arXiv:2210.03605v1 [math.AG] 7 Oct 2022

ON THE FIBER PRODUCT OVER INFINITE-GENUS RIEMANN SURFACES

JOHN A. ARREDONDO, SAÚL QUISPE AND CAMILO RAMÍREZ MALUENDAS

ABSTRACT. Considering non-constant holomorphic maps β_i : S_i → S_0, i ∈ {1, 2}, between non-compact Riemann surfaces for which it is associated its fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2. With this setting, in this paper we relate the ends space of such fiber product to the ends space of its normal fiber product. Moreover, we provide conditions on the maps β_1 and β_2 to guarantee connectednes on the fiber product. From these conditions, we link the ends space of fiber product with the topological type of the Riemann surfaces S_1 and S_2. We also study the fiber product over infinite hyperelliptic curves and discuss its connectedness and ends space.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the schemes theory introduced by Grothendieck [5], a scheme is a generalization of the notion of algebraic variety allowing define varieties over any commutative ring. Formally, a scheme is a topological space together with commutative rings for all of its open sets, which arises from gluing together spectra (spaces of prime ideals) of commutative rings along their open subsets. In other words, it is a ringed space which is locally a spectrum of a commutative ring [9]. For the schemes X_1, X_2 with morphisms β_1, β_2 over a scheme S , it is define the fiber product X_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} X_2 as a new scheme with morphisms to X_1 and X_2 making a commutative diagram with any other scheme Z with morphisms over X_1, X_2 and X_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} X_2. As principal property, fiber products always exists in the category of schemes [12]. Such schemes can be thought as set, variety, surface among others.

The fiber product has been studied over compact Riemann surfaces [10], [11]. Whereas along this paper, we will focus on the fiber product over non-compact Riemann surfaces, inasmuch as of Kerékjártó’s classification theorem of non-compact surfaces [7],[18]. The topological type of any surface S (recall that we are assuming no boundary) is given by: (i) its genus g ∈ N ∪ {∞} and (ii) a couple of nested, compact, metrizable and totally disconnected spaces Ends_∞(S ) ⊂ Ends(S ). The set Ends(S ) (respectively, Ends_∞(S )) is known as the ends space (respectively, the non-planar ends space) of S . Of all non-compact surfaces, as usually, we will focus on finite coverings of the Loch Ness monster (LNM), the unique, up to homeomorphism, infinite genus surface with exactly one end [15], see Figure 1.

. . .

FIGURE 1. The Loch Ness monster.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14H37, 14H55, 57N05, 57N16, 30F10.

Key words and phrases. Riemann surfaces, Fiber product, Non-compact surfaces, Infinite superelliptic curves, Loch Ness monster.

The second author was partially supported by Project FONDECYT 1220261 and the third author was partially supported by Proyecto Hermes. 1

With the scenario introduced at this point, let us consider the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 of the two pairs (S_1, β_1) and (S_2, β_2), where S_0, S_1 and S_2 are non-compact Riemann surfaces and β_1 : S_1 → S_0 and β_2 : S_2 → S_0 are non-constant holomorphic maps. In general S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is a singular Riemann surface, but these objects have associated its respective ends space. By deleting the locus of singular points of the fiber product (this is a discrete set), we obtain a finite collection of analytically (finite) Riemann surfaces ~R_1, . . . , ~R_n. Each ~R_j can be compactified (by adding its puntures) to obtain a unique, up to biholomorphism, Riemann surface called an irreducible component of the fiber product. The union of all the irreducible components is called the normal fiber product ~S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2. In Theorem 3.1 we describe the ends space of the fiber product from the point of view of the ends space of its respective irreducible components, when its locus of singular points is finite. More precisely, the result states that the ends space of the fiber product Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) is homeomorphic to the ends space of the normal fiber product Ends( ~

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), if the locus of singular points is finite.

When S_0 is the Riemann sphere Ĉ, and the other two Riemann surfaces S_1 and S_2 are compact, W. Fulton and J. Hansen proved that the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is connected [3, Theorem p.160]. Nevertheless, if S_0 is a compact Riemann surface with genus, then the fiber product could be disconnected [11, Examples 2 and 3]. In Theorem 3.4, we consider the non-compact Riemann surfaces S_1 and S_2, and the branched covering map β_i : S_i → C, such that i ∈ {1, 2}; then we provide conditions on its branch points to guarantee connectedness on the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2. In Theorem 3.8 we connect the end space of the fiber product Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) with the topological type of the non-compact Riemann surfaces involved, i.e., Ends(S_1) and Ends(S_2).

Different holomorphic structures on the LNM, which come form infinite hyperelliptic and infinite superelliptic curves were studied in [1]. It is well-known that if (w_l)_{l∈N} is a sequence of different complex numbers such that the its norm sequence (|w_l|)_{l∈N} diverges, then there is a Weierstrass’s theorem ensuring the existence of an entire map f : C → C whose only zeros are the points of this sequence and, each one of them is simple. Therefore, for n ≥ 2 the affine plane curve

S ( f ) = {(z_1, z_2) : z^n_2 = f (z_1)},

is called infinite superelliptic curve. If n = 2, the affine curve S ( f ) is known as infinite hyperelliptic curve. This infinite superelliptic curve is a Riemann surface topologically equivalent to the LNM. We consider an infinite superelliptic curve S ( f ) and a suitable finite or infinite superelliptic curve S (g); and the projection maps onto first coordinate β_1 : S ( f ) → C and β_2 : S (g) → C, then we take the (singular Riemann surface) fiber product S( f, g) := S ( f )×_{(β1,β2)}S (g). Our Theorem 4.5 describes the connectedness of the fiber product and the ends space of S( f, g). In addition, in Theorem 4.7 we determine necessary and sufficient conditions guaranteeing that such two singular Riemann surfaces S( f, g) and S( f, h) are isomorphic. When the Riemann surfaces S ( f ) and S (g) are considered as infinite hyperelliptic curve, then the group Z_2 ⊕ Z_2 acts on the fiber product S( f, g) such that the quotients space S( f, g)/Z_2 ⊕ {Id} and S/{Id} ⊕ Z_2 are Riemann surfaces biholomorphic to S ( f ) and S (g) (see Lemma 4.8). Finally, in Proposition 4.9 we study the singular Riemann surface S( f, g) as covering of the curves S ( f ) := S( f, g)/Z_2 ⊕{Id} and S (g) := S/{Id} ⊕ Z_2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definition of ends and ends space of topological spaces, singular Riemann surfaces and fiber product. Sections 3 and 4 are devoted to prove our main results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Ends of topological spaces. The idea of end was introduced by H. Freudenthal in [4]. Geometrically, an end of a suitable topological space is a point at infinity. We will briefly describe the concept of end for certain topological spaces and surfaces.

Definition 2.1 ([4, 1. Kapitel]). Let X be a locally compact, locally connected, connected, and Hausdorff space, and let (U_n)_{n∈N} be an infinite nested sequence U_1 ⊃ U_2 ⊃ . . . of non-empty connected open subsets of X, such that the following hold:

(1) For each n ∈ N, the boundary ∂U_n of U_n is compact, (2) The intersection ∩_{n∈N}U_n = ∅, and (3) For each compact K ⊂ X there is m ∈ N such that K ∩ U_m = ∅.

Two nested sequences (U_n)_{n∈N} and (U^′_n)_{n∈N} are equivalent if for each n ∈ N there exist j, k ∈ N such that U_n ⊃ U^′_j, and U^′_n ⊃ U_k. The corresponding equivalence classes [U_n]_{n∈N} of these sequences are called the ends of X, and the set of all ends of X is denote by Ends(X).

