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Dedicated to the memory of Alexander Isaev .. 4

ABSTRACT. Consider a 2-nondegenerate constant Levi rank 1 rigid ¥’ hypersurface

M?® C C3 in coordinates (z,(,w = u + v):

u = F(Z,CJ,Z).

2Z+32°C+37%¢
1-¢¢

locally CR-equivalent to the light cone {23 + 23 — 23 = 0}. Another representation is

2
the tube u = 1%
Y

Inspired by Alexander Isaev, we study rigid biholomorphisms:

(Z7 Ca w) — (f(Z, C)’ g(Z, C)v pw+ h(Z, C)) = (Zlv gla ’LU/).
The G-M model has 7-dimensional rigid automorphisms group.

A Cartan-type reduction to an {e}-structure was done by Foo-Merker-Ta in
arxiv.org/abs/1904.02562/. Three relative invariants appeared: Vy, Iy (primary) and @,
(derived). In Pocchiola’s formalism, Section 8 provides a finalized expression for @,.

The goal is to establish the Poincaré-Moser complete normal form:

224+ 2220+ 172 _
_ 2 C il 2 C + Z Ga,b,c,d Za<b§c<d7
1- CC a,b,c,dEN

a+c=3

The Gaussier-Merker model u = was shown by Fels-Kaup 2007 to be
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with 0 = G000 = Gap,1,0 = Gap2,0and 0 = G3001 =ImG30,1,1.

We apply the method of Chen-Merker arxiv.org/abs/1908.07867 to catch (relative)
invariants at every point, not only at the central point, as the coefficients G 1,4,0, Go,2,3,0,
Re G'3,0,1,1. With this, a complete brige Poincaré «—> Cartan is constructed.

In terms of F', the numerators of Vy, I, @, incorporate 11, 52, 824 differential mono-
mials. [Message to the busy reader: Sectionexp]ains and summarizes all the ideas.]
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4. who, in February 2019, visited Orsay University and with his energetic character, gave impetus, and
fostered with breadth exciting exchanges about relationships between CR geometry and Affine geometry.
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1. Introduction

The problem of equivalence for CR manifolds was begun by Poincaré in 1907, who,
by a plain counting argument, pointed out that real hypersurfaces M* C C? must a priori
possess infinitely many invariants under biholomorphic transformations.

Nous pourrons [...] supposer que F' est de la forme
F=X-9YX,X,

etil y a alors
NI _ (n+1)(n;2)(n+3) 1

coefficients arbitraires réels [...]. Enfin, les équations de la transformation peuvent s’écrire
3) Z = T/J(Zazl)7 Z' = 1/11(2’,2,)7
1) et 11 étant deux fonctions analytiques complexes développables suivant les puissances de z et de z’: nous
avons besoin des termes jusqu’au n° ordre, ce qui fait
(n+1)(n+2)
2 [t )

coefficients arbitraires complexes, ou, ce qui revient au méme,
2
N'" =2n°+6n

coefficients arbitraires réels que nous appellerons les coefficients C. 139} pp. 194-195]

Thus in C2, there are more hypersurfaces, namely ~ %3, than there are biholomor-
phisms, namely ~ 2 n?, did argue Poincaré.

As in the theory that Lie erected in the end of the XIX"™ Century with his students
Engel, Scheffers, Kowalevski and others, the existence of (local) invariants creates a (local)
classification problem, not even terminated nowadays for hypersurfaces in C3.

Analogously, given the action of a finite-dimensional Lie group on a manifold M which
induces an action on (local) graphs embedded in M, Lie discovered that prolongations of
the GG-action to jet bundles of sufficiently high order automatically create infinitely many
differential invariants [20} 34]], hence various classification problems can be undertaken.

Throughout all of this memoir, concentrated on CR geometry, all CR manifolds will be
assumed real analytic (). An elementary complex Frobenius theorem proved e.g. by
Paulette Libermann in [19], guarantees embedabbility in some CY. We will restrict our-
selves to the definite class of hypersurfaces M** ™ c C"*!, which are automatically CR.
Results for embedded hypersurfaces M2 C C™"*! of class € or ¥ with K > 1 suffi-
ciently high can be formulated, and proofs easily adapted. In fact, only €’ hypersurfaces
M?3 c C? and M C C? will be studied here.

The interest of studying rigidly equivalent — in Alexander Isaev’s terminology — rigid
hypersurfaces was pointed out to us during his February 2019 stay in Orsay. In recent
publications [11} 1213} 14], Alexander tackled to integrate Pocchiola’s zero CR curvature
equations W = 0 = JJ of tube and rigid 2-nondegenerate constant Levi rank 1 hypersurfaces
M? c C? (more will be said later).

A local hypersurface M1 C C"*! with coordinates Z = (Z1, . ..,Z,1) is said to be
rigid if there exists an infinitesimal CR automorphism, namely a vector field 7' tangent to
M of the form T = X + X with a nonzero holomorphic vector field X = 327" a;(2) 0,
which is transversal to the complex tangent space 7°M in the sense that T'M = T°M ®SRT'.
After a local biholomorphic straightening, one makes X = ia% with w = 7,4, and
tangency of X + X = 2 % to M shows that, restricting considerations to dimensions

n+ 1 = 2,3, writing coordinates C* 3 (z,w) and C* 5 (z, ¢, w), the right-hand side €
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graphing functions:
MSI u = F(z,?), M5: u = F(27C727Z)’

are independent of v, where w = u + i v:
Alexander Isaev’s concept of rigid biholomorphic transformation is less popular or
widespread. In C? and in C?, such are biholomorphisms of the form:

(zw) — (f(2), pw+g(2)), (z.Cw) — (f(2.0), 9(2.0), pw+h(z,0)),

where f, g, h are holomorphic of their arguments, independently of w, and where p €
R*. The interest is that rigid biholomorphisms trivially send rigid hypersurfaces to rigid
hypersurfaces: they respect the pre-given CR symmetry, and much more will be explained
later.

As Poincaré did, but without assuming that the origin is left fixed, for any integer d > 1,
writing f(z) = > pcq fx 2" with fi € C and similarly g(z) = > gi 2*, the (rough)
“number” of rigid biholomorphisms of degree < d is the number of incoming real param-
eters, namely 2(d + 1) + 1+ 2(d+ 1) = 4d + 5 ~ 4d, while the (rough) “number” of
rigid hypersurfaces {u = ivn<a Fik 27y*} of degree < d too, with F;, € R, is equal to
(d‘g?) ~ 1 d?, hence much larger as d — oco.

Similarly in C3, the (rough) “space” of rigid biholomorphisms of degree < d is of real
dimension:

2 +2() +14+2("7) =3(@+2)(d+1)+1 ~ 3d%
much smaller than the dimension of the “space” of hypersurfaces of degree < d too:

d+4 14
( 4 ) ~ g
To classify CR manifolds, two methods exist in the supermarket: that of Cartan, and

that of Moser.

Cartan devised a quite sophisticated and proteiform method of equivalence. Given a
manifold M equipped with a certain class of geometric, say CR here, structures, Cartan’s
method of equivalence consists in constructing a bundle 7: P — M together with an
absolute (co)parallelism on P, namely a coframe of everywhere linearly independent 1-
forms ', ...,0%™" on P such that:

P/

7

M/

e every local CR diffeomorphism ®: M — M’ between two CR manifolds lifts uniquely
as a diffeomorphism I1: P — P’ satisfying I1*¢"" = ¢’ for 1 < 7 < dim P, with P’ and
the " similarly constructed;
e conversely, every diffeomorphism IT: P — P’ commuting with projections 7, 7’ whose
horizontal part is a diffeomorphims M — M’ and which satisfies I1*0"" = 6’ for 1 < i <
dim P, has a horizontal part which is Cauchy-Riemann diffeomorphism (or, more generally,
a diffeomorphism respecting the considered geometric structure).

[Beyond, there can exist Cartan connections associated to (modifications of) P — M,
but we will not need this concept.]
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Rexpressing the exterior differentials d0’ and df’* from both sides in terms of the basic
2-forms provided by the two ambient coframes:

o' =Y " T, (p) 6" A O* and o' =" T175,.() 07 nO",
i<k i<k
certain structure functions appear, defined for p € P and for p’ € P, and the exact pullback
relations I1*0"* = 0 force individual invariancy of all them:

T/;‘,k (‘I)(P)) = T5:(p) (VpeP).

As is known, Cartan’s method is computationally extremely intensive, especially in CR
geometry, where several normalizations and prolongations are required. Explicit expres-
sions of intermediate torsion coefficients which conduct to the final T;k(p) grow dramati-
cally in complexity.

One reason for such a complexity is the presence of large isotropy groups for the CR
automorphisms groups of (standard) models, which imposes a great number of steps. An-
other reason is the nonlinear character of differential algebraic polynomial expressions that
must be handled progressively. The last reason is that Cartan’s method studies geometric
structures at every point of the base manifold, and there is a price to pay for this generality.

In most existing references (cf. the bibliography), the trick that Cartan himself devised
to avoid nonlinear complications while retaining anyway some essential information, is the
so-called Cartan Lemma. It is explicit only at the level of linear algebra. Even admitting to
only deal with linear algebra computations, as Chern always did, Cartan’s method is often
long and demanding.

In his works, Moser usually searched for wisdom rather than simply knowledge, and thus he strongly empha-
sized developments of methods and insights over pushing a specific result to the limit. Accordingly, he sometimes
described the outcome of his own work as methods rather than theorems. [L16, p. 1348]

Moser’s method is more ‘down to Earth’, computationally speaking, since it usually
proceeds at only one point, often the origin, of a manifold, manipulating power series
expanded at that point. Hence it needs geometric objects of class ¢, while adaptations to
the "> or €*>! classes can concern only formal Taylor expansions at the point.

Coming from problems and techniques in Dynamical Systems and Celestial Mechanics,
Moser’s method consists in constructing certain normal forms for the objects studied, in
order to simplify them and hence to enable one to rapidly determine whether two given
objects are the same, up to equivalence.

For instance, for our rigid toy hypersurfaces {u = F(z,%Z)} in C?, assuming that they
are Levi nondegenerate at the origin:

u=22+0,23) = 22+ Z Fj’kzjzk,

Moser’s game consists in applying several local rigid biholomorphisms in order to obtain
a simpler graphing function F'(z,%), e.g. with as many as possible coefficients F};;, = 0
disappearing, so that the equation becomes closest as possible to the model Heisenberg
sphere {u = 2Z}.

It is not difficult to realize that the isotropy subgroup of the origin, namely the group
of rigid biholomorphisms fixing (0,0) € C?, is 2-dimensional, and consists of weighted
scalings coupled with ‘horizontal rotations’:

(1.2) 2= pl/?e¥ 2, w = puw,
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with p € R* and ¢ € R. Then Section 2] will elementarily show that one can annihilate all

Fjo=0= Fy,andall Fj; = 0 = F; as well, except of course F; ; = 1, bringing any

two rigid hypersurfaces in M C C? and M’ C C”* to the normalized forms:

u =22+ y, Fj, 27" and =27+ ) Fj, Sk

Jk>2 Jik=2

and then an analysis of what freedom remains in the group of rigid biholomorphisms will

(easily) show that only two real parameters remain free to send M in normal form to M’

also in normal form, namely (p, ¢) above. Moreover, it will follows that M and M’ are

rigidly biholomorphically equivalent if and only if they exchange through such a trivial

scaling-rotation transformation, hence if and only if there exist p € R’ and ¢ € R such

that:

Jk=2
Fj,k — p 2 6'“;9(.7 k') F‘]’J€ (]22,]622)

Thus, once two normal forms are constructed, whether M ~ M’ or not can be straightfor-
wardly seen.

What is true of the toy will be true of higher dimensional CR objects. In particular,
crude normal forms cannot be made unique, they are defined only up to the action of a
certain finite-dimensional Lie group, namely the isotropy sugroup of the (always transitive)
model.

Beyond, in most circumstances, e.g. when F 5 # 0 above, one can push further Moser’s
method, and obtain normal forms for which all remaining coefficients F}; are uniquely
defined, so that F}; ;, = FJ’ ;. €xactly, with no isotropy ambiguity. This is analog to what one
can do in Cartan’s method when some curvature torsion coefficients are nonvanishing: one
can indeed normalize some group parameters present in some TJZ ;. further and further, and
thereby decrease the dimension of the bundle P — M, reducing it to smaller subbundles
P;PlgPQQ---.

In comparison to Cartan’s method, we repeat that one drawback of Moser’s method
is that it seems to capture invariants only at one point. Fortunately, Moser’s method can
be applied simultaneously to all nearby points, especially to determine all homogeneous
models of a given class of geometries, and in a CR context, this was done e.g. in Loboda’s
works [211 22} [23]].

Recently, Chen-Merker [1]] found an alternative (probably known) method to capture
differential invariants at all points while working only at one point. This method avoids
then to move the origin everywhere nearby by translations, and it works most of the times,
namely when the group of transformations is only assumed transitive, either finite or infinite
dimensional, see especially [1, Sec. 12]. Hence this method clearly applies to the group
of rigid biholomorphisms. Chen-Merker studied mainly parabolic (real) surfaces S? C R3
under the group of special affine transformations of R, and developed an analog of Moser’s
method in this context.

Links between Affine Geometry and CR geometry have been studied in depth by
Alexander Isaev in his monograph [10]. Here, to a given a parabolic surface {u = F(z,y)},
namely a surface whose graphing function F' satisfies everywhere:

F,. F.
Fx:c 0= Tx Ty
7é ‘ Fy Fyy

bl

one can associate the tube hypersurface M® C C? defined as M® := S? x (iR)3. The
paper [28] shows that Pocchiola’s invariant W associated to M° produces a seemingly new
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affine invariant W,¢ for parabolic S? C R®. During Alexander Isaev’s stay in Orsay, and
after fruitful exchanges with Peter Olver, it became clear that an independent study of affine
differential invariants of parabolic surfaces S* C R? should be endeavoured, and this was
pushed to an end in [[1].

There, by keeping memory of all terms in the power series that lie above those co-
efficients that are progressively normalized, Chen-Merker obtained certain (complicated)
differential-algebraic expressions made from Taylor coefficients at the origin, from which
one can straightforwardly recover differential invariants at every point. But traditionally
instead, people only look at lowest order currently normalized coefficients in each step, so
that computations remain simple.

Since the technique of [1] seems not to have been well developed or understood by
CR geometers up to now, we decided to write up the present memoir. Its main goal is to
construct a bridge:

Cartan’s method Moser’s method,

and exhibit how differential invariants pass from one side of the river to the other side,
computationally. Reading the toy Section 2 below is enough to understand the key arch-
ideas of such a bridge. We indeed first focus on the toy case of rigid equivalences of rigid
hypersurfaces in C? (easily reached results), before passing to the not so simple case of rigid
equivalences in the rigid class denoted €5 ; by Alexander Isaev which consists, as written
above, of 2-nondegenerate constant Levi rank 1 hypersurfaces M° C C3 with 0 € M.

In C2, on the Cartan side of the bridge, we construct in Section an absolute parallelism
on P° := M3 x C equipped with coordinates (z,Z,v,c,c) consisting of 5 differential 1-
forms:

{107 Ca Z? T, ﬁ} (p=0r),

which satisfy invariant structure equations of the shape:

dp = (n+7)Ap+ilAC,

d¢ = mAC, d¢ = TN,

dr = LR(AC, dr = —LR(AC,
where there is only invariant function:
FzzZFzE - FzzEFz%

(Fz)?
We show that M is rigidly equivalent to {u = 2z} if and only if R(F') = 0.
On the Moser side of the bridge, starting from a given u = i1 Fik 2JZ* passing

by the origin, we perform as said above a few normalizing biholomorphisms in order to
reach:

R =

0= Fjo = Fog G=1,k>1),
1= F1,17
0= Fj, = Fiy (=2 k>2),
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and the key feature of the method is to keep track of all performed rigid biholomorphic
transformations, which will give us at the end:
FooFip— Fyy Fip

u:zE—i-[ ]2222+z223(~~)—|—z332(-~),

and from this rational expression of the final F, coefficient at the origin, it is easy to
recognize / reconstitute / translate Cartan’s invariant R(F") at every point (up to a nowhere
vanishing factor const - F,z). Why this is so has already been explained in [1, Sec. 12] and
will not be repeated here.

Principle 1.3. In all CR equivalence problems (and outside CR geometry too), there exists
a way of computing with power series at only one point which generates all Cartan-like
invariants together with their syzygies.

In fact, relations (syzygies) require the theory of recurrence relations, developed for
infinite-dimensional Lie groups by Olver-Pohjanpelto [36, 137], but we will not touch this
aspect here.

Because such a ‘bridge-principle’ has neither been constructed nor really noticed in CR
geometry, a joint forthcoming publication will tackle to build it also for nonrigid M° C C3
that are 2-nondegenerate and have constant rank 1 Levi form, thereby recovering the full
explicit expressions of Pocchiola’s invariants W and o/ at every point, not only as number-
coefficients at one given point as in [17, Thm. 2].

The first question is: what is the appropriate local graphed model for 2-nondegenerate
constant Levi rank 1 hypersurfaces M> C C*? Of course, it is known from the recent
Cartan-theoretic achievements in [[15} 24, 31] that the local model is any neighborhood of
any smooth point of the tube in C? over the light cone in R? having equation 23 — 23 = z3.
But it is not graphed! We claim that in different notations, this cone has local graphed
equation:

5(72

11—y

with z, y, u being the real parts of three complex coordinates on C* > (z,(,w). As
we agreed orally with Alexander Isaev, this is the best, most compact existing graphed
equation. It happens to also be the central model of parabolic surface S? C R?® occurring
in [1]].

The claim is easy. By CR-homogeneity, one can recenter at any smooth point, e.g. at

2

(0,1,1), write (1 + x)* — (1 4 23)*> = a7, factor, divide, get 22 — 13 = 51—,
linearly change coordinates.

However, this tube graphed equation contains many pluriharmonic terms:

u =

and

+ W +%)? 1 1 -
2 4-2¢—-2¢ 8 8
that Moser’s method would compulsorily kill at the very beginning. Thus, uv = I%Qy is not

the right start. Similarly, v = 2? = 2> + 2% 4+ -+ in C? is not the right start from
Moser’s point of view.
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The right graphed equation for the model light cone M ¢ C C? in €, ; was discovered

by Gaussier-Merker in [8]]:
> 1,27 | 152
MLci 1LIZZ_|_2ZC—1_2ZC = m(27<7372)7
1=¢¢

and before commenting about very funny zig-zag errors made in the field at that time, we
review the naive reasoning. Here, the letter m is from model. By luck, M, ¢ is rigid!

Start with M® C C3, with 0 € M, rigid, graphed as:

u = F(2,(,%Q).
Constant Levi rank 1 means, possibly after a linear transformation in Cic, that:
FzE FE .
(1.4) Fs#0= ‘ F. Fiz = Levi(F),
while 2-nondegeneracy means that:
FZE
(1.5) 0 # F: F.z

By direct symbolic computations, Propositions [3.1] and [3.2] will establish invariancy of
these vanishing/nonvanishing properties under rigid changes of holomorphic coordinates.
At the origin, M, ¢ of equation:

u=2z+3122C+17%C+ O, czz(4),

is obviously 2-nondegenerate, thanks to the cubic monomial %zzf which gives that li

at (z,¢) = (0,0) becomes |1 9| = 1. As for constant Levi rank 1, order two terms u =
2%z + --- show that this condition is true at the origin, and simple computations show
that (I.4) is identically zero:
1_ Z+2¢ .
;gg = JSZ_)C(ELE o | = 0 (~ indeed!).
(1-¢0)2 (1-¢0)3
So how to easily produce one simple example? How M, ¢ was born?
Normalizing the Levi form at the origin, one can assume F = 2Z + ---. Hence the 2-
nondegeneracy determinant (|1.5)) becomes at the origin | . F Z | = 1. Thus, a monomial

like 1 22C must be present. Since F is real, its conjugate 1 z%( also comes:

u=F=22z2+4: ZC—FI_QC—FZFk (zg
k>4
here of course, the F'* are homogeneous polynomials of degree k. Without remainders, i.e.
with all F* = 0, the cubic equation is not of constant Levi rank 1 (exercise).
The idea of Gaussier-Merker was to take the simplest possible successive F*4, F5,
FS%, ... in order to guarantee Levi(F') = 0. Thus, plug all this in:

2 |1+ FE+FL+FL+ Z+FL+FL+FE+-

0 P+ Fe+ P+ Fy+- F4+F5+F6+

At first, look at terms of order 2, get 0 = F Qf% — 27, integrate as the simplest possible

F* .= 22(C. Next, plug this F* in, chase only homogeneous terms of degree 3, get ng =
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2%( + z*(, and integrate most simply as F®* := 1 22C(¢() + 2 22¢(¢(). Next, plug this F°
in, get FE‘Z = 4 2%((, integrate [0 := 22(55)2, and so on.

. . =\ k . .
An easy induction then shows that powers (C ¢ ) appear, and a geometric summation
reconstitutes the denominator 17—1@ in the Gaussier-Merker model. A

Gaussier-Merker made an error when computing (by hand) the Lie algebra of infinitesi-
mal CR automorphisms of M| ¢, and found a 7-dimensional Lie algebra. This looked ‘co-
herent’ with a paper published by Ebenfelt in the Duke Mathematical Journal (year 2000),
which pretended to bound by 7 the dimension of the CR automorphism group of any €, ;
hypersurface M5 C C? — but due to an incorrect expression of the initial G-structure,
Ebenfelt’s paper appeared later to be wrong. Experts of Cartan theory know how sensitive
can be any little error in normalizations / reductions of G-structures.

