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Abstract
This article is a continuation of [5] and gathers some of recent developments in semigroups of rational maps. In particular, we discuss a
version of Day-von Neumann conjecture and Sushkievich “conjecture” for
rational maps. Also we relate the Furstenberg ×2 × 3 problem with these
conjectures.
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Introduction and statements

As it is mentioned in the abstract, we discuss versions of three classical problems
in the context of semigroups of rational maps. The motivation of this is a general
dynamical problem which we formulate as follows: Given non-injective rational
maps Q and R; how big M (Q) ∩ M (R) should be in order to induce a relation
in the semigroup hQ, Ri. Here M (R) denotes the space of invariant probability
measures.
Recall that a polynomial (rational) map Q is exceptional if either deg(Q) = 1
or Q is affinely (Möbius) conjugated to z n (with n ∈ Z) or to a Chebyshev
polynomial (or to a Lattès) map. We say that a family of polynomial (rational)
maps F is non-exceptional if F contains a non-exceptional polynomial (rational)
map.
In [5], the following theorem was proved.
If a finitely generated non-exceptional semigroup of rational maps S admits a
finitely additive measure, invariant under the right action of S onto itself, then
S has an invariant probability measure on C which is the measure of maximal
entropy for every non-injective element of S.
Moreover, in [5] the authors proved that the right amenability of finitely
generated semigroups of polynomials is equivalent to the right amenability of
the associated Lyubich representation. The first of our results is the following:
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Theorem 1. A semigroup of rational maps with left amenable Koopman (anti)representation admits a common invariant probability measure on C.
As an immediate corollary we have:
Corollary 2. A left amenable semigroup of rational maps admits a common
invariant probability measure.
According to [5], the semigroup hz 2 +c, −z 2 −ci is right amenable but not left
amenable. But, as shown in [25], every left amenable semigroup of polynomials
is necessarily right amenable. Even more, in [5] is proved that for every amenable
semigroup of polynomials every right invariant mean is also left invariant. We
have the following conjecture:
Conjecture 1. Let S be a non-exceptional left amenable semigroup of rational
maps, then the set of left invariant means coincides with the set of right invariant
means.
The discussion above and the following theorem confirms this conjecture in
the polynomial case.
Theorem 3. Let S be a non-exceptional left amenable semigroup of polynomials
then every left invariant mean is right invariant.
Hence, if a non-exceptional semigroup of polynomials S is left amenable, then
the non-injective elements of S necessarily share the same measure of maximal
entropy. However, it is not clear how this measure of maximal entropy is related
with the invariant measure given by a left invariant mean from Corollary 2.
In general, a right amenable semigroup of polynomials may have non-atomic
invariant measures apart from the measure of maximal entropy. For example,
as shown in theorem 28 of [5], the semigroup h−z 2 − λz 4 , z 2 + λz 4 i is right
amenable for every λ ∈ C. For sufficiently small λ, the polynomials z 2 + λz 4
and −z 2 − λz 4 share an invariant simply connected domain D which is the
immediate component of attraction of 0. Thus, these polynomials share the
same invariant harmonic measure on ∂D which is a homeomorphic copy of the
measure of maximal entropy for z 2 .
If M (P ) = M (Q) for a non-exceptional pair of polynomials P and Q, then
either P = Q whenever at least one of P or Q is in general position, or P shares
a common iteration with Q (see for example theorem 1.3 in [27]).
We discuss some statements related to the reciprocals of Corollary 2 and
Theorem 1. For example, a free semigroup of polynomials is neither left nor
right amenable, but its elements share at least one invariant measure, namely
the delta measure δ∞ based at infinity. Even more, the measure δ∞ defines an
invariant functional for their Lyubich representation.
We call a measure µ a discrete measure when µ is a linear combination of
delta measures δa based at the points a ∈ C. A discrete measure is invariant if
and only if it is supported on a periodic cycle.
The following facts are consequences of theorem 2.3 in [13], theorem 1.2 in
[2] and theorem 1.5 in [28].
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Proposition 4. There exists a rank 2 semigroup of rational maps S = hR, Qi
such that R and Q do not share a common invariant measure. In particular, S
is free and, more, is not Koopman left amenable.
Proposition 5. Let R and Q be rational maps. If M (R) ∩ M (Q) contains
infinitely many non linearly dependent discrete measures, then R and Q share
the same measure of maximal entropy.
Remark. In [13], the authors adapted the arguments of the proof of Klein
combination theorem for rational semigroups in order to produce a geometrical condition for a semigroup of rational maps to be a free product of proper
subsemigroups. According to Proposition 4 such semigroup does not admits an
invariant measure regardless of its subsemigroups.
Now, let us observe that two polynomials P1 and P2 , which always share an
invariant measure (namely δ∞ ), generate a rank two free semigroup whenever
P1 and P2 satisfy the following configuration:
There exists a topological disk D such that Di = Pi−1 (D) are topological
disks, for i = 1, 2, with D1 ∩ D2 = ∅ and D1 ∪ D2 ⋐ D.
This observation was generalised in [5] in the following way: If two polynomials P and Q with disjoint filled Julia sets then hP n , Qm i is a rank two free
semigroup for suitable n, m ≥ 1. This serves as an analog to the Klein-Maskit
amalgamated combination theorem in the rational semigroup case.
With respect to Proposition 5, by parameter computation, we have a stronger
conclusion: if deg(R) = deg(Q) and M (R)∩M (Q) contains all discrete invariant
measures based on the fixed points of R2 then R = Q whenever R is in general
position.
Summarizing all the above, we propose the following conjecture.
Conjecture 2. Assume two rational maps R and Q admit a common ergodic
invariant probability measure µ. Then either µ is discrete or the maps R and
Q share the same measure of maximal entropy.
Note that this conjecture is related to the Furstenberg ×2 ×3 problem (see
for example [16] for further information), we reformulate it as follows:
For the semigroup hz 2 , z 3 i, the only non-atomic ergodic invariant probability
measure on C is the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the unit circle.
The one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the unit circle is the measure of
maximal entropy for every element of hz 2 , z 3 i. Note that hz 2 , z 3 i is exceptional
and abelian.
According to the Eremenko-Ritt theorem (Theorem 1 in [9]), every pair of
commuting non-exceptional, non-injective polynomials share a common iteration, hence share the same measure of maximal entropy and, even more, this
pair may share infinitely many common non-atomic invariant measures. Therefore the following stronger version of Conjecture 2 is a natural generalization of
Furstenberg problem for non-exceptional semigroups of rational maps.
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Conjecture 3. If two non-injective rational maps R and Q, without common
iteration, admit a common invariant probability measure µ, then either µ is discrete or µ is the measure of maximal entropy of every element of the semigroup
hR, Qi.
Since the support of an invariant measure is an invariant compact set in
the Riemann sphere, we propose a version of Conjecture 2 in terms of invariant
compact sets as follows:
Conjecture 4. If two rational maps, at least one is non-exceptional, share an
invariant compact set K, then either K is finite, in this case K is a common
periodic cycle, or K is infinite and the maps share the same Julia set.
We believe that a semigroup version of Conjectures 2 and 3 also holds:
Conjecture 5. If a semigroup of rational maps S admits a common ergodic invariant probability measure µ, then either µ is discrete, or S is a right amenable
semigroup.
To support the previous conjecture we prove the following theorems.
Theorem 6. Let S be a semigroup of non-injective polynomial maps admiting
an invariant probability measure µ. If the support supp(µ) belongs to the Fatou
set F (P ), for P ∈ S, then either µ is discrete or every element of S shares a
common iterate with P . In particular, S is amenable.
According to the theorem above, the support of an invariant measure must
be contained in the intersection of the Julia sets of all elements of S.
As mentioned before, natural examples of common invariant measures are
harmonic measures supported on the boundary of a common periodic component.
Another source of examples of invariant probability measures for a rational
map R, appart of the measure of maximal entropy, is given when the Julia set
of R contains a homeomorphic copy of the Julia set of a polynomial.
Definition. A rational map R admits a marked polynomial-like measure (µ, z0 )
whenever:
• There exist D0 and D1 such that the restriction of R on D0 defines a
polynomial-like map T : D0 → D1 with connected Julia set J(T ) and µ
on D0 is the respective copy of the measure of maximal entropy for the
unique polynomial in the hybrid class of T .
• The point z0 ∈ J(T ) is periodic.
For further information on polynomial-like maps see for example [8].
Theorem 7. Let R and Q be rational maps so that Rn and Qm admit the same
marked polynomial-like measure for suitable m, n ≥ 1, then R and Q generates
a right amenable semigroup. Even more, if either R or Q is non-exceptional
then hR, Qi is amenable.
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For the class of primitive rational maps we have a stronger conclusion.
Definition. Let Deck(R) = {γ ∈ M ob|R ◦ γ = R} be the deck group of the
rational map R. We call a map R primitive if Deck(R) is a cyclic group of order
deg(R).
Next proposition answers a coarse version of Furstenberg ×2 × 3 problem for
a pair of non-exceptional polynomials not sharing a common iteration.
Proposition 8. Let P and Q be two polynomials sharing the same measure of
maximal entropy but not sharing a common iteration. Furthermore, assume P
is a primitive non-exceptional polynomial with deg(P ) > 1 and that there exists
an invariant probability measure µ for P and Q, then µ is either discrete or
coincides with the measure of maximal entropy of P and Q.
Proposition 8 together with corollary 3.5 of in [3], theorem 4 in [5], theorem
1.1 in [25], we get the following.
Corollary 9. Let S be a semigroup of polynomials, with a primitive polynomial
P not containing a free subsemigroup of rank two. Assume that S admits an
invariant probability measure µ, then µ is either discrete or the measure of
maximal entropy of P .

