
AN EQUIVARIANT SURGERY CLASSIFICATION OF

Cp-SURFACES

KELLY POHLAND

Abstract. Let p be an odd prime, and let Cp denote the cyclic group of

order p. We use equivariant surgery methods to classify all closed, connected
2-manifolds with an action of Cp. We additionally provide a way to construct

representatives of each isomorphism class using a series of equivariant surgery

operations. The results in this paper serve as an odd prime analogue to a
similar classification proved by Dan Dugger.

1. Introduction

Let p be an odd prime, and let Cp denote the cyclic group of order p. In this
paper, we classify all closed and connected 2-manifolds with an action of Cp up to
equivariant isomorphism. More specifically, we define ways of constructing classes
of Cp-surfaces using equivariant surgery methods and prove that all Cp-surfaces can
be constructed in this way.

Dugger gave a similar classification of C2-surfaces in [Dug19]. In his paper, Dug-
ger gave a complete list of isomorphism classes of C2-surfaces and developed a full
set of invariants which determine the isomorphism class of a given surface with in-
volution. We use similar methods to show that all nontrivial, closed, connected Cp-
surfaces are in one of six families of isomorphism classes of Cp-surfaces. Various pa-
pers have treated aspects of the classification result in Theorems 4.2 and 4.3, mostly
focusing on the orientable case [Aso76, Bro91, BCNS92, Nie37, Sch29, Smi67]. Pre-
vious treatments of this classification problem give particular interest to using in-
variants to quantify the number of isomorphism types of equivariant surfaces. The
new idea presented in this classification and in that of [Dug19] is the construction
of isomorphism classes via equivariant surgeries.

By giving a geometric construction of the surfaces, we provide additional infor-
mation which allows us to use the classification in a new way. One such application
is in the computation of RO(G)-graded Bredon cohomology, an important alge-
braic invariant in equivariant homotopy theory. The decomposition into surgery
pieces informs the construction of cofiber sequences which give rise to long exact
sequences on cohomology. Hazel used Dugger’s classification to compute the co-
homology of C2-surfaces in this Bredon theory [Haz20], and this author performed
similar computations in the p = 3 case using the classification presented in this
paper [Poh22].

The idea behind our classification result is to show that all Cp-surfaces can be
described in terms of other simpler Cp-surfaces. Some examples of these “building
block” surfaces are S2,1 andM free

1 which can be described as the 2-sphere and torus
(respectively) rotating about the axis passing through each of their centers. Other
examples include the non-orientable spaces N free

2 and N1[1] whose Cp-actions are
1
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Figure 1. The spaces N free
2 (left) and N1[1] (right) in the case

p = 5.

Figure 2. The spaces Poly1 (left) and Poly3 (right) in the case
p = 3.

shown in Figure 1 in the case p = 5. The final family of spaces needed for our
classification is denoted Polyn for n ≥ 1. We can think of Poly1 as a 2p-gon with
opposite edges identified and a rotation action of e2πi/p. Then Polyn consists of n
copies of Poly1 glued together in a particular way. These surfaces are described in
greater detail in Section 2, but we can also see this gluing demonstrated in Figure
2 in the case p = 3.

Before precisely stating the classification result, let us introduce some equivariant
surgery operations.

Let Y be a non-equivariant surface and X a non-trivial Cp-surface. We construct
a new Cp-surface by removing p disjoint conjugate disks from X and gluing to each
boundary component a copy of Y \D2. The result is a new space on which we can
naturally define a Cp-action. This is called the equivariant connected sum of X
and Y and is denoted X#pY . An example of this operation is depicted in Figure
3 in the case p = 3. A precise definition of X#pY can be found in Section 2.

Let Rp denote the space S2,1 with p disjoint conjugate disks removed. Let X
be any non-trivial Cp-surface. After removing p disjoint conjugate disks from X,
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Figure 3. Equivariant connected sum surgery with X = S2,1 and
Y a torus

Figure 4. The space S2,1 + [R3]

we can construct a new Cp-surface X + [Rp] by gluing the p boundary components
of X to those of Rp via an equivariant map. Figure 4 depicts an example of this
surgery operation in the case p = 3. A precise definition of X + [Rp] can be found
in Section 2.

In this paper, we prove that up to isomorphism all Cp-surfaces can be constructed
by starting with M free

1 , S2,1, N free
2 , N1[1], or Polyn (for some n) and performing

a series of equivariant connected sum and ribbon surgeries. If X is a surface with
order p homeomorphism σX and Y is a surface with order p homeomorphism σY ,
we say that X and Y are isomorphic if there exists a homeomorphism f : X → Y
such that f ◦ σX = σY ◦ f .

Let Mg denote the genus g, closed orientable surface.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a connected, closed, orientable surface with an action of
Cp. Then X can be constructed via one of the following surgery procedures, up to
Aut(Cp) actions on each of the pieces.

(1) M free
1 #pMg, g ≥ 0

(2)
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pMg, k, g ≥ 0

(3) (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg, k, g ≥ 0, n ≥ 1

Let Nr denote the genus r, closed non-orientable surface.

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a connected, closed, non-orientable surface with an action
of Cp. Then X can be constructed via one of the following surgery procedures, up
to Aut(Cp) actions on each of the pieces.
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(1) N free
2 #pNr, r ≥ 0

(2)
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pNr, r ≥ 1

(3) (N1[1] + k[Rp])#pNr, k, r ≥ 0

Unlike the corresponding result of Dugger, this classification does not provide a
complete list of invariants distinguishing isomorphism classes. For example, we
do not provide invariants with which to distinguish the C3-surfaces Poly2 and
S2,1 + 2[R3]. We instead prove that these spaces are non-isomorphic and that
they represent the only closed and connected genus 6 orientable C3-surfaces with 6
fixed points up to equivariant isomorphism.

1.3. Organization of the Paper. Equivariant surgery procedures are outlined
in Section 2. Section 4 contains a statement of the main classification theorem for
nontrivial Cp-surfaces. Some important equivariant surgery results are proved in
Section 5. A detailed proof of the main classification theorem from Section 4 is
given in Sections 6 and 7.

1.4. Acknowledgements. The work in this paper was a portion of the author’s
thesis project at the University of Oregon. The author would first like to thank
her doctoral advisor Dan Dugger for his invaluable guidance and support. The
author would also like to thank Christy Hazel and Clover May for countless helpful
conversations as well as Robert Lipshitz for many constructive comments. This
research was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2039316.

2. Cp-equivariant Surgeries of Surfaces

Let p be an odd prime. There are (p − 1)/2 isomorphism classes of Cp-actions
on R2 corresponding to rotation about the origin by a pth root of unity. Rotation
of the plane by ωi is isomorphic to rotation by ωj only when ωi = ωj . However
if we consider such rotations up to an action of Aut(Cp), then we are left with
only one isomorphism class of nontrivial actions on R2. In this section we lay the
ground work for a classification of closed surfaces with a nontrivial action of Cp up
to an action of Aut(Cp). We do this by defining analogues of equivariant surgery
methods from [Dug19] in the odd prime case.

For a Cp-surface X, let F (X) denote the number of fixed points of X. It is useful
to note that when the action is non-trivial, F (X) must be finite. We also let β(X)
denote the β-genus of X, defined to be dimZ/2H

1
sing(X;Z/2).

2.1. Equivariant Connected Sums.

Definition 2.2. Let Y be a non-equivariant surface and X a surface with a non-
trivial order p homeomorphism σ : X → X. Define Ỹ := Y \ D2, and let D be a

disk in X so that D is disjoint from each of its conjugates σiD. Similarly let X̃
denote X with each of the σiD removed. Choose an isomorphism f : ∂Ỹ → ∂D.
We define an equivariant connected sum X#pY , by[

X̃ ⊔
p−1∐
i=0

(
Ỹ × {i}

)]
/ ∼

where (y, i) ∼ σi(f(y)) for y ∈ ∂Ỹ and 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1. We can see an example of
this surgery in Figure 5.
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Figure 5. We can see above the result of the surgery S2,1#3M1.

We will prove in Proposition 5.3 that the space X#pY is independent of the
chosen disk D.

Remark 2.3. Any nontrivial Cp-surface has only a finite number of isolated fixed
points since each fixed point must have a neighborhood isomorphic to R2 with a
rotation action.

For a Cp-space X with F fixed points and β-genus β1 and a non-equivariant
surface Y with β-genus β2, X#pY has F fixed points and β-genus β1 + pβ2.

2.4. Cp-equivariant Ribbon Surgeries. There are (p−1)/2 non-isomorphic Cp-
actions on S2 given by rotation by a primitive pth root of unity about the axis
passing through its north and south poles. When the prime p is understood, we let
S2,1
(i) denote this sphere with rotation by e2πi/p where 1 ≤ i ≤ p−1. We additionally

write S2,1 when only considering such actions up to twisting by Aut(Cp).

Remark 2.5. The sphere S2,1
(i) is an example of a representation sphere. It

can be defined as the one point compactification of a two-dimensional nontrivial
Cp representation. These objects are incredibly important in equivariant homotopy
theory, so we choose our notation to be consistent with other papers in this field.

Definition 2.6. Let D be a disk in S2,1
(i) that is disjoint from each of its conjugate

disks. We define a Cp-equivariant ribbon as

S2,1
(i) \

p−1∐
j=0

σjD

 ,

and we denote this space Rp,(i). We can see Rp,(1) depicted in Figure 6 in the cases
p = 3 and p = 5. The action of Rp,(i) can be described as rotation about the orange
axis. There are two fixed points of this action, given by the points in blue where
the axis of rotation intersects the surface.

Definition 2.7. Let X be a surface with a nontrivial order p homeomorphism
σ : X → X. Choose a disk D1 in X that is disjoint from σjD1 for each j. Then
remove each of the σjD1 to form the space X̃. As in Definition 2.6, let D be the
disk in S2,1

(i) which was removed (along with its conjugates) to form Rp,(i). Choose

an isomorphism f : ∂D1 → ∂D and extend this equivariantly to an isomorphism
f̃ : ∂X̃ → ∂Rp,(i). We then define Cp-ribbon surgery on X to be the space(

X̃ ⊔Rp,(i)

)
/ ∼
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Figure 6. The Cp-surface Rp(i) in the cases p = 3 (left) and p = 5 (right).

where x ∼ f̃(x) for x ∈ ∂X̃. This is a new Cp-surface which we will denote
X + [Rp,(i)].

