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Abstract

L. Louder showed in [Lou| that any generating tuple of a surface group is Nielsen
equivalent to a stabilized standard generating tuple i.e. (a1,...,ak,1...,1) where
(ai,...,ar) is the standard generating tuple. This implies in particular that irre-
ducible generating tuples, i.e. tuples that are not Nielsen equivalent to a tuple of the
form (g1,--.,9k, 1), are minimal. In [Dut] the first author generalized Louder’s ideas
and showed that all irreducible and non-standard generating tuples of sufficiently large
Fuchsian groups can be represented by so-called almost orbifold covers endowed with
a rigid generating tuple.

In the present paper a variation of the ideas from [W2] is used to show that this
almost orbifold cover with a rigid generating tuple is unique up to the appropriate
equivalence. It is moreover shown that any such generating tuple is irreducible. This
provides a way to exhibit many Nielsen classes of non-minimal irreducible generating
tuples for Fuchsian groups.

As an application we show that generating tuples of fundamental groups of Haken
Seifert manifolds corresponding to irreducible horizontal Heegaard splittings are irre-
ducible.

1 Introduction

Studying Nielsen equivalence classes of generating tuples of surface groups and more gen-
erally Fuchsian groups has a long history, starting with the work of Zieschang [Zie] on
fundamental groups of orientable surfaces. He showed that any minimal generating tuple
of a surface group is Nielsen equivalent to the standard generating tuple. Variations of the
cancellation methods developed by Zieschang were then successfully employed by Rosen-
berger to study Nielsen classes of minimal generating tuples for many Fuchsian groups
[R1l[R2, [R3]. Nielsen classes of minimal generating tuples were then studied by Lustig and
Moriah using innovative algebraic ideas [[, [LMT], [LM2]; recently this lead to a classification
in all but a few exceptional cases [LM3].

Non-minimal generating tuples where first studied in the groundbreaking work of Louder
[Lou] who proved that any generating tuple of a surface group is Nielsen equivalent to a
stabilized standard tuple, i.e. a tuple of the form (ay,...,ax,1...,1) where (ai,...,ax) is
the standard generating tuple. In particular any two generating tuples of the same size
are Nielsen equivalent, thus a true analogue of Nielsen’s theorem for free groups holds for
surface groups. Louder’s proof can be thought of as a folding argument in an appropriate
category of square complexes and he shows that any square complex representing a gen-
erating tuple can be folded and unfolded onto a square complex representing a stabilized
standard generating tuple.

In the case of Fuchsian groups the situation is more subtle and more interesting. In
[Dut] the first author generalized the ideas of Louder to the context of sufficiently large
Fuchsian groups, i.e. Fuchsian groups that are not triangle groups. Dutra proved that any
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non-standard irreducible generating tuple can be represented by a so called almost orbifold
cover with a rigid generating tuple, in the case that all elliptic elements are of order 2 this
implies a direct generalization of Louder’s result. Recall that a tuple is reducible if it is
equivalent to a tuple of the form (g1, ..., gk, 1) and irreducible otherwise. Clearly minimal
generating tuples are irreducible, the converse does not hold in general.

Almost orbifold covers are branched maps that are close to being orbifold covers.

Definition 1.1. Let O be a closed cone-type 2-orbifold and @’ a compact cone-type 2-
orbifold with a single boundary component. A map 7 : O’ — O is called an almost orbifold
cover if exists a point x € O and a closed disk D C O containing = such that D\ {z}
contains no cone points such the following hold:

1. n”YD)=DyU...UD,, US where D; is a disk for all 1 <i <m and S = 90’.
2. nlong-1(py : O’ \ (D) — O\ D is an orbifold cover.

3. nlp,u..up,, : D1U...UD,, — D is an orbifold cover.

4. n|g : S — 0D is a cover.

The degree of 1) is defined as the degree of the cover n|pn,-1(py. We say that 7 is a
special almost orbifold cover if deg(n|s) < m and deg(n|g) does not divide m, where m is
the order of z.

Remark 1.2. Throughout this paper we are mostly interested in the case where the point
x € O is a cone point. This is particular always the case if 7 is a special almost orbifold
covering.

Remark 1.3. It is easily verified that n can be extended to an orbifold cover by gluing in
a disk with cone point of order gt-— iff deg(n|s) divides m.

Example 1.4. Let O = T?(15,14) and O’ = F(15,14,7) where F is a once punctured
orientable surface of genus two. Consider the map 1 : O" — O described in Fig. [1| where
the effect of 77 on the component containing the cone point of order 7 is described in Fig. 2}
Let © € O be the cone point of order 15 and D be the disk depicted in Fig. Then
n~Y(D) = Dy U S and 7 defines an orbifold cover 0’ \ D; US — O\ D of degree three.
Thus 7 is an almost orbifold cover of degree 3. As n|g : S — 9D is of degree two we
conclude that 7 is special.

Figure 1: 7 is special of degree 3.

Definition 1.5. A marking of O is a pair (n: O’ — O, [T"]) where 7 is an almost orbifold
cover and [T"] is a Nielsen equivalence class of generating tuples of 79(0’). We say that
the Nielsen class [n.(7")] is represented by the marking (: 0" — O, [T"]).

We say that a generating tuple T of the fundamental group of a compact cone-type
2-orbifold with ¢ > 1 boundary components is rigid if T" is not Nielsen-equivalent to a tuple
(91,---91:71,---,7q) where v1,...,74 correspond to the boundary components.



Figure 2: A half turn rotation.

Definition 1.6. Let (n: Q' — O,[T"]) be a marking of the orbifold O.
1. We say that (n: 0" — O,[T"]) is standard if the following hold:

(a) n has degree one.
(b) if O is not a surface, then the exceptional point of n is of order > 2.

(c) some (and therefore any) tuple in [7”] is minimal.

2. We say that (n : O' — O,[T"]) is special if n is special and [T”] consists of rigid
generating tuples of 7§(0’).

Definition 1.7. We say that a generating tuple T of 7¢(Q) is standard if there is a
standard marking (n: O" — O, [T"]) of O such that [n.(T")] = [T].

In [Dut] it is shown that any non-standard irreducible generating tuple of a sufficiently
large 2-orbifold is represented by a special marking. The main purpose of this paper is to
establish the uniqueness of this marking and the fact that generating tuples represented
by special markings are irreducible:

Theorem 1.8. Let O be a sufficiently large cone type 2-orbifold and let T be a non-
standard irreducible generating tuple of w$(0). Then there is a unique special marking
(n: 0" = O,[T") such that [T] = [n.(T")].

Theorem 1.9. Let O be a sufficiently large cone type 2-orbifold. If
(n:0" = 0,[T])
is a special marking such that 7, is surjective, then n.(T") is irreducible.

Example 1.10. Let 57 : O’ — O be the special almost orbifold cover given in Example
A presentation for 7§(0O) is given by

(ay,by, 81,85 | 517,552, 5180 = [ay,b1]).
Consider the generating tuple
T' = (01,02, 01,2, f1,71,03)

of 7¢(0") as described in Fig. [3l Then

0 (T') = (51,82, a1,by "arby, b3, bysiby, bisby ).
Using the relation s; = [a1,b1]s; " in 79(0) we can rewrite 1, (T") as

(arbray *by syt s9, a1, by tarby, b3, biarbia; by sy thy, bysaby ).

Thus 7. (T") is Nielsen equivalent to

—1;—-1 -1 3 27—1
(blal bl a827a17b1 a1b1)b17b1ab182b1 )
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Figure 3: The tuple T".

which can be shown to be Nielsen equivalent to (a1, b1,s2,1,1,1,1). Therefore, n.(T") is
reducible. This shows that the restriction to rigid generating tuples of 7$(Q’) is necessary
to guarantee that the corresponding tuple in 7§(0) is irreducible. On the other hand,
according to Lemma

T = (03,05, 01,03, B1,71,03)

is a rigid generating tuple of 79(0’). The previous Theorem therefore implies that
M (T/) = (8%7 Sg, ay, bl_lalbl, b:13’ b181b1, blsgbfl)
is irreducible. This is an example of a non-minimal irreducible generating tuple of 7{(O).

We expect that our approach can also be used to classify standard generating tuples
up to Nielsen equivalence, completing the work of Moriah and Lustig. We plan to address
this question in a future paper. While the underlying ideas we employ should also be able
to study generating tuples of triangle groups, it is clear that new language needs to be
developed to carry out this approach in these remaining cases.

There is an interesting relationship between almost orbifold covers and horizontal Hee-
gaard splittings of Seifert 3-manifolds. If M is a Seifert 3-manifold and T is generating
tuple of w1 (M) corresponding to a horizontal Heegaard splitting then the image T" of T in
the fundamental group of the base orbifold is naturally represented by an almost orbifold
cover which is induced by the Heegaard splitting. Theorem gives us therefore a way to
establish the irreducibility of 7" and therefore of T'. We obtain the following:

Theorem 1.11. Let M be a Haken orientable Seifert 3-manifold with orientable base space
and T be a tuple corresponding to a horizontal Heegaard splitting. Then T is irreducible if
and only if the Heegaard splitting is irreducible.

Note that we need to exclude the small Seifert manifolds as their base orbifolds are not
sufficiently large. We actually give a new proof of Theorem 8.1 of [Se] in this setting.

2 Strategy of proof

In this section we briefly sketch the strategy of the proof of the main theorems. At this
point we cannot introduce the subtle notions needed to be precise. Thus this section
remains vague, maybe even pointless.

Nielsen’s theorem states that any two generating m-tuples of the free groups F,, are
Nielsen equivalent. The folding proof of Nielsen’s theorem (in the case m = n) goes as
follows): Identify the free group with m(R,) where R,, is the rose with n petals. Any
generating n-tuple T' can be represented by a tuple (', ug, Y, E, f) where I is a graph with
base point ug € VI', Y C I' is a maximal tree, E = (e, ..., e, ) is an orientation of ET'\ EY
and f: T — R, is a mi-surjective morphism. The represented tuple is (f«(s1),.-., f«(sn))



where s; € (T, ug) is represented by the closed path whose only edge not contained in YV
is e;. Now the graph can be folded onto R, using Stallings folds [St] yielding a sequence

=Ty, I'1,....; %1,k =Ry

such that T';;; is obtained from I'; by a single Stalling fold p;. One observes that we can
define tuples (I';,uf,Y;, E;, f;) with fi11 op; = fi for all i such that all tuples represent
the same Nielsen class. As the initial tuple defines T" and the terminal tuples defines the
standard basis, the theorem follows. Note that it is crucial that any folding sequence yields
essentially the same (folded) object. Thus there is only one Nielsen-class and therefore
there is no need to distinguish distinct classes.

A similar argument can be used to prove Grushko’s theorem [Gr] which states that
any generating tuple of a free product A % B is Nielsen equivalent to a tuple of the
form (ai,...,ag,b1,...,b;). This argument relies on folding sequences in the category
of (marked) graphs of groups with trivial edge groups, see [Du] and [BF] where folding
sequences for graphs of groups were studied. In this case one obtains a sequence of graphs
of groups with trivial edge groups where each vertex is marked with a generating tuple of
its vertex group and where the terminal object is the 1-edge graph of groups corresponding
to the free product Ax* B and the vertices are marked with generating tuples of (a1, ..., ax)
of A and (by,...,b) of B, respectively. Unlike in the case of free groups, the terminal
object is not unique, however in the case of irreducible generating tuples it was shown in
[W2] that any terminal object that occurs is marked by generating tuples (af,...,a}) and
(b}, ...,by) that are Nielsen-equivalent to (aq,...,ax) and (b1,...,b;), respectively. This
implies the strongest possible uniqueness result for the output of Grushko’s theorem. The
simple but somewhat subtle idea underlying the proof in [W2] relies on considering appro-
priate equivalence classes of marked graphs or groups (or more precisely A-graphs) to be
vertices where vertices are connected by edges if one can be obtained by the other by a
fold. The result then follows by observing connectivity of the graph and establishing that
there is unique vertex of minimal complexity.

The proofs of Louder [Lou] and Dutra [Dut] can be thought of as a variation of the
proof of Grushko, but in a different category. It is shown that any Nielsen equivalence
class of irreducible generating tuples is represented by a folded object which represents a
standard generating tuple in the case of surfaces (Louder) or is a special marking in the
case of sufficiently large cone type 2-orbifolds. In the first case the uniqueness is then
immediate and in the second case it follows if all cone points are of order 2. The main
objective of this paper is to show that in the second case the folded object is unique up
to the appropriate equivalence. To do so we broadly follow the strategy of [W2], however
both the language developed and the arguments applied are significantly more involved.

We will use the language of A-graph as developed in [KMW] and rely on a number
of results of [Dut]. Moreover a certain degree of familiarity with both of these papers is
assumed. Following Louder and Dutra we decompose the fundamental group of the orbifold
O under consideration as the fundamental group of a graph of groups A corresponding to a
decomposition of O along essential simple closed curves. The paper has two main chapters,
Chapter [3] and Chapter [4}

1. In Chapter [3| we study generating tuples of fundamental groups of orbifolds with
boundary, those are the groups that occur as vertex groups of A. In Section we
collect basic facts about Nielsen classes generating tuples, in particular we charac-
terize rigid generating tuples. In the subsequent sections we study finitely generated
subgroups of the vertex groups of A where some of the generators are assumed to
be peripheral, i.e. conjugate to elements of the adjacent edge groups. We study
these so-called partitioned tuples up to the natural equivalence. As the groups under
consideration are fundamental groups of graphs of groups with trivial edge groups
we can rely on a variation of the arguments from [W2] to prove Proposition



i.e. to show that any equivalence class of partitioned tuples corresponds to a unique
geometric situation.

2. In Chapter [4] we encode (Nielsen equivalence classes of) irreducible non-standard
generating tuples by marked A-graphs up to some natural equivalence. We then
show that any such Nielsen class is encoded by a unique object of minimal complexity,
which corresponds to a special almost orbifold cover with a rigid generating tuple.
This essentially proves Theorem and Theorem In the argument the subtle
results from Chapter [3| are crucial.

In Chapter [5| we give a proof of Theorem which is essentially a corollary of Theo-
rem

3 The local case

In this chapter we discuss (partitioned) generating tuples of fundamental groups of compact
orbifolds with boundary. These groups are free products of cyclic groups.

The orbifold O with underlying surface ' and cone points of orders my,...,m, is
denoted by F(mgi,...,m;). If O has ¢ > 1 boundary components, then a presentation
(also called the standard presentation) for G := 7$(QO) is given by:

(@14 oy Oy Cly ey Cqy STy e ey Sp | ST ey ST R ST o Sp=C1 oo Cy) (*)

where ¢y, ..., ¢4 correspond to the boundary components and sq,. .., s, correspond to the
cone points of @. The word R and h are given by:

1. h is a non-negative and even integer and R = [a1,as][as,a4] - ... [ap—1,ap) if F is
orientable of genus h/2;

2. h>1and R=a?-... a} if F is non-orientable of genus h.

From @ we readily see that for any 1 < k < ¢ we have

G={a1,---,ah,Cly -y Che1,Cht1,---,Cq | — Y (s1 | ST") % .. (s, | s7'7) (**)

Let ¢ € G be non-trivial element of finite order. Thus g = usfu=! for some u € G,

i€{l,...,r}and k € {1,...,m; —1}. We say that g is angle-minimal if k = %|(s;) : (sF)|.
A generating tuple T of a non-trivial subgroup of u(s;)u=*
T consist of a single angle-minimal element.

is said to be angle-minimal if

3.1 Generating tuples of fundamental groups of orbifolds with
boundary

The classification of Nielsen equivalence classes of generating tuples of G is therefore given
by the following theorem where the first part is a consequence of Grushko’s theorem and
the second part is due to Lustig [L], see also [W2].

Theorem 3.1 (Grushko, Lustig). Let @ and G as above. Then any irreducible generating
tuple T of G is Nielsen equivalent to

V1 Vp
(@1, ey Qny ST e SET €Ly e e 3 Cq1)

with 0 < v; < ";1 and ged(vi,m;) = 1 for 1 < i <r. The v; are uniquely determined by

the Nielsen equivalence class of T.

The previous theorem enables us to characterize rigid generating tuples of G. Recall
that these are generating tuples of G that are not Nielsen equivalent to a generating tuple
containing simultaneously one element corresponding to each boundary component.



Lemma 3.2. Let O and G be as above. Let T = (a1,...,an, 81 ..., 8¢, ¢1,...,¢q—1) be
m

an irreducible generating tuple of G with 0 < v; < %5t and ged(v;,m;) =1 for 1 <i <r.

Then the following are equivalent:

1. v; =1 for somei e {l,...,r}.

2. T is Nielsen equivalent to a tuple containing ci,...,cq.
3. There exist g1,...,94 in G such that T' is Nielsen equivalent to a tuple containing
g1c197 'y, 9qCqgy

Before we give a proof we need one simple lemma, it might be well-known but the
authors are not aware of any reference.

Lemma 3.3. Let G = Ax B be a free product and T = (¢1,...,9x) be a generating tuple
for G such that g1 = ab with a € A and b € B. Then T is Nielsen equivalent to (g1, ..., g}.)
with g; € AU B for 1 <4 <k such that either g| = a or gi = b. We can furthermore
assume that g; = g; for all j with g; € AU B.

Sketch of proof. Let A be the graph of groups with a single edge pair {e,e™!} with trivial
edge group and vertices v9 = a(e) and v; = w(e) such that G,, = A and G,, = B. Then
m1(A,v9) 2 G. Clearly there exists a marked A-graph (B, ug) (see [W2]) such that the
following hold (see Figure [4)):

(a) Ty, consists precisely of the elements of T' that lie in A.

(b) There exists an edge f € EB with label (1,e,1) and a(f) = ug such that the tuple
T,, at u;1 = w(f) consists of the elements of T that lie in B.

(¢) There exits an edge f' € EB with label (a, e, b) such that a(f’) = up and w(f’) = u;.
The closed loop f', f~! therefore corresponds to g; = ab.

(d) The elements of {ga,...,9x}\ (AU B) are represented by non-degenerate loops based
at ug-

9i;

Figure 4: {giy,---,95,} ={92,---, 9} \ (AU B).

The folding proof of Grushko’s theorem transforms this wedge of circles into an edge
with the elements sitting in the vertex groups. It now suffices to observe that we can choose
the folding sequence in such a way that the label of f is unchanged and the label of f’ is
unchanged unless it is modified by an auxiliary move of type A2 just before identifying f
and f’ with an elementary fold of type IITA. After this auxiliary move the label of f’ is
either (1,e,b) or (a,e,1). Thus the subsequent fold either adds the element a to Ty, or the
element b to T,,,. The assertion follows. O

Proof of Lemma[3.3. The result is easily verified if O = D?(m4) as in this case G 2 Z,,,.
Thus we may assume that O # D?(my).

(1) = (2) Suppose first that v; = 1 for some ¢ € {1,...,r}. After appropriate left and
right multiplications of s; = s;* with powers of the other elements of the tuple we can



. . vi1 v
replace s; by ¢,. Thus T'is equivalent to (a1, ...,ap, 87", ..., 83", 8; 1 ..., 807, ¢1,...,¢q)

which proves the assertion.

(2) = (3) is trivial.

(3) = (1) The proof is by induction on r. The case r = 0 is trivial as O is in this case
a surface and a simple homology argument shows that for fundamental groups of surfaces
with boundary there is no irreducible generating tuple containing elements corresponding
to all boundary curves.

Suppose that » > 1 and there exist ¢1,...,9, in G such that T' is Nielsen equivalent
to a tuple T’ containing glclgfl, . ,gchggl. We have to show that v; = 1 for some
i €{1,...,r}. After a global conjugation (which preserves the Nielsen class of T since it
generates G) we may assume that g, = 1. As we have excluded the case O = D?(m;), we
can write

G=AxB={a1,...,Gp,C1,...,Cq—1,51,-,5r—1) * (Sp).

Recall that ¢, = as, with a € A corresponding to a boundary component of the orbifold
O’ with the cone point of order m, turned into an ordinary point. It now follows from
Lemma [3.3|that 7" (and therefore T') is Nielsen equivalent to a tuple 7" consisting entirely
of elements from A U B such that one of the following holds:

1. T contains s,..
2. T" contains a.

In the first case the conclusion is immediate as the remaining element of 7" must be
equivalent to a standard generating tuple of A by Theorem

In the second case T"” contains a generating set of A containing conjugates of all bound-
ary components (as the folding proof of Grushko’s theorem preserves the conjugacy class
of elliptic elements and therefore of the conjugates of c1,...,cq—1). The conclusion now
follows by induction. O

Lemma [3.5] below is a variation of the well-known fact that rank(U;) < rank(Us) if Uy
and U are finite index subgroups of a finitely generated free groups F' such that Us < Uj.
This almost remains true in a free product of cyclic groups. As in the free group case
this follows from a simple Euler characteristic argument. We first record the following
well-known (trivial) fact.

Lemma 3.4. Let G = Zy, * ... % Ly, with 2 <m; < oo. Then

1-r<x(G)=1-r+> 1/m;<1-1r/2,
i=1

and therefore
1 —x(GQ) < rank(G) <2 —2x(G).

Furthermore
rank(G) =1—x(G) iff m;=o00 forall 1<i<r

and
rank(G) =2 —-2x(G) iff m; =2 forall 1<i<r.

Lemma 3.5. Let G = Zyy, * ... %Ly, with2 <m; < oo and T = (¢1,...,9k) be a minimal
generating tuple of a finite index subgroup H < G. Let g € G. Then one of the following
holds:

1. (91,---, 9k, g) is reducible.

2. HXFy, (H,g) 2 Zox...xZy (k+ 1 free factors) and |(H,g) : H| = 2.



Proof. We can assume that g does not lie in H = (gy,...,gx) as (g1,-- ., gk, g) is otherwise
Nielsen equivalent to (g1, - - ., gk, 1) and therefore reducible. We can further assume that G
is not cyclic as the assertion is trivial in this case. Thus x(G) < 0 and therefore x(H) < 0.

Put U := (H,g). Clearly |G : U| < 1|G : H| and therefore x(H) < 2x(U). By
Kurosh’s subgroup theorem both H and U are free products of cyclics themselves, thus by
Lemma [3.4] we have

rank(U) <2—-2x(U)<2—x(H)=1+ (1 —x(H)) <1+ rank(H)

with rank(U) = 1+ rank(H) iff U =2 Fy, and H = Zg * ... x Zy (with k + 1 free factors)
and |U : H| = 2. This last case puts us into case (2), while the case rank(U) < rank(H)
clearly puts us into case (1) by Lemma O

Corollary 3.6. Let G, T and H be as in Lemma and g,h € G. Then (g1,-..,9%,9,h)
1s reducible.

3.2 Partitioned tuples

In this section we define the notion of partitioned tuples and equivalence of partitioned
tuples in the fundamental group of compact orbifolds with boundary.

If O is a compact orbifold with boundary then we call g € G = m1(O) peripheral if g
is conjugate to an element of a subgroup corresponding to a boundary component. If G is
given by the standard presentation

mi m _
(A1, oy @y Cly ey Cqy ST,y Sp | ST ey ST R8T o Sp=C1 ... Cq)

then g is peripheral if and only if g is conjugate into {(¢;) for some 1 < i < q. A label of
a peripheral element g is a pair (0,i) € G x {1,...,q} such that g € o{c;)o™ . A labeled
peripheral element is a peripheral element endowed with a label.

Remark 3.7. If O is hyperbolic then labels are unique in the following sense: if (0,4) and
(o',i") are labels of the same peripheral element g € G, then i = i’ and o' = oc’ for some
integer k. This follows from the following facts:

(i) the subgroups {(c1),...,{(cq) are malnormal, i.e. g € G lies in the peripheral subgroup
{c;) if and only if g(c;)g~1 N (¢;) # 1.

(ii) the subgroups {(c1),...,{(c,) are conjugacy separable, i.e. when i # j then g(c;)g~* N
(¢;) =1 for any g € G.

Let G be a (arbitrary) group. A partitioned tuple in G is a pair P = (T, P) consisting
of two tuples T = (g1,...,9m) and P = (71,...,7,) of elements of G. We call P the
peripheral tuple and T & P the underlying tuple of P.

If G is the fundamental group of a compact orbifold with boundary, then we assume
that P consists only of labeled peripheral elements.

An elementary transformation applied to P = (T, P) is a move of one of the following
types:

/

(1) replace T = (g1, ..,9m) by a Nielsen equivalent tuple 7" = (¢}, ..., g.,)-

(2) replace P = (vy1,...,7n) by P’ = (7;1)7 ... 772?71)) for some o € S, and ¢1,...,e, €
{%1}.

(3) for some 1 < k < n replace 7, by h*yh™= where € € {—1,1} and

h S {glv"'ugm7’ylv‘"77k71a7k+17~~'7’yn}~

If G is the fundamental group of a compact orbifold we assume that the label of
v changes in the obvious way, i.e. if 44 has label (o,ix), then hy,h~! has label

(ho, ix).



