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METACYCLIC ACTIONS ON SURFACES

KASHYAP RAJEEVSARATHY AND APEKSHA SANGHI

Abstract. Let Mod(Sg) be the mapping class group of the closed ori-
entable surface Sg of genus g ≥ 2. In this paper, we derive necessary and
sufficient conditions under which two torsion elements in Mod(Sg) will
have conjugates that generate a finite metacyclic subgroup of Mod(Sg).
This yields a complete solution to the problem of liftability of periodic
mapping classes under finite cyclic covers. As applications of the main
result, we show that 4g is a realizable upper bound on the order of a non-
split metacyclic action on Sg and this bound is realized by the action of
a dicyclic group. Moreover, we give a complete characterization of the
dicyclic subgroups of Mod(Sg) up to a certain equivalence that we will
call weak conjugacy. Furthermore, we show that every periodic map-
ping class in a non-split metacyclic subgroup of Mod(Sg) is reducible.
We provide necessary and sufficient conditions under which a non-split
metacyclic action on Sg factors via a split metacyclic action. Finally,
we provide a complete classification of the weak conjugacy classes of the
finite non-split metacyclic subgroups of Mod(S10) and Mod(S11).

1. Introduction

Let Sg be the closed orientable surface of genus g ≥ 0, Homeo+(Sg) be
the group of orientation-preserving homeomorphisms of Sg, and let Mod(Sg)
be the mapping class group of Sg. Given periodic elements F,G ∈ Mod(Sg)
such that 〈F,G〉 is finite, a pair of conjugates F ′, G′ (of F,G resp.) may
(or may not) generate a subgroup isomorphic to 〈F,G〉 (see [4]). A natural
question that arises in this context is whether one can derive equivalent
conditions under which 〈F ′, G′〉 ∼= 〈F,G〉. In this paper, we answer this
question in the affirmative for the case when 〈F,G〉 is a metacyclic group [6]
by deriving elementary number theoretic conditions for the same. Moreover,
considering the fact that every cyclic subgroup of Mod(Sg) that lifts under
a finite cyclic cover lifts to metacyclic group (see [10]), our main result
can also be viewed as a solution to the problem of liftability of periodic
mapping classes under such covers up to conjugacy. Our main result (see
Theorem 3.6) is a complete generalization of the main results in [3] and [4],
where the analogous problem for split metacyclic groups was considered.
The proof of this result applies the theory of group actions on surfaces [7, 9]
and Thurston’s orbifold theory [16, Chapter 13].

A finite metacyclic group M(u, n, r, k) of order u ·n, amalgam r and twist
factor k admits a presentation of the form

〈F,G | Gu = F r, Fn = 1, G−1FG = F k〉.
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A metacyclic group M(u, n, r, k) is said to be split if M(u, n, r, k) ∼= Zn′ ⋊

Zm′ for some positive integers m′, n′. Consider a finite metacyclic subgroup
H = 〈F,G〉 of Mod(Sg) as above. In view of the Nielsen realization theo-
rem [8, 12], the H acts on Sg yielding a quotient orbifold OH = Sg/H, and
F has a Nielsen representative F ∈ Homeo+(Sg) of the same order. In a
recent paper [1], a symplectic criterion has been derived for the liftability of
mapping classes under regular cyclic covers. Moreover, it is well-known [18]
that for a G ∈ Mod(Sg) of finite order, |G| ≤ 4g+2. These results motivate
the following immediate corollary of our main result (from Section 3).

Corollary 1. Let H = 〈F,G〉 be a metacyclic subgroup of Mod(Sn(g−1)+1),
where |F | = n and 〈F〉 acts freely on Sn(g−1)+1 inducing a regular cover
Sn(g−1)+1 → Sg.

(i) If OH has genus zero, then H is a split metacyclic group.
(ii) If n is prime and (4g + 2) | n− 1, then there exists a Ḡ ∈ Mod(Sg) of

order 4g + 2 that lifts to G.

In Section 4, we provide several applications of our main theorem. A
metacyclic group of the form M(2, 2n, n,−1) is called a dicyclic group de-
noted by Dicn. As a first application, we derive a realizable bound on |H|
when H < Mod(Sg) is a non-split metacyclic subgroup.

Proposition 1. Let H < Mod(Sg) be a non-split metacyclic subgroup. Then
|H| ≤ 4g and this bound is realized when H ∼= Dicg.

It may be noted here that a bound on the order of an arbitrary metacyclic
subgroup of Mod(Sg) was derived in [15]. As an immediate application of
Proposition 1, we obtain the following.

Corollary 2. Let H < Mod(Sg) be a finite metacyclic subgroup.

(i) If H is non-split, then any F ∈ H is a reducible mapping class.
(ii) If H contains an irreducible mapping class F , then H is split. Further-

more, if H = 〈F,G〉 and 〈F 〉⊳H with |F | = n, then either H ∼= Zn⋊Z2

or H ∼= Zn ⋊ Z3.

Furthermore, taking motivation from Proposition 1, we give a combinatorial
classification of dicyclic subgroups of Mod(Sg) (see Proposition 4.8).

Since a non-split metacyclic group is a quotient of a split metacyclic group
with a cyclic subgroup, a natural question is when would a non-split meta-
cyclic action on Sg factor through a split metacyclic action. In this connec-
tion, we provide equivalent conditions under which a non-split metacyclic
action on Sg would lift under a regular cyclic cover to a split metacyclic
action (see Proposition 4.9). By applying these conditions, we obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 3. The actions on Sg of the metacyclic groups Dicn, Dicn×Zm,
and Dicn ×Zm ×Zp, where n is even integer and m, p are odd integers with
gcd(p, n) = 1, factor via split metacyclic actions.

The geometric realizations of several split metacyclic actions on Sg were
described in [4]. But the realizations of non-split metacyclic group actions
on Sg are far more challenging as these groups are not realizable as isom-
etry groups of R3. However, Corollary 3 (see also Proposition 4.9) enables
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us to realize the lifts of certain metacyclic actions under suitably chosen
regular cyclic covers. In Section 5, we describe nontrivial geometric real-
izations of some finite split metacyclic actions that are lifts of non-split
metacyclic actions on S10 and S11 under regular cyclic covers. Finally, in
Section 6, we provide classifications of the finite non-split metacyclic sub-
groups of Mod(S10) and Mod(S11) up to a certain equivalence that we call
weak conjugacy (see Section 3) which is central to the theory developed in
this paper.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some basic notions from Thurston’s orbifold
theory [16, Chapter 13] and the theory of group actions on surfaces [7, 9]
that are crucial to the theory we develop in this paper.

2.1. Fuchsian groups. Let Homeo+(Sg) denote the group of orientation-
preserving homeomorphisms of Sg, and let H < Homeo+(Sg) be a finite
group. A faithful and properly discontinuous H-action on Sg induces a
branched covering Sg → OH(:= Sg/H) with ℓ cone points x1, . . . , xℓ on
the quotient orbifold OH ≈ Sg0 (which we will call the corresponding orb-
ifold) of orders n1, . . . , nℓ, respectively. Then the orbifold fundamental group
πorb1 (OH) of OH has a presentation given by

(1)

〈
α1, β1, . . . , αg0 , βg0 , ξ1, . . . , ξℓ | ξn1

1 , . . . , ξnℓ
ℓ ,

ℓ∏

j=1

ξj

g0∏

i=1

[αi, βi]

〉
.