Remark 2.8. There is an action of Aut(Cp) on S2,1
(i) (and thus Rp,(i)) given by

σS2,1
(i) = S2,1

(σ(i)) for σ ∈ Aut(Cp). Our goal is to classify all Cp-surfaces using

equivariant surgery methods up to this action of Aut(Cp) on each of the surgery
pieces. Going forward, we will use the notation X + [Rp] to denote a Cp-surface
obtained by performing some Cp-ribbon surgery on X. The notation X + [Rp]
therefore refers to several distinct isomorphism classes of Cp-surfaces which can be
obtained from each other by the action of Aut(Cp) on each of the surgery pieces.
We similarly let S2,1 denote the 2-sphere with a rotation action of Cp, noting that

each of these can be obtained from the standard rotation of e2π/p by this action of
Aut(Cp).

In the p = 3 case, this action of Aut(Cp) is trivial since S2,1
(1)

∼= S2,1
(2) . Thus the

notation X + [R3] (as well as S2,1) is well-defined and denotes a single C3-surface
up to equivariant isomorphism.

We will prove in Corollary 5.2 that the space X + [Rp,(i)] is independent of the
chosen disk D1.

For a Cp-surface X with F fixed points and β-genus β, the space X + [Rp,(i)]
has F + 2 fixed points and β-genus β + 2(p− 1).

Let X+k[Rp,(i)] denote the surface obtained by performing Cp-ribbon surgery k
times on X. We will see in Corollary 5.2 that +[Rp,(i)]-surgery is independent of the
choice of disk D1. Because of this, Cp-ribbon surgery is associative and commutes
with itself, making this notation well-defined.

Definition 2.9. We next define the Cp-surface TRp,(i) using a gluing diagram.
Start with a 2p-gon with a disk removed from its center. Then identify opposite
edges of the 2p-gon in the same direction to obtain the space TRp,(i). Figure 7
shows this in the case p = 3. The action on TRp,(i) is defined by rotation about its

center by an angle corresponding to the pth root of unity e2πi/p (1 ≤ i ≤ (p−1)/2).
Note that TRp,(i)

∼= TRp,(j) only when j = i or j = p− i. This surface is orientable
with one boundary component.

When p = 3, TR3,(1)
∼= TR3,(2), so for simplicity of notation we will denote this

space by TR3.

Lemma 2.10. The surface TRp,(i) has two fixed points.
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Figure 7. The C3-surface TR3.

Figure 8. The surface TRp,(i).

Proof. Consider the space TRp,(i) with its first p edges labeled e1, . . . , ep as shown
in Figure 8. Since opposite edges of the 2p-gon are identified, all other edges are
named accordingly. Let v1 be the starting vertex of e1, and let v2 be the ending
vertex of e1. We first claim that all other vertices of the 2p-gon representing TRp,(i)

must be identified with either v1 or v2. Looking at the edge labeled e2 towards the
top of the polygon, we see that e2 shares a starting vertex with e1. Now looking at
its opposite edge, it is also the case that e2 shares an ending vertex with e1. We
can keep going to see that e3 must share starting and ending vertices with e2, and
in fact all vertices ek must have starting vertex v1 and ending vertex v2.

Finally observe that since the action of Cp takes e1 to ek for some k, the vertices
v1 and v2 are fixed under the action. Thus, TRp,(i) has two fixed points. □

Definition 2.11. Let X be a non-trivial Cp-space with at least one isolated fixed
point x. Choose a neighborhood Dx of x that is fixed by the action of σ. We then
let X̃ denote X \Dx. The action on the boundary of X̃ will be rotation by e2πi/p for

some i. Fix an isomorphism f : ∂X̃ → ∂TRp,(i). The Cp-twisted ribbon surgery
on X is given by (

X̃ ⊔ TRp,(i)

)
/ ∼
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Figure 9. The spaces Rp,(i) (left) and TRp,(i) (right) in the case
p = 3, each containing EBp in red.

where y ∼ f(y) for y ∈ ∂X̃. We denote this new space by X +x [TRp].

For a Cp-surface X with F fixed points and β-genus β(X), the space X+x [TRp]
has F + 1 fixed points and β-genus β(X) + 2(p− 1).

Remark 2.12. We will see in Corollary 5.2 that +[Rp,(i)]-surgery does not depend
on the initial disks chosen for the surgery, making the notation X + [Rp,(i)] well
defined. Unfortunately, the same is not true of twisted ribbon surgery. To specify
our choice of initial fixed point x, we will use the notation X+x [TRp]. We will see
in Example 3.4 a space X and choices of fixed points x and y where X +x [TRp] ̸∼=
X +y [TRp].

Let X be a Cp-space with two distinct fixed points x and y. By Proposition
5.1, there exists a simple path α in X from x to y that does not intersect its
conjugate paths. Observe that the union of all conjugates of α is isomorphic to
EBp, where EBp denotes the unreduced suspension of Cp. In particular, given
any Cp-space X with at least two isolated fixed points, we can find a copy of EBp

sitting inside X. We know from Lemma 7.2 that a neighborhood of this copy of
EBp must be isomorphic to Rp,(i) or TRp,(i). Given such a space, we can “undo”
the corresponding ribbon surgery to construct a new space X− [Rp,(i)] (respectively
X − [TRp]) which we define below. Figure 9 shows us how Rp,(i) and TRp,(i) can
be viewed as neighborhoods of EB.

Definition 2.13. Let X be a Cp-surface with isolated fixed points a and b, and
suppose the corresponding EBp containing a and b has a neighborhood homeomor-

phic to Rp,(i). Then X̃ := X \ Rp,(i) has p boundary components, and there is an

isomorphism f : ∂X̃ → ∂
(
D2 × Cp

)
. Define X − [Rp,(i)] to be(

X̃ ⊔
(
D2 × Cp

))
/ ∼

where a ∼ f(a) for a ∈ ∂X̃.

As a result of this surgery, the space X − [Rp,(i)] has 2 fewer fixed points, and
its β-genus is reduced by 2(p− 1) from that of X. Moreover, if X was a connected
Cp-surface with at least 3 fixed points, then X−[Rp,(i)] is also connected. This does

not have to be the case when F = 2 however. For example, there exists EBp ⊆ S2,1

such that
(
S2,1#pM1

)
− [Rp] ∼=M1 × Cp.

Let a, b ∈ X be fixed points such that a and b live in some copy of TRp,(i)

inside of X. We can similarly define X −a,b [TRp] to be the result of surgery which
removes this copy of TRp,(i) from X and glues in D2,1 along the boundary. As one
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Figure 10. Two choices of EB in S2,1#3M1.

would expect, the space X −a,b [TRp] has one fewer fixed point and β-genus p− 1
smaller than X.

Remark 2.14. Although by Corollary 5.2 we know +[Rp,(i)] is independent of
the disks chosen, −[Rp,(i)] surgery does depend on a choice of EBp. Two different
choices of Rp,(i) in a space can result in different spaces once −[Rp,(i)] is performed.
As a result, the notation X − [Rp,(i)] is not well defined. Going forward, we will
use the notation X − [Rp] when the choice of Rp,(i) is understood. Figure 10 shows

this using the example S2,1#3M1. For the choice of EB on the left, −[R3] surgery
results in the space M1 × C3. For the choice on the right, −[R3] surgery results in

the space M free
1

Proposition 2.15. Let X be a non-trivial Cp-surface and Y a non-equivariant
surface. Then

(
X + [Rp,(i)]

)
#pY ∼= (X#pY ) + [Rp,(i)]. If X has a fixed point x,

it is also true that (X +x [TRp])#pY ∼= (X#pY ) +x [TRp].
Additionally, if X is a space for which −[Rp] or −[TRp]-surgeries are defined,

then (X − [Rp])#pY ∼= (X#pY )−[Rp] (respectively (X − [TRp])#pY ∼= (X#pY )−
[TRp]).

In other words,the equivariant connected sum surgery operation commutes with
±[Rp,(i)] and ±[TRp] on all Cp-surfaces X for which these surgeries are defined.

In the case of −[Rp] or ±[TRp] surgeries, this is clear because these surgery
operations take place in the neighborhood of fixed points while we can choose to
perform any equivariant connected sum operation away from these fixed points. The
proof that equivariant connected sum surgery commutes with +[Rp,(i)]-surgery is
similar to the argument presented in the proof of Corollary 5.2 and is left to the
reader.

2.16. Möbius Band Surgeries.

Definition 2.17. Represent the Möbius band as the usual quotient of the unit
square where (0, y) ∼ (1, 1−y). We define (p−1)/2 actions of Cp on the möbius band

as follows. For a generator σ of Cp, let σ(x, y) =
(
x+ i

p , 1− y
)
for 1 ≤ i ≤ (p−1)/2.

Denote this space MBp,(i). Figure 11 gives a visual representation of this action in
the case p = 3.

Note that the action on the boundary of MBp,(i) is the rotation action of S1 by

e−2πi/p.
When p = 3, MB3,(1)

∼= MB3,(2), so for simplicity of notation we will denote
this space by MB3.
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Figure 11. The C3-space MB3, whose underlying space is the
möbius band.

Definition 2.18. Let X be a non-trivial Cp-surface with fixed point x. Choose
a neighborhood Dx of x which is fixed under the action of σ ∈ Cp. The Cp-

space X̃ := X \Dx has a distinguished boundary component isomorphic to S1 with

rotation by some angle e2πi/p. Fix an equivariant isomorphism f : ∂X̃ → ∂MBp,(i).
We can then define a new Cp-space(

X̃ ⊔MBp,(i)

)
/ ∼

where x ∼ f(x) for x ∈ ∂X̃. Denote this new space by X+x [FMBp]. This process
is called fixed point to möbius band surgery.

Remark 2.19. Given a Cp space X with F fixed points and β-genus β, the space
X + [FMBp] has F − 1 fixed points and genus β + 1.

Definition 2.20. We can similarly define möbius band to fixed point surgery
on a Cp space X with MBp,(i) ⊆ X. This procedure is the reverse process of
+x[FMBp] surgery in the sense that it removes MBp from X and glues in a copy
of D2,1 along the boundary. The resulting space is denoted X + [MBpF ]. This
notation will only be used when the choice of möbius band is understood.

3. Examples in the p = 3 Case

In this section we will highlight some of the surfaces we can now build using
equivariant surgery. Although each of the following examples have analogues for
higher p, we will focus mainly on the p = 3 case.

