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Abstract

We study torus fibrations over the 2-sphere and Hurwitz equivalence of their monodromies.
We show that, if two torus fibrations over S? have the same type of singularities, then their
global monodromies are Hurwitz equivalent after performing direct sums with a certain torus
Lefschetz fibration. The additional torus Lefschetz fibration is universal when the type of
singularities is “simple”.

Contents
[1_Introduction 1
2 C i L H T ival |

2.1 Flementary transformationd . . . . . . . o ot

5

5

[2.2  Contraction and restoration on tupld . . . . . . . ... 6
- ; ; 3

9

20
21
23
28
31

40
40
41

45

46

1 Introduction

A generalised torus fibration over the 2-sphere is a continuous map f : M* — S? from a closed
oriented 4-manifold M* to the 2-sphere S2, for which there exists some finite set B C S2, called
the branch set, so that the restriction of f to M*\ f=1(B) is a locally trivial fibration over S?\ B
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with fibre a torus. In this paper, we will study torus fibrations over S? and provide an algebraic
classification of their monodromies.

Given a torus fibration f : M* — S2, we suppose that the branch set for f is B = {p1,...,pn}
and choose a base point p € S%\ B. As in [Moi77, p.176; Kas8(; [Fun22|, the locally trivial fibration
f:M*\ f~1(B) — 5%\ B determines a monodromy homomorphism

Dy 7r1(52 \ B,p) — Mod(TQ),

by identifying f~!(p) with T2, where Mod(T?) = 7y Homeo™ (T?) is the mapping class group of
torus and hence isomorphic to SL(2, Z).

Choose homotopy classes of loops 71, . . ., 7, C S? based at p such that each loop v; goes around
some branch point p; exactly once clockwise and the fundamental group 71 (52 \ B, p) is generated
by 71, ..., with the relation v; - - -7, = 1. Therefore, the group m1(S? \ B,p) is isomorphic to
F,,—1. The monodromy ¢; = ®,(7v;) € SL(2,Z) is called the fibre monodromy around the singular
fibre f~1(p;). Note that ¢ --- ¢, = 1.

The n-tuple (¢1,...,¢,) is called a global monodromy of f and the homomorphism ®;,, is
uniquely determined by p, 71, ...,7v, and (¢1, ..., ¢,). However, a different choice of the base point
p amounts to changing (¢1,...,¢,) by a diagonal (or simultaneous) conjugacy. Also a different
choice of homotopy classes of 71,...,7, may change (¢1,...,¢,) by a sequence of elementary
transformations (or Hurwitz moves; see Subsection [Z] for more details):

—1

(corsPibiz10] " bis ) S (cons Gis Pigr,---) L (oo i1, S Gibig1, .., 1 <i<n—1.

We will denote a multi-set by [z1, 22,22, 23,23, 3,...] and denote the conjugacy class of an
element g in a group G by Clg(g) (or Cl(g) if we do not specify G).

Definition. Let f: M* — S? be a torus fibration over S? with n branch points and (¢1,. .., ¢,)
be a global monodromy of f. The type (of singularities) of f is defined to be the multi-set

O(f) = [ClsLz)(#1), - - -, ClsL2,z)(dn)]:
which does not depend on the choice of its global monodromy.

There is a left action of Aut(F,,) on Hom(F,,SL(2,Z)) by precomposition with the inverse.
Suppose that {aq, a9, ...,a,} is a generating set of F,,. Artin’s representation embeds the braid
group B,, on n strands as a subgroup of Aut(F,,). The subset Hom(F,, /(a1 - - - o), SL(2,Z)) of
Hom(F,,, SL(2,Z)) is Bp-invariant and identified with Hom(71(S? \ B),SL(2,Z)), which inherits
the action of B,,. We then consider the orbit space

M, = B,\ Hom(F,,_1,SL(2,7))/ SL(2, Z)

where the action of SL(2,Z) on the right is by conjugation. Note that the B, action induces
an action of the sphere braid group B, (5?) on Hom(F,_1,SL(2,7Z))/SL(2,Z), coming from the
natural mapping class group action on this set. A torus fibration with n branch points determines
an element in M,, and therefore the study of torus fibrations by means of their monodromy
addresses two independent questions.

Question 1.0.1. How does an orbit in M,, limit the corresponding torus fibration?
Question 1.0.2. How to characterise or classify the elements in M, ?

A torus Lefschetz fibration f : M* — S? is the simplest torus fibration, which is a smooth
torus fibration and contains only one singularity in each singular fibre, each singularity admitting
complex local coordinates (21, z2) compatible with the orientation of M* such that the fibration is
locally given by f(z1,22) = 27 + 23. The type of singularities then depends only on the number of
branch points, every ¢; being a positive Dehn twist around some simple loop.

For torus Lefschetz fibrations, answers to both questions are given by Moishezon and Livné.
On the one hand, an orbit in M,,, if it does correspond to a torus Lefschetz fibration, determines
the unique one up to fibre-preserving diffeomorphism (see Part II, Lemma 7a in [Moi77]). On the
other hand, for torus Lefschetz fibrations with the same number of branch points, the action of B,
on the set of their monodromy homomorphisms is transitive (see Part II, Lemma 8 in [Moi77]).
This result was generalized by Orevkov (see |Ore04]).

If one relaxes the requirement of the orientation for Lefschetz fibrations, the fibrations are achi-
ral Lefschetz fibrations. We say that the orientation is still preserved for a type I} singular fibre



but not for a type I; singular fibre. The global monodromy was first investigated by Matsumoto
in [Mat85] (see also |GS99, Section 8.4]). An inspirational result in his study introduces a represen-
tative of the global monodromy using elementary transformations which is, however, not unique.
In particular, one cannot readily classify those achiral Lefschetz fibrations (or their corresponding
elements in M,,) whose singular fibres of type I;” and I;” occur in pairs.

In general, it is extremely difficult to classify the orbits in M,,. An algebraic understanding of
M, is related the study of Wiegold (see |Lubll]) who conjectured that

| Out(Fp—1)\ Epi(Fp—1, G)/ Aut(G)| =1

for any finite simple group G and n > 4, where Epi(F,_1,G) denotes the set of epimorphisms
F,_1 — G. For the study of its extension to surface groups, we refer to |[FL18, Theorem 1.4].

As in [Aur05; ICLP15; [Sam20], we discuss the stable equivalence of algebraic objects by relating
them to the direct sum construction. When the 2-sphere is replaced by an arbitrary surface, another
notion of stabilisation corresponds to pinching a hole (see |CLP16; [FP23]). For more interesting
problems on the orbit space M, and its variations, not related to the concept of stabilisation, we
refer to |Aur06; [Aurls).

Global monodromies with stabilisation

Suppose that f; : M; — S? and fo : My — S? are two torus fibrations. Choosing a pair of 2-disks
Dy, Dy C S? that do not contain any branch points of fi, fo respectively, gluing M; \ f;*(Dy)
and My \ f; '(D2) along some orientation reversing fibrewise homeomorphism 3 : df; *(D1) —
6f2_1(D2), we obtain a fibre-connected sum M; &g My between M; and Ms. The fibration f
of My @3 M, piecing together fi and fy is again a torus fibration over S?, called a direct sum
between f; and fo and written as f = f1 @ fs if we do not specify 5. In [Aur05] Auroux introduced
the direct sum between a fibration and a fixed standard fibration, called stabilisation. He then
proceeded to give a classification of genus g > 2 Lefschetz fibrations, up to stabilisation.

Definition. A conjugacy class of SL(2,Z) which either corresponds to elements of trace 0, +1, +3

. 1 1] (1 -1} (-1 1 -1 -1, )
or else contains {0 1}, [0 1 ], {0 1] or {0 1] is called simple.

The following result is a rather general extension of Auroux’s stable classification in genus 1
but for arbitrary singularities:

Theorem A. Let O be a multi-set of conjugacy classes of SL(2,7). There exists a torus Lefschetz
fibration fé over S? depending only on the non-simple conjugacy classes occurring in O that has
the following property: fori=1,2,

- let fi be a torus fibration over S? with O(f;) = O;

- let ﬁ be a direct sum between f; and f(%,

- let (g%i), e 7g,(f)) be a global monodromy of fz

Then (g§1)7 . ,gr(ll)) and (g§2)7 e ,gff)) are Hurwitz equivalent i.e. one can transform (g§1)7 . 7gfll))
. (2) @)y . .
into (g;7,...,gn ) using a finite sequence of elementary transformations.

In Theorem [Al the choices of direct sums ]?1, fg, base points and loops for the global mon-
odromies are far from unique. As such, we adopt the following convention: we will use the double
plural to highlight the unlimited objects, say all global monodromies of all direct sums.

Theorem [A]shows that, in particular, given a torus fibration f over S2, all global monodromies of
all direct sums f @ fé f) are pairwise Hurwitz equivalent. The additional fibration f(% in Theorem
[Al can be replaced by a torus fibration with fewer branch points but which is not a Lefschetz
fibration (see Theorem [ZZ.] for a more detailed reformulation). In both cases, the number of
branch points in the additional fibration depends on the number of non-simple elements in O. In
particular, we have the following results:

Theorem B. There exists a torus Lefschetz fibration f{ over S? with 12 branch points such that,
for any multi-set O of simple conjugacy classes of SL(2,7Z) corresponding to elements of trace 0, +1
or 2, all global monodromies of all direct sums f @ ff with f a torus fibration over S? satisfying
O(f) = O are pairwise Hurwitz equivalent.

Theorem C. There exists a torus Lefschetz fibration f& over S? with 60 branch points such that,
for any multi-set O of simple conjugacy classes of SL(2,7), all global monodromies of all direct
sums f @ f& with f a torus fibration over S? satisfying O(f) = O are pairwise Hurwitz equivalent.



In Theorem [B] each of —2,—1,0,1 and 2 might occur as the trace of some element in O. We
emphasise that the “or” is always inclusive in this paper. The fibration f% in Theorem [B] can be
replaced by a non-Lefschetz fibration with only 6 branch points and the fibration f% in Theorem
can be replaced by a fibration with only 19 branch points.

The stated Hurwitz equivalence in Theorem [A] Theorem [B] and Theorem [(]is obtained with a
specific normal form (see Theorem [2:4.1]) which satisfies a remarkable property, called swappability
(see Subsection B.J). The normal form is computable: one can compute the finite sequence of
elementary transformations with algorithms (see Appendix [A]).

The Hurwitz equivalence fails without stabilisation or with an unreasonable stabilisation, see
Subsection 5.1l The following theorem compares the (unstable) Hurwitz equivalence and the stable
equivalence between global monodromies of torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations.

Theorem D. For torus achiral Lefshetz fibrations with p singular fibres of type I, and q singular
fibres of type I, we have the following statements.
(i) After performing direct sums with f{y, all global monodromies are Hurwitz equivalent.
(i) If p # q, then all global monodromies are Hurwitz equivalent.
(i) If p = q > 1, then the global monodromies have infinitely many Hurwitz equivalent classes
and there exists an explicit combinatorial classification.

As a consequence of Theorem [B] we partially extend Kas’ classification of elliptic surfaces up
to diffeomorphism [Kas77| to a stable classification of their global monodromies. Elliptic surfaces
over CP! are proper holomorphic maps f : S — CP' between a complex surface S and CP! such
that the generic fibre is an elliptic curve. An elliptic surface is certainly a torus fibration whose
singular fibres were classified by Kodaira in |[Kod64; Kod66]; the fibre monodromies are described
in [Mir89].

Corollary A. Let fi : Sy — CP' and fy : So — CP' be elliptic surfaces without multiple singular
fibres, without singular fibres of type I, or I, v > 2 in Kodaira’s classification. Suppose that
O(f1) = O(f2). Then, all global monodromies of all direct sums f1 ® f& and fo ® f& are pairwise
Hurwitz equivalent.

Fibre-preserving homeomorphisms

An element in M, does not provide all the data about the fibration. In most cases, a torus fibration
cannot be determined by its monodromy in any way. Additional restrictions and data on the local
models at singularities are essential.

One remarkable encoding for the local model comes from King’s classification in |[Kin78; [Kin97]
of isolated singularities and the local study of singularities by Church and Timourian in |[CT72;
CT74], using this we study the so-called singular fibrations.

Roughly speaking by singular fibration we mean a smooth fibration with only finitely many
singularities each having a “nice” neighbourhood (see Subsection B3] for a precise definition). Each
singularity is then characterised by a local Milnor fibre which is a sub-surface of the generic fibre, a
binding link K and an open book decomposition. Singular fibrations have been studied in [Loo71;
Funll; [Fun22]. The local properties of their singularities are related to the corresponding fibred
knots (see e.g. [BZ03]).

As an improvement of Proposition 2.1 in [Fun22| as well as a consequence of Theorem [C] and
the swappability of the corresponding normal form, we have the following stable classification of
singular fibrations based on the type of singularities up to fibre-preserving homeomorphism:

Corollary B. Let f1 : My — S? and fy : My — S? be torus singular fibrations with a single
singularity in each singular fibre and with O(f1) = O(f2). Suppose that each local Milnor fibre of
singularities in f1 and fo is either

- a surface of genus 0 with < 2 boundary components, or

- _a surface of genus 1 with only 1 boundary component. o
Let fi = fi® f& : My — S? and fo = fo® f& : My — S? be direct sums. Then (M, f1) and
(]/\2/27};) are fibre-preserving homeomorphic.

Throughout this paper, all fibrations which we consider will be over S2, unless otherwise stated.
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2 Connected sums and Hurwitz equivalence

2.1 Elementary transformations

We first define the elementary transformations. Throughout this subsection, G is an arbitrary
group and Z(@G) is the center of G. An n-tuple in G is a sequence (g1,...,¢gn) of elements in
G, each g; is called a component of the tuple. Let 7, be the set of n-tuples (¢1,...,9,) in G
satisfying g1 - - - gn € Z(G).

Definition 2.1.1. For 1 <i < n — 1, the elementary transformations (or Hurwitz moves) R; is a
bijection on the set of n-tuples in G defined by:

Ri(g1,---,9n) = (91, - ,gi—hgi+1,95r119i9i+1,9i+2, ooy Gn)-

Both R; and its inverse IR, 1 are elementary transformations. A pair of tuples (91, --,9n) and
(hi,...,hy) which can be transformed into each other by a finite sequence of elementary transfor-
mations are called Hurwitz equivalent, written as:

(gla'-'7gn)N (hla"-7hn)-

We emphasise that the set of all n-tuples in G can also be interpreted as Hom(F,,, G) and the
subset T,y is invariant under the elementary transformations.

Lemma 2.1.2. For (g1,...,9n) € Tan and any 1 < k < n, the tuple (g1,...,9n) is Hurwitz
equivalent to (gk7gk+17 ce39n, 91,92, - - - 7gk—1)-

Proof. Applying R,,—1 o...0 Ry on the n-tuple (g1,...,9») we get (g2,...,Gn, g1)- O

Let o denote the concatenation of tuples: (g1,...,9n) ® (R1,...,hm) = (g1, Gny P1y ooy ).
The power of a tuple corresponds to a repeated concatenation with itself. The symbol [ represents
the concatenation of a family of tuples.

Lemma 2.1.3. Let (g1, .-, 9n, P1s- ooy Pny Gt 1s - - - s o) b an (n+m—+n')-tuple in G satisfying
hi - hm € Z(G). For 0 <k <n+n/, this (n+m+ n')-tuple is Hurwitz equivalent to

(gla"'7gk;h1;'"ahmagk+1a"'7gn+n’)- (1)
In particular, let (g1,1,-- -3 91,m1); (92155 92m2)5 -5 (G155 Gy ) D€ tuples in G satisfying
9j,1 - 9in; € Z(G) for each of j =1,...,k. Then their concatenations in any order are pairwise

Hurwitz equivalent.

Proof. Applying Ryim—10...0 Ry, if n/ > 0 and applying R;}rl o...oR 1 if n > 0 on the

n+m

(n + m + n)-tuple we transform the tuple into (g1,...,gn+1,P1,-« s Pmy Gnt2s -+ Gnins) and
(91, 9n—1,h1, s hum, Gny -« -y Gnynr ) TESpECtively. O

Lemma 2.1.4. Let (g1,...,9n) be an n-tuple in G satisfying g; = g;jh with some 1 <i < j<mn
G/Ild h Z?’L Z(G) Then (gl, . ;gn) ~ (91, e ;gi—lagj;gi—i-la Ce ;gj—lagiagj—i-l; . ;gn)

Proof. Applying Rjill 0...0 R;rll oR;...oRj_y on (g1,...,gn) we get the tuple

(91,--- 7gi71agjvgig;19i+1gjg;17 - ,gigflgj—lgjgfl,gi,gjﬂ, ey Gn)s
which is equal to (g1,...,9i-1,95, Git1,- -+ 9j—1,9i, Gj+1,- - - Gn), as desired. O

Definition 2.1.5. An n-tuple in G is said to contain a generating set if its components form a
generating set of the group G.

For instance, the modular group PSL(2,7Z) = SL(2,Z)/{+1I, —I} has the presentation
PSL(2,Z) = (a,b | a® = b* = 1);
both (a?b,ba?, a?b,ba?, a®b, ba?) and (ba, ab, ba, ab, ba, ab) contain generating sets.

Lemma 2.1.6. Suppose that (g1,...,9,) and (h1,..., hy) are tuples in G such that (hy, ..., hy)
contains a generating set. Let QQ be an arbitrary element in G. If there exists a sub-tuple of
(91,---,9n), say (gi,...,9r) with 1 <1 <71 <n, such that [[;_, g; € Z(G), then the concatenation
(915, 9n) ® (h1,..., hy) is Hurwitz equivalent to

(glv s 7gl71;Qilnga v aQilgTQag’l“Flv s agn) i (hla cety h’m)



Proof. We express a given element Q in G as q;---q, such that ¢; € {h1,h7", ..., b, bt}
i=1,...,u. The lemma follows from Lemma [Z.T.3] and the following substitutions via elementary
transformations for each of j =1,...,m:

(G1y- G-y GryeeesGn) ® (R, oo Ry hy)

= (G1s s Q=15 Gr 415 Gns 1y o Bt Gty Gy Ry e R)

= (915 1, et G by By S g, B gehy By )
— (gl,...,gl,l,hglglhj,...,h;lgrhj,gTJrl,...,gn)o(hl,...,hj,...,hm);
(G1y- G-y GryeeesGn) ® (R, Ry hy)

= (g1, 3 G1=1:Gr 415 Gno R, Ry g G R, - B

= (G151 G- G b R hyghs L hgehs by )
= (90, g hghy s hygeh T gei, o gn) @ (hay Ry ).

2.2 Contraction and restoration on tuple

In this subsection, we introduce the notions of contraction and restoration on tuples. We move
on to a procedure that involves a series of operations, including contractions, restorations, and
elementary transformations. The procedure behaves like a self-consistent machine, maintaining
data about the given tuple and operations. Our study repeatedly utilises this procedure. To make
it clear and easy to visualise, thus we start with the following definition.

Definition 2.2.1. An iterated tuple of height 0 in G is an element g € G; for h > 1, an iterated
tuple of height h in G is a tuple whose components are iterated tuples of height smaller than h
such that at least one component is of height h — 1.

Take g € G and H = (Hy,...,H,) an iterated tuple of height h > 1. The evaluation on an
iterated tuple is defined by ev(g) = g and ev(H) =[]} ; ev(H;). With v € G, using the notation
g¥ = v~ tgv we define HY as

HY = (Hy,...,H,)" = (H!,...,HY).

The elementary transformation R; acts on the set of iterated tuples with n > ¢+ 1 components
by taking the conjugation of each element in H; with ev(H;+1) and swapping the positions, to wit

Ri(Hy,...,Hy) = (Hy,...,Hi_y, Hypy, H"7) H o H,).
Given an n-tuple (g1,...,9,) in G, we keep hold of the following data:
- (h1,...,hy): an tuple in G;
- (Hy,...,Hy): an iterated tuple in G such that (ev(Hy),...,ev(Hpy)) = (h1,..., hpm);

- F: an ordered list such that each element is either

- a pair (u,0) with g € Z and o an elementary transformation on (iterated) p-tuples, or
- a pair of integers (I,r) with 1 <1 <.

At the beginning, both (hq,...,h,) and (Hy, ..., Hy,,) are copies of (gi,...,gn), the ordered
list F is empty. We apply the following operations successively on the data.

(i) Elementary transformation: Apply an elementary transformation, say R§ with 1 <4 <
m — 1 and € = %1, on the m-tuple (hi,...,h,) and the iterated m-tuple (Hy,..., Hy,).
Append (m, RS) to F.

(ii) Contraction: For a pair of integers 1 <[ < r < n, we replace the tuple (hq,...,h;,) with
(h1, .. hi—1, by by B, oo huy)
and replace the iterated tuple (Hy, ..., Hy,) with
(Hy,....Hi_1,(Hy,..., Hy), Hyi1, ..., Hy).

Append (I,r) to F.



(iii) Restoration: Take the last pair of the form (I,r) in F, still denoted by (I,r). Let F’ be the
sub-list of F which consists of the elements after (I,7). Remove (I,7) and all the elements
after (I,7) from F.

Set k =1 and m’ = m+ (r —1). We consider each pair (p,0) = (m, R§) in F’ with the order.

- If 1 <4 <k —2, then append (m/, R{) to F.
- If k+1 <i<m, then append (m’,REJr(Pl)) to F.
- If 0 = Ry_1, then append the pairs (m/, Rg_1),...,(m’, Rx_14(-—1)) to F and replace

k with k£ — 1.

In this case, the elementary transformation o acts on an iterated m-tuple of the form
(Hay ooy M1, (HY o 1 1)s Hierny -+, Hin) Via

Ri—1
=

v (MY M)
oM, (M H ), oy (e H ) 1 s,

The new pairs (m/, Ri_1),...,(m', Rx_14(r—)) in F act on an iterated m’-tuple of the
form (H1, ce ,/kah/H/l, ce 7%;_l+1;Hk+1; cee ,Hm) via

Ry ev(H})

(o M, M ety ) =S 1 1T Ay 1)
Rk / / 671(7'[/1)671(7'[/2) ! !
— (. HL My, Hy JHy oo Hy g, -)
Ri—11(—k) ’ / ev(H’l)---ev(H'T71+1)
N /T " T Y

- If 0 = Ry, then append the pairs (m', Ry (,—1)), ..., (m', Rx) to F and replace k with

k+1.

-Ifo = Rl;ll, then append the pairs (m/, R,;ll), N R;H(T?l)) to F and replace
k with k& — 1.

-Ifo = R;l, then append the pairs (m’,R,;i(Til)), cee (m’,R,?l) to F and replace k
with £+ 1.

Finally, suppose that Hy, = (H{,...,H,_;,,). We replace (h1,...,h,) with
(hi,. . hg_1,ev(H), ..., ev(H;_H_l), Pit1s -y hom)
and replace (Hq, ..., Hy,) with

(Hy,y...,Hyr, Hyy oo H 1 Higrs - Ho).

Note that above operations can be applied in any order, possibly each appears many times and
different operations may alternate with each other. However, we apply operations only finitely
many times. The following lemma shows the main property of these operations.

Lemma 2.2.2. If m =n, then (hq,...,hy) coincides with the resulting tuple of (g1, ..., gn) after
applying all elementary transformations o occurring in F with the order.

Proof. Let (I,r) be the last pair of integers in F which indicates the last contraction operation
and replaces hy, ..., h, with h;---h,.. The product exactly corresponds to the k-th component of
the m-tuple after each of the subsequent elementary transformations, where k is introduced in
the restoration operation. Therefore, the restoration cancels the contraction and constructs the

corresponding elementary transformations on the m/-tuple. We conclude the lemma by induction.
O

A direct application of the above operations requires us to maintain a lot of data, which would
be a massive and tedious project. To simplify the application, our usage only focuses on the
replacement

(hi,. . hm) == (b, . i1, by Ry g, oo )

of the contraction; when applying the restoration, we enumerate all possible patterns of the corre-
sponding contraction instead. Therefore, the iterated tuple (Hi,..., H;,) and the ordered list F
never appear in the argument.

