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Abstract

We deal with the general problem of connectedness for the space of Z% actions
by (orientation-preserving) diffeomorphisms of a compact 1-manifold. We prove two
results. First, the space of Z¢ actions by C? diffeomorphisms of the interval is con-
nected. Second, any two Z¢ actions by C? diffeomorphisms of a compact 1-manifold
are connected by a continuous path of C1+¢ actions (where C'12¢ stands for diffeo-
morphisms with absolutely continuous derivative). The latter is the first result of arc-
connectedness in regularity larger than C' in this setting. Actually, our proof applies
to all Z% actions by C'*+2¢ diffeomorphisms without elements with hyperbolic periodic
points; the only obstruction to extend it to the general C'1¢ framework comes from
the failure of the Sternberg-Yoccoz linearization theorem in class C112¢,

Centralizers of diffeomorphisms can be viewed as infinitesimal symmetries of a given dy-
namical system. Starting with the seminal work of Nancy Kopell [11], they have become a
central object of study in dynamics. Perhaps the most relevant recent work on this is [I],
which solves a longstanding question of Stephen Smale about centralizers of generic diffeo-
morphisms and, also, is a wonderful “window” to enter into this huge subject. However,
despite the effort of many people, several natural problems remain unsolved. Here we deal
with a longstanding question raised in the seventies by Harold Rosenberg [17], that partly
inspired the thesis of Jean-Christophe Yoccoz [27]: Is the space of (orientation-preserving)
commuting circle diffeomorphisms locally arcwise connected ? Quite surprisingly, this has
revealed as a very difficult question, and only a few (and somewhat recent) results in this
direction are known. These may be summarized as follows (in all that follows, all maps in
consideration are assumed to preserve the orientation):

1. The space of Z¢ actions by homeomorphisms of either the interval or the circle is arcwise
connected (although this seems to be known to the specialists, no written proof exists
in the literature; see Proposition [[LT] for a short argument);

2. The space of Z¢ actions by C* diffeomorphisms of the interval is connected [2];

3. The space of Z¢ actions by C' diffeomorphisms of either the circle or the interval is
arcwise connected [18];
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4. Any two Z< actions by C'*2¢ circle diffeomorphisms may be connected by a path of
7% actions provided one of the generators acts with an irrational rotation number [16].
(Here and in all what follows, C'*2¢ stands for C'!' maps with absolutely continuous
derivative.)

It is worth stressing that results in this domain are very sensitive to different degrees of
differentiability. The first of the two main results of this paper is a general arc-connectedness
result in regularity O, which is the first of this type in regularity higher than C*.

Theorem A. Any two Z% actions by C? diffeomorphisms of a compact 1-manifold are con-
nected by a continuous path of C1T2 actions.

The group DifffaC(V) has a natural topology (where V' denotes either the circle or the
closed interval), namely, the one induced by the metric

D?f D2g

d(f,g) = If —gllex + HD—f Dy

Ll

This extends to a metric on the larger group DifffrbV(V) of C* diffeomorphisms whose
derivative has bounded variation:

d(f,9) = Ilf = gl + var(log(D f) — log(Dg)).

We do not deal with continuity issues in the more general group of piecewise smooths maps,
since it usually involves problems concerning group topology (see for instance [12]).

Most of our arguments actually work for Z? actions on compact 1-manifolds by C1+2¢
diffeomorphisms which are not necessarily C?; they only fail when some group element has
hyperbolic periodic points, and this is due to the failure of the Sternberg-Yoccoz lineariza-
tion theorem in C''*2¢ regularity. Our arguments do not give, however, any kind of arcwise
connectedness in the C? topology. Actually, this seems to be a very hard problem. Neverthe-
less, using different techniques, for the case of the interval, we prove a general connectedness
theorem, which is the analog of item 2. above for actions by C? diffeomorphisms.

Theorem B. The space of Z¢ actions by C? diffeomorphisms of the closed interval is con-
nected.

Extending classical work of Joseph Plante and William Thurston [23], it was proved in
[20, 21] that groups of C1*"' diffeomorphisms of 1-manifolds with subexponential growth
and, more generally, without free subsemigroups in two generators, are Abelian. Therefore,
our Theorems [Al and [B] apply to them.

If V' denotes either the circle or the closed interval, actions as those concerned by The-
orems [A] and [B] arise as holonomy representations of codimension-1 foliations of T¢ x V
transverse to the second factor (and tangent to the boundary if nonempty), where T¢ de-
notes the d-dimensional torus. The previous statements can thus be translated in terms of
foliations as follows:
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Corollary. Any two codimension-1 foliations of class C* of T x V transverse to the second
factor (and tangent to the boundary if nonempty) can be connected by a path of C*T2¢ folia-
tions. Moreover, in the case of T¢ x [0,1], they cannot be separated by disjoint open sets of
such foliations.

1 Discussion and plan of the proofs

1.1 On the technique of proof of Theorem [A]

Theorem [Al concerns both the circle and the interval. However, part of the circle case has
been already settled. Indeed, path connexion between any action for which a generator has
irrational rotation number and the corresponding action by rotations follows from item 4.
above, which essentially corresponds to [16, Theorem B] (though some slight modifications
in the proof are necessary). Moreover, the case where all generators have a rational rotation
number can be reduced to that of the interval by passing to a finite index subgroup (yet this
reduction requires several extra arguments). Details will be provided later on.

Thus, our main contribution concerns the difficult case of the interval. In this situation,
many fixed points in the interior may arise for the action. However, the restriction to each
connected component of the complement of the set of fixed points is an action with no global
fixed point. It is hence natural to first deal with (non necessarily faithful) actions of this
type, and later check that certain paths of deformations supported on disjoint intervals fit
nicely provided a good control for them can be ensured.

In case of absence of global fixed points in the interior, in virtue of the famous Kopell’s
Lemma [I1], nontrivial elements actually have no fixed points in the interior, and a key role
is played by the Mather invariant of these elements. Recall that this captures the failure
of a diffeomorphism to arise from a C' vector field of the closed interval. (A review of this
appears in §2) with proofs of new results in the Appendix I.) The discussion then splits into
two different subcases.

e The Mather invariants of group elements are trivial.

If the endpoints are parabolic fixed points, then we can deform the given action into the
trivial one through conjugates. This uses the ideas developed in [7] based on the notion of
asymptotic variation introduced in [16] . Indeed, triviality of the Mather invariant is equiva-
lent to the vanishing of the asymptotic variation, which is the key (and necessary) ingredient
for implementing the conjugacy argument inside the group of C''*#¢ diffeomorphisms.

If one or both of the endpoints is hyperbolic, then it is natural to use the classical
Sternberg linearization theorem (in Yoccoz’ improved version) to transform the original
action to one arising from a vector field for which the flow consists of diffeomorphisms that
are affine close to these endpoints. The idea is then to locally deform the vector field to one
which yields parabolic diffeomorphisms, so that we can apply the previous argument. This

IThis was called the asymptotic distortion in [7] and [16], but we think that asymptotic variation is a
better terminology for the purposes of this work.
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actually works, but requires a more subtle strategy because of the lack of a good control on
the conjugators whenever the maps become less and less hyperbolic. More precisely, we use
conjugacies from outside of the group of C'* diffeomorphisms which nevertheless preserve the
smooth structure of the original maps (this idea comes from [18]).

It is worth stressing that this use of Sternberg’s theorem is the only issue where we need
to assume that the original action is by C? diffeomorphisms (Sternberg’s result is no longer
valid for C1*2¢ diffeomorphisms; see the Appendix II). All the other arguments are valid in
CO'*2¢ regularity. In any case, the proof requires extending to C'*"¥ diffeomorphisms the
classical Szekeres construction of generating vector fields (that is, vector fields whose time-1
map is the underlying diffeomorphism), as well as some results from [7] to this context. This
is carried out in the Appendix I.

e The Mather invariant of a group element is nontrivial.

This assumption necessarily implies that the image group is isomorphic to Z; see §2.3
Denoting by f its generator, one is tempted to just deform f by a simple linear homotopy (of
its graph), and simultaneously deform the whole action in a coherent way (given that every
group element is nothing but a power of f). However, the major difficulty comes from that
f may have a very large C'*"V-norm even in the case where the norms of the generators are
small. (Here and in what follows, by C1*"Y-norm we mean the total variation of the logarithm
of the derivative, which for a C''*2¢ diffeomorphism f will be referred to as the C'*%-norm
and corresponds to the L' norm of its affine derivative D?f/D f.) This phenomenon is at the
core of the classical examples of Sergeraert [24] (see [B, [6] for recent developments on this),
and represents a major obstacle to deform a given action in a controlled way. To overcome
this difficulty, the new key idea consists in using the equivariance properties of the asymptotic
variation and conjugacies in order to first conjugate the original action into another one for
which we can ensure that the norm of the corresponding (conjugate) diffeomorphism f is
small, and later proceed to the deformation by homotopy. Informally speaking, we first need
to put the action in “good coordinates” so that the homotopy deformation behaves tamely.

We develop the arguments for each subcase above in the separate sections §3land §4l The
proof of Theorem [Alis then concluded in §5l where we carefully put all the pieces together.
It is worth mentioning that this is not at all straightforward; in particular, several of the
aforementioned estimates (as those arising in the case of a nontrivial Mather invariant) will
be crucial at this step.

The main idea: averaging actions. The strategy of proof above may seem somewhat
cryptic since it is described in technical terms. Nevertheless, we would like to stress the main
idea, which consists (whenever possible) in conjugating the original action by a classical
averaging procedure so that it becomes closer and closer to an action by isometries. In
the present O setting, this is achieved by using the affine derivative. For actions by
C! diffeomorphisms, the same idea was implemented in [I8] via the logarithmic derivative
log D(-). For completeness of this work, below we give an elementary result in the continuous
framework for which the proof uses the same strategy. (Compare [10, Proposition (2.2),
Chapitre VIIJ.)
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Proposition 1.1. The space of Z¢ actions by homeomorphisms of either the interval or the
circle is arcwise connected.