In classical parlance, πorb1 (OH) is also known as a Fuchsian group [7, 9] with
signature

Γ(OH) := (g0;n1, . . . , nℓ),

and the relation
∏ℓ

j=1 ξj
∏g0

i=1[αi, βi] appearing in its presentation in (1) is

called the long relation. From Thurston’s orbifold theory [16, Chapter 13],
we obtain exact sequence

(2) 1 → π1(Sg) → πorb1 (OH)
φH−−→ H → 1,

where φH is called the surface kernel epimorphism. In this setting, we will
require the following result due to Harvey [5], which gives a characterization
of finite group action on surfaces.

Theorem 2.1. A finite group H acts faithfully on Sg with Γ(OH) = (g0;n1, . . . , nℓ)
if and only if it satisfies the following two conditions:

(i)
2g − 2

|H|
= 2g0 − 2 +

ℓ∑

i=1

(
1−

1

ni

)
, and

(ii) there exists a surjective homomorphism φH : πorb1 (OH) → H that pre-
serves the orders of all torsion elements of πorb1 (OH).
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2.2. Cyclic actions on surfaces. For g ≥ 1, let F ∈ Mod(Sg) be of order
n. By the Nielsen-Kerckhoff theorem [8, 12], F is represented by a standard
representative F ∈ Homeo+(Sg) of the same order. We will refer to both F
and the group it generates, interchangeably, as a Zn-action on Sg. Each cone
point xi ∈ O〈F〉 lifts to an orbit of size n/ni on Sg, and the local rotation

induced by F around the points in each orbit is given by 2πc−1
i /ni, where

gcd(ci, ni) = 1 and cic
−1
i ≡ 1 (mod ni). Further, by virtue of Theorem 2.1,

there exists an exact sequence:

1 → π1(Sg) → πorb1 (O〈F〉)
φ〈F〉
−−−→ 〈F〉 → 1,

where φ〈F〉(ξi) = F (n/ni)ci , for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. We will now introduce a tuple of
integers that encodes the conjugacy class of a Zn-action on Sg.

Definition 2.2. A cyclic data set of degree n is a tuple

D = (n, g0, d; (c1, n1), . . . , (cℓ, nℓ)),

where n ≥ 2, g0 ≥ 0, and 0 ≤ d ≤ n− 1 are integers, and each ci ∈ Z
×
ni

such
that:

(i) d > 0 if and only if ℓ = 0 and gcd(d, n) = 1, whenever d > 0,
(ii) each ni | n,
(iii) lcm(n1, . . . n̂i, . . . , nℓ) = N , for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, where N = n if g0 = 0, and

(iv)

ℓ∑

j=1

n

nj
cj ≡ 0 (mod n).

The number g determined by the Riemann-Hurwitz equation

(3)
2− 2g

n
= 2− 2g0 +

ℓ∑

j=1

(
1

nj
− 1

)

is called the genus of the data set, denoted by g(D).

Note that quantity d (in Definition 2.2) will be non-zero if and only if D
represents a free rotation of Sg by 2πd/n, in which case, D will take the form
(n, g0, d; ). We will not include d in the notation of a data set, whenever
d = 0.

By the Nielsen-Kerckhoff theorem, the quotient map Homeo+(Sg) →
Mod(Sg) induces a correspondence between the conjugacy classes of finite-
order maps in Homeo+(Sg) and the conjugacy classes of finite-order mapping
classes in Mod(Sg). This leads us to the following lemma primarily due to
Nielsen [11] which allows us to use data sets to describe the conjugacy classes
of cyclic actions on Sg (see also [14, Theorem 3.8] and [5]).

Lemma 2.3. For g ≥ 1 and n ≥ 2, data sets of degree n and genus g
correspond to conjugacy classes of Zn-actions on Sg.

We will denote the data set corresponding to the conjugacy class of a periodic
mapping class F by DF . For compactness of notation, we also write a data
set D (as in Definition 2.2) as

D = (n, g0, d; ((d1,m1), α1), . . . , ((dℓ′ ,mℓ′), αℓ′)),
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where (di,mi) are the distinct pairs in the multiset S = {(c1, n1), . . . , (cℓ, nℓ)},
and the αi denote the multiplicity of the pair (di,mi) in the multiset S. Fur-
ther, we note that every cone point [x] ∈ O〈F〉 corresponds to a unique pair
in the multiset S appearing in DF , which we denote by Px := (cx, nx).

Given u ∈ Z
×
m and G ∈ H < Homeo+(Sg) be of order m, let FG(u,m)

denote the set of fixed points of G with induced rotation angle 2πu/m. Let
CH(G) be the centralizer of a G ∈ H and ∼ denote the conjugation relation
between any two elements in H. We conclude this subsection by stating the
following result from the theory of Riemann surfaces [2], which we will use
in the proof of our main theorem.

Lemma 2.4. Let H < Homeo+(Sg) with Γ(OH) = (g0;n1, . . . , nℓ), and let
G ∈ H be of order m. Then for u ∈ Z

×
m, we have

|FG(u,m)| = |CH(G)| ·
∑

1≤i≤ℓ
m|ni

G∼φH(ξi)
niu/m

1

ni
.

2.3. Metacyclic actions on surfaces. Given integers u, n ≥ 2, r | n and
k ∈ Z

×
n such that ku ≡ 1 (mod n), a finite metacyclic action of order un

(written as u · n) on Sg is a tuple (H, (G,F)), where H < Homeo+(Sg), and

H = 〈F ,G | Fr = Gu,Fn = 1,G−1FG = Fk〉 ∼= M(u, n, r, k).

Metacyclic groups have been completely classified in [6]. We will call the
multiplicative class k the twist factor and r be the amalgam of the metacyclic
action (H, (G,F)). In the presentation above, if we further assume that r =
n, then M(u, n, r, k) ∼= Zn ⋊k Zu, which is also known as a split metacyclic
group. Since split metacyclic actions on surfaces have been analyzed in [4],
we will focus our attention on the finite non-split metacyclic subgroups of
Mod(Sg).

Since 〈F〉 ⊳ H, G would induce a Ḡ ∈ Homeo+(O〈F〉) (see [17]) that
restricts to an order-preserving bijection on the set of cone points in O〈F〉.

We will call Ḡ, the induced automorphism on O〈F〉 by G, and we formalize
this notion in the following definition.

Definition 2.5. LetH < Homeo+(Sg) be a finite cyclic group with |H| = n.
We say a Ḡ ∈ Homeo+(OH) is an automorphism of OH if for [x], [y] ∈ OH ,
k ∈ Z

×
n and Ḡ([x]) = [y], we have:

(i) nx = ny, and
(ii) cx = kcy.

We denote the group of automorphisms of OH by Autk(OH).

We will require the following technical lemma that gives some basic proper-
ties of the induced automorphism.

Lemma 2.6. Let G,F ∈ Homeo+(Sg) be maps of orders m,n, respectively,

such that G−1FG = Fk, and let H = 〈F〉. Then:

(i) G induces a Ḡ ∈ Autk(OH) such that

OH/〈Ḡ〉 = Sg/〈F ,G〉,

(ii) |Ḡ| divides |G|, and
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(iii) |Ḡ| < m if and only if Fr = Gu, for some 0 < r < n and 0 < u < m.