1.1

The Day-von Neumann conjecture

Let us recall the Day-von Neumann conjecture for groups which was formulated
by Day in [7]: A finitely generated group is amenable if and only if does not
contains a free rank 2 subgroup.
In general, for semigroups Day-von Neumann conjecture does not make
sense, since every semigroup is contained in an amenable semigroup. For example, the affine group is amenable but, as shown in the proof Theorem 11 (3), the
semigroup h2x, 2x + 1i is free. Nevertheless, as recently shown in [3], [5],[15] and
[25], the condition of no free rank 2 subsemigroups is connected with dynamical
invariants such as the measure of maximal entropy.
Recall that every non-injective rational map R admits a unique ergodic nonatomic invariant probability measure µR with entropy log(deg(R)) (see [4], [10]
and [21]).
In [5] a version of the Day-von Neumann conjecture was divided into two
questions regarding rational maps:
The first question related to Day-von Neumann conjecture is: a semigroup
S of rational maps is right amenable if and only if S admits an invariant probability measure µ which is the measure of maximal entropy of every non-injective
element in S.
This question was positively answered in [5] for finitely generated semigroups
of non-exceptional polynomials and for semigroups of rational maps not conjugated to polynomials only the sufficiency is proved. In [25], the equivalence was
extended to arbitrary semigroups of polynomials and semigroups of so-called
tame rational maps.
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The second question related to Day-von Neumann problem is: a semigroup
S of rational maps, not containing a rank 2 free subsemigroup, admits an invariant measure which is the measure of maximal entropy for every non-injective
element of S.
This question was positively answered in [25] for semigroups of polynomials
and, finally, in [3] was proved for semigroups of non-injective rational maps (see
Theorem 24 below).
For a non-injective rational map R, let E(R) be the semigroup of all rational
maps leaving µR invariant such that µQ = µR for every non-injective element
Q ∈ E(R).
The following theorem is based upon results from [3], [5] and [25].
Theorem 10. Let S < Rat be a non-exceptional countable semigroup. Then
the following statements are equivalent:
1. S is right amenable.
2. S ⊂ E(R) for a suitable R ∈ S.
3. S does not contains a free subsemigroup of rank 2.
Remark. The equivalence (1) and (2) in the theorem above was shown in
[5] for finitely generated semigroups of polynomials (in fact it is shown in a
slightly more general case). In [25], the theorem above is proved for arbitrary
semigroups of polynomials. Also in [25] the implication from (3) to (1) was
shown for semigroups of so called tame rational maps. The implication from (3)
to (2) follows from results of [3] (see Theorem 24 below).
Remark. The equivalence of (1) and (3) can be regarded as a positive
answer to the right amenable version of the Day-von Neumann conjecture for
semigroups of rational maps.
Let us note that Theorem 10 is not true for exceptional polynomials. For
exceptional polynomials we have the following facts.
We denote by M P the semigroup of monomial polynomials with composition. Hence M P is generated by the semigroup Z = hz n in∈N and the homotety
group H = {λz : λ ∈ C∗ }.
Theorem 11. The following statements hold true.
1. M P is amenable.
2. For every P ∈ M P with deg(P ) ≥ 2, the semigroups E(P ) and E(P )∩M P
are amenable and conjugated to E(z 2 ) and E(z 2 ) ∩ M P , respectively´.
3. For every n ≥ 2, the semigroup E(z n ) = E(z 2 ) and contains free subsemigroups of any given rank.
Even more,