Then the masters Fels-Kaup of Lie transformation groups cleaned up the subject, show-
ing in [4], inter alia, that the Gaussier-Merker model is locally biholomorphically equiva-
lent to the tube over the light cone, so that everybody was wrong before. They proceeded
as follows.

Let Sy = R? C R?*2 be the space of all real symmetric 2 x 2 matrices. The open
set QCt C Sy consisting of positive definite matrices has boundary the future light cone,
which may be represented as:

LCJ“:{<t+x1 2 )GSzxzz t2:xf+x§,t>0}.

) t—l'l

The objects of study are the following tube domain — Siegel’s upper half plane up to the
factor  — and its boundary hypersurface:

H:= QCt x ngXQ and T .= LC+ X iSQXQ.

The global CR automorphism group of T consists of just affine transformations, while the
global biholomorphic transformation group Aut(H) of the domain H is known for a long
time to consist of the 10-dimensional group of all biholomorphic transformations z —
(az +1ib)(icz + d)~', where z = (2} Z) with (21, 29, w) € C?, and where (¢ }) belongs to
the real symplectic subgroup SP,(R) C SL4(R).

Differentiating this action yields that the algebra of infinitesimal automorphisms aut(H)
of the domain is equal to sp(2, R) = s0, 3(R), also 10-dimensional.

Fels-Kaup then asked how such automorphisms could be inherited by (transmitted to)
the boundary T = OH.

They chose a Cartan subalgebra of sos 5(R) represented by R¢; & R(,, where:

Cl = 2w Ow and CQ =z 821 +222 822,

and they showed that any hypersurface M°® C C? whose graphing function starts as w+w =
22171 + 23Z9 + Z329 + O(4) such that hol(M, 0) includes ¢; and i(s is locally homogeneous
if and only if hol(M, 0) also contains the two further infinitesimal transformations:

(1= 2) 0., + 221 O and — 21200, + (1= 23) O

Analyzing further structure-theoretic features of the simple Lie algebra so,3(R), they
showed that this holds if and only if the graphed equation reads as the Gaussier-Merker
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model (up to a factor 2):

(16) W T — 22171 + 21720 + 2329

Y

1— 2222
thus giving another natural way to produce this model. The main thing was that autcg is
10-dimensional, not 7!

Fels-Kaup also deduced an explicit rational biholomorphism from this model (1.6) onto
a subdomain of T:

(21, 29, w) —

1 (w+wzz+z% \/izl)

1+22 \/52’1 ]_—ZQ

At about the same time, Fels-Kaup in Acta Mathematica made the breakthrough of
classifying all homogeneous models M € €, ;. They showed that, excepting the light
cone, all such M are in fact simply homogeneous — isotropy Lie subgroup reduced to
identity — and necessarily fube, namely biholomorphically equivalent to S? + (iR)3, for
some surface S? C R3 which is simply homogeneous with respect to the affine group
A3(R). Fels-Kaup’s complete classification is:

(1) S = {22 + 23 = 2%, 3 > 0} the future light cone;

(2a) S = {r(cost,sint,e“") € R®: r € RT and t € R} with w > 0 arbitrary;
(2b) S = {r(1,t,e’) e R3: r e RT and t € R};

(2c) S ={r(1,e",e") € R®: r € R* and t € R} with § > 2 arbitrary;

3) S ={c(t)+rd(t) e R3: r € RT and t € R}, where ¢(t) := (¢,t* t*) parametrizes
the twisted cubic {(t,t*,t3) : t € R} in R® and ¢ (¢) = (1, 2¢, 3t?).

The limit case w = 0 in (2a) regives the future light cone (1), while the limit case
0 = 2 in (2¢) gives {x € R® : zy23 = 22 and x1, 2o > 0} which is locally linearly (but
not globally) equivalent to (1). These five (families of) surfaces are known to be pairwise
locally inequivalent under affine transformations ([2, 3]).

As spectacular as they were, the Fels-Kaup articles did not treat the equivalence prob-
lem for all hypersurfaces M® C C? in the class € ;. Indeed, like in Riemannian geometry,
it is well known that homogeneous CR manifolds are rather rare in the set of all CR man-
ifolds. Although Lie-theoretic methods seem to be undoubtedly the best to determine ho-
mogeneous structures, they lose their power when dealing with generic, non-homogeneous,
structures. Only Cartan’s and Moser’s methods of equivalence are able to handle all geo-
metric objects of a given kind.

Thus, it was only in the years 2010’s that the three papers [15) 24} [31] achieved the
construction of 10-dimensional {e}-structure bundles (or Cartan connections) P —
M°.

Among these, only Pocchiola’s Ph.D. [38]], published as [31]], really performed suffi-
ciently advanced computations to determine what are the primary curvature invariants, he
called W and I. Let us review Pocchiola’s results. We also follow the article [6], written be-
cause Alexander Isaev insisted that all details be made public, while Pocchiola intensively
used his computer.

Recall that we denote the class of (local) hypersurfaces M° C C? passing by the origin
0 € M that are 2-nondegenerate and whose Levi form has constant rank 1 as:

Ca1.
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Consider therefore a not necessarily rigid hypersurface M/®> C C? which belongs to this
class €, 1, and which is graphed as:

U = F(Zl,ZQ,El,EQ,U)-

The two natural generators of T1°M and 7% M are:

0 F. 0 0 F. 0
L= — —i 2_ — d L = — —1 2
! 0z Zl—l—iFv ov an 2 02y Z1+2'FU ov’
in the intrinsic coordinates (z1, 22, Z1, Z2, v) on M. We will use the abbreviations:
F F
Al = 2 d A? = -2
"14F, o "T4iF,
Clearly, the real differential 1-form:

00 = dv—A'dz —A%dzy — A dz, —A°d7,

has kernel:

{oo=0} = TY'M & T M.
At various points:

p = (zl, 29, 21, 22, v) e M,
and in terms of gy, the hypothesis that M/ has everywhere degenerate Levi form writes as:
90 (’l [31721]) 90 (2 [gz,zl]) (p)
00(i A, ZL5)) 00(i[L, L)) b

The hypothesis that the Levi form has constant rank equal to 1 — not to 0! — expresses

as the fact that the real CR-transversal vector field:

0

_ 1 — 0 0
T =i 4.2 = ‘(ZA _ A1>— — L
v [ 1 1] t 1( ) 1( ) v v
has nowhere vanishing real coefficient:
(= i(z; +A'A, —AL —KlA})> £ 0.
The Levi kernel bundle K°M C T'°M is then generated by:
H = k .,?1 + .,%2,
where: . o
HA) - Z1(A)
_ St S
Z(A) - Zi(A)
is the fundamental slant function. As is known from [32} 38| 31], the hypothesis of 2-
nondegeneracy is then equivalent to the nonvanishing:

0 # Z1(k).

Also, the conjugate field .7 generates the conjugate Levi kernel bundle K%'A C
T M. There also is a second fundamental function:
b, +A" 0, —(A]

/ :

Pocchiola conducted in [38]] the Cartan equivalence method for such M® € <51 under
general (local) biholomorphic transformations. Reduction to an explicit {e}-structure was
later done in [6], after Alexander Isaev insisted through e-mail exchanges to do this as was

P =
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done in [135], though in a non-explicit way. However, such a task is not essential from
the point of view of Cartan’s theory, as was well understood by Pocchiola, and as we will
explain in a while.

For now, introducing the five 1-forms:

dv—Aldy — Adz — A dz - Az,

Po = 7
ko = dz; — k dz,

Co = dza,

Fo = dz, — k dzs,

Zo = dzy,

after very, very intensive computations, redone manually by Foo-Merker in [6] all
along ~ 50 pages, Pocchiola obtained modifications {p, K, C ,E,Z} of these 1-forms
{po, ko, Co, Fo, (o }» together with four complicated 1-forms 7!, 2, 7', 72 which satisfy
structure equations of the specific concise shape:

, T

dp = (7' +7) Ap+ ik AR,
de = T2 Ap+7 Ak + (AR,
(1.7) d¢ = (7' =T Y)Y AC+im ANr+
1= _ 1
+R,0/\C+ZE—3Jop/\/€+ZW0/€/\C,

in which R is a secondary invariant:
B e 1 i — i 1 Z1(Z1(k) 1+
R = Re [ZEWO—FE(—igl(Wo)—Fé(—ETU%)—FgP)WO) ,

expressed in terms of Pocchiola’s two primary invariants whose explicit expressions have
been confirmed in [6] (and also after [38]] by Alexander Isaev in [11] assuming M is rigid):

LA (ZAZR)) 1 X (ZR) T (Zi)

Wo = 3 $1<k>2 + g §1<k)3
L 24(Ak) | 2 A(Zk) | i T(k)
3 2k 3 Zik) 3 Zi(k)
5 _ LZA(Z(ZU(ZR))) 5 Zi(Z(Z0k) Zi(Z21k)  1Z1(Zi(Z1(R))
°T 6 Z.(k) 6 Z.(k)? 6 Z.(k
20 Z\(Z:(k)" | 5 Zi(Zik)’ p.l Z\(Z\(k) Z,(P) 1 Z:(Zi(k))
21 Zi(k)? 18 Zi(k)? 6 Z1(k) 9 Zi(k)

T
~5Z1(Z.(P)) + ;Z.(P)P - _PPP.

When M is assumed to be rigid for simplicity, the numerator of W, contains 52 differential
monomials. When M is not assumed rigid, it contains hundreds of thousands of differential
monomials instead! Furthermore, the numerator of </;, is even huger!
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Thus, as 1s known, the complexity increases spectacularly from rigid to nonrigid CR
manifolds. This justifies, in a way, to devote some mathematical works to rigid CR mani-
folds, as Alexander Isaev did, and as we do in the present memoir.

The full {e}-structure obtained by Foo-Merker in [6] for nonrigid M® C C3? shows that
a unique prolongation of G-structure is needed, introducing one further parameter t € R,
together with a (very complicated) real modified Maurer-Cartan form A = dt + --- and
that all appearing torsion coefficients are secondary invariants. The constructed bundle
P19 — M? is equipped with ten coordinates:

(21722,21,22,?1, C>Eaeaéa t)7

withc € C*, e € C, t € R, together with a collection of ten complex-valued 1-form which
make a frame for 7 P'°, denoted:

{p7 R, CJ E? Zv 7T17 fla 7T27 ﬁZ; A} (ﬁZp,KZA),

and which satisfy 10 invariant structure equations; however, we will not write the struc-
ture equations for dr!, dm', dm?, d7?, dA, because they are not simple, and anyway, they
incorporate only secondary invariants.

Thus quite unexpectedly, Pocchiola discovered that all primary invariants appear before
prolongation of the equivalence problem, that is to say, they already appear at the beginning
of the story, in the structure equations (L.7).

This phenomenon is in some sense ‘counter-intuitive’ to CR geometers, since for Levi
nondegenerate CR structures M*"*1 c C"!, and for the corresponding second order PDE
systems, no curvatures appear after absorption before prolongation (summation convention
holds):

dw = Ww* Awy +w A p,
dw® = wﬁ/\gog—i—w/\goo‘,
dw, = gpg/\wg—i—wa/\gojtw/\goa,

while primary and secondary invariants appear afterwards, e.g. like 557 and 3., Tg‘7 in:

de§ = 505U Aw— @) AT — g Aw® — 9 Awg + 65w Ay +
+ S5 W ANws + R W Aw +T57 wy Aw.

Next, in the ‘flat case’ where both Jy, = 0 = W, vanish identically, which implies
R = 0 too, Pocchiola’s structure equations reduce to constant coefficients:

dp = (7' +7') Ap+iKk AR,
(1.8) dk = T2 Ap+71 ' Ak + (AR,
d¢ = (Wl—ﬁl)AC+i7Tz/\/£.
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Then a key point is to show that after prolongation, precisely the structure equations of the
Gaussier-Merker model pop up, namely (conjugate equations are unwritten):

dp = ' Ap+T Ap+ik AR,
de = T Ak + 7 Ap+ (AR,

d¢ = im* ANk +T AC =T A,
drt = ik AT+ CAC+HAAp,
dr* = TP AT+ (AT + AN,
AN = iT* ANT2+FAAT H ANT

and not the structure equations of any other kind of hypersurface M° C C3. This was done
by Pocchiola at the very end of [38]], not published in [31] for reasons of space.

In the meanwhile, Wei Guo Foo found that Pocchiola missed the presence of a purely
imaginary function h = i H with H = H in computations starting from (1.8)), which could
have destroyed Pocchiola’s main result (!), because some (phantom) primary invariants
could have then existed in the structure equations for dr!, d7!, dm?, d72, dA, exactly as in
Cartan-Chern-Moser’s computations!

Fortunately, this function i = ¢+ H could be shown to vanish, hence phantoms remained
phantoms, and the correction to the (unpublished) end of [38] will appear as [30], prepub-
lished at the end of [6]. Maybe Pocchiola just did not type a proper presentation, and was
anyway right in his manuscripts.

Lastly, we recall that Cartan adopted Lie’s principle of thought ([20, Chap. 1]), as we
do too, which admits that either a given differential invariant, call it P, is identically zero,
or is assumed to be nowhere zero, after restriction to an appropriate open subset:

P =0,
P/
\
P #0.

Mixed cases where some invariant is nonzero on some nonempty open subset and vanishes
on a nonempty closed subset are excluded from exploration.

Therefore there is essentially no necessity to set up an {e}-structure when Wy = 0 = J,
because when either W, # 0, hence W, # 0 after restriction, or Jy # 0, hence J # 0 after
restriction, Cartan’s method commands to continue the group parameter normalizations!

Pocchiola indeed listened to captain Cartan, and was able to prove the

Theorem 1.9. [38, 31,16, 30] Only two primary invariants, Wy and J,, occur for biholo-
morphic equivalences of €, 1 real analytic hypersurfaces M® C C3, and:

0=W, =d, <— M is equivalent to the Gaussier-Merker model.

Furthermore, when either Wy # 0 or Jy # 0, the equivalence problem reduces to a 5-
dimensional {e}-structure on M°.
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As a corollary known from general Cartan theory, every non-flat M° € €, has CR
automorphisms group of dimension < 5. This confirmed the same dimensional gap esti-
mate 10 | 5 obtained by Fels-Kaup in [5]], who assumed M to be homogeneous from the
beginning.

Now, as said, we will work with rigid hypersurfaces, which is easier. Only in a future
publication will we complete the views of [17] by comparing them with Pocchiola’s results
in a deeper way, inspired by the present article.

We start by presenting the Moser side of the river. But before we really treat €, ; hyper-
surfaces M C C3, let us explain first how we can get rid of infinity in the local Lie group
of rigid biholomorphisms by performing what we will call as in [17] a prenormalization,
which is here, as we already saw, to reach:

with de‘ = Ljk-
How can we do this? Simple! First, starting from a general u = zj ksl
get rid of all harmonic terms F} 27, Fy ;, z* in the graphing function by setting:
7 =z, w' ::w—2ZFj70zj,

i>1

Fj 297", we

and we get a new graphed equation of the form (dropping primes):

u = 5 Fj 277",

jz1
k>1

By this, we have erased an infinite number of coefficients F}, F{ , which was possible
thanks to the infinite dimensionality of the group of rigid biholomorphisms. More precisely,
we have consumed 1 function of 1 complex variable.
Next, assuming Levi nondegeneracy at the origin, making an elementary linear transfor-
mation (exercise), we can assume:
u = 27+ Z Fjp 277"

Jj+k=3
J, k21

=2zzZ+z <Z F1]'702j> +z (Z Fo,kzk> + Z Fj7kzj3k.
=2 k>2

j>2
k>2

Here, the presence of the monomial 27 is very advantageous in that it enables to capture all
monomials 7 2/ and their conjugates z Z* in a tricky but simple factorization, in which we
abbreviate A(z) := 3., Fjo 2’

u = (z + A(z)> <z + K(z)) — A2)AZ) + Z Fyp 277",

The same factorization idea will work soon for M® € €, ;. Then by making the biholo-
morphism:

2= 24 A(z) = 2+ 0,(2), w' = w,
it is not difficult to see (details in Section [2) that we come to the prenormalized form (I.10).
Observe that we have consumed a second infinity, again 1 function of 1 complex variable.
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Why do we call this prenormal form? Firstly, because it is in a sense easily and almost
freely got from the assumptions. Secondly, because one key aspect of power series normal
forms is the progressive reduction of stability groups, not well emphasized in [[18,[17]]. The
reader is referred to Sections 13 and 16 of Chen-Merker [[1] to see examples of curves
C! C R? and surfaces S? C R?® modulo the group of special affine transformations for
which successive stability groups are explicitly described.

The presence of group structure reduction also in Moser’s theory of normal forms is
in surprising homology, not to say harmony, with Cartan’s method of equivalence, whose
main gist is group structure reduction.

Plato’s Philosophy states that Mathematical objects are one and the same in their World.
Various theories elaborate different concept to grasp these Ideas. The more adequate the
concepts are, the more unitary they are. What we are claiming is again a good sign of Unity
in Mathematics.

Indeed, once a prenormalization is obtained, in order to normalize F'(z,%) further, it is
natural to assume that the next rigid biholomorphic transformations (z,w) — (2, w’) to
be used should keep unchanged the ‘shape’ of the prenormalization, namely send:

= 2Z + Z Nk ZJ to /—/ Z /]_/k.

7,k>2 7,k>2

This of course imposes many contraints on the map (z,w) — (2’,w’). And in the rigid
context, it is easy to see (in Section [2)), that only a finite-dimensional Lie group remains.
Thus, after prenormalization is performed, one is led back to Lie’s original theory [20, 34]
in jet spaces for finite-dimensional continuous groups, which can be safely and naturally
applied, to finish.

Next, what about €, ; rigid hypersurface M5 C C3? Quite the same!
In coordinates (z,(,z, () € C3, we start at the origin with:

—d
U = Z Fa,b,c,d ZaCbECC :

a+b+ct+d>1

Abbreviating x(2,¢) == >, o1 Fubo0 2%¢?, we similarly get rid of pluriharmonic terms
thanks to 2’ := z, (' := (, v’ := w — 2 x(z, (), receiving, after dropping primes, a right-
hand side graphing function F' which satisfies:

0= Fapoo = Foocd

Next, since M is 2-nondegenerate and has Levi form of rank 1 at the origin, it is not
difficult (see Section |S)) to bring its cubic approximation to:

_ - _ =
u = 2Z+ % 22C+ % Z2C + Z Foped z“CszC .
a+b+c+d>4

a+b>1

c+d>1
And now, the same idea of absorption by factorization pops up. But compared to M3 C
C?, there is a difference: rwo nontrivial monomials 27 (self-conjugate) and %EQC (with its
equivalent conjugate) can be used to absorb infinities. Writing them as z(z) and z2(3 (),

we may therefore capture all holomorphic monomials behind 2( e ) and behind 22( e ),
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by making the rigid biholomorphism:
z+ Z Fa,b,l,O ZaCb = ZIJ

a+b>1
b
L4+ ) Fupno'¢® = ¢,
a+b>2
with unchanged w’ := w. The true story is a little more subtle, requires more care, and will
be told with rigorous details in Section [3]

Therefore, after having consumed three holomorphic functions of the two complex vari-
ables (z, (), we end up with a graph u = F'(z, (, Z, () which is prenormalized in the sense
that:

0 = Fapoo = Fo,cd;
0= Fapio = Froed
0 = Fap20 = Fo0.cd;

1_

except of course Fip10 = 1 and Fapp1 = 5

prenormalization is to write that (exercise):
u=F =27+ 57°C+ 0:(3) + Og(1).

The next task is to normalize [ beyond prenormalization.

Because in C? a general rigid hypersurface u = F' = 2z + O, (3) is naturally repre-
sented as a perturbation of the (flat) model u = 2%, we represent a general rigid M € €,
as a perturbation of the Gaussier-Merker model:

U = F(’Zu <777Z) = m(Z, C727Z) + G(Z7 CaZZ);
but — warning! —, the remainder function GG here cannot be arbitrary, it must be so that
Leviim + G) = 0.
Next, inspired by [17], we show in the key Proposition that in prenormalized coor-
dinates, one necessarily has:

Fy120. An equivalent way to express

G = 0.2(3).
Since the Gaussier-Merker function:
2Z+ 1220+ 7%
1-¢C
is homogeneous of degree 2 in (z, Z), this conducts us, as in [17], to assign the following
weights to the coordinate variables:

[2] =1 = [7], (] == 0= [(], (w] = 2 =: [w].

Similarly as for rigid M? C C?, we next ask: which rigid transformations stabilize
prenormalization?, and we will again realize that only a finite-dimensional Lie group re-
mains.

Thus we take M in C* > (21, 29, w) graphed as u = F = m + G and M’ in C* >
(21, 25, w') graphed as v’ = F' = m/ + G’, with G prenormalized:

(1.11) G = 0:(3) +OZ<1) = Oz,E('?));

(none condition implies the other), and the same about GG’. The goal is to normalize further
G

m(z,(,z,() =
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Without waiting, we expand GG in weighted homogeneous parts:

G = Z G,j, GV = Z 2%Z° Ga,c(CaZ)a

v>=3 a+c=v

and the same for GG’, with, unlike in Moser’s theory for Levi nondegenerate hypersurfaces
in C"*1, coefficient-functions G, . which are analytic, not polynomial.

