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COMPUTING EQUIVALENCE CLASSES OF FINITE

GROUP ACTIONS ON ORIENTABLE SURFACES:

A DYNAMIC SURVEY

JÁN KARABÁŠ, ROMAN NEDELA, AND MÁRIA SKYVOVÁ

Abstract. This paper focuses on the classification of classes of topological equiva-
lence of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces. By the Riemann-Hurwitz bound,
there are just finitely many groups that act conformally on a closed orientable surface
Sg of genus g ≥ 2. With each such action of a group G on Sg one can associate
the fundamental group Γ = π(O) of the quotient orbifold O = Sg/G, isomorphic
to a Fuchsian group determined completely by orbifold’s signature. The Riemann
existence theorem reduces the problem of the existence of an action of G on Sg to
a purely group-theoretical problem of deciding whether there is an smooth epimor-
phism mapping the Fuchsian group Γ onto the group G. Using computer algebra
systems such as Magma or GAP, together with the library of small groups, the gen-
eration of all finite group actions on a surface of fixed small genus g ≥ 2 becomes
almost a routine procedure. The difficult part is to determine the classes of these
actions with respect to topological equivalence. To achieve this, one needs to inves-
tigate the action of the automorphism group of a Fuchsian group on the set of finite
group actions on Sg with the corresponding signature. In this paper we derive several
results on the topological equivalence of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces.
As an application, we derive complete lists of finite group actions of genus g ≤ 9
distinguished up to the topological equivalence. A summary of the actions can be
found in Appendix; the reader interested in more details is referred to the web page
https://www.savbb.sk/˜karabas/science/discactions.html It is expected that we
will be able to extend the list to higher genera, refreshed partial results are available
on the web page. The following text is an extended version of the paper [23].

1. Introduction

The investigation of surface symmetries is a long-standing project started in ancient
Greece. By the beginning of 20th century the classification of the spherical and wallpaper
groups, which are the groups of isometries of the sphere and of the Euclidean plane,
had been established. Groups acting on the projective plane, the torus, and the Klein
bottle are understood as well, since these are quotients of the spherical and wallpaper
groups. In contemporary mathematics, the symmetries of surfaces of higher genera are
studied within the frame of the theory of Riemann surfaces and of algebraic curves.
With each orientation-preserving action of an group G on a orientable surface Sg of
genus g, one can associate the signature (γ; m1, m2, . . . , mr), where γ is the genus of the
quotient surface, r is the number of singular orbits, and mi, i = 1, . . . , r, are the orders
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of the point stabilizers in the corresponding singular orbits (the point stabilizers are
necessarily cyclic). The signature, genus g, and order of the group G are related by the
Riemann-Hurwitz equation (2.2). As a consequence, the order of G is related via the
Hurwitz bound, |G| ≤ 84(g − 1) for g > 1, see e.g. [21, Theorem 5.11.1]. It follows that
for genera greater than one, there are only finitely many finite groups acting on these
surfaces. Thus, determining all of them is a finite problem. On the other hand, groups
that are small with respect to Hurwitz bound have usually a huge number of actions
even on surfaces of small genera. Hence it makes sense to consider proper equivalence
relations and classify the actions up to the chosen equivalence. An excellent account on
equivalence relations of group actions on surfaces, together with many open problems,
can be found in recent papers [8, 9].

One of the most important relations defined on actions of groups on orientable surfaces
is the topological equivalence defined as follows. For an orientable surface S denote by
Hom+(S) the group of orientation-preserving homeomorphisms. Two actions of a group
G, given by embeddings εi : G → Hom+(Si), i = 1, 2, on possibly different surfaces S1,
S2 of the same genus, are topologically equivalent if there is an intertwining, orientation
preserving homeomorphism h : S1 → S2 and an automorphism a ∈ Aut(G) such that
ε2(g) = hε1(a(g))h−1, for every g ∈ G. As it is noted in [8, p.23], “topological equivalence
of actions is important since the action classes are directly linked to conjugacy classes
of finite subgroups of the mapping class group, in a 1-1 fashion, and to the strata of the
branch locus of moduli space in an almost 1-1 fashion”.

Problem 1. For a fixed integer g > 1, derive the list of actions of finite groups on an
orientable surface of genus g, distinguished up to topological equivalence.

A complete solution of Problem 1 is known only up to genus 4, see Broughton [7] for
genera 2 and 3, and Bogopolsky [3] for genus four. Incomplete lists for genera 4 and 5
were derived by Kimura [24], and by Kuribayashi and Kimura [26]. To determine the
classes of topological equivalence of finite groups of genus g seems to be a hard problem,
both from theoretical and practical point of view. Broughton in [8] discusses several
related equivalences of group actions which may be used to approximate the topological
equivalence. In particular, Breuer in [5] explains how one can employ computations
with group characters to determine the equivalence relation ∼H1 (following the notation
from [8]). The numbers of ∼H1-classes are computed up to genus 48, see [5, p.95]. By
Broughton [8, p.28], two actions that are topologically equivalent are ∼H1-equivalent as
well. Unfortunately, in many instances of Problem 1 the topological equivalence differs
significantly from ∼H1-equivalence, see discussion in Section 8 for details. Paulhus in
[36] introduces a database of group actions, however, the actions are not distinguished
up to topological equivalence. Moreover, we have checked that the database [35] is not
complete, see Section 8 for some details.

An action of a finite group G on (an orientable) surface of genus g determines the
quotient orbifold Sg/G with the fundamental group Γ. On the other hand, Γ acts as a
group of orientation-preserving symmetries of the universal cover U of the surface Sg.
In this setting, Γ is known under the name Fuchsian group. The surface Sg and the
group G can be obtained as quotients U/K and Γ/K by some normal subgroup K ⊳ Γ,
respectively. The group K is a surface group isomorphic to π1(Sg). The Fuchsian
group Γ is completely determined by the signature (γ; m1, . . . , mr), therefore, we use
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the notation Γ = F(γ; m1, . . . , mr). By the Riemann existence theorem (Theorem 2.1),
an action of an abstract finite group G on Sg with a prescribed signature exists if and
only if there is a smooth epimorphism η : Γ → G. An epimorphism is smooth if for
each element x of finite order |η(x)| = |x|. Equivalently, smooth epimorphisms are
called surface kernel epimorphisms [30]. In view of the above, the Riemann existence
theorem yields that the classification of discrete groups of a given genus can be seen
as a purely group-theoretical problem. More precisely, Lloyd proved in [30] that two
actions of a group G with given signature, given by associated epimorphisms η1, η2 : Γ →
G, are topologically equivalent if and only if there exist a ∈ Aut(G) and orientation-
preserving automorphism α ∈ Aut+(Γ) such that η2 = aη1α. It follows that in order
to determine the equivalence classes it is necessary to study the action of the group of
orientation-preserving automorphisms Aut+(Γ) of the Fuchsian group Γ on the set of all
smooth epimorphisms Γ → G. A particular subproblem is to find a proper finite set of
generators of Aut+(Γ). The problem of determining a finite generating sets of Aut+(Γ)
is related to the problem of determining the generating sets of mapping class groups of
two-dimensional orbifolds, a topic intensely studied within the framework of geometric
topology. In the cases we are interested in, the mapping class group is isomorphic to the
outer automorphism group of Γ. Therefore, finding a finite generating set for Aut+(Γ)
and finding the generating set for the corresponding mapping class group are equivalent
problems; see [6, 9] for details. Various generating sets of mapping class groups of
surfaces are determined in [28, 31, 20, 19, 39, 25, 37]. In [16, 27] one can find a finite
set of generators for mapping class groups of punctured surfaces.

A significant part of the paper deals with symmetries of Fuchsian groups with planar
signatures. Following Zieschang et al. [41], a Fuchsian group is planar if its signa-
ture is of the form (0; m1, m2, . . . , mr). Finite sets of generators and presentations of
Aut+(Γ), for planar Γ and r ≤ 6 can be found in [38]. In Section 2 we introduce ba-
sic concepts and relevant general results. In Section 3 we collect and organise known
results on the automorphism group of a planar Fuchsian group derived by Zieschang
[41], Birman [2], and Chow [10]. As a consequence, in Section 4 we are able to formu-
late and prove Theorem 4.1 characterising the action of Aut+(Γ) on the sets of smooth
epimorphisms Epio(Γ, G) for Fuchsian groups Γ with planar signatures. Based on the
theoretical part of the paper we were able to implement an algorithm determining rep-
resentatives of equivalence classes of finite groups with planar signatures for a fixed
genus. Further, employing the generating set of the automorphism group of a surface
group derived by McCool in [31] we implemented the algorithm computing equivalence
classes of actions with signatures of type (γ; −), γ ≥ 1. The two algorithms are comple-
mented by an approximation algorithm producing an equivalence relation refining the
topological equivalence for actions with nonplanar signature. The approximation uses
automorphisms of Fuchsian groups introduced in [18]. Actual outputs of programs and
other related information can be found online [22]. In particular, in this paper we deal
with actions of finite groups of genera 2 ≤ g ≤ 9, see Section 8 and Appendix for more
details.
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2. Finite group actions on surfaces

The following set of transformations, known as the group of Möbius transformations,
maps the upper half-plane U = {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0} onto itself by taking z 7→ w(z) =
az+b
cz+d

for a, b, c, d ∈ R, ad − bc = 1. The group, known as LF(2,R) or PSL(2,R), can

be topologised by taking the usual metric topology in R
4 and identifying w with the

equivalence class of (a, b, c, d) ∈ R
4, (a, b, c, d) ∼ λ(a, b, c, d) for all λ ∈ R \ {0}. A

discrete subgroup of PSL(2,R) is called a Fuchsian group. Fuchsian groups for which
the orbit space is compact will be of interest here, so henceforth ‘Fuchsian group’ will
mean ‘Fuchsian group with compact orbit space’.

A torsion-free Fuchsian group is a surface group. Surface groups are isomorphic
to fundamental groups of compact connected orientable surfaces. It is known that a
Fuchsian group Γ always contains a normal surface subgroup K of finite index [34]. On
the other hand, every normal torsion-free subgroup of finite index in Γ is a surface group.
Recall that a discrete group of automorphisms of a connected compact closed surface is
finite. By Zieschang [40], every such group is a quotient of a subgroup of the group of
Möbius transformations of the upper half-plane U .

Let Sg be an orientable surface of the genus g, and let Hom+(Sg) be its group of
orientation-preserving homeomorphisms. We say that the group G acts on the surface
Sg if there is a monomorphism ε : G → Hom+(Sg). Every action of G on Sg is de-
termined by the pair of Fuchsian groups K ⊳ Γ < PSL(2,R) that act discontinuously
on U and by an epimorphism η : Γ → G with kernel K, where K is a surface group.
Such an epimorphism is smooth by definition. The epimorphism η is constructed from
ε and from a homeomorphism of U/K ∼= Sg. More precisely, let G be a finite group.
The smooth epimorphism η : Γ → G determines a discrete action of the group G on
the quotient Riemann surface U/ ker η. For every finite group G acting as a group of
automorphisms of a compact orientable surface S there is a Fuchsian group Γ and an
smooth epimorphism η : Γ → G, such that the action (G, S) is equivalent to the action
(Γ/ ker η, U/ ker η).

The group Γ = F(γ; m1, m2, . . . , mr) has the (canonical) presentation

〈x1, x2, . . . , xr, a1, . . . , aγ , b1, . . . , bγ | xm1

1 = · · · = xmr
r = 1,

γ
∏

i=1

[ai, bi]
r
∏

j=1

xj = 1〉,(2.1)

where 1 < m1 ≤ m2 ≤ . . . mr are integers, 0 ≤ γ ≤ g is the genus of the quotient
surface Sg/η(Γ), and mi are the branch indices of the (regular) branched covering Sg →
Sg/η(Γ), such that mi divides |G| for i = 1, 2, . . . , r. All the integer parameters in the
presentation (2.1) are related with the genus g of the surface Sg by the Riemann-Hurwitz
equation

2 − 2g = |G|

(

2 − 2γ −
r
∑

i=1

(

1 −
1

mi

)

)

;(2.2)

mi ≥ 2, mi | |G|, i = 1, . . . , r.
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As a consequence, one finds that if g ≥ 2, then the order of the group G is bounded
by the Hurwitz bound, |G| ≤ 84(g − 1). It follows that there are finitely many groups
acting on the surface Sg of genus g ≥ 2. The integers γ, m1, . . . , mr determined by the
action of G, usually written as vector (γ; m1, . . . , mr), will be called the signature or
the branch data. Consider the inverse problem: Given the genus g ≥ 2, let |G| and a
signature (γ; m1, . . . , mr) satisfy the Riemann-Hurwitz equation. Is there a group G of
order |G| that acts on the orientable surface Sg of the genus g such that the Riemann-
Hurwitz equation is satisfied for the signature (γ; m1, m2, . . . , mr)? It turns out that
this is not always true. A complete answer is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (Riemann existence theorem [7, 17]). Group G acts on a surface Sg of
genus g with branch data (γ; m1, . . . , mr) if and only if there is an smooth epimorphism
F(γ; m1, . . . , mr) → G.

Recall that the epimorphism η : Γ → G is smooth if and only if |η(xi)| = mi =
|xi|, for i = 1, 2, . . . , r. We say that a pair (Γ, G), where G is a finite group and
Γ = F(γ; m1, . . . , mr) is a Fuchsian group, is numerically g-admissible if the corre-
sponding parameters satisfy (2.2). If Epio(Γ, G) is non-empty, the we say that (Γ, G) is
g-admissible.

The following theorem gives an algebraic criterion for the equivalence of actions in
terms of the associated smooth epimorphisms.

Theorem 2.2 ([30, Theorem 4]). Let Γ be a Fuchsian group. Given a finite group
G, let η1, η2 ∈ Epio(Γ, G) be smooth epimorphisms, and let (G, S) and (G, S ′) be the
corresponding actions. Then (G, S) and (G, S ′) are topologically equivalent if and only
if there exists α ∈ Aut+(Γ) and a ∈ Aut(G) such that η2 = aη1α.

The smooth epimorphisms η1, η2 satisfying the conditions in Theorem 2.2 will be
called equivalent, in short, we write η1 ∼ η2. If η2 = aη1 for some a ∈ Aut(G), then
η1

∼= η2 are Aut(G)-equivalent.
Let Γ be a Fuchsian group given by presentation (2.1) and G be a finite group. Every

epimorphism η ∈ Epio(Γ, G) is determined by the images of the r + 2γ generators from
presentation (2.1) written as a vector

~η = (x̄1, . . . , x̄r, ā1, . . . , āγ , b̄1, . . . , b̄γ),

where x̄i = η(xi), āj = η(aj), b̄j = η(bj), for i = 1, . . . , r and j = 1, . . . , γ. Hence the
set Epio(Γ, G) of smooth epimorphisms Γ → G can be identified with the set of above
vectors of length r + 2γ. Let

GEN = (x1, . . . , xr, a1, . . . , aγ , b1, . . . , bγ)

be a vector (treated as an array) of generators of a Fuchsian group Γ. Then we can
express a modified version of Theorem 2.2 as follows.

Corollary 2.3 ([8, p.22]). The classes of topological equivalence are in one-to-one cor-
respondence with the orbits of Aut(G)× Aut+(Γ) on Epio(Γ, G) given by (a, α) ·~η1 = ~η2,
where the k-th entry of ~η2 is ~η2[k] = a(η1(α(GEN [k]))), for k = 1, . . . , r + 2γ.

