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Abstract. We work with the ∗-product introduced in [GHK25] and f-generic
types to describe the minimal ideals of invariant types and to classify ergodic
Keisler measures in amenable NIP theories. Moreover, we analyze the situation
around the so-called Idempotent Measure Conjecture studied in [CGK24] and
[GHK25].

1. Introduction

In [GHK25], the first author with collaborators introduced a canonical semigroup
structure on the space Sinv

m̄ (C,M) of global invariant types extending the type of
a model, as well as a convolution operation on the corresponding space of Keisler
measures. The goal of this paper is to understand the algebraic structure of the
minimal ideals in this semigroup of types, and then apply it to derive properties
of the invariant and idempotent Keisler measures in some contexts. In particular,
we show that the natural counterparts of several results about invariant Keisler
masures and types for definable groups hold.

1.1. Overview. In a seminal paper [New09], Newelski observed that there are deep
connections between topological dynamics and model theory, leading to a long and
deep line of research. Usually in model theory, we consider dynamical systems
consisting of a definable group or a group of automorphisms acting on compact
spaces of types, Keisler measures, or their subflows (e.g. finitely satisfiable types,
invariant measures). Perhaps the most natural is the action of the automorphism
group on these spaces. However the case of a definable group G acting on the types
concentrated on G was studied more extensively first (cf. [New09; New12; Pil13;
GPP14; KP17; BT16]). Adding Keisler measures ([Kei87]) to the picture was very
fruitful (e.g. [HPP08; HP11; HPS13; HKP22]) and resulted, in particular, in very
elegant results of [CS18] (description of ergodic measures for the definable group
actions and a positive resolution of the original Newelski’s conjecture for the defin-
ably amenable groups under NIP). A more recent, but still influential related topic
is the theory of the definable convolution products of Keisler measures on a defin-
able group ([CG22; CG23; CGK24]), which is a natural counterpart of the classical
convolution product of regular Borel probability measures on a locally compact
group. In this case, the classification of measures which are idempotent with re-
spect to the definable convolution product is one of the key problems, motivated by
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classical results which bind together closed subgroups and idempotent measures in
a bijective correspondence (cf., progressively extending the context, [KI40; Wen54;
Rud59; Gli59; Coh60; Pym62]).

The dynamical systems involving actions of automorphism groups got more at-
tention in the recent years (e.g. [KPR18; KNS19; KR20; HKP]). It is worth men-
tioning that the dynamical systems involving actions of closed (in the relatively
definable topology) subgroups of automorphism groups cover the case of the previ-
ously mentioned actions of definable groups. This is due to the so called affine sort
construction introduced in [GN08] and elaborated in Section 5 of [GHK25]. It turns
out that many results known in the definable group case have natural counterparts
for the action of automorphism groups – although the proofs often require some new
techniques (e.g. a variant of Newelski’s group chunk theorem for automorphisms,
cf. [GHK25, Theorem 7.25]). An interesting link between the definability patterns
introducd in [Hru19] and the topological dynamics of automorphism group actions
led to Theorem 4.9 in [GHK25], which served as the blueprint for definition of
the ∗-product in [GHK25] – a counterpart to, and a generalization of, the defin-
able convolution of measures in a definable group. Finally, the space of invariant
types equipped with the ∗-product forms a semigroup, which seems to encode cru-
cial data about the theory T , and we bring some evidence for that claim in the
following paper.

1.2. Definable groups versus automorphism groups. Let us come back for
a moment to the case of actions of a definable group. Assume that G is a group
definable in an L-theory T and M |= T contains all parameters from the definition
of G, and all types in SG(M) have unique global coheir extensions (e.g. this holds
for M = R as a field, and generally under NIP, if we pass to the Shelah expansion
M ext). In [New09], it was observed that under these assumptions, the natural action
of G(M) on SG(M) admits a (unique) extension to a left-continuous associative
operation ∗ (Newelski product) on SG(M), and more generally, if coheirs are not
unique, that we can find such an operation ∗ on the compact space Sfs

G(C,M) of
global types finitely satisfiable in M .

In terms of dynamics, what happens is that the space Sfs
G(C,M) (SG(M) assum-

ing the unique coheirs) can be considered as a G(M)-ambit (i.e. a G(M)-flow with
a distinguished point tp(e/C) with dense orbit) naturally isomorphic to its Ellis
semigroup, which is a compact left-continuous semigroup for any ambit. However ∗
can also be defined explicitly as p ∗ q = tp(a · b/C) for some b |= q and a |= p|Cb (cf.
[New12] and [Pil13]) – in other words, p ∗ q is obtained by applying the multiplica-
tion in G to the Morley product p⊗ q, and this formula gives us a left-continuous
semigroup operation on the larger (still compact) space Sinv

G (C,M) of global M -
invariant types concentrating on G, which – unlike its subsemigroup Sfs

G(C,M) –
is typically not at all a G(M)-ambit, so the existence of the semigroup operation
cannot be similarly explained via topological dynamics. Moreover, we have that
([Pil13, Fact 1.6]): (

E(SG(M), G(M)), ◦
) ∼= (Sfs

G(C,M), ∗)

(see also [New09], Fact 6.1 and Theorem 6.10 from [CG22] for other variants of
isomorphisms of the type as the one above).

Finally, this ∗ operation has an affine analogue in the form of definable convo-
lution of M -invariant Keisler measures, which yields the compact left semigroup



IDEMPOTENT AND INVARIANT MEASURES 3

Minv
G (C,M) and its subsemigroup Mfs

G(C,M) ([CG22; CG23]). Keisler measures
are often studied in relation to generic types (first defined in [Poi87]), which are
important in stability theory. Theory of generics generalizes nicely to the case of
simple theories and to the case of NIP with a definably amenable group ([CS18]),
so to a definable group G with a G-invariant Keisler measure.

As G-invariant Keisler measures are idempotent with respect to the definable
convolution, the natural next step in this line of research is to study idempotent
measures on a (type-)definable group G which is defined in a tame way (e.g. by
a generically stable type). In [CGK24], the following conjecture was studied (fim
measures are defined in Definition 2.11, but briefly, they are the measure counter-
part of the generically stable types):

Conjecture 1.1. Let G = G(C) be a definable group and µ ∈ Mdef
G (C,M) be fim

over M . We know that then the right stabilizer Stab(µ) of µ is type-definable over
M . Then the following are conjectured to be equivalent:

(1) µ is idempotent (with respect to definable convolution);
(2) µ is the unique right G-invariant (equivalently, the unique left G-invariant)

Keisler measure concentrated on Stab(µ).
In particular, there is a correspondence between idempotent fim measures in Minv

G (C,M)
and the so-called M -type-definable fim subgroups of G(C) (cf. [GHK25, Definition
2.24]).

The above conjecture is a way of translating [Pym62, Theorem A.4.1] (which says
that in a locally compact group, the convolution-idempotent regular measures are
exactly the Haar measures on compact subgroups) into the model-theoretic envi-
ronment and it was confirmed in several cases: for G definable in a stable theory,
for abelian G, for G definable in a NIP theory with additional assumption that the
measure in question is G00-invariant, and for types (i.e. Dirac measures) in rosy
theories.

Now, we move to the case of actions of automorphism groups. Consider a monster
model C |= T and some small M ⪯ C enumerated as m̄ ∈ M x̄. By Theorem 4.14
(and Theorem 4.9) from [GHK25], in NIP, we have:(

E(Sx̄(M),Aut(M)), ◦
) ∼= (Ssfs

m̄ (C,M), ∗),

where E(Sx̄(M),Aut(M)) is the Ellis group of Sx̄(M) (considered as an Aut(M)-
ambit, with the distinguished point tp(m̄/M)) and Ssfs

m̄ (C,M) stands for the global
types extending tp(m̄/∅) which are strongly finitely satisfiable in M (see [GHK25,
Definition 2.16]), and ∗ stands for the ∗-product (cf. Definitions 2.3 and 2.5). Again,
this definition of ∗ makes sense for M -invariant global types extending tp(m̄/∅)
and so (Sinv

m̄ (C,M), ∗) forms a left-continuous compact Hausdorff semigroup (cf.
Lemma 2.8). The definition of the ∗-product has an affine extension in the form of
the ∗-product of Borel M -definable Keisler measures concentrated on tp(m̄/∅) (see
Definition 2.3 for the details). The following conjecture, studied in [GHK25], is the
natural counterpart and a generalization of Conjecture 1.1 (via the aforementioned
affine sort construction, see the second paragraph of [GHK25, Section 6] for a more
detailed discussion):

Conjecture 1.2 (Idempotent Measure Conjecture). Let µ ∈ Mdef
m̄ (C,M) be fim

over M . We know from [GHK25, Lemma 2.26] that Stabl(µ) = Gπ,C for some
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partial type π(x̄; ȳ) ⊢ x̄ ≡∅ ȳ. Then it is conjectured that the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) µ is an idempotent;
(2) µ is the unique (left) Gπ,C-invariant measure in Minv

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M).

In particular, there is a correspondence between idempotent fim measures in Minv
m̄ (C,M)

and the so-called relatively m̄-type-definable over M fim subgroups of Aut(C).

The above conjecture puts some light on the structure of closed subgroups (in
the relatively definable topology) of Aut(C), thus it is interesting for studying au-
tomorphism groups. Mirroring the aforementioned results of [CGK24] for definable
groups, Conjecture 1.2 was confirmed in [GHK25] for stable theories, NIP theories
with additional assumption that the measure in question is KP-invariant, and types
in all rosy theories.

1.3. Results of this paper. We provide results on two topics, both related to the
structure of the semigroup (Sinv

m̄ (C,M), ∗): the Idempotent Measure Conjecture
and the decomposition of invariant measures in NIP.

Idempotent Measure Conjecture. We analyzed [Pym62], [CGK24] and [GHK25] to
notice some dependencies between the assumptions in the theorems confirming
Conjectures 1.1 and 1.2, leading to a proof of a variant of Conjecture 1.2 with
additional hypotheses in the form of Theorem 3.14. We also provide evidence that
this theorem is a reasonable stepping stone in the proof of a more refined version
of the full conjecture.

In more detail, we observe that (2) in Conjecture 1.2 can only hold if the support
of µ is a left-simple semigroup (see Corollary 3.10 and the surrounding discussion).
In [CGK24], left-simplicity of the support is equivalent to the support transitivity
for idempotent fim measures (cf. [CGK24, Proposition 3.51]). In fact, the support
is left-simple for all the confirmed instances of Conjecture 1.2 (see e.g. [CGK24,
Proposition 3.55], [GHK25, Theorem 6.31 and Corollary 8.25]).

Then we introduce property (♢), which is extracted from the proofs of the results
confirming Conjectures 1.1 and 1.2 in the stable case. Property (♢) is a property
of the measure µ related to invariance over small models, for instance it is true if
µ is Lascar-invariant (cf. Remark 3.11). Lemma 3.12 shows that (♢) follows from
(2) from Conjecture 1.2, and – as a partial converse – that left-simplicity of the
support together with (♢) and (1) imply (2) in that conjecture. We see that if
Conjecture 1.2 holds, then a measure µ which satisfies it nontrivially (i.e. satis-
fies (1) or (2)) must have property (♢). We obtain Theorem 3.14 (and its variant
for types, Theorem 3.16) which is a weaker variant of Conjecture 1.2 (with added
assumptions: (♢), left-simplicity of the support and replacing fim by superfim).
After that, we note that the already known results confirming Conjecture 1.2 are
instances of Theorems 3.14 and 3.16 (caveat: we do not claim to give new proofs
of those instances, only that the existing proofs can be seen as verifying the ad-
ditional hypotheses of Theorems 3.14 and 3.16). Therefore it is natural to ask if
the left-simplicity of the support and the property (♢) follow automatically (see
Questions 3.15, 3.17, 3.18).

