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Riemann surfaces and the Galois correspondence
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To the memory of my mother

Abstract
In this paper we introduce a space with some additional topologies us-
ing filter bases and renew the definition of Riemann surfaces of algebraic
functions. We then present a Galois correspondence between these Rie-
mann surfaces and their deck transformation groups. We also extend the
monodromy theorem to the case that the global analytic function possesses
singularities, which can be non-isolated.

1 Introduction

Let us recall two points lying in algebra and complex analysis respectively.
At first, it is known that the Galois correspondence theorem, which is called the
fundamental theorem of Galois theory, is one of the most important results in
modern algebra (refer to [9], [14], [21] and [25], etc). The Galois correspondence
and related issues have been extended to a number of cases, see e.g. [3], [6],
[16], [18], [19], [24], [26], [28] and [29]. Then, we look at algebraic functions
and their Riemann surfaces. Algebraic functions are studied in both function
theory and algebraic geometry. To deal with the trouble of multivaluedness of
functions Riemann designed the “Riemann surface”, which is a source of some
modern mathematical branches. The theory of Riemann surfaces also provides a
model for developments in many research areas in mathematics. There is a lot of
literature in Riemann surfaces and algebraic functions, see [1], [2], [5], [7], [10],
[12], [13], [I7], [20], [22], [23], [27], [28], [29] and [30], etc.

Originally, a Riemann surface may be regarded as a covering space (surface)
of the (extended) complex plane (or a part of it). We may consider the Galois
correspondence in the case of covering spaces. In fact, there is a correspondence
in covering spaces similar to the Galois correspondence in the classical Galois
theory, see [I1], 13d], [15] and [16] (in [I5] and [16] finite ramified coverings over
Riemann surfaces were also considered). If we observe [10, Theorem (8.12)], we
may expect the Galois correspondence occurs between Riemann surfaces of alge-
braic functions and covering transformation groups, even in general infinite cases.
However, branch points become a key problem.
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In order to deal with branch points and multivaluedness of functions we employ
filter bases. This idea is inspired by [31] and [32] and develops therefrom. About
the notions of filters and filter bases, which were originated by H. Cartan, we refer
to [4], §6 and §7 of Chapter I] and [8, Chapter X]. Using filter bases we introduce a
space with some additional topologies, which we call a universal topological space
(see Section 2). By using neighborhoods in this space we can deal with branch
points in a natural manner, which enables us to carry out algebraic operations
of functions and germs freely. To this end, we study presheaves on a universal
topological space in Section 2. In addition, we introduce some more general
notions for the extension of the monodromy theorem.

In Section 3, we present a new version of the definition of Riemann sur-
faces of algebraic functions, where the notions of harmonious equivalence and
up-harmonious equivalence are introduced. We also consider analytic continua-
tions in more extensive senses and extend the monodromy theorem to the case
that the global analytic function possesses singularities, which can be non-isolated.

Finally, in Section 4 we present a Galois correspondence between Riemann
surfaces of algebraic functions (algebraic Riemann surfaces, see Subsection 3.4)
and their deck transformation groups (Theorems [4.1] and [£.10), which may be
regarded as a geometric version of the classical Galois correspondence.

2 A universal topological space

2.1 A perfect filterbase structure system and a universal
topological space

We recall that a nonempty family B of subsets of a nonempty set X is a filter
base precisely if B does not contain the empty set and the intersection of any two
sets of B contains a set of B, see [4, §6.3 of Chapter I] and [8, Definition (2.1) in
Chapter X]. Suppose B is a family of filter bases in the nonempty set X. Two
filter bases B; and B; in 8 are said to be equivalent, denoted By ~ Bs, if By - By
and By - By, where “t” means “be subordinate to” (i.e. By = By precisely if for
each By € By there exists By € By such that By C By, see [8, Definition (2.4) in
Chapter X]). It is obvious that this really is an equivalence relation in 8. The
equivalence class of B is denoted B.

Suppose B; and B, are two families of filter bases in a (nonempty) set X.
If for each By € By there exists By € By such that By = By (resp. By ~ Bs)
then we say that 9B, is a (resp. an ezact) refinement of By. If By and B, are
(resp. exact) refinements of one another then we say that they are compatible
(resp. equivalent), denoted B ~ By (resp. By ~ By). Obviously both the exact
refinement relation and the refinement relation of filterbase families are preorders
and they are also partial orders if “=” means “~” or “~”. Both the compatibil-
ity and the equivalence are equivalence relations and the equivalence implies the
compatibility.

Suppose (X,7T) is a (nonempty) topological space (T is the topology on X)
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and ‘B is a family of filter bases consisting of open subsets of X. Suppose for each
x € X there is precisely one filter base B € B such that B — = (“—” means
“converge to”, i.e. B — x precisely if for any neighborhood U of x there exists
B € B such that B C U, see [8, Definition (2.3) in Chapter X]), or if there is
another filter base B’ € B such that B/ — x then B’ ~ B. If B € 9 does not
converge to any points in X, then we consider that it converges to some “ideal
points”. Generally, it may be allowed that some filter bases (in ®B) converging
in (X,7) also converge to ideal points (of course, the Hausdorff condition will
remove this case). Here we consider that B’ and B converge to the same ideal
point(s) precisely if B’ ~ B. We also assume that if B € B, B — = € X, then
x ¢ B for any B € B. We call the filterbase family B satisfying the above
conditions a perfect filterbase structure system on (X, T).

Suppose B is a perfect filterbase structure system on X and I denotes the set
of all ideal points of B. Let X := X UI. Let

B(z) :={B=BU{z}: BeB, where Be B and B — =}

for x € X and A
:UBx
zeX

Noticing every filter base B € B consists of open subsets of X, it is easy to
verify that B is a basis for some topology on X. So we obtain a topology on X
determined by B. We call this new topology the filterbase topology or partial
topology on X determined by ‘B, denoted T. Set B € B( ) is called a basic
(open) partial neighborhood of x, B(x) a basic (open) partial neighborhood basis
at = (z € X) and B a basic (open) partial neighborhood basis on X .

Let B(x) be an open neighborhood basis at z in (X, T) for # € X and B(z) :=
B(z) (or an open neighborhood basis at = in (X, 7)) for z € I. Let

= |J B

zeX

Then it is easy to verify that B is a basis for some topology on (set) X. Again we
obtain a topology on X determined by B, which is called the essential topology
on X and denoted T. We call B (resp. B(x )) a basic (open) essential neighborhood
basis (resp. at x).

Generally, choose a subset A of X containing the ideal point set I, which we
call a partial point set (of X). Let B(x) be an open neighborhood basis at z in
(X,T) for & € X\ A and B,(x) := B(z) for z € A. Then

= | Ba(x)

zeX

is also a basis for some topology on (set) X. In this way we obtain a topology
on X, determined by B A, which we call the mized topology on X with the partial
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point set A or the A-mized topology on X, denoted T(A), and B4 (resp. Ba(z))
is called an A-mized neighborhood basis (resp. at x).

The space X, equipped with a filterbase topology ‘j', an essential topology T
and some mixed topologies ‘j'(A), is called a universal topological space on (X, T)
determined by 8. The universal topological space X on (X, 7) is also denoted
(X, T; X, ‘j') The set I is also called the ideal point set of X.

We remark here that if A = X then T(A) = T and if A = T then T(A4) = 7.
We also remark that for the topological space (X,7T) we can obtain a number
of filterbase topologies by different perfect filterbase structure systems on X (see
e.g. Subsection 2.5). Suppose T, and T, are filterbase topologies determined by
two perfect filterbase structure systems B; and By on (X, T), respectively. If
B, ~ B, then it follows that ‘j'l = ‘j'g (under some assumption on ideal points)
and generally the two mixed topologies T;(A) and T5(A) are the same. Therefore,
the universal topological spaces (X, T; X, ‘j'l) and (X, T; X, ‘j'g) we obtain here are
the same.

If the topological space (X' ,‘j') is Hausdorff, then we say that the universal
topological space X is Hausdorff. Thus that (X, T; X, ‘j') is Hausdorff implies that
(X,T(A)) is Hausdorff and specially both (X,T) and (X, T) are also Hausdorff.

Let

B(z):={B: B € B, where B€®B and B — =}

for x € X. Clearly B(x) is a filter base. We call B(z) a basic (open) punctured
partial neighborhood basis at x and set B € B(x) a basic (open) punctured partial
neighborhood of x (z € X) In the paper, we may also use the terminology deleted
to replace the “punctured”. Let

B = | B(x)

J:EX

which is called a basic (open) punctured partial neighborhood basis on X.
For a partial point set A (I € A C X), let Ba(z) be an open punctured
neighborhood basis at x in (X, T) for x € X\A and B4(z) := B(z) for x € A. Let

BA = U BA(SL’)

J:EX

which is called an A-mized punctured neighborhood basis on X.

Suppose (X, T; X ‘J') is a universal topological space determined by a perfect
filterbase structure system 2% and Y is asubset of X. Suppose I, C X, I, := IUI,
(Iis the ideal point set of X), I’ := I;NY and Y := Y\I' # (). We call (Y TV, T)
a universal topologzcal subspace of (X, T; X ‘J') where 77 := TNY and the partml
topology T := T NY are induced topologles the A’-mixed topologzes T’ (A ) of Y
are just the induced topologies ‘J'(A n Y, where I; C 4, C X, A/ =A4,NY and
‘J’(Al) is the A;-mixed topology of X, and specially the essential topology T' of Y
is the induced topology ‘J'(Il) NY. The set I’ is called the ideal point set of Y.
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If B— xe X (BeB), then we denote B by B(z). Let By(z) := B(z) NY =
{BNY : BeB(z)} for z € X and By := {By(y) : y € Y}. Usually we assume
that BNY # () for any B € B(y), y € Y (hence By (y) is a filter base) and one of
the following two assumptions holds:

(1) (X,T) is Hausdorff;
(2) By (y) ~ B(y) for each y € Y.

Then By is a perfect filterbase structure system on (Y,Ty) (Ty := TNY is

the induced topology 7"), called the induced perfect filterbase structure system

by % on Y. Thus, we obtain a universal topological space (Y, ‘J'Y;Y,‘j}/) de-

termined by By, which is just the universal topological subspace (Y, 7’; Y, T )

(defined above) of (X T; X, T) (cf. the proof of Theorem 2.1(4) below). If Y is

an open subset of (X, T(I;)), then the subspace (Y, T";Y,T") is called an open set
in (X,7; X ,‘J’).

2.2 Partial continuity, essential continuity and (exact)
continuity

Suppose (X, T; X ‘J') and (Y, 7" v, T ) are two universal topological spaces.
Let f be a mapping from Y to X. The mapping f is said to be partially continuous
(resp. at a point y € YV)if f: (V,T) — (X,7T) is continuous (resp. at y). If
[ (V,7) = (X,7) is continuous (resp. at y € Y), where T and T’ are the
essential topologies of X and Y respectively, then we say that f vV - X
is essentially continuous (resp. at y). Now suppose f is partially continuous
and f( ) C X. If fly : (V,T7) — (X,7) is also continuous then we say that
f:Y = X is (ezactly) continuous. Evidently the (exact) continuity of f implies
the essential continuity of f

Suppose f Y 5 X isa bijective. It is called an essential (resp. a par-
tial) homeomorphism if f : (Y, T) — (X, T) (resp. f : (V,T) = (X,T)) is a
homeomorphism. It is called an (ezact) homeomorphism if f(Y) = X and both
[ (V,T) = (X,7) and fly : (Y,T') — (X,7) are homeomorphisms. The
(exact) homeomorphism obviously implies the essential homeomorphism.

As for local homeomorphisms, we may consider partial localness, essential lo-
calness and exact localness respectively. Then we may further locally consider
partial, essential and exact homeomorphisms, respectively. In this paper we de-
fine essential local homeomorphisms and (ezact) local homeomorphisms as follows.
Suppose f Y > X isa mapping. It is called an essential local homeomorphism
if f:(V,7) — (X,7) is a local homeomorphism (T and J7 are essential topolo-
gies on X and Y respectively). It is called an (ezact) local homeomorphism if for
cach point y € Y there exists an open essential neighborhood N of y (i.e. an open
neighborhood of y in (Y, ‘J')) such that f(N) is an open essential neighborhood
of f(y) and f|y : N — f(N) is an exact (i.e. partial and essential) homeomor-
phism. Obviously, the (exact) local homeomorphism implies the essential local
homeomorphism.
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 Let X , YAand Z:be universal topological spaces. It is evident that if f LY —
X and g : Z — Y are (exactly) (resp. partially, essentially) continuous then
fog: Z — X is also (exactly) (resp. partially, essentially) continuous.

2.3 Covering maps and deck transformations

Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j'), (Y, T Y, ‘j") and (Z,7T"; Z, ‘j'”) are universal topological
spaces. Suppose p : Y — X and q: Z — X are essentially continuous mappings.
For z € X, the set p~Y(x) is called the fiber of p over x. A mapping f:Z=>VYis
called fiber-preserving if p of =q.

Suppose for every z € X \ p(Y'\Y) there exists U € T(z), where T(z) denotes
the set of all open neighborhoods (i.e. the open neighborhood system) of x € X in
(X,T), and for every point # € (X\X)Up(Y\Y) there exists U € T(#) (the partial
neighborhood system at Z, i.e. the open neighborhood system at Z in (X, ‘j')) such
that

pHU) = U V; and pHU) = U Vi,

jeJ keK

where V; € T (j € J) are disjoint and V, € 7' (k € K) are disjoint. If all
the mappings plv; : V; — U (j € J) and ply, Vi = U (k € K) are essential
homeomorphisms, then p : Y — X is called an essential covering map. If all
the mappings plv; (j € J) and ply, (k € K) are exact homeomorphisms, then
p:Y — X is called a (or an ezxact) covering map.

Let p: Y — X be an exact (resp. essential) covering map. A fiber-preserving
(exact) (resp. essential) homeomorphism f : ¥ — Y is called a (or an ezact)
(resp. an essential) deck transformation of p : Y — X. We denote the set of
all (exact) deck transformations of p: ¥ — X by Deck(Y % X) or Deck(Y/X).
Then Deck(f// X ) forms a group with operation the composition of mappings.

2.4 A universal topological space derived by a presheaf

Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') is a universal topological space with a basic open (resp.
punctured) partial neighborhood basis B (resp. B). Suppose (F,p), where F =
(F(U))ves, is a presheaf of some algebraic system on (X, T) (refer to [10, §6]).
Denote f|y := pY(f) for U, V € T,V CU and f € F(U).

