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ON NON-NORMAL SUBVARIETIES OF THE MODULI
SPACE OF RIEMANN SURFACES

RUBEN A. HIDALGO, JENNIFER PAULHUS, SEBASTIAN REYES-CAROCCA,
AND ANITA M. ROJAS

ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider certain irreducible subvarieties of the moduli
space of compact Riemann surfaces determined by the specification of actions of finite
groups. We address the general problem of determining which among them are non-
normal subvarieties of the moduli space. We obtain several new examples of subvarieties
with this property.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T, denote the Teichmiiller space of compact Riemann surfaces of genus g > 2.
It is well-known that T, has the structure of a complex analytic manifold of dimension
3g — 3 and that the mapping class group Mod, acts properly discontinuously on T by
biholomorphisms. We denote by

II:7, —T,/Mod,
the associated canonical projection. Since the group of (conformal) automorphisms of a
compact Riemann surface of genus at least two is finite, a theorem due to Cartan (see
[10]) implies that the moduli space
My = T,/Mod,
has the structure of a normal complex analytic space (complex orbifold) of dimension
39 — 3.

If t € T; is represented by the compact Riemann surface S, then the stabiliser of ¢ in
Mod, can be identified with the group of (conformal) automorphisms of S;, namely,

StabModg (t) = Allt(St)
For g > 4 the (orbifold) singular locus of .#, agrees with the branch locus of II
Sing(.#y,) = {[S] € Ay : Aut(S) # {1}}.

We refer to [30] and [31], and also [27] for more details.

By contrast, the singular locus of .#5 consists only of one point, algebraically repre-
sented by the Bolza curve

y2 = .’1,'5 - 17

whereas the singular locus of .#3 consists of those points representing isomorphism classes

of Riemann surfaces with non-trivial automorphisms, with the exception of those hyper-
elliptic whose reduced automorphism group is trivial (see [29]).

In this work, we consider certain irreducible subvarieties of .#, that are determined by
the specification of conjugacy classes of finite groups in the mapping class group. These
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subvarieties, which will be introduced in detail in §2, can be understood in terms of
Fuchsian groups as follows. We denote by

My(H, 5,0) (1.1)

the locus formed by the points of .#, representing isomorphism classes of compact Rie-
mann surfaces of genus g endowed with the action of a group H and with topological class
determined by the surface-kernel epimorphism

0:A— H,

where A is a Fuchsian group of signature s (see §2 for more details). These loci have the
structure of irreducible subvarieties of .#, and

dim(.#,(H,s,0)) =3h -3+,

provided that s = (h;my,...,m,). In general, such subvarieties are non-smooth and are
contained in the singular locus of .#, (see [6] and [17]).

In this article, we deal with the general problem of deciding which subvarieties of .Z,
of type (1) are non-normal. In addition, in the case of non-normality we address the
problem of determining the set of non-normal points of the subvariety.

The concept of normal variety was introduced by Zariski in [35] in the context of both
affine and projective spaces. Following Mumford [26], normality can be understood as a
way to separate the “branches” of an algebraic variety at a singular point.

The importance of normal varieties lie in part in the fact that the co-dimension of their
singular loci are greater than or equal to two (for instance, normal complex curves are
smooth and the singularities of normal complex surfaces are isolated). Roughly speaking,
a normal complex space only closely misses being a smooth complex manifold.

The key fact we will employ to prove our results (and which will be explained in a
precise way later) is that, as shown by Gonzélez-Diez and Harvey in [I7], the existence of
a non-normal point

[Xo] € My(H,s,0)

is intimately related to the existence of groups of automorphisms of Xy isomorphic to H
acting on X with topological class determined by 6 and that are non-conjugate in the
full automorphism group of Xj.

As we shall discuss later, for these subvarieties the normality can be understood as the
property of being biholomorphically equivalent to quotients of certain complex analytic
submanifolds of T, by the action of appropriate groups of biholomorphisms of them.

We mention some known facts concerning this problem, where the cyclic group of order
n is denoted by C),, and the direct product C,, x .. x (), is denoted by C".

1. The uniqueness of the hyperelliptic involution together with the results proved by
Gonzélez-Diez in [16] show that if p is a prime number then

%Q(Cm s = (0;p7 'r'ap)79)
is normal, for each action 6. Here g = (r —2)(p — 1)/2 and r > 3.

2. The first example of a non-normal subvariety of type (I.I]) associated to regular
covers of the projective line P! was constructed by Gonzalez-Diez and Hidalgo in [I8],
being the two-dimensional subvariety of .#y given by

%9(C87 S = (0;47474787 8)7 9)7
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for some action 6 suitably chosen. This two-dimensional subvariety has a one-dimensional
sublocus of non-normal points. Later, this construction was generalised by Carvacho in
[9] to two-dimensional subvarieties associated to cyclic 2-groups of the form

Myon 1) (Consr, 5 = (0;27,27, 2", 2" 2"F1) 9.} where n > 2.

3. An example of a non-normal subvariety of type (L)) associated to regular non-cyclic
covers of P! was found by Cirre in [I1], being the three-dimensional subvariety

M3(C3,s = (052,2,2,2,2,2),0,),

where 6}, is the unique surface-kernel epimorphism for which .#3(C3, s, 0},) lies inside the
hyperelliptic locus of .Z5.

4. For each integer n > 3 and for each prime number p large enough, Hidalgo in [21]
gave a ((n — 1)p — 3)-dimensional non-normal subvariety of the form

My(Cot s = (0;p, "TVP p), 0y ),

for a suitable action 6, ,. Here g = 1+ p"[(p — 1)(n — 1) — 2]/2.

We should note that it is not difficult to construct examples of non-normal subvarieties
of type (L.I]) with associated orbit space of positive genus. By contrast, to the best of our
knowledge, apart from the aforementioned cases together with an example in genus three
with H = Cy (see [18, Remark (1)]) and an example in genus nine with H = Cy (see [2]
Remark 4.3]), there are no more known examples of non-normal subvarieties of the desired
type and associated to branched regular covers of P!.

