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GENERALIZED FERMAT RIEMANN SURFACES OF INFINITE TYPE

RUBÉN A. HIDALGO

Abstract. The Loch Ness monster (LNM) is, up to homeomorphisms, the unique ori-

entable, connected, Hausdorff, second countable surface of infinite genus and with exactly

one end. For each integer k ≥ 2, we construct Riemann surface structures S on the LNM

admitting a group of conformal automorphisms H � ZN
k

such that S/H is planar. These

structures can be described algebraically inside the projective space PN after deleting some

limit points.

1. Introduction

A closed Riemann surface S is called a generalized Fermat curves (GFC) of type (k, n),

where k, n ≥ 2 are integers, if it admits a group H � Zn
k

of conformal automorphisms

(called a generalized Fermat group of type (k, n)) such that the quotient Riemann orbifold

S/H has genus zero and exactly n+ 1 cone points, each one of order k (in other words, the

homology cover of a Riemann orbifold of genus zero with exactly n+1 cone points of order

k). These Riemann surfaces are non-hyperelliptic and they can be algebraically described

by a smooth and irreducible complex projective algebraic curve (a suitable fiber product

of n − 1 classical Fermat curves of degree k) reflecting the action of H [9]. Moreover, in

[10], it was proved that the generalized Fermat group is unique under the assumption that

(k − 1)(n − 1) > 2 (this is similar to the hyperelliptic involution in the case of hyperellip-

tic Riemann surfaces). This paper aims to extend the above to the case of non-compact

Riemann surfaces.

Let k ≥ 2 be an integer. We say that a non-compact (connected) Riemann surface S is a

Z
∞
k

-gonal surface if:

(i) S admits a group H � ZN
k

(the infinite countable product of cyclic groups of order

k) of conformal automorphisms,

(ii) there is an infinite discrete set B ⊂ Ĉ such that its limit set B′ , ∅ satisfies that

Ĉ \ B′ is connected, and

(iii) there is a Galois branched covering π : S → Ĉ \ B′, with deck group H, whose

branch locus is B (each branch value of order k).

In the above situation, we also say that H is a Z∞
k

-gonal group and that (S ,H) is a

Z
∞
k

-gonal pair.

If, moreover, (a maximality condition)

(iv) for every Riemann surface R admitting a group of automorphisms ZN
k
� G <

Aut(R) such that there is a Galois branched covering map P : R → Ĉ \ B′, with

deck group G, whose branch value set is B, and each branch value of order k, then
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2 RUBÉN A. HIDALGO

there is a subgroup J < H (acting freely on S ) such that, up to biholomorphisms,

R = S/J and G = H/J,

then we say that S is a generalized Fermat curve of type (k,∞) (or of infinite type if

k is clear), that H is a generalized Fermat group of type (k,∞) and that (S ,H) is a

generalized Fermat pair of type (k,∞).

Note that, in the case of generalized Fermat pairs of finite type, we didn’t need to add

the maximality condition (iv) as it is automatically satisfied by Corollary 2. In the infinite

type situation, this condition (iv) is not a consequence of the conditions (i)-(iii).

Our first result is Theorem 3, which states that every Z∞
k

-gonal surface, in particular

every generalized Fermat curve of type (k,∞), is homeomorphic to the Loch Ness mon-

ster (LNM), that is, up to homeomorphisms the unique orientable, connected, Hausdorff,

second countable surface of infinite genus and with exactly one end. The classification of

orientable, connected, Hausdorff, and second countable surfaces can be found in [12, 15]

(see Section 2.1).

So, if XL denotes the LNM, then the above provides some classes of Riemann surface

structures on it. Other Riemann surface structures on XL where provided in [4, 6, 11]

in terms of dessins dénfants and origamis. Also, if we consider a hyperbolic Riemann

surface R = H2/Γ with a negative Euler characteristic (i.e., its fundamental group is non-

abelian) and not homeomorphic to a once-punctured closed surface, then its homology

cover R̃ = H2/Γ′, where Γ′ denotes the derived (commutator) subgroup of Γ (i.e., the

normal subgroup generated by all the commutators) is homeomorphic to the LNM [5]. In

[1, 2], it was observed that if G is any countable group, then it can be realized as a group of

orientation-preserving homeomorphism on XL, acting freely and properly discontinuously,

such that the quotient XL/G is homeomorphic to XL. This, in particular, asserts that any

Riemann surface structure on XL = XL/G lifts to a Riemann surface structure on XL for

which G acts as a group of conformal automorphisms.

Let (S ,H) be a generalized Fermat pair of type (k,∞) and let B andB′ be the associated

sets as in the above definition. Up to a Möbius transformation, we may assume B =
{∞, 0, 1, λ1, λ2, . . .} ⊂ Ĉ. Let O be the Riemann orbifold whose Riemann surface structure

is Ĉ \ B′ and whose set of cone points, each one of order k, is B. Let Γ be a Fuchsian

group such that O = H2/Γ. Let Γk be the characteristic subgroup of Γ that is generated by

its derived subgroup Γ′ together with the k-powers of all of the elements in Γ. Theorem 4

asserts that (H2/Γk, Γ/Γk) is a generalized Fermat pair of type (k,∞) which is isomorphic

to (S ,H) (i.e., there is biholomorphism ϕ : H2/Γk → S such that ϕ−1Hϕ = Γ/Γk). As a

consequence, if (R,K) is a Z∞
k

-gonal pair, then there is a generalized Fermat pair (S ,H) of

type (k,∞) and a subgroup L ≤ H such that R = S/L and K = H/L.

For each finite set M ⊂ B′ (which it might be empty), we explicitly construct a Z∞
k

-gonal

surface Ck
∞(B; M) ⊂ PN (given as the common zeroes of an infinite set of polynomials,

from which we have deleted certain closed subset of a Cantor set) and a Z∞
k

-gonal group

Hk
∞ ≤ Aut(Ck

∞(B; M)), such that there is a Galois branched covering π∞ : Ck
∞(B; M) →

Ĉ \ B′, with deck group Hk
∞, and whose branch points are exactly the points in B, each

one of order k (Theorem 5), in particular, that (Ck
∞(B; M),Hk

∞) is Z∞
k

-gonal pair. In gen-

eral, it might fail the maximality condition, i.e., it might be that (Ck
∞(B; M),Hk

∞) is not a

generalized Fermat pair of type (k,∞). Theorem 6, asserts that in the case that B′ is finite,

then (S ,H) is biholomorphically equivalent to (Ck
∞(B; M),Hk

∞), where M is obtained from

B′ by deleting one of its points. (A fiber product interpretation is also provided in Section

4.3.1).
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Finally, in Section 5, we consider hyperelliptic Riemann surface structures of infinite

type. These are obtained as quotients of generalized Fermat curves of type (2,∞) (by an

index two subgroup of the corresponding generalized Fermat group). Such quotients are

homeomorphic to the LNM if and only if #B′ = 1 (Proposition 1). In the case that B′ is

finite, we also provide algebraic equations of these surfaces (Section 5.3.2).