3. Main theorem

In this section, we establish the main result of the paper by deriving
equivalent conditions under which torsion elements F,G ∈ Mod(Sg) can
have conjugates F ′, G′ ∈ Mod(Sg) such that 〈F ′, G′〉 ∼= M(u, |F ′|, r, k). We
begin by introducing a weaker notion of conjugacy that arises very naturally
in this context.

Definition 3.1. Two finite metacyclic actions (H1, (G1,F1)) and (H2, (G2,F2))
of order u · n, amalgam r and twist factor k are said to be weakly conju-
gate if there exists an isomorphism, ψ : πorb1 (OH1

) ∼= πorb1 (OH2
) and an

isomorphism χ : H1 → H2 such that the following conditions hold.

(i) χ((G1,F1)) = (G2,F2).
(ii) For i = 1, 2, let φHi : π

orb
1 (OHi) → Hi be surface kernel epimorphisms.

Then (χ ◦ φH1
)(g) = (φH2

◦ ψ)(g), whenever g ∈ πorb1 (OH1
) is of finite

order.
(iii) The pair (G1,F1) is conjugate (component-wise) to the pair (G2,F2) in

Homeo+(Sg).

The notion of weak conjugacy defines an equivalence relation on metacyclic
actions on Sg and the equivalence classes thus obtained will be called weak
conjugacy classes.

Remark 3.2. In view of the Nielsen-Kerckhoff theorem, the notion of weak
conjugacy (from Definition 3.1) naturally extends to an analogous notion in
Mod(Sg) via the natural association

(〈F ,G〉, (G,F)) ↔ (〈F,G〉, (G,F )).

For brevity, we will introduce the following notation.

Definition 3.3. Let F,G ∈ Mod(Sg) be of finite order with |F | = n. Then
for some k ∈ Z

×
n \{1}, we say (in symbols) that JF,GKu,r,k = 1 if there exists

conjugates F ′, G′ (of F,G resp.) such that 〈F ′, G′〉 ∼= M(u, n, r, k).

We will now define an abstract tuple of integers that will encode the weak
conjugacy class of a finite metacyclic actions on Sg.

Definition 3.4. Ametacyclic data set of degree u·n, twist factor k, amalgam
r and genus g ≥ 2 is a tuple

D = ((u · n, r, k), g0; [(c11, n11), (c12, n12), n1], . . . , [(cℓ1, nℓ1), (cℓ2, nℓ2), nℓ]),

where u, n ≥ 2, the nij are positive integers for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2, the
cij ∈ Znij , r | n and k ∈ Z

×
n such that ku ≡ 1 (mod n) and there exists a

w ∈ Z, satisfying the following conditions.

(i)
2g − 2

un
= 2g0 − 2 +

ℓ∑

i=1

(
1−

1

ni

)
.

(ii) (a) For each i, j, ni1 |
un

r
:= m, ni2 | n, either gcd(cij , nij) = 1 or

cij = 0, and cij = 0 if and only if nij = 1.
(b) For each i, ni = si, where si is the least positive integer satisfying

the following conditions for some ti ∈ N:
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(i) ci1
m
ni1
si ≡ tiu (mod m).

(ii) ci2
n
ni2

(k
ci1

m
ni1

(si−1)
+ · · ·+ k

ci1
m
ni1 + 1) ≡ −tir (mod n).

(iii)

ℓ∑

i=1

ci1
m

ni1
≡ wu (mod m).

(iv) Defining A :=

ℓ∑

i=1

ci2
n

ni2

ℓ∏

s=i+1

k
cs1

m
ns1 and d := gcd(n, k − 1), we have

A ≡

{
−wr (mod n), if g0 = 0, and

dθ − wr (mod n), for θ ∈ Zn, if g0 ≥ 1.

(v) If g0 = 0, there exists (p1, . . . , pℓv), (q1, . . . , qℓv) ∈ Z
ℓv, v ∈ N, and

a, b ∈ Z such that the following conditions hold.

(a)

ℓv∑

i′=1

pi′ci1
m

ni1
≡ 1 + au (mod m) and

ℓv∑

i′=1

ci2
n

ni2

( pi′∑

s=1

k
ci1

m
ni1

(pi′−s)

)(
ℓv∏

t′=i′+1

k
pt′ct1

m
nt1

)
≡ −ar (mod n).

(b)
ℓv∑

i′=1

qi′ci1
m

ni1
≡ bu (mod m) and

ℓv∑

i′=1

ci2
n

ni2

( qi′∑

s=1

k
ci1

m
ni1

(qi′−s)

)(
ℓv∏

t′=i′+1

k
qt′ct1

m
nt1

)
≡ 1−br (mod n), where

i ≡

{
i′ (mod ℓ), if i′ 6≡ 0 (mod ℓ),

ℓ otherwise,
t ≡

{
t′ (mod ℓ), if t′ 6≡ 0 (mod ℓ), and

ℓ, otherwise.

(vi) If g0 = 1, there exists (p1, . . . , pℓv), (q1, . . . , qℓv) ∈ Z
ℓv, m′, n′, a, b ∈

Z, and v ∈ N such that m′ | m and n′ | n, satisfying the following
conditions.

(a)

ℓv∑

i′=1

pi′ci1
m

ni1
≡ m′ + au (mod m) and

ℓv∑

i′=1

ci2
n

ni2

( pi′∑

s=1

k
ci1

m
ni1

(pi′−s)

)(
ℓv∏

t′=i′+1

k
pt′ct1

m
nt1

)
≡ −ar (mod n).

(b)
ℓv∑

i′=1

qi′ci1
m

ni1
≡ bu (mod m) and

ℓv∑

i′=1

ci2
n

ni2

( qi′∑

s=1

k
ci1

m
ni1

(qi′−s)

)(
ℓv∏

t′=i′+1

k
qt′ct1

m
nt1

)
≡ n′ − br (mod n),

where

i ≡

{
i′ (mod ℓ), if i′ 6≡ 0 (mod ℓ),

ℓ, otherwise,
t ≡

{
t′ (mod ℓ) if t′ 6≡ 0 (mod ℓ), and

ℓ otherwise.



8 K. RAJEEVSARATHY AND A. SANGHI

(c) A ≡ −βkα+β−wr (mod n) for some non-negative integers α, β,
where

lcm

(
m

m′
,

m

gcd(m,α)

)
= m and lcm

(
n

n′
,

n

gcd(n, β)

)
= n.

Furthermore, we set α = 1, when m′ = 0, and β = 1, when n′ = 0.

Proposition 3.5. For integers n, u, g, r ≥ 2 such that r | n and k ∈ Z
×
n ,

the metacyclic data sets of degree u · n with twist factor k, amalgam r, and
genus g correspond to the weak conjugacy classes of M(u, n, r, k)-actions on
Sg.

