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Abstract

We study the geometry of bifurcation sets of generic unfoldings of fo—functions. Tak-
ing blow-ups, we show each of the bifurcation sets of fo—functions admit a parametrization
as a surface in R>. Using this parametrization, we investigate the behavior of the Gaus-
sian curvature and the principal curvatures. Furthermore, we investigate the number of
ridge curves and subparabolic curves near their singular point.

1 Introduction

In recent decades, the differential geometry of fronts (wave fronts) has been studied by many
authors. In the Euclidean space, the set consists of the collection of singular values of a front
and its parallel surfaces is called the caustic. Front and caustics are both fundamental objects
in Lagrangian and Legendrian singularity theory, and they are closely related (see [2]7,[L15],
and also [69]). A front is a projection of the wave front set of an unfolding of a function, and a
caustic is the bifurcation set of an unfolding of a function. Although sometimes a singular point
of a bifurcation set is a singular point of a front, the bifurcation sets of the versal unfolding
of DF-functions do not appear as fronts. In this case, a parametrization of the bifurcation set
has not been given in the literature to the best knowledge of the authors. In this paper, to see
the geometry of the bifurcation set, we simplify a versal unfolding (R*> x R* 0) — (R,0) of a
function (R?,0) — (R, 0) which is R-equivalent to the Df-function

flu,v) = u?/3! £ uv?/2,
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by using a coordinate change on R? and an isometry on R?. By using the blow-up method,
we give a parametrization of a generic versal unfolding of such a function, and we show that
the parametrization is a front, and investigate its geometry. For fronts, one can define classical
differential geometric invariants (Gaussian, mean and principal curvatures) even though they
diverge on the set of singular points. We show:

Theorem A. One of the two principal curvatures of the parametrization of the bifurcation set
of a versal unfolding of a D7 -singularity C™-extends across the set of singular points, and
the other is unbounded near the singular point of the bifurcation set. Moreover, the principal
directions of these principal curvatures C*-extend across the set of singular points.

By using the asymptotic behavior of the Gaussian curvature, we obtain the behavior of
parabolic curves (the curves consisting of Gaussian curvature zero points) in Theorems and
A3 Moreover, by Theorem [A], we can discuss the conditions for ridges and subparabolic curves
near the singular point. Let g be an umbilic free regular surface, and let ; (i = 1,2) be the
principal curvatures, and V; the principal vector fields corresponding to ;. A point p on g is
called a ridge point with respect to k; if Vik;(p) = 0. A point p on g is called a subparabolic
point with respect to k; if Vjk;(p) =0, where j = 1,2 and j # 4. A curve on g is called a ridge
curve (respectively, subparabolic curve) if it consists of ridge points (respectively, subparabolic
points). We show the following theorem under the assumption that the set of ridge points and
the set of subparabolic points are curves. See Section and Proposition for the concrete
conditions.

Theorem B. We assume that the set of ridge points and the set of subparabolic points are
curves. Then the number of ridge curves with respect to the unbounded principal curvature
emanating from the singular point is at most 18; the number of ridge curves with respect to
the bounded principal curvature emanating from the singular point is at most 18; there are no
subparabolic points with respect to the unbounded principal curvature near the singular point;
the number of subparabolic curves with respect to the bounded principal curvature emanating
from the singular point is at most 10.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Unfoldings and bifurcation sets

Let f: (R™,0) — R be a function. A function F': (R™ x R",0) — R is called an unfolding
of fif F(u,0) = f(u). The catastrophe set Cr of the unfolding F' of f is
F F
Cr = {<u,w> % RL0) | S (@) = o= ) =o},
where u = (uy,...,uy). An unfolding F': (R™ x R",0) - R of f: (R™,0) - R is a Morse
family of f if 0 € R™ is a critical point of f and

O*F O*F 0*F O*F
6—1@ o ou0u,, Oui0r, o ou,0x,
rank : : : : =m, (2.1)
O*F O*F O*F O*F
ou,0u,, ou?, oun,dr,  Ou,or,



at 0 holds, where * = (xy,...,x,). By the implicit function theorem, if F' is a Morse family,
then CF is an r-dimensional submanifold of (R™ x R",0). We set its parametrization By : Cr —
R™ x R? as an inclusion. Let 7 : R™ x R* — R? be the projection, and set By = mo By. The
singular set of Br is S(Br) = {(u,x) € Cr | rank Hp(u, ) < m}, where

0*F
Hy = ( ) |
Ou;Ou, 1<i,j<m

The image Br(S(BF)) is called the bifurcation set, and denoted by Bp:

Br = {x € R®|there exists (u,z) € CF such that rank Hp(u,xz) < m}.

The following P-R™ equivalence plays a fundamental role in investigating bifurcation sets (see

[2, Chapter 8],[8, Chapter 5] for details).

Definition 2.1. Let F; : (R™ x R",0) — R be Morse families of functions f; : (R™,0) - R
(i = 1,2). They are said to be P-R* equivalent if there exists a triple (g(u, ), G(x), h(x)),
where g : (R™ x R",0) — (R™,0), G : (R",0) — (R",0) is a diffeomorphism-germ, and
h:(R",0) — (R,0) such that

The following lemma is well-known (see [8, Proposition 3.1} and its proof):

Lemma 2.2. Let F;: (R™ x R",0) — R be Morse families of f; : (R™,0) - R (i =1,2). If
Fy, Fy are P-RT-equivalent as in [22), then G(Br,) = Br, as set germs at 0.

By this lemma, to investigate the geometry of bifurcation sets, with respect to Euclidean
geometry in R®, we introduce the following P-R*-isometricity:

Definition 2.3. Let F; : (R™ x R",0) — R be Morse families of functions f; : (R™,0) —
R (i = 1,2). They are said to be P-R"-isometric if they are P-R*-equivalent, and the
diffeomorphism-germ G : (R",0) — (R",0) in the triple (g(u,x), G(x), h(x)) which gives
P-R*-equivalence is an isometry-germ.

We may simplify the functions f and F' by P-R*-isometry. Two functions f; : (R™,0) - R
(1 = 1,2) are R-equivalent if there exists a diffeomorphism-germ ¢ : (R™,0) — (R™,0) such
that f; = f, 0. A function-germ f at 0 of two variables is a Di-germ if it is R-equivalent
to f(u,v) = u3/3! £ uv?/2, where (uy,us) is denoted by (u,v). Let ¢ : (R™,0) — (R™,0) be
a diffeomorphism-germ. Then a Morse family F' : (R™ x R",0) — R of f : (R™,0) — R is
P-R*-equivalent to the unfolding F'(¢(u), ). Since we study the geometry of the bifurcation
set of a Df-germ f, under the P-R*-isometricity, we may assume f = u?/3! 4+ uv?/2 without
loss of generality.

