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CIRCLE HOMEOMORPHISMS WITH BREAKS WITH

NO C2−ν CONJUGACY

NATALIYA GONCHARUK, KONSTANTIN KHANIN, AND YURY
KUDRYASHOV

Abstract. The rigidity theory for circle homeomophisms with
breaks was studied intensively in the last 20 years. It was proved [14,
15, 18, 20] that under mild conditions of the Diophantine type on
the rotation number any two C2+α smooth circle homeomorphisms
with a break point are C1 smoothly conjugate to each other, pro-
vided that they have the same rotation number and the same size
of the break. In this paper we prove that the conjugacy may not
be C2−ν even if the maps are analytic outside of the break points.
This result shows that the rigidity theory for maps with singulari-
ties is very different from the linearizable case of circle diffeomor-
phisms where conjugacy is arbitrarily smooth, or even analytic, for
sufficiently smooth diffeomorphisms.

1. Introduction

The rigidity theory for circle homeomorphisms with singularities and
closely related renormalization theory for such maps was a subject of
intensive studies in the last 20 years [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 19, 25,
26]. In majority of the papers the following two classes of singularities
were studied: critical circle maps, where a map f is smooth but the
derivative vanishes at one point f ′(xcr) = 0, and circle maps with
breaks, where a map f is smooth outside of one point xbr and it has a
jump discontinuity of the first derivative at xbr. The type of singularity
can be characterized by the order γ > 1 of the critical point, or by the
size of the break c = f ′(xbr − 0)/f ′(xbr + 0). The main result of the
rigidity theory can be formulated in the following way: if two maps
f, g are topologically conjugate to each other, that is they have the
same irrational rotation number ρ, and they also have the same type of
singularity, namely the same γ, or the same c, then the conjugacy which
maps the singular point into the singular point is C1 smooth, provided
the maps f, g are sufficiently smooth outside of their singularities. For
circle maps with a break point, one also has to impose some mild
Diophantine conditions on the rotation number ρ. For critical maps, it
is conjectured, and in many cases proved, that Diophantine conditions
for C1 rigidity are not needed. For a more restrictive class of rotation
numbers, which includes irrational numbers of bounded type, one can

Date: December 7, 2021.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.02765v1


2NATALIYA GONCHARUK, KONSTANTIN KHANIN, AND YURY KUDRYASHOV

prove that the conjugacy is C1+ǫ smooth for some ǫ > 0, see [5, 6]. We
should add that all the rigidity results in the critical case are proved
only for γ being an odd integer number greater than 1, although it
is generally believed that the rigidity statements remain valid for all
γ > 1.

The rigidity theory is closely related to renormalization theory. One
first has to prove the exponential convergence of renormalization which
is the crucial step in establishing rigidity. Notice that convergence of
renormalization normally holds for all irrational rotation numbers, and
Diophantine conditions are only used to prove rigidity results.

The rigidity theory for maps with singularities is also related to the
linearization theory (Herman theory) for smooth circle diffeomophisms [11,
27]. The linearization theory says that any smooth enough circle
diffeomorphism with a typical irrational rotation number ρ can be
smoothly linearized, that is smoothly conjugate to the linear rotation
fρ : x 7→ x+ρ by the angle ρ. Of course, the linear rotation here is just
the simplest representative of the class of smooth diffeomophisms with
rotation number ρ. As above, typical rotation number means that cer-
tain Diophantine conditions on ρ are satisfied. The important feature
of the linearization theory is the fact that a conjugacy can be shown
to be arbitrarily smooth if the map f is smooth enough. Usually one
must first prove the C1 smoothness of the conjugacy, and then up-
grade it to higher smoothness using the smoothness of the map. Such
an upgrade is well understood, and is based on some kind of bootstrap
technique. To be more precise let us formulate the following theorem
due to Katznelson and Ornstein [12]. We say that the rotation number
ρ belongs to the Diophantine class Dδ if there exists a constant C > 0
such that for all nonzero q ∈ Z and p ∈ Z

|qρ− p| ≥ C

q1+δ
.

Theorem 1 (Katznelson, Ornstein, 1989). Let f ∈ Ck, k > 2, k ∈ R
and ρ = ρ(f) ∈ Dδ. Assume that k−1− δ > 1. Then f is linearizable,

h ◦ f ◦ h−1 = fρ,

and the conjugacy h is Ck−1−δ−ǫ-smooth for arbitrarily small ǫ > 0.

It was proved in several cases [13, 23], and is likely to be true in
general (D. Ornstein, private communication) that arbitrarily small ǫ
can be removed from the theorem.

In view of the above behaviour in the diffeomorphism case it is nat-
ural to ask whether higher smoothness of the conjugacy holds in the
case of circle maps with singularities. In this paper we prove that it
is not the case for maps with breaks. Namely, we prove that for any
break size c 6= 1 there exists a positive constant ν(c) < 1 such that for
an arbitrary irrational rotation number ρ there exist analytic maps f ,
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g with the break size c and rotation number ρ which are not C2−ν(c)

conjugate to each other. We also conjecture that similar statement
holds for critical circle maps.

Related questions were studied in [17] and [22]. In the first pa-
per it was shown that robust rigidity, which was established in the
case of critical circle maps [15], does not hold for maps with a break
point. In other words, C1 rigidity requires certain conditions of the
Diophantine type. In [22] it was proved that for Lebesgue generic rota-
tion numbers C1+α rigidity does not hold. The proof uses the growth
rate of partial quotients an in the continued fraction representation for
ρ = [a1, a2, . . . , an, . . . ]. Our approach is completely different. In par-
ticular, the main result holds for rotation numbers of bounded type for
which the conjugacy is C1+α smooth for some α > 0, but it does not
belong to the class C2−ν , as we show in this paper. Below we present
a new general obstruction mechanism for higher smoothness rigidity.
This new mechanism allows us to prove the main result for all irrational
rotation numbers.

In the next five sections we formulate and prove the main theorem.
We finish with concluding remarks and open problems in Sec. 8.

2. Statement of the main theorem

We will say that a circle homeomorphism is of class Br(p, c), r =
1, . . . ,∞, ω, if it is Cr smooth everywhere except at the unique break
point xbr = p, and the break size f ′(p − 0)/f ′(p + 0) equals c. We
shall always assume that c 6= 1. Let Br

irr(p, c) be the set of circle
homeomorphisms f ∈ Br(p, c) that have irrational rotation numbers.

Denote by S(f) the Schwarzian derivative of f :

S(f)(x) =
f ′′′(x)

f ′(x)
− 3

2

(

f ′′(x)

f ′(x)

)

.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem and its corol-
lary.

Theorem 2. For every c 6= 1 there exists a number ν(c) ∈ (0, 1)
such that the following property holds. Let f ∈ B3(p, c) be a cir-
cle homeomorphism with an irrational rotation number ρ and negative
Schwarzian derivative S(f) at all points of smoothness. Let g be the
unique linear fractional circle map of the class B3(p, c) with the rotation
number ρ. Then f is not C1+α conjugate to g for any α > 1− ν(c).

