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NON-INNER AMENABILITY OF THE
HIGMAN-THOMPSON GROUPS

ELI BASHWINGER AND MATTHEW C. B. ZAREMSKY

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Higman—Thompson groups T}, and V;, are non-inner amenable
for all n > 2. This extends Haagerup and Olesen’s result that Thompson’s groups T' = T5
and V' = V5, are non-inner amenable. Their proof relied on machinery only available in
the n = 2 case, namely Thurston’s piecewise-projective model for Thompson’s group T,
so our approach necessarily utilizes different tools. This also provides an alternate proof
of Haagerup—Olesen’s result when n = 2.

INTRODUCTION

Thompson’s groups F, T, and V were introduced by Thompson in the 1960s (see, e.g.,
[MT73]), and have since attained a prominent position in group theory. They often serve
as examples of groups with unusual behavior and generate interesting open questions, most
famously it remains open whether F' is amenable. These groups can be defined as certain
groups of self-homeomorphisms of the standard binary Cantor set €, = {1,2}", and have
natural generalizations F),, T,,, and V,, using the n-ary Cantor set &, = {1,...,n}". The
groups V,, were first studied by Higman [Hig74], and are now typically called the Higman-—
Thompson groups. The groups F,, and T}, were technically not studied by Higman, and first
appeared in work of Brown [Bro87], but here we will refer to F,,, T,, and V,, collectively as
Higman—Thompson groups. (As Brown says in [Bro87], F, and T,, “were not considered
by Higman, but they are simply the obvious generalizations of Thompson’s F' and T.”) As
a remark, the groups we denote here by F},, T,,, and V,, were denoted F), o, T}, 1, and G, 1,
respectively, in [Bro87].

A (discrete) group G is inner amenable if there is a finitely additive probability measure
on G\ {1} that is invariant under the conjugation action of G. If G has a non-trivial finite
conjugacy class then it satisfies this definition for uninteresting reasons, so we typically
either require the measure to be atomless (as in [TD20]), or require G to be ICC, meaning
the conjugacy class of every non-trivial element is infinite. All the groups we consider here
are ICC.

In [HO17|, Haagerup and Olesen proved that 7" and V' are not inner amenable. Our
main result here is that the same is true of all the Higman—Thompson groups 7,, and V,:
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Theorem B.1l. For all n > 2, the Higman—Thompson groups T,, and V,, are non-inner
amenable.

The proof in [HO17] that 7" and V' are non-inner amenable relies on the so called Thurston
model for 7', as the group of piecewise-PSLy(Z) homeomorphisms of the real projective line;
see [HOLT, Section 3] and [Fosli] for more details. This does not naturally generalize to
T, for n > 2, and so their proof cannot be straightforwardly adapted to 7;, and V,,. Our
strategy here does begin analogously to theirs, by noting that it suffices to find a non-
amenable subgroup H of T, such that the centralizer in H of any non-trivial a € V,, is
amenable (Citation B.2]). We construct such an H by applying a version of the Ping-Pong
Lemma to carefully chosen elements of 7,, (Corollary 2.2). One important tool we use
to show that this H works is the description of the centralizer CY, (o) from [BBGL™13].
When n = 2, our approach also provides a new proof of Haagerup—Olesen’s result.

This completes the picture for 7, and V,,, and we should remark that there is also a
complete picture for F,,. In [Jol9§|, Jolissaint proved that Thompson’s group F' is inner
amenable, and Picioroaga proved in [Pic06] that all the F,, are inner amenable. In fact the
group von Neumann algebras L(F,,) of the F,, are all McDuff factors, and so have Property
', which are stronger properties. See [BZ] for additional examples of generalizations of F
yielding McDuff factors, such as the pure braided Thompson group bF. As a remark, the
fact that none of the T}, or V,, are inner amenable implies that none of their group von
Neumann algebras £(T,,), £(V,,) are McDuff factors, nor do they have Property I'.