2.2 Simplification of an unfolding by P-R*-equivalence

Definition 2.4. Let F; : (R™ x R",0) - R (i = 1,2) be two unfoldings of f: (R™,0) — R.
An R*-f-morphism from Fy to F} is a triple (g(u, ), G(x), h(x)), where g : (R™ x R"™,0) —
(R™,0),G:(R™,0)— (R™0),h:(R?0)— (R,0), and they satisfy g(u,0) = u and

Fy(u,z) = Fi(9(u,x),G(x)) + h(x). (2.3)
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Definition 2.5. An unfolding F; : (R™ x R™,0) =+ R of f : (R™,0) — R is an R -versal
unfolding if for any unfolding F, : (R™ x R™,0) — R of f, there exists an R*-f-morphism
from F5 to Fj.

It is known that the function Fy., (u,v,x,y, 2) = v*/3! +e1uv?/2 + zu+ yv + 2(u? — £,0?) /2
is an R*-versal unfolding of u3/3! + eyuv?/2, where e; = +1 (|2, Chapter 8],[8, Chapter 5]).
We call the bifurcation set of an R*-versal unfolding of u?/3! + uv?/2 a D -singularity. The
bifurcation set of F{ ., is the set

Boe, = {(—u?/2 — 19* /2 — zu, —s1uv + 6120, 2) | £, (u® — 2%) — v® = 0}.
We can observe that By; consists of two sheets and they have intersection curves c(t) =
{(—t,£t,0) |t > 0}. All DJ-singularities are locally diffeomorphic to By, we call the corre-
sponding curves to ¢(t) the intersection curve. See Figure 211 for the bifurcation sets of Fj .

Figure 2.1: The bifurcation sets of Fy 1 and Fp,

We remark that R*-versal unfolding (R* x R? 0) — (R,0) of the Df-germ is unique
([2, Chapter 8],[8, Chapter 5]).

Let f: (R?0) = Rbe f(u,v) =u?/3! + eyuv?/2 (e; = 1) and let F: (R* x R*,0) - R
be an R*-versal unfolding of f. We have the following:

Proposition 2.6. The function F is P-R*-isometric to

ud uv? u? — 102

F(u,z) = Fo(u,G(x)) = a + f1 5 + P(x)u+ Q(x)v + R(x) 5 (2.4)
with the condition
91,010 = 91,000 = 92001 =0 and  gi100, 92,010, 93,001 > 0, (2.5)
where
= Y g!" il (Gi=P, G:=Q, Gy=R n=123). (2.6)

i+j+k>1

Proof. Since Fy., is a versal unfolding, there exist g : (R* x R?,0) — (R*,0), G : (R*,0) —
(R?,0), h: (R?,0) — (R,0), and they satisfy g(u,0) = w and F(u,z) = Fy(g(u,x), G(x)) +



h(z). By the triple (g(u, ), z, h(x)), we see F is P-RT-isometric to Fy(u, G(x)) as in (Z4).
Let us set

1,100 g2,100 33,100
g, = | 91010, 9Go2= 92010, 9Gs= | 93010 |,
1,001 J2,001 93,001

and let g7, g5, g; be the Gram-Schmidt orthonormalized vectors, namely,

Gi=L G—g- (@ o) G-
1 ‘gl|’ 2 2 1 2)91» 2 |gv2‘a
~ _ o _ — g
g3 =393 — ((91 - 93)9: + (92 '93)92)7 gs = ﬁ
3

We set -

(51

M= |9,

('

where () stands for matrix transposition. Then M is an orthonormal matrix, and is identified
with a linear map. By the triple (id, M, 0), we see the first condition of (2.35]) can be satisfied.
By the versality, g1.1009201093001 7 0. The second condition of (Z3]) can be satisfied by the
linear map defined by the orthonormal matrix

£1 0 O
0 £1 O
0 0 =1

Geometric meanings of coefficients of G1, G5, G5 are discussed in Section [4l

2.3 Fronts

Since we shall show the bifurcation sets are fronts, we give a fundamental definition of fronts.
Let f: (R*0) — (R* 0) be a map-germ. The map f is a frontal if there exists a unit normal
vector field v along f such that (df,(X),v(p)) = 0 for any X € T,(R? 0). A frontal f with a
unit normal vector v is a front if the pair (f,v) is an immersion. Let f be a frontal. A function
A: (R?0) — Ris called an identifier of singularities if it is a non-zero multiple of the function
det(fu, fu,v). If a function is an identifier of singularities, then the set of singular points S(f)
satisfies S(f) = A71(0). Since the unit normal vector field is well-defined for frontals, one can
define the Gaussian, mean and principal curvatures in a natural way. However, it may diverge
on the set of singular points. See [I0HI4] for differential geometric study of these curvatures.
Let f : (R*0) — (R*0) be a front with a unit normal vector field v, which is a cuspidal
edge (by coordinate transformations on the source and the target space, it can be written as
(u,v) = (u,v? v%). Let v : (J,0) = (R?, 0) be a parametrization of the set of singular points
of f, where J is an open interval containing 0. We set 4(t) = f o~v(t) and 0(t) = v o~(t). The
singular curvature kg and the (limiting) normal curvature k, are defined by

d.et<f$//7 /.3///’ I)) /.3/// . I;
W(t)a Kin(t) =

ko(t) = + (t). (2.7)

See [I3] for details.



3 Description of bifurcation sets

We assume f(u,v) = u?/3! +ejuv?/2 and F is written as (Z4]) with the conditions (Z3]). Then
by the implicit function theorem, there exist two functions x(u, v, 2), y(u, v, z) such that

Fu(u,v, x(u,v, 2),y(u,v, 2), 2) = Fy(u,v,z(u,v, 2),y(u,v, z), z) = 0.

