Chapter 6

Mandelbrot £&IZET 5#HER
—Theorem B, D MEEHA

S5ETIX JuliaEBICHETIHREZIEHA L. ZOETIRINOOFRERE AV T parameter
space (236 1F 2 AT EAE M (Theorem B) & HIEIZRI§ 5% % (Theorem D) % FEAT 5.
ZDTHIT §6.1 Tk ¢ € (PR),, ¥£7ix (IR),, DB E D Theorem B DFERIZHLER
Comparison Theorem % F®FEA L TH L. T ¢ = ¢ (83 5 dynamical plane @
partition O EFEIND 2z =cy DAY @ annuli DFI &, HIZEHZT S, parameter plane
IZX3 % partition PHEEIIND ¢ = co DAY @ annuli DFPIOWT, ZILH D modulus
DHBE—RICERTHDZ L& EETS. ce (PR),, £7ix (IR),, PFHED Theorem B
DFERIXZDEBEN O BIZHE D . Theorem B DT XTOFEIT §6.2 TiR%. 7z
§6.3 CTiX Theorem D #3ZEBAT 5.

6.1 Comparison Theorem (z-plane «—— c-plane)

o € M T fo 12 (LED) < Y ZHAEETH<, (APR) 27T (15, F~TOE
HRIIRENTHD) 55, FIT fo ICHRET D M D Yoccoz partition 2L L, ¢
% &L puzzle piece DF| {PM(cp)}2o MR T 2. 7272 L, BEIZIZ M O partition T
1372< ¢ € We & 2% B-wake &FFIEIL 5, parameter space DI E We LY, Z
ALzt LT partition 21#m 3 5.

Jeo P o-RBYRD combinatorial rotation number % 2 &£¥°%. 723U, 2-plane (28
it % external ray R(0, K.) % R°(0), %7- parameter space (231} % external ray R(6, M)
 RM@) £EL ZLIZT .

Lemma 6.1.1 [Mi3, p.3, Theorem 1.1, 1.2 2€(0,1) £ ¥ 5.
(1) 60,61,...,6,1,E R/Z T
20, =0,y mod1l, (6,=6p)
2z L, R/Z £D 0o,0y,...,0,1 DBELE?D rotation number 2 Z 0 H DBFET 5.
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ZOHEIZ BB THY, R/Z\{60,01,...,0,—1} ZHBNDORIORM %7272 1 28D, %
ha (0_,0,) &35,

(2)
ETCHEL, HFEOD repelling fixed point o, IZ land T3

Re(6-) & Re(04) Hi&H T break up ¥7 potential 0
W}qz =<ceM

LT3, ce We DL& z=cld RY(6-) & Re(01) TREILAND sector ICE LS (Figure
6.1 (i)). £7=

(9W§ = RM(H_) U 'RM(9+) U {C{Iz}
WAL 5 (Figure 6.1 (i)). 7272 L ce I3 RM(0-) & RM(0,) DIiED landing point T
b, REO.) & RE(0,) 1335ED parabolic fixed point I land 3% . Fiz RE(0_) &

RE(0,) 1% ce % &L parabolic basin ([ZB§#EE L T\ % (Figure 6.1 (iii)). O
g (i) i)
RM(5,)
Wp
Re(6-) q
Re(04)
oc
Qe
Figure 6.1

Lemma 6.1.1 1% % W§ P_wake V9.

q_

Definition 6.1.2. Lemma 6.1.11Z5% 0_, 0, &V, FEE 0 >0%2 12D T
n>0 2kt LT

ot = {ceWs

ce Wy or [2(c) e R0x) or Gelf2(c)) =}
Pt = (W \TMOMEERA T M 2 XDE b0}

n, fa(c) = aol= R(O) N R0) |

5

= MﬂWg\{CEWﬁ
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EEETD. I27EL, G, 1183.1.1 TEHE L Green I THD. ce M} THDH L& PM

DILT c EL b D% PM(c) LE X (parameter space (28T %) ¢ rET depth n @
puzzle piece &9 (Figure 6.2).

Figure 6.2 M & PM,

L%, Z 2 TJE#E L7 parameter space (231 % puzzle piece PM(c) & KB 5729012, f.
\ZB89 2 P, ICBT BT Py(c) DZ &% Pi(c) LELZ LIZTA.

Lemma 6.1.3. ¢y M} &35,

(1) Po(cy) & PM(cy) 1ER U external angle & potential %> external rays & equi-
potential curve (D—EB5y) THR IS, BIZENOLRENDIEEFL —FKT 5.

