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Dolzhenko formulated the notion of “porosity” for a
set, which has been shown to be highly useful in investiga-
tions of the theory of cluster sets.

In this paper, we make use of this technique in order to
generalize Meier’s results [Math. Ann., 147 (1961), 328-344] to
the direction including tangential cases.

As an application, we prove a theorem with respect to
the existence of Lusin points.

Meier proved remarkable theorems [9, Satz 1 and Satz 2] con-
cerning the boundary behaviors of functions meromorphic in the upper
half plane. His proof of Satz 1 depends on Plessner’s theorem. But
it is proved in [6, Theorem 5], [17, Theorem 3] that a tangential
analogue of Plessner’s theorem does not hold. So, we must use some-
what different tools to obtain some extensions of Meier’s theorem to
the direction including tangential cases. On the other hand, his proof
of Satz 2 depends on the category-theoretical analogue [9, Theorem
5] of Plessner’s theorem, of which an exactly analogous theorem for
tangential cases is proved in [3, Theorem 6], [17, Theorem 2].

In this note, we aim to get some generalizations of Meier’s theo-
rems, using the concept of the “porosity”, introduced by Dolzhenko
[5].

Theorem 1 is the fundamental result. As applications of it, we
prove in Theorem 2 a tangential analogue of Meier’s theorem [9, Satz 1]
by making use of the notion of a “pre-Meier point”, introduced
originally in Dragosh [6], instead of a “Fatou point”, and we also
prove in Theorem 3 that Meier’s theorem [9, Satz 2] has an exactly
analogous extension for tangential cases.

As an application of Theorem 2, we prove a theorem with respect
to the existence of Lusin points. Finally we put an open question.

1. Notations and definitions. In the following, we denote the
unit dise {z; |2] < 1} by D, the unit circle {z;{z]| = 1} by [" and the
extended w-plane by W.

Suppose a set Pc I" and a point { = ¢’ e [" are given. For a
number € > 0, we denote an arc {¢?’;0 —ec < ¢ < 0 + € by (s ).
Let v(, ¢, P) be the largest of the lengths of arcs contained in (¢, )
and not intersecting with P. The set P is porous at (, if

fim L@, e P)>0.
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A set P is porous on I'" if it is so at each {e P. A set which is a
countable sum of porous sets on I" is said to be g-porous on I.

A o-porous set on I” is of the first Baire category on I'. A o-
porous set on /" has no points of density with respect to outer measure
(i.e., no points of outer density), hence is of measure 0 (see [12, p.
129, Theorem (10.2)]). But there exists a set, which is of measure 0
and not o-porous on I" (see [4, p. T5]).

For 0q,0<a,0<d<1and{=e?cl, we denote a g-curve

{z; alarg () — 0[**' =1 — |2], arg(z) > 6}
(or
{z;alarg () — 0" =1 — [z|, arg(z) < 6))

terminating at £ by t7(a, ¢)(), called a right gq-curve (or t~(, q)(0),
called a left g-curve). We also denote a part of the g-curve t*(«, ¢)(£)

(or (@, @)(X))»

{z; alarg () — 0" =1 —|z|, arg(z)>0,|z| > o}
(or

{z;alarg (&) — 01" =1 — [z], arg(z) <6,|z]>d})

by t*(«, 8, ¢)({) (or t~(a, 3, ¢)({)). When convenient, we use notations
t(a, 9)(C) or t(a, 6, ¢)(C) without specifying whether it be right or left.

