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PARABOLIC MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS

ZHENG JIAN-HUA

Following the definition of parabolic rational functions and in view of the
behavior of transcendental meromorphic functions, we give the definition of
parabolic transcendental meromorphic functions. We discuss their dynam-
ical behavior and prove the existence of conformal measures and invari-
ant measures over their Julia sets, thus extending Denker and Urbański’s
work on parabolic rational functions. However, our method for proving
the existence of the conformal measures differs in that we use the Perron–
Frobenius–Ruelle operator.

1. Introduction and notations

Let f (z) be a meromorphic function that is transcendental or rational with degree
at least two. Let f n(z) be the n-th iterate of f (z), let F( f ) be the Fatou set of f (z),
and let Ĵ( f )= Ĉ\F( f ), which is the Julia set of f (z). If f is transcendental, then
∞ ∈ Ĵ( f ), and set J( f ) = Ĵ( f ) \ {∞} and J∞( f ) =

⋃
∞

n=0 f −n(∞). If J∞( f )
contains at least three points, then J( f ) = J∞( f ) and so f is analytic on F( f ).
F( f ) is open and consists of at most a countable number of components, which are
called Fatou components. Since F( f ) is completely invariant, the image of every
Fatou component under f is contained in a Fatou component. A Fatou component
U is called periodic if f m(U )⊂U for some m ≥ 1 and the least such m is called
its period; U is preperiodic if f m(U ) is periodic for some m ≥ 1 but U is not
periodic; U is wandering if f n(U )∩ f m(U ) = ∅ for m 6= n. The periodic Fatou
components are classified into five types: attracting domain, parabolic domain,
Siegel disk, Herman ring and Baker domain. The Baker domain and wandering
domain are possible only for transcendental meromorphic functions.

By sing( f −1) we mean the closure of the set of all finite critical and asymp-
totic values of f (z) in the complex plane C and by ŝing( f −1) the closure of the
set of all critical and asymptotic values of f (z) in the extended complex plane
Ĉ= C∪{∞}. Hence if f (z) has multiple poles, then∞ is a critical value of f (z)
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and ∞ ∈ ŝing( f −1). If ∞ is an asymptotic value of f (z), then ∞ ∈ ŝing( f −1),
but in any case,∞ 6∈ sing( f −1). Then∞ 6∈ ŝing( f −1) if and only if f (z) has no
multiple poles and no∞ as an asymptotic value and∞ is not a limit point of finite
singular values of f (z). We denote by P( f ) the postsingular set defined to be the
closure in Ĉ of

∞⋃
n=0

f n
(

sing( f −1)
∖ n−1⋃

j=0
f − j (∞)

)
and set P̂( f )= P( f )∪ ŝing( f −1).

In [Zheng 2008] we proved that for a hyperbolic meromorphic function on the
complex plane, the Hausdorff dimension of the radial Julia set Jr ( f ) is equal to
the Poincaré exponent s( f ) of f over J( f ). Actually, the proof showed that

dimh J( f )= dimH Jr ( f )= s( f ),

where dimh J( f ) is the hyperbolic dimension of J( f ). The first equality above
was proved in [Rempe 2009] for the general case. For a hyperbolic meromorphic
function on the Riemann sphere, the author proved that

dimh J( f )= dimH J( f )= λ( f )= s( f ),

where λ( f ) is the exponent of conformal measure of f over J( f ), and there ex-
ists the invariant Gibbs measure that is equivalent to the λ( f )-conformal measure
which extends the results in [Kotus and Urbański 2002]. Here, we say a probability
measure µ over J( f ) is a s-conformal measure for f if f ×(z)s is the Jacobian of
f over J( f ) with respect to µ, that is, for any Borel subset A of J( f ) such that f
is injective on A, we have

µ( f (A))=
∫

A
f ×(z)sdµ.

In this paper, we investigate parabolic meromorphic functions. The papers
[Denker and Urbański 1991a; 1991b; Aaronson et al. 1993] are careful inves-
tigations of the Hausdorff dimension, conformal measure and invariant measure
of parabolic rational functions. The definition of a parabolic rational function is
clear: we know that a rational function f with degree at least two is called parabolic
if Ĵ( f )∩ ŝing( f −1)=∅ and f has at least one rational indifferent periodic point.
However, the transcendental case is more complicated.

Definition 1.1. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function in C. We say that
f is parabolic on the complex plane if P( f )∩J( f ) is finite and nonempty, each
point in P( f )∩J( f ) is a rational indifferent periodic point of f , and sing( f −1) is
contained in F( f ). We say f is parabolic on the Riemann sphere (or with respect
to the spherical metric) if f is parabolic on the complex plane and∞ 6∈ P̂( f ).
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We denote by P(C) and P(Ĉ) the set of all parabolic transcendental meromor-
phic functions on C and Ĉ, respectively. A rational function has only a finite
number of rational indifferent periodic points, while a transcendental meromorphic
function may have infinitely many rational indifferent periodic points. Since every
rational indifferent periodic point must be in P( f )∩J( f ), a parabolic meromorphic
function on the complex plane has only finitely many rational indifferent periodic
points. In Definition 1.1, we need to stress the condition that sing( f −1) ⊂ F( f ):
although a rational indifferent periodic point cannot be a critical point, it may be a
critical value, and for transcendental case it may be an asymptotic value. This can
be explained by considering the functions z(z−1)2 and zez . The point 0 is a rational
indifferent fixed point of z(z−1)2, which is also a critical value, and of zez , which
is also an asymptotic value. The functions z(z−1)2 and zez satisfy the conditions
for parabolicity on the complex plane (Definition 1.1) except for the requirement
that sing( f −1) ⊂ F( f ). Hence they are not parabolic on the complex plane. If
∞ 6∈ P̂( f ), then f is of bounded type, that is, in class B. Clearly, a parabolic
meromorphic function on the Riemann sphere is in class B, that is, P(Ĉ)⊂B.

Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function in class S, so that sing( f −1)

is finite. If sing( f −1) ⊂ F( f ) (resp. ŝing( f −1) ⊂ F( f )), then f is hyperbolic
whenever it has no rational indifferent periodic points; otherwise it is parabolic
on the complex plane (resp. on the Riemann sphere). This is because f has only
attracting domains and/or parabolic domains. For a general case, see Theorem 3.1
and Theorem 3.2 below. A simple calculation yields that tan z is in P(Ĉ).

In the papers cited above, Denker, Urbański, and Aaronson obtained the ex-
istence of a conformal measure and an invariant measure, and showed they are
equivalent for parabolic rational functions. Using the results attained in [Zheng
2009] by developing Walters’ theory, we extend some of the Denker and Urbański’s
results to the parabolic transcendental meromorphic function, and establish:

Theorem 1.2. Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function on the Riemann
sphere. Then f (z) has a s-conformal measure µs and P( f, s)= 0.

Here P( f, t) is the pressure of f at t , whose definition is given in Lemma 3.8.
Applying a result from [Martens 1992] we determine conditions about the existence
of µs-equivalent, f -invariant measure:

Theorem 1.3. Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function on the Riemann
sphere. Assume that s-conformal measure µs is atomless. Then f (z) has a µs-
equivalent, f -invariant measure if for some a ∈ J( f ) \

⋃
∞

n=0 f −n(�), where
�= P( f )∩J( f ), we have

∞∑
n=0

Ln
s (1)(a)=∞.
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Here we say a measure m is f -invariant if m( f −1(A)) = m(A) for any Borel
subset A of J( f ). Actually, � is the set of all rational indifferent periodic points
of f (z) and Ls(1) = L−s log f ×(1) is the Perron–Frobenius–Ruelle operator for
−s log f ×(z) over J( f ) and please see the statements before Lemma 3.8 for its
definition.

Question 1.4. For f ∈ P(Ĉ), is dimH J( f ) always equal to s?

We conjecture the answer is affirmative.