(2) PM(co) £T Pe(c) 13EIRENLD. BB, c € PM(cy) IZXLTH Pe(c) BEEIND.
(8) ¢ OPM(co) 1T HELE cliT OPe) % “1A"T5. #L< X ce PM) i
xf L ClRItE B4 N

6, BPM(cg) = OPS(O)

ﬁﬁgb,Q)kﬁ%@:&ﬁﬁﬁ?é.R&@QCWS&%C@&JiMH%W@@K%
L TR S
Oe(c) = c € OP(c)

MEAL L, BT ¢ 23 OPM(cy) 2 1 AT 5 L% 8,(c) = c € OP(c) IX EFED external angle
& potential IZ X 53T A —=F —31FTHT 0P:(c) % 1 JAT % (Figure 6.3 ).

(Outline of the Proof) : (1) % n ([CETHIFMEICL > TREASND. T n=0D
& &id Lemma 6.1.1 &V ERPMRY IO, FLFIAE =5 DL &iEn=121THLT
I equi-potential @ level 23 F 235 7217 C puzzle piece PM(co) DS combinatorics 138

(
EL72NWZ EIZEERY L. Z0HEIE n=3 THDOTE{MNPEZ . Figure 6.2 2R E
£. 7 4ED Figure 4.2-1, 4.2-2 bZ2@HE L. O
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Figure 6.3

Lemma 6.1.4. ¢y € M} D& & PM(co) N M iTE#HE.
(Proof) : Lemma 4.1.1 & &< FEROFERIZLY, b L PM(c) N M BEFRE TRV ET
HE, M PERETRNZ L1272 Corollary 3.2.2 IZFETHZ LRbns. O

XT g € M* E L, fo <V ZHFEETIER VW ET S &, Separation Lemma
(Lemma 4.1.2) & V), HD NeNIZxLT

PR.1(0) C PR(0)
WLV SLD. [ DIERZE 2 X Z v
PR (co) C PR_4(co) (6.1)

LIFMETH S (4 F Figure 4.6 /). (6.1) ZH\ 5 & parameter space (Z331F % Separation
Lemma 23R D X 9 1Z” S11% (Douady’s Principle!) :

Lemma 6.1.5 (Separation Lemma in Parameter Space).

(1) PM(es) c P () C Wz DRRALT 5.

(2) ce PM(co) 72 51F PS(c) C PS_i(c) MRRILT 5.

(Proof) : (1) Lemma 6.1.3 £V external ray & potential (Z & % Xt/

OPR (co) «— OP{ (co), OPR_1(co) — OPY,(co)
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BB, (61) £V 0P2(co) & OPL (co) I BRV. £5T dPM(co) & P, (co)

HRD LRV, €5 T P (co) C PY(co) 2382 3L0.

(2) MTK Lemma 6.1.3 &Y external ray & potential {Z & % xtix

OPR (co) «— OPg(c), OPy_(co) «— OPx_,(c), (c€ P{'(co))
RHBDT, (1) &FEOEET PY(c) C P5_y(c) BRIT 5. O
T
A (co) := PM(co) \ P2 (co)

LEEL, §FT Ay(z) EEVWTE f, DMERNOESE AS(z) LELZ LIZT 3.
Lemma 6.1.5 £V AR(0) 2% non-degenerate annulus 72 H1E AN ,(co) b non-degenerate
annulus (2725 . E7Z—MKIZ p(n+1) >0 22 5iF AR, ,(0) 2 non-degenerate annulus T
v, #->T

AR (co) = foo(A741(0))
% non-degenerate annulus {2725 DT, Lemma 6.1.5 (1) DFERRIZEH % D & RIFRDOEHIZ

£V AM(co) b non-degenerate annulus IZ72 5. Z# 5D annuli ® modulus DRI iEKD
Comparison Theorem A3 Y 3L :

Theorem 6.1.6 (Comparison Theorem (Yoccoz)). ¢g € M3 T fo, 1E< D ZHFA]
q

BETIZZ2<, (APR) THDET 5. £/ D ¢ 1% LT Lemma 6.1.5123% % N (separation
level) 2L 5. ZDOLEBE K = K(2,N) >0 BFEL, pu(n+1) >0 22EED n i
Xt U CTIRDFHED LT D

1 _ mod AM(c)

— < <K.
K ~ mod AR (co) sK

COEBOEADENS, LERZRBEDERLENLDOW SOMEEZEIT THL.