More delicate operations for tuples in the modular group and their properties will be introduced
in Proposition and Proposition We need the following definition in the sequel:



Definition 2.2.3. Let (¢1,...,9n) and (hi,...,h,) be tuples in G with n > m. The tuple
(91,---,9n) is said to be an (hy, ..., hy,)-ezpansion (or an expansion of (hi,..., hy)) if there exist
integers 0 = ip < i1 <iz <...<ly =nsuch that g;;_,11---g;; = h; for each of j =1,...,m.

)

Suppose that (g1,...,gn) is an expansion of (hi,...,h,). Then the associated contraction
operations consist of m contractions that replace (g1, .., gn) With (h1,..., hm).

2.3 Direct sums of fibrations and their global monodromies

Recall that the type O(f) of singularities of a torus fibration f is a multi-set of fibre monodromies
counted with multiplicity. Let f; : My — S2, fo : My — S? be torus fibrations, possibly with
different numbers of singular fibres. Let f1@® fo be a direct sum of f; and fo. The global monodromy
of f1 @ f2 depends on the fibre-connected sum M; &g Mo, the base point p on S? and the set of
generators for the fundamental group 7 (S? \ B). To be precise, a global monodromy of f; @ fo is
a concatenation of two sub-tuples, say

(V7 101, VT 1 1) © (V3 B2 athe, .y 5 B2na ),

such that (¢1,1,...,¢P1.n,) and (d2,1,. .., d2.n,) are global monodromies of f; and fo respectively,
1,19 € SL(2,Z) and at least one of 11,12 is 1. In general, global monodromies of different direct
sums or of the same direct sum but with different base points are not Hurwitz equivalent.

For any n-tuple (¢1,...,¢,) in SL(2,Z) with ¢1 --- ¢, = 1, we use f(4, . 4,) to denote a torus
fibration that has a global monodromy equal to (¢1,...,d,), if it exists. We use the notation
f(Lq51 o) for such a fibration that is also a Lefschetz fibration. Lemma 2.3 will point out that
we can always work with such a Lefschetz fibration up to expansion. Let us first recall some facts
about SL(2,Z) and Lefschetz fibrations.

Set A = [(1) _11} and B = [_11 _12} €SL(2,Z). Let L = —ABA = E ﬂ and R = —AB =
(1) 1 . The conjugacy classes of SL(2,7Z) have been described using the geometry of continued

fractions (see [Ser85; Karl3; Mosl16]). They are classified according to the trace, which is conjugacy
invariant, as follows.

(0) For trace 0, there are two conjugacy classes represented by B and —B.

For nonzero trace, the conjugacy classes come in opposite pairs, represented by a matrix M and
its opposite —M with tr(M) > 0 and tr(—M) < 0.

(1) For trace 1, there are two conjugacy classes represented by A and —A2.
For trace —1, there are two conjugacy classes represented by —A and A2.

(2) For trace 2, there is a Z-indexed families of conjugacy classes represented by L” with r € Z.
For trace —2, there is a Z-indexed families of conjugacy classes represented by —L" with
r e Z.

(3) For trace 3, there is only one conjugacy class represented by LR.
For trace —3, there is only one conjugacy class represented by —LR.

(> 3) In general, for trace of absolute value > 3, the words of the form + R/t L¥+ Ri2 L2 ... Rim [Jm
with m > 1, j1,...,Jm,k1,--.,km > 1 represent all conjugacy classes. Conversely, different
words of this form up to cyclic conjugacy belong to different conjugacy classes.

Recall that the fibre monodromies of torus Lefschetz fibrations are conjugates of L.
For convenience, we set L = —A?B and L = —BA?, which are conjugates of L.

Lemma 2.3.1. Let (¢1,...,¢n) be an n-tuple in SL(2,Z) with ¢1 - - ¢, = 1. There exists a torus
Lefschetz fibration f¥, one of whose global monodromy is an expansion of (¢1,...,bn).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the semigroup generated by L and L is exactly SL(2,7Z). It follows
from that LL = A and LLL = B whose inverses are A% and B? respectively. O

Now we describe the following tuples with respect to a multi-set O of fibre monodromies. Their
induced fibrations fr, ,, fro., fTo. and fr, will stabilise torus fibrations.

Definition 2.3.2. Suppose that O is a multi-set of conjugacy classes of SL(2,7Z).



1) We define To o as (L, L, A2 L, L, A?).

2) We define T 1 as an empty tuple if there does not exist a conjugacy class of trace £3 in O,
otherwise
To1=(B,B,B,B)e(—A*BAB, BA, —ABA)*.

3) We define T 2 as the concatenation of the following tuples.

i) If the conjugacy class represented by eL” with r > 2 and € € {1,—1} occurs m
times in O, take m copies of

Y
—_

(L,...,L,L™").
—— ——
r41 components

ii) If the conjugacy class represented by eR? with r > 2 and ¢ € {1,—1} occurs m > 1
times in O, take m copies of

(R,...,R,R™").
—_———

r41 components

iii) Suppose that a conjugacy class of elements with |trace| > 4 is represented by

€Rj1 Lkl Rjz Lk2 . ij Lkm

withe ={1,—-1},m > 1, j1,...,Jm, k1, .-, km > 1. If the conjugacy class occurs m > 1
times in O, take m copies of
k1 components k. components
17k j kmy—1
(R...R, LT,...;.L ,..., R...,R , L,...,L (RMLM™...RIm[kn)=1),
——— ———
J1 components Jm components

Eventually, we define Tp as TooeTo.10 1o 2.

2.4 Hurwitz equivalence of global monodromies

If two global monodromies of torus fibrations are Hurwitz equivalent, then they must have the
same number of branch points and the same type of singularities. The following theorem shows
that the global monodromies of torus fibrations with the same type of singularities become Hurwitz
equivalent up to fibre sum stabilisations.

Theorem 2.4.1. Given a torus fibration, let O be the type of singularities. Suppose that fo is one
of the following:

i) a torus fibration, one of whose global monodromy is (hi,...,hm) =To;

ii) a torus Lefschetz fibration, one of whose global monodromy (hy, ..., hm) is a To-expansion.
Then all global monodromies of all direct sums f® fo are Hurwitz equivalent for all torus fibrations

f with O(f) = O. Moreover, these global monodromies have a specific normal form determined by
O and (h1,...,hm) as follows:

(915 q0) .H(¢i,17---;¢i,ni)

%

where g1 ---g1 =1, (91,...,q1) is the sub-tuple of (hy,. .., hp,) either equal to To o or corresponding
to To,0, ¢in- - Pin, = E£I for each i and each (piq1,...,¢Pin;) is either
- a tuple of the form (X,Y) with XY = £1I, or

- atuple of £A, £A%, £B, :I:L +L, :I:L :I:L_1 +L71 +7- L except for at most 1 component.

Remark 2.4.2. Theorem 241 and Lemma 3.1 imply the main result Theorem [Al Let Hys =
(L,L)% and

Heo= (L, L)% e (L,L,L)*e(L,L,L,L,L,L.L,L,L1,L,L, L)
be tuples in SL(2,Z). Theorem[Bland[(again follow from Theorem 241l where the torus Lefschetz
fibrations f and f& are fl%u and fﬁso respectively.

Remark 2.4.3. The normal form given in Theorem Z4.1] though its precise form is not given,
satisfies a remarkable property, called swappability. We explain the swappability in Subsection B.1]
but as a consequence, we have Proposition [2.4.41

Let ¢ : SL(2,Z) — PSL(2,Z) be the natural group homomorphism.



Proposition 2.4.4. Fori=1,2, let [[;(¢{],...,6\) ) be a tuple in SL(2,Z) such that
o5 o, ==

for each j and each sub-tuple (qu Lo+ ,qﬁ ) 1s either

- a tuple of the form (X,Y) with XY = +1I, or

- atuple of A, £A%, £B, iL +L, iL +L1 == iL L except for at most 1 component.
Let (g1,...,q1) be a tuple in SL( ,Z) that is either equal to Tao or a To o expansion. Suppose that

[Ci(e$), ...l ) 1 4] = [Cuel).....cuel) ) 1 4]

and
[Te@), s ) =TT, . @),
J J
Then,
(glaagl).]:[(qﬁ_g,ll))aqﬁ_g,l%]) gla'-'agl .H ,Qﬁﬁ)}])
J J

We need a deeper understanding of tuples in PSL(2,Z). Set a = t(A), b = «(B). Recall that
PSL(2,7Z) is generated by a and b with the relation a® = b = 1. Some other elements are marked
as follows:

so = a?b, s1 = aba, so = ba®, ty = ba,t; = a’ba’,ty = ab
Here «(L) = s1, t(R) = ta, (L) = so and L(E) = 5. We further emphasise that s;t; = 1 for
1 = 0,1,2. Elements sg, s1, s2 are conjugate to each other and tq, t1, t2 are conjugate to each

other.
Elements in S = {a, a?,b, so, 51, 2, to, 11,12} are called “short” and elements in

Sy = S U {bab, ba*b, a*ba, aba?, a*bab, ababa, baba?, ba*ba, a*ba*ba?, aba’b}

are called “almost short”.

The following improves and extends Theorem 3.6 in [Mat85]|, which divides the tuples of ele-
ments in PSL(2,7Z) conjugate to a, a?, b, sq or ty into two categories and, for tuples in the second
category, presents the normal forms.

Theorem 2.4.5. Let g1,...,g, € PSL(2,Z) be conjugates of a, a®, b, aba or a*ba® satisfying
g1 gn = 1. Suppose that p, of them are conjugates of a, q, of them are conjugates of a?, ny of
them are conjugates of b, p of them are conjugates of sog and q of them are conjugates of to with
Pa; qa, M, P, ¢ 2 0 and pa + qa + 1y +p+q=n. Then,
1. if p = q, |pa — ga|] = 0 (mod 3) and ny is even, then the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz
equivalenet to
(ky byt ke kM 0 D Ly Ly Ly L)

s vps

withn' +n" =n, k;,l; € G andl;’ =1,i=1,...,n,j=1,...,n";
2. otherwise, the n-tuple (g1, ...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to the concatenation of

(S0, 52, S0, 52, S0, 52) [ M@x{P=2.01/6] o (to,tz,to,t2,t0,t2)LmaX{q_p’0}/6J o (50, to) ™71} o
(a a )mm{pa,qa} ° (b b)\_nb/2j ° (a a, a)l_max{pa qa,0}/3] ° (a a .a )\_mdx{qa Pa,0}/3]
and at most one of the following tuples:

(a®, 50, 82), (a, t2, to), (a, S0, S0, 52, 50), (a°, o, t2, to, to), (b, 50, $2, S0), (b, to, t2, o),
(a b 52) (a b tO) (a7t27t07b5t05t25t0)5 (a27505527b5 50552550)7

(a,a, S0, 52), (%, a%, 2, t0), (a®, a®, S0, S0, 52, S0), (a, a, o, ta, to, to),

( a’ b 82 (avaabv tO)a (a2aGQatQathbathtQatO)a (avaa SOaSQabv S50, SQaSO)'

The resulting n-tuple is called the normal form of (g1,...,9n)

As a supplement, we have Theorem [2.4.6] and its modification.
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Theorem 2.4.6. Let g1,...,g, € PSL(2,Z) be conjugates of a, a, b, so, to or ababa satisfying
g1 gn = 1. Suppose that m of them are conjugates of ababa. Tuake

Fiz = (b,b,b,b,a®bab, to, s1,a?bab, to, 51, a*bab, to, 51).
Then (g1,-..,9n) ® Fi13 is Hurwitz equivalent to
(M1 s hm—3—2,) ® (abab, ba®ba) ™ T3=1)/2 o (a%bab, to, s1)"

where
- each component of (hy,..., hy—m—3-2,) is conjugate to one of a,a?,b, s0,to;
-p=3-mifm<3andp=(m+1) mod 2 otherwise.

Theorem 2.4.7 (A modification of Theorem 2.4.6). Let g1,...,g9n € PSL(2,Z) be conjugates of
a, a?, b, sg, to or ababa satisfying g1 --- g, = 1. Suppose that m of them are conjugates of ababa.
Take

Fiz = (b, b, b, b, a’bab, to, s1, a*bab, to, s1, a*bab, to, s1).

Let FL be an Fi3-expansion of conjugates of so, written as
(u1717 sy ULy, U1y e ey U kg - - - UL Ty - - - ,U13,k13>,

such that w;1---u;k, 15 equal to the i-th component of Fiz for each of i = 1,...,13. Then
(g1,---,9n) ® FL is Hurwitz equivalent to

3—p

2 2 —3+1)/2 2
(h1,..., hns) @ (a"bab, ba ba>(m /2o H(U3i+2,17 e UBi42, kg2, DA bQ)
i=1
3
L4 H (U3z‘+2,1, <o UB542 k340 W3i4+3,15 - - - s U3i+3 k35437 U3i+4,15 - - - au3i+47k3i+4)
1=3—pn+1
where:

- each component of (h1,...,hy) is conjugate to one of a,a® b, sg, to;

-p=3-mifm<3andp=(m+1) mod 2 otherwise.

The proof of Theorem 2.4 ] relies on Theorem 2.4.5] Theorem 2.4.6] and the above modification
of Theorem 2.4.601 We will prove Theorem 2.4.5] 2.4.6] and 2.4.7 in Section Ml

Proof of Theorem[2.4.1} Suppose that (h1,...,hn) = To if fo is as in ), or (h1,...,hy) is a
To-expansion if fy is as in #4), which is a global monodromy of fy,. We write it as a concatenation
either

- of all the following tuples, or

- of the following tuples labelled (1), (2) and (4).

The list of tuples is as follows. o g
(1) The tuple (h11,...,h1m,) is either (L, L, A%) or a (L,
(2) The tuple (ho.1, ..., hom,) is either (L, L, A%) or a (L,

which may be different from (hq11,...,h1,m,)-
(3) The tuple (h31,-.., k3 m,) is either To 1 or a Tp 1-expansion of conjugates of L.
(4) The tuple (b4, ..., ham,) is either Tp 2 or a Tp o-expansion of conjugates of L.
Step 1. We first show that any global monodromy of a direct sum f & fy can be transformed
into

L, A?)-expansion of conjugates of L.
L, A%)-expansion of conjugates of L,

(¢1a'--a¢n).(h1a---7hm)

where (¢1,...,¢,) is a global monodromy of f.
Given a base point p of f & fy, a global monodromy of the direct sum with respect to p is the
concatenation

(7 "1t 05 dntn) @ [ (0 M haatda, 105 B, 02)
ieT
with the tuple (¢1,...,®,) a global monodromy of f, elements 1, 1o € SL(2,Z) and the index
set 7 either {1,2,3,4} or {1,2,4}. Each tuple in the concatenation has the product of components

equal to 1 and both of the tuples (5 'h1,192, ...,y " hi m,¥2) and (5 'ho 1102, .. ., 5 " hamy1b2)
contain generating sets. By Lemma[2.1.60] we can eliminate all the 11, ¥ in the global monodromy
using elementary transformations. Rewrite the resulting tuple as

(¢17 - 7¢n) L4 (gla e agl) L4 (h3,17 teey h37m3)[3€I] L4 (h4717 o '7h’41m4)
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where 3 € Z] =1if3 € Z and [3 € Z] = 0 if 3 € Z, such that (g1,...,9;) is either Tp o or a
T o-expansion of conjugates of L.
Step 2. We show that the above resulting tuple is Hurwitz equivalent to

((pl, ey Sﬁn/) (] (917 N ;gl) ° (h371, .. .7h31m3)[3€f] ° (hil 19 - 7h’ﬁl,m4)

such that
- (¢1,...,¢n) is a tuple of elements in simple conjugacy classes such that o1 - @, = £1;
- (hyq1s---shy m,) depends only on (hyj1,...,hsm,) and components of (¢1,...,¢n) in non-
simple conjugacy classes.
If (ha1y .-, ham,) is a To 2-expansion, then using contractions on (hy 1, ..., h4m,) as in Subsection

22 we replace (h4,1, ..., ham,) With To 2. The definition of T 2 states that it is the concatenation
of several sub-tuples. These sub-tuples are in one-to-one correspondence with the singular fibres
of f whose fibre monodromies belong to non-simple conjugacy classes and they are further in one-
to-one correspondence with the components of (¢1, ..., ¢,) excluding those of trace 0, £1, +3 or
conjugate to =L, £R.

Suppose that there exists an (r+1)-sub-tuple of the form (L,...,L,L™") in Tp o with r > 2. We
take the corresponding component, say ¢;, which is equal to eh =1 L"h with e = +1 and h € SL(2,Z).
Since (g1,...,g:;) contains a generating set, by Lemma 2.T.0] we replace the (r 4 1)-sub-tuple with

(h=Lh,...,h"*Lh,h"'L7"h).

By Lemma T3] we further replace ¢; with (h='Lh,...,h~1Lh) and replace the above (r + 1)-
sub-tuple with (eh=1L"h,h=*L~"h). Again by Lemma [Z.1.6, the pair (¢h=*L"h,h='L~"h) can be
transformed into (eL", L").

We have similar arguments for sub-tuples of the form (R,..., R, R™") or of the form

(R,...,R,L,....L,....,R,...,R,L,....L,(R...RL...L...R...RL...L)™")

as in Definition For the restoration, according to each component in Tp 2, we rewrite the
corresponding component as a sub-tuple. Notice that if such a component belongs to some simple
conjugacy class, then it is replaced by a sub-tuple of conjugates of L. Hence the resulting tuple is
as desired.

We will not modify (hj y,...,h},,,) anymore.

Step 3. Suppose that ny components of (¢1,...,¢, ) are of trace 3 and n_ components
of (¢1,...,¢n) are of trace —3. If ny +n_ = 0, then take (¢f,...,¢0,) = (p1,...,¢n) and
skip the step. Otherwise, [3 € Z] = 1. We further show that, by elementary transformations,
(1, 0n) ®(g1,---,91) ® (ha1,...,hsm,) can be transformed into

(50/17'-'79021”).(gla"'vgl).(}_lla"'vﬁm)

such that

- (#1,-- -5 pn) s a tuple of elements either of trace 0,41 or conjugate to £L or +R,

- (h1,...,hp) depends only on ny, n_ and (hs1,...,Hh3 ms)-
If (h31,--.,h3ms) is an expansion of Tp 1, then using contractions on (hs1,...,hsm,) as in Sub-
section we replace it with T ;. By applying Theorem to (¢(p1),...,t(en)) ® Fi3, the
tuple is transformed into

k
(s Phr) @ (g1, 1) @ [ [(Wio, 1) @ (~A*BAB, BA, — ABA)*
=1

such that each of 1(¢}), i = 1,...,n” is conjugate to a, a?, b, so or to, t(;0) = a®bab, t(; 1) = ba*ba
and p < 3. The number p is determined by ny + n_, which further separates the cases.

Then, the restoration operations apply on the tuple. Some components of (¢},...,¢.,) are
replaced by sub- tuples of elements conjugate to L, while keeping each component conjugate to
some preimage of a, a?, b, sg or 9. The remaining components that might be modified by the
restoration are exactly the components of the last pu sub-triples and the last 3 — p components
denoted by ;0. By Theorem [Z4.7] they are replaced by certain sub-tuples of (hs 1,...,h3ms,)-

The remaining components of H§:1(¢i,07¢i,1) are of trace =3 and they are either +A2BAB
or £BA?BA. To restrict their dependencies only on ny and n_, we have to show that their signs
can be rearranged to certain positions, but this follows from Proposition Z.4.4
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Step 4. We conclude the proof of Theorem 24| by showing that (¢f,...,¢..) ® (g1,...,9)
is Hurwitz equivalent to (¢f,...,¢!.) ® (g1,...,q;) such that (¢7,...,¢”,) depends only on the
multi-set O.

Applying Theorem to (L(e}), ..., L(¥lhn)), we transform the tuple (¢f,...,¢l,) into a
new tuple, denoted by (¢7,...,¢%,). For the first case in Theorem 247 as (g1,...,q:) contains
a generating set, applying Lemma we further transform the concatenation into a resulting
tuple, denoted by (¢7,...,¢",) e (g91,...,9), satisfying

(@), t(2) = (50, t0)"* ® (a,a®)"2 e (b,b)"* @ (a,a,a)"* & (a®, a?, a?)"
with pi, ..., us determined by O. The theorem follows from Proposition 2.4.4 O
Remark 2.4.8. Alternatively, instead of using Proposition 2.4.4] one may apply the substitutions
(e1A’BAB,e;BA*BA) o (g1,...,q91) — (e1BA*BA,e;B*A’BAB™ ) e (g1,...,q1)
= (iBA’BA,e;A’BAB) @ (g1,...,91) — (2A’BAB,¢;BA’BA) @ (g1,..., ).
at the end of Step 3 and
(TlAQB, TQBA27 73A2B> < (TQBA2, TlABA, 73A2B> < (TQBA2, 7'314237 7'1BA2>.

at the end of Step 4, where €1, €3, 71, T2, 73 € {—I,+1} are arbitrary. They appeared in an earlier
version of this paper.

We end with the proof of Corollary [Al

Proof of Corollary[4l The fibre monodromy of a singular fibre distinguishes the type in the Ko-
daira classification. The corollary follows from Theorem [Bl o

3 Swappability and local models

3.1 Swappability of the normal form
This subsection introduces the notion of swappability for a tuple in SL(2,Z) with a stabilisation.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (¢1,...,¢,) and (g1,...,9:) be tuples in SL(2,Z). Suppose that, for any
abelian group G and tuples (e1,...,€,), (€],...,€,), (01,...,01) in G such that the following

rtn

multi-sets of conjugacy classes in G x SL(2,Z) coincide:

[Cl((e1,61)), - - - Cl{(en, Pn))] = [CU((€}, ¢1)),- -, CU((€r,, )],

we have

((Ulagl)a ey (Ulagl)) o ((615 ¢i)a ey (Gna ¢n)) ~ ((Ulagl)a ceey (Ulagl)) L4 ((6/1’ ¢l)a ey (G;w ¢n))
In this case, we say that (¢1,...,¢n) is (g1, ..., gi)-stabilised swappable.

Remark 3.1.2. The normal form given in Theorem 2.4.T]is an example of swappable tuples, which
is guaranteed by Proposition B.1.3

Proposition 3.1.3. Let [[,(¢i1,...,%in,) be a tuple in SL(2,Z) such that ¢;1 - - ¢in, = £1 for
each i and each (i, ..., ¢in,) is either

- a tuple of the form (X,Y) with XY = £1I, or

- atuple of £A, +A2%, £B, :I:Z, +L, :I:Ii, :I:Eil, +L7 :I:Z’l, except for at most 1 component.
Let (g1,--.,q1) be a tuple in SL(2,Z) either equal to Too or a To,o expansion. Then the tuple
[L(Gi1s--osbim,) is (g1,-..,q1)-stabilised swappable.

Proof. We need only prove the proposition for the case (g1,...,q1) = To,0.
Set (¢1,...,0n) =[1;(¢i1s- .., ¢in,) and consider the tuple

((01,91),-- - (o1, 1)) ® ((€1,04), .-, (én, Pn))

in G x SL(2,Z). It suffices to show that, for any two components (e;, ¢;) and (e, ¢;) such that ¢;
is conjugate to ¢;, one can interchange €; and €; using elementary transformations.
When ¢; = ¢;, the swapping follows from Lemma 2.1.41
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When ¢; # ¢; but ¢;, ¢; belong to different sub-tuples, using Lemma for the sub-tuple
containing (e;, ¢;), we transform the component (e;, ¢;) into (e;, ¢;). After swapping (e;, ¢;) and
(€5, ¢;), we apply Lemma again to make other components unchanged.