Notations. If S is a Riemann surface, then we will denote by Aut(S ) its group of confor-

mal automorphisms. The cyclic group of order k will be denoted by Zk, by Zn
k

the direct

product of n copies of Zk. If N = {1, 2, 3, . . .}, the set of natural numbers, then we denote

by ZN
k

the product of countable infinite copies of Zk. For J any set, we denote by JN the

cartesian product of infinite countable copies of J.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Classification of surfaces. We proceed to recall the classification of surfaces due to

Kerékjartó [12] and Richards [15]. In the next, X will denote a given surface.

2.1.1. Subsurfaces and the genus of X. By a subsurface of X we mean an embedded

surface, which is a closed subset of X and whose boundary consists of a finite number of

nonintersecting simple closed curves. Note that a subsurface might or not be compact. The

reduced genus of a compact subsurface Y, with q(Y) boundary curves and Euler charac-

teristic χ(Y), is the number g(Y) = 1 − 1
2
(χ(Y) + q(Y)). The genus of the surface X is the

supremum of the genera of its compact subsurfaces; so it can be a non-negative integer or

∞.

A surface Z is said to be planar if it has genus zero (in other words, Z is homeomorphic

to a domain of the 2-sphere).

2.1.2. The ends space of X. We first recall the concepts of ends of X following [8, 1.

Kapitel].

A sequence (Un)n∈N, of non-empty connected open subsets of X, is called nested if the

following conditions hold:

(1) for each n ∈ N, the closure Un is a subsurface of X,

(2) U1 ⊃ U2 ⊃ . . ., and

(3) for each compact K ⊂ X there is m ∈ N such that K ∩ Um = ∅.
Note that the last condition asserts, in particular, that ∩n∈NUn = ∅.
Two nested sequences (Un)n∈N and (U ′n)n∈N are equivalent if for each n ∈ N there exist

j, k ∈ N such that Un ⊃ U ′
j
, and U ′n ⊃ Uk. We denote by the symbol [Un]n∈N the equivalence

class of (Un)n∈N and we called it an end of X. The set of ends of X is denoted by Ends(X)

and it has a structure of a topological space (called the ends space of X) whose basis is

given by the sets

U∗ := {[Un]n∈N ∈ Ends(X) | U j ⊂ U for some j ∈ N},
where U ⊂ X is a non-empty open subset whose boundary ∂U is compact. It is known that

Ends(X) is Hausdorff, totally disconnected and compact (so a closed subset of the Cantor

set) [14, Theorem 1.5.].

An end [Un]n∈N of X is called planar if there is l ∈ N such that the subsurface U l ⊂ X

is planar. The subset of Ends(X), conformed by all ends of X which are not planar (ends

having infinity genus), is denoted by Ends∞(X). It is known that Ends∞(X) is a closed

subset of Ends(X) (see [15, p. 261]). The following asserts that (g,Ends∞(X),Ends(X)),

where g is the genus of X, is a topological invariant.
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Theorem 1 (Kerékjartó-Richards classification of surfaces [12, §7, Erster Abschnitt], [15,

Theorem 1]). Two surfaces X1 and X2 having the same genus are topologically equiv-

alent if and only if there exists a homeomorphism f : Ends(X1) → Ends(X2) such that

f (Ends∞(X1)) = Ends∞(X2).

2.1.3. The Loch Ness monster. The Loch Ness monster1 (LNM) is the unique, up to

homeomorphisms, surface of infinite genus and exactly one end (see Figure 1).

. . .. . .

...

Figure 1. Loch Ness monster

Remark 1 ([17, §5.1., p. 320]). The surface X has one end if and only if for all compact

subset K ⊂ X there is a compact K
′ ⊂ X such that K ⊂ K

′
and X \ K

′
is connected.

2.2. The infinite projective space. Let CN be the countable product space of the complex

plane, with the product space topology (so it is Hausdorff, metrizable and complete, second

countable). We consider the infinite projective space (with the quotient topology)

P
N := (CN \ {0})/C∗.

Remark 2. In the above notation, PN must not be confused with the infinite projective

space P∞ obtained as the direct limit of the finite-dimensional projective spaces. The direct

limit can be identified with the sublocus given by those elements with a finite number of

coordinates different from zero.

We denote by π : CN \ {0} → PN the quotient map and by the symbol [x1 : x2 : · · · ]
the projection of the point (x1, x2, . . .). Note that π is continuous (as we are providing

to PN with the quotient topology) and open (as, for each λ ∈ C \ {0}, the bijective map

φλ(x1, x2, . . .) = (λx1, λx2, . . .) is a homeomorphism). The projective space P∞ is Haus-

dorff, second countable and it is covered by the open sets U j = {[x1 : x2 : · · · ] : x j , 0}
(so, it can be seen as an infinite dimensional manifold which is locally homeomorphic to

C
N).

We will need the following bijective projective linear maps (ωk = e2πi/k):

a j([x1 : x2 : · · · ]) = [x1 : · · · : x j−1 : ωk x j : x j+1 : · · · ], j = 1, 2, . . . .

2.3. Generalized Fermat curves of finite type. As a consequence of the Riemann-Roch

theorem [7], every closed Riemann surface S can be described (up to birational isomor-

phisms) by some smooth irreducible complex algebraic projective curve C. In general, if

H is a given group of conformal automorphisms of S , then finding one of these algebraic

curves C from which one can read the action of H is a hard problem. For the case that

(S ,H) is a generalized Fermat pair of type (k, n), this is well known [9] We proceed to

recall this below.

Let us consider a generalized Fermat pair (S ,H) of type (k, n).

1From the historical point of view as shown in [3], this nomenclature is due to A. Phillips and D. Sullivan

[13].
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By the definition, there is a Galois branched covering π : S → Ĉ, with deck group H,

whose branch values set is (up to a Möbius transformation)

Bπ = {∞, 0, 1, λ1, . . . , λn−2}.
It follows from the Riemann-Hurwitz formula that S has genus

g = 1 +
kn−1 ((k − 1)(n − 1) − 2)

2
.

In particular, S is hyperbolic (i.e., its universal cover Riemann surface is the hyperbolic

plane H2) if and only if (k−)(n − 1) > 2.

Let us consider the following smooth and irreducible complex projective algebraic curve

Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2) :=



xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

3
= 0

λ1xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

4
= 0
...

λn−2xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

n+1
= 0


⊂ Pn.

The above curve is invariant under the projective linear maps (where ωk = e2πi/k)

a j,n([x1 : · · · : xn+1]) = [x1 : · · · : x j−1 : ωk x j : x j+1 : · · · : xn+1], j = 1, . . . , n + 1.

