arXiv:2402.03718v3 [math.DS] 14 Jan 2025

ON SYMMETRIES OF THE IFS ATTRACTOR

GENADI LEVIN

Abstract. We apply some methods and technique of complex dynamics to study the set of symmetries of attractors of holomorphic Iterated Function Systems (IFS), as well as relations between IFS sharing the same attractor.

1. Introduction

An iterated function system (IFS) is a finite collection G = (g_1, ..., g_m) of contractions of a complete metric space X. The attractor of the IFS is a unique non-empty compact set A ⊂ X such that A = ∪^m_{i=1}g_i(A) [15].

The aim of the present paper is to apply methods of complex dynamics as in [16], [18] to studying the set of symmetries of attractors of holomorphic IFS on the complex plane (see Definition 3.1), as well as families of such IFS sharing the same attractor.

Similar (and apparently closely related) problems in the dynamics of rational functions on the Riemann sphere about symmetries of the Julia set and rational functions sharing the same Julia set have been studied rather intensively, see [3, 4, 1, 11, 14, 16, 18], and [9, 24] for recent important variations.

As far as we are aware, the existing literature on the above mentioned problems for IFS is devoted almost exclusively to the case of IFS consisting of affine contractions of R^d , with more elaborate results if the contractions are semilitudes (i.e., affine f : R^d → R^d such that d(f(x), f(y)) = ρd(x, y) for some similarity factor ρ ∈ (0, 1) and all x, y; the attractor of such IFS is called a self-similar set) or even homogeneous semilitudes (i.e., all having the same similarity factor), see [8], [10], [20], [23] and comments below.

Let us describe briefly results of the paper. We call a plane compact J-like (relative to a domain) if the set of attracting fixed points of local holomorphic symmetries of the compact is dense (on the intersection of the domain with the compact), see Definitions 2.1-2.2. A general result allowing us to deal with the above problems is Theorem 2.3 about symmetries of Jlike compacts which says roughly speaking that any non-trivial local family

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 37F05, 37C79; Secondary 39B12. Key words and phrases. iterates function system, holomorphic dynamics, symmetry. 1

of symmetries of K is finite provided that the compact K is J-like and "nonlaminar" (note that all Cantor K are not laminar). It closely resembles the main result of [16] on symmetries of the Julia set of a rational function of the Riemann sphere. Namely, it turns out that Theorem 1 of [16] where we prove the finiteness of the set of local holomorphic symmetries of the Julia set can be carried over, with surprisingly little changes, to a more general setting of J-like compacts.

We derive from Theorem 2.3 that any J-like non-laminar compact K with no isolated points admits at most finitely many homeomorphisms of K which extend to conformal homeomorphisms to a fixed neighborhood of K, see Theorem 2.4. (Recall that conformal means preserving angles but not necessarily orientation.) It generalizes some results about the group of isometries of IFS attractors, see [8], [10], [20] where proofs are heavily based on the fact that isometries are affine maps.

A striking similarity between the Julia set J of a rational function f and the attractor A of an IFS of contractions g_1, ..., g_m is that the set of (repelling) fixed points of the iterates f^n of f and the set of (attracting) fixed points of all finite compositions g_{i1} ∘ ... ∘ g_{in} are dense in J and in A, respectively. Although g_i’s are not always symmetries of A, in Lemma 3.3 we give several sufficient conditions that they are. It involves so-called the strong separation condition (SSC) and (apparently weaker) the strong open set condition (strong OSC) with the set O, see e.g. [15], see also definitions in Subsection 3.1. Lemma 3.3 says, in particular, that if an IFS satisfies the strong OSC with an open set O then its attractor is J-like relative every component of O. In particular, attractors of IFS with the SSC are J-like. This allows us to apply Theorem 2.3 to IFSs.

Let IF S(A) be a collection of IFSs from a given category (e.g. affine, semilitudes, holomorphic etc) which all have the same attractor A. IFS(A) is well understood for some special subclasses of semilitudes: homogeneous IFS under certain separation conditions [13], [7], and non-homogeneous IFS under some strong extra conditions [7], [23]. Summarising roughly these results, the semigroup IFS(A) (by composition) for those subclasses of semilitudes is finitely generated.

We consider IFS(A) for holomorphic IFS and ask the following very basic question: given m ≥ 2, under what conditions the total number of G ∈ IFS(A) such that the number of maps #G in each G does not exceed m is finite?

This question makes sense and is also fundamental for the semigroup of rational functions f sharing the same Julia set (where m should mean the degree of f). Although the answer is Yes in some cases (e.g. polynomials) it is still unknown in general whether the number of (non-exceptional) rational functions of a given degree sharing the same Julia set is finite, see [17].

In Theorem 3.4 we prove that a collection G ⊂ IFS(A) of holomorphic IFS with the same attractor A and such that

(1.1) sup{#G : G ∈ G} < ∞

is finite provided that there exists an open set U intersecting A such that g(U) are pairwise disjoint for all g ∈ G and any G ∈ G. It turns out that such set U always exists if all G are real and the SSC holds. Thus (1.1) along is enough that the collection G of real holomorphic IFS G with the SSC sharing the same (real) attractor is finite. see Corollary 3.6 where we use special domains coming from holomorphic dynamics to construct the set U.

Then we apply Theorem 2.3 to the problem of characterising holomorphic IFS which have the same attractor. In Theorem 3.8, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for two holomorphic IFS G = {g}, F = {f} under the SSC to share the attractor in two (equivalent) form: an infinite system of functional equations connecting iterates of maps and their inverses that hold locally, see (II) of Theorem 3.8, and a finite number of functional equations that hold on neighborhoods of the attractors of G and F , see (III) of that theorem. Corollary 3.10 says that G, F share the same attractor if and only if their sets of (eventually) periodic points coincide. See also Remark 3.11 where it is shown that if all maps of IFS G, F happen to be local inverse branches of rational functions φ, ψ respectively, then all these equations of Theorem 3.8 are reduced to any single one of them and, in fact, take the following form:

(1.2) φ^{−m} ∘ φ^M = ψ^{−n} ∘ ψ^N

identically on an open set, for some 0 < m < M, 0 < n < N and some local branches φ^{−m}, ψ^{−n}. This follows essentially from [18] where the latter functional equation (1.2) between rational functions φ, ψ plays the major role.

In Theorem 3.12, given an IFS under the SSC, we describe the set of all possible holomorphic IFS that satisfy the SSC and share the same attractor. There are two immediate corollaries of Theorem 3.12 and its proof. Corollary 3.13 says (in particular) that, given a holomorphic IFS G with the SSC along with a local symmetry h of the attractor of G in a ball centered at a fixed point a of h, the following conjugacy holds in some ball around a: h^l = g_v ∘ g_ṽ ∘ g^{−1}_v , for some finite compositions g_v, g_ṽ of maps of G and some iterate h^l of h. This generalizes a result of [10] from similitudes to holomorphic IFS. In turn, these conjugacy relations imply that the multiplier spectra for two IFS with the same attractor are eventually the same, see Corollary 3.15. This also extends corresponding results from [8], [10] to holomorphic IFS.

Notations.

• Domain is an open connected subset of the plane.

• f^′ denotes the standard (complex analytic) derivative of a function f. • f^n is the n-iterate of a function f. • B(x, ρ) = {z ∈ C : |z − x| < ρ}. • f : D → C where D is a domain is called univalent if it is holomorphic (analytic) injective or, equivalently, analytic diffeomorphism.

• For a finite set Λ and k ∈ N, Λ^k = {w = (i_1, ..., i_k) : i_1, ..., i_k ∈ Λ} is the set of all "words" of the length |w| = k, Λ^∗ = ∪^∞_{k=1}Λ^k is the set of all finite words, and Λ^N = {(i_1, i_2, ..., i_n, ...) : i_n ∈ Λ, n = 1, 2, ...} the set of infinite words.

• d(E_1, E_2) and diam E denote the Euclidean distance between E_1, E_2 ⊂ R^2 and diameter of E ⊂ R^2 respectively.

Acknowledgments. The author thanks the referee for careful reading and many comments which helped to revise the paper.

2. Local (holomorphic) symmetries of plane compacta

Definition 2.1. For a compact K in the complex plane C and a domain D ⊂ C with D ∩ K ≠ ∅, a holomorphic map H : D → C is a (local holomorphic) symmetry of K on D if x ∈ D ∩ K ⇔ H(x) ∈ H(D) ∩ K. A family of such symmetries H on a domain D is called non-trivial if it is a normal family (i.e., every sequence has a subsequence that converges uniformly on compacts) and any limit function is not a constant.

Let us define a class of compact sets of the plane for which our results apply. For a holomorphic function H : D → C , a point b ∈ D is called an attracting fixed point if H(b) = b and 0 < |H^′(b)| < 1.

Definition 2.2. A compact K ⊂ C is J-like (J stands for Julia) relative to a domain U if the set of attracting fixed points of local holomorphic symmetries of K is dense in U ∩ K. If U is a neighborhood of K, then the entire K is called a J-like compact set.

Examples of J-like compact sets include, among others, Julia sets J of rational functions (assuming J ⊂ C ) [16], [18], and attractors of holomorphic IFS under some separation conditions, see the next Sect.

