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Abstract

In this paper we describe the moduli space of germs of generic families of analytic
diffeomorphisms which unfold a parabolic fixed point of codimension 1.

In [[11] (and also [15]), it was shown that the Ecalle-Voronin modulus can be unfolded
to give a complete modulus for such germs. The modulus is defined on a ramified sector
in the canonical perturbation parameter €. As in the case of the Ecalle-Voronin modulus,
the modulus is defined up to a linear scaling depending only on €.

Here, we characterize the moduli space for such unfoldings by finding the compat-
ibility conditions on the modulus which are necessary and sufficient for realization as
the modulus of an unfolding.

The compatibility condition is obtained by considering the region of sectorial over-
lap in e-space. This lies in the Glutsyuk sector where the two fixed points are hyper-
bolic and connected by the orbits of the diffeomorphism. In this region we have two
representatives of the modulus which describe the same dynamics. We identify the nec-
essary compatibility condition between these two representatives by comparing them
both with their common Glutsyuk modulus.

The compatibility condition implies the existence of a linear scaling for which the
modulus is 1/2-summable in €, whose direction of non-summability coincides with the
direction of real multipliers at the fixed points. Conversely, we show that the compat-
ibility condition (which implies the summability property) is sufficient to realize the
modulus as coming from an analytic unfolding, thus giving a complete description of
the space of moduli. The terminology “space” of moduli is justified by the fact that the
moduli depend analytically on extra parameters.

1 Introduction

The analytic classification of germs of analytic diffeomorphisms with a parabolic fixed point
of codimension 1 was given by Ecalle [3] and Voronin [22]. A complete modulus for a germ
of diffeomorphism f : (C,0) — (C,0) of the form

f(z) =z+2z°+0(z?)

*This work is supported by NSERC in Canada.
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is given by a formal invariant a € C and an equivalence class of a pair of germs (2, ™)
where )°: (C,0) — (C,0), v : (C,00) — (C,00), and where the equivalence relation is de-
fined as follows:

PO =LeopOole
)@ =Leop™ole

where L¢ (resp. L¢v) is the linear map w — Cw (resp. w — C'w). Moreover all tuples
(a, PO, p°]) are realizable, where [1p°,p*] represents the equivalence class of (PO, ).
The paper [11] addresses the similar question for the analytic classification of generic
1-parameter families of analytic diffeomorphisms unfolding a parabolic fixed point. It was
shown that it is possible to prepare the family so that the parameter becomes an analytic
invariant. Then a conjugacy between two germs of prepared families must preserve the
canonical parameter. The main result of [11] is that the unfolding of (a, % {>]) is a com-
plete modulus of analytic classification for a prepared germ f. : (C,0) — (C,0) of the form

(W) ~ (P% ™) &= 3C,C' e C* {

fe(z) =z+4 (22— €)(1+b(e) +c(e)z+0O(z2—¢)),

such that %< £ 0 and f, has formal invariant a. The paper [I1] also allows an explanation
of the meaning of the coefficients which form the Ecalle-Voronin modulus. Indeed the for-
mal invariant a indicates a shift between the multipliers of the two fixed points in the limit
e = 0. To interpret the coefficients of % it is better to split the parameter space in two re-
gions: in the Glutsyuk region where the two fixed points are hyperbolic and there is an orbit
connecting them, then the coefficients of the unfolded {%* measure the non compatibility
of the two “models” at the fixed points. In the Lavaurs region, they control the compli-
cated dynamics of the fixed points. In particular the “parametric resurgence” phenomenon
allows one to predict from the coefficients of |° (resp. p>°) some discrete sequences {en}
converging to the origin for which the fixed point —,/€,, (resp. \/€y,) of f¢, is resonant and
nonlinearizable. Moreover it was shown in [11] that it is possible to take a representative of
the equivalence class [J,{p<] depending analytically on €, for € in a sector V of opening
less than 47t of the universal covering of € space punctured at 0.

While it is easily shown that a function a(e) is realizable as the formal modulus of the
family if and only if it is analytic, the other part of the necessary and sufficient conditions for
realizability of a modulus and the determination of the moduli space was completely open.
The difficulty comes from the fact that the construction leading to the modulus (Y, {] of a
family cannot be extended to make a full turn in /€. This is because the unfolded 1])2 (resp.
YY) is attached to —v/2 (resp. V/€), which gives two completely different descriptions of
the same dynamics of f. when € makes a full turn. This fact is precisely what we need to
exploit to identify the sufficient condition for realizability. Indeed, in the Glutsyuk region,
i.e. the region where the fixed points are hyperbolic, the renormalized return map near
—/e (resp. V@) is the composition of 1])2 (resp. 2°) with a linear map. Since the fixed
points are hyperbolic, these renormalized return maps are linearizable. The comparison of
the linearizing maps is an analytic invariant, thus allowing one to derive a compatibility
condition between (1])2,1])%0) and (1|)2€2m,1])%12m) so that they describe the same dynamics.

One important consequence of the compatibility condition is that it is possible to choose
a representative of the equivalence class [1|)2,1])%°] such that 1])2 and Y% are both 1/2-summa-
ble in €, with R" as direction of non-summability. This property, together with the compati-
bility condition, is sufficient for a germ of family (a(e), [ﬂ)g,tl)%"]) to be realizable.
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The realization is done in two steps. We first realize locally by a family fe ramified
in €. We do this by first giving the realization for a fixed €: we construct the realization
on an abstract manifold and use the Ahlfors-Bers theorem to show that this manifold is
indeed an open set of C. We then show that the construction can be performed so as to
depend analytically on €. We call this part the local realization. The second step is to correct
the ramification. Indeed using the local realization and the compatibility condition, this
allows us to construct a realization on an abstract 2-dimensional manifold. The Newlander-
Nirenberg theorem can be applied to show that this manifold is indeed an open set of C?
containing a product of a neighborhood of the origin in e-space with an open set of C.

The compatibility condition puts very strong constraints on the families (a(e), [1|)2,1])%°])
that can be realized. Indeed, we have already mentioned that this forces the existence of a
representative &> which is 1/2-summable in €. But this is far from being sufficient. For
instance, we analyze in detail the case of the Riccati equation and prove that the compat-
ibility condition implies in that case that there exists representatives of the modulus 2>
which are analytic in €. This allows us to completely characterize the modulus space in this
special case. We also exhibit an example of family (a(e), %, 1>]) depending analytically
on € which cannot be realized as a modulus.

The identification of the moduli space opens great possibilities. Indeed, while the knowl-
edge of the Ecalle-Voronin modulus of fy allows one to deduce the nonlinearizability of
the fixed points of fe when special kinds of resonance occurs (the “parametric resurgence”
phenomenon mentioned earlier), the dependence in € is crucial to be able to draw simi-
lar conclusions in the case of fixed points whose multipliers are irrational rotations, or, in
the case of resonance, when we consider the more complex question of the convergence of
the change of coordinate to normal form. For instance, it is known that the quadratic map
fe(z) = z(1+4€)+z% is never linearizable when 1+ € = e2™* with « ¢ Q nota Brjuno number.
The system is also never normalizable when 1+ € is a root of unity. But what can be said of
amap ge(z) = fe(z) +he(z) with he(z) = 0(2z?)? We hope that our results will give tools to
answer such questions.

Another potential application is in the spirit of Hilbert’s 16th problem. This problem
deals with the maximum number H(n) and relative positions of limit cycles of polynomial
vector fields of degree < n. The finiteness subproblem deals with the existence of a uniform
upper bound for the number of limit cycles of polynomial vector fields of degree at most n
for each integer n: H(n) < co. In the paper [2] it is shown how the finiteness part for n =2
can be reduced to 121 local problems, namely showing that 121 graphics have finite cyclic-
ity: let us call this the DRR-program. A significant step in the DRR-program was performed
in the paper [1] where it is shown how the use of the Martinet-Ramis invariant of a saddle-
node allows to prove the finite cyclicity of several generic graphics of this program. The
most difficult graphics of the DRR-program are graphics surrounding centers. An efficient
method to prove their cyclicity is to divide the displacement map in the Bautin ideal. This
method requires a deep understanding and a fine control of the dependence on the param-
eters. The compatibility condition is a natural candidate for obtaining further results in this
direction.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we recall the definition of the Ecalle-
Voronin modulus, the preparation of the family and the results of [11]. In Section [3 we
prove the local realization theorem. In Section @ we derive the compatibility condition and
we prove the 1/2-summability of 2> in €. In Section Bl we prove the global realization the-
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orem. Finally in Section [l we study examples including the unfolding of a Riccati equation

with a saddle-node, and give a complete analytic classification of its local unfoldings.

2 Preliminaries

2.1

The notations collected here are often referred to in the paper.

2.2 The Ecalle-Voronin modulus of a diffeomorphism and its unfolding

Notations

e L(: the linear map

Lc(w) = Cwy

ma: the Mobius transformation
ma(Ww) = ——;

A 1+Aw’

Tg: the translation
Tg(W) =W +B;
E: the map
E(W) = exp(—2miW)

with inverse E~1(w) = —ﬁln(w);

R® and R* are the domains of C defined by:

RO = {W|ImW < —Yo},
R® = {W|ImW > Yo},

where Y is some sufficiently large constant.

2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(2.4)

(2.5)

We will be dealing with fixed points /€ of a diffeomorphism f¢. In order to make
this well-defined, we work on the universal covering of e-space punctured at 0 pa-

rameterized by €. The function v/€ is defined by arg /& = 2

when arg€ = 0.

2€. In particular Ve eRt,

Upper indices 0 and co will be associated to the two parts of the modulus and to other

objects. In all cases, 0 (resp. co) will be associated with —Ve (resp. Vo).

We briefly summarize some results of [11] on the unfoldings of the Ecalle-Voronin invariants
of a generic parabolic point of a diffeomorphism

f(z) =z+22+0(z?%).

(2.6)

Since the paper [11] only deals with 1-parameter families, we start by proving a “preparation
theorem” for generic unfoldings with several parameters. The preparation makes clear the
role of the “canonical parameter”.



The perspective of [11] is to compare a generic 1-parameter family f. with a “model”
family, namely the time-one map for the family of vector fields

Z2—¢ 0

velz) = T+a(e)zdz

2.7)

If 1@ and pu° are the eigenvalues at the singular points —v/ and v/€ of (2.7), then we can
remark that
1 1 1 1 1

ale) = — +—5, AT o o (2:8)
uE Ve g
i.e. € and a(e) are analytic invariants of the system (2.7). Moreover a(e) depends ana-
lytically on e. We wish to prepare our family of diffeomorphisms so that the multipli-
ers at the fixed points, )\%"0, correspond to those of the time-1 map of (2.7), and hence
7\2*00 = exp(u%oo ).

Theorem 2.1 We consider a germ of a k-parameter analytic family of diffeomorphisms f,,: (C,0) —
(C,0) depending on a multi-parameter 1 = (M1,...,Mx) with a double fixed point at the origin for
M =0, such that aa_nfj # 0 for some j € {1,...,k}. There exists a germ of analytic change of coordinates
and parameters (z,m) — (zZ,€,V1,...,Vi_1) transforming the family to the prepared form

fen(@) =Z+(Z°—¢€) |1+ Ble,v) +Ale,v)Z+ (22— €)Q( z,e,v)] , (2.9)

with the additional property that 3(0,0) = 0 and
1 1 1

Ve In(fL,(ve) In(f,(~ve)

The parameter € is unique and called the canonical parameter. With this choice of canonical parame-
ter, the function

1 1
= —7 + —7 ’
ln(fe,v(\/g)) ln(fe,v(_\/g))

is a formal invariant of the system which depends analytically on e.

