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RETURN TIMES OF POLYNOMIALS
AS META-FIBONACCI NUMBERS

NATHANIEL D. EMERSON

ABSTRACT. For a complex polynomial with a disconnected Julia set and ex-
actly one critical point with bounded orbit, we show that certain closest return
times of the critical point with bounded orbit are meta-Fibonacci numbers. We
give a condition on these meta-Fibonacci numbers that implies that the Julia
set of such a polynomial is a Cantor set with (absolute) area zero. We give an-
other condition that implies the Julia set has a connected component contained
in a nested sequence of annuli with finite total modulus. We give a sufficient
condition for a sequence of meta-Fibonacci numbers to be realizable as return
times of a complex polynomial. This condition shows that the combinatorics
of complex polynomials are strictly more general than the combinatorics of
unimodal polynomials.

1. INTRODUCTION

An important part of understanding the dynamics of a complex polynomial is
understanding the structure of its Julia set. When the Julia set is disconnected,
we often ask under what conditions is it a Cantor set? and under what conditions
does it have zero area? A classical result of Fatou and Julia is that the Julia set of
a polynomial with no critical points with bounded is an area zero Cantor set. H.
Brolin showed that there are polynomials that have critical points with bounded
orbit whose Julia set is an area zero Cantor set [Brad]. More recently the work of
B. Branner and J. Hubbard [BH] provides answers to these questions for all cubic
polynomials and some higher degree polynomials. They also construct polynomials
for which the structure of the Julia set cannot be determined by their techniques.

In this paper we mainly consider complex polynomials with a disconnected Julia
set and exactly one persistent critical point, that is exactly one critical point with
bounded orbit. Although some results apply to all polynomials with disconnected
Julia sets. For a polynomial with a disconnected Julia set and exactly one persistent
critical point, we show that certain return times of the persistent critical point are
a new type of meta-Fibonacci numbers (see [C]). We give a condition on these
meta-Fibonacci numbers, which implies the Julia set of such a polynomial is an
(absolute) area zero Cantor set. We give another condition, which implies the Julia
set of the polynomial has a component, which is contained in a nested sequence
of annuli with finite total modulus. These Julia sets are similar to an example of
Branner and Hubbard ([BH] Ex. 12.4) for which the structure of the Julia set is not
understood. We give a sufficient condition for a sequence of these meta-Fibonacci
numbers to be realizable as the return times of a polynomial.
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We use techniques introduced in [E]. We canonically code the dynamics of a
polynomial with a disconnected Julia set by the combinatorial system of a tree with
dynamics, due to R. Pérez-Marco [PM]. The return times of any persistent critical
points of the polynomial are expressed in its tree with dynamics. We show that
they are meta-Fibonacci numbers.

Theorem [BX). Let P be a complex polynomial with disconnected Julia set and a
persistent critical point w (of any multiplicity). Then certain of closest return times
(ng) of w have the form ni, =1 for k <1, and for each k > 1 there exists r(k) > 1

such that
r(k)

ne = E Nkg—j-
j=1

We call the (ny) (extended) variable-r meta-Fibonacci numbers generated by r(k).

The numbers r(k) influence the structure of the Julia set of P. With an addi-
tional technical assumption, that the returns are associated with a simple return
chain (see Definition EE2)), we obtain:

Theorem (E)). Let P be a complex polynomial with disconnected Julia set and a
persistent critical point w. Let the return times of w be (ny) generated by r(k) and
assume the return times are associated with a simple return chain. Let D = 14
(multiplicity of w).

(a) If likrgiréf r(k) > D and w is the only persistent critical point of P, then the

Julia set of P is a Cantor set with absolute area zero (see [AS]).
(b) If imsupr(k) < D, then the Julia set of P has connected components that

k—o0
are nested inside a sequence of annuli with finite total modulus.

We give sufficient condition for a sequence of meta-Fibonacci numbers to occur
as the return times of a complex polynomial. We say a sequence of variable-r
meta-Fibonacci numbers (ny) satisfies the growth condition if

N—r(k)4+1 > Mh—r(k) When 1 <r(k) <k.

Let P be a polynomial that satisfies the uniform escape condition (see Definition
ER) and has a unique persistent critical point. The return times of the persistent
critical point of P satisfy the growth condition. Moreover for any sequence (ng)
of variable-r meta-Fibonacci numbers that satisfies the growth condition, there is
a polynomial with disconnected Julia set and exactly one persistent critical point,
which realizes the given (ny) as the return times of the persistent critical point.
Sequences that satisfy the growth condition can naturally be regarded as general-
izations of sequences (g;) that satisfy the continued fraction recursion:
Giv1 = aiqi + qi—1 a; € L7

The return times of a circle rotation are well known to satisfy this type of recur-
sion. A sufficiently regular unimodal map, for instance an S-unimodal map or a
unimodal polynomial, is topologically conjugate to a circle rotation [MS], so their
return times also satisfy this type of recursion. Therefore the combinatorics of
complex polynomials is strictly more general than the combinatorics of unimodal
polynomials.

There is a considerable body of work on Fibonacci combinatorics for real poly-
nomials. There are real polynomials of the form z?? + ¢ for all d > 1 (see [HK] and
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ILM]), with return times the usual Fibonacci numbers. It has been shown that some
unimodal maps with Fibonacci return times have wild attractors [BKNS|—their
metric and topological attractors do not coincide, see [M]. Fibonacci polynomials
with connected Julia sets are considered plausible candidates to have a Julia set
with positive area [SNJ.

A disconnected polynomial Julia set is a Cantor set if and only if each of its
components is a single point. Branner and Hubbard show that for a polynomial
with a disconnected Julia set and exactly one persistent critical point (counted by
multiplicity), the Julia set is a Cantor set unless the component of the filled Julia
set that contains the persistent critical point is periodic [BH] .

In the opposite vein, Branner and Hubbard show there exists a class of poly-
nomials for which a particular type of return times are the ordinary Fibonacci
numbers [BH]. When the multiplicity of the persistent critical point is at least 2,
the structure of the Julia sets of these so-called “Fibonacci polynomials” is not
understood, but may have interesting properties. It is not known if the area of
the Julia set is zero or positive; nor is it known whether the Julia set of such a
polynomial is a Cantor set. Even though no critical points are periodic, the Julia
set has components that are nested inside a sequence of nested conformal annuli
with finite total modulus (see [AS] and [McM]). While this is a necessary condition
for the component to be larger than a single point, it is not sufficient (see [SaNal
for a detailed discussion).

It is known that the key technical issue in determining the structure of a dis-
connected polynomial Julia set is the ratio of the number of pre-images of a first
return map ® (see Definition 2] to the multiplicity the persistent critical point
[BH]. The number of pre-images of ® is always at least 2. This estimate is sharp,
in the Fibonacci example the number of pre-images of ® is exactly 2. In order
to construct the examples with the nest of annuli with finite total modulus, they
choose the multiplicity of the persistent critical point at least 2. We give a condi-
tion that controls the number of pre-images of ®; by choosing the multiplicity of
the persistent critical point appropriately, we can obtain a new class of examples
having a nest of annuli with finite total modulus.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl we give some back-
ground on trees with dynamics. In Section Bl we show that certain combinatorial
return times are variable-r meta-Fibonacci numbers. In Section Bl we derive some
additional necessary conditions on return times. With some additional assump-
tions, many of these conditions are also sufficient for realization. In Section B we
given conditions in terms of these meta-Fibonacci numbers that control the number
of pre-images under ®. We then give estimates for the modulus of a branch based
on the ratio of pre-images under ® to the degree of the branch. Finally in Section
B, we show that a sequence of variable-r meta-Fibonacci numbers that satisfies the
growth condition can be realized by a polynomial.

2. BACKGROUND

The basic mathematical object in this paper is a tree with dynamics ([El), see
Figure Associated to every polynomial with a disconnected Julia set is a tree
with dynamics. We construct it by decomposing the basin of attraction of infinity
into nested annuli using the critical equipotentials of Green’s function. These annuli
have a natural tree structure, and the polynomial induces dynamics on the tree.
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The dynamics of any critical points of the polynomial are encoded by its tree
with dynamics. We can also construct a tree with dynamics axiomatically. A tree
with dynamics that satisfies the infinite modulus condition (see Definition EZT0) is
realizable as the tree with dynamics of a polynomial ([E] Thm. 9.4). Thus, we can
construct polynomials with certain specified return times of their critical points.

We recall the basic properties of a tree with dynamics. A tree with dynamics may
have critical branches, which correspond to persistent critical points. We develop
some machinery to track the dynamics of the critical branches, most importantly
the first return map ® (Definition EZH). We define the modulus of every vertex of
a tree with dynamics. The sum of moduli along branches of a tree influences the
structure of the Julia set of any polynomial associated with a tree with dynamics.
We give some results that allow us to estimate sums of moduli.

The trees that we consider are infinite trees with certain structural restrictions.

Definitions 2.1. A tree T is a tree with root Ay adjoined with {A_;};°, so that
Ay is the immediate predecessor of A1 for 1 < 0. For a vertex A let AP denote
the parent of A and A denote a child of A. Define Ty = {A¢} and Tiy1 =
{A eT: AP ¢ 7]} We require that every vertex a of tree, except for {A_i};2,,
have at least two and only finitely many children. Our convention in drawing trees
is that a parent is above its children; so AP is above A and any A€ is below A.

Definition 2.2. Let T be a tree. A map F : T — T is children preserving if for all
A €T the image of a child of A is a child of F(A). Symbolically, F(A®) = F(A)C.
In this paper we also require that F : T} — T;j_1.

A more complete discussion of the axioms can be found in [E]. The first axiom
says that A has no more critical points inside it than its children. The second
axiom says that F' is locally a branched cover. For completeness sake we give all
the axioms below, although Axioms D3 and D4 are not used in this paper.