Theorem 2.3. Let a compact K ⊂ C with no isolated points be J-like relative to a domain U. Then either

(1) any non-trivial family of symmetries of K defined on U is finite, or (2) any open subset of U intersecting K contains a simply-connected domain Ω such that Ω∩K is analytically diffeomorphic to the product I × L ⊂ C of the unit interval I = [0, 1] and a compact set L ⊂ iR (i.e., there is an analytic diffeomorphism ψ defined in a neighborhood of Ω such that ψ(Ω ∩ K) = [0, 1] × L).

Let us call a compact set K as in the case (2) laminar relative to a domain U. Consequently, we call K non-laminar if there is no domain U such that K is laminar relative to U.

Note that the case (1) holds whenever K is a Cantor J-like compact set (Cantor sets are obviously non-laminar). A compact K ⊂ R is non-laminar if and only if K contains no intervals.

Proof of Theorem 2.3 repeats almost literally the one of [16], Theorem 1 for symmetries of Julia sets (see also Lemma 2 of [18] for a somewhat shorter account). There are two reasons for this to make it work: first, the proof in [16] is local; secondly, it is based on the fact that repelling fixed points of iterates of the rational function (equivalently, attracting fixed points of their local inverse branches) are dense in the Julia set. So assuming there is a non-trivial infinite family of symmetries of K defined in U we follow the proof of [16] (omitting Lemma 2 and Remark 3 there), replace local inverse branches of iterates of the rational function near their attracting fixed points which are used in the course of the proof of Theorem 1 of [16] by appropriate local holomorphic symmetries of K, and stop every time that we arrive at the case (2) of Theorem 2.3.

We derive the following corollary about the group of all locally conformal automorphisms of K.

Theorem 2.4. Let K be a J-like non-laminar compact on the plane with no isolated points. Let V be a neighborhood of K such that every component of V intersects K. Then the set

I_V = {f : V → C |f(K) = K, f conformal injective} is finite.

Recall that f : U → C is conformal on an open set U if it is locally injective holomorphic or anti-holomorphic on each component of U. For the proof, see Subsection 5.1.

3. Holomorphic IFS sharing the same attractor: preliminaries and main results

3.1. Holomorphic IFS.

Definition 3.1. A (finite) holomorphic IFS is a pair (G, Ω) where Ω is a bounded domain in C equipped with the hyperbolic metric d_Ω and G = {g_i : Ω → Ω}_{i∈Λ} is a finite collection of univalent maps such that g_i(Ω) ⊂ Ω for all i.

Since g_i(Ω) is compactly contained in Ω, it follows from the Schwarz lemma (stated as Theorem 4.2 below) that each g_i : Ω → Ω is a strict contraction of the complete metric space (Ω, d_Ω). Therefore, the pair (G, Ω) is a classical IFS.

Examples.

1. Let g_i(z) = α_iz + b_i where |α_i| < 1, b_i ∈ C . Take any big enough disk Ω = B(0, R). Then (G, Ω) is a holomorphic IFS. Note that the hyperbolic geometry of B(0, R) tends to the Euclidean one as R → ∞, uniformly on compacts of the plane.

2. Let φ(z) = z^2 +c where the complex parameter c is such that φ^n(0) → ∞ as n → ∞ (i.e., c is outside of the Mandelbrot set). Let B_∞ = {z ∈ C : φ^n(z) → ∞, n → ∞} be the basin of infinity, Φ is the Green function of B_∞ such that Φ(z) = log(z) + O(1) as z → ∞ extended by zero to the whole plane, and Ω = {z : Φ(z) < C} for some C less than Φ(c) and close enough to it. Then Ω is a simply connected domain and φ^{−1} has two well-defined branches on Ω denoted by g_1, g_2 so that the closures of g_i(Ω), i = 1, 2 are contained in Ω and are pairwise disjoint. In other words, (G, Ω) where G = (g_1, g_2) is a holomorphic IFS. Note that the attractor of this IFS coincides with the Julia set J = {z : φ^n(z) ∈ Ω, n = 0, 1, 2, ...} of φ.

Holomorphic IFSs appear also naturally in holomorphic dynamics as inverse to first return maps.

Denote by A = A_G the attractor of a holomorphic IFS (G, Ω), that is, a unique non-empty compact set A ⊂ Ω such that A = ∪^m_{i=1}g_i(A). We will always assume that A contains at least two points: #A ≥ 2. For any word w = (i_1, ..., i_k) ∈ Λ^∗, we let g_w = g_{i1} ∘ ... ∘ g_{ik} : Ω → Ω.

Note that g_w is a univalent (holomorphic injective) function on Ω so that there exists an inverse univalent map g^{−1}_w : g_w(Ω) → Ω. Since ∪_{i∈Λ}g_i(Ω) is a compact subset of Ω, then g_w(x) → A as |w| → ∞ uniformly in x ∈ Ω. Each contraction g_w of the complete space (Ω, d_Ω), has a unique fixed point β_w ∈ Ω, moreover, β_w ∈ A. It is easy to see that β_w is an attracting fixed point of g_w. The following fact is fundamental [15]:

(⋆) the set

Per_G = {β : g_w(β) = β, w ∈ Λ^∗}

of fixed points of all g_w is dense in A.

While there exists s_h ∈ (0, 1) such that the norm of the derivative of each g_i : Ω → Ω in the hyperbolic metric d_Ω is less than s_h, this is not necessary so in the Euclidean one. However, for every compact set K ⊂ Ω there exist N ≥ 1 and s ∈ (0, 1) such that |g^′_w(z)| ≤ s^n for all w ∈ Λ^n with n ≥ N and all z ∈ K. (Proof: choose a domain Ω^′ such that K ⊂ Ω^′ ⊂ Ω^′ ⊂ Ω and ∪_ig_i(X) ⊂ Ω^′; then there exist C > 0 and q ∈ (0, 1) such that |g^′_w(z)| ≤ Cq^n for all w ∈ Λ^n and all z ∈ Ω^′. This is because the hyperbolic metric d_Ω and the Euclidean metric are equivalent being restricted to Ω^′. Then take s ∈ (q, 1) and N big enough.)

3.2. Separation conditions and the associated inverse dynamics. Recall [15] that IFS consisting of contractions {g_i} and having the attractor A satisfies the strong separation condition (SSC) if

g_i(A) ∩ g_j (A) = ∅ for all i ≠ j,

and the strong open set condition (strong OSC) with O if O is an open set such that

A ∩ O ≠ ∅, g_i(O) ⊂ O for all i, g_i(O) ∩ g_j(O) = ∅ for all i ≠ j.

Note that then [15] A ⊂ O.

The SSC implies the strong OSC, with the set O to be a small neighborhood of A^1. The attractor of an IFS with at least two maps that satisfies the SSC is necessary a Cantor set with no isolated points.

Let us call a pair (G, V ) a box-like restriction of a holomorphic IFS (G, Ω) where G = {g_i : i ∈ Λ} if V ⊂ Ω is a neighborhood of the attractor A_G such that the sets g_i(V ) for i ∈ Λ are pairwise disjoint and are contained in V .

If the SSC holds for an IFS G = (g_1, ..., g_m) with the attractor A = A_G then the following associated inverse map (dynamical system) φ = φ_G : A → A is well-defined: φ|_{gi(A)} = g^{−1}_i , i = 1, ....m. If (G, V ) is a box-like restriction of (G, Ω) then φ : A → A extends to a holomorphic m-covering map of U = ∪_{i∈Λ}(V ) onto V which we call a complex inverse map φ : U → V . (In Example 2 above the whole IFS (G, Ω) is a box-like while φ : g_1(Ω) ∪ g_2(Ω) → Ω is the complex inverse map.)

Recall that, given a map f : X → X^′, a point x ∈ X is pre-periodic if f^p(x) = f^q(x) for some minimal 0 ≤ p < q (assuming all iterates f(x), ..., f^q(x) are well-defined); in other words, x is pre-periodic if and only if the sequence of iterates {f^n(x)}_{n≥0} is well-defined and is a finite set. (Note that p = 0 corresponds to the case when x is a periodic point of f.)

Lemma 3.2. (1) φ : A → A has degree m; for every n and every w ∈ Λ^n, φ^n|_{gw(A)} = g^{−1}_w , in particular, φ^n(x) = x if and only if x is a fixed point of g_w for some w ∈ Λ^n, (2) suppose the IFS (G, Ω) is holomorphic. Then there exists a box-like restriction (G, V ) of (G, Ω) such that each connected component of V intersects A; moreover, for every ε > 0 one can choose the domain V such that every component of V has the Euclidean diameter less than ε, (3) if φ : U → V is a complex inverse map, then A = {x ∈ U : φ^n(x) ∈ U, n = 0, 1, ...}. In particular, any pre-periodic point of φ : U → V lies in A and A is the closure of the set of all periodic points of φ : U → V . 1For conformal IFS, the strong OSC and the OSC (for which the condition A ∩ O ≠ ∅ is not required) are equivalent, with possibly different open sets, see [21].