Proof. Let D be a metacyclic data set of degree u · n with twist factor k,
amalgam r and genus g (as in Definition 3.4 above). We need to show
that D represents the weak conjugacy class of a M(u, n, r, k)-action on Sg
represented by (H, (G,F)), where H = 〈F ,G〉. To see this, we first show the
existence of an epimorphism φH : πorb1 (OH) → H that preserves the orders
of the torsion elements. Let H and πorb1 (OH) have presentations given by

〈F ,G | Fn = 1,Gu = Fr,G−1FG = Fk〉 ∼= M(u, n, r, k) and

〈α1, β1, · · · , αg0 , βg0 , ξ1, · · · , ξℓ | ξn1

1 = · · · = ξnℓ
ℓ =

ℓ∏

j=1

ξj

g0∏

i=1

[αi, βi] = 1〉,

respectively.
We consider the map

ξi
φH7−−→ G

ci1
m
ni1 F

ci2
n

ni2 , for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ,

where m :=
un

r
. Then condition (ii) of Definition 3.4 would imply that φH

is a map which is order-preserving on torsion elements. For clarity, we break
the argument for the surjectivity of φH into the following three cases.

Case 1: g0 = 0. Then it follows from conditions (iii)-(iv) that φH satisfies

the long relation
∏ℓ

i=1 ξi = 1. Moreover, the surjectivity of φH follows from
condition (v).

Case 2: g0 ≥ 2. In this case, πorb1 (OH) has additional hyperbolic gen-
erators (viewing them as isometries of the hyperbolic plane), namely the

αi and the βi. Extending φH by mapping α1
φH
7−−→ G, β1

φH
7−−→ F yields an

epimorphism. Moreover, by carefully choosing the images of the αi and
the βi, for i ≥ 2, conditions (iii)-(iv) would ensure that the long relation∏ℓ

j=1 ξj
∏g0

i=1[αi, βi] = 1 is satisfied.

Case 3: g0 = 1. In this case, πorb1 (OH) would have two additional hy-
perbolic generators, namely the α1 and the β1. We extend φH by defining

α1
φH7−−→ Gα and β1

φH7−−→ Fβ. We then apply conditions (iii),(iv) and (vi) to
obtain the desired epimorphism.

It remains to be shown that D determines F ,G ∈ Homeo+(Sg) up to
conjugacy. But by carefully applying Lemma 2.4, we see that

DF = (n, g1; ((v
−1
ij , ti),

ti|℧
F

n
ti
(vij , ti)|

n
) : vij ∈ Z

×
ti
, ti | n),
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where

|℧
F

n
ti
(vij , ti)| = |F

F
n
ti
(vij , ti)| −

∑

ti′∈N
ti′ 6=ti
ti|ti′ |n

∑

(vi′j′ ,ti′ )=1

vij≡vi′j′ (mod ti)

|℧
F

n
t
i′
(vi′j′ , ti′)|

and g1 is determined by Riemann-Hurwitz equation, and

DG = (m, g2; ((u
−1
ij ,mi),

mi|℧
G

m
mi

(uij ,mi)|

m
) : uij ∈ Z

×
mi
, mi | m),

where

|℧
G

m
mi

(uij ,mi)| = |F
G

m
mi

(uij ,mi)|−
∑

mi′∈N
mi′ 6=mi

mi|mi′ |m

∑

(ui′j′ ,mi′ )=1

uij≡ui′j′ (modmi)

|℧
G

m
m

i′
(ui′j′ ,mi′)|

and g2 is determined by Riemann-Hurwitz equation.
Conversely, consider the weak conjugacy class of M(u, n, r, k)-actions on

Sg represented by (H, (G,F)), where H = 〈F ,G〉. By Theorem 2.1, there
exists a surjective homomorphism

φH : πorb1 (OH) → H : ξi
φH
7−−→ G

ci1
m
ni1 F

ci2
n

ni2 , for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ,

which is order-preserving on the torsion elements. This yields a metacyclic
data set D of degree u · n with twist factor k, amalgam r and genus g as in
Definition 3.4. By Theorem 2.1, D satisfies condition (i) of Definition 3.4.
Moreover, condition (ii) follows from the fact that φH is order-preserving
on torsion elements. Furthermore, conditions (iii)-(iv) follow from the long
relation satisfied by πorb1 (OH), and condition (v)-(vi) are implied by the
surjectivity of φH . Thus, we obtain the metacyclic data set D of degree u ·n
with twist factor k, amalgam r and genus g, and our assertion follows. �

We denote the data sets DF and DG (representing the cyclic factors of H)
derived from the metacyclic data set D appearing in the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.5 by D1 and D2, respectively. Thus, our main theorem will now follow
from Proposition 3.5.

Theorem 3.6 (Main theorem). Let F,G ∈ Mod(Sg) be of orders n,m,
respectively. Then JF,GKu,r,k = 1 if and only if there exists a metacyclic
data set D of degree u · n, twist factor k, amalgam r, and genus g such that
D1 = DF and D2 = DG.

3.1. Liftability of torsion under finite cyclic covers. From the view-
point of liftability, a metacyclic group 〈F ,G〉 acts on Sg if and only if there
exists Ḡ ∈ Autk(O〈F〉) that lifts under the branched cover Sg → O〈F〉 to G.
From Birman-Hilden theory [10], this is equivalent to requiring the existence
of a short exact sequence:

1 → 〈F〉 → 〈F ,G〉 → 〈Ḡ〉 → 1.

Let Sh,b denote the closed oriented surface of genus h with b marked
points. Given a branched cover p : Sg → Sh,b, let LModp(Sh,b) (resp.
SModp(Sg)) denote the liftable (resp. symmetric) mapping class group of p.
Our main theorem can now be equivalently stated as follows.
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Theorem 3.7 (Main theorem-Alternative version). Let p : Sg → Sh,b be
an n-sheeted cover with deck transformation group 〈F〉 ∼= Zn. Then Ḡ ∈
LModp(Sh,b) lifts to a G ∈ SModp(Sg) if and only if there exists a metacyclic
data set D of degree u · n, twist factor k, amalgam r, and genus g such that
D1 = DF and D2 = DG.

Thus, the main theorem provides necessary and sufficient conditions under
which periodic elements of mapping class groups will lift under finite cyclic
covers.

Remark 3.8. Given a metacyclic data set

D = ((u · n, r, k), g0; [(c11, n11), (c12, n12), n1], . . . , [(cℓ1, nℓ1), (cℓ2, nℓ2), nℓ]),

encoding the weak conjugacy class represented by (〈F ,G〉, (G,F)), it follows
from Theorem 3.6 that

DḠ = (u, g0; (c
′
11, n

′
11), . . . , (c

′
ℓ1, n

′
ℓ1)),

where n′i1 =
u

gcd(ci1
m
ni1
, u)

, and c′i1
u

n′i1
≡ ci1

m

ni1
(mod u).

This leads us to the following corollary, which is an application of Theo-
rem 3.7.

Corollary 3.9. Let p : Sn(g−1)+1 → Sg be an n-sheeted regular cover with

deck transformation group 〈F〉 ∼= Zn. Suppose that there exists a Ḡ ∈
LModp(Sg) of finite order with O〈Ḡ〉 ≈ S0 that lifts to a G ∈ SModp(Sn(g−1)+1).

Then H = 〈F,G〉 is a split metacyclic group.