Thus Cr can be parametrized by (u,v,z) — (u,v,z(u,v, 2),y(u,v, 2), z), and the map Bp is
Bp(u,v, z) = (x(u,v, 2),y(u, v, 2), z). Since

Ty Ty Ty

dBr =\ yu Yo v. |, (3.1)
0O 0 1

it holds that S(Br) = {xuy» — Tyyu = 0}. By the implicit function theorem,

Fum Fuy Ty Ty) Fuu Fuv
)G = ) 32)
and by (2.1, the bifurcation set can be written as

Br = {(x,y, z)| there exists (u,v) € Cp such that det Hp(u,v,x,y,z) = 0}. (3.3)

3.1 D; singularity

We give a parametrization of the bifurcation set by using the blow-up method at a singular point
[3] (see also [5, Example (a) in p. 221]). Let S' = R/27Z be a circle, and let I = (—¢,¢) be an
open interval. Two points (6;,7;) € S' x I (i = 1,2) are equivalent (~) if (6,75) = (0; +m,71).
The quotient space M = S x I/ ~ is topologically a Mdbius strip. There is a natural
map © : M — R? where 7([(0,7)]) = (rcosf,rsinf). This is usually called a blow-up.
Furthermore, we take a double cover M of M, and consider a natural map 7 : M= R?, where
#([(0,7)]) = (rcos20,rsin260). Then M is topologically an annulus. We assume g; = —1 in

(Z4). Then det Hp = —u? — v? + R(x,vy, 2)>. We set
u=rcos26, v =rsin26, (3.4)

where (6,r) € M. Then —r? + R? = 0 can be solved by r = e, R(x, y, z), where e5 = £1. Then
the equation for the bifurcation set is

F,(20,r,xz,y,z) =0, F,(20,r,2,y,2) =0, r = s R(x,y, 2). (3.5)

This is equivalent to
X—l,m(ea x,Y, Z) =0, Y—1762(07 €, Y, Z) =0, (36)
where
Xfl,@(‘ga z,Y, Z) = Fu(82R<J}, Y, Z), 297 z,Y, Z)
= P(l’,y, Z) +R z,y, 2)20471762(9)7
Y—l,eg(ea z,y, Z) = FU(€2R(x7 Y, 2)7 297 z,Y, Z)
= Q(:p,y,z) +§(xayaz)26—l762(0)7 (37)
2260 — sin” 26
a_1.,(0) = €8 ) o + £9 cos 20,
P-1e,(0) = —cos20sin260 + e, sin 26.
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By the condition (2.0, there exist functions x_1 .,(0, ), y_1,(8, z) such that X_; ., (6,2_1.,
(0,2), Y—1,(0,2),2) =Y 1., (0,2_1.,(0,2),y_1.,(0, 2), ) = 0 holds identically. In this setting,
we have:

Lemma 3.1. [t holds that

T 1,69 (97 0) = Y1, (97 0) = (x*1,€2)2(97 0) = (yfl,ez)z(ev 0) =0 (38)

and
R<x*17€2 (97 0)7 Y-1.e0 (97 0)7 O) =0. (39)

Proof. We consider equations X_q.,(0,z,9y,0) = Y_1.,(0,2,y,0) = 0. Then since ([ZH]), we
have functions Z_ ., (), y_1.,(0) such that

X—l,&‘g (€7 j—l,&‘g (0)7 g—1752 (0)7 0) - Y—l,{;‘g (€7 j—l,&‘g (0)7 g—1752 (0)7 0) = 0.

We remark that by the implicit function theorem, each z_;,(6),y_1.,(#) is unique. On the
other hand, since P(0,0,0) = Q(0,0,0) = 0, the equality X_; .,(6,0,0,0) =Y_;.,(0,0,0,0) =0
is satisfied. Thus Z_1.,(0) = y_1,,(#) = 0 is a solution of X_; ., (0, z,vy,0) =Y_,.,(6,2,y,0) =
0. By the uniqueness, Z_1.,(#) = y_1,(0) = 0 holds. By the definition of the functions
To16,(0),7-16,(0), it holds that T_1.,(0) = -1.,(0,0),9-1,(0) = y_1.,(0,0). This shows
T_1,(0,0) =0and y_1,(0,0) = 0. Moreover, by [B.7) and (2Z3), it holds that (z_;,).(6,0) =
(Y-1,,)2(0,0) = 0. The equation (3.9) is obvious by (B.5]). O

Thus a double cover of the bifurcation set can be parameterized by
bo1:(0,2) =b(0,2) = (v_1:,(0,2),y-1,(00,2),2) : M= R® (9 = £1). (3.10)

We define the source space M of b_1.e, by /\;152. On the other hand, since R,(0,0,0) = g3001 # 0,
and

A1, (9> = Q1. (9 + 7T/2>7 671762 (‘9) = 671762 (‘9 + 7T/2>7

we can regard (0, z) € M as a parameter of the bifurcation set. We have the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 3.2. The map b_ ., : M., — R> is a front near {z =0} C M.

Proof. By ([3.9), there exists a function R_1.,(0, 2) such that R(0,21:,(0,2), Y-1,(0,2),2)
= zR_1.,(0,2). By (88) and R,(0,0,0) # 0, it holds that R_,.,(0,0) # 0. By a direct
calculation,

((X—1,62)9(x—1762 (07 Z)a Y—1.e9 (07 Z)’ Z)?

(Y*LEQ)@('T*L& (97 Z)v Y160 (97 Z), z)a 0) (3.11>
_ 422]%11,52(9, 2)?sin 30 (— cos 6, sin 6, 0) (g5 = 1),
| —422R_1 ., (0, 2)? cos 30 (sinf, cos0,0) (g5 = —1)

holds. By the implicit function theorem,

T, ~
(Eyi’ ;2) = — 22)\_1752a_1752A_1752V_1752, (312)
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1[171 :< (Y—l,ez)y _(X—Lm)y)
2 _<Y71,€2)x (X71,€2>{L' '

(x—la )z) —1 1 <(X—1 € )z)
€2 — _ A o ©2 , 3.13
<(y1,62>z det A—l,eg b (Y*1752)Z ( )

t .
_J (—cosf,sinf) (g2 =1)
Vote _{ (sin 6, cos ) (g = —1), (3.14)
[ sin30  (e2=1)
Astes _{ cos36 (g9 =—1), (3.15)
AR .,(0,2)?
a_i., _AR 10,2 (3.16)
det A_1752
hold. Thus by X b, is proportional to
Dfl,€2<‘97 Z) (317>

o (sin0dX g, +cosOdY_1 ) (0,2 1,(0,2),Y-1.,(0, 2), 2) (2 = 1),
| (cosOdX 1, —sin0dY_1 ) (0,2-10,(0, 2),y-1,,(0, 2), 2) (£2 = —1),

where

¢
dX—l,&‘g - ((X—l,&‘g)xa (X—L.Eg)y) (X—1,€2)2)7
dY71,€2 - t((Yfl,Eg)JIH <Y71,€2>y7 (Yfl,sg)z)-
Since 7_;,(6,0) # 0, the unit vector v_y ., = V_1,/|V_1,| is a unit normal vector of b. Since
by(6,0) = 0, to show that b is a front it is enough to see 7_;.,(0,0) and (7_1.,)s(0,0) are

linearly independent. It is easy to see by dX and dY are linearly independent at (6,0). This
shows the assertion. O

The singular set S(b) is

S(b) (3.18)
:{ {(0,2)] sin30 =0} ={(nn/3,2)|n=0,1,2,3,4,5} (g2 =1),
{(0,2)] cos30 =0} ={(nn/3+7/2,2) |n=—1,0,1,2,3,4} (g9 = —1).

