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Abstract

We investigated singular points of translation surfaces under the linearly independent
condition. In this paper, as completion, we investigate singular points of translation
surfaces under the linearly dependent condition, using the theories of generalised framed
surfaces and framed surfaces. We introduce the notion of translation generalised framed
surfaces and investigate types of singular points that appear on translation generalised
framed base surfaces.

1 Introduction

The origin of translation surfaces is found in the text of G. Darboux [4]. The surfaces later
known as Darboux surfaces, are defined by the form Φ(s, t) = A(t) · γ(s) + γ̃(t), where γ(s)
and γ̃(t) are space curves in R

3 and A(t) is an orthogonal matrix. The surfaces present the
movement of a curve by a uniparametric family of rigid motions of the Euclidean 3-space. If
we set A(t) to be the identity matrix, we obtain a translation surface.

We consider framed curves as space curves with singular points containing non-degenerate
curves (cf. [11]). Moreover, we consider generalised framed surfaces as surfaces with singular
points containing not only in framed surfaces, but also in one-parameter families of framed
curves (cf. [18]).

In [10], we investigated singular points of the translation surfaces of framed curves under
the linearly independent condition. As completion, we investigate singular points of transla-
tion surfaces of framed curves under the linearly dependent condition, using the theories of
generalised framed surfaces and framed surfaces.

In order to investigate translation surfaces, we introduce a frame matrix for two framed
curves. The frame matrix with a condition is determined the frame of framed curves (Theorem
2.3). Using the translation matrix, we detect the basic invariants of the translation surface
as a generalised framed surface. We introduce the notion of translation generalised framed
surfaces and investigate types of singular points that appear on translation generalised framed
base surfaces. We give conditions for a translation surface to have cross cap and S±
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points (Theorems 2.6 and 2.10). In the case of the linearly independent conditions, translation
surfaces never have cross cap and S±

1 singular points. Moreover, it is natural for translation
surfaces with linearly dependent conditions to appear as self translation surfaces generated by
one framed curve. Furthermore, we give a condition that the translation surface to be a framed
base surface under the linearly dependent condition. We also investigate singular points of
translation surfaces as framed base surfaces (Theorems 4.5, 4.8, 4.9 and 4.11).

All maps and manifolds considered in this paper are differentiable of class C∞ unless stated
otherwise.

Acknowledgements. The second author was supported by JST SPRING Grant Number
JPMJSP2153. The third author was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number
JP 24K06728.

2 Translation surfaces as generalised framed surfaces

Let R3 be the 3-dimensional Euclidean space equipped with the inner product a · b = a1b1 +
a2b2 + a3b3, where a = (a1, a2, a3) and b = (b1, b2, b3) ∈ R

3. The norm of a is given by
|a| = √

a · a and the vector product is given by

a× b = det




e1 e2 e3

a1 a2 a3
b1 b2 b3


 ,

where {e1, e2, e3} is the canonical basis of R3. Let S2 be the unit sphere in R
3, that is, S2 =

{a ∈ R
3||a| = 1}. We denote the 3-dimensional smooth manifold {(a, b) ∈ S2 × S2|a · b = 0}

by ∆. Let I and J be intervals in R.

Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : J → R

3 be framed curves with curvatures (ℓ,m, n, α)

and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃), respectively. For framed curves, see Appendix A and [11]. It follows that



ν1u(u)
ν2u(u)
µu(u)


 = F(u)



ν1(u)
ν2(u)
µ(u)


 =




0 ℓ(u) m(u)
−ℓ(u) 0 n(u)
−m(u) −n(u) 0





ν1(u)
ν2(u)
µ(u)


 ,



ν̃1v(v)
ν̃2v(v)
µ̃v(v)


 = F̃(v)



ν̃1(v)
ν̃2(v)
µ̃(v)


 =




0 ℓ̃(v) m̃(v)

−ℓ̃(v) 0 ñ(v)
−m̃(v) −ñ(v) 0





ν̃1(v)
ν̃2(v)
µ̃(v)


 ,

where µ = ν1 × ν2 and µ̃ = ν̃1 × ν̃2.