The elementary Proposition [5.11| shows that, composing in advance with some element
of the 2-dimensional isotropy group (I.2) of the origin for the Gaussier-Merker model, we
can assume that the normalizing map has weighted expansion of the form:

(1.12)
f=z+fat+fs+-, g=C+an+g+- -, h=w+hg+hg+---,
where, for v = 3,4,5,..., the appearing holomorphic functions f, 1, g, 2, h, are

weighted homogeneous. Keeping good memory of this pre-composition, there will remain
at the end a 2-dimensional ambiguity in the obtained normal form.

As in Jacobowitz’s [18], Ch. 3] presentation of Moser’s method, with increasing weights
v = 3,4,5,..., we shall perform successive holomorphic rigid transformations of the
shape:

7=z + fV*l; C/ = <+gu727 w = w + hy.
Then in the main Proposition we will show that through any such biholomor-
phism (1.12) which transforms:
u = m+Gs+ - +G, 1+G,+0(v+1) into o = m+Gi+ - -+G,_+G,+0'(v+1),

homogeneous terms are kept untouched up to order < v — 1:
G;(Z,C}ZZ) = G/L(ZvC7Z7E) (3<N<V—1),

while:
G:/(Z7 Cazu Z) = GV<Z7 C727Z) —2Re {ffz% fl,,l(Z, <) + Q(thc%);z gV*Q(Zv C) - % hl/(za C)}

Here, the freedom, which consists of a triple {f,_1, g, 2, hl,} of holomorphic functions
of the two complex variables (z, ), can be used to simplify / normalize G, in comparison
with G,,.

It is important to point out that in this paper, we dispense ourselves completely of mak-
ing a formal theory of normal form before conducting a geometric reduction to normal
form, we come directly to (geometric) heart.

Then we study the initial weights v = 3,4, 5, even restricting our attention firstly to
total degree a + b + ¢ + d < 5. In Section [7, we show that only two monomials (up to
conjugation) remain after prenormalization in:

— —2
G35 = 2Re {z3( G3.001 + 2%C G3,o,0,2} + Oz,c,E,E((j)'

Using the freedom (I.12)) and taking account of preservation of prenormalization, similarly
as in [[1l], we show that we can annihilate G5, := 0. And then, we show that no other
Taylor coefficient of G5 can be normalized, if one requires preservation of G391 = 0 =

G5001
In particular, this implies that there is no invariant of (differential) order 4, and this

confirms the results of [[7], to be reviewed and compared in a while.
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Next, we study v = 4, still with a + b+ ¢ + d < 5, and there are again only two
monomials:

G, = 2Re {242 Guopo1 + 2°2C G3,0,1,1} + 02,4,575(6)‘

Using the freedom (I.12)) and taking account of preservation of all preceding normaliza-
tions, we show that we can annihilate Im G5, ; := 0. And then, we show that no other
Taylor coefficient of G4 can be normalized.

Lastly, for every remaining v > 5, we verify that only the identity tranformation 2’ = z,
(" = (, w' = w, stabilizes prenormalization and:

! !
0 = Gso01 = G3,0,o,1a 0 =1ImGszp1,1 = Im G3,0,1,1-

namely we show that 0 = f, 1 = g,_2 = h,, necessarily.
Moser’s algorithm therefore terminates, and we may at last state our main

Theorem 1.13. Every hypersurface M® € €, is equivalent, through a local rigid bi-
holomorphism, to a rigid €% hypersurface M'> C C'* which, dropping primes for target
coordinates, is a perturbation of the Gaussier-Merker model:
22+ 1220+ 172 _
u = 2 C — 2 ( + Z Ga,b,c,d Zacbzcéda
1 - CC a,b,c,deN

a+c23

with a simplified remainder G which:

(1) is normalized to be an O, (3);

(2) satisfies the prenormalization conditions G = Oz(3) + O¢(1) = 0.(3) + O(1):
Gupoo = 0 = Goocd
Gapio = 0 = Gioed,
Gup20 = 0 = Gapcas

(3) satisfies in addition the sporadic normalization conditions:
Gs001 = 0 = Go130,

ImGs011 =0 =ImGra30.

Furthermore, two such rigid €% hypersurfaces M® C C* and M'® C C'°, both brought
into such a normal form, are rigidly biholomorphically equivalent if and only if there exist
two constants p € R*, ¢ € R, such that for all a, b, ¢, d:

/ ate=2 ; 2b—c—2d
Ga,b,c,d — Ga,b,c,dp ) ew(a—&- c )‘

Now, before talking about any bridge, we must survey the results of the article [7]], from
Cartan’s side of the river. These results were finalized after the stay in Orsay of Alexander
Isaev, who raised the problem. The reader is referred to the introduction of [7] for more
extensive information.

Consider as before a rigid M° C C? with 0 € M, which is 2-nondegenerate and has
Levi form of constant rank 1, i.e. belongs to the class €, ;, and which is graphed as:

u = F(Zl,ZQ,El,EQ).

The letter ¢ is protected, hence not used instead of z,, since ¢ will denote a 1-form. The
two natural generators of 71°M and T M are:

gl = azl _Zle ay and 32 = a»2'2 _ZFZ2 87”
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in the intrinsic coordinates (21, 22,%1,%2,v) on M. The Levi kernel bundle K'°M C
T1OM is generated by:

Fz z
H = kLA + D, where k= — =
FZ151
is the slant function. The hypothesis of 2-nondegeneracy is equivalent to the nonvanishing:
0 # Z (k).

Also, the conjugate %~ generates the conjugate Levi kernel bundle K%' c T%' /.
There is a second fundamental function, and no more:

lezlfl
F21§1
In the rigid case, it looks so simple! But in the nonrigid case, P has a numerator involving
69 differential monomials!
Foo-Merker-Ta produced in [[7]] reduction to an {e}-structure for the equivalence prob-
lem, under rigid (local) biholomorphic transformations, of such rigid M® € €, ;. They
constructed an invariant 7-dimensional bundle P — M?® equipped with coordinates:

P =

(Zh Z27§17227 v, C7€)7

with ¢ € C, together with a collection of seven complex-valued 1-form which make a frame
for TP", denoted:

{pv K, Cv R, za Q, a} (p=0r),
which satisfy 7 invariant structure equations of the form:
dp = (e +@) Ap+ikAF,
dk = a Nk + (AR,
1 1
d¢ = (a—a)ANC+-Iyk AN+ =Vok AR,
c cc
= 1 1 1= -
do = (NC— -1y (A ANF+ —=Qyk NE+ =TIy Nk,
c cc c
conjugate structure equations for d&, dC, da being easily deduced.

Here, as in Pocchiola’s Ph.D., there are exactly rwo primary Cartan-curvature invariants:

VA (Z(ZR) | 1 A (Z) Zr(Za (k)

I, = 3 7, (k) + 3 2. (k)
L2 L (A(R) 2 L(Z0k))
3 Z(k) 3 Zik)
_ 1 Z(Z(Z(k) 5 (Zi(Zik)N
s T *5( Z\(k) ) B
1 ?1 (§1(k)) p 1 — 1 ——

One can check that Pocchiola’s W which occurs under general biholomorphic transforma-
tions of C? (not necessarily rigid!), when written for a rigid M° C C3, identifies with:

IO(F(Z1,Z2,51,32)) = WO(F(21722,51,52))-
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Furthermore, there is one secondary invariant whose unpolished expression is:

() ﬂ(ﬂ@))jo_ 1 (p_§1<§1<k>>>,0_; (V)

1 —
= 5 7ll) -5 (- Tz 2 Zule)

Visibly indeed, the vanishing of I, and V, implies the vanishing of @,. In fact, a conse-
quence of Cartan’s general theory is:

0=1,=V, = M is rigidly equivalent to the Gaussier-Merker model.

In [7]], by deducing new relations from the structure equations above, it was proved that
Q, is real-valued, but a finalized expression was missing there. A clean finalized expression
of @, in terms of only the two fundamental functions &, P (and their conjugates), from
which one immediately sees real-valuedness, is:

Q = 200 {1 X AB A LB
9 Z1(k)*
1 H(Z\(Z1(R) Z1(Z1(k) 14 (Z1(k) Z1(Z1(R)P
9 2, (k)3 Z(k)
_LAZR) Zi(Zuk) 1A (i (Z(R)P
9 Z1(k)? 9 Z(k)?
2A@ZR)P 1 Z(ZR)P 1 AZ(LR)) 1, (P)}
9 Zik) 9 Zik) 3 Z (k) 67"
1 =2 1|Zi(Z(k)]
—glPl 3 Zik) |

Section[§]is devoted to provide the details of the necessary, nontrivial computations. Having
Q, in finalized form is required to compare with what Moser’s method gives on the other
side of the bridge.

Indeed, to finish this introduction, we can at last say that the key idea of the bridge is
presented in Sections [9] and [10]
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tenuous relationships with the theory of normal forms a la Poincaré and a la Moser will
continue to be explored and unveiled in several upcoming mathematical memoirs.

2. Rigid Equivalences of Rigid Hypersurfaces in C?: A Toy Study

We first consider the equivalence problem of rigid hypersurfaces in C? under the action
of rigid biholomorphic transformations. We will solve this problem with both Cartan’s
method of equivalence and Moser’s method of normal forms. The calculations here are
simple, and they will serve as a toy model for our more substantial problem in C? later.
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Throughout this section, we use the complex coordinates (z,w) on C? with w = u + iv,
where u, v € R.

We recall that a real analytic hypersurface in C? is called rigid if it can be written {u =
F(z,z) }, where F is a converging power series in z,%. A local biholomorphic map of C?
of the form:

(2.1) (z,w) —> (f(z), aw—l—g(z)),

with a € R*, ¢ € R, will be called called rigid. Most of the times, we will assume that the
origin is fixed, whence 0 = f(0) = g(0).

Since rigid transformations send rigid hypersurfaces to hypersurfaces which are again
rigid, it then makes sense to consider rigid equivalences of rigid hypersurfaces in C?, as we
do here. The homogeneous model here is (still) the Heisenberg sphere {u = 2z}, whose
rigid automorphisms fixing the origin can be extracted from the set of general automor-
phisms of the sphere (exercise).

As a starter, consider a rigid biholomorphic map (z,w) — (f(2), aw + g(z)) =:
(2/,w') between two hypersurfaces {u = F(z,%)} in C*> and {v' = F'(2,Z')} in C? too.
From:

F'(f(2),f(z)) = F'(¢,Z) = «' = au+Reg(z) = aF(2,7) + 3 9() + 3902,
it comes the fundamental equation, identically satisfied:
2.2) F'(f(2), f(2)) = aF(2.%) + 59(2) + 59(2).
Lemma 2.3. Through a rigid biholomorphism between two rigid hypersurfaces {u = F'}
and {u' = F'} in C? it holds:

Fzg - % ‘fz|2Fé/§/.

Proof. Applying 0.0 eliminates g and g above and yields the result. O

Thus, F.z is a relative invariant: it is nonvanishing in one system of coordinates if
and only if it is nonvanishing in any other system of coordinates. Of course, M is Levi

nondegenerate in the classical sense if and only if F,> # 0. We will constantly assume that
this holds at every point.

2.4. Cartan’s method of equivalence. Consider a real analytic graphed hypersurface
M? = {u = F(z,%z)} passing through the origin in C?. Its holomorphic tangent space
T'YM = (C® TM) N T"C is a 1-dimensional complex vector bundle on M. One
can check directly that the vector field . := % — in% generates 7Y M, in the intrin-

sic coordinates (z,%,v) on M. We abbreviate A := —i F, so that ¥ = 2 + A2 and
Z=L+AL
Assume that M is everywhere Levi nondegenerate, namely F,z # 0. Next, define the
real vector field .7 on M by .7 = —i ¥, Z] = 6%, where ¢ := —2F,. As in [7],
introduce also the auxiliary function on M:
Ez FzzE
P = 7

Lemma 2.5. The vector fields T, L, L constitute a frame on C® T M, with Lie brackets:
[9,3} =—-P7, [f,z - -P7, [X,y] =—17. O
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Next, denote by Pos Co, Zo the (complex) 1-forms on M which are dual to the _(complex)
vector fields .7, .2, Z, respectively. More precisely, the expressions of py, (o, (, in terms
of dv, dz, dz are:

po = % (dv — Adz —Zdi), (o = dz, (o = dz.
This gives us an initial coframe for C ® T'M having structure equations:

dpo = P po A Co+Ppy Ay +1io A o,
dy = di, = 0.

We now look at the action of rigid transformations on M in order to setup an initial
G-structure. Observe that if a rigid biholomorphism h: (z,w) — (f(2), aw + g(z)) =:
(2/,w’) fixing the origin maps a rigid hypersurface M C C? to another rigid hypersurface
M' c C’, then h sends T'OM to TVOM, i.e. h,(T"°M) = T™OM’. Without loss of
generality, it can be assumed that the target M’ = {u' = F'(2’,Z')} is also graphed, and is
equipped with a similar frame {7, ¢, 3/}. It follows that there exists a uniquely defined
nowhere vanishing function ¢’: M’ — C* so that h.(.£) = ¢.Z".

Similary, h(7) = T + VL + b7 . From Deﬁnition it is clear that h.(0,) =
a0y. Since I = (0, and T' = (' Oy, it comes h,(T) = a%f’. Hence v/ = 0.
Furthermore:

ho(T) = ha(—i[Z,2)) = —i[h(L), h(2D)] = —i ¥, dZ] = e T,

with necessarily 0 = .”(¢') while expanding the bracket thanks to &’ = 0, and we conclude
that the function a’ = ¢’¢ is determined. o
Consequently, under the action of A, the frame {7, ¥, £} changes as:

T ¢ 0 0 T’
h{Z]l=l0 ¢ 0] X (& #0).
z 0 0 7)) \&Z

This gives us the transfer relation between the two dual coframes, in terms of a nowhere
vanishing function c¢: M — C*:

o cc 00 Po
h* g(,/) =10 ¢ O go
Co 0 0 ¢/ \Go

The initial G-structure is now obtained as follows. Such a function c is replaced by a
free variable c € C*, an unknown of the problem. The structure group is the 2-dimensional
Lie group of matrices of the form:

cc 00O
g=10 c O (c#£0),
0 0 ¢
and we introduce the lifted coframe:
P Lo
C| =9g-1¢C
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We are now in the position to apply Cartan’s method of equivalence to the G-structure
just obtained. First, we compute the Maurer-Cartan matrix as:

e+ 0 0
dg-g~" = 0 £ 0
99 c )
0 0 £

and there is only one (complex-valued) Maurer-Cartan form o := %. The structure equa-
tions are the following:

1 1— — _
dp = (Oz—l—@)Ap+EPp/\C+EP,0AC+iC/\C,

d¢ = a A,
dC =anc.
We proceed to absorption of torsion by introducing the modified Maurer-Cartan form:

T = — %P ¢,
in terms of which the structure equations contract as:
dp = (+T)Ap+iCAC,
d¢ = m A, d¢ = 7 AC.

At this point, no more absorption can be performed, because if one modifies the 1-form
masw:=7m — Ap— B(— C(, which transforms the structure equations into:

dp = (F4+7)Ap—(B+C)pAC—(B+C)pAC+iCAC,
dC = #AC+ApANC—CCNC,

all the functions A, B, C' must be zero to conserve the same shape. In other words, the
prolongation reduces to identity, and 7 is uniquely defined.
Therefore, Cartan’s process stops, and to finish, it remains to finalize the expression of:

dr = do, + 1 €PN —2dPANC—L1PdC
=0+ (r+1POPAC—L(P.dz+P:dz) NC—LPTAC

where we need to know / abbreviate just:

A Fzzﬁinszz?Fzﬁ —_
P; = Lmfe-baliz . R,

whence:
dr = LR(AC.

cc
Visibly, R = R is real, because F' = F is, whence FLaze = Fiae.
Theorem 2.6. The equivalence problem under local rigid biholomorphisms of € rigid
real hypersurfaces {u = F(z,%Z)} in C* whose Levi form is everywhere nondegenerate

reduces to classifying {e}-structures on the 5-dimensional bundle M? x C equipped with
coordinates (z,Z, v, ¢, C) together with a coframe of 5 differential 1-forms:

{pv Cv E) T, ﬁ} (p=0r),
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which satisfy invariant structure equations of the shape:
dp = (m+T)Ap+iCAC,
d¢ = 7 AC, d¢ = TN,
dr = LR(AC, dr = —LR(AC

Another way to see that R = R is real from the structure equations is as follows, using
Poincaré’s relation:

0=dodp = (dr+dm)Ap— (7 +7) Adp+id{ ANC—i( AdC
= éRgAZAp+C—IEEZA<Ap— (w+ﬁ)[(w+ﬁ)oAp+i(AZ +iTtACAC—iCATAC
1 _ _
= E(R—R)p/\g/\g.
Thus, the only invariant here is:
FzzZFzE - FzzEFz%
(Fz)?
When R = 0, the structure equations have constants coefficients, which shows, by Cartan’s

theory, that all rigid hypersurfaces with R = 0 are rigidly equivalent to each other, and
equivalent to the model {u = 2Z}. There also are straightforward arguments to get this.

2.7 R =

Proposition 2.8. A rigid M = {u = F(z,%z)} in C? is rigidly biholomorphically equivalent
to the Heisenberg sphere {u' = 2'Z'} if and only if:

Proof. Recall that the condition R(F') = 0 is invariant under rigid biholomorphisms.
Trivially, F' := zZ implies R(F') = 0.
For the converse, Lemma guarantees that M is of course Levi-nondegenerate too,
and by invariancy of R = 0, we can assume that F' = 2Z + O, 5(3).
Set G := Fz, a function which is also real-valued, with G(0) = 1. Thus:

0=G:G -G, G5 — (Iog G)ZE = 0.
Consequently log G(2,Z) = ¢(z) + ®(Z) for some holomorphic function with ¢(0) = 0,

whence G(z,%) = ¢(z) - ¥(Z) with ¢(0) = 1, and
F o z d . z o d_ _. . .
) = [ w0 [ TQd = 1) 76),
with f(z) = 2z + 0,(2). Thus u = f(2) f(Z), and the rigid biholomorphism 2’ := f(z)
terminates. U

We know from Lemma [2.3|that F . is a relative invariant. What about R? It suffices to
examine how the numerator of R behaves under transformations.

Lemma 2.9. Through a rigid biholomorphism (z,w) — (f(2), aw + g(z)) =: (z/,w)
between two rigid hypersurfaces {u = F'} and {u' = F'} in C?, it holds:

Fzzﬁ Fzg — FzzE Fzﬁ = a% (fz 73)3 |:FZ//Z/7/7/ Fllfl — F/ 151 F/’EIE/:| .

Z'Z 2z 227 2
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Proof. Differentiate the fundamental identity (2.2)) four appropriate times:
aFz = f.f.F..

z2'z"

anzE = fzzf F/’ ’+fzf szzl«'z'zU
anzz = fzfzz +fzf f Fzzz’a
anzzz fZZfzzF/’/+fZfo Fz,z’z’+fzfzzfz zzz’+fzf fzf F;/z/z’zh

perform the necessary products, substract, and get the result. U

2.10. Method of normal forms of Moser. In this subsection, following the method of
Moser, we will approach the equivalence problem for rigid hypersurfaces in C? under
rigid biholomorphisms by constructing a normal form. Notice that although the problem is
(much) simpler than that considered by Moser for general hypersurfaces in C2, our problem
here is not a special case of what is already known.

The goal is to simplify the defining function u = F'(z,Z) of a given hypersurface M3 C
C? as much as possible by applying rigid holomorphic changes of variables (z,w)
(f(2), pw+ g(z)) =: (#/,w'), with p € R*. We will find step by step changes, so that
the transformed graphing functions F” for successive M’ = {u/ = F'(2’,2’)} will contain
more and more zero coefficients.

Take a real analytic hypersurface M = {u = F(z,7)} passing through the origin in C?,
and expand:

u=3(w+w) = Z Fjp 277",

k=1
with F}; , = Fk] At first, set 2’ := z and:
"= w—-2) F
j=1

in order to subtract all harmonic monomials F} 2’ and Fp; Z* to obtain:

Z kzjzk = [i122+ Z szj

j>1 J+k=3
E>1 j>landk>1

The invariant property F} ; # 0 characterizes Levi nondegeneracy of )M at the origin
(hence in a neighborhood). Switching u —— — w if necessary, we may assume F;; > 0.

Next, make the rigid biholomorphism 2’ := /F}; z with w’ := w, drop the prime,
single out monomials of degree 1 in either z or Z factonze and point out remainders:

F; _

k>3 Iy

j>landk>1
JE F2,1 2 Fj,l j 12,2 Flk —k F22 22 F]k j=k
ZZ+Z<F3/2Z +> 2GH02 +z +y TR 2 +F2 SR RO 7z

1,1 >3 £'1h 1,1 k>3 411 itk>5 11
j=22and k>2
i\ (= 1272 Fie k) _F2aFio o0 28 3-2

(+ b2+ X o) (5 DA P X ™) - T () () ¢

1,1 =3 11 1 k>3 11 1,1

+F222 222+2223( )_1_2352(.”).
F11
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Such a factorization suggests to perform the rigid biholomorphism:

/. j
c + Z ]+1)/2 ’
=s Fia
again with untouched w' := w. Its inverse is of the form z = 2z/(1 + 22 ), so

O(zz™) = O(2"'z"™), and finally, dropping primes, we have proved the

Proposition 2.11. Any rigid M = {u =Y Fjx szk} can be brought, by a rigid biholo-
morphic transformation fixing the origin, to:
F2,2 F1,1 - F2,1 Fl,Z] .

