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Abstract. The conformal module of conjugacy classes of braids is an invariant that
appeared earlier than the entropy of conjugacy classes of braids, and is inverse propor-
tional to the entropy. Using the relation between the two invariants we give a short
conceptional proof of an earlier result on the conformal module. Mainly, we consider
situations, when the conformal module of conjugacy classes of braids serves as obstruc-
tion for the existence of homotopies (or isotopies) of smooth objects involving braids
to the respective holomorphic objects, and present theorems on the restricted validity
of Gromov’s Oka principle in these situations.

December 20, 2023

1. Introduction

The conformal module of conjugacy classes of braids appeared first (without name)
in the paper [14] in connection with the interest of the authors in Hilbert’s Thirteen’s
Problem. This invariant of conjugacy classes of braids is undeservedly almost forgotten,
although it appeared again in [13] (for conjugacy classes of elements of the findamental
group of the twice punctured complex plane instead of conjugacy classes of braids). It
defines obstructions for the validity of Gromov’s Oka principle concerning homotopies
of continuous or smooth objects involving braids to the respective holomorphic objects.
The interesting point is that this invariant is inverse proportional to a popular dynam-
ical invariant of conjugacy classes of braids, the entropy (see [17])). Starting with the
paper [7] the entropy has been studied extensively. In some cases it has been computed
explicitly. In the present paper we give applications of the concept of the conformal
module of conjugacy classes of braids. We will study situations when this invariant
gives obstructions for the validity of Gromov’s Oka principle and present theorems on
the restricted validity of this principle. We will also give a short conceptional proof of (a
slight improvement of) the first result [14] related to the conformal module of conjugacy
classes of braids using the relation of this invariant to the entropy.

We will consider braids as elements of the fundamental group of the symmetrized
configuration space. More, detailed, let Cn(C) = {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn : zj 6= zk for j 6= k}
be the n-dimensional configuration space. The symmetrized configuration space is its
quotient Cn(C)�Sn by the diagonal action of the symmetric group Sn. It carries a
complex structure as a quotient of a complex manifold by a free and discontinuous action

Date: Received: date / Accepted: date.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 20F36, 32G05, 32G08, 32Q56, Secondary: 32G15

.
Key words and phrases. Braids, mapping classes, conformal module, space of polynomials, fiber

bundles, Gromov’s Oka principle.
1

ar
X

iv
:2

10
5.

13
93

8v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

C
V

] 
 1

7 
D

ec
 2

02
1



2 BURGLIND JÖRICKE

of a group. A point in Cn(C)�Sn can also be considered as subset of C consisting of
n points. A geometric braid on n strands (an n-braid for short) with base point En is
a collection of n disjoint arcs in [0, 1] × C (the strands) which join the set {0} × En
with the set {1} × En, so that the projection of each strand to the first factor [0, 1]
is a homeomorphism. A braid on n strands (n-braids for short) with base point En ∈
Cn(C)�Sn is an isotopy class of geometric braids with base point En, equivalently,
it is a homotopy class of loops with base point En in the symmetrized configuration
space, i.e. an element of the fundamental group π1(Cn(C)�Sn, En) of the symmetrized
configuration space with base point En. Alternatively, braids on n strands are given by
words in the Artin braid group Bn.

The conjugacy classes B̂n of elements of the braid group, equivalently, of the fundamen-
tal group π1(Cn(C)�Sn, En) of the symmetrized configuration space, can be interpreted
as free homotopy classes of loops in Cn(C)�Sn. We say that a continuous mapping f
of a round annulus A = {z ∈ C : r < |z| < R}, 0 ≤ r < R ≤ ∞, into Cn(C)�Sn
represents an element b̂ ∈ B̂n if for some (and hence for any) circle {|z| = ρ} ⊂ A the

loop f : {|z| = ρ} → Cn(C)�Sn represents b̂.

More generally, let X be a topological space, and ê a conjugacy class of elements of
the fundamental group of X . ê can be interpreted as a free homotopy class of loops in
X . A continuous map g from an annulus A = {z ∈ C : r < |z| < R} into X is said
to represent the conjugacy class ê if for some (and hence for any) ρ ∈ (r, R) the map
g : {|z| = ρ} → X represents ê. Let X be a smooth oriented manifold. If the mapping
is a homeomorphism we will speak about an annulus representing ê contained in X .

Ahlfors [2] defined the conformal module of an annulus A = {z ∈ C : r < |z| < R} as
m(A) = 1

2π
log(R

r
) . Two annuli of finite conformal module are conformally equivalent iff

they have equal conformal module. If a manifold Ω is conformally equivalent to a round
annulus A, its conformal module is defined to be m(A). Recall that any domain in the
complex plane with fundamental group isomorphic to the group of integer numbers Z is
conformally equivalent to an annulus.

Associate with each conjugacy class of the fundamental group of Cn(C)�Sn, or, equiv-
alently, with each conjugacy class of n-braids, its conformal module defined as follows.

Definition 1. Let b̂ be a conjugacy class of n-braids, n ≥ 2. The conformal module
M(b̂) of b̂ is defined as M(b̂) = supA(b̂) m(A), where A(b̂) denotes the set of all annuli

which admit a holomorphic mapping into Cn(C)�Sn which represents b̂.

More generally, for any complex manifold X and any conjugacy class ê of elements of
the fundamental group of X the conformal module M(ê) of ê is defined as the supre-
mum of the conformal modules of annuli that admit a holomorphic mapping into X
representing ê.

There is another useful point of view on the symmetrized configuration space. A monic
polynomial of degree n can be parameterized either by the unordered tuple of its zeros
or by its coefficients. Denote by Pn the set of monic polynomials of degree n without
multiple zeros, and by Pn the set of all monic polynomials of degree n. The set Pn can
be identified with the symmetrized configuration space Cn(C)�Sn by assigning to each
point in Cn(C)�Sn (an unordered tuple of points in C) the monic polynomial whose zero
set coincides with this unordered tuple. Equivalently, assigning to each polynomial in
Pn the ordered n-tuple of its coefficients, we may identify Pn with the complement of the



GROMOV’S OKA PRINCIPLE, FIBER BUNDLES AND THE CONFORMAL MODULE 3

algebraic hypersurface {Dn = 0} in complex Euclidean space Cn. Here Dn denotes the
discriminant of polynomials in Pn. The function Dn is a polynomial in the coefficients
of the elements of Pn, that vanishes exactly on the elements of Pn with multiple zeros.
The complex structure on Cn \ {Dn = 0} inherited from Cn coincides with the complex
structure of Cn(C)�Sn under the identification of the two sets.

In connection with his interest in the Thirteen’s Hilbert Problem Arnold studied
the topological invariants of the space Pn ([3]). On the other hand, the collection of
conformal modules of conjugacy classes of elements of the fundamental group of the space
of monic polynomials of degree n is a collection of conformal invariants of Pn

∼= Cn \Dn.

We will consider mappings from topological spaces to the space Pn. A continuous
mapping from a topological space X into the set of monic polynomials Pn of fixed degree
n (maybe, with multiple zeros) is called a quasipolynomial. It can be written as a func-
tion in two variables f(x, ζ) = a0(x)+a1(x)ζ+ ...+an−1(x)ζn−1 +ζn, x ∈ X, ζ ∈ C , for
continuous functions aj, j = 1, ..., n , on X. If X is a complex manifold and the mapping
is holomorphic it is called an algebroid function. If the image of the map is contained
in the space Pn of monic polynomials of degree n without multiple zeros, it is called
separable. A separable quasipolynomial is called solvable if it can be globally written
as a product of quasipolynomials of degree 1. It is called irreducible if it can not be
written as product of two quasipolynomials of positive degree, and reducible otherwise.
We also call a solvable quasipolynomial a globally solvable family of polynomials, and an
irreducible quasipolynomial a globally irreducible family of polynomials. Two separable
quasipolynomials are called isotopic (or homotopic through separable quasipolynomials)
if there is a continuous family of separable quasipolynomials joining them. An algebroid
function on Cn whose coefficients are polynomials is called an algebraic function.

The first result related to the conformal module of braids was a theorem on reducibility
of holomorphic quasipolynomials due to Gorin, Lin, Petunin, and Zjuzin. Let f be an
algebroid function on an annulus A = {z ∈ C : r < |z| < R}, 0 ≤ r < 1 < R ≤ ∞. For
each z ∈ A the mapping fz(ζ) = f(z, ζ), ζ ∈ C, is a polynomial. We denote by Dn(fz)
its discriminant. The index of the mapping

A 3 z → Dn(fz) ∈ C\{0} , z ∈ A ,
is the degree of the map

z → Dn(fz)

|Dn(fz)|
from {|z| = 1} to itself. We give a short conceptional proof of the following theorem,
which is the theorem of these authors with an improved constant.

Theorem 1. Suppose n is a prime number. If A = {z ∈ C : r < |z| < R}, 0 ≤ r <
1 < R ≤ ∞, is an annulus of conformal module m(A) > 2π

log 2
n, and f is a separable

algebroid function on A of degree n such that the index of its discriminant is divisible
by n, then f is reducible.

For simplicity we restricted ourselves to the case when the degree of the quasipoly-
nomial is a prime number. (The general case has been considered by Lin and later by
Zjuzin. An alternative proof of the general case can be given as well.) In [14] Gorin and
Lin proved the existence of lower bounds rn of the conformal module m(A) for which
the statement of the theorem is true. Zjuzin [29] proved that one can take rn = n · ρ0

for an absolute constant ρ0, and Petunin showed that ρ0 = 107 works.
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Our main goal is to apply the concept of conformal module to problems concerning the
restricted validity of Gromov’s Oka principle. We will consider a continuous or smooth
mapping f from an open Riemann surface (i.e. from a Riemann surface without closed
connected components) to the complex manifold Cn(C)�Sn ∼= Pn and ask whether
the mapping is homotopic to a holomorphic mapping. This is the question about the
restricted validity of Gromov’s Oka principle in this situation. We will also ask the
respective question for fiber bundles, namely, consider a smooth bundle over a Riemann
surface whose fibers are closed surfaces, is the bundle isotopic to a holomorphic one.

Gromov [13] formulated his Oka principle as ”an expression of an optimistic expecta-
tion with regard to the validity of the h-principle for holomorphic maps in the situation
when the source manifold is Stein”. Holomorphic maps X → Y from a complex man-
ifold X to a complex manifold Y are said to satisfy the h-principle if each continuous
map from X to Y is homotopic to a holomorphic map. We call a target manifold Y
a Gromov-Oka manifold if the h-principle holds for holomorphic maps from any Stein
manifold to Y . Gromov [13] gave a sufficient condition on a complex manifold Y to be
a Gromov-Oka manifold.

The question of understanding Gromov-Oka manifolds received a lot of attention. It
turned out to be fruitful to strengthen the requirement on the target Y by combining the
h-principle for holomorphic maps with a Runge type approximation property. Manifolds
Y satisfying the stronger requirement are called Oka manifolds. It has been proved
by Forstneric that a manifold is an Oka manifold iff Runge approximation holds for
holomorphic mappings from neighbourhoods of compact convex subsets of Cn into Y
(see [11]). For more details, examples of Oka manifolds and an account on modern
development of Oka theory based on Oka manifolds see [9].

Open Riemann surfaces are Stein manifolds (see e.g. [8]), but the space Pn is not a
Gromov-Oka manifold. The results of this paper can be interpreted as a beginning of an
investigation of the restricted validity of Gromov’s Oka principle and of obstructions for
its validity in the case when the target is a complex manifold that is not a Gromov-Oka
manifold but is of interest in other aspects.

In [13] Gromov mentioned maps from annuli to the twice punctured complex plane as
simplest interesting example where the h-principle for holomorphic mappings fails (see
Section 7 for the case when the target is the twice punctured complex plane). Further,
Gromov remarks that for a complex manifold Y which is not a Gromov-Oka manifold the
mappings from annuli to Y play a special role for understanding the ”conformal rigidity”
of the manifold Y . He mentions the conformal invariant of Y which is called here the
conformal module of a conjugacy class of elements of the fundamental group of Y . For
Y = Pn this invariant is the conformal module of a conjugacy class of n-braids. The
problem is interesting for other target spaces Y , for instance for complements of arbitrary
algebraic hypersurfaces of Cn. The collection of conformal modules of all conjugacy
classes of elements of its fundamental group π1(Y, y0) is a biholomorphic invariant of
the complex manifold Y , which is expected to play a special role for understanding the
problem. Obstructions for Gromov’s Oka principle are based on the relation between
conformal invariants of the source and the target.

Runge’s approximation theorem on Riemann surfaces implies immediately the follow-
ing fact. A surface is called finite if its fundamental group is finitely generated. Letf
be a continuous mapping from a finite open Riemann surface X to Pn. There exists a



GROMOV’S OKA PRINCIPLE, FIBER BUNDLES AND THE CONFORMAL MODULE 5

domain X ′ ⊂ X (depending on f) which is a deformation retract of X and is diffeo-
morphic to X such that the restriction f | X ′ is homotopic to a holomorphic mapping
from X ′ to Pn. Slightly reformulated, for each continuous mapping from a finite open
Riemann surface X to Pn there exists a homotopic conformal structure on X for which
the mapping is homotopic to a holomorphic one. This fact is known in more general
situations as ”soft Oka principle” (see [11]).

The following considerations give more precise information in the case when X is
an open Riemann surface of the ”simplest non-trivial topological type”, namely X is
equal to an annulus A, and motivate further questions. For an annulus A the question
which continuous mappings from A to Pn are homotopic to a holomorphic mapping has
an almost complete answer. Indeed, a continuous mapping f : A → Pn represents a
conjugacy class b̂f of braids. By the definition of the conformal module, f is homotopic

to a holomorphic mapping if m(A) < M(b̂f ) and is not homotopic to a holomorphic

mapping if m(A) > M(b̂f ). Thus there is a measure of ”complexity” of the mapping

f : A → Pn, namely the conformal module M(b̂f ), whose relation to the conformal
invariant m(A) of A ”almost” determines whether f is homotopic to a holomorphic

mapping. Recall thatM(b̂f ) is inverse proportional to the entropy of b̂f . It is reasonable
to interpret the entropy as ”complexity” which grows with increasing entropy, while the
chance for the mapping to be homotopic to a holomorphic one decreases. For n = 3
there are effective upper and lower bounds for the conformal module (equivalently, for
the entropy) of 3-braids that differ by multiplicative constants (see [18],[19]).

The facts known for mappings from annuli to Pn motivate the following two problems
related to the restricted validity of Gromov’s Oka principle.

Problem 1. Fix a connected open (i.e. non-compact) complex manifold X and a complex
manifold Y . Obtain information about the set of continuous or smooth mappings X → Y
that are homotopic to holomorphic mappings.

Problem 2. Consider a connected smooth oriented open manifold X, a complex man-
ifold Y , and a smooth orientation preserving mapping f : X → Y . Obtain information
on the set of complex manifolds X ′ which admit a smooth orientation preserving isomor-
phism X ′ → X for which the pull back of f is homotopic to a holomorphic mapping.

In the sequel all manifolds will be oriented, and all manifolds (including Riemann
surfaces) will be connected, if not said otherwise.

In a forthcoming paper (see [20]) we address Problem 1. For instance, we give an upper
bound for the number of homotopy classes of irreducible mappings from a finite open
Riemann surface to the thrice punctured Riemann sphere, that contain a holomorphic
mapping. A non-contractible mapping to the trice punctured Riemann sphere is called
irreducible if it is not homotopic to a mapping into a punctured disc. The estimates can
be regarded as a quantitative information concerning the restricted validity of Gromov’s
Oka principle for some cases when the target manifold is not a Gromov-Oka manifold.

Here we will address Problem 2. We restrict ourselves to surfaces X. Recall that a
surface is called finite if its fundamental group is finitely generated. Each finite open
Riemann surface X is conformally equivalent to a domain (denoted again by X) on
a closed Riemann surface Xc such that each connected component of the complement
Xc \ X is either a point or a closed topological disc with smooth boundary [27]. The
connected components of the complement will be called holes. A Riemann surface is
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called of first kind, if it is closed, or it is obtained from a closed Riemann surface by
removing finitely many points (called punctures). Otherwise the connected Riemann
surface is called of second kind. If all holes of a finite open Riemann surface are closed
topological discs, the Riemann surface is said to have only thick ends.

For a smooth oriented surface X an orientation preserving homeomorphism ω : X →
ω(X) from X to a Riemann surface ω(X) is called a conformal structure on X. A
mapping f from X to a complex manifold Y is said to be holomorphic for the complex
structure ω if the mapping f ◦ ω−1 is holomorphic on ω(X).

Definition 2. Let X be an oriented finite open smooth surface and Y a complex man-
ifold. A continuous mapping f : X → Y is said to be homotopic to a holomorphic
mapping for a conformal structure ω : X → ω(X) on X, if f ◦ w−1 is homotopic to a
holomorphic mapping from ω(X) to Y . If this holds for any conformal structure ω on
X with only thick ends (i.e. with ω(X) having only thick ends), the mapping f : X → Y
is said to have the Gromov-Oka property.

Let n = 2. For an annulus A each continuous mapping f : A→ P2 has the Gromov-
Oka property. The following lemma holds for n = 3.

Lemma 1. A continuous mapping f from an annulus A to P3 is homotopic to a holo-
morphic mapping for each conformal structure of second kind on A if and only if it has the

Gromov-Oka property. This happens if and only if the inequalityM(b̂f ) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1

holds.

Notice that log 3+
√

5
2

is the smallest non-vanishing entropy among 3-braids.

On the other hand only very few mappings f with infiniteM(b̂f ) are homotopic to a
holomorphic mapping on an annulus of first kind (i.e. on the punctured plane). This fact
motivated the definition of mappings with the Gromov-Oka property from a finite open
smooth surface to a complex manifold. Further, the following question arises, which is
part of Problem 2.

Problem 2a. Given a finite open smooth surface X and a complex manifold Y with a set
of generators whose conjugacy classes have infinite conformal module, which mappings
f : X → Y have the Gromov-Oka property? In particular, which mappings f : X → Pn

have the Gromov-Oka property?

We consider now a smooth surface X of genus one with a hole and address the question
which mappings X → Pn have the Gromov-Oka property. A Riemann surface of genus
1 will be called a torus and a Riemann surface of genus 1 with a hole will be called a
torus with a hole.

Note first, that any continuous map from an oriented finite open smooth surface
X into P2 has the Gromov-Oka property, moreover, any such map is homotopic to a
holomorphic map for any conformal structure on X. (See the proofs of Lemma 13 and
Theorem 10 below).

Let X be a topological space and let ê be a conjugacy class of elements of the funda-
mental group π1(X , x0) of X . Choose a loop γ in X that represents ê. For a mapping
f : X → Pn the conjugacy class of braids represented by the restriction f |γ depends

only on f and on ê and is denoted by f̂e. Notice that M(f̂e) = ∞ iff the restriction of
f to an annulus representing ê has the Gromov-Oka property.
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We consider now mappings from a smooth orienetd manifold of genus one with a hole
to P3. The following lemma states that the Gromov-Oka property of the mapping on
the manifold implies the Gromov-Oka property of its restrictions to certain annuli.

Lemma 2. Let X be a smooth oriented manifold of genus one with a hole. If f : X → P3

has the Gromov-Oka property then M(f̂e) =∞ if e is a primitive element of π1(X, x0)
or e is the commutator of two elements that form a basis of π1(X, x0).

The lemma is an immediate consequence of the following more general lemma.

Lemma 3. Let X be an oriented smooth finite open surface and let e ∈ π1(X, x0) be an
element whose conjugacy class can be represented by a simple closed curve in X. Then
for any a > 0 there exists a conformal structure ω : X → ω(X) on X, such that the
Riemann surface ω(X) has only thick ends and contains an annulus A representing ê of
conformal module m(A) > a.

Vice versa, Theorem 2 below states the existence of a finite number of annuli in a
smooth surface of genus 1 with a hole X with the following property. If for a separable
quasipolynomial of degree 3 the restriction to each of these annuli has the Gromov-Oka
property, then the quasipolynomial on X has the Gromov-Oka property. Notice that
the conjugacy classes of the restriction of a mapping to curves representing a set of
generators of the fundamental group of X do not determine the mapping.

Theorem 2. Let X be a smooth surface of genus one with a hole, and let E = {e1, e2}
be a chosen set of generators of the fundamental group of X with base point x0. Denote
by E0 the set {e1, e2, e2e

−1
1 , e2e

−2
1 , e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 }.
Let f be a separable quasipolynomial of degree 3 on X. Suppose that for each e ∈ E0

the inequality M(f̂e) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1 holds. Then the quasipolynomial is isotopic to a

separable algebroid function for any conformal structure of second kind on X.

Notice that a Riemann surface with one hole is of second kind iff it has only thick
ends.

The condition that a mapping X → P3 has the Gromov-Oka property is rather
restrictive (see Theorem 8 below).

We do not know whether the respective result holds for quasipolynomials on arbitrary
smooth oriented finite open surfaces. The following theorem says that it holds for orien-
tation preserving mappings from arbitrary smooth oriented finite open surfaces to the
twice punctured complex plane (and, hence, for orientation preserving mappings from
arbitrary smooth oriented finite open surfaces into P3 whose monodromies correspond
to pure 3-braids, equivalently, for mappings into C3(C)).

Theorem 3. Let X be a smooth oriented surface of genus g ≥ 0 with m ≥ 1 holes.
There exists a subset E ′ of the fundamental group π1(X, x0) of X consisting of at most
(2g + m − 1)3 elements such that the conjugacy class ê of each element of E ′ can be
represented by a simple closed curve and the following holds.

A smooth orientation preserving mapping f : X → C \ {−1, 1} has the Gromov-Oka
property if and only if for each e ∈ E ′ the restriction of the mapping to an annulus in X
that represents ê has the Gromov-Oka property.
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For g > 0 the statement holds for all smooth mappings (not only for orientation
preserving ones). Notice that π1(X, x0) is a free group in 2g + m − 1 generators. The
mappings X → C \ {−1, 1} that enjoy the Gromov-Oka property are completely de-
scribed in Section 7. The case of mappings from open Riemann surfaces to Pn with
n > 3 is widely unknown even in the case when X is a surface of genus one with a hole
(see the discussion at the end of Section 3).

We consider now an analog of Theorem 2 for fiber bundles. Note that each smooth
bundle over a smooth surface of genus one with a hole with each fiber being a closed
oriented surface of genus one is isotopic to a smooth bundle with fibers equipped with
complex structures depending smoothly on the point in the base manifold (see Section
11). We call the latter bundles torus bundles. Theorem 2 has an analog concerning
isotopic deformations of smooth torus bundles over a Riemann surface of genus one
with a hole to holomorphic bundles. A smooth torus bundle F over a smooth finite
open surface X is said to have the Gromov-Oka property, if for each smooth conformal
structure ω : X → ω(X) on X with only thick ends the push-forward Fω to ω(X) is
isotopic to a holomorphic torus bundle.

Theorem 4. Let X be a smooth surface of genus one with a hole with base point x0,
and with a chosen set E = {e1, e2} of generators of π1(X, x0). Define the set E0 =
{e1, e2, e1e

−1
2 , e1e

−2
2 , e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 } as in Theorem 2. Consider a smooth bundle F over
X whose fibers are closed Riemann surfaces of genus one. Suppose for each e ∈ E0

the restriction of the bundle F to an annulus in X representing ê has the Gromov-Oka
property. Then the bundle over X has the Gromov-Oka property.

A similar statement (see Theorem 10 below) is proved for fibers bundles each fiber of
which is the complex plane with a set of three distinguished points. This statement is
closely related to Theorem 2 on quasipolynomials. Theorem 4 is proved by representing
the torus bundles as double branched coverings of bundles with fibers equal to C with a
set of three distinguished points. In section 11 we prove a more comprehensive theorem
on torus bundles.

Acknowledgement. The author is grateful to the IHES, the CRM Barcelona, and
the Indiana University Bloomington, where a big part of the work on the paper has
been done. A talk given at the Algebraic Geometry seminar at Courant Institute and
a stimulating discussion with F.Bogomolov and M.Gromov had a special impact. The
author is also indebted to many other mathematicians for interesting and helpful discus-
sions and for information concerning references to the literature, among them R.Bryant,
D.Calegari, and M.Zaidenberg. The figures were drawn by M.Vergne and F.Dufour.

2. Families of polynomials, solvability and reducibility.

In this section we will give the proof of Theorem 1 on reducibility of holomorphic
quasipolynomials, and present some preliminary results on braids and mapping classes,
that will be needed later.

Notice first, that the isomorphism between π1(Cn(C)�Sn , E0
n ) withE0

n = {0, . . . , n−1
n
}

and the Artin braid group with generators σj, j = 1, . . . , n − 1, is given as follows.
Take any arc γ : [0, 1] → Cn(C)�Sn with endpoints equal to E0

n that represents
an element of the fundamental group π1(Cn(C)�Sn , E0

n ). Associate to the arc γ
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its lift γ̃ = (γ̃1, . . . , γ̃n) : [0, 1] → Cn(C) for which γ̃j(0) = j−1
n
, j = 1, . . . , n. For

j = 1, . . . , n− 1, the isomorphism maps the generator σj to the homotopy class of arcs
in Cn(C)�Sn with endpoints equal to En, whose associated lift is represented by the
following mapping. The mapping moves the points γ̃j(0) and γ̃j+1(0) with uniform speed
in positive direction along a half-circle with center at the point 1

2
(γ̃j(0) + γ̃j+1(0)), and

fixes γ̃j′(0) for all j′ 6= j, j + 1. For more details on braids see [5] and [21].

In the sequel we will need the relation between braids and mapping classes which we
recall now. Let A be an oriented manifold. Let A1 and A2 be disjoint closed subsets of A.
Denote by Hom+(A;A1, A2) the set of orientation preserving self-homeomorphisms of A
that fix A1 pointwise and A2 setwise. Equip the set Hom+(A;A1, A2) with the compact
open topology. The set of connected components of Hom+(A;A1, A2) is denoted by
M(A;A1, A2). It carries the structure of a group under composition, and is called a
mapping class group.

Let D be the unit disc in the complex plane and let En ⊂ D be a set containing n
points. The braid group Bn is isomorphic to M(D; ∂D, En). The set M(D; ∂D, En) is
called the mapping class group of the closed disc with set En of n distinguished points.
For each generator σj of the braid group we consider the element mσj ∈ M(D; ∂D, E0

n)

which is represented by a homeomorphism ϕj ∈ Hom+(D; ∂D, E0
n) that is the identity

outside the disc with center 1
2
( j−1
n

+ j
n
) and radius 1

n
, equals rotation by the angle π on

the disc with center 1
2
( j−1
n

+ j
n
) and radius 1

2n
, and rotates each point in the remaining

annulus by an angle between 0 and π. The mapping Bn 3 σj → m−1
σj

extends to a

homomorphism from Bn onto M(D; ∂D, E0
n).

Each self-homeomorphism ϕ of D that represents the mapping class mb of a braid b
extends to a self-homeomorphism of the Riemann sphere P1 by taking it equal to the iden-
tity outside D. The extended homeomorphism represents an element of M(P1;∞, En),
which is denoted by H∞(mb). The group M(P1;∞, En) is isomorphic to the braid group
modulo its center Bn�Zn. A braid b is called periodic if the mapping class H∞(mb)
contains a periodic mapping.

We explain now Thurston’s notion of irreducible surface homeomorphisms and ir-
reducible braids. Let S be a finite smooth (oriented) surface. It is either closed or
homeomorphic to a closed surface with a finite number of punctures. We will assume
from the beginning that S is either closed or punctured.

A finite non-empty set of mutually disjoint simple closed curves {C1, . . . , Cα} on a
closed or punctured surface S is called admissible if no Ci is homotopic to a point in
X, or to a puncture, or to a Cj with i 6= j. Thurston calls an isotopy class m of
self-homeomorphisms of S (in other words, a mapping class on S) reducible if there is
an admissible system of curves {C1, . . . , Cα} on S such that some (and, hence, each)
element in m maps the system to an isotopic system. In this case we say that the system
{C1, . . . , Cα} reduces m. A mapping class which is not reducible is called irreducible.
Mappings are called reducible if they belong to a reducible mapping class, and are called
irreducible otherwise. The mapping class of the identity is reducible.

Let S be a closed or punctured surface with set E of distinguished points. We
say that ϕ is a self-homeomorphism of S with distinguished points E, if ϕ is a self-
homeomorphism of S that maps the set of distinguished points E to itself. Notice that
each self-homeomorphism of the punctured surface S\E extends to a self-homeomorphism
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of the surface S with set of distinguished points E. We will sometimes identify self-
homeomorphisms of S \ E and self-homeomorphism of S with set E of distinguished
points.

For a finite (closed or punctured) surface S and a finite subset E of S a finite non-
empty set of mutually disjoint simple closed curves {C1, . . . , Cα} in S \ E is called
admissible for S with set of distinguished points E if it is admissible for S \ E. An
admissible system of curves for S with set of distinguished points E is said to reduce a
mapping class m on S with set of distinguished points E, if the induced mapping class
on S \ E is reduced by this system of curves.

Conjugacy classes of reducible mapping classes can be decomposed in some sense
into irreducible components, and conjugacy classes of reducible mapping classes can be
recovered from the irreducible components up to products of commuting Dehn twists.
Conjugacy classes of irreducible mapping classes are classified and studied.

A Dehn twist about a simple closed curve γ in an oriented surface S is a mapping that
is isotopic to the following one. Take a tubular neighbourhood of γ and parameterize
it as a round annulus A = {e−ε < |z| < 1} so that γ corresponds to |z| = e−

ε
2 . The

mapping is an orientation preserving self-homeomorphism of S which is the identity
outside A and is equal to the mapping e−εs+2πit → e−εs+2πi(t+s) for e−εs+2πit ∈ A, i.e.
s ∈ (0, 1). Here ε is a small positive number.

