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Abstract

We present an application of quasiconformal (QC) surgery for holomorphic maps fibered over
an irrational rotation of the unit circle, also known as quasiperiodically forced (QPF) maps. It
consists of modifying the fibered multiplier of an attracting invariant curve for a QPF hyperbolic
polynomial. This is the analogue of the classical change of multiplier of an attracting cycle in the
one-dimensional iteration case, to parametrize hyperbolic components of the Mandelbrot set.

Our goal is to show that, for a family of QPF quadratic maps with Diophantine frequency,
the fibered multiplier map associated to its unique attracting invariant curve, as a complex coun-
terpart of the Lyapunov exponent, is a holomorphic submersion on a complex Banach manifold.

Keywords— Fibered holomorphic dynamics; Quasiconformal surgery; Attracting invariant curves; Fibered
multiplier map; Hyperbolic polynomials; Holomorphic submersions.

1 Introduction

Quasiperiodically forced (QPF) systems have been of special interest to modern research in nonlinear
dynamics, particularly due to the emergence of strange non-chaotic attractors; see [12, 16] for comprehensive
surveys in the real setting. They naturally arise from the stroboscopic map (a Poincaré map but using a section
in time) for flows driven by a quasiperiodic forcing which depends on several incommensurate frequencies.

Here we study the complexification of QPF maps as fibered holomorphic maps over an irrational rotation
on the 1-torus T1 := R/Z, in the following sense.

Definition 1.1 (QPF maps). We say that a continuous function F : T1×C → T1×C is a QPF (holomorphic)
map, with frequency α /∈ Q, if it is a skew-product of the form

F (θ, z) =
(
θ + α, fθ(z)

)
(1.1)

such that Rα := Π1 ◦F is an irrational rotation of angle α, and the fiber maps fθ := Π2 ◦F are holomorphic
for all θ ∈ T1, where Πj stands for the projection map to the j-th coordinate, j ∈ {1, 2}.

We are interested in the long-term behavior of points under iteration of F , as a fibered holomorphic map
over Rα on T1. Denote by Fn := (Rnα, f

n
θ ) its n-th iterate, that is, given an initial point (θ, z) ∈ T1 × C,

Fn(θ, z) =
(
θ + nα, fn

θ (z)
)
, where fn

θ := fθ+(n−1)α ◦ · · · ◦ fθ (1.2)

is a forward composition of holomorphic maps. For ease of notation, we set Cθ := {θ}×C so Fn(Cθ) ⊂ Cθ+nα,
and for any U ( T1 × C, we denote by Uθ := Π2(U ∩ Cθ) the fiber of U at θ ∈ T1.
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It is clear that the fibered map F has no fixed or periodic points due to the minimality of the irrational
rotation on the base, hence the simplest invariant objects under F shall be defined as follows.

Definition 1.2 (Invariant curves). Let F = (Rα, fθ) be a QPF map. A continuous function γ : T1 → C is
called an invariant curve of F if, for each θ ∈ T1, it satisfies

F (θ, γ(θ)) = (θ + α, γ(θ + α)) , i.e. fθ(γ(θ)) = γ(θ + α). (1.3)

We may also say that γ is a p-periodic curve of F if it is invariant under F p, i.e. its graph

{
(θ, γ(θ)) : θ ∈ T1

}
(1.4)

is forward invariant by F p, where p ≥ 1 is the smallest natural with this property. As the class of QPF
holomorphic maps is closed under composition, it is enough to study the dynamics about invariant curves.

Ponce [25] described the local dynamics of F on average in a neighborhood of an invariant curve γ assuming
that F is injective on it, that is, the differential f ′

θ := ∂zfθ does not vanish there. This is accomplished in
terms of the sign of the Lyapunov exponent of γ, defined as usual as the real number

Λ(γ) :=

∫

T1

log |f ′
θ(γ(θ))| dθ, (1.5)

which averages the exponential rate of separation under iteration of initial points infinitesimally close to γ.

Here we consider the complex version of the Lyapunov exponent so that its imaginary part measures the
average speed of rotation about γ of nearby points under iteration (see [14, 25]), taking into account the
winding number of the curve θ 7→ f ′

θ(γ(θ)) with respect to the origin. Furthermore, as for any sufficiently
small constant displacement h ∈ C with respect to the invariant curve γ,

fθ (γ(θ) + h)− γ(θ + α) = f ′
θ (γ(θ)) h+O(|h|2), (1.6)

we see that the rate of rotation and stretching close to γ, as well as the number of times that the image under
F of the nearby closed curve γ + h winds around γ, is mainly given by the linear part of our QPF system.

In this manner, we can define a natural counterpart to the multiplier of a fixed point in the autonomous
case as follows (cf. [25, §1.3]). Recall that the winding number of a closed curve Γ : T1 → C about z0 /∈ Γ(T1),
denoted by wind(Γ, z0), represents the number of turns that Γ does counterclockwise around z0.

Definition 1.3 (Index and fibered multiplier). Let F be a QPF map with an invariant curve γ, and fθ its
fiber map such that f ′

θ(γ(θ)) 6= 0 for all θ ∈ T1. The index of γ is the integer m(γ) := wind(f ′
θ(γ(θ)), 0), and

κ(γ) := exp

[∫

T1

log
(
e−2πim(γ)θf ′

θ (γ(θ))
)
dθ

]
∈ C∗ (1.7)

is the fibered multiplier of γ, for any branch of the logarithm. The quantities Λ(γ) ∈ R and ρ(γ) ∈ T1 so that

κ(γ) = eΛ(γ)+2πiρ(γ), (1.8)

are known as the Lyapunov exponent and the fibered rotation number of γ, respectively.

In this setting, the invariant curve γ is said to be attracting, indifferent, or repelling if |κ(γ)| is less than,
equal to, or greater than 1, respectively. Fibered analogues of the main theorems on the local dynamics near
fixed points in the autonomous case (see e.g. [22]) can be found in [26] via the following notion of conjugacy.

Definition 1.4 (Fibered conjugacies). Let U and V be domains in T1 × C. We say that two QPF maps
F : U → U and G : V → V are topologically conjugate up to angle translation ν ∈ T1 if there is a continuous
map H : U → V of the form H(θ, z) = (θ+ ν, hθ(z)), where hθ is a homeomorphism for all θ ∈ T1, such that

G ◦H = H ◦ F. (1.9)

If ν = 0 we just say that F and G are conjugate via H . Moreover, if hθ can be chosen to be quasiconformal
(resp. affine), F is said to be quasiconformally (resp. affinely) conjugate to G.
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We shall also use the terms fibered quasiconformal (resp. affine) map for H in relation to its fiber maps.
These conjugacies correspond to continuous changes of coordinates (up to a shift in the angular variable)
between QPF maps which share the same qualitative dynamics, relating their iterates as in Figure 1. The
degree of regularity of the conjugacy map hθ determines the strength of the similarity between such dynamical
systems. It is known that the Lyapunov exponent of γ is preserved under conformal conjugacies, but its fibered
rotation number does not in general, unless we consider appropriate conjugacies (see Lemma 2.1).

U U

V V

Fn

H H

Gn

≡

Uθ Uθ+α · · · · · · Uθ+nα

Vθ Vθ+α · · · · · · Vθ+nα

fθ

hθ

fn
θ

fθ+α

hθ+α

fθ+(n−1)α

hθ+nα

g
θ

gn
θ

g
θ+α

g
θ+(n−1)α

Figure 1: Commutative diagram on the conjugacy between the n-th iterates of two QPF maps F and G (with frequency
α) via the fibered map H := (Id, hθ), and its fiber-by-fiber version with Uθ = Π2(U ∩Cθ) and Vθ = Π2(V∩Cθ), θ ∈ T1.

In this article we aim to generalize the soft surgery procedure of changing the multiplier of an attracting
cycle in the autonomous case, introduced by Sullivan in 1981. That is, we are going to modify the fibered
multiplier of an attracting invariant curve γ, by deforming a collection of almost complex structures in an
invariant way via successive changes of coordinates, starting from a linear normal form (see §2.1 and §2.3).
Our construction can be locally defined on the connected component of the basin of attraction of γ,

A(γ) :=
{
(θ, z) ∈ T1 × C : |fn

θ (z)− γ(θ + nα)| → 0 as n→ ∞
}
, (1.10)

which contains the invariant curve itself. A key ingredient to obtain a global quasiconformal (QC) map is the
zero Lebesgue measure of the fractal boundary of A(γ), which motivates the restriction to QPF hyperbolic
polynomials in the sense of Sester [31], as the central class of study in our work (see §2.2 - 2.3 for definitions).