(4) for some 1 < [ < m replace g; by hi'g;h5? where e1,e0 € {—1,0,1} and hq, he €
{917"'agl—17gl+17"'gma717"'a’yn}'

We say that two partitioned tuples P and P’ are equivalent, and write P ~ P’, if there are
partitioned tuples P = Py, P1,..., Pr_1,Pr = P’ such that P; is obtained from P;_; by
an elementary equivalence for 1 <14 < k. The equivalence class of P is denoted by [P].

Lemma 3.8. Let F,, = F(x1,...,2,) and G = H x F,, for some group H. Let 0 <r < n.
Suppose that

(Tl @ (gr+1l’r+1g7«_¢1; cee agnxnggl)a (glxlgl_17 cee agrzrg;l))

and
(To & (hys1®ri1hy s oo hpanhyt), (hazihy Y haehy Y)

are equivalent and minimal partitioned generating tuples. Then
Py = (11, (glxlgl_la e ,g7L$ng;1)) and Py := (T, (hlzlhl_l’ T hnccnhgl))
are equivalent and are (both) equivalent to (T, (x1,..., Ty, ..., &p)) for some T.

Proof. Consider the free product decomposition G = H * (x1) *...% (2, ). The folding proof
of Grushko’s theorem (which preserves the element g;x;g; ! and himihi_l up to conjugacy
as these elements are elliptic in the above splitting of G) shows that P; is equivalent to
(T, (x1,...,2,)) and that Py is equivalent to (T4, (z1,...,zy,)) where T3 and Ty are gener-
ating tuples of H. As the underlying tuples are moreover Nielsen equivalent and irreducible
it follows from the main result of [W2] that T3 and T are Nielsen equivalent which implies
that the partitioned tuples (75, (z1,...,2,)) and (T4, (x1,...,2,)) are equivalent. Thus
P and P, are equivalent and equivalent to (T, (x1,...,x,)). O

From now on we only consider partitioned tuples of element of the fundamental group
of a compact orbifold with boundary. Most of the following definitions are motivated by
Louder’s notion of coverlike morphisms between square complexes, see Definition 7.1 from
[Lou]. The only exception is the notion of partitioned tuples of almost covering type as
they cannot occur in the surface case.

(1) Partitioned tuples of simple type. We say that a partitioned tuple P is of simple type
if P is equivalent to (T, (y1,.-.,7vn)) such that U = (T) x (1) % ... {v,) and rank(U) =
size(T) +n where U < @G is generated by the underlying tuple of P.

Partitioned tuples of orbifold covering type where defined in [Dut] using almost orbifold
coverings induced by orbifold covers. Here we give a slightly different (but equivalent)
definition.

(2) Partitioned tuples of orbifold covering type. A marking of orbifold covering type is a
pair (' : O" = O, [P’]) where the following hold:

(a) n' is an orbifold covering of finite degree.

(b) [P’] is the equivalence class of a partitioned tuple P’ = (T7, P') in G’ := 7§(0’) such
that the following hold:

(i) there is a one-to-one correspondence between the elements of P’ and the bound-
ary components of O’.

(i) if @ is a surface (that is, O’ has no cone points) then (T @ P’) \ {7’} is a
minimal generating tuple of G’ for any 7' € P’.

(i") if O is not a surface (that is, O has at least one cone point), then 77 @ P’ is a
minimal generating tuple of G’.
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We say that a partitioned tuple P is of orbifold covering type if there is a marking
(' : 0" = O,[P])
of orbifold covering type such that P is equivalent to 7 (P’) := (0. (T"),n.(P’)). When O’
has no cone points we will also say that P is of surface covering type.
(3) Partitioned tuples of almost orbifold covering type. A marking of almost orbifold cov-
ering type is a pair (n' : 0" — O, [P’]) where the following hold:
(a) 1’ is a special almost orbifold covering.

(b) [P’] is the equivalence class of a partitioned tuple P’ = (T, P’) in G’ := 7{(0’) such
that the following hold:

(i) there is a one-to-one correspondence between the elements of P’ and the non-
exceptional boundary components of O'.

(ii) T" @ P’ is a rigid (and therefore minimal) generating tuple of G'.
We say that a partitioned tuple P is of almost orbifold covering type if there is a marking
(0 : O — O,[P']) of almost orbifold covering type such that P is equivalent to 7 (P’).

(R) Reducible partitioned tuples. We say that a partitioned tuple P is reducible if P is
equivalent to (77 & (1), P’).

(FPE) Partitioned tuples that fold peripheral elements. We say that a partitioned tuple
P folds peripheral elements if P is equivalent to (T, (y1,72) ® P) such that the labels of v
and 7, satisfy i := ¢ =" and 0" = o'c¢} for some z € Z.

Remark 3.9. It follows from the equations i := i’ = 4" and 0" = o'c} that (y/,7") < G is
cyclic. The converse does not hold. For instance, assume that O = D?(2,2). Hence

G = (s1, 82,1 | s%,s%,c{lslsﬁ.

Consider the partitioned tuple P = (@, (71,72)) where 1 = ¢1 = s1s2 is labeled (1,1)
and 2 = syc1s7 " is labeled (s1,1). Then (y1,72) is cyclic but P does not fold peripheral
elements. One can easily check that P is of surface covering type with corresponding
orbifold an annulus.

(OR) Partitioned tuples with an obvious relation. We say that a partitioned tuple P has
an obvious relation if P is equivalent to (T () @ P) such that

lo(ciyo™" < U Noles)o™"| < Jofesyo™" : (7)]

where U := (T'® P) < G and (0,1) is the label of 4.

Observe that a partitioned tuple can be simultaneously of type (R), (FPE) and (OR).
For example, let P = ((71), (71,7%)) where G and 7; are as in remark

(4) We say that a partitioned tuple is of type (4) if it is of one of the types (R), (FPE)
or (OR).

Small orbifolds were defined in [Dut]. In the present work we use a slightly more
restrictive definition. In particular all results from [Dut] hold in the current setting.

Definition 3.10. We say that an orbifold is small if it is isomorphic to one of the following
types of orbifolds:

(1) A Mébius band with no cone points.
(2) A disk with two cone points, i.e. D?(my,m2).

(3) A annulus with one cone point, i.e. A(my).
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Figure 5: Small orbifolds.

(4) A pair of pants without cone points.
The main purpose of Chapter [3 is to establish Proposition below which is a
strengthening of Proposition 2.9 of [Dut].

Proposition 3.11. Let O be a small orbifold, and let P be an arbitrary partitioned tuple
in G =79(0). Then P is of one of the type (1)-(4).

Moreover (1), (2), (3) and (4) are mutually exclusive and if case (2) or (8) occurs,
then the marking (n' : O" — O, [P']) representing [P] is unique.

That any partitioned tuples falls into one of the cases (1) - (4) is precisely Proposi-
tion 2.9 of [Dut], thus we need to prove the second part.

Remark 3.12. The uniqueness of 1’ in Proposition is trivial if (2) occurs as 1’ is
just the covering map corresponding to the subgroup generated by the underlying tuple of
P and P’ is any lifting of P.

3.3 Decorated A-graphs

In the following we represent partitioned tuples in the fundamental group of an orientable
small orbifold by so-called decorated A-graphs. Here A is the splitting of the fundamental
group of the (orientable small) orbifold O given by:

1. The underlying graph A of A has vertex set VA = {v1,v2} and edge set
EA={ef'|1<i<gq}.
The edges e, ..., e, have initial vertex v, and terminal vertex vs.
2. All edge groups in A are trivial. The vertex groups are defined as

Ay, = <5Ui

S0.1) = Ly, for i=1,2.
The base vertex of A is set to be v;. Observe that the valence of v; and vy equals the
number of boundary components of O, that is, ¢ = val(vy, A) = val(va, A).

Some definitions from Section 3 of [Dut] will also be given here, but even so we assume
that the reader is familiar with the language developed there.

For each 1 < i < g, let ¢; = sffl,ei,sf);,e;_ll,l where e; = 1 and ¢; = 0 for ¢ > 2.
The element [¢;] € m1(A,v1) & G represented by ¢; will also be denoted by ¢;. Note that
c1,...,Cy correspond to the boundary components of O.

We need to extend the notion of peripheral elements to the fundamental group of A-
graphs. Let B be an A-graph with associated graph of groups B. A closed path p in B is
called a peripheral path of B if up(p) = a-c3 -a* for some i € {1,...,q}, some a € A,,,
and some positive integer z. Note that a and i are uniquely determined by p. Assume that
uy is a vertex of B of type v;. For any B-path ¢ from u; to «(p), we call

hpg=lq-p-q "] € m (B, u)
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a peripheral element of w1 (B, u1) associated to p, or simply a peripheral element. The
corresponding peripheral element

v = ¢(hpq) = [us(g-p-q ")

of w1 (A, v1) has a natural label defined in terms of p and ¢, namely

(O’Y’i’Y) = ([,U'B(Q) : a]ai) € ,’Tl(Aavl) X {17 cee ,Q}-

Definition 3.13. A decorated A-graph is a tuple B = (B, u1, (Ty)uev B, (Pj)1<j<n) Where
the following hold:

1. B is a finite A-graph.

2. uy is a vertex of B such that [u;] = vy, the base vertex of A.
3. for each u € VB, T, is a generating tuple of B, < Ap,).

4. (pj)i<j<n is a tuple of peripheral paths of B.

The A-graph B (resp. the underlying graph B of B) is called the underlying A-graph
(resp. underlying graph) of 8.

Remark 3.14. Observe that a decorated A-graph in which the tuple of peripheral paths
is empty can also be seen as a marked A-graph as defined in [W2].

Induced decoration. We will need the notion of decorated sub-A-graphs. Let

B = (B,u1, (Tu)uevs, (Pj)i<j<n)

be a decorated A-graph. For any sub-A-graph B’ C B and any vertex uj € VB’ such that
[u}] = v1 we define
%/ - (B/7 u/lv (Tu’)u’EVB7 (p;)lgjgn’)

where T, = T, for all u € V B" and where (p})1<j<n/ consists of those peripheral paths in
(pj)i<j<n that lie in the graph of groups B’ associated to B’. We say that B’ is a decorated
sub-A-graph of 9B carried by B'.

Convention 3.15. Whenever u; belongs to B' C B, for instance, if B = core(B,u1), we
will assume u} = uy so that B’ is completely determined by B'.

Moreover, any decorated sub-A-graph of B carried by core(B) will be denoted by core(B)
and the decorated sub-A-graph carried by core(B,uy) will be denoted by core(B,uq).

Remark 3.16. Observe that the peripheral paths py, ..., p, in the defining data of 5B are
reducible closed B-paths and are therefore contained in core(B) and in core(B, u}) for any
uy € VB. Thus (p;)i<j<n is the tuple of peripheral paths in core(8), regardless of the
base vertex, and in core(B,uy).

Associated partitioned tuple. Let B = (B,u1, (Tu)ucvB, (Pj)1<j<n) be a decorated
A-graph. We say that a set {f1,..., fn} C EB containing n distinct edges of B is a set of
collapsing edges of B if (1) f; # fj_1 for all 1 < i # j < n and (2) there is o € S,, such
that for any k € {1,...,n} the path p,(;) decomposes as

Po(k) = Py~ (1, fin 1) - Doy

with p;(k) and pg(k) contained in By, . 7 . We say that B is collapsible if ‘B admits a set
of collapsing edges.

Any collapsible decorated A-graph B = (B, u1, (Tu)uevB, (Pj)i<j<n) defines an equiv-
alence class of partitioned tuples in 71 (B, u;) as follows. Assume

(i) {f1,..-,fn} € EB is a set of collapsing edges of B, see Definition 3.9 of [Dut],
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(i) Y is a maximal subtree of B’ := By, ¢,
(iii) F is an orientation of EB' — EY.

For any w € VB let [u1,uly := €y 1,..., €y, be the unique reduced path in Y from u; to
wand let g, :== 1,e,1,1,...,€eyu,,,1 be the corresponding B-path. We define (T, Py) as
follows:

1. Ty consists of the following elements: ge := [gq(e) - (1,€,1) ~q;(1e)} for each e € F and
Gub = [qu - b- gy '] for each b € Ty,.

2. Py consists of the peripheral elements v; = [ga(p,) * P - q;é)j)] for each j =1,...,n.

Note that (T's, Py ) depends on various choices. However, Lemma 3.12 from [Dut] shows
that the equivalence class of (T's, Py) does not depend on the choice of the collapsing
edges f1,..., fn and the choice of the maximal subtree Y C B’. It therefore makes sense
to define [Px] as the equivalence class determined by ¢p(Tws, Ps) = (68(Tws), p8(Ps))
where (Tis, P ) corresponds to an arbitrary set of collapsing edges and arbitrary maximal
subtree. We say that the collapsible decorated A-graph B represents the class [Pwy].

Equivalence of decorated A-graphs. We define equivalence of decorated A-graphs
in terms of auxiliary moves and Nielsen equivalences of the vertex tuples. The effect of
auxiliary moves and elementary folds on a decorated A-graph is described in Section 3.2 of
[Dut] which in turn is strongly based on the definitions given in [W2].

We say that two decorated A-graphs B and B’ are equivalent if there exists a finite
sequence B = B, B1,..., B, = B’ of decorated A-graphs such that for each 1 < i < k
one of the following holds:

(1) 9B, is obtained from 9B;_; by an auxiliary move (in the case of an A0 move we assume
it is admissible with respect to the base vertex u’l_l of B;_1).

(2) B, is obtained from 2B;_; by replacing the generating tuple of some vertex tuple by
a Nielsen equivalent generating tuple.

(3) B, is obtained from B;_; by removing a trivial element from a vertex tuple and
adding it to another vertex tuple.

We denote the equivalence class of a decorated A-graph 9B by b = [B].

In [Dutl Lemma 3.14] it is shown that two collapsible decorated A-graphs that are
related by auxiliary moves determine equivalent partitioned tuples in mq (A, v1). For ele-
mentary equivalences that change the vertex tuples this is easily verified. Therefore, for
any equivalence class b = [B] of collapsible decorated A-graphs we define [Py] := [Pg] for
some(and therefore any) representative B of b = [‘B].

Lemma 3.17. Let B, and B2 be equivalent decorated A-graphs with underlying graph B.
Suppose that both admit an elementary fold that identifies the edges f1 and fo based on
z:=a(f1) = a(f2). Let B} and B, be the resulting decorated A-graphs. Then B} and B
are equivalent.

Proof. This is a consequence of the proof of Lemma 6 in [W2] and the way the decoration
is modified when auxiliary moves are applied to decorated A-graphs. O]

Special types of decorated A-graphs. We will be mainly interested in tame decorated
A-graphs and decorated A-graphs of (almost) orbifold covering type. We observe that the
definition of decorated A-graphs of (almost) orbifold covering type we are going to give
here is slightly different from that given in [Dutl Section 3.7] in the sense that we do not
require the underlying A-graph to be minimal. Before giving the definitions we recall some
notions introduced in Subsection 3.6 from [Dut].
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Let B = (B, u1, (Tu)uevB, (Pj)1<j<n) be a decorated A-graph. We say that B self-folds
if there are f € EB and k € {1,...,n} such that p, =p}, - (1, f,1) - p} - (1, £, 1) - p}'.

We say that B folds peripheral paths if if there are f € EB and j # k € {1,...,n} such
that i; = i, € {1,...,q} and that p; = p’; - (1, f,1) - p} and pr. = p}. - (1, f,1) - p}..

We say that B folds squares if either 9B folds peripheral paths or B self-folds.

A directed graph T is a pair (VT, ET') consisting of a vertex set VI' and an edge set
ET C VI x VT. An edge (v, w) is usually denoted by v — w. A circuit is a directed graph
isomorphic to

Cn=({1,...,n},{(1,2),...,(n—1,n),(n,1)})

for some n > 1. An interval is a directed graph isomorphic to

Z, = ({1,...,n}1{(1,2),...,(n—=1,n)})

for some n > 1. Note that Z; is a degenerate interval as it consists of a single vertex.

The length of I' = (VT, ET) is defined as length(T") := |ET).

Assume that % does not fold squares. The definition of peripheral paths says that, for
each 1 < j < n, there are a; € A, and i; € {1,...,q} such that ug(p;) = a, cfj
some positive integer z;.

Let w € VB. The local graph I's(u) of B at u is defined as the directed graph having
vertex set Vg (u) = Star(u,B) := {f € EB | a(f) = u} and edge set consisting of all
pairs of vertices (f, g) for which thereis j € {1,...,n} such that, up to a cyclic permutation,
pj =p; (1, 16,91 -pj. The label of the edge f > g is defined as

-1
a; for

label(f — g) := (j,b) € {1,...,n} X By,. (*)

Remark 3.18. The restriction to decorated A-graphs that do not fold squares guarantees
that (@ is well-defined. This follows from the fact that, up to a cyclic permutation, the
edges f~! and g occur in the underlying path of a unique peripheral path of 8. This also
implies that the components of I'yg(u) are (possibly degenerate) intervals and circuits.

Remark 3.19. Let B be a decorated A-graph that does not fold squares and let w € VB.
Put v := [w] € VA. Assume that I'y(w) is a circuit. It is shown in [Dutl Section 3.6] that
the following hold:

1. wal(v, A) divides length(Tsy (w)).

2. length(T's(w)) > val(v, A) - |Apy) : Buwl-

3. B is locally surjective at w.

4. B is folded at w € VB iff length(T's (w)) = val(v, A) - |Ay @ Byl-

Definition 3.20. Let B = (B, u1, (Tw)uevB, (Pj)1<j<n) be a decorated A-graph.

(1) We say that B is tame if B is collapsible, does not fold squares and all vertex tuples
are minimal.

(2) We say that B is an orbifold cover if the following hold:

(a) if u ¢ core(B) then T,, = ().

(b) the decorated sub-A-graph core(B) is a decorated A-graph of orbifold covering type
as defined in [Dut] Definition 3.34], that is, core(B) satisfies the following conditions:

(C1) core(B) is folded and does not fold squares.
(C2) for each w € V Beore the local graph I'core(s3)(w) is a circuit such that

length(rcore(%)(w)) < ’UCLZ(U, A) : ‘AU|

where v = [w] € VA.
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(C3) for each w € V By the vertex tuple Ty, has size < 1.
(C4) there is a vertex y € V Beore such that one of the following holds:

(i) if By =1, then T}, = (1) and T,, = 0 for all  # y. In this case we also say
that 93 is of surface covering type.

(ii) if By # 1, then T, is angle-minimal and T, is minimal for all x # y.
(3) We say that B is an almost orbifold cover if the following hold:
(a) if u ¢ core(B) then T, = ().

(b) the decorated sub-A-graph core(B) C B is a decorated A-graph of almost orbifold
covering type as defined in [Dutl Definition 3.35], that is, core(B) satisfies the fol-
lowing conditions:

(C1’) core(*B) does not fold squares.
(C2’) for each w € VB.ore the local graph I';ope(s3)(w) is a circuit such that

length(rcore(%)<w)) < UGZ(U, A) : |AU‘

where v := [w] € VA.
(C3?%) for each w € V Beyre the vertex tuple T, has size < 1.
(C4’) there is a vertex y € V By such that the following hold:
(i) if € V Beope is distinet from y, then
(a) core(B) is folded at .
(b) T, is minimal and if B, # 1, then T, is not angle-minimal.
(ii) at y the following hold:
(a) the vertex group B, is non-trivial.
(b) core(B) is not folded at y.
(c) T, = (sa’) where dy, = W and v = [y] € VA.

(4) We say that B is bad if B is neither tame nor an (almost) orbifold cover.

Remark 3.21. In an (almost) orbifold cover 98 for each & € V B,y we have
val(v, A) - |Ay : Be| < lenght(Tope(py () < val(v, A) - | Ay
where v = [z] € VA.

Lemma 3.22. Let B be minimal tame decorated A-graph. Assume that a fold F based on
f1 and fo € EB with x = a(f1) = a(f2) € VB yields a minimal (almost) orbifold cover €.
Then the following hold:

1. w(f1) = w(fa), that is, F is of type IIIA.

2. if f € EB\ {fE', f;'} then f occurs in the underlying path of exactly one periph-
eral path of B. In other words, the edge pair {f, f~1} is crossed twice (in opposite
directions) by the peripheral paths of B.

3. there is e € {£1} such that f§ and f5 ¢ occur in the underlying path of exactly one
peripheral path of B and f; ¢ and f§ do not occur at all.

4. If € is of surface covering type, then a fold that identifies fl_1 and fg_1 can also be
applied to B. In any case no other fold can be applied to B.

Proof. Since € is not collapsible F' does not preserve collapsibility. Lemma 3.20 of [Dut]
implies that F' is of type IITA. This shows that (1) holds.

Put y := w(f1) = w(f2). Since F only affects I's (z) and T's(y) it follows that I's (2) is
a circuit for all z distinct from x and y. At  and y one of the following hold:
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(a) both T's(x) and T'ys(y) contain a circuit and there is 7 such that f; and f; ' are not
crossed by the peripheral paths in 9.

(b) both T'gs(z) and I'ss(y) are intervals with initial vertex f; and fo and f;* and f; !
respectively.

Observe that (a) cannot occur since this would imply that 9B is not collapsible. Therefore
(b) occurs which is exactly what (2) and (3) claim.

If € is a surface cover then F' adds the trivial element to y. This meas that a fold that
identifies f; ' and f; ! (and adds the trivial element to x) can also be applied to B. O

Lemma 3.23. Let B be a decorated A-graph such that the following hold:

1. B is not collapsible and does not fold squares.

2. there is a vertex u in B such that T, # (.

3. B folds onto an (almost) orbifold cover € with a single elementary fold.
Then B is an (almost) orbifold cover.

Proof. Assume that

B = (B,u1, (Tu)uevs, (Pj)i<j<n) and €= (C,w1, (Sw)weve, (¢)i1<j<n)-

Let F be the fold that turns 9B into €. By definition, F(u1) = w1, ¢; = F(p,) for all
1<j <nandT, is a subtuple of Sg(,) for all u € VB.
As B does not fold squares and is not collapsible, there is a decorated sub-A-graph

B = (B',uy, (Tu)uevp, (Pji )1<k<n’)

of B such that any pair of edges in B’ (the underlying graph of B’) is crossed twice (in
opposite directions) by the peripheral paths p;,,...,p; , and where v} € VB’ such that
[u’l] =uv € VA.

Claim 3.24. F maps B’ isomorphically onto Ceore. In particular, B’ contains all periph-
eral paths p1,...,Dn-

proof of claim. We compare the local graphs in 98’ with the corresponding local graphs in
¢. We observe the following:

(a) As B’ does not fold squares and every edge is crossed twice by pj,,...,pj, it follows
that, for each u’ € VB’, the local graph I'y/(u') is a non-empty union of circuits.

(b) The definition of (almost) orbifold covers implies that w € VCeppe iff T'e (w) contains
a circuit. Moreover, for any w € VCecope, the components of I'¢(w) \ I'cope(e)(w) are
degenerate segments (i.e. consist of single vertices).

Let v € VB’. As I's/(u') contains a circuit we see that the corresponding local graph
Te(F(u')) contains a circuit. It follows from (b) that F(u') € VCiore. As € does not fold
squares, F' cannot identify edges in Star(u’, B"). Thus F induces a bijection

VD (u") = Star(u', B") = Star(F(u'), Ceore) = VL core(e) (F(u)).

Thus F|p: : B" — Ceore is a covering. As edges from B’ cannot be identified (since
otherwise € would fold squares) we see that F|g has degree one. Therefore F|p is an
isomorphism. O

Claim 3.25. F does not affect any vertex tuple of B’.
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Proof. Suppose that a vertex tuple of B’ is affected by F, that is, T,y # Sp(,) for some
' € VB’'. The vertex tuple T, must be empty as all vertex tuples in € are of size
at most one. In particular, B,y = 1. Condition (C2), or condition (C2’) in the almost
orbifold cover case, combined with remark (4) imply that 9B’ is folded at z’. Since
F|p is an isomorphism it follows that core(€) is also folded at z. It follows from condition
(C2) or (C2’) depending on € combined with remark (4) that Cp(y = 1. Thus
Sp() = (1) and so € is a surface cover. This implies that all vertex tuples in B are empty,
a contradiction. O

The previous claim implies that the fold cannot be of type IITA because the affected
vertex would lie in C,y,. and therefore in B’. It also implies that if a vertex does not lie
in B’ then the associated tuple is empty. In fact, if y has non-empty tuple then F(y) lies
necessarily in Ceore. Thus there is ¥ in B’ such that F(y') = F(y) and so T, = 0 and
Sry) = Srw) =Ty # Ty

Therefore B’ = B,ore and all vertices not in B, are equipped with the empty tuple.
This completes the proof that % is an (almost) orbifold cover. O

3.4 The directed graph

In [W2] a graph of equivalence classes of marked A-graphs representing a fixed Nielsen
equivalence class of generating tuples of a free product is defined. In this section we define
a similar graph for a fixed equivalence class of partitioned tuples in 71 (A, v1) = 79(O). Let
P be a partitioned tuple in 71 (A, v;). We define Qp) as follows:

1. The vertices of Qp) are the equivalence classes of minimal (with respect to the base
vertex) tame decorated A-graphs that represent [P].

2. Two vertices b and b’ of p) are connected by a directed edge b — b’ if there are
representatives B of b and B’ of b’ such that:

(a) There exists a tame decorated A-graph B that is obtained from 9B by an ele-
mentary fold.