2. Conformal measures and expansiveness of covering maps

To discuss the existence of conformal measures of parabolic meromorphic func-
tions, we need some results from [Zheng 2009] on the existence of conformal
measures for covering maps. Let (X̂ , d) be a compact metric space and X be an
open and dense subset of X̂ and X0 an open and dense subset of X . For a point
x ∈ X̂ , B(x, δ) is the ball centered at x with radius δ. C(3) will denote the set
of all real-valued continuous functions on 3 = X̂ , X or X0. Let T : X0→ X be
continuous and ϕ ∈ C(X0).

Definition 2.1. An ordered pair (T, ϕ) is called admissible if:

(1a) For each x ∈ X , the set T−1(x) is at most countable.

(1b) T has the uniform covering property: there exists a δ > 0 such that for each
x ∈ X , T−1(BX (x, δ)) can be written uniquely as a disjoint union of a finite
or countable number of open subsets Ai (x) (1 ≤ i ≤ N ≤∞) of X0 and for
each i , T is a homeomorphism of Ai (x) onto BX (x, δ), where BX (x, δ) =
B(x, δ) ∩ X . For simplicity, we will call Ai (x) the injective component of
T−1 over BX (x, δ) and δ the injectivity radius.

(1c) The inverse of T is locally uniformly continuous: ∀ε > 0, ∃δ0 with 0<δ0<δ

such that for each x ∈ X and each y ∈ X0 with T (y)= x , once d(x, x ′) < δ0

for x ′ ∈ X , we have d(T−1
y (x), T−1

y (x ′)) < ε, where T−1
y is the branch of the

inverse of T which sends x to y. That is to say, every injective component of
T−1 over BX (x, δ0) has diameter less than ε.

(1d) ϕ ∈ C(X0) is summable on X , that is to say,

sup
{ ∑

T (y)=x

expϕ(y) : x ∈ X
}
<+∞.

(1e) For all ε > 0, there exists a 0< δ1 < δ such that for any pair x, x ′ ∈ X , once
d(x, x ′) < δ1, we have∑

T (y)=x

∣∣expϕ(T−1
y (x))− expϕ(T−1

y (x ′))
∣∣< ε,
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that is,
∑

T (y)=x

∣∣expϕ(T−1
y (x))−expϕ(T−1

y (x ′))
∣∣→0 uniformly as d(x, x ′) goes

to 0.

We now give a condition under which (1b) implies (1c).

Lemma 2.2 [Zheng 2009, Lemma 2.1 and following remark]. Let T satisfy (1b)
with X = X̂ . The inverse of T is locally uniformly continuous, that is, T satisfies
(1c), if one of following statements holds:

(1) For arbitrary ε > 0, we have a 0<η≤ ε such that for each x ∈ X , ∂B(x, η)⊂
X0.

(2) all limit points of T−1(x) for each x ∈ X lie in X \ X0 and (1) holds only for
x ∈ X \ X0.

We can define for a summable function ϕ on X0 the Perron–Frobenius–Ruelle
operator by setting

Lϕ( f )(x) :=
∑

T (y)=x

f (y) expϕ(y) for x ∈ X.

Obviously, Lϕ( f )(x) is a bounded real-valued function on X when f is a bounded
real-valued function on X0. Sometimes, we write Lϕ,T for Lϕ to emphasize T . It
is obvious that T n is a continuous mapping of T−n+1 X0 to X . Set

Snϕ(y)=
n−1∑
i=0

ϕ(T i (y)) for y ∈ T−n+1 X0.

Noting that T−n+1 X0 ⊆ X0, we easily deduce that

(2-1) Ln
ϕ,T ( f )(x)= LSnϕ,T n ( f )(x)=

∑
T n(y)=x

f (y) exp(Snϕ(y)) for x ∈ X.

(Here and throughout the paper we denote by Ln
ϕ,T the n-th iterate of Lϕ,T .) We

want to get the desired probability measure on X̂ through the dual operator of the
Lϕ over M(X̂), here M(X̂) denotes the set of all probability measures over X̂ .

Theorem 2.3. Let (T, ϕ) be admissible.

(1) For each fixed positive integer N , (T N , SNϕ) is admissible.

(2) Lϕ can be extended to a linear operator of C(X̂) to itself , which is still de-
noted by Lϕ .

(3) There exists a µ ∈ M(X̂) such that L∗ϕ(µ) = λµ, λ = L∗ϕ(µ)(1) > 0, where
L∗ϕ is the dual operator of Lϕ , and the following statements hold:

(3a) λ exp(−ϕ) is the Jacobian of T with respect to µ.
(3b) µ is positively nonsingular and nonsingular for T , that is, µ◦T �µ and

µ ◦ T−1
� µ.
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With the exception of part (1), this theorem is a modification of the main result
from [Walters 1978] (in which the expanding property is stressed; compare [Zheng
2009, Theorem 2.1 and following remark]). Obviously, the λ in Theorem 2.3 sat-
isfies

λn
= L∗nϕ(µ)(1)= µ(L

n
ϕ(1))

and therefore

(2-2) inf
x∈X
{Ln

ϕ(1)(x)} ≤ λ
n
≤ sup

x∈X
{Ln

ϕ(1)(x)}.

Lemma 2.4. Let T, ϕ, λ and µ be as in Theorem 2.3. Assume that there exist a
sequence of positive number {Kn} such that, for any x, x ′ ∈ X ,

(2-3) e−Kn Ln
ϕ(1)(x

′)≤ Ln
ϕ(1)(x)≤ eKn Ln

ϕ(1)(x
′)

and Kn/n→ 0 as n→∞. Then

log λ= lim
n→∞

1
n

log Ln
ϕ(1)(x)

and the limit exists uniformly on X.

Indeed, the inequality (2-3) holds if

|Snϕ(y)− Snϕ(y′)| ≤ Kn,

whenever y and y′ are in a component of T−n(BX (x, δ)), for any x ∈ X . This is
proved by noting that X̂ is compact and a finite number of such disks BX (x, δ)
cover X .

We have pointed out that the existence of a conformal measure does not require
expansiveness; however the existence of an equivalent invariant measure seems to
depend on this property, from Walters theory. In the second part of this section, we
consider the expansiveness of a continuous map of X̂ from X0 preparing for the
discussion of a parabolic meromorphic function on its Julia set. Since a transcen-
dental meromorphic function is not a self-mapping of a compact metric space, this
forces us to analyze carefully the definition of expansiveness.

Definition 2.5. A continuous map T : X̂→ X̂ of a compact metric space (X̂ , d) is
called expansive if there exists δ>0 such that we have x= y if d(T n(x), T n(y))<δ
for all n ≥ 0.

This definition of an expansive self-mapping of a compact metric space is not
suitable to the case when T is a continuous map from X0 into X̂ , where X0 is
a dense open subset of X̂ . For example, if there exist a point w ∈ X̂ \ X0 and
two points x, y ∈ X0 such that T n(x) → w and T n(y) → w as n → ∞ and
T n(x) 6= T n(y), then d(T n(x), T n(y))→ 0 as n→∞. Thus such a continuous
map can never satisfy Definition 2.5; in particular, according to this definition,
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no transcendental meromorphic function is expansive over its Julia set, since its
escape set to infinity is nonempty.

Neither is Definition 2.5 suitable to the case when T is an infinite-to-one con-
tinuous map from X0 to X̂ . Indeed, take a point a ∈ X̂ such that T−1(a) contains
a countable sequence xn→ x ∈ X̂ and then d(xn, xn+1)→ 0.