When ¢1 # ¢, and ¢;, ¢; belong to a sub-tuple not of the form (X,Y") with XY = +1, we must

have ¢; conjugate to one of L, —L, L™! and —L~!. Recall To o = (L, L, A% e(L, L, A?) and notice
that the (first) (L, L, A?) contains generating sets. If ¢; and ¢; are conjugate to L, then take
Q@ and @Q; be such that Q;lqﬁiQi ==L and Qj_lqﬁij = =+ L, therefore QjQi_lqﬁiQin_l = ¢; and
Qin_lqﬁij Q;l = ¢;. Using Lemma and Lemma 2.1.4] we have the following substitutions

(s (€0 Bi)s oo (€5, 05), ) @ (61, L), (62, L), ..., (d6, A?))
H(...,(EZ,QZM) Qi) (65,Q7 0;Q0),...) o (61, L), (82, L), . ..., (86, A2))
(s (00, D), (65, Q7 95 Qi), ) @ (64, Q71 66Qi), (62, L), -, (96, A?))
(s (0L, QiLQT), (6, 5), ) @ (€6, Q7 66Qi), (62, L), -, (96, A))
— (., (01, Q' QLQ; Qn o (6,Q510;Q)), - ) o (6, Q71 6iQi), (05, 1), -, (36, A))
— (-, (01, Q7' QILQT Q). - <ei,Q;1¢iQi>,.-->-((ej,leaﬁij),<62,i>,---,<66,A2>>
— (o, (01, QLQT, . (ei,QjQ*@Q'Q-*)--->-((ej,leaﬁij),<62,i>,-..,<66,A2>>
(o (00D (6, QT QQT 9iQiQ5 1 Qi) ) 0 (65, Q5 1 8;Q), (02, L), . .. (36, A?))
— (- (6, Q5 ¢ng) 3 (6,Q71 Q071 9iQiQ5 1 Qi) ) @ (61, L), (62, L), . .., (d6, A?))
(e (6, QiQT Q07 - (64, Q507 1 9:QiQ7 1), . ) @ (61, L), (82, L), . .., (J, A?))
(oo

) €Ja¢z (elﬂ(bj) ) ((61’ )’(52’ )a'--a((sﬁaAQ))-

If ¢; and ¢; are conjugate to £L~', then using the contraction on ((82,L), (63, A%)) we have a
similar sequence of substitutions.

When ¢; # ¢; and ¢;, ¢; form a sub-tuple of the form (X,Y) with XY = +I, there exists
Q € SL(2,Z) such that Q~1¢;Q = ¢; and therefore Q~1¢;Q = ¢;. By Lemma 1.6} the sub-tuple
((ei, 1), (€5, 0;)) can be transformed into ((e;, Q@ '$:Q), (¢;, Q~'¢;Q)). O

As a consequence, we prove Proposition .44

Proof of Proposition [2.{-4 Let G = {1, —1} be the group under multiplication. We define
SL(2,Z) 3 ¢ — i(¢) = (e,¥) € G x SL(2,Z)

such that trace(y)) > 0, e = sgn(trace(¢)) if trace(¢) # 0 and € = 1 otherwise. This map is
well-defined, injective and conjugacy-preserving, but not a group homomorphism.
Consider the tuple

TTeE ol € wl ) =TT, . 4@ )

J J

and the tuple
2 2 2 2 2 2

LT w5y, e ) = TTaE), - 468)

J J
in x SL( ) Their components present the same conjugacy classes counted with multiplicity
and z/Jj b= 1/1 for all j and k. Besides, each sub-tuple of H ( ¥; 1 Yt ,1/1}171]_) is either a tuple of
the form (X,Y) with XY = +7 or a tuple of A, —A2, +B, [, L, L, L', L' and L~'. This
proposition follows from Proposition O

3.2 Fibre-preserving homeomorphisms: from local to global

This subsection investigates fibre-preserving homeomorphisms between torus fibrations. We start
with the following definitions.

Definition 3.2.1. Suppose that f : M — S? is a torus fibration and p; € S? is a branch point.
The singular fibre f~!(p;) may be locally symmetric in the following sense. Let U C S? be any
sufficiently small neighbourhood of p; and p € AU be an arbitrary point. Identifying f~'(p)
with T?, we use ¢; € Mod(T?) to denote the monodromy along OU at p. Let ¢» € Mod(T?) be
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an arbitrary mapping class class such that ¢¥¢; = ¢;9. We suppose that there exists a (self-
)homeomorphism Wy : f~1(U) — f~1(U) such that fo ¥y = f and Wy |p-1(,) represents 1. In
this case, we say that the singular fibre f=1(p) is locally symmetric.

In particular, all singular fibres of a torus Lefschetz fibration are locally symmetric.

Definition 3.2.2. Suppose that f; : M; — S? and fo : My — S? are torus fibrations with
branch sets By = {pgl)} and By = {p§2)}. We say that the singular fibres ffl(pgl)) and f;l(p§2))
) of pl1,
there exist homeomorphisms Wg ; : U;l) — 5% and Uy : fl_l(U;l)) — f{l(\Pgﬁj(U;l))) such that
faoWar; = Ug jo fi. We further say that (M, fi) and (Ma, f2) are fibre-preserving homeomorphic

if there exist homeomorphisms ¥g : S? — 82 and Wy, : M; — My such that fo o ¥y = ¥go fi.

are locally fibre-preserving homeomorphic if, for any sufficiently small neighbourhood U;l

Definition 3.2.3. A locally fibre-preserving homeomorphism (Ug j, ¥yy, ;) as above may be com-
patible with given global monodromies ( 51)7 ce 511)) of f; and ( 52), ce 512)) of f2, in the follow-
ing sense. Recall that the global monodromy is determined by a base point p(?) and a collection

of loops ’yy), . ,fy,(f) based at p* such that 'y](-i) is exactly the boundary of a neighbourhood of

pgi), say 'yj(i) = 8D]@, for ¢ = 1,2. Without loss of generality, assume that U;l) C Dj(l) and

\Ils,j(U;l)) C Dj(-z). Let ﬁj(z) be an arbitrary path in Dj(-i) joining p( to some point on 8Dj(-i), for
i = 1,2. The locally fibre-preserving homeomorphism (¥ ;, ¥ ;) is pushed forward to a homeo-
morphism ¢ € Homeo(T?) between the generic fibres at base points. We say that (U ;, g ;) is

compatible with the global monodromies if [w]¢§1) = ¢§2) [4].

The compatibility does not depend on the choice of ﬂ](-i), for + = 1,2. Indeed, for a different
choice of (ﬂ§1),ﬁ§2)), then [¢] is replaced by (¢§2))k2 [1/)](¢§1))k1 for some ky, ko € Z. It is easy to

check that
(@) 1w1(ef0) )6l = o ()= wl(a5")" ).

Besides, the compatibility does not depend on the choice of global monodromies. Indeed, a different
pair of global monodromies replaces qbg-l) and ¢§-2) with Qf1¢§-1)Q1 and Q5 1¢§-2)Q2, respectively.
The set of all possibilities for [¢] is

{(Qg_ld)_g‘Q)QQ)sz;l[w]Ql (Qf1¢§,1)Ql)kl

ki, ks € Z} .
It is easy to check that

(@100 Qs @i (e Q)" )@ of
:Q2_1¢_§2)Q2((Q2_1¢§2)Q2)k2Q2_1[7/)]Q1 (Q;1¢§1)Q1)k1)_

Theorem 3.2.4. Let f1 : My — S% and fy : My — S? be torus fibrations with branch sets

B = {p§1)} and By = {pf)}, |Bi| = n = |Ba|, with global monodromies ( gl),..., %1)) and
(¢§2), ey %2)) such that each singular fibre is locally symmetric. Suppose that, for each j, there

exists a locally fibre-preserving homeomorphism between f; 1(pg-l)) and fy 1(p§-2)) compatible with
the given global monodromies. Let fl =1 f(fL)(fl) : ]le — S2 and ]?2 = fo® fé(fQ) : Mg — 52 be

direct sums. Then (Ml, ]?1) and (Mg, fg) are fibre-preserving homeomorphic.

Remark 3.2.5. The one-to-one correspondence between singular fibres via locally fibre-preserving
homeomorphisms in the hypothesis of Theorem B:2:4] implies that O(f1) = O(f2).

The following definition first appeared in Part II, Definition 4 in [Moi77].

Definition 3.2.6. Suppose that f : M — S? is a torus fibration with branch set B = {p;}. Let
a : 81 — Homeoy(T?) be a closed curve in the group of homeomorphisms of T? isotopic to the
identity. Let D C S%\ B be a disc. Identify D with S! and f~1(D) with D x T?, then « defines

a canonical homeomorphism
a: f~H0D) — 9(D x T?).
Denote Mp o =M \ f~1(D)Ug (D x T?) and let fp o : Mp o — S? be the map which is equal to

fon M\ f~1(D) and equal to the projection D x T? — D on D x T?. Thus the map fp,, is a
torus fibration, called the a-twisting of M at D.
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Lemma 3.2.7. Let f : M — S? be a torus fibration and fp o be an a-twisting of f for some « :
S1 — Homeon(T?) and disc D C S%. Suppose that f has surjective monodromy homomorphisms.
Then f and fp o are fibre-preserving homeomorphic.

Proof. See Proposition 2.1 in [Fun22|. O

Proof of Theorem[3.2.4) By Theorem [Z4.1], we suppose that (]T/fl, fl) and (]T/fg, fg) have the same
branch set B = {p1,...,pirm}. Taking the base point p € S? \ B and loops 71, ..., Y+m based
at p, we further suppose that the global monodromies of (Ml, fl) and (Mg, ]72) determined by p,
Y1, - -+, Yi+m coincide, say

(glv'-'vgl).(¢la-'-;¢m)-

Since the compatibility of a locally fibre-preserving homeomorphism does not depend on the
global monodromy, we may assume that there exists the permutation ¢ € S,, such that

- ﬁ_l(pj) and f{l(pj) are locally fibre-preserving homeomorphic compatible with the global
monodromies, for j =1,...,1[;

- J?l_l(pj) and fgl(plw(j,l)) are locally fibre-preserving homeomorphic compatible with the
global monodromies, for j =1+ 1,...,l 4+ m.

Let G = Zey + ... + Ze€i4m be the free group of rank I + m. Consider the tuples

((61791)7 KRN (elvgl)v (6l+15 ¢1)5 ceey (€l+’ma ¢M))7
((61791)7 ey (61791)7 (6l+0(1)7¢1)5 sy (€l+a'(m)7 ¢m))

in G x SL(2,7Z). The swappability of the global monodromy implies that one tuple can be trans-
formed into the other by elementary transformations. Thus, using a fibre-preserving homeomor-
phism, we may suppose that o is the identical permutation.

Consider the locally fibre-preserving homeomorphisms ¥g ; : U;l) — Uj@)7 Warj: ffl(U;l)) —
E_l(U;Q)) with sufficiently small neighbourhoods UJ@ of pj, for j =1,...,01+m and i = 1,2.
They extend to locally fibre-preserving homeomorphisms Wy ; : U;l) U ﬂ](l) — U;Q) U ﬂj(?), Wi
ffl(U;l) U ﬁ](l)) — f{l(U;Z) U ﬁ]@)) where, for ¢ = 1,2, ﬂ? is a path joining p to some point
d;i) € 8Uj@ such that ﬁ;i), e ,Bl(fm, Ul(i)7 cee Ul(jr)m are disjoint away from p and dgi), ceey dl(i)m.

The mapping class represented by ¢; = ¥, . |]~;171(p) satisfies [p;]lg; = gjle;] if j=1,...,l or

[pjloi—t = ¢j—i[p;] otherwise. All singular fibres are locally symmetric. Set I'; = Uj Uj@ ﬁﬂ](-i) for
1 = 1,2. Therefore we obtain a fibre-preserving homeomorphism g : I'y — I's, Wy, : ]?1_1(1"1) —
f5 H(T'y). One may further assume that I'y = I' = T'y without loss of generality.

It remains to prove that fi |r and f2 |r extend to the unique torus fibration over the comple-
mentary disc of I' within S2, up to fibre-preserving homeomorphism, but this follows from Lemma

B2 a

3.3 Singular fibrations and singularities

This subsection introduces singular fibrations and illustrates Corollary [Bl

Let f: M* — S? be a smooth map between a connected closed oriented 4-manifold M* and the
2-sphere with finitely many critical points, with generic fibre F2. Church and Timourian proved
that each singularity p of f is cone-like, i.e. the singularity p admits a cone neighbourhood in
the singular fibre V = f=1(f(p)); see |[CT74, Lemma 2.1 and (Lemma) 2.4] and also see |Funll,
p.835-836].

Isolated singularities are separated. In fact, there exist arbitrarily small adapted neighbour-
hoods of cone-like singularities, as introduced by King in [Kin78, p.396]. An adapted neighbourhood
around a singularity p € M* is a compact neighbourhood Z* C M* satisfying the following:

1) The restriction f|z1 : Z* — D? is a proper map onto a disk D? C S?;
2) The fibre f~!(z) is transversal to Z* for each x € int(D?) and E = f~1(SY)N Z* C 02%

3) Set V.= f~1(f(p)) and K = VNoZ* Then N(K) = f~1(D3)NdZ* is a tubular neigh-
bourhood of K within 9Z* endowed with a trivialization  : N(K) — K x D? induced by f,
where D3 C D? is a sufficiently small disk containing f(p).
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4) The composition fx =rof:0Z*\ K — D? — S! is a locally trivial fibration over S!, where
r is the radical projection;

5) The data (0Z*, K, fx,0) is an open book decomposition.
It is equivalent to the date (fz, ®) satisfying the following:

1) The map fz : Z* — D? is proper and induced by f. Set V = f,'(fz(p)), K = VN 9Z* and
E3 = f;1(S) C 9Z*. Then the restriction fz : B3 — S' is a fibration with fibre F?2.

2) The flow ® on Z* is continuous along directions parallel to D? such that

i) f(®(z,d)) = f(z) +dfor 2 € Z* and d € D? when both sides are within Z%;
ii) the mapping (z,t) — ®(z, —tfz(x)) is a homeomorphism from E? x [0,1) to Z*\ V;
iii) there exists a vanishing compact subset A C E3 such that z — ®(z, — fz(z)) induces a
homeomorphism from E3\ A to V \ p and sends A to p.

King proved that, for the fibration of a manifold M in dimension m # 4,5, one can always find
adapted neighbourhoods for singularities diffeomorphic to the m-disk. In dimension 4, however,
adapted neighbourhoods can only be supposed to be contractible. We call a singularity regular if
it admits an arbitrarily small adapted neighbourhood which is diffeomorphic to the 4-disk.

Definition 3.3.1. A smooth map f : M* — S? between a connected closed oriented 4-manifold
and the 2-sphere is a singular fibration if it has only finitely many critical points, all of them being
regular.

The binding K C 9Z* of an open book decomposition is a fibered link. Each fibre of fx is a
surface that has the boundary K and is homotopic to the local Milnor fibre FpQ. It is proved in
IKin78, Theorem 1] that the local mapping torus E® and the vanishing compact subset A C E3
up to isotopy form a complete invariant of the adapted neighbourhood up to fibre-preserving
homeomorphism. In particular, if a singular fibre contains only one singularity and the fibre
monodromy is given, then the singular fibre is determined by the isotopy class of local Milnor
fibre, up to fibre-preserving homeomorphism.

In general, there could be many singularities in a singular fibre, say p1,...,pn. The horizontal
homeomorphisms given by disjoint adapted neighbourhoods reveal that the local Milnor fibres
F2 ..., F? are disjoint compact subsurfaces embedded in the generic fibre F? of the fibration.
The fibre monodromy around the singular fibre is a mapping class of the generic fibre F2, denoted
by ¢s-1(f(p:))- The inclusions ¢; : F, < F induce the homomorphisms Mod(F>,) — Mod(F?)
which send the local monodromies qbpg_ of the mapping tori E3> — S' to mapping classes of the
generic fibre. Therefore '

Dr-1(fpi)) = 1x(Pp2 ) 0 0 tnk(Pp2 ), (2)

which does not depend on the order. Furthermore, the following should be well-known.

Lemma 3.3.2. In a singular fibration f : M* — S?, each local Milnor fibre of an adapted neigh-
bourhood diffeomorphic to the 4-disk is connected with a non-empty boundary.

Proof. Suppose that p is a singularity of the singular fibration f : M* — S2. If we assume that
the binding link K of a singularity is vacuous, the adapted neighbourhood implies a locally trivial
fibre bundle S® — S!, which is a contradiction. Since the completion of the local Milnor fibre
has a non-empty boundary, the reduced cohomology group H 2(FpQ) is trivial. We use Alexander

duality and obtain that Ho(S? \F_pQ) is trivial. Hence F? is connected. O

Definition 3.3.3. A continuous map g1 : X1 — Y7 is locally topologically equivalent at x1 € X3
to a continuous map gs : Xo — Y5 at o € X5 if there exist sufficiently small open neighbourhoods
Ui of 1, Uy of za, V1 of g1(x1), Va of ga2(x2) and homeomorphisms « : Uy — Us, 8 : V4 — Va such
that So g1 ;= g200a v,

A point at which f fails to be locally topologically equivalent to the projection R* — R2 is called
a branch point, which is necessarily a singularity. Church and Lamotke have shown that a local
Milnor fibre is diffeomorphic to the 2-disk if and only if the associated singularity is not a branch
point; see |CL75, Proposition p.151]. We conclude that, up to fibre-preserving homeomorphism,
one may assume that a torus singular fibration has no local Milnor fibre of genus 0 with only 1
boundary component.
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3.3.1 Local Milnor fibre of genus zero

When the local Milnor fibre Fp2 is a genus zero surface with » > 2 boundary components, then
E3? = 9Z*\ K is the mapping torus of some mapping class ¢ P2 that is identical on boundary,

denoted by My ,. The group of mapping classes identical on the boundary, denoted by Mod* (FI?)7
is generated by Dehn twists along the following loops; see [Waj99].

- Loops §; j, 2 <1 < j < r, that each separates two boundary components from the others.
- Peripheral loops s, ..., a,, that are parallel to the latter » — 1 boundary components.

The peripheral loops are mutually disjoint and they keep away from the loops d; ;. Therefore, ¢ P2
is the composition of the product of (positive and negative) Dehn twists along peripheral loops
and a mapping class ¢ P2 generated by the Dehn twists along the rest loops, denoted by

orz = ([[ T4 er2

=2

with us, ..., u, € Z. The following shows a necessary property for local Milnor fibres of genus zero
in a fibration f: M* — S2.

Lemma 3.3.4. Let f : M* — S? be a smooth map between a connected closed oriented 4-manifold

M* and the 2-sphere. Let p € M* be an isolated singularity. Given a contractible adapted neigh-

bourhood of p, if the local Milnor fibre Fg is a genus zero surface with r > 2 boundary components
T

and the local monodromy is given by (ng = [1 T3 with ua, ..., u, € Z, thenu; = £1,1=2,...,7.
i=2

Proof. The first homology group of Fg is isomorphic to Z"~! and generated by the cycles around

boundary components, but excluding the first component. Therefore, ¢F§,* =idp,( F2,2) and the

homology group Hy(My _,,7Z) = Hl(FPQ, Z) X ., « {[7]) is isomorphic to Z", where v is the closed
P p
curve in the mapping torus induced by a fixed point on the first boundary component of Fp2.
We write H1(My, ,,Z) = (az,...,a,,t). The boundary 0Z* of the adapted neighbourhood
P
is the union of the mapping torus My , and r more solid tori, which is a homology 3-sphere.

D
The inclusion mapping the connected components of the intersection to the mapping torus derives
from (positive or negative) powers of the Dehn twist along peripheral loops, which are denoted by
Ty, ..., Ter respectively. By Mayer-Vietoris we have

1

Hy(0Z*,Z) — H\(T?,Z)" — H1(My ,,Z) ® Hi (5" x D')" — H1(0Z",Z)

where 7 is an isomorphism. After the choice of the natural basis, the corresponding (2r) x (2r)-
matrix is given by

(-1 0 1 we 1
10 1 s
-1 0 1 ug
-1 0 1 u,
10 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
A= 1 0
1 0
1 0
1 0
- 1 O_
satisfying det(A) = 1. Tt follows that ug - - - u, = £1. O

In particular, we have the following consequence.
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Corollary 3.3.5. Let f : M* — S? be a smooth map between a connected closed oriented 4-
manifold and the 2-sphere. Given a contractible adapted neighbourhood of a singularity, if the local
Milnor fibre is a genus zero surface with exactly two boundary components, the local monodromy
18 either a positive or a negative Dehn twist.

Proof. In this case, the local Milnor fibre Fp2 is an annulus whose mapping class group is generated
by the Dehn twist along the unique peripheral loop. By Lemma [3.3.4] we have us = 4+1. Hence
1) P2 is either the positive or the negative Dehn twist. O

3.3.2 Local Milnor fibre of genus one

We consider the case when the local Milnor fibre for a contractible adapted neighbourhood of a cone-
like singularity in f : M* — S? is a torus with > 1 disks removed, say F; = T>\ (D U...UD,).
Again, let ¢ € Mod(F}}) be the local monodromy. By the Mayer-Vietoris sequence on 9Z* we
have

H(0Z*,7) — H\(T?,Z)" — H1(Ms,,,Z) & Hi(S' x D', Z)" — H1(0Z*,Z).

Since the boundary 0Z* is a homology 3-sphere, H; (Mg,.,,Z) is isomorphic to Z".
P
Now we compute the homology group Hi(My_,,Z) of the mapping torus. Write M _, as the
P P

union of A = F? x I and B = F? x I and take the inclusion maps i : ANB < A, j: ANB < B,
k:A— Mgy, and l: B~ Mgy _,. By Mayer—Vietoris we have

S H{(ANB,Z) U0 Hy(A,7) @ Hy (B, Z) 2 Hy (M, N z) 2

Ho(AN B,Z) 72 Hy(A,7) ® Ho(B,Z) =l Ho(My,q,Z) — 0.

Notice that imd, is isomorphic to ker(Ho(AN B,Z) Liede), Hy (A, Z) @ Hy(B,Z)) ~ Z. To ensure
that Hy(Ms,,,7Z) is isomorphic to Z", we require that kerd, ~ Z"~ L and therefore

im(Hy (AN B,Z) "7 1\ (A,2) & H)(B,2)) ~ 2+

Lemma 3.3.6. Let f: M* — S? be a smooth map between a connected closed oriented 4-manifold
M* and the 2-sphere. Let p be a singularity of f with a contractible adapted neighbourhood. Suppose
that the local Milnor fibre F; s a torus with a disk removed and consider the inclusion v : F]D2 — T2.
Then the binding link K C 0Z* = S3 is either the trefoil knot or the figure-eight knot. Furthermore,
the local monodromy (ng induces a mapping class of the torus iy (¢F§) € Mod(T?) ~ SL(2,Z) which

is conjugate to one of
0 —1 1 1] (2 1
1 1|’|-1 0]’|1 1}|°

Proof. We only prove the assertion of the local monodromy and a complete proof has been intro-
duced by Burde and Zieschang (see Proposition 5.14 in [BZ03]).

The mapping class group of FI? is generated by the Dehn twists along two intersecting loops «, 8
and the Dehn twist along the peripheral loop 6. With a careful arrangement, the peripheral loop is
away from the others and therefore the local monodromy is the composition ¢ P2 = Tsop F2 with

u € Z and ©F2 generated by the Dehn twists along «, 5. Thus, along the inclusion ¢ : Fp2 — T2, the
pushforward ¢,(¢rz2) is equal to the pushforward ¢,(¢rz). Fix the isomorphism between Mod(T?)
and SL(2,Z) such that the induced homomorphism Mod(F;) — SL(2,Z) sends T, (resp. Tg) to

o 3]

Suppose that t.(¢rz) € Mod(T?) is expressed by A = [Z Z] € SL(2,Z)

We take the basis of the homology group H 1(F172) consisting of the cycles which are parallel
with o and 3, which further determines the bases of Hy(A,Z), Hi(B,Z) and H1(AN B,Z). The
pushforward ¢p2 . : H (F?,Z) — H\(F7,7Z) is again expressed by A. The homomorphism H; (AN

B,Z) M) Hy,(A,Z)® H,(B,Z) is an isomorphism whose corresponding 4 x 4-matrix is given by
I A
I I

19



satisfying det(I — A) = +£1. Hence a +d =1 or 3. O

Conversely, we do have a connected closed oriented 4-manifold M* with a singular fibration
f: M* — S? that has the singularities as desired. Both the trefoil knot and the figure-eight knot
are defined by the links of polynomial maps R* — R? with an isolated critical point at 0. An
explicit realisation of the trefoil knot was first given by Brauner (see |Bra2§|) who constructs a
complex polynomial
(fBrauner : C? = C) : (u,v) — u? — 3.

