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ON SIMULTANEOUS LINEARIZATION

ALASTAIR FLETCHER AND DOUGLAS MACCLURE

ABSTRACT. Given a uniformly quasiregular mapping, there is typically no reason to assume
any relationship between linearizers at different repelling periodic points. However, in the
current paper we prove that in the case where the uqr map arises as a solution of a Schroder
equation then, with some further natural assumptions, if L is a linearizer at one repelling
periodic point, then L o T is a linearizer at another repelling periodic point, where T is a
translation. In this sense we say L simultaneously linearizes f. In the plane, an example
would be that e* simultaneously linearizes z2. Our methods utilize generalized derivatives
for quasiregular mappings, including a chain rule and inverse derivative formula, which may
be of independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. In dynamics, linearization is used to conjugate a given map near a fixed
point to a simpler map, from which the behaviour of the iterates of the original map near
the fixed point may be deduced. If f is a rational map and z, € C is a repelling fixed point,
that is |f/(z0)| > 1, then there is a transcendental function L so that

f(L(2)) = L(f'(20)2)

holds for all z € C. If f has poles in C, then so does L. If L'(0) = 1, then L is unique and
thus called the Poincaré linearizer of f at z.

We may again speak of linearizers at repelling periodic points, just replacing the map f
with a suitable iterate. Since the repelling periodic points are dense in the Julia set J(f),
there is a collection of linearizers of f and its iterates at a dense set of J(f). There is no
reason to think these various linearizers should be related. However, in certain circumstances
they are. Before explaining the general situation, we illustrate with an example.

Example 1.1. Let f(z) = 2% and zy = 1. Clearly z; is a repelling fixed point of f with
f'(z0) = 2. Set A(z) = 2z. Then L(z) = e* is the Poincaré linearizer for f at z, satisfying
the functional equation fo L = L o A. We can find periodic points of order m in the
Julia set J(f) = {2z : |z| = 1} by looking for solutions of the iterated functional equation
f™oL = Lo A™. Since L is 2mi-periodic, an elementary calculation shows that the fixed
points of f™ are given by

2kmi
(1.1) exp <2m_1) ,
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where k € Z. For a fixed k € {0,1,...,2™ — 1}, consider the translation T'(z) = z + 227
and let

M=LoT.
Then a further elementary calculation shows that
f"oM=MoA™

and M'(0) = 1. Hence M is the unique Poincaré linearizer for f™ at the point given by
(L.I.

The conclusion of this example is that at any repelling periodic point in J(f), the Poincaré
linearizer is given by a composition of e* and a translation. This is what we mean by
simultaneous linearization, following the usage of this phrase by Milnor [12].

The key point here is that the linearizer L of 22 at zy = 1 is strongly automorphic with
respect to a discrete group of isometries GG, that is, L is periodic with respect to G and also
G acts transitively on fibres L=!(w). If h : C — C is strongly automorphic with respect to
a discrete group of isometries and A is a complex linear map satisfying AGA™' C G, then
there is a unique solution to the Schréder equation

foh=hoA.

This may look identical to the linearizer equation, but the difference is in the inputs. In
the linearizer equation, we input f and f’(z) to get L, and L must be injective at 0. In
the Schroder equation, we input A and A, and h need not be injective at 0, for example
h(z) = cos z.

The upshot is that if f arises as a solution of the Schroder equation with an appropriate
h and A, then a linearizer of f at a repelling periodic point which is not in the image of the
branch set of h under h is a composition of h and a translation.

There are three types of such rational maps:

(i) power mappings 2¢ arising from, for example, e* with automorphy group G isomorphic
to Z,
(ii) Chebyshev maps arising from, for example, cos z with G isomorphic to Z x (Z/27Z),
(iii) Lattés maps arising from, for example, p(z) with translation subgroup of G isomorphic
to Z x 7.

The reason for precluding repelling periodic of f lying on the image of the branch set of
h under h can be illustrated in case (ii): if h(z) = cos z, A(z) = 2z, then the solution to the
Schroder equation is f(2) = 222 — 1. However, the Poincaré linearizer for f at zy = 1 is not

h but L(z) = cosh(v/2z).

1.2. Quasiregular maps. The natural setting for extending the above discussion into R",
for n > 2, is that of quasiregular maps. We will give precise definitions below, but roughly
speaking, a quasiregular map is a map of bounded distortion. An important subclass of
quasiregular maps is the class of uniformly quasiregular maps, or uqr maps for short, where
there is a uniform bound on the distortion of the iterates. There are quasiregular versions
of both linearizers and solutions to the Schroder equation, which we now outline.

Given a uqr map f : R* — R" n > 2, and a fixed point x; € R" (the case where g is
the point at infinity can be dealt with by composing with Mobius transformations), we can
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consider limits of subsequences of sequences of the form

f(zo + Apz) — f(20)
Am

where \,, — 0. Via normal family machinery, limits along subsequences are guaranteed to
exist [10]. Any such limit ¢ is called a generalized derivative of f at x, and the collection
of generalized derivatives is denoted D f(xo). If f is locally injective at x¢, then every such
1 is a uniformly quasiconformal map, that is, an injective uqr map.

There is a classification of fixed points of uqr maps. In this paper, the important case
is repelling: every element ¢ of Df(x¢) is a loxodromic repelling uniformly quasiconformal
map, that is, ¢ fixes 0 and infinity, and for every x € R™ \ {0}, ¥™(z) — oo. Then for any
Y € Df(xy), there is a (non-unique) transcendental-type quasiregular map L satisfying

foL=Loq

for all x € R™. Such a map L is called a linearizer for f at xy.

On the other hand, if A~ : R® — R” is strongly automorphic with respect to a tame
quasiconformal group G, that is, G is quasiconformally conjugate to a discrete group of
isometries, and A is a loxodromically repelling uniformly quasiconformal map satisfying
AGA™! C G, there is a unique non-injective uqr map f solving the Schréder equation

foh=hoA.

As before, there are three classes of such strongly automorphic maps: Zorich-type, sine-type
and p-type, with uqr maps of power-type, Chebyshev-type and Lattés-type respectively. See
[4] for more on this classification.

The main aim of this paper is to prove a simultaneous linearization result for uqr solu-
tions to the Schroder equation. Before we state our result, we need to discuss generalized
derivatives for arbitrary quasiregular maps. The results we obtain in this setting may be of
independent interest.

1.3. Generalized derivatives. If U C R" is a domain, f : U — R" is quasiregular and
xo € U, then for ¢t < dist(zg, dU), we can consider the map

(o + tx) — f(x0)
ry(t) ’

where r¢(t) is the mean radius of the image of the ball centred at x( of radius ¢ under f.
Again by normal family machinery, limits of f; exist along subsequences of any sequence
t,, — 0. Such limits are also called generalized derivatives, and the collection of generalized
derivatives of f at xg is denoted by T'(xg, f) and called the infinitesimal space of f at x.