Let η ∈ Epio(Γ, G). Write the multi-set {η(xi)| i = 1, . . . , r} in the form {yn1

1 , . . . , ynk

k },
where n1 ≤ n2 ≤ · · · ≤ nk, where every ni is the multiplicity of an element y ∈ {η(xi)| i =
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1, . . . , r}. Clearly, r = n1 + n2 + · · · + nk. Denote s(η) = (n1, . . . , nk). We show that
s(η) is an invariant of a class of topological equivalence provided G is abelian.

Lemma 2.4. Let (Γ, G) be a g-admissible pair and let G be abelian. If η1, η2 ∈
Epio(Γ, G) are topologically equivalent, then s(η1) = s(η2).

Proof. By Theorem 2.2 there exist α ∈ Aut+(Γ) and a ∈ Aut(G) such that η2 = aη1α.
By [21, Theorem 5.8.6] there exists a permutation µ ∈ Sym(r) and gi ∈ Γ such that
α(xi) = gixµ(i)g

−1
i , for i = 1, . . . , r. It follows that

η2(xi) = a(η1(α(xi))) = a(η1(gixµ(i)g
−1
i )) = a(η1(gi)η1(xµ(i))η1(gi)

−1 = a(η1(xµ(i))).

Since {η2(x1), . . . , η2(xr)} = {aη1(xµ(1)), . . . , aη1(xµ(r))}, we have s(η1) = s(η2). �

Lemma 2.5. Let (Γ, G) be a g-admissible pair. If η1, η2 ∈ Epio(Γ, G) are topolog-
ically equivalent, then there exists a ∈ Aut(G) such that NG(〈η1(x1), . . . , η1(xr)〉) =
aNG(〈η2(x1), . . . , η2(xr)〉), where NG(H) denotes the normaliser of H ≤ G in G.

Proof. By Theorem 2.2 there exist α ∈ Aut+(Γ) and a ∈ Aut(G) such that η2 = aη1α.
Set K = 〈x1, . . . , xr〉 ≤ Γ. By [21, Theorem 5.8.6] we have α(NΓ(K)) = NΓ(K).

It follows that

η2(NΓ(K)) = a(η1(α(NΓ(K))) = a(η1(NΓ(K))) = aNG(〈η1(x1), . . . , η1(xr)〉).

On the other hand, η2(NΓ(K)) = NG(〈η2(x1), . . . , η2(xr)〉), and we are done. �

3. Automorphism group of a planar Fuchsian group

This section is aimed to derive a finite generating set of Aut+(Γ) for a planar Fuchsian
group. By a planar Fuchsian group Γ = F(0; m1, m2, . . . , mr) we mean the group with
presentation

〈x1, x2, . . . , xr | xm1

1 = · · · = xmr
r = 1,

r
∏

j=1

xj = 1〉, 2 +
r
∑

i=1

1

mi
< r.(3.1)

In what follows, in Sections 3 and 4, the symbol Γ will denote a planar Fuchsian group.
Denote by Sym(r) the symmetric group that acts on the set {1, 2, . . . , r} and by

Fr = F(x̃1, . . . , x̃r) the free group of rank r generated by the free generators x̃1, . . . , x̃r.
Let Br = 〈σ1, . . . , σr−1〉, be the braid group with the defining relations σiσi+1σi =
σi+1σiσi+1, for i = 1, . . . , r − 1, and σiσj = σjσi, for |i − j| ≥ 2. Let ν : Br → Sym(r)
be the homomorphism defined by ν(σi) = (i, i + 1). Since Br acts on Sym(r) through a
transitive homomorphism ν and for r ≥ 3 the image contains a 3-cycle, the image ν(Br)
is Sym(r). Hence, ν is a group epimorphism Br → Sym(r). The kernel ker(ν) is called
the pure braid group Pr. It is known that Pr is generated by the elements

Ai,j = σ−1
j−1σ−1

j−2 . . . σ−1
i+1σi

2σi+1 . . . σj−1,

for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ r, see [10].
Denote by δ : Br →֒ Aut(Fr) the embedding determined by σi 7→ ci, where

ci : x̃i 7→ x̃ix̃i+1x̃−1
i , x̃i+1 7→ x̃i and x̃j 7→ x̃j for j /∈ {i, i + 1}.

We now consider the following natural question: How do we recognize the image δ(Br)
in Aut(Fr)? This was answered by Birman 1974 [2] and Chow 1948 [10] as follows.
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Theorem 3.1 ([10]). An automorphism β ∈ δ(Br) if and only if there exists a permu-
tation µ ∈ Sym(r) and elements λi ∈ Fr such that

(i) β(x̃i) = λix̃µ(i)λ
−1
i , i = 1, 2, . . . , r, and

(ii) β(x̃1x̃2 . . . x̃r) = x̃1x̃2 . . . x̃r.

By [40, Theorem 3], every automorphism of a Fuchsian group Γ is induced by an
automorphism of the free group Fr. The following theorem characterizing the lift Ã(Γ) ≤
Aut(Fr) of Aut+(Γ) is a restricted version of [40, Theorem 3].

Theorem 3.2 ([40, Theorem 8]). If an automorphism φ̃ ∈ Ã(Γ) ≤ Aut(Fr), then there
exists a permutation µ ∈ Sym(r) satisfying |xµ(i)| = mi = |xi| and elements λi, λ ∈ Fr,
for i = 1, . . . , r, such that

(i) φ̃(x̃i) = λix̃µ(i)λ
−1
i , i = 1, 2, . . . , r, and

(ii) φ̃(x̃1x̃2 . . . x̃r) = λx̃1x̃2 . . . x̃rλ−1,
(iii) ω(λ) = 1, where ω : Fr → Γ is the natural projection.

Furthermore, given φ̃ ∈ Ã(Γ) determined by µ ∈ Sym(r), λ and λi (i = 1, . . . , r) projects
to a unique φ ∈ Aut+(Γ).

The following lemma is proved in [38].

Lemma 3.3 ([38, Lemma 2.1]). The lift Ĩ(Γ) ≤ Aut(Fr) of the group of inner auto-
morphisms Inn(Γ) is a subgroup of δ(Pr).

Using the aforementioned statements, we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let Γ be a planar Fuchsian group. Then Aut+(Γ) acts on the set
{1, 2, . . . , r} by a homomorphism ν∗ : Aut+(Γ) → Sym(r) defined by setting ν∗(φ) =
ν(δ−1(φ̃)), where φ̃ is a lift of φ ∈ Aut+(Γ).

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that ν∗ is well defined. According to Lemma 3.3, the
group Ĩ(Γ) of lifts of inner automorphisms of Γ is a subgroup of δ(Pr) = δ(ker(ν)). By
Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 we have Ã(Γ) ≤ Ĩ(Γ) · δ(Br) = δ(Br). It follows that
two lifts φ̃j , j = 1, 2, of φ ∈ Aut+(Γ) are described by the elements µj ∈ Sym(r) and

λj,i ∈ Fr, i = 1, . . . , r. Since φ̃j are lifts of the same automorphism φ, the product

κ = φ̃1 · φ̃−1
2 is a lift of identity. Hence µ1 = µ2 and κ ∈ δ(Pr). It follows that φ̃1 = κφ̃2.

Since δ−1(κ) ∈ ker(ν), we have νδ−1(φ̃1) = νδ−1(φ̃2). It follows that ν∗(φ) does not
depend on the choice of the lift φ̃. �

Let P be the partition of the index set {1, 2, . . . , r} given by the equivalence i ∼= j iff
mi = mj . We assume that the integers mi are ordered in non-decreasing order. Assume
that there are ℓ ≥ 1 classes of P. Then there exist integers 0 = r0 < r1 < r2 < · · · <
rℓ = r such that each part of P has form

Pj = {rj−1 + 1, . . . , rj},

where rj − rj−1 = |Pj |, for some j, ℓ ≥ j ≥ 1. We say that a permutation µ ∈ Sym(r) is
P-invariant if µ(Pj) = Pj, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. The set of all P-invariant permutations forms

a subgroup Sym(r, P) ≤ Sym(r) isomorphic to the direct product
∏ℓ

j=1 Sym(rj − rj−1).
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Theorem 3.5. Let Γ be a planar Fuchsian group. Let ω : Ã(Γ) → Aut+(Γ) be the natural
projection. Then for the epimorphism ν∗ : Aut+(Γ) → Sym(r) the following statements
hold:

(i) The kernel ker ν∗ is the image P ∗
r = ωδ(Pr) of the pure braid group;

(ii) The image ν∗(Aut+(Γ)) = Sym(r, P) ∼=
∏ℓ

j=1 Sym(rj − rj−1) is the group of
P-invariant permutations;

(iii) Aut+(Γ) = ωδν−1(Sym(r, P)).

Proof. By definition, a generator ci, i = 1, 2, . . . , r − 1, of δ(Br) is in Ã(Γ) exactly when
i 6= rj for some j. Therefore, Sym(r, P) = ν∗(Aut+(Γ)).

Let φ ∈ ker(ν∗). Then ν(δ−1(φ̃)) = 1. It follows that φ̃ ∈ δ(Pr), and consequently,
φ̃ ∈ Ĩ(Γ) · δ(Pr), where Ĩ(Γ) is the lift of the inner automorphisms (see Lemma 3.3).
By [38, Lemma 2.1] we have Ĩ(Γ) · δ(Pr) = δ(Pr), and we have ker(ν∗) ≤ ωδ(Pr) = P ∗

r .
Since P ∗

r ≤ ker(ν∗) holds trivially, P ∗
r = ker(ν∗).

By Theorem 3.2 and by [38, Lemma 2.1] we have Ã(Γ) = Ĩ(Γ) · δν−1(Sym(r, P)) =
δν−1(Sym(r, P)). It follows that Aut+(Γ) = ωδν−1(Sym(r, P)). �

Corollary 3.6. For a permutation µ ∈ Sym(r, P) choose an element xµ ∈ Aut+(Γ)
with the property ν∗(xµ) = µ. Then Aut+(Γ) = ∪µxµP ∗

r . In particular, the index

[Aut+(Γ) : P ∗
r ] =

∏ℓ
j=1(rj − rj−1)!.

An explicit set of generators of the group P ∗
r ≤ Aut+(Γ) can be derived from the

generating set {As,t} of the pure braid group; see [38]. For 1 ≤ s < t ≤ r we set

As,t(xi) =































xi, i < s or t < i,

x
(xsxt)
i = xsxtxix

−1
t x−1

s , s = i,

xxs

i = xsxix
−1
s , t = i,

x
[xs,xt]
i = xsxtx

−1
s x−1

t xixtxsx
−1
t x−1

s , s < i < t

(3.2)

Corollary 3.7. Let ω : Fr → Γ be the natural projection x̃i → xi, i = 1, . . . , r. Then
the group Aut+(Γ) is generated by the set

{As,t : 1 ≤ s < t ≤ r} ∪ {ωci : i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ}}.

In what follows, we set Hi = ωci ∈ Aut+(Γ), for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ}.

4. Action of Aut+(Γ) on Epio(Γ, G)

Let Γ = F(0; m1, m2, . . . , mr) be a planar Fuchsian group, and let G be a finite group.
The action of Aut+(Γ) on Epio(Γ, G) is given by η 7→ ηα, for η ∈ Epio(Γ, G) and α ∈
Aut+(Γ). In what follows we use the representation of epimorphisms from Epio(Γ, G)
by the vectors of images of the generators of Γ introduced in Section 2.

We call vertical action the action of the image P ∗
r ≤ Aut+(Γ) of the pure braid group

on Epio(Γ, G) . It is generated by the permutations αs,t corresponding to the generators
As,t:

(4.1) αs,t : (η(x1), . . . , η(xr)) 7→ (η(As,t(x1)), . . . , η(As,t(xr))), for 1 ≤ s < t ≤ r.
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The images As,t(xi) are defined by (3.2). It follows from Theorem 3.5(iii) that the
action of Aut+(Γ) on E is generated by permutations αs,t and by permutations γi ∈
Sym(E) corresponding to the elements Hi of Aut+(Γ) satisfying ν∗(Hi) ∈ Sym(r, P).
In particular,

(4.2) γi : (y1, . . . , yi, yi+1, . . . , yr) 7→ (y1, . . . , yiyi+1y−1
i , yi, . . . , yr),

where i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ} and yi = η(xi), i = 1, . . . , r.
Now we are ready to describe the action of Aut+(Γ) on the set Epio(Γ, G).

Theorem 4.1. Let Γ be a planar Fuchsian group with presentation (3.1) and let G
be a finite group. For η ∈ Epio(Γ, G) set ~η = (η(x1), . . . , η(xr)). Two epimorphisms
η1, η2 ∈ Epio(Γ, G) are equivalent if and only if there exist a ∈ Aut(G), π ∈ 〈αs,t〉,
1 ≤ s < t ≤ r, and γ ∈ 〈γi〉, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ}, such that a(~η1) = γπ(~η2).

Proof. By Theorem 2.2, η1 is equivalent to η2 if and only if there exist a ∈ Aut(G) and
α ∈ Aut+(Γ) such that a(~η1) = ~ηα. Since P ∗

r ⊳ Aut+(Γ), the group decomposes into a
disjoint union of cosets Aut+(Γ) = ∪µ∈Sym(r,P)xµP ∗

r , where xµ ∈ (ν∗)−1(µ). Therefore,
the action of α is determined by the action of x̄µ ·π, for some µ ∈ Sym(r) and π ∈ 〈αs,t〉,
1 ≤ s < t ≤ r. By x̄µ we have denoted a transformation of Epio(Γ, G) that corresponds
to xµ. Denote by τi = (i, i + 1) ∈ Sym(r) the transposition swapping the points i
and i + 1. Each µ ∈ Sym(r, P) can be expressed as a composition µ = τi1

τi2
. . . τik

,

where {i1, i2, . . . , ik} ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , r} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ}. Recall that ω : F̃r → Γ is the natural
projection taking x̃i 7→ xi, for i = 1, 2, . . . , r. Then xµ can be expressed as the product
∏k

j=1 Hij
. Setting x̄µ = γ =

∏k
j=1 γij

we obtain the statement. �

Example 4.2. Let

Γ = 〈x1, x2, x3 | xm1

1 = xm2

2 = xm3

3 = x1x2x3 = 1〉

be a triangle group with signature (0; m1, m2, m3). We claim that the vertical action
on Epio(Γ, G) coincides with the action of the group Inn(Γ) of inner automorphisms.
Indeed, the vertical action is generated by the automorphisms A1,2, A1,3, and A2,3,
where the images of the generators are defined by the following table:

x1 x2 x3

A1,2 x
(x1x2)
1 xx1

2 x3

A1,3 x
(x1x3)
1 x

[x1,x3]
2 xx1

3

A2,3 x1 x
(x2x3)
2 xx2

3

Table 1. Automorphisms of a triangle group

For a generator xi ∈ Γ, denote by Ixi
the inner automorphism determined by conjuga-

tion by xi. Checking the Table 1, we see that A1,2 = Ix1
Ix2

, A1,3 = Ix1
Ix3

, A2,3 = Ix2
Ix3

.
It follows that the action of the outer automorphism group Out+(Γ) on the set of smooth
epimorphisms Γ → G is isomorphic to the action of a subgroup of Sym(3). An epimor-
phic image of Γ by an smooth epimorphism in a finite group G can be identified with a
regular hypermap M of type {m1, m2, m3}. In particular, there is a bijection between



10 J. KARABÁŠ, R. NEDELA, AND M. SKYVOVÁ

the kernels of epimorphisms in Epio(Γ, G) and the isomorphism classes of hypermaps
of type {m1, m2, m3}. Regular hypermaps up to genus 101 were determined by Conder
[14, 12, 11, 13]. Hypermaps in the Conder’s lists are determined up to isomorphism and
up to geometric dualities. Two hypermaps are isomorphic if and only if the images of
the three generators of Γ are simultaneously conjugated in G. In view of the previous
discussion, this happens if and only if the corresponding vectors of the generators are
equivalent with respect to the vertical action. The correspondence between the items
in Conder’s lists and the equivalence classes is not perfect. While Conder lists the hy-
permaps up to dualities and up to taking mirror image, the corresponding actions may
or may not be equivalent. For example, there are four isomorphism classes of chiral
maps of genus 7 that split into two pairs of the form: a map and its mirror image. The
corresponding actions have the signatures (0; 2, 6, 9) and (0; 2, 7, 7). In the first case, the
action of the group Aut+(Γ) is trivial over the set of isomorphism classes of the maps,
and thus the two respective maps correspond with two classes of topological equivalence.
In the second case, the action of Aut+(Γ) on the isomorphism classes is non-trivial and
the two chiral maps of type {7, 7}, distinguished just by orientation, belong to the same
equivalence class.