Let us analyze Definition 2.5 a bit further. Assume T is expansive. Given x 6= y,
there exist two possibilities: either T m(x)= T m(y) and T m−1(x) 6= T m−1(y), for
some m ≥ 1; or T n(x) 6= T n(y) for each n. In the first case, we have

(2-4) d(T m−1(x), T m−1(y)) > δ,

that is, y 6∈ T−m+1(B(T m−1(x), δ)) and x 6∈ T−m+1(B(T m−1(y), δ)) with T m(x)=
T m(y). In the second case, we have d(T nk (x), T nk (y)) > δ for a increasing se-
quence of natural numbers {nk} with nk→∞, that is, y 6∈ T−nk (B(T nk (x), δ)) and
x 6∈ T−nk (B(T nk (y), δ)). If T is not homeomorphism, then T−nk (B(T nk (y), δ))
may contain two disjoint components A j

nk ( j = 1, 2) such that T nk maps A j
nk onto

B(T nk (y), δ), while the definition above of expansive maps does not allow x be-
ing in any component A j

nk . We note that the crucial point of expansiveness is in
the component A j

nk (y) which contains y and that T nk : A j
nk (y) → B(T nk (y), δ)

expands the distance. From this point of view, we can extend the above definition
of expansive maps to the case when T is a continuous map from X0 to X̂ , where
X0 is a dense open subset of X̂ . Generally, the component of the preimage of a set
B by a map T containing y will be denoted by T−1

y (B).

Definition 2.6. A continuous map T : X0 → X̂ is called precisely expansive if
there exists δ > 0 such that for x 6= y in X̂ , one of the following statements holds:

(1) For some s≥0, at least one of T s(x) and T s(y) is in X̂\X0 and T s(x) 6=T s(y);

(2) For some m ≥ 1 with T m(x)= T m(y) ∈ X̂ but T m−1(x) 6= T m−1(y), we have
y 6∈ T−m

x (B(T m(x), δ)) and x 6∈ T−m
y (B(T m(y), δ));

(3) For a sequence of natural numbers {nk} with nk < nk+1→∞,

y 6∈ T−nk
x (B(T nk (x), δ)) and x 6∈ T−nk

y (B(T nk (y), δ)).

We call this δ the expansive constant for T . Note that item (2) in Definition 2.6
implies the uniform covering property (1b) of T with injectivity radius at least
δ/2. Generally, we cannot require that T m−1(x) and T m−1(y) have a distance with
positive infimum, but if T−1(a) is finite for each a ∈ X̂ , such a positive infimum
for the distance exists; see (2-4).

Obviously, the property of precise expansiveness implies that two points x and
y will coincide if for every n, y ∈ T−n

x (B(T n(x), δ)) and x ∈ T−n
y (B(T n(y), δ)).
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A continuous map T : X̂ → X̂ is precisely expansive if it is expansive. (For such
an expansive map T , the set T−1(x) is finite for each x ∈ X̂ .)

When one considers a homeomorphism T : X̂ → X̂ , there exists an equivalent
definition of expansiveness, namely, the existence of a generator. An open cover
α of X̂ is called a one-sided generator for T if

⋂
∞

n=0 T−n An contains at most one
point for any choice of {An} from α. We set α = {A : A ∈ α}. We will consider a
similar result for a precisely expansive map.

If α and β are two sets of subsets of X̂ , we denote by α∨β the set of all subsets
with the form A∩ B, for all A ∈ α and B ∈ β. Further, we set

diamα = sup{diam A : A ∈ α}.

Definition 2.7. A finite cover α of X̂ is called a one-sided generator for a con-
tinuous map T : X0→ X̂ , if each element of

∨
∞

n=0 T−nα has at most one point.
Equivalently, the cover α is a one-sided generator for T if and only if

diam
n∨

j=0
T− jα→ 0 as n→∞.

Theorem 2.8. A continuous map T : X0→ X̂ is precisely expansive if and only if
there exists a one-sided generator for T and T has the uniform covering property
(1b) with a fixed injectivity radius.

Proof. Suppose that T is precisely expansive with expansive constant δ. The uni-
form covering property (1b) of T follows from (2) in Definition 2.6. Therefore,
we only need to prove the existence of a one-sided generator.

Take a finite cover α of X̂ by open balls with radius δ/2. Let

E =
∞⋂

n=0

T−n
0 (An)

be an element of
∨
∞

n=0 T−nα, where each An lies in α and T−n
0 (An) is a component

of T−n(An). Suppose that x, y ∈ E . Then for every n, we have x, y ∈ T−n
0 (An) and

T n(x), T n(y)∈ An = B̄(xn, δ/2) for a point xn ∈ X̂ . Obviously, An ⊂ B(T n(x), δ)
and An ⊂ B(T n(y), δ). From this it follows that y ∈ T−n

x (B(T n(x), δ)) and x ∈
T−n

y (B(T n(y), δ)). Then x = y, which shows that E contains at most one point.
We have proved that α is a one-sided generator.

Now suppose that there exists a one-sided generator α for T and T has the
uniform covering property (1b) with injective radius δ. Let η be a positive number
less than the Lebesgue number of α and δ. Given two distinct points x, y ∈ X̂ , we
assume that ∀ n, T n(x), T n(y) ∈ X0. Suppose that (3) in Definition 2.6 does not
hold for η and therefore, there exists a m ≥ 1 such that for all n ≥m, we have y ∈
T−n

x (B(T n(x), η)) and x ∈ T−n
y (B(T n(y), η)) and T m(y) ∈ T m T−n

x (B(T n(x), η))
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and T m(x) ∈ T m T−n
y (B(T n(y), η)) and clearly, T m(y) ∈ T−n+m

T m(x) (B(T
n(x), η))

and T m(x) ∈ T−n+m
T m(y) (B(T

n(y), η)). Since η is less than the Lebesgue number of
α, B(T n(x), η)⊂ An−m for some An−m ∈α and for n≥m. Thus T m(x) and T m(y)
are in an element of

∨
∞

n=0 T−nα. It follows that T m(x)= T m(y).
Now we can assume that T m(x) = T m(y) ∈ X̂ but T m−1(x) 6= T m−1(y). It

follows from the uniform covering property (1b) of T that

T m−1(y) 6∈ T−1
T m−1(x)(B(T

m(x), δ)) and T m−1(x) 6∈ T−1
T m−1(y)(B(T

m(y), δ)).

Obviously, y 6∈ T−m
x (B(T m(x), δ)) and x 6∈ T−m

y (B(T m(y), δ)). Therefore, T is
precisely expansive. �

3. Dynamical properties of parabolic meromorphic functions

A meromorphic function is a map from the complex plane C into the extended
complex plane Ĉ. In this section, we consider two metrics: the euclidean metric d
on C and the spherical metric d∞ on Ĉ. The metric space (C, d) is noncompact,
but the metric space (Ĉ, d∞) is compact. And (C, d∞) is a subspace of (Ĉ, d∞).
We are in (C, d∞) and (Ĉ, d∞) to consider the situation of conformal measures.
Set B(a, δ) = {z : d(z, a) < δ} for a ∈ C and B∞(a, δ) = {z : d∞(z, a) < δ} for
a ∈ Ĉ.

We begin with basic dynamical properties of parabolic meromorphic functions.

Theorem 3.1. Let f be a parabolic meromorphic function on C and in Class B.
Then it has finitely many and at least one parabolic domain and at most finitely
many attracting domains without other types of stable domains and furthermore,
P( f ) is bounded.

Proof. Clearly, f (z) has at least one but only finitely many rational indifferent
periodic points, and the number of its parabolic domains is finite and positive.
Notice that f (z) is in Class B and if f (z) has a Baker domain U , then { f n

} in
U has a finite limit point. By Theorem 2.2 of [Zheng 2003], the limit point is
in P( f )∩ J( f ) and so it is a rational indifferent periodic point. A contradiction
is derived as every f n(z) is analytic at it. This implies that f (z) has no Baker
domains at all. By Theorem 2.1 of the same reference, all limit points of { f n

}

in a wandering domain are in P( f ) ∩ J( f ) and if a limit point is finite and not
prepoles, then there exist infinitely many limit points. Thus f (z) has no wandering
domains. Since the boundaries of Siegel disks and Herman rings are contained in
P( f ) ∩ J( f ), f (z) therefore has no Siegel disks and Herman rings. Obviously,
f (z)may have attracting domains. Suppose that f (z) has infinitely many attracting
domains. Since every cycle of attracting domains contains at least a singular value,
we take a singular value from every cycle of attracting domains to form a sequence
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of singular values which has a finite limit point, and clearly the limit point is in
J( f ). This implies that sing( f −1)∩J( f ) 6=∅. A contradiction is derived.