(b) B’ = core(B, 1) where @; corresponds to the base vertex u; of 8.

We say that a vertex b projects onto a vertex b’ if there is an oriented path in Q) from
b to b’. A vertex that does not project onto any vertex is called a root.

The height of a vertex b of Qp) is defined by h(b) := 3|EB| where B is the underlying
graph of some and therefore any representative of b. It follows immediately from the
definition that A(b") < h(b) —1if b+ b’

Lemma 3.26. The graph Qp) is connected.

Proof. The proof is a variation of the proof of Lemma 7 of [W2]. Let b be a vertex of Qp;.
We first observe that there exists a vertex b’ of very specific type that projects onto b.

Let B be an arbitrary representative of b. Choose a set of collapsing edges {f1,..., fn}
of B and a maximal subtree Y of By, . .. Let

Y _ Y Y
Phvta =I5 Prop)

be the associated partitioned tuple in 71 (A, v1). By definition P}/lw.,fn is equivalent to
P. We construct a tame decorated marked A-graph ', which will be called normal, that
represents [P] and such that the following hold:

1. the underlying graph B’ of 98’ is topologically the one point union of circles and
lollipops, see Figure [7]
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2. Any element of T}I fn = (g1,---,9m) is represented by a possibly degenerate loop
based at the base vertex uj and any peripheral element of P}I i = (Y15 --57n)
is represented by a lollipop with possibly degenerate stick; the decoration is by the
simple closed path corresponding to the candy part of the lollipops.

3. b’ projects onto b, in particular b’ and b lie in the same component of Qipy.

Note that any normal decorated A-graph is tame and minimal (with respect to the base
vertex).

The construction has two steps. In the first step we unfold the peripheral elements
into lollipops in successive order using auxiliary moves an inverse folds of type TA. Note
that this is possible as fi,..., f, are collapsing edges meaning that we can unfold the
k-th lollipop starting at both ends of fi only affecting edges of By, . .. Let By, . . be

Pn

da(pn)

da(py)

Figure 6: The lollipops correspond to peripheral elements.

the sub-A-graph of B corresponding to the sub-graph By, ¢, of B. As in the unfolding
process the edges f1,..., f, are removed, no peripheral path from B liesin By, . ;.. Hence
carried by By, ... s, has no peripheral paths and therefore

n

the decorated A-graph By . ¢
By,....5, s a marked A-graph in the sense of [W2].

In the second step we unfold By, . ¢,
elements of Tf’; ..., asin the proof of Lemma 7 of [W2]. Note that the elements represented

n

into a wedge of circles corresponding to the

by elements of T,,, are not unfolded, i.e. are represented by degenerate loops.

Pn

am

Figure 7: The loops correspond to the non-peripheral elements.

The obtained normal decorated A-graph 9B’ is clearly tame and so are all intermediate
decorated A-graphs in the folding sequence that carries %’ into . Thus the vertex b’
represented by B’ and the vertex b represented by 9B lie in the same component of Qp).

Note that vertices of ((p) that are represented by normal tame decorated A-graphs lie
in the same component of Q(p). Indeed, this follows from the fact that any partitioned tuple
is represented by a unique equivalence class [B] of normal decorated A-graphs that have
the property that any loop and any lollipop is mapped to a reduced A-path. Moreover, any
other normal tame decorated A-graph folds onto a normal decorated A-graph equivalent
to ‘B.

It therefore suffices to show that for any normal decorated A-graph 8 with correspond-
ing partitioned tuple P; and any partitioned tuple P equivalent to P;, there exists a
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normal decorated marked A graph B, with corresponding partitioned tuple Po such that
by and by lie in the same component of Qp). It clearly suffices to consider the case that
Py and P, are elementary equivalent.

The argument is now again similar to that in the proof of Lemma 7 in [W2]. If a
non-peripheral element g; is left or right multiplied with some element h represented by
some lollipop or some loop distinct from the loop representing g;, then the corresponding
loop is unfolded along this lollipop or loop, see Figure [§] and if some peripheral element
is conjugated by some h then the lollipop is unfolded along the corresponding lollipop or
loop, see Figure [9}

Pn

Ui

Ga(py)

dm

Figure 8: Some non-peripheral element g; is right multiplied with h.

Figure 9: Some peripheral element is conjugated by h.

Definition 3.27. Let b be a vertex of {2p]. We say that b is:

1. a pre-(almost) orbifold cover if b has a representative that folds onto an (almost)
orbifold cover with a single fold.

2. pre-bad if b has a representative that folds onto a bad decorated A-graph with a
single fold.

Lemma 3.28. If b is a pre-(almost) orbifold cover, then b is not pre-bad.
Proof. The proof follows immediately from Lemma [3.22) O

Lemma 3.29. There is a pre-bad vertex in Qpy iff P is of type (4).
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Proof. Assume that b is a pre-bad vertex of Qp). By definition b has a representative 5
that folds onto a bad decorated A-graph %B’. Thus we are in one of the following cases:

1. B’ folds squares.
2. 9B’ does not fold squares and one of the following occurs:

(a) B’ is collapsible.
(b) %’ is not collapsible.

If (1) occurs, then [Dutl Lemma 3.18] implies that P fols peripheral elements or has an
obvious relation; hence P is of type (4).

If (2.a) occurs, then some vertex tuple in 9B’ is non-minimal (and therefore reducible).
In this case, as the corresponding partitioned tuple Pg. contains a copy of each vertex
tuple of B’ we conclude that Py and therefore P is reducible. Hence P is of type (4).

If (2.b) occurs, then the proof of [Dutl Proposition 3.38] shows that P is reducible, or
folds peripheral elements, or has an obvious relation. Hence P is of type (4).

To see that the converse holds we give a pictorial description of a tame decorated
A-graph that represents [P] and folds onto a bad decorated A-graph.

Assume that P is reducible. By definition P is equivalent to P’ = (T, P) such that
T =(1,92,...,9m). Consider the decorated A-graph B shown in Fig. [I0]where f1, fo € EB
are both labeled (1, ¢e,1). The fold that identifies f; and f5 yields a bad decorated A-graph
as it replaces T,y = () by T}, = (1). Therefore b := [B] € VQp) is pre-bad.

Ty =10

Figure 10: The pre-bad decorated A-graph ‘B in the case P is reducible.

Assume that P folds peripheral elements. By definition, P is equivalent to P’ =
((915---59m), (71, --,7n)) such that i := i3 = iz and 03 = 01¢f for some integer z where
(oK, k) is the label of vy, for k = 1,...,n. Consider the normal decorated A-graph 2B shown
in Fig. where ¢’ and ¢’ are B-paths such that up(q¢’) = ug(q) and ug(q”) = c¢i. After
folding ¢'q" into gp; we obtain a tame decorated A-graph as shown in Fig. The resulting
decorated A-graph clearly folds onto a decorated A-graph that folds squares. Consequently
{Yp] contains a pre-bad vertex.

Finally, assume P has an obvious relation. By definition, P is equivalent to

((91, e agm)a (’Ylv cee 7’7n))

such that
Wn = |On<Cin>0;1 : Uﬂ0n<cin>0;1| < |On<cin>0;1 ) = 2 (*)

where U < 7§(0O) is generated by {g1,- .., Gm,¥1s---,Yn—1} and (og, i) is the label of i
for k = 1,...,n. We may assume o, = 1, so that v, = ¢;*. We consider three cases
depending on P’ := ((g1,---,9m), (V1 -+ s Yn-1))-

Case 1. P’ is of simple type. Thus there is a folded tame decorated A-graph 9B’ that
represents [P’]. Let B be the tame decorated A-graph described in Fig. that is, a circuit

! oA

p = p'p" is glued to the base vertex uj of B’ such that ps(p) = c;* and pus(p’) = c;’".

21



Figure 11: The decorated A-graph B in the case P folds peripheral elements.

Pn

D2

Figure 12: Folds onto a bad decorated A-graph.

It follows from (E[) that p’ can be folded with a closed path that lies entirely in B’. The
resulting decorated A-graph folds onto a decorated A-graph that folds peripheral paths
because the first edge of p’ can be folded with the first edge of p”, see Fig. Hence
the corresponding edge is crossed twice by the peripheral paths in the resulting marked

A-graph.
f olds
}

p/
p
!
Uy
p’ B U{p"}

%:%lu{p/ /!

Figure 13: The decorated A-graph B = %' U {p'p"}.

Case 2. P’ is of (almost) orbifold covering type. Let 9B’ be a minimal tame decorated
A-graph that represents [P’] such that a single elementary fold of type IITA turns 9B’ into
an (almost) orbifold covering type. Let 9B be the tame decorated A-graph that is obtained
from B’ by gluing a path p to the base vertex u} of B’ such that ug/(p) = ¢;”. Then B
is tame and contains B’ as a decorated sub-A-graph. Observe that the fold that turns 9’
into an (almost) orbifold cover can also be applied to B and so yields a decorated A-graph
which is the join of an (almost) orbifold cover and a circuit, and hence is not a (almost)
orbifold cover. Therefore the vertex represented by B is pre-bad.

Case 3. P’ is reducible, or fold peripheral elements, or has an obvious relation. In this
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case we apply the same argument as in the previous paragraphs with P’ playing the role
of P. O

3.5 Proof of Proposition [3.11

In this subsection we study bifurcations in the directed graph (2p} motivated by the fact
that Proposition follows easily once we prove that one of the following happens:

(R1) There is a unique root in p) represented by a folded decorated A-graph. In this
case, according to [Dutl Lemma 3.23] P is of simple type, that is, is of type (1).

(R2) All roots of €p are pre-orbifold covers and they fold onto equivalent orbifold covers.
In this case, according to [Dutl, Lemma 3.37], P is of orbifold covering type, that is,
P is of type (2).

(R3) All roots of §p) are pre-almost orbifold covers that fold onto equivalent almost
orbifold covers. In this case, according to [Dut, Lemma 3.37], P is of almost orbifold
covering type, that is, P is of type (3).

(R4) All roots of Qp) are pre-bad. In this case, P is of type (4).
This is accomplished by proving the following two lemmas.
Lemma 3.30. Assume that b+ b’. If b is pre-bad, then b’ is pre-bad.

Lemma 3.31. Let b, by and by be vertices of {p. Suppose that by # by and b — b; for
i =1,2. Then one of the following holds:

(A) by and by are pre-bad vertices.

(B) b1 and bs are pre-(almost) orbifold covers that project onto equivalent (almost) orb-
ifold covers.

(C) there is a vertex b’ such that b; — b for i =1,2. In other words, by and by have a
common projection in pj.

Proof of Lemma[3.30 and Lemma[3.31, For both proofs we need to consider the situation
that elementary folds F; and Fy are applicable to decorated A-graphs equivalent to a
minimal (with respect to the base vertex) tame decorated A-graphs. 8.

Suppose that F identifies the edges f1 and f5 and is based on = := a(f1) = a(f2) € VB
and Fy identifies the edges f3 and f; and is based on 2’ := «(f3) = a(f4) € VB. Let B,
(resp. B3) denote the decorated A-graph that is obtained from 9B by Fy (resp. Fb).

Lemma implies that any elementary fold that identifies f; and fo (resp. fs and
f4) in a decorated A-graph equivalent to B yields a decorated A-graph equivalent to 2B,
(resp. B). This allows us to replace B with an equivalent decorated A-graph, which we
still denote by B (observe that we only need auxiliary moves of type A2) in which the
labels of f; and fy are (a,e,b1) and (a, e, bs), and the labels of f5 and f4 are (¢, e,d;) and
(c,e,da). After applying an auxiliary move of type A0 to B and possibly after exchanging
f3 and f; we can further assume that one of the following holds:

(i) fs = f1 and f4 = fo, i.e. Fy and F; identify the same pair of edges in B.
(ii) Fy and Fy are elementary of type IIIA and f3 = ffl and f4 = f{l.
(iii) F) and Fy are of type TA and w(f3) = w(f1) and w(f1) = w(f2).

)

(iv) Fy and F5 are elementary and commute, i.e. if ¢ # j then F; does not change the
topology of the subgraph that carries Fj.
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(a,e,b)

(a,e,b)

Figure 15: F} and F are of type IA.

We first show that %B; is equivalent to By if (i) or (ii) occurs. In fact, if (i) occurs
then the equivalence follows from Lemma If (ii) occurs, then B, and B, differ by a
trivial element at the vertex tuples at x and z’, see Fig. This follows as F; adds the
trivial element to the vertex tuple T, and F5 adds the trivial element to the vertex tuple
T... Thus B, and B, are equivalent.

(a,e,b)
B. = (T%) By = (T)
(a,e,b)
n NG
(a,e,b) (a,e,b)
B, = <Tw> f By = <TI/ D (1)) B, = <Tac ©® (1)> f B, = <Tz/>

Figure 16: F; and F5 are of type ITIA.

To prove Lemma we need to consider the situation in which B; is tame and 8B,
is bad (or vice versa) and show that 9B, folds onto a bad decorated A-graph. To prove
Lemma we need to consider the situation in which B, and B, are tame but not
equivalent and we need to show that one of the following holds:

1. 9B, and B, fold onto bad decorated A-graphs (thus (A) occurs).
2. B, and B, fold onto equivalent (almost) orbifold covers (thus (B) occurs).
3. B, and B, fold onto equivalent tame decorated A-graphs (thus (C) occurs).

We can therefore assume that 987 is not equivalent to B,. We observe that configuration
(iii) or configuration (iv) necessarily occurs.

Let F| denote the fold that identifies the edges f5 and fy in B, and F} denote the
fold that identifies the edges f1 and fo in B5. Observe that F| and Fj are of type IITA
if configuration (iii) holds, and F; and F! (i = 1,2) are of same type if configuration (iv)
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holds.
B
y x
%1 %2
B ~ B,
An argument entirely analogous to [W2, Lemma 8] shows that the decorated A-graph B

that is obtained from 9B, by FJ is equivalent to the decorate A-graph 9B/ that is obtained
from B, by Fj. Thus in both configurations B is equivalent to B%.

We consider the case in which 9 is tame and 95 is bad (and therefore not tame) and
the case in which both 98, and B, are tame. The first case provides a proof for Lemma|3.30
and the second case provides a proof for Lemma [3.31

Case 1. Assume that 9B, is tame and Bs is bad. We will show that B, is bad which
implies that 2B is also bad. There are three subcases.

Case 1(a): B4 folds squares. By definition, there is f € EBy such that f is crossed twice
by the peripheral paths in Bs. Thus Fj(f) € EB} is crossed twice by the peripheral paths
in B,. Therefore B4 (and also B]) folds squares. This shows that B; folds onto a bad
decorated A-graph and is therefore pre-bad.

Case 1(b): B, does not fold squares and is collapsible. As 9B, is not tame there is w € V Bg
such that T2 is not minimal. Let v := Fj(w) € VBj. Thus T2 is a sub-tuple of 72" and
so T2 is not minimal. If B is collapsible, then it is bad (and so is B}). If B} is not
collapsible, then it follows from Lemma 3.20 of [Dut] that F} is of type ITTA. Thus F} adds
an element to some vertex tupleof B5. Thus two vertices have non empty tuple in B and
one of them is not minimal some vertex in B/ has tuple of size greater than 1. In both
cases B}, cannot be an (almost) orbifold cover. Therefore B4 (and therefore also B%) is
bad.

Case 1(c): Bo does not fold squares and is not collapsible. Lemma 3.20 of [Dut] implies
that Fy is of type ITIA, i.e. w(f3) = w(f4). Thus the tuple associated to ys := Fa(w(f3)) =
Fy(w(fs)) € VBsy is non-empty. Since the property of being non-collapsible is preserved
under folds we see that B} is not collapsible. Lemma implies that B} cannot be an
(almost) orbifold cover because B, is bad. Therefore B/ (and therefore also B) is bad.
This completes the proof of case (1).

Case 2. Assume now that 87 and B, are tame. Denote by b; the vertex of Q[p] represented
by core(B;,u;). If B. is bad, then clearly by and by are pre-bad. If B8] is an (almost)
orbifold cover, then b, are pre-(almost) orbifold covers. Finally, if B/ is tame, then b; and
bs have a common projection, namely b’ := [core(B], u})] = [core(Bh, uh)]. O

Proof of Proposition[3.11 We first show that Qpp) has only roots of one type meaning that
exactly one of cases (R1)-(R4) spelled out in the beginning of this subsection occurs. The
proof is by contradiction. Thus we assume that {p) contains distinct types. As shown in
[W2] the set

Qp) == {b € Qppy | b projects onto roots of distinct types}

is non-empty. Choose b € {2, such that h(b) is minimal. Let b} and b/ be roots of distinct
type that b projects onto. Choose b; and bs such that b — b; and b; projects onto b for
¢ =1,2. The minimality of A(b) implies that there is no common projection of b; and bs.
As b} and b), are of distinct types, b; and by are not pre-(almost) orbifold covers whose
representatives fold onto equivalent (almost) orbifold covers. Lemma implies that by
and by are bad vertices. Lemma implies that b} and b} are bad vertices which means
that they are the same type, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of the proposition as the uniqueness claim in the case of
partitioned tuples of (almost) orbifold covering type follows from Lemmaﬂ O
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3.6 Auxiliary results regarding partitioned tuples

In this section we prove some auxiliary results regarding partitioned tuples in the funda-
mental group of a small orbifold. The main ingredient is the notion of foldability of an
A-graph.

Let C be an A-graph and let u be a vertex of C. We say that two edges f and g starting
at u are equivalent if [f] = [g] € EA and 0? = cof € Ay, for some ¢ € C,, (that is, f and
g can be folded by a not necessarily elementary fold). The number of distinct equivalence
classes is denoted by l¢(u).

Remark 3.32. Observe that when C is locally surjective the number of equivalence classes
is given by l¢(u) = val(v, A) - |A, : Cy| for any u € VC| where v = [u] € V A.

Definition 3.33. The foldability of C at uw € VC' is defined as
folde(u) :=val(u,C) — l¢(u).
The foldability of C is defined as

fold(C):= Y foldc(u).

ueV<e

Definition 3.34. The foldability of a decorated A-graph B is defined as
fold(®B) := fold(core(B))
where B is the underlying A-graph of ‘B.

Lemma 3.35. Let C and C' be A-graphs. Assume that C is locally surjective and C' is
obtained from C by a single fold of type IIIA affecting the vertex y that preserves the rank
of the fundamental group.

Then the fold replaces the trivial vertex group Cy by a non-trivial vertex group CZI/ and
the following hold:

(1) fold(C') < fold(C) if and only if the underlying surface of O is a disk and C,, =
Ay = Zy. Hence O = D?*(2,m) for some m > 2.

(2) fold(C") = fold(C) if and only if one of the following occurs:

(a) the underlying surface of O is an annulus and C,, = Ay = Zy. Hence O = A(2).
b) the underlying surface of O is a disk, C! = Zs, and Ay, = Zy4. Hence O =
Y lv]
D2(4,m) for some m > 2.

Proof. Assume the fold identifies the edges f1 and fo with  := a(f1) = a(f2). As the fold
affects the vertex y we have w(f1) = w(f2) = y.

The first claim is trivial as the fold is assumed to be rank preserving. Note further that
C’ is also locally surjective since any vertex of C’ is the image of some vertex of C. We can
therefore use remark to compute fold(C) and fold(C").

At x we have folde (x) = folde(x) — 1 since C, does not change and two equivalent
edges starting at x get identified. As two edges starting at y also get identified, we obtain

folde:(y) = folde(y) = wal(y,C") —ler(y) = val(y, C) + le(y)
= (val(y,C) = 1) —wal([y], A) - |Ay : Cy| —
—(val(y, C) —val([y], A) - [Afy) : Cyl)
= (val(y,C) — 1) —wal([y], A) - Ay : C@” -
—(val(y, C) —val([y], A) - |Ary 1)
= —1+wal(fyl, A) - (Al = [Ay : Cyl)-
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Therefore

fold(C') — fold(C)

folde (z) — folde(z) + folde (y) — folde(y)
—1—14wal([yl, A) - (A = 1Ay : Cyl)
= —2+wal([y), A) - (|Ay| — A : C)))

(1) The previous calculation shows that fold(C') < fold(C) if and only if
val([yl, A) - (A | — [Ap) - Cl) < 1,
which implies that
val([y],A) =1 and |A[y] : C;| = |A[U]‘ —1.

Note that

|A[y] : C;‘ =[A,| -1 iff Ay = C?; >~ 7.
Moreover val([y], A) = 1 implies that the underlying surface of O is a disk which proves
the claim.

(2) The calculations from the previous paragraphs show that fold(C') = fold(C) if and
only if val([y], A) - (|Ayy)| — [Apy) : Cy|) = 2. i.e. if one of the following occurs:

(i) val([y],A) =2 and |A[y] : C;‘ = ‘A[y}l — 1.

(ii) val([y], A) =1 and |Ap, : C)| = |Afy] — 2.

Item (i) occurs if and only if Ap; = C, = Z,. Hence we are in situation (2.a). Item (ii)
occurs if and only if A[y] =~ 7,4 and Cz,/ & 7 since Z, contains a non-trivial subgroup of
index n — 2 if and only if n = 4. As val([y], A) = 1 the underlying surface of O is a disk
and so we are in situation (2.b). O

Lemma 3.36. Let C and C' be A-graphs. Assume that C is locally surjective and that C’
is obtained from C by a single fold of type IA identifying vertices y; and yo that preserves
the rank of the fundamental group.

Then fold(C") > fold(C) and fold(C') = fold(C) if and only if one of the following
hold:

(a) the underlying surface of O is an annulus and Ay} = Apy,) = 1.
(b) the underlying surface of O is a disk and Ay} = Apy,) = Zs.

Proof. Assume that the fold is based on the edges f1 and fo with = := «a(f1) = a(fq).
Thus y1 = w(f1) and ya = w(f2). Denote the common image of y; and ys (resp. f1 and
f2) under the fold by y (resp. f). Thus [y] = [y1] = [y2] € VA and [f] = [f1] = [f2] € EA.

As in the previous lemma we have folde(x) = folde(x) — 1. On the other hand, as
the fold is ranking preserving, we can assume that C,, = 1. Consequently C} = C,,. A
simple calculation then yields

folde (y) — folde(y1) — folde(y2) = —1 +wal([y], A) - | Ay

and so
fold(C') — fold(C) = =2 + val([y], A) - | Ay -

Consequently,
fold(C") < fold(C) iff wal([y], A) =1 and |A,| = 1.

But this cannot occur because if A has only one edge then its vertex groups are non-trivial.
Moreover, fold(C') = fold(C) if and only if one of the following holds:

(i) val([y],A) =2 and |Ap,| = 1.
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(ii) wal([y], A) = 1 and |Ap,| = 2
Therefore we are in case (a) if (i) occurs and in case (b) if (ii) occurs. O

Definition 3.37. We say that a partitioned tuple P in 7$(0O) is critical if one of the
following holds:

1. P is of simple type and is equivalent to (7”, P’) such that T’ contains an angle-
minimal element.

2. P is of type (2), that is, P is of orbifold covering type.

3. P is of type (4), that is, P is reducible, folds peripheral elements, or has an obvious
relation.

Otherwise we say that P is non-critical.

Lemma 3.38. Let P be a partitioned tuple in w9(O). If P is equivalent to (T, P) such
that T contains an angle-minimal element, then P is critical.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that P cannot be of almost orbifold covering type. It is not hard
to construct a tame decorated A-graph 9B that represents [P] with the property that some
vertex tuple contains an angle-minimal element. Any decorated A-graph (tame or not) that
is obtained from B by finitely many folds will have the same property. This shows that
B does not fold onto a pre-almost orbifold cover because in pre-almost orbifold covers all
vertex tuples are angle-minimal. Therefore P is not of almost orbifold covering type. O

Proposition 3.39. Let (T, P) be a partitioned tuple of simple type in w$(O) and let b be
an arbitrary element of 7$(0). IfU := (T @ P) < 7§(O) is of finite index, then (T ® (b), P)
is critical.

Proof. Choose a folded and minimal (i.e. B = core(B, u1)) tame decorated A-graph

= (B, Uy, (Tu)uEVB» (pj)lgjgn)

that represents the equivalence class of (T, P). We construct a tame decorated A-graph
B’ such that (i) B’ represents the equivalence class of (T'® (b), P) and (ii) fold(B’) = 2.

We first glue a circuit p to the base vertex uy € V B such that the corresponding A-path
up: (p) represents b € 7 (A, v1) = 7¢(O). Denote the resulting A-graph by B. Observe that

P-HP=Cp

B =2 U{p}

Figure 17: Folding the loop p into ‘B.

B is a sub-A-graph of B. Therefore we can define B := (B,u1, (Tw)uev B, (Pj)1<j<n)- The
hypothesis that |G : U| < oo implies that B is locally surjective. Therefore, all but one
edge of p, say f, can be folded into B. Let 9B’ denote the resulting decorated A-graph. The
construction of B’ is described in Fig. Note that 9B’ is tame since B is not affected
in this folding sequence. As Fig. |17 suggests, one can also obtain 98’ from B by gluing a
non-loop edge to B. Since VB’ = VB and B,, = B,, for all u € VB’ it follows that the
A-graph underlying 98’ is locally surjective. Moreover, the above description of B’ implies
that fold(B') = 2.

