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SUMMABILITY IMPLIES COLLET-ECKMANN ALMOST
SURELY

BING GAO AND WEIXIAO SHEN

ABSTRACT. We provide a strengthened version of the famous Jakobson’s the-
orem. Consider an interval map f satisfying a summability condition. For a
generic one-parameter family f: of maps with fo = f, we prove that t =0 is a
Lebesgue density point of the set of parameters for which f; satisfies both the
Collet-Eckmann condition and a strong polynomial recurrence condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

The famous result of Jakobson [J] states that maps with stochastic behavior are
abundant, in the probabilistic sense, in one-dimensional dynamics, which opened
the way to much progress in non-uniformly expanding dynamics. Several alterna-
tive proofs and generalizations of this result were obtained in subsequent works,
see R], Vi [Yo, [WT] among others. In this
paper, we shall provide another generalization of this result.

To state our result, we start with some definitions. Let f : [0,1] — [0,1] be a C*
map and let C(f) denote the set of critical points of f. We say that f satisfies the
summability condition (abbreviated (SC)), if for each ¢ € C(f), we have

= 1
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We say f satisfies the Collet-Eckmann condition (abbreviated (CE)), if for each
c € C(f), we have

| n
liminf —log |Df"(f(c))| > 0.

Furthermore, we say f satisfies the polynomial recurrence condition of exponent (3
(abbreviated (PRg)), if there exists C' > 0 such that for any ¢,¢’ € C(f) and any
n > 1, we have
dist(f(c), ') > Cn=".

If for each B > 1, f satisfies PRg, then we say that f satisfies the strong polynomial
recurrence condition (abbreviated (SPR)).

Let A be the collection of C* interval maps f : [0,1] — [0, 1] with the following
properties:

e f has no attracting or neutral periodic orbits;

e each critical point of f lies in the interior (0, 1);
e fis C3 outside C(f);
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e for each critical point ¢, there exist £ > 1 and a C? diffeomorphism ¢ : R —
R such that p(c) = 0 and such that |f(z) — f(c)| = |¢(x) — ¢(c)|* holds
near c.
Consider a one-parameter C* family f; : [0,1] — [0,1], t € [, 6], with fy € A.
We say that this family is regular if the following hold:
(1) The map (t,7) — fi(z) is C? on {(¢t,z) € [-6,8] x [0,1] : f{(z) # 0}.
(2) There exist C? functions ¢; : [-d,0] — (0,1), i = 1,2,...,d, such that
0<er(t) <eat) <...<eq(t) <land C(f) ={ci(t):1<1i<d},
(3) For each 1 < i < d, there exist ¢; > 1, ¢ > 0 and a C? family ¢; of
diffeomorphisms of R such that ¢.(c;(t)) = 0, and |fi(x) — fi(ci(t))| =
|0t (z) — @i (ci(t))]% holds when |z — ¢;(t)| < € and [¢]| < 6.

It is easy to see that if f; : [0,1] — [0,1], t € [-1,1], is a C? family such
that fy € A has only non-degenerate critical points, then for § > 0 small enough,
{ft}t)<s is a regular family. Besides, if f;,t € [~1,1], is a real analytic family such
that all the maps f; have the same number of critical points, and the corresponding
critical points have the same order, then f; is regular.

For a measurable subset X of R™, let Leb,(z) denote the Lebesgue measure of
X in R™. For simplify, let |X| denote the Lebq (X) for the measurable set X C R.

)

Main Theorem. Consider a regular one-parameter family fi : [0,1] — [0,1],
t € [-1,1] and denote F(x,t) = fi(x). Assume

o fo satisfies the summability condition (SC);

e the following non-degeneracy condition holds for t = 0.

OoatthC,t
3 (fi(e),?)

=0 th] (ft(c))

# 0 for any critical point ¢ € C(fy).
Define
% ={te[-1,1]: f, satisfies (CE), (SPR) and (NV,)}.
Then we have P
lim w = 1.
e—0 2e
In particular, |Z| > 0.

Like most of the approaches to the Jakobson’s theorem, our proof is purely real
analytic. Comparing to the previous works, our assumption on fy is much weaker
and the result on strong polynomial recurrence condition is new. Previously the
weakest assumption was given in [T], where fj satisfies (CE) and the critical points
are at most sub-exponentially recurrent. Our analysis on the phase space geometry
is based on the recent work [S] by the second author, and these estimates are
transformed to the parameter space by modifying the argument in [T].

For the family of real quadratic polynomials, our theorem is implicitly contained
in [AMO5], where complex method developed in [Ly1] was applied to relate the phase
and parameter spaces. The complex method is powerful for uni-critical maps, but
does not work for multimodal maps.

The non-degeneracy condition (NV;) was introduced in [T]. In [AMO03], a geo-
metric interpretation of this condition was given: for a real analytic family f; of
unimodal maps for which fq satisfies (SC), (NVy) holds at t = 0 if and only f; is
transversal to the topological conjugacy class of fy. In [Lel] and [A], it was proved
that for the family of quadratic maps Q;(z) = 22 +t, if Qy, satisfies (SC) then the
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condition (NVy) automatically holds at ¢ = t9. By [Ly2], for almost every t € R,
Q) is either uniformly hyperbolic or satisfies (SC). Thus our theorem gives a new
proof of Theorem A and a part of Theorem B in [AMO5].

Recently this transversality result has been generalized to higher degree polyno-
mials in [Le2]. With this result, we can extend our Main Theorem to the high dimen-

sional version. More precisely, for any integer n € N, let a = (a1, a2, ,a,) € C"
n

and P, = Y a;at + (1 -3 ai>x"+1. Hence, P,(0) = 0 and Pa(1) = 1.
i=1 i=1
Let P be the collection of polynomial maps P with the following properties:
o P([0,1]) C [0,1];
e Plj,1) € A and P|p  satisfies (SC).

Corollary. Fizn € N, we define parameter sets
A={aeR": P, € P},
and
Ao = {a € A: Py satisfies (CE) and (SPR) conditions } .
Then we have Leb, (A\Ag) = 0.

Proof. Consider parameter set A; = {a € R™ : P, has degenerate critical points}.

For any a € A;, the discriminant A(a) of P, is equal to zero. Since A(a) is a

polynomial in a, the set A; has codimension one in R™, hence Leb,, (A1) = 0.
Define

II={aeC": all critical points of P, are non-degenerate} .

Fix a, € II. For a in a small neighborhood of a,, the critical points of P,
ci(a),ca(a), -+ ,cp(a) depend on a analytically. Letting vj(a) = Pa(c;(a)) for
j=1,2,---,n, by Proposition 1 in [Le3|], {vi(a),v2(a), - ,v,(a)} is a local ana-
lytic coordinate.