We may observe that

(1) a1,na2,n · · ·an+1,n = 1;

(2) a j,n ∈ Aut(Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2)) has order k;

(3) Hk
n := 〈a1,n, . . . , an,n〉 � Zn

k
;

(4) the only non-trivial elements of Hk
n acting with fixed points on the Riemann surface

Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2) are the powers of a1,n, . . . , an+1,n, and the fixed points of each

power al
j,n

, l = 1, . . . , k − 1, is also fixed by a j,n;

(5) the group Hk
n is the deck group of the Galois branched covering

πn : Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2)→ Ĉ : [x1 : · · · : xn+1] 7→ −
(

x2

x1

)k

;

(6) the set of branch values of πn is Bπ;
(7) πn(Fix(a1,n)) = ∞, πn(Fix(a2,n)) = 0, πn(Fix(a3,n)) = 1 and, for j = 1, . . . , n − 2,

πn(Fix(a3+ j,n)) = λ j,

It follows, from the above, that (Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2),Hk
n) is a generalized Fermat pair of

type (k, n).

Theorem 2 ([9, 10]). Within the above notations, the following hold.

(1) There is a biholomorphism ϕ : S → Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2) which conjugates H to Hk
n.

(2) If (k − 1)(n − 1) > 2, then

(a) S is non-hyperelliptic.

(b) H is the unique generalized Fermat group of type (k, n) in Aut(S ).

(c) If Γ < PSL2(R) is a Fuchsian group such that H2/Γ = S/H (as orbifolds),

then S = H2/Γ′ and H = Γ/Γ′, where Γ′ is the commutator subgroup of Γ.

Corollary 1. Let (S ,H) be a generalized Fermat pair of type (k, n), where (k−1)(n−1) > 2,

and let π : S → Ĉ be a Galois branched covering, with deck group H. Then there is a

short exact sequence

1→ H → Aut(S )
θ→ L→ 1,
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where (i) L is the group of Möbius transformations keeping invariant the set of branch

values of π, and (ii) θ(φ) ◦ π = π ◦ φ, for φ ∈ Aut(S ).

Corollary 2. Let (S ,H) be a generalized Fermat pair of type (k, n). If R is a closed Rie-

mann surface for which there is an abelian group G < Aut(R) such that R/G and S/H

are biholomorphic as orbifolds, then there is a subgroup J of H, acting freely on S , and a

biholomorphism ϕ : R→ S/J such that G = ϕ−1(H/J)ϕ.

Proof. Let Γ be a Fuchsian group such that S/H = H2/Γ. Then S = H2/Γ′ and H = Γ/Γ′.
Inside Γ there is a torsion free normal subgroup ΓR ⊳ Γ such that, up to biholomorphisms,

R = H2/ΓR and G = Γ/ΓR. As G is an abelian group, then Γ′ ≤ ΓR. In this case, J =

ΓR/Γ
′. �

If in the above proof, we allow the normal subgroup ΓR to have torsion such that H2/ΓR

is an orbifold with all of its cone points of order k, then we obtain the following.

Corollary 3. Let (S ,H) be a generalized Fermat pair of type (k, n). Let R be a closed

Riemann surface and G < Aut(R) be an abelian group such that the quotient orbifold R/G

has genus zero and all of its cone points have order k. Assume there a biholomorphism

(between the underlying Riemann surfaces) ̺ : R/G → S/H sending the cone points of

R/G into the set of cone points of S/H. Then there is a subgroup J of H (not necessarily

acting freely on S ) and a biholomorphism (between the underlying Riemann surfaces)

ϕ : R→ S/J such that G = ϕ−1(H/J)ϕ.

Example 1 (Cyclic p-gonal curves). Let p ≥ 2 be a prime integer and let R be a closed

Riemann surface of genus γ ≥ 2 admitting a conformal automorphism τ ∈ Aut(R) such

that R/〈τ〉 has genus zero. In this case, R is called a cyclic p-gonal curve, τ a p-gonal

automorphism and 〈τ〉 a p-gonal group of R. We may assume the cone points of R/〈τ〉 is

given by a set of the form {∞, 0, 1, λ1, . . . , λn−2}, where 2γ = (n − 1)(p − 1). It is known

that R can be described by a curve of the form

yp = xm1 (x − 1)m2 (x − λ1)m3 · · · (x − λn−2)mn ,

where m j ∈ {1, . . . , p− 1} are such that m1 + · · ·+mn is not congruent to zero module p. In

this model, τ(x, y) = (x, ωpy).

Theorem 2 asserts the existence of a subgroup J � Zn−1
p of H

p
n , acting freely on

Cp(λ1, . . . , λn−2) such that R = Cp(λ1, . . . , λn−2)/J and 〈τ〉 = H
p
n /J. If p = 2, so 2γ = n−1,

then J is the unique subgroup of H2
n which is isomorphic to Zn−1

2
and acting freely on

C2(λ1, . . . , λn−2). This group is given by

J = 〈a2,na1,n, a3,na1,n, . . . , an,na1,n〉
and R is the hyperelliptic Riemann surface with the equation

y2 = x(x − 1)(x − λ1) · · · (x − λn−2).

3. Z∞
k

-gonal surfaces are homeomorphic to the LNM

Let us recall that a Riemann surface S is a Z∞
k

-gonal surface if:

(i) there exists H � ZN
k
< Aut(S );

(ii) there is an infinite discrete subset B of Ĉ such that, if B′ , ∅ denotes its limit set

of points, then Ĉ \ B′ is connected;

(iii) there is a Galois branched covering map π : S → Ĉ \ B′, with deck group H, and

whose branch value set is B, each one of order k.
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Remark 3. Up to a Möbius transformation, we may always assume∞, 0, 1 ∈ B.

Theorem 3. If k ≥ 2, then every Z∞
k

-gonal surface, in particular, every generalized Fermat

curve of infinite type, is homeomorphic to the LNM.

Proof. Let (S ,H) be a Z∞
k

-gonal pair, where k ≥ 2. Let us consider an infinite discrete

subset B of Ĉ such that Ĉ \ B′ is connected and there is a Galois branched covering map

π : S → Ĉ\B′, with deck group H, and whose branch value set isB. Up to post-composing

π by a suitable Möbius transformation, we may assume B = {∞, 0, 1, λ1, λ2, . . .}.
Let n ≥ 3 and let γ ⊂ Ĉ\B be a simple loop that bounds a topological disc V1 containing

(in its interior) the points∞, 0, 1, λ1, . . . , λn−3. Set V2 = Ĉ \
(
V1 ∪ B′

)
.

Let R j be a connected component of π−1(V1). As V1 contains the π-image of a fixed

point of each a1, . . . , an, we observe that R j must contain a fixed point of each a1, . . . , an;

so its H-stabilizer must contain the subgroup Hn,1 = 〈a1, . . . , an〉 � Zn
k
. Moreover, the

loop γ lifts under π : R j → V1 to exactly kn−1 pairwise disjoint loops (these being all the

boundary loops of R j), each one invariant under ân+1 = a1 · · · an. This permits us to observe

that R j is obtained from a generalized Fermat curve R j of type (k, n) from which kn−1

pairwise disjoint discs have been deleted (each of these discs contains exactly one fixed

points of ân+1) and that its H-stabilizer coincides with Hn,1 (this group being the restriction

of the generalized Fermat group of type (k, n) of R j). These connected components R j are

permuted by the subgroup Hn,2 = 〈an+1, an+1, . . .〉, and none of them is fixed by a non-trivial

element of Hn,2, so we have a disjoint union π−1
∞ (V1) = ∪∞

j=1
R j.