Example 3.1 (Free Torus). There is a free C3-action on the torus M1 given by
rotation of 120◦ about its center. Denote this C3-space by M free

1 . From this, we
can perform an equivariant connected sum operation with the g-holed torus Mg to
construct the space M free

3g+1 := M free
1 #3Mg. The result is a free C3-action on the

(3g + 1)-holed torus (ie. the orientable surface with beta genus β = 6g + 2). We
will see in the next section that up to equivariant isomorphism there is only one
free action of C3 on M3g+1. The space M free

3g+1 can be seen in Figure 12 in the case
g = 2.

Example 3.2 (Sphg [F ]). The representation sphere S2,1 is defined as the 2-sphere
with a rotation action of 120◦ about the axis passing through the north and south
poles of the sphere. Since ribbon surgery and connected sum surgery commute with
each other, we can consider the space Sph2k+3g[2k + 2] :=

(
S2,1 + k[R3]

)
#3Mg
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Figure 12. The space M free
7 .

Figure 13. The space Poly1 = S2,1 +S [TR3].

which is constructed by performing ribbon surgery k times on S2,1 and then per-
forming connected sum surgery with the orientable surface Mg.

The space Sph2k+3g[2k + 2] has 2k + 2 fixed points and is non-equivariantly
isomorphic to M2k+3g.

Example 3.3 (Non-free Torus). Let Poly1 (Figure 13) denote the space S2,1 +S

[TR3] where S denotes the south pole of S2,1. Then Poly1 has β-genus β = 2 and
3 fixed points. We can additionally observe that the space S2,1 +N [TR3] (where
N is the north pole this time) is isomorphic to Poly1.

For p > 3, we can define similar spaces denoted Polyp1(i) (where the action is given

by the usual rotation by a pth root of unity about the center). The underlying space
is a genus (p − 1)/2 orientable surface represented by a 2p-gon with appropriate
identifications. The notation Poly was chosen to remark on the fact that this surface
is most easily seen through this polygonal representation of M(p−1)/2.

Example 3.4 (Polyn). Consider the surface Poly1 +[R3] with β-genus β = 6 and
F = 5 fixed points. Label the fixed points as shown in Figure 14. As a result
of Lemma 7.4, we know that +ci [TR3]-surgery results in a space isomorphic to
S2,1 + 2[R3]. One naturally asks the question: Does twisted ribbon surgery yield
the same space when centered around the fixed points a or b? As it turns out, we
get the same result after performing +a[TR3]-surgery, but ribbon surgery centered
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Figure 14. Twisted ribbon surgery centered on b yields the space Poly2.

on the point b yields a different C3-surface. This new surface (which we will call
Poly2) is depicted in Figure 14. Proposition 7.7 contains the proof of the fact that
Poly2 and S2,1 + 2[R3] are non-isomorphic surfaces.

Now that we have a new C3-surface Poly2, we can construct surfaces of the
form Poly2 +k[R3]#3Mg for some k, g ≥ 0. This brings us back to our previous
question. What if we performed twisted ribbon surgery on Poly2 +k[R3]#3Mg?
Does the result depend on the chosen fixed point? Ultimately, the answer depends
on k. When k = 0, twisted ribbon surgery is independent of the chosen fixed point.
This is not true when k > 0 however. In this case there are two isomorphism
classes of spaces which can be obtained by performing twisted ribbon surgery on
Poly2 +k[R3]#3Mg. We prove these facts in Section 7.

For now, let us examine this through the k = 1, g = 0 case. The space
Poly2 +[R3] is shown on the left of Figure 15. Performing twisted ribbon surgery
centered on any point other than b results in the space Poly1 +3[R3]. However
+b[TR3]-surgery produces a different space which we will call Poly3 (the space on
the right of Figure 15).

In general, we can inductively define a space Polyn by starting with the space
Polyn−1 +[R3] and performing twisted ribbon surgery centered on a specific fixed
point. Just as Poly3 is represented in Figure 15 as a tower of three hexagons, the
space Polyn for n ≥ 1 can be thought of as a tower of n hexagons connected in a
similar way.

An analogous collection of Cp-spaces (for p > 3) can be defined and will be
denoted Polypn when the prime p is not understood. The Cp-space Polypn has 3n
fixed points and β-genus β = (3n − 2)(p − 1). We can again most easily visualize
this space as a tower of n polygons.

Example 3.5 (Free Klein Bottle). The representation sphere S2,1 has two fixed
points, so we can consider the space S2,1 + 2[FMB3] :=

(
S2,1 +N [FMB3]

)
+S

[FMB3] where we perform +[FMB3] surgery on both the north and south poles.
The resulting space must be free of β-genus β = 2. We denote this free Klein Bottle
by N free

2 .
Other free non-orientable surfaces can be constructed by performing equivari-

ant connected sum surgery on N free
2 . We will see in the next section that up to

isomorphism there is only one free action on N2+3r for each r ≥ 0, namely

N free
2+3r := N free

2 #3Nr.
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Figure 15. Twisted ribbon surgery centered on b yields the space Poly3.

4. Classifying Cp Actions

In this section we state the main classification theorem for nontrivial, closed
surfaces with an action of Cp for any odd prime p. All surfaces are defined up to
an action of Aut(Cp) on each of the surgery pieces.

The proof of the classification of free Cp-surfaces can be found in Section 6, while
the proof of the non-free case is in Section 7.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a surface with beta genus β. If σ : X → X is a Cp-action
with F fixed points, then F ≡ 2− β (mod p).

Proof. The space X \XCp is a free Cp-space with Euler characteristic 2 − β − F .
Since the action is free, X \ XCp → (X \ XCp)/Cp is a p-fold covering space. In
particular, the Euler characteristic of X \XCp must be a multiple of p. □

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a connected, closed, orientable surface with an action of
Cp. Then X can be constructed via one of the following surgery procedures, up to
Aut(Cp) actions on each of the pieces:

(1) M free
1+pg :=M free

1 #pMg, g ≥ 0

(2) Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] :=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pMg, k, g ≥ 0

(3) Polyn,(3n−2)(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3n + 2k] := (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg, k, g ≥ 0,
n ≥ 1

Theorem 4.3. Let X be a connected, closed, non-orientable surface with an action
of Cp. Then X can be constructed via one of the following surgery procedures, up
to Aut(Cp) actions on each of the pieces:

(1) N free
2+pr

∼= N free
2 #pNr, r ≥ 0

(2) N2(p−1)k+pr[2k + 2] ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pNr, r ≥ 1

(3) N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k] ∼= (N1[1] + k[Rp])#pNr, k, r ≥ 0

Remark 4.4. It is important to note that for orientable surfaces, β and F do not
provide enough information to distinguish between these families of isomorphism
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Figure 16. The C3-spaces M
free
7 (left) and N free

11 (right).

Figure 17. The non-free C3-spaces S
2,1 + [R3]#3M1 (left) and

Poly3 +[R3] (right). Fixed points are shown in blue.

classes. For example, when p = 3, Poly2,4[6] and Sph4[6] are non-isomorphic ori-
entable surfaces with β = 4 and F = 6. See Proposition 7.7 for a proof of this
fact.

In the case of non-orientable surfaces, F and β do distinguish between these
families. In other words, given a non-orientable surface X with specific values
for F and β, one can explicitly determine how X was constructed via equivariant
surgeries.

Some examples of spaces in each of these families are shown in the case p = 3 in
Figures 16, 17, 18.

5. Surgery Invariance Results

Let p be an odd prime. This section contains proofs for some of the basic surgery
invariance results outlined in Section 2.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a closed, connected 2-manifold with a map σ : X → X
such that σp = 1. Let a, b ∈ X \ XCp such that a ̸= σkb for any k. Then there
exists a simple path α in X from a to σkb for some k such that α does not intersect
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Figure 18. The C3-spaces S
2,1 + 2[R3]#3N2 (left) and N1[1] +

2[R3]#3N1 (right).

any of its conjugate paths. In other words, α(s) ̸= σkα(t) for all k, s, and t (k ̸= 0
if s = t).

Proof. Choose an embedded path α in
(
X \XCp

)
/Cp from the image of a to the

image of b. The preimage of α in X \ XCp consists of p disjoint conjugate paths
from σia to σjb. In particular, there is a component of this preimage which is a
path from a to σkb for some k with the desired property. □

Corollary 5.2. Let X be a path-connected, closed 2-manifold with a Cp action. Let
Y1 be obtained from X by removing disjoint conjugate disks embedded in X\XCp and
sewing in a Cp-ribbon. Let Y2 be similarly obtained from X, but using a different
set of conjugate embedded disks. Then Y1 ∼= Y2.

Proof. Let Di, σDi, . . . , σ
p−1Di be the names of the disjoint disks removed to make

Yi from X. Let ai denote the center of Di. Then by Proposition 5.1 there is a path
α from a1 to σka2 for some k that does not intersect its conjugate paths. From
here, we can obtain an equivariant homeomorphism X → Y by following a nearly
identical procedure to the proof of Corollary A.3 in [Dug19]. □

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a path-connected, closed 2-manifold with a Cp action,
and let M be a non-equivariant connected surface. The equivariant isomorphism
type of X#pM is independent of the choice of disks used in the construction.

The proof of this proposition is nearly identical to that of Corollary 5.2.

Proposition 5.4. Let X and Y be equivariant 2-manifolds that both contain a
Cp-ribbon. If X − [Rp] ∼= Y − [Rp], then X ∼= Y .

An analogous statement and proof of this fact for the p = 2 case can be found
in Proposition 3.11 of [Dug19].

6. Free Classification Proof

In order to prove Theorems 4.2 and 4.3, we will induct on the number of fixed
points of a given Cp-surface. In this section we prove the base case for this argument,
that every closed surface with a free Cp action is either isomorphic to M free

1+pg for

some g, to N free
2+pr for some r ≥ 1, or to N2 with one of its (p− 1)/2 free Cp-actions.
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Figure 19. The space Nr represented as a sphere with r crosscaps.

Let X be a path-connected non-equivariant space. Let Sp(X) denote the set
of isomorphism classes of free Cp-spaces Y that are path-connected and have the
property that Y/Cp

∼= X.

Proposition 6.1. There is a bijection between Sp(X) and the set of nonzero orbits
in H1

sing(X;Z/p)/Aut(X).

An analogous proof of this fact for the p = 2 case is provided in [Dug19], but
we will summarize the main idea here. Given an element Y of S(X), we get a
principal Z/p bundle Y → X by choosing an isomorphism Y/Cp → X. This then
corresponds to an element of H1(X;Z/p) via its characteristic class. To make this
association well-defined, we must quotient out by the automorphisms of X.

With this proposition, our goal is now to understand the action of Aut(X) on
H1

sing(X;Z/p). This is given by a group homomorphism

Aut(X) → Aut(H1
sing(X;Z/p)).

