
FIXED POINTS OF KOCH’S MAPS

VAN TU LE

Abstract. We study endomorphisms constructed by Sarah Koch in [Koc13]
and we focus on the eigenvalues of the differential of such maps at its fixed
points. In [Koc13], to each post-critically finite unicritical polynomial, Koch
associated a post-critically algebraic endomorphism of CPk. Koch showed that
the eigenvalues of the differentials of such maps along periodic cycles outside
the post-critical sets have modulus strictly greater than 1. In this article, we
show that the eigenvalues of the differentials at fixed points are either 0 or have
modulus strictly greater than 1. This confirms a conjecture proposed by the
author in his thesis. We also provide a concrete description of such values in
terms of the multiplier of a unicritical polynomial.

1. Introduction

Let M be either Cn or CPn and f : M → M be a holomorphic endomorphism.
Denote by f ◦m = f ◦ f ◦ . . . ◦ f the m-th composition of f . A point z ∈ M is
called a preperiodic point of preperiod k and of period m if f ◦(k+m)(z) = f ◦k(z)
and k,m are the smallest integers satisfying such a property. A preperiodic point
of preperiod 0 is called a periodic point. A periodic point of period 1 is called
a fixed point. Given a periodic point z of period m, a value λ ∈ C is called an
eigenvalue of f along the orbit of z (or at the fixed point z) if λ is an eigenvalue of
the differential Dzf

◦m : TzM → TzM .
A point z ∈M is called a critical point if the differential Dzf : TzM → Tf(z)M is

not invertible. The set C(f) containing all critical points of f is called the critical
set of f . The set

PC(f) :=
⋃
j≥1

f ◦j(C(f))

is called the post-critical set of f . The endomorphism f is called post-critically
algebraic if PC(f) is an algebraic set of codimension one in M . When dimM = 1,
post-critically algebraic rational maps are called post-critically finite rational maps.

The family of post-critically finite rational maps is one of the most important
families of maps in the theory of one dimensional complex dynamics. In higher
dimension, post-critically algebraic endomorphisms are interesting family of maps
since many results, which are well-known for post-critically finite rational maps,
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2 VAN TU LE

remain unknown. We refer to [Ron08],[Ast20],[IRS19],[GV19], [Ji20], [Le20b] for
some recent studies about post-critically algebraic endomorphisms. In this article,
we focus on the following conjecture proposed by the author in his thesis [Le20a].

Conjecture 1. Let f be a post-critically algebraic endomorphism of CPn, n ≥ 2
of degree d ≥ 2 and λ be an eigenvalue of f along a periodic cycle. Then either
λ = 0 or |λ| > 1.

The conjecture has been verified by the author in the case n = 2 and in the
case in any dimension with the periodic cycles outside the post-critical set. In
this article, we shall verify the conjecture for the family of post-critically algebraic
endomorphisms associated to unicritical polynomials constructed by Sarah Koch
in [Koc13], or Koch maps for short.

We shall now describe the family of Koch maps we want to study and we refer
to [Koc13] for the original construction. Throughout this article, we fix

d ∈ N, d ≥ 2 and βd = 1, β 6= 1.

The maps {Gk,m : Ck+m−1 → Ck+m−1 | (k,m) ∈ N × N∗} constructed by Sarah
Koch are of the following forms (see [Koc13, Proposition 6.1 - 6.2]),

• if k = 0,

G0,m :


x1
x2
...

xm−1

 7→


−xdm−1
xd1 − xdm−1

...
xdm−2 − xdm−1

 ,

• if k 6= 0,

Gk,m :


x1
x2
...

xk+m−1

 7→


(
−βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1

)d(
x1 − βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1

)d
...(

xk+m−2 − βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1

)d

 .

The map Gk,m induces a holomorphic endomorphism of CPk+m−2 which is closely
related to maps on moduli spaces used in Thurston’s topological characterization
of rational maps. We refer to [Koc13],[Koc08],[DH93] for further discussion. In
[Koc13], Koch showed that Gk,m is post-critically algebraic. It is natural to ask
whether Conjecture 1 is true for Gk,m. The eigenvalues of Koch maps along a
periodic cycle outside the post-critical set are well understood. It is a consequence
of its construction that those values has modulus strictly bigger than 1.

Theorem 1 (Corollary 7.2 [Koc13] ). Let µ be an eigenvalue of Gk,m along a
periodic cycle outside the post-critical set. Then |µ| > 1.
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We refer also to [BEK20] for a further discussion about the arithmetics of such
values. In [Koc13], Koch asked whether we have the same conclusion for eigenval-
ues along a cycle inside the post-critical set. In this article, we answer this question
in the positive (and hence verify Conjecture 1) for the case when the cycle is a
fixed point.

Theorem A. Let µ be an eigenvalue of a map Gk,m at a fixed point. Then, either
µ = 0 or |µ| > 1.

In fact, we can have even better understanding about the values of such eigen-
values. Thanks to Theorem 1, we only need to study the eigenvalues at a fixed
point inside the post-critical set of Gk,m. However, the original construction does
not provide much information about fixed points inside post-critical set. In order
to explain our result, let us take a closer look at Gk,m.

Let (k,m) ∈ N× N∗. To a point z ∈ Ck+m−1, we can associate a polynomial Pz
of the following form

Pz(t) =


td − zdm−1 if k = 0(
t− βzk+m−1−zk−1

β−1

)d
if k 6= 0.

If z is a fixed point of Gk,m, then for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k+m− 1, zi = P ◦iz (0). Moreover,
Pz is post-critically finite. Indeed,

• if k = 0 then Pz(zm−1) = 0,
• if k 6= 0 then

Pz(zk+m−1) =
(
zk+m−1 − βzk+m−1−zk−1

β−1

)d
=
(
−zk+m−1+zk−1

β−1

)d
=

(
βzk−1−βzk+m−1

β−1

)d
= Pz(zk−1)

We shall call Pz the polynomial associated to z since Pz plays an important role
in the study of the eigenvalues of Gk,m at a fixed point z. More precisely, our
main result, which completes the description of eigenvalues of Koch maps at fixed
points, is the following.

Theorem A’. Let µ be an eigenvalue of a map Gk,m at a fixed point z =
(z1, . . . , zk+m−1). Let Pz be the polynomial associated to z and z1 is preperiodic
of preperiod k′ and of period m′ to a cycle of multiplier λ under Pz.

Only one of the following cases happens:
(1) µ = 0.
(2) µ is an eigenvalue of a map Gk′,m′ at a fixed point outside the post-critical

set PC(Gk′,m′).
(3) We have

µm = λ
m
m′ , µm

′ 6= λ.
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We can see that Theorem A is a direct consequence of Theorem A’. Indeed, if
Case 1 or Case 2 happens, Theorem A follows from Theorem 1. If Case 3 happens,
since the polynomial Pz is a post-critically finite polynomial, Theorem A follows
from the equation µm = λ

m
m′ and the fact that a non-vanishing multiplier of a

post-critically finite polynomial has modulus strictly bigger than 1 (see [Mil11,
Corollary 14.5])

Let us explain briefly our approach. Instead of using the original construction
of Gk,m, we introduce

- a partial order � on N× N∗,
- a dynamically equivalent family of maps, that we denote by

{Fk,m : Mk,m →Mk,m, (k,m) ∈ N× N∗},
where Mk,m is a subspace of the vector spaces of complex sequences CN∗ .

More precisely, with the convention x0 := 0, the space Mk,m is defined as

Mk,m = {x = (xi)i≥1 | ∀ i ≥ k + 1, xi = xi+m and βxk+m − xk = 0}
and the map Fk,m : Mk,m →Mk,m is defined as

Fk,m(x) = y ⇔
{
βyk+m − yk = 0
yi = xdi−1 + y1 for all i ≥ 2.

