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Abstract. The Milnor problem on one-dimensional attractors is solved for S -unimodal maps with a non-
degenerate critical point c¢. It provides us with a complete understanding of the possible limit behavior
for Lebesgue almost every point. This theorem follows from a geometric study of the critical set w(c) of a
“non-renormalizable” map. It is proven that the scaling factors characterizing the geometry of this set go
down to 0 at least exponentially. This resolves the problem of the non-linearity control in small scales. The
proofs strongly involve ideas from renormalization theory and holomorphic dynamics.

§1. Introduction.

Let f :[0,1] — [0,1] be an S-unimodal map (see the definitions later) of the interval with a non-
degenerate critical point ¢. Let us call such a map quasi-quadratic. As usual, w(x) denotes the limit set of
the forward orb (x) . The following theorem solves the Milnor problem [M1].

Theorem on the Measure-Theoretic Attractor. Let f be a quasi-quadratic map normalized by the
condition f:c+> 1+ 0. Then there is a unique set A (a measure-theoretic attractor in the sense of Milnor)
such that A = w(zx) for Lebesgue almost all x € [0,1], and only one of the following three possibilities can
occur:

1. A is a limit cycle;

2 . A is a cycle of intervals;

3 . A is a Feigenbaum-like attractor.

This result gives a clear picture of measurable dynamics for the maps under consideration. Let us
explain the words used in the statement. A limit cycle is the periodic orbit whose basin of attraction has
non-empty interior. A cycle of intervals is the union of finitely many intervals I, with disjoint interiors
cyclically interchanged by the dynamics. A Feigenbaum-like attractor is an invariant Cantor set of the
following structure:

A=(0n,

where 01 D O3 D ... is a nested sequence of cycles of intervals of increasing periods.
It makes sense to compare the above Theorem with its topological counterpart known since late 70s:

Theorem on the Topological Attractor ([MT], [G], [JR], [vS]). Let f be an S -unimodal map
normalized by the condition f : ¢+ 1+ 0. Then there is a unique set A (a topological attractor) such
that A = w(z) for a generic x € [0,1], and only one of the following three possibilities can occur:

( i). A is a limit cycle;

( ii). A is a cycle of intervals;

( iii). A is a Feigenbaum-like attractor.

From this point of view the Theorem on the Measure-Theoretic Attractor says that the map f has a
unique measure-theoretic attractor A coinciding with the topological attractor A . In cases (i) and (iii) this
was proven by Guckenheimer [G]. In case (ii) it is known that

p—1

A:UIk

k=0

where I; form a cycle of intervals of period p, and f°P| I} is topologically exact. The last property means
that for any interval J C Ij there is an n such that f°P"J = I} . So, we can reduce the Theorem on the
Measure-Theoretic Attractor to the following statement:
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Theorem A. Let f be a quasi-quadratic map. Assume that f is topologically exact on [0,1], hence
A =10,1]. Then w(x)=1[0,1] for Lebesgue almost all = € [0,1], that is A=10,1].

This measure-theoretic result follows from geometric properties of the critical set w(c). In order to
study microstructure of this set we introduce the concept of a generalized renormalization as the rescaled
first return map restricted to a neighborhood of the critical set. This moves us out of the class of unimodal
maps to a class 7 of maps with a single critical point but defined on the union of disjoint intervals mapped
onto a bigger interval. T Any map with recurrent critical point becomes infinitely renormalizable in this
sense.

Let us consider the sequence of renormalized maps

rerf -yt

As basic geometric characteristics of the critical set we consider the scaling factors ju, = |[I3|/|I5"| and
the Poincaré lengths of the gaps between the intervals I of level n. Our main geometric result is

Theorem B. Let f be a topologically exact quasi-quadratic map with the recurrent critical point. Then
the Poincaré lengths of the gaps of the renormalized maps go up to oo .

Moreover, to a first approximation they increase at least linearly. Unfortunately, there is one unpleasant
circumstance which can slow the rate down, namely the long cascades of “central returns” (when the map is
combinatorially close to being renormalizable). However, the rate is still under explicit control. In particular,
if we number these cascades by k € N then the rate will be at least linear in & .

As it is clear from the very name of our field, the basic problem of non-linear dynamics is to gain control
of non-linearity. In our situation the non-linearity in small scales is controlled by the above mentioned scaling
factors. Theorem B implies that the scaling factors go down at least exponentially in . This provides us
with a perfect control of non-linearity: the high order renormalized maps are becoming purely quadratic
exponentially fast. Observe that this contrasts drastically with the Feigenbaum-like case when the geometry
of the critical set is bounded from below (provided the combinatorics is bounded) which creates a definite
amount of non-linearity in all scales (see Sullivan [S]).

Let us now dwell in more detail on the ideas of this work. §2 contains the combinatorial treatment of
maps of class T . According to the recurrent properties of the orb( ¢) we split the analysis into two subcases:
the reluctantly and the persistently recurrent. The latter case presents a stronger recurrence of the critical
point. For example, in this case the return time of points of the orb (¢) back to a neighborhood U 3> ¢ is
bounded. Surprisingly this helps to provide the further analysis since the renormalized maps turn out to be
of finite type (that is, defined on the finitely many intervals). We show that such maps are classified by the
cascades of renormalization types, and that these types can be combined independently. The last statement
gives us a big freedom in producing examples. In particular, the so called Fibonacci map naturally arises
as a map of the simplest stationary type. This map studied in [LM] was a basic model which clarified the
situation.

863-6 are occupied with the proof of Theorem B. In §3 we prove it under the assumption that we start
with a small enough scaling factor. To this end we introduce a modification of the Poincaré lengths, the
“asymmetric Poincaré lengths”, which behave more regularly under renormalization. We show that the
asymmetric Poincaré lengths of the gaps increase almost monotonically. Though this is the longest technical
piece of the paper, we are actually in a quite comfortable position since the starting condition provides us
at once with a perfect control of non-linearity.

In order to get rid of the starting assumption we pass to the complex plane in the class of (generalized)
polynomial-like maps, a complex counterpart of maps of class 7 (§6). These maps are defined on the
finite union of disjoint topological disks mapped onto a bigger disk. The crucial fact is that all such maps
with the same combinatorics are quasi-conformally equivalent which yields quasi-symmetric equivalence on
the real line. This part relies on recent developments in holomorphic dynamics, particularly on the work of
Branner and Hubbard [BH]. Since the conclusion of Theorem B is quasi-symmetrically invariant, it is enough

t Up to some point we allow the domain to consist of infinitely many intervals. However, the renormal-
ization philosophy becomes really valuable only in the finite case.
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to produce just one example of a polynomial-like map f with a given combinatorics and arbitrarily small
starting scaling factor. Exactly at this point it is important to have a freedom gained by passing to the class
of generalized polynomial-like maps and its real counterpart, class 7T .

A bridge between quadratic maps and generalized polynomial-like maps is given by the renormalization
on a Yoccoz puzzle-piece introduced in [L2], a complex analogue of the renormalization mentioned above.
This passage completes the proof of Theorem B for quadratic polynomials (see the end of §6). The argument
for general quasi-quadratic maps is based upon two Sullivan’s Principles [S]:

1 ) Renormalizations of sufficiently smooth maps are becoming real analytic;
2 ) High order renormalization of a real analytic map makes it polynomial-like.

These principles turn out to be efficient in our setting of generalized renormalization. The First Principle
works when we have combinatorics of bounded type, that is the number of intervals I;* is bounded on all
levels. To push it forward we need a priori distortion bounds obtained by Martens [Ma]. As to the case of
unbounded combinatorics (as well as the non-minimal case), it is actually easier, and can be treated by a
purely real argument. We discuss these issues in §4.

In §5 we push the Second Principle forward. In order to construct a polynomial-like map we consider
the complex pull-backs of Euclidian disks based upon the real intervals, and estimate their sizes (“complex
bounds”). This is another technical piece of the work.

Finally, in the last §7 we derive Theorem A from Theorem B by showing that the set X = {z : w(x) 3 ¢}
has zero lower density at c¢. This is our first application of geometric Theorem B but we expect a lot of
others.

Remarks. 1. Since Milnor’s paper of 1985 there has been a good deal of effort to attack the problem
of attractors, see [BL1-3], [GJ], [K], [Ma], [JS]. In particular, it was already known that there is only one
measure-theoretic attractor (see [BL1-3] or [GJ], [K]). The reluctantly recurrent case was resolved in [BL3]
and [GJ].

The geometric study of “non-renormalizable maps” was started in [GJ], [Ma] and [JS]. In [JS] the absence
of Cantor attractors was proved for topologically exact maps sufficiently close to the Chebyshev polynomial
x—4dx(l—x).

In [HK] the Fibonacci map was suggested as a candidate for a “wild” situation when the measure-
theoretic and topological attractors are different. The paper [LM] showed that it is not the case for quasi-
quadratic maps (an alternative purely real argument has been recently found in [KN]). However, a computer
experiment carried out jointly with F.Tangerman indicates that this may well be true in higher degrees.

For a survey on the problem of attractors see [L3].

2. The complex counterpart of Theorem A says that the Lebesgue measure of the Julia set of a “non-
tunable” quadratic polynomial is equal to 0 (Lyubich [L.2] and Shishikura (unpublished)). The case of cubic
polynomials with Cantor Julia set had been earlier treated by McMullen (see [BH]). The real result turns out
to be harder than the complex one because conformal invariants (like annulus moduli or Poincaré metric)
have only quasi-invariant analogues in the real setting. However, Theorem B yields that on deep levels they
are becoming invariant exponentially fast with respect to pull-backs. This makes the real-complex dictionary
much more precise.

3. There are two pieces of the paper which strongly depend on the quadratic-like nature of the critical
point. First, the growth of the Poincaré lengths of the gaps relies on the fact that the square root map
divides the Poincaré length at most by 2 (Lemma 3.8). (By the way, this is the place where the asymmetric
Poincaré length comes to the scene). The second place is the Branner-Hubbard divergence property (§6).

Some definitions, notations and conventions. A continuous map f :[0,1] — [0,1] is called unimodal
if it has only one extremum c. It is called S-unimodal if additionally it is three times differentiable with
only critical point ¢ and with negative Schwarzian



derivative outside c:

f/// 3 f// 2
(g
If additionally the critical point ¢ is non-degenerate, that is f”(c¢) # 0, then the map is called quasi-
quadratic.

Let ¢(z) = (v —c)? . We use the abbreviations gs and qc for “quasi-symmetric” and “quasi-conformal”
respectively.

Saying “an interval” we mean a “closed interval”. The notation I = [a,b] means that a and b are the
endpoints of I but does not necessarily mean that a < b. Points a and a’ are called “c-symmetric” if
fa = fa'. So, we can also talk about c-symmetric sets.

The n-fold iterate of a map ¢ is denoted by ¢°™. The orb(x) = g-orb(z) denotes {g°™z}>_,. Also
orb ,(z) = {¢g°™z}% _, denotes the initial piece of the orbit. Let N = {0,1,2,...}.

We recommend the forthcoming book of de Melo and van Strien [MS] for the background in one-
dimensional dynamics.

Acknowledgement. I'd like to thank Marco Martens for useful discussions, and for reading parts of the
manuscript. I owe to John Milnor several nice suggestions which improved the exposition. I also take this
opportunity to thank THES and IMPA for their hospitality while I was doing parts of this work.

§2. Renormalization.

Renormalization in dynamical systems means the first return map to an appropriate piece of the phase
space and then rescaling of this piece to the “original size”. For example, if we have a periodic c-symmetric
interval I C [0,1] of period p > 1, we can consider the unimodal map f?|I and then rescale I back
to [0,1]. This is the usual notion of renormalization in one-dimensional dynamics. So, we can talk about
renormalizable and non-renormalizable maps. Repeating this procedure we can further talk about “twice
renormalizable”, “thrice renormalizable”,..., or at the end “infinitely renormalizable” maps. For example,
looking through the Theorem on the Topological Attractor we see that case (ii) corresponds to at most
finitely renormalizable maps, while the last case (iii) corresponds to infinitely renormalizable maps. The
case we concentrated on, when the map f is topologically exact on [fc, f2c], is equivalent to being non-
renormalizable.

However, this specific terminology highly accepted in one-dimensional dynamics is somewhat misleading.
Indeed, we will see that the most interesting “non-renormalizable” maps can actually be treated as infinitely
renormalizable in an appropriate sense, and this gives an efficient tool for studying the geometry of the critical
set. This renormalization does not respect the class of unimodal maps. So, let us describe an appropriate
class of maps.

Class 7. Let ¢,p € [0,00], and let I, k = —q,...,p, be a finite family of disjoint intervals compactly
contained in a base interval J . The interval Iy is marked, and will be called central. Let us consider a map
P
g: Dom(g) = UIk—>J (2-1)
k=—q

with a single turning point ¢ € Iy (we will still call it “critical”), which also satisfies the following property:
g(0I) C 9J . In particular, g maps each non-central interval I, k # 0, homeomorphically onto the whole
interval J, while the central interval Iy is ¢-symmetric.

Let us also assume that ¢ does not have non-trivial wandering intervals. This condition holds automat-
ically under some regularity assumptions, e.g., ¢ has negative Schwarzian derivative, and the critical point
¢ is non-flat (see [G] or [L1]).

Denote this class of maps by T7°° . Let us say that g € 7°° is of finite type if its domain consists of
only finitely many intervals, that is p,q € N. Let 7 denote the subclass of maps of finite type. Unimodal
maps can also be viewed as maps of class 7 whose domain contain a single interval.

A point z is said to be non-escaping if ¢°"xz € Dom(g) for all n = 1,2,.... Denote by K(g) the set
of non-escaping points ( the “filled-in Julia set” of ¢ ).
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Pull-Backs and nice intervals. The following pull-back construction plays an essential role in what
follows. Given an interval T and a point x such that ¢°"z € intT, we can pull T back along the orbit
{g°*x}7_, . This means that we inductively construct a sequence of intervals

T,=T5q¢"x, Th135¢" Vg, .. To>z

so that T}y is the maximal interval containing gkx whose image is contained in Tky1 . An interval T} of
the pull-back is called critical if int Ty, 3 ¢. Since ¢(91;) C 0J,

g(0Ty) C OThir, k=0,1,...,n— 1. (2-2)

Hence the non-critical intervals T} diffeomorphically map onto Tk41, and the critical intervals Ty are
c-symmetric, k= 0,1,....,n — 1. A pull-back is called monotone if all intervals T} except perhaps T are
non-critical. It is called unimodal if T} is critical while T4,...,T,,_1 are non-critical.