It is worth pointing out that we have two notions of generalized derivatives and infinitesi-
mal spaces, one for fixed points of uqr maps and one for any point of an arbitrary quasiregular
map. The uqr version is useful for classifying fixed points, whereas the general version is
not, since every generalized derivative in this setting preserves the measure of the unit ball
B". Somewhat interestingly, the general version appeared in the literature [7] several years
before the uqr version [10].

In this paper, the uqr version of generalized derivatives appear when dealing with the

linearizer equation, while we use the general version to prove some technical results.
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If a quasiregular map f is differentiable at zy (and recall quasiregular maps are differen-
tiable almost everywhere), then T'(xg, f) consists only of a scaled version of the derivative
f'(x). This is a particular case of a simple infinitesimal space, that is, when T'(x¢, f) contains
only one map.

We will prove the following versions of results familiar to any calculus student. Note that
the choice of the point 0 is not important, and just eases the notation.

Theorem 1.2 (Chain Rule for Generalized Derivatives). Suppose f,h : R" — R" are
quasiregular mappings which fix zero and T(0, f) and T(0, h) are simple, with T'(0, f) = {gr}
and T'(0,h) = {gn}. Then T(0, f o h) is simple, and consists of the map gror, = C(gs © gn),
where C' > 0 is a positive constant so that o, preserves the measure of B(0,1).

Theorem 1.3 (Inverse Generalized Derivative Formula). Let f be quasiconformal in a neigh-
bourhood U of 0 so that f fizes 0 and T'(0, f) is simple. If T(0, f) = {g}, then there ezists a
constant C > 0 so that T(0, f~) = {Cg~'}. In particular, T(0, f~1) is simple.

In each theorem here, we restrict to simple infinitesimal spaces because in this setting we
have a useful asymptotic representation for the behaviour of f near 0. It is worth reiterating
that a quasiregular map is guaranteed to be simple almost everywhere.

We will apply these results to prove the following result involving Schroder equations.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose [ : R* — R" is uqr and xo € R is a repelling fived point of f.
Further, suppose that there exist A > 1 and a quasireqular mapping L : R* — R"™ that s
locally injective near 0, where f o L = Lo A is satisfied for A(x) = Az and L(0) = zo. If
T(0, L) is simple, then f is differentiable at xq, with derivative f'(xq) = X?1d, where d is the
homogeneity factor of L at 0.

Here, the homogeneity factor of L at 0 is the homogeneity factor of the mean radius
function 7y, that is, d > 0 so that rp(st) ~ sirp(t) as t — 0. These terms will be more
precisely defined below. This result, in turn, leads to the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose h : R" — R is strongly automorphic with respect to a crystallo-
graphic group G, M : R — R" is given by M = MO for A > 1, O orthogonal and M
satisfies

MGM™ cG.
Let f be the unique uqr solution to the Schrider equation

foh=hoM.
Further, suppose T(xzo,h) is simple and g, € T(xo,h) is 1-homogeneous for all xy €

h=H(JI(f))-
Then if ' is a repelling periodic point of f of period m with x' ¢ h(By,), there exists r € N
independent of ¥’ and a translation T so that L = hoT" is a linearizer of f™ at x’'. Hence,

h simultaneously linearizes f at any repelling periodic point ' ¢ h(By,). Moreover f™™ is
differentiable, with derivative (f™) (z') = A" 1d.

Here B;, is the branch set of h.

Remark 1.6. (a) Siebert [I5], Satz 4.3.4] showed that periodic points are dense in J(f). It
is still open whether repelling periodic points are dense in J(f), but it is not hard to
see that for uqr solutions of a Schréder equation, this is indeed the case. Consequently,

there are very many repelling periodic points to apply Theorem to.
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(b) A periodic point in J(f) cannot also be a branch point, since we would then obtain a
super-attracting fixed point of f™, for some m € N, lying in J(f™). This is not allowed,
since every super-attracting fixed point of a uqr map is necessarily contained in the Fatou
set F'(f).

(¢) An interpretation of the conclusions of Theorem [L.5is that uqr solutions of the Schréder
equation have real multipliers, that is, considering a suitable iterate of f at a repelling
periodic point yields a differentiable map whose derivative is just a dilation. In [I], it is
shown that if a rational map f has real multipliers at every repelling periodic point, then
J(f) is contained in a circle or a line, or f is a Lattés map and J(f) = C. The converse
to this isn’t quite true, consider for example the Lattés map f(z) = (2i) 7! (2 +27!) with
fixed points

1 1
Vo7 2i—1
The multiplier at each of these fixed points is A = 1 — i, where |\| = v/2. Of course, f*
does have real multipliers.

(d) In [4], we proved that every uqr solution of the Schréder equation has J(f) equal to
either all of R", a quasi-sphere or a quasi-disk. Strengthening the Schréder equation so
the uniformly quasiconformal map is linear, as in the hypotheses of Theorem [[.3] does
not seem to allow the stronger conclusion that J(f) is all of R”, a sphere or a disk. For
example, a standard Zorich construction in R? could be modified so that the image of a
slice through a fundamental beam is an ellipse.

(e) One of the main assumptions we make in Theorem is that h is simple at every point
of interest. Of course, h is simple at least almost everywhere and, typically, writing down
a formula for h will yield an appropriate map. The other main assumption we make is
that the uqc map M is linear. We require this for our proof to work, so it is worth
pointing out how we can pass from an arbitrary Schroder equation to one of this form.

If fiohy = hyo Ay is a Schroder equation with hy strongly automorphic with respect to a
tame quasiconformal group G, then we can conjugate everything in the Schréder equation
by a quasiconformal map to obtain foh = h o A, where h is strongly automorphic with
respect to a discrete group of isometries G.

Proposition 1.7. With the notation above, if G is a discrete group of isometries with trans-
lation subgroup T and associated lattice A = {g(0) : g € T}, and A is a loxodromic repelling
uge map satisfying AGA™! C G, then

(i) there exists a uniformly quasiconformal linear map M so that A|y = M]|,,

(i) A and M are quasiconformally conjugate via a map which is the identity on A,
(i1i) if f is the unique solution to the Schrider equation foh = ho A, then f also 18 the

unique solution to f o h=ho M, where h=ho & for some quasiconformal map &,
(i) A can be chosen to be non-linear and satisfy AGA™' C G.