Any fold that preserves tameness necessarily preserves the rank of the fundamental
group. Therefore, if (T @ (b), P) is of almost orbifold covering type (resp. of simple type)
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then B’ folds onto a pre-almost orbifold cover (resp. onto a folded decorated A-graph) B”.
In both cases fold(B”) < 2 and therefore some fold decreases foldability. Lemmas
and imply that there is a tame decorated A-graph B’ that represents (T @ (b), P)
such that some vertex tuple contains an angle-minimal element. Therefore (T' @ (b), P) is
equivalent to (77, P’) such that 7" contains an angle-minimal element. Lemma implies
that (T @ (b), P) is critical. O

Proposition 3.40. Let P = (T, P) be a partitioned tuple of simple type and let ¢ € 7$(O)
correspond to a boundary component of O, that is, ¢ is a mazimal peripheral element of
m0(0). Assume that (c¢) N (T & P) = (¢*) for some z # 0 and let w € Z \ {0}. Then
(T, (c*) @ P) is critical.

Proof. Put U := (I'® P) and let n : O’ — O be the covering corresponding to U <
m9(0). We may assume that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the elements
in (¢*) ® P and the compact boundary components of O'. In fact, if there is v € P such
that « and ¢® correspond to the same boundary component of O’ then (T, (¢*) & P) folds
peripheral elements; hence it is critical. If there is a boundary component of O’ that does
not correspond to any element in (¢?) & P then (T, P) is equivalent to (T & (¢*), P’) and
so (T, (c") @ P) is equivalent to (T" @ (¢?),(c") @ P’) which is either reducible or has
an obvious relation; again it is critical. Therefore U is of finite index in 7{(0). Now an
argument similar to the argument given in the previous lemma shows that (7, (¢*) @ P) is
critical. O

Lemma 3.41. Let B = (B,u1, (Tuw)uevB, (Pj)i<j<n) be an almost orbifold cover with
exceptional vertex y € VB. Then fold(B) > 2 unless the following hold:

(i) the underlying surface of O is a disk and Ay, = Zoyy1 for some 1 > 1.

(i1) val(y, B) = 2. In particular, T, = (5[23;]) and hence B, = Ap,).

d

Proof. By definition, B is folded at all vertices except at y. Moreover, B, = (s[y

]> where
val([y], A) - |Ap| > val([y], A) - d = length T's (y) > val([y], A) - |Apy) : Byl.

The previous inequalities imply that the generator s‘[iy] of B, is not angle-minimal. Thus
there is 7 > 2 such that d = r - [A}; : By|. Therefore

fold(B) = folds(y)
= wval(y, B) — ls(y)
length T's (y) — val([y], A) - [Afy) : Byl
r-val(lyl, A) - [Ap) = By| = val([y], 4) - |4
= (r—1)-vala([y]) - |Ay) : Byl

y] : By

Therefore fold(®B) < 1 if and only if val([y],A) = 1, r = 2 and [A, : By| = 1. The
equality [Ap,) : By| = 1 implies that d = r and the equality val([y], A) = 1 implies that
underlying surface of O is a disk since val([y], A) coincides with the number of boundary
components of O. Moreover

d—1=wal([y], A)d —val([y], A)| A : By| = length Tz (y) — val([y], A)| A, : By| <1

implies that d < 2 and therefore d = 2. As (s{)) = B, = Ay, it follow that A}, =
ZLig141.- O
Proposition 3.42. Let (T, P) be a partitioned tuple of (almost) orbifold covering type
in w0(0). Then the partitioned tuples (T ® (b), P) and (T, (v) @ P) are critical for any
b e n{(O) and for any labeled peripheral element v € 79(O).
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Proof. Assume first that (T, P) is of orbifold covering type. We will show that (T'& (b), P)
is critical. The argument to show that (7, (y) @ P) is critical is analogous.

Let n : O — O be the covering corresponding to U := (T @ P) < 79(0). Choose
a boundary component C' C 9O and let ¢ € 7§(O) correspond to C. We may arrange
(T, P) so that P = Py® (71, ..,7s) where v1,...,7s € 79(O’) correspond to the boundary
components of @' that cover C. By definition, there is are a; € 79(O) and z; € Z \ {0}
such that ~; = aicziai_l for all 1 <7 <'s. After conjugating (T, P) by al_l we may assume
that v, = ¢*.

Since maximal peripheral subgroups of U have the form u({y)u~! with u € U and v € P,
there is w € U and j € {1,..., s} such that u{y;)u=' = b(c)b='* NU. Thus b = ua;c* for
some u € U and some z € Z. If j > 2 then

(T@(b)7po@(’}/1,,’}/s)) ~ (T@(ajCZ),P()ED(71,...7’}/j,...,’}/5))
~ (T (a;c®),Ph® (ajcz'ylcfzaj_l, e Ve sYs))
(T @ (ajc®), Py ® (ajczlaj_l, . ..ajczfaj_l, ceYs))-

which shows that P folds peripheral elements. If j = 1 then

T (1), P& (1,---17s)) (T & (ue®), o (72005005 7s))
(T@ (CZ)7P0€B (0215727'”773))

(T (), Po® (c**, 72y, 7s))-

2

where z = gz; +w with 0 < w < z;. Therefore P is reducible (if w = 0) or has an obvious
relation (if w # 0).

Assume now that (7, P) is of almost orbifold covering type. Let (n: O" — O,[P’]) be
a marking of almost orbifold covering type that represents the equivalence class of (T, P).
By definition, there is a cone point x of O such that

Nony-1) : 0"\ {n' (@)} = O\ {a}

is an orbifold cover of finite degree. Therefore U := (T @ P) is of finite index in 79(O). Let
A : O — O be the covering corresponding to U := (T'® P) < n¢(0) and let 61,...,8,, €U
correspond to the boundary components of O. Since U is of finite index it follows that any
peripheral element of U is (in U) conjugate into (d;) for some 1 <4 < m. From the fact
that n]on (-1(x)} is of finite degree we conclude that for any i € {1,...,m} there is (not
unique) v € P such that v is conjugate (in U) into (4;). The argument is now similar to
the argument given in the previous case. O

Proposition 3.43. Let (T, P) be an arbitrary partitioned tuple in G := 7$(O) and let v a
labeled peripheral element of G. Then one of the following holds:

(1) (T ® (), P) is critical.
(2) (T ® (v),P) and (T, (y) ® P) are non-critical and of simple type.

Proof. Put P := (T @ (v),P) and P’ := (T,(y) ® P). Note first that the definition
of equivalence implies that if P’ is equivalent to (T”,(y’) & P’) then P is equivalent to
(T"® (), P').
We need to consider all possibilities for P’ spelled out in Proposition
(1) P’ is of simple type. By definition, P’ is equivalent to (T”, (v')® (71, - - -, 7,)) such that
U = (T")x ()= (7)) x. . .x(v},) and rank(U) = size(T)+size(P)+1 where U := (T®(v)®P)
and 7’ correspond to 7. We observed in the previous paragraph that P is equivalent to
(T"® (), (74 -+ »7,)). Therefore P’ of simple type implies that P is also of simple type.
Let n : O" — O be the cover corresponding to U < G. Observe that P’ is non-critical
it T® (y) @ P is a rigid generating tuple of n¢(core(O’)) which is equivalent to P be
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non-critical. Therefore P and P’ are either non-critical of simple type (which puts us
exclusively in case (2)) or both are critical (which puts us exclusively into case (1)).

(2) P’ is of orbifold covering type. Let n : O' — O be the orbifold covering corresponding
toU:= (T (y)®P) <nf(0). If O is a surface, then P is clearly reducible since vy is
a consequence of the remaining generators. If O’ has at least one cone point then we the
standard presentation of U = 7§(O’) reveals that (up to equivalence) the elements in P
determine free factors of U. Since T'® (v) @ P is a minimal non-rigid generating tuple of U
we conclude that P is equivalent to (77, P') with T” containing an angle-minimal element.
Therefore P is critical and of simple type.

(8) P is of almost orbifold covering type. Let B’ = (B',u}, (T} )wevn, (Pi)i<i<nt1)
be a minimal (i.e. B’ = core(B’)) almost orbifold cover that corresponds to [P’] and let
y € VB’ be the exceptional vertex of B’. We may assume that the peripheral path p], 4
corresponds to . Observe that P = (T @ (v), P) is represented by the tame and minimal
decorated A-graph B := (B,u1, (Tu)uecvB, (Pj)1<j<n) Where (B,ui) = (B, u}), T, = T,
forallu € VB = VB, and p; = p for 1 < j < n, that is, we obtain B by simply removing
the peripheral path p/,,; from the defining data of %B’.

In what follows we can assume that all folds preserve the rank of the fundamental
groups since otherwise P is either of type (4) or of surface covering type, and therefore
critical. There are two cases to consider depending on the foldability of 9.

Case 1. fold(B) = fold(B') > 2. Since the foldability of pre-(almost) orbifold covers is
equal to one and the foldability of folded decorated A-graphs is equal to zero, we conclude
that, if B folds onto such a decorated A-graph, there must be some fold that decreases
foldability. According to Lemma [3.35] and Lemma [3.36] an element of order two must be
added to some vertex tuple, which implies that P is equivalent to (T, P) with T containing
an element of order two and therefore angle-minimal. This shows that P is critical.

Case 2. fold(B) = fold(®8’) = 1. Lemma applied to the almost orbifold cover 9B’
implies that the following hold:

(i) the underlying surface of O is a disk and Apy; = (s | 5[2;]“)

(ii) val(y, B) = val(y, B') = 2 and T, = T}, = (s?,).

Observe that (i) and (ii) imply that B, = B, = Ap,). Put Star(y, B) := {fi, f2}. As
fold(™B) = fold(®B') = 1 we conclude that the only fold that can be applied to B is the
fold, which we denote by F, that identifies f; and fo. Let B” be the decorated A-graph
that is obtained from B by F'.

If the foldability increases then the argument given in case 1 shows that P is critical.

If fold(B") < fold(B) = 1 then fold(B"”) = 0 and so B” is folded. in particular B”
cannot be an almost orbifold cover. Lemma tells us that folds of type IA do not de-
crease foldability. Thus F it of type IIIA; hence z := w(f1) = w(f2) € VB. Lemma[3.35[1)
implies that the following hold:

(i) Ap] = Zo; hence O = D?(2,21 +1).

(ii’) F adds s[iz]l to B, = B. = 1; hence B = Ay,).

From this we conclude that P if P is of simple type then it is critical since B” contains a
tuple with an angle-minimal element.

Finally we deal with the case that F' preserves foldability. Lemma [3.36] combined with
the fact that O = D?(mq, mz) with my = 21 + 1, implies that F is of type IITA, that is,
z:=w(f1) =w(fz) e VB =VB. Lemmaimplies that Ap,) = Z4 and F adds s[QZ] to
B! which is angle-minimal. From this we conclude, that P cannot be of almost orbifold
cover and if P is of simple type then it is critical. Both claims follow from the fact that
any decorated A-graph that is obtained from 98" by a fold will contain a vertex tuple with
an angle-minimal element.
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(4) P’ is reducible. Then P is reducible and therefore critical.

(5) P’ has an obvious relation. Thus P’ = (T, (v) @ P) is equivalent to a partitioned tuple
(T”,(v"") @ P") such that

Z// = ‘0//<Ci”>(0//)_1 . U// ﬂo"(ciu>(0”)_1| < |0”<Ci”>(0”)_1 . <'7”>|

where U"” = (T & P") and (0”,4") is the label of v". Let " € (v") @ P” correspond to v,
that is, ~y is carried by the elementary equivalences onto ~/

If v/ € P” then the previous inequality shows that P has an obvious relation. Thus
assume " =~/ that is, 7" corresponds to v. We can also assume that P” := (T", P") is
of simple type since all other possibilities for P” imply that P is critical. We can further
assume that the elements of P” correspond to all but one boundary component of the
orbifold corresponding to U” as otherwise we can assume that T contains o” cf,l,/ (")t
and so P is reducible. These assumptions on P imply that |7$(O) : U”| < co. It now
follows from Lemma [3.39] that (T & (v), P) is critical.

(6) P’ folds peripheral elements. By definition P’ is equivalent to

(T, (v, 7) & P")

such that the labels of v{' and 74 satisfy i := i,y = i,y and o,y = oyc? for some z € Z.
If none of 47,~4 correspond to 7, then P” = (v") @ P} with 4" corresponding to . Thus
P is equivalent to

(T" & (v"), (1, 75) & Fy)

which shows that P folds peripheral elements. Thus assume that +} corresponds to =.
Thus P is equivalent to

(T" & (W), (v3) © P")

which in turn is equivalent to
(T" e ("), (v2) & P")

with 7" € (v{,~4) such that v =1 or

lorg (e dorgt = (V) < longrfes, Jot = (.

Therefore P is either reducible or has an obvious relation. O

Corollary 3.44. Let (T, P) and (To, Py) be a partitioned tuples in 7$(0). If (T, P) is
critical or of (almost) orbifold covering type, then (T ® Ty, P & Py) is critical.

Proof. If (T, P) is of (almost) orbifold covering type then the result follows from Proposi-
tion

If (T, P) is of type (4) then the result is easily verified.

Finally if (T, P) is of simple type then (T, P) is equivalent to (7', P) such that T contains
an angle-minimal element. The result now follows as (T' @ Ty, P @ Py) is equivalent to
(T Ty, P P). O

4 The global picture

In this section we will recall some definitions contained in Section 4 of [Dut]. We never-
theless assume that the reader is familiar with the language developed in [Dut].

Let O be a sufficiently large orbifold. Then there is a non-empty (not unique) collection
Y1,...,7 of pairwise disjoint simple closed curves on O such that the closure of each
component of @ —~; U ... U, is a small orbifold. Let A’ := A'(O,71,...,7) be the
corresponding graph of groups and let vg € VA’. The orbifold version of the Seifert-Van
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Kampen theorem implies that 7 (A’ vg) = 7§(O). For technical reasons we replace A’ by
its barrycentric subdivision A. Thus for each edge e of A’ there is a vertex v, with infinite
cyclic group corresponding to 7; for some i. The vertices of A arising from edges of A’ are
called peripheral and the remaining vertices will be called non-peripheral.

We use the same terminology for A-graphs, i.e. we say that a vertex u of an A-graph
B is peripheral (resp. non-peripheral) if the corresponding vertex [u] € V A is peripheral
(resp. non-peripheral). The set of peripheral (resp. non-peripheral) vertices is denoted by
VpB (resp. Vi, B).

Let B be an A-graph and f € EB labeled (a, e,b) such that z := «(f) is non-peripheral
and By # 1. Then any generator of the cyclic group af(By) = aae(Bf)a™' < B, is
called a peripheral element associated to f. Any peripheral element associated to f will
be denoted by v¢. Throughout we will always assume that any such 5 is labeled (a,e) €
Ay x Star([x], A). For more details see [Dutl Subsection 4.1].

4.1 Marked A-graphs

In this section we define marked A-graphs. Before we need to recall the notion of A-graph
of orbifold type defined in Subsection 4.2 of [Dut].

Definition 4.1. We say that a finite and folded A-graph C is of orbifold type if:
1. C is non-empty (possibly consisting of a single vertex).
2. |Ap : Oyl < oo forallz € VCUEC.
3. C is locally surjective at non-peripheral vertices.
4. there is at least one vertex at which C is not locally surjective.

An A-graph of orbifold type consisting of a single vertex is called degenerate. Otherwise
we say that it is non-degenerate.

Definition 4.2. Let C be an A-graph of orbifold type. A boundary vertex of C is a vertex
at which C is not locally surjective.

To any A-graph of orbifold type C there corresponds a unique compact orbifold O¢
with non-empty boundary which is defined as the union of the finite covers of the vertex
orbifolds Oy, corresponding to the subgroups C, < Ap,) = 77(Oy,)) as u ranges over the
vertex set of C. The fundamental group of the graph of groups associated to C is canonically
isomorphic (via Seifert-van-Kampen Theorem) to the fundamental group of Oc. We say
that O¢ is the orbifold associated to C.

Observe that O¢ is a simple closed curve iff C is degenerate. If C is non-degenerate, then
there is a one-to-one correspondence between the boundary vertices of C and the boundary
components of O¢.

Definition 4.3. A marked A-graph of orbifold type is a triple (C,uc,T¢) where C is an
A-graph of orbifold type, uc is a vertex of C and T¢ is a rigid generating tuple of 1 (C, uc)
meaning that the corresponding generating tuple of 79(O¢) = 71 (C, uc) is rigid.

Let B be an A-graph and let & be a collection of marked A-graphs of orbifold type such
that the following hold:

(A.1) for each (C,uc,Tc) € €, the A-graph C is a sub-A-graph of B.

(A.2) the members of € are pairwise disjoint.
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The set of wvertices of orbifold type with respect to € and the set of edges of orbifold type
with respect to € are defined as

vaB:== |J VC and EfB:= |J EC
(C,uc,Tc)E% (C,uc,Tc)G%

The set of exceptional vertices with respect to €, and the set of exceptional edges with
respect to € are defined as

Ve B=V,,B\VSB and E¢_B:=FEB\E%,B.

Definition 4.4. Let B be an A-graph. A marking of B consists of the following:

(I) a finite collection ¥ of marked A-graphs of orbifold type satisfying conditions (A.1)
and (A.2).

(IT) a partitioned tuple P, = (Ty,P,) in Ap) = 77(Op) for each v € VB that is
exceptional with respect to &, that is, for each v € V.¢_B.

exc

such that the following hold:
1. for any u € V,B with B,, # 1 there is (C,uc,T¢) € € such that v € VC.

2. P,=(Vp»---»7Yf,) Where {f1,..., fn} = Star(u, B) N E(B) where E(B) denotes the
set {f € EB| By # 1}.

3. T, ® P, generates B, < Ay,
4. for any f € E¢ BN E(B) with a(f) € V, B the following hold:

(a) there is (C,uc,T¢) € € such that a(f) is a boundary vertex of C.
(b) w(f) is an exceptional vertex with respect to ¢, i.e. w(f) € V.%.B.
(¢) By = ag (05 Ba(pyos) = af (Bags))-
5. for any f # g € E(B) such that a(f) = a(g) € V,,B it holds [f] # [g].
Definition 4.5. A marked A-graph is a tuple B = (B,%, (Pu)ucve ) where:

1. B is m-surjective, i.e. the homomorphism ¢p : m1 (B, ug) — 71 (A, vg) associated to B
is surjecvitve for some (and therefore any) ug € V B such that [ug] = vo.

2. (¢, (Pu)ueve_p) is a marking of B.

The A-graph B (resp. the underlying graph B of B) is called the underlying A-graph
(resp. underlying graph) of B.

Definition 4.6. A marked A-graph B = (B,%, (Pu)ucve p) s a special almost orbifold
covering with a good marking if the following hold:

1. V.2.B = {u} and P, is of almost orbifold covering type.

exc

2. Ef B = Star(u, B)*! and By # 1 for all f € Star(u, B).

exrc

3. For each (C,uc,T¢) € € with C is non-degenerate and each boundary vertex of u’ of
C there is a unique f € Star(u, B) such that w(f) = u'.

4. For each (C,uc,T¢) € € such that C is degenerate there are unique f # f’ €
Star(u, B) such that w(f) = w(f’) =u'.

Definition 4.7. We say that a marked A-graph B = (B,%, (T)ucve_p) is tame if Py, is

non-critical and of simple type for any v € V.2 _B.
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Remark 4.8. Observe that a special almost orbifold covering with a good marking is not
tame since it has an exceptional vertex such that the corresponding partitioned tuple is
not of simple type.

The tuple associated to a marked A-graph. In [Dut] Section 4.4] we explained how a
marked A-graph yields a Nielsen equivalence class of generating tuples of 7§(O) = 71 (A, vp).
We recall the construction. Assume that B = (B,%, (Pu)ueve p) is a (not necessarily
tame) marked A-graph. Let Y C B be a maximal %-subtree (that is, ¥ is a maximal
subtree of B such that Y NC is a maximal subtree of C for each (C,uc,T¢) € €). Let E be
a subset of EB such that E contains either e or e~! for every pair {e,e '} C E¢ B\ EY.

exrc

Let ug € VB with [ug] = vg € VA (the base vertex of A). Finally, for any u € VB let
Pu = 13 €u,1, 17 R 17 Cu,dy s 1

where e, 1, ..., €y,q, is the unique reduced path in Y from ug to u. We define T}];?:u0 as the
tuple consisting of the following elements:

L. for every e € E, the element g, := [pa(e) - 1,¢,1 'p;(le)].

2. for each u € V.%_B and each b in T,,, the element [p, - b - p;].

exrc

3. for each (C,uc,T¢) € ¢ and b in Te, the element [py, - b- p,].

Remark 4.9. Note that for each u € V. B there is a subtuple Ty, of Ty,, that cor-
responds to Ty, such that (Ty, ) < m1(B,uo) is isomorphic to (T,) < B,. Similarly, for
each (C,uc,Tc) € € there is a subtuple TQUO of T}]?’uo that corresponds to T¢ such that
(T ) < m1 (B, ug) is isomorphic to m (C, uc).

It is a consequence of [KMW) Proposition 2.4] that T}%uo is a generating tuple of
m1(B, ug). It further follows from [Dutl, Lemma 4.16] that for a fixed base vertex ug the
Nielsen equivalence class determined by T)]}:fuo does not depend on the choice of the maximal
@-subtree Y. When we replace ug by u, € VB with [uj] = vp we obtain a tuple that is
conjugate to ¢B(T1]/3,u0)- Since conjugate generating tuples are Nielsen equivalent and since

T (A, v0) = ¢p(mi(B,uo)) = ps((T¥,,) = (68(T%,,))

we conclude that the Nielsen equivalence class of generating tuples of 71 (A, vg) determined
by ¢B(T1]/3,u0) does not depend on Y and on uy. Thus the following definition makes sense.

Definition 4.10. Let B be a marked A-graph. We define [Tg] as the Nielsen equivalence
class determined by ¢5(T?UO) where Y is an arbitrary maximal %-subtree of B and ug is
an arbitrary vertex of type vyp.

Equivalence of marked A-graphs. In this section we define equivalence of marked
A-graphs. Let B = (B, %, (Pu)ueve_p) be a (not necessarily tame) marked A-graph. An
elementary move on B (see [Dut], Section 4.5]) consists of one of the following modifications:

(1) A Nielsen move, i.e.

(i) for some (C,uc,Tc) € € replace T¢ by a Nielsen equivalent tuple Tj.

(ii) for some vertex u € V.

2B replace T, in P, = (T, P,) by a Nielsen equivalent
tuple T7.

(2) A peripheral move of type (i), i.e. for some u € V. B replace P, = (71,...,7,) in

Py = (Ty, P,) by P, = (721(1), . ,fyi’(bn)) where o € S, and €1,...,e, € {£1}.
(3) A tame auxiliary move of type A2.

(4) A peripheral move of type (ii): for some u € V.2 B replace T, = (g1,...,9m) in

Pu = (Tu7Pu) by T»L/,, = (91a-~-79i—17'79i’7/agi+1a---agm) Where 1 S 1 S m and
v, € PEL.
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(5) An auxiliary move of type AO or of type Al.

Definition 4.11. We say that two marked A-graphs B and B’ are equivalent, and write
B =~ B’, if B’ is obtained from B by a finite sequence of elementary moves. The equivalence
class of B is denoted by b.

It follows from [Dutl Lemma 4.18] that equivalent marked A-graphs define Nielsen
equivalent generating tuples of 71 (A, vg). Thus it makes sense to define [T},] := [I] where
B is an arbitrary representative of b.

4.2 Tame elementary folds

In this section we discuss tame elementary folds that can be applied to a tame marked
A-graph B = (B, %, (Pu)ueve_p)- Such a fold yields an A-graph B’ (as any fold does)
that does not always inherit a marking from B. If it does, then the obtained marked A-
graph B = (B',¢", (P,,),cv+ /) represents the same Nielsen class as B, i.e. [Tp/] = [IB],
and has lower complexity. We do not allow all folds that are applicable to the underlying
A-graph B.

We first discuss folds of type IIA. They can be applied to an edge f if it satisfies
conditions (I1.1)-(I1.3) introduced below. These conditions imply in particular that we do
not apply such a fold to some edge if it can be folded by a fold of type IA or IITA onto
an edge with non-trivial edge group. The following lemma clarifies when such an edge f
exists.

Lemma 4.12. Let B = (B, %, (Pu)ycve p) be a tame marked A-graph. Let f be an edge
of B labeled (a,e,b) and initial vertex x := a(f). Suppose that the following hold:

(II.1) By = 1.

(I1.2) B, Naae(Ac)a™t < Ay is non-trivial.

(I.3) f cannot be folded with any edge in Star(x, B) N E(B).
Then one of the following holds:

(El.0) x is a boundary vertex of C for some (C,uc,T¢c) € €.