This paper is aimed at providing new examples of subvarieties of this type. The results,
which will be stated in §3] can be briefly summarised as follows.

a. We provide the full list of non-normal subvarieties in .#5 and .#3 of type (LI). In
addition, we describe explicitly the set of their non-normal points (Theorems [I] and [2)).

b. We prove that, for each g > 2, the g-dimensional subvariety of .#
My(C3,5 = (0;2,973,2),6),

where 6, stands for the action corresponding to the hyperelliptic locus, is non-normal. We
also describe a set of non-normal points of it (Theorem [B]). This generalises fact 3 above.

c. We deduce that, for each g > 2, the moduli space .#; contains a non-normal
subvariety of type (L)) where s is a genus zero signature (Corollary ).

d. We prove that, for each n > 1, the dihedral group of order 8n yields a non-normal
subvariety of the moduli space .#5,+1. The novelty of this result is that it produces the
first non-abelian examples of type (LI]) where s is a genus zero signature (Theorem [3]).

e. We prove that, for each odd integer n > 1, the cyclic group of order 2n gives rise
to a non-normal subvariety of the moduli space .#(,,_1)2. This result can be seen as an
extension of fact 2 above from cyclic 2-groups to cyclic groups of even order (Theorem [G]).

f. We show that, for each pair of integers n > 4 and k > 2, the family of the so-called
generalised Fermat curves gives rise to a non-normal subvariety of .#; of the form

M(CP7 s = (05, K7D k), 0 ),

for some suitably chosen action 6y ,. Here g = 1+ k" ![(n — 1)(k — 1) — 2]/2. This result
(Theorem [7)) extends fact 4 above.



4 HIDALGO, PAULHUS, REYES-CAROCCA, AND ROJAS

2. PRELIMINARIES

Fuchsian groups and Riemann surfaces. Let H be the upper half-plane and let A be
a co-compact Fuchsian group. The signature of A is the tuple

s=s(A) = (hymy,...,my), (2.1)

where h denotes the genus of the quotient surface H/A and my, ..., m; the branch indices
in the associated universal projection H — H/A. If [ = 0 then it is said that A is a surface
Fuchsian group, and if h = 0 and [ = 3 then A is called a triangle Fuchsian group.

If A is a Fuchsian group of signature (2.I]) then A has a canonical presentation

. m m h l
<041,...,05h751,...,,Bh,l'l,...,xl..Z'll,"' 7‘Tl luﬂizl[aiuﬁi]ﬂjzlxj>7
where the brackets stands for the commutator.

Let S be a compact Riemann surface of genus g > 2. By the uniformisation theorem,
there is a surface Fuchsian group I' such that

S = H/T.

Furthermore, by Riemann’s existence theorem, a finite group H acts on S if and only if
there is a Fuchsian group A together with a group epimorphism

0 : A — H such that ker(§) =T.
In such a case, the genus g of S is related to s(A) by the Riemann-Hurwitz formula
2(9 — 1) = [H|(2(h — 1) + =)y (1 = 1/m;)).

We say that H acts on S with signature s(A) and that this action is represented by the
surface-kernel epimorphism 6 (from now on, simply SKE). We usually identify § with the
tuple or generating vector

0= (0(v1),...,0(an),0(B1),...,0(Bn),0(x1),...,0(x)) € H
Let G be a group and let H be a subgroup of G. The action of H on S is said to tightly
extend to an action of G if the following three statements hold.
(1) There is a Fuchsian group A’ with A < A/,
(2) There is a surface-kernel epimorphism
0:A" -5 G with O|p =6.
(3) The Teichmiiller spaces of A and A’ have the same dimension.

An action is called mazimal if it cannot be tightly extended. See [8], [33] and [34]. We
also refer to the survey article [7] for more details and related problems concerning group
actions on Riemann surfaces.

The subvariety .#,(H,s,0). Let S be a Riemann surface of genus g > 2 and let
Y H — Aut(5)
be an action of a finite group H on S, with signature s. Assume that S’ is another

Riemann surface of genus g endowed with an action ¢’ : H — Aut(S’). If there exists a
(orientation-preserving) homeomorphism

¢: S — S such that ¢py(H)p™' =/ (H) (2.2)

then we say that the actions of H are in the same topological class or that they are
topologically equivalent. Clearly, in such a case the signatures of the actions agree.
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The topological equivalence of actions can be understood in terms of Fuchsian groups
as follows. If we write

S/H =2 H/A and S'/H = H/A’

then each (orientation-preserving) homeomorphism ¢ as in (2.2)) induces a group isomor-
phism ¢* : A — A’. Hence, we may assume A = A’. We denote the subgroup of Aut(A)
consisting of such automorphisms ¢* by 2. Following [6], the SKEs

0:A—H and 0 : A > H

representing two actions of H are topologically equivalent if and only if there are w €
Aut(H) and ¢* € % such that

0" =wobop*

Sources for the characterisation of topological actions by certain purely algebraic data
include Nielsen [28], Harvey [20] and Gilman [15].

As mentioned in the introduction, we denote by
%Q(I_L S, 9) - '//g

the locus in .#, consisting of the points representing isomorphism classes of Riemann
surfaces endowed with an action topologically equivalent to the one of H on S. According
to [6], this locus is a closed irreducible (non necessarily smooth) subvariety of ..

We also recall that the topological class of the action of H is determined by a group
monomorphism ¢ : H — Mod,, and that

My(H,s,0) =11(T,(H,s,0)),
where Ty(H, s,6) stands for the fixed locus of «(H) in Tj,.

We refer to the articles [I] and [I4] for the case of low genus, and to [2] for algorithms
to find concrete examples of subvarieties of this kind. See also [13].

We remark that in some papers the notation .#,(H, s, 6) is used instead of .#,(H, s,0).

The normalisation of .#Z,(H,s,f) and a criterion for non-normality. Let S’ and
S” be two Riemann surfaces of genus g > 2 endowed with actions

Y H — Aut(S’) and o : H — Aut(S").

Assume that ¢’ and 1" are topologically equivalent to the action of H on S (of signature
s and represented by the SKE #). The actions are termed analytically (or conformally)
equivalent if there exists a conformal isomorphism

®: 5" — S such that ®¢/'(H)® 1 = ¢ (H).
Observe that two actions on a Riemann surface S are analytically equivalent if and

only if the corresponding groups of automorphisms are conjugate in the full automorphism
group of the surface.

We denote by {(S’, H,')} the analytic equivalence class determined by v, and by
My(H, s,0)
the set of such classes. Observe that the natural correspondence
7 My(H,s,0) — My(H,s,0) C .#, given by {(S', H,3')} — [S']

is surjective.



6 HIDALGO, PAULHUS, REYES-CAROCCA, AND ROJAS

Furthermore, following the discussion in [I7, §1], classical results of Teichmiiller theory
imply that

My(H,s,0) = Ty(H,s,0)/Stabyoa, (Tg(H, s,0))

and hence has the structure of a normal complex analytic space which makes 7 a morphism
of complex analytic spaces. Indeed, the surjection 7 turns out to be the normalisation of
My(H,s,0). See [17, Theorem 1]. We have the following commutative diagram

Ty(H,s,0) — //ZQ(H,S,H)
I lﬁ
My(H,s,0)

Observe, in addition, that 7 fails to be a biholomorphism if and only if .#,(H, s,0) is
non-normal. In other words, the following statements are equivalent.

