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Abstract

We study the Jacobian conjecture for Keller maps f : Xp := A" —
Yo := A" in characteristic 0 and attempt to prove it. We are quite aware
of the fact that many people have tried to prove the Jacobian conjecture
before us and hence we stress that this manuscripts is only an attempt.
Our approach is to study the finiteness variety Vy C Yy of f, the set
of points of Yy over which f fails to be proper. We study a general
component V' C Vj of this set by introducing a suitable representation
of Xo which we call the u — + representation. This view of Xy has the
advantage that it allows us to explicitly write down the Jacobian matrix
of f. We then turn our attention to the condition that |J(f)| = 1, which
we interpret as a partial differential equation in one unknown function.
We study the characteristics of this equation and prove that the dynamics
of this is strongly related to the ramification K above V. We then study
the action of a certain cyclic Galois group induced by the w — « action
on these differential equations and prove that the growth of the functions
are bounded. Alternatively we prove the same result via a vector field
argument where we deduce that if K > 0 then the function v~ is in
fact an analytic function around v € V' C Yy. This leads to K = 1 and
as m1(Yo — S) ~ 71 (Yo) if S is of codimension at least two, the Jacobian
conjecture follows immediately.
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1 Introduction

The Jacobian conjecture in characteristic 0 and dimension n > 1 states the
following.

Conjecture 1 (Jacobian conjecture in dimension n) Let f : C* — C"
be a polynomial map such that |J(f)| =1 where J(f) is the Jacobian matriz of
f and |J(f)] its determinant. Then f is an isomorphism.

For a rich account of the history of this problem and what is known about it
see the book of Arno van den Essen ([2I]). In the current manuscript we shall
attempt to prove this conjecture. We stress once again that this here is only
an attempt, even if there should be mistakes then perhaps they can be corrected.

Let us give some flavour of our approach. The main insight is the Jacobian
condition itself. It is most well illustrated in the case of dimension two. Let
f = (f1, f2) be a Keller map f: Xo := A2 — Y, := A2. Consider now the set
of ordinary differential equations given by

dry  6fo
dr ~ dxo
and
dxg o 5f2
dr ~— bz
Notice that this has the solution % =0 and % = 1. In other words the tra-

jectory followed by (x1,z2) leads to a straight line in Yj. If we now chose the
starting values of z1 and xasuch that the (y1 = f1,y2 = f2) trajectory approach
a point v € Vy, where V; is the finiteness variety of f : Xo — Yo, ie. the
set of points over which f is not proper, then we see that the trajectory breaks



through the finiteness variety V¢ at the point v. In particular the tangent of
the (y1, y2)-trajectory does not vanish at v and the trajectory goes through it
at constant speed.

Yet the initial values of (z1, z2) can be chosen so that the trajectory (z1,z2) —
e € T where T" is a component of X at infinity which maps to a component
V C Vy. Here X — X = P2 is a suitable blowup induced by a representation
which we shall introduce.

We have done some numerical experiments for maps which are not Keller and
we have always noted that in the case where f is not Keller, the (y1,y2) trajec-
tory tends to a point v € V¢ but never quite reaches it, i.e. the speed of the
trajectory approaches 0 as we approach the point v.

The point is however, in the case of |J(f)| = 1 one approaches v with constant
speed. One can now ask the opposite question: starting at v, what does the
dynamics of 1 and x5 look like? In general one expects a sort of reversability
of the trajectory, as its image (y1, y2) is reversible.

The problem is however that the map f : X — Y; could have ramification along
I'. Denote this ramification by K. Considering the reversibility of the dynamics
of (z1,x2) one sees that there will in general by K-different branches that the
(21, x2) can follow.

The reason this happens is because of the explicit dynamics of x1, x9 which we
shall explain later. To give an idea we shall introduce a new representation of
X which we call the u — v representation. Here u is related to 1 by u™ = x3
where m > 0 is an integer.

We shall see that the induced dynamics on u is such that

du _ ki1 —i
o = Z%(V)U .

Furthermore as (z1,22) — e € I', where e — v € V}, we shall see that u~t = 0.

The problem is now that for the reversibility, the function u =% has the dynamics

du—K

e —KZQi(W)Ufi-

Apart from the fact that the v might have branches, we see that the dynamics
of u=% is dependend on the dynamics of u~*.

However, if we can prove that the ¢; = 0 if K does not divide 4, then we see

that the dynamics of =% can be reversed uniquely (of course, if it is the case

for 7). This would imply that =% and hence z¥ is uniquely determined by the



trajectory in Y.

This single idea, that the dynamics of z; and xy given by the Jacobian of f,
leads to a (y1, y2)-trajectory that breaks through the finiteness variety, is crucial
throughout our entire work. In particular it allows us to relate the ramification
above V; with the growth of the dynamics of =% and +.

Our manuscript is divided into two parts, the first part focuses on the two-
dimensional case. In some sense things are easier in this case (although the
word easy must be taken with some salt). Throughout we shall illustrate some
ideas with examples of maps which are not Keller. In the second part of the
paper we shall study the higher dimensional case. The arguments are mostly
the same.

Let us now give an outline of our manuscript. After fixing some notation in
Section [2] we give an overview of what is known about the two-dimensional Ja-
cobian conjecture. In this section we focus in particular on the results of the
work of N. Van Chau ([20]), the reader can find much more complete overviews
in the literature, see for instance the book of A. Van den Essen ([21]). We also
mention an interesting idea of van den Dries and McKenna [15] which relates
the distance of images of rational integral points to the finiteness variety.

In Section [B] we shall start our approach for the two-dimensional case. In this
section we shall assume that f admits a finiteness variety Vy which is not empty.
Here we understand with finiteness variety V; C Y, the set of points of the im-
age over which f is not proper. Note that V; is of codimension one, as Yj is
four dimensional as a real manifold and hence simply connected if we omit a
finite number of points.

Notice, that as we are dealing with surfaces, the theory of regular blowups
at closed points are well understood. Furthermore, any rational map between
smooth surfaces can be blown up so that the map is defined everywhere. These
blowups are blowups at closed points, the so-called monoidal transformations.

We shall isolate a codimension-one component V' of V; and construct a blowup
7m: X = X of the projective closure X = P2 of the domain Xy = A2 of f until

we have a line I' in X which maps onto the studied component V' of V;. In
general I will be an exceptional curve mapping to a point x; € X — X, or the

line at infinity of Xj.

Thereafter we shall approach the points of I" via affine curves in Xy. To do so,
we shall write down a local chart of a point e € I' using the exact structure
theory of monoidal transformations in surfaces. In this chart we shall approach
e by a line which is parametrized by the parameter ¢.



Next we study the image of this line in X, i.e. under the map « : X - X.
By introducing then a suitable local parater change ¢ — s, we shall obtain our
parametrization in X of the form [X; = 1: Xy = P(e,s) : T = s™] where P is
in general a power series in s and e. In general the group Z/mZ will act on this
representation, a fact which we shall exploit later on.

By introducing the parameter u~! = s we thus obtain a curve C (u,e), depend-
ing on u and e, which tends to e € I' as u — oo.

The next problem is however, that P(e,s) could be quite complicated. Our
main theorem for this section is that we may truncate P = Y 3;(e)s’ directly
after the first index N where 8y depends on e. In some sense, this suggests
that all the information is contained in the first nontrivial term of P. Thus we
obtain a representation x1 = u™, xy = hou™ + .. + yu™ N of Xj in terms of u
and v = By (e) which has the property that as u — oo,

(.Il,{EQ) € Xg—eel.

Note, this section is quite general and does not require the assumption that

()l = 1.

In Section @] we shall then give an explicit form for the Jacobian J(f) of f in
terms of the u,y representation. Although the hypothesis |J(f)| = 1 will sim-
plify our calculations, it will strictly speaking not be needed in this section. Of
particular interest of this section is the relation of the entries of J(f) in terms
of the ~-derivatives of ag and by, where v — (ag(y),bo(7y)) is a representation
of the component V' of V; C Yy that we are studying.

In Section Bl we shall then use our explicit form of J(f) to derive some differen-
tial equation like conditions on the component V' of V;. We consider the image
D(u,v) := f(x1(u,7),x2(u,v)). We can write D(u,v) = (a(u,~),b(u,v)) where
a(u,v) = >, a;(y)u~" and similarly for b. Here we shall start using the assump-
tion that |J(f)| = 1, both as a formula condition but also its interpretation on
volumes. The main result of Section [ is a differential equation which relates
the terms ay and by with ag and by, where k is the first positive index where
one of ag or by is not identically zero.

In particular we shall prove that kK < N — 2m and if k = N — 2m then we have

the identity
dao(v) dbo(y) _ m

bk(V)T —a(y) &y =%

Notice thus, that if K = N — 2m then we will have the surprising fact that C%"

and ddﬂ can never share a root, in particular this would imply that the map
I' — V when considered as a map of manifolds in their own manner is etale.
Notice that this would imply that V' can have only ordinary singularities (i.e.



self intersections), but in a general sense is smooth.

The results in Section [B] will become useful in Section [6] where we shall study
the condition |J(f)] = 1 and derive a system of ordinary coupled differential
equations. Our representation of J(f) in terms of u and v will allow us to gain
insight into this system of coupled differential equations.

To give an idea of what we shall do, let 1 and z2 be coordinates on the domain
Xo = A? of f = (f1, f2). Notice that the Jacobian condition implies that

0fi 6fa  0f10f2
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Our idea will be to interpret this as a partial differential equation. As it is linear
and of first order, one is encouraged to study this system via its characteristics.
As we have an exact description of J(f) from Section F] we can write down
equations for the characteristics quite explicitly.

More specifically, starting from an initial value v = «(0) and v = (0) we shall
write down the evolution equations of u and ~ in terms of the time parameter
r. In particular we shall set

dxl . 5f2

dr oy
and

dra  df2

dr or

Notice that these equations imply that fs is constant on the trajectory (x1,z2).
Furthermore, we can solve for f; on this trajectory and one sees that fi is of
the form r 4 C.

This implies in particular, that if (z1,22) is a point on the finiteness variety
component (ag, by), then starting from (z; — €, 22) the trajectory (z1,2) tends
to a point on I, if the initial conditions are chosen correctly.

We shall see in Section [7] that the growth of u is strongly related to the ramifica-
tion of f above V. Denote this ramification by K. First of all we shall see that
K = N —2m. In what follows we shall follow two ways to study K, the one is
a Galois theoretic approach and the other is a differential-geometric approach
which uses vector fields and the fact that I' — V is etale almost everywhere
when considered as manifolds on their own. Our main result will be to prove
that if K > 0 then K = 1. With the Galois theoretic approach we shall actually
prove directly that K = 0.

To prove that K = 0 we shall study the action of Z/mZ — (, on the u and 7
in Section Bl Using this action we shall prove that K = 0 (mod m). However,
we can change m to a constant cm by composing f : Xo — Yp with maps of the



form [z1, 22 — x1 + 2§, x2] which are clearly Keller maps and which leaves the
ramification above V fixed. We shall prove that for such maps the m is trans-
formed to ¢m by applying L'Hospital’s rule. This implies that K = 0 (mod cm)
for all ¢ € N implying that K = 0.

In Section [ we shall follow a different approach by proving directly that if
K > 1then K = 1. In order to do so we shall study the pullbacks of differential
n-forms on open balls under the map f. Indeed, let v € V and let e € I' map
to v. We can regard f as a map from an open two-dimensional ball B around
e to an open two-dimensional ball C around v. The dynamics of w and ~ al-
lows us to explicitly write down the pullback f*(wp) of the differential two-form
wo = dy1 N dys.

We shall then study the action of the group Z/KZ given by r — [u — (ful.
We shall prove that the pullback f*(wg) of wy descents to a differential 2-form
w1 on the quotient space

B5 A
which is nonsingular.

Using the local etaleness of the map I' — V (considered as submanifolds on
there own, and not as subschemes of X where f is ramified) we see that we
can find differential n — 1 forms on I' and these can be pulled back uniquely to
differential n — 1 forms on V and vice-versa.

Using this and some local calibration we define a map
fr s HO(B,7*T4) — H(B, f*T¢)

on vector bundles over B. We shall prove that the existence of this map, which
is infact an isomorphism, implies immediately that & = K on the one hand, and
on the other hand that for the dynamics of u the ¢; = 0 if K does not divide 1.
This implies in particular, that if K > 0, then the function =% is completely
determined by a trajectory in Yp. As such zf is predetermined by trajectories in
Yy. Hence monodromy changes x1 to (xx1. However, all our arguments would
have applied to f(:vl, vy Zpn) = f(x1 + €1, .., 2y + ¢,,) where the ¢; are arbitrary
constants. This implies that K = 1 and that the ramification above V is trivial.

As m (Yo — S) =~ m(Yy) =~ {0} if S is of codimension two, the conjecture in
dimension two follows immediately. Hence K < 0.

But this immediately leads to a contradiction, as this implies that the growth
of the differential equations are severely bounded. In particular it would im-
ply that zero-tangent vectors map to non-zero tangent vectors, a contradiction.
This shows that the finiteness variety cannot be of codimension one and the



two-dimensional Jacobian conjecture follows at once.

Our main idea in this manuscript is the fact that the trajectories constructed
earlier break through the finiteness variety. In Section [I0 we shall show some
numerical experiments for why this is not the case in non-Keller maps.

Finally in Section [I2]1 we move on to the higher dimensional case. In this section
we shall study the finiteness variety of higher dimensional Keller maps in exactly
the same fashion as in the two-dimensional case.

After fixing some notation in Section [[1] we shall construct the higher dimen-
sional u — v representation starting in Section by studying blowups of P™.
In Section [I3] we shall then introduce a system of coupled differential equations
which follows the line of thought that we used in the two-dimensional case. In
particular we shall explicitly write down the dynamics of u and .

Similarly as in the two-dimensional case we shall relate the growth of w with
the ramification of f above V', where V is a component of the finiteness variety
Vf CYy=A"

Finally, analogous to the two-dimensional case, we shall prove that K = 0 in
two ways in Sections [I3l and As a result the higher dimensional Jacobian
conjecture will follow immediately.

After scanning the Arxiv (arxiv.org), we could not find work that was similar
to our own. If however, there is work in the literature that follows a similar
approach as ours, we would be most grateful to know about this.

2 Notation for the two-dimensional case

K will denote a field of characteristic 0 which will be allowed to extend as we
continue our studies. For all purposes one may take K = C.

X will always denote the affine plane A% and so will Yo. X = P% and Y = P%
will denote the projective spaces which are the projective closures of Xy respec-
tively Yy. We shall denote by Hyx the line at infinity in X, i.e. X — X and
similarly by Hy the line at infinity of Y. X;,X5 and T will denote projective
coordinates of X, where x1 and x5 will denote the standard coordinates of X
and T" = 0 will denote the line of infinity Hx C X. Similarly for Y7, Y5 and Z.
When choosing X; = 1, we shall write X respectively T for the coordinates §—f
respectively Xll Similarly for Y.

f: Xo — Yy will always denote a polynomial map. When the determinant
of the Jacobian matrix of f is identically one, i.e. the map is globally etale,



then we shall call f a Keller map. Vy C Yy will denote the finiteness variety of
f, i.e. the set of points of Y,y over which f fails to be proper.

Remark 1 Because a Keller map is etale, emptyness of the finiteness variety
implies that f is infact an isomorphism, as A% is simply connected.

We shall often use the homogenoues decomposition of f, i.e. writing f = (f1, f2)

we shall consider _
fi= ZF;(M,CCQ)
j<d

where the F}; are homogenous.