Remark 1. Here and below a map h is said to be C1+α, 0 < α ≤ 1, if
it is continuously differentiable and its derivative is Hölder continuous
with exponent α.

Remark 2. Note that the constant ν(c) depends only on c 6= 1, and
does not depend on f, g or ρ.
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Corollary 1. Consider a linear fractional circle homeomorphism g ∈
Bω

irr(p, c). Then there exists a family of circle homeomorphisms fε ∈
Bω(p, c), ε ∈ R, such that f0 = g, fε is continuous in ε in C∞([p, p+1])
topology, ρ(fε) = ρ for all ε ∈ R, but none of the maps fε, ε 6= 0, are
C1+α conjugate to g with α > 1− ν(c).

Moreover, fε continuously depends on ε as an analytic map of some
neighborhood of [p, p+ 1] in C.

Let us deduce Corollary 1 from Theorem 2.

Proof of Corollary 1. Without loss of generality we may and will as-
sume that p = 0.

Let f̄ε ∈ Bω(0, eε) be given by f̄ε(x) =
eεx−1
eε−1

for ε 6= 0 and f̄0(x) = x.

Note that f̄ε maps 0 to 0, 1 to 1, continuously depends on ε, and has
Schwarzian derivative S(f̄ε) = S(eεx) = −ε2

2
< 0.

Let fε be given by fε = Rε ◦ f̄ε, where Rε is a fractional linear
map that we shall choose later. Note that, since S(Rε) = 0, we have

S(fε) = S(f̄ε) = −ε2

2
< 0 for all ε 6= 0. Hence, by Theorem 2 it

suffices to find Rε such that that fε ∈ Bω(0, c), ρ(fε) = ρ(g), and fε is
continuous in ε. Equivalently, we need a continuous family of fractional

linear maps Rε, R0 = id, such that Rε(1) = Rε(0) + 1, R′

ε(1)
R′

ε(0)
= ce−ε,

and ρ(Rε ◦ f̄ε) = ρ(g). The first two conditions define Rε up to an
additive constant, and there is a unique choice of such a constant that
leads to the prescribed rotation number ρ(g). Continuity of Rε in ε
easily follows from the continuity of f̄ε and standard properties of the
rotation number. �

3. Schwarzian derivative as a mixed partial derivative

To avoid considering cases or adding unnecessary inequalities as as-
sumptions, denote by [x..y], x, y ∈ R, the interval [min(x, y),max(x, y)]
joining x to y.

Given a smooth map f : I → R, put

(1) f̃(x, y) =

{

ln f(y)−f(x)
y−x

, if x 6= y;

ln f ′(x), if x = y.

For f ∈ Br(p, c), the function f̃ is defined on I × I, I = [p, p+ 1]. For
x = y = p and x = y = p + 1 we take the right and the left derivative
of f , respectively.

Function f̃ describes how does f change the length of the interval
[x..y] in the logarithmic scale. Given four points x1, x2, x3, x4, a map f
changes the logarithm of their cross-ratio by

(2) ln

(

f(x4)− f(x3)

f(x3)− f(x1)
:
f(x4)− f(x2)

f(x2)− f(x1)

)

− ln

(

x4 − x3

x3 − x1

:
x4 − x2

x2 − x1

)

=

f̃(x3, x4)− f̃(x3, x1) + f̃(x2, x1)− f̃(x2, x4).
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In particular, the limit of the left hand side as x3 → x4 and x2 → x1

exists and is equal to

(3)

lim
x3→x4
x2→x1

ln

(

f(x4)− f(x3)

f(x3)− f(x1)
:
f(x4)− f(x2)

f(x2)− f(x1)

)

−ln

(

x4 − x3

x3 − x1

:
x4 − x2

x2 − x1

)

=

f̃(x1, x1) + f̃(x4, x4)− 2f̃(x1, x4) =: ξf(x1, x4).

Since ξf is a symmetric function, we will use notation ξf(J) for
ξf(a, b), J = [a, b]. Our proof of Theorem 2 will be based on some es-

timates on ξf , and we will use the following simple formulas for f̃1 ◦ f2
and ξf1◦f2 .

f̃1 ◦ f2(x, y) = f̃1(f2(x), f2(y)) + f̃2(x, y),(4)

ξf1◦f2(J) = ξf1(f2(J)) + ξf2(J).(5)

It is easy to see that linear fractional maps preserve cross-ratio.
Hence, ξf(J) = 0 if f is a linear fractional map. If f is C2 smooth

on I, then f̃ is C1 smooth on I × I. If x 6= y, then the mixed partial
derivative of f̃ is given by

∂2f̃

∂x∂y
=

f ′(x)f ′(y)

(f(y)− f(x))2
− 1

(y − x)2
.

For a C3 smooth function f this function extends to a continuous func-
tion on I × I, and on the diagonal we have

(6)
∂2f̃

∂x∂y

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

y=x

=
1

6
S(f)(x),

where

S(f)(x) =
f ′′′(x)

f ′(x)
− 3

2

(

f ′′(x)

f ′(x)

)2

is the Schwarzian derivative of f .
For analytic maps (6) is stated, e.g., in [10] but it is easy to verify (6)

for any C3 smooth function f by substituting Taylor series expansions
for f(y) and f ′(y).

In particular, for f from Theorem 2, for some s > 0 we have

(7)
∂2f̃

∂x∂y
< −s

in some neighborhood of the diagonal x = y. Indeed, take s such that
S(f) < −6s everywhere, then (6) implies (7).
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4. Preliminary estimates

In this section we remind some well-known estimates on the be-
haviour of the cross-ratio under smooth conjugacy. For completeness
we provide proofs of these estimates. We also restate them in terms of
f̃ and ξf introduced above.

We start with the following observation.

Lemma 1. Let h : I → R be a C1+α smooth map with positive deriv-
ative, 0 < α ≤ 1. Then for any J ⊂ I we have ξh(J) = O (|J |α) as
|J | → 0. Moreover, if h is a C2 smooth function, then |ξh(J)| = o(|J |)
as |J | → 0.

Proof. Recall that for J = [x, y] ⊂ I we have

ξh(J) = h̃(x, x)+h̃(y, y)−2h̃(x, y) = ln h′(x)+ln h′(y)−2 ln
h(y)− h(x)

y − x
.

The first inequality immediately follows from the Mean Value Theo-

rem. Take a ∈ [x, y] such that h′(a) = h(y)−h(x)
y−x

. Since h′ > 0 on I, the

function ln h′ is Hölder continuous as well, thus we have

|ξh(J)| = | lnh′(x) + ln h′(y)− 2 ln h′(a)|
≤ | lnh′(x)− lnh′(a)|+ | lnh′(y)− ln h′(a)|
= O (|x− a|α) +O (|y − a|α)
= O (|x− y|α) .

Now let us prove that for a C2 smooth map h, h′ > 0, we have
ξh(J) = o(|J |). Since ln h′ is a C1 smooth function, we have

lnh′(x) + ln h′(y) = 2 lnh′
(

x+ y

2

)

+ o(|J |),

thus it suffices to show that

ln h′
(

x+ y

2

)

− ln
h(y)− h(x)

y − x
= o(|J |).