Remark 2.2. If the ends [U_n]_{n∈N} and [V_n]_{n∈N} of X are different, then there are l, m ∈ N such that U_l ∩V_m = ∅. One can suppose without of generality that U_1 ∩ V_1 = ∅.

The ends space of X is the topological space having the ends of X as elements, and endowed with the following topology: for every non-empty connected open subset U of X such that its boundary ∂U is compact, we define U^∗ := {[U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(X) | U_j ⊂ U for some j ∈ N}.

Then we take the set of all such U^∗, with U open with compact boundary in X, as a basis for the topology of Ends(X). It is easy check that if U ⊂ V are open subsets of X with compact boundary, then U^∗ ⊂ V^∗.

Theorem 2.3 ([17, Theorem 1.5]). The space Ends(X) is Hausdorff, totally disconnected, and compact. In other words, the end space Ends(X) is a closed subset of the Cantor set.

Lemma 2.4 ([19, §5.1., p. 320]). The space X has exactly n ∈ N ends if and only if for all compact subset K ⊂ X there is a compact subset K^′ ⊂ X such that K ⊂ K^′ and X \ K^′ are n component connected.

2.1.1. Ends of surfaces. Topological orientable surfaces are classified, up to homeomorphisms, by their genus g(S ) ∈ N_0 ∪ {∞}, the ends space Ends(S ) and, the subspace Ends_∞(S ) ⊆ Ends(S ) of all non-planar ends space of S (or, ends accumulated by genus). In addition, any pair of nested closed subsets of the Cantor set can be realized as the space of ends of a connected, orientable topological surface. For more details, we refer the reader to [18].

Theorem 2.5 (Classification of topological surfaces, [7, §7], [18, Theorem 1]). Two orientable surfaces S_1 and S_2 having the same genus are topological equivalent if and only if there exists a homeomorphism f : Ends(S_1) → Ends(S_2) such that f (Ends_∞(S_1)) = Ends_∞(S_2).

2.2. Singular Riemann surfaces. In this subsection, we shall explore some elements of the theory of the singular Riemann surfaces as the locus of singular points, irreducible components, isomorphism and the group of autormophism of a singular Riemann surface. The Poincaré disc will be denoted by Δ.

Definition 2.6 ([11, Subsection 2.2]). A singular Riemann surface is an one-dimensional complex analytic^1 surface S , such that for each point p of S there exists a neighborhood holomorphically equivalent to a subspace of the form V_{n,m} = {(z, w) ∈ Δ × Δ : z^n = w^m} ⊂ Δ × Δ, for some integers n, m ≥ 1.

If n = 1 or m = 1, then V_{n,m} is holomorphically equivalent to Δ. Now, if n, m ≥ 2 and d ≥ 1 is the greatest common divisor of n and m, then we write n = d^n and m = d^m, where ^n, ^m ≥ 1 are relatively prime integers. Thus the space V_{n,m} can be written as

V_{n,m} = � � �(z, w) ∈ Δ × Δ :

d−1� k=0 (z^{^n} − ω^kw^{^m}) = 0 � � � , 1It means a Riemann surface that allows singularities.

and it is homeomorphic to a collection of d cones with common vertex at (0, 0) (see Figure 2), where ω is a d-th primitive root of unity. In particular, if d = 1, then the space V_{n,m} is holomorphically equivalent to Δ.

If d ≥ 2, then the point p ∈ S is called singular, and the locus of singular points of S , denoted by Sing(S ) is a discrete subset of S . It follows that each connected component ~R of S \ Sing(S ) has structure of Riemann surface, and the points in Sing(S ) define punctures on ~R. By adding these punctures, we obtain another Riemann surface R, containing ~R, called an irreducible component of S . If S has only one irreducible component then it is called irreducible; otherwise, it is called reducible.

Case d=2. Case d=4.

FIGURE 2. Neighborhood of a singular Riemann surface.

Remark 2.7. If S is a compact singular Riemann surface, then it follows the following properties:

(1) The locus of singular points Sing(S ) is a finite set.

(2) The singular Riemann surface S has many finitely irreducible components. (3) Each irreducible component R of S is a compact Riemann surface and ~R is also a Riemann surface having finite punctures.

Definition 2.8 ([11, Subsection 2.2]). Let us consider two singular Riemann surfaces S_1 and S_2. An homeomorphism f : S_1 → S_2 is called isomorphism if it satisfies the following two properties:

(1) The map f sends the locus singular points of S_1 onto the locus singular points of S_2, i.e., f (Sing(S_1)) = Sing(S_2).

(2) The restriction f : S_1 \ Sing(S_1) → S_2 \ Sing(S_2) is holomorphic.

Two singular Riemann surfaces S_1 and S_2 are isomorphic if there exists an isomophism f : S_1 → S_2. An automorphism of a singular Riemann surface S is an isomorphism of S to itself. The automorphisms set of a singular Riemann surface S , which will be denoted by Aut(S ) has a group structure with the composition operation.

2.3. Fiber product of Riemann surfaces. Now, we introduce the concept of fiber product over Riemann surfaces. Also we explore the irreducible components associated to the fiber product and we define the normal fiber product.

Definition 2.9 ([11, Subsection 2.3]). Let us fix three Riemann surfaces (not necessarily compact) S_0, S_1 and S_2 and two surjective holomorphic maps β_1 : S_1 → S_0 and β_2 : S_2 → S_0. The fiber product associated to the pairs (S_1, β_1) and (S_2, β_2) is defined as S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 := {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S_1 × S_2 : β_1(z_1) = β_2(z_2)} , endowed with the topology induced by the product topology of S_1 × S_2. There is associated a natural continuous map β : S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 → S_0, such that

(1) β = β_1 ∘ π_1 = β_2 ∘ π_2,

where π_j : S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 → S_j is the projection map π_j(z_1, z_2) = z_j, for j ∈ {1, 2}.

The fiber product of the pairs (S_1, β_1) and (S_2, β_2) enjoys the following universal property. If S is a topological space and, there are surjective holomorphic maps p_1 : S → S_1 and p_2 : S → S_2 such that β_1 ∘ p_1 = β_2 ∘ p_2, then there exists a unique continuous map F : S → S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 such that in diagram (2), it satisfies p_j = π_j ∘ F, for j ∈ {1, 2}.

(2)

S

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 S_2

S_1 S_0

p_2 p_1F βπ_2π1 β2β^1

The fiber product is, up to homeomorphisms, the unique topological space satisfying the above property. For more details of the fiber product of topological spaces, we refer the reader to [6, p. 30].

The following result assures that the fiber product is a singular Riemann surface.

Proposition 2.10 ([11, Proposition 2.2]). The fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is a singular Riemann surface. Moreover, if p = (z_1, z_2) ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 and, let n_j be the local degree of β_j at z_j (for j = 1, 2) and let d be the greatest common divisor of n_1 and n_2, then the point p is a singular point if and only if d ≥ 2, in which case, it has a neighborhood of the form V_{n1,n2} .

The locus of singular points Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) are pairs (z_1, z_2), which z_i is a ramification point of S_i, with i ∈ {1, 2}. On the other hand, the space

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2),

consists of a collection � ~R_α : α ∈ A � of connected Riemann surfaces, for any family of indices A. These surfaces satisfy the following properties:

(1) If the locus of singular points is a finite set, then the collection of Riemann surfaces � ~R_α : α ∈ A � is finite.

(2) The map β (described in (1)) restricts to ~R_α not necessarily is a surjective holomorphic map. (3) The Riemann surface ~R_α has a collection of punctures, associated to the points in Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), and by filling in these points, we obtain a unique, up to biholomorphism, irreducible component R_α of the fiber product, and a surjective holomorphic map β : R_α → S_0 extending.