Theorem A (Changing the fibered multiplier). Let P be a QPF hyperbolic polynomial of Diophantine
frequency α, with an attracting invariant curve γ of fibered multiplier κ0 ∈ D∗. Then, for any κ ∈ D∗, there
is a QPF hyperbolic polynomial Pκ and a fibered QC map Φκ := (Id, φκ,θ), appropriately normalized so that

1. γκ(θ) := φκ,θ(γ(θ)) is an attracting invariant curve of Pκ with fibered multiplier κ;

2. P and Pκ are globally QC conjugate via Φκ, and Φκ is conformal off the basin of attraction of γ.

Moreover, for any simply-connected neighborhood U0 of κ0 in D∗, we have that

3. For each z ∈ C, φκ,θ(z) is continuous in θ ∈ T1 and holomorphic in κ ∈ U0;

4. The fiber maps pκ,θ := φκ,θ+α ◦ pθ ◦ φκ,θ depend holomorphically on κ ∈ U0.

The QC surgery construction involved in the proof of this result (see §3) relies on applying fiberwise a
version of the Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem (MRMT) depending on parameters; see §2.3, especially
Theorem 2.7. The resulting integrating maps, globally defined in our hyperbolic polynomial setting (see also
Remark 3.1), depend continuously on the fiber θ (as a real parameter) and analytically on the parameter κ.

In fact, our QC procedure will provide further information on the fibered multiplier for quadratic families
of QPF hyperbolic polynomials. We can reduce our analysis (see §4) to QPF quadratic maps of the form

Qλ(θ, z) :=
(
θ + α, z2 + λ(θ)z

)
, where λ ∈ C∗(T1). (1.11)

Here C∗(T1) denotes the space of non-vanishing continuous functions on T1, as an open subset of the infinite-
dimensional Banach space

(
C(T1), ‖·‖∞

)
of continuous loops in C, with the sup-norm ||λ||∞ := supθ∈T1 |λ(θ)|.
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Following Sester [31, §5] we denote by M(T1) ⊂ C(T1) the connectedness locus of the family of QPF
quadratic polynomials, parametrized as in (1.11), and by M0(T

1) ⊂ M(T1) the open subset of hyperbolic
parameters generalizing the main cardioid of the Mandelbrot set (see Lemma 4.1). For our purposes, we let
M∗

0(T
1) := M0(T

1) ∩ C∗(T1), and focus on

H∗
0(T

1) :=

{
λ ∈ M∗

0(T
1) :

∫

T1

log |λ(θ)|dθ < 0, and wind(λ(θ), 0) = 0

}
, (1.12)

which is indeed associated to those QPF hyperbolic quadratic maps Qλ with a unique attracting invariant
curve, γ ≡ 0, of zero-index, whose basin of attraction is a connected open set in T1 × C. Note that it is a
complex Banach manifold since M0(T

1) is known to be open in C(T1), and both the Lyapunov exponent and
the winding number are continuous maps when restricted to the space C∗(T1).

The change of the fibered multiplier κ0 ∈ D∗ of γ is achieved by means of Theorem A which, together
with an appropriate normalization of the integrating maps, enables to track the relation between hyperbolic
parameters for this QPF family in terms of the targeted fibered multiplier κ ∈ U0. In the non-fibered case,
this type of QC surgery reveals that the multiplier map, associated to an attracting cycle of the standard
quadratic polynomial, is a conformal isomorphism from a hyperbolic component of the Mandelbrot set to D.

Here we show that the fibered multiplier map κ̂ : H∗
0(T

1) → D∗, defined as

κ̂(λ) := exp

(∫

T1

logλ(θ)dθ

)
(1.13)

and associated to the unique attracting invariant curve of Qλ in the zero-index case, is a holomorphic
submersion in the context of complex Banach manifolds (see §2.4). Sometimes it may be convenient to
consider the mapping χ̂ defined from H∗

0(T
1) onto the left half-plane Hℓ such that κ̂ = exp ◦χ̂, assigning to

each parameter λ the complex version of the Lyapunov exponent of γ.

Theorem B (Fibered multiplier map – quadratic family). Let Qλ be the family of QPF quadratic polynomials

Qλ(θ, z) =
(
θ + α, z2 + λ(θ)z

)
, (1.14)

with Diophantine frequency α. Then the fibered multiplier map κ̂ : H∗
0(T

1) → D∗ is a holomorphic submersion.

This provides a holomorphic foliation ofH∗
0(T

1) of codimension 1, i.e. a partition of it into submanifolds of
constant dimension, whose leaves, the level sets {κ̂ = κ0}, are holomorphic graphs over D∗; see Theorem 2.10.
These foliations, or more generally laminations (i.e. foliations of closed subsets of complex Banach manifolds),
play a central role in complex dynamics as, e.g., holomorphic motions are codimension-one laminations (see
more in [20]). Other parameter regions may be explored under some additional regularity on λ(θ).

We believe that the parameter space of Qλ and the foliation by the fibered multiplier map κ̂ are worth
further investigation in our QPF holomorphic setting, which is, however, out of the scope of this paper.

Notation. For a set A ⊂ X ∈ {C,T1 ×C}, we denote by intA, A, ∂A and Ac := X\A, its interior, closure,
boundary and complement in X , resp., and for a function F : X → X , we set F−1(A) := {x ∈ X : F (x) ∈ A}.
Given the Euclidean (product) metric on X and ε > 0, denote the ε-neighborhood (or ε-fattening) of A by

Aε :=
{
x ∈ X : dist(x,A) := inf

a∈A
dist(x, a) < ε

}
. (1.15)

In particular, denote by T ε(θ0, z0) := {θ0}ε × {z0}ε = (θ0 − ε, θ0 + ε) × Bε(z0) the open ε-tube about
(θ0, z0) ∈ T1×C, where Bε(z0) := {z : |z−z0| < ε} is the open ball of radius ε centered at z0; let D := B1(0).

Recall that Cθ := {θ}×C, and for A ⊂ T1×C, we write A =
⊔

θ∈T1{θ}×Aθ, where Aθ := Π2(A∩Cθ) is the
fiber of A at θ. For a fibered map F : T1 ×C → T1 ×C, we use the lowercase letter fθ for its fiber map, and
denote by Crit(F ) the critical set of F , i.e. the points in its domain where the derivative f ′

θ vanishes. By
abuse of notation, a curve γ will refer both to the continuous function γ : T1 → C and its graph in T1 × C,
while F (γ) will indicate the image curve γ̃ : T1 → C under the fibered map F , given by γ̃(θ) := fθ(γ(θ)).

Acknowledgments. We are greatful to Gustavo R. Ferreira for valuable comments and insights on the
theory of Banach manifolds. We also thank Igsyl Domı́nguez and Mario Ponce for interesting discussions.
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2 Preliminaries

The local dynamics of QPF holomorphic maps around an invariant curve γ is determined to a large extent
by the fibered multiplier κ(γ) = eΛ(γ)+2πiρ(γ) in the sense of Definition 1.3. It is well-known that its Lyapunov
exponent Λ(γ) is preserved by fibered conformal conjugacies (i.e. one-to-one analytic on each fiber), however
this is not always the case for the fibered rotation number ρ(γ) as remarked in [25, §1.3]. We first prove the
following lemma on this matter that capitalizes on the notion of fibered conjugacy in our QPF setting.

Lemma 2.1 (Invariance of the fibered multiplier). Let F be a QPF map with an invariant curve γ of index
m(γ) and fibered multiplier κ(γ). Consider any fibered conformal map H(θ, z) = (θ + ν, hθ(z)), ν ∈ T1, and

let η := wind(h′θ(γ(θ)), 0). Denote by γ̃ the corresponding invariant curve of F̃ := H ◦ F ◦H−1. Then

1. m(γ̃) = m(γ);

2. Λ(γ̃) = Λ(γ); and

3. ρ(γ̃) = ρ(γ) + ηα−m(γ)ν (mod 1).

Proof. Define F̃ := H ◦ F ◦H−1 as the QPF map in the new coordinates, which takes the form

F̃ (ϕ, u) = (ϕ+ α, f̃ϕ(u)), where f̃ϕ := hϕ−ν+α ◦ fϕ−ν ◦ h
−1
ϕ−ν,

and α /∈ Q is the frequency of F , for any (ϕ, u) ∈ T1 × C. Given the invariant curve γ of F , it is clear that

γ̃(ϕ) := hϕ−ν

(
γ(ϕ− ν)

)

is an invariant curve of F̃ , i.e. f̃ϕ(γ̃(ϕ)) = γ̃(ϕ+ α). By the chain rule and the Inverse Function Theorem,

f̃ ′
ϕ(γ̃(ϕ)) =

h′ϕ−ν+α

(
γ(ϕ− ν + α)

)

h′ϕ−ν

(
γ(ϕ− ν)

) f ′
ϕ−ν (γ(ϕ− ν)) .

