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CIRCLE HOMEOMORPHISMS WITH BREAKS WITH
NO C?7” 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, 118, [20] that under mild conditions of the Diophantine type on
the rotation number any two C?*® smooth circle homeomorphisms
with a break point are C! 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~V 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, 13, 4, 15, 16, I8, 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'(z..) = 0, and circle maps with
breaks, where a map f is smooth outside of one point z;, and it has a
jump discontinuity of the first derivative at . The type of singularity
can be characterized by the order v > 1 of the critical point, or by the
size of the break ¢ = f'(xy,. — 0)/f'(xp + 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 p, and they also have the same type of
singularity, namely the same 7, or the same ¢, then the conjugacy which
maps the singular point into the singular point is C'! 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 p. For critical maps, it
is conjectured, and in many cases proved, that Diophantine conditions
for C! rigidity are not needed. For a more restrictive class of rotation
numbers, which includes irrational numbers of bounded type, one can
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prove that the conjugacy is C''*¢ smooth for some € > 0, see [5, 6]. We
should add that all the rigidity results in the critical case are proved
only for v being an odd integer number greater than 1, although it
is generally believed that the rigidity statements remain valid for all
v > 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 p can be
smoothly linearized, that is smoothly conjugate to the linear rotation
fo: x — x+ p by the angle p. Of course, the linear rotation here is just
the simplest representative of the class of smooth diffeomophisms with
rotation number p. As above, typical rotation number means that cer-
tain Diophantine conditions on p 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 C! 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
p belongs to the Diophantine class Dy if there exists a constant C' > 0
such that for all nonzero ¢ € Z and p € Z

C
\qp—p\ > F

Theorem 1 (Katznelson, Ornstein, 1989). Let f € C* k > 2,k € R
and p = p(f) € Ds. Assume that k—1—0 > 1. Then f is linearizable,

hofoh™ =,
and the conjugacy h is C*~'=9=¢_smooth for arbitrarily small ¢ > 0.

It was proved in several cases [13, 23], and is likely to be true in
general (D. Ornstein, private communication) that arbitrarily small e
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 ¢ # 1 there exists a positive constant v(c) < 1 such that for
an arbitrary irrational rotation number p there exist analytic maps f,
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g with the break size ¢ and rotation number p which are not 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, C'! rigidity requires certain conditions of the
Diophantine type. In [22] it was proved that for Lebesgue generic rota-
tion numbers C' rigidity does not hold. The proof uses the growth
rate of partial quotients a,, in the continued fraction representation for
p =lai,as,...,a,,...]. Our approach is completely different. In par-
ticular, the main result holds for rotation numbers of bounded type for
which the conjugacy is C'*® smooth for some o > 0, but it does not
belong to the class C*7”, 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 B"(p,c), r =
1,...,00,w, if it is C" smooth everywhere except at the unique break
point xy. = p, and the break size f'(p — 0)/f'(p + 0) equals ¢. We
shall always assume that ¢ # 1. Let Bl .(p,c) be the set of circle
homeomorphisms f € B"(p, ¢) that have irrational rotation numbers.

Denote by S(f) the Schwarzian derivative of f:
_ M) 3 (f”(ﬂf))
S(f)(x) = — = :
D=5y ~2

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

Theorem 2. For every ¢ # 1 there exists a number v(c) € (0,1)
such that the following property holds. Let f € B3(p,c) be a cir-
cle homeomorphism with an irrational rotation number p 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, ¢) with the rotation
number p. Then f is not C*™ congjugate to g for any a > 1 —v(c).

Remark 1. Here and below a map h is said to be C**®, 0 < o < 1, if
it is continuously differentiable and its derivative is Hélder continuous
with exponent «.

Remark 2. Note that the constant v(c) depends only on ¢ # 1, and
does not depend on f, g or p.
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Corollary 1. Consider a linear fractional circle homeomorphism g €
B¢ (p,c). Then there exists a family of circle homeomorphisms f. €
B¥(p,c), € € R, such that fo = g, f- is continuous in € in C*°([p, p+1])
topology, p(f:) = p for all € € R, but none of the maps f., € # 0, are
C congugate to g with o > 1 — v(c).

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

Let us deduce from [Theorem 2l

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

Let f. € B¥(0,¢°) be given by f.(z) = <= for e # 0 and fy(z) = =.
Note that f. maps 0 to 0, 1 to 1, continuously depends on ¢, and has
Schwarzian derivative S(f.) = S(e?) = —% < 0.

Let f. be given by f. = R. o f., where R, is a fractional linear
map that we shall choose later. Note that, since S(R.) = 0, we have
S(f.) = S(f.) = =5 < 0 for all ¢ # 0. Hence, by [Mheorem 2 it
suffices to find R. such that that f. € B¥(0,¢), p(f.) = p(g), and f. is
continuous in . Equivalently, we need a continuous family of fractional

linear maps R., Ry = id, such that R.(1) = R.(0) + 1, gi(l)g = ce ¢,

and p(R. o f.) = p(g). The first two conditions define R. up to an
additive constant, and there is a unique choice of such a constant that
leads to the prescribed rotation number p(g). Continuity of R in €
easily follows from the continuity of f. and standard properties of the
rotation number. O

3. SCHWARZIAN DERIVATIVE AS A MIXED PARTIAL DERIVATIVE

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

Given a smooth map f: I — R, put

) IO YT
(1) f(z,y) = N .
In f'(x), if v =y.