Since ln is an analytic function and both arguments are bounded away
from 0 and ∞, it suffices to show that

h′
(

x+ y

2

)

− h(y)− h(x)

y − x
= o(|J |).

This estimate holds for any C2 smooth function h, and it can be easily
proved by rewriting h(x) and h(y) using Taylor’s theorem with center
x+y
2

and Lagrange form of the remainder. �

Corollary 2. Let f and g be two piecewise differentiable circle home-
omorphisms conjugate by a diffeomorphism h, h ◦ f = g ◦ h. Then for
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n ∈ N and a closed interval J we have

|ξfn(J)− ξgn(h(J))| = O (|J |α + |fn(J)|α) , if h ∈ C1+α(S1);

|ξfn(J)− ξgn(h(J))| = o (|J |+ |fn(J)|) , if h ∈ C2(S1).

In particular, if f and g are as in Theorem 2 and p /∈
⋃n−1

k=0 f
k(J), then

ξgn(h(J)) = 0, and we have

|ξfn(J)| = O (|J |α + |fn(J)|α) , if h ∈ C1+α(S1);

|ξfn(J)| = o (|J |+ |fn(J)|) , if h ∈ C2(S1).

Here all estimates hold as |J | → 0 uniformly in n.

Proof. The first part of the corollary follows from Lemma 1, h ◦ fn =
gn ◦ h, and (5).

In order to prove the second part, note that the conjugacy hmaps the
break point p to itself, hence we have p /∈

⋃n−1
k=0 g

k(h(J)). Therefore,
gn is a linear fractional map on h(J), thus ξgn(h(J)) = 0, and the
estimates follow from the first part. �

Due to (5), we can rewrite |ξfn(J)| as a sum,

(8) |ξfn(J)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

k=0

ξf(f
k(J))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

The following lemma provides a negative upper bound for each sum-
mand ξf(f

k(J)).

Lemma 2. Consider a circle homeomorphism f ∈ B3(p, c) such that
S(f) < 0 on [p, p + 1]. Then there exist positive ε and s such that for
any interval J ⊂ [p, p+ 1], |J | < ε we have

ξf(J) ≤ −s|J |2.

Proof. Take s > 0 and ε > 0 such that ∂2f̃
∂x∂y

(x, y) ≤ −s for any x, y ∈
[p, p + 1], |y − x| < ε, see (7) for details. Now consider an interval
J = [x, y] ⊂ [p, p+1], |J | < ε, and apply the Fundamental Theorem of
Calculus twice,

ξf(J) = f̃(x, x) + f̃(y, y)− f̃(x, y)− f̃(y, x)

=

∫ y

x

∫ y

x

∂2f̃

∂x∂y
(a, b) da db

≤ −s|J |2.
�

Summarizing Corollary 2, (8), and Lemma 2, we get the following
statement.
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Lemma 3. In the settings of Theorem 2, there exists ε > 0 such that
the following holds. Consider a number n ∈ N and a closed interval J
such that p /∈

⋃n−1
k=0 int

(

fk(J)
)

and |fk(J)| ≤ ε, 0 ≤ k < n. Then

n−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣fk(J)
∣

∣

2
= O (|J |α + |fn(J)|α) , if h ∈ C1+α(S1);

n−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣fk(J)
∣

∣

2
= o (|J |+ |fn(J)|) , if h ∈ C2(S1)

as max(|J |, |fn(J)|) → 0. Here both estimates are uniform in n.

5. Decay of the intervals of dynamical partitions

In this section we prove some estimates on the lengths of the inter-
vals of dynamical partitions for a circle homeomorphism with a break.
We use convergence of renormalizations to strengthen some well-known
estimates on these lengths: we show that bounds depend only on c, not
on f or ρ(f). While the proof of Theorem 2 only uses these estimates
for f ∈ B3

irr(p, c), we state and prove them for a larger class of homeo-
morphisms. Namely, put

B2+
irr(p, c) =

⋃

ε>0

B2+ε
irr (p, c).

Let f be a circle homeomorphism with an irrational rotation num-
ber ρ = [a1, a2, . . . , an, . . . ]. Recall that the sequence of dynamical
partitions ζn for f with a base point p is defined in the following way.
Put ∆0

n = [p..f qn(p)], ∆k
n = fk∆0

n, n, k ∈ N, where qn are the de-
nominators of the continued fraction convergents pn

qn
= [a1, a2, . . . , an].

Fix n and consider two sequences of intervals {∆k
n−1 | 0 ≤ k < qn } and

{∆m
n | 0 ≤ m < qn−1 }. It is a simple combinatorial fact [23] that to-

gether these two sequences form a partition of the unit circle, which
we denote by ζn. In particular, the interiors of the elements of ζn are
pairwise disjoint.

The main result of this section is the following theorem. It says
that all intervals of ζn are exponentially small, and the shortest of the
intervals ∆k

n−1 ∈ ζn, 0 ≤ k < qn, is exponentially smaller than its
invariant measure.

Theorem 3. There exist universal constants γ1(c), γ2(c) ∈ (0, 1) such
that for any circle homeomorphism f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c), the following asymp-
totic estimates hold:

max
∆∈ζn

|∆| = O(γ1(c)
n);(9)

min
0≤k<qn

|∆k
n−1| = O(γ2(c)

nµn−1),(10)

where µn−1 = |qn−1ρ− pn−1| is the invariant measure of each ∆k
n−1.
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Here the constants behind the O(·) notation may depend on f but
γ1 and γ2 depend only on c, not on f or its rotation number. We prove
the first estimate in Corollary 3 and the second estimate in Lemma 15.
Then we deduce Theorem 2 from Theorem 3 in Sec. 6.

5.1. Renormalizations and derivatives of fk. Given a circle home-
omorphism with an irrational rotation number, we define renormalized
maps fn, gn which correspond to two branches of the first return map
onto the fundamental interval In = ∆0

n−1 ∪∆0
n expressed in the renor-

malized coordinate z. Coordinate z corresponds to the affine change
of variables such that z(p) = 0, z(f qn−1p) = −1. It is easy to see that

fn(z) = A−1
n ◦ f qn ◦ An(z), z ∈ [−1, 0],

gn(z) = A−1
n ◦ f qn−1 ◦ An(z), z ∈ [0, αn],

where An is the change of coordinates from z to x and αn = |∆0
n|/|∆0

n−1|.
Note that gn differs from fn−1|[−αn−1αn,0] by a linear change of coordi-
nate,

(11) gn(z) = − 1

αn−1
fn−1(−αn−1z)

The pair Rnf = (fn(z), gn(z)) is called the n-th step renormaliza-
tion of f . On each step the renormalization transformation R trans-
forms Rnf into Rn+1f corresponding to the first return map to the
fundamental interval In+1. Notice that Rnf can be viewed as a cir-
cle homeomorphism Rfn : [−1, αn]/(−1 ∼ αn) → [−1, αn]/(−1 ∼ αn). This circle
homeomorphism has two breaks, at 0 and at −1 ∼ αn. It is easy to see
that the product of the sizes of these breaks is equal to c,

(12)
g′n(0)

f ′
n(0)

· f
′
n(−1)

g′n(αn)
= c.