Let W C Y, be a closed subset of Yy. For a point y € Yy, we shall write
d(y, W) for the distance between y and W, i.e. the infimum of ||y — w|| where w
ranges over W. Note the infimum is in fact a minimum, as W is closed inside Yj.

The following is known about the irreducible components V' C Yy of the finite-
ness variety.

Theorem 1 (Van Chau ([20] , [19])) The components of Vy are pure of codi-
mension one. Furthermore, an irreducible component V is the image of polyno-

mial trajectory v — (p1(7), p2(7)).

In his paper Van Chau ([20], see also [19] in particular Theorems 3 and 4) the
author provides an exact description of the degrees of p; and ps. Indeed, let d;
and dy be the degrees of f1 and fa, where f = (f1, f2). Then the author proves

that
di _ deg(p1)
dy  deg(p2)

Following Van Chau, in particular this implies that Vy cannot contain a smooth
complex projective line as per the Abhyankar-Moh Theorem (Abhyankar-Moh
[1]) this would imply that one can transform this component to y; = 0, contra-
dicting Van Chau’s theorem.

Bass, Connell and Wright ([3]) proved that it suffices to study Keller maps of
degree maximally three. Of special interest to us will be the following theorem
of Druzkowski.

Theorem 2 (Druzkowski ([5], [6], [7])) It suffices to consider maps of the
form
z =z + (Az)’,

where A is a square nilpotent matriz

Remark 2 See also the work Gorni and Zampieri ([8])).

Lastly we state an interesting observation of Van den Dries and McKenna ([15])
regarding the images of integral points.



Theorem 3 (Van den Dries and McKenna ([15])) Assume that f is Keller
and defined over Z. Then we have the following inequality for all points x € Z™:

d(f(x),Vy) < 1.

3 Blowups of P2

In this section we shall start our studies of the finiteness variety of a Keller map
f:Xo=A% =Yy =A%
Our main theorem will be the following.

Theorem 4 Let V be a component of the finiteness variety. Then V can be
parametrized by

V = (ao(7),bo(7))

where ag and by are polynomials. Furthermore, we can find representation pa-
rameters u, v and constants m, N and hg,..,hny—_1 € C such that the curve

Cly,u) = (x1 = u™, x2 = hou™ + .. + hy_1u* TN 4 4um=N)

is such that R
(€ (v, u)) = (ao(v),bo(7))

as u — oo.
Consider the induced rational map
f:X=P25P2=Y.

Let V C Yy = A? be an irreducible component of the finiteness variety Vy C Yy

of f. As it is of codimension one, we can blow up X — X at regular closed points
such that there exists an irreducible curve I' < X and a rational morphism
f: X — Y such that f is defined almost everywhere on I' and such that f maps
I" densely onto V. We summarize this in the following theorem.

Theorem 5 There exists an extension of number fields K1/K and a proper
birational morphism m : X = X and a divisor T < X such that the map f
extends to a rational morphism X =Y which is defined almost everywhere on
I'. The morphism f maps T densely onto V' and induces a finite cover of curves

f|p :I'—= V.
Furthermore, the morphism X Xisa sequence of blowups
X=X, Xn 1= =Xo=> X=X

where each
Xi+1 — Xl

is a regular blowup at the closed point x; € Xi(K1). The image of I' under the
map w: X — X is a point x € Hx where Fy(z) = 0.
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In terms of diagrams we can summarize the situation with the following.

r-r,x_.x

e s

Y

Remark 3 See for instance Liu [[T]]]] Theorem 9.2.7.

We shall now study the construction of I' in some more detail. Let us start by
studying the blowup Xo — X; = X. This a regular closed blowup at the point
x1 € Hx, in particular at a point x; where Fy(z1) = 0.

Assumption 1 We shall assume without loss of generality that
xlz[Xlzlngzal ZTZO]EHx.

Notice that
Xo = Xy

can be covered by affine open subvarieties of the form

K1[ X2, T[t1]

= ot ) = spec(Kilga, t1])

Us = spec(
where f; is either X5 — vy or T', and g; is the other of X9 — @y and T'.
The next blowup X3 — X5 is the regular closed blowup at the point
xo = [g1 = 0;t1 = aw).

Again we can cover X3 by affine opens of the form

Kig1, t1][t2]

Us = spec( f2 — goto

where f5 is either g7 or t;1 — s and go is the other of these two.

We can continue in this fashion until we eventually arrive at
Un = Spec(Kl [gn—17 tn—l])'

In this case the divisor I' corresponds to the divisor V(g,—1 = 0). We arrive
immediately at the following.

Lemma 1 We have that T is isomorphic to Pt and that V is an affine line
(which might intersect itself and may have singularities).

Remark 4 Compare to Hartshorne [[9]] Proposition V.3.1.
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Let e € Q be a free parameter. Consider now the curve
Ce(t) = [gn—l = tatn—l = e]-

Notice that C.(t) tends to a point e € I' as t — 0. As we vary e, we vary the
points on I' and hence its image varies on V.

We see that
Ueﬁtce(t) N 7T_1(X0) 7§ 0

Hence the image Ce(t) inside Xy induces a curve X(e,t) : U — X, which is
defined on some open subset U C C2. Furthermore, for almost all e € C there
exists a punctured interval I, = (—ae,0) U (0, a.) such that (e,I.) C U.

Notice that the image X.(t) in X, is such that its image under f tends to
fle) e Vast—0.

We shall now try to explicitly write down X.. We consider the image of C.(t)
under R

m: X = X.
This is a curve, where we shall abuse notation and also write C,(¢), given by

Cot):t—=[X1=1:Xo=Q.(t): T = Z(t)].

Lemma 2 For almost all e, we have that in a neighboorhood W C C of t =0
that T # 0 for t # 0.

ProOOF: Notice that Z.(t) is a polynomial in e and ¢. Furthermore for ¢ = 0
we have that Z.(t) = 0. Hence Z.(t) = t"W,(t) where r is some integer and
W, (t) is some polynomial in e and ¢ with W,(0) # 0. [End-Of-Proof ]

Hence we see that the curve maps partly into A? = Xy. Now we have a fun-
damental observation: notice that as X — X is a regular sequence of blowups
above Hx, we have that X(e,t) is the same as

Q.
AURAD]

[1 =

inside Xy. Hence we arrive at the following.

Theorem 6 Consider the curve

Celt) = o1 = 02 = 2

] € Xo

fort € W andt # 0. Then under the morphism

7:X =X

12



we have that
and

ast— 0.

PRrOOF: If we can prove that
ée (t) —eely

then R
f(Ce(t) = fle) eV

would follow immediately. Notice that for ¢ # 0 we have that lim;_o C’e(t) —e
in X as X — X is a blowup above a point in Hx and for ¢ # 0 we have that
Ce(t) € Xo. Hence the result follows. [End-Of-Proof ]

Now we consider the curve C.(t) inside X again. The key observation now
is that we can change the parameter ¢ to bring C.(¢) in a suitable form. How-
ever, this will depend on e. Fix an e € C and consider the change of parameter
t — s. such that Z,(t) = s7*. Notice that this change Q.(t) into a power series

Qe(se) € C[[Se“

which we would now like to explain.

Notice that Q.(t) and Z.(t) induces two functions
Q.:P' - P!

and
Z.: Pl > PL

Here the domains of the two morphisms are parametrized by the parameter ¢.
Notice that for m > 1, t = 0 is a branch point of Z.. Hence locally at least,
as we are in characteristic 0, the morphism is of the form s. — sJ*. In such a
neighbourhood, the function Q. is a local power series in s, which has a positive
radius of convergence. Furthermore, the values of (). can be computed for a
specific (;,s.. For m = 1, the morphism Z, is etale at ¢ = 0 and a similar
argument holds (in which case Q. has only one branch in a neighbourhood of
t=0).

Hence we can write

Co(t) = [X1=1: X0 = Qc(se) : T = 5™

e

which we summarize in the following theorem.

13



Theorem 7 For a small neighboorhood W, C C of s, = 0 we have that

[(Ce(se)) = fle) eV
as se — 0.

Now consider the st terms of Qc(s.). Let i = N be the first index of Q.(s.)
where the coefficient changes as e changes, i.e. writing

Qe(se) = Z Bisfg

we choose ¢ = N such that Sy changes as e changes, but that 3; are independent
of e for i < N. We now come to our main theorem for this section. Let

Ce(se):8e = [X1=1: X9 =P.(s.): T =5]

where

Pe(se) = Z ﬁisia

i<N
i.e. P, is the power series Q truncated at index N.

Theorem 8 We have that
F(Celse)) = fle) €V
as se — 0.

PrOOF: We consider again the notation of the ¢;, f; and g; of when we regarded
the sequence of blowups X,, — ... = X;. Notice that the value of ¢; is given by

lim 2 (Q0(se), sm) = lim L(Qu(s.), sm)

Se—0 i se—0 i
where fi and g; are polynomials in X5 and T'. Let us study this limit explicitly.

Consider fi(Qe(se), s™). We can write this as a sum

fi@else)ys) =D 8ig st ™IHNF (v 4 5.G)F

1,5,k

where §; ; € C are constants and G(s.) € C[[se]] is a power series which de-
pends on the terms Sy ;sY ! of Qe, i.e. the terms after index N. Here we
wrote 7y := S (e).

For indices i, j, k define D(i, j,k) := i+ mj + Nk. Notice we can write

FilQe(se), sty =D_3" 3" bijusi(y+ s.G)F.

Tk D(igk)=r

14



Let » = Dy be the smallest index such that the expression

SN Giasi(y+sG)"

k D(i,j,k)=r=Dy
is nonzero.
Assume that for all k£ > 0, J; j» = 0 when D(¢, j, k) = Dy. Then we notice that
filQelse), s0') = AsDo + O(sP0 )

where A # 0 is a constant and independent of e or «v and hence the limit

is independent from v and G.

Assume now that for some D(i, j, k) = Dy with £ > 0 we have that J; ;1 # 0.

We consider the sum
Z Z Si g (7 + 5eG).
k i,5:D(i,5,k)=Dq

Fix a k and consider

Z 8i g (7 + 5.G).

i,4:D(i,,k)=Do

> bijk=0

i,5:D(4,5,k)=Do

If

then we notice that neither v nor G will play a role in it, as it is 0.

Assume now, that for some k, the expression
> 0ijk
i,4:D(4,5,k)=Do
is not zero. Then the expression
Z Z 8i g (7 + 5eG)*
k 4,5:D(i,j,k)=Do

will be of the form p(v) + scH, where p(y) will be a nontrivial polynomial in ~
and H will be some power series in s.. Notice in this case the factor s, in front
of the H. Furthermore, the information of G will only go into the construction
of H, p(vy) is not affected by G.

15



In this case we note that

. i
lim )
56%0 Se 0

will depend and change as 7 changes, but that it will be independent of G,
because G always occurs with the s, in front of it.

Lastly, assume that for all £ > 0, we have that

> bik=0

i,5:D(4,5,k)=Do

Then neither v nor G will play a role in the limit, only the constants >, j i.3,05
which is assumed nonzero as we have chosen Dg to be the smallest nonzero such
expression.

fi

A similar analysis applied to §;. Hence we see that the limit lim . is either

not affects by the term s~ and in this case also not by the higher terms, or if
it is affected by -, then only by v and not by the higher terms. We are done.
[End- Of-Proof]

The importance of this theorem is that we may study the finiteness variety
component V' as an approximation by an affine line (which might intersect it-
self). Indeed, setting u = s; !, we note that we can write

Ce(se) = C’(e, u)

where

Cle,u) :u— [r1 = u™; 22 = pe(u))

with pe(u) a polynomial in u and u~!. Here p.(u) is essentially a constant

polynomial, except for the term E(e)u™ " which changes as e changes. Here
E(e) = Bn(e) is some algebraic function of e (which might have branches).

Set v = E(e). Note that for a specific v, there may be several e such that
E(e) = ~. However, changing 7 also changes the branches of E : e — ~. Notice
however, that we may view p.(u) solely as a polynomial in u, u~! and 7 and
hence also C' = C (7, u).

Consider now the image of C'(y,u) under f. It maps to a curve D(v,u) which
has the property that D(y,u) — V as u — oo and this limit point changes as

changes.

Hence we see that D(v,u) involves only terms of v and u~!. Furthermore, we
see that V is parametrized by two polynomials in 7, i.e.

V= (ao(7), bo(7))-

16



In particular we can write

FC(w) = 13 ailyu, Y by € Yo,

Hence we see that we have a map

fspec(Clu™t,9]) = Yo
and for v~ this maps to V. In particular, for generic v, where 'mc‘l)—,(ﬁ) and %}YW)
do not both vanish simultaneously, we see that ~ is a local parameter for I'

around e € T', here local parameter means in the analytic sense (note v need
not be in Kx = C(Xp) = C(X) but is in the analytic completed local ring of e).

Let us now consider again the relation between e and +. From the representa-
tion 77 = u™ and 3 = Y Biu™ " + yu™ Y we see that C(Xo) € C(u,~) and
the latter is an extension of degree m. In particular we see that e = Q(vy,u™!)
for some rational function Q € C(y,u™!). Now let e € I'. Notice that this
corresponds to u~! = 0 and hence as e varies on I' we see that e = Q(7,0). Let
e € I' ~ P! be a point such that the map Q(—,0) : P! — P! is not ramified
above e. Let ~v1,..,7- be the values of v above e and assume that e has been
chosen such that all of the v; are finite.

Lemma 3 For generic e we have that u_Al and v — ~y; are local parameters for
the completed local ring of X ate €' C X.

Proor: Consider Z.(t). For our curve we chose the representation g,—1 = ¢
and ¢,—1 = e. Hence the function ¢ is a local parameter together with e at o
(not just in the completed local ring but also in X itself).

Write Z.(t) = t™Zy(e,t).Notice that for generic eq with Zy(ep,0) # 0 we have
that A )
Z = Zy(e,t)m € Clle — e, t]].

Furthermore, for almost all ¢ we have that

v =i € Clle — eg,u™']]

We have that both % and % exist. We see thus that locally in around g
57
ot
The result follows. [End-Of-Proof ]

T AR R Y )
e
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Remark 5 Let U(r) : R — X be a curve in X. If U(c) =e e C X and is
smooth there in the sense that its derivatives exist in the tangent space around
Y0, then after choosing a branch of u,~y we can write u™' = u=1(r) and v = v(r).
It needs to be stressed that this can only be done once AFTER choosing a branch

du”?t

of w and ~y. In this case we see that both “4—|. and ’;—Z|C exist as u~t and y are
analytic functions around e € T and hence analytic functions of r if ¥(r) € C*.

We would like to remark on the above and the blowup U,, — U,,_1. We had that
tn—1 was defined by t,,_19,-1 = fn—1. However, we could also have studied a dif-

ferent chart, namely the chart defined by v,,—1 fn—1 = gn—1 Where v,_1 = tnl,l .

In this case we see that the curve C.(t) induces v,_1 = % and f,_1 = et. We

thus see that the tangent of C.(¢) at t = 0 is in C¢ f,,—1 and its projection onto
C(S’L)n,l is 0.

Lastly, before we end this section we would like to comment on trajectories in
Xo which tend to a point e € I' C X.

Lemma 4 Assume that
U(r): R — Xo C X, 7 — (21(r), 22(r))
is a trajectory in Xo which tends to a point
ecTcX

as r — ¢ and such that x1(r) does not tend to 0. Let vy be a value of v which
maps to e. Then there exists a branch u,~y such that U(r) lifts to a curve in the
u — 7 plane which tends to vo as r — c.