Proof. By identifying the endpoints, the case of the interval can be deduced from that of
the circle, so let us only consider this oneld et f1,..., fa be the images of the canonical
generators of Z%, and let F; be a lift of f; to the real line. Denote

B(n) = {F"F?---F}*: 0<n; <n},

and consider the map ¢, defined as

pule) =0 S Fla).

FeB(n)

Notice that ¢, is a homeomorphism, since it is continuous and strictly increasing. Since the
maps F; commute, for each F; we have

1 n Tj— n; i n
eulFi(x) = =5 > F-- FLPESUEL - (o),

0<n;j<n

and, again by commutativity, this equals

L "E" i-1 i n n i—1 i n
on() + ﬁ[ Z FM(F™ "'Fi—llFiJil L Fi(x)) — FM ...Fi_llFiJil _..Fdd(l.)].
0<n;<n
JF
Recall that (F"(y) —y)/n uniformly converges to the translation number p(F;). Since
there are n?~! terms of type F(y) —y in the right-side expression above, we deduce the

(uniform) convergence

on(Fi(2)) — on(z) — p(F) as  m — 00.
Changing = by ¢ '(x), this yields

on(Fi(0 1 (1)) — =+ p(F}) as  n — 00.

One readily checks that ¢, commutes with the integer translations, hence induces a circle
homeomorphism, that we still denote by ¢,. The convergence above translates into that
©Onfip,t uniformly converges to the rotation by p(F;) mod. Z, which is nothing but the
rotation number of f;. We have thus produced a sequence of conjugate actions that uniformly
converges to an action by rotations. One can then construct a continuous path of such
conjugates just by linear interpolation. More precisely, one considers circle homeomorphisms
of the form (1 — s)¢, + $ny1, with s € [0,1]. Finally, having produced continuous paths
of conjugate actions ending at actions by rotations, one can connect any two Z? actions just
by moving the angles of these rotation actions. O

2The case of the interval can be also ruled out using the classical Alexander trick. Notice that this work
for any group action by homeomorphisms of the interval, but it doesn’t work for actions on the circle, even
in the Abelian case. Also notice that this argument cannot be applied in higher regularity.
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Remark 1.2. The proof above actually shows more: the natural inclusion of SO(2,R)4
in the space of Z? actions on the circle (endowed with the compact-open topology) is a
homotopy equivalence. (Compare [§, Proposition 4.2].) We do not know whether this result
extends to higher regularity.

Remark 1.3. One can produce a different proof of Proposition [Tl by conjugating as in [1§]
via quasi-invariant probability measures that evolve towards the Lebesgue measure. Both
arguments apply more generally to nilpotent group actions. The structural results from [22]
can also be adapted to produce still another proof.

1.2 On the technique of proof of Theorem

The proof of Theorem [Blis identical for d = 2 or d > 2. For readability reasons, we will thus
restrict to the case d = 2. The space under scrutiny is hence identified to the subspace of
(Diffi 0,1])% made of pairs of commuting diffeomorphisms, endowed with the C?-topology.

Roughly, we show that, given a pair of commuting C? diffeomorphisms (fi, f2) and & > 0,
the interval [0, 1] can be subdivided into finitely many intervals I so that:

e fi and f, are C%-tangent to the identity at every interior endpoint of each I;

e for each such I, the pair of restrictions (fi|r, f2|7) is either e-close (in C? topology)
to (idy,id;) or in the connected component of (id;,id;) among pairs of commuting
diffeomorphisms that are simultaneously C? tangent to the identity at each point of
oIn(0,1).

This shows that, for every e > 0, the pair (f1, f2) is at distance less than e from the connected
component of (id,id) in the space of C? commuting diffeomorphisms. Since this component
is closed, (f1, f2) belongs to it, thus yielding the announced connectedness.

Intervals I of the second type are in fact themselves subdivided into two types of intervals
depending on whether the relative translation number between f; and f5 is rational or not.
In the former case, we show that (fi|7, f2|;) belongs to the path-connected component of
(idy, id;), while in the latter case we show that the closure of the conjugacy class of (f1|;, fa|7)
(and thus of its path-connected component) intersects the path-connected component of
(ids,id;). Details are provided in §6l

Notice that despite the similarities of the sketch of proof above with that of the C'** case
given in [2], there is a huge difference. Namely, therein it is proved that the path-connected
component of (id,id) is dense in the space of all Z? actions, so its connected component
is the whole space. In the present C? setting we are unable to decide whether this is true
or not. The problem is that, in the last of the cases above, we do not know whether the
approximation of the path-connected component of (id;,id;) by conjugates occurs along a
path of conjugates.

In view of this, the next two questions become natural and worth for future research.

Question 1.4. Is the path-connected component of the trivial action dense in the space of
all Abelian group actions by C? diffeomorphisms of the interval?
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Question 1.5. In the same setting, does the path-connected component of any action contain
the trivial one in its closure? Is it dense in the space of all actions?

2 On the asymptotic variation and Mather invariant

2.1 Asymptotic variation and conjugacies

Given a diffeomorphism f of a compact (connected) 1-manifold V' (i.e. the circle or the
closed interval), we let var(log D f) be the total variation of the logarithm of its derivative.
(We use the notations C**¥ and Diff' ™" to refer to maps for which this is a finite number.)
The asymptotic variation of f is defined as

Vio(f) = Tim Y2rUoe DY)

n—oo n

Notice that this limit exists because of the subadditivity of var(log D(-)). Moreover, for
each integer n > 1, one has var(log Df™) < nvar(log Df), and therefore

Vao(f) < var(log Df). (1)
Also notice that varlog D(-) is invariant under passing to the inverse; as a consequence,
Voo (f) = Ve f ) (2)
Moreover, it is homogeneous: for n € Z,
Voo (f") = [0l Vao (f)- (3)

Unlike var(log D(+)), the quantity V,.(+) is invariant under conjugacy. Actually, it arises
as an infimum along conjugates: for every C'*® diffeomorphism, one has
Voo (f) = inf  var(log D(hfh™")). (4)
heDiff L (V)
This appears as Proposition 1.2 in [7] for the case of the interval, yet the very same proof
applies to the case of the circle.

Because of the equality above, asymptotic variation is crucial in regard to the problem
of approximating either the identity (in the case of the interval) or a rotation (in the case of
the circle) by conjugates in the C'*P¥ topology. This is reflected by the next result, which
appears as Theorem [Blin [16] for the case of the circle, but whose proof works verbatim for
the case of the interval (the relevant hypothesis is the vanishing of the asymptotic variation
of maps); see Proposition 2.2 below for more details.

Proposition 2.1. Let fi,. .., fq be commuting C**" diffeomorphisms of a compact 1-mani-
fold. If the asymptotic variation of each f; vanishes, then there exists a continuous path
(for the C'*® topology) of simultaneous conjugates hyf;h;* that starts at the given f; and
finishes at isometries. Moreover, along this path, each function t v+ var(log D(h,fit; ) is
bounded from above by var(log Df;). Finally, if fi,..., fq are of class C'T3, then the path
is continuous for the C*T°-topology.
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The hypothesis of vanishing asymptotic variation is satisfied in two relevant cases. On
the one hand, it is shown in [16] that it holds for every C'**¢ circle diffeomorphism of
irrational rotation number. (Warning: this result is false for C'*" diffeomorphisms; see
Proposition 2.2 therein.) On the other hand, it also holds if f is a C'*"¥ diffeomorphism of
the interval with no interior fixed point that has a C' centralizer non-isomorphic to Z and
for which the endpoints are parabolic. This follows from the relation between V., and the
Mather invariant, as explained later on.

We next give a more general version of Proposition 2.1l whose proof follows the very same
lines but still applies in case of nonvanishing asymptotic variation.

Proposition 2.2. Given any family of commuting C1*Y (resp. C*2¢) diffeomorphisms
fi,.-., fa of a compact 1-manifold and € > 0, there exists a C*TP-continuous (resp. C1+ac-
continuous) path of simultaneous conjugates hyf;h; * that starts at the given f; and finishes
at (commuting) diffeomorphisms f; such that var(log Df;) < Vio(f:) + . Moreover, along
this path, each function t — var(log D(h,fit; ")) is bounded from above by var(log D f;).

Proof. For each n > 1, let g,, be defined by letting g,(0) = 0 and

1

[Hognj<nD( fl . led>(x)] nd
Dg,(x) := - N

fol [Hognj<nD( R ;d)(y)}ﬁ dy

This defines a diffeomorphism, since the prescribed value for Dy, is everywhere positive and
the total integral of this function equals 1. Using commutativity and the chain rule

D(gno fio 951>(g”(x)> - %fz;ﬁ))

we compute:

-1 [Hognj<nD( ™) (fi(2)) nd
D(gno fiog, )gn(z)) = he)

Moe e DU - £19) (@) E
[Hogan( () - Dfi(x)} N
Moc < DUT - £79) (@) T
Mo, <0 DU 17 f39) ()] L
Tocu,cn DU 1 C’Zd)(x)]ﬁ
o, cnsyps DUZF - F5 24" £3)()]

1
o v
[Hognj<n;j;£iD( lnl"'fin—lll 2'7—?{1'” gd)(l.)]”

1
nd
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Thus,

3&‘ —

D(gno fiog, Von@) = | T]  DUMC - fE7 - f @) |

0<nj<n;j#i
and therefore
— 1 n n TG — uz n,
108 (D0, 2 £:0. 0, )(00(@) = =5 3 1og(DIIA" -+ FI I -+ £i(@))
0<n;<n;
J#
Since var(log D(+)) is invariant under change of coordinates, a triangle inequality yields
1
-1 n
var(log D(gn o fi0g,")) < i Z var(log D f}").
0<n;<n
J#

Finally, by an elementary counting argument,

nd-1 var(log D f1")

var(log D(gn o f;0g,")) < i var(log Df") = e

Now, by definition, the right-side expression above converges to Vo (f;). Therefore, we
may fix an integer IV; so that it becomes smaller than or equal to V. (f;) + €. Letting
N := max; N;, we obtain a sequence of conjugate actions with the desired properties ending
at the conjugate action by gy. To obtain a continuous path, it suffices to interpolate between
(the derivatives) of g, and g,.1: for s € [0,1], define g, by letting ¢,(0) = 0 and

DQS(ZL') = Cs Dgn(z)l_s Dgn+l($)s

for a well-chosen constant C so that fol Dgy(z)dx = 1. Indeed, this does not increase the
C*2¢_norm beyond those of g, fig* and g, 1 figgil. The details are left to the reader. [

2.2 A detour on drift of cocycles in Banach spaces

Most of the analysis done in [16] leading to Proposition 2.1] works for cocycles with respect
to isometric actions on Banach spaces (see Lemma 2.1 therein). In the same way as Proposi-
tion extends Proposition 2.1lto the case of nonvanishing asymptotic variation, Lemma 2.1
from [I6] can be extended to cocycles with nonzero drift, as we explain below.