For U € T, U # 0, let U be the interior of U\ I in (X,T) (I is the ideal
point set). Such an open set U in (X, T) is not empty, called the body of U and
denoted U°. If U € T(z) (z € X), then the interior of U\I\{z} in (X, T) is also a
nonempty open set, which we call the (T-)open punctured partial neighborhood of x
corresponding to U. Denote the set of all J-open punctured partial neighborhoods
of 2 by T°(z) and let

TO = U T° ().

zeX
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Let

= U Fv)

VeTe(z)

for € X, which is a disjoint union. In F(T°(x)) two elements g; € F(V;) and
g2 € F(Vo) (W1, Vo € T°(x)) are said to be equivalent at x, denoted g; ~ go, if

there exists V € ‘j'o(a:) with V' C V] N'V; such that g1|y = ¢o|y. It is easy to see
that this really is an equivalence relation. The set

Foi= F(E(2) /%

T

of all equivalence classes is called the punctured partial stalk of F at the point
2 € X and the equivalence class of g € F (‘.TO( )) is called the punctured partial
germ of g at x, denoted (g),.

For x € X we denote the (usual) germ of f € F(U) at « by [f],. For g €
F(T°(x)), if there exist U € T(z) (the open neighborhood system at the point x
n (X,7)), f € F(U) and V € T°(z) such that f|y = g|v, then z is called a usual
point of (g), or g, f a usual element at x corresponding to g, (). a usual punctured
partial germ and g usual at x. Denote (f), := (f|v).. Then (f), = (g),. In this
case we say that (g), and [f], are equivalent, denoted (g), ~ [f]..

By the condition of a perfect filterbase structure system on X we know that
any U € T is not a singleton. Now assume (X, T) is a T} space. For x € X let

‘3’(26) ={U\{z} : U € 7, x € U}, which is the punctured open neighborhood
system at the point x in (X, 7T), and

Then ‘3’ CT. Let

In .7:(‘3'(50)), two elements f; € F(U;) and fo € F(Us) (Uy, Us € ‘3’(;5)) are said to
be equivalent at x, denoted f; ~ fo, if there exists U € T(z) with U C U; N U,

such that fi|y = fo|v. Easily we see that this is an equivalence relation. The set

n)f %
of all equivalence classes is called the punctured stalk of F at x € X and the equiv-
alence class of f € F(T(x)) is called the punctured germ of f at x, denoted [f]2.
For f € F(T(x)) (x € X), letting f € F(Uy) (Up € T(x)), if there exist
UeT(x),he FU)and V € ‘J'( ) such that V- C Uy N U and h|y = f|v, then
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x is called a full point of f or [f]2, h a full element at x corresponding to f, [f]2
full and f full at x. Denote [h] := [h]y]3. Then [h]S = [f]5. In this case we say

that [f]S and [h], are equivalent, denoted [f]S ~ [h],.
For g € F(T°(z)) (z € X), letting g € F(Vp) (Vo € T°(x)), if there exist

UeT(z), fe FU)and V € T°(z) such that V C Vo N U and f|y = g|y, then
x is called an unbranched point or a complete point of (g), or g, f a complete
element at = corresponding to g, (g), unbranched or complete and g unbranched
or complete at z. Denote (f), := (f|v)z. Then (f), = (g),. In this case we say
that (g), and [f]S are equivalent, denoted (g), ~ [f]5. Obviously, the usualness
of (g), implies its completeness.

Remark 1. If B(z) is a basis for T(z) at 2 € X, then the punctured partial germ
at  and the punctured germ at x are just the same.

If F is a presheaf of fields (resp. rings, vector spaces, etc), then the punctured

partial stalk F, (x € X) and the punctured stalk .7(}35 (x € X) with the operation
defined on punctured partial germs and punctured germs respectively, by means
of the operation defined on representatives, are both fields (resp. rings, vector
spaces, etc).

Define ) A
=%
zeX
and . .
§=J 7o
reX

which are the disjoint unions of all the punctured partial stalks over X and all
the punctured stalks over X, respectively. Let

p:F—X and p: F— X

be the projections, i.e. p((g),) = = for (¢9), € § (x € X) and p([f]°) = = for

[f); €3 (x € X). i
Let F¢ be the set of all the complete punctured partial germs in F, (z € X),
which is called the complete (or unbranched) punctured partial stalk of F at z.

Let
SO = U ‘Fiv
rzeX

which is the disjoint union of all the complete punctured partial stalks over X,
and p := p|zo. Then
p: § — X

is also a projection. A A
For nonempty U € T with body U° € T and f € F(U°) we denote

U, f) ={{f)e: 2 €U}
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Define

~

NF)={U,f: 04U eT, feFU)}

and

N(F(B):={(B.f): BeB, feF(B)}

WhereAgo € B is the nonempty body of B. For f € F(B), where B € B(xz)
(x € X), define

~

where B = BU {z} € B(z). Then it is easy to verify that N;(F(B))((f)z) is a
filter base and

N(F(B)) = [ H{NHF(B)(f)2) : f € F(B), BeBa), veX}.
For nonempty U € T, if there exists a point a € U such that f € F(U\{a}),
then we denote f € F(U), or generally we may define
.7(}(U) ={f: feFU\C), where C is a discrete point set in U}. (2.1)
For f € .%(U) we denote

(U.f) ={(fle: x €U}

Define .
N(F)={{U,[Yy: 04U €T, fe FU)}

and

N(F(B)):={(B,f): BeB, feF(B)}
For f € F(B), where B € B(z) (x € X), define
Ni(F(B)(f)a) :={(U, flv) : U € B(z), U C B}
and
N(F(B)) := {N;(F(B)((f)a) : f € F(B), BeB(x), v X} (2.2)
Then Ny (F(B))((f).) is a filter base and
N(F(B) = N : N e (F(B))}-

If for a common complete point x € X of g; € F(V}) and g2 € F(V3), where
Vi, Vo € ‘j’o(:c), letting fj|v,nu, = gjlv,nu,, where f; € F(U;), U; € T(x) (j = 1,
2), the equality (g1), = (g2). always implies [f1]2 = [f2], then the presheaf F
is called consistent at = (on (X, T; X,T)). The presheaf is called consistent (on
(X,T;X,7)) if it is consistent at all the complete points.
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For a partial point set A (I C A C X) let F,(A) := F, (the punctured partial
stalk at ) for z € A and F,(A) := F° (the complete punctured partial stalk at z)
for x € X'\ A. Denote

J:EX

and define
NFBa) ={(V. f): V €Ba(w), f € FV\{z}), z € X},
where B 4(z) is an A-mixed neighborhood basis at z € X.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') 15 a universal topological space with a basic
open (resp. punctured) partial neighborhood basis B (resp. B). Suppose F is a
presheaf on (X, 7). In (2), (3) and (4) below we also suppose (X,T) is a Ty space
and F 1is consistent. Then

(1) N(F(B)) is a basis for a topology on §, and so is N(F) for the same topology,
denoted T(F), and the projection

;3 T(F) — (X.7T)
1$ a local homeomorphism.
(2) N°(F) is a basis for a topology on F°, denoted T°(F), and the projection
p: (§,7°(F) — (X, 7)

1$ a local homeomorphism.
(3) For a partial point set A (I C A C X), N(F(BA)) is a basis for a topology
on §(A), denoted T4(F), and the projection

pA : (S<A>7TA<F)) — <X77<A>>

1s a local homeomorphism.

(4) M(F(B)) is a perfect filterbase structure system on (§°,T°(F)) and under
some obvious assumption (F°,T°(F); &, T(F)) is a universal topological space de-
termined by MN(F(B)) with the basic (resp. punctured) partial neighborhood basis
N(F(B)) (resp. N(F(B))). Moreover, the projection

D § — X
1s an exact local homeomorphism and hence an essential local homeomorphism.

Proof. (1) Obviously we have
=B 1) : (B, f) e N(F(B))}.

For a, € <Bl, fiyn ( f2>, where o, denotes a punctured partlal germ at
r e X and (B, f;) € N(F(B)) (j =1, 2), there exists (B, f) € N(F(B)) such that
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oy € (B, f) C (By, f1)N(By, fo). This follows from that fils = fo|p =: [ for some
basic punctured partial neighborhood B € B(x) satisfying B = BU{z} C B1NDBs.
Therefore, N(F(B)) is a basis for a topology on §. Easily we can also show that
N(F) is a basis for the same topology.

For o, € § (x € X), there is B € B(x) and f € F(B) such that o, = (f),.
The mapping R R

Pligy = (B, f) — B,

where B = B U {z}, is evidently a homeomorphism.

(2) It is easy to see that

3 =L ) (U.f) eN(F)}.

For o, € (Uy, f1) N (Us, f2), where «, denotes a punctured partial germ at
r € X and (U, f;) € N°(F) (j = 1, 2), we have (f1), = o, = (f2).. By
the consistency of F it follows [f1]S = [f2]S. Thus there is U € T(x) satisfying
UCUNUy and filo\(a} = folo\fz}- Let f = filongey. Then we have a, = (f), €
(U, f) C (Uy, f1) N (Us, f2). Therefore N°(F) is a basis for a topology on §°. For
a € §° there is f € ~%(U), where U € T(z) (x € X), such that a = (f),. The
mapping

Plwp: (U f) —U

is a homeomorphism.

(3) Tt is evident that
FA) =V ) (v ) e N(F(Ba))}

To prove N(F(B,)) is a topological basis we need to show this in three cases.
We now consider the case that o, € (B, f1)N(U, f2), where a, denotes a punctured
partial germ at z € X, 2 € U, U € T and B € B(z) (z; € A). If z € X\ A
then © # ;. Hence # € BN U, where B = B\ {1} € B(x), and (f1), =
o = (f2)s, which implies [f1]2 = [f2]S by the consistency of F. Consequently,
filvogzy = foluo\gzy == f for some Uy € T(z), Uy € BNU. We then have
oy € (Uo, f) CU(B, fYN(U, fo). Ifx € Athen z € BNU and (f1)s = (f2)a,
which implies there exists By € B(z), By € BN U, such that fi|g, = f2|p, =: f-
Therefore a, € (Bo, f) C (B, fi)N (U, f2), where By = ByU{z} € B(x). Similarly
we can show the other cases.

For o € §(A) there exists By € Bu(z) (¢ € X) and f € F(B,), where
By = By\{z} € Ba(x), such that o = (f),. The mapping

pA‘(B,q,f) : <BA7f> — BA

is a homeomorphism.

(4) For a € §, there is z € X and f € F(B), where B € B(z), such that
a = (f)z Thus
Ni(F(B)((f)z) —
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in topology ‘j'(]:) and if & € §° then the above limit also holds in topology T°(F).
Now let a = (f), € §° and assume

No(F(B))((g)2) — @

in topology T°(F), where f € F(U), U € ‘j'(x), g€ F(B), BeB(zr)and x € X.
Then there exists V € B(z), V C B, such that

Hence V' C U and (g), = (f), for each y € V. So (V,g|lv) = (V, flv). This
implies that if both Ny(F(B))({(g).) and Ny (F(B))((h).) converge to « in topol-
ogy T°(F) then they are equivalent to one another. Similarly we see that if
both N, (F(B))((g)=) and Ny, (F(B))((h).) (z € X) converge to o € § in topol-
ogy ‘j'(]-" ) then they are also equivalent to one another. Assume the ideal points
are just the incomplete punctured partial germs. Then D(F(B)) is a perfect
filterbase structure system on (§°,T°(F)) and (§°, T°(F); &, T(F)) is a universal
topological space determined by 9(F(B)) with the basic (resp. punctured) partial
neighborhood basis N(F(B)) (resp. N(F(B))).

Let a, € §° (a € X) and oy, € § (b € X). Then there exist f € ~%(U) and
g € F(B), where U € T(a) and B € B(b), such that o, = (f), and o, = (g)p. It
is easy to see that both
Plwg: (Uf) —U
and A R
Plipg : (B,g) — B

are (exact) homeomorphisms, where B = B U {b}. O

We call the space (§°, T°(F); §,T(F)) in the above theorem the derived uni-
versal topological space over (X, T; X, T) by F.

A Ty space (X,7T) is called strongly locally connected if for any x € X and
U € T(x) there exists V € T(z) such that V. C U and V\{z} is a domain
(nonempty connected open set). A universal topological space (X, T X ,‘j') is
called locally connected if (X,T) is strongly locally connected and there exists a
punctured partial neighborhood basis B; on X satisfying every set B in B; is
connected in (X, T) (we say By is connected). Here By may be different from the
basic punctured partial neighborhood basis B of X.

The uniqueness condition on a presheaf F on a universal topological space
(X,T; X,T) means the following one: For every domain Y in (X, T), given any
f, g€ F(Y) and any a € X satisfying there exists B € B(a) with B C Y, the
equality (f), = (9), always implies f = g.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') is locally connected Hausdorff universal topo-
logical space and F is a presheaf on (X, T). If F satisfies the uniqueness condition
on X, then both (§°,T°(F)) and (§,T(F)) are Hausdorff spaces, furthermore,
(3°,T°(F): 8. T(F)) is a Hausdorff universal topological space.
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Proof. Since the local connectedness of the Hausdorff space (X, T; X , ‘j') and the
uniqueness condition on F imply that F is consistent on X, by Theorem 2.1l we
know that (§°,T°(F); T, T(F)) is a universal topological space. In the following
we prove the spaces are Hausdorff.

At first, suppose (f). # (g),, where z, y € X, f € F(B,), g € F(By),
B, € B(z) and By € B( ) (Bis a punctured partlal neighborhood basis). If
x # 1, then there exist U; € B( ) and U, € B(y) such that U; C By U {z},
U, C By U{y} and 0N, =0 (B is the partial neighborhood basis corresponding
to B). Clearly we have

<Ula f> N <U2ug> = (Z)
If x = y, then by the local connectedness of (X, T X ,‘j') we may assume B is

connected and there exists B € B(x) such that B C By N By. By the uniqueness
condition we have

(B, flz) N (B, gls) =
(B = B U {z}), since otherwise it follows that there exists a € B such that
(f)a = (9)a, which implies f|p = g|B, so (f)z = (9)y (r =y), a contradiction. By
the reasoning above we see that (§, T(F)) is Hausdorff.
Next, suppose (f), # (g9)y, where z, y € X, f € F(U\{z}) (U; € T(z)) and
g € F(U\{y}) (Uz € T(y)). If  # y, then there exist V] € T(x) and V, € T(y)
such that V; C Uy, Vo C Uy and Vi NV, = (). Therefore

<VV1, f|V1\{:B}> N <‘/2,g|V2\{y}> = @

If z = y, then by the local connectedness of (X, T; X,‘j'), there exists V' € T(x)
such that V C Vi NV, and V\{z} # 0 is a domain in (X,T). By the uniqueness
condition we have
(Vo flvviay) 0V glvgay) = 0.

This follows from that otherwise there exists a € V such that (f), = (¢9), which
implies f|\\{z3 = 9|v\{z}, hence (f), = (g), (z = y), a contradiction. Conse-
quently, (§°,T°(F)) is Hausdorft.