For f € B'(p,c), the function f is defined on I x I, I = [p, p+ 1]. For
r=y=pand x =y = p+ 1 we take the right and the left derivative
of f, respectively.

Function f describes how does f change the length of the interval
[z..y] in the logarithmic scale. Given four points x1, 29, 3, x4, a map f
changes the logarithm of their cross-ratio by

n f(x4)—f(x3).f(:c4)—f(:c2) In Ty — X3 Ty — T2
@ (f(xg) _f(xl) .~f<552) _f<1;1)) : (553—371 ' SL’2~—£171)
f(xs, mq) — flaz,21) + f(22,21) — f(22, 74).
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In particular, the limit of the left hand side as z3 — x4 and xo — 21
exists and is equal to

(3)
o (e i) (75 5 70)

f(:pl,xl) + f(:p4,x4) — Zf(xl,m) =: &¢(1, 24).

Since &; is a symmetric function, we will use notation £¢(J) for

£¢(a,b), J = [a,b]. Our proof of [Theorem 2| will be based on some es-

—~—

timates on £y, and we will use the following simple formulas for f; o fs
and £f10f2 .

(4) fio falw,y) = il ha(@), L) + fle,y),
(5) Errof(J) = & (fa()) + €5 ().

It is easy to see that linear fractional maps preserve cross-ratio.
Hence, &;(J) = 0 if f is a linear fractional map. If f is C? smooth
on [, then f is C' smooth on I x I. If x # vy, then the mixed partial
derivative of f is given by

f @) f W) 1

0xdy — (f(y) — f(x))®  (y—a)*

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

0 f 1
(6) 910y . = ES(f)(l“),
where
(@) 3(f" )\
=55 - 576

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

*f
(7) 8xéfy <

S

in some neighborhood of the diagonal x = y. Indeed, take s such that
S(f) < —6s everywhere, then (@) 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
f and &y introduced above.

We start with the following observation.

Lemma 1. Let h: I — R be a C'** smooth map with positive deriv-
ative, 0 < o < 1. Then for any J C I we have &(J) = O (|J|%) as
|J| = 0. Moreover, if h is a C* smooth function, then |£,(J)| = o(|J])
as |J| — 0.

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

&n(J) = B, 2)+h(y, y)~2h(z,y) = n ' (x)+1n h’@)—mw-

The first inequality immediately follows from the Mean Value Theo-

rem. Take a € [z,y] such that h'(a) = %’;(x) Since A’ > 0 on I, the

Yy
function In A’ is Holder continuous as well, thus we have

1&u(J)] = |Inh/(z) + Inh'(y) — 2In B/ (a)|
<|Inh'(z) —Inh'(a)] + | Inh'(y) — Inh'(a)|
=0 (lz—al®) + O (ly —al?)
=0 (lz—yl").

Now let us prove that for a C? smooth map h, A’ > 0, we have
&(J) = o(]J]). Since In k' is a C! smooth function, we have

)+ ol

r+y

Inh/(z) +Inh'(y) =2Inh (

thus it suffices to show that
h(y) —h
i <$_+y) o My) — () o(|J]).
2 Yy—x
Since In is an analytic function and both arguments are bounded away
from 0 and oo, it suffices to show that

() - M =h)

2 Yy—x

This estimate holds for any C? smooth function h, and it can be easily
proved by rewriting h(z) and h(y) using Taylor’s theorem with center
”%Ly and Lagrange form of the remainder. O

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

(€52 (T) = Egn (M) = O (II|* +[f*(NI*),  if he CT(SY);
&2 () = &g (R(I) = o ([T + [f"(I)]) if he C*(S").
In particular, if f and g are as in[Theorem 2 and p ¢ \J;.—) f*(J), then
En(h(J)) =0, and we have
& (D=0 (" +1f"(NI), if he CHre(Sh);
S (D) = o ([J]+ /(D)) if h e C*(SY).

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

Proof. The first part of the corollary follows from [Lemma 1l h o f* =
g" o h, and (H).

In order to prove the second part, note that the conjugacy h maps the
break point p to itself, hence we have p ¢ |J;_ égk(h(J)). Therefore,
g" is a linear fractional map on h(J), thus {;n(h(J)) = 0, and the
estimates follow from the first part. O

Due to (fl), we can rewrite |{s(J)| as a sum,

®) e =[S

The following lemma provides a negative upper bound for each sum-

mand &y (f*(.J)).