Let us observe that, the genus of R j grows to infinity as n tends to infinity. This, in

particular, asserts that S has an infinite genus.

Now, let S j be a connected component of π−1
∞ (V2). As V2 contains the π-image of a fixed

point of each a j, for j ≥ n+ 1, we observe that its H-stabilizer is the subgroup Hn,2. These

components are transitively permuted by the finite group Hn,1. In this way, π−1
∞ (V2) is a

disjoint union of infinite type connected surfaces S 1, . . . , S kn−1 , each one with an infinite

number of boundary loops.

From the above, we have the following facts:

(1) each R j shares a boundary loop with each S 1, . . . , S kn−1 ,

(2) R j and S i have exactly one common boundary loop, and

(3) any two surfaces R j1 and R j2 have no boundary common loops (similarly for each

pair S i1 and S i2 ).

The gluing pattern of these surfaces can be described by a connected bipartite graph

whose black vertices are the surfaces R j and the white ones are the surfaces S 1, . . . , S kn−1 ,

and there exactly one edge connecting a black vertice with a white vertice. This gluing

graph has exactly one end.

Now, as S has no punctures (since Ĉ \B′ does not) and the ends of the quotient orbifold

S/H are accumulated by the branch values of π∞, by making n approaching∞, the above

permits us to see that S has exactly one end. �

4. Generalized Fermat pairs of infinite type

Let us consider a generalized Fermat pair (S ,H) of type (k,∞). By the definition, there

is an infinite discrete subset B ⊂ Ĉ, such that Ĉ \ B′ is connected and there is a Galois

branched covering π : S → Ĉ \ B′, with deck group H � ZN
k

, whose set of branch values

(each of order k) is B. As in the previous section, we may assume

B = {∞, 0, 1, λ1, λ2, . . .}.
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4.1. Fuchsian description of generalized Fermat pairs. The following result provides a

Fuchsian description of the generalized Fermat pairs.

Theorem 4. Let (S ,H) be a generalized Fermat pair of type (k,∞) and let Γ < PSL2(R)

be a Fuchsian group such that H2/Γ = S/H. If Γ′ denotes the commutator subgroup of

Γ, Γk the subgroup generated by the k-powers of the elements of Γ and Γk = 〈Γ′, Γk〉, then

there is a biholomorphism ϕ : S → H2/Γk such that ϕHϕ−1 = Γ/Γk.

Proof. Let us observe that Γk is torsion-free. In this way, S Γ = H
2/Γk is a Riemann

surface admitting HΓ = Γ/Γk � Z
N

k
as a group of conformal automorphisms. Moreover,

the inclusion Γk ⊳ Γ asserts that there is a Galois branched covering πΓ : S Γ → Ĉ \ B′,
with deck group HΓ, and whose branch values are given by the points in B, each one with

branch order k.

By covering space theory, there is a torsion-free and normal subgroup K ⊳ Γ such that

S = H2/K and H = Γ/K. As H is abelian, Γ′ ⊳ K and, as every non-trivial element of H

has order k, that Γk
⊳ K. All of this asserts that Γk ≤ K. The maximality condition (iv), of

our definition, now asserts that K ≤ Γk. �

Example 2. (1) If #B′ = 1, then Γk = Γ
′. (2) If #B′ = 2, then Γ = 〈α, δ1, δ2, . . . : δk

j
=

1, j ≥ 1〉 and Γk = 〈Γ′, γαkγ−1 : γ ∈ Γ〉.

The following asserts, in particular, that every Z∞
k

-gonal pair is a quotient of a general-

ized Fermat pair of type (k,∞).

Corollary 4 (A universal property of generalized Fermat pairs). Let (S ,H) be a gener-

alized Fermat pair of type (k,∞) and, as above, let B ⊂ Ĉ be the corresponding branch

locus of a Galois branched covering π : S → Ĉ \ B′, with deck group H � ZN
k

. Let R be a

Riemann surface and G < Aut(R) be an abelian group such that there is a Galois branched

covering map P : R → Ĉ \ B′, with deck group G, whose branch value set is B and each

branch value of order k. If the finite order elements of G have orders a divisor of k, then

there is a normal subgroup J ⊳ H (which might contain elements acting with fixed points

on S ) such that, up to biholomorphisms, R = S/J and G = H/J.

Proof. Let Γ be a Fuchsian group such that S = H2/Γk and H = Γ/Γk. By the uniformiza-

tion theorem, there is a torsion-free normal subgroup F ⊳ Γ such that R = H2/F and

G = Γ/F. As G is abelian, Γ′ ⊳ F and, as every finite order element of G to the power k

gives the identity, then Γk
⊳ F. All of the above asserts that Γk ⊳ F. �

Question 1. Is the generalized Fermat group of type (k,∞) unique?

4.2. An inverse limit construction. As it was for the finite type situation, we may wonder

if there is a way to describe algebraically the pair (S ,H) in terms of B.

A first attempt is to consider inverse limits [16] of the finite type (k, n) generalized

Fermat curves Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2), for n ≥ 3, and using, for m ≥ n, the Galois branched

coverings

fmn : Ck(λ1, . . . , λm−2)→ Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2) : [x1 : · · · : xm+1] 7→ [x1 : · · · : xn+1].

Unfortunately, the corresponding inverse limit is not a Riemann surface; the points over

which this inverse limit fails to have a Riemann surface structure are those living over the

set B′. So, we need to delete these points.

Below, we proceed to construct a certain type of “algebraic” model in PN defining Rie-

mann surfaces Ck
∞(B,M) (homeomorphic to the LNM), where M ⊂ B′ is finite (which it
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might or not be empty), admitting a group of conformal automorphisms Hk
∞ � Z

N

k
, such

that there is a Galois branched covering π∞ : Ck
∞(B,M)→ Ĉ \B′ with deck group Hk

∞ and

whose branch values (each one of order k) are given by the points in B.

4.2.1. Let us fix a finite subset M ⊂ B′ (which might or not be empty). If M , ∅, we set

M = {p1, . . . , pN}.

4.2.2. For each n ≥ 3, we consider the generalized Fermat curve of type (k,N + n)

Ck(p1, . . . , pN , λ1, . . . , λn−2),

its corresponding generalized Fermat group Hk
n+N
� Z

n+M
k

, and the Galois branched cover-

ing

πn : Ck(p1, . . . , pN , λ1, . . . , λn−2)→ Ĉ : [x1 : · · · : xn+N+1] 7→ −
(

x2

x1

)k

,

whose deck group is Hk
n+N

and branch values set is

{∞, 0, 1, p1, . . . , pN , λ1, . . . , λn−2}.

4.2.3. We set

Cn(M) := Ck(p1, . . . , pN , λ1, . . . , λn−2) \ π−1
n (B′) ⊂ Pn,

which is a connected (and non-compact) Riemann surface (which is analytically finite if

B′ is finite). If M = ∅, then Cn(∅) := Ck(λ1, . . . , λn−2) \ π−1
n (B′) ⊂ Pn.