Definition 2.1 We say that x : I × J → R
3 is a translation surface if x(u, v) = γ(u) + γ̃(v).

Since {ν1, ν2, µ} and {ν̃1, ν̃2, µ̃} are moving frames of γ and γ̃, respectively, there exists a
smooth mapping T : I × J → SO(3) such that



ν̃1(v)
ν̃2(v)
µ̃(v)


 = T (u, v)



ν1(u)
ν2(u)
µ(u)


 , (1)
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where

T (u, v) = (tij(u, v))1≤i,j≤3 =



ν̃1(v) · ν1(u) ν̃1(v) · ν2(u) ν̃1(v) · µ(u)
ν̃2(v) · ν1(u) ν̃2(v) · ν2(u) ν̃2(v) · µ(u)
µ̃(v) · ν1(u) µ̃(v) · ν2(u) µ̃(v) · µ(u)


 .

We say that T is a frame matrix of framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2). Here SO(3) is the
set of 3×3 special orthogonal matrices, that is, SO(3) = {A ∈ GL(3,R) | tAA = I3, detA = 1},
where GL(3,R) is the set of 3× 3 general linear matrices, tA is the transpose of the matrix A
and I3 is the 3× 3 unit matrix.

By differentiating (1), we have the following.

Proposition 2.2 Under the above notations, we have

Tu(u, v) = −T (u, v)F(u), Tv(u, v) = F̃(v)T (u, v). (2)

It follows that we have

ti1u(u, v) = ℓ(u)ti2(u, v) +m(u)ti3(u, v),

ti2u(u, v) = −ℓ(u)ti1(u, v) + n(u)ti3(u, v),

ti3u(u, v) = −m(u)ti1(u, v)− n(u)ti2(u, v),

t1jv(u, v) = ℓ̃(v)t2j(u, v) + m̃(v)t3j(u, v),

t2jv(u, v) = −ℓ̃(v)t1j(u, v) + ñ(v)t3j(u, v),

t3jv(u, v) = −m̃(v)t1j(u, v)− ñ(v)t2j(u, v),

for i, j = 1, 2, 3.

Theorem 2.3 (1) Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 ×∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : I → R

3 ×∆ be framed curves.
Then the frame matrix T : I × J → SO(3) satisfies Tuv = Tv

tTTu.

(2) Suppose that T : I×J → SO(3) is a smooth mapping with Tuv = Tv
tTTu, and α : I → R

3

and α̃ : J → R
3 are smooth functions. Then there exist framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R

3 ×∆
and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : I → R

3 × ∆ such that γu(u) = α(u)µ(u), γ̃v(v) = α̃(v)µ̃(v) and the frame
matrix of the framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) is given by T .

Proof. (1) By differentiating (2), we have Tuv = −TvF = −F̃TF . Since tTT = T tT = I3, we

have F = −tTTu and F̃ = Tv
tT . It follows that Tuv = −(Tv

tT )T (−tTTu) = Tv
tTTu.

(2) Suppose that T : I × J → SO(3) is a smooth mapping with Tuv = Tv
tTTu. We define

F and F̃ : I × J → M(3, 3) by

F(u, v) = −tT (u, v)Tu(u, v), F̃(u, v) = Tv(u, v)
tT (u, v),

where M(3, 3) is the set of 3× 3 matrices. By using (tT )uT +tTTu = 0 and (tT )vT +tTTv = 0,
we have

Fv(u, v) = −(tT )v(u, v)Tu(u, v)−tT (u, v)Tuv(u, v)

= tT (u, v)(Tv(u, v)
tT (u, v)Tu(u, v)− Tuv(u, v)) = 0,

F̃u(u, v) = Tvu(u, v)
tT (u, v) + Tv(u, v)(

tT (u, v))u

= (Tvu(u, v)
t − Tv(u, v)

tT (u, v)Tu(u, v))T (u, v) = 0.
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Therefore F(u, v) = F(u) and F̃(u, v) = F̃(v). Since

tF = −t(tTTu) = −t(Tu)T = −(tT )uT =t TTu
tTT = tTTu = −F ,

tF̃ = t(Tv
tT ) = T t(Tv) = T (tT )v = −T tTTv

tT = −Tv
tT = −F̃ ,

F(u) and F̃(v) are alternative matrices. By existence of a solution of a system of linear
differential equations, there exist smooth mappings (ν1, ν2, µ) : I → SO(3) and (ν̃1, ν̃2, µ̃) :
J → SO(3) such that