1. #,(H,s,0) is a non-normal subvariety of .Z,.
2. Thereis t € Ty(H,s,0) and ¢ € Mod, such that ¢(t) € Ty(H, s, 0) but
¢ ¢ Stabuiea, (Tg(H, 5,0)).
In such a case both H and pH ™! fix t but they are different.

3. There is [Xo] € #,(H,s,0) with an action of H that is topologically but not
analytically equivalent to the action of H determined by 6.

We emphasise here that if the action 6 of H on Riemann surfaces of genus g is maximal,
then the implication

S My(H,s,0) = Aut(S)=H

holds for each S with the possible exception of some Riemann surfaces that necessarily lie
in a positive codimensional sublocus of .#,(H, s,0). See [6] for more details.

Remark 1. It is worth remarking that possibly some non-normal points of My(H,s,0)
do not satisfy the statements 2 and 3 above. This situation is explained by the fact that
the set of non-normal points of My(H,s,0) form a closed subset. We refer to [17, §2] for
more details.

Notations. Let n > 2 be an integer. A primitive n-th root of unity is denoted by w,,, the
cyclic group of order n is denoted by C),, the dihedral group of order 2n is denoted by D,,,
and the symbol a” in a signature abbreviates the expression a,.”.,a. The pair (n,4) used
as a group id for a group of order n refers to its label in the small group database employed
by several computer algebra programs (SageMath, Magma and GAP, among others).

3. STATEMENT OF THE RESULTS

Theorem 1. There is exactly one non-normal irreducible subvariety of Mo of type Mo(H, s,6).
This subvariety has dimension two and is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group
of automorphisms isomorphic to

H = C% acting with signature s = (0;2°).

In addition, its set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group
of automorphisms isomorphic to

Dy acting with signature (0;23,4).
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In particular, the Accola-Maclachlan curve and the Wiman curve of type II
y?=2%—1 and y* =zt 1)
respectively, are non-normal points.

If we denote by B the Bolza curve (namely, the unique compact Riemann surface of
genus two endowed with an automorphism of order five) then the theorem above says that

{branch locus of Tp — .#>} — {B}

is a non-normal subvariety of .#5. We recall that except for 6 (which is an isolated point),
all Riemann surfaces in the branch locus of .# admit the (unique) action of C3.

Theorem 2. There are exactly seven non-normal irreducible subvarieties of .#5 of type

AM3(H, s,0).

1. The one-dimensional subvariety of Riemann surfaces with a group of automorphisms
isomorphic to
H =S, acting with signature s = (0;23,3).
The subvariety has only one non-normal point, being the Klein quartic.
2. The two-dimensional subvariety of Riemann surfaces with a group of automorphisms
isomorphic to
H = C§ acting with signature s = (0;2°).
The set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group of automor-
phisms isomorphic to
Cy x Dy acting with signature (0523, 4).
In particular, the most symmetric among the hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces of genus three
s a mon-normal point.

3. The two-dimensional subvariety of Riemann surfaces with a group of automorphisms
isomorphic to
H = Dy acting with signature s = (0;2°).
The set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group of automor-
phisms isomorphic to
(Cy x Cq) x Cy acting with signature (0;23,4).
In particular, the Fermat quartic is a non-normal point.
4. The two-dimensional subvariety of Riemann surfaces with a group of automorphisms
isomorphic to
H = Cy acting with signature s = (0;23,4%).
The set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group of automor-
phisms isomorphic to
Cy x Cy acting with signature (0;2%,43).
In particular, the Wiman curve of type II is a non-normal point.

5. The two irreducible components of the three-dimensional family of Riemann surfaces
with a group of automorphisms isomorphic to

H = C% = (a,b: a®b?, (ab)?) acting with signature s = (0;2°).
Such components are represented by the SKE
(a,a,a,a,b,b) and (a,a,b,b,ab,ab)
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and their sets of non-normal points are formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group of
automorphisms isomorphic to

C3 and Dy acting with signature (0;2°)
respectively.

6. The four-dimensional subvariety of Riemann surfaces with a group of automorphisms
isomorphic to

H = Cy acting with signature s = (1;2%).

The set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group of automor-
phisms isomorphic to

C3 = (a,b: a* b?, (ab)?) acting with signature (0;2°)
and represented by the SKE (a,a,b, b, ab, ab).
Theorem 3. For each integer g > 3, the g-dimensional subvariety of
///Q(Cg, 5= (0;2973),0,) (3.1)

is non-normal, where 0y, stands for the unique SKE for which ///Q(Cg, s,0n) lies inside the
hyperelliptic locus of My. The subvariety B.1)) is formed by the surfaces S represented by
the algebraic curves

v =T (@ —a) (e — 1)
where ai,...,aq41 are pairwise distinct complex numbers satisfying that a;a; # 1 for
all i,5 € {1,...,9+ 1}. The group of automorphisms of S that is isomorphic to C3 is
represented by

(@, y) = (z,—y), (z,9) = (1/z,y/a7)).
Furthermore, a set of non-normal points for B.1)) is given as follows.

a. If g is odd then a set of non-normal points consists of the Riemann surfaces with a
group of automorphisms isomorphic to

Cy x Dg41 acting with signature (0; 23 g+1),
and represented by the algebraic curves
y? = (29" —a) (29" — L) where a # 0, £1.
In particular, the Accola-Maclachlan curve is a non-normal point of (B.1]).

b. If g is even then a set of non-normal points consists of the Riemann surfaces with a
group of automorphisms isomorphic to
D, acting with signature (0;2*, g),
and represented by the algebraic curves

Y =2(@? —a)(a? - D)@ —h)? - )

where a,b # 0,£1 are distinct and ab # 1. In particular, the Wiman curve of type 1l is a
non-normal point of ([B.1]).

The next result follows directly from Theorems Il and Bl

Corollary 4. There are infinitely many compact Riemann surfaces of genus g > 2 that
are branched regular covers of P! endowed with two analytically non-conjugate groups of
automorphisms whose actions are topologically equivalent.
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Theorem 5. For each odd integer g > 3, the two-dimensional subvariety
%g(D2(g—1)7 s = (Oa 25)7 9)

is non-normal, where 6 stands for the SKE representing the unique action of Dy,_1y in
genus g with signature s. A set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces
with a group of automorphisms isomorphic to a semidirect product

Corg—1) ¥ C2 acting with signature (0;23,4).
Theorem 6. For each odd integer n > 3, the moduli space A,y contains a non-normal
subvariety of dimension n — 1 of the form
M n—1)2(Can, s = (0; 22.n,.m.,n),0).