Definition 2.3. A tree 7 with dynamics F' is a tree T, a children-preserving map
F:T — T, and a function deg : T — Z*, such that:

(D1) (Monotonicity.) For all A € T we have

degA—12> Z (deg A€ —1)
{Aac}
(D2) (Local Cover Property.) For all A € T, for each child F(A)C of F(A) we
have

Z deg A = deg A,
{Fac)=F(A)°}
(D3) There exists L such that for alll > L if A € Tj, then deg A = deg, F,
where deg 4 F' is the topological degree of F at A (see [E] Def. 4.3-4.5)..
(D4) We have deg Ay = deg A_y, for all 1 > 1.

Since Ag has at least two children, which are mapped to Ay, it follows from (D2)
that deg Ag > 1. Throughout this paper, let deg A9 = d. We say that 7T is a tree
with dynamics of degree d. We note the basic properties of a tree with dynamics.

Lemma 2.4. Let T be a tree with dynamics F. Then the following hold:

(1) The degree is monotone; for all A, A’ € T, if A’ is a descendant of A, then
deg A’ < deg A.
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(2) If deg A = deg AC > 2 for some child A€ of A and F(A) =V, then for
each child VC of V' either F(A€) = V<, or A has evactly (deg A) children
AS such that deg A% =1 and F(A%) = V¢,

We say that A € T is critical if deg A > 0. When drawing trees we denote
non-critical vertices by e and a vertex of degree D by @.

To

7

7T

FIGURE 1. A tree 7 with dynamics F. For clarity most of the
dynamics from level 3 are not shown.

Definitions 2.5. A branch of T is a sequence B = (B;)j2,, where B; € T; and
Bi11 is a child of By for alll. Note that a children preserving map takes branches
to branches, so F(B) is well defined. We define the degree of a branch B = (B;){2,,
by deg B = lim;_,o deg B;. If deg B > 1, then B is called a critical branch.

For a tree with dynamics of a polynomial, a branch corresponds to a connected
component of the filled Julia set of the polynomial; with a critical branch corre-
sponding to the component of a persistent critical point.

Definition 2.6. For A € T define the first return time of A, v1(A), as the least
positive integer such that F*1(4)(A) is critical. Define the first return map ® : 7 —
T by

B(A) = FrA(A).

Notice that for all A € T; with [ > 0, F'(A) = Ag = Cy and deg Ag = d > 1.
Thus v1(A) and ®(A) are well defined. In section 5, we examine the first return
map in more detail

Definition 2.7. For A € 7T; define the first return level of A by
w(A) =1—-11(A).
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Equivalently, ®(A) is in level p(A) of the tree, so ®(A) € T,(4). A basic techni-
cal difficulty is that in general neither ® nor ( are monotone; it is easy to construct
examples where a child returns above its parent. But we do have a type of Inter-
mediate Value Property:

Lemma 2.8 ([E] Lem. 5.11). For a branch B, ifl; < la, k1 < k2, and o(By,) = ki,
then for all k with k1 < k < ko there exists an l such that 1y <1 < ly and ¢(B)) = k.

We define a combinatorial modulus, which is closely related to the geometric
modulus of a conformal annulus, see [E] Prop 8.2.

Definition 2.9. Define the modulus of vertices of T by mod Ay = 1, and for A€ T
recursively define
mod A = (deg A) ™! mod ®(A).

Definition 2.10. For B a branch, define mod B = >";° mod B;. If the modulus of
all branches of T is infinite, then we say T satisfies the infinite modulus condition.

The infinite modulus condition is a purely combinatorial condition that implies
that the Julia set of a polynomial is a Cantor set; it shows that the complement of
the filled Julia set is an O4p Riemann surface. There is a modular test to determine
if a Riemann surface is Oap ([AS] §IV.4) due to L. Sario. We use a variant of this
test for planar O4p Riemann surfaces of Branner and Hubbard ([BH] Prop. 5.5)
and C. McMullen ([McM] Thm. 2.12). For the relationship between a tree with
dynamics and a planar Riemann surface see [E] §3 and §9.

Proposition 2.11 ([E] Prop. 8.2). Any polynomial whose tree with dynamics
satisfies the infinite modulus has a Julia set that is an absolute area zero Cantor
set.

If the modulus of some branch is finite, then the above test gives no information;
in fact, the converse of the above proposition may well be false. For a polynomial
with disconnected Julia set, the basin of attraction of infinity is a Riemann surface
8, which is decomposed into annuli by the dynamics ([BH] §2.4). The tree with
dynamics gives a combinatorial description of 8 ([E] §9). This proposition gives
a sufficient condition for § to be an O4p Riemann surface (see [AS] or [SaNal).
Equivalently, it shows that § = C \ K is Oap, where K is the filled Julia set of
a polynomial. Modular O4p tests will never work in all circumstances; we can
always find bad decompositions of a Riemann surface into annuli with finite total
modulus ([Sa] Thm. 2). Hence, the question we must ask is: does the dynamical
decomposition ever result in a bad decomposition? The answer to this question is
not known. Even when the dynamical decomposition has a nest of annuli with finite
total modulus, it may well be that there is another decomposition of the surface
to which Proposition EZTT] applies. Thus the Julia set of a polynomial whose tree
with dynamics has a branch of finite modulus may or may not be a Cantor set,
additionally it may or may not have zero area. Moreover, these properties are
independent ([BH] §12).

It follows from [BH] Thm. 4.3(b) that for 7 with unique critical branch C, the
modulus of C' is infinite if and only if T satisfies the infinite modulus condition.
Hence we are only concerned whether or not the modulus of C' is infinite.

Definition 2.12. Let C' be the unique critical branch of a tree with dynamics.
We call C recurrent if limsup;_, .. ©(C;) = co. We call C persistently recurrent if
liminf; o (C}) = 0.
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This definition of persistently recurrent is equivalent the one of J.-C. Yoccoz (see
IB] 8.1.2). It is not hard to see that a critical branch is persistently recurrent if
and only if it is recurrent and no vertex is the first return of infinitely many critical
vertices. Combinatorially persistent recurrence is a mild condition; since if there is
a critical vertex C, that is the first return of infinitely many critical vertices, then
by Definition X8 there are infinitely many vertices whose modulus is bounded below
by mod Cp(degCy)~t > 0, so the modulus of C is infinite. It is straightforward
to check that if the critical branch is periodic, that is F™(C) = C for some n, then
it has finite modulus ([BH|] Thm. 4.3(a)). Hence our main interest is in the case
where C' is aperiodic and persistently recurrent. A useful technical consequence of
recurrence is that the first return map is a surjection.

Lemma 2.13 ([E] Lem. 5.12). Let T be a tree with dynamics with a unique
critical branch C. If C s recurrent, then for all 1 > 0 and all n > 0 there exists
Cy € (I)_"(Cl),

From an observation of Yoccoz it follows that for a tree with dynamics with a
unique critical branch, which is recurrent but aperiodic, every vertex of the critical
branch is the first return of at least two critical vertices. The following lemma was
originally proved by Branner and Hubbard ([BH] Lem. 4.6) using tableauz. It is
straightforward to modify the proof for a tree with dynamics. Let #.S denote the
cardinality of a set S.

Lemma 2.14. If T has a unique critical branch C and C' is recurrent but aperiodic,
then for all 1 sufficiently large
#[@ " (C)NnC] >2.

Additionally, if degC; = degCy for 1 > 2 and deg A =1 for all A € T . C, then
the conclusion is true for alll > 0. (These additional conditions are satisfied by all
tableauz, see [BH| §4.3).

Informally we say that each Cj is hit at least twice by ®. We are interested in
condition that allow us to estimate how many times vertices of C' are hit. For a
tree with dynamics with a unique critical branch C' we obtain:

mod C > (mod Cy) > <deZC)

n=1

for some L sufficiently large (compare to [BH] Rem. 12.5). If deg C' = 2, the series
diverges, so we will always satisfy the infinite modulus condition. This corresponds
to polynomials with exactly one persistent critical point (counted by multiplicity).
However when deg C' > 2, that is the critical point is not simple, the series might
converge. Our goal is to find conditions that control the number of pre-images so
as to give the right balance of hits to degree to make the series converge or diverge
as desired.

3. FIBONACCI RETURN TIMES

We describe the meta-Fibonacci numbers that occur as return times of polyno-
mials. In a tree with dynamics we mark certain vertices of the critical branch to
form a return chain. Essentially this allows us to consider a “one-dimensional” sys-
tem. We show that the return times of a return chain are meta-Fibonacci numbers.
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These meta-Fibonacci numbers can naturally be regarded as satisfying generalized
continued fraction recursion. This shows there is a relationship between the return
times of polynomials and certain unimodal maps.

We define a new type of meta-Fibonacci numbers, by which we mean that the
recursion at the k'" stage depends on some function of k, see [C]. The Fibonacci
numbers are of course obtained by adding the previous two terms of a sequence:
ng = Ng_1 + ng_o. If we add the previous three terms we obtain the Tribonacci
numbers. If we add the previous r terms we obtain the r-generalized Fibonacci num-
bers ( “r-bonacci numbers”), see [Mi]. Now let r vary with k. We call the resulting
sequence wariable-r meta-Fibonacci numbers (“variable-r-bonacci numbers”). In
order to describe the dynamics we need to allow the r(k) to be arbitrarily large,
so we define ny = 1 for all K < 0. Then for all k¥ > 1 we can choose r(k) > 1, and
possibly larger than k, to obtain a sequence (ny).