A braid b ∈ Bn is called irreducible if the associated mapping class mb ∈M(D; ∂D, En)
is irreducible, and reducible otherwise.

The following simple Lemma concerns global solvability of holomorphic families of
polynomials.

Lemma 4. Let X be a closed Riemann surface of positive genus with a closed smoothly
bounded topological disc removed. Suppose f is an irreducible separable algebroid function
of degree 3 on X. Suppose X contains a domain A, one of whose boundary components
coincides with the boundary circle of X, such that A is conformally equivalent to an

annulus of conformal module strictly larger than π
2

(log(3+
√

5
2

))−1. Then f is solvable
over A.

We postpone the proof of Lemma 4, and state some simple lemmas which will be
needed in the sequel. Let A be an annulus. For a continuous mapping f from an
annulus A to the symmetrized configuration space Cn(C)�Sn we denote as before by b̂f
the conjugacy class of braids that is represented by the mapping f .

Lemma 5. Suppose the separable quasipolynomial f of degree n on an annulus A is irre-
ducible and n is prime. Then the represented conjugacy class of braids b̂f is irreducible.

Notice that, on the other hand, conjugacy classes of irreducible pure braids define
solvable, hence reducible, quasipolynomials on the circle.

Proof. Recall that τn : Bn → Sn is the natural projection from the braid group
to the symmetric group. τn maps conjugacy classes of braids to conjugacy classes of
permutations. If f is an irreducible separable quasipolynomial, the conjugacy class
of braids b̂f projects to a conjugacy class τn(b̂f ) of n-cycles. The lemma is now a
consequence of the following known lemma (see e.g. [6]). 2
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Lemma 6. If n is prime then any braid b ∈ Bn, for which τn(b) is an n-cycle, is
irreducible.

For convenience of the reader we give the short argument.

Proof of Lemma 6. If b was reducible then some homeomorphism ϕ which represents
the mapping class corresponding to b would fix setwise an admissible system of curves
C. Let C1 be one of the curves in C and let δ1 be the topological disc contained in D,
bounded by C1. δ1 contains at least two distinguished points z1 and z2. Since ϕ permutes
the distinguished points along an n-cycle there is a power ϕk of ϕ which maps z1 to z2.
Since n is prime, ϕk also permutes the distinguished points along an n-cycle. Hence it
maps some distinguished point in δ1 to the complement of δ1. We obtained that ϕk(δ1)
intersects both, δ1 and its complement. Hence ϕk(C1) 6= C1 but ϕk(C1) intersects C1.
This contradicts the fact that the system of curves C was admissible and invariant under
ϕ. 2

Let ∆3 = σ1σ2σ1 = σ2σ1σ2. The group 〈∆2〉 generated by ∆2 coincides with the
center Z3 of the braid group B3. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 7. A mapping class in M(D; ∂D, E3) is reducible if and only if the braid corre-
sponding to it is conjugate to σk1∆

2`
3 for integers k and `.

A mapping class in M(P1; {∞}, E3) is reducible if and only if it corresponds to a
conjugate of σk1�Z3.

Proof. Any admissible system of curves on D with three distinguished points consists of
one curve that divides D into two connected components. One of these components con-
tains ∂D and one of the distinguished points, the other one contains two distinguished
points. For a reducible mapping class m in M(D; ∂D, E3) we take an admissible curve γ
that reduces m and a representing homeomorphism ϕ ∈ m that fixes γ pointwise. Sup-
pose the points in E3 are labelled according to a homomorphism from π1(C3(C)�S3, En)
to π1(C3(C)�S3, E

0
n) (which is defined up to conjugation) so that one of the connected

components C1 of the complement of γ contains ζ1 and ζ2, the other connected compo-
nent C2 contains ζ3 and ∂D. Since ϕ fixes ∂D and γ pointwise, it also fixes the annulus
C2 setwise and fixes the point ζ3. A self-homeomorphism of an annulus that fixes the
boundary pointwise is a twist. After an isotopy of ϕ, that fixes γ setwise and fixes each
distinguished point, we may assume that ϕ fixes pointwise a simple arc that joins ζ3 with
γ. Then the restriction ϕ | C2 represents a power of a Dehn twist in D about a curve
in C2 that is homotopic in C2 \ {ζ3} to ∂D. Such a Dehn twist corresponds to the braid
∆2

3. The restriction ϕ | C1 represents the class in M(C1; ∂C1, {ζ1, ζ2}), corresponding to
σk for some integer k. Hence the class represented by ϕ in M(D; ∂D, E3) corresponds
to a braid that is conjugate to σk1∆

2`
3 for some integer `. Vice versa, it is clear that the

mapping class mσ2k
1 ∆2`

3
is reducible.

The statement concerning the reducible elements of M(P1; {∞}, E3) is proved in the
same way. 2

It is known that the smallest non-vanishing entropy among irreducible 3-braids equals

log 3+
√

5
2

(see e.g. [24]). By the following Theorem of [17] the number π
2

(
log 3+

√
5

2

)−1

is

the largest finite conformal module among irreducible 3-braids.
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Theorem 5. For each braid b ∈ Bn, n ≥ 2, the following relation holds

M(b̂) =
π

2

1

h(b̂)
(1)

for the entropy h(b̂) and the conformal module M(b̂) of its conjugacy class b̂.

The following lemma holds.

Lemma 8. Suppose for a conjugacy class of braids b̂ ∈ B̂3 the conformal module M(b̂)

satisfies the inequality M(b̂) > π
2

(
log 3+

√
5

2

)−1

. Then the following holds.

(a) M(b̂) =∞.

(b) If b̂ is irreducible then b̂ is the conjugacy class of a periodic braid, i.e. either of
(σ1 σ2)` for an integer ` not divisible by 3, or of (σ1 σ2 σ1)` for an integer ` not
divisible by 2.

(c) If b̂ is reducible then b̂ is the conjugacy class of σk1 ∆
2`
3 for integers k and `.

(d) If b̂ is the conjugacy class of a commutator, then it is represented by a pure braid
b.

Proof. Suppose b̂ is irreducible. Since π
2

(
log 3+

√
5

2

)−1

is the largest finite conformal

module among irreducible 3-braids the equalityM(b̂) =∞ holds. (Hence, also h(b̂) = 0.)
This proves (a) in the irreducible case.

Let b ∈ B3 represent the irreducible class b̂, let mb ∈ M(D; ∂D, E3) be the mapping
class corresponding to b, and let H∞(mb) ∈M(P1;∞, E3) be the corresponding mapping

class on P1 with distinguished points. SinceM(b̂) =∞, the class H∞(mb) is represented
by a periodic mapping of the complex plane C with three distinguished points (see [4]).
By a conjugation we may assume that the periodic mapping fixes zero and hence is a
rotation by a root of unity. If zero is not a distinguished point, the three distinguished
points are equidistributed on a circle with center zero and the mapping is rotation by a
power of e

2πi
3 . This mapping corresponds to

(σ1 σ2)`/〈∆2
3〉
∧

.

If zero is a distinguished point, the other two distinguished points are equidistributed
on a circle with center zero. The mapping is a rotation, precisely, a multiplication

by a power of −1, and corresponds to (σ1 σ2 σ1)`/〈∆2
3〉
∧

. (Note that powers of ∆2
3 are

reducible and the mapping class in M(P1; {∞}, E3) corresponding to ∆2
3 is the identity.)

We proved (b).

Suppose b̂ is reducible, i.e. the mapping class mb is reducible for b ∈ b̂. Then by
Lemma 7 the class b̂ is the conjugacy class of σk1∆

2`
3 for integers k and `. We obtained

(c). The braid b = σk1 ∆
2`
3 has infinite conformal module. This gives (a) in the reducible

case.

Suppose b̂ is the conjugacy class of a commutator b ∈ B3. Then b has exponent sum
zero (more detailed, the sum of exponents of the generators in a representing word equals

zero). IfM(b̂) =∞ then this is possible only if b is conjugate to σk1 ∆
2`
3 with k+ 6` = 0.

Hence, k is even and the braid b is pure. This proves (d). The lemma is proved. 2
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Proof of Lemma 1. If f is homotopic to a holomorphic function for any conformal
structure of second kind on A or for any conformal structure with only thick ends, then

M(b̂f ) = ∞. Suppose on the other hand that M(b̂f ) >
π
2

(log(3+
√

5
2

))−1. Then Lemma

7 implies that M(b̂f ) = ∞. Hence f is homotopic to a holomorphic function for any
conformal structure on A of finite conformal module. There are two conformal structures
of infinite conformal module, one conformally equivalent to the punctured disc D\{0}, it
is of second kind, and the other conformally equivalent to the punctured complex plane,
it is of first kind. By Lemma 7 a conjugacy class of braids of infinite conformal module is
either a periodic braid, or it is conjugate to σk1 . We claim that in the first case f is isotopic
on the punctured plane to the quasipolynomial f1,k(z, ζ) = zk − ζ3, z ∈ C \ {0}, ζ ∈ C,
or to f2,k(z, ζ) = ζ(zk− ζ2), z ∈ C \ {0}, ζ ∈ C, respectively. In the second case we take
any constant R > 1. We claim that the quasipolynomial f is isotopic on the punctured
disc to f3,k(z, ζ) = (zk− ζ2)(ζ−R), z ∈ D \ {0}, ζ ∈ C. Indeed, for z = 1

2
e2πit, t ∈ [0, 1],

the set of solutions of the equation f1,k(z, ζ) = 0 is

Ek
1 (t)

def
= 2−

1
3 e

2πik
3
t
{

1, e
2πik
3 , e

4πik
3

}
, t ∈ [0, 1] .

The path t→ Ek
1 (t), t ∈ [0, 1], in P3 defines a geometric braid in the conjugacy class of

(σ1 · σ2)k. The set of solutions of the equation f2,k(z, ζ) = 0 is

Ek
2 (t)

def
= 2−

1
2 e

2πik
2
t {−1, 0, 1} , t ∈ [0, 1] .

The respective path represents∆k
3. Finally, the set of solutions of the equation f3,k(z, ζ) =

0 is

Ek
3 (t)

def
=
{

2−
1
2 e

2πik
2
t,−2−

1
2 e

2πik
2
t, R
}
, t ∈ [0, 1] .

The respective path represents σk1 .

The quasipolynomial f3 is not isotopic to a holomorphic one on the punctured plane.
This follows from statement 4 of Theorem 10 below. 2

Proof of Lemma 4. Let Sf = {(z, ζ) ∈ X × C : f(z, ζ) = 0} be the zero set of
the algebroid function f . Since f is a separable irreducible quasipolynomial, this set is
connected, and we obtain an unramified covering Sf → X of degree 3. Hence, for the
Euler characteristics χ(X) and χ(Sf ) the relation χ(Sf ) = 3χ(X) holds. Let m(X) and
m(Sf ) be the number of boundary components ofX and Sf . Then 2−2g(Sf )−m(Sf ) =
3(2− 2g(X)−m(X)). Hence, since m(X) = 1, m(Sf ) equals either 1 or 3. This means
that f | A is either irreducible or solvable. If f | A is irreducible, it represents an

irreducible conjugacy class of braids b̂f . By Lemma 8 b̂f must be the conjugacy class of
a periodic braid which corresponds to a 3-cycle. This is impossible for conjugacy classes
of products of braid commutators. 2

We will prove now Theorem 1 using the relation between the conformal module and
the entropy of conjugacy classes of braids (see Theorem 1 of [17]) and the following
result of Penner [23] on the smallest non-vanishing entropy among irreducible n-braids.

Theorem 6. (Penner) For 3g− 3 + m > 0 we denote by hmg the smallest non-vanishing
entropy among irreducible self-homeomorphisms of Riemann surfaces of genus g with m
distinguished points. Then

hmg ≥
log 2

12g − 12 + 4m
.
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The entropy is a conjugacy invariant, i.e. the entropy of conjugate mappings is equal.
The entropy of a braid b ∈ Bn is equal to the entropy of the mapping class H(mb)
corresponding to b. Hence, the smallest non-vanishing entropy among irreducible n-
braids, n ≥ 3, is bounded from below by

log 2

4(n+ 1)− 12
=

log 2

4n− 8
≥ log 2

4
· 1

n
, n ≥ 3 .

By equality (1) the largest finite conformal module among irreducible conjugacy classes
of n-braids does not exceed π

2
4

log 2
· n for n ≥ 3.

Recall that the discriminant Dn is a function on the space of all polynomials Pn of
degree n which vanishes exactly on the set of polynomials with multiple zeros. Explicitly,

for a polynomial p ∈ Pn, p(ζ) =
n∏
j=1

(ζ − ζj), its discriminant equals

Dn(p) =
∏
i<j

(ζi − ζj)2 .

Proof of Theorem 1. Suppose f is an irreducible separable algebroid function on the
annulus A and

m(A) >
π

2

4

log 2
· n =

2π

log 2
· n . (2)

Since n is prime, by Lemma 5 the conjugacy class b̂f ∈ B̂3 induced by f is irreducible.

By inequality (2) M(b̂f ) =∞.

This implies that b̂f is the conjugacy class of a periodic braid corresponding to an
n-cycle, hence it is the conjugacy class of (σ1 σ2 . . . σn)k for an integer k which is not

divisible by n. The isotopy class of the algebroid function f̃(z, ζ) = ζn − zk, z ∈ A,

induces this conjugacy class of braids. In other words, f̃ is isotopic to f . Indeed, for
z = e2πit, t ∈ [0, 1], the set of solutions of the equation f̃(z, ζ) = 0 is

En(t)
def
=
{
e

2πik
n
t, e

2πik
n

+ 2πik
n
t, . . . , e

2πik(n−1)
n

+ 2πik
n
t
}
, t ∈ [0, 1] .

The path t→ En(t), t ∈ [0, 1], in Pn defines a geometric braid in the conjugacy class of
(σ1 · σ2 · . . . · σn)k.

Compute the discriminant Dn(f̃z):

Dn(f̃z) =
∏

0≤m<`<n

(
e

2πik
n
·m+ 2πik

n
·t − e

2πik
n
·`+ 2πik

n
·t
)2

= e
2πik
n
·t·n·(n−1) ·

∏
0≤m<`<n

(
e

2πik
n
m − e

2πik
n
`
)2

. (3)

Hence
Dn(f̃z) = e2πik·(n−1)·t · cn , z = e2πit , t ∈ [0, 1] ,

where cn is a non-zero constant depending only on n. (It is equal to the product in
the last expression of (3).) The index of the discriminant equals k · (n − 1) which
is not divisible by n. In other words, the condition for the discriminant excludes the
only possibility for the isotopy class of a separable algebroid function on annuli of the
given conformal module to be irreducible. Hence under the conditions of Theorem 1 the
algebroid function f must be reducible. 2
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3. The conformal module and isotopy of quasipolynomials to
algebroid functions.

Two homomorphisms h1 and h2 from a group G1 to a group G2 are called conjugate
if for an element x2 ∈ G2 the equality h2(x) = x−1

2 h1(x)x2 holds for all x ∈ G1.

For two smooth open surfaces X and Y with base points x0 ∈ X and y0 ∈ Y and
a continuous mapping F : X → Y with F (x0) = y0 we denote by F∗ : π1(X , x0) →
π1(Y , y0) the induced map on fundamental groups. For each element e0 ∈ π1(X , x0) the
image F∗(e0) is called the monodromy along e0, and the homomorphism F∗ is called the
monodromy homomorphism corresponding to F . The homomorphism F∗ defines a one
to one correspondence from the set of homotopy classes of continuous mappings X → Y
with fixed base point x0 in the source and fixed value y0 at the base point to the set of
homomorphisms π1(X , x0)→ π1(Y , y0).

Consider a free homotopy Ft, t ∈ [0, 1], of continuous mappings from X to Y . Consider

the curve α(t)
def
= Ft(x0), t ∈ [0, 1]. Suppose F0(x0) = y0 and F1(x0) = y1. Each curve β

in Y with initial point y0 and terminating point y1 defines an isomorphism π1(Y , y0)→
π1(Y , y1) by considering compositions of curves β−1γβ for loops γ representing elements
of π1(Y , y0). For different curves β the isomorphisms differ by conjugation. Identifying
fundamental groups with different base point by a chosen isomorphism of the described
kind we obtain a mapping that assigns to each free homotopy class of maps X → Y a
conjugacy class of homomorphisms π1(X , x0) → π1(Y , y0). The mapping is surjective.
It is also injective by the following reason. Let Fj : X → Y be continuous mappings,
Fj(x0) = y0, such that for an element e ∈ π1(Y , y0) the equality (F1)∗ = e−1(F0)∗ e
holds. Let α be a smooth curve in Y that represents e. There exists a free homotopy
F t, t ∈ [0, 1], of mappings such that F 0 = F0 and F t(x0) = α(t), t ∈ [0, 1]. Then (F 1)∗ =
e−1(F 0)∗ e. Hence, F1 and F 1 define the same homorphism π1(X , x0) → π1(Y , y0), and
hence, they are homotopic. We obtain the following theorem (see also [15],[26], [25].)

Theorem 7. The free homotopy classes of continuous mappings from X to Y are in
one-to-one correspondence to the set of conjugacy classes of homomorphisms between
the fundamental groups of X and Y.

The crucial step for the proof of Theorem 2 is the following Theorem 8.

Theorem 8. Suppose X is a smooth surface of genus one with a hole. Let E = {e1, e2}
be a chosen set of generators of the fundamental group of X with base point x0, and
E0 = {e1, e2, e2e

−1
1 , e2e

−2
1 , e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 }. If f is a separable quasipolynomial of degree 3 on

X for which M(f̂e) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1 for e ∈ E0, then the isotopy class of f corresponds

to the conjugacy class of a homomorphism

Φ : π1(X, x0)→ Γ ⊂ B3

for a subgroup Γ of B3 which is generated either by σ1 σ2, or by σ1 σ2 σ1, or by σ1 and
∆2

3. In particular, in all cases the image Φ([e1, e2]) of the commutator of the generators
is the identity.

The Theorems 8 and 2 describe the set of mappings from a smooth surface of genus
one with a hole to P3 that have the Gromov-Oka property.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 8. Theorem 2 and results
related to bundles will be proved in section 6.
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We start with the proof of Lemma 3, and then provide several lemmas that are needed
for the proof of Theorem 8.

Proof of lemma 3. Take any conformal structure ω′ : X → ω′(X) on X with only
thick ends. Let γ be a smooth simple closed curve that represents the conjugacy class
ê of e. Cut ω′(X) along ω′(γ). A tubular neighbourhood of ω′(γ) is cut into connected
components X+ and X−, each being conformally equivalent to an annulus. Take an
annulus A of conformal module m(A) > a, and glue the X± conformally to annuli A±
in A that are adjacent to different boundary components of A. If a is large then A± are
disjoint, and we obtain a Riemann surface and a homeomorphism ω from X onto this
Riemann surface. The mapping ω : X → ω(X) gives the require complex structure. 2

The proof of the following lemma on permutations can be extracted for instance from
[28]. For convenience of the reader we give the short argument.

Lemma 9. Let n be a prime number. Any Abelian subgroup of the symmetric group Sn
which acts transitively on a set consisting of n points is generated by an n-cycle.

Proof. Let Sn be the group of permutations of elements of the set {1, . . . , n}. Suppose
the elements sj ∈ Sn, j = 1, . . . ,m, commute and the subgroup 〈s1, . . . , sm〉 of Sn
generated by the sj, j = 1, . . . ,m, acts transitively on the set {1, . . . , n}. Let As1 ⊂
{1, . . . , n} be a minimal s1-invariant subset. Then s1 | As1 is a cycle of length k1 = |As1|.
(The order |A| of a set A is the number of elements of this set.) For any integer ` the set
s`2(As1) is minimal s1-invariant. Hence, two such sets are either disjoint or equal. Take
the minimal union As1s2 of sets of the form s`2(As1) for some integers ` which contains
As1 and is invariant under s2. Then s2 moves the s`2(As1) along a cycle of length k2 such
that |As1s2| = k1 · k2. As1s2 is a minimal subset of {1, . . . , n} which is invariant for both,
s1 and s2. Continue in this way. We obtain a minimal set A = As1...sm ⊂ {1, . . . , n}
which is invariant under all sj. By the transitivity condition A = {1, . . . , n}. The order
|A| equals k1 · . . . · km. Since n is prime, exactly one of the factors, kj0 equals n, the
other factors equal 1. Then |As1...sj0−1

| = 1, and sj0 is a cycle of length n. Since each sj
commutes with sj0 , each sj is a power of sj0 . Indeed, consider a bijection of {1, . . . , n}
onto the set of n-th roots of unity so that sj0 corresponds to rotation by the angle
2π
n

. In other words, put ζ = e
2πi
n . The permutation sj0 acts on {1, ζ, ζ2, . . . , ζn−1} by

multiplication by ζ. Consider an arbitrary sj. Then for some element `j of Zn = Z�nZ,
the equality sj(ζ) = ζ`j holds, i.e. sj(ζ) = ζ`j−1 · ζ = (sj0)

`j−1(ζ). Then for any other
n-th root of unity ζm

sj(ζ
m) =sj((sj0)

m−1(ζ))

=(sj0)
m−1(sj(ζ)) = ζm−1 · ζ`j = ζ`j−1 · ζm = (sj0)

`j−1(ζm) .

Hence sj = (sj0)
`j−1. 2

Lemma 10. Let e1, e2 be generators of a free group F2. Let E ⊂ F2 be the finite

subset E = {e1, e2, e2 e
−1
1 , e2 e

−2
1 }. Put E−

def
= {e−1 : e ∈ E}. Suppose Ψ : F2 → S3 is a

homomorphism from F2 into the symmetric group S3 whose image is an Abelian subgroup
of S3 which acts transitively on the set of three elements. Then there are generators
e1, e2 ∈ E∪E− of F2 such that Ψ(e1) is a 3-cycle, Ψ(e2) = id and the commutator [e1, e2]
is conjugate to [e1, e2].
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Proof. By (the proof of) Lemma 9 the image of one of the original generators is a
3-cycle. If Ψ(e1) is a 3-cycle, then Ψ(e2 e

−q
1 ) is the identity for q being either 0 or 1 or

2. (Recall that by Lemma 9 Ψ(e2) is a power of Ψ(e1) and Ψ(e1)3 = id.) Also,

[e1, e2 e
−q
1 ] = e1 e2 e

−q
1 e−1

1 eq1 e
−1
2 = [e1, e2] .

If Ψ(e1) is the identity then Ψ(e2) is a 3-cycle. For the pair e1 = e2 , e2 = e−1
1 of gener-

ators the commutator [e1, e2] = e2 e
−1
1 e−1

2 e1 is conjugate to the commutator [e1, e2] .
2

We will now consider a torus with a hole X. Recall that its fundamental group
π1(X, x0) with base point x0 is isomorphic to the free group F2 with two generators.

For the proof of Theorem 8 we need two further lemmas which we state and prove
before proving the theorem.

Lemma 11. Let b1 = (σ1 σ2)±1 and b2 = w−1 σ2k
1 w for an integer k and a braid w ∈ B3.

If the commutator [b1, b2] is conjugate to σ2k∗
1 ∆2`∗

3 for integers k∗ and `∗ then b2 is the
identity and, hence, also the commutator is the identity.

Proof of Lemma 11. Let b ∈ Bn be a pure braid (considered as an isotopy class
of geometric braids with strands labeled). The linking number `ij of the i-th and j-th
strand is defined as follows. Discard all strands except the i-th and the j-th strand. We
obtain a pure braid σ2m. We call the integer number m the linking number of the two
strands and denote it by `ij.

Note that the linking numbers `∗ij of the braid σ2k∗
1 ∆2`∗

3 are equal to `∗12 = k∗ + `∗,
`∗23 = `∗ , `∗13 = `∗. Since the braid is conjugate to a commutator, the sum of exponents
of generators in a word representing it must be zero. This means that 2k∗ + 6`∗ = 0.
Hence, the (unordered) collection of linking numbers of σ2k∗

1 ∆2`∗
3 is {−2`∗, `∗, `∗}. Since

conjugation only permutes linking numbers between pairs of strands of a pure braid, the
unordered collection of linking numbers of pairs of strands of [b1, b2] equals {−2`∗, `∗, `∗}
for the integer `∗.

For the pure braid σ2k
1 the linking number between the first and the second strand

equals k, the linking numbers of the remaining pairs of strands equal zero.

For a braid w ∈ B3 let Sw be the permutation Sw = τ3(w). We identify B3 with
the fundamental group of C3(C)�S3 with base point E3. E3 can be considered as an
unordered subset of C consisting of three points. Sw permutes this three points. We
label the points of E3 by (x1, x2, x3). The permutation Sw defines a permutation sw
acting on the set (1, 2, 3), so that Sw((x1, x2, x3)) = (xsw(1), xsw(2), xsw(3)). Order the
linking numbers of pairs of strands of a pure braid b ∈ B3 as (`23, `13, `12). Since

(sw(1), sw(2), sw(3))
s−1
w

−−−→ (1, 2, 3)
sw
−−−→ (sw(1), sw(2), sw(3)),

the ordered tuple of linking numbers of pairs of strands of w−1 bw equals

Sw((`23, `13, `12)) = (`sw(2)sw(3), `sw(1)sw(3), `sw(1)sw(2)).

Hence, the ordered tuple of linking numbers between pairs of strands of b2 = w−1 σ2k
1 w

equals Sw(0, 0, k). Similarly, the ordered tuple of linking numbers between pairs of
strands of b−1

2 is equal to Sw(0, 0,−k).

Consider the commutator b1 b2 b
−1
1 b−1

2 .
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The ordered tuple of linking numbers of pairs of strands of the pure braid b1 b2 b
−1
1

equals (S ′)−1 ◦ Sw(0, 0, k) for the permutation S ′ = τ3(b1) (see Figure 1).

Figure 1. The braid b1b2b
−1
1 = (σ1 σ2)b2(σ1 σ2)−1

Hence the ordered tuple of linking numbers of pairs of strands of the commutator
b1 b2 b

−1
1 ◦b−1

2 equals (S ′)−1◦Sw(0, 0, k)+Sw(0, 0,−k). Since S ′ is a 3-cycle, the mapping
S ′(x1, x2, x3) = (xs′(1), xs′(2), xs′(3)) does not fix (setwise) any pair of points among the
x1, x2, x3. Hence the unordered 3-tuple of linking numbers of b1 b2 b

−1
1 b−1

2 is {k,−k, 0}.
It can coincide with an unordered 3-tuple of the form {−2`∗, `∗, `∗} only if k = `∗ = 0.
Hence b2 is the identity and the commutator is the identity. 2

Lemma 12. The centralizer of σk1 in B3, k 6= 0 an integer number, equals {σk′1 ∆2`′
3 :

k′, `′ ∈ Z}.

Proof. We use the standard homomorphism ϑ : B3 → SL(2,Z) for which

ϑ(σ1) = A
def
=

(
1 1
0 1

)
, ϑ(σ2) = B

def
=

(
1 0
−1 1

)
,

(see e.g. [21]). Here SL(2,Z) denotes the group of 2×2 matrices with determinant equal
to 1 and entries being integer numbers. The kernel of ϑ is generated by (σ1 σ2 σ1)4. For
b ∈ B3 we denote by 〈b〉 the subgroup of B3 generated by b. With this notation

B3�〈(σ1 σ2 σ1)4〉

is isomorphic to SL(2,Z). Notice that ϑ((σ1 σ2 σ1)2) = −
(

1 0
0 1

)
.

Let b ∈ B3 be in the centralizer of σk1 . Then V
def
= ϑ(b) is in the centralizer of Ak, in

other words,(
1 k
0 1

)(
v11 v12

v21 v22

)
=

(
v11 v12

v21 v22

)(
1 k
0 1

)
with V =

(
v11 v12

v21 v22

)
,

i.e. (
v11 + k v21 v12 + k v22

v21 v22

)
=

(
v11 k v11 + v12

v21 k v21 + v22

)
.

Since k 6= 0 we have v21 = 0 and v11 = v22. Since detV = 1 we obtain for an integer m

V =

(
1 m
0 1

)
or V =

(
−1 −m
0 −1

)
= −

(
1 m
0 1

)
.
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Hence, either ϑ(b σ−m1 ) = id or ϑ(b σ−m1 ∆2
3) = id. Thus b σ−m1 = ∆2`

3 for some integer `.
The lemma is proved. 2

Proof of Theorem 8. Let Φ : π1(X, x0) → B3 be a homomorphism whose conjugacy
class corresponds to the isotopy class of the quasipolynomial f considered as mapping f :

X → P3. Then f̂e = Φ̂(e) for each e ∈ π1(X, x0). Denote by Ψ = τ3 ◦Φ : π1(X, x0)→ S3

the related homomorphism into the symmetric group. SinceM(f̂[e1,e2]) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1,

by Lemma 8 the conformal module of the commutator class ̂[Φ(e1), Φ(e2)] equals infinity,
and Ψ([e1, e2]) = id .

Consider first the case when the subgroup Ψ(π1(X, x0)) of S3 acts transitively on the
set of three points. Apply Lemma 10 to the free group π1(X, x0) with generators e1 and
e2 and to the homomorphism Ψ . We obtain new generators e1, e2 ∈ E ∪ E− (with E
and E− being the sets of the lemma) such that Ψ(e1) is a 3-cycle and Ψ(e2) = id. Put
s1 = Ψ(e1), s2 = Ψ(e2), b1 = Φ(e1), b2 = Φ(e2). Then b2 and [b1, b2] are pure braids (the

latter holds since [e1, e2] is conjugate to [e1, e2]). SinceM(f̂e1) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1, Lemma

8 implies that M(b̂1) = ∞. Since τ3(b1) is a 3-cycle, by the same lemma the braid b1

must be conjugate to an integer power of σ1 σ2.