To prove (F°,T°(F); §, T(F)) is Hausdorff, we assume 2 € X, y € X, x £ y

and (f), # (g),, where f € F(U) (U € ‘3’(:1:)) and g € F(B) (B € B(y), B is
a connected punctured partial neighborhood basis). Then there exist U; € T(x)
and B; € B(y) such that U; C UU{z}, B, € BU{y} and U; N B; = (). Thus we
have

(U1, f) N (B1,g9) = 0. O
Recall S is the disjoint union of all the punctured stalks over X. Denote
U, f17 = Alflz: v €U}
forUeTand f € .7?(U), and define

NF) =AU, fI°: UeT, feFU)}
As a special case of Theorems [2.1] and (refer to Remark [Il) we have
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Theorem 2.3. Suppose (X, T) is a strongly locally connected Hausdorff topological
space and F is a presheaf on (X, T) which satisfies the uniqueness condition. Then

Jif(]:) is a basis for a topology on %, denoted ‘J'(]:) Moreover, (%, ‘3’(]—")) is a
Hausdorff space and the projection

p: (§I(F) — (X,7)
1$ a local homeomorphism. 0

Here the uniqueness condition on a presheaf F on a T; space (X,7T) means:
For every domain Y in X, the equality [f] = [¢]¢, where f, g € F(Y) and a is

a’

any point in X satisfying Y'\{a} is a punctured neighborhood of a, always implies
f=uy

We can also directly prove Theorem [Z3] similarly to [I0, Theorems (6.8)
and (6.10)].

2.5 A porous universal topological space

Suppose X is a topological space. Let U be an open set and E a set in X. If
for any nonempty domain D C U, the interior of D\ E is a nonempty subdomain
of D and for any open subset G of U we have G C G\ E (the closure of G \ E),
then we say that E is quasi-discrete in U and U \ E is porous corresponding to U.
Here we also attach the following conditions: (1) if £y, F5 and E are quasi-discrete
in U then F; U E5 and all subsets of E are quasi-discrete in U; (2) every discrete
subset of X is quasi-discrete.

If (X,7:X,7T) is a Hausdorff universal topological space (i.e. (X,T) is Haus-
dorff) and (X,T) is T3 (Hausdorff and regular), then we say X is T5. Suppose
(X, ‘J';X ,‘j') is a T3 universal topological space with a basic punctured partial
neighborhood basis B determined by a perfect filterbase structure system 8. For
B € B, denote

B” :={B\E: B € Band E is closed and quasi-discrete in B}

and

B = {B": Bc B}

Then easily we see that B™ is a filter base, which we call a porous filter base
corresponding to B or 8. Assume B~ — x precisely if B — x for an ideal point x
in X. Then B" is a perfect filterbase structure system on (X,7), which we
call a perfect porous filterbase structure system corresponding to ‘B. Let B (x)
(resp. B (z)) be a basic (resp. punctured) partial neighborhood basis at 2 € X

corresponding to B . Let
8" =) B"(2)

xeX

B = U B (2),

zeX

and
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which are called the basic porous partial neighborhood basis and basic punctured
porous partial neighborhood basis for (X, T; X , ‘j'), respectively.

Suppose T is the filterbase topology determined by B"°. We call T the
porous filterbase topology or porous partial topology on X determined by B and
(X,T) the porous partial toplogical space corresponding to (X, T). Let T7(x)
denote the set of all punctured open partial neighborhoods of x € X in (X , ‘j’po)

and let
T = U T ().
zeX
We call T°° (resp. T (x)) the punctured porous open partial neighborhood system
(resp. at x) on X.
Similarly by the perfect porous filterbase structure system

T ={B": B¢ %} (2.3)

in X, where T = {‘3’(:1:) e X} (‘3’(:6) is the set of all punctured open neighbor-
hoods of x € X in (X, 7)), we obtain a filterbase topology, denoted ‘Pj?, which is
called the porous topology on X. The space (X, ‘39) is called the porous topological
space corresponding to (X, T). Let SJE(J:) denote the set of all punctured open
neighborhoods of z € X in (X, ‘IJ)S) and let

T = T().

zeX

We call T (resp. ‘OJE(:E)) the punctured porous open neighborhood system (resp. at )
on (X, 7).

For a partial point set A (I C A C X), let B (z) (resp. B’ (z)) be a (resp.
punctured) porous open neighborhood basis at = in (X,7T) for x € X\ A and
B (z) == B™(z) (resp. BY (z) := B™(x)) for z € A. Then B (z) and B (z)

are filter bases. Let

B = U B (r) and BY = U B (2).

zeX zeX

Then @f’: is a basis for some topology on (set) X. The topology on X determined
by f%;o is called the mized porous topology on X with the partial point set A or
the A-mized porous topology on X determined by B 4, denoted T°°(A). B (resp.
B (x)) is called an A-mized punctured porous neighborhood basis (resp. at x)
on X. Denote T°° = T (1), which is called the porous essential topology on X.
We can also define B (z) (¢ € X) and B™ in an obvious way to get the porous
essential topology T

Since X is assumed to be T3, we easily see that B™ is a perfect filterbase

po po A~ A
structure system on (X,J) and (X,T;X,T") is a universal topological space
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determined by B™ (with a basic (resp. punctured) open neighborhood basis B
(resp. B™)), which we call the porous universal topological space corresponding to

(X,T; X, T). Clearly, T°(A) is a mixed topology of (X, %?; X, 7). Specially, T°°
is the essential topology of (X, ‘3’; X, 7).
Suppose F is a presheaf of some algebraic system on (X, 7). For U € T let

.%(U) ={f e F(U\E): E is a quasi-discrete closed subset of U}.

Let F.° be the punctured partial stalk of F at € X in (X,7"), called the
punctured porous partial stalk of F at x € X in (X, T). Define

§r= U E

zeX

Let g € ~5-2(1/) (VeTo(x), z e X) (e ge F(T"(x), T"(x) is the punctured
porous open partial neighborhood system at x). We call the punctured partial
germ of g at x in (X’, ‘j'po) the punctured porous partial germ of g at x in (X,‘j'),
denoted (g).". For U € T, z € U and f € ]p-E(U) denote (f)." = (flv),
where V € T"(z), V C U\ E for some quasi-discrete closed subset E of U and
f e FU\E), and denote

U, 0" ={{flz - xeU}.
For nonempty U € T with body U° and f € ~5-2(0") denote

O, 0" =y wel}
Define . o
Npo(]:) = {(U, f}po 0£U €T, feFU°)}
and

N"(F(B)) == {(B, /)" : BeB, e F(B)},

where U° € T and B° € B are the bodies of U and B, respectively. For f € .?(B),
where B € B(z) (x € X), define

NP (FB))Y) = U, flongey)” U € Blx), UC B},

where B = BU {2} € B(z). Then N;O(.F(f%))«f)po) is a filter base and

xT

po

N"(F(B)) = NS (F@B)(NY) : f e F(B), BeBlx), « X},

Define o
Npo(}") = {(U, f)po 04U €T, fe FU)}

and

N (F(B)) = {(B, /)" : BeB, fe F(B).
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For f € ?(B), where B € B(z) (z € X), define
Ny (FB)((f)z) = U, flv)” : U € B(x), U C B}
and
N (F(B)) = {N} (F(B)(f)Y): f€F(B), BeB), veX}
Then N}’ (F(B))((f),) is a filter base and

N"(F(B)) = | JIN : N € N (F(B))}.

Suppose F is a presheaf on a T} space (X, 7). Similarly to the punctured
porous partial stalk and the punctured porous partial germ we can define the

punctured porous stalk of F at x € X in (X, 7T), denoted .;-Ex, and the punctured

bo ° .
porous germ of f € F(U) (U € T) at x € X, denoted [f]", which are the punc-
tured porous partial stalk and the punctured porous partial germ corresponding
to the perfect porous filterbase structure system T (see ([2.3))), respectively. Let

op op
5= U Fo.
reX

If for g € F(T"(2)) (z € X) there exists f € .F(‘JQ(x)) such that (f)." = (g).
(‘Jg(a:) is the punctured porous open neighborhood system at x), then z is called a
porously complete point of (g)." or g, f a porously complete element corresponding
to g at x, (g). porously complete and g porously complete at x (here we may also
use the terminology unbranched to replace “complete”). In this case, we say that
()" and [f]." are equivalent, denoted {(g):" ~ [f].

Suppose g1, g2 € F (‘j'po (z)) and = € X is a common porously complete point
of g1 and ¢go. Let f; and fy be porously complete elements corresponding to g;
and gy at , respectively. If {(g). = (go) always implies [fi],, = [f2], , then the
presheaf F is called porously consistent at x (on X ). If F is porously consistent at
all the porously complete points then we say that F is porously consistent (on X ).

Let

T

D: §F — X and D Sp—>X
po

be the projections, i.e. p({g)>) = = for (¢)>" € " (z € X) and p([f])") = z for
1. € § (x € X). Let F,” be the set of all complete punctured porous partial

~

germs in F, (v € X), which is called the complete (or unbranched) punctured
porous partial stalk of F at x. Let

op op
7= A"
reX

and p := p|zer. Then .
p: § —X
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is also a projection. ) ) A
For a partial point set A let F. (A) := F." for v € X\ A and F, (A) := F,°
for x € A. Define R R
§7a) = J 2@
zeX

and

N (F(Ba) = JUV. N1 Ve Ba@), fe F(V\{h}

zeX

We can obtain the following results corresponding to Theorems 2,11 and
by similar reasoning to the proofs of the theorems, respectively.

Theorem 2.1’. Suppose (X, ‘J’;X,‘j') 15 a T universal topological space with a
basic open (resp. punctured) partial neighborhood basis B (resp. B). Suppose F
is a presheaf on (X, T). In (2), (3) and (4) below, we also suppose F is porously
consistent. Then

(1) N*°(F(B)) is a basis for a topology on §, and so is N"*(F) for the same
topology, denoted T*°(F), and the projection

pr (F,77(F) — (X,7)
s a local homeomorphism.
(2) N (F) is a basis for a topology on § ", denoted T (F), and the projection

p: §T7(F) — (X,7)
1 a local homeomorphism.
(3) For a partial point set A (I C A C X)), N (F(B4)) is a basis for a topology
on § " (A), denoted T (F), and the projection

ot (§7(A),TY(F)) — (X,T(4))

s a local homeomorphism.

(4) M (F(B)) is a perfect filterbase structure system on (§,T " (F)) and under
some obvious assumption (", T (F); &, T (F)) is a universal topological space
determined by DU (F(B)) with the basic (resp. punctured) partial neighborhood
basis N (F(B)) (resp. N (F(B))). Moreover, the projection

D @po — X
1s an exact local homeomorphism and hence an essential local homeomorphism. [

We call the space (7, T (F);§,T"(F)) in the above theorem the derived
porous universal topological space over (X, T; X, T) by F.

Suppose F is a presheaf on (X, T) and Y is an open set in X. Let f, g € f(Y)
If there exists a quasi-discrete closed subset E of Y such that f|y\g = g|y\g, then
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we say that f is porously equal to g, denoted f = g (if f, g € .%(Y) (see (Z0))) and
fI\e = gly\g, where E is a discrete subset of Y, then we say that f is permissibly
equal to g, denoted f = g). The presheaf F on (X, T) is said to satisfy the porous
uniqueness condition on a universal topological space (X, T X ,‘j') if for every

domain Y in (X, 7), given any f, g € F (Y) and any a € X satisfying there exists
B € B(a) with B C Y, the equality (f)." = (g), always implies f = g.

a

Theorem 2.2". Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') 15 a locally connected T3 universal topological
space and F is a presheaf on (X, 7). If F satisfies the porous uniqueness condition
on X, then both (", T (F)) and (§°, T (F)) are Hausdorff spaces, furthermore,
(F",T7(F): 3, T(F)) is a Ty universal topological space. O

For nonempty U € T and f € .? (U) we denote

U7 = Alfl 2 €U}

and define .
NF)={U,f]":04£U€T, fe FU)}.

Theorem 2.3'. Suppose (X, T) is a strongly locally connected Ty topological space
and F is a presheaf on (X,T) which satisfies the porous uniqueness condition.

Then 5\?(]—") is a basis for a topology on OSP, denoted SJE(]:) Moreover, (%p, O‘JE(]:)) is
a T3 space and the projection

op ©op

p: (§,7(F) — (X,7)
s a local homeomorphism. O

The porous uniqueness condition in Theorem 2.3 means: For every domain Y
o o po . . .
in (X,7), the equality [f]." = [g].", where f, g € F(Y) and a is any point in X

a

satisfying Y\ {a} is a punctured neighborhood of a, always implies f = g.

In the following we present a general case. Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') is a T3 uni-
versal topological space and P is a subset of X. Let U be an open set in (X,7)
and E a set in X. If F is a quasi-discrete in U and for € X \ P there exists a

punctured neighborhood Z<7(:1:) of z in (X,T) such that ]<7(:1:) NU C U\ E, then
we say that E is P-quasi-discrete in U and U\ E is P-porous corresponding to U.
We call P a porous point set.

If we use P-quasi-discrete (resp. P-porous) sets to replace quasi-discrete (resp.
porous) sets in the preceding part of this subsection, then we can get corresponding
notions and results. What we need to do is just to replace “quasi”’, “porous(ly)”,
“po” and “op” by “P-quasi”, “P-porous(ly)”, “P” and “oP”, respectively. For
instance, we have a P-porous filter base

B :={B\E: B e Band E is closed and P-quasi-discrete in B},
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a perfect P-porous filterbase structure system (in X corresponding to a perfect
filterbase structure system ‘B)

B = {B : Be B},

the basic (resp. punctured) P-porous partial neighborhood basis B (resp. BP) (on
(X, T; X, ‘j')), the P-porous filterbase topology ‘j'P, the P-porous universal topolog-
ical space (X, ‘5’; X,‘jP) (corresponding to (X, T; X, ‘j')), and so on. We list some
other notations as follows: B (z), B (), T (z), T*, ?Jli(a:), O‘JF:, B\ (z), By (z), B,
B, T (A), B (0), B, 7 F), 7§ (0, (here (a), = {g). for v € X\P
and (g). C <g) for r € P; we may assume (g). = (¢) for z € P), (U, f),
U, f), N(F ) “(F(B)), N;(f(ia))«f)';), N'(F), N (F(B)), Ny (F(B)({S)a),
o (F(B)), For 1) (hexe [f];” = If]z for z € X\P and |/l

I forw € P), 3 FLET FL(A), §(4), N (F(B), T(F), T°(F), TP
=, 10,477 K, 5P and (7797 (P 7).

Remark 2. In the P-porous case, the results corresponding to Theorems 2.1, 2.2
and 2.3" are true by similar reasoning to Theorems 2] and 2.3 which are
denoted by Theorems 2.1”, 2.2” and 2.3", respectively.

is assumed to be

At the end of this section, we remark that in natural ways we may de-
fine the following equivalences: ¢, ~ ,, where ¢, and 1, are chosen from
(e A5 LA (e (P} and {lgles 1950 [0 (9ar {0V}, respectively,
Specially if ¢, and ¢, are the same kind of germs then ¢, ~ 1, means @, = 1,.
Some of the equivalences have been defined in the preceding paragraphs and here

as another example we define [f]” ~ (g), as follows: Suppose f € ]:(‘JE(:E)) and
g € F(T°(x)). If there exist V € T°(x) and a quasi-discrete closed subset E of V
such that fly\p = gl\g and thus (f)) (:= (fln\e),) = (9). , then we say that
[f]." and (g), are equivalent. If necessary, we may regard two equivalent germs as

the same.