Item (1) is immediate. For (2), we can let V = V_G := {z ∈ Ω : d_Ω(z, A) < σ} be the σ-neighborhood of A w.r.t. the hyperbolic metric d_Ω on Ω, for σ > 0 smaller than 1/2 min{d_Ω(g_i(A), g_j(A)) : i ≠ j}. Then V is as required because all g_i are contractions in the metric d_Ω. Now, for every n ∈ N, if V_n := ∪_{w∈Λ}n g_w(V ), then (G, V_n) is again a box-like restriction. On the other hand, as g_w(x) → A as |w| → ∞ uniformly in x ∈ Ω_G and since A is a Cantor set, given ε > 0, there exists n such that the diameter of each component of V_n will be less than ε. This proved (2). (3) follows because

{x : φ^n(x) ∈ U, n = 1, 2, ...} = ∩^∞_{n=1} ∪_{w∈Λ}n g_w(V ).

3.3. Symmetries of the attractor under separation conditions. It is easy to see that for a holomorphic IFS (G, Ω_G) with the SSC, there exists δ > 0 such that any finite composition g_w is a local symmetry of the attractor A on any ball B(a, δ), a ∈ A.

Let us introduce a radius ρ_G which quantifies this property. First, let ρ_h > 0 be the minimal hyperbolic (i.e. d_Ω-)distance between all (pairwise disjoint) compact sets g_k(A). Then, for any a ∈ A and the hyperbolic ball B_h(a, ρ_h) := {z : d_Ω(z, a) < ρ_h}, all g_w are symmetries on B_h(a, ρ_h). Indeed, for each g_i, i ∈ Λ, as it contracts the hyperbolic metric, g_i(B_h(a, ρ_h)) ⊂ B_h(g_i(a), ρ_h) while, by the SSC and the definition of ρ_h, the letter ball is disjoint with all other g_j(A), j ≠ i. As each g_i : Ω → g_i(Ω) is a homeomorphism and by the SSC, x ∈ A if and only if g_i(x) ∈ A. Therefore, every g_i is a local holomorphic symmetry on each hyperbolic ball B_h(a, ρ_h) and the claim follows by induction along with the contraction of maps g_i w.r.t. d_Ω. Then we can take ρ_G to be the maximal r > 0 such that the Euclidean ball B(a, r) is contained in the hyperbolic ball B_h(a, ρ_h), for all a ∈ A.

If all maps g_k of G happen to be linear contractions, one can simply define ρ_L to be the minimal Euclidean distance between all compact sets g_k(A). Then all maps g_w will be local symmetries of A on every Euclidean ball B(a, ρ_L), a ∈ A.

The following claim is crucial for the rest of the paper.

Lemma 3.3. Let A be the attractor of a holomorphic IFS (G, Ω) where G = (g_1, ..., g_m). 1. Assume the SSC holds. Then A is a J-like Cantor set.

2. Assume there exists an open set U ⊂ Ω such that A ⊂ U, A ∩ U ≠ ∅ and g_i(U) for i = 1, ..., m are pairwise disjoint^2. Then every g_i is a symmetry of A on each component D of U that intersects A.

3. Assume that the strong OSC holds with a set O. Then any finite composition g_w of g_i’s is a symmetry of A on each component D of O and A is J-like relative to the domain D.

Proof. 1. Assuming the SSC, every g_w is a local symmetry of A on the ball B(β_w, ρ_G). By (⋆), points β_w are dense in A. Hence, A is J-like. A is totally disconnected because all g_i are strict contractions and the SSC holds.

2. As A ⊂ U and g_1(U) is disjoint with all others g_j (U), then g_1(U) is disjoint with g_j(U), hence, with g_j(A), j = 2, ..., m. Therefore, g_1(D) ∩ A = g_1(D ∩ A), which implies that g_1 is a symmetry on D.

3. Define U_0 = O, U_1 = G(U_0), ..., U_{k−1} = G(U_{k−2}) where G(E) := ∪^m_{i=1}g_u(E). Note that U_0 ⊃ ... ⊃ U_{k−1}. Then every open set U_r, r = 0, ..., k − 1, satisfies the conditions of the open set U of part 2. Therefore, all g_i are symmetries on any component of any U_r. Now, let g_w = g_{i1} ∘ ... ∘ g_{ik} . Then g_{ik} is a symmetry on D, g_{ik−1} is a symmetry on g_{ik} (D) etc. This shows that g_w is a symmetry on D. The fact (⋆) finishes the proof that A is J-like relative to the domain D. □

Note however that any infinite sequence of such pairwise different maps g_w is a trivial family of symmetries because all their limit functions are constants (points of the attractor).

3.4. Main results. First, we study how many IFS can share the same attractor. Of course all iterates of a given IFS have the same attractor so we restrict ourself to classes G of IFS G such that (3.1) sup{#G : G ∈ G} < ∞. Theorem 3.4. Suppose that A ⊂ C is a compact without isolated points, V is a connected neighborhood of A, U is an open set such that A ⊂ U ⊂ V , A ∩ U ≠ ∅, finally, A is not laminar relative to at least one component of U meeting A. Let G be a collection of holomorphic IFS (G, Ω_G) that satisfy condition (3.1) as well as the following conditions:

(1) A_G = A and V ⊂ Ω_G, (2) for every G ∈ G, the sets g(U) for all g ∈ G are pairwise disjoint, (3) there exists G_∗ ∈ G such that either G_∗ satisfies the SSC or ∪_{g∈G∗} g(U) ⊂ U. 2Inclusions g_i(U) ⊂ U are not assumed here.

Then the collection {g|_V : g ∈ G for some G ∈ G} contains at most finitely many different functions.

Remark 3.5. Conditions (2)+(3) can be replaced by the following single (though stronger in general) condition: all G ∈ G satisfy the strong OSC with the same open set.

Let us call a holomorphic IFS (G, Ω_G) real if the domain Ω is symmetric w.r.t. R and g(z̄) = g(z) for all g ∈ G and z ∈ Ω.

Corollary 3.6. Given a Cantor set A ⊂ C and a connected neighborhood V of A, let G be a collection of holomorphic IFS (G, Ω_G) as follows:

(1) A_G = A and V ⊂ Ω_G, (2) either of the two conditions holds:

(a) there exists r > 0 such that for every G ∈ G and any two different g, g̃ ∈ G, d(g(A), g̃(A)) ≥ r (in particular, the SSC holds), (b) A ⊂ R, A ⊂ V ∩ R and G consists of real IFS that satisfy the SSC; furthermore, condition (3.1) holds.

Then the collection {g|_V : g ∈ G for some G ∈ G} is finite.

Remark 3.7. The requirement in (2b) that all G of the class G satisfy the SSC can be weakened as follows: there is an open set O_R of the real line such that all G ∈ G being restricted to R satisfy the strong OSC with the same set O_R. In this case, choose θ > 0 small and let U to be the union of Ω_θ(J) over all connected components J of O_R, see Subsection 4.2 for definition of Ω_θ(J). Then the proof of Corollary 3.6 as in Sect 5 holds with this new U.

By a simple area consideration, it is easy to see that for every G as in item (2a) of Corollary 3.6,

(3.2) #G ≤ ( 1 + r/(2 diam A) r/(2 diam A)

)_2 . So it would be interesting to know if the condition (2a) can be replaced only by the SSC and the bound (3.1)^3.

All other main results are about relations between IFS sharing an attractor, cf. [16], [18]. The following is a central theorem of the paper. It states

3Probably, not

three conditions (I)-(III) where (I) is that two holomorphic IFS G and F with the SSC have the same attractor and (II)-(III) are equivalent to (I) and are stated via functional equations between maps of G and F . Note that (II) consists of infinitely many functional equations that hold on a neighborhood of a single point while (III) consists of only finitely many functional equations that hold altogether on some neighborhoods of attractors.

Theorem 3.8. Let (G, Ω_G), (F, Ω_F ) be two finite holomorphic IFS on C with the SSC where G = {g_i}_{i∈Λ} and F = {f_j}_{j∈}~_Λ. The following conditions (I)-(III) are equivalent:

(I) G and F share the same attractor A = A_G = A_F , (II) there exist a finite collection of words w^k ∈ Λ^∗, v^k ∈ Λ̃^∗, k = 1, 2, ..., k_0, for some k_0 ∈ N, and there exists m_0 ∈ N such that the following infinite sequences of functions equations (G)-(F) are satisfied:

(G) for some ball B_G ⊂ Ω_G, for every m ≥ m_0 and every w ∈ Λ^m there exist v ∈ Λ̃^∗ and an index k ∈ {1, ..., k_0} such that

(3.3) f_v ∘ f^{−1}_{vk} = g_w ∘ g^{−1}_{wk} on g_wk (B_G),

and both hand-sides are well-defined.

(F) the same holds after switching G and F (and obvious change of notations).

Moreover, if A = A_G = A_F then one can choose B_G = B_F to be a neighborhood of a point of A.