Definitions 3.1. Define ny =1 for k <0 and let r : Z+ — Z+. For k > 1 define
r(k)

ne = E Nkg—j-
Jj=1

If r(k) < k for all k, we call the sequence (ny) variable-r meta-Fibonacci num-
bers. If we allow the possibility that r(k) > k for some k, we call the sequence
(nk) extended wvariable-r meta-Fibonacci numbers. In either case, we say that the
sequence (ny) s generated by r(k).

The return times of any return chain are extended variable-r meta-Fibonacci
numbers (Theorem BH). See Figure B for an example where the return times are
the standard Fibonacci numbers 1, 2, 3 .... The principle behind this result is that
the dynamics of the critical branch up to some time constrain the later dynamics.
Particularly the dynamics of a vertex constrain the dynamics of it descendants.

Example 3.2. Letr(k) = k for all k. By an easy inductive argument we find, nj, =
2k=1 Recall, if Ny.j, is the kY r-bonacci number, then limy_ o0 Ny k+1/Nr g = o,
where 1 < o, < 2 [Mi.

Example 3.3. Let (¢;) be a sequence of integers satisfying the continued fraction
recursion: ¢ =1, gg = a2 > 1 and

Git1 = a;q; +qi—1 where a; € ZT

for v > 2. The closest return times of a circle rotation and the convergents of
the continued fraction expansion of an irrational number are well-known to satisfy
this type of recursion (see for instance [MS]). We define a sequence of variable-
r-bonacci numbers (ny), which has a strictly increasing subsequence (nyy) such
that q; = ny) as follows. Let n1 = nyqy = 1 = q1. Inductively assume that we
have defined ny(1y, ... Ny, such that q; = nyy for j=1,...,1 and if k(j) <k <
k(j + 1), then ny = nyy. Let r(k) =1 for k = k(i) +1,...,k(i) +a; — 1; so
ng = Ny for k= k(i),..., k(i) +a; — 1. Let K = k(i) +a; and r(K) =1+ a;, so
ng = Z;:f NK—j = QM) T Ni(i)—1 = @GiMg(i) + N(i—1)- Let g1y = Nk, then
Nk(i+1) = Gi+1- Note that the ny;y are the canonical strictly increasing subsequence
of (nx) defined by: k(1) =1 and k(i) is least such that nyy > ngi—1)-

Call a unimodal map linearizable if it is topologically conjugate to a rotation of
the circle. The above result shows we can consider the return times of a linearizable
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unimodal map as a special case of variable r-bonacci numbers. Since every S-
unimodal map is linearizable and topologically conjugate to a polynomial of the
form 22?4 ¢ ([MY]), it is not surprising that their return times are related to the
return times of more general polynomials.

We want to estimate the number of hits by the first return map, so we will
use the first return map to decompose the critical branch. We introduce a simple
combinatorial object, a return chain. It is closely related to the critical staircase of
a tableau ([BH] p. 265). It is also a special case of a ¢-chain (JE] Def. 6.1).

Definitions 3.4. Let C' be a recurrent critical branch. A return chain is a sequence
(Ciwy )i of vertices of C such that Cyy = Co and for all k > 1

®(Cyy) = Cir—1)-
A return chain is called (eventually) minimal if for all k (sufficiently large) I(k) is
the least index of any vertex in ®'(Cy,_1)) N C. Define the return times (ny) of
a return chain by
nk, = v1(Cyy)
for k>0 and ng =1 for k <0 (note that v1(Ax) =1 for all k <0).

C
Co=C
o D Co=Cio
2 Cy=Cy)
o 9 C,
(2) C3=Cyy
C
o| @ G
2 Cs
2 Cs = Cys)

FIGURE 2. A critical branch with a return chain marked.

In a tree T with dynamics with a unique critical branch that is recurrent, there
is a eventually minimal return chain containing any critical vertex of 7. We can
construct the return chain as follows: Pick Cr with L > 0. Since F*(Cr) = Cy,
we have @V (CL) = Cp for some N. For k = 0,...,N let Cjy = ®V7*(C). We
do not necessarily satisfy the minimality condition for Cyg) to Cy(n). Recursively,
for k > N, Cj) is the first return of at least one critical vertex by Lemma EZT3
Choose the critical vertex in <I>_1(Cl(k)) with least index and call it Cy1). For
k > N we do satisfy the minimality condition.

We note some basic properties of return chains. The proofs follow from the
definitions and easy inductive arguments.



10 NATHANIEL D. EMERSON

Lemma 3.5. For any k > 1 and any s with 1 < s <k — 1, the following hold.
k—1 k
(1) 1) = ey =Y ni
§=0 i=1

(2) (k) — ink,j —I(k — 5).
7=0

(3) ®*(Cixy) = Cih—s)-
Lemma 3.6. Let T be a tree with dynamics and let A € Tq, then 11(A) = 1.

Proof. By Lemma B4 we know that Ag is the only vertex at level 0 of the tree.
Thus, FI(A) = Ap and 1 is certainly the least such iterate. O

Corollary 3.7. If (Cyy)) is a minimal return chain with return times (ny), then
Cl(l) = Cl and ny = 1.

We now state our main theorem.

Theorem 3.8. The return times of any return chain are extended variable-r meta-
Fibonacci numbers.

Before we prove Theorem B8 we discuss some of its consequences.

In some sense, (k) measures how “close” a recurrent branch is to being periodic:
The smaller (k) is, the “closer” the branch is to being periodic. Note that r(k) is
eventually 1 if and only if C' is periodic. Branches with small (k) share properties
with periodic branches. Roughly, 7(k) controls how many times a critical vertex is
hit by @, large r(k) causes many hits, small (k) causes few hits, see Propositions
and This in turn controls the modulus of C; many hits means a large
modulus and few hits mean a small modulus, see Propositions B and B (recall,
the modulus of a periodic critical branch is finite).

Theorem applies to polynomials with several persistent critical points, but
it is not necessarily useful. It says that if {w;} are persistent critical points of a
polynomial, and we consider closest returns of some w; near itself, these return
times are variable r-bonacci numbers. However, the more natural return times to
consider are returns of w; near any w;. The results of this paper do not apply
directly to these more general type of return times. However, it seems that it
should be possible to generalize the results in this section to polynomials with
several persistent critical points.

The returns times (ny) are not just combinatorial, they are a type of clos-
est return times. For real polynomials of the form f(z) = 22¢ + ¢ we have
[F™(0)] < |f™(0)] for all 1 < n < ng, see [LM]. For a complex polynomial P
with disconnected Julia set and a unique persistent critical point w we can canoni-
cally define a sequence of annuli (4;) such that for all i: w is nested inside A; and
Aiy1 is nested inside A;, (these are the critical annuli, see [BH] p. 241). In some
sense, points in A;y1 are “closer” to w than points in A;. We define the closest
return times of w by marking return times and annuli. We let A(1) = Ay and
recursively define nj as the least positive integer such that

P (A;) = A(k) for some i.
Finally, let A(k 4+ 1) = A; and continue the recursion.
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We now give a sequence of results leading to the proof of Theorem B8 First we
consider the first return time v;. We describe its basic behavior; as we move from

parent to child, v; is non-decreasing.

Lemma 3.9. If A, A" € T with A’ a descendant of A, then v1(A) < 11(4").

Proof. For any A € T, by LemmaEZAM deg A > deg A® | so if AC is critical, then so
is A. We can apply this principle to F*1(4)(A). The lemma follow by induction. [

In particular, for any branch B = (B;)2,: if | < k, then v1(B;) < v1(Bk)-
If we iterate a vertex fewer times than its first return time, then the first return
time is an additive function.

Lemma 3.10. For any A€ T, if 0 <n < uvy(A), then

vi(A) =n+ v (F"(A)).
Proof. Since F"1(A)(A) = Fri(A)=n(Fn(A)), we have v1(A) —n = v (F*(A)). O

Definition 3.11. Let A € T and R > 1. Define vr(A), the R™" return time of A,
so that

Frr)(A) = of(A) = o(Fva—A)(A)).
Combinatorially vg is well behaved.

Lemma 3.12. If A€ T and R,S € Z%, then

vr+s(A) = vr(A) + vs(®F(A)).

Proof.
Frres(A)(4) = pR+5(4)
Fraes(A)=vr(A)(pra(d)(4)) = 5D (A))
Frres(A)-vr(A) (R (A)) = Fus(d’R(A))(q)R(A))
therefore, vgys(A) — vr(A) = vg(PF(A))

O

Any return time of A is the sum of first return times of iterates of A under ®.

Corollary 3.13. For any A€ T and any R> 1,

R—

vr(4) = ) n(27(4)).

=

[

<
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Proof. We will use induction on R. If R = 1, the result is trivial. For R > 1, by
Lemma we have

vr(A) = vi(A) + vr—1(®(4))

R—2
=11(A4) + v1(®*(®(A))) by induction,

O

Lemma 3.14. Let A, A" € T with A’ a descendant of A. The first return time of
A’ is some return time of A; that is for some R > 1

v1(A") = vr(A).

Proof. Let v =wv1(A"), so F¥(A’) is critical. By monotonicity (Lemma M) F¥(A)
is also critical. That is, F”(A) is some return of A. Thus, v = vr(A) for some
R>1. (]

Proposition 3.15. Let A, A’ € T. If A’ is a descendant of A, then

R
vi(A) =) i (®(A)).
§=0
for some R > 0.
Proof. By Lemma B4 we can say that v;(A’) = vpy1(A) for some R > 0. By

Corollary BT vr+1(A) is the sum of the first return times of iterates of A under
o. O

We are now ready to show that the return times of a return chain are variable
r-bonacci numbers.