Let U be a linear isometric action of a group I' on a Banach space B. A cocycle for U is
a map c: ' — B that, for all g1, go in I', satisfies the relation

c(9192) = c(g2) + U(g2)(c(g1))-
For each f € I, we define the drift of ¢ at f as

drift.(f) := lim M.

n
n—o0 n

9
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The limit above exists because the sequence of norms ||c(f™)||p is subadditive; indeed,

leCf™ ™l = Ne(f")+U ) (™ Dls < le(fHNsHITU) (™D = lelfMa+le(f)ls-

The next lemma should be compared to [4], and is suitable for applications in wide
contexts. As the reader will notice, the proof is an adaptation of that of Proposition to
this broader context (cf. end of this section).

Lemma 2.3. Let U be a linear isometric action of a finitely generated Abelian group I' on
a Banach space B, and let ¢: I' — B be a cocycle. Then there exists a sequence of vectors
U, € B such that, for all f € T', the coboundary defect

le(f) = (= UCH @) |5

converges to drift.(f) as n goes to infinity.

Proof. We number the elements of I" as fi, fo,... Let us denote
B(n) = {fi" 5" fi"+ 0<m; <n}

For each n > 1, define
1
=1 3 o) (©
g€B(n)

Each f € I equals f; for a certain index . Then, for each n > i,

UNW) = e O VO = s 3 felaf) =)
g€B(n) 9eB(n)
1 1
= —C(f)+mg§n)c(gf) = —C(f)+mg§n) (f9)
Therefore, .
leth) = @ = v, < = 32 ) = 9]
g€B(n)

and the last expression equals

1 . .
S et g e gy = e g g g)
0<m,;<n
i B

By the cocycle relation, this reduces to

1 m mg— mg Mp n
sl DU e At aR e AR (0]
0<m;<n
J#i B

10
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which, by the triangular inequality, is smaller than or equal to

1 mi— my; m. n 1 n
— 2 oG e = D el e
0<m;<n 0<m;<n
i jFi

The last expression is equal to

L el = 1

By definition, this converges to drift.(f) as n — oco. Therefore, the lim sup of

le(f) = (bn = U() ()l

is at most drift.(f).
Conversely, if for f € 'and ¢ € B we let C := ||c(f) — (¥ —=U(f)(¥))||s, then, for each
1> 1, we have

C=U(f)e(f) = U)W =T @) s
The triangular inequality and the cocycle relation (together with ¢(id) = 0) then yield

nC = YU - U)W - U,

> IS U ) — O - V)
_ gc( £ = o] — (¥ - U))@))
= |le(f™) = @ = U™ @)
> [etrMs = 1¢lls = [T @) ls.
Therefore,
. ||C(J; s, ||@i||ma_
Passing to the limit in n this yields C' > drift.(f). O

It follows as a corollary of the proof above that for every cocycle ¢ associated to a linear
isometric action U, the drift of c at f € I' equals its coboundary defect, which is defined as

diifto(f) = inf [lc(f) = (¥ = U @) |5 (7)

If T is an Abelian group of C'*2¢ diffeomorphisms of a compact l-manifold V', then
U:(f,0) = (po f)-Df is an isometric action on B = LY(V), and ¢(f) := DD—QJZ[ is a cocycle
for this action. The drift of this cocycle at f is nothing but the asymptotic variation of f.
In this view, equality (@) above should be compared to ({l). This is another justification for
the use of the terminology C'T*-norm for a diffeomorphism: roughly, via the asymptotic

variation, we transform conjugacy issues into questions related to paths in an L' space.

11
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2.3 DMather invariant and the fundamental inequality

For every C? diffeomorphism f of [0,1) with no fixed point in the interior, George Szekeres
has built in [26] a C generating vector field, that is, a complete vector field for which f is the
time-1 map of its flow. In the Appendix I of this work, we carry out a non straightforward
extension of this classical construction to C*** diffeomorphisms and study its continuity
properties.

Warning. In order to reduce the amount of notation, in what follows we will often identify a
vector field X' on an interval I of R with the function dx(X'), where x denotes the coordinate
on R. With this abuse, given a diffeomorphism h, the pushforward h,X will become the

function (Dh x X) o h™!, and the pull-back h*X the function )E)O}i‘.

With the extension of Szekeres’ vector fields at hand, we can proceed to extend the defi-
nition of the Mather invariant to interval diffeomorphisms of regularity lower than C? along
the classical lines. Namely, we let Diff>([0,1]) (resp. Diff:™™"2([0,1]), Diff1**>*(]0,1]))
be the set of C? (resp. C'TP, O1+2) diffeomorphisms of the interval with no fixed point in
the interior. (The letter A stands for the latter condition.) For f € DifffbV’A([O, 1]), let X
and ) be the left and right vector fields of f, respectively. (The former arises by seeing f
as a diffeomorphism of [0,1), and the latter as a diffeomorphism of (0, 1].) Together with
them comes a Mather diffeomorphism M; := Py o Py', where Py (resp. Py) is the C1+%
diffeomorphism from (0,1) to R induced by X' (resp. )) sending some fundamental interval
la, f(a)] of f to [0, 1]. In concrete terms,

T odu

Py =P: 0,1 —
X :176(,)'—> X(U)’

a

and a similar formula stands for Py, (with perhaps a different choice for the point a). Since
f is the time-1 map of the flows of both X and ), the map M; commutes with the integer
translations, and it is hence the lift of a circle diffeomorphism. The Mather invariant of f is
the class of this circle diffeomorphism (also denoted M) modulo composition with rotations
on the left and right. (These naturally come from the choice of the point a in ([@); see [7,
§2] for further details.) One says that this invariant is trivial if it coincides with the class of
rotations.

Although the Mather invariant is not a genuine circle diffeomorphism (but an equivalence
class of them), the total variation of the logarithm of its derivative is well defined, since
pre/post-composition with rotations does not change its value. The next result that relates
this value with the asymptotic variation was obtained in [7] for C? diffeomorphisms. The
proof of this extended version is given in the Appendix I.

Theorem 2.4. For every f € Diff \*""2([0,1]), one has

[var(log DM;) — Vau(f)] < [10g DF(0)] + [log DF(L)].

The following corollary of the previous theorem will be very useful for us.

12
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Corollary 2.5. For every f € DifffbV’A([O, 1)) with trivial Mather invariant, one has

Voo(f) = [log D f(0)| + [log Df(1)].

Proof. Triviality of the Mather invariant of f is equivalent to var(log DMy) = 0. By Theo-
rem [2.4] this implies
Voo(f) < [log DF(0)] + [log D f(1)].

To show the reverse inequality, just notice that, for every n > 1,
var(log Df") > |log Df"(1) —log D f"(0)| = n[|log D f(1)| +|log Df(0)|].

Dividing by n both sides of this inequality and letting n — oo yields the desired estimate. [

Mather invariant remains unchanged under C*' conjugacy. Besides, together with the
conjugacy classes of the germs at the endpoints, it totally describes C! conjugacy classes
of diffeomorphisms in Diff1*""2([0,1]). Tt is known to be trivial if and only if the O
centralizer of the diffeomorphism is isomorphic to R (and coincides with the flow of the
generating vector field). Otherwise, this centralizer reduces to Z, and its generator is a root
of the diffeomorphism. All these results were established by John Mather, and are carefully
developed in Chapter V of Yoccoz’ thesis [27]. (Proofs for C? diffeomorphisms therein extend
with no changes to C*™® maps once the existence of generating vector fields is established.)

3 The case of a trivial Mather invariant

We consider a nonnecessarily faithful (yet nontrivial) action of Z¢ by C**" diffeomorphisms
on the interval [0, 1] with no global fixed point in the interior. By Kopell’s lemma [19], every
element acting nontrivially admits no fixed point in the interior, hence has a well-defined
Mather invariant.

Throughout this section, we assume that an element acting non trivially has a trivial
Mather invariant. By Mather’s theory, if this happens, then it holds for every nontrivial
diffeomorphism in the image group. We will refer to this setting just as a Z¢ action with
trivial Mather invariant.

Assume first that the endpoints are parabolic fixed points for all elements. (It is easy to
see that this holds provided a nontrivial element has parabolic endpoints; see [7, Proposition
8.1] for a short argument; alternatively, see the discussion below on hyperbolic fixed points
and centralizers.) In this framework, by Corollary 2.5] the asymptotic variation of every
element vanishes. Therefore, Proposition 2.1] implies the following.

Lemma 3.1. Consider a Z¢ action by C**PY (resp. C'T2°) diffeomorphisms of [0, 1] with no
global fixed point in the interior and trivial Mather invariant. If all elements are parabolic
at the endpoints, then there exists a C1*™-continuous (resp. CY*3-continuous) path of
simultaneous conjugates hy fih; ' starting at the original action and finishing at the trivial
one along which the CY** -norms of the generators do not increase.

13
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To deal with hyperbolic fixed points, we first remind some elementary facts about germs
of hyperbolic, 1-dimensional linear diffeomorphisms. We state them as a remark for future
reference.

Remark 3.2. As it is very well known (see for instance [9]), the centralizer of a nontrivial
linear germ of diffeomorphism of the real line fixing the origin coincides with the group of
germs of linear maps fixing the origin. Indeed, if ¢ commutes with  — A x then, for every
x # 0, one has, for all n € Z,

o) = 2002) _ (80%2)=90))

A" A — 0

Letting n — oo or n — —o0 according to whether A < 1 or A > 1, respectively, the right-side
expression converges to Dg(0) x, which shows that ¢ is linear.

