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PARABOLICITY OF ZERO-TWIST TIGHT FLUTE SURFACES

AND UNIFORMIZATION OF THE LOCH NESS MONSTER

JOHN A. ARREDONDO, ISRAEL MORALES, CAMILO RAMÍREZ MALUENDAS

ABSTRACT. We study the zero-twist flute surface and we associate to
each one of them a sequence of positive real numbers x = (xn)n∈N0 , with
a torsion-free Fuchsian group Γx such that the convex core of H2/Γx is
isometric to a zero-twist tight flute surface S x. Moreover, we prove that
the Fuchsian group Γx is of the first kind if and only if the series

∑
xn

diverges. As consequence of the recent work of Basmajian, Hakobian
and Šarić, we obtain that the zero-twist flute surface S x is of parabolic
type if and only

∑
xn diverges. In addition, we present an uncountable

family of hyperbolic surfaces homeomorphic to the Loch Ness Monster.
More precisely, we associate to each sequence y = (yn)n∈Z, where yn =

(an, bn, cn, dn, en) ∈ R5 and an ≤ bn ≤ cn ≤ dn ≤ en ≤ an+1, a Fuchsian
group Gy such that H2/Gy is homeomorphic to the Loch Ness Monster.

INTRODUCTION

A fundamental open question in the classification of Riemann surfaces,
known as the type problem is:

whether a Riemann surface S supports a Green’s function?
In the context of simply connected Riemann surfaces we have that the
Poincaré disc ∆ admits Green’s functions, while the Riemann sphere Ĉ and
the complex plane C do not. From this, recall that a Riemann surface S
is elliptic if and only if S is compact (equivalently, closed). On the other
hand, an open Riemann surface S is said to be parabolic, if S does not
carry a negative non-constant subharmonic function. All open Riemann
surface which are not parabolic will be called hyperbolic (see [12, p.164],
[19, Section 2]). It is well known that the type problem becomes equivalent
to answering the question

which open Riemann surfaces are of parabolic type?
The interest in solving this problem has captured the attention of the math-
ematical community for almost one hundred years. Some of the first partial
results to this question, in modern language can be read in the theorems of
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section 6 in [2, p. 204]. After these results, numerous known characteri-
zations of parabolic surfaces, that are equivalent to the type problem have
been produced from potential theory, theory of functions, dynamics and
geometry of surfaces, among others. This is a short list of known charac-
terizations of Riemann surfaces of parabolic type: if the Riemann surface S
is the quotient of the Poincaré unit disk ∆ by a Fuchsian group Γ, then S is
parabolic if and only if

• The series
∑
γ∈Γ

(
1−‖γ(0)‖
1+‖γ(0)‖

)
diverges [18, Theorem 5.2.1],

• The geodesic flow on the unit tangent bundle of S is ergodic [18,
Theorem 8.3.4];
• The Mostow rigidity holds for Γ [1], [7], [24];
• The group Γ has the Bowen’s property [7], [13].

Parabolicity of zero-twist tight flute surfaces. Open Riemann surfaces
are classified, up to homeomorphisms, by their genus g(S ) ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}, and
a pair of nested topological spaces Ends∞(S ) ⊆ Ends(S ) homeomorphic to
a pair of nested closed subsets of the Cantor space. In this context, the flute
surfaces are the unique infinite-type Riemann surfaces, up to homeomor-
phism, of genus zero and with space of ends homeomorphic to the ordinal
number ω + 1 (§1.1). The classof flute surfaces is one of the simplest fam-
ilies where we can ask about the parabolicity problem. However, even in
this class the problem of parabolicity is widely open (see [9], [17]). A better
manage family in the class of Riemann flute surfaces are the so-called tight
flute surfaces. Such surfaces are hyperbolic surfaces obtained by starting
with a geodesic pair of pants P0 with two punctures and one boundary ge-
odesic and consecutively gluing geodesic pair of pants Pn (n ≥ 1) with one
cusp and two boundary geodesics in an infinite chain (§1.5). A tight flute
surface is determined by its Fenchel-Nielsen parameters (§1.2) ({ln, tn})n∈N
where ln and tn are the length and twist parameter of the boundary closed
geodesic αn of the surface obtained after gluing n pair of pants. This surface
is denoted by S = S ({ln, tn})n∈N. If tn = 0 for all n ∈ N, then we say that
S = S ({ln, 0})n∈N is a zero-twist flute surface.