Proof. From Theorem 3.7, we have a metacyclic data set

D = ((u · n, r, k), 0; [(c11 , n11), (c12, n12), n1], . . . , [(cℓ1, nℓ1), (cℓ2, nℓ2), nℓ])

of degree u · n with twist factor k, amalgam r, and genus n(g − 1) + 1.
Following the notation in the proof of Proposition 3.5, let φH(ξi) = GγiFδi ,
where γi = ci1m/ni1, δi = ci2n/ni2, and ξi ∈ πorb1 (OH) is the generator
enclosing the cone point of order ni. Now, as F generates a free action
on Sn(g−1)+1, we have that 〈GγiFδi〉 ∩ 〈F〉 = {id}. Hence, it follows that

〈GγiF δi , F 〉 is a split metacyclic group for all i, and consequently, 〈Gγi , F 〉
is a split metacyclic group for all i.

Now, we claim that 〈Gγ1 , . . . , Gγℓ , F 〉 is a split metacyclic group. We
establish this claim by inducting on ℓ. From the preceding argument, the
statement holds for ℓ = 1. For ℓ = 2, we have to show that 〈Gγ1 , Gγ2 , F 〉 is a
split metacyclic group. We can write 〈Gγ1 , Gγ2 , F 〉 = 〈G′, F 〉, where 〈G′〉 =

〈Ggcd(γ1,γ2)〉 = 〈Gγ1 , Gγ2〉. Suppose we assume on the contrary that (G′)a =
F b, for some a ∈ Z and b ∈ Zn with b 6= 0. Then 〈(G′)a〉 ⊆ 〈Gγ1 , Gγ2〉, and
so we have that 〈(G′)at〉 ⊆ 〈Gγ1〉 or 〈Gγ2〉, for some t such that (G′)at 6= 1.
Hence, it follows that Gγ1t1 = (G′)at = F bt or Gγ2t2 = (G′)at = F bt, for
some t1, t2 ∈ Z, which contradicts the fact that 〈Gγi , F 〉 is a split metacyclic
group. Therefore, our claim holds true for ℓ = 2.

Suppose we assume that our claim holds for ℓ−1. By similar arguments (as
above), we have that 〈Gγ1 , . . . , Gγℓ , F 〉 = 〈G′′, Gγℓ , F 〉, where 〈G′′, F 〉 is split
metacyclic group. So, it immediately follows from the case ℓ = 2 that our
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claim holds for ℓ. Since φH is surjective, we have 〈Gγ1F δ1 , . . . , GγℓF δℓ〉 = H,
and hence it follows that H is a split metacyclic group.

�

As mentioned earlier, the bound on the order of a periodic mapping class
G ∈ Mod(Sg) is 4g + 2 (see [18]) which is realized by the action DG =
(4g + 2, 0; (1, 2), (1, 2g + 1), (2g − 1, 4g + 2)). This inspires the following
corollary.

Corollary 3.10. Let p : Sn(g−1)+1 → Sg be a finite n-sheeted regular cover
with deck transformation group 〈F〉 ∼= Zn. If n is prime and (4g + 2) |
(n− 1), then there exists a Ḡ ∈ LModp(Sg) with |Ḡ| = 4g + 2.

Proof. Since (4g + 2) | (n − 1), there exists a k ∈ Z
×
n such that |k| =

4g + 2. Let G ∈ SModp(Sn(g−1)+1) be a lift of Ḡ. Now from Propo-
sition 3.5, it can be easily seen that the metacyclic data set D = ((n ·
4g + 2, n, k), 0; [(1, 2), (1, n), 2], [(1, 2g + 1), (n− k2, n), 2g + 1], [(2g − 1, 4g +
2), (0, 1), 4g + 2]) represents the weak conjugacy class of (〈F ,G〉,G,F) with

D1 = DF = (n, g, 1; ), D2 = DG = (4g+2, (n−1)(g−1)
4g+2 ; (1, 2), (1, 2g+1), (2g−

1, 4g + 2)) and DḠ = (4g + 2, 0; (1, 2), (1, 2g + 1), (2g − 1, 4g + 2)). Hence,
our assertion follows. �

4. Applications

4.1. Bound on the order of a non-split metacyclic action. In this
subsection, we derive a realizable bound for the order of a non-split meta-
cyclic subgroup of Mod(Sg). We will need the following technical lemma
concerning metacyclic groups.

Lemma 4.1. Let H = 〈F,G | Gu = F r, Fn = 1, G−1FG = F k〉. Suppose
that there exists x, y ∈ H such that H = 〈x, y〉 and at least one of x or y is
of prime order. Then H is a split metacyclic group.

Proof. Let x = Gi1F j1 and y = Gi2F j2 and let us assume without loss of
generality that x is of prime order p. Suppose we assume on the contrary that
H is a non-split metacyclic group. Then either Gi1F j1 = Fα, for some α, or
Gi1F j1 = (G′)β , for some β, where G′ is chosen so that H = 〈F,G′〉. This
implies that H = 〈Gi1F j1 , Gi2F j2〉 = 〈Fα, Gi2F j2〉. Since Fα is of prime
order and 〈Fα〉⊳H, H must be split metacyclic group, which contradicts our
assumption. A similar argument works for the case when Gi1F j1 = (G′)β.
Hence, it follows that H is a split metacyclic group. �

We call Dicn := M(2, 2n, n,−1) the dicyclic group of order 4n. We will
now derive a realizable bound on the order of a finite non-split metacyclic
subgroup of Mod(Sg).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that H < Mod(Sg) is a finite non-split meta-
cyclic group. Then |H| ≤ 4g and this bound is realized when g is even and
H ∼= Dicg.

Proof. We will show that if H < Mod(Sg) such that |H| > 4g, then H
cannot be a non-split metacyclic group. If Γ(OH) = (g0;n1, n2, . . . , nℓ),
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then H satisfies the Riemann-Hurwitz equation:

2g − 2

|H|
= 2g0 − 2 +

ℓ∑

i=1

(
1−

1

ni

)
.

When |H| > 4g, we have

(4) 2g0 − 2 +
ℓ∑

i=1

(
1−

1

ni

)
=

2g − 2

|H|
<

2g − 2

4g
=
g − 1

2g
<

1

2
,

from which it follows that g0 = 0 and ℓ = 3 or 4.
From Lemma 4.1, if g0 = 0, ℓ = 3, and there is a cone point of prime order,

then H cannot be a non-split metacyclic group. So, by (4), whenH is a non-
split metacyclic group with |H| > 4g, the possible signatures for πorb1 (OH)
are (0; 2, 2, 3, 3), (0; 2, 2, 3, 4), (0; 2, 2, 3, 5), (0; 2, 2, 2, n), (0; 4, 4, n), (0; 4, 6, 6),
(0; 4, 6, 8), (0; 4, 6, 9), and (0; 4, 6, 10), where n < 2g. We will now show that
none of these signatures will arise from a non-split metacyclic action.

