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ITERATED MONODROMY GROUP WITH

NON-MARTINGALE FIXED-POINT PROCESS

JIANFEI HE AND ZHENG ZHU

Abstract. We construct families of rational functions f : P1
k
→

P1
k
of degree d ≥ 2 over a perfect field k with non-martingale fixed-

point processes. Then for any normal variety X over PN

k̄
, we give

conditions on f : X → X to guarantee that the associated fixed-
point process is a martingale. This work extends the previous work
of Bridy, Jones, Kelsey, and Lodge [7] on martingale conditions and
answers their question on the existence of a non-martingale fixed-
point process associated with the iterated monodromy group of a
rational function.

1. Introduction

Arboreal Galois representations, which study the action of the ab-
solute Galois group of a global field on trees of iterated pre-images
under rational functions, have recently noticed a recent growth in in-
terest. The study dates to the foundational work of R. W. K. Odoni
([19, 20, 21]) in the 1980s, and followed by recent works. For example,
see [3, 4, 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. For a good introduction to this area,
see the survey [12] written by R. Jones.
Consider a rational function f : P1

k → P1
k of degree d ≥ 2 over a

perfect field k and let t be an indeterminant. Let fn = f ◦· · ·◦f be the
n-th iterate of f and consider the Galois group of the rational function
fn(x)− t, denoted by

Gn := Gal (Kn/k(t)) .

Here Kn is the splitting field of fn(x)− t over k(t). The pre-image tree
X∗ associated with fn is an infinite complete d-ary tree whose set of
vertices on the n-th level is f−n(t). Let Xn denote the n-th level of the
tree X∗, we have

X∗ =
∞
⊔

n=1

Xn =
∞
⊔

n=1

f−n(t).
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2 NON-MARTINGALE FIXED-POINT PROCESS

On the other hand, we may also identify X∗ as a set of all finite words
over an alphabet setX with d letters (the root ofX∗ is the empty word).
The n-th level Xn contains all words x1x2 . . . xn of length n. The group
Aut(X∗) is profinite, which is the inverse limit of the sequence

· · · → Aut(Xn)→ · · ·Aut(X2)→ Aut(X1),

where the homomorphisms are given by restriction of actions on the
tree.
The profinite iterated monodromy group G(f) of f over k(t) is the

inverse limit as n→∞ of the Galois group Gn, i.e.

G(f)/k(t) := lim
←−

Gn.

The action of G(f) is faithful, so we have an embedding

G(f)/k(t) →֒ Aut(X∗) = [Sd]
∞.

The profinite iterated monodromy group has been studied by a group
of people in various cases. For instance, see [2, 3, 7, 6, 13, 23].
We define the fixed point proportion of Gn to be

FPP (Gn) =
#{g ∈ Gn : g fixes at least one element in Xn}

#Gn

.

Note that the sequence {FPP (Gn)}n≥1 is non-increasing and each el-
ement is non-negative, so it converges. We define the fixed point pro-
portion of G to be

FPP (G(f)) := lim
n→∞

FPP (Gn).

FPP relates to many arithmetic problems, in particular, if Kn∩ k̄ = k,
then we have

fn(P1(Fp))

p+ 1
≈ FPP (Gn)

as in [17, Section 5]. As a consequence, Juul, Kurlberg, Madhu and
Tucker [17, Theorem 5.3] proved that the proportion of periodic points
of a rational function f is bounded above by FPP (Gn) with the as-
sumption that k is algebraically closed in every Kn. In particular, the
proportion of periodic points of f is 0 if FPP (G(f)) = 0. Bridy, Jones,
Kelsey, and Lodge [7] also proved similar results for PCF maps.
In light of this, we study the fixed-point proportion of iterated Galois

groups associated with f . We recall the fixed-point process introduced
by Rafe Jones in [12, 13]: Let G 6 Aut(X∗). For each g ∈ G, let
Fix(g) = {v ∈ Xn : g(v) = v}. Define the fixed-point process Y1, Y2, . . .
on G by taking

Yn(g) = #Fix(πn(g))
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where πn : G→ Gn is the restriction map.
After rephrasing the problem in terms of stochastic process, we note

that FPP(G) = 0 is equivalent to the statement that almost all se-
quences Y1(g), Y2(g), . . . are eventually 0. Rafe Jones pointed out that
one way to show that the fixed-point process converges for almost all
G is to show that it is a martingale. Then the result follows by the
celebrated martingale convergence theorem [9, section 12.3] as each
Yi(g) takes nonnegative values. For a good introduction to fixed-point
process and martingale, see [12, section 4].
In [7], the authors showed that a wide range of rational functions have

martingale fixed-point processes. Then it is natural to ask if there is
a rational function f such that the fixed-point process associated with
G(f) is not a martingale.
We first recall the definition of a martingale and the martingale con-

vergence theorem in the sense of probability theory.

Definition 1.1. We say that a stochastic process Y1, Y2, . . . is a mar-

tingale, if for all n ≥ 2 and any ti ∈ R,

E(Yn|Y1 = t1, Y2 = t2, ..., Yn−1 = tn−1) = tn−1

provided

Prob(Y1 = t1,Y2 = t2, ...,Yn−1 = tn−1) > 0.