In this article, we aim to present a new way of describing zero-twist flute
surfaces; this description differs from the Fenchel-Nielsen parameters. Our
main contribution is as follows:

Theorem 0.1. For each zero-twist tight flute surface S = S ({ln, 0})n∈N0,
there exists a unique sequence x = (xn)n∈N0 of positive real numbers, which
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defines the Fuchsian group Γx generated by

(1) gn(z) :=

(
1 +

2sn−1

sn − sn−1

)
z − 2sn−1

(
1 +

sn−1

sn − sn−1

)

− 2
sn − sn−1

z +

(
1 +

2sn−1

sn − sn−1

) ∈ PS L(2,R),

with n ∈ N0 and sn =

n∑
i=0

xi, such that the convex core of the surface H2/Γx

is isometric to S . Moreover, Γx is of the first kind if and only if the series∑
xn diverges. In this case, H2/Γx coincides with S and it is geodesically

complete.

Our construction above is inspired on A. Basmajian work in [8], where
the author present a realization theorem showing that ({ln, tn})n∈N are the
Fenchel-Nielsen coordinates of a tight flute surface if and only if rn > ln 2
for all n odd, and rn < ln 2 for all n even, where rn :=

∑n
i=1(−1)i+1li, see

[8, Theorem 2]. Observe that these conditions does not depend on twist pa-
rameters. In contrast with our construction of a zero-twist tight flute surface
in terms of the sequence x = (xn)n∈N0 ∈ R

N0
+ , we have that it does not depend

of any additional condition on the sequence. Additionally, we can recover
the Fenchel-Nielsen parameters of S = S ({ln, 0})n∈N0 using

(2) ln = ln

(
sn−1 + sn + 2

√
sn−1sn

sn−1 + sn − 2
√

sn−1sn

)
.

Let RN0
+ be the space of all sequences of positive real numbers indexed

by the set N0 endowed with the compact-open topology, and denote by F
the set of all zero-twist flute surfaces, that is, F := {S = S ({ln, 0})n∈N0}.
Accordingly to Theorem 0.1, there is a bijective map σ : RN0

+ → F , which
associates to each sequence in RN0

+ a zero-twist flute surface. We denote by
S x the image of x ∈ RN0

+ under σ.

Recently, A. Basmajian, H. Hakobyan and D. Šarić in [9, Theorems 1.1
and 1.2] give sufficient conditions on Fenchel-Nielsen parameters of a sur-
face to determine parabolicity. In the particular case of zero-twist flute sur-
faces, they were able to characterize parabolicty.

Theorem 0.2 ([9, Theorem 1.5]). A zero-twist tight flute surface S ({ln, 0})n∈N
is of parabolic type if and only if one of the following holds:

(1) The surface S ({ln, 0})n∈N is complete.

(2) The series
∞∑

n=1
e−

ln
2 = ∞.
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Using equation (2) and Theorem 0.1, we have that items (1) and (2) in
Theorem 0.2 above are equivalent. Thus we obtain the following:

Corollary 0.1. A zero-twist flute surface S x is of parabolic type if and only
if

∑
xn diverges.

Theorem 0.1 also gives an explicit set of generators for Γx. We observe
that if x ∈ {1, 2}N0 then Γx is a subgroup of PSL(2,Z). This proves

Corollary 0.2. The set of all zero-twist tight flute surfaces uniformized by
subgroups of PSL(2,Z) can be identified to a homeomorphic copy of the
Cantor set.

An uncountable family of hyperbolic Loch Ness monsters. Recall that
the Loch Ness monster surface is the unique surface (up to homeomor-
phism) which has infinite genus and only one end (§1.1). In [6] the authors
introduced a Fuchsian group uniformizing the Loch Ness monster . We
generalize their construction and find an uncountable family of hyperbolic
surfaces such that each one of these surface is homeomorphic to the Loch
Ness Monster.

Denote by N the set of all sequences y := (yn)n∈Z of elements yn =

(an, bn, cn, dn, en) ∈ R5 satisfying

(3) an < bn < cn < dn < en and en ≤ an+1.