Let m(γ̃) := wind
(
f̃ ′
ϕ(γ̃(ϕ)), 0

)
be the index of γ̃, which coincides with that of γ since the winding number is

invariant under orientation-preserving homeomorphisms on C, known to be isotopic to the identity (see e.g.
[21], or [11] in our QPF context). Thus, we can compute the fibered multiplier of γ̃ as

∫

T1

log
(
e−2πim(γ̃)ϕ f̃ ′

ϕ(γ̃(ϕ))
)
dϕ =

∫

T1

log
(
e−2πim(γ)νe−2πim(γ)θf ′

θ (γ(θ))
)
dθ

+

∫

T1

log

(
e−2πiη(θ+α)h′θ+α (γ(θ + α))

e−2πiηθh′θ (γ(θ))
e2πiηα

)
dθ,

by means of the change of angular variable ϕ = θ + ν. Therefore, exponentiating both sides and using the
properties of the logarithm, we obtain that κ(γ̃) = e2πi(ηα−m(γ)ν)κ(γ), or equivalently,

Λ(γ̃) = Λ(γ), and ρ(γ̃) = ρ(γ) + ηα−m(γ)ν (mod 1),

as claimed, considering that κ(γ̃) = eΛ(γ̃)+2πiρ(γ̃). �

Given such a fibered change of coordinates H , defined in a neighborhood of an invariant curve γ, the
integer η = wind(h′θ(γ(θ)), 0) is often called the index of H on γ. In particular, it follows from this lemma
that fibered conjugacies of zero-index (η = 0) keeping the angle fixed (i.e. ν = 0), always preserve the fibered
multiplier of invariant curves. These will be indeed the type of conjugacies involved in our main construction.

2.1 Linearization around attracting invariant curves

Here we focus on the linear normal form of a QPF holomorphic map F about an attracting invariant
curve, generalizing Koenigs Linearization Theorem [7] near an attracting fixed point in the non-fibered case.
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Given an invariant curve γ of F with Lyapunov exponent Λ(γ) < 0, Ponce [25, §2] proved the existence of
an open invariant tube T (γ) ⊂ T1×C about γ such that F (T (γ)) ⊂ T (γ) and, for all θ, Tθ(γ) := Π2(T (γ)∩Cθ)
is conformally isomorphic to D, and contained in the the basin of attraction A(γ) of γ, defined in (1.10); thus

A(γ) =
⋃

n≥0

F−n(T (γ)). (2.1)

In fact, F was shown to be weakly linearizable in T (γ), i.e. conformally conjugate to a QPF contracting map

(θ, z) 7→ (θ + α, a(θ)z) , with a(T1) ⊂ D∗. (2.2)

Even further, in the case of a Diophantine driving frequency α, F can be shown to be strongly linearizable
in the sense of the theorem below, which follows directly from [11, Prop. 2], together with [26, Prop. 3.1].
Recall that the class D of Diophantine numbers consists of those α /∈ Q such that, for some δ > 0 and τ ≥ 2,

∣∣∣∣α−
p

q

∣∣∣∣ >
δ

|q|τ
(2.3)

for all p/q ∈ Q. We say that α is Diophantine of type τ and write α ∈ Dτ ; e.g. the golden mean
√
5−1
2 ∈ D2.

This arithmetic property helps to deal with the problem of the so-called “small divisors” when solving the
cohomological equations involved, in connection to the theory of exponential stability (see e.g. [32]).

Theorem 2.2 (Strong linearization). Let F be a QPF map of frequency α ∈ D, with an attracting invariant
curve γ of index m, fibered multiplier κ ∈ D∗, and tube T (γ) as above. Then F is conformally conjugate to

L(θ, z) := (θ + α, κe2πimθz), (2.4)

via Ψ := (Id, ψθ) : T (γ) → T1 × D, which can be chosen of zero-index with ψθ(γ(θ)) = 0 for all θ.

In the remainder of this subsection, and for the sake of completeness, we point out the main steps to get
such a linearizing map Ψ (see details in [11, 26]), which makes the following diagram commute:

T (γ) T (γ)

T1 × D T1 × D

F

Ψ Ψ

L

Note that γ may be placed at the zero-section T1 × {0} via the fibered translation (θ, z) 7→ (θ, z − γ(θ)).
Thus, without loss of generality, assume that the invariant curve of F under consideration is γ ≡ 0, and

F (θ, z) =
(
θ + α, a(θ)z + z2bθ(z)

)
, (2.5)

where a(θ) := f ′
θ(0) 6= 0, and b : T1 × C → C is a continuous function which is holomorphic in each fiber.

Given that m = wind(a(θ), 0), there exists a holomorphic branch L(θ) of log
(
e−2πimθa(θ)

)
on T1. In the

situation of Theorem 2.2, γ ≡ 0 has Lyapunov exponent Λ := log |κ| < 0. Write κ = eΛ+2πiρ, with ρ ∈ T1.

Following [11, §3.1], the first step is to transform the linear part of F into κe2πimθ via the fibered linear map
Ψ1(θ, z) := (θ, eu(θ)z), where u : T1 → C is taken as the zero-mean solution of the cohomological equation

u(θ + α)− u(θ) = Λ + 2πiρ− L(θ) (2.6)

such that
F̃ (θ, z) := Ψ1 ◦ F ◦Ψ−1

1 (θ, z) =
(
θ + α, κe2πimθz + z2 b̃θ(z)

)
, (2.7)

where b̃θ(z) = eu(θ+α)−2u(θ)bθ(z). This is possible since, comparing coefficients of the Fourier expansions
from (2.6) and denoting the k-th Fourier coefficient of L(θ) by Lk, we obtain the series

u(θ) =
∑

k∈Z∗

Lk

1− e2πikα
e2πikθ , (2.8)

6
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which is absolutely and uniformly convergent, as its coefficients shall decay exponentially with the Fourier
mode |k| due to the Diophantine condition on α.

Moreover, if M := supθ∈T1

{
b̃θ(z) : z ∈ D

}
and Rc := dist

(
0,Crit(F̃ )

)
, the invariant tube can be given as

T (0) = Ψ−1
1

(
T1 ×BR(0)

)
, with R := min

{
1, Rc,

1− eΛ

2M

}
, (2.9)

so that
∣∣f̃n

θ (z)
∣∣ ≤

(
1+eΛ

2

)n
|z| for |z| < R, n ∈ N. The rest of the construction is an adaption of the classical

one in the non-fibered setting due to Koenigs. In fact, it is shown in [26, §4.1] that the sequence

{
gnθ (z) :=

( n−1∏

j=0

κe2πim(θ+jα)

)−1

f̃n
θ (z)

}

n≥0

(2.10)

converges uniformly on T1 ×BR(0) to a limit function g̃ which is continuous and holomorphic in each fiber,
with g̃θ(0) = 0 and g̃′θ(0) = 1 for all θ. Given that, for all θ ∈ T1 and |z| < R,

gnθ+α ◦ f̃θ(z) = κe2πimθgn+1
θ (z), (2.11)

defining Ψ2(θ, z) := (θ, g̃θ(z)), we conclude that Ψ := Ψ2 ◦ Ψ1 is a conformal conjugacy between F and the
map L in (2.4) from linearizing about γ ≡ 0, up to rescaling by z 7→ 1

Rz.

This derivation also clarifies why the linearizing map Ψ can be (and will be from now on) chosen of
zero-index, i.e. with wind(ψ′

θ(γ(θ)), 0) = 0, since the winding number of a pointwise product of loops in C∗

is the sum of their winding numbers (see e.g. [4, §7]). Indeed, notice that in our case both Ψ1 and Ψ2 are of

index zero, given that wind(eu(θ), 0) = u(1)−u(0)
2πi = 0 and wind(g̃′θ(0), 0) = 0, respectively.

2.2 Fibered Julia sets of QPF polynomials

In order to talk about the global dynamics of fibered holomorphic maps, we focus on the class of QPF
polynomials of fixed degree d ≥ 2, i.e. continuous maps which take the form

P (θ, z) = (θ + α, pθ(z)) , with pθ(z) = cd(θ)z
d + · · ·+ c0(θ), (2.12)

where α /∈ Q and each coefficient cj : T
1 → C is continuous, with cd(θ) 6= 0 for all θ ∈ T1.