ν1u(u)
ν2u(u)
µu(u)


 = F(u)



ν1(u)
ν2(u)
µ(u)


 ,



ν̃1v(v)
ν̃2v(v)
µ̃v(v)


 = F̃(v)



ν̃1(v)
ν̃2(v)
µ̃(v)


 ,



ν̃1(v0)
ν̃2(v0)
µ̃(v0)


 = T (u0, v0)



ν1(u0)
ν2(u0)
µ(u0)




for a point (u0, v0) ∈ I × J . If γ : I → R
3 and γ̃ : J → R

3 are given by

γ(u) =

∫
α(u)µ(u)du, γ̃(u) =

∫
α(v)µ̃(v)dv,

then (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 × ∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : I → R

3 × ∆ are framed curves with γu(u) =
α(u)µ(u) and γ̃v(v) = α̃(v)µ̃(v). Moreover, since

∂

∂u






ν̃1
ν̃2
µ̃


− T




ν1
ν2
µ




 = −Tu




ν1
ν2
µ


− TF




ν1
ν2
µ


 = 0,

∂

∂v


tT




ν̃1
ν̃2
µ̃


−




ν1
ν2
µ




 = (tT )v




ν̃1
ν̃2
µ̃


+ tT F̃




ν̃1
ν̃2
µ̃


 = 0,

there exist smooth function A : J → R
3 and B : I → R

3 such that



ν̃1(v)
ν̃2(v)
µ̃(v)


− T (u, v)




ν1(u)
ν2(u)
µ(u)


 = A(v), tT (u, v)




ν̃1(v)
ν̃2(v)
µ̃(v)


−




ν1(u)
ν2(u)
µ(u)


 = B(u).

It follows that tT (u, v)A(v) = B(u) for all (u, v) ∈ I × J . By the initial condition, we have
A(v0) = 0 and B(u0) = 0. By tT (u0, v)A(v) = B(u0) = 0, we have A(v) = 0 for all v ∈ J and
hence B(u) = 0 for all u ∈ I. Therefore, T is the frame matrix of the framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2)
and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2). ✷

The translation surface x is a generalised framed base surface, in fact, we have the following.
For generalised framed surface, see Appendix B and [18].

Proposition 2.4 Let x : I×J → R
3 be the translation surface of framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) and

(γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2).

(1) (x, ν1, ν2) : I × J → R
3 ×∆ is a generalised framed surface with basic invariants

(
a1(u, v) b1(u, v) c1(u, v)
a2(u, v) b2(u, v) c2(u, v)

)
=

(
0 0 α(u)

α̃(v)t31(u, v) α̃(v)t32(u, v) α̃(v)t33(u, v)

)
,

(
e1(u, v) f1(u, v) g1(u, v)
e2(u, v) f2(u, v) g2(u, v)

)
=

(
ℓ(u) m(u) n(u)
0 0 0

)
,

A(u, v) = −α(u)α̃(v)t32(u, v), B(u, v) = α(u)α̃(v)t31(u, v),
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where (ν1, ν2) : I × J → ∆ is defined by νi(u, v) = νi(u), i = 1, 2.

(2) (x, ν̃1, ν̃2) : I × J → R
3 ×∆ is a generalised framed surface with basic invariants

(
a1(u, v) b1(u, v) c1(u, v)
a2(u, v) b2(u, v) c2(u, v)

)
=

(
α(u)t13(u, v) α(u)t23(u, v) α(u)t33(u, v)

0 0 α̃

)
,

(
e1(u, v) f1(u, v) g1(u, v)
e2(u, v) f2(u, v) g2(u, v)

)
=

(
0 0 0

ℓ̃(v) m̃(v) ñ(v)

)
,

A(u, v) = α(u)α̃(v)t23(u, v), B(u, v) = −α(u)α̃(v)t13(u, v),

where (ν̃1, ν̃2) : I × J → ∆ is defined by ν̃i(u, v) = ν̃i(v), i = 1, 2.

