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GROUPS ACTING ON THE LINE WITH AT MOST 2 FIXED POINTS: AN
EXTENSION OF SOLODOV’S THEOREM

JOAO CARNEVALE

ABSTRACT. A classical result by Solodov states that if a group acts on the line such that any non-
trivial element has at most one fixed point, then the action is either abelian or semi-conjugate to an
affine action. We show that the same holds if we relax the assumption, requiring that any non-trivial
element has at most 2 fixed points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a topological space, and G < Homeo(X) a subgroup of homeomorphisms of X. Given
N € N, we say that G has at most N fized points if every non-trivial element of G has at most NV
fixed points. When N = 0, we simply say that the action of G on X is free. A natural problem is
to characterize actions with at most N fixed points:

Question 1.1. Given N € N, which subgroups of Homeo(X) have at most N fized points?

Here we will address this problem for the case when X = R and NV = 2, extending classical works
by Holder (discussing the case N = 0), and Solodov (case N = 1). These classical results essentially
state that the only examples of groups with such property are the classical ones, namely the group
Isom4 (R) of translations (N = 0) and the group Aff(R) of affine transformations of R (N = 1). To
state the results, given a subgroup G < Homeo(R), we denote by G = G N Homeo (R) its normal
subgroup (of index at most 2) of elements preserving the orientation of R.

Theorem 1.2 (Holder). Every subgroup G < Homeo(R) acting freely on R is abelian and moreover
its action is semi-conjugate to an action by translations.

Actually, Holder’s original paper [8] was only considering abelian groups, and the general state-
ment was later extended by Conrad to any group in [5, Section 3.8] (see also [7, Theorem 6.10] for
a more recent exposition).

Theorem 1.3 (Solodov). Let G < Homeo(R) be a subgroup with at most 1 fized point. Then

o cither the action of G admits a unique fixed point and Gy is abelian, or
e the actions of G is semi-conjugate to an action by affine transformations.

Proofs of Solodov’s theorem [13, Theorem 3.21] were also given by Barbot [3, Théoréeme 2.8] and
Kovacevié¢ [10], see also the discussion in Ghys [7, Theorem 6.12] and in Farb—Franks [6].

The main result of this note is about the next case which is not covered by the previous theorems,
that is, when N = 2.

Theorem A. Consider a subgroup G < Homeo(R) with at most 2 fized points. Then we have two
possibilities:
o G is abelian, and every fized point of a non-trivial element of G4 is a global fized point of G4,
or
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e the action of G is semi-conjugate to an action by affine transformations.

In other words, there is no new interesting group with at most two fixed points. In fact, the group
of affine transformations Aff(R) is the only known example of group with at most N fixed points,
for any N > 1, which acts minimally on the real line. This suggests the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.4. Let N € N and let G < Homeo(R) be a subgroup with at most N fized points. Let
I C R be a maximal interval without global fixed points for Go. Then the restriction of the action
of G to I is semi-conjugate to the action by affine transformations.

Remark 1.5. The above conjecture holds true under higher regularity assumptions. Indeed, a result
by Akhmedov [1, 2] gives that any subgroup of Diff", ([0, 1]), with » > 1, with at most N fixed points
is solvable. On the other hand, a classical result of Plante [12] gives that if a solvable group acts on
the line such that the set of fixed point of any element acting non-trivial is discrete, then the action
is semi-conjugate to an affine action. Using results from Bonatti, Monteverde, Navas and Rivas
[4], it is not difficult to conclude that if the affine action is non-abelian, then the semi-conjugacy is
actually a conjugacy.
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sations and to Lorenzo Diaz, Andrés Navas and Maxime Wolff for their valuable remarks on the manuscript.
This work was originally the content of the author’s master thesis at PUC-Rio, and then appeared in the
appendix of the author’s PhD thesis.
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(22-MATH-03), the project ANR Gromeov (ANR-19-CE40-0007). Our host department IMB receives support
from the EIPHI Graduate School (ANR-17-EURE-0002).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let us first introduce the classical notion of (semi-)conjugacy for group actions on the line. We say
that a function h : R — R is a monotone proper map if h is non-decreasing and lim,_, + o, h(z) = £oo.
Let G and F be two subgroups of Homeo(R). We say that the action of G is (positively) semi-
conjugate to F' if there exist a surjective morphism 6 : G — F', and a continuous, monotone proper
map h : R — R, which is equivariant, in other words

0(g)h = hg, for every g € G.