Now let a, € A\A;. Suppose c1,ca, -+ ,c, be the all critical points of P,, in
(0,1). By Theorem 1 in [Le2|, the rank of matrix

is equal to r, where

3P§‘(Cj)’
L(cj,v) := lim Tk __8Z8r
o) = B BT (P ()
Notice that {a1, a2, ,ar} is a globe analytic coordinate, then we define
31’;"(6]')’
L(cj,ar) = lim fas__la=a,

m—»00 (P;Z_l)/(Pa* (cj)) .

Hence, the rank of matrix

SIS LIRS

is equal to 7 and all entries of L are real numbers.
For any direction u € S, let F(W(2,t) := Pa, ysu(z), then we have
=~ W F ™ (P (c)),0)
DP(Pa,(¢;))

= (L(¢j,a1), L(cj,a2), -+, L(cj,ax)) - u.

m=0
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Thus, (NVg) condition holds for F( (z,¢t) if and only if all entries of L - u are
nonzero. Since the rank of matrix L is equal to r, all rows of matrix L are nonzero.
If the k-th entry of L-uis equal to 0, then u is contained in the intersection of
hyperplane in R and S"~!. Thus, for almost all u in S"~! (endowed with the
Lebesgue measure on S™~1); all entries of L - u are nonzero.

Hence, for almost every direction u in S"~!, (NVj) condition holds for one-
parameter family F(W (z,t). Together with our Main Theorem, it follows that a,
is a density point of set Ay along line a, + tu. By proposition 5.2 in [AMO03],
Leb,, ((A\A1)\Ag) = 0. Then the statement follows.

O

The paper is organized as follows. In § Bl we state a Reduced Main Theorem

from which we deduce the Main Theorem. The rest of the paper is devoted to the
proof of the Reduced Main Theorem. As described by Adrien Douady, the proof
consists of two steps: in §[Bl we “plough in the phase space” and in §[] we “harvest
in the parameter space”.
Acknowledgment. BG is supported a Research Scholarship from NUS and WS
is supported by Research Grants R-146-000-128-133 and C-146-000-027-001 from
NUS. We would like to thank G. Levin for helpful conversations on his non-
degeneracy result.

2. REDUCTION

2.1. Normalization. A regular family g; : [0,1] — [0,1], ¢ € [-1,1], is called
normalized if the following hold:

(i) the maps ¢, t € [—1,1], all have the same critical points (denoted by
€1,C2, ., Cd);

(ii) there exists e, > 0 and for each i € {1,2,...,d} there exists £(¢;) > 1 such
that |g;(z) — gi(ci)| = |z — ;[“(®) holds for all t € [—1,1] and = € B(c;, €.);

(iii) |0¢G(z,t)| <1 for all z € [0,1] and [t] < 1.

To prove the Main Theorem, we only need to consider a normalized regular
family. Indeed, given any regular family f, : [0,1] — [0,1], ¢ € [-1,1], one can
find a C? family hy, t € [~1,1], of diffeomorphisms from [0, 1] onto itself, such
that ﬁ = hto frohy 1 all have the same critical points and are normalized as in
(ii). Furthermore, take a small constant x and define g; = fir. Then the family
G(z,t) = gi(z), t € [-1,1], satisfies all the properties (i), (ii), (iii). Note also
that if fo satisfies (SC) then gg satisfies (SC); and if F satisfies the non-degeneracy
condition (NVy) at ¢t = 0, then so does G.

In the remaining of this paper, we assume that F' is a normalized regular family.
Let C denote the common set of critical points of f;, and let

Umax = max{l(c) : ¢ € C} , bmin, = min{l(c) : c € C}.
Moreover, let f = fo and CV = f(C).

2.2. The (CE) and (PR) conditions. For each ¢ € C and § > 0, let

B(e:d) = B(e,s/"9), D,(5) = = = Lt
B(c:o) 2
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and let
B(6) = | B(c;9).
ceC
The space {fi}1e[—1,1) is admissible in the sense of [S]. Thus by [S| Theorem 1],
we have the following;:

Proposition 2.1. For each ¢ > 0 small enough, there exist A(e) > 1 and a(e) > 0
such that
lim A(e) = oo, lima(e) =0
e—0 e—0
and the following hold for |t| < e:
(i) Let = € [0,1] be such that dist(z, CV) < 4e, with f/(z) ¢ B(e) for j =
0,1,---,5—1 and f(z) € B(c;2¢) for some ¢ € C. Then

Ale)

. s > a(e)
(2 1) |th (‘T)l = DC(E) exp(s 8)
(ii) Let x € [0,1] be such that f(z) & B(e) for j=0,1,---,s — 1, then
(2.2) IDf(x)] > At~ lmax exp(e™(©)s)

where A > 0 is a constant independent of €.

Remark. This result is our starting point to prove abundance of Collet-Eckmann
parameters near a summable one. The proof is based on decomposition of an f;-
orbit into pieces that can be shadowed by fp-orbits and a delicate choice of the
binding periods played an central role.

Let N ={0,1,...} denote the set of natural numbers. Define

(2.3) ¢e(z) = inf {k eN:x¢ | Bl ek“%)} :

ceC

Note that for 2 € B(c;e) with € > 0 small and ¢ € C, we have

1—£(c)~t
(2.4)  |Dfi(z)| = £(c)dist(z,C) ™1 > ¢(c) (e‘qs(m)g(c)a)
> 67QE(I)(E(C)71)DC(€) > efqa(z)lmaXDc(é\)'
Thus the following is an immediate consequence of Proposition 211

Lemma 2.1. Provided that € > 0 is small enough, the following holds: For any
y € B(e), t € [—¢,¢], and n > 1, pulting

m=#{1<k<n:fFy) e B()},

we have
(25) DI ()] > As'fmixAle) ™ exp (—fmax > qa(ft'“(y))>
Furthermore, if f'(y) € B(e), then

(2.6) [Dfi(fe(y)] = A(e)™ exp (—Kmax > qa(ftj(y))> :
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Proof. Let 0 = ng < myp < --+ < n,, be all the integers in {0,1,...,n} such that
1" (y) € B(e). Note that dist(f;(y),CV) < 2e. Applying Proposition 211 (i) to
obtain lower bounds for [Df/*' " (£t (y))], 0 < j < m, applying (i) to

obtain lower bounds for |Df;~ "™~ (f/"*(y))| in the case n,, < n, and applying
24) give us the desired inequalities. O

For ¢t € [-1,1],e > 0 and c € C, let S;c)(t;a) < Séc)(t;s) << Sflc)(t;a) <

© (g -
be the all positive integers such that ftSj (t’E)H(c) € B(e), and let
¢ 58 (tie) +1
(2.7) 4 (t:2) = ae (/, ().