It is obvious that P( f ) is bounded. �

Theorem 3.2. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function satisfying the par-
abolic condition on the complex plane in Definition 1.1, except for sing( f −1) ⊂

F( f ). If P( f ) is bounded, then it has finitely many and at least one parabolic
domain and at most finitely many attracting domains without other types of stable
domains.

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 3.1, it is sufficient to prove that the number
of attracting domains is finite. Suppose that f (z) has infinitely many attracting
domains. Let {an} be the sequence of all distinct attracting periodic points of f
and let E be the set of all limit points of {an}. It is clear that E ⊂ J( f ). Since
every an is in the derived set of P( f ), we have E ⊂ P( f ), and every point in
E is a rational indifferent periodic point of f (z). Hence E is finite and we write
E = {b1, b2, . . . , bq}. Obviously, f (E)⊆ E . We choose a δ > 0 and a η > δ such
that f (B(b j , δ))⊂ B( f (b j ), η) ( j = 1, . . . , q) and f is univalent on each B(b j , δ)

and {B(b j , η)} are disjoint. For all n ≥ N , we have an ∈
⋃q

j=1 B(b j , δ). We can
take a cycle of attracting periodic points {a, f (a), . . . , f p−1(a)} in

⋃q
j=1 B(b j , δ).

Assume that a ∈ B(b1, δ) and f (a) ∈ B( f (b1), η) so that f (a) ∈ B( f (b1), δ).
Thus {a, f (a), . . . , f p−1(a)} ⊂

⋃m−1
j=0 B( f j (b1), δ), where m is the period of b1,

and p = km for a positive integer k. This implies that in B(b1, δ), f km(a) = a.
However, it is impossible for sufficiently small δ in view of the expansiveness in a
neighborhood of rational indifferent periodic cycles. �

The following describes equivalently the function in P(Ĉ).

Theorem 3.3. A meromorphic function is parabolic on the Riemann sphere if and
only if it has finitely many and at least one parabolic domain and at most finitely
many attracting domains without other types of stable domains and ŝing( f −1) ⊂

F( f ).

Proof. We just need to prove the “only if”. That ŝing( f −1) ⊂ F( f ) implies
that ∞ 6∈ ŝing( f −1) and sing( f −1) is bounded. Since f (z) has only finitely
many attracting and parabolic domains without other types of stable domains,⋃
∞

n=0 f n(sing( f −1))⊂F( f ) and the limit points of
⋃
∞

n=0 f n(sing( f −1)) on J( f )
are rational indifferent periodic points of f . Thus f is parabolic on the Riemann
sphere. �

Denker and Urbański [1991a] investigated such properties of parabolic rational
functions as the convergent speed of backward orbits of points in a small neighbor-
hood of rational indifferent periodic points and expansive property over the Julia
set, which we attempt to extend to transcendental case. The local properties of
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rational indifferent periodic points, for example, the Fatou’s flower theorem, can
be directly transferred to transcendental case. For convenience, we collect some of
them.

Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function on the Riemann sphere and let
� be the set of all rational indifferent periodic points of f (z). The following result
is basic.

Lemma 3.4. For every θ >0 there exists δ= δ(θ)>0 such that for every a∈ Ĵ( f )\
B(�, θ), we have B∞(a, 2δ) ∩ P( f ) = ∅. In particular, all analytic branches
of the inverse of f n are well defined on B∞(a, 2δ) and B∞( f (a), 2δ) for every
n = 1, 2, . . . .

The dynamical behavior in a neighborhood of a rational indifferent periodic
point was discussed in [Denker and Urbański 1991a] in view of the Fatou’s Flower
Theorem. Some of their results are extracted as follows.

Lemma 3.5. Let ω be a rational indifferent periodic point of a meromorphic func-
tion f (z) with period p and ( f p)′(ω) = 1. Then there exists 0 < η < 1 such
that

|( f −p
ω )′(z)|< 1 and | f −p

ω (z)−ω|< |z−ω|

for every z ∈ B(ω, η)∩J( f ) \ {ω}, where f −p
ω is the branch of the inverse of f p

sending ω to ω. And the branch f −np
ω of f −np sending ω to ω is well defined and

is an analytical homemophism from B(ω, η)∩J( f ) into B(ω, η)∩J( f ).

We stress that f −np
ω is not conformal on B(ω, η)∩J( f ) (the definition of con-

formality can be found in [Zheng 2009]), as it has no bounded distortions over
there. f np is not expanding near ω.

Lemma 3.6. Let f (z) be a meromorphic function which is precisely expansive
from J( f ) to Ĵ( f ). Then ŝing( f −1) ⊂ F( f ) and f n is precisely expansive from
Ĵ( f ) \

⋃n−1
j=0 f − j (∞) to Ĵ( f ).

Proof. Suppose that ŝing( f −1)∩ Ĵ( f ) 6=∅. From this intersecting set, take a point
a. Let δ be an arbitrary small fixed positive number. If a is a critical value of f (z),
for a 0<η<δ we have a component U of f −1(B∞(a, η)) with diam∞U <δ such
that f : U → B∞(a, η) has covering number at least 2. There exist two distinct
points z1 and z2 in U such that f (z1) = f (z2). This contradicts the precisely
expansive property of f . Assume that a is an asymptotic value and U is a tract of
f over B∞(a, η). Then there exists a sequence of points {zn} such that zn →∞

and f (zn) = b ∈ B∞(a, η). Thus for all sufficiently large n, d∞(zn, zn+1) < δ

and this contradicts the precisely expansive property of f . It is obvious that f n is
precisely expansive. �

We remark that the condition ŝing( f −1)⊂ F( f ) may not imply that f is para-
bolic or hyperbolic, but it does when f is rational.
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Theorem 3.7. A parabolic meromorphic function f on the Riemann sphere is pre-
cisely expansive over Ĵ( f ).

Proof. Take two distinct points x and y in J( f ). Assume without any loss of
generality that f n(x) 6=∞ and f n(y) 6=∞ for every n, or f n(x)= f n(y)=∞ for
some n. According to Definition 2.6, we need to treat the two cases, as follows.

(I) For some m, f m(x) = f m(y) = a ∈ Ĵ( f ) but f m−1(x) 6= f m−1(y). Take a
number 2 such that 0 < 2 < dist(sing( f −1),J( f )). If a 6∈ B(�,2), then f m is
univalent from f −m

x (B∞(a, δ)) onto B∞(a, δ) with δ = δ(2) (by Lemma 3.4), so
y 6∈ f −m

x (B∞(a, δ)). If a ∈ B(�,2), then f is univalent from f −1
f m−1(x)(B∞(a, δ))

onto B∞(a, δ) so that f m−1(y) 6∈ f −1
f m−1(x)(B∞(a, δ)) and furthermore, y 6∈ f −m+1

x ◦

f −1
f m−1(x)(B∞(a, δ))= f −m

x (B∞(a, δ)).

(II) for each n, f n(x) 6= f n(y). If for a sequence of positive integers {nk} tending
to ∞ such that f nk (x) 6∈ B(�,2), then f −nk

x is a single-valued function over
B∞( f nk (x), δ) and therefore diam f −nk

x (B∞( f nk (x), δ)) → 0 as k → ∞. This
implies that for all sufficiently large k, y 6∈ f −nk

x (B∞( f nk (x), δ). Now assume
that for all n ≥ N , f n(x) ∈ B(�,2) and f n(y) ∈ B(�,2). When 2 is suffi-
ciently small, we have for some m, f m(x), f m(y) ∈ �. Then f m(x) and f m(y)
are distinct rational indifferent periodic points of f (z) so that B∞( f n(x), δ) is
disjoint from B∞( f n(y), δ) for all n≥m. Obviously, y 6∈ f −n

x (B∞( f n(x), δ)) and
x 6∈ f −n

y (B∞( f n(y), δ)). �

That a rational function is parabolic if and only if it is expansive with at least
one rational indifferent periodic point is proved in [Denker and Urbański 1991a].
In view of Theorem 2.8, Theorem 3.7 implies that f (z) has a one-sided generator
over Ĵ( f ). Actually, we can also use the existence of a one-sided generator to
show the precisely expansive property of a parabolic meromorphic function on the
Riemann sphere, as in view of Lemma 3.5, for each n, f n(z) has the uniformly
covering property (1b) over Ĵ( f ) with a fixed injectivity radius.