After conjugating Φ we may assume that b1 = (σ1 σ2)3`±1 = (σ1 σ2)±1 ·∆2`
3 for an inte-

ger `. SinceM(f̂e2) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1, Lemma 8 implies as above the equalityM(b̂2) =∞

for the pure braid b2. Hence, b2 = w−1 σ2k
1 ∆2`′

3 w for integers k and `′ and a conjugating

braid w ∈ B3. Since M([̂b1, b2]) = ∞ the commutator [b1, b2] is conjugate to σ2k∗
1 ∆2`∗

3

for integers k∗ and `∗.

Take into account that ∆2`
3 commutes with each 3-braid and apply Lemma 11 to

B1
def
= (σ1 σ2)±1 and B2

def
= w−1σ2k∗

1 w. This gives the statement of Theorem 8 for the
case when the subgroup Ψ(π1(X, x0)) acts transitively on the set of three points.

Consider now the case when the subgroup Ψ(π1(X, x0)) of S3 does not act transitively
on the set of three points. Then Ψ(π1(X, x0)) is generated either by a transposition (we
may assume the transposition to be (12) by choosing the mapping Φ in its conjugacy
class) or Ψ(π1(X, x0)) is equal to the identity in S3.

There are generators e1, e2 ∈ E ∪ E− such that [e1, e2] is conjugate to [e1, e2] and
Ψ(e2) = id. Indeed, we need to show this for the case, when Ψ(π1(X;x0)) is generated
by the transposition (12) and neither Ψ(e1) nor Ψ(e2) is the identity. Then Ψ(e1) =
Ψ(e2) = (12), and Ψ(e2e

−1
1 ) = id. Hence as in the proof of Lemma 10 the generators e1

and e2 can be chosen as required.

Use again the notation b1 = Φ(e1), b2 = Φ(e2). Since M(f̂e1) and M(f̂e2) are both

bigger than π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1 we may assume by Lemma 8, that b1 is conjugate to either

σk11 ∆2`1
3 for integers `1 and k1, or to (σ1σ2σ1)k1 = ∆k1

3 for an integer k1, and b2 is
conjugate to σ2k2

1 ∆2`2
3 for integers k2 and `2. Conjugating Φ, we may assume that

b2 = B2∆
2`2
3 with B2 = σ2k2

1 for integers `2 and k2, b1 = w−1B1∆
2`1
3 w for a braid w ∈ B3

and an integer `1 with either B1 = σk11 for an integer k1, or B1 = ∆3. SinceM(f̂[e1,e1]) >
π
2
(log 3+

√
5

2
)−1, Lemma 8 implies as above that the commutator [B1, B2] = [b1, b2] is a

pure braid with infinite conformal module, and, hence, [B1, B2] = [b1, b2] is conjugate to
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σ2k∗
1 ∆2`∗

3 . Since the commutator has exponent sum zero, the equality 2k∗+6`∗ = 0 holds,
and the unordered tuple of linking numbers of the commutator equals {`∗, `∗,−2`∗}.

This implies that the commutator [B1, B2] is equal to the identity. Indeed, the ordered
tuple of linking numbers of pairs of strands of B2 equals (0, 0, k2), the ordered tuple of
linking numbers of pairs of strands of B−1

2 equals (0, 0,−k2). The ordered tuple of linking
numbers of pairs of strands of B1B2B

−1
1 equals (S ′)−1(0, 0, k2), where S ′ = τ3(B1).

The unordered tuple of linking numbers of pairs of strands of [B1, B2] equals either
{k2,−k2, 0} or {0, 0, 0} (in dependence on S ′). Either of these unordered tuples can be
equal to {`∗, `∗,−2`∗} for some integer `∗ only if `∗ = 0. We obtained that [b1, b2] =
[B1, B2] = id. If k2 6= 0, then by Lemma 12 the group Φ(π1(X, x0)) is generated by
(a power of) σ1 and ∆2

3. If k2 = 0 then Φ(π1(X, x0)) is generated by b1, and hence, a
conjugate group is generated either by σ1 and ∆2

3, or by ∆3. The theorem is proved. 2

We do not know the answer to the following problem.

Problem 3. Can two braids in B3 of zero entropy have a non-trivial commutator of zero
entropy?

If the answer is negative, then Theorem 8 holds with E0 = E . The proof of Theorem
8 gives the following corollary which is weaker than a negative answer to Problem 3.

Corollary 1. Let b1 and b2 be braids in B3 with h(b1) = h(b2) = h([b1, b2]) = 0. If one
of the braids is pure or

h(b2 b
−1
1 ) = h(b2 b

−2
1 ) = 0

then [b1, b2] = id.

On the other hand D.Calegari and A.Walker suggested the following example of two
elements of the braid group B3 with non-trivial commutator of zero entropy.

Example 1. The commutator of the non-commuting braids b1 = (σ2)−1 σ1 and b2 =
σ2 (σ1)−1 has entropy zero.

It is enough to show that the commutator of the two braids equals [b1, b2] = (σ2)−6∆2
3 .

Since

b−1
1 b−1

2 = (σ1)−1 σ2 σ1 (σ2)−1 = (σ1)−1 σ2 σ1 σ2 (σ2)−2

= (σ1)−1 σ1 σ2 σ1 (σ2)−2 = σ2 σ1 (σ2)−2 ,

b1 b2 = (σ2)−1 σ1 σ2 (σ1)−1 = (σ2)−2 σ2 σ1 σ2 (σ1)−1

= (σ2)−2 σ1 σ2 σ1(σ1)−1 = (σ2)−2 σ1 σ2 ,

we obtain

[b1, b2] = b1b2b
−1
1 b−1

2 = (σ2)−3 σ2 σ1 σ2 · σ2 σ1 σ2 (σ2)−3

= (σ2)−3 ∆2
3 (σ2)−3 = (σ2)−6 ∆2

3 .

Problem 3 has a positive answer for braid groups on more than 3 strands. Consider
the braids b1 = σ−2

1 and b2 = (σ2)−1 (σ1)−1 (σ3)−1 (σ2)−1 in B4 of zero entropy. Their
commutator equals [b1, b2] = σ−2

1 · σ2
3 6= id and is a non-trivial braid of zero entropy

(see Figure 2). Notice the following fact. Let X be a surface of genus one with a disc
removed. Consider the separable quasipolynomial of degree four on X whose isotopy
class corresponds to the conjugacy class of the homomorphism Φ : π1(X, x0)→ B4 with
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Figure 2. Two 4-braids of vanishing entropy with non-trivial commuta-
tor

Φ(e1) = b1 and Φ(e2) = b2. By a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 2 (see
Section 4) the quasipolynomial is isotopic to a separable algebroid function for each
conformal structure of second kind on X.

Problem 4. What is the analogue of Corollary 1 for braid groups on more than three
strands? What is the analog of Theorem 2 for quasipolynomials of degree 4?

4. (g,m)-fiber bundles

We will consider bundles whose fibers are closed surfaces of genus g ≥ 0 with m ≥ 0
distinguished points. For brevity we call a smooth closed surface of genus g with m
distinguished points a surface of type (g,m). In case the surface is equipped with a
complex structure we call it a Riemann surface of type (g,m).

Definition 3. (Smooth oriented (g,m) fiber bundles.) Let X be a smooth oriented
manifold of dimension k, let X be a smooth (oriented) manifold of dimension k+ 2 and
P : X → X an orientation preserving smooth proper submersion such that for each
point x ∈ X the fiber P−1(x) is a smooth closed oriented surface of genus g. Let E
be a smooth submanifold of X that intersects each fiber P−1(x) along a set Ex of m
distinguished points. Then the tuple Fg,m = (X ,P ,E, X) is called a smooth (oriented)
fiber bundle over X with fibers being smooth closed oriented surfaces of genus g with m
distinguished points (for short, a smooth oriented (g,m)-bundle).

If m = 0 the set E is the empty set and we will often denote the bundle by (X ,P , X).
If m > 0 the mapping x → Ex locally defines m smooth sections of the (g, 0)-bundle
(X ,P , X) that is obtained by forgetting all distinguished points. A section of the bundle
(X ,P , X) is a continuous mapping s : X → X with P ◦s being the identity on X. (g, 0)-
bundles will also be called genus g fiber bundles. For g = 1 and m = 0 the bundle is also
called an elliptic fiber bundle. We will consider mostly the case when 2g − 2 + m > 0.

Let S be a smooth reference surface of genus g and E ⊂ S a set of m distinguished
points. For an open subset U of X we consider the trivial bundle

(
U ×S, pr1, U ×E,U

)
with set {x}×E of distinguished points in the fiber {x}×S over x. Here pr1 : U×S → U
is the projection onto the first factor. By Ehresmann’s Fibration Theorem each smooth

(g,m)-bundle Fg,m = (X ,P ,E, X) with set of distinguished points Ex
def
= E ∩ P−1(x)
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in the fiber over x is locally smoothly trivial, i.e. each point in X has a neighbourhood
U ⊂ X such that for a surjective diffeomorphism ϕU : P−1(U)→ U × S the diagram

P−1(U)
ϕU //

P
��

U × S

pr1
yy

U

is commutative and ϕU maps E ∩ P−1(U) onto U × E, equivalently, for all x ∈ U the
diffeomorphism ϕU maps the set of distinguished points Ex = E ∩ P−1(x) in the fiber
P−1(x) to the set of distinguished points {x} × E in the fiber {x} × S.

The idea of the proof of Ehresmann’s Theorem is the following. Choose smooth
coordinates on U by a mapping from a rectangular box in Rn to U . Consider smooth
vector fields vj on U , which form a basis of the tangent space of U at each point of
U . Take smooth vector fields Vj on P−1(U) that are tangent to E at points of this set
and are mapped to vj by the differential of P . Such vector fields can easily be obtained
locally. To obtain the globally defined vector fields Vj on P−1(U) one uses partitions of
unity. The required diffeomorphism ϕU is obtained by composing the flows of the vector
fields Vj (in any fixed order).

In this way a trivialization of the bundle can be obtained over any simply connected
smooth manifold.

In the case when the base manifold is a Riemann surface, a holomorphic (g,m) fiber
bundle over X is defined as follows.

Definition 4. Let X be a Riemann surface, let X be a complex surface, and P a holo-
morphic proper submersion from X onto X, such that each fiber P−1(x) is a closed
Riemann surface of genus g. Suppose E is a complex one-dimensional submanifold of
X that intersects each fiber P−1(x) along a set Ex of m distinguished points. Then the
tuple Fg,m = (X ,P ,E, X) is called a holomorphic (g,m) fiber bundle over X.

Notice that the mapping x→ Ex locally defines m holomorphic sections of the (g, 0)-
bundle (X ,P , X) obtained by forgetting all distinguished points.

We will call two smooth oriented (holomorphic, respectively) (g, m) fiber bundles,
F0 = (X 0,P0,E0, X) and F1 = (X 1,P1,E1, X), smoothly isomorphic (holomorphically
isomorphic, respectively) if there are smooth (holomorphic, respectively) homeomor-
phisms Φ : X 0 → X 1 and φ : X0 → X1 such that for each x ∈ X0 the mapping Φ takes
the fiber (P0)−1(x) onto the fiber (P1)−1(φ(x)) and the set of distinguished points in
(P0)−1(x) to the set of distinguished points in (P1)−1(φ(x)). Holomorphic bundles that
are holomorphically isomorphic will be considered the same holomorphic bundles.

For a smooth (g,m)-bundle F = (X ,P ,E, X) over X and a homeomorphism ω : X →
ω(X) onto a surface ω(X) we denote by Fω the bundle

Fω = (X , ω ◦ P ,E, ω(X)). (4)

The bundles F and Fω are isomorphic. Indeed, we may consider the homeomorphisms
ω : X → ω(X) and Id : X → X .

We are interested in smooth deformations of a smooth bundle to a holomorphic one.
Two smooth (oriented) (g,m) fiber bundles over the same oriented smooth base manifold
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X, F0 = (X 0,P0,E0, X), and F1 = (X 1,P1,E1, X), are called (free) isotopic if for an
open interval I containing [0, 1] there is a smooth (g,m) fiber bundle (Y ,P ,E, X × I)
over the base X × I (called an isotopy) with the following property. For each t ∈ [0, 1]
we put Y t = P−1(X × {t}) and Et = E ∩ P−1(X × {t}). The bundle F0 is equal to
(Y0,P | Y0,E0, X × {0}) , and the bundle F1 is equal to

(
Y1,P | Y1,E1, X × {1}

)
.

Notice that for each t ∈ I the tuple (Y t,P | Y t,Et, X × {t}) is automatically a smooth
(g,m)-fiber bundle.

Two smooth (g,m)-bundles over the same smooth finite open surface X are isotopic
if and only if they are isomorphic (see Section 5).

The following problem on isotopies of smooth objects to the respective holomorphic
objects concerns another version of the restricted validity of Gromov’s Oka principle.

Problem 5. Let X be a finite Riemann surface. Can a given smooth (g,m)-fiber bundle
over X be smoothly deformed to a holomorphic fiber bundle over X?

More precisely,, does there exist an isotopy (Y ,P ,E, X × I) over the base X × I with
[0, 1] ⊂ I, for which the fiber over {0} × X is equal to the given bundle, and the fiber
over {1} ×X can be equipped with the structure of a holomorphic bundle?

The answer is in general negative. There is a similar obstruction for the existence
of such isotopies for (g,m)-bundles as for the existence of isotopies of smooth separa-
ble quasipolynomials to holomorphic ones. We will call this obstruction the conformal
module of isotopy classes of (g,m)-fiber bundles over the circle. It is defined as follows.
Consider a smooth oriented (g,m)-fiber bundle F = F(g,m) = (X ,P ,E, ∂D) over the

circle. Denote by F̂ the isotopy class of fiber bundles over ∂D that contains F. Let
Ar,R = {z ∈ C : r < |z| < R}, r < 1 < R, be an annulus containing the unit circle. A

fiber bundle on Ar,R is said to represent F̂ if its restriction to the unit circle ∂D is an

element of F̂.

Definition 5. (The conformal module of isotopy classes of (g,m)-fiber bundles.) Let

F̂ = F̂g,m be the isotopy class of an oriented (g,m)-fiber bundle over the circle ∂D. Its
conformal module is defined as

M(F̂) = sup{m(Ar,R) : there exists a holomorphic fiber bundle

on Ar,R that represents F̂}. (5)

5. The monodromy and the mapping torus.

Consider a smooth (g,m)-bundle Fg,m = (X ,P ,E, ∂D) over the unit circle ∂D. Denote
as before the set of distinguished points E ∩P−1(x) in the fiber over x by Ex. Let v be
the unit tangent vector field to ∂D. The argument used for the proof of Ehresmann’s
Theorem provides a smooth vector field V on X which is tangent to E at points of this
set and projects to v, i.e. (dP)(V ) = v. Cover ∂D by its universal covering R, using the

mapping t→ e2πit, t ∈ R. Lift the bundle Fg,m over ∂D to a bundle F̃g,m = (X̃ , P̃ , Ẽ,R)
over R.

The fiber P̃−1(t) with set of distinguished points Ẽt equals P−1(e2πit) with set of

distinguished points Ee2πit , hence for k ∈ Z and each t ∈ R the sets P̃−1(t + 2πk) and

P̃−1(t), are equal, and Ẽt+2πk is equal to Ẽt. Lift the vector field V to a vector field Ṽ
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on X̃ with the following property. Ṽ (z1) = Ṽ (z2), if z1, z2 ∈ X̃ are mapped to the same

point z ∈ X under the projection X̃
p
−−→ X .

For t ∈ R, ζ ∈ P̃−1(t1), we let ϕ̃t(ζ) ∈ X̃ be the solution of the differential equation

∂

∂t
ϕ̃t(ζ) = Ṽ (ϕ̃t(ζ)), ϕ̃0(ζ) = ζ. (6)

Put S
def
= P−1(1) ∼= P̃−1(0) and E

def
= E∩P−1(1) ⊂ S. Let ζ ∈ S. Then ϕ̃t(ζ) ∈ P̃−1(t).

The time t map ϕ̃t(ζ), ζ ∈ S, of the vector field Ṽ defines a homeomorphism from

the fiber S ∼= P̃−1(0) onto the fiber P̃−1(t), that maps the set of distinguished points

E ⊂ S to the set of distinguished points Ẽt ⊂ P̃−1(t). In the same way ϕ̃t defines

a homeomorphism from the fiber P̃−1(t1) onto the fiber P̃−1(t1 + t) that maps the
distinguished points Ẽt1 to the distinguished points Ẽt1+t. The mappings ϕ̃t form a
group:

ϕ̃t1+t2(ζ) = ϕ̃t1(ϕ̃t2(ζ)), ζ ∈ X̃ , t1, t2 ∈ R. (7)

Let
(
R×S, pr1 ,R×E, R

)
be the trivial bundle. Here pr1 : R×S → R is the projection

onto the first factor. The mapping φ,

R× S 3 (t, ζ)→ Φ(t, ζ)
def
= ϕ̃t(ζ) ∈ X̃ (8)

provides an isomorphism from the trivial bundle
(
R × S, pr1 ,R × E, R

)
to the lifted

bundle F̃g,m. Define ϕt by the projection

X̃ ⊃ P̃−1(t) 3 ϕ̃t(ζ)
p
−−→ ϕt(ζ) = p(ϕ̃t(ζ)) ∈ P−1(e2πit) ∈ X . (9)

Since P̃−1(t) = P−1(e2πit) and Ẽt = Ee2πit , we obtain a smooth family of homeomor-
phisms ϕt : P−1(1)→ P−1(e2πit) that map distinguished points to distinguished points.
We call the family ϕt, t ∈ R, a trivializing family of homeomorphisms. Consider the
time-1 map

ϕ1 : P−1(1)→ P−1(e2πi) = P−1(1) (10)

which is a self-homeomorphism of the fiber over 1 that maps the set of distinguished
points E ⊂ S ∼= P−1(1) to itself. For k ∈ Z we have ϕt+k = ϕt ◦ ϕk1. For each n ∈ Z the
projection (9) maps the points Φ(t, ζ) = ϕ̃t(ζ) and Φ(t + n, ϕ̃−n1 (ζ)) = ϕ̃t+n(ϕ−n1 (ζ)) to

the same point ϕt(ζ) ∈ P−1(e2πit). The group Z of integer numbers acts on Φ(R×S) = X̃
by

Φ(R× S) 3 Φ(t, ζ)→ Φ(t+ n, ϕ−n1 (ζ)) , n ∈ Z . (11)

The quotient

X1
def
= R× S�

(
(t, ζ) ∼ (t+ 1, ϕ−1

1 (ζ))
)

(12)

is a smooth manifold that is diffeomorphic to X . Indeed, the mapping p◦Φ : R×S → X ,
p ◦ Φ(t, ζ) = ϕt(ζ) ∈ P−1(e2πit), satisfies the condition p ◦ Φ

(
t+ 1, ϕ−1

1 (ζ)
)

= p ◦ Φ(t, ζ).
Hence, this mapping descends to a mapping from X1 to X , that is a local diffeomorphism
and is bijective by the construction. Hence, it is a diffeomorphism from X1 onto X . Put

E1
def
= R× E�

(
(t, ζ) ∼ (t+ 1, ϕ−1

1 (ζ))
)
, (13)

and recall that p(Φ(t, E)) = p(ϕ̃t(E)) = E ∩P−1(e2πit), since ϕ̃t maps the distinguished

points E ⊂ S = P−1(1) to the distinguished points E ∩P−1(e2πit) in the fiber P̃−1(t) =
P−1(e2πit). Define the projection P1 : X1 → ∂D, so that P1 takes the value e2πit on the
class containing (t, ζ). We obtain a bundle (X1,P1,E1, ∂D) that is smoothly isomorphic
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to (X ,P ,E, ∂D). We will also say for short that Fg,m is smoothly isomorphic to the
mapping torus

([0, 1]× S)�
(

(0, ζ) ∼ (1, ϕ(ζ))
)

(14)

where ϕ = ϕ−1
1 is a smooth orientation preserving self-homeomorphism of the fiber

S = P−1(1) with set of distinguished points E ⊂ S. The mapping ϕ depends on the
trivializing vector field. However, the mapping class of ϕ is independent on this vector
field, it is merely determined by the bundle. We denote it by mF (with F = Fg,m). The
mapping class mF ∈M(S; ∅, E) is called the monodromy mapping class of the bundle F
over the circle, or the monodromy, for short.

We will consider now the relation between isotopy classes and isomorphism classes of
(g,m)-bundles, and their relation to the monodromies of the bundles.

Isotopic bundles are isomorphic. The latter fact can be proved as follows. Let I ⊃ [0, 1]
be an open interval, and let (Y ,P ,E, X× I) be a smooth (g,m)-bundle over X× I such
that the restrictions to {0}×X and to {1}×X are equal to given smooth (g,m)-bundles
over X. Here X is a smooth finite open surface. Consider the vector field v on I ×X
that equals the unit vector in positive direction of I at each point of I×X, and let V be
a smooth vector field on Y that projects to v under P and is tangent to E at points of
this set. For each t ∈ I we let ϕt ∈ Y be the time t map of the flow of V , more precisely,

∂

∂t
ϕt(y) = V (ϕt(y)), ϕ0(y) = y, t ∈ I, y ∈ P−1({0} ×X) .

Then ϕ1 is a diffeomorphism from P−1({0} × X) onto P−1({1} × X), that maps the
fiber over (0, x) onto the fiber over (1, x) and maps distinguished points to distinguished
points.

Two isomorphic bundles F0 = (X0,P0,E0, ∂D) and F1 = (X1,P1,E1, ∂D) over the
circle with the same fiber S and the same set of distinguished points E over the base
point have conjugate monodromy mapping classes. Indeed, let ϕ : X0 → X1 be a diffeo-
morphism that maps each fiber P−1

0 (e2πit) of the first bundle onto the fiber P−1
1 (e2πit)

of the second bundle, and let ϕt : S → P−1
0 (e2πit) be a trivialising family of homeomor-

phisms for the bundle F0. Then ψt
def
= ϕ|P−1

0 (e2πit) ◦ ϕt ◦ (ϕ|P−1
0 (1))−1 is a trivialising

family of homeomorphisms of the second bundle, and ψ1 ∈ Hom+(S; ∅, E) is conjugate
to ϕ1 ∈ Hom+(S; ∅, E). Let m0 ∈ M(S; ∅, E) be the mapping class represented by ϕ1,
m1 ∈ M(S; ∅, E) the mapping class represented by ψ1, and m ∈ M(S; ∅, E) the map-
ping class of ϕ|P−1

0 (1). Then m1 = mm0m
−1, i.e. the monodromy mapping classes are

conjugate.

For the case when F0 and F1 are allowed to have different fibers S1 and S2 over
the base point and distinguished points E1 and E2, we notice that a diffeomorphism
ϕ : S1 → S2 with ϕ(E1) = ϕ(E2) induces an isomorphism between the mapping class
groups M(S1; ∅, E1) and M(S2; ∅, E2). The isomorphism between the mapping class
groups is defined up to conjugation. Identifying M(S1; ∅, E1) and M(S2; ∅, E2) by a
diffeomorphism ϕ : S1 → S2, we see as before that the bundles have conjugate mon-
odromies. The general case, when the bundle isomorphism is defined by two diffeomor-
phims Φ : X0 → X1 and φ : ∂D → X1 follows easily. We see that smoothly isomorphic
(g,m)-bundles over the circle have conjugate monodromy mapping classes.

Vice versa, suppose two (g,m)-bundles F0 and F1 over the circle have the same fiber
S over the base point 1 and the same set of distinguished points E ⊂ S. Suppose the
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monodromies of both bundles are equal to the same mapping class m. Each of the two
bundles is isomorphic to a mapping torus corresponding to the surface S and a mapping
ϕj representing m (i.e. to the bundle over the circle defined by (12) and (13)). The
mapping tori of isotopic mappings are isotopic, and, hence, isomorphic. We showed that
two bundles over the circle with equal fiber and equal monodromy are isomorphic.

Suppose the monodromies m0 and m1 of two bundles F0 and F1 over the circle with
equal fiber S over the base point and equal set of distinguished points E in S are
conjugate, i.e. m1 = mm0m

−1. Let ϕ ∈ m and ϕ0 ∈ m0. Then F0 is isomorphic to
the mapping torus of ϕ0. This mapping torus has total space X0 =

(
R × S

)
�
(
(t, ζ) ∼

(t + 1, ϕ0(ζ))
)

and set of distinguished points E0 =
(
R × E

)
�
(
(t, ζ) ∼ (t + 1, ϕ0(ζ))

)
.

The mapping torus F′0 with total space X ′0 =
(
R×ϕ(S)

)
�
(
(t, ζ) ∼ (t+1, ϕ◦ϕ0◦ϕ−1(ζ))

)
and set of distinguished points E ′0 =

(
R × ϕ(E)

)
�
(
(t, ζ) ∼ (t + 1, ϕ ◦ ϕ0 ◦ ϕ−1(ζ))

)
is

isomorphic to F0 and has monodromy map mm0m
−1. Indeed, the mapping R × S 3

(t, ζ) → (t, ϕ(ζ)) ∈ R × S descends to a diffeomorphism ϕ : X0 → X ′0 that maps fibers
to fibers. The mapping torus F′0 with total space X ′0 is isomorphic to F1, because the
monodromy mappings coincide. Since the mapping torus F′0 is also isomorphic to F0 ,
the mapping tori F0 and F1 are isomorphic.

Suppose the bundles have different fibers S1 and S2 and distinguished points E1 and
E2 over the base point 1.

Fix a diffeomorphism ϕ : S1 → S2 , ϕ(E1) = E2 . It induces an isomorphism Is :
M(S1; ∅, E1)→M(S2; ∅, E2). Suppose the bundles have (after identifying the mapping
class groups in the fiber over the base point by the isomorphism Is) conjugate monodromy
mappings mj ∈ M(Sj; ∅, Ej), j = 1, 2,. Take representing homeomorphisms ϕj ∈ mj.
The mapping ϕϕ1ϕ

−1 is in M(S2; ∅, E2) and is conjugate to ϕ2. By the preceding
arguments the mapping torus of ϕ2 ∈ m2 is isomorphic to the mapping torus of ϕϕ1ϕ

−1.
Since by the same reasoning as above the mapping tori of ϕ1 and ϕϕ1ϕ

−1 are isomorphic
we obtain that in general two bundles over the circle with conjugate monodromy are
isomorphic.

We will use the mapping class group M(S; ∅, E) on a reference (Riemann) surface of
type (g,m). It is denoted by Mod(g,m) and called the modular group. Since for each
mapping class there is a mapping torus with monodromy equal to this mapping class, we
obtain a bijective correspondence between isomorphism classes of smooth (g,m)-bundles
over the circle and conjugacy classes of elements of the modular group Mod(g,m).

Let now X be a smooth open surface of genus g with m holes with base point x0.
Suppose F = (X ,P ,E, X) is a smooth (g,m)-bundle over X. Take smooth closed curves
inX parameterized by γj : [0, 1]→ X that represent the generators ej of the fundamental
group π1(X, x0), j = 1, . . . , 2g +m− 1. Associate to each generator ej of π1(X, x0) the
monodromy mapping class of the restricted bundle F|γj. This is a mapping class on the
fiber S = P−1(x0) over x0 with distinguished points E = E∩P−1(x0), that depends only
on the ej and on the bundle. We obtain a well-defined mapping that associates to each
generator of the fundamental group π1(X, x0) a mapping class. This mapping extends
to a homomorphism from the fundamental group π1(X, x0) to the mapping class group
M(S, ∅, E). In the same way as in the case of bundles over the circle we may associate
to each isomorphism class of bundles over X a conjugacy class of homomorphisms from
π1(X, x0) to Mod(g,m).
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Vice versa, take a homomorphism h from the fundamental group π1(X, x0) to the
modular group Mod(g,m). A bundle over X whose monodromy homomorphism coin-
cides with h can be obtained as follows. We may assume that X is a domain on a closed
Riemann surface Xc.

Let αj, βj, j = 1, . . . g, be a system of smooth simple closed curves on Xc with base
point x0, that are contained in X ⊂ Xc, do not intersect any of the holes, and represent
generators e2j−1,0, e2j,0 of π1(Xc, x0) (identified with π1(X, x0) under the embedding
X → Xc). We may assume, that any pair among these curves has the only intersection
point x0.

If the number of holes m is bigger than 1, we choose smooth simple closed curves
γk, k = 1, . . . ,m − 1, with base point x0 in X, such that each γk divides Xc, and one
connected component of its complement contains Ck and does not contain other holes.
The loop γk surrounds Ck counterclockwise. Each γk represents an element e2g+k ∈
π1(X, x0).

The choice may be done so that, when labeling the rays of the loops emerging from
the base point x0 by α−j , β

−
j γ−k , and the incoming rays by α+

j , β
+
j γ+

k , then moving in
counterclockwise direction along a small circle around x0 we meet the rays in the order

. . . , α−j , β
−
j , α

+
j , β

+
j , . . . , γ

−
k , γ

+
k , . . . .

The union of the αj, βj, and γk is a bouquet of circles contained in X with base point
x0. The collection of the elements ej, j = 1, . . . , 2g+m−1, represented by the collection
of the loops is a set of generators E of π1(X, x0).

Cut Xc along the union of the αj and βj. We obtain a fundamental polygon F for

the universal covering P : X̃c → Xc of Xc. See also Figure 3. The projection P takes
all vertices of the polygon to the point x0 ∈ X ⊂ Xc, it takes the sides labeled αj to the
loops αj, P takes the sides labeled α−1

j (with inverted orientation) to the loops αj, and
the respective facts hold for the βj.