3  Algebraic functions and Riemann surfaces

3.1 A basic Riemann surface

Suppose X is a Riemann surface (in the usual sense, see e.g. [7], [10] and [30],
which we will call a traditional Riemann surface later) and T is its topology.
Now we choose a perfect filterbase structure system 25, whose elements consist of
domains (usually simply connected ones), and then obtain a universal topological
space (X, T; X ,‘j'), which we call a basic Riemann surface. Here we also assume
X is Hausdorff (i.e. (X,7) is Hausdorff).

We recall the notion of a universal topological subspace defined in the end
of Subsection 2.1. Suppose VCXandIpC XNY satisfy that I, is closed
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and discrete in (X, T), Y is an open subset of (X, T(I U Iy)) (I is the ideal point
set of the basic Riemann surface X and T(I U I,) is the (I U Io)-mixed topology
of X)and Y := (Y N X)\Io # 0. Then Y is an open subset of (X,T) and the
space (Y, T(IUTIo)|y) is Hausdorff (T(I U Io)|s is the induced topology). If Y is
connected then Y is a traditional Riemann surface. Let By = {By(y) : y € Y}
be the induced perfect filterbase structure system by B on Y. Then By (y) ~ B(y)
for each y € Y and the universal topological subspace (Y, T’ Y, T ) is the universal
topological space determined by By. If Y is connected then (Y, T’; Y, T ) is also
a basic Riemann surface, which we call a basic (Riemann) subsurface of the basic
Riemann surface (X, T; X, ‘j') This kind of subsurface is similar to a domain in a
traditional Riemann surface. So generally the propositions which hold on a basic
Riemann surface are also true on “domains” in a basic Riemann surface.

3.2 Analytic continuation

Suppose (X, T; X ‘J') is a basic Riemann surface and T(A) is a mixed topology
of X, where I C A C X (I is the ideal point set of X). Let (#, p) denote the
sheaf of holomorphic functions on (X, T). Suppose u : [0,1] — X is a curve in
(X,T(A)) (ie. u:[0,1] = (X,T(A)) is continuous), which is called an A-curve
in X, and a = u(0), b= u(1 ). If T(A) = T (the essential topology of X) then u is
called an_essential curve in X. Obviously, A-curves are essential curves.

Let H denote the set of all kinds of germs of H at x € X ie. ’Hm =H, U

'Hgg UA’HQC U'Hpo U'H for z € X and ’H = ’Hgg EJ’Hw for x € I. Suppose P C X.
Let H,(A) := 7—[ " for z € X\A and H. ( ) :HZ for z € A, where ”ﬂj = H; for
v e X\P, H" = H forz € X NP, H = H, for # € X\P and 1" := H** for
x € P. Suppose ¢, € H, and ©, € H,. If there exists a family {, € ?—lu(t (A) :
t € [0,1]} such that ¥, ~ @,, ¥, ~ ¢, and for every s € [0,1], there exists

a nelghborhood T C [0,1] of s, a domain U in (X,T(A)) with w(T) € U and

fe 7—[( ) (?—l( ):={f € H(U\FE): E is a P-quasi-discrete closed subset of U})
satisfying (f>2(t) = 1), for every t € T, where ()= (f)2 for z € P and (f), =
(f)g for z € X \ P, then we say that ¢, is a P-porous (analytic) continuation
of ¢, along u in (X,T(A)) or that ¢, is a P-porous A-analytic continuation (or
P-porous A-continuation) of ¢, along u. Corresponding to P = ) (resp. P =
X) the continuation is called an (resp. a porous) A-analytic continuation (or
A-continuation). The (resp. P-porous, porous) I-continuation is also called an
(resp. a P-porous, a porous) essential (analytic) continuation. If the patial point
set I = () then essential curves and essential analytic continuations are curves
and analytic continuations in the usual sense, respectively. It is obvious that the
(P-porous) A-continuation implies the porous A-continuation.

Easily we see that ¢, is a P-porous A-continuation of ¢, along w if and only
if the following holds: There exist a partition O=t)h <ty <---<t, =10f
[0, 1], domains U; in (X, T(A)) with u([t;_1,t;]) € U; and f; € H(U, \E) (E;
is a P-quasi-discrete and closed in U;, j = 1, 2, ..., n) such that <f1>a ~ O
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<fn>z ~ QOb and fj|Vj\(EjUEj+1) = fj+1|Vj\(EjUEj+1) (j = 1, 2, ey n—l), Where V; iS
the connected component of U; N Uj4; containing u(t;).
Let
AP ~P
5 (4) = |J #.(4)
zeX

and

N (HBa) = JLV. ) VeBaw), feHuV\{zh}

zeX
where (V, f)" := {(f). : © € V}. Then by Theorem 2.1”(3) (see Remark (),
N (H(B4)) is a basis for a topology Ty (H) on $' (A). Similarly to [I0, Lemma (7.2)],
by the definition of P-porous A-continuation and Theorem 2.1”(3) we have

Lemma 3.1. Suppose (X, T; X,‘j') s a basic Riemann surface and A is a partial
point set (I C A C X). Suppose u : [0,1] — X is an A-curve with a = u(0)
and b = u(1). Suppose P C X, ¢, € H, and v, € H,. Then ¢, s a P-porous
A-continuation of ¢, along w if and only if there exists a lifting u : [0,1] —
(97 (A), TL(H)) of the A-curve u (with respect to the projection p,) such that
a(0) ~ ¢, and a(1) ~ ¢, . O

By Theorems 2.1’ and 2.2', Lemma 3.1l and [10, Theorem (4.10)] we obtain

Theorem 3.2 (Monodromy Theorem). Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') is a basic Riemann
surface and ‘j'(A) is a mized topology of X (ICAC X) Let a, b € X. Suppose
ug and uy are homotopic A-curves from a to b and us (0 <s< 1) is a deformation
from ug to uy in (X, T(A)). Let ¢, € H, and let o), e € H, be the porous
A-continuations of ¢, along ug and uy, respectively. If ¢, admits a porous A-
continuation along every curve ug, then cpl()“) ~ cpé”. O

We consider a traditional Riemann surface (X, T) as a basic Riemann surface
(X,T;X,7) (i.e. the ideal point set I = ()). Then Theorem implies

Corollary 1. Suppose (X,T) is a (traditional) Riemann surface. Let a, b €
X. Suppose uy, uy are homotopic curves from a to b and us (0 < s< 1) is a

. o op _
deformation from ug to uy. Let ¢, € Hy = Ho UH, U H, and let cpé‘”, goél) € Hy
be the porous continuations of yp, along uy and wuy, respectively. If ¢, admits a
porous continuation along every curve ug, then @20) ~ gol(;). O

For a traditional Riemann surface (X, T), suppose S is a quasi-discrete closed
subset of (X,T). We call F' € H(X\S) an analytic function in X with the
singularities S. If a € S is a removable singularity of F' then we also say F' is
analytic at a. By Corollary 1 we have

Corollary 2. Suppose (X, T) is a simply connected (traditional) Riemann surface.
Suppose S is a quasi-discrete closed subset of X. Let a € X and p, € H, (=

o op
Ho UHLUH,). If ¢, admits a porous continuation along every curve u starting
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at a to some @, € Hy, (b € X is the end point of u) and ¢, is equivalent to a usual
germ for every b € X\S, then there exists a unique analytic function F in X with
the singularities S such that [F)." ~ ¢,,.

Proof. Define F(z) := ¢, (x) for x € X\S, where ¢, (x) := f(x) if p, ~ [f], for
some usual element f at x € X. O

3.3 Harmonious equivalences and up-harmonious equiva-
lences

Let X and Y be sets and let A : Y — X, y — x be a surjection. We consider
pairs (X, x) and (Y,y), where € X (resp. y € Y) is a variable which traverses
all elements in X (resp. Y). We say that (X, z) is up-harmoniously equivalent
to (Y, y) modulo A\, and X\ is called an up-harmonious mapping. If X is bijective
then (X, x) and (Y, y) are said to be harmoniously equivalent (with one another)
modulo A\, where X is called a harmonious mapping. Later, we simply use the
terminology (up-)harmonious to replace “(up-)harmoniously equivalent”.

Suppose X and Y are topological spaces. If further the surjection A : ¥ — X
is continuous then we say that (X, z) is continuously up-harmonious with (Y, y)
modulo \, where A is called a continuously up-harmonious mapping and if X is a
homeomorphism then (X, z) and (Y,y) are said to be continuously harmonious
(with one another) modulo A, where X is called a continuously harmonious map-
ping.

In the case that X and Y are traditional Riemann surfaces and the surjection
A Y — X is analytic, we say that (X, z) is analytically up-harmonious with
(Y, y) modulo X\, where X is called an analytically up-harmonious mapping. If X is
biholomorphic then (X, x) and (Y, y) are said to be analytically harmonious (with
one another) modulo A\, where X is called an analytically harmonious mapping.

Now suppose (X, T; X,T) and (Y,7;Y,T") are two basic Riemann surfaces

and A : Y — X is a surjection satisfying A(Y) C X and (A(Y), Tl X, T)is a
subsurface of (X, T; X, ‘J'). We say that (X, T; X, 7T x) (snnply denoted (X x),xr €
X) is analytlcally up-harmonious with (Y, T;Y,T;y) (y € Y) modulo ), denoted

(X,2) & (Y y), if (A\(Y), z) is analytically up-harmonious with (Y,y) modulo \|y
and ((X,T),z) is continuously up-harmonious with ((¥,77),y) modulo A, where
A is called an analytically up-harmonious mapping. Here we use the notation

“(X,x) o (Y,y)’ (or “(Y,y) o (X, z)”) rather than “(Y,Ay) s (X, z)” because
we consider that (X,z) may be “pasted into” (Y,y) by A. Usually we assume
Ay @ Y — A(Y) is an unbranched covering. If moreover Ay : YV — X is

~

biholomorphic and A : ¥ — X is homeomorphic, then we say that (X, ) and

(Y, y) are analytically harmonious (with one another) modulo A, denoted (X, z) &
(Y y), where ) is called an analytically harmonious mapping.

Consider a family X of pairs (X, ), where X is a basic Riemann surface and
zeX. Suppose Ais a set ‘consisting of some analytic up-harmonious mappings,
which satisfies that id¢ € A for all pairs (X ,x) € X (here id4 denotes the identity
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mapping from set A to itself) and that if (X, T) & = (V,y), (Y, y) (Z z) and
)\1, )\2 € A then )\10)\2 A. Then we call A an analytzcally up-harmonious
relation in X. 1If for two pairs (X, ), (Y,y) € X there is A € A such that

(X, ) > (Y,y), then we say that (X,z) is analytically up-harmonious with
(Y,y) modulo A, denoted (X, z) e (Y,y). Let

~

Ay = {5\ € A: \:Y — X is homeomorphic,
Aly:Y — X is biholomorphic and A~ € A}.

If (X,z) & (Y,y) for some A\ € Ay then we say that (X,z) and (Y,y) are

analytically harmonious (with one another) modulo Ay, denoted (X,z) €3 (Y, y),
where A is called an analytically harmonious (equivalence) relation. We may
attach additional conditions to the analytically (up-)harmonious relation (in the
next subsection we add the base-preserving condition).

For Y C X we define the analytically up-harmonious class (of Y)

Y ;= {(X,z) € X : there exists (Y,y) € Y such that (X, ) o (Y,y)}.

If there is an element (Y,y) € Y such that for all (X z) € Y we have (X, ) G
(Y,y), then we call (Y,y) a holographic element of Y.

When we emphasize the surface X in the pair (X, ), we write X () instead
of (X ,x). We can define similar notions to the above for sets, topological spaces
and traditional Riemann surfaces, respectively.

3.4 Algebraic Riemann surfaces

Suppose (X, T X ,‘j') is a universal topological space and I is the set of all
ideal points. Suppose there is a partition I = U ey Ljof I, where I; = {2, : k=
, ki} (kj (j € J) are positive integers), and a topological space (X, T) such
that X = X UI, where XNI=0,I={z;: j € J}, T|x = T and for every neigh-
borhood N(Z;) of Z; in (X, ‘j') (j € J) there exist punctured partial neighborhoods
N°(i;3,) of &;; such that N°(i,;) € N(&;) for k=1, ..., k;. Then we say that
(X,T) is a tied space corresponding to (X, T; X, T) and (X T: X ‘J') is an untied
space corresponding to (X, T). In this case we may write (X,T; X, 7:X,7), 0
simply (X, X). Denote (X, X) by X, which we call a universal topologzcal space
with a tied space.

Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') is a basic Riemann surface and a mapping f : (X T) — C
is continuous, where T is the essential topology of X and C=CuU {oo} denotes
the extended complex plane. If f |x is meromorphic then we call f (essentzally)
para-meromorphic on X. If f( ) € C and f |x is holomorphic then we call f
(essentially) para-holomorphic on X. If there exists a traditional Riemann sur-
face (X, T), which is a tied space corresponding to X (we always assume X has
a uniform complex structure with X), and a meromorphic (resp. holomorphic)



Riemann surfaces and the Galois correspondence 25

function f on X such that f|x = f|x, then we call f = (f, f) or f (essentially)
meromorphic (resp. (essentially) holomorphic) on X = (X,X) or X. Define
f | = fand f |¢ := f. We denote the set of all para—meromorphlc (resp. para-
holomorphic) functions on X by M (X) (vesp. H(X )) and the set of all mero-
morphic (resp holomorphm) funct1ons on X by ./\/l( ) (resp H(X )) Denote
M(X) = {flg : f € M(X)} and H(X) = {flg : | € H(X)}. For | = (/. ),
= 1(9.9) € M(X) we define f +g:= (f +§,f +g) and [ -g:= (f-3,f - 9).

Suppose (X, T; X ‘J') and (Y, 7", Y, T’) are basic Riemann surfaces and a map-
ping f (Y T — (X T) is continuous, where T and J7 are the essential topologies
of X and Y respectively. If f (Y) C X and f ly : Y — X is holomorphic then we
call f Y — X essentially para-holomorphic. If f Y — X is essentially para-
holomorphic and partially continuous, then we call f (exactly) para-holomorphic.
A mapping f: Y — X is called (ezactly) (vesp. essentially) para-biholomorphic
if it is bijective and both f : ¥ — X and f~' : X — Y are (exactly) (resp.
essentially) para-holomorphic.

Suppose f Y — X is an essentially para-holomorphic mapping. If there exist
Riemann surfaces (X, T) and (Y, 7’), which are tied spaces corresponding to X
and Y respectively, and a holomorphic mapping f:Y — X such that f |y =f |y,
then we say that f = (f f)is essentially holomorphic from Y to X and f V> X
is essentially holomorphic. Define f|Y = f and fly = f. If Y = X is
essentially holomorphic and partially continuous, then we call f and f (exactly)
holomorphic. A mapping f = (f, f) : ¥ — X is called (ezactly) (resp. essentially)
biholomorphic if 1t is leeCthe (i.e. both f and f are bijective) and both f : Y - X
and f! := = ( f )+ X = Y are (exactly) (resp. essentially) holomorphic.
If f Y — X is (exactly) (resp. essentially) biholomorphic then we also say
f:Y = Xis (exactly) (resp. essentially) biholomorphic.