The map h is called a (positive) semi-conjugacy, and when h is a homeomorphism, we say that it
is a (positive) conjugacy, in which case we also say that G and F are (positively) conjugate.
There exists a natural equivalence relation for subgroups of Homeo(R) given by

G ~ F if, and only if, G and F' are conjugate.

However, semi-conjugacy does not define directly an equivalence relation (but one can slightly
modify the definition so that it actually defines an equivalence relation, see for instance [9]).

The notion of conjugacy and semi-conjugacy can be transferred to homeomorphisms by stating
that f and ¢ in Homeo(R) are (semi-)conjugate by the (semi-)conjugacy h if the subgroups (f)
and (g) are (semi-)conjugate by the (semi-)conjugacy h. In this case, the surjective morphism
0 : (f) — {(g) is the identity or the inversion, which implies that fh = hg or f~'h = hg. If we are
in the second case, we replace our notation by saying that f~! and g are (semi-)conjugate by the
(semi-)conjugacy h.

Given a group action on a space X, we define the minimal invariant subset as the smallest (by
inclusion) closed non-empty subset of X such that the orbit of every point is contained in the subset.
Such subsets always exist for actions on compact topological spaces. This is however not the case
for general actions on non-compact spaces. We have however the following result.
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Lemma 2.1. Let G be a subgroup of Homeo(R) with at most N fized points, then R contains a
minimal invariant subset for the action of G.
Moreover, the closure of any G-invariant subset contains a minimal invariant subset.

The proof of this result will be a direct application of the following stronger lemma (see for
instance [11, Proposition 2.1.12]).

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a subgroup of Homeo(R) and I a bounded open interval of R such that the
orbit of any point x € R intersects I, then the closure of any orbit G.x contains a minimal invariant
subset for the action of G.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. We will assume that there are no global finite orbits for the action of G,
otherwise every orbit would either be a minimal invariant subset or contains one in its closure.
Therefore, there are no global fixed points to the action of G4 and, since every element has at most
N fixed points, we can choose N + 1 elements {g1,...,gy,,} € G4 such that no point is fixed by
all g, and we define the function F': R — R as:

F(x) = max ().

(x) e O (z)

One can observe that F' is increasing, continuous and F(z) > z, for all z € R. Now, let I be any
bounded open interval containing [0, F'(0)] and we claim that every orbit intersects I. Indeed, for
all z € R there exists k € Z such that F*(z) < 0 and FFT1(z) > 0, so we have

FFY(z) = F(F*(z)) € [0, F(0)) C 1.

Therefore, the orbit of every point intersects the interval I and, by Lemma 2.2, we conclude that
the closure of the orbit of any point contains a minimal invariant subset for the action of G. O

Lemma 2.3. Let G be an abelian subgroup of Homeo(R) with at most N fixed points. If there exists
an element f € G with Fix(f) # 0, then the minimal invariant subset of the action of G is finite.
Moreover, there exists a minimal invariant subset contained in Fix(f), for every f € G.

Proof. Let x € X be a fixed point of f € G, then for every g € G we have

fo(x) = gf(x) = g().
Therefore, G - x C Fix(f) for every x € Fix(f), which follows that Fix(f) is a closed and invariant
subset of X. Now, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, the closure of the orbit G.z contains a minimal invariant
subset for the action of G' and since it is contained in Fix(f), we conclude that there exists a minimal
invariant subset contained in Fix(f). O

Corollary 2.4. Let G be an abelian subgroup of Homeo(R) with at most N fixed points, then every
fized point is globally fized.

This corollary comes from the fact that the only finite minimal invariant subsets on R for an
abelian group are single points which are globally fixed. The complete classification for the minimal
invariant subsets of group actions on R is given in the following classical theorem (the proof in [7]
for the case of actions on the circle can be easily adapted to the case of actions on the line).