To summarize, we have the following chain of properties for a (discrete, ICC) group G-

G amenable = L(G) McDuff = L£(G) has Property I' = G inner amenable,

we now know that the groups 7T, and V,, satisfy none of these, and the groups F,, satisfy
all of them except amenability is open.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [I] we recall the construction of 7T, and
V,, as groups of self-homeomorphisms of €,. In Section Pl we view T,, as a group of self-
homeomorphisms of the circle, and construct a particular free subgroup H of 7,. In
Section [3 we use the computation of centralizers in V,, from [BBGLT13|, and the particular
free subgroup H, to prove our main result.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Matt Brin for helpful conversations. The second
author is supported by grant #635763 from the Simons Foundation.

1. HIGMAN—-THOMPSON GROUPS

In this section we recall the definitions of the Higman—Thompson groups F;,, T,,, and V,,.
Let €, denote the n-ary Cantor set, that is, €, = {1,...,n}" with the usual product topol-
ogy. The elements of €, are infinite words x in the alphabet {1,...,n}. Let {1,...,n}*
denote the set of all finite words w in the alphabet {1,... ,n}. For each w € {1,...,n}*
let €,(w) denote the cone €,(w) = {wk | K € €,}. Note that €,(w) is canonically
homeomorphic to &€, via the map wk — k.
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Definition 1.1 (Higman-Thompson groups). The Higman—Thompson group V,, is the
group of self-homeomorphisms of €, of the following form. Take a partition of €, into
finitely many cones €,(wy),. .., €, (wy), another partition into the same number of cones
¢, (v1), ..., €, (vy), and map each &, (w;) to some &, (v;) via the “prefix replacement” map
w;k — vjk. This defines a self-homeomorphism of €,, and V,, is the collection of all such
self-homeomorphisms. The groups F), and T,, are the subgroups of V,, defined as follows.
Note that the lexicographic order on {1,...,n}* is a total order. When writing a partition
C,(wy), ..., C, (wg), assume that wy < -+ < wy. Now F, is the subgroup of V,, consisting
of all homeomorphisms as constructed above, such that for each i, &, (w;) maps to €,(v;),
and T, is the subgroup of all homeomorphisms such that for each i, if &,(w;) maps to
¢, (v;) then &, (w;11) maps to &€, (v,41) (with subscripts taken modulo k).

As a remark, it is not immediately obvious from this definition that F,, T},, and V,, are
groups, i.e., that they are closed under composition, but it is a straightforward exercise to
verify.

One crucial fact that we will need is the following:

Lemma 1.2. Let H <'T,, be a non-abelian free subgroup. Let k € €, be any point in the
T,-orbit of 111---. Then the stabilizer in H of k is cyclic.

Proof. Since the properties of a subgroup being non-abelian, free, or cyclic are all preserved
under conjugation, without loss of generality we can assume x = 111---. The stabilizer
in T,, of 111--- is F},, so the stabilizer in H of 111--- is H N F,. This is free, since it
is a subgroup of the free group H, and F,, contains no non-abelian free subgroups [BS85,
Theorem 3.1}, so H N F,, is abelian, hence cyclic. O

2. FREE GROUPS ACTING ON THE CIRCLE

In addition to viewing 7,, as a group of self-homeomorphisms of €,,, we can also view it as
a group of self-homeomorphisms of the circle S'. More precisely, viewing the circle as R/Z,
T;, is the group of all orientation preserving self-homeomorphisms of S! that are piecewise
linear, with slopes powers of n and breakpoints in Z[1/n]/Z (this is the viewpoint taken
for example in [Ste92]). With this viewpoint, it is easy to see that T,, contains non-abelian
free subgroups, using the Ping-Pong Lemma on S*. For example, see [BKMI1, Lemma 3.2]
and its proof for an explicit recipe for building non-abelian free subgroups. In this section
we will construct a specific non-abelian free subgroup H in 7, with certain features that
will prove useful later.

