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CONFORMAL TILINGS, COMBINATORIAL CURVATURE, AND
THE TYPE PROBLEM

MOHITH RAJU NAGARAJU

ABSTRACT. Roughly, a conformal tiling of a Riemann surface is a tiling where
each tile is a suitable conformal image of a Euclidean regular polygon. In 1997,
Bowers and Stephenson constructed an edge-to-edge conformal tiling of the com-
plex plane using conformally regular pentagons. In contrast, we show that for
all n > 7, there is no edge-to-edge conformal tiling of the complex plane using
conformally regular n-gons. More generally, we discuss a relationship between the
combinatorial curvature at each vertex of the conformal tiling and the universal
cover (sphere, plane, or disc) of the underlying Riemann surface. This result fol-
lows from the work of Stone (1976) and Oh (2005) through a rich interplay between
Riemannian geometry and combinatorial geometry. We provide an exposition of
these proofs and some new applications to conformal tilings.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Polygonal surfaces, combinatorial curvature, and complex structure.
A Polygonal surface is obtained by considering a (possibly infinite) collection of
Euclidean polygons and gluing their edges. Each edge is identified with exactly one
other edge having the same edge length by an isometry of edges. The resulting
object is a topological surface without boundary. Note that polygonal surfaces are
sometimes called polyhedral surfaces. The dodecahedron consisting of pentagons
and the hexagonal tessellation of the Euclidean plane with hexagons is an example
of a compact and non-compact polygonal surface, respectively.

In a polygonal surface E, the interior of each polygon has a complex structure
that is obtained by canonically embedding the polygon in the complex plane. When
E is an oriented surface, the complex structure in the interior of polygons extends
to a global Riemann surface structure on the polygonal surface E (see Subsection
. A Riemann surface is called elliptic (resp. parabolic and hyperbolic) if its
universal cover is the Riemann sphere (resp. complex plane and unit disc). Given a
specific polygonal surface F, determining the universal cover of E is called the type
problem.

A polygonal surface that contains only unit regular Euclidean polygons, that is,
regular polygons with unit side length, is called a regular polygonal surface. Such a
surface is completely determined by its combinatorics. More precisely, the vertices
and edges of the polygons give rise to an embedded graph and the combinatorics of
this embedded graph completely determines the regular polygonal surface. In this
article, we relate the local combinatorics of the embedded graph with the complex
structure of the regular polygonal surface.

The local combinatorics around a vertex v of a regular polygonal surface is cap-
tured by its vertez-type. The vertex-type of a vertex v is the cyclic tuple of integers
[k1, k2, ..., kq], where d is the degree of v and k; is the number of sides (the size) of
the i-th polygon/tile around v, in either clockwise or counter-clockwise order (see
Figure [1)). The information in the vertex-type of a vertex v can be condensed into
two important numbers: the angle-sum A(v) at the vertex v and the combinatorial
curvature k(v) at the vertex v. These two quantities are defined as:

(1) Av) = i (7r _ Qk—”) k(v) = 2”_2—;4(”).

=1

Equivalently, the combinatorial curvature x(v) at v can be expressed as:

2) w(e) =1 - 2B Z,%

where deg(v) denotes the degree of the vertex v.
The following result relates the combinatorial curvatures of an oriented regular
polygonal surface E to the complex structure of £ under a mild extra assumption.
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[y, ko, k3] = [5, 5, 5] [k1, k2, ks] = [6,6, 6] [y, ko, k3] = [7,7,7]
A(v) = 97/5 A(v) =2 A(v) = 157/7
k(v) = +1/10 k(v) =0 k(v) =—1/14

FIGURE 1. Three different vertex-types around a vertex v.

Theorem 1. Suppose E is an oriented reqular polygonal surface. Let k(v) denote

the combinatorial curvature at the vertex v of E and E be the universal cover of the
Riemann surface E.
(a) If k(v) is strictly positive at each vertex and there is a constant N such that
each polygon in E has at most N sides, then E s elliptic and E = C.
(b) If k(v) is zero at each vertex, then E is parabolic and E = C.
(c) If k(v) is strictly negative at each vertex and there is a constant N such that
each polygon in E has at most N sides, then E s hyperbolic and E=D.

To our knowledge, Theorem was first proved by Stone [Sto76al [Sto76bl
Sto76¢]. Theorem boils down to a result in Riemannian geometry which states
that if a simply-connected, complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold is flat,
then it is isometric to the Euclidean space R™. Theorem follows as a corollary
of the work of Oh JOhO5] on hyperbolicity of Aleksandrov surfaces.

In Sections 3 to 5 we provide an exposition of the proof of Theorem [I] closely
following Stone and Oh. We point out that in [Sto76c], Stone, in fact, proves a
more general result for piece-wise linear manifolds of arbitrary dimension satisfying
a suitable curvature positivity condition. An advantage of restricting to the special
case of regular polygonal surfaces is that the proof simplifies greatly and illuminates
the key ideas without getting distracted by the lengthy formalization of curvature
for piece-wise linear manifolds.

We remark that the more recent work of DeVos and Mohar [DM07] shows that the
hypothesis of Theorem can be relaxed in two different directions. First, instead
of requiring that the combinatorial curvature is strictly positive at each vertex,
it suffices to assume that the combinatorial curvature is strictly positive at all but
finitely many vertices. A different relaxation is that the assumption about the about
the upper bound N on the number of sides of a polygons can be removed. On the
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other hand, in the case of Theorem , we do not know whether the assumption
about the upper bound N on the number of sides of polygons can be removed.

Question 1. Is there an example of a regular polygonal surface where the combi-
natorial curvature at each vertex is strictly negative but whose universal cover is
C? (Note that such a surface must necessarily have polygons with arbitrarily large
number of sides.)

Remark 1. Theorem is a “discrete” analog of the Bonnet-Myers theorem in
Riemannian geometry which asserts that if a 2-dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold has Gaussian curvatures uniformly bounded below by a positive constant,
then the manifold is compact; see, for example, [Lee97, Theorem 11.7]. On a similar
note, Theorem [L(b)| and [1(c)| are analogous to a result of Milnor [Mil77] which
roughly states that if a 2-dimensional simply-connected open Riemannian manifold is
complete, rotationally symmetric, and has Gaussian curvatures K that is sufficiently
bounded below (resp. sufficiently negative), that is, K > —1/(r*logr) (resp. K <
—(1 + €)/(r*logr)), then the manifold is conformally isomorphic to the complex
plane C (resp. open unit disc D) (see also [Doy88|, [Gri85] and [Leo02]).

1.2. Application to conformal tilings. A conformal tiling of a Riemann surface
X is apair T = (F, g), where E is an oriented regular polygonal surface and g: E —
X is a conformal isomorphism between the two Riemann surfaces. The tiles of the
conformal tiling 7 are the images {g(P,)}acs of the regular Euclidean polygons
{P,}aecr in the polygonal surface E. Conformal tilings were introduced by Bowers
and Stephenson [BS97, BS17, BSl9]E| As a first example, note that the regular
polygonal surface E obtained from the dodecahedron is conformally isomorphic to
the Riemann sphere via a map ¢g: £ — C because of the uniformization theorem.
Hence, the dodecahedron gives a conformal tiling 7 := (E, g) of the Riemann sphere

C

In [BS97, Figure 1], the authors construct a striking example of a conformal tiling
of the complex plane using “conformally regular pentagons”; in our notation, the
Riemann surface X is C and the conformal tilingis 7 = (E,g: E — C), where F is a
regular polygonal surface consisting of only regular pentagons. This example shows
that conformal tilings are somewhat more flexible than regular geometric tilingsﬂ -

I'We point out that Bowers and Stephenson give two different complex structures for a conformal
tiling: (i) reflective -equilateral structure and (ii) regular piece-wise affine (RPWA) structure.
We use the RPWA structure because in this case, the combinatorially defined angle-sum A(v) is
concretely realized as the sum of angles of the polygons around the vertex v. Despite this choice,
when there is an upper bound on the number of sides of the polygons/tiles in the conformal tiling,
the reflective S-equilateral structure and the RPWA structure are quasi-conformal to each other
(see [BS17, Appendix A]). In particular, Theorem [2| applies to both the complex structures under
the extra assumption of the upper bound on the size of tiles.

2A tiling of a surface S is called a geometric tiling if S admits a Riemannian metric of constant
curvature with respect to which each edge is a geodesic segment. Further, such a tiling is called
reqular if each edge has the same length and all the interior angles of a given tile are equal (cf.
[EEKSR2]).



CONFORMAL TILINGS, COMBINATORIAL CURVATURE, AND THE TYPE PROBLEM 5

the Euclidean plane R? does not have a tiling using regular pentagons, but there is
a conformal tiling of the complex plane C using conformally regular pentagons. For
more examples of conformal tilings, see [BS17, Section 3] and [BR21], Figure 1].

