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SEMIRING ISOMORPHISMS BETWEEN RATIONAL

FUNCTION SEMIFIELDS OF TROPICAL CURVES

INDUCE ISOMORPHISMS BETWEEN TROPICAL

CURVES

SONG JUAE

Abstract. We prove that a semiring isomorphism between the
rational function semifields of two tropical curves induces an ex-
pansive map between those tropical curves. This semiring iso-
morphism and the expansive map respect zeros and poles of ra-
tional functions with their degrees. As a corollary, we show that
the automorphism group of a tropical curve is isomorphic to the
T -algebra automorphism group of its rational function semifield,
where T := (R ∪ {−∞},max,+) is the tropical semifield. Finally,
we describe all semiring automorphisms of rational function semi-
fields of all tropical curves.

1. Introduction

The category of nonsingular projective curves and dominant mor-
phisms is equivalent to the category of function fields of dimension one
over k and k-homomorphisms, where k is an algebraically closed field
(see [2, Corollary. 6.12. in Chapter I]).

Is there a tropical analogue of this fact? We factorize this question
into the following three subquestions.

(1) Is the rational function semifield Rat(Γ ) of a tropical curve Γ
a finitely generated semifield over the tropical semifield T := (R ∪
{−∞},max,+)? If so, does Rat(Γ ) have dimension one over T (for
the definition of dimension, see [6])?

(2) What kind of semifields over T determines a tropical curve? In
particular, if (1) holds, does a finitely generated semifield over T of
dimension one determine a tropical curve? How do we construct it?

(3) For two tropical curves Γ1 and Γ2, does a T -algebra isomorphism
Rat(Γ1) → Rat(Γ2) induce an isomorphim (i.e., a finite harmonic mor-
phism of degree one) Γ1 → Γ2?

In [4], the author considered the question (1). The main theorem of
[4] states that Rat(Γ ) is finitely generated over T as a tropical semifield.
The rest of (1) and the question (2) are still open. The question (3) is
our main topic; the answer is YES. The following is our main theorem:
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Theorem 1.1. Let Γ1, Γ2 be tropical curves. Let ψ : Rat(Γ1) →
Rat(Γ2) be a semiring isomorphism between their rational function
semifields. Then ψ(1) ∈ R>0 and ψ induces a ψ(1)-expansive map
ϕ : Γ1 → Γ2. In particular, when ψ is a T -algebra isomorphism,
ψ(1) = 1 and ϕ is a finite harmonic morphism of degree one.

Here, for r ∈ R>0, an r-expansive map between tropical curves
ϕ : Γ1 → Γ2 means a continuous bijection which induces a metric
isomorphism between Γ1 \ Γ1∞ and Γ2 \ Γ2∞ with r as its expansion
factor, i.e., r·dist(x, y) = dist(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) for any x, y ∈ Γ1\Γ1∞, where
Γi∞ denotes the set of all points at infinity of Γi, dist(x, y) denotes the
distance between x and y, · denotes the usual multiplication of real
numbers and we define r · ∞ = ∞.

Theorem 1.1 is an extension of semiring automorphism T → T case,
that is, for a semiring automorphism ψ : T → T , ψ(1) ∈ R>0 and ψ
is the expansive map T → T ; t 7→ ψ(1) · t, where we define r · (−∞) =
−∞ for any r ∈ R>0 (Proposition 3.3). One of the most important
consequences of Theorem 1.1 is that the T -algebra structure of the
rational function semifield of a tropical curve perfectly determines (not
only the topological structure but) the metric structure of the tropical
curve.

Theorem 1.1 has the following corollary:

Corollary 1.2. The following groupoids C ,D are isomorphic.
(1) The class Ob(C ) of objects of C is the tropical curves.
For Γ1, Γ2 ∈ Ob(C ), the set HomC (Γ1, Γ2) of morphisms from Γ1 to

Γ2 consists of the semiring isomorphisms Rat(Γ1) → Rat(Γ2).
(2) The class Ob(D) of objects of D is the tropical curves.
For Γ1, Γ2 ∈ Ob(D), the set HomD(Γ1, Γ2) of morphisms from Γ1 to

Γ2 consists of the r-expansive maps Γ1 → Γ2 for all r ∈ R>0.

In particular, considering the case that Γ = Γ1 = Γ2 and ψ is a
T -algebra automorphism of Rat(Γ ), we have the following corollary:

Corollary 1.3. The automorphism group of a tropical curve Γ is iso-
morphic to the T -algebra automorphism group of Rat(Γ ).

Since ϕ is a ψ(1)-expansive map Γ1 → Γ2, for any f ∈ Rat(Γ1),
slopes of f and ψ(f) on intervals corresponding by ϕ coincide. Hence
we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.4. Let Γ1, Γ2 be tropical curves. A semiring isormorphism
ψ : Rat(Γ1) → Rat(Γ2) and the induced ψ(1)-expansive map ϕ : Γ1 →
Γ2 map zeros (resp. poles) to zeros (resp. poles) and preserve their
degrees.

Note that we can restrict ourselves to T -algebra isomorphism setting.
In this setting, ψ(1) is always one, and thus we need not deal with r-
expansive maps.
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Here we note the work in [5] related to the question (2) above. In
[5], Jun deals with three kinds of valuations of semirings, classical,
strict and hyperfield valuations, and has constructed the abstract curve
associated to the rational function semifield over (Q∪ {−∞},max,+)
via strict valuations.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
give the definitions of semirings and algebras, tropical curves, rational
functions and chip-firing moves on tropical curves, and finite harmonic
morphisms between tropical curves. Section 3 contains proofs of all
the assertions above. In that section, we also describe all semiring
automorphisms of rational function semifields of all tropical curves; for
all tropical curves Γ except star-shaped tropical curves consisting of
a finite number (at least one) of [0,∞], the semiring automorphism
group of Rat(Γ ) coincides with the T -algebra automorphism group of
Rat(Γ ) (Lemma 3.11 and Corollary 3.12).
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall several definitions which we need later. We
refer to [1] (resp. [7]) for an introduction to the theory of semirings
(resp. tropical geometry) and employ definitions in [5] (resp. [3]) re-
lated to semirings (resp. tropical curves).