Denote the set of all (resp. essentially) para-holomorphic mappings from Y
to X by H(Y — X) (resp. H(Y — X)) Denote the set of all (resp. essentially)
holomorphic mappings from Y to X by ’H(Y — X) (resp. H(Y — X)) Denote
HY = X) = {fly : f € H(Y—)X)} and ’H(Y—)X) = {fly : f € H(Y—)X)}
It is easy to see that fe 'H(Y—>X) and g € ’H(Z—)Y) imply foge 'H(Z—>X)
that f € H(Y—>X) and g € H(Z—)Y) imply fog € H(Z—>X) that f € H(Y—>
X) and g € H(Z—>Y) imply fog € H(Z—>X) and that f € H(Y — X) and
g€ 'H(Z—>Y) imply fog € ’H(Z—>X) (fog (fog fog)) Specially, we know
that f € M(X) (resp. ’H( )) and g € 'H(Y—)X) imply foje ./\/l( ) (resp.
H(Y)) and that f € M(X) (resp. H(X)) and g € H(Y — X) imply fog € M(Y)
(resp. H(Y)).

Remark 3. H(X), H(X) and H(X) are rings; M(X) and M(X) are fields.

_ Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') and (Y, J7; Y, T ) are basic Riemann surfaces and f:v -
X is an essentially para-holomorphic mapping. Let
o M(X) — M(Y)
be defined by ) )
[r(@)=¢of
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for ¢ € M(X) Then R o oo
f*|72()2) P H(X) — H(Y)

is a ring homomorphism. If f € H(Y — X) then
[ M(X) — M(Y),
defined by f*(¢) := po f, and
f*|H(X) P H(X) — H(Y)

are ring homomorphisms.

Suppose (R, T; R, ‘j’o) is a basic Riemann surface with R = R (equal as sets,
i.e. the ideal point set I = § and so R = R). Suppose (X,T;X,7) is a basic
Riemann surface and (X, T) is a traditional Riemann surface which is a tied space
correspondmg to X. Suppose A = (A, A) : X — R is a holomorphic mapping such

that (B,r) & (X,z) (R = (R, R) and X = (X, X)). Then
X : M(R) — M(X)
is a ring monomorphism. Define
h-g:=(\h)-g

for h € M(R ) and g € M(X (). Then M(X () is a vector space over M(R). We
also consider h € M(R) as A*h = h o A and then consider M(R) as a subfield
of the field M(X). So M(R) is a subfield of M(X) and M(X). Consequently
and similarly, the punctured partial stalk My  of the sheaf M of meromorphic

functions on X at z € X is also a vector space over M(R) by defining

h(g)z = ((ho X))
for h € M(R) and (g), € My ,, and we may also consider M(R) as a subfield
of M X.o
Let f : Y — X be para-holomorphic. Suppose for y € Y with f(y) =z € X
there exists a punctured partial neighborhood N°(y) of y such that x ¢ f(N°(y)).

Then the mapping )
f* : Mf(,x — Mﬁy,

defined by f*((§)s) := (gof )y, 1s a ring monomorphism. If further for every partial

neighborhood ]Sf (y) of y which is open in (}:/, ij" ) there exists a punctured partial
neighborhood Ni(z) of = which is open in (X, T) such that f|y,, : N(y) = Ni(z)

is para-biholomorphic, then f* is an isomorphism. Let
f* : MY/,y — Mf(,x

be the inverse of f*
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Suppose p € H(Y—>X) p € H(Y — X) (the set of all holomorphic mappings
from Y to X) P(t) = ét" + &t '+ - 4 &, € M(X)[t] and P(t) = Gt" +
et .o+ 6, € M(X)[t], where M(X) denotes the set of all meromorphic
functions on X. Define

(P P)(t) = (peo)t™ + (P et 4 -+ (P*én),

and
(P*P)(t) :== (P co)t™ + (P e )t" ' + - + (p*Cn),

which are in M(Y)[t] and M( 7)[ ], respectively. Suppose p = (p,p) € H(Y—>X)
and P(t) = ¢ot" + et" '+ --- + ¢, € M(X)[t], where we may write P(t) =
(P(t), P(t)) and denote P|y := P and Py := P. Define

(B P)(t) = (P eo)t” + (P et + -+ (p¢n),

- 5 P)(t) = (5" P) (1), 5" P)(1)).

which is in M(Y)[t]. If p : ¥ — X is a (resp. an essentially) holomorphic (n-
sheeted) covering map and p : ¥ — X is a branched holomorphic (n-sheeted)
covering map, then we say that p : Y — X is a (or an ezactly) (vesp. an essentially)
holomorphic (n-sheeted) covering map.

Remark 4. Suppose f := (f, f) is meromorphic on Y = (V,Y). Then (p” f’)(f)

0 if and only if (p*P)(f) = 0. In this case, (p *P)(f) ((p* f’)( ), *P)(f)) =
Theorem 3.3. Suppose (R, To; Ii’, ‘j'o) is a basic Riemann surface determined by
a perfect filterbase structure system B whose elements consist of simply connected
domains with R = R and P(t) € M(R)[t] is an irreducible monic polynomial of
degree n (here P(t) = P(t) = P(t)). Then there exists a basic Riemann surface
S = (S, T; S, ‘J' S,T), a holomorphic n-sheeted covering map p - S — R and a
meromorphic function F € M(S) such that (p*P)(F) = 0. We call F' a ba-
sic algebraic function over R (or R or R) with domain S = (S,5), denoted by
(S,p, F). If (Z,4,G) has the corresponding properties, then there exists ezactly
one fiber-preserving biholomorphic mapping ¢ : Z =S (i.e. pod = q) such that
G=0"F.

Proof. Let H be the sheaf of holomorphic functions on R. Then by Theorems 2.1]
and we obtain a Hausdorff universal topological space ($°,T°(H); 9, T(H)).
Let

and

Let
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and

T:=T(H)|g:=T(H)NS.

Then (S,T; S, ‘j') is a Hausdorff universal topological space determined by the
perfect filterbase structure system

N(H(B))|s :={N : N € N(H(B)) and every N € N is a subset of S}
induced by 9U(H(B)) (see (22)) on S. Let
D SR

be the projection. Then evidently we see that p is an (exact) n-sheeted covering
map. It is also evident to see that p € H(S — R). Define

A~

F(p)=¢(r):= lim f()
y—rin T
for ¢ = (f), € S. Then F € M(S) and (p*P)(F) = 0.

By reasoning similar to [10, Theorem (8.9)] we can obtain a traditional Rie-
mann surface S, which is a tied space corresponding to S, and F € M(S) with
(p*P)(F) = 0 and F|g = F|g, where the projection p : S — R is a branched
holomorphic n-sheeted covering map with p|s = p[s. Hence F:=(F,F)e M(S)
and p = (p,p) € H(S— R), where S = (S S).

For z € Z let §(z) = r and @ = = §,G., where G = G|Z and G denotes the
partlal germ of G at z. Then P(p) = 0. Hence ¢ € S and p(¢) = r. Define

:Z —Y by 6(2) = ¢ (2 € Z). Then 6 is fiber-preserving and C? — 6*F. Basily
we see that ¢ is continuous. According to the reasoning in [10, Theorem (8.9)],
6|z can be extended to a fiber-preserving biholomorphic mapping ¢ : Z — Y
such that |z = 6|z and G = ¢*F. Let 6 = (6,5). It is also easy to see that &
is bijective and 671 is continuous. Therefore, ¢ is biholomorphic. Obviously we
have G = ¢*F and the mapping ¢ is uniquely determined by this relation. O

We call Z = (Z,Z) (or Z) in Theorem a basic algebraic Riemann surface
over R (or R) and S = (S, S) (or S) in the proof of Theorem B3] the original basic
algebraic Riemann surface over R (or R) (determined by P(t)). We call G (or G)
(resp. F' (or F)) in (resp. the proof of) Theorem B.3 a (resp. the original) basic
function on Z (or Z) (resp. on S (or S)). We call R a base surface. The holomor-
phic covering maps ¢ and p in Theorem B.3] and its proof are called canonical or
natural projections.

Suppose Z; and Z, are basic algebraic Riemann surfaces over a base surface R
and suppose p; and py are canonical projections from Z, and Zs to R = (Zi’, R),
respectively. Then a mapping A = (5\, Nt Zy — Zy (resp. A, \) satisfying
p1o A\ =psy (resp. Py o A =po, ProA= Do) is said to be base-preserving.

Remark 5. The topological space (Z LT ) in Theorem [3.3] where T is the essential
topology of 7 , is connected and path-connected. Therefore, by Lemma B.1] we
see that any two punctured partial germs in the original basic algebraic Riemann
surface S are analytic continuations along some curve in R from one another.
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Suppose (R, To; R, ‘j'o) is a base surface with R = R. Let RS Hhea punctured
partial germ satisfying P(¢) = 0, where P(t) € M(R)[t] is an irreducible monic
polynomial of degree n (called the minimal polynomial of ¢ in M(R) or in Ii’)
Here ¢ is called an algebraic punctured partial germ of degree n on R. We call
basic algebraic Riemann surfaces and the original basic algebraic Riemann sur-
face determined by P(t) basic algebraic Riemann surfaces and the original basic
algebraic Riemann surface determined by ¢, respectively.

By [10, Theorem (8.12)] (refer to its proof) we have

Lemma 3.4. Suppose S = (S 5) 1s an original basic algebraic Riemann sur-
face over a base surface R and F is the original basic function on S, If f 18
a meromorphic function on s, then there exists a polynomial Q(t) € M(R)[t]
(R = (R, R)) such that f= (p Q)(F), where p : S — R is the canonical projec-

tion, i.e. f = Q(F). O

Let A (resp. .A°) denote the set of all (resp. original) basic algebraic Riemann
surfaces over R. We consider a pair (Z,¢), where Z = (Z,Z) € A and ( is a
variable in Z. Let

AQ):={(Z2,¢): Z=(Z,Z) € Aand ( is a variable in Z}

and

AE) = {(5,8): §=(5,5) € A’ and ¢ is a variable in S}.

Let.(Sl,fl), (S, &) € A%E). We say that (S,&,) is directly up-harmonious
with (Sg, &) if there is a polynomial Q(t) € M(R)[t] such that & = Q(&) and

S; = Q(S,), denoted (S,&) & (S5,&). If (S1,€1) and (S, &) are directly
up-harmonious with one another then we say that they are directly harmonious
(with one another), denoted (S, &;)+(Ss,&;). Let (Zl,gl) (ZQ,CQ) A(Q). It
there exists a holomorphic base-preserving surjection A : Zy — 21 with )\(CQ) (1
then we say that (Zl,gl) is analytically up-harmonious with (Z,, () modulo A

(or A), denoted (Z1,¢1) % (ZQ,CQ), where A and A are called analytically up-
harmonious mappings. 1If further A is biholomorphic, then we say that (Zl,gl)
and (Zs, (o) are analytically harmonious (with one another) modulo A (or A),

denoted (Z1,¢1) € (Za,(s), where A and A are called analytically harmonious
mappings.

Proposition 3.5. Let (S, &), (52,52) € A%E). Then (Sy,&) is analytically up-
harmonious with (Ss, &) modulo X if and only if (Sy,€1) is directly up-harmonious
with (SQ,§2) In this case, \ : Sy — Sy is a holomorphic covering map (i.e
A 52 — 51 is an exact covering map and X\ : Sy — Sy is a holomorphic bmnched
covering map).

Proof. Suppose A= (\A) is the analytically up-harmonious mapping from Sy =
(SQ,SQ) to S = (Sl,Sl) Suppose & € Sl, & € S, and & = )\(52) Then there

exists a punctured partial neighborhood V of r = p1(£;) in R (if necessary we
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will shrink V'), where p; = (p1,p1) is the canonical projection from‘Sl to RA’, and
fi, fo € H(V) such that & = (f1), and & = (fa),. Suppose Fy = (Fy, )
and Iy = (Fy, Fy) are the original basic functions on S; and Ss, respectively.
Then by Lemma 3.4} there exists a polynomial Q(t) € M(R)[t] such that Fjo\ =
((1 0 \)*Q)(F3). Since X is base-preserving and partially continuous, we have
M({(fa)r) = (1) for ' € V. Therefore, it follows that

A0 = Fi({(fi)e) = (Fr o N ({(f2)r) = (1 0 ) Q)(F2)) ({f2)rr) = (Q(f2))(r").

Then we get
& = (fi)r =(Qf2))r = Q(&2)-

Suppose there is a polynomial Q(t) € M(R R)[t] such that & = Q(&), where
&1 and & travel around the whole 51 and S, respectively and correspondingly.
Suppose A : Sy — S is defined by )\(52) = Q(&) for & € S, (52) = Q(&) for
§2 €5 = 52 N 52 and for & € 52\52 we contmuously continue A on S,. Then
XS, = S is an exact covering map and A : S, — S; is a proper holomorphic
map (cf. [I0, Theorems (8.4) and (8.9)]). O

From Proposition it follows

Corollary. Let (S,&1), (S2,&) € AY(€). Then (S1,&) and (Sy, &) are analyti-
cally harmonious if and only if they are directly harmonious. 0

Suppose R is a base surface. Fix a point 7y in R, which we call a base point
in R. Let Y E ’Hm be an algebraic punctured partial germ at ry on R and let S be
the original basic algebraic Riemann surface determined by ¢. In order to make
the difference, we put a “label” ¢ on S and call (&5 S) an original basic algebraic
Riemann surface with label (or tag) p, denoted by S. We say ¢ is the (resp. a)
natural label of S (vesp. ). The original basic function F' (or F) on S is also
considered as the original basic function on S. Let S = (p1; Sl) and Sy = (po; 52)
be original basic algebraic Riemann surfaces with natural labels. Then we consider

that (S,&)) o (S,, &) precisely if ¢1 = A(@s) (refer to Lemma 38 below).

Remark 6. By Lemma [3.1] (refer to Remark [3]) we can continue the label ¢ along
curves in (R, T(A)), where A is the set of branch points of the minimal polynomial

of ¢ in M(R)[t], to get S.

In order to give a label to Z € A, we now introduce a punctured partial
germ in a system of “equivalent presheaves”. Suppose X is a family of basic
Riemann surfaces that are analytically harmonious with one another and A is the
analytically harmonious relation. Suppose (X, T; X, ‘j') € X and Y is a traditional
Riemann surface. Denote by H(U —Y") the set of all holomorphic mappings from
U to Y, where U is an open set in (X, 7). Let Hxy = (H(U —Y))ver be the
family consisting of all holomorphic mappings from U to Y for all U € T. It is
a sheaf of sets from X to Y. Denote by Hxy the system of all sheaves Hx y for
(X, T, X,7) € X.
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Let ag € XO, where Xo € X. Denote
={A(ap) : X € Ay is an analytically harmonious mapping from X, to X € X}.