In this polynomial context, there is a clear generalized notion of filled-in Julia set as detailed in the work
of Sester [30]. Note that, analogously to the one-dimensional polynomial case, we can find an escape radius

R∗ := max
θ∈T1

(
1,

1 + |cd−1(θ)|+ · · ·+ |c0(θ)|

|cd(θ)|

)
, (2.13)

so that |pθ(z)| ≥
|z|d
R∗

for |z| > R∗, defining the basin of attraction of ∞ as the non-empty open connected set

A(∞) :=
{
(θ, z) : pnθ (z) → ∞ as n→ ∞

}
=
⋃

n∈N

f−n
(
T1 ×D(0, R∗)

c
)
. (2.14)

Definition 2.3 (Fibered filled-in Julia set). Let P be a QPF polynomial. The fibered filled-in Julia set of
P consists of those points in T1 × C with bounded orbit under iteration by P , denoted by

K :=
{
(θ, z) ∈ T1 × C : sup

n∈N

|pnθ (z)| <∞
}
. (2.15)

It is known that the set K = A(∞)c is full and compact, just like all its fibers Kθ := Π2(K ∩ Cθ) (see
details in [31, Prop. 2.3]), and it is also completely invariant in the sense that, for all θ ∈ T1 and n ∈ N,

pnθ (Kθ) = Kθ+nα, p−n
θ (Kθ) = Kθ−nα. (2.16)

7
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Furthermore, Sester [30] defined the fibered Julia set of P , where the chaotic behavior occurs, as

J :=
⊔

θ∈T1

{θ} × ∂Kθ ⊂ ∂K, (2.17)

and proved that, although this inclusion is generally strict, equality holds for fibered hyperbolic polynomials.

Definition 2.4 (QPF hyperbolic polynomials). We say that a QPF polynomial P is hyperbolic if it is
uniformly expanding on its fibered Julia set, i.e. there exists A > 0 and σ > 1 such that, for all (θ, z) ∈ J ,

|(pnθ )
′(z)| ≥ Aσn. (2.18)

Among the several equivalent definitions of hyperbolicity [31, Thm. 1.1], the following one is the most
useful for our purposes: the postcritical set of a hyperbolic polynomial P do not intersect the Julia set, i.e.

⋃

n∈N

Pn (Crit(P )) ∩ J = ∅, where Crit(P ) :=
{
(θ, z) ∈ T1 × C : p′θ(z) = 0

}
. (2.19)

In fact, in analogy to the non-fibered case, the set Crit(P ) ⊂ T1 × C of critical curves of an arbitrary QPF
polynomial P determines to a large extent its dynamics since, e.g., it is known that all fibers of its filled-in
Julia set K are connected if and only if Crit(P ) ⊂ K, and the basin of attraction of any attracting invariant
curve of P must intersect Crit(P ) at infinitely many fibers (and quite often); see more details in [31, §3].

In the hyperbolic setting, the set-valued maps θ 7→ Jθ and θ 7→ Kθ are known to be Hausdorff continuous ;
see [31, Prop. 4.1] for J , and [9, Prop. 3.4] for K in our QPF context. This is in analogy to the non-fibered
case [10], as here the angular variable (the fiber) plays the role of the complex parameter. Recall that this
notion of continuity for maps from T1 to the set Comp∗(C) of non-empty compact subsets of C, is induced
by the so-called Pompeiu-Hausdorff distance (see e.g. [28]) between two sets A,B ∈ Comp∗(C):

distH(A,B) := max
{
sup
a∈A

dist(a,B), sup
b∈B

dist(A, b)
}
= inf {ε > 0 : A ⊂ Bε, B ⊂ Aε} . (2.20)

The Hausdorff continuity for J and the Koebe Distortion Theorem lead to the following result on the measure
of the Julia set in the hyperbolic case [31, Cor. 4.3], which is key for our QC surgery construction.

Proposition 2.5 (Fibered Julia set). Let P be a QPF hyperbolic polynomial, and K its filled-in Julia set.
Then J = ∂K, and Jθ = ∂Kθ which has zero Lebesgue measure for all θ ∈ T1.

Note that C\Jθ corresponds to the set of points z such that the iterates {pnθ}n∈N form a normal family on
a neighborhood of z (see remark in [31, §2.2], and [29, §5]), as in the general non-autonomous framework [8].
Hence this notion and related properties may be fiberwise adapted to T1 ×C in such a hyperbolic situation.

2.3 Quasiconformal maps and MRMT

Recall that QC maps are generalizations of conformal (i.e. one-to-one analytic) maps which allow bounded
distortion of angles. To be precise, a fiber map hθ : Uθ → Vθ is a K-QC map, K ≥ 1, if it is an orientation-
preserving homeomorphism, absolutely continuous on lines and with bounded dilatation:

Kθ :=
1 + ‖µθ‖∞
1− ‖µθ‖∞

≤ K, where ‖µθ‖∞ := ess sup
z∈Uθ

|µθ(z)| ≤
K − 1

K + 1
(2.21)

is the essential supremum of the Beltrami coefficient of hθ, defined as the function µθ ∈ L∞(Uθ) satisfying

∂z̄hθ(z) = µθ(z)∂zhθ(z), for almost every (a.e.) z ∈ Uθ. (2.22)

Geometrically, µθ can be interpreted as a measurable field of infinitesimal ellipses (defined up to scaling) on
the tangent bundle over Uθ, known as an almost complex structure. At the points where hθ is differentiable,
its differential carries these ellipses to a field of circles (the standard complex structure). In fact, Kθ measures
the deviation of hθ from the rigid class of conformal (i.e. 1-QC) maps; see further details in [1, 3, 5, 15, 18].

The main tool in the quasiconformal surgery construction we shall perform to prove Theorem A, is the
celebrated Measurable Riemann Mapping Theorem (MRMT), also known as the Integrability Theorem.
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Theorem 2.6 (MRMT – global version). Let µ ∈ L∞(C) be a Beltrami coefficient satisfying ||µ||∞ ≤ k < 1.
Then there is a QC map φ : C → C which integrates µ, i.e. solves the Beltrami equation

∂z̄φ/∂zφ = µ (2.23)

almost everywhere. Furthermore, φ is unique up to post-composition with a non-constant affine map.

For more details and versions, we refer to [1, 3, 5, 15, 18]. From now on, unless otherwise stated, φ is said
to be normalized if φ(0) = 0 and φ(1) = 1.

For our purposes, we need a generalized version of the MRMT which states that if a sequence of Beltrami
coefficients converges pointwise a.e., then the sequence of integrating maps converges uniformly on compact
subsets of C to the QC map integrating the limiting Beltrami coefficient; see [3, Lem. 5.3.5], and [2]. Here
we adapt the statement to our fibered setting, with the analytic dependence on parameters [3, Cor. 5.7.5].

Theorem 2.7 (MRMT depending on parameters). Let {µκ,θ}θ be a collection of Beltrami coefficients on C

such that ||µκ,θ||∞ ≤ k < 1 for κ ∈ D and θ ∈ T1, and {φκ,θ}θ be their normalized integrating maps. Then,

1. If θ 7→ µκ,θ(z) is continuous for a.e. z ∈ C, then θ 7→ φκ,θ(z) is continuous for each z ∈ C.

2. If κ 7→ µκ,θ(z) is holomorphic for every z ∈ C, then κ 7→ φκ,θ(z) is holomorphic for each z ∈ C.

The goal of the quasiconformal surgery procedure in §3 is to change the fibered multiplier of an attracting
invariant curve of a QPF hyperbolic model map by means of the Integrability Theorem and, as in the
one-dimensional case, a fibered analogue of the notion of invariant Beltrami coefficients will be crucial.

Recall that, given a QC map f : U → V (which is known to be absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure) and a Beltrami coefficient µ in V , the pullback of µ under f , denoted by f∗µ in U (using
the notation in [5]), represents the field of infinitesimal ellipses (at a.e. u ∈ U) which are transported by the
differential of f to the corresponding field of infinitesimal ellipses (at f(u) ∈ V ) described by µ. Provided
that µ is defined on an open set containing U ∪ V , µ is called f -invariant if f∗µ(u) = µ(u) for a.e. u ∈ U .