As in [Ma] let us call a c¢-symmetric interval T nice if

g OTYNT =0, n=1,2,... (2-13)

For example, let a be a periodic point, and let S be its n-fold preimage, 8’ be a c-symmetric point.
Then the interval T = [3, '] is nice provided S & orb(a). It follows that there are nice intervals in any
neighborhood of ¢ (provided g has no limit cycles).

Let us denote by M = M the family of intervals obtained by pulling a nice interval T back along all
possible orbits (M comes from “Markov”). Following the analogy with the holomorphic setting (compare
[H], [M2] or §6), the intervals of M will also be called puzzle-pieces. We use the notation T (x) for
the puzzle-piece obtained by pulling 7' along orb ,(z), and call n the depth of the puzzle-piece. (If we
start with another interval, say, J then, of course, we use the notations J() (x) for the corresponding
puzzle-pieces). The basic properties of the family M are:

(i) any two intervals of M are either disjoint or “strongly nested”; in the latter case the interval of higher
depth is contained in the interior of the other one;
(ii) any non-critical puzzle-piece T (x) diffeomorphically maps onto T~V (fx).

(iii) For any critical puzzle-piece T(™(z) of depth > 0
FT (@), 07 (@) < (T =V (f2), TV (f2)).

All critical puzzle-pieces are c¢-symmetric.

(iv) If ¢ is recurrent then for any puzzle-piece T(™(z), the orb (¢) does not cross T ™ (z).

Lemma 2.1. Let K € M be a critical puzzle-piece, and x be a point whose orbit crosses int K . Take the
first moment n > 0 for which ¢°"x € intK . Then the pull-back of K along orb(x ) is either monotone or
unimodal.

Proof. Let K = K,,, K;,—1, ..., Ko 2 = be the above pull-back. Then the puzzle-pieces K,,_1,..., Ko have
higher depths than K . It follows that they are are disjoint from K and hence non-critical. O

In particular, if x ¢ K then the pull-back is monotone. If z = ¢ is the critical point then the pull-back
is certainly unimodal.

Let K,L € M be two critical intervals, L. C K. The interval L is called a kid of K if it is obtained
by a unimodal pull-back along a piece of the critical orbit {g°*c}?_,, g"c € K . The kid corresponding to
the first return of the critical point back to K will be called the first kid K'. Lemma 2.1 can be improved
in the following way.

Lemma 2.2. Let K € M be a critical puzzle-piece, L be its first kid, and x be a point whose orbit
crosses int L. Take the first moment n > 0 for which g°™x € intL . Then the pull-back of K along orb(z )
is monotone if x ¢ L, and unimodal otherwise.

Proof. Consider the subsequent return moments 0 < n; < ns < ... < n; = n of orb(z) to K until the
first meeting with L. According to the previous lemma, the first return produces a unimodal or monotone
pull-back of K depending on whether x € L or not. All further returns produce monotone pull-backs of
K . This is what was required. O



Sequence of first grandkids. Cascades of central returns. Let I° = J be the base interval, I' = I
be its first kid, I? be the first kid of I' etc. In such a way we construct a nested sequence of the “first
grandkids”

I’>1'>ros..
which will play fundamental role in what follows. Let t(n) be the first return time of the critical point back
to I"~1. We say that the return to level n — 1 is central if ¢°*("¢ € I"™ . Otherwise the return is classified
as high or low depending on whether ¢°*™) 1" > I™ or ¢g°*™I*NI" = (compare [GJ]).

Denote by £ C N the sequence of all levels m such that ¢°*(™¢ € I"™~'\J™ which means that the
return to the level m — 1 is non-central. Let x : N — N be the monotone surjective map such that
k(m+1) = k(m)+1 for m € L and k(m + 1) = k(m) otherwise. The series of levels with the same &
will be called the cascades of central returns. (The “cascade” can degenerate to a single level if the central
return does not actually occur). So, x numbers subsequently the cascades of central returns.

An important issue which we will discuss next is whether the sequence of grandkids shrink down to the
critical point. ( The main concern of this work will be the rate of shrinking).

Unimodal renormalization. Let us say that g € T admits a unimodal renormalization if there exists
a c-symmetric periodic interval. Then the return map to this interval is unimodal which justifies the
terminology. It will be convenient to consider unimodal maps as “admitting unimodal renormalizations”.
So, when we say that a map g € 7°° does not admit unimodal renormalizations, we assume automatically
that it is not unimodal itself. (The standard meaning of a renormalizable unimodal map corresponds to
admitting a unimodal renormalization with a period >1.)

Lemma 2.3. The following properties are equivalent:
( i) g does not admit a unimodal renormalization.
( ii) The sequence of levels with non-central returns is infinite.
( iii) The grandkids I™ shrink to the critical point.
( iv) The set K(g) of non-escaping points has empty interior.

Proof. Let t(n) be as above the return time of ¢ back to I"~!. Clearly, #(n) is monotonically increasing.

(i) = (ii). Assume that the returns to all levels m > n—1 are central. Then Ny,>,I™ isa c¢-symmetric
¢°! -invariant interval. Contradiction.

(ii) = (iii). If ¢(m) =t, m > n, eventually stabilizers then the returns to all levels > n —1 should be
central contradicting (ii). If ¢(n) — co but I™ don’t shrink to the critical point then the intersection NI™
is a wandering interval.

(iii) = (iv). Since an appropriate iterate of I™ covers the whole base interval I° = J , there are escaping
points in I™. Since I™ shrink down to the critical point, there are escaping points in any neighborhood of
c. But an appropriate iterate of any other interval must cover the critical point (no homtervals). Hence,
escaping points are dense.

(iv) = (i). Any periodic interval is contained in the filled-in Julia set. O

The condition (iv) can also be stated in the following way:
diam(J™(z)) =0 as n— oo (2—4)
uniformly in z. If g is of finite type then it follows that K (g) is a Cantor set.

Remarks. 1. One can also easily see that a map g € 7 admits a unimodal renormalization if and only if
there is a an interval I"~! such that the critical point does not escape its kid I under iterates of fo1(")
In the complex setting it will be accepted as the main definition.

2. One can also state and prove the Two kids Lemma by the same argument as in the complex setting (see
§6). However, we don’t need it for the real discussion.

Persistent and reluctant recurrence.

Let B(z,€) denote the interval centered at z of radius e.

Assume c is recurrent. It is called reluctantly recurrent if there exist an € > 0 and an arbitrary long
backward orbit Z = {x,x_1,...x_;} in w(c) such that the B(z,¢) allows a monotone pull-back along Z.
Otherwise c is called persistently recurrent.



Lemma 2.4. Assume g does not admit unimodal renormalizations. Then the following two properties are
equivalent:
( R1) ¢ is reluctantly recurrent;

( R2) There is a critical puzzle-piece 10™(c) with infinitely many kids.

Proof. (R1) = (R2). By (2-4) we can find a puzzle-piece J(x) C B(x,¢€). Tt is certainly a monotone
pull-back of some critical puzzle-piece J™)(c) .

Let us pull J(™ () to depth n+1 along the backward orbit Z. Then let us consider the first moment
when orb (¢) crosses J ("H)(:v_l) and pull this puzzle-piece further to the critical point. We get a kid of
J(™)(¢). Letting | — oo we obtain infinitely many kids.

(R2) = (R1). Consider the pull-backs of J(™(c) along the backward orbits of ¢ creating the kids.
O

Remark. Persistently recurrent situation appeared in [BL3, Lemma 11.1] and [GJ] under different names.
In the complex setting it was introduced in [Y] under the name we use here. The term “reluctantly recurrent”
was suggested by McMullen.

An invariant set K is called minimal if the orbits of all points x € K are dense in K .

Lemma 2.5 (see [BL3], [Ma]). In the persistently recurrent case the critical set w(c) is a minimal Cantor
set.

Proof. Assume there exists an z € w(c) whose orbit does not accumulate on ¢. Then for sufficiently small
€ > 0 the pull-backs of B(g°"x,€) along the orb,(x) are monotone. The contradiction proves that w(c) is
minimal. In particular, w(c) does not contain periodic points. Hence it is a Cantor set. O

The minimality property yields that for any relative neighborhood U C w(¢) all points x € U eventually
return back to U, and, moreover, the return time is bounded (but certainly depends on U ). So, on w(c)
the return map is of finite type: it is defined on the finitely many intervals. This motivates the following
consideration.

Return maps of finite type. Take a nice interval L 5 ¢. Let Ky 3 ¢ be its first kid. Select also finitely
many other pairwise disjoint pull-backs K; C L, —n < i < m corresponding to the first returns of some
points back to L. Then we can define the first return map of class T :

h: OKj—>L. (2-5)

j=—n

In the most interesting case when L = I the combinatorial type of h can be described in terms of the
g -itineraries of K; through the intervals [; of the previous level. To this end let us prepare a bit of algebraic
language.

Spin semigroups. Let I' be a semi-group. We call T a spin semi-group if it is supplied with a character
e: I — Z?. If T is free then the spin structure can be certainly prescribed arbitrary on the generators, and
uniquely determined by this data.

Let p,q € N, and let us consider a free semi-group

N=<1I_ ., Ip,....; I, >

with p+ ¢+ 1 generators which are linearly ordered with a marked generator Iy. If €(Iy) > 0 we say that
I' is positively oriented. Otherwise I' is negatively oriented.

Let W(I') C T be the set of words v = I;(g)..-Jp(s) such that the last symbol is I, while all others are
different from Iy . Let us order W(T') as follows (compare [MT]). Let v; = Iy(0)..-Ip) be the initial part of
v, t=0,..,s. Assign to v an integer vector with components e(y:—1)k(t), t =1,...,s . The ordering of
I" is induced by the lexicographic ordering of the corresponding vectors. Note that any two words of W (I")
are comparable since they end with the Iy-symbol.

So, the object we have described should be called a free ordered spin semigroup. However, we will
usually call it just “spin semigroup” keeping in mind the other structures.

Let (IV,¢’) be another spin semigroup of the same type with generators

I e e If, ...,IZ'),, and let x : (I,¢/) — (T,e) be a semigroup homomorphism. Let us call it unimodal
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if x(Ix) € W(') and x is unimodal on the set of generators, that is, it is strictly monotone on the sets
I’_q,, o, I} and T, ...,Il’j, , and has an extremum at Ip. Moreover, we require Iy to be the minimum or
maximum depending on whether I' is positively or negatively oriented.

A unimodal homomorphism x is called admissible if additionally

€ (K;) = sgnj e(x(K;). (2-6)

Return type. Take a map g € T as in (2-1) of finite type. Let the numbering of the intervals I be
consistent with the line order. Consider a free group I'; generated by I . Let us supply I'; with a spin
structure €, . Spin of a non-central interval Ij is equal to +1 or -1 depending on whether g|I; preserves
or reverses orientation. The spin of the central interval I is equal to +1 or -1 depending on whether ¢ is
the minimum or maximum point.

Assume now that the critical point returns to Iy . Then we can consider a return map (2-5):

h: L"J Kj—>IQ

j=—n
of class T . Let (G, €) be an associated spin semigroup, and let us define a homomorphism
X (Tnsen) = (Tgr€g)
assigning to each interval K = K its itinerary through the intervals of the previous level
X(K) = Iy Ips—1) Io € W(Ty) (2-17)

until the first return back to Iy, that is, ¢/ K C Iy with k(j) #0 for j =1,..,s — 1. Let us call the
itinerary x(Ko) € W(T'y) of the central interval the kneading sequence of the return map.

We call the homomorphism x the type of the return map. Observe that x is admissible. Property
(2-6) expresses the chain rule for the orientation type of the composition. The unimodal property of x
reflects the fact that the central branch of ¢ is unimodal.

Denote by T(q,p,e) the subclass of T with specified ¢,p C N and spin character e¢. Let ¢* €
T(g,p,e), to <t < t1, be a continuous (in C° topology) one-parameter family of maps. This means
that the intervals I, = I} (t) move continuously with ¢, and each rescaled branch g;|I;(t) o ¢} depends
continuously on ¢ (here ! : [0,1] — Ix(¢) is the orientation preserving rescaling). Let us call the family
g' full if g'oIy(to) covers all intervals Iy (tp) while g**Io(t1) does not intersect the interiors of Ij(t1) (or
vice versa).

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢' € T(q,p,e), 0 < ¢ < 1, be a full one-parameter family. Let x : I" — T’y be an
admissible homomorphism. Then for some parameter value t € (0,1) there is a return map ht € T whose
return type is equal to x . Moreover, there is a full family of return maps h', to <t < t;, with the same

property.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that the critical point is minimum for all g*, that is, Ty is
positively oriented. In what follows we omit ¢ in notations keeping in mind that everything actually depends
on it. For every t let us consider the intervals L; with itineraries x(/K;). Such intervals exist (because
outside the central interval ¢ acts as the Bernoulli scheme), and continuously depend on ¢t. Moreover,
g°i=VL; = I where [; is the length of the itinerary y(K).

Since g = g* is the full family, there is a parameter interval T = [ty,?;] such that the critical value
gc runs though the interval Ly from one boundary point to another as ¢ runs through 7. Since y is
unimodal (and I'y is positively oriented), Lo lies on the left of all other intervals L;. Hence for t € T we
have gly D L;, i #0.

Let us now consider the pull-back K; C Iy of the intervals L; by the central branch in such a way that
K lies on the right of ¢ if and only if j > 0. Then the first return map h on UK; has type x . Moreover,
as t runs through T, the critical value hc runs all way through I°, so that we have a full family. O

Let g =g¢1 € T . Assume that we can subsequently construct a sequence of return maps of class 7

gn UL — 16171
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where I§ D I} D .... is a sequence of the first kids. Let y,, n =1,2,..., be the corresponding sequence of
return types. The following statement says that these types can be combined independently. (“Do whatever
you want”.)