Let

- i HU-Y),

AeAo UeTe(A(ao))

which is a disjoint union (we may also use ’H(‘J’O( ) =Y to represent Hx()y).
In Hx(@),y, two elements (mappings) fi € H(U1—=Y) and fo € H(U,—=Y) (U; €

To(Ai(ag)) and Uy € T5(Aa(ag)), A1, Ay € Ag) are said to be equivalent, denoted
Ju~ fo, if there exists U € T°(Mag)) (A € Ag) with AL(U) € AN UL) N AN (Uy)

such that f; o 5\1|5\,1(U) = fyo 5\2|;\,1(U). It is easy to see that this really is an
equivalence relation. Denote

Ha = Hae(a)y/’; )

which is the set of all equivalence classes and is called the punctured partial stalk
of the sheaf system Hyxy at a or A(ag). Suppose f € H(V —Y), where V D U,
V e Tand U € T°(A\ao)). The equivalence class of f|y € H(U—Y) modulo ~ is

called the punctured partial germ of f at @ or A(ao), denoted (f)z or (F)3(a)-
Suppose A is the set consisting of all algebraic punctured partial germs at
the base point ry on R. Then A is a field. Let A° denote the set of all original
basic algebraic Riemann surfaces with labels over R determined by germs in A.
Given a subset S of A let S be the subfield M, (S) of A generated by S and
M,y = {(f)ry : [ € M(R)}, and then let S° be the set of all original basic
algebraic Riemann surfaces with labels determined by germs in S. Let A and A°
denote the analytically harmonious relation and the directly harmonious relation,

respectively. Suppose
— L.ﬂ LY

j€J

is the partition of S° by A°. We call LY (j € J) original level surfaces or original
levels. Suppose AO is the directly harmonlous relation in LO (j € J). Suppose
Z = (Z Z)is a basm algebraic Riemann surface that is analytlcally harmonious
with S € LY and ¢ = (6,6) is the analytically harmonious mapping from S =
(¢; ) to Z. Then & € H(S—Z). Let X = LY and let (), denote the punctured
partial germ (7). We now put label (6), on Z and call ((6); Z) a basic algebraic
Riemann surface with label (or tag) (¢),, denoted by Z. We say (0) is the (resp.
a) given label of Z (vesp. Z). It is Worth noting that if Z is an original basic
algebraic Riemann surface with natural label ¢ then the given label of Z is just

(id), which is uniform with its natural label ¢.
Let A denote the set of all basic algebraic Riemann surfaces with labels over R.
Let A = (/i, A) denote the analytically up-harmonious relation in A determined
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by the direct up-harmonious relation A° = (/10,/10) in A°, which is defined as
follows: For Zy, Zy € A, Zl(Cl) P ZQ(CQ) ()\ c /1) if and only if there exist Sj,

SQ € AO such that Zl(Cl) é Sl(fl) ZQ(CQ) 52(52) Sl(fl) Q—> Sg(fg) (j\l, }\2 c A
Ao € A% and Z(¢) denotes (Z,¢)) and A = A o Ago A; L, where A is called an

analytically up-harmonious mapping. We may also denote Z1(§1) % ZQ(CQ) simply

by Z, - Zy or Z1 % Zy. Meanwhile, Z; P Z, also means that the label <}\2>¢2
of Z, is mapped to the label (A}, of Z; by A (A = (A, A)) (¢1 and @, are the
natural labels of S; and Sy respectively), where we define A({fi2),) := {(fi1)s, for

holomorphic mappings fi; : S; — Z; (7 =1, 2), S a3 S, (51 and S, are original
algebraic Riemann surfaces with the natural labels) and fi;0\g = Aojiy, which can
easily be shown to be well defined. By Proposition 3.5 we know that A is really

an analytically up-harmonious relation. If Z Q—> Zz, then we say Zg is over Z; or
Z1 is under ZQ, also denoted by Z2 > Z1 or Z1 < Zg Here if \ : Zg — Z1 is not
blholomorphlc then we say 22 is strictly over Zl or 21 is stmctly under 22 If
N:Zy— Zyi is biholomorphic, then we say Z, is equivalent to Z; modulo A (or )\)

denoted Z, & Zs (i.e. ZQ(CQ) is harmonious with Zl(g“l)).
Suppose

L;:={Z: Z € Ais analytically harmonious with some S € LMY (jeld),

which are called level surfaces or levels. Let

jeJ

Then Z is the analytically up-harmonious class of S%in A. We call Z the algebraic
Riemann surface (over R) determined by S and S° the original algebraic Riemann
surface corresponding to Z, denoted by Z°% We call S in the above the natural
label set or the natural label field of Z or Z°, denoted by L(Z) or L(Z°).

Remark 7. If S = {¢}, where ¢ is an algebraic punctured partial germ at the
base point 7, then instead of a (traditional) Riemann surface (determined by ¢)
we consider the analytically up-harmonious class Z determined by S, which has
a geographic element the basic Riemann surface that is determined by ¢, as our
(algebraic) Riemann surface, which we call the (algebraic) Riemann surface de-
termined by ¢.

Remark 8. Generally, the above definition means that we consider an algebraic
Riemann surface as a system of basic algebraic Riemann surfaces organized by
the analytically up-harmonious relation with the aid of labels.

Remark 9. Suppose Z is an algebraic Riemann surfaces over a base surface R
with base point ro. Then we may consider that all Z, for Z = (Z,7Z) and Z =
((0)p; Z) € Z, form a “coordinate system” in Z and all Z together show the
topological and complex structure of Z, where the base point ro may be regarded
as an “origin of coordinates”.
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Noticing Remark [B] or Remark [6] we can deduce

Lemma 3.6. Suppose ¢, ¢1 € A and ¢ = P(¢y) for some P(t) € M(R)]].
Suppose S and Sy are two original basic algebraic Riemann surfaces over the base
surface R determined by ¢ and @1 with labels ¢ and ¢y, respectively. Then there
is an up-harmonious mapping p : 51 — S, which is defined by p(wl) = P(@/}l)
for U € 51 and p(@/}l) = p(wl) for eSS =5N5 (S; = (51,51)), such that
Fop = P(Fl) where F and Fy are the original basic functions on S and S,
respectively and P = (P, P) (P = P). O

The (directly) up-harmonious mapping p : S; — S in Lemma B8 is said to
be corresponding to ¢ = P((1) or determined by P(t). By Prop051t10n we
see that this p is a holomorphic covering map. We can also see that generally
an analytically up-harmonious mapping A = ()\ )\) Z = Z (or Zy — Z) is a
holomorphic covering map, which means that N:Zi— Zisa covering map and
\: Z, — Z is a branched holomorphic covering map.

Suppose X and Y are connected universal topological spaces (i.e. (X , ‘j') and
(Y, T’ ) are connected) and p : VY 5 Xisa covering map. The covering is called
Galois if for every pair of points y1, y» € Y with p(y1) = p(ya) there exists a
deck transformation & : ¥ — Y such that 6(y;) = 5. Suppose X = (X X) and
Y = (Y Y) are universal topological spaces with tied spaces and p: Y — X is a
covering map, which means p : Y 5 Xisa covering map, where p = (p,p). The
covering p: Y — X is called Galois if p: Y — X is Galois.

Suppose R is a base surface with base point rg € R. Suppose Y is an algebraic
Riemann surface over R and A is the analytically up-harmonious relation in Y.
ForYEYwedenotemapplngf Y—>(C C) (i.e. e Y—)(Candf Y = C
are mappings) by f:Y = C, called a (complez) function on Y. Let f1 Vi »C
and f2 Yy — C be functions, where Yl, Y5 € Y. If there exists A € A such that

Y; P Y2 and f2 f1 o )\, then we say that (fg,Yg) is over (fl,Yl) If (f2,Y2) is
over (f1,Y1) or (f1,Y1) is over (f,Y3), then we say that (fl,Yl) and (f,,Y3) are
directly compatible. If there exists a chain of functions (g;, Z;) (Z eY,j=1,

) such that <g17zl> (bei) (gm n) (f271/é) and (g]7Z]> and (gl+1z_ZJ+1>
are directly compatible (j =1, ..., n—1), then we say that (f1,Y1) and (f2, Ys) are
compatible. 1t is plain that the compatibility relation is an equivalence relation.
We call the equivalence class of ( 1, Y) a (complex) function on Y, denoted f
or f:Y — C. We call (f Y) an expression element of f, where f is called an
expression function and Y an expression domain. Let f|y = £, called a restriction
of f on Y. If partial elements of f (as a set) are omitted, then we still use it to
denote the same function.

For functions f1 on Y; and f2 on YQ, where }"/1, Y, € }7, by the following lemma
we know that fl and f2 are compatible precisely if there exists Y, € Y such that

Vi 45 Vo, Vo @5 Yy for Ay, As € A and fro A = fo0 ho.

Lemma 3.7. Let 51, Sy € 8°. Then there exists Sy € SO and q, q2 e A% (A° is
the direct up-harmonious relation in AO) such that S; P Sy and S, P So.
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Proof. Suppose S; = (¢;,5;) (j = 1, 2) and Sy = M, (1, Pa) (the field generated
by ¢1, 2 and M, ), where g is the base point in the base surface R. Then there
exists ¢y € Sp such that Sg = M, (¢o). Hence, there exist polynomials Q:(t)
and Q(t) in M(R)[t] such that ¢1 = Q1(po) and P = Q2(Po). Let Sy be
the orlglnal algebralc Riemann surface determined by ¢o with label ¢y. Then
S, S Sy and Sy S S by Lemma | where ¢; and ¢y are determined by Q1
and Qs respectively. O

Let f € M(Y), where Y € Y. Then the equivalence class f of (f,Y) is called a
meromorphic function on Y. If f € ’H(Y) then f is called a holomorphic function
on Y. Denote the set of all meromorphic (resp. holomorphic) functions on Y by
M(Y) (resp. H(Y)). Then M(Y) is a field and H(Y) is a ring by means of the
operation defined on representatives. M(Y) is also a vector space over M(R ?)
under the scalar multiplication that h - f =g for h € M(R) and f € M(Y),
where f i is determined by fe MY), p: Y — R is the canonical projection and
g e M) is determined by g = (hop) - f. Moreover, we may consider M (R)
as a subfield of M( ) by the monomorphism v : M(R ?) — M(Y), defined by
v(h) := h, where h € M(Y) is determined by h € M(R).

Suppose Y and Z are algebraic Riemann surfaces (over base surfaces R1
and Ro, respectively). Let d; : Y — Z be mappmgs (Y €Y and Z e Z,

j =1, 2). If there exist )\ JIRS A such that Y; Q—> Ya, Z1 Q—> Zs and,u00'2 =10\
then we say &5 is over ¢; or &y is under o9; if moreover &, o AL = =i toa (ie.
Go(A (1)) = (61 (1)) for any yy € Y3), then we say &y is exactly over &, or ¢,
is ezactly under &9. If &1 is (resp. exactly) over &y or g9 is (resp. exactly) over ¢y,
then we say &1 and &9 are directly (vesp. directly and exactly) compatible. If in

the above )\ and it are biholomorphic, i.e. Y1 & }"/2 and Zl & ZQ, then we say o
and &, are equivalent, denoted &, ~ ¢9. This is clearly an equivalence relation.

Remark 10. Evidently, &, oAl = =t 001 implies 1oy = 04 o\ If 01 is injective
and & is surjective, then g5 o AL = = 1~ oy precisely if fio 6y = 61 0 A

For a mapping ¢ : Y — Z we denote its domain dom(¢) := Y and its codomain
codom(d) := Z. Suppose & is a set of some mappings. Suppose Y and Z are two
algebraic Riemann surfaces. If for two mappings ¢; and 5, there exists gy € 7
over &1 and &9 and, moreover, that dom(dy) is over (resp. under) dom(éq) implies
that &9 is over (resp. under) &1, then we say &; and &9 are compatible in G.
If any two mappings ¢1, 6o € ¢ are compatible in & then we say ¢ is compatible
(similarly we have the notion of exact compatibility of &). Suppose & is compatible
and satisfies the following two conditions:

(1) There exists 6o € o such that for any Y €Y over dom(dy) there exists ¢ € &
with dom(¢) < Y

(2) For any Z € Z , there exists ¢’ € & with codom(¢”) over Z.

Then we say & is a mapping from Y to Z. We call (o, Y) an exrpression element
of &, where ¢ is called an expression mapping and Y an expression domain. Denote
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7|y = g, called the restriction of & on Y. Specially, a function f:Y — C is also
a mapping.

Suppose ¢ and 7 are mappings from Y to Z. If every ¢ € ¢ over some 0y € 0
is compatible with every 7 € 7 over some 7y € 7 both in ¢ and 7, then we say
o and T are equal, denoted ¢ = 7 (it is probable that as sets ¢ and 7 are not
equal). This is equivalent to that there exists Yy € Y such that for every o € o
with dom(d) over Y[) there exists 7 € 7 such that 7 ~ ¢ and for every 7 € 7
with dom(7) over Yj there exists ¢ € & such that ¢ ~ 7. In fact, if necessary we
may assume ¢ contains any mapping ¢ : Y — Z that is under any ¢, € 6, where
YeYand Z € Z.

Suppose Z and W are algebraic Riemann surfaces over a base surface R with
base point ro. If Z C W as sets, then we say W is over Z or Z is under W,
denoted W > Z or Z < W. Suppose 7 : X — Y; and & : Y2 — Z are mappings,
where ¥; < Y. Let 6 o 7 be the set of all mappings & o A o 7 for all possible

7: X — Y, in 7 and the corresponding ¢ : Yo = Zin 6 with Yy & Vy. IfGo7
satisfies the condition (2) of a mapping (when Y; = Y5 this condition is satisfied
naturally), then it is a mapping from X to Z, which we call the composition of
o and 7. It is easy to see that 6, = Gy and 7i = T imply 61 0 71 = 09 0 To.
It is also easy to see that the composition satisfies the associative law. Specially,
we have a function f 05 : X — C for a mapping 6 : X — Y1 and a function
f: Y2 — C, where Y; < Y; and there is an expression domain Y5 of f belonging

toY1

Remark 11. If o9 is over &, then &5 is surjective implies ¢y is surjective. If &5 is
exactly over ¢, then &, is injective implies & is injective.

Suppose 7 : Y = Zisa mapping. If every ¢ € & over some ¢y € 7 is surjective
then we say ¢ is surjective. We say o is injective if there exists ¢y € ¢ such that
the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) For any Z € Z over codom(dy), there exists ¢’ € & with codom(¢’) <+ Z;

(2) For &1, 09 € & over gy, that codom(édz) is over codom(¢y) implies that 5 is
over oq;

(3) Every ¢ € & over gy is injective.

