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Abstract. Let E be a region in C and h: F — FE be a holomorphic function such that the
family {h™:n € N} of iterates is normal, does not contain idg, and only possesses non-constant
limit functions. It is proved by elementary function theoretic arguments that the geometric means
of the iterates converge to an injective holomorphic function ¢ which conjugates h to an irrational
rotation. Subsequently it is outlined how to use this theorem to get a more elementary access to
the classification theorem of periodic components of the Fatou set.

1. The main result and its applications to iteration theory

Recall that, for each closed rectifiable curve ¢ in C, its interior int(c) is
defined to be the set of all a € C which do not lie on the trace tr(c) of ¢ and

satisfy
1 1
nea)i=55 | T,

dz # 0.
For each region D C C, let
D= U{int(c) : ¢ is a closed rectifiable curve in D}.

The aim of this paper is to discuss and to prove the following result:

Theorem 1. Let E C C be a region and h: E — E be holomorphic such
that
(1) the set {h™ : n € N} of iterates of h forms a normal family;
(2) for each n € N, h™ # idg;
(3) each function in the accumulation set of (h™),eN Is not constant.
Let a € C such that
(4) a € E and h(a) = a if E is simply connected, and a € E \ E otherwise.
Then there exists a sequence (¢p)nen of holomorphic functions on E such that
(5) for each n € N and z € E, ¢p,(2)" = H;:()l (R (2) — a);
(6) (¢n)nen converges locally uniformly, ¢ := lim, .. ¢, is an injective holo-
morphic function, and there exists A € exp (QTFZ(R\Q)) such that ¢oh = \¢.
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Roughly speaking, Theorem 1 says that, if conditions (1), (2), and (3) hold,
then the holomorphic geometric means of the (centralized) iterates of h converge to
an injective holomorphic function ¢ which conjugates h to an irrational rotation.
Note that by Montel-Carathéodory’s theorem condition (1) is satisfied if C\ E
consists of at least two points.

Theorem 1 is of interest for iteration theory from two points of view. First
of all, it includes the fact that, given conditions (1), (2), and (3), the function h
is conjugated to an irrational rotation at all. To state this as a precise theorem
(which we call the weak rotation theorem), we need a few more notations. Denote
the extended complex plane by C. For each a € C and r €]0,00], denote the
open disk centered at a with radius r» by B(a;r). For each a € C, r €]0, 0],
s €]r, 00|, denote the open annulus centered at a with inner radius r and outer
radius s by A(a;r;s).

Theorem 2 (Weak Rotation Theorem). Let E CC be a region and h: E —
E be holomorphic such that conditions (1), (2), and (3) hold. Then there exist
A € exp(2mi(R\ Q)) and

G c{CYu{B(0;r):r€]0,00]} U{A(0;7;5): 0< 7 <s<oo0}

such that h and \idg are conjugated. If E is simply connected then condition
(3) may be replaced by the condition
(7) there is a non-constant function in the accumulation set of (h")neN -

Proof. For the case when FE is multiply connected, it is evident that there
exists an a € C such that (4) holds. Hence in this case the weak rotation theorem
is an easy consequence of Theorem 1. This is not so trivial for the case when
F is simply connected. In this case one uses the Riemann mapping theorem,
Proposition 1 (see Section 2), and statements about iteration of automorphisms
of C, C, and B(0;1) to see that the conclusion holds even under the weaker
condition (7) instead of (3). o

It is well known that the conclusion of the weak rotation theorem remains
true even in the multiply connected case if condition (3) is replaced by (7). This
result, which in the following is referred to as the strong rotation theorem, is due
to Cremer [5]. Proofs can also be found in [1], [3], [8], and [9]. But to prove
this stronger version, some fundamental knowledge of Riemann surfaces like the
Riemann uniformization theorem is necessary.

The proof of Theorem 1 (and hence of the weak rotation theorem) given in
Section 2 does not require such fundamental theorems and is much more elemen-
tary, as far as the choice of tools is concerned. As outlined in Section 3, the weak
form of the rotation theorem suffices to deduce the classification theorem of peri-
odic components of the Fatou set. In this way Theorem 1 yields a more elementary
access to this fundamental theorem in iteration theory.
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The second aspect of Theorem 1 is that the conjugating function on Siegel
disks and Herman rings can always be constructed as the limit of the holomorphic
geometric means of the iterates. Before, it was only known that the conjugating
function on Siegel disks can be constructed as the limit of the arithmetic means
of the iterates, namely

where A\ denotes the eigenvalue of the fixed point a of h (see for instance [9,
p. 81]). Tt is unknown whether the same is true for Herman rings.

Note that the construction by the geometric means does not require any
knowledge of the rotation number .

2. Proof of Theorem 1

2.1. Structure of the proof and notations. The proof of Theorem 1 falls
into five parts. The first step is to transform condition (3) into a sharper condition
on the accumulation set of (h™),en. This is done in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3
we use this result to reduce the proof of Theorem 1 to the case when E is multiply
connected. These are the preliminary parts of the proof.