Definition 2.11. The union of all the irreducible components is said the normal fiber product, which is denoted by ~

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, this is the normalization of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 when it is considered as a complex algebraic variety.

From the previous definition, there is a one-to-one correspondence between components of the normal fiber product and the irreducible components of the fiber product.

Remark that if B ⊂ S_0 is the discrete subset consisting of the union of the branch values of β_1 and β_2, and S^∗_0 = S_0 \ B, S^∗_1 = S_1 \ β^{−1}_1 (B) and S^∗_2 = S_2 \ β^{−1}_2 (B), then

S^∗_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S^∗_2 = � α∈A R^∗_α ⊂ � S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) � = � α∈A ~R_α ⊂ � α∈A R_α, where R^∗_α is a connected Riemann surface, this being complement in ~R_α of a discrete set of points.

The following fact is consequence of the universal property of the fiber product and the above description.

Lemma 2.12 ([11, Lemma 2.5]). If S is a connected Riemann surface and p_j : S → S^∗_j are surjective holomorphic maps so that β_1 ∘ p_1 = β_2 ∘ p_2, then there exists an irreducible component R^∗_α and a holomorphic map h : S → R^∗_α so that p_j = π_j ∘ h, where π_j : S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 → S_j is the projection map π_j(z_1, z_2) = z_j, for j ∈ {1, 2}.

For the case that both holomorphic maps β_j are of finite degree, the following result provides an upper bound on the number of irreducible components of the fiber product.

Proposition 2.13 ([11, Proposition 2.6]). If β_1 and β_2 both have finite degree, then the number of irreducible components of the fiber product of the two pairs (S_1, β_1) and (S_2, β_2) is at most the greatest common divisor of the degrees of β_1 and β_2.

3. ENDS SPACE OF THE FIBER PRODUCT OVER RIEMANN SURFACES

Let S_0, S_1 and S_2 be Riemann surfaces (not necessarily compact), let β_1 : S_1 → S_0 and β_2 : S_2 → S_0 be surjective holomorphic maps. The fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is a subspace of the product space S_1 ×S_2 inheriting the properties: Hausdorff, second countable, locally compact and locally connected. It follows that we can associate to each connected component of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 its respective ends space. Recall that if the locus of singular points of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is finite, then the number of irreducible components R_1, . . . , R_k of the fiber product is also finite, for any k ∈ N. Given that such irreducible components are Riemann surfaces, the ends space of the normalization of the fiber product is

Ends( ~

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = k� i=1 Ends(R_i).

The following result describes the ends space of a connected fiber product over Riemann surfaces denoted as Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), from the point of view of the ends space of its respective irreducible components, when its locus of singular points is finite.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is connected and its locus of singular points is finite, then Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) is homeomorphic to Ends( ~S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2).

The following remark is necessary to the proof of the result above.

Remark 3.2. For the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 the following properties holds:

(1) As the locus set of singular points Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) is a finite compact space, the subset

Sing(R_i) := R_i \ ~R_i ⊂ R_i, is a finite compact space, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

(2) If we consider the end [U_n]_{n∈N} in the irreducible component R_i and the compact space Sing(R_i), using Definition 2.1, there exists s ∈ N such that Sing(R_i) ∩ U_s = ∅. We can suppose without loss of generality that s = 1. This implies that Sing(R_i)∩U_n = ∅ or, equivalent U_n ⊂ ~R_i = R_i \Sing(R_i), for all n ∈ N.

(3) Given that the Riemann surface ~R_i is a subspace of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, then the infinite nested sequence (U_n)_{n∈N} of ~R_i is also an infinite nested sequence of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, which defines the common end (this nomenclature appears in [16, Remark 3.6])

[ ~U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2),

such that the sequence (U_n)_{n∈N} belongs to the class [ ~U_n]_{n∈N}.

(4) If the infinite nested sequences (V_n)_{n∈N} and (U_n)_{n∈N} of R_i are equivalent, then by the above construction, these infinite sequences define their respective common ends [~V_n]_{n∈N} and [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} in the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 such that [~V_n]_{n∈N} = [ ~U_n]_{n∈N}.

With this observation we can star the proof of Theorem 3.1. Proof. Let us star defining the map F : k� i=1 Ends(R_i) → Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2),

such that it sends the end [U_n]_{n∈N} ∈^k � i=1 Ends(R_i) to the common end [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) (see (3) in Remark 3.2). By (4) in Remark 3.2, it follows that F is a well-defined map.

Injectivity. Let us consider the different ends [U_n]_{n∈N} and [V_n]_{n∈N} in^k � i=1 Ends(R_i). We must prove that [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} = F([U_n]_{n∈N}) is different to F([V_n]_{n∈N}) = [~V_n]_{n∈N}. We study the following cases: Case 1. The ends are in different irreducible components, i.e., there are k_1 � k_2 ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that [U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(R_{k1} ) and [V_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(R_{k2} ). From (1) in Remark 3.2 we hold that Sing(R_{ki} ) is a finite compact subset of R_{ki} , for each i ∈ {1, 2}. Using (2) in the preceding remark we obtain that for all n ∈ N, Sing(R_{k1} ) ∩ U_n = ∅ and Sing(R_{k2} ) ∩ V_n = ∅.

By hypothesis the classes [U_n]_{n∈N} and [V_n]_{n∈N} are different, using Remark 2.2 we obtain that U_1 ∩ V_1 = ∅. As the infinite nested sequences (U_n)_{n∈N} and (V_n)_{n∈N} are belonged to the class [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} and [~V_n]_{n∈N} of Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), respectively, then there are m, l ∈ N such that ~U_l ∩ ~V_m = ∅. Case 2. The ends are in the same irreducible component, i.e., there is k^′ ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that the ends [U_n]_{n∈N}, [V_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(R_k′ ). Since these ends are different, from Remark 2.2 it follows that (3) U_1 ∩ V_1 = ∅.

From (1) in Remark 3.2 we hold that Sing(R_k′ ) is a finite compact subset of R_k′ . Using (2) in the preceding remark we obtain that for all n ∈ N, (4) Sing(R_k′ ) ∩ U_n = ∅ and Sing(R_k′ ) ∩ V_n = ∅.

As the infinite nested sequences (U_n)_{n∈N} and (V_n)_{n∈N} are belonged to the class [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} and [~V_n]_{n∈N} of Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), respectively, from equations (3) and (4) it follows that there are l, m ∈ N such that ~U_l ∩ ~V_m = ∅. It proves that the map F is injective.

Surjectivity. We take an end [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, then we must prove that there exists at least one end [U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(R_k′ ), for any k^′ ∈ {1, . . . , k}, such that F([U_n]_{n∈N}) = [ ~U_n]_{n∈N}. From Definition 2.1, we can assume that Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) ∩ ~U_n = ∅, for all n ∈ N. As the open subset ~U_n ⊂ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is connected, then the infinite nested sequence ( ~U_n)_{n∈N} belongs to any connected component of

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2/Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = k� i=1 ~R_i,

it means, there is k^′ ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that ( ~U_n)_{n∈N} is an infinite nested sequence of ~R_k′ , which defines the end [U_n] of R_k′ such that ( ~U_n)_{n∈N} is in the class [U_n]_{n∈N} (see (3) in Remark 3.2)). Finally, by the definition of the map F we obtain F([U_n]_{n∈N}) = [ ~U_n]_{n∈N}.