Theorem 1.2. [9, Theorem 12.3.7] Let Y1, Y2, . . . be a martingale. If

each random variable Yi takes non-negative values, then the sequence

Y1, Y2, . . . converges almost surely.

In section 4, we give a construction of rational functions f(x) ∈ C(x)
of even degreem such that the fixed-point process associated with G(f)
fails to be a martingale at the second level. More precisely, we will show
that E(Y2|Y1 = d) > d in section 3.

Theorem 1.3. For every even integer m ≥ 4, there exist families of

rational functions f(x) of degree m that are associated with a non-

martingale fixed-point process.

Our construction gives non-Galois rational functions whose Galois
closures are function fields of genus 0 projective curves. Conversely,
under this assumption, we can show that every rational function whose
fixed-point process does not become a martingale on the second level
is of even degree m with Gal (K1/k(t)) ∼= Dm. (see Theorem 4.4)
More generally, we study the fixed point process of recurrent group

actions on a complete treeX∗ over an alphabet setX with d letters, not
necessarily from a rational function (see Definition 3.2 for a recurrent
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group action). Fix a non-prime integer d, is there any recurrent group
G acting on X∗ with a non-martingale fixed-point process?
We will see that many non-martingale examples do not come from

rational functions. In section 3, we construct pattern groups of depth
2 which fail to satisfy equation (1) above. Then the recurrent groups
generated by these pattern groups have non-martingale fixed-point pro-
cesses.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that there is a transitive permutation group G
of degree d that contains a normal transitive subgroup N1 of index p
and a normal intransitive subgroup N2 of index p. Then there exists a

pattern group P of depth 2 such that GP has a non-martingale fixed-

point process.

Inspired by the wreath product condition [17, Theorem 3.1], we give
conditions to guarantee that the fixed-point process associated with
G(f) is a martingale. It is interesting to see if these conditions can be
generalized to higher dimensions. In section 5 we give an example to
show that [17, Theorem 3.1] cannot be generalized to higher dimensions
directly, while the martingale conditions can be generalized to higher
dimensions as in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 5.3). Consider PN
k over an algebraically closed

field k. Let X be a normal variety of PN
k and let f : X → X be a finite,

generically étale k-morphism of degree d and fn be the n-th iterate of

that map. Let fp denote the critical locus of f , which is a set of primes

q of X that ramify under f . there is a subset S ⊆ fp such that the

following hold:

(1) For any p ∈ S and q ∈ fp, and m, r ≤ N , we have fm(p) 6=
f r(q) unless either (i)p = q and m = r or (ii)p 6= q and m ≤ r.

(2) The group G1 is generated by the ramification groups of the f(p)
for p ∈ S, that is

〈

⋃

p∈S

⋃

f(m)=f(p) in
K1/f

∗(K(X))

I(m|f(p))
〉

= G1

Then fixed-point process associated with G(f) is a martingale.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. Let G andH be groups acting on the finite sets {1, . . . , l}
and {1, . . . , m} respectively. We denote the wreath product of G by
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H as G[H ]. Every element σ ∈ G[H ] is of the form

σ = (g; h1, . . . , hm)

where g ∈ G and h1, . . . , hm ∈ H. We define the action of σ on

{1, . . . , l} × {1, . . . , m} as

σ(i, j) = (g(i), hi(j)) .

The multiplication rule is given by

στ = (g; h1, . . . , hm)(x; y1, . . . , ym) = (gx; h1yg(1), . . . , hmyg(m)),

where σ, τ ∈ G[H ].
We define the n-th wreath power of G by [G]1 = G and [G]n =

[G]n−1[G]. It has a natural action on {1, . . . , l}n.

The following Burnside’s Lemma is well-known and we will provide
a proof for the Coset Burnside’s Lemma.

Lemma 2.2 (Burnside’s Lemma). Let a group G act on a set X, then

1

#G

∑

g∈G

#Xg = number of orbits of G in X.

Here Xg = {x ∈ X| gx = x}.

Lemma 2.3 (Coset Burnside’s Lemma). For a group G acts on a set

X, H is a subgroup of G. Then if H acts transitively on X, then for

any coset gH of H, we have

1

#H

∑

a∈gH

#Xa = 1.

Proof. For any element x and y in X , let a ·Stx denote the subset of H
such that ax = y. As H acts transitively, such element a exists. And
for any a−1 send y to x, aa−1 is in Stx, thus a

−1 is also in a · Stx.
Let us denote the subset of H which sends x to y by H(x,y). We see

that #H(x,y) = #Stx. Consider if g send x1 in X to x2, then in gH , x1
is fixed only by the subset H(x1,x2). Thus,

∑

a∈gH

#Xa =
∑

x∈X

#H(x,gx) =
∑

x∈X

#Stx = #H.