We would now like to comment on the condition that z1(r) does not tend to 0.
Notice that we can adjust our map f to arrange that this is always the case.
Indeed, T is constructed from blowups in the plane at infinity 7' = 0 and the first
blowup takes place at [X1 = 1: Xy = hg : T = 0]. Hence if (z1,22) = e €T,
then z7 cannot tend to 0 (see Assumption [IJ).

We would also like to illustrate by example how to obtain the u — v representa-
tion. For this we shall calculate three examples which we shall always refer to
throughout this paper.

Let X = P2 and denote by X1, Xs,T" homogenous coordinates for X. Con-
sider the blowup X; of X at [X; = 1: X9 = 0: T = 0]. This induces a line
X T

parametrized by u where xo = tu, here xo = = and t = < Now blowup X,

at w =2 and ¢ = 0 to obtain X,. The exceptional curve here is parametrized
by w where t = w(u — 2). Lastly blowup X3 at w = 1 and u = 2 to obtain X3
with exceptional curve I' parametrized by v where w — 1 = v(u — 2).

18



Now consider the s-curve (u = 2+s,v = e+s) approaching a point (v = 2,v = e)
on I'. We can backtrack to find a s-curve in terms of X5 and T. Indeed, w is
given by

w(s) =1+ es + s°.

Furthermore, backtracking further, we have
t(s) = w(u—2) =s+es® +s°
and lastly we obtain for
To(s) = ut = 25 + 52 + 2es? + es® + 25% + 1.

The first of order of business is to write ¢(s) = z where z is some parameter.
Notice that we have

s=z—ez? — 23 +2e%23 + O(2Y).

Substitung this into z2(s) we obtain x5 = 22+ 2% — e23 + O(z%). We would now
like to illustrate we can truncate x4 at degree 3, i.e. only consider the trajectory
(X1 =1:Xo=22+22—ez®: T =2].

Indeed, one sees immediately that u(z) is given by 2+ 2 — ez? and notice u — 2
as z — 0. Furthermore,

as z — 0. Laslty

as z — 0.

The example above was for the projective space P? on its own. Let us now
consider an example where we have a morphism.

Let fo : Xo — Yo be given by [x1, 2] — [z122 + 23, z172]. Notice that this map
admits the finiteness variety Vi, =V = (¢, €) where € € C.

We blowup X = P? once at X; = 1; X, = 0;T = 0 to obtain the component I'

which maps to V. We obtain the representation 1 = u and x5 = eu™".

Consider now the map f; : Zo = A2 25 X, Jo, Yy where

go(z1,22) = [21, 22 + 2.
Notice that g is Keller. Blowing up we obtain the representation

T =" —l—”yv*2,:1:2 = —p?
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where v = %6. One can also deduce this representation in another way, without
blowing up.

Indeed notice that 2o = x5 — 22 = eu™ — u? and 2; = x1 = u. We shall see
later on that zo must have the representation zo = —v? for some parameter v.

Hence we see

2

—v? = —u?[l — eu™?)

and hence

v =zuy/[1 —eu3] = +ull — %u_3 +..].

Hence u = :I:v[1+§v_3+..]. Subsituting this into z; and applying the truncation
theorem we arrive at 21 = v + %v‘Q.

4 The Keller condition and the Jacobian matrix

In this section we shall continue our study of the components of the finiteness
variety. Before we state our main results, we recall our main result of the
previous section:

Theorem 9 There exists an affine curve, parametrized by v, given by
Cly,u) tu— [z =u™ : zy = hou™ + hpu™ ' + .. +y.u™ V]

which is such that

f(Cyu) » vy eV
as u — oo. Furthermore, v, € V changes as -y changes.

We can write R
D(77 u) = f(C(/% ’U,)) = [a(77 u)? b(77 u)]

where a respectively b are polynomials in v and u~*.

Let us fix some notation before stating the main results. We may write
a(y,u) = ap(y) + a1 ()u"" +as(y)u? + ..,

and similarly for
b(v,u) = bo(v) + bi(y)u™" + ba(y)u? + ...

The points of V' are given by

v = (ao(7), bo(7))-

dbo

Definition 1 We shall say that a choice v = g is admissible if ‘%) and o

are both nonzero.
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For an admissible v = 7, we can write

a(o + 6,u) = a(vo, u) + X1 (Y0, u) + 62 x2 (0, u) + ...

and similarly for

b(’YO + 5; U) = b(’YOvu) + 51/}1 (707’“) + 521/}2(707’“) + ..

where ; and 1; are some polynomials in v, v and u~!. Notice that the y;
and v; only depend on the 7 and u and are all polynomials in vy and u™?.

Furthermore, y1 = §—$ and ¢y = %-

Let us state our main result.

Theorem 10 We have the following representation of J(f) in terms of u and

u Ngxirs N-m
(="
T3 PrulN=m

where r3 is given by the following expression:

% — PruN T mhou™ " + (m — D) hgu™ 2 + ..

mum—l

r3 =
We devote the rest of this section to proving this.

Fix a u. Let g := g,..(Y1,Y2) be the local inverse of f above f(C(vo,u)), i.e.
a local inverse of f such that

9(D(v0,u)) = Clyo,w).
Let p be a prime such that all coefficients of C are p-adically integral.

Lemma 5 There exists an € > 0 such that for v(d) > ¢ we have that

g(D(v0 + 6,u)) = C(vo + 0, u).

PROOF: f is etale and hence for some small p-adic neighboorhood U around
C(v0,u) we have that g(f(U)) =U. [End- Of-Proof ]

Now we consider the Jacobian J(f) of f at C(vo,u). Write

Jl = [7“4 —7”2]



Furthermore, write
9(ao(70) + Y1,b0(70) + Y2) = Co + C1(Y1,Y2) + C2(Y1,Y2) + ...
where the C; is the degree ¢ homogenous terms of g.

Lemma 6 We have that Cy = C(~g,u).

Lemma 7 We have that
Y] r —ra| | V]
_ -1 | Y1 _ | T4 2 1
=)= 1
where J is the Jacobian J(f) of f at C(yo,u).
By Kramer’s theorem we have that

J7HY1,Ys) = (Yira — Yarg, Yory — Yi73).

Setting ,
Y1 = dx1(v0,u) + 0 x2(v0, u) + ...

and
Yy = 641 (70, u) + 6%a(v0, u) + ...
we now study what g(Y7,Y3) could be. We keep ¢ a free parameter.

Lemma 8 We have that

g(ao(y0) + Y1,b0(70) + Y2) = (™, > hau' + (0 + 8)u™ )

m>i>m—N
= C'(vo,u) + (O,um_Né).

Notice however, that we can choose ¢ freely, as long as v(d) > €. This places a
large restriction on J~!' which we now explain. Indeed, notice that C;(Y1,Ys)
are all expressions which involve 52 for i > 2. Hence we can write

g(Y1,Y2) = C(v0,u) + J ' (Y1, Y2) + O(5%).

Here we note that

7 ] = [ ) + o

Lemma 9 We have that x1r4 — Y172 = 0.

Proor:  This follows from Lemma Indeed, if the expression above was
nonzero then this would imply a change in x; = «™ which is a contradiction.
[End- Of-Proof]
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Lemma 10 We have that Y11 — x1r3 = u™ V.

Proor: This is similar as above, where we note that the terms C; for ¢ > 2
only involves §2 terms. [End-Of-Proof)
Furthermore, we know that |J(f)| = 1, hence rry — rorg = 1. Hence we

can solve for rq,ro, r3 and r4. We obtain

Theorem 11 We have that r4 = Y1u¥ ™ and ro = x1u’N ™. Furthermore, r3
1s free and r1 is then given by

_xars+umV

V1

1

Remark 7 In general we have

_xars+ [T () lum =N
U1 '

Now we shall study the free parameter r3. Indeed, we can write

1

u +x173 N—m
J(f) = g xXiu
(f) " Py
Define 5D
OPO) oy, ), buy, )]

to be the partial derivative of D in u (notice that it is a vector). In this case

we have that

ay(y,u) = —ay(Y)u"? = 2ax(y)u"> — ..

and similarly for

bu (7, u) = —b1(Y)u"2 — 2ba(yY)u™3 — ...

For a fixed v we thus see that

ay]  dD(y,u) dCA'(”y,u) _ mu™
M == D T mhgum - m - Db £
= _— wjst xau " "
rs PrulN=m | [mhou™ ! + (m = Dhyu™ =2 4 .|
We see thus that
mu™ g + 1ﬁluN_m[mhoum_l + (m — 1)h1“m_2 + o] =y

hence we can solve for r3 as

r by — wluNim[mho’u,mil + (m - 1)h1um72 + ]
3 = .

mumfl
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Lastly, we would like to deal with some corner case, i.e. for instance when one

of 420 or 9% ig jdentically zero, or if m = 0.
dvy dy ’

If one of C%" or Clli—bn;’ is identically zero, then this would imply that the com-
ponent V' is a straight line. However by Van Chau ([20]) this cannot be the
case. Lastly, consider what happens if m = 0. Then (ag(Y), bo(7y)) would be a
single point, which can also not happen.

Let us illustrate our equations with an example. Recall the map fy constructed
in the examples of Section Bl Consider fo(z1,22) = (v122, 2122 + 23). Notice

that in this case there is a finite variety in Yy, namely the line C := (e, €) as
ee€ C2
Notice that we can approach C with the curve x; = t, zo = et~'. In our

notation, this would imply that m = 1 and L = 1. The Jacobian of f in this
representation is given by

To 1+ 2x9

_ [et™? t
et t42a7

Furthermore, the determinant of the Jacobian is given by

0= )

|J(f)| = 223 = 26t 2.

Let us bring this into relation with our standard w, v representation of J(f), that
we deduced earlier on. We have that a(vy,u) = € and b(vy,u) = € + €2t 2. Hence
a, = 0 and y; = 1. Furthermore we have that b, = —2¢* 3 and ¥, = 1+2¢t~2.

Hence we see that if we write

then ro = t¥y; and ry = t¥9)1, as expected. Let us study r3. Notice that
r3i=et ' = —2e%t73 — t(1 + 2et™?)[—et 2] = b, — tFy [~ Let LY
which fits our expectation. Lastly, note that we have

-1 2%t 247 4+ Let™?
T]I= € =
! 1+ 2et—2

L
which thus shows that r; = U(f)l:/}# which is as expected.
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5 Differential equations describing the finiteness
variety

In the previous sections we constructed the curves C’(%u), D(v,u) and also
found explicit form for the Jacobian matrix at C(v,u) in terms of v and u. In
this section we carry our analysis further. Our main theorems are the following.

Theorem 12 We have the following relation on a(vy,u) and b(y,u):

dbda  dadb o N
5y ou  oyou Y

Theorem 13 Let k be smallest index larger than 0 such that one of aj, or by is
nonzero. Then either k < N —2m and

ork =N —2m and

Fix a v and consider the curve

W (€O = D) = [0
aD

We may ask what S~ is, i.e. the derivative vector of u — D(v,u). Note that

this is given by
Sa dD uieiy
5]-w - 2]

where we wrote C' = [C1, Cs].

Hence we have the relations

da dCl ng
ro——m
du

ou 7“1%

and

ob  dCy dCy

su_ Y du | Vdu
However we can now use our knowledge about the r; that we gained in the
previous section. Indeed, we have

oa d01 N_deQ

Su T T
and 5 N
b . Piry —um™ dCq N—m dCy
5u_( X1 ) du + du ’
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We can now multiply the top equation by 11 and the bottom equation by x; to

obtain 5 i i
a —m

1 — = i —— + PrxuN =2

ou du du

and b e dc
[ _ ,m—N\%1 N—m %2
X135, (Y171 —u ) Tu + x1tu T
Thus we finally arrive at the relation

bo_ 0b L dC

wl(;u_Xlzs_u_u du

Now we notice that % = mu™"!. Hence we arrive at the following

Lemma 11 We have that

Recall that we expanded a and b as follows:
a(y,u) = ap(y) + a1()u"t +az(Vu"? + .+ ag, (Yum"
and similarly for

b=bo(y) +bi(V)ut + ... + b, (7)u‘d2.

Similarly we defined y; and v via the derivatives of a and b under -, indeed
recall that :

a(vo + 6,u) = a(vo, u) + X1 (Y0, u) + 62 x2 (0, u) + ...

and similarly for

b(’YO + 5; U) = b(’YOvu) + 61/}1 (707’“) + 521/}2(707’“) + .

Notice that we can write

- dao dal 1 daD1 -Dy
and similarly
_dby | dby dbp, _p,
wz_dy—i_dfyu + ...+ dﬂyu

where D1, D; € N. Grouping the coefficients of u and the differential equation
relation we obtain some partial differential like relations between the a; and b;.

Interesting is the case of the first ay,br such that one of ap or by is nonzero
for k > 0. In this case we either have that



and —k > 2m — N or

and k = N —2m.

We can summarize in the following theorem.

Theorem 14 We have that k < N — 2m. Furthermore, in case k < N —2m
then

If k=N —2m then

Remark 8 In this section we subtly used the assumption |J(f)| =1 in another
way. The culprit is the term r1. In general one has

[T~ + raxa
U1 '

T =

6 A coupled system of ordinary differential equa-
tions

Now consider again the fundamental relation

O0f1ofa  Of1df2

SIS SHDE

5:171 5262 5%2 5:171 o

Consider a system of coupled ordinary differential equations given by

d:Z?l o 5f2 o N—m
dr T w, M
and
dra _ O _ _,
dr ~— oz 3

Definition 2 We shall refer to the above system as the inverse dynamics cou-
pled system.

Notice that we can solve for v and v from z; and zs.

Lemma 12 f5 is constant along such a trajectory.
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ProOF: Indeed we have that

dfs _ 0fadzy | 0fsdzy
dr Sz dr oxo dr

We see thus that f, must be constant along the trajectory of 21 and z. [End-
Of-Proof ]

Lemma 13 We have that f1(r) =r+C.

Remark 9 Here the assumption that |J(f)| = 1 was used. In general

di

!

Lemma 14 There are no cycles in the trajectory (x1(r), x2(r)).

Let us translate these equations into the unknowns v and . For the following

set
L:=N—m.

Then we have z1 = v and
To = hou™ + hau™ 1+ ..+ yu~E.
Hence we obtain

du = C_’”ul—m% — C_’”ul—m% — C—mul_m+l’z/11

dr — m dr m 0o m

as % = ¢yu’N =™, Furthermore for v we obtain that

v = zoul — hou™tE — hpumtL —

and hence p p p
y L—1 u L ax2
i = =2
dr Y 2 dr tu dr
—[(m+ L)hou™ " 4 (m + L — 1)hgu™E72 4 ..]Z—:
du dxr
_ L-1,, %% L%h2
=Lu To o +u o
—%[(m + D)hou™ T (m 4+ L — Dhgu™ T E72 4 Jut B My

Hence we see that

d L,
ad = —C ’U,QL_m’t/Jl [ho’um + hlum_l + ]
dr m
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L ulapy (mhou™ 1 4 (m — Dhu™ 2 + ...) — by
u

+ 1
mu™m—

—22[(m 4+ L)hou™ " 4 (m + L — Dhgu™ 72 4 Jyputti—m
as ar = —T3.

Let us consider the general term of each of the expressions that go into the
above. Notice that we have

L -m m m— L —1i L —-m
—u?t T [hou thau T = > =t T Ayt
m 0<i<m+L—1 " m

Furthermore, if we ignore the terms involving b,, we obtain that

Ul uPthy (mhou™ ! + (m — Dhu™ 2 + ...

mum— 1

1 . —1 —m
= Ewl[ Z (m — i)hiu?P =" — Lyul=™].
0<i<L+m—1

Lastly we obtain

1
——[(m+ L)hou™ 7 4+ (m + L — D)hyu™ 72 4 Jopyut T
m

_ 1 N 2L—m
_Ed}l Z (m+L—1i)u .
0<i<L+m—1
Theorem 15 We have that (,,, = 1.