Similar to regular polygonal surfaces, a conformal tiling 7 = (F, g) is completely
determined, up to isomorphism, by the combinatorics of the embedded graph in
X obtained by taking the image of the edges and vertices of the regular polygonal
surface E' under the homeomorphism g: £ — X. This graph can also be obtained
by taking the boundaries of all the tiles in X, and is sometimes called the 1-skeleton
of the tiling 7.

Given a conformal tiling 7 of a Riemann surface X, Theorem [2|below establishes a
relationship between the local combinatorics of the 1-skeleton of 7 and the complex
structure of the underlying Riemann surface X. Note that the vertices of the 1-
skeleton of a conformal tiling 7 = (E, g) is just the image of the vertices of E under
the conformal map ¢g. Similarly, the combinatorial curvature at a vertex v of T is
just the combinatorial curvature at the vertex g~!(v) of E.

Theorem 2. Suppose T = (F,g) is a conformal tiling of a Riemann surface X. Let

k(v) denote the combinatorial curvature at the vertex v of T and X be the universal
cover of the Riemann surface X .

(a) If k(v) is strictly positive at each vertex and there is a constant N such that
each tile in T has at most N sides, then X is elliptic, and X = C.

(b) If k(v) is zero at each vertez, then X is parabolic, and X = C.

(c) If k(v) is strictly negative at each vertex and there is a constant N such that
each tile in T has at most N sides, then X is hyperbolic, and X =D.

Theorem [2| follows as a consequence of Theorem . To see this, let 7 = (E, g) be
a conformal tiling of a Riemann surface X. Then, apply Theorem (1| on the regular
polygonal surface F of 7. The result now follows because E and X are conformally
isomorphic via the map ¢g: £ — X.

Consider the special case where the Riemann surface X of a conformal tiling 7 is
homeomorphic to the plane R2. Now, Theorem [2| gives a criterion for determining
whether X is conformally isomorphic to C or D based on the combinatorics of T.
This answers a special case of the “type problem” for conformal tilings raised by
Bowers and Stephenson [BS17, Section 5.2].

As an interesting corollary of Theorem [2] we obtain that the complex plane and
the Riemann sphere do not admit conformal tilings of certain combinatorics. A
conformal tiling is called edge-to-edge if the intersection of any two tiles contains
at most one edge, or equivalently, if any two polygons in the underlying polygonal
surface intersect along at most one edge.ﬂ Note that in an edge-to-edge tiling, the
degree at each vertex is at least 3.

3The edge-to-edge condition is commonly used when classifying tilings and polyhedra. For
example, the regular polygonal surface obtained by considering exactly two hexagons and gluing
the edges pairwise is homeomorphic to the 2-sphere but is not considered a Platonic solid because
it is not edge-to-edge.
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Corollary 1.
(a) The Riemann sphere C does not admit an edge-to-edge conformal tiling where
each tile has 6 or more sides.
(b) The complez plane C does not admit an edge-to-edge conformal tiling where
each tile has 7 or more sides.

Corollary 2. Suppose T is a conformal tiling of a Riemann surface X where all
the tiles have exactly 3 sides, that is, all the tiles are conformal triangles. Let X be
the universal cover of X.

(a) If the degree at each vertex of T is strictly lesser than 6, then X is elliptic,

and X = C.
(b) If the degree at each vertex of T is exactly equal to 6, then X is parabolic,
and X = C.

(c) If the degref at each vertex of T is strictly greater than 6, then X is hyper-
bolic, and X = D.

Corollary [] and [2] are proved by calculating the angle-sum and combinatorial
curvature at each vertex. More precisely, Corollary follows from a discrete
analog of Gauss-Bonnet (Lemma [5.1)) and the others follow from Theorem [1] For
example, to prove Corollary [1(b)|, let 7 be an edge-to-edge conformal tiling of a
Riemann surface X where each tile has at least 7 sides. In an edge-to-edge tiling the
degree at each vertex is at least 3. It follows that the vertex-type at each vertex of T
is of the form [ky, ko, ..., k4], where d > 3 and ky, ko, k3 > 7. Using equation , note
that the angle-sum of such a vertex-type is strictly greater than 27, or equivalently,
the combinatorial curvature is strictly negative. Hence, by Theorem [2]it follows that
X is hyperbolic. This shows that X # C and completes the proof of Corollary .

Corollary |1|is similar in spirit to the following facts: (a) there is no Archimedean
solid in which each polygon has 6 or more sides and (b) there is no Archimedean
tiling of the Euclidean plane in which each polygon has 7 or more sides. Even
though conformal tilings are somewhat flexible, Corollary [1| and [2| show that the
combinatorial structure of the tiling imposes a strong influence on the complex
structure of the underlying Riemann surface. In this spirit, we ask the following
question.

Question 2. Given a natural number n > 3, which Riemann surfaces admit an
edge—to-edgeﬁ conformal tiling using only n-sided tiles?

For triangles (n = 3), this question has been answered completely. The answer
comes in two pieces — the compact case and the non-compact case. For the compact

4Without the edge-to-edge condition, the set of Riemann surfaces that can be conformally tiled
using n-sided tiles is the same as the set of Riemann surfaces that can be conformally tiled using
triangles (n = 3). This is because a Riemann surface X has a conformal tiling using only n-sided
tiles if and only if X admits a Belyi function and the latter does not depend on the number n (see
[BR21l, Proposition 2.7]). The edge-to-edge condition constricts the set of Riemann surfaces that
admit a conformal tiling using only n-sided tiles (cf. Corollary .
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case, note there are only countably many compact regular polygonal surfaces and
hence there is at most a countable number of compact Riemann surfaces that have a
conformal tiling using triangles. Furthermore, Belyi’s theorem provides a complete
characterization: a compact Riemann surface X admits a conformal tiling using
triangles if and only if X can be defined as the zero loci of a set of polynomials
having coefficients in the algebraic numbers Q (see [Bel79, Theorem 4] and [JW16)
Theorem 1.3]). For the non-compact case, the recent work of Bishop and Rempe
[BR21] shows that every non-compact Riemann surface has a conformal tiling using
triangles. Question [2| asks for analogous results when n > 4. We aim to address this
question in a forthcoming article.

Remark 2. Conformal tilings are closely related to the notion of circle packings,
whose study was initiated by Thurston (see [BS17]). Corollary [2/is analogous to the
results of He and Schramm in the study of circle packing which assert parabolicity
(resp. hyperbolicity) of circle packings if the degree at each vertex is lesser than
or equal to 6 (resp. strictly greater than 6) [HS95, Theorem 10.1 and 10.2]; see
also [BS91, Theorem 1]|. Furthermore, in the same article, He and Schramm provide
a general parabolicity and hyperbolicity criterion based on whether the contact
graph of the circle packing satisfies certain isoperimetric inequalities. The proof of
Theoremin this article also proceeds by establishing an isoperimetric inequality.

Organization of the article. Section [2| discusses three preliminaries: the complex
structure and conformal metric of an oriented regular polygonal surface and the ex-
istence of universal coverings of regular polygonal surfaces. The proof of Theorem
proceeds case by case depending on whether the combinatorial curvature is positive,
zero, or negative. Each case is discussed in a separate section (Sections 3] [4] and ).

Acknowledgements. This article arose from a question raised by my advisor, Sub-
hojoy Gupta, about the generalization of the result of Bishop and Rempe (2021)
to other regular polygons. I am grateful to Subhojoy Gupta for generously shar-
ing his time and ideas and closely guiding me throughout this project. I thank
Kishore Vaigyanik Protsahan Yojana (KVPY) and Innovation in Science Pursuit
for Inspired Research (INSPIRE) for the undergraduate fellowship and contingency
grant. Also, I thank Aritra Chatterjee, Sumanta Das, and Ajay Kumar Nair for
helpful discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

A technical remark and some notation. Recall that a polygonal surface F is
defined to be U,P,/~ where each P, is a Euclidean polygon and ~ denotes the
identification of the edges. In particular, P, is a subset of R2. The key point
is that inclusion ¢ : P, < FE = U,P,/~ might not be injective because of the
identification of edges. For example, a polygonal surface homeomorphic to the
torus can be constructed by identifying the opposite sides of a square. In this case,
the inclusion of the square in the polygonal surface is not injective. However, the
inclusion ¢ : Int(P,) — E = U,P,/~ is always an injective embedding. Hence,
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FIGURE 2. Complex chart at a vertex with vertex-type [5, 5, 5] defined
using “power maps”.

we use Int(F,) interchangeably with its image ¢(Int(P,)) in £. We caution that in
many cases ((Int(P,)) # Int(¢c(P,)). Also, given a tile T' of a tiling, we write Int(7")
to mean the set obtained by removing the vertices and edges of T'; note that this
might be smaller than the topological interior T\ OT.