Continuity. We consider an end [U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ Ends(R_k′ ), for any k^′ ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and the open subset W^∗ of Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) such that F([U_n]_{n∈N}) = [ ~U_n]_{n∈N}, for any non-empty connected open subset W of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, with compact boundary. Then we must prove that there is an open subset V^∗ ⊂ Ends(R_k′ ) having the end [U_n]_{n∈N} such that F(V^∗) ⊂ W^∗.

From the surjectivity of the map F, it follows that ( ~U_n)_{n∈N} is an infinite nested sequence of R_k′ , which is belonged to the class [U_n]_{n∈N} ∈ R_k′ , for any k^′ ∈ {1, . . . , k}. By hypothesis, the class [ ~U_n]_{n∈N} is in the open W^∗, it means that ~U_m ⊂ W for any m ∈ N, as the infinite nested sequence ( ~U_n)_{n∈N} is in the class [U_n]_{n∈N}, then there exists a natural number p(m) ∈ N such that W ⊃ ~U_m ⊃ U_{p(m)}. Hence, the connected open subset U^∗_{p(m)} ⊂ Ends(R_k′ ) contains the end [U_n]_{n∈N} and satisfies that F(U^∗_{p(m)}) ⊂ W^∗.

As the continuous map F is defined from a compact space to a Hausdorff space, from the Theorem 2.1 in [2, p. 226] it follows that the function map F is closed. Thereby, we conclude that F is a homeomorphism. □

3.1. Branched covering maps. We shall consider the fiber product coming from covering branched maps and we shall establish conditions on such maps guaranteeing connectedness of the fiber product. Recall that a topological surface is of infinite-type if it has fundamental group infinitely generated.

Let S_1 and S_2 be Riemann surfaces such that S_1 is of infinite-type and, S_2 has p ≥ 2 ends and genus g ∈ N_0 ∪ {∞}. Let β_i : S_i → C be a branched covering map, for each i ∈ {1, 2} such that:

(1) Their branched points are the discrete subsets A_1 and A_2 of C respectively, such that A_2 ⊂ A_1 and A_1 is infinite.

(2) For each z ∈ C \ A_i, the fiber β^{−1}_i (z) consists of p_i ≥ 2 elements.

(3) The maps β_1 and β_2 are proper, that is, the inverse image of any compact subset K ⊂ C under β_i is also a compact subset of S_i.

Remark 3.3. Given that the branched covering maps β_1 and β_2 are proper, then the continuous projection map β : S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 → C described in equation (1) is also proper, because β^{−1}(B) is a closed subset of the compact β^{−1}_1 (B) × β^{−1}_2 (B), for each compact subset B ⊂ C. Therefore, the inverse image β^{−1}(B) is compact.

The following result guarantees the connectedness of fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the locus of singular points of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is

Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 : β_1(z_1) = β_2(z_2) ∈ A_2}.

Then the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is connected.

Proof. Let us star by embedding of p_2 different ways the Riemann surface S_1 in the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2. The embedding is given by J_k : S_1 → S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, for each k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}. We fix z_0 ∈ S_1 \ β^{−1}_1 (A_2) which we will call the base point and consider the complex number u such that u � A_2 and β_1(z_0) = u. Given that the order of the covering function β_2 is p_2 and the complex u is not one of its branch points, then the fiber β^{−1}_2 (u) ⊂ S_2 is conformed by p_2 points w_1, . . . , w_{p2} . Now, let us consider the element w_k, for k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}, then the embedding J_k sends the base point z_0 in the couple (z_0, w_k) ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2,

(5) z_0 → (z_0, w_k).

Taking a point z ∈ S_1 \ β^{−1}_1 (A_2) we will define on the fiber product the couple at which is sent z under the embedding J_k. We denote by v the complex number such that v � A_2 and β_1(z) = v. As v is not a branch point of β_2, then the fiber β^{−1}_2 (v) ⊂ S_2 is conformed by p_2 points. Let us consider the curve γ from the closed interval [0, 1] to C \ A_1 with end points u and v, that is γ(0) = u and γ(1) = v. If we consider the lifting γ̃ in S_2 of the curve γ such that one of its endpoints is w_k = γ̃(0) (see equation (5)) and the other endpoint γ̃(1) belongs to the fiber β^{−1}_2 (v). Then, the embedding J_k sends the point z into the couple (z, γ̃(1)) ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2,

(6) z → (z, γ̃(1)). Finally, the embedding J_k sends each point z ∈ β^{−1}_1 (A_1) into the unique couple (z, w) ∈ Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), such that β_1(z) = β_2(w) ∈ A_2. By construction and using the analytic continuation we have that map J_k is a holomorphic embedding, i.e., J_k(S_1) = R_k is biholomorphic to S_1. Additionally, we have

p_2�

k=1 R_k = Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2).

We note that the singular Riemann surface S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 can be written as the union

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 =

p_2�

k=1 R_k,

because if we consider the pair (z, w) in S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 such that β_1(z) = β_2(w) � A_2, then the point w is belonged to fiber β^{−1}_2 (β_1(z)), which is conformed by p_2 points w_1, . . . , w_{p2} , it implies that there exist k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2} such that w = w_k, thus we conclude that (z, w) = (z, w_k) ∈ R_k. Contrary, if β_1(z) = β_2(w) ∈ A_2, then (z, w) ∈ Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) ⊂

p_2�

k=1 R_k ⊂

p_2�

k=1 R_k.

Given that the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is the union of p_2 connected spaces having non empty intersection, then we conclude that S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is connected. □ Corollary 3.5. The space coming from the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 by removing its locus of singular points Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) is conformed by p_2 connected components ~R_1, . . . , ~R_{p2} such that ~R_k = R_k \ Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), is topologically equivalent to S_1 removing a discrete set of cardinality card(A_2), for each k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}. Moreover, the irreducible component associated R_k to ~R_k is biholomorphically equivalent to the Riemann surface S_1.

Now, we shall describe the relationship of the ends spaces of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 and the topology type of the Riemann surfaces S_1 and S_2. It is necessary to introduce the following concept.

Definition 3.6. We say that the fiber β^{−1}_1 (A_2) does not accumulate at the end [V_n]_{n∈N} of S_1 if there is s ∈ N such that V_s ∩ β^{−1}_1 (A_2) = ∅. In this case, it can be suppose without loss of generality that s = 1. This implies that V_n ∩ β^{−1}_1 (A_2) = ∅, for each n ∈ N. We denote by E the subset of Ends(S_1) of all ends such the fiber β^{−1}_1 (A_2) not accumulate.

Remark 3.7. The embedding J_k described in equation (6) and the subset E ⊂ Ends(S_1) define the following properties in the ends space of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2:

(1) If we consider the end [V_n]_{n∈N} ∈ E, then the image of sequence (V_n)_{n∈N} under the embedding J_k is also an infinite nested sequence (V^k_n )_{n∈N} of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, where J_k(V_n) := V^k_n and k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}. Such sequence defines the common end [V^k_n ]_{n∈N} in S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2.

(2) For each k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}, the map J_k induces an embedding for common ends J̃_k : E → Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2).

(3) Given that_{p2} � k=1 J_k(S_1) =

p_2�

k=1 R_k = Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2),

then_{p2} � k=1 J̃_k(E) ⊂ Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2).

Theorem 3.8. Suppose that the locus of singular points of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is

Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 : β_1(z_1) = β_2(z_2) ∈ A_2}.

Then it holds the following properties:

(1) If the subset A_2 ⊂ C is finite, then the ends space of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 can be written as the union of p_2 copies of Ends(S_1). In other words, the spaces

Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) and

p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(Ends(S_1))

are homeomorphic.