Perron found the first realisation of the figure-eight knot in [Per82].
We end with the proof of Corollary [Bl

Proof of Corollary[B. Without loss of generality, we assume that there does not exist any local
Milnor fibre of genus 0 with only 1 boundary components. By Corollary and Lemma B.3.0
the type of singularities O(f1) = O(f2) consists of simple conjugacy classes of SL(2,7Z).

All singular fibres are locally symmetric. If the local Milnor fibre is an annulus, then a mapping
class that commutes with the fibre monodromy preserves this annulus up to isotopy. If the local
Milnor fibre is a torus with a disc removed, then no mapping class changes the local Milnor fibre
up to isotopy.

Any pair of singular fibres with conjugate fibre monodromies has local Milnor fibres compatible
with their fibre monodromies, so they have the same local Milnor fibre up to isotopy. Therefore,
there exists a local fibre-preserving homeomorphism compatible with their fibre monodromies.

The corollary follows from Theorem [C] and Theorem .24l O

4 Theorem of R. Livné, complement and extension

In this section, G is the modular group PSL(2,Z) ~ Z/27Z x Z/3Z, which we represent as {(a,b |
a3 = b? = 1). Each element in G has the unique reduced form as a word in {a,a?, b} where b’s and
powers of a appear alternatively. The length of an element g € G is defined as the length of its
reduced form, denoted by I(g).

Recall that elements in

S = {a,d®b,so = a®b, 51 = aba, sy = ba’,to = ba,t; = a*ba’®,ty = ab} C G
are “short”; the rest conjugates of short elements in G are called “long”, which are expressed by

Qta‘Q, Q7'bQ or Q taba‘Q with ¢ = 1,2 and I(Q) > 1. The following diagram shows all
conjugates of short elements and their conjugates with a, a? and b.

QQQA/—\

a%h —— aba s b2 ba ——s agbaQ 25 ab
b
Q'aQ Q7'¢’Q Q le
~labaQ “1a2ba®Q

Note that there are nice circuits along sg, s1,$2 and %g,t1,t2. In fact, we will see a lot of
symmetric properties on them. For convenience, the subscripts are regarded as elements in Z/37Z
and represented by 0, 1,2 without further explanations.

Recall that elements in

Sy = S U {bab, ba®b, a®ba, aba?, a*bab, ababa, baba?, ba*ba, a*ba*ba’, aba’b}

are “almost short”; the rest conjugates of almost short elements in G are called “almost long”, which
are expressed by

Q 'babQ, Q' abaQ, Q Laba"cQ or Q tabahaQ
with € = 1,2 and {(Q) > 1. The almost short elements correspond to six conjugacy classes of G,
five of which have been illustrated and the following is the last one.
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/—b\
Q 'ababaQ a2bab — ababa —> baba?
“\i/
Eb b
ba*ba 3 a*ba*ba® 2 aba’b Qta?ba’ba’Q

b

Recall that elementary transformations R;, 1 < i < n — 1 on n-tuples in G send (g1, ...gn) to
G1s s Gie1s Git1s Gt GiGit1s Git2s - - - » gn ) Tespectively. The inverse of R; is given by R ! sending
+ i+1 + + i
(915> 9n) 0 (g1, -1 Gi-1,GiGi119; *> Gir Gis2, - gn). Both R; and R; ' are called elementary
transformations. Especially, we will neither apply R; if g; = 1 nor apply R, Lif g4 = 1, but use
R 1 and R; instead respectively to avoid troubles.

Elementary transformations introduce many elegant substitutions for pairs of short elements.
Here we list some substitutions in the following graphs for readers unfamiliar with them.

(s2,51) (8iya) — (a, 8i+1) (ti,a) (astit1) (t2,t0)
(si,aQ) e (CLQ,Si_l) (ti,ClQ) — (CLQ,ti_l) \\
(S0, 52) (s0,b) —— (b, s2) (to,b) —— (b, t2) (to. t1)

\\ (52,b) —— (b, 50) (t2,b) —— (b, t0) /

(s1,50) (8istiv1) — (tiv1,8i-1) (b1, t2)
(siytic1) — (tit1,8i)

Definition 4.0.1. An n-tuple (g1,...,9,) in G is said to be inverse-free if, applying any finite
sequence of elementary transformations, the resulting n-tuple satisfies the following requirements:
- it contains no adjacent elements which are mutually inverse;
- it contains no sub-triple of the form (h, h, h) with h® = 1.

For instance, (s1,t1), (a,a?), (b,b), (a,a,a) and their concatenations are not inverse-free.

Theorem 4.0.2 (Livné). Let gi,...,9n be conjugates of s1 such that g1---gn, = 1. Then, the
n-tuple (g1,...,9n) 18 Hurwitz equivalent to an n-tuple (hi,...,hy) with each h; short (i.e. the
component h; is equal to one of so, s1 and s2).

Moishezon showed a proof of Theorem [H.0.2] and introduced the following complement in
[Moit17].

Theorem 4.0.3 (Moishezon). Let hq,..., hy, be such that each of h;, i =1,...,n, is equal to one
of so, $1 and so satisfying hy---h, = 1. Then, n = 0 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (h1,..., hy,) is
Hurwitz equivalent to (so, s2)™/2.

In this section, We first extend the above theorems for (¢1,...,¢g,) with each g; conjugate to
some short element, then we show a similar result for (¢1,...,9,) when each g; is conjugate to
some almost short element.

4.1 Tuples of short elements

Recall the set of short elements is S = {a,a?, b, s, 51, 82, to, t1,t2}. We first show that an inverse-
free tuple of short elements cannot contain both s; and ¢; for any (i, j) € (Z/3Z)>.

Proposition 4.1.1. Let g1, ..., g, be short satisfying at most one of them is equal to one of a, a2,
b and g1 ---gn = 1. Suppose that (g1,...,gn) is inverse-free. Then, either each of g;, i =1,...,n
is equal to one of a,a’,b, sy, 51,82 or each of g;, i =1,...,n is equal to one of a,a?,b,tg,t1,ta.

Proof. Assume that at least one of g1, ..., g, is conjugate to sg and at least one of g1, ..., g, is con-
jugate to tg. The substitution of (sg,tx+1), (tx+1, Sk—1) and the substitution of (sk, tk—1), (tk+1, Sk)
imply that (g1,...,9n) can be transformed by elementary transformations into (hq,...,h,) with

p,q>1,p+q€ {n—1,n} such that hy € {a,a?b, so, 51,52}, hi € {s0,51,82} fori =2,...,n—q
and h; € {to,t1,t2} for i = n—qg+1,...,n. Let A be the set of elements in {hq,...,hy,},
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As = AN {so, 51, s2} and Ay = AN {to,t1,t2}. The inverse-freeness requires that s; and ¢; cannot
appear together in A.

Assume that |As] = 1 = |A¢]. Then the product hy---hy is expressed by fzs?t% with h €
{1,a,a b}, u,v > 1 and j # k. To ensure that (gi,...,gn) is inverse-free, the product must be
one of the following forms with u,v > 1.

h=1 = sV = (a’b)"(a®ba?)",
85 = (a20)" (ab)",
sttty = (aba)*(ba)?,
ity = (aba)"(ab)",
418 = (ba?)" (ba)",
U — (ba?)*(a%ba?)”
h=a = asit?=a(a®b)"(a’*ba®)’ = b(ab)* "' (aba?)
asity = a(aba)"(ab)?,
a52t0 =a baa)“(ba)v.

>
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=

h=b = bsit?=b a2b)“ aba )
bslto = b(aba)* ba)

b(ba*)"(a’ba ) a®(ba*)" " (a®ba?)".

However, each of them cannot express 1, which contradicts the fact that hy---h, =g1--- g, = 1.

Assume that |Ag| = 1 and |A4] = 2. Pairs of the form (¢;,¢;11) never appear since the
substitutions of (to,t1), (t1,t2) and (t2,t9) imply a contradiction with the inverse-freeness. If
h # 1, then the tuple (hi,...,hy,) is expressed by (h) e (s;)* e (t;—1)" ® (t;11)" with h € {a,a?,b},
u,v,w > 1 and some j. The substitution of (a,sx), (sx—1,a) and the substitution of (a2, sy),
(Sk41,a?) reveal that h = b. However, the substitution of (b, sq), (s2,b), the substitution of (b, s2),
(s0,b) and the following substitutions

(b) @ (s1)" @ (to)” @ (t2)" — (b) ® (to)" @ (s1)" ® (t0)” — (b) ® (t2)" ® (t0)" ® (s1)"

further conclude that 7 = 1. Thus, g1 ---¢n = h1--- hy, is expressed by sgtsty, sytgty or sytity
each of which cannot express 1, which is a contradiction.

We have a similar argument for the case where |As| = 2 and |A;| = 1. Hence either none of
g1, ---,0n 1s conjugate to sy or none of gi,...,g, is conjugate to ty. We finish the prove of the
proposition. O

As an immediate consequence, we have Lemma, [4.1.2]

Lemma 4.1.2. Let g1,...,9, be equal to sy, s1, S2, to, t1 or to satisfying g1 --- g, = 1. Suppose
that (g1,...,9n) is inverse-free. Then, n = 0 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz
equivalent to either (sg,s2)™? or (to,t2)™/?.

Proof. By Proposition L. 1.1] either each g; is equal to one of sg, s1, s2, or each g; is equal to one of
tg, t1, t2. By Theorem .0.3] the n-tuple can be transformed by elementary transformations into
either (So, S92, 580,52, 50, 52)71/6 or (to, tQ, to, t2, to, tg)n/G. O

Note that sgs2s0s250s2 = totatotatota = 1 and in fact sextuples with alternative s;’s and s;’s
(resp. t;’s and t;’s) can be transformed into each other by elementary transformations. In general,
we will show the reduced form of the product for a tuple with alternative powers of sy and s (resp.
powers of ¢y and t3). We will only prove Proposition [4.1.3] but omit the proof of Proposition [£1.4]
which is quite similar. The idea comes from Moishezon (see |Moi71, p.181-187]) but with a slight
modification and a more subtle analysis.

Proposition 4.1.3. Let (g1,...,9,) be a tuple of sg, s2 with n > 1 and take p,v > 1. Let T be
the set of tuples of so, s2 obtained from (gi,...,9n) by elementary transformations. Suppose that
each tuple in T satisfies the following requirements:
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1) it starts with at least p so;
i) it ends with at least v sp;
iii) it contains no consecutive sub-tuples of the form (so,s2)3.
Then, the reduced form of g1 -+ - gn is given by (ba?)*~*bRb(a?b)*~1 with some R € G.

Proposition 4.1.4. Let (g1,...,9n) be a tuple of to, to with n > 1 and take p,v > 1. Let T be
the set of tuples of to, ta obtained from (gi,...,gn) by elementary transformations. Suppose that
each tuple in T satisfies the following requirements:
1) it starts with at least p to;
i) it ends with at least v ta;
iii) it contains no consecutive sub-tuples of the form (tg,t)3.
Then, the reduced form of g1 -+ - gn is given by (ba)*~*bRb(ab)’~! with some R € G.

Proof of Proposition [{-1.3 Using elementary transformations on (gi,...,g,) we can get different

resulting tuples in {sg, s2}, which form the set 7. Suppose that (hy,...,h,) is the maximal among
them according to the lexicographical order given by sg < so. We write (hq, ..., hy,) in the following
form
N
(h1s- o hn) = [ (52)" @ (50)"
i=1
with Zfil(uz +v;) =n, where uy > p, vy > vand u; >0,v; >0foralli=1,..., N.

Claim 1: w; >2,:=2,3,...,N.

Claim 2: v; > 2.

Claim 3: Fori € {1,2,...,N — 2}, if v; = 1 then v;41 > 1.

Claim 4: Fori € {2,3,...,N — 1}, if v; = 1 then u; > 3 and u;11 > 3.

Claim 1 relies on the maximality of (hq,...,h,). Claim 2 uses the first hypothesis. The third
hypothesis guarantees both Claim 3 and 4. Now, set Y; = (sg)" ® (s2)%+ fori=1,...,N — 1, say
it to be of the second type if v; > 2, the first type if v; = 1. Claim 2 shows that Y7 is of the second
type and Claim 3 reveals that there is no adjacent pair in the first type. Hence, we are able to find
sub-tuples Z1,..., Zn of (h1,...,hy) such that each Z;, j =1,..., M, is either

- equal to some Y; of the second type with i € {1,..., N — 1}, or
- the concatenation Y; @ Y; ;1 with ¢ € {1,..., N — 2} where Y;; is of the first type

and we can write (hy,...,h,) in the form

M
(hl, .. ,hn) = (Sg)ul ° H Zj L] SSN.
j=1

For j=1,..., M, if Z; is equal to some Y; of the second type, then the product of components
of Z; has the reduced form a?R;ja® with some R; € G. Indeed, Z; = ()" ® (s2)“+* with v; > 2
and u;11 > 2, the product of whose components is equal to (a?b)" ~ta(ba?)“+ 71 If Z; = Y;eY; 1,
i€ {l,...,N — 2}, then the product of its components is given by

58i55i+188i+1 S’Si+2 — (a2b)vifla(ba2)ui+172a2(ba2)ui+272
with v; 41 =1, u;41 > 3, u;42 > 3 and v; > 2, which also has the reduced form aQRja2 with some
R; € G. Hence, g1 -+ gn = h1--- hy, has the form
M
(ba2)“1 H(a2Rja2)(a2b)”N
j=1

with R; € G, j = 1,..., M where each of a®R;a? is reduced. O

4.2 Conjugates of short elements and tuples

Suppose that (g1,...,9,) is an n-tuple with each g; conjugate to some short element (i.e. the
component g; is conjugate to a, a?, b or s1, t1). In this subsection we show that, in the vast
majority of cases, by successive application of elementary transformations the nm-tuple can be
transformed into an n-tuple of short elements.
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Lemma 4.2.1. Let g1, g2, h, Q' € G be such that h = g1g2. Then both

QA g1hQ', Q" h ™ gahQ") and (Q'hgih™'Q', Q" Thg2h ™1 Q')
are Hurwitz equivalent to (Q"1g1Q’, Q' "1g2Q").
Proof. Using Rf2, we transform
@7 Q' Q7 o)
into (Q"~'g1Q’, Qg7 *hQ"). The result is equal to (Q'~'g1Q’, Q" 'g2Q’) as g; *h = go. Similarly
(Q'hgih™'Q, Q" hg2h ™' Q)
can be transformed into (Q'~1g1Q’, Q" "1g2Q’) by applying R2. O
Lemma 4.2.2. Let e = +1 and suppose that (11, 72) is equal to one of
{(a‘ba®,a™°), (a™¢, a‘ba®), (ba™,a™ ), (a™ ¢, a™b), (a%, ba®), (a®b,a®)}.

Let (91,92) = (Q7'11Q, Q™ Q) be a pair in G with Q € G and suppose that Q11 72Q is short.
Then (g1,g2) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of short elements.

Proof. When 1179 = ah, since Q~'abQ is short, Q is either (ab)*aS or (ba=¢)'a® with k,1 > 0
and ¢ = 0,1,2. If Q = a¢, then both Q' Q and Q' Q are short. The result follows from
Lemma 2,11 When 779 = ba® or 7172 = a®ba, the proof is similar. O

We introduce the following operations and their restorations on an n-tuple (g1, ..., gn) of ele-
ments in G conjugate to some short elements.

- Operation 1: For ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, suppose that the reduced forms of g; and g¢;+1 are
expressed by Qi_lTiQi and Qi_Jr11Ti+1Qi+1 with 7,741 € S, Qi,Qit1 € G such that Q; =
Qi+1, (75, 7i+1) is listed in Table[Iland either Q; = 1 or 7;7;41 = 1 or both 7, 7,41 are powers
of a. Then, the operation is a contraction as in Subsection that replaces (g;, gi+1) with
9i9i+1-

- Operation 2: For i € {1,...,n}, suppose that g; = 1. The operation moves the identical
component to the rightmost position via elementary transformations, removes it and reduces

(g1,---,9n) to an (n — 1)-tuple.

gz g Ji+1 a a? b a’b aba ba? ba a’ba®> ab
a a? 1 b aba ba? a’b
a? 1 a ab ba  a’ba® b
b 1 a? a
a?b a?ba®> o a 1
aba ab a 1
ba? b ba a 1
ba ba? b 1 a?
a’ba? a’b 1 a?
ab aba a 1 a?

Table 1: Some pairs (g;, gi+1) of short elements and the products g;g; 1.

Operation 1 is a contraction, whose restoration is introduced in Subsection [ZIl The restoration
of Operation 2 will simply add an identical element on the right side of the tuple. The following
proposition shows that, if we use the technique introduced in Subsection 2] carefully, the resulting
tuple is under control.

Proposition 4.2.3. Let (g1,...,9n) be an inverse-free n-tuple of elements in G conjugate to
some short elements such that g1 ---g, = 1. Suppose that we first apply the following operations
successively on (g1, ..., 9n):

i) the elementary transformation R;, but avoiding that g; is short and g;llgigi_l,_l 1s long;
i) the elementary transformation Ri_l, but avoiding that g;41 is short and gigiJrlgi_l is long;
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1) Operation 1;

iv) Operation 2;
then apply restorations of Operation 1 and 2 in the reverse order. If all components in the resulting
tuple before restorations are short, then the initial tuple is Hurwitz equivalent to the resulting tuple
after restorations and further Hurwitz equivalent to a tuple of short elements.

Proof. Lemma [2.2.2] shows that the initial tuple is Hurwitz equivalent to the resulting tuple after
all operations and restorations. We suppose that each component is short in the tuple before
restorations.

Operation 1 may combine @~ '7;Q and Q~'7;Q into Q~'7;7;Q with Q € G and 7, 7; € S. By
elementary transformations, the product is sent to a conjugate of the form P~1Q~1r;7;QP with
some P € (. To restore the operation, it is further rewritten as a pair

(P'Q'mQP, PT'Q ' ;QP).

Suppose that P~1Q~17;7;QP is short and (7, 7;) is listed in Table [Tl

When 7;7; € {a,a?}, the element QP must be a power of a. It is not true that both
P7lQ7'7,QP and P7'Q'7;QP are short in general, as a conjugate of b with a power of a
may be long. We list all exceptional possibilities of (P~'Q~'7,QP, P7'Q~'7;QP) as below.

(ba?, aba?), (aba, a®ba), (ba, a*ba), (a*ba?, aba?), (a®ba, a®b), (aba?, aba), (aba?, ab), (a*ba, a*ba?).

However, each of them can be transformed into a pair of short elements by at most two elementary
transformations.

When 7;7; = b, the element QP must be a power of b. A conjugate of a or a* with a power
of b may be long. The exceptional possibilities of (P~'Q~'7;QP, P~1Q~'7;QP) that one of the
components is long are listed as below.

(bab, ba?), (ba®b, ba), (a*b, bab), (ab, ba?b).

Again, each of them can be transformed into a pair of short elements by an elementary transfor-
mation.

When 7;7; = 1, we get P = 1. Assume that one of Q~'7;Q and Q~17;Q is long, the inverse-
freeness of (g1, ..., gn) implies that 7; and 7; are powers of a and @ is not a power of a. Due to the
hypothesis that elementary transformations never make short elements long, after all restorations,
Q7 '7;7;Q (as an additional identical element) will become a sub-tuple (h1,- -, hpy) with m > 2
such that hq,..., h,, are conjugate to the powers of a simultaneously. It contradicts the inverse-
freeness. Thus, both Q~'7;Q and Q~17;Q are short.

The remaining cases shown in Table [Il are covered by Lemma Hence, by successive

application of elementary transformations, each of the components of the resulting tuple is short.
O

Definition 4.2.4. The S-complezity of an element g € G conjugate to some element in S is defined
as f(g) such that

1(Q) if g = Q wQ is long with w € {a®,b,a‘bale = 1,2} and Q € G;

flg) = o

0 if g is short.
Definition 4.2.5. Let (g1, ..., gn) be an n-tuple in G such that each of g;, i = 1,...,n, is conjugate
to some element in S. A sequence of elementary transformations (R{},..., R{™), €1,...,€m €
{1,—-1}, is said to make the sum of S-complexities of (g1,...,9n) strictly-smaller if, for each
m’ < m, the composition R;"™ o---o R§! transforms (g1, ...,gn) into a tuple with the same sum

of S-complexities but R{™ o ---o Ri' transforms (g1,...,g,) into a tuple with a smaller sum of
S-complexities.

A sequence of elementary transformations that makes the sum of S-complexities strictly-smaller
never makes short elements long, as described in Proposition L2:3]1) and ii).

Let (g1,...,9n) be an n-tuple in G. For i = 1,...,n — 1, suppose that the reduced forms of g;
and g;,1 are expressed by tk? ) ..tgl) and fgz) . ..fl(:) with k; = I1(g:), I; = I(giz1), tg-l) € {a,a?,b},
j=1,...,k and fg»i) € {a,a?,b}, j=1,...,1;. The reduced form of g;g;11 is then either

) ) %

i1 il - b Do 7(9) 7@

( . .
_ or by’ ...ty 4q7s OF Tl yq ... 8,

7

where r; € G, I(r;) <1 and 0 < m; < k;, l;.
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Lemma 4.2.6. Let (g1,...,9n) be an n-tuple in G such that each of g;, i =1,...,n, is conjugate
to some element in S and g1---g, = 1. Let m; be the same as above and set mg = m,, = 0 for
convenience. Suppose that
(1) there is mo pair of adjacent components g;, gi+1 of the reduced forms Q™ '7;Q, Q '111Q
with Q € G and (15, 7i+1) in Table [ such that either Q; = 1 or 7,141 = 1 or both 7, Ti+1
are powers of a.
(2) there is no sequence of elementary transformations that makes Y, f(gi) strictly-smaller.
Then my, ..., my, have the following properties.
(a) Fori=1,....n—1, m; < % and m; < M
(b) Fori=1,...,n, mi_1+m; > 1(g;) only if the reduced form of g; is Q; "a%Q; with ¢; = 1,2,
Q: €G and 1(Q;) > 0.
(c) If mi—1 +m; <l(g;) for each of i =1,...,n, then n=0.

Proof. (a) When both g; and g;41 are short, since (g;, gi+1) does not figure in Table [l we check
all possibilities and get that m; < %, w

When g; € S but g;41 € S, say git1 = Q;laeiQi or Q;lei or Q;laeibaeiQi with ¢, = 1,2
and 1(Q;) > 1, therefore {(g;) < 3 < l(g;+1). Assume that m; > %, then m; = I(g;) and
1(g;) > 2. It l(g;) = m; = 2, as g;41 is long, then l(gigiﬂgi_l) < I(gi+1) — 2, contradicting the
hypothesis (2). If [(g;) = m; = l(gi+1) = 3, then the pair (g;, gi+1) is either (s1,a?ba) or (t1,aba?),
which can be transformed into a pair of short elements by R?, contradicting the hypothesis (2)
If I(g;) = m; = 3 but I(gir1) > 5, then again 1(gigi+19; ') < l(gi+1) — 2, a contradiction. Hence
l(gi2)+1 < l(9i+1)+1.

m; < >
When ¢; € S but g;+1 € S, there is a similar argument.
When both g; and g¢;+1 are long, suppose that their reduced forms are

—1 —1
Q; wiQi and Q;  wi+1Qit1

with w;, w;11 € {a,a? b,aba,a?ba®}. Assume that [(Q;) < [(Q;+1) without loss of generality.
Assume that m; > min{%, W} Therefore Q41 ends with Q;. Write Qip1 = QQit1
and

(i, 9i+1) = (Q7 'wiQy, Q7' Q' wi11QQ:).

Suppose that [(Q) = 0. We further assume that I(w;) < I(w;;) without loss of generality.
Since m; > 1(Q;) + %, w;w;y+1 # 1 and one of w;, w;4+1 is not a power of a, the pair (w;, w;t+1)
must be either (a,a?ba?) or (a?,aba). Therefore, 1(g;gi+19; ") < l(gi+1) — 2, contradicting the
hypothesis (2).