In analogy, for a QPF map F = (Rα, fθ), we say that the collection {µκ,θ}θ of Beltrami coefficients on C

(which we call a fibered Beltrami coefficient on T1 × C) is F -invariant if, for all θ ∈ T1,

f∗
θ µκ,θ+α(z) = µκ,θ(z) for a.e. z ∈ C. (2.24)

2.4 Holomorphic maps on Banach spaces

Our goal in Theorem B is to show that the fibered multiplier map κ̂ for the QPF quadratic family Qλ, given
by (1.13), is a holomorphic submersion. Hence we need to introduce the following notion of holomorphicity in
the framework of Banach spaces (see [27, App. A]), which plays a central role in modern functional analysis,
to extend classical results and techniques from finite-dimensional spaces to infinite dimensions. Recall that
a complex Banach space is a complete normed vector space over C, as e.g. the n-dimensional Euclidean
space Cn, the space C(X) of continuous complex-valued functions on a compact set X (equipped with the
sup-norm), or the space L(X,Y ) of bounded linear maps between Banach spaces with the operator norm.

Definition 2.8 (Holomorphicity). Let (M, ‖·‖M ) and (N, ‖·‖N ) be complex Banach spaces, and U ⊂M an
open subset. A continuous map F : U → N is holomorphic (or complex-analytic) if F is of class C1 on U , i.e.
for each x∗ ∈ U there exists a bounded linear map DF (x∗) :M → N , the derivative of F at x∗, such that

‖F (x∗ + h)− F (x∗)−DF (x∗) h‖N
‖h‖M

−→ 0, as h→ 0, (2.25)

and its derivative DF : U → L(M,N) is continuous. It is said to be weakly holomorphic on U if, for each
x∗ ∈ U , v ∈M and L ∈ L(N,C), the complex-valued function

t 7→ L ◦ F (x∗ + tv) (2.26)

is holomorphic in some neighborhood of the origin (in the usual sense of one complex variable).

9
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Many properties of holomorphic mappings in Banach spaces (e.g. the Open Mapping Theorem, Liouville’s
Theorem or the Maximum Principle) can be derived from the corresponding ones for holomorphic functions
of one complex variable, both having local power series expansions. This is mainly due to the following result
based on the generalized Cauchy’s formula for Banach spaces (see e.g. [15, App. A5] or [27, App. A], and
also [23] for more details). Remarkably, a weakly holomorphic map is indeed holomorphic if, in addition, it
is locally bounded, i.e. bounded in some neighborhood of each point of its domains of definition.

Theorem 2.9 (Characterization of holomorphic maps). Let F :M → N be a map between complex Banach
spaces, and U ⊂M an open subset. Then the following are equivalent:

1. F is holomorphic on U .

2. F is locally bounded and weakly holomorphic on U .

3. F is of class C∞ on U , and is locally represented by its Taylor series.

Recall that the Taylor series of F at any x∗ ∈ U is the unique power series
∑∞

k=0 Pk(x−x∗) that converges
uniformly to F in some neighborhood of x∗, where each Pk is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k on M ,
i.e. there exists a continuous k-linear symmetric map Pk :Mk → N such that Pk(x) = Pk(x, . . . , x).

Holomorphic mappings are not only studied on open subsets of Banach spaces but on more general global
objects known as complex Banach manifolds, i.e. complex-analytic manifolds locally modelled on open subsets
of complex Banach spaces (via biholomorphic coordinate transformations). Indeed, any open subset U of a
Banach space is a manifold with the global chart (U, IdU ), and most of differential calculus carries over such
as the Implicit and Inverse Function Theorems (see more in [15, App. A5] or [27, App. B], as well as [13]).

We are particularly interested in holomorphic submersions between complex Banach manifolds, that is,
holomorphic maps F : M → N satisfying that, for each x ∈ M, there is a chart (U,ϕ) at x and (V, ψ) at F (x)
such that ϕ gives a biholomorphism of U onto a product U1×U2 (where U1 and U2 are open in some Banach
spaces), and F in these coordinates, namely ψ ◦ F ◦ ϕ−1, becomes a projection (onto its first factor) near x.
This means that the map factors as the canonical projection U1 × U2 → U1 followed by a biholomorphism
of U1 onto an open subset of V ; see [17, §II.1] and [24, §1.6]. Observe that it is the generalization of the
standard submersion from Cm to Cn (with m ≥ n), given by the projection onto the first n coordinates.

As a consequence of the Inverse Function Theorem (see [17, §I.5]), such a submersion is by definition
split in the sense that, for each x ∈ M, the differential dF (x) ∈ L(TxM, TF (x)N ) is a surjective map
between tangent spaces, and its kernel splits (i.e. admits a closed complementary subspace in TxM; which is
always the case in finite dimensions [17, §II.1]). Furthermore, it provides a local description for submanifolds
(perhaps defined by analytic equations) as follows; see e.g. [15, App. A5] or [24, §1.6] (and also [13, §IV.1]).

Theorem 2.10 (Holomorphic submersions). Let F : M → N be a holomorphic map between complex Banach
manifolds, x∗ ∈ M, and y∗ := F (x∗). Then the following are equivalent:

1. F is a holomorphic submersion at x∗.

2. F has a local holomorphic section at y∗.

3. There exist a neighborhood U ⊂ M of x∗, a neighborhood V ⊂ N of y∗ with F (U) ⊂ V, a complex

Banach manifold Z and a holomorphic map G : U → Z such that F̃ := (F,G) defines a biholomorphic
map from U to an open subset of V × Z.

Here by a local holomorphic section for F at y∗ we refer to a holomorphic right-inverse of F on some
neighborhood V ⊂ N of y∗, i.e. a holomorphic mapping s : V → M satisfying s(y∗) = x∗ and F ◦ s = IdV .
Notice that the fiber My∗ := F−1({y∗}) is a complex Banach submanifold of M of codimension (defined as
the dimension of the quotient M/My∗) equal to n := dimN ≤ dimM, since

My∗ ∩ U = F̃−1 ({y∗} × Z) ∩ U . (2.27)

Thus, such a holomorphic submersion ensures the existence of a holomorphic foliation F of M of codi-
mension n, that is, a partition of the complex manifold M into disjoint immersed submanifolds (called the
leaves of F) of codimension n, locally given by the level sets {F = y∗}, y∗ ∈ N ; see more details in [19, 20].
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3 Proof of Thm. A

Consider a QPF hyperbolic polynomial P = (Rα, pθ) of Diophantine frequency α, with an attracting
invariant curve γ of index m0 and fibered multiplier κ0 ∈ D∗. We will perform a surgery construction to get a
QPF map Pκ quasiconformally conjugate to P , with an invariant curve of a given fibered multiplier κ ∈ D∗.

The idea of the proof is to define a collection of non-trivial Beltrami forms {µκ,θ}θ∈T1 which are invariant
under the fibered map P , in the sense of (2.24). We shall later use the MRMT (see §2.3) to fiberwise integrate
the corresponding complex structures, and conjugate P by the resulting fibered integrating map to produce a
new fibered holomorphic map with the desired properties. We now proceed to make this construction precise.

First, by Theorem 2.2 there exists a fibered linearizing map Ψ : T (γ) 7→ T1 × D, where T (γ) is an open
invariant tube about γ, such that P is conformally conjugate via Ψ to the QPF linear contracting map

L(θ, z) := (θ + α, κ0e
2πim0θz).

Fix κ ∈ D∗, and write κ = eΛ+2πiρ and κ0 = eΛ0+2πiρ0 , where Λ,Λ0 < 0 and ρ, ρ0 ∈ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 ]. Recall that

our goal is to deliver a QPF polynomial Pκ which is QC conjugate to P , with an attracting invariant curve
γκ of fibered multiplier κ (and same index m0 as γ, since the winding number is a topological invariant).
Hence, the initial step is to find a (fibered) QC conjugacy between L and

Lκ(θ, z) := (θ + α, κe2πim0θz).

Step 1. Conjugating the linearized map L to Lκ via a fibered QC map.

For convenience we first find an explicit formula for it as a real-linear map on T1 × Hℓ, where Hℓ is the left
half-plane. Denote by Exp(θ, z) := (θ, ez) the fibered exponential map (of period 2πi), and let χ̃, χ̃κ : T1 → Hℓ

be defined as
χ̃(θ) := Λ0 + 2πi(ρ0 +m0θ), χ̃κ(θ) := Λ + 2πi(ρ+m0θ),

so that χ0 := χ̃(0) and χκ := χ̃κ(0), with imaginary parts in (−π, π], satisfy that eχ0 = κ0, e
χκ = κ. Let

Tχ̃(θ, ζ) := (θ + α, ζ + χ̃(θ)) ,

be a QPF translation, and consider the fibered R-linear map L̃κ : T1 ×Hℓ → T1 ×Hℓ of the form

L̃κ(θ, ζ) =
(
θ, ℓ̃κ,θ(ζ)

)
, where ℓ̃κ,θ(ζ) := ãκ(θ)ζ + b̃κ(θ)ζ.