3.2 Dy singularity

We will give a parametrization of the bifurcation set by a similar method to that of Section B.]
in the case of e = 1. Let I = (—¢,¢) be an open interval. We consider a map 7 : R x [ — R?
defined by 1 ((0,7)) = (r cosh 0, rsinh 0).

We assume &; = 1 in [24). Then det Hp = u® — v? + R(z,y, z)*. We set

u=rcosh20, v =rsinh26. (3.19)
Then r? + R? = 0 can be solved by r = g5 R, where g5 = +1. We set

X1 = P(x,y,2)+ R(z,y,2)%a;,(0),

}/1752 = Q(l’, Y, 2) + R(:Ea Y, 2)261762 (0)7

h 262 + sinh 262 3.20
1 gy (9) = o s + &9 cosh 29, ( )

2
P1e,(0) = cosh 26 sinh 20 — &5 sinh 26.
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There exist x1.,(0, 2) and y = y1 .,(0, z) such that

XLEQ (07 :L‘l,ag (07 Z)a 91,52 (07 2)7 Z) - }/1762 (07 x1752 (07 Z)a 91,52 (07 2)7 Z) - O

holds identically. By the same proof as for Lemma B.I we have z1.,(0,0) = y;.,(0,0) = 0,
(1,65)2(0,0) = (Y1,£,)2(0,0) = 0, R(21,,(0,0),91,(0,0),0) = 0. Thus there exists a function
Ri.,(0,2) such that

R(0,71,(0,2),y1,(0,2),2) = 2R ., (0, 2).

The bifurcation set, except for its intersection set, can be parameterized by b(6, z) = by ., (0, 2) =
(21,6,(0, 2),Y1.6,(0, 2), 2). We define the source space Rx I of b; ., by D.,. By a similar argument
as in the case of a D singularity, setting

t .
(cosh@,sinh 0) (g0 =1)
= 21
Vies { (sinh @, cosh #) (g5 = —1), (3:21)
_J sinh30 (2 =1)
)\1,52 —{ COSh3¢9 (82 — _1)’ (322)
AR: i (Vie)y —(Xie)
=2 Ay, = bez y), 3.23
e det A, , hee <_(YL€2):B (X1e5)a (3.23)
we have
((x1,€2)97 (y1,€2)9) - _22)‘17620!1,52141,52‘/1752- (324)
We set
V12,0, 2) (3.25)

[ (=coshfdYi., +sinh 0d X1 ,)(216,(0,2), y16,(0,2),2) (62 =1)
| (=sinh0dYi., + cosh 0d X, ) (21,00, 2), y1.,(0,2),2) (g9 = —1).

Then vy, = 71 .,/|71.,| is @ unit normal vector field for b. We can see by, : D., — R’ are
fronts by a similar method as in Section Bl The singular set S(b) are

{(6,2)] sinh30 = 0} = {(0.2)} (22 = 1).
5(b) = { (0| o0 =0} — (= 0) (= 1), (3.26)

4 Geometry of bifurction sets

4.1 Asymptotic behavior of parametrization near singular points

Let b = b, ., be the parametrization of the bifurcation set as in Sections Bl and B.2] and
V = Ve, ¢, its unit normal vector field. We set the coefficients of the first and second fundamental
forms as follows:

E:Eal,ag :be'bea F:F{;‘l,ag = 9'b2’7 G:G€1782 :bzbza
L:L€1782 :_be'V97 M = £1,€2 :_bG‘VZa N:Né‘l,ag :_bz'VZ'

We have the following lemma.



Lemma 4.1. The coefficients of the first and second fundamental forms satisfy

E =7 ( ) (9,2) (E ( )+ 2E1(0) + 2°E(0, 2)), (4.1)
F =2 0, z) (Fo( + 2F1(0,2)), (4.2)
G=1+ 2G’O( z)+ 2°G1(0) + z4G2(9 z), (4.3)
L= 2X(0)a(9, 2)|p]” ( 0+ le )+ 22La(0) + 2°Ly(0) + 2" La(0, 2)), (4.4)
M = 2)\(9 L 2) o] (Mo(6) + 2Mq (6, 2)), (4.5)
N =|p|™! (No(e) N1(9) + zQNQ(e, 2)), (4.6)

where E;, Fy, G, Liy M;, G; (i = 0,1,...,4) are functions of variables 0 or (0,z) as indicated,
and a(0,z) = a., €2(9 2), MO) = A ,(0), 0(0,2) = 0., ,(0,2) are defined in (B14), (315,
BI9), B21), B.22), B23) respectively. Moreover, Ey(0) > 0 and Ly is a non-zero constant.

Proof. By (B12) and ([3:24), it holds that the first two components of by are 22a AV, and the
third component of by is zero, where A = A., .,, V = V., .,. Then we see ([@1)), (£4), (£3) and
Eq > 0. By x,(6,0) = y.(0,0) = 0, it holds that b,(6,0) = (0,0, 1), and this shows (Z3]). To
show (4.2)), since the third component of by is zero, and b,(0,0) = (0,0, 1), we see ([L2). We

show L is a non-zero constant in the case of e5 = 1. It is sufficient to show

—cosf
A7 sinf |- (9)g #£O. (4.7)
0

Since X9 = Y39 = Xyo = Y9 = 0 on 2z = 0, the right-hand side of (1) is

—cos 0Y), —sin0Y, + cos 6.X,, B
(cos 0Y, + sin GXm) ’ ( — sin 0Y, ) X.(0,0)Y,,(0,0) = g1,100 92,010

on {z = 0}. Thus this is a non-zero constant, and the other cases can be shown by the same
calculation. Finally, (4.0]) is clear. O