A set of non-normal points is formed by the Riemann surfaces with a group of automor-
phisms isomorphic to

Cy x Cy, acting with signature (0;22,n, (=172 2n).
Theorem 7. Let k > 2 and n > 4 be integers. The subvariety
My (CP s = (0, K7D k), 04 ,) where g =1+ 3" (n —1)(k — 1) — 2)

is non-normal, for some action 0y,,,. A set of non-normal points is formed by the so-called
generalised Fermat curves of type (k,n), algebraically represented by

zk + zk o+ :L'§ =0
Mzh o+ 2k o+ 2F = 0
1 ' 2 4 P
An—ozh + b + a2F, =0
where A1, ..., An—g are pairwise distinct complex numbers different from 0 and 1.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

The nontrivial groups of automorphisms of compact Riemann surfaces of genus two and
the description of their actions are well-known: there are exactly twenty possibilities (see,
for instance [3], [4], [12], [23] and [24]). However, among such possibilities, only seven
correspond to maximal actions. The following table summarises such groups and their
actions (the trivial case Aut(S) = Cs has not been considered).

| label notation signature group id |
5 % (0.7 3 42
11 611 (0;23,4) D, (8,3)
14 X4 (0;2,5,10) Cho (10,2)
15 b15 (0;23,3) Dg (12,4)
20 X20 (07 2, 4, 6) (CG X 02) X 02 (24, 8)
21 X9 (0;2,3,8) GL2(3) (48,29)

Table 1: Full automorphism groups of Riemann surfaces of genus g = 2
The enumeration of the cases is as given in [23]. We denote by %; the family of Riemann
surfaces corresponding to the i-th case. If %; consists of only one point, then we denote
it simply by X;. We recall that for each possibility in the table above there is only one
topological class of actions.

Assume that S belongs to the one-dimensional family %75 (respectively, to %11), and
that Dg (respectively, that Dy) is not isomorphic to the automorphism group of S. It
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follows that the order of the automorphism group of S is a multiple of 12 and therefore S
is isomorphic to X9y or Xs1. Observe that the automorphism group of each one of these
Riemann surfaces contains, up to conjugation, only one subgroup isomorphic to Dg and
only one subgroup isomorphic to Dy. Hence, none of the members of €75 (respectively, é1)
enjoys the property of having two non-conjugate subgroups isomorphic to Dg (respectively,
to Dy). Therefore, the families €5 and %1 are normal subvarieties of .Z5.

Observe that the intersection %15 N %11 is formed by Xop and Xo;.

Assume now that S belongs to the one-dimensional family %5 and that C# is not isomor-
phic to its automorphism group. By arguing as before we see that S € %11 U %15. Again
the fact that, up to conjugation, the groups Dg and D4 have one and two subgroups
isomorphic to C22 respectively implies that:

(1) %5 is a non-normal subvariety of .#5, and
(2) the set of non-normal points consists of the family %7;.

Observe that, in particular, X9g and Xo; are non-normal points of %5 as well.

Remark 2.

(1) It is worth remarking that Xo1 is a non-normal point of €5 in spite of the fact that
its automorphism group has, up to conjugation, only one subgroup isomorphic to
022. This follows from the fact that the set of non-normal points is closed, and that
each X € €11 — {Xo1} is a non-normal point of €5. This is an explicit example of
the situation anticipated in Remark [I.

(2) An algebraic description for the members of €5 is given by the curves
Yop:v? = (22 — 1)(2? — a®)(2* — b?)

where a # b are complex numbers different from +1. The non-normal points of €5
are given by the curves Y 1/4-

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [Z

The nontrivial groups of automorphisms of compact Riemann surfaces of genus three
and their signatures are well-known; see, for instance [3], [4], [23] and [24]. Among such
possibilities, only twenty-two correspond to full automorphism groups (see, for instance,
[25]). These groups are summarised in the following table.

‘ case sign group id H case sign group id ‘
3 (1;2%) Co 2,1) [ 26 (0;23,6) Dg (12,4)
4 (0;2%) Co 2,1) [ 30 (0;2,7,14) Cha (14,2)
6 (0;3%) Cs 3, 31 (0o 0,7 ,4) Cy x Dy (16,11)
9 (0;29) C3 (4,2) [ 32 (0;2%,4) (CyixCq) xCy (16,13)
10 (0;23,4?) C, (4,1) || 38  (0;23,3) S, (24,12)
13 (0;2%,3) S3 (6,1) [ 42 (0;2,4,12) Cy x S3 (24,5)
14 (0;2,3%,6) Cs (6,2) || 43 (0 2,4,8) (Cs x C3) x Oy (32,9)
19 (0;2°) Dy (8,3)] 46 (0;2,4,6) Coy x Sy (48, 48)
20 (0;2°) Cs (8,5) | 47 (0;2,3,12) SL(2,3) x Cy  (48,33)
21 (0;22,4%) Oy xCy (8,2)] 48 (0;2,3,8) C? % S3 (96, 64)
24 (0;3,9%) Co 9, 1) | 499 (0;2,3,7) PSL(3,2) (168, 42)

Table 2: Full automorphism groups of Riemann surfaces of genus g = 3
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As in the genus two case, the enumeration of the cases is as given in [23], we denote by %;
the family of Riemann surfaces corresponding to the i-th case, and if %; consists of only
one point then we denote it simply by X;.

The family %4 corresponds to the hyperelliptic case and so it is normal, whereas the
family %% is normal by the results of [16].

We now proceed to study each positive dimensional case separately.

a. We consider the family %3;. If S belongs to this family and H = Cs x Dy is not
isomorphic to its automorphism group G then the order of G is a multiple of 16 and acts
on S with a triangle signature. It follows that .S is isomorphic to one of

Xu3, Xyg, Xy7 or Xyg.

The third and fourth cases do not need to be considered since the automorphism groups
of these surfaces do not contain any subgroup isomorphic to H. In addition, the auto-
morphism groups of X43 and Xy¢ each contain only one conjugacy class of subgroups
isomorphic to H. It then follows that there is no member of %3, possessing two non-
conjugate subgroups isomorphic to H. Hence %3 is a normal subvariety of .#3.

By proceeding similarly, one sees that %74, %26 and %32 are normal subvarieties of .#3.
b. We consider the family %5;. Assume that S € %5, and write

H=Cy xCy={a,b:a* b? aba'b)
Claim. The action of H on S is represented by the SKE (a?, b, a, ab).

We recall that the group H acts in genus three with signature s = (0;22,42) in three
different topological ways. Such actions are represented by the SKEs

01 = (a®,b,a,ab), O3 = (b,b,a,a™ ) and 63 = (b,a’b,a,a).

We denote the subvariety of Riemann surfaces X determined by the SKE 6; by F; for
1 = 1,2,3. Observe that F; and F» consist of hyperelliptic surfaces; the hyperelliptic
involution being represented by a? and b respectively.

Following [34], if the action of H tightly extends to a group H’ then necessarily H' has
order 16 and the signature of the action of H' is s’ = (0;23,4). It then follows that either
X € €31 or X € 630.