The main problem in the proof of Theorem 1 is to show that the holomor-
phic geometric means of the iterates exist. This is solved by transition to the
logarithmic derivatives. The logarithmic derivatives of the geometric means of the
iterates are the arithmetic means of the logarithmic derivatives of the iterates,
which naturally exist. Following this concept we shall prove the following lemma,
which represents the main step in the proof of Theorem 1, in Section 2.4:

Main Lemma 1. Let E, h, and a be as in Theorem 1. Suppose that E is
multiply connected. For each n € N, let

n—1 3y
NI BN o i GG
n = hi(z) —a

Then (sp)nen converges locally uniformly and s := lim, . s, Is not constant
and holomorphic such that

(8) (soh)h =s;

(9) for each closed rectifiable curve d in E, [,s(z)dz = 2min(d;a).

As explained in Section 2.6, one easily concludes from Main Lemma 1 that
there is a normal sequence (¢, )nen such that (5) holds and, for each limit function
¢ of (¢n)neN, there exists a A € exp(27ri(R\ Q)) satisfying ¢ o h = \o.

The second problem in the proof of Theorem 1 is to show that each function
¢ in the accumulation set of (¢, )nen is injective. To this end we shall prove in
Section 2.5:
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Main Lemma 2. Let E C C be a multiply connected region and h: £ — E
be a holomorphic function such that (1) and (3) hold. Let ¢: E — C\{0} be
holomorphic and X\ € exp (27ri(R \ Q)) such that ¢ oh = \¢. Then ¢ is locally
injective and there exists k € N such that, for each w € ¢(E), card (¢~ (w)) = k.

In our situation Main Lemma 2 means that, for each function ¢ in the ac-
cumulation set of (¢ )nen, (F, @) is a covering space of ¢(E). This enables us
to apply the abstract monodromy theorem and, as we shall see in Section 2.6, to
prove that ¢ is injective.

Finally, we have to show that the sequence (¢, ),en of geometric means of the
iterates, which is uniquely determined up to roots of unity, can be chosen in such a
way that (¢, )nen itself is convergent. As explained in Section 2.6, this is settled
by the following theorem, which is known as Weyl’s equidistribution theorem:

Theorem 3 (Weyl’s Equidistribution Theorem). Let f: exp(iR) — R be a
continuous function and X € exp(2mi(R\ Q)). Then

1 n—1 . 1
nlingo - Z f(\V) = / f(exp(2mit)) dt.
j=0 0

The proof of Theorem 3 is elementary (see for instance Koerner [7, p. 11]). We
complete the proof of Theorem 1 in Section 2.6 by combining the various lemmas
as indicated.

We shall make use of the following notations. For all regions E,G C C,
denote the set of holomorphic functions between the Riemann surfaces £ and G
by #(F;G). Note that, for each region E C C, the meromorphic functions on
E belong to 7 (E;C). Moreover, for each region E CC and each h € 7 (E; E),
denote the family {h" : n € N} of iterates of h by ®(h) and the accumulation
set of (R")pen in S2(E;C) by 4(h). Furthermore .4 (h) is defined to be the set
of all g € ¢4(h) which are not constant. Finally, for each region E C C, denote
the group of biholomorphic self-maps of E by Aut(FE).

2.2. Transformation of condition (3). The first step is to transform
condition (3) into a sharper condition on the accumulation set of (A"),eN:

Proposition 1. Let E CC be a region and h € 7 (FE; E) such that condi-
tions (1) and (7) hold. Then 4 (h) is a commutative subgroup of Aut(E) and
®(h) C A (h).

In principle this result is due to Fatou [6]. The proof is elementary and for

instance also given in [1, p. 163]. The following consequences of this proposition
will be used later:

Lemma 3. Let E CC be a region and h € 2 (E; E) such that conditions
(1), (2), and (3) hold. Let ¢ € 7 (E;C) such that ¢ o h* = ¢ for some k € N.
Then ¢ is constant.
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Proof per contraposition. Suppose that conditions (1) and (3) hold and ¢
is not constant. Then there exist x € E and a region U C E such that x € U
and ¢|y is injective. By Proposition 1 we have idg € 4 (h*). Hence we find an
open neighbourhood W of x in U and n € N such that A™*(W) C U. Now the
functional equation ¢ o h* = ¢ in particular implies that ¢ o h™* |y = ¢|w . Since
é|y is injective, we obtain that h"¥|y, = idy,, which implies that h"* = idg by
the identity theorem. o

Lemma 4. Let E C C be a region and h € J(FE; E) such that conditions
(1) and (3) hold. Let a € C\ E. Then

(i) for each compact subset K C E, the set Ugeg(h) g(K) is compact;
(ii) the family

1 1
{g_a7 79/7_, g€g<h’)}
g—a 9

is locally bounded.

Proof. Part (i) follows from the compactness of ¢(h) and the continuity of
the map S (E;C) x E — C, (¢, z) — ¢(z). Part (ii) also uses Proposition 1 and
the continuity of the map J#(FE;C) — J(FE;C), ¢ — ¢' as well as of the map
H(E; C) x H(E;C\{0}) — A(E; C), (¢,¢9) = ¢/. o

Lemma 5. Let E C C be a region and h € (FE; E) such that conditions
(1) and (3) hold. Let a € C\ E. Let M be a finite set of closed rectifiable curves
in E£. Then the set

Q(M;a):={j € N;foralln € N for alld € M : n(h’™ o d;a) = n(d;a)}

is not empty.