�

We will use Abhyankar’s lemma frequently to compute ramification
indices.
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Lemma 2.4 (Abhyankar’s Lemma, [24, Theorem 3.9.1]). Let k′/k be

a finite separable extension of function fields. Suppose that k′ = k1k2
is the compositum of two intermediate fields k ⊆ k1, k ⊆ k2. Let p′ be
a place in k′ lying above a place p in k, and set pi = p′∩ki for i = 1, 2.
Assume tame ramifications, then

e(p′|p) = lcm{e(p1|p), e(p2|p)}.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that p does not ramify in F . Then I(q|p) acts

trivially on F and I(q|p) = I(q|p′).

Proof. As M is a Galois extension of L and F is an intermediate field,
there is a group G ⊂ Gal(M/L) such that F =MG. By definition, the
inertia group I(q|p) as a subgroup of Gal(M/L) fixes the residue field
OL mod q and the inertia group I(q|p′) as a subgroup of G = Gal(L/F )
also fix OL mod q. That means I(q|p′)=I(q|p) ∩G.
Also, as p does not ramify in F , the ramification index e(p′|p)=1,

that means e(q|p) = e(q|p′)e(p′|p) = e(q|p′), or we can say #I(q|p) =
#I(q|p′). Then we need to show that F is in the fixed field of I(q|p).
If F is not in that fixed field, there exists an element σ in I(q|p) such

that σ does not fix F . Thus σ is not in the groupG and I(q|p′)=I(q|p)∩
G is a proper subgroup of I(q|p). Therefore, #I(q|p) 6= #I(q|p′) is a
contradiction.
That means I(q|p) acts trivially on F . That also means I(q|p) ≤ G,

thus I(q|p′)=I(q|p) ∩G = I(q|p) as we desired. �

Definition 2.6. The monodromy group of f : P1
k → P1

k of degree d
over a field k is the Galois group of f(x) − t over k. We say that a

transitive subgroup G of Sd is primitive if G preserves no non-trivial

partition of {1, . . . , d}.
We say a field extension is primitive if the Galois group G corre-

sponds to a field with no non-trivial proper subfields. Under the Galois

correspondence, it is equivalent to G acting primitively.

The following lemma is well-known.

Lemma 2.7. A rational function f ∈ k(x) is indecomposable if and

only if the monodromy group of f is primitive. And every non-trivial

normal subgroup of a primitive group is transitive.

The following cycle lemma allows us to determine the Galois group
of a rational function f by its ramification type.

Lemma 2.8 (Cycle Lemma[1]). Let k be a function field over an alge-

braically closed field of characteristic 0. Let L be a finite extension of

k and M be its Galois closure. Let p be a place of k and let Q1, ..., Qr
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be the places of L lying over p. Let ei = e(Qi|p) be the ramification

indices. Then Gal(M/k) contains a permutation which is a product of

r disjoint cycles of length e1, . . . , er.

3. Group actions on trees

In this section, we give a general construction of recurrent group
actions that fail to be a martingale on the second level. We need the
following definitions.

Definition 3.1. For every automorphism g ∈ Aut(X∗) and every v ∈
X∗, the section of g at v, denoted by gv, is the unique automorphism

such that

g(vx) = g(v)gv(x), ∀x ∈ X∗

We are now ready to define a recurrent group action.

Definition 3.2. Let G 6 Aut(X∗). Denote by Gv = StG(v)|Xv the

subgroup of G of elements which fix vertex v ∈ X∗ with the action

restricted only to the subtree Xv. We have a group homomorphism

φv : StG(v)→ Aut(X), g 7→ gv.

We say that G is recurrent if G acts transitively onX∗ and φv(StG(v)) =
G for all v ∈ X∗. It is well-known that every iterated monodromy group

is recurrent, see [18].

Next, we introduce the definition of a pattern group which will be
essential in our non-martingale construction. For a more detailed dis-
cussion on pattern group, see [5].

Definition 3.3. A subgroup P 6 Aut(Xn) is called a pattern group

of depth n if every section gv has the same action on Aut(Xn) as some

element in P, i.e., gv|Xn ∈ P. We call

GP = {g ∈ Aut(X∗) : gv|Xn ∈ P for every v ∈ X∗}

the recurrent group of finite type given by the pattern group P.

In particular, if P 6 Sd, then the infinite wreath product [P]∞ is an
example of recurrent group of finite type given by the pattern group P
of depth 1. Conversely, every recurrent group of finite type given by
patterns of depth 1 is of this form.
It is easy to see that every GP is a closed subgroup of Aut(X∗),

hence a profinite group. A very good introduction to recurrent groups
with applications to dynamics and fractal geometry can be found in
the monograph [18] of Nekrashevych.
We recall the definition of martingale in the sense of probability

theory.
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Definition 3.4. We say that a stochastic process Y1, Y2, . . . is a mar-

tingale, if for all n ≥ 2 and any ti ∈ R,

E(Yn|Y1 = t1, Y2 = t2, ..., Yn−1 = tn−1) = tn−1

provided

Prob(Y1 = t1,Y2 = t2, ...,Yn−1 = tn−1) > 0.