The construction shall be presented in details in Section 2. For each (k,m) ∈
N × N∗, the maps Fk,m and Gk,m are conjugate. Thus, to prove Theorem A’, we
need to study an eigenvalue µ of Fk,m at a fixed point z ∈Mk,m. The full statement
of what we can prove is Theorem B’. Briefly, to each fixed point z in Mk,m, we
associate a pair of integers (k′,m′) and a post-critically finite polynomial Pz whose
critical value is preperiodic of preperiod k′ to a cycle of period m′. The associated
polynomial Pz for a z = (zi)i≥1 ∈ Mk,m is simply Pz(t) = td + z1. The partial
order characterizes the following property of the family {Fk,m}:

(k′,m′) � (k,m)⇔
{
Mk′,m′ ⊆Mk,m,

Fk,m|Mk′,m′
= Fk′,m′ .

Moreover, we shall show that z /∈ PC(Fk′,m′). Thus, if (k′,m′) = (k,m), our fixed
point z is outside the post-critical set PC(Fk,m) and we are in Case 2.

If (k′,m′) 6= (k,m), then Mk′,m′ is a proper subset of Mk,m which is invariant
under Fk,m and the restriction of Fk,m toMk′,m′ is exactly Fk′,m′ . If µ has associated
eigenvectors tangent to Mk′,m′ , since z /∈ PC(Fk′,m′), we are again in the Case 2.
Otherwise, µ is the eigenvalue of the transpose DzF

∗
k,m of the derivative DzFk,m

acting on the annihilator M0
k′,m′ = {ω ∈ M∗k,m | ω|Mk′,m′

= 0}. In such a case,
either µ = 0 or we will show that M0

k′,m′ has a set of generators on which DzF
∗
k,m

acts cyclically and we obtain Case 3 by solving a linear algebra problem.

Acknowledgement: This article is the improvement of Chapter 2 of the au-
thor’s thesis [Le20a]. The author is grateful to his supervisors Xavier Buff and
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2. An alternative construction of Koch maps

2.1. Construction of Fk,m and Mk,m. Recall that in this article, we fix

d ∈ N, d ≥ 2 and βd = 1, β 6= 1

Let (k,m) ∈ N×N∗ and denote by E = CN∗ the vector space of complex sequences
x = (xi)i≥1. Set 0 := (0, 0, . . .). Let L ⊂ E be the one-dimensional subspace
consisting of constant sequences,

L = {x ∈ E | ∀i, j ≥ 1, xi = xj},
and Hk,m ⊂ E be the hyperspace of E defined by

Hk,m := {x ∈ E | βxk+m − xk = 0}.
with the convention x0 := 0. In particular, when k = 0,

H0,m = {x ∈ E | xm = 0}.

Lemma 2.1. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗, we have E = Hk,m ⊕ L.

Proof. On the one hand, given x ∈ E, define y ∈ E by

yi := xi − κ with κ =

{
xm if k = 0
βxk+m−xk

β−1 if k ≥ 1
.

Then βyk+m − yk = 0 hence y ∈ Hk,m. Note that x− y ∈ L hence

E = Hk,m + L.

On the other hand, assume x ∈ Hk,m∩L. Then βxk+m−xk = 0 and xk+m = xk.
Since β 6= 1, we have xk = xk+m = 0. Moreover, x is a constant sequence. Thus,
x vanishes identically; that is

Hk,m ∩ L = {0}. �

Denote by
πk,m : E→ E

the projection to Hk,m parallel to L. In particular, πk,m(E) = Hk,m. Consider the
map Q : E→ E defined by

Q(x) = y with y1 := 0 and yi = xdi−1, i ≥ 1.
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Definition 2.2. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗, the map Fk,m := E→ E is defined as

Fk,m := πk,m ◦ Q.

We shall now study some important properties of Fk,m.

2.1.1. Properties of Fk,m.

Lemma 2.3. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗, for every x,y ∈ E, we have

Fk,m(x) = y ⇔
{
βyk+m − yk = 0
yi = xdi−1 + y1 for all i ≥ 2.

In particular, with the convention x0 := 0, we have

y1 =

{
−xdm−1 if k = 0,

−βxdk+m−1−x
d
k−1

β−1 if k ≥ 1.

Proof. Assume x ∈ E and y = πk,m(Q(x)) = Fk,m(x). On the one hand, y ∈
πk,m(E) = Hk,m, i.e.

βyk+m − yk = 0.

On the other hand, set z = Q(x), i.e. z1 = 0 and zi = xdi−1 for all i ≥ 1. Then
since y = πk,m(z), for all i ≥ 1,

yi = zi − κ with κ :=

{
zm if k = 0
βzk+m−zk

β−1 if k ≥ 1
.

In particular,

y1 = z1 − κ = −κ =

{
−xdm−1 if k = 0,

−βxdk+m−1−x
d
k−1

β−1 if k ≥ 1.

whence for all i ≥ 2, yi = zi + y1, i.e.

yi = xdi−1 + y1.

Conversely, assume x,y ∈ E such that βyk+m − yk = 0 and for all i ≥ 2,
yi = xdi−1 + y1. In particular, y ∈ Hk,m. Set z = y − Q(x). Then for all i ≥ 2,

zi = yi − xdi−1 = y1

Moreover, z1 = xd0 + y1 = y1. Hence z ∈ L. In other words,

y = πk,m(Q(x)) = Fk,m(x). �

Although Fk,m is defined on a vector space of infinite dimension, we will now see
that the dynamics of Fk,m is captured entirely by some finite dimensional vector
space. Given a sequence x ∈ E, x is preperiodic of preperiod k to a cycle of period
m if for all i ≥ k + 1, xi = xi+m and k,m are the smallest integers satisfying such
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a property. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗, let Pk,m ⊂ E be the subspace of preperiodic
sequences of preperiod at most k to a cycle of period dividing m, i.e.

Pk,m := {x ∈ E | xi+m = xi for i ≥ k + 1}.

Since sequences in Pk,m are uniquely determined by the first k + m entries, the
vector space Pk,m has finite dimension k +m.

Definition 2.4. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗, define

Mk,m := Pk,m ∩Hk,m.

Note that the constant sequence (1, 1, . . .) is in Pk,m \Hk,m and that Hk,m has
codimension one in E. Hence, Mk,m is a vector space of dimension k+m− 1. The
following two lemmas show the importance of Mk,m to the dynamics of Fk,m.

Lemma 2.5. We have Fk,m(Mk,m) = Mk,m and Fk,m : Mk,m → Mk,m is a nonde-
generate homogeneous map of degree d.

Proof. Let us first prove that Q(Mk,m) ⊆ Pk,m. Assume x ∈ Mk,m. Since x ∈
Pk,m ∩Hk,m, x has preperiod k and period dividing m and βxk+m − xm = 0. In
particular, since βd = 1, we have xdk+m = xdm. Consequently, setting y := Q(x),{

yk+1 = xdk + y1 = xdk+m + y1 = yk+m+1

yi = xdi−1 + y1 = xdm+i−1 + y1 = yi+m for all i ≥ k + 2.

Thus Q(x) ∈ Pk,m.
Since πk,m(Pk,m) ⊂ Pk,m, Fk,m(Mk,m) ⊂ Pk,m. Since Fk,m(E) ⊂ Hk,m,

Fk,m(Mk,m) ⊂ Pk,m ∩Hk,m = Mk,m.

Clearly, the map Q is homogeneous of degree d and the map πk,m is homogeneous
of degree 1, thus Fk,m is homogeneous of degree d.

Let us now prove that Fk,m is nondegenerate, i.e. F−1k,m(0) = {0}. Assume
x ∈Mk,m and

πk,m ◦ Q(x) = Fk,m(x) = 0.

Then y := Q(x) ∈ Ker(πk,m) = L. By definition of Q, y1 = 0. Since y ∈ L, y is a
constant sequence thus y = 0. This implies that xi = 0 for all i ≥ 1, i.e. x = 0.