Similarly, given an edge e of a Euclidean polygon P,, the inclusion ¢: e — E =
UaPa/~ may not be injective, but the inclusion ¢: Int(e) — E = U, P, /~ is always
an injective embedding. Thus, we use Int(e) interchangeably with «(Int(e)). Also,
given an edge e of a tiling or a graph embedded in a surface, we write Int(e) to
mean the set obtained by removing the vertices e; note that this is different from
the topological interior. We extend this notion further: given an edge e in E that
is adjacent to P, and Pz, we write Int(P, Ue U P3) to mean the union Int(F,) U
Int(e) U Int(Ps). Again, we caution that Int(FP, Ue U P3) might be different from
the topological interior of P, Ue U Pg.

2.1. Complex structure of an oriented regular polygonal surface. The com-
plex structure on an oriented regular polygonal surface E is specified by the following
collection of complex charts.

e For each polygon P, in E, the set Int(P,) can be canonically embedded
in C, because each unit regular polygon P, is a closed subset of R2?. This
defines a chart h,: Int(P,) — C. Of course, post-composing h, with any
orientation-preserving isometry of C = R? gives another compatible chart.
We mention that h, is chosen so that it is orientation-preserving with respect
to the orientations of £ and C.

e Let e be an edge that is adjacent to P, and P3. We define a chart h,g: Int(FP,U
eUPs) — C by combining the two charts h,: Int(P,) — Cand hg: Int(Ps) —
C. More elaborately, post compose h, by an orientation-preserving isome-
try to obtain another chart A, that satisfies lim,_,,, h, (v) = lim,_,,, hs(x)
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for all points zy € Int(e). This condition along with the fact that hl, and
hg are orientation-preserving allows us to glue b, and hsz to obtain a chart
hagi IIlt(PaU(EUPﬁ) — C.

e Lastly, charts can be defined at the vertices using power maps z — z
that normalize the cone angle A(v) at v to the angle 27 (see Figure [2)). For
a more elaborate description, let v be a vertex, A(v) be the angle-sum at
v, and Py, Py, ..., P; be the polygons cyclically arranged around v. Next,
choose a small neighborhood N, of v in £ and define h, j: N, NInt(F;) — C
as

2m [ A(v)

hv,k(2> — €i9k227r/¢4(v)'
Here, we have identified the domain N, N Int(P;) with a subset of C using
hp,. Moreover, hp, is chosen such that the vertex v corresponds to 0 in C.
Hence, N, N Int(Fy) is the intersection of an open neighborhood of 0 with
an open sector. Next, the angle 6, are chosen suitably so that the union
Uy Poo e (N, NInt(FPy)) fills up a neighborhood of 0 and h, ;. : N,NInt(F) — C
glue together to give a chart h,: N, — C.

2.2. Conformal metric on certain regular polygonal surfaces.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose E is an oriented reqular polygonal surface with angle-sum
equal to 21 at each vertex. Then, there is a conformal metric p on E which restricts
to the Euclidean metric |dz|* on the interior of each polygon Int(P,) of E. Moreover,
p is a flat metric.

Proof of Lemma |2.1. The complex structure of E' is described in Subsection [2.1] us-
ing charts hy, ha g, hy whose image is in the complex plane C. Equip C with the stan-
dard Euclidean metric |dz|*>. Now, using the definitions of the charts {hq, ha s, by},
observe that the transition maps between these charts are isometries of C. We point
out that the hypothesis A(v) = 27 is used here to show the transition map h,, o h,!
is an isometry; in fact, h, o h;'(2) = a + €% 22"/A®) is an isometry if and only if
A(v) = 27.

Now, we can define a flat metric p on E by pulling back the metric |dz|? of C
using the collection of charts {ha, ha g, hy}. This is well-defined as the transition
maps are isometries. In conclusion, p is a smooth conformal metric that agrees with
the Euclidean metric |dz|?* on each Int(P,). O

In the proof of Theorem , we shall need a conformal metric on regular polyg-
onal surfaces whose angle-sums are not zero. Towards this, we have the following
Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose E is an oriented regular polygonal surface with angle-sum
at least 2w at each vertex. Then, there is a conformal metric p on E with certain
singularities. More precisely, in any holomorphic chart, the metric tensor p can be
written as o(2)?|dz|?, where o(2) is a continuous function that is smooth and positive
away from the vertices of E. Further, the metric p restricts to the Euclidean metric
|dz|? on the interior of each polygon Int(P,) of E
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Proof of Lemma[2.9. Proceed as in Lemma and consider the pullback of |dz|?

from C to E'\ V using the collection of charts {hq, ha g}; here, V stands for the set

of vertices in F and the vertex charts {h,} are momentarily excluded. This defines

a smooth conformal metric p on E '\ V that agrees with the Euclidean metric |dz|?

on each Int(P,). However, the pullback metric h*(|dz|?), using the vertex chart

h,: N, — C, does not agree with the metric p on the overlapping regions N, \ {v}.
To remedy this, equip C with the metric

o(2)*|dz|? = [ A2/ 4z 2,
Observe that o(z) is continuous as A(v) > 27 at every vertex; further, it is smooth
and positive away from 0. Now, consider the pullback metric h*(o(z)?|dz|?) on the
neighborhood N, of v. It turns out that h¥(o(2)?|dz|?) agrees with p on overlapping
regions. To see this, recall the transition function h, o ha_é: hop(Int(P,) N N,) —
h,(Int(P,) N N,) is given by z + % 227/A®) and note

(ho © hog)*(0(2)*1d2]*) = e(hy 0 hy5(2))* - [(ho © hog) (2)] - |dzf?
— |2/ AR) (AW -2/ | CrAW)/AD) 2 |52

= |dz|*

In conclusion, the metric p along with h*(o(2)?|dz|?) define a continuous conformal
metric on E that is smooth and positive away from the vertices. U

2.3. Universal cover of a polygonal surface.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose E is a polygonal surface. Then, there exists a polygonal
surface E which is a uniersal cover of E along with a universal covering map
m: E — E. Furthermore, the map m satisfies the following properties.

(a) The vertices, edges, and polygons of E maps under 7 to vertices, edges, and
polygons of E, respectively. N

(b) The image of an n-sided polygon of E, under the map m, is an n-sided polygon
of E. N

(c) The vertez-type of a vertex ¥ in E is equal to the vertex-type of the vertex
w(0) in E. In particular, the combinatorial curvature k(0) is equal to the
combinatorial curvature k(m(0)).

Proof. Given a polygonal surface E, let { P, },c; be the collection of Euclidean poly-
gons that make up E. As F is a topological surface, there exists a universal cover
S along with a universal covering map ¢q: S — E. A tile of S is defined to be the
closure of a connected component of ¢~ *(Int(P,)) for some « € I. The collection
of all tiles in S is denoted by the collection {75} ses. Next, given an index g € J,
suppose P, (s) is the polygon such that Int(P,s)) = ¢(Int(73)). Then, define Qg
to be an isometric copy of the polygon P,y. This gives a collection of polygons
{Qs}pes-

Observe that there exists a map f: Uy, @5 — S such that (i) f(Qg) = T and
(i) go f: Int(Qp) — q(Int(Ts)) = Int(Pa(s)) is an isometry between the interiors
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FIGURE 3. Left: Two disjoint open sets Ng(e) and Ng(e’) of a poly-
gon R that contain Int(e) and Int(e’), respectively. Right: Two dis-
joint open sets Ng(v) and Ng(v') that contain v and v’, respectively.

of the two Euclidean polygons (03 and F,). To see this, first note that for each
polygon P,, we have Int(P,) C FE is simply connected and hence the covering map
q maps each component of ¢~ (Int(P,)) homeomorphically onto Int(P,), that is,
q: Int(T3) — ¢(Int(73)) is a homeomorphism for each 5. Now, given a polygon
(s, recall that Int(Qg) is isometric to ¢(Int(73)) = Int(P,)) via some isometry
95 Int(Qg) — q(Int(7j)). Next, define f on the domain Int(Qg) to be flmi(q@,) =
¢! o gs and then extend f by continuity to the closed polygon Q3. This map f
satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) above.

Lastly, we claim (g, @p)/f is a polygonal surface E and go f: E — E is
the required universal covering map. The proof of the claim has four parts: (i) f
is injective on the interiors {Int(Qgs)}secs, (i) f identifies an edge €| of Qs with
exactly one other edge e; of some polygon ()}, (iii) the quotient space (s, Qp)/ f

is a polygonal surface E and is homeomorphic to S, and (iv) the universal covering
map 7 := qo f: E — E has properties (a) to (d) stated in Lemma Part (i)
follows because f(Int(Qs)) = Int(7;) and {Int(7})}ses are distinct components of
¢ (Ua(Int(P)).