Let us recall some basic dynamics. A continuous map f: X — X from a metric space
(X, d) to itself is called contracting if d(f(z), f(2')) < d(z,z’) for all x # 2’ in X. Given
a homeomorphism f: X — X with a fixed point z, call z an attracting fixed point for
f if there is an open neighborhood U of x in X such that for any ' € U, the sequence
2, f(2'), f2(2'),... converges to z. Call x a repelling fixed point for f if it is an attracting
fixed point for f=!. Note that any continuous self-map f of a closed interval has a fixed
point (by the intermediate value theorem), and if f is contracting then this fixed point
is attracting and unique (since the distance between two different fixed points would not
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be able to contract). In what follows we will view S! as a metric space with the usual
arclength metric, so in particular every non-empty proper connected closed subset of S! is
isometric to a closed interval.

Lemma 2.1 (Contracting Ping-Pong). Let a and b be a pair of orientation-preserving
self-homeomorphisms of S, such that each ¢ € {a,b,a™*,b7'} has exactly one attracting
fized point in S*. Suppose for each such c that we have a connected closed set P(c) C S*
containing the attracting fixed point of ¢, such that the P(c) are pairwise disjoint. Assume
for each such ¢ that ¢(S*\ P(c™)) C P(c), and that the restriction of ¢ to ST\ P(c™!') is
contracting. Then the group (a,b) is free of rank 2, and every non-trivial element of (a,b)
has exactly one attracting fized point.

Proof. The usual Ping-Pong Lemma shows that (a, b) is free of rank 2; let us briefly recall
how this works for the sake of completeness. For any non-empty reduced word ¢ in the
alphabet {a,b,a™!,b7'}, say with rightmost letter ¢ and leftmost letter d, choose e €
{a,b,a”',b71} \ {c7!,d}. Now the assumptions ensure that g(P(e)) C P(d) and P(d) N
P(e) = 0, so g does not act as the identity on P(e), which shows g # 1. Hence no non-
empty reduced word represents the identity in (a,b), which means (a,b) is free of rank
2.

Now let g € (a,b) \ {1}, and we need to show g has exactly one attracting fixed point.
Since the property of having exactly one attracting fixed point is preserved under conjuga-
tion, without loss of generality ¢ is cyclically reduced. Also, we may assume g has word
length greater than 1, since we already know a, a™%, b, and b=! each have exactly one
attracting fixed point. Say the cyclically reduced word ¢ is of the form g = dwc for some
(possibly empty) w, i.e, the rightmost letter of ¢ is ¢ and the leftmost is d, for d # ¢~
We first claim that if g(z) = z, then x € P(c¢™) or z € P(d). Indeed, if x & P(c™") then
c(x) € P(c), and the standard ping-pong argument shows that = = g(z) = dwc(z) € P(d).
Next we claim that g really does have a fixed point in each of P(d) and P(c™!). Indeed,
since d # ¢! we have g(P(d)) C P(d), and P(d) is isometric to a closed interval (being
a closed, connected, proper subset of S1), so ¢ has a fixed point in P(d). An analogous
argument applied to g~! shows that there is a fixed point in P(c™!). Now we claim the fixed
point of g in P(d) is an attracting fixed point, and that it is the unique attracting fixed
point for g. First note that, viewing g as a map from P(d) to itself, our assumptions about
certain restrictions being contracting ensure that the fixed point is unique and attracting
in P(d). Also, note that since S\ P(d™') is open, g(S*\ P(d™')) and hence g(P(d)) lies
in the interior of P(d), which implies that the attracting fixed point is even attracting in
all of S'. An analogous argument applied to ¢g—! shows that there is a unique fixed point
in P(c™!) and it is an attracting fixed point for g7! in S!. In particular this is a repelling
fixed point for g, and so we conclude that the attracting fixed point in P(d) is the unique
attracting fixed point for g in S?. O

One could argue theoretically that there exist a and b in T}, satisfying the conditions of
Lemma 211 by appealing to the fact that Z[1/n] is dense in R, and taking large enough
powers to ensure that the desired restrictions are contracting. However, for the sake of
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concreteness, in the next proof we will construct explicit elements a and b in 7}, satisfying
these conditions.