(2) If A_2 is an infinite set and the subset Ends(S_1) \ E is conformed by only one end, then the ends space of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is

Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = {[Ũ_n]_{n∈N}} ∪ � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � . Let us remark that the property (2) is an equality in the category of sets, not in the category of topological spaces. The proof of property (1) follows from Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.5. Let us proceed with the proof of property (2):

Proof. Step 1. We shall build a suitable increasing sequence of compact B_1 ⊂ B_2 ⊂ . . . covering the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2.

Recall that each Riemann surface is a σ-compact space, then there is an increasing sequence of compact subsets K_1 ⊂ K_2 ⊂ . . . of S_1 covering the surface S_1 i.e., � n∈N K_n = S_1.

Now, as the subset A_2 of C is an infinite subset of A_1, then the fiber β^{−1}_1 (A_2) must be (countable) infinite and it is written as β^{−1}_1 (A_2) = {w_n : n ∈ N}. So, for the only end [U_n]_{n∈N} of S_1 not belonged to E one can suppose without of generality that:

∗ The connected open subset U_n ⊂ S_1 is a connected component of S_1 \ K_n, such that its boundary ∂U_n ⊂ ∂K_n, for each n ∈ N.

∗ The points of the set β^{−1}_1 (A_2) = {w_n : n ∈ N} satisfies for each n ∈ N that

{w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}} ⊂ K_n and {w_n, w_{n+1}, . . .} ⊂ U_n.

Now, for each n ∈ N we consider the subset K_n \ {w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}} of S_1, then the closure in the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 of the image J_k(K_n \ {w_1, . . . , w_{n−1}}) denoted by

K^k_n ⊂ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, is a compact subset, for each k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}. Thus, for each n ∈ N, we get the new compact subset B_n of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, where

(7) B_n :=

p_2�

k=1 K^k_n ⊂ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2.

It satisfies that the intersection

B_n � Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = n−1� k=1 β^{−1}_1 (w_k).

Therefore, the family of compact {B_n : n ∈ N} defines the increasing sequence B_1 ⊂ B_2 ⊂ . . . covering the fiber product, i.e., S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 = � n∈N B_n.

In other words, the fiber product is a σ-compact space.

Step 2. Now, we shall build the end [Ũ_n]_{n∈N} of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, which is described in the theorem.

Given that the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is connected locally and compact locally, then for each n ∈ N the set S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ B_n has a finite number of connected components U^n_1 , . . . , U^n_{i(n)}, for any i(n) ∈ N, whose boundaries are compact.

Remark 3.9. The connected components of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ B_n have the following properties:

(1) We can suppose without of generality that each one of them is non-compact. (2) One of these open connected components must contain the union

p_2�

k=1 J_k(U_n \ {w_l : l ∈ N}),

for each n ∈ N. Such connected component is denoted by Ũ_n := U^n_1 .

(3) Given that B_n ⊂ B_{n+1} and from the choice of the connected component Ũ_n, we obtain that Ũ_n ⊃ Ũ_{n+1}, for each n ∈ N.

(4) In particular, for n = 1 the connected components U^1 , . . . , U^1_{i(1)} of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ B_1 define the pair disjoint open subsets (U^1 )^∗, . . . , (U^1_{i(1)})^∗ of Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), respectively. From the definition of the embedding J_k we hold the equality � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � = i(1)�

j=2 (U^1_j )^∗.

(5) From the construction of Ũ_n, we hold that the open subset (Ũ_n)^∗ of Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) satisfies

(Ũ_n)^∗ ∩ � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � = ∅.

From (1), (2) and (3) in the previous remark, we hold an infinite nested sequence (Ũ_n)_{n∈N} of nonempty connected open subsets of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, which defines the secret end [Ũ_n]_{n∈N} of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 (this nomenclature appears in [16, p. 559]). By (4) and (5) in Remark 3.9, we hold the following properties of the secret end [Ũ_n]_{n∈N}:

(a) It is not in the disjoint union^{p2} � k=1 J̃_k(E).

(b) The secret end [Ũ_n]_{n∈N} is in the open subset Ũ^∗_n ⊂ Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2), for each n ∈ N.

Step 3. Finally, we shall prove the equality

Ends(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = {[Ũ_n]_{n∈N}} ∪ � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � .

Let [W_n]_{n∈N} be an end of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, then we should prove that

[W_n]_{n∈N} ⊂ {[Ũ_n]_{n∈N}} ∪ � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � . For the compact B_n described in equation (7), we can suppose without of generality that B_n ∩ W_n = ∅, for each n ∈ N. It implies that the open connected subset W_n ⊂ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is contained in any connected component of

S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ B_n =

i(n)�

j=1 U^n_j .

We study the following cases:

Case 1. For each n ∈ N, the open W_n is contained in the connected component U^n_1 = Ũ_n. It implies that the ends [W_n]_{n∈N} and [Ũ_n]_{n∈N} are equivalent. In other words, [W_n]_{n∈N} = [Ũ_n]_{n∈N}. Case 2. There is l ∈ N such that for the open Ũ_l = U^l_1, it satisfies W_l ∩ U^l_1 = ∅, then the open W_n is

contained in the disjoint union^{i(n)} � j=2 U^n_j . It implies that

(8) [W_n]_{n∈N} ⊂

i(n)�

j=2 (U^n_j )^∗.

Given that B_1 ⊂ B_n for each n > 1, then S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ B_1 ⊃ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ B_n, it implies that

i(n)�

j=2 U^n_j ⊂

i(1)�

j=2 U^1_j .

By property of the open subsets of the ends space we have that (9) i(n)�

j=2 (U^n_j )^∗ ⊂

i(1)�

j=2 (U^1_j )^∗ = � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � . From the relations describe in (8) and (9) we conclude that

[W_n]_{n∈N} ∈ � � � p_2�

k=1 J̃_k(E) � � � . □

An immediate result is the following Corollary, of which we present a proof with different ideas from those used for the proof of Theorem 3.8.

Corollary 3.10. Suppose that the locus of singular points of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is

Sing(S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2) = {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 : β_1(z_1) = β_2(z_2) ∈ A_2}.

If S_1 is topologically equivalent to the Loch Ness monster and the subset A_2 ⊂ C is infinite, then the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 has only one end.

Proof. We take a compact subset K ⊂ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2, then we shall prove that there is a compact subset K^′ ⊂ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 such that K ⊂ K^′ and S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ is connected (see Lemma 2.4).

We consider the continuous projection map β : S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 → C described in equation (1), then the image β(K) is a compact subset of C. As the complex plane C has only one ends, then there exists a compact subset B ⊂ C such that β(K) ⊂ B and C \ B is connected. Given that the projection β is a proper map (see Remark 3.3), then the inverse image K^′ = β^{−1}(B) is a compact subset of S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 such that K ⊂ K^′ . Finally, we should prove that S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ is connected. We will fix a point w_0 in S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ and for any z ∈ S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ , then we will define a path with end points z and w_0, such that it does not intersect to K^′ , this will imply that S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ is connected. Given that A_2 is infinite, we can suppose that there is a positive integer M ∈ N such that z_m � B, for each m ≥ M. We denote by w_0 the inverse image of z_M under the projection β. If z is a point in S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ , then there exists a path γ in C \ B with end points β(z) and z_M. Using the projection β, we can lift γ to a path γ̃ in S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 \ K^′ with end points z and w_0. □ As consequence of Corollary 3.5, we hold a relation between the irreducible components associated to the fiber product and topological type of the surfaces S_1 and S_2.

Corollary 3.11. The irreducible component R_k of the fiber product S_1 ×_{(β1,β2)} S_2 is biholomorphically equivalent to the Riemann surface S_1, for each k ∈ {1, . . . , p_2}.