(III) there exist: (i) box-like restrictions (G, V_G) and (F, V_F ) of (G, Ω_G) and (F, Ω_F ) respectively (see Subsection 3.2 for definition), (ii) a finite collection of words t^k ∈ Λ^∗, u^k ∈ Λ̃^∗, k ∈ {1, ..., K} for some K ∈ N, and some M ∈ N as follows. Let M_∗ = max{|t^k|, |u^k| : k = 1, ..., K}. Then M ≥ M_∗ + 1 and the following finite number of functional equations (G_{fin})-(F_{fin}) are satisfied:

(G_{fin}) for every component D of V_G and every t ∈ Λ^M there exists a word u = u(D, t) ∈ Λ̃^∗, |u| ≥ M_∗ + 1, and k ∈ {1, ..., K} such that g_tk (D ∩ A_G) ⊂ f_uk (V_F ) and

(3.4) f_u ∘ f^{−1}_{uk} = g_t ∘ g^{−1}_{tk} on g_tk (D ∩ A_G).

(F_{fin}) the same holds after switching G and F (and obvious change of notations).

Remark 3.9. Let us rewrite the system of equations (3.4) as follows. First, every eq. of (3.4) is equivalent to: f_uk ∘ f^{−1}_u = g_tk ∘ g^{−1}_t on g_t(D ∩ A_G). Now using the associated to G, F complex inverse maps φ = φ_G : U_G → V_G, ψ = φ_F : U_F → V_F , and that φ|_{gw(VG )} = g^{−1}_w for each w ∈ Λ^∗, and similar for ψ, the condition (G_{fin}) turns into the following: for every component D of V_G and every t ∈ Λ^M there exist k ∈ {1, ..., K} and u = u(D, t) ∈ Λ̃^∗, |u| ≥ M_∗ + 1, such that g_t(D ∩ A_G) ⊂ f_u(V_F ) and

(3.5) ψ^{−|uk|} ∘ ψ^{|u|}(x) = φ^{−|tk|} ∘ φ^M (x) for every x ∈ g_t(D ∩ A_G),

where φ^{−|tk|} = g_tk , ψ^{−|uk|} = f_uk are inverse branches of φ^{|tk|}, ψ^{|uk|} respectively. Notice a similarity between (3.5) and functional equations of [18] (see (1.2) of the Introduction).

Remind that Per_G = {β : g_w(β) = β, w ∈ Λ^∗} and let

Prep_G = Per_G ∪ {g_w(x) : w ∈ Λ^∗, x ∈ Per_G}.

Note that Prep_G = {x ∈ A_G : φ^P (x) = φ^Q(x), 0 ≤ P < Q}. In other words, Prep_G is the set (pre-)periodic points of φ : U_G → V_G.

Corollary 3.10. Two holomorphic IFS (G, Ω_G), (F, Ω_F ) that satisfy the SSC have the same attractor if and only if Prep_G = Prep_F .

In one direction ("two sets coincide→attractors coincide") it is immediate because sets Prep_G, Prep_F are dense in A_G, A_F respectively. The proof of another direction can be found in Subsect 5.4.

Remark 3.11. One might wonder when the equations of (II) imply the equations of (III) by analytic continuations. This is so if, for example, there exists a single domain in Ω_G ∩ Ω_F that contains balls B_G, B_F and some neighborhoods of A_G, A_F . The most apparent case is probably the following. Assume that the inverse maps φ = φ_G, ψ = φ_F extend to rational functions of degrees m = #G, d = #F respectively. It then follows from Lemma 3.2 that Julia sets of φ, ψ are precisely the attractors A_G, A_F and φ, ψ are hyperbolic rational maps (i.e., uniformly expanding on their Julia sets). Take a single equation (3.3) and write it in the form φ^{−|wk|} ∘ φ^{|w|} = ψ^{−|vk|} ∘ ψ^{|v|} identically on some open set Z_w, for some local branches φ^{−|wk|}, ψ^{−|vk|}. and some choice of w, w^k, v, v^k such that |w| > |w^k|, |v| > |v^k|. Then, by Theorem 3(2) of [16] or Theorem B of [18] this functional equation along is equivalent to φ, ψ having the same Julia set (i.e., G and F having the same attractor). Thus in the case when G, F are inverse branches of rational functions the infinite sequence of equations in the condition (II) of Theorem 3.8 is reduced to any single equation of the sequence and also is equivalent to any eq. of (III).

Let (F, Ω_F ), F = {f_j}_{j∈}~_Λ, be a finite holomorphic IFS with the SSC, and A = A_F . In the next statement we describe all possible holomorphic IFS with the SSC which can have the same attractor A. For every pair v, ṽ ∈ Λ̃^∗ of finite words, let R_{v,ṽ} := f_v ∘ f_ṽ ∘ f^{−1}_v .

It maps the domain f_v(Ω_F ) into itself and has a unique fixed point there. Roughly speaking, the set of maps R_{v,ṽ} determine all other IFS with the same attractor:

Theorem 3.12. First, for each l ∈ N and each R_{v,ṽ}, there exist precisely l different local (i.e, defined and holomorphic in a neighborhood of the fixed point of R_{v,ṽ}) solutions g^{(r)}_{v,ṽ,l}, r = 1, ..., l, of the equation g^l = R_{v,ṽ} (where g^l is the l-iterate of g). If now (G, Ω_G) is any other holomorphic IFS with the SSC and the same attractor A, then there exists K ∈ N such that each g_i ∈ G is a holomorphic continuation of one of the local functions {g^{(r)}_{v,ṽ,l} : v, ṽ ∈ Λ̃^∗, l = 1, ..., K, r = 1, ..., l}. The proof implies:

Corollary 3.13. Given the attractor A of a holomorphic IFS G with the SSC, and some local symmetry h : B(a, r) → C of A such that a is an attracting fixed point of h, there exist l ∈ {1, ..., K} where K depends only on r and G, and some v, ṽ ∈ Λ^∗ such that

h^l = g_v ∘ g_ṽ ∘ g^{−1}_v

on some ball around the point a.

Here is another immediate corollary where we use the following

Definition 3.14. Given a finite holomorphic IFS G = {g_i}_{i∈Λ} on the plane, we define the multiplier (or dynamical) spectrum σ(G) of G as the collection of derivatives g^′_w(β_w) over all finite words w ∈ Λ^∗.

Note that λ ∈ σ(G) implies λ^n ∈ σ(G) for all n ∈ N, and if G = {g_i(z) = λ_iz + b_i}_{i∈Λ} is a finite set of linear contractions, then σ(G) is a semigroup (w.r.t. the multiplication) generated by {λ_i}_{i∈Λ}.

Corollary 3.15. If G, F are two holomorphic IFS that satisfy the SSC and share the same attractor, then for every λ ∈ σ(G) there is l ∈ N such that λ^l ∈ σ(F ), and the same holds after switching G and F . Here, all l are uniformly bounded by a finite number which depends only on F and G.

Remark 3.16. Suppose that attractors A_G, A~_G of two holomorphic IFS (G, Ω_G) and (G̃, Ω~_G) are such that h(A_G) = Ã for some analytic diffeomorphism h : U → Ũ between neighborhoods U, Ũ of A_G, A~_G. Let f_j = h^{−1} ∘ g̃_j ∘ h where G̃ = {g̃_j}. Then maps f_j are defined on an appropriate neighborhood of A_G and all results of this section with minor modifications apply to G = {g_i} and F = {f_j}. Details are left to the reader.

4. Some results in complex analysis

Proofs of the main results are based on Theorem 2.3 and several facts of geometric complex analysis.

4.1. The Koebe distortion theorem. The first one is the Koebe Distortion Theorem (see e.g. [12]):

Theorem 4.1. 1. For any univalent function ϕ : B(0, R) → C such that ϕ(0) = 0, and all t ∈ [0, 1), B(0, t 4 R|ϕ^′(0)|) ⊂ ϕ(B(0, tR)) ⊂ B(0, t (1 − t)^2 R|ϕ^′(0)|). In particular, the family of univalent functions ϕ : B(0, R) → C such that |ϕ(0)| ≤ C and 1/C ≤ |ϕ^′(0)| ≤ C for a fixed C and all ϕ is compact (where the convergence is uniform on compacts in B(0, R)).

2. Given a domain D and a compact K ⊂ D, there exist λ > 1 such that, for every univalent ϕ : D → C and all x, y ∈ K: |ϕ^′(x)| |ϕ^′(y)| ≤ λ. In fact, part 2 is a consequence of part 1.

4.2. Schwarz’s lemma and the slit complex plane. A domain U of the complex plane is hyperbolic if #∂U > 2. Every hyperbolic domain U carries a unique hyperbolic metric d_U (z)|dz|, i.e. such that some (hence, any) unbranched holomorphic covering map of the unit disk D onto U is a local isometry in the hyperbolic metric |dw|/(1 − |w|^2) on D and the metric d_U (z)|dz| on U. We have the following version of the classical Schwarz Lemma see e.g. [12]:

Theorem 4.2. Every holomorphic map f : D → D^′ between two hyperbolic domains is a weak contraction in the hyperbolic metrics of D, D^′. It is an isometry if and only if f : D → D^′ is a holomorphic diffeomorphism.