Lemma 2.7. Let ¢g' € T(q,p,e), 0 <t <1, be a full one-parameter family, Ty = I'y. Let xp : 'y —
I'h_1, n=1,2,... beany sequence of admissible homomorphisms. Then there is a map g = g* which admits
a sequence of return maps ¢, of type xn -

Proof. By the previous lemma we can subsequently construct a nested sequence of parameter intervals
T; DTy D ... in such a way that the return types to T} are required up to the level n, while the retun
maps g}, 11, t € Ty, to the nth level form a full family. Intersecting these intervals we get a required
parameter value. O

In particular, we can fix the intervals I; and consider the “standard” family of maps which are linear
on the non-central intervals (and hence don’t depend on parameter) and quadratic on the central interval.
Then by changing this central branch we can obtain a map of any type {xn} -

The return graph. Let us consider a sequence
— Iy - I'T — FO
X3 X2 X1

of admissible homomorphisms of spin semigroups. We can associate to it the following graded graph A.
Put on the nth level of A the generators {I}'} of I',,. Connect a vertex I}’ with a vertex I;hl of the

previous level by [ edges if I;Fl has multiplicity ! in the word x,(f}’). This graph contains the full
“abelian” information about the sequence of homomorphisms.

Observe that each vertex of level n is connected by a simple edge with the central vertex I ~1 of the
previous level. Let us call the graph (and the sequence {x,}) irreducible if for any vertex I;' there is a
path down to a central vertex Ig“ (such that we go strictly downstairs along this path).

Let us consider now a sequence of return maps g, . Its type is given by a sequence of homomorphisms
Xn which provides us with a graph A. A vertex I}’ is connected with I;Fl by [ edges if the ¢,_1-orbit
of I}’ passes through I;—L*1 [ times before the first return back to the central interval Igfl . (Such a graph
was introduced by Marco Martens.) The following statement is immediate:

Lemma 2.8. The graph A is irreducible if and only if the critical orb(c ) crosses all intervals I}} . O

Realization of all types. Let g € T have a recurrent critical point such that f|w(c) is minimal. Assume
also that g does not admit a unimodal renormalization. Denote this class of maps by Tmin . Let us consider
the nested sequence of the first grandkids I° D I' O .... Let us define a sequence of return maps

gn UL 1" I =17

in such a way that we select only those intervals I;' which cover the critical set. The number of these
intervals is finite since w(c) is minimal. We call g, a pre-renormalization of ¢,_1. So, we obtain a
sequence Xq = {X»} of admissible homomorphisms with an irreducible graph A, . Let us call this sequence
a type of g.

Lemma 2.9. Let g' € T(q,p,e), 0 <t <1 be a full one-parameter family, I'o = T'y. Let x = {xn :
I, = Ty-1}%2, be any irreducible sequence of admissible homomorphisms such that x,(I") # (I"~') for
infinitely many n . Then there is a map g* € Tmin of type X .

Proof. By Lemma 2.7 we know that there is a map ¢* which admits a sequence of return maps of type
Xn - Since x is irreducible, this is a sequence of pre-renormalized maps (by Lemma 2.8). Hence y, = X -

This map does not admit a unimodal renormalization since x,(I") # (I"~1) for infinitely many n .
By Lemma 2.3 diam (I™) — 0. Since the critical point returns to all central intervals I™, it is recurrent.
In order to see the minimality property, let us consider the union of orb( I’ ) until their first return back to
I"~!. This provides us with a finite covering of w(c) by the pull-backs of I"~!. It follows that the orbit
of any point = € w(c) crosses I"~! and hence w(x) =w(c). O

9



Combinatorial model of the critical set. Let I'" be a sub-semigroup of I'"™ generated by non-central

intervals I, k # 0. Consider a space Q of all finite and infinite sequences 6 = (d1,02,...) such that
5, € TV™ with a strictly increasing sequence of levels I(n) . Let us define a map o : Q@ — Q in the following
fashion. Set n =1(1). If the word ¢; has length greater than 1 then just forget the first symbol of this word.
If 6, = (Ip') and x(61) = (I}~") then forget &;. Finally, if d; has only one symbol and x(&1) # (I7™")
then replace d; with y.(6;) where x.(d;) coincides with x(01) except for the last symbol I;'~' which is
dropped.

Given a map g € Tmin , We can associate to a point & € w(c) an element of the space € in the following
way. Let z € I""!\J". Then consider the itinerary d; of z through the intervals of level n = I(1) until
the first moment ¢ when it lands in the central interval I"™. Then find a level [(2) = m > n = [(1) such
that y = gtz € I™~J™!. Coding now y in a similar way we will find ds, etc. Since diam(I}') — 0 as
n — 00, this provides us with a homeomorphism between w(c) and  conjugating f and o . So, we have
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Two maps f,g € Tmin have the same type, Xs = Xg4 , if and only if their restrictions on the
critical sets are topologically conjugate by an orientation preserving homeomorphism respecting the critical
points. O

Pull-back argument.

Lemma 2.11. Two maps f and g of class Tyin are topologically conjugate by an orientation preserving
homeomorphism if and only they have the same types, X = Xg -

Proof. Let us set g = f and mark all objects related to g with the tilde. By Lemma 2.9, there is an
orientation preserving conjugacy h : w(c¢) — w(¢) putting ¢ to é. Let us continue it to an orientation
preserving homeomorphism A : (J,Ul},) — (J,UI;) of the base intervals.

Consider now a nested sequence of inverse images J*) = f=*J, k =0,1,... shrinking down to the Julia
set K(f), JW = UI) (and define J®) similarly). Since h(c) = ¢, we can lift h via the folding maps f

and f to an orientation preserving homeomorphism:

h1
JH 5 gOm
I Lf
J = J
h

Then hq|0J (1) = h, and hence h provides a continuation of h; to the whole base interval .J .

Let us show that hi|w(c) = h|w(c) . Indeed, since h is a conjugacy on w(c), the points h(z) and hq(z)
either coincide or are ¢-symmetric. Since both of maps are orientation preserving, they must coincide.

Now let us repeat the construction and pull h; back, etc. In such a way we will construct a sequence
hy : J — J of orientation preserving homeomorphisms such that
(i) fohy=hp10f;
(ii) h, agrees with h on the critical set;
(i) A |INT™ = hy .

Hence there is a pointwise limit H = limh, which is an orientation preserving homeomorphism
JK(f) — J~K(f) conjugating f and f. Since the both Julia sets K(f) and K(f) are Cantor, H
can be automatically continued across these sets. O

Example: the Fibonacci recurrence. In this case we have two intervals [ and I7', j € {-1,+1}, on
all levels. The returns are high on all levels, and x(I}) = (I;lil,lghl) , x(UI7) = (I3~1). This data and
the spin structure on the first level (four possibilities) uniquely determine the admissible spin structures on
the further levels and the choice between j =1 or —1 for the non-central intervals I7' Namely, one can
see that on two subsequent levels the 7' lie on one side of ¢, and then on the next two levels they lie on

the opposite side, etc (the first level can be the only exception).
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We see that there are four Fibonacci types. But actually two pairs of them are the same up to the choice
of the orientation of the base interval. So, only two types are left which differ by the spin of the non-central
branch. The renormalization interchanges these types.

Let us remark in conclusion that the name “Fibonacci” comes from the observation that the first return
time t, of the critical point to the nth level satisfies the Fibonacci recurrent equation t,11 = t, +t,—1 .

Renormalization. In the subsection “Realization of all types” we defined the pre-renormalization g; of
amap ¢ € Tmin- The renormalization Rg is obtained from g; just by rescaling of the base interval Ij
(for g1) to the original interval J. If we repeat this procedure, we will see that the n-fold renormalization
R°"g is obtained from g, by rescaling I} . The type of the renormalization is defined as the type of the
corresponding pre-renormalization. Now we can summarize the above results as follows:

Theorem 2.12. Let g € T . Then g is infinitely renormalizable with R°"g € Tmin . The topological type
of g is uniquely determined by the sequence X, of renormalization types. Any sequence of admissible types

- I's —» It — Ty
X3 X2 X1

can be realised in any full one-parameter family g* with I'y =T .

Maps of infinite type. In the case when the critical point is recurrent but w(c) is not minimal, we still can
renormalize the map on a nice interval by taking the first return map, keeping only the intervals intersecting
w(c) and rescaling. However, now the domain of the n-fold renormalization consists of infinitely many
intervals starting from some level. Still one can develop a similar combinatorial theory but we don’t need it.
Let us only agree that I™ = I7' is still the central interval, and the intervals I} with k> 0/k < 0 lie on
the right/left of c.

Getting started. Let f: L — K, L C K, be a unimodal map, exact on [fc, f°2c]. Take a nice interval
J=1° C [fe, f°%c], and renormalize f on J. We obtain a map g € 7°° which does not admit unimodal
renormalizations. This is our object to study.

§3. Estimates of Poincaré lengths and scaling factors.

Hyperbolic line and asymmetric Poincaré length. Let us consider an interval L = [a, b] as a hyperbolic
line with the Poincaré metric 2dz/(x — a)(b — ). Let G be a subinterval of L, and U and V be the
components of I~\G (see Figure 1). We will use the following notations for the Poincaré length of G in L:

_ _ _ |G| |G|
P(G) = P(G|L) = P(U,V) = log(1 + W) +log(1 + m).

Note that the bigger the space is around G in L, the smaller Poincaré length P(G|L) is.

Figure 1

Let us now state the main analytic tools of real one-dimensional dynamics (see [MS]). They are called
“the Schwarz Lemma” and “the Koebe Principle” by analogy with the classical facts in geometric function
theory.

Schwarz Lemma. Any diffeomorphism h : L — L' with positive Schwarzian derivative contracts the
Poincaré metric. O

Hence, given an interval G C L and its image G’ = hG we have: P(G|L) < P(G'|L’). So, if we have
a definite space in L around G then we have also a definite space in L’ around G’.

11



Given a diffeomorphism h: I — I’, let us call

|f' ()|
| (y)]

its distortion or non-linearity. The case of zero non-linearity corresponds to linear maps.

max log
z,yel

Koebe Principle. Let h : (L,I) — (L',I') be a diffeomorphism with positive Schwarzian derivative,
r = P(I|L) . Then the non-linearity of h on I is bounded by a constant C(r) independent of h. Moreover,
C(r)=0(r) asr—0. O

Lemma 3.1. If L>T DI then P(I|L) < $P(I|T)P(T|L).

Proof. Since the Poincaré metric is invariant under Mobius transformations, we can normalize the intervals
in the following way: L =[-1,1], T =[-X, A, 0 < A < 1. Let us consider the map h : x — Ax. The
calculation shows that ||Dh(z)||r < A in the L-Poincaré metric (with equality at 0). On the other hand,
h : L — T is an isometry from the L-Poincaré metric to the T -one. Hence P(I|L) < AP(h~'I|L) =
AP(I|T). Observe finally that 2A < P(T|L). O

Remark. We will actually use Lemma 3.1 in a slightly different form:
P(I|L) < P(I|T) P*(T|L)

where P*(T|L) = min{P(T|L),1}.
Suppose we have a map g with a single non-degenerate critical point c. If the interval int G does not
contain c¢, then let us introduce the asymmetric Poincaré length defined as

G 1 G
Q(G) = QGIL) = QU.V) = log(1 +100) + L1og(1 + 1),
v’ 2 V]
provided U is closer to ¢ than V. Clearly, Q(G) < P(G). The coefficient 1/2 is related to the exponent
2 of the critical point c. It turns out that the asymmetric Poincaré length behaves more regularly under

renormalizations of a quasi-quadratic map than the usual Poincaré length.

Parameters. From now on we will assume without change of notations that all maps of class T have
negative Schwarzian derivative and a non-degenerate critical point c¢. Let us consider a map g =q1 € T
which does not admit unimodal renormalizations, and has a recurrent critical point. Then we can construct
the sequence of pre-renormalized maps

g JIp =17

with the central intervals I} = I™ shrinking down to c. In this section we don’t assume that w(c) is
minimal, so that we allow infinitely many intervals I} on all sufficiently high levels n .

By the gap between intervals U and V we mean the bounded connected component of R\(U UV).
Let us introduce the following parameters:

- K, is the infimum of asymmetric Poincaré lengths Q(I7, I) of the gaps between intervals of level n
with st > 0;

- iy = |[I™|/|T"7Y is the scaling factor on level n;

- A = max;g[["' ¢ I is the maximal Poincaré length of the non-central intervals of
level n. Set A = min(A,,1).
Further, let
_ I
O =  dist(I7 c)
be a parameter which controls the non-linearity of the quadratic map ¢(z) = (z — ¢)? on non-central
intervals.

By means of a C?-small change of variable (near the critical value) we can make f purely quadratic
in a neighborhood of the critical point ¢. Then g, can be decomposed in the following way:

gn|Iln = hn,i ° 9, (3 - O)
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where ¢(z) = (z—c)? is the quadratic map and h,, ; is a diffeomorphism with negative Schwarzian derivative
of an appropriate interval onto J. Let us consider one more parameter:

- pn is the maximal distortion of h, ;, and call it the distortion parameter.

Let us remember that x: N — N numbers the cascades of central returns (see §2). The goal of this
section is to prove the following:

Conditional version of Theorem B. There exist K and ji > 0 (independent of a map) with the

following property. If on some level N, Ky > K or uny < f then K, — oco. Moreover, there exist
positive constants A, C and o such that

K, > Ak(n),
pint1 < Cexp(—ok(n)), n € L,
pn < Cexp(—ok(n)).

Remark. Observe that the scaling factors pu, are exponentially small only on the special subsequence of
levels (outside the long cascades of central returns). However, the estimates of the Poincaré lengths of the
gaps, as well as the non-linearity control hold on all levels.

Let us fix constants fi and p and K > 0 such that 1 > 1 > p > 0. We will assume (until the
subsection “Cascades of central returns”) that the following estimates hold:

Pn <Py P <p,  K,>K. (3-1)
So, p controls the distortion, fi controls the scaling factors, and K controls the Poincaré lengths of
the gaps. In what follows all constants depend on i (and actually on p which becomes non-important
because we keep i > p) but not on the particular map. Sometimes we will abuse notations using the same
letter for different constants.
Let us also fix small constants A and & which separate range of small values of parameters ), and
a, from big ones.

Strategy. Our strategy is the following. Let us consider two intervals U’ = I,?H and V' = I;-“rl such that
the gap G’ between them does not contain the critical point. Let us push these intervals forward by g,
until the first moment p when U = gPU’ C I}* and V = gPV’ C I7 lie in different intervals of level n , that
is s # t. Then loosely speaking, the Poincaré length of the gap between U and V can be estimated from
below by 2K, +x with an absolute constant x > 0. Pulling this back by an almost quadratic map we get an
estimate of the asymmetric Poincaré length of the gap between U’ and V', namely Q(U,V) > K,, + x/2.