Indeed, fn ◦ gn = gn ◦ fn = A−1
n ◦ f qn+qn−1 ◦ An, and the product of

break sizes is equal to the break size of f qn+qn−1 at zero.
The following result was proved in [16] and [24]; see also [7] for a

simpler proof of the estimate in C1 metric.

Theorem 4 ([16, Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 2, 24, Assertions 1, 2,
7, Theorem 4]). For any f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c), c 6= 1, there exist real numbers
C > 0, 0 < λ < 1 and a sequence vn such that

(13) distC2[−1,0](fn, Fαn,vn,cn(z)) ≤ Cλn;

Here and below

cn = c(−1)n, Fα,v,c(z) =
α+

√
cz

1− vz
.(14)
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Moreover, if n is large enough, then (αn, vn) ∈ Ucn, where

Uc = [0,
√
c]×

[√
c− 1

2
,
√
c− 1

]

if c > 1

Uc = [0,
√
c]×

[√
c− 1,

√
c− 1

2

]

if c < 1.

Put ĉ = max (c, c−1). Next lemma provides a uniform convexity
bound on fm and gm for large m.

Lemma 4. For any c 6= 1, Q2 > 2(ĉ3/2− ĉ), Q1 ∈
(

0, ĉ−1 − ĉ−3/2
)

, and

f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c) for all m large enough we have

Q1 < |f ′′
m(z)| < Q2, z ∈ [−1, 0],(15a)

αm−1Q1 < |g′′m(z)| < αm−1Q2, z ∈ [0, αm].(15b)

The second derivatives f ′′
m(z), g

′′
m(z) are positive if cm > 1, and negative

if cm < 1.

Proof. It suffices to prove (15a), then (15b) will follow from (15a)
and (11). Since distC2[−1,0](fm, Fαm,vm,cm) → 0 as m → ∞, it suffices
to prove that for any (α, v) ∈ Uc, ĉ = max(c, 1/c), the second deriv-

ative F ′′
α,v,c = 2v(αv+

√
c)

(1−vz)3
has the same sign as (c − 1) and its absolute

value belongs to the interval
[

ĉ−1 − ĉ−3/2, 2(ĉ3/2 − ĉ)
]

. These estimates
follow immediately from the definition of Uc. �

From now on, we fix some Q1(c) and Q2(c) that satisfy assumptions
of Lemma 4. Note that for sufficiently large m we have αm−1 ≤

√
cm−1,

thus (15b) implies a uniform upper bound on the second derivative of
gm,

|g′′m(z)| <
√
ĉQ2(c).

On the other hand, if αm−1 is very small, then we have no lower estimate
on |g′′m(z)|. However, the next lemma shows that αn cannot be too small
provided that cn > 1.

Lemma 5 (cf. [24, Assertion 6]). For any circle homeomorphism f ∈
B2+

irr(p, c) and any δ > 0, for sufficiently large n such that cn = ĉ > 1
we have

(16) αn >

√
cn − 1

4
− δ.

Proof. Since f has an irrational rotation number, we have fn(z) > z
on [−1, 0] for all n. We will use Theorem 4 to rewrite this fact in
terms of Fαn,vn,cn and deduce (16). Namely, take a large n such that

d = distC[−1,0](fn, Fαn,vn,cn) <
2δ√
cn+1

and
√
cn−1

2
≤ vn ≤ √

cn − 1. The

numerator of Fαn,vn,cn(z) − z takes its minimal value at z0 =
1−√

cn
2vn

.
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Note that z0 ∈
[

−1,−1
2

]

⊂ [−1, 0], hence

Fαn,vn,cn(z0) ≥ fn(z0)− d > z0 −
2δ√
cn + 1

.

Finally, we substitute formulas for z0 and Fαn,vn,cn into this inequality,

and we get αn >
(
√
cn−1)2

4vn
− δ >

√
cn−1

4
− δ. �

Next we provide an explicit estimate on the total distortion of Rfm
for large m.

Lemma 6. For any map f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c) and D > ĉ4, for sufficiently

large m ∈ N the total distortion of Rfm over the circle [−1, αm]/(−1 ∼ αm)

is less than D,

(17) D(Rfm) = exp [var lnRf ′
m(z)] < D.

Proof. For simplicity we will only deal with the case cm = ĉ > 1. The
other case is completely analogous. Due to Lemma 4, the map Rfm
is convex both on [−1, 0] and [0, αm], hence lnRf ′

m is a monotonically
increasing function on both intervals. Next, for sufficiently large m we
have f ′

m(0) >
√
c and g′m(0) = f ′

m−1(0) <
√
c. This is true because

these inequalities hold for Fαm,vm,cm and fm is close to it. Therefore,
f ′
m(0) > g′m(0). Moreover, (12) implies have f ′

m(−1) > g′m(αm). Thus

D(Rfm) =
f ′
m(0)

f ′
m(−1)

× f ′
m(0)

g′m(0)
× g′m(αm)

g′m(0)
× f ′

m(−1)

g′m(αm)

=

(

f ′
m(0)

g′m(0)

)2

=

(

f ′
m(0)

f ′
m−1(0)

)2

.

Due to (13), it suffices to prove that
F ′

αm,vm,cm
(0)

F ′

αm−1,vm−1,cm−1
(0)

≤ ĉ2 whenever

(αm, vm) ∈ Uĉ and (αm−1, vm−1) ∈ U1/ĉ. This estimate immediately
follows from the definitions of Uc and Fαm,vm,cm. �

From now on, we fix D = D(c) > ĉ4. Then for sufficiently large m
we can combine the inequality D(Rfm) < ĉ4 with Denjoy inequalities
to obtain the following estimates. First, for any x ∈ Im, and n ≥ m we
have

(18) D−1(c) < D−1(Rfm) ≤ (f qn)′(x) ≤ D(Rfm) < D(c)

whenever f qn is differentiable at x. Second, for any x, y ∈ Im, and k
such that the intervals Rf j

m[x..y], j = 0, . . . , k−1, are pairwise disjoint
we have

(19) D−1(c) < D−1(Rfm) ≤
(Rfk

m)
′(x)

(Rfk
m)

′(y)
≤ D(Rfm) < D(c).

Let us generalize (18) from x ∈ Im to x ∈ S1.

Lemma 7. For any f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c), for sufficiently large n we have

D−1(c) < (f qn)′(x) < D(c) whenever f qn is differentiable at x.
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Denjoy inequality says that D(f)−1 ≤ (f qn)′(x) ≤ D(f). However,
this estimate depends on f , and we need a uniform estimate.