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

&r(J) < —s|J%

Proof. Take s > 0 and € > 0 such that azay (x y) < —s for any z,y €

p,p + 1], [y — z| < ¢, see (@) for details. Now consider an interval
J = [z,y] C [p,p+1], |J| < e, and apply the Fundamental Theorem of
Calculus twice,

&) = f(z,a +f(y y) = fz,y) — fly.2)

/ / 0:1083/ (a,b) da db

< —s|J%.

O
Summarizing [Corollary 2, (®), and [Lemma 2, we get the following

statement.
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Lemma 3. In the settings of [Theorem 3, there exists € > 0 such that
the following holds Consider a number n € N and a closed interval J

such that p ¢ |J;—) int (f*(J))) and [f*(J)| <e, 0 <k <n. Then

Z}fk )" =001+ (D), if h e T (Sh);

Z}f’“ )" =01+ 1), if he C*(SY)
as max(|J|, |f™"(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 ¢, not
on f or p(f). While the proof of [Theorem 2] only uses these estimates
for f € B3, (p,c), we state and prove them for a larger class of homeo-
morphisms. Namely, put

B2 (p,¢) = | B3 ().
e>0

Let f be a circle homeomorphism with an irrational rotation num-
ber p = [a1,as,...,a,,...]. Recall that the sequence of dynamical
partitions (, for f with a base point p is defined in the following way.
Put A2 = [p..f*(p)], AF = fEAY n k € N, where g, are the de-

n’
nominators of the Contlnued fraction convergents ’q’—" = [a1, as, ..., ay].
n

Fix n and consider two sequences of intervals { A | |0 < k < ¢, } and
{A™|0<m < gu_1}. Itisa simple combinatorial fact [23] that to-
gether these two sequences form a partition of the unit circle, which
we denote by (,. In particular, the interiors of the elements of (, are
pairwise disjoint.

The main result of this section is the following theorem. It says
that all intervals of (,, are exponentially small, and the shortest of the
intervals A | € ¢,, 0 < k < ¢y, is exponentially smaller than its
invariant measure.

Theorem 3. There exist universal constants v1(c),v2(c) € (0,1) such
that for any circle homeomorphism f € BX(p, c), the following asymp-
totic estimates hold:

(9) max |A] = O(1(e)");
(10) Jin IAY 1] = 0(72(0)" pna),

where fi,_1 = |qn_1p — Pn_1| is the invariant measure of each AF |
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Here the constants behind the O(:) notation may depend on f but
~1 and 7, depend only on ¢, not on f or its rotation number. We prove
the first estimate in and the second estimate in [Lemma. 15|
Then we deduce [Theorem 2] from [Theorem 3l in [Sec. 6l

5.1. Renormalizations and derivatives of f*. Given a circle home-
omorphism with an irrational rotation number, we define renormalized
maps f,, g, which correspond to two branches of the first return map
onto the fundamental interval I,, = A | U AY expressed in the renor-
malized coordinate z. Coordinate z corresponds to the affine change
of variables such that z(p) = 0, z(f%'p) = —1. It is easy to see that

fu(2) = AT o fim 0 Ay(2), z € [-1,0],
gnl(z) = Ao [t o An(2), z€[0,0),
where A, is the change of coordinates from z to x and v, = |A2|/|AY_].

Note that g, differs from f,_1|[—a,_,a,,0 by a linear change of coordi-
nate,

1

Q1

(11> gn<z> = - fn71<_04n—1z)

The pair R"f = (fn(2),gn(2)) is called the n-th step renormaliza-
tion of f. On each step the renormalization transformation R trans-
forms R"f into R""!f corresponding to the first return map to the
fundamental interval I,,,;. Notice that R"f can be viewed as a cir-
cle homeomorphism Rf,,: [FLanl/(—1 ~ a,) — [FLanl /-1 ~ ). This circle
homeomorphism has two breaks, at 0 and at —1 ~ a,. It is easy to see
that the product of the sizes of these breaks is equal to c,

60 fi=1)
[RONACS)

Indeed, f, 09, = gno fn = A, o fintin-1 6 A, and the product of
break sizes is equal to the break size of fiT-1 at zero.

The following result was proved in [16] and [24]; see also [7] for a
simpler proof of the estimate in C'* metric.

(12)

Theorem 4 (|16, Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 2,24, Assertions 1, 2,
7, Theorem 4]). For any f € B2 (p,c), ¢ # 1, there exist real numbers

mrr

C>0,0<X<1 and a sequence v, such that
(13) diStCQ[fl,O](fnu Fan7vn7cn<2>) < C)\n,
Here and below

i + ez
14 = (-1 Fove :ai_
(14) =V ) = T
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Moreover, if n is large enough, then (o, v,) € U,,, where

Uc:[o,ﬁ]x[\/é;l,\/é—1] ife>1

U, = [0,/ x {ﬁ—L\/EQ_l] if e < 1.

Put ¢ = max(c,c!). Next lemma provides a uniform convexity
bound on f,, and g, for large m.