In what follows, let us discuss the existence of conformal measures of parabolic
meromorphic functions on the Riemann sphere. We shall use the results in Section
2 to attain our purpose. Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function on the
Riemann sphere and let d∞ be the Riemann spherical metric. Hence (Ĵ( f ), d∞) is
a compact metric space. Consider the continuous map f :J( f )→ Ĵ( f ) under the
Riemann spherical metric. This map is not conformal, so we cannot use Theorem
3.1 of [Zheng 2009] to achieve our purpose. We take a different approach.

Define the pressure P( f, t) for a parabolic meromorphic function f over Ĵ( f )
as follows. Define ϕt : J( f )→ R by ϕt(z) = −t log f ×(z), and set Lt = Lϕt .
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Thus, for a fixed value a ∈ Ĵ( f ) and g ∈ C(J( f )), we have

Lt(g)(a)=
∑

f (z)=a

g(z)
f ×(z)t

.

Obviously, Ln
t (1)(a)=

∑
f n(z)=a

( f n)×(z)−t . Set

Pa( f, t)= lim sup
n→∞

1
n

log Ln
t (1)(a);

then the pressure is

P̂( f, t)= sup{Pa( f, t) : a ∈ Ĵ( f )}.

Lemma 3.8. Let f be a parabolic meromorphic function on the Riemann sphere.

(1) P̂( f, t)≥ 0.

(2) Pa( f, t)= Pb( f, t) whenever a, b ∈ Ĵ( f ) \�.

We write P( f, t) for Pa( f, t) for a ∈ Ĵ( f ) \�.

Proof. (1) Take a point a ∈ � with period p. For each n, ( f np)×(a) = 1 and
L

np
t (1)(a) > 1. This implies that P̂( f, t)≥ 0.

(2) Assume that Pa( f, t) <∞. For arbitrarily small ε > 0 and for all sufficiently
large n, we have

en(Pa( f,t)+ε)
≥ Ln

t (1)(a)

=

∑
f n(z)=a

( f n)×(z)−t

=

∑
f p(w)=a

∑
f n−p(z)=w

( f p)×(w)−t( f n−p)×(z)−t

≥ ( f p)×(w)−t
∑

f n−p(z)=w

( f n−p)×(z)−t ,

wherew∈ f −p(a). Since a, b 6∈�, we have a δ>0 such that B∞(a, 2δ)∩P( f )=∅
and B∞(b, 2δ)∩P( f )=∅. We can choose a p such that f −p(a)∩ B∞(b, δ) 6=∅
and therefore by the Koebe distortion theorem for the Riemann spherical metric,
for an absolute constant K we have

en(Pa( f,t)+ε)
≥ ( f p)×(w)−t

∑
f n−p(z)=b

K−t( f n−p)×(z)−t .

This yields that Pa( f, t) + ε ≥ Pb( f, t) and so Pa( f, t) ≥ Pb( f, t). The same
argument implies that Pb( f, t)≥ Pa( f, t). Hence Pb( f, t)= Pa( f, t). �

Set τ( f ) = inf{t ≥ 0 : P( f, t) <∞} and s( f ) = inf{t ≥ 0 : P( f, t) ≤ 0}. We
call s( f ) the Poincaré exponent.
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Lemma 3.9. Let f be a parabolic meromorphic function on the Riemann sphere.

(I) τ( f )≤ s( f )≤ 2.

(II) P( f, t) is strictly decreasing and convex in t ∈ (τ ( f ),+∞).

(III) If t≥ s( f ), then ϕt(z)=−t log f ×(z) is summable, and P( f, s)=0= P̂( f, t).

Proof. (I) Take a point a ∈ J( f ) and r > 0 such that B∞(a, 2r)∩ P̂( f )=∅. Let
f −n
z be the analytic branch of f −n over B∞(a, r) sending a to z with f n(z) = a.

Set U (z) = f −n
z (B∞(a, r)). By the Koebe covering theorem for the spherical

metric, we have
U (z)⊇ B∞(z, Kr( f −n

z )×(a))

for an absolute constant K . Thus, noting that U (z) is disjoint for distinct z ∈
f −n(a), we have∑

f n(z)=a

π(Kr( f −n
z )×(a))2 ≤

∑
f n(z)=a

spherical area of(U (z))≤ π,

and furthermore, using ( f −n
z )×(a)= ( f n)×(z))−1, we obtain∑
f n(z)=a

1
(( f n)×(z))2

≤ (Kr)−2.

This implies that P( f, 2)= Pa( f, 2)≤ 0 and hence s( f )≤ 2.

(II) Take a point a ∈J( f ) and a δ > 0 such that B∞(a, δ)∩P( f )=∅. Then there
exists an integer N such that for n ≥ N

d∞( f n(x), f n(y))≥ λCnd∞(x, y),

with C > 1 and λ > 0, whenever x and y are in an injective component of
f −n(B∞(a, δ)) and ( f n)×(w) > λCn,∀w ∈ f −n(a). This easily implies that
P( f, t)= Pa( f, t) is strictly decreasing and convex in t . (See the proof of Theorem
2.3 of [Zheng 2008]).

(III) For arbitrary t > s( f ), P( f, t) < 0. For a fixed a ∈ Ĵ( f ) \�, Ln
t (1)(a)→ 0

as n → ∞ and hence for n ≥ m, Ln
t (a) < 1. Take z j (1 ≤ j ≤ q) such that

Ĵ( f ) ⊂
⋃q

j=1 B∞(z j , δ/2), where δ is chosen such that for each j , B∞(z j , 2δ)∩
sing( f −1) = ∅. Take a positive integer N such that for arbitrary pair of j and i ,
B∞(z j , δ)∩ f −N+1(zi ) 6=∅. For a P , we have LP N

t (1)(a) < 1. This implies that
LN

t (1)(b) < 1 for some b ∈ Ĵ( f )\�. Then b ∈ B∞(z j0, δ/2) for some j0. We find
M =M( j0) disks B∞(bi , η) (1≤ i ≤M) covering the B∞(z j0, δ/2) such that each
disk B∞(bi , 2η) does not intersect sing( f −N ). In view of the Koebe distortion
theorem, we have

LN
t (1)(z j0)≤ K Mt LN

t (1)(b) < K Mt ,
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where K is an absolute constant.
For each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q}, f −N+1(z j0)∩B∞(z j , δ/2) 6=∅, from which we take

a point w j
j0 . We have

LN
t (1)(z j0)=

∑
f N (z)=z j0

( f N )×(z)−t
=

∑
f N−1(w)=z j0

( f N−1)×(w)−t
∑

f (z)=w

f ×(z)−t

≥ ( f N−1)×(w
j
j0)
−t

∑
f (z)=w j

j0

f ×(z)−t

= ( f N−1)×(w
j
j0)
−t Lt(1)(w

j
j0);

equivalently,

Lt(1)(w
j
j0)≤ ( f N−1)×(w

j
j0)

t LN
t (1)(z j0)

< ( f N−1)×(w
j
j0)

t K Mt .

Set
C =max{( f N−1)×(wvj )K

M( j)
: 1≤ j, v ≤ q}.

For each w ∈ Ĵ( f ) we have w ∈ B∞(z j , δ/2), so w ∈ B∞(w
j
j0, δ) for some j . By

the Koebe distortion theorem,

Lt(1)(w)≤ L t Lt(1)(w
j
j0) < L tC t

for an absolute constant L > 0. This yields that ϕt is summable. Letting t approach
s( f ) from above, we have

Ls(1)(w)≤ LsC s .