For 05q,0<a<B,0<d<]and {el', we define a right -
angle V*(a, B, 3, g)({) as the open region lying between the ¢-curves
t*(a, )(€) and t7(B, ¢)({), lying outside the circle {z; |z| = d} of its
radius d, sufficiently near 1. The left g-angle at { with parameters
(a, B, 0), dedoted by V~(a, B, 9, 9)(£), is the reflection of V'*(«, B, 9, ¢)()
with respect to the radius at {. When convenient, we use the shorter
notation F*+(@)(©), ¥~ (@)() and 7 (g)(¢) without specifying whether it be

right or left.
For a function f(2) defined in the open unit disc D, we define,

in the usual manner, the cluster sets at { on the sets /¥ («, g, 4, ¢)(0)
(or F~(a, B, 0, ¢)(£)) and denote it by

Crttapnpw(fy &) (O Cr—a,ps,00(f, C)) -

A point el is said to be a gq-angular Plessner point of f(z)
provided that

Crrwu(fs O =W and Cr—o(f,0) = W

for each right and left g¢g-angle at {. The set of all ¢g-angular
Plessner points of f(z) is denoted by I,(f).
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By an arc at { = ¢?e " we mean a continuous curve z = z(t),
t,=t <1, in D terminating at ¢, i.e., lim,, 2(¢) = {. By an admsis-

sible g-arc X,(0) (0 = ¢q) at { we mean an arc at { such that the limit

lim 1218 (@) — 6]
= 1 —2(0)]

= Ox 0 > 0

exists. The part of an admissible g-arc X,({) lying in {z;|z| > 6} is
denoted as X,(9, {).

We denote the cluster set of f(z) at { relative to an admissible
g-arc X,() (or a chord X({)) by Cr,(f, Oor Cri)(f, £). We define

14,0 = N Cra£,0 (or IL(£,0 = ) Cra/,0)

where the intersection is taken over all admissible g-arcs X, () (or
all chords X(§)) at <.

We denote by A,(f, ) (or A(f, ) the set of all values we W
with the property that f(z) assumes the value w in every g-angle
7 (@)(€) (or every Stolz angle 4({)) at { arbitrarily close to £. We de-
fine a gq-angular Picard point (or an angular Picard point) of f(z) to
be a point {eI" at which the set W — A4,(f, %) (or W — A(f, {)) con-
tains at most two values. We define a gq-angular alternative point
(or an alternative point [2]) of f(z) to be a point e " at which

IL(F,DU4(f,0 =W (or IL(,OUAS L =W).

REMARK 1. For each Stolz angle 4() (or each 0-angle /(0)(©))
at ¢, there exists a 0-angle 7(0)({) (or a Stolz angle 4({)) which satisfies
7)) < 4@ (or 4() < V(0){¢)) in the neighborhood of {. Hence, for
every (eI’ we have A(f, ) = 4,(f, ) and an angular Picard point of
f@) is equal to a O-angular Picard point of f(2). But because of
II,(f,0 € II,(f,0) , O-angular alternative point of f(z) is an alterna-
tive point of f(z), although the converse seems not necessarily true.

2. Main results.

LemmA 1. Let q, B, 7, &, and ¢t be arbitrarily fived numbers
satisfying 09,0 < B, 7, 1, 0< B — 11,0 <& <1. Let P be a subset
of I" and C be a point of I'. Suppose that the set P is not porous at
L. Then, if we choose suitable positive numbers \, 0 and o satisfying
0<y =N 0<1, for each 2y, 2,€V (v — N, ¥ + N, 0, @)(), there exists a
- point &, §=E&(z,) € P such that V(B — p, B+ 1, 9, ¢)(§) D D(o, 2,), where
D(p, zo) = {z; |2 — 2,] < p{R(2,)}*"'} with R(z,) = the length of the part
t@, |z, @)(§) of the g-curve t(a, q)({) on which z, lies.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that { = 1.
In the following, we suppose that

V(A/ - 7\” v+ >"‘y 5’ Q)(C) = V+(7 - 7\'7 v+ 7\" 6, (I)(C)
and
V(IB - U, :8 + #7 8’9 Q)(E) = V+(B - &, :8 + #7 5,’ q)(E) o

In other cases, we can prove analogously.

To begin with, we will get some estimations which are needed
in the subsequent proof.