Proof of Theorem [Z8. Let (Cy1)) be a return chain. Fix & and apply Proposition
BT with A = Cy—1) and A" = Cy(yy, to get

R
v1(Ciry) = Z 11 (@7 (Cyr—1))) for some R = R(k) > 0,
j=0
R+1 ‘
1%} (Cl(k)) = Z 1%} (Cl(kfj)) since ¢’ (Cl(i)) = Cl(ifj)u
j=1
r(k)
ng = Z Nk—j since v1(Cyiy) = ni,
j=1

where r(k) = R+ 1. Note that it is possible that r(k) > k for some k. O
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Remark 3.16. The term “Fibonacci polynomial” seems inappropriate for the ex-
ample of Branner and Hubbard ([BH| § 12.3) and its relatives, since as we have
just shown, all polynomials with disconnected Julia set are in some sense Fibonacci
polynomials.

4. CONDITIONS ON RETURN TIMES

In this section, we give some conditions on trees with dynamics. The conditions
we give should be thought of as restrictions on the dynamics of critical points.
These conditions have two main purposes. They allow us to estimate the modulus
of the critical branch, see §8 They also lead to conditions the types of variable
r-bonacci numbers can occur as return times. Many of the conditions on return
times are sufficient for realization, see §

The first condition, that a return chain is simple, essentially says that the dy-
namics of a persistent critical point are not too complicated. The other conditions
we give are restrictions on the escaping critical points. The uniform escape condi-
tion says that all the escaping critical points escape together. The simple escape
condition says that there is only one escaping critical point, counted by multiplic-
ity. The return times of polynomials that satisfy the simple escape condition are
strictly more limited than the return times of polynomials that do not satisfy the
condition.

We begin by describing the partition of a critical branch given by a return chain.

Definition 4.1. Let C be a critical branch and (Cy)) be a return chain. Define
(Sk) the return segments of (Cjxy) by

SkZ{Cl:l(k—1)<l§l(/€)}.

For any recurrent C, we have C = J2 Sy .

A return chain is a partition of the critical branch obtained by using ®; we
mark a vertex and then use ® ! to define the next marked vertex. An alternative
partition could be defined using v;; mark a vertex and then mark the first vertex
below it where 11 increases. The following definition says that these two methods

of decomposition are compatible.

Definitions 4.2. We say a collection of return segments (Si) are simple if for all
k, C; € Sk implies that v1(C)) = ng. We say a return chain is simple if the return
segments it defines are.

Simple return chains have three main purposes in this paper. We can sometimes
estimate the modulus of a critical branch that is partitioned into one. Combined
with another condition, they give a necessary and sufficient condition for a sequence
of variable-r-bonacci numbers to be realizable as return times of a polynomial.
Finally, simple return chains are easy to construct, see 8

In a simple return chain, ® is one-to-one on every segment.

Lemma 4.3. Let (S;) be a set of simple return segments of a critical branch C.
For any k, ®|Sy is one-to-one.

Proof. Fix k and let C; € Sj. Since the Sy, are simple, we have v4(C}) = ng. Thus
SO(Cl) = l — Nk,

which is a one-to-one function of [ since ny is fixed. The lemma follows.
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A consequence of the above lemma is that for simple return chains, r(k) tells us
roughly how many previous segments Sj, covers under ®. Thus, for a critical branch
that is partitioned into simple return segments, we can estimate the modulus using
r(k), see Propositions and The argument we use is rather delicate, and
cannot obviously be generalized. Certainly there are return chains that are not
simple. In fact, it is easy to construct a tree with dynamics so that v, increases an
arbitrarily large number of times in some return segment Sj.

Lemma 4.4. If (Cyy) is a simple return chain, then it is minimal.

Proof. Fix k > 0, we will show that I(k + 1) is the least index such that ®(C;) =
Ciky- For I = 1,...,1(k), ®(C1) # Cyu), since C; is above (or equal to) Ciy).
From Lemma B3 we know @[S}, is one-to-one. By definition, ®(Cy41)) = Ci()-
So no other vertex of Sy,1 is mapped to Cjy; that is ®(Cy) # Cypy for | =
I(k)+1,...,1(k+ 1) — 1. Therefore, I(k + 1) is the least index. O

We now restrict the types of escaping critical point that we will consider. An-
alyzing the behavior of polynomials with multiple critical points is difficult, even
multiple critical points that escape to infinity. So will restrict ourselves to polyno-
mials with essentially one escaping critical point. The following definition expresses
this property in terms of the tree with dynamics.

Definition 4.5. We say that T satisfies the uniform escape condition if

(1) If A ¢ C for some critical branch C, then deg A = 1.
(2) For any critical branch C = (C}), we have deg C; = deg Cy for all 1 > 1.

We note which polynomials the above condition applies to.

Definition 4.6. Let P be a polynomial. Let Qo(P) denote the persistent critical
points of P. Let Qo (P) denote the critical points of P that escape to infinity under
iteration.

The tree with dynamics of a polynomial P satisfies the uniform escape condition
if and only if for all w;, w; € Qoo (P)
Gp(wi) = Gp(w)),
where Gp is Green’s function of P. The most natural example of a polynomial
satisfying this condition is when Q. (P) contains a single critical point. Since we

only consider polynomials with a single persistent critical point, we should think of
polynomials P such that:

P'(2) = (2 —wo)™ (2 —w1)™ some mg,my € Z*,

where wy € Qo(P) and w1 € Qoo(P). The tree with dynamics of such a P has a
unique critical branch and satisfies the uniform escape condition.

There is a necessary condition on the return times of a simple return chain from
a tree with dynamics that satisfies the uniform escape condition.

Definition 4.7. Let (ny) be a sequence of variable r-bonacci numbers generated by
r(k). We say the (ny) satisfy the growth condition if whenever 2 < r(k) < k, then

Ng—r(k)+1 > Nk—r(k)-

Proposition 4.8. Let T be a tree with dynamics that satisfies the uniform escape
condition and has a unique critical branch C. If (Cyy) is a simple return chain of
C, then the return times of (Cyy)) satisfy the growth condition.
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The growth condition generalizes a dynamical property of unimodal maps. Re-
call, a unimodal map is linearizable if it is conjugate to a rotation of the circle.
Hence, the closest return times (g;) of linearizable unimodal map satisfy the con-
tinued fraction recursion ¢y =1, g = a2 > 1 and

gi+1 = a;¢; + gi—1 for some a; > 1.

We can replace (n) with a strictly increasing sequence (ny(;y) by setting ny1y = ny
and choosing k(i) least such that Nki) > Mk(i—1), See Example If we let a; =
# {n;C TN = nk(i)}, then Proposition implies the (ny(;) satisfy a generalized
continued fraction recursion:

Mk(i+1) = @iMk(i) T QGi-1Np(i—1) T G- R(i)+1Mk(i~ R+1) T Mk(i—R())

for some R(i) > 2. By Theorem Gl all sequences of variable r-bonacci numbers
that satisfy the growth condition occur as the return times of a polynomial. There-
fore, in terms of return times, the dynamics of polynomials are strictly more general
than those of linearizable unimodal maps.

We now start proving the results we need to prove Proposition EE8l The following
lemma is Tableau Axiom ¢ ([BH] Prop. 4.1¢) translated into the language of a tree
with dynamics.

Lemma 4.9. Let T be a tree with dynamics F', which has a unique critical branch
C. Let degC; = degCy for 0 <l < k. Let C; be a C’lc be a non-critical child of Cj.
If v1(Cy) = v1(Cy), then v1(CF) > v1(Cy) + 11 (®(Cy)).

Proof. First note that deg C; = deg Cj41. Lemma B3 implies v1(C;) < v1(Ciq1) <
v1(Cy), so by assumption v1(C;) = v1(Ci4+1). Let N = 11(C}). By Lemma 2P
F(CF) # F(Ci41). We can apply this argument inductively to F"™(C), F"(CY)
and F"(Cj41) with 1 <n < N, to conclude that FN(CF) # FN(Cjy1). Therefore
v1(CF) > v1(C)) + v1(®(C))) by Lemma BI0 O

Proposition 4.10. Let T be a tree with dynamics with a unique critical branch
which satisfies the uniform escape condition. Let A, A€ € T with A€ a child of A.

If
R
vi(A9) =Y (9(4))
=0

for some R > 1 and ®(A) is below Ay, then
141 (‘I)Ril(A)) > (‘I)R(A))

Proof. Referring to Figure Bl will make this proof easier to follow. The dynamics
go up the tree, so ®#71(A) is a descendant of ®7(A). Hence, by Lemma B,
v1(®F71(A)) > v1(®F(A)), so we need only show that v1 (PEL(A)) # vi (BF(A)).
Let N = v1(A%) — v1(®%(A)), then N < v1(A€). By Lemma B0 14 (FV (AC)) =
v1(®R(A)). Since F is a children-preserving map, FV(A) is a child of FN(A) =
OE(A). Tf v (®B(A)) = v1(®F~1(A)), we could apply Lemma BT to get the con-
tradiction
vi(FN(A) > v (@R(A)).

Therefore, v1 (®F(A)) # v (PF~1(A)). O
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Proposition ELT is closely related to a result of Branner and Hubbard ([BH]
proof of Thm. 4.3). The essence of both results is that when the return time
increases, the increase must be large.

C
(I)R+1 (A) @

©, 2(4)

FN(A) = DR(A) 3C

FN(A)

HA)©
FIGURE 3. The returns of A and A® from Proposition ER

For the return times of a simple return chain, Proposition EET0 implies they
satisfy the growth condition.