If the number of holes m is bigger than 1, we take m − 1 pairwise disjoint simple
closed arcs γ′k, k = 1, . . . ,m− 1, in Xc, such that γ′k has one endpoint on the boundary
∂Ck of a hole and the other endpoint on the boundary of the hole Cm, and the endpoints
are the only points of the arcs that are not contained in X. We may choose the γ′k so
that it intersects γk once, and does not intersect any other loop among the αj, βj, and
γl. For each j = 1, . . . , g, we take simple closed arcs α′j and β′j in Xc with endpoints on
∂Cm, so that α′j intersects αj exactly once and βj intersects β′j exactly once, and αj and
βj do not intersect any other of the loops of the bouquet, and all α′j, β

′
j, γ

′
k are pairwise

disjoint.

Let Vj, j = 1, . . . , 2g + m − 1, be a system of disjoint relatively closed topological
discs in X, such that each V2j−1, j = 1, . . . , g, contains α′j in its interior and does not
intersect any other of the α′, β′, γ′, each V2j, j = 1, . . . , g, contains β′j in its interior and
does not intersect any other of the α′, β′, γ′, each V2j+k, k = 1, . . . ,m − 1, contains γ′k
in its interior and does not other of the α′, β′, γ′, and the boundary of Vj in X consists
of two smooth arcs, each of whose endpoints is on ∂Cj or on ∂Cm. We call each Vj a
band (or half-open rectangle) with horizontal sides being the mentioned arcs, and each
vertical side being either a point on ∂Cj or ∂Cm , or an arc on either ∂Cj or ∂Cm. (The
horizontal sides are contained in Vj, the vertical sides are not.) We may assume that
each V2j−1 intersects αj along a connected set and does not intersect any other curve
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Figure 3. Two systems of curves on a Riemann surface of genus g with
m holes.

among the α’s, β’s, and γ’s, each V2j intersects βj along a connected set and does not
intersect any other α-curve, β-curve or γ-curve, and each V2g+k intersects γk along a
connected set and does not intersect any other α-curve, β-curve or γ-curve. The set

D
def
= X \ ∪

⋃2g+m−1
j=1 Vj is a simply connected domain contained in X. Indeed, after

removing the V2g+k, we obtain a surface of genus g with one hole, denoted by C ′. The
α′j and β′j can be extended to loops in Xc with some base point x̊ ∈ Cm. They form a
system of curves in Xc which is dual to the αj and βj. Cutting Xc along this system

of loops, we obtain another fundamental domain for the covering X̃c → Xc. It is now
clear that removing the hole C ′ and the Vj from Xc we obtain a disc.

Moreover, X is obtained from the disc D by attaching the 2g +m− 1 bands Vj (each
horizontal side of a band is glued to a smooth arc in the boundary of D). The bands
may be chosen so that the disc D contains the base point x0 of X.

Consider the universal covering X̃
p
−−→ X. Take a point x̃0 ∈ X̃ with p(x̃0) = x0.

For each j we take the lifts γ̃j of γj to X̃ with initial point x̃0, and the lift Ṽj of Vj that

intersects γ̃j. Let D̃0 be the lift of D, that contains x̃0, and let D̃j, j = 1, . . . , 2g+m−1,

be the lift of D to Ũ , that contains the endpoint x̃j
def
= γ̃j(1). Let Ũ be the domain in

X̃ that is the union of D̃j, j = 0, 1, . . . , 2g +m− 1, and Ṽj, j = 1, . . . , 2g +m− 1.

Choose for each j ≥ 1 a mapping ϕj in the mapping class h(ej), and define a bundle

over U by taking the trivial bundle over Ũ and making the following identifications. For

each x′ ∈ D and each j we glue the fiber over the point x̃′j ∈ D̃j for which p(x̃′j) = x′

to the fiber over the point x̃′0 ∈ D̃0 for which p(x̃′0) = x′ using the mapping ϕj. We
obtained a bundle with the given monodromy homomorphism.
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As in the case of bundles over the circle one can see that each bundle is isomorphic
to a bundle that is constructed in the just described way, and bundles constructed in
this way with equal conjugacy class of monodromy homomorphisms are isomorphic. We
obtain the following theorem (see, e.g. [6] for the case of closed fibers of genus g ≥ 2
and paracompact Hausdorff spaces X).

Theorem 9. Let X be a smooth finite open surface. The set of isomorphism classes
of smooth oriented (g,m)-bundles on X is in one-to-one correspondence to the set of
conjugacy classes of homomorphisms from the fundamental group π1(X, x0) into the
modular group Mod(g,m).

We saw that isotopic smooth (g,m)-bundles over the circle are smoothly isomorphic.
Vice versa, consider two smooth (g,m)-bundles F0 and F1 over the circle with fiber and
distinguished points over the base point 1 being equal. If the bundles have the same
monodromy, then they are isotopic by an isotopy that fixes the fiber over the base point
and the set of distinguished points in this fiber (by a based isotopy, for short). Indeed,
denote the fiber over 1 by S and the set of distinguished points in S by E. Lift the
bundle Fj, j = 0, 1, to a bundle over the horizontal line R × {j} ⊂ R2 by the covering
R× {j} 3 (t, j)→ e2πit. Let ε be a small positive number. Restrict each lift to an open
interval (−ε, 1 + ε)× {j} ⊃ [0, 1]× {j}, ε > 0, and extend the bundles to bundles over
the rectangles (−ε, 1 + ε)× (j − ε, j + ε), so that the restriction of the extended bundle
F′j to each vertical segment is a product bundle. Consider the trivial bundle with fiber
S and set of distinguished points E over the vertical line segments {k} × (−ε, 1 + ε),
k = 0, 1. Take an extension of the trivial bundle over each of the vertical line segments
{k}×(−ε, 1+ε) to an open rectangle (k−ε, k+ε)×(−ε, 1+ε) around the segment, so that
for x ∈ (−ε, ε) and y ∈ (−ε, 1+ε) the fibers and the distinguished points over (x, y) and
(x+1, y) are the same, and the pieces over the four rectangles match to a smooth bundle

F̃0 over the neighbourhood V
def
=
(

(−ε, 1+ε)×(−ε, 1+ε)
)
\
(

(ε, 1−ε)×(ε, 1−ε)
)

of the

boundary of the square [0, 1]× [0, 1]. Let (0, 0) be the base point of V . The monodromy
of the obtained bundle over V is the identity. Hence, the bundle is smoothly isomorphic
to the trivial bundle. Let ϕ be a diffeomorphism of the total space of the bundle to the
total space of the trivial bundle over V , that maps the fiber over each point x to the fiber
over x and maps distinguished points to distinguished points. The trivial bundle over V
extends to the trivial bundle over the neighbourhood (−ε, 1+ε)×(−ε, 1+ε) of the square.
Glue the trivial bundle over the square ( ε

2
, 1− ε

2
)×( ε

2
, 1− ε

2
), that is relatively compact in

the open unit square, to the bundle F̃0 over V along V ∩
(
( ε

2
, 1− ε

2
)×( ε

2
, 1− ε

2
)
)

using the
mapping ϕ−1. We obtain a smooth bundle over the neighbourhood (−ε, 1+ε)×(−ε, 1+ε)
of the unit square. For (x, y) ∈ (−ε, ε)× (−ε, 1 + ε) we glue the fiber over (x, y) to the
fiber over (x + 1, y) using the identity mapping. We get a bundle over the product of
the circle with the interval (−ε, 1 + ε), which provides an isotopy with fixed fiber over
the base point and fixed set of distinguished points (a based isotopy for short).

In the same way it can be shown that two bundles over the circle with the same fiber
and set of distinguished points over the base point and conjugate monodromy are free
isotopic.

If two bundles over the circle have different fibers S1 and S2 and sets of distinguished
points E1 and E2, respectively, and (after an isomorphism) their monodromy maps
are conjugate, then the bundles are free isotopic. To reduce this fact to the previous
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statement, we use a smooth bundle over an interval whose fibers over two different points
are equal to S1 and S2 with sets of distinguished points E1 and E2, respectively.

In a similar way one can see that smooth (g,m)-bundles over a smooth finite open
surface X with conjugate monodromy homomorphism (after an isomorphism between
mapping classes) are isotopic. We obtain a bijective correspondence between smooth
isomorphism classes and free isotopy classes of (g,m)-bundles over finite open surfaces.

A smooth (g,m)-bundle (X ,P ,E, X) over a smooth finite open surface X admits a
smooth section, i.e. a smooth mapping X 3 x→ s(x) ∈ X \E for which P ◦s(x) = x for
all x ∈ X. Indeed, let D and Vj be the same sets as before. There is a smooth section
over D ∪ βj± , where βj± are the arcs of ∂D to which the horizontal sides of the Vj are
glued. Indeed, there is a simply connected neighbourhood of this set, and the bundle
is smoothly trivial over any simply connected domain. Extend the smooth section to a
smooth section over a neighbourhood of D∪βj±∪(γj∩Vj). Since a neighbourhood of each
Vj is simply connected and there is a smooth deformation retraction of a neighbourhood
of Vj to a neighbourhood of βj± ∪ (γj ∩ Vj), we obtain a smooth section on the whole
surface X.

Recall that an admissible system of curves on a closed surface S of genus g with set of
m distinguished points E is said to reduce a family of mapping classes mj ∈M(S; ∅, E)
if it reduces each mj.

Similarly, a (g,m)-bundle over a finite open surface with fiber S over the base point
x0 and set of distinguished points E ⊂ S is called reducible if there is an admissible
system of curves in the fiber over the base point that reduces all monodromy mapping
classes simultaneously. Otherwise the bundle is called irreducible.

Consider any isotopy class of reducible (g,m)-bundles with fiber S over the base
point x0. Take an admissible system C of simple closed curves on S that reduces each
monodromy mapping class and is maximal in the sense that there is no strictly larger
admissible system with this property. For each monodromy mapping class mj we choose
a representing homeomorphism ϕj that fixes C setwise. Then all homeomorphisms ϕj fix
S \ C. Decompose S \ C into disjoint open sets Sk, each of which being a minimal union
of connected components of S \ C that is invariant under each ϕj. Each Sk is a union
of surfaces with holes and possibly with distinguished points and is homeomorphic to a

union
◦
Sk of closed surfaces with a set Ek of finitely many punctures and, possibly, a set

E ′k of finitely many distinguished points. The restrictions of the ϕj to each Sk (possibly,

with distinguished points) are conjugate to self-homeomorphisms of
◦
Sk (possibly with

set of distinguished points E ′k).

For each k we denote by Sck the (possibly non-connected) closed Riemann surface

which is the disjoint union of the closure of the connected components of
◦
Sk. The Rie-

mann surface Sck is equipped with distinguished points Ek ∪E ′k. For each k we obtain a
conjugacy class of homomorphisms from the fundamental group π1(X, x0) to the mod-
ular group of the possibly non-connected Riemann surface Sck with set of distinguished
points Ek ∪E ′k. By Theorem 9 (more precisely, by its analog for possibly non-connected
fibers) we obtain for each k an isotopy class of bundles over X with fiber a union of
closed surfaces with distinguished points. The obtained isotopy classes of bundles are
irreducible and are called irreducible bundle components of the (g,m)-bundle with fiber
S. (There may be different decompositions into irreducible bundle components.)
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6. (0, 4)-bundles over genus 1 surfaces with a hole

The (0, n)-bundles over a manifold X are closely related to the separable quasipoly-
nomials on X. In this section we will state a theorem that concerns (0, 4)-bundles and
is related to Theorem 2. We will prove it together with Theorem 2.

Let X be a finite open Riemann surface. (Notice that for the smooth version of
the following settings it is enough to suppose that X is a finite open smooth surface.)
By a holomorphic (smooth, respectively) (0, n)-bundle with a section over X we mean a
holomorphic (smooth, respectively) (0, n+1)-bundle (X ,P ,E, X), such that the complex
manifold (smooth oriented manifold, respectively) E ⊂ X is the disjoint union of two

complex manifolds (smooth oriented manifolds, respectively) E̊ and s, where E̊ ⊂ X
intersects each fiber P−1(x) along a set E̊x of n points, and s ⊂ X intersects each
fiber P−1(x) along a single point sx. In other words, the mapping x → sx, x ∈ X, is a
(holomorphic, smooth, respectively) section of the (0, n)-bundle with set of distinguished

points E̊x in the fiber over x. Two smooth (0, n)-bundles with a section are called
isomorphic if they are isomorphic as smooth (0, n+ 1)-bundles and the diffeomorphism
between the total spaces takes the section of one bundle to the section of the other
bundle. Two smooth (0, n)-bundles with a section are called isotopic if they are isotopic
as (0, n+ 1)-bundles with an isotopy that joins the sections of the bundles. Two smooth
(0, n)-bundles with a section are isotopic iff they are isomorphic.

A special smooth (holomorphic, respectively) (0, n + 1)-bundle over X is a smooth
(holomorphic, respectively) bundle over X of the form (X × P1, pr1,E, X), where pr1 :
X × P1 → X is the projection onto the first factor, and the smooth submanifold E
of X × P1 is equal to the disjoint union E̊ ∪ s∞, where E̊ is a smooth submanifold of
X×P1 that intersects each fiber along n finite points and s∞ is the smooth submanifold
of X × P1 that intersects each fiber {x} × P1 along the point {x} × {∞}. A special
(0, n+ 1)-bundle is, in particular, a (0, n)-bundle with a section.

Each smooth mapping f : X → Cn(C)�Sn from X to the symmetrized configuration
space defines a smooth special (0, n + 1)-bundle over X. The smooth submanifold E
of X × P1 is equal to the union

⋃
x∈X

(
x, f(x) ∪ {∞}

)
. Vice versa, for each special

(0, n + 1)-bundle the mapping X 3 x → E̊ ∩ (pr1)−1(x) defines a smooth separable
quasi-polynomial f of degree n on X. The special (0, n + 1)-bundle is holomorphic if
and only if the mapping f is holomorphic.

Choose a base point x0 ∈ X. Denote by f∗ the mapping from π1(X, x0) to the funda-
mental group π1(Cn(C)�Sn, f(x0)) ∼= Bn induced by f . Two smooth mappings f1 and
f2 from X to Cn(C)�Sn define special (0, n+1)-bundles that are isotopic through special
(0, n + 1)-bundles if and only if the quasipolynomials f1 and f2 are free isotopic. They
define bundles that are isomorphic (equivalently, they are isotopic through (0, n)-bundles
with a section) if and only if for a set of generators ej of the fundamental group π1(X, x0),

for a braid w ∈ Bn and integer numbers kj the equalities (f1)∗(ej) = w−1(f2)∗(ej)w∆
2kj
n

hold. Indeed, the bundles are isomorphic iff their monodromy homomorphisms are conju-
gate. The monodromy mapping classes of the bundles are elements of M(P1; {∞}, f(x0))
and the braid group on n strands modulo its center Bn�Zn is isomorphic to the mapping
class group M(P1; {∞}, f(x0)).
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Each smooth (0, n)-bundle F = (X ,P , E̊ ∪ s, X) with a section over a smooth finite
open surface X is isomorphic (equivalently, free isotopic) to a smooth special (0, n+ 1)-

bundle. Indeed, put E̊ = E̊ ∩ P−1(x0), s = s ∩ P−1(x0) for the base point x0 ∈
X. A homeomorphism ϕ : P−1(x0) → {x0} × P1 with ϕ(s) = (x0,∞) and ϕ(E̊) =

{x0} × E̊ ′ for a set E̊ ′ ⊂ Cn(C)�Cn induces an isomorphism Is : M(P−1(x0); s, E̊) →
M(P1; {∞}, E̊ ′). The bundle F corresponds to a conjugacy class of homomorphisms

π1(X, x0) → M(P−1(x0); s, E̊). The isomorphism between mapping class groups gives

us a conjugacy class of homomorphisms π1(X, x0)→M(P1; {∞}, E̊ ′). There is a special
(0, n+1)-bundle that corresponds to the latter conjugacy class of homomorphisms. This
bundle is isomorphic to F.

Lemma 13. Each holomorphic (0, n)-bundle F
def
= (X ,P , E̊ ∪ s, X) with a section over

a finite open Riemann surface X is holomorphically isomorphic to a special holomorphic
(0, n+ 1)-bundle.

Proof. Let D, D̃j, j = 0, . . . , and Ũ be as in Section 5. Lift the bundle F to a bundle

on the universal covering X̃ and restrict the lift to a bundle F̃ = (P̃−1(Ũ), P̃ , ˜̊E ∪ s̃, Ũ)

on Ũ . The lift
˜̊
E of E̊ to Ũ is the union of n connected components

˜̊
Ej, j = 1, . . . , n,

each intersecting each fiber along a single point.

Consider the holomorphic (0, 0)-bundle (P̃−1(Ũ), P̃ , Ũ) that is obtained from F̃ by
forgetting the distinguished points and the section. All fibers of the (0, 0)-bundle
(P̃−1(Ũ), P̃ , Ũ) are conformally equivalent compact Riemann surfaces. Hence, by a
theorem of Fischer and Grauert [12] the bundle is locally holomorphically trivial. This
means that for each point x̃ ∈ Ũ there exists a simply connected open subset Ux̃ ⊂ Ũ
containing x̃, and a biholomorphic map ϕUx̃ : (P̃)−1(Ux̃) → Ux̃ × P1 such that the
diagram

P̃−1(Ux̃)
ϕUx̃ //

P̃
��

Ux̃ × P1

pr1
xx

Ux̃

commutes. For each x̃′ ∈ Ux̃ and j = 1, . . . , n, the mapping ϕUx̃ takes the point
˜̊
Ej ∩

(P̃)−1(x̃′), to a point denoted by (x̃′, ζj(x̃
′)), and takes the point of the section s ∩

(P̃)−1(x̃′) to a point denoted by (x̃′, ζn+1(x̃′)). The ζj, j = 1, . . . , n+1, are holomorphic.
Composing if necessary ϕUx̃ with a holomorphic mapping from Ux̃×P1 onto itself which

preserves each fiber, we may assume that ϕUx̃ maps no point in P̃−1(x̃) ∩ (
˜̊
E ∩ s) to

(x̃,∞).

Maybe, after shrinking the Ux̃, the mapping

Ux̃ × P1 3 (x̃′, ζ)→ wx̃(x̃
′, ζ) =

(
x̃′,−1 + 2

(ζ2(x̃′)− ζ)(ζn+1(x̃′)− ζ1(x̃′))

(ζ2(x̃′)− ζ1(x̃′))(ζn+1(x̃′)− ζ)

)
provides a biholomorphic map Ux̃ × P1

J⊃, that maps for each x̃′ ∈ Ux̃ the point ζ1(x̃′) to
1, it maps ζ2(x̃′) to −1, and ζn+1(x̃′) to ∞.

Denote by ψx̃ the mapping wx̃ ◦ ϕUx̃ from P̃−1(Ux̃) onto Ux̃ × P1. If for two points

x̃, ỹ ∈ Ũ the intersection Ux̃ ∩ Uỹ is not empty and connected, then the mappings ψx̃
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and ψỹ coincide on P̃−1
1 (Ux̃ ∩ Uỹ). We get a holomorphic isomorphism ψ̃ from the total

space Ũ of the bundle F̃ onto Ũ × P1 that maps the first component of
˜̊
E to Ũ × {−1},

the second to Ũ×{1}, and the section to Ũ×{∞}. The isomorphism takes the set
˜̊
E to

a set
˜̊
E′ ⊂ Ũ × P1, and the section s̃ to the set s̃∞ = Ũ × {∞}. The identity mapping

from Ũ onto itself together with the mapping ψ̃ define a holomorphic isomorphism

from the bundle F̃ onto the bundle (Ũ × P1, pr1,
˜̊
E′ ∪ s̃∞ , Ũ). Recall that the original

bundle F is obtained from the bundle F̃ by gluing for each j the restriction F̃|D̃j to the

restriction F̃|D̃0 using a holomorphic isomorphism ϕj from P̃−1(D̃0) onto P̃−1(D̃j). A
bundle that is holomorphically isomorphic to F is obtained as follows. Take the bundle

(Ũ × P1, pr1,
˜̊
E′ ∪ s̃∞, Ũ) and glue for each j = 1, . . . , n, its restrictions to D̃j and D̃0

together using the biholomorphic mapping ψ̃|P̃−1(D̃j)) ◦ ϕj ◦ (ψ̃|P̃−1(D̃0))−1 between

subsets of the total space of the bundle (Ũ × P1, pr1,
˜̊
E′ ∪ s̃∞, Ũ). The last mapping

restricts to each fiber as a conformal mapping that maps the point of the section in one
fiber to the point of the section in the other fiber. Hence, on each fiber {x} × P1 we
get a mapping (x, ζ)→ (x, aj(x) + αj(x)ζ) that restricts to {x}×C as a complex affine

mapping in the second coordinate. Here x = p(x̃j) = p(x̃0) for the projection p from X̃
to X. The mappings x→ aj(x) and x→ αj(x) depend holomorphically on x ∈ D, and
αj is nowhere vanishing.

It remains to find a holomorphic function ã and a nowhere vanishing holomorphic
function α̃ on Ũ , such that for x̃j ∈ D̃j, x̃0 ∈ D̃0 such that p(x̃j) = p(x̃0), the equations

α̃(x̃j) = αj(x) · α̃(x̃0), j = 1, . . . (15)

ã(x̃j) = aj(x) + αj(x) ã(x̃0), (16)

hold. Indeed, let w be the biholomorphic mapping from Ũ×P1 that acts on the fiber over

x̃ by the mapping (x̃, ζ)→ (x̃, ã(x̃) + α̃(x̃) · ζ). Then the bundle (Ũ × P1, pr1, w(
˜̊
E′) ∪

(s∞), Ũ) descends to a special (0, 4)-bundle that is holomorphically isomorphic to F.

The equation (15) leads to a second Cousin problem for α̃j. Equation (16) can be
rewritten as

ã(x̃j)

α̃(x̃j)
=
aj(x)

α̃(x̃j)
+
ã(x̃0)

α̃(x̃0)
. (17)

For convenience of the reader we provide the reduction of the equations (15) to the
second Cousin problem. Let D, Vj and γj be the same objects as in Section 5. Put
U0 = D. We consider an open cover of X as follows. U0 is an open topological disc
in X that contains the base point x0. Cover each Vj by two simply connected open
sets Uj+ and Uj− with connected and simply connected intersection, so that the Uj± are
disjoint from the Uk± for j 6= k, and for each Uj± its intersection with U0 is connected
and simply connected. We may also assume that the intersection of at least three of the
sets is empty, the intersections of each γj with Uj+ and Uj− are connected, and each γj
is disjoint from Uk+ ∪ Uk− for k 6= j. Label the Uj± so that walking on γj \ U0 (which is
contained in Vj) in the direction of the orientation of γj we first meet Uj− .

We consider the following subsets of X̃. Let (U0 ∪j− Uj−)˜ be a lift of U0 ∪j− Uj−

to X̃. Let (x̃0)0 be the point in the lifted set that projects to x0. For each j ≥ 1 we
consider a point qj ∈ Uj− ∩ Uj+ and the point q̃j in (U0

⋃
∪j−Uj−)˜ that projects to qj.
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Figure 4. The open cover of X and its lift to X̃

For each j we denote by (Uj+ ∪U0)˜ the lift of Uj+ ∪U0 to X̃ that contains q̃j. Let Ũ j+

0

be the subset of (Uj+ ∪ U0)˜ that projects to U0.(See Figure 4.)

The sets U0, Uj± cover X. The intersection of three distinct sets of the cover is empty.
On the intersection of pairs of covering sets we define a non-vanishing holomorphic
function as follows. Put

α0,j− = (αj−,0 )−1 = 1 on U0 ∩ Uj− j = 1, . . . , 2g +m,

αj−,j+ = (αj+,j−)−1 = 1 on Uj− ∩ Uj+ j = 1, . . . , 2g +m,

αj+,0 = (α0,j+ )−1 = αj on Uj+ ∩ U0 j = 1, . . . , 2g +m. (18)

Here αj(x), z ∈ Uj+ ∩ U0, was defined by equation (16).

Since there are no triple intersections, the equations (18) define a Cousin II distribu-
tion. A second Cousin distribution on a complex manifold defines a holomorphic line
bundle. The second Cousin problem has a solution if and only if the line bundle is holo-
morphically trivial. Since on an open Riemann surface each holomorphic line bundle is
holomorphically trivial the Cousin problem has a solution (see e.g. [8]).

The solution of the Cousin problem for the Cousin distribution (18) provides non-
vanishing holomorphic functions α0 on U0 and αj± on Uj± such that

α0 = αj− on U0 ∩ Uj− ,
αj− = αj+ on Uj− ∩ Uj+ ,
αj+,0 = αj+α

−1
0 on Uj+ ∩ U0 . (19)
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Put

α̃(x̃) =


α0(x) x̃ ∈ Ũ0

αj−(x) x̃ ∈ Ũj−
αj+(x) x̃ ∈ Ũj+

αj(x) · α0(x) x̃ ∈ Ũ j+

0 .

(20)

Here x = p(x̃) for the projection p : X̃ → X. By (16) the function α̃ is a well-defined
holomorphic function on Ũ with the required property.

The reduction of (16) to a first Cousin problem is similar. The first Cousin problem
is solvable since open Riemann surfaces are Stein manifolds (see e.g. [8] and [16]). 2

We will consider now deformations of a smooth (0, 3)-bundle with a section over a
finite Riemann surface X to a holomorphic bundle. Statement (1) of Theorem 10 below
is the analog of Theorem 2 for (0, 3)-bundles with a section.

Definition 6. We will say that a smooth (g,m)-bundle F over a smooth finite open
surface X is isotopic to a holomorphic bundle for the conformal structure ω : X → ω(X),
if the pushed forward bundle Fω (see equation (4)) is isotopic to a holomorphic bundle
on ω(X). If the bundle is isotopic to a holomorphic bundle for each conformal structure
with only thick ends on X, then F is said to have the Gromov-Oka property.

A (0, n)-bundle with a section, in particular, a special (0, n + 1)-bundle, has the
Gromov-Oka property, if and only if for each conformal structure on X with only thick
ends the bundle is isotopic through (0, n)-bundles with a section to a holomorphic bundle.

In the following theorem we start with a smooth special (0, 4)-bundle, since each
smooth (0, 3)-bundle with a section is isotopic to a special (0, 4)-bundle. Recall that
each finite open Riemann surface X is conformally equivalent to a domain in a closed
Riemann surface X c.

Theorem 10. (1) Let X be a smooth surface of genus one with a hole with base point
x0, and with a chosen set E = {e1, e2} of generators of π1(X, x0). Define the set
E0 = {e1, e2, e1e

−1
2 , e1e

−2
2 , e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 } as in Theorem 2. Consider a smooth special (0, 4)-
bundle F over X. Suppose for each e ∈ E0 the restriction of the bundle F to an annulus
in X representing ê has the Gromov-Oka property, Then the bundle over X has the
Gromov-Oka property.
(2) If a bundle F as in (1) is irreducible, then it is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle, and,
hence, for any conformal structure ω on X the bundle Fω is isotopic to a bundle that
extends to a holomorphic bundle on ω(X)c. In particular, the bundle is isotopic to a
holomorphic bundle for any conformal structure on X (including conformal structures
of first kind).
(3) If F is any smooth reducible (0, 4)-bundle over X, then each irreducible bundle com-
ponent is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle. There exists a Dehn twist in the fiber over the
base point such that the bundle F can be recovered from the irreducible bundle compo-
nents up to composing each monodromy with a power of this Dehn twist. F is isotopic
to a holomorphic bundle for each conformal structure of second kind on X.
(4) Any reducible holomorphic (0, 3)-bundle with a holomorphic section over a punctured
Riemann surface is holomorphically trivial.
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A bundle is called isotrivial if its lift to a finite covering of X is the trivial bundle.
We will prove now Theorems 2 and 10 using Theorem 8.

Proof of Theorem 10. The bundle F defines a smooth quasipolynomial f on X.
For each e ∈ E0 the restriction of the bundle to an annulus Aê in X representing ê
has the Gromov-Oka property. By Lemma 13 we may assume that for a conformal

structure of conformal module bigger than π
2

log(3+
√

5
2

)−1 on Aê the restriction F | Aê is
isotopic (through (0, 3)-bundles with a section) to a special holomorphic (0, 4)-bundle
Fê (not merely to a holomorphic (0, 3)-bundle with a section). The bundle Fê defines
a holomorphic quasipolynomial fê on Aê. The monodromies of the isotopic (hence,
isomorphic) bundles F | Aê and Fê differ by conjugation (after identification of the
mapping class groups on the fiber over the base point by an isomorphism). Hence, for
each e ∈ E there exists an integer number ke, such that the quasipolynomial f | Aê is
(free) isotopic to the holomorphic quasipolynomial z → e2πikez fê(z), z ∈ Aê. We proved
that the quasipolynomial f satisfies the conditions of Theorem 8.

The monodromy mapping classes of the quasipolynomial f are elements of the braid
group B3, the monodromy mapping classes of the bundle F can be identified with ele-
ments of B3�Z3. In terms of the (0, 4)-bundle F the Theorem 8 implies the following.
The isotopy class of the special (0, 4)-bundle F on X corresponds to the conjugacy class
of a homomorphism Φ : π1(X, x0) → Γ ⊂ B3�Z3, where Γ is generated either by
σ1 σ2�Z3, or by ∆3�Z3, or by σ1�Z3.

The group Γ is Abelian. Let ω be any conformal structure on X (maybe, of first
kind). The fundamental group π1(ω(X)c, ω(x0)) of the closed torus ω(X)c containing
(a conformal copy of) ω(X) is the Abelianization of π1(ω(X), ω(x0)) ∼= π1(X, x0). Hence
Φ defines a homomorphism from π1(ω(X)c, ω(x0)) to Γ which we also denote by Φ.