Corollary 2.2. There exists a non-abelian free subgroup H of T, such that every non-
trivial element of H has exactly one attracting fized point in S*.

Proof. We need to find elements a,b € T, and sets P(a), P(a™'), P(b), P(b™!) C S* satis-
fying the assumptions of Lemma ml First let f be the map f:[0,1/n] — [0,1/n] given
by the piecewise definition

n3z if0<z<(n*—1)/n"
fl@)=14 z+0S =20 +1)/n" if (n® —1)/n" <z < 1/n*
z/nd+ 3 —1)/nt i 1/n* <z <1/n.

See Figure [l for a picture of the map f, with the domain copy of [1/n] on the bottom
and the range copy on the top. The two most important features are that both interior
breakpoints in the range are to the right of both interior breakpoints in the domain, and
f restricts to a contracting map [1/n*, 1/n] — [1/n*,1/n] (both of these features rely on
the fact that n > 2).

0 (n*—=1)/n* (S —=n3+1)/n" 1/n

f slope n? slope 1 slope 1/n?

0 (n*—1)/n"  1/n? 1/n
FIGURE 1. The map f: [0,1/n] — [0,1/n] (not to scale).

Let h: [0,1/n] — [1/n, 1] be the linear map h(x) =1 — (n — 1)x. We now define a € T,
by specifying a(x + Z) for each = € [0, 1] as follows:

_ ) +Z if0<z<1/n
a($—|—Z)—{ hofoh‘l(x)JrZ if1/n <z <1.

By construction the breakpoints of a all lie in Z[1/n]/Z, and it is easy to check that all
slopes are powers of n, so a really is an element of T,,. Note that a has a repelling fixed
point at 0 + Z, an attracting fixed point at 1/n + Z, and no other fixed points. Now let b
be the conjugate of a by the rotation x + Z + x + 1/n? + Z. Thus b has a repelling fixed
point at 1/n? + Z, an attracting fixed point at (n + 1)/n? + Z, and no other fixed points.
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Now we will build the sets P(a), P(a™t), P(b), P(b™1). Intuitively, each will be an arc
of length 1/n?® (using the notion of “length” in S' = R/Z coming from R). We construct
them as follows, roughly working clockwise from 0 + Z:

Pl ={z+Z|zc[-(n—1)/n*1/nY},
PO ={z+Z |z e[n®—n+1)/n",(n* +1)/n']},
P(a) = {o+2 | 2 € [(n® — 1)/, (0% +n — 1)) fud]},
P)={x+7Z|xe|[n®+n*>—1)/n* (n*+n*+n—1)/n"}
Note that for each ¢ € {a,a™*,b, b7}, P(c) contains the attracting fixed point of ¢, namely
0+Z¢€Pla?),1/n*+Z¢c POb'),1/n+7Z¢c P(a), and (n+1)/n*+Z € P(b).

Also note that these four sets are pairwise disjoint, since the fact that n > 2 ensures that
we have the following four inequalities:

1/n* < (n®* —n+1)/n*
(n* +1)/n* < (n* —1)/n*,
(n*+n—1))/n* < (n®+n*-1))/n*, and
(n*+n*+n—1)/n* <1—(n-1)/n"
See Figure [2] for a visualization of all of this.

We need to show that a(S*\ P(a™!)) C P(a), with similar statements for the other three
elements. If we identify (0,1) homeomorphically with S*\ {0 + Z} via z + = + Z, then
St\ P(a™') is identified with the open interval (1/n* 1 — (n —1)/n*). The image of this
under a equals the open interval ((n® —n3 +1)/n",1 — (n — 1)(n® — n® 4+ 1)/n"). The set
P(a) is identified with [(n® —1)/n*, (n®* +n —1))/n?], so now we just need to check that

(n®—1)/n* < (n® —n+1)/n" and
I—(n—1n*=n*+1)/n" < (n*+n-1))/n"
Indeed, these are readily verified. It is similarly straightforward to see that a=*(S*\ P(a)) C
P(a™'), and since the situation for b and b~! looks exactly the same as that for a and a™ !,
just rotated by 1/n? + Z, the analogous result holds for them as well.