For arbitrarily fixed numbers \, 0 and d satisfying 0 <), 0< 0 <
Y — X, 0 <0 <1, we choose a point 2, = 7¢¥’ in F*(v — N, ¥ + N, 9, g@)(1).
If we denote by t*(a, q)(1) the g-curve on which z, lies, we obtain the
inequality

(1) Y=< a<Y+ N,

In [17], we proved
VI+ato+ 00 (¢g=0)
0 + 097+ (g>0).

We choose +r, = ,(2,) (0r vr,=,(2,)) S0 that the g-curve t7(8+ &, g)(¢i¥r),
eviel” (or t7(B — p, Q)(e™?), ev2e ') is tangent to the disc D(p, z,)
from right (or left). We denote the distance from z, to t*(8— g, q)(e*1)
(or t*(B + t, 9)(e'¥2) by h,(z,)(or hy(z,)). The g-curve, which passes
through 2, and terminates at ¢*: (or e¢*¥2), is denoted by ¢*(a,, q)(e?¥)
(or t*(a,, q)(e¥2)). We have

(2) R(z,) =

al"(B_#)(g_ ) 0l(o — 12 -0
hl(zo) = {1/1 -+ (B — ‘u)?\ q/f) + {( “/f)} (q )

o — (B — YO — ¥)™ + of(6 — v)*™) (¢>0)

B+ - ,_ 0 — ) =0
) — {1/1 =20 — ) + OL0 — ) @=0
{(B+ 1) — a} (0 — )™ + o{(6 — )™}, (@>0)
which are proved in [17]. Since we have &,(z) = h(2,) = Oo{R(z)}***
by assumption, we obtain

(3)

oV TFE 0+ 00N =—2=B= (9 ) +0((0—v)}

V1+(8—p) (@ = 0)
1/1-{-6(20+O(02)}—w(0—¢)+0{(0—«/r)2} "
(4) 3¢t Vit " :
{0+ 00" )} = {a,— (8— O — ¥r) ™ + 0{(0 — v1)**}
(¢>0)

P{0+ 06" )} ={(B+ 1) — AHO — o)™+ 0{(6 — )"} .

Here, if we eliminate » from each of systems of simultaneous equations
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1 —7r=aft 1 —7r=aft
or
1—7r=a( —y)" (@=0) 1—r=0,0—9)" (=0,

we have respectively

a{ﬁlH-i a0¢I+1
N e A

Thus, from (4) and (5), we have

(@=0).

",fo(zo) — {1 _& - 401/1 + (:8 — [’6)2 V14 & s 0(1)}0
B — i
(g=0)
1V 2y 2
ey = 1= (S22 < ) .
2 = {1 - (%)1“”” + 0(1)}0 :

And we have

’Wz(zo) - “/fl(zO) —
[mwﬁwTﬁﬁw—mVFﬁﬁﬁﬁ+w+mVLH&#WmeP

BZ —_— #2
- (¢ =0)
(@ = OB + P — (@ + (8 — 9+
[ (5° — )+ + 0(1)]‘9 . @>0

Hence, from (1) we have

(7)) alze) — Pi(2) = K(2,)
[Z(V—N)/«C—PV1+(7+?»)2{(B—#)1/1+(B+ﬂ)2+(ﬁ+#)1/1+(B—.U)Z}
182 _ #2
+ o(l)]e (g = 0)
{(r=—A=0)(B+ @} —{(Y+ N+ 0)(B— )}
[ (B° — pytliesn +°(1)]‘9 . (@>0)

These are the required estimates.
Now, we proceed to the proof of Lemma 1.
First, we choose )\ satisfying

{2(7 - Me>0 (g =0)
{(r = M(B + O —{(r + M(B — WP > 0. (¢>0)

Next, for this \, we choose p satisfying
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<Y —X\
and

20 =M — VI + (7 + NHB + VT + (B — 1)
(8) M={ +@B—-mV1+@B+1H}>0 (@ = 0)
{("=A=0)(B+} " —{(V+ X+ o) (=} >0, (¢ > 0)