Now, given o > 0, we let h® be the germ (at the origin) of the map = — x®. Notice that
this is not a C! diffeomorphism for a # 1, but the only failure of differentiability arises at
the origin (away from it, the map is actually a C*° diffeomorphism). The crucial point that
we will exploit is that h® conjugates the linear map = — Az to x — A®z, which is still a
linear map but with a different multiplier.

Let us again consider a Z%action on [0, 1], but this time we assume that an endpoint (say,
the origin) is hyperbolic for a certain (equivalently, every nontrivial) group element f. If the
action is by C? diffeomorphisms, then we may use a classical theorem of Shlomo Sternberg
[25] in its sharp version (due to Yoccoz [27]): there exists a germ of C? diffeomorphism §
such that gfg~! is linear about the originfl By Remark B2, conjugacy by ¢ transforms
the centralizer of f inside the group of germs (which contains the image group of Z%) into
the group of linear transformations. Now, a conjugacy by h® transforms this linear action
into another action along which the multipliers of group elements at the origin change, and
become closer to 1 as o goes to zero. Finally, a conjugacy by ¢! transforms this new affine
action into a new Z? action by C? diffeomorphisms.

We may extend the (local) maps A% and g above to C? diffeomorphisms of (0, 1] that co-
incide with the identity on a neighborhood of the right endpoint. We denote g% := (§7h%g),
and we state the relevant features of this procedure: Conjugacy by ¢* transforms the original
Z% action into another smooth Z? action on [0, 1] for which the multipliers of group elements
at the origin become closer to 1. Moreover, the map that sends a to the Z%action conjugated
by g% is a continuous deformation (starting at a = 1) of the original action. Furthermore,
the Mather invariant of the new action remains trivial.

The last point deserves some attention. A different view of the previous procedure is
that we have changed the Szekeres vector field X = Y of f to another C! vector field that
coincides with aX in a neighborhood of the origin and remains untouched near the right
endpoint. The new action restricted to this neighborhood consists just in integrating this

3The Sternberg-Yoccoz theorem still holds for hyperbolic germs of C1*7 diffeomorphisms (see for instance
[13]). The use of this more general version allows extending our Theorem A from C? to C'*7 commuting
diffeomorphisms (with absolutely continuous derivative), with the exact same proof. In particular, this
applies whenever the affine derivatives lies not only in L' but also in L? for some p > 1.

14
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new vector field aX’ to the same times of integration of those of the original action in regard
to X. Since we always keep a C' vector field defined on the whole interval [0, 1], the Mather
invariant remains trivial.

If there is also hyperbolicity at the right endpoint, we simultaneously perform a similar
deformation about it (otherwise, we keep untouched a neighborhood of this point). We let
g“ be the resulting conjugating map that involves eventual deformation at both endpoints,
and we summarize all of this in the lemma below.

Lemma 3.3. Conjugacy by g* yields a continuous deformation of the original action (in the
parameter o < 1) along which the Mather invariant remains always trivial. Besides, after
conjugacy by g*, multipliers (at the endpoints) change from a value Df(-) to D f(-)®.

We are now ready to implement the deformation in the general case of trivial Mather
invariant. We stress that the conjugating maps h; we will obtain below do not belong to
Difffac([O, 1]) in case of hyperbolic fixed points, yet they conjugate the original action into
another C'19¢ one.

Proposition 3.4. For every Z action by C* diffeomorphisms of [0,1] with no global fived
point in the interior and trivial Mather invariant, there exists a C'T3-continuous path of
simultaneous conjugates hy f;h; " starting at the original action and finishing at the trivial
one along which the C***-norms of the generators do not increase more than twice the
C* 3 _norms of the original action.

Proof. The case of parabolic endpoints is settled by Lemma 3.1l For the non-parabolic case,
the heuristic idea is as follows: we first conjugate the action by the map ¢g* above, where
a < 1 is close-enough to 1 so that the C1**-norms of the generators remain controlled. We
next perform the conjugacy procedure of Proposition until we make the total variation
of the logarithm of the derivatives of the generators smaller than twice the corresponding
asymptotic variation, namely

2a - [|log Dfi(0)| + | log Dfi(1)]].

Notice that this is a genuine reduction only if v < 1/2; however, this is not a major problem.
(Alternatively, the factor 2 could be easily replaced by any factor strictly larger than 1, but
we will avoid this argument.)

Observe that the previous deformation occurs along a C**2°-continuous path. The idea
now is to repeat this argument many times so that, in the limit, we obtain the desired path
by concatenation. Nevertheless, it is not clear that this process will actually converge (it may
keep trapped before reaching the end). To overcome this problem we will slightly change
our viewpoint using an idea from [I8]. Roughly speaking, instead of directly producing the
conjugating maps, we concatenate between their affine derivatives via affine paths: this allows
keeping a good control on the corresponding L'-norms just by convexity (more precisely, by
the triangle inequality).
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For concreteness, fix any a < 1/2 and, for each n > 1, consider the diffeomorphism g,
defined by a formula similar to (&) but replacing f; by f; := ¢®fi(¢9*)~!. For N large enough,
the value of each

var(log D(gn fign')) = var(log D(gng® fi(gng®) ™))

becomes smaller than or equal to

2Voo(fi) = 2a [| log D f;(0)] + | longi(l)H.

Set GG := gnyg®, and consider its affine derivative %QGGI L. Although this is not an L! function,
the L'-norm of each o D2 DG
Lot Df, fi 1
DG1 sz DGI

is finite and, actually, smaller than or equal to 2a/[|log Df;(0)| + | log D f;(1)|]. Notice that
this L'-norm is nothing but

var(log D(G, f;G11)).
Repeat this procedure starting with the Z? action with generators G f;G;'. One thus
obtains a map G5 for which
D*G,
DG,

D*(GifiGyY) DGy
D(GleGl_l) DG2

o (G1fiGy") - D(GLfiGY) +

is smaller than or equal to
20 [|log D(G1f:G; (O] + | og D(GLfiGr ) (1)]] = 40 [|1og DF(0)] + [log DA()]]-
Again, this L'-norm is nothing but
var(log D((GoGh) fi(G2G1) ™).
Proceeding this way, we get a sequence of conjugating maps H,, := G,, - - - GoGG; for which
var(log D(H, fiH; ")) < (20)" [|log D;(0)] + |log Df(1)]).
Now, for t € [1 —1/n,1—1/(n+ 1)], let h; be defined by h:(0) = 0 and
Dhy = Cy (DH,)* (DHp i)' ™,

where s; := (1 +nt —n)(n+1) is the affine function in ¢ with value 0 at 1 — 1/n and 1
at 1 —1/(n+ 1), and C} is the unique constant for which fol Dhy(z)dz =1. Then,

Dlog Dhy = sglog DH,, + (1 — ;) log DH,, 1 1.

By the cocycle identity of the affine derivative D?/D = D(log D), this implies that the
L'-norm of D2h D D
t i t
D
Dht o .f’l fZ +

Df; Dh,
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is smaller than or equal to the sum of the L'-norms of

D*H,, D*f, D?H,
ofi-Dfi+ J

D2Hn+l
S
"\ DH, Df, DH,

szi D2Hn+1
d (1—s) | 2226 1 Dy, _
} and - (1=5) lDHnH o Ph B T BH

This is bounded from above by
st (20)" [[log Dfi(0)] +[log D fi(1)|] + (1 — s¢) (20)" " [| log D £:(0)| + |log D f;(1)]],

hence by
(20)" [[log D f;(0)| + |log D fi(1)]].
Summarizing, for t € [1 —1/n,1 —1/(n+ 1)],

var(log D(hy fih; ') < (2)" [|log D f;(0)| + |log D fi(1)]],

and this estimate allows closing the proof. O

4 The case of a nontrivial Mather invariant

Again, we consider a non necessarily faithful Z¢ action by C'*2¢ diffeomorphisms of [0, 1]
with no global fixed point in the interior, but we now assume that the Mather invariant is
nontrivial. By Mather’s theory, this implies that the image group is isomorphic to Z. We let
f be the generator of the image group. As we already mentioned, we would like to deform
f and, simultaneously, the whole action. However, the C'*®-norm of f may be very large,
and having no control for it would lead to loosing any control for the deformation.

To solve this problem, we apply Proposition 2.2]to the original action in which we include
f as a generator. Notice that since the Mather invariant of nontrivial elements is nontrivial,
their asymptotic variation is positive. Proposition restated as follows will imply that, at
the end, the corresponding (conjugate) f attains a small C**®-norm.

Lemma 4.1. Let fi,..., f; be C*™™ commuting diffeomorphisms of [0,1] (not necessarily
generating a group isomorphic to Z*) so that the Mather invariant of the action is not trivial.
Then there exists a path (hy)epo,1) of C*™ diffeomorphisms of [0, 1] starting at the identity
and such that, for each 1 < i < {, the conjugates hy o f; o hy' form a continuous path of
O diffeomorphisms, each of which has CY*P -norm smaller than or equal to that of the
corresponding f;, and such that

var(log D(hy o fio hi')) < 2V (fy).

If all the f; are C'*2¢ then this deformation occurs along CY1*3 diffeomorphisms, and is
continuous for the C1T*-topology.

We are now in position to proceed to the whole deformation.
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Proposition 4.2. Assume that a Z* action by C*™ (resp. C1*2¢) diffeomorphisms of [0,1]
with no global fixed point in the interior has a nontrivial Mather invariant. Then there is a
continuous path of actions of Z% starting at the given one and ending at the trivial action
which is continuous with respect to the C'™™ (resp. C*2¢)-topology. Besides, along this
path, the C*™ (resp. O )-norm of the generators remains bounded from above by twice
their C*PY (resp. C'2¢)-norm for the original action.

Proof. We first apply the previous lemma for ¢ := d + 1 letting fy.1 := f, where f is the
generator of the image group. The outcome is a path of conjugate actions by C'™® (resp.
C1*2¢) diffeomorphisms h; along which the C'** norms do not increase and, at the end,
finishes with an action for which the conjugate F' := hyfhy' of f satisfies

var(log DF) <2V, (f).

