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ABSTRACT. Let R be a nonexceptional Riemann surface, other than the punc-
tured disk. We prove that if f is a holomorphic mapping from the unit disk A
of the complex plane into R, then the set of radial images that remain bounded
in the Poincaré metric of R has Hausdorff dimension at least §(R), the ex-
ponent of convergence of R. The result is best possible. This is a hyperbolic
analog of the result of N. G. Makarov that Bloch functions are bounded on a
set of radii of dimension one.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, a number of results has been obtained in Function Theory show-
ing that some sets describing a certain “exceptional” boundary behavior are always
there and although they are usually of zero length they have large dimensions. See,
for instance, Makarov [M1], Rohde [R], Anderson and Pitt [AP], or Bourgain [Bo].

In this note we consider holomorphic mappings f from the unit disc A of the
complex plane and we shall see that, given the range domain ) of f, there is a
sharp estimate of the dimension of the set of radii where f remains bounded away
from the boundary of €.

Our result is best illustrated by the following elementary observation: if f is a
holomorphic mapping from A into a ring {z € C: 1/R < |z| < R}, R > 1, then
there is at least one radius where f remains bounded away from 092. Of course, we
may assume that almost every radial limit of f belongs to 9€2. Then, we consider
r € (1/R, R) such that f has no critical values in {|z| = r}. Suppose, for simplicity,
that =1 and |f(0)] = 1, and find a curve v : [0,1) — A such that |f(y(¢))| = 1,
~v(0) = 0, limy— |y(¢)] = 1. The above assumption on radial limits implies that
lim;_,1 y(¢) exists, say, lim;_,1 v(t) = 0 But then harmonic majorization implies
that 1

75 < lim inf | f(te?)| < lim sup |f(te®)| < VR.
By the way, covering maps from the disc into rings have the stated property only
at two radii and for a degenerate annulus, A \ {0}, there could exist none of those
radii.

It turns out that these two examples, rings and punctured disk, are exceptional.
To state our result we need the concept of exponent of convergence of a Riemann
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surface, which we now recall. Let R be a nonexceptional Riemann surface, i.e., a
Riemann surface other than the Riemann sphere, the complex plane C, the punc-
tured plane, C\ {0}, or the tori. Then R can be represented as the quotient of A
by a Fuchsian group, I'. The exponent of convergence, §(R), is defined as

8(R) =inf{la>0: > (1—[T(0)))* < +oo}.

Tel

The exponent §(R) measures in a subtle way the size of R. For basic background
see, for example, [Ni].
For planar domains, our result reads as follows:

Theorem 1. Let Q be a planar domain, other than C, C\ {a}, and which is not
conformal to A\ {0}. Then, if f: A — Q is holomorphic,

(1) Dim {0 € [0,27] : inf dist (f(re'?),09Q) > 0} > 8(Q).

The result is sharp in the sense that for each such ) and for f a covering map one
has equality in (1). Moreover for each n € [6(2),1], there is f as above with the
dimension in (1) equal to .

Here dist means spherical distance, and Dim denotes Hausdorff dimension.

We remark that for any domain €2 which is not simply or doubly connected,
8(2) > 0. Also, for Q = A\ {0}, 6(Q) = 1/2, so that, as we have remarked above,
(1) does not hold in this case. In [FR] one can find conditions in terms of the
euclidean geometry of 2 to decide whether 6(£2) = 1.

Notice that C, C\ {a} are exceptional Riemann surfaces. For Q = C there is
a parallel result due to Makarov [M1] (see also [R]), but in that case one needs
the assumption that the functions are Lipschitz from A endowed with its Poincaré
metric into C endowed with the euclidean metric, i.e. that f is in the Bloch class;
for such an f, f is radially bounded in a set of Hausdorff dimension one. The same
result holds for the cylinder, Q@ = C\ {0}, with the metric whose density is 1/|z|.

In our case the proper metric in 2 is its Poincaré metric. On the one hand,
since this metric is complete, Theorem 1 claims that f is radially bounded (in the
Poincaré metric) in a set of radii of Hausdorff dimension at least §(2), and, on the
other hand, Schwarz’ lemma implies that such f’s are Lipschitz in the Poincaré
metric.

Theorem 1 is valid for general Riemann surfaces and actually this is its natural
context because of the geometry involved. Here and hereafter by a Riemann surface
we shall mean a nonexceptional Riemann surface, and its intrinsic Poincaré distance
will be denoted by p = pr .