(El.1) x is exceptional (and hence Py is non-critical of simple type) and Py is equivalent to
(T/ D (ry/)v (’Yi, v ,'Y;L)) such that

By =(T") % {¥) * (1) * ... % {75)
where 4 is conjugate to a generator of B, Nac.(Ac)a™t. In particular,

(T, ()& (45 m))
is mon-critical and of simple type.

FEl.2) x is exceptional, B, = (T, ® P,) < Ay, is of finite index, and the elements in P,
[«]
correspond to all but one boundary component of the orbifold corresponding to B, .

Proof. Assume first that z is of orbifold type (which is the case if = is peripheral since
(I1.2) implies that B, # 1). Thus there is (C,uc,T¢) € € such that z € VC. By definition
C is locally surjective at all interior vertices. It therefore follows from (II.3) that x is a
boundary vertex of C, and so (EL0) holds.

Assume now that z is exceptional. The tameness of B implies that P, is non-critical
and of simple type. Let n, : Op, — O be the orbifold covering corresponding to
By < Apy = m9(Of) and let v; € Ajy) such that (v}) = By Naae(Ac)a™" < Ajy). Assume
that {f1,..., fu} = Star(z, B)N E(B). Thus P, = (vf,,---,7f,)-
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If there is 1 < i < n such that 7} and vy, correspond to the same boundary component
of Op,, then f can be folded with f; and so we obtain a contradiction to (II.3). Thus we
may assume that this is not the case. If Op, has at least k 4+ 2 (not necessarily compact)
boundary components then

By = Bo* () % (1) * ... * (73)

where 7/ (resp. 7") correspond to the same boundary component of Op, as 7y, (resp. 'y})
Now an argument similar as the one given in the proof of Lemma shows that (El.1)
holds. If Op, has k + 1 boundary components then clearly (EL.2) holds. O

Remark 4.13. Observe that when (EL.2) holds, then Lemma together with the fact
that P, is non-critical of simple type implies that T, & P, is a rigid generating tuple of
Bm = ﬂ?(oBm).

Remark 4.14. When (EL.1) holds, then possibly after applying auxiliary moves to B that
only affect the vertex x and the edges staring at x, we may assume that

Po=(T"& (), (V7))
This follows from [Dutl, Lemma 4.17].

The previous remark motivates the following definition.

Definition 4.15. Let B, f and x be as in Lemma [I.12] We say that f is normalized if
(ELO) or (EL.2) holds or if (EL1) holds and

Po=(Tp® (V) (s m))  and By = (T) % (vp) % (1) % ... % (7,)

where 7} is a generator of B, Nac.(A.)a™ 1 .

Tame elementary folds of type ITA. Let f be a normalized edge of B labeled (a,e,b)
with  := a(f) and y := w(f) and let 7} be a generator of B, N ace(Ae)a™t < Ap. Let
B’ be the A-graph that is obtained from B in the following way:

1. Replace By =1 by B} < A, such that (v}) = aoze(B})a_l.

2. Replace B, by B;, = (B,,7') < A, where (') = b’lwe(B})b.

(a,e,b) (a,e,b)

B, By=1 B, B,=B, B; B,=(By")

Figure 18: A tame elementary fold of type IIA based on f € EB.

We say that B’ is obtained from B by a tame elementary fold of type IIA based on f.
Observe that B’ contains C for each (C,uc,T¢) € .

Next we discuss when B’ inherits a marking from B yielding a marked A-graph B’. We
also define the notion of good and bad tame elementary folds. Roughly speaking bad tame
elementary folds will be those that reveal reducibility of the tuple associated to B.

We discuss the each of the cases (E1.0), (El.1) and (EL2) separately.

Fold ITA(EL.0): Suppose that (ELO) holds, i.e. there is (C,uc,T¢) € € such that x is a
boundary vertex of C. The fact that f is normalized (more precisely, condition (I1.3) of
normalized edges) and Deﬁnitionimply that By = 1 for all g € Star(z, B) \ Star(z, C).
We distinguish two cases depending on the type of y = w(f).

1. If y is of orbifold type, then we say that the tame elementary fold based on f is bad
and we define no marking of B'.
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2. If y is exceptional, then the tameness of B implies that P, = (T, P,) is non-critical
and of simple type. We define B' = (B', ¢, (P,,)ucvw_p/) where P, = P, if u # y and
P, = (T, (v') ® P,). To decide if the fold is good or bad we consider all possibilities
for P).

y

(a) If P?'J is non-critical and of simple type, then B’ is tame. In this case we say
that the fold is good.

(b) If P, is of almost orbifold covering type then let B” be the marked A-graph that
is obtained from B’ by successively removing valence one vertices with trivial
group and their adjacent edges. One of the following occurs:

i. B is a special almost orbifold covering with a good marking. Then we say
that the fold is good.

ii. B” is not a special almost orbifold covering with a good marking. Then we
say that the fold is bad.

(c) If P, is critical then we say that the fold is bad.
Fold ITA(El1): Suppose that (EL1) holds, i.e. P, = (T; @ (7§), (71,---,7,)) and
By = (Ty) + (Vp) * (1) - (73)

where 7} denotes a generator of B, N ace(A)at = aoze(B})a_1 < B,. We consider two
cases depending on B, < Ap.

1. If By # 1, then we say that the fold is bad and we define no marking of 5’.

2. If By =1, then we define a marking of B’ as follows. First define
¢ =€ U {(C/, uer, Ter)}

where ¢’ C B’ is the degenerate A-graph of orbifold type consisting of the single
vertex y with rigid generating tuple Te: = (7). Note that V.2, B’ = V.2 B. We then
define

B' = (Blv cg/’ (,P;)ue\/;ﬁ;B)
where P, = P, if u # x and P, = (T, (7}) © P,), see Figure As observed in

(1, & (+)), PL)

Figure 19: The marking of B’ when (EL1) holds.

Remark the partitioned tuple P, is non-critical and of simple type. In this case
we say that the fold is good.

Fold ITA(El.2): Suppose that (EL2) holds, i.e. B, = (T, ® Pp) < Apy = 77(O[y) is of
finite index and the elements in P, correspond to all but one boundary component of the
orbifold Op, corresponding to B,. The geometry of this case is depicted in Figure We
consider two cases depending on B,,.
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1. If B, # 1, then we say that the tame elementary fold based on the edge f is bad and
we define no marking of 5.

2. If By = 1, then we define a marking on B’ in the following way. We first define
the collection ¢ satisfying (A.1) and (A.2). Assume that Star(z,B) N E(B) =
{fi,..., fr}. Foreach 1 < j <7 let (Cj,uc,,Tc,;) € € such that w(f;) is a boundary
vertex of C;. Let C' be the sub-graph of B = B’ that has vertex set

VC=VCiU...UVC,U{z,y}

and edge set
EC =EC,U...UEC, U{f1,..., fr, [}T"

Denote by C (resp. C') the sub-A-graph of B (resp. of B’) carried by C. It follows
from condition (I1.3) that C’ is an A-graph of orbifold type contained in B’.

Next we provide a rigid generating tuple of 71(C’,x). The fold along f carries C
into C’. As By = 1 epimorphism v : m1(C,z) — m1(C’, z) induced by the fold is an
isomorphism. Chose a maximal subtree Yo C C and for each 1 < ¢ < r let

pii=1le1,1,...,1,¢e5,,1
where €;1,...,¢e;, is the unique reduced path in Yo from z to uc,. Put
T. :=v(T,) and T]:= V(piTcipi_l)
for 1 <4 <r. Since T, ® P, is a rigid generating tuple of B, it follows that
Tor =T, 0T, @... & T,

is a rigid generating tuple of m1(C’,z). Thus (C’,uc/,Te/) is a marked A-graph of
orbifold type such that ¢’ C B’, and hence

¢ = (€ \{(C1,uc,, T, - -, (Cryuc, , Te, ) }) UL(C 2, Ter) }

is a collection of marked A-graphs of orbifold type satisfying condition (A.1). Con-
dition (A.2) follows as no member of ¥ contains = or y. Observe also that the
Ve B=V% B\ {x}. We then define

OB, ¢
}‘ 1A }\a‘

C1

Y

C2
Figure 20: The marking of B’ when (El1.2) holds.

B' = (B',u0, ¢, (PL) uev )

where P! = P, for all u # x. In this case we say that the fold is good. Note that z
turn into a vertex of orbifold type in B’.
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We now discuss tame elementary folds of type IA and IITA. Those are elementary folds
of type TA or ITTA such that the edge group of at least one of the edges involved in the
fold is trivial. These types of fold are less subtle than the case of folds of type IIA as no
preprocessing/normalization is required, see Remark and Defintion Let

B = (B,%, (Pu)ucve 5)

be a tame marked A-graph and suppose that B’ is obtained from B by a tame elementary
fold of type IA or IITA. We proceed as before by considering the various cases by defining
a marking of B’ if appropriate and calling the folds good or bad.

Tame elementary folds of type IA. In this case the fold identifies a pair of distinct
edges f1 and fy in B with same label (a, e, b), same initial vertex x := «a(f1) = a(f2), and
distinct terminal vertices y; := w(f1) and y2 1= w(f2).

The common image of f; and fo (resp. y; and y2) in B’ under the fold will be denoted
by f (resp. by y), see Figure As the fold is tame we may assume that Byj, is trivial.
Thus B} = (By,, By,) = By, and By = (By,, By,). We say that B’ is obtained from B by

(a,e,b)

IA (aae7b)
B! = B, B} = By, Bé = (By,, By,)

(a,e,b)

Figure 21: A tame elementary fold of type IA

a tame elementary fold of type IA. We distinguish the cases that z is non-peripheral and
that z is peripheral.

Fold TA(1). Suppose that z is non-peripheral. There are two subcases.
1. If By, = 1 or By, = 1, then the image of the marking of B under the fold is a

marking for B’ defining a tame marked A-graph B’. In this case we say that the
tame elementary fold is good.

2. If By, # 1 and By, # 1 then we say that the tame elementary fold is bad and we
define no marking of 5.

Fold IA(2). Suppose that x is peripheral (and hence, y; and ys are non-peripheral). We
distinguish the cases that at least one of the vertices y; and ys is of orbifold type and the
case that none of them is of orbifold type.

1. Let i # j € {1,2} and suppose that y; is of orbifold type.

(a) If By, is trivial, then the image of the marking (¢, (Pu)uecve,_p) of B under the
fold is a marking of B’ defining a tame marked A-graph B’. In this case we say
that the tame elementary fold is good.

(b) If the vertex group B, is non-trivial, then we say that the tame elementary fold
is bad and we define no marking of B’.

2. Suppose that y1 and ys are not of orbifold type. Thus y; and yo are exceptional, and
so Py, = (Ty,, Py,) and Py, = (T},, Py,) are non-critical and of simple type. Observe
that B’ contains C for each (C,uc,T¢) € €. We define

B = (Bla (ga (P{,L)uEV;‘zCB')'
Since y; and yy are exceptional it follows that

Vve(icBl = (‘/ecicB - {yhyQ}) U {y}
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The partitioned tuples are given by P;, = P, if w # y and P, = (T}, ®T),, P, ®Py,).
Again we consider all possible cases for P, .

(a) If P, is non-critical of simple type then B’ is tame and we call the fold good.

(b) If P;, is of almost orbifold covering type, then B’ is not tame.

Let B” be the marked A-graph that is obtained from B’ by successively removing
valence one vertices with trivial group and their adjacent edges. Then one of
the following occurs:

i. B” is a special almost orbifold covering with a good marking. Then we say
that the tame elementary fold is good.

ii. The previous case does not occur. Then we say that fold is bad.

(c) If P, is not of the two types above, then again we say that the tame elementary
fold is bad.

Tame elementary folds of type IIIA. In this case two edges f1 and fo labeled (a,e,by)
and (a,e,be) with z := a(f1) = a(f2) and y := w(f1) = w(f2) are identified into a single
edge f labeled (a,e,b;), see Figure 22}

(a7 €, bl)
5 By, 5 1A (a,€,b1)
r 4 ’ / ’
By, B, =B, Bj;= By By=<By,b>
(a7 €, b2)

Figure 22: A tame elementary fold of type IIIA

To simplify notation we identify the vertex set of the graph B’ (underlying B’) with
the vertex set of the graph B (underlying B). As the fold is tame we may assume that By,
is trivial. Thus B = (By,, By,) = By, and By = (B,,b) where b := by 'by € Ap). We say
that B’ is obtained from B by a tame elementary fold of type IIIA. As in the previous case
we distinguish the cases that x is non-peripheral and that x is peripheral. We distinguish
two cases depending on the type of z.

Fold IITA(1): Suppose that z is non-peripheral (hence, y is peripheral).
1. If B, # 1, then we say that the fold is bad and we define no marking of B'.

2. If By =1 and by = by, then we say that the fold is bad and we define no marking of
B

3. If B, # 1 and by # bs, then we call the fold good and define a marking for B’ as
follows. Observe that B’ contains C for each (C,uc,T¢) € €. We define

(g/ = % U {(C//’uC//’TCH)}

where (C”,ucr,Ter) is the degenerate marked A-graph of orbifold type consisting of
the peripheral vertex y and rigid generating tuple Ter = (b). Thus V.2.B = V.%_B.
We then define

B = (B/v %/7 (PL)UEV;i,CB’)

where P! = P, for all w € V.2 B'.

exc

Fold IITA(2). Suppose that x is peripheral (hence y is non-peripheral). We need to distin-
guish the cases that y is of orbifold type and the case that y is exceptional.

1. If y is of orbifold type, then the fold is bad and we define no marking of B'.
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2. If y is exceptional then P, = (T, P,) is non-critical of simple type. Observe that B’
contains C for each (C,uc,T¢) € €. Thus V.% .B' = V.2 B. We define

exc exc

B' = (B/’Cg’ (P'II,L)UEV%.B')

exc

where P/, = P, if u # y and

/P; = (Ty @ (b>7Py)-

To decide if the fold is good or bad we consider all possibilities for the partitioned
tuple P, as in FoldIA(2)(2).

Lemma 4.16. If a marked A-graph B’ is obtained from a tame marked A-graph B by a
tame elementary fold, then [Tg/] = [ITg]. In particular, [Ty] = [Tv].

Proof. We will give a detailed proof for the case of folds of type IA. The remaining cases
are slightly simpler and follows from inspecting the various cases. We follow the notation
from the previous paragraphs.

As the fold yields a marked A-graph at least one of the vertices y; and ¥, say ya, is
not of orbifold type. This implies that the intersection of C (with (C,uc,T¢) in &) with
f1 U f2 is contained in the segment fi. We distinguish two cases.

(1) €N (f1 U fo) is connected for all (C,uc,Te) € € (it might be a single vertex or the
entire edge f1). In this case we can choose a maximal €-subtree Y that contains f; U fs.
The image Y’ of Y under the fold is clearly a maximal subtree of B’ that contains f. The
fold maps C' isomorphically onto C’ for each (C,uc¢,T¢) in €. Thus Y’ N C’ is a maximal
subtree of C' for each (C',ucr, Te/) € €, that is, Y’ is a maximal €¢”’-subtree. To complete
the argument observe that ¢B(T3]f3,u0) = ¢BI(T31/3,:%).

(2) There is (C,uc,Tc) € € such that CN (f1 U fa) = {z,y1}. In this case CN(fLU f2) =0
for all (C,ug,Tz) € €\ {(C,uc,Tc)}. Moreover, the assumption that the fold yields a

Figure 23: The intersection C'N (f1 U f2) is not a tree.

marked A-graph implies that By, = 1. We can therefore choose a maximal ¢-subtree Y’
that contains fo. The image of Y \ {f1, f2}*! under the fold is a maximal ¢”-subtree Y’
of B'. Observe that f; € EZ, _B\ EY and f € EZ,_B'\ EY'. It is not hard to see that

exc exrc
Tguo =To (gY) and Tll?,u’o =T D (gg/’)
where gy € m (B, ug) corresponds to fi and ¢4, € w1 (B, u() corresponds to f such that

h = ¢p(gy) = ¢ (gy)-

Observe now that each element of ¢/ (7”) is obtained from an element of ¢p(7") by doing
nothing, or by left or right multiplication with h or by conjugation with h*!. Therefore
(bB(T}]?,uo) is Nielsen equivalent to ¢g: (T}]?,:%). This completes the proof in the case of a
tame elementary fold of type IA. O

The core of a marked A-graph. In this section we explain how the core of the underlying
A-graph of a marked A-graph inherits a marking. Let B = (B, %, (Pu)ycve_p) be a (not
necessarily tame) marked A-graph.
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If B = core(B) then there is nothing to do. Otherwise there is f € EB such that
val(w(f), B) =1 and B,y = t;lw[f] (By)ty. There are two cases depending on the vertex
group at w(f):

1. B,y = 1. Let B’ be the A-graph that is obtained from B by removing the edge pair
{f, f~1} and the vertex w(f). Note that C is contained in B’ for all (C,uc,T¢) in €.
Moreover, V.S, B' = V5, B\ {w(f)}.

We define B = (B, %, (P, )ueve, p) where P, = P, for all u € V.9 B’

exrc

2. By(yy # 1. There are two subcases depending on the tameness of B.

(a) B is tame. In this case there is a unique tame marked A-graph B’ such that B
is obtained from B’ defined as in case (1) by a tame elementary fold of type IIA
based on f.

(b) B is not tame. It is not hard to see that in this case «(f) is exceptional. As
By # 1 the partitioned tuple at a(f) has the form

Paisy = (Ta(pys (vf) ® Pagy))

where vy € B,y is the peripheral element associated to f. On the other hand
w([f) is peripheral and of orbifold type as By # 1.

Let B’ be the A-graph that is obtained from B by replacing By and B,y by
B} = 1 and B, ) = 1 respectively. Note that C is contained in B’ for all
(C,uc,Te) in %.

We define B’ = (B', €, (P, )ueve_p:) where P, =P, if u # a(f) and

Pair) = Tagp) @ (0r), Pacp))-

In both cases the new marked A-graph B’ such that (i) core(B) C B" and (ii) |EB’| < |EB)|
or |EB'| = |EB| but |E(B')| < |E(B)|. Now we repeat the argument with B’ playing the
role of B. After finitely many steps we obtain a marking for core(BB). We denote this
marked A-graph by core(B). We will always assume that core(B) is equipped with this
marking also called the induced marking.

Lemma 4.17. Let B and B’ be tame marked A-graphs. If B is equivalent to B’, then
core(B) is equivalent to core(B’).

Proof. Note that in going from B to core(B) we do not need to apply elementary moves.
This implies that we can carry core(B) onto core(B’) by the same elementary moves that
carry B onto core(B). O

4.3 The graph associated to a generating tuple of 7{(O)

We now proceed as in the local case, that is, to any generating tuple of 7$(Q) we associate
a directed graph. We then show that in the case of a non-standard irreducible generating
tuple this graph has a unique root which corresponds to the special almost orbifold covering
with a good marking that represents the Nielsen class of the generating tuple.

Let T = (g1, ..,9m) be a generating tuple of 79(O) = 71 (A, vg). The directed graph
(Y1) associated to the Nielsen class of 7' is defined as follows.

e The vertex set V7 of Qp is the set of all equivalence classes of minimal marked
A-graphs b such that [Tp] = [T] and some (and therefore any) representative of b is
either tame or is a special almost orbifold cover with a good marking.

e There is a directed edge by — by from by to by if there are representatives B; and
B, of by and by such that By is the core (with the induced marking) of the marked
A-graph that is obtained from By by a good tame elementary fold.
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We define a height function h : VQip; — No x No by h(b) = (|[EB|, |[EB| — |E(B)|) where
B and B are the underlying A-graph and underlying graph respectively of an arbitrary
representative of b. Throughout this section we assume that Ny x Ny is endowed with the
lexicographic order. Recall that E(B) = {f € EB | By # 1}. Observe that h is well defined
as equivalent tame marked A-graphs have the same underlying graph and all edges have
isomorphic edge groups.

Let b and b’ be vertices of Q7. We say that b projects onto b’, and write b ~» b’, if
there is a directed path in Q7 from b to b’. It is clear that h(b") < h(b) if b ~ b’.

We say that b € VQpy is a root if there is no b’ € Q) such that b — b’. The following
lemma characterizes the roots of Q7.

Lemma 4.18. A vertex b of Qpy is a root if and only if one of the following occurs:
(1) some (and therefore any) representative of b is folded.

(2) some (and therefore any) representative of b is a special almost orbifold cover with
a good marking.

(3) if a tame elementary fold is applicable to a representative of b, then the fold is bad.

Proof. The lemma follows immediately from the definition of the edge set of Q7] and the
fact that no tame elementary fold is applicable to a special almost orbifold cover with a
good marking. O

Remark 4.19. According to [Dutl, Lemma 4.20] a generating tuple of 77(O) = (A, vo)
that is represented by a folded marked A-graph is either reducible or standard. This
follows from the fact that a folded mj-surjective A-graph recovers the splitting of 7$(O).
We conclude that T' is standard or reducible whenever (7} has a root represented by a
folded marked A-graph.

Definition 4.20. We say that b € VQp) is pre-bad if a bad tame elementary fold is
applicable to some representative of b.

Remark 4.21. Note that roots of type (3) are pre-bad vertices. However, pre-bad vertices
are not necessarily roots as a good tame elementary fold can still be applicable to some
representative of the vertex.

Lemma 4.22. Let B be a tame marked A-graph. Then B admits a bad tame elementary
fold if, and only if, core(B) admits a bad tame elementary fold.

Proof. Assume that core(B) is obtained from B by removing a single edge f. We can
further assume that the bad tame elementary fold F' identifies f with some edge g in
Star(a(f), B) as all other folds can also be applied to core(B).

We give a complete argument for the case w(f) is peripheral (the case w(f) non-
peripheral can be proven similarly). In this case the badness of F' means that B,y # 1
(which implies that By # 1 since f is not in the core of B) and B4 # 1. The tameness of
F implies that By = 1. The fact that F' is elementary means that f and g have the same
label. Thus

Bag) N 0ga(s(Ag))og " = Bagp) Nosarp(Ayog ' # 1,

and so a fold of type ITA based on ¢ can be applied to core(B). This fold is tame since
a(f) and f lie in some sub-A-graph of orbifold type or a(f) is exceptional and Py y) is
of simple type (and so the edges in Star(a(f), B) N E(B) correspond to distinct boundary
components of the orbifold corresponding to B,(y)). This fold is bad since B,y # 1. [

Lemma 4.23. Let B be a marked A-graph. Then core(B) is a special almost orbifold
covering with a good marking iff By =1 for all f ¢ core(B).
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Proof. Assume that core(B) is obtained from B by removing a single edge f with non-
trivial group. We will show that core(B) cannot be an almost orbifold cover with a good
marking.

Assume fist that w(f) is non-peripheral. Then «(f) is peripheral and of orbifold
type since B,y # 1. Condition (5) of Definition implies that B, = 1 for all
h € Star(a(f),B) \ {f} with [h] = [f]. Therefore a(f) is a vertex of orbifold type in
core(B) for which Star(a(f), Beore) N E(core(B)) contains at most one edge. However, it
follows from the definition that in a special almost orbifold cover with a good marking all
peripheral vertices have exactly two incident edges with non-trivial group.

Assume now that w(f) is peripheral. Then a(f) is exceptional. In going from B to
core(B) we turn a(f) into a exceptional vertex of simple type if a(f) is of orbifold type
or we replace Pop) = (Ta(sy: (77) © Pacp)) by (Tacr) @ (V), Pa(p))- In the second case,
Proposition implies that (Ty(s) @ (7f), Pa(s)) is not of almost orbifold covering type.
This shows that in both cases core(B) cannot be an almost orbifold cover with a good
marking since it violates condition (1) of Definition O

Lemma 4.24. The graph Qp) is connected.

Proof. Let by = [B1] and by = [Bs] be distinct vertices of 7). We need to show that by
and by lie in the same component of 7).

In [Dutl Lemma 3.24] it is observed that B; can be unfolded until we obtain a marked
A-graphs B with trivial edge groups. Note that B is minimal since otherwise B; would
not be minimal. Let bj be the vertex of 7} represented by Bj. Since B; is obtained from
B! by finitely many good tame elementary folds of type ITA it follows that b ~» b;. In
particular b} and b; lie in the same component of Q7. It therefore suffices to show that
b} and bi lie in the same component.

Observe now that B is a marked A-graph in the sense of [W2]. Thus the argument
used in [W2] Lemma 7] applies in our case to show that the vertices b} and bf lie in the
same component of (7). Therefore by and by lie in the same component of 7). O

The main steps in the proofs of our main results are the following two Propositions
whose proofs we postpone to the next section.

Proposition 4.25. Let b and b’ be vertices of Qi) such that b — b’. If b is pre-bad bad,
then b’ is pre-bad.

Proposition 4.26. Let b, by and by be distinct vertices of Qr). Assume that b — by
and b — by. Then one of the following holds:

1. by and bs are pre-bad vertices.
2. b1 l—)bg OTb2 I—>b1.
3. There is a verter b’ € Qp such that b; — b’ fori=1,2.

Assuming Proposition and Proposition we can finish the argument for our
main results.

Proposition 4.27. If Qp) has a root represented by a special almost orbifold covering with
a good marking, then this root is unique.