Assume that H is a metacyclic group. Then H = 〈F,G〉, where F ∈
Homeo+(Sg) with O〈F〉 ≈ Sh,b and Ḡ ∈ Autk(O〈F〉). From Remark 3.8,
we have that Γ(O〈Ḡ〉) = (0;m1,m2, . . . ,mℓ), where mi | ni. First, we will
consider the case when ℓ = 4. If h 6= 0, from Proposition 2.3, we get
Γ(O〈Ḡ〉) equals either (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) or (0; 2, 2, 2, 2). Thus, F either gener-

ates a free action or Γ(O〈F〉) = (1; n2 ). But, by Proposition 2.3 and Corol-
lary 3.9, we can see that neither of these possibilities occur when H is
a non-split metacyclic group. If h = 0, then Γ(O〈Ḡ〉) = (0;u, u), where

u ∈ {2, 3}. Again, from Theorem 3.6, we see that Γ(O〈F〉) equals one of
(0; 2, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2), (0; 3, 3, 3, 3), (0; 3, 3, 4, 4), (0; 2, 2, 2, 3, 3), (0; 3, 3, 5, 5), (0; 2, 2, n, n),
or (0; 2, 2, 2, 2, n/2). Hence, either H is a split metacyclic group or |H| ≤ 4g.
This completes our argument for ℓ = 4.

Now, for ℓ = 3, by similar arguments as above, we can conclude that
Γ(O〈F〉) = (0;n, n, n, n) (or (0; 4, 4, 4, 4, 4, 4)). By Lemma 2.6 (iii) and The-

orem 3.6, we see that |G| = |Ḡ|, and so H is a split metacyclic group.
For the realization of the bound, when H ∼= Dicg and g is even, we can

see that data set

D = ((2·2g, g,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (1, 2g), 4], [(0, 1), (2g−1, 2g), 2g])

represents the weak conjugacy class of (H, (G,F)).
�

An immediate consequence of Proposition 4.2 is the following.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that H < Mod(Sg) is a finite non-split metacyclic
group. Then there exists no irreducible periodic mapping class in H.

Proof. Since |H| ≤ 4g and H is non-split, we have |F | ≤ 2g for any F ∈ H.
Our assertion now follows from the fact that the order of any irreducible
periodic mapping class is at least 2g + 1. �

Corollary 4.3 further yields the following.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that H = 〈F,G〉 < Mod(Sg) is a finite non-split
metacyclic group.
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(i) If g = 2, then |F | ≤ 2g, |G| ≤ 2g, and |Ḡ| ≤ g. Moreover, these bounds
are realized when H ∼= Q8.

(ii) If g > 2, then |F | ≤ 2g, |G| ≤ 2g − 2, and |Ḡ| ≤ g − 1. Moreover,
the bound on |F | is realized when H ∼= Dicg, where g is even, while the
bounds on |G| and |Ḡ| are realized when H ∼= Q8 × Z g−1

2

, where g ≡ 3

(mod 4).

Proof. From Corollary 4.3, we have that |F |, |G| ≤ 2g. Also, as |Ḡ| < |G|,
from Lemma 2.6, we have |Ḡ| ≤ g. Hence, the assertion in (i) follows
immediately from Proposition 4.2.

Furthermore, by Proposition 4.2, the bound 4g on |H| is realized when
H ∼= Dicg and g is even. It is apparent that |F | = 2g in H, which realizes
the required bound in the first part of (ii). Moreover, from the proof of
Proposition 4.2 it is apparent that Dicg will not realize the bounds for |G|
and |Ḡ|. However, it can be easily seen that the bounds on |G| and |Ḡ| are
realized when H ∼= Q8 × Z g−1

2

with the weak conjugacy class (H, (G,F ))

represented by the metacyclic data set

(((g − 1) · 4, 2,−1), 1; [(0, 1), (1, 2), 2]).

�

We conclude this subsection with the following direct consequence of Corol-
lary 4.3.

Corollary 4.5. Let p : Sg → S0,3 be a finite n-sheeted cover with deck trans-
formation group 〈F〉 ∼= Zn. If Ḡ ∈ LModp(S0,3) lifts to a G ∈ SModp(Sg).
Then H = 〈F,G〉 is a split metacyclic group. Furthermore, either H ∼=
Zn ⋊k Z2 or H ∼= Zn ⋊k Z3.

4.2. Dicyclic subgroups of Mod(Sg). In Proposition 4.2, we saw the
significance of dicyclic groups as bound-realizing metacyclic subgroups of
Mod(Sg). This motivates a separate analysis of dicyclic actions, which is
precisely what we undertake in this subsection. We recall that a dicyclic
group of order 4n is given by Dicn := M(2, 2n, n,−1). We will call a meta-
cyclic data set of degree 2 · 2n, amalgam n and twist factor −1, a dicyclic
data set. Note that a dicyclic group is a non-split metacyclic group if and
only if n is even. Thus, throughout this subsection, n will be assumed to be
even. The following is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.5.

Corollary 4.6. For g ≥ 2 and n ≥ 3, dicyclic data sets of degree 2 · 2n and
genus g correspond to the weak conjugacy classes of Dicn-actions on Sg.

Remark 4.7. Let H = Dicn = 〈F,G〉 < Mod(Sg). Then Ḡ cannot fix
a regular point in orbifold Sg/〈F〉. To see this, suppose we assume on
the contrary that Ḡ([x]) = [x], where [x] is a regular point in O〈F〉. Then

Stab〈G,F 〉(x) = 〈G2〉 = 〈Fn〉, which implies that [x] is an order 2 cone point
in O〈F〉, thereby yielding a contradiction.

The following proposition provides an alternative characterization of a Dicn-
action on Sg .
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Proposition 4.8. Let F ∈ Mod(Sg) be of order 2n. Then there exists a
G ∈ Mod(Sg) of order 4 such that 〈F,G〉 ∼= Dicn if and only if DF has the
form

(*) (2n, g0, d; ((c1, n1), (−c1, n1), . . . , (cs, ns), (−cs, ns))

satisfying the following conditions.

(i) When g0 is even, there exists an i such that (ci, ni) = (−ci, ni) = (1, 2).
(ii) When g0 is odd, at least one of the following statements hold true.

(a) There exists i, j with i 6= j such that (±ci, ni) = (±cj , nj) = (1, 2).

(b) g0 ≥ 3 and

s∑

i=1

ci
2n

ni
≡ 2a (mod 2n) for some a ∈ Z.

(c) g0 = 1 and
s∑

i=1

ci
2n

ni
≡ 2 (mod 2n).

(d) g0 = 1,

s∑

i=1

ci
2n

ni
≡ 2a (mod 2n) for some a ∈ Z, and lcm(n1, . . . , ns) =

2n.

Proof. Suppose that DF has the form (*). Then O〈F〉 is an orbifold of
genus g0 with 2s cone points [x1], [y1], . . . , [xs], [ys], where Pxi = (ci, ni) and
Pyi = (−ci, ni), for 1 ≤ i ≤ s. If DF satisfies condition (i), then we may
assume without loss of generality that (c1, n1) = (−c1, n1) = (1, 2). Then up
to conjugacy, let Ḡ ∈ Autk(O〈F〉) be an involution such that Ḡ([xi]) = [yi],

for 2 ≤ i ≤ s, Ḡ([x1]) = [x1], and Ḡ([y1]) = [y1]. To prove our assertion, it
would suffice to show the existence of an involution G ∈ Homeo+(Sg) that
induces Ḡ. This amounts to showing that there exists a metacyclic data set
D of degree 2 · 2n with amalgam n and twist factor −1 encoding the weak
conjugacy class (H, (G,F)) so that DG has degree 4.