Decomposition of invariant measures. The second part of the paper concerns invari-
ant Keisler measures in NIP theories, which are important subclass of idempotent
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measures. The main result here is Theorem 5.14, which gives a description of er-
godic Aut(C)-invariant measures for a countable NIP theory, analogous to the one
obtained in the definable group case in [CS18].

To do it, we define the notion of f-generic types for the action of automorphisms.
We base our definition on the results of [HKP] and then in Theorem 4.10 show
that f-generics (which in this case are simply the types not forking over ∅) form the
unique minimal left ideal in (Sinv

m̄ (C,M), ∗), mimicking the approach first developed
by the second author and Kyle Gannon for definably amenable groups in [GR25,
Section 3]. Then in Corollary 4.12, we provide a description of the semigroup
structure of the support of an idempotent measure which has an f-generic type in
its support – which is equivalent to being KP-invariant. A special role is played by
the map ρ : Sinv

m̄ (C,M) → GalKP(T ) given by tp(σ(m̄)/C) 7→ σ−1AutfKP(C
′), where

σ ∈ Aut(C′) and C′ ⪰ C is a bigger monster model. First of all, this map is injective
on the Ellis groups of (Sinv

m̄ (C,M), ∗) (by Theorem 4.10). Second, it is used in the
quite precise desciption of KP-invariant measures in NIP (Corollary 4.12). Finally,
the map ρ is crucial for the characterization of the ergodic measures in a countable,
amenable NIP theory. Roughly speaking, every such a measure is induced from the
normalized Haar measure on GalKP(T ) via a pullback along ρ to an Ellis group in
(Sinv

m̄ (C,M), ∗), see Definition 5.2 and Theorem 5.14. We see (Lemma 5.10) that, in
countable NIP theory, every invariant measure is built from these basic components
supported on Ellis groups of the minimal left ideal of f-generic types.

Let us comment here on a possible generalization. As we already mentioned,
the affine sort construction allows us to study definable groups as closed (in the
relatively definable topology) subgroups of Aut(C). In fact, we could try to provide
a more general description of ergodic measures in NIP, that is ergodic measures for
the action of a closed (in the relatively definable topology) subgroup of Aut(C). We
decided to not to do this for the sake of a more transparent exposition. Moreover,
the other most interesting case of such an action, i.e. the case of a definable group,
is already covered in [CS18], without the assumption about the countability of the
theory.

1.4. Structure. Section 2 contains the definition and some basic facts related to
the ∗-product and Keisler measures. Section 3 contains the results related to the
Idempotent Measure Conjecture. In Section 4 we study the notion of f-generics,
proving that under NIP, if they exist, they form the unique minimal left ideal in
Sinv
m̄ (C,M). The last section, Section 5, is about ergodic measures in NIP.

1.5. Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Krzysztof Krupiński for several
helpful discussions and finding a mistake in an early draft of the paper, and Kyle
Gannon for sharing his insight with the second author.

2. Preliminaries

Consider an L-theory T with monster model C and a bigger monster model
C′ ⪰ C. Fix a small model M ⪯ C and its enumeration m̄, an enumeration c̄ ⊇ m̄
of C and let n̄ with m̄ ⊆ n̄ ⊆ c̄ enumerate a model N with M ⪯ N ⪯ C (possibly
M = N or N = C). Consider tuples of variables x̄ and ȳ such that n̄ ∈ Cx̄ and
n̄ ∈ Cȳ. Furthermore, let us fix tuples of variables x̄′ ⊆ x̄ and ȳ′ ⊆ ȳ which
correspond to the tuple m̄ (note that in the case of n̄ = m̄ we have that x̄′ = x̄ and
ȳ′ = ȳ). Because ȳ is a tuple also corresponding to the enumeration of model N ,
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every formula ψ(x̄; b̄), with b̄ from C, can be re-arranged so that b̄ ∈ Cȳ. We will
often use this without further explanation.

We consider types extending the type tp(n̄/∅), i.e. a closed subset of the space
Sx̄(C) denoted by “Sn̄(C)”. In a similar way, we consider the space Mn̄(C) of Keisler
measures concentrated on the type tp(n̄/∅). More generally, if F (x̄) is a partial
type (with parameters from C) then SF (C) stands for the closed subset of Sx̄(C)
of global types extending the partial type F (x̄). There are other spaces involving
this notational rule, e.g. Minv

F (C,M) stands for the space of M -invariant Keisler
measures concentrated on the closed subset SF (C). We hope it is clear and does
not need further explanation.

W need a slight generalization of the definition of the ∗-product of Keisler mea-
sures from [GHK25], where we allow to have measures/types over longer tuple of
variables (e.g. over tuples enumerating C). Let us introduce the needed notions
now. The definition involves a map given as follows. For each type p(x̄) ∈ Sn̄(C)
there exists σ ∈ Aut(C′) such that p(x̄) = tp(σ(n̄)/C). Take b̄ ∈ Cȳ and consider
the following map

hb̄ : Sn̄(C) → Sȳ(N)

defined by:
hb̄ : tp(σ(n̄)/C) 7→ tp(σ−1(b̄)/N).

It turns out that hb̄ is a well-defined continuous map. For example, continuity
follows by

h−1
b̄

[θ(n̄; ȳ)] = [θ(x̄; b̄)] ⊆ Sn̄(C),

where θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L.

Remark 2.1. Let µ ∈ Mn̄(C), θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ. Then(
(hb̄)∗µ

)(
θ(n̄; ȳ)

)
= µ

(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
.

We recover the original setting of [GHK25] if N = M . However, there is a new
interesting case when N = C (and then n̄ = c̄) for which we define the inverse of a
Keisler measure:

Definition 2.2. For µ ∈ Mc̄(C), we set

µ−1 := (hc̄)∗µ ∈ Mȳ(C).

In fact, in the above definition, we have µ−1 ∈ Mc̄(C).
Now, let resM : Sx̄(N) → Sx̄(M) denote the standard restriction map. Some-

times, to keep track of the variables appearing in Keisler measures, we use a sub-
script: “µȳ” means that the measure µ is considered in variables ȳ. We consider the
Morley product ⊗ of Keisler measures (and the Morley product of invariant types)
and so-called fiber functions Fφ

µ . These, and many more, are standard notions in
the topic of Keisler measures. The reader may consult [Sim15a] or [Gan20] for a
nice exposition on Keisler measures.

Definition 2.3. Let µ ∈ Minv
x̄ (C,M) be Borel M -definable and let ν ∈ Mn̄(C) (in

variable x̄). We define a measure µ ∗ ν ∈ Mx̄(C) as follows:

(µ ∗ ν)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
:=

(
µx̄ ⊗

(
(hb̄)∗(νx̄)

)
ȳ

)(
θ(x̄; ȳ)

)
=

∫
q(ȳ)∈Sȳ(M)

F θ(x̄;ȳ)
µx̄

(q) d(resM )∗

((
(hb̄)∗(νx̄)

)
ȳ

)
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=

∫
q(x̄)∈Sx̄(C)

(
F θ(x̄;ȳ)
µx̄

◦ resM ◦hb̄
)
(q) dνx̄

=

∫
q(x̄)∈Sn̄(C)

(
F θ(x̄;ȳ)
µx̄

◦ resM ◦hb̄
)
(q) dνx̄

where b̄ ∈ Cȳ and φ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ Lx̄;ȳ.

Many properties of Keisler measures are preserved under ∗ (cf. Lemma 4.23 in
[GHK25] when working with the original definition). Here, we are interested in
forming some semigroup structures, thus we provide the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. If µ, ν ∈ Minv
n̄ (C,M) are Borel M -definable, then µ∗ν ∈ Minv

n̄ (C,M).

Proof. We omit the proof as it is a straightforward application of definitions (e.g.
see the proof of Lemma 4.23 in [GHK25]). □

The special case of ∗-product for types does not require to assume Borel defin-
ability due to the way the Morley product works for types. More precisely:

Definition 2.5. Let p(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M) and q(x̄) ∈ Sn̄(C) (not necessarily M -

invariant!), then we set:

(p ∗ q)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
:=

(
p(x̄)⊗ hb̄

(
q(x̄)

))
(θ(x̄; ȳ)

)
,

where b̄ ∈ Cȳ and φ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ Lx̄;ȳ (cf. Definition 4.28 in [GHK25]).

Let us note that hb̄(q) is not a global M -invariant type (the usual situation in
the definition of the Morley product for types), but the above definition still makes
sense due to the M -invariance of p.

If p is additionally Borel M -definable, then δp∗q = δp∗δq (the ∗-product for types
coincides with the ∗-product for measures). And similarly to the measure case
(Lemma 2.4), we have that p ∗ q ∈ Sinv

n̄ (C,M) provided p(x̄), q(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M).

We also have an alternative definition of the ∗-product when the right argument
is a type:

Proposition 2.6. Let µ ∈ Minv
x̄ (C,M) be Borel M -definable, p(x̄) ∈ Sinv

n̄ (C,M)
(not necessarily Borel M -definable) and let q(x̄) ∈ Sn̄(C) with q = tp(τ(n̄)/C) for
some τ ∈ Aut(C′). Then

µ ∗ q = τ(µ|C′)|C, and (Def. 2.3)
p ∗ q = τ(p|C′)|C (Def. 2.5)

(where µ|C′ and p|C′ stand for the unique M -invariant extensions over C′).

Proof. For µ, fix θ(x̄; b̄) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ. By Definition 2.3 we obtain

(µ ∗ q)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
= µ|C′

(
θ
(
x̄; τ−1(b̄)

))
=

(
τ(µ|C′)

)(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
For p, we can argue analogously (see also [GHK25, Proposition 4.29]). □

The following observation follows immediately.

Corollary 2.7. For every Borel M -definable µ ∈ Minv
x̄ (C,M), every p ∈ Sinv

n̄ (C,M)
and every σ ∈ Aut(C), we have

σ · µ = µ ∗ tp(σ(n̄)/C), and (Def. 2.3)
σ · p = p ∗ tp(σ(n̄)/C). (Def. 2.5)
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Lemma 2.8. We have that (Sinv
n̄ (C,M), ∗) forms a Hausdorff compact left-continuous

semigroup. In the case of n̄ = m̄, the type tp(m̄/C) is its neutral element.

Proof. Naturally Sinv
n̄ (C,M) is Hausdorff and compact as a closed subset of Sx̄(C).

Left-continuity of ∗ follows by left-continuity of the Morley product. Alternatively,
one can argue as follows. Let q, p, pi ∈ Sinv

n̄ (C,M), where i ∈ I, and q = tp(τ(n̄)/C)
for some τ ∈ Aut(C′). Assume that (pi)i∈I converges to p and assume that p ∗
q ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)] for some θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ. The last thing is equivalent to
θ(x̄; τ−1(b̄)) ∈ p|C′ .

Let ȳ0 be a finite subtuple of ȳ, such that all the variables from the tuple ȳ
appearing in θ occur already among ȳ0. Let b̄0 be restriction of tuple b̄ to variables
ȳ0 ⊆ ȳ, i.e. b̄0 := b̄|ȳ0

. Abusing the notation, we can write θ(x̄; b̄0) in the place
of θ(x̄; b̄). Now, let d̄0 ≡M τ−1(b̄0) be a tuple from C. Because p is M -invariant,
we have that θ(x̄; d̄0) ∈ p. This means that there exists i0 ∈ I such that for every
i ⩾ i0 we have θ(x̄; d̄0) ∈ pi. Hence pi ∗ q ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)] for every i ⩾ i0, and so
limi pi ∗ q ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)].