Proof. Let by be a root represented by a special almost orbifold covering with a good
marking. Suppose that Q) has a root distinct from b;. We claim that there is a root
by # by such that for some vertex b we have b ~» by and b ~~ bs.

Choose a root by and a path p connecting b; and bs such that the number of local
minima with respect to the height function is minimal among all pairs (ba,p). It clearly
suffices to show that p has no local minima besides by and bs, as b can then be chosen to
be the vertex of p at which this local maximum is attained. If p has another local minimum
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at a vertex b*, then b* projects onto either by or onto some root distinct from b;. In both
situations we find a pair as above with fewer local minima which is a contradiction.
Choose (b, p) as above such that the single maximum of p occurs at a minimal height
among all such pairs. Choose b} and bf such that b — b) and that b, ~» b;. The
minimality assumption implies that there is no vertex b” such that b} ~» b” and b), ~» b”.
Proposition implies that b} and b} are pre-bad. Proposition implies that by is
pre-bad, a contradiction since vertices represented by special almost orbifold covers with
good markings are not pre-bad. the last claim follows from the fact that special almost
orbifold covers with good markings do not admit tame elementary folds. O

Proof of Theorem[1.8 Let T be a non-standard irreducible generating tuple of 7¢9(0) =
m1(A,vp). The main Theorem of [Duf] says that [T] can be represented by a special
marking (7 : O" — O,[T). Let b be the corresponding vertex of Q). It follows from
the previous proposition that b is the unique root of Q7). Therefore the special marking
(n: 0" — O,[T"]) representing the Nielsen class of T is unique. O

Proof of Theorem[1.9 Suppose to the contrary that T := 7, (1") is reducible. Thus Q7
contains a pre-bad vertex and therefore, according to Proposition |4.26] 7} contains a
pre-bad root. This contradicts the uniqueness established in Proposition [4.2 O

4.4 Edges of Q)

In this section we study edges in 7). The subtle part being that vertices are defined as
equivalence classes of marked A-graphs while edges a defined using representatives.

Throughout this section we assume the following: By = (By, %4, (P“J)uevjiiBl) and
By = (B3, %5, (73“72)71 v BQ) are minimal tame marked A-graphs which are equivalent and
tame elementary folds F; an F5 are applicable to B; and B respectively. We denote the
resulting A-graph by B.

Convention 4.28. To have a unified notation we will stick to the following notation:

e The underlying graph of By (and therefore also of By since By and By are equivalent)
will be denoted by B and the underlying graph of B, will be denoted by B..

o If x € VBUEDB, then the group of x in B; will be denoted by B, ;.

o If F; induces a marking on B, then the resulting marked A-graph will be denoted by

B; = (Biv (gila ('P;M-) )

¢!
UE Vet B

where Py, ; = (T, ;, Py, ;) for allu € Ve%;i;Bl’-.

u,)

o If F| (resp. Fy) is of type IA/IIIA, then it identifies the edges fi and fo (resp. g1
and gs) with .= a(f1) = a(f2) € VB (resp. w := a(g2) = a(g2) € VB).

o Iy (resp. Fy) is of type IIA, then it is based on f € EB (resp. g € EB) with
r:=a(f) e VB and y == w(f) € VB (resp. w:=a(g) € VB and z := w(g) € VB).

Remark 4.29. The following remarks, which follow immediately from the definition of
elementary moves, will be frequently used without further comment:

(i) y € VB is peripheral (resp. non-peripheral) in B iff y is peripheral (resp. non-
peripheral) in By. Thus there is no ambiguity in saying that y € VB is a peripheral
(resp. non-peripheral) vertex.

(ii) For any peripheral vertex y € VB (resp. for any edge f € EB) we have B, 1 = By
(resp. By1 = Bj2). It therefore makes sense to write B, (resp. By) instead of B, ; and
By 2 (resp. By1 and By ). In particular, E(B;1) = E(B2) C EB.
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(iii) y € V B is exceptional in B (resp. of orbifold type) iff y is exceptional (resp. orbifold
type) in Ba. Thus V;fll)B = V:fiB and V.. B = V.22 B. We can therefore simply say that
y is an exceptional vertex (resp. is a vertex of orbifold type).

(iv) If y € VB is exceptional, then there is g € A, and a partitioned tuple (7', P) in
Ap = 7m(0p)) equivalent to Py such that P,o = g(T,P)g~'. This shows that the
orbifold covering corresponding to (Ty,1 & P, 1) < Ap,) coincides with the orbifold covering
corresponding to (T2 ® P,2) < Ap,). It therefore makes sense to denote it simply by
My 0; — O[y].

(v) Observe that there are exactly two types of bad tame elementary folds. The first type
consists of those folds that do not induce a marking on the resulting A-graph, which occurs
exactly when a vertex of orbifold type is affected. The second type of bad folds consists
of those folds that do induce a marking on the resulting A-graph but the core fails to be
tame or an almost orbifold cover.

Applying tame elementary folds of the same type to the same edge(s) of equivalent
tame marked A-graphs does not necessarily yield equivalent marked A-graphs as in the
local picture. The following lemma clarifies when this is the case.

Lemma 4.30. Assume that the following hold:
(a) F; induces a marking on B. fori=1,2.
(b) Fy and Fy are of the same type and affect the same edge(s).

Then the marked A-graphs B and BY are equivalent unless Fy and Fs are of type 1A
or of type IIIA and the following holds:

(1) By, = By, = 1.

(i) 0?12 = galo?llae(c) and 0?22 = go@o?;ae(d) with g € Ap), a1 # a2 € By and
c#de A, where e :=[f1] = [f2] € EA.

(iii) 17> = we()tF Bihy" and 132 = we(d)tF Bohy with B; € Bu(py1 and hyhy €
Alw(£1)] = Alw(f)) such that hy = hy if w(f1) = w(f2)-
In particular, By 1 N oJBclloze(Ae)(o?ll)_1 #1 and By o N 0?22&@(14@)(0?’22)_1 # 1.

Remark 4.31. As F; is elementary it holds 0%‘ = 0?2"

w(f1) # w(f2), that if Fy and F» are of type IA.

€ Ap). Moreover, t% = t?; if

Proof. The proof broadly follows the proof of [W2, Lemma 6]. The main difference is that
peripheral moves in general do not commute with tame auxiliary moves of type A2 that
are based on the same vertex.

Folds of type ITA. We first deal with the case in which both folds F; and F5 are of type
ITA. Assume that the label of f = g in B; is (a4, €,b;).

Assume first that « is exceptional (and hence y is peripheral). In this case B, = 1 as F}
and F5 induce markings on the resulting A-graphs. It is not hard to see that F; commutes
with all elementary moves that affect neither x nor the initial elements of edges staring at
x. Iy also commutes with all auxiliary moves of type A0 that are based on x and with
all auxiliary moves of type Al that are based on edges starting at x. Thus we can assume
that By is obtained from B; by tame auxiliary moves of type A2 based on edges starting
at = and Nielsen/peripheral moves based on . Therefore B; and B, differ only at = and
B, 1 = Byo. It follows from [Dutl Lemma 4.17(i)] that P, 1 and P, 2 are equivalent. Since
Fy and F» are tame and elementary it follows that one of the following occurs:

(EL1) Pyi= Ty ® ('y’f,i), P, ;) such that B, ; splits as

By = (Toa) * (Vpa) % (i) * oo o% (Vf0i) < Al
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where 7}7 is a generator of aiae(Ae)a;1 N Bg; and Pr; = (Vf1,is---+7f,,i)- The
definition of folds says that x stays exceptional in B/ and

Pals,i = (T i, ('Y}z) @© Py i)
Proposition implies that P’ . is non-critical and of simple type. It follows from

x,i

Lemmas (as Py and P, are equivalent) that P; ; and P, , are equivalent.
Lemma 4.17(ii) of [Dut] implies that B} and B/ are equivalent.

(EL2) By = (T ® Py ;) < Ap is of finite index and the elements in P, ; correspond to
all but one boundary component of O’. In this case B} and B} are equivalent as the
new marked A-graph of orbifold type that emerges differ by auxiliary moves and by
replacing its generating tuple by a Nielsen equivalent tuple.

We now deal with the case that z is peripheral. As F; and F» yield marked A-graphs we
conclude that y is exceptional in By (and therefore also in Bs). In this case all elementary
moves commute with the fold. This is easily verified unless By is obtained from B; by
a tame auxiliary move of type A2 based on f~!. Thus assume that By is obtained from
B; by a tame auxiliary move of type A2 based on f~! that replaces its label (a1, e,b;) by
(az,e,b2) = (a1,€,b13) for some S € Tyil1 &) Py:'EI1 Thus

P;//,l = (Ty,lv (’7/) D Py,l) and 7);,2 = (Ty,QaPyﬁ) = (Ty,lv (/8_17/5) ® P, ,1)

where ' is the peripheral element added by F;. The A2 move based on f~! is tame when
applied to B since 8 lies in Tyil1 @ (7') @ Py.1. This move replaces P, ; by P, 5. Thus B}
and B}, are equivalent.

Folds of type IA/IITA. Assume now that Fy and Fy are of type IA or of type IITA. We will
give the argument in the case that F} and F, are of type IITA and leave the similar case
of folds of type IA to the reader.

We argue in the case that x is peripheral, the case of non-peripheral z is simpler as
both By, and By, are trivial by the fact that F} and F, yield marked A-graphs. Observe
that y := w(f1) = w(f2) is exceptional as F; and Fy yield marked A-graphs. Hence, both
Py1 = (Ty1,Py1) and Pyo = (Ty2, Py 2) are non-critical and of simple type. Assume
that the label of fi (resp. f2) in By is (a,e,b1) (resp. (a,e,b2)). We can also assume that
By, =1 as Fy is tame.

All elementary moves that do not affect fi U fy clearly commute with F; and F5. Thus
we can restrict our attention to those moves that do affect f; U fs.

Auxiliary moves of type A0 that are based on x or on y as well as peripheral and Nielsen
moves that are based on y also commute with F; and F5. If By is obtained from B; by
tame auxiliary moves of type A2 based on f; L and fa ! then

Pya = (Ty1 @ (b 'b2), Py) and Py o = (Tya, Pya) = (Ty2 ® (B 07 '022), P, ),

where 81,5, € T, @ P,f| and where P, = P, if By, ; = 1 and P, , is obtained from
P, 1 by conjugating the peripheral element associated to fl_1 by 51_1 if By, 1 # 1. In both
cases one easily checks that these partitioned tuples are equivalent which implies that B4
and By are equivalent.

Therefore we can assume that Bs is obtained from B; by auxiliary moves of type A2 and
auxiliary moves of type Al based on f; and f, as described in Fig. [24] where ay, a5 € B,
and ¢,d € A.. As fold Fy is elementary we have ajaa.(c™!) = asaa.(d™1). Therefore
a5 tay = aae(cd ')a™t, and hence aa.(cd ')a"! € B,.

We will show that B, is equivalent to By if either ¢ = d or By, # 1. In fact, if ¢ = d,
then the assertion is trivial as in this case the fact that Fs is elementary implies that
a1 = o, and hence the Al and the A2 moves commute with the fold Fy.

If By, # 1 then condition (4) of marked A-graphs guarantees that By, = a_!(a"!B,a).
Thus, cd~! lies in By, and therefore by 'w,(cd~')b; € B,,. Thus

Py1 = (Ty1 ® (b5 'b2), Py1) and Pyo = (Ty1 ® (by 'we(d™c)ba), Py 1)
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Bs (a,e,b1) B> (arace(c™), e, we(c)br)

elem. equiv.
B. — - — B, Py =Py
Py = (Ty1, Py,)

(a, e, b2) (azace(d™1), e, we(d)bz)
b 1 l )l

B] B)
(a,e,b1) (arace(c™), e, we(c)br)

/ _ -1
Bz f Py,l - (Ty,l (&) (bl b2),Py,1) Ba: f ,P{/,Q — (Ty,l @ (bl—lwe(dflc)bQ)7 Py,l)

Figure 24: Elementary moves carrying B; onto B,.

are equivalent. Therefore B is obtained from B by first applying auxiliary moves of type
Al based f; and fo with ¢,d € A, then applying tame auxiliary moves of type A2 which
are also based on f; and fo with a1,as € B, respectively, and finally applying finitely
many Nielsen and peripheral moves based on y that replace the element bflbg by

bl—lwe(dflc)bz — bl—lwe(dflc)bl . b1_1b2.
O

Corollary 4.32. Assume that Fy is of type IA or IIIA and induces a marking on Bj. If
By, =1, then there exists a tame marked A-graph B such that the following hold:

1. B is equivalent to By and is obtained from By in the following way:

(a) By a (tame) auziliary move of type A2 affecting the initial element of fi,
(b) followed by an auziliary move of type A1 applied to fi
(c) and in the case that Fy is of type IA, followed by an auxiliary move of type A0
applied to either w(f1) or w(f2).
2. A tame elementary fold based on f1 and fo can be applied to B such that the resulting
marked A-graph B’ is equivalent to BY.

elem. elem.

B, MU B, meves B

Py
tame elem.
fold

B} «-— B’
elem.
moves
Proof. The proof follows immediately from the proof of the previous lemma. O

Lemma 4.33. Suppose that at least one of the folds Fy and Fy is good. Then the following
configurations cannot occur:

(1) Fi and F» are of type IA/IIIA, fi = g7 and fa # g5 with By, # 1 # By, for some
e € {£1} (after exchanging the edges fi and fa if necessary).

(2) Fy is of type IA/IIIA with By, # 1 and Fy is of type IIA with g € {fiF'} or vice
versa, i.e. Fy is of type IA/IIIA with By, # 1 and Fy is of type IIA with f € {gi'}.

(3) Fi and Fy are of type ITA with g = f~1.
Remark 4.34. As the underlying graph of the graph of groups A has no loop edges, the

configurations f; = ¢f and f2 = g, © with € € {£1} cannot occur.
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Proof. (1) Assume first that fi = g1 and fo # go with By, # 1 # Bg,. Since f> can be
folded with f; and f; can be folded with go we conclude that f; can be folded with go.
But this contradicts [Dut, Lemma 4.12(1)] as By, # 1 # By, and B; is tame.

Assume now that g; = fl_l, go # f2_1 and By, # 1 # B,,. We will get a contradiction
by showing that both F; and F, are bad. After exchanging the roles of F; and Fb, if
necessary, we can assume that © € VB is peripheral. Since By, # 1 # B, and [gy =
97 = [f1] = [f2] € EA it follows from condition (5) of marked A-graphs that w(gy) #
x = w(g1). In particular F; is of type TA.

We give a complete argument in the case that Fy is of type IIIA, the similar and slightly
easier case of a fold of type TA is left to the reader. Denote y := w(f1) = w(f2). As Fy is
elementary, we can assume that f; (i = 1,2) has label (a,e,b;) in By. Assume that in 5,
the edge g; (i = 1,2) has label (¢;,e',d;). Observe that, as g; = f; *, we have

(c1,e7 1, dy) = (bl_l,efl,afl).

The badness of Fy follows immediately from the fact that x and w(gs) are peripheral
and of orbifold type which puts F in case FoldIA(1)(1).

It remains to show that F; is bad. If y is of orbifold type this is immediate since F}
falls into case FoldIITA(2)(1). Thus we may assume y is exceptional. This implies that Fy
induces a marking on B]. Observe that the peripheral tuple P, has the form

(’Yf;la'}/gz) @ Py

where ~y o and g, are the peripheral elements associated to fy° 1 and go respectively.
By definition, Vit = b;lwe(cfgl)bg and 7,, = cowe(cy, )5+, Where CpotsCoy € A.. Since
g = f; ! and gy can be folded in B; (not necessarily an elementary fold), there are 3 € By
and ¢ € A, such that

co = ﬁo?}larl(c) = Bb; twe(c).

Hence vy, = ﬂbl_lwe(c_%)blﬁ’l. By definition, F replaces Py 1 by
;’1 = (Ty,l 3] (b;1b2)7 (’ygzv’yfz_l) @ Py,l)'

After applying an elementary move on ’P;’l that conjugates v4, by bgbfl B!, we obtain
the partitioned tuple

Ty, ® (bl_lb2)7 (bl_l‘%(cgz)bla bl_lwe(cfgl)bﬁ & P 1)

which clearly folds peripheral elements. Therefore P, ; folds peripheral elements and hence
Fi is bad.

(2) After exchanging the roles of F; and Fy if necessary, we can assume that Fj is of
type TA/IITA and F5 is of type ITA. Note that g = f; cannot occur because this violates
the tameness of F, as g can be folded with fo and by hypothesis By, # 1. Thus assume
g=f1 1. We will show that both folds F} and F are bad which contradicts the hypothesis
that at least one of them is good.
Case 1: Fy is of type TA. Assume that in By the labels of f; and fs are equal to (a, e, b) and
that in By they are (a1,e,b1) and (ag, e, ba) respectively. We consider two cases according
to the type of x.
Subcase a: x is non-peripheral. Thus y; and y» are peripheral. Observe that B,, # 1 # B,,,
and hence y; and y9 are of orbifold type. Thus Fy is bad as it falls into case FoldIA(1)(2).
We show that F5 is bad. If x is of orbifold type, the claim is trivial as F, adds an
element to a vertex of orbifold type, i.e. F» is in case FoldITA(EL0)(1). Thus assume that
x is exceptional. The peripheral tuple P, 5 contains the peripheral element ~ys, associated
to f» which, by definition, is given by 7y, = asac(cs,)ay ' for some cf, € A.. The fold Iy
replaces P 2 by

9/5,2 = (T$,27 (ry/) ® P$,2) = (TL?? (foza ’yl) & PI72)
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where 7/ = aja.(c)a;! with ¢ € A, such that (¢) = w;*(B,,2). Since f; and fy can
be folded in B, (not necessarily an elementary fold), there are 5 € B, 2 and d € A, such
that a; = Bagae(d). Thus v = fasac () ay . Therefore, after applying an elementary
move on P, , that conjugates 7' by # we obtain

(To,2, (azae(cp,)ay ', azae(c)az ) @ Py ).
———
Yf2

Therefore P, , folds peripheral elements and hence F} is bad.

Subcase b: x is peripheral. Since By, # 1 it follows that B, # 1 and therefore = of orbifold
type. Thus F5 is bad because it adds a peripheral element to a vertex of orbifold type,
i.e. Fy is as in case FoldITA(EL1)(1) or FoldIIA(EL2)(1).

It remains to show that Fj is bad. If y- is of orbifold type, Fj is bad as we are in case
FoldIA(2)(1b). Thus assume that ys is exceptional. The fact that F» is tame, implies that
y1 := w(f1) is exceptional. The fact that F» can be applied to By clearly implies that
(aZ) = we ' (bBy, 1671

€

for some non-zero integer z, where a. denotes a generator of A.. By definition, F} replaces
Py,,1 and Py, 1 by
Pg//,l = (Ty1 & Ty27Py1 D Py2)

where y' € VB] denotes the image of y; and y, under Fy in B]. The peripheral element
associated to fy ' (in By) is equal to b~ w.(a¥)b for some non-zero integer w. Therefore,
by Proposition [3.40],

P (Ty, (’Yf;l) © Py,)

is critical. Since P” is a partitioned subtuple of 737';11, the latter is critical. Therefore F} is
bad.

Case 2. Fi is of type IITA. As F7 is elementary, we can assume that in 3; the edges f; and
f2 have labels of type (a,e,b;) and (a, e, ba) respectively. Observe that if y is peripheral,
then g = f; ' and f, ' can be folded since they are of same type. i.e. [f; '] = [f; '] € EA.
But this contradicts the hypothesis that F5 is tame since By, # 1. Thus y is exceptional
and hence x is peripheral. In this case Fy is bad as it affects a vertex of orbifold type.
Lemma implies that P, ; is non-critical of simple type as B; and By are tame.

We claim that Fj is also bad. The fact that F, can be applied to By clearly implies
that there is a non-zero integer z such that

(b7 'we(aZ)by) = by twe(Ae)by N By 1.

Put 7 := b 'we(a?)b;.

If By1 = (T)1 © P,1) has finite index in Ay, then the badness of F follows from
Lemma[3.39] Thus assume that B, 1 has infinite index in Ap,). In this case P, 1 is equivalent
to

P =(T"® (), (vp1) & P')
such that
By =(T") = () = {ypo) = () * o= )

where P’ = (v1,...,7,). By definition, F; replaces P, 1 by
(Ty,l ® (bl_le)a Py,l)

which is equivalent to
(T & (v, by 'ba), (vy71) @ P').

But v 5= by *we(a)by for some non-zero integer w. Thus P, 1 has an obvious relation
(if 2 is not a multiple of w) or P, ; is reducible (if z is a multiple of w). Therefore F is
bad.
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(3) We can assume without loss of generality that x is peripheral. Let (a, e, b) be the label
of f in B;. Since a fold along f is possible we have B, # 1, and hence z is of orbifold type.
On the other hand, the fact that a tame fold of type ITA based on f~! can be applied to
By implies that y is exceptional and that there is a non-zero integer z such that

(b 'we(aZ)b) = By N twe(AL).

The badness of Fy follows easily since Fy adds an element to B,. On the other hand, F}
replaces Py 1 by

;,1 = (Ty>1v (b_lwe(aé")b) D Py,l)
for some w € Z such that (a¥) = a;'(A.). Proposition implies that P, ; is critical
which puts F in case FoldITA(ELO0)(2.c) and so F} is bad. O

The following configurations (D1)-(D4) play an important role in the proofs of Propo-
sition [£:26] and Proposition [£:25] because they cannot be “normalized” in the sense of
Lemma [£.35 below.

(D1) Fy and F, are of type IA/IITA and {f1, fo} = {91,922} or F} and F; are of type ITA
and f =g.

(D2) Fy and F are folds of type IA and after exchanging f; and fs if necessary, we may
assume y1 := w(f1) = w(g1) and yo := w(f2) = w(g2). All possible configurations are
described in Figure

(a) u (b)

bil g fo Y2

g2

Figure 25: The three configurations that can occur in case (2).

(D3) Fy and F» are folds of type IITA such that, after exchanging g; and go if necessary,
we have f1 = gfl and f1 = g;l.

(D4) Fy and F» are of type ITA with f # g such that & = w is non-peripheral, and F;
and Fy satisfy the elementary condition (El.1) and correspond to distinct boundary
components of the orbifold O, corresponding to B,1 = (T,1 ® Pr1) < Apy) and Py
is not equivalent to a partitioned tuple of the form (T & (¥, 7,), P) such that

Boa = (T) = (35) * (Yg) * (1) % - ()
where 7y and 7} (resp. 7, and ;) corresponding to the same boundary of O and
P = (%,...,7), see Figure 26]

In the set-up it is desirable to have By = By so that F} and F5 are tame elementary
folds that are applied to the same marked A-graph. The following lemma tells us that,
up to equivalence, we can almost always assume that this occurs without substantially
changing the properties of F; and F5 unless one of the configurations (D1)-(D4) occurs.

Lemma 4.35. Assume that there is i € {1,2} such that F; is good. If none of the configu-
rations (D1)-(D4) occurs, then there exists a marked A-graph B that is equivalent to B;
(i = 1,2) and admits tame elementary folds Fy and Fy yielding A-graphs By and By such
that the following hold:
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(Tag,l 3] (7})7 szl) (T;,Q 53] (75/;)7 PI,Q)

Figure 26: F; and F» correspond to distinct boundary components of 0.

(a) If F; induces a marking on B}, then F; induces a marking on B; and the marked
A-graphs Bj and B;- are equivalent.

(b) If F; does not induce a marking on B;, then F; does not induce a marking on B;.
In particular, if F; is good (resp. bad), then F; is good (resp. bad).

Remark 4.36. It follows immediately from the description of folds that Fy (resp. Fy) does
not induce a marking on B (resp. B%) if and only if Fy (resp. F3) changes the group of
some vertex of orbifold type. Therefore, if B is equivalent to By (resp. to By) and if F}
(resp. Fy) is a tame elementary fold that that can be applied to B and is based on the same
vertex and affects the same edges as Fy (resp. Fy), then F; does not induce a marking on
B} if and only if F; does not induce a marking on the resulting A-graph.

Proof. We consider all possible configurations for F; and F5. The main idea is to turn the
not necessarily elementary fold that identifies f; and fo in By (or that is based on f in the
case F is of type ITA) into an elementary fold without affecting the labels of g; and g5 in
Bs (or of g in the case Fy is of a type ITA).
Case 1: F; and F, are of type TA/IITA. As F; and F, are tame, we can assume that
B¢, = 1= By,. Moreover, after interchanging F; and F5 if necessary, we may assume that
if By, # 1 then B, # 1.

Assume that f; ¢ {g; ', 95"} Corollary implies that there is a marked A-graph B
such that the following holds:

(1) B is equivalent to By and is obtained from Bs in the following way:

(a) By a tame auxiliary move of type A2 applied to f,
(b) followed by an auxiliary move of type Al based on fi,

(c) and in the case F; is of type IA, followed by an auxiliary move of type A0
applied to either w(f1) or to w(fs).

(2) A tame elementary fold Fy based on f; and f» can be applied to B yielding an
A-graph B; such that:

(a) if Fy induces a marking on By, then Fy induces a marking on B; and the resulting
marked A-graphs B} and B, are equivalent.