Convention. If ¢ returns to B(e) at most n — 1 times, then let S (t;€) = 0o and
d' (t;e) = 0.
Given C' > 0, for each n = 1,2, ..., we define

k
(2.8) X, (C)= {t € [—e,¢]: Zd;c)(t;a) < Ck for any k <n and ¢ € C},

j=1
and
(2'9) XS(C) = m Xn,a(C)'

n=1

Given C' > 0 and 7 > 0, for each m = 0,1,..., we define
(2.10)
. E+1 g/t
YO, 1) =49t e X(C)  dist(fi " (C),c) > G for0<k<mandceC

and
(2.11) Y.(Com) = () Y(C,m).

m=0
Lemma 2.2. (i) Given C > 0, the following holds provided that € > 0 is small

enough: for any t € X (C), fi satisfies the condition (CE).
() For any C > 0,7 >1and a >0, if t € Y(C,7) and € > 0 is small enough,
then fi satisfies the condition PR..

Proof. For any t € X.(C), n > 1 and any ¢ € C, let
m=#{1<k<n:fFc) e B}
By lemma 2.1] we have

Dfl(fi(e)| > At mua o™ M (¢ mexp | —lmax d® t;e
t J
j=1

> Agl—f;fneaa(s)n (A(E)e—fmaxC)m > Agl—é,’n}meao‘(e)n

)

provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough so that A(g) > e‘m=xC. Hence, f; satisfies the
condition (CE). The second statement is trivial. (]
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Reduced Main Theorem. Let F' = (f;) be a normalized regular family of interval
maps. Assume that fo satisfies (SC) and that the condition (NVy) holds at t = 0.
Then

(i) Given C > 0 there ezists K = K(C) > 0 such that K(C) = 0o as C — o0
and such that

| Xne(C)\ Xny1,(C) S K", n=1,2,...,

provided that € > 0 is small enough.

(i) Given C > 0, the following holds provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough: for
any t € X(C), (NVy) holds.

(i11) Given C >0, 7 > 19> 1, and o > 0, we have

YO, )\ YO, T)| < oe(m+1)", m=0,1,,...,
provided that € > 0 is small enough.

Proof of the Main Theorem. For T > 1, let % denote the set of parameters ¢ €
[—1,1] for which f; satisfies the conditions (CE), (NV;) and (PR;). We shall prove
that

(2.12) i 1N e el

e—0 2e =1

Fix 79 € (1,7) and n > 0. Choose a large constant C' > 0 and a small constant

o > 0, such that
2K -3
K-1

—o Y (m+1)70>2—n,

m=0
where K = K(C) is as in the Reduced Main Theorem. Provided that ¢ > 0 is small
enough, we have

X(O)] = [X1£(O)] = D 1Xn o (O)\ Xar1,£(O)] 2

and

Yo(Cor)| 2 [X=(O) = Y [YMC )\ YO )| = (2= n)e.
m=0

By Lemma [2.2] and the second statement of the Reduced Main Theorem, we have
Y.(C,7) C Z.. Thus

|27 N[—e,el| = (2 —n)e.
The equality (212) follows.

To complete the proof, we shall show that % \ & has zero measure. Since
Z =rey 214111, we only need to show that for each 7 > 1, 25\ Z; has measure
zero. Indeed, for each tg € Z5 and 7 > 1, we can apply the above argument to fi,
instead of fy, and obtain that ¢y is not a Lebesgue density point of 25\ 2. By
Lebesgue density Theorem, the statement follows. O

Notations. We collect the notations which will be used in the rest of the paper.
For each ¢ € C, let

W =" Df(f(e)] ! < o0
n=0
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and
a© — — A F(f"(c),0)
n;o Dfr(f(c))

For any = € [0,1], t € [-1,1] and n € N, we define

£0.

n—1 j
Az, t,n) = Z M
i dist(f/ (2),C)
So if f/(x) € C for some j < n, then A(x,t,n) = co.
As before let S§C)(t; ¢) denote the j-th return time of f;(c) into B(e), let dgc) (t;¢)
be as defined in ([27)). Define

?(te)

s
D> (e
() ;e
dist(£, "7 (0).0)

1P (t;¢)]
A(fi(e),t, 8 (t;2))

)

p\7(t;e) = log

and
ﬁé-c) (t;€) = min {pg-c) (t;e), d;c) (t; E)} .

3. PLOUGHING IN THE PHASE SPACE

In this section, we obtain some estimates in the phase space. The main results
are Propositions [3.1] and below. Lemmas 3.2 3.4 and used in the argument
are taken from [S]. Note that the non-degeneracy condition (NVy) plays no role in
this section.

3.1. A uniform summability.

Proposition 3.1. Given § > 0, the following holds provided that ¢ > 0 is small
enough. For any t € [—¢,e], ¢ € C, z € [0,1] with dist(z, f(c)) < 4e, ifn is a
non-negative integer such that f}(x) & B(e) holds for all 0 < j < n, then

S D ()t < W +4
=0

Before we prove this proposition, let us state a corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Given 0 > 0 and C > 0 the following holds provided that € > 0 is
small enough: for each t € X,, -(C) and ¢ € C, if Sy, is the n-th return time of fi(c)

into B(e), then
Sn

STIDF ()Tt < W 40,

i=0
Proof. Denote W = max W) and fix constants 6 € (0,6) and A > (W +6)/(0—9).
Let So = —1, and for each j > 1, let S; be the j-th return time of f;(c) into
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E(e) Write y; = tSjH (¢), z; = fi(y;). Provided that € > 0 is small enough, by
Proposition Bl we have
Sk+1—Sk—1 )
Hy:= > [Dfi(zi)| <W+3,
i=0

for each k = 1,2,.... Moreover, by Lemma 21l we have |Df>* "1 (f,(c))| > A*.
Thus

Sn n—1
SOIDFS)T < W +5+ 3 D (fi(e))| T Hy < W 46,
=0 k=1

O

Fix g9 > 0 small such that Propositions 21 holds for all € € (0, 4e¢] with A(e) >
4. For each ¢,¢’ € (0,4¢0] and ¢ € C, let D) (g,&") be the collection of all triples
(x,t,n) with the following properties: |z — f(c)| < 4¢’, |¢t| < ¢, and n is a non-
negative integer such that f7(z) & B(e) for all 0 < j < n, and let

L) (e,&") = sup {zn: |Dfi(x)| " : (z,t,n) € D(C)(s,s’)} .

i=0

Moreover, let

L (e) = L (e,¢),

L () = sup{L() : &' € [e 4z0]}, La(e) = max L e),

and

Lic. &) = 7. /
L(e, ") rileach (g,€").

By Proposition 2] (ii), 1 < L.(¢) < oo for each £ > 0.
Lemma 3.1. For any 0 < ¢ <&’ < 2¢eg, we have

(3.1) L(e.e') < AL.(2) <E_/>15mw

€
Proof. Tt suffices to prove that for any integer k& > 0 such that 2¥¢ < 4¢(, we have
(3:2) L(e,2%) < 2L, (e) - 26(~Fmea).