4. FIBER PRODUCT OVER INFINITE SUPERELLIPTIC CURVES

Let (w_l)_{l∈N} be a sequence of different complex numbers such that lim_{l→∞} |w_l| = ∞. Then by the Weierstrass

theorem in [14, p. 498] there exists a meromorphic function f : C → ^C (called Weierstrass map) whose simple zeroes are given by the points w_1, w_2, . . .. Moreover, f is uniquely determined (up multiplication) by a zero-free entire map (for example e^z). Such functions f admit the representation

f (z) = h(z)z^m ∞� l=1,w_l�0 � 1 − z w_l � E_l(z),

where h is a zero-free entire function (m = 0 if z_l � 0 for every l ∈ N; in the other case, m = 1 for z_l = 0), and E_l(z) is a function of the form

E_l(z) = exp � � � � d(l)�

s=1 1 s � z w_l

�_s� � � , for a suitably large non-negative integer d(l).

Now, if we consider the holomorphic function F : C^2 → C given by F(z_1, z_2) = z^n_2 − f (z_1), for n ∈ N such that n ≥ 2, then we obtain the affine plane curve

S ( f ) := � (z_1, z_2) ∈ C^2 : z^n_2 = f (z_1) � . Definition 4.1 ([1, Subsection 6.3]). The affine curve S ( f ) is a Riemann surface, called infinite superelliptic curve. Further, if n = 2, the affine curve S ( f ) is known as infinite hyperelliptic curve.

The following result describes the topology type of an infinite superelliptic curve.

Theorem 4.2 ([1, Theorem 6.12]). The infinite superelliptic curve S ( f ) is a connected Riemann surface homeomorphic to the Loch Ness monster.

The following result describes the conditions when two infinite hyperelliptic curves are biholomorphically equivalent.

Theorem 4.3 ([1, Theorem.6.13]). If n = 2, that is, for the hyperelliptic case, the pairs (S ( f ), G_f ) and (S (g), G_g) are biholomorphically equivalent if and only if there exists a holomorphic automorphism of complex plane C carrying the zeros of f onto the zeros of g.

4.1. Fiber product over infinite superelliptic curves. We consider a sequence of different complex numbers (w_l)_{l∈N} such that lim_{l→∞} |w_l| = ∞. Let f be denote the Weierstrass map with simple zeros at the points of the sequence (w_l)_{l∈N}. Now, we fix a subset A of the complex plane C and we define a map g as follows:

(1) If A is a finite set of even cardinality of points of the sequence (w_l)_{l∈N}, then

g(z_1) = � a∈A (z_1 − a).

(2) If A is a subsequence of (w_l)_{l∈N}, which also diverges, then g is a Weierstrass map with simple zeros at the points in A.

Associated to the holomorphic functions above, we have the following affine plane curves

S ( f ) = � (z_1, z_2) ∈ C^2 : z^p_2 = f (z_1) � , (10)

S (g) = � (z_1, z_3) ∈ C^2 : z^q_3 = g(z_1) � , (11)

such that p, q ≥ 2.

From the Theorem 4.2, it follows that the infinite superelliptic curve S ( f ) described in equation (10) is a Riemann surface topologically equivalent to the Loch Ness monster. Moreover, as consequence of the implicit function theorem [8], [13, p. 10, Theorem 2.1], the affine plane curve S (g) defined in the equation (11) admits a Riemann surface structure. It has the following topological type:

(a) If the subset A ⊂ C is finite and |A| = 2k, with k ≥ 1, then by Riemann-Hurwitz’s Theorem [13, Theorem 4.16] the affine plane curve S (g) has q non-planar ends and genus equal to k − 1.

(b) If A is a subsequence of (w_l)_{l∈N}, then by Theorem 4.2, it follows that the affine plane curve S (g) is an infinite superelliptic curve topologically equivalent to the Loch Ness monster.

Now, we consider β_1 : S ( f ) → C and β_2 : S (g) → C the projection maps onto first coordinate and take the fiber product

(12) S ( f ) ×_{(β1,β2)} S (g) = � (z_1, z_2, z_3) ∈ C^3 : z^p_2 = f (z_1), z^q_3 = g(z_1) � . For convenience, in this section we will denote the above fiber product by

(13) S( f, g) := S ( f ) ×_{(β1,β2)} S (g).

Thus, we consider the projection map β : S( f, g) → C, defined as in equation (1), where

(14) β = β_1 ∘ π_1 = β_2 ∘ π_2,

and the maps π_1 : S( f, g) → S ( f ) and π_2 : S( f, g) → S (g) are given by π_1(z_1, z_2, z_3) = (z_1, z_2) and π_2(z_1, z_2, z_3) = (z_1, z_3), respectively.

Remark 4.4. The projection maps β_1 and β_2 are proper branched covering maps. Moreover, for each z ∈ C \ {w_l : l ∈ N}, the fiber β^{−1}_1 (z) consists of p ≥ 2 points; and for each z ∈ C \ A, the fiber β^{−1}_2 (z) consists of q ≥ 2 points. As consequence, the map β is proper, because β^{−1}(K) is a closed subset of the compact K × � h^{−1}[ f (K)] � × h^{−1}[g(K)], where h is the complex q-th power map h(w) = w^q.

On the fiber product S( f, g) the implicit function theorem does not apply everywhere, more precisely, on the points (z_1, z_2, z_3) such that z_1 ∈ A. By Proposition 2.10 we conclude that the fiber product S( f, g) is a singular Riemann surface whose locus of singular points is the discrete set

(15) Sing(S( f, g)) = {(z_1, z_2, z_3) ∈ S( f, g) : z_1 ∈ A} ,

and the subspace

(16) S( f, g) \ Sing(S( f, g))

of the fiber product S( f, g) is a Riemann surface.

From the Remark 4.4 and Theorem 3.4 it holds immediately the following results, which describe the connectedness and the ends space of the fiber product, and the ends space of the normal fiber product.

Theorem 4.5. The singular Riemann surface S( f, g) (given as in (12)) is connected. Moreover, the end space of S( f, g) has:

(1) one end, if A is infinite, (2) q ends, if A is finite.

Corollary 4.6. For each k ∈ {1, . . . , q}, the irreducible component R_k of the fiber product S( f, g) is biholomorphically equivalent to the Loch Ness monster S ( f ).

Now, we give necessary and sufficient conditions for isomorphisms of arbitrary singular Riemann surfaces coming from hyperelliptic curves.

We consider an arbitrary subset B of {w_l : l ∈ N}, which can be finite or infinite satisfying the same conditions of the set A, such subset also defines a Weierstrass function or a polynomial map h, depending of the cardinality of B, whose simple zeros are the complex numbers in B. Hence, as in equation (11) we define the affine plane curve

(17) S (h) = � (z_1, z_3) ∈ C^2 : z^2_3 = h(z_1) � . Now, we consider the superellyptic curve S ( f ) define in equation (10) and the projection maps onto the first coordinate β_1 : S ( f ) → C and β_3 : S (h) → C, then we hold other singular Riemann surface as the fiber product

(18) S( f, h) = � (z_1, z_2, z_3) ∈ C^3 : z^2 = f (z_1), z^2_3 = h(z_1) � . With all above it holds the next result:

Theorem 4.7. The singular Riemann surfaces S( f, g) and S( f, h) are isomorphic if and only if the set A and B have the same cardinality and there exist a biholomorphism of the complex plane t : C → C such that it leaves invariant the points of the sequence (w_l)_{l∈N} and t(A) = B.