(b) If Fy does not induce a marking on B}, then F; does not induce a marking on
Bl-

Since configuration (D2) is excluded, we conclude that if F is of type TA, then there
is k € {1,2} such that w(fx) ¢ {w(g1),w(g2)}. Thus in going from By to B we can arrange
the auxiliary moves (a)-(c) so that the labels of g1 and go are not affected, and hence the
fold F, that identifies g; and gy in B is also elementary.

By Remark Fy induces a marking on B} if and only if Fy induces a marking on
B,. In the affirmative case, Lemma implies that the the marked A-graph Bs, which
is obtained from B by Fj, is equivalent to BY.
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Now assume that fi € {gi',05'}. We claim that fo ¢ {¢i"',¢5'} and By, = 1.
Therefore we can apply the same argument from the previous paragraph with fo playing
the role of fi.

If fi = g; for some 4, then fo # g; (¢ # j € {1,2}) because configuration (D1) is
excluded. If f; = g;', then fy # g;l (i # j € {1,2}) because configuration (D3) is
excluded. This proves the first part of the claim.

It remains to show that By, = 1if f; € {gif', gF'}. The claim is trivial if f; = go or
fi= g2_1 because we assumed that By, = 1 if By, = 1. Thus assume that f; = g;. Since
f2 and g2 can be folded in Bs, it follows from [Dutl Lemma 4.12] that By, =1 or By, = 1.
Therefore By, = 1. Now assume that f; = g; 1. The previous lemma and the hypothesis
that at least one of the folds Fy or Fb is good, implies that By, = 1.

Case 2. F7 is of type IA/IIIA and F; is of type ITA. Note that F» stays tame elementary
in any marked A-graph equivalent to By unless F» satisfies the elementary condition (EIL.1)
and w = «a(g) is affected either by peripheral/Nielsen moves or g is affected by auxiliary
moves of type A2. Thus if either w is not exceptional or w is exceptional but F5 satistfies
the elementary condition (El.2), then the lemma holds with B = B; and F, = Fy and F,
the tame elementary fold of type ITA based on g.

Thus we assume that w is exceptional and F; satisfies the elementary condition (EL.1).
Hence, Py 2 = (T}, 2 @ (75), Pw,2) such that

w

Bua = (Ty,5) * (vy) % (71) % ... % ()

where 7y is the peripheral element corresponding to Fy and Py 2 = (71,---,7r)-

As Fy is tame we can assume that By, = 1. If fi # g, then we can apply the same
argument as in the previous case as the A2 move applied to f; does not affect w. If f; =g
then it follows from Lemma 2) that By, = 1. Therefore, we can apply the argument
from Case 1 to f, instead of fi.

Case 3. F} and F5 are of type ITA. If z # w, then the result follows easily as the elementary
moves necessary to make the folds elementary affect distinct vertices. Thus assume that
x = w. The result is also trivial if x is peripheral since in this case we can take B = B,
and F; = F; and F5 the tame elementary fold of type ITA based on g.

Assume that z is non-peripheral. Lemma [£.12]implies that z is exceptional. As config-
uration (D1) is excluded, f # g. Assume that the labels of f and g in Bs are (a,e,b) and
(c,€’,d) respectively. The fact that Fy is elementary implies that P, 2 = (T}, @ (7,), Pr,2)
such that

Bz = (Ty0) * (vg) * {71) * ... (%)

where P, 2 = (71, . ..,7:) and v, is the peripheral element corresponding to the fold F%, i.e.
(74) = caer(Aer)c™ N By . If Fy and Fy correspond to the same boundary component of
the orbifold O}, corresponding to B, o then e = ¢’ and a = Scaes (d) for some 5 € By 2 and
some d € A.s. In this case B is defined as the marked A-graph that is obtained from By by
an auxiliary move of type A2 based on f followed by an A1 move based on f that makes
the label of f equal to (c,e,b’), see Figure This clearly makes both folds elementary.
The result now follows from Lemma

(c.e’,d) (c.e’,d)
g | . g |
f f
(a,€’,b) (c.e’,b')
(To2 ® (79), Po2) (To2 ® (V9), Pa.2)

Figure 27: b= w(d)b S A[w(f)]
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Assume now that F; and Fy correspond to distinct boundary components of Q). As
configuration (D4) is excluded, Py 2 is equivalent to P, := (T" & (5¢,7,), P") such that

Bay = (T") = (35) * (g) * (V) * -+ (0))

where 4, and ’y} (resp. 7, and 7;) corresponding to the same boundary of the orbifold
O, and P" = (v/,...,7)). Let ay,cy € By such that (7)) = agac(Ac)ay ' and (,) =
CqQter (Aef)cg_1 N Bg2. In this case B is the marked A-graph that is obtained from By by
elementary moves based on x that replaces P, o by P., followed by auxiliary moves of
type A2 based on f and g making the labels of f and g equal to (ay,e,b’) and (¢4, €/, d")
respectively, see Figure In B the folds along f and g are elementary. The result now

follows from Lemma [4.30] O
(a,e,b) (c,€',d) (a,e,b) (c,€',d)
f g f g
(T7,2 ® (7g), Pr2) (T" @ (V,79), P")
(af7 €, b/) (c!]? 6/, d/)
f g

(T" & (V,79), P")

Figure 28: The marked A-graph B.

When B; = B (so that F; and F, are tame elementary folds that are applied to the
same marked A-graph) is it possible that one fold is no longer tame after the other is
applied. The following lemma tells us when this occur.

Lemma 4.37. Assume that B := B1 = Ba. Then F; stays tame after F} is applied unless:

(D5) Fy and Fy are of type IIA with f # g and a(f) = a(g) such that f and g can be
folded in B := By = Bs by an elementary fold.

Proof. The claim follows by an inspection of the various cases. O

Observe that if (D5) occurs then Fj is not tame after F} is applied since f and g can
be folded and one of them has non-trivial group.

4.5 Proof of Proposition [4.25

This section is dedicated to the proof of Proposition [4.25] We assume the setup of the
previous section as established in Convention Let i # j € {1,2}. According to
Lemma and Lemma it suffices to show that if F; is good and Fj is bad, then
there exists a tame marked A-graph B that is equivalent to B; and admits a bad tame
elementary fold. We first consider the “non-normalizable” configurations (D1)-(D4) and
configuration (D5). We then consider generic case, that is, the case when the conclusion
of Lemmas [£.35] and hold.

(D1) Possibly after exchanging the roles of F; and Fy we can assume that F; is good and
F, is bad. Tt is not hard to see that F; induces a marking on B} iff F» induces a marking
on Bi. As one of the folds is good, we conclude that both F; and F; induce markings on
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the resulting A-graphs. According to Lemma m B and B), are equivalent if F} and F
are of type ITA, and hence F} is good iff Fy is good. Consequently F; and Fy are of type
TA/IITIA as F; is bad.

Claim 4.38. The vertices w(f1) and w(f2) (which may coincide if Fy is of type IIIA) are
exceptional and therefore non-critical and of simple type.

Proof. Assume that F; and F» are of type TA, that is, w(f1) # w(f2). The case where F;
and F; are of type IIIA is handled similarly.

If w(f1) or w(fa), say w(f1), is of orbifold type then the badness of F» implies that
B (f,),s # 1. But then Fy is also bad, a contradiction. Thus neither w(f1) nor w(f2) is of
orbifold type.

If w(f1) and w(fa) are peripheral, then the previous paragraph implies that both have
trivial group. But this implies that F; and F5 are good which is a contradiction.

Therefore w(f1) and w(f2) are exceptional vertices. O

The previous claim implies that F; and Fy induce markings on B} and B} respectively.
Moreover, as F is bad and Fj is good, we conclude that B} is not equivalent to B}. As
w(fi) is non-peripheral it follows that = is peripheral and so By = B, 2. Lemma m
implies that the following holds:

(i) By, =By, = 1.
(ii) there are g € Ay, o # a2 € B, and ¢ # d € A, such that
0?12 = goqo?llae(c*l) and 0?22 = gago?;ae(dfl).
In particular,
BrNoF ae(A)(05) ™ #1 and B, NofPac(Ac)(0f?) ™! #1.
Moreover,
2 =we (o)t prhy! and 2 = we(d)t} Bahy
with 3; € Bw(f,i),l and hi, hy € A[w(fl)] = A[w(fg)] such that h; = ho 1fw(f1) = w(fg).
Assume that F; (and therefore Fy) is of type IITA, the case of a fold of type IA is similar.
Possibly after applying an A0 move based on y = w(f1) = w(f2) with conjugating element
hi = hy € Ay, followed by A2 moves based on f; and f> with elements ﬂf17551 € By
respectively (since both moves commute with Fy and F») we can assume that t?f = we(c)t?f

and t?j = W, (d)t?;. In particular, Py 1 = (Ty,1, Py1) and Py o = (T2, Py 2) are equivalent.
By definition, Fy (resp. Fs) replaces P, 1 (resp. Py.2) by

y1 = (Ty1 @ (07 '02), Pya) (vesp. Py = (T2 ® (b we(c™ d)ba), Py2)),

where b; := t?ll‘ The fact that Fy is good (resp. Fs is bad) combined with the fact that
core(B) and core(Bj) cannot be almost orbifold cover with good marking as f lies in the
core of Bj and B} ; = B’ , = 1, implies that P, ; is non-critical of simple type (resp. P, ,
cannot be non-critical of simple type). Recall that f denotes the image of f; and fo under
Fl and F2.

Item (iii) means that f’ € EB’ violates condition (F2) of folded A-graph. Let F] be
the fold of type ITA based on f that replaces B},1 =1 by

"

f1= {cpr)

where ¢y € A, such that By 1 = (ac(cs)). Assume first that f is normalized in B (and
hence Fj is tame and elementary). As z is peripheral this means that f cannot be folded
with any edge from Star(x, B') N E(B}). By definition, Fj replaces

/L= (Ty1 @ (b7 '0o), Pyy)
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by
= (Ty1 ® (b1 'ba), (b1 'welcp)b) & Py 1)

which is clearly equivalent to
(T2 ® (b7 e e D)), (b5 e e )or) @ Pyz)
because condition (4) of marked A-graphs implies that
by twe (¢ )by € (b7 welep)by).

The badness of F now follows from Corollary

Assume now that f can be folded with some edge in Star(z, B') N E(B}) so that f is
not normalized in B} and hence F] is not tame and elementary. In this case the argument
used to prove item (2) of Lemma shows that the fold that identifies f with an edge in
Star(xz, B") N E(BY) is bad.
(D2) We may without loss of generality assume that F is bad. By Corollary there
is a marked A-graph B; equivalent to B; such that the following hold:

(i) the labels of f; and fo are equal to (a,e,b) and the labels of g1 and gy are equal to
(c,e,dy) and (c, €, da) respectively.

(i) the marked A-graph C; that is obtained from B; by the fold Fy that identifies the
edges f1 and f5 is equivalent to BY.

(iii) if By denotes the marked A-graph that is obtained from B; by an A0 moves that
makes the labels of g; and g, equal to (c, €, d), then the fold Fy that identifies g; and
go is bad.

Therefore there is no loss if we assume that B; = B; (resp. By = By) and F| = Fy
(resp. F2 = FQ)

(a,e,b) Y1 (e, d1) (a,e,b) "
T w
(a,e,b) (e h
(a,e,b)
(a,e,b) = (c, € d1)
Y2 @ Y1
fi=aq
(C7 Ev d2)

Figure 29: The marked A-graph B; in the three configurations that can occur in case (2).

Claim 4.39. The vertices y1 = w(f1) = w(g1) and y2 = w(f2) = w(g2) are exceptional.
Proof. The argument is entirely analogous to the argument for Claim O
The assumption that B; = B; clearly implies that

dytdy
T2,

L

dytdy
Pyi2 =Py, 1 and Pys2 =Py; = ( y,1

y2,1

See Fig. The cores of B] and Bj cannot be almost orbifold covers as they contain the
subgraphs f; U fo and g1 U g5 respectively. The badness of Fy therefore implies that

dytdy
b

d;td
2 = (Tpa ®T,7, Y

2
Pyhl D Pyl,l
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(Ty2,1:Py2,1)

Fi / N
\
/
B (c.e,dr) (a,e,b)
(a,e,b) . (c,e,d1)
1 —1
(Tyl,l @Tyzvlvpylyleepyqu) (cE dg) ( bd=d ) (Ty1,1@T;;,ldlypybl@P;;ldl)
’ a, €, 2 1

/

B/ll Fl l
(a‘7ezb) (C,E, dl)

(Tyhl D Tyz,l D (dfld2)7 Pylyl D Py2,1)

Figure 30: The bad tame elementary fold F;.

is either critical or of almost orbifold covering type, where for simplicity y denotes the
image of y; and ys under both F; and F5.

Let F] denote the tame elementary fold of type IIIA that identifies the edges g1 and
g2 in B} and let B denote the resulting A-graph. As y is exceptional it follows that FY
induces a marking on BY yielding a marked A-graph Bf. We will show that F] is bad. By
definition, F] replaces P, ; by

Z///,l = (Tyl D Ty2 S (d1_1d2)7Py1 D Pyz)

which is equivalent

dytdy

dytd
(Ty, & Tys Y.

® (df1d2)7 Py1 & Py22
the latter is the sum of two partitioned tuple one of which is either critical or of almost
orbifold covering type. The result thus follows from Lemma [3.44

(D3) Without loss of generality assume that Fj is good. It follows from Corollary
that B; can be replaced by an equivalent marked A-graph By such that the following hold:

(i) the label of f; is (a,e,b) and the label of f5 is (a,e,we(c)b) for some non-trivial
element ¢ € A,.

(ii) the marked A-graph that is obtained from B; by the fold F} that identifies the edges
f1 and f5 is equivalent to BY.

(iii) if By denotes the marked A-graph that is obtained from B; by an Al move that
makes the label of fy equal to (aae(c),e,b), then the fold F, that identifies f; ' and
-1 .
g5~ is bad.

We can therefore assume that B; = B; (resp. By = Bs) and that F; = Fy (resp.
Fy = F). Denote v := b~ twe(c)b € Ap,) and 7' := a e (c)a € Apy) where w = w(g1) =
w(g2) € EB. There are two cases depending on the type of x = a(f1) = a(f2).

Case 1. x is peripheral (and hence w is non-peripheral). This case is illustrated in Figure
The assumptions that B; = B, implies that Pw,1 = Puw,-

The badness of Fy means that B, # 1. On the other hand, as F} is good, w is
exceptional (and hence P, 1 is non-critical of simple type). By definition, F; replaces Py 1
by Pl1 = (Tw1 @ (7), Pw,1) which is non-critical. In particular, By, and By, must be
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trivial. For if some of them, say By,, is non-trivial, then P, ; = (Tw1 @© (7), Pw,1) is
reducible or has an obvious relation as -~y o and v lie in b~ *w.(A.)b. In particular, the
image f' of fi and fo under F; has trivial group in Bj. This implies that the core of B
cannot be an almost orbifold cover. Thus, P{M is non-critical of simple type and hence

(Tw,h Pw,l)

(Twa @ (), Pw,1)

Figure 31: The fold along f~* is bad.

b_lwe(Ae)b N B;u,l = b_lwe(Ae)b N <Tw,1 @ (’7) S2] Pw,1> = <’7>

This shows that (f’)~! violates condition (F2) of folded A-graphs. Let F| denote the fold of
type ITA that is based on (f’)~! € EB/. We claim that F] is tame and elementary. In fact,
we only need to show that (f’)~! cannot be folded with any edge in Star(w, B}) N E(B}).
But this follows as () @ P, is part of a minimal generating set of B,, ;. As the vertex
group at z is non-trivial we are in case FoldITA(EL1)(1), thus Fy is bad.

Case 2. x is non-peripheral (and hence w is peripheral). This case is illustrated in Figure
The hypotheses that Fi is good implies that B,, = 1. In particular, B, = 1 for all
g € Star(w, B). By definition, F| replaces B, by By, ; = (7) < A[y). On the other hand,
as Fy is bad, one of the following occurs:

(1) « is of orbifold type.

(2) = is exceptional and P, 5 = (Tr2 © (v'), Pr2) = (Ten © (v'), Pr,1) cannot be non-
critical of simple type.

Let F| be the fold of type ITA based on (f’)~! € EBj. We will show that F| is bad
tame elementary. The fact that w is peripheral combined with Star(w, B}) N E(By) = 0
imply that FY is tame elementary since (f’)~! satisfies conditions (II.1)-(IL.3) and (ELO0).
It remains to show that FY is bad. There are two cases:

Subcase a. x is of orbifold type. In this case Fj is bad as we are in case FoldITA(EL0)(1).
Subcase b. z is exceptional (and therefore P; ; = P, 1 is non-critical of simple type). By
definition, Fy replaces P, ; = Pp1 = (Tr1, Pe1) by Py 1 i= (Tw,1, () © Pr1). Observe that
B/ cannot be an almost orbifold covering with a good marking since w is a free boundary
vertex in BY. Therefore F] is bad unless P,/ is non-critical of simple type. But P,
cannot be non-critical of simple type since then P} ; = (1,1 ® (v'), P;,1) would also be
non-critical of simple which contradicts (2).

(D4) We may assume without loss of generality that F5 is bad, so that the peripheral
vertex z := w(g) has non-trivial group. This case is illustrated in Figure

Let FY be the fold of type ITA based on the edge g of Bj. Observe that g cannot be
folded with any edge in Star(z, By) N E(B}) because v, is part of a minimal generating
set of B], ; = By1 = By 2. Moreover, I is elementary because it satisfies condition (El.2).
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B,

(T’L‘,l7 P.z‘,l)

Figure 32: The fold F} is bad.

zl@ ﬂYf

.

g
z

y f
(T;; 1 (’7}) S2) P;v,l)

Figure 33: The folds F; and F} along g are bad.

The badness of Fj follows from the fact that the vertex z has non-trivial group in Bj since
B.,=B.1=B.,.
(D5) B :=B; = By and F; and Fy are of type ITA with f # g such that f and g can be
folded in B := By = B; by an elementary fold. Note that F; is not tame after F} is applied.
We may assume that Fj is good and F is bad. Let F' denote the fold that identifies f
and g in By. Note that since F; and F5 are tame elementary the labels of f and g are not
affected and therefore F' is tame elementary. Let fy} (resp. 7,) be the element added by F
(resp. Fy) to By 1 (resp. B, 2).
Case 1. z = w(g) is of orbifold type (either peripheral or non-peripheral). Since F} is good
it follows that y = w(f) # w(g) = 2. In particular, I is of type IA. Note that B ; # 1
since F; adds 7} to By,1. Therefore F' is bad as it identifies the vertex of orbifold type z
with the vertex y that has non-trivial group.

Case 2. z = w(g) is exceptional (and hence x is peripheral of orbifold type). In this case
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Fy and F; satisfy the elementary condition (EL.0). Note also that y is non-peripheral as
[y] = [2] € VA. Thus y is exceptional because F; is good.
We give a complete argument for the case y # z. The case y = z is analogous. By

definition Fy replaces Py1 = (Ty,1, Py1) by Py = (Ty1,(v;) ® Py1) and Fy replaces

Por= (Ton, Pon1) by PL o= (To1,(7,) © Pz1) As Fy is bad it follows that P, , cannot be
non-critical of simple type.

On the other hand, F' replaces the partitioned tuples 731/1,1 and 73,;,1 =P.1="P.2 by

the partitioned tuple P := (Ty,1 & T; 1, (v}) © Py,1 ® Ps,1). Since F is elementary it follows
that v, = 74. The badness of F' now follows from Corollary (3.44

Generic case. Thus the conclusion of Lemmas [£.35 and [£.37] holds. Thus we may assume
that B := B; = By and that F; stays tame after F; is applied. Assume that F} is good.
We will show that B} admits a bad tame elementary fold that is induced by F.

Case 1. Fy is of type IA/IIIA. As F5 is tame elementary we can assume that:
(i) there is k € {1,2} such that B,, = 1.
(i) if Fy is of type IA, then g1 and go are labeled (c, €, d).
(ii)’ if Fy is of type IIIA then g1 and g2 are labeled (c,ée,d;) and (c,é,ds).
Claim 4.40. F; maps the subgraph g1 U g2 of B isomorphically into Bj.
Proof. Note that g1 Ugs is mapped isomorphically into Bj unless one of the following holds:
(a) Fy and Fy are of type ITIA and {fi1, fo} = {¢i", 5"}
(b) Fy and Fy are of type IA and {w(f1),w(f2)} = {w(g1),w(g2)}.

Ttem (a) does not occurs because configurations (1) and (3) are excluded while item (b)
does not occur because configurations (1) and (2) are excluded. Therefore g3 U go is
mapped isomorphically into Bj. O

We will denote the image of g1 and g2 (resp. z; = a(g;) € VB for i = 1,2) under F; by
g; and g5 (resp. z} for i = 1,2). If Fy is of type IIIA then z := 21 = 23 and 2’ := 2} = 2.
The previous claim therefore says that g; U go is isomorphic to g} U g5.

Claim 4.41. B;,Dl =1or B;&l =1 (in B}).

Proof. Suppose on the contrary B;,Pl #* 1 # B;];,l' Thus F; affects the edge group of
gr € EB (which is trivial). Observe that this occurs only when one of the following holds:

(1) Fy is of type IA/IIIA, By, # 1, and f; = gfl for i # j € {1, 2}.
(2) Fy is of type ITA and f = g,fl.
Both cases are ruled out by Lemma [£.33] O

Next observe that the fold that identifies ¢} and ¢4 in Bj, which we denote by Fj, is
elementary unless the following holds:

(a) Fy is of type IITA and replaces the edges f; and f2 labeled (a,e,b1) and (a,e, bs)
respectively by a single edge f’ labeled (a, e, by).

(b) f2 = g; for some j € {1,2} and some ¢ € {+1}.

To overcome this issue we can assume that the label of f’ is (a,e, by) so that Fj is
elementary. Observe that this makes no difference in our argument since instead of adding
the element bflbg to the vertex group B, we add by b, which clearly gives equivalent
marked A-graphs. In particular, we can assume that ¢} and g; have the same label.

Therefore Fj is tame elementary. We can finally show that Fj is bad. We assume that
Fy is of type TA. The situations in which F is of type IITA is entirely analogous.
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If one of the vertices z; or z; is of orbifold type, say z;, then the badness of F, means
that B,, # 1. Since the image of a vertex of orbifold type under a marking preserving fold
is still a vertex of orbifold type, z{ is of orbifold type in Bf. By the definition of folds, B.,
is a subgroup of B;;,l' Thus B;évl # 1. Therefore, F} is bad as it identifies 2] and z5.

Assume now that z; and z9 are not of orbifold type. The badness of F5 implies that z;
and zy are exceptional. In fact, if z; (and hence z5) were peripheral then the assumption
that they are not of orbifold type implies that B,, = B,, = 1. But then F; would be good.
Thus z; and 29 are non-peripheral and therefore exceptional.

By definition, Fj replaces P, = (T3,, P,,) and P,, = (Ts,, P,,) by

,/2,2 = (TZ1 G91—1227P)21 @Pzg)-

where Z := Fy(z1) = Fa(22) € VBy. As Iy is bad P}, cannot be non-critical of simple

type.
On the other hand, observe that P., = (7.,, P;,) is a partitioned subtuple of P, | =
(T, ,, P!, ;) and by definition, F} replaces 77;1 , and P,/zg 1 by

’ ’
z;,17 7 25,1

P = (Tz/;,1 @TZ/ ,1,Pz/;,1 @Pz/;,l)~

5
The badness of F follows from Lemma as P, , is a partitioned subtuple of P’

Case 2. Fy is of type ITA. We denote the image of g € EB (resp. w = a(g) € VB and
z=w(g) € VB) under Fy by ¢’ € EBj (resp. w' € VB] and 2’ € VBY).

Claim 4.42. F; does not change the group of g, i.e. B‘(’],)1 =1.

Proof. Indeed, By, ; = 1 unless one of the following holds:

(C1) F, is of type IA/IIIA such that By, # 1 and f; = g** for i # j.

(C2) F, is of type IIA based and f = g+

Both configurations are ruled out by Lemma W Therefore By, ; =1 as claimed. O

Therefore, as B,, is a subgroup of B, ;, a fold of type IIA along g’ can be applied to
B}. Denote this fold by F3.

Claim 4.43. F} is tame elementary.

Proof. Assume first that B{%1 = By < Ay, i.e. F1 does not affect the vertex w. Then F}
is tame elementary unless one of the following holds:

(a) ¢’ can be folded with some A’ € Star(w’, By) N E(B}), i.e. ¢’ is not normalized in B}.
(b) F satisfies condition (EL.1) and Fj changes the label of g.

Note that if (a) occurs then Fj is of type ITA based on h. But then h can be folded
with g in B what does not occur because we assumed that (D5) does not occur. If (b)
occurs then we argue as in the previous paragraph. This shows that F is tame elementary
when F; does not affect the vertex w.

Assume now that B,, # B{u/,r First observe that w is exceptional since good folds do
not affect vertices of orbifold type.