9?2 (fh—id)

PROOF. Since = L(0) # 0, the Weierstrass preparation theorem allows to write f,(z) —
z = Py(z)Uy(z) where Py (z) is a Weierstrass polynomial of degree 2 and Uy, (z) # 0 for small
(z,m). A translation in z allows to bring P;,(z) to the form (we do not change the name of

the variable) z> — D(n). Moreover the genericity implies that 200 J LIS allowing to replace

the parameter n; by € = D(n). Let v = (m,...,n]_1,n]+1,...,nk) Using a dilatation in z and
€ (without changing their names) we can suppose that the initial family has the two fixed
points located at z = 41/ and that U(0,0) =1, i.e. that we start with a family:

fn(z) =z+ (22— E)h(z,E,V),
where h(z,€,v) =14 0(z) + O([€,v|). By the Weierstrass division theorem we have

h(z,&v) = Q(z,&V)(z* —€) + (ao+ B(E,v))z+ 1+ C(&,V),



where B(0,0) = C(0,0) = 0. The multipliers at +-+/ are given by

N =f(—VE) =1-2VE[1+C(€,v) — (ao+B(e,V))VE], 2.10)
Aoozf{](\/_ =1+2Ve[1+C(&,Vv)+(ao+B(E,v))Ve|. '
An additional scaling in z and € is necessary of the form
(Z,e) = (Z“ +b(€,\/)),€(] —|—b(€,\/))2),
with b(€,1) = O([€,Vv|) to be determined. It changes the family to the form
T = 1+C(e,v) ap+B(ev)_ _ —
_ 2 2 ) ) 2
fer(Z) =Z+(z°—¢€7) <1 ey T O —i—b(E,v))ZZ_HZ €)Q(z,€,v) | .
We ask that the new multipliers at ++/€ satisfy
R N
In(A®) In(A%) /e’
This equation is solvable since
1 1
a\/E(ln(N’o) _ln()\o)) 750
ob
e=0
and yields b(€,v) = O([€,V|). The other formal invariant is given by
a(e,v) = 1 + ! (2.11)
"7 In(A9)  In(A®)’ '
which is clearly analytic in € and v. Thus, we obtain the required form,
0_ __ 2/e
{A —o( ‘—“(;WE) | 2.12)
00 _ 2Ve
v = ()
g

The paper [11] describes a complete modulus of analytic classification for one-parameter
prepared families of the form (2.9) for values of € in a small neighborhood of the origin. This
modulus is given by an unfolding of the Ecalle-Voronin modulus of fy. Since € is an analytic
invariant for a prepared family, it is given by a family of moduli for each fixed value of e.
However no family of moduli analytic in € exists in general, so the modulus must be defined
in a ramified way. Furthermore [11]] does not identify a sufficient condition for such a family
to be realizable as the modulus of an unfolding.

Description of the Ecalle-Voronin modulus (¢ = 0). This modulus is effectively given by
the orbit space of f.. We consider two fundamental domains C* of crescent shapes as in
Figure[l, which are given by two curves 1. and their images by fo.

Each orbit is represented by at most one point in each crescent, but some orbits can have
representatives in the two crescents. Hence the orbit space is the union of the two crescents
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C- c*

Figure 1: The Ecalle-Voronin modulus

modulo the identification of points of the same orbit. To give this identification in an intrin-
sic way, one remarks that the two crescents in which we identify the curves 1. and f(1.. ) have
the conformal structure of spheres S*, with the points 0 and oo identified. The coordinates
on the spheres are unique up to linear changes of coordinates. Then the Ecalle-Voronin mod-
ulus is the equivalence class of pairs of germs (°, ™) of analytic diffeomorphisms, where
PO: (S,0) — (S7,0) and Y™ : (S*,00) — (S7,00) are defined respectively in the neighbor-
hoods of 0 and oo, under conjugation by linear changes of coordinates in the source and
target space. Let us define a map fy to be iterable or embedable if f is the time-one map of an
analytic vector field. The map f is iterable if and only if both of the germs }° and V> are
linear.

The unfolded Ecalle-Voronin modulus. In [11] it is proved that for any sufficiently small
neighborhood U of the origin in z-space and for any & € (0,7) (later we will restrict to & €
(0, %)), there exists p > 0, which is the radius of a small sectorial neighborhood

Vo5 =1{€: €] < p,arg(€) € (—d,2m+d)}U{e =0}, (2.13)

of the origin in the universal covering of the parameter space punctured at 0 such that for
each € € V,, 5 the orbit space is described as follows

e There exists two crescents C; with endpoints at the two singular points bounded by
curves 1y p and their images f¢ (1. ¢) (Figure[2).

e The crescents C% in which we identify the curves 1, ¢ and their images f¢(l+ ¢) have
the conformal structure of spheres S7 with the singular point v/ (resp. —v/€) located
at oo (resp. 0).

e Points in the two neighborhoods of 0 and co on the spheres S¥ are identified modulo
analytic maps, 2, :S{ — Sy, defined in the neighborhoods of 0 and co respectively.
These maps are obviously uniquely defined up to the choice of coordinates on the
spheres. Hence it is natural to consider the equivalence classes of pairs (1])2,1])%0) under
the equivalence relation:

(W) ~ (P2, h) <= 3c(e),c'(6) e C* { (2.14)
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Figure 2: The modulus for the family

where c(€),c’(€) are analytic in V,, 5\ {0} with continuous non-zero limit at 0. Let us
denote the equivalence class of the family (1])2,1])%0) under ~ by [1])2,1])%0].

Theorem 2.2 1. [11]] The family (a(e), [1])2,1|)%°] ) for some choice of V,, 5 is a complete modulus
of analytic classification for the one-parameter prepared family 2.9), called the modulus of the

family 2.9).

2. In the case of a k-parameter prepared family, the modulus (a(e,v), [1])2’\,,1])%‘3\,]) has represen-
tatives which depend analytically on the additional parameters v.

In this paper we will always use one degree of freedom in the equivalence relation ~ to
manage that ({9)/(0) = 1. To preserve this property we will limit ourselves to ¢’ = c in (Z.14).
It follows from [11]] that we then have (°)(c0) = exp(47r2a(e)).

In practice, we will prefer to work with other presentations of the modulus, (‘Pg,‘l’%"),
where ‘1’2"’0 =E! owg"’o oE, with E defined in (2.4). The functions \P%"O will have a direct
construction from the Fatou coordinates defined in Section 2.3]below.

Remark 2.3 1. § is characterized by the property that for arg(€) € (—5,8) (resp. arg(€)
(2t— 98,21+ 0)) there exists an orbit with «-limit (resp. w-limit) in Ve (resp. —v/8) and
w-limit (resp. «-limit) in —/e (resp. v/8). Moreover for arg(€) € (—4,0)U(2m—d,2m+
d), three cases are possible for orbits:



(a) 6large (b) & small

Figure 3: V, 5 for different sizes of 6

e they have «-limit at the repellor and escape the neighborhood;

e they have w-limit at the attractor and the backwards orbits escape the neighbor-
hood;

o they have «-limit at the repellor and w-limit at the attractor.

2. While in [11] it was shown that we could take 6 as close as 7 as wanted provided p
be sufficiently small, we can remark that even with very small 5 we cover a whole
neighborhood of the origin in e-space. The first point of view, namely taking & close
to m, is linked with the 1/2-summability properties in € which will be shown below.
However, there will be no need to work with § large when we will study the compati-
bility condition and indeed the Figures and estimates will be simpler if we work with
b € (0,%). Figure[8ldescribes the extreme situations for 5.

3. In fact, it would be natural here to re-express all our results in terms of germs of func-
tions with respect to the family of sectors V,, 5. We have not used this language here,
though it is implicit in what we do, as we wished to make clear at each point the de-
pendence on p and 6. However, we will make use of arbitrary restrictions of p or d in
what follows without further comment.

The dependence of the modulus on €. As stated above, it is not possible in general to
define the modulus so that its definition depends continuously on € in a neighborhood V of
the origin. However, given 6 € (0,7), we can choose V sufficiently small that the sectorial
neighborhood V,, 5 projects onto V. There exist representatives of the modulus p3*° which
depend analytically on € # 0 and continuously on € at € =0.

In this way we obtain two presentations of the modulus for arge € (—5,6). We compare
them via the Glutsyuk modulus defined below.

From the unfolded modulus we can deduce the dynamics near each of the fixed points
by means of a renormalized return map when the multiplier is on the unit circle. Otherwise
the renormalized return maps at the fixed points are linearizable.

The renormalized return maps. These maps are defined on one sphere, for instance S{. In
the neighborhood of v/€ (resp. —v/€) which we identify to co (resp. 0) on S{ we define return
maps by iterating fe until the image is contained in S{: given z € C{ in the neighborhood
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Figure 4: The fundamental domains in the Glutsyuk modulus

of V& (resp. —V/€) and w its coordinate on S%, let n € N be minimum such that f}(z) € C{
and let k& (w) (resp. k2(w)) be its coordinate on S{. Then k& (resp. k9) is the renormalized
return map in the neighborhood of v/ (resp. —/€). These return maps are given by the
composition of the maps @ and P with a global transition map Le : S; — S{, the Lavaurs
map. The Lavaurs map is an analytic map from CP' to CP' fixing 0 and co. Hence it is linear,
yielding that the nonlinear part of the return map comes from the unfolding of the two
components of the Ecalle-Voronin modulus. Let us call these two return maps k2 = L¢ 02
and k¥ = Leoy2°. From [11], they have multipliers

(k2)'(0) =exp (47,
(k) (00) =exp (¥ ).

In the Glutsyuk domain, namely arg€ € (—6,6) U (2t — 8,27+ 0), (kg)’(O) and (k% )'(co) are
exponentially small or large in v/& (~ exp(i‘—\/%| )

The Glutsyuk modulus. The Glutsyuk modulus is defined for small values of € with arge €
(—5,8) and we will decide to work with & € (0, 5). For such e, the fixed points /e and —/e
are respectively hyperbolic repeller and attractor. Moreover, as stated in Remark there
are orbits of fe in U which have /€ (resp. —/€) as «- (resp. w-) limit set.

We take two closed curves 1° and 1 surrounding —/€ and /€. Since the fixed points
are hyperbolic, we can choose 1% so that the region C%*® between the curves 1 and their
images f(1%>) are homeomorphic to annuli (see Figured). We identify 19 and (1) to
get two tori T9>® which represent the local orbit space of the hyperbolic fixed points. Since
fe has connecting orbits, we can iterate f. in such a way as to identify a collar of T with
a collar in T?. In the limit e = 0, the tori become pinched and the map between the collars
splits into two maps between the respective ends of the pinched tori. The moduli of the tori
depend on a(e) and e and can be derived directly from the multipliers of the fixed points.

This map is one presentation of the Glutsyuk modulus. A more usual but less geomet-
ric presentation is equivalent to the covering map of the above construction. That is, we
describe the Glutsyuk modulus in the following way. Since the two points are hyperbolic,
there exists in the neighborhood of each fixed point ++/€ a diffeomorphism ¢ conjugating
fe to the model, i.e. the time one map of (2.7). For a sufficiently small choice of V,, 5 the
domains of @< overlap allowing to define the map

pS =g o(e) .

10



(a) e=0 (b) arge € (—9,9)

Figure 5: The domain of the Glutsyuk modulus in the original coordinate z

If we call
Va(p) ={e;lel < p,arge € (—6,8)},

then it is easy to verify that, for sufficiently small p, (¢S).cv,(p) is an analytic invariant
of the family f. under analytic families of change of coordinates preserving the canonical
parameter. The Glutsyuk modulus is unique up to composition on the left and on the right
by time t maps vt of the vector field Z.7). The family (@S)eevn (p) &ives the presentation of

the Glutsyuk modulus. The domain for @& appears in Figure

In practice we will also need to work with other presentations obtained with the use of
Fatou coordinates described now.

2.3 Fatou coordinates and other presentations of the modulus

On U we make the change of coordinate Z = p_'(z) defined by

1 z—/€
51 ) O)
Z=p.(z) = {i{ Neve E f ) (2.15)

In the Z-coordinate, the map f. is transformed to F. which is very close to the transla-
tion Tq. Fatou coordinates are changes of coordinates Z — W defined on simply connected
domains in Z-space called translation domains and conjugating Fe to T.