We have proved that ϕs = −s log f ×(z) with s = s( f ) is summable on Ĵ( f ) so
that P( f, s)≤ 0. This immediately implies that P( f, s)= 0.

Now we prove that P̂( f, t) = 0. For t > s( f ), we know that P( f, t) < 0.
Therefore, we want to calculate Pa( f, t) = 0 for a ∈ �. It suffices to prove that
Ln

t (1)(a) is uniformly bounded in n and t for a ∈�. Assume without loss that the
period of a is 1. We take η>0 such that B∞(w, η)∩P( f )=∅ forw∈ f −1(a)\{a}
and B∞(∞, η)∩P( f )=∅. We can take finitely many w j , for 1≤ j ≤ q, such that
w j ∈ f −1(a)\{a} and {B∞(w j , η/2)} together with B∞(∞, η/2) form a covering
of f −1(a)\{a}. By the Koebe distortion theorem, for some c with P( f, t)< c< 0,
we have for n ≥ N

Ln
t (1)(w)≤ enc for w ∈ f −1(a) \ {a}.

Set ∑
f (w)=a
w 6=a

f ×(w)−t
= Kt .
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We have

(3-1) Ln
t (1)(a)=

∑
f n(z)=a

( f n)×(z)−t

= ( f n)×(a)−t
+

∑
f n(z)=a

z 6=a

( f n)×(z)−t

= 1+
∑

f (w)=a

∑
f n−1(z)=w

z 6=a

f ×(w)−t( f n−1)×(z)−t

≤ 1+ e(n−1)c
∑

f (w)=a
w 6=a

f ×(w)−t
+

∑
f n−1(z)=a

z 6=a

( f n−1)×(z)−t

≤ 1+ Kt e(n−1)c
+

∑
f n−1(z)=a,z 6=a

( f n−1)×(z)−t

≤ Kt(1+ ec
+ · · ·+ e(n−1)c)+

∑
f N (z)=a

z 6=a

( f N )×(z)−t

< Kt
1

1− ec +
∑

f N (z)=a
z 6=a

( f N )×(z)−t .

This implies that P̂( f, t)=maxa∈� Pa( f, t)= 0.
For the case when s = s( f ), for arbitrarily small ε > 0 it follows from the above

implication that there exists N = N (ε) such that

Ln
s (1)(a)≤ Ks

enε
− 1

eε − 1
+

∑
f N (z)=a

z 6=a

( f N )×(z)−s .

This implies that P̂( f, s)≤ ε and hence P̂( f, s)= 0. �

The next result reflects the expansiveness of a parabolic meromorphic function
over Ĵ( f ). Its idea comes from [Rippon and Stallard 1999].

Lemma 3.10. Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function on C and in class B.
There exists c > 0 such that for each n and z ∈ J( f ) \

⋃n−1
j=0 f − j (∞), we have

(3-2) |( f n)′(z)|> c
| f n(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

.

Let Mm be the set of all points z ∈ J( f )\J∞( f ) for which there exists a sequence
{sk} with sk ∈ [km, (k+1)m] and f sk (z) 6∈ B(�, θ) for some constant θ > 0. There
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exist constants c > 0 and λ > 1 such that

(3-3) |( f n)′(z)|> cλn | f
n(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

for z ∈ Mm .

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that {z : |z| < 1} ⊂ F( f ). In view
of Theorem 3.1, take a R > 1 such that P( f ) ⊂ B(0, R) and | f n(0)| < R for all
n ∈N. In view of the result in [Rippon and Stallard 1999] (compare [Zheng 2003]),
we have

(3-4) |( f n)′(z)|>
| f n(z)|(log | f n(z)| − log R)

4|z|

for z ∈ J( f ) \J∞( f ); furthermore, for z ∈ J( f ) \J∞( f ) with | f n(z)| ≥ e2 R, we
have

|( f n)′(z)|>
| f n(z)| + 1
4(|z| + 1)

.

We first prove (3-2) for n = 1. Since d(J( f ), sing( f −1)) > 0, we can take a
positive number A ≥ 1 such that

B
(

z,
|z| + 1

A

)
∩ sing( f −1)=∅

for any z ∈ J( f ) and

B(0, 1)* f −1
(

B
(

f (z),
| f (z)| + 1

A

))
for z ∈ J( f ) \ f −1(∞) with | f (z)| < e2 R. Then for a fixed z ∈ J( f ) \ f −1(∞),
we have

B
(

f (z),
| f (z)| + 1

A

)
∩ sing( f −1)=∅

and f −1
z is a single-valued analytic branch on B( f (z), (| f (z)| + 1)/A) tending

f (z) to z. Let U be the component of f −1(B( f (z), (| f (z)| + 1)/A)) containing
z. Then f :U → B( f (z), (| f (z)| + 1)/A)= B (say) is univalent and U is simply
connected. In view of the hyperbolic metric principle, we have

λU (z)= λB( f (z))| f ′(z)| =
2A| f ′(z)|
| f (z)| + 1

.

For z∈J( f )\ f −1(∞)with | f (z)|<e2 R, B(0, 1)*U . If 0 6∈U , then |z|λU (z)≥
1
4 ; If 0 ∈U , then for a with |a| ≤ 1, |z− a|λU (z)≥ 1

4 . Therefore, we always have
(|z| + 1)λU (z)≥ 1

4 . These imply that

(3-5) | f ′(z)| ≥
1

8A
| f (z)| + 1
|z| + 1

.

This proves (3-2) for n = 1 with c = 1
8A .
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Suppose (3-2) is not true. Then there exist a sequence of positive integers {mk}

and a sequence of points zk ∈ J( f ) \
⋃mk−1

j=0 f − j (∞) such that

εk =
|( f mk )′(zk)|(|zk | + 1)
|( f mk )(zk)| + 1

→ 0 as k→∞.

We can take a positive number C such that for z ∈ J( f ) \ B(�, θ),

(3-6) B
(

z, 2
|z| + 1

C

)
∩ P̂( f )=∅.

If f mk (zk) 6∈ B(�, θ), a single-valued analytic branch gk of f −mk sending f mk (zk)

to zk exists on B( f mk (zk), 2(| f mk (zk)| + 1)/C). By the Koebe covering theorem,
we have

(3-7) gk

(
B
(

f mk (zk),
| f mk (zk)| + 1

C

))
⊇ B

(
zk,
| f mk (zk)| + 1

4C
|g′k( f mk (zk))|

)
= B

(
zk,
|zk | + 1
4Cεk

)
⊇ B

(
0,
|zk | + 1
4Cεk

− |zk |

)
.

Now assume that f j (zk)∈ B(�, θ), pk ≤ j ≤mk and f pk−1(zk) 6∈ B(�, θ). By
Lemma 3.5, we have |( f mk−pk )′( f pk (zk))| ≥ 1 and so for a positive constant a,

|( f mk−pk )′( f pk (zk))| ≥ a
| f mk (zk)| + 1
| f pk (zk)| + 1

.

Thus

| f ′( f pk−1(zk))||( f pk−1)′(zk)| = |( f pk )′(zk)|

=
|( f mk )′(zk)|

|( f mk−pk )′( f pk (zk))|

≤
|( f mk )′(zk)|

| f mk (zk)| + 1
| f pk (zk)| + 1

a

=
εk(| f pk (zk)| + 1)

a(|zk | + 1)

and in view of (3-5), we have

| f ′( f pk−1(zk))| ≥
1

8A
| f pk (zk)| + 1
| f pk−1(zk)| + 1

.