6

4. Let U ⊂ H and T ⊂ Z be semigroups. Then, the semigroup S = hU, T i ⊂
M P is right amenable and contains a free subsemigroup of rank 2, whenever U contains an element of infinite order.
It is not clear whether E(R) is finitely generated for a non-exceptional rational map R. For polynomials it is true by [1].
A semigroup S is called left cancellative if for every a, b, c ∈ S the equation
ab = ac implies b = c. Analogously, right cancellative semigroups are defined.
A semigroup S is called cancellative if it is both left and right cancellative. For
example, any subsemigroup of a group is cancellative. A semigroup of surjective
endomorphisms of a set X is always right cancellative.
Let RIM (S) (LIM (S)) be the set of right (left) invariant means of the
semigroup S.
Theorem 12. Let S be a countable non-exceptional semigroup of rational maps,
then we have:
• If RIM (S) ⊂ LIM (S), then S is cancellative and does not contain free
subsemigroups of rank 2.
• On the other hand, if S is cancellative without free subsemigroups of rank
two, then S is amenable.
The following is an immediate corollary of Theorem 10 and Theorem 12.
Corollary 13. A right amenable semigroup of rational maps S is amenable
whenever is left cancellative.
Remark. The theorem and the corollary above are connected with Sorensen
conjecture which states: a right cancellative left amenable semigroup is left
cancellative. This conjecture was proved by Sorensen in his thesis for a class
of so-called left measurable semigroups (left measurability condition is stronger
than left amenability, see [17]). But in [17] Sorensen conjecture was disproved
in the non-measurable case.
Since every semigroup of rational maps is always right cancellative, then
first part of Theorem 12 confirms Sorensen conjecture whenever RIM (S) ⊂
LIM (S). However, we believe that Sorensen conjecture for semigroups of rational maps holds true. Indeed it is true, by Theorem 12, whenever Conjecture 1
holds true. Since Conjecture 1 is true for semigroups of polynomials (see theorem 4 in [5] and Corollary 26), next corollary follows immediately from Theorem
12.
Corollary 14. A countable non-exceptional semigroup of polynomials S is
amenable if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied.
• S does not contains free subsemigroups of rank two.
• S is cancellative.
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1.2

Suskievich theorem

Motivated by a question of van der Waerden, in [26], Sushkievich published a
theorem which states that a cancellative finitely generated semigroup is always
embeddable into a group. Later on, in [22], Maltsev found a counter example to
Suskievich’s statement and gave necessary and sufficient conditions for a semigroup to be embeddable into a group. In [24], O. Ore gave sufficient conditions
of embeddability of a semigroup into a group:
Theorem 15 (Ore Theorem). A cancellative semigroup S is embeddable into a
group whenever every pair of principal left (right) ideals have non-empty intersection.
The intersection property in Theorem 15 is known as right (left) reversibility. For example, every left (right) amenable semigroup S is always left (right)
reversible. Hence by Theorem 10 and Theorem 15 a semigroup of rational maps
which does not contains free subsemigroups in two symbols is embeddable whenever it is cancellative. Thus Sushkievich statement is plausible as a conjecture
for semigroups of rational maps, namely:
A semigroup of rational maps is embeddable into a group if and only if it is
cancellative.
The following theorem together with results from [5] motivates the interest
in the Sushkievich conjecture in the context of rational maps semigroups.
Theorem 16. For every non-exceptional polynomial P the following statements
hold truth.
1. The semigroup E(P ) is amenable if and only if it is embeddable into the
conformal automorphism group of a suitable Riemann surface.
2. Even more, E(P ) is abelian if and only if E(P ) is embeddable into the
conformal autormorphism group of the Riemann sphere.
In support of Sushkievich conjecture, we have the following results.
Theorem 17. A countable cancellative semigroup of rational maps S is embeddable into a group whenever one of the following conditions holds.
1. S is isomorphic to a subsemigroup of M P .
2. S ≃ hR, Qi where R, Q are non injective rational maps sharing a common
superattracting fixed point.
3. The semigroup S is isomorphic to the free product of right amenable subsemigroups.
Finally, according to the theorems above, we propose the following general
conjecture.
Conjecture 6. Every countable semigroup of rational maps contains a subsemigroup of finite index which is a free product of its right amenable subsemigroups.
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For cancellative semigroups the following version seems to hold truth.
Conjecture 7. Every countable cancellative semigroup of rational maps is a
free product of its amenable subsemigroups.
Last conjectures remind the Klein-Maskit combination theorems in the setting of semigroups of rational maps.

2

Some background in holomorphic dynamics
and amenability of semigroups

Let us recall some basic concepts on holomorphic dynamics and amenability of
semigroups.