Definition 3.5. Let G be a transitive group acting onm letters {a1, . . . , am}
and H be a group acting on n letters {b1, . . . , bn}. Consider the wreath

product G[H ] and the restriction map π : G[H ] → G. We say that

G[H ] has the average fixed point lifting property if for each

g ∈ G, the average number of fixed points for lifts of g to G[H ] on
{a1, . . . , am} × {b1, . . . , bn} is equal to the number of fixed points of g
on {a1, . . . , am}, i.e.

(1) #Fix(g) =
1

#π−1(g)

∑

π(g′)=g

#Fix(g′),

Lemma 3.6. We use the same notation as in Definition 3.5. If H is a

primitive group, then G[H ] has the average fixed point lifting property

unless #G[H ] = #G.

Proof. Let N denote the kernel of π whose elements are of the form
(e; h1, h2, . . . , hn), where hi ∈ H . Then for each factor of N , the pro-
jection onto that factor is a normal subgroup of H . By Lemma 2.7, it
acts either transitively or trivially on each subtree ai∗. When it acts
transitively, coset Burnside’s lemma implies that the average number
of fixed points for lifts of g on π−1(aj) is equal to 1, where aj is a fixed
point of g. Therefore, equation 1 holds for all g ∈ G, i.e., G[H ] has
the average fixed point lifting property. When it is trivial, we have
#G[H ] = #G. �

Bridy, Jones, Kelsey, and Lodge proved the following condition of a
martingale fixed-point process.

Theorem 3.7 ([7, Theorem 5.7]). Let G 6 Aut(X∗). Let Hn be the

kernel of the restriction map resn : Gn → Gn−1. The fixed-point process

for G is a martingale if and only if for all n ≥ 1 and v ∈ Xn−1, the

subgroup Hn acts transitively on the level one subtree v∗ = {vx : x ∈
X}.

We show that the fixed-point process of G being a martingale is
equivalent to Gn having the average fixed-point lifting property for all
n ≥ 1.
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Lemma 3.8. Let G 6 Aut(X∗). The group Gn has the average fixed-

point lifting property for all n ≥ 1 if and only if the fixed-point process

for G is a martingale.

Proof. Suppose that the fixed-point process for G is a martingale, then
by Theorem 3.7, Hn acts transitively on v∗ for all n ≥ 1 and v ∈ Xn−1.
Now fix a vertex v ∈ Xn−1, by coset Burnside’s lemma, we have

∑

g∈τHn

#Fix(g)|v∗ = #Hn.

Note that we have fixed points on v∗ only if v is fixed by τ . Hence

1

#Hn

∑

g∈τHn

#Fix(g) =
1

#Hn

∑

v: τ(v)=v

∑

g∈τHn

#Fix(g)|v∗ = #Fix(resn(g)).

This shows that Gn has the average fixed-point lifting property for all
n ≥ 1.
On the other hand, suppose that the fixed-point process for G is not

a martingale. Again by Theorem 3.7, Hn acts non-transitively on v∗
for some v ∈ Xn−1. Burnside’s lemma implies that

1

#Hn

∑

g∈Hn

#Fix(g)|v∗ > 1,

as Hn has more than one orbit in v∗. Then we have

1

#Hn

∑

g∈τHn

#Fix(g) =
1

#Hn

∑

v: τ(v)=v

∑

g∈τHn

#Fix(g)|v∗ > #Fix(resn(g)).

Therefore, Gn does not have the average fixed-point lifting property.
�

Pattern Group Construction. We are ready to construct pattern
groups of depth 2 with non-martingale fixed-point process. First, we
need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9 ([8, Theorem 1.1]). Let d be an integer that has a prime

factor p such that p|φ(d). Then there is a transitive permutation group

G of degree d that contains a normal transitive subgroup N1 of index p
and a normal intransitive subgroup N2 of index p. In particular, there

is an isomorphism σ : G/N1 → G/N2.

Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let d as above, we construct a pattern group P
of depth 2 that fails to be a martingale, then GP , the recurrent group
of finite type given by P, also fails to be a martingale.



10 NON-MARTINGALE FIXED-POINT PROCESS

Consider the group isomorphism σ : G/N1 → G/N2. It sends N1 to
N2 and non-trivial cosets of N1 to nontrivial cosets of N2. All elements
of P are of the form

(aN1; σ(a)N2, . . . , σ(a)N2) ,

where a ∈ G. In particular, we have (N1;N2, . . . , N2).
It follows from the construction that the kernel H2 of the restriction

map res2 : G2 → G1 acts the same as N2 over each vertex on X1. To see
P has a non-martingale fixed-point process, we notice that on average
a lift of e has more than d fixed points, i.e.,

d = #Fix(e) <
1

#res−1
2 (g)

∑

res2(g)=e

#Fix(g) =
d

#N2

∑

g∈N2

#Fix(g),

violating equation (1), as N2 is intransitive.
It remains to show that P is a subgroup of G ≀G. It is closed under

multiplication:

(aN1; σ(a)N2, . . . , σ(a)N2) (bN1; σ(b)N2, . . . , σ(b)N2)

= (abN1; σ(ab)N2, . . . , σ(ab)N2) ∈ P.

and inverse exists: for each element (ag; σ(a)g1, . . . , σ(a)gd) ∈ P, let
hi = gag(i), we have

(ag; σ(a)g1, . . . , σ(a)gd)
(

(ag)−1; (σ(a)h1)
−1, . . . , (σ(a)hd)

−1
)

= (e; e, . . . , e) ,

Now we show that P is recurrent. It is sufficient to show that for each
a ∈ P and 1 ≤ i ≤ d, we have

aN1 ∩ StP(i) 6= ∅.