A translation domain is constructed by choosing an admissible line { in the image of
p' (W) in Z-space, i.e. a line such that ¢ and F¢({) are disjoint and bound a strip in e (W),
and by saturating this strip under the action of F,

Given an admissible line { in Z-space, the associated Fatou coordinate is uniquely de-
fined up to left composition with a translation.

The corresponding presentation of the modulus is a comparison of two Fatou coordi-
nates.

In the Lavaurs point of view, we compare two Fatou coordinates @3 defined on trans-
lation domains constructed with slanted lines {; passing between two holes as in Figure§),
while in the Glutsyuk point of view we compare two Fatou coordinates @3 defined on
translation domains constructed with lines £ parallel to the line of holes as in Figure[Zl
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>

Figure 7: Fatou coordinates in Glutsyuk point of view

Definition 2.4 (1) The modulus in the Lavaurs point of view is given by
Y=g o0 (D)7, (2.16)

up to composition with a translation on the left and a translation on the right. Since the
domain is disconnected, this map is indeed described by the two maps Y2 (resp. ¥°)
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defined for Im(W) < =Y, (resp. Im(W) > Y,). We also use the alternative presentation
Pa=FEoWs0E . (2.17)

Here the domain of ¢ is the union of a neighborhood of 0 and a neighborhood of co on
CP'. The respective restrictions of ¢ to these neighborhoods are noted 1|)2 and ).
These clearly coincide with the definitions 2> given previously when considering
the spheres S*.

(2) When argé € (—m,n), there exist Fatou coordinates (D%OO associated to translation do-
mains defined with lines parallel to the holes as in Figure [/l (We call these Fatou
coordinates the Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates.) The modulus in the Glutsyuk point of
view is then given by

YE =020 (), (2.18)

up to composition with a translation on the left and a translation on the right. The
maps @C (resp. @*) mentioned previously are just the push forward of YC (resp.
®%>) via pe.

Remark 2.5 From the uniqueness of the Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates, when argé € (2t —
1,2m+n) the Glutsyuk modulus is defined by Y6 = Lo ((Dg)_1.

3 The local realization

We will work with parameter values € in some V5, as in (2.13). Unless specified, we will
always suppose that the sectors V|, 5 contain € = 0. It is clear that we can extend our defini-
tion of the modulus of a family f¢, to cover the case of a ramified prepared family fe defined
for € € V,, 5, where f¢ is analytic in V,, 5 and locally of the form

fa(z) = z+ (22— €)(1 + he(z)),

with he(z) = O(|€,z]).
We denote

AY 2\/@
Hoo(e) T 14ale)Ve’

Oray 2\/5
{u () =—2E

and hence p%® (e2Me¢) = u°>°(¢) and

(which is not ramified in €!).
For such ramified families we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1 Let b € (0,5), and consider a germ of analytic function a(e) at the origin. Let V5
be a sectorial neighborhood of the origin in the universal covering of e-space punctured at the origin
of the form 2.13), such that a(e) has a representative on V.

Let WQ(W) (resp. WX (W)) be families of germs of analytic diffeomorphisms at Im(W) = —oo
(resp. ITm(W) = +00) having representatives W2 : R® — C (resp. ¥ : R® — C) defined for € € V5
in domains R® = {Im(W) < —Yo} (resp. R® = {Im(W) > Yo}) for some Yo > 0 and such that
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(i) W depend analytically on € € V,, 5\ {0} and have continuous limits when € — 0.
(ii) ‘P%OO commute with Ty.
(iii) We have

{\yg(W) =W+ O(exp(2miW)), Im(W) << 0, 61)

Y2 (W) =W —2mia(e) + O(exp(2miW)), Im(W) >>0.

Then for any d" € (0,d) there exists p’ € (0,p], a neighborhood U of the origin in C containing the
two points ++/€ and a family of analytic diffeomorphisms fe(z) : U — C depending on € € Vg,
such that:

e Forall € € Vy g, fe(z) has exactly two fixed points located at ++/€ and is of the form
fo(z) = z+ (22— €) (1 + he(2)),
with he(z) = O([€, z).
o fL(VE) =exp(p®) and f4(—Ve) = exp(n°). (So fe is prepared.)
o fe(z) depends analytically of € € Vi 5 \{0} and has a continuous limit when € — 0.
e The modulus of fa is given by [Y9, W],

If the functions a(e,v) and ‘P%ﬁf’ depend analytically on a multi-parameter v, then the function fe
depends analytically on v.

For the proof of the theorem we will concentrate on the one-parameter case. It will be
obvious that all steps will be analytic in extra parameters.
The following lemma will be used in the proof and elsewhere in the paper.

Lemma 3.2 (i) We consider families of germs of analytic diffeomorphisms W(W) (resp. ¥ (W))
at Tm(W) = —oo (resp. Im(W) = +o00) commuting with Ty, having representatives WY :
R® — C (resp. WL : R® — C) defined for € € V5 in domains R® = {Im(W) < —Yo} (resp.
R ={Im(W) > Y,}) for some Yo > 0 and such that ‘{’%"0 depend analytically on € € V, s and
have continuous limits when € — 0. Let

{wg(vv) =W+3 < 1bn()exp(2minW), (3.2)

Y& (W) =W —-2mia(e)+ 3 -1 cn(€) exp(2minW),
let B > 0 be small and let

M = maximw)<—v,-p [Ye(W) — W],
M = maxpmw)>v,+p Y2 (W) =W+ 2mia(e)|.

Then
b (@)l < MPexp(—2rm(Yo+B)), n<—1,
len(8) < M® exp(2in(Yo+B)), n>1.
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The series WS (resp. W) in (B2) is absolutely convergent for Tm(W) < —Yo — B (resp.
Im(W) > Yo+ ). Moreover there exists a constant N = N(f3) depending only on (3 such

that
|\P2(W) —W| < MON(B)exp(27t(Yo+ B + Im(W)), Im(W) < —Yo—28,
W (W) =W+ 2mia(e)] < MPN(B)exp(2n(Yo+ B —Im(W)), Im(W) > Yo+ 2.

(3.3)

(ii) For any B > 0, the maps W° and W are uniformly continuous in the region {|{ImW| > Y, +
[5} X V‘s,p.

(iii) The image of {ImW < Yo} (resp. {ImW > Y, }) under ‘1’2 (resp. Y2°) contains some half-plane
of the form {ImW < —Y1} (resp. {ImW > Y1}).

PROOF.

(i) This follows from the fact that

Xo+1-1(Yo+B)
b, = J (W —id)(X —1i(Yo+ B))exp(—2min(X —i(Yo + B)))dX,

Xo—i(Yo+PB)
and similarly for c,.

(ii) This follows from the fact that the maps commute with T; and have a definite limit as
[ImW| — co or € — 0.

(iii) This follows from the fact that ‘1’%"0 commute with Tj. O

In the rest of the paper we will choose our different sectors in z-space (corresponding to
strips in W-space), so that any region where we need to consider Y2 (resp. W) is located
inside ImW < —Yp—2f (resp. ImW > Y+ 2f3) for some suitable {3, so that the estimates of
Lemma [3.2]will always be valid.

PROOF OF THEOREM [3.11 We choose any &' € (0,8). Working with ' instead of & allows to
consider arg(€) to vary inside a compact set and hence to yield uniform estimates in arg(€).
We look for a neighborhood U = B(0,r) of the origin in z-space. The final choice of r and
p’ considered before will be done in several steps throughout the proof. We consider the
regions R® and R® in W-space and the multivalued mapping:

1 zve  Aen(22 -
w:q;(z)z{@“wé zinEmeh €70

¢
—1+a(0)In(z), e=0. G4

While the inverse q; exists, it cannot be described by a simple formula.

Note that the function q;'(z) is simply the time of the vector field 7). The map q'
has the property that the restriction of q; ' ope to a translation domain is a Fatou coordinate
of the model family, namely a conjugacy of p? applied to the model with the translation by
1. (Recall that the model is the time one map of the vector field 2.7)).

The function q? (z) is a multi-valued analytic function of two variables outside the set
{(z,€)|z>— e = 0}. For € =0, the function qg‘ is not a global diffeomorphism if a(0) # 0. So
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we should not consider it over the whole complex plane and it is better to limit ourselves
to sectors in a small neighborhood U = B(0,r) of the origin in z-space. The function q;' is
ramified both at +v/€. Moreover when a # 0 a cut cannot simply be taken between —/¢
and /€ since there is a global ramification when one makes a turn on C(0,1).

Although it is difficult to visualize the map q; ' directly, it can be pictured more easily
when lifted to the Z-plane via pe. Here it will be a multi-valued function, whose difference
in value when continued around any of the holes in the Z-plane is just 27tia(e). The absolute
difference between W and Z in a simply connected region is bounded by 2|a(e)|In(r). Thus,
if we restrict our attention to a simply connected region, W-space can be thought of as a
small distortion of Z-space.

The distance vector between the centers of two holes is of the order

ydt
o= 0e NG (3.5)
Hence, the distance between two consecutive holes is of the order of |x| and the radius of
holes is of the order of % for small €.

As suggested above, we will limit ourselves to simply connected regions on which q;'
and its inverse qe are well defined. We choose two strips S located on each side of the
principal hole as in Figure[8 The choice of the strips and of r and p’ is given in the following
Lemma.

Lemma 3.3 For b € (0,5) there exists p’ > 0 sufficiently small such that for [€| < p’ and arg(€) €
(—8,27t+ ) there exist adjusted strips constructed as follows.

o The total width of the union of the two strips in the direction of the line of holes is %
o The horizontal width of the intersection is fixed and equal to 2h for some positive constant
h < Zir (recall that the radius of the holes is approximately % ).

o Let

0— % (%‘ +arg(\/é)> . (3.6)

The strips are bounded on one side by a slanted line of slope
t =—tan®. (3.7)

On the other side they are bounded by a vertical segment ReW = %h of total height |c|/4.
From the two endpoints of the segment we continue with two half lines with slope —tan© as
drawn in Figure[8

o The radius v is chosen sufficiently small so that the intersection part of the strips outside the
fundamental holes is located in the region |ImW/| > Yo+ 23 where we can apply the estimates
of Lemma

PROOF. We only discuss the range 6 € (3, 7) where both the strip and the line of holes have
negative slope. The case 0 € (3, Z) is similar.
If the holes are of negligible width, then it is a simple matter of geometry that the con-

struction above is valid if tan(0) > 1/3, and is therefore satisfied in our range. By choosing
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Figure 8: The choice of strips. The dotted lines represent the cuts.

p’ sufficiently small, we can make the effective size of the holes arbitrarily small and hence
the result follows. a

We now consider the images of the two strips, S3, under qe. These yield two sectors
U%E whose union is U\ {£v/€}. For € = 0 the intersection Ug NU, is formed of two narrow
sectors U§ and U with vertex at 0 and ending on the boundary of U, while for € # 0 the
intersection is formed of three parts: two sectors US (resp. UL) with vertex at —v/€ (resp.
V/€) and ending on the boundary of U and one crescent U$ with its two endpoints at +-v/¢
(Figure[). The crescent US comes from the fact that q? is multivalued and approximately

Tt

periodic with a period of the order of oz = e and the width of the union of the two strips
in the direction of o is %oc@.
On U3 we can define q? in a uniform way, which we call qg’]i. The determinations are

chosen so that qg’]i agree on US. If we take the analytic extension of qg’]_ after making one
turn in the positive direction around —+/2, then the extension has the form TZ_T([)i. o q?_.
" b}
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Figure 9: The sectors U and their intersection

Let

{E% =1id+£0=qe;0¥0q.), (3.8)

ZX =1d+EX = qe 1 0 (WX +2mia(e)) o qng

which are defined respectively in regions containing U$>. For future reference, we also take
=5 =id.

We construct an abstract complex manifold Me by gluing U along their intersection.
More precisely, let z* be the coordinates on U3. Then we identify

zF4+8(zN) =20z, zteul,
z- =9z 4 EX(z7) =22 ("), z'eup, 3.9)
zt =Z£(zY), zt e us,

deleting those points in U which are in U2* but are not in the image of Z2* to ensure that
the space we get is Hausdorff.