Lastly, we need to show that the restriction of a to S*\ P(a™?!) is contracting, and so
forth for the other elements. Identify (0,1) with S*\ {0+Z} as before, so ST\ P(a™!) is the
open interval (1/n* 1 — (n—1)/n*). In the construction of a, we see that a has slope 1/n?
on this entire open interval (to see this, it helps to note that h(1/n*) =1 — (n — 1)/n?).
Thus, the restriction of a to this interval is indeed contracting. Similarly, the restriction of
a~! to S*\ P(a) coincides with a linear map with slope 1/n3, hence is contracting. Since
the situation for b and b~! is the same as that for a and a™!, just rotated by 1/n* + Z, a
parallel argument handles them as well. O

As a remark, the virtually free group A constructed in [HO17| inside 7" = T5 does not
have a finite index free subgroup of the above form, since their A contains elements with a
single fixed point in S* (arising from parabolic elements of PSLy(Z)). Thus, our approach
here is not a direct generalization of the one in [HO17].
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(n® — 1)/ 1/n (34— 1)/n

(2 + 1)/’ (n® +0* —1)/n?

1/n? (n+1)/n?

(n* = n+1)/n' (n*+n®*+n—1)/n!

1/nt

0 (n*—n+1)/n

FIGURE 2. A visualization of S! with the “ping-pong sets” P(a™'), P(b™1),
P(a), and P(b) color-coded, in green, pink, blue, and orange respectively.
To label the points of interest (fixed points of a and b and endpoints of the
ping-pong sets), we write = rather than x4+ Z. The blue arrows indicate that
a maps the endpoints of P(a™!) (and consequently all of S'\ P(a™")) into
the interior or P(a). To avoid making the picture too messy, we have not
labeled all points of interest, e.g., breakpoints where the slope changes, and
so forth. Also, we remark that no attempt was made to draw the picture “to
scale” in any sense.

3. PROOF OF NON-INNER AMENABILITY

In this section we prove our main result:

Theorem 3.1. For all n > 2, the Higman—Thompson groups T, and V, are non-inner
amenable.

Just like in [HO17], we will use the following useful sufficient condition for non-inner
amenability:

Citation 3.2. [HO17, Corollary 4.3] Let H < G be (discrete) groups. Suppose that H is
non-amenable, and that for all g € G\ {1} the centralizer Cy(g) is amenable. Then G,
and indeed any subgroup of G containing H, is non-inner amenable.
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Proof of Theorem[31]. Let H be any non-abelian free subgroup of T},. (Toward the end of
the proof we will specialize to H satisfying the conditions in Corollary 2.2] but for most
of this proof H can be any non-abelian free subgroup of 7,,.) We will apply Citation 3.2
using V,, as G. This means that we want to show that for any o € V;, \ {1} the centralizer
Cpu(a) is amenable (equivalently cyclic, since H is free), and then we will conclude that
any subgroup of V,, containing H is non-inner amenable, in particular this applies to T,
and V,,.

The centralizer Cy, (o) was computed in [BBGLT13|. It decomposes as an (internal)
direct product, which using roughly the notation of [BBGL™13, Corollary 5.2] is

Cvn (O{) = CV!L(TQ)(O{> X CVrL(3a)(a)

Let us explain these two factors. First, for G <V, and X C €, let G(X) be the subgroup
of G consisting of all elements fixing every point in &, \ X, i.e., all elements supported on
X. The sets T, and 3, are certain open subsets of €, partitioning €,. For the moment we
do not have to worry about the precise definitions of ¥, and 3, (intuitively, ¥, supports
“torsion behavior” of @ and 3, supports “non-torsion behavior”), except to first point out
that 3, is empty if and only if « has finite order. This follows from the definition of 3, in
[BBGL™13] together with [BBGLT13, Lemma 4.4] (see also [BCST09, Proposition 6.1]).