PRrROOF: Indeed we have the relation u™ = x;. Consider now a small pertur-
bation € in x;. Choose a branch (u of u and consider the perturbation in (u
needed to result in x;. Let this be n. We see that

(Cutmn)™ =z +e

and hence n = muﬁi,l + O(€?). Notice that the dominating term we can write
as <" The result follows. [End-Of-Proof]

Corollary 1 We have the following dynamics for w and ~y: we have that

du

R T A
dr v &

and

d
ad iuL_m+119u.
dr m
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Remark 10 The dominating term of b, = % is the term —kby(y)u= k1.

Theorem 16 Consider the inverse dynamics coupled system again. Let (u;,v;) =
{(%ﬁ;)} be all possible pairs of u,y values such that (u;, ;) corresponds to at
least one w;. Then for almost all e € I' we have the property that for at least
one i, the inverse dynamics coupled system with initial values u(0) = u; and
7v(0) = 74 is such we have that v — vo and u=' — 0 as r — 0 increases from
the left.

ProoOF: Indeed, let R be the ramification index of f along I'. Then we see
that for almost all e € I' we can lift the trajectory fi = r to R distinct trajec-
tories W1,.., Up in X such ¥; — e = Bn(7v) € T. Let ¥ be any one of these
trajectories.

For almost all e we can lift ¥ uniquely to a trajectory Wy such that ¥ — Yo as
we approach e € T'. In this branch v — 79 together with 4 ~! are local parame-
ters for X around e € I'. As the dynamics of v — ¢ is governed by the inverse
dynamics coupled system the result follows. [End-Of-Proof ]

Remark 11 It is important to note that the argument above only applies AF-
TER a choice of the branch u,~ has been made.

Remark 12 We shall prove later that k > K.

7 Analytic functions

Write K = L — m. Notice that at least formally

du=% —K dby  dbr _y
Furthermore,

dv -k n_ _

e EUK Foe(y) +u  bpgr + -2

It is not a priori true that the derivative of u=% exists at all.

Theorem 17 We have that the derivative d“d;K exists at r = 0.

ProoF: Consider the unit circle S' € C. For ¢ € S! define the linear map
L : Yy — Yy which maps y; — (~'y; and y» — Cy2. Notice that £ o f is still
Keller.

Denote now by u1(s) the function u=%(r = s) for s € [—¢,0].
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Consider now the smooth continuous trajectory [ : [-1,1] — S which starts
at [(—1) = 1 and ends at (1) = —1. Furthermore, let (u°,7") be starting
conditions which tends to u=! = 0 and 49 € I'. The trajectory [ corresponds
to a trajectory I : [—1,1] — Y, which starts at [(—1) = (—¢,0) and ends at
(1) = (¢,0). In general [(¢) = (l(¢),0).

As [ does not wind around V; (we can make e small enough such that this does
not happen) we see that we can lift the trajectory I to a trajectory [inu— ¥
space such that for a pair u,~y at lA(l) the trajectory of u=% and ~ still ends
at o and u=¥ = 0 for the map £ o f. Denote the value of u~%(r) along this
branch (where ¢ = —1) for r € [0, €] by uz(s) where s = —r.

Notice that the right limit lim,_,q+ % as s — 0 from the right exists and is

equal to left limit lim,_,o- %.

Let now v denote the function uq(s) if s < 0 and wz(s) if s > 0. Let v(0) = 0.
Notice that v is continuous on the interval [—e¢, €]. Furthermore, as s — 0, the
limit lim,_,o % exists and is finite. Hence by Apostol ([2]) Exercise 5.16 we see

that % exists and is in fact equal to limg_o %. Hence the derivative of u=%
exists. [End-Of-Proof ]

Next we consider the structure of ©~% and in particular the structure of the
extension of discrete valuation rings Oy C Or. Notice that u~! is a local pa-
rameter for the completed discrete valuation ring Or. As such there is a unit
p € Of such that pu=f = x where y € Oy C C(Yp) is a local parameter for
Oy . Here R is the ramification index of T'/V.

For generic v € V, x is regular holomorphic function at v € V' C Y, and infact
we can find a local parameter 4 such that x together with 4 are local parameters
for Yy at v. Furthermore, we can choose 4 such that u~!, 4 are local analytic
parameters for X at e € . In other words we have that

6Yo,v = C[[X7 ’ﬂ]

and N
Ox.. = Cllu"1 3]

There exists a local parameter g € Or C C(Xj) together with a unit h € Op
such that g®h = x. But for generic e € ' we have that g and h are regular
functions in the local ring of X at e, hence they both admit power series expan-
sions g = G(u™!,4) and h = H(u™1,%).

In general we can write

g=u""[go(%) + g1 (H)u"" +.]
If we chose e such that go(9) # 0 then we see that

[90(%) + g1(Fu™" +.]7" € Cl[lu™, 4]
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and hence ,
_ A
A PR Y E) P S Cllu™",4]]

Thus we may write 4 = >_ p;(9)u~" where p; € C[[4]].

Consider now the relation u=%y = y € C*®. As Y together with the 4 form
local parameters at v € V', we can chose a combination of a translation (so that
v=01n Yp) and a rotation £ of Y such that Z—if # 0 along the real line f; =r
and fo = 0.

In particular this implies that d“;TR” exists and is different from 0. Originally

we used the parameter v but it is not hard to see that ‘;—f can also be expressed
in terms of the parameter 4. In general we obtain

du K+1 N
¢ Z @i ()u

for some constant K.

The point is however that K = K. One sees this by noting that we can write
v =Y wi(§)u~" and that the determinant of the map

—1 =

[ A = [

7

is simply g—:fy at points v where I' — V is etale.

Remark 13 Note 4 can also be considered as a tangent vector in Yy. In the
above we regard the map [u=',4] — [u™1, 4] and as v = Y wi(9)u"" we see
that % exists. However consider a map [u=1,~] — [x,4] does not imply that

2_7 exists. Indeed, the notion of a derivative always depends on the choice of
%

coordinate system.
Notice that gg # 0 for generic v € V.
Lemma 15 We have that R < K.

Proor: Assume that R > K. Then

dy dufp p—~dpi Ky
g e ]
—RuS NN " gpiu

As R > K one sees that this tends to 0 as 7 — 0, a contradiction as Z—’; # 0.
[End- Of-Proof]

Lemma 16 We have that R > K.
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PrOOF: Assume that R < K. Consider again the expression
dy _du"p  _px—dpi K
&= a2 2 e ]

—RuSEN N " gipu

Note that ¢o(%) # 0 and po(%) # 0 at e € T'. Hence the expression above which
tends to oo as r — 0 unless R > K. [End-Of-Proof ]

Hence we arrive at the following:
Theorem 18 For generic rotations L the K is the ramification index of I'/V .
As by-product from our work earlier on we obtain the following.

Lemma 17 There exists a function u : [—¢,0] — C such that p = > p;(§)u~"
and such that u=%p € C*. Furthermore u(0) # 0.

Next we consider the unit p.

The following theorem is useful.

Theorem 19 Let ¢ : [—€,0] = C be in C™ and let e € Q4 — N, ie. € is a
proper positive fraction. Then for all ¢ : [—¢,0] = C with ¢ € C*° we have that

) w—¢{ o}
1m = .
r—0 7€ o0

In other words, the limit is either O or diverges.

PROOF: We can write 1 — ¢ = > ¢;7* where the ¢; € C. The theorem follows
at once from the fact that e is not integral by inspecting the first ¢; # 0. [End-
Of-Proof|

Set x =uFu. As

du K+1 —j
A O

du—K »
ar _KZqu ..

we see that

Notice that we have

w = [ 1= -k [ g

Jj=20

and hence we see that

=K e [lgun
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8 Galois action of Gal(Kx(u)/Kx) ~ Z/mZ on u
and the v

In this section we shall study the action of Gal(Kx (u)/Kx) ~ Z/mZ on u and
the 7. Let 0 € Gal(Kx(u)/Kx) ~ Z/mZ denote the action u — (,u. Here
we regard Z/mZ as the group action on the branches of u,~. Notice that the
x1, X2 are fixed by this.

Consider now the ou = (,u-branch of u,y. We consider the dynamics of
ou = (pu along this branch. We consider the system where fi = r and fy = 0.

Let P(y1,y2,u) = 0 be the minimal polynomial of u in Ky (u). Notice that

oP

Z -0

011
As g‘% = 11if i = 1 respectively 0 if ¢ > 1 we see that the function 1;57“1 € Ky (u).
In fact we have (?7“1 = Q(y1, Y2, u) where @ is some rational function in the y;

and u.

Furthermore P is also a minimal polynomial for cu. It follows at once that

0 0
% = Q(ylvaaau) = UQ(ylay27U) = U(S_yu;'

Hence we arrive at the following lemma:

Lemma 18 We have that the Galois conjugate

ou dou
o— = —.
d0y1 oy
Notice however that
dou _ . du
dr — ™dr’

We have proven earlier that

0 1 0
u KL Y2

Sy1 m oy

Hence we have

6Ys du  dCu
K+19Y%2 _ . du _ acu
Gm o7y G dr dr

_dou  du g0

B
It follows that

)
oy ™Gy
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Notice also that the reduction of ‘;ﬁ along u~! is simply ‘%_2 where 75 respec-
tively 7 denotes the classes of the reductions of ys respectively v. To see this

we note that y2 € C[[u™?,7]].
Hence we see in the reduction the relation

Y2

o2 o2
0

o =
We shall now prove that K = 0.

=K

Theorem 20 We have that K = 0.

We shall devote the rest of this section to proving this.

Let ¢ € N. Consider the map Xy — Xg =: Zy where
[X1, ., xn] = [21 = 21 + 5, 22 = 23]

Notice that this induces a map Zy — Xog — Yy. We can apply exactly the same
analysis to Zy — Y to obtain a v — 4 representation. In general z; = v* etc.

Consider the representation x; = z;(u,v). By introducing a rotation on X, we
may assume that all x5 = cou™ + O(u™ 1) where c3 # 0.
Consider now the map w : Zy := A" — X := A" given by

[21,2’2] — [J,'l =2z + Zg,l'g = 2’2]

where ¢ € N.

Notice that w is a Keller map and indeed an isomorphism. We may apply all
of the above to the map f, := fow: Zy — Yp. Let Q denote the component
above V in Z.

Lemma 19 The ramification index of f. along Q) is K.

PROOF: As w is an isomorphism we see that C(Xy) = C(Zp). Hence the
ramification of w along €2 is trivial. [End-Of-Proof]

We may introduce exactly as above a parameter v, a constant m; and pa-
rameter w such that we have a representation z; = v™! and in general zo =

Sdip™ T 4 wv~Li. Consider now the inverse dynamical system along f1 =,
f2 =0 for both Zy and Xj.

Theorem 21 We have that m; = cm.

Let us prove the theorem above. Indeed as K is the ramification index of both

fw along  and f along I we see that we have that both d“d;K and d”d;K exist.
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Furthermore we can arrange by a rotation on Yy that both are nonzero. Hence
we see that

- K dv— K
.U . ar
lim — = lim —%— #0
r—0 u— r—0 d“d
T

by L’Hospital’s rule.

Hence we see that lim & exists and is nonzero. This implies immediately that
m1 = c¢m which proves the theorem.

Our next order of business is study the relation between the « and the w.

Theorem 22 OnT'(v) we have that the reductions are y = aw for some nonzero
aeC.

PRroOOF: Indeed we have that
v = U™+ (cqu™ + . yu”)E
We see that
(et + .. 4+ yu~™ 1) = [equ™]°[1 + .. + yu~ 1 T]C

Hence
v = w1+ L+ koyuT T L

Thus
v=Cull o ka4

and it follows that
w=Co 14 .. 4 kpyv™ 7™ L.

Hence we see that w = p1(7) in the reduction on I'(v) for some polynomial p;.

But we could have done exactly the same analysis to obtain v = ¢; (w) on I'(v).
Hence we see that at least locally at é we have w = p1(¢1(w)) where p; and ¢;
are polynomials. It follows that w = kv on I'(v) and the expressions for other
parameters follow. [End-Of-Proof ]

—cK

But this implies immediately that ;% = (,¢% must be (.5 which implies

that (¢ — 1)K =0 (mod ¢m). To see this notice that in the reduction we have

02 _ 0 &7
w0y 0w

As we could have chosen ¢ freely this implies that K = 0.
Theorem 23 We have that K = 0.
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Corollary 2 We have that
du~t

=0
0yi

and
& _
0yi B

at e — v = f(e). It follows that u=1(r) and v(r) are C* functions.

0

In the following section we shall follow a slightly different route to prove that
K <o0.

Before we continue to the following section, we would like to illustrate the Ga-
lois action of Z/mZ on a concrete example. Consider again the map f1 con-
structed in the examples in Section Bl Recall that the map f; was given by
[21,22] = [11 = 21 1 22 = 22 + 29] — [y1 = T122 + 23 : y2 = w122]. We also
obtained the representation zo = —v? and z; = v 4+ yv 2.

Notice in this case m = L = 2 and K = 0. Furthermore the Galois action
Z/mZ sends v — —v and v — 203 ++. For y = 2122 + 2} we have the following
expression in terms of v and ~:

Yo = 2 + 37%_3 + 731}_6.

Hence we see that

]
02 _ o + 6yv73 4+ 3y%0 70,
oy

We expect this expression to remain the same if we apply o € Z/2Z. Let us
calculate. We have that v — —v and v — 203 + v. We obtain

o2 4 6yv 72 +39%07 5 = 2 — 6oy 3 + 3[o7]?v°
=2—12—6yv 3 + 3[20% + 4?0
=2-12—6y0 34+ 12+ 129073 4+ 3406
=2+ 67073 + 3720 C

confirming our expectations.

9 Differential 2-forms and vector fields

In this section we shall follow a different route to prove that K < 0. We shall use
the language of vector fields and differential forms in order to do this. We follow
Lang [12] especially his account on Moser’s Theorem (Lang [12] XVIIT §2 and
in particular Proposition XVII1.2.1). In particular we shall use the following
theorem (see loc. cit.) which we shall prove in Section [[6 Theorem B3 for full
generality in all dimensions.
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Theorem 24 Let B be the complex open ball parametrized by z1,.,2z,. Let
w € HYB,\" Q) be the differential n-form w = dz1 A .. Adz, and let x €
HO(B, \"~' Q) be a differential (n — 1)-form. Then there exists a holomorphic
vector field n € H°(B,Tg) such that won = x.

Consider the morphisms

spec(Cllyr. y2l)) <& spee(Cllu™",7])) = spec(Cllu™",4])).

Here 7 denotes the morphism vt — v~ %:

spec(Cllu™",7]]) —— spec(Cllu=",1]))
J
spec(Cly1, y2]])

Notice that at least locally we can regard these as morphisms

cdBL A

where A,B and C are complex analytic n-dimensional open balls, centered in-
finitesimally around v and e.

Furthermore the map m : B — A is a Galois extension with Galois group
G ~Z/KZ acting on u=! — (xu~L.

Lemma 20 The pullback f*(dy1 A dysz) of the n-form w = dy1 A dys is fized by
G.