Suppose that the element Q is of length at least 1. Therefore [(w;) < 3 < Z(QflwiHQ)
and m; > %. If l(w;) = 1, then m; > I(Q;) + 1 and I(gigi+19; ') < l(gi+1) — 2, contra-
dicting the hypothesis (2). If I(w;) = 3 and [(Q 'wi11Q) = 3, then (w;, Q' w;41Q) is either
(s1,a%ba) or (t1,aba?) and therefore (g;, g;+1) can be transformed into either (Q; *a?bQ;, Q;lei)
or (Q;'abQ;, Q7 'bQ;) by R?, contradicting the hypothesis (2). If I(w;) = 3 and 1(Q~'w;11Q) > 5,
then m; > 1(Q;) + 3 and l(gigiﬂg;l) < (gi+1) — 2, contradicting the hypothesis (2).

(b) Suppose that m;_1 +m; > (g;) for some i =1,...,n — 1.

Suppose that g; € S. If g; is of length 2 (i.e. the element g; is one of sg, s2, o and t2), then
mi—1 = m; = 1. Therefore, one of g;_1, g;+1 is equal to b, contradicting Table Il If g; = b, then
one of g;_1 and g;11 is long starting and ending with b. Therefore, either l(g[lgi,lgi) < U(gi-1)
or l(gigzqug;l) < 1(gi+1), contradicting the hypothesis (2). If g; = a®ba® with ¢; = 1,2, then one
of m;—1 and m; is equal to 2 and thus one of g;_1, g;+1 is long. It is impossible as long elements
are of length at least 3.

Suppose that g; is long. If g; = Q;lei, then either g;—1 = bQ; or g;41 = Q;lb, but thus either
9i-19i9;_1 = bQ:(Q;0Q:)Q; b = b or g2 gigir1 = bQ:(Q; 10Q:)Q; b = b. If gi = Q; 'aba”'Q;
with ¢; = 1,2, then either m;_1 = l(Q;lafib) or m; = l(ba“Q;). It implies that either g;—; =
ba=“Q; or gi11 = Q;la_”b, thus either gi_lgig;ll = a®%b or g;rllgigiﬂ = ba®%. Both cases
contradict the hypothesis (2).

We conclude that either g; = a or g; = Q;laeiQi.

(¢) Assume that n > 1.

By (2), when m;—1 + m; = I(g;), then g, = Q;laeiQi with ¢; = 1,2 and {(Q;) > 0. If
gi = a% is short and assume that m;—; = 0, m; = 1 without loss of generality, then g;yi is
either a“ba® or a long element starting with a“. If g; = Q;la” i is long and m;_; = 1(Q;), to
avoid I(gi—19:i9;_ 11) < I(g;) then g;—1 must be longer than Q;l, contradicting the hypothesis that
m;—1 = 1(Q;). Therefore, neither m;_; nor m; is equal to [(Q;) and in particular, m;_1+m; < (g;).
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The proof of (2) and the above observation show that there is no possibility to fully reduce g;
or g;+1 in the product g;g;+1 and m;—1 + m; < l(g;) if g; # a“*. They imply a contradiction that
gl “e gn # 1. I:‘

Now we introduce the main result in this subsection.

Theorem 4.2.7. Let g1,...,9n be such that each of them is conjugate to some element in S and
91 gn = 1. Then, the n-tuple (g1,...,9n) is Hurwitz equivalent to either
- (h1,.. . hy) @ (S0, to)™* ® (a,a®)™ e (b,b)™ e (a,a,a)™ e (a2 a? a*)™ with p > 0, ms,

Ma, Mp, No, N1 > 0, p~+ 2(mg + mg + mp) + 3(no + n1) = n such that (hy,...,hy,) is an
inverse-free p-tuple of short elements, or

- (ke byt ke BT D D Dy Ly ey 1) with s, t >0, 2543t =, Ky, ks € Gl €
G andl]?? =1 foreachj=1,...,t.

Proof. We first attempt to make the tuple inverse-free. Applying any finite sequence of elementary
transformations to (gi,...,gn), if we get a pair of mutually inverse elements or a triple of the
form (1,1,1) with [ € G and [? = 1, then we move it to the rightmost position via elementary
transformations and the resulting tuple is the concatenation of a shorter tuple and either a pair or
a triple. By induction on the length, we suppose that the n-tuple (g1, ..., g,) is transformed into
the concatenation of (hi,...,h,) and (ki, kvt ke kN0 by Dy By 1) with st >0,
1+ 2s + 3t = n such that l? =1 for each j =1,...,t where (hi,...,h,) is inverse-free.

We will always use the notation m; to indicate the length of the reduced part in h;h;y; for
i=1,...,u—1 and set mg = m, = 0 as before.

To prove the theorem for (h1,...,h,), we use induction on

(u,if(hi),l(hl), . ,l(h#))

and apply the following operations on (hi,...,h,). If there exists a pair of adjacent components
which has the reduced form (Q'1,Q,Q~'7;Q) with Q € G, (7;,7;) in Table [l such that either
@ = 1or 7;7; =1 or both 7;, 7; are powers of a, then we replace them with their product and
reduce (hi,...,h,) toa (u—1)-tuple. If there exists an identical component, then we move it to the
rightmost position and remove it. If there exists a proper sequence of elementary transformations
that can make ). f(h;) strictly-smaller, then we apply it.

When each of the above operations fails, the resulting tuple, still denoted by (h1,...,h,),
satisfies all hypotheses in Lemma Suppose that g > 1 and there exists some ¢t =2,...,u—1
such that h; = Q;laeiQ with ¢, = 1,2, [(Q;) > 0 and m;—1; = m; = 1(Q;) + 1. Then, either

- (hi—1, h;) = (a®ba,a), or
- the previous component h;_; is long and I(h;—1) > I(h;).

In the second case, we first assume that I(h;—1) = I(h;). Then h;,_; = Q;laﬁi i = h;, which
is a contradiction. Hence, I(h;_1) > I(h;) and, to avoid I(h; *hi_1h;) < l(hi—1), we claim that
h;—1 must end with a®Q; and start with Q;la*“. In both cases, l(hi_lhi_lhi) < (h;—1) and we
are able to reduce (h1,...,h,) to an n-tuple, say (hi,...,h,), such that 37, f(h;) = >, f(hy),
I(hj) = 1(h;) for 1 < j < i—1Dbut I(hi—1) = I(h;) < I(hi—1) via the elementary transformation
R;,_+.

The induction does not stop unless u is equal to 0. Due to Proposition £.2.3] by restoring the
operations and applying more elementary transformations, we get a resulting p-tuple of short ele-
ments that can be obtained from the original (hq,. .., h,) via elementary transformations directly.
Hence, the n-tuple (g1, ..., gn) can be transformed into

(Ryy e bk kY ke kT D D L L)

with p,s,t >0, u+ 2s + 3t = n, lj?-’ =1 for each j = 1,...,t such that each of }, i = 1,...,u is
short and (h1,...,h),) is inverse-free.

Suppose that y > 0. There is always a pair (h}, h’;) of components with 1 <4 # j < p that is a
generating set of G. By Lemma 21,6 each pair of the form (k,k~!) = (Q " 'wQ,Q 'w™1Q) with
Q € G, w,w™! € {a,a?b,s0} in the resulting tuple can be transformed into (w,w=!). There is
a similar argument for each triple (/,1,1) with /3 = 1. Hence, by elementary transformations, the
n-tuple can be transformed into a tuple of short elements. O
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Theorem .27 is surprising. In fact, there are infinitely many pairs (gs, g:) in G up to Hurwitz
equivalence such that gsg; = 1 and g, g¢ are conjugates of sg and ty respectively. However, all
triples (ga, g, gs) that gogprgs = 1 and ga, gs, gs are conjugates of a, b, sg respectively, are mutually
Hurwitz equivalent. In particular, for any @ € G, we have

(Q"aQ,Q ™ aba®Q, Q™ abaQ) ~ (a, b, s2).

4.3 Classification of tuples up to Hurwitz equivalence

Given ¢y, ...,9n and hq, ..., h, € G conjugate to elements in S such that g1 --- g, =hy---hy, =1,
suppose that the n-tuples (g1, ..., g,) and (hq, ..., hy,) have the same number of components in each
conjugacy class. In this subsection, we show that (¢1,. .., gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to (h1,...,hs)
in most cases. In particular, we introduce a normal form for tuples of elements conjugate to some
short elements that only depends on the numbers of components in every conjugacy classes.

The following theorem is a partial result, which interprets the projective global monodromy
of an achiral Lefschetz fibration. Matsumoto presented a slightly different theorem in [Mat85,
Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 4.3.1. Let g1,...,9n, € G be such that p of them are conjugates of sy, ¢ = n—p of them
are conjugates of tg and g1---gn = 1. Then,
1. if p > q, then p — ¢ = 0 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,9n) is Hurwitz equivalent to
(50, 52)P~9/2 @ (s50,0)9;
2. if p < q, then ¢ — p = 0 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to
(to,t2)(97P)/2 @ (s0,t0)P;
3. if p = q, then the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to (ki, ki, ... kp, kp_l) where
each of kj, j =1,...,p, is conjugate to sg.

Proof. Theorem A2 T reveals that, by elementary transformations, the n-tuple can be transformed
into either (k1, k7', ... ks, kg ') with s = p = g or (h1,...,h,) e (so,to)™t with > 0, mg > 0,
i+ 2mg = n such that (hq,...,h,) is an inverse-free p-tuple of short elements. On the latter, by
Lemma L2 we get 4 =0 (mod 6) and (hy,...,h,) can be transformed into either (sp,s2)*/? or
(to, t2)*/? by elementary transformations. Hence, my; = min{p, ¢} and u = |p — q|. O

In general, we have Theorem 2.4.5] whose proof will be given at the end.

Lemma 4.3.2. Let g1,...,gn be a2, so, s1 or so such that only one of them is equal to a® and
91+ gn =1. Then, n =3 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to
(a2, 50, 52) ® (50, 82) " 3)/2,

Proof. Since a cyclic permutation of an n-tuple in G can be obtained by a finite sequence of
elementary transformations as in Lemma 1.2, we may assume that ¢; = a? without loss of
generality. Since ¢ -+-¢gn, = 1, then n > 3. If n = 3, then the pair (g192, g3) must be equal to
(t;j,s;) with some j and therefore (g1, g2, g3) is given by (a?,s;41,5;) as at; = sj41. Otherwise,
n > 4. We replace g1 and go with their product, which is one of ¢y, ¢; and t3. The n-tuple
(g91,.--,9n) is replaced by an (n — 1)-tuple whose first component belongs to {to,t1,¢2} and the
rest components are sg, s1 or S3. By Theorem[Z3 ] (n—1)—2 =0 (mod 6) and the (n—1)-tuple can
be transformed into (sq, 52)"3)/2e(sq, to) by successive application of elementary transformations.
We note that the original n-tuple (g1, ..., g,) must be inverse-free and, after combining sy and ¢y
into 1 and removing it, we make the result an inverse-free tuple of short elements. By Proposition
M23, it implies a sequence of elementary transformations sending the n-tuple (g1,...,g,) into
(50,a%,51) e (50,52)™ 3)/2. In any case, the substitutions of (so, s2), (51, 50) and (s2, 51) transform
the n-tuple (g1, ..., gn) into (a2, sg, s2) ® (g, 52)"3)/2, O

The following lemma can be proved similarly and we omit the details.

Lemma 4.3.3. Let g1,...,9, be a, tg, t1 or ta such that only one of them is equal to a and
g1 gn =1. Then, n =3 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to

(a,ta,to) ® (to, t2)"3)/2,

Lemma 4.3.4. Let g1,...,9, be b, sg, s1 or s such that only one of them is equal to b and
91+ gn =1. Then, n =4 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to
(b5 50, 52, 50) [ ] (SO7 52)(7174)/2.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that all the n-tuple in {b, sg, $1, s2} resulting from
the successive application of elementary transformations on (g¢1,...,g,) contain no consecutive
sub-tuples of the form (sg, s2)3.

Take the n-tuple in {b, sq, 1, $2} that starts with b and contains the minimal number of com-
ponents equal to s; among all resulting tuples that we can get using elementary transformations
on (g1,-..,9n), still denoted by (g1,...,9n). We write it as

no I ez
) (T2 o (o0 ) o (TTGs0™ o (TTs2)" » (50)7))
j=1 i=1 j=1
with ¢ > 0, Aq,..., Ay > 1, ng,ny >0, ny,...,nu—1 > 1 and u; 4, vi; > 0 fori =0,...,p,
j=1,...,n; where u; ; > 1 for j > 1 and v; ; > 1 for j < n;. The minimality further requires that
ugnp>1fori=1,...,pand v, >1fori=0,...,p0— 1.
Assume that (g1, ..., ¢gn) does not start with (b, s2) or (b) @ (59)"** e (s2, sg), nor end with sg or

(52,50)@(s2)"* . Then, up1 = vy, =0, either ng <1 orugz > 2 and eithern, <lorw,,, 1 >
2. Applying Proposition with the above restrictions, we obtain that the reduced form of
g1 gn is not equal to 1, which is a contradiction. Hence, using the substitution of (sg, s2, so)
and (sa, o, s2) and a cyclic permutation if necessary, the n-tuple is transformed into an n-tuple in
{b, s0, 51, 82}, still denoted by (g1, ..., gn), such that (g1, g2) is equal to either (b, s2) or (sp,b). We
combine g; and g into their product and replace (g1, ..., g,) with an (n—1)-tuple in {a?, so, 51, 52}
starting with a?. By Lemma we get n — 1 = 3 (mod 6) and, by successive application of
elementary transformations, the (n — 1)-tuple can be transformed into (a2, 5o, s2) ® (50, 52)"~%/2,
By Proposition B2.3 we obtain an n-tuple of the form either (b, sa,s0,52) ® (s0,52)™ /2 or
(50,b, 50, 52) ® (50, 52)"~/2 from (g1,...,gn) using elementary transformations. The substitution
of (so, 82, 80) and (82, Sp, s2) completes the proof. O

Again, the following lemma is similar and we omit the proof.

Lemma 4.3.5. Let g1,...,9, be b, tg, t1 or ta such that only one of them is equal to b and
g1 gn =1. Then, n =4 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to

(b,to, 2, t0) @ (to, ta) "~ H/2.

Lemma 4.3.6. Let g1,...,9, be a, Sg, s1 or s such that only one of them is equal to a and
91 - gn =1. Then, n =5 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to
(a, 50, 50, 52, 50) ® (0, 52) " >/2.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that each n-tuple in {a, so, $1, s2} that results from
the successive application of elementary transformations on (g1,...,g,) contains no consecutive
sub-tuples of the form (sq, s2)3.

Take the n-tuple in {a, so, 51, $2} that starts with a and contains the minimal number of com-
ponents equal to s; among all resulting tuples that we can get using elementary transformations
on (g1,...,9n), still denoted by (g1, ...,gn). Assume that

(glaQQ) 7& (a,so), (gnagl) 7& (32’0’) and (gnaglaQQ) 7& (Slaa’asl)'

Then, the n-tuple (g1,...,g,) is written as

@+ (Il o) o (T o (T o )

1= Jj=

with ¢ > 0, A1,..., Ay > 1, ng,n, > 0 but ng +n, > 1, ny,...,nu—1 > 1 and u;j,v; > 1 for
1=0,...,u,7=1,...,n; Applying Proposition T3] we notice that the reduced form of g; - - - g,,
is not equal to 1, which is a contradiction. Hence, one of the above requirements cannot be fulfilled.

If either (g1, g2) = (a, o) or (gn,g1) = (s2,a), using a cyclic permutation if necessary, then the
pair (g1,92) is equal to either (a, sg) or (s2,a). We combine ¢g; and g into a single b and replace
(91, -, 9n) with an (n—1)-tuple in {b, s¢, $1, s2} starting with the only b. By Lemma[L.3.4] we get
n—1=4 (mod 6) and there exists a finite sequence of elementary transformations that transforms
the (n — 1)-tuple into (b, 5o, s2,50) ® (S0, 52)* /2. Proposition EE2.3 implies that (g1, ..., g,) can
be transformed by elementary transformations into either

(@, 50, 50, 52, 50) ® (50, 52)""2/2 or (s2,a, 50, 52, 50) ® (50, 52) " ~?)/2,
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If (gn,91,92) = (s1,a,81), by a cyclic permutation and an elementary transformation, then the
n-tuple can be transformed into (s1,S0,a,9s,...,9n—1). We combine s; and sp into a, further
combine a and a into a single a? and replace the n-tuple with an (n — 2)-tuple in {a?, s, s1, s2}
starting with the only a?. By Lemma[L.3.2] we get n—2 = 3 (mod 6) and the (n — 2)-tuple can be
transformed by elementary transformations into (a?, sg, 52) ® (s0, s2)("~%)/2. By Proposition E2.3]

the n-tuple (g1, . .., gn) can be transformed into (s;+1, $;, a, S0, 52) ®(so, 59)("=5)/2 with some j. The
substitutions of (sg, s2), (s1,50), (s2,$1) and the substitution of (sg, s2,80), (S2, S0, $2) conclude
the lemma. O

Once again, the following lemma is similar and we omit the proof.

Lemma 4.3.7. Let g1,...,gn be a2, to, t1 or ta such that only one of them is equal to a® and
g1 gn=1. Then, n =5 (mod 6) and the n-tuple (g1,...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to

(a?,to, ta, to, to) ® (to, o) ~2)/2,
Proof of Theorem[2.4.5] By Theorem .27} we are able to transform (g1, ..., g,) into either
(b, byt ks kN by Dy e Ly Ly 1)
with s, >0, 25 + 3t =n and I3 = 1 for each j = 1,...,t, or
(h1,...,h,) ® (s0,t0)™" ® (a,a®)"™ e (b,b)™ e (a,a,a)™ e (a*,a® a*)™

with 1 > 0, mgt, ma, me, no, 1 > 0, g+ 2(mg +mq +mp) +3(no+n1) = n such that (hi,...,hy)
is an inverse-free u-tuple of short elements. The former case just so happens to be the first case
of Theorem [ZZ5 therefore we consider only the latter and suppose that @ > 0. As (hq,...,h,) is
inverse-free, it contains at most two a’s, at most two a?’s, at most one b and it does not contain
both a and a®. Let A be the set of elements in (hi,...,h,). Let I, and I, be the numbers of
components conjugate to some power of a and b respectively. Take A; = AN {so,s1,$2} and
At - A N {to, tl, tg}.

Step 1. Suppose that I, + I, < 1. Proposition LT.T] shows that either A or A; is empty.
Thus, by Lemma [£T.2] [A3.6] [13.3] 132 L3734 and (£33, by elementary transformations the
inverse-free tuple (hi,...,h,) can be transformed into one of the following partial normal forms.

- (S0, 52, 50, 82, 50, 52)"/, (to, ta, to, ta, to, t2)"/® where =0 (mod 6);

- (a?, 50, 52) ® (50,52)H73/2 (a,ty,to) @ (to, t2)#=3)/2 where u =3 (mod 6);

- (b, 50, 52,50) ® (50, 82)H=H/2 (b, tg, Lo, to) @ (to, t2)* /2 where p = 4 (mod 6);

- (a, 50, 50, 52, 50) ® (50, 52)#=2)/2 (a2 tg,ta,t0,t0) ® (to,t2)* /2 where =5 (mod 6).

Step 2. Suppose that I, =1 = I, and a® € A with e = +1. It is clear that u > 3.

If there exists an element h' € A equal to one of ba®, a®b, a=¢ba~¢ then, using elementary
transformations, we place a and k' in adjacent positions that form a pair (af, k’). The pair
is further replaced by the product a‘h’ and we replace (hq,...,h,) with a (u — 1)-tuple, say
(Y1,---,Yu—1). Each of y1,...,yu—1 is short, one of them is equal to b and each of the rest is
neither a power of a nor b. By Theorem 4.2.7, Proposition 1.7l and Lemma [£.3.4] {335 the
(u — 1)-tuple (yi,...,yu—1) can be transformed into either

(ba 50, 52, SO) L4 (505 52,50, 52, S0, SQ)“ L4 (505 to)v or (b7 t07t27t0) L4 (th t?; tO; t?; tO; t?)u L4 (507t0)7j

with w,v > 0 and 5 + 6u + 2v = u. Proposition E.23] shows that (hq,...,h,) can be transformed
into one of them with exactly one of the following adjustments: replace an so (resp. sa, to, ta)
with (a,ts) (resp. (a,t1), (a?,s1), (a?,50)). The substitutions

(b,a,ta, s2,50) = (b, ta, s2,a,s0) = (b, a,to, s0,50) — (b,a,sp) e (to,s0) — (a,b, s2) e (so, to),
(b, s0,a,t1,50) = (b, s0,t0,a,s0) = (b,a,sp) e (s0,t0) = (a,b,s2) e (sg, o),

(b, s0, $2,a,t2) — (b, 82, 51, a,ta) — (b, 2, 81,t1,a) — (b, s2, S0,t0,a) — (a,b, s2) e (so, o),
(b, s0, 82, 80) ® (a,ta, S2, S0, $2, S0, S2) — (b, S0, S2, a, t2) ® (s, S2, S0, S2, So, $2),

(b, s0, 82, 80) ® (S0, @, t1, S0, S2, S0, S2) — (S0, b, S0, a,t1) ® (S0, S2, S0, S2, S0, S2),

( (

b, s0, 52, 50) ® (a,t2,t0) — (b, S0, 52, 50) ® (to,a,t2) — (b, S0, 52,a,t2) ® (s0,0)

and their symmetrical manners further transform the resulting p-tuple into one of the following
partial normal forms.
- (a,b, s2) ® (50,52, 50, 52, S0, 52)" ® (S0, )" with u,v > 0;
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- (a, tg,to) o (b, to,t2,t0> o (to, tg, to, tg, to, tg)u L] (So,to)vil with u > 0 and v > 1,

- (a2, b, to) o (to, tQ, to, tQ, to, t2)u L] (80, to)erl with u,v > 0,

- (a2, s0,52) ® (b, 50, 52, 50) ® (S0, 52, S0, 52, 50, 52)" ® (50,%0)" "L with v > 0 and v > 1.

Otherwise, one of Ay and A; is empty. If there exists an element h’ € A equal to either ba=¢
or a~¢b then, using elementary transformations, we place a® and I’ in adjacent positions such that
their product is equal to b. The pair is further replaced by a single b. Therefore, the resulting (u—1)-
tuple has exactly two different components conjugate to b and the rest are either conjugates of sg
or conjugates of tg. Applying Theorem [£.277] we have shown in Step 1 that such an (u — 1)-tuple
can be transformed by elementary transformations into either (s, $2, S0, $2, So, 59)(H=3)/6 o (b, b) or
(to, ta, to, t2, to, t2)#~3)/6 & (b,b). Proposition implies that (hq,...,h,) can be transformed
into a concatenation of either (sg, s2)*=3)/2 or (to, t2)#~3)/2 and one of the following triples, which
can be further transformed into a result consistent with the previous case.

(a7 S0, b)7 (a2at23 b)a (823 a, b)7 (t07 a/2a b)7 (ba a, 80)7 (ba a2; t2)a (b7 52, a)7 (ba th a2)'

Step 3. We consider the last case left in Step 2 where A = {a¢, b, aba} and I, = 1.

In fact, we have u > 4. By elementary transformations we place a® and two different a“ba’s
in adjacent positions that form a triple of the form (a®ba®,ac, aba®). The triple can be further
transformed into (aba®, a™¢b, a). We combine the first two components into a¢ and then rewrite
the triple as a single a¢. The resulting (u — 2)-tuple is composed of a~¢, b and several a“ba®. Step
2 has shown that such a tuple can be transformed by elementary transformations into either

(a,ta,to) ® (b, to, t2,t0) ® (to, t2, to, t2, to, t2)™ or (a?, so, s2) ® (b, 50, 52, 50) ® (S0, 52, 50, 52, S0, 52)"

with v > 0. By Proposition 23] elementary transformations can transform (hy,...,h,) into
either

(tj, tj+1,a” ta, o) ® (b,to, t2,t0) ® (to, t2, to, t2, to, t2)"

or (SJ’ 8j—1,0Q, 50, 52) i (b7 50, 52, SO) b (507 52,580, 52, 50, 52)u
that can be further transformed into the result in Step 2 using the substitutions:

(tj tjs1,a ta, o) @ (b, to, ta, to) — (a®,t2,to, ta, to) ® (to, t2,to,b) — (a®,b,to) ® (to, t2, to, t2, to, t2),

(Sj7sj—17a/) S0, 82) ° (b) S50, 52, SO) — (G,SO, 52,50, 82) o (SO) 82780)b) — (a/)b7 82) o (80782) S0, 52, 50, 82)-

Step 4. Suppose that I, = 2.