The associativity of ∗ follows by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition
4.33 from [GHK25]. Checking that tp(m̄/C) is the neutral element is easy and so
we skip it. □

Remark 2.9. Let µ ∈ Minv
x̄ (C,M) be Borel M -definable and let ν ∈ Mn̄(C). For

every θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ, we have

(µ ∗ ν)(θ(x̄; b̄)) =
∫
Sn̄(C)

(µ ∗ q)(θ(x̄; b̄)) dν(q).

Proof. Simply note that (µ ∗ q)(θ(x̄; b̄)) =
(
F

θ(x̄;ȳ)
µx̄ ◦ resM ◦hb̄

)
(q) and so:

(µ ∗ ν)(θ(x̄; b̄)) =
∫

q∈Sn̄(C)

(
F θ(x̄;ȳ)
µx̄

◦ resM ◦hb̄(q)
)
dνȳ =

∫
q∈Sn̄(C)

(µ ∗ q)(θ(x̄; b̄)) dν(q).

□

In the following fact, the key assumption is that we consider a partial type in
small tuple of variables (i.e. in x̄′):

Fact 2.10 (improved Lemma 6.5 from [GHK25]). Consider a partial ∅-type F (x̄′; ȳ′) ⊢
x̄′ ≡∅ ȳ

′ and let µ ∈ Minv
n̄ (C,M) be Borel M -definable. The following are equiva-

lent:
(1) GF,C · µ = {µ},
(2) µ ∗

(
SF (x̄′;m̄)(C)

)
= {µ},

(3) µ ∗ {tp(σ(n̄)/C) : σ ∈ GF,C} = {µ}.
Proof. For (1)⇒(2), we follow the argument as in the proof of Lemma 6.5 in
[GHK25]. Then, (2)⇒(3) is obvious. To obtain (3)⇒(1), we use Corollary 2.7. □

The following family of measures was introduced in [HPS13] and generalizes
dfs measures (definable and finitely satisfiable). Moreover, for types the following
property coincides with generic stability [CG20, Proposition 3.2].

Definition 2.11. Let µ ∈ Minv
x̄ (C,M) be Borel-definable. We say that µ is a

fim measure over M (a frequency interpretation measure over M) if for any fi-
nite x̄′ ⊆ x̄ and L-formula φ(x̄′; ȳ) there exists a sequence of L(M)-formulas
(θn(x̄1, . . . , x̄n))1⩽n<ω such that |x̄i| = |x̄′| and:



IDEMPOTENT AND INVARIANT MEASURES 9

(1) for any ϵ > 0, there exists some integer nϵ such that for every n ⩾ nϵ and
every ā = (ā1, . . . , ān) ∈ C(x̄1,...,x̄n) with |= θn(ā) we have

sup
b∈Cȳ

|Av(ā)(φ(x̄′; b̄))− µ(φ(x̄′; b̄))| < ϵ,

(2) limn→∞ µ(n)(θn(x̄1, . . . , x̄n)) = 1.

We say that a fim measure µ ∈ Minv
x̄ (C,M) is super-fim over M if µ(n) is fim for

every n ≥ 1.

Note that super-fim coincides with fim for Keisler measures in NIP theories
([HPS13]) and for types in NTP2 theories ([CGH23a]).

Remark 2.12. If µ ∈ Mn̄(C) is fim over M [superfim over M ] then µ|C′ is fim over
M [superfim over M ].

Proof. This is clear by the definition: L(M)-formulas witnessing fim over M for
µ(n), witness fim over for the extension µ(n)|C′ , where n < ω. □

Proposition 2.13. Let µ, ν ∈ Minv
c̄ (C,M) be such that µ is fim over M and ν−1

is Borel M -definable. Then

µ ∗ ν = (ν−1 ∗ µ−1)−1.

Proof. First, we note that µx̄ =
(
(µx̄)

−1
ȳ

)−1

x̄
. We already defined (µx̄)

−1
ȳ as pushfor-

ward (hc̄)∗µ along hc̄ : Sc̄(C) → Sȳ(C) (taking types in variable x̄ to types in variable
ȳ). Then,

(
(µx̄)

−1
ȳ

)−1

x̄
is defined in the same way after exchanging roles of x̄ and ȳ,

i.e.
(
(µx̄)

−1
ȳ

)−1

x̄
is pushforward (h′c̄)∗(µ

−1) along h′c̄ : Sc̄(C) → Sx̄(C) (taking types
in variable ȳ to types in variable x̄), given by h′c̄

(
tp(σ(c̄/C))

)
= tp

(
σ−1(c̄)/C

)
,

where σ ∈ Aut(C′). Of course, hc̄ ◦ h′c̄ = idSc̄(C) and so µx̄ =
(
(µx̄)

−1
ȳ

)−1

x̄
.

Let θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L. We use Theorem 5.16 from [CGH23b] (i.e. commutativity of fim
measures in the Morley product):(

µx̄ ∗ νx̄
)(
θ(x̄; c̄)

)
=

(
µx̄ ⊗

(
(hc̄)∗(νx̄)

)
ȳ

)(
θ(x̄; ȳ)

)
= (µx̄ ⊗ ν−1

ȳ )
(
θ(x̄; ȳ)

)
= (ν−1

ȳ ⊗ µx̄)
(
θ(x̄; ȳ)

)
=

(
ν−1
ȳ ⊗

(
(µx̄)

−1
ȳ

)−1

x̄

)(
θ(x̄; ȳ)

)
=

(
ν−1
ȳ ∗ µ−1

ȳ

)(
θ(c̄; ȳ)

)
=

(
ν−1
ȳ ∗ µ−1

ȳ

)−1(
θ(x̄; c̄)

)
□

3. Idempotent measure conjecture

Recall that a relatively m̄-type-definable over M subgroup G of Aut(C), i.e.
G = {σ ∈ Aut(C) : |= π(x̄′; m̄)} for some partial type π(x̄′; ȳ′) over ∅, is (left)
fim (over M) if there exists a (left) G-invariant fim measure in Minv

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M).
One of the main goals of [GHK25] (and also of [CGK24]) is to study the following
conjecture (where n̄ = m̄ and x̄′ = x̄):
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Conjecture 3.1 (Idempotent Measure Conjecture). Let µ ∈ Mdef
m̄ (C,M) be fim

over M . We know from [GHK25, Lemma 2.26] that Stabl(µ) = Gπ,C for some
partial type π(x̄, ȳ) ⊢ x̄ ≡∅ ȳ. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) µ is an idempotent.
(2) µ is the unique (left) Gπ,C-invariant measure in Minv

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M).

In particular, there is a correspondence between idempotent fim measures in Minv
m̄ (C,M)

and relatively m̄-type-definable over M fim subgroups of Aut(C).

The conjecture holds in all stable theories [GHK25, Corollary 8.25] and for types
(i.e. Dirac measures) in all rosy (in particular in all simple and in all o-minimal)
theories [GHK25, Corollary 6.21]. We already know that the implication (2)⇒(1)
follows easily even without the fim assumption [GHK25, Corollary 6.7]. The difficult
part is the implication (1)⇒(2). In (2) uniqueness follows automatically from the
assumption that µ is fim over M (in an arbitrary theory for fim types and for
superfim measures, in particular, in NIP for measures, see [GHK25, Propostion
6.10] and [GHK25, Corollary 6.13]. Therefore the main task in showing the above
conjecture is to show that for idempotent fim measures we have supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄; m̄)].
We will investigate this here by looking at minimal left ideals.

Recall that
∗ : Sinv

n̄ (C,M)× Sinv
n̄ (C,M) → Sinv

n̄ (C,M)

defines a Hausdorff compact left-continuous semigroup. We can apply classical
results, e.g. Fact A.8 from [Rze18], to note that there exist minimal left ideals in
(Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗), each of them is closed and contains an idempotent.
In the case of amenable NIP theories, the entire semigroup (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗) con-
tains a unique minimal left ideal, namely the ideal of types which do not fork
over ∅ (we will understand more of the structure of this ideal later on, cf. Propo-
sition 4.5 and Theorem 4.10). For the general case (i.e. perhaps a non-amenable,
perhaps non-NIP theory), we look for unique minimal left ideals not in the entire
semigroup (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗), but in sub-semigroups given by supports of idempotent
Keisler measures.

3.1. Supports and stabilizers. Let us fix µ ∈ Mdef
n̄ (C,M) with supp(µ) ⊆

Sinv
n̄ (C,M) (e.g. µ is fim over M). We set:

S := supp(µ),

Stabl(µ) := {σ ∈ Aut(C) : σ · µ = µ},
Stabr(µ) := {q ∈ Sn̄(C) : µ ∗ q = µ}.

Remark 3.2. Stabr(µ) is closed subset of Sn̄(C).

Proof. Because µ is M -definable, we note that (µ ∗ −) : Sn̄(C) → Mn̄(C) is contin-
uous. Indeed, if q ∈ Sn̄(C), θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L, b̄ ∈ Cȳ and r, s ∈ R then

(µ ∗ q)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
∈ (r, s) ⇐⇒

(
F θ(x̄;ȳ)
µ ◦ hb̄

)
(q) ∈ (r, s),

and both F
θ(x̄;ȳ)
µ and hb̄ are continuous. It follows immediately that Stabr(µ) is

closed. □

Proposition 3.3. If additionally µ ∗ µ = µ, then (S, ∗) is a Hausdorff compact
left-continuous semigroup with no proper closed two-sided ideals.
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Proof. We notice that the proof of Proposition 8.2 from [GHK25] works well in our
situation (i.e. with tuple n̄ in the place of tuple m̄), and so we have that S ∗S ⊆ S.
Thus clearly (S, ∗) is a Hausdorff compact left-continuous semigroup.

The proof of Theorem 8.8 from [GHK25] works in our situation as well, and so
we conclude that (S, ∗) has no proper closed two-sided ideals (i.e. S is simple). □

Remark 3.4. Assume that µ ∗ µ = µ. By the preceding remark, it follows that
(S, ∗) is left simple if and only if it has a unique minimal left ideal (for the nontrivial
direction, notice that if the minimal left ideal is unique, it is also a right ideal).

Fact 3.5. By Lemma 2.26 from [GHK25] (in fact, by its slight modification taking
into account that x̄ might be a long tuple, different from x̄′) there is a partial ∅-type
π(x̄′; ȳ′) ⊢ x̄′ ≡∅ ȳ

′ (recall that x̄′ corresponds to the tuple m̄ and ȳ′ is its copy)
such that

Stabl(µ) = Gπ,C = {σ ∈ Aut(C) : |= π(σ(m̄); m̄)}.

Let us fix partial ∅-type π(x̄′; ȳ′) as in the above fact.

Remark 3.6. We have that Stabl(µ|C′) = Gπ,C′ = {σ ∈ Aut(C′) : |= π(σ(m̄); m̄)}.

Proposition 3.7. [π(x̄′; m̄)] ⊆ Stabr(µ).

Proof. We take q = tp(σ(n̄)/C) ∈ [π(x̄′; m̄)] with σ ∈ Aut(C′). Then σ ∈ Gπ,C′ and
so σ ∈ Stabl(µ|C′). For every L-formula θ(x̄; ȳ) and parameter b̄ ∈ Cȳ we have(

µ ∗ tp
(
σ(n̄)/C

))(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
= µ|C′

(
θ(x̄;σ−1(b̄))

)
= (σ · µ|C′)

(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
= µ

(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
and we see that µ ∗ q = µ, i.e. q ∈ Stabr(µ). □

Lemma 3.8. If µ ∗ µ = µ and L is a minimal left ideal of S = supp(µ). Then:
• for each q ∈ L, we have supp(µ ∗ q) ⊆ L,
• if L ∩ Stabr(µ) ̸= ∅, then S = L.