Assume that X € %3;. Then
H' =Cy xDy=(t,r,s:t2, 71 5%, (sr)?, trir 1, (ts)?)

and, since there is a unique topological action of this group with signature s’, we can
assume that the action of H' on X is represented by the SKE

O = (s, srt, tr?,r).

The group H' has a unique subgroup isomorphic to H, namely, H = (r,t). Observe that
the induced action of H on X is represented by the SKE

Blg = (tr?,tr2 r,7~1) which is equivalent to 6s.
We have then obtained that Fy = %3;.
Assume that X € %35. Then
H' = (Cy x Cy) x Co.
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There is a unique topological class of actions of H' with signature s’. This uniqueness
coupled with the fact that this group has subgroups isomorphic to H show that
(532 = ]:1 or (532 = ]:3.
The former case is impossible, since X is non-hyperelliptic [25]. Hence €32 = F3.

The above arguments imply that the action represented by 6; is maximal, and this
proves the claim.

We now assume that H is not isomorphic to the automorphism group of S € %51 = Fi.
Then the order of this group is a multiple of eight and it acts on S with a triangle signature.
Among the groups satisfying these properties, there are only two of them possessing, up
to conjugation, more than one subgroup isomorphic to H. These groups give rise to the
following possibilities for non-normal points of %5;:

X3 (the Accola-Maclachlan curve) and Xyg (the Fermat quartic).

The latter case must be disregarded since the Fermat quartic is non-hyperelliptic. On
the other hand, the action of

Aut(Xag) = (z,y,2 : 2°%,9%, 2%, [z, 4], [2, ], 2222y
on Xyg is represented by the SKE © = (z,zz,2~'), and this group has exactly two
subgroups
Hy = (z%,y) and Hy = (zz,z%)
isomorphic to H. A computation shows that
Oly, = (y,y,2%, 2% and Oy, = (y, 2, 22,2°2).
Therefore, the actions of H; and Hs are topologically non-equivalent.

We then conclude that %51 is a normal subvariety of .#3. In a very similar way it can
be seen that €13 is also a normal subvariety.

c. We consider the family %67g. A routine computation shows that among the automor-
phism group of Riemann surfaces of genus three, there are exactly two of them that have,
up to conjugation, at least two subgroups isomorphic to Cy in such a way that the induced
actions have signature s = (0;23,42). These groups give rise to the family %5 and the
surface X4o (the Wiman curve of type II).

We claim that X495 belongs to the family %%;. Indeed, the action of
Aut(Xyo) = (t,r,s : th 13,82, (sr)?, stst™ L rtr =71
on Xy is represented by the SKE
O = (sr,st™ L, tr).
The restricted action of the subgroup (s,t) = Cy x Cy is represented by the SKE
O sy = (5,8t 8%, t7)
which is equivalent to the SKE #; (introduced in item b); this SKE represents %;.

The fact that there is only one topological class of actions of Cy in genus three with
signature s allows us to assert that each member of 65 is endowed with two subgroups
isomorphic to Cy whose actions are topologically but not analytically equivalent. Hence,
we are in a position to conclude that %7¢ is a non-normal subvariety of .#3 and that its
set of non-normal points consists of the family %5;.
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By proceeding similarly, one can conclude that €19, 629 and %38 are non-normal subva-
rieties of /3.

d. We now consider the family %y. This family consists of two irreducible components.
In fact, if we write

C2 = (a,b: a2, 12, (ab)?)
then such components are ‘591 and ‘592 represented by
01 = (a,a,a,a,b,b) and 0y = (a,a,b,b,ab,ab)

respectively. We first observe that among the automorphism groups of Riemann surfaces
of genus three there are exactly nine of them that have, up to conjugation, at least two
subgroups isomorphic to C3 acting with signature s = (0;25). These groups yield the
following possibilities for non-normal points of %y:

619, G20, €31, C32, €38 X43, X46, Xas, X49. (5.1)
Assume that S € %19. If we write
H = (r,s:r% 52 (sr)?) 2Dy
then the action of this group on S is represented by the SKE
O = (sr,sr, 5,572, 12).
This group has two conjugacy classes of subgroups isomorphic to Oz, represented by
Hy = (s,7%) and Hy = (sr,1?).
A computation shows that the action of Hy and of Hs is represented by the SKEs
Olm, = (s,5,sr% 52,12, 12) and O|y, = (sr, sr, sr>, 513,172, 12),

showing that they are topologically equivalent to 6. We then conclude that 619 consists
of non-normal points of €.

Assume that S € %5y. If we write
H' = (z,y,2: 2%y, 2% (2y)?, (22)°, (y2)?) = C3
then the action of this group on S is represented by the SKE
O = (z,z,y,yz, 2).

This group has four conjugacy classes of subgroups isomorphic to C2 with induced action
of signature (0;2°). Such classes are represented by

Hy, = (x,y), Hy = (x,2z), H3 = (z,yz) and Hy = (y, 2).
By proceeding as in the previous case, it can be seen that
Olg, = 0|y, = 0|y, =0, and Oy, = 0s.
Hence %59 consists of non-normal points of %91.

For the remaining possibilities (5.1]) of non-normal points S of %y, a routine computation
shows that each S has a group of automorphisms isomorphic to Dy or C% with signature
(0;2°). Since these groups act in genus three with this signature in a unique topological
way, we conclude that S belongs to either %19 or %59 and so we can ignore those remaining
cases. Consequently, the set of non-normal of points of (591 agrees with %5y and the set of
non-normal of points of %92 agrees with %g.
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e. We finally consider the family %5. The automorphism groups of Riemann surfaces of
genus three that have, up to conjugation, at least two subgroups isomorphic to Cs acting
with signature s = (1;2%) give rise to the following possibilities for non-normal points:

o, Gr9, €20, €31, G2, G38 Xu3, Xag, Xaz, Xus.

Observe that if S € €¢ then S has three groups of automorphisms isomorphic to Cy
acting with signature (1;2), showing that €3 consists of non-normal points of 3. Each one
of the remaining possibilities is contained in %3 and consequently the set of non-normal
points of %3 agrees with (592.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [3]
The case g odd. Let g > 3 be an odd integer. The group
G=CyxDypy = (t,r,s: 12,091 2 (sr)?, (ts)?, trir ™)

acts on a one-dimensional family of Riemann surfaces .#; with signature (0; 23,g+4+1). In
fact, the existence of the family follows from the SKE

0 = (t,tsr,s,r).

The Riemann-Hurwitz formula says that the genus of such surfaces is g. Since the signature
of the action is maximal, up to finitely many exceptions, the full automorphism group of
the members of .4} is isomorphic to G. Observe that the subgroups of G

g+1

Hy = (t,s) and Hy = (t,z) where z :=71 2
are isomorphic but non-conjugate (the latter one is central).