Here each ℓ̃κ,θ is normalized to send the basis {χ̃(θ), 2πi} onto the basis {χ̃κ(θ), 2πi} (in analogy to the

non-fibered example in [5, § 1.5]), θ ∈ T1, so that the following diagram commutes:

T1 ×Hℓ T1 ×Hℓ

T1 ×Hℓ T1 ×Hℓ

T
χ̃

L̃κ L̃κ

T
χ̃κ

It follows from this diagram (L̃κ ◦ Tχ̃ = Tχ̃κ
◦ L̃κ), and the two normalization conditions on L̃κ above, that

ãκ(θ + α) = ãκ(θ), ãκ(θ + α)χ̃(θ) + b̃κ(θ + α)χ̃(θ) = χ̃κ(θ),

b̃κ(θ + α) = b̃κ(θ), ãκ(θ)− b̃κ(θ) = 1,

for all θ ∈ T1. These relations reveal that both coefficients of ℓ̃κ,θ must be autonomous and equal to

aκ :=
χκ + χ0

χ0 + χ0

=
Logκ+ Logκ0

2Log|κ0|
, bκ := aκ − 1 =

Logκ− Logκ0
2Log|κ0|

, (3.1)

11
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respectively, where Log denotes the principal branch of the logarithm; say L̃κ = (Id, ℓ̃κ) by dropping the

subscript θ, with ℓ̃κ(ζ) = aκζ + bκζ. Recall that χ̃(θ) = χ0 + 2πim0θ and χ̃κ(θ) = χκ + 2πim0θ.

Now by choosing the branch log that maps D∗ onto the half-strip {tχ0 + si : t > 0, s ∈ [0, 2π)}, our R-linear
map can be expressed on D∗ as

φ̃κ(z) := exp ◦ ℓ̃κ ◦ log(z) = ze2bκ log |z|.

Note that if ρ = ρ0, i.e. κ/κ0 = eΛ−Λ0 , and K := Λ0/Λ ≥ 1, we obtain the standard K-QC radial stretching

z 7→ z|z|1/K−1. By construction, the fibered QC map Φ̃κ := (Id, φ̃κ) makes the following diagram commute:

T1 ×D∗ T1 × D∗

T1 ×Hℓ T1 ×Hℓ

T1 ×Hℓ T1 ×Hℓ

T1 ×D∗ T1 × D∗

L

Φ̃κ Φ̃κ

T
χ̃

L̃κ

Exp

L̃κ

Exp

T
χ̃κ

Exp Exp

Lκ

Step 2. Defining a P -invariant collection of Beltrami coefficients on A(γ).

Given that the complex dilatation of the real-linear map ℓ̃κ is exactly bκ/aκ, we derive from this construction

that each fiber map φ̃κ is a QC map fixing the origin and integrating the autonomous Beltrami coefficient

µ̃κ(z) :=
bκ
aκ

z

z̄
, with K̃ :=

|aκ|+ |bκ|

|aκ| − |bκ|
= max

{
Λ

Λ0
,
Λ0

Λ

}
(3.2)

as its dilatation (i.e. the ratio of the major to the minor axis of the ellipses), setting µ̃κ(0) = 0. It follows

from the diagram above that Lκ = Φ̃κ ◦ L ◦ Φ̃−1
κ on T1 × D, which is different from L = (Rα, ℓθ) whenever

κ 6= κ0. Moreover, the collection {µ̃κ}θ∈T1 is L-invariant, i.e. ℓ∗θ µ̃κ = µ̃κ for all θ. Here we emphasize that,
as indicated by dropping the subscript θ, these Beltrami coefficients are the same for all fibers.

Recall that the basin of attraction A(γ) of the invariant curve γ may be obtained by taking preimages of the
open invariant tube T (γ) of γ (see §2.1) under the QPF polynomial P , that is,

A(γ) =
⋃

n∈N

T n(γ), where T n(γ) := P−n (T (γ)) .

Thus we can define recursively a new collection of Beltrami coefficients {µκ,θ}θ in C by first pulling back
{µ̃κ}θ under the fibered linearizing map Ψ = (Id, ψθ) : T (γ) → T1 × D, and subsequently spreading to the
whole basin A(γ) by the dynamics of P = (Rα, pθ) in the following sense (and setting µ0 ≡ 0 elsewhere):

µκ,θ :=





ψ∗
θ µ̃κ on Tθ(γ)

(pnθ )
∗µκ,θ+nα on T n

θ (γ)\T n−1
θ (γ), for every n ≥ 1,

µ0 on C\Aθ(γ).

(3.3)

Here the subscript θ refers to the fiber at θ ∈ T1 of the corresponding set or map as usual, and µ0 denotes
the standard Beltrami form (associated to a measurable field of circles). Hence, as all pullbacks are done
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under holomorphic maps, the fibered Beltrami coefficient {µκ,θ}θ is P -invariant by construction (see §2.3),

and linked to almost complex structures over T1 ×C with uniformly bounded dilatation K̃, given by (3.2).

Furthermore, given a simply-connected neighborhood U0 of κ0 = eχ0 in D∗, we choose the branch L : U0 → C

of the logarithm satisfying L(κ0) = χ0 with Imχ0 ∈ (−π, π], so χκ := L(κ) depends holomorphically on κ.
Then, since the coefficients aκ and bκ, explicitly given by (3.1), are holomorphically depending on χκ, we
deduce that the Beltrami form µ̃κ(z) =

bκ
aκ

z
z varies holomorphically with respect to κ ∈ U0.

Now observe that the collection {µκ,θ}θ of Beltrami coefficients in C was derived from µ̃κ by pulling back
with the fibered linearizing map Ψ : T (γ) → T1×D, and spreading to all A(γ) by successive pullbacks via P ,
both being (fibered) holomorphic maps independent of κ. Since its extension by µκ,θ(z) = 0 for z ∈ C\Aθ(γ)
is clearly holomorphically dependent on κ, we conclude that for every z ∈ C, κ 7→ µκ,θ(z) is holomorphic in
κ ∈ U0. In addition, note that

||µκ,θ||∞ = ||µ̃κ||∞ =

∣∣∣∣∣
L(κ) − L(κ0)

L(κ) + L(κ0)

∣∣∣∣∣ ,

which is a continuous real-valued function in κ from U0 to [0, 1), so it is automatically bounded and its
maximum value is attained, say k < 1. We are ready to utilize the Integrability Theorem with parameters.

Step 3. Applying the MRMT to integrate {µκ,θ}θ fiberwise.

Notice that in Step 2 we produced a Beltrami coefficient µκ,θ(z) on each Cθ, defined recursively by (3.3),
with uniformly bounded dilatation in θ, κ and z. By the global MRMT (see Theorem 2.6) there exists a
unique integrating map φκ,θ : C → C, normalized to fix 0 and 1, such that φ∗κ,θµ0 = µκ,θ, or equivalently
∂z̄φκ,θ = µθ,κ∂zφκ,θ, a.e. in C. Observe that φκ,θ is indeed conformal off Aθ(γ) by Weyl’s lemma.

For a.e. z ∈ C, we are going to show the continuity of θ 7→ µκ,θ(z) at any given θ∗ ∈ T1, by distinguishing
three different cases. Recall that γ is the invariant curve of P under scrutiny, with fibered multiplier κ0 ∈ D∗.

Case 1: z ∈ Aθ∗(γ). Let N be the first iterate such that
(
θ∗ +Nα, pNθ∗(z)

)
∈ T (γ). Consider ε > 0 so that

the ε-tube T ε
(
θ∗+Nα, pNθ∗(z)

)
:= {θ∗+Nα}ε×{pNθ∗(z)}ε ⊂ T (γ). Since the basin of attraction of γ is open

and P is uniformly continuous in A(γ), there exists T δε(θ∗, z) ⊂ A(γ) for some δε > 0, satisfying

PN
(
T δε(θ∗, z)

)
⊂ T (γ).

Hence, for any sequence {θn}n∈N ⊂ T1 such that θn → θ∗ as n→ ∞, it is clear from the recursive definition
in Step 2, together with the continuity of pNθ and ψθ in θ, that µκ,θn

(z) converges to µκ,θ∗(z) as n→ ∞.

Case 2: z ∈ ∂Aθ∗(γ). Recall that the hyperbolicity assumption implies that every fiber of the Julia
set J = ∂K for the QPF polynomial P has zero Lebesgue measure (see Proposition 2.5). Therefore, as
∂Aθ∗(γ) ⊂ Jθ∗ , this situation does not require further analysis.