2.1. Semirings and algebras. In this paper, a semiring is a com-
mutative semiring with the absorbing neutral element 0 for addition
and the identity 1 for multiplication such that 0 6= 1. If every nonzero
element of a semiring S is multiplicatively invertible, then S is called
a semifield. A semiring S is additively idempotent if x + x = x for
any x ∈ S. An additively idempotent semiring S has a natural partial
order, i.e., for x, y ∈ S, x ≥ y if and only if x+ y = x.

A map ϕ : S1 → S2 between semirings is a semiring homomorphism
if for any x, y ∈ S1,

ϕ(x+y) = ϕ(x)+ϕ(y), ϕ(x ·y) = ϕ(x) ·ϕ(y), ϕ(0) = 0, and ϕ(1) = 1.

A semiring homomorphism ϕ : S1 → S2 is a semiring isomorphism if ϕ
is bijective. A semiring automorphism of S is a semiring isomorphism
S → S.

Given a semiring homomorphism ϕ : S1 → S2, we call the pair (S2, ϕ)
(for short, S2) a S1-algebra. For a semiring S1, a map ψ : (S2, ϕ) →
(S ′

2, ϕ
′) between S1-algebras is a S1-algebra homomorphism if ψ is a

semiring homomorphism and ϕ′ = ψ ◦ ϕ. When there is no confusion,
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we write ψ : S2 → S ′
2 simply. A bijective S1-algebra homomorphism

S2 → S ′
2 is a S1-algebra isomorphism. In addition, if S2 = S ′

2, then it
is a S1-algebra automorphism.

The set T := R ∪ {−∞} with two tropical operations:

a⊕ b := max{a, b} and a⊙ b := a+ b,

where both a and b are in T , becomes a semifield. Here, for any a ∈ T ,
we handle −∞ as follows:

a⊕ (−∞) = (−∞)⊕ a = a and a⊙ (−∞) = (−∞)⊙ a = −∞.

T is called the tropical semifield.

2.2. Tropical curves. In this paper, a graph is an unweighted, undi-
rected, finite, connected nonempty multigraph that may have loops.
For a graph G, the set of vertices is denoted by V (G) and the set of
edges by E(G). The valence of a vertex v of G is the number of edges
incident to v, where each loop is counted twice. A vertex v of G is a
leaf end if v has valence one. A leaf edge is an edge of G incident to a
leaf end.

An edge-weighted graph (G, l) is the pair of a graph G and a function
l : E(G) → R>0 ∪ {∞}, where l can take the value ∞ on only leaf
edges. A tropical curve is the underlying topological space of an edge-
weighted graph (G, l) together with an identification of each edge e of
G with the closed interval [0, l(e)]. The interval [0,∞] is the one point
compactification of the interval [0,∞). We regard [0,∞] not just as a
topological space but as almost a metric space. The distance between
∞ and any other point is infinite. When l(e) = ∞, the leaf end of
e must be identified with ∞. If E(G) = {e} and l(e) = ∞, then we
can identify either leaf ends of e with ∞. When a tropical curve Γ is
obtained from (G, l), the edge-weighted graph (G, l) is called a model
for Γ . There are many possible models for Γ . A model (G, l) is loopless
if G is loopless. For a point x of a tropical curve Γ , if x is identified
with ∞, then x is called a point at infinity, else, x is called a finite
point. Γ∞ denotes the set of all points at infinity of Γ . If x is a finite
point, then the valence val(x) is the number of connected components
of U \ {x} with any sufficiently small connected neighborhood U of x,
if x is a point at infinity, then val(x) := 1. Remark that this “valence”
is defined for a point of a tropical curve and the “valence” in the first
paragraph of this subsection is defined for a vertex of a graph, and
these are compatible with each other. We construct a model (G◦, l◦)
called the canonical model for Γ as follows. Generally, we determine
V (G◦) := {x ∈ Γ | val(x) 6= 2} except the following two cases. When
Γ is homeomorphic to a circle S1, we determine V (G◦) as the set
consisting of one arbitrary point of Γ . When Γ has the edge-weighted
graph (T, l) as its model, where T is a tree consisting of three vertices
and two edges and l(E(T )) = {∞}, we determine V (G◦) as the set of
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two points at infinity and any finite point of Γ . The genus g(Γ ) of Γ is
the first Betti number of Γ , which coincides with #E(G)−#V (G)+1
for any model (G, l) for Γ . For a point x of Γ , a half-edge of x is a
connected component of U \ {x} with any connected neighborhood U
of x which consists of only two valent points and x. We frequently
identify a vertex (resp. an edge) of G with the corresponding point
(resp. the corresponding closed subset) of Γ . The word “an edge of Γ”
means an edge of G◦.

2.3. Rational functions and chip-firing moves. Let Γ be a tropi-
cal curve. A continuous map f : Γ → R∪{±∞} is a rational function
on Γ if f is a constant function of −∞ or a piecewise affine function
with integer slopes, with a finite number of pieces and that can take
the value ±∞ at only points at infinity. For a point x of Γ and a
rational function f ∈ Rat(Γ ) \ {−∞}, x is a zero (resp. pole) of f if
the sign of the sum of outgoing slopes of f at x is plus (resp. minus).
The absolute value of the sum is its degree. If x is a point at infinity,
then we regard the outgoing slope of f at x as the slope of f from y to
x times minus one, where y is a finite point on the leaf edge incident
to x such that f has a constant slope on the interval (y, x). Rat(Γ )
denotes the set of all rational functions on Γ . For rational functions
f, g ∈ Rat(Γ ) and a point x ∈ Γ \ Γ∞, we define

(f ⊕ g)(x) := max{f(x), g(x)} and (f ⊙ g)(x) := f(x) + g(x).

We extend f ⊕ g and f ⊙ g to points at infinity to be continuous on
whole Γ . Then both are rational functions on Γ . Note that for any
f ∈ Rat(Γ ), we have

f ⊕ (−∞) = (−∞)⊕ f = f

and

f ⊙ (−∞) = (−∞)⊙ f = −∞.