The argument depends on the positions of the intervals I;* and I? . The Fibonacci-like situation when
one of these intervals is central is the main one to look at (see Lemmas 3.3 and 3.9). In all other cases the
estimates are actually getting better.

Estimates of P(U, V). This will occupy lemmas 3.2 through 3.7.

Let us fix a level n and temporarily drop the index n in all notations so that I™" =1, g, =g, pn = p
etc. However, let I"~! = J. Let us take a non-central interval I;, ¢t # 0, of level n, and consider an
interval U C I, such that ¢'U =1, ¢UNI =0, i=0,1,....l — 1. Sometimes we will write { ={;. Let L
and R be the components of I;"\U with L closer to ¢ than R (see the following figure).
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Figure 2
Let J© and J~ be the components of J~J .

Lemma 3.2. The following estimates hold:
i Ul

I i S 40+ 0 (3-2)
If I =1 then U
% < 2u(1+O(p + 1) (3-3)
and IS
Clp,p)~ ' < 1A} Clp, p), (3—14)

with C(p, ) = V2(1+O(p+p)). If I > 1 and then

U U

% <4 (1+0()  and % < 40 (14 O(). (3-5)
Proof. There is an interval T such that U C T C I; which is diffeomorphically mapped by ¢' onto J.
By the Schwarz lemma,

P(U|L) < PUIT) < P(I|T) = 4u(1 + O(1)). (3—6)
But vl .l
pwin = (1 +12h 4+ oewin), (3-7)

provided there is an a priori bound on [I; : U]. The last two estimates imply (3-2) .
In order to get (3-3) let us make use of the decomposition (3-0):

U Ul
H % < %(1+p)—2u(1+0(p+u))-

Estimate (3-4) follows from the fact that g is the composition of a quasi-symmetric map ¢ and a
diffeomorphism with distortion p (the v/2 comes as the qs norm of ¢~1).

Suppose now that I > 1. Then ¢g'~! maps the interval T introduced above onto a non-central interval
I, s # 0. Hence there is another interval 7’ in between T and I, which is mapped by ¢!~ onto J.
Hence P(T|I;) < P(T|T") < P(I4]J) < A. By Lemma 3.1 and estimate (3-6),

P(U|1) < P(T|L)P(UIT) < 4pmin(A, 1)(1 + O(w)). (3-9)
and the estimates (3-5) follow from (3-7) and (3-8). O

We will use the sign < or > if an estimate holds up to O(u + p), and a sign ~ if an equality holds
up to O(u+ p) (provided p < fi,p <p).

Let U C I; be as above, H be the gap between Iy and I;, G be the gap between Iy and U (see
Figure 3). Let P(H) denote the Poincaré length of H in Io U H U I;, and P(G) denote the Poincaré
length of G in IyUGUU . Notations Q(H) and Q(G) mean the asymmetric Poincaré lengths of the same
pairs of intervals. Let JT be the component of J~J containing I .

Figure 3
Lemma 3.3. If [ =1 then there is an absolute constant x > 0 such that
P(G) = 2Q(H) + x. (3 -10)
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If | > 1 then
1
P(G) = 2Q(H) +log™ 1 log 2. (3—11)

Proof. We have

H H L
P(G) > log(1 + u) + log(1 + HH] + 2]

):
I U
| ! ] v ) (3-12)
=log(l+ —) +log(l + ———) + log(1 + —).
I I+ 0] G

The middle term is evidently bounded from below by log(1 + |H|/|I;]) . As to the last term, then by (3-2)
we have:

L 1 +
log(1 + H) - 1og4— ~ log(1 + L|]T|) —log2 >
HL Lt o1
>log(l+ —=)+log——— —log2,
1] |H |+ |1]

and the estimate P(G) > 2Q(H) —log2 follows.

Let now [ = 1. Then we can use (3-3) instead of (3-2), and —log2 disappears in the last estimate.
We can also improve the estimate of the middle term of (3-12) as follows. Because of (3-3) and (3-4), there
isa 7 >1 such that |I;| > 7(]L| + |U]). Hence

H|
[LI+ (U]

) >—1og(1+@)+x, (3—-14)

log(1 + A

provided H is not tiny as compared with I; . On the other hand if H is tiny as compared with I; then JT
is big as compared with H and H is big as compared with I (namely, log(|H|/|I|) > K— [a tiny terml]).
Hence the second term

S+ 1

1 L B i
°CTH] 1]

in (3-13) is big, and suppresses —log2. These yield (3-10).

Finally, if { > 1 then we can improve (3-13) by using (3-5) instead of (3-2). O

Now together with the above pair of intervals U C I, let us consider a similar pair V' C I, s # 0,
with V' to be a monotone pull-back of I. Let us assume that both pairs lie on the same side of ¢, and the

latter one is closer to ¢ than the former (see Figure 4). Let G be the gap between V and U, H be the
gap between I, and I; .

R EEEEEEEEE R — o eceeeemmma—n-

Figure 4

Lemma 3.4. If I; and I; are non-central intervals lying on the same side of ¢ then

P(G) > P(H) + 2log% —o(1). (3—16)

15



Proof. Let L and R be the components of I;~\U as defined above, while M and N are the components
of I~V . Then we have:

[H| + [N [H| + |L]

P = log(1 log(1 =
(6) =log(1 + ) +log(1 + )
H]| [N
=log(l + ———5) +log(l + — )+ 3—-18
|H| IL|
+log(l + ——) +log(1 + ).
L[ + U] U

The sum of the first and the third terms of (3-18) is certainly greater than P(H). Estimating the second
and the last terms by (3-2), we get (3-16). O

The following lemma will allow us to handle the case when the non-linearity of ¢ is not small.
Lemma 3.5. The following estimate holds: p=O((1+ 1)e %
Proof. Let us select an interval I, for which a = |I;|/dist(I;,c). Let W be the gap between I and Iy .

Then we have: ) )
K < P(I,I) <log — +log(1l + —
= ( ) k) 0g 2/14 + Og( + a)a

and the conclusion follows. O

We will need the following lemma to analyze cascades of central returns.
Lemma 3.6. Under the circumstances of Lemma 3.4, if H > dist(H,c)  then
P(G) > (5/2)K — O(1).

Proof. Let W be the gap between I and I; and X be the gap between I and I;. Let us start with
formula (3-18). Because of the assumption of the lemma, we can estimate from below half of its first term
by (1/2)log(1 + |W]/|Is|), and half of the third term by (1/2)log(1l + |X|/|I¢|) —log2. The sum of the
other halves we estimate as (1/2)P(H).

Remember that JT denotes a component of J~J. The second and the last terms we > estimate by
(3-2) as log(1+|I]/|J*]) which is greater than both log(1+ |I|/|W]) and log(1+ |I]|/|X]). Taking all these
together, we get

1
P(G) 2 QU L) + QU L) + 5 P(H) = O(1) = (5/2)K — O(1).
Finally, let us consider the case when Iy and I; lie on the opposite sides of c.
Lemma 3.7. If I, and I, lie on the opposite sides of ¢ then P(G) > (5/2)K.

Proof. The argument is the same as in the previous lemma. The point is that now we automatically have
|H| > |W| and |H| > |X| where as above W denotes the gap between I and I, and X denotes the gap
between I and I;. O

Quadratic pull-backs. Let us start with a lemma which says that the square root map divides the Poincaré
length at most by 2.

Lemma 3.8. Let us consider a quadratic map ¢ : x — (z —¢)?. Let U and V be two disjoint intervals
lying on the same side of ¢, V being closer to ¢ than U . Then

1
Proof. We can assume that ¢ =0 and V', U lie on the right of ¢. Let V = [v,a], U = [b,u]. Then

P(V,U) = 3PV, 0U) =

1 o a+v o b+wv +1 o u—a+1o u-+b >110 u—a
2 ga—v gb—v 2 gu—b gu—i—a gu
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which is exactly what is claimed. O

In Lemmas 3.3 - 3.7 we have estimated the Poincaré length of the gap G between U and V. Now
we are going to use Lemma 3.8 in order to estimate the asymmetric Poincaré length of the gap between U’
and V’. Again let us start with the situation when one of the intervals, say I, is central (as in Lemma
3.3). As above, H denotes the gap between I and ;. Set T =U'"UG' UV, T=¢g?T'=UUGUYV.

Lemma 3.9. Under the circumstances just described there is a constant x > 0 such that

Q(G") = Q(H) + x, (3—-22)
QG - K + %log"’ % - 0(1). (3 —23)

Proof. Case 1. Let p=1.

Let us use representation (3-0) of g|I as the quadratic map ¢ postcomposed by a diffeomorphism h with
distortion p. Pulling G back by h and then by ¢ (making use of Lemma 3.8), we see that Q(G’) >
(1/2)P(G) . Together with Lemma 3.3 this yields the claim.

Case 2. Let p> 1.
Then let us consider the intervals U = gP~'U’, V = ¢gP~ 'V’ and G = ¢gP~'G’. All three of them belong to
the same interval of level n , say I; .

Because of (3-0) we can consider the following decomposition:

Yo g|T, (3 —25)

where 9 is a diffeomorphism onto J. Remember that the non-linearity of the quadratic map ¢[I; is
controlled by the quantifier «. Let us take a small & > 0 and consider several subcases.

Subcase (i). Assume a < &.
This implies that g|Ix, k # 0, is an expanding map with the expansion > 2 and small non-linearity. Then
the diffecomorphism 1 in (3-25) has small non-linearity as well. Together with Lemmas 3.3 and 3.8 this
yields the desired estimates.

Let S be the gap between I and U .

Subcase (ii). Assume that |S| < a|J|.
Then P(T|J) = O(a@+ p) (make use of Lemma 3.2). Hence t|¢T’ has small non-linearity, and the result
follows.

Subcase (iii). Finally, assume that

oa>a (3 —26)
and 5|
= >a (3-27)
/]
Then Lemma 3.5 and (3-26) imply
|1 —K
= —y=0 ) 3—28
5= = 0™ (3 28)
Together with (3-27) this implies
|1 K
= =0(e""). (3—29)
5]

Let J~ be the component of J~\I disjoint from S . Given an interval X C I, let X denote its pull-back
by ¢ . Pulling the interval J~ UT U S back by ¢, we get by (3-28), (3-29) and the Schwarz lemma

|L:i| =
S|
Let @ be the component of J~U which does not contain c¢. Then

O(e™5). (3 —30)
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and hence

— =0\e ) (3-31)

=

as well. estimates (3-30) and (3-31) imply
- 1
P(I,U) > 2K +log™" 1 Oo(1). (3—-32)

Pulling this back by the quadratic map, we get (3-23).0

Lemma 3.10. Let both intervals I, and I; be non-central and lie on the same side of ¢. Then

Q) - %K+1og% — o) (3 — 33)

or

Q(G) > K + B(K,\) — O(1) (3 —34)

where B(K,\) >0, and B(K,\) = K/4—O(\) for A< ).

Proof. Let us again consider several cases depending on the non-linearity « of the quadratic map ¢
on the non-central intervals. Let & > 0 be small.

Case 1. Let p=1 or a < a.
For p=1 let us use representation (3-0). For p > 1 the condition a < & holds. Hence for any p > 1

GIT" = o T’ (3 — 36)

where v is a diffeomorphism with bounded non-linearity. Hence pulling 7" back by v, we don’t spoil
(3-16). Composing this with ¢ -pull-back, we get (3-33) by Lemma 3.8.

Case 2. Let p>1 and a > &. Then Lemma 3.5 yields pu = O(e ¥).

Let W D ¢gT be a gP~!-fold pull-back of J. Given an interval X C J, denote by X C W its
gP~1 -fold pull-back. Pulling the pairs of intervals I, DV and I; D U back to W we get

P(V:I,)=0(u) =0 ) and PU:1I,)=0(u) =0 ¥). (3 —37)

Let us pull the interval I, U H U I, back subsequently by ¢ and then by ¢”?~2. Apply Lemma 3.8 on the
first step and the Koebe Principle on the second. This yields

P(I,, 1) - %P(H) > 2B(K,\) (3 —38)
where B(K,\) is as was claimed. Estimates (3-37) and (3-38) yield
P(U,V) > 2K +2B(K,)\) — O(1).
Pulling this back by ¢, we obtain (3-34). O
Lemma 3.11. Let I, and I; be non-central intervals lying on the opposite sides of c¢. Then
Q(G) > K+ B(K,\) —0(1)
with B(K,)\) as in Lemma 3.10.

Proof. Let us again consider two cases.
Casel. Let p=1or a<a.
Then argue as in Case 1 of the previous lemma but use Lemma 3.7 instead of Lemma 3.4. This yields
Q(G') > (5/4)K — O(1) which is better than what is claimed.
Case 2. Let p>1 and a > a.
Then argue as in Case 2 of the previous lemma. O

More relations between the parameters. Let us mark the quantifiers of level n + 1 by “prime”:
1 = pnt1, N = A1 ete. The following lemma provides us with rough estimates of the parameters of level
n+ 1 through p= u, .
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Lemma 3.12. The following estimates hold:

N =O0(/R) and 4 =O(yf) (3 - 39)
pl = O(/L), (3 - 40)
K> %log% —o(1). (3 — 41)

In the case of non-central return, (3-39) can be improved as follows:

=0y pX*). (3—42)
Proof. Let us take an interval U’ of level n 4+ 1 and consider its image U = gU’ C I; . If ¢t =0 we have
P(U|J) < P(I|J) = 4p. Otherwise by Lemma 3.1 and estimate (3-2) we have P(U|J) = O(A*u). Now
estimates (3-39) and (3-42) follow from decomposition (3-0).
It follows from (3-0) and Lemma 2.2 that g,41|U" = v o ¢|U’ where ¢ is a diffeomorphism with the
Koebe space spreading over J. Since ¢ (¢pU’) C I, (3-40) follows.
In order to get (3-41) let us take two intervals U’ and V'’ of level n+ 1 and go through our basic
construction (see the “Strategy”). Represent gP|T’ as a composition ¥ o ¢ where 9 is a diffeomorphism

with a Koebe space spreading over J . Now pull the pair of intervals I; D U back by ¢P taking into account
that P(U|I;) < 2u. We see that |U'|/|G’| = O(,/iz) , and the result follows. O

In what follows we restore the index n. Let us now treat the problem of estimating p,41 through the
parameters of lower levels.