We claim that the induced actions of H;y and Hy on each S € .4, are topologically
equivalent. To prove the claim we introduce the following notation:

m:8—S/G and 7;: S — S/H;

denote the canonical projections given by the action of G and H; on S for ¢ = 1,2, and
q, 92,93, g4 denote the ordered branch values of 7.

The following statements hold.

a. The 7-fiber of ¢; consists of 2(g+ 1) branch points, all of them with G-stabiliser (t).
Since (t) C H;, these points have H;-stabilisers (t) and give rise to g + 1 branch values of
m; for 1 =1,2.

b. The w-fiber of go consists of 2(g + 1) branch points with G-stabiliser of the form
(tsr™) where m is odd. Since (tsr"™) and H; intersects trivially for each m, these points
have H;-stabilisers trivial and do not give rise to branch values of m; for ¢ =1, 2.

c. The 7-fiber of g3 consists of 2(g + 1) branch points with G-stabiliser of the form
(sr™) where n is even. Note that for each n, there are exactly 4 points with G-stabiliser
(sr™). Since (sr™) N Hy # {1} if and only if n = 0 and (sr") N Hy = {1} for all n, one sees
that exactly 4 of these points have non-trivial H;p-stabiliser and all of them have trivial
Hy-stabiliser. Thus, the 7-fiber of g3 gives rise to 2 branch values of m; with H;-stabiliser
(s), and does not give rise to branch values of 7.

d. The 7-fiber of ¢4 consists of 4 branch points, all of them with G-stabiliser (r). Since
(ry N Hy = {1} and (r) N Hy = (z), these points do not give rise to branch points of m
and give rise to 2 branch values of 7o, with Ha-stabiliser (z).
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All the above show that the signature of the induced action of Hy; and Hs on S is
(0;2973) each (see [32, §3]). In addition, if the induced action of Hj is represented by
61 = (hi,...,hgs3)
then (h;) must be Hy-conjugate to (t) for 1 < i < g + 1, and (h;) must be Hj-conjugate
to (s) for i = g + 2,9 + 3. The fact that H; is abelian shows that necessarily
01 = (t,9t1 t, 5, 5).
In an analogous way, the induced action of Hy on S is represented by the SKE
Oy = (t,9F1 1,2, 2).
Consequently, these actions are topologically equivalent, as claimed.
Observe that the actions 61 = 05 correspond to the equisymmetric stratum 6, of hyper-

elliptic Riemann surfaces with an action of C3 with signature (0;2973); the hyperelliptic
involution being represented by ¢. Thus, we are in a position to conclude that

My (C3, 5 = (0;2977),6p) (6.1)
contains the family .#; which enjoys the following property: up to finitely many exceptions,
each X € .#; has two isomorphic non-conjugate groups of automorphisms acting in a

topologically equivalent way. In other words, (6.I]) is a non-normal subvariety of .#; and
Ny consists of non-normal points of it.

We now proceed to provide an algebraic description of (6.1). Let S be a member of
(610 and let
al,...,ag+1,b1,...,bg+1 (62)
denote the 2g 4+ 2 branch values of the covering map

S — R=S/{t) =P

induced by the hyperelliptic involution. Since S has an involution s that induces an
involution on § on R keeping the set of points (6.2]) invariant and the signature of the
action of Hy = (t,s) on S is (0;2973), we may assume

5() = % and therefore b; = a% forie{l,...,g+1}.

Thus, the surface S is algebraically represented by the curve

v =T (@ —a) (e — )

where a;a; # 1 for each 4,5 € {1,...,¢+ 1}. In this model, the group H; is generated by
the transformations

(t(z,y) = (z,—y), s(z,y) = (1/z,y/a7*"))
Assume now that S belongs to .4;. Then r induces an automorphism 7 of R of order
g + 1 that remains the set of points (6.2]) invariant. Since the signature of the action of
(t,r) on S is (0;2%2,g + 1,9 + 1) one sees that, up to a Mobius transformation,

7(§) = wg+1€ and therefore that a; = w;jrllal fori={1,...,9+1}.

Note that 7 has 0 and oo as fixed points.
Set a := a‘l’H. The regular covering map induced by ()

R — R = R/(7) = 8/{t,r) is given by &+ gItt

showing that the branch values of the composed map S — R’ are 0,00 (marked with g+ 1
each) and a,1/a (marked with 2 each).
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In turn, as (¢,r) is a normal subgroup of G, the automorphism s of S induces an
involution § of R’ in such a way that S/G = R’/(3). Clearly §(¢) = 1/€ and +1 are its
fixed points. It then follows that the regular covering map induced by §

R — R'/{3) =2 S/G is given by &+ &+ 1/¢,
and the branch values of the composed map S — S/G are oo marked with g + 1, £2
marked with 2, and a + 1/a marked with 2.
All the above says that each member of .4} is represented by the curve

V=T (@ —a)(r— L) = @ —a) @t~ 1) (6.3)

for some a # 0,+1. In this model, the group of automorphisms isomorphic to G is gener-
ated by the transformations
t(z,y) = (z,—y), s(z,y) = (1/z,y/29%") and r(z,y) = (w17, ).

Finally, by taking A = wy in (@) one sees that the Accola-Maclachlan curve
g2 = 2292 41
belongs to .47, as desired.
The case g even. Let g > 4 be an even integer. Consider the group
G =D, = (r,s:r9, 5% (sr)?)
and set z = r3. The Riemann-Hurwitz formula and the SKE
0= (z,z2s,sr,r 1)

guarantee the existence of a two-dimensional family .7, of Riemann surfaces of genus g
with a group of automorphisms isomorphic to G acting with signature (0;2%,g). Since
the signature of the action is maximal, generically, the full automorphism group of the
members of .7 is isomorphic to G. Observe that the subgroups of G

Hy = (s,z) and Hy = (sr,z)
are isomorphic but non-conjugate. By proceeding analogously as in the previous case, one
sees that the signature of the induced actions of H; and Hs on S is (0;29%3), and that
they are represented by the SKE
01 =(z,.9.,2,8,82,2) and 09 = (z,.9., 2,871,812, 2).

Consequently, these actions are topologically equivalent. These surfaces form the hyper-
elliptic equisymmetric stratum 6, with the hyperelliptic involution being represented by
z. We then conclude that

///Q(Cg, s = (0; 2g+3), 1) (6.4)

is a non-normal subvariety of .#, and that ./, consists of non-normal points of it.