Indeed, this implies that for any ¢’ € [2¢~ ¢, 2%¢], we have

AN
(3.3) L(e,e") < L(e,2%¢) < 2L.(¢) - 2¢(~fmas) < AL, (e) (E—> .
€
Let us prove (8:2) by induction on k. By definition, the case k = 0 is clear.
Assume ([B.2)) holds for all k£ not greater than some j. Let us consider the case
k= j 41 with 20t < 4¢q. For ¢ € C and (z,t,n) € D) (,27e), we need to
prove that

(3:4) SOIDFi@)[F < 2L (e) - 20HD0- k),
1=0
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If fi(z) ¢ B(20+%) holds for all 0 < i < n, then (z,t,n) € D) (20+1e 23H1e),
so ([34) holds by definition of L. Otherwise, let m € {1,2,...,n — 1} be minimal
such that f/™(x) € B(2/t¢). Then

zm: [Dfi(2)|7" < Lu(27Fe) < La(e).
i=0

Let ¢, € C be the critical point closest to f/"(z) and e, = |f/"**(z) — fi(c.)|. By
Proposition 211 (i), we have

- [ € N 1He)™ er 1l
D @) 2 A2 (57 >4 (5712 :
Notice that | ;"™ (x) — f(c.)| < 2e4. If £,/2 < &, we have that

n—m—1

S DA @) < L) <L) (52)

; 2¢e
1=0

where for the last inequality we have used e, > e. Otherwise, ¢ < €,/2 < e, by
induction and ([B3]), we have

n—m-—1

(" N L €4\ 1 lmaa
> IDAUTEN S B 4.0 (%)
Thus,
n m -
ST = SIDA@I D@ S DA )
i=0 — >

< QL*(E)Q(JHLl)(l*Z;ZI)_
O

To complete the proof, we shall need the following result which is a reformulation
of [S, Proposition 5.2].

Lemma 3.2. For ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and each ¢ € C, there exists a constant
Ao(e) > 0 and a positive integer M = M.(g) > 1 such that lim._,o Ag(e) = 0o and
such that the following holds: for any t € [—¢,¢] and y € [0,1] with |y — f(c)] < 4e,
we have

(3.5) yj = fi(y) & B(2¢) for all 0 < j < M;
(3.6) e DL (f(e)] < IDF ()| < elDFI(f(c))] for all 0 < j < M.
If fM(y) ¢ Bleo), then

(37) DE )] 2 dofe) (2)
If () € Bleo) and f(y) ¢ Bc), then

dist( £} ), cn) )
(39) |thM+1(y)|ZAo(€)< o ) .

Lemma 3.3. Let § > 0 be given. Then for € > 0 small enough, and any c € C,
LO(e) < W) 4 6L, (¢).
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Proof. In the following, we assume £ > 0 small. We need to prove that for each
($7 t’ n) 6 D(C) (65 6)5

(3.9) Z|th (2)| 7L < W 4 6L, (e).

Let M = M.(¢) be as in Lemma We first prove
min(n,M) ‘
(3.10) > D @) < W +6L.(e)/2.
§=0

Take N large enough such that
Z IDFI(f(e)|F =W —5/(de).

By continuity, we have

min(n,N)
(3.11) S DF @) < W +5/4.
§=0
o (3I0) holds when min(n, M) < N. If min(n, M) > N, then by 3.6,
min(n,M)
(3.12) > IDfl@)| Tt <e Z IDFI(f(c)|~" < 6/4 < SL.()/4,
J=N+1 J=N+1

since L. (g) > 1. Together with BII]), this implies B.10I).
In particular, (3.9) holds if n < M. Let us assume now that n > M, so that
M(x) ¢ B(e). To complete the proof, we need to prove that

n

(3.13) S DR @] < OLu(e)/2.

j=M+1
We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. Assume fM(x) € B(c.;e0) for some ¢, € C. Let e, := dist(fM ! (z), f(c.)).
Then e, € [¢,2¢0] and (fM ' (z),t,n — M — 1) € D(¢)(e,e.). By Lemma Bl we

have
- 3N —1 E(&E*) 4L, (e) £\ L lmte
j:%:ﬂ Al < DM ()| = |D M ()| (s) '

Together with (B8], this implies that

n

Y DA @) < 4ho(e) T Lule) < OLu(e)/2.
j=M+1
Case 2. Assume‘ftM(:E) ¢ B(eg). Let k be the maximal integer with M < k < n
and such that f/(z) & B(eg) for all M < j < k. By Proposition 2] (ii), there

exists a constant C > 0 such that
k—M—1

(3.14) Y DA ) e

=0

(3.15) IDFETMT T @) = 1/C
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Thus by (3.7),
k ‘ C c 1—eL
J -1 M+1 -1 =
@10 3 i@ sopp @ s g (2) T <ot

In particular, (3I3) holds if ¥ = n. Assume that k& < n. Then there exists ¢, € C
such that fF(z) € B(cy;e0). Let e, := dist(fF(x), fi(c.)) € [e,€0]. Then

(fFY (@), t,n — k— 1) € D) (g, e,).
So by Lemma [3.]

" ; _ _ £\ I binax
> IDF @I < D @) aLE) (Z) T
j=k+1
On the other hand,

—1

1—6! _
|th(ff($))| =leex T2 51 Zmax,

so by B.13) and (B.7),
Ao(e)eg ™ reuy 1tk
—M— g)eg M [Ex )\t tmax

D @) = DA @D M @) IDF (@) > = (Z)
Therefore,

- : ACL,

Y. DR @) < % < OL.(e)/4.

j=k+1 Ao(e)ey™ ™

Together with ([B.16]), this implies .I3). This completes the proof of the lemma.

O

Completion of proof of Proposition [l By Lemma [B.3] it suffices to show that
L. (e) is uniformly bounded. Arguing by contradiction, assume that this is not the
case. As {9 (¢) is monotone decreasing in ¢ for each ¢, it follows that L.(g) — oo
as € — 0. By definition of L(°)(¢), this implies that there exists e — 0 and ¢ € C
such that 2L(9(e},) > L.(ex). However, by Lemma B.3] we have

1
L.(ex) < 2L (ep,) < 2w () 4 5 L),
provided that k is large enough. It follows that L. () < 4W(©) | a contradiction. [

3.2. Essential returns.

Definition 3.1. We say that Sff)(t; €) is an essential return time of f;(c) into E(a)
if
Pflc) (t;e) > 3"7kP,§c) (t;e), for all1 <k < n.
Given Cy > 0, we define
T (te) ={k>1: S,(CC) (t:€) is an essential return time of fi(c) into B(e)},
and

T (Co,tie) = {k € T (t:2) : 5 (t;2) > Co}.