Before proving (ii), first, we introduce a notation. Given a Euclidean polygon R
and an edge e of R, let Ng(e) denote an open subset of R that contains the edge
e but does not contain the end points of e. Furthermore, the open neighborhoods
Ng(e) are chosen such that Ng(e) N Ng(e’') = () for all pairs of edges e # €' (see
Figure . Now, fix an edge e of the polygonal surface E. By definition, the edge e
is obtained by gluing exactly two edges e; and e of polygons P,,, P,,, respectively.
Let Np, (e1) and Np, (e2) be the open neighborhoods of e; and e;. Note that
Np, (e1) U Np, (e2) is a simply-connected neighborhood of E containing Int(e).
Choose a connected component U of ¢~'(Np, (e1) U Np,, (e2)). The open set U is
contained in two tiles of S, which we call Tj, and T}, (it is possible that T, = T},).
Then, note that f~'(U) is exactly the union Ng, (€}) U Ng,, (e3) for two distinct
edges ¢} and €). In conclusion, we get that an edge €] of @3, is identified with
exactly one other edge €, of some polygon ()g,.



12 MOHITH RAJU NAGARAJU

For (iii), a similar analysis is required. Notation: given a Euclidean polygon R
and a vertex v of R, let Nr(v) denote an open subset of R that contains the vertex
v such that Ng(v) N Ng(v') = 0 for all pairs of vertices v # v'. Now, fix a vertex v of
the polygonal surface E. Let F,,, P,,, ..., P,, be the cyclic arrangement of polygons
around v in E. Then, the vertex v is obtained by gluing vertices vy, vs, ..., vq of
polygons Po,, Pay, -+, Pa,. Let Np, (v1), Np,, (va), ..., Np, (va) denote open neigh-
borhoods of vy,vs,...,v4. Note that Np, (v1) U Np, (v2) U -+ U Np, (va) is a
simply-connected neighborhood of v in E. Choose a connected component U of
q~'(Np,, (v1) U Np,, (va) U -+~ U Np, (v4)). The open set U is contained in d tiles
of S, which we call T, Tj,,...,Ts, (It is possible that T3, = Tj;). Then, note that
f7H(U) is exactly the union No, (v))UNg,, (v5)U---UNgq, (vy) for d distinct vertices
v}, vy, ..., vg. In conclusion, two vertices v; and v} of {Qp}ges are glued together if
and only if there exists a sequence of polygons Q;, Q;41, . .., Q; that are glued along
edges in a cyclic fashion so as to induce the gluing of vertices v} and ¢;. In particu-

j
lar, to obtain the quotient surface (| ses @p)/ [, it suffices to just glue the edges of

{Qp} as prescribed by the map f. Thus, (g ; @p)/f is a polygonal surface E and
the map f: UﬁeJ Qs — S factors to give a bijective map f: E — S. This map is a

homeomorphism because it is a bijective open map. Therefore, m := qo f: E—E
is a universal covering map. N

For (iv), given a polygon Qg of E, recall that 7(Qg) = Pn(s) and Qg is isometric
to Pys). This shows that n-gons are mapped to n-gons under 7. Similarly, using
the discussion above we can conclude that the vertices and edges of E are mapped
to vertices and edges of E, respectively. Lastly, given a vertex © € 7 !(v) of E, by
the discussion above, we have a homeomorphism of simply connected neighborhoods
T NQﬁl (Ui)U]\/vQ[32 (Ué)U' : .UNQBd (Uél) — Npa(ﬁl)(vl)UNPa(BQ)(UQ)U' : 'UNPa(Bd)(Ud)’
where {Qg, }1<i<a and { Py g,) }1<i<q is the cyclic arrangement of polygons around the
vertex v and v, respectively. This shows that the vertex-type of the vertices v and
7(0) = v are equal. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1(A) (k(v) > 0 CASE)

Theorem 3 (Bonnet-Myers for regular polygonal surfaces). Let E be a regular
polygonal surface. Suppose the following conditions hold.

(a) There is a constant N such that each polygon in E has at most N sides.
(b) The combinatorial curvature k(v) at each vertex of E is strictly positive.

Then E is compact.

Remark 3. In Riemannian geometry, the Bonnet-Myers theorem also gives a bound
on the diameter in terms of the curvature. Analogously, given a polygonal surface £
satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem [3[and a number ¢y > 0 such that k(v) > ¢q for
all vertices v, then F has at most 2/¢q vertices in it. This follows from the discrete
analog of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem (see Lemmalb.1]). In addition to this bound, the
recent work of Ghidelli [Ghi23] shows that, other than four special infinite families
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(the prisms, the antiprisms and their projective analogs), any polygonal surface with
strictly positive combinatorial curvature and a degree of at least 3 at each vertex has
at most 208 vertices. Furthermore, this bound is achieved by a polygonal surface
with 208 vertices. (See also [DMO07, [NST1 [OId17, [OL17].)

Theorem follows as a corollary of Theorem |3|stated above. To see this, let £
be an orientable regular polygonal surface such that the hypothesis of Theorem
is satisfied, that is, conditions (a) and (b) of Theorem [3| above are satisfied. Using
Lemma |2 . we obtain a simply-connected regular polygonal surface E which is a
universal cover of E along with a universal covering map 7: E > E. Additionally,
Lemma [2.3| tells us that (i) combinatorial curvature x(7) at a vertex v of E is equal
to the comblnatorlal curvature k(7 (?)) at the vertex m(?) of £ and (ii) the number
of sides in a polygon P of E is equal to the number of sides in the polygon 7r(P) of
E. Hence, the universal cover E also satisfies hypothesis (a) and (b) of Theorem
above and we deduce that E is compact. As E is simply-connected, it follows that

= C. Moreover, E = E = C because the Riemann sphere C has no non-trivial
quotlents. This proves Theorem and it remains to prove Theorem |3 I
We begin by providing a two—point summary of the proof.

(1) A regular polygonal surface E is flat away from the vertices and all the
curvature of F is accumulated at the vertices. We “distribute” the positive
curvature at the vertices into the complementary subset E \ V| where V is
the set of vertices of E. More specifically, we replace E with a new surface
E,. that is homeomorphic to E but has a different geometry: the open subset
E, \ 'V is a smooth Riemannian 2-manifold and has a constant curvature
of +1/r?. Furthermore, r is chosen to be sufficiently large such that the
r-spherical angle-sum at each vertex of FE, is strictly lesser than 27.

(2) We apply the Bonnet-Myers theorem of Riemannian geometry on E, \ V
and conclude that the diameter of £, \ V is at most 7r. The bound on the
diameter forces F, and hence E to be compact surfaces.

Organization of the section. Subsection defines a new family of metric
surfaces (regular r-spherical surfaces). Next, in Subsection , a Bonnet-Myers
result is established for the newly defined regular r-spherical surfaces. Finally, in
Subsection [3.3] we establish Theorem [3] by relating regular polygonal surfaces with
regular r-spherical surfaces.

3.1. Regular r-spherical surfaces and their r-spherical angle-sums. For each
r € (0,00), let S> C R3 be the 2-sphere of radius r endowed with the induced
Riemannian metric from R3. An r-spherical triangle is a closed subset of S? bounded
by three geodesic segments. We would like to define a unit regular r-spherical n-gon
using certain r-spherical isosceles triangles (see Figure |4). Towards this, note that,
given an angle 0 < A < 7 and a side-length 0 < a < Ar, there exists a unique (up to
isometry) r-spherical isosceles triangle such that (i) the base length a, (ii) the angle
opposite to the base is A, and (iii) two base angles are acute angles, that is, they are
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7

FIGURE 4. Left: A spherical isosceles triangle with base length a and
opposite angle A. Right: A unit regular spherical n-gon constructed
as the union of n spherical isosceles triangle with base length 1 and
opposite angle 27 /n.

less than 7/2. Now, given r > n/(27), a unit reqular r-spherical n-gon is defined to
be the union of n many identical r-spherical isosceles triangles {7} }1<;<, arranged
cyclically around a common vertex; where each T; is a r-spherical isosceles triangle
with base length a = 1 and an angle A = 27/n opposite to the base. Each T; has
two equal acute angles at the two vertices of the base. This angle, call ¢g(r,n), can
be computed using spherical trigonometry: it is the unique solution of the following
equation in the range (0, ).

3 sin(s(r, ) = e )

We make two observations: (i) the interior angle of a unit regular r-spherical n-gon
is 2¢5(r,n) (see Figureld)), (ii) in the limit 7 — oo, the interior angle of a unit regular
r-spherical n-gon tends to the interior angle of a unit regular Euclidean n-gon, that
is,
2m
lim 2¢g(r,n) =7 — —.
n

7—00

This can be seen using equation

Definition 3.1. A regular r-spherical surface E, is a surface obtained by gluing a
collection of unit regular r-spherical polygons along their edges such that each edge
is identified with exactly one other edge using a spherical isometry.