Note that Hk
n+N
< Aut(Cn(M)) is the deck group of the Galois branched covering

πn : Cn(M)→ Ĉ \ B′ : [x1 : · · · : xn+N+1] 7→ −
(

x2

x1

)k

,

whose branch values set is

{∞, 0, 1, λ1, . . . , λn−2}.

4.2.4. Now, for m ≥ n, we let

fmn : Cm(M)→ Cn(M) : [x1 : · · · : xm+N+1] 7→ [x1 : · · · : xn+N+1],

which is a Galois branched covering whose deck group is given by the subgroup of Hk
m+N

given by 〈an+N+2,m+N , . . . , am+N+1,m+N〉 � Zm−n
k

. Note that πn ◦ fmn = πm.

4.2.5. With the above data, we may consider the inverse limit

Ck
∞(B; M) = lim←−−(Cn(M), fmn) =

= {p = (pn) ∈
∏

n≥3

Cn(M) : fmn(pm) = pn, ∀m ≥ n ≥ 3},

together the map

π∞ : Ck
∞(B; M)→ Ĉ \ B′ : (pn) 7→ π3(p3).
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The above inverse limit can be algebraically described as

Ck
∞(B; M) :=



xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

3
= 0

p1xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

4
= 0
...

pN xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

3+N
= 0

λ1xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

4+N
= 0

λ2xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

5+N
= 0
...

−
(

x2

x1

)k

< B′.



⊂ PN,

and

π∞ : Ck
∞(B; M)→ Ĉ \ B′ : [x1 : x2 : · · · ] 7→ −

(
x2

x1

)k

.

4.2.6. The subset Ck
∞(B; M) is invariant under each of the maps a j (as described in Sec-

tion 2.2). So Ck
∞(B; M) admits

Hk
∞ = 〈a1, a2, . . .〉 � ZNk

as a group of bijections and

π∞ ◦ a j = π∞, j = 1, 2, . . .

As the form of the elements a j are diagonals, it can be seen the following (ρk := eπi/k).

(1) Fix(a1) = {x1 = 0} ∩ Ck
∞(B; M) =

= {[0 : 1 : ρ
l3
k

: ρ
l4
k

: · · · ] : l j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}}.

(2) Fix(a2) = {x2 = 0} ∩ Ck
∞(B; M) =

= {[1 : 0 : ρ
l3
k

: ρ
l3
k

p
1/k

1
: · · · : ρl3+N

k
p

1/k

N
: ρ

l4+N

k
λ

1/k

1
: · · · ] : l j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}}.

(3) Fix(a3) = {x3 = 0} ∩ Ck
∞(B; M) =

= {[1 : ρ
l2
k

: 0 : ρ
l4
k

(1 + p1)1/k : · · · : ρl3+N

k
(1 + pN)1/k : ρ

l4+N

k
(1 + λ1)1/k :

· · · ] : l j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}}.

(4) Fix(a4) = · · · = Fix(aN+3) = ∅.
(5) If j ≥ 4, Fix(aN+ j) = {xN+ j = 0} ∩ Ck

∞(B; M) =

= {[1 : ρ
l2
k
λ

1/k

j
: ω

l3
k

(λ j − 1)1/k : ω
l4
k

(λ j − p1)1/k : · · · : ωl3+N

k
(λ j − pN)1/k :

ω
l4+N

k
(λ j − λ1)1/k : · · · : ωl2+ j+N

k
(λ j − λ j−1)1/k : 0 : ω

l4+ j+N

k
(λ j − λ j+1)1/k :

· · · ] : l j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}}.

(6) If b ∈ Hk
∞ \ {al1

1
, a

l2
2
, a

l3
3
, a

l4
N+4
, a

l5
N+5
, . . . : 0 ≤ l j ≤ k − 1}, then Fix(b) = ∅.
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4.2.7. Ck
∞(B; M) are Z∞

k
-gonal surfaces.

Theorem 5. Within the above notations, the following hold.

(1) Ck
∞(B; M) is a connected Riemann surface, homeomorphic to the LNM.

(2) ZN
k
� Hk

∞ < Aut(Ck
∞(B; M)).

(3) The map π∞ : Ck
∞(B,M)→ Ĉ \ B′ is a Galois branched covering with deck group

Hk
∞, whose branch locus set is B.

(4) The only elements of Hk
∞ acting with fixed points on Ck

∞(B; M) are the powers of

the elements a j, where j = 1, 2, 3, 4+ N, 5 + N, . . ..

Proof. Once we have proved that Ck
∞(B; M) is a Riemann surface, we may observe that

Hk
∞ � Z

N

k
is a group of conformal automorphisms and that it is the deck group of the

holomorphic branched covering π∞ (providing parts (2) and (3)). All the above will ensure

that (Ck
∞(B; M),Hk

∞) is a Z∞
k

-gonal pair, in particular, (by Theorem 3 ) that Ck
∞(B; M) is

homeomorphic to the LNM. Part (4) is a consequence of Section 4.2.6.

(i) Ck
∞(B; M) is a Riemann surface. Let p = [p1 : p2 : · · · ] ∈ Ck

∞(B; M), so u0 =

−(p2/p1)k
< B′.

Let us first assume u0 < B. As B is a discrete set and u0 < B = B ∪ B′, we may find an

small disc D(u0; r) ⊂ Ĉ \ B. Inside such a disc, we may find local branches of k-roots: k
√

u,
k
√

u − 1 and k
√

u − λ j, for j ≥ 1. This permits to define a local chart

u ∈ D(u0; r) 7→ [1 :
k
√

u :
k
√

u − 1 :
k
√

u − λ1 : · · · ] ∈ Ck
∞(B; M).

The above permits to see that Ck
∞(B; M)\π−1

∞ (B) has the structure of a Riemann surface.

Next, as π−1
∞ (B) is a discrete subset of Ck

∞(B; M) and π∞ has finite local degree at each

of these points (degree k), we may observe that the above Riemann surface structure ex-

tends to a Riemann surface structure on all Ck
∞(B; M) making π∞ a holomorphic branched

covering onto Ĉ \B′, whose branch values are the elements of B, each one of branch order

k.

(ii) Ck
∞(B; M) is connected. To check the connectivity, we consider a simple path δ ⊂

Ĉ \ B′, which starts at ∞ and connects to 0, then to 1, then to λ1, then to λ2, etc. By

lifting δ under π∞, we obtain an infinite connected graph G ⊂ Ck
∞(B), whose vertices are

all of the fixed points of the elements a1, a2, . . ., and each one has degree k. Each connected

component of Ck
∞(B; M)\G is a topological disc (homeomorphic, under π∞, to Ĉ\ (B′ ∪ δ)

under π∞). �

Remark 4 (An unbranched quotient). Let us assume M , ∅. In this case, the Riemann

surface Ck
∞(B; M) admits the group Hk

∞ = 〈a1, a2. . . .〉 � ZNk as a group of conformal

automorphisms. The subgroup L = 〈a4, . . . , aN+3〉 � ZN
k

acts freely on Ck
∞(B; M) and it is

the deck group of the Galois (unbranched) covering

πL : Ck
∞(B; M)→ Ck

∞(B; ∅)
[x1 : x2 : · · · ] 7→ [x1 : x2 : x3 : xN+4 : xN+5 : · · · ].