Since Mk,m has finite dimension and Fk,m : Mk,m → Mk,m is homogeneous and
nondegenerate, Fk,m is surjective, i.e. Fk,m(Mk,m) = Mk,m. �

Lemma 2.6. We have that
⋂
n≥1

F ◦nk,m(E) = Mk,m.

Proof. According to the previous lemma, Fk,m(Mk,m) = Mk,m. Thus,

Mk,m ⊆
⋂
n≥1

F ◦nk,m(E).
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Conversely, it is enough to prove that

(2.1)
⋂
n≥2

F ◦nk,m(E) ⊂ Pk,m.

Indeed, since Fk,m(E) ⊂ Hk,m and Mk,m = Hk,m∩Pk,m, the inclusion (2.1) implies
that

Fk,m(E) ∩
⋂
n≥2

F ◦nk,m(E) ⊆ Hk,m ∩ Pk,m,

and hence ⋂
n≥1

F ◦nk,m(E) ⊆Mk,m ⊆
⋂
n≥1

F ◦nk,m(E).

To prove (2.1), we show the following claim: for all n ≥ 2, if y ∈ F ◦nk,m(E), then
yi+m = yi for all i ∈ {k + 1, . . . , k + n− 1}.

Let us prove this claim by induction in n. If n = 2, assume y ∈ F ◦2k,m(E), i.e.
y = F ◦2k,m(x) for some x ∈ E. Setting z = Fk,m(x), according to Lemma 2.3, we
have βzk+m− zk = 0. Thus, since y = Fk,m(z) and since βd = 1, also according to
Lemma 2.3, we have

yk+1+m = zdk+m + y1 = zdk + y1 = yk+1,

i.e. the claim is true for n = 2.
Assume that it holds for some n > 2. Assume y ∈ F ◦(n+1)

k,m (E), i.e. y = Fk,m(x)
with x ∈ F ◦nk,m(E). The induction hypothesis implies that

xi+m−1 = xi−1 for all i ∈ {k + 2, . . . , k + n},

so that
yi+m = yi for all i ∈ {k + 2, . . . , k + n}.

In addition, since x ∈ Hk,m, βxk+m = xk, so that yk+m+1 = yk+1. Thus the claim
is true for n+ 1. �

2.2. The main result about Fk,m. Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6 allow us to re-
strict our study to the dynamics of Fk,m on Mk,m. With a slight abuse of notations,
from now on, we shall denote by Fk,m the restriction of Fk,m : E→ E to Mk,m. The
following result sums up the properties of Fk,m : Mk,m →Mk,m which are important
for us.

Theorem B’. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗ and let z ∈Mk,m \ {0} be a fixed point of
the map Fk,m : Mk,m → Mk,m. Let k′ be the preperiod of the sequence z and m′
be its period. Then,

(1) the polynomial P (t) = td + z1 ∈ C[t] is post-critically finite and we have
z = (P ◦j(0))j≥1; in particular, the critical value z1 of P is preperiodic of
preperiod k′ to a cycle of period m′ of multiplier λ,
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(2) there exists a partial order � on N× N∗ such that (k′,m′) � (k,m) if and
only if Mk′,m′ ⊆ Mk,m is a Fk,m-invariant subspace and the restriction of
Fk,m to Mk′,m′ is Fk′,m′ ,

(3) if k + m − 1 ≥ 2, Fk,m : Mk,m → Mk,m and Gk,m : Ck+m−1 → Ck+m−1 are
holomorphically conjugate,

(4) SpecDzFk′,m′ ⊂ C \ D,
(5) If (k,m) 6= (k′,m′),

Spec (DzFk,m)∗ |(Mk′,m′ )
0 =

{
{0} if k′ = 0
{µ | µm = λ

m
m′ , µm

′ 6= λ} if k′ 6= 0
.

where M0
k′,m′ = {ω ∈ M∗k,m | ω|Mk′,m′

≡ 0} is the annihilator of Mk′,m′ in
Mk,m

In particular, we shall see that Theorem A’ is a direct consequence of Theorem
B’. The rest of this article is devoted to the proof of Theorem B’. Item 1 is proved
in Proposition 4.4. The partial order � will be introduced in Definition 3.2 and
item 2 will be proved in Proposition 3.3. Item 3 is proved in Lemma 3.1. Item 4 is
due to Koch, and we recall its proof in Proposition 4.9 for the sake of completeness.
Our main contribution is the proof of item 5 which will be proved in Proposition
4.12. Finally, we prove Theorem A’ by using Theorem B’.

3. Dynamics of Fk,m

3.1. Fk,m is conjugate to Gk,m. The following lemma assures that the class of
maps Fk,m for (k,m) ∈ N×N∗ is a good alternative when one wants to study Gk,m.

Lemma 3.1. Let (k,m) ∈ N×N∗ be such that k+m− 1 ≥ 2, the maps Fk,m and
Gk,m are holomorphically conjugate.

Proof. Recall that when k = 0,m ≥ 3, we have

G0,m :


x1
x2
...

xm−1

 7→


−xdm−1
xd1 − xdm−1

...
xdm−2 − xdm−1

 .

and when k ≥ 1,m ≥ 2, we have

Gk,m :


x1
x2
...

xk+m−1

 7→


(
−βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1

)d(
x1 − βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1

)d
...(

xk+m−2 − βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1

)d


.
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Let ik,m : Mk,m → Ck+m−1, ik,m(x) = (x1, . . . , xk+m−1) and set

F̃k,m = ik,m ◦ Fk,m ◦ i−1k,m.
Then we have when k = 0,

F̃0,m :


x1
x2
...

xm−1

 7→


−xdm−1
xd1 − xdm−1

...
xdm−2 − xdm−1

 .

and when k ≥ 1,

F̃k,m :


x1
x2
...

xk+m−1

 7→


−βxdk+m−1−x
d
k−1

β−1

xd1 −
βxdk+m−1−x

d
k−1

β−1
...

xdk+m−2 −
βxdk+m−1−x

d
k−1

β−1

 .

It is enough to show that Gk,m and F̃k,m are conjugate. Indeed, let τ : Ck+m−1 →
Ck+m−1 be a linear map of the following form

τ


x1
x2
...

xk+m−1

 7→


τ1
x1 + τ1

...
xk+m−2 + τ1

 with τ1 =

{
−xm−1 when k = 0

−βxk+m−1−xk−1

β−1 when k ≥ 1

and set
d(x1, . . . , xk+m−1) = (xd1, . . . , x

d
k+m−1)

then Gk,m = d ◦ τ, F̃k,m = τ ◦ d. Thus,

τ ◦Gk,m = F̃k,m ◦ τ

Note that τ is an isomorphism, whence Gk,m and F̃k,m are conjugate.
�

3.2. Comparing Fk,m by a partial order �. Our initial expectation was that
for arbitrary pairs (k1,m1) and (k2,m2) in N×N∗, the maps Fk1,m1 and Fk2,m2 would
agree on the intersection Mk1,m1 ∩Mk2,m2 . However this is not true as shown in
the following example. Consider the case d = 2 and β = −1, the sequence

x := {2, 0, 0, . . . , 0, . . .}
Then x ∈M2,1 ∩M3,1 and

Q(x) = {0, 4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, . . .}
However,

F2,1(x) = {−2, 2,−2,−2,−2,−2, . . .} and F3,1(x) = {0, 4, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, . . .}.
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We will now see that if some order (k′,m′) � (k,m) is satisfied, with the fixed d
and β, we have Mk′,m′ ⊆Mk,m and Fk′,m′ is the restriction of Fk,m to Mk′,m′ .

Definition 3.2. Let � be the partial order on N× N∗ defined by

(k′,m′) � (k,m)⇔
{
m′ divides m,
either k′ = k or (k′ = 0 and m′ divides k).