Remark 1.8. (a) Observe that in statements such as [11, Theorem 21.4.1], this means that
A =)0, where A > 1 and O is orthogonal, really is a hypothesis and not a conclusion.
(b) Note that Proposition [[.7] does not necessarily imply anything about the original maps
f1 and h; since quasiconformal conjugacy does not necessarily preserve simpleness (see

[5] for the uqr version of this claim).
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The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we cover preliminary material on quasireg-
ular mappings, linearizers, Schroder equations and geenralized derivatives of both varieties.
In section 3, we prove the claims about generalized derivatives, including the chain and
inverse function rules. In section 4, we discuss the Schroder equation foh = ho A and
associated group G. In particular, we prove Proposition [.7] on how we can pass from this
Schroder equation to one where the uqc map is linear. Finally, in section 5 we prove our
main result on simultaneous linearization, Theorem

Acknowledgements: This paper is based on work from the thesis of the second named
author. The external examiner for the thesis was Dan Nicks, who provided numerous helpful
comments and corrections.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Quasiregular mappings. A quasiregular mapping in a domain U C R" forn > 2 is a
continuous mapping in the Sobolev space W, ;,.(U) where there is a uniform bound on the
distortion, that is, there exists K > 1 such that

[f ()" < KJy(x)

almost everywhere in U. The minimum such K for which this inequality holds is called the
outer dilatation and denoted by Ko(f). As a consequence of this, there is also K’ > 1 such
that

Jp(@) < K inf |f/(2)h]"

|h[=1
holds almost everywhere in U. The minimum such K’ for which this inequality holds is called
the inner dilatation and denoted by K;(f). If K = max{Ko(f), K;(f)}, then K = K(f) is
the maximal dilatation of f. A K-quasiregular mapping is a quasiregular mapping for which
K(f) < K. The set of points where a quasiregular mapping f is not locally injective is called
the branch set, and denoted B;. An injective quasiregular mapping is called quasiconformal.
The following result states that quasiconformal mappings in R™ are also n-quasisymmetric.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 11.14, [9]). Let n > 2 and K > 1. There exists an increasing
homeomorphism n : [0,00) — [0,00) depending only on n and K so that if f : R — R" is

K -quasiconformal, then
f(x) = fyl _ (W—M)
| Y

|f(x) = f(2)] —
forall z,y, z € R".

A composition of quasiregular mappings is again quasiregular, and so it makes sense to
consider the iteration of quasiregular mappings. In general, the best that can be said is that
K(fog) < K(f)-K(g), and so typically the distortion goes up under iteration. If there is a
uniform bound on the distotion of the iterates, say there exists K > 1 so that K(f™) < K
for all m € N, then f is said to be uniformly quasiregular, or uqr for short.

2.2. Generalized derivatives at fixed points of uqr maps. Let f be a uniformly
quasiregular mapping which is locally injective near a fixed point xqo € R". Hinkkanen,
Martin and Mayer [10] define the set Df(x() of generalized derivatives of f at zq by the set

of limits of
lim f(xo + prx) — f(l"o)’
k—oo Pk
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where p, — 0 as k — oo. The definition can be extended to the point at infinity via
compositions with Mobius maps.

Since f is locally injective near xq, then Df(xq) consists of uqc maps. If there is only one
element in Df(z), we will call Df(xq) simple. If f is differentiable at z, then Df(x¢) just
contains the linear mapping = — f'(xo)x and so D f(x) is simple.

We classify a fixed point zy via the behaviour of maps in Df(xy). Observe this is in
analogy with classifying fixed points of holomorphic maps via the multiplier at the fixed
point. Uniformly quasiconformal mappings have the following fixed point classification.

Definition 2.2. Suppose ¢ : R” — R" is a uqc map which fixes 0 and co. Then ¢ is called
lozodromic repelling or lozodromic attracting if ©*(x) — oo locally uniformly on R™\{0} or
©*(x) — 0 locally uniformly on R” respectively. Otherwise, ¢ is called elliptic, and the group
generated by ¢ is pre-compact.

We cannot have generalized derivatives of differing types in one infinitesimal space.

Theorem 2.3. [10, Lemma 4.4] If one element ¢ € Df(xg) is lozodromic repelling or
loxodromic attracting, then all elements of Df(xo) are loxodromic repelling or lozodromic
attracting, respectively.

We then have the following classification of fixed points.

Definition 2.4. If f : R® — R” is a uqr map and f is locally injective at a fixed point z,
then ¢ is called repelling (respectively attracting) if one, and hence all, elements of D f ()
are loxodromic repelling (respectively attracting) uqc maps. Otherwise, xj is a neutral fixed
point and hence all elements of D f(xq) are elliptic. If f fails to be locally injective near z,
then we call xy a super-attracting fixed point of f.

With this classification of fixed points, we can now define a linearizer of a uqr map.

Definition 2.5. Suppose f : R? — R7 is a uqr map with repelling fixed point z, € R™. If
L : R™ — R” is a quasiregular map, so that L is locally injective near 0 and for ¢ € Df(x),
L(0) =x¢ and fo L = Loy, then L is called a linearizer of f at x.

Via [10, Theorem 6.3|, linearizers always exist. It is straightforward to see that they
are not unique, and since quasiregular maps need not be differentiable, we cannot make a
normalization such as L'(0) = 1.

Here, we call f o L = L o1 the linearizer equation. It is important to note that we start
with a uniformly quasiregular map f, a repelling fixed point zy and generalized derivative
1 € Df(zg) and end up with a linearizer L. However, when considering concrete examples
of linearizer equations, we run into the issue of the construction of uqr mappings, which is
generally challenging. One method for constructing whole families of uqr maps is via the
Schroder equation.

2.3. Strongly automorphic mappings and the Schréder equation.

Definition 2.6. A quasiregular mapping h : R® — R, for n > 2, is called strongly auto-
morphic with respect to a quasiconformal group G if the following two conditions hold:

(i) hog=htorall g € G,

(i) G acts transitively on the fibres h~!(y), that is, if h(z;) = h(xy), then there exists

g € G such that xo = g(x1).
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The most common groups considered in the literature are discrete groups of isometries.
We consider a generalization of these.

Definition 2.7. A quasiconformal group G acting on R" is called tame if there exists a
quasiconformal mapping ¢ : R” — R™ and a discrete group of isometries G’ acting on R” so

that G = pG'p~!

The following classification of quasiregular mappings which are strongly automorphic with
respect to a tame quasiconformal group can be found in [4], and we refer there for further
references. If h is strongly automorphic with respect to a tame quasiconformal group G,
then G is quasiconformally conjugate to a discrete group of isometries GG;. Then G, has a
maximal translation subgroup 7 which necessarily must be of rank n — 1 or n. The map h
then falls into one of three categories:

(i) his of Zorich-type if 7 has rank n — 1, a fundamental set for the action of 7 on R” is
a beam B of the form X x R, where X is an (n — 1)-polytope and there is no rotation
in G’ switching the prime ends of B,
(ii) h is of sine-type if the above case holds, but there is a rotation in G’ switching the
prime ends of B,
(iii) A is of p-type if T has rank n.
A key reason for considering strongly automorphic quasiegular mappings is that they can
be used to construct uqr maps through a Schréoder functional equation.

Theorem 2.8. [4, Theorem 3.2] Suppose h : R — R™ is strongly automorphic with respect
to a tame quasiconformal group G. Further suppose that there is a loxodromically repelling
uniformly quasiconformal mapping A satisfying A(0) =0 and

AGA™ C G.
Then there is a unique non-injective uqgr map f : R® — R™ which solves the Schrider equation
foh=hoA.