Indeed, for each g ∈ aN1∩StP(i), we have gi = φi(g) ∈ σ(a)N2. Hence

φi(StP(i)) =
⋃

a∈G

σ(a)N2 = G.

Now we show that the claim holds. Since N1 is transitive, there exists
b ∈ aN1 such that b(j) = i for some vertex j. And there exists h ∈ N1

such that h(i) = j, hence bh(i) = b(j) = i. Let g = bh, then g ∈
bN1 ∩ StP(i). Since N1 is a normal subgroup, we have

b−1bN1b = N1b = bN1.

Thus, we have b−1gb ∈ bN1 ∩ StP(j).
Therefore, GP is a recurrent subgroup of [G]∞ with non-martingale

fixed-point process. �
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Example. All examples of non-martingale pattern groups that we
know come from dihedral groups and metacyclic groups.

(1) The simplest possible example comes from the degree 4 dihe-
dral group D4. Note that N1 = 〈r〉 = 〈(1 2 3 4)〉 and N2 =
〈(1 3), (2 4)〉 are transitive and intransitive normal subgroups of
D4 of index 2, respectively. Then the recurrent group GP of
finite type generated by

P = (N1;N2, N2, N2, N2) ∪ ((1 3)N1; rN2, rN2, rN2, rN2)

has a non-martingale fixed-point process.
(2) For p ≥ 3, let G = 〈r, f〉 be a metacyclic group. Then N1 = 〈r〉

and N2 = 〈f, rp〉 are transitive and intransitive normal sub-
groups of index p, respectively. All elements of P are of the
form

(

f iN1; r
iN2, . . . , r

iN2

)

,

where 1 ≤ i ≤ p. In particular, we have (N1;N2, . . . , N2).

4. Non-martingale iterated monodromy groups

In this section, we first give conditions that ensure that the fixed-
point process of a rational function is a martingale. This is inspired
by the work of Juul, Kurlberg, Madhu and Tucker [17, Theorem 5.3].
We then give a construction of rational functions with non-martingale
fixed-point processes.
In light of Theorem 3.9, we will start our construction by looking for

Galois group G with non-trivial transitive subgroups and intransitive
normal subgroups of the same index. The smallest possible example is
the dihedral group D4 of order 8, where

N2 = {e, (1 3), (2 4), (1 3)(2 4)}

is an intransitive normal subgroup of D4, while N1 = 〈r〉 is a transitive
normal subgroup of the same index.

Lemma 4.1. The only proper normal subgroups of Dd are the sub-

groups of 〈r〉 when d is odd. The only additional proper normal sub-

groups of Dd when d is even are 〈r2, s〉 and 〈r2, rs〉.

We note that N1 = 〈r
2, rs〉 is a transitive normal subgroup of Dd of

index 2 and N2 = 〈r2, s〉 is an intransitive normal subgroup of Dd of
the same index.
The following lemma is an analogue of Lemma 3.6.

Lemma 4.2. Consider a sequence {fi}i of indecomposable rational

functions. Let Ln be the Galois closure for f1 ◦ · · · ◦ fn and let Hn
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be its Galois group over k(t). Then each Hn has the average fixed point

lifting property unless Ln = Ln−1.

Proof. Let Nn denote the kernel of the restriction map resn : Hn →
Hn−1. Note that the elements in Nn are of the form (e; g1, g2, . . . , gm),
where each factor gi is an element of a primitive group that acts on
each subtree over Xn−1. Since Nn is a normal subgroup of Ln, it acts
either transitively or trivially on each subtree over Xn−1 by Lemma
2.7. When Nn acts transitively, Hn has the average fixed point lifting
property by Lemma 3.6. When Nn is trivial, we have Ln = Ln−1. �

For the rest of the paper, we will denote by Kn the splitting field of
φn. When φ has a decomposition φ = f1 ◦ · · · ◦ fn, we denote by Lmn+r

the splitting field of φm ◦ · · · ◦ f1 ◦ · · · ◦ fr for 1 ≤ r ≤ n. In particular,
if φ = f1 ◦ · · · ◦ fn
To construct rational functions whose associated iterated monodromy

group has a non-martingale fixed-point process, we focus on decom-
posable rational functions with geometric monodromy group Dn when
n ≥ 4 is even. We start with the D4 construction in detail.