Proof. Let L be a minimal left ideal of S, let q ∈ L. Then S∗q = L. By Proposition
8.3 from [GHK25] (again, its slight modification to work with possibly longer tuple
n̄ in the place of m̄), we have that supp(µ ∗ q) is contained in the closure of S ∗ q,
which is contained in L.

Now, if q ∈ L ∩ Stabr(µ), then we have immediately that

S = supp(µ) = supp(µ ∗ q) ⊆ L ⊆ S. □

Theorem 4.1 from [Pym62] states that a measure on a left-simple kernel (a type
of topological semigroup) is idempotent if and only if it is right invariant over its
support. We adapted this idea in the following theorem, where the aforementioned
properties are placed in a bit different order:

Theorem 3.9. Let µ ∈ Mdef
n̄ (C,M) be idempotent with supp(µ) ⊆ Sinv

n̄ (C,M).
The following are equivalent

(1) supp(µ) ⊆ Stabr(µ),
(2) supp(µ) is left-simple, equivalently (by Remark 3.4) it has a unique minimal

left ideal L (and then supp(µ) = L).
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Proof. (1) implies (2) immediately by Lemma 3.8.
Now, assume (2). Consider a formula θ(x̄; ȳ) and a parameter b̄ ∈ Cx̄. The

following function
D : S ∋ q 7→ (µ ∗ q)(θ(x̄; b̄))

is continuous. Assume that D achieves its maximum at q0 ∈ S. Then, by Propo-
sition 8.7 from [GHK25] (more precisely, by its variant for tuple n̄), we have that
D(p∗q0) = D(q0) for every p ∈ S. By (2) it follows that S = S∗q0, so D is constant
on S.

Fix q ∈ S and note that

µ
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
= (µ ∗ µ)

(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
=

∫
p∈S

(µ ∗ p)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
dµ(p)

=

∫
p∈S

D(p) dµ(p) = D(q) = (µ ∗ q)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
.

Because θ(x̄; b̄) was arbitrary, we see that µ ∗ q = µ for every q ∈ S. Hence
supp(µ) = S ⊆ Stabr(µ). □

Recall that to prove Conjecture 3.1, we need to show that supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄′; m̄)].
By combining Proposition 3.7 with Theorem 3.9, we have the following picture

supp(µ)

⊆ ⇐⇒ left-simple

[π(x̄′; m̄)]
⊆

Stabr(µ)

yielding as a corollary:

Corollary 3.10. If supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄′; m̄)] (i.e. if µ is support transitive in the
terminology of [CGK24, Definition 3.46]), then supp(µ) is left-simple.

Therefore, we consider replacing the original first point in Conjecture 3.1 with
the following:

(1) µ is idempotent and supp(µ) is left-simple.

3.2. Restrictions and summary. In this subsection we focus on Conjecture 3.1,
thus we ease the notation by setting n̄ = m̄ (and so x̄ = x̄′). Recall that µ ∈
Mdef

m̄ (C,M) and supp(µ) ⊆ Sinv
m̄ (C,M).

We introduce the following property:

(♢)
(
∀σ ∈ Aut(C′), tp(σ(m̄)/C) ∈ supp(µ)

)(
µ|C′ is σ−1[M ]-invariant

)
Remark 3.11. A standard argument shows that if µ is Lascar-invariant then so is
µ|C′ , which trivially implies (♢) for µ.

Lemma 3.12. (1) If supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄; m̄)] then (♢).
(2) Assume that µ be idempotent, superfim over M with left-simple supp(µ),

then the converse holds as well, i.e. supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄; m̄)] and (♢) are
equivalent.

Proof. Let σ ∈ Aut(C′) be such that tp(σ(m̄)/C) ∈ supp(µ).
First, assume supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄; m̄)], it means that σ ∈ Gπ,C′ . Hence σ ·µ|C′ = µ|C′

(by Remark 3.6) and so σ · µ|C′ is M -invariant. Thus µ|C′ is σ−1[M ]-invariant.
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For the proof of the second point, assume (♢), in particular µ|C′ is σ−1[M ]-
invariant. By Theorem 3.9, we know that supp(µ) ⊆ Stabr(µ). If θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L then,
by Proposition 2.6,

µ
(
θ(x̄; m̄)

)
=

(
µ ∗ tp

(
σ(m̄)/C

))(
θ(x̄; m̄)

)
= µ|C′

(
θ(x̄;σ−1(m̄))

)
= (σ · µ|C′)

(
θ(x̄; m̄)

)
.

Therefore (µ|C′)|M = µ|M = (σ · µ|C′)|M .
Because µ|C′ is σ−1[M ]-invariant, σ ·µ|C′ must be M -invariant. Because σ ·µ|C′ is

Borel definable (as a shift of a Borel M -definable measure) and M -invariant, σ ·µ|C′

is Borel M -definable by Corollary 2.2 from [CGH23b].
Because µ|C′ is superfim over M by Remark 2.12 and Borel M -definable, and

σ·µ|C′ is BorelM -definable, we may use Lemma 6.12 from [GHK25] to conclude that
(µ|C′)|M = (σ·µ|C′)|M implies µ|C′ = σ·µ|C′ . It means that σ ∈ Stabl(µ|C′) = Gπ,C′ .
Therefore tp(σ(m̄)/C) ∈ [π(x̄′; m̄)] as expected. □

Lemma 3.13. Suppose µ ∈ Mdef
m̄ (C,M) is a superfim over M and idempotent. We

know that Stabl(µ) = Gπ,C for some partial type π(x̄, ȳ) ⊢ x̄ ≡∅ ȳ. Consider the
following conditions:

(1) µ satisfies (♢),
(2) supp(µ) is left-simple (equivalently, supp(µ) ⊆ Stabr(µ)),
(3) supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄; m̄)],
(4) µ is the unique (left) Gπ,C-invariant measure in MBorel

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M).
Then (1)∧(2) is equivalent to each of (3) and (4).

Proof. Notice that (4) contains (3), while (3) implies (4), by [GHK25, Corollary
6.13]. The equivalence in (2) holds by by Theorem 3.9. To see that (3) implies (2)
we combine Proposition 3.7 with Theorem 3.9. By Lemma 3.12, we have that (3)
implies (1), and moreover (1)∧(2) implies (3). Putting these implications together
finishes the proof. □

Theorem 3.14. Let µ ∈ Mdef
m̄ (C,M) be superfim over M and let (♢) hold. We

know from [GHK25, Lemma 2.26] that Stabl(µ) = Gπ,C for some partial type
π(x̄, ȳ) ⊢ x̄ ≡∅ ȳ. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) µ is an idempotent and supp(µ) is left-simple.
(2) µ is the unique (left) Gπ,C-invariant measure in MBorel

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M).

Proof. As was already mentioned, (2) implies that µ is idempotent by [GHK25,
Lemma 6.5 and Proposition 6.6]. The conclusion follows easily by Lemma 3.13. □

There are 4 differences between the statement of Theorem 3.14 and Conjec-
ture 3.1:

(1) Considering the space MBorel
π(x̄;m̄)(C,M) instead of Minv

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M) in the sec-
ond point.
This technical assumption is natural outside of the NIP context.

(2) The measure µ is superfim over M instead of being fim over M .
In case of the NIP theories, the class of superfim measures coincides with
the class of fim measures. Under NTP2, for types, the class of superfim (i.e.
super generically stable) types coincides with the class of fim (generically
stable) types. Thus most of the special cases of Conjecture 3.1 confirmed
in [CGK24; GHK25] (except for the case of abelian type-definable group,
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cf. [CGK24, Theorem 3.45] and the case of types in rosy theories [GHK25,
Corollary 6.21]) fall into the superfim case.

(3) Property (♢) holds.
This is a new assumption. However, by Lemma 3.12(1), we see that every
(idempotent) measure for which Conjecture 3.1 holds (and every so-called
generically transitive measure) must satisfy (♢).

(4) In the first point, the measure µ is assumed to have left-simple support.
See the discussion at the end of the previous subsection, where we argue
that left-simplicity of supp(µ) is necessary to have supp(µ) ⊆ [π(x̄; m̄)]
which is the main difficulty in showing that (1)⇒(2) in Conjecture 3.1.
One of the main cases for which Conjecture 3.1 is confirmed is the case of
stable theories, and in stable theories left-simplicity of supp(µ) holds (cf.
Proposition 8.18 in [GHK25]).

Question 3.15. Let µ ∈ Minv
m̄ (C,M) be fim over M [superfim over M ], idempotent

and let supp(µ) be left-simple. Does (♢) follow?

Note that if the answer to Question 3.15 is positive, then in Theorem 3.14, we can
drop the (♢) hypothesis.

Now, let us see how the main confirmed cases of Conjecture 3.1 for measures can
be recovered using Theorem 3.14.

• Stable case (cf. [CG22, Theorem 5.8], [CGK24, Proposition 3.55] and [GHK25,
Corollary 8.25])
In the stable case, all invariant measures over models are definable (in par-
ticular Borel definable), so (1) makes no difference. As mentioned earlier,
superfim coincides with fim for stable theories (both for types and mea-
sures), so difference (2) vanishes. By Proposition 8.18 from [GHK25], also
difference (4) vanishes. Property (♢) is new, but it was obtained in the
proof of [GHK25, Lemma 8.21] ((♢) corresponds to σ · µ̂|M not forking
over M there), where Newelski’s Group Chunk Theorem for automorphism
groups was applied, cf. [GHK25, Theorem 7.25].

• NIP+KP-invariant case (cf. [CG23, Theorem 4.11]), [GHK25, Corollary
6.32, Theorem 6.31])
Here we consider Conjecture 3.1 with the additional assumption that µ is
KP-invariant (AutfKP(C)-invariant). Again, by NIP, M -invariant measure
is Borel definable (corresponding to (1)) and superfim coincides with fim
(cf. (2)). Then, if µ is KP-invariant, it is Lascar-invariant and (♢) follows
(by Remark 3.11, i.e. (3)). Moreover, we will see later that KP-invariance
implies that supp(µ) is left-simple (see the proof of Corollary 4.13 and
Corollary 4.12(3)), which corresponds to (4).

Now, we will restate Theorem 3.14 separately for the case of types, where we can
make several simplifications.

Theorem 3.16. Let p ∈ Sinv
m̄ (C,M) be generically stable over M and let (♢) hold

(for µ = p). We know that Stab(p) = Gπ,C for some partial type π(x̄, ȳ) ⊢ x̄ ≡∅ ȳ.
Then the following are equivalent:

(1) p is an idempotent.
(2) p is the unique (left) Gπ,C-invariant type in Sinv

π(x̄;m̄)(C,M).
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Proof. Again, we have that (2)⇒(1) follows by [GHK25, Lemma 6.5] and [GHK25,
Proposition 6.6].

Now, let us assume (1). Obviously, supp(δp) is left-simple. We would like to use
Lemma 3.12, but for that p needs to be superfim. However, we can follow the proof
of Lemma 3.12(2) to notice that in the case of types we do not need to assume
that p is superfim. Indeed, the only place where we need it is the use of [GHK25,
Lemma 6.12] and instead of that we can use [PT11, Proposition 2.1(iv)] which gives
the same conclusion for generically stable types. The uniqueness in (2) follows by
[GHK25, Proposition 6.10]. □

[CGK24, Proposition 2.37] and in [GHK25, Corollary 6.21] show that Conjec-
ture 3.1 holds for types in rosy theories. By Lemma 3.12, we have that every idem-
potent fim measure in a rosy theory satisfies (♢). And again, showing property (♢)
was crucial for the proofs of [CGK24, Proposition 2.37] (see also Proposition 2.30
there) and in [GHK25, Corollary 6.21].