Proof. Denote the length of a closed rectifiable curve d in E by L(d). Since
M is finite, Lemma 4 implies that K := {J g Uaens 9(tr(d)) is compact. So
by Lemma 4:

s:=sup{|g'(2)|: z € K, g € 4(h)} max{L(c) : c € M} < 0.

By Proposition 1 we find a strictly increasing o € NN such that idg = lim A%™) .

n—oo

For each n € N, let v, := (h*™)/(h*(™) —a). Then there exists n € N such

that
{ o
sup

ZZEK}<—.

S

VYn(2) —

zZ—a
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Now let d € M. For each g € 9(h),

27r}n(ho‘(”) ogod;a)—n(god; a)’ =

1 1
/ dz — dz
ha(n)ogod zZ—a gOd Zz—a

Yn(2) — dz

god

<sup{[un() - 1| s emgod) | Ligea

zZ—a

zZ—a

< sup{ U (2) — ! 1z € K} sup{|¢'(2)| : z € tr(d)}L(d)

zZ—a

gsup{ Un(z) — ! :zEK}s<27r.

zZ—a

Since n(h*™ ogod;a) —n(god;a) € Z, we conclude that n(h*(™ ogod;a) = n(go
d;a), for each g € 4(h). Since we know from Proposition 1 that h*(™) € Z(h), it
follows by induction that a(n) € Q(M;a). o

2.3. Reduction to the multiply connected case. As a further conse-
quence of Proposition 1 we obtain the

Reduction of the proof of Theorem 1 to the multiply connected case. Suppose
that E is simply connected. Then condition (4) implies that h(a) = a. The
region F':= F \ {a} is multiply connected and since Proposition 1 implies that
h € Aut(F), we conclude that f := h|p € Aut(F'). In particular, conditions (1),
(2), and (3) hold for (f, F') instead of (h, E). Now using Riemann’s removability
theorem and Hurwitz’s theorem it is easy to prove that the statement of Theorem 1
for (f, F') implies the statement for (h, F). o

2.4. Proof of Main Lemma 1. Let F,h, and a be as in Theorem 1.
Suppose that E is multiply connected. For each j,n € N, let

We have to prove that s :=lim,,_. s1,, exists and satisfies (8) and (9). As
a first step to prove convergence and verify condition (8) we shall prove that
(10) ¥ := {sj, : j,n € N} is a normal family and (o o h¥*)(hi*¥)" = o for each
j €N, ke N, and o in the accumulation set ¥; of (s ,)nen-

Proof of (10). By Proposition 1 we have

{h(l?k_);:keNo}c{gg_/a:ge%(h)},
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which by Lemma 4 implies that {(h*)'/(h¥ —a) : k € Ny} is locally bounded.
Using the triangle inequality we see that W is locally bounded, so that by Montel’s
theorem ¥ is normal and W C J#(E;C). Now, for each j € N, define X, to be
the accumulation set of (sj,)nen in J€(E;C). Applying Lemma 4 again it is
easy to prove that, for each j € N and z € F,

nli_}ngo’sjm (W (2))(R) (z) — sj’n(z)’ = 0.

For each j € N and o € ¥, this implies (o o h?)(h/)" = o, which by induction
leads to (o o h™)(h/™) = o, for each n € N. o

We see from Lemma 5 that, for each closed rectifiable curve d in E, the set
Qq:={j € N;foralln € N:n(h" od;a) = n(d;a)}

is not empty. As a first step to verify condition (9) we prove
(11) for each closed rectifiable curve d in E and each j € Q4 and o € ¥,

o(2) dz = 2min(d; a).
d

Proof of (11). Let d be a closed rectifiable curve in E. Let j € Q4 and
o€ X,;. Foreach n € N,

(hikY 1l 1
i n d — = — d
/dsf’ (=) dz Z/W nz/mdz—a :

n—1

=— Zan (W7 o d; a) Z 2min(d; a) = 2min(d; a).

Since the map #(E;C) — C, ¢ — [, ¢(z)dz is continuous, we conclude that
[,0dz =2min(d;a). o

Because a € E \ E/, we find a closed rectifiable curve ¢ in E such that
n(c;a) #0. Now (11) implies that
(12) for each j € Q., each function in ¥; is not constant.

Using Lemma 3 we can show that
(13) for each jyme€ Q. and c € ¥; and 71 € X,,,, 0 =T.

Proof of (13). Let j,m € Q. and o € ¥; and 7 € X,,. Applying (12) we
see that ¢g := o/7 is a meromorphic function and hence belongs to J#(E;C). Let
n := jm. Applying (10) we have (0 oh™)(h™) = o as well as (Toh™)(h™) =T so
that goh™ = g holds. Using Lemma 3 we find u € C such that ¢ = ur. Applying
(11) we see that

w2min(c;a) = u / r(2)dz = / o(2) dz = 2min(c; a)

C

so that n(c;a) # 0 implies that v =1. o
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Now fix jo € Q. and op € X, and define s := 0y. From (12) we know that
s is not constant. From (13) we conclude that
(14) for each j € Q., s =limy 00 Sjn-

Now it remains to show (8) and (9). To see this, note that, for each k € N,
conditions (8) and (9) imply that

omin(h* o ¢;a) = / s(z)dz = /s(hk(z))(hk)'(z) dz = /s(z) dz = 2min(c; a),

hkoc c
which means that 1 € Q). and because of (14) implies that s = lim,, .o S1,p, -

To prove (9), let d be a closed rectifiable curve in E. By Lemma 5 there
exists m € Q. N Qq. Because s € ¥, , from (11) we obtain

/d s(2)dz = 2min(d: a).