Consider first the case when the generator of Γ is either σ1σ2�Z3, or ∆3�Z3. In
these cases the bundle F is irreducible by Lemma 7. The generator of Γ corresponds to
an element of a mapping class group M(P1; {∞}, E̊3), that is represented by a periodic

mapping ζ → θ · ζ, ζ ∈ P1 (see [4]). In the first case θ = e
2πi
3 and E̊3 consists of 3

equidistributed points on a circle with center zero, in the second case θ = e
2πi
2 and E̊3

consists of the origin and two equidistributed points on a circle with center zero.

Consider the homomorphism from Γ to the group of complex linear transformations
of P1, which assigns to the generator b ∈ Γ the complex linear transformation ζ → θ · ζ,
ζ ∈ P1. Composing Φ with this homomorphism we obtain a homomorphism Ξ from
π1(ω(X)c, ω(x0)) to the group of complex linear transformations of P1.

Represent the closed torus ω(X)c as quotient ω(X)c = C�Λ for a lattice Λ = {λ1 k1+
λ2 k2 : k1, k2 ∈ Z} with real linearly independent numbers λ1, λ2 ∈ C. Denote by p1

the covering map p1 : C → C�Λ. Identify the fundamental group π1(C�Λ, z0) =
π1(ω(X)c, ω(z0)) with the group of covering transformations which we also denote by
Λ.

The fundamental group Λ of ω(X)c ∼= C�Λ acts on C × P1 as follows. Associate to
λ ∈ Λ the mapping

(z, ζ)
λ−→ (λ(z), Ξ(λ)(ζ)) , (z, ζ) ∈ C× P1 . (21)

The thus defined mapping λ takes the set C×E̊3 to itself and fixes the set C×{∞}. The
action is free and properly discontinuous. Hence the quotient (C× P1)�Λ is a complex
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manifold. For each element of the quotient its projection to C�Λ is well-defined:

(z, ζ)

��

∼ (λ(z), Ξ(λ)(ζ))

��
z ∼ λ(z)

The equivalence relation in the upper line gives the quotient (C × P1)�Λ, the relation
in the lower line gives C�Λ.

Denote by P the projection P : (C × P1)�Λ → C�Λ. We obtain a holomorphic

(0, 3)-bundle Fω
def
=
(

(C × P1)�Λ, P , (C × E̊3)�Λ ∪ (C × {∞})�Λ,C�Λ
)

with a

holomorphic section over the closed torus ω(X)c. By construction the restriction of this
bundle to a representative of each generator ej of π1(ω(X)c, x0) gives the mapping torus
corresponding to Ξ(ej). Hence, the monodromy mapping classes of the bundle are equal
to Φ(ej). We proved that in the irreducible case of Theorem 10 for a conformal structure
ω on X the bundle Fω is smoothly isomorphic (equivalently, isotopic) to a holomorphic
bundle that extends to a holomorphic bundle on the closed torus ω(X)c.

Since the monodromy mapping classes are periodic, the lift of the bundle (Fc)ω to a
finite covering of X is isotopic to the trivial bundle. Statement (2) is proved and also
statement (1) in the irreducible case.

Suppose F is an arbitrary reducible smooth special (0, 4)-bundle. There is an ad-

missible curve γ ⊂ P1 \ (E̊3 ∪ {∞}) that reduces each monodromy mapping class of
the bundle. Hence, by (the proof of) Lemma 7 each monodromy mapping class of the
bundle is a non-trivial power of (a single conjugate of) the mapping class m(σ1�Z3) in

M(P1;∞, E̊3) that corresponds to σ1�Z3. We are in the case when Γ is generated by

σ1�Z3. Label the points of E̊3 as in Lemma 7. The simple closed curve γ separates
{ζ1, ζ2} from {ζ3,∞}. Let C1 be the connected component of the complement of γ that
contains {ζ1, ζ2}, and let C2 be the connected component of the complement of γ that
contains {ζ3,∞}.

There are two irreducible components of the mapping class m(σ1�Z3). The irreducible
component that corresponds to C1 is described as follows. The connected component
C1 is homeomorphic to P1 \ {∞} with set of distinguished points {ζ1, ζ2}. Each self-
homeomorphism of P1 \ {∞} with these two distinguished points extends to a self-
homeomorphism of P1 that maps the set {ζ1, ζ2,∞} of three distinguished points to
itself. The irreducible component of the mapping class m(σ1�Z3) corresponding to C1 is
an element of the mapping class group M(P1; {∞}, {ζ1, ζ2}). This mapping class group
is generated by the element σ which corresponds to the braid σ in the braid group B2

on two strands. The square of σ is the identity. We put Γ1 = M(P1; {∞}, {ζ1, ζ2}).
To describe the irreducible component corresponding to C2 of the mapping class

m(σ1�Z3), we notice that C2 is homeomorphic to P1 \ {ζ4} with distinguished points
{ζ3,∞} for a point ζ4 ∈ P1, ζ4 6= ζ3,∞. Each self-homeomorphism of P1 \ {ζ4} with
distinguished points {ζ3,∞} extends to a self-homeomorphism of P1 with set of distin-
guished points {ζ3, ζ4,∞}. The respective irreducible component of m(σ1�Z3) is the
identity in M(P1; {ζ4,∞}, z3).
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All monodromy mapping classes of a bundle that is isomorphic to F are contained in
Γ , hence are powers of m(σ1�Z3). This implies that there are two irreducible bundle
components, corresponding to C1 and to C2, respectively. They are described as follows.

The irreducible bundle component of the bundle F, corresponding to C2, is associated
to the trivial homomorphism. Hence, this irreducible bundle component is smoothly
isomorphic to the trivial (0, 3)-bundle over X.

The irreducible bundle component of F related to C1 corresponds to the conjugacy
class of the homomorphism Φ1 : π1(X, x0) → Γ1 induced by the homomorphism Φ.
The same proof as in the first option for Γ shows that for any conformal structure
ω on X there is a holomorphic (0, 2)-bundle (F′1)ω with a holomorphic section on the
closed torus ω(X)c whose isomorphism class corresponds to the conjugacy class of the
homomorphism π1(ω(X)c, ω(x0)) → Γ1 that is induced by Φ1. The restriction of (F′1)ω

to a punctured torus ω(X)′, ω(X) b ω(X)′, is isomorphic to a special holomorphic (0, 3)-
bundle (F1)ω with set of distinguished points {ζ1(x), ζ2(x),∞} in the fiber {x}×P1 over
x. For x ∈ ω(X) b ω(X)′ the points ζ1(x), ζ2(x) are contained in a large closed disc in
C centered at the origin.

Take a point ζ3 ∈ C outside this closed disc. Consider the special holomorphic (0, 4)-

bundle (F)ω
def
=
(
X × P1, pr1, E̊3 ∪ s∞, X

)
, where the set of finite distinguished points

E̊3 ∩ ({x}×P1) in the fiber over x equals {x}×{ζ1(x), ζ2(x), ζ3} and s∞ ∩ ({x}×P1) =
(x,∞). The monodromy mapping class of the bundle (F)ω along ej differs from the
monodromy mapping class of the push-forward Fω to ω(X) of the bundle F by the kj-th
power of a Dehn twist about the curve γ. Consider again the punctured torus ω(X)′ ⊃
ω(X), and assume that ω(X)′ = (C \ Λ)�Λ with Λ = {λ1 n1 + λ2 n2 , n1, n2 ∈ Z}, and
x0 = λ1+λ2

2
�Λ, and that the segments λ1+λ2

2
+ [0, λ1] and λ1+λ2

2
+ [0, λ2] are lifts to C of

curves representing a pair of generators of π1(C�Λ, x0).

For all integers `1 and `2 there is a holomorphic function F on C\Λ such that

F (x+ λ1) = `1 and F (x+ λ2) = `2, x ∈ C \ Λ . (22)

This follows from the proof of Lemma 13. An elementary way to see this for `2 = 0 and
any `1 ∈ Z is the following. For each x ∈ C there are uniquely determined real numbers
t1(x) and t2(x) depending smoothly on x such that x = λ1t1(x) + λ2t2(x). Consider a
function χ0 on the real axis which vanishes near zero such that χ0(t + 1) = χ0(t) + `1,

t ∈ R. Consider the function χ(x)
def
= χ0(t1(x)), x ∈ C.

The 1-form ∂ χ descends to a smooth 1-form δ on the torus C�Λ. Let g̊ be a solution
of the equation ∂ g̊ = δ on the punctured torus C\Λ�Λ. Let g be the lift of g̊ to C\Λ.
Put F = χ− g.

Let F be the holomorphic function on C\Λ that satisfies equation (22) for the inte-
gers `1 = −k1 and `2 = −k2. Then the monodromy mapping classes along the ej of
the special holomorphic (0, 4)-bundle (F′)ω over ω(X) with set of distinguished points
{ζ1(x), ζ2(x), ζ3 e

2πiF (x),∞} in each fiber {x} × P1, x ∈ ω(X), are the same as the mon-
odromy mapping classes of the bundle Fω. Statement (3) and, hence, statement (1) in
the reducible case are proved.

It remains to prove that any reducible holomorphic (0, 3)-bundle F with a holomorphic
section over a punctured Riemann surface X is holomorphically isomorphic to the trivial
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bundle. The respective statement is known in more general situations, but the proof of
the present statement is a simple reduction to Picard’s Theorem and we include it.

By Lemma 13 we may assume that the bundle is equal to a special (0, 4)-bundle

F = (X × P1, pr1, E̊ ∪ s∞, X). There is a finite unramified covering X̂ of the punctured

Riemann surface X so that for the lift F̂ =
(
X̂ × P1, pr1,

̂̊
E ∪ ŝ∞, X̂

)
of the bundle F

to X̂ the set
̂̊
E ∪ ŝ∞ is the union of four disjoint complex curves each intersecting each

fiber along a single point. After a holomorphic isomorphism (see the proof of Lemma

13) we may assume that the connected components of
̂̊
E are X̂ × {−1}, X̂ × {1}, and

a component that intersects each fiber x̂× P1 along a point (x̂, g(x̂)) for a holomorphic

function g on X̂ that omits the values −1, 1, and ∞.

Since the bundle F is reducible, the monodromy mapping classes of the bundle F̂ are
powers of a conjugate of σ2

1�Z3. Hence, g : X̂ → C \ {−1, 1} is free homotopic to a
mapping with image in the punctured disc {z ∈ C : |z + 1| < 1}.

By Picard’s Theorem the mapping g extends to a meromorphic mapping gc from the
closure X̂c of X̂ to P1. Then the meromorphic extension gc omits the value 1. Indeed,
if gc was equal to 1 at some puncture of X̂, then g would map a simple closed curve on
X̂ that surrounds the puncture positively to a loop in C \ {−1, 1} that surrounds 1 with
positive winding number. This contradicts the fact that g is homotopic to a mapping
onto a disc punctured at −1 and contained in C \ {−1, 1}. Hence, gc is a meromorphic
function on a compact Riemann surface that omits a value, and, hence g is constant.

This means that the bundle F̂ over X̂ is holomorphically isomorphic to the trivial
bundle. Hence, the monodromy mappings of the original bundle F are periodic. By
Lemma 7 this is possible for a reducible bundle only if the monodromies are equal to
the identity. Repeat the same reasoning as above for the bundle F instead of F̂, we see
that the bundle F is holomorphically trivial. Theorem 10 is proved. 2

Proof of Theorem 2. By Theorem 8 the isotopy class of the separable quasipolynomial
f corresponds to the conjugacy class of a homomorphism Φ : π1(X, x0) → Γ ⊂ B3,
where Γ is generated either by σ1σ2, or by ∆3, or by σ1 and ∆2

3. Consider the special
(0, 4)-bundle associated to the quasipolynomial. The isotopy class of the bundle over
X (through (0, 3)-bundles with a section) corresponds to the conjugacy class of the
homomorphism Φ : π1(X, x0) → Γ = Γ�Z3 that is obtained from Φ by taking the
quotient with respect to Z3.

By Theorem 10 for any a priori given conformal structure ω of second kind on X the
isotopy class of the bundle contains a special holomorphic (0, 4)-bundle. The special
holomorphic (0, 4)-bundle determines a holomorphic quasipolynomial fω for this con-
formal structure by assigning to each x ∈ ω(X) the triple of finite distinguished points
in the fiber {x} × P1 and associating to it the monic polynomial with this set of zeros.
The monodromies of the quasipolynomial fω differ from the monodromies of the push
forward fω of the original quasipolynomial by powers of ∆2

3. Using the function F that
satisfies (22) for suitable integers `1 and `2 we obtain a holomorphic quasipolynomial
fω(x)e2πiF (x), x ∈ ω(X), that is isotopic to fω. Theorem 2 is proved. 2
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7. Finite open Riemann surfaces and mappings to the twice punctured
complex plane

In this section we prove Theorem 3. Let X be an open Riemann surface of genus g ≥ 0
with m > 0 holes, equipped with a base point x0. The fundamental group π1(X, x0) of

X is a free group in x
def
= 2g +m− 1 generators. We take the system E of generators of

π1(X, x0) as in Section 7. Recall that the Riemann surface X is conformally equivalent to
an open subset of a closed Riemann surface Xc of genus g ([27]). in Section 7 we chosed
2g generators ej, j = 1, . . . , 2g, of the fundamental group π1(X, x0) whose images under
the homomorphism induced by inclusion X → Xc are generators of the fundamental
group of Xc, such that each pair e2j−1, e2j, j = 1, . . . g, corresponds to a handle. Each
pair of generators e2j−1, e2j corresponding to a handle was represented by simple closed
loops αj, βj with base point x0. The connected components of Xc \X are again denoted
by C1, C2, . . . , Cm. Each component is either a point or a closed disc. For each component
C`, ` = 1, . . . ,m − 1, the generator e2g+` of the fundamental group of X is represented
by a simple loop γ` with base point x0 that is contractible in X ∪ C` and divides X into
two connected components, one of them containing C`. We will say that γ` surrounds
C`. Each curve γ` is oriented so that C` is on the left when walking along the curve γ`
equipped with this orientation.

Further, the generators and the representatives are chosen so that the only intersection
point of any pair of loops is x0, and when labeling the rays of the loops emerging from
the base point x0 by α−j , β

−
j γ−j , and the incoming rays by α+

j , β
+
j γ+

j , then moving in
counterclockwise direction along a small circle around x0 we meet the rays in the order

. . . , α−j , β
−
j , α

+
j , β

+
j , . . . , γ

−
k , γ

+
k , . . . .

See also Figure 5.

Figure 5. A system of generators of the fundamental group of a surface
of genus g with m holes

We will now describe a set E ′ of elements of π1(X, x0) such that the conjugacy class
of each element of E ′ can be represented by a simple closed curve. Later we will prove
that a mapping X → C \ {−1, 1} has the Gromov-Oka property if and only if for each
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e ∈ E ′ the restriction of f to an annulus in X that represents ê has the Gromov-Oka
property.

Let first g > 0. For the j-th handle we choose three elements e2j−1, e2j, and [e2j−1, e2j].
The conjugacy class of each of them can be represented by a simple closed curve. For
the `-th hole, ` = 1, . . . ,m−1, we take the element e2j+`. There is a simple closed curve
that represents its conjugacy class. The obtained 3g+m−1 elements of the fundamental
group will be contained in E ′.

We convert each unordered pair of different elements of E , that is different from
a pair {e2j−1, e2j} corresponding to a handle, into an ordered pair (e′, e′′). There is

a simple closed curve representing ê′ e′′ = ê′′ e′. The products e′e′′ constitute a set of
1
2
(2g+m−1)(2g+m−2)−g elements of the fundamental group. They will be contained

in E ′.
For each pair e2j−1, e2j of elements of E that corresponds to a handle, and each

other element e′ among the chosen generators (if there is any) we consider the elements
e2

2j−1 e2j e
′, e3

2j−1 e2j e
′, e2j−1 e

2
2j e
′, and e2j−1 e

3
2j e
′. For the conjugacy class of each such

element there is a simple closed curve in X representing it. The obtained 4g (2g+m−3)
elements of the fundamental group will be contained in E ′.

Suppose m > 2. Let (e1, e2) be the pair of elements of E that corresponds to the
first handle. We convert each unordered pair of different elements of E corresponding to
holes to an ordered pair (e′, e′′), so that the conjugacy class of the element e′e1e

′e2e
′′ can

be represented by a simple closed curve in X (see Figure 6). We obtain no more than
1
2
(m− 1)(m− 2) elements of π1(X, x0). They will be contained in E ′.

Figure 6. A simple closed curve representing the conjugacy class of
e′e1e

′e2e
′′

Suppose g(X) = 0. If m = 1 the fundamental group is trivial. If m = 2 it has
one generator. The set E ′ will be equal to the set E consisting of the generator. Let

m ≥ 3. The element em
def
= (

∏m−1
j=1 ej)

−1 is represented by a simple closed curve that

surrounds Cm positively (i.e. walking along the curve the set Cm is on the left). All
elements e ∈ E ∪ {em} will be contained in E ′. Further, each unordered pair of different
elements of E ∪ {em} is converted into an ordered pair (e′, e′′) and the product e′e′′ will
be contained in E ′. Finally, we convert each unordered triple of different elements of
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E ∪{em} into an ordered triple (e′, e′′, e′′′) so that ê′ e′′ e′′′ can be represented by a simple
closed curve. The product e′e′′e′′′ will be contained in E ′.

We described all elements of E ′. The conjugacy class of each of them can be represented
by a simple closed curve. We estimate now the total number N of elements of E ′.

Let first g > 0. With x = 2g +m− 1 ≥ 2 the number N does not exceed{
x+ g + 1

2
x(x− 1)− g + 4g(x− 2), 0 < m ≤ 2,

x+ g + 1
2
x(x− 1)− g + 4g(x− 2) + 1

2
(m− 1)(m− 2), m > 2.

Since 2g ≤ x, for m ≤ 2 the sum does not exceed x + x(x − 1) + 2x(x − 2). Hence,
N ≤ 3x2 − 4x < x3. For m > 2 we use the inequality m − 1 = x − 2g ≤ x − 2, hence(
4g + 1

2
(m− 2)

)
(x− 2) ≤ 2x(x− 2). Again N ≤ x3.

Let g = 0. If m = 2 the set E ′ contains a single element, and N = 1 = (m− 1)3 = x3.
If x = m−1 ≥ 2 the number N is not bigger than x+1+ 1

2
(x+1)x+ 1

6
(x+1)x(x−1) =

1
2
(x+ 1)(x+ 2) + 1

6
x(x2− 1) = 1

6
x3 + 1

2
x2 + (3

2
− 1

6
)x+ 1 and since x ≥ 2, also in this case

N ≤ x3. We estimated the number of elements of E ′ from above by x3 = (2g +m− 1)3.

For the proof of Theorem 3 we need two lemmas. We denote by a1 (a2, respectively)
the generator of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) that is represented by a curve with base point 0 that
surrounds −1 (1, respectively) positively. We call a1 and a2 the standard generators
of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0). The fundamental group π1(C \ {−1, 1}, f(x0)) with base point
x0 is isomorphic to the fundamental group π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) with base point 0 by an
isomorphism that is determined up to conjugation. The restriction of f to an annulus in

X that represents ê has the Gromov-Oka property if and only if the conjugacy class f̂∗(e)
of the image f∗(e) has infinite conformal module. The conjugacy classes of elements of
π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) with infinite conformal module are represented by integer powers of
the elements

a1, a2, or (a1a2)−1 . (23)

Lemma 14. Let X be an oriented smooth finite open surface and E ′ the set of elements
of the fundamental group π1(X, x0) chosen above. Assume the restriction of a continuous
mapping f : X → C \ {−1, 1} to each annulus in X representing the conjugacy class
ê of an element e ∈ E ′ has the Gromov-Oka property. Then either the image of the
monodromy homomorphism f∗ : π1(X, x0)→ π1(C \ {−1, 1}, f(x0)) ∼= π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0)
is contained in the group generated by a conjugate of a power of one of the elements of the
form (23), or X is equal to the oriented 2-sphere denoted by S2 with at least three holes
removed and the mapping f is homotopic to a mapping that extends to a homeomorphism
F : S2 → P1 that maps three points of S2 contained in pairwise different holes to the
three points −1, 1, and ∞, respectively.

Lemma 15. Let X be a finite open Riemann surface with only thick ends. For each
homomorphism h : π1(X, x0)→ π1(C\{−1, 1}, 0) with image generated by a power of one
of the elements of the form (23) there exists a holomorphic mapping f : X → C\{−1, 1},
whose monodromy homomorphism f∗ : π1(X, x0)→ π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) is conjugate to h.

Let X be the Riemann sphere P1 with at least three holes (maybe, of first kind). Sup-
pose F : P1 → P1 is an orientation preserving homeomorphism, that maps three points
of P1 contained in pairwise different holes to the three points −1, 1, and ∞, respectively.
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Then the restriction F | X is homotopic to a mapping that extends to a conformal
mapping P1 → P1 that maps X to C \ {−1, 1}.

Recall that a continuous mapping f : X → C \ {−1, 1} is irreducible if it is not
homotopic to a mapping with image in a punctured disc contained in C \ {−1, 1} (the
puncture may be equal to ∞). Each such mapping defines a special (0, 4)-bundle (X ×
P1, pr1,E, X), where E intersects the fiber over x along the set {x} × {−1, 1, f(x),∞}.
The mapping f is irreducible iff the bundle is irreducible.

The following facts are easy to see. For a mapping f from a smooth finite open surface
X to C \ {−1, 1} the image f∗(X, x0) is contained in a group generated by a conjugate
of a power of one of the elements of the form (23) if and only if f is reducible.

The restriction F | X of a homeomorphism F : P1 → P1, with F (X) ⊂ C \ {−1, 1} is
irreducible.

Proof of Theorem 3. If a mapping f : X → C\{−1, 1} has the Gromov-Oka property
then by Lemma 3 the restriction of f to each annulus in X representing the conjugacy
class of an element of E ′ has the Gromov-Oka property.

By Theorem 7 the Lemma 14 and the Lemma 15 imply, that vice versa, if X has
positive genus and the restriction of a continuous mapping f : X → C \ {−1, 1} to
each annulus in X representing the conjugacy class ê of an element e ∈ E ′ has the
Gromov-Oka property, then f has the Gromov-Oka property on X.

If g = 0 a continuous orientation preserving mapping f : X → C \ {−1, 1} has the
Gromov-Oka property on X, if its restriction to each annulus in X representing the
conjugacy class ê of an element e ∈ E ′ has the Gromov-Oka property. 2

Remark. Notice that the two lemmas describe the homotopy classes of all mappings
with the Gromov-Oka property from finite open smooth surfaces to the twice punctured
complex plane.

The mappings with the Gromov-Oka property are the reducible mappings, and in case
X is the oriented two-sphere with at least three holes there are also irreducible homotopy
classes of mappings with the Gromov-Oka property. Each consists of mappings with the
following property. For each orientation preserving homeomorphism ω : X → ω(X) onto
a Riemann surface ω(X) (maybe, of first kind) f ◦ ω−1 is homotopic to a holomorphic
mapping that extends to a conformal mapping P1 → P1 that maps three points in
different holes to −1, 1 and ∞, respectively (in some order depending on the class).
These homotopy classes are the only irreducible homotopy classes with the Gromov-Oka
property, and they are the only homotopy classes of mappings X → C \ {−1, 1} that
contain a holomorphic mapping for any conformal structure on X including conformal
structures of first kind. Indeed, if the image of a non-trivial monodromy homomorphism
f∗ is generated by a conjugate of a power of one of the elements of the form (23) the
mapping f cannot be homotopic to a holomorphic mapping for a conformal structure of
first kind (see the proof of statement (4) of Theorem 10).

Proof of Lemma 14. Identifying the fundamental groups π1(C\{−1, 1}, 0) and π1(C\
{−1, 1}, f(x0)) by a fixed isomorphism, we obtain for each e ∈ E ′ the equation f∗(e) =
w−1
e bewe for an element we ∈ π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) and an element be that is a power of an

element of the form (23). The images f∗(e2j−1) and f∗(e2j) of two elements corresponding
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to a handle commute. This is a particular case of the situation treated in the proof
of Theorem 8, but can be seen easily directly. Indeed, the sum of exponents of the
terms of a word representing a commutator is equal to zero. Since the commutator
[f∗(e2j−1), f∗(e2j)] = f([e2j−1, e2j−1]) must be a power of a conjugate of an element of
the form (23) it must be equal to the identity.

A word in the generators of a free group is called reduced, if neighbouring terms are
powers of different generators. We will identify elements of a free group (in particular
of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0)) with reduced words in generators of the group. A word is called
cyclically reduced, if either the word consists of a single term, or it has at least two
terms and the first and the last term of the word are powers of different generators.

Suppose for two generators e(1), e(2) ∈ E ⊂ E ′ we have be(`) = ak`j` , ` = 1, 2, where

each aj` is one of the generators a1, a2 of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0). Put w = we(2)(we(1))
−1.

The monodromy f∗(e
(1)e(2)) = f∗(e

(1))f∗(e
(2)) is conjugate to ak1j1w

−1ak2j2w. The el-

ement ak1j1w
−1ak2j2w is conjugate to ak1j1w

′−1ak2j2w
′ for an element w′ = a

−k′2
j2

wa
−k′1
j1
∈

π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) that is either equal to the identity or it can be written as a reduced
word that starts with a power of aj1 and ends with a power of aj2 . (In the case aj1 = aj2
we allow that w′ is equal to a power of the other generator of π1(C\{−1, 1}, 0).) If w′ is
not the identity then ak1j1w

′−1ak2j2w
′ can be written as cyclically reduced word that con-

tains powers of different sign of generators of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0). Any cyclically reduced
word that represents a conjugate of a power of an element of the form (23) contains only

powers of equal sign of the generators. Hence w′ = Id, and w = a
k′2
j2
a
k′1
j1

. Put we(1)e(2) =

a
−k′2
j2

we(2) = a
k′1
j1
we(1) . Then we(1)e(2)f∗(e

(1))w−1
e(1)e(2)

= ak1j1 and we(1)e(2)f∗(e
(2))w−1

e(1)e(2)
= ak2j2 .

As a corollary we see that f∗(e
(1)e(2)) is conjugate to ak1j1 a

k2
j2

. Hence, either at least
one of the monodromies is the identity, or j1 = j2, or k1 = k2 = ±1. Further, if
the monodromies along a collection of elements of E are conjugate to a power of a
single generator aj, there is a single element of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) that conjugates each
monodromy along an element of this collection to a power of aj. Indeed, in this case we
obtain the following for each pair e(1), e(2), of elements of this collection. If f∗(e

(`)) =

w−1
e(`)
ak`j we(`) for ` = 1, 2, then we(2) = ak

′
j we(1) for the same aj, and we(1) conjugates both,

f∗(e
(1)) and f∗(e

(2)), to a power of aj.

The same arguments apply if for two elements e(1), e(2) the monodromy f∗(e
(1)) is

conjugate to a power of aj and the mondromy f∗(e
(2)) is conjugate to a power of a1a2.

We replace the generators a1, a2 of the free group π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) by the generators
A1 = aj and A2 = (a1a2)−1. Notice that A2 can be considered as element of the
fundamental group of the thrice punctured plane that is represented by loops surrounding
∞ positively.

We obtained the following. If the monodromy f∗(ẽ) along an element ẽ ∈ E is con-
jugate to the k-th power of an element among a1, a2, a1a2, with |k| > 1, then for any
e′ ∈ E , e′ 6= ẽ, the monodromy f∗(e

′) is a (trivial or non-trivial) power of the same
element.

Moreover, we claim that if g > 0 and the monodromy along an element ej ∈ E , j ≤ 2g,
(i.e. ej belongs to a pair corresponding to a handle) is not trivial, then all monodromies
are powers of the same conjugate of an element of the form (23). Indeed, by the preceding
argument we may assume that all non-trivial monodromies along elements e of E are
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conjugate to v±1
e for an element ve of the form (23). Consider two elements e2j−1, e2j ∈ E

corresponding to a handle. Conjugating all monodromies by a single element, we suppose
for instance that f∗(e2j) = a1. Then f∗(e2j−1) is a power of a1, hence, by our assumption
f∗(e2j−1) is equal to a±1

1 , or it is the identity. If f∗(e2j−1) equals a1 or the identity, then
f∗(e2j−1 e

2
2j e
′) can only be conjugate to a power of an element of the form (23), if f∗(e

′)

is a power of a1. If f∗(e2j−1) is equal to a−1
1 , then f∗(e2j−1 e

3
2j e
′) can only be conjugate

to a power of an element of the form (23), if f∗(e
′) is a power of a1.

The case when f∗(e2j) equals a−1
1 , a±1

2 , or (a1a2)±1, or when the role of e2j−1 and e2j

is interchanged, can be treated similarly. The claim is proved.

Suppose g(X) > 0 but all monodromies along elements of E corresponding to handles
are trivial. We claim that still all monodromies are powers of the same conjugate of
an element of form (23). If the monodromies along all but possibly one element of E
are trivial, there is nothing to prove. Hence, we may assume that m > 2. By the
preceding argument we may assume that all non-trivial monodromies along elements
of E are conjugate to an element of the form (23) or are inverse to a conjugate of an
element of the form (23). Let e1 and e2 be the elements of E corresponding to the first
labeled handle. Suppose there is an unordered pair of different elements of E so that
the monodromy along each element of the pair is non-trivial. Note that none of the
elements equals e1 or e2. Convert the unordered pair into an ordered pair (e′, e′′), so

that the conjugacy class e′e1e
′e2e

′′
∧

can be represented by a simple closed curve. Assume
that f∗(e

′) = a1. If f∗(e
′′) is not a power of a1 then f∗(e

′e1e
′e2e

′′) = f∗(e
′)2f∗(e

′′) cannot
be a power of an element of the form (23). The remaining cases when f∗(e

′) is of the
form (23) or is inverse to an element of the form (23) are treated in the same way. The
claim is proved.