7, 20 £ 8P(). O

u=z§+[

In other words:

0= Fjo = Fog (G=>1, k=1),
1= Fl,l?
0= F1 = Fiy (=2 k>2).

Can one normalize the graphing function F' further? For instance, can one annihilate
some other F; ;,? Not much freedom is left, as states the next

Lemma 2.12. If two rigid hypersurfaces in C? having the form:

_ i1k
u =22+, Fjp27" and u o= 27+ Z Fi, 27"
7,k>2 7,k>=2

are equivalent through a rigid biholomorphism fixing the origin, then there exist p € R
and ¢ € R such that:

2 = pl/2e 2 w = pw.

In particular, this shows that the group of rigid transformations fixing the origin
of the Heisenberg sphere {u = 2z} is 2-dimensional, generated by these obvious
rotation / dilation commuting transformations (solution of the exercise).

Proof. Write as above (z/,w') = (f(2), pw + g(z)), with f(0) = 0 = g(0). The funda-
mental equation (5.10) reads:

pF(2,2) +359(2)+539() = F'(f(2),[(2).
Put Z := 0, get g(Z) = 0. Thus:
p(Z+272(1)) = [ @) + () F @ (),
and using f(z) = O(z):
p2Z = f(2)f(Z)+ 222 ().
Invertibility of the Jacobian yields f,(0) # 0. Apply 85}0 and get:
pz = f(2)T(0),
s0 f(z) = Az for some A € C*. Lastly, p = A\, which concludes. d
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Corollary 2.13. Two rigid hypersurfaces in C%:

u= 22+, Fj 27" and W= 27+ ). Fi, ik
Jik>2 jkz2 7
are rigidly biholomorphically equivalent if and only if there exist p € R* and ¢ € R such

that:
j+k—2 . .
'F?]',k = pg P) eZW(J_k) F}/,k (j??,k??) D

At any point (zy, wy) € M close to the origin, all these results are also valid, and using
the recentered holomorphic coordinates z — z; and w — wy, one obtains:

)+4 Fzz%(ZO) FzE(ZO) -2 FzzE(ZO) 2 Fzﬁ(ZO)
Fz(20)?

The (2, 2)-coefficient at various points zq is, up to a power of F. in the denominator, ex-
actly equal to the relative invariant function R found in by applying Cartan’s method.

According to Lie’s principle of thought ([20, Chap. 1]), a relative invariant is assumed to
be either identically zero, or nowhere zero, after restriction to an appropriate open subset.
Since Proposition already understood the branch R = 0, it remains only to treat the
branch R # 0. This is left as an exercise.

(2—20)2 (E—Eo)z—l-- ..

u—ug = (z—2p) (E—EO

3. Two Invariant Determinants for Hypersurfaces M/° C C3

Consider a rigid biholomorphism:

Hi (2Guw) — (f(2,0), 9,0, pw+h(z,0)) =t (. ¢ow)  pew,
hence with Jacobian f,g. — fcg. # 0, between two rigid 6™ hypersurfaces:
w=—-w+2F(2,(,z() = Q and w = —w+2 F'(z’,Q',Z',E,) = Q.
Plugging the three components of / in the target equation:

pw+h(z,Q)+ pT+A(ZC) = 2F(f(.0), 9(=.). 720, 3(%0)

and replacing w + w = 2 F', one receives the fundamental equation expressing H (M) C
M’

20 F(2,¢.5.0) + h(2,0) +h(Z.0) = 2F(£(2,0), g(=), 7.0, 5(=.0) ).

By differentiating it (exercise! use a computer!), one expresses as follows the invariancy
of the Levi determinant defined for general biholomorphisms [29] as:

Q- Q O E B -1
QZE sz Qzﬁ = 22 FzE FZZ 0
Rz Qi Fee Fz O
Proposition 3.1. Through any rigid biholomorphism:
F,.., F_ 2 -
A S ‘? I;C‘ -
oz Few I fc‘ f= fg‘ ¢z I
9= 9¢| | 9= 9¢
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Consequently, the property that the Levi form is of constant rank 1 is biholomorphically
invariant. The 2-nondegeneracy property [29] then expresses as the nonvanishing of:

QE QZ QE Fg FE —1
Rz Qg Quw | = 2" | Pz Fz 0
szE szE szﬁ FzzE Fzzz 0
Proposition 3.2. When the Levi form is of constant rank 1, through any rigid biholomor-
phism:
/ 1 3
P}jz’z’ P‘[jzlc’ _ p2 (gC Fzé _Ez FC_E) ‘ FFZE FFZE ’ H
227 z/zf/ fz fC fE fZ 22z 22C
9= Y¢ 9z 9¢

Recall that we denote the class of (local) hypersurfaces M° C C? passing by the origin
0 € M that are 2-nondegenerate and whose Levi form has constant rank 1 as:

o

4. Rigid Infinitesimal CR Automorphisms
of the Gaussier-Merker Model

The appropriate model M, ¢ is rigid and was set up by Gaussier-Merker in [8] and Fels-
Kaup in [4]:
2Z+ 1220 + £2%¢
1=¢¢
It is a locally graphed representation of the tube in C? over the future light cone in R3. The
10-dimensional simple Lie algebra of its infinitesimal CR automorphisms:

g = autor(Mic) = s0y3(R),

has 10 natural generators X, ..., Xy, which are (1,0) vector fields having holomorphic
coefficients with X, + X, tangent to M, c. Assigning weights to variables, to vector fields,
and the same weights to their conjugates:

4.1)

2] =1 €] :== 0, [w] = 2 [82] = -1 [84] =0 [aw] = =2,

this Lie algebra of vector fields isomorphic to 50 3(R) can be graded as:

Mc: u= : m(z,(,%,0).

g=02B9-1Dg D g1 D g,
where, as shown in [8, [7]]:

g_o := Span {i@w},
g1 = Span{(( —1)9. — 220, (i+i()0.—2iz0,},

where go = g™ @ g5
gie™ = Span {zg 9.+ (= 1)0¢ — 2% 0w, 2¢0. + (i +iC*) O — i2® 8w},
gi° = Span {20, +2wd,, iz, +2iCd},
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while:
g1 := Span {(22 —(w —w) 0, + (2,2( + 22) Oc + 22w Oy,
(—iz® +iCw —iw) 0, 4 ( — 2i2C + 2iz) O, — 2izw Oy },
g2 = Span {izw 9, —iz* O¢ + iw? 6w}.

Calling these X1, ..., X1 in order of appearance, the five X, + X, foro = 1,2,3,4,5
span T'M° while those for o = 6, 7,8, 9, 10 generate the isotropy subgroup of the origin.

5. Prenormalization
In coordinates (z,(,w) € C?* with w = u + v, consider a local ¢* rigid hyper-
surface M® C C® graphed as v = F(z,(,Zz,() passing through the origin. Expand
Y arbierast Faped 2C bz‘fd, and define by conjugating only coefficients:

_ o — —

F(Z,C,Z,C) = Z Fopea?’Ctz°C .

a+b+ct+d>1
The reality @ = u forces F(z,(, %, () = F(z,(,%,¢) which becomes:
F(27Z) 2 C) = F(Zu C727Z)

The 4 independent derivations 9., dc, dz, 9z commute. Applying & ¢ &82%8;%8? at the
origin (0, 0,0, 0), it comes:

Fc,d,a,b - Fa,b,c,d-
:= F(z,(,0,0) which is holomorphic, setting w’ := w — 2 x(z, ¢), we get:
T = = F(2,(,%,0) —x(2,¢) —X(z.¢) = F'(2¢70),

with now 0 = F'(z,¢,0,0) = F'(0,0,%,().
By O.(3), we mean a (remainder) function equal to z*(- - - ), where (- - - ) is any function
of one or several variables. By O, ,(2), we mean 2*(- -+ ) + zy(---) + y*(- - - ), and so on.

With x(z, ()

Proposition 5.1. After a rigid biholomorphism, an M € €, ; satisfies:
F(2,¢,%,0) = 22+ 3¢z + 0(3).

Employing the letter & for unspecified functions, this amounts to:
(5.2) F(2,(,72() = 224+ 2 & +222(2,.(.2) + (%(2,(,%.C).
We will use without mention:

R(2,(,7,C) = B(2,(2)+(%(2,(,70).

Proof. We will perform rigid biholomorphisms of the form 2’ = 2/(z,(), (' = {'(z,(),
w' = w fixing 0. They transform u = F(z,¢, %, () into v’ = F'(#, Q’,E’,Z/) with:

F'(,¢,7,0) = F(x(z,¢), ¢z, (), 2(7,0), {(#,0)),
hence they conserves F’(z,(’,0,0) = 0.
The Levi form being of rank 1 at 0, we may assume:

u = 22+03(2,C,E,Z).
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Assertion 5.3. After a rigid biholomorphism fixing 0:
F=2Z4+72%+(%.
Proof. We can decompose:
F(2,(,7,¢) = F(2,(,2,0)+(Z = Z(2+ x(2,0) +ZZ + (X,
with y = O(2). Then:
F=(z+x)Z+X)—2X—-XX+ZZ+ (X
Buty = 22 %(%) + ( Z(%, () is absorbable, hence:
F=z+x)Z+X)+22+C2.
Thus, we perform the rigid biholomorphism 2’ := 2z + x(z, (), (' := (, with inverse:
2 =2 40,002) = 42"+ 7.
Hence % = 2°%' + ( %', and lastly:
F'(2,¢,2,0) =22 +7° % +{ %' O

Next, dropping primes, specifying 3™ order (real) terms P = P; in F = 2z + P3 +

O, ¢zz(4), let us inspect the Levi determinant:

0 = 1+ Pz4+ 02 FPz+0,

i.e. P is harmonic with respect to ¢ when z, Z are seen as constants. Thus taking account
of 0 = P(z,(,0,0):

P=uazz2+a:722+¢ (bz2+ 022) +¢ (1_722+Ez2) + (2 (d?) +Z2 (c_lz)
But Assertion [5.3|forces a = 0, b = 0, d = 0, whence:
u=2Z+cCZ +2C+ 0, z:(4).
From Proposition we know that ¢ # 0, hence ¢ ( =: % ¢’ conducts to:

(5.4) uw=224+32C+37(+0,..:(4) = Z+T R+ (X

whence 0 = Py,

Next, let us look at 4™ order terms which depend only on (z, Z), especially at the mono-
mial e 2?22 with e := Fy 29 € R. We can make e = 0 thanks to ' := ( + e 2%

u=2z2+3(C+e)2+35((+ez) 2 +ZZ+(Z.
So we can assume F5 20 = 0. We then write:
u = zE—i—%EQS(z,C,Z) —l—Z%(z,C,E,Z)7

with S = ¢ + O,¢>(2) and with no z* monomial in the remainder. Hence with some
function 7(z) which is an O,(3), and with some function w(z,() = O, (1), we devise
which biholomorphism to perform:

u=22+312((+7(2) +(w(z ) +76(2,(,2) + (Z
_ z?—i—%f((—l—T(Z)—i—Cw(z,Q) +Z2 %+ CR.

-~
=: ¢/, while z=:2'
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Assertion 5.5. The inverse ( = (' + O(2) = 7/(z') + ('[1 + W/(2/, ()] also satisfies
7'(2') = 0.(3).

Proof. Indeed, by definition:
(=7 +[rR)+ (1 +wz)] 1+ (2 7(2) + C (1 + w(z,0))],

and it suffices to put { := 0 to get a concluding relation which even shows that ordy7 =
ordg7’:

0= 7(2) +7(2) [1+u'(z7(2))]. O
All this enables to reach the goal (5.2) since 7(Z') is absorbable in Z/°%":
uw= 27+ +7° % (< +7(Z) +Z’w’(z’,§')) 748 O
Coordinates like in Proposition will be called prenormalized. Equivalently (exer-
cise):

= Fa,b,O,O = FO,O,c,da
0= Fopi0 = Frocd,
0 = Fap20 = Fo0.cds

with only three exceptions Fi 10 = 1 and Fhoo1 = 5 = Fyi10. During the proof,
in (5.4), we obtained simultaneously:

(56) |u=F =22+37C+0:3)+0g(1) = 22+ 32°C+37C+ 0, -¢(4).

Now, recall that the Gaussier-Merker model is homogeneous of degree 2 in z, Z, when
(¢, C are treated as constants:

22+ 3 2%C+ 17%¢

u = = = m(z,(%,0).
—c ( )
A general M € €y is just a perturbation of it:
u=F=m+G, with G :=F-m =0, EZ()

Proposition 5.7. In prenormalized coordinates, one has G = O, z(3).

Proof. Expand:
m=2z) (‘C+328) CT+32° ) (M = 2245220+ 5720+ 0, 22 (4),

1=0 10 >0
b—c k
G = E E Ga b,c,d Z C E G".
k>4 a+b+c+d=k k>4

Of course, F¥F =mF + Gk, with G2 =G> =0
Assertion 5.8. For every k > 2, one has G* = O, (3).

Proof. For some k > 4, assume by induction that G%, G3, ..., G*"! are O, 5(3), whence:

Gﬁ? = OZ;(].), Gez = 0275(2) = Giz, GEE = 0275(3) (1<e<k-1).
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Next, insert F' = i>2 F" in the Levi determinant:

SR T EL
1 (

0= L=y (F@; Fi_ i FJ))
i 2z 2C (z
Zi cm ; FCZ R~ «“

Behind Ze’ all terms are of constant homogeneous order ¢ — 2 + j — 2 = ¢ — 4, hence
0= Zi-i—j:é for each ¢ > 4. Take ¢ := k + 2 and expand:

— 2|k i pkt2—i ko2
0=FLFL+ > FLFE + FLFE

3<i<k—1

2 k ] k+2—i k 2
- F* FCE_ FZZ’ZFCE ! _FZE&O.

—Z

3<i<k—1

Observe from 1) that 1 = F2Z while 0 = ng = F:E = FZ,. Of course, Levi determinant
vanishing holds for F' := m:

— 2 ok i k2 k 02
Ozmzzmgz—l— E m_m +mzm’: —

< &,
3<i<k—1
2 ok i o kt2—i ok o2
Mz Me E mme; meme .
3<i<k—1

k

Substituting the boxed term FC’% with mIEZ + G’Z_Z, solving for G o

the other F¥ = m’ + G*, and subtracting, we obtain:

substituting as well

ke — i yk42—i i kA2—i i k2—i |
G= ) (mzzGCC +GLm 4+ GL G )

3<i<k—1
i k2 i k2 i k2
- > ("ﬁgG@ THGemETT GG Z)-
3<i<k—1

Since we also have 3 < k 4+ 2 — ¢ < k — 1, induction applies to all six products to get
GIZZ = 0.2(3).

By integration, G* = \*(2,(, %) DY (2,(, 2) +0.2(3). After absorption in O, z(3), we
can assume that \* is of degree < 2 in (z, Z), hence contains only monomials z%¢*z¢ with
a+c<2anda+b+c=k. Sob>=k—2.

Further, G*(2,¢,0,0) = 0 imposes A\*(2,(,0) = 0. So 1 < ¢ < 2. Consequently, \*
can contain only three monomials:

MNo(2,¢,2) = azZC P+ b2z P2 4 e Z2 2
Since k£ > 4, we see that the conjugate b (%, ¢, z) is multiple of Zkﬁ??, hence:
G*(2,¢,2,0) = N(2,(,2) + Xk(z, 0,2) +0:2(3).

Finally, because the prenormalized coordinates of Proposition require
G*(2,(,7z,0) = Oz(3), we reach \*(z,(,z) = O,=(3), which forces a = b = ¢ = 0 = AF,
so as asserted G* = O, (3). O

In conclusion, G = > G* = O, 3(3). O
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According to [[7], the Lie group G of rigid CR automorphisms of the Gaussier-Merker
model {u = m} has Lie algebra g_» & g_1 @ go of dimension 7, generated by X1, ..., X7.
The 2-dimensional isotropy subgroup Gy C G of the origin 0 € C? has Lie algebra gs°
generated by:

X = 20, + 2w 0y, X7 = 120, + 2iC 0.

By computing the flows exp (t XU)<Z, ¢,w) fort € R and o = 6,7, one verifies that G
consists of scalings coupled with ‘rotations’:

1/2 / 24 /
Z = /)/ w2 ¢ = e, w = pw (PERY, pER).

Next, any holomorphic function e = e(z,w) decomposes in weighted homogeneous

terms as:
e(z,w) = Z eaﬂbz“Cb = Z <Z ekﬁbcb> 2k = Z €.

ab k>0 b k>0

Mind notation: for weights, indices e, are lower case, while for orders, as e.g. in G* before,
they were upper case. Similarly:

E(Z,Cag,Z) = Z ( Z (Z Ea,b,c,dgbzd> Z“EC) =: Z E,.
k=0 ™ atc=k b,d k=0

According to what precedes, we can assume that both the source M and the target M’
rigid hypersurfaces are prenormalized. Assume therefore that a rigid biholomorphism:

H: (z¢w) — (£, 920 pw+h(,0) = (£,¢,u),

fixing the origin is given between:

u=F=224+12%4+0:(3) = m+G = mf—ngﬂ) -(3),

127 7/2/
W = F = /74 17 00(3) = m 4 G = TRICHT o, L),

Observation 5.9. Scalings and rotations (', (', w') — (p'/?e'?2', e*2(’, pw') preserve
prenormalizations. O

Since T{M = {w = 0} and T{M' = {w’ = 0}, and since H,T5M = T5M’', we
necessarily have h = O, ((2). After the scaling v’ — % w’, we may therefore assume that
the last component of H is w + O, ¢(2).

Let us decompose the components of H in weighted homogeneous parts:

f = forfitfotfst+ -, g = Got+ag1+got---, h = ho+hi+hot+hs+hy+---

Plug in the components of H in the target rigid equation @ =F'(, (7, ZI):

w4+ h(z,)+w+h(z,() = 2F’(f(z,C),g(z>C) f(70),3(z C))

and then, substitute w + w = 2 F' to get a fundamental equation, holding identically:

(5.10) 2F(2,6,20) +h(z,Q) +h(20) = 2F(f(2.0), 9(20), F(2.0), 3(2.0)).
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Proposition 5.11. Possibly after a rotation (2', (', w') — (€2, e?(’,w'), one has:
f=z+ft+fs+-, g =Cta+tg+ -, = wthg+hy+---.
or equivalently: fo =0, f1 =2, 90 =C(; hg =0, hy =0, hy = w.

Proof. Recall that FF = m + G, that m = m, and that G = G3 + G4 + - - -, with the same
about I/ = m’ + G'. So F and F’ have no terms of weights 0 or 1. Of course fy = fo((),

9o = 90(C), ho = ho(¢) depend on ¢ only.
In (5.10), pick terms of weight zero:

0+ ho(¢) +ho(C) = 2 F'(fo(C), 90(C)s Fo(C),T0(C)),
put ¢ := 0, use F'(2',¢’,0,0) = 0, and get hy = 0.
Once again, pick in terms of weight zero using F' =m' + O, »(3):
Jo(Q) Fo(C) + 5£0(€)*F(C) + 5.50(0)90(¢)

’= - 900900 +Ono7,00)

We claim that f(¢) = 0. Otherwise, fo = c¢(¥+ O¢(v+ 1) with ¢ # 0, but on the right, the
monomial ¢¢ ¢ ”ZV cannot be killed — contradiction. This finishes examination of weight
zero, for it remains only 0 = 0.

Hence, pass to weight 1. We claim that h; = 0. Of course, f; = zf1(¢) and hy =
zhy(¢). Since m’ is weighted homogeneous of degree 2, we have F’ = O,/ »(2), and we

get from (5.10) what forces h; = 0:
0:2(2) + 2 h1(¢) + Zh(C) = 0.5, 27,(0(2) = 0:2(2).

Before passing to weight 2, since f = zf1({) + O,(2) and g = go(¢) + 291(¢) + O.(2),
the nonzero Jacobian gj gg ‘ has value at the origin ‘ g X Eg% g(,)(()o) , hence f1(0) # 0 # ¢{(0).

Lastly, picking weighted degree 2 terms in (5.10), we get:
2m(2,6,2.0) + 2#ha(Q) + 2a) = 2m(2£(0), 0(€). Q). 7(0)).

This identity means that the map (z,(,w) — (2f1(¢), 90(¢), w + 22h(€)) is an au-
tomorphism of the Gaussier-Merker model fixing the origin, hence is a rotation, so that
f1(¢) = €%, go(¢) = €*?(, hy(z,¢) = 0. Post-composing with the inverse rotation, we
attain the conclusion. U

Question 5.12. Suppose given two rigid hypersurfaces prenormalized as before:

2z+1 22041 22
u=F = 22+ 3+ 0:3) + Ogll) = m+ G = ZHEHE 40,3,

/ / I—t 1 =12 41 ’ ’ 27 4L 2 12
u=F =27 +372°C+0(3)+0x(1) = m'+ G = Ea + O, (3).
Is it true that the group of rigid biholomorphisms at the origin between them:

(2,6w) — (24 £(5Q, CHg(2,0), wHh(zQ) = (¢ w),
where f = fo+ fs+---,9=9g1+g2+ -+, h=hs+ hy+ -, is finite-dimensional ?