To prove (8), let u := (soh)h’. Choose an element j € Q.. Because s € ¥,
from (10) we obtain, for each z € F, that

u(h? (2)) (W) (2) = s(h? T (2)) W (W (2)) (B7) (2) = s(B? (h(2)) ) (W) (2)

= s(h7 (h(2)))(R) (h(2))W (2) = s(h(z)) W (z) = u(z).
Since s is not constant, ¢ := u/s is a meromorphic function and hence belongs
to J7(E;C). Since (so h?)(h/) = s, we have that go h/ = g. By Lemma 3
we find an element v € C such that (so h)h' = u = vs. By induction this
implies that (so h™)(h™) = v™s, for each n € N. In particular, we have that
s = (soh’)(h?) = s and obtain that 7 = 1. On the other hand, applying (9)
we see that

27m'n(hoc;a):/hocs(z)dz:/Cs(h(z))h'(z)dz:/cys(z) dz

= V/s(z) dz = v2min(c; a),

which leads to v = (n(ho¢;a)/n(c;a)) € Q. Thus we conclude that v € {—1,1},
and it remains to show that v # —1. To this end note that, for each closed
rectifiable curve d in E, we know from (9) that

/s(z) dz € 2miZ.

d
It is a well-known fact that this implies the existence of a holomorphic function
¢: E — C\{0} such that s = ¢//¢. Since s is not constant, ¢ is not constant
either. Hence by Lemma 3 we obtain that ¢ o h? # ¢. In terms of the function
v := ¢(¢ o h) this means that (voh/v) = (¢ oh?/¢) # 1. This implies that v is
not constant and there exists z € F such that v/(z) # 0. Thus we see that

0#0'(2) = ¢'(2)0(h(2)) + ¢(2)¢ (h(2)) 1 (2) = s(2)v(2) + s(h(2)) ' (2)v(2)
=v(2)(s(2) + s(h(2)) W (2)) = v(2)s(z)(1 + v)

and conclude that v # —1. o
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2.5. Proof of Main Lemma 2. Let £ C C be a multiply connected
region and h € JZ(F; F) such that (1) and (3) hold. Let ¢: E — C\{0} be a
holomorphic function and \ € exp (27?2'(R\ Q)) such that ¢oh = A\¢.

We first prove that ¢ is locally injective:

Proof of local injectivity of ¢. Because ¢(F) C C\{0} and A # 1 we know
that ¢ is not constant. Fix = € E'. By induction and differentiation we get, for
each n € N,

¢'(h" () (h") (z) = X"/ (2).
By Proposition 1 {h™ : n € N} C Aut(E) and =z € {h"(x) :n € N} \ {z}. Now
assume that ¢'(x) = 0. Then the identity theorem yields that ¢’ = 0, which
implies that ¢ is constant. This is a contradiction. o

However, it is much more difficult to prove that ¢ is a proper mapping of
finite degree. The proof is based on the following abstract theorem, which will be
proved first:

Theorem 4. Let X be a connected Hausdorft space. Let g: X — R be a
continuous, open, and locally injective mapping. Then g is injective.

Proof. The first step is to show that
(15) for all regions U, D C X satisfying U N D # 0,

glu and g|p are injective = g|yup is injective.

Proofof (15) by contraposition. Let U, D C X be regions such that UND # ()
and g|yup is not injective and g¢|y is injective. By assumption ¢g(U) and g¢(D)
and so Z := g(U) N g(D) are open intervals in R. Since I := (g|y)~! is open
and continuous, F':= I(Z) is a region, too. Because g(U N D) C Z, we see that
UNDCF andso FND #(. Let W:=UUD.

Case 1. F C D. Since g|w is not injective and g¢|y is injective, we find
w € W and v € D such that v # w and g(v) = g(w). Since w € U implies that
w=1I(g(w)) € I(Z) = F C D, we have that w € D and conclude that g|p is not
injective.

Case 2. F\ D # (). Since F is connected and F' N D # (), there exists
s € FNOD. Because g(F) = Z C g(D) there exists t € D such that g(t) =
g(s). Since X is a Hausdorff space and ¢ is open and continuous, there are
neighbourhoods S of s in FF C U and T of ¢ in D such that SNT = () and
9(T) = g(T)Ng(S) C g(D)Ng(U) = Z. Hence I(g(T)) is a neighbourhood of s
in S. Since s € 9D, we find an element w € DNI(g(T)). We choose v € T such
that w = I(g(v)) and note that v,w € D and v # w and g(v) = g(w). o

Now fix z,w € X such that z # w. Let

2 :={D C X : D is a region such that z € D and g|p is injective}.
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Since g is locally injective, applying (15) it is easy to show that G := Jpc o D is
a non-empty, open, and closed subset of X. Since X is connected, we conclude
that G = X . Hence we can find a region D € 2 such that w € D. Since g|p is
injective, we conclude that g(w) # g(z). o

In the situation of Main Lemma 2 this abstract theorem leads to the following
consequence.