Refer to the end of section 2 for the definition of the notations P\, f)§€c), etc.
The goal of this section is to prove the following:
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Proposition 3.2. Given C > 0,Cy > 0,7 > 1 and v € (0,1), the following hold
provided that € > 0 is small enough:

(i) Fort e X, (C)\ Xn41(C), n=1,2,..., there exists ¢ € C such that
Z ]B{If)(t;a) > (vC — Co)n.
kKETAD (Co tie) k<n
(ii) For t € Y (C, )\ Y"PY(C 1), m = 0,1,2,..., there exists ¢ € C and
n e ﬁ(scs)(Co, t;e) such that m = S (t;¢) and
P (t;2) > yrlog(m +1).
We shall need the following lemma which is [S, Proposition 5.6].

Lemma 3.4. For any € > 0 small enough, there exists a constant k(e) > 0 such
that for |t| < e and z € [0, 1], if n is an integer such that fi (z) & B(e) for0 < j <n
and f*(x) € B(c;e) for some c € C, then

DS (=)
(3.17) Az, t,n) < k(e) Bleo)
and such that
(3.18) k(e) > 0ase—0

We shall also need the following lemma which is [S| Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.5. There exists a constant 6y > 0 such that for any (x,t) € [0,1]x[-1,1]
and any integer n > 1 with A(z,t,n) < oo, putting

- o o
T= P e A am ) O

we have that f*|J is a diffeomorphism and
e ' Dl (@) < IDfl(y)| < e|Dfi ()
holds for ally € J and 0 < j < n.

In the following, fix C' > 1, v € (0,1) and denote p = 1 — /7, p1 = p/4,
p2 = p1/(20maz). Let € > 0 denote a small constant and we fix a parameter

t € [—¢, ]. For simplicity, we shall drop ¢, ¢ from the notations. So S’Z-(C) = S’Z-(C)(t; e),
dgc) = dl(-c) (t;€), etc.
3.2.1. Free returns. Define
-~ (e) c ’
S = sup{S > S A(FT (), 1,5 — S1Y) < foel i DU Ty,
and N B
S = inf{S > 8 : £5+1(¢) € B(e)},

©
where ¢’ denote the critical point of f which is closest to ftS" +1(c).

Lemma 3.6. Consider t € X,, .(C), c€C and 1 <i<n. Then
541

(3.19) > a(ff @) < pr-d.

k=57 42
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Moreover, if there exists j < n such that SJ(C) = gi(c), then

P
(3.20) log ﬁ > d\? — p1d + (log3) - (j — ).
Proof. Assume € > 0 small and let a = 2£mam/( min — 1), € = e%e. Let ¢; denote
the critical point of f which is closest to ft s (c) For simplicity of notation,
we shall write S, = S, 8 = 51 and dy = d\) for each k. Let y = f%*1(c),
x = fi(y), v= fi(c) and v; = fi(c;). Note that A(x,t,S; —S;) < 0y/|v; — x|. So by
Lemma 35l for 0 < k < S; — 5;, we have

(3.21) e DS @)] < [DFF (0i)] < el DS (),

and
_adist(f ! (w), £ (2))

lvi — |

(3.22) IDffF ()] > e

We shall first prove that
(323) M:=#{1<k<8 —5;:fFw)ecBE)}<pdi(C+a+1)"

and

Si—Si
(3.24) Z g (fF 1 (e) < (C+a+1)M < pod;.
=0
Indeed, ¢./ (%) < g:(#) + a + 1 holds for each z € [0, 1], thus
(3.25) te X, (C)C Xpe(C+a+1).

Therefore (8:24) will follow once we prove (B23). Let 71 < Tp < --- be all the
positive integers such that f7*™'(¢;) € B(e’) and pp be the critical point of f
which is closest to f***(¢;). Then for each 1 < m < n, by Lemma 21} we have

(3.26) DA (fule)] = (M) e rarn) ™
hence
Alos,t, Ty + 1) » ALl DI (file)

[ ) = pml DA ) ) = pl
> DA (fulea) ()71 2 (A(etmen (@) T (@)1,
On the other hand, by Lemma [3.5] we have

Avi,t, 8 — Si) =< A(a,t, 85 — S;) < feldi—De 1,

The inequality (3:23) follows.
Let us now prove (BI9). Indeed, by B2I)), for each 0 < k < S; — S;, we have
D fe(ff (i) < €| Dfe(ff ()], s0 ger (ff (vi)) = (£ (2)). Thus

(3.27) Y dp < Z 1 (e)) < pads,

i<k<j k=0

which implies (319) since p2 < p1.
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To obtain ([3.20) it suffices to prove the following two inequalities:

(3.28) DI @) = Ma(e) ™ (Dey(2)
and
(3.29) IDFZ ™57 @) > mexp (Uei)di = palmaads) (Dey(2)

where Aq(e) = 00 as e — 0 and k > 0 is a constant.
Indeed, combining these two inequalities, we obtain

= |Df N @)Dy, (2) > 39 exp (£(ci)d; — prdi + Lomas) -
Since
(c)
b, IDf@lly —cil
() — u S;+1
P [fe77 (c) = ¢ De, (e)
the inequality ([B.20) follows.
Let us prove (8:28). Applying Proposition 211 (i), we obtain
1 -8,
IDFZ I TSI T @) = Ale)/ D, (e).
Thus [B28) holds with Aq(e) = A(e) if j =i+ 1. When j >i+1, S;_1 — S, is of
the form T, + 1 for some j —i—1 < m < M < n, so combining [3:26) with the
last inequality, we obtain that (828) holds with a suitable choice of Aj(e).
Finally let us prove [3.29). We may certainly assume ({4, — 1)p2d; > 2. Let
_ D ) DS @)
dist(f7+ 5 (x),C) |B(cy; €|
for i < k < j. Clearly, Ay > Aj}.. By Proposition 2] (i), we have

> Uexp (—L(c;)di +dj — 1),

and Aj, =

)

dist(f7*(c), C)

Al }
L = DT ) > A Fexp | —lman S i | |
A [Blcj:e)] 3

which, by (3.27), implies

Al ‘
(3.30) _J 2 A(E)]_ke_P2é7nazdi'

Ay

Let 0 = 0y/(2eme=). We distinguish two cases.
Case 1. Assume A(z,t,S;—S;—1) > fe®i*(¢)e=1. Then by Lemma 3.4, we have

RS T Al Sy = 5= 1) 2 0t e ey
k=i+1

Together with (B.30), this implies A} > 0 exp(£(c;)d; — p2lmaxd;)(4e) L, provided
that € > 0 is small enough. Thus (3:29) holds in this case.
Case 2. Assume A(z,t,5;—5;—1) < get(ci)dig=1 T particular we have S;i—1<
S; which implies S; = S; — 1. By maximality of S; we have
Aj = Az, t,8; — 8) — Az, t,8; — 5;) > fetlc)dig—1
So (B29) holds if d; < paliaed;. Assume dj > polimazd;. By (3.24),

qe’ (f{gj_Si_l(vi)) S p2d1 S p2£mazdi — 2.
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Thus there exists a constant x; > 0 such that
dist(f7 %7 W), 1775 T (@) = mpemrebnesd

Thus, by (3:22)),

S;-8i-1
[Df;” (z)| =

B(ejie)l

st wn), T @) s exp(E(ei)d — patmaath)

|v; — 2| - D, (e)
So the inequality ([3.29) holds. O
Given ¢ € C, we define positive integers i1 < iy < --- in the following way:
i1 = 1. Once i and Sl-(f) are both well-defined, let ix41 be such that Sl-(f) = S’i(;il.