The following observation is well-known; see Broughton [7].

Corollary 4.3. If G is abelian, then the vertical action is always trivial. Consequently,
Aut+(Γ) acts on Epio(Γ, G) as the group of P-invariant permutations that permute the
indices of the corresponding vectors.

Proof. Since G is abelian, the permutations αs,t are trivial. Furthermore, permuta-
tions γi justs swaps the generators yi and yi+1 of G. �

Example 4.4. In the previous text, we have seen examples where the vertical action on
Epio(Γ, G) has been trivial or equal to the action of the group of inner automorphisms.
In what follows, for each genus greater than 2, we give examples of actions, where the
pure braid group action is essential.

Let D2n = 〈x, y | xn = y2 = (xy)2 = 1〉 be a presentation of the dihedral group of
order 2n. Let Γ be the planar Fuchsian group with signature (0; 2, 2, n, n). One can easily
check that the vectors (x−2y, y, x, x) and (y, y, x−1, x) determine smooth epimorphisms
Γ → D2n. By the Riemann existence theorem (Theorem 2.1) the corresponding actions
of D2n exist. Using the Riemann-Hurwitz equation, we deduce that D2n acts on a
surface of genus n − 1. Clearly, no automorphism of D2n takes the subsequence (x, x)
onto (x−1, x); therefore, the corresponding epimorphisms cannot be Aut(G)-equivalent.
Observe that the horizontal action 〈γ1, γ3〉, defined in (4.2), preserves the subsequence
(x, x). Thus the two epimorphisms are not equivalent with respect to horizontal action.
On the other hand, α2,3(x−2y, y, x, x) = (x−2y, x−2y, x−1, x) and (x−2y, x−2y, x−1, x)x =
(y, y, x−1, x). By Theorem 4.1, the two actions are equivalent.

The corresponding discrete actions of dihedral groups of genus ≤ 8 have identifiers
O2.8, O3.22, O4.27, O5.44, O6.48, O7.91, O8.67, see census [22].
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5. Automorphisms of non-planar Fuchsian groups

In what follows, we introduce several families of automorphisms of a Fuchsian group Γ.
They are defined by the images of generators of Γ with presentation (2.1), each of the
missing generators in the expression of an automorphism is fixed.

Automorphisms Hj:

(5.1)
Hi : xi 7→ xixi+1x−1

i , xi+1 7→ xi,

for i = 1, . . . , r − 1, and |xi| = |xi+1|

These automorphisms come from the action of braid group. It is straightforward to
verify that Hi is an automorphism for every admissible i. They apply if r ≥ 2.

Automorphisms Bj:

(5.2)

Bj : aj 7→ aj+1, bj 7→ bj+1, aj+1 7→ d−1
j+1ajdj+1,

bj+1 7→ d−1
j+1bjdj+1,

where dj+1 = aj+1bj+1a−1
j+1b−1

j+1,

for j ∈ {1, . . . , γ − 1}.

This family of automorphisms is introduced by Harvey in [18, p. 396-397]. They apply
if γ ≥ 2.

Automorphisms Uj:

(5.3)

U1 : a1 7→ a1b1

U2 : a1 7→ a1b1, b1 7→ a−1
1

U3 : xi 7→ a2xia
−1
2 , for i = 1, . . . , r,

a1 7→ a2a1, a2 7→ b1a2b−1
1 , b2 7→ a2b2a−1

2 b−1
1 ,

aj 7→ a2aja
−1
2 , bj 7→ a2bja−1

2 for j = 3, . . . , γ

U4 : xr 7→ a−1
1 xra1, a1 7→ a−1

1 x−1
r a1xra1, b1 7→ b1a−1

1 xra1

U∗
4 : x1 7→ b−1

γ x1bγ , aγ 7→ aγb−1
γ x−1

1 bγ , bγ 7→ b−1
γ x1bγx−1

1 bγ .

Harvey referred the automorphisms Ui, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, in [18, p. 396-397]. We de-
rived the additional automorphism U∗

4 , a twin to U4. The automorphisms U1 and
U2 apply if γ ≥ 1. The automorphisms U3, U4 and U∗

4 require γ ≥ 2. The group
〈U1, U2〉 ∼= Aut+(π(S1)) ∼= Aut+(Γ(1; −)). Taking into account that π(S1) ∼= Z × Z one
can easily identify Aut+(π(S1)) with the group of 2-dimensional unimodular matrices
with determinant 1. The automorphisms Ui, and the automorphisms Bj, j = 1, . . . , γ−1,
were used in [18, Theorem 14] to prove that there is just one class of actions of a cyclic
group provided the associated Fuchsian group is a surface group. Note that the ex-
pression of U3 in [18, p.396] is incorrect, however, it does not effect the proof of [18,
Theorem 14].
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Automorphisms Cj:

(5.4)

C1 : a1 7→ a1b−1
1

C2 : b1 7→ b1a1

C3 : a1 7→ a1b−1
1 a2b2a−1

2 , a2 7→ a2b−1
2 a2b1a2,

b1 7→ a2b−1
2 a−1

2 b1a2b2a−1
2

C4 : a2 7→ a2b−1
2

C5 : b2 7→ b2a2.

The automorphisms Ci, i = 1, . . . , 5 come from McCool [32, p. 458]. The automorphisms
Ci ·Inn(Γ), i = 1, . . . , 5 generate the outer automorphism group of the fundamental group
Γ of a double torus. They form a basis of a set of generators of outer automorphism
groups of surface groups for surfaces of genera g ≥ 2. More precisely, we have the
following

Theorem 5.1. Let Γ be the surface group with signature (γ; −), γ > 1. Then the
automorphism group Aut+(Γ) = 〈{C1, C2, C3, R} ∪ Inn(Γ)〉, where Ci for i = 1, 2, 3 are
defined by (5.4) and R is defined by (5.5).

Proof. By [32, p.458] the set {RjCiR
−j · Inn(Γ)}, where i = 1, 2, 3, and j = 0, . . . γ − 1

forms a generating set of Out+(Γ). �

(5.5)
R : aj 7→ aj+1, bj 7→ bj+1, for j = 1, . . . , γ − 1,

aγ 7→ a1, bγ 7→ b1.

Consequently, in the case when the investigated finite group is an image of a surface
group under a smooth epimorphism, we have complete information to derive the classes
of topological equivalence.

6. Algorithm

Assume a finite group H = 〈A〉, A = {a1, a2, . . . , am}, acts on a set X. The action graph
G = (X; A) is a directed (multi)graph with set of vertices X and (xi, xj) is a (directed)
edge of G if there exists aℓ ∈ A such that xj = aℓ · xi. Every finite action graph
determines an equivalence on X defined by the connectivity components. In particular,
let (Γ, G) be a g-admissible pair of groups. Let X be the set of Aut(G)-classes of smooth
epimorphisms Γ → G, and A ⊂ Aut+(Γ) be a finite set of automorphisms. Denote by
[η] the Aut(G)-class containing a smooth epimorphism η : Γ → G. Then we have an
action of 〈A〉 defined as follows: α[η1] = [η2], for α ∈ 〈A〉 < Aut+(Γ) if and only if
[η2] = [η1α]. If 〈A ∪ Inn(Γ)〉 = Aut+(Γ) the equivalence relation defined by the action
graph (X; A) coincides with the topological equivalence. The latter holds if and only if
the set {α · Inn(Γ) | α ∈ A} generates Out+(Γ).
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Algorithm 1.

Input: the genus, g ≥ 2,

Output: List of finite group actions of genus g distinguished up to topological equiva-
lence. For signatures with γ = 0 or r = 0, the list is exact. Otherwise, the resulting list
determines a refinement of the topological equivalence.

Step 1 Numerically solve Riemann-Hurwitz equation; find all tuples of the form

rh := 〈g, γ, ord, (m1, m2, . . . , mr)〉

such that 0 ≤ γ ≤ g, 1 ≤ ord ≤ 84(g − 1), r ≤ 2g + 2, mi divides ord for
i = 1, . . . , r and 2g − 2 = ord · (2γ − 2 +

∑r
i=1(1 − 1/mi));

Step 2 For every numerical solution rh construct the presentation (2.1) of the Fuchsian
group Γ = F(γ; m1, . . . , mr);

Step 3 a) If the library of small groups [1] contains groups of order ord, for every group
G of order ord construct all homomorphisms η : Γ → G given by images of
generators of Γ:

~η := (η(x1), . . . , η(xr), η(a1), . . . , η(aγ), η(b1), . . . , η(bγ));

(hom<> in Magma [4] or GroupHomomorphismByImages in GAP [15]);
b) either, construct all low-index normal subgroups of Γ (of index ord); for

every subgroup N E Γ in the list set η : Γ → Γ/N
(LowIndexNormalSubgroups in Magma [4] or GQuotients in GAP [15]);

Step 4 For every homomorphism η, check whether elements of ~η satisfy the relations
of Γ and whether |η(Γ)| = ord. In this way we create a list L of representatives
of the classes of the Aut(G)-equivalence, where G = η(Γ) is fixed and Γ is
determined by rh; a list L of tuples of the form 〈rh, η(Γ), ~η〉;

Step 5 If L contains a unique element 〈rh, η(Γ), ~η〉, append the tuple to the census;
Step 6 If |L| > 1, construct an action multigraph (L; A) on the set of representatives

L, where A ⊂ Aut+(Γ) is chosen as follows:
a) if γ = 0, then

A = {As,t | 1 ≤ s < t ≤ r} ∪ {Hi | i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ}},

see (3.2), (4.2) and (5.1);
b) if Γ is a surface group set A = {C1, C2, C3, R}, see (5.2) and (5.5),
c) otherwise, set

A = {U1, U2, U3, U4, U∗
4 } ∪ {Bj | j = 1, . . . , γ − 1}

∪ {Hi | i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} \ {r1, . . . , rℓ}},

see (5.3), (5.2), and (5.1);
Step 7 Compute the connectivity components of the multigraph (L; A) and for each

component store one representative.
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7. Completeness of the classification for 2 ≤ g ≤ 9

For any genus g ≥ 2, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 5.1 prove that Algorithm 1 produces
a complete set of representatives of classes of topological equivalence of finite groups
actions on Sg with planar signatures and with signatures of the form (γ; −). If both
r > 0 and γ > 0, the algorithm determines orbits of the action of Aut+(G) × H on
Epio(Γ, G) where H ≤ Aut+(Γ) is a subgroup defined in Step 6(c) of Algorithm 1.

Theorem 7.1. With the above notation, for 2 ≤ g ≤ 8 and for every g-admissible pair
(Γ, G) of groups, the orbits of Aut+(G) × H on Epio(Γ, G) determine the classes of the
topological equivalence.

Proof. Assume that Theorem 7.1 does not hold. Then there exists a g-admissible pair
(Γ, G), such that Aut+(G) × Aut+(Γ) has fewer orbits than Aut+(G) × H. This can
only happen, if γ > 0, r > 0 and the number of orbits of Aut+(G) × H on Epio(Γ, G)
is > 1. Checking the data produced by an implementation of Algorithm 1 we identify
seven such pairs (Γ, G) for g ≤ 8, see Table 2. In all cases except O7.39 the group
G is abelian. Employing Lemma 2.4, one can easily check that the vectors in Table 2
represent pairwise different classes of the topological equivalence for abelian G. In case
O7.39, assume (to the contrary) that the two smooth epimorphisms represent the same
equivalence class. Applying Lemma 2.5 we get

NG(〈η1(x1), η1(x2), η1(x3)〉) = NG(〈xz, z2, xz−1〉) ∼= C2 × C2,

and
NG(〈η2(x1), η2(x2), η2(x3)〉) = NG(〈z2, z2, z2〉) ∼= C2,

a contradiction. �

Table 2: Multiple group actions with γ > 0 and r > 0, 2 ≤ g ≤ 8

O5.11 (1; 24) G ∼= C2 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x2 = y2 = [x, y] = 1〉

Actions (x, x, y, y, 1, 1)
(x, x, x, x, y, 1)

O5.25 (1; 22) G ∼= C4 × C2

Presentation 〈x | x4 = y2 = [x, y] = 1〉

Actions (y, y, x, 1)
(x2, x2, y, x)

O7.9 (1; 36) G ∼= C3

Presentation G = 〈x | x3 = 1〉

Actions (x, x, x, x, x, x, 1, 1)
(x−1, x−1, x−1, x, x, x, 1, 1)

O7.14 (1; 26) G ∼= C2 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y, z | x2 = y2 = [x, y] = xyz = 1〉

Actions (x, x, y, y, y, y, 1, 1)
(x, x, y, y, z, z, 1, 1)

Continued on next page
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Table 2: Multiple group actions with γ > 0 and r > 0, 2 ≤ g ≤ 8

(x, x, x, x, x, x, y, 1)
O7.16 (1; 44) G ∼= C4

Presentation G = 〈x | x4 = 1〉

Actions (x, x, x, x, 1, 1)
(x−1, x−1, x, x, 1, 1)

O7.39 (1; 23) G ∼= D8

Presentation G = 〈x, z | x2 = z4 = (xz)2 = 1〉

Actions (xz, z2, xz−1, x, 1)
(z2, z2, z2, xz−1, x)

O8.12 (1; 27) G ∼= C2 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y, z | x2 = y2 = [x, y] = xyz = 1〉

Actions (x, y, y, y, z, z, z, 1, 1)
(x, y, z, z, z, z, z, 1, 1)

Theorem 7.2. With the above notation, for g = 9 and for every g-admissible pair
(Γ, G) of groups, except O9.109, the orbits of Aut+(G) × H on Epio(Γ, G) determine
the classes of the topological equivalence. There are at most two classes of topological
equivalence in case O9.109.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that Theorem 7.2 does not hold. Then there exists a 9-
admissible pair (Γ, G), such that Aut+(G)×Aut+(Γ) has fewer orbits than Aut+(G)×H.
This can only happen, if γ > 0, r > 0 and the number of orbits of Aut+(G) × H on
Epio(Γ, G) is greater than one. Checking the data produced by an implementation of
Algorithm 1 we identified 13 such pairs (Γ, G), listed in Table 3.