The strict order ≺ is defined by

(k′,m′) ≺ (k,m)⇔ (k′,m′) � (k,m) and (k′,m′) 6= (k,m).

Proposition 3.3. For two pairs of integers (k,m), (k′,m′) ∈ N×N∗, we have that

(k′,m′) � (k,m)⇔Mk′,m′ ⊆Mk,m

Moreover, if Mk′,m′ ⊆Mk,m then Fk,m|Mk′,m′
= Fk′,m′ .

Proof. We first prove that

(k,m) � (k′,m′)⇔Mk′,m′ ⊆Mk,m.

Assume that (k′,m′) � (k,m). We shall prove that Mk′,m′ ⊆ Mk,m. Assume
x ∈ Mk′,m′ . Then x is preperiodic of period less than k′ to a cycle of period
dividing m′. Since k′ ≤ k and m′ | m, we deduce that x ∈ Pk,m. We need to show
that βxk+m − xk = 0. Indeed,

• if k′ = k, since m′ | m and x ∈ Mk′,m′ , we have xk+m = xk′+m′ . Thus
βxk+m − xk = βxk′+m′ − xk′ = 0,
• if k′ = 0, in that case m′ | k and x is periodic of period m′. Thus xk+m =
xk = 0.

Let us now assume that Mk′,m′ ⊆Mk,m. We claim that (k′,m′) � (k,m). Indeed,
• either k′ = 0; in this case, consider x ∈ M0,m′ given by xi = 0 if m′ | i
and 1 otherwise. Since x ∈ Mk,m, βxk+m − xk = 0 with β 6= 1. Then
necessarily, xk+m = xk = 0 thus m′ divides k and m.
• or k′ ≥ 1; in this case, consider x ∈Mk′,m′ given by xk′ = β, xk′+jm′ = 1 for
j ≥ 1 and xi = 2 otherwise. If βxk+m− xk = 0 then xk = β and xk+m = 1.
Hence k = k′ and m′ | m.

We assume now Mk′,m′ ⊆ Mk,m, or equivalently, (k′,m′) � (k,m). Let us
prove that the restriction of Fk,m to Mk′,m′ is Fk′,m′ . Assume x ∈ Mk′,m′ . Set
y = Fk′,m′(x) and z = Fk,m(x). According to Lemma 2.3, for all i ≥ 2, yi =
xdi−1 + y1, zi = xdi−1 + z1 where

y1 =

{
−xdm′−1 if k′ = 0

−
βxd

k′+m′−1
−xd

k′−1

β−1 if k′ ≥ 1
and z1 =

{
−xdm−1 if k = 0

−
βxdk+m−1−x

d
k′−1

β−1 if k ≥ 1.

It is enough to prove that y1 = z1.
• Case k′ = 0. In that case, k and m are multiples of m′. If k = 0 then

y1 = −xdm′−1 = −xdm−1 = z1.
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If k 6= 0, xk+m−1 = xk−1 = xm′−1 hence

y1 = −xdm′−1 = −
βxdk+m−1 − xdk−1

β − 1
= z1.

• Case k′ 6= 0. In that case, k′ = k and m is a multiple of m′. Then

xk+m−1 =

{
1
β
xk′+m′−1 if m′ − 1 = 0 and m− 1 ≥ 1

xk′+m′−1 otherwise.
1 Then

y1 = −
βxdk′+m′−1 − xdk′−1

β − 1
= −

βxdk+m−1 − xdk−1
β − 1

= z1. �

3.3. The post-critical set of Fk,m. In this section, we fix a pair of integers
(k,m) ∈ N× N∗. Recall that

C(Fk,m) := the critical set of Fk,m : Mk,m →Mk,m,

CV (Fk,m) := the critical value set of Fk,m : Mk,m →Mk,m

and
PC(Fk,m) := the post-critical set of Fk,m : Mk,m →Mk,m.

Lemma 3.4. We have that C(Fk,m) = {x ∈Mk,m | xi = 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k +m− 1}

Proof. Recall that Fk,m = πk,m ◦ Q. Differentiating both sides, we see that for any
x ∈Mk,m and for any v ∈ TxE = E,

DxFk,m(v) = πk,m ◦DxQ(v) = πk,m(0, dxd−11 v1, dx
d−1
2 v2, . . .)

On the one hand, assume x ∈ C(Fk,m). Then there exists v ∈ TxMk,m \ {0} such
that xd−1i vi = 0 for all i ≥ 1. Observe that there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , k + m − 1}
such that vi 6= 0 whence xi = 0. Indeed otherwise, vk+m = 1

β
vk = 0 and by

preperiodicity, vi = 0 for all i ≥ 1.
On the other hand, given x ∈ E, define v ∈ E by

vj =

 β if xj = 0 and j = k
1 if xj = 0 and j 6= k
0 if xj 6= 0

Then xd−1j vj = 0 for all j ≥ 1 so that DxFk,m(v) = 0. Moreover, if x ∈Mk,m then
v ∈ Mk,m. Finally, if there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , k + m − 1} such that xi = 0 then
v 6= 0 whence x ∈ C(Fk,m). �

Definition 3.5. Denote by
∆k,m = {x ∈Mk,m | there exists 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k +m such that xi = xj}

The set ∆k,m consists of
(
k+m
2

)
hyperplanes.

1Note that if m′ = 1, x ∈ Mk′,m′ implies that for all i ≥ 1, xk′+i = xk′+1. In particular, with
k = k′, xk+m−1 = xk′+1 = 1

βxk′
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Proposition 3.6. We have that CV (Fk,m) ⊆ ∆k,m and Fk,m(∆k,m) ⊆ ∆k,m. Con-
sequently, PC(Fk,m) ⊆ ∆k,m.

Proof. Let x ∈ C(Fk,m) and set y = Fk,m(x). Then by Lemma 3.4, there exists
i ∈ {1, . . . , k +m− 1} such that xi = 0. By Lemma 2.3, we have

yi+1 = xdi + y1 = y1

Thus y ∈ ∆k,m, whence CV (Fk,m) ⊆ ∆k,m.
Now we prove that ∆k,m is invariant under Fk,m. Assume x ∈ ∆k,m and set

y = Fk,m(x). Then there exist 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k + m such that xi = xj. By Lemma
2.3, for every l ≥ 2, yl = xdl−1 + y1. Note that since x ∈ Mk,m, βxk+m − xk = 0
with the convention x0 := 0.

• If j ≤ k +m− 1, we have yi+1 = xdi + y1 = xdj + y1 = yj+1.
• If j = k +m, then

– either i = k so that xk = xi = xj = xk+m; since βxk+m − xk = 0 and
β 6= 1, xk = 0 whence x ∈ C(Fk,m) and y ∈ ∆k,m;

– or i 6= k so that i+ 1 6= k + 1; since xk = βxk+m = βxi, we have

yi+1 = xdi + y1 = xdk + y1 = yk+1.

Hence, in any case, we have y ∈ ∆k,m, i.e. Fk,m(∆k,m) ⊂ ∆k,m and the lemma is
proved. �

4. Fixed points of Koch maps

In this section, we shall study the eigenvalues of the derivative of Fk,m at its
fixed points and we will prove Theorem B’. Then, we deduce Theorem A’ by using
Theorem B’.

4.1. Relation with post-critically finite polynomials. There is a close con-
nection between fixed points Fk,m and post-critically finite polynomials. More
precisely, we will consider monic centered unicritical polynomials of degree d ≥ 2,

P (t) = td + c ∈ C[t], c ∈ C

The critical orbit of such a polynomial is the sequence cP ∈ E defined by

cP = (ci)i≥1 ∈ E where ci = P ◦i(0).

Since the preperiod and the period of a preperiodic sequence will be extensively
discussed in this chapter, we introduce the following notions.