Lemma 4. For anyc# 1, Qs > 2(¢**—¢), Q, € (0,¢7' —¢7%?), and
f € B (p,c) for all m large enough we have

wrr

(15a) Q1 < ()] < @2, z € [-1,0],
(15Db) Am1@Q1 < |glh(2)] < am_1Qo, z € [0, ap)].

The second derivatives f (z), gr (z) are positive if c,, > 1, and negative
if e < 1.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove ([I5al), then (I5D) will follow from (I5al)
and (). Since distee(—1,0](fa, Famvmen) — 0 as m — oo, it suffices
to prove that for any (a,v) € U,, ¢ = max(c,1/c), the second deriv-
ative F// = 2ulavivo)

e = vn® has the same sign as (¢ — 1) and its absolute

value belongs to the interval [¢71 — ¢7%/2 2(¢%2 — ¢)]. These estimates
follow immediately from the definition of U..

From now on, we fix some @Q;(c) and (2(c) that satisfy assumptions
of Lemma 4l Note that for sufficiently large m we have a,,_1 < /¢m_1,
thus (I5D) implies a uniform upper bound on the second derivative of

9m,s
|9 (2)] < VeQa(c).
On the other hand, if «,,,_1 is very small, then we have no lower estimate

on |¢g/ (z)|. However, the next lemma shows that a,, cannot be too small
provided that ¢, > 1.

Lemma 5 (cf. [24, Assertion 6]). For any circle homeomorphism f €
B2t (p,c) and any 6 > 0, for sufficiently large n such that ¢, = ¢ > 1

rr
we have

—1
a0 s Y1

Proof. Since f has an irrational rotation number, we have f,(z) > z
on [—1,0] for all n. We will use [Theorem 4 to rewrite this fact in
terms of F,, 4, ., and deduce (I0). Namely, take a large n such that
d = diStC[—l,O}(fnaFan,vn,cn) < \/c%fqtl and \/i_l <o, < \/a — 1. The

. . 1—\/cn
numerator of F,, , . (z) — z takes its minimal value at zy = o .
b b n
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Note that 2y € [—1, —%} C [-1, 0], hence

20
Ven +1

Finally, we substitute formulas for zy and Fi,, ,, ., into this inequality,
(Ven—1)? Ven—1

Fanyvn7€n<20) > fn(z(]) —d> 20 —

and we get «,, >

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

Lemma 6. For any map f € B2i(p,c) and D > ¢*, for sufficiently

large m € N the total distortion of Rf,, over the circle [=homl/(—1 ~ a,,)
18 less than D,

(17) D(Rf,,) =exp[varln Rf’ (z)] < D.

Proof. For simplicity we will only deal with the case ¢,, = ¢ > 1. The
other case is completely analogous. Due to [Lemma 4, the map Rf,,
is convex both on [—1,0] and [0, v, hence In Rf), is a monotonically
increasing function on both intervals. Next, for sufficiently large m we
have f/ (0) > y/c and ¢/, (0) = f/._1(0) < y/c. This is true because
these inequalities hold for Fy,, ..., and f,, is close to it. Therefore,

f1.(0) > g;.(0). Moreover, (I2) implies have f/ (=1) > g..(c,). Thus
Aa0) | F0) g (=)

D(Rf,) = X
BIn) = 50 X @) 0 < gl
_ (f;nm))?: ( £1,(0) )
95,(0) m—1(0)
Due to (I3)), it suffices to prove that Famp.vm.em (©) © < ¢ whenever

Am—1>Ym—1>Sm—1
(m,VUm) € Uz and (auy—1,Vm-1) € Uyse. This estimate immediately
follows from the definitions of U, and F, O

mUm,Cm *

From now on, we fix D = D(c) > ¢*. Then for sufficiently large m
we can combine the inequality D(Rf,,) < ¢* with Denjoy inequalities
to obtain the following estimates. First, for any x € I,,, and n > m we
have

(18) D7) < DTH(Rfwm) < (J*)(2) < D(Rfm) < D(c)

whenever f is differentiable at z. Second, for any z,y € I, and k
such that the intervals Rf? [z..y], 7 =0, ..., k—1, are pairwise disjoint
we have

-1 -1 (Rffm)/(x)
(19) D7) < D7RFW) < (i

Let us generalize (IR) from z € I,,, to x € SL.

< D(Rf,,) < D(c).

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

wrr

D7 (c) < (f™)(x) < D(c) whenever fi is differentiable at x.
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Denjoy inequality says that D(f)~' < (f%)'(z) < D(f). However,
this estimate depends on f, and we need a uniform estimate.

Proof. Choose m as in [Lemma 6l Due to (I8), the desired inequality
holds on I,,,. Now, for any x € S' we have fI(z) € I, for some
0<J <gm,and

[T /()
—1
[[5 f'(@ivg,)
where z; = f'(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%)'(x) for any z. O

(f) () = () (),

Choose an arbitrary point zy and consider the interval A = [x¢.. f%*(x)].
Let w be the renormalized affine coordinate that plays the same role
for the point x( as the coordinate z for the break point p: w = 0 cor-
responds to © = zp and w = —1 corresponds to x = fi~1(zy). Let h,
be the map f9 written in the chart w. The map h, is analogous to
fn except that the starting point for the dynamical partition is taken
with the base point xy rather than the break point p.