In cases O9.10, O9.15, O9.18, O9.20, O9.26, O9.52, and O9.54 the group G is abelian.
Employing Lemma 2.4, it can be checked that in each of the listed cases the correspond-
ing vectors in Table 3 represent pairwise different classes of the topological equivalence
for abelian G.

In what follows we shall discuss the remaining cases:
Case O9.50: Since G is abelian, Lemma 2.4 distinguishes O9.50.1 from the other
two actions. Now we shall distinguish O.50.2 from O.50.3. Denote by η1 and η2, the
epimorphisms Γ → 〈x〉×〈y〉 ∼= C4 ×C2, determined by the vectors (x2, x2, y, y, x, 1) and
(yx2, yx2, y, y, x, 1), respectively. Assume, to the contrary, that η1 ∼ η2. By Theorem 2.2
there exist α ∈ Aut+(Γ) and a ∈ Aut(G) such that η1α |{x1,x2,x3,x4}= aη2 |{x1,x2,x3,x4}.
Since G is abelian, on the left-hand side we get a vector that is a re-arrangement of
(x2, x2, y, y). It follows that either a(y) = y and a(yx2) = x2, or a(y) = x2 and
a(yx2) = y. There are exactly three involutions in G, namely y, x2, and yx2, arranged
in the orbits {x2} and {y, yx2} in the action of Aut(G). It follows that a−1(x2) = x2, a
contradiction with a−1(x2) ∈ {y, yx2}.
Case O9.51: For each of the three actions we compute the normaliser of the subgroup
generated by the images of the elliptic elements by the corresponding epimorphisms
Γ → G. We get NG(〈x, y〉) ∼= D8, NG(〈x〉) ∼= C2, and NG(〈(xy)2, x〉) ∼= C2 × C2,
respectively. By Lemma 2.5, the actions are pairwise non-equivalent.
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Case O9.69: By Table 3, there are two actions to consider. Denote by η1 and η2, the
respective epimorphisms Γ → 〈x, y | x5 = y2 = (xy)2 = 1〉 ∼= D10, determined by the
vectors (x, x−1, y, 1) and (x, x−2, x−2, y). Assume to the contrary η1 ∼ η2. By Theo-
rem 2.2 there exist α ∈ Aut+(Γ) and a ∈ Aut(G) such that aη1α |{x1,x2}= η2 |{x1,x2}.

By [40, Theorem 8], every automorphism α ∈ Aut+(Γ) takes an elliptic element to a
conjugate of an elliptic element. Taking into the account G ∼= D10 we get:

(x, x−2) ∈ {(a(x), a(x−1), (a(x−1), a(x)), (a(x), a(x)), (a(x−1), a(x−1))}.

Since x is element of order five, x 6= x−1. Thus (x, x−2) 6= (a(x), a(x)), and (x, x−2) 6=
(a(x−1), a(x−1)). It follows that either (a(x), a(x−1)) = (x, x−2) or (a(x−1), a(x)) =
(x, x−2). Clearly, a(x) = xi for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. We conclude that (x±i, x∓i) = (x, x−2),
which is impossible.
Case O9.102: For the two actions we compute the normaliser of the subgroup generated
by the images of the elliptic elements by the corresponding epimorphisms Γ → G. We
get |NG(〈y〉)| = 8, while |NG(〈(yx)2, x2〉)| = 16. By Lemma 2.5, the actions are non-
equivalent.
Case O9.104: Denote by η1 and η2, the epimorphisms Γ → 〈x〉 × 〈y〉 ∼= C8 × C2,
determined by the vectors (y, y, x, 1) and (x4, x4, y, x), respectively. Assume that η1 ∼
η2. By Theorem 2.2 there exist α ∈ Aut+(Γ) and a ∈ Aut(G) such that η1α |{x1,x2}=
aη2 |{x1,x2}. Since G is abelian, on the left-hand side we get the vector (y, y), while on the

right-hand side we get (a(x4), a(x4)). It follows that a(x4) = y. There are exactly three
involutions in G, namely y, x4, and yx4, arranged in the orbits {x4} and {y, yx4} in the
action of Aut(G). Similarly as above, x4 = a−1(y) implying y = x4, a contradiction. �

Table 3: Multiple group actions with γ > 0 and r > 0, g = 9

O9.10 (1; 38) G ∼= C3

Presentation G = 〈x | x3 = 1〉

Actions O9.10.1 (x, x−1, x−1, x−1, x−1, x−1, x−1, x−1, 1, 1)
O9.10.2 (x, x, x, x, x−1, x−1, x−1, x−1, 1, 1)

O9.15 (2; 24) G ∼= C2 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x2 = y2 = 1, [x, y] = 1〉

Actions O9.15.1 (x, x, y, y, 1, 1, 1, 1)
O9.15.2 (x, x, x, x, y, 1, 1, 1)

O9.18 (1; 28) G ∼= C2 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y, z | x2 = y2 = z2 = 1, [x, y] = 1, xyz = 1〉

Actions O9.18.1 (x, x, y, y, y, y, y, y, 1, 1)
O9.18.2 (x, x, x, x, y, y, y, y, 1, 1)
O9.18.3 (z, z, x, x, y, y, y, y, 1, 1)
O9.18.4 (x, x, x, x, x, x, x, x, y, 1)

O9.20 (1; 22, 44) G ∼= C4

Presentation G = 〈x | x4 = 1〉

Actions O9.20.1 (x2, x2, x, x, x, x, 1, 1)
O9.20.2 (x2, x2, x−1, x−1, x, x, 1, 1)

Continued on next page
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Table 3: Multiple group actions with γ > 0 and r > 0, g = 9

O9.26 (1; 54) G ∼= C5

Presentation G = 〈x | x5 = 1〉

Actions O9.26.1 (x3, x−1, x−1, x−1, 1, 1)
O9.26.2 (x, x, x−1, x−1, 1, 1)
O9.26.3 (x2, x3, x, x−1, 1, 1)

O9.50 (1; 24) G ∼= C4 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x4 = y2 = 1, [x, y] = 1〉

Actions O9.50.1 (y, y, y, y, x, 1)
O9.50.2 (x2, x2, y, y, x, 1)
O9.50.3 (yx2, yx2, y, y, x, 1)

O9.51 (1; 24) G ∼= D8

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x2 = y2 = (xy)4 = 1〉

Actions O9.51.1 (x, x, y, y, 1, 1)
O9.51.2 (x, x, x, x, y, 1)
O9.51.3 ((xy)2, (xy)2, x, x, y, 1)

O9.52 (1; 24) G ∼= C2 × C2 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y, z | x2 = y2 = z2 = 1, [x, y] = [x, z] = [y, z] = 1〉

Actions O9.52.1 (xyz, x, y, z, 1, 1)
O9.52.2 (x, x, y, y, z, 1)
O9.52.3 (x, x, x, x, y, z)

O9.54 (1; 2, 42) G ∼= C4 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x4 = y2 = 1, [x, y] = 1〉

Actions O9.54.1 (y, x, yx−1, 1, 1)
O9.54.2 (x2, x, x, yx−1, 1)

O9.69 (1; 52) G ∼= D10

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x5 = y2 = (xy)2 = 1〉

Actions O9.69.1 (x, x−1, y, 1)
O9.69.2 (x, x−2, x−2, y)

O9.102 (1; 22) G ∼= (C4 × C2) ⋊ C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y, z | x4 = y2 = 1, [x, y] = 1, (zx)2 = (zy)2 = 1〉

Actions O9.102.1 (y, y, x, 1)
O9.102.2 ((yx)2, x2, y, x)

O9.104 (1; 22) G ∼= C8 × C2

Presentation G = 〈x, y | x8 = y2 = 1, [x2, y] = 1, (xy)4 = 1〉

Actions O9.104.1 (y, y, x, 1)
O9.104.2 (x4, x4, y, x)

O9.109 (1; 22) G ∼= C2 × D8

Presentation G = 〈x, y, z, w | x2 = y2 = z2 = w2 = 1, [x, y] = [y, z] = [x, z] = 1, (zw)4 = 1〉

Actions O9.109.1 (x, y, z, w)
O9.109.2 (wx, yw, z, w)
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8. Classification of finite groups of small genera

The list of groups of genus at most 9 is attached in the Appendix. Full data containing
representatives of each class of topological equivalence in JSON format are available at
https://www.savbb.sk/˜karabas/science/discactions.html

For every genus g, 2 ≤ g ≤ 9, the rows correspond to g-admissible pairs (Γ, G). Each
row consists of the entries with the following meaning:

• Ref: a unique identifier of the form Og.integer, it allows us to find the repre-
sentatives of the classes of topological equivalence in the database, the identifier
comes from the census at webpage [22]

• Signature: identifies the Fuchsian group Γ,
• SMG id: Identifier of the group G in the library of small groups [1, 4, 15],
• Structure: Structure description of G (computed by GAP [15]),
• epi: = | Epio(Γ, G)|, the number of smooth epimorphisms Γ → G
• autg: the number of orbits of the action of Aut(G) on Epio(Γ, G), note that

autg = epi/|Aut(G)|,
• top: the number of classes of topological equivalence.

The data were obtained by two independent implementations of Algorithm 1 in Magma [4].
The correctness of the outputs has been checked in two ways. First, all multiple actions
of g-admissible pairs for 2 ≤ g ≤ 9 were checked manually. Secondly, we have compared
the obtained data with the published lists of group actions. Independent comparison of
outputs was used to check for cyclic actions. For cyclic groups the function enumerating
the number of smooth epimorphisms is known, see [29, 33].

We shall discuss our findings below. By the phrase “an admissible pair of groups
(Γ, G) has a multiple action on a surface Sg” we mean that there are at least two classes
of topological equivalence of the actions of G on Sg with signature determining Γ.

g=2. There are 21 admissible pairs (Γ, G), each defines a unique equivalence class with
respect to the topological equivalence. In particular, ∼top=∼H1 for actions of genus 2.
Our list of classes coincides with the one derived by Broughton in [7].

g=3. There are 49 admissible pairs (Γ, G) giving rise to 55 classes of topological equiva-
lence. Four pairs give rise to two non-equivalent actions, namely, O3.9, O3.11, O3.16 and
O.23. The pair (Γ(0; 22, 42), C4×C2) gives rise to three non-equivalent actions. In the list
derived by Broughton [7, p.255] one admissible pair, namely, (Γ(0; 2, 3, 12), SL(2, 3): C2)
is missing (O3.47 in our notation). It gives rise to one equivalence class. There is also
apparent misprint in the signature of item 3.ag [7, p.255]. The correct signature should
be (0; 3, 3, 7), O3.37 in our list. In all other cases our data fits with the data derived by
Broughton. Comparison with [5, p.91] shows that ∼top=∼H1 provided we are restricted
to actions of genus 3.

g=4. There are 64 admissible pairs (Γ, G) giving rise to 75 classes of topological equiv-
alence. Our list of actions fit with the one derived by Bogopolski in [3]. Genus four is
the smallest genus, where the equivalences ∼top and ∼H1 do not coincide. Breuer in [5,
p.91] identified 73 classes with respect to ∼H1 . The difference between ∼top and ∼H1 is
explained by Broughton in [8, p.4] as follows: “The smallest genus example where the
Abelian differentials fail to distinguish topologically distinct actions occurs in genus 4

https://www.savbb.sk/~karabas/science/discactions.html
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with G = C5 and 4 branch points.” In our list the corresponding item is O4.13, where
the pair (Γ(0; 54), C5) gives rise to three actions of genus four that are not distinguished
by ∼H1 . Kimura in [24] presented another list of actions of genus four, distinguished
up to relation ∼H1 . Breuer [5, p.90] noted that one class is doubled, but another one is
missing in the Kimura’s list.

g=5. There are 93 admissible pairs (Γ, G) giving rise to 118 classes of topological equiv-
alence. Breuer [5, p.90] identifies 116 classes of ∼H1 . Hence some of the classes of topo-
logical equivalence are not distinguished by ∼H1. The number of ∼H1 classes fits with
the one derived in [26]. Maximum multiplicity of actions of topological equivalence is
five and it is achieved by the pair (Γ(0; 23, 42), C4 × C2) identified as O5.30 in our list.
The largest order of a group with multiple action is 48. In particular, a group of order
48 (identified as O5.82), acts with signature (0; 3, 4, 4) in two different ways. In the list
derived by Conder [11] there are two non-isomorphic regular hypermaps corresponding
to these actions, (RPH5.3 and RPH5.4).

g=6. There are 87 admissible pairs (Γ, G) giving rise to 108 classes of topological equiv-
alence. Breuer [5, p.90] identifies 105 classes of ∼H1 . Maximal multiplicity of the action
is four, achieved by the actions of cyclic group C7 with signature (0; 74), referenced
O6.26. The largest group with multiple action is the cyclic group C15 acting with sig-
nature (0; 5, 15, 15). The two corresponding regular hypermaps have reference numbers
RPH6.12 and RPH6.13 in [11].

g=7. There are 148 admissible pairs (Γ, G) giving rise to 210 classes of topological
equivalence. Breuer [5, p.90] identifies 208 classes of ∼H1. Maximal multiplicity is eight
achieved by the actions of C4 × C2 with signature (0; 24, 42), with the identifier O7.48.
The largest group with multiple action has order 54 acting with signature (0; 2, 6, 9).
It gives rise to two non-equivalent actions. The corresponding regular map is chiral,
therefore it appears in two non-isomorphic enantiomers, reference C7.1 in Conder’s
list [14].

g=8. There are 108 admissible pairs (Γ, G) giving rise to 150 classes of topological
equivalence. Breuer [5, p.90] identifies 141 classes of ∼H1. Maximal multiplicity is six
achieved by the actions of C10, referenced O8.44. The largest group with multiple action
is PSL(3, 2): C2 of order 336 acting with signature (0; 2, 3, 8). It gives rise to two non-
equivalent actions. The corresponding regular maps have references R8.1 and R8.2 in
Conder’s list [13].

g > 8. Computations of classes of topological equivalence for higher genera and verifi-
cation of outputs are still running (in August 2023). For most recent results see [22].
For example, we have found that our list of admissible pairs of groups diverges from the
Breuer’s list [5, p.91]. In particular, we got different numbers of admissible pairs (Γ, G)
for genera 9, 13, 17. Our numbers are 270, 454, 746, which do not fit with corresponding
values in [5, p.91]. For instance, comparing our data with these produced by Breuer we
have discovered that the pairs (Γ(1; 22), C4 × C4) and (Γ(1; 22), C4 × C2

2) are missing the
list of 9-admissible pairs in Breuer’s data (personal communication). The same problem
also appears in on-line database [35].
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Table 4 summarises the above discussion, Adm, H1∗ and top denote the number
of admissible pairs (Γ, G), the number of ∼H1 classes and the number of ∼top classes,
respectively.