Now, for each 1 <7 < d, there exists an integer m; such that f; = f"i. Using the homogenity
of Vo (see ([B)), for those i for which m; # 0, we obtain

2V (f™) _ 2Vs(fi)

var(log DF) <2V (f) = T

. 8)

Let F; be the homotopy of F' to the identity that is linear on log D(-). More precisely, we
let I} be so that F(0) = 0 and

e(l—t) log DF(x)

DFy(x) :=

fol e(1-1)log DF(y) gy

We concatenate the path of conjugates by h; of the given action with the path of actions
that associate to the i generator of Z? the map F;™. Since, for a certain constant c,

log DF; = (1 —t)log DF + c,
we have var(log DF;) = (1 —t)var(log DF). Therefore, by (8],
var(log DE/™) < |my;| var(log DF;) = (1 —t) |m;| var(log DF) < 2(1 —t) Vo (f3),
and this yields the desired path. O

Remark 4.3. It is worth pointing out that the deformation technique above applies in all
cases where the image group is isomorphic to Z. Thus, under this assumption, if the Mather
invariant is trivial, both the methods of §3land §4l are suitable to deform the action into the
trivial one. For technical reasons that will be clarified below, we will prefer the last of these
two deformations.

5 End of the proof of Theorem [A]

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem [Alin the general case.
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5.1 The case of the interval

Let fi,..., fqa be commuting C? diffeomorphisms of [0, 1], and denote by Z the family of
connected components I of the complement of the set of their common fixed points. Since
the C''**-norm is invariant under affine rescaling, to the action restricted to each I we may
apply either Proposition B4 (in case of a trivial Mather invariant and higher rank image
group), or Proposition 4.2 (in case of nontrivial Mather invariant), or Remark 4.3 (in case
of trivial Mather invariant and image group isomorphic to Z). Doing so, we obtain C1Tac-
continuous paths of actions on each I ending at the trivial action along which the C'+2¢
norms of the generators are always bounded from above by 2var(log Df;|;). Putting all
these deformations together, we claim that we obtain a path of C''7%¢ actions (F}); ending
at the trivial action. Notice that in presence of interior hyperbolic fixed points, conjugacies
on the left and right keep the action smooth provided we chose along the path the same
parameter « for the conjugator = — z% (in case of a higher-rank image group; see §3))
and/or the same parameter for the linear homotopy (in case of a image group isomorphic to
Z; see $). For this it is worth to remark that if the image group is higher-rank on a fixed
interval I with a hyperbolic endpoint, then it is also higher-rank at the fixed interval which
is on the other side of this point (unless this point is 0 or 1).

Continuity of this path is straightforward to prove. Indeed, given ¢ > 0, we can choose
a finite subfamily J of Z such that, for each 1,

Z var(log D f;; I) <

I¢7

£
T

Let N denote the cardinal of J. Given a time t, € [0, 1], we can choose § > 0 so that,
for all |t —to| < 0, all I € J and all 4, the restriction to I of (F}); is €/2N-close to that of
(F},); in the C1*2¢ topology. Since along the deformation the C'**-norm of the i generator
restricted to each I remains bounded from above by 2 var(log D f;; I), this implies that (F});
and (F,); are at a distance at most

£
2 log D fi: I) 4 —— - ,
%Var(og f )+2N Tl < e

thus showing continuity at #.

5.2 The case of the circle

Suppose now that fi,..., fy are commuting C**2 circle diffeomorphisms. If one of them
has irrational rotation number, then the existence of a C'T#-continuous path of conjugates
hif;h;* ending at an action by rotations follows from [I6, Main Theorem|, which may be
seen as an application of Proposition 2l (Just notice that, although this result is stated
for faithful actions in [16], it does not use faithfulness along the proof.) The key point here
is knowing that the asymptotic variation vanishes, and for this it is crucial to assume C!*2¢
regularity rather than C1** (see [16, Theorem 2] on this).
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The case where all the f; have a rational rotation number is much less trivial than
expected. In this situation, the rotation number function p yields a group homomorphism
into T! with finite image (see [19] for this and other structure results used below). One is
then tempted to apply the arguments of the interval case to the action of ker(p), which is
the finite-index subgroup formed by the elements having fixed points (and that, actually,
have common fixed points). Nevertheless, this requires several adjustments.

Let T' be the group generated by fi,..., fs and n be the cardinality of p(I'). Let f. be
such that p(f,) = 1/n; in particular, p(f.) generates the image group p(I'). We assume that
n > 2, as n = 1 is essentially the same as the case of the interval and can be settled in a
similar way: one should just take care in preserving the same multiplier at the endpoints
along the deformation in case this comes from a hyperbolic fixed point in the circle, and this
is ensured by the method we have employed.

Every group element uniquely writes as a product fif, with 0 < i < n and p(f) = 0.
Besides, if py denotes a point that is fixed by all elements in ker(p) then, letting p;:= fi(po),
all the intervals [p;, p;+1] are fixed by these elements.

Assume for a while that the group ker(p) admits no global fixed point in the interior
of [po, p1]. By Kopell’s lemma, this is the case of every element therein acting nontrivially.
Then there are two cases to consider.

The action of ker(p) on [py,pi;] has a trivial Mather invariant. If the endpoints
are parabolic, then we are in the case of vanishing asymptotic variation for the action on
[po, p1] and, by commutativity, on each [p;, p;11]. This easily implies that the asymptotic
variation of each circle diffeomorphism f; vanishes, which allows using Proposition 2.1l to
obtain a deformation of the action on the circle to an action by a finite-order rotation. If pg
is hyperbolic for a certain element in ker(p), then this is also the case for every nontrivial
element in ker(p), and (because of the commutativity with f,) this also holds at every point
p;. Conversely, if some p; is hyperbolic, then pg also is. We then conjugate by maps of type g“
as before at each of these points in an equivariant way. Notice that this can be done because,
by the Sternberg-Yoccoz’ theorem, there is a (unique) linear coordinate around each of these
points, and f, must conjugate the one at p; into that at p;.; by commutativity. In this way,
we can build a C'™*_continuous path of conjugate actions (with conjugating maps that are
no longer of class C**2¢) along which asymptotic variation becomes smaller and smaller, and
the concatenation trick of the corresponding affine derivatives allows concluding the proof

as in §3

The action of ker(p) on [py,p1] has a nontrivial Mather invariant. In this case,
the restriction of ker(p) to [po,p1] is either trivial, in which case the group is finite, hence
conjugate to a group of rotations (this conjugacy can be obviously achieved along a path),
or generated by a single map. In the last case, we would like to apply the argument of §4l
Nevertheless, we cannot proceed so easily since we need to preserve the equivariance under
the action of f.. To do this, we let f be the diffecomorphism of [pg, p;| that generates the
action of ker(p) on [po, p1]. Notice that f|j, ) = f* for a certain integer k # 0. We start
by conjugating the action so that, in the end, all the intervals [p;, p;+1] have the same length.
Then, we conjugate again so that f. becomes a rotation from [p;, p;11] onto [p;y1, piyo] for
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0 < i < n—1 (this can be easily achieved by means of a cohomological equation on log(D f)).
Notice that all this procedure can be done through conjugacy by a C' I+ac_continuous path of
diffeomorphisms h;. If we denote f. (resp. f) the conjugate by hy of f, (resp. f, where it is
defined), then f [pn_1,pn] DECOMeES a composition of a rotation and I*.

Now we apply Proposition [Z2lin order to conjugate the action of ker(p) on [pg, p1] along a
path so that the C***-norm of f becomes very close to Vao(f). We extend this deformation
to the remaining intervals via conjugacy by the corresponding rotations. Next, as in §4| we
deform the conjugate version of f along its graph until reaching the identity, and we extend
this deformation to the rest of the intervals again via conjugacy by rotations. Finally, we
extend this deformation to f* so that it coincides with a rotation except for the last interval,
where it is forced to coincide with the composition of a rotation with the k" power of the
corresponding deformed version of f. We leave to the reader to check that this deformation
is well behaved (with a good control on the C***-norm) and ends at an action by a single
rotation of order n.

Now we no longer assume that ker(p) acts with no global fixed point in the interior
of [po,p1]. In this case, we have a countable family Z of closed intervals I in [pg, p;] with
disjoint interior on each of which ker(p) acts with no global fixed point inside. It is not
hard to see that we may apply the arguments above to the restriction of the action on
the union of intervals I U f.(I)...U f»~!(I). (Indeed, most of our results work verbatim
for non-connected compact 1-manifolds...) Pasting together the corresponding deformations
along different I € T yields the desired C'*#-continuous path. The only delicate issue is,
again, that of the multipliers at the hyperbolic periodic points, but this is still ensured by
the uniqueness of linear coordinates around them (and the fact that, in case of a trivial
Mather invariant, we prefer to deform along the graph of the generator instead of using the
asymptotic variation; see Remark [.3)).

In all cases, we have connected the original action with an action by isometries. Since any
two actions by rotations can be connected just by moving the angles, this allows connecting
any two Z% actions, thus completing the proof.

6 The proof of Theorem Bl

The key ingredient in the proof of Theorem [B is the following result, which corresponds to
Proposition 8.4 of [7]:

Proposition 6.1. Let X be a C! vector field on [0, 1] with flow (f*)ier. Suppose that the set
of times t for which f' is a C* diffeomorphism is a dense subgroup of R. Then there exists
a sequence of C* diffeomorphisms h,, such that (h,).X converges in the C* sense towards a
C? wvector field X and that, for every C? diffeomorphism f7 of the flow of X, the conjugate
maps h, o fT o h! converge in the C* sense towards the time-t map of X.

We may now proceed to the proof of Theorem Bl As we pointed out in §I.2] we re-
strict to the case d = 2 just for simplicity. Let hence (f1, fo) be a pair of commuting C?
diffeomorphisms of [0, 1] and let £ > 0.
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Lemma 6.2. There exists a finite subdivision 0 = ay < --- < a, = 1 of [0,1] such that:

e at every a; in the interior of [0,1], both fi and fo are C*-tangent to the identity (in
particular, the a;’s are common fized points of f1 and f3);

o on every [a;, a;1], either ||fi —id|2 < e and || fo —id||2 < & (such an interval will be
said to be of type A), or fi and fy have no common interior fived point at which both
are C%-tangent to the identity (this will be referred to as an interval of type B).