Let g(X) = 0, i.e. X equals the oriented 2-sphere S2 with holes. Suppose f : X →
C \ {−1, 1} is a continuous mapping whose restrictions to each annulus representing an
element e ∈ E ′ have the Gromov-Oka property. Assume that the monodromies are not
all conjugate to powers of a single element of the form (23). Then no monodromy is
conjugate to the k-th power of an element of the form (23) with |k| > 1, and there are at
least three holes, and at least two elements ej′ and ej′′ in E with monodromies f∗(ej′) and
f∗(ej′′) being non-trivial powers of conjugates of different elements of the form (23). By
the previous arguments we may assume after conjugating all monodromies by a single
element of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) that the momodromies along two generators in E are equal
to different elements of the form (23), or to the inverses of different elements of the form
(23).

Recall that the element em = (
∏m−1

j=1 ej)
−1 ∈ π1(X, x0) is represented by a loop with

base point x0 that surrounds the last hole Cm counterclockwise. The product
∏m

j=1 f∗(ej)
is equal to the identity. Hence, since the product of two different elements of the form
(23) cannot be equal to the identity, there must be an integer number j′′′ ∈ [1,m]
different from j′ and j′′, for which f∗(ej′′′) 6= Id.

The monodromies along two different elements from E ∪ {em} cannot be non-trivial
powers of the same element of the form (23). Otherwise there would be an ordered
triple of different elements of E ∪{em} whose product is in E ′ but the monodromy along
the product cannot be a conjugate of a power of an element of the form (23). Hence
the monodromy along at most three elements of E ∪ {em} is nontrivial. Hence, there
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are exactly three elements ej′ , ej′′ , and ej′′′ among the ek, k = 1, . . . ,m, with non-
trivial monodromy. The monodromies along two of them are equal to either a1 and a2,
respectively, or to a−1

1 and a−1
2 , respectively. Order the three elements by (e′, e′′, e′′′)

so that the product is in E ′. After a cyclic permutation which does not change the
conjugacy class of the product, we may assume that the monodromy along e′′′ is not
equal to a power of an aj. Then the ordered triple of mondromies along (e′, e′′, e′′′)
is either (a1, a2, (a1a2)−1), or (a2, a1, (a2a1)−1), or (a−1

1 , a−1
2 , a2a1), or (a−1

2 , a−1
1 , a1a2).

The monodromies (a1, a2, (a1a2)−1) are represented by curves that surround (−1, 1,∞)
positively, the monodromies (a−1

1 , a−1
2 , a2a1) are represented by curves that surround

(−1, 1,∞) negatively, and similarly for the remaining cases.

The case (a1, a2, (a1a2)−1) for the monodromies along (e′, e′′, e′′′) corresponds to the
homotopy class containing the following mapping. Let C ′, C ′′, C ′′′ be the holes of X
corresponding to e′, e′′, e′′′, respectively. Take points p′ ∈ C ′, p′′ ∈ C ′′, and p′′′ ∈ C ′′′,
respectively. Denote by F an orientation preserving homeomorphism from S2 onto P1,
that maps p′ to −1, p′′ to 1, and p′′′ to ∞. It is straightforward to check that F has the
required monodromies along all generators. Hence, f is homotopic to F | X. The case
(a2, a1, (a2a1)−1) for the monodromies along (e′, e′′, e′′′) is similar. In these two cases for
any conformal structure ω : X → ω(X), including conformal structures of first kind, the
mapping (F |X)ω is homotopic to a mapping hat extends to P1 = ω(X)c as a conformal
self-homeomorphism of P1 that maps X into C \ {−1, 1}.

If f has monodromies (a−1
1 , a−1

2 , a2a1) along (e′, e′′, e′′′), then f is homotopic to F | X
for an orientation reversing homeomorphism F from S2 onto P1, that maps p′ to −1, p′′

to 1, and p′′′ to ∞. The case (a−1
2 , a−1

1 , a1a2) is similar. In these cases for any conformal
structure ω : X → ω(X), including conformal structures of first kind, the mapping
(F |X)ω is homotopic to a mapping hat extends to P1 = ω(X)c as an anti-conformal
self-homeomorphism of P1 that maps X into C \ {−1, 1}. But the mapping f does not
have the Gromov-Oka property.

The latter fact can be seen as follows. Assume the contrary. Let ωn : X → ωn(X)

be a sequence of conformal structures of second kind on X such that Xn
def
= ωn(X) can

be identified with an increasing sequence of domains in C \ {−1, 1} whose union equals
C \ {−1, 1}. We may choose the ωn uniformly converging on compact subsets of X. We
identify the fundamental groups of Xn and of C \ {−1, 1} by the isomorphism induced
by inclusion.

Consider the case when f has monodromies (a−1
1 , a−1

2 , a2a1) along (e′, e′′, e′′′). By our
assumption for each n the mapping f ◦ ω−1

n is homotopic to a holomorphic mapping
fn : Xn → C \ {−1, 1} with monodromies a−1

1 along a1 and a−1
2 along a2. By Montel’s

Theorem there is a subsequence fnk that converges locally uniformly on C \ {−1, 1}.
The limit function F cannot be a constant (including −1, 1, or ∞), since for curves
γj representing aj, j = 1, 2, the set fnj(γ1) ∪ fnj(γ2) separates −1, 1 and ∞. The
limit function F is a holomorphic mapping from C \ {−1, 1} to itself. Hence it extends
to a meromorphic function on P1, and defines therefore a branched covering of P1.
This is impossible, since the curves γj are mapped to curves that surround −1 (and 1,
respectively) negatively. 2

Proof of Lemma 15. Let X be a finite open Riemann surface with only thick ends,
and let h : π1(X, x0)→ Γ be a homomorphism into the group Γ generated by an element
of π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) of the form (23). The Riemann surface X is conformally equivalent
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to a domain on a closed Riemann surface Xc such that all connected components of its
complement are closed topological discs. Hence, there exists an open Riemann surface
X1 ⊂ Xc such that X is relatively compact in X1. Let ω : X → X1 be a homeomorphism
from X onto X1 that is homotopic on X to the inclusion X ↪→ X1. Identify the
fundamental groups π1(X, x0) and π1(X1, ω(x0)) by the mapping induced by ω. For
e ∈ π1(X1, ω(x0)) we denote by σe the covering transformation for the universal covering
X̃1 → X1 that corresponds to e under an isomorphism from the fundamental group onto
the group of covering transformations (see [8]). For each collection of integer numbers
kj, j = 1, . . . ,m+2g−1, there exists a holomorphic function F̃ : X̃1 → C on the universal

covering X̃1
∼= C+ such that for each generator ej ∈ E of π1(X, x0) (identified with the

respective generator of π1(X1, ω(x0)) the equality F̃ (σej(z̃)) = kj + F̃ (z̃), z ∈ X̃, holds.

Such a function can be obtained as in the proof of Lemma 13. The function e2πiF̃ descends
to a holomorphic function F1 on X1. For each j and a representative γj : [0, 1]→ X1 of
ej the closed curve F1◦γj in C\{0} represents ekj for the generator e of the fundamental
group of C \ {0} with base point F1(x0). The restriction of F1 to X b X1 is bounded.
Hence, for a positive number C the mapping −1 + 1

C
F1 maps X into C \ {−1, 1} so that

the monodromy along each ej equals a
kj
1 (after identifying π1(C\{−1, 1},−1+ 1

C
F1(x0))

with π1(C \ {−1, 1}, 0) by a suitable isomorphism). The case when the monodromies
are powers of other elements of form (23) is treated by composing F1 with a suitable
conformal self-mapping of the Riemann sphere that permutes the points −1, 1, and ∞.

The second statement of Lemma 15 is clear. 2

8. Smooth elliptic fiber bundles and differentiable families of complex
manifolds.

Recall that Kodaira (see [22]) defines a complex analytic family (also called holo-
morphic family) Mt, t ∈ B, of compact complex manifolds over the base B as a triple
(M,P ,B), where M and B are complex manifolds, and P is a proper holomorphic
submersion with P−1(t) = Mt. Thus, each holomorphic genus g fiber bundle over a
Riemann surface is a complex analytic family of compact Riemann surfaces of genus g.

We will consider holomorphic (g,m)-bundles as complex analytic families of Riemann
surfaces of genus g equipped with m distinguished points, for short, as complex analytic
(or holomorphic) families of Riemann surfaces of type (g,m), or holomorphic (g,m)-
families.

Kodaira (s. [22]) defines a differentiable family of compact complex manifolds as a
smooth fiber bundle with compact fibers and the following additional structure. The
fibers are equipped with complex structures that depend smoothly on the parameter and
induce on each fiber the smooth fiber structure. The formal definition of a differentiable
family of Riemann surfaces of type (g,m) is the following.

Definition 7. A differentiable family of Riemann surfaces Mt, t ∈ B, of type (g,m) is
a tuple (M, P , E, B), where M and B are oriented C∞ manifolds, and P is a smooth
proper orientation preserving submersion with the following property. For each t ∈ B
the fiber P−1(t), denoted byMt, is a compact Riemann surface of genus g, such that the
complex structure induces the differentiable structure defined on P−1(t) as a submanifold
of M. E ⊂ M is a smooth submanifold of M that intersects each fiber Mt along a
set Et of m distinguished points. Moreover, the complex structures of the Mt depend
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smoothly on the parameter t, more precisely, there is an open locally finite cover Uj, j =

1, 2, . . ., of M and complex valued C∞ functions (zj1, . . . , z
j
n) on each Uj (with n the

complex dimension ofMt) such that for each j and t these functions define holomorphic
coordinates on Uj ∩Mt.

We will also call such families smooth families of Riemann surfaces of type (g,m), or
smooth (g,m)-families.

Two smooth families of Riemann surfaces of type (g,m) will be called isomorphic
(as families of Riemann surfaces) if they are isomorphic as smooth bundles (smoothly
isomorphic, for short) and there is a bundle isomorphism that is holomorphic on each
fiber.

We will show in this section that each smooth elliptic fiber bundle with a section is
smoothly isomorphic (equivalently, isotopic) to a bundle that carries the structure of a
differentiable family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1), also called a differentiable family
of closed Riemann surfaces of genus 1 with a smooth section.

Each compact Riemann surface of genus 1 is conformally equivalent to the quotient
C�Λ for a lattice Λ = aZ + bZ where a and b are two complex numbers that are
independent over the real numbers. A torus given in the form C�Λ will be called here
a canonical torus. The torus C�(Z+ iZ) will be called standard.

A family of lattices Ω 3 x → Λ(x) on a smooth manifold Ω is called smooth if for
each x0 ∈ X there is a neighbourhood U(x0) ⊂ Ω such that the lattices Λ(x) can be
written as

Λ(x) = a(x)Z+ b(x)Z . (24)

for smooth functions a and b on U(x0). The family is called holomorphic if it can be
locally represented by (24) with holomorphic functions a and b.

If on U(x0) we have Λ̃(x) = Λ(x), with Λ̃(x) = ã(x)Z + b̃(x)Z for other smooth

functions ã and b̃, then there is a matrix A =

(
α β
γ δ

)
∈ SL2(Z) not depending on x,

such that

ã(x) = α a(x) + γ b(x), b̃(x) = β a(x) + δ b(x) . (25)

Indeed, Λ(x) and Λ̃(x) are equal lattices and (a(x), b(x)) and (ã(x), b̃(x)) are pairs of gen-

erators of the lattice. PutB(x) =

(
Re a(x) Re b(x)
Im a(x) Imb(x)

)
and B̃(x) =

(
Re ã(x) Re b̃(x)

Im ã(x) Im b̃(x)

)
.

Then the real linear self-map of C, defined by B(x) (by B̃(x), respectively) takes 1 to

a(x) and i to b(x) (1 to ã(x) and i to b̃(x), respectively). Hence, both maps take the

standard lattice Z+iZ onto Λ(x) = Λ̃(x). Then B−1(x)◦B̃(x) maps the standard lattice

onto itself, hence, it is in SL2(Z). Since B(x) and B̃(x) depend continuously on x, the

matrices B−1(x) ◦ B̃(x) depend continuously on x and, hence, are equal to a matrix

A =

(
α β
γ δ

)
∈ SL2(Z) that does not depend on x. Equation (25) is satisfied for the

entries of this matrix.

Two smooth families of lattices Λ0(x) and Λ1(x) depending on a parameter x in a
smooth manifold Ω are called isotopic, if for an interval I ⊃ [0, 1] there is a smooth
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family of lattices Λ(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω × I, such that Λ(x, 0) = Λ0(x) and Λ(x, 1) = Λ1(x)
for all x ∈ Ω.

Let X be a finite open Riemann surface and U an open subset of X where there are
smooth function a(x) and b(x) such that Λ(x) = a(x)Z+ b(x)Z, x ∈ U . Then the family
Λ = Λ(x), x ∈ U, defines a free and properly discontinuous group action

U × C 3 (x, ζ)→
(
x, ζ + a(x)n+ b(x)m

)
, n,m ∈ Z , (26)

on U ×C. The quotient of (U ×C) by this action depends only on Λ, not on the choice
of the generators a(x) and b(x) of the lattice. Denote by (U × C)�Λ the quotient of
U × C by this action (26). Let

PU,Λ : (U × C)�Λ→ U (27)

be the mapping that takes the equivalence class of (x, ζ) to x. Consider in each fiber
P−1
Λ (x) the distinguished point sΛ,x = (x, 0)�Λ(x) . The mapping x → sΛ,x, x ∈ U,

is smooth, hence defines a smooth section. Put sΛ,U
def
= ∪x∈U{sΛ,x}. Then the tuple

FΛ,U
def
=
(
(U × C)�Λ,PU,Λ, sΛ,U , U

)
defines a smooth (1, 1)-bundle over U . Moreover,

FΛ,U is equipped with the structure of a differentiable family of Riemann surfaces of
type (1, 1). If the family Λ of lattices on X is holomorphic, then FΛ,U is a holomorphic
(1, 1)-bundle, equivalently, a holomorphic family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1).

Take an open covering of X by sets Uj on which there are smooth functions aj(x) and
bj(x) such that Λ(x) = aj(x)Z+ bj(x)Z, x ∈ Uj. If Uj ∪Uk 6= ∅, we glue the restrictions
of FΛ,Uj and FΛ,Uk to Uj ∪ Uk together by using the identity map in each fiber. We
obtain a smooth family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1) on X, which we denote by
FΛ,X = (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X).

If the family Λ of lattices on X is holomorphic, then FΛ is a holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle,
equivalently, a holomorphic family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1).

The following lemma holds.

Lemma 16. Each smooth (1, 1)-bundle F over a smooth finite open surface X is smoothly
isomorphic (equivalently, isotopic) to a bundle of the form

FΛ,X = (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) . (28)

Recall that the bundle (28) carries the structure of a smooth family of Riemann
surfaces of type (1, 1).

Proof. We need to find a smooth bundle of the form (28) whose monodromy homo-
morphism is conjugate to that of the original bundle F. This can be done as in Section
5. We represent X as the union of an open disc D containing the base point of X,
and a collection of ` attached bands Vj that are relatively closed in X and correspond

to the generators of the fundamental group of X. Let as in Section 5 the set Ũ be a
simply connected domain on the universal covering of X such that each point of D is
covered `+ 1 times and each other point of X is covered once. Label the preimages of D
under the projection Ũ → X by D̃j, j = 0, 1, . . . `, so that the preimage Ṽj of the band

Vj, j = 1, . . . , `, is attached to D̃0 and D̃j. Denote by mj the monodromy of F along the
generator ej of the fundamental group of X that corresponds to the j-th band Vj.

Map the fiber of F over the base point diffeomorphically onto the standard torus
C�(Z+iZ) so that the distinguished point is mapped to 0�(Z+iZ). By an isomorphism
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between mapping class groups we identify each mapping class mj, j = 1, . . . , `, with a
mapping class denoted by the same letter on the standard torus C�(Z + iZ) with
distinguished point 0�(Z+iZ). Represent the new class mj by a mapping ϕ−1

j : C�(Z+
iZ)J⊃, such that ϕj lifts to a real linear self-mapping ϕ̃j of C that maps the lattice Z+ iZ
onto itself. In other words, ϕ̃j corresponds to a 2 × 2 matrix Aj with integral entries

and determinant 1, ϕ̃j(x+ iy) = Aj

(
x
y

)
, Aj ∈ SL2(Z).

Consider on each set Ω̃j
def
= D̃0 ∪ Ṽj ∪ D̃j (which is a simply connected domain) a

smooth family of real linear self-maps (ϕ̃j)z, z ∈ Ω̃j, of the complex plane C such that

(ϕ̃j)z = Id for z ∈ D̃0 and(ϕ̃j)z = ϕ̃j for z ∈ D̃j , (29)

and put

Λj(z) = (ϕ̃j)z(Z+ iZ), z ∈ Ω̃j . (30)

Glue the bundles
(

(Ω̃j × C)�Λj , PΛj , sΛj , X
)

together by identifying points z̃j ∈
D̃j, j = 0, . . . `, that project to the same point in D, and use the mapping ϕj to glue the

fiber over each z̃j ∈ D̃j to the fiber over z̃0 ∈ D̃0, where z̃j and z̃0 project to the same
point in D. We obtain a bundle FΛ,X =

(
(X × C)�Λ , PΛ , sΛ , X

)
over X, which is

isomorphic (as a smooth bundle) to the original bundle over X, since the monodromy
homomorphisms of the two bundles are conjugate to each other.

The lemma is proved. 2

By Lemma 16 the Problem 5 can be reformulated as follows.

Let X be a finite open Riemann surface. Is a given smooth family of Riemann surfaces
of type (1, 1) on X isotopic to a complex analytic family of Riemann surfaces of type
(1, 1)?

9. Complex analytic families of canonical tori.

Let now F = (X ,P , X) be a holomorphic elliptic fiber bundle over a finite open
Riemann surface X. The fiber bundle is, in particular, a smooth elliptic fiber bundle. For
each disc ∆ ⊂ X there is a smooth family of diffeomorphisms ϕt : S → P−1(t), t ∈ ∆,
from the reference Riemann surface S = C�(Z+ iZ) of genus one onto the fiber over t.
Consider the Teichmüller class [ϕt], t ∈ ∆. The following Lemma 17 states that these
Teichmüller classes depend holomorphically on the parameter.

Lemma 17. Let F be a holomorphic elliptic fiber bundle over a Riemann surface X.
For each small enough disc ∆ ⊂ X there is a holomorphic map z → τ(z), z ∈ ∆,
into the Teichmüller space T (1, 0) of the standard torus, such that each fiber P−1(z) is
conformally equivalent to C�(Z+ τ(z)Z).

For convenience of the reader we will provide a proof. The key ingredient is a lemma
of Kodaira which we formulate now.

Let X and X be complex manifolds and let P : X → X be a proper holomorphic
submersion such that the fibers Xz = P−1(z), z ∈ X, are compact complex manifolds of
complex dimension n. For each z ∈ X we denote by Θz the sheaf of germs of holomorphic
tangent vector fields of the complex manifold Xz. Denote by H0(Xz, Θz) the space of
global sections of the sheaf.



GROMOV’S OKA PRINCIPLE, FIBER BUNDLES AND THE CONFORMAL MODULE 51

Lemma 18. (Kodaira, [22], Lemma 4.1, p. 204.) If the dimension d
def
= dim(H0(Xz, Θz))

is independent of z then for any small enough (topological) ball ∆ in X there is for
each z ∈ ∆ a basis (v1(z), . . . , vd(z)) of H0(Xz, Θz) such that (v1(z), . . . , vd(z)) depends
holomorphically on z ∈ ∆.

For a proof we refer to [22]. Let m be the dimension of the complex manifold X
in the statement of Kodaira’s Lemma. The condition that the vj(z), j = 1, . . . , d,
depend holomorphically on z, means the following. Let Uα ⊂ X be a small open subset
of X on which there are local holomorphic coordinates (ζα1 , . . . , ζ

α
n , z1, . . . , zm), where

z = (z1, . . . , zm) ∈ ∆ and for fixed z = (z1, . . . , zm) the ζα = (ζα1 , . . . , ζ
α
n ) are local

holomorphic coordinates on the fiber over z. In these local coordinates the vector field
vj, j = 1, . . . , n, can be written as

vj(z) =
n∑
k=1

vαj k(ζ
α, z)

∂

∂ζαk
, (31)

where the vαj k are holomorphic in (ζα, z). The condition does not depend on the choice
of local coordinates with the described properties.

We prepare now the proof of Lemma 17. Kodaira’s Lemma applies in the situation
of Lemma 17. Indeed, in the situation of Lemma 17 the base X has complex dimension
one and the fibers are compact Riemann surfaces of genus 1. The space of holomorphic
sections H0(Xz, Θz) of holomorphic tangent vector fields of each fiber Xz has complex
dimension one. Indeed, let T be a compact Riemann surface of genus 1. The complex
structure of T may be given by a system of local holomorphic coordinates with transition
functions ζ(z) = z+c for complex constants c (so called flat coordinates). A holomorphic
vector field (equivalently, a holomorphic section in the holomorphic tangent bundle) on
T assigns to each chart C ⊃ Uj → Vj ⊂ T a function vj(zj), zj ∈ Uj, such that if

Vj ∩ Vk 6= ∅ then vj(zj(zk))
dzk
dzj

= vk(zk). Since the complex structure on T is given by a

system of flat local coordinates, the equality dzk
dzj
≡ 1 holds for each j, k with Vj ∩Vk 6= ∅.

Hence, the vj(zj) define a holomorphic function v on T. Each holomorphic function
on a compact complex manifold is constant. Hence, the space of holomorphic tangent
vector fields to any compact Riemann surface of genus one has complex dimension 1. In
particular, for each z ∈ X the space H0(Xz, Θz) is generated by a single holomorphic
tangent vector field v(z) on Xz. By Kodaira’s Lemma v(z) may be chosen to depend
holomorphically on z ∈ ∆ for each small enough disc ∆ in X. We obtain a holomorphic

vector field v on X∆
def
= P−1(∆) whose restriction to each fiber Xz equals v(z).

Consider the (holomorphic) universal covering space X̃∆ of X∆. Denote by p the

covering map. Consider the triple (X̃∆,P ◦ p,∆).

Lemma 19. (X̃∆,P◦p,∆) is holomorphically isomorphic to the trivial holomorphic fiber
bundle over ∆ with fiber C.

Proof of Lemma 19. For each z ∈ ∆ the fiber P−1(z) of the bundle (X∆,P , ∆) is
a compact Riemann surface of genus 1. Its preimage under p is the set (P ◦ p)−1(z)

which is the fiber of the bundle (X̃∆,P ◦ p,∆) over z. The set P−1(z) is a complex
one-dimensional submanifold of X∆ which is the zero set of the holomorphic function

P−z. The set (P ◦p)−1(z) is a complex one-dimensional submanifold of X̃∆ which is the
zero set of the holomorphic function P ◦ p− z. Hence, the restriction p | (P ◦ p)−1(z) :
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(P ◦ p)−1(z) → P−1(z) defines a holomorphic covering. Indeed, since p : X̃∆ → X∆ is
a covering, each point z′ of P−1(z) has a neighbourhood Uz′ ⊂ X∆ such that p−1(Uz′)

is the disjoint union of open sets Ũk
z′ ⊂ X̃ and p maps each Ũk

z′ biholomorphically onto

Uz′ . Then p maps each Ũk
z′ ∩ (P ◦ p)−1(z) conformally onto Uz′ ∩ P−1(z).

Each fiber (P ◦ p)−1(z) is simply connected, since any loop in the fiber (P ◦ p)−1(z) is

contractible in X̃∆, and the bundle (X̃∆,P ◦ p,∆) is smoothly isomorphic to the trivial
bundle (∆× (P ◦ p)−1(z), pr1, ∆).

Since for each z ∈ ∆ the covered manifold P−1(z) is a Riemann surface of genus 1,
the covering manifold (P ◦ p)−1(z) is conformally equivalent to the complex plane C.

Hence, the triple (X̃∆,P ◦ p,∆) is a holomorphic fiber bundle with fiber C.

Take a holomorphic section s(z), z ∈ ∆, of the mapping X̃∆
P ◦ p
−−−−→ ∆. It exists

after, perhaps, shrinking ∆. Let v be the holomorphic vector field on X∆ from Kodaira’s

Lemma, and ṽ its lift to the universal covering X̃∆. Define a mapping G : ∆× C→ X̃∆
by

G(z, ζ) = γs(z)(ζ) , (z, ζ) ∈ ∆× C , (32)

where for each z the mapping γs(z) is the solution of the holomorphic differential equation

γ′s(z)(ζ) = ṽ(γs(z)(ζ)) , γs(z)(0) = s(z) ∈ (P ◦ p)−1(z) , ζ ∈ C . (33)

Since ṽ is tangential to the fibers we have the inclusion

γs(z)(C) ⊂ (P ◦ p)−1(z) ∼= C for each z ∈ ∆ . (34)

For each z the solution exists for all ζ ∈ C since the restriction of ṽ to the fiber over z
is the lift of a vector field on a closed torus. The mapping

(z, ζ)→ γs(z)(ζ) , z ∈ ∆ , ζ ∈ C , (35)

is a local holomorphic diffeomorphism. By the Poincaré-Bendixson Theorem for each z
it maps C one-to-one onto an open subset of the fiber (P ◦ p)−1(z) ∼= C, hence, it maps
C onto (P ◦ p)−1(z). Hence, G defines a holomorphic isomorphism of the trivial bundle

(∆× C, pr1, ∆) onto the bundle (X̃∆,P ◦ p, ∆). Lemma 19 is proved. 2

Proof of Lemma 17. Consider the covering transformations of the covering X̃∆ → X∆.
In terms of the isomorphic bundle (∆×C, pr1,C) the restrictions of the covering trans-
formations to each fiber {z} × C, are translations, hence, the covering transformations
have the form

ψn,m(z, ζ) =
(
z, ζ + n a(z) +mb(z)

)
, (z, ζ) ∈ ∆× C , (36)

for integral numbers n and m. Here a(z) and b(z) are complex numbers which are linearly
independent over R and depend on z. Since the covering transformations ψ1,0 and ψ0,1

are holomorphic, the numbers a(z) and b(z) depend holomorphically on z ∈ ∆. After

perhaps interchanging a(z) and b(z) we may assume that Rea(z)
b(z)

> 0 . Hence, τ(z) = a(z)
b(z)

depends holomorphically on z ∈ ∆ and can be interpreted as a holomorphic mapping
from ∆ into the Teichmüller space (which is identified with the upper half-plane C+).
Lemma 17 is proved. 2

Corollary 2. Let F be a holomorphic elliptic fiber bundle over a simply connected Rie-
mann surface X, or let F be a holomorphic elliptic fiber bundle over a finite open Rie-
mann surface X, such that all monodromies are equal to the identity. Then there is a
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holomorphic map z → τ(z), z ∈ X, into the Teichmüller space T (1, 0), such that each
fiber P−1(z) is conformally equivalent to C�(Z+ τ(z)Z).

Proof. Let first X be simply connected. Consider a smooth family of diffeomorphisms
ϕz : S → P−1(z), z ∈ X, where S = C�(Z + iZ) is the standard torus. Then the

Teichmüller classes τ(z)
def
= [ϕz], z ∈ X, depend smoothly on z and P−1(z) is conformally

equivalent to C�(Z+[ϕz]Z). By Lemma 17 [ϕz] depends holomorphically on z. Indeed,
on any small enough disc ∆ ⊂ X there is a holomorphic map τ∆ to the Teichmüller
space such that P−1(z) is conformally equivalent to C�(Z + τ∆(z)Z). Hence, [ϕz] =
ϕ∗∆(τ∆(z)), z ∈ ∆, for a modular transformation ϕ∗∆ of the Teichmüller space. The
corollary follows from the fact that modular transformations are biholomorphic maps on
the Teichmüller space.

Let X be a finite open Riemann surface, and let all monodromies of the bundle F
be equal to the identity. Consider a lift F̃ of the bundle to the universal covering

X̃
p
−−→ X. There exists a holomorphic mapping τ̃ : X̃ → T (1, 0) such that for each

x̃ ∈ X̃ the value τ̃(x̃) represents the conformal class of the fiber of F̃ over x̃ (which is
equal to the conformal class of the fiber of F over p(x̃)). Let e be an element of the
fundamental group of X with base point x0. For the associated covering transformation

of the covering X̃
p
−−→ X (denoted also by e) we let ϕe be a self-homeomorphism of the

fiber of F over x0, that represents the monodromy mapping class of the bundle along
e. Denote by ψ∗e the modular transformation on T (1, 0) corresponding to ϕe. Then
τ̃(e(x̃)) = ψ∗e(τ̃(x̃)) for each e. Since all monodromies of the bundle F are trivial, each
ψ∗e is equal to the identity, and therefore τ̃ descends to a well-defined mapping τ on X
with the required property. 2

The following proposition holds.

Proposition 1. Each holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle (X ,P , s, X) over a finite open Riemann
surface X is holomorphically isomorphic to a holomorphic bundle of the form

(XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) . (37)

for a holomorphic family of lattices Λ = {Λ(x)}x∈X .

Here as before, XΛ = (X ×C)�Λ, and PΛ assigns the point x ∈ X to the class in the
quotient containing the point (x, ζ). The value at the point x ∈ X of the holomorphic
section sΛ of the bundle (37) is the class in the quotient containing (x, 0).