Definition 6.1.7. X % C OEBEALTHL & i: X xD — C # X ® holomorphic
motion TH2 &LiL i(z,\) =:iy(2) &Lz b &, REWETILEEND

e io=1i(-,0) = EEER,
o EED AED AL iy = i(-, \) ILEH,
o EBD z € X 1Zxt L iy(2) IE X IZOWTHEHTHY.
F72, Q, Y CcCE2RERLLILEE f:Q— Q B K-quasi-regular Th 5 &1
f=fpofi, fi:K-quasiconformal, f,:analytic
EREDZEEWNS.
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holomorphic motion (Z-DVNTIXRAER Y 3ID :

Theorem 6.1.8 (Optimal A-Lemma (Stodkowski [S1, p.348, Theorem 1.3])).

t: X xD—- C % X c C ® holomorphic motion &3 %. Z®D& & C @ holomorphic
motion 7 : C XD — C T4y : C — C iZ quasi-conformal T, i|X xD =1 &72%bDHTE
FT5. o

7., KD Lemma IZ Comparison Theorem MFEBAD 1 DL 725 -

Lemma 6.1.9 ([DH2, p.327, Lemma]). h : Cx A — C % holomorphic motion,
A>~D (ZORBIZEY A>3 X e—0eD), £/ v: A — C % holomorphic map &3 5.
c€ ATH LT he(z) := h(z,c) £ L, g(c):=ht(v(c)) £BL. BIZ A CA 2HEET
A CAZBEZLUA DIy MIRBbDETSH. ZDEE gid A, k K-quasi-regular
2729, L2bER K i3 sup,egy, distance (Ao, z) (7272 L “distance”iZ A PID Poincaré
distance) DAITHEIFT H. FIT sup,eqy, distance (Mg, 2) — 0 D& & (1D, Ay 1A
MEANITHEDEE)K 51 L5, O

(Proof of Comparison Theorem) : A := P{*(c;) & L, holomorphic motion
i1 (0P2,,(0) UOPR(0) x A — C
ZRTEETD (I : OPR,,(0) UOPR(0) = 0AR(0) TH D) :
1. i(x,co) = id,
2. i. == i(*,c) : OPy,,(0)UOPR(0) — OPf.1(0) UOPE(0) i3 external angle & potential
(Z & % canonical 2%t (Lemma 6.1.3).

EBELVEED c 23 LT, IXBFIZRY, FEBRD 2 1T LT i(2) i c 22\ THE
FHITH D h 5, FEMIZ i 13X holomorphic motion (272 5. 33 & Optimal A\-Lemma & ¥
holomorphic motion

h:CxA—-C
T h|OAR(0) x A=t 27T b DMBFET D, he:=h(x,c) LB, pn+1)>0&7%23
nEZEZDL [V ITdoT A®(q) 1T AR(0) IZB-&h

o AR(co) — AR(0)

X5 ke NIZxt LT 2F IR covering 1272 5. 35 & Lemma 6.1.3 &Y c € PM(cy) @
L&
foN 2 A (co) — AR(0)
b 2F RO covering 1272 5. E14EITBHA Lz & 912 PM, (co) € PM(co) TH Y Lemma 6.1.3
LY e B OPM(co) #1ATHELEE ciZOP(c) #1BTH. 5T c 2 IPM(cy) 1 /8
Té&%f“ﬂ@ﬁ@ﬂﬂ»%%;bEQUﬁié.ﬁ%ucﬁaﬁm@ﬂélﬁﬁéb
& frN(e) 1 X 0P, (0) 2B x5 L 2P ATD. £ZTyg: AM(ep) - C %

g(c) = hg' o f27N(c)
TEHET D LKA IO -
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Lemma 6.1.10. g T AM(co) 7256 AR(0) ~D 2% D covering TH Y, AARIZEBNT
I¥ quasi-regular TH 5.

(Proof) : g 7% quasi-regular T& 5 Z & 1% Lemma 6.1.9 57272516085, £725%%#
WA LBY g 1% 0AM (o) £ TiX 28 D covering THB. ZD 20D &b g it
AM(co) 23 AR(0) ~D 2F IR D covering 1272 5 X5 248720 (% Y critical point %
HFRWY). ]

Z® Lemma £ Y g i quasi-regular THEDTRD L HITHMETE 5 ¢

g+ AP (o) o faN () 22 A 0),
f1 : Ku-quasi conformal, f, : analytic, 2¥%k® covering

DT b M
11 med A 1
K, 2~ mod AR(0) — 2k

THHZ L2 D. Zhe

THLHZ END

1 mod AM(co)
1o Ay )
K, ~— mod A®(co) ~ K",

BYED. T TRER Ky 13, — I PM(co) 2 PMi(c) THBZ L %E %25 & Lemma6.1.9
LD niICEORVMETEYNZAZENTES., OV K= K(E N) TIEED n iZxf L
TK, <K #ZWw3Tbonetnsd. £oT

1 _ mod AM(c)
—_< e
K ~ mod A (cy) ~ K

N A/ VASS O

6.2 Theorem B MEFHA

co €M EL fo, 12 (APR) Zi72L, BiZ< Y ZHFRRETRNETS.
(Step I) ¢ € (PR),, £721% (IR),, PHA :
pn+1) >0 THBHELE f:A7°,(0) > AD(cp) 1 2% 1 D covering IZ72 5 DT

mod A;°(co) =2-mod A2 ,(0) >0
DALY 3L2. X - T Combinatorial Divergence Theorem & ¥

Z mod A (¢g) = 00

u(n+1)>0



112 CHAPTER 6. MANDELBROT #4284 5% % —THEOREM B, D D3t

ThHdZ bbb, $# - T Comparison Theorem X ¥

1
M _
E mod A;"(co) > % E mod AP (cg) = oo

p(n+1)>0 n(n+1)>0

IR
Z mod AM(cy) = o0

p(n+1)>0
PES. & T Proposition 2.3.11 £ ¥

diam PM(cp) — 0, (n — o0)
2D, ZHIEI M P g TRITERSTHDZ LE2RT.