Question 3.17. Let p ∈ Sinv
m̄ (C,M) be idempotent and fim over M . Does (♢)

follow?

We see that to show Conjecture 3.1 we need to study Questions 3.15 and 3.17.
Removing the assumption on left-simplicity in the first point of Theorem 3.14 might
be possible due to the stability hidden behind the notion of a fim/superfim mea-
sure/type:

Question 3.18. Let µ ∈ Minv
m̄ (C,M) be fim over M [superfim over M ] and idem-

potent. Is supp(µ) left-simple?

4. F-generics

In this section, we define the notion of f-generics. After that, we observe good
properties of the ∗-product when f-generics are involved. In NIP, this leads to results
on the minimal ideals of the semigroup (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗) and better understanding of
semigroup structure of the support of an idempotent Keisler measures.

4.1. f-generics and minimal ideals. We start with introducing the notion of
f-generics and showing that they form a minimal left ideal (provided they exist in
a NIP theory T ).

Recall that M ⪯ N ⪯ C, m̄ ∈ M x̄′
enumerates M , m̄ ⊆ n̄ ∈ N x̄ enumerates N ,

and x̄′ ⊆ x̄. Moreover, C′ ⪯ C′′ are a larger and larger monster models containing
C. We define the following map

ρ : Sn̄(C) → GalLasc(T )

ρ(tp(σ(n̄)/C)) := σ−1AutfLasc(C
′)

and its variant, denoted ρ′ : Sn̄(C
′) → GalLasc(T ), with C′ ⪯ C′′ in the place of

C ⪯ C′. Note that ρ : Sn̄(C) → GalKP(T ) for T being G-compact.
Moreover, recall that Stabl(µ) := {σ ∈ Aut(C) : σ∗µ = µ}, where µ ∈ M(C). In

particular, Stabl(p) = {σ ∈ Aut(C) : σ · p = p} for p ∈ S(C).

Proposition 4.1. If p is a global type extending the type of a model (e.g. p(x̄) ∈
Sn̄(C)) then Stabl(p) ⩽ AutfLasc(C) ⩽ AutfKP(C).

Proof. The natural surjection from types to the Galois group is Aut(C)-equivariant,
and the stabiliser of any point in Gal(T ) is AutfL(C). □
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Remark 4.2. Let (x̄) ∈ Sn̄(C). Assuming NIP, the following are equivalent by
[HKP, Fact 2.22] (based on [HP11, Proposition 2.11]):

(1) p does not fork over ∅,
(2) the orbit Aut(C) · p is bounded,
(3) p is Lascar-invariant (i.e. AutfL(C) ⩽ Stabl(p)

and so AutfL(C) = Stabl(p) by Proposition 4.1),
(4) p is KP-invariant (i.e. AutfKP(C) ⩽ Stabl(p)

and so AutfKP(C) = AutfL(C) = Stabl(p) by Proposition 4.1).
Without NIP, we have that (4)⇒(3)⇔(2)⇒(1). Indeed, we have that (2)⇔(3) by
[HKP, Fact 4.4], (4)⇒(3) is trivial, and (2)⇒(1) is standard. Note also that trivially
(3)⇔(4) in G-compact theories, in particular (3)⇔(4) in amenable theories by the
main result of [HKP] (i.e. amenable theories are G-compact).

One could try to use Proposition 4.5 from [HKP] to show that (2)⇒(4) in Re-
mark 4.2, but for that we should know that Stabl(p) is relatively type-definable sub-
group of Aut(C) (which is the case for definable types, cf. Lemma 2.26 in [GHK25]).

Definition 4.3. We say that p(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M) is (left) f-generic if its (Aut(C)-

)orbit is bounded, equivalently, its left stabiliser is equal to AutfL(C). Let fGen ⊆
Sinv
n̄ (C,M) denote the set of all f-generic types in Sinv

n̄ (C,M).

Proposition 4.4. (NIP) A theory T is amenable if and only if f-generics (in the
sense of Definition 4.3) exist.

Proof. Simply combine Remark 4.2 (or [HKP, Fact 2.22]) and [HKP, Fact 2.23]. □

Proposition 4.5. (NIP) If µ ∈ Mn̄(C) is an Aut(C)-invariant measure, then every
type in the support of µ is f-generic.

Proof. Let p(x̄) be a type in the support of µ. Then p does not fork over ∅ by a
standard argument, and so by Remark 4.2 it is f-generic. □

Lemma 4.6. Let p(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M) be an f-generic. Then p|C′ is an f-generic,

i.e. Stabl(p|C′) = AutfLasc(C
′). Consequently, ρ′ is injective on the Aut(C′)-orbit

of p|C′ .

Proof. It suffices to show that if b̄1 ≡Lasc b̄2, then φ(x̄, b̄1) ∈ p|C′ if and only
if φ(x̄, b̄2) ∈ p|C′ . Let c̄1, c̄2 ∈ C be such that b̄j ≡M c̄j for j = 1, 2. Then,
c̄1 ≡Lasc b̄1 ≡Lasc b̄2 ≡Lasc c̄2, and since p|C′ ⊇ p isM -invariant and p is AutfLasc(C)-
invariant, we have that

φ(x̄, b̄1) ∈ p|C′ ⇔ φ(x̄, c̄1) ∈ p⇔ φ(x̄, c̄2) ∈ p⇔ φ(x̄, b̄2) ∈ p|C′

To prove the injectivity, consider σ′, τ ′ ∈ Aut(C′) such that

ρ′(p|C′)(σ′)−1AutfLasc(C
′) = ρ′(σ′ ·p|C′) = ρ′(τ ′ ·p|C′) = ρ′(p|C′)(τ ′)−1AutfLasc(C

′).

Hence, (τ ′)−1σ′ ∈ AutfLasc(C
′) = Stabl(p|C′) and

τ ′ · p|C′ = τ ′ ·
(
(τ ′)−1σ′) · p|C′ = σ′ · p|C′ . □

Lemma 4.7. Suppose p(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M) is f-generic, σ ∈ Aut(C). Let q0 :=

tp(σ(m̄)/M) and let q be any extension of q0 in Sn̄(C) (e.g. q can be a coheir of
tp(σ(n̄)/M)). Then we have σ · p = p ∗ q.
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Proof. Let τ ∈ Aut(C′) be such that q = tp(τ(n̄)/C), and let σ′ ∈ Aut(C′) be an
arbitrary extension of σ.

Note that by the choice of q0, the image of τ in GalLasc(T ) (via the quotient map
Aut(C′) → Aut(C′)/AutfLasc(C

′)) is the same as the image of σ′. Then

ρ′(τ · p|C′) = ρ′(p|C′) · τ−1AutfLasc(C
′) = ρ(p) · (σ′)−1AutfLasc(C

′) = ρ′(σ′ · p|C′).

Since ρ′ is injective on the orbit of p|C′ and we have σ′ ·p|C′ = (σ ·p)|C′ , it follows
that (σ · p)|C′ = τ · p|C′ Hence (σ · p)|C′ = τ · p|C′ = (p ∗ q)|C′ . □

Corollary 4.8. If p(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M) is f-generic then Aut(C) · p = p ∗ Sinv

n̄ (C,M).

Proof. ⊆ is immediate by Lemma 4.7.
For ⊇, take any q ∈ Sinv

n̄ (C,M) and let σ ∈ Aut(C) be such that tp(σ(m̄)/M) =
q|x̄′,M . Then by Lemma 4.7, σ · p = p ∗ q. □

Corollary 4.9. Let p ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M), then the following are equivalent:

(1) p is f-generic,
(2) p ∗ Sn̄(C) is bounded.

Proof. The first condition implies the second by Lemma 4.7. The converse follows
immediately from Corollary 2.7. □

Theorem 4.10. If T is an amenable NIP theory then:
(1) the set fGen is a two-sided ideal of (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗),
(2) for each p(x̄) ∈ fGen, we have that p ∗ Sinv

n̄ (C,M) = Aut(C) · p is an Ellis
group in Sinv

n̄ (C,M) (in particular, it is a minimal right ideal),
(3) fGen is the unique minimal left ideal in (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗),
(4) the Ellis groups in (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗) are exactly the Aut(C)-orbits of f-generic
types,

(5) the map ρ : Sinv
n̄ (C,M) → GalKP(T ) is injective on Ellis groups in (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗).

Proof. Being left ideal in (1) follows by Corollary 4.9, and being right ideal follows
by Corollary 4.8 and the definition of an f-generic.

Now, we argue for (2). Take any f-generic p(x̄) ∈ Sinv
n̄ (C,M). Then by Corol-

lary 4.8, Aut(C) · p is a right ideal in (Sinv
n̄ (C,M), ∗), so it contains a minimal

idempotent u = σ0 · p (i.e. u ∗ Sinv
n̄ (C,M) is a minimal right ideal). Then u is also

f-generic and Aut(C) ·p = Aut(C) ·u and u∗Sinv
n̄ (C,M) = p∗Sinv

n̄ (C,M), so without
loss of generality p = u.

Note that for each q ∈ Aut(C) · u, we have q ∗ u = q. Indeed, let τ ∈ Aut(C) be
such that tp(τ(m̄)/M) ⊆ u. By Lemma 4.7 we have

ρ(u) = ρ(u ∗ u) = ρ(τ · u) = ρ(u)τ−1AutfKP(C),

hence τ ∈ AutfKP (C). As q is an f-generic, we have q ∗ u = τ · q (by Lemma 4.7).
Then, since τ ∈ AutfKP (C) and q is f-generic, τ · q = q.

It follows that Aut(C) · u = (Aut(C) · u) ∗ u =
(
u ∗ Sinv

n̄ (C,M)
)
∗ u, which is an

Ellis group (of the right ideal of all f-generic types in Sinv
n̄ (C,M)), because u is a

minimal idempotent.
For (3), note that by (2), Ellis groups are right ideals, so the minimal left ideal

is unique and contained in fGen by (1). This minimal left ideal is a union of all
Ellis groups. By (2), each f-generic type is in an Ellis group, hence in the minimal
left ideal and we see that fGen must be equal to the minimal left ideal.



18 D. M. HOFFMANN AND T. RZEPECKI

The fourth condition follows easily from the first three points. The fifth follows
from the fourth and the definition of f-generic. □

Let us note that Theorem 4.10 and its proof are parallel to their analogues for
definable groups by the second author and Kyle Gannon in [GR25, Section 3].
There is also a similar earlier result (also for definable groups) [Pil13, Lemma 2.3].

4.2. Idempotent measures with f-generics. In this subsection, we notice that
Conjecture 3.1 holds in amenable NIP theories provided there is an f-generic in the
support of the considered Keisler measure. Before that, we analyze structure of the
support of an idempotent measure which has an f-generic type in its support.

Let µ ∈ Mdef
n̄ (C,M) be idempotent with supp(µ) ⊆ Sinv

n̄ (C,M). Let S :=
supp(µ), which is a compact Hausdorff left-continuous sub-semigroup in (Sinv

n̄ (C,M), ∗).
Recall that ρ : Sinv

c̄ (C,M) → GalKP(T ) is given by ρ(tp(σ(c̄)/C)) = σ−1AutfKP(C
′),

where tp(σ(c̄)/C) ∈ Sinv
c̄ (C,M) and σ ∈ Aut(C′).

Corollary 4.11. (NIP) Suppose there is an f-generic type in S. Then the natural
homomorphism ρ|S : S → GalKP (T ) is injective on Ellis groups.