Given a vertex v of E,., suppose P, P,, ..., P; is the cyclic arrangement of r-
spherical polygons around v. Then, the vertex-type of v is [ky, ko, . .., k4], where k;
is the number of sides in the polygon P;. Now, the r-spherical angle-sum A, (v) at
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the vertex v is defined as follows:
d

d
A, (v) = Z (Interior angle of P;) = Z 20s(r, ki).
i=1 =1
For future use, note that, in the limit » — oo, the r-spherical angle-sum A,.(v) tends

to the (Euclidean) angle-sum A(v), that is,

d d
. . 27
Tlirglo A, (v) = rlggo; 205(r, k;) = Z; (7r - k_z> = A(v).
3.2. A Bonnet-Myers theorem for regular r-spherical surfaces. In this sub-
section, we prove an analog of Theorem [3| for regular r-spherical surfaces.

Theorem 4 (Bonnet-Myers for regular r-spherical surfaces). Let E,. be a regular
r-spherical surface where the r-spherical angle-sum A,.(v) is strictly less than 2w at
each vertex v. Then, the diameter of E,. is lesser than or equal to mr and E, is
compact.

The following proposition plays a key role in the proof of Theorem [4] above.

Proposition 3.2 (E, \ V is convex). Suppose E, is a regqular r-spherical surface
where the r-spherical angle-sum A,.(v) is strictly less than 2w at each vertex v. If
1S a minimizing piece-wise geodesic joining x to y, then the image of v in E,. does
not intersect any vertex of E,., except possibly the endpoints x and y.

We postpone the proof of Proposition to the end of this subsection. Now, we
introduce piece-wise geodesics and prove Theorem [] using Proposition [3.2] above.

A path ~v: [0,1] — E, is called a piece-wise geodesic if there is a partition of [0, ]
given by 0 = a; < ay < --- < @41 = [ such that each piece v([a;, a;j1+1]) lies inside
a single r-spherical polygon Pg, and 7|4, .4,,,) is a geodesic segment of Pg, C S? in
the Riemannian metric of S?. Each such segment 7|4, 4,,,) has a well-defined length
len(7la,,a;.,)) @ measured in the Riemannian metric of Pg, C S?. Using this, the
length of a piece-wise geodesic 7 is defined to be len(y) := > 7" len(7|(4;.0;,,])- We
caution that a generic piece-wise geodesic v from x to y may not be the shortest
curve joining x to y.

Definition 3.3. A pseudo-metric d: E, x E, — [0,00) on E, is defined as follows:
(4) d(x,y) := inf{len(v): 7 is a piece-wise geodesic from z to y}.

The infimum is always finite because any two points in F, can be joined by a
piece-wise geodesic. Further, the function d is a pseudo-metric because it satisfies

(i) d(z,x) = 0 for all x € X, (ii) the symmetry condition: d(z,y) = d(y,z) for all
x,y € X, and (iii) the triangle inequality.
Lemma 3.4 (Properties of the metric d on F,). Let d: E, x E, — [0,00) be the
pseudo-metric defined in equation[f) Then, d has the following properties:

(a) the function d is a metric on E,;
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(b) for all points x,y € E,, there is a minimizing piece-wise geodesic joining x
and y; this means that there is a piece-wise geodesic from x to y whose length
is exactly d(x,y);

(c) every closed and bounded set of E,. is compact;

(d) the open set E,.\'V is a smooth connected surface with a canonical Riemann-
ian metric g of constant curvature +1/r?. Further, the distance function d,
induced by g is equal to the distance function d restricted to E, \ V.

We defer the proof of Lemma to Appendix [A] and proceed to discuss the
Bonnet-Myers theorem of Riemannian geometry.

Bonnet-Myers Theorem (convex version). Let M be a connected Riemannian
manifold all of whose sectional curvatures are bounded below by the positive constant
1/r?. Further, suppose that any two points x,y in M can be joined by a minimizing
geodesic. Then, M has a diameter less than or equal to mr.

Remark 4. The usual hypothesis in the Bonnet-Myers theorem is that M is a com-
plete manifold. But on examining the proof of the theorem, we realize that the
assumption about completeness is only used to show that M is convex, that is, any
two points can be joined by a minimizing geodesic. Thus, we can restrict the hy-
pothesis to the convexity of M. As an example, note that the convex version of the
Bonnet-Myers theorem stated above can be applied to a convex open ball B(p, )
of the sphere S? to deduce that the diameter of the ball is less than 7. The usual
version cannot be applied because the open ball B(p, d) is not complete.

For a proof of the Bonnet-Myers Theorem, see, for example, Theorem 11.7 of
[Lee97, pg. 200] or Theorem 3.1 of [DCFE92] pg. 200].

Proof of Theorem[] Let E, be a regular r-spherical surface with r-spherical angle-
sum strictly less than 27 at each vertex. Using Lemma along with Propo-
sition , we deduce that £, \ V is a connected and convex Riemannian manifold
of constant curvature +1/r?. Then, we use the Bonnet-Myers theorem (convex ver-
sion) to deduce that the diameter of E, is at most 7r. As the closure of E, \ V is
E., the diameter of F, is also lesser than or equal to 7r. Lastly, as E, is closed and

bounded, we deduce that E, is compact by Lemma |3.4(c)| O
We conclude this subsection with the proof of Proposition [3.2]

Proof of Proposition[3.9 We shall prove the contrapositive. Let E, be a regular
r-spherical surface with r-spherical angle-sum strictly less than 27 at each vertex.
Given a piece-wise geodesic v from z to y, suppose that the interior of v contains
a vertex v of E,, that is, v(t) = v for some 0 < t < 1. Then, we shall show that
len(vy) > d(z,y).

Let Py, P, ..., P; be the cyclic arrangement of r-spherical polygons around the
vertex v in F,. As v is a piece-wise geodesic, there exists 0 < a <t < b < 1 such
that |.,q and 7|y are geodesic segments in some r-spherical polygons F;, and P,
respectively. We leave the case of i, = i, for the reader (see Figure [5)).
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FIGURE 5. Left: A spherical polygon P;, embedded in the sphere S2.
Right: A piece-wise geodesic v in P;, that is not length-minimizing.

Now suppose i, # i, and observe that 7|4 U ¥|py cuts a neighborhood of the
vertex v into two “sectors” (see Figure @ Moreover, we can define the angles 6, 6
of the two sectors as follows. Define

ip—1
01 = 0 s en) + 3 205 | Pel) + Olei1.7l):
k=iq+1
where e;, is the common edge between P;, and P, ,; containing the vertex v as one
of its vertices; 0(7|a,4, €:,) is the acute angle between |, 4 and e;, at the vertex v
in P, ; the angle 2¢g(r, | Pg|) is the interior angle of the polygon Py at the vertex v;
and 6(e;,—1,7|1y) is the acute angle between e;,_; and 7|y at the vertex v in P;,.
Similarly, define the complementary angle as
ia—1
)+ 3 2650 P + Oei 1.1l
k=ip+1

62 = 0(’)/

The two angles #; and 6, are complementary in the sense that 6; + 6y = A,.(v).
Next, recall that the angle-sum A, (v) is strictly lesser than 27. As 6, + 0, = A,.(v),
it follows that one of the angles 6; is strictly lesser than 7. Now, Proposition
boils down to the following claim.

Claim. If one of the angles 6; is strictly lesser than 7, then the piece-wise geodesic
7 is not a minimizing piece-wise geodesic (see Figure @

To prove the claim we shall show there exists two points v(s4) and 7(sy) such
that se € (a,t), sp € (,0), and d(y(Sat), 7(s%)) < len(V|(snr,q) + len(v|p,s,,)- This
tells us ¥|[s,..s,,) 1S NOt a minimizing piece-wise geodesic. Without loss of generality,
we assume that ¢, < 7. Also, for simplicity of proof, we assume that i, # i, — 1 and
the sum )", 2¢g(r, |Py|) is strictly less than 27. Now, we would like to embed the
union P, U P, .1 U---U P, into S? in order to better understand the minimizing
piece-wise geodesics.
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FIGURE 6. Left: Two complementary angles 6, and 6, around a piece-
wise geodesic v passing through a vertex. Right: If 6; < 7, then ~ is
not length-minimizing because there is a shorter path using 7.