PRrROOF: Indeed f*(dy; A dyz) = m[u=t]5~1d[u=1] A dy which is fixed by G.
[End- Of-Proof]

Hence we see that on A we have a differential 2-form wy; = mdv A dvy which
is such that f*(w) = 7*(w1). Here v = u=X.

Let T respectively Tp respectively 7¢ denote the tangent bundles of A respec-
tively B respectively C. We shall now construct a map 7*(74) — f*(Tc) as a
bundle map on B.

Notice that
HY(B,7*Ta) ~ H°(A,Ta) ®0, Op.

As such we see that HO(B,7*T4) is generated by the pullbacks of the vector
fields ¢, and (p where (, is the constant vector field along v and (p that along
7.

For each ¢, and (o we shall define a section 1, and iy in H(B, f*7T¢) as follows.
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Consider Cu- Let ¢, = wy 0(,. Notice that ¢, is a differential n — 1-form on A.
Denote by 1, the reduction of ¥, to m(I'(u)). As I'(u) — V is etale, there is a

unique differential 1-form on V which maps to 1. Denote this form by @, = v,,.

Let «, be a differential 1-form on C which reduces to @,. As such we can find
a unique holomorphic vector field 3, € H°(C,7¢) such that wg o B, = .

Notice now that
T (Yo) = fH(aw) = 77 (w1 0 G) = fH(aw)
is a differential n — 1-form on B with a zero on I'(u).
Lemma 21 There exists a vector field x, on B —TI'(u) such that
fH(wo) o x =7 (w1) o xo = 7" (w1 0 Gy) = 7 (ew)
where x, has a pole of order K' < K —1 on B.
PrOOF: Indeed, we can find a vector field x/, such that
du™! Ndyox, =7*(wi0G) = f*(w).

We now simply set x = [u= 15! As 7% (w1 0¢,) — f*(w) has a zero on T'(u)
then so does ¥’ and the result follows. [End-Of-Proof ]

Similarly we can find a vector field x¢ such that

[ (wo) o xo = 7" (w1) o xo = 7 (w1 0¢o) — f* ()

where the aq are defined similarly as the «,. Similarly we can define the vector
field By on C.

We now define a map
frt H(B = T(u), 7 Ta) = H*(B —T(u), f*Tc)

by setting
fr(mG) = 7 (Bo) + fe(xw)-

Similarly we define

fr(7C0) = f*(Bo) + fu(xo0)-

We need to show that the map f; is well defined, i.e. independent of the choice
of a,, and ay.

To do so we shall work locally. Indeed, let U C A be an open subset away from
7(C(u)) and let V' C 7=1(U) be such that 7|y : V — U is a bi-holomorphic
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map. lL.e. V — U represents a local branch of w. Let W be the image of V'
in C and assume that U — V — W is an biholomorphic isomorphism (note by
making U small we can assume this).

We denote by 7y : U — V the local isomorphism and by g = f o 7y.

Notice that we have a map
HO(U, To) 25 HO(U, g"Tov) <5 HO(W, Tiv) <5 HOV, i) = HO(V, Tyy).
Now
Frwo o t7H[f*Bo + fulxw)]) = f*(wo) o [0 t5(Bu)] + f*(wo) © Xo
=7 (w10 G) = fH(aw) + [ (wo 0 Bu)

= 7" (w1 0 (y).

As the differential n-forms wy and w; are nonsingular on W and U we see that
at least locally on the branch the map

felv o7 (Go)lv = [ (Bo) + f(xo)]lv
is well defined.

However the map f, was defined independent from the choice of branch, and it
follows that it is well-defined globally on B — I'(u).

Consider now again the expressions y; = ZY; (y)u™? where the Y; are power
series in the . For ¢ = 1,2 define k; to be the smallest index j > 0 such that
Yi40.

j

Lemma 22 We can arrange that k1 = ko.

PRrROOF: Indeed it suffices to consider Keller maps of the form

[Y1,y2] = [y1 + a1y2, biyi + cayo)
1 aq o
| {bl 01] -1

Let k = k1 = ko. Notice that this corresponds to the k that we introduced
in Section Bl Notice that Jiyjl =Y u )+ O([u™1]).

where

[End-Of-Proof ]

Furthermore, the section f.(x,) € H°(B —I'(u), f*(7¢)) is given by

Syi -y

_ | du—t &
Loo) = Pt 0

ou—1 oy

40



It follows that the section f.(x.) can have a pole of at most order K’/ — (k—1) <
K — k on T'(u) and as such the section f*(8,) + f«(xv») can have a pole of at
most order K —k — 1 on I'(u).

1 1

Now consider the map 7' : [v,7] = [u~" = v*,4]. Notice that we can use this
to express y; = y;(u~1,v) locally away from I'(u) as a function of y; = y;(v, 7).
In particular we have that

9y dyn oy1_ dy1 ~111-K

v oy | — | du—t oy [u ] 0

Sy dyz | T | dyz dyz 0 1
Sv &y du—1 oy

—111—K 41 01
= [ 1]1 K5:s¢y*11 g;{yl
(e i e 5'7!72

It follows that fr(7*(,) has a pole of order K —k for generic %,. But f(7*(,) =
F*(By) + f«(xv) which has a pole of order at most K — k — 1.

It follows that k > K and that fr(7*¢,) = f*(8y) + f«(Xv) is in fact a holomor-
phic section of H°(B, f*(7¢)).

Lemma 23 We have that k = K.

PROOF: See Section [l Theorem [T31 [End-Of-Proof|
The map

fr: HY(B,7*Ta) — H°(C, *T0)
constructed above is independent from the local branches of 7, infact the map

is well defined globally on B as we saw.

However writing
Yi = ZY]‘Z(’Y)Uﬁ

we see that locally the values of f(7*(,) and fr(7*(;) will depend on the branch
unless all Y; = 0 if j does not divide K. Indeed locally fr(7*(,) is given by

Sy1 dyr
& o
fw(W*<v): i i Co
ov oy
oy Iy1 —11-K
_ 6u*11 6’y1 [u ] 0 C
QR N 0 1>
Su—1 &y

|

We arrive at the following.

[u—l]l—K 6y31 dy1
—1 1—K6§yz 55.772 Co
[u™'] Ju-1 oy
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Theorem 25 Consider the dynamics of u=% and v along f1 = r and f» = 0.
Then the functions u=5(r) and y(r) are independent of the branch of u and are
in fact smooth C* functions.

PRrROOF: The fact that k£ = K implies that all the Z—Z exist. The fact that only
powers of u~*% can occur in the expansions of the y; implies that

du”" __KZ () K
dr - qir \7Y

and p
Y ) —jK
P E pix(y)u™’

where the ¢;x and p;x are power series in «. It follows from induction that the

u~ K and v are infinitely differentiable and are in fact in C°.

To prove that they are independent from the branch of u one notes that the
coupled differential equations

du”" —_KZ (K
dr - qir\Y

and p
Y ] —jK
7= > pix(Y)u?

with boundary values u=%(r = 0) = 0 and v(r = 0) = 4° evolve uniquely (they
depend only on the initial values of 4% which are the values of v on I'(u) and
depend solely on the trajectory of =% (r) and v(r) and not u=1(r)). [End-Of-
Proof]

Remark 14 Alternatively note that the yi and yo are functions of v = u™%

and . As such we have a map A — C which is volume preserving, holomorphic
and compact. It follows that u=% and ~ are holomorphic functions defined on
some neighbourhood of v € Yy where v € V.

Notice that this implies for a route f; = r and f; = 0 for ¢ # j we have that
the values of the v and u™ X is predetermined. It follows that the values of
o = ymE is predetermined. Hence the monodromy of winding around V in

Yo changes x1 to (k1.

But we could have chosen the representation x; = x;+c where c¢ is some complex
constant. It follows that monodromy around V' changes z1 to (xx1 but at the
same time changes z1+c to (i (x1+c¢). As c was arbitrary it follows that K = 1.
Hence the map f : X 5 VYis generically unramified along I'. As

7T1(Y0 — S) ~ 7T1(Y0)
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if S C Y} is of codimension two, the two-dimensional Jacobian conjecture fol-
lows. Hence K < 0.

The two-dimensional Jacobian conjecture now follows almost immediately. In-
-1

deed, notice that the growth of dzr and ‘;—Z are bounded. In particular it

implies that the functions 4~! and « are smooth, i.e. they are in C>®. Fur-

dz;l — 0 and Z—Z — 0. But this is a contradiction, as this

would imply that a zero-tangent vector in X maps to non-zero tangent vector
in Yy (recall that the trajectory in Yy has non-zero tangents), a contradiction.
Hence it follows that V; cannot be of codimension one and the two-dimensional
Jacobian conjecture follows at once.

thermore we have

One may ask if we really need the |J(f)| = 1 hypothesis for the argument
above. The only important condition is that f*(w) remains fixed under Z/KZ.
Let us illustrate this with the map fy constructed in Section Recall that
fo(z1,22) = [x172 + 23, 7172]. Notice that fy is not Keller.

Recall from Section @ that J(fo) = 2€?t~2. Let K; denote the ramification of
fo which is two. Ony may ask if we can apply the argument above to K; = 2
instead of K = 0. Indeed, we can and we see thus that =2 must be an analytic
function in C[[y1, y2]]. But this is the case for generic points, indeed notice that
the map f; is invariant under the action o : [x1,29] = [—z1, —22].

However, care needs to be taken. Given a polynomial map
f: Xg=A"=Y]=A"

with
fdyr AN dyp) = xffld:vl A .. ANdzy,

is not enough to infer that fy induces a map from
spec(Clzl, 2o, .., 2,]) — spec(Clyi, .., yn)).

To illustrate this we use the very same example as above, namely the map fy.
Note the argument we just gave applies to the finiteness variety.

However one may ask if we can do the same for f as a map from Xy — Yy and
not looking at what happens at infinity. Indeed, |J(fo)| = 223 and hence

f*(dyy A dys) = 223dxy A das.
But fy clearly does not descent to a map
spec(Clar, 23]) — spec(Clyr, ya])-

The problem is the usage of differential 1-forms on the finiteness variety. Indeed,
above we used the fact that I'(u) — I — V was locally etale, and hence locally
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1-forms on I'(u) are in bijection with 1-forms on V.

However the critical locus of fy is where x9 = 0. Notice however that the line
x2 = 0 maps to a single point (0,0) € Yy and hence the argument in this section
cannot be applied.

As a by-product we would like to come back to the constant k£ that we introduced
in Section Bl Recall there we proved that £ < K and if £ = K then we have the
relation

dCLO dbo

m
— —ag— = —.
Koy "oy Tk
As k = K this implies that the map v — (ao(7),bo(7y)) can never be ramified
and that the finiteness variety component V' can only have ordinary singularities

(i.e. coming from self intersections).

It seems that it cannot happen that V' = (ao(7), bo(7))yec intersects itself and
as Cﬁ%’ and Cﬁl—b,;’ cannot vanish simultaneously, this would imply that the com-
ponent V is actually smooth as a line in Yj (which would also imply the plane

Jacobian conjecture). We would like to explain this shortly.

For a point y € Yy denote by n(y) = #|f '(y)|, i.e. the number of points
of X which map to y. Consider the map X — Y which is a projective mor-
phism. As Xy — Y} is flat and flatness is an open property, there exists an open
subset U of Y such that U := X ®y U — U is flat.

Lemma 24 We have that u — dim H(U @y u) is constant.

This implies that on U the function v — n(u) is constant and infact equals the
degree of the field extension K(Xo)/K(Yy). Denote this by n.

Lemma 25 Fory € Yy — U we have that n(y) < n.

PrOOF: One notes simply that around every inverse image of y we can find
a neighbourhood which maps isomorphically onto a neighbourhood of y. The
statement follows from the fact that w — n(u) is constant and equal to n on U
which is dense in Y. [End-Of-Proof ]

Consider now the curve A := V which as usual is a component of the finiteness
variety. Let Ay, .., A, C Xo be the divisors of X which map onto A and let
I'y,..,T's be the exceptional curves of X, i.e. the divisors at infinity, which map
onto A.

As X — Y, is etale we know that the ramification indices of the covers A; — A

are all one. However, they might be proper covers, and denote the degrees of
these covers by f;.
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Furthermore, in general the covers I'; — A may be a composition of a ramified
cover together with a proper of field extensions C(T';)/C(A). Denote the rami-
fication index of each T'; — A as divisors of X — Y by e; and its corresponding
inertial extension degree by 7;.

As we may regard the divisors of X and Y as discrete valuation rings, and as
the degree of field extension K (Xy)/K(Yp) is n, we see that we have

Zﬁ—l—Zem:n

Lemma 26 We have that 7; =1 for all i.

PrOOF: Indeed I' = V is etale and a cover of lines. [End-Of-Proof|

Let us sketch how we think one might be able to prove the Jacobian conjec-
ture using this insight. Assume that for some component I';, we have that for
two different 1 and 2 we have

(ao(71),00(71)) = (ao(72), bo(72))

inside Yp. Denote this point of Yy by y. Our idea will be to study lines
L:R — Yy where L(0) = 7 and consider the pullbacks in X.

In general we expect that there are at least e; different pullbacks L:R— X

which pass through +; and the same for ~2. Furthermore, if A, the projective
closure of A; in X has the points x1,..,x,, with ramification indices ey, .., e,
mapping to 7, then we expect that one can construct €y,..,€,, pullbacks of L
which pass through x1,..,2,,. In total it seems there will thus be more than n
pullbacks of L in X , which is a contradiction as the generic point on L will have
only n inverse images.

Hence the components V' of V; would all be smooth curves and in fact rational
curves. Hence we can apply an automorphism to Yy and we see that we can al-
ways arrange that one of the components of V7 is a straight line, a contradiction.

10 Numerical simulations

From our argument above it was not always clear where we used the fact that
f was Keller. The most striking example is the fundamental coupled relation

ok SRR =

5:171 5:172 5:172 5%1 o

In general |J(f)| # 1 and is a polynomial in ; and x2, and as such a function
in v and v. When it is a constant, we can deduce that along the trajectory
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(x1(r), x2(r)) the tangent of (f1, f2)(r) does not vanish as r — z; — C, i.e. as we
approach (z1, z2), which lead to a fundamental contradiction in our studies. Let
us illustrate this with a concrete example for the map fy constructed in Section
Bl Recall that fy we given by

fo(x1,m2) = [v122 + 23, T122].

Now let us study the inverse dynamics system in this case. We shall do so
numerically. Note that the system is described by

—— =t+2et!
dr +ee
and y
i) 1
U — et
dr ¢

where 21 = t and x5 = et~!. Simulating this numerically we obtain the following
results:

[step | = | @ | ¢t | ¢ [ A | f2 |
1 —7.000 3.000 —7.000 —21.000 | —21.000 | —12.000
10 —7.000 3.000 —7.000 —21.000 | —21.000 | —12.000
100 —7.001 2.999 —7.001 —20.982 | —20.999 | —12.000
1000 —7.010 2.970 —7.010 —20.821 | —20.822 | —12.000
10000 —7.135 2.714 —7.135 —19.368 | —19.368 | —12.000
100000 —11.976 1.103 —11.976 —13.217 | —13.217 | —12.000
1000000 —88102.339 | 0.000 | —88101.458 | —11.998 | —11.998 | —11.998
10000000 | —1.07e 444 | 0.000 | —1.07e +44 | —11.988 | —11.988 | —11.988

Notice that fo stays constant and that e — fo as well as f; — fo. Furthermore,
notice that % — 0.

Let us now comment on the magical disappearance of (,, in Section [0l There
we deduced that for u >> 0 we must have (,, = 1, else ‘;—Z would diverge. Let
us study this for our map above.