We say ¢ is bijective if it is both surjective and injective. Suppose ¢ is a
bijection. Let dg € & be the one in the conditions for & being bijective. Denote

51 i={6"": 6 €5 over 6y €5}

Then 6! is a mapping from Z to Y, called the inverse of &. EV1dently, =7

implies 67! = 771, We also have 510G idy and 6 0o 67! = id, where
idy := {idy : Y € Y}, called the identical mapping on Y (clearly, idy oF = 7
and & o idg ™ & for mappings 7: X — Y and ¢ : Y — Z). Conversely, suppose
& :Y — Z is a mapping and there exists a mapping 7 : Z — Y such that

map map ~

" idy and 6 o 7 "= id;. Then ¢ is a bijection and 6! = 7.

~ map

o0

i
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Let 6 be a mapping from Y to Z. If every ¢ € ¢ over some 0y € 0 is
(resp. essentially) continuous (i.e. & and & are (resp. essentially) continuous, where
¢ = (6,0)) then & is said to be (exactly) (resp. essentially) continuous. If & is
bijective and both & and 6! are (resp. essentially) continuous then & is said to
be (exactly) (resp. essentially) homeomorphic. If every ¢ € & over some g € &
is (resp. essentially) holomorphic then & is said to be (ezactly) (resp. essentially)
holomorphic (analytic). If & is bijective and both & and 6! are (resp. essentially)
holomorphic then & is said to be (exactly) (resp. essentially) biholomorphic. In
fact, it is sufficient for a (resp. an essential) homeomorphism & being (resp. essen-
tlally) biholomorphic that & is (resp. essentially) holomorphic.

Suppose X, Y and Z are algebraic Riemann surfaces. Suppose p: ¥V — X
and ¢ : Z — X are (resp. essentlally) contlnuous maps. A mapping o Y = Z
is called fiber-preserving (over X) if p™ Gog. A mapping p:Y — X is called
a (or an exact) (resp. an essential) covering map if it is a surjection and every
P € P over some Py € P is a (resp. an essential) covering map.

Suppose p: Y — X is a (resp. an essential) covering map. We call a fiber-
preserving (resp. essential) homeomorphism & : ¥ — Y a (or an ezact) (resp.
an essential) covering transformation or a (or an exact) (resp. an essential) deck
transformation of p. Obviously, the set of all deck transformations of p forms a
group under the compsition of mappings, denoted Deck(Y 2 X) or Deck(Y/X).
The (resp. essential) covering p : Y — X is called Galois if for any p € p there is
g € p over p such that ¢ is Galois. It is easy to see that if the (resp. essential) cov-
ering map p : Y — X is (resp. essentially) holomorphic then the (resp. essential)
deck transformations & are (resp. essentially) biholomorphic.

Suppose Z and W are algebraic Riemann surfaces over a base surface R with
base point 7y and Z < W. Suppose Z is determined by a subfield S of A and
W € W is an original algebraic Riemann surface with natural label w Let
S’ = SN M, (¥), where M,, = {(f)r, : f € M(R)}. Then there exists ¢ € S
and P(t) € M,,[t] such that 8’ = M, () and ¢ = P(¢)). Suppose Z is an original
algebraic Riemann surface determined by ¢ with label ¢. Then the directly up-
harmonious mapping p : W — Z determined by P(t) (see Lemma 3:6) is mazimal,
which means if there exists an analytically up-harmonious mapping ¢ : W — 2’
for Z' € Z over Z then ¢ ~ p. Let p be the set of all p defined above. Then j is a
holomorphic covering map (see Proposition [3.3]), called the natural covering map
from W to Z. Suppose X, Y and Z are algebraic Riemann Surfaces satisfying
X<ZLKY. Ifp:Y = X,§:Y = Zand ¢ : Z— X are the natural covering
maps, then it follows that ¢z o ¢ = p
Remark 12. If the concerned algebraic Riemann surfaces have holographic ele-
ments, then we may define the mappings between them by means of the holo-
graphic elements. In general, we may replace these algebraic Riemann surfaces
by their holographic elements, respectively.

Remark 13. Some of the notions in Subsections 3.3 and 3.4 are based on the

consideration of the following example: If we are going to find the sum of two
algebraic functions \/z and /z, we may calculate “w;(¥/z)3 + wo(¥/2)*” on the
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Riemann surface of algebraic function /z instead, where w? = w3 = 1.

4 Algebraic Riemann surfaces and the Galois
correspondence

Let R be a base surface (a basic Riemann surface with R = R) with base
point ry € R. Suppose X and Y are algebraic Riemann Surfaces over Rand Y
is over X. Suppose the natural covering map 7 : Y — X is Galois (then we say
Y is Galois over X or Y/X is Galois). In this section Deck(Y/X) always means
Deck(Y—)X ). Suppose Z is an algebraic Riemann Surface satistying X <Z<Y,
which we call an intermediate (algebraic) Riemann Surface of Y /X.

Let D := Deck(Y/X). Then E = Deck(Y/Z) is a subgroup of D. Denote

(Z - X] := [M(Z) : M(X)]

(the degree of field extension M(Z 7)/M(X)), called the (covering) order of Z
over X (or of Z/X). If [Z : X] is finite then we say Z is finite over X or Z/X is

finite.
Denote o S
mt(V/X):={Z: X <Z<V),
C(Y/X):={Z e Int(Y/X) : Z/X is finite Galois}
and

& :={E=Dek(Y/Z): Z € FG(Y/X)}.

We define a topology on D similar to the Krull topology on a Galois group as
follows:

Kp :={T: T:@orT:U%jEj for some 7; € D and E; € £}
J
(cf. |21, Definition 17.5]). By Lemma [L.5] below (refer to Lemma [A.7] below) and
similar reasoning to that in [2I, Section 17] we see that Kp is really a topology

on D. We also call this topology the Krull topology on D. We always assume that
D is equipped with the Krull topology later. Denote

¢:={C: C is a closed subgroup of D}.

If Y is finite over X, then € is consisting of all subgroups of D (refer to Lemma A7)
below and [21, Example 17.9]).

Theorem 4.1 (Galois Correspondence on Algebraic Riemann Surfaces). Suppose
X and Y are algebraic Riemann Surfaces and Y is Galois over X. Let D =
Deck(Y/X). Then the mapping

A Int(V/X) —

Z Deck(Y/Z)
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is a bijection, which gives an inclusion reversing correspondence and whose inverse
mapping is T given in (LI0) below. Moreover, letting E = A(Z), we have
(1) The following statements are equivalent:

(i) [D : E] (the index of E in D) is finite;

(i) [Z : X] is finite;

(iii) £ is open in D.

On this condition it is true that [D : E] = [Z : X].
(2) Z is Galois over X if and only if F is normal in D. On this condition, there
is a group isomorphism o

Deck(Z/X) = D/E,
which is also a homeomorphism as the quotient group D/F is given the quotient
topology.

In order to obtain Theorem [4.1], we give some preliminary results.

Suppose Y is an algebraic Riemann surface over a base surface R with base
point ry and Y0 is the corresponding original algebraic Riemann surface. Suppose
f € M(Y). Then there exists SL (¢1; Sy) €Yo with the original basic function
Fy and a polynomial Py(t) = (Py(t), P(t)) € M(R)[t] such that flg, = Pi(F1)
by Lemma 3.4l If there exists another SQA = (Pa; Sy) € YO with the original basic
function Fy and a polynomial Py(t) = (Pa(t), P»(t)) € M(R)[t] such that f|g =
Py(F), then by Lemma B.7] we can take a common covering So = (¢o; Sp) € YO
of S, and Sg with S, 4 So, Sy ¢ So, Ql(goo) = ¢ and @g(géo) = (9, Where

Qj( ) = (Q]( ), Q;(t) € (R)[ ] and ¢; is determined by Q; (j = 1, 2). Thus
Fioq = Ql(FO) and Fyogy = Q2(Fy) by Lemma 3.6, where Fj is the original
basic function on Sy. Hence

ﬂgo = JE|§1 oq = PI(FI) oq = P1<F1 © 91) = Pl(QI(FO))a
and similarly
flg, = P(Qa(Fp)),
which imply P, (Q1(Fy)) = Py(Q2(Fy)). Therefore,

Pi(Q1(20)) = Pa(Q2(0)),

i.e. Pi(¢1) = Py($2). So we can give the following definition: We call a (resp. the
original) basic algebraic Riemann surface determined by Pi(1) with label (resp.
with natural label Py(¢1)) a (resp. the original) basic domain of f. For the basic
domain of f the label means that corresponding to the natural label Pl(cpl) We
denote the original basic domain of f by obdom(f). We call the (resp. original)
level surface determined by P (1) (i.e. containing obdom(f)) the (resp. original)
level domain, denoted by L(f) (resp. £L2(f)). We call the (resp. original) algebraic
Riemann surface determined by Py (¢1) the (resp. original) natural domain of f)
denoted by Ndom(f) (resp. oNdom(f)).

By the reasoning and the definition in the above and Lemma [B.6, we can
deduce
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Lemma 4.2. Suppose Y is an algebraic Riemann surface and f € M( ). Then
Ndom(f) < Y and every element in E(f), i.e. every basic domain of f, is a
holographic element of Ndom(f) For S e Y?" and the original basic function F
on S we have obdom(F') = S, where F e M(Y) is determined by F.IfS =
(¢;S) = obdom(f), Sy = (P15 S1) € YO is an expression domain off and Fy is the
original basic function on Sy, then S is an expression domain of f and F := f|5 18
the original basic function on S, and there exists a directly up-harmonious mapping

5, = S (ie. S W S1) and a polynomial Pi(t) = (P(t), Py(t)) € M(R)[t]
such that F o7ty = Pi(F)) = f\Sl and ¢ = Py($1). O

Suppose Y is an algebraic Riemann surface over the base surface R. We will
consider algebraic Riemann surfaces under Y. Suppose Z < Y. Let

M (Z) :={f € M(Y) : there exists Z € Z and g € M(Z) such that § € f}.

If there is no confusion, we will write M(Z ) instead of My (Z). Actually, we may
consider M(Z) in the usual sense as My (7).

Lemma 4.3. Suppose X <Y and Int(K/N) denotes the set of all intermediate
fields of K/N, where N = M(X) and K = M(Y'). Then the mapping

M : Int(Y/X) — Int(K/N)
Z— L=M(2)

is a partial order preserving bijection, whose inverse mapping is R given in (A1)
below.

Proof. Suppose L € Int(K/N). Define
=Jte() - fe Ly
We see that R(L) € Int(Y/X), since it is determined by

L(L) :== {¢ € A : ¢ is the natural label of obdom(f) for f € L},

which is an intermediate field of L(Y’ ) /L(X) (L(X) and L(Y') are the natural label
fields of X and Y respectively) by Lemma 4.2l It is easy to see that the mapping

R : Int(K/N) — Int(Y/X)

L— Z=TR(L) 1)

is the inverse of M by Lemma The preserving of partial order by M is
obvious. O

Suppose Y is the original algebraic Riemann surface corresponding to Y.
Suppose X, Z € Y and Z is over X. Let X and Z denote the level surfaces
containing X and Z, respectively. Let Ny = M(X), Ly = M(Z), N = M(X) =
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M(X), where X is the algebraic Riemann surface with holographic element X,

and L = M(Z). Let @ : Z — X be the directly up-harmonious mapping, which is
a holomorphic covering map (called the natural covering map). Then 7* : Ny — Lg

is a monomorphism of fields and there exists an isomorphism ~ : Ly — L, i.e. Lo = &

L, which can be defined by f — f, where f € ./\/l( ) is determined by f € M(Z)

(f may be written (f)™), such that 7 (NO) = N (1 = 7]svo)) Let F be the
original basic function on Z and let Py(t) € Ny[t] be the minimal polynomial of F
over 7*(Np), i.e. the monic irreducible polynomial in Ny[t] satisfying (7*Pp)(F) =

0. We call Py(t) the minimal polynomial of Z over X.

For the n-sheeted natural covering map 7 : 7 = X , suppose B is the set of
branch points of @ : Z — X (7 = (#,7)) and U C X\ B (X = (X,X)) is a
non-empty open set such that 77!(U) is the disjoint union of open sets Vi, ...,
Vi and 7|y, : V; — U is biholomorphic (j =1, ..., n). Let 7; = 7; : U — Vj be
the inverse mapping of 7|y,. Let f; = f o, where f € M(Z) and 7; = (7;,7;).
We consider the polynomial

j=1

where ¢; = (=1)7s;(f1, ..., fn) (s; denotes the j-th elementary symmetric function
in n variables, j =1, ..., n). Similarly to [10, §8.1, §8.2 and §8.3] we can deduce
that Q;(t) is just the minimal polynomial FPy(t) of F' over 7*(Ny). So we get

deg Py = n, (4.2)

where deg PO denotes the degree of Py(t).
Let Gy(f) := foo ! for 6 € Deck(Z/X) and f € Ly = M(Z). Then
Gs € Gal(Lo/7*(Np)). Define
9(0’) = G('7
for ¢ € Deck(Z/X). Let a(f) := v(a(f)) for o € Gal(Ly/7*(Ny)) and f € Ly,
where f = v(f). Then & € Gal(L/N). Define

Bla) = a
for a € Gal(Ly/7*(Np)). Similarly to [10, Theorem (8.12)] we have

Lemma 4.4. Suppose YO is an original algebraic Riemann surface over a base

surface R X, ZeYand Z is over X. Let Ny = M(X), Ly = M(Z), N =

M(X) = M(X) and L = M(Z). Suppose 7@ : Z — X is the n-sheeted natural
covering map and Py(t) € Ny[t] is the minimal polynomial of Z over X. Then

(1) [L: N] = [LO 7*(No)] = deg Py = n and L = Ly = Ny[t]/(Py(2));

(2) Deck(Z/X) & Gal(Lo/7*(Ny)) = Gal(L/N);

(3) The natural covering 7 : Z — X is Galois precisely if the field extension L/N
(or Lo/7*(Ny)) is Galois.
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Proof. Noticing (4.2), by Lemma [3.4] we can easily see that (1) is true. For (2),
we show that G is surjective as follows.

Suppose a € Gal(Lo/7*(Np)) and F' is the original basic function on Z. Then
P(a(F)) = a(P(F)) 0, where P(t) € M(R)[t] is the minimal polynomial
of I over M(R). By Theorem [3.3] there exists a base-preserving biholomorphic
mapping & : Z — Z such that G;(F") = F o5~ = a(F). For f € M(Z) there
exists Q(t) € M(R)[t] such that f = Q(F) by Lemma B4 Hence,

Go(f)=foo ' =Q(F)os" =Q(F o) = Q(a(F)) = a(Q(F)) = a(f).
Specially for the original basic function Fy on X, since Fy o € 7*(N), we have
Fyowog ! :a(Fooﬁ') = Fyo .