This gluing is well-defined, since near Im(W) = +o0, W%‘X’ is close to a translation. It
is easy to take r and [€| sufficiently small so that this translation is very small compared
to the width of the strips: the first condition (r small) ensures that the balls of Figure [§ are
sufficiently large, while the second (|€| small) guarantees that the strips and their intersection
can be chosen wide.

The map T; on the strips lifts to a well-defined holomorphic map F¢ on Mg, due to the
fact that Y9 commute with T;. We want to show that M is conformally equivalent to a
disk in C, Dg, punctured at ++/2. For this we first find a smooth map from Mg to C, and
then use the Ahlfors-Bers theorem to correct this to a holomorphic map.

Having done this, the image of the map Fe is just the diffeomorphism f; we are seeking.
Indeed, the W coordinate considered as a multi-valued function in the Z-plane gives Fatou

18



coordinates for fe, and our gluings Ze can be written as

_é P =1d+ & —q@Jr o (Y _|_2ma( ))Oqe+ q@ oW oq@Jr, (3.10)
=z C=id = quroqéJr de,— o T2mi oqé,+.

=
™ol

That is, the gluings correspond exactly to the fact that the modulus of fe is (a(e), W2, ¥X]).
The punctures in the disc D¢, correspond to the critical points of the map fe, and their
multipliers and thence a(e) can be similarly derived from =9°C. The rest of the statements
of Theorem B.1] follow.

We therefore wish to map Mg to C in a smooth way. We express this map via the coordi-
nate patches of M¢ on the W-plane. We work first with a fixed €.
Let ¢ : R — [0,1] be a C* monotonic increasing function such that

0, x<0,
¢ = 1, x>1.

Hence for each n there exists a constant C,, such that
le™| < Cp. (3.11)

Writing W = X +1Y, we take two C*® curves X = {;(Y) with £,(Y) = £;(Y) +h which lie
within the intersection of the two strips outside the holes, and take

Ne(X+1Y) = @ (%‘m) (3.12)

and
@é(xﬂj) :N@Oq£1>
@g(xﬂj) =1 —@g(x&l))

on gz (U Ugg'(U).
For m € M¢, we define
xe(m) =z"0f +z 65, (3.13)
where m has coordinates z* € U{ and/orz~ € Uj.

In this way we realize (via x¢) Me as a neighborhood of the origin, punctured at +v/2.
However, the conformal structure of Mg is not preserved, but is rather expressed by the
Beltrami differential pe = gﬁ ?gi We want to show that there exists K € (0,1) such that
lue| < K. We can then correct the map ¥ to a conformal map via the Ahlfors-Bers theorem.

We shall only study what happens on U2* as j1 = 0 outside these sectors. We rewrite:

Xelzy) = 27O +0;)+(z7 —z")0;
= zf+(z7—2z")\;
= zM+E2°(zM)65.
Then

oxe AEI® 0,50 00,

o = 14|05 +‘iooaz+]>

oxe 60,00 00,

oz e 9zT




The derivatives of ©¢ satisfy (for z* =x 4 iy) near +/:

n;+ny)

a'm-i—nz + —(
©: zii\/é( Y (3.14)

ox™ oym2 =K

/
— n

for some positive constant y > 0. Indeed, the estimate (3.14) comes directly from the fact
that the derivatives of ¢ are uniformly bounded by and that (qg1 )(z) = 1Eale)z

Z2—e
We start by considering € = 0. It is known that £3> is exponentially flat in z* (see for
instance [7], but the argument is similar to the argument below for the case € # 0).
We choose 1 > 1 sufficiently small so that we have for 2| < r

9Xo 1
{aer < 8
9Xo 7
oz+ ~ 8

Using the continuity in € and estimates on £9°°, to be proved below, we will choose p’ > 0
sufficiently small so that for [¢| < p’ we have

OXe 1
{azi <

OXe 3
azfr > 4

For that we need to bound the functions £ = =2 —id and their derivatives. We use
the fact that the Z2> are conjugate to Y2 through qe. Of course Y, can be chosen so that
|W9&°° —1id| is uniformly bounded. Moreover we have that

WO —id)(q "
£ (z) =ve e T g
(W _id)(q' (2) . . 000 5 A1 (] L
where v¢ is the flow of v, (see (2.7)) for the time (V3 id)(q~'(z)), which is

uniformly bounded. It follows from the theorems on the flow and its dependence on param-

eters that £2° and its derivative with respect to z are uniformly bounded for || sufficiently
Oxe [0zt
Oxe /0z*
derivatives of £2> are sufficiently flat at +-v/€. So we will show that

small. To show that |ue| = ‘ <K< 1for|z|] < rand |€] < p we need to ensure that the

[£8(2)| < C(@)\zwé(%, (.15

holds for the values z € U%*® which correspond to values W = q; ' (z) in the slanted part of
the intersection of the strips. Here A is a positive constant which is independent of €.
We will prove (315) for £2, the case £° being similar and only sketched.

In the slanted part of the intersection of the strips we have ImW < _IZ—\%\ for some B > 0.

This yields for the corresponding part of U°

—27nB

exp(—qu*] (2))| < e2lvel (3.16)
when Im(q~'(z)) < —‘2—5@. Let
—2mi(1+ave) 2mi(1—ave)
9(2) = (2—V3) e (z4VR) . (3.17)
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Then g(z) = exp(—2miq~'(z)) and |g(z)| = exp(2nIm(q~'(z))) < e2IVel.
We have
YRoq;'(2)=qz'(2)+ ) baglz) ™,

n<—1

yielding that

Yo qz'(z)—az' () = Olg(2)) = O ([exp(~2miaz' (=) ).

Since
@ B T1+az

dz z2—¢’

(3.18)

if we join two points zy and z; in the neighborhood of —v/€ by a path y(t), t € [0,1], of length
bounded by c|z; —z;| for some ¢ > 0, so that [y(t)| > min(|z; + Vel,lzo+V@|) forall t € [0,1],

%;‘ (v(t) ‘ It follows that

then [q(z1) — q(z2)| < clz1 — zz| maxejo, 1)

|aeoWee g (z)—2| = Olg (=),

This holds uniformly in all the region because of Lemma[3.2land the constant C is an upper
—2ni(1+ave)

bound for |(z—v@)~ 2ve
near —/2.

In the same way it is possible, using the chain rule, to show that the derivatives of &2
at —/@ remain bounded when € — 0. Indeed for the derivatives of q or q~' we use (3.18),
while for the derivatives of Y8 we use (3.16).

For the case of £2° defined in (3.8), the only difference with the previous one is the pres-
ence of the translation term in W2, which comes from the comparison between the two
maps, qgji, on UL. Indeed the map q;' corresponds to the time for the vector field 2.7).
We have two times qg}i defined respectively over U3. While they can be chosen to coincide
on U we have that qg)]_ = qg’lr —2mia over UZ. Then the gluing corresponds to

in the region corresponding to the slanted part of the strip

Gl =¥2(qgl) +2mia=qgl + ) cnexp(2mingg))

)
n>1

(see also (3.10)). The rest of the argument is as in the case of &2.

Hence ¢ is a Beltrami field which we extend by te(£ve)=0in a C' way. By the
Ahlfors-Bers theorem there exists a 1-1 map o¢ : Xe(Me) — C which is holomorphic in the
sense of this structure and whose image is the disk rID. Since this construction is continuous
in € up to the limit e = 0, we can always suppose that the boundary point r of M is sent to
the boundary point r of rD by the composition o¢ oxe. Then

Ce =0¢0Xe (3.19)

is holomorphic, yielding that the manifold M is conformally equivalent to the disk rD
punctured in two points: D\ {x1,x2}. We conjugate with the unique Moébius transformation
T¢ sending x1, X2 and 1 respectively on —/¢, v/@ and r. The image of v is a disk D¢ not
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necessarily centered at the origin and whose boundary contains {r}. Let us now consider
the case € = 0: there exists a one-parameter family of Mobius transformations T sending the
double point x; =x; and 1 to 0 and r respectively. Each one is uniquely determined by the
derivative at x;. We choose the one such that (;(0)t’(0) = 1. Indeed we have

lim (Teo Ce)(VE) — (Te o Ce)(—V?E)
20 2V/e

The construction of e is continuous in € and has a limit when € — 0 on radial rays,
yielding the same property for the construction above. We will show below how to modify
it slightly so as to ensure that it is also holomorphic in € # 0 and with a uniform limit on all
rays.

Let us start by looking at the different limits we get for € = 0 along the different rays
arg(€) = Const. When constructing an abstract manifold by charts and transition maps
between charts, the size of the charts is not intrinsic and it is possible to modify them as
long as the new transition maps are analytic extensions of the previous ones. So we get
different presentations of a unique manifold as long as the total underlying set is the same.
We must be careful at the boundary. Indeed the outer boundary of U{ is not in general sent
into the outer boundary of U, under the gluing map. This is why we have taken so much
care so that the intersection of the strips be constant near the boundary of the hole in W-
space (see Figure[§). With this property the limit is independent of arg(€) since the different
£3>° obtained with different slopes are all analytic extensions one of the other.

Let us now show that the map fe depends analytically on €. We start by considering a
small sector arg€ € (6o —1,00+mn) for some fixed 8y and some small 1. It is possible over
such a sector to reproduce the same construction as above, but with strips having a fixed
slope (for instance that chosen for arg€ = 0y) and a fixed intersection domain. Since the
intersection is fixed, it is possible to choose a fixed N¢ in (3.12), hence depending analytically
on €. In this way we locally get maps o and (e which are analytic in €. But these maps have
just been instrumental in constructing a unique disk D; endowed with a unique map fe. It
follows that f¢ depends analytically on €. The analytic dependence on the auxiliary multi-
parameter v, is an immediate application of the analytic dependence on parameters in the
Ahlfors-Bers theorem. O

1.

4 The compatibility condition

In Section Bl we have realized the modulus (a(e), [1])2,1])%0])@6\/9’5 in a family fe which is
ramified in € over some sectorial neighborhood V,, 5. We are now interested in the condition
that the family (a(e), [ﬂ)g,tl)go] )eev, ; must satisfy in order that there exists a realization in a
uniform family f. defined for e € B(0, p).

We limit our discussion to the sector

Ve = Ve(p) ={e;0 <lel < p,arge € (=5,0)}, (4.1)
which is covered in V,, 5 by two small sectors

{\7:{@;0<|e|<p,arg@e (27— 8,21+ 8)} a2

V={&0< e <p,arge € (—8,+5)}.
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We remark that the Glutsyuk modulus exists for € € Vg, and p sufficiently small. Depend-
ing on the context and whether we want to concentrate on p or not we will use either the
notation Vg or Vg(p).

A necessary condition for the existence of a uniform realization is that the functions f¢
and fg.2~i be conjugate. In order to simplify the notation we will write

{

Hence € and & project on the same e € V. These functions have their moduli presented in
different ways. We need to find a compatibility condition (in terms of the modulus) which
expresses the fact that the two presentations encode the same dynamics up to conjugacy.

eV,
el eV,

o]
I

)

eZm)

(4.3)

™ o

e
€

™
Il

In order to investigate this further we use the notation 7 and 20 =id —I—EO’OO when
¢ € Vand Vo and = = id+ £%° when € € V. We work for a fixed value € = ¢ € V and
the corresponding & = €e2™ € V. Because we work with two fixed values of € we will omit
mentioning these values in the indices. In the point of view corresponding to V, the left

(b) The Glutsyuk sectors

Figure 10: The different sectors

=00

(resp. right) singular point is —v/€ (resp. v/¢) and =° (resp. =) describes the gluing when
turning around it. In the point of view corresponding to V, the left (resp. right) singular
point is v/ (resp. —/%€) and =% (resp. =°) describes the gluing when turning around it.
Remark that in all cases oo (resp. 0) will represent Ve (resp. —/%).