For this o, we have
(9) D(p, z) < {z; |2]| < 1}

for every z, €V (Y—\, Y+, 0, ¢)(1), if é is sufficiently near 1. Further,
for this M and o, we choose § sufficiently near 1 such that (9) holds
and

(10) K(z) > 0

if z, satisfies {z; [2]| = d} N D(p, ) = @. Thus, for this ), p and ¢ we
obtain from (7) and (10),

(A1) YPy(20) — Yu(2)) = K(z) > 0, where z,el/*(v — N, 7+ N, 0, 9)(1) .

Now we suppose that for A, 0 and 6 chosen above, Lemma 1 was
false. Then, there exists a sequence

{24}, 2o = 1€ eV (v — N, + N, 0, 00D, z,—1
such that
12) the arc (e"®x), ¢¥2®*w)) contains no point of P.
And from (11) we have
13) Vo(Za) — V:(2,) = Ki(2,) > 0.
If we set

&, = max {{y(2,) |, [V2(2a) [} 5

we have from (1) and (6)

~/+x+p1/1+(,8+ﬂ)21/1+(7+7“)2+0(1)}¢9n (g=0)
7

fi+ (%-E—‘-’—)W + o1)}0, (@>0)

and, from (12) and (13)
(15) YA, &ny P) Z ¥o(22) — ¥1(22) = K(2,) > 0.
Thus, from ¢,— 0 (n — ), we have by (8) and (15),

{1 +
(14) e, =
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i—Y(1, ¢, P) o 75— K(z,) M <
l:gl € 21}-{2 €, 2(52_#2)1/(%1)0) 0, (@=0)
where
1L YEMNFOVI+ B+MVI+ @+ N (q = 0)
B -t
@ =
[(g+1)
14 (BN N (@ > 0)
(F5)

This contradicts the assumption that the set P is not porous at
=1

LEMMA 2. (See [17, Lemma 2].) Let @, A be numbers satisfying
0 <\ < aand z bea point in the g-angle V(@ — \/2, @ + N2, 8, ¢)(C).
We denote the distance from z, to t*(a — n, ¢)(0) (or tH(a + N\, ¢)(0))
by h(z)) (or hy(2). If 2, lies on a q-curve t*(v, @)(€), put R(z,) = the
length of t7(7, |2, @)(). We set

I(z;) = min (or max) {h,(2,), h(20)} -

Then we have

h(z,) , ,
K, (or K,) £ —_ < K, (or K,),
{ ) {B(z)}*
where constants K, and K, (or K, and K,) depend on a, \, ¢ and
satisfy
IimK,=0, lximK;=0 (or ljmK,zo, Ijx;nK,’=0).
—0 —0 A=

-0
o—1 d—1 01 -1

THEOREM 1. If f(2) is meromorphic in D and q = 0, then except
on a o-porous set on I, every point of I(f) is a g-angular Picard
point of f(z) or a g-angular alternative point of f(z).

REMARK 2. In the proof of [9, Satz 1], Meier proved the analogous
result of this theorem in the case ¢ = 0 for a function f(z) meromor-
phic in the upper half plane. But, since his proof is based on an
“alternative point” of f(z) in stead of a “0-angular alternative point”
of f(2), Remark 1 shows that Theorem 1 in the case ¢ = 0 is sharper
than Meier’s. Furthermore, I think it is remarkable that, as the ex-
ceptional set, the set-theoretical notion “g-porosity” is used in stead
of “Lebesgue measure 0.

Proof. The fundamental ideas of the following proof go back to
Meier [9, Satz 1]. We denote by E the set of points of I", which
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are neither g-angular Picard points of f(z) nor g-angular alternataive
points of f(2). Then, for each point { € E, there exist three different
values ai, ai, aie W, an admissible g-arc X, () and three g-angles
71(@)(©), 7*(a)(©), 7*(g)(£), which satisfy ai ¢ Cx «,(f, {) and f(2) = af for
zel (@@ (¢ =1,2,3).