For an open interval I = (a, b) ⊂ R and an angle θ ∈ (0, π), let D_θ(I) be the Euclidean disk uniquely defined by the following conditions: D_θ(I)∩R =

I and angles of intersection of ∂D_θ(I) with R at the points a, b are θ and π − θ respectively. A domain Ω_θ(I) is said to be the union of {z ∈ D_θ(I) : ℑ(z) > 0}, its symmetric w.r.t. R, and the common base interval I. Note that Ω_θ(I) shrink to the interval I as θ → 0. Domains Ω_θ(I) appear in the one-dimensional smooth dynamics since [22] thanks to the following observation (see e.g. [19]):

Lemma 4.3. There exists a continuous strictly increasing function κ : [0, π) → [0, ∞) with κ(0) = 0 as follows. Let C_I := C \ (R \ I) be the complex plane with two real slits from ∞ to the end points of I endowed with the hyperbolic metric d_{C I} . For every θ ∈ (0, π), Ω_θ(I) = {z ∈ C_I : d_{C I} (z, I) < κ(θ)}. For the proof of Corollary 3.4, we use Lemma 4.4 below which is a consequence of Lemma 4.3 and Theorem 4.2. Given a simply-connected domain W containing a real interval I and symmetric w.r.t. R we denote W_I := W ∩C_I .

Lemma 4.4. Let I ⊂ R be an open interval and V be a simply connected domain such that V is symmetric w.r.t. R and I ⊂ V . Then there exists two angles 0 < θ_∗ < θ^′_∗ < π/2 as follows. For every θ ∈ (0, θ_∗) there exists θ^′ ∈ (0, θ^′_∗) such that, for every univalent map g : V → C which is real, i.e., g(z̄) = g(z) for all z ∈ V , we have: g(Ω_θ(I)) ⊂ Ω_θ′ (g(I)), where both hand-sides are well-defined.

Proof. First, after pre- and postcomposing g by linear maps preserving the real line, one can assume from the beginning the set of maps F = {g} under consideration consists of real univalent g : V → C such that I = (0, 1) = g((0, 1)). (Note by the way that the identity map is in F.) The Koebe distortion theorem then implies that F is compact, where the convergence is uniform convergence on compacts in V . In turn, the compactness implies that there exists ε > 0 such that, for all g ∈ F, g(V ) contains the Euclidean 2ε-neighborhood of [0, 1]. Hence, if U is the ε-neighborhood of [0, 1], then (4.1) U ⊂ g(V ) and d(∂g(V ), U) ≥ ε for all g ∈ F. Let us show that there exists c_∗ > 1 such that

(4.2) 1 ≤ d_{g(VI )}(z) d_{C I} (z) ≤ c_∗ for all z ∈ U_I and all g ∈ F.

Indeed, the left hand-side inequality holds because g(V )_I ⊂ C_I . For the other inequality, we use that 1/(2d(z, ∂D)) ≤ d_D(z) ≤ 2/d(z, ∂D) for any simply-connected domain D ≠ C and any z ∈ D [5]. This universal bound coupled with the fact that ∂g(V_I ) ∩ R ⊂ ∂C_I and with (4.1) imply (4.2).

Now, fix θ^′_∗ > 0 small enough so that Ω_θ′_∗ (I) ⊂ U and, for every θ^′ ∈ (0, θ^′_∗), define θ = κ^{−1}(κ(θ^′)/c_∗) where κ is the function appeared in Lemma 4.3. As 0 < θ^′ ≤ θ^′_∗, also Ω_θ(I) ⊂ U. Introduce the following notation: B^D_r is the r-neighborhood of the interval I in the hyperbolic metric of a domain D that contains I. Using (4.2), we obtain first that Ω_θ(I) = B^{C I}_{κ(θ)} ⊂ B^{VI}_{c∗κ(θ)}. Then, using that g : V_I → g(V_I ) is a hyperbolic isometry and again (4.2), we have: g(Ω_θ(I)) ⊂ g(B^{VI}_{c∗κ(θ)}) = B^{g(VI )}_{c∗κ(θ)} ⊂ B^{C I}_{c∗κ(θ)} = Ω_κ−1_{(c∗κ(θ))}(I) = Ω_θ′ (I). □ Remark 4.5. Note that θ^′ > θ so that g(Ω_θ(I)) is not necessary contained in Ω_θ(I). On the other hand, if diam g(I)/ diam I is small enough (depending on θ^′), then g(Ω_θ(I)) ⊂ Ω_θ(I), and one can apply the same g again. Using the explicit formula for the function κ, e.g., [19], one can see that θ^′ ∼ c_∗θ as θ → 0.

5. Proofs of the main results

5.1. Theorem 2.4. First, if h : D → C is anti-holomorphic, then h^∗ : D → C defined as h^∗(z) = f(z) is holomorphic. If h is either holomorphic or antiholomorphic, denote ||h^′||(z) = |h^′(z)| in the former case and ||h^′||(z) = |(h^∗)^′(z)| in the latter one.

Recall that I_V = {f : V → C |f(A) = A, f conformal injective}.

Lemma 5.1. Let D be a component of V and t > 0. Then, for every t > 0, the set H_{t,D} of restrictions f|_D over all f ∈ I_V such that ||f^′||(x) ≥ t for some x ∈ K ∩ D is finite.

Proof. Fix a subdomain D^′ of D such that D∩K ⊂ D^′ ⊂ D^′ ⊂ D. It follows from the Koebe distortion theorem that, for some λ > 1 and any conformal h : D^′ → C ,

(5.1) ||h^′||(x) ||h^′||(y) ≤ λ for all x, y ∈ D^′. This implies that there exist 0 < s < S < ∞ such that, for every f ∈ H_t, (5.2) s ≤ ||f^′||(x) ≤ S for all x, y ∈ D^′. Indeed, the left hand-side inequality holds with s = t/λ. For the other inequality, assuming the contrary and using (5.1), we find a sequence f_n ∈

H_{t,D} so that ||f^′_n|| → ∞ uniformly in D^′. Let K_D = D ∩ K. As K_D ⊂ D^′ and K_D has no isolated points, then diam(K_D) > 0. Therefore, diam K ≥ diam f_n(K_D) → ∞, a contradiction which proves (5.2).

Now, H_{t,D} splits into two disjoint subsets H^+_t , H^−_t consisting of holomorphic and anti-holomorphic maps, respectively. Therefore, by (5.2), H^+_t is a non-trivial normal family on D^′, hence, finite (remind that K is a J-like non-laminar compact). To prove that H^−_t is finite, let us fix some f_0 ∈ H^−_t and consider the set of functions H^′ := {f ∘ f^{−1}_0 : f ∈ H^−_t } which are well defined on a connected neighborhood V^′ := f_0(D^′) of K^′ := (f_0)(K_D). Moreover, H^′ consists of holomorphic (univalent) functions and (5.2) implies that this is a normal non-trivial family on V^′. It is easy to see that each h = f ∘ f^{−1}_0 ∈ H^′ is a symmetry of K on V^′ because K ∩ V^′ = K^′ and h : V^′ → f(D^′) is a homeomorphism such that h(K^′) = f(D^′) ∩ K. Hence, H^′ is finite by Theorem 2.3 which implies that H^−_t is finite too. That is, H_{t,D} is the union of two finite sets. □

We prove Theorem 2.4 by induction on the number m of components of V . Note that m < ∞ because K is compact and each component of V intersects K. We use the following fact: given a compact K which is not a singleton, and a neighborhood V of K such that all components D_1, ..., D_m of V intersects K there is T = T (K, V ) > 0 as follows: given f ∈ I_V , there is x_f ∈ D_j for some j ∈ {1, ..., m}, such that ||f^′||(z_f ) ≥ T . Indeed, otherwise, using the Koebe distortion on each domain D_i, we construct a sequence of homeomorphisms of K which tend to a constant function uniformly on K, a contradiction.

Basis of induction: m = 1, i.e. V is connected. Then I_V = H_{T,V} where T = T (K, V ) > 0 and we apply Lemma 5.1.

Step of induction: assume that the theorem holds for every J-like nonlaminar compact K with no isolated points and for every neighborhood V of K having at most m components. Let us prove that I_V is finite for V having m + 1 components D_1, ..., D_{m+1}. So we fix such K and V and find T = T (K, V ). For every f ∈ I_V there exist j ∈ {1, ..., m + 1} and x_f ∈ D_j ∩ K such that ||f^′||(x_f ) ≥ T . If we assume, by a contradiction, that the set I_V contains an infinite sequence of different conformal maps, then we find some fixed j ∈ {1, ..., m + 1} and an infinite subsequence {f_n} ⊂ H_{T,Dj} of this sequence. Then, by Lemma 5.1 the set of restrictions f_n|_{Dj} contains only finitely many different maps, that is, there is a further subsequence {f_{nk} } and a conformal map h : D_j → C such that h ≡ f_{nk} |_{Dj} for all k. Let K̃ = K \ h(K ∩ D_j) and Ṽ = ∪_{1≤i≤m+1,i≠j} D_i. Then Ṽ is a neighborhood of a J-like non-laminar compact K̃ which, on the one hand, consists of m components D_i, i ≠ j, on the other hand, I~_V contains infinitely many different maps f̃_k where f̃_k ≡ f_{nk} on D_i, i ≠ j, a contradiction with the induction assumption.