Lemma 6. In the situation of Main Lemma 2, for all x,y € F,

[o(z)| = [¢(y)| = vy € {g9(z) : g € 4(R)}.
Proof. First of all using Proposition 1 one can easily check that
r~y=dge¥(h):g(x)=y

defines an equivalence relation on F such that, for each x € F,
(16) [z] :={y € E: x ~y} is compact and ¢([z]) = |¢(x)| exp(iR).
Hence the map
H: E/~—R,  [z]—[¢(z)|

is well defined, and we have to show that H is injective. To this end let
1: E— E/~, x — [x]

and denote the final topology on E/~ with respect to ¢ by 7. It is clear that ¢ is
continuous and hence E/~ is connected. Since ¢ is open and continuous without
zeros, we conclude that H ot = |¢| is open and continuous. Hence we obtain that
H is open and continuous. In view of Theorem 4 it remains to show that E/~ is
a Hausdorff space and H is locally injective.

First of all one can easily prove that ¢ is open. To realize the Hausdorff
property of E/~, fix ¥,y € E such that [z] # [y]. Since [y] is compact, we find an
open and relatively compact neighbourhood K of x in E such that K N[y] =0.
Now [y] and the set M := {J cy ) 9(K), which is compact by Lemma 4, are
disjoint, too. Hence we find an open and relatively compact neighbourhood V' of
y in F such that M NV = (. Since ¢ is open, we conclude that X := ((K) and
Y := (V) are disjoint neighbourhoods of [z] and [y] in E/~.

To prove the local injectivity of H, let x € E. Since ¢ is locally injective,
we find a neighbourhood U of x in E and ¢ €]0, |¢(z)|[ such that

¢u: U — B(d(x)ie), 2+ o(2)

is biholomorphic. Define W := ¢(U) and fix z,y € U such that H([z]) = H([y]).
Then we have that

{y,2} C Z = ¢;' (B(d(x);¢) NOB(0;]¢(2)])).
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Since Z is connected, it remains to show that the non-empty set A := {w € Z :
[w] = [2]}, which is closed with respect to Z by continuity of ¢, is open with
respect to Z. Solet v € Z\ AN Z. Then we find a sequence (v,)pnen in Z\ A
such that v = lim,, . vy, .

Assumption. For each n € N, [v] # [v,]. We may assume that [v;] # [v;] if
i # j. Now, for each n € N, we know that |¢(v)| = |¢(v,)|, which by (16) implies
that

¢(v) € |p(v)] exp(iR) = ([vn]).

Hence, for each n € N, we find w,, € [v,] such that ¢(w,) = ¢(v). We note that

S:={w,:neN}cM:= U g({v,:neN}tu{v}).
g€ (h)

Since M is compact by Lemma 4, we conclude that S has an accumulation point
in M C E. Since ¢|g is constant, we conclude by the identity theorem that ¢ is
constant and obtain a contradiction.

Thus there exists n € N such that [v] = [v,] # [2]. Hence v € Z\ A and
Z \ A is closed with respect to Z. o

Completion of the proof of Main Lemma 2. Define M to be the set of all
g € 9(h) for which ¢og = ¢ holds. Fix € E. Let y € E such that ¢(z) = ¢(y).
By Lemma 6 we find g € ¢(h) such that y = g(x). Since ¢(h) is commutative,
we conclude, for each n € N, that

¢(g(h"(2))) = (h"(9(x))) = A"¢(g(x)) = \"d(y) = A"é(z) = o(h" (2)).

Now the identity theorem implies that g € M. Hence the map

o M=o o(x), g+ g(@)

is surjective. Using the commutativity of ¢ (h) and the identity theorem again we
get that o is injective. Since ¢~!(¢(z)) = {g(x) : g € M} is a closed subset of
the compact set |J,cq ) {9(2)}, we conclude that ¢~ (¢(z)) is compact, too. By
the identity theorem this means that ¢! (¢(x)) and hence M is finite. Now the
conclusion follows with & := card(M). o

2.6. Completion of the proof of Theorem 1. In view of Section 2.3 we
may assume that F is multiply connected. First we shall show that there exists
a sequence (¢ )nen in JZ(E;C) such that (5) holds. To this end let, for each
neN,

n—1 n—1
, Lu, 1 (h7)’
Un, :H(hj—a) and Sn “nw Tn o
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By Main Lemma 1 there is a non-constant function s € 5 (F;C) such that

s = lim,_,~ sy, and conditions (8) and (9) are satisfied. Hence, for each closed
rectifiable curve d in E and each n € N, we obtain that

g [ NS [ W) ()
2rwin(u, 0 d;0) = /d 2 d j:ZO/d (2 —a d

Unp (
= 27?2'; n(h) od;a) = jgo /hjod () dx
=;LWWWW@MZ;AWW

= 2minn(d;a) € 2winZ.

Now this implies that there exists a sequence (¢, )nen such that condition (5) is
satisfied. By Lemma 4 we see that {¢, : n € N} is locally bounded and hence
normal by Montel’s theorem. Define I' to be the accumulation set of (¢, )nen in
H(E;C). Let p €.