The procedure stops whenever S’i(;) or 51(5) is not well-defined. The positive integers
Sisk=1,2,... are called free return times of fi(c) into B(e).

Lemma 3.7. An essential return time is a free return time.

Proof. By definition, for any consecutive free return times .S; < 9, we have P, < F;
for all i < k < j. So Sj is not an essential return time. The lemma follows. O

Lemma 3.8. Assume t € X, .(C). Let c € C. If1 < i < j < n are such that
S’i(c) < S’J(-C) are consecutive essential return times of fi(c) into B(e), then

(3.31) S aY < pd,
i<k<j
and
(3.32) p\? > d\ — pdl®.
Moreover, if ng is the largest integer in {1,2,...,n} such that S,(zf,) is an essential
return time of fi(c) into B(e), then
(3.33) S d <pdls).
no<k<n

Proof. By Lemma [3.7] Si(c) and S](F) are both free return times. Let i = ko < k1 <

... < kp, = 7 be all the positive integers such that S,(;) are free return times. Then
by Lemma B.6] for each 0 <[ < m, we have

()

Pri o 0 (0)
(3.34) log—— >d; " — pid,’ + (log3)(kit1 — k1),
P(c) I+1 1
ki
and
(3.35) S 4 < pd?.
ki <k<kiyi1

Summing up both sides of [3.34) for 0 <! < m — 1, we obtain
P(C)
Em—1 (c) (c) () (e)
log S 2 &) +(1=p)dy A+ (1 —p1)d; —prdy + (log 3) (km—1 — ko).
ko
Since the left hand side is smaller than (log3)(km—1 — ko), we obtain

d,(:) +(1- pl)d;i)k2 +oo 4+ (1= p1)d§:1) < p1d,(€?,

m—1
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which, together with (35]), implies
S 47 <pd + (14 p)pi (1= p) M < pd .

i<k<j
This proves (33I)). Summing up both sides of (3:34]) for 0 <1 < m,
P(C) m—1
log 41— > d\?+(1-p1) 3 di —prdy? +(log 3)(j—i) > d\” —prdi +(log 3)(j i),
P = :
which is equivalent to
(3.36) PO < @ mndi)gi-i plo),
Let us now prove that

(3.37) Pl <3P for any 1 <k <j— 1.

Indeed, for 1 < k < 14, this inequality follows from that fact that SZ-(C) is an essential

return times, while for ¢ < k < j, it follows from the fact that S ](Cc) is not an essential
return time.
Combining (330) and (337), we obtain
j—1
410 ety
k=1
By Lemma [3.4] we have
j—1 S,
A1, 8) < (14 5(0) Y2 P 4 (o) PO
2 Blejio)]

5941
where ¢; be the critical point of f which is closest to f,’ " (¢) and k(e) — 0 as

€ — 0. So when € > 0 is small, we obtain
A(fele),t, 8j) < e~ (dimrrdd ple),

The inequality (332) follows.
The inequality (3.33) can be proved in a similar way. O

Proof of Proposition[3.2. (i) By definition, there exists ¢ such that >, _; d,(f) > Cn.
Leti; <ip < --- <y beall the integers in {1,2,...,n} such that S;; is an essential

return times of fi(c) into E(s) Then i; = 1. For convenience of notations, we

regard o = 0 and d(c)
By (331 and (]333[) in LemmaBEI, we have

S d > (- p>2d§?> > (1- p)Cn.
j=1

J=1

Thus

m

Z (dgf) — pdgﬁl) > (1-p)*Cn.
j=1
By (332) in Lemma B for each 2 < j < m we have

WO > - pa
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By Lemma [B4] this estimate is also true for j = 1. Thus
> d - pdl?
holds for all j = 1,2,...,m, which implies

S0 =Y () - pd ) = (- p)On
Jj=1 Jj=1
Consequently,
Z ﬁ:) > Zf)f]c) — Con > (1 — p)*Cn — Con = (yC — Co)n.
k€T (Costie) k<n =1

(i) By definition, there exists ¢, ¢’ € C such that dist(f" " (c),¢) < e'/4) (m +
1)~7. So there exists n > 1 such that m = S and di > Tlog(S,(f) +1). Since
dl(cc) < d¥ holds for each 1 < k < n, by B31) in Lemma B it follows that n is

an essential return time of f;(c) into B(e) and hence ) > (1- p)dgf) > Cp. The
statement is proved. (I

4. HARVEST IN THE PARAMETER SPACE

In this section, we transfer the estimates in phase space to the parameter space
and prove the Reduced Main Theorem. The phase and parameter spaces are re-
lated through the maps 5,(10) (t) = f""(c). In § ATl we define parameter boxes. In
§ 43l we prove the Reduced Main Theorem by showing that the bad parameters
are contained in certain families of parameter boxes with large total depth. Propo-
sition [3.I] will be used to construct the parameter boxes and Proposition will
be used to estimate the total depth. The parameter boxes which we use are always
mapped into E(e) and they form special families of balls. In §[£2] an abstract
lemma about sets of points lying deeply in a special family of balls is proved.

4.1. Parameter boxes. Recall that
(€7®)  _NSAF(f 0 _
= - = M
D (fi(c)) Z::O Df} (fi()) "

Definition 4.1. Given m >0, A > 1 and ¢ € C, we say that a ball B(tg,r) in the
parameter space is a A-bounded c-parameter box of order m if the following hold:

(t).

. &(ﬁ) : B(to,r) — [0,1] is a diffeomorphism onto its image such that
(&) (1)

Oy SA
t,s€B(to,r) (énf )/(5)

e For anyt € B(to,r), we have
) < |MP (0] < M)

e for each k=0,1,...,m, we have
D k
wp DI _
t,s€B(to,r) |DfE(fs(c))]

The goal of this section is to provide an estimate of the size of a parameter box
centered at a given parameter to.
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Proposition 4.1. Given A > 1, there exist 0 > 0 and N > 1 such that the following
holds. Let |to| < 0, c € C and m > N be such that

Zlthofto )Tt < W 4o,

then putting
r =0/ Afi,(c); to,m),
B(to,r) is a A-bounded c-parameter box of order m.

Write D (t) = Df(fi(c)).

Lemma 4.1. Given \ > 1 there exist n = n(\) > 0 and an integer N = N(\) > 1
such that the following holds. Let t € [—n,n], ¢ € C and let m > N be a positive
integer. Assume

(4.1) STDPOITt < W@ 4,
1=0

Then
A e < M ()] < Ma'?)].