2.1

Amenability of semigroups

Every semigroup S canonically defines a right and left action of S onto itself.
A semigroup is called right (left) amenable if the right (left) action of S onto
itself admits an invariant, finitely additive, probability measure µ. This measure
defines a mean, which is a normalized positive right (left) invariant functional
on L∞ (S). Let RIM (S) (LIM (S)) be the set of right (left) invariant means.
Whenever RIM (S) ∩ LIM (S) 6= ∅, S is called an amenable semigroup.
Recall some basic properties of amenable semigroups, see for example [7].
• Every abelian semigroup is amenable.
• Every semigroup is a subsemigroup of an amenable semigroup.
• Every subgroup of an amenable group is amenable.
In this article, we use a weaker property than amenability, namely ρ-amenability based on [6].
First, we say that a proper right (left) S-invariant subspace X ⊂ L∞ (S) is
called either right or left amenable if X contains constant functions and there
exists a mean M such that, when M is restricted to X is an invariant functional
for either the right or left actions of S on X, respectively. In other words, X
is invariant and admits an invariant non-negative functional for the associated
action. Note that every semigroup admits an amenable subspace, for example,
the subspace of constant functions is always amenable.
Now, let ρ be a bounded (anti-)homomorphism from S into End(B), where
B is a Banach space, and End(B) is the semigroup of continuous linear endomorphisms. Given a pair (b, b∗ ) ∈ B × B ∗ consider the function f(b,b∗ ) ∈ L∞ (S)
given by
f(b,b∗ ) (s) = b∗ (ρ(s)(b))).
Let Yρ ⊂ L∞ (S), be the closure of the linear span of the family of functions
{f(b,b∗ ) } for all pairs (b, b∗ ) ∈ B × B ∗ . Finally let Xρ be the space generated
by Yρ and the constant functions. Note that Xρ and Yρ are both right and left
invariant.
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Definition. We will say that a bounded (anti-)homomorphism ρ is either right
amenable or left amenable whenever Xρ is either a right or left amenable subspace of L∞ (S), respectively. Also we will say that S is ρ right amenable or
ρ left amenable whenever ρ has the respective property. Equivalently, that the
ρ-action of S on B is either right amenable or left amenable, respectively.
Note that ρ-amenability may be represented by invariant objects on a suitable completion of the tensor product of B and B ∗ with the induced extension
of the ρ-action of S.
To show that, in general, amenability is stronger than ρ-amenability let us
recall Day’s theorem from [6].
Theorem 18. A semigroup S is right amenable (left amenable) if and only if
S is ρ-right amenable (ρ-left amenable) for every bounded representation ρ.
A semigroup S satisfies the right (left) Følner condition (FC) if for every
finite set H and every ǫ > 0 there exists a finite set F such that card(F s \ F ) <
ǫ card(F ) for every s ∈ H (respectively, card(sF \ F ) < ǫ card(F ) for every
s ∈ H).
A semigroup S satisfies the right (left) strong Følner condition (SFC) if
if for every finite set H and every ǫ > 0 there exists a finite set F such that
card(F \F s) < ǫ card(F ) for every s ∈ H (respectively, card(F \sF ) < ǫ card(F )
for every s ∈ H).
The following theorem summarizes Theorem 2.2 in [17] (see also [11]).
Theorem 19. For every semigroup S,
left SFC ⇒ left amenability ⇒ left FC.
None of the implications above are reversible. However, these implications
are reversible for left cancellative semigroups.
Let U and T be semigroups with a homomorphism ϕ : T → End(U ). Let
U ⋊ϕ T be the semidirect product with multiplication
(u1 , t1 ) · (u2 , t2 ) = (u1 · ϕ(t1 )(u2 ), t1 t2 ).
Next theorem gathers two results of M. Klawe (see [17]).
Theorem 20. Let U and T be semigroups and ϕ : T → End(U ) be a homomorphism.
• If U and T are right amenable, then U ⋊ϕ T is right amenable.
• If U and T are amenable semigroups and ϕ(t) is a surjective map for every
t ∈ T , then U ⋊ϕ T is amenable.
Proof. These appear as Proposition 3.10 and Corollary 3.11 in [17].
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2.2

Dynamics of semigroups of rational maps

We assume that the reader is familiar with basic notions of holomorphic dynamics, such as the Julia set or the Fatou set (see for example [23]).
An important notion in holomorphic dynamics is that of the measure of
maximal entropy. According to Brolin [4] (polynomial case), Lyubich [21] and,
independently, by Friere, Lopez and Mañé [10] (rational case) every rational map
R has a unique invariant probability measure µR of maximal entropy supported
in the whole Julia set J(R).
Due to results in [18], [19] and [27], we have the following characterization
under which two non-exceptional rational maps share the same measure of maximal entropy.
Theorem 21. Two non-exceptional rational maps R and Q share the same
measure of maximal entropy if and only if there are iterations of R and Q which
satisfy the Levin relations
Rn ◦ Qm = R2n
and
Qm ◦ Rn = Q2m .
Even more, in connection with the algebraic structure of semigroups we have
the following theorems showed in [12], in [15], and in [3].
Let S be semigroup of rational maps and U be non-empty open subset of C,
then U is called a backward fundamental set for S whenever g −1 (U ) ∩ U = ∅
for g ∈ S \ Id. The following theorem is Theorem 2.3 in [12].
Theorem 22. Let U and V be two backward fundamental sets for semigroups
of rational maps G and S, respectively. Then the semigroup Γ = hG, Si is
freely generated by G and S whenever U, V satisfy the Klein-Maskit combination
condition, namely:
C\U ⊂ V
and
C \ V ⊂ U.
The following theorem appears in [15].
Theorem 23. Let R and Q be rational maps sharing a common superattracting
fixed poing, then the following statements are equivalent:
1. The semigroup hQ, Ri is not free.
2. There are integers k, n, m ≥ 1 such that Rn ◦ Qm commutes with Rk .
The following theorem appears in [3].
Theorem 24. Let R and Q be rational maps of degree at least 2. If mR 6= mQ
then there exist a n so that the semigroup hRn , Qn i is free.
We believe the following statement about the algebraic structure of rational
semigroups is true.
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Conjecture 8. If a finitely generated semigroup of non-injective rational maps
S which contains a free semigroup in two symbols A, B ∈ S, then there exists
a finite index subsemigroup S0 < S where S0 = S1 ∗ S2 is a free product with
A ∈ S1 and B ∈ S2 .