Lemma 3.13. Let € > 0. In the non-central return case one of the following estimates holds:
ping1 = O(V/ A} exp(—(1 — €) K /2)), (3—43)

Hn+1 = O(exp(—(l + 6/2)Kn/2))7 (3 - 44)

pnt1 =0 (\/ﬂnﬂn—l)\:_l) : (3 —45)

Proof. Let us again consider several cases.
Case 1. Let ay, > exp(—eK,,). Then by Lemma 3.5,

fn = O(exp(—(l - E)Kn>)
Using this and (3-42) we obtain (3-43).

Case 2. Let «,, <exp(—eK,). Let U =g, /"1 C I", t #0. Let L be the component of I;*\U which
is closer to ¢ and R be the other component.

or

High return subcase. Then arguing as in Lemma 3.3 we see that

1 dist(U, ¢) dist(I}*, ¢) |L|
log >—1og<1+7>210g(1+7n +log |1+ | >
M1 Ul 13| U

11 dist(I, c) 1 dist(I7, c)
> [log —— + =log [ 14+ 2L D) 4 Zoe (14 29 9y >
s {ngunw Og( LT | R h ] G FT RO

> Ko+ 5 log — — 0(1) > (14 ¢/2)K, ~ O(1),
Qp,

and (3-44) follows.

Low return subcase. Let b be the boundary point of I"! lying on the same side of ¢ as I}'. Set
X = [¢, I}'], the convex hull of ¢ and I}*, Y = [I*,b] . We need to refine the situation again.
(i) Let |Y|*> > |X]| - |I}'| exp(eK,/2) . Then

1 dist(U, b) Y| |R)]
log ~ log (1+7) > log (—n +log |1+ —] >
[T U] 3| U]

1 X| 11 1
> [ Zlog (21 f10g —— | + 2eK — O(1) > (1 + ¢/2)K, — O(1),
> |gon ({3 ) +low 51| + 3ef, = 00) 2 (14 /20K, — O

19



and we have (3-44) again.
(ii) Let |Y|?> <|X|- |I}'| exp(eK,/2) . Then “an exponentially low return” occurs:

Y|/|I"7Y < exp(—eK, /4).
It follows that
dist(gn—113", gn—1b)/dist(gn-11", gn—1¢) = O(exp(—€eK,,/8)). (3 — 46)
Let gn—1I]' C I;—L*1 . Then (3-46) implies that I;-lfl is a non-central interval, that is j # 0. Hence
|gn_1ff|/|gn_1Y| = O(Mn—l)‘:;—l)'

Since g,—1|Y has distortion O(exp(—eK, /4)), we conclude that

/1Y ] = Optn 1 X5 1)
as well. Together with P(U|I]*) = O(uy,) this implies (3-45). O

Now we are prepared to prove the Conditional Version of Theorem B. To make life easier, let us first
treat the case when there are no central returns at all.

No central returns case. If pg is small then K7 is big by (3-41). So, we can make the following inductive
assumption: There is a # > 0 such that

K;>0i, i=1,2,..,n, (A,)
and
1
pi < 5 exp(=0i/2), i=1,2,...n. (Bn)
By (3-39) we have
i <exp(—0i/4) << X, i=1,2,..,n. (3 —47)

Now Lemma 3.13 allows us to conclude that there is a § > 0 such that
i <exp(—(0+96)i/2), i=1,2,..,n+1. (3 —48)

which is certainly stronger than (B41) .

In order to obtain (A,4+1) let us take a gap G’ between two intervals U’ and V' of level n+ 1 and
push it forward as described in the above “Strategy”. Then we will find two intervals I} and I;*. Let us
consider three cases depending on the position of these intervals.

Case 1. Let I" be the central interval. Then by Lemma 3.9 and estimate (3-47) we conclude that there
is an absolute constant y > 0 such that Q(G’) > K, + x which is greater than 6(n + 1), provided 6 was
selected to be smaller than x . Taking the infimum over all gaps G’ we obtain A, 41 .

Case 2. Let I} and I be two non-central intervals lying on the opposite sides of ¢. Then Lemma
3.10, assumption A, and estimates (3-47), (3-48) give us a small § > 0 such that

Q(G") > (14d)(n+1), (3 —49)
which implies A1 .

Case 3. Let I} and I' be two non-central intervals lying on the same side of ¢. Then Lemma 3.11,
the assumption (A,) and (3-47) yield (3-49) again.

Cascades of central returns. Let us have a non-central return on level m — 1 followed by the cascade of
central returns on levels m, m+1, ..., m+qg—1, and completed by a non-central return on level m+q, ¢>1.
So, m, m+q+1€ L. Set g=gmi1|/I™" (see Figure 5). Then

g(c) € ITIg™ T and g 1™ = g|I™ T i =1,...,q + 1, (3 —50)
and I is the g-pull-back of I™*%, i =0,...,q. Let us call ¢ the length of the cascade.
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Figure 5

Let us fix a big natural number N . Let us define w(m) in the following way. If a non-central return
on level m — 2 occurs, that is m — 1 € £, then set w(m) = 0. Otherwise the level m — 2 completes a
cascade of central returns of length p. Then set w(m) = min(p, N).

Let us assume by induction that there are # > 0 and § > 0 such that

K1 > ((k(i) +w(i))d, i<m,ieLl (Am),

and
pit1 < pyexp(—(0+8)x(i)/2), i<m,iéeclL. (Bm)

Our goal is to check (Ap4q+1) and (Bm4g+1), provided 6 and § are small enough.
When we travel along the cascade of central returns the trouble is that the scaling factors fi,4; is
definitely increasing (and very fast: as (ju,,)'/?" ). However, they are still quite small (< ) in the initial

segment of the cascade, so that we can apply all above lemmas. If p; is small enough then (B,,) guarantees
that for 1 < N

fm+i < L. (3—51)
Moreover, both A, and «, are exponentially small, that is setting x = k(m) we have
Am+4i = Oexp(—£6/2)) and a4 = O(exp(—£6)/2)), i = 2,...,q+ 1. (3-52)

Indeed, take a non-central interval I,Z”H and push it forward by ¢*~!. Since gi~'(c) € I™*! while
g M C I\JI™+1 | there is a non-central interval I7""! containing ¢' 'I;***. Let X O I;"*" be the
pull-back of I"*' by ¢i='. Then X is contained in I™ T~ 1\J™*" and P(I;**"|X) = O(tm+1). This
estimate together with (B,,) implies (3-52).

These considerations also show that g,,+; can be represented as a composition of the quadratic map
¢ and a diffeomorphism whose Koebe space is spread over I . Hence, the distortion parameters remain
small:

P = O(exp(—r6/2)), i =2,.q+1. (3 - 53)

An estimate for K,,42. A trouble with this estimate is that A,,+1 need not be small. However, by the
induction assumption and (3-39) the only way this can happen is if m —1 ¢ £ and m — 2 completes a long
cascade of central returns, that is w(m) = N is big which makes the assumption (A,,) stronger.

More specifically, let us follow the above “Strategy”. Take a gap G’ between two intervals of level m+2
and push it forward by iterates of g,,+1 until its endpoints are separated by different intervals I™*! and
Itm‘Irl of level m + 1. As usual, let us consider several cases depending on the positions of these intervals.

Case 1. Let I;”‘H be central. Then as we have explained either A,,+1 < A or

Ky >k0+ A (3 —54)
with a big A. In both cases Lemma 3.9 yields

Q(G") > (k+1)0 (3 —55),
provided 6 is small enough.

Case 2. Let I™*1 and I be non-central lying on the same side of c¢. If A, 11 < A then Assumptions
(Am), (Br) and Lemma 3.10 imply that there is an € > 0 such that

Q(G) > (1 + e)rb (3 — 56),

which is certainly better than (3-55).
If A > X then (3-54) holds. Together with Lemma 3.10 this yields (3-55).

Case 3. Let I™*! and Ith be non-central intervals lying on the opposite sides of ¢. Then argue as in
the previous case using Lemma 3.11 instead of 3.10.

So, in all cases (3-55) holds, and hence K,,12 > 6(k+1).
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Estimates for Kp,+it1, ¢ > 1, in the initial segment of the cascade, (while (3-51) holds). Now Ap,y1 is
exponentially small by (3-52) but p;,+; need not be exponentially small. Let us assume by induction that

Kjer > (54 )0, =1,y — 1. (3 —57)
To pass to the next level let us apply again our strategy and go through the same bunch of cases depending

on the positions of I7"*% and I"**. Cases 1,2,3 mean the same as above.
Case 1. Then Lemma 3.9 and (3-52), (3-57) yield

Q(G") > (k +1)0. (3 —58)

Case 2. Let H be the gap between 7"t and I"™*. If |H| > dist(H,c) then Lemmas 3.6 and 3.8 yield
the desired estimate. Otherwise g has a bounded distortion on 77 = U’ UG’ UV’ (the notations are the
same as in the Strategy description), and it follows from Lemma 3.4 that

1
P(G') > Kmyi + 210gﬁ —0(1) > Kpiti + X

provided [ is small enough.

Case 3 is treated in the standard way using Lemma 3.11 and (3-52).
Conclusion: (3-57) follows for j =1 .

Distortion control in the tail of the cascade. Let M be the first moment for which g4+ > . Since
Hmtk+1 = /Imyk for k< gq,

Lnsqia] = el (3 - 59)
(with ¢~ i?).
Lemma 3.14. The map ¢YtY  has bounded distortion on both components of

TMAHIMHIHE 0 <j<q.

Proof. As we know g is almost quadratic. Hence by (3-59) it has bounded non-linearity n, on I’ ~Jm+tat!
Let L be a component of IM+i~JM+i+1  Then f*¥IL is a component of IMFi=k JM+i+1-k = Hence by
the standard argument the non-linearity of ¢’+! on L is bounded by

J
ng 3 1gFL| < ngIMNI™ e = O(1),
k=0

Pulling now the intervals from level M back to the tail of the cascade, we conclude that
Kyyi 2 Ky —0(1) 2 (k+M)0, i<q—M+1 (3 —60)
(for, perhaps a bit smaller 6 ).
A Markov scheme. Let us build up a Markov map F. Let N be a big number as selected above. Set

KJ’-”HN = I;-”HN, 7 # 0, and pull these intervals back by iterates of g to levels m—+i, i = 2N, ....,m+q+1.
Denote the corresponding intervals by K]m‘LZ Now set

FIK™" =g fori>2N and F|K"™?N =g, on.

This map F carries K;”” onto K}”Hfl for ¢ > 2N, and carries K}”HN onto I"™*T2N=1 covering all
intervals of our scheme.

Proof of (Ayiq+1) - Take two intervals U’ = I and V' = ;""" of level m+q+2, consider their
images by ¢, and then push them forward by iterates of F' until the first moment they don’t belong to the
same interval KJ’-”H of our scheme. This long-term composition is almost quadratic as one can see from
(3-52). Denote the corresponding images of U’ and V' by U and V. We again have to consider several
cases.

Case 1. Assume that for some N < j < ¢+ 1 V belongs to a central interval I"™%7/ while V C
t . > ush these intervals forward to leve . emma 3.14 this results in a bounde
I, 0. If 5 > M push these i Is f d to level M . By L 3.14 thi Its in a bounded
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change of the Poincaré length of the gap between the central interval I m+J and V. Let us denote new
intervals by U and V. Now they lie on the level [ = min(M,j). Then Lemma 3.3, estimate (3-52) and
the above estimates of K,,4; yield

P(I'V) > 2Kpion > 2(m + N)9.

Pulling this back by the quadratic map postcomposed with a bounded distortion map, we get the desired
estimate.

Case 2. Let V C I | U C IZ”“ with s # 0 and ¢ # 0. As in the previous case, pushing these
intervals forward, we can assume that j > M. Let H be the gap between I7*7 and I"*7.

Subcase (i). Let H 5 ¢. The the standard argument based on Lemma 3.7 gives the desired estimate.
Subcase (ii). Let H % ¢ and |H| > dist(H,¢). Use Lemma 3.6 instead of 3.7.

Subcase (iii). H # ¢ and |H| < dist(H,c). Then let us push the intervals forward by iterated g. Set
U, = g"U etc. Assume there is a moment for which |H,| > dist(H,c). Then ¢"|UUH UV has a bounded
distortion for the first such moment. Hence we can argue as in the previous subcase.

If there is no such a moment, then push the interval to the very beginning of the cascade (to level m )
and apply Lemma 3.4.

Proof of (By,14+1). We should estimate i 4412 . Let us push I™T9%2 forward to higher levels:
T = GI™ 2 = g0 141 0. 0 G g [ TIT2

Let us stop on the highest level [ < M for which one of the following properties hold:

(i) the map G; is not exponentially low in the sense of Lemma 3.13, Case 2-ii (that is G4I™ 9" belongs
to the exp(—eK;_1)|I'~!| -neighborhood of AI'"1), or

(i) I-1€ £ and k(I —1) = k(m) — 1. This means that we have arrived at the beginning of the previous
cascade.

It follows from Lemma 3.14 that G is a quadratic map postcomposed with a bounded distortion map.
This allows us to apply Lemma 3.13 for G instead of g, and to estimate jip, 4442 through the parameters
of level . If (i) occurs then (3-43) or (3-44)-like estimates hold. Together with the above estimates of K
and ); they yield the desired estimate.

Otherwise there is a non-central interval I'! O T; which can be monotonically pulled back by G;. Since

P(Tlué) = O(upu—1---Hm+q+1) = O(exp(—56/4)),
we conclude that
pmtara =0 (/P ) = Ofexp(-50/8)

and (Bp4q+1) follows.

84. Real bounds and limits of renormalized maps.

In this section we will prove Theorem B for maps with a non-minimal critical set w(c¢) and for maps
of unbounded type. For maps of bounded type will show that if the scaling factors stay away from zero
then the family of renormalized maps is compact, and all limit maps are real analytic. As usual, let us first
assume that there are no central returns. Set x,, = f™z.

A priori bounds. As in §3 let us consider the decomposition (3-0) g, |I]* = hy; o ¢, and denote by py,
the maximal distortion of the diffeomorphisms h,, ; .

Theorem 4.1 (Martens [Ma]). The distortions p, are uniformly bounded.
Lemma 4.2. The scaling factors p, = [I"|/|I""!| are bounded away from 1.

Proof. The case of low return on level n — 1 was treated in ([Ma], Lemma 3.7).

In the case of high return let us assume that u, is close to 1. Then because of the bounds given by
Theorem 4.1, the next scaling factor p,+1 = O(v/1 — p,) will be very small. Then by the results of §3
m — 0. 0O
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Lemma 4.3. All Poincaré lengths P(I;‘|I"‘1) are bounded away from oo .