Here, the two appearing remainders O, >(3) and Oz(3) + Og(1) are different. By ex-
panding 1/(1 — () we see that:

m =22+ 172+ 122C+ () = 22+ 172+ 0z(1),
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hence by subtraction, we get that GG is more than just an O, z(3).
Observation 5.13. The remainder function satisfies G = O.z(3) = Oz(3) + Og(1). O
The synthesis between these two conditions will be made in Section
6. Weighted Homogeneous Normalizing Biholomorphisms

Now, inspired by Jacobowitz’s presentation [18] of Moser’s normal form in C2, Propo-
sitions [5.7]and [5.TT]justify to introduce the spaces:

¢ ={G=G((50: G=G+ Gt },

9 = {(z+f(z,(),C+g(z,(),w+h(z,§)) f:f2+f3+ag:gl+92+v h=hz+hgy+---

where lower indices denote homogeneous components with respect to the weighting (4.1))
defined by:
a b=cFd
[z ¢’z°C } = a-+tec.

The goal is to use the ‘freedom’ space & of rigid biholomorphisms in order to ‘normalize’
as much as possible the remainder G in the graphed equation {u = m + G} of any given
Z+1220+172¢ . .
hypersurface. Here, m = % is homogeneous of weight 2.

Both ¢ and 2 decompose as direct sums graded by increasing weights:

Y = Ugy7 gy = {Gu}u

v>3

9 = U D, 2, = {(fV*l? gv—2, hu)}7

v>3

and the (upcoming) justification for the shifts in &, will be due to two multipliers:

_ ZtxC : _ _(E+0? :

m. = "% of weight 1 and me = 50 e of weight 2.
One can figure out that Gy := m and G, := m’ are already finalized / normalized. With
increasing weights v = 3,4,5,..., we shall perform successive holomorphic rigid trans-
formations of the shape:

6.1) 2= z+ f,_q, ¢ =+ g0, w = w+h,.

When v > 1 is high, it is intuitively clear that such transformations close to the identity
will preserve previously achieved low order normalizations; to make this claim precise, let
us follow and adapt [[18, Chap. 3].

For 11 > 0, denote by O(u) power series whose monomials 2%¢ biczd are all of weight
a + ¢ = p, and introduce the projection operators:

Wu( > Tubea ZaCbECZd> = Z Z Toped ZaCbzczd-
a,b,c,d>0 ate<p bd>0
Proposition 6.2. Through any biholomorphism ((6.1) which transforms:
u = m+Gs+- - +G, 1+G,+O0(v+1) into v = m+G4+ - -+G,_+G +0'(v+1),
homogeneous terms are kept untouched up to order < v — 1:
G;(Z,C,E,Z) = G#(Z,C,ZZ) (B<pu<r—1),

while:

G (2,6,2.0) = G050 —2Re {2 £,y (5, 0+ 520 g, (5,0 = S (2,0}
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Thus, by appropriately choosing (f,_1, 9,2, h,), we will be able to ‘kill’ many mono-
mials in (G, hence make G', simpler, or normalized. Exercise: verify that in fact h, = 0
necessarily, when I and I are assumed to be prenormalized.

Proof. As already seen, the fundamental equation, holding identically, is:
Re (w+hy) = F(2,(Z,¢)+Reh, = F'(z+ fu1(2,0), ¢+ gu-2(2,0), 0+ (2,0)).
Decomposing F' = m + G, F' = m’ + G’ and reorganizing, it becomes:

(4 fo) E+ o) + 5+ )2 (C+Gun) +5E+ Fu1)?((Hgumn) 22452250+ 52°C
1= (¢ +gv—2)(C+7,-) 1-¢¢

A reduction of the left hand side to the same denominator shows after algebraic simpli-
fications:

(1= CQ ey +2fo1 + 5220010+ 2%G, ) + 3 (22F, 1+ 2200 2) | + (CGy—z + Cov2) (27 + 32°C + 57%)
(1 - CZ) (1 - CZ - CEU—Q - Zgl/—Q - gv—qu—Q)

that this left-hand side is O(v), hence has zero m,_1(s) = 0. Moreover, its homogeneous
degree v part is obtained by taking only weighted degree zero terms in the denominator,
namely r‘(“l"l;gg)t;’r — Re h,,, and one recognizes / reconstitutes m ., m. as homogeneous mul-
tipliers of weights 1, 2:

Reh, = G-G".

Z+2¢ Z+2¢)?
Ty <m/ —m —Re hl’) = 2 Re{ligg fV—l(Z7C) + 2((;:4%))2 gy—Z(Z;C) - %hl/(za C)}

It remains to treat 7, (+) of the right-hand side:

Z Gu(27Cazaz) - Ty Z G;L(Z + fu—17 C+gv—2> Z_|—71/—17 Z+§u—2)

ISpy <3§M<V >

Assertion 6.3. For each 3 < p < v:
m, (G; (z+ foo1, CH+ go2, 24+ o, C+ ay_z)) = G,(2¢70).
Proof. All possible monomials in G, with a + ¢ = p > 3 after binomial expansion:

(4 fom) (CH go—2) G+ T ) (C+T00)’ = (“+0(@—1+v—-1)("+0(r—=2)(Z+O0(c—1+v—1)) (Zd +0(v—2)
= z“(biczd +O0(a+c—24v),

have the simple projection 7, (¢) = z%¢ bECZd sincea+c—2+v>1+v. O

We therefore obtain an identity in which all arguments are (z, (, Z, Z)

2Re { L f, 4 ZEO i} = ¥ (6,-G,)+G. -G,

I_CZ 2(1_<Z)2 gV_Q N 3<,U,<V—1

Applying 7, annihilates both the left-hand side and G, — G),, whence G, = G, for
3 < u < v — 1, which concludes. O
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7. Normal Form

The assumption that the Levi form is of constant rank 1:
Fz #0=FzFz—FzFg,
enables to solve identically as functions of (z, ¢, %, {):
_ ety
«TTR:
By successively differentiating this identity and performing replacements, we get formulas.

Lemma 7.1. For every jet multiindex (a,b,c,d) € N* with b > 1 and d > 1, abbreviating
n = a+ b+ c + d, there exists a polynomomial Py}, .4 in its arguments and an integer
Nabed = 1 such that:

F ' _p F F v F @21
r )Na,b.c.d a,b,c,d { z“/Ecl}u’+c’<7L’ { z“'(’“/?’}a'+b'+c'<n’ { zu/zc/zdl}a’-&-c/—kd/gn '

Zacbgczd = ( -
U
In other words, the Levi rank 1 assumption implies that all Taylor coefficients at the

origin of Zmb’c’ g FapedzC biczd for which b > 1 and d > 1 are determined by the free
Taylor coefficients:

{Fa707070}a20,c20 U {Fa,b,c,O}a>07b217c>0 U {Favovcvd}a>0,020,d2l'

In subsequent computations, we will therefore normalize only these free (independent)
Taylor coefficients at the origin, while those (dependent) attached to monomials that are
multiple of (¢ will then be automatically determined by the formulas of Lemma

As promised, we can now explore Observation [5.13] further. What precedes shows that
it is best appropriate to expand G with respect to (, ():

G =3 Gaoeo 2=+ D (Y Gapeo#7) + 3 T (Y Gagea )
=1

a,c=0 b>1 a,c=0 a,c20
a b=c 74
+ E E Gaped?"CZ°C .
b,d>1 a,c=0

The last quadruple sum gathers all dependent jets. We will abbreviate this remainder as
¢C(- -+ ). With different notations, we can therefore write:

G=a(z2)+Y =)+ Y Tz ) + ().
k>0 k>0

with a(z,Z) = a(Z, z) real, but no reality constraint on the II;(z, Z).
Recall that G = O, 3(3). In view of Proposition we must, for every weight v > 3,
extract G, while writing (™! = ¢ (*:

1= -1 —
G, = a0z’ +a,_ 112" Z+ - +a1,-1227 +ag,z +

+ Z ¢¢* (ZV 0 + ZV_l?Hk,u—Ll o2z My, +7" Hk,mu) +
k>0

__k J— J— J— J—
+ Z ¢¢ (EV W0 +72" 2y 10+ + 22" g + 27 Hk,o,u> +
>0
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To reorganize all this in powers of (z,Z), let us introduce the two collections for all
0 < p < v of (anti)holomorphic functions (mind the inversion v — p <— p at the end):

— — —k —

By u(Q) = > ¢k S Py~ and Copu(Q) = Z ¢ My pp—p-
k>0 >0

The definition of these B, , and 6,,. enables us to emphasize that the obtained functions

¢ B..(¢)and ¢ C, . (C) vanish when either ¢ := 0 or ¢ := 0, and we therefore obtain, taking

also account of the fact that (&, is real:

G, = 2 (ay,o +(B,o(¢) + Zay,o(@> + 271z <ay—1,1 +(By11(Q) + 56V—171(5)>+

+ 22 (@1 + CBy1a Q) + CCora(Q) + 7 (o +CBup(Q) + ¢ Cul€)) + (-

Of course, all these weighted homogeneous functions G, automatically satisfy G, =

O.2(3), since v > 3 thanks to Proposition Now, Observation also requires that
they satisfy, since they are real:

(7.2) G, = 0z(3) + Oz(1) = 0.(3) + O¢(1).
Lemma 7.3. For each weight v > 5, the function G, satisfies if and only if it is of the
form:
G, = 2 ( 0+ 0 o+
o + 0 4+ ZUV_M(Z))
_|_
+

+ZV—IE
+2"7222 (0 + 0

+ 2v7%%8 ay-33+ ¢ By_33(()

A~ /7

+ 2377 (Gy_s3 + CCy_g5(C) + ZEW:*&(Z))
0 +¢Cha2(Q)+ 0 )
0 +¢C11(Q)+ 0 )

+z”( 0 + (Cuo(Q) + 0

Just after, we will treat the two weights v = 3, 4 separately.

4 2221/—2

/N 77 N 7/ N

Proof. Putting ¢ := 0 above, it must hold that:
02(3) —+ 0 - GV‘E:O - ZV (au,() + CBV,O(g) + 0)
+ 271z <au—1,1 +(By-11(Q) + 0) +

+ 2¥7%%2 <&u72,2 +(By_22(C) + 0)
+ 0=(3) + 0.

Thus, all the appearing a, . and B, , should vanish, as stated, and the converse is clear. []
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Proceeding similarly, the reader will find for v = 3 that G35 satisfies if and only if:
Gy = 2 (0 +0+ ZU&O(ZD
+2°2(0+0+0)
+22° (0+0+0)

+2 (04 Ca0(0) +0) + T (),
as well as:

Gy = 2 (0 +0+ ZUMZ))
+ 2%z (0 +0+ 26371(Z)>
+2°2° (04 0+0)

+ 27 (0 + ¢ Cr3(C) + 0)

47 <0+g04,o(é)+0) +¢C(-).

Now, consider a rigid biholomorphism 2’ = f(z,(), (' = g(z,(), w' = pw + h(z,()
between two rigid hypersurfaces M and M’. Of course, as in Question we may as-
sume that both M and M’ have already been prenormalized, and thanks to Proposition
alsothat f = fo+ fs 4+, 9=+ g2+, p=1Lh=hg+hs+---.

The goal is to normalize M’ even further, by means of appropriate choices of f, g, h.

We saw that it is natural to decompose G' = G3+G4+G5+- - and G’ = G4+ G+ G+

- in weighted homogeneous parts, and we just finished to express what prenormalization
means about these GG, and G&),. Proceeding with increasing weights v = 3,4,5,..., we
therefore consider biholomorphisms of the shape 2’ = z+ f, 1, (' = (+g,_2, W' = w+h,,
and we recall that Proposition [6.2] showed that:

G (2,6.70) = G620 —2Re {EEE 11 (2, Q)+ 5525 g, (5,0~ S (2. Q) ).

The freedom to ‘normalize’ G/, even more that G,, namely the term —2Re{---},
is parametrized by the complely free choice for the triple of holomorphic functions
(fu—1,Gv—2, h,). However, prenormalizations should be left untouched.

Lemma 7.4. At every weight level v > 5, only the identity biholomorphic transformation
2 =z, (' = (, w' = w stabilizes prenormalization in source and target spaces:

Gu(za Caz> Z) = 02(3) + Of(l) = G:/ (27 C?Ea Z)>
or equivalently, the ‘freedom function’ respects prenormalization:
0:(3)+0¢(1) = 2Re { L f, (2, )+ 2L g, 5(2,O)=L hu(2.0)} = @(2,¢,%.0),
ifand only if 0 = f,_1 = g,—2 = h,,.

Proof. Tt is easy to verify that the vanishings G,(z,(,0,0) = 0 = G (z,(,0,0), which
hold from the very beginning (of Proposition already suffice to force h,(z,¢) = 0.
Next, write:

foa1(2,€) = 2771 f(Q) = 271 (fo+f1§+f2§2+~-),
gu—2<z7C) = ZV_29<C) = 272 (90+91C+9262+"').
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The goal is to show that f(¢) = 0and g(¢) = 0.
Prenormalization being expressed modulo ¢C(---), when we expand the two denomi-

nators of ¢, we have by luck —~ C 7 = 1and m = 2, and hence it suffices to require
that:

0=(3) + Og(1) = 2Re{(z+zf) YAV S L (420 Y gka}.

k>0 k>0

Usmg V 5 to guarantee that there is no interference when extracting the first three powers
2¥, 2¥71%, Y7272, let us compute the three relevant terms of the freedom function:

0(2,6,%,0) = (420 2 (fot+ hiC+ P4 )+ (32 4220+ 122T) 2" 2 (go+ 1 C+ 92 P+ ) +
F(+207  Fot i+ Tl + )+ (324720 + 122 22 (G + 51 C+ G C +---)
= 2 (ol AQCH T+ + 3900 +391C + 30T+ )
Z(fo+ hCHRC T+ g0+ g2t )
+ 2" %% 2(290+291C+292C2 )
+§3("')+CC("')-
Since the underlined terms can be absorbed into the remainder (((- - - ), it remains only:
®(2,(,7,() = 32" (2f05+9052)
PZ (ot i+ RO+ 900
+12V22(0+91C+92C+ )
+g3<...)+gc<...).

Putting Z := 0, the result should be an Ox(3), hence the first three lines should vanish, and
lines 2 and 3 conclude that f(¢) = 0 = ¢((), as aimed at. 0

Next, inspect the two remaining weights v = 3,4. For v = 3, again modulo (((---),
the freedom function is:

@5 = 2Re { (420) 2 (ot fi CHR G4 )+ (52 4+230+5 2°0) 2 (ootan CHaa o) }.
Assertion 7.5. Prenormalization ®3 = Oz(3) + Oz(1) is preserved if and only if:

0 = fo+3 3o, 0= fi, 0 = f, 0 =9go+301, 0 = go, ..o
Consequently, only 1 complex constant is free, fj, in terms of which:
go = —2707 g = —4fo

With this, how can one normalize G = G'3 — ®5 further? Still modulo (¢(-- - ):
- — 9 _ . e
= 2 (foC = fo¢) +272(0) + 222 (0) + 2° (fo ¢ = fo (%),

hence: /
G001 = G3001 — Jo,

Gio02 = Gaoop + fo-
It is natural to normalize the lowest jet order 4 = 3 + 0 4 0 + 1 coefficient here.

Assertion 7.6. One can normalize Gy, | = 0 by choosing fo := G301 O
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Once this is done, it is easy to see that preserving / maintaining the normalization:

/
3001 = G301 = 0,
forces fy = 0 above.

Assertion 7.7. In prenormalized coordinates which satisfy in addition Gsoo1 = 0, the
coefficient:

3,0,0,2 = G300,
is an invariant (at the origin). ]

In the next Section we will show how to deduce the expression of corresponding
invariants at every point (not only the origin) of a rigid hypersurface.
After such a normalization, we get:

u =22+ 35720+ 52°C+ 22+ a2 + O, 5 :(5),
with, possible, a nonzero real constant a, and possibly, a remainder that is not prenormal-
ized.

Fortunately, we can apply the process of Proposition [5.1] to prenormalize again the co-
ordinates, making in particular a = 0, without perturbing the normalizations obtained up
to order 4 included.

Lastly, treat weight v = 4. The freedom function modulo ¢(((- - -), is:

d; = 2Re { (z+20) 2% (fot fr CH 2 oo+ )+ (3 224220+ 2252) 2% (go+g1 (g2 P4+ - -

Assertion 7.8. Prenormalization ®4 = Oz(3) + Oz(1) is preserved if and only if:
O0=fo=hHh=/fa=""", 0=9g0+G =91 =92 =" U
Thus now, only 1 real degree of freedom is left:
go = 1T (T€R).
With this, how can one normalize G, = G, — ®, further? Still modulo ¢((- - - ):
o, = 2* (%7‘22) + 2%z (H’E) + 2222 (0) + 273 ( — iTC) + 2 ( — %TCQ),

hence: )

_ 7
1002 = G002 — 35T,
, .
5011 = Gso1,1 — 1T,
!
2,020 — G2,0,0,2-

The third line shows an invariant. Notice also that Gy o, = Gy, is an invariant. We
choose to normalize the lowest jet order 3 + 0 + 1 4+ 1 = 5 coefficient here.

Assertion 7.9. One can normalize Im Gg,O,l,l := 0 by choosing T := Im G301 1. ]

Once this is done, G5 ) | | = G30,11 € Ris an invariant.
Again, we can re-apply the process of Proposition [5.1] to prenormalize the coordinates
without touching the lower order normalizations.

We already saw in Lemma that for any weight v > 5, no degree of freedom exists.
Since only 2 + 1 = 3 real degrees of freedom have been encountered, namely f, € C in
weight v = 3 and Im go € R in weight v = 4, we conclude that the answer to Question[5.12]
1S positive.
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All this enables us to conclude the present section by stating results which come from
our analysis.

Theorem 7.10. Every local rigid € graphed hypersurface M® C C* > (z,(,w = u+iv)
passing through the origin of equation:

a boc 7l
u = E Fopeaz'CZ°C,
a+b+ct+d>1
whose Levi form is of constant rank 1 and which is 2-nondegenerate:

F- Fz F- F;
Fr#0= ' # o and 0# |7 =1,
Fez Fg F.z F.;
is equivalent, through a local rigid biholomorphism:
(z.¢w) = (J(2,0), 92,0, pw+h(z,0) = (2, w) (per),

10 a rigid €° hypersurface M'> C C'® which, dropping primes for target coordinates, is a
perturbation of the Gaussier-Merker model — homogeneous of order 2 in (2,Z) —:
22+ 3220+ 3 22 ~
u = z C — 2 C + Z Ga,b,c,d Zacbzc<d7
1 - CC a,b,c,deN

a+c=3

with a simplified remainder G which:
(1) is normalized to be an O, 5(3);
(2) satisfies the prenormalization conditions G = O(3) + Oz(1) = O,(3) + Oc(1), or

equivalently: . 0_ G
a,b,00 — = 0,0,¢,d>y

Gapro = 0= Groca,
Gap20 = 0 = Gapcd;
(3) satisfies in addition the sporadic normalization conditions:
G001 = 0 = Goi3p0,
Im G3’0’171 =0 =1Im G171’370. Il
There is of course no uniqueness of a rigid biholomorphic map which transfers M to
an M’ satisfying all these normalization conditions (1), (2), (3), just because any post-
composition with a dilation-rotation map:
(¢ W) — (p7e®, e, pu’) = (7" W) (hERY, pER),
will transfer M’ into an M"” = {u” = m” + G"} which enjoys again the normalization
conditions (1), (2), (3), since one obviously has:

" ate=2 o(at+2b—c—2d) __ v
Ga,b,c,dp 2 € - Ga,b,c,d'

Remind that such dilation-rotation maps parametrize the 2-dimensional isotropy group
of the origin for the Gaussier-Merker model { u =m(Z, (7 ,Z/)}. Fortunately, an ex-
amination of our analysis above can show that these two parameters p, ¢ are the only
ambiguity, since once one assumes that f = z + f, + f3 + ---, with no p'/2 ¢ in front
of z,that g = C + g1 + go + ---, and that h = w + hs + hy + - - -, with no p'/? €, our
reasonings showed uniqueness (exercise) of the map to normal form.
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To finish, let us abbreviate the space of power series G = G(z,(,Z,() satisfying the
normalization conditions (1), (2), (3) as:

RICER

Corollary 7.11. Two rigid € hypersurfaces M® C C* and M'®> C C'® belonging to €, ,,
both brought into normal form:

u=m+GaG, Ge‘ﬁg,l,
W= m 4@ G ey,

are rigidly biholomorphically equivalent if and only if there exist two constants p € R,
¢ € R, such that for all a, b, c, d:

afe=2 ; 2b—c—2d
Gapea = Gopeap 2 €920, O
Granted that hypersurfaces can be put into such a normal form, this criterion is quite
effective to determine whether two M, M’ € €, ; are rigidly equivalent.