Proof of Theorem[[.8 Fix k such that 1 < r(k) < k. Let L = 1+I(k—1). Since the
return chain is simple v, (Cr,) = v1(Cy)) = nx. Since r(k) > 1 we have ng > nj_1.
So

(k)

NEe = E Nkg—j
j=1

r(k)—1

v (Cr) = Z (2 (Cyr-1y))

i=0
Apply Proposition E8 with A = Cj(;,—1) and AC =y, to get
v (@"F2(Chm1y)) > 11 (@" PN (Cpmn))).-

That is,
Ng—r(k)—1 > Nk—r(k)>
since ®(Cy(;)) = Cy(j—i) by Lemma BF O

Simple return chains satisfy another necessary condition, their return times are
not extended variable r-bonacci numbers.
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Lemma 4.11. Let (Cjy) be a return chain. For any k > 1

k
v1(Cryury) < Z Ng—j-

=0

Proof.

k k—1
L U(k) = iy =1+1(k) = > ks —no
j=0 j=0
=1-ng by Lemma

=0.

Thus if we let N = =% ni_;, then FN(Cyyy)) = Co. Therefore, v1(Chi)) <
N.
O

Proposition 4.12. If (Cyy)) is a simple return chain, then r(k) <k for all k > 0.
That is, the return times (ng) are not extended variable r-bonacci numbers.

Proof. Fix k > 0,

nr = v1(Crpg-1)) since the return chain is simple,
r(k) k—1
an,j < an,l,j by Lemma EETT]
j=1 §=0
r(k) k
D s £ DT
j=1 j=1
Therefore, r(k) < k. O

Finally, we give another condition on the escaping critical points: that there
in only one of them, counted by multiplicity. Surprisingly, this condition shows
leads to restrictions on the returns of persistent critical points. The author is not
aware of any other instance where the dynamics of escaping critical points of a
polynomial have been shown to influence the dynamics of persisent critical points.
This condition was inspired by the work of D. Harris on tableaux [Hal.

Definition 4.13. We say a tree with dynamics satisfies the simple escape condi-
tion, if for some child A§ of Ay we have

deg Ag =1+ degAg.

For a polynomial, the simple escape condition means that exactly one critical
point, counted by multiplicity, escapes to infinity. So a polynomial P that satisfies
the simple escape condition and exactly one persistent critical point satisfies

P'(z) = (2 —wp)™ (2 —w1y) for some m > 1,

where wp € Qo(P) and wy € Qoo (P).
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Ao Ao

€) @

Simple escape Not simple

FIGURE 4. A tree with dynamics satisfying simple escape condi-
tion and one with a non-simple escape.

Lemma 4.14. Suppose we satisfy the simple escape condition, v1(Cs) > 1, and
deg Cy = deg Cy. If C€ is any non-critical child of Cy, then

ul(Clc) =1.

Proof. By Lemma X4 Ay = Cj has exactly deg Ay children, counted by degree.
Since deg Ag = 1 4 deg (4, the children of Ay are precisely A; and Cp, where
deg A; = 1. Now F maps Cs to either C; or Ay, but since v1(Cy) > 1, we have
F(C3) = A;. Again by Lemma 4 counted by degree, C; has exactly degCy
children mapped to every child of F(C;) = Ap. Since deg Cy = degCy , no other
child of C7 can map to Aj, thus all of the degCy other children Clc of C; are
non-critical and
F(CS) = .
O

The following lemma is Tableau Axiom d, see [Hal, translated into the language
of a tree with dynamics.

Corollary 4.15 (Tableau Axiom d). Let T be a tree with dynamics F satisfying
the simple escape condition. Let C' be a critical branch of T such that v1(Ca) > 1
and deg Ag = 1 +degCy = 1 +degCy. Let A €T and A€ be some child of A. If
F"(A) = Cy for some n > 1, then either F™"(A€) = Cy or F"1(AC) = (.

Proof. Certainly F™(A®) is some child of Cy. If it is Cy we are done. Otherwise,
since deg C7 = deg Cs, by Definition we know that Cs is the only non-critical
child of Cy. So Lemma EZI4 applies to F"(AC) and F"*t1(AC) = F(F"(A%)) =
Cy. O

Lemma 4.16. Let T be a tree with dynamics satisfying the simple escape condition
and v1(Cy) > 1. Let (Cyyy) be a simple return chain. For all k > 2,

k—1
v1(Croy) < Y nkej.
j=0
Proof. Fix k > 2. By Lemmas and B we have

k—2
l(k) — Z?’Lk_j =N = 1.
=0 1
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Let N = Y02 ny_;.
FN(Cyry) = @1 (Cyy) = Ci1) = C1.

Hence by Corollary EETH either FN(CHl(k)) = (5 or FN+1(Cl+l(k)) = (1. In the
first case v1(Cr4yx)) < N, and in the second case v1(C i) < N + 1.
Therefore,

vi(Crywy) <1+ N

k—2
=14+ Z Ng—j
=0

k-2
=n1+ E Nk—j
J=0

[
S
N

d

d

A tree with dynamics satisfying the simple escape condition has restrictions on
its return times. This result implies that the dynamics of polynomials satisfying
the simple escape are strictly more limited than those with uniform escapes.

Proposition 4.17. Suppose we satisfy the simple escape condition and v1(Cs) > 1.
Let (Cyy) be a simple return chain. Then r(k) < k for all k > 2.

Proof. Fix k > 2

nr = vi(Cryr-1)) by uniformity,
r(k) k—2
an,j < an,l,j by Lemma ET6,
j=1 §=0

r(k) k—1
P RSB
Jj=1 Jj=1
O

In fact, for simple return chains the conditions in this section are also sufficient.
For a sequence of (non-extended) variable r-bonacci numbers (ny) generated by
r(k), there is a simple return chain whose return times are (ny) if and only if
(ny) satisfies the growth condition. For polynomials with only one escaping critical
point, counted by multiplicity, the conclusion of Proposition EET7 are sufficient.
Details of the construction are in Section

5. ESTIMATES OF MODULUS

In this section, we give a criterion to ensure that a tree with one critical branch
of high degree satisfies the infinite modulus condition. Our criterion guaranties
that the ratio of pre-images of critical vertices to the degree of the critical branch is
greater than 1. There are two main steps in proving our criterion. First, we show
that for simple return chains, the number of pre-images of a critical vertex under
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® can be estimated from r(k). Second, we give estimates on the modulus of the
critical branch in terms of the number of pre-images of .

In general the return times of a critical branch of high degree are no larger than
one of degree two, but in the cases when they are larger we can prove the modulus
critical branch diverges. Specifically, the conditions are:

Theorem 5.1. Let T a tree with dynamics with a unique critical branch C, which
is persistently recurrent. Let (Cyyy) be a simple return chain with return times (ny,)
generated by r(k).
(a) If liminfr(k) > deg C, then C has infinite modulus.
71— 00
(b) If limsupr(k) < deg C and C satisfies the uniform escape condition, then C
i—>00
has finite modulus.

The minimal example of a tree satisfying condition BIlHlis given by the Fibonacci
tableau ([BH] Ex. 12.4). In this example, r(k) = 2 for all & > 2, so the (ny) are
the usual Fibonacci numbers.

The proof of Theorem Bl in both cases is based on a series of estimates. For the
first case, we show that when r(k) is large, there are many hits by ® (Proposition
BE2), which in turn implies that the modulus of C is large (Proposition Ed). The
second case is similar: when r(k) is small, there are few hits by ® (Proposition
BE3), thus the modulus of C' is finite (Proposition BEX). It takes a fair number of
preliminary results to prove Theorem Bl The key propositions follow.

Proposition 5.2. Let (Sk) be a simple set of return segments of C. Suppose
r(k) > R for all k > K. If C; € Sk for some k > K, then

#@~H(C)NC) > R.

In the opposite vein, if the r(k) are small, then no vertex is hit too many times
by ®. This is because, the r(k) control how high in the critical branch a vertex can
return.

Proposition 5.3. Let (Sk) be a simple set of return segments of C. Suppose
r(k) <R foralli > 1. If C; € Sk for some i > 1, then

#@ H(C)NC] < R.
We will now start the process of proving Propositions and

Lemma 5.4. Let (S;) be a set of simple return segments. Letl =1+ 1(k— 1), for
some k > 0. Then
o(C)) =1+1U(k—r(k)—1).

Proof. First note that C; is the top vertex in Si. What we show here is that Cj is
sent to or above the top vertex of Si_(x)-

e(Cr) =1-1n(C)
=1—ny by Sj simple,
r(k)
=1+1(k—1) = npj
j=1

=1+1lk—-rk)—1) since I(¢) —n; =1(i — 1).
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Lemma 5.5. Let (Sk) be a set of simple return segments. For any k

k—1
o5 = |J S5
j=k—r(k)

Proof. We will determine where the top and bottom vertices of Sy are sent by ®.
The rest of Si will be sent rigidly between these images. We must be careful,
because ® does not preserve children in general. However, since Sy is simple, we
have ®|S;, = F™. Since F' is children preserving, it follows that F™* is also children
preserving.

For the top return, from LemmaBA we know that ¢(Cy4—1)) = 1+I(k — (k) —1).
The bottom return is easy, since by definition ¢(Cj)) = I(k — 1).

For the left inclusion, let C; € Sg. Since Si is simple, we have

14+ U(k—r(k)—1) <(C)) <I(k-1).
Thus, ®(C}) € S; for some j =k —r(k),..., k—1.
For the right inclusion, fix C; € S; with j =k —r(k),...,k—1,s0 1+l(k —r(k) — 1) <
I <I(k—1). That is, o(Cryik-1)) <1 < @(Cyiy). We can apply the Intermediate
Value Property Z8 to find m such that

Cn€S; and @(Cm) =(.