Proof. For each x ∈ X we let ∆x be a topological disc, x ∈ ∆x ⊂ X, for which

Kodaira’s Lemma holds. As in Lemma 19 we let p∆x : X̃∆x → X∆x be the universal

covering of X∆x = P−1(∆x). Let s̃∆x be a lift of s∆x
def
= s ∩X∆x to X̃∆x . By Lemma 19

there exists (after perhaps shrinking ∆x) a holomorphic bundle isomorphism(
X̃∆x , (P ◦ p∆x)|X̃∆x , s̃∆x , ∆x

)
→
(
∆x × C, pr1, ∆x × {0}, ∆x

)
. (38)

The bundle isomorphism is given by the identity mapping on ∆x and a holomorphic

mapping Φ̃∆x from X̃∆x to ∆x × C, which maps the fiber of the first bundle over each
x′ ∈ ∆x to the fiber of the second bundle over x′ and maps the section of the first bundle
to the section of the second bundle.
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Cover X by a locally finite set of such discs ∆j. For each ∆j we consider the covering

transformations of the projection p∆j : X̃∆j → X∆j . The bundle isomorphism conjugates
the group of these covering transformations to a group of fiber preserving transformations
of ∆j × C with free and properly discontinuous action. The conjugated group acts on
each fiber {x}×C as a lattice Λj(x), and the lattices depend holomorphically on x ∈ ∆j.
Taking the quotient, we obtain for each j a holomorphic bundle isomorphism(

X∆j , P∆j , s∆j , ∆j

)
→
(
(∆j × C)�Λj, pr1, (∆j × {0})�Λj, ∆j

)
. (39)

The bundle isomorphism (39) is given by the identity mapping from ∆j to itself and
by a biholomorphic mapping Φj : X∆j → (∆j × C)�Λj that maps the fiber of the first
bundle over each point x ∈ ∆j to the fiber of the second bundle over x and maps the
section of the first bundle to the section of the second bundle.

Take j and k so that ∆j∩∆k 6= ∅. Then Φj ◦(Φk)−1 is a fiber preserving biholomorphic
mapping from ((∆j ∩∆k) × C)�Λk onto ((∆j ∩ ∆k) × C)�Λj. Moreover, Φj ◦ (Φk)

−1

maps ((∆j ∩∆k)×{0})�Λj onto ((∆j ∩∆k)×{0})�Λk. The mapping Φj ◦ (Φk)
−1 lifts

to a fiber preserving biholomorphic mapping Φ̃j,k
def
= Φ̃j ◦ (Φ̃k)

−1 of (∆j ∩∆k)× C onto
itself, that takes (∆j ∩∆k)× {0} onto itself. Then

Φ̃j,k(x, ζ) = (x, αj,k(x) · ζ), (x, ζ) ∈ (∆j ∩∆k)× C (40)

for a nowhere vanishing holomorphic function αj,k on (∆j∩∆k). Moreover, the mapping

Φ̃j,k takes each {x} × Λk(x) ⊂ {x} × C onto {x} × Λj(x) ⊂ {x} × C.

The αj,k form a Cousin II cocycle (see [16]) on X. Since X is a finite open Riemann
surface, the Cousin II problem is solvable (see [8]), i.e. there exist holomorphic nowhere
vanishing functions αj on ∆j, such that on (∆j ∩ ∆k) the equality αj,k = αk · α−1

j

holds. Then for each j, k with ∆j ∩∆k 6= ∅ the equality αj(x)Λj(x) = αk(x)Λk(x), x ∈
∆j ∩ ∆k holds. Hence, we obtain a well-defined holomorphic family of lattices Λ on
X, Λ(x) = αj(x)Λj(x), x ∈ ∆j. For this family of lattices we consider the bundle(
(X × C)�Λ,PΛ, sΛ, X

)
of the form (37).

Let cj : (∆j ×C)�Λj → (∆j ×C)�Λ be the biholomorphic mapping, that lifts to the
biholomorphic self-mapping (x, ζ)→ (x, αj(x) ζ) of ∆j×C, which maps each {x}×Λj(x)
onto {x} × αj(x)Λj(x) = {x} × Λ(x). For each non-empty ∆j ∩ ∆k we let cj,k be the
biholomorphic mapping from ((∆j ∩∆k)×C)�Λk) onto ((∆j ∩∆k)×C)�Λj) that lifts
to the mapping (40).

Put Φ′j = cjΦj on X∆j . Then on each non-empty intersection (∆j ∩∆k) the equality

Φ′j(Φ
′
k)
−1 = cjΦj(ckΦk)

−1 = cj(Φj(Φk)
−1)c−1

k = cjcj,kc
−1
k holds. Consider the lifts of the

mappings cj, ck, cj,k to (complex linear) self-mappings of C. Since αj,k = αk(αj)
−1 on

(∆j ∩ ∆k), we obtain Φ′j = Φ′k on X∆j ∩ X∆k . The mapping Φ′ : X → (X × C)�Λ,
for which Φ′(x) = Φ′j(x) for x ∈ X∆j , is well defined and determines a holomorphic
isomorphism from the original bundle to a bundle of the form (37). Proposition 1 is
proved. 2

Similar arguments as used in the proof of Proposition 1 give the following statement.
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Proposition 1′. Each holomorphic elliptic fiber bundle over a finite open Riemann
surface X is holomorphically isomorphic to a holomorphic bundle that admits a holo-
morphic section.

Proof. Define the holomorphic bundle isomorphism (39) for some chosen locally defined
holomorphic sections s∆j . For each j we obtain a holomorphic isomorphism Φ̃j of the
total space of the bundle on the left onto the total space of the bundle on the right of
(39), that maps fibers of the first bundle to fibers of the second one.

For ∆j ∩∆k 6= ∅ the mapping Φ̃j,k = Φ̃j ◦ (Φ̃k)
−1 is a fiber preserving biholomorphic

mapping of (∆j ∩∆k)× C onto itself. Then the equation

Φ̃j,k(x, ζ) = (x, aj,k(x) + αj,k(x) · ζ), (x, ζ) ∈ (∆j ∩∆k)× C (41)

holds for a holomorphic function aj,k and a nowhere vanishing holomorphic function αj,k
on (∆j ∩∆k). Since Φ̃j,k Φ̃k,i Φ̃i,j = Id, we obtain

aj,k(x) + αj,k(x)ak,i(x) + αj,k(x)αk,i(x)ai,j(x) + αj,k(x)αk,i(x)αi,j(x) · ζ = ζ . (42)

Hence, αj,k(x)αk,i(x)αi,j(x) ≡ 1, in other words, the αj,k form a Cousin II cocycle.
Since X is an open Riemann surface the Cousin problem has a solution, i.e. there exist
nowhere vanishing holomorphic functions αj on ∆j such that αj,k = αk

αj
on (∆j ∩ ∆k).

Then by equation (42) αjaj,k + αkak,i + αiai,j = 0, in other words, the αjaj,k form
a Cousin I cocycle. Since X is a Stein manifold the Cousin problem is solvable, i.e.
there exist holomorphic functions aj on ∆j such that αjaj,k = aj − ak on (∆j ∩ ∆k).

Consider the biholomorphic mapping Φ̃∗j : X̃∆j → ∆j × C which is the composition

Φ̃∗j = Aj ◦ Φ̃j of Φ̃j with the mapping Aj : ∆j × C J⊃ , Aj(x, ζ) = (x, αj(x)ζ − aj(x)).

Since A−1
k (x, ζ) = (x, 1

αk
ζ + ak

αk
) we obtain

Φ̃∗j(Φ̃
∗
k)
−1(x, ζ) = AjΦ̃j(Φ̃k)

−1A−1
k (x, ζ) =AjΦ̃j(Φ̃k)

−1(x,
1

αk
ζ +

ak
αk

)

= Aj(x, aj,k + αj,k(
1

αk
ζ +

ak
αk

)) =Aj(x, aj,k +
1

αj
(ζ + ak))

= (x, αj(aj,k +
1

αj
(ζ + ak))− aj) =(x, aj − ak + ζ + ak − aj) = (x, ζ) . (43)

We obtained biholomorphic mappings Φ̃∗j : X̃∆j → ∆j × C such that on ∆j ∩ ∆k the

mappings Φ̃∗j and Φ̃∗k coincide. X∆j is the quotient of X̃∆j by the group of covering

transformations of the covering p∆j : X̃∆j → X∆j . Conjugating for each j the group

of covering transformations by the mapping Φ̃∗j , we obtain a group acting on ∆j × C
which can be identified with a holomorphic family of lattices Λj on ∆j. The mapping

Φ̃∗j descends to a biholomorphic mapping Φj : X∆j → (∆j × C)�Λj. The lattices Λj
and Λk coincide on ∆j ∩ ∆k, and Φj = Φk on ∆j ∩ ∆k. For the lattice Λ on X that
equals Λj on ∆j we obtain a bundle ((X × C)�Λ,PΛ, sΛ , X) of the form (37), and
the mappings Φj define a holomorphic bundle isomorphism from the original bundle to
((X × C)�Λ,PΛ, X). The proposition is proved. 2
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10. Special (0, 4)-bundles and double branched coverings

Take any element E̊ = {z1, z2, z3} ∈ C3(C)�S3, and put E
def
= E̊ ∪ {∞}. The set

Y̊E
def
=
{

(z, w) ∈ C2 : w2 = 4 (z − z1)(z − z2)(z − z3)
}

(44)

is a one-dimensional complex submanifold of C2. Each point of Y̊E has a neighbourhood
in Y̊E on which one of the functions, z or w, defines local holomorphic coordinates. The
mapping

Y̊E 3 (z, w)→ z ∈ C (45)

is a branched holomorphic covering of C with branch locus E̊.

Consider the 1-point compactification YE of Y̊E. The complex structure on it is ob-
tained as follows. Let Y̊ r

E be the subset of Y̊E where |z| > r for a large positive number

r. On this set | z
w
| is small. Put (z̃, w̃) = (1

z
, z
w

) on a small neighbourhood in C2 of Y̊ r
E .

In these coordinates the equation for Y̊ r
E becomes

w̃2 = z̃
1

4
∏3

j=1(1− zj z̃)
, (46)

and Y̊ r
E can be identified with the subset{

(z̃, w̃) ∈ C2, 0 < |z̃| < 1

r
: w̃2 = z̃

1

4
∏3

j=1(1− zj z̃)

}
(47)

of C2. Adding the point (z̃, w̃) = (0, 0) ∈ C2 to Y̊ r
E we obtain a complex manifold

Y r
E . The two manifolds Y r

E and Y̊E form an open cover of the desired compact complex
manifold YE. Denote the point (0, 0) in coordinates (z̃, w̃) on Y r

E by s∞. Each point of YE
has a neighbourhood where one of the functions z, w, z̃, or w̃ defines local holomorphic
coordinates. The holomorphic projection YE → P1 is correctly defined by (z, w) →
z, (z, w) ∈ Y̊E, and (z̃, w̃) → z̃, (z̃, w̃) ∈ Y r

E . We obtain a double branched covering

YE → P1 over P1 with branch locus equal to E
def
= E̊∪{∞}. The manifold YE is a closed

Riemann surface of genus 1. We will consider it as a closed Riemann surface of genus 1
with distinguished point being the preimage s∞ of∞ under the branched covering. The
set E̊ (considered as subset of C) will be called the finite branch locus of the covering
YE → P1.

Let Y be a closed Riemann surface of genus 1 with distinguished point s and let Y1

be equal to P1 with set of distinguished points E̊ ∪ {∞} for E̊ ⊂ C3(C)�S3. Suppose

P : Y → Y1 is a double branched covering with branch locus E̊ ∪∞ and P(s) = ∞. A

mapping class m ∈ M(Y ; s, ∅) is called a lift of a mapping class m1 ∈ M(Y1;∞, E̊) if
there are representing homeomorphisms ϕ ∈ m and ϕ1 ∈ m1, such that ϕ lifts ϕ1, i.e.
ϕ1(P(ζ)) = P(ϕ(ζ)), ζ ∈ Y .

Let X be a finite open Riemann surface. Recall that a special holomorphic (smooth,
respectively) (0, 4)-bundle F1 over X is a bundle of the form

(
X × P1, pr1,E, X

)
for

a complex (smooth, respectively) submanifold E of X × P1 which intersects each fiber

{x}×P1 along a set of distinguished points Ex = {x}×(E̊x∪{∞}) with E̊x ⊂ C3(C)�S3.
A smooth special (0, 4)-bundle over X carries in a natural way the structure of a family
of Riemann surfaces of type (0, 4) depending smoothly on the parameter in X. Let F =
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X ,P , s, X

)
be a complex analytic (smooth, respectively) family of Riemann surfaces of

type (1, 1). The family F is called a double branched covering of the special holomorphic
(smooth, respectively) (0, 4)-bundle

(
X × P1, pr1,E, X

)
if there exists a holomorphic

(smooth, respectively) mapping P : X → X × P1 that maps each fiber P−1(x) of the
(1, 1)-family F onto the fiber {x}×P1 of the (0, 4)-bundle over the same point x, such that
the restriction P : P−1(x) → {x} × P1 is a holomorphic double branched covering with

branch locus being the set {x}×(E̊x∪{∞}) of distinguished points in the fiber {x}×P1,
and P maps the distinguished point sx in the fiber P−1(x) over x to the point {x}×{∞}
in the fiber {x}×P1 of the special (0, 4)-bundle. We will also write (X×P1, pr1,E, X) =
P((X ,P , s, X)), and call the family (X ,P , s, X) a lift of (X × P1, pr1,E, X).

Each special holomorphic (0, 4)-bundle
(
X×P1, pr1,E, X

)
over a finite open Riemann

surface X admits a double branched covering by a complex analytic family of Riemann
surfaces of type (1, 1). Each special smooth (0, 4)-bundle over a differentiable manifold
X has a double branched covering by a differentiable family of Riemann surfaces of
type (1, 1). Notice that the statement for the smooth case is true also for families over
products X × I where X is a finite open surface and I is an interval, in other words, it
is true for isotopies of bundles.

We prove the statement for the holomorphic case. The smooth case is treated similarly
as the holomorphic case. Assume the sets E̊x, x ∈ X, (with E ∩ ({x} × P1) = {x} ×
(E̊x ∪ {∞})) are uniformly bounded in C3(C)�S3. Consider the set

Y̊E =

(x, z, w) ∈ X × C2 : w2 = 4
∏
zj∈E̊x

(z − zj)

 , (48)

equipped with the structure of an embedded complex hypersurface in X × C2. In a
neighbourhood of a point (x0, z0, w0) on Y̊E with z0 /∈ E̊x0 the pair (x, z) defines holo-

morphic coordinates. If z0 ∈ E̊x0 the pair (x,w) defines holomorphic coordinates in a

neighbourhood of (x0, z0, w0) on Y̊E. The projection P : Y̊E → X, P(x, z, w) = x is
holomorphic.

For some large positive number r we may define the set

Y r
E

def
=

{
(x, z̃, w̃) ∈ X × C2, |z̃| < 1

r
: w̃2 = z̃

1

4
∏

zj∈E̊x(1− zj z̃)

}
. (49)

It is a complex hypersurface of complex dimension two of X × C2. Each of its points
has a neighbourhood on which either (x, z̃) or (x, w̃) defines holomorphic coordinates.

The mapping (x, z̃, w̃) → x is holomorphic. The part Y̊ r
E

def
=
{

(x, z̃, w̃) ∈ Y r
E : z̃ 6= 0

}
of Y r

E can be identified with the subset
{

(x, z, w) ∈ Y̊E : |z| > r
}

of Y̊E using the

transition functions (x, z)→ (x, z̃) = (x, 1
z
), (x,w)→ (x, w̃) = (x, z

w
). The sets Y̊E and

Y r
E form an open cover of a complex manifold denoted by YE equipped with a proper

holomorphic submersion P : YE → X, such that P−1(x) is a torus for each x ∈ X. We
proved that (YE,P , X) is a holomorphic elliptic bundle. Let s∞ be the submanifold
of X that intersects each fiber P−1(x) along the distinguished point s∞x ∈ YrE that is
written in coordinates on YrE as (x, 0, 0).

Let P : YE → X × P1 be the map that assigns to (x, z, w) the point (x, z) (and to
(x, z̃, w̃) the point (x, z̃)). By the construction it is clear that the obtained (1, 1)-bundle
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(YE,P , s∞, X) is a double branched covering of the (0, 4)-bundle
(
X × P1, pr1,E, X

)
whose set of finite distinguished points in the fiber over x is equal to the finite branch
locus {x} × E̊x. The double branched covering map P : YE → X × P1 maps the
distinguished point s∞x ∈ P−1(x) to the point {x} ×∞.

In the general case (i.e. without the assumption that the sets E̊x, x ∈ X, are uni-
formly bounded) the statement is proved by considering an exhaustion of X by relatively
compact open sets.

Let
(
X × P1, pr1,Ej, X

)
, j = 0, 1, be two special holomorphic (smooth, respectively)

(0, 4)-bundles that are isotopic through smooth special (0, 4)-bundles. Then the families
(YEj ,Pj, s∞j , X), j = 0, 1, of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1) are isotopic. Indeed, let I
be an open interval containing [0, 1]. The isotopy of the special (0, 4)-bundles is given
by a bundle

(
(I ×X)× P1, pr1,E, I ×X

)
over I ×X. Here E is a smooth submanifold

of (I ×X)× P1 such that for each (t, x) ∈ I ×X the intersection of the set E with the
fiber over (t, x) equals {(t, x)}×E(t, x) for subsets E(t, x) that are the union of∞ with
an element of C3(C�S3). Moreover, E ∩ (({j} ×X)× P1) = Ej, j = 0, 1. The smooth
special (0, 4)-bundle

(
(I ×X)× P1, pr1,E, I ×X

)
has a double branched covering by a

smooth family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1) which defines the required isotopy for
the families (YEj ,Pj, s∞j , X), j = 0, 1, of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1).

Notice that for a non-contractible finite open smooth surface X and a smooth spe-
cial (0, 4)-bundle

(
X × P1, pr1,E, X

)
over X the obtained double branched covering

(YE,P , s∞, X) is not the only double branched covering of the (0, 4)-bundle (see Sec-
tion 11). We will call the bundle (YE,P , s∞, X) the canonical double branched covering
of the special (0, 4)-bundle

(
X × P1, pr1,E, X

)
.

11. Lattices and double branched coverings

Consider the quotient C�Λ of the complex plane by a lattice Λ. We want to associate
to the quotient a double branched covering over the Riemann sphere with covering
space being conformally equivalent to C�Λ. The standard tool for this purpose is the

Weierstraß ℘-function ℘Λ. Put Λ
def
= aZ+bZ, where a and b are real linearly independent

complex numbers. The Weierstraß ℘-function,

℘Λ(ζ) =
1

ζ2
+

∑
(n,m)∈Z2

(n,m)6=(0,0)

(
1

(ζ − a n− bm)2
− 1

(a n+ bm)2

)
, ζ ∈ C \ Λ , (50)

is meromorphic on C, has poles of second order at points of Λ and is holomorphic on
C \Λ. It has periods a and b and principal part ζ → 1

ζ2
at 0. The summation is over all

non-zero elements of the lattice. Hence, the function depends only on the lattice, not
on the choice of the generators a and b of the lattice.

Write the lattice in the form Λ = α
(
Z + τZ

)
. Consider the lattice Λτ

def
= Z + τ Z. If

the pair 1 and τ generates the lattice, then also the pair 1 and −τ generates it. Hence,

we may assume that Reτ > 0. Put ℘τ
def
= ℘Λτ ,

℘τ (ζ) =
1

ζ2
+

∑
(n,m)∈Z2

(n,m)6=(0,0)

(
1

(ζ − n− mτ)2
− 1

(n+ τ m)2

)
, ζ ∈ C \ Λτ . (51)
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The function ℘τ satisfies the differential equation

(℘′τ )
2(ζ) = 4(℘τ (ζ)− e1(τ))(℘τ (ζ)− e2(τ))(℘τ (ζ)− e3(τ)) , (52)

where

e1(τ) = ℘τ

(
1

2

)
, e2(τ) = ℘τ

(τ
2

)
, e3(τ) = ℘τ

(
1 + τ

2

)
(53)

are the values of ℘τ at points which are contained in the lattice 1
2
Z + τ

2
Z but are not

contained in the lattice Z+ τ Z. We put w = ℘′τ (ζ), z = ℘τ (ζ), and

Y̊ (Λτ )
def
=
{

(z, w) ∈ C2 : w2 = 4 (z − e1(τ))(z − e2(τ))(z − e3(τ))
}
. (54)

Consider an arbitrary lattice Λ and write it as α(Z + τZ). The function ℘Λ can be
expressed in terms of α and ℘τ by the equality

℘Λ(ζ) = α−2 ℘τ

(
ζ

α

)
, ζ ∈ C\Λ . (55)

The differential equation for this function is obtained by replacing in (52) ℘τ (ζ) by
α−2℘τ

(
ζ
α

)
, ℘′τ (ζ) by α−3℘′τ

(
ζ
α

)
and ej(τ) by α−2ej(τ). By equations (53) and (55)

the unordered triple of the α−2ej(τ) is equal to the unordered triple of the values of

℘Λ(ζ) = α−2℘τ (
ζ
α

) at points which are contained in the lattice 1
2
α(Z+ τ Z) but are not

contained in the lattice α(Z + τ Z). Hence, the unordered triple depends only on the
lattice Λ. We denote it by

{e1(Λ), e2(Λ), e3(Λ)} = {α−2e1(τ), α−2e2(τ), α−2e3(τ)} . (56)

The differential equation for ℘Λ becomes

(℘′Λ)2(ζ) = 4(℘Λ(ζ)− e1(Λ))(℘Λ(ζ)− e2(Λ))(℘Λ(ζ)− e3(Λ)) . (57)

Put z(ζ) = ℘Λ(ζ) = α−2 ℘τ
(
ζ
α

)
and w(ζ) = ℘′Λ(ζ) = α−3 ℘′τ

(
ζ
α

)
. The mapping

C\Λ 3 ζ →
(
z(ζ), w(ζ)

)
=
(
℘Λ(ζ), ℘′Λ(ζ)

)
∈ C2 (58)

descends to a conformal mapping ωΛ from the punctured torus (C \ Λ)�Λ onto the

complex hypersurface Y̊ (Λ) of C2,

ωΛ : (C \ Λ)�Λ→ Y̊ (Λ)
def
=
{

(z, w) ∈ C2 : w2 = 4
3∏
j=1

(z − ej(Λ))
}
. (59)

To see this we notice first that the mapping ωΛ is one-to-one. Indeed, the mapping
℘Λ descends to a holomorphic mapping pΛ : (C \ Λ)�Λ → C, such that ℘Λ = pΛ ◦ p.
Here p denotes the projection p : C \ Λ → (C \ Λ)�Λ. The mapping pΛ is 2 to 1.
Further, ℘Λ(ζ) = ℘Λ(−ζ). Hence, the preimage under ℘Λ of each point in C\{0} equals
({ζ}+ Λ) ∪ ({−ζ}+ Λ). Since, ℘′Λ(ζ) = −℘′Λ(−ζ), the mapping ωΛ is one-to-one.

Moreover, the mapping (58) is locally conformal. Indeed, if ℘Λ(ζ0) 6= ej(Λ), j =
1, 2, 3, then ℘′Λ(ζ0) 6= 0 and the mapping ζ → ℘Λ(ζ) is conformal in a neighbourhood
of ζ0. Suppose ℘Λ(ζ0) = ej(Λ). The differential equation (57) implies that ℘′Λ℘

′′
Λ =

2℘′Λ(
∑3

`=1

∏
k 6=`(℘Λ − ek(Λ)). Hence, ℘′′Λ(ζ0) = 2

∏
k 6=j(ej(Λ) − ek(Λ)) 6= 0. Hence, in

this case the mapping ζ → ℘′Λ(ζ) is conformal in a neighbourhood of ζ0.

The set (59) is the covering space of the double branched covering

Y̊ (Λ) 3 (z, w)→ z ∈ C (60)
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of C with branch locus

B̊L(Λ)
def
=
{
e1(Λ), e2(Λ), e3(Λ)

}
. (61)

With BL(Λ)
def
= B̊L(Λ) ∪ {∞} the equality Y̊ (Λ) = Y̊BL(Λ) holds.

For a family of lattices Λ(z) depending holomorphically on a complex parameter z

the sets B̊L(Λ(z)) (see (61)) depend holomorphically on z. Indeed, locally we can write

Λ(z) = α(z)(Z + τ(z)Z) with α and τ holomorphic. The branch locus B̊L(Λ(z)) of the
covering map (60) depends only on the lattice Λ, not on the choice of α and τ ∈ C+,
and can be locally expressed in terms of τ and α by equations (53) and (56). Since the
function ℘τ (ζ) depends holomorphically on τ and ζ and the points 1

2
, τ

2
and τ+1

2
depend

holomorphically on τ , the locally defined functions α−2 ej(τ) depend holomorphically on
τ and α.

If the family of lattices is merely smooth, then the set of finite branch points in the
fiber over x depends smoothly on the point x ∈ X.

The one-point compactification YBL(Λ) of Y̊BL(Λ) (see Section 10) is the covering
manifold of a double branched covering of the Riemann sphere P1 with branch locus

BL
def
= B̊L(Λ) ∪ {∞} and finite branch locus B̊L(Λ). We associate to the Riemann

surface C�Λ the conformally equivalent Riemann surface YBL(Λ) which we also denote
by Y (Λ). Notice that ωΛ extends to a conformal mapping between the closed Riemann
surfaces C�Λ and Y (Λ).

We describe now the lifts of the mapping classes of P1 with distinguished points
BL = B̊L(Λ) ∪∞ to mapping classes of Y (Λ).

Notice that for each lattice Λ the mapping C 3 ζ → −ζ maps Λ onto itself. This
mapping descends to an involution of C�Λ, i.e. to a self-homeomorphism ιΛ of C�Λ
such that ι2Λ = id.

Formula (50) implies the following equality

(℘Λ (−ζ) , ℘′Λ (−ζ)) = (℘Λ (ζ) ,−℘′Λ (ζ)) . (62)

Conjugate the restriction ιΛ | (C\Λ)�Λ by the conformal mapping ω−1
Λ . We obtain a

self-homeomorphism of Y̊ (Λ) which we denote by ι. The mapping ι satisfies the equality

ι(z, w) = (z,−w) . (63)

The involution ι extends to an involution of Y (Λ), denoted also by ι. By (63) the
involution ι fixes the projection to P1 of each point of the double branched covering
space Y (Λ) and interchanges the sheets over each point. Hence, it fixes each of the three
finite branch points, it also fixes ∞, and it does not fix any other point.

Let ϕ̃ be any real linear self-homeomorphism of C which maps Λ onto itself, and let ϕ
be the induced mapping on C�Λ. Then ϕ commutes with ιΛ. Indeed, ϕ̃(−ζ) = −ϕ̃(ζ),
ζ ∈ C.

Each mapping class m in M(C�Λ; 0�Λ, ∅) can be represented by a self-homeomorphism
of C�Λ which commutes with ιΛ. Indeed, M(C�Λ; 0�Λ, ∅) contains a mapping ϕ that
lifts to a real linear self-map ϕ̃ of C which maps Λ onto itself. This mapping ϕ commutes
with ιΛ.
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As a corollary, each mapping class m in M(Y (Λ); s∞, ∅) ∼= M(C�Λ; 0�Λ, ∅) is a lift

of a mapping class m1 ∈M(P1; {∞}, E̊) for the set E̊
def
= B̊L(Λ) ⊂ C3(C)�S3. Indeed,

if ϕ ∈ m ∈M(C�Λ; 0�Λ, ∅) commutes with ιΛ, then ψ = ωΛ ◦ϕ ◦ ω−1
Λ commutes with

ι and represents the mapping class in M(Y (Λ); s∞, ∅) that corresponds to m. Denote

by ψ̊ the restriction of ψ to Y̊ .

In coordinates (z, w) on Y̊ (Λ) we write

ψ̊(z, w) = (ψ̊1(z, w), ψ̊2(z, w)) . (64)

Since ψ̊ commutes with ι we obtain by (63)

(ψ̊1(z,−w), ψ̊2(z,−w)) = ψ̊ ◦ ι(z, w) = ι ◦ ψ̊(z, w) = (ψ̊1(z, w),−ψ̊2(z, w)) . (65)

Hence ψ̊1(z, w) = ψ̊1(z,−w). Since each point in (z, w) ∈ Y̊Λ is determined by z and

the sign of w, this means that ψ̊1(z, w) depends only on the coordinate z ∈ C, not on
the sheet (determined by w). Further, if ι fixes (z, w), then w = 0, and by (65) for

w = 0, ψ̊2(z, w) = ψ̊2(z,−w) = −ψ̊2(z, w). In other words, if ι fixes (z, w), then it also

fixes ψ̊(z, w). Hence, ψ̊ maps the set of finite branch points (the preimage of B̊L(Λ)
under the branched covering map) onto itself, and its extension ψ maps the preimage
s∞ of ∞ to itself. We saw, that ψ induces a self-homeomorphism Pψ of P1 in the class
M(P1; {∞}, B̊L(Λ)), Pψ|C = Pψ̊, Pψ̊(z) = ψ̊1(z, w), (z, w) ∈ C2. We call P(ψ) the
projection of ψ. The mapping class m is a lift of the mapping class m1 of ψ1. Notice
that the provided arguments imply also the following fact. For two mapping classes
m1,m2 ∈ M(Y (Λ); s∞, ∅) the equality P(m1m2) = P(m1)P(m2) holds. Indeed, take
representing maps ψ1 and ψ2, that commute with the involution ι. Using the arguments
given above, the equality P(ψ1 ◦ ψ2) = P(ψ1) ◦ P(ψ2) follows.