8. Finalized Expression of @,

In this section, we revisit the secondary invariant €,. Our goal is to transform @,
into a new expression which makes transparent two interesting features of @,: that it is
real-valued and of order 5 (not 6 as it was first obtained by Cartan’s method in [7]). The
calculations in the following are laborious, and for readers who are only interested in the
finalized expression of @, we suggest to use a mathematical software for symbolic com-
putations to have a quick and easy check to confirm that the finalized expression of @,
indeed agrees with the expression of @, obtained previously in [7], which will be recalled
later in this section as the formula (8.3) .

Proposition 8.1. The secondary invariant Q, can be brought into the following form

B - = 2 2 L (k) R a—
8.2) QO_BIO+BIO—BB+§Re{$1[T(M]}+§Re($1(P)>.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition [8.1] Let us first recall the
formulas of Iy, Vi, @, from [7].

VXL LK) XLk D LR | 24 LE) 24 Di(k)

) b==3"Zmr '3 (@wy 3 a®k 3 Ak
NG ALR) 5@BAR) VALZRP 1o o 1
VIR Y @wr 0 ozm a0
and
1 B (V)
(8.5) Q, = 2{310‘1‘31(10) 2 ) Z (k) }7
where L _
B_ 1(3131(13) —P> and B — 1(3131(]9) )
sz s\ 2w
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For convenience, we will do calculations with 31, 9V, 18‘,,2’1 ){ , and 3B, 3B.
86 31, - LAk DLk A ADAR L AAR) A AR
(Z1(k))? (Z(k))? 2 (k) 2 (k)
(8.7) 9V, = 5(3 1 Z1(kR))? 3310?131@4-31 (k)P +3§ﬁ(ﬁ) _PP,
Zi(k))? Zi (k)
(8.8) 18| Z1(k)|’Q, =[3B 31, + 3, (31))] % (k) Z (k)
— 3B X (3Ly) L (k) — #(9V,) ZLi(R),
with o _
BB:w—p and _ZM_
£ (k) (k)

In order to transform the expression |j of 18}z(k)|2Q0, we will make use of the
following identities.

Lemma 8.9. We have the following identities:

() #(P)= P ARk - L AF),

(2) {gl(P) = —.,%(k) . 2_Re (.Zl(P)) —P A L(kR) - A4 Z(k),

3) (L) = (-2)T - Z(R).
Proof. The identities (1) and (3) are obtained in Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 10.6 of [7], re-
spectively. o - L

For the identity (2), we use the relation [ ¥, 4| = X 4 — L X = — % (k) £ from
(2.9) of [7] to deduce that

HZ(P) = Z K (P) - Zik) 4 (P)
= 7| ~PZi(k) - A AR)| - Zk) LP)  (using (1)
= —Z(P) Zik) ~ PA L) — AL (k) ~ Zi(k) Z(P)
~ —Ak) | AP+ LP) | -PA AR - AL L)

— (k) - 2Re (Z(P)) ~ PA L)~ AL Li(k).

g

Proof of Proposition[8.1} We first substitute the identity (3) of Lemma (8.9) into the term
—3B J (31y) £ (k) of 18| -7 (k | Q, to obtain

3B 7 (31,) Zi (k) = —3B(—6I, £1(R)) Zi(k) = 2- 3B - 3T, A (k) % (R),
with which the sum on the right hand side of can be rewritten as
8.10) 18[Zi(k)'Qy =[3B - 31, + 3B - 3L,] A (R) Ak) + 3AGL)4 (R) Zi(k)
+ 3B -3, L (k) Zi(k) — # (9Vy) Li(R).

Observe that on the right hand side of (8.10), the first term is already real-valued, which
hints that we should keep it untouched until the very end of the proof. We proceed by trans-
forming the other terms so that the real-valuedness of the sum in (8.10) will be transparent.
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Our strategy is to look for terms that involve in P and P first. From the expression (8.6) of
31, one sees that the second term of the right hand side of (8.10) doesnot contain P and P.
Thus, we only need to extract parts involved in P and P from the last two terms of the right

hand side of (8.10). B
Note that in the expression 3B - 3], = (%&g’e) — P) 31, = j‘;/;lk)k) 3I, — P - 3I,, the

only part involved in P and Pis —P - 3I,. We will see that by extracting terms involved in
P and P in — % (9V,).%\(k), which is

LHAARP s 5B\ 0%
_%{_T@) 3 1(P)—PP}$1(k),

we will obtain a conjugate of —P - 3, - %, (k) -Z, (k). Indeed, let us expand

(8.11)

+

—%{ — AAWE | 3 (P) - 1‘31‘3} 2k

LA k)P ]_3;5/31(P)+2P<%/( )}31(/5)

Ziﬁ(k)]ij ;?k()k) H (P) — 3.4 % (P)+2P % (P )}éfl(/;)

_ {[x,sﬁzl(k) R E ALY AL ]P+ AA®R

21 (k) (A (k)2 BACE |: Pgl(k) - ?ﬁiﬂl(k)}

3|~ Zi(k) - 2Re(Z(P)) — P A Zi(k) — D L L4 (k)]

+oP [ ~PA k) - LA (k)] } Z (k) (using (1) and (2) of Lemmal[8.9)

B #FAWFAR) | ¥ ADE — =
_{P[_ B+ 2 5E 0] - P AR

~LAWAAE 4 6 Z (k) Re(Zi(P)) + 3P 4 A(k)

134 24 L (k) —2PP A (k) — 213231@)} Zi(k).

At this point, we extract — P .7, (k) %, (k) - 31, to obtain

—Jif{ — AAWP 57 (P) Pﬁ}gl(iz)

7
P g (R AEWEAG A ARG | AT | G A E
- Pgl(k)gl(k){ ) @wr T Zw T am }
+2P 4 L (k) £\(k) + 2P 4 £ (k) Zi(k) — P2, Zi(k) £ (k)

+?ﬁ?i(k)§f)1(k)ﬂ(k) +6.2(k) iﬂl(];) . Re (Z(P)) +3P % Z (k) gl(E)

+3Z§ﬁfl(k)$1(];) 2PP E(k)gl(g) - 2?’?”131(/6)31(/;)
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= PA(k) (k) -3, - DARZDELE L SA L L (k) Li(R)

+2Re<f1 Z1(k) P) Zik) L (F) + 6.2 (k) L () Re (Z(P)) _92PPZ (k) £ (k)

= PZ (k) A4E) - 31, — L4 ﬁl (‘f)l@)fl D137 ALk L)

+2me(ZELP) [Zih)[* + 6 [ B e (Zi(P))  2lP[* [ (R

whose last 3 terms are real-valued.
Now, we substitute the just obtained expansion

(—1)%{( 1) ZZBL 4 37 (P) - TDTD}.gl(E)

= (-)PZk) Zi(R). 31 + (-1) HAOZRODE 4 AL (k) A (R)

+2 Re(; ). [ AR +6[Zk) Re(AP)) + (—2) |P|*. [AR)|

back into the expression (8.10) of 18|.Z; (k) ‘QQO to obtain

18[Z (k)| @ = [3B 3L, + 3B3L)-AR) Zi(k) + 54 (3L0)-AR) Zi(k)

—P3I, A (k) Zi(k) + 220 8T, £ (k) A (k)

(2 D (k)2 A4 A T
_%/{5 CZ(Z))Z —3 lzi(k; }‘gl(k)

_,)gf{ - AEOP | 3A(P) - 1‘31‘3} Z(R)

= [3B3I, + 3B 3I,|.% (k) L (k) + 3.4 (31y)-% (k) L (k)

~P3I, (k) Z1(k) + "%"2? 31y % (k) £ (k)

(Zlfl( )) flflflk) R
_%{5 Zwr STz }"%(k)

—PZ (k) L(R)3L, — 24 fl<k>§$<k>fl<k>

+3z§qzl<k>zl@)_za<wl )y.zq )|

Zi(k)

+6[Z(k)| Re(z(P)) —2|P]*|Z (k)|
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which after rearranging gives

18| (%) |'Qq = [3B3I, + 3B 3L,) Zi(k) Zi(k)
1 (R

— [3I,P + 31, P] £ (k) Zi(k)
_ N R AL o
+ 3Z,31) L (F) Zi (k) + gﬁ)ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬂ@
(& A(R)? Zﬁfl (k) =
8.12) S Z) }"%(k)
2 (k)
LLLUR) N\ 12 12 [
~2re( szk).P>|éﬁ(k)]—%6\éﬁ(kﬂ Re(Z1(P))
—2[P|’ | Z(R)[".

Next, we want to extract a conjugate of “71 fl )3T, ZLi(k) Z(k) and a copy of
Zi (k)

_SE(310> gl(k) g1(k) from C/“i/{ “s’ﬂl“s’pl )2)2 _ 3f1§1}$j)1

We first expand

2 L (k)
()

(8.13) 31y £1(k) £ (k) = 310 4 Z1(k) £ (R

b

Zi(k)

AR BB LR LK) | HAL AR LR
(Zi(k))? Zi(k)

-3 — +3 4.4 2 (k) 31(12)

(k) “M)_uﬁz@waq
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We now use the expansions (8.13) and (8.14) to expand — % {5(——k —

S%fk)} 2 (k) as follows.

(8.15)

(Zi(k))? Zi(k)

N k))? (Z1(k))?

/—\

- {[_ 10 Z24k) {77(1@) 110 &@ZAR)? %Z(k)}

DA D) DA A Ak -
+[3 XALHE 3 BAZELA ]}gﬂm

_ 10 ZAG ALW? AE g AL A LA LHE
- (@ k))? (@ k))?
_3 LA L) X D(k) Li(R) |3 AL A AR
EADE A0

i = H AR (LLLR)2LR) o KDLk DAk LR
=3I, 4 L(k) Zi(k) +9 ZHEZAE AR g LAALL SO A

_3 HAR AL AR AR | 3H AL LR LE 24 L) ALER) L)
(L1(k))? Z1(k)

-2 A 4 (k) 4 L (k)

_ 3T, A L(k) Gk) - 3Z(3L,) Ak) L) + AL ﬁ(f) bsk

3 AL L) LR) - 12 |A(k) ( L )

+12 [Z (k)| Re(£ZAH) — 2 \Zz(k)f.
Substituting the expansion (8.13) into the right hand side of (8.12)) leads to
18| (%)|’Q, = [33 3l, + 3B 31_0] Zik) L(F)

- [31_0 P +3I, 1‘3} Zik) L(F)

+ 3l L Zi(k) (k) + 31y L Li(k) 2 (k)

—12 |A®) Re(

(8.16) _J%@W
+12 | Zk)| Re(_fé ‘(’f;(k))
12 [Zk)[ re( - P";;’f;(k) +3Z(P))

—2[AR)| PP -2 A AR

At this point, we can see from the right hand side of (8.16)) that @), is real valued and of
order 5, but observe that we can contract more terms into |-Z; (k) ‘2 3B 3B.
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Let us expand
— = — P4 Ak —
(8.17) |Zi(k)[*3B 3B = [Z(k)|* |P|* — 2 [A (k)| Re(;—l()> D)
2 (k)
By using the identity (8.17), we now substitute —2 |Z(k)‘2 3B 3B into the expan-
sion (8.16)) of 18|E(k) ‘QQO in order to obtain
(8.18) 18}?”1(76)!2% =

[313 31, + 3B 310] [310 P+ 3, P} Zi(k) Zi(R)

+3I, 2 Zi(k) Zi(k) + 31, £ Zi(k) Zi(k) — 2| Zi(k)|* 3B 3B

12| A (k) Re(LLRATM) | 15[ Z (k)| Re( LZLW0)

(Z1(k)

+6|E(k)\2Re< P‘éfl +.$1(P)>

= [3B 31, + 3B 3L, Zi(k) A(k) + [3T, P+ 31, P| Ak) £1(F)

+3I, £ Zi(k) Zi(k) + 31, £ Zi(k) Zi(k) — 2| Zi(k)|" 3B 3B

+12|Zi(R)[ Re{g [M] } +6| (k)| Re(Z(P)).

Zi(k)

At this point, a quick look at the first 4 terms on the right hand side of the expan-
sion (8.18)) suggests that we should contract them as follows.

(8.19) [3B 3L, + 3B 31—0] Zi(k) L(k) + [31_01') + 31, 1_3} Zi(k) Li(k)

+ 3L L L k) Lk) + 3L L L (k) Lik) — 2| Zi(k)|” 3B 3B

— Z(k) & (E){ [33 31, + 3B 31_0] + [31_0 P+3I, 1‘3]

A 2 (F) A A ¥7]
+ j%(lk) 3IO+ 1 1 310 -3BSB}

— 7k 31(5){ [33 31, + 3B 31_0] + [3}.‘3 3T, + 3B 310} _9.3B 33}

SEAG { [33 3, + 3B 31_0] _3B 33}.
Substituting the contraction (8.19) into the right hand side of the expression (8.18) gives
18| (k)|'Q, = 2| A (k)" (33 31, + 3B 31, — 3B 33)

L Zi(k)
el

A Re<§1(P)>.

(8.20) +12[Z k)| Re{.zl[



IEI Caves Beneath a Waterfall 51

Finally, simplifying the factor 18|?ﬁ(k) ’2 on both side of (8.20) gives us the desired
expression (8.2)) of @,. d

When we fully expand @, from the expression (8.2)) using the formulas of I, and B,
we arrive at the following long expression of @, which only involves in the fundamental
functions k and P, and their derivatives:

2 (X TR (AR
% = R{ Zi )" }

8.21)

9
2. {sﬁ% L(k) L LK) + A L(k) L Zi(k) T’}

9 (L(k))?

2 (2 Ak ALk + X ALk P
"9 Re{ (k)2 }
_gRe{zzlz(k)f+ZZ(k)P}

9 Ak
_Lpp L[ AAR]

9 3| Alk)

2 A (k) 1
+ = 3 Re{fl [T@] } + 5 Re<$1<P)>

9. Caves Beneath a Waterfall
This section displays the technique of calculating differential invariants under infinite
dimensional lie group action. First, introduce some notations.
9.1. Finite dimensional approximations.
Definition 9.2. The rigid transformation group of C>*! fixing the origin is denoted by:
RT = {(z,¢,w) = (2, ¢",w') = (f(2,0), 9(2,0), pw) },

where p € R* and f, g are holomorphic functions near 0 € C? with f(0,0) = g(0,0) =0
and with invertible Jacobian
( f z f ¢ )
9z 9g¢ ’

Multiplications and inversions are induced by compositions and inversions of transfor-
mations.

Proposition 9.3. (f, g) defines a biholomorphism between neighborhoods of 0 € C? if and
only if the jacobian matrix is invertible at 0.

Proof. Let us explain only the existence of a formal inverse. Expand the holomorphic

functions f, g as
o0 n

f(2,0) =) st 2 (v

n=1 j—O

97nJ ]n]
ZZ i+ ¢
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Let us construct progressively the formal inverse, which will be expanded as

fz.0) =357 i g,

n=1 j—O

S RIS

n=1 j=0

Then
F(£(2,0,3(2,0) = z,
9(f(2,0:3(2,0) = ¢

At each degree we get a linear system. For example at degree 1 we have

<f1,0 f0,1) ) <f1,o fo,1) _ (1 O)_
g10 Yoz Ji0 9o 0 1

Here f1,o, f071, 91,0, go,1 can be uniquely solved thanks to the invertibility of the Jacobian of
(f,9).

Suppose by induction, for some § € Z; that all the coefficients f;; and g;; with
J + k < ¢ have been already solved as rational functions of f;,_; and g;,,—; with n < 9.
Then for j + k = § + 1, we expand f(f, g) and g(f, ) to degree § + 1 and compare the
coefficients of 27 (0+1-7:

o+1 n )
O—COCfZgC(H—l 7{22“171 X ))] (g(Z7C))n_l}
n=1
. o+1 n ~ ) .
= f10 fise1—j + fo1 Gree1— j + Coetj cs+1- J{Zzlﬁ" 5 (F(20) (9(2,0)" )
n=2
0+1 n ~ ) - Ol
0 = Coefs coris{ D Y 75 (F(2,0)” (9(2,0)" "}
n=1 |=
’ +1 n ~ .
—910f35+1 i+ 90,1 956+1 g‘FCO@fng&H J{ZZZQMZ (f(z C)) (9( C))n_ }
n=2 [=0

1.e.
(fl,O Joa ) ) (fj,éﬂ—j > <%1 ) _ (0)
910 901 Gj.5+1—j 7% 0/’
where %, and %5 are polynomials of f;,,_;, g;,—; withn < d+1 and fp,q, Jp.q Withp+q <
0. By inductive assumption f, 4, G, , are rational functions of f;,,_;, g;,,— Withn < 0. So

1 and #, are rational functions of f;,,_;, g;,,—; withn < 0 4+ 1. We can solve f;;.1_; and
Jj.5+1—; as rational functions of f;,,_, gi.n—; Withn < 6 + 1. O

Definition 9.4. The space of all Levi-rank 1 and 2 non-degenerate CR graphed hypersur-
faces passing by the origin in C3 is denoted by

I = {u = Re(w) = F(z, C,ZZ)}

where
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e (real-valued analytic) F'is an analytic and real-valued function in a neigborhood of
(0,0) € C?%;
e (passing by the origin) F'(0,0,0,0) =
e (no harmonic monomials) 6§8b (0,0,0,0) =0, forany a,b > 0
e (Levi-rank 1) the matrix
FzE
< Fez
has rank 1 everywhere;

e (2-non degenerate) the matrix
F.: F¢
Fz 2Z Fz z¢

There is a natural action of the group RT on the space J#: a graphed hypersurface
= Re(w) = F(z,(,%() is transformed into another hypersurface v’ = Re(w’) =
F'(#',{',2,(’). The expression of F” is obtained by solving the fundamental equation

F'(f(2,€),9(2,€), f(2,0),9(2,¢)) = pF(2.(,Z,C).

Indeed F'(2,(,%,() = pF(f(z, 0),3(z,0), f(20),q(z ¢)) where (f,§) is the inverse of
(f,g). The inverse transformation brings convenience to obtain the explicit action.

Both the group RT and the space .7 are infinite-dimensional in the sense that they
admet infinitely many linearly independent parameters.

For RT', any transformation is defined by p € R* and two holomorphic functions f, g
with expansions

’

AT
TS IaN|

is invertible at the origin.

[e.e] n

f(2,0) = st i (v

n—lj 0

gynj ]n]
=Y i

n=1 j=0

where fix, gix € C, fiogo1 — fon910 # 0. The group RT is hence parametrized by

fik> gix and p.
For 7, any graphed hypersurface admets an expansion

o]
_ = Fape. _—=d
U= F(27C7Z7C) = Z Z a[b'!bc[j! ZaCbZCC )

n=2 a+b+c+d=n

where F,pca € C, Frgap = Fupedr Fapoo = 0 and conditions of constant Levi-rank 1
and of 2-non degeneracy are satisfied. The space is hence parametrized by I, 4 . 4.

But these infinite-dimensional objects have finite dimensional approximations. They can
be truncated by degrees in expansions. Then they can be viewed as inverse or projective
limits of those finite-dimensional truncations.

Definition 9.5. The §'" residue group Ress is the subgroup of RT with
f(z,0)=2+0(9), g(z¢)=C+00), p=1L
Proposition 9.6. The group Ress is a normal subgroup of RT. U
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Definition 9.7. The 6" approximation group RTj is the quotient group BT’/ Ress,1. Each
element has a representative

UCIOEDIPIE = LS

n=1 j=0

-3 3 g .

n=1 j=0
The group RTj is a finite dimensional Lie group parameterized by p and f;,,—;, gjn—; With
n < 9.
S[1] 2| 3] 4] 5] 6] 7 5
dimRRT5\9\21 \37\57 \ 81 \ 109 \ 141 \ 20°+65+1
Its multiplication and inversion are obtained by dropping terms of degree > ¢ + 1 in the
multiplication and inversion of R7T'.

Proposition 9.8. For any 0,0’ € Z, with § > ¢ there is a projection RTs — RTy
induced by the injection Res; —> Resg. For any 0,6',0" € Z, with 6 > & > 0" The
following diagram commutes.

RTs —— RTj

N

RT .
These projections define a projective system {RTs}scz,. Projections w5 : RT — RTj
are compatible with this system. By the universal property of the projective limit, there is a
morphism
RT — Iim RTj
'S
which is indeed an inclusion whose image consists of all convergent power series.

Definition 9.9. For any § > 2, the §" approximation of .77 is a manifold

8
A= {u=F(2,(20 =Y > amed o0z,

n=2 a+b+ct+d=n

where
o (real-valued) [ pcq = Fraap forany a,b,c,d > 0;
e (passing by the origin) Fp 00,0 = 0;
e (no harmonic monomials) F, 400 = Fo0,.c4 = 0 forany a,b,c,d = 0.
e (2-non-degenerate) the matrix

Fioi0 Fio0:
Fao10 Fo001
is invertible.
e (Levi-rank 1 until degree d) Fi 1.0, F1001 = Fo,1,1,0 and Fp 10,1 are not simulta-

neously 0. The complex Hessian of F(z,(,%,() vanishes up to order § — 2, i.e.