Theorem 2. Let R be a Riemann surface other than a punctured disk, and let f
be a holomorphic mapping from A into R. Then

(2) Dim{f € [0,27] : df(e?) < +o00} > §(R),
where

ds(e") = Oigglp(f(reie), £(0)).
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For a covering map the images of radii are the geodesics in R from f(0). In that
case one has equality in (2), and this is due to Ferndandez and Melidn [FM] (see also
Stratmann [St], but only for the case when R has finite type; recently, Bishop and
Jones [BJ] have also obtained a proof of this result). This result can be stated as
follows.

Theorem FM. Let R be a Riemann surface, other than A\ {0}, and let p € R. If
B(R,p) denotes the set of directions v such that the geodesic of R emanating from
p in the direction v remains at all times t > 0 at a bounded distance from p, then

Dim(B (R, p)) = 6(R).

Theorem FM shows, in particular, that Theorem 2 is sharp. And, of course,
Theorem 1 is a direct corollary of Theorem 2. Notice that the last statement of
Theorem 1 follows directly from Theorem FM and the following construction: If
n € [6(2), 1], let C,, be a regular Cantor set with Hausdorff dimension n, and let p,
be the standard Cantor measure associated to C,. Consider the function f = F ob,
where F' is a universal covering map of 2 and b is the singular inner function whose
associated singular measure is p,. One can check easily for f that the dimension
in (1) is exactly 7.

We remark here that Theorem FM is also a basic ingredient in the proof of
Theorem 2. We shall give the proof of Theorem 2 in Section 3; some preliminary
material is collected in Section 2.

2. SOME LEMMAS

In order to prove Theorem 2 we will need two results (Lemmas 1 and 2 below)
about distortion of boundary sets under conformal mappings and inner functions.
Both results are extensions to fractional dimensions of Léwner’s Lemma (see, e.g.,
[A1, p. 12], [T, p. 322)]).

Lemma 1 (Makarov [M2], Hamilton [H]). Let f be a univalent function in A with
f(A) C A. If E is a Borel subset of OA such that f(E) C A, then

Dim(f(E)) = Dim(E).

Recall that an inner function is a holomorphic function from A into A such that
the radial boundary values have modulus 1 almost everywhere.

Lemma 2 ([FP]). Let f : A — A be an inner function. If E is a Borel subset
of OA, and if we denote by f~1(E) the set

FUE) ={e": lim f(re) exists and belongs to E},

r—1

then
Dim(f~!(E)) > Dim(E).



432 J. L. FERNANDEZ AND DOMINGO PESTANA

If T is an arc in A, we denote by w(z, I) the harmonic measure in A of I from
z € A and by By the hyperbolic halfplane given by

sz{zeA: w(z,I)<%}.

In the next two lemmas we shall consider a closed set E C O0A with at least
two points, and the collection {I;} of complementary intervals of E in 0A. If
e € (0,1/2], then we define a generalized polygon P = P(FE,¢) as

P={zeA: w(zI;) <1—¢ foreach k}

= {z € A: p,(2,Br,) <log cotan (g s) for each k}

Lemma 3. Let f : A — A be a holomorphic function with f(0) = 0. Let
e € (0,1/2] be such that w(0,I) <1 —¢ for each k.
The connected component Q of f~*(P) which contains 0 is simply connected.

And, if v : [0,1) — A is a curve contained in Q beginning at 0 and ending at a
point €9 € 0Q NOA, then

f(re??y € P(E,¢'), 0<r<1,

for every ', 0 < &’ <¢g/2.

Proof. Tf wy, = w(-, Ii), then

o0

fUP) = ﬂ{zEA: (wpo f)(z) <1—¢}.

k=1

From the maximum principle it follows that @ is simply connected.

Also, notice that for each k, wy o f <1 —¢ on v, and wi o f < 1 in the whole
disk, and so by harmonic majorization wy o f < 1 —&/2 on the radius ending at
e, (]

We denote by rad (E) the union of the set of radii ending at points of E, i.e.
rad (E) = {re” ¢ A: ¢ € E}.

The following lemma can be proved by a simple estimate of hyperbolic geometry
(see e.g. [Be, p. 162]).
Lemma 4. Let ¢ € (0,1/2] such that w(0,1x) < 1 — ¢ for all I. Then, if z €
P(E,e),
pa(z,rad (E)) < h(e),

where h(e) is given by sinh h(e) = cotan (we/2).