5.2. Theorem 3.4+Corollary 3.6. Proof of Theorem 3.4. First, the conditions of items (2)+(3) mean that the marked IFS G_∗ satisfies either the SSC or the strong OSC with the open set U. In the latter case, let us fix a component D of U which intersects A. By parts 1 and 3 of Lemma 3.3 applied to G_∗ along with Theorem 2.3, we conclude that every non-trivial family of symmetries of A on D is finite (recall that A is non-laminar). Denote G^+ = {g : Ω_G → C : G ∈ G}. Fix a smaller connected neighborhood V^′ of A such that V^′ ⊂ V and U ⊂ V^′. It follows from the Koebe distortion theorem as in the proof of (5.2) of Lemma 5.1 that there exists 0 < S < ∞ such that, for every g ∈ G^+ and all x ∈ V^′, (5.3) |g^′(x)| ≤ S. Next, by the conditions on the set U and by item (2), we can apply part 2 of Lemma 3.3 and conclude that every g ∈ G^+ is a symmetry of A on every component of U, in particular, on D. Along with (5.3) this means that the family of restrictions D = {g|_D : g ∈ G^+} is a normal family of symmetries of A on D.

As D ⊂ V and V is connected, by the Uniqueness theorem it is enough to show that the family D is finite. By Theorem 2.3, this is reduced to proving that D contains no sequence converging to a constant function in D. Assuming the contrary, let {G_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊂ G do contain a sequence of maps converging to a constant uniformly on compacts in D. Note that by (5.3)) and since U ⊂ V^′ ⊂ V^′ ⊂ V the uniform converges on compacts in D is equivalent to the uniform convergence on V^′. So we say below that a sequence in D converges to a holomorphic function meaning uniformly on V^′. Passing to a subsequence, one can assume that #G_n = m for all n and some m ≥ 2. Let G_n = (g^{(n)}_1 , ..., g^{(n)}m ). We arrive at a contradiction by constructing an infinite subsequence of G_n which is constant, i.e., consisting of the same m functions for all n along the subsequence.

For each n, ∪^m_{i=1}g^{(n)}_i (A) ⊃ A. Therefore, there is a converging sequence of maps {g^{(nr)}_{inr} } ⊂ D which do not tend to a constant, hence, by Theorem 2.3, this sequence is finite. Replacing {G_n} by its subsequence {G_{nr} }, reindexing maps in each G_{nr} if necessary, and re-naming it by (new) sequence {G_n}, one can assume that g^{(n)}_1 ≡ g_1 for all n and some g_1 : V → C . Now, g_1(U) = g^{(n)}_1 (U) is disjoint with ∪^m_{i=2}g^{(n)}_i (U). As A ⊂ U, this implies that g_1(A) is a proper subset of A, i.e., A_1 := A \ g_1(A) ≠ ∅. But ∪^m_{i=2}g^{(n)}_i (A) ⊃ A_1. This allows us to repeat the procedure with the new {G_n} arriving at its subsequence (again re-named by {G_n}) such that g^{(n)}_1 ≡ g_1 and g^{(n)}_2 ≡ g_2 for all n. As g_1(U) ∪ g_2(U) = g^{(n)}_1 (U) ∪ g^{(n)}_2 (U) is disjoint with ∪^m_{i=3}g^{(n)}_i (U), we get A_2 := A \ (g_1(A) ∪ g_2(A)) ≠ ∅, and can repeat the procedure again. After m steps we construct a constant subsequence of the original sequence {G_n}, a contradiction.

Proof of Corollary 3.6.

For the family G that satisfies item 1 and either item 2a or item 2b, we construct a domain U as in Theorem 3.4 and then check all the conditions of the latter to get the desired conclusion.

Start by noting that in both cases, item 1 guarantees (as in the proof (5.2) of Lemma 5.1 that, for every domain V^′ with V^′ ⊂ V there exists S > 1 such that |g^′(x)| ≤ S for all x ∈ V^′ and any g ∈ G^+.

So assume we have 2a. Reducing r if necessary, one can assume that d(∂V, A) > 3r. For V^′ to be the 2r-neighborhood of A, find the constant S > 1 and define U to be the r/S-neighborhood of A. Then g(U) are pairwise disjoint for all g ∈ G and every G ∈ G. Then all the conditions of Theorem 3.4 are satisfied: (3) is ok with just constructed set U, (1) holds because of the bound (3.2) and (4) holds because every G ∈ G has the SSC.

Now assume that the conditions of 2b hold.

Let [a, b] be the minimal closed interval containing A. The SSC implies that, for any G ∈ G_R and any two different g, g̃ ∈ G, we have:

(5.4) g(I) ∩ g̃(I) = ∅ where I = (a, b).

Let’s apply Lemma 4.4 and find two angles 0 < θ < θ^′ < π/2 such that g(Ω_θ(I)) ⊂ Ω_θ′ (g(I)) for all g ∈ G^+ :. Note that Ω_θ′ (J) ∩ Ω_θ′ (J̃) for any two disjoint open intervals J, J̃ because θ^′ < π/2. Therefore, we can let

U = Ω_θ(I)

to satisfy the condition (2) of Theorem 3.4, while conditions (3.1), (1) and (3) of Theorem 3.4 automatically hold because they are assumed in the corollary (in the considered case 2b). Thus Theorem 3.4 applies in this case too.

5.3. Theorems 3.8-3.12: the key lemma. Theorems 3.8-3.12 fairly easily follow from Theorem 2.3 and the next

Lemma 5.2. Let G = {g_i}_{i∈Λ} and F = {f_j}_{j∈}~_Λ be two finite holomorphic IFS with the SSC which are defined on domains Ω_G and Ω_F respectively. Suppose they share the same attractor A. Let ρ := min(ρ_G, ρ_F ) and N be so that for any n ≥ N and any w ∈ Λ^n, sup{|g^′_w(x)| : x ∈ A} ≤ s_F where s_F = inf{|f^′_j(y)| : j ∈ Λ̃, y ∈ A}. (Such N exists because g^′_w(x) → 0 as |w| → ∞ uniformly in w ∈ Λ^∗ and x ∈ A. Note also that s_F < 1.)

Let r = (3 − √ 8)ρ. There exists a function v : A × ∪_{n≥N} Λ^n → ∪^∞_{k=1}Λ̃^k as follows. First,

(5.5) lim_{|w|→∞} |v(a, w)| = ∞

uniformly in a ∈ A, w ∈ Λ^∗. For every a ∈ A and w ∈ Λ^n with n ≥ N, the map H_{w,v(a,w)} := f^{−1}_{v(a,w)} ∘ g_w is defined and univalent in B(a, r) and such that

(5.6) B(H_{w,v(a,w)}(a), s_F 25 ρ) ⊂ H_{w,v(a,w)}(B(a, r)) ⊂ B(H_{w,v(a,w)}(a), ρ). Furthermore, H_{w,v(a,w)} is a symmetry of A on B(a, r). Finally, there exists K = K(F, G) < ∞ such that, for every a ∈ A, the number of different functions H_{w,v(a,w)} in B(a, r), over all w ∈ Λ^∗ with |w| ≥ N is at most K.

Proof. The following construction is a somewhat similar to [16], [18]. For ρ = min(ρ_G, ρ_F ), all maps g_w, f_v, |w|, |v| < ∞, are local symmetries on B(a, ρ) for every a ∈ A. Let n ≥ N, w ∈ Λ^n and a ∈ A. Let a(w) = g_w(a). Since a(w) is a point of the attractor A of F and the SSC holds for F , there exists a unique infinite word (j_1, j_2, ..., j_k, ...) ∈ Λ̃^∗ such that, for each finite V_k = (j_1, ..., j_k) there is b_k ∈ A so that f_{Vk} (b_k) = a(w). Hence, all maps f_{Vk} : B(b_k, ρ) → C are well-defined and f_{Vk} (b_k) = a(w). Note that b_k = f_{jk+1} (b_{k+1}) and f_{Vk+1} = f_{Vk} ∘ f_{jk+1} . As |g^′_w(a)| ≤ s_F ≤ |f^′_{v1} (b_1)| and f^′_{Vk} (b_k) → 0 as k → ∞, the following number is well-defined: m = max{k ≥ 1 : |f^′_{Vk} (b_k))| ≥ |g^′_w(a)|}. Observe that |g^′_w(a)| ≤ |f^′_{Vm} (b_m)| ≤ 1 s_F |g^′_w(a)|, by the definition of s_F and m (as if the right-hand side inequality breaks down, we get a contradiction with the maximality of m). Let us show that the map f^{−1}_{Vm} ∘ g_w is well-defined on B(a, r). Indeed, by Theorem 4.1, on the one hand, f_{Vm} (B(b_m, ρ)) ⊃ B(a(w), 1 4 ρ|f^′_{Vm} (b_m)|) while on the other hand, g_w(B(a, r)) ⊂ B(a(w), 1 4 ρ|g^′_w(a)|) where we use that t/(1−t)^2 = 1/4 for t = 3− √ 8. Since |f^′_{Vm} (b_m))| ≥ |g_w(a)|, this shows that g_w(B(a, r)) ⊂ f_{Vm} (B(b_m, ρ)). Now, let v(w, a) = V_m and H_{w,v(a,w)} = f^{−1}_{Vm} ∘ g_w. Thus indeed we have a well-defined univalent map H_{w,v(a,w)} : B(a, r) → B(b_m, ρ). We have: H_{w,v(a,w)}(a) = b_m and

(5.7) |H^′_{w,v(a,w)}(a)| = |g^′_w(a)| |f_{Vm} (b_m)| ∈ [s_F , 1]. Hence, again by the Koebe distortion theorem 4.1, H_{w,v(a,w)}(B(a, r)) ⊃ B(b_m, 1 4 s_F r) where r/4 = (3 − √ 8)ρ/4 > ρ/25. The map H := H_{w,v(a,w)} = f^{−1}_{Vm} ∘ g_w is a symmetry of A on B(a, r) because H(B(a, r)) ⊂ B(b_m, ρ) while f_{Vm} is a symmetry of A on B(b_m, ρ) by the choice of ρ.