Here, we are given a strongly automorphic mapping h and a loxodromic repelling uqc map
A satisfying the group invariance AGA™! C G, and then implicitly defining a uqr map f
via the Schroder equation. Since we have three types of strongly-automorphic mappings,
there are three types of uqr mappings which satisfy the Schroder equation: power type,
Chebyshev-type or Lattes type when h is Zorich-type, sine-type or p-type respectively.

Note that the linearizer equation f o L = L o1 is always a Schréder equation. Yet, not
every Schroder equation is a linearizer equation (see [4, Section 4|). Hence, if we wish to
study linearizers of a uqr map which arises as a solution to a Schréder equation involving a
strongly automorphic mapping, we need to determine whether we can pass from the Schroder
equation to the linearizer equation.

2.4. Generalized derivatives of quasiregular mappings. Finally in this section, we
recall material on generalized derivatives for arbitrary quasiregular maps from [7].

If f:R" — R"is a non-constant quasiregular mapping, let r¢(zo,t) be the mean radius
of the image of the ball of radius t centered at xy under f, that is

ri(zo,t) = (W)W,
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where |F| denotes the n-dimensional volume of a set £ C R™ and €2, is the volume of the
unit ball in R”. Since the point z, is usually clear, we write r(¢) for brevity. Then the
infinitesimal space of f at xg is

T(zo, f) = { limits of subsequences of f(xo + tex) — f (o) } ’

ry(t)
as k — oo, where t;, — 0 as kK — oo.

If f is differentiable at xy with non-degenerate derivative, then T'(zo, f) just contains the
normalized derivative z + (f'(x0)/J(z0)Y™)x. If T(x, f) contains only one mapping g,
then T'(xo, f) is called simple. By [7, Theorem 4.1|, if T'(x, f) is simple, then g € T'(zo, f)
is d-homogeneous, that is, there exists d > 0 such that for all » > 0,

(2.1) g(rz) = rig(z),
for all x € R™.

3. GENERALIZED DERIVATIVES IN SIMPLE INFINITESIMAL SPACES

In this section, we prove the chain rule and inverse function formula for generalized deriva-
tives. The first few subsections contain preparatory material building up to these results.

3.1. Asymptotic behaviour. Throughout, we will be using the equivalence relation ~ as
in [7] where for v,w : U — R"™ and U a domain containing zero, then

v(z) ~u(x) asz — 0
means
() = u(z)] = of|v(@)| + |u(z)]),
where for functions f,g: R — R, f(x) = o(g(x)) as  — 0 if and only if given € > 0, there
exists 0 > 0 so that
|/ (@)

|9()]
In fact, if v(z) ~ u(z), then we equivalently have that
(3.1) [v(z) = u(z)] = offv(x)[)
and
(3.2) [v(z) —u(@)| = ol|u(x)]).

It is easy to see that ~ is an equivalence relation. In fact, ~ is an equivalence relation
which holds under the composition of quasiconformal mappings.

< e for |z] < 4.

Lemma 3.1. Let U be a domain which contains zero and let g,u,v : U — R™ be quasicon-
formal maps which fix zero. If u ~ v, then gou ~ gov anduog~vog.

Proof. The first equivalence is due to [8, Theorem 2.18]. Let V' be the connected component

of U N g~ Y(U) which contains 0. Clearly, V' is non-empty, since g fixes 0. Then, since g is a

continuous and open map, there exists an open neighbourhood N of zero, such that N C V.
Pick € > 0. Since u ~ v, there exists a neighbourhood W C N of 0 such that

o(z) = u(z)] < Z(IU(%)I + |v(@)));



for any # € W. Hence, for x € W N g=1(W),
[v(g(x)) —ulg(@))] < e(Julg(@))] + [v(g(x))])-

Since ¢ is continuous and g fixes 0, then g(z) — 0 as  — 0. Hence, v(g(z)) ~ u(g(z)) as
x — 0.
U

3.2. Radial homogeneity of the mean radius function. By [7, §4], if f is simple at 0,
then r; is d-homogeneous for some d > 0, that is, for a fixed s > 0 then

(3.3) ri(st) = srp(t) (1 + o(1))
as t — 0. We show an analogous result is true for the inverse.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose f : R"™ — R™ is quasiregular, f(0) =0 and T(0, f) is simple. Further,
suppose d > 0 is the homogeneity factor of g € T(0, f). Then, for fized s > 0,

r?l(st) ~ sl/drgl(t)
ast — 0.
Proof. Let r = r;. Suppose r~1(st) # s/9r~1(t). Then for s > 0 and t — 0,
r~Y(st) # sV (t)(1 + o(1)).

As a consequence, there exist a sequence ¢; — 0 and ¢ > 0 such that either

() 1 (st;) = sV (1)(1 + 6), or

(ii) r~1(st;) < sVdr71(t;)(1 = 6).

Since r is an increasing, continuous function with (0) = 0, see [6, Lemma 3.1], then r~

is an increasing, continuous function.
In case (i), after applying r to both sides of the inequality, since 7 is increasing and by

B.3),

1

st; > (s () (1 +6)) = s(146)4(1 + o(1))t;,
for j sufficiently large, which then implies that 1 > (1+6)%(1+o0(1)). This is a contradiction.
In case (ii), due to (B.3)),

st; < r(sl/dr_l(tj)(l —6)) =s(1—-08)%1+ o(1))t;,

for j sufficiently large, which then implies that 1 < (1 — 6)%(1 + o(1)). Again, this is a
contradiction. O

3.3. Simple infinitesimal spaces. Throughout this section we assume that f : R” — R"
is quasiregular, f fixes 0 and T'(0, f) is simple. In this setting, |7, Theorem 4.1] states that
f has the asymptotic representation

(3.9 F(@) ~ D) = ry(lz])g ( u )

|z
as x — 0.
Note, since g preserves the measure of the unit ball, this asymptotic representation of
f is analogous to the fact that given a domain U containing zero, a holomorphic function
f : U — C which fixes zero is well-approximated by a linear map

f(z) ~ f(0)z,

10



where f/(0) is a scaling composed with a rotation. A geometric interpretation of (34 is
that multiplication by r;(|z|) gives a scaling map, and g(z/|z|) gives the surface for which
infinitesimal balls centered at 0 are homeomorphic to under f. We then immediately have
rp(t) = rg(t) for t > 0 since

(3.5) [D(B(0, )| = [rs(t)g(B(0, 1)) = (r(£))" 2.

In fact, the infinitesimal spaces of f and its asymptotic representation coincide.
Lemma 3.3. If f fizes 0, T(0, f) is simple and D is given by (3-4), then T'(0,D) = T(0, f).

Proof. Let g € T(0, f). Observe, for © # 0, since ¢ is positively d-homogeneous, and
ry(st) ~ s?rp(t) as t — 0, then

D(tz) _ re(t|z])g(tz/[tx])
rp(t) ry(t)
2l t)g(a/|x])
ry(t)
~ g(x) ast — 0.