The idea is to derive the Glutsyuk modulus from these two Lavaurs moduli and to
equate them. This is done in considering the darkened (striped) regions of the two pictures
on the right in Figure[I1l

We define the following quantities related to the periods of q3 near the inverse images

of +Ve.

a® — _27[i(1+(1(e)\/§) _ 2mi
- 2\/@ - p (4 4)
(XO__ZTF'LU—a(e)\/@ _ 2mi :
o 2Ve oo
Hence
a® = o’ —2mia. 4.5)
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Figure 11: The darkened (striped) region above the principal hole where we compare the
two points of view.

We will have &° and & over V and &° and & over V. Moreover
~0 _ =00
{‘i‘m‘ ) (4.6)
&®° = —a".
We define

~0,00 — _2m ~ 0,00
{C exp(—2mi&™>), @7)

EO’OO = exp(—ZniRo"’O ).

In particular C%*® = exp(—27i&%>) are exponentially large in /€ while co™ = exp(—2mixd>)
are exponentially small in /2.

Theorem 4.1 (i) There exists Y1 > 0 such that for all € € \711 there exists a map HO defined in a
region Im(W) < =Y, commuting with Ty, and such that

HC 0 Tgo 0 WO = T,0 o HO. (4.8)
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In the new coordinate W° = HO(W) the renormalized return map Tso o WO is g translation.
Then W° is one Fatou Glutsyuk coordinate. Similarly there exists a map H™ defined in the
region Im(W) > Y3, commuting with Ty, and such that

H*® 0 Tz0 0 W™ = Taoo 0 H®. (4.9)

Tn the new coordinate W = H® (W) the renormalized return map is a translation and W™ s
the second Fatou Glutsyuk coordinate. The Glutsyuk modulus is then given by H>® o (H°)~1.

(ii) Similarly there exists Y2 > O such that for all € € V, there exists T1°° commuting with Ty and
such that 5 o X
H oV olqp =Tg oH (4.10)

on Im(W) < —Ys and
H” oW* 0T o =Ty oH™ (4.11)

on Im(W) > Y,. The Glusyuk modulus is then given in this context by "o (H®)~". Con-
sidering (i) and (ii) together we can of course suppose that Y1 =Y.

(iii) The maps O™ and HO are unique up to left composition with a translation. In particular
they are unique if we ask that their limits for ImW — £oo be the identity.

(iv) The functions HO and H*™ ( resp. T and T™°) have analytic extensions defined on domains
which intersect.

(v) A necessary condition for the family (WS, W) to be the modulus of an analytic family f. of
diffeomorphisms is that for corresponding values of € € Vy, and & € V,, there exist constants
D¢ and D (depending on €, not on €!) such that

A% o (HO) " =Tp, o H o (™) "o Tp, . (4.12)
This condition is called the compatibility condition.

(vi) The functions H*® and H™ can be chosen to depend analytically on the auxiliary multi-
parameter v, as can the constants D and D' in (4.12).

PROOF.

(i) and (ii) Conjugating Txo o WO under E(W) = exp(—2miW) yields maps k%®° =E o T o
Y0 6 E=T with multiplier of modulus different from one. Hence k° (resp. &*) is
linearizable in the neighborhood of 0 (resp. co): there exists h%> such that

]‘:LO,oo o RO,oo — Lexp(fZTrifxovoo) o }”10,00'

The maps H%® are simply E~' o A9 o E. It then follows that they commute with T;.
The existence of "™ is similar.

. .. . . 0, ~ . iy . .
(iii) This is obvious since h "> and h®* are unique up to left composition with linear maps.
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(iv) The relation 8) allows to extend H® by means of HO o Ty = T50 o HO0 (W0) 1o T 4o,
s0 its domain becomes the image of ¥° augmented of a strip of width &°. Similarly for
ﬁm, ﬁo and H™.

We claim the existence of a uniform domain. The intuitive idea is that there are no
recurrent points for f for these values of €. In practice, the relations @.8), (4.9),

and (£.II) allow to extend the maps in the direction of «. The fact that the maps
commute with T; allows to extend them until the holes. Hence the claim.

(v) The compatibility condition comes from the fact that each Fatou Glutsyuk coordinate is
uniquely determined up to a translation.

(vi) This is clear from the nature of the proofs above. a

The compatibility condition was found independently by Reinhard Schéfke [20] in the
case Y3° =1id.

Remark 4.2 For each translation Ta there exists a unique HO, such that im w0 HO =
W + A. Similar statements are valid for H*®, ﬁo, H™.

Proposition 4.3 We consider the modulus (a(e),[¥S,¥¥])|, Vs attached to a germ of one-para-

meter prepared analytic family of diffeomorphisms of the form @9) and hence satisfying the compat-
ibility condition (d.12). Then there exists an analytic function defined by € — ye on V5, such that
on Vy, we have

Ye—Ye=De—2mia

and
limye =
éﬁOYé Yo,
for some constant vy,.

Corollary 4.4 Given a modulus (a(e),[¥2,¥%])
(ale), WQ,wg

‘éevpvﬁ, it is possible to choose a representative

)‘@ev 50 that that D = 2mia in @&12) and
o,

D’ = —2mia+ O(exp(—2mia°)). (4.13)
PROOF. It is possible to represent the modulus by the family
(Y2>Y%O) = (T o‘l’% 0Tyey Ty oWE 0 Ty ). (4.14)

In the equation (£.12) the maps HO, H, ﬁo, H® are then replaced by

HY™ =T, oHO®oT,,,
B T e (4.15)
Hy =TyeoH ™ ol
They satisfy the compatibility condition
Tioo . (10— 0 3700, _
1© (H?) T= TZniaoH1 ° (H] ) 1 oTpr. (4.16)
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We postpone the proof that
" = —2mia+ O(exp(—2mia°)) (4.17)
after the proof of Lemma O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.3l When we define Fatou coordinates we have one degree of
freedom per Fatou coordinate. One degree of freedom has been used when we asked that
lim w0 ‘Pg = id, the other degree of freedom can be used to fix a base point for the
Fatou coordinate ®. Consider Figure 8l we can choose a base point Zy located on the
right of the principal hole and we can choose the Fatou coordinate @ such that ®;(Zo) =
Zo. This is done via the composition T_,, o ®,. Then ®* is completely determined by
lim w0 ‘Pg = 1id. This yields the new representative of the modulus in (.14).

Once the Lavaurs Fatou coordinates are chosen, the Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates are com-

pletely determined by the limit conditions on the functions > and H%®. So for the new
Fatou coordinate and representative (4.14), the new Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates are simply
given in @.I5) (i.e. by ﬁ?"’o (W) and ltl?’oo (W)). At the limit when € = 0, the Fatou Lavaurs
and Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates coincide.

The only thing we need to take care of is that the darkened regions of Figure [§ lie in
different sheets due to the sweep of the cut as e made a full turn. Indeed when we adjust the
constant D we compare the domains of A’ and . F7° conjugates 7 T5o to a translation.
Wehave To:S — S* while 75" 55 Hence 7’0 To:S =S and HCis definedon S .
On the other hand H*® conjugates Txo oW : S+ 4 S+ to a translation. Hence H* is defined
on S*. Because of the definition of S* and S* the passage map S — S is Tania. O

Lemma 4.5 We consider the maps H°, H*, (R T of Theorem B.1] We let

O — id 4+ A°, Yo =T g+ A%,
P —id+ A T =T omia+ A,
0,00

Ao —id+ GO, H® =id+G ™

(i) The functions G are given by the following series which are absolutely convergent for |ImW/| >
Yo+ 2P (see LemmaB.2) and € € V

Z A0 (Ty0 0 WO0)~ (4.18)
=) A®0(Tgp o)™ (4.19)
n=0

Similarly the functions GO are given by the following series which are absolutely convergent
for ImW| > Yo+ 2B and € € V

G'=) A’oToo(@oT), (4.20)

n=0
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— Y AT oTpwo (T oTe)™ (4.21)
For € — 0 we have the following limits

. ~ . =0 .
lime_,0 Hg =lime_,oHz =1id,
lime 0 HY = Tonia© WSO )

. 7700\ __
hmé—)O(Hé ) 1= WSO ° Toria-

(ii) For € € V we have N
HO =id+0(CY,
A% = §% 4 27ia + O(CY),
while for € € V we have

M’ =id+0(CY),
{(ﬁ‘”w =¥ 0 Toia +0(C),
where .
c’< exp <_727[(2\7;§—y )> ,
for some y* € (0, %).

PROOF. (i) Let us derive @I8). The function G° satisfies G®o Ty o W0 = GO — A9, which we
rewrite _ _ _ B _
G® =G0 (Tz oWO) 1 =A% (Ts o WO) . (4.22)

We obtain an infinite set of equations by composing @22) on the right with (T o W)™
Adding these equations yields a telescopic sum. The formula is checked in the same
manner. For the formulas (4.19), and @.21) we also use (4.5). To prove the convergence we

use LemmaB2 Indeed let ¥° = id + A. Let us look at (@20). If W = X +iY and Y < —Y,— 2,
then

‘KO(W)‘ < MON(B)exp(2(Yo+ B +Y)) = N exp(2nY),
where Ny = M°N (B), and N(B) is a positive function as in Lemma[3.2] For arg(¢) € (—§,9),
then Im(a&°) = 27(\ \/Z for some y(2) € (0, 3). We can show by induction that
w° n n ~° TL(ZT[—Y(/@))
‘Im(‘i’ o Too ) (W) — Im(Top) (W)‘ <nlCexp (2 (V-2 ) ) (4.23)
e
Hence
m(‘_POoTao)“( W) <ImW-—- —_"~ n2n—v) +nB°

Vel

for some positive constant B, The convergence of G follows.
(i) The fact that H=id + O(C ) comes from (4.23).
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To derive that (H™) ' =¥ 0 Topia + O(fo) we calculate (H™)~" directly from
T o0T o0(MH) = (H”) " oTge. (4.24)
Od

END OF PROOF OF COROLLARY 4.4l We now need to prove .13) (i.e. @.I7)). This follows

. . ] —0 ~
from calculation of the constant terms on both sides of (£.16)), using the fact that H™ and HO
are almost the identity. ]

Remark 4.6 Itis remarkable that, although the functions ﬁo, ﬁ%o, ﬁg, ﬁ%o have no geometric
meaning for € = 0, the limits however exist.

Theorem 4.7 We consider a family (Y2,¥<) for which the compatibility condition
H® 6 (H0) T = Tyriqo Hoo (H®) o Tp. (4.25)

is met for € € V and the corresponding €™ € V and such that

D’ = —2mia+ O(exp(—2mia’)). (4.26)
Then if we use the notation
P o,
{PO’OO = \yg’gfm )
we have o -~
V-0 = O(exp(—2miw’)) (4.27)
and N
P* —y* = O(exp(—2mia’)). (4.28)

PROOF. We have seen in the proof of Lemma [3.2] that
H® =Y 4 2ria+ 0 (exp(2mix™))

and o
H =id+ O(exp(—2mia®)). (4.29)

(H*)~" has been calculated in Lemma[5] Since HO =id + O(exp(27ri6c°)), we also have
(H®) ™" = id+ O(exp(2mi&°)). (4.30)
Replacing in (£.12) we show that we get (£.28) and (4.26).