2.3

Koopman representation

Every rational map R acts on the space C(C) of continuous functions by the
formula
KR (φ) = φ(R),
KR is known as Koopman operator. The correspondence K : Rat → End(C(C))
given by R 7→ KR is a bounded anti-homomorphism.
Let us note that Koopman operator KR is a right inverse to Lyubich operator. For a rational map R, the Lyubich operator LR is the endomorphism of
C(C) (see [20] and [5]) given by the formula.
LR (φ)(x) =

1
deg(R)

X

φ(y).

y∈R−1 (x)

Hence the measure of maximal entropy µR is a fixed point for the dual operator
L∗R acting on the space of complex valued finite measures which is a dual space
to C(C). Therefore the semigroup E(R) also can be defined as
E(R) = {Q ∈ Rat(C) : L∗Q (µR ) = µR }.

2.4

Embeddability of semigroups

To finish this section we return to the discussion on the embedability of a semigroup into a group. That is to specify under which circumstances a given
semigroup S is “half” of a group.
Let Γ be a countable group with a minimal set of generators hγ1 , ..., γn , ...i,
consider the subset Γ+ of all words in the alphabet {γ1 , ...γn , ...}. Then Γ+
forms a countable semigroup which is called the positive part of Γ. Note that Γ
is generated by Γ+ and (Γ+ )−1 . A countable semigroup S is embeddable into a
group if S is isomorphic to the positive part of a group.
As mentioned above, Theorem 15 gives a sufficient condition for a semigroup
to be embeddable into a group.
After the results of Maltsev appeared, Lambek and Pták gave another characterizations of embeddable cancellative semigroups. We will need Pták conditions for our aims which are summarized next.
Let S be a semigroup generated by a set of generators T , consider T as an
alphabet, let F ST be a free semigroup given by the words on the alphabet T and
let F GT be the free group on the alphabet T . Clearly F ST is a subsemigroup
of F GT , hence F ST is embeddable. Let πS : F ST → S be the canonical
projection, then the first result of Pták is that πS is a well-defined surjective
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homomorphism. So, πS defines a congruence ∼S on F ST by a ∼S b if and only
if πS (a) = πS (b). In other words,
F ST / ∼S ≃ S.
Now we can formulate the main result of Pták (see, for example, [14]).
Theorem 25. Let S be a semigroup with a minimal system of generators T ,
then S is embeddable into a group if and only if the congruence ∼S extends from
F ST to a congruence on F GT which is defined by a normal subgroup N < F GT ,
so that S is embeddable into F GT /N .

3

Proofs of theorems

Now we are ready to prove our theorems.
Proof of Theorem 1. Fix a probability measure σ on the Riemann sphere C.
The correspondence H : C(C) → L∞ (S) given by
Z
H(φ)(g) =
Kg (φ)dσ
C

is a continuous linear map, where g ∈ S and φ ∈ C(C). Let X = cl(Image(H)) ⊂
L∞ (S) then X is invariant by the left action of S on L∞ (S). Since the characteristic function χC ∈ C(C) is a fixed point of Kg for every g ∈ S, then χS ∈ X.
By assumption there exists a mean F on L∞ (S) which is invariant for left action
of S on X, then F 6≡ 0 on X. Let f ∈ C ∗ (C) be the functional given by
f (φ) = F (H(φ)).
We claim that f is Kh -invariant for every h ∈ S. Indeed, for h ∈ S,
Z
Z
H(Kh (φ))(g) =
Kg (Kh (φ))dσ =
Kh◦g (φ)dσ
C

C

= H(φ)(h ◦ g) = lh (H(φ))(g),

where lh : L∞ (S) → L∞ (S), lh (ψ)(g) = ψ(h◦g) is the left action of h on L∞ (S).
Since F is left invariant on X, we have
f (Kh (φ)) = F (H(Kh (φ))) = F (lh (H(φ))) = F (H(φ)) = f (φ)
as claimed.
By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists an S-invariant probability
measure µ, which finish the proof.
Now we continue with the proof of Theorem 3.
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Proof of Theorem 3. Let S be a left amenable semigroup of polynomials, then
S is an amenable semigroup of polynomials by [25]. By corollary 24 and the
theorem in [1], there exists a polynomial P and finite group G of affine transformations such that:
• G ⊂ E(P ),
• there exists a number n so that every element of G commutes with P n ,
and
• S ⊂ hG, P i.
Then hG, P i is cancellative and amenable by Theorem 20.
Assume that LIM (hG, P i) ⊂ RIM (hG, P i) then by theorem 1 in [5] we have
LIM (hG, P i) = RIM (hG, P i).
Since S is a cancellative and amenable subsemigroup of hG, P i then LIM (S) =
RIM (S) by applying corollary 30 in [5] to the semigroups S ⊂ hG, P i endowed
with the antiproduct.
Hence to finish the proof we need to show that LIM (hG, P i) ⊂ RIM (hG, P i).
Let M ∈ L∗∞ (hG, P i) be a left invariant mean. First we show that M is
invariant under the right action of G on L∞ (hG, P i). Since the elements of G
commutes with an iteration of P , say with P k , then P acts by semiconjugacy
on G as an automorphism of G. Hence P induces a representation ρ : hP i →
Aut(G), so hG, P i is the semidirect product G ⋊ρ hP i.
Let lh and rh be the left and right actions of h on L∞ (hG, P i), respectively.
Let
X
1
Ar (G)(φ) =
rg (φ)
card(G)
g∈G

be the left average of G on L∞ (hG, P i). Analogously, let Ar (G) be the right
average of G.
We claim that Ar (G)(φ) = Al (G)(φ) for every φ ∈ L∞ (hG, P i). Since an
arbitrary element s ∈ hG, P i has the form hs ◦ P ts for a suitable hs ∈ G and a
number ts ≥ 0. Hence, for s ∈ hG, P i
Ar (G)(φ)(s) =

X
1
rg (φ)(hs ◦ P ts )
card(G)
g∈G

=

X
X
1
1
φ(hs ◦ P ts ◦ g) =
φ(ρ(P ts )(g) ◦ hs ◦ P ts )
card(G)
card(G)
g∈G

=

g∈G

1
card(G)

X

lρ(P ts )(g) φ(s) = Al (G)(φ)(s)

g∈G

the last equality holds since ρ(P ts ) is an automorphism of G, as claimed.
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By duality A∗r = A∗l . Since M is left invariant, then
M = A∗l (M ) = A∗r (M ).
Besides, for every h ∈ G we have A∗r (G) ◦ rh∗ = rh∗ ◦ A∗r (G) = A∗r (G). Hence, rh
leaves M invariant for every h ∈ G.
To finish the proof, it is enough to show that M is invariant under the right
action of P on L∞ (hG, P i).
First we show that
Al (G) ◦ lP (φ) = Ar (G) ◦ rP (φ).