4.3. Algebraic equations for (S ,H) if B′ finite. In the above construction, we have ob-

tained Riemann surface structures on the LNM (which are algebraically defined) and which

satisfy the first three conditions of a generalized Fermat curve of type (k,∞). But, it might

be that the maximality condition does not hold. Below, we restrict ourselves to the case

when B′ is finite and we show that, by taking M equal to B′ minus a point, we obtain a

generalized Fermat curve of type (k,∞).
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Let B′ = {p1, . . . , pN+1}, where N ≥ 0, and set M = {p1, . . . , pN} (if N = 0, M = ∅).

Theorem 6. Under the above finiteness assumption, (Ck
∞(B; M),Hk

∞) is a generalized Fer-

mat pair of type (k,∞) and there a biholomorphism between (S ,H) and (Ck
∞(B; M),Hk

∞).

Proof. Let Γ be a Fuchsian group such that H2/Γ = S/H. Then S = H2/Γk and H = Γ/Γk.

In this case, we have that

Γ = 〈α1, . . . , αN , δ1, δ2, . . . : δ
k
j = 1, j = 1, 2, . . .〉.

By the maximality condition (in the definition of generalized Fermat curves), there is

a torsion-free normal subgroup F of Γ such that Ck
∞(B; M) = H2/F and Hk

∞ = Γ/F. As

Hk
∞ � Z

N

k
, Γk ⊳ F. In this way, J = F/Γk ⊳H is such that S/J = Ck

∞(B; M) and H/J = Hk
∞.

We need to prove that J is the trivial group.

Let us assume there is some b ∈ J, b , 1. Then, we may write b = ti1 · · · tir d j1 d j2 · · · d jm ,

where d j (respectively, ti) is the Γk-class of δ j (repspectively, αi). The element b induces

the identity element in Hk
∞. Each til induces a generator ail ∈ {a4, . . . , aN+3} (each of them

has not fixed points) and each d jl induces a generator a jl ∈ {a1, a2, a3, aN+4, aN+5, . . .} (each

of them has fixed points). It follows that 1 = ai1 · · · air a j1a j2 · · ·a jm .

By the (diagonal) form of the elements a j, we may observe that this obligates to have

r = 0, and that j1 = · · · = jm = i. that is, b ∈ 〈δi〉, for some fixed i. As b cannot have fixed

points, then b = 1, a contradiction to our assumption. �

4.3.1. A fiber product interpretation. Let us assume, as above, that #B′ = 1 + N, and

that N ≥ 1. In this case, Γ = 〈α1, . . . , αN , δ1, δ2, . . . : δ
k
j
= 1, j ≥ 1〉 and

H = Γ/Γk = H1 × H2

where

H1 = 〈α1, . . . , αN〉/Γk = 〈b1, . . . , bN〉 � ZN
k ,

H2 = 〈δ1, δ2, . . .〉/Γk = 〈d1, d2, . . .〉 � ZNk .
The group H1 acts freely on S = H/Γk and every d j acts with fixed points (in H2, the

only elements acting with fixed points are the powers of these generators).

The quotient Riemann surface S/H1 is uniformized by the Fuchsian group 〈Γ′, γα jγ
−1 :

j = 1, . . . ,N, γ ∈ Γ〉 ⊳ Γ and it is isomorphic to Ck
∞(B; ∅). Also, Hk

∞ = H/H1. Moreover, if

P1 : S → Ck
∞(B; ∅) is a Galois (unbranched) covering with deck group H1, then the Galois

branched covering π : S → Ĉ \ B′, with H as its deck group, is given by π∞ ◦ P1.

Note that, as seen in Remark 4, we also have the Galois (unbranched) covering πL :

Ck
∞(B; M)→ Ck

∞(B; ∅), where L = 〈a4, . . . , aN+3〉 � ZN
k

acts freely on Ck
∞(B : M).

The Riemann surface structure R∗ of the quotient orbifold S/H2 is given as the com-

plement of NkN−1 points (these are the preimages of the set B′) of the generalized Fermat

curve of type (k,N)

R :=



yk
1
+ yk

2
+ yk

3
= 0

µ1yk
1
+ yk

2
+ yk

4
= 0
...

µN−2yk
1
+ yk

2
+ yk

N+1
= 0


,

where

µ j =
(p3 − p1)(p3+ j − p2)

(p3 − p2)(p3+ j − p1)
, j = 1, . . . ,N − 2,
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and whose generalized Fermat group is Hk
N
= H/H2. The map

π1 : R→ Ĉ : [y1 : · · · : yN+1] 7→
p2(p3 − p1)yk

1
+ p1(p3 − p2)yk

2

(p3 − p1)yk
1
+ (p3 − p2)yk

2

is a Galois branched covering with deck group Hk
N

and whose branch values are p1, . . . , pN+1.

Note that π1 = T ◦ πN , where T is the Möbius transformation such that T (∞) = p1,

T (0) = p2 and T (1) = p3).

The above permits to observe that S is a connected components of the fiber product of

(R∗, π1) with (Ck
∞(B; ∅), π∞). Such a fiber product is given by those pairs

([y1 : · · · : yN+1], [x1 : x2 : · · · ]) ∈ PN × PN


yk
1
+ yk

2
+ yk

3
= 0

µ1yk
1
+ yk

2
+ yk

4
= 0
...

µN−2yk
1
+ yk

2
+ yk

N+1
= 0

xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

3
= 0

λ1xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

4
= 0

λ2xk
1
+ xk

2
+ xk

5
= 0
...

−
(

x2

x1

)k

< B′

p2(p3 − p1)yk
1
+ p1(p3 − p2)yk

2

(p3 − p1)yk
1
+ (p3 − p2)yk

2

= −
(

x2

x1

)k



.

We also have the projection

π∗([y1 : · · · : yN+1), [x1 : x2 : · · · ]) = −
(

x2

x1

)k

restrict to the connected component S to provide the Galois branched covering π : S →
Ĉ \ B′.

We conjecture that all the connected components of the above fiber product are biholo-

morphic between them (so they are biholomorphic to Ck
∞(B; M)).

Remark 5. For N = 1, in the above we take R∗ = C \ {0} and π1(z) = (p1 − z2 p2)/(1− z2).

5. Hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces of infinite type

A closed Riemann surface R of genus g ≥ 2 is called hyperelliptic if it admits a confor-

mal automorphism τ of order two having exactly 2(g + 1) fixed points (equivalently, there

is a degree two branched covering π : R → Ĉ). In this case, τ is unique and it is called

the hyperelliptic involution of R. These hyperelliptic surfaces are unbranched quotients

of generalized Fermat curves of type (2, 2g + 1) by the unique index two subgroup of its

corresponding generalized Fermat group which acts freely.