Table 4: The numbers of finite group actions on Riemann
surfaces of genera 2 ≤ g ≤ 9

genus Adm H1 top

2 21 21 21
3 49 55 55
4 64 73 75
5 93 116 118
6 87 105 108
7 148 208 210
8 108 141 150

9 270 428† 441
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Appendix A. Census of actions of finite groups

on Riemann surfaces of genera 2 to 9

Table 5: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 2

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O2.1 (2; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O2.2 (1; 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O2.3 (0; 26) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O2.4 (0; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 6 3 1
O2.5 (0; 25) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 60 10 1
O2.6 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O2.7 (0; 5, 5, 5) 〈5, 1〉 C5 12 3 1
O2.8 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 12 2 1
O2.9 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O2.10 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O2.11 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 24 3 1
O2.12 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 24 1 1
O2.13 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 4 1 1
O2.14 (0; 2, 5, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 4 1 1
O2.15 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈12, 4〉 D12 36 3 1
O2.16 (0; 3, 4, 4) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 12 1 1
O2.17 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 12 1 1
O2.18 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈16, 8〉 QD16 16 1 1
O2.19 (0; 3, 3, 4) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O2.20 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 24 1 1
O2.21 (0; 2, 3, 8) 〈48, 29〉 GL(2, 3) 48 1 1

Table 6: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 3

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O3.1 (3; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O3.2 (2; −) 〈2, 1〉 C2 15 15 1
O3.3 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O3.4 (0; 28) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O3.5 (1; 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 18 9 1
O3.6 (0; 35) 〈3, 1〉 C3 10 5 1
O3.7 (1; 2, 2) 〈4, 1〉 C4 12 6 1
O3.8 (1; 2, 2) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 36 6 1
O3.9 (0; 26) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 180 30 2
O3.10 (0; 23, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O3.11 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 2
O3.12 (1; 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 18 3 1
O3.13 (0; 24, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 54 9 1

Continued on next page
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Table 6 – continued from previous page

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O3.14 (0; 2, 3, 3, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O3.15 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O3.16 (0; 7, 7, 7) 〈7, 1〉 C7 30 5 2
O3.17 (1; 2) 〈8, 3〉 D8 24 3 1
O3.18 (1; 2) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 24 1 1
O3.19 (0; 25) 〈8, 3〉 D8 240 30 1
O3.20 (0; 25) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 1680 10 1
O3.21 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 32 4 3
O3.22 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 16 2 1
O3.23 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 8 2 2
O3.24 (0; 3, 9, 9) 〈9, 1〉 C9 12 2 1
O3.25 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈12, 3〉 A4 72 3 1
O3.26 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 36 3 1
O3.27 (0; 4, 4, 6) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 12 1 1
O3.28 (0; 3, 4, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O3.29 (0; 2, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O3.30 (0; 2, 7, 14) 〈14, 2〉 C14 6 1 1
O3.31 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 192 3 1
O3.32 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 48 1 1
O3.33 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 2〉 C4 × C4 96 1 1
O3.34 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 4〉 C4 : C4 96 3 1
O3.35 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈16, 5〉 C8 × C2 16 1 1
O3.36 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈16, 6〉 C8 : C2 16 1 1
O3.37 (0; 3, 3, 7) 〈21, 1〉 C7 : C3 84 2 1
O3.38 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈24, 12〉 S4 216 9 1
O3.39 (0; 3, 4, 4) 〈24, 12〉 S4 24 1 1
O3.40 (0; 3, 3, 6) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O3.41 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 24 1 1
O3.42 (0; 2, 4, 12) 〈24, 5〉 C4 × S3 24 1 1
O3.43 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈32, 9〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 64 1 1
O3.44 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈32, 11〉 (C4 × C4) : C2 32 1 1
O3.45 (0; 3, 3, 4) 〈48, 3〉 (C4 × C4) : C3 384 1 1
O3.46 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈48, 48〉 C2 × S4 48 1 1
O3.47 (0; 2, 3, 12) 〈48, 33〉 SL(2, 3): C2 48 1 1
O3.48 (0; 2, 3, 8) 〈96, 64〉 ((C4 × C4) : C3) : C2 192 1 1
O3.49 (0; 2, 3, 7) 〈168, 42〉 PSL(3, 2) 336 1 1

Table 7: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 4

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O4.1 (4; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O4.2 (2; 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 16 16 1
O4.3 (1; 26) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
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O4.4 (0; 210) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O4.5 (2; −) 〈3, 1〉 C3 80 40 1
O4.6 (1; 3, 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 18 9 1
O4.7 (0; 36) 〈3, 1〉 C3 22 11 2
O4.8 (1; 2, 2, 2) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 96 16 1
O4.9 (1; 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 1
O4.10 (0; 27) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 546 91 2
O4.11 (0; 24, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O4.12 (0; 2, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 1
O4.13 (0; 5, 5, 5, 5) 〈5, 1〉 C5 52 13 3
O4.14 (1; 2, 2) 〈6, 1〉 S3 96 16 1
O4.15 (1; 2, 2) 〈6, 2〉 C6 32 16 1
O4.16 (0; 26) 〈6, 1〉 S3 240 40 1
O4.17 (0; 22, 33) 〈6, 1〉 S3 24 4 1
O4.18 (0; 22, 33) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O4.19 (0; 23, 3, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O4.20 (0; 3, 3, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 2
O4.21 (0; 2, 6, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O4.22 (0; 24, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 176 22 2
O4.23 (0; 2, 4, 4, 4) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 24 1 1
O4.24 (0; 2, 2, 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 4 1 1
O4.25 (0; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈9, 2〉 C3 × C3 432 9 2
O4.26 (0; 9, 9, 9) 〈9, 1〉 C9 18 3 1
O4.27 (0; 2, 2, 5, 5) 〈10, 1〉 D10 80 4 2
O4.28 (0; 2, 2, 5, 5) 〈10, 2〉 C10 4 1 1
O4.29 (0; 5, 10, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 12 3 2
O4.30 (1; 2) 〈12, 3〉 A4 96 4 1
O4.31 (0; 25) 〈12, 4〉 D12 960 80 1
O4.32 (0; 2, 3, 3, 3) 〈12, 3〉 A4 96 4 1
O4.33 (0; 2, 2, 3, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 24 2 1
O4.34 (0; 2, 2, 3, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 12 1 1
O4.35 (0; 6, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 12 1 1
O4.36 (0; 4, 6, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O4.37 (0; 3, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O4.38 (0; 3, 5, 15) 〈15, 1〉 C15 8 1 1
O4.39 (0; 2, 2, 2, 8) 〈16, 7〉 D16 96 3 1
O4.40 (0; 4, 4, 8) 〈16, 9〉 Q16 32 1 1
O4.41 (0; 2, 16, 16) 〈16, 1〉 C16 8 1 1
O4.42 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈18, 3〉 C3 × S3 48 4 2
O4.43 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈18, 4〉 (C3 × C3) : C2 432 1 1
O4.44 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈18, 3〉 C3 × S3 24 2 2
O4.45 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈18, 5〉 C6 × C3 48 1 1
O4.46 (0; 2, 9, 18) 〈18, 2〉 C18 6 1 1
O4.47 (0; 2, 2, 2, 5) 〈20, 4〉 D20 120 3 1
O4.48 (0; 4, 4, 5) 〈20, 1〉 C5 : C4 40 1 1
O4.49 (0; 4, 4, 5) 〈20, 3〉 C5 : C4 40 2 1
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26 J. KARABÁŠ, R. NEDELA, AND M. SKYVOVÁ
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Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O4.50 (0; 2, 10, 10) 〈20, 5〉 C10 × C2 24 1 1
O4.51 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈24, 12〉 S4 96 4 1
O4.52 (0; 3, 4, 6) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O4.53 (0; 2, 6, 12) 〈24, 10〉 C3 × D8 16 1 1
O4.54 (0; 2, 4, 16) 〈32, 19〉 QD32 64 1 1
O4.55 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈36, 10〉 S3 × S3 216 3 1
O4.56 (0; 3, 4, 4) 〈36, 9〉 (C3 × C3) : C4 144 1 1
O4.57 (0; 3, 3, 6) 〈36, 11〉 C3 × A4 144 1 1
O4.58 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈36, 10〉 S3 × S3 72 1 1
O4.59 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈36, 12〉 C6 × S3 48 2 1
O4.60 (0; 2, 4, 10) 〈40, 8〉 (C10 × C2) : C2 80 1 1
O4.61 (0; 2, 5, 5) 〈60, 5〉 A5 120 1 1
O4.62 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈72, 40〉 (S3 × S3) : C2 144 1 1
O4.63 (0; 2, 3, 12) 〈72, 42〉 C3 × S4 48 1 1
O4.64 (0; 2, 4, 5) 〈120, 34〉 S5 120 1 1

Table 8: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 5

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O5.1 (5; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O5.2 (3; −) 〈2, 1〉 C2 63 63 1
O5.3 (2; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 16 16 1
O5.4 (1; 28) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O5.5 (0; 212) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O5.6 (1; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 54 27 1
O5.7 (0; 37) 〈3, 1〉 C3 42 21 1
O5.8 (2; −) 〈4, 1〉 C4 240 120 1
O5.9 (2; −) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 210 35 2
O5.10 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈4, 1〉 C4 12 6 1
O5.11 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 324 54 2
O5.12 (1; 2, 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 1
O5.13 (0; 28) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 1638 273 3
O5.14 (0; 25, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O5.15 (0; 22, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 2
O5.16 (1; 5, 5) 〈5, 1〉 C5 100 25 1
O5.17 (1; 3, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 36 6 1
O5.18 (1; 3, 3) 〈6, 2〉 C6 54 27 1
O5.19 (0; 24, 32) 〈6, 1〉 S3 108 18 1
O5.20 (0; 24, 32) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O5.21 (0; 2, 33, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O5.22 (0; 22, 3, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O5.23 (0; 6, 6, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O5.24 (1; 2, 2) 〈8, 1〉 C8 48 12 1
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O5.25 (1; 2, 2) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 120 15 2
O5.26 (1; 2, 2) 〈8, 3〉 D8 192 24 1
O5.27 (1; 2, 2) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 168 1 1
O5.28 (0; 26) 〈8, 3〉 D8 1680 210 2
O5.29 (0; 26) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 13440 80 3
O5.30 (0; 23, 42) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 104 13 5
O5.31 (0; 23, 42) 〈8, 3〉 D8 48 6 1
O5.32 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 48 6 2
O5.33 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 144 6 1
O5.34 (0; 2, 4, 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 8 2 2
O5.35 (1; 5) 〈10, 1〉 D10 60 3 1
O5.36 (0; 24, 5) 〈10, 1〉 D10 500 25 1
O5.37 (0; 2, 2, 10, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 4 1 1
O5.38 (0; 11, 11, 11) 〈11, 1〉 C11 90 9 2
O5.39 (1; 3) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 72 6 1
O5.40 (1; 3) 〈12, 4〉 D12 36 3 1
O5.41 (0; 24, 3) 〈12, 4〉 D12 396 33 2
O5.42 (0; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈12, 3〉 A4 360 15 2
O5.43 (0; 2, 3, 4, 4) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 12 1 1
O5.44 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 24 2 1
O5.45 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 36 3 2
O5.46 (0; 6, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O5.47 (0; 3, 15, 15) 〈15, 1〉 C15 8 1 1
O5.48 (1; 2) 〈16, 3〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 96 3 1
O5.49 (1; 2) 〈16, 4〉 C4 : C4 96 3 1
O5.50 (1; 2) 〈16, 6〉 C8 : C2 96 6 1
O5.51 (0; 25) 〈16, 7〉 D16 1920 60 1
O5.52 (0; 25) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 4800 75 2
O5.53 (0; 25) 〈16, 14〉 C2 × C2 × C2 × C2 20160 1 1
O5.54 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈16, 3〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 320 10 4
O5.55 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈16, 8〉 QD

16
64 4 1

O5.56 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈16, 10〉 C4 × C2 × C2 192 1 1
O5.57 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 64 1 1
O5.58 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 96 2 1
O5.59 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈16, 5〉 C8 × C2 16 1 1
O5.60 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈16, 6〉 C8 : C2 16 1 1
O5.61 (0; 2, 2, 2, 10) 〈20, 4〉 D20 120 3 1
O5.62 (0; 4, 4, 10) 〈20, 1〉 C5 : C4 40 1 1
O5.63 (0; 2, 20, 20) 〈20, 2〉 C20 8 1 1
O5.64 (0; 2, 11, 22) 〈22, 2〉 C22 10 1 1
O5.65 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈24, 12〉 S4 144 6 1
O5.66 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 120 5 2
O5.67 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 144 6 1
O5.68 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈24, 14〉 C2 × C2 × S3 432 3 1
O5.69 (0; 4, 4, 6) 〈24, 7〉 C2 × (C3 : C4) 48 1 1
O5.70 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 24 1 1
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Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O5.71 (0; 2, 12, 12) 〈24, 9〉 C12 × C2 16 1 1
O5.72 (0; 2, 6, 15) 〈30, 2〉 C3 × D10 40 1 1
O5.73 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈32, 27〉 C4

2 : C2 1152 3 1
O5.74 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈32, 28〉 (C4 × C2 × C2) : C2 384 3 1
O5.75 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈32, 43〉 (C2 × D8) : C2 384 6 1
O5.76 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈32, 2〉 (C4 × C2) : C4 384 1 1
O5.77 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈32, 6〉 ((C4 × C2) : C2) : C2 192 3 1
O5.78 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈32, 5〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 64 1 1
O5.79 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈32, 7〉 (C8 : C2) : C2 128 1 1
O5.80 (0; 2, 4, 20) 〈40, 5〉 C4 × D10 80 1 1
O5.81 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈48, 48〉 C2 × S4 432 9 1
O5.82 (0; 3, 4, 4) 〈48, 30〉 A4 : C4 144 3 2
O5.83 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈48, 49〉 C2 × C2 × A4 144 1 1
O5.84 (0; 2, 4, 12) 〈48, 14〉 (C12 × C2) : C2 96 1 1
O5.85 (0; 3, 3, 5) 〈60, 5〉 A5 120 1 1
O5.86 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈64, 8〉 ((C8 × C2) : C2) : C2 128 1 1
O5.87 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈64, 32〉 ((C8 : C2) : C2) : C2 128 1 1
O5.88 (0; 2, 5, 5) 〈80, 49〉 C4

2
: C5 960 1 1

O5.89 (0; 3, 3, 4) 〈96, 3〉 ((C4 × C2) : C4) : C3 384 1 1
O5.90 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈96, 195〉 (C2 × C2 × A4) : C2 96 1 1
O5.91 (0; 2, 3, 10) 〈120, 35〉 C2 × A5 120 1 1
O5.92 (0; 2, 4, 5) 〈160, 234〉 (C4