Definition 4.1. Given integers k ≥ 0,m ≥ 1, a sequence x ∈ E is called prepe-
riodic of type (k,m) if for every i ≥ k + 1, xi+m = xi, preperiodic of exact type
(k,m) if, additionally, k and m are the smallest integers satisfying such conditions.

For a sequence of exact type (k,m), the pair (k,m) consists of the preperiod k
and the period m. The vector space Pk,m is the space of preperiodic sequences of
type (k,m).
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Definition 4.2. A degree d polynomial of (exact) type (k,m) is a monic centered
unicritical polynomial P of degree d ≥ 2 whose critical orbit cP is of (exact) type
(k,m).

In other words, a polynomial is of type (k,m) if and only if its critical orbit
belongs to Pk,m. Note that a polynomial of type (k,m) is post-critically finite.

Remark 4.3. Let P be a polynomial of type (k,m) of degree d. If k = 0, then the
critical value c of P is a periodic point of period dividing m, i.e. P ◦m(c) = c. In
other words, P ◦(m−1)(c) ∈ P−1(c). However, since P is a unicritical polynomial,
P−1(c) consists of exactly one point which is the critical point of P . This means
that P ◦(m−1)(c) is in fact the critical point of P . This is the case if and only if the
critical point of P is also a periodic point of type (0,m).

Proposition 4.4. Given (k,m) ∈ N× N∗. Let z ∈Mk,m be a fixed point of Fk,m.
Set P (t) = td + z1. Then z = cP and P is of exact type (k′,m′). Moreover,
(k′,m′) � (k,m).

Proof. First, let us prove that P is of type (k,m). According to Lemma 2.3, for
every i ≥ 2, we have that zi = zdi−1 + z1 hence

zi = P (zi−1).

In other words, z is the sequence of iterates of z1 under P . Recall that by Lemma
2.6, Mk,m contains every fixed point of Fk,m hence z ∈ Mk,m ⊂ Pk,m. Therefore,
z = cP and the polynomial P is a polynomial of type (k,m).

Second, let (k′,m′) be the exact type of P . We prove that (k′,m′) � (k,m), i.e.{
m′ | m
either k′ = k or (k′ = 0 and m′ | k)

Since (k′,m′) is the exact type of the orbit of z1, k′ ≤ k and m′ | m. If k′ = k,
we are done. If k′ 6= k, we need to prove that k′ = 0 and m′ | k. Since (k′,m′)
is the exact type of z, we have z ∈ Pk′,m′ . Thus, k′ + 1 ≤ k and m′ | m; and
since z ∈ Pk′,m′ , this implies that zk+m = zk. Moreover, z ∈ Mk,m implies that
βzk+m − zk = 0. Therefore, P ◦k(0) = zk = 0. In other words, 0 is a periodic point
of P , i.e. k′ = 0, and the period of 0 is m′. Moreover, P ◦k(0) = 0 also implies that
k is a multiple of m′. Thus, we can conclude that (k′,m′) � (k,m). �

Remark 4.5. The converse statement of Proposition 4.4 is true under some assump-
tions on the choice of the root of unity β. More precisely, given a post-critically
finite unicritical polynomial P (t) = td + z1 of type (k,m), there exists a d-th root
of unity β′ 6= 1 such that the critical orbit cP of P is a fixed point of Fk,m.

The partial order � enables us to study the relative positions of the fixed points
of Fk,m and ∆k,m.

Lemma 4.6. Let z be a fixed point of Fk,m and let (k′,m′) be the exact type of z.
Then, z ∈ ∆k,m if and only if (k′,m′) ≺ (k,m).
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Proof. Assume z ∈ ∆k,m, i.e. there exists 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k + m such that zi = zj.
In particular, z is a preperiodic sequence of preperiod at most i− 1 and of period
dividing j − i. Whence, since (k′,m′) is the exact type of z, we have k′ ≤ i − 1
and m′ divides j − i.

• If i ≤ k then k′ ≤ i− 1 < k.
• If i ≥ k + 1 then j − i ≤ k + m − (k + 1) < m. Since m′ | j − i, we have
m′ < m.

In both cases, we have (k′,m′) 6= (k,m). Note that, according to Proposition 4.4,
(k′,m) � (k,m). Hence (k′,m′) ≺ (k,m).

Conversely, assume (k′,m′) ≺ (k,m). In particular, k′ ≤ k, m′ ≤ m and
(k′,m′) 6= (k,m). Note that z is of exact type (k′,m′). Hence,

zk′+1 = zk′+m′+1.

If k′ 6= k then k′ < k. Whence k′+1 and k′+m′+1 are integers in {1, . . . , k+m}.
If k′ = k then m′ < m. In this case, k + 1, k + m′ + 1 are also in {1, . . . , k + m}.
Therefore, in both cases, we deduce by that z ∈ ∆k,m. �

4.2. Eigenvalues of moduli maps at fixed points. In order to study the eigen-
values of the derivative of moduli maps at one of its fixed point, we will in fact study
its transpose. Note that when k +m = 1, Mk,m = {0} and Fk,m is trivial. Let us
fix (k,m) ∈ N×N∗ such that k+m ≥ 2. Assume that z ∈Mk,m is a fixed point of
Fk,m. We will describe the transpose of the derivative DzFk,m : TzMk,m → TzMk,m.
Since Mk,m is a vector space, there is a canonical identification of TzMk,m with
Mk,m, the derivative DzFk,m : TzMk,m → TzMk,m identifies with a linear map

L : Mk,m →Mk,m,

and the transpose identifies with the pull-back map of L

L∗ : M∗k,m →M∗k,m.

4.2.1. The dual space M∗k,m. For i ≥ 1, let ωi ∈ M∗k,m be the linear form defined
by for all v ∈Mk,m,

ωi(v) := vi.

Lemma 4.7. The family {ωi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k +m− 1} is a basis of M∗k,m.

Proof. Note that dimMk,m = k+m−1 hence it is enough to prove that {ω1, . . . , ωk+m−1}
are linearly independent. Assume that∑

1≤i≤k+m−1

λiωi = 0 with λi ∈ C.

Let i ≥ 1. To prove that λi = 0, consider the vector v ∈Mk,m defined by
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• if i < k, vj =

{
1 if j = i

0 otherwise,

• if i = k, vj =


1 if j = i = k
1
β

if j > k and j ≡ k mod m

0 otherwise,

• if i > k, vj =

{
1 if j ≥ i and j ≡ i mod m

0 otherwise.
In any case, we have

0 =
∑

1≤i≤k+m−1

λiωi(v) = λivi = λi. �

4.2.2. The transpose of the derivative. Observe that L∗ : M∗k,m → M∗k,m is the
pull-back of forms, i.e. for all ω ∈M∗k,m,

L∗ω = ω ◦ L.

For all i ≥ 1, set
δi = dzd−1i

where z = (z1, z2, . . .) ∈Mk,m is the considered fixed point of Fk,m.

Lemma 4.8. We have that

L∗ω1 =

{ −δm−1ωm−1 if k = 0

−βδk+m−1ωk+m−1−δk−1ωk−1

β−1 otherwise,

and for all i ≥ 2,
L∗ωi = δi−1ωi−1 + L∗ω1.

Proof. Recall that for all v ∈Mk,m,

L(v) = πk,m ◦DzQ(v).

Set u = DzQ(v) then

u1 = 0 and for all i ≥ 2, ui = dzd−1i−1 vi−1 = δi−1vi−1.