Proof. We shall prove the necessary condition. Suppose that the set A and B have the same cardinality and there is a biholomorphism t : C → C such that it leaves invariant the points of the sequence (w_n)_{n∈N} and t(A) = B. Theorem 4.3 implies that there exists a biholomorphism T : S ( f ) → S ( f ) satisfying the following properties:

∗ leaves invariant the subset {(w_l, 0) : l ∈ N} ⊂ S ( f ), ∗ sends the set {(a, 0) : a ∈ A} onto the set {(b, 0) : b ∈ B},

∗ the following diagram

(19)

S ( f ) S ( f )

C C β_1Tβ_1t

is commutative, i.e., β_1 ∘ T = t ∘ β_1.

We consider the projection maps π_1 : S( f, g) → S ( f ) and π_1 : S( f, h) → S ( f ), which send the triplet (z_1, z_2, z_3) on the pair (z_1, z_2). We will define the function T̃ : S( f, g) → S( f, h) as a lifting of the map T , such that the following diagram

(20)

S( f, g) S( f, h)

S ( f ) S ( f )

π_1T̃π_1T

is commutative, i.e., T ∘π_1 = π_1 ∘T̃ . We fix z ∈ S( f, g) and chose w = T̃ (z) such that T ∘π_1(z) = π_1 ∘T̃ (z). Now, we consider a point s ∈ S( f, g) and we shall define the image of s under T̃ . Then we take a path γ in S ( f ) having ends points π_1(z) and π_1(s). Hence, for the path T ∘ γ there is a lifting path γ̃ in S( f, h) having ends points T̃ (z) and T̃ (s). By analytic continuation the map T̃ : S( f, g) → S( f, h) is homeomorphis such that T̃ (Sin(S( f, g))) = Sing(S( f, h)) and the restriction T̃ : S( f, g)\Sing(S( f, g)) → S( f, h) \ Sing(S( f, h)) is a biholomorphims. Thus, we conclude that T̃ is a isomorphism.

Now, we shall prove the sufficient condition. By hypothesis, there exists a homeomorphism T̃ : S( f, g) → S( f, h) such that

(1) T̃ (Sin(S( f, g))) = Sing(S( f, h)).

(2) The restriction map T̃ : S( f, g) \ Sing(S( f, g)) → S( f, h) \ Sing(S( f, h)) is a biholomorphic. Recall that the set of singular points of S( f, h) and S( f, h) are the sets Sing(S( f, g)) = {(z_1, z_2, z_3) ∈ S( f, g) : z_1 ∈ A} and Sing(S( f, h)) = {(z_1, z_2, z_3) ∈ S( f, h) : z_1 ∈ B}, respectively.

From the proof of Theorem 3.4, it follows that each connected component of

S( f, g) \ Sing(S( f, g))

is biholomorphic equivalent to the punted Loch Ness monster

S ( f ) \ {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S ( f ) : z_1 ∈ A}.

Analogously, each connected component of

S( f, h) \ Sing(S( f, h))

is biholomorphic equivalent to the punted Loch Ness monster

S ( f ) \ {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S ( f ) : z_1 ∈ B}.

Hence, the restriction of T̃ to each connected component of S( f, g) \ Sing(S( f, g)) defines a biholomorphism T from S ( f ) \ {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S ( f ) : z_1 ∈ A} to S ( f ) \ {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S ( f ) : z_1 ∈ B}, as the sets of points {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S ( f ) : z_1 ∈ A} and {(z_1, z_2) ∈ S ( f ) : z_1 ∈ B} of S ( f ) are discrete, then the map T can be extended to a biholomirphic map H : S ( f ) → S ( f ). From Theorem 4.3 it follows that there exists a biholomophic t of the complex plane C such that the following diagram

S ( f ) S ( f )

C C β_1Hβ_1t

is commutative i.e., t ∘ β_1 = β_1 ∘ H. As the isomorphism T̃ sends the singular points of S( f, g) onto the singular points of S( f, h) and H is a holomorphic extension, then it must be happen t(A) = B. □

4.2. Double covering of infinite hyperelliptic curves. We consider the fiber product of surfaces (see equation (12)): S( f, g) = � (z_1, z_2, z_3) ∈ C^3 : z^2 = f (z_1), z^2_3 = g(z_1) � , which admits two automorphisms α_1 and α_2 of order two, which are given by

(21) α_1(z_1, z_2, z_3) = (z_1, z_2, −z_3), α_2(z_1, z_2, z_3) = (z_1, −z_2, z_3).

The group ⟨α_1, α_2⟩ is a subgroup of Aut(S( f, g)) isomorphic to Z_2 ⊕ Z_2. So, the cyclic subgroup ⟨α_i⟩ acts on the singular Riemann surface S( f, g), for each i ∈ {1, 2}.

On the other hand, let us remember that: if S_1 is a surface (singular or not) and G is a finite group, a Galois cover of S_1 with group G, shortly a G-cover of S_1, is a finite morphism π : S_2 → S_1, where S_2 is a surface (singular or not) with an effective action by G, such that π is G-invariant and induces an isomorphism S_2/G � S_1.

With all above, the following result ensures that the quotient surface S( f, g)/⟨α_i⟩ is a Riemann surface and describes its topological type.

Lemma 4.8. The quotient surfaces S( f, g)/⟨α_1⟩ and S( f, g)/⟨α_2⟩ are Riemann surfaces biholomophic to S ( f ) and S (g), respectively.

Proof. We consider the ⟨α_1⟩-cover p_1 : S( f, g) → S( f, g)/⟨α_1⟩. If we consider the projection function π_1 : S( f, g) → S ( f ) as in equation (14), then we have the following diagram

(22)

S( f, g) S( f, g)/⟨α_1⟩

S ( f )

π_1p_1π1∘p^{−1}_1

where π_1 ∘ p^{−1}_1 is constant in the fibres, and by the Transgression Theorem described in [2, p.123], it follows that π_1 ∘ p^{−1}_1 is a biholomorphism. So, the surface S( f, g)/⟨α_1⟩ is a Riemann surface biholomorphic to the Loch Ness monster S ( f ).

Analogously, considering the ⟨α_2⟩-cover p_2 : S( f, g) → S( f, g)/⟨α_2⟩, and the projection function π_2 : S( f, g) → S (g) as in equation (14), we observe that the map π_2 ∘ p^{−1}_2 : S( f, g)/⟨α_2⟩ → S (g) is constant in the fibres, thus by the Transgression Theorem, it follows that π_2 ∘ p^{−1}_2 is a biholomorphism. So, the surface S( f, g)/⟨α_2⟩ is a Riemann surface biholomorphic to the Riemann surface S (g). □

Proposition 4.9. Let S be a singular Riemann surfaces that is a Z_2 ⊕ Z_2-covering of the complex plane C, with Z_2 ⊕ Z_2 � ⟨α_1, α_2⟩. If π_{αi} : S → S_i = S/⟨α_i⟩, β_1 : S_1 → S/Z_2 ⊕ Z_2 and β_2 : S_2 → S/Z_2 ⊕ Z_2 are the obvious projection maps, then the singular Riemann surface S is isomorphic to the fibre product S( f, g) defined by the following commutative diagram

(23)

S S_2

S_1 S/Z_2 ⊕ Z_2

π_{α1}π_{α2}β2β^1

Proof. By results above we have that S_1 is biholomorphic to S ( f ) = � (z_1, z_2) ∈ C^2 : z^2 = f (z_1) � , S_2 is biholomorphic to S (g) = � (z_1, z_3) ∈ C^2 : z^2_3 = g(z_1) � and recall that S/Z_2 ⊕Z_2 is biholomorphic to complex plane C.