Example. Let d = 4. For a, b ∈ k,

φ(x) =
ax4 − ax2 + a+ b

ax4 − ax2 − a
2
− b

gives a one-parameter family of degree 4 rational functions with non-
martingale fixed-point processes. It is a one-parameter family since it
is invariant under scaling a, b by a constant. We will also show that
this family contains infinitely many PCF maps later.
The construction is presented as follows: consider a degree 4 poly-

nomial f = x4 − x2 + 1. We can decompose it as a composition of
two quadratic polynomials g1 and h, where g1(x) = x2 + x + 1 and

h(x) = x2 − 1. Note that f has critical points {0,±
√
2
2
,∞}, where ∞

is totally ramified, ±
√
2
2

has ramification type 2-2, and 0 has ramifica-
tion type 2-1-1 with unramified points ±1. Post-composing a Möbius
transformation

r(x) =
ax+ b

ax− 3
2
a− b

(3a 6= −4b, a 6= 0)

so that
{

r(f(±
√
2
2
)) = −1

r(∞) = 1
,
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1
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Figure 1. Ramification Portraits of g ◦ ψ.

we get a 1-parameter family of degree 4 rational functions

φ = r ◦ f =
ax4 − ax2 + a+ b

ax4 − ax2 − a
2
− b

= g ◦ h,

where

g = r ◦ g1 =
ax2 + ax+ a + b

ax2 + ax− a
2
− b

.

In particular, by fixing the critical point 0 (let a + b = 0), we get a
PCF rational function

ψ =
2x4 − 2x2

2x4 − 2x2 + 1
.

In fact, we can get infinitely many PCF rational functions by controlling
the forward orbit of 0.
From the fact that φ is decomposable, and its ramification type, we

know that its Galois closure L2 has degree 8 over k̄ with Gal(φ(x) −
t/k̄) = D4. Let ±u1 and ±u2 denote the roots of φ in its splitting field.
Both k(u1) and k(u2) have degree 4 over k. The place corresponding
to ∞ is totally ramified in both extensions k(u1)/k and k(u2)/k. By
Lemma 2.4,∞ has ramification type 4-4 in L2. Similarly for the places

corresponding to ±
√
2
2
, they have ramification index 2 in both interme-

diate extensions. Then by Lemma 2.4, the ramification type of their
critical value is 2-2-2-2 in L2. Since L2 is Galois, we see that the only
possible ramification type of the critical value of 0 in L2 is 2-2-2-2 by
counting degrees.
By Riemann-Hurwitz,

g(C) =
1

2



2− 2d+
∑

a∈φ−1(0)

eφ(a)



 = 0
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Figure 2. We get a level 4 tree by decomposing φ as g ◦ h.

we see that φ̃ : C → P
1
k is a finite separable morphism of smooth

projective curves of genus 0, where K1 = k(C) is the function field of
C.
Now we show that its fixed-point process is not a martingale. By the

nature of composition, we decompose our 4-ary tree of level two into
a binary tree of level 4 (see figure 2). By computing the ramification
portrait of g◦φ explicitly (we draw the ramification portrait for g◦ψ in
figure 1 for simplicity), we see that L3 has the same ramification type
as K1. Therefore, L3 = K1. Thus, there is no element σ ∈ G such that
σ(w1) = −w1. Then the kernel H acts intransitively on the subtree
u1∗. Therefore, the fixed-point process is not a martingale.

It is interesting to know if the profinite iterated monodromy groups
of the rational functions in the construction are recurrent group GP of
finite type generated by some pattern group P. We make the following
conjecture:

Conjecture 4.3. Let f ∈ k(x) be a non-PCF rational function, then

G(f)/k is a recurrent group of finite type generated by some pattern

group P of depth d, where P = Gal (Kd/k(x)).

Next, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 by generalizing the degree 4
construction above to all even degrees.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let m be an even integer. Let g(x) be a qua-
dratic polynomial with two distinct roots t1, t2. Denote its critical
points by a,∞. We have two cases:
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(1) When m/2 is odd: let h(x) be a polynomial of degree m/2 such
that

{

h(x) = ti has ⌊m/2⌋ double roots for each i,

h(x) = a has distinct simple roots.

(2) When m/2 is even: let h(x) be a polynomial of degree m/2 such
that











h(x) = t1 has m/2 double roots,

h(x) = t2 has m
4
− 1 double roots and two simple roots,

h(x) = a has distinct simple roots.

Considering the graph of h(x), there exists infinitely many such h(x)
for each g(x). Let

f(x) =
c

g ◦ h(x)
,

where c is any non-zero constant. Note that ∞ is always totally ram-
ified over 0; the condition h(x) = a guarantees that f has ramifi-
cation type [2, . . . , 2] over g(a); the remaining conditions guarantee
that f has ramification type [2, . . . , 2, 1, 1] over ∞. Let r be a Möbius
transformation that sends 0 and g(a) to the two simple roots over
∞. Then φ = r ◦ f is a desired rational function of degree m with
Gal(k(φ−1(t))/k̄(t)) = Dm. By Lemma 2.4, φ ◦ g has the same ramifi-
cation type [m], [2, . . . , 2], [2, . . . , 2] as the Galois closure K1. By the
cycle lemma, we have Gal(k((g ◦φ)−1(t))/k̄(t)) = Dm. Hence L3 = K1,
then the kernel H of the restriction map

πn : Gal(k((g ◦ φ)−1(t))/k̄(t))→ Gal(k((φ)−1(t))/k̄(t))

is trivial, hence acts trivially on each sub-tree. Therefore, the associ-
ated fixed-point process is not a martingale. �

Theorem 4.4. Assume that the genus of the splitting field associated

to φ is 0, then every rational function whose fixed-point process fails to

be a martingale is of degree m with Gal (K1/k(t)) ∼= Dm for some even

integer m.