In addition, if w := L(v) = πk,m(u) then

for all i ≥ 2, wi = ui + w1 with w1 =

{ −um if k = 0

−βuk+m−1−uk−1

β−1 otherwise,

Combining those formulas, we obtain that w = L(v) and for all i ≥ 2,

(4.1) wi = δi−1vi−1 + w1 with w1 =

{ −δm−1vm−1 if k = 0

−βδk+m−1vk+m−1−δk−1vk−1

β−1 otherwise,
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We deduce that for all v ∈Mk,m,

L∗ω1(v) = ω1 ◦ L(v) = w1 =

{ −δm−1vm−1 if k = 0

−βδk+m−1ωk+m−1−δk−1ωk−1

β−1 otherwise,

hence

L∗ω1 =

{ −δm−1ωm−1 if k = 0

−βδk+m−1ωk+m−1−δk−1ωk−1

β−1 otherwise.
In addition, for all i ≥ 2 and for all v ∈Mk,m, we have

L∗ωi(v) = ωi ◦ L(v) = δi−1vi−1 + w1 = δi−1vi−1 + ω1 ◦ L(v),

hence
L∗ωi = δi−1ωi−1 + L∗ω1. �

4.2.3. Fixed points outside the post-critical set. According to Section 3.1, the map
Fk,m is conjugate to the map Gk,m constructed by Koch [Koc13]. By [Koc13,
Corollary 7.2], the derivative of Gk,m at its fixed points outside the post-critical
set has only eigenvalues of modulus strictly greater than 1, whence so does Fk,m.
For the sake of completeness, we give here the proof of this property. For further
discussion about the arithmetics of such eigenvalues, we refer to [BEK20]. The
main content of this paragraph is the following result.

Proposition 4.9. Let (k,m) ∈ N× N∗ and z /∈ PC(Fk,m) be a fixed point of the
moduli map Fk,m. Then every eigenvalue of DzFk,m has modulus strictly greater
than 1.

Proof. Since Mk,m has finite dimension, it is suffice to prove that every eigenvalue
of the transpose L∗ of DzFk,m has modulus strictly bigger than 1.

Recall that, by Lemma 4.7, the family {ωi : Mk,m → C}i∈{1,...,k+m−1} is a basis
of M∗k,m. According to Lemma 4.8, setting δi = dzd−1i , we have

L∗ω1 =

−δm−1ωm−1 if k = 0

−βδk+m−1ωk+m−1 − δk−1ωk−1
β − 1

if k ≥ 1,

and for all i ≥ 2,
L∗ωi = δi−1ωi−1 + L∗ω1.

According to Lemma 4.6, the point z is a fixed point of Fk,m of exact type (k,m).
Therefore, δi 6= 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k + m − 1}. Indeed, note that according to
Proposition 4.4, the sequence z is the critical orbit of P (t) = td + z1. Assume that
dzd−1i = δi = 0 for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k + m − 1}. Then P ◦i(0) = zi = 0. This
implies that k = 0 and m divides i. However i ≤ k + m− 1 = m− 1 < m, hence
contradiction.

We may therefore define a linear map L∗ : M∗k,m →M∗k,m by

(4.2) ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , k +m− 1} L∗(ωi) =
ωi+1 − ω1

δi
.
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Lemma 4.10. The linear map L∗ is invertible and its inverse is L∗.

Proof. We need to prove that L∗ ◦ L∗ = L∗ ◦ L∗ = id. First, observe that for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , k +m− 1},

L∗ ◦ L∗(ωi) = L∗
(
ωi+1−ω1

δi

)
= 1

δi
(L∗(ωi+1)− L∗(ω1))

= 1
δi

(
δiωi + L∗(ω1)− L∗(ω1)

)
= ωi.

Second, we prove L∗ ◦ L∗ = IdM∗k,m
. Note that, by the definition of Mk,m, we have

that

ωk+m =

{
0 if k = 0
1
β
ωk if k ≥ 1

and ∀i ≥ k +m+ 1 ωi+m = ωi.

To compute L∗ ◦ L∗(ω1), observe that if k = 0, then

L∗ ◦ L∗(ω1) = L∗(−δm−1ωm−1) = −δm−1L∗(ωm−1) = −(ωm − ω1) = ω1

and if k ≥ 1, then

L∗ ◦ L∗(ω1) = L∗

(
−βδk+m−1ωk+m−1 − δk−1ωk−1

β − 1

)
= −

(
β

β − 1
(ωk+m − ω1)−

1

β − 1
(ωk − ω1)

)
= ω1.

In both cases, L∗ ◦ L∗(ω1) = ω1. For L∗ ◦ L∗(ωi) with i ∈ {2, . . . , k +m− 1},

L∗ ◦ L∗(ωi) = L∗
(
δi−1ωi−1 + L∗(ω1)

)
= δi−1

ωi − ω1

δi−1
+ L∗L

∗(ω1) = ωi.

Thus, the linear map L∗ : M∗k,m →M∗k,m is indeed the inverse of L∗ �

In order to prove Proposition 4.9, it is therefore enough to prove that every
eigenvalue of L∗ : M∗k,m →M∗k,m is contained in the open unit disc D. Inspired by
the proof of [Koc13, Corollary 7.2], we will show that L∗ is conjugate to a linear
transformation on a space of meromorphic quadratic differentials on C, whose
eigenvalues are all contained in D.

Consider the quadratic polynomial P (t) := td + z1, so that zi = P ◦i(0) for
all i ≥ 1. Following Milnor [Mil14], denote by Q(C) the space of meromorphic
quadratic differentials on C which have at worst simple poles and let us use the
notation Q ∈ Q(C) with

Q = q(t)dt2.

and q(t) is a meromorphic function. Let U ⊂ C be a sufficiently large disk so that
P−1(U) is compactly contained in U and for Q ∈ Q(C), consider the norm

‖Q‖U :=

∫∫
U

∣∣q(t)dt2∣∣.
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The pushforward of Q by P is the quadratic differential P∗Q ∈ Q(C) defined by

P∗Q :=
∑
P (u)=t

q(u)(
P ′(u)

)2dt2.
It follows from the triangle inequality that

‖P∗Q‖U ≤ ‖Q‖P−1(U) < ‖Q‖U .
For i ≥ 1, let Qi ∈ Q(C) be the quadratic differential defined by

Qi :=
dt2

t− zi
.

The following lemma generalizes a result due to Milnor, [Mil14, Lemma 1] in the
case d = 2.

Lemma 4.11. For all i ∈ {1, . . . , k +m− 1},

(4.3) P∗Qi =
Qi+1 −Q1

δi
.

Proof of Lemma 4.11. Set ξ := e
2πi
d . Observe that for a given z ∈ C and for a

given w ∈ C such that P (w) = z, we have {P (u) = z} = {w, ξw, . . . , ξd−1w} .
Thus, for a given i ∈ {1, . . . , k +m− 1},

P∗Qi(z) =
∑

P (u)=z

1

u− zi
1(

P ′(u)
)2dt2

=
d−1∑
j=0

1

ξjw − zi
1(

d (ξjw)d−1
)2dt2

=
1

d2w2d−2

(
d−1∑
j=0

1

ξ−jw − ξ−2jzi

)
dt2.

Note that
d−1∑
j=0

1

ξ−jw − ξ−2jzi
=
dziw

d−2

wd − zdi
2. Therefore,

P∗Qi(z) =
zi

dwd(wd − zdi )
dt2

=
1

δi

zdi
wd(wd − zdi )

dt2

Since wd = z − z1, zdi = zi+1 − z1, we have

P∗Qi(z) =
1

δi

zi+1 − z1
(z − z1)(z − zi+1)

dt2 =
1

δi

(
1

z − zi+1

− 1

z − z1

)
dt2.

2This equality is equivalent to the equality
d−1∑
j=0

1
ξ−jχ−ξ−2j = dχd−2

χd−1 . The later follows from an

elementary computation by comparing the partial fraction decomposition.
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Thus, PiQi =
Qi+1 −Qi

δi
�

The quadratic differentials (Qi)1≤i≤k+m−1 span a vector space QP ⊂ Q(C) of
dimension k + m − 1. According to Equation (4.3), this subspace is invariant by
P∗. According to Equations (4.2) and (4.3), the linear map ι : QP →Mk,m which
sends Qi ∈ Q(C) to ωi ∈Mk,m is an isomorphism which conjugates P∗ : QP → QP
to L∗ : M∗k,m →M∗k,m

Since ‖P∗Q‖U < ‖Q‖U for all Q ∈ QP , the spectrum of P∗ : QP → QP is
contained in the unit disk. It follows that the spectrum of L∗ : M∗k,m → M∗k,m is
contained in the unit disk as required.