Recall that the full mapping class group M(X) of a space X is defined to be
M(X) = Aut(X)/I(X) where I(X) is the subgroup of automorphisms that are
isotopic to the identity. Since I(X) acts trivially on H1

sing(X;Z/p), our action

Aut(X) → Aut(H1
sing(X;Z/p)) descends to a map

M(X) → Aut(H1
sing(X;Z/p)).

6.2. Non-orientable Case. Since homology and cohomology are dual in Z/p co-
efficients, it is sufficient to consider the action of M(X) on H1(X;Z/p). The space
X can be represented as a sphere with r crosscaps α1, . . . , αr as in Figure 19, which
we can choose as generators for H1(X;Z/p). We begin by discussing generators of
M(X) and how they act on the αi.

Let C denote the curve shown in Figure 20, which passes through the ith and jth
crosscaps of X. Note that C is orientation preserving and thus has a neighborhood
isomorphic to S1 × I. Let Ti,j denote the Dehn twist about C as defined in [Lic63].
The image of αi under this map is 2αi + αj ∈ H1(X;Z/p), and the image of αj is
−αi. The Dehn twist Ti,j fixes all other generators. See [Poh22] for full details of
this computation.

For r ≥ 2 we let Yi,j denote the “crosscap slide” map passing the ith crosscap
through the jth. Note that this map is often referred to as a Y -homeomorphsim
and is described in [Lic63] in greater detail. The image of αi under this map is
−αi ∈ H1(X;Z/p), and the image of αj is 2αi + αj . As with the Dehn twist, all
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Figure 20. We perform the Dehn twist Ti,j in the annular neigh-
borhood of the curve C above.

other homology generators are fixed by Yi,j . This computation was carried out in
[MP85] and again in [MP04] using more modern language. See also Appendix B of
[Poh22] for another treatment.

The mapping class group of RP 2 is trivial, but it turns out that for non-orientable
surfaces of genus at least 2, M(X) is generated by the Ti,j and Yi,j for all i ̸= j.
This result is due to Chillingworth [Chi69]; see also [Sze06] for a discussion using
language similar to what we use here.

Proposition 6.3. Let X be a closed, connected, non-orientable surface of genus
r ≥ 3. There is only one nonzero orbit in H1(X;Z/p)/Aut(X).

Proof. Let us start by considering the case when r = 3. We first claim that
T ℓ
1,2(α1) = (ℓ + 1)α1 + ℓα2, which can be quickly verified using induction. The
ℓ = 0 case is immediate, and

T ℓ+1
1,2 ((ℓ+ 1)α1 + ℓα2) = (ℓ+ 1)(2α1 + α2)− ℓα1

= (2ℓ+ 2)α1 + (ℓ+ 1)α2 − ℓα1

= (ℓ+ 2)α1 + (ℓ+ 1)α2.

Let the tuple (c1, c2) represent the element c1α1 + c2α2 ∈ H1(N3;Z/p). Now for
each 1 ≤ k ≤ p− 1, let Sk be the set

Sk = {(k, 0), (k · 2, k), (k · 3, k · 2), . . . , (k · (p− 1), k · (p− 2)), (0, k · (p− 1))}

=
{
T ℓ
1,2(k, 0) | ℓ ≥ 0

}
and let S̃k be the singleton set containing (k, k). Observe that (c1, c2) ∈ Sk if and
only if c1 − c2 = k. Thus every nonzero element of H1(X;Z/p) is in at least one of

the Sk or S̃k for some k. One can also check that the map T1,2 fixes all elements of
the form (k, k).

Next we’ll consider the action of Y1,3 on the elements of Sk and S̃k. Since
Y1,3(α1) = −α1 = (p− 1)α1, the tuple (1, 0) maps to (p− 1, 0). So these elements
are in the same orbit, and it must be that S1 ∪ Sp−1 is contained in a single orbit.

Similarly, we have

Y1,3(2, 1) = (p− 2, 1) ∈ Sp−3.
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This implies the elements of S1 and Sp−3 are in the same orbit. Therefore, S1 ∪
Sp−1 ∪ Sp−3 is contained in a single orbit. Continuing in this way, we can see that
in general

Y1,3(s, s− 1) = (p− s, s− 1) ∈ Sp−(2s−1).

for all 1 ≤ s ≤ p− 1. As s ranges from 1 to p− 1, Sp−(2s−1) ranges over all the Sk.

This tells us that
⋃p−1

k=1 Sk is contained in a single orbit.
Finally, we can check that (k, k) must also be in this orbit for each k. We have

Y1,3(k, k) = (p− k, k) ∈ Sp−2k.

So S̃k∪Sp−2k is contained in the same orbit for each k. Since every nonzero element

of H1(X;Z/p) is in Sk or S̃k for some k, there must be a single nonzero orbit in
H1(X;Z/p)/Aut(X).

Let us now turn to the more general r > 3 case. For ease of notation, we will
denote elements of H1(X;Z/p) by an (r−1)-tuple. We will show that every nonzero
element is in the same orbit as (1, 0, . . . , 0) under the action of Dehn twists and
crosscap slides. Let (c1, c2, . . . , cr−1) ∈ H1(X;Z/p) be nonzero, and let ci be the
rightmost nonzero coordinate of the tuple. First suppose i = 1. We know from the
r = 3 case that there exist compositions of T1,2 and Y1,3 which take (c1, 0) to (1, 0).
Since the maps Tj,k and Yj,k fix all coordinates other than j and k of any given
tuple, we can use T1,2 and Y1,r to take (c1, 0, . . . , 0) to (1, 0, . . . , 0) in the r > 3
case.

For i > 1, our tuple is of the form (c1, c2, . . . , ci−1, ci, 0, . . . , 0). We again know
from the r = 3 case that there is a composition of T1,2 and Y1,3 which takes
(ci−1, ci) to (1, 0). We can use the same compositions (replacing Y1,3 with Y1,r)
in the r > 3 case to take (c1, . . . , ci, 0, . . . , 0) to (c1, . . . , ci−2, 1, 0, . . . , 0). Now we
have a new nonzero tuple in the same orbit as the original tuple whose rightmost
nonzero coordinate is in the (i − 1)st position. We can repeat the above process
until we get that the tuple (c1, . . . , ci, 0, . . . , 0) is in the same orbit as (1, 0, . . . , 0).
Since every nonzero element is in the same orbit as (1, 0, . . . , 0), it must be that
there is a single nonzero orbit in H1(X;Z/p)/Aut(X). □

Now let us go back and treat the case where X is non-orientable of genus 2.

Proposition 6.4. There are (p− 1)/2 nonzero orbits in H1(N2;Z/p)/Aut(N2).

Proof. As in the r ≥ 3 case, we can choose to represent N2 as a sphere with 2
crosscaps α1 and α2. It is still sufficient in this case to check the action of the
mapping class group on H1(N2;Z/p) ∼= ⟨α1⟩ ∼= Z/p using Dehn twists and crosscap
slide maps. We again have α1 as a homology generator with α2 = −α1.

It can be easily verified that the Dehn twist about the curve passing through the
two crosscaps acts trivially on α1 and α2 on homology.

We also know that Y1,2(α1) = −α1 and Y2,1(α1) = 2α2 + α1 = −α1.
This gives us (p − 1)/2 nonzero orbits, each containing kα1 and −kα1 for each

1 ≤ k ≤ (p− 1)/2. □

Recall that any closed, connected non-orientable surface Y with free Cp-action
must have genus 2 + pr for some r. So Y/Cp is a closed, connected non-orientable
surface of genus 2 + r. Propositions 6.1 and 6.3 then guarantee that Y must be
isomorphic to N free

2+pr when r ≥ 1 or one of the (p−1)/2 non-isomorphic Klein bottle
actions.
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6.5. Orientable Case. When X is an orientable surface, Aut(X) preserves the
symplectic form given by the cup product. So the map Aut(X) → Aut(H1(X))
factors through the symplectic group Sp(2g,Z/p). We again reference [Dug19] for
similar details in the p = 2 case.

Proposition 6.6. Let X be a closed, connected, orientable surface of genus g ≥ 1.
There is only one nonzero orbit in H1(X;Z/p)/M(X).

Proof. We first show there is one nonzero orbit in the case g = 1. One can easily
check that the matrices A and B given by

A =

(
1 0
1 1

)
B =

(
1 1
0 1

)
are in Sp(2,Z/p). For each nonzero k ∈ Z/p, the elements of the set

Sk =

{(
k
0

)
,

(
k
k

)
,

(
k
2k

)
, . . . ,

(
k

(p− 1)k

)}
are in the same orbit since A

(
k
nk

)
=

(
k

(n+ 1)k

)
. Similarly, for each k the ele-

ments of the set

Tk =

{(
0
k

)
,

(
k
k

)
,

(
2k
k

)
, . . . ,

(
(p− 1)k

k

)}
are in the same orbit since B

(
nk
k

)
=

(
(n+ 1)k

k

)
. Thus we can see that the orbit

containing

(
k
k

)
must also contain all elements of Sk and Tk. In particular, Sk ∪Tk

is contained in a single orbit for each k.
For each nonzero k ∈ Z/p, we can find its multiplicative inverse k−1. Then(
k

k−1k

)
=

(
1 · k
1

)
is in both Sk and T1. So for each k, the elements of Sk (and

thus Tk) are in the same orbit as T1. Finally, observe that every nonzero element

of (Z/p)2 is in Sk or Tk for some k. Thus, all nonzero elements are in the same
orbit under the action of Sp(2,Z/p).

Now suppose g ≥ 2. Choose a symplectic basis {e1, f1, . . . , eg, fg} so that

⟨ei, fi⟩ = 1, ⟨fi, ei⟩ = −1, and all other pairings are 0. Denote v ∈ (Z/p)2g by

v = [B1, . . . , Bg] where each Bi ∈ (Z/p)2 and

v = (B1)1e1 + (B1)2f1 + · · ·+ (Bg)1eg + (Bg)2fg.

Consider the evident homomorphism

Sp(2,Z/p)× · · · × Sp(2,Z/p) → Sp(2g,Z/p).

This allows us to represent orbits by vectors [B1, . . . , Bg] with Bi ∈ {[0, 0], [1, 0]}
by the g = 1 case. Now consider the 4× 4 symplectic matrix

A =

(
0 I2

−I2 0

)
where I2 is the identity matrix. Since A is symplectic, so is A′ = I2k⊕A⊕I2g−2k−4

for any 0 ≤ k ≤ g − 2. Multiplying a vector v = [B1, . . . , Bg] by A
′ allows us to

permute its (k + 1)st and (k + 2)nd blocks with the price of a sign. We can then
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multiply by the appropriate element of Sp(2,Z/p) × · · · × Sp(2,Z/p) to reduce all
coefficients to 1 or 0.