We place the powers of a in adjacent positions and replace them with their product. The
resulting (u — 1)-tuple contains exactly one power of a and can be transformed by elementary
transformation into one of the eight partial normal forms introduced in Step 1 and 2. By Propo-
sition [£.2.3] one can simply rewrite the powers of a as pairs of powers of a and obtain eight more

partial normal forms. Replacing the inverse-free tuple (hy,...,h,) of short elements by a partial
normal form in the resulting tuple of the elementary transformations on (g1, ..., gn), we finish the
proof of the theorem. O

4.4 Conjugates of almost short elements and tuples

Suppose that (g1,...,9n) is an n-tuple with each g; conjugate to some almost short element (i.e.
the component g; is conjugate to either a, a?, b, s1, t; or ababa). In this subsection, we first show
that by successive application of elementary transformations the n-tuple can be transformed into

m
1@ 1@, Q7 ' 7im, Qi)
i=1
withm > 1, >" n; =n, Q; € G, 7,; € S such that 7,17, = 1fori =1,...,m and
j =1,...,n; For the concatenation of (gi,...,9n) and a fixed tuple, we further show a result
extremely similar to Theorem
The first part of this subsection follows a similar line as in Subsection Proposition 48]
is an analog to Proposition Lemmata 4T, 4.2 E43] @44 145 and (.47 which
have technicalities referring to Lemma 2.2 will be used to prove Proposition
We introduce some pairs of almost short elements in Table 2] as in Subsection Broadly
speaking, each pair of almost short elements in Table 2/ behaves well under the contraction operation

introduced in Subsection 2221 which is explained in lemmata 42 4.3 L4 L40] and
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g git1 a a? b a%h aba ba? ba a®ba® ab bab  ba*h  a*ba aba® a*bab  ababa baba? ba*ba  a*ba*ba®  aba®b
a a® 1 ab b a’ba  aba’ aba ba a*b ba a*ba* bab
a? 1 a a®b ab ba  a*ha® a*ba  aba® b aba ba® ba?b
b ba ba? 1 ba?b a? a bab ab b aba® a*ba
a*b a*ba  a’ba®  a? a 1 b ab ba? aba
aba aba® ab a 1 aba®b a? a’b ba®
ba? b ba ba?b  bab a baba? 1 a? aba ab
ba ba® b bab 1 ba*ba a? ba?b a ab a*ba®
a?ba? a®b a’ba a*bab 1 a? a ba ab
ab aba aba® a 1 a? a%h b a?ba? ba
bab ba b ba® ba’b 1
ba2b ba? ba b 1 bab a?
a?ba a*ba® @%b a? a 1 a*baba® b aba?
aba? ab aba a? a ababa, 1 a’ba b
a*bab a’ba a’  a*ba? a? a®baba® 1
ababa aba ab aba® aba®b 1
baba? bab ba? ba, b ba%ba 1
ba’ba ba?b ba® ba b 1 baba?
a’ba’ba® a®b a?ba? a*ba 1 a’bab
aba®b aba? aba ab a 1 ababa

Table 2: Some pairs (g;, gi+1) of almost short elements and the products g;g;+1.

A2 Besides, each pair of almost short elements not in Table ] satisfies the inequality m; <
min{%, W} which is the first step for Lemma [ 4T1T] (a). (See Lemma for the
precise definition of m;.) Furthermore, Table [2] has to fulfil some irregular requirements which
appear in the proofs of Lemma E.4.TT] and Theorem Unfortunately, we do not have high
conviction in sifting out the pairs of almost short elements. What is worse, Theorem needs
a patch based on Lemma [£.4.7] which considers a triple of almost short elements.

Lemma 4.4.1. Let (11, 72,72) be a triple of the form
(a=bab, bab, baba™¢) or (ba”ba‘,a®, a*ba™°b)

with € = +1. Set (91,92,93) = (Q7'1Q,Q 'mQ,Q 1m3Q) with Q € G and suppose that
Q 'rimmQ € Sy. Then (g1, 92,93) is Hurwitz equivalent to a triple of almost short elements.
Proof. We only consider the triple (71,72, 72) = (a~bacb, bab, ba*ba™c).

Since Q' 7mQ = Q'a‘Q is almost short, @ is one of 1, a*¢, b and a*b. In the case that

Q@ = b, the triple (g1, g2, 93) = (ba™bac, a, abab) is already of almost short elements. In the
cases that @) = a® or a®b, the lemma follows from the following substitutions.

(a™ma‘,a” 120", a” “13a) = (ababa’, a”baba’, a” bah)
RN (a™%baba’, a”ba~ba"“ba”ba‘, a”“ba‘h)
RN (a”ba‘ba‘, a™ba‘b, baba™ ) L, (a=“bab, ba‘b, baba™ ).
(ba™“T1a%b, ba” “12ab, ba” “13a°b) = (ba babab, ba” “baba‘h, ba” “ba‘)
RN (ba®babab, ba™ba, a*)
I, — (ba™‘ba®, a”ba”ba" ¢, a*) Ri=N (ba™ba’, a®, aba™ D).

For the rest two cases, the approach is similar. O

Lemma 4.4.2. Let (11,72) be a pair of almost short elements in Table[d such that 7172 is a power
of a. Set (g1,92) = (Q7'1Q,Q Q) with Q € G and suppose that Q= 11 72Q is almost short.
Then (g1,92) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of almost short elements.

Proof. The pair (11, 72) must be one of

(a™¢

(b, ba* ) ( Eb ,0), (a™ba™ aba™), (a”ba®, a”ba™ ), (ba®, a™“ba‘), (a°ba™¢, ab),
(a=°b,ba™¢), (a®ba’, a™°b), (ba™¢, a‘ba),

(a“ba™ b, ba®b), (ba‘b, ba™“ba*)

and @ € {1,a,a"¢,b,ab,a”“b} with e = 1. Now we fix e = +1.

When (71,72) = (a™¢,a™¢), the pair (g1, ¢g2) is a pair of almost short elements. When one of
g1, g2 is conjugate to b and the other one is conjugate to a®b, either (g1, g2) is a pair of almost
short elements or (g1,¢2) is equal to one of (a®b,ba™bah), (baba™ b, ba), (ba~bab, ba~ba~°b)
and (ba=ba~ b, baba~b). In this case, the substitutions given by the following graph show that
(91, 92) can be transformed into a pair of almost short elements via elementary transformations.
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R
(b, ach) ————— (ah, ba~bach) ——s (ba~bacb, ba~ba~<b)

R LRy
(ba®,b) «————— (ba‘ba™ b, ba®) «—— (ba~“ba~ b, baba~“b)
R1 Rl

When both of g1, g2 are conjugate to a™°b, either (g1, g2) is a pair of almost short elements or
(g91,92) is one of (babacb,ba™¢), (a~b, babacbh) which can be transformed into (ba™¢, a~¢b) via
Ry, Rl_l respectively. When one of g1, g2 is conjugate to a and the other one is conjugate to
a~cba" ba~¢, either (g1, g2) is a pair of almost short elements or (g1, g2) is one of

(ba™ba’, a”baba‘), (a®baba™ ¢, aba™ D),

(a™%baba’, a”ba~ba™%), (a”ba”“ba~ ¢, a‘baba™c),

(batbaba™ b, baba™ ), (a~“ba‘b, ba™ “ba‘ba‘b),

(ba™“ba™“ba™ b, baba‘ba™ D), (ba™“baba‘b, ba™ “ba”“ba~ D).

In this case, the following graphs show that (g1, ¢2) can be transformed into a pair of almost short
elements via elementary transformations.

R1 Rl
(bacb, ba=ba®) ————— > (ba~“ba, a~“baba®) ——— (a~baba®,a~“ba~“ba~°)
RiT IR
(a“ba™ b, bah) «———  (ababa™ ¢, aba~°b) (R— (a=“ba~ba¢, ababa™*)
1 1
R1 Rl
(batba™¢, a®) «—————  (ba‘baba b, ba‘ba™¢) «—— (ba~“ba“ba~ b, ba*baba~b)
Ryl TR,
(af, a= ba’h) ———— (a~“bab, ba~“bacba’h) —— (ba~babab, ba~ba~“ba~b)
1 1

O

Lemma 4.4.3. Let (11,72) be a pair of almost short elements in Table [ such that 7172 = b.

Set (91,92) = (Q7'1Q,Q Q) with Q € G and suppose that Q= 1172Q is almost short. Then
(91,92) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of almost short elements.

Proof. The pair (71, 72) must be one of
(a,a™b), (ba™¢, a), (a™ b, ba‘bd), (bab, ba™ ), (baba™ ¢, aba™ ), (a”ba‘, a~ “ba‘b)

with € = +1 and Q € {1,a,a?b,ba,ba?}. The lemma follows from the following graphs with
€= =1.

R R
(af, a“baf) N (a“baf, a=bacbac) (a=bac, a=ba"ba™¢) =3 (a=cba~cba"¢, abababa~*)
R T LRy R T LRy
(a=¢b,a%) «— (a~“ba‘bac,acb) (a“baba’, a=cbac) (R— (a“baba=ba~¢, a®baba*)
1 1
R1 Rl
(b,batba—¢) —— (baba™¢, a®ba™ba‘ba™*) (a”¢ba, a~bab) —— (a~“bab,a”bacb)
Rl LR RiT 1R
(aba=b,b) «—— (aba~ba‘ba™¢, abab) (ba=bac, a=ba*) <R— (ba—bacb, ba~bac)
1 1
O

Lemma 4.4.4. Let (11,72) be a pair of almost short elements in Table [2 such that 7172 = ba‘d

with € = +1. Set (g1,92) = (Q7'11Q, Q™1 1Q) with Q € G and suppose that Q™1 72Q is almost
short. Then (g1,g2) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of almost short elements.

Proof. The pair (71, 72) must be one of
(a®,a=ba‘d), (baba™¢, a), (b, ab), (ba,b), (ba™ ¢, a~b), (ba™ b, ba™b)

with e = +1 and Q € {1,b,ba®, ba™ ¢, ba‘b, ba~“b}. The lemma follows from the following graphs.
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R R
(bacb, ba=cba*) —, (ba—ba, ababac) — (a~cba‘bac, a=baba~*)
R LR

(acba™cb, bah) «—— (a‘ba‘ba™¢, a®bab) «—— (a~ba~ba"¢, ababa™*)
1 1

R R
(a€, a=bah) —— (a—<ba<h, ba—babach) —— (ba—bacba<h, ba—ba—ba—<b)

R 1
(batba™¢, a®) «—— (ba®ba‘ba™ b, ba‘ba™¢) «—— (ba“ba~ba~ b, bababab)
1 1

Ry Ry Ry
(b, ab) — (a®b,ba=¢ba‘b) — (ba~bab, ba~ba~¢b) (ba=¢,a=b) —— (a~ b, ba‘bacd)
R T LRy RING T
(ba®, b) <R— (bacba™ b, bac) «— (ba~ba b, baba™°b) (babacb, ba~°)

1 1

O

Lemma 4.4.5. Let (11,72) be a pair of almost short elements in Table [ such that 7172 = a~ ba®
with € = +1. Set (g1,92) = (Q7'1Q, Q" 'Q) with Q € G and suppose that Q™ 11 72Q is almost
short. Then (g1, 92) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of almost short elements.

Proof. The pair (71, 72) must be one of
(ae’ aebae)’ (a_ﬁa bae)a (a—eba—e, a—e)’ (a_gba ae)
(b,ba™bac), (a~bab,b), (a~ba™ba™ ¢, aba™ ), (a®ba™ ¢, a®baba’)

with e = +1 and @ € {1,a% a ¢, a b, a” ba,a “ba~“}. The lemma follows from the following
graphs.

R
(ac, aba®) iN (a®bac, a=“bacba®) (a®,ba™*) -4 (ba™¢, a“bacba™*)
R LRy R LR
(a™¢b,a®) «— (a~“ba‘ba®, a™b) (a“ba’, a) «<— (aba‘ba™¢, a‘ba*)
R1 Rl

R R
(acba™¢, aba™cb) — (a*ba=cb, baba~<b) (b, ba=<ba®) — (ba—cbaf, a~bacba~cbac)
Byl LRy By T IRy

(baba™¢, aba™¢) «—— (babab,bacba*) (a=¢bab, b) «—— (a “baba~cba‘, a~bacd)
1 1

R
(a=cba, a~ba~ba~¢) 4 (a=cba~cba~¢, ababa™“ba ")
R T IR
(a“bacbat, a=ba®) «———— (a“baba“ba~¢, abacba®)
1

O

Lemma 4.4.6. Let (11,72) be a pair of almost short elements in Table[Q such that 7172 is one of
ab, ba® and a=ba=¢ with € = £1. Set (g1,92) = (Q7 ' Q, Q™' 1Q) with Q € G and suppose that
Q '117m2Q is almost short. Then (g1,92) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of almost short elements.

Proof. Since Q™17 72Q is almost short, the element @ is either (7172)*a¢ or (7172) ~'a¢ with k,1 > 0
and ¢ = 0,1,2. When Q = a¢, the only exceptional cases that at least one of Q' Q, Q'@ is
not almost short is that (71, 72) is equal to one of

(b, bad), (bab,b), (a=°b,ba™b), (ba™ b, ba™°)
with € = £1, where both (a™“ma%, a™“ma¢) and (a°ma™ ¢ a2a™¢) can be transformed into pairs

of almost short elements by applying either R; or R *. In general, Lemma 2 I]shows that (g1, g2)
can be transformed into a pair of almost short elements. O
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Lemma 4.4.7. Let (11,72) be a pair of almost short elements in Table[2 such that 172 is almost
short and conjugate to ababa. Set (g1,92) = (Q7'11Q, Q™ 1Q) with Q € G and suppose that
Q11 mQ is almost short. Then (g1, g2) is Hurwitz equivalent to a pair of almost short elements.

Proof. Since 719 is almost short and conjugate to ababa, it must be one of a~“bab, ba™“ba® and
ababa’ with € = 1. When 77 = a~bah, since Q177 Q is almost short, the element Q is
either (a=bah)*aS or (a=babh)*(ab)a’ with k € Z and ¢ = 0,1, 2. Lemma 21l induces that it
suffices to suppose that

Qe {l,a%a a"b,a ba’,a”ba”}.

Besides, (11, 72) is one of
(a™ba™ ¢, a™b), (a”“ba”“ba™“, aba™b).

Each possible (g1, g2) is either a pair of almost short elements or transformed into a pair of almost
short elements by Rfd. When 7179 = ba™“ba‘ or a°ba‘ba® we have similar arguments. O

We introduce the following operations and their restorations on an n-tuple (g1, ..., gn) of ele-
ments in G that are conjugate to some almost short element.

- Operation 1: For i € {1,...,n — 1}, suppose that g; = Q™ '7,Q and g;41 = Q~'7;11Q with
Q € G and (7;, 7;41) listed in Table[2l Then, the operation is a contraction as in Subsection
that replaces (gi, gi+1) with g;git+1.

- Operation 1’: For i € {1,...,n — 2}, suppose that g; = Q7 '1,Q, gix1 = Q '7::1Q and
Giv2 = Q717 12Q with Q € G and (i, Ty41, Tir2) equal to either
(a®bab, bab, baba®) or (aba’b, bab, baba).
Then, the operation is a contraction as in Subsection that replaces (g, gi+1, gi+2) with
9i9i+19i42-

- Operation 2: For i € {1,...,n}, suppose that g; = 1. The operation moves the identical
component to the rightmost position via elementary transformations, removes it and reduces
(915---,9n) to an (n — 1)-tuple.

Operation 1 and 1’ are contractions, whose restorations are introduced in Subsection 2.1l The
restoration of Operation 2 will simply add an identical element on the right side of the tuple.

Proposition 4.4.8. Let (g1,...,9n) be an n-tuple of elements in G which are conjugate to some
almost short element such that g1---g, = 1. Suppose that we apply the following operations
successively on (g1, ..., gn):

i) elementary transformations;
1) Operation 1;
1) Operation 1';
iv) Operation 2;
then apply the restorations of Operation 1, 1’ and 2 in the reverse order. If each component in the
resulting tuple before restorations are almost short, then the initial tuple is Hurwitz equivalent to
the following tuples:
a) the resulting tuple after restorations;
b) the concatenation of some tuples of the form (Q 1 Q,Q 'mQ,...,Q 17,Q) with m > 1,
QeGandT,...,Tm €Sy such that 71 -+ -1, = 1.

We emphasise that Proposition L4.8 does not require an inverse-free tuple (gi,...,9,) in G
as in Proposition Besides, an elementary transformation is allowed to transform a pair into
such that has a bigger sum of Sz-complexities. That is why we cannot transform it into a tuple of
almost short elements but get a concatenation of several tuples of almost short elements each with
a diagonal conjugacy.

Proof. Lemma [2.2.2] shows that the initial tuple is Hurwitz equivalent to the resulting tuple after
all operations and restorations. We suppose that each component is almost short in the tuple
before restorations.

We revisit the introduced operations. Operation 1 may combine Q@ '7;Q) and Q~'7;Q into
Q7 '77;Q with Q € G and 7;,7; € So. By elementary transformations, the product becomes a
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conjugate of the form P~'Q~'7;7;QP with some P € G. To restore the operation, we further
rewrite it as (P~'Q'nQP, P7'Q~'7;QP). Operation 1’ is similar.

If Operation 2 has never been used, the proposition follows from lemmata [4.4.2] [4.4.3] [4.4.4]
EAE E46 E4T7 and E4Tl In general, suppose that P~'Q7'7;7;,QP = 1. Then P = 1 and
the restoration replaces the identical element with (Q~'7;Q,Q717;Q). We consider the remaining
restorations on (7;, 7;) instead. |

Definition 4.4.9. The Ss-complexity of an element g conjugate to some element in Sy is defined
as fa(g) such that

if ¢ = Q@ 'wQ is almost long
with Q € G and w € {ba®b,a‘ba™¢, a‘ba’, a‘ba‘ba‘le = 1,2};
1/2 if g € {ababa,a*baba’?};

0 otherwise.

f2(9) =

Definition 4.4.10. Let (g1,...,gs) be an n-tuple in G such that each of g;, i = 1,...,n, is conju-

gate to some element in Ss. A sequence of elementary transformations (Rfll, ceey Rf:), €1y.vvy€m €
{1, =1}, is said to make the sum of Sy-complexities of (g1, ..., gn) smaller if R{™ o---o R! trans-
forms (g1, ...,gn) into a tuple with a smaller sum of Sp-complexities.

Lemma 4.4.11. Let (g1,...,9n) be an n-tuple in G such that each of g;, i = 1,...,n, is conjugate
to some element in So and g1---gn = 1. Let m; be the same as in Lemma[{.2.6] and set my =
my, = 0 for convenience. Suppose that
(1) there is mo pair of adjacent components g;, gi+1 of the reduced forms Q™ '7;Q, Q '111Q
with Q € G and (7;,Ti+1) in Table[2,
(2) there is no sequence of elementary transformations that makes Y, f2(g;) smaller.
Then m;, 1 = 0,...,n have the following properties.
(a) Fori=1,....n—1, m; < % and m; < M
(b) Fori =1,....,n, my_1 +m; > I(g;) only if the reduced form of g; is either Q; *a%Q; or
Q; tacibaba®iQ; with ¢; = 1,2, Q; € G and 1(Q;) > 0.
(c) If mi—1 +m; <l(g;) for each of i =1,...,n, then n=0.

Proof. (a) When both g; and g¢;1+1 are almost short, since (g;, gi+1) does not figure in Table 2] we
check all possibilities and get that m; < l(gl)H M
When g; € S; but g;41 € S2, we have concluded that gir1 = Q lwQ with

w € {ba‘b,aba” ¢, aba‘, aba‘ba‘le = 1,2}

and @ € G such that {(Q) > 1. In particular, I(gi+1) > 5 > I(g;). Assume that m; > %.
Suppose that I(g;) = 2. Then m; = 2 and the symmetry of g;;; implies the contradiction
1(gigis19; ") < 1(git1) — 2. Suppose that I(g;) = 3. Then m; = 3. The symmetry of g;1; and the
fact that I(w) > 3 imply the contradiction I(g;gi4+19; *) < 1(gi4+1)—2. Suppose that I(g;) = 4. Then
gi = a®ba" b or ba‘iba~ with ¢; € {1,2}. Therefore m; =3 or 4. If [(Q) = 1 and g; = a“ba™ b,
then m; = 4 and l(gigiﬂg;l) < l(gi+1) — 2, contradicting the hypothesis (2). If I(Q) = 1 and
gi = ba‘ba~¢, then g;11 = a“ba*+1ba~% with €41 € {1,2} and I(g;gi+19; ") < I(gi+1) — 2, con-
tradicting the hypothesis (2). If [(Q) > 2, then we again get [(gigi+19; ) < l(gi+1), contradicting
the hypothesis (2). Suppose that I(g;) = 5 and then m; =4 or 5. As ¢g; = a“ba“ba®, m; must be
5. Therefore, if 1(Q) > 2 then we get the contradiction I(gigi+19; ") < 1(gi+1). If I(Q) = 1 then
gi+1 must be a”ba”ba® but the following substitution makes the sum of Ss-complexities smaller
and induces a contradiction.

(9iy git1) = (a“baba’, a”ba™ba’) — (a~“ba™“ba‘, a™ bah) — (a~bab,ba™ D).

We have a similar argument when g¢;4; is almost short but g; not.
When both g; and g;41 are almost long, suppose that their reduced forms are Q;lwiQi and
Q;ﬁlwiHQiH and assume that without loss of generality {(Q;) < [(Qi+1). Assume that m; >

min{%, W} Therefore Q;+1 must end with Q;. Write Q;4+1 = QQ; and

(90, 9i+1) = (Q; ' wiQy, Q7' Q™ wi41QQ;).

Suppose that l(Q) = 0. The assumption on m; contradicts Table Suppose that Z(Q) > 1.
Therefore I(w;) < 5 < I(Q'wi11Q) and m; > "L If [(w,;) = 3 then m; > [(Q;) + 3 and
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1(gigiv19; ") < 1(gis1) — 2, contradicting the hypothesis (2). If I(w;) = 5 and 1(Q'w;41Q) = 5,
then

(91> giv1) = (Q7 'wiQi, Q7 Q™ wi11QQs) = (Q7 *a“ba“ba“Q;, Q; 'a™"ba™“baQ;)

whose sum of Sy-complexities can be smaller using elementary transformations. If [(w;) = 5 and
HQ  'wir1Q) > 7, then I(gigiy19; ") < 1(giv1) — 2, contradicting the hypothesis (2).

(b) Suppose that m;_1 +m; > (g;) for some i =1,...,n — 1.

Suppose that g; € Sa. If g; = b then either m;_1 =0, m; =1 or m;_1 = 1, m; = 0. Therefore
either g;_1 ends with b or g;+1 starts with b. Table [2] shows that either ¢g;_; or g;+1 is almost
long, starts and ends with b. Hence it implies the contradiction either {(g;gi+19; Y < I(gig1) or
1(g;  gi—19:) < 1(gi—1)- If I(g:) = 2, then one of g;_1, gi+1 must be b, which is impossible based on
Table 2 If I(g;) = 4, then either g;—1 = a“~'b or g;+1 = ba“+' with €;_1,€;41 € {1,2}, which is
impossible based on Table[2 If [(g;) = 3 and g; = a®ba® with ¢; € {1,2}, then either g;_1; = ba™
or giv1 = a %b. If i(g;) = 3 and ¢g; = a®ba™% with ¢; € {1,2}, then either g;—1 = ba™% or
gi+1 = ab. Both are impossible again based on Table There are only two possibilities left:
either g; is conjugate to a power of a or g; = a“baba.

When g¢; is almost long, g; is one of

Q 'ba®bQ,Q a%ba”Q,Q ' ba” Q, Q™ a b ba” Q

with ¢; € {1,2}, Q € G and I(Q) > 1. If g; = Q ta“ba“Q or g; = Q Laba=Q then either
gis1 = Q7 la=%b or giy1 = Q tab. Therefore g ' gigiv1 € {Q 'ba*Q,Q'bQ} which is a
contradiction.