(Step II) co € (NR),, DHE :
FEFA D outline 721 Z LU F CTih < 5.

Kp={ze K, | f5(=) ¢ PR(0), n=0,1,...}
LTBL e (NR), £V, U2 meNICH LToeK® Li25. 22T
2 1= PR(f*(co)) € P\ {P2(0)}
EFBEn>mDLE Po(e) iE f-m(QR ) OERERSTHD. EICHELL
P (co) = (fool @)™ 0 (fool @) 0+ 0 (foo | @rme1) QR rm) (6.2)
ERED (722U fI! O branch 13FERTHEERbDE L D). ZTZTce PM(o) 72
HIE PM(cy) DEZED D 'L & T, ¥ combinatorial IZRAETHD Z L B3b»b. £ZT
c€ PM(cy) Izxt LT
Ry = (£el@) ™ o (£IQ5) ™ 0o 0 (fel@nmpnt) H @)
L¥BE (E: 7L f71 D branch i (6.2) ICHBHDEFKEICE B) RS € PS ThD. £
RS, DR D
T# Y, Theorem A DIEBAD (Step I) Tk~ Witk %4 - 7= 23070
diam R, — 0, (n — 00)
BRES. KIZ
Ry := {c€ Pp'(co) | c€ Ry}
LB E (B —MIZ c€ RS THHENE I DITLALRRN)
RYDRM D, ce )R

n>m
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DAY ST, Eix
R} = PM(co)

THH LAY

diam RM — 0, (n — oo)

THDHILENTED. oT Mit e TRIERTHS.
LA E T Theorem B IZFERA S 7z, a
co € (PR),, £72i% (IR),, P A 1% Comparison Theorem (Z & - TIEBA L7 TH

D8, ZDOHAEIT z-plane IZHB1T 5 ¢y ZFATe annulus A%®(cy), c-plane IZI1F 5 ¢y ZFHTe
annulus AM(co) ZNE 4D modulus D HEDRERIZ DOV TITRD Z & B Y LD :

Corollary 6.2.1 . p(ng+1) >0, ng /0o 2255 {ng}2, It LT

mod A} (co)

—_—t 1 (k-
mod A7 (co) (k= e0)

DRRIALTD.

(Proof) : Comparison Theorem DFER &L ¥

1 _ mod A (co)

<
K, ~ mod A®(co) ~ Kn

THY, EH K, iX Lemma 6.1.9 XV sup,cppr(e,) distance (co, 2) (7272 L “distance” %
P{!(co) @ Poincaré distance) {Z& 2 HDTH5. % LT Theorem B DFEA L Y

diam PM(c) = 0 (n— o0)
e, PM(c) 1L 18 ¢ IZHEL O TH W Lemma 6.1.9 £ Y
K,—1 (n— o00)

B MD, LoT
mod A} (co)

mod Az (co)
MBEKILT B. O

-1 (k- 00)

6.3 Theorem D MDEEBH

fe I D ZHFARETIIRL, £ f OFT_XTOARRIRENTHS LTS5, UTT
INRTGRA—=F— o2 - L ZhiAET 5 X, £ weight function p Z %
N, Yo, pe LELZLICT D, a-FBIAD combinatorial rotation number £ € (0,1)
& separation level N ZZNZh 1 2L VEETH. f, 4 >D%HE
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L fo iZ< 0 ZAHFRETIER2W,

2. fo DITRTORAHRIIREHNTH D,

3. fo D a-FEYR D combinatorial rotation number i £
4. f. O separation level |X N,

EWMATIEEELOT (x) DRBFTRTZLWETDH. 22T M 2RO 3IDOERITSH
B]T5:

Yk = Ys’N’k (k’=1,2,)

= {c e M3 | (%), sup7©@(n) = oo, sup T(C)—l(N) =k, liminf 7@ (n) > N}
q neN n—oo

Yoo = Yg,N,oo

= {c € M3 | (%), limsup7©(n) > N, liminf 79 (n) < N}

n—00 n—=00

Zm = Z§,N,m (m: 1,2,...)