Let S be a member of (6.4]). As proved in the previous case, S is represented by

y? =T (2 — ai)(z — L)

a;

where a;a; # 1 for each 4,5 € {1,...,g+ 1}, and the group H; is generated by the

(z(2,y) = (z,~y), s(2,y) = (1), y/zI")).
Assume now that S belongs to .7;. Then r induces an automorphism 7 of R = S/(z)
of order g/2 that keeps the set of points

1 1
al,...,ag+1,a,...,ag+l (65)
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invariant. Since the signature of the action of (r) on S is (0;2%,g,9) one sees that under
the action of (7) = C, /o the points (6.5]) split into four long orbits and two fixed points.
Consequently, up to a Mobius transformation, it can assumed that

~ i—1 i—1 .
(&) = ws& and therefore a; = w’% ai, agy; = w’% ag; for i = {1,...,4}.
In addition, as 0 and oo are the fixed points of 7 we see that a,41 = 0 and ag41 = oo.
9/2 9/2
1 g/2+1

R— R = R/(¥) = S/(r) is given by £ — £2

Set a:=a7’” and b:=a The regular covering map induced by (7)

and therefore the branch values of the composed map S — R’ are 0,00 (marked with ¢
each) and a,1/a,b,1/b (marked with 2 each).

The fact that (r) is a normal subgroup of G implies that the automorphism s of S
induces an involution § of R’ in such a way that S/G = R'/(5). Clearly §(§) = 1/¢ and
41 are its fixed points. It then follows that the regular covering map induced by §

R — R'/(3) = §/G is given by & +— £+ 1/,

and the branch values of the composed map S — S/G are co marked with g, 2 marked
with 2, and a + 1/a, b+ 1/b marked with 2.

Thus, each member of .7 is represented by the curve
v =a(ef — o)t - Df - b))

for some distinct complex numbers a, b # 0, £1 such that ab # 1. In this model, the group
of automorphisms isomorphic to G is generated by the transformations

s(a,y) = (L/a,y/a"*") and r(z,y) = (w2, vy)
where v satisfies 2 = wy/2 and v9/2 = 1.

Finally, if we take a = —b = n where 1 is a primitive fourth root of —1, then the
equation above turns into

y2 = :E(x2g + 1)7
and therefore the Wiman curve of type II belongs to ., as desired.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM
Let g > 3 be an odd integer. The semidirect product
G = Cyrg_1) X C2 = (a,b,c: a2 2 2, (be)?, baba®~9, caca™9)

acts on a one-dimensional family %, of Riemann surfaces of genus g with signature
(0;23,4). The existence of the family is guaranteed by the SKE

0 = (b, bc,ab,bea™7). (7.1)

Up to possibly finitely many exceptions, the full automorphism group of the members of
U is isomorphic to G. The equalities

be(a)be = a™t, (ac)?™! = a9™! and b(ac)b = (ac)™?
show that G has two subgroups
Hy = (a,bc) and Ha = (ac, b) that are isomorphic to Dy,_y).

As these groups are normal in G we see that they are non-conjugate.
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Now, we determine the signature of the action of H; and Hs on each S € %,. Since the
groups Hq and Hy are normal, it is enough to compute the intersections
(h) N H; for each h appearing in (T1]).

We denote by 7,7 and e the regular covering maps given by the action of G, H; and Hs
respectively, and by q1, g2, g3, ¢4 the ordered branch values of 7.

a. The 7-fiber of ¢; consists of 4(g — 1) points with G-stabiliser conjugate to (b). They
yield two branch values of w9 and does not yield branch values of 7.

b. The w-fiber of g2 consists of 4(g — 1) points with G-stabiliser conjugate to (bc). They
yield two branch values of 7; and does not yield branch values of 5.

c. The n-fiber of g4 consists of 4(g — 1) points with G-stabiliser conjugate to (a9bc).
They yield two branch values of m; and mo each.

d. The 7-fiber of g3 consists of 2(g — 1) points with G-stabiliser conjugate to (ab). Since
(ab)? = a9t € H; for i = 1,2,
these points yield one branch value of m; and 7y each.

Hence, the signature of the action of both Hy and Hs on S € %, is (0;2°). Now, the
proof of the theorem follows from the following claim.

Claim. There is a unique topological class of actions of
Dyy_1) = (r,s: r29-1) g2, (s1)%)
in genus g with signature (0;2°).

We denote by 6 = (g1,92,93,94,95) the SKE representing an action of Dy(,_1y with
signature (0;2°). It is straightforward to see that among the elements g; exactly one of
them must equal z := 971, We may assume g5 = z. In addition, if we write g; = sr™ then

ng—ny+mng—n3=(g—1) mod 2(9 — 1)

and therefore among the n; exactly two of them are odd; we may assume that they are ng
and ng. After suitable conjugation coupled with an automorphism of the form r — 7™,
we then have that 6 is equivalent to the SKE

(s,sm, 87" 5™ 2).
Since the product of such elements must be trivial, we obtain
0220, = (s,sr,s7™7T9 sp™ 7).
Now, if @3 € A is the braid transformation (x1, ze, x3,24) — (a:l,azg,m,mlla;gu) then
@3 O q)g . 0n4 == 9n4+2

Thus, 0 = 01 = (s,sr,sr97% sr,7971) and the claim follows.

8. PROOF OF THEOREM
Let n > 3 be an odd integer and set m = ”T_l Consider the group
G = Cy x Cop = {a,b : a®,b*", abab™").
The Riemann-Huwitz formula together with the SKE

0 = (a,b", b, ™., b, ab)
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show that G acts on a m-dimensional family %, of Riemann surfaces of genus (n—1)? with

signature (0;22,n,.”.,n,2n). Notice that, up to possibly finitely many exceptions, the full

automorphism group of the members of %, is isomorphic to G. Clearly, the subgroups
H; = (b) and Hy = (ab?)

are isomorphic but non-conjugate in G. We denote by m, 7 and w9 the regular covering
maps given by the action of G, H; and Hs respectively, and by ql,qg,q§, ..., q5', qa the
ordered branch values of 7.

a. The 7w-fiber of ¢; consists of 2n points with G-stabiliser (a). They yield two branch
values of 7o with Ha-stabiliser (a) and does not yield branch values of 7.

b. The m-fiber of gy consists of 2n points with G-stabiliser (b?). They yield two branch
values of 71 with Hp-stabiliser (b™) and does not yield branch values of 7.

c. The w-fiber of g4 consists of 2 points with G-stabiliser (ab). They yield one branch
value of m; with H;-stabiliser (b?) for i = 1,2.

d. For each i € {1,...,m}, the n-fiber of ¢} consists of 4 points with G-stabiliser (b%).
They yield two branch value of 7; with H;-stabiliser (b?) for i = 1,2.

Hence, the signature of the action of H; and Hy on S € %, is (0; 22 n,.7.,n) and the
generating vector representing such actions have the form

(b 0", 91,05, 95, 6%, g1) and (a,a,hi, h?, ... h K2 hy)
respectively, where
(g4) = (ha) = (g}) = (b} = (b?) foreach i=1,...,m and | = 1,2.
The fact that G is abelian implies that for each P € m~!(q4), the rotation constant of
P for ab is given by
rot(P, ab) = wa, and therefore rot(P, (ab)? = b?) = w3, = wy.