Case 3: z ∈ C\Aθ∗(γ). Since A(γ)
c
is an open set in T1×C, there is some δ > 0 such that T δ(θ∗, z) ⊂ A(γ)

c
.

Thus, the sequential continuity of θ 7→ µκ,θ(z) at θ
∗ is here straightforward, given that in Step 2 it was defined

to be µ0 ≡ 0 at every point outside of the basin of attraction of γ.

In conclusion, the continuity of θ 7→ µκ,θ(z) is guaranteed for a.e. z ∈ C, and κ 7→ µκ,θ(z) is holomorphic
for every z, with ||µκ,θ||∞ = k < 1 for all θ and κ ∈ U0, as shown at the end of Step 2. Hence, Theorem 2.7
delivers a fibered QC map Φκ = (Id, φκ,θ) on T1×C which is continuous in θ and holomorphic in κ, normalized
in the standard way and fiberwise integrating the (P -invariant) collection of Beltrami forms {µκ,θ}θ.

Step 4. Determining the new polynomial Pκ with an invariant curve of fibered multiplier κ.

First we see that
Pκ(θ, z) := Φκ ◦ P ◦ Φ−1

κ (θ, z) =
(
θ + α, φκ,θ+α ◦ pκ,θ ◦ φ

−1
κ,θ(z)

)

is a QPF polynomial map of the same degree as P so that, for any θ ∈ T1, the following diagram commutes:
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(C, µκ,θ) (C, µκ,θ+α)

(C, µ0) (C, µ0)

p
θ

φ
κ,θ

φ
κ,θ+α

p
κ,θ

This follows from the fact that each fiber map pκ,θ in our construction is quasiconformal and preserves the
standard complex structure, and so it is holomorphic by Weyl’s lemma (which is actually the reason for
building a P -invariant fibered Beltrami coefficient in Step 2 ). Since pθ is a polynomial and each integrating
map φκ,θ is a homeomorphism on C, we deduce that pκ,θ is also a polynomial (of the same degree).

In order to show that Φκ is the fibered QC map we were looking for, we must verify that γκ(θ) := φκ,θ(γ(θ)) is
an invariant curve of Pκ with fibered multiplier κ. As γ is invariant under P , it is clear from the commutative
diagram above that γκ is the corresponding invariant curve of Pκ.

For this purpose, we define the fibered map Ψκ = (Id, ψκ,θ) : Φκ (T (γ)) → T1 × D by

ψκ,θ(z) := φ̃κ ◦ ψθ ◦ φ
−1
κ,θ(z),

so that ψ∗
κ,θµ0 = µ0 for all θ ∈ T1, given that Φ̃κ and Φκ integrate {µ̃κ}θ and {µκ,θ}θ fiberwise, respectively,

and ψ∗
θ µ̃κ = µκ,θ by definition; see (3.3). Recall that Ψ = (Id, ψθ) refers to the linearizing map on the

invariant tube T (γ) of γ, and Φ̃κ = (Id, φ̃κ) is the (autonomous) QC map on T1 × D conjugating the
linearized dynamics of P and Pκ about γ and γκ, respectively, as described in Step 1.

It follows from Weyl’s lemma that Ψκ is a fibered conformal map and, as it conjugates Pκ about γκ to the
QPF linear map Lκ(θ, z) = (θ+ α, κe2πim0θz) about T1 × {0}, we conclude that Ψκ is indeed the linearizing
map about γκ, i.e. κ is the fibered multiplier of γκ. Note that we can consider the tubular neighborhood
Φκ(T (γ)) as the open invariant tube T (γκ) of γκ.

We summarize our QC surgery construction in the following commutative diagram, where the fiber θ is
preserved (resp. sent to θ + α) via fibered maps along the vertical (resp. horizontal) direction:

(
T (γκ), {µ0}θ

) (
T (γκ), {µ0}θ

)

(
T (γ), {µκ,θ}θ

) (
T (γ), {µκ,θ}θ

)

(
T1 × D, {µ̃κ}θ

) (
T1 × D, {µ̃κ}θ

)

(
T1 × D, {µ0}θ

) (
T1 × D, {µ0}θ

)

Pκ

Ψκ Ψκ

P

Ψ

Φκ

Ψ

Φκ

L

Φ̃κ Φ̃κ

Lκ

Last, but not least important, we aim to show the holomorphic dependence of Pκ = (Rα, pκ,θ) on κ, in
analogy to the non-fibered derivation in [5, Lem. 1.40]. Fix θ ∈ T1 and consider the given simply-connected
neighborhood U0 of κ0 in D∗. From the commutative diagram above we have: pκ,θ ◦φκ,θ(z) = φκ,θ+α ◦ pθ(z),
for any κ ∈ U0 and z ∈ C. In order to stress the (holomorphic or antiholomorphic) dependence on both the

14
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parameter and the point, i.e. on the variables (κ, κ, z, z), it may be written as

pκ,θ(κ, κ, φκ,θ(z), φκ,θ(z)) = φκ,θ+α(κ, κ, pθ(z), pθ(z)).

By differentiating both sides with respect to κ and applying the chain rule in the sense of distributions (as
QC mappings can be approximated by C∞-functions; see [3, Cor. 5.5.8]), we obtain that

∂pκ,θ
∂κ

∣∣∣∣
φκ,θ(z)

+
∂pκ,θ
∂z

∣∣∣∣
φκ,θ(z)

·
∂φκ,θ
∂κ

∣∣∣∣
z

+
∂pκ,θ
∂z

∣∣∣∣
φκ,θ(z)

·
∂φκ,θ
∂κ

∣∣∣∣
z

=
∂φκ,θ+α

∂κ

∣∣∣∣
pθ(z)

.

Therefore, since the polynomial pκ,θ is holomorphic in z ∈ C and the integrating map φκ,θ is holomorphic in
κ ∈ U0 due to the MRMT depending on parameters (see conclusions of Steps 2 and 3 ), i.e. ∂z̄pκ,θ ≡ 0 and

∂κ̄φκ,θ ≡ 0, we see that
∂pκ,θ

∂κ̄

∣∣
φκ,θ(z)

= 0, and so pκ,θ varies holomorphically with respect to κ ∈ U0.

Remark 3.1 (On the hyperbolicity assumption). Notice that the hypothesis of hyperbolicity of the QPF
polynomial P is the one that allows to give the fibered QC map Φκ as a global conjugacy between P and Pκ,
changing the fibered multiplier of the attracting invariant curve γ. In particular, it implies that the fibered
Julia set of P has zero-Lebesgue measure, so that Theorem 2.7 (MRMT depending on parameters) applies to
bring Φκ as a continuous map in θ (see Case 2 in Step 3 ), and thus a QPF map Pκ at the end of the process.
Observe that, even in the autonomous non-hyperbolic case, the Julia set needs not be of zero-measure [6].

Nevertheless, without this assumption, although ∂A(γ) might present points of discontinuity for θ 7→ µκ,θ(z),
the above surgery construction still provides a locally-defined fibered QC map to modify the fibered multiplier
of an attracting invariant curve γ for a given QPF holomorphic map (not necessarily a hyperbolic polynomial).

4 Quadratic family and Proof of Thm. B

In this final section we apply our QC surgery construction to change the fibered multiplier of a given
attracting invariant curve for QPF hyperbolic polynomials within a generic one-parameter quadratic family.

Following the work of Sester [31, §2] on fibered polynomials (over a continuous function on a given compact
set), any QPF polynomial, of degree d ≥ 2, is known to be affinely conjugate to a QPF unitary centered
polynomial (of the same degree), reducing the parameter space to C∗(T1)× C(T1)d−1. In general there may
be a homotopic obstruction to make the fiber maps monic, depending on the degree of the polynomial and
the homotopy class of its leading coefficient as a loop in C∗ (represented by its winding number about 0); see
[31, Prop. 2.1, 2.2]. However, it can be seen that there is no such an obstacle in the quadratic case.

As mentioned in §1, here we choose to study the following parametrization of QPF quadratic polynomials:

Qλ(θ, z) =
(
θ + α, z2 + λ(θ)z

)
, λ ∈ C∗(T1), (4.1)

so that γ ≡ 0 is always an invariant curve, and the fiber maps qλ,θ := Π2 ◦ Qλ satisfy that q′λ,θ(0) = λ(θ).
Observe that Qλ is conjugate to the standard QPF quadratic map

Fc(θ, z) :=
(
θ + α, z2 + c(θ)

)
, with c(θ) = λ(θ + α)/2− λ(θ)2/4, (4.2)

via the fibered affine map H(θ, z) = (θ, z + λ(θ)/2) which sends the critical curve of Qλ to the zero-section.