Consider the tuple

D = ((2 · 2n, n,−1), g0/2; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(3, 4), (c
′ , n′), 4],

[(0, 1), (c2 , n2), n2], . . . , [(0, 1), (cs, ns), ns]),

where c′ 2nn′ ≡ −
∑s

i=2 ci
2n
ni

(mod 2n). It follows immediately that D satis-

fies conditions (i)-(iv) of Definition 3.4. By taking v = 1, we may choose
(p1, . . . , ps+1) = (1, 0, . . . , 0) to conclude that D also satisfies either condi-
tion (v)(a) or (vi)(a), based on the choice of g0. If g0 = 0, we have that
lcm(n1, . . . , ns) = 2n, from which condition (v)(b) follows. If g0 6= 0, then
by carefully defining φH (as in Proposition 3.5) on the hyperbolic elements
of πorb1 (OH), our claim is true. Thus, it follows that D is a metacyclic data
set.

If DF satisfies condition (ii)(a), then by a similar argument as above, we
obtain the metacyclic data set

D = ((2 · 2n, n,−1), (g0 + 1)/2; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (1, 2n), 4],

[(1, 4), (c′′ , n′′), 4], [(0, 1), (c3 , n3), n3], . . . , [(0, 1), (cs , ns), ns]),

where c′′ 2nn′′ ≡ 1−
∑s

i=3 ci
2n
ni

(mod 2n). Suppose that DF satisfies conditions

(ii)(b)-(d). Then again by an analogous argument as above, we obtain the
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metacyclic data set

D = ((2 · 2n, n,−1), (g0 + 1)/2; [(0, 1), (c1 , n1), n1], . . . , [(0, 1), (cs, ns), ns]).

Further, a direct application of Theorem 3.6 would show that D indeed
encodes the weak conjugacy represented by (H, (G,F)), as desired.

The converse follows immediately from Remark 3.2, Remark 4.7 and
Proposition 3.5. �

4.3. Liftability of non-split metacylic actions under regular cyclic

covers. Considering the fact that every non-split metacyclic group is a quo-
tient of a split metacyclic group, a natural question arises is when a given
metacyclic action on Sg factor via a split metacyclic action. In other words,
when does a metacyclic action on Sg lift under a regular cover to a split
metacyclic action. In the following proposition (which follows directly from
Theorem 3.6), we provide an equivalent condition for the liftability of a
metacyclic action under a regular cyclic cover.

Proposition 4.9. Let pν : Sν(g−1)+1 → Sg be a regular cyclic cover, and
let H = 〈F,G〉 < Mod(Sg) be a finite non-split metacyclic group such that
H ∼= M(u, n, r, k) and the weak conjugacy class (H, (G,F )) encoded by the
data set

D = ((u · n, r, k), g0; [(c11, n11), (c12, n12), n1], . . . , [(cℓ1, nℓ1), (cℓ2, nℓ2), nℓ]).

Then H lifts under pν to a split metacyclic group H̃ = 〈F̃ , G̃〉 < Mod(Sv(g−1)+1)

such that H̃ ∼= M(νu, n, n, k) ∼= Zn ⋊k Zνu if and only if

(i) ν = n/r and

(ii) the weak conjugacy class (H̃, (G̃, F̃ )) is encoded by the data set

D̃ = ((m · n, n, k), g0; [(c
′
11, n

′
11), (c

′
12, n

′
12), n1], . . . , [(c

′
ℓ1, n

′
ℓ1), (c

′
ℓ2, n

′
ℓ2), nℓ]),

where m = un
r , c

′
i1

m
n′
i1

≡ ci1
m
ni1

+aiu (mod m) and c′i2
n
n′
i2

≡ ci2
n
ni2

−air

(mod n), for some ai ∈ Z.

An immediate consequence of Proposition 4.9 is the following.

Corollary 4.10. The actions on Sg of the metacyclic groups Dicn, Dicn ×
Zm, and Dicn×Zm×Zp, where n is even and m, p are odd with gcd(p, n) = 1,
factor via split metacyclic actions.

Proposition 4.9 and Corollary 4.10 motivate the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.11. Every non-split metacyclic action on Sg lifts under a
suitably chosen finite regular cyclic cover to a split metacyclic action.

5. Geometric realizations of the lifts of non-split metacyclic

actions

In this section, we use Corollary 4.10 to provide explicit geometric re-
alizations of the lifts of some non-split metacyclic actions on S10 and S11.
These realizations implicitly assume the theory developed in [4, 13]. The
associated weak conjugacy classes of these actions are represented by the
metacyclic data sets listed in Tables 1-2 in Section 6.
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G

π

2

(1, 6)

(1, 6)

(1, 6)

(1, 6)

(5, 6) (5, 6)(5, 6) (5, 6)

Figure 1. The realization of a H = Z12 ⋊−1 Z4-action on
S21 which is the lift of a Dic6-action on S11 under the regular
cyclic cover p2. Here, H = 〈F ,G〉, where DG = (4, 6, 1; )
and DF = (12, 1; ((1, 6), 2), ((5, 6), 2)). Note that the G maps
each orbit of the 〈F〉-action of size 2 with local rotation angle
2π/6 to an orbit with local rotation angle 10π/6 (and vice
versa).

(19, 20)

(19, 20)

(1, 20)

(1, 20)

(1, 4) (1, 4)

(1, 2)

(1, 2)

Figure 2. The realization of a H = Z20 ⋊−1 Z4-
action on S19 which is the lift of a Dic10-action on
S10 under the regular cyclic cover p2. Here, H =
〈F ,G〉, where DG = (4, 0; ((1, 4), 2), ((1, 2), 19)) and DF =
(20, 0; ((1, 20), 2), ((19, 20), 2)). Note that the four fixed
points of F (marked in red) form an orbit of size 4 under the
〈G〉-action where each fixed point with local rotation 2π/20
is mapped to fixed point with local rotation 38π/20 (and vice
versa). The point marked in blue are distinct size 2 orbits
of the 〈G〉-action, while the points marked in black are the
fixed points of G.
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(3, 4)

(3, 4)

(1, 4)

(1, 4)

(1, 4) (1, 4)

(1, 2)

(1, 2)(1, 2)

(1, 2)

(1, 2)

(1, 2)

Figure 3. The realization of a H = Z4 ⋊−1 Z4-
action on S19 which is the lift of a Q8-action on
S10 under the regular cyclic cover p2. Here, H =
〈F ,G〉, where DF = (4, 4; ((1, 4), 2), ((3, 4), 2)) and DG =
(4, 4; ((1, 4), 2), ((1, 2), 3)). Note that the H-action on S19
cyclically permutes the genera in the petals of the subfigure
on the left. This H-action is induced by an analogous action
of an H ′ = 〈F ′,G′〉 ∼= Z4 ⋊−1 Z4 on S3 (shown in the subfig-
ure on the right) with DF ′ = (4, 0; ((1, 4), 2), ((3, 4), 2)) and
DG′ = (4, 0; ((1, 4), 2), ((1, 2), 3)). Note that the four fixed
points of F ′ (marked in red) form an orbit of size 4 under
the 〈G′〉-action where each fixed point with local rotation
2π/4 is mapped to fixed point with local rotation 6π/4 (and
vice versa). The remaining fixed (and orbit) points of the
〈G′〉-action are marked in blue.

6. Classification of the weak conjugacy classes in

Mod(S10) and Mod(S11)

In this section, we will use Theorem 3.6 to classify the weak conjugacy
classes of the non-split metacyclic subgroups of Mod(S10) and Mod(S11). For
brevity, we will further assume the following equivalence of the metacyclic
data sets (i.e. the weak conjugacy classes).