The last condition may look strange, but it is reasonable, as shows the



IEI Caves Beneath a Waterfall 55

9 —
Proposition 9.10. A polynomial F(z,(,%,() = Z > 5‘;,50‘,’;, 20 vz Yisa degree
n=2 +b+c+d n

0 truncation of a formal power series F(Z, ¢,z,() with F.= F FzZ ch = 0 if and only

Proof. (only if) When calculating the complex Hessian of a power series

i _ FCL C, ol _d
F(z,(,z,(¢) = Z Z albrbclgvz CbZCC )

n=2 a+b+c+d=n

the 6 — 2 degree terms of F.. FCZ - FZZ 15@ involve only coefficients Fmb,c’d witha + b +
c+d <. B
Let F'(z,(,z,() be its degree d truncation

5
0= Y amecEl
n=2 a+b+c+d=n
Then F.: F; — FeFez=FzFip— Fs Fez + O(0—1) = O(6 — 1),

To prove the (if) part, let us introduce dependent and independent coordinates. The
manifolds 7% and % are covered by 3 open subsets: {Fi 010 # 0}, {Fi001 = Fo1.10 #
0} and {Fo101 # 0}. We only treat F o1 # 0 case because the other two cases can be
transformed into this one by changes of coordinates (z',(’) = (z + (,z — () or (2, (') =
(z, () preserving the Levi-rank.

When F} o1 # 0 we have F, > # 0 in a neighborhood of the origin. The Levi-rank 1

condition is now equivalent to

__ F¢F:
F S

By differentiating both sides, all terms F chze Cd with b > 1 and d > 1 can be uniquely

expressed as rational functions of F./ .,y oo witha' +V' +¢ <a+b+c+dand F , S gt

with a”+0"+c¢” < a+b+c+d. Moreover, only powers of F, - appears in the denominators.
For example:

_ FPusF | FagFiz  Fa FgFcs
Fg=—fm v "5 —

Taking their values at the origin, the coefficients Fy ;.4 with b > 1 and d > 1 can be

uniquely expressed as rational functions of F,/ o witha' +b' +¢ < a+ b+ c+ dand

Foroer g Witha” +0" 4+ ¢ < a+ b+ ¢ + d. Moreover, only powers of Fj ;¢ appear in

the denominators. For example:

Ja F11,1,0F1,001 + F2,0,01 Fo,1,1,0  F2,0,1,0 £1,0,0,1 Fo,1,1,0
1,1,0,1 — .

2
Fi10,1,0 Fi0,1,0 Fioio

Definition 9.11. The coefficient F, ;.4 will be called dependentif b > 1 and d > 1
Otherwise, it will be called independent.

Elements in the open subset { F7 o1 ¢ # 0} of 5 and .7 are uniquely determined by the
independent coefficients F,, ; . 4 with bd = 0. Since F'is real-valued, i.e. Fi. 4.5 = Fup.cds
one has

dimR%g:#{(a,b,c,d)|a+b> l,e+d> 1,a+b+c+d<5,bd:0}.
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62| 3] 4] 5| 6] 7| 8| )
dimp 3 | 3| 1126|5085 | 133 | 196 | L(26° + 38 — 50)

To prove the (if) part of Proposition 9.10] one shall construct a power series

n = = Fa c a —C_d 3 n n n n
F<27C727<>:F(27C727C)+ Z Z a!b,!bé!éi(!lz CbZC WltthEng_FZZF(E:O~
n=0+1 a+b+ct+d=n

This can be achieved by taking all the independent coefficients Fa,b,c,d = 0 with
a+b+c+d=>n+1andbd = 0 and calculate all the dependent coefficients F,; . 4 with
b > 1 and d > 1 by their rational expressions of the independent ones. U

Proposition 9.12. For any 9,0’ € Z, with 6 > 0’ there is a projection 75 — s by
dropping terms of degree > &' + 1. For any 0,6',0" € 7, with § > §' > ¢" The following
diagram commutes.

o —— Ao

N

%// .

These projections define a projective system {5 }scy. . Projections ws : 7 — 5 are
compatible with this system. By the universal property of the projective limit, there is a
morphism

FC — im F5.
H
5
which is indeed an inclusion.

The manifold .77 is a finite-dimensional manifold parameterized by the independent
coefficients F,, ;.4 witha + b+ c+d < d and bd = 0. The action of the group RT on s¢
induces an action on each manifold .75, Vo > 0:

H " A

(f,g,p)l
\
H -2 A

More precisely, a polynomial F(z,(,z,() € ; is a degree § truncation of a (not unique)
convergent power series F'(z,(,Z,() € ¢, which is transformed to another convergent
power series F'(z, (,Z, () by the fundamental equation

F'(2,¢,7,C) = p F(f(2,0),3(2,0), f(2,0),3(2,0))
1
P DT Dt (7(2.0)" (9(2.0) ((2.0)° (3(0) + 000 + 1),

n=2 a+b+c+d=n

The degree & truncation of [ (2,(,%,(), denoted by F'(z,(,%,(), is the image of

F(z,¢,z, E) after the group action. It depends on the coefficients Fy, ;. 4 With a+b+c+d <

0 only, hence is independent of the choice of F (2,¢, %, (). The group action is well-defined.
More precisely
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Proposition 9.13. There is a group action of RTs_1 on 5. The group action of RT on 7
factors through the projection ms_1 : R1T' — R15_4, i.e. the following diagram commutes:

RT x 75— 7

|

RTg,l X ,%;

Proof. When calculating the Taylor coefficients F”

abcdln

5
i - Fébcd a —c 74
F'(2,0,%7,0) = ) sasnze ¢tz + 05 + 1),

n=2

we are calculating coefficients of z* (*z¢ Zd witha + b+ ¢+ d < 6 from

P> Y B (72.0))" (3(,0)" (F(2.0)° (3= 0)".

n=2 a+b+ct+d=n

Each monomial is a product of at least 2 terms among { f(z,¢), §(z,¢), f(2,0), (2, O}
Each term

F(2,0) =37 Junmrai v,

IS

(2,0 =Y zd ¢,

as a power series of z,( or Z,(, starts from degree 1. So only f]n —j» jn—j and their
conjugations with n < 5 — 1 contribute to F}, , . ; with a +b+ ¢+ d < 4. The group action
of RTs_, on 74 can be well-defined and the commutative diagram is satisfied. Ol

Compare the two tables of dimensions:

012 3] 4, 5| 6 7 8
dimpRTs5_1 | 9|21 37|57 |81]|109 | 141
dimg.#%5 | 3|11 | 26|50 | 85| 133 | 196

The theory of differential invariants of finite-dimensional Lie group actions applies: the
orbit dimension of R7s_; on JZ; is at most equal to dimg R75_; and the equality is achieved
only when the action is locally free. We see immediately that the dimension of transversal,
which equals to the number of linearly independent differential invariants up to order 9, is
positive when ¢ > 6.

The infinite-dimensional Lie group R7' can be interpreted as an infinitely long flow of
water. The space .7Z” can be interpreted as an infinitely high valley. At the beginning, water
fills the space up. But later on as the waterfall grows wider, water cannot fill the space.
Some caves, corresponding to the transversal dimension, or differential invariants, show



58

Zhangchi CHEN, Wei Guo Foo, Joél MERKER, The Anh Ta

up.

“\

* *

\

* nv

.
\

nv *

k
* nv *
* nv *

10. Invariants /y, Vj, () at Every Point

Since the RT action on ¢ factors through 7w5_; : RT' — RTs 1, we have the

Proposition 10.1. A rational function on 5 is invariant under the RT action if and only
if it is invariant under the RT} action. U

Thus, to calculate differential invariants of order J under R7' is equivalent to calculate

those under the finite-dimensional Lie group R7j_;. The algorithm goes as follows:

(1) Write down how (f, g, p) € RT5_; acts on some independent parameters Fy, j . 4.
(2) Choose certain (f,g,p) € RTs_; to normalize as many independent parameters

FopeatoOor 1 aspossible,ie. (f,g,p)send Fp . qt0 jo b) d and some FCE b)c =0
or 1.

(3) Calculate how the other independent parameters £ ( b)c 4 are changed under this spe-
cial (f, g, p) action, i.e. express them as rational functions of Foveds fim—j» Gin—j
and p.

(4) Calculate the "stabilizer", the subgroup RT(;(P1 of RTs_, which preserves current
normalizations.

(5) Repeat (2) (3) (4) by studying RT5 | actions on FY abcd> RTa , actions on Fé b)c d

and so on, until no more terms can be normalized, i.e. RT(; | fixes all Fé b)c 4

(6) Express those non-constant hau b)c 4 In terms of Fj, ;. 4. They are rational functions

fixed by RTs_4, i.e. they are d1fferent1al invariants of order < 9.
We fix 0 = 5 in this section. The goal is to show the existence of order 5 invariants and

to compute their explicit expressions.

10.2. First normalization: degree 2 terms = zZ. We may assume that F o0 # 0. In
this case
F(2,¢,%,() :Fl,O,l,Ozz‘i’FlOOle‘l’FOllOCz‘i‘%}W)CZ"FO(B)
F L F
= Fono (2 R0 O G+ 7 ) +06)

1/2 F{ 1/2 F =
= (FP o2+ 2;;04) ( Floz z+ 4t Q) +0(3).

~\~ ~\~
4 >

Il
ISy
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After the rigid transformation:

/ 1/2 F0110 r_ I
z =F 0,107 i ¢, ¢=¢ w=uw,
Filoao

the polynomial F'(z,(, %, () becomes F(W (2, (', 2/, (') = 2' 2’ 4+ O(3). The other indepen-
dent parameters F/ @ abed Witha+b > 1,¢+d > 1,bd = 0 can also be uniquely expressed
as rational functlons of F, p.c,d, by the fundamental equation.

Since all the independent parameters F Cglb)c 4 have bd = 0 and F, (d)a b F (lb)c &

a
1 . .
suffices to calculate F a( b)c o in terms of F, ; . 4. The inverse transformation is

1 / Fo1,10 4 / /
= —1m2 < — <> €:C> w=w.
Fio10 Fr01,0

In the fundamental equality

(1)
F
a,b,c,d la /b—c / _ Fap.c,d b
E alblcldlz C C - E alblcldlz C ZC

a,b,c,d a,b,C,d
Fab,cd ( 1 o _ Foa,10 b 1 7 F1,0,01 77\ ¢ 74
:Z Bleldl \ o172 C)C(IQ = C)C
albleld! Fl,/o,l,o "~ Fio10 FlE F10,1,0 ’
a,b,c,d

we calculate the coefficient of 2/* (" 27°. On the left hand side, it is F| é}b),c,O' On the right
hand side only F} ;14— ;0 With a < j < a + b contribute. Since

F; —j Fi —q i F; 7\ ¢
j,a+b—j,c,0 ( 1 / £o,1,1,0 C) C/a+b J ( 1 7 _ F1,001 CI)

- ; z
j!(a+b—73)!c! F11621 o " Froi0 1711/021 o Fi,0,1,0

_ Fjatb—j.c0 7! 1 N ( Fo1,1,0 ~1\I=% r1g+b—j 1 —7\¢ , : .
= e o (Fll{)gl - ) ( e € )¢ (Fll/fl -z )" + irrelevant monomials,

We get
a+b .
F(l) _ E Fjatb—jc,0 ( 1 )a ( . F0,1,1,0)J—a( 1 )c
b,c,0 — 1(i—a)! — Nl 1/2 1/2
a,0,¢, ‘ al(j—a)!(a+b—j)!c! Fl,/o,l,o Fi,0,1,0 Fl,/O,l,O
J=a
_ Z atjb— ]c() 1 )a+c ( B F0,1,1,0)j
aljl(b—7) rcv 1/2 Fronio/ -

,0,1,0

We define 4" = {u = (1)(2 C Z,() = 2Z+ 0(3)}, a codimension 3 submanifold

of 7 since we have normalized F1 010 = land F(IO)O | = (5711)7170 = 0. So dimR%’g(l) =
50 — 3 = 47.
Its stabilizer group RT4(1) consists of (f, g, p) such that

f(z,Q)=re?2+0(2), ¢(z,()=0(Q1), p=r?
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where € R4, 6 € [0,27). It is a codimension 3 subgroup of RT}, hence dimg RT, 4(1) =
57 — 3 = 54.

10.3. Second normallzatlon F(zb)1 o = 0for (a,b) # (1,0).. Now, we study the group

action of RT\") ,on %’”;1 . Any element in %’gm has expansion:

(1)

o= 1o a F® 102 =
FO(Z,¢,2,0)=224+72( >, =) +2( Y —=522°") + R(2,(,%0)

2<a+b<4 2<a+b<4
F«ib)u) a +b = thlb)lo—a_b - =
= (=4 Y =) (B4 ) () +R(2,(,%0)
2<a+b<d 2<a+b<4
NS -~ ) ~- D)
= =

whose the remainder R(z, ¢, Z, ) contains only terms 2% ¢* z° 2" with either (a,b) or (c,d)
¢ {(0,0), (1,0)}. After the rigid transformation in RT4(1):

2<a+b<4

the polynomial FM)(z, ¢, %, () becomes F (2, ("2, (') = /2" + R/(2',{', 2, ("). Ttre-
mains to show that the remainder R'(z’, {, 2/, (') contains only terms 2% ¢* z¢ z¢ with either

(a,b) or (¢, d) ¢ {(0,0), (1,0)}.
Lemma 10.4. The inverse of (x) in RT4(1) is of the form
z= ZUFZZ fjnn AR, (=(, w=u
n=2 j=0
Proof. Tt suffices to show that z := f(2',(") = 2’ 4+ O, ¢+(2). From (%)

/ Fc<11b>10 a +b / Félb)w ! ~IN\a ~1b /
p=— Y b= P () (P =2+ 0.0(2). O

2<a+b<A 2<a+b<4

z,0), each term 2°(*z°z? is transformed to
(2 + O 4/( ) ¢ (7 + Oza(2 )) whose expansion still contains only terms

2o ¢ 2 7% with either (a,b) or (c,d) ¢{(0 0),(1,0)}.

In the remainder R(z,(,
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The terms F(b)CO such that 2 < a + b+ ¢ < 5, (a,b),(c,0) ¢ {(0,0),(1,0)} can be

solved in terms of F; b)c a

Fé,?l),z,o = Fé,ll),z,o,
Fo(,21),3,0 = -3 Fo(,ll),zo Fl(,lo),2,o + Fo(,11),3,0:
Fé?l)A,O = 15 Fé,ll),z,o <F1(,10),2,0>2 —4 Fo(,ll)z,o F1(,10),3,0 —6 Fo(,ll),:z,o F1(,10),2,0 + Fo(,ll),4,0a
F0(,22),2,0 = _Fé,12),1,0 Fl(,lo),z,o + Fo(,lz)z,o’
Fo(,22),3,0 =3 F(g,lz),Lo (f‘](,lo),zo)2 - F(g,lz),m Fl(,lo),&o -3 F0(,12),2,0 F1(,1<)),2,0 + F(g,12),3,07
Fo(,23),2,o =3 F(E,12),1,0 F1(,10),2,0 F1(,11),1,0 -3 F(S,IZ),LO F1(,11),2,0 - Fo(,lg),l,o F1(,10),2,o + F(S,lg),z,m
F1(,21),2,0 = _Fl(,lo)g,o F1(,11)1 ot F1(11)2 07
Fl(i),z,,o =3 (1*—11(,10),2,0)2 F1(,1,1 0 3F1(1020 F1(11)20 - F1(o)3o F1(,1),1,o + F1(11)3 0
F1(722),2,o = Fo(,lz),1,o F1(,10),2,o FQ(,lo),Lo + 2 F1(,10),2,o (F1(711),1,0) Fo(,lz),m F2(,10),2,o

- 1(,10),2,0 F1(,12),1,0 —2 F1(,11),1,0 F1(,11),2,0 + F1(,12),2,07
F2(,20),2,0 = _F1(,10),2,0 Fz(,lo),l,o + F2(,10),2,07
F2(,20),3,0 =3 (F1(10)2 0)2 F2(10)1 0~ 3F1(10)20 F2(10)20 - F1(10)30 F2(10),1,0 + F2(10)3 0
F2(,21),2,0 = 3F1(0)20 F1(,11),170 F2(10)1 0 F1(0)20 F2(11)1 0 2F1( 1)1 0 F2(10)20 - F1(1)20 F2(0)1 ot F2(
F?f,zo),z,o =3 F1(,0),2,0 (FQ(,lo),Lo)2 - Fl(,l()),2,0 F?,(,lo),l,o -3 FQ(,O),I,O Fz(,o),2,0 + F3(,0),2,0~

We define 747 = {u = FO(2,(,7,C) = 27+ O3)|E5, 5 = 0,¥(a,b) # (1,0)}, a
codimension 24 submanifold of ,%’g( ). So d|ijfg( =47 — 24 = 23.
It will be a bit strange to talk about stabilizer group from this step. We in fact need

to introduce a new definition of stabilizer. But after the final step, we will recover the
stabilizer in the standard sense.

Definition 10.5. For any fixed element F®(z,(,%,() € ,%” 2 the subset of RT 0.4 con-

sisting of elements f, g, p which send F®)(z, ¢, %, ) to another element in ,%” , is defined
as RTO(,%B (F®). It depends on the choice of the original element F'(?)

The stabilizer RTF)(F(Q)) is a codimension 24 subgroup of RT4(1) hence
dimg RT,> (F®) = 54 — 24 = 30. It contains elements (f, g, p) = (re'? 2+ 0(2),9,72) €
RTY such that

_ i0 1m(2) 1
f2,0— —re F2001910901 )
_ it (2) 1
f3,0— F3001g10901 )
_ 10 —1
fro=—re’ F{y grogor

fo2=0,fi1=0,fo3=0,fi2=0,f21=0,f04=0,f13=0,f20=0,f31=0

1)

,1,2,00
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which are in total 12 conditions on complex coefficients.

10.6. Third normalization: F2(,30),o,1 = F(gi)z,o = 1. Any element in ,%’f,)@) has expansion:

(2)

FO(2,(,7,0) = 27 4 280127 | Ta00az2 ¢ 4 O(4),

By 2-non-degeneracy F2(,20),0,1 # 0. So after the rigid transformation:

2
=z (= 2001C Fo(,l),Q,oCa w' = w,

it becomes a graph u = F®(2,(,z,() = 2z + 122 (+ 322 ( + O(4).

The relations are F| 6532670 = Féi{C,O (Féi{zo)_b.

We define 2% = {u == F®(2,(,7,0) = 27 + 120 4+ 122¢ + O(4)]Fﬁ)71’0 =
0,Y(a,b) # (1,0)}, a codimension 2 submanifold ofji” @ So dimR% ) =93 _2=21

For any fixed element F'®) € 77, @) there exists some F® ¢ %” whose third normal-
ization is equal to F'®. For example, we can take [ = F(®), The stabilizer RT4(3) (F®)
is a codimension 2 subgroup of RT.”(F®). Hence dimg RT\" (F®)) = 30 — 2 = 28. It
contains elements (f, g, p) € RT,” (F®) satisfying go; = €2, i.e.

f(z,¢0) = rez — %T@ 1 0z2 — ére:“ng(O)Olgloz — 2147“631'9F4(?0)70’19T7024

9(2,0) =groz +e*"C+0(2), p=r

10.7. Fourth normalization: F2( 0)2 o = 0. Any element in %” has expansion:

% ¢+ 1F2(0)202222+R(Z ¢z, C)
2 (C+ iF2(30)2052) 552 (C+ iFQ,o),z,oz )+R< .(,7,0),

::C/ ;:E/

whose remainder R(z,(,Z, () = O(4) contains no 2>z term. After the rigid transforma-
tion in RT.”

Y=z (=(+ %LFQ(’%)’ZO 22w =w, (xx)

the polynomial F®(z,(,z,¢) becomes FW (2, (", 2/, (') = 2/ + 122 + 17 2o 4
R'(',¢',7,('). The inverse of (¥*) is

_ _ 13 2 o
2=z, (= —5F0007% w=uw

So RI(2,(,2,C) = R(+,¢' = YE®, 0 22,20 — LR, 2%) = O(4) without 222
term.
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The relations are

4 3 4 3 4 3 4 3
F()(,l),3,0 = F()(,l),3,07 Fé,z),z,o = Fé,z),zo’ F1(,1),2 0 — Fl(,l),2,07 Fé,1),4,0 - FO(,l)A,Ov

F (Sé),:'a,o =
F2(,41),2,0 =
E. 35,%)),2,0 -
F 1(,41),3,0 =

4
F: 2(,0),3,0 =

We define %(4) ,

dimp. 4 = 21 —

—2i0 (4 o810 4) —=2 i0 2 8i0 —— —2
92,0 = Fo2900 10+ Fy002010° —€¢ " go2910— € " Go271,0

_lFO(

3 4 3 4
F(S,z),g,oa Fé,z),z,o = F(E,3),2,07 F1( 2)2 0 — Fl ,2,2,07

3 3 3
2)2 0 Fz(,o),zo + F2(,1),2,07

3 3 3 3 3
Fl( 1)2 0 F2(,0),2,0 - %F?E,O),O,l F2(,0),2,0 + F?E,O)Q,O?

IR et ]

3 3
—§F2(,o),2,o + F1(,1),3,0>

(3) (3) (3) (3) (3)
—5F0 130 F2000 — 3F5011 Fa20 + Faoso-

a codimension 1 submanifold of %’g(S) by requiring Fz(i)),z,o = 0. So

1 = 20.