So it follows 7 0 6~ ! = #, which means & € Deck(Z/X).
Assertion (3) follows from assertions (1) and (2) and that L/N is Galois pre-
cisely if | Gal(L/N)| = [L : N] (see [2I, Corollary 2.16]). O

Remark 14. Because of the isomorphism [ we may use « instead of a.

w__»

In the following we will write instead of “=" for the equality of mappings

on algebraic Riemann surfaces.
Lemma 4.5. Suppose g < W (Z, W e Int(Y/X)). Let L = M(Z) and M =
M(W). For 6 € Deck(W/Z) define
Gs(f) = fod™",
where f € M. Then G € Gal(M/L) and the mapping

G = Gyiyz « Deck(W/Z) — Gal(M/L)
o+ G&

1s a group isomorphism. Moreover, W/Z is Galois if and only if M/L is Galois.
Proof. At first, G5 € Gal(M/L) since for=f for f €L = M(Z), where

7 : W — Z is the natural covering map. For &, 7 € Deck(W/Z) we have
G(007) = Gsor = G50 Gz = G(0) 0 G(7),

since
Goor(f) = fo(Go7) ! =foi o5 =(Gs0G:)(f)
for f € M. Hence, G is a group homomorphism.

(i) Suppose g( ) = Gz = idy for 6 € Deck(W/Z) Then for every f e
M we have Gs(f) = f,ie. fog™' = f. For § = (¢;S) € W (the original
algebraic Riemann surface corresponding to W) over some Sy € WO, let FF € M
be determined by the original basic function F' on S. Then S = obdom(F ) by
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Lemma @2 Since F o5~ ﬁ’ ie. Fog = ﬁ’ there exists ¢ : W, — W, in g,
where S & W, and W is also an expression domain of Fin W such that

Fly, 06 = F|y,. (4.3)

By Lemma 2] there exists an analytically up-harmonious mapping 71 : Wy — S
such that

Fly, = Fom. (4.4)

By @3) and [@4) it follows F ojiod = Fom. So we get fiod = my, ie.
jto ¢ = idg o, which mean S & Wy (since i and ¢ are biholomorphic) and
o ~idg. Therefore, ¢ = idj;, and then G is injective.

(i ) Now we show that G is surjective. Suppose a € Gal(M/L). Suppose
S = (4;8) € W° and F is the original basic function on S. Let ' € M be
determined by F. Suppose S = (¢';5') = obdom(a(F)). Then S" € W° by
Lemma .2l Since

Pla(F)|g) = P(a(F))]s = a(P(F))]g =0,

where P(t) € M(R)[t] is the minimal polynomial of F over M(R ?), there exists a
base-preserving biholomorphic mapping & = ¢(a, S) : S — S’ such that

Flog=F, (4.5)

where I’ = a(F)|g, by Theorem B3 (cf. [10, Theorem (8.9)]). Let
G =0q:={0(a,S): S €W

Given S' € W°, suppose F' is the original basic function on S and F' ¢ M
is determined by F’ ie. F'|g, = F'. Let F' = o Y(F’), S = obdom(F) and
[ = F|g. Then s1m1larly to the above we can deduce that there is a unique
mapping ¢(a,S) : § — §' in & (satisfying (4.3)) corresponding to S’ and o
Moreover, we can deduce that ¢(a", ") : §” — S is just the inverse of ¢(a, S).

Remark 15. In the above definition of &, we may assume the expression domain S’

of a(F) is replaced by S if necessary provided that S’ < S for A € A (the
analytically harmonious relation). To see that this assumption is reasonable, we
consider different S and §’, which are analytically harmonious modulo A : § — §.
Then by Theorem [3.3] there are base- preservmg biholomorphic mapplngs .8 —
S" and &y : S — S such that a(F )|S, = Foo ' and a(F)|g = F ody?, where F
is the original basic function on S and F| &= — F'. Therefore,

Fooy'=a(F)|g=a(F)|gol=Fos ol

We deduce ¢ = Ao 0, i.e. 0y ~ 0, since F is the original basic function on S,
Similarly, S’ may also be replaced by another Sl, provided that S <+ S’
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Remark 16. In fact, by (£3) we can deduce that S =5 (F' = a(F)|g is the

original basic functlon on S’ by Lemma B2 since S’ = obdom(a (F))) and 6(av, S)

S — S is an identical mapping. But generally S # S’ (for a # id) and so
o(a, ) : S — ' is not any identical mapping essentially.

Suppose Sy, S5 € WO. Suppose Fy and Fy are the original basic functions on
Sy and Sy, respectively. If there i is a direct up-harmonious mapping p : Sy — 51,
then by Lemma B.4] there exists P(t) € M(R)][t] such that

Flo p= P(FQ). (4.6)
Suppose F 1 and FQ in M are determined by F1 and F2 respectively, i.e. F 1] g = F’1
and 13’2\§2 = F,. Then
P(Fy)lg, = P(Fylg,) = P(Fy) = Filg o p

by ([@8), so that P(Fy) = F). Hence a(Fy) = a(P(Fy)) = P(a(F)). Let FJ/ =
a(F;) (j =1, 2). Then
Fl = P(F). (4.7)

Let g, : S] — SJ’ ( = 1, 2) be base-preserving biholomorphic mappings such that
Flls, = Fyo007 (4.8)

where S' (goj, S’) = obdom(ﬁ’]().
Suppose Sh = (¢); S4) € W is an original algebraic Riemann surface over St

and S}, and F} is the original basic function on S) (refer to Lemma [3.7). Then
by LemmaBEthere exists Q;(t) € M(R)[t] such that Fg|s’. ofj = FJI|56 Q;(F})
J

(j =1, 2), where 7; : Sh— S]’ (j = 1, 2) are directly up-harmonious mappings.
Therefore,

Qu(Fy) = Fllg = P(Fy)|g = P(F3lg) = P(Q2(Fp))

by [@7) and ¢} = Q;(¢) (j = 1, 2). Consequently Q1(¢))) = P(Q2(¢)), i.e.

¢ = P(#).

Suppose p' : S} — S is the corresponding directly up-harmonious mapping (see
Lemma [3.6]). Then

Fllg o' = Filg = P(F3)|g,
= P(Fylg;) = P(Fro63") = P(Fy) 063!

by @T) and @S), ie. F ooy op = Fiopody! by [@EB) and [&SF). Since F} is
the original basic function on Sy, we get

dl Op:plodg. (49)
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Therefore, ¢, and &5 are directly compatible. In fact, o; and g, are exactly and
directly compatible since from (£9) we can deduce (p')~' ooy = gy 0 p~! (see
Remark [I0)). By the reasoning above we can see that & is compatible and satisfies
the two conditions of a mapping. Hence & is a mapping from W to W. We can
also see that if codom(dy) is over codom(dy) then &y is exactly over ;. Therefore,

it is easy to know that & is a biholomorphic transformation on W. For f € M,
by (4.3]) we have

Gs(f) = foo = (flzoo™")” = (a(f)lz)~ = alf),

where S = obdom(f), ¢ = ¢(a, S) € &, S = obdom(a(f)) and (§)~ denotes § =
v(¢), which is determined by g.

Suppose 7 : W — Z is the natural covering map and 7 € 7 is the natural
covering map from W € WO to Z € Z° (thus Z € WO) In the above reasoning,
let 5’1 7 and Sg W. Since alp = 1dL, lettmg F, € L be determmed by the
original basic function Fy on Sy, then oz(Fl) Fy and S} = obdom(a(F})) = Sy
by Lemma [ By [@35), letting I = F, and F’ = (F1)|S§ = Fy, we have
01 = idg,. Then we obtain a base-preserving biholomorphic mapping ¢ = &5 :
W — W’ (W' = S4) such that 7' o ¢ = 7 (see (&), where @’ : W' — Z is a
maximal natural covering map in 7, by the preceding reasoning in the proof (in
fact, o(a, W) : W — W’ = W is an identical mapping by Remark [I6)). Easily we
see that 7 o & = 7, which means ¢ € Deck(W/ Z). Therefore, G is surjective.

(iii) In the following we prove that W/ Z is Galois if and only if M/L is Galois.

Now we assume the natural covering map 7 : W — Z is Galois. For f eM
we will prove that the minimal polynomial min (L, f) of f over L splits in M.
Suppose min(L, f) = t" + &t" ' 4 -« + &, Suppose Ly = M(R)(é,...¢&,) and
Lo < Ly < L (for fields Ly and Lo, by Ly < Ly we mean Ly is a subfield of Ly).
Then min(Ly, f) = min(L, f) and there exists § € Lo such that Ly = M(R)(g).
Suppose My = Lo(f). Then there exists h € My such that My = M(R)(h). Let
Wy = obdom(h) and Z, = obdom(j). Then Z, € Z and W, € W by Lemma 2
Since 7 : W — Z is Galois, there exists a Galois covering map 7 Wl — 7

in 7 with ~Zo < Zl and WO < W1 Therefore M; /Ly, where M; = M(Wl) and
Ly = M(Zy), is Galois by Lemma E4(3), which means min(L, f) = min(Ly, f)
splits in My, hence in M.

At last, assume M/L is Galois. For a natural f:overing map 7 : WO — Zy
in 77(' where WO S W and ZO S Z let MO = M(Wo) and L(] = M(Z()) Then
there exists M; < M such that Ml/MO is a finite extension and ]\41/L0 is a

Galois extension, where My = M(R )(fl) min(L, fi) = t" 4+ &t" ' 4 -+ 4+ ¢, and
Ly = Lo(é1, ... ¢,), since [My : M(R)] is finite and M/L is Galois. In fact, we
may let My = Li(f1,..., f.), where fi, ..., f, are all the roots of mm(L f1)

in M. Suppose M; = M(R)(j) for some § E M; and W, = obdom(g). Take a
natural covering map 7 : W1 — Zl in 7 over m : WO — Zo, where Zl € Z, and
let Ly = ./\/l(Zl) Then by the definition of natural covering maps of algebraic
Riemann surfaces (the definition before Remark [[2]) and by Lemma we have
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Ly < Ly < My and so M, /L, is Galois. Therefore, 71; : Wy — Z is Galois by
Lemma [£.4(3). O

Suppose X and Y are algebraic Riemann surfaces and Y is Galois over X.
Suppose Z € Int(Y/X) and & : Y — Y’ is a mapping, where Y is some algebraic
Riemann surface. Define o

5|Z = {6|Z A Z}.
If ;- Z — 7' is still a mapping, where Z’ is some algebraic Riemann surface
under Y’, then we call 7|5 a restriction of & to Z.

By Lemma and [21, Theorem 3.28] and by the reasoning in part (ii) of the

proof of Lemma we deduce

Lemma 4.6. Suppose Y is Galois over)? and Z € Int(Y/X). If~Z/~)~( is Galois
and & € Deck(Y/X), then |z € Deck(Z/X) and for 7 € Deck(Z/X) there is a
7 € Deck(Y/X) with 6|5 = 7. O

We assume G = Gal(/\/l(f/)//\/l(f()z possesses the Krull topology (see [21}
Definition 17.5]). Recall that D = Deck(Y/X) has been given a similar topological
structure in the beginning of this section. By Lemma we see

Lemma 4.7. Suppose X < Z <Y . Let K = M(Y), N = M(X) and L = M(Z)
Then G = Gy, x is an isomorphism and a homeomorphism from D = Deck(Y/X)
to G = Gal(K/N) and G|g is an isomorphism from E = Deck(Y/Z) to H =
Gal(K/L). O

By Lemma 4.7 and [21], Theorem 17.6] we have

Proposition 4.8. Suppose D = Deck(Y/X) and Kp is its Krull topology. Then
the topological space (D,XKp) is Hausdorff, compact and totally disconnected. O

For H < G let F(H) denote the fixed field of H. Define
=RoFog, (4.10)
where R and G = Gy, ¢ are defined in Lemmas [L.3] and [L.3] respectively.
Lemma 4.9. For E < D = Deck(Y/X) we have the closure
E = Deck(Y/T(E)).
Thus E is closed precisely if E = Deck(Y/T(E)).

Proof. Denote H = G(E). Suppose L = F(H) and Z = R(L). Then M(Z) = L
by Lemma [4.3] and

Z=(RoF)H)=(RoTFoG)(E)=T(E).
Therefore, by Lemma .7 and [21], Theorem 17.7] it follows that
E = g\(H) = - (Gal(K/F(H))
= G (Gal(K/L)) = Deck(Y/Z) = Deck(Y/T'(E)),
where K = M(Y). O
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Proof of Theorem LIl Suppose A= Int(Y/X) and E = Deck(Y/Z). Let K =
M), N = M(X) and L = M(Z). Then Z = R(L) by Lemma E3 and
K/N is Galois by Lemma L8 Hence, K/L is Galois. Let H = G(FE). Then
we have H = Gal(K/L) by Lemma [£5 Hence by [21, Lemma 2.9(6)] it follows
H = Gal(K/F(H)), which means that H is closed by [21, Theorem 17.7] and
so is F by Lemma [£71 By Lemma and the fundamental theorem of infinite
Galois theory (Krull’s, see [21, Theorem 17.8]) (or [21, Definition 2.15], since K /L
is Galois) we have

(ToA)Z)=(RoTFoG)(Deck(Y/Z))
= (RoF)(Gal(K/L)) =R(L) = Z.

On the other hand, for a closed subgroup E of D = Deck(Y/X), let Z = T'(E).
Then Z € Int(Y/X) by Lemmas 3] and A7 and [21, Theorem 17.8] and by
Lemma .9 we have F = Deck(Y/Z) = A(Z). Therefore,

(AoT)(E)=A(Z)=E.

By Lemma [4.7 we know that [D : E] = [G : H| and that E is open in D if and
only if H is open in G. Thus, by [2I, Theorem 17.8], assertion (1) in Theorem A.1]
follows since [Z : X] = [L : N], where L = M(Z) and N = M(X).

By Lemmas and [£.7] we have the following isomorphisms

Deck(Z/X) = Gal(L/N) and D/E=G/H

when E' is normal in D, which are also homeomorphisms. Hence, assertion (2) in
Theorem A1) follows by Lemmas [£.5 and 7] and [21, Theorem 17.8].

According to Lemma and noticing that when & € Deck(Y/X) and Z/X
is Galois we have &|; = id; if and only if 7 0 6 = 7 (refer to part (ii) of the
proof of Lemma [£5]), where 7 : Y — Z is the natural covering map, we can also
deduce that if Z/X is Galois then the mapping from D/E to Deck(Z/X) defined
by 6 E — 4| is both an isomorphism and a homeomorphism by similar reasoning
to the proof of 21, Theorem 17.8] and by Proposition L8 O

For the finite case, as a corollary of Theorem [4.1], we have

Theorem 4.10 (Galois Correspondence on Algebraic Riemann Surfaces in the
Finite Case). Suppose X and Y are algebraic Riemann surfaces and Y is a finite
Galois covering of X. Let D = Deck(Y/X). Then the mapping

A:Int(Y/X) > ¢
7+ Deck(Y/Z)
is a bijection, which gives an inclusion reversing correspondence and whose inverse
mapping is T given in (LI0). Moreover, if E = A(Z) then
(1) [Y : Z] = |E| (the order of E) and [Z : X] = [D : E;

(2) Z is Galois over X if and only if E is normal in D, and on this condition we
have a group isomorphism

Deck(Z/X) = D/E. O
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