From the expression of oo (resp. Y*) in term of Heo (resp. H™) it suffices to show
that ‘ﬁoo (W) = Tomigo (H) ! oT_Zma(W)‘ = O(exp(—ZﬁiRo)) follows from (4.25). Indeed
let W = (H%)~"(W), then

[ (W) = Taria ()" o T 2mia(W)
FEe (W) — HE (W) | o2 (W)~ Tomia o o (H) o Ty (W)|
+ [Tamia o F 0 (A7) 77 0 Toy (W) — Tamiao (™) 0 Tamia(W))

<
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The second term vanishes from (.25), and the first and third terms are small from Lemma[3.2(ii).
We have obtained (4.28) by studying the equations (@.8), (4.9), @.10) and @.11), which
come from comparing the two presentations on the right of Figure[8lon a region located on
top of the fundamental hole. To obtain (4.27) we instead compare on a region located at the
bottom and we replace the four equations (4.8), (4.9), and by the four equations

{]ZOO{}}OOTQO =Txo o KO, {KOOT“O 0¥’ = =0 OKO,

ROOO{POOOT&O :fooo OEOO, KOOO =0 O\_FOOZTROO OKOO,

which have the solutions

{EozTa@oﬁfoT&o, {EO:T“ooﬁooT_“o, 431)
K® =T s o0H®oTs, K¥ =TgpoH oT .
We verify that:

{ (KO)~T =0+ Ofexp(2mi&®)), {KO =T° 4 O(exp(—2miw?)), @32)

K® =1id + O(exp(2mi&®)), K™ =1id + O(exp(—2mia°)).
Replacing (4.31)) in the compatibility condition (4.25) yields
K20 (KO =T 40 n0rsmaoK oK) "o 404Dy
Finally using that &° +&° = 27tia we have
Ko (KO T=K%0(K®) "o T2niat D2 -

Since D + 2mtia = O(exp(—2nix®)), we get (.27). O

Let us recall the following theorem which is a well-known generalization of a corollary
of the Ramis-Sibuya Theorem [14]. This theorem will be used to show the 1/2-summability
of ‘1’2 and Y° in €.

Theorem 4.8 Let {Sy,...,S} be a covering of a punctured disk D ={e;0 < |e| < r} by k sectors
arranged so that only consecutive sectors overlap (taking Syi1 = S1). Let Wi(e,v) be holomorphic

and bounded functions defined on S; x U, where U is a neighborhood of the origin in v-space and v
is a multi-parameter. Moreover let the functions Y; satisfy

b
Wi(e,v)—Yiri(e,v)| < aexp <—|€?>
on (SiNSiy1) x U, with a and b positive numbers. Then there exists a power series

De,v) =Y Bulvie™,
n=0

where the 31 (V) are analytic on U, and positive numbers A and C such that

30



1. foralln>0
Bn(v)] < CA™ ()5

2. for each subsector S of S5, j = 1,...,Kk, there exist constants As,Cs > 0 such that for all v € S

—Z_Bn( M < CsASeN (NDVS,

Moreover, if one of the Wi(e,v) can be extended to a sector S of opening greater than /s, then W is
s-summable in € in the sector S.

Corollary 4.9 The components ¥ and WL of the modulus of a germ of family of diffeomorphisms
normalized so that the compatibility condition is satisfied in the form (@.25) are 1/2-summable in e.
The direction of non-summability is the Glutsyuk direction R*.

PROOF. This follows directly from Theorem [4.8]above using the estimates (.27) and -)
of Theorem[4.71

We can now refine Theorem 3.11

Theorem 4.10 Under the hypotheses of Theorem we also have the further conclusion

e Fore e Vg

Ife(z) —fe(z)| < Bexp (— (4.33)

)
Vel
The estimate is uniform in the vi. Thus f is 3-summable in €.

PROOF. The only thing to prove is the estimate (£.33). We use the shape of the strips as in
Figure [[T]so that the functions £ defined in (3.8) satisfy

% _go _ AL
EOO E'~‘ <Brexp ( I\fl) (4.34)
e | <Brew ().

The functions £ and £%® come from conjugating % and WO, The vertical part of
the strips are common for € € V and € € V. Then it is clear that @34) follows from the

analyticity of qe in the region corresponding to the vertical parts of the strips, so we Can
use (4.27) and @.28). The other parts are included in regions corresponding to [ImW/| > | \ﬂ

for some Y, > 0 independent of € by Lemma 3.3l where Lemma [3.2] allows to conclude that
GO 70,00 70,00
‘\P ‘,H’ | < Bzexp< \f\) from which ‘5 ‘ |9 | < Bgexp< \\ﬂ) follows for some

positive constants Aj, Bj. Indeed, we proved before that the solution of the Beltrami equation
depends analytically on €. Moroever the solutions of two Beltrami equations where the

Beltrami fields satisfy [ft — fi| < Bsexp ( ‘ \/—‘) and same values at 3 chosen points also satisfy
such type of estimate, from which the result follows. 0
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(a) Domain of 7% and ¢ (b) Domain of y& and }72

Figure 12: The domains of definition of the normalizing maps

Lemma 4.11 Under the hypotheses of Theorem and the compatibility condition (4.12), there
exists a neighborhood U’ of the origin such that for each € € V there exists a conjugacy Je between
f = fe and f = fae2ni over U'. The conjugacy depends analytically on € and tends to the identity as
€ — 0. Moreover there exists constants A’',B’ > 0 such that J¢ satisfies

A/
[Je —id| < B'ex <——>
Je P\TVe

PROOF. Let us recall that for arge € (—8,5) we consider fz. We compare with the point of
view for arg€ € (2m— 8,27+ 8) in which we consider fz. In both cases the singular point
—/@ (resp. V@) is attached to the upper index 0 (resp. o).

We consider the “normalizing maps” in the neighborhoods of the two singular points
given by y2, ¥, (resp. ¥, ¥°), which are tangent to the identity. These are the maps
which transform f (resp. f) to the model, i.e. the time one map of the vector field (2.7). The
advantage of these maps over the linearizing maps is that their limits exist when € — 0 and
that they do not explode at the other singular point. It is known [6] that the union of the
domains of ¥2 and ¥ (resp. 2 and ¥%°) is a whole covering of Uz (resp. Ug) and that they
overlap: indeed the domains have a form as in Figure[12|

We will restrict to smaller domains as in Figure [13] whose union covers U. On these
smaller domains we will show that there exist positive constants A, Bg such that

[72z) 72 (2)] < Boexp (—2%),

Y2 (z) =8| < Boexp (—%) .

(4.35)
From the maximum principle it suffices to prove that these estimates hold on an annulus
extending to the boundary of these subdomains. To get the result we need to pass to the Fa-
tou Glutsyuk coordinates. Indeed these normalizing maps come from conjugating the Fatou
Glustsyuk coordinates with the map q?. The Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates are constructed
as follows. We lift the map f¢ to

Fé = qg1 Of@O qé_

32



N/

(a) Subdomain of 7% and ¢ (b) Subdomain of ¥ and 172

Figure 13: Smaller domains of definition of the normalizing maps whose union covers U

(@) Domain of Fatou (b) Domain of Fatou
Glustyuk coordinate on the Glustyuk coordinate on the
side of the attracting point side of the repelling point

Figure 14: The domains of definition (translation domains) of the Fatou Glutsyuk coordi-
nates. The darkened strip is where the construction is first performed.

The Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates ®* satisfy
OI® 0Fp =Ty o O™, (4.36)

i.e. they conjugate Fe with T; which is the time-one map of the vector field %\,. They are
tirst constructed on a strip of horizontal width N and parallel to the line of holes, and then
extended to the maximal domain of definition (called translation domain in [11]) by means
of @.36) (see Figure[14). Both F and @ (resp. Fe and @) commute with Tyo (resp. Taeo)
on the side of —/2 (resp. V/2).

From the relation (33) it follows that there holds a similar relation between F¢ = q¢ o
?go Je and Fé = qg] OFéoqé:

[Fe(W)—TFe(W)| < Brexp <—|A7‘€|> (4.37)
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(a) Strip of Fatou Glustyuk coor- (b) Strip of Fatou Glustyuk co-
dinate on the side of the attract- ordinate on the side of the re-
ing point pelling point

Figure 15: Strips whose projections by qe yield annular regions up to the boundary of sub-
domains as in Figure[I3]

for some positive constants A1,B. An easy way to check (£.37) is the following: the map fe
is the sum of a 1/2-summable series in € with analytic coefficients in z. Hence so is the case
of its composition with analytic maps. Moreover it is shown in [11] that [Fe (W) —-W —1| < 41‘
for r,p sufficiently small. Hence Ifg—Fél is bounded, from which we can conclude to the
existence of a bound independent of W of the special form appearing in (4.37).

The construction of CD%OO by means of Alhfors-Bers theorem ([11]) yields to estimates
similar to for Fatou Glutsyuk coordinates on the strips with positive constants A, B;:

|52(W) — EIV)%O (W)| < B2exp <—%) on the right strip,

D2 (W) — &)g(W)I < Bexp <—%) on the left strip,

(4.38)
as long as we take the same normalization, for instance 62(20) =7Zo= (T)‘éo (Zo) (resp. 520 (Z7)

Zy = ®9(Zy)) on the right (resp. left) strip. The relation @36) implies that for all n € Z
DO® o FL =T, 0 DI, (4.39)

This in turn ensures that for any N there exist constant an, by such that estimates of the
form (4.38) with A (resp. B;) replaced by an (resp. by) are valid in a strip parallel to the
holes of horizontal width N. We take N sufficiently large so as to get the estimates on a strip
of the form as in Figure[I5l Then the projection of these strips by q¢ yield annular regions up
to the boundary of subdomains as in Figure[I3 Finally follows by conjugating ®2>
with qe.

There exists a constant t(€) such that the map ] defined by:

(4.40)



is a conjugacy between f¢ and fz, where vge) is the flow of the vector field 2.7) for the
time t(€). The compatibility condition ensures that this map is well defined for an adequate
choice of t(€).

To determine the constant t(€) we take a point zp € iR* on the imaginary axis close to
the boundary of U. Let us call

J1= L) oy
J2= (~2)*‘07%°é (4.41)
Jo=(72) Tovi® oy

The constant t(€) is uniquely determined by the condition that J(zop) = J2(z0). From their
boundedness the maps J; and ], are uniformly continuous and equi-continuous because of
the existence of the limit when € — 0. Then (4.35) implies that

J1(2) — J2(z)] < Bsexp <—|A75€|> (442)

in the overlapping region. Moreover there exist positive constants Ag, B¢ such that

[t(8)] < Bgexp <—|A72|>.

The conclusion follows. O

5 The global realization

In Section 3l we have shown how to realize a germ of family ¥ = (\Pg,‘l’%" Jeev, s as the mod-
ulus of a germ of family of diffeomorphisms fz and in Theorem [4.7] of Section 4| we have
identified a necessary compatibility condition so that the family ¥ be realizable in a uniform
family ge.

We want to show that this condition is also sufficient. The idea is the same as for the
local realization: we realize the family as a 2-dimensional family of diffeomorphisms on an
abstract 2-dimensional manifold and we show that this manifold is holomorphically equiv-
alent to a neighborhood of the origin minus {€ = 0} via the Newlander-Nirenberg theorem.

When dealing with the global realization we must work with open sets. So we will
consider open sectors in €-space. We consider the sector V5 constructed in the proof of
Theorem[3.1l Let 6 € (0,5') such that the Glutsyuk modulus is defined for arg € € (—§,8) and
arge€ € (2m—9,2m+5). We call

Vo ={€ € Vys\ [0} larg € (5,27 +5)).
We have the two subsectors V and V defined in @2).

Theorem 5.1 We consider a germ of function a(e) analytic in € and a germ of family (Y2, W) for
€ in some V5 satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem B.1land the compatibility condition (4.25). We
suppose that & is chosen sufficiently small so that the conclusion of Theorem holds. Then there
exists a germ of an analytic family of diffeomorphisms

ge =2+ (22— €)(1+0(e)+0(2)) (5.1)

35



Figure 16: The two sectors U; and U,

whose modulus is given by (a(e), [\Pg,‘l’%"]) in some V5. Moreover, if the functions a(e,v) and
\Pg:‘i,o depend analytically on (k—1)-parameters v, then the function g depends analytically on v.

PROOF. We consider the sector Vs (with 8’ = 8) constructed in the proof of Theorem
We can of course suppose that 6 € (0, %) and that $ is sufficiently small so that the Glut-
syuk modulus is defined for arge € (—25,20) and arge € (2m—26,2m+25). (To realize this
requirement it suffices to take 6 = %/ where &' is constructed in Theorem [3.1])

For each € € V we have realized the modulus over an open set Ug of C constructed
as in the proofs of Theorem [3.1land Theorem For all € € V,, Ue contains a fixed disk
B(0,7) and the two fixed points lie inside B(0,r). We can suppose 1 sufficiently small so that
B(0,1) C U’ where U’ is the open neighborhood of ++/€ in Lemma[.T1] So for the rest of the
proof we will suppose Uz = B(0, 7).