�

4.2.4. Fixed points inside the post-critical set. We will now study the derivatives
of moduli maps at fixed points which are inside the post-critical set. Let z ∈
PC(Fk,m) be a fixed point of Fk,m and let (k′,m′) be the exact type of z.

According to Lemma 4.6, (k′,m′) ≺ (k,m) and, by Proposition 3.3, Mk′,m′ (
Mk,m is invariant under Fk,m. Since Mk′,m′ is invariant under DzFk,m, the vector
space

M0
k′,m′ = {ω ∈M∗k,m | ω|Mk′,m′

≡ 0},
which is called the annihilator of Mk′,m′ in Mk,m, is invariant under the transpose
L∗ of DzFk,m and we have the following decomposition

(4.4) SpecL = Spec(L|Mk′,m′
) ∪ Spec

(
L∗|M0

k′,m′

)
.

Moreover, according to Proposition 3.3, we have

L|Mk′,m′
= DzFk′,m′ .

Whence, by Proposition 4.9, L|Mk′,m′
has only eigenvalues of modulus strictly

greater than 1. In order to describe SpecL, we need to study Spec
(
L∗|M0

k′,m′

)
.

We will prove the following result.

Proposition 4.12. Let (k,m) ∈ N × N∗ and z ∈ PC(Fk,m) be a fixed point of
Fk,m of exact type (k′,m′) ≺ (k,m). Let λ be the multiplier of the polynomial
P (t) = td + z1 ∈ C[t] along the cycle of P ◦k′(z1). Then

Spec
(

(DzFk,m)∗|M0
k′,m′

)
=

{
{0} if k′ = 0

{µ | µm = λ
m
m′ , µm

′ 6= λ} if k′ 6= 0.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition. To simplify
the notation, we denote by L∗ the restriction of (DzFk,m)∗ to M0

k′,m′ . The study
of the transpose L∗ : M0

k′,m′ →M0
k′,m′ is divided into two cases, k′ = 0 and k′ 6= 0,

and each case will be treated separately.
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Proof of Proposition 4.12 when k′ = 0. Since (0,m′) � (k,m),m′ divides k andm.
It is enough to prove that L∗ : M0

0,m′ → M0
0,m′ is nilpotent. Recall that for i ≥ 1,

the form ωi : Mk,m → C is defined by ωi(v) = vi. For i ≥ 1, set αi : Mk,m → C
defined by

αi = ωi − ωi+m′ .
Recall that M0

0,m′ = {ω : Mk,m → C such that ω|M0,m′
≡ 0}.

Lemma 4.13. We have M0
0,m′ = Span {αi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k +m} .

Proof. By duality, it is equivalent to show that

M0,m′ =
⋂

1≤i≤k+m

Kerαi.

Assume v ∈ M0,m′ . Then for all j ≥ 1, vj = vj+m′ . Given i ∈ {1, . . . , k + m},
we have

αi(v) = ωi(v)− ωi+m′(v) = vi − vi+m′ = 0.

Hence M0,m′ ⊆
⋂

1≤i≤k+m
Kerαi.

Conversely, assume v ∈
⋂

1≤i≤k+m
Kerαi, i.e. for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k+m}, vi = vi+m′ .

In order to prove that v ∈M0,m′ , we will prove that for all j ≥ k+m+1, vj = vj+m′
and that vm′ = 0. Given j ≥ k+m+1, there exists an integer j′ ∈ {k+1, . . . , k+m}
such that j ≡ j′ mod m. Since v ∈ Mk,m, we have vj = vj′ and vj+m′ = vj′+m′ .
Moreover, the fact that v ∈ Kerαj′ implies that vj′ = vj′+m′ . Thus

vj = vj′ = vj′+m′ = vj+m′ .

In order to conclude, we need to show that vm′ = 0. Note that the previous
argument shows that v is a periodic sequence of period dividing m′. Since m′
divides k and m,

vm′ = vk = vk+m.

Since v ∈Mk,m, we have βvk+m − vk = 0 with β 6= 1, whence

vm′ = vk = vk+m = 0.

�

Lemma 4.14. We have L∗α1 = 0 and for i ≥ 2, L∗αi = δi−1αi−1.

Proof. According to Lemma 4.8, for all i ≥ 2,

L∗ωi = δi−1ωi−1 + L∗ω1.

Hence, if i ≥ 2,

L∗αi = L∗(ωi − ωi+m′) = δi−1ωi−1 − δi+m′−1ωi+m′−1.
Since z ∈M0,m′ , we have δi−1 = dzd−1i−1 = dzd−1i+m′−1 = δi+m′−1. Hence

L∗αi−1 = δi−1(ωi−1 − ωi+m′−1) = δi−1αi−1.
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If i = 1, since m′ ≥ 1, we have 1 +m′ ≥ 2 so that
L∗ω1+m′ = δm′ωm′ + L∗ω1.

Hence
L∗α1 = L∗(ω1 − ω1+m′) = −δm′ωm′ .

Since z ∈M0,m′ , we have zm′ = 0. Therefore, δm′ = dzd−1m′ = 0 and L∗α1 = 0. �

It follows from Lemma 4.13 and Lemma 4.14 that L∗ : M0,m′ → M0,m′ is nilpo-
tent. �

Proof of Proposition 4.12 when k′ 6= 0. In this case, since (k′,m′) ≺ (k,m), we
have

k′ = k and m = pm′ with p ≥ 2.

Let λ be the multiplier of P (t) = td + z1 at P ◦k(0). Note that, according to
Proposition 4.4, z is the critical orbit of P . Since z is preperiodic of preperiod
k > 0, the critical point 0 of P is preperiodic, i.e. λ 6= 0. We will show that

Spec(L∗ : M0
k,m′ →M0

k,m′) = {µ | µm = λp, µm
′ 6= λ}.

Given j ∈ Z/mZ, denote by j the representative of j in {k+ 1, . . . , k+m}, define
a linear form βj : Mk,m → C by

βj := ωj − ωj+m′ .
Note that for all j ∈ Z/mZ, βj : Mk,m → C is non trivial. Indeed, for a given
j ∈ Z/mZ, define u ∈Mk,m by

ui =


1 if i ≥ k + 1 and i ≡ j mod m
1
β

if i = k and j = k +m

0 otherwise.

Since m′ < m, βj(u) = uj = 1 6= 0.
We will show that these forms span M0

k,m′ ( Mk,m and use them to study the
linear map L∗ : M0

k,m′ → M0
k,m′ . The properties we need are provided by the

following lemmas.

Lemma 4.15. We have M0
k,m′ = Span{βj, j ∈ Z/mZ}.

Proof. By duality, it is equivalent to show that

Mk,m′ =
⋂

j∈Z/mZ

Ker βj.

Assume v ∈Mk,m′ . Then for all i ≥ k+1, vi = vi+m′ . Since j ∈ j and m′ divides
m, we have j ≡ j +m′ mod m′. Moreover, j ≥ k+ 1 and j +m′ ≥ k+ 1, whence

βj(v) = vj − vj+m′ = 0.

This shows that Mk,m′ ⊆
⋂

j∈Z/mZ

Ker βj.
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Conversely, assume v ∈
⋂

j∈Z/mZ

Ker βj. We want to prove that for all integer

i ≥ k + 1, vi = vi+m′ and that βvk+m′ − vk = 0. First, assume i ≥ k + 1 and
let j ∈ Z/mZ be the congruence class of i. Since j ∈ j, we have i ≡ j mod m.
Moreover v ∈ Ker βj, and so

vj − vj+m′ = βj(v) = 0.