4.2 Principal curvatures and principal directions
In this section, we first show Theorem [Al

Proof of Theorem [Al Let K and H be the Gaussian curvature and the mean curvature. By
Lemma [Tl one can see z2\(0)K (0, z) and 2?\(0)H (0, z) are C*™ functions. We define K, H, I
by

K H - EG-—F?
K = - =, H = —_—=, I = %,
22 Xa|v|?1 222 \alp|1 2t %a
where we include the variables (6) and (6, z) in the notation for functions, when it is clear.
Here,

(4.8)

Lo+ Liz + (GoLo + Ly + AaEyNy)2? + Hz2* + 2*0(0),

GoL1 + LoGy + Ls + AN(—2aFyMy + aE1 Ny + aEqNy + (a), EgNy),
LoNy + (L1No + LoNy )z + 220(0),

Ey + zE) + 220(0),

(4.9)

~» Nzwm ml
Il
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where the term 2’O(0) stands for a function of the form 2°h(6, z). Then

1 _ —
VH — K= —— /I — 422)al K.

~ 222 \a||7|]

We note that the function f(z) = \/by(0,2)% — 4wby(6, 2) of the variable x (b; # 0) satisfies
that f(0) = |b1(6, z)|. Thus there exists a function f(#, z, z) such that

f(z) =1b1(0,2)| — :cf(@, z,1). (4.10)

Substituting 2 = 22\(0) into ([@I0), there exists a function A (6, z) such that

VH?2 — 4220l K = |H| — 2°Ah.

Thus ~ ~
h

sgn A =

2|allo|l

—
HivH—k—{ FAalp|l ;
Etsgn A\——=

2)a||v|1
We see H(#,0) # 0 and |a||7|1(6,0) # 0. This implies that one of the principal curvatures of f
is unbounded near z = 0 and S(f), and the other is bounded. This proves the assertion. [

By (49), we see that there are no vanishing mean curvature points, no umbilic points,
and no points with zero unbounded principal curvature near the singular point. We call the
unbounded principal curvature the unbounded one, and the bounded principal curvature the
bounded one. We give evaluation formulas for these principal curvatures, such as iL(Q, z) when
H(0) > 0. By the square root function (by # 0) is expanded as

\/b% + b1z + byz? + b3(2)23

by —b2 4 4b2b, b3 — 4b3b1by + 8bibs(0)
—1p 2 1 0 371 0 0 40 0
| 0|+22|b0| z 8|b0|3 +z ]_6|b0|5 + z ( )7
we have
VH? — 422)\al K =Lo + L1z + (GoLo + Ly — A\aEyNy) 22 (4.11)
+ (GQLl + GlLO + L3 - 2)\CLF0M0 - )\CLEoNl
— aEl)\NO - N()Eo)\(a,)z)zg + 240(0)
Hence

ﬁ(@, Z) = 2(1EON0 + 2((1,EON1 -+ aE1N0 + EQN()((],)Z)Z + ZZO(O)

Thus the unbounded principal curvature x; and the bounded principal curvature ks can be
written as

1

kg =———=(Lo + L1z + 220(0)), 4.12

1 )\a|17|122( o+ L1 (0)) (4.12)
1

Ko = |~|I~(aE0NO + (aE1 Ny + aEgN; + (a),EgNp)z + 2°0(0)). (4.13)
a|\Vv
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By a direct calculation, the principal directions with respect to x; and ks are

Vi = aMp|I22(—=N + kG, M — 5, F) = (Lo + 20(0), 220(0)),
% 4.14
V, = Z|2V)\‘a(—M + ko F, L — ko B) = (— My + 20(0), Ly + 20(0)), (14
respectively, under the identification dy = (1,0) and 9, = (0, 1). Since the zero set of a function
d(0, z) is a regular curve and is transverse to the f-axis if d4(6,0) # 0 at (0,0) which satisfies

5(6,0) = 0, setting ' = 9/06, the following proposition holds:

Proposition 4.2. The ridge curve with respect to the unbounded principal curvature emanates
from the direction 0 satisfying a(0,0)(2N Ey + 3AE() + 2AEa’(0,0) = 0 under the condition
(a(8,0)(2EoN + 3E)N) + 2E0)\a’(0,0))/ # 0. The ridge curve with respect to the bounded
principal curvature emanates from the direction 0 satisfying —Ey LoNo~+ E{MoNo~+2Ey(LoNy —
MyN{) = 0 under the condition ( — EyLoNy + E{MoNy + 2Eo(LoN; — MONé))/ # 0. There
are no subparabolic curves with respect to the unbounded principal curvature. The subparabolic
curve with respect to the bounded principal curvature emanates from the direction 6 satisfying
2EoN — E\No = 0 under the condition (2EoN} — E(']NO), # 0.

Proof. Using ([AI12), (AI3) and (£I4]), we have the assertions by direct calculations. We note
that - = By, (- D) = B}, (- ). = Ey at (6,0). O

4.3 Singular curvature and limiting normal curvature

As the set of singular points near the singular point consists of a cuspidal edge, we calculate
the singular curvature and limiting normal curvature. For simplicity, we just give conditions
for whether their limits vanish or not. By (2.7), %, vanishes if and only if Ny vanishes. Thus
if e, = —1, then k, = 0 at (0,0) (respectively, (7/3,0), (27/3,0)) if and only if g g2 = 0
(respectively, —\/§g1,002 — 2,002 = 0, —\/§g17002 + g2.002 = 0). These will appear as conditions
for the configurations of parabolic curves in Section 4l Furthermore, if ¢ = 1, then x, =0
at (0,0) if and only if gyg92 = 0. On the other hand, by @7), BI7), B25) and (2..,y..) =
det A,, .,'(X.., X..) at z = 0, we obtain that #, = 0 at (0,0) (respectively, (7/3,0), (27/3,0))
if and only if K; = 0 (respectively, Ky + 2v/3K3 = 0, —K, + 2v/3K5 = 0), where

K1 =g110092,00292,100 — (95010 + 95,100) (91,002 + 393,001)
Ky =(—2g1,002 + 39??,001)(93,010 + 93,100) + 91,100(292,00292,100 + 991,10093,001)
K 291,100(91,10092,002 — §1,00292,100 + 392,100932,7001)-

Furthermore, if e = 1, then x,, = 0 at (0,0) if and only if K; = 0.