Proof. We define the a;’s by induction. Let ag = 0. Assume a; < 1 has been defined for
some ¢ € N. Then:

e if there exists a € (a;, 1] such that || fi —id||2 < € and || fo —id||s < € on [a;, a] and that
f1 and f, are C?-tangent to the identity at a, we let a;4; be the supremum of such
points a;

e if not, a; cannot be accumulated from the right by points at which f; and f; are both
C?-tangent to the identity. We then let a;4; be the smallest such point if there is any,
and 1 otherwise.

We stop once we have reached an a; equal to 1. We claim that this happens. Indeed,
otherwise, we would get an increasing sequence of points a; bounded from above by 1. The
limit of this sequence would be a fixed point a at which both f; and f, are C? -tangent to
the identity. For a large-enough i, we would have || f; —id||s < e and || fo —id||2 < € on [a;, a].
However, this is incompatible with the definition of a;11 < a.

By construction, the subdivision we obtain satisfies both properties of the lemma. O

To pursue the proof of Theorem Bl we will show that the restriction of the action to an
interval I of type [l lies in the connected component of (idz,id;). As a consequence, if we
define a new pair (fi, f2) by f; = id on the intervals of type A and f; = f; on the intervals
of type B, we get a C? action on [0, 1] which lies in the connected component of the trivial
action and is at distance less than or equal to € of the initial action. Since this can be done
for any € > 0, we get that the initial action lies in the closure of the connected component
of the trivial action, but this component is closed, which concludes the proof of Theorem B.

Let us hence consider the restriction of the action to an interval I of type B, that for
simplicity we still denote by (f1, f2).

Lemma 6.3. An interval I of type B must be of one of the next two categories:

(B1) either fi and fo are iterates fP and f? of the same C?* diffeomorphism f of I, and
this diffeomorphism is C*-tangent to the identity at each endpoint of I that lies in the
interior of [0, 1];

or

(B2) f1 and fy correspond to rationally independent times, say 1 and « respectively, of the
flow (fY)ier of a C* vector field X on I,
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Sketch of proof. This is a direct consequence of classical works of Kopell [I1] and Szekeres
[26] whenever f; and f, have no common fixed point in the interior of I. The general case
was treated in [2] (cf. Proposition 2.7 therein) for C*° diffeomorphisms, but the arguments
are the same here. If f; or fs is the identity on I, then we are in situation (B1). Otherwise,
one can derive from [I1], 26] that f; and f, have exactly the same fixed points. For every
connected component J of I\ (Fix(f) N Fix(g)), there exists a € R such that fs|, is the
time-a map of both Szekeres vector fields of fi]|;. Now it follows from the non-tangency to
the identity at interior fixed points that this  does not depend on the component J. If it
is rational, equal to p/q then, letting f be the time-1/¢ map of the Szekeres vector fields of
f1 on each J (which is a C? diffeomorphism of I since it can be obtained as a composition
of powers of f; and f;), we conclude that we are in situation (B1). If it is irrational, then
the left and right Szekeres vector fields of f must coincide on each J, and they yield to a C!
vector field of I by the work of Yoccoz [27], chap. V]. Therefore, we are in case (B2). O

Finally, to close the proof of Theorem [B let us consider the case of intervals of type (B1)
and (B2) separately.

For intervals of type (B1), we let t — F; be the continuous path of C? diffeomorphisms
from f to id obtained by taking convex combination of the logarithm of the derivatives (as
in §l). Then ¢t — (F}, F}) yields the desired path from (f, f2) to (id,id), thus showing that
(f1, f2) belongs to the path-connected component of (id,id).

On intervals of type (B2), Proposition [6.1] provides a C? vector field X whose pair of
time-1 and time-a maps (f*, f1 fa) belongs both to the closure of the conjugacy class of the re-
striction of the pair (f1, f2) (and thus to its connected component) and to the path-connected
component of the trivial action (to which it is connected via t — (f*, f')).

This finishes the proof of Theorem [Bl

7 Appendix I: vector fields for C'*"" diffeomorphisms
of the interval

Here we proceed to give proofs of the results announced in §2.3] and later proceed to some
further developments.

7.1 The construction of the vector field

Recall that Diff: "2 ([0, 1]) (resp. Diff™“2([0,1])) denotes the space of C'*? (resp. C'*+2)
diffeomorphisms of [0, 1] with no fixed point in the interior. For simplicity, whenever it is
defined, we will denote the affine derivative DlogDf simply by Lf. (For a C'fac
diffeomorphism, this is an L' function.)

Proposition 7.1. Given f € Diff\*™2([0,1)) such that f(z) > x for every = € (0,1), let
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A(x) := f(x) — x, and let
co(f) = {llo?gfﬁ)ﬁof if Df(0)#0,

1 otherwise.

For eachn >0, let X, := co(f)(f)(A) = co(f)ADojf;?. Then.:
1. the sequence of vector fields X, uniformly converges on every compact subset of [0,1);

2. its limit X is uniquely integrable and complete, and f is the time-1 map of the corre-
sponding flow;

3. the (well-defined) flow (f)icr of X coincides with the C centralizer of f;

4. for every ¢ > 0, the function log X,, converges to log X in the BV topology on the
fundamental interval [c, f(c)], and

var(log X' [, f(c)]) —log Df(0)| < var(log Df; [0, c]).

Furthermore, if f € Diff 1 "*>%(]0,1)), then

5. the function log X is absolutely continuous on every fundamental interval [c, f(c)], and

log Df(0
| D1og x — e2s0)

S Lf 1 -
L6 @) LS| 220,61

Proof. We proceed step by step.
1. For every k € N, we have log Xj(—zl = 0o f~F with, for every x € (0, 1),

0(z) := log ( - f_f (;)Zl(g)_ x)) — log ( /0 D F x4 s(f(x) — ) ds) “log(Df N (x))

(the last equality follows from Taylor’s integral formula). In particular, 6 extends to [0, 1)
as a continuous map, with #(0) = 0. By the mean value theorem, for every z € [0, 1),

/0 Df "z +s(f(z)—z))ds=Df "(y,) forsome vy, € [z, f(z)].

Therefore, given ¢ € [0, 1), for every x € [0, ¢|] and every 0 < i < j, we have

j—1 j—1
> 100 f @) =D [log Df M (ys-s(w) —log Df(f ¥ (@))]
k=i =1

<var(log Df %[0, f~"(c)]) = var(log Df; [0, f ~“(c)]) — 0.

i——+00

As a consequence, »_, fo f ~* converges absolutely and uniformly on [0, ¢]. Denote by 3 this
sum (which is thus continuous on [0, 1)). Then (X)) converges uniformly on every compact
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subset of [0, 1) towards X := ¢o(f)Ae”. In particular, X vanishes only at 0, and is strictly
positive at all points of (0,1).

2. Since by definition &1 = f.X,, in the limit we obtain X = f,X, or equivalently
X = f*X, that is, X = )g’]f . This implies that the derivative of x — fxf @) Xd&) is identically
0 on (0,1), so this map is constant, say equal to some 7 € R*. The proof of the equality
7 =1 in the proof of the “usual” Szekeres theorem (i.e. when f is assumed C?) reproduced
in [I9] Proposition 4.1.14] works without any change in the present setting.

Let us now show that X'| 1) is complete and uniquely integrable. Fix a € (0, 1), and let

T du

X(0) (9)

Py=P:ze(0,1)—

a

The map P is of class C', with positive derivative, and P(f"(a)) = n for every n € Z.
Therefore, P defines a C! diffeomorphism between (0,1) and R. Its inverse ¢ := P~! hence
sends R into (0, 1).

We claim that, for every (tg,z9) € R x (0, 1), the Cauchy problem

= X(x)

I(to) = 29
has a unique maximal solution, defined on all of R by (t) := P~} (t — ty + P(xp)). (In
particular, the only solution of & = X'(z) passing through 0 is constant equal to 0.) Indeed,
given (g, o) € R x (0,1), one immediately checks that the map ~ above is a (maximal)
solution to the above Cauchy problem. To prove uniqueness, first notice that one cannot
invoke the Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem, since X’ is not necessarily locally Lipschitz. However,
the one-dimensional setting provides a more elementary argument, as shown below.

Assume 7 : I — [0,1) is a maximal solution of the same Cauchy problem, and let I, C I

be the maximal interval containing ¢y on which 4 does not vanish. Then for every ¢ € I,
we have 7(t) = X(5(t)), with X(3(t)) # 0, hence X?’Eiz&)) = 1. By integration and change of
variables, we obtain

O du
(W)

that is, P((t)) — P(x9) =t —to, and so F(t) = y(t). It hence remains to justify that
I, = R. Assume by contradiction that one of the extrema of I,, say its infimum to fix ideas,
is finite. Then the restriction of 4 to I, is not maximal, since it can be extended until —oo
by 7. Therefore, the infimum « of I, is not that of I. This implies that lim; ., y(t) =
limy_,, y(t) = 0. However, this is in contradiction to lim;_,, y(t) = v(a) € (0,1). A similar
argument shows that sup I, = 400, thus closing the proof of the uniqueness.

Summarizing, the flow (¢,z) — ¢(t,z) of X is well-defined on R x [0,1) and given by
o(t,z) = Pt + P(z)) for x # 0 and ¢(¢,0) = 0 for every ¢. In particular, the equality

:t_t07

@ aqu
»  X(u)
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which is equivalent to P(f(z)) — P(x) = 1, means that f is the time-1 map of X

3. For every t € R, the time-t map f* = ¢(¢, ) of the flow of X commutes with f. Therefore,
in order to derive 3. from Kopell’'s Lemma [I1], it is enough to prove that f' is a C!
diffeomorphism of [0,1) for each ¢t. The formula for ¢(¢,z) given in the proof of 2. shows
that f*is C* and Df? = %ft on (0,1). We are thus reduced to proving that D f*(z), or
rather log Df'(z), has a limit when x goes to 0, namely tlog Df(0). To do this, it is
enough to restrict to ¢t € [0,1]. For every x > 0,

log Df'(x) = log <%) = log <%) + B(fH(x)) — X(x).