We introduce the variable v given by vZ = ¢. In this case we would have
z1 = v? and z2 = ev 2. Our governing equations would be

d.fCl

2 -2
—— =" +2
o v €v
and
dxo 9
— = —ev
dr

Furthermore 1) = 1 + 2ev™%. Let us start with the initial conditions x1(0) = 9
and z2(0) = 3. In this case there are two possible starting values for (v, e€),
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namely (+3,9).

Let us now simulate this numerically. We shall compare the actual, numeri-

cally calculated, Z—T

v

with our analytic expression which is vi);.

We have simulated the system above with a step size of § = 0.000001. The
simulations were done in Microsoft Visual Studio Community 2015 for C#.net

(see [16]).

We obtain the following for v(0) = 3:

step v | € % | v | % — v |

1 3,00FE 4000 | 2,70E 4+ 001 | 2,50FE + 000 | 2,50F + 000 | —4,586F — 007

2 3,00E 4000 | 2,70E 4+ 001 | 2,50E 4+ 000 | 2,50E + 000 | —4,579E — 007

3 3,00FE 4000 | 2,70E 4+ 001 | 2,50FE + 000 | 2,50F + 000 | —4,586F — 007

4 3,00E 4000 | 2,70E 4001 | 2,50E 4+ 000 | 2,50E + 000 | —4,583E — 007

10 3,00FE 4000 | 2,70E 4+ 001 | 2,50FE + 000 | 2,50F + 000 | —4,579F — 007
100 3,00E 4000 | 2,70E 4+ 001 | 2,50E 4+ 000 | 2,50E + 000 | —4,581E — 007
1000 3,00F 4000 | 2,70E 4+ 001 | 2,50FE + 000 | 2,50F + 000 | —4,610F — 007
10000 3,02E 4000 | 2,72E 4001 | 2,49E 4000 | 2,49E + 000 | —4,842F — 007
100000 3,25F 4000 | 2,86FE + 001 | 2,46FE + 000 | 2,46F + 000 | —6,926F — 007
1000000 5,61F 4000 | 3,48FE + 001 | 3,00E + 000 | 3,00E + 000 | —2,003E — 006
10000000 | 5,14F + 002 | 3,60FE + 001 | 2,57E + 002 | 2,57E 4+ 002 | —1,928FE — 004
100000000 | 1,80F + 022 | 3,60F + 001 | 8,98FE 4+ 021 | 8,98E + 021 | —6,735E + 015

For v(0) = —3 we obtain:
| step | v € % | v | % — v |

1 —-3,00E£ 4000 | 2,70FE 4+ 001 | —2,50E + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,586F — 007
2 —3,00F + 000 | 2,70F + 001 | —2,50F 4+ 000 | —2,50F + 000 | 4,579F — 007
3 —-3,00E£ 4000 | 2,70FE 4+ 001 | —2,50E + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,586F — 007
4 —3,00FE + 000 | 2,70F + 001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50F + 000 | 4,583F — 007
10 —-3,00E£ 4000 | 2,70E 4001 | —2,50E + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,579F — 007
100 —3,00FE + 000 | 2,70F + 001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50F + 000 | 4,581 F — 007
1000 —-3,00E£ 4000 | 2,70FE 4001 | —2,50E + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,610F — 007
10000 —3,02E 4+ 000 | 2,72FE + 001 | —2,49FE + 000 | —2,49F + 000 | 4,842F — 007
100000 —3,25FE 4000 | 2,86F 4+ 001 | —2,46FE + 000 | —2,46FE + 000 | 6,926F — 007
1000000 —5,61F + 000 | 3,48E 4+ 001 | —3,00F + 000 | —3,00F + 000 | 2,003F — 006
10000000 | —5,14FE + 002 | 3,60E + 001 | —2,57FE + 002 | —2,57FE + 002 | 1,928 — 004
100000000 | —1,80F + 022 | 3,60E 4+ 001 | —8,98E + 021 | —8,98FE + 021 | 6,735E + 015

We think we can discard the last rows due to numerical instabilities. By making
the step size smaller by a factor of ten, we obtain the following for v(0) = —3

(and similar for v(0) = 3):
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dv

step v € I | v | % — v |
1 —3,00E£' 4+ 000 | 2,70E + 001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E 4 000 | 4,568E — 008
2 -3,00E 4000 | 2,70E 4001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,508E — 008
3 —3,00E£'+000 | 2,70E + 001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E 4 000 | 4,892F — 008
4 -3,00E 4000 | 2,70E 4001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,387E — 008
10 —3,00E£' 4+ 000 | 2,70E + 001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E 4 000 | 4,471EF — 008
100 -3,00E 4000 | 2,70E 4001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E + 000 | 4,848E — 008
1000 —3,00E£' 4+ 000 | 2,70E + 001 | —2,50F + 000 | —2,50E 4 000 | 4,608E — 008
10000 | —3,00E£ + 000 | 2,70E 4001 | —2,50E 4000 | —2,50E 4 000 | 4,279F — 008
100000 | —3,02E + 000 | 2,72E 4001 | —2,49E 4000 | —2,49E 4 000 | 4,968E — 008

We would also like to cross-check Corollary [1] of Section [fl We have that b, =
—4€?v~?. Hence, according to our prediction, we should have

de _ 1 HL-my _ o2 —4
% = —HU bu = 2¢“v .

Let us check this numerically for the starting value v(0) = —3 and ¢ = 9 (with

a step size of 107°).
step v | € % | 2¢2p~4 | % — 22071
1 —-3,00E 4+ 000 | 2,70E+001 | 1,80E 4+ 001 | 1,80E 4001 | —9,000E — 005
2 —3,00F£ +000 | 2,70E£ 4001 | 1,80E 4 001 | 1,80F + 001 | —9,001F — 005
3 —3,00E + 000 | 2,70E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | —9,001E — 005
4 —3,00F£ +000 | 2,70E£ 4001 | 1,80E 4 001 | 1,80F + 001 | —9,002F — 005
10 —-3,00E 4+ 000 | 2,70E+001 | 1,80E 4+ 001 | 1,80E 4001 | —9,005E — 005
100 —3,00F£ +000 | 2,70E£ 4001 | 1,80E 4 001 | 1,80F + 001 | —9,054F — 005
1000 -3,02E 4000 | 2,72E 4001 | 1,76E 4001 | 1,76E 4 001 | —9,534E — 005
10000 | —3,25FE + 000 | 2,86E + 001 | 1,47E 4 001 | 1,47FE + 001 | —1,389F — 004
100000 | —5,61E + 000 | 3,48E + 001 | 2,44E 4000 | 2,44FE 4000 | —3,235F — 004

With a step size of 1078 we obtain the following.
step v € % 22y~ % — 2e?p™?
1 —3,00E + 000 | 2,70E+001 | 1,80E+ 001 | 1,80F + 001 7,297E — 008
2 —3,00E + 000 | 2,70E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 7,770E — 008
3 —3,00F + 000 | 2,70E 4001 | 1,80E 4 001 | 1,80F + 001 | —2,728F — 007
1 —3,00E 4+ 000 | 2,70E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 4,424E — 007
10 —3,00E +000 | 2,70E+001 | 1,80E 4001 | 1,80F + 001 4,708E — 007
100 —3,00E + 000 | 2,70E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 1,80E 4+ 001 | —1,695E — 007
1000 —3,00F + 000 | 2,70E 4001 | 1,80E 4 001 | 1,80F + 001 | —1,805F — 007
10000 —3,00E 4+ 000 | 2,70E + 001 | 1,80E + 001 | 1,80E 4+ 001 | —2,565E — 007
100000 —3,00F + 000 | 2,70E 4001 | 1,80E 4 001 | 1,80F + 001 | —3,834F — 007
1000000 | —3,02E + 000 | 2,72E + 001 | 1,76E + 001 | 1,76E + 001 | —2, 730E — 007
10000000 | —3,25E 4000 | 2,86 4001 | 1,47E + 001 | 1,47F + 001 1,789FE — 007
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Let us now study the dynamics of the map f; introduced in Section [Bl Recall
that the map f1 : Zp — Y is given by

f1:Z():A29—0>X0£)}/0

where
go(z1, 22) = [21, 22 + 212]

where fo : Xg — Y is given by
[X1,x2] = [T122 + 3:%,3:13:2].
Notice that go is Keller. Blowing up we obtain the representation
21 =" +7v_2,22 = —o2.

Let us now simulate this numerically. Notice the Jacobian of f; is given by

J(fl) _ To + 221(&[:1 + 25[:2) x1 + 229

To + 22121 T
Now consider the dynamics
dz1
Fria
and
dZQ
E = —T2 — 22’1&[:1.
We shall solve this numerically starting at z; = 5 and 23 = —11 (simply random
values) and study the evolution of z; and 29 over time. Note we choose the
branch
v =+/—2 = +V11 ~ 3.317
and

v~ 18.517

corresponding to these values. In each step we shall solve for v and y. We
obtain the following:
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| step HE z2 v v Y1 Y2
0 5.000 —11.000 3.317 | 18.517 | 266.000 | 70.000
100000000 5.526 —17.867 4.227 | 23.207 | 230.471 | 70.000
200000000 6.107 —25.833 5.083 | 26.463 | 201.383 | 70.000
300000000 6.749 —35.182 5.931 | 28.775 | 177.567 | 70.000
400000000 7.459 —46.254 6.801 | 30.439 | 158.068 | 70.000
500000000 8.244 —59.466 7.711 | 31.648 | 142.104 | 70.000
600000000 9.111 —75.320 8.679 | 32.531 | 129.034 | 70.000
700000000 10.069 —94.428 9.717 | 33.179 | 118.333 | 70.000
800000000 11.128 | —117.535 | 10.841 | 33.655 | 109.572 | 70.000
900000000 12.298 | —145.549 | 12.064 | 34.006 | 102.399 | 70.000
1000000000 | 13.591 | —179.576 | 13.401 | 34.265 | 96.526 | 70.000
1100000000 | 15.021 | —220.965 | 14.865 | 34.456 | 91.717 | 70.000
1200000000 | 16.601 | —271.363 | 16.473 | 34.597 | 87.781 | 70.000
1300000000 | 18.346 | —332.778 | 18.242 | 34.702 | 84.558 | 70.000
1400000000 | 20.276 | —407.664 | 20.191 | 34.779 | 81.919 | 70.000
1500000000 | 22.408 | —499.015 | 22.339 | 34.837 | 79.758 | 70.000
1600000000 | 24.765 | —610.487 | 24.708 | 34.879 | 77.989 | 70.000
1700000000 | 27.370 | —746.545 | 27.323 | 34.910 | 76.541 | 70.000
1800000000 | 30.248 | —912.642 | 30.210 | 34.934 | 75.355 | 70.000
1900000000 | 33.429 | —1115.436 | 33.398 | 34.951 | 74.385 | 70.000
2000000000 | 36.945 | —1363.059 | 36.920 | 34.964 | 73.590 | 70.000
2100000000 | 40.831 | —1665.444 | 40.810 | 34.973 | 72.939 | 70.000

We used a step size of A = 1077, At step ¢ = 2100000000 we started running
into numerical instabilities. However we can see that y; — 70 and y- is fixed at
70. Also notice that v — 35 = %yQ.

11 The higher dimensional case: notation

Through the rest of this paper we shall use the following notation. X will
denote the affine space A™ and so will Y. f: Xo — Yy will always denote a
Keller map, i.e. a map defined over C which is globally etale. X will denote
the projective closure P™ of Xy and similarly Y = P™ for Yj.

x1, .., n will denote coordinates for Xy and similarly y1, .., y, for Yy. X1,.., X,,, T
will denote projective coordinates for X corresponding x4, .., z,, where T' = 0 is

the projective divisor at infinity, i.e. X — Xg. Similarly for Y7,..,Y,,T.

We shall denote by Kx respectively Ky the function fields Kx := C(Xy) =
C(X) and Ky := C(Yy) = C(Y).

By the finiteness variety of f in Yy we mean the subvariety Vy C Yy over which
f fails to be proper. Denote by deg(X/Y) and similarly deg(Xo/Yp) to be the
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degree of the field extension Kx/Ky. For a generic point y € Yy we have
deg(X/Y) = deg(Xo/Ys) inverse points in Xy (with exceptions over V).

12 Higher dimensional Keller maps and blowups
of P"

Let f: Xg:= A™ — Yy := A" be a Keller map which is not an isomorphism.
Let X be the normalization of Yy inside Kx := C(Xy). Let V; C Y, denote
the finiteness variety of f.

Lemma 27 We have that V; is of codimension one.

PrOOF: Assume that V is of codimension at least two. Then we have the
isomorphism of fundamental groups

m1(Yo) = m (Yo = Vy)

and hence Yy — Vy is simply connected. The result follows. [End-Of-Proof]

Note that Lemma does not imply that Vy is pure of codimension one, it
simply states that there is at least one irreducible component V' of V; which is
of codimension one. From now on fix such a component V and let v respectively
O C Ky denote the discrete valuation respectively discrete valuation ring of Ky
associated to V.

Notice as X; — Y is finite, there are discrete valuations wq,..,w, of Kx
with discrete valuation rings A; C Kx such that each induced rational map
spec(A;) — X; is actually a morphism and such that the center of w; is of
codimension one inside X;. Denote the closure of spec(4;) inside Xy by T';.

Lemma 28 The subvariety I'; is of codimension one and the map f : X1 — Yo
induces a finite cover of varieties I'; — V. Furthermore, the map f could be
ramified along T';.

Denote by e; the ramification index of f along I';. Notice this corresponds
to the ramification index of the extension of discrete valuation rings O C A;.
Furthermore, the map f|r, : I'; — V induces an extension of function fields
C(V) C C(I';) the degree of which we denote by f;.

Lemma 29 We have that Y e;fi = m where m = deg(Kx /Ky).

Let X denote the projective closure of Xy and we choose this to be X := P".
We also denote by Y the space P™ understood as the projective closure of Y.

Notice that Kx ~ C(X) ~ C(X;). Hence we have a rational map (which need
not be defined everywhere) j : X; — X. In particular this induces rational
maps j; : spec(A;) — X which by the valuative property of X are actually
morphisms.
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Theorem 26 By blowing up X and taking the normalization we obtain a proper
morphism m : X — X where X is normal and such that each w; corresponds to
codimension one divisor which we also denote by I'; C X. Furthermore, the map
f extends to a rational map f : XY (which need not be defined everywhere).
Lastly, f is defined on the complement of a codimension two subvariety of X
and induces generically finite and etale rational maps flp, : T; = V.

PRrROOF: See Liu ([I4]) Theorem 8.3.26 and Exercise 8.3.14.  [End-Of-Proof]
By Hironaka’s theorem ([I0]) we can even arrange that X is smooth.

Our order of business now is to restrict X to make things easier later on. In
particular we shall construct an open subset of X with some desired properties.

Let us first consider the domain of definition of f : X > X.

Lemma 30 There exists an open subset Uy C X such that flu, is defined
everywhere on Uy and such that Uy contains the generic points of the T';.

PRrROOF: The I'; are of codimension one and hence the lemma follows. [End-

Of-Proof|

Consider now the maps f|r, : I'; = V.

Lemma 31 There exists an open subset Uy C Uy such that each f|r, considered
as a map of reduced irreducible schemes I'; — V is etale on Uy NT;.

Remark 15 Note that f could be ramified along T;. We do not consider f|r,
as the restriction of f to I'; but rather the induced map of reduced subvarieties
as such as a map of manifolds.