Let y := (yn)n∈Z ∈ N . For each n ∈ Z, let fn and gn be elements of
PSL(2,R) mapping σn onto σ̃n and ρn onto ρ̃n, respectively, where σn, ρn,
σ̃n and ρ̃n are the half-circles in the hyperbolic plane H2 depicted in Figure
1.

an bn cn dn en

σn
ρn

σ̃n
ρ̃n

fn
gn

FIGURE 1. Half-circles σn, ρn, σ̃n and ρ̃n.

Define

(4) Gy := 〈 fn, gn : n ∈ Z〉 ≤ PSL(2,R).

The result we establish is the following:
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Theorem 0.3. For each y ∈ N , the group Gy is Fuchsian and such that
S y := H2/Gy is topologically equivalent to the Loch Ness Monster. More-
over, Gy is of the first kind if and only if en = an+1 for all n ∈ Z, lim

n→∞
en = ∞

and lim
n→−∞

an = −∞.

Organization of the paper. In Section 1 we compile some classic results
and concepts of the theory of surfaces necessary for the development of this
work. Section 2 is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 0.1. In Section 3 we
give the proof of Theorem 0.3.

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Topological surfaces. Topological orientable surfaces are classified,
up to homeomorphisms, by their genus g(S ) ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}, and a pair of
nested topological spaces Ends∞(S ) ⊆ Ends(S ) homeomorphic to a pair of
nested closed subsets of the Cantor set. The spaces Ends(S ) and Ends∞(S )
are called the end space and the non-planar ends space of S (or, ends accu-
mulated by genus), respectively. Moreover, any pair of nested closed sub-
sets of the Cantor set can be realized as the space of ends of a connected,
orientable topological surface. We call to the isolated elements of the end
space punctures of the surface. For more details, we refer the reader to [20].

Theorem 1.1 (Classification of topological surfaces, [15, §7], [20, Theorem
1]). Two orientable surfaces S 1 and S 2 having the same genus are topolog-
ical equivalent if and only if there exists a homeomorphism f : Ends(S 1)→
Ends(S 2) such that f (Ends∞(S 1)) = Ends∞(S 2).

A topological surface is of infinite-type if it has fundamental group infin-
itely generated. The simplest infinite-type surface that we can find are the
flutes and the Loche Ness monster.

Definition 1.1 ([8, p. 423]). The flute surface is the unique topological
surface, up to homeomorphism, of genus zero and with ends space homeo-
morphic to the ordinal number ω + 1, see Figure 2.

...
...

...

. . .

FIGURE 2. A flute surface.
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Definition 1.2. The Loch Ness monster is the unique infinite-type surface,
up to homeomorphism, of infinite genus with exactly one end, see Figure 3.

. . .

FIGURE 3. The Loch Ness monster.

In section 3 we use the following result to prove the first part of Theorem
0.3.

Lemma 1.1 ([22, §5.1., p. 320]). The surface S has exactly one end if and
only if for all compact subset K ⊂ S there is a compact subset K

′ ⊂ S such
that K ⊂ K

′
and S \ K

′
is connected.

We say that a simple close curved on a surface S is essential if it is not
isotopic to the boundary loop of a disk or a punctured disk. Recall that a
topological pair of pants is a topological surface homeomorphic to a three
punctured sphere.

Definition 1.3. We say that a collection of pairwise disjoint essential curves
in a surface S is a pair of pants decomposition of S if it decomposes the
surface into a disjoint union of pair of pants.

Observe that any topological surface admits a pair of pants decomposi-
tion [4].

1.2. Fenchel-Nielsen parameters of a hyperbolic surfaces. For the re-
sults presented in this section we refer the reader to [11, Chapter 10] for the
definition of the Fenchel-Nielsen parameters in the context of finite-type
surfaces, and to [3] for surfaces of infinite-type.

A geodesic pair of pants is a hyperbolic surface P of finite hyperbolic
area such that its interior is homeomorphic to a pair of pants and with at least
one boundary a closed geodesic, see Figure 4. A tight pair of pants is a pair
of pants that has exactly one puncture, see Figure 4-b. Similarly, a collection
of pairwise disjoint of essential geodesic curves in a surface S is geometric
pair of pants decomposition of S if it decomposes the surface into geodesic
pair of pants. In [3, Theorem 4.5] the authors give sufficient conditions
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under which a topological and geodesic decomposition of a surface in pair
of pants is related .

a) b) c)

FIGURE 4. Three possible kinds of hyperbolic pants with
geodesic boundary. In particular, b) represents a tight pair
of pants.