Since ¥ is continuous at 0 and vanishes at this point, what we need to prove is that

AU
igq)log( Al) )-tlng(O).

If Df(0) =1 then, for some u € [z, f*(z)],

'M_I'ZIA’(u)IXIﬁ(w)—xI< max ()] —s |A10)] = 0.

A([L’) A([L’) T y€lx, ft(x)) z—0
If A := Df(0) > 1, then A’(0) = A —1 > 0, so # — A — 1 # 0. This implies
Y—
% ~2—0 @ Thus, we need to prove that log(@) — tlog\. To do this, first
z—

observe that
~ logA

A—1
Thus, given € > 0, we may let 6 > 0 be such that

X(x)

A(z) e®@ ~ (log \) .

1—c¢ < 1 < 1+e¢
(logNu — X(u)  (logM\u

for every u € (0,6]. Assuming that f(z) (and thus x) is in this interval, we obtain

Fi@) 1 _ fi(z) (@)
/ 1-e ’fdug/ du s/ Lre g,
. (logMu . X))~ ),  (logMu

henee I () ! fi(a)
— € T +ée x
| <t < |
log A og( x )_ ~ log A og( T )’
and thus loe ) . loe )
tlog < log fH(z) < tlogA
1+¢ x 1—¢

ft(x))‘

T

Letting £ — 0, this gives the desired limit for log(
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4. Since X is bounded away from zero on [c, f(c)], by item 1. we have that log X} converges
uniformly towards log X on this segment. Now for every k > j € N,

Var( log X}, — log &j; [c, f(c)]) < Var( log(A o f7F) —log(A o f79); e, f(c)]) (10)
+ var( log Df~% —log Df7;]c, f@)).

Concerning the last term,

var(log DJ ™ —log DS 71 e, f(@)) = var( 3 los(Df 0 ;e £(0)])
S var(log(Df " o £7): [e, £(e)

=7

= ivar(log Df 5[ (e), [T ()
< wvar(logDf™; [f_kH(C)‘a F )
var(log Df; [f*(c), f(c)]) —— 0.

Jj—+oo

IN

Concerning the previous term in ([I0),

var(log(A o f7%) —log(A o f7);[c, f(c)]) = [|[Dlog(A o f7%) — Dlog(A o f) || resen

ofk of I
= co(f) HDAx,{ o DAXf J

— 0,
Li([e.f(e)]) J—r+o0

DAof~k
X

since converges uniformly towards % on [¢, f(¢)]. By completeness of BV ([¢, f(c)]),

we get that log X belongs to this space. Observe furthermore that

f(e)
a2 —gs0)

and that (because of the previous estimate with j = 0)

var(log Df ¥ e, f(¢)]) < var(log Df: [f*(c), c]).

DAof~F
Xk

f(e)
Var( log(A o f7%): e, f(C)]) =co(f) /

Therefore, letting £ go to infinity in
var(log A; [¢, f(c)]) < varlog(A o f7%);[e, f(¢)]) + var(log Df ™ [e, f(c)])

and
var(log(A o f7); [, f(e)]) < var(log Xy; [¢, f(c)]) + var(log Df~*; [e, f(c)])
(which both follow from the definition of X}), we get

var(log X'; [¢, f(c)]) <log Df(0) + var(log D f; [0, c])
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and
log Df(0) < var(log X; [c, f(c)]) + var(log D f; [0, c]),

which yield the desired estimate.

5. We now assume f € Diff}**>*([0,1)). Then, by the definition, log &; is locally abso-
lutely continuous on (0,1). Since, for every ¢ > 0, the subspace AC(][c, f(c)]) is closed in
BV ([e, f(c)]), the function log X is also absolutely continuous on [¢, f(c)], and so is X'. One
can then improve the estimate of item 4. as follows: Given k > 0, the functions X}, and D f*

are almost everywhere differentiable, and the following equalities hold almost everywhere on
[0,1):

Dlog X, = D (log(Aof ™) ~log(D ™)) = 53452 D f~(2)~Dlog Df = = co(f) 221"~ Lf

A(fF A
Therefore,
Dlog X; — co( f) 22" — LMo
| o ey = 1 Iese
k—
- [Zeeror
=0 L([e,f(e)])
k—
< ZHL(f Do ST DI e
= Z||L(f_1)||L1([f*"'(0),f*i“(6)])
i=0
k—1
= D ILHly--r10s-01 < ILFllpg;
i=0
and taking the limit when k goes to infinity gives the desired estimate. O

7.2 Mather invariant and the fundamental inequality revisited

Our goal here is to prove Theorem 2.4l Namely, for every f € DifffrbV’A([O, 1),
[var(log DM;) — Voo (f)| < [log Df(0)] + [log Df(1)]- (11)

As mentioned in §2.3 this corresponds to an extension of [7, Theorem B] to the C'*™ setting.
Assume that f(x) > z for x € (0,1) to fix ideas (otherwise, just use (2)) and the fact
that, by definition, the Mather invariant of f~! equals that of f up to a reflexion.) Since f
is the time-1 map of the flow of both X and Y, the maps ¥y = Py and 1y = PJjI satisfy
Yol = fon for T := Ty, the translation by 1. Therefore, for each positive m,n we have,

letting k :=m + n:
My =T o (y) ™ o ff ot o T, (12)
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This yields,

Dix(t —n) Pk _n
DM(0) Dby ()1 f*¥ Ya(t — n)) NG
X(Wx(t —n))

- V(f*bx(t —n)) D fF(Yx(t —n)).

This easily implies that
‘Var(log DMy) — var(log Df*. [f(a), f_"H(a)])‘
is bounded from above by
var(log X; [f " (a), 7" (a)]) + var(log Vi [f™(a), f"(a)]).
By item /4. of Proposition [Z.I], the latter expression is smaller than or equal to
| log Df(0)] + |log Df(1)| + var(log D f; [f~"(a), f~""!(a)]) + var(log D f; [f™(a), [ (a)]).

Letting m = n = N — oo, the last two terms above converge to 0, and Proposition 5.1 of
[7] yields

var(log Df*; [f"(a), 7" (a)]) = var(log D f*"; [f " (a), ¥ (a)]) = Ve (f).  (13)
Putting everything together, we finally obtain
[var(log DMy) — Voo (f)| < [log Df(0)| + | log D f(1)].

Remark 7.2. The proof above has the disadvantage of using a result from [7]. Notice also
that the first proof of (II)) given in [7] for C? diffeomorphisms applies with some minor
adjustments to C'*2 diffeomorphisms, but fails in C'*"" regularity. Below we propose a
direct argument at least for half of the inequality.

From M; = (y)~! o ¢ we obtain

log DMy = (log X —log ) o ¢x.

It readily follows from item 4. in Proposition [.I] (and its analog for )) that My belongs to
Diff["*(R/Z) for f € Diff1**2([0,1]), where o stands for either bv or ac; moreover,

var(log DMy; [0,1]) < var(log X'; ¥x ([0, 1]) + var(log V; ¢¥x ([0, 1])
= var(log X; [a, f(a)]) + var(log V; [a, f(a)])
<|log Df(0)| + var(log Df;[0,a]) + | log Df(1)| + var(log D f;[a, 1]).
Therefore,
var(log DMy) < |log Df(0)| + |log Df(1)| + var(log D f).
Now, since M/ is invariant under conjugacy, this implies

var(log DMy) < |log Df(0)| + |log Df(1)| + i%fvar(log D(hfh™1)),

where the infimum runs over all h € Difffbv([(), 1]). By (@), this infimum is nothing but the
asymptotic variation of f. Thus, the previous inequality becomes

var(log DMy) < [log Df(0)] + [log D f(1)] 4+ Ve (f),

which is one of the inequalities involved in (ITI).
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7.3 The case of piecewise smooth homeomorphisms

Equality (I2) allows thinking of the Mather invariant as a renormalization of the action of
high powers of f. For concreteness, assume again that f(z) > z for all z € (0,1), and
suppose that both m,n are positive. Equality (I2]) then says that, in order to compute My
on [0,1] (which is identified to [a, f(a)] via 1x) we may proceed by going to the translated
point ¢t —n, look for the image under k iterates of f of ¥y (t —n), coming back to the real line
by w;,l, and finally translating by —m. This is nothing but looking at the action of f* from
the interval [f~"(a), f~""(a)] into [f™(a), f™"!(a)], both identified to the unit segment, the
former via 13" and the latter via 1",

There are two applications of this view. The first is that, if we know a priori the vec-
tor fields X and )Y in neighborhoods of the corresponding endpoints, then (I2) explicitly
gives the Mather invariant. This is particularly useful in the case where f is of class C?
and the endpoints are hyperbolic fixed points of f. Indeed, in this situation, the Sternberg-
Yoccoz linearization theorem establishes that the germs of f at these points are C? lineariz-
able. Therefore, up to a C? change of coordinates, we may assume that X(y) = Ay (resp.
Y(z) = u(1 — 2)) in a neighborhood of 0 (resp. 1), where A := log(Df(0)) > 0 (resp.
p = log(Df(1)) < 0). Taking m,n large enough so that the intervals [f~"(a), f~""(a)]
and [f™(a), f™*(a)] lie inside the interior of these domains of linearization, this yields a
particularly simple expression for (I2)).

Another application of this view of the Mather invariant is the extension of its defini-
tion to homeomorphisms that are C'*P" except for finitely many points in the interior and
have nonvanishing left and right derivatives (piecewise C1*PY diffeomorphisms, for short).
Of course, one way to proceed in this case is to allow the vector fields X and ) to have dis-
continuities. Indeed, both A and ) are well defined in neighborhoods of the corresponding
endpoints (because vector fields exist for germs of diffecomorphisms, as easily follows from
Proposition [[T]), and starting from there they can be extended to the whole interval in a
unique way by using the equivariance relations

X(f(x)) = X(x)-Df(x),  V(f(x)) =I(x) - Df(x).