We are now ready to prove Propositions and

Proof of Proposition 4 Say that liminfyx_,. (k) = R. So there is an K such
that (k) > R for all k > K. Fix | > [(K), so C; € S; for some j > K. By Lemma
B3O C; has at least one pre-image under ® in each of Sj11,...,S4+r. Therefore,

#@H(C)NC) >R
[l

Proof of Proposition 3. Say that liminfyx_,. (k) = R. So there is an K such
that 7(k) < R for all k > K. Fix | > [(K), so C; € Sy, for some k > K. Suppose
that j > k + R, then

Jj—1 Jj—1
o) = |J sic U s
i=j—7(7) i=j—R
Hence, ®(5;)NS; = 0. Thus all pre-images of Cj lie in the segments Sk+1, - . ., Sk+&-
By Lemma there is at most pre-image of C; in each of these segments. Thus,

#[@H(C1)NC] < R.
O

We now look at the ratio of hits by ® to the degree of the critical branch. The
number of times a critical vertex is hit by ® controls the modulus of the critical
branch. It is relatively easy to see if there are many hits, we have infinite modulus.
It takes a little more work to show that if there are few hits, then the modulus is
finite. The essential idea in this section is that the modulus of the critical branch
is given by the ratio of hits by ® to the degree of the critical branch.
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If the number of first returns of critical vertices to all critical vertices is at
least as large as the degree of the critical branch, then we have the infinite modulus
condition. Branner and Hubbard ([BH] Thm. 12.6) proved a version of the following
theorem for degC' = M = 2.

Proposition 5.6. Let T be a tree with dynamics with a unique critical branch C
and C persistently recurrent. Let M > degC. If for some L for all | > L the
number of critical pre-images of C; under ® is at least M, then T satisfies the
infinite modulus condition.

If we have fewer first returns than the degree of the critical branch, then we
have finite modulus. Branner and Hubbard proved this in the case when there are
exactly two hits, that is when M = 2.

Proposition 5.7. Let T be a tree with dynamics, which has a persistently recurrent
critical branch C. Let M < degC'. If there is an L such that for all ]l > L the
number of critical pre-images of C; under ® is no more than M, then C has finite
modulus.

We cannot assume that there are more than two hits in general. However, we give
conditions that control how many hits we have. We obtain the following theorem
for polynomials. This result is more general than [BH] Thm. 12.6, in that we allow
the polynomial to have any number of escaping critical points.

Theorem 5.8. If P is a complex polynomial with disconnected Julia set such that
Oo(P) = {w} and w is a simple critical point, then J(P) is an Cantor set with zero
area if and only if the connected component of J(P) containing w is not periodic
under P.

The estimate in Lemma T4 is sharp. The Fibonacci tableau ([BH] Ex. 12.4)
imples there is a tree with dynamics for which every critical vertex is the first return
of precisely two critical vertices . However, we can take deg C' > 3, so the modulus
of C is finite [BH| §12. The structure of the Julia set of such a polynomial is not
understood. In particular, it is not known if the Julia set is a Cantor set, nor
whether the area of the Julia set is zero. Polynomials with these combinatorics and
connected Julia sets are plausible candidates to have a Julia set with positive area,
see [SNI.

We can use ® to get upper and lower bounds on the modulus of a critical vertex.

Lemma 5.9. Let C be the unique critical branch of some tree with dynamics. There
are positive constants o and 3, such that for each n > 0 if C; € ~"(Cy), then

a(degC)™ < mod C; < B(degC)™™.

Proof. Since C; € ®7"(Cy), it follows that mod C; = szol [deg ®7(C;)]~t. The
issues here are that for some j, it may happen that ®/(C;) ¢ C or deg ®/(C}) >
deg C. This requires a critical vertex that is not in C' or an L such that deg Cr >
deg C'. However, there are only finitely many vertices where one of the above
situations happens, say k of them. Let D = deg C' and d = deg Ay. Since for any A
we have 2 < deg ®(A) < d, we can take a = (D/d)¥ and 8 = (D/2)*. The lemma
follows by an easy inductive argument. ([
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Corollary 5.10. Let C be the unique critical branch of a tree with dynamics. Then
for o and B as above, we have

#[@7"(Co) N C] #[27"(Co) N C]
Z (degC)" = 0dC<BZ (degC)r

Proof. First not that for all [ > 0, we have F'(C}) = Cy. Hence, ®"(C;) = Cy for
some n > 0. Thus, we can express mod C' in terms of the modulus of the pre-images
of CQZ

mod C = Z mod C}
=0

=> > modC.
n=0{C;e®~"(Co)}
By Lemma B9 for each n > 0, when C; € @~ "(Cy), we have
a(degC)™ < mod C; < B(degC)™™
Thus, for each n >0
#[27"(Co) N C] #[®7"(Co) N C]
oa—————— < Z modC) < f-—————.
d n d n
(deg ©) {Cie@=(Co)} (deg ©)
The Corollary follows by summing over n. (|
From this result we see mod C'is finite if and only if >~ #[®~"(Cy) N C](deg C)~™
is finite. So, we need to estimate the number of iterated pre-images of Cy. It turns

out that if the number of pre-images of each critical vertex is large, then so is the
number of iterated pre-images of Cy.

Lemma 5.11. Let C be persistently recurrent. If there is an L > 0 such that for
alll > L
#@~1(C)NCl > M,

then there is a positive constant v such that for all n >0

#[®T(Co)NC] = vM™.
Proof. Since for all [, F'(C;) = Cy, there is an integer N such that for [ =1,...,L

®"(Cy) =Cy for some n < N.

That is, N is the maximum number of iterates of ® required to get any of C1,...,Cp,
to Cy. Therefore, there is a v > 0 such that forn=1,..., N +1

#[O7"(Co) N C] = yM™.

We claim in fact, that for all & > 1 we have #[®~ Nk (Cy) N C] > yMN**. The
k =1 case is true by choice of v. Inductively, suppose it is true for some k > 1. If
Cy € = N+K)(Cy), then | > L, by definition of N. By assumption #&~1(C;) > M.
Hence,

#[(I)—(N-i-k—i-l)(co) N C] > M#[(I)—(N-Hc)(co) N C] > ’yMN—HC-H.
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We can easily modify the proof of the above lemma to obtain the opposite in-
equality: if the number of pre-images of each critical vertex is small, then the
number of iterated pre-images of Cy is small.

Lemma 5.12. Let C be persistently recurrent. If for all | > L
#@H(C)NC) < M,
then there is a positive constant ' such that for alln >0
#[2"(Co)NCT < y'M™.
We now combine the above estimates to prove Proposition B8

Proof of Proposition Ll We estimate the modulus of C' and obtain a geometric
series.

o0 -1
mod C > « Z w by Corollary BT
n=0

deg C)"
= M
> -
> o nE:O [deg O) by Lemma BTT]

o0 M n
mg(degc)

=0 since M > degC.
O

Proof of Proposition[p_ The proof of Proposition b7 is similar, but the geometric
series converges since M < degC. O

6. REALIZATION

We now turn to the question of which sequences of variable-r meta-Fibonacci
numbers can be realized as the return times of a polynomial. We show that every
sequence of extended variable-r-bonacci numbers (ny) with n; = 1 that satisfy
the growth condition can be realized as the closest return times of a persistent
critical point of a polynomial. We construct a tree with dynamics satisfying the
hypotheses of Theorem Bl that realizes the (ny) as the return times of a minimal
return chain. If the tree satisfies the infinite modulus condition, then it is realizable
by a polynomial ([E] Thm. 9.4). If the tree does not satisfy the infinite modulus
condition, we generate a tableau from the tree, which is realizable by a polynomial
(IBH] Thm. 4.1).

Whether or not we can realize a sequence that violates the growth condition is
a subtle question, which we do not address in this paper. We can certainly violate
the condition finitely many times, by considering polynomials with several escaping
critical points. However, the author does not know exact conditions on return times
of a polynomial with several escaping critical points.

The results in this section show that the dynamics of polynomials with a single
persistent critical point are richer than the return times of linearizable unimodal
maps. We already noted in Example that every sequence (g;) that satisfies
the continued fraction recursion can be obtained as a canonical strictly increasing
subsequence of some sequence of variable-r-bonacci numbers. In particular, Propo-
sition shows that there are complex polynomials whose return times do not
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satisfy the continued fraction recursion. Thus, the set of return times that occur
for linearizable unimodal maps is strictly contained in the set of return times that
occur for polynomials satisfying the simple escape condition and a single persistent
critical point.

Let (nx) be a sequence of variable-r-bonacci numbers with ny = 1 that satisfy
the growth condition. We construct a tree with dynamics, which has a return chain
(Ciky) with return times the given (ny). The construction proceeds one level at
a time. A tree of finite length is a tree with root Ag such that the maximum
distance from Ay is finite. We inductively construct a tree of finite length with
dynamics, which has a finite return chain with return times nq,...,ng_1; that is a
set Cl(O)a .. '7Cl(k—1) with Vl(O[(j)) =n; and (I)(Cl(J)) = Cl(j—l)- We then extend
the tree several times and add a critical vertex Cjy with v1(Cy)) = ng. The
interested reader will find the details of this process in [E] §7.

Theorem 6.1. Let (ny) be a sequence of extended variable-r meta-Fibonacci num-
bers generated by r(k) with ny = 1 that satisfy the growth condition. Then there
is a polynomial with exactly one persistent critical point w, and the closest return
times of w are (ny). Moreover, we can choose the multiplicity of w to be any m > 1
and we may choose the degree of the polynomial to be any d > m + 3.

Corollary 6.2. Let (ng) be a sequence of variable-r-bonacci numbers generated by
r(k), which satisfy the growth condition and ny = 1. For any m > 1, there is a
polynomial of degree d = m + 2 with exactly one persistent critical point w, and
return times of w are (ny) and the multiplicity of w is m if and only if no =1 or
ng > 1 and r(k) < k for all k > 2.

The above results follow from the following proposition about trees with dynam-
ics.