We denote by F the set of points of E, at which the above three
values a}, ai, ai are finite.

In the following, we will prove that except on a o-porous set on
I", every point of the set F' is not a g-angular Plessner point of f(z).
For the set £ — F, we can prove the same conclusion without diffi-
culty.

Let {c;}=, be a sequence consisting of all complex numbers, which
lie dense in the sphere W, with rational real parts and imaginary
parts. Let {8}, be a sequence of all rational numbers satisfying
0 < B

For positive integers m,, m,, m,;, M, M, N; k satisfying the
inequality

o = oy > 200 G250, = 1,2,9),
we define P(m,, m,, m;, 0, N, N, k) as the set of points { of F, at
which the following conditions are satisfied:

10 1
@) = ¢n 1> = for zqu<1_%’C> ,

: 1 1 1Y _
(1) f(z) #a; for zeV(Bnt'_—k’ant“_'— 1=2-a)© (=123

k b
' 1
la; — cp, | <L (=L23).
Then we have (see Meier [9, p. 332-333])
F = Z P(mly My Mgy Ny, oy N, k) .

My Mo, M3y 0Y Mo, M35 K

We define P*(m,, m,, m,, n,, N, %, k) as the set of points of
P(m,, m,, ms, n,, N, N, k) at which P(m,, m,, m,, n,, N, Ns, k) is not
porous. Then, at every point of the set P(m,, m,, my, 0, Ny, 0y, k) —
P*(m,, m,, ms, m,, n,, n, k), the set P(m,, m,, m,, n,, N, Wy, k) is porous,
and the set P(m,, My, My, Wy, Ty, Mgy k) — P * (101, Mgy Mg, Ny Nogs N, k) s poToOUS,
too. Therefore, the set P(m,, m,, My, 0,y Wy, Mgy k) — P* (Mg, Mgy Mgy Ny Togy My, k)
is a porous set on [

We will show that every point of the set P*(m,, m,, ms, n,, 1y, 0, k)
is not a g-angular Plessner point of f(2). In the following, we set
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P(m,, My, My, Ny, Ny, Nsy k) = P and P*(m,, m,, my, 0y, 0,y Mg, k) = P*.

Let {e P*. Foreacht, t=1,238, weset 8= B,,7 = Ox,, 0 =
1 —1/k and ¢ = 1/k in Lemma 1, then from Lemma 1, we can choose
positive numbers A,, 0, and 4, (0 < d, < 1) such that for each =z, z,¢
V(0x,00 = Ny Ox ey + Mty 05, @)(K), We can find a point &, &, = &,(z)e P
satisfying

1

— 1 — ..l_ \} < =
P(Bue— 70 B+ 1 1= 0)E) 2 Dloyz) (=129

We set
Ao = min (A, Ay ) 5 0 = min (0, 0, 0;) and 9, = max (9, 0y, 9s) -

Then, for each 2, 2 € F(0x &, — M, Ox,0 + Ny, 05, 0)(0), We have evidently
/ 1 1 1 _
P8 = 8o+ 1= Q)6 D Do) (= 1,2,3).

Next, for this \,, we can choose o,, 1 > 6, > d,, such that
V(0x 0 — My Oxyir + Ny 05, ©(E) D X,(05, §) -
Thus for each z, e X,(5,, {) we have

1

1 1
V(Bm - %7 /8%; + 76-’ 1 - '7{:‘5 (I)(Et) - D(los zD) .

And from (1), we have
fz) #ati, (t=1,2,3;1=1,2,8) for ze D(po,z) with z,e X, (3, ().