Lemma 8. There exist universal constants Qy(c) > Qy(c) > 0 such
that for all f € B2i(p,c) for sufficiently large n the following holds.
For all xg € S* and w € [—1,0] such that hl.(w) is defined, we have
Q1(c) < R/ (w)] < Qylc). The second derivative B! (w) is positive if

cn > 1 and is negative if ¢, < 1.

Proof. Recall that D(c) is a number greater than ¢*. Fix m such that
¢m—1 > 1 and all the estimates from previous lemmas hold for Rf,,. In
particular, inequalities (I3]), (1)), and definition of U, imply that we
have a uniform estimate on the second derivative of Rf,,. Namely, for
every point z € [—1, a,,] such that Rf/ (z) is defined we have

(20) = Qs(c) < Rfy(2) < =Qu(e),

where Q;(c) = Q1(c) ) Q2(c) = Qa(c)Ve.

First consider the case A C Im =AY UAY. Note that A can
be viewed as an element of the dynamical partition for Rf,, with base
point z(x). Let B be the affine change of variables from w to z, where
z is the renormalized coordinate on I,,,. Then h, = B~ o (Rf,,)? o B
where ¢ is the denominator of the continued fraction approximation for
the rotation number of Rf,, corresponding to f?. Denote z = B(w),
z; = (Rfm)’ 2, 7 > 0. Then

) = (REYO Y By )|

=0

<.
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The inequalities (I8) and (20) provide us with estimates on (Rf%) (z) =
(f®) (An(2)), Rf"(2), and Rf! (z;) = (f%) (An(z;)). Hence, it suf-
fices to estimate B’ Z;’;é(Rf,Zﬂ)'(z)

Let A" = [B(—1)..B(0)] be the interval A written in the chart z.
Let I;, j > 0 be the length of the interval Rf? (A’), Then B’ = [, and
(Rf%)(2)lo/l; is the ratio of the derivatives of RfJ, at two points on
A’ hence due to (I9) we have

DI < (RF)(:) < D)}
lo lo
forall j =0,...,¢—1.

The pairwise disjoint intervals Rf7 (A'), j = 0,...,¢—1, are included
by I, = [—1, a,,] while their union with their images under Rf? covers
this interval. Since (Rf%) € (D(c)™", D(c)), we have

—

q—

1 1+«
< "< N < ay, <14V,
L+D(c) "1+ D(c) ~ 4 S EHam S Ve

Il
o

where the outer inequalities follow from 0 < «,, < v/¢. Thus

Cél(c)
D(c)D*(Rfm)(1+ D(c))

Finally, if A does not belong to I,,,, we will choose a number s such
that f*A belongs to I, (an upper estimate on s depends only on m),
and use the above estimate for the map f% on f*A. Since for large n
the map that takes a relative coordinate w € [—1, 0] corresponding to
A into a relative coordinate wy € [—1, 0] corresponding to f*A is close

Qi(0)
D3(c)(14+D(c))’

< |k (w)] < Qa(e) D(e) D*(Rfn) (1 + Ve).

to the identity, we get a required estimate with Ql(c) =
Q2(c) = Qa(c)D3(c)(1 4 V@) for a sufficiently large n.

5.2. Lengths of the intervals A%. In this subsection we use uniform
estimates on the derivatives of f* established above to estimate the
lengths of AF and prove [Theorem 3l First we use [Lemma 1] to show
that all intervals are exponentially small, then we use convexity to
show that some intervals of (, are exponentially small compared to
other intervals of the same partition.

Lemma 9. For f € B (p,c), and for sufficiently large n, the following
holds. Consider two intervals A = Ak |, 0 <k < qu, and A" € (o0,
A C A. Then
|A| 1
<Alc) i = ————+.
2 =M=

Moreover, if a,,1 > 1, then the same estimate holds for any A" € (11,
Al C A.
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Proof. Let A = AF ;and A’ = Al Cc A, m e {n,n+1,n+2} be
two intervals satisfying assumptions of the lemma. It is easy to see

that A includes one of the intervals f* (A’). Due to [Lemma 1, for
sufficiently large n we have |f£% (A’)| > D~1(c)|A’|, hence
|A] A 1
< < = A(ce).
A S AT e S T

0

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

Corollary 3. For any f € B (p,c) we have

max |AF | =0 (A(C)"/2)
0§k<Qn
as n — oo.

In the next few lemmas we will prove the second part of [Theorem 3l
In order to prove this lemma, we will show that for some constants m/(c)
and 42(c) < 1 for sufficiently large n, each interval A of the partition

¢, includes a subinterval A of the partition G,4m() such that % <

&2(0)%. This will immediately imply (I0) with vyo(c) = ™/%2(c).