We conclude that g; is either Q; 'aQ; or Q; 'a“baba®Q; with ¢; = 1,2 and 1(Q;) > 0.

(c) We assume that n > 1 and suppose that m;_1 +m; = l(g;) for some 2 <i <n—1. By (2),
gi is either Q; *a“Q; or Q; 'a‘baiba®Q; with ¢; = 1,2 and 1(Q;) > 0.

If g; = a“* and suppose that m;_; = 0, m; = 1, then g;; is either one of a“*ba“*ba*, a®ba™b,
a”%ba”%ba~% or an almost long element starting with a®* and ending with a=. However,
gi+1 cannot be a~“ba~%ba"% since the elementary transformation R; ' makes the sum of S,-
complexities smaller.

If g; = Q;'a%Q; with [(Q;) > 1, then either g;_; = Q; or gi+1 = Q; ', which implies the
contradiction either g;_1g:9; 11 =a“ or 91'_+11 gigi+1 = a.

If g; = Q ta‘ba‘baQ with 1(Q) > 0, then either g; 1 = ba=“Q or g1 = Q ta=b.
Therefore Table [2] denies the case of Q@ = 1 and, when @ # 1, either gi_lgig;ll = a“ba’b or
g;rllgigiH = ba?ba‘, which is a contradiction.

The assertion (b) and the above observation show that m;—1 +m,; < I(g;) if g; # a*. They
further imply a contradiction that g1 - - - g, # 1. O

Now we state the main result in this subsection.

Theorem 4.4.12. Let g1,...,9, be such that each of them is conjugate to some element in S,
and g1 -+ gn = 1. Then, the n-tuple (g1, ...,gn) is Hurwitz equivalent to

m

H(Qi_lTiJQi’ sy Qi_lTi,in)

i=1
with m > 1, Zzl ni=mn, Qi € G and 7;; € So such that 1,1 - Ty, =1 fori=1,...,m and
j = 1, ey Ny
Proof. We will always use the notation m; to indicate the length of the reduced part in h;h;41 for

i=1,...,u0—1 and set mg = m,, = 0 as before. To prove the theorem for (g1,...,gn), we use the
induction on

(3 el g o)

and apply the following operations: If there exists a pair of adjacent components of the form
(Q'1Q,Q Q) with Q € G and (71, 72) in Table Bl then we replace it with the product
Q'@ and reduce (g1,...,9n) to an (n — 1)-tuple. If there exists a triple of consecutive
components of the form

(Q ta™babQ, Q~*babQ, Q' ba‘ba Q)
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with Q € G, € = #£1 as introduced in Operation 1/, then we replace it with Q@ 'a‘Q and reduce
(91,---,9n) to an (n — 2)-tuple. If there exists an identical component, then we move it to the
rightmost position and remove it. If there exists a sequence of elementary transformations that
makes Y. fa(h;) smaller, then we apply it.

When each of the above operations fails, the resulting tuple, still denoted by (g1,...,9n),
satisfies all hypotheses in Lemma[£.Z.T1l Suppose that n > 1 and there exists some i =2,...,n—1
such that m;_1 +m; > l(gz)

When g; = a® with ¢; = 1,2, Table[Zreveals that either g;_; is one of ba~¢ba, a~ ¢ ba~“ba~,
a®ba®ba®, or g;—1 is an almost long element starting with ¢~ and ending with a. Meanwhile,
either g;11 is one of a“ba™b, a~“ba~“ba™, a®ba“ba, or g; 11 is an almost long element starting
with a® and ending with a~¢. The triple (g;—1,¢:,gi+1) cannot be (ba™“ba, a%, a‘ba~b) due
to Operation 1’. Therefore, either (g;—1, g;) can be transformed into (g;—1, ;) = (a*,a % g;—1a)
with fa(gi—1) > f2(gs) but 1(gi—1) < I(gi-1)-

When ¢g; = ba®b with ¢; = 1,2, Table [ reveals that either g;,_1 = a~ba®b or g¢;_1 is
almost long starting with ba™“ and ending with a“d. Meanwhile, either g;11 = baba™% or
gi+1 is almost long starting with ba® and ending with a=b. The triple (g;—1, gi, gi+1) cannot be
(a=%ba%b,ba‘b, babac) due to Operation 1’. Therefore, (g;—-1, gi, gi+1) can be transformed into
(Gi—1, 93, Giv1) with fo(gi—1) + f2(g:) + fa(giv1) > f2(Gi—1) + f2(Gi) + f2(Giv1), (gi-1) > 1(Gi-1),
U(gi) > 1(gi); U(gi+1) > 1(Giv1) but either 1(gi—1) < l(gi—1) or I(Giv1) < U(git1)-

When g; = Q;laeiQ with ¢, = 1,2, I(Q;) > 2, we have m;—1 = m; = 1(Q;) + 1 and I(g;—1) >
1(gi). To avoid I(g; 'gi—19:) < 1(gi—1), gi—1 must end with a%Q; and start with Q; 'a=¢. In this
case, l(gi_lgi_lgi) = 1(g;—1) and, using the elementary transformation R;_;, we are able to reduce
(915 -+, 9n) to a new n-tuple, say (gi,...,gn), such that 3. fo(g;) = >_; f2(3;), l(g;) = U(g;) for
1<j<mnandj¢{i—1} but I(gi—1) = U(9:) <Ugi-1) =1(3:).

When g; = Q;la”ba”ba”Qi withe; = 1,2, Q; € G and I(Q;) > 0, then m;—; = m; = 1(Q;)+3.
If l(gi—l) = l(gl) = l(gi-i—l); then

(gi—1,9i> 9it1) = (Q; 'a“ba“ba"“Q;, Q; 'aba“ba® Q;, Q; ' a~“ba ba® Q;)

that can be transformed into a triple with a smaller sum of Ss-complexities via the following
substitution.

(gi=1,9i, 9it1) — (Q;laeibaeibaeiQi,Qi_laffiba“baeiQi,Qi_laffiba“baeiQi)
— (Q; 'a ™ ba ba“ Qi, Q; taT ba”  ba” " ba " ba Qy, Q7 Fa” “ba ba Q;)
— (Q;la_”ba”ba”Qi,Qi_la_”ba”ba”Qi,Qi_la_”ba”bQi).
If 1(gi—1) = 1(g9:) < U(gi+1), then g;11 = Q;la_eibaeiwa_eibani with the word w starts and ends
with b. Therefore, by elementary transformations the triple can be transformed into

(Q;laq bwba_eiQ7 9i—1, gz)

with a smaller sum of Ss-complexities, which induces a contradiction. If I(g;—1) > I(g;) then again
using the elementary transformation R;_; we are able to reduce (g1, ..., gn) to a new n-tuple, say
(154 gn), such that >, fo(g;) = 32, f2(g;), U(g;) = 1(g;) for 1 < j <mn and j & {i — 1,i} but
U(gi—1) = U(gs) <Ugi-1) = 1(3i)-

The induction does not stop unless n is equal to 0. Due to Proposition 48 by restoring
operations and applying more elementary transformations, we get a resulting n-tuple of almost

short elements that can be obtained from the original (g1, ..., g,) via elementary transformations
directly. 0O
Corollary 4.4.13. Let g1,...,9, be such that each of them is conjugate to some element in

Sy and g1---gn = 1. Let (g1,...,9.,) be a tuple containing a generating set. Then, the tuple
(g1y---sn) @ (9], Gm) is Hurwitz equivalent to (hy,...,hy,) @ (g1,...,q.,) where (h1,..., hy) is
an n-tuple of almost short elements.

Proof. The corollary follows from Theorem and Lemma O

Recall that Fi3 = (b,b)? e (a2bab,tg,s1)®. Theorem L6 and Theorem ZZT show that we
are able to construct the normal form of (g1,...,g,) ® Fi3 that depends only on the number of
components in each conjugacy class as in Theorem 2.4.51 We prove them using the following.
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Theorem 4.4.14. Let gy,...,9, € PSL(2,Z) be conjugates of a, a®, b, aba, a*ba® or ababa
satisfying g1+ - - gn = 1. Suppose that m of them are conjugates of ababa. Let (v1,...,v.) be a tuple
containing a generating set, and let (vi,...,v.) be a (b,b,b,b)-expanding tuple whose components
are conjugate to a,a®,b, sy orty. Then,

(g1, gn) @ (V],...,0.) @ (v1,...,0.)
is Hurwitz equivalent to
(hi,..., hy) e (a%bab, ba2ba)™=3+1)/2 o (vy, ... v,)

where all components of (hi,...,hy) are conjugate to a, a2, b, sq, to, ababa and only 3 — p of
them are conjugate to ababa, where p =3 —m if m <3 and p = (m+1) mod 2 otherwise.

Proof. We assume that (v},...,v,) = (b,b,b,b) without loss of generality. Rewrite (g1,...,9n) ®
(b,b,b,b) ® (v1,...,0.) as

(hi,...,hi) e (b,b) e (vy,...,v.) e (a’bab, ba’ba)',

with (h1,...,hk) = (91,--.,9n,b,b) containing at least one component conjugate to b, with k =
n+2 and | = 0. Following Corollary LT3} we transform (hy, ..., h) into a tuple of almost short
elements that contains at least one component of the form either b, a?ba or aba?.

We first apply the following inductions on k when m — 2] > 3.

Suppose that there exist two components, say h; and h; with ¢ # j, such that both of them are
conjugate to ababa and h;h; = 1. We move h; and h; to the rightmost positions. Since (v1, ..., v.)
contains a generating set, by Lemma [ZT.6] they are further transformed into a pair of the form
(a2bab, baba) by elementary transformations on (gi,...,g,) ® (b,b)  (v1,...,v.). Therefore, we
get the following tuple

(hi,... hx_2) e (b,b) e (vi,...,v.) e (a’bab,ba®ba) !

where (ﬁl, R ﬁk_g) is further transformed into a tuple of almost short elements.
Suppose that with a pair

(b, a?bab), (b, ba*ba), (b, baba?), (b, aba®b),
(Tb, Tababa) € { (aba?, ababa), (aba?, a?baba?), (aba?, baba?), (aba?, abab), }
(a%ba, ababa), (a*ba, a*baba?), (a*ba, a*bab), (a*ba, ba*ba)

there exist some components of the form 75, and at least two components of the form 7,pqp4. Using
elementary transformations we gather them together and obtain a pair of mutually inverse elements
via the following substitution.

—1 -1 -1
(Tba Tababa Tababa) ? (Tababa’ b, Tababa) ? (Tababa’ Tababa s TabababTababa)-

The pair of mutually inverse elements is further moved to the rightmost position and transformed
into (a?bab,baba). The resulting tuple again has the expression with a lower k.

Once the above induction stops but m — 2I > 3, there is at most one almost short element
conjugate to ababa, say Tupap, that appears more than once in (hy,...,hs). Take a proper 7, €
{b, a®ba, aba®} such that (7, Tapabe) belongs to the above set of pairs. Transform the extra pair
(b,b) into (73, 7,) with the help of (v1,...,v.). Again we gather all components of the form 7,papa
in (hy,...,hg) together with an additional 7, using elementary transformations and apply the
following substitutions.

(Tb7 Tababay - - - 7Tababa> — (Tu;nlzba’ b7 Tababas - - - ;Tababa) — (7_(;[)217@7 sy Tu;nlzba’ b7 Tababas - - - ;Tababa)-
We make all mutually inverse elements within the above resulting tuple pairs of the form (a?bab, ba*ba)
and move them to the rightmost positions. By elementary transformations the tuple (g1,...,g,)®
(vi,...,v.) ®(vi,...,vc) has been finally transformed into

(hi,...,hy) e (ve,...,v.) e (a®bab, baba)™ />

where (hy,...,h) is a tuple of almost short elements containing at most three components conju-
gate to ababa and m — m' < 3. O
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Proof of Theorem [2.7.6] and Theorem [2.4.7. We only prove Theorem 24,6l while the proof of The-
orem A7 is similar. Since (a?bab,tg,s1) contains a generating set, Theorem FEZT4] has shown
that the concatenation (g1, ..., g,) ® F13 can be transformed into

(hi, ..., hy) e (a%bab, baba)™3+1)/2 o (a%bab, ty, s1)°

where 1 is determined by m, only 3 — p components of (hq, ..., hy,/) are conjugate to ababa and
the rest are conjugates of a, a?, b, sg or to.

Consider each of i = 1,2,3 in turn. Let h, be the first component in (hq, ..., h, ) conjugate to
ababa. Since the first triple of the form (a?bab, to, s1) within the concatenation contains a genearting
set, by Lemma we can transform (hi,...,h, ) into a tuple with a simultaneous conjugation
such that h, = ba?ba Therefore we are able to make the a-th component in (h1, ..., h, ) and the
first component in the triple a pair of the form (a?bab, ba?ba). Hence (hy, ..., hy)e(a?bab, ty,s1)*~"
is transformed into (R}, ..., h. ) e (a®bab,to, s1)3~" @ (a*bab, ba*ba) with n” =n’ + 1. O

sl

5 Stable classification vs. unstable classification

5.1 Hurwitz equivalence fails without stabilisation

We give some examples of global monodromies which are Hurwitz equivalent up to stabilisation,
as in Theorem [B] and Theorem [C] but fail to be Hurwitz equivalent. This illustrates why it is
necessary to consider fibrations up to the fibre-connected sum.

Example 5.1.1. Let f; be an achiral Lefschetz fibration which has a global monodromy of the
form (—A?B,—BA,—A%?B,—BA) and let f be an achiral Lefschetz fibration which has a global
monodromy of the form (—A%B, —BA, —ABA, A2BA?). Though f; and f; have the same type of
singularities, these two global monodromies are not Hurwitz equivalent.

Proof. Indeed, the following graph shows all resulting tuples in PSL(2,Z) from (so, to, S0, to) using
elementary transformations.

RE! RE!

" (50,0, %0, S0) o
P
Ry - S Ry

R:I:l
(50,0, S0, t0) «— (50, 50, t0, t0) R?I:l (to, to, S0, S0) «— (to, 50, t0, S0)
2

%1 (to, 50, 50, t0) +1

R R:

In particular, one cannot transform (s, to, o, to) into (so, to, $1,%1). O

Example 5.1.2. Let (b, b, a?bab, ba*ba) and (aba?, a?ba, a*bab, baba?) be tuples in PSL(2,7Z). We
claim that for arbitrary positive integer IV,

(b, b, a*bab, ba*ba) e (b, b)Y
cannot be transformed into
(aba?, a*ba, a*bab, baba?) e (b, b)Y
by elementary transformations.

Proof. Assume that (b, b, a?bab, ba?ba) e (b,b)" can be transformed into (aba?, a*ba, a*bab, baba?) e
(b,b)N by elementary transformations for some N. Then there exists an element g € PSL(2,7Z)
which is a product of b, a?bab and ba?ba such that aba®? = g~1bg, which implies b = (ga)~'b(ga).
Therefore, the element g is either a? or ba?, but the number of occurrences of the letter a in g
modulo 3 is equal to 0, which is a contradiction. O
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5.2 Unstable classification of achiral Lefschetz fibrations

We consider torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations having fixed cardinality of branch sets |B| =n > 1.

A singular fibre is of type I if its fibre monodromy is conjugate to L = —ABA = E (1)] and a
singular fibre is of type I if its fibre monodromy is conjugate to R = —AB = (1) } .

By Theorem [Bl global monodromies of a pair of torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations are Hurwitz
equivalent after performing direct sums with f{; if and only if they have the same type of singu-
larities. However, the Hurwitz equivalence between global monodromies is more difficult to state,
especially when singular fibres of type I 1+ and I; occur in pairs. In this subsection, we enumerate
all possible Hurwitz equivalent classes of global monodromies of torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations,
without stabilisation. This will prove Theorem

By a rooted tree we mean a directed tree in which a specific vertex is called the root, such that
each directed edge indicates the parent-child relationship between two vertices. A rooted forest is
a disjoint union of several rooted trees. In general, given a (directed) graph I, we always use V (T")
to denote the set of vertices.

Definition 5.2.1. Given a rooted forest T and a non-negative integer k, we define Q(7, k) to be
the set of formal sums EUGV(T) m, - v over vertices with m, > 0 and > m, = k such that any two
vertices v # vy with m,, > 1, m,, > 1 have no ancestor-descendant relationship (i.e. there does
not exist a directed path joining vy to vs).

Definition 5.2.2. For n = p + ¢ with p > 0, ¢ > 0, we define Hom;;’ q( n-1,9L(2,7)) to be the
set consisting of all monodromy homomorphisms of torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations f : M — S2
with O(f) = [I;7,..., T, 17, ..., I ].

p components g components

Theorem 5.2.3. Let n, p and q be arbitrary integers such thatn>1,p>0,q >0 andp+q=n.
- If p # q, then the set Bn\Home](]Fn_l, SL(2,7Z)) is a singleton.
- If p = q, then there exists a one-to-one correspondence:

B,,\ Hom®" (Fn_l,SL(Q 7))
(pt) U ( |_| O(To, ) ) ( |_| (T, ) ) L (HQ(TOO,k)) L QT U T U Too, p)

where Ty is the rooted complete infinite binary tree.

Recall that each matrix g with non-zero trace in SL(2,Z) is uniquely expressed by eQ with
€ = +I and Q a word in {A, A%, B} in which B’s and powers of A appear alternatively. The length
of an element g € SL(2,Z) is defined as the length of the word @, denoted by I(g). Here we list all
possibilities for fibre monodromies of a torus achiral Lefschetz fibration:

—A?B,—ABA,—BA? and ePABAQ,
—BA,A’BA? —AB and ePA’BA%Q

where P, ) are words in {A, A%, B} in which B’s and powers of A appear alternatively, PQ = +1,
e = +1 is uniquely determined by I(Q) such that the trace is equal to +2.

Let g1 and g2 be matrices in SL(2,Z). Suppose that g1 and g are expressed by ety ...t and
€ty ... 1, respectively, with €,é € {I,—I}, k = l(g1), | = l(g2), t; € {A, A%, B}, j = 1,...,k and
t; € {A,AQ,B}, j=1,...,1. The product gigs is either

Tt . . .tmrferl .. .fl or 7ty ...t,,r or Trferl R

for some 7 = 7(g1,92) € {I,—1I},r =r(g1,92) € G such that I(r) <1and 0 <m =m(g1,g92) < k,l.

Let Q = BAF1BAF2 ... BA*» B* be a matrix in SL(2,Z) with m >0, ky,..., &k, € {1,2} and
A € {0,1}. We introduce the suffiz tree T which is a rooted binary tree with infinitely many
vertices, whose each vertex is labelled with a pair of inverse elements in SL(2,7Z). Set

@ — BMA3-kmp... A3-k2paA3-k1 g
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so that @Q = =£1 and let € = &I be such that trace(e@ABAQ) = 2. The root of T is labelled
with the pair _ _
(eQABAQ, —eQA*BA*Q)

and the suffix tree T¢ is defined by the following form iteratively, where each directed edge indicates
the parent-child relationship between a vertex and the root of a suffix tree.

(€QABAQ, —eQA2BA2Q)

7N

Tpaq Tpazqg

All conjugates of L and R occur in pairs. They are in one-to-one correspondence with the
vertices in the following infinite directed graph I', where each directed edge again indicates the
parent-child relationship between a vertex and the root of a suffix tree.

(—A2B,—BA)  (—ABA,A?BA?)  (—BA?,—AB)

Tg a2 Tp Tpa

The vertices labelled by (—A?B, —BA), (—ABA, A2BA?) or (—BA?,—AB) are called excep-
tional. The components of these labels project to short elements in PSL(2,7Z), as in Section [

Let (g1, ..., gn) be a global monodromy of torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations, which is an n-tuple
of elements conjugate to either L or R. The complexity of this tuple is defined to be

1(Q) if g; = €QABAQ or g; = cQA2BA%Q
0 otherwise ’

oxty(g, .., gn) = Y _oxty(gi),  oxty(g:) = {
7

Lemma 5.2.4. Let (e1,e7'), (e2,e5') € V(T) be distinct vertices.

(a) If there exists an ancestor-descendant relationship between (e, e7") and (eg,e5 '), then by a
sequence of elementary transformations the quadruple

-1 -1
(61361 562562 )
can be transformed into a quadruple of the form
/ =1 -1
(61561 y€2,€ 9 )
-1 -1 v -1
such that cxty(ei,e] ', ea,e5 ) > cxty(e'1,e'] 7, €'2,€'5 7).

(b) If one of (e1,er?), (e2,e5") is not exceptional and they have no ancestor-descendant rela-

tionship, then m(g1, g2) < min{@, @} for any g1, 92 € {e1, el_l, e, 62_1} unless g1go = 1.

Proof. (a) We first assume that (e;, e; ') is exceptional. Then (eq,e5 ') cannot be exceptional and
we suppose that (es,e5 ') = (P ABAQo, —e2a PoA2BAQ5).

When (e1,e;!) = (—A?B,—BA) the pair (ez,e; ') is a vertex of either T or Tpa. If it
is a vertex of Ty, then both words PyABAQ, and P,A?BA?(Q), end with AB and start with
BA. Therefore the following sequence transforms (eq, 61_1, €2, €y 1) into a desired quadruple with a
smaller complexity.

(—~A’B,—BA, e, e5') — (—A%B,es,e5 ', —BA) — (—A?B, —BA, A>Bey BA, ABe; ' BA).

Otherwise, (eq,e5 ') is a vertex of Tg4 and then both P,ABAQ, and P, A2BA?Q end with ABA
and start with A2BA. Therefore, the following substitution is desired.

(—A?B,—BA, ez, e5") — (e2,e5", —A?’B,—~BA) — (—A?B, —~BA, BAe; A’ B, BAe; ' A’B).

When (e1,e;') = (~ABA, A2BA?) or (e1,e; ') = (—BA?, — AB), we have similar arguments.
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Now we assume that both (ej,e; ") and (e2,e; ') are unexceptional. Suppose that (e;,e; ') =
(;P;ABAQ;, —€;P;A2BA%Q;), for i = 1,2. Then Q, is extended from Q; by a product of finitely
many but at least one BA or BA? on the left, say

nw
= ([ BA™)@:
=1

with g > 1 and r; € {1,2}, for each i = 1,..., u. Therefore, the following substitution is desired
for the case r, = 1.

(615 6;15 €2, 651)
= (61P1ABAQ1, —61P1AQBA2Q1, GQPQABAQQ, —€2P2A2BA2Q2)
= (e1PLABAQ:, —e1 Py A’ BA*Q,

1 I 1 1%
ePU(J[ A* " B)ABA(] [ BA™)Q1, —e2Pr(] | A*~"B)ABA* (][ BA™)Q1)
i=p i=1 i=p i=1

— (61P1ABAQ1,

1 w 1 1%
P[] A* " B)ABA(] | BA™)Q1,—exPi(] [ A%~ B)A*BA*(] [ BA™)Qx,
i=p i=1 i=p i=1
— €1P1AQBA2Q1)

— (61P1ABAQ1, —61P1A2BA2Q1,
1 —1
2P A H AP B)ABA( HBA“ JA?Q1, —ea PLA( [[ A* " B)A’BA%( HBA“ )A2Q).

i=p—1 =1 1=p—1 =1

Besides, the following substitution is desired for the case r, = 2.

(615 61_15 €2, 62_1)
= (61P1ABAQ1, —61P1A2BA2Q1, GQPQABAQQ, _€2P2AQBA2Q2)
= (61P1ABAQ1, *€1P1AQBA2Q1,

1 m 1 u
eP(][ A BABA(] BA™)Q1, —e2 (][ AP B)A*BAY([ ] BA™)@1)

= i=1 = i=1
1 1 1 1%
= (2P (] A* " B)ABA(][ BA™)Q1, —e2 A (][ A* " B)A*BA* (][ BA™)Qx,
= i=1 = i=1
61P1ABAQ1, 761P1A2BA2Q1)
— (ElplABAQl, 761P1A2BA2Q1,

u—1 1 p—1
e Py A% ( H A B)ABA(] | BA™)AQ1, —eaPL A*( [ A*"B)A’BA*(]] BA™)AQn).
i=p—1 i=1 i=p—1 i=1

(b) When one of (e1,e;!) and (ez, e5 ') is exceptional, the other belongs to the unique sub-tree
either Tg 42, Tp or Tpa. Therefore, m(gi1, g2) < 1 unless g1g2 = I. When (el,el_l) and (62,62_1)
belong to different sub-trees of Tg 42, T and T4, again we have m(g1, g2) < 1 unless g1g2 = I.