(*)

Indeed, again for s = hs ◦ P ts , for suitable hs ∈ G and ts ≥ 0 we compute
X
1
φ(hs ◦ P ts ◦ P ◦ g)
Ar (G) ◦ rP (φ)(s) =
card(G)
g∈G

=

X
1
ts
φ(ρ(P ts +1 )(g) ◦ hs ◦ ρ(P )(h−1
s ) ◦ P ◦ hs ◦ P ).
card(G)
g∈G

Since G is cyclic and ρ(P ) is an automorphism of G, the latter is equal to
Al (G) ◦ lP (φ)(s).
By duality and equation (*), we have.
lP∗ ◦ A∗l (G) = rP∗ ◦ A∗r (G).
Since M is a left invariant mean, by the equality above M is also invariant
under the right action of P , as we wanted to show.
From [5], we have the following corollary.
Corollary 26. If a semigroup S of polynomials is amenable then LIM (S) =
RIM (S).
Proof. By Theorem 1 in [5] we have that RIM (S) ⊂ LIM (S), Theorem 3 gives
the opposite inclusion.
The existence of a left invariant mean implies amenability. However, there
are right amenable semigroups of polynomials which are not amenable.
Proof of Proposition 4. Let R be a hyperbolic rational map and U be a backward fundamental set for hRi. If µ is a finite invariant measure for R then
supp(µ) can not be contained in U . Let Q be another hyperbolic rational map
with a backward fundamental set V satisfying the Klein-Maskit combination
condition with R and U . Then the semigroup Γ = hR, Qi is free, and does
not admits a common finite invariant measure. Hence by Theorem 1, Γ is not
Koopman amenable.
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The question of whether a free two generated semigroup admits a non-atomic
invariant measure is still open.
To prove Theorem 6 we need the following Lemma.
Lemma 27. The semigroup S = hλz, z k i is right amenable when λ 6= 0 and
k ≥ 1.
Proof. We can assume that k > 1. Note that every element g ∈ S has the form
γ ◦ r where γ is an element of the cyclic semigroup hλzi and r ∈ hz k i. Since
z k acts by semiconjugacy on hλzi as an endomorphism, then S is a semidirect
product of hλzi and hz k i, then S is right amenable by Theorem 20.
Now we proceed to the proof of Theorem 6.
Proof of Theorem 6. Let µ be a non-discrete invariant measure for S such that
supp(µ) ⊂ F (P ) for P ∈ S, then up to a finite invariant
set S
supp(µ) is a subset
S S
of Siegel disks cycles Zi ⊂ F (P ), so supp(µ) ⊂ i j Dij ⊂ Zi with
• Dij are closed disks and ∂Dij are leaves of the invariant foliation in the
Siegel disks.
• ∂Dij ⊂ supp(µ).
SS
So P defines an automorphism of
∂Dij . Hence, for every component U
S j
of Di there is an n such that µ restricted to U is an measure µU invariant for
P n.
S
Fix an arbitrary Q ∈ S. We claim that there exist a component U of Dij
and number m such that the measure µU is invariant for Qm . Indeed, since the
support of µ is a compact invariant set for Q then by the principle of maximum,
the interior of every Dij is a subset of F (Q). If ∂U ∩ F (Q) 6= ∅ for a suitable
S
component U of Dij then ∂U is a leaf of invariant foliation in a Siegel disk
cycle in F (Q), thus
S there exist m as claimed. Otherwise, ∂U ⊂ J(Q) for every
component U of Dij , then every U is a component of F (Q). Fix any such U
and let U0 be a periodic component in the orbit of U , then µ restricted to U0 is
an invariant measure for a suitable Qm as claimed.
Next step is to show that the semigroup hP n , Qm i is abelian. Let U be
a component as in the previous claim. By the desintegration theorem we can
assume that supp(µ) = ∂U , since ∂U is a complex analytic curve, then the
map h : ∂U → S1 linearizing P n is conformal with h ◦ P n ◦ h−1 (z) = λz,
where |λ| = 1 and is not a root of unit. The map h sends µ on ∂U to the
one dimensional Lebesgue measure on S1 . Then h ◦ Qm ◦ h−1 : S1 → S1 is
an holomorphic map leaving the one dimensional Lebesgue measure invariant.
Hence h ◦ Qm ◦ h−1 (z) = τ z k for suitable k ≥ 1 and |τ | = 1.
Let us show that k = 1, in this case the semigroup hP n , Qm i is conjugated
to the abelian semigroup hλz, τ zi as claimed.
Otherwise, if k > 1 there exists x a repelling fixed point for τ z k . Since
n
hP , Qm i is conjugated to hλz, z k i, then it is right amenable by Lemma 27.
Therefore P n and Qm share the same measure of maximal entropy by Theorem
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4 in [5] (see also Theorem 10), then P and Q share the same measure of maximal
entropy. Hence F (P ) = F (Q) and, thus, the repelling fixed point h−1 (x) belongs
to F (Q) which is a contradiction.
By Eremenko-Ritt theorem, P and Q share a common iteration. But Q is
arbitrary, then Theorem 1 in [5] applies and finishes the proof.
Now we proceed with the proof of Theorem 7.
Proof of Theorem 7. First let us discuss the exceptional case, if either one of R
and Q, say R, is exceptional, then R is either conjugated to z n or to a Chebyshev
polynomial, since Lattés maps does not admit polynomial-like measures.
If R is affinely conjugated to z n , then we can assume that R(z) = z n and
µ is the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the unit circle. In this case,
Q(z) = αz k for a suitable α with |α| = 1, k ≥ 1. Since there exists z0 , a
common periodic point, α is a root of unit. But z n acts on the cyclic semigroup
hQi hence the semigroup hR, Qi has the structure of a semidirect product with
hQi as a factor. Then by Theorem 20, the semigroup hR, Qi is right amenable.
Similar arguments apply in the Chebyshev case. Indeed, if R is Chebyshev,
then by the theorem in [1] either Q is Chebyshev or −Q is Chebyshev. In the
first case, hR, Qi is abelian and hence is amenable. If −Q is Chebyshev, again
R acts on hQi then hR, Qi is a semidirect product and we again apply Theorem
20.
Now assume that neither R nor Q is exceptional. By hypothesis, there exists
n such that the map Rn defines a marked polynomial-like map T : D0 → D1
given by the restriction T = Rn |D0 , with connected J(T ) and periodic point
z0 . Let P be the unique monic polynomial in the hybrid class of T and let
φ : D0 → C be the quasiconformal map conjugating T with P . Let ψ be the
Böttcher coordinate of P sending the basin of attraction at ∞ to the unit disk.
Then the map h = ψ◦φ conjugates R with z d for a suitable d, and transforms the
measure µ to the one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the unit circle. There
exists an m such that map q = h ◦ Qm ◦ h−1 extends to an analytic map on a
neighborhood of the unit circle, leaving the one dimensional Lebesgue measure
invariant. Hence q(z) = αz k , for a suitable k ≥ 1 and |α| = 1. Since h(z0 ) is a
common periodic point for p and q, there are commuting iterations of p and q.
Since neither R nor Q are exceptional, by theorem 1 in [9], R and Q share
an iteration, then the semigroup hR, Qi is amenable by Theorem 31 in [5] which
finishes the proof.
Proof of Proposition 8. By assumption P is conjugated to z n + c where n is a
prime number and c 6= 0, then E(P ) is generated by Deck(P ) and the cyclic
semigroup hP i. Hence there exists a number j ≥ 1 and γ ∈ Deck(P ) such that
Q = γ ◦ P j . If a probability measure µ is invariant for both P and Q, then µ is
invariant for γ and thus invariant under Deck(P ) since it is cyclic.
Let us show that µ is the measure of maximal entropy for P . As µ is invariant
for Deck(P ), and Deck(P ) acts transitively on P −1 (z) then a straightforward
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computation shows
Z