In we show that each interval AF | contains a “long”
subinterval Al |AL| > r(c)|AF || In we will use this
lemma to construct a “short” subinterval Al C AF | in the case
an+1 > A(c) for some constant A(c) that will be chosen later. Fi-
nally, in [Lemma 14l we will choose m(c) and find a “short” subinterval
A C AF_|in the case any; < A(c), j=1,...,m(c).

Lemma 10. There ezists a universal constant 0 < r(c) < 1 such that
for any f € B2 (p,c) the following holds. For any n large enough any
interval AF 10 < k < q, contains a “long” subinterval AL, 0 <1 <
Qn+1 Satisfying the following estimate:
A

> r(c).
JAvY

Proof. Choose N (f) so large that conclusions of [Lemma 7 and[Lemma &
hold for n > N(f), then choose n > N(f). Asin[Lemma 8 let w be the
renormalized affine coordinate corresponding to the interval A = AF_;
let h be the map f9 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 h,(wy) — we > d(c) for some

wp € [—1,0]. We claim that (21]) holds for r(c) = 2%2).
Let xy € A be the point such that w(zg) = wg. Put I = [zg..f%(x0)],
then |I| > d(c)|A|. The interval I has the same invariant measure as

each of AlL. Consider two cases.

(21)
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If 2o belongs to one of the subintervals J = Al C A, then I C
JU f(J). Since D(c)|J| > |fi(J)|, we have

12 s 2 1Al > Al = Al

If 2o € Ak, then [ is covered by the union of A* ,; and A, thus one
of these two intervals has length at least % Note that f~(Ak ) C
AbFan1=tn and fan-1(AF) = AFre-1 Since the derivatives of fo
and f?%-1! belong to the interval [D~!(c), D(c)], one of the intervals
AbFani=m c A AkFan-1 C A has length at least 21';3) > 5h C)|A|

r(c)|Al. O

The following corollary follows immediately from the previous lemma.

Corollary 4. For each f € B2t (p,c) there exists a constant C(f) > 0
such that maxo<g<q, |AF| > C(f)r"(c)

Lemma 11. For any f € B2t (p,c), for sufficiently large n such that
any1 > 1 the following holds. For each interval AF |, 0 < k < g,
0 <1< @ny1, such that

there exists a subinterval Al C AF

n—1-
|Al | ans1 +1 N(Al )
- < (1—=r(c) X LIS
|A]:L71| apyr — 1 N(Aﬁfl)

Proof. The interval A’fhl includes a,; subintervals AL, 0 <1 < g,1;.
Due to [l one of them has length at least r(c)|AF |, hence

one of the other an41 — 1 subintervals has length at most — :(c |AF .

On the other hand, u(Al) > Mi”l) Dividing these two inequalities,

PRSI
we obtain the required estlmate O
Since Z”:—fr — 1 as a,+1 — 00, we have the following estimate.

Corollary 5. For any v > 1 — r(c) there exists A(c,7y) such that for
any f € B2 (p,c) for sufficiently large n such that a,,1 > A(c,7y) the

following holds. For each interval Ak | 0 < k < q,, there exists a
subinterval Al ¢ AF 0 <1 < guy1, such that

l l
AL AL
‘An—l‘ M(An—l)

n—1»

From now on, we fix some y(c¢) € (1 —r(c),1) and put A(c) =
A(e,7v(c)). Consider the case when a,1 is smaller than A(c). We start
with a simple observation.

Lemma 12. Consider a map f € Bl (p,c). Let n be so large that

mrr

the conclusion of [Lemma 7 holds for f™=' and fi. Then for each
k=0,...,q9, — 1 we have

‘Ai—l‘ < C(D, anJrl)‘Amv
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where

Proof. This lemma immediately follows from the inclusion
an+171
AU | peerrieal)
=0
and the estimates on the derivatives of fi and f-1'. n

Lemma 13. There exist two universal positive constants a(c), [(c)
such that for any f € B2t (p,c) for sufficiently large n the following

rr

holds. Suppose a1 < A(c), anio < A(c). Then for each A = Ak,
one can find a closed subinterval A € AN 7 (A) of length at least
|A] > a(c)|A| such that }log(fq”)'(x)’ > B(c) for x € A.

Proof. First we prove a lower estimate on the length of the interval

I = AN fmA) = [fitao-1(p)..fF(p)]. Since a,;1 < A(c) and

any2 < A(c), Lemma 12| implies that |AF] > C~Y(D(c), A)|A| and

|AF | > C72(D(c), A)|A]. Note that A%, C f(I), hence |I| >
A

D(c)C?(D(c),A)" ] )

Now we divide [ 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 A C AN f~(A)

and |A| > a(e)|A| with a(c) = W, so it suffices to prove that

| In(f%)'(x)| is bounded away from zero on one of these subintervals.
Note that (f%)(x) = hl(w(x)), so it suffices to prove a similar

estimate for h,. Using convexity of h, we conclude that the estimate

holds for either the left or the right of these subintervals with 3(c) =

In (1 + Q1a(c)/2). O

Assume now that several partial quotients a, i1, ani2, ..., Gpim are

all smaller than A(c).