However, equality (I2) is in many cases easier to handle. In particular, it leads to the
fundamental inequality (III) in this broader context, the proof of which follows along the
same lines of the one given above. Notice that both the variation of the logarithm of the
derivative and the asymptotic variation are well defined for piecewise C*'** diffeomorphisms
(at break points, we keep the value of the right derivative).

A particularly relevant example of the previous discussion is the space PLﬁ([O, 1]) of
piecewise-affine homeomorphisms of the interval with no fixed point in the interior. In this
context, the variation of the Mather invariant described above has been considered by many
authors. A nice review of all of this may be found in [15]. In particular, one can find therein
a proof of the fact that M, together with the multipliers D f(0) and D f(1), are a complete
invariant of PL, conjugacy in PL£([0,1]). (These are analogous results to those of Mather
that hold for C? diffeomorphisms.)

There are several other special features of piecewise-affine homeomorphisms in this con-
text. One is that the conjugating maps that realize the asymptotic variation as the in-
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fimum of the total variation of the logarithm of the derivative along the conjugacy class
may be also taken to be piecewise-affine. This immediately follows from the explicit for-
mula (B]) that defines them. In this regard, it would be interesting to further study the
case of piecewise-projective homeomorphisms: can the conjugating maps be taken also being
piecewise-projective 7
Another special feature concerns equality (I3]), namely
Jim var(log D [ (a), " (@)]) = Vacl ).

Indeed, for a large-enough N, the left-hand side expression above obviously stabilizes. More
generally, let f be piecewise C'™® so that it is affine on neighborhoods of both [0, €] and
[1 — e, 1] for a certain € > 0. Let a be a point in the interior of one of these intervals such
that f(z) also lies therein, and let k be a positive integer such that either f¥(a) > 1 — ¢ or

f¥(a) < e, according to whether f moves interior points to the right or to the left. If we
denote by I the interval with endpoints a, f(a), then

Vo (f) zvar(longk;I). (14)

A third special feature concerns the fundamental inequality (II]), which in this case
becomes an exact equality. More precisely, remind that for C? (and, more generally, for
C1+2¢) diffeomorphisms, one always has the strict inequality

var(log DMy) < |log Df(0)| + |log Df(1)] + Vao(f)

whenever the endpoints are hyperbolic fixed points; see [7, Proposition 4.4]. However, for
piecewise-affine homeomorphisms, the left and right-hand-side expressions above become
equal.

Proposition 7.3. For every f € PL,([0,1]) one has
var(log DMy) = |log D f(0 }—i—}long )|+ Voo (f)- (15)

Proof. We assume that f(z) > « for = € (0,1), and we use again (I2)). By differentiation,
this becomes

V([*x(t —n)) - DfF(x(t —n))
(at discontinuity points of the derivative, this equality holds for left and right derivatives).
Let po < p1 < ... < p, be a finite family of points of [a, f(a)] that includes all discontinuity
points of D f* therein, as well as a and f(a). Slightly changing a if necessary, we may ensure
that neither a nor f(a) are among these discontinuity points. Then

var(log DMy) = ZV&I‘( ) + log D f*: [pi_l,pi))
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Notice that log(Df*) has no variation on [p;_1,p;[, since its variation may only arise as
Dirac jumps at the points p;. Moreover, such a point adds |log D f¥(p;) —log D f*(p;)| to the
variation of log DM;. All these terms add up to Vo (f), because of (I4)). Hence,

n—1
var(log DMy) = Zvar(log (yOka)) + Voo (f)
i=1

— var(log (5%): o, f(@)]) + Vael).

Finally, on the interval [a, f(a)], the function X is strictly increasing (equal to Az, with
A = log Df(0) > 0), while Y o f* is strictly decreasing (equal to u(1 — f¥(x)), with u =
log Df(1) < 0). This yields

var(log (327): o, f(@)]) = |los(327)((a)) ~ log(525)(a)]
= |log(e*Xa) — log(Aa) + log(p(1 — f*(a))) — log(e"u(1 — f*(a)))]
= A—U.
Putting everything together, we obtain the announced equality (IT]). O

The last special feature of PL2([0,1]) is the well-known fact that the Mather invariant
can never be (the class of) a rotation (this is closely related to the fact that the centralizer
of an element f in PLﬁ([O, 1]) is a finite extension of the group generated by f, and it is
infinite cyclic). Indeed, this follows from the fundamental equality (I5]), which in its turn
implies that

var(log DM;) > 2 [|log Df (0)] + |log DF(L)]]:

see [15] for an alternative (less quantitative) argument.

Example 7.4. Let f be the piecewise-affine homeomorphisms considered in Example 4.3
from [7]. It can be readily checked that Vi (f) = A — p, while var(log DMy) =2 (X — p).

7.4 A remark concerning the Mather homomorphism

Another remarkable object introduced by Mather is a group homomorphism from the group
of C'* diffeomorphisms of a 1-manifold into R. (The motivation was to prove the non-
simplicity of such a group; see [14]). Although the original construction concerns diffeomor-
phisms of the real line with compact support, it also applies to the circle and the interval.
To be more concrete, given a diffeomorphism f € Diff"™([0,1]), we denote j; the (finite)
signed measure induced by the Riemann-Stieltjes integration with respect to log(Df). (The
fact that log(Df) has bounded variation implies that this integration is well defined.) The
measure ¢ has a unique decomposition

fop = py"+ i

32



(Arc-)connectedness for the space of smooth Z? actions on 1-manifolds

where p4° (resp. p}) is absolutely continuous (resp. totally singular) with respect to the
Lebesgue measure. We then let

1
O (f) == /0 dpss.

It is straighhforward to check that ¢,; defines a continuous group homomorphism from
Diff. ([0, 1]) onto R (see [14] for further details).

Proposition 7.5. If a diffeomorphism f € DifffrbV’A([O, 1]) has parabolic fized points and
its 1mage under the Mather homomorphism ¢y is nonzero, then its Mather invariant My is
nontrivial.

Proof. If My is trivial for f € DifffrbV’A([O, 1]) with parabolic fixed points then, according
to the fundamental inequality (1), one has Vo (f) = 0. By [7], there exists a sequence of
C* diffeomorphisms h,, of [0, 1] such that h, fh,* converges to the identity in the C'*bv
topology. By the continuity of ¢y, this implies that ¢ (h, fh, ') converges to zero. However,
since ¢y is a group homomorphism, for each n we have ¢y (h, fh,') = ¢pr(f). Therefore, if
My is trivial, then ¢y (f) = 0. O

Question 7.6. Is it possible to have ¢y (f) = 0 # ¢ar(g) for two C? diffeomorphisms f and
g that are C'-conjugate ? Compare [7, Theorem D], which establishes the invariance of the
asymptotic variation under C! conjugacy.

8 Appendix II: A remark concerning C' vector fields

The goal here is to give an example of a C'T2¢ diffeomorphism of the interval with an
hyperbolic fixed point which is not C! conjugate to its linear part close to that point.

Let us recall that Sternberg gave in [25] an example of a hyperbolic germ of C* diffeo-
morphism that is not C*! (even bi-Lipschitz) linearizable, namely,

)\ 1
z—etr|l— ,
log(x)

where A < 0. Inspired on this, and following [19, Exercise 4.1.12], let us consider a C' vector
field on [0, 1) that vanishes only at 0 and satisfies on a neighborhood of 0 the equality

X(2) = Az (1 - logl(x)) %

It is easy to see that X is hyperbolic at the origin, with linear part )xxa%. We claim, however,
that X is not C* linearizable.

To show this, we first claim that if f denotes the time-1 map of the flow of X, then for
every x > 0 close enough to the origin, one has

— oy 1 —log(x)
o= (i) 1o
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Indeed, let us fix such an x > 0, and let us denote by h(t) the solution of

dh

1
= (8) = Ah() (1 .

—— |, with A(0) ==
) o
If we put () :=log(h(t)), then we have ¢ = A (1 — é) , and so

NN 1 B t
O =3a=m "=

Since h(0) = z, we have ¢(0) = log(z), hence p~!(log(z)) = 0. Therefore,

1 ¢ s _t log(z) 1 1—t
7 (t)__/l )A(1—s)dS_X_ ) +X1°g<1—1og(x))‘

og(z

Since ! (log(h(t))) = t, this gives

_ log(h(t)) log(z) 1 (1—log(h<t)))

- o1
Tylos 1 —log(x)

! A A A

and so - (h(t)))
— log |

log(h(t)) = At + log(x) — log ( T log(z)

Since h(1) = f(z), we have

1- log(f(x))) ’

R

which proves (I0).

Let us now suppose by contradiction that X is C'* conjugate to its linear part. If it was,
then f would also be C' conjugate to its linear part. However, as we next show, this is not
the case. Indeed, from ([I0), one easily concludes that

M) _ fl@) ) A (=)
e e err eMf(x) T erfFl(x)
1 —log(x) 1—log(f(z)) 1-—log(f*'(x)) 1-—log(z)
1—log(f(z)) 1-—log(f*(z))  1—log(f*(x)) 1 —log(f*(x))

The right-hand-side expression converges to zero as k goes to infinity (since f*(z) converges to
the origin). However, if f was conjugated to x + ez by some bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism
¢ with bi-Lipschitz constant M, then from f*(z) = ¢(e*¢~!(z)) one would obtain a.e. close
to the origin: D f* > e* /M?. By integration, this would yield
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which contradicts the convergence of f*(x)/e*x to zero.

To close this discussion, we claim that f can be explicitly conjugated to its linear part by
a non bi-Lipschitz map. Indeed, letting ® be so that ®(z) := = (1 —log(z)) close to the origin
(and extending it in an equivariant way), equality (I6) may be read as ®(f(z)) = e* ®(x),
which is the announced conjugacy relation. Notice that D®(z) = —log(x). Using this
relation (or by a direct analysis), a straightforward computation shows that f is of class
C'*rac Tt is worth to stress that f is not of class C'*® for any a > 0, because the Sternberg-
Yoccoz linearization theorem still holds in this setting [13].
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