1.2.1. Length and twist parameters. Let P be a geodesic pair of pants and
fix α a boundary curve of P. We choose a marked point x in α in the
following way: Let β be either a boundary component (different from α)
or a puncture of P. Let γ be the orthogeodesics between α and β. Then
the marked point x in α is defined as the intersection point of α with γ. In
Figure 5 is shown such marked point x in α which is obtained from drawing
the orthogeodesic γ connecting the boundary component α with β. The
hyperbolic length of the geodesic α is denoted by l(α).

x

α

β

γ
•

P

x

α

β

γ
•

P

FIGURE 5. The point x ∈ α is the intersection of α with the
orthogeodesic γ.

Let P and P′ be two geodesic pair of pants with α and α′ boundary geo-
desic curve of P and P′, respectively. Let γ and γ′ be the geodesic in P and
P′, respectively, that define the marked points x in α and x′ in α′ as above.
Suppose that α and α′ have the same hyperbolic length, that is, l(α) = l(α′).
Then we identify α and α′, by gluing with an isometry T , to obtain a sur-
face S from P and P′. This isometric identification is determined by the pair
{l(α), t(α)}, such that the length parameter l(α) is the hyperbolic length of α,
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and the twist parameter t(α) ∈
(
−1

2 ,
1
2

]
corresponds to the relative position

of the marked points x in α and x′ in α′, which is given as follows:

∗ If x = T (x′), then t(α) = 0.
∗ If x , T (x′), then |t(α)| ≤ 1

2 is equal to the hyperbolic length of the
shorter arcσ having endpoints x and T (x′) contained in α\{x, T (x′)},
divided by l(α). If |t(α)| = 1

2 , then t(α) = 1
2 . If |t(α)| < 1

2 then we
orient α with the orientation induced from P. If σ is the arc from x
to T (x′) then t(α) = |t(α)|; otherwise t(α) = −|t(α)|. See Figure 6.
a).

•
x • •

x′T (x′)
σ

γ
γ′

α

P

α′

P′

•
x x′

γ γ′

α

P

α′

P′

a). Twist parameter. b). If t(α) = 0,
then γ ∪ γ′ is orthogonal to α.

FIGURE 6

Remark 1.1. If the twist parameter t(α) = 0, then γ ∪ γ′ is a geodesic in S
that is orthogonal to the closed geodesic α, see Figure 6. b).

Definition 1.4. Let S be a surface obtained by gluing countably many ge-
odesic pair of pants in the way described above. These gluing have associ-
ated a geometric pair of pants decomposition {αi : i ∈ N} of S . Let li(α) = li

and ti(α) = ti be the length and twist parameter respectively of αi. The
collection of pairs

(5) ({li, ti})i∈N,

is called the Fenchel-Nielsen parameters of S . As the hyperbolic metric on
S is uniquely determined by its Fenchel-Nielsen parameters, then

S := S ({li, ti})i∈N.

The surface S might not be complete in the induced hyperbolic metric. V.
Álvarez and J. M. Rodríguez in [4] showed that the boundary of the metric
completion of S consists of simple closed geodesics and bi-infinite simple
geodesics. Moreover, they proved that by attaching funnels to the closed
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geodesics and attaching geodesic half-planes to the bi-infinite geodesics of
the boundary of the metric completion of S , we obtain a surface Ŝ homeo-
morphic to S with a geodesically complete hyperbolic metric such that the
inclusion i : S ֒→ Ŝ is an isometric embedding. Conversely, any geodesi-
cally complete surface is obtained by attaching funnels and half-planes to
the convex core of the surface, see also [10].

We are in a position to define the so-called tight flute surfaces.

Definition 1.5 ([8, p. 423]). A tight flute surface S is a surface obtained
by starting with a geodesic pair of pants P0 with two punctures and then
consecutively gluing tight pairs of pants Pn, n ≥ 1.

If S is a tight flute surface, we denote by αn the closed geodesic of the
boundary of the surface obtained after gluing n geodesic pairs of pants and
let ln and tn be the length and twist parameters associated to αn. In terms of
Fenchel-Nielsen parameters this surface is denoted by S := S ({ln, tn})n∈N.