We consider the open set of C x C defined by

U=Ueey,, (Ue \ (£V2),8).

This space is endowed with a projection IT: U — V,,.
We cover V,,» with the two sectors V;, and Vg, defined by

V), ={e e Vylarge € (—5,m+5)}
Vé/ ={€ e Vylarge € (m—9,2m+9)}

Their inverse images in U are called Uy =TT~ (V;,) and U, =TT (Vg,) (Figure[16).

We construct a complex manifold .# with atlas given by {U1,U,}. The transition function
on Ui NU; (i.e. when argeé € (m— 9,7+ 0)) is the identity. The other transition function is
obtained as follows: we make the gluing of MT-1(V) with TT! (\7) in the following way: we
identify (z,€) € TT-1(€) with (J<(z),&) € TT"1(&) defined in @40). With this gluing € and &
simply become €. On .# a global function f. is defined. It is given by fg on each Uj and the
definitions match because J. conjugates fe and fe .
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On each of U; and U; we have respective coordinates (z1,€) and (z2,e). We want to
show that the complex manifold ./ is holomorphically equivalent to a neighborhood of the
origin in C2 minus {e = 0}.

Let (©1,0;) be a partition of unity associated to the covering {Uy,U;}. As in Theorem[3.]]
we can suppose that the derivatives of ©; grow no faster than a negative power of the vari-
ables. We can also suppose that the @; depend on € alone. Let us first construct a C*-
diffeomorphism

Q:.4 — (C?0)\{e =0}

defined by
Q =01-(z1,€) + 02 (z2,€) = (@121 + O222,€).

This map is C*°. We will extend it by the identity on € = 0. To show that the extension is C*
we use the fact that the map (z,€) — Je(z) has J —id exponentially small in Ve near € =0
(see Lemma[4.11). This endows Q(.#) of two complex coordinates (Z,€) where

L=01z1+05z,. (5.2)

We now show that Q) induces an integrable almost complex structure on Q(.#). Let us
recall that an almost complex structure is given by two forms w, & which are C-linear in the
sense of this structure.

The almost complex structure is integrable when there exist coordinates (wy,w;) such
that

(dwy, dwa)c = (w,&)c.

In that case there exists a 2 x 2 invertible matrix A whose entries are C*® functions in (Z,€)

such that
w\ L (dwy)
<£> _A<dw2> = Adw.

In particular, d <w> = dA /A dw contains no (0,2) component. The Newlander-Nirenberg

&

Theorem asserts that this necessary condition is also sufficient for integrability.
For the second form of the complex structure we take & = de. The other form w should
play the role of dZ. It will be given by

w= (07" (@) (5.3)

for some form  defined on .#. The form @ is given by wj on the chart U;. On U, we take
w2 =dzy. On U1NU; we have dzy = dz;. So we want w1 = dzj on U NU,. On the region of
the gluing we have
d d
dz, = &%de + a—%dm
= Tende+ (1+7Te2)dzy,

where the two functions T, ; are exponentially flat in |\/€|~! near € = 0. The gluing is done
in the following way: 6 has been chosen sufficiently small so that J, and then T ; exist for
arg(e) € (—25,20). We take an increasing C* function ¢ : R — [0, 1] such that

(x) = 0 x<—-28
P= T x>-9.
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Then
w1 =dzy+ @(arge)(Te,1de +Te pdzy).

From its construction the form & = w; on Uj is well defined on .#, C* and of type (1,0).

Let us now remark that the difference w — dZ decreases exponentially fast as € — 0. This
comes from the fact that T j, j = 1,2, are exponentially flat in lv/€|" ! near e =0.

This allows to extend the almost complex structure {de,w} to € =0, by taking the two
forms de and dz. The resulting almost complex structure is C* in a neighborhood of the
origin in C2.

To show that this complex structure satisfies the necessary condition for integrability
we need to show that {d(de),dw} contains no terms of type (0,2). Obviously d(de) =0, so
we only need to study dw. From its construction dw has no terms of type (0,2). But w is
obtained from the pull-back of w. Note that no terms containing d€ may exist outside the
region arg e € (—29,0), since @ is constant there and either the @; = 1 or z; = z;. In the region
arge € (—20,06) the maps T ; are holomorphic in Z and the maps ©; depend on € alone so
there is no possibility of a term in dZ.

Since the almost complex structure satisfies the necessary condition for integrability, we
can apply the Newlander-Nirenberg Theorem [13] to the manifold Q(.#), where Q(.#) is
the closure of Q(.#) obtained by adding € =0, z € Up. Indeed the complex structure is
integrable on Q(.#) and hence on Q(.#) by continuity. Then the local charts which are
holomorphic in the sense of this complex structure are C*. Hence there exists a diffeo-
morphism I': Q(.#)N% — C?, where % is a neighborhood of the origin in C?, which is
holomorphic with respect to this structure and whose image is a neighborhood of the origin
in C2. From the form of the complex structure it is clear that € can be taken as one of the
complex coordinates. So we can suppose that I" preserves e. The composition I'o Q) is an
analytic diffeomorphism of an open set of .# with a neighborhood of the origin in C2. The
map I is not unique. We can always choose it in such a way that it sends the curve z— e =0
to the same curve.

We now conjugate the map (fe, €) with I'o Q yielding

(geye) =(ToQ)o(fe,e)o(ToQ) .

Since g, is bounded in the neighborhood of € =0, it is possible to extend it to e =0 in
an analytic way. For each fixed e the map g is conjugated to f. defined on the slice .Z..
By continuity it is clear that g¢ is conjugated to fo = lime_,ofe where fz was the family of
Theorem[3.1] O

6 Examples

In this section we consider the realization problem for a family (Y2, %) which is conjugate
under the map w = E(W) = exp(—2niW) to a family of functions

- 0w
(1+A(2)wn )/

, N 1/n'
B (W) = Lexp(arate) © Toe)w (W) = exp(—4nZa(e)) (w +B(&)) .

PE(W) =mage) n(w) =
©.1)
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When n =1, we drop the index n. Forn =n’ =1, such a modulus is obtained for instance in
the modulus of the holonomy of an unfolding of a Riccati equation with a saddle-node ([18]]
or [8]), so we will call it the “Riccati case”.

6.1 The general case

Let
B = exp(—4n*ale)), (6.2)
and
=_ g
E exp( 7[10(0), 63)
C =exp(—2mi&®).
Then we have ~
Cp=(C)". (6.4)
As before, we compare the modulus at values € = € and & = €e*™, which we denote by
—0 ~
ll) = mK,n’ IBO = mﬁ,n’
P =LgoTg Pe =LgoTy -
Let _ o o
RO =EoHCoE"T, h =FEoH oE,
ﬁoo:Eoltl‘X’oEq, h” =EoH oE .

They satisfy respectively

~0 T0_1_ %0 —0 —0 - —0
{h oLzo®=Lgoh?, {h o ol =Lgoh, 65)

ﬁoooLéofpoozLEBoﬁOO, R o)™ olg=Lggoh™.
To calculate h°, R, EO, and h™° we use the following proposition
Proposition 6.1 The functions ma , and Tg n satisfy:
(i) manolc=Lcomacn w
(ii)) TgnoLc=LcoTg cn v/
(i) MA RO MA/ n = MALA/ W/
(iv) Tgno Tp'n = T4B/ -

Theorem 6.2 (i) The maps h°, h>, ]'_10, R are given by

hO = ma with d= E%),N

12;0 =Tew,  with e= g&“ﬁ = 1%1/ ,
h"=mg,, with d= %, o
R =Tow, with e=LP (LD
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(ii) The compatibility condition can only be satisfied when either A or B vanish or we have n =n'.
The compatibility condition in the latter case is given by the condition AB = AB, so that the

analytic invariant AB depends analytically on e. The linear changes of Glutsyuk coordinates
Ly and Lg allowing to realize the compatibility condition

h*®o (ﬁo)*] = LFOT_LOO (P_Loo)*1 olg

(6.6)
are given by
Fn__B (1-CH)((BC)"—1)—AB(Cp)™
B Bra-—C')? _’
gn_ _A B 0-CHBO)"—1)-AB(C)"]
A (BO™-1)2
Then

F'"G"=1+2ABC ™(14+0(C"))=1+2ABC ™+0o(C™)

This yields a geometric interpretation of the analytic invariant AB as a shift between the two
constants F and G.

(iii) If A(&) = O (resp. B(&) =0), then the compatibility condition is given by B/B (resp. A/A)

bounded and bounded away from 0. In particular B and B (resp. A and A) vanish at the same
values of €, with same multiplicity. In that case FG = 1.

PROOF.

(i) The result follows by applying Proposition[6.I]in (6.5) and using (6.4).

(ii) The compatibility condition is that there exist nonzero constants F and G such that
h*o (RO T = LFOHO o(h?) Tolg, ie

Tenom_ g, =Lrgomgng,oTe/Gn -

Such an equation can obviously only be satisfied for n =n’, unless A =0or B =0
Let us calculate both sides whenn =n":

~ ~\ I/m
w(1—dé)+eée
Tenom an) = (505

and

Fign on_ e 1/n
1—de 1—de
LrcomengnoTe/gnn = 3
' 14 &4dyy
1—de

Then the compatibility conditions become

& 3 (6.7)
~ na
d _? .



From this we get

Fn__B c" [(1— c" )(1-C™)—AB]

- B (1-C™)2 ’
Gn= é (1— n)( —C"')-AB
A C (1 Cn)z )

and the compatibility condition linking AB and AB becomes d& = dé which is equiv-
alent to L

AB=AB.
Since this product is an invariant, we can simply note it by AB. Note that

F'G" = (1—d&)2=1+2ABC "“(14+0(C™") =1+2ABC ™+o(C™).

In the particular case F =1/f3, i.e. the modulus family has been normalized so as to
satisfy (@.25), then we get that G = 3 +-O(C), which ensures A—A =0(C) and similarly
B —B = 0O(C) as proved in Theorem 4.7

(iii) If A = 0, then d = d = 0 in (6.7), from which the conclusion follows. O

Corollary 6.3 No family (a(e),[mage)n,Lpo Tpie)n/] ‘éev

prepared family unfolding a diffeomorphism with a parabolic ﬁxed point when n # n' and neither
A(€) or B(e) are identically zero.

is realizable as the modulus of a

Remark 6.4 The Corollary [6.3] shows the strength of the compatibility condition. Indeed,

while (a(0),[ma(o)n,Lp o Tg(o),n/]) is realizable as the modulus of a single diffeomorphism,

its unfolding can never keep this simple form.

Theorem 6.5 We consider a realizable family of triples (a(e), [(Mmare)nLpoTare n]) ‘@ev . It is

possible to choose analytic representatives of the modulus. The different equivalence classes have

a unique representative composed of a triple of germs of analytic functions (a(e),A(e),B(e)), with
a(e) arbitrary and A(e), B(e) of one of the following type for some choice of No, Ng e N={0,1,...}.

(i) A(e) =eNA, B(e) = eNBB1 (€), with By analytic satisfying B1(0) #0;
(ii A(e) =0, B(e) =eNB;

(iii) A(e) = eNA, B(e) = 0;

(iv) A(e) =B(e) =0.

PROOF. The compatibility condition shows that AB is analytic in e. Moreover we have
shown in Theorem that A(e) and B(e) can be chosen to have 1/2-summable power
series in €. These power series have sums that are analytic in the sector V,, s with continuous
limit at € = 0. When they are not identically zero, they have the form eNc(e) with c(e)
nonzero, analytic in the sector with continuous nonzero limit at e = 0. Dividing A by such
a function (and multiplying B by the same amount) is allowed in the equivalence class for
the modulus. Thus, in the case when A # 0 we can take a scaling so that A = eNA | for some
Na € N. This gives cases (i) or (iii). In the case where A =0 we can perform a similar division
on B to give (ii) or (iv). It is clear that no more scalings are allowed within the equivalence
classes, and so the representations (i) to (iv) are unique. O
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6.2 The Riccati case

Here we use the following notation

ma =MmMmAa,
TB :TBJ.