Proof. Immediate by Proposition A.4 and Theorem 4.10. □

Corollary 4.12. (NIP) Suppose there is an f-generic type in S. Then:
(1) µ is AutfKP(C)-invariant,
(2) the kernel of ρ|S consists exactly of the idempotents in S,
(3) S is left simple,
(4) the product of idempotents in S is idempotent,
(5) S is of the form G×J , where G is a subgroup of GalKP (T ) and J is a semi-

group of idempotents (isomorphic to J1 × J2, where J1 is a left semigroup
and J2 is a right semigroup).

(6) G = ρ[supp(µ)] = supp(ρ∗µ) and (ρ∗µ)|G is the normalized Haar measure
on the closed (in the logic topology) subgroup G ⩽ GalKP(T ). Moreover,
Stabl(µ) ⩽ Aut(C) is the preimage of G ⩽ GalKP(T ) via the canonical
quotient map Aut(C) → Aut(C)/AutfKP(C).

Proof. By Remark A.1, if S contains an f-generic type then S ⊆ fGen. By NIP, µ
is M0-invariant for every small model M0, i.e. µ is AutfLasc(C)-invariant. Then µ
is AutfKP(C)-invariant since AutfLasc(C) = AutfKP(C).

For the proof of (2), suppose p ∈ ker ρ|S . Then since S is simple, p is in an Ellis
group pSp. If u ∈ pSp is idempotent, then u ∈ ker ρ|S , and since ρ is injective on
pSp, it follows that p = u. This gives us (1).

(4) follows since all idempotents are in ker ρ|S and ker ρ|S is a subsemigroup.
For (5), let G ⩽ GalKP (T ) be the image of ρ|S and J := ker ρ|S is the set of

idempotents in S. Then it is easy to see that S ∼= G× J .
For (6), we need to note that supp(ρ∗µ) = ρ[supp(µ)] which follows since ρ is

a continuous open map, ρ−1ρ[A] = AutfKP(C) · A and µ is AutfKP(C)-invariant.
Then we use Theorem 6.30 from [GHK25]. □

Corollary 4.13. (NIP) Conjecture 3.1 holds for measures having an f-generic type
in their support.

Proof. Let n̄ = m̄ and consider an idempotent µ ∈ Mdef
m̄ (C,M) with S = supp(µ)

as above. If S∩fGen ̸= ∅ then µ is AutfKP(C)-invariant by Corollary 4.12(1). Then,
we apply Theorem 6.31 from [GHK25]. □
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5. Decomposing invariant measures

In this section we assume that T is NIP and we aim to describe Aut(C)-invariant
measures by a decomposition into canonical invariant measures living on the Ellis
groups of the minimal left ideal fGen. In other words we will describe the ergodic
Keisler measures, similarly to what was done in [CS18] for the case of a definable
group. We adapted the proofs from sections 3 and 4 from [CS18] to work in the
case of the automorphism group.

We start with setting the backstage. Of course, we assume that there is at least
one invariant Keisler measure, i.e. we assume that T is an amenable NIP theory.
Recall that M ⪯ N ⪯ C and M is small. We have also enumerations m̄ ⊆ n̄ ⊆ c̄
of M , N and C respectively. Moreover x̄′ and ȳ′ are copies of a tuple of variables
related to m̄, and x̄ and ȳ are copies of a tuple of variables related to n̄.

5.1. Almost pullback. Recall, that we have the following map

ρ : Sn̄(C) → GalKP(T )

ρ(tp(σ(n̄)/C)) := σ−1AutfKP(C
′).

Let S := Sinv
n̄ (C,M) and let I := fGen ⊆ S. For every p ∈ I, Aut(C) · p = p ∗ S

is an Ellis group of the minimal left ideal I (by Theorem 4.10). Moreover, there is
u2 = u ∈ I such that p ∗ S = u ∗ I and the restriction of ρ:

ρ|u∗I : u ∗ I → GalKP(T )

is continuous, bijective homomorphism of groups (note that u ∗ I may not be com-
pact, so it does not immediately follow that ρ|u∗I is a topological isomorphism).
Let rC : Aut(C′)/AutfKP(C

′) → Aut(C)/AutfKP(C) be the canonical isomorphism
of Kim-Pillay groups.

Lemma 5.1. The inverse of ρ|u∗I is a Borel map. In particular ρ|u∗I is a Borel
group isomorphism (i.e. it is a Borel group isomorphism whose inverse is also
Borel).

Proof. To see that the inverse of ρ|u∗I is a Borel map we check that for every θ(x̄; ȳ)
and b̄ ∈ Cȳ the set ρ

[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ u ∗ I

]
is a Borel subset of GalKP(T ).

Then (using the fact that ρ is a homomorphism to get the second line and then
Lemma 4.7 to get the last line),

rCρ
[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ u ∗ I

]
= rC

{
ρ(u ∗ q) : q ∈ I, u ∗ q ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

}
= rC

{
ρ(q) : q ∈ I, u ∗ q ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

}
=

{
rCρ(q) : q ∈ I, u ∗ q ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

}
=

{
σ−1AutfKP(C) : σ ∈ Aut(C), σ(u) ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

}
and this set is Borel (even constructible) by the discussion after Fact 2.23 in [HKP].
As rC is a homeomorphism, we have that also ρ

[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ u ∗ I

]
is Borel (even

constructible). □

Let hC and hC′ be the unique normalized Haar measures on

Aut(C)/AutfKP(C) ∼= Aut(C′)/AutfKP(C
′),

respectively. The set in the last exposed line in the above proof has the same
hC-measure as its inverse, the set{

σAutfKP(C) : σ ∈ Aut(C), σ(u) ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]
}
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which is the image du(U) of U = [θ(x̄; b̄)] via a variant of the map du from Definition
2.2 in [New14].

Definition 5.2. Let p ∈ I, θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ. We define

µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) := hC′

(
ρ
[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ p ∗ S

])
.

Note that the above defined µp is induced by the pullback of hC′ to the Borel
group p ∗ S via the Borel isomorphism ρ|p∗S . However, p ∗ S is not necessarily a
closed subset (and so a closed subgroup)1 and thus µp is not simply the pullback of
hC′ but rather a way of measuring the trace of clopen/closed subsets of S in p ∗ S.
In this section, we will see that such a point of view is correct and that there is no
ambiguity in computing the measure on the closure of p ∗ S.

Let us also note, that in the context of finitely satisfiable types and measures
on a definable group, the other approach (i.e. taking precisely the pullback of hC′

to the Ellis group, considered with τ -topology) was undertaken in Proposition 4.15
of [CGK24], leading to Theorem 1.6/Corollary 5.18 there. This approach required
additional assumption on countability of M , so the revised Newelski’s conjecture
follows and gives us that the τ -topology is Hausdorff. In contrast, for invariant
types, it is not even clear what the analogue of the τ -topology should be.

Lemma 5.3. If p ∈ I then µp ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅) and supp(µp) ⊆ p ∗ S.2

Proof. We could check directly that µp ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅), but let us do in a different

way to explain the relation with some results of [HKP].
In the discussion after [HKP, Fact 2.23], authors define an Aut(C)-invariant

finitely additive probability measure µ on the relatively n̄-definable subsets of
Aut(C). After applying [HKP, Proposition 2.12] (and parts of its proof), we trans-
fer µ over the space of types via the isomorphism of the Boolean algebra of clopen
subsets of Sn̄(C) and the algebra of relatively definable subsets of Aut(C) given by
[θ(x̄; b̄)] 7→ Aθ,n̄,b̄(= {σ ∈ Aut(C) : |= θ(σ(n̄), b̄)}) to obtain an Aut(C)-invariant
Keisler measure µ̃ ∈ Mn̄(C). Then

µ̃(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µ(Aθ,n̄,b̄) = hC

({
σAutfKP(C) : σ(p) ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄))]

})
= hC

({
σ−1AutfKP(C) : σ(p) ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄))]

})
= hC

(
rCρ

[
[θ(x̄; b̄))] ∩ p ∗ S

])
= hC′

(
ρ
[
[θ(x̄; b̄))] ∩ p ∗ S

])
= µp(θ(x̄; b̄)),

so µp is the Aut(C)-invariant measure µ̃.
Now, let us argue for supp(µp) ⊆ p ∗ S. If q ∈ supp(µp) and θ(x̄; b̄) ∈ q then

0 < µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) = hC′

(
ρ
[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ p ∗ S

])
.

Hence [θ(x̄; b̄))] ∩ p ∗ S ̸= ∅ and so q ∈ p ∗ S. □

1For example, it is not the case in a real closed field expanded by an affine copy of S1.
2In fact if p is “almost periodic” in the sense that p ∗ S = q ∗ S for every q ∈ p ∗ S, then

supp(µp) = p ∗ S.
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5.2. Approximation lemmas. Now, we need to prove several auxiliary results
on approximating measures. Let p ∈ I, θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L, b̄ ∈ Cȳ and let K ⊆ I. We set

Aθ(x̄;b̄),p := {σAutfKP(C
′) : σ · p|C′ ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]},

Fθ(x̄;b̄),K := {Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · τAutfKP(C
′) : p ∈ K, τ ∈ Aut(C′)}.

Lemma 5.4. Fθ(x̄;b̄),K has finite VC-dimension.

Proof. Assume that {σ1AutfKP(C
′), . . . , σnAutfKP(C

′)} is shattered by Fθ(x̄;b̄),K

and take J ⊆ {1, . . . , n}. There exists pJ ∈ K and τJ ∈ Aut(C′) such that

j ∈ J ⇐⇒ σjAutfKP(C
′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),pJ

· τJAutfKP(C
′)

⇐⇒ σjτ
−1
J AutfKP(C

′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),pJ

⇐⇒ σjτ
−1
J · pJ |C′ ∋ θ(x̄; b̄)

⇐⇒ τ−1
J · pJ |C′ ∋ θ(x̄;σ−1

j (b̄)).

Now, for every J ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, let āJ |= τ−1
J · pJ |C′ (in a bigger monster C′′), and,

for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let b̄j := σ−1
j (b̄). We have

j ∈ J ⇐⇒ |= θ(āJ ; b̄j)

and so the size of the shattered set, i.e. n, is bounded by the VC-dimension of
θopp(ȳ; x̄). □

Fact 5.5 (Fact 2.1 in [CS18]). For every k > 0 and ϵ > 0 there is N < ω such that:
If (X,µ) is a probability space and F ⊆ P(X) has VC-dimension ⩽ k and satisfies

(1) every F ∈ F is measurable,
(2) for every n < ω, the function fn : X

×n → [0, 1], given by

(x1, . . . , xn) 7→ sup
F∈F

|Av(x1, . . . , xn;F )− µ(F )|,

is measurable,
(3) for every n < ω, the function gn : X

×2n → [0, 1], given by

(x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn) 7→ sup
F∈F

|Av(x1, . . . , xn;F )−Av(y1, . . . , yn;F )|,

is measurable,
then there exist x1, . . . , xN ∈ X such that for every F ∈ F we have

µ(F ) ≈ϵ Av(x1, . . . , xN ;F )

(
:=

1

n
|{j ≤ n : xj ∈ F}|

)
.

Remark 5.6. Note that given any M |= T and κ, we can find an elementary
extension N ⪰ M which is κ-saturated and such that for every L0 ⊆ L, N |L0 is
κ-strongly homogeneous as a model of T |L0 (this follows from compactness and a
standard book-keeping argument, and follows from κ-bigness as defined in [Hod93,
Chapter 10]). In particular, we may assume that the monster model C (and C′) is
also a monster model for all reducts of T .