We achieve the embedding by induction. First, note that the polygons P; are
defined as a closed subset of S?; we use this to embed them. Start with some
embedding of P;, in S?. Next, embed P, into S? such that the embedding of P,
and P, agree on the common edge e;,. This can be achieved by using an isometry
of S2. Then, we glue the two embeddings together. To show that the glued map is
an embedding, it suffices to show that the glued map is injective. The injectivity
of the glued map follows because the sum of angles at each of two common vertices
of P, and P, ., is strictly less than 27. It is here that we use the simplifying
assumption that )" . 2¢g(r, |Py|) is strictly less than 27. Continuing in a similar
fashion, we embed P, 5 into S? such that the embedding of P;, ., and P, 1, agrees
on the common edge e;, 1. Repeating the argument finitely many times, we obtain
an embedding of P;, UP,, .y U---U P, into S2.

Now, we find v(s4¢) and y(s4) such that d((Sq), v(5e)) < len(y|(s.e.q)Hen( v, s,)-
Consider a small € such that the boundary OB(v,¢) of a ball in S? intersects
both 7|jay and |- Let the intersection points be v(s.) and v(su). Note that
a < sq < tandt < sy <b. Next, consider the minimizing geodesic 7: [0, 1] — S?
in S? from ~(s.) to Y(sw). By choosing e sufficiently small, we can ensure that
the image of 7 lies completely in the subset P, U P, 41 U---U P, embedded in S2.
Lastly, we show 7 is shorter than 7|, s,,], that is, len(7) < len(v|(s,,.q4) +len(y|p,s,))-
Note that if the lengths were equal, then v|j,, s,,) Would also be a length-minimizing
curve between v(sq) and (sy) in S%. But a length-minimizing curve in S? is nec-
essarily smooth, while 7|[s,, s,,] 15 not smooth at the vertex v as angle at that point
is 61 < 7, that is, we have a contradiction. This completes the proof of the claim
and Proposition [3.2 d

3.3. Culmination and conclusion of Theorem (polygonal Bonnet-Myers).

Proposition 3.5. Let E be a reqular polygonal surface. Suppose the following con-
ditions hold.
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(a) There is a constant N such that each polygon in E has at most N sides.
(b) The angle-sum A(v) at each vertex of E is strictly lesser than 2.

Then, there is a large r > 0 and a reqular r-spherical surface E,., such that E, is
homeomorphic to E and has r-spherical angle-sum A, (v) strictly less than 27 at
each vertex.

Theorem [3] is now a corollary of Proposition [3.5] and Theorem [4 To see this,
suppose F is a regular polygonal surface that satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem
that is, F satisfies conditions (a) and (b) given above. Using Proposition [3.5] we
obtain a regular r-spherical surface F, that is homeomorphic to E. This r-spherical
surface satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem [4] because every r-spherical angle-sum
in FE, is strictly less than 27. Hence, Theorem |4| implies that E, and hence F are
compact.

It only remains to prove Proposition We first prove a useful lemma.

Lemma 3.6 (Replacing polygons with spherical polygons). Suppose E is a regular
polygonal surface and N is a constant such that each polygon in E has at most N
sides. Let t be a number such that t > N/(2mw). Then, there is a t-spherical surface
E; homeomorphic to E. Furthermore, the homeomorphism between E and E,; takes
vertices, edges, and polygons of E to vertices, edges, and spherical polygons of E,
respectively. In particular, the vertex-type of a vertex vg, of E; is the same as the
vertex-type of the corresponding vertex v in E.

Proof. Suppose E is a regular polygonal surface that satisfies the hypothesis. Let
{P,}aca be the collection of unit regular Euclidean polygons in F and ¢ be a number
such that ¢ > N/(2m). As each polygon in {P,},ca has at most N sides, we can
consider a collection of unit regular ¢-spherical polygons {P; ,}aea Where each P,
has the same number of sides as P,. Now we identify the edges of the spherical
polygons { P, }aea in the same pattern as how the edges of the Euclidean polygons
{P.}aca are identified in E. This results in a ¢-spherical surface E;.

Next, we consider a collection of homeomorphisms {gs: Pio — Pa}aca, Where
each g, maps an edge of P, to the corresponding edge of P, by an isometry of
segments of unit length. Such a collection of maps {ga,}aca glue to give a home-
omorphism ¢: F;, — FE. This homeomorphism maps vertices, edges and spherical
polygons of E; to vertices, edges and polygons of F, respectively. O

Proof of Proposition[3.5 Given a regular polygonal surface E satisfying the hypoth-
esis, let N be the upper bound on the number of sides of the polygons in E. Using
Lemma [3.6] for each radius ¢ > N/(2), get a t-spherical surface E; which is home-
omorphic to E. It remains to show that there exists a ty € (N/(27), 00) such that
the ty-spherical surface Ey, has typ-spherical angle-sum strictly lesser than 27 at each
vertex of Ey.

Given a vertex v of E, suppose [k, ks, ..., k4] is the vertex-type at the vertex
v. Next, for each t > N/(27), let vg, be the vertex in E; that corresponds to the
vertex v in E. Recall, the r-spherical angle-sum at the vertex vg, is defined by the
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following formula.

(v, 22¢s (t. k;)

Three observations are in order.

(1) In the limit ¢ — oo, the r-spherical angle-sum A;(vg, ) tends to the Euclidean
angle-sum A(v). Then, recall that A(v) < 27 by hypothesis.
(2) The t-spherical angle-sum at the vertex vg, only depends on the radius ¢ and

the vertex-type [ki, ko, ..., k4] at the vertex v. In particular, it has no de-
pendence on the surface E;. Thus, we use the notation A ([k1, ko, . .., kq]) :=
At(vEt)-

(3) There are only finitely many distinct vertex-types in F;. To see this, first
note that the degree d at each vertex is at most 6 because a vertex v with
degree more than 7 will have an angle-sum A(v) greater than 27. Next, recall
that each polygon in E has at most N sides. This means that the vertex-
type of each vertex in F is an element of the finite set {[kq, ko, ..., kq]: ki <
N and d < 6}.

For brevity, we denote a vertex-type [k, ks, ..., kq| by K. Let K1,Ka,...,K,, be the
finitely many distinct vertex-types in E. For a fixed 1 < j < m, by observation (1)
above, we have
lim At(K-) = A(K;).

As the limit A(K;) is strictly lesser than 27, we can choose a ty such that A (K;) <
2m. Moreover, as there are only finitely many indices j, we can choose a sufﬁaently
large ¢y such that A (Kj) < 2m for all 1 < j < m. By observations (2) and (3)
above, we have Ay, (UEtO) < 2m for each vertex vg, in Ey,. The surface Ey, is the
required regular tg-spherical surface that is homeomorphic to F. U

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1(B) (k(v) =0 CASE)

Proposition 4.1. Suppose E is_a simply-connected oriented polygonal surface. If
the angle-sum at each vertex of E is equal to 2w, then E is conformally isomorphic

to C.

Theorem follows as a corollary of Proposition above. To see this, let £ be
an orientable regular polygonal surface where the combinatorial curvature at each
vertex is zero. Using Lemma [2.3] we obtain a simply-connected regular polygonal
surface E which is a universal cover of E. Additionally, Lemma [2.3] tells us that
combinatorial curvature k(?) at each vertex v of E is zero. For regular polygonal
surfaces, recall that angle-sum A(w) at a vertex w is equal to 2w — 27k(w). It
follows that the angle-sum at each vertex of Eis exactly 27. Applying Proposition
E above on E we conclude that E = C and E is parabolic. This proves Theorem
1(b)}

I"b}ﬂhe proof of Proposition [4.1|relies crucially on the following fact from Riemannian
geometry.
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose M is a 2-dimensional simply-connected Riemannian mani-
fold. If the metric of M is complete and flat, then M is isometric to R2.

For a proof of Lemma , see, for example, Theorem 4.1 of [DCFF92, pg. 163]
or Theorem 11.12 of [Lee97, pg. 204].

Proof of Proposition[{.1. Suppose Eisa simply-connected polygonal surface with
angle-sum 27 at each vertex. Recall from Lemma that F has a flat conformal
metric p. We shall show the metric p is complete and apply Lemma to obtain
an isometry H: E — R? = C.

To show the metric p is complete, start with the observation that each polygon
P, in E is compact. Next, for each P, in E define Prbd 0 be the finite union of
all the polygons (including P,) that have a non-empty intersection with P,. Now,
given a Cauchy sequence {a,} in E , excluding finitely many terms if necessary, we

may assume d,(a,, a,,) < 1/2 for all n,m € N. Each a,, lies in some polygon of E.
Let a; lie in P,. Observe that the entire sequence {a,} lies in P4 where P4
is defined to be the union of P, along with all of its neighbors. This is because
the neighborhood B,(P,,1/2) of P, is contained in P*™. Lastly, {a,} is a Cauchy
sequence that lies in a finite union of compact sets, hence the sequence has a limit
point in F.