We will give a complete argument for the case F} is of type IIIA with w(f1) = w(f2) =
w = a(g). In this case F replaces By, by By, ; = (Bu, by 'ba) < Apy.-

As F is good it follows from Proposition that B, is of infinite index in A[,), and
hence F} satisfies the elementary condition (EL.1). Thus, P, has the form (77, & (vy), P,)
such that

Bu = (T,,) * {(g) = () - ()
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where P, = (71, ...,7,) and v, corresponds to the fold Fy, i.e. cag(Ae)c™' N By = (7).
By definition Fy replaces Py, by P, = (T}, ® (7g, by 'by), P). Since F is good it follows
that ’P{U,J is either non-critical of simple type or of almost orbifold covering type. But
Proposition rules out the second alternative. Thus 771’1}/71 is non-critical of simple type.
Therefore, as 'y; is part of a minimal generating set of By, ;, it follows that g cannot be
folded with any edge with non-trivial group starting at h’. This shows that F} is tame and

satisfies the elementary condition (EL1). O

We now show that Fj is bad. If 2’ is of orbifold type it is clear. Assume that z is
exceptional. The badness of F; means that the partitioned tuple (T}, (y') & P,) is not
non-critical of simple type. Since (7%, P,) is a partitioned sub-tuple of 73;/71 and since F}
simply adds a peripheral element to 73;,71, it follows from Corollary that the resulting
partitioned tuple is critical. Therefore F} is bad.

4.6 Proof of Proposition [4.26

The proof of this proposition will follow along the lines of the proof of Proposition [£:25
Thus we consider the “non-normalizable” configurations (D1)-(D5) and then we consider
the generic case where we can assume that B = B; = By and each of the folds stays tame
after the other is applied.

Assume that Fy and Fy are good and that the marked A-graphs core(B]) and core(B))
are not equivalent. Hence, by Lemma B/ and B), are also not equivalent.

B1 ~ B2
B B}

It follows from Lemma [£.22] that to establish Proposition [£.20] it suffices to verify, in all
possible scenarios, that one of the following occurs:

ere exist marke -graphs an such that B} is equivalent to B; an ;
A) Th i ked A hs B/ and BY h that BY i ival B; and B/
admits a bad tame elementary fold for ¢ € {1, 2}.

B) There exist marked A-graphs B} and B such that BY is equivalent to B’ for i €
1 2 7 7
{1,2} and that BY and B} admit good tame elementary folds that yield equivalent
marked A-graphs.

(D1) As B and B, are not equivalent, Lemma implies that the following holds:
(i) Fy (and therefore Fy) is of type IA/IITA.
(i) By, = By, = 1.

(iii) 0?12 = galoffllae(c) and 0?22 = gagof;ae(d) with g € A, a1 # a2 € By and
c#d e A, where e := [f1] = [f2]. In particular,

BraNoflac(Ae)(0f) ™' #1 and  BypNof2ae(Ac)(0f?) ™ # 1.

Moreover,
B Big - B Big,hy
te2 = we(c)ty! Bihy ! and te? = we(d)ty) Bahy '

with Bz € Bw(fi,),l and hl, hy € A[w(fl)] = A[w(fg)] such that h; = ho lfu)(fl) = UJ(fQ).

Before proceeding with the argument we fix some notation. Observe that the graphs
B} and B) underlying B} and B, coincide. We denote B’ := B} = B). Moreover, for all
f" € EB’ we have B}, | = B}, , which implies that E := E(B]) = E(B3). The image of
z = a(f1) = a(fz) under F; will be denoted by .
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We give a complete argument in the case F} and Fy are of type IITA. The case of
folds of type IA is similar and left to the reader. Denote the label of f; and fs in By
by (a,e,b1) and (a,e,bs) respectively. After aplyig auxilairy moves of type A0 based on
z and y = w(f1) = w(f2) to By with conjugating element g and h; = ho respectively
followed by auxiliary moves of type A2 based on f; 1 and fy 1 with elements 8; and s
respectively (which does not affect the equivalence class of Bf) we can assume that the
label of f; and f, in By are given by (ajac.(c™1), e,we(c)by) and (asac.(d™1), e, we(d)bs)
respectively. Since Fy and Fy are good, by # by and we(c)by # we(d)be. We distinguish two
cases according to the type of z.

Case 1. The vertex z is peripheral. Note that

/ !/
Bz = Bm,l = B:L’,Q = BI/,I = Bl‘/’z.

As Fy and F» are good, y is an exceptional vertex. Hence the partitioned tuples P, ; and
P,,2 are non-critical of simple type. As By = By, = 1, we can assume that (T, P) :=
Py.1 = Py.2 as the elementary moves needed to turn B; into By do not affect Py ;.

We now look at the marked A-graphs B} and Bj. Item (iii) combined with B, = By,
implies that a fold of type IIA based on f’ € EB’ can be applied to B;. We denote this
fold by F]. Moreover, since all edges in Star(z’, B') \ {f'} have the same label in B and
in B it follows that f’ can be folded with some edge in Star(z, Bf) N E(BY) if, and only
if, f’ can be folded with some edge in Star(z, B}) N E(BY).

Sub-case a. f' cannot be folded with an edge in Star(z, B{) N E(B}). Since x is peripheral
it follows that F] and Fj are tame.

Let B} be the marked A-graph that is obtained from B by the fold F. Therefore the
partitioned tuple at ¥’ = w(f’) in BY is equal to

3///',1 = (Ty ® (bl_lb2)a (v) @ Py)
and in BY is equal to
2= (T, @ (b 'we(c™ d)bs, (v) @ P)

where 7 := by *w,(aZ)b; and z € Z such that (a?) = o, '(a ' Bya) = ;' (B,). It follows
from condition (4) of marked A-graphs that by 'w.(c~'d)b; € (y) which implies that 1’1’,,1
and 77;’/72 are equivalent. [Dufl, Lemma 4.17] implies that BY and B} are equivalent.
Therefore FY is bad if, and only if, F} is bad. This shows that (A) occurs if F| and Fj are
bad and that (C) occurs if F| and F} are good.

Sub-case b. there is b’ € Star(z’, B") N E that can be folded with f’. An argument similar
to that of sub-case (a) shows B is equivalent to Bj if w(h’) = 4’. Thus w(h') and y must
be distinct.

Let F!” denote the fold that identifies f’ and h’ and let u” denote the common image of
the vertices ¢’ and w(h’). As the group of f’ is trivial, ]’ and F} are tame. Moreover, by
Lemma we may assume that F{" and I}’ are elementary since the group of B}, | #
L# B}, 5.

If w(h') is of orbifold type, then Fy" and Fy' are bad since By, ; # 1 # B, ,. Thus
assume that w(h') is exceptional. Observe that we may without loos of generality assume
that (T, P) := L(h,))l =P (h),2- Hence the partitioned tuple at «” in BY is equal to

V1= (T®T,® (b 'b2),(v) ® P d Py)
while the partitioned tuple at u in BY is equal to
o= (T &T, & (b 'we(c'd)b2), (v) & P ® Py).

It is not hard to see that these partitioned tuples are equivalent which implies that BY is
equivalent to Bj. This shows that F}" is good if, and only if, FY' is good.
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Case 2. x = a(f1) = a(f2) is non-peripheral. In this case the group of y = w(f1) = w(f2)
in B; (i = 1,2) is trivial since Fy and F» are good. In particular, the group of edges staring
at y is also trivial.

By definition, F; and Fj replace the trivial group B, = By 1 = By 2 by the non-trivial
groups By ;| = (by *by) and By, = (b7 *we (¢~ 'd)by) respectively. Thus a fold of type ITA
based on (f’)~! can be applied to B} and to Bj. On the other hand, (iii) implies that

Bl iNace(Ada ™ #1 and B, Nojace(c™)ae(Ae)ae(c)a art # 1.

Lemma therefore implies that F] and F are bad.
(D2) It follows from Corollary that By can be replaced by an equivalent marked
A-graph By such that the following hold:

(i) the labels of f; and fo do not change and the labels of g; and g2 are of type (¢, €,d;)
and (c, e, ds), see Figure

(ii) the marked A-graph B/ that is obtained from B; by the fold F} that identifies f;
and fy is equivalent to BY.

(iii) if By denotes the marked A-graph that is obtained from B; by an A0 move that
makes the labels of g; and g coincide, then the marked A-graph that is obtained
from B, by the fold F}, that identifies g; and g5 is equivalent to BY.

(@eb) 2 (e d)

X w
(CL7 €, b) Y2 (Cv €, d2)
(a,e,b)
(a7 e? b) = (C7 E? dl)
fi=a
(¢, €, d2)

Figure 34: The marked A-graph B; in the three configurations that can occur).

Therefore we can assume that B; = By (resp. By = By) and Fy = F) (resp. Fh = Fy).

We first consider the case that y; and yo are peripheral. As F; and F5 are good, at
most one one of them has non-trivial vertex group. Thus there are two cases: If By, 1 =
By, 1 =1, then we are in case (B) since the marked A-graph that is obtained from B by
folding the edges g; and go is equivalent to the marked A-graph that is obtained from B
by folding the edges fi and f. If either By, 1 # 1 or By, 1 # 1, then we are in case (A).
Indeed, the fold that identifies the edges g1 and g2 (resp. fi and f2) in B (resp. in Bj)
is bad.

We now consider the case that y; and y-» are non-peripheral. If one of the vertices y; or
yo is of orbifold type, then the fact that F; and F5 are good implies that the other vertex
has trivial group. In this case the same argument as in the previous paragraph shows that
(A) holds.

Finally assume that y; and yo are exceptional vertices, see Figure Note that the
graph does not always look exactly as in the figure, as the other two configurations of
Figure |34 might also occur. However, in these situations exactly the same arguments can
be applied.

The loop g1 U g2 lies in the core of the A-graph B underlying B}. As F5 is tame,
the group of at least one of the edges g1 and go is trivial in By, and therefore also in Bj.
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B1 B2
(Ty1x17Py1’1)

Z1 -1
(Tya,1, Pyy1) (T;;,1d17P;22,1d1)
F l ng
i !
Bi (¢, d1) (a,e,b) B>
(a,e,b) . (c,e,dy)
—1 -1
(Ti11 @ Tyt Pt @ Pra1) >— —1 (Ty,1 @ T;;Jdlmpyhl @ szz,ldl)
(CaeadQ) (a’veabd2 dl)
i l l 7
Blll B/2/
(a,e,b) (¢c,e,dr) (a,e,b) (c,e,dr)
1 -1
y1,1 DLy 1 1 d2), Py 1 2,1 y1,1 y 1d 9 d1), Py 1 . 1d
(Ty11 ® Typ 1 @ (dy 'd2), Pyt @ Pyy,1) (Typa®T)2," @ (dy'di), Py ® P2, ")

Figure 35: FY and Fj produce equivalent marked A-graphs.

Putting these facts together we conclude that core(B)) cannot be a special almost orbifold
covering with a good marking. Therefore, as F; is good, the partitioned tuple

g//,l = (Tyl,l ® Ty, 1, Py 1 @ Py2,1)

is non-critical of simple type, where y denotes the common image of y; and y2 in Bf. The
same argument shows that the partitioned tuple

d’ldl)

dy'd
1/1,2 = (Ty172 @ Ty2727Py172 D Py272) = (Tyhl ® Ty;l 17Py1,1 D Py22,1

is of simple type.

Let Fy denote the tame elementary fold of type IIIA that identifies the edges g1 and
g2 in BY and let BY denote the resulting marked A-graph. Similarly, let Fj denote the
tame elementary fold of type IITA that identifies the edges f1 and f in B) and let BY
denote the resulting marked A-graph, see Figure Note that Bf and B only differ at
the vertex y := w(f) = w(g) where the partitioned tuples are given by

3/4/71 = (TZMJ @Tyml D (dl_ldQ)apyhl D Pyml)

and .
" (Tyl,l @le da

L dytdy
Yy,2 y2,1 )’

D (dl_ldQ)v Pyl,l D Py22,1

respectively. One easily verifies that P, ; and P, 5 are equivalent. Therefore, by [Dutl,
Lemma 3.16], BY and BY are equivalent.

The equivalence between B} and B implies that the fold Fj is good if, and only if,
the fold F} is good. Therefore we are in case (A) if FY is good and we are in case (B) if F|
is bad.

(D3) Fy and F; are folds of type IITA with f; = g; " and fo = g5 '. We may assume without
loss of generality that © = a(f1) = a(f2) is peripheral (and hence w = w(f1) = w(f2) is
non-peripheral).

It follows from Corollary [£:32] that B; can be replaced by an equivalent marked A-graph
B, such that the following hold:
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(i) the label of fi is (a,e,b) and the label of f; is (a,e,we(c)b) for some non-trivial
element c € A..

(ii) the marked A-graph that is obtained from B; by the fold F; that identifies f; and
f2 is equivalent to B].

(iii) if By denotes the marked A-graph that is obtained from By by an A1 move that makes
the label of f3 equal to (ac.(c),e,b), then the marked A-graph that is obtained from
By by the fold F; that identifies f; ' and g5 ' is equivalent to BY.

Therefore we can assume that B; = By (resp. By = By) and that F}, = Fy (vesp. Fy = Fy),
see Fig. Denote v := b~ we(c)b € Apyj and 7 := a rae(c)a = ae(c) € Apy).

(a, e, b) (a,e,b)
@ wl’ wl @ w2’ w2 Tw17Pw1)
(ace(c

(a,e,we(c
o "

B! B;
._(a,.el. (a,e,b)

BI,I =1 f/ (Tw 1 @ ( ) w, 1) B;VQ - <'Y/> f/ (Tuz,th,l)

F{\ /5

(a,e,b)
;?IJ = <’Y,> fl (Twala(’y)@Pu},l)

Figure 36: F) and Fy are of type IITA and F] and F are of type ITA.

Since Fj is good, w is exceptional and Py, 1 = (Ty.1, Py,1) is non-critical of simple type.
On the other hand, since F; is good, B, = 1. Thus B, = 1 for all g € Star(z,B). In
particular, By, = By, = 1.

We first look at BY. It follows from Proposition that (Th,1 @ (), Pw,1) cannot be
of almost orbifold covering type. Thus, as F} is good,

{v,l = (Tw,l S ('Y)a Pw,l)

is non-critical of simple type. Observe that the group of (f’)~! is trivial (in B}) and (f/)~!
violates condition (F2) of folded A-graphs since the peripheral element ~ lies in Bjﬂ’l

Let Fy denote the type ITA fold based on (f’)~!. As « is part of a minimal generating
tuple of Bj ; it follows that b~ 'w.(A.)bN B, | = (7) and that (f’)~! cannot be folded with
any edge in Star(w, By) N E(B}). Thus F] is tame elementary.

We now look at BY. Let Fj be the type ITA fold based on the edge f’. Note that
By, , = 1for all h € Star(w, By) since By, = 1 for all h € Star(w, B). Thus Fj is tame
elementary.

It is not hard to see that the marked A-graph that is obtained from B/ by the fold F}
coincides with the marked A-graph that is obtained from B/ by the fold Fj. Hence Fj is
good if, and only if, F} is good. Therefore (A) holds if F] and Fj are bad and (B) occurs
otherwise.

Remark 4.44. Observe that Fj (and hence FY) is good exactly when (T 1, () @ Pu1)
is non-critical and of simple type. This follows from the fact that the resulting marked
A-graph cannot be a special almost orbifold cover with a good marking as the vertex x
becomes a boundary vertex of a degenerate sub-A-graph of orbifold type such that there
is only one edge incident at x that has non trivial group, namely the edge f.
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(D4) As Fy and F are good it follows that B, = B, = 1 where y = w(f) and z = w(g).
This case is illustrated in Figure [37in the case that y = z.

Let F| (resp. Fj) be the fold of type IIA based on g (resp. f) of B} (resp. B)).
Observe that both folds are tame because the corresponding peripheral elements ’y} and fy;
are part of a minimal generating set of B, ; = B}, y = B, 1 = By 2 < Af;). Moreover, both
are elementary because they satisfy condition (EL.2). It is not hard to see that F| and F}
are good (resp. bad) if and only if y # 2 (resp. y = z), see Fig.

B,

g
g
(T', (V}) ® Pa1) (T, (vg) ® Pr.2)

Figure 37: F| and F} are bad tame elementary folds of type ITA.

(D5) B :=B; = By and F; and F» are of type ITA with f # g such that f and g can be
folded in B := By = B; by an elementary fold. Note that F; is not tame after F} is applied.
Let F denote the tame elementary fold that identifies f and g in Bj. Since Fy and F, are
good, w(f) and w(g) are either both peripheral with trivial group or both exceptional. We
will give a complete argument for the case they are exceptional and distinct so that F] are
of type IA.

The fact that f and g have the same label implies that the peripheral element 7},1
added by F7 to the partitioned tuple P, s) coincides with the peripheral element ’y; _, added
by Fj to the partitioned tuple P, 4. Therefore the marked A-graph that is obtained from
B/ by F] coincides with the marked A-graph that is obtained from B/, by F}. This implies
that FY is good if and only if F} is good. The hole argument is illustrated in Figure

Generic case. Assume that the conclusions of Lemmas and hold. Since F; and
F5 are good, the argument used in the generic case when one of the folds is bad shows that
a fold F} (resp. Fy) that is essentially the same as Fy (resp. Fj) can be applied to B
(resp. B%) and F| and Fj yield the same A-graph B”, i.e. F; and F» commute.
Therefore to complete the proof it suffices to show that Fy is good if and only if F} is
good. This follows by inspecting the various cases. We will give a sample argument for
the case F} and Fy are of type IIA, and so F] and Fj are also of type ITA. If w(f) # w(g)
then claim is trivial. Thus assume that y = w(f) = w(g) = 2. As F} and Fy are good,
y is either exceptional or peripheral with trivial group. If x is exceptional then the claim
is also trivial. If x is peripheral, then F} and F5 turn x into a vertex of orbifold type.
Consequently F| and F} do not induce markings on B” and therefore are bad.

5 Horizontal Heegaard splittings

Throughout this section we assume familiarity with horizontal Heegaard splittings of Seifert
manifolds as introduced by Moriah and Schultens [MS].

Let M be an orientable Seifert 3-manifold over the base orbifold O, let 7 : M — O be
the canoncial map. Given a horizontal Heegaard splitting we obtain the following:
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() ) (Totr) @ Tg), (V) @ Py ® Py))

Figure 38: 7/ = 7},1 = 7;,1.

1. a surface ¥ C M with a single boundary component, the regular neighborhood of
this surface can be thought of as one of the handlebodies of the splitting.

2. An open disk D C O containing at most one cone point such that 7(X) = O\ D and
the map 7|y : ¥ — O\ D is an orbifold cover.

It follows in particular that the map 7|y : ¥ — O is an almost orbifold cover. Note
that this is an amost orbifold cover of a very special type as m~*(D) contains no disks but
consists of a single 1-sphere.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem [1.11)). Let M be a non-small orientable Seifert 3-manifold with
orientable base space and T be a tuple corresponding to a horizontal Heegaard splitting.
Then T is irreducible iff the Heegaard splitting is irreducible.

Proof. As reducible Heegard splitting always define reducible generating tuples it suffices
to show that the generating tuples corresponding to irreducible Heegaard splitting are irre-
ducible. Thus we may assume that the horizontal Heegaard splitting under consideration
is irreducible.

Let ¥ and D be as above and let T := (z1,...,x,) a basis of the free group 7 (%), thus

is a generating set of m (M) if i : ¥ — M is the inclusion map. We need to show that
14(T) is irreducible. To do so it suffices to show that

Ty O Z*(T) = (ﬂ'lz)*(T)

is irreducible.
This claim follows from Theorem [[.9] once we have verified that the almost orbifold
covering 7|y : ¥ — O is special and that T is rigid.

69



The rigidity of T is trivial as a simple homology argument shows that the element of
surfact group corresponding to the single boundary component of a surface is never part
of a basis.

Let now m = 1 if D contains no cone point, otherwise let m be the order of the
single cone point contained in D. Let mgy,...,m; be the orders of the cone points in
Y\ D and d = lem(my,...,mg). It follows from the construction of horizontal Heegaard
splittings that d is the degree of the almost orbifold covering 7|s;, see chapter 4 of [Se]. The
irreducibility of the Heegaard splitting morever implies that m > d unless O is a surface,
a case when the claim is trivial. This follows from [Se].

To see that 7|y is special it remains to show that d does not divide m. If d divides m
the 7|y factors through a finite sheeted cover of O which contradicts the assumtion that
(7]|2)«(T) is a generating tuple of 1 (). Thus d divides m and the Theorem is proven. [

Note that the proof actually implies that Heegaard splittings are irreducible. Thus we
reprove Theorem 8.1 of [Se] in the case of non-small Seifert manifolds.

References

[BF] M. Bestvina and M. Feighn, Bounding the complexity of simplicial group actions on
trees, Invent. Math. 103, 1991, 449-469.

[Du] M. J. Dunwoody, Folding sequences, The Epstein Birthday Schrift, Geom. Topol.
Monogr., 1 1998, 139-158.

[Dut] E. Dutra, Nielsen -equivalence in closed 2-orbifold groups, preprint 2020,
https://arxiv.org/abs,/2004.09326.

[EKS] A. Edmonds, R. Kulkarni and R. Stong, Realizability of Branched Coverings of
Surfaces Trans. AMS 282, 1984, 773-790.

[FR] D. I Fouxe-Rabinovitch, Uber die Automorphismengruppen der freien Produkte, I,
Mat. Sh. 8 1940, 265-276.

[G] N. D. Gilbert, Presentations of the Automorphism Group of a Free Product, Pro-
ceedings of the London Mathematical Society, Volume s3-54, Issue 1, January 1987,
Pages 115-140.

[Gr] I. A. Grushko, On the bases of a free product of groups, Matematicheskii Sbornik 8
(1940), pp. 169—182.

[KMW] I. Kapovich, A. Myasnikov and R. Weidmann, Foldings, graphs of groups and the
membership problem to appear in IJAC.

[KW1] I. Kapovich and R. Weidmann, Freely indecomposable groups acting on hyperbolic
spaces, IJAC 14, 2004, 115-171.

[KW2] I. Kapovich and R. Weidmann, Kleinian groups and the rank problem, preprint
2004.

[Lou] L. Louder, Nielsen equivalence in closed surface groups, preprint.

[L] M. Lustig, Nielsen equivalence and simple-homotopy type, Proc. LMS 62, 1991, 537—
562.

[LM1] M. Lustig and Y. Moriah, Nielsen equivalence in Fuchsian groups and Seifert fibered
spaces, Topology 30, 1991, 191-204.

[LM2] M. Lustig and Y. Moriah, Generating systems of groups and Reidemeister-
Whitehead torsion, J. Algebra 157, 1993, 170-198.

70



[LM3] Y. Moriah and Martin Lustig, Nielsen Fquivalence in Fuchsian groups, preprint

[MS]

2019, https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.02759

Y. Moriah and J. Schultens, Irreducible Heegaard splittings of Seifert fibered spaces
are either vertical or horizontal, Topology 37 (5), 1089-1112

[PRZ] N. Peczynski, G. Rosenberger and H. Zieschang, Uber Erzeugende ebener diskon-

[R1]

[R2]

[R3]

[Se]

[Zie]

tinuierlicher Gruppen, Inv. Math. 29, 1975, 161-180.

G. Rosenberger, Zum Rang und Isomorphieproblem fiir freie Produkte mit Amalgam,
Habilitationsschrift, Hamburg 1974.

G. Rosenberger, All generating pairs of all two-generator Fuchsian groups, Arch.
Math. (Basel) 46, 1986, no. 3, 198—-204.

G. Rosenberger, Minimal generating systems for plane discontinuous groups and an
equation in free groups, Proc. Group’s Korea 1988, 170-186. Lecture Notes in Math.
vol. 1398, Springer, Berlin, 1989.

E. Sedgwick, The irreducibility of Heegaard splittings of Seifert fibered spaces, Pacific
Journal of Mathematics 190 (1), 173-199

J.R. Stallings, Topology of Finite Graphs, Invent. Math. 71, 1983, 551-565.
R. D. Wade, Folding free-group automorphisms, Q. J. Math. 65 (2014) 291-304.

R. Weidmann, The rank problem for sufficiently large Fuchsian groups, Proc. LMS
95 (3), 2007, 609-652.

R. Weidmann, Generating tuples of free products, Bull. LMS 39 (3), 2007, 393- 403.

H. Zieschang, Uber die Nielsensche Kiirzungsmethode in freien Produkten mit Amal-
gam, Invent. Math. 10, 1970, 4-37.

71



	1 Introduction
	2 Strategy of proof
	3 The local case
	3.1 Generating tuples of fundamental groups of orbifolds with boundary
	3.2 Partitioned tuples
	3.3 Decorated A-graphs
	3.4 The directed graph [P]
	3.5 Proof of Proposition 3.11 
	3.6 Auxiliary results regarding partitioned tuples

	4 The global picture
	4.1 Marked A-graphs
	4.2 Tame elementary folds
	4.3 The graph associated to a generating tuple of 1o(O)
	4.4 Edges of [T]
	4.5 Proof of Proposition 4.25
	4.6 Proof of Proposition 4.26

	5 Horizontal Heegaard splittings