Combining the above two inequalities implies that

(3-8) |( f pk−1)′(zk)| ≤
εk8A(| f pk−1(zk)| + 1)

a(|zk | + 1)
.
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Since f pk−1(zk) 6∈ B(�, θ), from (3-8) we have

hk

(
B
(

f pk−1(zk),
| f pk−1(zk)| + 1

C

))
⊇ B

(
0,

a(|zk | + 1)
32ACεk

− |zk |

)
,

where hk is the analytic branch of f −pk+1 which sends f pk−1(zk) to zk . This
together with (3-7) shows the existence of a sequence of positive integers {nk}

such that

f −nk
zk

(
B
(

f nk (zk),
| f nk (zk)| + 1

C

))
⊇ B

(
0,

a(|zk | + 1)
32ACεk

− |zk |

)
.

But this gives
a(|zk | + 1)
32ACεk

− |zk | → +∞

as k→∞, and a contradiction is derived. We have proved (3-2).
Now we prove (3-3). Let z ∈ Mm . In view of (3-4), there exists an R0 > R such

that

(3-9) |( f n)′(z)|> 2(1+ c−1)
| f n(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

, for n ∈ N, | f n(z)|> R0

where c is the constant in (3-2). Using the same argument as in the proof of (3-2),
we can also attain (3-9) for n ≥ N ≥ m, z ∈ (J( f ) \

⋃n−1
j=0 f − j (∞)) ∩ B(0, R0)

with f n(z) 6∈ B(�, θ).
For any 0 ≤ p < 2N , we treat two cases. If | f 2N+p(z)| > R0, from (3-9) we

have

|( f 2N+p)′(z)|> 2
| f 2N+p(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

;

If | f 2N+p(z)| ≤ R0, for some N ≤ N1 ≤ 2N+ p we have either | f N1(z)| ≤ R0 and
f N1(z) 6∈ B(�, θ) or | f N1(z)|> R0. Therefore from (3-2) and (3-9) we have

|( f 2N+p)′(z)| = |( f 2N+p−N1)′( f N1(z))||( f N1)′(z)|

> c
| f 2N+p(z)| + 1
| f N1(z)| + 1

2c−1 | f
N1(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

= 2
| f 2N+p(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

.

For n ≥ 2N , we write n = 2q N + p with 0≤ p < 2N and thus

|( f n)′(z)|> 2q | f
n(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

>
1
2
(2

1
2N )n
| f n(z)| + 1
|z| + 1

.

For 1≤ n < 2N , we use (3-2). �

The next result confirms the existence of a measure that becomes s-conformal.
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Lemma 3.11. Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function on the Riemann
sphere. Then ( f, ϕs) is admissible over Ĵ( f ).

Proof. We check the conditions in Definition 2.1. Obviously, for f , (1a) and (1b)
hold, and (1d) holds by virtue of Lemma 3.9(III). In view of Lemma 2.2, (1c) is
true for f . We state (1e) for ( f, ϕs) as follows: for all ε > 0, there exists δ1 ∈ (0, δ)
such that for any pair a, b ∈ Ĵ( f ), the condition d∞(a, b) < δ1 implies∑

f (z)=a

∣∣expϕs( f −1
z (a))− expϕs( f −1

z (b))
∣∣< ε;

that is,

(3-10)
∑

f (z)=a

∣∣∣∣ 1
f ×(z)s

−
1

f ×(z′)s

∣∣∣∣< ε,
where z′= f −1

z (b). From Lemma 3.2 of [Zheng 2009], noting that ϕs is summable,
(3-10) follows from

(3-11)
∣∣∣∣1− f ×(z)s

f ×(z′)s

∣∣∣∣≤ Csd∞(a, b),

whenever d∞(a, b) < δ. And (3-11) can be proved via the same argument used in
the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [Zheng 2008] and the inequality (3-2). �

Now we are in the position to prove Theorem 1.2, which, as we recall, states
that any f in P(Ĉ) has a s-conformal measure with P( f, s)= 0.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. In view of Lemma 3.11 and Theorem 2.3, there exists a
probability measure µ with L∗s (µ)= λµ, λ= L∗s (µ)(1), satisfying the conditions
in Theorem 2.3(3). We calculate λ using (2-2), and obtain

λn
= µ(Ln

s (1))≤ sup{Ln
s (1)(x) : x ∈ Ĵ( f )}.

Using the same argument as in the proof of (3-1), for arbitrarily small ε > 0, we
have for n ≥ N

sup{Ln
s (1)(x) : x ∈ Ĵ( f )} ≤ K nenε,

so log λ≤ 0.
If µ({a}) > 0 for a point a ∈ Ĵ( f ), then λn

≥ µ({a})Ln
s (1)(a) and so log λ ≥

P( f, s)= 0. Now assume that µ is atomless and we can find a disk B∞(a, η) with
µ(B∞(a, η)) > 0 which does not intersect P( f ). Thus

λn
≥ µ(B∞(a, η)) inf{Ln

s (1)(x) : x ∈ B∞(a, η)∩ Ĵ( f )}

≥ µ(B∞(a, η))K−sLn
s (1)(a)

so that log λ ≥ P( f, s) = 0. Therefore, we have proved that λ = 1 and µ is a
s-conformal measure of f (z) over Ĵ( f ). �
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In what follows, we consider the existence of a f -invariant measure equivalent
to the s-conformal measure µs . We cannot get such an invariant measure from
Walters’ result. Therefore, we will complete our discussion in light of the results
of Martens.

Lemma 3.12 [Martens 1992, Proposition 2.6]. Let µ be a σ -finite Borel measure
on a σ -compact space X and f : X → X a measurable map. Then f has a µ-
equivalent, σ -finite invariant measure m, if the following statements hold:

(1) There exist a countable collection of pairwise disjoint Borel sets G = {I j : j ∈
N} of X such that each I j is σ -compact, 0<µ(I j ) <∞, µ(X \

⋃
∞

j=1 I j )= 0
and for all pair Ii and I j , for some n ≥ 0, µ( f −n(Ii )∩ I j ) > 0.

(2) There exists a σ -finite measure ν having properties that for each I ∈ G there
exists a K > 0 such that K−1

≤ ν(I )≤ K , supn≥0 ν( f −n(I )) <∞, and

1
K
µ(A)
µ(I )

≤
ν( f −n(A))
ν( f −n(I ))

≤ K
µ(A)
µ(I )

.

for all measurable sets A ⊂ I and all n ∈ N.

(3)
∑
∞

n=0 ν( f −n( Î ))=∞ for some Î ∈ G.

Actually, m is a weakly convergent limit of {Qn(ν)} on each I ∈ G, where

Qn(ν)=

∑n−1
j=0 f i

∗
ν∑n−1

j=0 f i
∗
ν( Î )

and for a Borel measurable map g, g∗ν = ν ◦ g−1.
Let f (z) be a parabolic meromorphic function in P(Ĉ) and let µs be the s-

conformal measure determined in Theorem 1.2. Assume that µs is atomless. Set
X0=J( f )\

⋃
∞

n=0 f −n(�) and X= Ĵ( f )\
⋃
∞

n=0 f −n(�). Thenµs(X0)=µs(X)=
1 and we can construct a countable collection of disjoint Borel sets G={I j : j ∈N}

of X such that for each j , I j ⊂ B∞(a j , δ j ) and B∞(a j , 2δ j )∩ P̂( f )=∅ for some
a j ∈ I j and which satisfies (1) in Lemma 3.12. In view of the Koebe distortion
theorem for the spherical metric and the definition of s-conformal measure, we
easily prove (2) in Lemma 3.12 for f and G with respect to µs and ν = µs .
Therefore, the crucial point is in (3) in Lemma 3.12. We have

µs( f −n(I j ))=
∑

f n(z)=a j

µs( f −n
z (I j )) =

∑
f n(z)=a j

∫
I j

( f −n
z )×(w)sµs(w)

≥

∑
f n(z)=a j

K−s( f −n
z )×(a j )

sµs(I j )= K−sµs(I j )L
n
s (1)(a j )

and
µs( f −n(I j ))≤ K sµs(I j )L

n
s (1)(a j ),
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where K is the Koebe distortion constant. Thus we have

K−sµs(I j )

∞∑
n=0

Ln
s (1)(a j )≤

∞∑
n=0

µs( f −n(I j ))≤ K sµs(I j )

∞∑
n=0

Ln
s (1)(a j ).