2 : C5) : C2 960 1 1
O5.93 (0; 2, 3, 8) 〈192, 181〉 (((C4 × C2) : C4) : C3) : C2 384 1 1

Table 9: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 6

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O6.1 (6; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O6.2 (3; 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 64 64 1
O6.3 (2; 26) 〈2, 1〉 C2 16 16 1
O6.4 (1; 210) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O6.5 (0; 214) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O6.6 (2; 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 162 81 1
O6.7 (1; 35) 〈3, 1〉 C3 90 45 1
O6.8 (0; 38) 〈3, 1〉 C3 86 43 2
O6.9 (1; 25) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 960 160 1
O6.10 (1; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 1
O6.11 (0; 29) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 4920 820 3
O6.12 (0; 26, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O6.13 (0; 23, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 1
O6.14 (0; 46) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 2
O6.15 (2; −) 〈5, 1〉 C5 624 156 1
O6.16 (0; 55) 〈5, 1〉 C5 204 51 3
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O6.17 (1; 2, 2, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 216 36 1
O6.18 (1; 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 72 36 1
O6.19 (0; 26, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 486 81 1
O6.20 (0; 22, 34) 〈6, 1〉 S3 48 8 1
O6.21 (0; 22, 34) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O6.22 (0; 23, 32, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O6.23 (0; 24, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O6.24 (0; 33, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 2
O6.25 (0; 2, 3, 63) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O6.26 (0; 7, 7, 7, 7) 〈7, 1〉 C7 186 31 4
O6.27 (0; 25, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 720 90 2
O6.28 (0; 22, 43) 〈8, 3〉 D8 32 4 1
O6.29 (0; 22, 43) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 24 1 1
O6.30 (0; 23, 82) 〈8, 1〉 C8 4 1 1
O6.31 (0; 4, 4, 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 16 4 2
O6.32 (0; 3, 3, 9, 9) 〈9, 1〉 C9 24 4 2
O6.33 (1; 2, 2) 〈10, 1〉 D10 480 24 1
O6.34 (1; 2, 2) 〈10, 2〉 C10 96 24 1
O6.35 (0; 26) 〈10, 1〉 D10 3120 156 1
O6.36 (0; 2, 5, 5, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 12 3 2
O6.37 (0; 23, 32) 〈12, 3〉 A4 216 9 1
O6.38 (0; 23, 32) 〈12, 4〉 D12 72 6 1
O6.39 (0; 23, 32) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 12 1 1
O6.40 (0; 3, 3, 4, 4) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 24 2 1
O6.41 (0; 3, 3, 4, 4) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O6.42 (0; 24, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 504 42 2
O6.43 (0; 2, 4, 4, 6) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 12 1 1
O6.44 (0; 2, 3, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 12 1 1
O6.45 (0; 2, 3, 4, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O6.46 (0; 2, 2, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O6.47 (0; 13, 13, 13) 〈13, 1〉 C13 132 11 3
O6.48 (0; 2, 2, 7, 7) 〈14, 1〉 D14 252 6 2
O6.49 (0; 2, 2, 7, 7) 〈14, 2〉 C14 6 1 1
O6.50 (0; 7, 14, 14) 〈14, 2〉 C14 30 5 3
O6.51 (0; 5, 15, 15) 〈15, 1〉 C15 24 3 2
O6.52 (0; 2, 2, 4, 8) 〈16, 7〉 D16 64 2 1
O6.53 (0; 2, 2, 4, 8) 〈16, 8〉 QD16 32 2 1
O6.54 (0; 4, 16, 16) 〈16, 1〉 C16 16 2 1
O6.55 (0; 2, 2, 3, 9) 〈18, 1〉 D18 108 2 1
O6.56 (0; 3, 18, 18) 〈18, 2〉 C18 12 2 1
O6.57 (0; 25) 〈20, 4〉 D20 4800 120 1
O6.58 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈20, 3〉 C5 : C4 240 12 1
O6.59 (0; 4, 5, 20) 〈20, 2〉 C20 8 1 1
O6.60 (0; 3, 7, 21) 〈21, 2〉 C21 12 1 1
O6.61 (0; 2, 2, 3, 4) 〈24, 6〉 D24 48 1 1
O6.62 (0; 2, 2, 3, 4) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 48 2 1
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O6.63 (0; 2, 2, 3, 4) 〈24, 12〉 S4 144 6 1
O6.64 (0; 4, 6, 6) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O6.65 (0; 4, 6, 6) 〈24, 10〉 C3 × D8 16 1 1
O6.66 (0; 3, 8, 8) 〈24, 1〉 C3 : C8 24 1 1
O6.67 (0; 2, 2, 2, 12) 〈24, 6〉 D24 144 3 1
O6.68 (0; 4, 4, 12) 〈24, 4〉 C3 : Q8 48 1 1
O6.69 (0; 2, 24, 24) 〈24, 2〉 C24 8 1 1
O6.70 (0; 5, 5, 5) 〈25, 2〉 C5 × C5 480 1 1
O6.71 (0; 2, 13, 26) 〈26, 2〉 C26 12 1 1
O6.72 (0; 2, 2, 2, 7) 〈28, 3〉 D28 252 3 1
O6.73 (0; 4, 4, 7) 〈28, 1〉 C7 : C4 84 1 1
O6.74 (0; 2, 14, 14) 〈28, 4〉 C14 × C2 36 1 1
O6.75 (0; 2, 10, 15) 〈30, 1〉 C5 × S3 24 1 1
O6.76 (0; 2, 9, 9) 〈36, 3〉 (C2 × C2) : C9 72 1 1
O6.77 (0; 3, 3, 13) 〈39, 1〉 C13 : C3 312 2 1
O6.78 (0; 2, 6, 8) 〈48, 15〉 (C3 × D8) : C2 96 1 1
O6.79 (0; 2, 6, 8) 〈48, 29〉 GL(2, 3) 48 1 1
O6.80 (0; 2, 4, 24) 〈48, 6〉 C24 : C2 96 1 1
O6.81 (0; 2, 5, 10) 〈50, 3〉 C5 × D10 80 1 1
O6.82 (0; 2, 4, 14) 〈56, 7〉 (C14 × C2) : C2 168 1 1
O6.83 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈60, 5〉 A5 1080 9 1
O6.84 (0; 2, 4, 9) 〈72, 15〉 ((C2 × C2) : C9) : C2 216 1 1
O6.85 (0; 3, 3, 5) 〈75, 2〉 (C5 × C5) : C3 1200 1 1
O6.86 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈120, 34〉 S5 120 1 1
O6.87 (0; 2, 3, 10) 〈150, 5〉 ((C5 × C5) : C3) : C2 600 1 1

Table 10: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 7

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O7.1 (7; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O7.2 (4; −) 〈2, 1〉 C2 255 255 1
O7.3 (3; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 64 64 1
O7.4 (2; 28) 〈2, 1〉 C2 16 16 1
O7.5 (1; 212) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O7.6 (0; 216) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O7.7 (3; −) 〈3, 1〉 C3 728 364 1
O7.8 (2; 3, 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 162 81 1
O7.9 (1; 36) 〈3, 1〉 C3 198 99 2
O7.10 (0; 39) 〈3, 1〉 C3 170 85 2
O7.11 (2; 2, 2) 〈4, 1〉 C4 240 120 1
O7.12 (2; 2, 2) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 720 120 1
O7.13 (1; 26) 〈4, 1〉 C4 12 6 1
O7.14 (1; 26) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 2916 486 3
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O7.15 (1; 23, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 1
O7.16 (1; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 128 64 2
O7.17 (0; 210) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 14760 2460 4
O7.18 (0; 27, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O7.19 (0; 24, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 2
O7.20 (0; 2, 46) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 2
O7.21 (1; 5, 5, 5) 〈5, 1〉 C5 300 75 1
O7.22 (2; −) 〈6, 1〉 S3 360 60 1
O7.23 (2; −) 〈6, 2〉 C6 1200 600 1
O7.24 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈6, 1〉 S3 960 160 1
O7.25 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈6, 2〉 C6 32 16 1
O7.26 (1; 3, 3, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 72 12 1
O7.27 (1; 3, 3, 3) 〈6, 2〉 C6 54 27 1
O7.28 (1; 2, 3, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 72 36 1
O7.29 (0; 28) 〈6, 1〉 S3 2184 364 1
O7.30 (0; 24, 33) 〈6, 1〉 S3 216 36 1
O7.31 (0; 24, 33) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O7.32 (0; 25, 3, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O7.33 (0; 2, 34, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 2
O7.34 (0; 22, 32, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 2
O7.35 (0; 23, 63) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O7.36 (0; 3, 64) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 2
O7.37 (1; 7, 7) 〈7, 1〉 C7 294 49 1
O7.38 (1; 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 288 36 1
O7.39 (1; 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 3〉 D8 600 75 2
O7.40 (1; 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 24 1 1
O7.41 (1; 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 2016 12 1
O7.42 (1; 4, 4) 〈8, 1〉 C8 96 24 1
O7.43 (1; 4, 4) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 192 24 1
O7.44 (1; 4, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 96 12 1
O7.45 (1; 4, 4) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 288 12 1
O7.46 (0; 27) 〈8, 3〉 D8 8400 1050 2
O7.47 (0; 27) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 99120 590 4
O7.48 (0; 24, 42) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 320 40 8
O7.49 (0; 24, 42) 〈8, 3〉 D8 352 44 3
O7.50 (0; 2, 44) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 176 22 3
O7.51 (0; 2, 44) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 144 6 1
O7.52 (0; 22, 4, 82) 〈8, 1〉 C8 8 2 2
O7.53 (0; 8, 8, 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 64 16 4
O7.54 (1; 3, 3) 〈9, 1〉 C9 144 24 1
O7.55 (1; 3, 3) 〈9, 2〉 C3 × C3 576 12 1
O7.56 (0; 35) 〈9, 2〉 C3 × C3 3600 75 4
O7.57 (0; 3, 9, 9, 9) 〈9, 1〉 C9 36 6 3
O7.58 (0; 23, 5, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 4 1 1
O7.59 (0; 2, 10, 10, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 12 3 1
O7.60 (1; 2, 2) 〈12, 2〉 C12 96 24 1

Continued on next page
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O7.61 (1; 2, 2) 〈12, 3〉 A4 288 12 1
O7.62 (1; 2, 2) 〈12, 4〉 D12 576 48 1
O7.63 (1; 2, 2) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 288 24 1
O7.64 (0; 26) 〈12, 4〉 D12 10080 840 3
O7.65 (0; 22, 33) 〈12, 3〉 A4 288 12 1
O7.66 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 192 16 2
O7.67 (0; 23, 3, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 72 6 1
O7.68 (0; 23, 3, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 36 3 1
O7.69 (0; 3, 4, 4, 6) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 24 2 1
O7.70 (0; 3, 4, 4, 6) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O7.71 (0; 2, 6, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 36 3 1
O7.72 (0; 3, 3, 4, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O7.73 (0; 2, 4, 6, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O7.74 (0; 2, 3, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O7.75 (1; 7) 〈14, 1〉 D14 126 3 1
O7.76 (0; 24, 7) 〈14, 1〉 D14 2058 49 1
O7.77 (0; 2, 2, 14, 14) 〈14, 2〉 C14 6 1 1
O7.78 (0; 15, 15, 15) 〈15, 1〉 C15 24 3 1
O7.79 (1; 4) 〈16, 7〉 D16 96 3 1
O7.80 (1; 4) 〈16, 8〉 QD

16
96 6 1

O7.81 (1; 4) 〈16, 9〉 Q16 96 3 1
O7.82 (0; 24, 4) 〈16, 7〉 D16 768 24 1
O7.83 (0; 24, 4) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 3072 48 4
O7.84 (0; 24, 4) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 768 16 2
O7.85 (0; 2, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 2〉 C4 × C4 288 3 1
O7.86 (0; 2, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 4〉 C4 : C4 288 9 3
O7.87 (0; 2, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 12〉 C2 × Q8 192 1 1
O7.88 (0; 2, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 144 3 1
O7.89 (0; 2, 2, 8, 8) 〈16, 5〉 C8 × C2 64 4 3
O7.90 (0; 2, 2, 8, 8) 〈16, 6〉 C8 : C2 64 4 2
O7.91 (0; 2, 2, 8, 8) 〈16, 7〉 D16 128 4 2
O7.92 (0; 2, 2, 8, 8) 〈16, 8〉 QD16 64 4 2
O7.93 (0; 8, 16, 16) 〈16, 1〉 C16 32 4 3
O7.94 (1; 3) 〈18, 3〉 C3 × S3 144 12 1
O7.95 (0; 24, 3) 〈18, 1〉 D18 1296 24 1
O7.96 (0; 24, 3) 〈18, 4〉 (C3 × C3) : C2 5184 12 1
O7.97 (0; 2, 3, 3, 6) 〈18, 3〉 C3 × S3 120 10 4
O7.98 (0; 2, 3, 3, 6) 〈18, 5〉 C6 × C3 48 1 1
O7.99 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈18, 3〉 C3 × S3 48 4 1
O7.100 (0; 6, 9, 18) 〈18, 2〉 C18 12 2 2
O7.101 (0; 4, 10, 20) 〈20, 2〉 C20 8 1 1
O7.102 (0; 3, 21, 21) 〈21, 2〉 C21 12 1 1
O7.103 (1; 2) 〈24, 10〉 C3 × D8 192 12 1
O7.104 (1; 2) 〈24, 11〉 C3 × Q8 192 4 1
O7.105 (1; 2) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 288 12 1
O7.106 (0; 25) 〈24, 6〉 D24 5760 120 1
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O7.107 (0; 25) 〈24, 12〉 S4 1440 60 1
O7.108 (0; 25) 〈24, 14〉 C2 × C2 × S3 17280 120 1
O7.109 (0; 2, 3, 3, 3) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O7.110 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈24, 5〉 C4 × S3 192 8 2
O7.111 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 192 8 1
O7.112 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈24, 12〉 S4 96 4 1
O7.113 (0; 2, 2, 3, 6) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 192 8 2
O7.114 (0; 6, 6, 6) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O7.115 (0; 4, 6, 12) 〈24, 9〉 C12 × C2 16 1 1
O7.116 (0; 3, 8, 24) 〈24, 2〉 C24 8 1 1
O7.117 (0; 3, 9, 9) 〈27, 2〉 C9 × C3 108 1 1
O7.118 (0; 3, 9, 9) 〈27, 4〉 C9 : C3 108 2 2
O7.119 (0; 2, 2, 2, 14) 〈28, 3〉 D28 252 3 1
O7.120 (0; 4, 4, 14) 〈28, 1〉 C7 : C4 84 1 1
O7.121 (0; 2, 28, 28) 〈28, 2〉 C28 12 1 1
O7.122 (0; 2, 15, 30) 〈30, 4〉 C30 8 1 1
O7.123 (0; 2, 2, 2, 8) 〈32, 39〉 C2 × D16 768 3 1
O7.124 (0; 2, 2, 2, 8) 〈32, 42〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 192 3 1
O7.125 (0; 2, 2, 2, 8) 〈32, 43〉 (C2 × D8) : C2 384 6 1
O7.126 (0; 4, 4, 8) 〈32, 10〉 Q8 : C4 128 2 1
O7.127 (0; 4, 4, 8) 〈32, 11〉 (C4 × C4) : C2 64 2 1
O7.128 (0; 4, 4, 8) 〈32, 13〉 C8 : C4 128 1 1
O7.129 (0; 4, 4, 8) 〈32, 14〉 C8 : C4 128 1 1
O7.130 (0; 2, 16, 16) 〈32, 16〉 C16 × C2 32 1 1
O7.131 (0; 2, 16, 16) 〈32, 17〉 C16 : C2 32 1 1
O7.132 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈36, 10〉 S3 × S3 864 12 1
O7.133 (0; 3, 4, 12) 〈36, 6〉 C3 × (C3 : C4) 24 1 1
O7.134 (0; 2, 6, 21) 〈42, 4〉 C3 × D14 84 1 1
O7.135 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈48, 38〉 D8 × S3 1152 12 1
O7.136 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈48, 41〉 (C4 × S3) : C2 1152 4 1
O7.137 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈48, 48〉 C2 × S4 576 12 1
O7.138 (0; 3, 4, 6) 〈48, 32〉 C2 × SL(2, 3) 48 1 1
O7.139 (0; 2, 6, 12) 〈48, 33〉 SL(2, 3): C2 48 1 1
O7.140 (0; 2, 6, 9) 〈54, 3〉 C3 × D18 108 1 1
O7.141 (0; 2, 6, 9) 〈54, 6〉 (C9 : C3) : C2 108 2 2
O7.142 (0; 2, 7, 7) 〈56, 11〉 (C2 × C2 × C2) : C7 336 2 1
O7.143 (0; 2, 4, 28) 〈56, 4〉 C4 × D14 168 1 1
O7.144 (0; 2, 4, 16) 〈64, 38〉 (C16 × C2) : C2 256 1 1
O7.145 (0; 2, 4, 16) 〈64, 41〉 (C16 : C2) : C2 128 1 1
O7.146 (0; 3, 3, 6) 〈72, 25〉 C3 × SL(2, 3) 144 1 1
O7.147 (0; 2, 3, 12) 〈144, 127〉 (C3 × SL(2, 3)) : C2 288 1 1
O7.148 (0; 2, 3, 7) 〈504, 156〉 PSL(2, 8) 1512 1 1
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Table 11: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 8