n—0o0

= {c € M3 | (%), limsup 79 (n) < m}

Z D53 Theorem C DFEAD & ZIZHWR W HIZH->TWB. ELEDO L EE-
IEDOERL LS REBFEZ—EFES>TVDE, BHRLTWSILDIFIEEIOTERELTY
TeIlZ& 0. E72dR_RTOFEICHONT [, 1Z< D ZHAARETIERY] L LTVWHDT,
HIZ #¥° =00 T 5 (Proposition 4.2.2 (2) ). Ei

1. ce (PR),, 261X, D keNIZHL T ceYs,
2. ce(IR),, 2biE, DD keNIZHLTceYy, EidceY,,
3. ce (NR),, 26, »D ke NIZH LT ce Z,

L7725, XoT Theorem D #FEBATBI2IX Yy, Yoo, Zx DA BREO TH D Z L 2T
X+40Thsd. OO0 HEX Theorem C DFEFH D & & L AT Y X Modulus-Area
inequality & Combinatorial Divergence Theorem T, Y, I Koebe’s Distortion Theorem
EEST-BIR T, Zp INEMEEZFEST-FR T, TNENIEATS.
(Step I) Y i\ T

At =AYy = {AM(0) | c€ Vi, n >k, p(n+1) > 0}
&9 % & Theorem C DFEFAD (Step I1) & RARIZIRASAR D 3L :

Lemma 6.3.1. A} OFRZR 2 annuli IZE WM disjoint TH 5.
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(Proof) : ¢, €Y, Th<n<m &LT AM(c;) & AM(cy) 23 disjoint Thadyo7z &
3% (Figure 6.4 ).

Figure 6.4 c-plane {Z331F % pieces D Bf%.

ZDEE AM(cy) ZETe (n+1)-piece E x5 & Figure 6.4 DL H1272->TEY, depthn
L n+1 DL ED pieces DS D combinatorial 72%f5 %% 25 & (Lemma 6.1.3), ¢ = ¢
D z-plane Tid Figure 6.5 DL 9722 ENRBZ > TWVWDH I &5

N

Figure 6.5 ¢ =c¢; ® & & D z-plane (Z331F 5 pieces DR,

T, PMc)) DEFEEY ¢ ¥ PM(c)) WEEIK & & Pi(e) DFD (n+ 1)-pieces D com-
binatorics IZE L L2 Z &b, £l-—F, Po(c;) DFD (n+ 1)-pieces & PM(cy)
DHRD (n+ 1)-pieces DI 15 1 XIEA DL, TD2DODFEZEMND c=c IR LTH

OPM (cy) & OP2 (cy) ORIC 13 L RS DL ZEBbMmb. fEoT

ch;_N t Pia(e2) = Pty cZ-N(%))
ThHY, BILEBDPO0<j<n—NIZHLTO¢ fL(P2,(c) TH%.
T(Cz)(n-{—Z) <N

i
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ThHDHZEERLTEY, —F sup,en7@(n) = co THEHENLFRMEOERLY, HD
E>n+2id LT rek)=N 25, Zhix maxr(c"’)—l(N) =k<nThH5bZ L, HI
b, €Yy THDILIIKRTS. O

T, ce Yy 72h 5 Combinatorial Divergence Theorem & ¥
Z pé(n+1) = o0

pe(n+1)>0

T& %5 Proposition 4.2.16 & Comparison Theorem % £ &4 5 &

> modA:oo}

z€D 4, A€ AM

DALY LD, 5L Lemma 2.3.14 £V Vi =0 Bbohsb.

YkC{zEC

(Step II) Y, 22\ T :
FEED ¢y € Yoo D Yo @ density point THRUWZ & 2 LLTF TRT.
co € Yoo JZ‘Q5%@®§Un1<n2<---<nj<--- S
HE)(ny) = N, ¢ 50 (815, 7 (n; +1) = N+ 1)
LRDLONRFEETSD. T5HE
FN A3 (o) — AR(0) 6:3)

i% conformal TH 5. ¢ 2% 0P, (co) & 1A 5 & & Lemma 6.1.3 &V c L 0P, _(c) %

1AL, (63) &0 5V o) 12 oPy(0) Z1ET5. 22T M D ¢ i 5 BT
HEDFERA NG
diam Py ,(co) = 0, (j — 00)

ThDHIEBFPPoTNBDT, j BHKRD ¢ 25 PM (co) ZB< & & 9PF(0), 9P, (0)
M ThH L ERPEERIZL A LBPR. #oT e B PM () 2 1ETH L&
NN e) 12 PR (o) DAMAIE LAT B Licie D, Lo TR 5V (o) oK

ge P (0) = P4 (co)
WERTES (F: RAOKFEHEIZLD). £2T
B C P31(0) \ Koy
Z1O0AAKRET D L, ¢ DS ¢ IZHmEiThid
BcC C\K. (6.4)

L72%. £oTjaTARELT ce PY () PEE (64) BBILL TS E LTEN.
IZTceg(B) T35
friN-1(¢)e BC C\ K,
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THE»2bc¢g M, BIb, ¢c¢ Y, THD. Lo T Koebe’s Distortion Theorem & Propo-
sition 2.2.6 £V co I¥ Yoo D density point Tidd VY 72\ . - T Lebesgue’s Density
Theorem £V |Y| =0 TH 3.