Proof. Take § > 0 small. Let IV be large such that

Z|Df1 )™t > W — 5, and ’M —a®| <.

By continmty, there exists 1p > 0 such that for any ¢ € [—no, 0], we have

< 6.

N
Z |DEC) (t)|,1 > W — 5, and }Mﬁf)(t) )

Now let n = min(d, ng). If (1)) holds, then we have

m

ST D) <8+ < 2.
1=N+1

Since |0: F| < 1, it follows that

+ > D @) < 3.

i=N+1

M) - o

< ‘M](\f)(t) O

The desired inequality follows since Hliél lal®)] > 0. O
ce

Proof of Proposition[J.1. Fix A > 1. Let A\g = A4 and let = n(\), N = N(\o)
be given by Lemma [l Let 6 € (0,7/2) and A; € (1, Ag) be such that
MW 1) <Ww 4,

holds for each ¢ € C.

Now let tg, ¢, m be as in the assumption of this proposition. Then by continuity,
there exists a maximal 1o € (0, 0] such that for each ¢t € B(to,79) and any 1 < j < m,
we have

D(C)
_ Do

1
AT D (k) T

(4.2)
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So

Z|D |1<)\12|D (to)| M < MW 4+ 0) < W) 4,

which implies by Lemma ] that
Ao a9 < M (1)) < Aola).

It follows that B(to, 7o) is a A-bounded c-parameter box of order m. So it suffices
to prove that 0y := ro - A(f,(¢),to,m) is bounded away from zero. To this end, we
only need to show that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for each 1 < 5 < m,

D (1)
D (to)

Indeed, if rg = 0 then 0y > ro = 6, and if g < 0, then by maximality of rq, there
exists t1 € B(to,79) and j € {1,2,...,m} such that

(4.3) log < Chy.

<L~
~

(4.4) either D\ (t1) = M\ D (to) or DI (to) = M DS (t1).

Thus (43) implies that 6y > min (log A1 /C, 9).
Let us prove (£3). First note that there exists C; > 0 such that for each
1<j<mand anyt € B(tg,r9), we have |M§C)(t)| < (4, s0
&7 @) = 1M )D;7 ()] < G DS 1)
Since F' is a normalized regular family, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
0’°F (
tox "

t)} < GID (),

for all (x,t). (Indeed, for = close to C the left hand side of this inequality is zero.)
By ([42), for each 0 < i < m,

IDfi(¢ <C>< D) DO D (1)
IDfo (6 (t0))| DI, (o) D (1))

By non-flatness of the critical points, it follows that there exist constants C3 and
C}y such that

e [AHAL

ID2AETON _ (o 1Dt C

IDFE @) |th0<§<c><to>>| " dist(€” (), C)

Since dist(£{”(to),C) < 1, and |D' ()] > A7 D' (to)] is bounded away from zero,
there exists a constant C5 > 0 such that

dDf, (£ (1))
dt

_’82F

(e) (e) @) 41y
— |52 €9 0.0 + DAAE O)E )

S~

c)
PO p @ )

ColD (£ CaCh|Dfi (€Lt dist(€©9 ). o)
< Co|Dfi(&7 (8)|+CsC1|Dfi(&; ()|d1st(§ c)( t0),C) dlst(gfc)(to),(?)

S~
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Thus

dlog D\ ()] | 2 dDf (9 (1)) /dt

i=0 th(fi(c) (t)

dt

= ()

1) |
=€ e @ oy SO 10, 7)s
- i=0 dist(gic)(t0)7c) = (fto(c);t0,9)

where C' = C5)\;. Since

DYt t
log 2D :/ dlog [D{ (1)),

DE(ty)  Ju
the inequality (£3)) follows. O

4.2. Special family of balls. Given B = B(a,r) and z € R, we define
i sl —al >eF TS 2.
dep(z|B) = { inf{k e N: |z —a| > e "r}, if|z—a|l<e *r;

0, otherwise.
Moreover, for each k € Z, let
(4.5) B® = B(a,e”*r).
A finite family M = {B; = B(ai, ;) }icz is called special if the following holds:
For any i,j € Z, if a; € BJ(-l) then there exists k = k(i,j) > 1 such that B; C

B;k_l) \BJ(-k'H). In particular, the centers a;,7 € Z are pairwise distinct.

Given a special family as above, define
Io={i€Z: forany j €Z,j#1i, we have q; ¢B§1)},
and for each k > 1, let

k—1 k—1
Ti = {iEI\ U Ly : forany j€eZ\ U Im,j # 1, we have a; ¢BJ(-1)}.
m=0 m=0
The minimal integer n > 0 for which Z,, = () is called the height of M. The support
of M is defined as the union of all the elements of M.
We shall use the next lemma to estimate measure of sets of bad parameters.

Lemma 4.2. For each 0 < k < 1 there exists K = K(k) > 1 such that if M =
{Bi}icz is a special family of height at most n and

Xm(N) = {x € supp(M) : Zdep(:dBi) > N} ,N=0,1,...,
€T
then
[ Xm(N)] < Kme™ 79N [supp(M)]
Proof. Fix 0 < k < 1 and let K = K(r) = €°/(1 —e™*). We shall prove the lemma
by induction on the height n. We take the trivial case n = 0 for the starting step.

Now let ng be a positive integer and assume that the lemma holds for n < ng. Let
us consider the case n = ng. Let Zy be defined as above, and let 7/ = 7 \ Z. Let

go(x) = Y dep(x[B;), ¢'(x) = ) dep(x|By).

i€Zo i/ €L’
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For each g9 > 0, and ¢’ > 0, let V(go) = {x € supp(M) : qo(xz) = ¢o} and
U(qo,q') ={z € V(qo) : ¢ (z) > ¢'}. Let us prove that

(4.6) U (g0, ¢)| < e K" e (97 [supp(M)] .

To this end, we first note that the balls BZ-(2), i € 1y, are pairwise disjoint. Thus

(4.7) Vig) c |J BV,
1€Zy
and for each £k =0,1,..., we have
(4.8) ST BM| < e 2 [supp(M)).
1€Zy

In particular, |V (go)| < e~ %3 |supp(M)], so the inequality (@8] holds when ¢’ = 0.
Assume now that ¢’ > 0 and let

M. ={By:i' €T ,B? nV(g) # 0}.

Then My, is a special family of height < n and U(qo,q") C Xy, (¢'). By the
induction hypothesis, we have

49 W = S 0] < K s,
Next, let us show

(4.10) supp(M,,) C | Blao=3),

i€y
In fact, since M; C M, ([@I0) holds when go < 3. Assume qo > 3. By (@7), for
each By € M there exists i € Zp such that Bl-(,2) N Bi(q“*l) = (). By definition of
special family, we have B; C BZ-(qO_B). Thus (£I0) holds. By (&J), it follows that

[supp(My, )| < €™ |supp(M)],
which, together with (£9)), implies (£.0]).