Definition 6.1. Two metacyclic data sets

D = ((u · n, r, k), g0; [(c11, n11), (c12, n12), n1], . . . , [(cℓ1, nℓ1), (cℓ2, nℓ2), nℓ])

and

D′ = ((u · n, r, k), g0; [(c
′
11, n

′
11), (c

′
12, n

′
12), n

′
1], . . . , [(c

′
ℓ1, n

′
ℓ1), (c

′
ℓ2, n

′
ℓ2), n

′
ℓ])

are said to be equivalent if for each tuple [(c′i1, n
′
i1), (c

′
i2, n

′
i2), n

′
i], there exists

a unique tuple [(cj1, nj1), (cj2, nj2), nj ] satisfying the following conditions:

(i) n′i = nj,
(ii) c′i1

m
n′
i1

≡ cj1
m
nj1

+ au (mod m), where m = un
r , and

(iii) c′i2
n
n′
i2

≡ cj2
n
nj2
kai + bi(k

cj1
m
nj1 − 1)− ar (mod n) for some ai, bi, a ∈ Z.

Note that equivalent data sets D and D′ as in Definition 6.1 satisfy D′
i = Di,

for i = 1, 2. We will now provide a classification of the weak conjugacy
classes of finite non-split metacyclic subgroups of Mod(S10) and Mod(S11)
(up to this equivalence) in Tables 1 and 2, respectively.
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Group Weak conjugacy classes in Mod(S10) Cyclic factors [DG;DF ]

M(2, 4, 2,−1)

((2 · 4, 2,−1), 0; [(0, 1), (1, 2), 2], [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4]3, [(0, 1), (1, 4), 4], [(1, 4), (3, 4), 4]) [(4, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 6)); (4, 0; ((1, 4), 3), ((3, 4), 3)((1, 2), 2))]
((2 · 4, 2,−1), 0; [(0, 1), (1, 2), 2], [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 4), 4]3, [(3, 4), (1, 4), 4]) [(4, 0; ((1, 4), 3), ((3, 4), 3)((1, 2), 2)); (4, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 6))]
((2 · 4, 2,−1), 0; [(0, 1), (1, 2), 2], [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(0, 1), (3, 4), 4], [(1, 4), (1, 4), 4]3) [(4, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 6)); (4, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 6))]
((2 · 4, 2,−1), 0; [(0, 1), (1, 2), 2]4, [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 4), 4], [(3, 4), (1, 4), 4]) [(4, 0; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 10)); (4, 0; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 10))]

((2 · 4, 2,−1), 1; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 4), 4], [(1, 4), (1, 4), 4]) [(4, 2; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 2)); (4, 2; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 2))]

M(2, 8, 4,−1)
((2 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (1, 8), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 4), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 8), 8]) [(4, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 6)); (8, 0; (1, 8), (7, 8), (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 2))]
((2 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (7, 8), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 4), 4], [(0, 1), (3, 8), 8]) [(4, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 6)); (8, 0; (3, 8), (5, 8), (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 2))]

M(2, 12, 6, 7)
((2 · 12, 6, 7), 0; [(1, 4), (1, 12), 12], [(3, 4), (1, 3), 12], [(0, 1), (1, 12), 12]) [(4, 2; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 2)); (12, 0; (1, 12), (7, 12), ((1, 6), 2))]
((2 · 12, 6, 7), 0; [(1, 4), (1, 6), 12], [(3, 4), (5, 12), 12], [(0, 1), (5, 12), 12]) [(4, 2; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 2)); (12, 0; (5, 12), (11, 12), ((5, 6), 2))]

M(2, 20, 10,−1)

((2 · 20, 10,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (9, 20), 4], [(0, 1), (1, 20), 20]) [(4, 0; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 10)); (20, 0; (1, 20), (19, 20), ((1, 2), 2))]
((2 · 20, 10,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (7, 20), 4], [(0, 1), (3, 20), 20]) [(4, 0; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 10)); (20, 0; (3, 20), (17, 20), ((1, 2), 2))]
((2 · 20, 10,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (3, 20), 4], [(0, 1), (7, 20), 20]) [(4, 0; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 10)); (20, 0; (7, 20), (13, 20), ((1, 2), 2))]
((2 · 20, 10,−1), 0; [(1, 4), (0, 1), 4], [(1, 4), (1, 20), 4], [(0, 1), (9, 20), 20]) [(4, 0; (1, 4), (3, 4), ((1, 2), 10)); (20, 0; (9, 20), (11, 20), ((1, 2), 2))]

Table 1. The weak conjugacy classes of finite non-split metacyclic subgroups of Mod(S10).(*The suffix refers to the
multiplicity of the tuple in the non-split metacyclic data set.)

Group Weak conjugacy classes in Mod(S11) Cyclic factors [DG;DF ]
M(2, 12, 6,−1) ((2 · 12, 6,−1), 1; [(0, 1), (1, 6), 6]) [(4, 3; ((1, 2), 2)); (12, 1; (1, 6), (5, 6))]

M(4, 8, 4,−1)

((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(7, 8), (7, 8), 8], [(0, 1), (1, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (1, 8), (5, 8), (1, 4), ((3, 4), 2), (1, 2)); (8, 0; ((1, 8), 2), ((7, 8), 2)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 8), (1, 8), 8], [(7, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(0, 1), (1, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (3, 8), (7, 8), ((1, 4), 2), (3, 4), (1, 2)); (8, 0; ((1, 8), 2), ((7, 8), 2)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(7, 8), (5, 8), 8], [(0, 1), (3, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (1, 8), (5, 8), (1, 4), ((3, 4), 2), (1, 2)); (8, 0; ((3, 8), 2), ((5, 8), 2)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 8), (3, 8), 8], [(7, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(0, 1), (3, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (3, 8), (7, 8), ((1, 4), 2), (3, 4), (1, 2)); (8, 0; ((3, 8), 2), ((5, 8), 2)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 8), (1, 8), 8], [(5, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(1, 4), (1, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (1, 8), (5, 8), ((1, 4), 3), (1, 2)); (8, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(1, 8), (3, 8), 8], [(5, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(1, 4), (3, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (1, 8), (5, 8), ((1, 4), 3), (1, 2)); (8, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(3, 8), (1, 8), 8], [(3, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(1, 4), (1, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (3, 8), (7, 8), ((3, 4), 3), (1, 2)); (8, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4)((1, 2), 2))]
((4 · 8, 4,−1), 0; [(3, 8), (3, 8), 8], [(3, 8), (0, 1), 8], [(1, 4), (3, 8), 8]) [(8, 0; (3, 8), (7, 8), ((3, 4), 3), (1, 2)); (8, 1; (1, 4), (3, 4)((1, 2), 2))]

M(2, 20, 10, 11) ((2 · 20, 10, 11), 1; [(0, 1), (1, 2), 2]) [(4, 1; ((1, 2), 10)); (20, 1; ((1, 2), 2))]

Table 2. The weak conjugacy classes of finite non-split metacyclic subgroups of Mod(S11) other than quater-
nions.(*The suffix refers to the multiplicity of the tuple in the non-split metacyclic data set.)
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