Proof. Choose m as in Lemma 6. Due to (18), the desired inequality
holds on Im. Now, for any x ∈ S1 we have f j(x) ∈ Im for some
0 ≤ j < qm, and

(f qn)′(x) =

∏j−1
i=0 f

′(xi)
∏j−1

i=0 f
′(xi+qn)

(f qn)′(xj),

where xi = f i(x). Since the upper bound for j does not depend on n,
the first term is arbitrarily close to one for n large enough, hence we
get the required estimate on (f qn)′(x) for any x. �

Choose an arbitrary point x0 and consider the interval ∆ = [x0..f
qn−1(x0)].

Let w be the renormalized affine coordinate that plays the same role
for the point x0 as the coordinate z for the break point p: w = 0 cor-
responds to x = x0 and w = −1 corresponds to x = f qn−1(x0). Let hn

be the map f qn written in the chart w. The map hn is analogous to
fn except that the starting point for the dynamical partition is taken
with the base point x0 rather than the break point p.

Lemma 8. There exist universal constants Q̂2(c) > Q̂1(c) > 0 such
that for all f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c) for sufficiently large n the following holds.
For all x0 ∈ S1 and w ∈ [−1, 0] such that h′′

n(w) is defined, we have

Q̂1(c) ≤ |h′′
n(w)| ≤ Q̂2(c). The second derivative h′′

n(w) is positive if
cn > 1 and is negative if cn < 1.

Proof. Recall that D(c) is a number greater than ĉ4. Fix m such that
cm−1 > 1 and all the estimates from previous lemmas hold for Rfm. In
particular, inequalities (15), (16), and definition of Uc imply that we
have a uniform estimate on the second derivative of Rfm. Namely, for
every point z ∈ [−1, αm] such that Rf ′′

m(z) is defined we have

(20) − Q̃2(c) < Rf ′′
m(z) < −Q̃1(c),

where Q̃1(c) = Q1(c)min
(

1,
√
ĉ−1
4

)

, Q̃2(c) = Q2(c)
√
ĉ.

First consider the case ∆ ⊂ Im = ∆0
m−1 ∪ ∆0

m. Note that ∆ can
be viewed as an element of the dynamical partition for Rfm with base
point z(x0). Let B be the affine change of variables from w to z, where
z is the renormalized coordinate on Im. Then hn = B−1 ◦ (Rfm)

q ◦B,
where q is the denominator of the continued fraction approximation for
the rotation number of Rfm corresponding to f qn. Denote z = B(w),

zj = (Rfm)
jz, j ≥ 0. Then

h′′
n(w) = (Rf q

m)
′(z)

q−1
∑

j=0

[

Rf ′′
m(zj)

Rf ′
m(zj)

B′(Rf j
m)

′(z)

]

.
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The inequalities (18) and (20) provide us with estimates on (Rf q
m)

′(z) =
(f qn)′ (Am(z)), Rf ′′

m(zj), and Rf ′
m(zj) = (f qm)′(Am(zj)). Hence, it suf-

fices to estimate B′∑q−1
j=0(Rf j

m)
′(z).

Let ∆′ = [B(−1)..B(0)] be the interval ∆ written in the chart z.
Let lj, j ≥ 0 be the length of the interval Rf j

m(∆
′), Then B′ = l0 and

(Rf j
m)

′(z)l0/lj is the ratio of the derivatives of Rf j
m at two points on

∆′, hence due to (19) we have

D−1(c)
lj
l0

< (Rf j
m)

′(z) < D(c)
lj
l0

for all j = 0, . . . , q − 1.
The pairwise disjoint intervals Rf j

m(∆
′), j = 0, . . . , q−1, are included

by Im = [−1, αm] while their union with their images under Rf q
m covers

this interval. Since (Rf q
m)

′ ∈ (D(c)−1, D(c)), we have

1

1 +D(c)
<

1 + αm

1 +D(c)
≤

q−1
∑

j=0

lj ≤ 1 + αm ≤ 1 +
√
ĉ,

where the outer inequalities follow from 0 < αm ≤
√
ĉ. Thus

Q̃1(c)

D(c)D2(Rfm)(1 +D(c))
< |h′′

n(w)| < Q̃2(c)D(c)D2(Rfm)(1 +
√
ĉ).

Finally, if ∆ does not belong to Im, we will choose a number s such
that f s∆ belongs to Im (an upper estimate on s depends only on m),
and use the above estimate for the map f qn on f s∆. Since for large n
the map that takes a relative coordinate w ∈ [−1, 0] corresponding to
∆ into a relative coordinate ws ∈ [−1, 0] corresponding to f s∆ is close

to the identity, we get a required estimate with Q̂1(c) =
Q̃1(c)

D3(c)(1+D(c))
,

Q̂2(c) = Q̃2(c)D
3(c)(1 +

√
ĉ) for a sufficiently large n. �

5.2. Lengths of the intervals ∆k
n. In this subsection we use uniform

estimates on the derivatives of fk established above to estimate the
lengths of ∆k

n and prove Theorem 3. First we use Lemma 1 to show
that all intervals are exponentially small, then we use convexity to
show that some intervals of ζn are exponentially small compared to
other intervals of the same partition.

Lemma 9. For f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c), and for sufficiently large n, the following

holds. Consider two intervals ∆ = ∆k
n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn, and ∆′ ∈ ζn+2,

∆′ ⊂ ∆. Then
|∆′|
|∆| ≤ Λ(c) :=

1

1 +D−1(c)
.

Moreover, if an+1 > 1, then the same estimate holds for any ∆′ ∈ ζn+1,
∆′ ⊂ ∆.
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Proof. Let ∆ = ∆k
n−1 and ∆′ = ∆l

m ⊂ ∆, m ∈ {n, n+ 1, n+ 2 } be
two intervals satisfying assumptions of the lemma. It is easy to see
that ∆ includes one of the intervals f±qm (∆′). Due to Lemma 7, for
sufficiently large n we have |f±qm (∆′)| ≥ D−1(c)|∆′|, hence

|∆′|
|∆| ≤ |∆′|

|∆′|+ |f±qm (∆′)| ≤
1

1 +D−1(c)
= Λ(c).

�

Iterating the estimate from Lemma 9, we immediately get the first
part of Theorem 3.

Corollary 3. For any f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c) we have

max
0≤k<qn

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣ = O
(

Λ(c)n/2
)

as n → ∞.

In the next few lemmas we will prove the second part of Theorem 3.
In order to prove this lemma, we will show that for some constants m(c)
and γ̂2(c) < 1 for sufficiently large n, each interval ∆ of the partition

ζn includes a subinterval ∆̃ of the partition ζn+m(c) such that |∆̃|
µ(∆̃)

≤
γ̂2(c)

|∆|
µ(∆)

. This will immediately imply (10) with γ2(c) =
m(c)
√

γ̂2(c).

In Lemma 10 we show that each interval ∆k
n−1 contains a “long”

subinterval ∆l
n, |∆l

n| ≥ r(c)|∆k
n−1|. In Corollary 5 we will use this

lemma to construct a “short” subinterval ∆l
n ⊂ ∆k

n−1 in the case
an+1 ≥ A(c) for some constant A(c) that will be chosen later. Fi-
nally, in Lemma 14 we will choose m(c) and find a “short” subinterval
∆̃ ⊂ ∆k

n−1 in the case an+j < A(c), j = 1, . . . , m(c).