Then Rat(Γ ) becomes a semifield with these two operations. Also,
Rat(Γ ) becomes a T -algebra with the natural inclusion T →֒ Rat(Γ ).
Let Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) (resp. AutT (Rat(Γ ))) denote the set of all
semiring (resp. T -algebra) automorphisms of Rat(Γ ). Then both
Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) and AutT (Rat(Γ )) have a group structure. Note
that for f, g ∈ Rat(Γ ), f = g means that f(x) = g(x) for any x ∈ Γ .

A subgraph of a tropical curve is a compact subset of the tropical
curve with a finite number of connected components. Let Γ1 be a
subgraph of a tropical curve Γ which has no connected components
consisting of only a point at infinity, and l a positive number or infinity.
The chip-firing move by Γ1 and l is defined as the rational function
CF(Γ1; l)(x) := −min(l, dist(x, Γ1)) with x ∈ Γ .
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2.4. Finite harmonic morphisms. Let ϕ : Γ → Γ ′ be a continuous
map between tropical curves. ϕ is a finite harmonic morphism if there
exist loopless models (G, l) and (G′, l′) for Γ and Γ ′, respectively, such
that (1) ϕ(V (G)) ⊂ V (G′) holds, (2) ϕ(E(G)) ⊂ E(G′) holds, (3) for
any edge e of G, there exists a positive integer dege(ϕ) such that for any
points x, y of e, dist(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) = dege(ϕ) ·dist(x, y) holds, and (4) for
every vertex v of G, the sum

∑
e∈E(G): e 7→e′, v∈e dege(ϕ) is independent

of the choice of e′ ∈ E(G′) incident to ϕ(v). This sum is denoted
by degv(ϕ). Then, the sum

∑
v∈V (G): v 7→v′ degv(ϕ) is independent of

the choice of a vertex v′ of G′, and is called the degree of ϕ, written
by deg(ϕ). If both Γ and Γ ′ are singletons, we regard ϕ as a finite
harmonic morphism that can have any positive integer as its degree.
Note that if ϕ ◦ψ is a composition of finite harmonic morphisms, then
it is also a finite harmonic morphism of degree deg(ϕ)·deg(ψ), and thus
tropical curves and finite harmonic morphisms between them make a
category. Aut(Γ ) denotes the set of all automorphisms of Γ , i.e., finite
harmonic morphisms of degree one Γ → Γ .

Remark 2.1. Aut(Γ ) coincides with the set of all continuous maps
Γ → Γ whose restrictions on Γ \ Γ∞ are isometries Γ \ Γ∞ → Γ \ Γ∞.

3. Main results

In this section, we will prove all assertions in Section 1.
We start our consideration from semiring automorphisms of T .

Proposition 3.1. For r ∈ R>0, the r-expansive map T → T ; t 7→ r · t
is a semiring automorphism.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. �

Does the converse of Proposition 3.1 hold? The answer is yes.

Lemma 3.2. Let S1, S2 be additively idempotent semirings. A semiring
homomorphism f : S1 → S2 is order preserving.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. �

Proposition 3.3. For a semiring automorphism ψ : T → T , ψ(1) ∈
R>0 and ψ is the ψ(1)-expansive map T → T ; t 7→ ψ(1) · t.

Proof. Since ψ is a semiring homomorphim, for any n ∈ Z \ {0} and
t ∈ R, we have ψ(n · t) = ψ(t⊙n) = ψ(t)⊙n = n · ψ(t).

Assume that for any r ∈ R>0, ψ is not the r-expansive map. Then,

there exist t < t′ ∈ R \ {0} such that t′

t
6= ψ(t′)

ψ(t)
. Note that since t 6= 0,

so is ψ(t).
Suppose that t < t′ < 0. By Lemma 3.2, we have ψ(t) < ψ(t′) < 0.

Thus the signs of ratios t′

t
and ψ(t′)

ψ(t)
coincide. Since t′

t
= −t′

−t
and ψ(t′)

ψ(t)
=
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−ψ(t′)
−ψ(t)

= ψ(t′)⊙(−1)

ψ(t)⊙(−1) = ψ(−t′)
ψ(−t)

, we have −t′

−t
6= ψ(−t′)

ψ(−t)
. Hence by replacing t, t′

with −t,−t′, respectively, we can assume that 0 < t < t′ in this case.

Suppose that t < 0 < t′. If t′

t
= −1, then t′ = −t. Therefore, ψ(t′)

ψ(t)
=

ψ(−t)
ψ(t)

= −ψ(t)
ψ(t)

= −1, and this is a contradiction. Thus t′ 6= −t, and

0 < −t < t′ or 0 < t′ < −t. Hence t′

−t
= − t′

t
6= −ψ(t′)

ψ(t)
= ψ(t′)

−ψ(t)
= ψ(t′)

ψ(−t)
.

From these, it is enough to consider when 0 < t < t′.
Assume that 0 < t < t′. Let a := t′

t
. Then, a > 1. Since 0 <

ψ(t) < ψ(t′) by Lemma 3.2, if b denotes the ratio ψ(t′)
ψ(t)

, then b > 1. By

assumption, a 6= b.
Assume that a > b. By the continuity of real numbers, there exists a

rational number c ∈ Q>1 such that 1 < b < c < a. By the Archimedean
property of the real numbers, there exists a positive integer m ∈ Z≥1

such that m · c > a. We can assume that m · c ∈ Z≥1. Since t > 0, we
have

0 < t < b · t < c · t < a · t = t′ < m · c · t.

By Lemma 3.2, we have

0 < ψ(t) < ψ(b · t) < ψ(c · t) < ψ(a · t) = ψ(t′) = b · ψ(t)

< ψ(m · c · t) = m · ψ(c · t) = m · c · ψ(t).

From these, we have ψ(c · t) = c · ψ(t) and c · ψ(t) < b · ψ(t). Since
0 < ψ(t), this means that c < b, a contradiction. Hence a ≥ b. By
a similar argument, we have a ≤ b. Therefore, a = b holds but this
contradicts a 6= b. Thus there are no such t < t′. This means that

for any t < t′ ∈ R \ {0}, t′

t
= ψ(t′)

ψ(t)
, and thus ψ(t)

t
= ψ(t′)

t′
. Hence

ψ(t)
t

= ψ(1)
1
> 0. In conclusion, ψ is the ψ(1)-expansive map. �

Corollary 3.4. The semiring automorphism group of T is isomorphic
to the group consisting of the r-expansive maps of T for all r ∈ R>0.