RADIAL IMAGES BY HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS 433

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Let F: A — R be a covering map such that F(0) = f(0), and let us factorize
f as f = F ob where b is a holomorphic mapping from A into A with 5(0) = 0. We
will agsume that b is an inner function since otherwise the result is trivial.

Fix a positive number 7, and use Theorem FM to obtain a closed set F C A
such that

(3) Dim(E) > §(R) — 7,
and such that for some constant £ we have that

(4) sup p(F(re, F(0))) < k, for each e € E.
0<r<1

Let {I,;} be the complementary intervals of E in 9A. Choose ¢ so close to 0 that
w(0,I) < 1 —¢ for each k and denote by P the set P = P(E,¢).

Now let @ be the connected component of b~*(P) containing 0. By Lemma 3, Q
is simply connected, and, trivially, the same is true for P. Notice that if z € 9QNA,
then b(z) € OPNA. Let ® : A — @Q and ¥ : A — P be Riemann mappings
chosen so that ®(0) = 0 and ¥(0) = 0. We collect now some information about
these two conformal mappings.

® has radial boundary values, and they belong to the boundary of @, at all
e’ € A except at most for a set N of zero logarithmic capacity. Partition OA as
OA = GU BU N, where if ¢ € G, ®(e?) (= lim,_1 ®(re?)) € 0Q N A, and if
e € B, then ®(e'?) € 0Q N A.

Since P is a Jordan domain, ¥ has a homeomorphic extension to the boundary.
As a matter of fact that extension is Holder continuous with an exponent a(e)
which tends to 1 as ¢ — 0. To see this one can verify that the mapping T defined
below is a quasiconformal mapping from the whole plane onto itself whose maximal
dilatation K(e) is K(g) = 1+ o(1), as ¢ — 0, and which maps the unit disk onto
P. By standard results [A2, p. 74-76], [LV, p. 70] the Riemann mapping ¥ admits
a K (g)2-quasiconformal extension to the whole plane and, in particular, is Holder
continuous with exponent a(¢) = 1/K(¢)? in a neighborhood of the closed unit
disk.

The definition of T : C — C is as follows:

re'? ifewEEzaA\U;illj,r>O,
T(re?) = rR(0) e, ife®ecl;, r>0,
0, ifr=0,

where R(0) is given by w(R(0) e, I;) =1 —¢.
Let us consider now the holomorphic function g : A — A given by
g=T"lobod.

Now, g is inner. To see this, suppose not. Then there exists a set L C A\ N of
positive measure such that if e’ € L, then |g(e’?)| < 1; and observe that L C G



434 J. L. FERNANDEZ AND DOMINGO PESTANA

and ®(L) C 0ANOQ and that, by Lowner’s lemma, ®(L) also has positive length.
At every point of ®(L) the function b has an asymptotic value in A which implies
by Lindel6f’s lemma that |b(e?)| < 1; but recall that b is inner.

Using Lemmas 1 and 2 and the above remarks about the conformal mapping ¥
we see that

(5) Dim(cp (g_l(\ll_l(E)) \N)) > a(¢) Dim(E) .

Now, if e € g7'(TY(E)) \ N, we let y(t) = ®(te’). Since U(g(te’’)) =
b(7y(t)) and since lim; . W(g(te?)) exists and belongs to E, one obtains first that
lim;_q y(t) = ®(e") exists and then, by Lindel6f’s lemma, that b has radial limit
at ®(e") and that this limit belongs to E. But v C Q and therefore by Lemma 3,
b(r®(e?)) € P(E,¢'), for each ¢’ < £/2, and each r, with 0 < r < 1. Consequently,
by Lemma 4 and the fact that F is Lipschitz with constant 1 in the Poincaré metric,
ds(®(e?)) < k+ h(e/2). We conclude from (5) that

Dim{y € [0,27] : df(e’?) < +o0} > a(e) Dim(E).
Keeping E fixed, letting ¢ — 0, and using (3) one gets
Dim{yp € [0,27] : df(e'?) < +o0} > 6(R) — 7.
Finally, one gets (2) by letting n — 0. O

4

We say that a nonconstant holomorphic function f from the disk into a planar
domain ) is an inner function into ) if the set of @’s such that lim, ., f(re®)
exists and belongs to 2 has zero length. If 2 = A this agrees with the usual
definition. Also, covering maps of domains of C are always inner functions. One
has the following
Corollary of proof. For a domain §2, not conformal to the punctured disk, and a
function f inner into €,

Dim({6 € [0, 2] : lin% f(re®) does not exist}) > ().
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