Z
Z
deg(P )
X
1
φ(ζi )dµ = LP (φ)dµ = φdµ.
deg(P ) i=1

Where ζi are branches of P −1 and LP is the Lyubich operator for P . Therefore
µ is either discrete or the measure of maximal entropy for P and Q by the main
theorem in [21].
Proof of Corollary 9. Follows from Theorem 21 and Proposition 8.
Proof of Theorem 10. (1) implies (2). For semigroups of polynomials follows
from theorem 1.2 in [25]. For semigroups that are not conjugated to semigroups
of polynomials, follows from theorem 19 in [5].
(2) implies (3). Let S = S0 ⊔ S1 be the disjoint union of the semigroups S0
and S1 of injective and non-injective elements in S, respectively. By lemma 2 of
[18] S0 is a finite semigroup and hence S0 is a group. Then every rank two free
subsemigroup must be contained in S1 , but this is forbidden by Theorem 21.
(3) implies (1). As S is countable, let Γ = {γ1 , γ2 , ...} be a countable set
of generators (here is the only point we use the countable condition). If Sn =
hγ1 , ..., γn i then S = ∪Sn is an exhaustion by finitely generated semigroups.
Recall Day theorem
[7] which states:
S
Let S = Sn , where Sn are semigroups such that for every m, n there exists
k with Sm ∪ Sn ⊂ Sk . Then S is right (left) amenable whenever the semigroups
Sn are right (left) amenable for every n.
So, to finish the proof we need to show that Sn is right amenable for every
n. Indeed, by assumptions and by the theorem 1.2 in [3], the semigroups Sn
has linear growth and, by theorem 4.3 in [11], Sn satisfies both the right and
left Følner conditions.
Now let Tn = (Sn , ∗) be the semigroup Sn equipped with the anti product
a∗b = b◦a. Then Tn is a left cancellative finitely generated semigroup satisfying
the left Følner condition, therefore Tn is left amenable by Theorem 19. Thus,
Sn is right amenable.
Proof of Theorem 11. Part 1. Let H = {λz : λ ∈ C∗ } and Z = hz n in∈N . Since
z n acts on H by semiconjugacy as a surjective endomorphism for every n ≥ 1,
there exists a representation ρ : Z → End(H) so that
M P ≃ H ⋊ρ Z
and then apply Theorem 20 to finish this part.
Part 2. Every P ∈ M P with deg(P ) ≥ 2 is Möbius conjugated to z deg(P ) ,
the semigroup E(P ) is conjugated to E(z deg(P ) ) and, in the same way, E(P ) ∩
M P is conjugated to E(z deg(P ) ) ∩ M P . Even more, from M ob ∩ E(z deg(P ) ) =
{1/z, λz, |λ| = 1} = S, we get that E(z deg(P ) ) = E(z 2 ). Since the semigroup
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Z acts on S and S ∩ M P by semiconjugacy, the amenability of E(z 2 ) and
E(z 2 ) ∩ M P follows from Theorem 20 (see also Theorem 22 of [5]).
For part 3, it is enough to show that E(z 2 ) contains a free semigroup on two
generators. To show this we claim:
The semigroup of affine maps Γ := hnz, nz + τ i is free of rank 2 for every
τ 6= 0 and n ≥ 2.
Indeed, by suitable conjugacy we can assume that Γ is generated by γ1 (z) =
nz and γ2 (z) = nz + 1. If there is a non-trivial relation then we can assume it
has the following form
γ1 ◦ ω 1 = γ2 ◦ ω 2 ,
where ω1 , ω2 ∈ Γ. Since the coefficients of ωi are integers, the evaluation of this
equation at 0 gives a contradiction.
Now, let τ = ia with a irrational with respect to 2π. Then the exponential
map E : C → C∗ defines by semiconjugacy a homomorphism E ∗ : hnz, nz +τ i →
hz n , eτ z n i ⊂ E(z 2 ) which is an isomorphism by the choice of τ and we are done.
Part 4. Let S = hU, T i then S is the semidirect product of the abelian
semigroups U and T since T acts on U by semiconjugacy. Then S is right
amenable by Theorem 20. Besides, λz ∈ U be an element of infinite order, and
z n ∈ T with n ≥ 2, then semigroup hλz n , z n i is free by part 3.
Note that part 3 of Theorem 11 also follows from Theorem 23.
Proof of Theorem 12. If RIM (S) ⊂ LIM (S), then S is right amenable and
by theorem 3 in [5], there exists a rational map Q such that S ⊂ E(Q). Let
S0 < S be the subsemigroup of injective elements in S. Since S contains a
non-exceptional element R of degree at least 2, the semigroup S0 leaves the
measure µR invariant and thus S0 is a finite group, so S0 does not contains
free subsemigroups. This implies that the complement S1 = S \ S0 does not
contain free subsemigroups by theorem 29 of [5] so is amenable with RIM (S1 ) ⊂
LIM (S1 ), by Theorem 21 S1 and thus S does not contain free subsemigroups
of rank 2.
Now let us check that S is cancellative. Otherwise, let a, x, y ∈ S satisfying