PRrROOF: This follows as f|r, is generically etale (we are in characteristic 0) and
generically finite and each T'; is of codimension one inside Uy. [End-Of-Proof]

Lemma 32 There exists an open subset Uy C Uy such that each T'; N Uy is
smooth as considered a variety over C.

PrROOF: Note the I'; need not be normal. They are however normal at their
generic points and the lemma follows. [End-Of-Proof]

Lemma 33 There exists an open subset Us of Ua such that there are nontrivial
sections s; of H*(U; N Us, Nr,ju,) where Ny, u, denotes the normal sheaf of
I'; NU;3 inside Us.

Lemma 34 There exists an analytic open subset Uy of Us such that each Uj :=
[; N Uy admits an etale morphism ¢; : Ui — A"~1.

92



ProOOF: Each I'; N Us is smooth. [End-Of-Proof|

Consider again the sections s; € H(Uy N Fi,NU4ﬂFi/U4). Fix a component
I':=T; and fix a point v € I'N Uy.

Let W C Uy be an open neighbourhood of v together with an analytic chart
x : W ~ Z C C” such that v maps to 0. Notice that I' corresponds to a closed
smooth subset ' C Z and that the section s := s; transforms to a section sZ
of the pushforward of the normal sheaf of I' inside W to Z. Now define a map
Yv:TWNT — W as

¥ (te) = x Hx(e) + t.[s7]e]).

Lemma 35 We have that ¥ is holomorphic.

PRrROOF: Indeed, the section s is holomorphic. [End-Of-Proof ]

Lemma 36 Fort =0 we have that (0,e) =e € WNT.
ProoOF: This follows from the definition of 1. [End-Of-Proof ]

Lemma 37 By restricting W we can arrange that for t # 0 we have (t,e) €
Xo.

PROOF: Indeed it suffices to consider a single point such that x(e) + t[s%]|.
does not intersect I'? for ¢ # 0. This can be arranged by noting that x maps
the tangent vectors of I" to the tangent vectors of 'Y and hence does not map
s? to a tangent vector of I'?. Hence for some punctured disc Dy around 0 € C
we see that x(e) +t[s?]|. does not intersect I'Z for ¢ € Dy. This stays true in a
small neighbourhood of e. [End-Of-Proof]

Consider now the map 7 : X -5 P In general it would map e € I' to a
point [X; : Xa : .. : X, : T = 0]. Without loss of generality we may as-
sume that X; = 1. Consider now the map ¢(t,e) : T@WND — W — X
and its projection onto P". Fixing a set of local parameters ~i,..,yp—1 of T’
around e we see that we have map 7o ¥ (¢,71, .., Yn-1) : T ® D — P™ such that
Y i=mo Y(t, Y1, s Yn—-1) € Xo for t # 0. Here D is an open analytic subset of
C"~! around 0 where the parameters of C"~! are the ~;.

In general the image of 1& will be given by power series of the form X; = 1,

X2 = Q2(t7/717"77n—1)7 ceey X’ﬂ = Qn(ta’ylw'u/}/n—l) and T = T(t7717--77n—1)
where the @Q; and T are elements of C[[t, 1, .., Yn—1]]-
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Notice that by restricting D we can arrange that the ¢-order of T'(¢,v1, .., Yn—1)
is constant on D, i.e.

T(tu/yla "7711—1) = tm[T(t7717 "7’777,—1)]

where

T(Ovp)/la "7'-)/77«*1) 3& 0.

Hence, similar as in the two-dimensional case, we can find an element s such
that T(¢,71, .., Yn—1) = s™. Note that this might branch above 1, .., v,—1 how-
ever by restricting D we can arrange that Cl[t,v1, .., Yn—1]] = C[[$, V1, --s Yn—1]]-

Similar as in the two-dimensional case we thus obtain a representation, which
we call also the u — ~ representation, such that z; = u™, 2o = > X2u™*
and in general z; = Y X7u™"* where the X7 € C[[v1, .., ¥n_1]] with the prop-
erty that for fixed 40 := [7?,..,79_,] we have that f(z) — f(7°) € V as u — oco.

Furthermore, we see that f and u — -y representation leads to a map

f:B=8pf(Cllu™" 71,y yall) = Yo

where B is an open complex n-dimensional ball parametrized by v~! and the ;
such that
Sy, 1) = W - Un)
where
i = Y (7, )u

We see that the v; are thus analytic local parameters around e.

In particular, if C(r) : R — Yp is a trajectory whichs tends to v € V C Yj
as r — 0, then we can lift this trajectory locally around e € I" such that the

%'—>%Q-

Remark 16 Note that this representation is dependent on the branch of s and
hence u chosen above.

Note that we have some freedom on the ~1,..,7,_1, indeed the u — -y represen-
tation is not unique, as we could have chosen other parameters.

13 Higher dimensional inverse dynamical sys-

tem
Choose a branch of the u~! above e € T'. Let J be the Jacobian matrix of f at
a point . Let J; be the resulting matrix where the first row and the ith column

has been deleted and let j; = (—1)'+5()|.J;| where s(4) is the sign function i.e.
s(i) =0 if ¢ is even and 1 if odd. Notice that j; is a function of z.
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Consider the system of coupled differential equations given by

dIi

o= (DO

Theorem 27 We have that f1(r) = r + Cy and fi(r) = C;, i > 2, along the
trajectory of x;(r) where Cy and the C; are constants.

PROOF: Note that 41 = 37 ¢l dus —

Let £ be an upper right n by n triangular matrix with only ones on the diag-
onal. Notice that f := Lo f is still Keller. Denote by J; respectively Ji the
corresponding J;-matrices respectively their determinants for the map f . De-
note by L the matrix £ with the first row and first column deleted. We have
that jz = LAJi and hence the j; remain unchanged.

Consider now a point y = (—¢,0,..,0). Notice that Ly = y and hence L™ 1y = y.
The fact that the j; remain unchanged and y is fixed by £ imply that the dy-
namics of the z; do not change for f or f, they are identical. However, the

Yo-trajectory is still given by < df L = 1. As we could have chosen L freely this
implies that ‘Zf; = 0 where i > 2. [End- Of-Proof ]

Notice that we have map f : [, Y1, .oy Yn—1] = Yo. We can write
filw, s vm-1) = Zaé(%, s Yno1)u
Furthermore f factors through the map
[, Y1y s Y1) 2 [21 s @n] L [f1s s fo]
and hence J(f) = J(f)J(z) where & denotes the map (u, y1, .., Yn_1) — (&1, .., Tn).

In particular this implies that [J(f)] = L(u, Y1, .., 7n—1) which is a power series
in u, w~' and the ~;. Hence we have the relation

ZaflJ +5£ Jn =1L
07

where the J; are the signed determinants of the corresponding submatrices of
J(f). Let us clarify this.

We may write

Sf of1 Sfr

~ 71 o 0Yn—1 du
hH=1

Ofn 6fn Sfn

o1 T dYn-1 Su
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We now denote by J; the determinant of the matrix formed from J(f) with the
first row and column i deleted, multiplied by (—1)%9(+1),

Let 7% and u’ denote the trajectories of the v; and u for the system given by
fi=rand f; =0 for | # i. Note we assume here that v € V is 0 € Yj.

Theorem 28 We have the relation

0fi | ofidut
0y; dr du dr
In particular this implies that
d7§ .
=
dr J
and )
du’ :
_ L—lJz
dr "

where J} is the signed determinant of J(f) with the i-th row and I-th column
deleted.

In particular

ofe O f2 Sf2
1 072 o 0Yn—1 du
Jr = .. . . ..
Sfn S fn Sfn
0v2 T dYn-1 Su
and for instance
fy dfs
1 671 577171
J, = . ..
Ofn dfn
oM 0Yn—1

Remark 17 Notice that the analysis of the dynamics above for u and the ~;
can be carried through for any choice of parameter ;. The only hypothesis that
we need is that the dynamics in the image is given by fi = r and fi = 0 for
I # 4. In the following we shall change our choice of parameters ~; and we shall
use the same analysis.

14 Transformation of the ~;

We shall now introduce new parameters ¥y ,..,7,,_; which will facilitate our com-
putations.

Write . ‘
xT; = ZX;-(W)um_]

j=0
where the X} are power series in 1, .., Yn—1. Notice that x1 = u™. The following
trivial remark is crucial.
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Lemma 38 The xo,..,x, are algebraically independent.
Consider z3. Let j = J; be the first index of j where X7 (7) is not a constant

in C. Define 7; = ijJl XJZ(,Y)um—Jl—j.

Now consider 3. As we have defined we have that x3 = 3,5 X2 (y)um.
Now let 71, ..,m,—1 be generic constants in C. Let 7; denote the value of

Xgl (7715 i 7777«*1)'
Lemma 39 For generic n; we have that
C[[u71771 =M1 Vel — Nn—1]] = C[[U71,71 = T172 = M2, - Ya—1 — Nn—1]]-
Hence by introducing a translation we see that we can write
T2 = ZXj(FYl?FYQa "7ﬂyn*1)um 7.
j=0

Now let j = J2 be the first index of j such that

-3 ,_ -3

XJ2 (75727 "5771*1) 3& XJ2 (71)7
i.e. that X is only a function of 7, for j < Ji.
Lemma 40 We have that Jo < 0o.

PROOF: Assume that Jo = oco. Then we see that x1,x2,z3 are only functions
of u,u~! and ¥, a contradiction as we can choose the values of 1,75 and z3
arbitrarily and independent of each other. [End- Of-Proof ]

Set

Yo = Z 7j(717'72, "77n—1)um_J2—j_
Jj=J2

Hence we see that we can write

z2 = X" "
i<J2

Continuing in this way we see that we can find parameters 7, ..,7%,,_; which
are such that x; = u™, 9 = z2(u,7,;) and in general z; = x;(u, ¥y, ..,7;_1)-
Furthermore we can write

Ti = Z 7j(717 -'77i_1)um_j +7ium—Ji'
i<J;

Theorem 29 For generic e € I' we have that 7y, ..,7,,_1 are local parameters
of I' at e. Furthermore, for fized 7, ..,%,,_1 we have that x — e as u — oo
where e corresponds to 7, .., ¥,_1-
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In particular one sees that f induces a map

f :B= Spf(C[[U_l,il, "5777,71]]) - }/0

where B is an open complex n-dimensional ball parametrized by u~! and the
7,; such that

f(u_laila "7777,71) = [y17 ayn]

where _ _
Yi = Z Y_le(ﬁla "77n—1)uij'

Notice that L~ = y2Jitl=mn — K+l Furthermore for generic e we have
that I' — V is etale at e.

We would now like to carry out a similar analysis for another set of parameters
namely for the parameter yi, .., y, and in general any set of parameters that are
contained in Cl[[yi,..,yn]]. Notice that locally around v = f(e) € V C Y, we
have the parameters yi,..,yn. Let x € C[[y1, .., yn]] be a local parameter such
that V' is locally defined as x = 0.

Lemma 41 For almost all v we may assume that P; := {X, Y1, -, Yis -s Yn—1 pare
sets of local parameters at v where §; denotes the set where y; has been ommited.

Notice that I' — V is etale above v for generic v and I'(u) — T is etale for
generic e — v we see that P;(u) = {u=!,y1, .., i, .., yn} for a local set of param-
eters at e, — e — v where e; € I'(u) maps to e.

Hence we can carry out exactly the same analysis as in Section [[3] to calculate
the partial derivatives g—;.

We obtain
et LRy 1, [ 4f2 3f2
5'[1, _ uk“rl 0y2 o 0Yn Y2 o 0Yn
5y1 Vn—1 MNn_1 Sfn Sfn
Sy2 SYn dy2 o dyn

Hence by a suitable coordinate change we can arrange that

du K+1 7 —i
R N R Ay

where gy # 0 above e.
Theorem 30 We have that K is the ramification indez of f along I.

PROOF: Our proof is similar to the two-dimensional case. Indeed, let 41, .., Yn—1
be parameters in C[[y1, .., yn]] of V' C Yy at v = f(e) = 0 and assume that ' — V'
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is etale above v. We also assume that the branch of u above e is unramified.

Notice that the inverse dynamical coupled system implies that the dynamics of
4; are smooth functions in r, i.e. 4; € C* and that @ all exist at » = 0.

Let R be the ramification index of f along I'. Exactly as in the two-dimensional
case we can find a unit 4 = > p;(91, .., yn—1) and a holomorphic function x at
v € Yy such that locally u=%u = y where po(0) # 0.

By a rotation we can ensure that ‘;—if # 0along fi =7, f; =0 for i > 2. We see
that

dy du By _pdu AR o A B
0 ;é dr dr —u dr Ru [Z %('71, "7’771—1)'“1 ]

where the ¢; € C[[41, .., ¥n-1]]. Now if R > K we see that the expression above
would be 0, a contradiction. If R < K then a calculation on the expression
shows that % — 0o which is also a contradiction. Hence K = R. [End-Of-
Proof]

It remains to relate the K with the K obtained for the parameters Fiseos Yne1-
Lemma 42 We have that K = K.
PROOF: One notes that we can write
Vi = Za;(ﬁ/h o Am—1)u”?
and hence we can write
Yi = Yi(u 0 Tnot) = YT A e Ane)-

By rotating Yy we can assume that the direction f; = r, f; = 0 for ¢ # 1 is not
a tanget direction to V at v. As such we see that

[ 971 Yy ]
1 R T T
(o o1
L o T 0m—1
and )
Sfa dfs
01 7 0n-1
Sfn 9fn
01 T 0n-—1

are both nonzero. The result follows (recall I' — V is etale above v). [End-Of-
Proof]

One can prove directly that K is the ramification index of f along I' — V
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without introducing new smooth parameters. The argument is similar.

Indeed, let y; = >3 Y/ (71, -, 7,_1)u 7. Let k be the smallest integer larger than
0 such that Y} # 0. We see from Theorem 2§ that the growth of the d'“ are
bounded by K — k, i.e. we can write

a7 K-k Y —j
- = Zﬁj(ﬂyl,..,'}/n_l)u J,

Hence considering

d_X B du=Rpu
dr — dr
we see that d d
X _ -ROU K-R (Frs -
% = U %—RU qu(/}/l?'w’)/n—l)u :

Here we abused notation and wrote

Hn= Zpi(717 "7711—1)”_7;

and J
u — — —i
% :uK+1Zqi(’Yla"7FYn—l)u .
We see that p p p
no pz ut U
o= +D P

61 ’Y 71 —1
_2255 dr‘g —l—ZZ—zpqu .

One sees thus that u’R‘;—’; can maximally have a dominating term
the result follows.

K—R—-1 and

15 Galois action of Gal(Kx(u)/Kx) ~Z/mZ on u
and the 7,..,7,

In this section we shall study the action of Gal(Kx (u)/Kx) ~ Z/mZ on u and
the 7,. Let 0 € Gal(Kx(u)/Kx) ~ Z/mZ denote the action © — (,,u. Here
we regard Z/mZ as the group action on the branches of u,7;. Notice that the
x1, .., T, are fixed by this.

Lemma 43 We have that
oY1 = (A + Q1 (u)
where Q1(u) € Cl[u]]. In general we have that
0% = Gl T + Qi T 0 Vi)

where
Qi € C[[Uﬂﬁlu "771’—1]]'
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Indeed the lemma above follows from the fact that the 1, .., z, are fixed by o.

Consider now the ou = (pu-branch of w,7¥,,..,%,,_;. We consider the dynamics
of ou = (,yu along this branch. We consider the system where f; = r and

fo=..=fn=0.

Let P(y1,..,Yn,u) = 0 be the minimal polynomial of w in K,[[u]]. Notice that
0P — 0. As 3 = 1ifi=1 respectively 0 if ¢ > 1 we see that the function

E oY1
% € Kx(u). In fact we have é% = Q(y1, -, Yn,u) where @ is some rational

)
function in the y; and u.