In this section, we consider hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces of infinite type.

5.1. Hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces of infinite type. A non-compact Riemann surface

R is called a hyperelliptic Riemann surface of infinite type if:

(1) there exists an infinite discrete subset B ⊂ Ĉ such that, if B′ denotes its limit set,

then Ĉ \ B′ is connected; and
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(2) there exists a degree two branched covering π : R → Ĉ \ B′ whose branch locus

set is B. In this case, the deck group of π is 〈τ〉, where τ ∈ Aut(R) has order two;

we say that τ is a hyperelliptic involution of R.

Proposition 1. Let R be a hyperelliptic Riemann surface of infinite type and τ ∈ Aut(R)

be a hyperelliptic involution. Then R has an infinite genus and every end is fixed by τ (so,

there is a bijection between the ends of R and the ends of Ĉ \ B′). In particular, #B′ = 1 if

and only if R is homeomorphic to the LNM.

Proof. Let R be a hyperelliptic Riemann surface of infinite type, τ a hyperelliptic involution

and let π : R → Ĉ \ B′ be a two-fold branched covering with branch locus B (as in the

above definition) and deck group 〈τ〉. We may assume B = {∞, 0, 1, λ1, λ2, . . .}. Let γn be

a simple closed loop surrounding a disc Dn that contains the set {∞, 0, 1, λ1, . . . , λ2n} and

such that all other points in B ∪ B′ are in the complementary region. The lifting of γn

under π is a simple loop in R, invariant under the corresponding hyperelliptic involution τ.

The region Rn := π−1(Dn) ⊂ R is homeomorphic to a closed surface of genus gn = n + 1,

which is also invariant under τ (one may think of Rn as a hyperelliptic Riemann surface

from which we have deleted an open disc neighborhood of a fixed point of its hyperelliptic

involution). In this way, we may observe that R has an infinite genus. Next, as each end

of the quotient orbifold is accumulated by branch values, it follows that each end of R can

be approached by fixed points of τ. As the action of τ extends continuously to an action of

the ends, we may observe that each end must be fixed by that involution.

�

Remark 6. For any two pairs (R1, τ1) and (R2, τ2), where R j is hyperelliptic and τ j ∈
Aut(R j) is a hyperelliptic involutions, there is a homeomorphism ϕ : R1 → R2 such that

ϕ ◦ τ1 ◦ ϕ−1 = τ2 if and only if the quotient orbifolds R1/τ1 and R2/τ2 are topologically

equivalent as orbifolds.

5.2. Uniformization and connection to generalized Fermat curves of type (2,∞). Let

R be a hyperelliptic Riemann surface of infinite type, τ a hyperelliptic involution and let

π : R → Ĉ \ B′ be a two-fold branched covering with branch locus B (as in the above

definition) and deck group 〈τ〉. Let us fix a Fuchsian group Γ such that R/〈τ〉 = H2/Γ.

There is an index two torsion free subgroup ΓR⊳Γ such that R = H2/ΓR and 〈τ〉 = Γ/ΓR.

Remark 7. A difference with the case of closed hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces, in which

there is a unique index two torsion-free subgroup of the corresponding group Γ, is that, for

#B > 1, the group Γ has many different index two torsion-free subgroups.

Associated to B is the generalized Fermat pair (S = H2/Γ2,H = Γ/Γ2) of type (2,∞),

where Γ2 = 〈Γ′, Γ2〉 = Γ2, such that S/H = R/〈τ〉. By the maximality condition of the

generalized Fermat pair (S ,H), there is an index two subgroup HR of H, acting freely on

S , such that R = S/HR and 〈τ〉 = H/HR. In this case, HR = ΓR/Γ2. Below, we make

explicit the above in the case when B′ is finite.

5.3. Hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces for B′ finite. Let R be a hyperelliptic Riemann

surface of infinite type and τ ∈ Aut(R) be a hyperelliptic involution of R. Let us assume,

following the previous notations, that B′ is finite, say

B′ = {q1, . . . , qN+1} (N ≥ 0).

We may assume

B = {∞, 0, 1, λ1, λ2, . . .} = B1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ BN+1,
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where each B j has infinite cardinality and its unique limit point is q j. Note that the partition

{B1, . . . , BN+1} is not unique.

5.3.1. Fuchsian groups description. In this case, R/〈τ〉 = H2/Γ, where

Γ = 〈α1, . . . , αN , δ1, δ2, . . . : δ
2
j = 1〉.

As previously noted, there is a torsion-free index two subgroup ΓR of Γ such that R =

H
2/ΓR and 〈τ〉 = Γ/ΓR.

The collection of all such subgroups is given by the kernels Γi1i2···iN
, where i j ∈ {0, 1}, of

the following 2N surjective homomorphisms

θi1 i2···iN
: Γ→ Z2 = 〈x : x2 = 1〉

defined by

θi1i2···iN
(α j) = xi j , j = 1, . . . ,N,

θi1 i2···iN
(δ j) = x.

In this way, we obtain 2N hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces

Ri1i2···iN
= H2/Γi1i2···iN

admitting a hyperelliptic involution τi1 i2···iN
(induced by Γ) and a degree two branched cov-

ering (with deck group 〈τi1i2 ···iN
〉)

πi1i2···iN
: Ri1i2···iN

→ Ĉ \ {q1, . . . , qN+1},
with the same branch locus B.

Remark 8 (If N ≥ 1, then B does not determine the pair (R, τ)). If N = 0, then there is

a unique index two torsion free subgroup of Γ. But, if N ≥ 1, then we have 2N possibili-

ties. In this situation, let R1 = H
2/Γ1 and R2 = H

2/Γ2 (where Γ j is an index two torsion

free subgroup of Γ) be any two of these hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces and denote by τ j

(respectively, π j) the corresponding hyperelliptic involution on R j (respectively, the above

degree two branched covering). If there is a biholomorphism ϕ : R1 → R2 that conjugates

τ1 to τ2, then it induces a Möbius transformation M such that M◦π2 = π1 ◦ϕ. In particular,

M keeps invariant the sets {q1, . . . , qN+1} and also the set B. So, for instance, if N ≥ 3, then

the first condition asserts that, for generic choices of the points q j, M = I. But this condi-

tion asserts that ϕ must be induced by an element of Γ that must conjugates Γ1 onto Γ2. As

Γ1 is a normal subgroup of Γ, it means that Γ1 = Γ2. In this way, we obtain non-isomorphic

pairs (R1, τ1) and (R2, τ2) for which R1/〈τ1〉 = R2/〈τ2〉, which is not possible in the closed

situation.

Question 2. Is the hyperelliptic involution unique?