Now we shall prove that there exists A € exp(27m'(R\ Q)) such that ¢poh =
A¢. Lemma 4 implies that ¢=1(0) = (). Since ¢/,/¢, = s,, for each n € N,
we conclude that s = ¢'/¢. The function w := ¢oh/¢ is well defined and
holomorphic and from the functional equation (so h)h’ = s we conclude that, for
each z € F,

¢ (h(2)) W (2)(2) — ¢/ (2)6(h(2)
o=
s(h(2) W (2)8(h(2)) $(2) — s(2)6(2)6 (h(2))
¢

(
BE
NCOREOUC)
o(2) |

Hence we find A € C such that w = A. Therefore ¢ o h = A¢ and induction leads
to ¢ o h™ = \"¢, for each n € N. By Proposition 1 we know that idg € 4(h)
which means that ¢ is in the accumulation set of (A\"¢),en. Since ¢~1(0) = 0,
we conclude that [A| = 1. Moreover, A € exp(2mi(R \ Q)), for otherwise ¢
would be constant by Lemma 3 and hence s = ¢'/¢ = 0. From the equation
Ap(E) = ¢(h(E)) = ¢(E) we conclude that ¢(E) is an open annulus centered
at 0.

Next, using Main Lemma 2 and the abstract monodromy theorem, we shall
prove that ¢ is injective. Let z,w € FE such that ¢(z) = ¢(w). Choose a
rectifiable curve v in E connecting z and w. Hence ¢ o~ is a closed rectifiable

w'(z) =
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curve in ¢(E). Since E is multiply connected, condition (4) implies that there
exists a closed rectifiable curve ¢ in E such that n(c;a) = 1. We may assume
that z is the end-point of c¢. Applying (9) we see that

2min(¢ o ¢;0) = / Q(Z((Z)) d

_ / 5(z) dz = 2min(c; a) = 2,

C

Thus § := n(¢ o7;0)c is a closed rectifiable curve in E such that n(¢ o d;0) =
n(¢o~;0). Since ¢(E) is an annulus it follows from n(¢ov;0) = n(¢ o0 J;0) that
¢povy and ¢od are fixed-end-point homotopic in ¢(F). By Main Lemma 2 we see
that (E, ¢) is a covering space of ¢(E). Hence the abstract monodromy theorem
([4, p. 247]) implies that v and ¢ are fixed-end-point homotopic, too. Since ¢ is
closed, we conclude that v is closed and obtain z = w. Hence ¢ is injective.

Finally, we have to prove that the sequence (¢,,)nen, which by (5) is uniquely
determined up to roots of unity, can be chosen in such a way that (¢,)nen is
convergent. To this end, fix z € E. Since ¢(x) # 0 and ¢(E) is an annulus, the
function

frexp(iR) = R,  p—loglo™" (u(s(x))) —af

is well defined and continuous. For each n € N,

n—1

log|¢n(x)|:log<”H|hj( —a|> Zlogw ) — al

j=0
1 — .
:—Zloqus (N g(a —a}:EjZOf(M).

By Theorem 3 (Weyl’s equidistribution theorem) we conclude that

1
nli_)rréo log |pn ()] = /0 f(exp(2mit)) dt.

Hence (|¢n(x)]), cn 1S convergent. This implies that there exists a sequence
(0n)nen such that 67 = 1, for each n € N, and ¢(x) = lim, o 0,0, ().
Passing over to (0,,¢,)nen instead of (¢, )nen if necessary we may assume that
0, = 1, for each n € N. Now let ¢y € I'. Then we know that ~1(0) = § and
W/ =s= ¢ /o. Hence ¢p'¢p = ¢'1p and thus /¢ is constant by the quotient
rule. Since ¥(z) = ¢(x), we see that ¢ = 1), which means that ¢ is the only
function in I'. Hence we conclude that ¢ = lim,, .. ¢,. O
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3. A modified proof of the classification theorem of
periodic components of the Fatou set

Our aim in this section is to show how to use our weaker version of the
rotation theorem (compared to the stronger version which holds under condition
(7) instead of (3) but whose proof requires the Riemann uniformization theorem)
to prove the classification theorem of periodic components of the Fatou set. This
famous theorem is already well documented in the literature (see for instance [1],
[3], [8], [9], and especially [2]) so that we confine ourselves to stating this result
without discussing its significance and history.

General assumptions and further notations. Let A € {C,C,C\{0}} and
f: A — A be holomorphic and neither constant nor injective. Let D be a com-
ponent of the Fatou set .# of f such that f(D) C D. Denote the accumulation
set of (f"|p)nen by ¥. Denote the Julia set of f by 7.

Theorem 5 (Classification Theorem). Exactly one of the following state-

ments holds:

(A) D is an attracting domain of f, i.e., there exists p € D such that f(p)=p,
|f'(p)| <1, and limy,_. f"[p = p.

(P) D is a parabolic domain of f, i.e., there exists p € 9DNA such that f(p) = p,
f'(p) =1, and lim,,_, f"|p =p.

(B) D isa Baker domain of f, i.e., there exists p € C\A such that lim,, . f"|p =
p.

(S) D is a Siegel disk, i.c., there exist A € exp(2mi(R\ Q)) and a biholomorphic
map ¢: D — B(0;1) such that ¢o f|p = Ap.