Sester [31, §5] described the connectedness locus Mc(T
1) for the quadratic family Fc, i.e. those parameters

c ∈ C(T1) such that the fiber Kc,θ (of the filled-in Julia set Kc of Fc) is connected for all θ, showing first that

Mc(T
1) ⊂ {c : |c(θ)| ≤ 2}, and Kc,θ ⊂ B2(0). (4.3)

The generalized main cardioid Mc,0(T
1) was defined as the subset of Mc(T

1) associated to hyperbolic
polynomials Fc such that intKc,θ is connected and non-empty for all θ. As consequence of the characterization
in [31, Thm. 5.2], one obtains that Mc,0(T

1) is an open set in C(T1) associated to QPF polynomials with a
unique attracting invariant curve, including the parameters {c : |c(θ)| < 1/4}.
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Remarkably, as in the one-dimensional case, this main cardioid turns out to be in correspondence with
those QPF quadratic polynomials for which each fiber Kc,θ is a k-quasidisk (with k independent of θ), i.e. the
image of D under a k-quasiconformal map; see more details in [31, §5]. Denoting byM0(T

1) the corresponding
generalized main cardioid for the family Qλ, i.e. the hyperbolic polynomials Qλ such that all fibers of its
filled-in Julia set Kλ have non-empty connected interior, these results can be restated as follows due to the
dynamical relation between Fc and Qλ (see also the role of critical curves in §2.2); indeed Kc = H(Kλ).

Lemma 4.1 (Main cardioid). Consider the family Qλ of QPF quadratic polynomials in (4.1), and let M0(T
1)

be described as above. If λ ∈ M0(T
1), then Qλ has a unique attracting invariant curve γ, and its basin of

attraction A(γ) is a connected set, containing the only critical curve ω(θ) := −λ(θ)/2. Moreover, the fibers
of A(γ) are quasidisks with

Aθ(γ) ⊂ B2 (ω(θ)). (4.4)

Notice that H∗
0(T

1), the complex Banach manifold which is of our interest, defined by (1.12) as an open
subset of M∗

0(T
1) := M0(T

1) ∩ C∗(T1), corresponds to those QPF hyperbolic polynomials Qλ such that
γ ≡ 0 is its unique attracting invariant curve, of index m(γ) = wind(λ(θ), 0) = 0 and Lyapunov exponent
Λ(γ) =

∫
T1 log |λ(θ)|dθ < 0, with ω(T1) ⊂ A(γ).

In this setting we finally implement our QC surgery procedure (described in §3) to change the fibered
multiplier of γ ≡ 0 for QPF hyperbolic polynomials within the quadratic family Qλ. This is done by means
of an adequate normalization of the integrating maps resulting from the surgery construction, which provides
a precise control of its only parameter λ(θ) in terms of the fibered multiplier. We ultimately show that the
fibered multiplier map κ̂ : H∗

0(T
1) → D∗ associated to γ ≡ 0 is a holomorphic submersion in the sense of §2.4.

Proof of Theorem B. Consider the family of QPF quadratic polynomials (with Diophantine frequency α):

Qλ(θ, z) =
(
θ + α, z2 + λ(θ)z

)
,

where λ ∈ H∗
0(T

1), i.e. Qλ is hyperbolic with γ ≡ 0 as its unique attracting invariant curve, of zero-index
and Λ(γ) =

∫
T1 log |λ(θ)| < 0. The associated fibered multiplier map κ̂ : H∗

0(T
1) → D∗, is given by

κ̂(λ) = exp χ̂(λ), where χ̂(λ) :=

∫

T1

logλ(θ)dθ

is a mapping from H∗
0(T

1) to the left half-plane Hℓ, acting as the complex version of the Lyapunov exponent.

First we notice that κ̂ is a continuous map. In fact, for any λ ∈ H∗
0(T

1) and any sequence {λn}n∈N in H∗
0(T

1)
converging to λ, i.e. ||λn − λ||∞ −→ 0 as n→ ∞, we have that

∣∣χ̂(λn)− χ̂(λ)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∫

T1

log λn(θ)dθ −

∫

T1

log λ(θ)dθ

∣∣∣∣ −→ 0, as n→ ∞,

by the Dominated Convergence Theorem (see e.g. [23, §6]), since log ◦λn is continuous on T1 for each n.

Moreover, as κ̂ is clearly bounded on H∗
0(T

1), we can see that κ̂ = exp ◦χ̂ is holomorphic by showing that it
is weakly holomorphic (see Definition 2.8 and Theorem 2.9), i.e. for any λ ∈ H∗

0(T
1) and v ∈ C(T1),

t 7→ χ̂(λ+ tv) =

∫

T1

log
(
λ(θ) + tv(θ)

)
dθ

is holomorphic (as a function of one complex variable) on some neighborhood ∆ of the origin, small enough
such that λ + tv ∈ C∗(T1). This follows from Morera’s Theorem, as for any simple closed curve Γ in ∆,∫
Γ
χ̂(λ+ tv)dt = 0 by changing the order of integration via Fubini’s Theorem and using Cauchy’s Theorem.

Now we can prove that κ̂ is a holomorphic submersion on H∗
0(T

1) by means of Theorem 2.10, that is, for each
λ∗ ∈ H∗

0(T
1), we shall find a local holomorphic section for κ̂ at κ∗ := κ̂(λ∗) ∈ D∗. Indeed, the holomorphic

right-inverse of κ̂ may be determined on an arbitrary simply-connected neighborhood U∗ ⊂ D∗ of κ∗, by
applying Theorem A in a manner that delivers the new polynomial in the same QPF holomorphic family.
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Recall that, for any κ ∈ U∗, Theorem A (see surgery construction in §3) provides a fibered QC map Φκ =
(Id, φκ,θ ) which is continuous in θ and holomorphic in z, conjugating Qλ∗ to some QPF hyperbolic polynomial
(of the same degree) with Φκ(γ) as an attracting invariant curve of fibered multiplier κ, and zero-index too.

For our purpose, the appropriate normalization of the integrating maps is the following: each φκ,θ is chosen
to fix 0 and ∞, but instead of fixing 1 as usual, here it is required that

φκ,θ(z)

z
−→ 1, as |z| → ∞,

i.e. φκ,θ is taken to be tangent to the identity at ∞, for all θ ∈ T1. In this manner, setting u = φκ,θ(z) and
taking into account that qλ∗,θ := Π2 ◦Qλ∗ is a monic quadratic polynomial, we obtain that

φκ,θ+α ◦ qλ∗,θ ◦ φ
−1
κ,θ(u)

u2
=
φκ,θ+α

(
qλ∗,θ(z)

)

qλ∗,θ(z)

qλ∗,θ(z)

z2

(
z

φκ,θ(z)

)2

−→ 1, as |u| → ∞.

In other words, the QPF hyperbolic polynomial Φκ ◦Qλ∗ ◦Φ−1
κ is also monic, with the zero-section T1 ×{0}

as the corresponding attracting invariant curve. Hence it belongs to the same quadratic family, i.e. it is
of the form Qλκ

= (Rα, qλκ,θ
) for some λκ ∈ H∗

0(T
1), where qλκ,θ

(z) = z2 + λκ(θ)z, so that the following
diagram commutes:

C C

C C

q
λ∗,θ

φ
κ,θ

φ
κ,θ+α

q
λκ,θ

Furthermore, as Φκ is a fibered (orientation-preserving) homeomorphism, it sends the critical curve of Qλ∗

to that of Qλκ
, i.e. φκ,θ

(
− λ∗(θ)/2

)
= −λκ(θ)/2, and so the new parameter is uniquely determined by

λκ(θ) = −2φκ,θ
(
−λ∗(θ)/2

)
. (4.5)

Therefore, the mapping λ̂ : U∗ → H∗
0(T

1), given by λ̂(κ) := λκ as above, is a local right-inverse to the fibered

multiplier map κ̂, i.e. κ̂ ◦ λ̂ = IdU∗ , with λ̂(κ∗) = λ∗. Since φκ,θ is analytic in κ, it follows from relation (4.5)

that λ̂ is holomorphic on U∗. This concludes the proof of Theorem B. �
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[6] X. Buff and A. Chéritat. “Quadratic Julia sets with positive area”. In: Annals of Mathematics 176.2 (2012),
pp. 673–746.

[7] L. Carleson and T. W. Gamelin. Complex Dynamics. New York, NY: Springer New York, 1993.

17



R. Florido, N. Fagella

[8] M. Comerford. “Hyperbolic non-autonomous Julia sets”. In: Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems 26.02
(2006), p. 353.
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