Definition 1.6. If all twist parameters of a tight flute surface are zero, that
is S := S ({ln, 0})n∈N, then we called it a zero-twist tight flute surface.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 0.1

We begin by associating to each zero-twist flute surface S a sequence
x of positive real numbers and a Fuchsian group Γx such that the convex
core of H2/Γx is isometric to S . We do this by constructing explicitly a
hyperbolic ideal polygon P by cutting S along an infinite collection of bi-
infinite geodesics which serves as fundamental domain for Γx.

Let S = S ({ln, 0})n∈N0 be a zero-twist flute surface (see Figure 7). For
each n ∈ N, let αn be the closed geodesic in S , which comes from gluing
the geodesic pair of pants Pn−1 and Pn. Let 0 and s0 be the punctures of
P0 and for n ≥ 1, let sn be the unique puncture of Pn. Now we describe
how to obtain P by removing a collection {γn}n∈N0 of geodesics in S having
endpoints on the punctures of S . Let be the geodesics γ0 ⊂ P0 connecting
the two punctures of P0, and γn connecting the punctures sn−1 and sn, the last
one is orthogonal to the close geodesic αn−1, see Remark 1.1. Finally, we
draw on S the geodesic ray β orthogonal to each αn and having one endpoint
in 0 (see Figure 7). Note that S admits a reflection τ whose connected
components of fixed points are the geodesic arcs γn and β.

Now, we cut S along each γn. Then S turns into an ideal hyperbolic poly-
gon P with infinitely many sides. More precisely, the edges and vertices of
P are given as follows:

∗ For each n ≥ 0, let γ+n and γ−n be the sides of P coming from cutting
S along γn.
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0

s0 s1 s2

γ0 γ1
γ2

γ3

α1 α2 α3 . . .P0 P1

β

P2

FIGURE 7. A zero-twist tight flute surface.

∗ For each n ≥ 0, let s+n and s−n be the ideal vertices of P coming from
the puncture sn.

Remark 2.1. For each n ≥ 0, the sides γ+n and γ−n of the ideal hyperbolic
polygon P are identified by an element gn of PSL(2,R). If we identify
the sides γ+n and γ−n using gn, then we recover the zero-twist tight surface
S ({ln, 0})n∈N0.

The ideal hyperbolic polygon P can be thought in the hyperbolic plane
H

2 satisfying the following properties (see Figure 8):

∗ Its vertices are on the real axis. Up to take a real translation, we can
assume that the vertex 0 of P is equal to the complex number zero
and that the geodesic ray β coincides with the imaginary axis. The
collection of vertices (s+n )n∈N0 defines a strictly increasing sequence
of positive real numbers. The collection of vertices (s−n )n∈N0 defines
a strictly decreasing sequence of negative real numbers. Given that
P has a reflexive symmetry fixing the ray β, then s+n and s−n are
symmetric with respect to the imaginary axis, it means, s−n = −s+n ,
for all n ≥ 0.
∗ For each n ∈ N0, the edges γ+n and γ−n ofP are half-circles having the

same radius and endpoints s+n−1 and s+n ; and s−n−1 and s−n , respectively.
Thus, the intersection of any two of those edges is either empty
or they meet at the same point in the real line. Moreover, if we
choose γ one of these half-circles, then the other half-circles are in
the exterior of γ.
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<

<

<>

>

>
. . . . . .

γ+0

γ+1
γ+2γ−0

γ−1
γ−2

α0

α1

α2

0 s+0 s+1 s+2s−0s−1s−2

β

FIGURE 8. Realization of the ideal hyperbolic polygon P in
H

2.

To the zero-twist flute surface S we associated the sequence x = (xn)n∈N0

of positive real numbers that satisfies

(6) s+n =
n∑

i=0

xi.

Thus, to the sequence x we associated the group Γx given by

(7) Γx = 〈gn : n ∈ N0〉.
Now we prove that Γx satisfies the properties described in Theorem 0.1.

For each n ∈ N0, let sn := s+n . On the hyperbolic planeH2, we draw the half-
circles: γ+0 and γ−0 having endpoints 0 and s0, and 0 and −s0, respectively;
For each n ≥ 1, γ+n and γ−n having endpoints sn−1 and sn, and −sn−1 and −sn,
respectively. See Figure 8. We remark that γ+n and γ−n are symmetric with
respect to the imaginary axis. Then the element gn of PSL(2,R) is given by

(8) gn(z) :=

(
1 +

2sn−1

sn − sn−1

)
z − 2sn−1

(
1 +

sn−1

sn − sn−1

)

− 2
sn − sn−1

z +

(
1 +

2sn−1

sn − sn−1

) ,

which sends γ+n onto γ−n , for each n ≥ 0. Observe that g0 is parabolic and,
for each n ≥ 1, gn is hyperbolic with trace equal to

∣∣∣∣∣∣2
(
1 +

2sn−1

sn − sn−1

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ > 2.