4.4 Configurations of parabolic curves emanating from Dj-singularities

In this section, we consider configurations of parabolic curves emanating from Di-singularities.
By (£8) and (49), and the same reason just before Proposition 2] if N/(0) # 0 for any 0
satisfying Ny(6) = 0, then the parabolic curve emanating out at the singular point emanates
in the direction @ satisfying Ny(6) = 0 at (0,0) in MEQ or D.,. We set & = ga002, 7 = 1,002 and
¢ = g3001. We assume ¢ # 0 and n — ¢* # 0. Moreover, we assume N}() # 0 for any 6 such
that No(f) = 0. By b.(0,0) = (0,0,1), B13) and (B17), we see that Ny(#) = 0 is equivalent to

Ecosf+nsind +(*sin30 =0 (9= —1,6,=1), (4.15)
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—&sinf +ncosh — (Pcos30 =0 (ep = —1,69 = —1), (4.16)
—¢&cosh@ +nsinh @ + (*sinh30 =0 (e, = 1,65 = 1), (4.17)
—¢&sinh @ +ncosh® — (*cosh30 =0 (g1 =1,69 = —1), (4.18)

by the assumption & # 0 and n — (% # 0, and we see cos@ = 0, sin@ = 0 are not the solutions

of ([@I3), (£Id), and also sinh # = 0 is not the solution of (A.I7), (£IF).

4.4.1 The case of D, -singularities

Setting €5 = 1 and ¢ = cot 6, the equation ([AI3]) is equivalent to

p(t) =&+ N+ 3 +Et+n—C=0. (4.19)

Thus the number of asymptotic curves emanating from the singular point is generically 3 or 1.
In this case, the singular set is t = 41/4/3. We consider where the solutions ¢ of (ZI9) are in

(=00, —1/v/3), (=1/4/3,1/v/3) or (1/v/3,00). Let D_; be the cubic discriminant of ([EIJ):
Dy /4= —¢" =267 — ' 4+ 2427 — 8n°¢* — 18¢¢" — 180°¢C* + 27¢°.

We set the following notation for the direction of the parabolic curves. We dividing M,
into Q; = {(6,7) € My | cotd < —1/v3}, Q = {(0,7) € My| —1/v/3 < cotf < 1/v/3},
Q3 = {(0,7) € My| cot@ > 1/4/3}. For the case of e, = —1, setting ¢ = tan 6, the equation
([E16) is equivalent to p(—t) = 0. Thus the cubic discriminant is the same as D_;. We also
divide M_; into Ql = {(6,r) € M_y| tanf < —1/v/3}, Qy = {(0,7r) € M_,| —1/V3 <
tanf < 1/v/3}, Q3 = {(A,r) € M_| tanf > 1/y/3}. By BIZ) and BIR), the directions
defined by 7_1(0,2) and 7_y _1(7/2,2) (respectively, v_y1(7/3,2) and U_y _(7/2 4+ 7/3, 2),
v_11(2m/3,2) and _y _1(w/2+ 27/3, z)) are continuously connected across {z = 0}. Thus, the
region €); corresponds to Q3. Q3 corresponds to Q;, and Q, corresponds to Q. The notation
(ijk|lmn), (i,7,k,[,m,n € {1,2,3}) stands for three parabolic curves of b; ; emanating from the
singular point, as they emanate into the regions €2;, €2;, {25, and three parabohc curves of by _
emanating from the singular point, as they emanate into the regions , Q. Q. respectlvely
We set ¢; = /3¢ + 1+ 3C%, ¢; = V3¢ — n— 3¢%. We have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.3. The regions 21, {29, 3, Q1 Qo, Q5 that the parabolic curves emanating from
the singular point which emanate into are summarized as in the “configurations” column of
Table [41] according to the sign of D_y.

Needless to say, geometrically, all of the cases (iij) (i # j) are the same. Thus we can draw
the pictures of the configurations of parabolic curves in Figure £21 We draw “open” pictures
instead of the usual pictures as in Figure [L] with the parabolic curves drawn as thick lines,
the set of singular points drawn thin as lines, and the intersection curves drawn as thin dotted
lines. To show the theorem, we use the following fact, known as Budan’s theorem or Descartes’
rule of signs (see [I], for example):

Fact 4.4. Let p(t) be a polynomial in t. Then the number of roots of p(t) that are greater
than « is the same or less than the number of sign changes in the sequence of the coefficients
of p(t+ «), and their difference is an even number. Furthermore, the number of roots of p(t)
that are less than « is the same or less than the number of sign changes in the sequence of the
coefficients of p(—t + «), and their difference is an even number.
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Case name | € | —€+V3n | €+V3n | « Co configurations
D_1>0|D<0

(I-1) + + + + |any | (223]122) | (3|1)
(I-2-1-1) | + — + + | + | (222]222) (2]2)
(I-2-1-2) | + — + + — | (233]112) (2]2)
(I-2-2-1) | + — — any | + | (122]|223) (1]3)
(I-2-2-2) | + — — + — | (133]113) (1]3)
(I1-1-1-1) | — + + any | — | (122[223) (1]3)
(I1-1-2-1) | — + — + — | (112]233) (2]2)
(11-1-2-2) | — + — — — | (222]222) (2]2)
(I1-2-2-1) | — — — + — | (113]133) (3]1)
(I1-2-2-2) | — — — — | any | (223]|122) (3]1)

Table 4.1: Configurations of parabolic curves.

Proof of Theorem A3 We assume e, = 1. Using Fact [4.4], to study the numbers of roots of
p(t) = 0 in each interval (—oo, —1/v/3), (=1/4/3,1/4/3), (1/v/3,00), we look at the numbers
of sign changes of

pi(t) = 9p(t + 1/v/3) =96> + 9e1t? + 63/3ert + 4v/3(€ + V/3n),

pa(t) = 9p(t — 1/V/3) =9Et° — 9eot? + 6v/3cot 4 4V/3(—E€ + V/31),
p3(t) = 9p(—t +1/V3) = — 913 + 9c1t* — 6v/3ert + 4V/3(€ + V3n),

pa(t) = 9(—t — 1//3) = — 913 — 9ot — 6v/3cat + 4V/3(—E + V/3n).

We look at the number of sign changes of these polynomials under the conditions of each case.
It is summarized in Table [4.2]

case PL| P2 | P3| Pa

(I-1) 11-2-22) | 0 1
(1-2-1-1) 0 0
(1-2-1-2) 01

(1-2-2-1) (II-1-1-1) | 1 0
(1-2-2-2) 11
(I-1-2-1) 10
(11-2-2-1) 11

Table 4.2: Necessary number of sign changes.