Furthermore P is also a minimal polynomial for cu. It follows at once that

dou ou
— = . ou) =o . u) =o—-.
6y1 Q(yla y Yns ) Q(yla y Yns ) 6y1
Hence we arrive at the following lemma:
Lemma 44 We have that the Galois conjugate
ou dou
o— = —.
oyr - 0
Notice however that
dou _¢ du
dr — ™dr’
It follows at once that
ou ¢ ou
c— =(p—-.
5y1 m 5y1
Hence we see that
Qo2 D
CmuKJrl ’Tl ’77?71 = 5—u = 5<mu
5y Syn oY1 oy
1 T
dou ou T O
= — =0— =0 ’U,KJrl . . .
5y1 5y1 SYn 5Yn
1 T
It follows that
Sy2. dyz Syz. 9y2
671 577171 _K 671 677171
o . . =¢,, . .
OYn 0Yn OYn 0Yn
571 o 57717 1 671 o 6771 —1

Before we continue we would like to get rid of a technicality. Earlier one we
wrote

—i_ S — T
xi:ZXj(”Yl,--,%q)Um Ty um
J
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However it can happen that the 78 are not constants in C. However notice that
we can arrange for this by adding the power zf to the z; and then considering

maps of the form x; — x; + cz;. From now one we shall assume that all the 78
are constants in C.
We shall now prove that K = 0.
Theorem 31 We have that K = 0.
We shall devote the rest of this section to proving this.
Consider the representation x; = z;(u,7,,..,7,_1)- By introducing a rotation
on Xo we may assume that all z; = c;u™ + O(u™~t) where ¢; # 0 for all i.
Consider now the map w : Zy := A" — X, := A" given by
[21, ., 2n] = [T1 = 21 + 25,2 = 22, .., Ty, = 24
where ¢ € N.
Notice that w is a Keller map and indeed an isomorphism. We may apply all

of the above to the map f, := fow :yo — Yo. Let © denote the component
above V in Z.

Lemma 45 The ramification index of f., along Q is K.

PROOF: As w is an isomorphism we see that C(Xy) = C(yo). Hence the
ramification of w along € is trivial. [End-Of-Proof ]

We may introduce exactly as above a parameter v, a constant m; and pa-
rameter wy, ..,wy,—1 such that we have a representation z; = v™! and in general
=, Z; (w1, ., wi_l)v_j +w;v~ . Consider now the inverse dynamical system
along fi =r, f2=0, .. ,f, =0 for both y and Xj.

Theorem 32 We have that m; = cm.

Let us prove the theorem above. Indeed as K is the ramification index of both
du” ¥ dv ¥

Jw along © and f along I' we see that we have that both 7— and *5— exist.

Furthermore we can arrange by a rotation on Yy that both are nonzero. Hence
we see that

- K dv K
lim > = lim —%_ 0
r—0 u_K r—0 d“d_ﬂK
'

by L’Hospital’s rule.

Hence we see that lim © exists and is nonzero. This implies immediately that
m1 = c¢m which proves the theorem.

Our next order of business is study the relation between the 7, and the w;.
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Theorem 33 On I'(v) we have that the reductions are 7, = kwy and 7; =
w; + Pi(w1,..,wi—1) in the reductions.

PRroOOF: Indeed we have that
v = u™ + (cou™ 4 ..+ yu”7H)C
We see that
(cou™ + .. +y1u~ 7™ = [cou™|°[1 + .. + 7T
Hence
v = UL+ L+ ko uT T L

Thus
v=C0ull o+ By a4 ]

and it follows that
u=Cor[L+ . 4 kv ™ L
Hence we see that wq = p1(¥;) in the reduction on I'(v) for some polynomial p;.

But we could have done exactly the same analysis to obtain 7; = ¢1(w1) on
I'(v). Hence we see that at least locally at é we have wy = p1(¢q1(w1)) where py
and ¢; are polynomials. It follows that wy = k7%, on I'(v) and the expressions
for other parameters follow. [End-Of-Proof ]

—cK

But this implies immediately that (,% = (,¢% must be (.5 which implies

that (¢ — 1)K =0 (mod cm). As we could have chosen c freely this implies that
K =0.

Theorem 34 We have that K = 0.

16 Vector fields on n-dimensional complex open
balls

Before we start we need the following theorem.

Theorem 35 Let B be the complex open ball parametrized by z1,.,2z,. Let
w e HYB,\" Q) be the differential n-form w = dz1 A .. Adz, and let x €
HO(B,\""' Q) be a differential (n — 1)-form. Then there exists a vector field
n € HY(B,Tg) such that won = x.

Proor: Notation that the contraction induces a morphism

n

¢: H(B, \") @ H(B, Ts) — H0(3,7\ Qbh.
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Let w = [wy,..,w,] € B be a point and consider the local power series ring
A = Cl[z; — w1, .., 2, — wy]]. Notice that we have a commutative diagram

HOY(B, \" Q) @ H(B, Tg) — s HYB,ATQY

HO(Spf(A), A" Q4) @ HO(Spf(A), Ta) 2224 HO(Spf(A), A" ' Q)

Notice that H°(Spf(4), \" Q4) ~ A as it is free of rank one and further-
more both HO(Spf(A),Ta) and HO(Spf(A), N~ Q) are free of rank n as A-
modules. In particular HO(Spf(A), A"~ QL) is generated by {dz1, .., dz;, .., dzp }
and H°(Spf(A),Ta) is generated by dz1,..,8z,. However notice that by con-
sider the constant vector fields ¢; = [0,0, .., 1,..0] we see that ¢ ®5 A induces an
isomorphism of A-modules

H°(Spf(A /\91 ) ® HO(Spf(A), Ta) — H’(Spf(A /\QA

In particular this implies that given y € H°(B, /\"_1 Q1) we can find a local
vector field 7,, locally around w such that won, = x, at least locally around w.

But we can do this for any w € B. The result follows by patching the 7, to-
gether. [End-Of-Proof]

In the previous section we proved that K = 0. Starting from now we shall
actually prove again that K = 0. Our method will be to assume that K > 0.
We shall shows that this implies that K = 1.

Consider the morphisms

spec(C[[yl, e yn]]) <i spec(C[[u_l,ﬁl, "771171]]) L SpeC(C[[’U,_K,Tl, "777171]])'

Here 7 denotes the morphism v~ — v~ ¥:

spec(C[[u_l,ﬁl, "777171]]) L) spec(C[[u_K,ﬁl, "777171]])
|7
spec(Cllyr, -, ynl])

Notice that at least locally we can regard these as morphisms
clBsA

where A,B and C are complex analytic n-dimensional open balls, centered in-
finitesimally around v and e.

Furthermore the map 7 : B — A is a Galois extension with Galois group
G ~7Z/KZ acting on u=t — (xu~?!
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Lemma 46 The pullback f*(dyr Adya A .. Adyy,) of the n-form w = dy; Adya A
. Ndyy, is fized by G.

PROOF: Indeed f*(dys Adyz A .. Ady,) = mu= K" du= YA dy, A ANd7,_,
which is fixed by G. [End-Of-Proof]

Hence we see that on A we have a differential n-form wy; = dv Ady, A.. AdYy
which is such that f*(wp) = 7*(w1). Here v = u~ .

n—1

Let T4 respectively Tp respectively 7o denote the tangent bundles of A respec-
tively B respectively C. We shall now construct a map 7*(7T4) — f*(Tc) as a
bundle map on B.

Notice that
HY(B,7*Ta) ~ H°(A,Ta) ®0, Op.

As such we see that HO(B,7*T4) is generated by the pullbacks of the vector
fields ¢, and (; where (, is the constant vector field along v and ¢(; that along 7;.

For each (, and (; we shall define a section 7, and n; in H°(B, f*7¢) as follows.

Consider Cv._ Let ¥, = w1 o (,. Notice that v, is a differential n — 1-form on A.
Denote by 1, the reduction of ¥, to m(I'(u)). As I'(u) — V is etale, there is
a unique differential n — 1-form on V' which maps to ¢,. Denote this form by

Ty = U,

Let «, be a differential n — 1-form on C which reduces to @,. As such we can
find a unique holomorphic vector field 3, € H(C, 7¢) such that wg o B, = .

Notice now that
T (Yo) = [Haw) = 77 (w1 0 G) = fH(aw)
is a differential n — 1-form on B with a zero on I'(u).
Lemma 47 There exists a vector field x, on B —I'(u) such that
fr(wo) o x =7 (w1) o xo = 7" (w1 0 Gy) = ¥ (ew)

where x, has a pole of order K' < K —1 on B.
PRrROOF: Indeed, we can find a vector field x/ such that

du™ NdY A A,y 0 X =T (w10 Gy) = fH(aw).

We now simply set x = [u= 15\ . As 7% (w1 0¢,) — f*(w) has a zero on T'(u)
then so does ¥’ and the result follows. [End-Of-Proof ]
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Similarly we can find vector fields x;, i = 1,..,n — 1, such that
ff(wo) oxi = 7" (w1) oxi = 7" (w1 0G) — f*(v)

where the «; are defined similarly as the «,. Similarly we can define the vector
fields B; on C.

We now define a map
frt H(B = T(u), 7 Ta) = H*(B —T(u), f*Tc)

by setting
fr(7*C) = f*(Bo) + fe(xw)-

Similarly we define

fr(m*G) = f7(Bi) + fe(xi)-

We need to show that the map f, is well defined, i.e. independent of the choice
of o, and ;.

To do so we shall work locally. Indeed, let U C A be an open subset away from
7(C(u)) and let V. C 7=1(U) be such that n|y : V — U is a bi-holomorphic
map. lL.e. V — U represents a local branch of w. Let W be the image of V'
in C and assume that U — V — W is an biholomorphic isomorphism (note by
making U small we can assume this).

We denote by 7y : U — V the local isomorphism and by g = f o 7y.
Notice that we have a map
HO(U, Ty) &5 HOU,g"Tw) <2 HO(W, Tiw) -5 HO(V, f*Tiw)) = HO(V, Tv)).
Now
Frwo ot [f*Bo + fulxo)]) = f*(wo) o [i o t4(Bu)] + f*(wo) © X
=" (w1 0G) = f(aw) + [ (wo © By)

= 7" (w1 0 (y).

As the differential n-forms wy and w; are nonsingular on W and U we see that
at least locally on the branch the map

felv o7 (Go)lv = [ (Bo) + fe(xo)]lv
is well defined.
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However the map f, was defined independent from the choice of branch, and it
follows that it is well-defined globally on B — I'(u).

Consider now again the expressions y; = Y, Y/ (7y,.7,_1)u~7 where the Y; are
power series in the 7y, ..,%,_;. For i = 1,..,n define k; to be the smallest index
7 > 0 such that Yf # 0.

Lemma 48 We can arrange that k1 = .. = ky,.

PrROOF: Indeed it suffices to consider maps of the form [y1,..,y.] — [y1 +
C1Yis Y2+ C2Yis oy Yiy -s Yn + CnYy;] where ¢ is such that k; is the smallest of the k;.
[End- Of-Proof]

Let k = k1 = .. = ky,. Notice that 55@% =Yi[u N + O([u= k).

Furthermore, the section f.(x,) € H°(B —I'(u), f*(T¢)) is given by

dy1 dy1 Sy1
dou=t o, DT
felxw) = . P . Xo-
0Yn 0Yn 0Yn
dou=t o, I T

It follows that the section f.(x.) can have a pole of at most order K’/ — (k—1) <
K — k on T'(u) and as such the section f*(8,) + f«(xv) can have a pole of at
most order K —k — 1 on T'(u).

Now consider the map 7% : [v,5, .., 7,_1] = [u™* = v¥,7,,..,7,_4]- Notice
that we can use this to express y; = y;(u™1, 7y, ..,7,,_;) locally away from T'(u)
as a function of y; = y;(v, 74, .., ¥,_1). In particular we have that

Sy dy1 dy1 dy1  Oy1 dy1 [ =5 0 .. 0
ov g B ou~t g BT 0 1 0
M 9Yn 0Yn 0Yn 9Yn 0Yn : : o :
v o, h N1 du—? [ - N1 0 0o .. 1

[u—l]l—K dy1 dy1 dy1

oumt 6y T Vo

- . . e =0B
[u—l]l—K OYn Yn OYn
oumt oy T

where C is a column matrix and B is n by n — 1 matrix.

It follows that fr(7*(,) has a pole of order K —k for generic %,. But f(7*(,) =
F*(By) + f«(xv) which has a pole of order at most K — k — 1.

It follows that k > K and that fr(7*(,) = f*(By) + fe(xv) is in fact a holo-

morphic section of H(B, f*(7¢)). With an argument exactly similar as in the
two-dimensional case of Section Bl one proves an analog of Theorem [[3] for the
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higher dimensional case, namely that k < K. It follows that k = K.

The map
fr: HO(B,W*TA) — HO(C,f*Tc)

constructed above is independent from the local branches of 7, infact the map
is well defined globally on B as we saw.

However writing
yi= Y Y (91, Fy)u™?

we see that locally the values of f(7*(,) and fr(7*(;) will depend on the branch
unless all in =0 if j does not divide K. Indeed locally fr(7*(,) is given by

dyi dyn Sy1
dv oYy Fn-1
*
fr(@*C) = | . . . Cy
0Yn  OYn OYn
dv oYy Fn-1
Sy1 dy1 Sy1 [uil]lfK 0 .. 0
ou=l oy Vn_1 0 1 0
- . . : G
0Yn 9Yn 0Yn ) . " :
dumt oy N1 0 0o .. 1
[u—l]l—K dy1 dy1 dy1
du~ o, n1
= . . N
['Ll,_l]l_K 0Yn 0Yn 0Yn
du~ o, n1

We arrive at the following.

Theorem 36 Consider the dynamics of u=% and %, along fi = r and f; =0
for i # j. Then the functions v~ (r) and 7,(r) are independent of the branch
of u and are in fact smooth C* functions.

PRrROOF: The fact that k£ = K implies that all the % exist. The fact that only
powers of © "% can occur in the expansions of the y; implies that
du—K
dr

—K Y @i (T1s s Vo Ju™
and pu
d_’f'z = Zp;K(FYlv "a’Ynfl)u "

where the ¢;x and p§ x are power series. It follows from induction that the u~
and 7, are infinitely differentiable and are in fact in C*.

K

To prove that they are independent from the branch of u one notes that the
coupled differential equations
du—K
dr

—K > @i (T1s s Ty Ju™
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and .
’Y‘ . _ _ o
d_rl = ZP;'K(VD e Tpo)u

with boundary values =% (r) = 0 and 7, = 7" evolve uniquely (they depend
only on the initial values of 79 which are the values of ¥; on I'(v).  [End-Of-
Proof]

Indeed, notice that this implies for a route f; = r and f; = 0 for i # j we
have that the values of the 7, and u=¥ are predetermined. It follows that the
values of 2 = u™¥ are predetermined. Hence the monodromy of winding
around V' in Y, changes x1 to (k1.

But we could have chosen the representation x; = x; +c where ¢ is some complex
constant. It follows that monodromy around V' changes z; to (xx; but at the
same time changes z1+c to (i (x1+c¢). As c was arbitrary it follows that K = 1.

Hence the map f : X 5Yis generically unramified along I". As
7T1(Y0 - S) >~ 7T1(Y0)

if S C Yy is of codimension two, it follows that f must be an isomorphism.
Hence K < 0. The Jacobian conjecture follows at once.

We are done.
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