As Γx is obtained by side-pairing the sides of the convex ideal polygon P,
then it is a non elementary group and its set of generators is composed by
non elliptic elements. Thus, Γx is a Fuchsian group (see [12, Theorem 8.3.1,
p. 198]), with fundamental domain P for its action on H2. In what follows
we describe P more precisely.
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Recall that if γ is a half-circle in H2 having as center the point z ∈ R and
radius r > 0, then H2 \ γ has two connected components. The connected
component of H2 \ γ equal to the set {w ∈ H2 : |z − w| > r} is called the
exterior of γ and it is denoted by Ext(γ). The complement of the closure in
H

2 of Ext(γ) is called the interior of γ and is denoted by Int(γ), see Figure
9.

z − r z z + r

Ext(γ)

Int(γ)
γ

FIGURE 9. Exterior and interior of a half-circle γ in H2.

The limit lim
n→∞

sn in R ∪ {∞} is well defined because the sequence (sn)n∈N0

is the partial sums of x. Let a be such limit. If a is infinity, then P is equal
to the closure (in H2) of

D :=
⋂

n∈N0

(
Ext(γ+n ) ∩ Ext(γ−n )

) ⊂ H2.

Otherwise, if a is a positive real number, then we denote by γ the half-circle
in H2 having a and −a as ends points. In this case P is given by

D ∩ Int(γ) ⊂ H2.

Notice that D is a fundamental domain for Γx and D/Γx is a complete hy-
perbolic surface. Therefore, if a is infinity thenP/Γx = D/Γx is isometric to
S and Γx is a Fuchsian group of the first kind. Otherwise, if a is finite then
P/Γx is isometric to S and it is not a complete hyperbolic surface because
the projection points of γ are limit points which are not in the surface. How-
ever, P/Γx is the convex core of D/Γx. Here finished the proof of Theorem
0.1. �

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 0.3

From the introduction we recall that N denotes the set of all sequences
y := (yn)n∈Z of elements yn = (an, bn, cn, dn, en) ∈ R5 satisfying

(9) an < bn < cn < dn < en and en ≤ an+1
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For each n ∈ Z, let fn and gn be elements of PSL(2,R) mapping σn onto
σ̃n and ρn onto ρ̃n, respectively, where σn, ρn, σ̃n and ρ̃n are the half-circles
in the hyperbolic plane H2 depicted in Figure 1. Let

(10) Gy := 〈 fn, gn : n ∈ Z〉 ≤ PSL(2,R).

To start with the proof of Theorem 0.3, the following lemma is required.

Lemma 3.1. Let σ and σ̃ denote the half-circles having endpoints a and
b; c and d respectively, where a < b < c < d (see Figure 10). Then the
element f of PSL(2,R) which sends the half-circle σ onto the half-circle σ̃
is hyperbolic.

Proof. By hypothesis, the half-circles σ and σ̃ are disjoint, and each one of
the half-circles is contained in the exterior of the other half-circle. Explic-

a b c dO

r

Õ

r̃
σ

σ̃

f

FIGURE 10. Half-circles σ and σ̃.

itly, they have centers at the real numbers O = a + b−a
2 and Õ = c + d−c

2

respectively, and radius r = b−a
2 and r̃ = d−c

2 , respectively. Then the element
f of PSL(2,R) is given by

(11) f (z) =
−rr̃

z − O
+ Õ.

Let us note that the fixed points of f are

(12) z =
−(r + r̃) ±

√
δ

2
,

where δ = (O+Õ)2−4(OÕ+rr̃) = (O−Õ)2−4rr̃. Since 0 < r+ r̃ < |Õ−O|,
then

0 ≤ (r − r̃)2
= (r + r̃)2 − 4rr̃ < (Õ − O)2 − 4rr̃ = δ.