Let’s prove the final claim. By (5.6), for every a ∈ A, the family H_a := {H_{w,v(a,w)}} is a normal nontrivial family of symmetries of A on B(a, r), hence, by Theorem 2.3, the number of different functions in H_a is bounded by some K_a < ∞. Let us prove that sup_{a∈A} K_a < ∞. Indeed, otherwise we find a sequence a_n → a_∗ such that K_{an} → ∞. Then, since B(a_∗, r/2) ⊂ B(a_n, r) for all n large, the number of different symmetries H_{w,v(an,w)}, |w| > N, in B(a_∗, r/2) is bigger than K_{an} for any big n, i.e., infinite. On the other hand, as A is a Cantor J-like compact, this number has to be bounded, a contradiction. Note finally that (5.5) follows directly from the construction. □ 5.4. Proof of Theorem 3.8 and Corollary 3.10. First, we show that (I) and (II) are equivalent. Then we prove that (I) → (III) → (I).

(I)↔(II): In one direction, let us prove that (II) implies (I). As F and G can be switched, it is enough to prove that A_G ⊂ A_F assuming (G) holds where A_G, A_F are attractor of G, F respectively. Let a ∈ A_G. There exists an infinite word w = (i_1, ..., i_n, ...) ∈ Λ^N such that g_{wn} → a as n → ∞ uniformly in Ω_G, where w_n = (i_1, ..., i_n). Passing to a subsequence w_{nr} we find a sequence v_r → ∞ and a fixed k ∈ {1, ..., k_∗} such that g_{wnr} ∘ g^{−1}_{wk} (z) = f_{vr} ∘ f^{−1}_{vk} (z) for all z ∈ g_wk (B_G). Fix such z. Since the point x := f^{−1}_{vk} (z) is a fixed point of Ω_F and |v_r| → ∞, then f_{vr} (x) → A_F , hence, a ∈ A_F . In the opposite direction, assume that A = A_G = A_F , fix ρ > 0 as in Lemma 5.2 and let B = B_G = B_F = B(a, r), for some a ∈ A and r as in Lemma 5.2. Then apply Lemma 5.2: for every finite word w ∈ Λ^∗ with |w| ≥ N there is a finite word v(a, w) ∈ Λ̃^∗ such that H_{w,v(a,w)} := f^{−1}_{v(a,w)}∘g_w is well-defined in B and the family of maps {H_{w,v(a,w)}} is finite. That is, there are only finitely many different among them: there is a finite collection of words w^k, v^k := v(a, w^k), k = 1, ..., k_0, and some m_0 ≥ N such that, for each finite word w ∈ Λ^∗ with |w| ≥ m_0 there is k ∈ {1, ..., k_0} for which H_{w,v(a,w)} = H_wk_{,v(a,w}k_), i.e. f^{−1}_{v(a,w)} ∘ g_w = f^{−1}_{vk} ∘ g_wk identically on B, equivalently, the equality f_v ∘ f^{−1}_{vk} = g_w ∘ g^{−1}_{wk} holds on g_wk (B), where v = v(a, w).

(I)→(III). So assume that A = A_G = A_F . Let ρ, r be as in Lemma 5.2. By Lemma 3.2(2), there exist box-like restrictions (G, V_G) of (G, Ω_G) and (F, V_F ) of (F, Ω_F ) such that every component of either V_G or V_F has the Euclidean diameter less than r. In each (of finitely many) connected component D_i of V_G choose a point a_i ∈ A and let B_i = B(a_i, r). To each B_i we apply Lemma 5.2 and find some finite collection of words t_{i,j}, u_{i,j} = v(a_i, t_{i,j}), such that any H_{w,v(ai,w)} with |w| big enough is equal to some H_{ti,j ,ui,j} on B_i. As H_{ti,j ,ui,j} is a symmetry of A on B(a_i, r) and D_i ⊂ B(a_i, r), then (5.8) H_{ti,j ,ui,j} (A ∩ D_i) ⊂ A ⊂ V_F . Let Γ_i ⊂ N × N be a finite set of pairs (i, j) for all words t_{i,j}, u_{i,j} obtained in this way for each component D_i, and Γ_G = ∪_iΓ_i. Let I_G = {t_{i,j}, u_{i,j} : (i, j) ∈ Γ_G} and M_G = max{|t_{i,j}|, |u_{i,j}| : (i, j) ∈ Γ_G}. By (5.5) of Lemma 5.2, there exists m_G ≥ M_G + 1 such that, for any i, if |w| ≥ m_G then |v(a_i, w)| ≥ M_G +1. Thus for every component D_i of V_G and every t ∈ Λ^{mG} there exists u ∈ Λ̃^∗, |u| ≥ M_G + 1, and a pair (t_{i,j}, u_{i,j}) for some (i, j) ∈ Γ_G as follows: f^{−1}_u ∘ g_t = f^{−1}_{ui,j} ∘ g_{ti,j} identically on D_i ∩ A, equivalently, the equality f_u ∘ f^{−1}_{ui,j} = g_t ∘ g^{−1}_{ti,j} holds on g_{ti,j} (D_i ∩ A) where, by (5.8), the latter set is a subset of f_{ui,j} (V_F ).

Now we do the same switching G and F and finding the corresponding finite collection I_F = {t̃_{i,j}, ũ_{i,j} : (i, j) ∈ Γ_F } of words, and the corresponding numbers M_F , m_F . The union I_G ∪ I_F is (after re-indexing it) the required set of words {t^k, u^k}^K_{k=1}, for some K ∈ N, and M = max{m_G, m_F }. (Notice that there can be repetitions of words in I_G ∪ I_F .) Then (III) holds.

(III)→(I). It is enough to show that the system of equations (3.4) implies that A_G ⊂ A_F (the opposite inclusion would follow after switching G and F ). Let φ = φ_G : U_G → V_G, ψ = φ_F : U_F → V_F be the associated to G, F inverse complex maps, see Subsection 3.2. As pre-periodic points of φ, ψ are all in A_G, A_F respectively and, moreover, are dense there, it would be enough to prove that any pre-periodic point of φ is a pre-periodic point of ψ, i.e., if x ∈ A_G and the sequence {φ^n(x)}_{n≥0} is finite, then {ψ^n(x)}_{n≥0} is well-defined and finite too. For this purpose, we use the system of eq. (3.5) which is equivalent to (3.4). For convenience, let us repeat it here: for every component D of V_G and every t ∈ Λ^M there exists some u = u(D_G, t) ∈ Λ̃^∗, |u| ≥ M_∗ + 1, such that g_t(D ∩ A_G) ⊂ f_u(V_F ) and (5.9) ψ^{−|uk|} ∘ ψ^{|u|}(x) = φ^{−|tk|} ∘ φ^M (x) for every x ∈ g_t(D ∩ A_G). Let D_i, i = 1, ..., ν, be all components of V_G. Denote for brevity A = A_G and let A_i = A ∩ D_i, 1 ≤ 1 ≤ ν. Observe that A is a disjoint union of sets {g_t(A_i) : t ∈ Λ^M , 1 ≤ i ≤ ν}. This implies that given x ∈ A there exist unique t = t(x) ∈ Λ^M and i ∈ {1, ..., ν} such that x ∈ g_t(A_i). Then the following map S : A → A is well-defined and has two expressions: S(x) := φ^{−|tk|} ∘ φ^M (x) = ψ^{−|uk|} ∘ ψ^{|u|}(x), x ∈ A, where u = u(x) and k = k(x). Let {x_i}^n_{i=0} where x_1 = S(x_0), ..., x_n = S(x_{n−1}), be n iterates by S of some x_0 ∈ A. Using the first formula for S, we get:

x_n = φ^{−|tk(xn−1)|} ∘ φ^{nM−∑n−2i=0 |tk(xi)|}(x_0).

Using the second expression for S, we similarly get: x_n = ψ^{−|uk(xn−1)|} ∘ ψ^{∑n−1i=0 |u(xi)|−∑n−2i=0 |uk(xi)|}(x_0). It is important to have in mind that M ≥ M_∗ + 1, |u(x)| ≥ M_∗ + 1 for all x ∈ A, where M_∗ = max{|t^k|, |u^k|, 1 ≤ k ≤ K}. Hence, for all n ≥ 1, M_n := nM − n−2∑ i=0 |t^{k(xi)}| ≥ n and N_n := n−1∑ i=0 |u(x_i)| − n−2∑ i=0 |u^{k(xi)}| ≥ n.