Now let us complete the induction step. Fix N > 0 and for each gy > 0, let
q(, = max(N — qo,0). So g0 + ¢4, > N. Since

Xm(N) < | Ulaos a0),

q0=0
by (&6]), we obtain
XN < Y [Ulao,ap)l < K™ 'elsupp(M)] Y e roe= (=N
q0=0 q0=0
= K"e " |supp(M))].

This completes the proof. O
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4.3. Proof of the Reduced Main Theorem. For ¢ € C and m > 0, let %5{3)
denote the set of parameters ¢ € [0, 1] for which the following hold:

. f;_”“(c) eC;
e fllegNnC=0forall1 <j<m.
A c-parameter-box B(t,r) of order m is called pre-critical if t € 5.
Form>0,ceC, t, € ‘575{2) and A > 1, let r\(t«, &) be the maximal number r
which satisfy the following properties:
(i) 7 € (0,¢] and &5 (B(t.,r)) € B(e);
(ii) B(t«,r) is a A-bounded pre-critical c-parameter boxes of order m.
Given a positive integer n, let
ty € ‘to”,sf) for some m > 0 and
Mslc)/\(s) = ¢ B(te,rr(ts,€)) | there exists t € B(ts,rx(ts,€)) such that
#{0<j<m: fT(c) € Ble)} <n.
Lemma 4.3. There exists A\ > 1 such that for each ¢ € C, each n > 1 and each
€ > 0 small, j\/lff)A (€) is a special family of height at most n.

Proof. Assume that X\ > 1 is very close to 1. To prove that ./\/l,(f)/\ () is special, let
B; = B(t;,r;), i = 1,2, be distinct parameter boxes in Mgf))\(s), of order m;, such
that t; € Bél). We need to prove that |By|/|t1 — ta| is small. Let ¢1, ¢ € C be such
that 57(753 (B;) C B(cj;e). Since ftjlﬂ(c) ¢ C for each 0 < j < my, we have m; > ma.

By the bounded distortion property of 57(7‘2 | Ba, it suffices to show that
o [En(0) — &0 (1)
€B |G (h) — el

is sufficiently small. This is clear: for each t € By, and for each 0 < k <msy +1 <
mi,

ATUDFE (fe ()] < IDFEfu(e)] < NDFE (feu ()],
hence A~ |Dfy, (&) (1)) < DS (ER )] < ADfi, () (1)
follows from the local behavior of f near cs.

Let us prove that the height of ./\/lgf))\(a) does not exceed n. Otherwise, there
would exist B; € M%) (¢), 0 < j < n, such that B, € By—1 C -+ C Bo. Let m;
be the order of B;. Then as above, we would have mg < m; < --- < my. Then for
te B, {0<j<m,: fIT(c) e B(e)} D {mo,mu,...,my} would contain at least
n + 1 elements, a contradiction. [l

, so the statement

Now we fix a constant A > 1 so that the conclusion of Lemma holds. As
before, we use SJ(C) (t;€) to denote the j-th return time of fi(c) into B(e). Then by
Proposition [£1], we have

Lemma 4.4. There ezists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any C > 0 the following
holds provided that € > 0 is small enough. Fort € X, .(C),ce€C and1 < j<mn, if
]5§C)(t; ) > Cy, then there is a pre-critical c-parameter box B(t.,r) of order SJ(C) (t;e)
in Mgf))\(s) such that

dep(t|B(t«, 1)) > [9{-6)(1%; e) — Co.

J
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Proof. Fix C. By Corollary Bl and Proposition [T], provided that e > 0 is small
enough, there is a A-bounded c-parameter box B(t,ro) of order S; := S’J(-C)(t,a),
with 79 A(fi(c),t,S;) = 6, where 8 > 0 is a constant independent of C. Let ¢’ be
the critical point such that f7 " (c) € B(c';e), p; = pEC)(t,a) and d; = d;c) (t, ).
Assume that p; and d; are large. Since |( gcj)(t))'| crg X |thsj (fe(e)] - 1m0 =
ePi . |ftsf+1(c) — (|, there exists a A-parameter box B(t.,r.) C B(t,ro) of order S;
such that r, < rg, t. € (fs(j) and dep(t|B(t«,r+)) — p; is bounded away from —oo.
Let 7 = ry(t«,e). Clearly, B(t.,r) € Mgf))\(s) If » > r, then dep(t|B(ts,r)) >
dep(t|B(t«,r+)) and we are done. So assume r < 1.

We claim that 8(5(5(;) (B(ts,r))) NIB(c',e) # 0. Otherwise we would have r =
e. Since t € X, (C), by Lemma 2T} we would have that |thslj(f,51 (¢))| were
much bigger than (D (g))~!. It would then follow that f(scj)(B(t*,r)) D B(c,e),
contradicting the definition of r.

By the bounded distortion property of 559? | B(tx, ), it follows that §gcj) (B(ts,r)) D
B(c,€") holds for some ¢’ < ¢. Since |ffj+1(c) — | > e %|B(c;¢)|, we conclude
that dep(t|B(t«, 7)) — d; is bounded away from —oo. The lemma is proved. O
Proof of the Reduced Main Theorem. (i) Let A > 1 and Cj be as above. We may
assume C' > 8Cj. Counsider t € X, (C) \ Xpnt1.(C) with € > 0 small. By
Proposition (i) (taking v = 1/2) and Lemma [£4] there exists ¢ € C such
that
(4.11) 3 dep(t|B) > 3 (ﬁ,ﬁ (tre) — 00) > Cn/4.

BEMS)\(E) keTD (Co tie),k<n
By Lemma and Lemma (taking k = 1/2), it follows that

X0 2(C) \ Xpp1.(C)| < ZKne—Cn/S ‘supp(/\/lgf))\)‘ < (de#C) - K"e_Cn/87

ceC

where K is a constant.
(ii) Tt follows from Corollary Bl and Lemma [A11

(iii) Fix C >0, 7 > 79 > 1 and k > 0. Let v € (0,1) be a constant such that
v37 > 79. By Proposition B.2(ii), for each t € Y*(C,7) \ Y.""(C, 1), there exist
ceCandne ’7AZ;(SCS)(CO, t;¢) such that m = Sff)(t; €) and

P (te) 2 4d) (te) = yrlog(SY (t:€) + 1),
We may certainly assume that Y*(C,7) \ Y/"*1(C,7) # 0. Then
m > S(e) = inf{S%c)(t;s) (Nt <e,ceC}

is large provided that € > 0 is small. By Lemma [£.4] there exists t, € %55 ) such
that
dep(t|B(te, 72 (ts,€))) > y7log(m + 1) — Cy > y*7log(m + 1).

Since these parameter boxes B(t.,7)(t«,€)), t« € %Sf), are pairwise disjoint, it
follows that

Y (C,7) \ YN (O, 7)) < CretC (m+ 1) e < oe(m + 1)~™,

since m is large. O
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