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O8.1 (8; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O8.2 (4; 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 256 256 1
O8.3 (3; 26) 〈2, 1〉 C2 64 64 1
O8.4 (2; 210) 〈2, 1〉 C2 16 16 1
O8.5 (1; 214) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O8.6 (0; 218) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O8.7 (2; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 486 243 1
O8.8 (1; 37) 〈3, 1〉 C3 378 189 1
O8.9 (0; 310) 〈3, 1〉 C3 342 171 2
O8.10 (2; 2, 2, 2) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 1536 256 1
O8.11 (2; 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 512 256 1
O8.12 (1; 27) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 8736 1456 2
O8.13 (1; 24, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 1
O8.14 (1; 2, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 128 64 1
O8.15 (0; 211) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 44286 7381 4
O8.16 (0; 28, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O8.17 (0; 25, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 1
O8.18 (0; 22, 46) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 2
O8.19 (0; 56) 〈5, 1〉 C5 820 205 5
O8.20 (1; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 432 72 1
O8.21 (1; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈6, 2〉 C6 72 36 1
O8.22 (1; 3, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 72 36 1
O8.23 (0; 26, 32) 〈6, 1〉 S3 972 162 1
O8.24 (0; 26, 32) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O8.25 (0; 22, 35) 〈6, 1〉 S3 96 16 1
O8.26 (0; 22, 35) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 1
O8.27 (0; 23, 33, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O8.28 (0; 24, 3, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O8.29 (0; 34, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 22 11 3
O8.30 (0; 2, 32, 63) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 2
O8.31 (0; 22, 64) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O8.32 (2; −) 〈7, 1〉 C7 2400 400 1
O8.33 (1; 2, 2, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 512 64 1
O8.34 (1; 8, 8) 〈8, 1〉 C8 256 64 1
O8.35 (0; 26, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 4088 511 4
O8.36 (0; 23, 43) 〈8, 3〉 D8 96 12 1
O8.37 (0; 23, 43) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 24 1 1
O8.38 (0; 45) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 960 40 1
O8.39 (0; 24, 82) 〈8, 1〉 C8 4 1 1
O8.40 (0; 2, 42, 82) 〈8, 1〉 C8 16 4 2
O8.41 (0; 9, 9, 9, 9) 〈9, 1〉 C9 162 27 3
O8.42 (0; 22, 53) 〈10, 1〉 D10 320 16 2
O8.43 (0; 22, 53) 〈10, 2〉 C10 12 3 1
O8.44 (0; 5, 5, 10, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 52 13 6
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O8.45 (0; 25, 3) 〈12, 4〉 D12 2280 190 2
O8.46 (0; 2, 34) 〈12, 3〉 A4 1152 48 1
O8.47 (0; 22, 3, 42) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 12 1 1
O8.48 (0; 22, 32, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 48 4 1
O8.49 (0; 22, 32, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 12 1 1
O8.50 (0; 23, 62) 〈12, 4〉 D12 72 6 1
O8.51 (0; 23, 62) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 120 10 3
O8.52 (0; 4, 4, 6, 6) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 24 2 1
O8.53 (0; 4, 4, 6, 6) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O8.54 (0; 3, 6, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 36 3 1
O8.55 (0; 3, 4, 6, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O8.56 (0; 3, 3, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 12 3 2
O8.57 (0; 2, 6, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O8.58 (1; 2, 2) 〈14, 1〉 D14 1344 32 1
O8.59 (1; 2, 2) 〈14, 2〉 C14 192 32 1
O8.60 (0; 26) 〈14, 1〉 D14 16800 400 1
O8.61 (0; 3, 3, 5, 5) 〈15, 1〉 C15 8 1 1
O8.62 (0; 24, 8) 〈16, 7〉 D16 2240 70 2
O8.63 (0; 2, 4, 4, 8) 〈16, 8〉 QD16 64 4 1
O8.64 (0; 2, 4, 4, 8) 〈16, 9〉 Q16 32 1 1
O8.65 (0; 2, 2, 16, 16) 〈16, 1〉 C16 8 1 1
O8.66 (0; 17, 17, 17) 〈17, 1〉 C17 240 15 3
O8.67 (0; 2, 2, 9, 9) 〈18, 1〉 D18 324 6 2
O8.68 (0; 2, 2, 9, 9) 〈18, 2〉 C18 6 1 1
O8.69 (0; 9, 18, 18) 〈18, 2〉 C18 18 3 2
O8.70 (0; 2, 2, 5, 10) 〈20, 4〉 D20 160 4 2
O8.71 (0; 2, 2, 5, 10) 〈20, 5〉 C10 × C2 24 1 1
O8.72 (0; 10, 10, 10) 〈20, 5〉 C10 × C2 72 3 1
O8.73 (0; 5, 20, 20) 〈20, 2〉 C20 24 3 2
O8.74 (0; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈21, 1〉 C7 : C3 2016 48 1
O8.75 (0; 2, 3, 3, 4) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 24 1 1
O8.76 (0; 2, 3, 3, 4) 〈24, 12〉 S4 192 8 1
O8.77 (0; 2, 2, 4, 6) 〈24, 6〉 D24 48 1 1
O8.78 (0; 2, 2, 4, 6) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 96 4 2
O8.79 (0; 6, 8, 8) 〈24, 1〉 C3 : C8 24 1 1
O8.80 (0; 2, 2, 3, 12) 〈24, 6〉 D24 96 2 1
O8.81 (0; 2, 2, 3, 12) 〈24, 10〉 C3 × D8 16 1 1
O8.82 (0; 6, 6, 12) 〈24, 10〉 C3 × D8 16 1 1
O8.83 (0; 4, 12, 12) 〈24, 11〉 C3 × Q8 48 1 1
O8.84 (0; 3, 24, 24) 〈24, 2〉 C24 8 1 1
O8.85 (0; 25) 〈28, 3〉 D28 13440 160 1
O8.86 (0; 2, 2, 3, 5) 〈30, 3〉 D30 120 1 1
O8.87 (0; 5, 6, 6) 〈30, 2〉 C3 × D10 40 1 1
O8.88 (0; 3, 10, 10) 〈30, 1〉 C5 × S3 24 1 1
O8.89 (0; 2, 2, 2, 16) 〈32, 18〉 D32 384 3 1
O8.90 (0; 4, 4, 16) 〈32, 20〉 Q32 128 1 1
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O8.91 (0; 2, 32, 32) 〈32, 1〉 C32 16 1 1
O8.92 (0; 2, 17, 34) 〈34, 2〉 C34 16 1 1
O8.93 (0; 2, 2, 2, 9) 〈36, 4〉 D36 324 3 1
O8.94 (0; 4, 4, 9) 〈36, 1〉 C9 : C4 108 1 1
O8.95 (0; 2, 18, 18) 〈36, 5〉 C18 × C2 36 1 1
O8.96 (0; 2, 10, 20) 〈40, 10〉 C5 × D8 32 1 1
O8.97 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈42, 1〉 (C7 : C3) : C2 672 16 1
O8.98 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈42, 1〉 (C7 : C3) : C2 84 2 2
O8.99 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈42, 2〉 C2 × (C7 : C3) 84 2 2
O8.100 (0; 3, 4, 8) 〈48, 28〉 C2.S4 = SL(2, 3).C2 48 1 1
O8.101 (0; 2, 8, 12) 〈48, 17〉 (C3 × Q8) : C2 96 1 1
O8.102 (0; 2, 6, 24) 〈48, 25〉 C3 × D16 64 1 1
O8.103 (0; 2, 6, 10) 〈60, 8〉 S3 × D10 120 1 1
O8.104 (0; 2, 4, 32) 〈64, 53〉 QD64 256 1 1
O8.105 (0; 2, 4, 18) 〈72, 8〉 (C18 × C2) : C2 216 1 1
O8.106 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈84, 7〉 C2 × ((C7 : C3) : C2) 336 4 2
O8.107 (0; 3, 3, 4) 〈168, 42〉 PSL(3, 2) 672 2 2
O8.108 (0; 2, 3, 8) 〈336, 208〉 PSL(3, 2): C2 672 2 2