In the proof of the following lemma, at some point, we need to show that a certain
analytic set in GalKP(T ) is measurable. This follows easily by a general theorem
for Polish groups (saying that analytic sets are universally measurable), thus we
repeat the strategy from [CS18, Lemma 3.21] and pass to a countable sublanguage
of L to work with a Kim-Pillay group which is Polish. However, in contrast to
the definable group case from [CS18], we encounter some issues. In [CS18], where
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the acting group G (i.e. the definable group) remains unchanged after passing to
a countable sublanguage containing the definition of G, we have that being an f-
generic in [CS18] (given in terms of G-dividing) is preserved after passing to the
sublanguage. In our case, the acting group is the group of automorphisms, which
depends on the choice of the sublanguage. To address this issue, we could avoid all
the problems by assuming that the language L is countable, or we could consider
a special class of f-generics which remain f-generic after passing to a countable
sublanguage 3. We decided to include a more general formulation of Lemma 5.7 to
present possible tactic to extend our results in the future, and to assume countability
of L just after Lemma 5.7 to avoid a less natural formulation of several results.

Lemma 5.7. Let K be countable and assume that for every p(x̄) ∈ K there exists
a countable L0 ⊆ L containing θ such that p|L0

is an f-generic in T |L0
(i.e. p|L0

does not fork over ∅).
Then Fθ(x̄;b̄),K satisfies every point of the assumptions of Fact 5.5 for the prob-

ability space (GalKP(T ), hC′).

Proof. We already discussed the Borelness of sets of the form Aθ(x̄;b̄),p (cf. the proof
of Lemma 5.1 for p|C′ which is f-generic by Lemma 4.6). This is enough to deduce
the first point of the assumptions of Fact 5.5.

Let us argue for the second point of the assumptions of Fact 5.5. Take n < ω,
we need to show that the map fn : GalKP(T )

×n → [0, 1],

fn(g1, . . . , gn) = sup
F∈Fθ(x̄;b̄),K

|Av(g1, . . . , gn;F )− hC′(F )|

= sup
p∈K

sup
τ∈Aut(C′)

∣∣∣Av
(
g1, . . . , gn;Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · τAutfKP(C

′)
)
− hC′(Aθ(x̄;b̄),p)

∣∣∣
is measurable. Because K is countable, it is enough to show that

sup
τ∈Aut(C′)

∣∣∣Av
(
g1, . . . , gn;Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · τAutfKP(C

′)
)
− hC′(Aθ(x̄;b̄),p)

∣∣∣
is a measurable map for every p ∈ K, which will follow if we can show that for a
fixed J ⊆ {1, . . . , n} the set

AJ := {(g1, . . . , gn) ∈ GalKP(T )
×n : (∃τ ∈ Aut(C′))

(gj ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · τAutfKP(C
′) ⇐⇒ j ∈ J)}

is measurable. To do it we will pass to a Polish group via a continuous epimorphism.
Let L0 be a countable sublanguage of L containing θ(x̄; ȳ) given in the assump-

tions of this lemma for p. Set T0 to be the reduct of T to L0. We can assume that
C′ is also a monster model for T0, see Remark 5.6. The formula σAutfKP(C

′) 7→
σAutfKP(C

′|L0
) defines a continuous homomorphism P : GalKP(T ) → GalKP(T0)

(follows immediately from the fact that every type-definable set in C′|L0 is type-
definable in C′). Consider a compact subgroup G := P [GalKP(T )] ⩽ GalKP(T0),
which is a Polish group since GalKP(T0) is a Polish group.

3Not all f-generics are like that, even not in amenable NIP. For example, let (R,⩽) be a
sufficiently saturated dense linear ordering, let A ⪯ R be a submodel of uncountable cofinality,
and set LA = {⩽} ∪ {a : a ∈ A}. Let p ∈ S1(R) be the type of an element “just after A”.
This p is ∅-invariant (in the language LA) and so f-generic. On the other hand, the uncountable
cofinality implies that for every countable L0 ⊆ L containing ⩽, in p|L0 there will a formula of
the form a ⩽ x ⩽ b, where b > A and a ∈ A is strictly greater than the constants remaining in
L0. This formula clearly 2-divides in R|L0

. Thus, p|L0
is not an f-generic.
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Note that the normalized Haar measure on G is the pushforward of the Haar
measure on GalKP(T ). Indeed, note that the pushforward of the Haar measure is
clearly invariant, and it is easy to check (using compactness) that it is inner regular,
which by finiteness implies that it is also outer regular, and the conclusion follows
by the uniqueness of the Haar measure.

The preimage (via P ) of a Haar-null set in G is Haar-null in GalKP(T ) and the
preimage of a Haar-measurable set in G is Haar-measurable in GalKP(T ). The first
part follows because a null set is contained in a null Gδ set. Then, regularity implies
that a measurable set is the symmetric difference of a Borel set and a null set. As
preimages preserve symmetric difference, the second part follows.

Now, we need to show that P−1[P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p]] = Aθ(x̄;b̄),p. For this, assume that
σ, τ ∈ Aut(C′) are such that P (σAutfKP(C

′)) = P (τAutfKP(C
′)), i.e. σ−1τ ∈

AutfKP(C
′|L0). If σAutfKP(C

′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p then σ · p|C′ ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]. We have that
p|L0 is an f-generic in T0 and so (p|L0)|C′ = (p|C′)|L0 is an f-generic in T0 (by
Lemma 4.6). Consequently, (p|L0

)C′ is AutfKP(C
′|L0

)-invariant and we obtain

σ
(
(p|L0

)|C′
)
= σ

(
σ−1τ

(
(p|L0

)|C′
))

= τ
(
(p|L0

)|C′
)
.

Hence,

σ · p|C′ ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)] ⇐⇒ σ
(
(p|C′)|L0

)
∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

⇐⇒ σ
(
(p|L0)|C′

)
∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

⇐⇒ τ
(
(p|L0

)|C′
)
∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

⇐⇒ τ
(
(p|C′)|L0

)
∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

⇐⇒ τ · p|C′ ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

Therefore, if σAutfKP(C
′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p then τAutfKP(C

′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p and P−1[P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p]] ⊆
Aθ(x̄;b̄),p. The other inclusion follows by definition.

Note that, by P−1[P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p]] = Aθ(x̄;b̄),p, we have that gj ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · τ if and
only if P (gj) ∈ P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p] · P (τ), and hence

P [AJ ] = {(h1, . . . , hn) ∈ G×n : (∃h ∈ G)
(
hjh

−1 ∈ P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p] ⇐⇒ j ∈ J
)
}

Then using again P−1[P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p]] = Aθ(x̄;b̄),p, we conclude that P−1[P [AJ ]] = AJ .
Thus we are done with this part of the proof if we can show that P [AJ ] is Haar-
measurable in G. This is our next step.

Consider the set

AL0

θ(x̄;b̄),p|L0

= {τAutfKP(C
′|L0) ∈ GalKP(T0) : τ

(
(p|L0)|C′

)
∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]}

which is Borel since p|L0
is f-generic (even constructible, cf. the proof of Lemma 5.1

or the discussion after Fact 2.23 in [HKP]). We have (using (p|L0
)|C′ = (p|C′)|L0

)
that P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p] = G ∩ AL0

θ(x̄;b̄),p|L0

and so P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p] is a Borel subset of G. It is
not hard to see that P [AJ ] is the image under projection G×(n+1) → G×n onto the
last n coordinates of the set

BJ :=
⋂
j∈J

{(h, h1, . . . , hn) ∈ G×(n+1) : hjh
−1 ∈ P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p]}

∩
⋂
j ̸∈J

{(h, h1, . . . , hn) ∈ G×(n+1) : hjh
−1 ̸∈ P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p]}.
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The set BJ is a Borel subset of G×(n+1) because P [Aθ(x̄;b̄),p] is Borel and the group
operations in G are continuous. Thus P [AJ ] is an analytic subset of Polish group
G and as such, P [AJ ] is universally measurable (by Theorem 29(7) in [Kec95]), in
particular P [AJ ] is Haar-measurable as expected.

In a similar way we can show that, for every n < ω, the map gn : GalKP(T )
×2n →

[0, 1] from the third point of the assumptions of Fact 5.5 is measurable. □

From now until Remark 5.15, we assume that the language L is countable.

Proposition 5.8. Let ϵ > 0, θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ, and let K ⊆ I be countable.
Then there exist τ1, . . . , τn ∈ Aut(C′) such that for every p ∈ K and every q ∈ S
we have

µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µp∗q(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; θ

(
x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ p ∗ q|C′

)
=

1

n

∣∣∣{j ⩽ n : θ
(
x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ p ∗ q|C′}

∣∣∣.
Proof. By Lemma 5.7, there exist τ1, . . . , τn ∈ Aut(C′) such that for every σ ∈
Aut(C′) and every p ∈ K we have

hC′
(
Aθ(x̄;b̄),p ·σ−1AutfKP(C

′)
)
≈ϵ Av

(
j; τjAutfKP(C

′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p ·σ−1AutfKP(C
′)
)
.

Note that

τjAutfKP(C
′) ∈ Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · σ−1AutfKP(C

′) ⇐⇒ σ · p|C′ ∋ θ(x̄; τ−1
j (b̄)),

hC′
(
Aθ(x̄;b̄),p · σ−1AutfKP(C

′)
)
= hC′(Aθ(x̄;b̄),p)

and so

(†) hC′(Aθ(x̄;b̄),p) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; σ · p|C′ ∋ θ

(
x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
))
,

for every σ ∈ Aut(C′) and every p ∈ K.
Let q ∈ S with q = tp(σ(n̄)/C) for some σ ∈ Aut(C′). Then p ∗ q = (σ · p|C′)|C,

so σ · p|C′ = p ∗ q|C′ (i.e. the unique M -invariant extension of p ∗ q over C′) and

(††) Av
(
j; σ · p|C′ ∋ θ

(
x̄ : τ−1

j (b̄)
))

= Av
(
j; p ∗ q|C′ ∋ θ(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄))
)
.

Now let us take care of the left-hand side, we have by Corollary 4.8:

hC′(Aθ(x̄;b̄),p) = hC′

({
τAutfKP(C

′) : θ(x̄; b̄) ∈ τ · p|C′
})

= hC′

({
τ−1AutfKP(C

′) : θ(x̄; b̄) ∈ τ · p|C′
})

= hC′
({
ρ(r) : r ∈ S, p ∗ r ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

})
= hC′

({
ρ(p)−1ρ(p ∗ r) : r ∈ S, p ∗ r ∈ [θ(x̄; b̄)]

})
= hC′

(
ρ(p)−1ρ

[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ p ∗ S

])
= hC′

(
ρ
[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ p ∗ S

])
= µp(θ(x̄; b̄)),

and since p ∗ q ∗S = p ∗S (because p ∗S is a minimal right ideal, by Theorem 4.10)
we have

(† † †) hC′(Aθ(x̄;b̄),p) = hC′

(
ρ
[
[θ(x̄; b̄)] ∩ p ∗ q ∗ S

])
= µp∗q(θ(x̄; b̄)).
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Putting (†),(††), († † †) together, we obtain

µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µp∗q(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; θ

(
(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ p ∗ q|C′

)
,

as expected. □

Proposition 5.9. If p ∈ I and q ∈ p ∗ S then µp = µq.

Proof. Let θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L, b̄ ∈ Cȳ and ϵ > 0. By Proposition 5.8 applied to set
K = {p, q}, we obtain τ1, . . . , τn ∈ Aut(C′) such that for every r ∈ S,

µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µp∗r(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; θ

(
(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ p ∗ r|C′

)
,

µq(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µq∗r(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; θ

(
(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ q ∗ r|C′

)
.

Let r ∈ S extend tp(idC(m̄)/M). Then q ∗ r = idC ·q = q (by Lemma 4.7), and so
also

µq(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; θ

(
(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ q|C′

)
.