In what follows, we will consider semiring isomorphisms between
rational function semifields of tropical curves.

Lemma 3.5. Let Γ1, Γ2 be tropical curves. If ψ : Rat(Γ1) → Rat(Γ2)
is a semiring isomorphism, then ψ(T ) = T .

Proof. Let t ∈ T and n ∈ Z>0. Then
(
t
n

)⊙n
= t. Thus we have

ψ(t) = ψ

((
t

n

)⊙n
)

= ψ

(
t

n

)⊙n

= n · ψ

(
t

n

)
.

Therefore each slope of ψ
(
t
n

)
is 1

n
times that of ψ(t). Since each rational

function on a tropical curve has only integer slopes, ψ(t) must be in
T . Thus ψ(T ) ⊂ T . Similarly, we have ψ−1(T ) ⊂ T . Hence ψ(T ) =
T . �
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Remark 3.6. By Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.5, the restriction ψ|T
is the ψ(1)-expansive map T → T , where ψ is as in Lemma 3.5. In
particular, if ψ is a T -algebra isomorphism, then ψ(1) = 1.

Let Γ1, Γ2 be tropical curves and ψ : Rat(Γ1) → Rat(Γ2) a semir-
ing isomorphism. Let r := ψ(1). The following lemma is easy but
fundamental.

Lemma 3.7. For any f ∈ Rat(Γ1), the following hold:
(1) r ·max{f(x) | x ∈ Γ1} = max{ψ(f)(x′) | x′ ∈ Γ2}, and
(2) r ·min{f(x) | x ∈ Γ1} = min{ψ(f)(x′) | x′ ∈ Γ2}.

Proof. If f ∈ T , the assertions are clear.
Assume that f is not a constant function. Let a be the maximum

value of f . In this case, a is in R ∪ {∞}.
Assume a ∈ R. We have

f ⊕ b

{
= b if b ≥ a,

6= b if b < a.

Therefore we have

ψ(f)⊕ r · b = ψ(f)⊕ ψ(b) = ψ(f ⊕ b){
= ψ(b) = r · b if b ≥ a,

6= ψ(b) = r · b if b < a.

Thus the maximum value of ψ(f) is r · a.
Assume a = ∞. Then for any t ∈ T , we have f ⊕ t 6= t. Thus

ψ(f)⊕ r · t = ψ(f)⊕ ψ(t) = ψ(f ⊕ t) 6= ψ(t) = r · t

hold. This means that the maximum value of ψ(f) is ∞ since tropical
curves are compact.

For the minimum values of f and ψ(f), we can obtain the conclusion
by applying the maximum value case for f⊙(−1) = −f and ψ(f⊙(−1)) =
−ψ(f) since

min{f(x) | x ∈ Γ1} = −max{−f(x) | x ∈ Γ1}

and

min{ψ(f)(x′) | x′ ∈ Γ2} = −max{−ψ(f)(x′) | x′ ∈ Γ2}. �

Lemma 3.8 is our key lemma to prove Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.8. (1) For any x ∈ Γ1 \ Γ1∞, there exist ε > 0 and a
unique point x′ ∈ Γ2\Γ2∞ such that ψ(CF({x}; ε)) = CF({x′};ψ(1)·ε).
Furthermore, val(x) = val(x′) holds.

(2) For any x ∈ Γ1∞, there exists a finite point y on the unique edge
e incident to x and there exists a unique point x′ ∈ Γ2∞, such that the
point y′ ∈ Γ2 \ Γ2∞ corresponding to y is on the unique edge incident
to x′ and ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)) = CF(Γ2 \ (y

′, x′];∞).
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In the proof of Lemma 3.8, we will consider several times rational
functions of the form (f⊙(−1) ⊕ a)⊙(−1) for a rational function f on a
tropical curve Γ and a ∈ R. It is equal to the minimum of f and −a,
i.e., for any x ∈ Γ ,

(f⊙(−1) ⊕ a)⊙(−1)(x) = min{f(x),−a},

where we define min{∞, t} = t and min{−∞, t} = −∞ for any t ∈ R.
Also, if

f =

n⊕

i=1

gi

and for any j,

f 6=

n⊕

i 6=j,i=1

gi

hold, then we call this finite sum
⊕n

i=1 gi an irredundant representa-
tion of f . The image of an irredundant representation by a semiring
isomorphism is also an irredundant representation. In particular, if f
is a chip-firing move of the form of Lemma 3.8(1) on Γ1 and if

⊕n

i=1 gi
is an irredundant representation of f satisfying the following condition
(⋆), then n ≤ val(x).

(⋆)





(1) The maximum value of each gi is zero.

(2) The minimum value of each gi is − ε.

(3) Each gi has a unique zero on each half-edge of x in the ε-ne-

ighborhood of x.

Similarly, if f is a chip-firing move of the form of Lemma 3.8(2) on Γ1

and if
⊕n

i=1 gi is an irredundant representation of f⊙(−1) satisfying the
following condition (⋆⋆), then n = val(x) = 1.

(⋆⋆)





(1) The maximum value of each gi is ∞.

(2) The minimum value of each gi is zero.

(3) Each gi has a unique zero on [y, x).

Proof of Lemma 3.8. We shall prove (1). For any ε > 0, we consider
ψ(CF({x}; ε)). By Lemma 3.7, the maximum value of ψ(CF({x}; ε)) is
zero. Let Max′ denote the set of all points of Γ2 where ψ(CF({x}; ε)) at-
tains the maximum value 0. Since CF({x}; ε) is not a constant function,
ψ(CF({x}; ε)) is also not a constant function. Therefore the boundary
set ∂Max′ of Max′ is a non-empty finite set. For δ such that 0 < δ < ε,
since

CF({x}; δ) = CF({x}; ε)⊕ (−δ),

we have
ψ(CF({x}; δ)) = ψ(CF({x}; ε))⊕ (−r · δ).