Infinite order: Let us first focus on the case when « has infinite order, so 3, is non-
empty. Consider Cy(a), which we want to show is amenable. This is a free group, being
a subgroup of the free group H. Its intersection with Cy;, (z,)(«) equals Cy(s,)(v), which
is the group of elements of H fixing all points in €, \ T, = 3,. Since 3, is open and
non-empty, it contains a point in the T),-orbit of 111---, this orbit being dense in &,.
Thus, Cg(s,)(@) is contained in the stabilizer of a point in this orbit, and so is cyclic by
Lemma [I.2l Since Cy;,(z,)() is normal in Cy, (o), its intersection with H is therefore a
cyclic normal subgroup of H. Since H is non-abelian and free, this means Cys,)() is
trivial, since non-abelian free groups cannot have non-trivial cyclic normal subgroups. In
particular, the projection map Cy, (o) = Cy,,(3.)() restricted to Cy () is injective.

Having shown that the free group Cy () embeds into Cy;,(3,)(), it now suffices to show
that Cy, (3,)(a) is amenable, since this will imply Cy(c) is amenable as desired. By the
formal statement of Theorem 1.1 of [BBGL™13], we have

t

Caay(0) = [J((4; % Z) x P,)

i=1

for some ¢ > 0 and some finite groups A; and F,;. We do not need to get into the precise
details of what A; and P, are; since they are all finite, the factors (4; x Z) x P, are all
(elementary) amenable, and so Cl; (3,)(«) is also (elementary) amenable, and we are done.

Finite order, in V,, \ 7},: It remains to prove the result when « has finite order. In this
case 3, = (), so the above approach does not work. First suppose o € V,, \ T,,. View V,
as acting by left-continuous self-bijections of the circle (analogously to the corresponding
situation in the proof of [HO17, Theorem 4.4] for Vo = V'), so « has a positive finite number
of points of discontinuity, which are all n-ary points. Since any element of T}, is continuous,
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every element of C'y(«) must stabilize the set of points of discontinuity of «, so any two
elements of C'y(«) have non-trivial powers fixing some n-ary point. Since the stabilizer in
T, of any n-ary point is isomorphic to F;,, which contains no non-abelian free subgroups,
this shows that any two elements of C'y(«) have non-trivial powers that commute. Since
H is free, this implies Cy(«) is cyclic, as desired.

Finite order, in 7},: Finally, assume the finite order element o # 1 lies in T},. We will
now finally specialize H to no longer be an arbitrary non-abelian free subgroup but one
satisfying the conditions in Corollary In particular, as a group of self-homeomorphisms
of S, every non-trivial element of H has exactly one attracting fixed point. Since any
element commuting with such an element must fix its unique attracting fixed point, this
shows that if Cy(«) is non-trivial, @ must fix a point of S*. But the only finite order
element of T;, that fixes a point in S is the identity, so we conclude that C(a) = {1}.

We have shown that in all cases, C'y(«) is amenable, and so we are done. O

It would be interesting to extend our main result to Rover-Nekrashevych groups. The
Réver—Nekrashevych group V,,(G) of a self-similar group G of automorphisms of the infinite
rooted n-ary tree is a group obtained by combining V;, with G in a certain way. See [R6v99,
Nek04 [SZ21] for more details. We suspect that the above approach should reveal that all
the V,,(G) are non-inner amenable, but first one would need to understand centralizers in
Vo(G), and this seems quite difficult. Thus, we leave this as a conjecture:

Conjecture 3.3. The Rover—Nekrashevych groups V,(G) are all non-inner amenable.
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