In view of Lemma 3.12, f (z) has an f -invariant, σ -finite measure m which is
equivalent to µs if

∑
∞

n=0 Ln
s (1)(a)=∞ for some a ∈ J( f ) \

⋃
∞

n=0 f −n(�).
In view of the statements above, we have actually proved Theorem 1.3.
On the other hand, assume that f (z) has an f -invariant, σ -finite measure ms

which is equivalent to µs . Take an a ∈ J( f ) \
⋃
∞

n=0 f −n(�), and B∞(a, 2δ) ∩
P( f ) = ∅ for some δ > 0. Set I = B∞(a, δ) ∩ J( f ). Then µs(I ) > 0, and
ms(I ) > 0 and for each n, ms( f −n(I ))= ms(I ). This implies that

∞∑
n=0

ms( f −n(I ))=∞.

Then if the Radon–Nikodym derivative dms/dµs of ms with respect to µs is
bounded, we have

∑
∞

n=0 Ln
s (1)(a)=∞.
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[Kotus and Urbański 2002] J. Kotus and M. Urbański, “Conformal, geometric and invariant mea-
sures for transcendental expanding functions”, Math. Ann. 324:3 (2002), 619–656. MR 2003j:37072
Zbl 1009.37032

[Martens 1992] M. Martens, “The existence of σ -finite invariant measures, applications to real one-
dimensional dynamics”, preprint, 1992. arXiv math/9201300v1

[Rempe 2009] L. Rempe, “Hyperbolic dimension and radial Julia sets of transcendental functions”,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 137:4 (2009), 1411–1420. MR 2010h:37100 Zbl 05544554

[Rippon and Stallard 1999] P. J. Rippon and G. M. Stallard, “Iteration of a class of hyperbolic
meromorphic functions”, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 127:11 (1999), 3251–3258. MR 2000b:30033
Zbl 0931.30017

[Walters 1978] P. Walters, “Invariant measures and equilibrium states for some mappings which
expand distances”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 236 (1978), 121–153. MR 57 #6371

[Zheng 2003] J.-H. Zheng, “Singularities and limit functions in iteration of meromorphic functions”,
J. London Math. Soc. (2) 67:1 (2003), 195–207. MR 2003j:37071 Zbl 1075.37013

[Zheng 2008] J. H. Zheng, “Dynamics of hyperbolic meromorphic functions”, preprint, 2008.



PARABOLIC MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS 509

[Zheng 2009] J. H. Zheng, “Conformal measures, Poincaré exponents and dimensions for a class of
maps having covering property”, preprint, 2009.

Received January 11, 2010. Revised November 5, 2010.

ZHENG JIAN-HUA

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES

TSINGHUA UNIVERSITY

BEIJING 100084
CHINA

jzheng@math.tsinghua.edu.cn



PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
http://www.pjmath.org

Founded in 1951 by
E. F. Beckenbach (1906–1982) and F. Wolf (1904–1989)

EDITORS

Vyjayanthi Chari
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Riverside, CA 92521-0135

chari@math.ucr.edu

Robert Finn
Department of Mathematics

Stanford University
Stanford, CA 94305-2125
finn@math.stanford.edu

Kefeng Liu
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

liu@math.ucla.edu

V. S. Varadarajan (Managing Editor)
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

pacific@math.ucla.edu

Darren Long
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-3080

long@math.ucsb.edu

Jiang-Hua Lu
Department of Mathematics

The University of Hong Kong
Pokfulam Rd., Hong Kong

jhlu@maths.hku.hk

Alexander Merkurjev
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

merkurev@math.ucla.edu

Sorin Popa
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

popa@math.ucla.edu

Jie Qing
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Santa Cruz, CA 95064

qing@cats.ucsc.edu

Jonathan Rogawski
Department of Mathematics

University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555

jonr@math.ucla.edu

PRODUCTION
pacific@math.berkeley.edu

Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor Matthew Cargo, Senior Production Editor

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIA SINICA, TAIPEI

CALIFORNIA INST. OF TECHNOLOGY

INST. DE MATEMÁTICA PURA E APLICADA

KEIO UNIVERSITY

MATH. SCIENCES RESEARCH INSTITUTE

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIV.
OREGON STATE UNIV.

STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIV. OF BRITISH COLUMBIA

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE

UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, SAN DIEGO

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA BARBARA

UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA CRUZ

UNIV. OF MONTANA

UNIV. OF OREGON

UNIV. OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

UNIV. OF UTAH

UNIV. OF WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

These supporting institutions contribute to the cost of publication of this Journal, but they are not owners or publishers and have no
responsibility for its contents or policies.

See inside back cover or www.pjmath.org for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2011 is US $420/year for the electronic version, and $485/year for print and electronic.
Subscriptions, requests for back issues from the last three years and changes of subscribers address should be sent to Pacific Journal of
Mathematics, P.O. Box 4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163, U.S.A. Prior back issues are obtainable from Periodicals Service Company,
11 Main Street, Germantown, NY 12526-5635. The Pacific Journal of Mathematics is indexed by Mathematical Reviews, Zentralblatt
MATH, PASCAL CNRS Index, Referativnyi Zhurnal, Current Mathematical Publications and the Science Citation Index.

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics (ISSN 0030-8730) at the University of California, c/o Department of Mathematics, 969 Evans
Hall, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published monthly except July and August. Periodical rate postage paid at Berkeley, CA 94704,
and additional mailing offices. POSTMASTER: send address changes to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box 4163, Berkeley, CA
94704-0163.

PJM peer review and production are managed by EditFLOW™ from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.

PUBLISHED BY PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
at the University of California, Berkeley 94720-3840

A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION
Typeset in LATEX

Copyright ©2011 by Pacific Journal of Mathematics

http://www.pjmath.org
mailto:chari@math.ucr.edu
mailto:finn@math.stanford.edu
mailto:liu@math.ucla.edu
mailto:pacific@math.ucla.edu
mailto:long@math.ucsb.edu
mailto:jhlu@maths.hku.hk
mailto:merkurev@math.ucla.edu
mailto:popa@math.ucla.edu
mailto:qing@cats.ucsc.edu
mailto:jonr@math.ucla.edu
mailto:pacific@math.berkeley.edu
http://www.pjmath.org
http://www.periodicals.com/
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.inist.fr/PRODUITS/pascal.php
http://www.viniti.ru/math_new.html
http://www.ams.org/bookstore-getitem/item=cmp
http://www.isinet.com/products/citation/wos/


PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

Volume 250 No. 2 April 2011

257Realizing profinite reduced special groups
VINCENT ASTIER and HUGO MARIANO

287On fibered commensurability
DANNY CALEGARI, HONGBIN SUN and SHICHENG WANG

319On an overdetermined elliptic problem
LAURENT HAUSWIRTH, FRÉDÉRIC HÉLEIN and FRANK PACARD

335Minimal sets of a recurrent discrete flow
HATTAB HAWETE

339Trace-positive polynomials
IGOR KLEP

353Remarks on the product of harmonic forms
LIVIU ORNEA and MIHAELA PILCA

365Steinberg representation of GSp(4): Bessel models and integral
representation of L-functions

AMEYA PITALE

407An integral expression of the first nontrivial one-cocycle of the space of
long knots in R3

KEIICHI SAKAI

421Burghelea–Haller analytic torsion for twisted de Rham complexes
GUANGXIANG SU

439K (n)-localization of the K (n + 1)-local En+1-Adams spectral sequences
TAKESHI TORII

473Thompson’s group is distorted in the Thompson–Stein groups
CLAIRE WLADIS

487Parabolic meromorphic functions
ZHENG JIAN-HUA

0030-8730(201104)250:2;1-F

Pacific
JournalofM

athem
atics

2011
Vol.250,N

o.2


	
	
	