Thus, there are at most g+1 orbits of the action of Sp(2,Z/p) on (Z/p)2g. These
orbits can be represented by the vectors

[O,O, . . . , O] [T,O, . . . , O] [T, T,O, . . . , O] · · · [T, T, . . . , T ]

where O = [0, 0] and T = [1, 0].
Let B be the symplectic matrix

B =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 −1
1 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


and observe that when g ≥ 2, B ⊕ I2g−4 sends [T,O, . . . , O] to [T, T,O, . . . , O]. In
particular, these two representatives are actually in the same orbit. Moreover, for
0 ≤ k ≤ g − 2, I2k ⊕B ⊕ I2g−2k−4 takes [T, T, . . . , T,O, . . . , O] (with T in the first
k+1 entries) to the vector with T in the first k+2 entries. Thus, all nonzero vectors

in (Z/p)2g are in the same orbit under the action of the symplectic group. □

Now let Y be an orientable surface with a free Cp-action. We can see from
Lemma 4.1 that the genus of Y must be 1 + pg for some g. This implies Y/Cp is a
closed, connected orientable surface of genus 1 + g. Propositions 6.1 and 6.6 then
imply that there is only one isomorphism class of Cp-spaces whose quotient by Cp

is M1+g. So Y must be isomorphic to M free
1+pg.

7. Non-free Classification Proof

This section contains proofs for Theorems 4.2 and 4.3. In each case, we begin by
establishing several lemmas describing relationships between surfaces constructed
using differing equivariant surgery methods. The classification theorems are then
proven using induction on the number of fixed points.

7.1. Proof of Classification for Orientable Surfaces. Let us start with the
orientable case.

Lemma 7.2. Let X be a closed, connected Cp-surface with distinct fixed points x
and y. Then for some i there exists EBp,(i) ⊂ X with x, y ∈ EBp,(i). Moreover,
nbd(EBp,(i)) ⊂ X must be isomorphic to Rp,(i) or TRp,(i).

Proof. This reduces to a question of how we can glue together the surfaces in
Figure 21 (showing the p = 3 case) along the red lines using equivariant maps.
Any such map is completely determined by how we attach a single edge, and up
to isomorphism there are only two choices. One of these produces Rp,(i) and the
other TRp,(i). □

Lemma 7.3. There is an equivariant automorphism f on TRp,(i) with distinct
fixed points x and y so that f(x) = y and f(y) = x and f |∂TRp,(i)

= id.

Proof. Recall the polygon representation of TRp,(i) as shown in Figure 7. The

action of Cp on TRp,(i) corresponds to a rotation action by e2πi/p on the polygon.
Let A represent the annulus of width ϵ > 0 inside TRp,(i) so that ∂TRp,(i) is a

boundary component of A. Define f so that f |A is the Dehn twist with f |∂TRp,(i)
=
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Figure 21. Gluing the red edges using an equivariant map re-
sults in R3 or TR3.

Figure 22. Two copies of TR3 inside Sph2[4].

id and f restricted to the other boundary component of A is given by 180◦ rotation.
Then let f |TRp,(i)\A act as rotation by 180◦. Notice that f respects the Cp-action
of TRp,(i) and swaps x and y as desired. □

Lemma 7.4. If x, y ∈ Poly1 are distinct fixed points, then Poly1 +x[TRp] ∼=
Poly1 +y[TRp]. Moreover,

Poly1 +x[TRp] ∼= Sphp−1[4].

Proof. Given any two distinct fixed points x, y ∈ Poly1, there is a copy of TRp

containing them. By Lemma 7.3, there is an automorphism φ̃ of TRp ⊂ Poly1
swapping x and y. This can be extended to an automorphism φ of Poly1 by
defining φ to be φ̃ on TRp and the identity everwhere else. Thus we can define
an isomorphism Poly1 +x[TRp] → Poly1 +y[TRp] given by φ everywhere outside of
the added copy of TRp.

Observe that Poly1 +x[TRp] can be obtained by taking two copies of TRp and
identifying their boundaries. Figure 22 shows how this gives us Sphp−1[4] in the
p = 3 case. Choose one copy of TRp to be a neighborhood of the red EBp. It’s
complement in Sphp−1[4] is another copy of TRp containing the purple EBp. □

Lemma 7.5. If x, y ∈ Polyn (n ≥ 2) are distinct fixed points, then

Polyn +x[TRp] ∼= Polyn +y[TRp].

In other words, twisted ribbon surgery on Polyn is independent of the fixed point
chosen.

The proof is almost identical to that of Lemma 7.4. The idea is that any two fixed
points in Polyn are contained in a copy of TRp. More specifically, this argument
shows that Polyn +x[TRp] ∼=

(
Polyn−1 +(k + 2)[Rp]

)
#pMg.
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Figure 23. A representation of Sph2[4] using +[R3]-surgery on S2,1.

Lemma 7.6. If x and y are distinct fixed points in Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] for some

k, g ≥ 0, then Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +x [TRp] ∼= Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +y [TRp]. In

other words, twisted ribbon surgery on Sph(p−q)k+pg[2k + 2] is independent of the
chosen fixed point.

Proof. We can choose to represent Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] in the following way:

(1) Start with S2,1.
(2) Choose k + 1 disks D1, . . . Dk+1 centered at the equator of S2,1 so that

σsDi ∩ σs′Dj = ∅ for all i, j, s, s′.
(3) Perform #pMg-surgery using Dk+1 and its conjugates.
(4) Remove D1, . . . , Dk and their conjugates to perform +[Rp]-surgery k times.

Let Rpi denote the copy of Rp glued to the boundary of Di ∪ σDi ∪ · · · ∪
σp−1Di.

Suppose each copy of Rp is glued onto S2,1 as shown in Figure 23. We call a the
“north pole” of Rp and b the “south pole”. Figures 24 and 25 depict a path α (in
green) from the north pole of Rpi for some i to the north pole of S2,1 or Rpj for

some j. This figure only shows the path in the case where k = 2 and g = 0, but
in all other cases a similar path can be chosen. Observe that a neighborhood of
α ∪ σα ∪ · · · ∪ σp−1α is isomorphic to TRp. This can be verified by checking that
this neighborhood has only a single boundary component. In this case, we know
there exists an automorphism of Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k+2] swapping the two north poles.
Similarly, if given two south poles we can find a copy of TRp containing them. Thus
if x and y are both north poles (respectively south poles), then Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k +

2] +x [TRp] ∼= Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +y [TRp].
It remains to show that if x is a north pole and y is a south pole, then twisted

ribbon surgery on Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +x [TRp] at the points x and y result in

isomorphic spaces. We will show this by considering the case x = a and y = b′ as
depicted in Figures 26 and 27. The argument for cases when k > 1 or g > 0 are
similar. If we can show the isomorphism in this case, then for any north pole x′
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Figure 24. A neighborhood of the copy of EB shown here is
isomorphic to TR3.

Figure 25. A neighborhood of the copy of EB shown here is
isomorphic to TR3.

and any south pole and y′, we have

Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +x′ [TRp] ∼= Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +x [TRp]

∼= Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +y [TRp]

∼= Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] +y′ [TRp].

Figure 26 depicts the result of +a[TR3]-surgery on M2[4], and Figure 27 shows
M2[4] +b′ [TR3]. We can construct an isomorphism between these spaces as reflec-
tion through the plane of the hexagon.

□

So far we have proven that X +x [TRp] is independent of x when X is of the
form Polyn #pMg or S2,1+[Rp]#pMg. We will now spend some time understanding
when twisted ribbon surgery fails to be independent of its chosen fixed point.

Proposition 7.7. There does not exist an equivariant isomorphism between the
Cp-spaces Sph2(p−1)[6] and Poly2 (even up to the action of Aut(Cp)).

Proof. Let X be a nontrivial, orientable Cp-space, and let XCp denote the fixed
set of X. We start by defining a map XCp → Cp. Fix an orientation for X, and
consider the induced orientation on X/Cp. For each fixed point x ∈ XCp , let x̄
represent the image of x in X/Cp. Choose a small loop going around x̄ in the
direction of the chosen orientation. We can then lift this loop to a path in X going
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Figure 26. The result of +a[TR3]-surgery on Sph2k+3g[2k + 2]
for k = 1, g = 0.

Figure 27. The result of +b′ [TR3]-surgery on Sph2k+3g[2k + 2]
for k = 1, g = 0.

from a point y to gy for some g ∈ Cp. Note that the element g is independent of
choice for y. In this way, we can define the map XCp → Cp given by x 7→ g.

Theorem 1.1 of [Din97] states that this map determines the Cp-space X up to
isomorphism.

Let us now turn our attention to Poly2 and Sph2(p−1)[6]. We will show by direct

computation that the maps Poly
Cp

2 → Cp and Sph2(p−1)[6]
Cp → Cp as defined

above must be distinct.
We focus our attention on the p = 3 case since the argument can be extended

to all odd primes. Let g be the generator of C3 corresponding to counter-clockwise
rotation of Poly2 by 120◦ about the axis passing through the center of the hexagons.
Figure 28 demonstrates that for any fixed point x ∈ Poly2, the image of x under
the above map is g.

To see this, start by labeling the six fixed points of Poly2 as x1, . . . , x6. Next
choose an orientation for Poly2 and consider the induced orientation on Poly2 /C3 ≃
S2. Figure 28 depicts Poly2 (left) and S

2 (right) with the chosen orientation in gray.
We can then choose a loop in the direction of the orientation about the image of
each xi in S2. Each of these loops can be lifted to some path in Poly2. Let x̃i
(1 ≤ i ≤ 6) denote the starting point of the path lifted from the ith loop. Figure
28 demonstrates that for each i, we get a path from x̃i to gx̃i.
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Figure 28. The map PolyC3
2 → C3, described by the tuple (g, g, g, g, g, g).

For example, the green loop on the right of Figure 28 goes about the fixed point
x1. We can lift it to the green path in Poly2. This path starts at the point labeled
x̃1 and ends at the image of x̃1 under the action of g. So our map in this case
sends x1 to g. Since PolyC3

2 just consists of the fixed points x1, x2, . . . , x6, we can
describe the above map as the tuple (g, g, g, g, g, g).