Lemma 10. There exists a universal constant 0 < r(c) < 1 such that
for any f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c) the following holds. For any n large enough any
interval ∆k

n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn contains a “long” subinterval ∆l
n, 0 ≤ l <

qn+1 satisfying the following estimate:

(21)
|∆l

n|
|∆k

n−1|
≥ r(c).

Proof. ChooseN(f) so large that conclusions of Lemma 7 and Lemma 8
hold for n ≥ N(f), then choose n > N(f). As in Lemma 8, let w be the
renormalized affine coordinate corresponding to the interval ∆ = ∆k

n−1;
let h be the map f qn written in this chart. Since the map h is uniformly
convex (up or down) with at most one break point inside [−1, 0], it
cannot be uniformly close to identity. In other words, there exists a
universal constant d(c) > 0 such that hn(w0) − w0 ≥ d(c) for some

w0 ∈ [−1, 0]. We claim that (21) holds for r(c) = d(c)
2D(c)

.

Let x0 ∈ ∆ be the point such that w(x0) = w0. Put I = [x0..f
qn(x0)],

then |I| ≥ d(c)|∆|. The interval I has the same invariant measure as
each of ∆l

n. Consider two cases.
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If x0 belongs to one of the subintervals J = ∆l
n ⊂ ∆, then I ⊂

J ∪ f qn(J). Since D(c)|J | ≥ |f qn(J)|, we have

|J | ≥ |I|
1 +D(c)

≥ d(c)

1 +D(c)
|∆| > d(c)

2D(c)
|∆| = r(c)|∆|.

If x0 ∈ ∆k
n+1, then I is covered by the union of ∆k

n+1 and ∆k
n, thus one

of these two intervals has length at least |I|
2
. Note that f−qn(∆k

n+1) ⊂
∆k+qn+1−qn

n and f qn−1(∆k
n) = ∆k+qn−1

n . Since the derivatives of f qn

and f qn−1 belong to the interval [D−1(c), D(c)], one of the intervals

∆k+qn+1−qn
n ⊂ ∆, ∆k+qn−1

n ⊂ ∆ has length at least |I|
2D(c)

≥ d(c)
2D(c)

|∆| =
r(c)|∆|. �

The following corollary follows immediately from the previous lemma.

Corollary 4. For each f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c) there exists a constant C(f) > 0

such that max0≤k<qn |∆k
n| ≥ C(f)rn(c)

Lemma 11. For any f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c), for sufficiently large n such that

an+1 > 1 the following holds. For each interval ∆k
n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn,

there exists a subinterval ∆l
n ⊂ ∆k

n−1, 0 ≤ l < qn+1, such that

|∆l
n|

|∆k
n−1|

≤ (1− r(c))
an+1 + 1

an+1 − 1
× µ(∆l

n)

µ(∆k
n−1)

.

Proof. The interval ∆k
n−1 includes an+1 subintervals ∆l

n, 0 ≤ l < qn+1.
Due to Lemma 10, one of them has length at least r(c)|∆k

n−1|, hence
one of the other an+1−1 subintervals has length at most 1−r(c)

an+1−1
|∆k

n−1|.
On the other hand, µ(∆l

n) ≥
µ(∆k

n−1)

an+1+1
. Dividing these two inequalities,

we obtain the required estimate. �

Since an+1+1
an+1−1

→ 1 as an+1 → ∞, we have the following estimate.

Corollary 5. For any γ > 1 − r(c) there exists A(c, γ) such that for
any f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c) for sufficiently large n such that an+1 ≥ A(c, γ) the
following holds. For each interval ∆k

n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn, there exists a
subinterval ∆l

n ⊂ ∆k
n−1, 0 ≤ l < qn+1, such that

|∆l
n|

|∆k
n−1|

≤ γ
µ(∆l

n)

µ(∆k
n−1)

.

From now on, we fix some γ(c) ∈ (1 − r(c), 1) and put A(c) =
A(c, γ(c)). Consider the case when an+1 is smaller than A(c). We start
with a simple observation.

Lemma 12. Consider a map f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c). Let n be so large that

the conclusion of Lemma 7 holds for f qn−1 and f qn. Then for each
k = 0, . . . , qn − 1 we have

|∆k
n−1| ≤ C(D, an+1)|∆k

n|,
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where

C(D, an+1) = D

(

1 +

an+1−1
∑

i=0

Di

)

.

Proof. This lemma immediately follows from the inclusion

∆k
n−1 ⊂ f−qn(∆k

n) ∪
an+1−1
⋃

i=0

f qn−1+iqn(∆k
n)

and the estimates on the derivatives of f qn and f qn−1. �

Lemma 13. There exist two universal positive constants α(c), β(c)
such that for any f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c) for sufficiently large n the following
holds. Suppose an+1 ≤ A(c), an+2 ≤ A(c). Then for each ∆ = ∆k

n−1

one can find a closed subinterval ∆̂ ⊂ ∆ ∩ f−qn(∆) of length at least

|∆̂| ≥ α(c)|∆| such that
∣

∣log (f qn)′(x)
∣

∣ ≥ β(c) for x ∈ ∆̂.

Proof. First we prove a lower estimate on the length of the interval
I = ∆ ∩ f−qn(∆) = [fk+qn−1(p)..fk−qn(p)]. Since an+1 ≤ A(c) and
an+2 ≤ A(c), Lemma 12 implies that |∆k

n| ≥ C−1(D(c), A)|∆| and
|∆k

n+1| ≥ C−2(D(c), A)|∆|. Note that ∆k
n+1 ⊂ f qn(I), hence |I| ≥

|∆|
D(c)C2(D(c),A)

.

Now we divide I into three subintervals of equal length. We state
that one of these subintervals satisfies all the requested properties.
Each of them automatically satisfies the properties ∆̂ ⊂ ∆ ∩ f−qn(∆)

and |∆̂| ≥ α(c)|∆| with α(c) = 1
3D(c)C2(D(c),A)

, so it suffices to prove that

| ln(f qn)′(x)| is bounded away from zero on one of these subintervals.
Note that (f qn)′(x) = h′

n(w(x)), so it suffices to prove a similar
estimate for hn. Using convexity of hn we conclude that the estimate
holds for either the left or the right of these subintervals with β(c) =

ln (1 + Q̂1α(c)/2). �

Assume now that several partial quotients an+1, an+2, . . . , an+m are
all smaller than A(c).

Lemma 14. There exist universal constants m(c) ∈ N and 0 < γ′
2(c) <

1 such that for each f ∈ B2+
irr(p, c) if n is large enough and an+i ≤ A(c),

1 ≤ i ≤ m(c) + 1, then for any ∆ = ∆k
n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn, one can find

a subinterval ∆̃ ⊂ ∆ which is an element of the partition ζn+m(c) such
that

|∆̃|
|∆| ≤ γ′

2(c)
µ(∆̃)

µ(∆)
.