The following classical result due to Klein is key to our proof.

Lemma 4.5. All finite subgroups of Aut(P1(C)) are

(1) cyclic group Cn for n ≥ 1.
(2) dihedral group Dn of order 2n for n ≥ 2.
(3) A4

(4) S4



16 NON-MARTINGALE FIXED-POINT PROCESS

(5) A5

Proof of Theorem 4.4. We begin the proof by showing that if Gal(φ(x)−
t/k̄(t)) = Dn for n odd, then the fixed-point process associated with φ
is a martingale.
Let n be odd. Suppose that Gal(φ(x) − t/k̄(t)) = Dn. For 1 ≤

i ≤ n, the group elements fix i are the identity e and a reflection
that fixes i. Let Hi denote the subgroup that fixes i at the first level.
Let K be the subgroup that is the identity on the first level. Then
|Hi| = 2|K|. Consider the restriction map π : G → Aut(i∗), we have
[π(Hi) : π(K)] ≤ 2. Since G is recurrent, we know π(Hi) ∼= Dn. Hence
π(K) = Dn or < r >, both of them are transitive subgroups of Dn.
Hence it satisfies the criterion of being a martingale.
To finish the proof, we exclude (1), (3), (4), (5) from lemma 4.5.

It is well known that A5 is simple and A4, and S4 do not have non-
trivial intransitive normal subgroups, so their associated fixed-point
processes are automatically martingale. Therefore, by the lemma and
the claim presented above, we see that the only choices come from even
dihedral groups Dn and Cn. However, Cn is the smallest transitive
group of degree n, it does not contain any proper transitive subgroup.
Therefore, all possible examples come from even dihedral groups Dn of
order 2n for n ≥ 2. �

Remark. Note that our construction gives rational functions with
g(C) = 0. There might exist more rational functions with a non-
martingale fixed-point process if we drop the assumption that g(C) = 0.
However, to prove that such rational functions exist, we will need a new
method.

5. Martingale fixed point process in arbitrary dimensions

In this section, we give conditions on f such that its fixed point
process is a martingale in arbitrary dimensions. This is inspired by the
conditions of the wreath product [17, Theorem 3.1].
We begin with some notation. Consider PN

k over an algebraically
closed field k. Let X be a normal variety of PN

k and let f : X → X be
a finite, generically étale k-morphism of degree d and fn be the n-th
iterate of that map. Then we have the induced map f ∗ : K(X) →
K(X), and we may also define (fn)∗. Since f is generically étale,
the extension f ∗(K(X)) over K(X) is separable. Let K1 be the Galois
closure of f ∗(K(X)) over K(X), and similarly Kn be the Galois closure
of (fn)∗(K(X)) over K(X).
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H1

a1H2 a2H2
. . . adH2 A1

• • . . . • • • . . . • . . . • • . . . • A2

Figure 3. Tree of cosets

Before we state the theorem, we first give an example to show that [17,
Theorem 3.1] cannot be generalized to higher dimensions directly.

Example. Let φ : P1
k × P1

k → P1
k × P1

k be a split morphism over an
algebraically closed field k given by φ(x, y) = (φ1(x), φ2(y)), where φ1

and φ2 are disjoint rational functions from P
1 to itself. This induces a

field extension M of k(t, u) generated by all the solutions of φ1(x) = t
and φ2(y) = u. Let L1 = k(t, z1, z2, ...zd) and L2 = k(u, w1, w2, ...we),
where z′is are the roots of φ1(x) = t and w′

js are the roots of φ2(x) = u.
As (L1 · k(u))∩ (L2 · k(t)) = k(t, u) and (L1 · k(u)) · (L2 · k(t)) =M ,

we have Gal(M/k(t, u)) = Gal(L1/k(t))×Gal(L2/k(t)). This is always
true when φ1, φ2 are disjoint.
LetG = Gal(M/k(t, u)),H1 = Gal(L1/k(t)) andH2 = Gal(L2/k(t)).

Suppose φ satisfies the assumptions of [17, Theorem 3.1], φn is still a
split map in the form of (φn

1 , φ
n
2 ) (x, y) = (φn

1(x), φ
n
2 (y)), hence we have

Gn = [H1]
n × [H2]

n 6= [G]n unless one of H1 or H2 is trivial.

Let Gn denote the Galois group of Kn. Let Hn be the subgroup of
Gn that fixes Kn−1. In particular, we have H1 = G1. Here, we use
the same idea as in [10, Section 4], we may view Gn+1 as a group of
permutations of the set An, where An is the set of the left cosets of
Hn+1 in Gn+1. Note that A0 = {G1} and #A1 = d. That means we
can replace the tree of roots in the previous sections with the tree of
the cosets of Hn as in Figure 3. Here, we still have Gn acting on Xn

for each n ≥ 1.