Proposition 6.3. Let (ny) be sequence of extended variable-r meta-Fibonacci num-
bers with n1 = 1 that satisfy the growth condition. Let d and D be integers with
d>D+2 and D > 2. Then there exists a tree T with dynamics F of degree d such
that

(1) There is a unique critical branch C, and degC; = D for all 1 > 1.
(2) There is a minimal return chain (Cyyy) with return times the given (ny).

(3) For all A€ T \C we have deg A = 1.

Note that any polynomial which realizes a tree in the above proposition will have
a unique persistent critical point and satisfy the uniform escape condition.

Corollary 6.4. In Proposition i3, if (k) < k for all k, then we can take (Cyyy)
as a simple return chain.

Corollary 6.5. In Proposition[G.3, if either of the following conditions is satisfied,

(1) ngzl,
(2) ne > 1 and r(k) < k for all k > 2,

then we can take (Cyy) as a simple return chain and d = D + 1.
Note that Theorem Bl applies to a tree with dynamics constructed using the

above corollaries. So it may be possible to determine certain properties of the Julia
set of the corresponding polynomial.
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When constructing a tree with dynamics, we have to consider finite trees. Most
concepts associated an infinite tree with dynamics, such as first return, make sense
for a finite tree, and we will use them without comment.

Definition 6.6. A tree of length L with dynamics is a tree with levels Tg, ..., Tr,
which satisfies all tree azioms 23, except that the vertices of Tr, have no children.
We also refer to such a tree as a tree of finite length.

Definition 6.7. Given two trees with dynamics: < T, F,deg > of length L and
< T',F',deg’ > of length K > L, we say that T’ is an extension of T if T, = T,
forl=0,....,L, F'|T =F and deg A =deg' A for all Ac T.

We will always construct extensions where we add one level to a tree. Our main
concern is to extend return chains.

Definitions 6.8. Let C' be a critical branch of a tree with dynamics of finite length.
A finite return chain is a collection of marked vertices of C', Co = Cyqy, - - -, Cy(k),
such that vi(Cyy) = Cix—1) for 1 <k < K. A finite return chain Cll(o)v o CI’(J)
is called an extension of Cy), ..., Cyk) if Ci) = Cl'(k) fork=0,....K.

In order to prove Proposition [E3] we will construct a sequence of trees of finite
length each an extension of the previous one. At each stage the tree with contain
a finite return chain which realizes an initial segment of the given (ny). We then
construct an extension of the tree which realizes the next return time ng. The
major issue in the extension is controlling the dynamics of the critical vertex we
add; particularly we need to control its first return time.

The following lemma is the key step in the proof of Proposition Suppose
that we are given a sequence (ny) that we wish to realize as return times, and we
have constructed a tree with dynamics of finite length that realizes nq,...,ng_1.
We wish to extend the tree in such a way as to realize ni. We have to extend
the tree several times, but the first extension is the most important. We need to
extend in such a way that Cj;_1) gets a critical child C' j—1) with v1(Ci4y—1))
compatible with v1(Cy)) = nx. In most cases, we can extend in such a way that
v1(Crqyk—1)) = ngk. We can then easily extend several times without changing
the first return time of the critical vertices we add. The following lemma gives
conditions when a compatible extension is possible. Note that it is always possible
if r(k) < k, but if r(k) > k, there are restrictions. In the case when r(k) > k, we
have to increase the first return time several times in several extensions.

Lemma 6.9. Let (ng) be a sequence of extended variable-r-bonacci numbers gener-
ated by r(k) and let (i) = Z;;B n;. Let T be a tree of length l(k—1) with dynamics
F of degree d. Let C be a finite critical branch of T and let Cy), ..., Cix—1) be a
finite return chain, such that if niy1 > ny, then v1(Ciqyi)) > ng fori=1,... k—2.

(1) If r(k) = 1, then there is an extension of the tree to length l(k) with an
extension of the return chain so that v1(Cjry) = ng.

(2) If 1 < r(k) < k, then there is an extension of the tree to length l(k) with
an extension of the return chain so that v1(Cyyy) = ng. Moreover, we can
take v1(Cr4i(k—1)) = Nk~

(3) If r(k) = k and either no = 1 or d > D + 2, then there is an extension
of the tree to length (k) with an extension of the return chain so that
v1(Cyry) = k. Moreover, we can take v1(Cl4y—1)) = Nk-
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(4) If r(k) > k and either no = 1 or d > D + 2, then there is an extension
of the tree to length (k) with an extension of the return chain so that
v1(Ciry) = k. Moreover, we can take v1(Ciiyk—1)) > Nk—1-

We will defer the proof of Lemma Assuming it is true for the moment, we
are ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition [z We will construct the first few levels of the tree explicitly
and then start an inductive procedure. The tree will satisfy the following conditions
at each stage of the construction: There is a unique critical branch C, deg Cy = d,
degC;=Dforl>1,degA=1forall Ae T~C. If T is of length I(K), then there
is a finite return chain Cy(, ..., Ci(x) with return times no, ..., nx. Additionally,
if Nkgt1 > Nk, then Vl(Cl—i-l(k)) > N, for 1 <k<K.

Define Ty = {Ap = Cp} with deg Ag = d. We do not need to define dynamics on
Ap.
Define 77 = {Cl, AC Acd*D} with deg Cy = D, deg A% = 1and F(A) = Ay
for every A € 7;. By assumption d — D > 2, so Cp has at least two non-critical
children A€ such that v1(A®) = 1 = ng. This fact allows us to apply Proposition
to Co. We have v1(Cy) = 1 = n; since r(1) = 1 and ng = 1. Thus, Cyy =
Co, Cy1) = C1 is a finite return chain.

T Ao =Gy

Ci AS ACa-p

FIGURE 5. The first two levels of the tree.

Inductively assume we have constructed 7 up to level I(k—1) with Cygy, . .., Cjgp—1)
a finite return chain realizing ni,...,ni—1. There are 4 cases for r(k): r(k) = 1,
1 < rk) < k, r(k) = k and r(k) > k. Each of these cases is covered by
Lemma B3 so we can extend the tree to length I(k) and the return chain to
Ci0ys--»Cie—1y, Ciry- Moreover, if ny > ng_1, that is r(k) > 1, then we can
take v1(Crqy(k—1)) > Nk—1-
O

Proof of Corollary 3. This is essentially the same as the proof of Proposition
63 The differences are in the definition of 77 and in the inductive step. We
can construct levels 7o, ..., T3 explicitly. Figure Bl shows a tree of length 3 with
dynamics, with ny = 1, no = 2, d = 3 and D = 2. By adding more non-critical
vertices, we can increase d and D without changing the dynamics we have already
defined. We note that Ao = Cj(g) has only one critical child, thus we cannot apply
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Lemma to Cyoy. But since r(k) < k for k& > 2, we never need to. Therefore
the inductive step of the construction goes through.
O

We now give a series of results about extending a tree with dynamics with the
goal of proving Lemma The following is the basic lemma for extending a tree;
we can extend a tree without making any substantial changes. In most cases we
extend once to get v1(C4yx—1)) = nx (using a more powerful lemma), and then
apply the following lemma nj, — 1 times to get v1(Cyx)) = ng.-

Lemma 6.10 ([E] Cor. 7.8). Let T be a tree of length L with dynamics F with
A € Ty. There is an extension of T of length L + 1 with A child of A such that
deg A€ = deg A and v1(A°) = v1(A).

A tree with dynamics has a second tree structure given by the dynamics. We
declare there is a (directed) edge between A, A’ € T if F(A) = A’. Considering
paths with respect to this new tree structure makes the extension process easier
to follow. We will frequently use the fact that path connectivity is a transitive
relation.

Definition 6.11. Let A, B € T. We say there is an F-path of length N from B
to A if FN(B) = A for some N > 1. We say that an F-path is clear if F"(B) is
non-critical for 1 <n < N.

It immediately follows that ®(B) = A if and only if there is a clear F-path
from B to A and A is critical. The main purpose of F-paths is to give a geometric
interpretation of the extension process. The following lemma says that an F-path
from B to A can be extended to an F-path between their children.

Lemma 6.12 ([E] Lem. 7.13). Let T be a tree of length L with dynamics F. Let
A, BT with a (clear) F-path of length N from B € Ty, to A. If A® is a child of A,
then there is an extension of T of length L 4+ 1 with BC a child of B, deg B¢ = D
for any D with 1 < D < deg B, and a (clear) F-path of length N from B¢ to A€,

We give a series of results that provide conditions for there to be an F-path from
B to A. We only consider the case where B is critical. An important technical
condition is that B have at least two non-critical children B¢ with an F-path from
B¢ to AC. Intuitively, this means that there are two paths to our destination. So
if one path becomes unusable, we can use the other one.

Lemma 6.13. Let C = (C)) be a critical branch of a tree T (possibly of finite
length) with dynamics F. Assume there is a (clear) F-path of length N from C;
to A such that degC; = deg Cy11 for some l > 1. If A€ is a child of A such that
F(Ciy1) # AC, then C; has at least two non-critical children ClC such that there
is a (clear) F-path of length N from Clc to AC.

Proof. Refer to Figure @l We will use induction on N. For N = 1, there are
deg C; > 2 non-critical children C’lc of C; such that F(C’lc) = A€, by Lemma
For N > 1, we have F' maps children onto children, so A® = F(B), for some child
B of FN=1(C)). Note that FN=1(Ci41) # B. Inductively, there are at least two
non-critical children CF of C; such that FN=1(Cf) = B. Hence,

FN(CF) = F(B) = A“.
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A

. 4

FIGURE 6. Lemma B3

In the above lemma, we usually will take A critical. There are two cases for
the type of children of A we want to consider: critical and non-critical. First the
critical case.