Therefore, three different complex numbers a!,ai,al € W are not
taken by f(2) in D(p, z,) with z,e X,(3;, ).
Now for each z,€ X,(0;, {), we consider the linear function

2 =2z + {R(z)}*"7

which maps the dise {7; 7] < 0} of 7-plane into the dise D(o, z,) of
z-plane. Then the function F(9) = f(z, + {E(z,)}°"'n) is meromorphic
in [7| < o and does not take three values a}, a,, ai, € W there. And
we have

cmi'—cm]">1—?€_0 (%ijr i,j:1,2,3),

F(0) — ¢ | > 20,
k

F() #a:, for [n|<p t=1213),
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Iagt—omt[<% t=1,23).

By the exactly analogous procedure as in [9, p. 334-335], we can
choose a suitable constant d, and for this constant d we obtain the
result

(2) 1F<v)—cm1|g% for |7]<d.

Since the linear function z = z, + {E(z,)}*™% maps the disc {7; |p| < d}
onto the disc {z; |z — 2,| < d{R(z,)}*""}, we have from (2)

(3) If(z)—cmllg—}c— for ze {z; |2—2,| <d{R(z,)}*""} with z,€ X,(d;, {) .

Now, in Lemma 2 we set a = 0y , and we choose M (0 <X <))
and 6 (1> 6 > ;) satisfying K, < d. Next we choose d, (1 > J; > 0)
such that

(4) X (06, &) SV (0x ) — 221, Ox 0 T+ 22\'", O, Q>(C) .
For each z,€ X,(9, £), we denote the distance from z, to t*(0x,; —, 9)(€)
(or t*(0x,0 + N @)Q)) by hi(z) (or hy(2,)) and we set

h(z) = max {h,(z,), ho(20)} «

Then we have from (4) and Lemma 2

% < K;<d, hence h(z) < d{R(z)}"",

for each z,€ X, (0, £). Thus for 6, (6, > J,) sufficiently near 1, the g-
angle V*(0x, @y — N, 0x,(8) + N, 0, @)(0) is covered by the set

{z; 12 — 2| < d{R(z,)}" "} .

206 X 4(36,0)

Hence, from (8) we obtain

1f@) — en | = % for 2l (Prc — M Oxyer + N 8 D) 5

and this shows that
Cm, & Cv+(qu(c)—x,pxq(;)ﬂ,spm<c>(f, 8.

Therefore, { is not a g-angular Plessner point of f(2).
Since { is an arbitrary point of P*, every point of the set
P*(m,, m,, my, 0, N, 1y, k) is not a g-angular Plessner point of f(z).
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Thus, except on the set
P(mlv mZ, mS’ nly nZ, 7?/3, k) - P*(mh m2’ mS; ’)’1/1, /”’2’ 1’1/3, k) ’

which is o-porous on /7, every point of the set P(m,, m,, m,, ,, Ny, %y, k)
is not a g-angular Plessner point of f(2).

Next, we will obtain a tangential analogue of Satz 1 of Meier [9].
We define

CAq(f, Q= r(qL)Jm Crinar(f, ©) »

where the summation is taken over all g-angles F(¢)({) with vertex
at {. A point (e is said to be a q-angular pre-Meier point of f(2)
provided

(5,8 =C(f,0& W.

LeMMA 3. (See [17, Theorem 1].) Let ¢=0 and f(z) be meromor-
phic in D. Then except on a o-porous set on I" every point {el is
either a g-angular pre-Meier point of f(z) or a q-angular Plessner

point of f(z).

THEOREM 2. Let ¢ =0 and f(z) be meromorphic in D. Then
except on a o-porous set on I', every point L el is a g-angular pre-
Meter point of f(z) or a q-angular Picard point of f(z) or & q-angular
alternative point of f(z).

Proof. From Lemma 3 and Theorem 1, we can easily prove this
Theorem 2.

We will obtain a tangential analogue of Satz 2 of Meier [9].
A point L e I" is said to be a g-angular Meier point of f(z) provided

qu(f7 C) = CD(f, C)% W’
where C,(f, () denotes the cluster set at  on D.