It implies that
√
δ is a real number. Therefore, f is hyperbolic. �

The group Gy is Fuchsian. By Lemma 3.1, Gy is generated by hyperbolic
elements. So, by Theorem 8.2.1 in [12], Gy is a Fuchsian group. By con-
struction, the collection of half-circles C = {σn, σ̃n, ρn, ρ̃n : n ∈ Z} are
pairwise disjoint, and each one of the half-circles in C is contained in the
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exterior of each one of the other half-circles in C. From Theorem 3.3.5 in
[14], a fundamental region D(Gy) for the Fuchsian group Gy is given by

(13) D(Gy) =
⋂

n∈Z
(Ext(σn) ∩ Ext(σ̃n) ∩ Ext(ρn) ∩ Ext(ρ̃n)) ⊂ H2.

Given that the intersection of any two different elements belonged to C is
either empty or at infinity, the last means, they meet at the same point in the
real line, then Gy acts freely and properly discontinuously on whole H2, see
[16, p. 29]. Hence, the quotient space S := H2/Gy is a complete Riemann
surface. �

In order to prove that S is topologically equivalent to the Loch Ness mon-
ster, we must verify that S has only one end and infinite genus. The proof
uses the same ideas appearing in [5].

The surface S has only one end. By Lemma 1.1 is enough to prove that for
any compact subset K of S , there exists a compact subset K′ of S such that
K ⊂ K′ and the space S \ K′ is connected.

Let K be a compact subset of S . Observe that K̃ := π−1(K) is a compact
subset of D(Gy) where π : D(Gy) → S = D(Gy)/Gy is the quotient map.
Thus, K̃ is a compact subset of H2. Therefore, there exist closed intervals
Ix and Iy in the real and imaginary axes, respectively, such that, πx(K̃) ⊂ Ix

and πy(K̃) ⊂ Iy, where πx : H2 → R is the standard projection map on the
real axis and πy : H2 → (0,+∞) is the projection map on the imaginary
axis. By construction of the fundamental domain for Gy we have that K̃′ :=
D(Γ) ∩ Ix × Iy is a compact subset of D(Gy) such that K̃ ⊂ K̃′. Thus,
K′ := π(K̃′) is a compact subset of S which contains K. Finally, we can
verify that S r K′ is connected.
The surface S has infinite genus. For each n ∈ Z, we define the strip

S̃ n := D(Gy) ∩ {z ∈ H2 : an < Re(z) < en} ⊂ H2.

Observe that S̃ n/〈 fn, gn〉 defines, under the projection map π, a subsurface
S n of S topologically equivalent to a torus minus a disk. By construction,
any for two different integers m , n, the subsurfaces S n and S m are disjoint
because the strips S̃ n ∩ S̃ m = ∅. This shows that S has infinite genus.

The group Gy is of the first kind if and only if en = an+1 for all n ∈ Z,
lim
n→∞

en = ∞ and lim
n→−∞

an = −∞. Suppose that Gy if of the first kind but

that the conclusion is false. In any case it is possible to find an interval
I ⊂ R not contained in the limit set of Gy which leads to a contradiction.
Indeed, if en , an+1 for some n ∈ Z then I = (en, an+1) is such interval.
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If lim
n→∞

en = r < ∞ then I = (a,∞). Finally, if lim
n→−∞

an = R > −∞, then

I = (−∞,R).
Now, suppose that en = an+1 for all n ∈ Z, lim

n→∞
en = ∞ and lim

n→−∞
an = −∞

but that Gy is not of the first kind. Let x be a point in ∂H2 such that it is
not in the limit set Λ(Gy) of Gy. Then there exists an open interval L ⊂ ∂H2

with x ∈ L and Λ(Gy)∩L = ∅. Let C be the half-circle in H2 with endpoints
the endpoints of L. Given that H2

=
⋃

g∈Gy

g(D(Gy)) then there exists g ∈ Gy

such that C ∩ g(D(Gy)) , ∅. Therefore, g−1(C) ∩D(Gy) , ∅. By hypothesis
we have that g−1(L) ∩ Λ(Gy) , ∅. Given that the limit set is Gy-invariant,
then we obtain that L∩Λ(Gy) , ∅, it is a contradiction because we suppose
that Λ(Gy) ∩ L = ∅. �

From the point of view of parabolicity the following questions appears
naturally: Which points y of N define Fuchsian groups uniformizing Loch
Ness monsters of parabolic type?
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