Proof. This follows from the previous lemma and Lemma 3.12. O

Let A denote an upper bound of Poincaré lengths P(I s n=1) . Consider two intervals 7' > G with L
and R to be the components of T~\G . Denote by

e
1+ e

an upper bound of |G|/(|G|+ |L|) provided P(G|T) < .
Orders and ranks. Let us define the order ord { of the return to level n as the return time of g, -orb(¢)
back to I™. Let us also define [-orders ord}" as the return time of g,—;-orb(c) back to I™. In terms of
the return graph the ord § is just the number of edges beginning at I"*! (and leading to the previous level
n). The ord?" is the number of paths of length [+ 1 beginning at I"™! (and leading to the level n —1).

<1 (4-1)

o =

Lemma 4.4. If the scaling factors p, stay away from 0 then for each | the [-orders ord} of returns to
all levels are uniformly bounded.

Proof. If on level n a return of high order p occurs then by Lemma 4.3 the next scaling factor p,4+1 =

O(VAP) is very small. Similarly, for a given [, if ord ! is big then traveling down the graph from level n —1
to n+1 we see that pi,41 is small as well. O

Let us consider now the Markov family M of intervals obtained by pull-backs of the initial interval I°
(see §2).

Let us assign to the critical intervals K € M rank 0. Let us say that an interval K € M, K C I"~}\J"
has rank k, k > 1, if orb(c) passes through it before the first return to I"**=! but after the first return
to I"t#=2 . For example, k = 1 if orb(c) passes through K before the first return to I”. For K = I
this can be nicely expressed in terms of the return graph as the length k of the shortest path leading from
I down to a central interval I ntk

Lemma 4.5. Let K € M, K C I""'\J", and rank (K) > k > 0. Let us take a point x € I"tk=2Jn+k-1,
and consider the first moment | when flz € K (provided there is one). Then the interval K can be
diffeomorphically pulled back along the orb;(x) to an interval K' C ["tF=2Jntk=1,

Remark. We don’t claim that K’ > x but just some iterate zs, s <, so that the pull-back has length
l—s.
Proof. If k=1 there is nothing to prove (set K’ = K ). If k> 1 let us consider the last moment s <
when the orb (z) visits I"™. Then there is a moment p such that goP(zs) € K and all intermediate iterates
9o (xs) € I, 0 < m < p. I claim that the pull-back of K along the g, -orbit of zs is monotone. Indeed,
otherwise ¢goP(c) € K while go™(c) ¢ I, 0 < m < p, so that rank (K) =1.

Let K; > x, be the monotone pull-back of K along the g, -orbit of z,. Then K; C I"~J"*! and
rank (K1) > k — 1. So, we can proceed by induction. O

Lemma 4.6. If the scaling factors ., stay away from 0 then ranks of all intervals I are uniformly
bounded.

Proof. Let rank I' = k. Let [ be the first moment when orb(c) visits I3 . Then by the definition of rank
there is an s <[ such that ¢, € I"tF=2\J"**=1 By the previous lemma we can monotonically pull I7" to
the level n + k — 2 along the orb ¢, . We obtain an interval K’ C ["TF=2Jn+k=1

Let us consider the interval IZ-"J”“_1 containing c¢;. Then one can see by induction (involving the

Schwarz lemma) that
P(Izz+kfllln+k—2) S P(Izl+k71|Kl) S 5k_1

with & from (4-1). Since orb(c) passes through I" ™! before its return to I"**~1  the scaling factor
s = O(G*F=D/2) is small if k is big. Contradiction. O

Non-minimal case. Now we are ready to proof Theorem B in the non-minimal case.
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Lemma 4.7. Assume that the critical set w(c) is not minimal. Then the scaling factors p, go down to 0,
nerLl.

Proof. Indeed, in the non-minimal case there is a level n and a point x € w(c) N I"~! which never passes
through the central interval I"™ . It follows that the return time of points of orb (¢) back to I"™ is unbounded
and hence there are infinitely many intervals I}’ of level n. The ranks of these intervals certainly must
grow up to oo. Now lemma 4.6 provides us with the starting condition for Theorem 3.0. O

Unbounded Combinatorics. Assume that w(c) is minimal. Let us say that f is of bounded type if the
number of intervals on all levels is uniformly bounded, and of unbounded type otherwise. The unbounded
case can also be treated by a purely real argument (I owe this remark to Swiatek).

Lemma 4.8. If f has unbounded combinatorics then the scaling factors p, go down to 0, n € L.

Proof. If the combinatorics are unbounded then either the [-orders of returns or ranks of the intervals
are unbounded (consider the return graph from §2). Now the required starting condition for Theorem 3.0
follows from lemmas 4.4. and 4.6. O

Bounded Combinatorics. This is the main case when we need to involve complex analytic methods.
In this subsection we will show that provided the scaling factors stay away from 0, there is a sequence of
renormalized maps C'! -converging to an analytic map.

Here by the gaps of level n we will mean the components of I"~1\ U 1.

Lemma 4.9. If the scaling factors stay away from 0 then all intervals and all gaps of level n are commen-
surable with "1 .

Proof. Let us show first that the intervals I may not be tiny as compared with I"~!. Indeed, because of
Lemma 4.3 such an interval should lie very close to dI"~!. On the other hand, it follows from Theorem 4.1
that g,—1 is quasi-symmetric. Hence, g,—11}' lies very close to 9T "2 and, moreover, g,_1I""! covers
the interval 1"~ D g, 11 3 (again because of Lemma 4.3). Hence we can monotonically pull I"~! back by
9n—1-

Now we can apply the same argument to the interval I”~! and map ¢, 2 and so on. In such a way
we will find a big | and an interval Itnfl which can be monotonically pulled back by ¢,—;o...0g,—-1 along
the orbit of I. Let K C I"! be this pull-back. This interval provides us with a big space around I7*,
namely |I7|/|K| < &'. Since rank I is bounded by Lemma 4.6, we can pull this space back and obtain a
small scaling factor. Contradiction.

Let us now consider the gaps. They may not be too big as compared with the intervals since otherwise
the intervals would be tiny as compared with I"~!. Let us consider any gap G in between I and I i
Arguing as in the proof of estimate (3-41) one can see that the Poincaré length P(G) is bounded from below
provided the scaling factors are bounded away from 1. This means that G is not tiny as compared with one
of the intervals I7', I". Since these intervals are commensurable with n=1 50 the interval G is as well.

As to the two “boundary” gaps, they are not too small as compared with the attached intervals because
of Lemma 4.3. O

Consequently, we can select a sequence of renormalized maps R™f in such a way that the configurations
of intervals and gaps converge to a non-degenerate configuration of intervals and gaps. Use now the rescaled
representation (3-0) for these maps:

R'f|I"=Gni0¢
where I~1" are the rescaled intervals of level n and G,,; are diffeomorphisms of appropriate intervals onto the
unit interval. By Theorem 4.1 and the previous lemma, the inverse maps G;j have uniformly bounded C? -
norms, and hence form a C' -compact family. So, we can select a C' -convergent sequence of renormalized
maps,
G;(ls)ﬂ- — G;l as n(s) — oo.
Each G; is a long composition of the square root maps and diffeomorphisms whose total distortion is

controlled by
p(n,j)—1

wa= > 1)
i m=1
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where p(n,j) is the return time of I back to I"~'. But w, — |w(c)] = 0 by [Ma]. Hence the total
distortion of the diffeomorphisms involved is vanishing.

Now the “Shuffling Lemma” (see [S] or [MS], Ch. VI,Theorem 2.3) yields that the limit of renormalized
maps is real analytic and, moreover, belongs to so called Epstein class which we are going to study in the
next section.

Cascades of central returns. Let us have (as in the end of §3) a non-central return on level m — 1
followed by the cascade of central returns on levels m,m =1,...,m+ ¢ — 1, and completed by a non-central
return on level m + ¢. The following remarks allow to adjust the previous analysis to this case.

First of all, the first scaling factor u,, of the cascade stays away from 1 by lemma 4.2.

Assume now that the starting conditions don’t hold, that is, the scaling factors stay away from 0. Then
Hm+q Stay away from 1. For, otherwise we have a high return on the level m 4 ¢ — 1, and the next scaling
factor fm+qt1 is tiny (see the argument of Lemma 4.2).

Furthermore, the ratio
[+

>6>0 4-2
T = =2
also stays away from 0. For, otherwise the non-central intervals I]TJ“I have a small Poincaré length in the
appropriate component of I™T9=1\J™*+4  This would enforce fi;,44+1 to be small again.

Consequently the map
ggl(q—l) . a1 gmta _y pm gm—1

has a bounded distortion. Indeed, since g, is quadratic up to a bounded distortion, by (4-2) it has bounded
non-linearity on I"™~JI™*%9. Since the iterates of I™+9~1\J™*+49 are disjoint, the claim follows.

Now we can consider the return graph skipping all intermediate levels between m 4+ ¢ —1 and m, and
to define the orders and ranks of the intervals through this graph. As we have shown, on all levels of the
graph we have a priori bounds of the scaling factors, and passage from one level to another has a bounded
distortion. Now we can repeat the above argument.

85. Epstein class and complex bounds.

The goal of this section is to show that an appropriate renormalization of an analytic map of Epstein
class is polynomial-like.

Polynomial-like maps. By a polynomial like map we mean an analytic branched covering
fU_ Ui =V

where U; and V are topological disks, clU; C V. Let us consider a class A of polynomial-like maps f
having a single non-degenerate critical point ¢ € Uy .

Epstein class. Given an interval I C R, let P(I) = int (C~(R~J)) denote the complex plane slitted
along two rays, D(I) denote the disk based upon I as a diameter. Let g be a real analytic map Ul — J
satisfying the following properties:

( i). For k # 0 there is the inverse map (g|Ix)~* which univalently maps P(J) onto P(Ij).

(ii). g|/lo=hoo, ¢(z) = (2 —c)? is the quadratic map, and h~! has a univalent analytic continuation
to P(J).

Let us call this class of maps Epstein class £ (compare [S]). Let us start with a general lemma from

hyperbolic geometry which was an ingredient of Sullivan’s Sector Lemma. It is essential for our complex
bounds as well.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ : P(I) — P(J) be an analytic map which maps I diffecomorphically onto J. Then
¢D(I) C D(J).

Proof. The interval I is a Poincaré geodesic in P(I), and the disk D(I) is its Poincaré neighborhood (of
radius independent of I). Since ¢ contracts the Poincaré metric, we are done. O

High returns. In order to make the following discussion more comprehensible let us dwell first on the case
when high returns occur on all levels (compare [LM], §8).
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Lemma 5.2. Let f € £. Assume that we have high returns on all levels. Then g, is polynomial-like for
some n .

Proof. We can assume that the scaling factors stay away from zero. Then given an arbitrary small o > 0,
we can select a moment n such that

P > pn—1(1 —0). (5-1)
Set q = gnc € I"I\I", I™ = [aym, Bm] Where f3,, lies on the same side of ¢ as ¢ (see Figure 6).
Let us estimate the Poincaré length Py of [q,Bn—1] in [n—1,Bn—2]:

1_ n n— 1_ n
P0§10g<1+ #)+1og<1+w>§
1+ L= pin

(5-2)

log +log(1 + pn) +0(1) =log2+0(1) as o —0

1+ pn
(we have replaced pp—1/(1 — ptn—1) by pn/(1 — p,) using (5-1) and monotonicity of the linear-fractional
function x/(1—=z), = € (0,1), and boundedness of w, away form 1 (Lemma 4.2)). Let us consider now the
representation g, = ho¢ where ¢ is the quadratic map and h is a diffeomorphism of an interval T D ¢I™
onto [ap—1,Bn—2]. Set T = pI"UMUR where M and R are h-pull-backs of [q, 8,-1] and [Bn-1,Bn—2]
respectively. By the Schwarz lemma and (5-2)

M
log (1 + u) < Py <log2+o(1),
1™
hence B
<1l+4o0(1l) as o —0. 5—3
Figure 6

Let us now take the set V = D(I""!) and pull it back by h. By Lemma 5.1 we will obtain a domain
U’ contained in D(¢I™ U M) . Pulling this domain back by the quadratic map ¢ we obtain by (5-3) a
convex domain Up which is almost contained in the disk D(I"™).

On the other hand, pulling V' back by the univalent branches of g, , we will get by Lemma 5.1 domains
Uy such that U, C D(I}'), k # 0. We conclude that the sets cl( U}, ) are pairwise disjoint and are contained
inV. O

[e]

Cut-off iterates. Let us define now a “cut-off” iterate ¢°%'K of an interval K > ¢ inductively in the

following way: ‘
g K = gn(g7 VK N I)
o(l—1)

where I3 3 gn c. If K =1" then one boundary point of its cut-off iterates belongs to the 9I"~!. Let
us select the first moment [ for which g2!/(I",c) N I™ # (. In the low return case [ > 1.

Low returns (a particular case).
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Lemma 5.3. Let us select a level n for which (5-1) holds, and find an | as described above. Assume that
gSle & I, Then appropriate pull-backs of DI 1) form a
polynomial-like map.

Proof. Denote ¢ = g%lc, p= 93(171)07 I'"™ = [y, Bm] where B, lies on the same side of ¢ as ¢. Let I

be the interval of level n containing p, and let p divides it into the intervals L and G with G closer to
¢ than L. Note that g,L = [n-1,4], 9.G = [q, Bn-1] -

Let us consider representation (3-0). Since h,; has a Koebe space spread over I"~2 one can get the
following estimate in the same way as (5-3):

|¢G|
— <140(1) as o —0. 5—4
Set pin, = . Since the non-linearity of ¢ on I is at most log(1/u), we obtain the following estimate:
|G| 1
— < —(1+4+0(1 as o — 0. 5—5

Let R be the component of I"~1\J" containing the critical point c. Let us estimate now the Poincaré
length P(L, R). It follows from (5-5) that

6= L (o) < 152 1 (o) 5-9)
Hence
G| G|
P(L,R) <log (1 + m) + log <1 + ﬁ) +o(1) <
§1og(1+i>+1og<1+(11;75)2>+0(1)— (5-1)

2 1
=1 1+ ——— 1) <1 1+ —= 1).
og< +/L2+M)+O() og( +M2)+O()

Let T > ¢ be the pull-back of I~ by g% . Then ¢/ 'T = L. Decompose g. }|T = ho¢ where
h:¢T UG UR - LUGUR=1I""!

is a diffeomorphism. By the Schwarz lemma and (5-7),

¢ _ 1
< —= (1+40(1)).
oz = 2 (o)
Set v = |T|/|I"|. Tt follows from the a priori bounds of §4 that v/u = |T'|/|I"| stays away from 1.
Hence the last estimate can be rewritten as

@l 7
<
loT'| = v?