We first consider the case (I): € > 0. We assume (I-1): —& 4+ /3 > 0. Then 1 > 0,
£4++/3n > 0and ¢; > 0 hold. Since the number of sign changes in the sequence &, ¢y, ¢1, £4+v/31 of
the coefficients of p; (the number of sign changes in p;) is zero, there are no roots in (1/v/3, 00),
since the number of sign changes in py i.e., the number of sign changes in —&, —cy, —ca, —£+1/31
is one for any of the cases of ¢, thus the configuration of the roots is (223) or (3) according to
the sign of D_;. We assume (I-2): —¢ + /3 < 0. We consider the case (I-2-1): € + /31 > 0.
Then /3¢ = 26 + € 4+ /31 4+ 3v/3¢2 > 0. Since the number of sign changes in p, is zero, there
are no roots in (1/v/3,00). If ¢; > 0, then the number of sign changes in py is 0. So, in this
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Figure 4.1: Usual pictures (left) and “open” pictures (right)

kiex

Figure 4.2: The configurations (112), (222), (1) (left to right) of parabolic curves (¢ = —1)

case we have the configuration is (222) or (2). If ¢co < 0, then the number of sign changes in py
is 1. So, in this case we have (233) or (2). We consider the case (I-2-2): &€ +/3n < 0. Then
the number of sign changes in p; is 1. If ¢ > 0, then the number of sign changes in py is 0.
So, in this case we have (122) or (1). If ¢o < 0, then the number of sign changes in ps is 1. So,
in this case we have (133) or (1). We second consider the case (II): £ < 0. We assume (II-1):
—¢ 4 /31 > 0. We consider the case (II-1-1): € ++/3n > 0. Then n > 0 and ¢, < 0. The
number of sign changes in p; is 1 for any ¢y, and there are no sign changes in ps. So, in this
case we have (122) or (1). We consider the case (I1I-1-2): &€ + /3n < 0. Then ¢, < 0 holds.
If ¢; > 0 (II-1-2-1), then the number of sign changes in p3 is 1, and that in py4 is zero. So, in
this case we have (112) or (2). If ¢; < 0 (II-1-2-2), then the number of sign changes in p; and
ps are both 0. So, in this case we have (222) or (2). We assume (I1I-2): —¢ + /31 < 0. Then
n>0and £+ 31y < 0. If ¢; > 0, then the number of sign changes in ps and p4 are both 1 for
any co. So this case (113), (3). If ¢; < 0, then there is no sign changes in p; and the number
of sign changes in p, is 1. So this case (223), (3). Since the above takes all the possibilities of
signs of £, =& + \/_77, £+ \/_77, c; and ¢, we see the assertion. For the case of b_; _, since the
equation which we have to consider is p(—t), the configurations of this case can be obtained by
interchanging €y with Q3, ), with Q, and ()3 with Q. ]
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4.4.2 The case of D] -singularity

Setting ¢ = coth @, the equation (A7) is equivalent to

q(t) = =&+ (n+33) + &t —n+ =0, (4.20)

and setting ¢ = tanh#6, the equation ([AIS) is equivalent to ¢(t) = 0. Thus the number of
asymptotic curves emanating from the singular point in (D; UD_1) N {r > 0} is generically 3
or 1 according to the cubic discriminant D; of ¢(¢t) = 0:

Dy/4 =& =280 + ' +248nC% + 8n°C* — 186" + 18n°¢* — 27¢%.

We divide D; and D_; into the regions y = {(0,7) € Dy |r > 0, coth® < —1}, Qs = {(0,7) €
D_y|r >0}, Q3 ={(6,7r) € Dy|r >0, cothf > 1}, O = {(6,r) € Dy|r <0, cothf < —1},
Qs ={(0,r) € D_y|r <0}, Q3 = {(6,r) € Dy |r <0, cothf > 1}. The notation (ijk|lmn),
(4,4, k,l,m,n € {1,2,3}) stands for three parabolic curves of by i|p {0y (if 7,7,k is 1 or 3)
or b1 _1|p_,ngr>0y (if 4,7, k is 2) emanating from the singular point, as they emanate into the
regions €2, €2}, Qi and three parabolic curves of by 1|p,n{r<oy (if [, m,nis 1 or 3) or by _1|p,n{r<0}
(if I,m,n is 2) emanating from the singular point, as they emanate into the regions QU Q.
We set c3 =1+ 3(2, ¢4 = —n + (2. We have the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5. The regions €2y, €2y, (3, Q1 Qo, Qg that the way how the parabolic curves em-
anate from the singular point to the regions are summarized as in the “configurations” columns

in the Tables [43], [4.4], [4.5] and (4.6 according to the sign of D.

assumption I: | 3 +c3 | 3E —c3 | E+c3 | E—c3 | e configurations

E>0,c3>0 Di>0 | D; <0
(I-1-1) + + + any | + | (122]|223) | (1]3)
(I-1-2) + + + any | — | (122|223) no
(I-2-1) + — + — + | (122]223) | (1]3)
(1-2-2) + — + — — | (122)223) no

Table 4.3: Configurations of parabolic curves when & > 0, ¢c3 > 0.

assumption II: | 3 +c3 | 3§ —c3 | E+c3 | E—c3 | configurations

£<0,e3>0 D,>0 | D <0
(I1-1-1) + — + — + | (223|122) | (3|1)
(I1-2-1) — — + — + | (223|122) | (3|1)
(I1-3-1) — — — — + | (223]122) | (3]1)
(I1-1-2) + — + — — | (223]122) no
(I1-2-2) — — any — — [ (223|122) | (3|1)

Table 4.4: Configurations of parabolic curves when & < 0, ¢3 > 0.

The pictures of the configurations of parabolic curves are in Figure

Proof. We show the assertion by the same method as in the proof of Theorem Since the
method is completely the same, we state here just the information about sign changes. We set
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assumption III: | 36 +c3 | 3E —c3 | E+c3 | E—c3 | g configurations
£<0,e3<0 D, >0 | D <0
(111-1-1) — — — — + | (223]122) | (3]1)
(I11-2-1) — any — + + | (113|133) | (3]1)

Table 4.5: Configurations of parabolic curves when & < 0, ¢3 < 0.

assumption IV: | 36 +c3 |36 —c3 | E+c3 | E—c3 | ey configurations

§>0,C3<0 D{>0 D; <0
(IV-1-1) any T S T i N EETRE) R INCIE))
(IV-2-1) i T T e ap)

Table 4.6: Configurations of parabolic curves when & > 0, ¢c3 < 0.