Let us now choose to represent the space Sph4[6] as depicted on the left of
Figure 29. Let g represent counter-clockwise rotation of Sph4[6] by 120◦ about the
axis passing through the center of the hexagons, and label the six fixed points as
x1, x2, . . . , x6. We can then fix an orientation for Sph4[6] and choose oriented paths
about the image of xi in Sph4[6]/C3 ≃ S2 for each i. As before, we lift each of
these loops to a path starting at the point x̃i, and we look at the endpoint of each
lifted path. Figure 29 demonstrates that these endpoints are gx̃1, gx̃2, gx̃3, g

2x̃4,
g2x̃5, and g2x̃6. Another way to represent this map Sph4[6]

C3 → C3 is with the
tuple (g, g, g, g2, g2, g2).

Even up to a relabeling of the fixed points and an action of Aut(C3), the maps
described by (g, g, g, g, g, g) and (g, g, g, g2, g2, g2) must be distinct. In other words,
it cannot be the case that Sph4[6] and Poly2 are isomorphic. □

More generally, the same argument shows that Poly2 +k[Rp]#pMg is not iso-
morphic to Sph4[6] + k[Rp]#pMg for any k,g.

Remark 7.8. The same methods can also be used to show Polyn1
+k1[Rp]#pMg1 ,

Polyn2
+k2[Rp]#pMg2 , and S

2,1+k3[Rp]#pMg3 are always in distinct isomorphism
classes (unless of course n1 = n2, k1 = k2, and g1 = g2).

Lemma 7.9. When k ≥ 1, there are two isomorphism classes of Cp-spaces of the
form Poly1,(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3 + 2k] +x [TRp] which depend on the choice of fixed

point x. In particular, given a fixed point x, Poly1,(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3+2k]+x [TRp]
is isomorphic to one of the following:

(1) Sph(p−1)(k+1)+pg[2 + 2(k + 1)]

(2) (Poly2 +(k − 1)[Rp])#pMg
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Figure 29. The map Sph4[6]
C3 → C3, described by the tuple (g, g, g, g2, g2, g2).

Proof. We can represent Poly1,(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3 + 2k] by choosing k + 1 disks

D1, . . . Dk+1 on Poly1 so that σsDi∩σs′Dj = ∅ for all i, j, s, s′. Remove each σjDi.
Then attach a copy of Rp (denoted Rpi) to ∂Di ∪ ∂ (σDi) ∪ · · · ∪ ∂

(
σp−1Di

)
for

each i = 1, . . . , k. Then attach a copy of Cp ×
(
Mg \D2

)
to ∂Dk+1 ∪ ∂ (σDk+1) ∪

· · · ∪ ∂
(
σp−1Dk+1

)
. For simplicity of notation, we will let X denote the space

Poly1,(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3 + 2k] for the remainder of the proof.
A similar argument as in the previous case shows that if x and y are the north

poles (respectively south poles) of Rpi and Rpj for some i, j, then we can find a

copy of TRp containing x and y. This implies that X +x [TRp] ∼= X +y [TRp] for
all such x and y.

Let a, b, c be the fixed points originating from the copy of Poly1 as depicted in
Figure 30. This figure depicts a copy of EBp in X containing the north pole of
(Rp)1 and c with a neighborhood isomorphic to TRp. Figure 30 depicts the case
k = 1, g = 0, but one could construct a similar copy of EBp in all other cases.
Recall additionally from Lemma 7.4 that there is a copy of TRp containing a and
c as well as a copy containing b and c. So we have that X +x [TRp] ∼= X +y [TRp]
when x, y ∈ {north pole of (Rp)i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k} ∪ {a, b, c}. This also holds if x, y ∈
{south pole of (Rp)i | 1 ≤ i ≤ k}.

At this point we have demonstrated there are at most two isomorphism classes
of Poly1,(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3 + 2k] +x [TRp]. We know from Lemma 7.4 that X +c

[TRp] ∼= Sphp−1[4] + k[Rp]#pMg. By construction in Example 3.4, we also know
that X +x [TRp] ∼= Poly2 +(k − 1)[Rp]#pMg when x ∈ {south pole of (Rp)i | 1 ≤
i ≤ k}.

We know from Proposition 7.7 and subsequent remarks that these spaces are not
isomorphic. So there must be exactly two isomorphism classes of spaces of the form(
Poly1,(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3 + 2k]

)
+? [TRp].

□
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Figure 30. A copy of EB3 whose neighborhood is isomorphic to TR3.

Corollary 7.10. For n ≥ 2 and k ≥ 1, there are two isomorphism classes of Cp-
spaces of the form (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg +x [TRp] which depend on the choice of
fixed point x. Specifically, given a fixed point x, (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg +x [TRp] is
isomorphic to one of the following:

(1)
(
Polyn+1 +(k − 1)[Rp]

)
#pMg

(2)
(
Polyn−1 +(k + 2)[Rp]

)
#pMg

The same ideas presented in the proof of Lemma 7.9 can be extended to this
more general case.

Finally, we present a lemma which will help prove the inductive step of our main
classification theorem.

Lemma 7.11. Let X be a connected Cp-surface for which X − [Rp] is defined. If
F (X) ≥ 3, then X − [Rp] must also be connected.

Proof. Fix a copy of Rp ⊂ X on which we will perform −[Rp] surgery. Since
F (X) ≥ 3, there exists at least one additional fixed point x ∈ X such that x ̸∈ Rp.
In order to show that X − [Rp] is connected, it suffices to show that X \ Rp (the
space obtained by removing Rp from X but before gluing in the p conjugate disks)
is connected.

We first claim that given any point y in the boundary of X \Rp, there is a path
from the fixed point x to y. First note that the connected component of X \ Rp

containing x must have at least one boundary component (which we will call C).
Otherwise, X could not have been connected. Thus there is a path from x to any
point on C. A conjugate to any such path would be a path from x to σiC. Thus, x
must be in the same connected component as each boundary component of X \Rp.

Since X is connected, every point z ∈ X \ Rp must be in the same connected
component as at least one boundary component. Thus every point in X \Rp must
lie in a single boundary component. □

We are now ready to revisit Theorem 4.2 and provide a proof of the result.

Theorem 7.12. Let X be a connected, closed, orientable surface with an action of
Cp. Then X can be constructed via one of the following surgery procedures, up to
Aut(Cp) actions on each of the pieces.

(1) M free
1+pg :=M free

1 #pMg, g ≥ 0

(2) Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] :=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pMg, k, g ≥ 0
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(3) Polyn,(3n−2)(p−1)/2+(p−1)k+pg[3n + 2k] := (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg, k, g ≥ 0,
n ≥ 1

Proof. We induct on the number of fixed points F .
First let X be a free orientable space. By the classification of free Cp-spaces

done in Section 6, X ∼=M free
1+pg for some g ≥ 0.

The case where X is orientable and F = 1 does not occur. A proof of this fact
can be found in Example 3.3 of [Bro91] or Theorem 7.1 of [AB67]. Let us move
on to the case F = 2. Let x, y ∈ X be distinct fixed points. By Lemma 7.2, there
exists Rp ⊂ X or TRp ⊂ X containing x and y. The latter case is not possible since
X − [TRp] would be a closed, orientable Cp-surface with a single fixed point. So x
and y are contained in some Rp in X. Then by the F = 0 case, X − [Rp] ∼=M free

1+pg

or X − [Rp] ∼= Mg × Cp. We know from Figure 10 that +[Rp] surgery on either of
these spaces results in S2,1#pMg′ for some g′ ≥ 0. Thus X must be isomorphic to
Sphpg[2].

We additionally observe in the case F = 2 that since X ∼= S2,1#pMg′ , there is an
equivariant automorphism of X swapping the fixed points x and y. This map φ can
be defined as a reflection through the plane perpendicular to the axis of rotation
which bisects X. We can thus define an isomorphism X +y [TRp] → X +x [TRp]
given by φ everywhere outside of the added copy of TRp.

Next assume F = 3. Again, we can find distinct fixed points x and y in X which
are contained in Rp ⊂ X or TRp ⊂ X. The former is impossible since X − [Rp]
would be a closed, orientable Cp-surface with one fixed point. Thus, x, y ∈ TRp in
X. So X −x,y [TRp] ∼= S2,1#pMg for some g by the previous F = 2 case. Finally
we can observe that

(
S2,1#pMg

)
+[TRp] ∼= Poly1 #pMg. Since S

2,1#pMg+? [TRp]
is independent of the chosen fixed point, we can conclude that X ∼= Poly1 #pMg.

Since X ∼= Poly1 #pMg, all three fixed points of X live in a neighborhood iso-
morphic to Poly1 \ (D2 × Cp). So given any two fixed points in X, there exists
TRp ⊂ X containing them. By Lemma 7.3 we can construct an equivariant auto-
morphism of X swapping any two of its fixed points. Therefore +[TRp] surgery on
X is invariant of the choice of fixed point.

For the inductive hypothesis, let 3 < ℓ. For any ℓ′ with 3 ≤ ℓ′ < ℓ, suppose
that (1) if Z is a connected, closed, orientable Cp-surface with F = ℓ′, then Z
is isomorphic to Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] or Polyn,(3n−2)(p−1)/2+(p−1)k[3n + 2k] for

some k, g ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1, and (2) if x and y in Z are distinct fixed points, then
Z +x [TRp] ∼= Z +y [TRp]. Now let X be a closed, orientable Cp-surface with
F = ℓ. Let x, y ∈ X be distinct fixed points. By Lemma 7.2, there exists Rp ⊂ X
or TRp ⊂ X containing x and y.

Suppose first that x and y are contained in Rp ⊂ X. Then X− [Rp] has ℓ−2 ≥ 2
fixed points. Since X was connected and X − [Rp] has at least one fixed point,
X − [Rp] must also be connected by Lemma 7.11. So we can invoke the inductive
hypothesis to conclude that X − [Rp] is isomorphic to one of the following:

(1) Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pMg

(2) (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg.

In the first case, we can conclude

X ∼=
(
S2,1 + (k + 1)[Rp]

)
#pMg

∼= Sph(p−1)(k+1)+pg[2(k + 1) + 2].
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In the second case, it follows that

X ∼= (Polyn +(k + 1)[Rp])#pMg.

If x and y are contained in TRp ⊂ X, then X −x,y [TRp] has ℓ − 1 ≥ 3 fixed
points. By the inductive hypothesis, X −x,y [TRp] is isomorphic to one of the
following:

(1) Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pMg for some k ≥ 1 and g ≥ 0

(2) (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg for some n ≥ 1 and k, g ≥ 0.