Applying Lemma on the complete conformal metric p gives an isometry
H: E — R?> = C. By considering the conjugate H if necessary, we assume H
is orientation-preserving. We now show that H is a conformal isomorphism. To see
this, recall that conformal metric p is obtained by pulling back the metric |dz|* on
C using the charts hyg: Int(P, Ue U P3) — C. As a result of this, H o h;g is an
orientation-preserving isometry from an open subset of C to another open subset of
C. Note that orientation-preserving isometries between open subsets of C take the
form z +— az + b. This implies that the maps H o ha_é are holomorphic for all «, 3.
In conclusion, H is a bijective holomorphic map or a conformal isomorphism. [

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1(C) (k(v) < 0 CASE)

Let E be a regular polygonal surface whose combinatorial curvature is strictly
negative at each vertex. Suppose that each polygon in E has at most N sides.
Similar to the proof of , it suffice to consider the case when FE is simply-connected
because when F is not simply-connected, we can use Lemma to get a polygonal
surface which is a simply-connected universal covering of E.

We provide a proof of Theorem closely following Oh [Oh05]. We remark that
Oh, in fact, proves a more general version for Aleksandrov surfaces satisfying the
condition that they can be partitioned into clusters where each cluster contains a
definite amount of negative curvature.

The proof can be summarized as follows. First, we show that E is homeomor-
phic to the plane (Subsection . Then, the crucial observation is that all Jordan
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domains in F satisfy an isoperimetric inequality (Subsection . Lastly, this ob-
servation implies that E is conformally isomorphic to the unit disc D by Ahlfors’
hyperbolicity criterion (Subsection .

5.1. Eliminating the elliptic case. In this subsection, we show that F is not the
Riemann sphere. Hence, F is conformally isomorphic to either C or D and E is
homeomorphic to the plane.

Lemma 5.1 (Discrete Gauss-Bonnet). Suppose G = (V| E, F') is a finite graph that
is embedded in a compact surface S. Let x(S) be the Euler characteristic of S and
k(v) be the combinatorial curvature at the vertex v in G. Then, we have

(S) = Z (1 - degQ(U) +i: k(lv))

(5) veV i=1 i

=Y _nlv),

veV

where [kg”), kév), . kg:))] is the vertez-type of the vertex v.

It follows immediately from the above lemma that E is not the Riemann sphere.
To see this, let G = (V, E, F) be the graph obtained by considering the vertices,
edges, and polygons in E. Suppose E is the compact Riemann sphere. Then, E has
only finitely many polygons and G is a finite graph. Now, Lemma [5.1| implies that

X(E)=2= Z K(v).
veV

This is a contradiction as x(v) < 0 for all v in FE.
For generalizations of Lemma to infinite graphs, see [DMOT7, Theorem 1.3],
[Che09, Theorem 2.1}, and [Oh22, Theorems 2.1, 2.2].

Proof of Lemmal[5.1 Observe that |V|, |E|, and |F| can be counted as follows:

(62) Vi=>1

(6b) )=y e

b
(60) F=YY 5
veV i=1 i
To understand equation [6b] note that deg(v)/2 is the contribution to the number of
edges |F| coming from the vertex v. That is, a vertex v has deg(v) number of edges
around it, and each edge is incident with two vertices. Thus, adding deg(v)/2 over
all vertices gives the number of edges |E|. Equation [6c|is justified similarly: the sum

> 1/k§v) over the vertex-type [k, ..., kc(;:)] of the vertex v, is the contribution to
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the number of faces |F'| coming from the vertex v. Summing over all vertices gives
the count of the number of faces |F|.

Lastly, we combine Euler’s formula x(S) = |V| — |E| + |F|, equation |6, and the
definition of combinatorial curvature (see equation [2|) to deduce Lemma U

5.2. Isoperimetric inequalities.

Proposition 5.2 (Isoperimetric inequality for negatively curved planar graphs). Let
G = (V,E,F) be a planar graph where each face has at least 3 sides and the degree
of each vertezr is at least 3. Suppose the combinatorial curvature k(v) is strictly

negative at each verter. Then, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for every finite
subgraph H = (V(H),E(H), F(H)) of G we have

(7) [F(H)| < c[E(9H)],
where E(OH) := {{v,w} € E(H)NE(f'): f € F(G)\ F(H)}. O

Propositionis proved by Higuchi [Hig0O1], Theorem B(i)] by performing a careful
manipulation of Euler’s formula.ﬂ Various variants of isoperimetric inequalities for
negatively curved graphs have been studied. The interested reader may refer to
[Woe98, Theorem 2] and [OS16, Theorem 4].

We now proceed to the proof of the isoperimetric inequality for Jordan regions. To
measure the perimeter and area of Jordan regions we shall use the conformal metric
p introduced in Lemma [2.21 We caution again that this metric is not a smooth
Riemannian metric. In local holomorphic charts, it takes the form o(z)?|dz|?, where
0(z) is a continuous function that is smooth and positive away from a discrete set
of points. Also, recall that the restriction of this conformal metric p to Int(P,) C
E gives the standard Euclidean metric |dz|>. Thus, the measurement of p-length
of curves and p-area of domains inside a polygon Int(P,) C E coincide with the
Euclidean length and area, respectively.

Next, we partition F into a collection of triangles F. This collection F is obtained
by taking the collection of polygons {P,}, in E, and subdividing each P, into
isosceles triangles by adding one new vertex at the face center (see Figure [7)).

Proposition 5.3 (Intermediate isoperimetric inequality). Let E be a simply con-
nected reqular polygonal surface that has combinatorial curvature strictly negative at
each vertex. Suppose N is a constant such that each polygon in E has at most N
sides. Let D be an open set consisting of a finite number of triangles in F. Then
there exists a constant ¢ such that

Area,(D) < clen,(0D).

We describe a proof of Proposition |5.3| closely following [Oh05, Lemma 3.14]. We
remark that this is the only step where we use the assumption about the upper
bound N on the number of sides in the polygons of E.

STheorem B(i) stated in [Hig01] also assumes that every face in G is bounded by a cycle and
any two faces in G have at most one common edge. But these two assumptions are not necessary
and are not used in the proof (see the discussion after Assumption 1.1 in [Hig01}, pp. 221]).
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® ®

FIiGURE 7. Star subdivision of a regular n-gon into n isosceles triangles.

Proof of Proposition[5.3 Start by considering the graph G obtained by taking all
the vertices, edges, and faces of E. This graph is canonically embedded in E, which
is homeomorphic to the plane. Further, note that each face has at least 3 sides and
each vertex has degree at least 3 (if the degree were less than 3, then combinatorial
curvature would be positive). Hence, G satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition .

Next, let D be an open set consisting of finitely many triangles in F. Consider
the special case where D is a union of polygons, that is, D is of the form:

(8) D = Int (G H-) ,

for some polygons P;. In this case, we apply Proposition [5.2] on the subgraph H
of G obtained by considering all the vertices, edges, and faces of {P,}1<;<;,. This
gives the “discrete” isoperimetric inequality |F(H)| < c|E(0H)|. Now, to obtain
the isoperimetric inequality in terms of the p-metric, note the following:

m=|F(H)| m=|F(H

) Ar2
N
Area, (D) = E Area,(P;) < E y
m
i=1 :

N?¢ NZc
=2 Z len,(e) 1 len,(0D).

™
ecE(0H)

The inequality Area,(P;) < N?/(4m) and equality |E(OH)| = 3 cpom len,y(e) are
both a consequence of the fact that the p-metric agrees with the Euclidean metric
on each Int(P;): the area of an n-sided unit regular Euclidean polygon is bounded
above by n?/(4r) and the Euclidean side length of each P; is exactly one unit, by
construction.

In the general case where D is not a union of polygons, let {Q;}1<;<q be the set
of all polygons in E that intersect dD. Consider D' = Int(D U |J{_, Q;) and note

that DU Ule Q) is a union of some finitely many polygons {P;}1<i<m. This means
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D’ is of the special form D" = Int (", P;) for which the isoperimetric inequality
Area, (D) < clen,(0D") holds true. This gives rise to the isoperimetric inequality
for D as follows:

Area, (D) < Area,(D’)
< len,(0D") = - |[E(0D")|
< N - #{polygons Q; that intersect 0D}

< 2¢N - |E(OD)|
<2/N ) V3len,(e) = 2v3¢'Nlen,(9D).
e€E(0D)

The first inequality holds because D C D’. Next, |E(9D’)| is the number of edges in
0D’ which is at most N times the number of polygons @); that intersect 0D. Then,
the number of polygons ); that intersect 0D is at most twice the number of edges
in 9D. The last inequality [E(ID)| < > cpop) V/3len,(e) is obtained by noting
that each edge e € F(0D) has a length of at least 1//3. This is because an edge in

E(0D) is an edge of some isosceles triangle in F that was obtained by subdividing
a unit regular polygon by adding a vertex at the center. 0

Proposition 5.4 (Isoperimetric inequality for Jordan domains). Let E be a simply
connected reqular polygonal surface that has combinatorial curvature strictly negative
at each vertex. Suppose N is a constant such that each polygon in E has at most N
sides. Let D be a Jordan domain in E. Then, there exists a constant ¢ such that

Area,(D) < clen,(0D). O
The crucial tool used in the proof of Proposition[5.4 above is the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5 (Replacing Jordan curves with piece-wise straight lines). If D is a
Jordan region in E and A a triangle in F such that Int(A) N OD # 0 and D ¢ A,
then we may obtain a region D’ by properly adding or subtracting A from D so that
the following properties hold for some constant c:

len,(0D") <len,(dD) + clen,(0D N Int(A))
Area,(D') < Area,(D) + clen, (0D NInt(A)). O

Lemma and Proposition are proved in [Oh05, Lemma 4.13 and pp. 4567].