5.3.2. Algebraic descriptions. If

T (z) =



(q3 − q1)(z − q2)

(q3 − q2)(z − q1)
, N ≥ 2;

z − q2

z − q1

, N = 1;

q1

q1 − z
, N = 0;

then

T ◦ πi1i2···iN
: Ri1i2···iN

→ Ĉ \ {∞, 0, 1, T (q4), . . . , T (QN+1)}
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is a degree two branched covering, with deck group 〈τi1 i2···iN
〉, and whose branch value set

is, respectively,

{T (∞), T (0), T (1), T (λ1), . . .} ⊂ C \ {0, 1, T (q4), . . . , T (QN+1)}, N ≥ 3.

{T (∞), T (0), T (1), T (λ1), . . .} ⊂ C \ {0, 1}, N = 2.

{T (∞), T (0), T (1), T (λ1), . . .} ⊂ C \ {0}, N = 1.

{T (∞), T (0), T (1), T (λ1), . . .} ⊂ C, N = 0.

The Weierstrass product theorem asserts that given any collection of different points

pk ∈ C, k = 1, 2, . . ., such that limk→+∞ pk = ∞, there is an entire map f : C → C whose

only zeroes are pk (all of them simple) and that such map is unique up to multiplication

by em(z), for some entire map m(z). Moreover, if there is some integer M > 0 such that

(assuming pk , 0 for k ≥ 2)
∞∑

k=2

1/|pk|M+1 < ∞,

then such a map f can be chosen of the form

f (z) =



∏∞
k=1

(
1 − z

pk

)
e

z
pk
+ z2

2p2
k

+···+ zM

M pM
k , if pk , 0 for every k.

z
∏∞

k=2

(
1 − z

pk

)
e

z
pk
+ z2

2p2
k

+···+ zM

M pM
k , if p1 = 0.

Now, for each j = 1, . . . ,N + 1, set A j = T (B j) and let us consider an entire map

f j : C→ C such that:

(1) the set of zeroes of f1 is A1, each one being simple;

(2) the set of zeroes of f2 is {1/p : p ∈ A2}, each one being simple;

(3) the set of zeroes of f3 is {1/(p − 1) : p ∈ A3}, each one being simple;

(4) for j ≥ 4, the set of zeroes of f j is {1/(p−T (q j)) : p ∈ A j}, each one being simple.

Let h : C \ {0, 1, T (q1), . . . , T (qN+1)} → C be a holomorphic map without zeroes. Then,

the above 2N hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces can be described by

w2 = h(z) f1(z) f2

(
1

z

)
f3

(
1

z − 1

) N+1∏

j=4

f j

(
1

z − T (q j)

)
.

Note that we may forget the exponential factors em j(z) in the forms of the F j(z).

In the above algebraic model, as was for the compact case, the hyperelliptic involution

τ is given by τ(z,w) = (z,−w).

5.4. Hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces on the LNM. As previously noted, the only case

we obtain a hyperelliptic Riemann surface on the LNM is for N = 0. In this case, B = B1 =

{∞, 0, 1, λ1, λ2, . . .}, with B′ = {q1}, the generalized Fermat pair is (C2
∞(B; ∅),H2

∞) and the

corresponding Galois branched covering π∞ : C2
∞(B; ∅)→ Ĉ \ {q1}. If T (z) = q1/(q1 − z),

then P = T ◦ π∞ : C2
∞(B; ∅)→ C is a Galois branched covering with H2

∞ as its deck group.

The branch values set of P is given by

BP := {µ1 = 0, µ2 = 1, µ3 = q1/(q1 − 1), µ4 = q1/(q1 − λ1), . . .}
which accumulates at∞.

The hyperelliptic Riemann surface is R = C2
∞(B; ∅)/F, where F is the unique index two

subgroup in H2
∞ acting freely on C2

∞(B; ∅) (i.e., which does not contain the generators a j),

which is the kernel of the surjective homomorphism

θ : H2
∞ → Z2 = 〈a : a2 = 1〉 : a j 7→ θ(a j) = a,
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that is, F = 〈a ja1 : j ≥ 2〉.
The cyclic group L = H/F � Z2 is the group generated by a hyperelliptic involution τ.

The surface R is described by the affine infinite plane curve

C :
{

w2 = z f (z)
}
⊂ C2,

where f : C → C is an entire map whose zeros (all of them simple ones) are given by the

points µ j, for j ≥ 2. In this model, τ(z,w) = (z,−w).

In the case that there is some integer M > 0 such that

∞∑

k=2

1/|µk|M+1 < ∞,

then

C :

{
w2 = z

∏∞
k=2

(
1 − z

µk

)
e

z
µk
+ z2

2µ2
k

+···+ zM

MµM
k

}
⊂ C2,

and τ(z,w) = (z,−w). The cyclic group G = 〈a〉 � Z2 is the deck group of the degree two

Galois branched covering

π : C → C : (z,w) 7→ z,

whose branch values is the set BP.

5.4.1. A remark. Each time we have a surjective homomorphism θ : H2
∞ → Zm

2
, whose

kernel F does not contains any of the elements a1, a2, . . ., then R = C2
∞(B; ∅)/F is a Rie-

mann surface of infinite type admitting the group J = Zm
2

as a group of conformal automor-

phisms such that R/J = C2
∞/H

2
∞. A natural question is if we may find algebraic equations

for R. Below, we consider m = 2. Let us consider a decomposition N = A1 ∪ A2 ∪ A3,

where Ai ∩ A j = ∅ and the surjective homomorphism

θ : H2
∞ → Z2

2 = 〈a, b : a2 = b2 = (ab)2 = 1〉

θ(a j) ∈



a, j ∈ A1

b, j ∈ A2

ab, j ∈ A3


.

The kernel of θ is

F = 〈aia j : (i, j) ∈ A2
1 ∪ A2

2 ∪ A2
3〉,

and it acts freely on C2
∞(B; ∅). The Riemann surface R = C2

∞(B; ∅)/F admits the group

L = H/F � Z2
2

as group of conformal automorphisms such that R/L = C2
∞(B; ∅)/H. Now,

for each A j, we may find a holomorphic map fA j
: C → C with simple zeroes exactly at

the points in µ j for j ∈ A j. Then we may consider the affine infinite curve

C :

{
w2 = fA1

(z) fA3
(z)

u2 = fA2
(z) fA3

(z)

}
⊂ C3,

which admits the automorphisms

a(z, u,w) = (z,−u,w), b(z, u,w) = (z, u,−w).

The group G = 〈a, b〉 � Z2
2

is the deck group of the Galois branched covering

π : C → C : (z, u,w) 7→ z,

whose branch set is BP. Moreover, (a) the set of points µ j, for j ∈ A1, is the image of the

fixed points of a, (b) the set of points µ j, for j ∈ A2 the projection of the fixed points of b

and (c) the set of points µ j, for j ∈ A3 the projection of the fixed points of ab. Again, by the

maximality property (in the definition of generalized Fermat curves of infinite type), we
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must have a subgroup J < H2
∞ of index four (and necessarily acting freely on C2

∞(B; ∅))
such that C = C2

∞(B; ∅)/J. By the above properties on A1, A2 and A3, we may see that

J = F. This in particular permits us to see that C = R and that G = L.
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