Lemma 14. There exist universal constants m(c) € N and 0 < v4(c) <
1 such that for each f € B2l (p, ¢) if n is large enough and a,,; < A(c),

1 <i<m(c)+1, then for any A = Ak |, 0 < k < q,, one can find
a subinterval A C A which is an element of the partition C,im() such

that ~
Al
1Al < o)

m(c)
Proof. Choose m(c) so that A(c)l 2 < @, where A(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

A = AF | 0 <k < g, onto smaller subintervals corresponding to the
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partition (,4m() generates two finite conditional probability distribu-
tions: P = (p;,1 < i < M) corresponding to the Lebesgue measure,
and Q = (q;,1 < i < M) related to the invariant measure p. Since
i < A(e), 1 < i < m(c)+ 1, we have q; > £(c) = (A+ 1)}
i=1,...,M, and M < 1/e(c ) We have to show that there exists
0 < (e ) < 1 such that p; < 4(c)q; for at least one index 7. Denote A
be the subinterval of A provided by [Lemma 13l Due to the choice of
m(c) and [Lemma 9] the lengths of all elements of the partition C,qme)

inside A are less than @|A|, hence one of these elements A’ is in-

cluded by A. Since the derivative (f9)’ is uniformly bounded away
fQR A)
L (A9] |A' |
1 <4,5 < M such that p? > exp (6(c)) and q; = q;.

Since ;’;—;ZZ > exp (8(c)), we have either Z—; < exp (—@), or % >

exp <B (c )> In the former case we already have the desired estimate. In

from 1 on A, we have )ln ) > [(c). Hence, there exists a pair

the latter case the inequalities 1 > p; > exp ( (c )>qZ and q; > ¢ imply

B(e)
> ezi Ps _1-p; < 1 —eexp (T)
2575@'(:13 1—q; — 1—e¢ ’

hence one of the ratios %, s # 1, is less than or equal to the same

constant. U
Now we are ready to prove the second part of [Theorem 3l

Lemma 15. There exists a universal constant 0 < y2(c) < 1 such that
for every f € B2t (p, c) we have

wrr

min |AF || = Oy (€) pin_1),

0<k<qn
asn — 0o, where {1 = |qun_1p — Pn_1|-

Proof. Every interval A*¥ | 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 u. It follows immediately that on every step we

can always find a subinterval A’ of A such that HAA" < K ((AA))
|7

on many steps of partitioning al will be constant times smaller than

%. Indeed, by it happens every time when a; > A(c).
By [Lemma 14 the same is true when we have a sequence of length
m(c) + 1 of consecutive a; < A(c). We can divide all the steps into
blocks of length m(c) + 1. If the block contains at least one a; > A(c)

we have contraction of the ratio by the first reason, and if all a; < A(c)

However,
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contraction is related to the second mechanism. Hence, since the num-
ber of blocks is of the order of ?/(m(c) +1), the statement of the lemma

holds. O

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

The main idea of the proof is very simple. Let ’q’—: be the n-th con-
tinued fraction convergent of p(f) = p(g), let J be the smallest of the
intervals AF 1, 0 <k < g, If his C? smooth, then due to [Lemma 3
and [Lemma 7 we have Zq”_l |/5(J))? = o(|J]). On the other hand,

an- LAk 1|2 > |J| 0 AR | > C|J|. This, skipping very minor
techmcal details, gives a contradiction which proves that A cannot be
C? smooth. However, since we want to show that the smoothness of h
is strictly weaker than C? in the Holder sense, the proof must be more
technical, and we need estimates from [Theorem 3l

From now on, we assume that n is so large that all estimates from
the lemmas in Sec_8 hold true. Let A, = A" | be the smallest of
the intervals A || 0 < k < g,. The point f"~%(p) splits A, in two
sublntervals Let J,, be one of these subintervals with the larger value

an- 1 o | ‘ . Then
gn—1 Qn 1 1 gn—1
@) S ]f _QD()];! iy

Note that none of the intervals f*(int(.J,)), 0 < k < g,, contains p.

Due to and [Lemma. 7]

k
Jmax |f*(Jn)] = 0

as n — 0o, thus we can apply [Lemma 3 to J,,. If his C7, 0 < a < 1,
then we have

an—1 qn—1
Z }Afl_l =0 (Z ‘fk ) due to (22)
k=0

= O ([Ju]™ + 1f* (Jn)|%) due to [Lemma 3

= O (|a]") due to [Lemma 7l
:O<An ) since J, C A,

= 0 (72(0)"*|gn-1p — pna|*)  due to Lemma T3

— (%) since |gn_1p — pn_1| < qin

Now let us prove a lower estimate on Zq”_l }A }2 that will contra-
dict this estimate for « sufficiently close to 1. First, due to
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we have

7«%(0):0(&% A, ) <qnzlm )