LemMA 4. (See [3, Theorem 6] and [17, Theorem 2].) Let ¢ =0
and f(z) be meromorphic in D. Then every point (€l is either a
q-angular Meier point of f(z) or a q-angular Plessner point of f(z)
except on a set of the first Baire category on I'.

THEOREM 3. Let ¢q =0 and f(z) be meromorphic in D. Then
except on a set of the first Baire category on I’y every point el is
a g-angular Meier point of f(z) or a q-angular Picard point of f(z)
or a g-angular alternative point of f(2).
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Proof. From Lemma 4 and Theorem 1, we can easily prove
this Theorem 3.

3. Application. Let D(r,{),0 <r < 1,{el", denote the disc
{z; ]2 — L — )| < 7}, internally tangent to the unit circle 77 at the
point {eI'. A point {eI" is a Lusin point of a meromorphic func-
tion f(2) in D, if the Riemannian image of every disc D(r, (), 0 <
r < 1, has infinite area. The set of Lusin points will be denoted by

L.(f).
A point {e" such that

CAq<f, Q= qu(f, 9,
will be called a g-amgular Lindelof point of f(z) [1].

THEOREM 4. Let f(z) be meromorphic in D. Then except on a
g-porous set on I', every point L el is either an l-angular Lindeldf
point of f(2) or a Lusin point of f(z).

Proof. Since an l-angular pre-Meier point of f(z) is an l-angular
Lindelof point of f(z), the Lemma 3 shows that we have only to
make inquiries about the set I(f). Evidently, an l-angular Picard
point of f(z) is a Lusin point of f(2). So let E be a subset of I (f)
such that every (e F is neither an l-angular Lindelof point of f(2)
nor an l-angular Picard point of f(z). Since for each (€ E there
exists an admissible l-arc X,({) such that Cy,,(f, ) & W, I1,,(f, () is
subtotal for every {e E. And from Theorem 1, except on a g-porous
set on I, every { € E is an l-angular alternative point of f(z). Thus
at an l-angular alternative point { of f(z) in E, 4,(f, ) contains an
open subset of W, hence every dise D(r, {) has an infinite area.

We define the cluster set of f(z) at £ on D(r,{) by Coi.r)(f, ).
A point (e is called an oricyclic Fatou point of f(z) with an ori-
cyclic Fatou value we W (or an oricyclic Plessmer point of f(z))
provided that

Y, O£, 0= () (or N Covol ) = W)

The set of oricyclic Fatou points (or oricyclic Plessner points) of
f(z) will be denoted by F*(f) (or L*(f)).

We denote, in the usual manner, the set of Fatou points (or
Plessner points) of f(z) by F(f) (or I(f)).

For a meromorphic function f(z) in D, we denote by L(f) the
set of points { e " such that for each { e L(f) the Riemannian image
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of every Stolz angle 4({) has infinite area.
We remarked in [14] that for a meromorphic function f(2) in D,

the sets L°(f) — F(f), F(f) — L°(f), L(f) — I(f) and I(f) — L(f) are
of measure 0, where the set S° denotes the complement of a set S
with respect to I.

In the tangential case, we want to consider analogous problems.

Since the difference of the sets I(f) and I*(f) is at most o-
porous on I (therefore, of measure 0 on ") by [15, Theorem 2],
every point of I*(f), which is not an l-angular Lindelof point of f(2),
is a Lusin point of f(2) except on a set of measure 0 on I" by
Theorem 4. There exists a bounded holomorphie function f(2) in D
such that the set L,(f) — I* (f) and F*(f) — L:(f) are both of measure
2 (see [8, Corollary 1], [11, Theorem 4] and [10, Theorem 1]).

Open question. Is it true that for a meromorphic function f(z)
in D, the set I*(f)— L,(f) is of measure 0 and also the set L{(f)— F*(f)
is of measure 0?
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