Proof. Choose m(c) so that Λ(c)⌊
m(c)

2
⌋ < α(c)

2
, where Λ(c) is the same as

in Lemma 9, then choose N = N(f) such that for n ≥ N the estimates
from all previous lemmas hold true. A partitioning of any interval
∆ = ∆k

n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn onto smaller subintervals corresponding to the
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partition ζn+m(c) generates two finite conditional probability distribu-
tions: P = (pi, 1 ≤ i ≤ M) corresponding to the Lebesgue measure,
and Q = (qi, 1 ≤ i ≤ M) related to the invariant measure µ. Since

an+i ≤ A(c), 1 ≤ i ≤ m(c) + 1, we have qi ≥ ε(c) = (A+ 1)−m(c)−1,
i = 1, . . . ,M , and M ≤ 1/ε(c). We have to show that there exists

0 < γ′
2(c) < 1 such that pi ≤ γ′

2(c)qi for at least one index i. Denote ∆̂
be the subinterval of ∆ provided by Lemma 13. Due to the choice of
m(c) and Lemma 9, the lengths of all elements of the partition ζn+m(c)

inside ∆ are less than α(c)
2
|∆|, hence one of these elements ∆′ is in-

cluded by ∆̂. Since the derivative (f qn)′ is uniformly bounded away

from 1 on ∆̂, we have
∣

∣

∣
ln |fqn (∆′)|

|∆′|

∣

∣

∣
≥ β(c). Hence, there exists a pair

1 ≤ i, j ≤ M such that pi

pj
≥ exp (β(c)) and qi = qj .

Since pi/qi

pj/qj
≥ exp (β(c)), we have either

pj

qj
≤ exp

(

−β(c)
2

)

, or pi

qi
≥

exp
(

β(c)
2

)

. In the former case we already have the desired estimate. In

the latter case the inequalities 1 > pi ≥ exp
(

β(c)
2

)

qi and qi ≥ ε imply

∑

s 6=i ps
∑

s 6=i qs

=
1− pi

1− qi

≤
1− ε exp

(

β(c)
2

)

1− ε
,

hence one of the ratios ps

qs
, s 6= i, is less than or equal to the same

constant. �

Now we are ready to prove the second part of Theorem 3.

Lemma 15. There exists a universal constant 0 < γ2(c) < 1 such that
for every f ∈ B2+

irr(p, c) we have

min
0≤k<qn

|∆k
n−1| = O(γn

2 (c)µn−1),

as n → ∞, where µn−1 = |qn−1ρ− pn−1|.
Proof. Every interval ∆k

n−1 can be obtained by a sequence of parti-
tions. On every step of this sequence a given interval is divided onto a
finite number of subintervals. As above we have two finite conditional
probability distributions corresponding to the Lebesgue measure and
the invariant measure µ. It follows immediately that on every step we

can always find a subinterval ∆′ of ∆ such that |∆′|
|∆| ≤

µ(∆′)
µ(∆)

. However,

on many steps of partitioning |∆′|
|∆| will be constant times smaller than

µ(∆′)
µ(∆)

. Indeed, by Corollary 5 it happens every time when ai ≥ A(c).

By Lemma 14 the same is true when we have a sequence of length
m(c) + 1 of consecutive ai ≤ A(c). We can divide all the steps into
blocks of length m(c) + 1. If the block contains at least one ai ≥ A(c)
we have contraction of the ratio by the first reason, and if all ai ≤ A(c)
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contraction is related to the second mechanism. Hence, since the num-
ber of blocks is of the order of n/(m(c) + 1), the statement of the lemma
holds. �

6. Proof of the main theorem

The main idea of the proof is very simple. Let pn
qn

be the n-th con-

tinued fraction convergent of ρ(f) = ρ(g), let J be the smallest of the
intervals ∆k

n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn. If h is C2 smooth, then due to Lemma 3

and Lemma 7 we have
∑qn−1

k=0 |fk(J)|2 = o(|J |). On the other hand,
∑qn−1

k=0 |∆k
n−1|2 ≥ |J |∑qn−1

k=0 |∆k
n−1| ≥ C|J |. This, skipping very minor

technical details, gives a contradiction which proves that h cannot be
C2 smooth. However, since we want to show that the smoothness of h
is strictly weaker than C2 in the Hölder sense, the proof must be more
technical, and we need estimates from Theorem 3.

From now on, we assume that n is so large that all estimates from
the lemmas in Sec. 5 hold true. Let ∆̆n = ∆ln

n−1 be the smallest of

the intervals ∆k
n−1, 0 ≤ k < qn. The point f ln−qn(p) splits ∆̆n in two

subintervals. Let Jn be one of these subintervals with the larger value

of
∑qn−1

k=0

∣

∣fk(Jn)
∣

∣

2
. Then

(22)

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣fk(Jn)
∣

∣

2 ≥ 1

2

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣

∣
fk(∆̆n)

∣

∣

∣

2

≥ 1

2D(c)

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2
.

Note that none of the intervals fk(int(Jn)), 0 ≤ k < qn, contains p.
Due to Corollary 3 and Lemma 7,

max
0≤k<qn

∣

∣fk(Jn)
∣

∣→ 0

as n → ∞, thus we can apply Lemma 3 to Jn. If h is C1+α, 0 < α < 1,
then we have

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2
= O

(

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣fk(Jn)
∣

∣

2

)

due to (22)

= O (|Jn|α + |f qn(Jn)|α) due to Lemma 3

= O (|Jn|α) due to Lemma 7

= O
(
∣

∣

∣
∆̆n

∣

∣

∣

α)

since Jn ⊂ ∆̆n

= O (γ2(c)
nα|qn−1ρ− pn−1|α) due to Lemma 15

= O

(

γ2(c)
nα

qαn

)

since |qn−1ρ− pn−1| <
1

qn

Now let us prove a lower estimate on
∑qn−1

k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2
that will contra-

dict this estimate for α sufficiently close to 1. First, due to Corollary 4
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we have

r2n(c) = O

(

max
0≤k<qn

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2
)

= O

(

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2

)

.

Next, Cauchy inequality implies that

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2 ≥ 1

qn

(

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

)2

≥ 1

(1 +D(c))2
1

qn
,

where the last inequality follows from S1 =
⋃qn−1

k=0

(

∆k
n−1 ∪ f qn

(

∆k
n−1

))

and Lemma 7.
Combining lower and upper estimates on

∑qn−1
k=0

∣

∣∆k
n−1

∣

∣

2
, we obtain

r2n(c) = O

(

γ2(c)
nα

qαn

)

1

qn
= O

(

γ2(c)
nα

qαn

)

.

Take ν(c) = ln γ2(c)
2 ln r(c)+ln γ2(c)

, then we have

(

γ2(c)
n

qn

)1−ν

=
(

r2n(c)
)ν
(

1

qn

)1−ν

= O

(

γ2(c)
nα

qαn

)

,

hence α ≤ 1− ν. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.

7. Conjugacy of fractional linear maps

Theorem 2 shows that in some cases two maps of class Br(p, c) with
the same rotation number are not C2 conjugate. We expect that this
is true in many more cases. In this section we discuss the case of linear
fractional maps.