Therefore, if necessary, by replacing ε with δ, we may assume that
ψ(CF({x}; ε)) has a unique zero on each half-edge of each point x′ ∈



10 SONG JUAE

∂Max′ in the (r · ε)-neighborhood of Max′. Also, when ψ(CF({x}; ε))
has a pole outside of Max′, by replacing ε with the 1

r
times the maxi-

mum value of ψ(CF({x}; ε)) on such poles as above δ, we may assume
that there are no such poles. Hereafter, we assume these two condi-
tions.

Assume that #Max′ is infinite. Since ψ(CF({x}; ε)) is a rational
function, Max′ has a finite number of connected components. Thus
Max′ has a connected component that is an infinite set. For such a
connected component Γ ′, let y′ ∈ Γ ′ \ (∂Γ ′ ∪ Γ2∞). Let 0 < δ′ ≤
min{dist(y′, z′) | z′ ∈ ∂Γ ′}. Let (∗) denote the rational function

ψ−1(ψ(CF({x}; ε))⊙ CF({y′}; δ′)⊙ δ′).

Since
(
{ψ(CF({x}; ε))⊙ CF({y′}; δ′)⊙ δ′}

⊙(−1)
⊕ 0
)⊙(−1)

= ψ(CF({x}; ε)),

we have

CF({x}; ε)

= ψ−1

([
{ψ(CF({x}; ε))⊙ CF({y′}; δ′)⊙ δ′}

⊙(−1)
⊕ 0
]⊙(−1)

)

=
(
ψ−1

(
{ψ(CF({x}; ε))⊙ CF({y′}; δ′)⊙ δ′}

⊙(−1)
⊕ 0
))⊙(−1)

=
(
(∗)⊙(−1) ⊕ 0

)⊙(−1)
.

Therefore (∗) must be CF({x}; ε). However this contradicts that the
maximum value of (∗) is δ′

r
by Lemma 3.7. Hence Max′ is a finite set.

If Max′ ∩Γ2∞ 6= ∅, then for any x′ ∈ Max′ ∩Γ2∞, ψ(CF({x}; ε))
takes the maximum value 0 at x′ and has x′ as a pole. However, by the
definition of a rational function, this does not occur. Thus Max′ ∩Γ2∞

is empty.
For any x′ ∈ Max′, let g′x′ be the rational function on Γ2 that coin-

cides with ψ(CF({x}; ε)) in the (r · ε)-neighborhood of x′ and is −r · ε
on other points. Then we have

ψ(CF({x}; ε)) =
⊕

x′∈Max′

g′x′.

The right-hand side is an irredundant representation. Hence we have

CF({x}; ε) =
⊕

x′∈Max′

ψ−1(g′x′).

This right-hand side is also an irredundant representation. If necessary,
by replacing ε with a smaller positive number, we may assume that
this irredundant representation satisfies the condition (⋆). Thus the
number of elements of Max′ is at most the valence of x. In particular,
val(x) = 1 implies #Max′ = 1.
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We will show that if val(x) = 1, then val(x′) = 1 for the unique
element x′ of Max′ and ψ(CF({x}; ε)) = CF({x′}; r · ε). Assume that
val(x′) ≥ 2. Let m = val(x′) and h′1, . . . , h

′
m be the half-edges of

x′ in the (r · ε)-neighborhood of x′. For each i = 1, . . . , m, let g′i
be the rational function on Γ2 defined as follows: g′i coincides with
ψ(CF({x}; ε)) on h′i, and, for any j 6= i, g′i has the slope s(< 0) of
ψ(CF({x}; ε)) minus one on the intersection of h′j and the (r·ε/(|s|+1))-
neighborhood of x′, and, g′i takes the minimum value −r · ε on other
points. Then we have

ψ(CF({x}; ε)) =
m⊕

i=1

g′i.

The right-hand side is an irredundant representation. Hence we obtain
the irredundant representation

⊕m
i=1 ψ

−1(g′i) of CF({x}; ε) consisting of
m elements. Again, if necessary, by replacing ε with a smaller positive
number, we may assume that this irredundant representation satisfies
the condition (⋆). This means that m ≤ 1, a contradiction. Thus
val(x′) must be one. Also if ψ(CF({x}; ε)) is not CF({x′}; r · ε), then

ψ(CF({x}; ε))⊕ CF({x′}; r · ε) = CF({x′}; r · ε).

Then, we have

CF({x}; ε) 6= ψ−1(CF({x′}; r · ε))

and

CF({x}; ε)⊕ ψ−1(CF({x′}; r · ε)) = ψ−1(CF({x′}; r · ε)).

However, since ψ−1(CF({x′}; r · ε)) attains the maximum value 0 at x
and only at x, and since the minimum value of ψ−1(CF({x′}; r · ε)) is
−ε by Lemma 3.7, it does not occur. Therefore ψ(CF({x}; ε)) must be
CF({x′}; r · ε).

Assume that when val(x) = k, the assertion holds. Consider the case
val(x) = k + 1.

Suppose that Max′ contains a point y′ of valence at most k. If
necessary, by replacing ε with a sufficiently small positive number, by
assumption, there exists a unique point y ∈ Γ1 \ Γ1∞ such that

ψ−1(CF({y′}; r · ε)) = CF({y}; ε)

and k ≥ val(y′) = val(y). Thus x 6= y. On the other hand, since

g′y′ ⊕ CF({y′}; r · ε) = CF({y′}; r · ε)

and ⊕

x′∈Max′

g′x′ = ψ(CF({x}; ε)),

we have

ψ−1(g′y′)⊕ CF({y}; ε) = CF({y}; ε)
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and ⊕

x′∈Max′

ψ−1(g′x′) = CF({x}; ε).

By the latter equality, ψ−1(g′y′) must attain the maximum value 0 at x
and only at x. However, by the former equality, this means x = y, a
contradiction. Therefore Max′ has no points of valence at most k.

Assume that #Max′ ≥ 2. For any x′ ∈ Max′, let g′x′,1, . . . , g
′
x′,val(x′)

be the rational functions on Γ2 defined as the above g′is which is not
constant only on the (r · ε)-neighborhood of x′. Then we have

ψ(CF({x}; ε)) =
⊕

x′∈Max′

val(x′)⊕

i=1

g′x′,i.