Hence, T'(0, D) = {g}. O

3.4. The chain rule. We now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem|[L2 Let gy and g;, be the generalized derivatives for f and h respectively

at 0. By (B4),

f(@) ~ Dy(x) = rp(lz)gs(@/[x]),  h(x) ~ Dp(x) = ra(lz])gn(z/]x])

as ¢ — 0. In fact, by LemmaB.1], foh(x) ~ foDp(x) ~ DsoDy(z) as x — 0. Since g;, and

gy are dj, de-homogeneous respectively and r;, and r are asymptotically d;, ds-homogeneous
11



respectively by [7, Theorem 4.1], then
foh(tz) Do Dy(tx)
rron(t) 7son(t)

(Il bt gy (E2ehmlelien )

7 fon(t)
re(rn([ta)gn (/o) gr (22D

7 fon(t)
(el ra (@) gn (@) 2~ gy (L )
rfon(t)
ri(ra(ton(@))gs (23)
rfon(t)
lgn(@) |y (1 (1) g (gn () gn ()]~
rfon(t)

(5.5) ~ () ot

~

ast — 0.
Consequently, for any g € T'(0, f o h), there exists a sequence oy > 0, ag, — 0, so that g
is given by the limit of a convergent sequence

(37) {unta) = (D) g guo |

7 yon (k)
Since T'(0, foh) is non-empty, then there exist sequences ay, > 0, a, — 0 so that 1, converges

locally uniformly on R". Since |g(B(0,1))| = |B(0,1)| then any convergent sequence of the
form ([B.7) converges locally uniformly to C'(gs o g5). Hence, by (3.6)),

T, foh)={C(gfogn)}
O

Note that if f o h is differentiable at 0, then T'(0, f o h) is given by left-multiplication by
the normalized Jacobian matrix (see [7, (2.3)]), i.e.,

_ (fon)(0)
= o

3.5. Starlike domains. Before discussing the infinitesimal space of the inverse of a locally
injective quasiregular map, it is necessary to determine what d-homogeneous quasiconformal
mappings do to starlike domains centered at zero and hence achieve estimates for the mean
radius function.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose g : R" — R" is a homeomorphism such that g(0) = 0 and g is d-
homogeneous near 0. If U C R™ is starlike with respect to 0, then g(U) is starlike with respect

to 0.
12



Proof. Assume ¢(U) is not starlike with respect to zero. Then there exists a ray v connecting
zero and infinity and =,y € U, such that |g(x)| < |g(y)| and

9(x),g9(y) € (yNag(U)),

while the line segment [g(z), g(y)] contains points in R"\g(U).
Since g(z), g(y) € v, then there exists ¢ > 1 so that

g(y) = t'g(x),

where d > 0 is the homogeneity factor of g. Further, since g is d-homogeneous and globally
injective, then g(y) = g(tx) with y = tz. However, since

l9(@), 9] N (R"\g(0)) # 0,

then there exists s € RT with 1 < s < t so that

s'g(z) € [g(x), g(y)] and s%g(x) = g(sz) & g(U).

Hence, sx ¢ U, which contradicts the assumption that U is starlike. 0

We can then conclude that d-homogeneous quasiconformal maps which fix zero map rays
through zero onto rays through zero. Hence, if we're given ¢ > 0 and a d-homogeneous
quasiconformal map p : B(0,t) — p(B(0,t)), then we can find the mean radius of B(0,1)
under p by integrating over the distance from 0 to dp(B(0,t)), and normalize by dividing
through by the (n — 1)-dimensional volume of S"7!, i.e.,

o Ip(tw)]du

fS”*l dw
This gives the average distance from 0 to dp(B(0,t)) and hence the mean radius of the image
of the ball B(0,t) under p.

Our next result shows that simple infinitesimal spaces are preserved under the equivalence
relation ~.

Tp(t)

Lemma 3.5. Let U be a domain which contains zero and let p, h : U — R" be quasiconformal
maps which fix zero so that p(z) ~ h(z) as x — 0, and let v, and ry, be the mean radius
functions for p and h respectively. Then for x € U, ry(t) ~ rp(t) and

ast — 0. Furthermore, T(0,p) = T(0, h).

Proof. First, observe that since p ~ h, then |p(B(0,t))| ~ |h(B(0,t))| as t — 0. Hence,
rp(t) ~ rp(t). We want to show that
_, <|P(tff)| N |h(t$)|>

() ra(t)




as t — 0. Since p ~ h and r, ~ 75, then by (1)) and (B:2)

p(tz)  h(tz) rn(t)p(tz) + rp(t)p(te) — rp(t)p(tz) — r,p(t)h(tx)
rp(t)  ralt) rp(t)rn(t)
‘P(tiv)(rh(t) — rp(t)) + (1) (p(tz) — h(tx)) ‘
rp(t)rn(t)
< p()(ra(t) = (0)] | [rp(t)(p(tz) — h(tz))]
- rp(t)ra(t) rp(t)rn(t)
_ [p(@)lo(ru(t)) | ryp(t)o(|A(tz)])
rp(t)ra(t) rp(t)ra(t)
_ lp(tz)lo() | o(|h(tz)])
rp(t) ra(t)
|p(tz) |h(tz)]
() ()
ast — 0.

Finally, suppose g, € T(0,p) and g, € T'(0, h) where for a sequence o > 0, oy, — 0 as
k — oo there exists a subsequence «;, so that

lim p(ajkx) o . h(ajkx) o

k—o0 Tp(ajk) B B

7 koo ()

locally uniformly on U. Suppose for a contradiction that g, # g5. Then there exists € > 0,
zo € R" and K € N where for £ > K with «a;, 29 € U so that

playxo)  hlamo)

mp(ag,)  Talag,)
ORI :O<|p::fto>)|) ”(V;%)')

oy O e

are normal families which both converge to a quasiregular map of polynomial type (see |7,
Theorem 2.7]), then there exists a neighbourhood N of zero so that each g,, and g, is

bounded. Hence, for
o1 = s B 115,
2eN Tp(|7]) wen Tn(|])
M < oo and for any € > 0, there exists K’ € N so that for all k& > K,
plagzo) _ Mayao)| _ <|P(Oéjkxo)| N |h(04jk$0)\)

Tp(ajk) Th (ajk) Tp(ajk) Th(ajk)
< M¢€.

However,
p(twy)  h(tzo)

as t — 0. Since

Since we can choose K’ large enough so that € < ¢/M, we reach a contradiction. Hence g,
and g, agree. Since this holds for any sequence aj — 0, we conclude that the infinitesimal

spaces coincide. O
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Lemma 3.6. If f is quasiconformal in a neighbourhood of 0, f fizes 0, and T'(0, f) is simple,
then recalling D from (33), f~' ~ D',

Proof. First, observe that if f ~ D and f is injective near 0, then D is injective in a
neighbourhood of 0. Let U,V be neighbourhoods of 0 so that f : U — V is a bijective,
quasiconformal map. Then Lemma B.1] implies that

ftoD~ flof=1Id
Hence, f~! o D ~ Id. Pre-composing by D!, Lemma [3.1] gives us
(ftoD)oD™ '~ D

Hence, f~! ~ D71, O

3.6. Inverse generalized derivative formula. We are now ready to prove Theorem [L3]

Proof of Theorem [I.3. Observe, by Lemma[3.6 if f ~ D with D as in (3.4)), then f~' ~ DL,
Hence, by Lemma 3.5, rg-1(t) ~ rp-1(t) and

fMtx) D7'(tx)

Tffl(t) TDfl(t)

(3.8)

ast — 0 for x € U. Next, we wish to approximate rp-1(¢) and find an asymptotic formula
for D' for t > 0,t — 0.