Table 12: Census of finite group actions on Riemann surfaces of
genus g = 9

Ref Signature SMG id Structure epi autg top

O9.1 (9; −) 〈1, 1〉 1 1 1 1
O9.2 (5; −) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1023 1023 1
O9.3 (4; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈2, 1〉 C2 256 256 1
O9.4 (3; 28) 〈2, 1〉 C2 64 64 1
O9.5 (2; 212) 〈2, 1〉 C2 16 16 1
O9.6 (1; 216) 〈2, 1〉 C2 4 4 1
O9.7 (0; 220) 〈2, 1〉 C2 1 1 1
O9.8 (3; 3, 3) 〈3, 1〉 C3 1458 729 1
O9.9 (2; 35) 〈3, 1〉 C3 810 405 1
O9.10 (1; 38) 〈3, 1〉 C3 774 387 2
O9.11 (0; 311) 〈3, 1〉 C3 682 341 2
O9.12 (3; −) 〈4, 1〉 C4 4032 2016 1
O9.13 (3; −) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 3906 651 2
O9.14 (2; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈4, 1〉 C4 240 120 1
O9.15 (2; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 5328 888 2
O9.16 (2; 2, 4, 4) 〈4, 1〉 C4 512 256 1
O9.17 (1; 28) 〈4, 1〉 C4 12 6 1
O9.18 (1; 28) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 26244 4374 4
O9.19 (1; 25, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 1
O9.20 (1; 22, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 128 64 2
O9.21 (0; 212) 〈4, 2〉 C2 × C2 132858 22143 6
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O9.22 (0; 29, 42) 〈4, 1〉 C4 2 1 1
O9.23 (0; 26, 44) 〈4, 1〉 C4 8 4 2
O9.24 (0; 23, 46) 〈4, 1〉 C4 32 16 2
O9.25 (0; 48) 〈4, 1〉 C4 128 64 3
O9.26 (1; 5, 5, 5, 5) 〈5, 1〉 C5 1300 325 3
O9.27 (2; 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 810 135 1
O9.28 (1; 24, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 1944 324 1
O9.29 (1; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 144 24 1
O9.30 (1; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈6, 2〉 C6 162 81 1
O9.31 (1; 2, 3, 3, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 72 36 1
O9.32 (1; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 72 36 1
O9.33 (0; 28, 3) 〈6, 1〉 S3 4374 729 1
O9.34 (0; 24, 34) 〈6, 1〉 S3 432 72 1
O9.35 (0; 24, 34) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O9.36 (0; 25, 32, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O9.37 (0; 2, 35, 6) 〈6, 2〉 C6 22 11 2
O9.38 (0; 26, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 2 1 1
O9.39 (0; 22, 33, 62) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 2
O9.40 (0; 23, 3, 63) 〈6, 2〉 C6 6 3 1
O9.41 (0; 32, 64) 〈6, 2〉 C6 22 11 3
O9.42 (0; 2, 65) 〈6, 2〉 C6 10 5 1
O9.43 (0; 75) 〈7, 1〉 C7 1110 185 6
O9.44 (2; −) 〈8, 1〉 C8 3840 960 1
O9.45 (2; −) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 3360 420 2
O9.46 (2; −) 〈8, 3〉 D8 1440 180 1
O9.47 (2; −) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 1440 60 1
O9.48 (2; −) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 2520 15 1
O9.49 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 1〉 C8 48 12 1
O9.50 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 984 123 4
O9.51 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 3〉 D8 4992 624 3
O9.52 (1; 2, 2, 2, 2) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 16968 101 3
O9.53 (1; 2, 4, 4) 〈8, 1〉 C8 96 24 1
O9.54 (1; 2, 4, 4) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 704 88 2
O9.55 (1; 2, 4, 4) 〈8, 3〉 D8 96 12 1
O9.56 (1; 2, 4, 4) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 288 12 1
O9.57 (0; 28) 〈8, 3〉 D8 46368 5796 4
O9.58 (0; 28) 〈8, 5〉 C2 × C2 × C2 709128 4221 8
O9.59 (0; 25, 42) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 968 121 11
O9.60 (0; 25, 42) 〈8, 3〉 D8 1440 180 3
O9.61 (0; 22, 44) 〈8, 2〉 C4 × C2 560 70 11
O9.62 (0; 22, 44) 〈8, 3〉 D8 64 8 1
O9.63 (0; 22, 44) 〈8, 4〉 Q8 144 6 1
O9.64 (0; 23, 4, 82) 〈8, 1〉 C8 8 2 2
O9.65 (0; 43, 82) 〈8, 1〉 C8 32 8 4
O9.66 (0; 2, 84) 〈8, 1〉 C8 64 16 3
O9.67 (1; 9, 9) 〈9, 1〉 C9 486 81 1
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O9.68 (0; 33, 92) 〈9, 1〉 C9 48 8 2
O9.69 (1; 5, 5) 〈10, 1〉 D10 240 12 2
O9.70 (1; 5, 5) 〈10, 2〉 C10 300 75 1
O9.71 (0; 24, 52) 〈10, 1〉 D10 2000 100 2
O9.72 (0; 24, 52) 〈10, 2〉 C10 4 1 1
O9.73 (0; 22, 5, 102) 〈10, 2〉 C10 12 3 2
O9.74 (0; 10, 10, 10, 10) 〈10, 2〉 C10 52 13 3
O9.75 (1; 3, 3) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 144 12 1
O9.76 (1; 3, 3) 〈12, 2〉 C12 216 54 1
O9.77 (1; 3, 3) 〈12, 3〉 A4 1080 45 1
O9.78 (1; 3, 3) 〈12, 4〉 D12 72 6 1
O9.79 (1; 3, 3) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 108 9 1
O9.80 (1; 2, 6) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 72 6 1
O9.81 (1; 2, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 72 6 1
O9.82 (0; 24, 32) 〈12, 3〉 A4 648 27 1
O9.83 (0; 24, 32) 〈12, 4〉 D12 792 66 2
O9.84 (0; 24, 32) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 36 3 1
O9.85 (0; 35) 〈12, 3〉 A4 2520 105 2
O9.86 (0; 2, 32, 42) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 24 2 1
O9.87 (0; 2, 32, 42) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O9.88 (0; 25, 6) 〈12, 4〉 D12 2280 190 3
O9.89 (0; 22, 42, 6) 〈12, 1〉 C3 : C4 12 1 1
O9.90 (0; 22, 3, 62) 〈12, 4〉 D12 48 4 1
O9.91 (0; 22, 3, 62) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 36 3 2
O9.92 (0; 6, 6, 6, 6) 〈12, 5〉 C6 × C2 108 9 2
O9.93 (0; 22, 3, 4, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O9.94 (0; 4, 6, 6, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O9.95 (0; 23, 122) 〈12, 2〉 C12 4 1 1
O9.96 (0; 4, 4, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 16 4 3
O9.97 (0; 3, 6, 12, 12) 〈12, 2〉 C12 12 3 2
O9.98 (0; 2, 7, 7, 14) 〈14, 2〉 C14 30 5 3
O9.99 (0; 3, 3, 5, 15) 〈15, 1〉 C15 8 1 1
O9.100 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 1〉 C16 192 24 1
O9.101 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 2〉 C4 × C4 288 3 1
O9.102 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 3〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 960 30 2
O9.103 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 4〉 C4 : C4 192 6 1
O9.104 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 5〉 C8 × C2 480 30 2
O9.105 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 6〉 C8 : C2 384 24 1
O9.106 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 7〉 D16 1536 48 1
O9.107 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 8〉 QD16 768 48 1
O9.108 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 10〉 C4 × C2 × C2 576 3 1
O9.109 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 960 15 ≤ 2
O9.110 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 12〉 C2 × Q8 192 1 1
O9.111 (1; 2, 2) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 576 12 1
O9.112 (0; 26) 〈16, 7〉 D16 36480 1140 2
O9.113 (0; 26) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 75840 1185 8
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O9.114 (0; 26) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 2880 60 1
O9.115 (0; 26) 〈16, 14〉 C2 × C2 × C2 × C2 504000 25 2
O9.116 (0; 23, 42) 〈16, 3〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 2528 79 12
O9.117 (0; 23, 42) 〈16, 8〉 QD16 192 12 1
O9.118 (0; 23, 42) 〈16, 10〉 C4 × C2 × C2 2112 11 5
O9.119 (0; 23, 42) 〈16, 11〉 C2 × D8 960 15 3
O9.120 (0; 23, 42) 〈16, 13〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 864 18 2
O9.121 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 2〉 C4 × C4 1152 12 3
O9.122 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 3〉 (C4 × C2) : C2 384 12 2
O9.123 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 4〉 C4 : C4 1152 36 4
O9.124 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 9〉 Q16 384 12 1
O9.125 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 10〉 C4 × C2 × C2 192 1 1
O9.126 (0; 4, 4, 4, 4) 〈16, 12〉 C2 × Q8 576 3 1
O9.127 (0; 2, 4, 8, 8) 〈16, 5〉 C8 × C2 80 5 5
O9.128 (0; 2, 4, 8, 8) 〈16, 6〉 C8 : C2 80 5 3
O9.129 (1; 9) 〈18, 1〉 D18 162 3 1
O9.130 (0; 24, 9) 〈18, 1〉 D18 4374 81 1
O9.131 (0; 2, 2, 18, 18) 〈18, 2〉 C18 6 1 1
O9.132 (0; 19, 19, 19) 〈19, 1〉 C19 306 17 4
O9.133 (1; 5) 〈20, 1〉 C5 : C4 240 6 1
O9.134 (1; 5) 〈20, 3〉 C5 : C4 240 12 1
O9.135 (1; 5) 〈20, 4〉 D20 120 3 1
O9.136 (0; 24, 5) 〈20, 4〉 D20 3240 81 2
O9.137 (0; 2, 4, 4, 5) 〈20, 1〉 C5 : C4 40 1 1
O9.138 (0; 2, 4, 4, 5) 〈20, 3〉 C5 : C4 200 10 2
O9.139 (0; 2, 2, 10, 10) 〈20, 4〉 D20 160 4 2
O9.140 (0; 2, 2, 10, 10) 〈20, 5〉 C10 × C2 72 3 2
O9.141 (0; 10, 20, 20) 〈20, 2〉 C20 24 3 2
O9.142 (0; 7, 21, 21) 〈21, 2〉 C21 60 5 3
O9.143 (1; 3) 〈24, 1〉 C3 : C8 288 12 1
O9.144 (1; 3) 〈24, 5〉 C4 × S3 144 6 1
O9.145 (1; 3) 〈24, 7〉 C2 × (C3 : C4) 144 3 1
O9.146 (1; 3) 〈24, 12〉 S4 216 9 1
O9.147 (0; 24, 3) 〈24, 6〉 D24 2592 54 1
O9.148 (0; 24, 3) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 288 12 1
O9.149 (0; 24, 3) 〈24, 12〉 S4 1944 81 2
O9.150 (0; 24, 3) 〈24, 14〉 C2 × C2 × S3 2160 15 2
O9.151 (0; 3, 3, 3, 3) 〈24, 3〉 SL(2, 3) 216 9 1
O9.152 (0; 2, 3, 4, 4) 〈24, 5〉 C4 × S3 48 2 1
O9.153 (0; 2, 3, 4, 4) 〈24, 7〉 C2 × (C3 : C4) 48 1 1
O9.154 (0; 2, 3, 4, 4) 〈24, 12〉 S4 72 3 1
O9.155 (0; 2, 3, 3, 6) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 120 5 2
O9.156 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈24, 8〉 (C6 × C2) : C2 96 4 2
O9.157 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈24, 10〉 C3 × D8 96 6 2
O9.158 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈24, 13〉 C2 × A4 192 8 3
O9.159 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈24, 14〉 C2 × C2 × S3 288 2 1
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O9.160 (0; 2, 2, 6, 6) 〈24, 15〉 C6 × C2 × C2 336 1 1
O9.161 (0; 2, 2, 4, 12) 〈24, 5〉 C4 × S3 96 4 3
O9.162 (0; 2, 2, 4, 12) 〈24, 6〉 D24 96 2 1
O9.163 (0; 8, 8, 12) 〈24, 1〉 C3 : C8 48 2 2
O9.164 (0; 6, 12, 12) 〈24, 9〉 C12 × C2 16 1 1
O9.165 (0; 6, 8, 24) 〈24, 2〉 C24 8 1 1
O9.166 (0; 4, 24, 24) 〈24, 2〉 C24 16 2 2
O9.167 (0; 3, 27, 27) 〈27, 1〉 C27 36 2 1
O9.168 (0; 4, 7, 28) 〈28, 2〉 C28 12 1 1
O9.169 (0; 3, 10, 30) 〈30, 4〉 C30 8 1 1
O9.170 (1; 2) 〈32, 2〉 (C4 × C2) : C4 384 1 1
O9.171 (1; 2) 〈32, 4〉 C8 : C4 384 3 1
O9.172 (1; 2) 〈32, 5〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 384 6 1
O9.173 (1; 2) 〈32, 6〉 ((C4 × C2) : C2) : C2 384 6 1
O9.174 (1; 2) 〈32, 7〉 (C8 : C2) : C2 384 3 1
O9.175 (1; 2) 〈32, 8〉 C2.((C4 × C2) : C2) 384 3 1
O9.176 (1; 2) 〈32, 12〉 C4 : C8 384 6 1
O9.177 (1; 2) 〈32, 17〉 C16 : C2 384 12 1
O9.178 (0; 25) 〈32, 18〉 D32 15360 120 1
O9.179 (0; 25) 〈32, 27〉 (C2 × C2 × C2 × C2) : C2 15360 40 1
O9.180 (0; 25) 〈32, 34〉 (C4 × C4) : C2 23040 15 1
O9.181 (0; 25) 〈32, 39〉 C2 × D16 38400 150 2
O9.182 (0; 25) 〈32, 43〉 (C2 × D8) : C2 7680 120 1
O9.183 (0; 25) 〈32, 46〉 C2 × C2 × D8 46080 15 1
O9.184 (0; 25) 〈32, 49〉 (C2 × D8) : C2 17280 15 1
O9.185 (0; 25) 〈32, 50〉 (C2 × Q8) : C2 1920 1 1
O9.186 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 6〉 ((C4 × C2) : C2) : C2 1152 18 4
O9.187 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 9〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 512 8 2
O9.188 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 11〉 (C4 × C4) : C2 128 4 2
O9.189 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 19〉 QD32 512 8 1
O9.190 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 22〉 C2 × ((C4 × C2) : C2) 1536 3 2
O9.191 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 25〉 C4 × D8 512 4 2
O9.192 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 27〉 (C2 × C2 × C2 × C2) : C2 768 2 1
O9.193 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 28〉 (C4 × C2 × C2) : C2 768 6 2
O9.194 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 30〉 (C4 × C2 × C2) : C2 512 4 1
O9.195 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 31〉 (C4 × C4) : C2 512 2 2
O9.196 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 34〉 (C4 × C4) : C2 1536 1 1
O9.197 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 40〉 C2 × QD16 256 2 1
O9.198 (0; 2, 2, 4, 4) 〈32, 42〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 256 4 1
O9.199 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈32, 3〉 C8 × C4 128 1 1
O9.200 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈32, 4〉 C8 : C4 128 1 1
O9.201 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈32, 5〉 (C8 × C2) : C2 64 1 1
O9.202 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈32, 8〉 C2.((C4 × C2) : C2) 128 1 1
O9.203 (0; 4, 8, 8) 〈32, 12〉 C4 : C8 128 2 2
O9.204 (0; 2, 2, 2, 18) 〈36, 4〉 D36 324 3 1
O9.205 (0; 4, 4, 18) 〈36, 1〉 C9 : C4 108 1 1
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O9.206 (0; 2, 36, 36) 〈36, 2〉 C36 12 1 1
O9.207 (0; 2, 19, 38) 〈38, 2〉 C38 18 1 1
O9.208 (0; 2, 2, 2, 10) 〈40, 8〉 (C10 × C2) : C2 480 6 1
O9.209 (0; 2, 2, 2, 10) 〈40, 13〉 C2 × C2 × D10 1440 3 1
O9.210 (0; 4, 4, 10) 〈40, 7〉 C2 × (C5 : C4) 160 1 1
O9.211 (0; 4, 4, 10) 〈40, 12〉 C2 × (C5 : C4) 80 2 1
O9.212 (0; 2, 20, 20) 〈40, 9〉 C20 × C2 32 1 1
O9.213 (0; 2, 14, 21) 〈42, 3〉 C7 × S3 36 1 1
O9.214 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈48, 29〉 GL(2, 3) 288 6 1
O9.215 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈48, 33〉 SL(2, 3): C2 144 3 1
O9.216 (0; 2, 2, 3, 3) 〈48, 50〉 (C2 × C2 × C2 × C2) : C3 5760 1 1
O9.217 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈48, 15〉 (C3 × D8) : C2 1152 12 1
O9.218 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈48, 38〉 D8 × S3 576 6 1
O9.219 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈48, 43〉 C2 × ((C6 × C2) : C2) 576 3 1
O9.220 (0; 2, 2, 2, 6) 〈48, 48〉 C2 × S4 864 18 2
O9.221 (0; 4, 4, 6) 〈48, 19〉 (C2 × (C3 : C4)) : C2 192 1 1
O9.222 (0; 4, 4, 6) 〈48, 30〉 A4 : C4 144 3 2
O9.223 (0; 4, 4, 6) 〈48, 48〉 C2 × S4 48 1 1
O9.224 (0; 3, 6, 6) 〈48, 32〉 C2 × SL(2, 3) 48 1 1
O9.225 (0; 3, 4, 12) 〈48, 31〉 C4 × A4 48 1 1
O9.226 (0; 2, 12, 12) 〈48, 21〉 C3 × ((C4 × C2) : C2) 64 1 1
O9.227 (0; 2, 12, 12) 〈48, 31〉 C4 × A4 96 2 2
O9.228 (0; 2, 8, 24) 〈48, 4〉 C8 × S3 48 1 1
O9.229 (0; 2, 8, 24) 〈48, 5〉 C24 : C2 48 1 1
O9.230 (0; 3, 3, 19) 〈57, 1〉 C19 : C3 684 2 1
O9.231 (0; 3, 5, 5) 〈60, 5〉 A5 240 2 2
O9.232 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 73〉 (C2 × C2 × D8) : C2 3072 1 1
O9.233 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 128〉 (C2 × C2 × D8) : C2 3072 6 1
O9.234 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 134〉 ((C4 × C4) : C2) : C2 768 3 1
O9.235 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 135〉 ((C4 × C4) : C2) : C2 768 3 1
O9.236 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 138〉 (((C4 × C2) : C2) : C2) : C2 2304 6 1
O9.237 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 140〉 (C4 × D8) : C2 3072 6 1
O9.238 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 177〉 (C2 × D16) : C2 3072 3 1
O9.239 (0; 2, 2, 2, 4) 〈64, 190〉 (C2 × D16) : C2 3072 12 1
O9.240 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈64, 23〉 (C4 × C2 × C2) : C4 1536 3 1
O9.241 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈64, 34〉 (((C4 × C2) : C2) : C2) : C2 768 3 1
O9.242 (0; 4, 4, 4) 〈64, 35〉 (C4 × C4) : C4 1536 6 2
O9.243 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈64, 4〉 ((C8 × C2) : C2) : C2 256 1 1
O9.244 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈64, 6〉 (C8 × C4) : C2 256 2 1
O9.245 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈64, 10〉 (C8 : C4) : C2 256 1 1
O9.246 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈64, 12〉 (C4 : C8) : C2 512 1 1
O9.247 (0; 2, 8, 8) 〈64, 36〉 (C2.((C4 × C2) : C2) 256 1 1
O9.248 (0; 2, 4, 36) 〈72, 5〉 C4 × D18 216 1 1
O9.249 (0; 2, 4, 20) 〈80, 14〉 (C20 × C2) : C2 320 1 1
O9.250 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈96, 193〉 (SL(2, 3): C2) : C2 1728 9 1
O9.251 (0; 2, 2, 2, 3) 〈96, 227〉 (C4

2 : C3) : C2 1728 3 1
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O9.252 (0; 3, 4, 4) 〈96, 67〉 SL(2, 3): C4 96 1 1
O9.253 (0; 3, 4, 4) 〈96, 227〉 (C4

2
: C3) : C2 576 1 1

O9.254 (0; 3, 3, 6) 〈96, 3〉 ((C4 × C2) : C4) : C3 384 1 1
O9.255 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈96, 70〉 (C4

2
: C3) : C2 384 1 1

O9.256 (0; 2, 6, 6) 〈96, 202〉 (C2 × SL(2, 3)) : C2 192 1 1
O9.257 (0; 2, 4, 12) 〈96, 13〉 (C3 × ((C4 × C2) : C2)) : C2 192 1 1
O9.258 (0; 2, 4, 12) 〈96, 186〉 C4 × S4 96 1 1
O9.259 (0; 2, 4, 12) 〈96, 187〉 (C2 × S4) : C2 192 1 1
O9.260 (0; 2, 5, 6) 〈120, 34〉 S5 120 1 1
O9.261 (0; 2, 5, 6) 〈120, 35〉 C2 × A5 120 1 1
O9.262 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈128, 75〉 ((C4 × C2 × C2) : C4) : C2 512 1 1
O9.263 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈128, 134〉 ((C4 : C8) : C2) : C2 256 1 1
O9.264 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈128, 136〉 ((C8 : C4) : C2) : C2 256 1 1
O9.265 (0; 2, 4, 8) 〈128, 138〉 ((C4 × C4) : C4) : C2 512 1 1
O9.266 (0; 2, 5, 5) 〈160, 199〉 ((C2 × Q8) : C2) : C5 320 1 1
O9.267 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈192, 955〉 ((C4

2
: C3) : C2) : C2 384 1 1

O9.268 (0; 2, 4, 6) 〈192, 990〉 ((SL(2, 3): C2) : C2) : C2 384 1 1
O9.269 (0; 2, 3, 12) 〈192, 194〉 (((C4 × C2) : C4) : C3) : C2 768 1 1
O9.270 (0; 2, 4, 5) 〈320, 1582〉 (((C2 × Q8) : C2) : C5) : C2 640 1 1
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