Definition 5.1. Let V,W be normal schemes and let f : V →W be a

finite, separable morphism. We say that a prime p in W ramifies under

φ if pB = q
e1
1 · · · q

er
r for some ei > 1, where B is the integral closure of

Op.

Definition 5.2. Let fp denote the critical locus of f : X → X, which

is a set of primes q of X that ramify under f .
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Use the same notation as in the previous sections, let Y1(g), Y2(g), . . .
be the fixed point process of g ∈ G, where the sample space of each ran-
dom variable Yi(g) is a set of non-negative integers. We give conditions
to guarantee a martingale fixed point process in arbitrary dimensions.

Theorem 5.3. Fix N ∈ N, and suppose that there is a subset S ⊆ fp
such that the following hold:

(1) For any p ∈ S and q ∈ fp, and m, r ≤ N , we have fm(p) 6=
f r(q) unless either (i)p = q and m = r or (ii)p 6= q and m ≤ r.

(2) The group G1 is generated by the ramification groups of the f(p)
for p ∈ S, that is

〈

⋃

p∈S

⋃

f(m)=f(p) in
K1/f

∗(K(X))

I(m|f(p))
〉

= G1

Then fixed-point process associated with G(f) is a martingale.

Remark. Compared with the conditions of being a wreath product
in [17, Theorem 3.1], Theorem 5.3 allows for an additional situation
(ii). Pink [22] studied quadratic rational functions with critical orbits
that satisfied our conditions and showed that the associated iterated
monodromy groups are not wreath products.

We may introduce the following Lemma as a generalization of [17,
Lemma 3.4] to higher dimensions.

Lemma 5.4. Let n < N , every prime of X that is ramified under fn

is of the form f j(q), for some prime q ∈ fp and some j ≤ n.

Proof. Clearly true for n = 1, to prove the lemma by induction, we
claim that it is true for the case of n− 1.
Consider the field extension L ⊆ M ⊆ F . Let p be any prime in
OF , it follows from e(p|p∩OL) = e(p|p∩OM) · e(p∩OM |p∩OL) that
a prime ramifies in F only when it ramifies in M or the prime lying
over it in M ramifies in F . For a prime q′ ramifies under fn, we have
either q′ ∈ fp or some prime q′′ lying over q′ ramifies under fn−1. In
the second case, q′ can be written as f(q′′), where q′′ is of the form
f j(q) for some prime q in fp and some j ≤ n − 1. Thus q′ must have
the form f j(q), for some prime q ∈ fp and some j ≤ n as desired. �

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Consider the Galois group G′ ∼= G1 as a sub-
group of Gn+1 acting on the subtree ω∗ of level one rooted at ω ∈ An−1.
Let L′

ω/Lω be the field extension associated with G′. By condition (2),
G′ is generated by the inertia groups.
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Then we must have some prime q′ corresponding to a generator of
G′. Lemma 5.4 implies that q′ must be in the form of f r(q), where
q ∈ fp and r ≤ n−1. Let I be the group generated by the ramification
groups over q′, that is:

〈 {I(p|q′)| p extends q′ inL′
ω} 〉.

Then I = G′. Let Z be the variety as the Galois closure of X induced
by Kn/K(X). See [10, section 3] for more details on this construction.
We need to show that q′ does not ramify in Z.
By condition (1), for any prime p in S, fn(p) 6= f r(q). That means

q′ cannot have the form fn(q), but a prime that is ramified in Z should
be in that form, and thus q′ does not ramify in Z as we want. That
means G′ is a group contained in Gn+1 that acts trivially on Kn. For
any of the previous q′, consider the prime q′1 extends q

′ in L′
ω, the prime

q′2 in Kn that extends q′, and the prime q′′ in Kn+1 that extends q′2.
As q′′ also extends q′1 and e(q′2|q

′) = 1, also notice L′
ω · Kn ⊆ Kn+1,

applying Lemma 2.4, we get a surjective restriction map from I(q′′|q′)
to I(q′1|q

′).
And as q′ is unramified in Kn, by our condition and Lemma 2.5,

I(q′′|q′) = I(q′′|q′2) generates Hn+1, which means I = G′ is the group
when Hn+1 is restricted to the actions only on ω∗ and fix all other
branches on the n-th level of the tree. We have G1 acts transitively
on the elements of A1. As the restriction map is surjective, G′ also
acts transitively when it restricts to the action on each subtree on An.
Therefore, the result follows from Theorem 3.7. �

Corollary 5.5. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 5.3, we

have

Prob (Y1,Y2, . . . ,Yn, . . . is eventually constant) = 1.

The following example shows that the fixed point process being a
martingale does not necessarily imply that Gn = [G1]

n for all n ≥ 1.

Example. Let k be a number field, consider any degree d Chebyshev
polynomial in k[x]. Let Gn be its corresponding n-th iterated Galois
Group and Hn be the subgroup fix all roots in n-th level as above. By
[13, Proposition 1.2], limn→∞ FPP(Gn) 6= 0. Hence Gn is not a n-th
wreath product of G1.
On the other hand, Hn is generated by the ramification group over

the point at infinity, which has degree dn and acts transitively on each
subtree at the n-th level. That means it can induce a martingale as
above.
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