Let ȳ0 be a finite subtuple of ȳ of all variables among ȳ occuring in θ(x̄; ȳ), i.e.
θ(x̄; ȳ) = θ(x̄; ȳ0). Consider b̄0 := b̄|ȳ0

, and for each j ⩽ n take d̄j ∈ Cȳ0 such that
d̄j ≡M τ−1

j (b̄0). Because q ∈ p ∗ S, there exist t ∈ S such that for every j ⩽ n we
have

θ(x̄; d̄j) ∈ q ⇐⇒ θ(x̄; d̄j) ∈ p ∗ t.
Hence, for every j ⩽ n it is

θ(x̄; τ−1
j (b̄)) ∈ q|C′ ⇐⇒ θ(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)) ∈ p ∗ t|C′ .

It follows that

µq(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ Av
(
j; θ

(
(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ q|C′

)
= Av

(
j; θ

(
(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ p ∗ t|C′

)
≈ϵ µp∗t(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µp(θ(x̄; b̄)).

Since ϵ > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude that µq(θ(x̄; b̄)) = µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) for every
θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L and b̄ ∈ Cȳ. □

5.3. Ergodic decomposition.

Lemma 5.10. Let µ ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅), ϵ > 0 and θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L. Then there exist

p1, . . . , pn ∈ supp(µ) ⊆ I such that for every b̄ ∈ Cȳ we have

µ(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ
1

n

∑
i⩽n

µpi
(θ(x̄; b̄)).

Proof. By classical results on NIP (e.g. Proposition 7.11 in [Sim15a]) and Propo-
sition 4.5, there exist p1, . . . , pn ∈ supp(µ) ⊆ I such that for every b̄ ∈ Cȳ we
have

µ(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ ϵ
2
Av

(
p1, . . . , pn;

[
θ(x̄; b̄)

])
.

We will show that these p1, . . . , pn work.
After applying Proposition 5.8 for K = {p1, . . . , pn}, for every b̄ ∈ Cȳ there exist

τ1, . . . , τm ∈ Aut(C′) such that for every i ⩽ n we have

µpi
(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ ϵ

2
Av

(
θ
(
x̄; τ−1

j (b̄)
)
∈ pi|C′

)
.
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So let b̄ ∈ Cȳ and take τ1, . . . , τm ∈ Aut(C′) as above. Let ȳ0 be a finite subtuple
of ȳ containing all variables among ȳ occuring in θ(x̄; ȳ), and let b̄0 := b̄|ȳ0 . For
every j ⩽ m take d̄j ∈ Cȳ0 such that d̄j ≡M τ−1

j (b̄0). Then
1

n

∑
i⩽n

µpi(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ ϵ
2

1

n

∑
i⩽n

1

m

∑
j⩽m

δpi|C′

(
θ(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄))
)

=
1

m

∑
j⩽m

1

n

∑
i⩽n

δpi|C′

(
θ(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄))
)

=
1

m

∑
j⩽m

1

n

∑
i⩽n

δpi

(
θ(x̄; d̄j)

)
=

1

m

∑
j⩽m

Av
(
p1, . . . , pn;

[
θ(x̄; d̄j)

])
≈ ϵ

2

1

m

∑
j⩽m

µ(θ(x̄; d̄j)) =
1

m

∑
j⩽m

µ|C′
(
θ(x̄; τ−1

j (b̄))
)

=
1

m

∑
j⩽m

(τj · µ|C′)
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
=

1

m

∑
j⩽m

µ
(
θ(x̄; b̄)

)
= µ(θ(x̄; b̄)),

where µ|C′ is the unique ∅-invariant extension of µ over C′. □

Corollary 5.11. Let µ ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅), p ∈ I. If supp(µ) ⊆ p ∗ S then µ = µp.

Proof. Let ϵ > 0, θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L, b̄ ∈ Cȳ. By Lemma 5.10, there exist p1, . . . , pn ∈
supp(µ) ⊆ p ∗ S such that

µ(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ
1

n

∑
i⩽n

µpi
(θ(x̄; b̄)).

Because pi ∈ p ∗ I, Proposition 5.9 implies that µpi
= µp for every i ⩽ n. Now, the

conclusion follows easily. □

Lemma 5.12. The map

I ∋ p 7→ µp ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅)

is continuous.

Proof. Let θ(x̄; ȳ) ∈ L, b̄ ∈ Cȳ, r, s ∈ R, and consider

Y := {p ∈ I : r ⩽ µp(θ(x̄; b̄)) ⩽ s}.

We want to shot that Y is closed in I, i.e. Y = Y .
Let q ∈ Y , so there is a net (pj)j∈J ⊆ Y converging to q. Let M0 ⪯ C be

countable. Since q, pj are f-generics, they areM0-invariant. In particular, q|θ, pj |θ ∈
Invθ(M0) and

q|θ ∈ {pj |θ : j ∈ J}.
As Invθ(M0) is a Rosenthal compactum, there is a sequence (pjn)n<ω such that
(pjn |θ)n<ω → q|θ in Invθ(M0) (cf. Proposition 2.15 in [Sim15b]; note that here we
use the hypothesis that the language is countable).

Let ȳ0 be a finite subtuple of ȳ containing all variables among ȳ which occur
in θ(x̄; ȳ), let b̄0 := b̄|ȳ0

. Consider ϵ > 0 and apply Proposition 5.8 to the set
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K = {q} ∪ {pjn : n < ω} and ϵ
2 to find τ1, . . . , τm ∈ Aut(C′) and d̄k ∈ Cȳ0 such

that for every k ⩽ m we have d̄k ≡M τ−1
k (b̄0), and

µq(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ ϵ
2
Av

(
k; θ

(
x̄; d̄k

)
∈ q

)
= Av

(
k; θ

(
x̄; d̄k

)
∈ q|θ

)
,

µpjn
(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ ϵ

2
Av

(
k; θ

(
x̄; d̄k

)
∈ pjn

)
= Av

(
k; θ

(
x̄; d̄k

)
∈ pjn |θ

)
,

for every n < ω. There is n0 < ω such that for every n ⩾ n0

Av
(
k; θ

(
x̄; d̄k

)
∈ pjn |θ

)
= Av

(
k; θ

(
x̄; d̄k

)
∈ q|θ

)
.

Therefore, for every n ⩾ n0 we have

µpjn
(θ(x̄; b̄)) ≈ϵ µq(θ(x̄; b̄)).

Because each pjn belongs to Y , we have that r ⩽ µpjn
(θ(x̄; b̄)) ⩽ s, and thus (since

ϵ was arbitrary) µq(θ(x̄; b̄)) ∈
⋂
ϵ>0

(r − ϵ, s+ ϵ) = [r, s]. Hence q ∈ Y . □

Corollary 5.13. (1) {µp : p ∈ I} is closed subset of Minv
n̄ (C, ∅).

(2) For every µ ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅), the set {p ∈ I : µp = µ} is a subflow in

(I,Aut(C)).

Proof. The set considered in the first point is image of a compact set by a continuous
map (Lemma 5.12), thus it is closed.

Now, we argue for the second point. Let σ ∈ Aut(C) and take for q ∈ S a coheir
of tp(σ(m)/M). Then, by Lemma 4.7, we have σ · p = p ∗ q ∈ p ∗ I. This implies
µσ·p = µp∗q = µp. Moreover, {p ∈ I : µp = µ} is closed as preimage of {µ} via a
continous map. □

Theorem 5.14. Let T be a countable amenable NIP theory. Then the ergodic
measures in Minv

n̄ (C, ∅) are exactly the measures µp (cf. Definition 5.2) for p ∈ fGen,
i.e.:

{µp : p ∈ fGen} = {µ ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅) : µ is ergodic in Minv

n̄ (C, ∅)}

Proof. (⊆): Let p ∈ I = fGen. We claim that µp ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅) is ergodic. Suppose

towards contradiction that µp = tµ1 + (1 − t)µ2 for some µ1, µ2 ∈ Minv
n̄ (C, ∅) and

0 < t < 1. Then supp(µ1), supp(µ2) ⊆ supp(µp) ⊆ p ∗ S. Then µ1 = µp = µ2 by
Corollary 5.11.

(⊇): Let Y := {µp : p ∈ I}. By Lemma 5.10 and the standard Shelah’s trick,
Minv

n̄ (C, ∅) = conv(Y ). Then a classical fact (e.g. Fact 4.1 in [CS18]) implies that
all the extreme points of Minv

n̄ (C, ∅) (i.e. the ergodic measures) are contained in the
closure of Y , which is equal to Y by Corollary 5.13.(1). □

5.4. Stable case. For the next two remarks, we do not assume countability of the
language.

Remark 5.15. Fix p ∈ I. Then:
(1) If T is stable, then p ∗ − : Sinv

n̄ (C,M) → Sinv
n̄ (C,M) is continuous and p ∗ I

is closed.
(2) If p ∗ I is closed in Sn̄(C), then (p ∗ I, ∗) is a Hausdorff compact group

isomorphic to GalKP(T ).
(3) If p ∗ I is closed in Sn̄(C), then µp restricted to p ∗ I is the unique Haar

measure on p ∗ I, in particular supp(µp) = p ∗ I.
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Proof. For the proof of the first point, note that ∗-product is right-continuous in
the stable case, which follows easily from the definability of types invariant over
models. Then p ∗ I is compact as the image of the compact set I under continuous
map p ∗ −.

Now, we proceed to the proof of the second point. If p ∗ I is compact, then
ρ : p ∗ I → GalKP(T ) is a homeomorphism (as a continuous bijection between com-
pact spaces), so p ∗ I is a compact topological group (with the induced topology)
isomorphic to GalKP(T ). □

Remark 5.16. Arguing as in [GHK25, Proposition 7.23.(1)], we can show that
if T is stable, then fGen has a unique idempotent and so (fGen, ∗) is a profinite
topological group isomorphic to GalSh(T ) = GalKP(T ).

Appendix A. Semigroups

Remark A.1. If S ⩽ S′ is a simple semigroup and I is a two-sided ideal in S′

intersecting S, then I contains S: if s ∈ S ∩ I, then S = SsS ⊆ S′sS′ ⊆ I.

Remark A.2. If S ⩽ S′ is a subsemigroup and I is the minimal ideal of S′, S
intersects I, and S has a minimal ideal. Then S ∩ I is the minimal ideal of S.
(Indeed, by minimality, S ∩ I contains the minimal ideal of S, which is left simple.)

Proposition A.3. Suppose S′ is a compact left topological semigroup, S ⩽ S′ is
a closed subsemigroup. Suppose furthermore that there is exactly one minimal left
ideal I of S′ intersecting S. Then I ∩ S is the unique minimal left ideal of S.

Proof. Notice that I ∩ S is left simple: it is a closed subsemigroup of I, so it is
compact, and as such, it contains a minimal left ideal I ′′ of I ∩ S. We claim that
I ′′ = I ∩S. Indeed, let u ∈ I ′′ be idempotent, and let s ∈ I ∩S be arbitrary. Then,
since u, s ∈ I, which is a minimal left ideal in S′, we have that su = s ∈ (I∩S)I ′′ =
I ′′.

On the other hand, I ∩ S is the intersection with S of the minimal two-sided
ideal of S′ (since I is the unique minimal left ideal of S′ intersecting S), and so it
is a two-sided ideal of S. Since it is left simple, it follows that it is a minimal left
ideal in itself, and hence also in S. □

Proposition A.4. Suppose S′ is a compact left topological semigroup, S ⩽ S′

closed subsemigroup which intersects the minimal ideal of S′. Then Ellis groups of
S are subgroups of Ellis groups of S′.

Proof. Since S is closed, it is compact, so it has a minimal ideal. It follows that the
minimal ideal in S is contained in the minimal ideal of S′. Since the Ellis groups
are simply the maximal subgroups of the minimal ideal, the conclusion follows. □
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