(Step II1) Z,, {22\ T
FEBA @ outline Z# LLF C/Rd.

Ko ={ze K| f(z) ¢ PL(0), n=0,1,...}

ETHE (F: K O “c"IMEEERTINE TRV LIZEE), Proposition 5.1.4 X
DeceZn2bce K THD. 3T, ¢ € Zpy, ¢ € PM(cy) O & % itinerary THHIEZ D
DR R AN/

K® = K¢
RHEBMEGEHRE O ND. ThEHA WS & holomorphic motion
i1 K2 x Prl(co) = C
Th->T
io(2) = i(2,¢) - K2 — K,

LRDLDOPHERTED. TDHLEEBD 2€ K2 I L TER
z(c) :==i(z,c) : PM(cp) = C

IEEER 2(c) =c LITRHRNVI LN 5. Optimal A-Lemma (Theorem 6.1.8) & ¥
¢ IX holomorphic motion _
i:Cx PM(cp) = C
RSN D. £ZT
~-1
g(c) =i (c)

B & gt gle) =co ZWi7zL, F7- Lemma 6.1.9 & Y quasi-regular Th 5. U % ¢
DEBDOHEE L T 5 LEBROFEND

ZmNU = g {(K2)NU

ThHhHZ NN, 2T K2 1% Theorem C DFEAD (Step IV) LV RIEO THo7-.
quasi-regular map (X THIEO THD] LWVWOREEZHRFTLHDT, Zhrb |Z,NU|=0
THBHIEBDND. ¢ € Zy IMERTH 7200 |2, =0 BREINTZZ &LIT2D.

LA Theorem D IZEERH 7z, a

Remark 6.3.2. (1) f(z) =2l +c DBOZEXTI B+HRDLE, HD ceRITH
LT fIE D ZAARETIEARLS, TRTORMAIIRENTHY, Lirdb |J) >0 &2
5, £WIHEELHD ([NVS, p.2, Main Theorem]).

(2) Remark 1.1.10 Tbid~_7= LY, BEWPSIEAH AL O p. T, J. BRPTERE TR
WL RBIRHB. £ZT
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[E#:% (Diophantine condition) T/RFTEFEMEZ K-S T b 50?2

EVORIENREBEZONDN, ZHIZOWTiX [Pe2] 2B RE L.
(3) EREIK ¥ ZHFREZR p, T, J, DRFTEFE TRVWE D 2flnid 5 (Mi2, §3])). £Z T

Y ZHDOEYDNRE — 2 TREFTEFEZ ST oD ?

LS BERE X bR ([Lys] bBRE ).



Appendix A

Branner-Hubbard @ 3 XZ X894 5
EEE

=

UTTIE f 23 KREERE L, w, wy & 2-DD critical points &4 5. =D& X A4 &
LTKRD3IBYREZLND :

1. wy, UJQEKf,
2. wy, wQEC\Kf,
3. Wi, Wy @EE %ﬁ)—jj.ﬁs‘ Kf ‘:}EL, {) 5'_‘j37b§ (C\Kf ‘:Eﬁ_é

ROID 2 DDFAEE Theorem 1.1.1 £V ZhEh Ky i3#AE, K, 1% Cantor 4L 725,
ZZTCUTTRERYVDEIDREEELD. ZHUCE L TUIRMALY LD :

Theorem A.0.1 (Branner-Hubbard [BH, p.273, Theorems 5.3; p.278, Theorem
59]). fiw, waBbDEBYVEL, wi€Ks, wad Kf THDETH. 22T K(w)
Ky Dw BERDERRS LTS, ZOLERDELLLBERIETS ¢

(1) K(wy) 25 fICBALTEMH (BID, 2 pe NIZXH LT fP(K(w)) = K(wy)) 72 513,
UD K(w) 2 5B%6 U BHFEELT fP: U — fP(U) 23%$ 2 ® polynomial-like mapping
L%, b, U, fP(U) 1I3EERT fIU 282 : 1D covering TH Y, fP(U) DU ML
T5. o TCZDLEEEHD ce MITHLT K(w)~ K, L7225,

2) K(w) 2 f B LCEBIMTR 2 51E, K, i% Cantor 8 TH Y, FIZ |K;| =0
Thb.

Remark A.0.2. EFEEHE (2) D |Kf| =0 ©OFEHRIZ McMullen iZ £ % ([BH, p.235]).