By the universal property of fibre products, for any commutative diagram of morphisms between noncompact Riemann surfaces as follows

(24)

S( f, g) S (g)

S ( f ) C

π_1π_2β_2β^1

we shall prove that there is a unique morphism ϕ : S( f, g) → S making the following commutative diagram

(25)

S( f, g)

S S (g)

S ( f ) C

π_2 π_1ϕ π_{α2}πα_1β2β^1

We remark that, if such morphism ϕ exists, then the above diagrams are commutative, i.e., (π_{αi} ∘ϕ)(x) = π_i(x), for all x ∈ S( f, g). Thus, it must have that the image ϕ(x) ∈ π^{−1}_{αi} (π_i(x)), i = 1, 2.

Therefore, the result would follow if we could prove that, for all points x ∈ S( f, g), the intersection set π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)) ∩ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) contains exactly one point x̃ of S , in that case the morphism ϕ would be defined as ϕ(x) = x̃. Let us prove that this intersection contains a single point.

Step 1. The restriction of π_{α1} to π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) is injective.

Let us assume that this restriction is not injective. Then, let us take the points P and Q in π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) such that π_{α1} (P) = π_{α1} (Q). From where π_{αi} (P) = π_{αi} (Q) con i = 1, 2. If we suppose P � Q, as α_1 and α_2 are automorphisms (differents) of S of order two, we have α_i(P) = Q, so α^{−1}_1 ∘ α_2(P) = P, this implies that α^{−1}_1 ∘ α_2 = Id, therefore, α_1 = α_2, which is a contradiction since α_1 � α_2. From where it follows that the restriction of π_{α1} to π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) is injective.

Step 2. The set π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)) ∩ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) contains, at most, one point.

Let us note that for every element P ∈ π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)) ∩ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) ⊂ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) ⊂ S the image π_{α1} (P) = π_1(x) (see Diagram 4). As the function π_{α1} restricted to the set π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) it is injective, it must happen that there is only one element at the intersection π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)) ∩ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)).

Step 3. It holds that π_{α1} (π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x))) ⊂ β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))) ⊂ S ( f ).

Taking P ∈ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) ⊂ S we must prove that π_{α1} (P) ∈ β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))). From Diagram 25 we have the relationships β_1(π_{α1} (P)) = β_2(π_{α2} (P)) = β_2(π_2(x)) = β_1(π_1(x)), as β_1(π_{α1} (P)) = β_1(π_1(x)) then the point π_{α1} (P) belongs to the fiber β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))).

Step 4. For all points x ∈ X, we have π_{α1} (π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x))) = β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))).

As the functions π_{αi} y β_i are of degree two, that is, each fiber has at most two points, then the sets β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))) and π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) have at most two points. As π_{α1} is injective (see step 1), then, we have that the set π_{α1} (π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x))) it has at most two points, that is β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))) ⊂ π_{α1} (π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x))). Using the contention described in step 3, we conclude that π_{α1} (π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x))) = β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))).

Step 5. For all points x ∈ X, the set π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)) ∩ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)) is non-empty.

As in the previous step, each point π_1(x) ∈ β^{−1}_1 (β_1(π_1(x))) can be written as π_1(x) = π_{α1} (P), for some P ∈ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)). Then P ∈ π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)), in particular P ∈ π^{−1}_{α1} (π_1(x)) ∩ π^{−1}_{α2} (π_2(x)).

With all above it follows that ϕ is an isomorphism. □

Since every branching value of β_2 is also a branching value of β_1 with same branching order two at all ramification points, we may conclude that π_1 and π_2 are an unramified double covering of S ( f ) and S (g), respectively, (see [20, p. 116] for details). Then, from result above, we hold the following observation:

Remark 4.10. The singular Riemann surface S( f, g) is an unramified double cover of the Loch Ness monster S ( f ) and the surface S (g).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Camilo Ramírez Maluendas was partially supported by UNIVERSIDAD NACIONAL DE COLOM- BIA, SEDE MANIZALES. He has dedicated this work to his beautiful family: Marbella and Emilio, in appreciation of their love and support.

REFERENCES

[1] Yasmina Atarihuana, Juan García, Rubén A. Hidalgo, Saúl Quispe, and Camilo Ramírez Malundas, Dessins D’enfants and Some Holomorphic Structures on the Loch Ness Monster, The Quarterly Journal of Mathematics 73 (2021), no. 1, 349–369.

[2] James Dugundji, Topology, Allyn and Bacon, Inc., Boston, Mass.-London-Sydney, 1978. Reprinting of the 1966 original, Allyn and Bacon Series in Advanced Mathematics.

[3] William Fulton and Johan Hansen, A Connectedness Theorem for Projective Varieties, with Applications to Intersections and Singularities of Mappings, Annals of Mathematics 110 (1979), no. 1, 159–166.

[4] Hans Freudenthal, Neuaufbau Der Endentheorie, Annals of Mathematics 43 (1942), no. 2, 261–279. [5] A. Grothendieck, Éléments de géométrie algébrique. I. Le langage des schémas, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 4 (1960).

[6] Joe Harris, Algebraic geometry: a first course, Vol. 133, Springer Science & Business Media, 2013. [7] Béla Kerékjártó, Vorlesungen über Topologie I, Mathematics: Theory & Applications, Springer, Berlín, 1923. [8] Steven G. Krantz and Harold R. Parks, The implicit function theorem, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2002.

History, theory, and applications.

[9] Robin Hartshorne, Algebraic geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1977.

[10] Rubén A. Hidalgo, The fiber product of Riemann surfaces: a Kleinian group point of view, Anal. Math. Phys. 1 (2011), no. 1, 37–45.

[11] Rubén A. and Reyes-Carocca Hidalgo Sebastián and Vega, Fiber product of Riemann surfaces, Automorphisms of Riemann surfaces, subgroups of mapping class groups and related topics, 2022, pp. 161–175.

[12] Shigeru Iitaka, Algebraic geometry 24 (1982). An introduction to birational geometry of algebraic varieties. [13] Rick Miranda, Algebraic curves and Riemann surfaces, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 5, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1995.

[14] Bruce P. Palka, An introduction to complex function theory, Springer Science & Business Media, 1991. [15] Anthony Phillips and Dennis Sullivan, Geometry of leaves, Topology 20 (1981), no. 2, 209-218. [16] Camilo Ramírez Maluendas and Ferrán Valdez, Veech groups of infinite-genus surfaces, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 17 (2017), no. 1, 529–560.

[17] Frank Raymond, The end point compactification of manifolds, Pacific J. Math. 10 (1960), 947–963. [18] Ian Richards, On the classification of noncompact surfaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 106 (1963), 259-269. [19] Ernst Specker, Die erste Cohomologiegruppe von Überlagerungen und Homotopie-eigenschaften dreidimensionaler Mannigfaltigkeiten, Commentarii Mathematici Helvetici 23 (1949), no. 1, 303–333.

[20] Jean-Pierre Serre, Topics in Galois theory, Second, Research Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1, A K Peters, Ltd., Wellesley, MA, 2008. With notes by Henri Darmon.

FACULTAD DE MATEMÁTICAS E INGENIERÍAS, FUNDACIÓN UNIVERSITARIA KONRAD LORENZ, BOGOTÁ 110231, COLOMBIA.

Email address: alexander.arredondo@konradlorenz.edu.co

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMÁTICA Y ESTADÍSTICA, UNIVERSIDAD DE LA FRONTERA, TEMUCO 4780000, CHILE. Email address: saul.quispe@ufrontera.cl

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMÁTICAS Y ESTADÍSTICA, UNIVERSIDAD NACIONAL DE COLOMBIA, SEDE MANIZALES, MANIZALES 170004, COLOMBIA.

Email address: camramirezma@unal.edu.co