Recall (see [16, Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 2, 24, Assertions 1, 2,
7, Theorem 4]) that renormalizations of a map f ∈ Br(p, c) tend to a
pair of linear fractional maps of the form

Fα,v,c(z) =
α +

√
cz

1− vz
, Gα,v,c(z) =

α(z −√
c)

α
√
c+ z(1 + v −√

c)
, (α, v) ∈ Uc.

(23)

We used one half of this statement earlier, see Sec. 5, Theorem 4. It is
easy to see that both Fα,v,c andGα,v,c are increasing maps, Fα,v,c(0) = α,

Gα,v,c(0) = −1, and Fα,v,c(−1) = Gα,v,c(α) = α−√
c

1+v
, hence the map

Tα,v,c : [−1, α]/(−1 ∼ α) given by Fα,v,c on [−1, 0] and by Gα,v,c on [0, α] is
a well-defined homeomorphism of the circle, cf. Rfm in Sec. 5. Maps
Tα,v,c with a fixed irrational rotation number belong to a smooth curve
on the (α, v) plane, see [21].

Because of the special role of the family (23), it is natural to ask
whether two different maps Tα,v,c can be Cr conjugate to each other
with high values of r. Arguments of Theorem 2 do not apply in this case
since the Schwarzian derivative vanishes for Möbius maps. However,
the following argument suggested by Selim Ghazouani allows us to show
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that two different maps T1 = Tα1,v1,c and T2 = Tα2,v2,c with an irrational
rotation number cannot be conjugate by a piecewise C3-smooth map
that sends zero to zero.

The latter condition is technical and probably can be omitted but it
is natural to impose this restriction and it greatly simplifies the proof.

Assume that h ◦ T1 = T2 ◦ h, where h is a piecewise C3-smooth
homeomorphism of the circle, h(0) = 0. First we show that h has to
be a piecewise fractional linear map. Indeed, for any x such that all
the derivatives below exist, we have

S(h)(T1(x))(T1(x))
2 = S(h ◦ T1)(x) = S(T2 ◦ h) = S(h).

Note that ρ(x) =
√

|S(h)(x)| satisfies the equation ρ(T1(x)) =
1

T ′

1(x)
ρ(x)

at all but finitely many points, hence ρ is the density of a T1-invariant
measure. It is well-known that a circle maps with breaks have singular
invariant measures, thus ρ = 0, therefore h is a piecewise fractional
linear map.

Now let us show that T1 = T2. Instead of dealing with these maps, we
will compare their n-th renormalizations for sufficiently large n. The
renormalization operator sends (Fα,v,c, Gα,v,c) to a pair of the same
form with 1/c playing the role of c. Note that the renormalization
operator is invertible on the space of maps Tα,v,c: if two maps Tα1,v1,c

and Tα2,v2,c have the same irrational rotation number and their n-th
renormalizations are equal for some n, then the original maps are equal
as well.

Fix a sufficiently large number n such that each of the intervals
[0..T

qn−1

i (0)], [0..T qn
i ], i = 1, 2, is contained in a single interval of

smoothness of the conjugacy h or h−1. The renormalized maps are

Möbius transformations. Let Ai =
( √

c ai
−wi 1

)

, Bi =
(

ai −ai
√
c

1+wi−
√
c ai

√
c

)

be the matrices that represent the renormalized maps; let C be the
matrix that represents the restriction of the renormalization of h to
[−1, 0]. Then we have CA1C

−1 ∼ A2 and CB1A1C
−1 ∼ B2A2, where

∼ means that two matrices are proportional. Indeed, in both cases the
corresponding maps coincide on a nontrivial interval: it is [−1, 0] in
the first case and [A−1

2 (0), 0] in the second case.
Therefore, CA1C

−1 ∼ A2 and CB1C
−1 ∼ B2. Since h(0) = 0,

we have C ( 0
1 ) ∼ ( 0

1 ). Next, Bi ( 0
1 ) ∼ ( −1

1 ), hence C ( −1
1 ) ∼ ( −1

1 ).
Therefore, after multiplication by a constant we may assume that C =
( 1 0
u u+1 ). Note that Tr(CA1C

−1) = Tr(A1) = 1 +
√
c = Tr(A2) and

CA1C
−1 ∼ A2 imply that CA1C

−1 = A2. The top left elements of
these matrices are equal to

√
c− a1u

u+1
and

√
c, respectively. Since a1 6= 0,

we get u = 0, thus A1 = A2, so a1 = a2 and w1 = w2.
Finally, n-th renormalizations of T1 and T2 are equal to each other,

hence the original maps are equal as well.
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8. Concluding remarks and open problems

8.1. Circle homeomorphisms with breaks. While Theorem 2 states
that a map f with S(f) < 0 cannot be C2−ν conjugate to a linear frac-
tional map g, we expect that two generic maps f , g, ρ(f) = ρ(g) /∈ Q,
are not C2 conjugate to each other. More precisely, we expect that
asymptotically we have

|ξfqn (Jn)− ξgqn (J
′
n)| ≥ C

qn−1
∑

k=0

∣

∣fk(Jn)
∣

∣

2
,

where J ′
n is the interval conjugated to Jn, and one can repeat the proof

of Theorem 2.
For different k ≥ 2 one can ask what is the codimension of maps

which are Ck conjugate to a given generic map.
It is also natural to ask about the smoothness of conjugacy for linear

fractional maps, see Sec. 7.

8.2. Critical circle maps. The main difficulty in carrying out the
same program for critical circle maps is that the Schwartzian deriva-
tive of a critical circle map is infinite at a critical point. As a result
it is much more difficult to estimate the distortion of the cross-ratio.
Nevertheless we still expect that generically the difference between the
total cross-ratio distortions for two different critical circle maps is of
the order

∑qn−1
k=0 |fk(Jn)|2. Another ingredient of our analysis, namely

universal bounds, is readily available in the critical setting. The argu-
ments above gives us a reason to believe that the following conjecture
holds.

Conjecture 1. For any γ > 1 there exists a constant 0 < ν(γ) < 1
such that for any irrational 0 < ρ < 1 one can find a pair of smooth
γ-critical circle maps f, g with the rotation number ρ for which there is
no conjugacy of class C2−δ, where δ < α.

Smoothness for f , g means here C∞ outside of critical points, or
analytic in the case of odd integer γ.
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[24] A. Teplinskĭı and K. Khanin. “Rigidity for circle diffeomorphisms
with singularities”. In: Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 59.2(356) (2004), pp. 137–
160. issn: 0042-1316. doi: 10.1070/RM2004v059n02ABEH000722.

[25] M. Yampolsky. “Hyperbolicity of renormalization of critical circle

maps”. In: Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. 96 (2002), 1–41
(2003). issn: 0073-8301. doi: 10.1007/s10240-003-0007-1.

[26] M. Yampolsky. “Renormalization horseshoe for critical circle maps”.
In: Comm. Math. Phys. 240.1-2 (2003), pp. 75–96. issn: 0010-
3616. doi: 10.1007/s00220-003-0891-8.

[27] J.-C. Yoccoz. “Conjugaison différentiable des difféomorphismes
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