Theorem 2.5. Let G be a subgroup of Homeo(R) with a minimal invariant subset M. Then, the
closure of any orbit contains a minimal invariant subset for the action of G and moreover there are
four mutually exclusive possibilities.

1. All the orbits are dense and M = R is the only minimal invariant subset.

2. All minimal invariant subsets are global finite orbits.

3. All minimal invariant subsets are closed orbits of G, which are discrete and unbounded.
Moreover, there exists an element g € G without fized points such that all minimal invariant
subsets are orbits of g.
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4. There exists a unique minimal invariant subset M which is an unbounded Cantor set, i.e.
perfect, totally disconnected and unbounded.

Remark 2.6. Note that in the case of closed orbits as minimal invariant subset, the action is semi-
conjugate to an action by isometries, in particular G is semi-conjugate to a group of translations.

3. GROUP ACTIONS ON THE LINE WITH AT MOST 2 FIXED POINTS

The main purpose of this section is to prove Theorem A. For such we first analyses the situation
when the action admits a global fixed point, and this is essentially based on Solodov’s theorem
(Theorem 1.3).

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a subgroup of Homeo (R) with at most 2 fized point, admitting a global fized
point. Then G is abelian and any point which is fixed by a non-trivial element is globally fixed.

Proof. Let = be the global fixed point and denote by G_» < Homeot((—o0,z)) and Gioo <
Homeo ((x, +00)) the subgroups obtained by considering the restriction of the action of G to the
two G-invariant half-lines, respectively. Note that the morphisms G — G4, are both isomorphisms,
as elements in one of the kernels fix a half-line and thus are globally trivial. Notice that if either
G_oo or G4 is abelian, this implies that G is also abelian and so there is nothing to prove. So
we will assume that none of them is abelian, and look for a contradiction. Since every element of
G has at most one fixed point other than z, it follows that both G_,, and G4 act with at most
1 fixed point and therefore, by Solodov’s theorem (Theorem 1.3), both G_ and G are semi-
conjugate to non-abelian subgroups of Aff; (R). Now, any element g € G which is non-trivial in the
abelianization G/[G, G, gives in G_ and G elements which are semi-conjugate to homotheties,
and thus g admits at least three fixed points, giving the desired contradiction. O

We next move to the case where the action has no global fixed points. We first introduce some
terminology which will provide the combinatorial set-up for the core of the proof of Theorem A:
for orientation-preserving homeomorphisms it is natural to consider whenever its graph is above or
below the identity, and since we are restricting ourselves to homeomorphisms with at most IV fixed
points, this information can be encoded in a finite string as in the following definition.

Definition 3.2. Let h € Homeo, (R) be an orientation-preserving homeomorphism with Fix(h) =
{z1,...,2,}, where 1 < -+ < x,,. We say that h is of type (eo,,...,en) for e € {+,—} if the
sign of h — id restricted to (xy,xk11) is € for every k € {0,...,n} (here we write xg = —oo and
Tn4+1 = +OO)

Remark 3.3. The notion presented in Definition 3.2 is invariant by conjugation and for every h €
Homeo, (R) and n € N*, h and h™ are of the same type, but h and h~! are of opposite types (every
coordinate has the opposite sign).

We can now discuss the main technical lemma, which describes the case when the group contains
an element with two fixed points.

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a subgroup of Homeo(R) with at most 2 fixed points, whose action admits
no global fized point. Assume there exists an element g € G such that Fix(g) = {z,y}, with x < y.
Then, the orbit of x does not intersect the interval (z,y).