Note, by B3], rp(t) = r¢(t). Hence, D(tx) = rp(t|z|)g(z/|z]). Indeed, for u € S",
D(tu) = rp(t)g(u). Further, since r; is asymptotically d-homogeneous, then by Lemma [3.2]
rp-1 is asymptotically 1/d-homogeneous. Hence,

Setting = D(tu), we obtain

(3.9) DY) ~ (rp) " (lz)g ™" (z/]2])

To find 7p-1(t), we need to integrate D~!(w) over S"'. Now, observe that since f is
locally injective near 0, then by [7, Corollary 2.8], g is globally quasiconformal, and so g~*
is globally quasiconformal. Further, since rp : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is increasing and continuous,
then (rp)~! is increasing and continuous. Finally, since rp is d-homogeneous as t — 0, then
for w € S*, (rp)~(t)g~"(u) is 1/d-homogeneous. Since g~! is 1/d-homogeneous, then by
Lemma [3.4] the image of B(0,¢) under g~! is starlike with respect to 0. Since (rp)~! is

increasing, continuous, real-valued and positive, then h(B(0,t)) is starlike with respect to
15



zero. Therefore

B fsnfl | D=L (tw) |dw
a fS”*l dw

= C’/ | D~ tw)|dw
Sn—1

(310) ~C [ o) Bl )

TDfl(t>

as t — 0, where C'is a constant depending only on n.
It then follows from (3.9) and (B10) that for x € f(U) and x # 0,

D7 (te)  (rp)"'(tl=))g~ (x/]xl)
rp-1(t)  Clrp) (1) [gn-n l97" (w)|dw
el rp) " g @)/ |V

C'(rp)=H(t)
— )
as t — 0, where C"” depends on n and g.
The result that 7(0, f~1) = {C”g~'} then follows from (3.8). O

3.7. Proof of Theorem [1.4l As a payoff to the work on generalized derivatives in this sec-
tion, we can now prove Theorem [[L4l to show that when a strongly automorphic quasiregular
map is simple at 0, then the solution to the Schroder equation with A(z) = Az is particularly
nice.

Proof of Theorem[1.4. Observe, since L is locally injective near 0, then choosing an appro-
priate branch of L™, we can write f = Lo Ao L™! in a neighbourhood of x. By (B.4)), since
T(0, L) is simple, we may write

L(x) ~ ri(le])ge(z/]x]) + o,
where gy, € T(0, L), as * — 0. By Theorem [[.3, T'(xo, L™!) is simple. Hence, we may write
L™ (@) ~ - (e = @o])gr-1 (@ = wo) /| — o).
Since L(L™!(z)) = x in a neighbourhood of zy, then by Lemma [3.1]
(3.11) v~ rp (L (@) )gn (L7 (@)/IL7H(@)]) + 2o
as |z — xo| — 0. Now, f(z) = L(A(L™())), and so by Lemma B} we can write
f(@) ~rp (AL (@) )gr (AL (@) /AL (@)]) + 20
as |x — xg| — 0. Hence, by Lemma [3.2]
fla) ~ AN (IL7H (@) [)gr (L (2) /L7 (2)]) + o
as |x — xo| = 0. Then, by B.11),
f(@) ~ 2o+ Nz — 20)

as |r — xo| — 0. Hence, f(z) = xo+ A (z — x0) + o(x — x¢) in a neighbourhood of xy. Thus,
f is differentiable at xq, and f'(zq) = A\Id. O
16



Observe that if L is a linearizer and the uqr map f is differentiable at g, then Df () is
simple. Hence, L must semi-conjugate f to A and so the homogeneity factor of L at zero is
d = 1. The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 3.7. Suppose f : R" — R" is uqr and differentiable at a repelling fixed point
xo with derivative f'(xo) = A d. Then for any L € L(xo, f) so that T'(0, L) is simple, the
homogeneity factor of L at zero is d = 1.

One can ask how the situation differs if A = AO for A > 1 and O an orthogonal matrix.
In our applications, there is always an integer k so that OF is the identity. Consequently, we
can just replace f by an iterate and apply Theorem [I.4l

However, if we do not make this assumption on O, it turns out by Theorems and [L3]
that T'(zo, f) is simple, and the generalized derivative of f at xg is given by g = C(gL 0o AO o
gr-1) where C' > 0 is chosen so that g preserves the volume of B"”. However, since there
exists C" > 0 so that g, = C'(g) ™! and g, is d-homogeneous, then we can write

g=(CC"" gy, 000 (gr)7"].

Thus, g is given by a composition of a quasiconformal conjugate of an orthogonal map with
a scaling.

4. MAPS ON LATTICES

In this section, we discuss how to pass from a quasiregular map h; which is strongly
automorphic with respect to a tame quasiconformal group GG; and a Schroder equation of
the form fyohy = hyo Ay, where A; is a loxodromic repelling uniformly quasiconformal map,
to a quasiregular map h which is strongly automorphic with respect to a discrete group
of isometries and a Schroder equation f o h = h o M, where M is linear and uniformly
quasiconformal.

The first step is to observe that the tameness implies there is a quasiconformal map
conjugating GGy to G, where G is a discrete group of isometries. We may as well then assume
that h is strongly automorphic with respect to such a group. We now prove the various parts
of Proposition [I.71

Proof of Proposition[1.7 (i). Let {g1, - ,qx}, for k € {n — 1,n}, be the generating set for
the translation subgroup 7 of G, where g;(z) = z + w; for 1 <4 < k. Since AGA™ C G,
then for any g € G, there exists h € G so that

Aog=hoA.

Hence, Ao ¢;(0) = h; o A(0) = h;(0) for some h; € G. Since h; is an isometry in G, then
there exists a translation 7; and rotation fixing zero R; so that h; = T; o R;. Then there is
some u; € A so that T;(z) = x + u; and hence

A(ws) = TR(A())) = .

We want to show that in fact R; must be the identity. Observe that since R; € G, and
R;(A) = A, then there exists m; > 1 so that R;" = Id. Via the equation Ao g; = h; 0 A, we
obtain Ao g" = h" o A for m € N. It is then straightforward to compute that

Az + mw;) = R™(A(z)) + z_: R (uy).

17



If R; is not the identity, then since R} is the identity, it follows that Z;.”:_Ol Rl (u;) is a
bounded sequence (in m) in R™. On the other hand, since |A(z + mw;)| — oo as m — oo
we obtain a contradiction. Hence h;(z) =z +w; for i =1,... k.