ax = ay
then a, x, y are non-injective. By theorem 29 in [5], there are numbers k, m, n >
0 such that ak = xm = y n . Hence,
ak x = xm+1 = xak
and similarly, ak y = yak . So, if ax = ay then xak = yak , thus x = y by right
cancellativity.
Let S be a cancellative semigroup without free subsemigroups of rank 2.
By Theorem 10, S ⊂ E(R) for some R ∈ S. If again S = S0 ⊔ S1 is the
decomposition in the semigroups of injective and non-injective elements of S,
then as above S0 is a finite group, hence is amenable. Besides the semigroup S1
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is amenable by theorem 30 in [5] since, by cancellativity and Theorem 21, every
pair of elements in S1 share a common iteration. Therefore S is amenable as it
is the union of amenable subsemigroups.
Proof of Theorem 16. Part 1. By Corollary 14 the semigroup E(P ) is cancellative since E(P ) is amenable, then E(P ) is embeddable by Theorem 15. Now
we apply Pták’s construction. By Theorem 25, for E(P ) there exists a finitely
generated free group F and a normal subgroup N such that E(P ) is embeddable into the group F/N . The groups F and N can be chosen as subgroups
of Aut(∆) ≃ P SL(2, R), where ∆ is the unit disk. Thus the suitable Riemann
surface is ∆/N .
Reciprocally, assume E(P ) is embeddable into a group. If E(P ) = E0 ⊔ E1
is the decomposition of injective and non-injective elements of E(P ), then E0
is a finite group by Lemma 2 of [18] and hence is amenable. The semigroup
E1 is amenable by Theorem 12. So E(P ) is amenable since it is the union of
amenable semigroups.
Part 2. If E(P ) is abelian, then it is cancellative by right cancellativity.
By Theorem 15 is embeddable into a finitely generated abelian virtually cyclic
group. Since E0 is isomorphic to a finite rotation group, we are done.
Reciprocally, if E(P ) is embeddable into the Möbius group then E(P ) is an
amenable cancellative semigroup by theorem 35 in [5] there exist a polynomial
Q ∈ E(P ), the group E0 = E(P ) ∩ M ob and a homomorphism ρ : hQi →
Aut(E0 ), such that E(P ) = E0 ⋊ρ hQi where Q is considered acting by semiconjugacy on E(P ). Then E(P ) is embeddable into a virtually cyclic group which
is a semidirect product of a group isomorphic to E0 and an infinite cyclic group
inside the Möbius group. Then E(P ) must be abelian.
Proof of Theorem 17. Part 1. Let G+ = {gi (z) = λi z ni } be a countable set
of generators of S. Let Γ+ = {γi (z) = ni z + τi }, where τi = Ln(λi ) with Ln
the principal branch of natural logarithm. The exponential map defines, by
semiconjugacy, a homomorphism h from the semigroup AS = hΓ+ i onto S as
follows:
exp ◦γ = h(γ) ◦ exp,
for every γ ∈ AS.
Note that if the restriction of h on a semigroup U < AS is injective then the
semigroup h(U ) is embeddable into a group.
Let Γ = hASi be the group generated by AS, which is also generated by Γ+ .
Denote by D : g → deg(g) the degree character on M P and T be the group
generated by {γi ◦ (z + 2πi) ◦ γi−1 |γi ∈ Γ+ }.
Let N ⊂ Γ be the normal subgroup defined as follows:
(
Id, if hz + 2πii ∩ Γ = Id
N=
T ∩ Γ, otherwise.
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Note that every element τ ∈ N has the form
p
τ (z) = z + 2πi
q
where q ∈ D(S).
If Π : Γ → Γ/N is the projection, then the correspondence φ = Π ◦ h−1 :
S → Γ/N is a homomorphism.
We claim that φ is injective. Indeed, assume that φ : S → Γ is not injective,
then there are distinct elements g1 , g2 ∈ S such that φ(g1 ) = φ(g2 ).
Let τ1 ∈ h−1 (g1 ) ∩ Γ and τ2 ∈ h−1 (g2 ) ∩ Γ then τ2 = τ1 + pq 2aπi for a
suitable pq ∈ Q, q 6= 1. Let g3 ∈ S satisfying D(g3 ) = q, then g3 ◦ g1 = g3 ◦ g2
contradicting the cancellativity of S.
Part 2. If R is exceptional then, by suitable conjugacy, we can assume that
R(z) = z n with n > 1. By Theorem 23 either S is free or S ⊂ M P . Since a free
semigroup is always embeddable, we are done by Part 1.
If R is non-exceptional, then again by Theorem 23 the semigroup S is either
free or R and Q share the measure of maximal entropy, so S is right amenable
by Theorem 10 and hence is embeddable by Theorem 15.
Part 3. Since a right amenable semigroup is embeddable into a group by
Theorem 15, then S = ∗i Fi is a free product of embeddable semigroups Fi .
Let Γi be the groups in which Fi embedds, then S is embeddable into the free
product of the groups Γi .
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