Corollary 6.14. Let C be a critical branch. Let ®(C;) = C; for somel >k >0
such that deg C; = deg Ci41. If 11(C)) < v1(Ci41), then there are at least 2 non-
critical children Clc of Cy with a clear F-path of length v1(C;) from ClC to Cjq1.

Proof. Apply Lemma [ET3 with A = C; and A = Cj;. O
We restate the above corollary in terms of return chains.

Corollary 6.15. Let (Cyy)) be a (finite) return chain. If ny < v1(Cipgy) and
deg Cyy = deg Cryyx) for some k, then Cyyy has at least 2 non-critical children

Cl(gk) with Vl(C'l%g)) = ny.
Proof. Apply Corollary BT with C; = Cj(xy and C;j = Cyg—1)- O

We now consider the case when we want an F-path to a non-critical child.

Corollary 6.16. Let (C;) be a critical branch. Let ®(C;) = Cf, and degC; =
deg Ci41 for somel > k. If Cy, has two non-critical children A and B, with ®(A) =
®(B), then Cy has at least 2 non-critical children CE with a clear F-path of length
v1(Cy) +v1(A) from CF to ®(A).

Proof. Let N = v1(C)). It may be that F~(Cj41) = B, that is the F-path to B
is “obstructed”. However, we may assume that FN(Cj,1) # A. There is a clear
F-path of length N from C; to C;. By Lemma there are two non-critical
children Clc of C; with a clear F-path of length N from Clc to A. Thus, there
is an F-path from C’lC to ®(A) by transitivity of paths. Since A is non-critical,
v1(CF) = N + v1(A) = v1(C)) + v1(A) by Lemma BI0 and the F-path is clear.
Notice that ®(CF) = ®(A). 1

O
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We now apply the above results several times to get a sequence of F-paths, which
we join together to form a long F-path. Given an F-path from two non-critical
children of some Cj(;) from a return chain, we can extend it to an F-path from
non-critical children of any marked vertex Cj(j.s), further down the branch.

Lemma 6.17. Let T be a tree (possibly of finite length) with dynamics that satisfies
the uniform escape condition. Let (Cyyy) be a (finite) return chain with return times
(nk). Assume that Cyy,y has two non-critical children Clc(k) such that 1n (Clc(k)) =ny
Jor some k > 1. If deg Cypys) = degCyryynys) for some s > 0, then Cypys) has
two non-critical children Cl(gk +s) such that

kJrs E Nty

Proof. We will use induction on s. If s = 0, then by assumption Cj() has two non-
critical children C ) such that 14 (Clc(k)) =ng = Z?:o ni+s. Inductively assume
that Cjx1s—1) has two non-critical children Cﬁkﬂfl) such that 1 (Clc(k“fl)) =
Zj;é nk4;. By the uniform escape condition, we have that the first return of these
two children is the same. We can apply Corollary ET8 to show that Cj ) has
two non-critical children Clc(k+s) with a clear F-path from C’ﬁkﬂ) to @(Clc(k+s 1))
It follows from Lemma BI0 that

Oz kts)) E Mot -

FIGURE 7.

Even when Cj does not have two non-critical children, a similar result is some-
times true.
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Corollary 6.18. Let T be a tree (possibly of finite length) with dynamics. Let
(Ciwy) be a (finite) return chain with return times (ng). If na = 1, then for any
s >0, then Cy) has at least two non-critical children sz ) such that

Cl(s Z”s J —Z”J

Proof. We will use induction on s. The inductive step is similar to the one in the
above lemma, so we need only consider the case when s = 1. We know that Cj
has at least one non-critical child C’g, by construction. Since ne = 1, we must have
that F(Cy) = Cy # Cg. Since deg C7 > 2, C; must have at least two non-critical
children Cf with F(CS) = C§. Thus, v1(C) =2 =ny +ng =Y ;_o ;. 0

The following is the key step in the proof of Lemma [ It is a partial converse
to Theorem Necessarily the return time of a child of Cy() is one of ng, nx +
N1y, Z?:o ng—;. The following proposition provides sufficient conditions for

a particular one of these times to occur.

Proposition 6.19. Let T be a tree of length I(k) with dynamics F. Let Cyy, - - . , Cyx)
be a finite return chain. Let Cyy,_yy have two non-critical children Cl(gk—r) such that
V1(Cy—ry) = ng—r for some r > 0. If ny > 1, then there is an extension of T of
length 1+ 1(k) with Cy i) = Cl%k), deg C14(r) = deg Cyiy and

v1(Cryiy) Z Ng—j.

Proof. Apply Lemma to Cy(x—r) with s = r — 1. We get a non-critical child
Clc(kfl) of Cj(x—1) such that

r
Cl(k 1) E Nk—r4i = E N—j-
j=1

Since F' sends children onto chlldren, there is a child A of F(Cy4) so that
Fr=1l(A4) = Clc(kfl). Since ny > 1, we have v1(F(Cjxy)) = nx — 1 and v1(4) >
ni — 1. Now F™~1(A) = Clc(kfl), which is by definition non-critical, so v, (A4) =
nE — 1+ Vl(C'l(Ekfl)) by Lemma B.T0

Apply Lemma to Cy) and A, to get an extension with Cy ) = Clc(k),

deg C1 k) = degCyy and F(Ciyy)) = A. Since A is non-critical, by Lemma
BI0d we have

Vl(cl_,_l(k)) =1+ Vl(F(Cl-i-l(k))) =n + anfj = an,j.
— —

O
We have now proved all the results which we need for the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[Ed Case M r(k) = 1. Apply Lemma ng times. Then
v1(Ciry) = ng—1 = ..

Case B 1 < r(k) < k. Since k —r(k) > 0, Cyjp—rx)) # Co . By the growth
condition, ng_rx) < Ng—rk)+1- 1t follows from Corollary BT that Cy—,(x)) has
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at least 2 non-critical children with return time ny_,). By Lemma ET7 Cj;_)
has at least two non-critical children Clc(kﬁ) with 1/1(01%%2)) = Z;SQ) ng—;. Use
Lemma, to get an extension of 7 with Clc(kfl) a child of Cj;_1) such that

deg Cz%kq) = deg Cyy—1) and F-1 = Clc(kﬂ). By Lemma BI0 we have

r(k) r(k)
yl(ClC(kfl)) =Nk_1+ Z’]’Lk_j = an_]
Jj=2 j=1

Use Lemma BET0 ny — 1 times to complete the extension.

Case Bl r(k) = k. There are two subcases: d > D+2and ny =1. If d > D 42
and ny = 1, then Cy has two non-critical children with return time 1 = ng. We can
proceed as in Case @l Otherwise, no = 1. Apply Corollary BEI8 to get Clc(kﬁ), a

non-critical child of Cj(;_g), with v (Clc(kd)) = Zf:_(? n;.
Use Lemma to get an extension of 7 with Clc(kfl) a child of Cy(,_1y such

that deg Cz%kq) = deg Cy(x—1) and F™-1 = Cﬁkiz). By Lemma B0 we have

k-2 k-1 (k)
Vl(ClC(k—l)) = Nk—1 + an = Z?’Li = an_j.
i=0 i=0 i=1

Use Lemma BET0 ny, — 1 times to complete the extension.

Case Bl r(k) > k. The first extension is the same as Case This gives an
extension with ®(Cy4x—1)) = Co. By construction, Cy has a non-critical child A.
Apply Lemma BT r(k) — k — 1 times. Each time the return time increases by 1.
So we get a sequence of extensions of length j+1(k—1) for j=1,...,7(k) —k—1,
with a critical vertex Cj 1 k—1), ®(Cjqik—1)) = Co, and

k—1
vi(Crpm-) =G+ Y mi-
i=0
Since we have n; = 1 for ¢ < 0, it follows

r(k) k r(k) k—1
nk:an_j =an_j+ Z Nk—j :Zni—i—[r(k)—(k—i—l)].
j=1 j=1 i=0

j=k+1

Therefore v1 (Cy(k)—k—141(k—1)) = k. Use Lemma BT [(k — 1) times to complete
the extension.
O

We show that every tree with dynamics constructed by Proposition [E3 is realiz-
able by a polynomial. We show this simply by applying existing realization results.
Every tree with dynamics that satisfies the infinite modulus condition and the uni-
form escape condition is realizable by a polynomial ([E] Thm.s 9.4 and 10.1). It
is not known if every tree with dynamics that has a branch with finite modulus is
realizable. However, every tableau is realizable by a polynomial ([BH] Prop. 12.8).
So we need only show a tree with dynamics with exactly one critical branch and
no other critical vertices defines a tableau.

Proposition 6.20. Let T be a tree with dynamics F with a unique critical branch
C, such that deg C; = deg Cy for alll > 1 and deg A =1 for all A € T \C. Define
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a marked grid {amn} by
A, 18 critical if and only if F™(Cpyin) € C.
Then {amn} s a tableau.

Proof. There are four tableau axioms to check (see [BH] Prop. 4.1 for the first three
axioms and [Ha] Prop. 2.1 for the fourth axiom in the case when we satisfy the
simple escape condition). Axioms (a and b) follow from Definition Axiom ¢
was proved in Lemma Finally, axiom d was proved as Corollary EETH O

Remark 6.21. A tree with dynamics that satisfies the uniform escape condition,
which has a unique critical branch C generates a parapattern. If degC = D and
deg Ag = d, then the parapattern is of bi-degree (d — D + 1, D), see [BH] §12.1.

In closing we pose some further questions. Is there a sharp condition for the
return times of a polynomial with exactly one persistent critical point? What are
the conditions on the return times of a polynomial with multiple persistent critical
points? Do the return times of polynomials with connected Julia sets also satisfy a
meta-Fibonacci condition?
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