Proof. First, observe that since g has two distinct fixed points it cannot be an orientation-reversing
homeomorphism, so g € G4. Furthermore, we will suppose that G, has no global fixed point,
otherwise, by Lemma 3.1, both  and y would be globally fixed by G+ and the orbit of x would be
contained in {x, y} which satisfies the statement. Now, we will structure the proof by considering all
the possible types for g. To start with, we argue that it is enough to restrict to the cases where the
type of g is (4, +,+), (—, 4+, +), (+,+, —) and (+, —, +), since all the 23 possible types are reduced
to these cases by considering ¢~



GROUPS ACTING ON THE LINE WITH AT MOST 2 FIXED POINTS 5

Arguing by contradiction, let us suppose that there exists f € G with f(x) € (z,y). We claim
that we can take f order preserving. Indeed, for ¢ = fgf~! € G, we have that ¢ fixes the point
f(z) in the interior of (z,y), thus either p(z) € (z,y) or ¢~ (z) € (z,y) or ¢(x) = z. The latter
case implies that f~!(z) = y > = which is a contradiction then, by replacing f for ¢ or =1, we
conclude our claim. Now, let f € G4 with f(z) € (z,y). In this case f(y) # y, otherwise the
subgroup defined by (g, f) < G+ would act with at most 2 fixed points with one of them being
globally fixed, and by Lemma 3.1, this would imply that z is also globally fixed by (f,g), which is

not the case.

Case 1.(a) g is of type (+,+,+) and f(y) < y. Consider h = fgf~! € G., it is of type
(+,+,+) with Fix(h) = {f(x), f(y)} satistying that = < f(z) < f(y) < y, then one can observe
that h(z) € (z,y) but h(y) >y, so we take f’ = h and we are reduced to the next case 1.(b).
Case 1.(b) g is of type (+,+,+) and y < f(y). Consider h = fgf~' € G, it is of type (+, +, +)
with Fix(h) = {f(z), f(y)} satisfying that x < f(x) <y < f(y), therefore:

e hg7l(x) = h(z) >z
o hg7'(f(x)) < h(f(x)) = f(x)
e hg7'(y) =hy) >y
e hg7'(f(y) < h(f(y)) = f(y)

which implies that hg~! has a fixed point in each of the intervals (z, f(z)), (f(x),y) and (y, f(y)).
This contradicts the assumption that G has at most 2 fixed points.

Case 2.(a) g is of type (—,+,+) and f(y) < y. Consider h = fgf~' € G, it is of type (—, +, +)
with Fix(h) = {f(z), f(y)} satisfying that z < f(z) < f(y) < y. Take n € N sufficiently large such
that ¢"(z — 1) < h(x — 1) and ¢"(y + 1) > h(y + 1) then we have:

hg=™(h(x — 1)) > h(x — 1)

hg~™(z) = h(z) <z

hg™"(y) = h(y) >y

hg™"(h(y +1)) < h(y +1)

which implies that hg~" has a fixed point in each of the intervals (h(x—1), ), (z,y) and (y, h(y+1)),
which gives the desired contradiction.

Case 2.(b) g is of type (—,+,+) and y < f(y). Consider h = fgf~' € G, it is of type
(—,+,4) with Fix(h) = {f(z), f(y)} satisfying that z < f(z) <y < f(y). Then one can observe
that h=1(z) € (z,y) but h=1(y) < y, so we take f' = h~! and we are back to the case 2.(a).

Case 3.(a) g is of type (+,+,—) and f(y) < y. Consider h = fgf~' € G, it is of type (+, +, —)
with Fix(h) = {f(x), f(y)} satisfying that x < f(z) < f(y) < y. Take n € N sufficiently large such
that g_”( 1) <h Yz - 1) and ¢g7"(y + 1) > h=(y + 1) then we have:

o hlgn(h™ (ﬂc - 1)) (ﬂc -1)
o hlg"(x) =h z) <
o hlg"(y) =h71(y) >
o h=tg"(h™ (y+D) y+1)

which implies that h='g" has a fixed point in each of the intervals (h~'(z — 1),2), (z,y) and
(y,h~'(y + 1)), which again gives the desired contradiction.

Case 3.(b) ¢ is of type (+,+,—) and y < f(y). Consider h = fgf~' € G, it is of type
(+,+, —) with Fix(h) = {f(x), f(y)} satisfying that z < f(z) < y < f(y). Then one can observe
that g(z) € (f(z), f(y)) but g(f(y)) < f(y), so we take ¢ = h and f’ = g and we are back to the
case 3.(a).