For any fixed element F'Y) € 7, @) the stabilizer RT( )(F ) is a codimension 1 sub-
group of some RTAE )(F )). Hence d|mRRT4(4)(F(3)) = 28 — 1 = 27. It contains elements
(f,9.p) € RTP(F®) satisfying

—2F1(1)20910—26429F(c))11910+2€ 29 g10g11 + 2" grogia

+ 3¢?

In other words

910910—6 9 2,0

—92; —44 4 i
Re(e™% g20) = Re{ —e™" eFéz)zogfo " 902010

—2 67219 F1(71),2,o gro+2e " gioga+ 2 10910}

10.8. Fifth normalization: F(5b),270 =0for2 < a-+b < 3and (a,b) # (2,0). Any element

in %’3(4) has expansion:

a,

(4)

FOECED =3 O 3 Spml) R (r Y ey

whose remainder R(

2<a+b<3 2<a+b<3
N ~~ o ~~ 4

. _7

2,(,Z,¢) = O(4) contains no 2% ¢*z% term for any 2 < a + b < 3.

After the rigid transformation in R7; 4(4) (F™):

Z =z,

/ F(4b) 2,0 b /
C = C+ Z a(;!l;!, ZCLC y w =w, (* * *)
2<a+b<4

the polynomial F*)(z,(,z,() becomes FO (2, (', 2/, () = /2 + £ + 17/ 200 4
R'(#',(', %, (). The inverse of (* * *) is

So R'(2,¢', 7, (')
forany2 <a—+b

R(z’

< 3.

z=2, (=(+0:¢(02), w=u"

(' +0..0(2), 7, +055(2)) = O(4) without 2" ¢ 2" terms

R(z,¢,%,0),
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The relations are
F0(,51),3,0 = Fo(jll),za 0 F(g,sl),zx 0= Fé,l),4 0
Fé?z),g,o =2 F(E 1)3 0 F(E 2)2 0T Fo(42)3 05 F1(,51),3,o =2 Fo(,l),g,o F1(,41),2,0 + F1(,41),3,0'
We define %’g a codimension 12 submanifold of %’3(4) where F, (5,5,37270 = 0 for
(a,0) € {(1,1),(0,2),(3,0), (2, 1), (1,2),(0,3)}.

So dimp.” =20 — 12 =8,

For any fixed element F® ¢ %(5), the stabilizer RT4(5)(F (®)) is a codimension 12
subgroup of some RT\Y(F®). Hence dimgRT\” (F®)) = 27 — 12 = 15. It contains
element (f, g, p) € RT\" (F®) satisfying

902=0, gi1=-2¢""g15, g3=0, g12=0,
921—266109 26416F9§0)019107
930 = 56219}73(0)01910910 +e ZQFEe(oozm2 2 4Z€F3(0)11m_ 6416F3(0)01920
Since (f, g, p) € RT\"(F®)) we have
Re(e_zwgzo) = Re( - %91,0 QT,O)~
Thus e 2% go g = —32 g1,0 G0 + i bao for some by g € R. So the last equation becomes

(2 7 1 B e— 1 5
930 = — 2 e’ 9F35001910910+€6 9F3(0)02910 —2et 9F35011910 e*’ er(o)mb 2,0

The stabilizer RT}" h (F (®)) is parametrized by 3 real variables b o, 7, § and 6 complex vari-
ables g1, g;4—; for0 < j < 4.

10.9. Final normalization: Féﬁ{gp = 0 and |m(F1(i),3,o) = 0. Any element in %”5(5) has
expansion:

FO(2,(,2,0) =22+ 122+ 1 (2
+%Féi),3,og_3+lF3(5o)o1 23¢
+%}71(,51),3,02( + 5 F?fo)llz Z<+24F0140C54+24 4001ZC
+ 1_12 Fé?z),&o ¢z 4+ ﬁ F?S,o,o,z z C
+CC()

We study how g1 and bsp act on this object, i.e. we consider an arbitrary (f,g,p) €
RT) (F®) with r = 1 and 6 = g;4_; = 0. They have the form

f(z,Q) =2z - 3q102* + 0(3),
9(2,Q) = g102 +(+ 5 (=5 910910 + i bap) 2 + O(3),
p=1
This transformation sends F'®) to F"®®) ¢ %(5) such that
FZ;E(?,)O,l = Fs(i)),o 1T 3710,
F:?:Eg,)u = Fg(i)),l 1 —3 Fs(%)o 1910 — F?E,%),O,QQT,O + 5 91,0910 — 3ibap.
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So by a unique choice of ¢, o and by o, namely

5 i 5 5 5 5 5 5
91,0 = —%Fo(,l),:%,m bop = 15 (Fo(,z),g,o FO(,l),B,O - 35,0),0,2 F?E,o),og +3 F1(,1),3 0—3 F?f 0),171)7

we can normalize FS(O)O , to 0 and F3 0’11 to a real number. The polynomial F®)(z, ¢,z ()

becomes

O, (7, C) =27+ L1220+ 107
+lF1(61)302:/C/_/3+lFZi(%)llzl?)??_{_2_14F0(,61),4,0C/?4+iFél(,e(;)),O,IZM?
+12Fo230<’/2 2 +12 30022/35'
+¢ ()

:z'?%—%za?%—%g’?Q
+%Q02/C/?3+%Q02/3??+i‘/()f/?4+ivozl4?
+ 5 0¢27 + 5T
+ (),
WhereIO—Fo(%goe(CVo F0140€(C Qo = F 11)30€R
The relations are
Iy= F(g,52),3,0 +2 F?Si)),o,17
Vo = —§ (Féi),?,,o)z + Fo(51)4 03
QO:%F(E52)30F(§51)30+ F3001F(§51)3o+ Fgom}‘ﬂ:'>(50)01+ F113o %F:)E,%),Lr

We define A" = %”5(6) a codimension 3 submanifold of %”5(5) by requiring Fég)yw =0
and Im(F\%,,) = 0.

For any fixed element F(® € _#', the stabilizer RT4(6)(F (6)) is a codimension 3 sub-
group of some RTiS)(F(G)). Hence dimRRTiG)(F(G)) = 15 — 3 = 12. It contains elements
(f.9.p) € RT) (F©) of the form

;0 2i0 2
f(z,0)=rez g(z,()=€e""s+0(4), p=r-.
This group sends Iy, Vy, Qo to 1)), Vy, Q; with relations
I(I] — T—l e—i@ 107 ‘/0/ — T_2 €2i9 ‘/07 Q6 — 7,—2 QO
So if we ignore dilations and rotations (z/, (', w’) = (re'? z,e2%% (, 72 w), then Iy, Vi, Qo
are invariants.

Each F! gc 4 18 a rational function of Fa(, Y 2, o fort = 5,4,3,2 and each F! b)c gisa
rational functlon of Iy o . By composing these rational functions, one can express o,
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Vo, Qo in terms of original coordinates Fy, ;¢ 4:

52 terms in degree 9

Iy =
3/2 ’
Fioo (Fo.0 Fro20 — Fo120 F1010)% (Fro01 F2010 — Fro10 F2001)
v 11 terms in degree 4
0 — ;
3F1010(Fo,1.0 Fr020 — Foi20 F101,0)?
0 824 terms in degree 18
0 pum

3 4 4
6 F7010 (Fo,1,1.0 Fro20 = Fo120 F1010)* (FLo01 F2010 — Fro10 F2001)

The numerator of I is

110 Fro00 Fro1oF1020 Foo10 Foo30 — Fo110 F1001 Froto Fro50 F201.0 Foo20
+2 Ftil,l,o Fio0,1Fi01,0 Fio,g,o F3010—6 F(i1,1,o Fipo1 Fio,g,o Fg%o,l,o
- FOS,LLO FIS,O,LO Fi020F2001 F2030 + F(il,l,o F13,0,1,0 Fi030F2001 F2020

3 2 3 3 3
—2Fy110F 010 10203001 +6F5110F1010F 000 F2001 F2010

2 3 2 2 2
— F511.0F01.20 F1001 Fro10F201.0 F2030 — 6 F5110F0,1.20 F1001 FTo10 1020 £3010

2 2 2 2 2 2

+ F511.0 0120 F1001 Fro10F1030 Fao10+ 18 F5110Fo,1.20 F1001 F101.0 Fio20F5010
2 4 2 3 2

+ Foa10F01.20 F1o1,0 F2001 F2030 + 6 Fg110 L0120 Fio10 Fro20 F3001
2 3 2 2 2

= F511,0F01,20 F 01,0 F1030 F2001 F2010 = 18 5110 F0,1,20 1010 F1020 F2001 F201.0

2 3 2 2 2
+ F511,0£0,1,30 Fr001 Fro10 F201.0 F2020 — Fo11.0 Fo130 F1001 Fio10 F1020 F501,0

2 4 2 3
= F511.0F0130F1 010 F2001 F2020 + Fo110Fo130 Fro10Fro20 F2001 F201,0

2 3 2 3
— 25110 F1001 F1 01,0 F1,020 1130 F2010 + 2 F571 1.0 F1001 F1o1.0 F1,030 11,20 F2010
2 4 2 4
+2F5110F 1010 F1020 F1130 F2001 —2F5110F 1010 F1030 F1120 F2001
2 3 2 2 2
+6 F01,1,0 Fo190F1,001 F1o1.0F1020 F3010 =18 Fo110 Fo190F1001 Fio10F1020F5010

IR Rt ]

2 4 2 3
—6F0110F5100F1010F1020F3001+18F0110F5190F1010F1020F2001F2010

s byt

4 3
+2Fo1,1,0 Fo,1,20 F1001 Fro10 1130 F2010 —2 Fo1,1,0 Foa20 F1001 Fio10 F1,030 F1110 F201.0

sty

5 4
—2Fo110F01.20 FT 010 F1130 F2001 +2 Fo11,0 Fo120 Fro10F1030 F1,1,10 F2001

IR ] s L9y

—2Fy 110 Foas0 Froon Frovo Fiizo Faoto +2Fo110 Forso Froon Froro Fiozo Fiio F2o
+ 2 Fo110 Foas0 Froso Fi120 Foo01 — 2 Fo,10 Fo0 Fioto Frozo Fiiio Feoo,
— Fo110 Foz20 Fro01 Froro Fros0 Fao10 + Fo0 Foz20 Fioio Fio30 F2o01
+ Fo110 Foz30 F1001 Froo Fro20 F2o1.0 — Foi10 Foz,s0 FLoto Flo2o Faoo,
—2F5120 F1001 Filono F5010 T 6 F5 100 Froon Frono Faono
+2 F[il,g,o F15,o,1,o F5001—6 F[il,g,o F147071,o F001 F20,1,0
+ Fo1,20 Fo2,1.0 F001 Fio1.0 F1030 F2o1.0 — Fo.20 Fo2,10 FLo10 Fros0 Faoou
— Fo120 Fo230 Fro01 Froao Faoro + For20 Fo2s0 Froo Froo
— Fo130 Foz10 Froo1 Froro Frozo Fao10 + Foso Foz10 FLoao Frozo Foooa

+ F0,1.30 Fo2.2

144y

5 6
0 £1,001 F1o1,0 £20,1,0 = Fo,1,30 F0,2,20 F1 01,0 £2,00,1-
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The numerator of 1, is

2 2 2
3Fo110F1020F1040 —5F5110F 1030 = 3F01,1.0Fo120F101.0F1040

2
+ 12 Fp110 Fo,1.20 F1,020 F1030 + 10 Fo 11,0 Fo1,30 F1,01,0 F1030 — 12 Fo1,10 Fo30 Fipap

2
— 3 Fo1,10 Fo1,40 F1010 Fro20 — 12 F5 150 F101,0 F1030 + 12 Fo120 Fo,1,30 F1,0,1,0 F1020
2 2 2
+3 FO,LZO F071,470 F1,o,1,0 -9 F0,1,3,0 F1,0,1,0-

We define %”5(6) a codimension 3 submanifold of %”5(5) by requiring Fég),m = 0 and
6
Im<F1(,1),3,0) =0.
For any fixed element F'®) ¢ %”5(6), the stabilizer RT4(6) (F©) is a codimension 3 sub-
group of some RT4(5)(F (6)). Hence dimRRTiG)(F ©)) = 15 — 3 = 12. It contains elements
(f.9.p) € RT”(F©) of the form

fz,Q)=re’z g(z,0)=e""C+0M@), p=r*

Note that this stabilizer group no longer depends on the choice of F(®) ¢ %%(6). We
simply write it as RT4(6).

10.1. Passing to the infinite dimension. After these six normalizations, we killed f; ; and
g1,0- It is a miracle that now we can work directly on the infinite dimensional objects. We
define .#(7) be the subspace of .# consisting of all power series u = F(7(2,(,Z,() =

F b—e =4
2@ (P Z° ¢ such that

o B0 =0,%(a,b) # (1,0); F{g, 0 = L;
d F(,717),2,O =0,¥(a,b) # (0,1); F(S,71),2,0 =1

7 7 7
b F3(70),0,1 =0, F?E,O),l,l = 1(,1),3,0-
It is both infinitely-dimensional and infinitely-codimensional in 7. But it has a finitely-

dimensional stabilizer.
By definition, any element in .7#(") has its degree 5 truncation in %(6).

Theorem 10.10. Any element u = F (2,(,z, Z) in J€ can be sent to some element u =
FD(2,¢,2,¢) in 7 by some (but not unique) element in RT. The ambiguity can be

controlled in the following sense: any element (f, g, p) € RT sending one element F\") ¢
A to another F'V € 2#7) has the form f(z,() =re'l 2, g(2,¢) = €**%Cand p = r°.

Proof. One shall simply use the six normalizations above with a bit modification: in the sec-
ond (killing £, 1,1 0) and the fifth (killing F}, ; 2 o) normalization, we normalize for infinitely
many (a,b). More precisely, we start from v = F'(z,(,Zz,() in 5. After the six normal-
izations above we get u = F%)(z, (, Z, () whose degree 5 truncation 75 (F®)(z, ¢, Z,()) is
in 2, ie.

¢ F\) =0 ¥2<a+b<4 Y, =1

o I, =0V2<a+b< 4 R, =1

¢ Fs(%),m =0, Fii(%),l,l = Fl(,61),3,0'
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Then we do 2 more normalizations. First

Yoat Y e oo( w=uw,
a+b>5
givesus ' = F'(2, (', 2, ') with
L] Fé7b71’0 - O, va/ + b 2 2; FI/,O,LO - ]_;
[ ] Fé,b,Q,O - O, VQ < a + b < 4; F671’270 - 1;
/ / /
i F3,0,0,1 =0, F3,0,1,1 = F1,1,3,o-
Then
ZH:Z/, C,/_C+ Z Zl:b?oz Cb w’:w,
a+b>=5
gives us v = F"(2" (", 2", ") with
F”b10 =0,Va+0b=>=2; F1”o1o =1;
° Fé’,b,z,o =0,Va+b>2; F6f1,2,0 =1;
/! 1 1
b F3,0,0,1 =0, F3,0,1,1 = F1,1,3,o-

Sou" = F"(2",¢", 2", (") is in (7. It is the form we want.

Now suppose that (f, g, p) € RT sends one element F() € (7 to another F"(7) ¢
. In the truncated setting, 74(f, g, p) € RT} sends m5(F™) € S to m5(F'™) €
%’3(6). So the truncated action 74( f, g, p) should be in the stabilizer RT4(6). That is to say

f(z,0)=re?24+0(5), gz, =e*C+04), p=r-

Recall the fundamental equation

D(2,,2,0) = FD(f(2.0),9(2,0). f(2,0),9(2,0)).

v
When we compare the coefficients of 20 ("7 Z for anyn > 2and 0 < j < n:
0= Coefzj ¢n—i E{FIU) (f(za C)? g(Z, C)? f( C) ( C))}
= Coef; C"*jE{f(za C) f(Za C)} + Coef iz { Z ( e ) g(’Z? ()d}

c=0,d=1
c d
+ COCij C”—jf{ Z ( e ) f(zv C) g<Z7 C) }
c+d>2
The last two terms are 0 because they only contain monomials with deg; = 0 or deg; +

degg > 2. The first term gives us 0 = e’ {I(J” ]) Hence f(z,() = rewz

When we compare the coefficients of 2/ ("~ z2 forany n > 2and 0 < j < n:

9(2,0)}
2
=

0 = Coef,; gnjz2 { '™ (f( 10),9(2,0), f(2,0), 9(=
= Coef; CnijQ{f(z, } + Coef,j ¢n—i 3 {

c= 1

+ Coef. oy 2 {29(2,0) F(2,0) } + Coef, cnmy 22 > (TEQE0)

ool X (ITET ) + Comtocral 3 () T 70T

c=0,d=2 c+d>3

c=
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Each term, except the third, is 0. The third term gives us 0 = 1r? j‘;’(’n" J) Hence ¢(z,() =

QZQC' 0

10.2. Branches: I, # 0, Vy # O and I, = 0 = V. To get a normal form under the full
rigid transformation group, including rotations and dilations

,Z/:?“(?ZHZ, g/:€2z9<-, p:T'Q,

we should normalize I, or V. Such a rotation and a dilation would send (I, Vp, Qo) to
(1o, Vg, Qo) with

/ 1 _—i0 / —2 2i0 / —2
Iy=r"e""1),, Vy=r—~e""Vy, Q=1 "Qo.

We avoid the mixed type and focus on the 3 possible branches:

o [y # 0;
e [p=0butVy #0;
o [p=0=1V,.

10.2.1. Branch Iy # 0. In this branch we can normalize [, to 1 by choose ret? = I,.
More precisely, for any surface in /#(7) graphed by:
7 —_ = _ = _
D(2,¢,2,0) =22+ 322 C+5¢7
+ lQozC?’ +§Q0PZC+ 55 Vol + 5 V02 C
IO §2 23 + [02 C
+C<(-~) (6),

where I # 0, after the transformation
I >
Z/:‘IOZ7 g,: |_[0|2 C’ 7p: |]O| Y

the polynomial F(7)(z, {, %z, () becomes

81)( N C’)*z/?—i-lz’Q?—l-lC'_’
—|——vaozC’z —i——vaoz’B‘zC’ vaOC’Z —|——va P
+ﬁ<—/2z +EZI3C/
+ () +0(6),

where

Qo

movVy = :02, mvQo = W,
0

0

We define .7#®1) a codimension 2 submanifold of .7#(") by requiring I = 1.
For any fixed element F®1) ¢ j#(&1 the stabilizer RT®Y is the identity.
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10.2.2. Branch Iy = 0 but Vi # 0. In this branch we can normalize Vj o 1 by choose
72 e~2%% = Vj,. This equation has two solutlons re'? =+, where 22 = Vj and arg(x) €
0, 7r). More precisely, for any surface in (") graphed by:

(7)(27<7272) :Z§+%Z22+%<72
+1Qu2(P+EQuATTH+ LV + £ T T
5 + 372
+ 51+ 5125 C
:O,WhEI’TI()EO

+CC(.)+0(6),

where Vj # 0, after the transformation

Vo

d=aa (=pml o=Vl

the polynomial F(7)(z, (, %z, () becomes

F@I( ¢ 7, ()=272+1 Z/QCI—F 7" —l——vaozC’z + 2 invQy 2% 2
+ LT LT T () +06),

_ Qo

Vol
Vo = 1. For any fixed element F®2 ¢ 2 the stabilizer RT®? is a group of two
elements: the identity and (—z, (, 1).

where invQy = We define 72 a codimension 2 submanifold of 7#(7) by requiring

10.2.3. Branch I, = 0 = Vj,. Since )y can be generated by Iy, V{) and their differentials,
we have )y = 0. The structure equations degenerate to the model case. The surface is

. . 2Z+1¢27+122¢
equivalent as the Gaussier-Merker model u = FiAaC ez ¢

1-¢¢
To conclude, we draw the branches from our root assumption.
Iy # 0 Vo 70
Foz:#O0=F:F;—F:F ;) ——1 =0 =0

where I, and Vj are relative invariants of order 5.

Theorem 10.11. Within the branch I, = 0:

(1) When Vi = 0, the surface is equivalent to the Gaussier-Merker model v =
zZ+1¢27+122¢
— and conversely;

(2) When Vy # 0, the surface is, up to z — —z, equivalent to:
u=2%Z+32°C+; C_2+(ls|?/0\ 2¢7 é%2355+ﬁ554+i245
Fa C, a C
+CC(. )+ > Pt 20 (02T,

a+b+c+d>6,bd=0
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without any harmonic monomial 2 ("7, ¥n > 0, 0 < j < n and any monomial
20¢7¢ Ya + b > 2, c € {1,2}. Pairs of collection of coefficients:

Qo Qo

+
W7 {Fa’buc’d}a+b+c+d>6, bd=0’ W? {(_1)a ‘ F‘lvbvcvd}a—&-b—i-c-‘rd)& bd=0

are in one-to-one correspondence with equivalent classes.

Within the branch Iy # 0, the surface is, in a unique way, equivalent to:

U=2z2Z+ = 2C+ C_2+ QO

41 1 = Yo =
Pt (g B (5 P

+CC(. )+ > Funcd o cbge g

a+b+c+d>6,bd=0

without any harmonic monomial 27 ("3, ¥n > 0, 0 < j < n and any monomial z* (*Z¢,
Vo Qo
Va+0b > 2, ¢ € {1,2}. Collections ofcoeﬁ‘icwnts 10_02 o a and {Fade}a+b+c+d>6 bl

are in one-to-one correspondence with equivalent classes.
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