The right-hand side is an irredundant representation. This means that
if ε is sufficiently small, then CF({x}; ε) has an irredundant represen-
tation

⊕

x′∈Max′

val(x′)⊕

i=1

ψ−1(g′x′,i)

consisting of
∑

x′∈Max′ val(x
′) > val(x) elements and satisfying the con-

dition (⋆). This is a contradiction. Thus #Max′ must be one. Let
x′ be the unique point in Max′. If val(x) < val(x′), then by a similar
arugument above, we have a contradiction. Therefore val(x) = val(x′).
Also by a similar argument in the case of val(x) = 1, ψ(CF{x}; ε)) is
equal to CF({x′}; r · ε). Hence we have the conclusion.

We shall prove (2). Let y be a point of e \ Γ2∞. By Lemma 3.7,
the maximum (resp. minimum) value of ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)) is 0
(resp. −∞). Thus if Min′ denotes the set of all points of Γ2 where
ψ(CF(Γ1\(y, x];∞)) attains the minimum value−∞, then Min′ ⊂ Γ2∞.
Hence Min′ is finite. For a sufficiently large number a > 0, there exists
a unique point z ∈ (y, x) such that
{
(−a)⊙ CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)⊙(−1) ⊕ 0

}⊙(−1)
= CF(Γ1 \ (z, x];∞).

Thus we have

{(−r ·a)⊙ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞))⊙(−1)⊕0}⊙(−1) = ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (z, x];∞)).

Hence, if necessary, by replacing y with z, we may assume the following:
ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)) has no zeros on Γ2 \ Γ2∞, has a unique pole on
the edge incident to each element of Min′, and has no other poles.
Hereafter, we assume these three conditions. If P′ denotes the set
of all poles of ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)), then there exists a one-to-one
correspondence between P′ and Min′. Let y′ ∈ P′ correspond to x′ ∈
Min′. Then there exists a unique positive integer ny′ such that

CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞))⊙ny′

= ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞))⊕ CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞)⊙ny′
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and

CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞)⊙(ny′+1)

6= ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞))⊕ CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞)⊙(ny′+1).

By considering the images of these equalities by ψ−1, we have ny′ = 1.
Let g′y′ be CF(Γ2 \ (y′, x′];∞)⊙(−1). Then

⊕
y′∈P ′ g′y′ is an irredun-

dant representation of ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞))⊙(−1). If necessary, by re-
placing y with z ∈ (y, x) such that dist(y, z) is sufficiently large, we
may assume that the irredundant repredentation

⊕
y′∈P ′ ψ−1(g′y′) of

CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)⊙(−1) satisfies the condition (⋆⋆). Hence we have
#P ′ = #Min′ = 1. Therefore, we have

ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)) = CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞).

We will show that y corresponds to the unique pole y′ ∈ P ′. By
(1), for a sufficiently small positive number ε, there exists a unique
z′ ∈ Γ2 \ Γ2∞ such that

ψ(CF({y}; ε)) = CF({z′}; r · ε).

Since

CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞)⊕ (−r · ε)

= ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞))⊕ (−r · ε)

= ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)⊕ (−ε))

= ψ(CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)⊕ CF({y}; ε))

= CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞)⊕ CF({z′}; r · ε),

we have z′ 6∈ (y′, x′]. Suppose that y′ 6= z′. If necessary, by replacing ε
with a positive number at most 1

r
· dist(y′, z′), we obtain

(−r · ε)⊙ CF(Γ2 \ (y
′, x′];∞)

=
(
{CF(Γ2 \ (y

′, x′];∞)⊙ CF({z′}; r · ε)}
⊙(−1)

⊕ r · ε
)⊙(−1)

.

On the other hand, the image of this equality by ψ−1 is

(−ε)⊙ CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)

=
(
{CF(Γ1 \ (y, x];∞)⊙ CF({y}; ε)}⊙(−1) ⊕ ε

)⊙(−1)

,

and this is a contradiction. In conclusion, y′ must be z′. �

Now, we can prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Lemma 3.8 induces a map ϕ : Γ1 → Γ2; x 7→ x′.
We will show that this ϕ is a ψ(1)-expansive map. Since ψ is bijective,
ϕ is also bijective. Put r := ψ(1). For any x ∈ Γ1 \ Γ1∞ and a positive
number ε obtained by Lemma 3.8(1), let U be the ε-neighborhood of
x. For any y ∈ U \ {x}, let d = dist(x, y). Let δ be a positive number
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for y obtained by Lemma 3.8. If necessary, we replace ε with a positive
number between d and d+ δ. Then, we have

CF({x}; ε)⊕ CF({y}; δ)⊙ a

{
= CF({x}; ε) if a ≤ −d,

6= CF({x}; ε) if a > −d.

The images of these by ψ are

CF({ϕ(x)}; r · ε)⊕ CF({ϕ(y)}; r · δ)⊙ r · a{
= CF({ϕ(x)}; r · ε) if a ≤ −d,

6= CF({ϕ(x)}; r · ε) if a > −d.

Thus dist(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)) = r · d. Also, for any z ∈ Γ1 \ Γ1∞, let P be
a path from x to z. If necessary, by subdividing P , we see that P is
mapped by ϕ to a path from ϕ(x) to ϕ(z) of length equal to r times
the length of P . Since ϕ is injective, distinct paths from x to z are
mapped by ϕ to distinct paths from ϕ(x) to ϕ(z). Since ϕ is surjective,
all paths from ϕ(x) to ϕ(z) are images by ϕ of paths from x to z.

By Lemma 3.8(2), ϕ induces a bijection between Γ1∞ and Γ2∞. Also,
by Lemma 3.8(2) and its proof, when Γ1∞ ∋ x 7→ x′ ∈ Γ2∞, x′ is a
(unique) accumulation point of the image {ϕ(yi)} of any sequence {yi}
such that yi → x for i → ∞. This means that ϕ is continuous. Thus
we obtain the conclusion. �

Theorem 1.1 induces several corollaries.

Corollary 3.9. Let ψ and ϕ be as in Theorem 1.1. Then

ψ(f) = (r · f) ◦ ϕ−1

holds for any f ∈ Rat(Γ1).