(H) D is a Herman ring of f, i.e., there exist A € exp(2mi(R\Q)), r €]0,1[, and
a biholomorphic map ¢: D — A(0;7;1) such that ¢ o f|p = .

If A =C then (B) does not hold. If A = C then (H) does not hold.

The traditional proof of the classification theorem is determined by the fol-
lowing distinction (see for instance [1], [3], [8], and [9]):

Case 1. Each function g in the accumulation set 4 of (f"|p)nenN Is constant.
Then it is easy to show that card(4) = 1. Let ¢ € 4 and p € D such that g = p.
Then it depends on p € D, p€ DN A, and p €C\ A to verify statement (A),
(P), or (B).

Case 2. There exists a non-constant function g € ¢ . Then the strong rotation
theorem is used to verify statement (S) or (H).

If we replace the strong rotation theorem by Theorem 2 the above scheme can
still be taken over for the case when D is simply connected because in this case
Theorem 2 works under condition (7) instead of (3). As the following lemma shows,
this may be done for the case when A = C and for the case when A = C\{0} and
D (which in Section 1 was defined to be the union of the interiors of the closed
rectifiable curves in D) does not contain 0:
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Lemma 7. Suppose that A € {C,C\{0}}, D C A, and there is a non-
constant function g € 4. Then D is simply connected.

Lemma 7 is an immediate consequence of the following lemma, which can
easily be proved using Cauchy’s formula.

Lemma 8. Suppose that D C C and there is a non-constant function g € ¢ .
Let ¢ be a closed rectifiable curve in D such that int(c) C A and, for each n € N,
(f")~1(co) Nint(c) = 0. Then int(c) C D.

Proof. By Proposition 1 there is a strictly increasing o € NN such that
lim,, oo fo‘(”)|D = idp. By Cauchy’s formula we obtain that lim,, fo‘(”)|int(c) =
idipt(c) . From this one concludes that int(c) C .# and hence int(c) C D. o

However, if A =C or A = C\{0} and 0 € D, then D can be multiply
connected and, if we want to use the weak rotation theorem instead of the strong
one, we have to modify the traditional structure of the proof of the classification
theorem. Now statements (A), (P), and (B) have to be verified under the weaker
condition that there exists a constant function g € ¢ instead of that every function
g € ¢ is constant.

This modification does not cause any trouble if the value p of the existing
constant function g € ¢ belongs to D. In this case we can use the following
proposition, which itself is easy to prove, to show that D is an attracting domain
of f at p.

Proposition 2. Let E CC be a region and h: E — E be holomorphic such
that {h™ : n € N} forms a normal family and there exist a strictly increasing
o € NN and p € E such that lim,_.o, h*™ =p. Then h(p) = p, |k (p)| <1 and
lim,, .o h" = p.

Proof. See for instance [1, p. 163]. o

But some more effort has to be done if p € 9D NA or p €C\ A. We first
prove:

Lemma 9. Let p € 9D N A such that the constant function D —C, z +— p
belongs to 4. Then D is a parabolic domain of f.

The proof of the weaker form of this lemma (where the additional assumption
that every function g € ¢ is constant is at disposal) is due to Fatou [6] and well
documented in the literature (see for instance [1, p. 165]). We adopt the structure
of this proof and just have to show that the single steps in this proof carry over
to the case when a non-constant function g € ¢ exists.

Proof. By conjugating if necessary we may assume that p € C. Let o € NN
be strictly increasing such that lim,_ f*™|p = p. Since f(D) C D,

fp)=fo(lim f*™|p)= lim f*™|po flp=p

n—oo
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so that p is a fixed point of f. Let A := f'(p). Since p € ODNA C 7, we
conclude that |A\| > 1.
The first step is to prove that

(17) there is a region W C D such that f(W) C W and f|w is injective.

Proof of (17). For the case when each function g € ¢ is constant, this is
proved in [1, p. 126]. For the case when there is a non-constant function g € ¥,
Proposition 1 yields that one can choose W := D. o

Now fix W according to (17). By conjugating if necessary we may assume
that W C C. Fix ¢ € W and, for each n € N, let ¢,, :== (f"|w —p)/(f”(o —p).
Since f|w is injective, one easily proves by Montel-Carathéodory’s theorem that
(¢n)nen is normal. By transition to a subsequence of « if necessary we may
assume that (@a(n))nen converges to a holomorphic function ¢: W — C. An
easy calculation shows that ¢(f(z)) = A¢(z), for each z € W. Induction leads to
¢(f”(z)) = A"¢(z), for each z € W and n € N. The next step is to prove that
(18) |A|=1.

Proof of (18). For the case when each function g € ¢ is constant, see [1,
p. 165]. For the case when there is a non-constant function g € ¢, Proposition 1
implies that there exists a strictly increasing v € NN such that lim,, ., f7™(¢) =
(. Now

1=¢(¢) = lim ¢(f7(n)(ﬁ)) = lim AN M) = lim AT,

n—oo n—oo

which implies that |A|=1. o

It follows easily from (18) that ¢ is constant (see [1, p. 166]). Hence we obtain
that

1=6(0) = o(f(C)) = A(C) = A.

It remains to show that lim,, . f"|p = p. To this purpose we shall make
use of some facts concerning the behaviour of the iterates near the parabolic fixed
point p of f (see e.g. [1, §6.5], [8, §7]).