This means that A|, is a linear map M sending w; onto u; for ¢ = 1,..., k. We have to
show that M is uniformly quasiconformal, that is, M = AO. To that end, suppose that M is
linear but not uniformly quasiconformal. Now, since M maps A into itself, and 7 has rank
either n — 1 or n, then A sits in R?, where j € {n — 1,n}. Fix j according to the rank of T,
so that in particular, M maps R’ into itself. We will work in R/,

For r > 0 let A(r) denote the ring domain

A(r)={r e R? :r < || < 2r}.
Also for r > 0, consider the set
Ar)={x € A(1) : rz € A} C A(1).

Given € > 0, we can find R large so that for » > R, any point z € A(1) is within distance e
of a point y € A(r).

If £ € N, since M* is linear, there are directions o, v, € S7~! so that the maximum and
minimum moduli of M* in R7 satisfy

M(T,Mk):|f(’l“0'k)|, m(r>Mk):|f(TVk)|a

for any r > 0. Then given € > 0, choose r large enough that there are points xy, yx € A(r)
with
[M* ()| = (1= e)laul|M*(on)]. M (ye)| < (1+ €)lynl| M ()]

Hence rz; and ry, are elements of A with

[Ty <9
|7y |
and
| M*(ray)| - < 1—¢ ) |M*(roy)|
|MF(rye)] = \2(1+¢€) ) [MFE(rvg)|

Since M* is not uniformly quasiconformal, the linear distortion of M* is unbounded as
k — oo and hence by the definition of o4 and v,

| M* (ray)|

| M*(rys)]

as k — 0o. On the other hand, since A* is K-quasiconformal for all k¥ € N, by Theorem 2.1]

we have i i

A¥(ray) — A%0 rT

) 01 (1l

| A (rye) — A(0)] |7y
for all k£, where n depends only on n and K. This contradiction implies that in fact M must
be uniformly quasiconformal, and hence of the form AO for some A > 1 and orthogonal O
in R7.

If j = n we are done. If j = n — 1, observe that M extends uniquely to a map of the form

AO in R™. O

We next prove the second part of Proposition [L.7}
18



Proof of Proposition 171 (ii). From the proof of the first part, we can write
A(x) = M(z) + E(z),

where E is the error between A and the linear map M, with E|y = 0. Consider the family
of maps {11} defined by 1, = M~*A*. Since both A and M are uqc, then {1} is a family of
K-quasiconformal maps, for some K > 1. Since M is linear, we can compute that

Ak (z) = M*(z) + i M (E(x))

=0

and hence

(4.1) w(z) =2+ Y M (E(x)),

for k> 1. Let R > 0. Since E is continuous, E is bounded on B(0, R), say

|E(z)| < Cgr, x€ B(0,R).

Since M is a loxodromic repelling uniformly quasiconformal linear map, M = AO for some
A > 1 and orthogonal O. Hence M~! = A\71O~! satisfies ||[M~!|| < ¢ for some § < 1. Here

||.|| denotes the operator norm. Hence, for z € B(0, R) we have

|er(2)| =

k
T+ Z M~ (E(z))
k
< |z| + (ZIIM*\O |E ()]
<R+ (Z 5i> Cr

i=1

0CRr
<R
< R+ T
We conclude that ¢ is a uniformly bounded family of K-quasiconformal maps on B(0, R)
and hence is a normal family. Since R is arbitrary, any sequence from ¢, has a subsequence
which converges uniformly on any compact subset of R™. In fact, the sequence ¢ itself
converges uniformly on compact subsets. To see this, by (1), for |z| < R, we have

|k (2) = trya ()] = [M-FFV(E(2))| < 6~ *FVCp.

Hence (1 (z)) is a Cauchy sequence in R™ and standard arguments then imply the sequence

of functions ¢;, converges uniformly on B(0, R) to, say, ¢. Hence ¢; — ¢ uniformly on compact
subsets of R™. Since 1y 0 A = M o 1,1, we conclude that

(4.2) toA=Mou.

Finally, since A and M agree on A, it is clear that ¢/, is the identity. U
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Proof of Proposition 171 (iii). The assumptions are that f is the unique solution to f o h =
ho A, A satisfies AGA™! C G and by part (ii), M is a uqc linear map with 1o A = M o .
Snce M = MO, then for any g € G, it follows that MgM~! is an isometry which maps A
into itself. Hence MGM~! C G. Moreover, if g € G, then there exists h € G so that both

(4.3) Aog=hoA, and Mog=hoM.
Since A and M agree on A, it follows that for x € A, and g € G
Ug(x)) = g(u(x)).
Moreover, since 1 o A¥ = M* o for any k € N, if x € A7%(A) then
MF(u(2)) = L(A*(2)) = A¥(x) € A.

In particular, ¢ maps A7*(A) onto M~*(A) for any k € N. Consequently, if z € O;,(A) and
g € G, then y = M*(x) € A for some k € N and (&3] then implies

g™ (2))) = ¢

Since Oy, (A) is either all of R™ or a codimension 1 hyperplane, and since an isometry fixing
pointwise such a hyperplane is uniquely defined, we conclude that tog = gor holds everywhere
in R™. In particular, we have Gt =G N

Writing h = h o ™!, we see from [4, Lemma 3.5| that h is strongly automorphic with
respect to t71GL = G. Further, MGM ' C G and we see that

fo?zzfohof1 —hoAor =hor YoM ="hoM.
Since solutions to a Schroder equation are unique, we obtain our conclusion. O

Proof of Proposition 171 (iv). Given a discrete group of isometries G and a uqc linear map M
satisfying MGM~' C G, all we need is a quasiconformal map 1) which satisfies 1o g = go1)
for all g € G and then take A := 1 ~'M1). Then 1 plays the role of ¢ above.

There are many ways to do this. For example, let C' be a fundamental set for G and
let ¥|sc be the identity. Then for an interior point zy of C' with B(xg,3r) C C, let ¢
be any quasiconformal self-map of B(zg, 7). We can interpolate on B(xg,2r) \ B(zo,7) via
Sullivan’s Annulus Theorem so that 1 is the identity elsewhere in C. Then extend 1) so that
Yog=goy forall geG.

It follows that A is a non-linear uqc map satisfying AGA™! C G. O
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5. SIMULTANEOUS LINEARIZATION
We are now in a position to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.3. Recall that the hypotheses are that h : R® — R7 is strongly auto-
morphic with respect to the discrete group of isometries GG, M is a uqc linear map such that
MGM~=' C G and f is the unique solution to the Schréder equation foh = ho M.

Choose m € N. We wish to find a fixed point of f™ which is not in h(B)). Observe, a
fixed point 2’ of f™ is given by 2’ = h(u) where u satisfies f™(h(u)) = h(u), but

f™oh(u)=hoM™(u).