Theorem 6.6 Forany germs of analytic functions a(e),A(e),B(e), the modulus (a(e),[ma(e),Lgo
Tg(e)l) can be realized as the modulus of the unfolding of the holonomy of the strong separatrix of a
Riccati equation

x = x2— €,

Y = foe(x)+yfi el +y?fae(x),

with f; e a germ of analytic family of functions in x.

(6.8)

PROOF. It is proved in [18] that the modulus of the unfolding of the holonomy of such a
family is formed by Md&bius functions, hence by analytic functions ma(¢), Tg(e) as in Theo-
rem It is also shown there that the spherical coordinates (called w) on the fundamental
domains of Figure[2lcan be obtained by first integrals of the saddle-node model family

x = x?’—e¢

y = y(+ax), ©9)

which is the point of view in [7] and [19]. For this reason, we will be brief with the details.
We intend to treat in full detail the general case of a saddle-node in a forthcoming paper.

We first discuss the local realization of a family with modulus (a(e),[ma(e),Lg o Te)l),
i.e. of a ramified (in €) family realizing this modulus. For the local construction (local in €),
we consider the two same sectors U of Figure @ and their intersection which is formed of
the three (resp. two) sectors U%‘X“C (resp. U8>°°) for € # 0 (resp. € =0). Note that r can be
chosen arbitrarily large since 2> are global diffeomorphisms. Let

¥ = U x CP!

for # € {+,—,0,00,C}. On each %g we take the model family (6.9) in coordinates (x,y%).
We glue together the two models over %}, # € {0,00,C}. Over %;* we have first integrals
HZ (x,y%) = y*ge(x) with ge given in (3I7). We need to write the change of coordinates
over % >°°C. It comes from the change in first integral

wg(Hg):mA(e)(H-@‘r)a on %@0’
ng II)%O(H—@F):LB(e)TB(e)(H-@F)a on %éoo) (610)
Ly (HE), on %S,
and yields
N
-\ ge(x
DU )=yt +Ble)ge(x)), on 2, (6.11)
(x,y™), on %E.
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Note that ge(v/@) =0 and 1/ge(—v%) =0, so we can glue in the two lines {£v2&} x CP' to
obtain a C* manifold. We show that this manifold is analytic. For this it suffices to see
that a cylindrical neighborhood of each line {41/} x CP' minus the corresponding line is
analytically isomorphic to the product of a pointed disk with CP'. Let us now write the
details for a neighborhood of the line {V/€} x CP'. We consider U a small disk centered at v/&
that does not contain —v/¢ and U* the pointed disk. We look for global coordinates (x,Y) on
U* x CP'. For this, we look for functions k*(x) such that

Y= =yF+ki(x) (6.12)
and YT =Y~ over %g N, . Then k%E must satisfy

0, xeuduus,

(6.13)
B(e)ge(x), xeUX.

ki) — kg (x) = {
There are just found as solutions of the Cousin problem. The explicit formula for the solution
allows to show that they have a limit at v/2. Since g¢(v/€) = 0, they can be taken such that
k= (V&) =0. The global coordinate we are looking for is given by Y = Y*(x,y) on %@i N (U* x
CP' with analytic extension to U x CP'.

A similar proof can be done in a neighborhood of the line {—+/€} x CP'. It can be reduced
to the previous proof if we use the change Y=+ +— 1/Y%.

So the manifold we have constructed is a 2-dimensional complex analytic manifold
which is fibred over a disk with a fiber given by CP'. Since any vector bundle over a non-
compact Riemann surface is holomorphically trivial (see for instance [5]), this bundle must
also be holomorphically trivial since it is clear that it can be constructed as the projectiviza-
tion of a vector bundle, using a suitable lift of the maps (6.11).

Of course, we would have obtained the same result if we had used the Newlander-
Nirenberg theorem. There, we could have included € as a parameter and obtained that the
construction depends analytically on €. And it is of course possible to manage that the limit
exists for € =0

Correction to a uniform family. The family we have realized is defined over B(0,r) x CP'
for values of € in a sector of radius p and of opening greater than 27t. For this correction,
we use the Newlander-Nirenberg theorem as in Section[Bl Indeed the vector field for € € V
is conjugate to that for € € V. Let (x,Y,€) — (x,Z(x,Y,€),&) be this conjugating map. This
map can be used to glue the family of vector fields over V with the family of vector fields
over V. So we realize a family of vector fields over a 3-dimensional analytic manifold ./.
We glue in B(0,1) x CP' x {e =0}, thus obtaining a C*-manifold. We must recognize that
this manifold is of the form V x B(0,r) x CP'. For this we endow it of an integrable almost
complex structure. Two of the forms are given by dx and de. A form playing the role of dY
is constructed as in the proof of Theorem 5.1l The variables x and € remain holomorphic in
the new coordinates, and give a projection from the image of the corrected manifold onto a
neighborhood of (x, €) = (0,0). The inverse image of each point (x, €) close to (0,0) is clearly
isomorphic to the Riemann sphere. We conclude by applying the Fisher-Grauert theorem to
conclude that the bundle has a local trivialization [4]]. O

For generic a(e),A(e),B(e), the triple (a(e),[ma(e),Lp o Tp(e)l) can be realized as the
modulus of the unfolding of the holonomy of the strong separatrix of a Riccati equation
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given by a quadratic vector field. Since this proof is completely elementary, we add it for
completeness.

Theorem 6.7 Given germs of analytic functions A(e) and B(e), then for most ag and for a cor-
responding germ of analytic function a(e) yielding a realizable family of triple (a(e),[ma(e),Lpo
Tg(e)) as in Theorem there exists analytic functions c(e) and d(e) such that the triple can be
realized as the moduli of the unfolding of the holonomy of the strong separatrix of a Riccati equation
of the form

x = x*—e¢

y = cle)(x?—e)+y(1+a(e)x)+d(e)y>

There is no restriction on a(€) when A(0)B(0) # 0. Also, when A(0) = B(0) =0 and a(0) is not an
integer, then the triple (a(e),[ma(e),Lg o Tp(e)]) can be realized.

(6.14)

PROOF. For the system

x = x?’—¢

y = a(e)ple)x2—e)+y(1+(1—ale)—pe))x)+y? (6.15)

it is shown in [§], that the moduli are given (up to a scaling of the form (A,B) — (Ak,B/k)
with k bounded and bounded away from 0) by

27 —27tiemi(1—o—P)

Ale) = Ble) =T re)

S T(1—o)F(1=B)’
We first take d(e) =1 and c(e) = «(€)B(e) in to obtain (6.15) where a(e) =1—
o(e)—pB(€). Thus,

2mi —2mie™a
Ale) = Bl = ri—a—prie)

- Tla+p)r(1—p)’
If a(0) is not an integer, it is clear that we can choose o and {3 to obtain any values of the
parameters we wish (making sure that we have 3(0) # 0), except for the cases where A and B
both have a zero at € = 0. (Recall, that A and B are only defined up to an inessential scaling.)
If a(0) is an integer, we can only realize A(e) and B(e) when A(0)B(0) # 0.

To discuss now the cases A(0) = B(0) =0, we consider with d(0) =0 but d(e) # 0.
For 0 # € << 1 we can substitute d(e)y — y to obtain

x = xX?—¢

y = y(e)dle)x2—e)+y(1+ale)x) +y? (616
and take y(e) = a(€)B(e), and denote B(e) = B(e)d(e), to obtain (6.15) where a =1—x—
as before.

However, this calculation is only for € # 0 and we need to make sure that the scaling
factor is correct in the limit as € tends to 0.

The values of A and B in [8] are obtained from the first integral, H say, of (6.15) which is

of the form
W2y + (x2—e)w)

w3y + (x2—e)w}’
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a+bl+1)

where k = (2,/e)1~ % Be™ il Ve

tions, and in particular,

, and wj and w3 are given by hypergeometric func-

- oc[.’)]—i_OH—B—] X

3—/2MmMn Y b 2 2\/6’ \/E M
In our case, we have 3 = Bd, and hence d divides each term in w3. Thus, in original coordi-
nates, we need to replace H by

wodY + (x2— e)w)
w3Y + (x2—e)wi/d’

H=Hd=«

to achieve a uniform limit as e tends to zero. This means a scaling of d(e) in the modulus
given in [8], which gives

d —2miem(1-ab)
A = Farasy YT i e Bardaad

We note that (I'(Bd)d)~' =B +o(B,d), and hence, if a(0) is not an integer, we can clearly
choose B and d to obtain any germs of functions A and B with A(0) = B(0) = 0. O

Remark 6.8 The triple (a(e),[ma(e),Lg o Tp(e)]) cannot be realized in a family of type (6.15),
when a(0) =2, A(0) =0 and B(e) #0.

6.3 The only families with continuous representative )% of the modulus

We propose the following conjecture which we prove in a special case.

Conjecture 6.9 The only families with representative )>* of the modulus which are ana-
lytic in € are the ones presented in Theorem|[6.14]

Theorem 6.10 The conjecture[6.9lis valid in the subcase where either VX (or W°) is linear.

This has been proved in the case a = 0 by Reinhard Schéfke [20].

EROOF OF THEOREM [6.J0 We make the proof in the case where )% is linear, and thus
h™ =id and h* = id. Using the notation of Section[@] the compatibility condition is given

by

(RO =Lrohlolg, (6.17)
where ~
£ o 0_1 _ £ o
SRR A CORRS (6.18)
h ol olz=1Lgoh.
We note that G = F~! because (KO)’(O) = (h%’(0) =11in @ID).
If 9 depends analytically on €, then $° = 0. From (©.18), we have
D0 — [ = RO
11)0 CBO( o)~ o —1ohy (6.19)
=R oLgoh oL
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. —0 -~ ..
Since P~ = 1°, this yields, after some rearrangement,

—0 ~ 0 0 Oy —
R%oLig10(h0) " oleg = Lig 1 oR oLggo (RO (6.20)
Substituting (6.17) yields

—0 —0 —0 —0

hoolygoh oleg =Ly 1o olgegoh . (6.21)

We now substitute h°(w) =w+ Y j>2bjw! and equate coefficients of W/ in (€.21). Let

Rr\1—s__
b, be the first nonzero coefficient. Then we need to choose F$~! = % We note that

F@ =1if and only if a € szZ (i.e. B =1). Forj > s, the coefficient of W is a polynomial in
by,...,bj, where the only monomial in bj is of the form c;b; with

¢ =Fp [1— (FB)~"+(Cp)' (P —1)]

which does not vanish for |e| << T as soon as F(3 # 1. This means that the solution is unique.
Since m(1_g)p, s—1 is one solution, it is the only one.
We now need to treat the case a € szZ' In this case B =1 and (6.21)) gives

KOOL(E),1 o]’_LOoLé—L(a,1 o]’_LOoLéo]’_LO =0. (6.22)

If by # 0, the terms of degree 2 and 3 yield no constraints, but the terms of degree 4 give

b3 —b3 =0, and the terms of degree j give b;_; uniquely in terms of by,...,bj 5. Since
=0 . L .
h™ =m_y, 1 is a solution, it must be the solution.

If b, vanishes, then we take bg to be the first non-vanishing coefficient of HO —1id as
above. Suppose b; # 0 is the first term non-zero coefficient for which j —1 is not divisible
by s — 1. We consider the term in w51 in (6.22) to yield a contradiction. Thus, all terms in

=0 . . . .
h" only contains terms in by s 1)x"~ 1. We conjugate .22) by z — w*~! to obtain an

equation of the form (6.22) with C replaced by C* 'and R replaced by a power series i in
z with the coefficient of z? given by (s — 1)bs. Therefore, we can proceed as above to obtain
_/ _

h =m_gu,,1(z), and hence ho = M(1_g)p, s—1- O
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