We know from Lemma 7.6 that +?[TRp]-surgery on Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] is inde-

pendent of the chosen fixed point. So if X −x,y [TRp] ∼= Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2],
then

X ∼= (Poly1 +k[Rp])#pMg.

Next suppose X−x,y [TRp] ∼= (Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg for some n ≥ 1 and k, g ≥ 0.
Again, we know from Corollary 7.10 that if k ≥ 1 there are two isomorphism classes
of spaces for ((Polyn +k[Rp])#pMg) +a [TRp], depending on the choice of fixed
point a. In one case we have

X ∼=
(
Polyn−1 +(k + 2)[Rp]

)
#pMg.

This is also the result of +a[TRp]-surgery on X when k = 0. Assuming k ≥ 1, it is
also possible that

X ∼=
(
Polyn+1 +(k − 1)[Rp]

)
#pMg.

□

For the remainder of this section, we use Ñn to denote the space Nn \D2.

7.13. Free Actions on Non-orientable Surfaces with Boundary. Our next
goal is to prove the classification theorem for non-orientable Cp-surfaces. We saw
that there were no orientable Cp-surfaces with a single fixed point, but this is
not the case for non-orientable surfaces. In order to prove the F = 1 case of
our classification theorem, we need to lay a bit of ground work. We start with a
treatment of free Cp-actions on Ñpn+1 for n ≥ 0.

Proposition 7.14. Up to the action of Aut(Cp) there is a single isomorphism class

of free Cp actions on Ñpn+1 for all n ≥ 0.

More precisely, there are (p− 1)/2 non-isomorphic actions on Ñpn+1. These are
the Aut(Cp)-conjugates of MBp#pNn where MBp is defined in Section 2.

Given a free Cp action on Ñpn+1, the quotient Ñpn+1/Cp must be a non-orientable
surface with a single boundary component and Euler characteristic 1

p (1−(pn+1)) =

−n. The only such space is Ñn+1.

Recall from Section 2 that S(Ñn+1) denotes the set of isomorphism classes of

path-connected, free Cp spaces X so that X/Cp
∼= Ñn+1. There is a bijection

between S(Ñn+1) and the set of nonzero orbits of H1(Ñn+1;Z/p) under the action

of Aut(Ñn+1).
To prove Proposition 7.14, we will consider three cases: n = 0, n = 1, and

n > 1. When n > 1, we will show that there are at most (p + 1)/2 nonzero orbits

in H1(Ñn+1;Z/p)/Aut(Ñn+1). Then we construct a free Cp space Y ̸∼= Ñpn+1 of

genus pn + 1 whose quotient by Cp is Ñn+1. This will guarantee that the p−1
2

conjugate actions of Cp on Ñpn+1 coming from MBp#pNn can be the only such
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Figure 31. Reflection about the orange line sends every αi to −αi.

actions. We carry out a similar procedure in the n = 1 case, instead showing that
there are p − 1 nonzero orbits in H1(Ñ2;Z/p)/Aut(Ñ2) and constructing a non-

equivariant space distinct from Ñn+1 with (p−1)/2 non-isomorphic free Cp-actions.
The n = 0 case will prove to be even simpler, with only (p− 1)/2 nonzero orbits in

H1(Ñ1)/Aut(Ñ1).

Proof. Our proof will be very reminiscent of that of Theorem 6.3. Represent Ñn+1

as a disk with n+1 crosscaps, and pick a basis {α1, . . . , αn+1} for H1(Ñn+1;Z/p) =
(Z/p)n+1

given by the center circles of the crosscaps. Recall our notation Ti,j for
the Dehn twist about the curve passing through the ith and jth crosscaps and Yi,j
for the crosscap slide which passes the ith crosscap through the jth. In addition to
these mapping class group elements, let ψ denote the reflection as shown in Figure
31.

When n = 0, we do not have Dehn twists or crosscap slide homeomorphisms. It
is quick to check that ψ sends kα1 to (p − k)α1. This gives us at most (p − 1)/2

nonzero orbits in H1(Ñ1;Z/p)/Aut(Ñ1). In fact we can conclude that there are
exactly (p − 1)/2 nonzero orbits because there should also be at least (p − 1)/2
nonzero orbits corresponding to the (p − 1)/2 non-isomorphic free actions on the
Möbius band defined in Section 2.

Skip the n = 1 case for now, let us assume n ≥ 2. Let c = (c1, . . . , cn+1) be a

nonzero element of H1(Ñn+1;Z/p). We will first show that there are at most p− 1
nontrivial orbits with representatives of the form (k, 0, . . . , 0) for some 1 ≤ k ≤ p−1

2

or (ℓ, ℓ, . . . , ℓ) for some 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ p−1
2 . Let ci be the rightmost nonzero entry of c

with the property that ci ̸= ci−1. We first claim there exists some power of Ti−1,i

so that

(c1, . . . , ci−1, ci, . . . , cn+1) ∼ (c1, . . . , ci−1 − ci, 0, ci+1, . . . , cn+1).

We showed in the proof of Proposition 6.3 that applying Ti−1,i to the tuple s times
produces the tuple whose (i − 1)st coordinate is (s + 1)ci−1 − sci and whose ith
coordinate is , sci − (s− 1)ci−1. Since ci−1 ̸= ci, there exists some positive integer
s so that sci−1− (s− 1)ci ≡ 0 (mod p). For such an s, it is therefore also true that
(s+1)ci−1− sci ≡ ci−1− ci (mod p). So applying T s

i−1,i to the tuple (c1, . . . , cn+1)
produces

(c1, . . . , ci−1 − ci, 0, ci+1, . . . , cn+1)
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as desired. Notice that applying the appropriate power of Ti−1,i either increases the
number of zeros in the tuple (in the case that ci−1 ̸= 0) or shifts an existing zero to
the right one position (in the case ci−1 = 0). Repeat this process to obtain the orbit
representative (c1, . . . , cn+1) ∼ (k, k, . . . , k, 0, . . . , 0) with k ̸= 0 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n + 1
nonzero entries.

When ℓ < n+ 1,

Yℓ,n+1(k, k, . . . , k, 0, . . . , 0) = (k, . . . , k, p− k, 0, . . . , 0)

Since the ℓth entry is not equal to the (ℓ − 1)st entry, we can repeat the steps
outlined in the previous paragraph until we obtain

(c1, . . . , cn+1) ∼ (k′, . . . , k′, 0, . . . , 0)

with k′ ̸= 0 and ℓ′ < ℓ nonzero entries. Since k is nonzero and k ̸= p− k, we know
the number of zeros will strictly increase with this process. Therefore we can repeat
it until

(c1, . . . , cn) ∼ (k, 0, . . . , 0)

for some nonzero k.
In the case that ℓ = n+ 1 we have ci = c1 for all i. So

(c1, . . . , cn+1) = (c1, c1, . . . , c1).

Note that the action of ψ puts (k, 0, . . . , 0) in the same orbit as (p−k, 0, . . . , 0) and
similarly puts (k, k, . . . , k) in the same orbit as (p − k, p − k, . . . , p − k), giving us
at most p− 1 nonzero orbits.

To finish the n ≥ 2 case, we will now check that all elements of the form
(k, 0, . . . , 0) are in the same orbit under the action of Dehn twists and crosscap

slides. Let (1, a, 0 . . . , 0) be an element of H1(Ñn+1;Z/p) with a ̸= 0. Note that
since n ≥ 2, this element at least one zero entry. Based on our previous arguments,
we know this is in the same orbit as (1 − a, 0, . . . , 0) and (a − 1, 0, . . . , 0). Alter-
natively, we can see that under the action of Y2,3 followed by several Dehn twists,
(1, a, 0, . . . , 0) is in the same orbit as (1,−a, 0, . . . , 0) and (1 + a, 0, . . . , 0). Putting
all of this together, we are able to conclude that (a+1, 0, . . . , 0) and (a−1, 0, . . . , 0)
are in the same orbit for all a. this is enough to conclude that all elements of the
form (k, 0, . . . , 0) are in the same orbit when k ̸= 0. As desired, this leaves us with
(p + 1)/2 nontrivial orbits with representatives (1, 0, . . . , 0) and (ℓ, ℓ, . . . , ℓ) for all
1 ≤ ℓ ≤ (p− 1)/2.

When n = 1, H1(Ñ2;Z/p) = Z/p⊕ Z/p. As with the n > 1 case, analyzing the
action of Dehn twists and crosscap slides on the homology generators gives us at
most p−1 nontrivial orbits with representatives of the form (k, 0) for 1 ≤ k ≤ p−1
and (ℓ, ℓ) for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ p − 1. We will see below that these must represent p − 1

distinct orbits in H1(Ñ2)/Aut(Ñ2).
Let Y be the space obtained by removing p conjugate disks from N free

2 #pNn−1.
As proved in Section 6.3, this space has (p − 1)/2 non-isomorphic free Cp-actions
when n = 1 and just one action when n > 1. The quotient of Y by any of its free
actions is Ñn+1 as desired. Moreover, Y ̸∼= Ñpn+1 since these spaces do not have
the same number of boundary components. □

As in the last section, the trivial orbit of H1(Ñn+1;Z/p) corresponds to the

non-path-connected Cp-space Cp × Ñn+1.
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Figure 32. The procedure (Poly1 #pN1)− [Rp].

7.15. Proof of Classification for Non-orientable Surfaces.

Lemma 7.16. There is an equivariant isomorphism

Poly1 #pN1
∼= N1[1] + [Rp]

Proof. We will prove this result for the case p = 3, noting that p > 3 is similar.
Figure 32 shows us how (Poly1 #3N1) − [R3] ∼= N1[1]. To begin, we represent
Poly1 #3N1 as our usual hexagon picture with fixed points a, b, and c as well as 3
crosscaps. A copy of EB containing a and b can be seen in red in the figure on the
left. One can check that a tubular neighborhood of this EB has three boundary
components and thus must be isomorphic to R3. The middle of Figure 32 shows
the result of removing this copy of R3. To complete −[R3] surgery, we glue in
the orange, pink, and green disks along the resulting boundary. To more easily
see these identifications, we can first perform the intermediate step of “flipping”
the red regions and identifying the yellow edges, then having the red change back
to grey. The third picture on the right shows the result of the completed −[R3]
surgery. The resulting space is isomorphic to N1[1]. The original statement then
follows from Lemma 5.4. □

Lemma 7.17. There is an equivariant isomorphism

N free
2 + [Rp] ∼= S2,1#pN2

Proof. If we perform −[Rp] surgery on a neighborhood of the copy of EB from
S2,1#pN2 shown in Figure 33, the result is a connected, non-orientable surface
with a free Cp-action. Since −[Rp]-surgery reduces β-genus by 2(p−1), this surface
must have genus β = 2. In particular, it must be N free

2 by our classification of free
Cp spaces. It follows from Lemma 5.4 that N free

2 + [Rp] ∼= S2,1#pN2. □

Lemma 7.18. There is an equivariant isomorphism

N1[1] + [TRp] ∼= S2,1#pN1

Proof. The Cp-space Poly1 +[FMBp] can be constructed in two ways. In addition
to performing +[FMBp] surgery on Poly1, we could start by constructing N1[1] as
S2,1+[FMBp]. We can then build N1[1]+[TRp] by performing the +[TRp] surgery
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Figure 33. A copy of EB whose neighborhood is R3.