@ (t) = q(t) as in @20), ¢2(t) = (1), g3(t) = u(t + 1), qa(t) = @t = 1), ¢5(t) = qu(—t + 1)
and ¢¢(t) = q1(—t — 1). Then each coefficient of these polynomials is one of &, ¢3, 3¢ + ¢3, 36 —
c3, &+ c3,& — c3 and ¢q. The necessary number of sign changes of these polynomials under the
conditions of each case are given in Table [47] and it takes all the possibilities of signs of &,
c3, & + c3, 3& — 3, £+ 3, £ — c3 and ¢4, the assertion for the case of r > 0 is proven. Since

case G| 492 | 43 | 94 | 95 | Q6
(I-1-1), (I-2-1), (IV-2-1) 1 1 0
(I-1-2), (I-2-2) 111 0
(11-1-1), (II-2-1), (1I-3-1), (I1I-1-1) 110 1
(11-1-2), (11-2-2) 1 0 1
(I1I-2-1) 1 111

(IV-1-1) 1 111

Table 4.7: Necessary number of sign changes.

(=7 cosh @, —rsinh 0) is a m-rotation of (rcosh @, rsinh @), the configurations of the case r < 0
can be obtained by interchanging 2, with Q3, Qs with €25 and Q3 with €. OJ

4.5 Number of ridges and subparabolic curves

Here we show Theorem [Bl A pair of two hyperbolic-trigonometric polynomials

gn(s) = Z a; ; cosh’ s sinh? s and h,,(s) = Z b; ; cosh’ s sinh’ s,

1<i+j<n 1<i+j<n

satistying a; ; = b; ; = 0 for any odd ¢ + j, or a; ; = b; ; = 0 for any even i + j, are said to be
adapted if by setting coshs = 1/(1 — t?)"/2, sinh s = /(1 — t*)'/2, (t = tanh s), the polynomial
(1—t%)"2g,(s) with respect to ¢, and the polynomial (1—t2)"/2h,,(s)/t" with respect to 1/t, are
the same. For example, since cosh 3s = (1 —t2)7%/2(1 + 3t2), sinh 3s = (1 — 2)73/2¢3(1 + 3t~2),
the pair cosh 3s and sinh 3s is adapted.

Lemma 4.6. (1) The number of roots of f.(s) = Z a;; cos' s sin’ s is at most n for s €

itj=1
0,7) if d(f,)/ds(s) # 0 for all s satisfying f.(s) = 0. (2) We assume that the pair of two
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Figure 4.3: The configurations (113), (122), (1), (2) (left to right) of parabolic curves in the case
of e =—1

hyperbolic-trigonometric polynomials g,(s) and h,(s) is adapted. Then the sum of the numbers
of roots s € R of gn(s) =0 and h,(s) = 0 is at most n under the condition d(g,)/ds(s) # 0
(respectively, d(hy)/ds(s) # 0) for all s satisfying g,(s) = 0 (respectively, h,(s) = 0).

Proof. 1f s = +m /2 are solutions, factoring out cos s from f,(s), and we may assume s = +7/2
are not solutions of f,(s) = 0. Setting coss = +1/(1 + tan?s)"/? and sins = +tans/(1 +
tan? 5)!/2 twice the number of roots of the equation f,(s) = 0 can be reduced to a polynomial
equation with respect to tan s with degree 2n. This shows (1). See [4, Lemma 2| for a detailed
proof. For a proof of (2), setting coshs = 1/(1 —¢)'/? and sinhs = /(1 — ¢)'/2, (t = tanh s),
since g, and h,, consist only of the terms where i+ j is odd or even, and the equations g,(s) = 0,
hn(s) = 0 are reduced to the same polynomial equations with respect to ¢ and 1/t, respectively,
with degree n. Since tanh s takes value in (—1,1), we see the assertion. 0

The number n of the above f, (respectively, g,, h,), is called the degree, and it is denoted
by deg(f,) (respectively, deg(g,), deg(h,)). We give a proof of Theorem [B] under the same
assumption as in Proposition 2]

Proof of Theorem[B. We see the degrees of

C1(6) =a(6,0)(2N Ey + 3AE}) + 2AEga. (6, 0),
CQ(G) —_ — E1LON0 —|— E(/)M()NO + 2E0<LON1 — M(]N(I]),

These appear as the conditions of Proposition We easily see deg(Lg) = deg(a) = 0,
deg(A) = deg(N) = 3, and A, X have only odd degree terms. Furthermore, we see deg(Fy) =
deg(E{) = 2,deg(F;) = 4 and these have only even degree terms. For the degree of a., by
BI6) and (323)), the degrres of a, is the same as that of @ and f. Thus deg(a,) = 4, and

it has only even degree terms. We now consider the degrees of My, Ny, N}, N;. We assume

€1 =¢e9 = 1. Since My = <AV, Dz> (0,0), and

U, = (—cosh0dY + sinh 0dX),
= —cosh0(dY,x, + dYyy, + dY,) + sinh 0(dX,x, + dX,y, + dX,)

at (6,0) which has degree 3, together with deg(V) = 1, deg(dY,) = deg(dX,) = 2, we have

deg(My) = 4. Moreover, we see My has only even degree terms. Similarly, we see deg(Ny) =
deg(N}) = 3 and they have only odd degree terms. Since deg(a) = deg(f) = 4, it holds
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that deg(z,,) = deg(y,.) = deg(X..) = deg(Y,.) = 4 and they have only even degree terms.
Furthermore, since b,(6,0) = (0,0,1), b,., = (2., Y..,0),

U,, = —cosh@(dY,x,, +dYyy., + dY,.) + sinh (d Xz, + dX,y.. + dX..)

at (6,0) and 2(asinh — fcosh #) = sinh 30, we have deg(N;) = 7, and has only odd degree
terms. Thus deg(C}) = deg(Cy) = 9 and deg(C3) = 5. On the other hand, by ([B.20), (B:21))
and (3.22), the degrees of C; (i = 1,2,3) in the case of ¢g = —1 are the same as the case
of e = 1. Moreover, for each i = 1,2,3, the pair C; (5 = £1) of hyperbolic-trigonometric
polynomial is adapted, so we have the assertion. For the case of e, = —1, we can obtain the
degrees by similar calculations. Summarizing up these degrees, Proposition and the fact
that each fo singularity consists of two sheets which correspond to €5 = 41 respectively, we
have the assertion. O
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