Now we assume that (ej,e; ) and (ez,e; ") are vertices of the same sub-tree either T 42, Tg
or Tga. Let (ePABAQ, —ePA?BA?Q) be the lowest common ancestor of (e1,e; ') and (ea, e; ).
Therefore, there exist the reduced forms of eq, 61_1, ez and e5 ! such that

(ei,e; ') = (e;P(A* " B)w;(BA™)Q, —e; P(A* " B)w; ' (BA™)Q)

with r; € {1,2}, ¢, = I, w; € SL(2,Z) and 1 # ro, for i« = 1,2. Hence, m(g1,92) < 1(Q) + 1
unless g1g1 = I. O

Suppose that a tuple of the form (er,e;’,... ,ep,egl) in SL(2,7Z) is a global monodromy of
torus achiral Lefschetz fibrations. One can write it as a formal sum ZUGV(F) m, - v such that
> my = p. By Lemma T3] different tuples which can be written as the same formal sum are
Hurwitz equivalent.
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Lemma 5.2.5. Let ZUEV(F) m., - v be a formal sum over vertices of T'. Let (e1,er?,. .., ep, e;l)
be a (2p)-tuple in SL(2,Z) expressed by ZUEV(F) my - v. Suppose that there exist distinct vertices
v1, v1 such that my,, > 1, my, > 1 and there exists an ancestor-descendant relationship between vy
and vo. Then, by a sequence of elementary transformations the (2p)-tuple can be transformed into

a tuple of the form (e'y, e’fl, o€y, e’;l) with a smaller complexity.

Proof. The lemma follows from Lemma 524 (a). O
On the other hand, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2.6. Let ZUGV(F) my - v be a formal sum over vertices of T'. Let (eq, 61_1, cey€p, e;l)
be a (2p)-tuple in SL(2,7Z) expressed by Zuev(r) m, - v. Suppose that any two distinct vertices vy,
vo with v1 > 1, vo > 1 have no ancestor-descendant relationship. Then, either

(i) there exist at least two distinct exceptional vertices with m, > 1, or
(ii) there exists at most one of the three exceptional vertices satisfying m, > 1.

In Case (i), all components of the (2p)-tuple are short (i.e. cxty(e;) =0 fori=1,...,p) and
by a sequence of elementary transformations the (2p)-tuple can be transformed into

(—~A’B,~BA) e (—ABA, A>BA%)P~1,

In Case (ii), the tuple (e1,e7",. .., €p, 6;1) s minimal according to the complexity among tuples

obtained from (el,efl, . ,ep,egl) using a sequence of elementary transformations. Besides, all

minimal tuples according to the complexity among them of the form (6/1,6/1_1, ... ,e’p,e’;l) are

expressed by the formal sum ZUEV(F) My - V.

Proof. As in Case (i), when there exist at least two distinct exceptional vertices occurring in the
product form, by an elementary transformation, the corresponding quadruple can be transformed
into

(—~A%’B,-BA,—ABA, A’2BA?).

Besides, the resulting quadruple contains a generating set of SL(2,Z). Therefore, by Lemma [ZT.6]
the (2p)-tuple can be transformed into (—A?B, —BA) e (—ABA, A2BA%)P~! as desired.
In Case (ii), we assume that there exists a sequence of elementary transformations that trans-

forms (eq, efl, Cy€p, egl) into a new tuple with a smaller complexity or a new tuple of the form

(e'1,€ 1_1, coyelpely 1) with the same complexity but expressed by a different formal sum of ver-

tices in V(T'). Therefore, there exists at least one component of the new tuple, say Q~'w(Q, where
w is equal to some component of (e1,e;*,..., ep, e;l) and @ is a product of ey, ..., e, and their
inverses, such that cxty(QwQ) < cxty(w). It contradicts Lemma [5.2.4] (b). O

Proof of Theorem [5.2.3. Since each component g € SL(2,Z) in a global monodromy of torus achiral
Lefschetz fibrations is uniquely determined by ¢(g) € PSL(2,Z), by Theorem .31} torus achiral
Lefschetz fibrations of type O = [I}",...,I;", I;,...,I; | have pairwise Hurwitz equivalent global

p components g components
monodromies when p # q.

When p = ¢, each global monodromy is Hurwitz equivalent to a tuple in SL(2,Z) of the form

(el,efl,...,ep,ezjl)

and hence can be written as a formal sum ZUGV(F) my - v. We enumerate all possible formal sums
of vertices that express minimal tuples according to the complexity among all Hurwitz equivalent
tuples. By Lemma (2.5 there is no ancestor-descendant relationship between any two distinct
vertices in such a formal sum of vertices.

If there are at least two distinct exceptional vertices v; and vy such that m,, > 1 and m,, > 1,
by Case (i) in Lemma [5:2.6 then all possible formal sums like this are associated with the same
tuple up to Hurwitz equivalence.

If there exists the unique exceptional vertex v occurring in the formal sum, then other vertices
belong to the same sub-tree T that is either Tp 42, T or Tpa. Therefore, by Case (ii) in Lemma
[E2.6] all possible formal sums are in one-to-one correspondence with elements in Q(T,p — m,).

Otherwise, there is no exceptional vertex in the formal sum. Again by Case (ii) in Lemma
(2.6, all possible formal sums are in one-to-one correspondence with elements in Q(Tg42 U Tp U
TBA, p). O
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Appendix A Computability

We have included this section to demonstrate that all Hurwitz equivalences occurring in our results
(including Theorem [A]l Theorem [Bl Theorem [C)) are computable. For Theorem [A] an algorithm
exists to provide a sequence of elementary transformations that transforms one tuple to the other.
Its time complexity is

O(n5+n3 Z Zl(gy))—i-n( Z Zl(g§i)))2).

ie{1,2} j=1 ie{1,2} j=1

We implement the algorithm in C++ and make our code available on GitHub:
https://github.com/AHdoc/monodromy_normalisation.

The main goal is to analyse the computability of Theorem In particular, in Theorem
A2 we need an algorithm to make a tuple inverse-free by elementary transformations, but we
cannot use Theorem directly.

Step 1. Suppose that (g1,...,9,) is a tuple in PSL(2,Z) whose components are conjugate to
short elements. Recall that Theorem .2.7] shortens the tuple by removing some pairs of the form
(x,271) and triples of the form (I, 1,1) with {> = 1; the resulting tuple is an inverse-free tuple of short
elements. The proof uses an induction on an inverse-free tuple, within which one operation seeks
to make the sum of S-complexities strictly-smaller by a sequence of elementary transformations.
In fact, it is sufficient to check all transformations of the form (R;)! with t € {—2, -1, +1,+2}.

However, if we throw out the inverse-freeness, the induction still works well and ends with
p = 0, but the restoration operations (see Subsection[Z2]) cannot result in a tuple of short elements.
Indeed, a pair of long elements of the form (x, z7!) could have been combined into a single 1, which
was a contradiction in Proposition 223l Therefore, restorations result in a tuple (hq, ..., hy,) that
probably contains sub-pairs (h;, hi+1) = (z,27!) or/and sub-triples (h;, hit1, hiv2) = (I,1,1) with
13 = 1. Using cyclic permutations, we move these pairs and triples, if exist, to the rightmost
positions. Hence, we get a tuple of short elements, still denoted by (hi, ..., hp).
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Proposition asks us to handle each restoration (hihg) --» (hi,hg) carefully. We repeat
the search for (R;)" with ¢t € {—2,—1,+1,+2} that makes f(h;) + f(hiy1) strictly-smaller. In
conclusion, Step 1 calls the following procedure.

1: procedure SHORTEN((g1,.--,9n))

2 (h1y.oshm) < (915, 9n), (k1,..., k) < empty tuple

3 while True do > see Subsection
4 if 3i s.t. Operation 1 is available on (hy, ..., hy,,) for i then

5: combine (hz, hi+1) into hihi+1

6 else if Ji s.t. h; = 1 then

7 (hiyeooyhm) < (LA, oo hict, higay ooy ) > via a cyclic permutation
8 else if Ji and ¢t € {—2, —1,+1,42} s.t. (R;)" makes >_, f(h;) strictly-smaller then
9: (hl,...,hm)<—(Ri)t(hl,...,hm)
10: else if Ji s.t. R; keeps ) f(h;) unchanged but makes [(h;) smaller then
11: (hl,...,hm)%Ri(hl,..., m)
12: else
13: break while
14: end if
15: end while o
16: while 3 a restoration on h; = hihs do

17: (hl, ey hm) — (hl, ey hifl, h,l, h,Q, h/iJrl, ey hm)

18: while True do

19: if 3t € {—2,—1,+1,+2} s.t. (R;)" makes >_; f(hy) strictly-smaller then
20: (hl,,hm)%(Rz)t(hl,,hm)
21: else
22: break while
23: end if
24: end while
25: end while
26: while Ji s.t. hihi+1 =1do
27: (kl, . ,k/’l) — (hi, hi—l—l) o (kl, C ,k/’l), (hl, C ,hm) — (hl, C 7hi—17hi+2 ey hm)
28: end while
29: while Ji s.t. h; = hi+1 = hiJrQ and h/ih/iJrlhiJrQ =1do
30: (kl, e ,kl) < (hz, hi+1, hi+2) o (kl, ey kl), (hl, ey hm) — (hl, ey hifl,hzqrg, e ,hm)
31: end while

32: return (hy,...,hy) and (k1,...,h)
33: end procedure

The input of SHORTEN is an arbitrary tuple (g1,...,g,) in PSL(2,7Z) of conjugates of short
elements. The output is the concatenation of a tuple (hq, ..., hy,) of short elements and some pairs
of the form (z,2~!) and some triples of the form (,1,1), 1> = 1, say (h1,...,hm) ® (k1,..., k). In
general, the tuple (hq, ..., hy;,) is not inverse-free. Therefore the difficulty is inherited to the next
step.

Time complexity: A step of the induction in SHORTEN either decreases y , f(h;) or decreases
the number of the pairs (i,7) such that 1 < i < j < m but l(h;) > l(h;). Therefore, the time
complezity of SHORTEN((g1, ..., gn)) is O((n* + >, 1(g:))n >, 1(g:))-

Step 2. The tuple (hq,...,hn,) of short elements probably has two components (resp. three
components) that form a tuple of mutually inverse elements (resp. a triple of the form (I,1,1) with
I3 =1). In this case, we move these components to the rightmost positions using cyclic permuta-
tions so that (hi, ..., hy) is transformed into the concatenation of a shorter tuple, still denoted by
(h1,...,hm), and a pair (resp. a triple). However, cyclic permutations do not keep components
of (hi,...,hp) short. We end up with this reduction in an extra call on SHORTEN((hq, ..., hm))
and then repeat it.

Time complexity: Using two/three cyclic permutations, we transform a tuple of short elements
into a tuple, denoted by (hi,...,hy), such that Y, 1(h;) = O(m). Therefore, the above reduction
is O(m(m? + m)m?) = O(m5).

From now on, we can assume that (hq,...,h,) contains at most 2 components equal to a, at
most 2 components equal to a2, at most 1 component equal to b and a, a® cannot appear together
within this tuple. We mark a tuple of short elements with ¢, components equal to a, ¢,2 components
equal to a? and ¢, components equal to b with the signature [c4, c,2,¢]. The following diagram
shows a method to simplify such a tuple into a tuple of signature [cq, cq2, ¢p] With ¢, +cq2 + ¢ < 1
(c.f. Step 2, Step 3 and Step 4 in the proof of Theorem [ZZ4.3]).
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a,a) --»a
[0,270] _— [170,0]
(a%,a®) --» a
(a%,a®) --> a (a,tog) --» s1 or
[0725 1] [1707 1] ( t )
t

(s1,a,s1) = (s1,50,a)
--» (a,a) --» a®

(t1,a,t1) = (t1,t2,0%)
--»(a?,a%) --»a

2,0, 1] 0,1,1] or (a®,s1) --» to
(a,a) -+ a? or (a?,s9) --» 11

In the diagram, a reduction from a tuple of signature [c,,cq2,cp] to a tuple of signature
[chsClz,cp] is a directed edge endowed with some elementary transformations and contractions
on a pair or a triple. The reduction starts with cyclic permutations that create a sub-pair or a
sub-triple with which the edge is first endowed. It ends with a call on SHORTEN.

Signature [0,0,2] is the only exception that does not satisfy the hypotheses on the tuple.
However, with at most 4 contractions, any tuple of short elements satisfying hypotheses can be
transformed into a tuple of signature [cq, cqz,cp] With cq + cq2 + ¢ < 1. Indeed, if a tuple of
signature [1,0, 1] has to be aimed at a tuple of signature [0, 1, 1], then it is a tuple of a,b, s; and it
is transformed into a tuple of a2, b, 5o, 51, 82 of signature [0, 1, 1], which is further transformed into
a tuple of signature [0, 0, 1].

Time complexity: Both cyclic permutation and contraction are linear. We have shown that a
cyclic permutation on a tuple of short elements results in a tuple such that . 1(h;) = O(m). The
simplification along the diagram calls SHORTEN at most 4 times, therefore its time complexity is
O((m? + m)m?) = O(m*).

From now on, we can further assume that (hq,...,h,) contains at most 1 component equal to
either a, a® or b. Proposition ILI.1] claims that, if (hq,...,h,,) is inverse-free, then it is either a
tuple of a,a?,b, sg, 51,52 or a tuple of a,a?,b,tg,t1,ts. The proof is a rearrangement of sg, 51, s2
and tg,t1,t2. To introduce a similar reduction, we provide the following procedure.

1: procedure ST-REARRANGEMENT((K1, ..., Ki))

2 if Ji s.t. k; € {a,a? b} then

3 (K1ye oy K1) 4 (Kiy Rigly ooy By K1y e vy Kie1) > via a cyclic permutation
4: end if

5: while 3i s.t. Ki € {ﬁo,tl,tg} and Kit+1 € {SQ, 81782} do

6 if (Hi,/ii+1) S {(to, SQ)7 (tl, 81)7 (tg, 82)} then

7 return (Ki,...,Ki—1,Kit2, ..., K1)

8 else if (Hi, Iii+1) S {(to,Sl), (tl,Sg), (tQ,S())} then

9: (K1ye ooy 1) < By MR,y k1)

10: else if (mi, Iii+1) S {(ﬁo,Sg), (tl,SO), (tg,sl)} then

11: (Hl,...,lil)FRi(Hl,...,Hl)

12: end if

13: end while

14: if 3 < 7 s.t. (Iii, Iij) S {(So,to), (Sl,tl), (SQ,tQ)} then

15: return (Ki,...,Ki—1, K01, - - H;117ﬂj+17 ceyKL)

16: else if Ji < j < k s.t. (Iii, Kj, Iik) S {(So,tl,tg), (Sl,tg,to), (Sg,ﬁo,tl)} then
17: (K1 k1) < (Ro)* (ki K, By Y5 Ry SR s Bkt )
18: return (Ks,...,K;)

19: else if 37 <j< k s.t. (Iii, Kj, Iik) € {(SQ,Sl,to), (So, SQ,tl), (Sl,So,tQ)} then
20: (K1y- -y k1) < (Ro) "MKy Rjo Bis Ry 0 Ry SRy Rl )
21: return (K3, ..., Km)
22: else
23: return (Ki,...,K&m)
24: end if

25: end procedure
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The input of ST-REARRANGEMENT is a tuple of short elements, say (k1,...,k;), that con-
tains at most 1 component equal to a,a? or b. The output is either a tuple of short elements of

length I, meaning that (k1,..., ;) is inverse-free, or a tuple (k1,...,/;—2) of length | — 2, mean-
ing that (k1,...,%;) can be transformed into (k1,...,ki_2) ® (s;,t;) with some i by elementary
transformations.

We call ST-REARRANGEMENT and SHORTEN with (hy, ..., k) repeatedly unless the tuple
is inverse-free. In conclusion, Step 2 calls a procedure, named as INVERSE-FREE, whose input
is a tuple (h1,...,hm) of short elements and output is an inverse-free tuple (k1,..., ;) of short
elements such that at most 1 component is equal to a,a? or b.

Time complexity: The procedure ST-REARRANGEMENT decreases the length of the tuple and
transform a tuple of short elements into a tuple, denoted by (k1,. .., k1), such thaty . I(k;) = O(1).
The time complexity of ST-REARRANGEMENT is O(1%).

Meanwhile, SHORTEN transforms the tuple back to a tuple of short elements. In conclusion,
the time complexity of INVERSE-FREE(hy, ..., hy) is O(m® +m* + m(m?* + ((m? + m)m?))) =
O(md).

Step 3. To slightly improve the complement to Theorem of R. Livné introduced in [Moi77,
p.180-187] to a tuple of a, b, sp, 51, s2 that at most 1 component is equal to a or b, we first introduce
the following procedure named as MOISHEZON (c.f. Proposition ELT.3)).

1: procedure MOISHEZON((x1, ..., k1))

2 if Ji s.t. k; € {a,b} then

3 (K1y. ey B1) 6 (Kiy Kitly-eey Bl Ry e e ey Kie1) > via a cyclic permutation
4 end if

5: while True do

6 if 3i s.t. (K4, Kigr1) = (81, 50) then > decrease # of s;
7 (Iil,...,lﬁ)%Ri(lﬁ,...,lﬁ)

8 else if Ji s.t. (ki, Kitr1) = (82,51) then > decrease # of s1

-1

9: (Ki,...,k1) < R (K1,..., K1)

10: else if i s.t. (Iii, Kit1, Hi+2) = (80, S2, 80) then > Claim 1
11: (Iil, ceey Iil) < (Hl, ey Ki-1,582,80,82,Kit3,-- -, Hl)

12: elseif 3 +1<jst. (Kiy...,Kj+1) = (51,82, -, 52,50, 52) then > Claim 2
13: (Hl, ceey Hl) — (Fal, .oy Ki—1,81,80,52,80---,80, Kj4+25- - - ,m)

14: else if 3 +2 < j st (ki—1,-..,Kj+1) = (82,50, S2,. . ., S2, S0, S2) then > Claim 3
15: (K1ye ooy 1) <= (K1y -0 Kim2, 82,80, 52, 505 52, 805« « - 5 505, Kj+2, - - -, Kl)

16: (Iil,...,fil) — (Hl,...,Hi,Q,So,...,So,IijJrQ,...,Hl)

17: else if 3i s.t. (ki,. .., Kits) = (S0, S2, S2, So, S2, S2) then > Claim 4
18: (Hl,...,Hl)F(Fal,...,/ﬁi_l,lii_,_G,...,Hl)

19: else if 3i s.t. (ki,...,Kits) = (82, S2, S0, S2, S2, So) then > Claim 4
20: (’il,...,’il)(*(Hl,...7Hi71,’ii+67...,’il)
21: else
22: break while
23: end if
24: end while

25: end procedure

The input of MOISHEZON is an inverse-free tuple (k1,...,k;) of a,b, sg, $1, $2 that at most 1

component is equal to a or b. The output, denoted by (x1, ..., x},), is again a tuple of a, b, 5o, 51, 52
and shows that (ki,..., ;) can be transformed into the concatenation of (k,...,x}) and some
sextuples of the form (sg, s2, o, S2, S0, $2) by elementary transformations. If (k1,...,k;) is a tuple

of sg, 81, 82, then I’ = 0; otherwise, by Lemma .34 and Lemma [£.3.6], either

- (K1, /) = (a,50) or (kp, £1) = (s2,a) or (K, kY, k) = (51,4, 1), Or

- (Kh,...,K]) starts with (b, s2) or (b) e (s0)""  (s2,50) with vg1 > 1, or
- (Kg,..., k), k) ends with (so,b) or (s2,s0) ® (s2)“*"n e (b) with u, ,, > 1.
By elementary transformations and at most 2 contractions, the tuple (f,. .., «},) is further trans-

formed into a tuple of a, a?,b, so, 51, S2 that at most 1 component is equal to a,a? or b.

Time complexity: The procedure MOISHEZON((K1,...,k;)) is looping, seeks the minimal
number of components equal to s1 and seeks the minimal according to the lexicographical order
given by sg < so. Therefore, the number of times that the loop loops is related to the number of
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reverse pairs, i.e. i < j but k; > kj according to the lexicographical order, which is O(1*). The
time complexity of MOISHEZON is O(I%).

In Step 3, we consider an inverse-free tuple (k1, ..., k;) of short elements that contains at most
1 component equal to a,a® or b. Let A be the set of elements in (k1, ..., #;). We follow the diagram
below to reduce the tuple using elementary transformations and at most 3 contractions.

(517 a, 81) — (817 8070,)

A: '__-) (a7a’) -2 a2 A: A:
{(Z, 50551, 82} MOISHEZON {a27 50, 51, 82} (a,27 51) -=+»tiq, {307 51, 82}
INVERSE-FREE
(a,80) --+ b (s2,a) --+ b
MOISHEZON
(b, s9) —-+ a? (50,b) --» a*
A P

é . ms
{b,50, 51,52} MOISHEZON (80,52, 50, 52, 50, 52)

A symmetric procedure, named as MOISHEZON ™!, can handle a tuple of a2,b,to,t1,to that
at most 1 component is equal to a? or b. Therefore, we have a symmetric diagram for the rest of
the cases.

Time complexity: In conclusion, Step 3 contracts the tuple at most 3 times, calls MOISHEZON
several times and calls INVERSE-FREE at most once. Its time complezity is O(I°).

Step 4. We have shown that by elementary transformations and at most 7 contractions, the
initial tuple (g1,...,¢gn) is transformed into a concatenation of the following tuples.

(Slatl)Q; (tla Sl)Qa (aa a/2)Qa (GQ, a/)Qa (ba b)Qa (aa a, a)Qa (aQa a25 aQ)Qa

(803 52,50, 52, S0, 82)’ (thtQ) tO) t2) tO) t2)

where @ € PSL(2,7Z) is arbitrary, such that (so, s2, so, 2, S0, $2) and (to, t2, to, t2, to, t2) cannot
appear at the same time. By Lemma 1.3l the concatenation can be transformed into such
with a desired order by elementary transformations. Besides, a pair of the form (z,27!) can be
transformed into (z7!,z) by an elementary transformation. Therefore, we handle each restoration
carefully and obtain

Mst Ma mp Ne
(1. .. hy) e (50,52)°™ @ (tg, t2)>™ @ H(sl, t1)%i e H(a, a®)Yie H(b, b)Zie H H(ae, ac,a)Fe
i=1 i=1 i=1 e=+1i=1

with mgm; =0, X, Y;, Z;, P.; € PSL(2,Z), which is Hurwitz equivalent to the initial tuple.

The tuple (h1,...,hn), called the exceptional part of the resulting tuple, is a tuple of short
elements. In fact, if p = ¢, |ps — ¢a| =0 (mod 3) and ny, is even in Theorem 245 the exceptional
part does not exist anymore, i.e. m = 0, thus we have already finished the computation. Otherwise,
the exceptional tuple (hy,...,h,,) contains a generating set; by Lemma 2T.6, we obtain

(hla R h’m) L4 (507 52)37”3 ° (tO; t2)3mt o (517 tl)mSt L4 (a7 G/Q)ma L4 (ba b)mb L4 (a/a a, a)nl L4 (a2a a2a a2)n71 .

With a slight adjustment using cyclic permutations, we may further assume that nin_; = 0.

The length of the exceptional tuple is bounded by a constant. In fact, we claim that the
exceptional tuple (hy,...,h,,) satisfies m < 13 without further discussion. The proof of Theorem
has revealed that a partial normal form can be transformed into the desired normal form
by cyclic transformations and elementary transformations that keep each component short. The
whole computation ends with a brute-force search.

Time complezity: The brute-force search is O(1) as the length of the exceptional tuple is bounded
by a constant. The time complexity of Step 4 is O(n>_,1(g;) +n>+1). Hence, the computation of
Theorem [2.7.5] has the time complezity O(n® +n®>" . 1(g;) + n(X,; 1(g:))?)-
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