Figure 34. The equivariant surgery procedure N1[1] + [TR3].

Figure 35. Removing R3 from Poly1 results in MB × C3.

on the remaining fixed point. These two constructions are demonstrated in Figure
34.

Since both of these constructions yield the same space, it follows that N1[1] +
[TRp] ∼= Poly1 +[FMBp]. If we next remove a copy of Rp from Poly1 +[FMBp]
as shown in Figure 35, the result is Cp × MB where MB denotes the Möbius
band. Thus, when we finish the −[Rp] surgery on Poly1 +[FMBp] by gluing in p
disks on the boundary components, this leaves us with Cp ×N1. Since Cp ×N1

∼=(
S2,1#pN1

)
− [Rp], we get that Poly1 +[FMBp] ∼= S2,1#pN1 by Lemma 5.4. □

We are now ready to restate and prove Theorem 18 for the classification of
non-orientable Cp-surfaces.
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Theorem 7.19. Let X be a connected, closed, non-orientable surface with an ac-
tion of Cp. Then X can be constructed via one of the following surgery procedures,
up to Aut(Cp) actions on each of the pieces.

(1) N free
2+pr

∼= N free
2 #pNr, r ≥ 0

(2) N2(p−1)k+pr[2k + 2] ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pNr, r ≥ 1

(3) N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k] ∼= (N1[1] + k[Rp])#pNr, k, r ≥ 0

Moreover, the space X is determined by F and β, with the condition that F ≡ 2−β
(mod p).

Proof. We induct on the number of fixed points F of X.
First let X be a free non-orientable space. By the classification of free Cp-spaces,

X ∼= N free
2+pr for some r ≥ 0.

Let X be a connected, closed, non-orientable Cp-surface with F = 1. Then X
must have genus pr+1 for some r ≥ 0 by Lemma 4.1. Suppose Y is another closed,
connected, genus pr+ 1 non-orientable Cp-surface with a single fixed point. Let X̃

(respectively Ỹ ) denote the Cp-space X \D2,1 (respectively Y \D2,1) where D2,1

is a neighborhood of the fixed point of X (respectively Y ). Recall that Ñpr+1 has
(p− 1)/2 non-trivial, non-isomorphic Cp actions up to isomorphism by Proposition

7.14. After altering the action on Y by Aut(Cp), we can make the action on ∂Ỹ

match that on ∂X̃. Then X̃ ∼= Ỹ , which extends to an equivariant isomorphism
X → Y . Thus there is only one non-orientable Cp-surface of genus pr + 1 with
F = 1, so it must be isomorphic to N1[1]#pNr.

Suppose F = 2. Let x and y be the two distinct fixed points of X. By Lemma
7.2, there exists Rp ⊂ X or TRp ⊂ X containing x and y. If there exists Rp ⊂ X
containing x and y, then X − [Rp] is a free, non-orientable Cp-space. If X −
[Rp] is connected, then X − [Rp] ∼= N free

2+pr for some r ≥ 0. So X ∼= N free
2+pr +

[Rp] ∼= S2,1#pNr+2 by Lemma 7.17. If X − [Rp] is not connected, then it must be
isomorphic toNr′×Cp for some r′ ≥ 1. In this case, we can see thatX ∼= S2,1#pNr′ .

Suppose instead we find that x and y are contained in some TRp ⊂ X. Then
X −x,y [TRp] is a closed, connected, non-orientable Cp-surface with 1 fixed point.
In particular, X −x,y [TRp] ∼= N1[1]#pNr for some r by what we already showed.
Recall that equivariant connected sum surgery commutes with all types of Cp-
ribbon surgeries. Since X is the result of +[TRp]-surgery on N1[1]#pNr, Lemma
7.18 tells us that

X ∼= (N1[1] + [TRp])#pNr
∼=

(
S2,1#pN1

)
#pNr

∼= S2,1#pNr+1.

We next claim that for a closed, non-orientable Cp-surface with F = 2, there
exists a path α between the two fixed points so that a neighborhood of α ∪ σα ∪
· · · ∪ σp−1α is isomorphic to TRp. We just showed that X ∼= S2,1#pNr for some
r ≥ 1, so we can represent X by a copy of S2,1 with pr crosscaps at the equator.
Figure 36 shows a path α on X with the desired property in the case when r = 2
and p = 3. By Lemma 7.3, there exists an automorphism of X swapping its fixed
points. As in previous cases, this allows us to conclude that +[TRp] surgery on X
is independent of the chosen fixed point.

For the inductive hypothesis, let 2 < ℓ. For any ℓ′ with 2 ≤ ℓ′ < ℓ, suppose that
(1) if A is a connected, closed, non-orientable Cp-surface with F = ℓ′, then Z is
isomorphic to N2(p−1)k+pr[2k+2] or N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1+ 2k] for some k, r, and (2) if
x and y in Z are distinct fixed points, then Z +x [TRp] ∼= Z +y [TRp]. Now let X
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Figure 36. A choice of α whose conjugates have a neighborhood
isomorphic to TR3.

be a closed, non-orientable Cp-surface with F = ℓ. Let x, y ∈ X be distinct fixed
points. By Lemma 7.2, there exists Rp ⊂ X or TRp ⊂ X containing x and y.

Suppose first that x and y are contained in Rp ⊂ X. Then X− [Rp] has ℓ−2 ≥ 1
fixed points and is thus connected by Lemma 7.11. By the inductive hypothesis,
X − [Rp] is isomorphic to one of the following:

(1) N2(p−1)k+pr[2k + 2] ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pNr

(2) N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k] ∼= (N1[1] + k[Rp])#pNr.

In the first case, we can conclude

X ∼=
(
S2,1 + (k + 1)[Rp]

)
#pNr

∼= N2(p−1)(k+1)+pr[2(k + 1) + 2].

In the second case, we have

X ∼= (N1[1] + (k + 1)[Rp])#pNr
∼= N1+2(p−1)(k+1)+pr[1 + 2(k + 1)].

If x and y are contained in TRp ⊂ X, then X− [TRp] has ℓ−1 ≥ 2 fixed points.
By the inductive hypothesis, X − [TRp] is isomorphic to one of the following:

(1) N2(p−1)k+pr[2k + 2] ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pNr (r ≥ 1)

(2) N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k] ∼= (N1[1] + k[Rp])#pNr.

We also know from the inductive assumption that +[TRp]-surgery on X − [TRp] is
independent of the chosen fixed point, so (X − [TRp]) + [TRp] ∼= X. Thus in the
first case, we can choose to center our +[TRp] surgery on the north pole of S2,1.
Since r ≥ 1, we have

X ∼= ((Poly1 #pN1) + k[Rp])#pNr−1

∼= (N1[1] + (k + 1)[Rp])#pNr−1

∼= N1+2(p−1)(k+1)+p(r−1)[1 + 2(k + 1)]

where the second isomorphism is by Lemma 7.16 and the first isomorphism follows
from the commutativity of +[Rp]-surgery and equivariant connected sum surgery.
In the second case, we can choose to center our +[TRp] surgery on the fixed point
originating from the copy of N1[1]. By Lemma 7.18, we get

X ∼=
(
S2,1 + k[Rp]

)
#pNr+1

∼= N2(p−1)k+p(r+1)[2k + 2].

Next we will show that if x and y are distinct fixed points in X, then X +x

[TRp] ∼= X +y [TRp]. The case where X ∼= N2(p−1)k+pr[2k + 2] is nearly identical
to the orientable case Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k+ 2], so we will provide the proof of +[TRp]

invariance only for X ∼= N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k].
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Figure 37. Choices of α whose conjugates have a neighborhood
isomorphic to TR3.

We represent N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1+2k] by first choosing a disk D in N1[1] that does
not intersect its conjugates. Then choose a representation of N2(p−1)(k−1)+pr[2(k−
1) + 2] using the same construction as for Sph(p−1)k+pg[2k + 2] in Lemma 7.6.

Next remove p disjoint conjugate disks D′, σD′, . . . , σp−1D′ from the equator of
the sphere S2,1 used to construct N2(p−1)(k−1)+pr[2(k − 1) + 2]. Remove D and its

conjugates from N1[1] and identify ∂σiD with ∂σiD′ (renaming D′ if necessary).
Let c denote the fixed point in N1[1]. We will show that for any other fixed point x
there exists an equivariant automorphism of N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1+2k] which exchanges
x and c. If we can show this, then composition of these automorphisms allows us
to swap any two fixed points in N2(p−1)(k−1)+pr[2(k − 1) + 2].

Let x ̸= c be a fixed point in N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k]. Then x is either contained

in the copy of S2,1 or (Rp)i for some i. In any case, there exists a path α from x
to c with a neighborhood of α ∪ σα ∪ · · · ∪ σp−1α isomorphic to TRp. Figure 37
shows how to construct such a path α when x ∈ S2,1. Note that this figure does
not show the (Rp)i, but α can be constructed so that it does not intersect any of
the (Rp)i. Similarly, Figure 38 shows how to construct α when x ∈ (Rp)i for some
i. The choice of α is similar for all i. Again note that α can be constructed so that
it does not intersect (Rp)j when j ̸= i. One can check that the paths depicted in
these figures have a neighborhood isomorphic to TRp by checking that the chosen
neighborhood has a single boundary component. Since x and c are contained in a
copy of TRp ⊂ N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1+2k], we know from Lemma 7.3 that there exists an
automorphism of N1+2(p−1)k+pr[1 + 2k] swapping x and c. The result then follows
from induction.

□

Corollary 7.20. If X and Y are closed, connected, non-orientable Cp-surfaces with
X − [TRp] ∼= Y − [TRp], then X ∼= Y . In particular, X +x [TRp] is independent of
the choice of x.
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