Choose a region U C A such that p € U, ( € C\ (UU f(U)), and fly is
injective. Let I := (f|y)~" and k := inf{m € N : f(m+1)(p) £ 0}. By the flower
theorem (see e.g. [8, p. 45]) we then find simply connected regions Gy, ..., G in
UU f(U) such that (Gy,...,Ga) forms a flower of f at p, which in particular
implies that

(F1) for each i € {1,...,k}, Go;—1 is an attracting petal of f at p and Gy; is a

repelling petal of f at p,

(F2) for each j,m € {1,...,2k}, one has G; N G,, # 0 if and only if there exists

o € {—1,0,1} such that (j — m) = o(mod 2k),

(F3) U?L G, U{p} is open and connected.
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Now, for each i € {1,...,k}, the attracting petal Go;,_1 is contained in a
component D; of the Fatou set .%, which of course is a parabolic domain of f
at p. Thus it suffices to show that there exists ¢ € {1,...,k} such that DND; # ()
because then we have D = D; and conclude that D is a parabolic domain of f
at p.

To this end choose a region K C W such that {¢, f(¢()} € K and K C W.
Since lim,,_, fo‘(”)| p = p, condition (F3) implies that there exists n € N such
that f"(K) C U?io G; U {p}. Now we prove that

(19) fM(K) ¢ UL, Gai.

Proof of (19). Assume that f™(K) C Ule Go;. Since f"(K) is connected,
condition (F2) implies that there exists i € {1,...,k} such that f"(K) C Go;.
Let m := min{j € N : f/(K) C Gg;}. Choose a neighbourhood X of ¢ in K such
that YV := f(X)C K. Let y € Y. Then f™ 1(y) € f™(X) C Go;. On the other
hand, y € Y C K and hence f™(y) € Go;. Since Go; is a repelling petal of f
at p, we know that I(f™(y)) € Ga;. Since f(f™ 1(y)) = ™) = fI(f™(v)))
and f|g,, is injective, we conclude that f™ '(y) = I(f™(y)). Thus we have
proved that f™7 1]y = I o f™|y. By the identity theorem we conclude that
f™ g = ITof™k and hence f™~}(K) C Gy;. This implies that m = 1 and
K C Ga;. Since Go; C UU f(U), this is a contradiction to ¢ € C\ (UU f(U)). o

Since p € # and f"(K) C #, we then conclude that there exists i €
{1,...,k} such that f™(K)NGyi_1 # 0. Hence we obtain that DN D; # (), which
implies that D = D;. Thus D is a parabolic domain of f at p. o

If A = C then the classification theorem follows by combining the weak
rotation theorem, Proposition 2, and Lemma 9. To settle the remaining case when
A = C\{0} and 0 €D, one also uses the following lemma.

Lemma 10. Suppose that A = C\{0} and 0 € D. If one of the constant
functions 0 or oo belongs to ¢ then each function g € ¢ is constant.

Proof by contraposition. Suppose that ¢ contains a non-constant function.
It suffices to show that the constant function 0 does not lie in ¢, for then we can
conjugate with z — 1/z and obtain the same result for the constant function co.

Choose a closed rectifiable curve ¢ in D such that 0 € int(c). Denote the
connected component of 0 in int(c) by Z. There are two cases to consider:

Case 1. Z \ {0} C D. Since Proposition 1 shows that f|p is injective, one
can easily verify that 0 is not an essential singularity of f and, if 0 is a pole of
f, then oo is not an essential singularity of f, either. Hence there is a region
G € {C,C} and a holomorphic map F: G — G such that F|c\jo1 = f. Denote
the component of the Fatou set of F' which contains D by E. Since we have
already verified the classification theorem for holomorphic self-maps of C and C,
we see that E is a Siegel disk or a Herman ring of F'. Hence each function in ¢
is not constant.
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Case 2. There exists x € Z \ (D U {0}). In this case we shall prove that
n(f"oc;x) # 0, for each n € N. This implies that tr(f™oc) ¢ B(0;|z|), for each
n € N, which in particular means that no subsequence of (f"|p)nen converges
locally uniformly to zero.

Let n € N. We first prove:

(20) n(f™oc;0) #0.

Proof of (20). From Proposition 1 we know that idp € ¢. In particular, this
implies that there exists & € N such that & > n and n(f* o¢;0) = n(idg oc; 0) =
n(c;0) # 0. Assume that n(f™ oc;0) = 0. Then f™ o ¢ is homotopic to zero
in C\{0}. Since f¥=" is a self-map of C\{0} and hence omits 0, Cauchy’s
theorem implies that

27rin(fkoc;0):/ 1dz:/ Mdz:().

fk—n+nOc z

This is a contradiction to n(f* o¢;0) # 0. o

Now choose a rectifiable curve v in D connecting the end-points of ¢ and
f"oc. Then
d:=n(c¢0)f"oc—y—n(f"oc0)c+

is a closed rectifiable curve in D such that int(d) C A. By Lemma 8 we obtain
that int(d) C D and hence n(d;x) = 0. Thus we conclude that

n(c;0)n(f" o c;z) =n(f" o c;0)n(c;z) # 0,

which implies that n(f" oc;z) #0. o
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