From the fact that v ∈Mk,m, we therefore deduce that vi = vj and vj+m′ = vi+m′ .
Thus,

vi = vi+m′ .

Second, let us show βvk+m′ − vk = 0. The previous argument shows that v is
preperiodic of preperiod at most k and of period dividing m′. Since m′ divides m,
we deduce that vk+m′ = vk+m. Since v ∈ Mk,m, we have βvk+m − vk = 0. Thus
βvk+m′ − vk = 0. �

Thus, it is now important to understand the how L∗ acts on {βj, j ∈ Z/mZ}.
Given j ∈ Z/mZ, set

σj = δj = dzd−1j .

Lemma 4.16. For j ∈ Z/mZ, we have L∗βj = σj−1βj−1.

Proof. For j ∈ Z/mZ, recall that j is the representative of j in Jk+ 1, k+mK. Let
us first prove that for all j ∈ Z/mZ,

(4.5) L∗ωj = σj−1ωj−1 + L∗ω1.

Indeed, if j = k+ 1 then j − 1 = k+m, whence σj−1ωj−1 = δk+mωk+m. According
to Lemma 4.8, we have L∗ωk+1 = δkωk + L∗ω1. Since z ∈Mk,m, we have

δk = dzd−1k = dβd−1zd−1k+m = βd−1δk+m.

Moreover, ωk = βωk+m, whence δkωk = βdδk+mωk+m. Since βd = 1,

L∗ωk+1 = δkωk + L∗ω1 = δk+mωk+m + L∗ω1.

If j 6= k + 1 then j − 1 = j − 1. According to Lemma 4.8, we have

L∗ωj = δj−1ωj−1 + L∗ω1 = δj−1ωj−1 + L∗ω1 = σj−1ωj−1 + L∗ω1.

In any case, we have the equality (4.5). Hence

L∗βj = L∗(ωj − ωj+m′) = σj−1ωj−1 − σj+m′−1ωj+m′−1.

Note that j − 1 and j +m′ − 1, which are congruence modulo m′, are two integers
at least k + 1. Since z ∈Mk,m′ , we have σj−1 = δj−1 = δj+m′−1 = σj+m′−1. Thus

L∗βj = σj−1(ωj−1 − ωj+m′−1) = σj−1βj−1. �

Recall that λ is the multiplier of P (t) = td + z1 at the periodic point zk+1 of
period m′ = m

p
.
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Lemma 4.17. For all j ∈ Z/mZ,

(L∗)m
′
(βj) = λβj−m′ and (L∗)m(βj) = λpβj.

Proof. The second equality is the straightforward consequence of the first one.
Hence, it is enough to prove the first equality. According to Proposition 4.4, z is
the critical orbit of the polynomial P (t) = td + z1, i.e. zi = P i(0). In particular,
for any j ∈ Z/mZ, we have P (zj−1) = zj and P ′(zj−1) = dzd−1j−1 = δj−1. Since z is
of type (k,m′), the multiplier λ of the cycle of zj is

λ =
∏

i∈J1,m′K

P ′(zj−i) =
∏

i∈J1,m′K

δj−i =
∏

i∈J1,m′K

σj−i.

Hence, by Lemma 4.16, we have

(L∗)m
′
(βj) =

 ∏
i∈J1,m′K

σj−i

 βj−m′ = λβj−m′ ,

and
(L∗)m(βj) = (L∗)m

′p(βj) = λpβj. �

Let ν be a m′-th root of λ. Set

T =
L∗

ν
: M0

k,m′ →M0
k,m′ .

We shall prove that T is diagonalizable with simple eigenvalues and the eigenvalues
of T are m-th roots of unity except 1. According to Lemma 4.17, for all j ∈ Z/mZ,
Tm

′
(βj) = βj−m′ . In addition,∑

n∈m′Z/mZ

βn =
∑

n∈m′Z/mZ

(ωn − ωn+m′) = 0

=
∑

n∈m′Z/mZ

ωn −
∑

n∈m′Z/mZ

ωn+m′ = 0.

Recall that p = m
m′
. Hence

β0 + Tm
′
(β0) + . . .+ Tm

′(p−1)(β0) = 0

Applying m′ − 1 times T and adding the results, we deduce that

β0 + T (β0) + T 2(β0) + . . .+ Tm
′p−1(β0) = 0

According to Lemma 4.15 and Lemma 4.16, the set {β0, L∗(β0), (L∗)2(β0), . . .}
generates M0

k,m′ . Hence {β0, T (β0), T
2(β0), . . .} also generates M0

k,m′ . Therefore,

(4.6) Id +T + T 2 + . . .+ Tm−1 = 0

This means that the minimal polynomial of T divides the polynomial 1 + X +
X2 + . . .+Xm−1. Consequently, T is diagonalizable and the eigenvalues of T are
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roots of unity which are not 1. We now show that T has only simple eigenvalues.
Assume ζ ∈ SpecT . Let v ∈Mk,m′ be an eigenvector associated to ζ. Set

Hζ =
1

m

(
Id +

T

ζ
+ . . .+

Tm−1

ζm−1

)
.

The equality (4.6) implies that Tm = Id. Additionally, ζm = 1. Hence

Hζ ◦
T

ζ
= Hζ so that Hζ ◦ T j = ζjHζ ∀j ≥ 1.

In addition, {β0, T (β0), . . .} generates M0
k,m′ , hence

ImHζ ⊆ SpanHζ(β0).

Note that Hζ(v) = v. Hence

v ⊆ ImHζ ⊆ SpanHζ(β0).

Thus the eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue ζ of T has dimension 1, i.e. T
has only simple eigenvalues.

Since T = L∗

ν
, L∗ is diagonalizable with simple eigenvalues which are m-th roots

of νm = λp. In addition, 1 is not an eigenvalue of T hence ν is not an eigenvalue
of L∗. Since ν is an arbitrary m′-th root of λ, we deduce that

SpecL∗ ⊆ {µm = λp, µm
′ 6= λ}.

Since L∗ has only simple eigenvalues, # SpecL∗ = dimM0
k,m′ = m−m′. Hence

Spec(L∗ : M0
k,m′ →M0

k,m′) = {µm = λp, µm
′ 6= λ} �

Proof of Theorem A’. According to Lemma 3.1, Fk,m and Gk,m are conjugate.
Hence it is enough to consider an eigenvalue µ of Fk,m at a fixed point z ∈Mk,m.
Denote by (k′,m′) the exact type of z. Then by Proposition 4.4, we have (k′,m′) �
(k,m), or by Definition 3.2, we have

m′ | m, (either k′ = 0 or k′ = k,m′ | k).

Regarding µ as an eigenvalue of Fk,m at z. We recall argument at the begin-
ning of 4.2.4, according to Lemma 4.6, (k′,m′) � (k,m) and, by Proposition 3.3,
Mk′,m′ ⊆ Mk,m is invariant under Fk,m. Since Mk′,m′ is invariant under DzFk,m,
the annihilator M0

k′,m′ of Mk′,m′ in Mk,m is invariant under the transpose L∗ of
DzFk,m and we have the following decomposition

(4.7) SpecL = Spec(L|Mk′,m′
) ∪ Spec

(
L∗|M0

k′,m′

)
.

Moreover, according to Proposition 3.3, we have

L|Mk′,m′
= DzFk′,m′ .

If µ ∈ Spec(L|Mk′,m′
), note that L|Mk′,m′

= DzFk′,m′ and z /∈ PCk′,m′ , thus µ is
an eigenvalue of Gk′,m′ at a fixed point outside its post-critical set.
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If µ ∈ Spec
(
L∗|M0

k′,m′

)
, then we are done by Proposition 4.12. �
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