Thus for any x_0 ∈ A and any n > 0, we have two formulas for x_n: x_n = φ^{−|tk(xn−1)|} ∘ φ^{Mn} (x_0) = ψ^{−|uk(xn−1)|} ∘ ψ^{Nn} (x_0), where M_n, N_n → ∞ as n → ∞ and branches φ^{−|tk(xn−1)|} = g_tk(x_{n−1}) , ψ^{−|uk(xn−1)|} = f_uk(x_{n−1} ) run over only finitely many maps g_tk , f_uk , k = 1, ..., K. Now, let x_0 be a preperiodic point of φ. Then, by the first formula for x_n, the sequence {x_n}^∞_{n=0} takes only finitely many different values. Hence, by the second formula for x_n, the sequence {ψ^{Nn} (x_0)}^∞_{n=0} is well-defined and also takes only finitely many different values. As N_n → ∞, there are some 0 < P < Q such that ψ^P (x_0) = ψ^Q(x_0), i.e., x_0 is a pre-periodic point of ψ as well. This finishes the proof of the implication (III)→(I) of Theorem 3.8 and the proof of Corollary 3.10.

5.5. Proof of Theorem 3.12 and Corollaries 3.13 and 3.15. We begin with a remark. Let A be the attractor of IFS F = {f_j }_{j∈}~_Λ that satisfies SSC. Suppose that v, ṽ are two finite words such that, for a point x ∈ A, f_v ∘ f^{−1}_ṽ (x) = x. Then we claim that either v = ṽ, or v, ṽ have different lengths and the longer of them is a continuation of the shorter one. Indeed, because the SSC holds for F , the fact (used already in the proof of Lemma 5.2) is that given a point x ∈ A there exists a unique infinite word v_∞(x) such that whenever f_{v̂}(y) = x, for some v̂, then v̂ is a truncated finite word of v_∞(x). Since f_v ∘ f^{−1}_ṽ (x) = x and f_ṽ ∘ f^{−1}_v (x) = x, it follows that both v, ṽ are finite truncations of the same infinite word v_∞(x), as claimed.

Now, for two holomorphic IFS F and G satisfying the SSC and having the same attractor A choose ρ > 0 such that maps g_w, f_v, for all finite words w, v, are local symmetries on B(a, ρ), a ∈ A, for all a ∈ A. Fix any finite word w for G and consider iterates g^k_w, k = 1, 2, ..., of the map g_w in some disk B(a, ρ), a ∈ A. By Lemma 5.2, for every k large enough, there is a finite word v_k for F such that the map H_k := f^{−1}_{vk} ∘ g^k_w is a well-defined symmetry of A on B = B(a, r) with r = (3 − √ 8)ρ which form a non-trivial normal sequence of symmetries. By Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 5.2 (where, in particular, the finite number K = K(F, G) was defined), there are k and l ∈ {1, ..., K} such that H_k = H_{k+l} on the ball B. That is: f^{−1}_{vk} ∘ g^k_w = f^{−1}_{vk+l} ∘ g^l_w ∘ g^k_w on B. Hence, g^l_w = f_{vk+l} ∘ f^{−1}_{vk} on B_1 := g^k_w(B). Note now that B_1 is a domain that contains the fixed point β_w of g_w. In particular, f_{vk+l} ∘ f^{−1}_{vk} (β_w) = β_w where β_w is a point of the attractor of F . Since F satisfies SSC, by the remark at the beginning of the proof, there are 3 possibilities: (1) v_k = v_{k+1} which is impossible as g^l is not the identity, (2) v_k is the word v_{k+1} extended by some other word V which implies that g^l = f^{−1}_V . This is also excluded because both maps share the same fixed point β_w which is attracting for g^l_w and repelling for f^{−1}_V . Hence, we are left with the third possibility: |v_{k+1}| > |v_k| and v_{k+1} is v_k extended by some word ṽ, so that f_{vk+l} = f_{vk} ∘ f_ṽ on f^{−1}_{vk} (B_1). Therefore, the following conjugacy equation holds on B_1:

g^l_w = f_{vk} ∘ f_ṽ ∘ f^{−1}_{vk} .

As β_w ∈ B_1 and g_w(β_w) = β_w, the point β̃ := f^{−1}_{vk} (β_w) is a fixed point of f_ṽ. Thus if λ = g^′_w(β_w), then λ^l = f^′_ṽ(β̃), i.e., λ^l ∈ σ(F ). This proves Corollary 3.15.

To prove Theorem 3.12, for any given g_i ∈ G, start above with a singlesymbol word w = (i) and find corresponding l, v = v_k and ṽ. Then g^l_i = f_v ∘ f_ṽ ∘ f^{−1}_v and the conclusion of Theorem 3.12 is a direct consequence of the following easy

Claim. Let R be a holomorphic map in a neighborhood of 0 such that R(0) = 0 and λ = R^′(0) ∈ {0 < |λ| < 1}. Given l there are precisely l holomorphic near 0 maps g such that g(0) = 0 and g^l = R.

Indeed, let K_R, K_g be Koenigs’ linearization functions (see e.g. [6]) for R, g respectively, i.e. K_R, K_g are local holomorphic injections near 0 that both fix 0 and R(z) = K_R(λK^{−1}_R (z)), g(z) = K_g(νK^{−1}_g (z)) where ν^l = λ. Since K_R, K_g are uniquely defined after normalization K^′_R(0) = K^′_g(0) = 1 and g^l(z) = K_g(ν^lK^{−1}_g (z)) = K_g(λK^{−1}_g (z)) = R(z) = K_R(λK^{−1}_R (z)) where |λ| ≠ 1, one gets K_g = K_R. Hence, g(z) = K_R(νK^{−1}_R (z)) where ν takes l values of λ^{1/l}. The claim, hence, Theorem 3.12 follow.

References

[1] I.N.Baker, A.Eremenko, A problem on Julia sets. Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. 12 (1987), 229–236.

[2] M. Barnsley, Fractals Everywhere. Academic Press, 1988.

[3] A. F. Beardon, Symmetries of Julia sets. Bull. London Math. Soc. 22(1990), 576–582. [4] A. F. Beardon, Polynomials with identical Julia sets. Complex Variables 17(1992), 195-200.

[5] A.F.Beardon and D.Minda, The hyperbolic metric and geometric function theory.

Journal d’Analyse Mathématique 92 (2004), 81–104. [6] L. Carleson and T. W. Gamelin, Complex Dynamics.

[7] Qi-Rong Deng and Ka-Sing Lau, On the equivalence of homogeneous iterated function systems. Nonlinearity, 26 (2013), 2767–2775 [8] Qi-Rong Deng and Yong-Hua Yao, On the group of isometries of planar IFS fractals.

Nonlinearity, 35 (2022), 445–469 [9] R. Dujardin, Ch. Farve, M. Gauthier, When do two rational functions have locally biholomorphic Julia sets? Transactions of the AMS, 376 (2023), 1601–1624

[10] M. Elekes,T. Keleti, A. Mathe, Self-similar and self-affine sets; measure of the intersection of two copies. ETDS 30 (2010), 39-440.

[11] A.Eremenko, On some functional equations connected with iteration of rational functions. Algebra i Analiz (Leningrad Math.J.) 1.4(1989),102–116.

[12] G. M. Goluzin, Geometric Theory of Functions of a Complex Variable. Translations of Mathematical Monographs Volume: 26; 1969; 676 pp [13] De-Jun Feng, Yang Wang, On the structures of generating iterated function systems of Cantor sets. Advances in Mathematics 222 (2009) 1964–1981 [14] J. Fernandez, A note on the Julia set for polynomials. Complex Variables 12(1989), 83–85.

[15] J. E. Hutchinson, Fractals and self similarity. Indiana Univ. Math. J. 30 (5), 1981, 713–747 [16] G. M. Levin, Symmetries on the Julia set. Math. Notes 48 (1990), no 4, 72-79 (translation from Russian).

[17] G. M. Levin, Letter to the Editor. Math. Notes 69 (2001), no 3, 432-433. [18] G. Levin, F. Przytycki, When do two rational functions have the same Julia set?

Proceedings of the AMS 125 (1997), no 7, 2179-2190.

[19] V. de Melo, S. van Strien, One-Dimensional Dynamics. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics, vol. 25, 1993 [20] M. Moran, The group of isometries of a self-similar set. J. Math. Anal. Appl.

392(2012), 89–98 [21] Y. Peres, M. Rams, K. Simon and B. Solomyak, Equivalence of positive Hausdorff measure and the open set condition for self conformal sets. Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society , Sep., 2001, Vol. 129, No. 9 (Sep., 2001), pp. 2689-2699 [22] D. Sullivan, Bounds, quadratic differentials and renormalization conjectures. In:

Mathematics into the Twenty-First Century, AMS Centennial Publications 2, Providence, RI: Amer. Math. Soc., 1991 [23] Yuanyuan Yao, Generating iterated function systems for self-similar sets with a separation condition. Fundamenta Mathematicae 237 (2017) [24] Zhuchao Ji, Junyi Xie, Local rigidity of Julia sets. arXiv:2302.02562

Institute of Mathematics, The Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Givat Ram, Jerusalem, 91904, Israel

Email address: levin@math.huji.ac.il