(5-38)

with an absolute constant 7 < 1.

Let us consider now the disk D(I"~!). By Lemma 5.1 its pull-back V§ by h is contained in the disk
D(¢T) . Pulling V' by the quadratic map ¢ we obtain a domain Vj based upon the interval T'. By (5-8)
the outer radius of Vy around c is less than (7/v)|T| = 7|I""!|. Hence cl (Vo) C D(I"71).

We have completed the construction of the central domain V. Let us now construct non-central
domains of definition of our polynomial-like map. First of all, take a non-central interval I of level n
and pull the disk D(I"~!) back by the corresponding branch of g, !. By Lemma 5.1 we obtain a domain
wirclIt.

Let now x € I"~T . Then there is a moment s < ! when g, -orb(z) is separated from g, -orbit of
T by intervals of level n. In other words gp*z € I7' while gp*T'N I} = (). Hence we can monotonically
pull I back to x by g;* and obtain an interval T (z) . Moreover, we can univalently pull the domain wj

back to z and obtain a domain W(z) C D(T(z)) based upon T'(z). A map gZ(SH) univalently carries

this domain onto D"~ 1.
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Let us consider the whole (finite) bunch of intervals I and T'(z), and the corresponding bunch of
domains W;* and W (x). Let us redenote them as T; and V;, ¢ = 1,... respectively. Since V; C D(T;),
these domains are pairwise disjoint. They are also disjoint from the central domain V; . Indeed, the domains
oVi, 1 =0,1,... are pairwise disjoint since they are contained in the disks based upon disjoint intervals.

So, we have a polynomial-like map H : UV; — D(I""1). O

A remark on scaling factors. The map H constructed above satisfies the following property: the g, -
first return map to Ty coincides with the H -first return map to Ty . Indeed, if H|T; = g2™, i # 0, then
by looking through the construction we see that g°*T; does not intersect T .

Let To =T° D T' O ... be the sequence of the central intervals of the renormalized maps R°N H , and
v, be the corresponding sequence of the scaling factors. Then the above property of the first return maps
yield that there is an N such that

InJrN cC Tn c In+N71.

Hence the scaling factors v, can be estimated through the u, and vice versa. It follow that v, — 0 if and
only if u, — 0.

Low returns: a general construction. The particular construction described above will be one step of
the general construction. Let us start with a map

hy s UL — T°
of class A. Let us order pairs (n,j) of integer numbers lexicographically. We will construct a finite
hierarchical family of intervals 77", (n,j) € E C Z?, satisfying the following properties:
0) E={(n,j): 0<n<N,0<j<jn)}, T0=1°, T3 = T™I are symmetric intervals containing
o Let (n/,j') € E be the lexicographic successor of (n,j) € E. Then
1) T 5 el (T ;
2) There is a map h,, : UT;"" = T of class A induced by h ;
3) For j > 0 the intervals Ti"’j are obtained from Ti"’O by pulling back by the central branch of h,, .

Moreover, h,c € T™J for all j except for the last one j(n) (the reader can recognize here the cascades of
central returns).

4) For n < N, h,T™° % ¢, while hyTN? 3> c.
Under such circumstances we will also consider the map

H, : U o |ury—1°
m<n, i#0
such that
H, | T™ = hy,.

Note that H,, is a map of class A with the non-escaping critical point.

Assuming we have already constructed all intervals and maps ut to the level 7™ let us do the next
step.

High case. If h,T™° > T™° we stop.

Central-high case. If hy,c € T™° and h,T™° 3 ¢, we consider the cascade of central returns until the
first moment of high return. It produces the intervals 7"’ by pulling Ti"’O back by the central branch of
hy, . Then we stop.

Low case. Acting as in the above particular case let us consider cut-off iterates H2™T™° of the central
interval until the first moment [ when

HP ™0 nT™0 £,

Then let us pull 7° back by HS'. It gives us the central interval 7710,
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Similarly we will construct a non-central interval 7717 (z) = T/t 2 € w(c), as the pull-back of
appropriate Tl-m’j , m < n, corresponding to the first moment k£ when the orb(c) is separated from the
orb(x) : _ _

Hkz eT™, HFeg T,

Define hy,1|T" 1 (x) = HOFHD

Central-low case. Let h,T™ € T™° and h,T™° # ¢. Then let us consider the cascade of central
returns until the first one which is low. It produces the intervals T/’ by pulling T;*° and T;™7, (m <
n,i # 0) back by the central branch of h,, . Now let us define a map

Fol UJ o) g™ 10
m<n, 1#0

For m <n set F|Tl-m’j:Hn,
For m=mn,i#0, set F|Ti"’j — gouty
Finally set F|T;7"™ = H, .
Now taking cut-off iterates F°o™T™J (") we can construct the intervals TZ."H’j in the same way as in
the low case.

Class 7 . Observe that the above map F does not belong to class 7 : the image of the central interval
belongs to int 7°. Such a situation always occurs in the end of a cascade of central returns. In order to
handle it we need to introduce a wider class of maps.

Let us consider an interval T—1 whose interior contains finitely many disjoint closed intervals T} , with
T = T) containing ¢ and symmetric with respect to it. Let g : UT? — T~! be a map with negative
Schwarzian derivative and a single critical point ¢ satisfying the following properties:

1) g diffeomorphically maps any non-central interval T, i # 0 onto T~ ;

2) g|TY is a composition of a quadratic map and a diffeomorphism onto 7! with negative Schwarzian
derivative;

3)If g(T)NTY #0 and gc € T} then g(T°) D T} (“Markov property”).
4) gc € T° (non-central return).

Let 7 be the class of such maps.

Observe that the first renormalization of a map of class 7 belongs to class 7 . Moreover, if the scaling
factor p = |T°|/|T!| is small then the scaling factor of the renormalized map is also small. It follows
that the results of §3 are still valid if we start with a map of class 7 : if u < & then the scaling factors
of renormalized maps go down to 0. Let us find the best ¢ satisfying this property. Then given any small
o >0, thereis amap g € T such that

p<o(l+o). (5-09)

Let us start with such a map, and go through the general construction described above. If this construction
did not stop then we would have a map of class T with arbitrary small initial scaling factor such that the
scaling factors of the renormalized maps would not go to 0. Since this is impossible, our construction must
stop. Then we come up with a map H = Hy of class T (with T = TN3(N) as the central interval) such
that HT' D T’ (high return). Since the scaling factors of H stay away from 0 (compare the above Remark

on the scaling factors), we conclude that

|
T°]

dist(He, ¢)
0

< (1+0)< (1+0). (5 —10)

Push-forward. Let us consider now the interval B = TN:0 just constructed. The map H = foU+D js
unimodal on B . Moreover, there is an interval A O fB which is a monotone pull-back of 70 by f*.
Let p = (m,j) denote a point of the index set

E:{(maj)EEmSN or m:N7]:O}
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We start with 0= (0,0), and by p+1 we mean the point of E which lexicographically follows p . (So, we
identify the set E ordered lexicographically with an interval of the set of integers p =0, ..., P ).

Let us consider now a sequence of intervals A? = fo*PA ¢ TP=1 p = 0,...P defined as the last
interval of the orbit {f°™A}. _, visiting TP~!, s(p) = k(p) —k(p+1). Note that A° =T and k(0) =1,
while for p > 0, AP C TP~'\TP . Moreover, f°*) diffeomorphically maps AP*! onto AP, and the map
o= fAr+1 has a Koebe space spread over TP~!. Also the Koebe space of fo*(P) A is spread over
TP-1,

Finally let us mark in AP the corresponding iterate a, = o)+ of the critical point. Then fo5(®)
gives a diffeomorphism between corresponding marked intervals. Note also that ag = Hc.

Distortion estimates. For 1 < p < P let the marked point a, divide A? into intervals L? and G? with
GP being closer to the critical point than L?. Set k, = |Gp|/|Ly] .

Somewhat abusing notations let us denote by u, = [T"|/|T™ 1| new scaling factors. Acting now as in
the above particular cases taking into account estimate (5-10) we obtain the following analogue of (5-5):

1
ko < —(140(1)) as o—0. (5—-11)
M1
Let us now estimate kp+1 through x,. We have (compare (5-6)):
K K
GP| < —2—|AP| < —P2 (1 — pp). 5—12
671 € T < (- ) (5-12)

Let RP be the component of TP~ 1\ AP containing c. Then we can estimate the Poincaré length P(L?, RP)
as in (5-7):

2K K
P(LP, RP glog<1+ p>§10g1+—p. 5—13
(17, 17) ) <log1 + 2 513
By the Schwarz lemma
Grt+l
|f Hl < e (5 — 14)
| fLPHL] Hp
Since non-linearity of f|APT! is estimated by log(1/ppt1) ,
K
Kpt1 < P, 5—15
o< (5 15)
Estimates (5-11) and (5-15) yield
Kp < — (1 4+ 0o(1)). 5—16
? (Nl-'-MP—1)2MP( @) ( )
Set now G’ = ANfB . Then using (5-14)-like estimate and (5-16) we conclude that
|G| 1
< 14 o0(1)). 5—17
7B < GogaeE o) (5-17)
Finally, we can actually improve this estimate as
Gl - 1 ( |T0|)2
<rT = (77— 5—18
7B =" G~ 1] o1

with an absolute 7 < 1 (see the argument preceding estimate (5-8)).

Complex pull-backs. Take now the disk D(T?), and pull it back by the branches of H . Then by (5-18)
the central domain V, based upon the interval B is compactly contained in D(TY). The non-central
domains are compactly contained in D(TV) , pairwise disjoint, and disjoint from V; for the same reason as
in the particular cases treated above.

§6. Polynomial-like maps.

The following three pages, up to Lemma 6.3, present a self-contained exposition of a generalized version
of the Branner-Hubbard theory [BH], [B]. The reader can see the following differences. We adjust the theory

31



to a local setting of generalized polynomial-like maps which gives us a great flexibility in applications (see,
e.g., [L2]) ( The original theory was all about cubic polynomials with one escaping critical point). We
translate it from the original tableau language to the language of pull-backs which nicely corresponds to the
one-dimensional discussion of §2. Finally, we state the main rigidity result of the theory in the parameter
plane as a lemma on qc conjugacy of polynomial-like maps with the same combinatorics (Lemma 6.3). A
direct proof of this lemma was given by J.Kahn.

After this preparation we complete the proof of Theorem B.

Puzzle-pieces, kids and pull-backs. Let us remember that by a polynomial like map we mean an analytic
branched covering
fiU_ Ui =V

where U; and V are topological disks, clU; C V. (The Douady-Hubbard polynomial-like maps [DH]
correspond to [ =1.) The set
K(fy=A{z:f"xeUl;, n=0,1,...}

of mnon-escaping points is called the filled-in Julia set. By A we denote a class of
polynomial-like maps f with a single non-degenerate critical point ¢ € Uy. This class is a complex coun-
terpart of the class T of one-dimensional maps.

Figure 7

Set V(™ = ="V . The connected components Vk(n) of V(" are called puzzle-pieces of depth .
The puzzle piece of level n containing a point x will be also denoted by V(™ (z). The puzzle-pieces

Vo(n) =y (¢) containing the critical point are called critical. The family of puzzle-pieces is Markov in the
following sense: for n > 0 V(") (z) is mapped under f onto a puzzle piece V"~V (fz). Moreover, this
map is a two-to-one branched covering if V(%) (x) is critical, and a conformal isomorphism otherwise.

Let f°"z € Vk(n) = W . Then we can pull the puzzle-piece W back along the orb ,,(z) and come up
with the puzzle-piece V(*+m) (x) = P. The pull-back is called univalent if the map f°™ : P — W is. It is
called quadratic-like if P is critical and f°("=1 : fP — W is univalent.

A critical puzzle-piece P = VO("er) is called a kid of W =V} ™) if it is obtained by the quadratic-like
pull back of W along the orb,,(c) . If this corresponds to the first return of the critical point back to W,
then P is called the first kid of W . Repeating this construction we can talk about grandkids of the n th
generation.

Let us say that f admits a quadratic-like renormalization if there is a critical piece W = V* and its
first kid P = VO"J”” such that the critical point does not escape P under iterates of f°™ . In such a case
fom P — W is a quadratic-like map with a connected Julia set.

The critical point is called combinatorially recurrent if its orbit crosses all critical puzzle-pieces.

Two kids lemma. Assume that f € A does not admit a quadratic-like renormalization. Then each critical
puzzle-piece has at least two kids.

Proof. Let us consider a critical puzzle-piece W = VO(") and its first kid P = VO("+m) . Since f does not
admit quadratic-like renormalizations, the critical point must escape P under some iterate f°™F . Let k
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be the first escape moment; then f°*"c € W~P. Since the critical point is combinatorially recurrent, we
can find the first return moment [ of f°*™c¢ back to W . Then the puzzle-piece V=D (fokme) C WP
is obtained by the univalent pull-back of W along the orb;(f°*™c). Pulling this piece further along the
orb pm(c) until it first hits the critical point, we will find the second kid. O

Let us consider now multiply-connected domains A™(z) = V@) (z)\ VD,
The mod (A(™(z) ) can be defined as the reciprocal of the extremal length of the family of (non-connected)
curves separating the outer boundary component of A(™ (z) from all inner ones.

The divergence property. Let f € A does not admit a quadratic-like renormalization. Then for any
z € K(f)

Z mod(A™ (z)) = cc.
n=0

Proof. Argue as Branner & Hubbard. Let us concentrate on the principle case when the critical point is
recurrent, and z = ¢. All critical pieces are descendents of V = VO(O) , and can be graded by generations.

By the previous lemma there are at least 2™ grandkids in nth generation. Since mod(A(-")) =
mod(V)/2™ for any such grandkid, the total sum of moduli over mth generation is at least mod (V).
Hence the total sum of moduli over all descendents is oco. O

Corollary 6.1. A map f € A does not admit a quadratic-like renormalization if and only if the filled-in
Julia set is Cantor.