See, for instance, [5, §3.1]. Now, by a result of Harvey, a SKE representing the action
of H; can be obtained from the rotation numbers above. More precisely, following [20]
Theorem 7], we see that gy = hy = b?.

In a very similar way we deduce that gf = hé = b2 as well.
Hence, the proof now follows after noticing that the induced SKEs
(b, 0", b%,...,b%) and (a,a,b?,...,b°%)

are topologically equivalent.

9. PROOF OF THEOREM [7]

Generalised Fermat curves. Let k,n > 2 be integers such that (k—1)(n—1) > 2. We
recall that a pair (S, H) is called a generalised Fermat pair of type (k,n) if S is a compact
Riemann surface endowed with a group of automorphisms H isomorphic to C}' in such a
way that the signature of the action of H is (0;k, 71 k). If we write

H={(ay,...,an) =C}

then the existence of a generalised Fermat pair is guaranteed by the SKE

Okn = (a1,...,an,an4+1) where api1 := (ag--- an)_l.

)



20 HIDALGO, PAULHUS, REYES-CAROCCA, AND ROJAS

In such a case, we say that S (respectively, H) is a generalised Fermat curve (respectively,
a generalised Fermat group) of type (k,n). Observe that the generalised Fermat curves of
type (k,n) form a (n — 2)-dimensional family in .#,, where

g=1+1""((n-1)(k—1)-2).

After considering a suitable Mdbius transformation, we may assume that the branch
values of the associated regular covering map S — S/H = P! are

00,0,1,)\1,...,)\n_2, (9.1)
where Ap,...,A\p—2 € C—{0,1} are pairwise distinct.

We now consider the irreducible and smooth algebraic curve

ok + 2+ 2k =0
Mobo o4+ 2k 4+ 2k =0
X>\1,---,)\n72 : . cp”
An—ozh + af + a2, =0
together with the linear automorphisms of P" given by
Qj [T i X1 T Xt WRT Ty . T
for each j =1,...,n+ 1, where wy = exp(%). Observe that
a .- '&n—l—l =1 and C]? = <&1, - ,dn> = Hy < Aut(X)\17”'7)\n72).

In [19] it was proved that (X, ., ,,Ho) is a generalised Fermat pair of type (k,n)
and that there exists an isomorphism
=:S5 — X\, such that Hy = EH="".
We can then identify a; with a;.
In terms of Fuchsian groups, the generalised Fermat pairs can be understood as follows.
If T is a Fuchsian group such that H/T' = S/H then S = H/IV and H = I'/I", where

I stands for its derived subgroup of I'. In addition, H is the unique generalised Fermat
group of type (k,n) of S (see [19] and [22]).

Proof of Theorem [Tl Let J be a non-empty subset of {1,...,n + 1} and write
Hy = ({a;:j € J}) < Ho
Note that if |J| € {n,n + 1} then H; = Hy. In the remaining cases we have that
H;~COpx Ml x0p = C’,L‘]‘
Assume that J; and Jy are two non-empty subsets of {1,...,n + 1} such that
|| = |2 <n—2.

We claim that the actions of H;, and Hj, on Xy, ., , are topologically equivalent.
Indeed, set g1 = 00,q2 = 0,q3 = 1 and ¢34 = Aj for 1 < j < n —2. Let f be an
orientation-preserving self-homeomorphism of the Riemann sphere such that it preserves
the set {q1,...,qn+1} and satisfies

fg:jen})={a:1le }. (9.2)

Due to the fact that = : S — S/H is a homology branched covering map, the homeo-
morphism f lifts to an orientation-preserving homeomorphism

fAZ X)\17...7)\7L72 — X)\17...’)\n72 such that fHof_l = H,.
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Now, the property (@.2) of f ensures that fH; f~' = Hj, and hence the actions are
topologically equivalent, as claimed.

Let M&b(C) denote the group of Mobius transformations. Let K be the M&b(C)-
stabiliser of the set of branch values (9.I]) of S — S/H. Since H is a normal subgroup and
I is a characteristic subgroup of I, there is a natural short exact sequence of groups

11— H— Aut(S) - K — 1.
Hence, if K is the trivial group then n > 4 and Aut(S) = H.

We now assume that n > 4 and k > 2, and choose A1, ..., A,_2 as before but satisfying
that property that the set {qi,...,gn+1} has trivial M6b(C)-stabiliser. Observe that this
property rules out only a positive codimensional subvariety of the parameters space. Now,
if S=Xx,,. \,_,and H=Hy=(ai,...,a,) then the aforementioned facts show that

(1) the full automorphism group of S agrees with H (and thus is abelian), and

(2) if Hy, # Hy, then they are not conjugate in Aut(S) and consequently their actions
are not analytically equivalent.

In particular, the actions of
Hy={ay,...,ap_1) = C’,?_l and Ho = (ag,...,a,) = C’,’;_l
on S are topologically but not analytically equivalent, as desired.

After considering the fact that the only non-trivial elements of Hj acting with fixed
points are the powers of a1,...,a,41 and that every fixed point of a power of a; is also
a fixed point of a; (see [19]), it is a straightforward task to verify that the signature of

the action of each H; on S is (0; k, k(."._.l), k). The induced actions are represented by the
action of Hy given by the SKE
ka = (al, .’?.,al, ey n—1, .’?.,an_l).

In conclusion

My(CR s = (035,207 k), 04 ) (9:3)
is a non-normal subvariety of ./, of dimension k(n—1)—3, and a set of non-normal points
consists of the generalised Fermat curves of type (k,n).
Remark 3.

(1) The condition n > 4 in the theorem is needed as any collection of at most four
points in P! has non-trivial Méb(C)-stabiliser.

(2) The theorem above says that (with k =2 and n = 4) the subvariety
M5(C3, 5 = (0;2°),02,4) C My (9.4)

is non-normal, and a set of non-normal points is formed by the generalised Fermat
curves of type (2,4) (also known as classical Humbert curves). By considering the
rule X — X/(ajaz), it can be seen that ([Q.A4) is in bijective correspondence with
the subvariety

M3(C3, s = (0;25),0))

mentioned in the introduction as the first example of a non-normal subvariety of
type (L)) associated to non-cyclic covers of PL.
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(3) Similarly as pointed out in Remark [, Xy, .\, , does represent a non-normal
point of (Q3) for all \y,...,A\p—2 € C—{0,1} pairwise distinct, despite the fact
that, for suitably chosen values of A\;, the automorphism group of Xy, ., _, does
not have two non-conjugate subgroups acting in the same topological way.
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