In the proof of Corollary 3.9, we will use the proof of the main
theorem of [4] “for a tropical curve Γ , Rat(Γ ) is finitely generated over
T as a tropical semifield”; in that proof, the author showed that any set
A of chip-firing moves on Γ1 of the forms in Lemma 3.8 which induces
a surjection A։ Γ generates Rat(Γ ) over T as a tropical semifield.

Proof of Corollary 3.9. Let f and g be chip-firing moves on Γ1 of the
forms in Lemma 3.8(1) and (2), respectively. By Lemma 3.8 and the
definition of ϕ, we have

ψ(f) = (r · f) ◦ ϕ−1 and ψ(g) = (r · g) ◦ ϕ−1.

Since all of such f and g generate Rat(Γ1) over T as a tropical semifield,

for any h ∈ Rat(Γ1), we have ψ(h) = (r · h) ◦ ϕ−1. In fact, if ψ(f̃) =



SEMIRING ISOMORPHISMS BETWEEN RATIONAL FUNCTION SEMIFIELDS15

(r · f̃) ◦ ϕ−1 and ψ(g̃) = (r · g̃) ◦ ϕ−1, then we have

ψ(f̃ ⊕ g̃) = ψ(f̃)⊕ ψ(g̃)

= (r · f̃) ◦ ϕ−1 ⊕ (r · g̃) ◦ ϕ−1

= ((r · f̃)⊕ (r · g̃)) ◦ ϕ−1

= (r · (f̃ ⊕ g̃)) ◦ ϕ−1

and

ψ(f̃ ⊙ g̃) = ψ(f̃)⊙ ψ(g̃)

= (r · f̃) ◦ ϕ−1 ⊙ (r · g̃) ◦ ϕ−1

= ((r · f̃)⊙ (r · g̃)) ◦ ϕ−1

= (r · (f̃ ⊙ g̃)) ◦ ϕ−1.

Hence, we have the conclusion. �

It is easy to check that the converse of Theorem 1.1 holds:

Lemma 3.10. Let Γ1, Γ2 be tropical curves. An r-expansive map ϕ :
Γ1 → Γ2 with r ∈ R>0 induces the semiring isomorphism

ψ : Rat(Γ1) → Rat(Γ2); f 7→ (r · f) ◦ ϕ−1

and ψ(1) = r.

Proof. Since ϕ−1 is surjective, ψ(f) is a function Γ2 → R∪{±∞}. For
x, y ∈ Γ1, since r ·dist(x, y) = dist(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)), slopes of f and ψ(f) on
intervals corresponding by ϕ coincide. Thus ψ(f) is a rational function
on Γ2.

Let

θ : Rat(Γ2) → Rat(Γ1); f ′ 7→

(
1

r
· f ′

)
◦ ϕ.

By a similar argument above, we have θ(f ′) ∈ Rat(Γ1) for any f ′ ∈
Rat(Γ2). By definition, we have

θ ◦ ψ = idRat(Γ1) and ψ ◦ θ = idRat(Γ2),

where idRat(Γi) denotes the identity map of Rat(Γi). Hence ψ is bijec-
tive.

The proof that ψ is a semiring homomorphism is straightforward. �

Now we can prove Corollary 1.2:

Proof of Corollary 1.2. Clearly, both C ,D are groupoids.
Let

F : C → D

be
Ob(C ) → Ob(D); Γ 7→ Γ

and for Γ1, Γ2 ∈ Ob(C ),

HomC (Γ1, Γ2) → HomD(Γ1, Γ2); ψ 7→ ϕ,
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where ϕ is the r-expansive map Γ1 → Γ2 defined as in Theorem 1.1.
Let

G : D → C

be
Ob(D) → Ob(C ); Γ → Γ

and for Γ1, Γ2 ∈ Ob(D),

HomD(Γ1, Γ2) → HomC (Γ1, Γ2); ϕ 7→
(
f 7→ (r · f) ◦ ϕ−1

)
,

where ϕ is an r-expansive map. By Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.10,
F and G are defined. Then F and G are (covariant) functors. By
Corollary 3.9, we have G ◦ F = idC . Clearly, F ◦G = idD holds. �

Finally, we will describe all semiring automorphisms of tropical curves.
To do so, we start characterizing star-shaped tropical curves consisting
of a finite number (≥ 1) of [0,∞]:

Lemma 3.11. Let Γ be a tropical curve. Then the following are equiv-
alent:

(1) there exists a model (G, l) for Γ such that l(E(G)) = {∞}; and
(2) Γ is a star-shaped tropical curve consisting of a finite number

(≥ 1) of [0,∞].

Proof. Clearly (2) implies (1).
Assume that (2) does not hold. If the genus g(Γ ) is at least one,

then, clearly, (1) does not hold. Let g(Γ ) = 0. If Γ is a singleton,
then (1) does not hold. Assume that Γ is not a singleton. If Γ has
no points of valence at least three, then there exists a unique number
a ∈ R>0 such that Γ is isometric to [0, a]. Hence, in this case, (1) does
not hold. Assume that Γ has some points of valence at least three.
If such points are only one, then Γ is star-shaped. Since (2) does not
hold, the underlying graph G◦ of the canonical model (G◦, l◦) for Γ has
a leaf edge of a finite length. Hence (1) does not hold. Assume that
there exist at least two points x, y of valence at least three. Since there
exist only a finite number of such points, we can assume that the only
path P from x to y contains no such points other than x, y. Then P
is an edge of the G◦ and has a finite length. This means that (1) does
not hold. �

Corollary 3.12. Let Γ be a tropical curve. Then the following are
equivalent:

(1) there exists a model (G, l) for Γ such that l(E(G)) = {∞}; and
(2) AutT (Rat(Γ )) 6= Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )).

Proof. If Γ is a singleton, then Γ satisfies both (1) and (2) by Corollary
3.4 since Rat(Γ ) = T .