5.3. Ahlfors hyperbolicity criteria.

Proposition 5.6 (Ahlfors hyperbolicity criteria). Let X be an open simply-connected
Riemann surface with a conformal metric p. Here, by a conformal metric, we mean
that p takes the form o(z)|dz|* in any holomorphic chart, where o(z) is a contin-
uous function that is smooth and positive away from a discrete set. If p allows a
linear isoperimetric inequality for every Jordan region in X, then X is conformally
equivalent to the unit disc .
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Note that Theorem now follows as a consequence of Propositions and .
We shall prove Proposition closely following Hayman [Hay64, pp. 143-144].

Proof of Proposition[5.6. Suppose for contradiction that X is conformally equivalent
to C via a conformal isomorphism F': C — X. The pull-back metric F*(p) can be
written in the form F*(p) = a(z)|dz| for some continuous function « that is positive
away from a discrete set. Let L(r) and A(r) denote the length of {|z|] = r} and
the area of {|z| < r}, respectively. First, note that A(r) is positive for all r» > 0
because «(z) is positive almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure
|dz|?. Second, by the linear isoperimetric inequalities for Jordan regions on X, we
have:

(9) A(r) < cL(r).
Third, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain:
(10) L(r)* < 2mrA'(r).

To see this, note the following calculations:
2m
(i) L(r)?= ( / a(re®)r d0>
0
2 2 )
< / (v/r)*db / (au(re®)\/r)? db
0 0
2m )
< 2777"/ a(re?)?r db
0

il ([ o)

() A(r)=—
d

i (L ([ eerman)a)

2

ds
2m

:/ a(re®)?r do.
6=0

Now, combining equations [9] and [L0] we get A(r)?> < 2mc*rA'(r). Next, pick an
arbitrary 7 € (0,00) and integrate A’(t)/A(t)? over the interval (rg,r) to obtain:

1 1 / A 1 / 1 v

- = - — 0g —

A(ro)  A(r) ww A)? T 21 [t 272 & To
As A(r) > 0, taking the limit » — oo we obtain A(rg) = 0. This is a contradiction
since A(r) is a positive function. O

APPENDIX A. METRIC ON r-SPHERICAL SURFACES

Proof of part (a) of Lemma . Recall the pseudo-metric d : F,.x E, — R is defined
to be:

d(x,y) := inf{len(v): ~ is a piece-wise geodesic from z to y}.
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To show d is a metric, we require d(x,y) > 0 for all pairs of distinct points x,y €
E.. Suppose x lies in the intersection of r polygons Py, P, ..., P.. For ¢ > 0, let
B(z, €, P;) denote the open ball of radius € in P;, where distance is measured in
the Riemannian metric of P; C S2. Choose ¢ > 0 small enough such that y is not
contained in the open neighborhood B(z,¢) = J._, B(x,¢, P;).

Now, we claim that d(z,y) > ¢ > 0, or equivalently, any piece-wise geodesic =y
from z to y has a length of at least ¢ > 0. To see this let v be a piece-wise geodesic
from = to y. As y ¢ B(z,¢), there is a tg > 0 such that v([0,t)) € B(z,€) and
v(to) ¢ B(z,€). Further, there is a partition 0 = a1 < a3 < -+ < apy1 = to
such that each segment |4, q,,,] lies in a single polygon P, C |J;_; P;. Now, using
triangle inequality, note the following:

Z len (Ve ,a;51]) Z dp,, (v(a;),v(aj11))
=1

Jj=1

v

NE

(dr, @, (a532)) = dr, (2,7(a))))

1

<.
Il

[
NE

(dn, (@ 7(a01) — dp,,_, (2. 7(ay))

1

Poy (%7 (@m41))

€.

<.
Il

I
Sy

Here, dp, denotes the distance function in the Riemannian metric of P, C S?. The
above calculation shows that len(v|j]) > € > 0 for every piece-wise geodesic y
joining = and y. Hence, the pseudo-metric d is a metric on F,. 0

Proof of parts (b) and (c) of Lemma|3.4. We proceed by using the Hopf-Rinow the-
orem for path metric spaces. A metric space (X, d) is said to be a path metric space
if the distance between each pair of points equals the infimum of the d-lengths of
curves joining the points. The d-length of a continuous curve o : [0,{] — X in a
metric space (X, d) is defined as follows.

leng(o) := sup {Z d(o(a;),0(aj+1)): 0=a1 < as < -+ < py1 = l}
j=1

Hopf-Rinow theorem (path metric spaces). If (X,d) is a sequentially com-
plete, locally compact path metric space, then

(1) each pair of points can be joined by a minimizing geodesic;

(2) every closed and bounded subset is compact.

For a proof of this theorem, see, for example, Section 1.B of [GKPS99, pg. 9] or
Proposition 1.3.7 of [BH13, pg. 35]. Now we put X = E, with the metric d defined
in equation {| and proceed to show that (F,,d) is a sequentially complete, locally
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compact path metric space. Hence, parts (b) and (c) of Lemma [3.4] will follow from
the above Hopf-Rinow theorem.
To prove that (E,,d) is a path metric space we need the following equality:

inf{lenyg(o): o is a continuous curve from z to y}

(11)

= d(z,y) := inf{len(y): v is a piece-wise geodesic from = to y}

The equality follows from two inequalities. First, if o is a continuous curve from
x to y, then by definition of leny(¢) and the use of triangle inequality, we get
leng(o) > d(z,y). Second, if v : [0,{] — E, is a piece-wise geodesic from x to v,
then leng(y) <len(y). To see this, let 0 = a1 < ag < --+ < @41 = [ be a partition
such that leng(v) &~ 377", d(v(a;),v(aj41)). Next, after refining the partition {a;}
if necessary, note that each segment 7|, 4, lies completely in a polygon P;. This
gives d(aj, ajy1) < len(7ylja;,q;,,)) and leng(y) < len(y).

Next, we show that FE, is locally compact. Given a point x € FE,, suppose x
lies in the polygons Py, P, ..., P.. Then, using the notation above, note that for a
sufficiently small € > 0, the open ball B(x,¢) = |J;_, B(x, €, P;) is contained in the
compact set (J;_; P;.

Lastly, the proof of the sequential completeness of (FE,,d) follows in the same
fashion as the proof of the sequential completeness of (F,d) in Proposition . In
conclusion, (F,,d) is a sequentially complete, locally compact path metric space as
required. O

Proof of part (d) of Lemma . The interior of each r-spherical polygon Int(P,) in
E, is, by definition, an open subset of S? that is, there is an embedding h, :
Int(P,) — S%. Hence, Int(P,) has a smooth Riemannian metric of constant curva-
ture +1/r%. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma and , we obtain a smooth
Riemannian metric g of constant curvature +1/72 on E, \ V, where V is the set of
vertices in F,.

Now, let d, be the distance function defined by g, that is,

dy(z,y) = inf {/ |T|ydt: T is a piece-wise smooth path from z to y} :

where ||, is norm induced by g on the tangent spaces of E,\V. To show d, = d|g,\v,
first, note that d,(z,y) < d(x,y). This is because, for each piece-wise geodesic y
of E,.\ V, there is a partition 0 = a; < --+ < am1 = [ such that 7|[aj,aj+1] is a
geodesic in P; and fa(z_j“ [Y]g dt = len(V|a;.a,4,7). Next, to show dy(x,y) > d(x,y),
let 7 be a piece-wise smooth curve joining z to y. Recall, each point in E, \ V
is locally isometric to S?. Hence, for each point z in the image of 7, there is a
small neighborhood N, such that any two points in N, can be connected by a
d,-minimizing geodesic. By compactness of the image of 7, there is a partition
0 =ay < -+ < Guny1 = [ such that 7(a;) and 7(a;41) can be connected by a
minimizing geodesic «;. Concatenating these 7; gives a piece-wise geodesic v from
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x to y such that:

This shows dy(x,y) > d(z,y) and proves that dy = d|g,\v. O
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