For this reason we also call maps which don’t admit quadratic-like renormalizations Cantor polynomial-
like. In this case K (f) certainly coincides with the Julia set.

A set K C C is called removable if given a neighborhood U D K, any conformal/qc embedding
¢ : UNK — C allows conformal /qc continuation across K . The conformal and qc settings in this definition
are equivalent (by the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem). The following important observation was
made by Jeremy Kahn:

Corollary 6.2. Assume that f € A does not admit a quadratic-like renormalization. Then the Julia set
K(f) is removable.

Proof. This follows from the Modular Test on removability (see [SN], §1). O

Talking about a conjugacy between two polynomial-like maps, we always mean local conjugacy in
neighborhoods of their filled-in Julia sets.

Lemma 6.3. Let f and g be two Cantor polynomial-like maps. If they are topologically conjugate by a
homeomorphism h then they are qc conjugate by a qc map H which agrees with h on the Julia set.

Proof. As in Lemma 2.10, let us set g = f and mark the related objects by tilde. Let h be a topological
conjugacy. Select an N such that V(N) ¢ Dom(h). Let us consider an isotopy h' such that h® = h, h!
is smooth in a neighborhood of VI)\V N+ =~ plo f — goh! holds in a neighborhood of AVV+D and
ht = h in a neighborhood of the filled-in Julia set. Since h! = h near K(f), we can pull this isotopy back
to VIV+1 in such a way that for the pull-back h}{ = h also holds near K(f):

hi
V(N+1) — V(NJFP
I Lf
v L )
ht

Then h%{ = h' in a neighborhood of AVV+1 | Hence we can continue h} to V) as ht.

Now we can pull k! back in the same way, etc. We will obtain a sequence of isotopies h, such that
(i) h! agree with h on K(f);
(i) Al agrees with h!_, on VIN)\yWV+n),

(iii) foht =ht jof.
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(iv) Al is smooth outside V(™ with a uniformly bounded qc dilatation (since the pull-backs by conformal
maps preserve the dilatation).

Hence we can consider a family of maps H® = lim k!, where the limit is understood in a pointwise sense.
Then H! is an isotopy outside the Julia set, and H'|V ™ <K(f) is a smooth qc map.

Moreover, since the isotopy A, is concentrated in VIV+7) it carries all puzzle-pieces VIN+™)(z) to the
corresponding pieces VN (hz) . Hence H' also carries VN4 () to VIV+") (hz) . Since the diameters
of these pieces shrink down to zero, we conclude that H' is continuous across the Julia set, and agrees with
h.

By Corollary 6.2, H' is actually qc. O

In conclusion let us mention the following result which links local and global settings of the above theory
(compare [DH]):

Straightening Theorem. Any polynomial-like map of class A is qc conjugate to a polynomial with one
non-escaping critical point. O

R-symmetric case. If the topological disks U; and V are symmetric with respect to the real axis, and f
preserves the real axis, we call f the R -symmetric polynomial-like map.

Lemma 6.4. If two R -symmetric polynomial-like maps f and g are topologically conjugate on the real
line by then the conjugacy can be continued to the complex plane as well.

Proof. Let us continue the conjugating homeomorphism h to the complex plane in such a way that it
respects the dynamics on V' . Now let us pull it back (as in lemmas 2.10 and 6.30), so that the pull-backs
hp:V =V agree with h on the real line. Then there is a pointwise limit H = lim h,, conjugating f and
g . Since the puzzle-pieces shrink down to zero, H is a homeomorphism. O

Lemma 6.5. A R-symmetric polynomial-like map f € A admits a quadratic-like renormalization if and
only if its restriction to the real line admits a unimodal renormalization.

Proof. Indeed, set J =V NR and Ji(") = Vi(") N R provided the intersection is non-empty. Then Ji(")

are exactly the intervals of the Markov family M, (see §2). Let V™™™ be the first kid of V™. Then

VO("JFm)

the property “orb(c¢) does not escape under iterated f°™” is certainly equivalent to “orb(c)

does not escape Jén+m) under iterated f°™ ”. The former property means that f admits a quadratic-like
renormalization, while the latter one is equivalent to f|R admits a unimodal renormalization (see Lemma

2.7). O

Let us remember that T, denotes the class of maps f € 7 with the recurrent ¢ and the minimal
critical set w(c) which does not admit unimodal renormalizations. Putting together Theorem 2.12 and the
last three lemmas, we conclude:

Theorem 6.6. Two R -symmetric polynomial-like maps of class Tmin with the same combinatorial type
(that is Xy = X4 ) are gc conjugate. O

Hence these maps are gs conjugate on the real line.

The standard family. Given p,q € N and a spin function e, let us consider a standard family of maps
of class T (p,q,¢€)

defined after Lemma 2.7. The quadratic central branch of f! depends on ¢ while all non-central linear
branches are fixed. By Lemma 2.7 any admissible combinatorial type ¥ can be realised in such a family.
Since the lengths of the intervals I* can be selected arbitrarily, we can construct a map f with a given
combinatorial type and arbitrarily small first scaling factor puo = |Ip|/|J|. By §3, the conclusion of Theorem
B holds for such a map.

Let us put the intervals I into J in such a way that they divide J into commensurable parts. Then
the pull-back Uy of the Eucledian disk D(J) by the central branch has a bounded shape (regardless of
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the combinatorics and the lengths of Iy ). All non-central pull-backs Uy are true disks. Hence if Ij are
sufficiently small, f is polynomial-like.

So, we have constructed a polynomial-like map f € Tnin with a given combinatorial type satisfying the
conclusion of Theorem B: Poincaré lengths of the gaps go up to co. But clearly this property is gs-invariant
(since gs maps carry commensurable adjacent intervals to commensurable ones). Now Theorem 6.5 yields:

Lemma 6.7. Theorem B holds for any polynomial-like map f € Tyin - O

Proof of Theorem B: concluding argument. Let us consider the subclass 7* of maps f € 7 for which
the conclusion of Theorem B is valid. By the real argument of §3 and §4 this subclass includes all maps with
the non-minimal critical set, as well as maps with the minimal critical set of unbounded type.

Let us supply 7 with a C! -topology. (Observe that the classes T (p,q,€) corresponding to the different
combinatorics on the first level (see §2) stay far away even in C° -topology.) By §3, 7* is an open subspace
in 7. Indeed, given an € > 0, the condition that there is an e-small scaling factor u, specifies an open
set of maps f. But by §3 this condition forces f to belong to 7, provided e is sufficiently small.

Let us take now a map f € Tnyin of bounded type. Assume that f ¢ 7*. Then by §4 we can select a
sequence of renormalized maps R°™*) f C'-converging to a map ¢ € Tmin of Epstein class. By §5, there
is a polynomial-like renormalization h of ¢g. By Lemma 6.7, h € T*, hence g € T*.

Since T* is open, R°™F f ¢ T* for sufficiently large k. Hence f € T* as well, and this is a
Contradiction.

The case of a quadratic polynomial: alternative argument. This case can be treated in a more
straightforward manner skipping §§4,5. But then we need the Markov family of Yoccoz puzzle-pieces (see
[H] or [M2]) and the renormalization construction of [L2].

This construction goes as follows. Let f be a non-tunable quadratic polynomial in the sense of [DH].
(A real quadratic polynomial is tunable if and only it admits a unimodal renormalization with period > 1).
Take a critical puzzle-piece W = VO(N) such that VO(Nfl)\VO(N) is a non-degenerate annulus. It satisfies
the following “nice” property similar to (2-4):

FEW) MW =0, n=1,2, ...

If w(c) is a minimal Cantor set then we can pre-renormalize f on W in the same way as it was described in
82 for the real setting. Namely, consider the first return map to W and select only those pieces of its domain
which intersect w(c). We obtain a polynomial-like map g : UU; — W . It does not admit a quadratic-like
renormalization since f is non-tunable. Hence it is a Cantor polynomial-like map.

Now if we start with a real quadratic polynomial f then Lemma 6.7 for g implies Theorem B for f.

87. Absence of attractors.

Let f be a quasi-quadratic map topologically exact on T = [fe, f°%c]. By [BL1-3] or by [GJ], [K],
fIT has a unique measure-theoretic attractor A, that is, an invariant closed set such that w(z) = A for
Lebesgue almost all « € T'. Moreover, either A =T or A =w(c) 2 ¢. Our goal is to prove that the former
case holds. It is certainly true if ¢ is not recurrent, or if w(c) =T .

Let us assume that ¢ is recurrent and w(c) # T . Then we can renormalize f on any nice interval I°.
Moreover, for I9 sufficiently short the domain of the pre-renormalized map ¢ = g7 : UI é — I° is not dense,
that is

int(1°\U I}) # 0. (7-0)

Since g does not admit unimodal renormalizations, the set K(g) of non-escaping points is nowhere dense
(see the argument of Lemma 2.3). Our goal is to prove that this set has zero Lebesgue measure.

Combinatorics of the first return maps. Let I° D I'' D I? O ... be the sequence of the first kids of I°.
Let us construct inductively the return maps f, to I"7!. Let L™ = UL? be the domain of definition of
the f, where L} are intervals with Lg as the central interval, L} = U;xoL} . Denote by £" the family
of these intervals, and by £? the family of non-central intervals. Let G™ = int(I"~!\L") be the union of
gaps. All these sets are c¢-symmetric for n > 1.

To start induction observe that L' = UIl, fi = g1. Moreover, G' is non-empty by (7-0). Let us
denote by G} the free semigroup generated by L} . For a word v € G' denote by the same letter v the
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interval whose itinerary through L™ is given by «v. Let [ be the length of ~. Let us consider the subsets
74, and 7. of this interval such that f°' 4% = I" and f°'~v. = G™, that is, the former subset goes to the
central interval, while the latter one escapes through the gaps set G™. Finally, let dG™ mean the set of
infinite words in letters £} which we identify with the corresponding f,, -invariant Cantor set. Since this
set does not contain the critical point, it is hyperbolic and has zero measure. Hence the sets Uy, and U~,
cover almost completely the set L7 . Let

E'=G" |J v R'=I1"J %
yegy vegr

be the full sets of returning and escaping points. Because of the above remark, their union has full mea-
sure in I"~!. Moreover, we have a transition map F, from R"™ to the central interval I™ which maps
diffeomorphically each interval . onto I™.

Now, in order to construct the return map f,41 of the next level, just consider the pull-back L™*! of
E™ by the central branch f,|I", and define f,+1 = F,, 0 fu| Lpt1 -
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Density estimates.

Lemma 7.1. Let n > 1. Then for any word v € G

hel | 1len]
el = 2117

Proof. Let [ be the length of the word . Then f° diffeomorphically maps v onto I"~!. By the
Minimum Principle, there is a component L of I™"~!~J" such that

irgf D2~V > sup Dgo=b,
In

Let H = G™N L. By the symmetry, |H| = (1/2)|G"|. Hence

o(=1) n
el  loaVE) _ JH| _1jen

el = gn P T 2 ]

O

Lemma 7.2. Let U be any interval such that OU C OL" UJI"' and UNI" = (). Then
dens(E™|U) < 1|6
dens(R™U) — 2 |17

Proof. There is a family £ of intervals v € G such that we have the following coverings up to sets of
measure Zero:

(UNE")NG" = U Ye (mod 0), UNR"= U ~r (mod 0).
yeL ~yeL
Apply now the previous lemma. 0O

Let us state an elementary lemma about the quadratic map ¢ : z +— (z —c)?.

Lemma 7.3. Let X be a c-symmetric measurable set in a c-symmetric interval I . Then

dens(X|I) > %dens(¢X|¢I).

Let us remember the notation u,, = |[I"|/|I" 1| for the scaling factors. Let &, = dens(G"|I"~1). If U
is any interval such that U C L™ UOI™! (but perhaps U D I"™) then Lemma 7.2 implies

dens(E™|U) S 15 1—pn

dens(R*|U) = 2" pn
Pulling this back by f,|I"™ = ho ¢ with the h of bounded distortion we obtain the following recurrent
estimate:

(7-1)

b > ad, (7-2)
Hn
with an absolute a. It follows that 9,41 > 24, , provided p, < fi is sufficiently small.
If pm > 1 is not too small then by the results of §3 we are in the tail of a cascade of central returns.
Let m 4+ q — 1 be the first non-central return level of this cascade, ¢ > 1. Let H be the component of
ImTa=1\Jm+9 containing the critical value f,,4c. Let us consider the intervals V = H N f,4,I™ 7 and
U=VUIL"" where fi,c€ I" . Then U satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 7.2. On the other hand,
by §3, the Poincaré length P(I;""7|H) is very small. We conclude that

dens(G™|V) > (1 — €) dens(G™11|U) (7-3)

with a very small €.
Further, f9:U — fU is a map of bounded distortion. Indeed, since |I™9|/|I™| > 7, 7> 0, stays
away from 0, f,, has a bounded non-linearity on the interval I"™~J™%9. Since the intervals f*U, k =
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0,...,m, are pairwise disjoint, we have the bounded distortion of f?. Hence there is an absolute a > 0 such
that

dens(G™|U) > a dens(G™| fU) (7—4)

Now Lemma 7.2 and estimates (7-3), (7-4) yield
dens(G™ V) > ady, (7—5)

(as usually in analysis, an absolute constant a may have different values in different estimates).

Now let us pass to the next level using Lemma 7.3. Let W C I™%9 be the pull back of V by
JmaqI™ 2. We conclude that

dens(G™ W) > ad,, (7—6)

with yet another a > 0. On the other hand, by §3 |I™T9T1|/|[W| is very small (exponentially small in terms
of k). Hence

Siass |G dens(Gm i)

> Ab,,
Horar — [T700F] = dens(Tm et 1|17

with a big A (for a big m ). Passing now to the next level using (7-2), we conclude

Theorem 7.4. The densities &, = dens(G"|I"™!) of gap sets stay away from 0, provided n is not in the
tail of a long cascade of central returns or immediately after the cascade. Moreover, these densities grow at
least exponentially with k(n) .

Concluding argument. Assume that the set K(g) of non-escaping points has positive measure. Let
X ={x € K(g) : w(x) > ¢}. By [BL3], dens (X|I™) = 1 (The argument: take a density point = € X and
consider the first moment | when g'z € I"™. Then the corresponding pull-back 7 > z is mapped under ¢!
onto I™ with a bounded distortion.)

On the other hand, Theorem 7.4 says that dens (K (g)|I™) — 0 for an appropriate subsequence of levels.
This contradiction completes the proof of theorem A.
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