Z OFERITTT ORI TIL Tableau # AWTEEFAINTWA L, £z [Mi2, §2] TIXZ OFER

D—fE{t & LT d kLB T 1 2D critical point % RV T XTD critical points 73 C\ K

BT AGEICRKRRERBELND Z L, R0V Tableau Z AW TRINTNS. Z

TR IOHRICERTA-BREFHICER L, THICHTHEL 72 weight function (ZBF9
% Combinatorial Divergence Theorem %2~ 9 Z &IZ k> TREATS. 722388, LATOFEHIL
REILLS.
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120 APPENDIX A. BRANNER-HUBBARD @ 3 (k% HAUZ BT % Hig

BONZE 3 DFEDHIE 2 21T TRL.

Example A.0.3. (1) fa(z) :=A2%(z—1) &L w =0, wp:=2 LT3, filw)=w

THVERLANDB+HZGRDEE flw) 500 &72B.

(2) fBEIRZBEAXTF igure A1 DX H7%27 7728288, f(w)=a TalIREFR

BRTHD. Bl K(o) 2 a 288 Ky DERERDETDE K(w) # K(a) T
f(K(w1)) = K(a), f(K(a))=K(a)

DY LD, 72 fP(w) — 0o L 725 (Theorem 1.1.3 2HR).

w2

Figure A.1

(Proof of Theorem A.0.1) : §3.1.1 T2®RFERII L THERLIZOLREKIZLT f
iz LT
@ = g : 00 DITF — oo DIEFF

72% conformal map ¢ & Green B¥t h: C\ K; —» Ry BERTES. INOIEKRERM-T:
00 () = (es)F, BE o1 (2= o0),

1 n
h(z) = logle(z)] = lim = log™ |f"(2)].
2T, 2REZBEADYE T external rays & equi-potential curves T partition (Yoccoz
puzzle) ZHERL L7275, Z Z TIX equi-potential curves 721F % i\ T partition (Branner-
Hubbard puzzle) R D & 512 L THERTS : 7,

Lo := {z | h(2) = h(f(w2))}

3%, Bib, critical value f(wy) % ¢r equi-potential curve % 'y L EETHDTHS.
RIZT, = f1(Ty) &35 & Iy 1 Figure A2-1125H 25 £ 512 wy 21835 8 DFRID curve
2725, LT, JRMRIC

Iy = f_n(FO)



121

LEET DL, T, iX Jordan cruves & 2R EEbELbODEE Y L 725 (Figure A.2-1
~3 ZR). Ty, I3 1L f(w) OALEIZ XL > T Figure A.2-2, A2-3 DX HITR25 .

Figure A.2-1 Ty & I';.

(1) Figure A.2-1 (i) i f(wy) DD BHEBA (2) Figure A.2-1 (i) 2 f(w)) 235 BHE

Figure A.2-2 T'g ~ I's.

) Figure A.2-2 ( flw) BdHHHE ) Figure A.2-2 ( flwy) BH2HE

Figure A.2-3 [y ~ I's.



122 APPENDIX A. BRANNER-HUBBARD @ 3 Ik 26 THUIZ B84 % Bag

iz
P = {C\ T, DF FERELY }

LEEL, Elze K ITxLT
P.,(z) =P, DTz 2&LHD

ETBH. FZT
42) = PB@\ | Fon® (20

YEP, ((L‘)ﬁKf

= [ & Ty THEN annuli D55 ¢ ZFHTH D

Tz ZTr annulus 2 EFT 5 (Figure A.3).

Figure A3 z € Ky & A, (x).

Z ZC Ap(z) 25 critical point wy ZFTe & & (A5, wi € Dy, @) (= An(z) ORI 725
& &) critical LESZ &IZT 5 &

[ An(z) = Apa(f(2) (n21)
i& annuli D D covering map TH YV, A,(x) 73 critical 72 HREL 2, A,(z) 23 non-critical
ROWHEL (AL, AE) TH5H. —KIC Au(x) & f THELTWL &

An@) D A (f@) L L (i@ L L A((@)) = 40

E725. Te72L Ag X level O D annulus (£ : Z4LiZ 1 D L»eW) THY, Zid critical
ThbdH. LT
mod Ay(z) = o=-mod Ay AL k=#{i | 0<i<n, Ay y(fi(z)) 1 critical)

MY, 22 THEED 7€ Ky IR LT

Z mod A,(z) = oo
n=0
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LRDMMEIMERDZ L2725 (Figure A.4 /).

Figure Ad z € Ky & Ao(z), Ai(z), As(z),---.

TITRIEED z € Kp IR LT 7-B# 7, . N* - N* 2 2 RETEARD L & L FERRIC
7z(n) =max{n —k |0 <k <n, f*(A.(2)) = Ap_i(fF(z)) 78 critical}
TERTD. ZTTHEED 2 1Zx LT ff(Au(x)) = Ao(f™(z)) = Ay TH Y, Ay X critical

ThHhoah1b, FRERERRNT max IMTHEETD. Mo C2REERDLEEXDEIT 7, D
EIIZ —1 2% 5> T BAUETR.