Hence,
(5.1) h(u) = h(M™(u)).
Since h is strongly automorphic with respect to G, then there exists g € G so that

g(u) = M™(u).

Since g € G is an isometry, there exists a translation 7* € G and a rotation R € Stab(0),
where Stab(0) is the subgroup of G fixing 0, so that

(5.2) g(u) =T" o R(u) = M™(u).
Hence, there exists a v € R" so that 7%(0) = v and R(u) = M™(u) — v. Since we can write
v = (M™ = R)(u),

and M™ is loxodromic repelling while R is a rotation, then M™ — R is a non-degenerate
linear map. Hence, u = (M™ — R)™!(v).
By (5.10), the fixed point 2’ of f™ is given by

(5.3) ' =h((M™—=R)"'(v)).

Finally, for T7"(z) = = + u, we will show that there exists ¢ € N, which is independent of
2, so that L = hoT’ is a linearizer for f9. It is easy to see that

(5.4) L(0) =4
Next, observe that since M is linear, then

fMoL(x)= f"ohoT (x)

=hoM"™oT'(z)
=hoM"™(z+u)
(5.5) = h(M™z + M™u),
while
LoM™x)=hoT oM™ (x)
=hoT o M™(x)
(5.6) = h(M™(x) + u).

Recall, by (5.2)) that
T* o R(u) = M™u.
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If R = Id, we are done, since h is strongly automorphic with respect to G. Otherwise,
applying M™ to both sides of the above and using the fact that R is a linear map yields

M*™y = M™ o T* o R(u)
= M"(R(u) +v)
= R(M™u)+ M™v
= R(T*(R(u)) + M™v
= R(R(u) +v) + M™v
= R*(u) + R(v) + M™v.
By induction, we see for k > 1 that

(5.7) My = RF(u) + RF1(0) 4+ - - - + MF DM R(v) + ME-Dmy,
Since the point group P = G/T is finite, then for any R’ € P, if
q=|P|,

where |P| denotes the number of elements in P, then (R')? = Id. Hence by (5.7),
(5.8) M9y =u+ R v) + M™RT*(v) + -+ MU DM R(y) 4+ MO DMy = 4 4 ¢,
Finally, there exists a translation 77 € G defined by

Ti(z) =z + (g

so that T3 (u) = M?™u.
Hence, for any = € R,

Ty(MT"x 4+ u) = Mz + My,

and so

(5.9) h(M™™x + M9 u) = ho Ty (M x + u) = h(M™x + u).
Hence, by (5.5), (5.6) and (59), ho M9 o T" = hoT' o M%™ and so
(5.10) FMo L= LoM™,

Since M = MO, M maps the lattice A into itself and so there exists p € N so that
OP = Id. Hence, MP = MId. Now, since L is locally injective near zero by the assumption
that o’ ¢ h(By), then in a neighbourhood U of 2/, we can write

(5.11) fram = Lo MP™ o L1,

By Theorem [L3, T(L(0), L™') is simple. It immediately follows from the proof of Theorem
L4 that f™™ is differentiable at L(0), for r =lem(p, ¢) the least common multiple of p and

q, with derivative (f™™)(z') = A¥™Id, where d is the homogeneity factor of L at zero.
Recalling the hypothesis that d = 1, then (f™™)'(2") = A" Id. Hence,

(5.12) Df1™(xy) = {M™}

and so L semi-conjugates f7" to x +— (f9") (2')x.

To finish, by (5.4), (BI0) and (B12), L = hoT" is a linearizer of f™. Hence, for each
repelling fixed point 2’ of f™ so that 2’ ¢ h(B},), there exists a translation 7" such that
hoT"is a linearizer of f™ associated with the repelling fixed point if L is injective near 0.

Note, since branch points of h correspond to fixed points of rotations in G’, and P = G'/T
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is discrete, then h simultaneously linearizes iterates of f at repelling periodic points outside

of h(Bh)

1
2]
13l
4]
5]

16]
7]

18]

19]
[10]

11]
12]
13]
14]

[15]

O

REFERENCES

A. Eremenko, S. van Strien, Rational maps with real multipliers, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
Vol.363, (2010), No.12, 6453-6463

A. Fletcher, Poincaré linearizers in higher dimensions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 143 (2015),
2543-2557.

A. Fletcher, D. MacClure, On quasiregular linearizers, Comp. Meth. and Func. Th., 15, no.2
(2015), 263-276.

A. Fletcher, D. MacClure, Strongly automorphic mappings and their uniformly quasiregular
Julia sets, larXiv:1703.02455.

A. Fletcher, D. Macclure, J. Waterman, S. Wesley, On the infinitesimal space of uqr mappings,
Journal of Analysis, Volume 24, Issue 1 (2016), 67-81.

A. Fletcher, B. Wallis, The orbits of generalized derivatives, larXiv:1706.04111.

V. Gutlyanskii, O. Martio, V. Ryazanov, M. Vuorinen, Infinitesimal Geometry of Quasiregular
Mappings, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn., 25 (2000), 101-130.

V. Gutlyanski, O. Martio, V. Ryazanov, M. Vuorinen, On asymptotic behavior of quasicon-
formal mappings in the space, Quasiconformal Mappings and Analysis (1998), 159-180.

J. Heinonen, Analysis on metric spaces, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001.

A. Hinkkanen, G. Martin, V. Mayer, Local Dynamics of Uniformly Quasiregular Mappings,
Math. Scand., 95 (2004) no. 1, 80-100.

T. Iwaniec, G. Martin, Geometric Function Theory and Non-linear Analysis, Oxford University
Press, 2001.

J. Milnor, On Lattés maps, Dynamics on the Riemann sphere, 9-43, Eur. Math. Soc., Ziirich,
2006.

S. Rickman, Quasireqular mappings, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete 26,
Springer, 1993.

J. Ritt, Periodic Functions with a Multiplication Theorem, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., Vol. 23,
No. 1 (Jan., 1922), pp. 16-25.

H. Siebert, Fixpunkte und normale Familien quasireguldrer Abbildungen, Dissertation, Uni-
versity of Kiel, 2004.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, NORTHERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY, DEKALB, IL 60115-

2888. USA

E-mail address: fletcher@math.niu.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, NORTHERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY, DEKALB, IL 60115-

2888. USA

E-mail address: doug.macclure@gmail.com

23


http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.02455
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04111

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background
	1.2. Quasiregular maps
	1.3. Generalized derivatives

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Quasiregular mappings
	2.2. Generalized derivatives at fixed points of uqr maps
	2.3. Strongly automorphic mappings and the Schröder equation
	2.4. Generalized derivatives of quasiregular mappings

	3. Generalized derivatives in simple infinitesimal spaces
	3.1. Asymptotic behaviour
	3.2. Radial homogeneity of the mean radius function
	3.3. Simple infinitesimal spaces
	3.4. The chain rule
	3.5. Starlike domains
	3.6. Inverse generalized derivative formula
	3.7. Proof of Theorem ??

	4. Maps on lattices
	5. Simultaneous linearization
	References