Case 4.(a) g is of type (+,—,+) and f(y) < y. This is by far the most complex case, and its
proof will be given by a long construction.

First, we remark that as the action of G4 has no global fixed point, we can find two elements
u,v € G4 such that u(y) < z and v(z) > y.
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Define the following elements of G :
e h= fgf~! of type (+, —, +), with Fix(h) = {f(z), f(y
o f, =ugu~! of type (+, —, +) with Fix(f,) = {u(z), u(
o fo=wvgu~" of type (+, —, +) with Fix(f,) = {v(z),v(y)}
These points satisfy the order relation
uwz) <uly) <z <z<y<y<ov(zr) <uv(y).
Now, observe that there exists n; € N, such that for every n > n; one has h™"(z) < f, }(z), and
thus
B foh ™M @) < hUfo(fy () = B0 (w) <
On the other hand, there exists no € N such that for every n > ny one has A" f,(g) > y + 2, and
thus
R fuh ™" (y) > A" fuh7"(G) = h" fu(§) >y + 2.
Let n = max{ni,n2} and define s = h" f,h™" € G4, so we have s(z) < Z and y + 2 < s(y).
Similarly, one can observe that there exists m; € N, such that for every m > mj one has
9 " (fu(z)) > 7, and thus
9 " fug™ () = 97" fulz) > 7.
On the other hand, there exists my € N such that for every m > mgy one has ¢~ (f.(y)) < y + 1,
and thus
9 " fug™ (W) =g " fuly) <y+ 1.
Let m = max{mj, ma} and define t = g~ f,¢™ € G, so we have § < t(z) and t(y) <y + 1.
We also observe that Fix(s) = {h"(v(z)),h"(v(y))} and Fix(t) = {g~"(u(z)), g~ (u(y))}, and
we have
g " (@) < g M (u(y)) <uly) <z <y <v(z) <h"(v(x) <h"(v(y)).
Now, let z; := ¢7™(u(x)) € R, so that z; is a fixed point of ¢, which is smaller than both fixed
points of s, which is of type (+,—,4). Therefore, ¢(z1) = z; and s(z1) > z;. Similarly, let
z9 := h™(v(y)) € R, so that z, is a fixed point of s, which is larger than both fixed points of ¢, which
is of type (4, —,+). Therefore, s(z2) = 22 and #(z3) > z3. This leads to the following inequalities:
t(z1) = 21 < s(z1)
t(x) >y >7 > s(x)
tly) <y+1<y+2<s(y)
t(z2) > 29 = s(22)
which implies that ts~' € G is a non-trivial element with at least one fixed point in each of
the intervals (z1,z), (z,y) and (y, 22), adding up to at least 3 fixed points. This contradicts the
hypothesis that G has at most 2 fixed points.
Case 4.(b) g is of type (+,—,+) and y < f(y). Consider h = fgf~' € G, it is of type
(+,—,+) with Fix(h) = {f(z), f(y)} satisfying that z < f(z) < y < f(y). Then one can observe
that h(z) € (z,y) but h(y) <y, so we take f' = h and we are reduced to the previous case 4.(a).
As we have covered all possible situations, we conclude that if there exists an element g € GG such
that Fix(g) = {z,y}, then the orbit of x by G does not intersect the interval (x,y). O

Proof of Theorem A. If the action of G, admits a global fixed point, then Lemma 3.1 implies that
G4 is abelian. We assume next that the action of G4 has no global fixed point. If G has at most 1
fixed point, then we conclude by Solodov’s theorem (Theorem 1.3) that the action is semi-conjugate
to an affine action. When G contains elements with exactly two fixed points, Lemma 3.4 implies
that any interval of the form (z,y), where x,y are fixed by some non-trivial element, is wandering.
Now, the complement R \ G.(z,y) contains a minimal invariant subset which is either discrete or
uncountable. From Remark 2.6, if the minimal is discrete then G is semi-conjugate to a group of
translations, thus it is abelian and free of fixed points. For the latter case, a non-decreasing map
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h : R — R that collapses all these intervals to single points defines a semi-conjugacy of the action

of GG to an action with at most 1 fixed point, so that we are reduced to the previous case. O
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