Let again E̊ be an element of C3(C)�S3 and E = E̊ ∪ {∞}. Any mapping class

m1 ∈ M(P1; {∞}, E̊) has exactly two lifts m± ∈ M(YE; s∞, ∅). Here YE is the double

branched covering of P1 with finite branch locus E̊ and s∞ is the branch point over ∞.
Indeed, for any representative ψ1 of m1 there are exactly two self-homeomorphisms of
the double branched covering that lift ψ1. They are obtained as follows. Cut P1 along
two disjoint simple curves γ1 and γ2, that join disjoint pairs of points of E. ψ1 maps the
pair of curves γ1 and γ2 to another pair of curves γ′1 and γ′2 joining (maybe different)
disjoint pairs of points of E. The double branched covering over P1 is obtained in two
different ways, either gluing two sheets of P1 \ (γ1 ∪ γ2) crosswise together, or gluing
two sheets of P1 \ (γ′1 ∪ γ′2) crosswise together. ϕ1 maps P1 \ (γ1 ∪ γ2) homeomorphically
onto P1 \ (γ′1 ∪ γ′2). Consider the mapping that takes the first sheet of P1 \ (γ1 ∪ γ2)
onto the first sheet of P1 \ (γ′1 ∪ γ′2) and the second sheet of P1 \ (γ1 ∪ γ2) onto the
second sheet of P1 \ (γ′1 ∪ γ′2) and lifts ϕ1 | P1 \ (γ1 ∪ γ2). This mapping extends to a
self-homeomorphism ϕ of the double branched covering that lifts ψ1. There is exactly
one more self-homeomorphism of the double branched covering that lifts ψ1. This self-
homeomorphism maps the first sheet of P1\(γ1∪γ2) onto the second sheet of P1\(γ′1∪γ′2)
and the second sheet of P1 \ (γ1∪γ2) onto the first sheet of P1 \ (γ′1∪γ′2). In other words,
there are two lifts of ψ1 to the double branched covering of P1 with branch locus E, and
they differ by involution.

The following proposition relates Theorem 10 to the respective theorem for elliptic
bundles that will be formulated below.
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Proposition 2. Let X be a Riemann surface (smooth surface, respectively) of genus
g with m ≥ 1 holes with base point x0 and curves γj representing a set of generators
ej ∈ π1(X, x0).
(1) Each complex analytic (differentiable, respectively) family of Riemann surfaces of
type (1, 1) over X is holomorphically (smoothly, respectively) isomorphic to the double
branched covering F of a special holomorphic (smooth, respectively) (0, 4)-bundle F1 over
X. The monodromy of the bundle F along each γj is a lift of the respective monodromy
of the bundle F1.
(2) Vice versa, for each special holomorphic (smooth, respectively) (0, 4)-bundle over X
and each collection mj of lifts of the 2g + m − 1 monodromy mapping classes mj

1 of
the bundle along the γj there exists a double branched covering by a complex analytic
(differentiable, respectively) family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1) with collection of
monodromy mapping classes equal to the mj. For each given holomorphic (smooth, re-
spectively) special (0, 4)-bundle over X there are up to holomorphic (smooth, respectively)
isomorphisms exactly 22g+m−1 holomorphic (smooth, respectively) families of Riemann
surfaces of type (1, 1) that lift the (0, 4)-bundle.
(3) A lift of a special (0, 4)-bundle is reducible if and only if the special (0, 4)-bundle is
reducible.

Proof. We start with the proof of the first statement of the proposition. Consider
a complex analytic (smooth, respectively) family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1)
over X. By Lemma 16 and Proposition 1 we may assume that the family has the form
(XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) for a holomorphic (smooth, respectively) family of lattices Λ(x), x ∈ X.

We consider the complex (smooth, respectively) submanifold B̊L(Λ) of X × C that

intersects each fiber {x}×C along the set {x}× B̊L(Λ(x)) (see equations (56) and (61))
and the complex (smooth, respectively) submanifold BL(Λ) of X × P1 that intersects

each fiber {x}×P1 along the set {x}×BL(Λ(x)) with BL(Λ(x)) = B̊L(Λ(x))∪{∞}.
The holomorphic (smooth, respectively) family (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) is holomorphically iso-
morphic (isomorphic as a smooth family of Riemann surfaces, respectively) to the canon-
ical double branched covering (YBL(Λ),P , s∞, X) (see Section 10) of the special (0, 4)-
bundle (X × P1, pr1,BL(Λ), X). To see this we recall that for each x ∈ X the mapping

ωΛx : (C \ Λx)�Λx → Y̊BL(Λx) is a surjective conformal mapping that depends holomor-
phically (smoothly, respectively) on x (see equation (58)). Hence, the mapping defines

a holomorphic (smooth, respectively) homeomorphism from XΛ \ sΛ onto Y̊BL(Λ), that
maps the fiber over x of the first bundle conformally onto the fiber over x of the second
bundle.

The set YBL(Λ) is obtained as in Section 10 by ”adding a point to each fiber”. As
in Section 10 the mapping extends to a holomorphic (smooth, respectively) homeo-
morphism XΛ → YBL(Λ), that maps the fiber over x conformally onto the fiber over
x. The extension maps sΛ to s∞. We proved that the bundles (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) and
(YBL(Λ),P , s∞, X) are holomorphically isomorphic (isomorphic as smooth families of
Riemann surfaces, respectively). Hence, each holomorphic (smooth, respectively) (1, 1)-
family over a finite open Riemann surface is holomorphically isomorphic (smoothly iso-
morphic), and in particular, isotopic to a double branched covering of a holomorphic
(smooth, respectively) (0, 4)-bundle.

We identify the mapping class groups in the fiber over the base point x0 of the bundles
(XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) and (YBL(Λ),P , s∞, X) using the described isomorphism. Having in
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mind this identification, we prove now that the monodromy mapping class along γj of
the (1, 1)-bundle (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) is a lift of the monodromy mapping class along γj of
the special (0, 4)-bundle (X × P1, pr1,BL(Λ), X). Parameterise γj by the unit interval

[0, 1]. Write Λt
def
= Λ(γj(t)) = a(t)Z + b(t)Z, t ∈ [0, 1], for smooth functions a and b

on [0, 1]. For t ∈ [0, 1] we denote by ϕ̃t the real linear self-homeomorphism of C that
maps a(0) to a(t) and b(0) to b(t). Let ϕt be the homeomorphism from the fiber over
γj(0) onto the fiber over γj(t) of the (1, 1)-bundle that lifts to ϕ̃t. Then ϕ0 = Id and ϕ1

represents the monodromy mapping class of the (1, 1)-bundle (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) along γj.

Let ψ̊t : Y̊ (Λ0)→ Y̊ (Λt) be obtained from the commutative diagram

(C \ Λ0)�Λ0
ϕ̊t //

ωΛ0
��

(C \ Λt)�Λt
ωΛt
��

Y̊ (Λ0)
ψ̊t // Y̊ (Λt)

where ϕ̊t = ϕt|(C \ Λ0)�Λ0.

We use the restriction to Y̊ (Λ0) of the coordinates (z, w) on C2, and let ι0 be the

involution on Y̊ (Λ0) and ιt the involution on Y̊ (Λt). Choose respective coordinates

on Y̊ (Λt) and write ψ̊t(z, w) = (ψ̊t1(z, w), ψ̊t2(z, w)), (z, w) ∈ Y̊ (Λ0). Since ϕ̃t(−ζ) =
−ϕ̃t(ζ), ζ ∈ C, we obtain

ψ̊t ι0 = ιt ψ̊
t . (66)

In coordinates (z, w) this means (ψ̊t1(z,−w), ψ̊t2(z,−w)) = (ψ̊t1(z, w),−ψ̊t2(z, w)). Hence,

ψ̊t1(z, w) = ψ̊t1(z,−w), so that ψ̊t1 depends only on the coordinate z ∈ C. Moreover, if ι0
fixes (z, w) (equivalently, if z ∈ B̊L(Λ0) ), then w = 0, hence ψ̊t2(z, w) = ψ̊t2(z,−w) =

−ψ̊t2(z, w), i.e. ιt fixes ψ̊t(z, w) (equivalently, ψ̊t1(z, w) ∈ B̊L(Λt)). We saw that the self-

homeomorphism ψ̊t1 of Cmaps the set B̊L(Λ0) onto the set B̊L(Λt). Each ψ̊t1 extends to a

self-homeomorphism ψt1 of P1 that maps the distinguished points BL(Λ0)
def
= B̊L(Λ0) ∪

{∞} onto the distinguished points BL(Λt)
def
= B̊L(Λt) ∪ {∞}. Hence, ψ1

1 represents
the monodromy mapping class along γj of the special (0, 4)-bundle with set of finite

distinguished points B̊L(Λt) in the fiber over γj(t). The mapping ψ̊1 = (ψ̊1
1, ψ̊

1
2) is equal

to ωΛ0 ◦ ϕ̊1 ◦ω−1
Λ0

. Identifying the mapping class groups of C�Λ0 with the mapping class
group of YBL(Λ0) by the isomorphism induced by ωΛ0 , we may identify the monodromy of

the bundle (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ , X) along γj with the mapping class of the extension ψ1 of ψ̊1 =

(ψ̊1
1, ψ̊

1
2). The mapping ψ1

1 is the projection of ψ1 under the double branched covering
from C�Λ0 with distinguished point 0�Λ0 onto P1 with distinguished points BL(Λ0)∪
{∞}. We proved that the monodromy mapping class of the bundle (XΛ,PΛ, sΛ, X)
along each γj is a lift of the respective monodromy mapping class of the bundle (X ×
P1, pr1,BL(Λ), X).

We prove now the second statement. Consider the special holomorphic, or smooth,

respectively, (0, 4)-bundle F1
def
=
(
X × P1, pr1,E, X

)
. The complex or smooth, respec-

tively, submanifold E of X × P1 intersects each fiber {x} × P1 along the set {x} × Ex,
with Ex = (E̊x∪{∞}), where E̊x ⊂ C3(C)�S3. In Section 10 we obtained the canonical
lift (YE,P , s∞, X). Denote the monodromy mapping class along γj of the canonical lift

by mj
+. Recall that each mapping class mj

1 has two lifts and they differ by involution. Let
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mj
− be the mapping class whose representatives differ from those of mj

+ by composition
with the involution ι of the fiber over the base point.

Take any subset J of {1, 2, . . . , 2g + m − 1}. The lift of the (0, 4)-bundle whose
monodromy mapping class along γj equals mj

+ if j /∈ J , and mj
− if j ∈ J , is obtained

as follows. Let Ũ be the subset of the universal covering X̃
p
−−→ X that was used in

Section 5, and let D, and D̃j, j = 0, . . . , be as in Section 5. Consider the lift of the

bundle (YE,P , s∞, X) to X̃ and restrict the lifted bundle to Ũ . Denote the obtained

bundle on Ũ by F̃. For each point x ∈ D we let x̃j ∈ D̃j, j = 0, . . . , be the points with

p(x̃j) = x. We identify the fiber of F̃ over x̃j, j = 0, . . . , with the fiber Yx, x = p(x̃j), of

the canonical double branched covering of the (0, 4)-bundle. Y̊x is obtained from Yx by
removing the point of s∞ from Yx.

Glue for each x ∈ D and each j = 1, . . . , the fiber of F̃ over x̃j to the fiber of F̃ over
x̃0 using the identity if j /∈ J and the mapping ι if j ∈ J . More detailed, the gluing
mapping of the punctured fibers in the case j ∈ J equals

(x̃j, z, w)→ (x̃0, z,−w), x ∈ D, (z, w) ∈ Y̊x . (67)

Since the gluing mappings are holomorphic (smooth, respectively), we obtain a complex
analytic (smooth, respectively) family over X of double branched coverings of C. Ex-
tend the family to a complex analytic (smooth, respectively) family of double branched
coverings of P1 over X. This can be done as in Section 10 by considering the families
YrnE|Xn for an exhausting sequence of relatively compact open subsets Xn of X and a

suitable sequence of real numbers rn. We obtained for each collection of lifts of the
mj

1 a complex analytic (smooth, respectively) family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1)
with given fiber over the base point and with monodromy mapping classes equal to this
collection. It is easy to see that two holomorphic (smooth, respectively) (1, 1)-bundles
that lift a given (0, 4)-bundle over a finite open Riemann surface (smooth surface, re-
spectively) are holomorphically isomorphic (smoothly isomorphic, respectively), if and
only if their monodromies coincide. Hence, for each given holomorphic (smooth, respec-
tively) special (0, 4)-bundle over X there are up to holomorphic (smooth, respectively)
isomorphism exactly 22g+m−1 holomorphic (smooth, respectively) families of Riemann
surfaces of type (1, 1) that lift the (0, 4)-bundle.

It remains to prove the third statement. Let P : (X ,P , s, X) → (X × P1, pr1,E, X)
be a double branched covering of a (0, 4)-bundle by a (1, 1)-family of Riemann surfaces.
If the special (0, 4)-bundle is reducible, then there is a simple closed curve γ that divides
the fiber P1 over the base point x0 into two connected components, each of which contains
two distinguished points. The curve γ is mapped by each monodromy mapping class of
the (0, 4)-bundle to a class of isotopic curves. The preimage of the closed curve γ under
the covering map consists of two simple closed curves γ̃1 and γ̃2, that are homotopic to
each other in P−1(x)\s, and each of the two curves cuts the torus into an annulus. Each
monodromy mapping class of the (1, 1)-bundle, being a lift of the respective monodromy
mapping class of the (0, 4)-bundle, takes each γ̃j to a class of isotopic curves. Hence,
the (1, 1)-bundle is also reducible.

Suppose now that a double branched covering F = (X ,P , s, X) of a special (0, 4)-
bundle P(F) = (X × P1, pr1,E, X) is reducible and prove that the (0, 4)-bundle is re-
ducible. Let x0 ∈ X be the base point of X, and let the fiber of the bundle F over x0
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be C�Λ with distinguished point 0�Λ. Any admissible system of curves on the torus
C�Λ with a distinguished point contains exactly one curve.

Let γ0 be a simple closed curve in (C \ Λ)�Λ that reduces all monodromy mapping
classes of the bundle F. The curve γ0 is free isotopic in C�Λ to a curve γ with base
point 0�Λ that lifts under the covering map p : C→ C�Λ to the straight line segment
that joins 0 with another lattice point λ in Λ. Since γ0 is free isotopic in C�Λ to a
simple closed curve on the torus, λ is a primitive element of the lattice. Indeed, with
Λ = {na+mb : n,m ∈ Z} for real linearly independent complex numbers a and b we get
λ = n(λ)a + m(λ)b, where n(λ) and m(λ) are relatively prime integer numbers. Then
there is another element λ′ = n(λ′)a+m(λ′)b ∈ Λ such that∣∣∣∣n(λ) n(λ′)

m(λ) m(λ′)

∣∣∣∣ = 1 .

The two elements λ and λ′ generate Λ. Multiplying Λ by a non-zero complex number
and changing perhaps λ′ to −λ′, we may assume that λ = 1 and λ′ = τ with Imτ > 0.
In other words, after changing C�Λ to the conformally equivalent Riemann surface
C�Λτ , we may assume that the fiber of F over x0 equals C�Λτ . After a free isotopy
in (C \Λτ )�Λτ we may assume that the reducing curve γ0 lifts under the covering map
p : C→ C�Λτ to the segment τ

2
+ [0, 1] ⊂ C. Denote by γ the curve in C�Λτ that lifts

to [0, 1], and by γ′ the curve on the torus that lifts to [0, τ ]. γ and γ′ represent a pair of
generators of the fundamental group of the closed torus with base point 0�Λτ .

The complement (C�Λτ ) \ γ0 of γ0 in the fiber over x0 is a topological annulus with
distinguished point 0�Λτ . Since γ0 reduces all monodromy mapping classes of the (1, 1)-
family F, each monodromy mapping class has a representative that fixes γ0 pointwise.
These representatives map the topological annulus (C�Λτ ) \ γ0 homeomorphically onto
itself, fixing the distinguished point and fixing the boundary pointwise, or fixing the
boundary pointwise after an involution. Hence, each monodromy is a power of a Dehn
twist about γ0, maybe composed with an involution.

The Dehn twist on C�Λτ about γ0 can be represented by a self-homeomorphism ψτ
of C�Λτ which lifts under p to the real linear self-map ψ̃τ of C which maps 1 to 1 and

τ to 1 + τ . This can be seen by looking at the action of ψ̃τ on the lifts of the curves γ

and γ′. ψ̃τ takes γ̃ = [0, 1] to itself, and γ̃′ = [0, τ ] to [0, τ + 1]. Note that the real 2× 2

matrix corresponding to ψ̃τ is

(
1 (Im τ)−1

0 1

)
.

We consider the double branched covering pΛτ : (C \ Λτ )�Λτ → C with branch locus

B̊L(Λτ ) = {e1(τ), e2(τ), e3(τ)} determined by the Weierstraß ℘-function, pΛτ = ℘Λτ ◦ p
(with p being the projection p : C\Λτ → (C\Λτ )�Λτ ) and its extension pcΛτ : C�Λτ →
P1. The Weierstrass ℘-function extends to a mapping, also denoted by ℘Λτ , ℘Λτ : C→ P1

that takes 0 to∞, 1
2

to e1, τ
2

to e2, and 1+τ
2

to e3. The line segments [0, 1
2
], [0, τ

2
], [1

2
, 1+τ

2
],

and [ τ
2
, 1+τ

2
] are mapped under ℘Λτ to simple curves γ∞,e1 , γ∞,e2 , γe1,e3 , and γe2,e3 in P1,

each of which joins the first mentioned point with the last mentioned point. The union
of the four curves (each with suitable orientation) is a closed curve in P1 that divides
P1 into two connected components C1 and C2. The Weierstrass ℘-function ℘Λτ maps the
open parallelogram R in the complex plane with vertices 0, 1, τ

2
, 1 + τ

2
conformally onto

its image. Indeed, the ”double” of this parallelogram, i.e. the parallelogram with vertices
0, 1, τ , τ + 1, is the interior of a fundamental polygon for the covering p : C → C�Λτ
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and ℘Λτ (ζ) = ℘Λτ (−ζ + n+mτ), n,m ∈ Z. By the last equation we get in particular

℘Λτ (
τ

2
+ t) = ℘Λτ (

τ

2
− t) , (68)

t ∈ [0, 1
2
]. After perhaps relabeling C1 and C2, we may assume that ℘Λτ maps the open

parallelogram R− with vertices 0, 1
2
, τ

2
, 1+τ

2
, (the ”left half” of R) onto C1, and then it

maps the parallelogram R+ with vertices 1
2
, 1, 1+τ

2
, 1 + τ

2
, (the ”right half” of R) onto

C2.

The mapping ψ̃τ fixes the segment [0, 1
2
], and translates the segment [ τ

2
, 1+τ

2
] by 1

2
.

It maps R− to the parallelogram ψ̃τ (R−) ⊂ R whose horizontal sides are [0, 1
2
] and

[1+τ
2
, 2+τ

2
]. ℘Λτ maps [1

2
+ τ

2
, 1 + τ

2
] to γe3,e2 which equals γe2,e3 with inverted orientation

(see (68)). It maps the segment [0, 1+τ
2

] to a curve γ∞,e3 which is contained in C1 except

of its endpoints and joins ∞ and e3, and the segment [1
2
, 1 + τ

2
] is mapped to a curve

γ′e1,e2 with initial point e1 and terminating point e2, which is contained in C2 except its
endpoints, so that the union of the curves γ∞,e1 , γ

′
e1,e2

, γe2,e3 , and γe3,∞ is the oriented
boundary of a domain C ′1 (i.e. the domain C ′1 is ”on the left” when walking along the

oriented curve). Here γe3,∞ equals γ∞,e3 with inverted orientation. The mapping ℘Λτ ◦ψ̃τ
takes R− to the domain C ′1. The mapping ϕτ,1

def
= ℘Λτ ◦ ψ̃τ ◦ (℘Λτ |R−)−1 : C1 → C ′1 is

homotopic on C1 to a mapping that fixes a (large) neighbourhood of γ∞,e1 in C1, maps
a neighbourhood of γe2,e3 in C1 into a neighbourhood of γe2,e3 in C, such that it rotates
(in suitable coordinates) a smaller neighbourhood of γe2,e3 in C1 by the angle π around
e3, and rotates points in the remaining set by an angle between 0 and π.

A similar argument for the parallelogram with vertices ±1
2
, τ

2
± 1

2
and the domain C2

shows that with R+−1
def
= {z−1 : z ∈ R+} the mapping ϕτ,2

def
= ℘Λτ ◦ψ̃τ ◦(℘Λτ |R+−1)−1

is homotopic on C2 to a mapping with the same properties as above for the role of C1

and C2 interchanged.

The mapping ϕτ that is equal to ϕτ,j on Cj extends to a self-homeomorphism of P1

whose mapping class is conjugate to mσ1 .

Since ψ̃τ |R− = (p|R)−1 ◦ ψτ ◦ p|R− and ℘Λτ ◦ ψ̃τ |R− = ϕτ,1 ◦ ℘Λτ |R− we obtain
℘Λτ ◦ (p|R)−1 ◦ ψτ = ϕτ,1 ◦ ℘Λτ ◦ (p|R−)−1, hence, since ℘Λτ = pΛτ ◦ p, the equality
pΛτ ◦ ψτ = ϕτ,1 ◦ pΛτ holds on p(R−). By the same reason the equality holds for p(R+),
and since p(R− ∪ R+) is dense in P1, it holds on P1. We proved that the projection of
ψτ is homotopic to a conjugate of mσ1 , which is a reducible mapping class. We proved
that the (0, 4)-bundle is reducible. Proposition 2 is proved. 2

Let F be a (g,m)-fiber bundle over ∂D and F̂ its isomorphism class. Let mF be the
monodromy mapping class of the bundle F and m̂F its conjugacy class. By the bijective
correspondence of Theorem 9 we will write also

M(m̂F) =M(F̂) (69)

for the conformal module M(F̂) of the bundle. Corollary 3 below shows that for (1, 1)-
bundles this invariant descends to the conformal module of braids.

Let F̂ be a smooth isomorphism class of (1, 1)-bundles over the circle, and m̂F the
associated conjugacy class of mapping classes. For any representative mF ∈ m̂F and any
mapping class m the equality P(m−1mFm) = P(m)−1P(mF)P(m) holds. Hence, P(m̂F) is

well-defined. Let P(F̂) be the smooth isomorphism class of special (0, 4)-bundles that
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corresponds to P(m̂F). Recall that a representative of the latter can be obtained as the
projection of a smooth family of Riemann surfaces of type (1, 1) that is in the class of

F̂ and is a double branched covering of a special (0, 4)-bundle. The class P(F̂) defines a

conjugacy class of 3-braids b̂ that is defined up to multiplication by ∆2k
3 for integers k.

For the conformal moduleM(b̂) of any such conjugacy class of braids and the conformal

module M(F̂) of the smooth isomorphism class F̂ the following corollary holds.

Corollary 3.

M(F̂) =M(b̂) .

Proof. M(F̂) is the supremum of the conformal modules of annuli on which there

exists a holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle that represents F. M(P(F̂)) is the supremum of the
conformal modules of annuli on which there exists a special holomorphic (0, 4)-bundle

that represents P(F̂). By [17] we have the equality M(b̂) = M(b̂∆2k
3 ) = M(P(F̂)) for

any braid b that is associated to a bundle representing the class P(F̂). Statement (1)

of Proposition 2 implies the inequality M(F̂) ≤ M(P(F̂)), Statement (2) implies the
opposite inequality. The corollary is proved. 2

In the following Theorem 11 we consider isotopies of smooth (1, 1)-families over a torus
with a hole to complex analytic (1, 1)-families. Theorem 11 is a more comprehensive
version of Theorem 4 from the introduction. (Theorem 4 states the first assertion of
Theorem 11.)

Theorem 11. (1) Let X be a smooth surface of genus one with a hole with base point
x0, and with a chosen set E = {e1, e2} of generators of π1(X, x0). Define the set E0 =
{e1, e2, e1e

−1
2 , e1e

−2
2 , e1e2e

−1
1 e−1

2 } as in Theorem 2. Consider a smooth (1, 1)-bundle F on
X. Suppose for each e ∈ E0 the restriction of the bundle F to an annulus representing ê
has the Gromov-Oka property. Then the bundle F has the Gromov-Oka property on X.
(2) If a bundle F as in (1) is irreducible, then it is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle, and
hence, for each conformal structure ω on X the bundle Fω is isotopic to a bundle that
extends to a holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle on the closed torus ω(X)c. In particular, F is
isotopic to a holomorphic bundle for any conformal structure ω on X (maybe, of first
kind).
(3) Any smooth reducible bundle F on X has a single irreducible bundle component. This
irreducible bundle component is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle. There is a Dehn twist
in the fiber over the base point such that the (1, 1)-bundle F can be recovered from the
irreducible bundle component up to composing each monodromy by a power of the Dehn
twist. A smooth reducible bundle on X is isotopic to a holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle for
each conformal structure of second kind on X.
(4) A reducible holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle over a punctured Riemann surface is locally
holomorphically trivial.

Proof. By Lemma 16 and Proposition 2 we may assume that F is a double branched
covering of a smooth special (0, 4)-bundle, denoted by P(F). Suppose that for each
e ∈ E0, the restriction of the smooth (1, 1)-bundle F to an annulus Aê representing ê has
the Gromov-Oka property. Then there is a conformal structure ωe : Aê → ωe(Aê) such

that ωe(Aê) has conformal module bigger than π
2

log(3+
√

5
2

)−1 and the pushed forward
bundle (F|Aê)ωe is isotopic to a holomorphic bundle Fe on ωe(Aê). By Proposition 1 we
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may assume that Fe is of the form (37), and by Proposition 2 we may assume that Fe
is a double branched covering of a holomorphic special (0, 4)-bundle on ωe(Aê), denoted
by P(Fe). Since the monodromy homomorphisms of F|Aê and Fe are conjugate, the
monodromy homomorphisms of P(F|Aê) and P(Fe) are also conjugate. Hence, P(F|Aê)
and P(Fe) are isotopic. We saw that for each e ∈ E the restriction of the special (0, 4)-
bundle P(F) to an annulus representing ê is isotopic to a holomorphic bundle for a

conformal structure on the annulus of conformal module bigger than π
2

log(3+
√

5
2

)−1. By
Theorem 10 the special (0, 4)-bundle P(F) is isotopic to a holomorphic special (0, 4)-
bundle for any conformal structure of second kind on X. Hence, the canonical double
branched covering of P(F) is isotopic to a holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle for each conformal
structure of second kind on X. Since the monodromy mapping class of any double
branched covering of the (0, 4)-bundle along each loop γ in X with base point x0 differs
at most by involution from the monodromy mapping class along γ of the canonical double
branched covering, by Proposition 2 also the bundle F is isotopic to a holomorphic (1, 1)-
bundle for each conformal structure of second kind on X. Statement (1) is proved.

Suppose a bundle F as in (1) is irreducible. Then by Proposition 2 the special (0, 4)-
bundle P(F) is also irreducible. Moreover, the (0, 4)-bundle P(F) is isotopic to an isotriv-

ial bundle, i.e. its lift to a finite covering X̂ is isotopic to the trivial bundle, and therefore,
for each conformal structure ω on X (maybe, of first kind) the (0, 4)-bundle P(F)ω is iso-
topic to a bundle that extends holomorphically to the closed torus ω(X)c. Then also the
canonical double branched covering of the (0, 4)-bundle is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle.
Hence, the bundle F is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle. In particular, for each conformal
structure (maybe, of first kind) on X the bundle Fω is isotopic to a holomorphic bundle
on ω(X). This gives statement (2).

Suppose now F is any smooth reducible bundle on X. Then P(F) is reducible. By
Theorem 10 the special (0, 4)-bundle P(F) is isotopic to a holomorphic special (0, 4)-
bundle for any conformal structure of second kind on X. Hence, for any conformal
structure of second kind on X the bundle F is isotopic to a holomorphic (1, 1)-bundle
which is a double branched covering.

Each admissible set of curves on a punctured torus consists of exactly one curve.
Hence, there is an admissible closed curve γ in the punctured fiber P−1(x0) \ s∞ over
the base point x0, that is mapped by the monodromy mapping class along each curve γj
representing an element ej ∈ E to a curve that is isotopic to γ in the punctured fiber over
x0. Choose for each monodromy mapping class a representative that maps the curve γ
onto itself.

The complement of γ on the punctured torus P−1(x0) \ s∞ is connected and home-
omorphic to the thrice punctured Riemann sphere. This implies first that there is a
single irreducible component of F. Further, the restrictions of suitable representatives
of the monodromy mapping classes to the complement of γ on the punctured torus are
conjugate to self-homeomorphisms of the thrice punctured Riemann sphere. The con-
jugated homeomorphisms extend to self-homeomorphisms of the Riemann sphere with
three distinguished points. The self-homeomorphisms may interchange the two points
that come from different edges of γ, but each of them fixes the third distinguished point.
Except the identity there is only one isotopy class of such mappings and its square is the
identity. Hence, the monodromy mapping classes of the irreducible bundle component
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are powers of a single periodic mapping class. In other words, the irreducible bundle
component is isotopic to an isotrivial bundle.

The monodromy mapping classes of the original bundle F are powers of Dehn twists
about γ, maybe, composed with the involution, and up to powers of Dehn twists about γ
in the fiber P−1(x0) the bundle can be recovered from the irreducible bundle component.
Statement (3) is proved.

We prove now statement (4). Consider a reducible holomorphic (1,1)-bundle F over a
punctured Riemann surface of genus 1. By Proposition 2 it is holomorphically isomorphic
to the double branched covering of a holomorphic special (0, 4)-bundle P(F) over a
punctured Riemann surface. By Proposition 2 the special holomorphic(0, 4)-bundle P(F)
is also reducible. By Theorem 10 the bundle P(F) is holomorphically trivial. Then the
double branched covering F of P(F) is locally holomorphically trivial. Theorem 11 is
proved. 2
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