Assume that Γ is not a singleton. We will show that if (1) does
not hold, then (2) does also not hold. AutT (Rat(Γ )) is a subgroup of
Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )). For ψ ∈ Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )), let r := ψ(1) and
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ϕ be the r-expansive map Γ → Γ corresponding to ψ. Suppose that
Γ is homeomorphic to a circle S1. Let x, y be antipodal points and
P1, P2 be the distinct paths from x to y. Then these paths have the
same length dist(x, y). Hence ϕ(P1) and ϕ(P2) are distinct paths from
ϕ(x) to ϕ(y) of length r · dist(x, y). Therefore we have r = 1 and
thus ψ ∈ Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )). If Γ is not homeomorphic to a circle
S1, then Γ has at least one point of valence other than two. For the
canonical model (G◦, l◦) for Γ , there exists an edge e ∈ E(G◦) suth that
l◦(e) is finite since (1) does not hold. By Lemma 3.11, the endpoints
v, w of e (possibly v = w) have valences other than two. Since ϕ is a
homeomorphism, it respects valences, and thus ϕ(e) ∈ E(G◦). If r > 1,
then l◦(e) < l◦(ϕ(e)). By the same argument, we have the following
sequences:

e, ϕ(e), ϕ2(e), . . . ∈ E(G◦)

and

l◦(e) < l◦(ϕ(e)) < l◦(ϕ
2(e)) < · · · .

These mean that #E(G◦) = ∞. It is a contradiction. When r < 1, we
have a contradiction by a similar argument. Hence r must be one, and
thus (2) does not hold.

Assume that (1) holds. Then by Lemma 3.11, Γ is a star-shaped
tropical curve consisting of a finite number (≥ 1) of [0,∞]. Clearly,
for any r ∈ R>0, there exists an r-expansive map Γ → Γ that is
a dilatation. By Lemma 3.10, this induces a semiring automorphism
ψ : Rat(Γ ) → Rat(Γ ) such that ψ(1) = r. Thus AutT (Rat(Γ )) is a
proper subgroup of Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )). �

Proposition 3.13. Let Γ be a star-shaped tropical curve consisting of
a finite number n ≥ 1 of [0,∞].

(1) If n 6= 2, then

Aut(Γ ) ∼= Sn

and

Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) ∼= Aut(Γ )×R>0,

where Sn denotes the symmetric group of degree n and R>0 is regarded
as the group R>0 with the usual multiplication as its binary operation.

(2) Let n = 2 and Γ be identified with [−∞,∞] and ι be the inversion
with respect to 0. Then

Aut(Γ ) = 〈{the inversion with respect to x | x ∈ Γ \ Γ∞}〉 ∼= R⋊ 〈ι〉

and

Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) ∼= Aut(Γ )⋊R>0,

where 〈·〉 denotes the group generated by ·, and R is regarded as the
group R with the usual addition as its binary operation, and R>0 as
the group R>0 with the usual multiplication as its binary operation.
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Proof. Let R denote the set of all r-expansive maps Γ → Γ with all
r ∈ R>0. By Corollary 1.3, R is isomorphic to Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) as
a group.

We shall prove (1). Let n = 1 and Γ = [0,∞]. For any r > 0 and
any r-expansive map ϕ : Γ → Γ , ϕ(0) must be zero. In fact, since
ϕ is a homeomorphism, ϕ(0) = 0 or ∞. As dist(0, 1) = 1, we have
dist(ϕ(0), ϕ(1)) = r. As the point ϕ(1) is in (0,∞), ϕ(0) cannot be
∞. Thus R is isomorphic to R>0 as a group. On the other hand,
Aut(Γ ) consists of only the identity of Γ . Thus Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) is
isomorphic to Aut(Γ )×R>0 as a group.

Let n ≥ 3. There exists a unique point x ∈ Γ of valence n. Since any
r-expansive map ϕ : Γ → Γ with any r ∈ R>0 is a homeomorphism,
ϕ(x) = x holds. Thus Aut(Γ ) is isomorphic to the symmetric group of
degree n as a group. ϕ defines the pair of an element of Aut(Γ ) and
a dilatation of Γ with r as its expansion factor. Conversely, the pair
of an element of Aut(Γ ) and a dilatation of Γ with expansion factor r
for each r ∈ R>0 defines an r-expansive map Γ → Γ . An element of
Aut(Γ ) and a dilatation of Γ with expansion factor any r ∈ R>0 are
commutative, and thus we have the conclusion.

We shall prove (2). Since Γ = [−∞,∞], the first assertion is clear.
We show that Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) ∼= Aut(Γ )⋊R>0. Let ϕ : Γ → Γ be
an r-expansive map with r ∈ R>0 \ {1}. Then ϕ has a unique fixed
point x other than ±∞. In fact, it is easy to check that if ϕ(∞) = ∞

and ϕ(−∞) = −∞, then x = ϕ(0)
1−r

, and that if ϕ(∞) = −∞ and

ϕ(−∞) = ∞, then x = ϕ(0)
1+r

. In both cases, since r 6= 1, other finite
points are not fixed.

We consider the group consisting of all dilatation θr : Γ → Γ fixing
0 with r as its expansion factor for any r ∈ R>0, which is isomorphic
to R>0 as a group. If ϕ(∞) = ∞ and ϕ(−∞) = −∞, then ϕ =
(ϕx ◦ idΓ ) ◦ θr, where ϕx denotes the translation Γ → Γ ; y 7→ y + x. If
ϕ(∞) = −∞ and ϕ(−∞) = ∞, then ϕ = (ϕx ◦ ι) ◦ θr. Conversely, an
element of Aut(Γ )R>0 defines an element of R. Thus R = Aut(Γ )R>0.
Clearly both Aut(Γ ) and R>0 are subgroups of R, and for ψ ∈ R and
ϕ ∈ Aut(Γ ), ψ ◦ ϕ ◦ ψ−1 is a 1-expansive map, i.e., ψ ◦ ϕ ◦ ψ−1 ∈
Aut(Γ ). Hence Aut(Γ ) is a normal subgroup of R. Thus we have the
conclusion. �

Note that in Proposition 3.13(2), since there exist an element of
Aut(Γ ) and an element of R>0 which are not commutative, we have
Autsemiring(Rat(Γ )) 6∼= Aut(Γ )×R>0. For example, ((ϕ1◦idΓ )◦θ2)(0) =
1 and (θ2 ◦ (ϕ1 ◦ idΓ ))(0) = 2, and thus (ϕ1 ◦ idΓ ) ◦ θ2 6= θ2 ◦ (ϕ1 ◦ idΓ ).
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