Next, Cauchy inequality implies that
qn—1 gn—1 2 1 1
AZ > — An > 7—,
kzzo ‘ In (Z ‘ 1‘) 1+ D( ))

where the last inequality follows from S* = (JI* ! (Ak LU fom ( ))
and [Lemma 7

Combmmg lower and upper estimates on > {", ! }A

Take v(c) = #ﬂﬁ)ﬂ@(c)’ then we have

() - ear(2)-o(45).

hence o < 1 — v. This completes the proof of [Theorem 2l

2 .
, we obtain

7. CONJUGACY OF FRACTIONAL LINEAR MAPS

Mheorem 2 shows that in some cases two maps of class B"(p, ¢) with
the same rotation number are not C? 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 € B"(p,c) tend to a
pair of linear fractional maps of the form

(23)
Favels) = S0VE ()= ——2C VD, e

” 1 —wz ay/e+ z(14+ v —+4/c)

We used one half of this statement earlier, see [Sec. 5l [Theorem 4l It is
easy to see that both F, , . and G, , . are increasing maps, Fy ,.(0) = «,
Gawec(0) = =1, and F,,c(—1) = Gapela) = O‘I:L\Uﬁ, hence the map
Tove: Fhelf(c1~a) given by F,, . on [—1,0] and by G, on [0, is
a well-defined homeomorphism of the circle, cf. Rf,, in [Sec. 5l Maps
T4 v,c with a fixed irrational rotation number belong to a smooth curve
on the (a,v) plane, see [21].

Because of the special role of the family (23)), it is natural to ask
whether two different maps 7, , . can be C” 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 Mobius maps. However,
the following argument suggested by Selim Ghazouani allows us to show
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that two different maps 17 = Ty, 4, . and Ty = Ty, 4, . With an irrational
rotation number cannot be conjugate by a piecewise C*-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 o Ty = T, o 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)(Ty () (Ty(x))* = S(hoTy)(x) = S(Ty o h) = S(h).

Note that p(z) = /]S (h)(z)]| satisfies the equation p(T}(x)) = Tl,%x)p(:p)
at all but finitely many points, hence p is the density of a T}-invariant
measure. [t is well-known that a circle maps with breaks have singular
invariant measures, thus p = 0, therefore h is a piecewise fractional
linear map.

Now let us show that 77 = T5. Instead of dealing with these maps, we
will compare their n-th renormalizations for sufficiently large n. The
renormalization operator sends (Fy e, Gawe) to a pair of the same
form with 1/c playing the role of ¢. Note that the renormalization
operator is invertible on the space of maps Ty, , .: if two maps T}, 4, .
and T, ., . 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..7/"=*(0)], [0..T{"], ¢ = 1,2, is contained in a single interval of
smoothness of the conjugacy h or h~!. The renormalized maps are

ey . . o \/E a; o a; —ai\/é
Mobius transformations. Let A; = (*wi ! >, B; = <1+wi—ﬁ as e )

be the matrices that represent the renormalized maps; let C' be the
matrix that represents the restriction of the renormalization of A to
[—1,0]. Then we have CA;C~! ~ Ay and CB;A;C™ ~ ByA,, 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 [A57(0), 0] in the second case.

Therefore, CA;C™' ~ Ay and CB,C~' ~ B,. Since h(0)
we have C'(9) ~ (9). Next, B;({) ~ (7'), hence C' (') ~ (
Therefore, after multiplication by a constant we may assume that C' =
(L.%). Note that Tr(CA;C™) = Tr(A;) = 1+ /¢ = Tr(4,) and
CAC7' ~ Ay imply that CA,C~t = A,. The top left elements of
these matrices are equal to \/E—% and /c, respectively. Since a; # 0,
we get u = 0, thus A; = Ag, so a1 = as and w; = ws.

Finally, n-th renormalizations of T} and T3 are equal to each other,
hence the original maps are equal as well.

0,
).

— |
—
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8. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

8.1. Circle homeomorphisms with breaks. While[Theorem 2states
that a map f with S(f) < 0 cannot be C?7” conjugate to a linear frac-
tional map g, we expect that two generic maps f, g, p(f) = p(g) ¢ Q,
are not C? conjugate to each other. More precisely, we expect that
asymptotically we have

qn—1

[Epun (Jn) = &g (J) = C D |f5( )
k=0

2
)

where J] is the interval conjugated to J,, and one can repeat the proof
of Theorem 2

For different £ > 2 one can ask what is the codimension of maps
which are C* conjugate to a given generic map.

It is also natural to ask about the smoothness of conjugacy for linear
fractional maps, see

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 z”::)l |f*(J.)|>. 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 v > 1 there exists a constant 0 < v(vy) < 1
such that for any irrational 0 < p < 1 one can find a pair of smooth
~v-critical circle maps f, g with the rotation number p for which there is
no conjugacy of class C*=%, where § < a.

Smoothness for f, g means here C'™ outside of critical points, or
analytic in the case of odd integer .
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