:%@Linfiﬁmgm@ipni Ao
non—critical critical critical

DEE n) =n—1i THD. 7,(n) 1T Ap(z) & f TEL TV oL EHROICERTS
critical annulus @ level TH 5. ¥/ 7: N> N %
T(n) = 'rf(wl)(n— 1)
TE&L
Y={n|7r(n+1)#7(n)+1}

L35 E2RBERXRD L E LRI, 20 B LT Axiom of recurrence, ElH,
neX b r(n+1)=0 F72iX

rn+1)=7""n)+1 (k>1, ™*{®)eX)

EREDZENTED GEHDOHESL 2K THS. Proposition 4.2.2 (1) OFEHE SR
k).
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ETCIITH#E <o DEEEEZXDEL, BBk, e NBFELT r(n) =n—k (n>

f5 i Py(wi) = Pog(wr) @ 2% 1 @ covering, 7> f*¥(w;) € Po(w;) (Vi > 0)

DI L. 7272 L Pawr) = An(w1) U Dayoryy B1% Palwr) 1 An(wi) O PEIZ R8T
BONDHEERZEKTHD. LoT f¥P,(w) 13%EK 2 @ polynomial-like mapping T 5
1o, B25ce MIZHLT fF|P,(w) ~ 22 + ¢ (gc-conjugate) & 725, EIZ

K(w1) = K(f*: Py(wy) = Pp_ip(wy)) ~ K,

Ths. PET (1) RS-

RIZ SUP,enT(N) <00 DEXEEZ D L, ZDHAE S Proposition 4.2.2 (3) & FKIC
critical point w; 2% non-recurrent, BH, &% ng AEFEL

W) € Poglwy), (>1)

BRSO Z Ebnd.

XC, #* =co DO supr=00 THHLT3E, _@T-BQ%I_OD"CZ&%IE“Q@J:
T LR FERIZ LTI RES ¢

Proposition A.0.4. #X = o0, supT =00 TH D& T ERMPEITS :

(1) EED ne NU{0} izt LT #(7~1(n)\ ) > 1.

(2) EED ne NU{0} IZXL T #771(n) > 2.

(83) k=sup(r7'(n)\ X) < oo 22 BIT (URyr™I(k))NE = 0. 0

AEBAIE Proposition 4.2.7 DZ & 2L R TH 5.

Z Z T weight function p(n) e R, #ROEIICEHZT D :pu(0):=1&¢L, n>1
WP LTI

1
u(m) = Su(r(m)
L35, ZoLEHIRO Combinatorial Divergence Theorem 43K ¥ 32D :

Theorem A.0.5. #YX =00 ThbETH. ZDLx

> uln) =
n=0
yiN 5 RYAC R

Remark A.0.6. 2%&%IENXD L & D Divergence Theorem TiE #3 = oo DtIZ sup T =
0o BIRE LTV, SDHEIT I DREIZLE TR,
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(Proof of Theorem A.0.5) : supT <oo DL XX, B m>0IiZx LT

#(rH(m) \Z) = o0

L%, XoT .
S um=i ¥ um)=oo
ner—1(m) ner—1(m)
L72%. supt = oo M & XX Proposition A.0.4 ZFAWVWiILE, 2KZEXD & & (Theo-
rem 4.2.10) ¢ £< FRRIC LU CEERAT 5 Z LR TX 5. |
p(n) DERN G
mod A, (z) = pg(n) - mod Ay (A1)

THDHZ EBOND. 127121 pg(n) = p(rp(n)) THD (FE : Proposition 4.2.16 & % DFEH
ZBRE ).

ST K(w) BEFHTRNE XX #E = oo TH D55 Theorem A.0.5 BV I b,
Theorem 4.2.15 OFER & FEIRIZ LT p, 12BF9 5 Combinatorial Divergence Theorem 237
D, Zo0ZEE (AL KVEED z € Kp I/ LT

f:mod Ap(x) = 00

n=0
ThdrIenbhd. 22T
A= {A(z) | = € Ky, n >0}
LB L AIXC OHIFRERICE TS disjoint 72 annulus PEE Y TH Y,
Xoo = {xEC‘ Y modA:oo}sz
z€Dy,AEA

MR LD, €5 T Lemma 2.3.14 (1) (ii) £V (& : 4 D%HA Lemma 2.3.14 (1) (i) D &
DRI LIFRILRY), Ky ZETERKETHD. Lo T Ky id Cantor EH &5, F7e
Lemma 2.3.14 (2) £V |Kf| =0 24¢5. U ELTEBEOERITTNCIEHAINE. O
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