Proof. (1) By a direct calculation, we have

a1(u, v) = xu(u, v) · ν1(u, v) = α(u)µ(u, v) · ν1(u, v) = 0,

b1(u, v) = xu(u, v) · ν2(u, v) = α(u)µ(u, v) · ν2(u, v) = 0,

c1(u, v) = xu(u, v) · µ(u, v) = α(u)µ(u, v) · µ(u, v) = α(u),

a2(u, v) = xv(u, v) · ν1(u, v) = α̃(v)µ̃(u, v) · ν1(u, v) = α̃(v)t31(u, v),

b2(u, v) = xv(u, v) · ν2(u, v) = α̃(v)µ̃(u, v) · ν2(u, v) = α̃(v)t32(u, v),

c2(u, v) = xv(u, v) · µ(u, v) = α̃(v)µ̃(u, v) · µ(u, v) = α̃(v)t33(u, v),

e1(u, v) = ν1u(u, v) · ν2(u, v) = ℓ(u), e2(u, v) = ν1v(u, v) · ν2(u, v) = 0,

f1(u, v) = ν1u(u, v) · µ(u, v) = m(u), f2(u, v) = ν1v(u, v) · µ(u, v) = 0,

g1(u, v) = ν2u(u, v) · µ(u, v) = n(u), g2(u, v) = ν2v(u, v) · µ(u, v) = 0.

Moreover, we have

A(u, v) = det

(
0 α̃(v)t32(u, v)

α(u) α̃(v)t33(u, v)

)
= −α(u)α̃(v)t32(u, v),

B(u, v) = − det

(
0 α(u)t31(u, v)

α(u) α̃(v)t33(u, v)

)
= α(u)α̃(v)t31(u, v).

(2) By a similar calculation, we have the result. ✷

By Proposition 2.4, p = (u, v) is a singular point of x if and only if the one of conditions
satisfies

(i) α(u) = 0, (ii) α̃(v) = 0, (iii) t31(p) = t32(p) = 0.

The cases (i) and (ii) are corresponding to the singular point of γ and γ̃, respectively. Moreover,
µ(u) × µ̃(v) = 0 if and only if the condition (iii) t31(p) = t32(p) = 0. On the other hand, if
µ(u) × µ̃(v) 6= 0 at p, the we can define unit normal vector field of x around p. Hence x is
a frontal (or a framed base surface) around p. We say that the linearly dependent condition
(respectively, linearly independent condition) of framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) at p
if µ(u) × µ̃(v) = 0 (respectively, µ(u) × µ̃(v) 6= 0). We have investigated singular points of
translation surfaces under the linearly independent condition in [10].

By Proposition 2.4 and Theorem B.3, we have the following.

Proposition 2.5 Let (x, ν1, ν2) : I × J → R
3 ×∆ be a translation generalised framed surface.
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(1) If x is a framed base surface, then t31 and t32 (respectively, t13 and t23) are linearly
dependent.

(2) Suppose that the set of regular points of x is dense in I × J . If t31 and t32 (respectively,
t13 and t23) are linearly dependent, then x is a framed base surface.

2.1 A criteria for the cross cap (S0 singularity)

The symbols and settings in this subsection continue to be those used above. If α(u0) = 0 or
α̃(v0) = 0, that is, u0 is a singular point of γ or v0 is a singular point of γ̃, then p0 = (u0, v0)
is not a cross cap singular point of translation surface x by using criteria of cross cap singular
point ([19]). See also [10].

Consider a singular point p0 ∈ I × J of a generalised translation framed base surface
x : I × J → R

3. Suppose that α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0. In this case, the vector field η = −α̃(∂/∂u) +
αt33(∂/∂v) satisfies dxp0(ηp0) = 0, that is, ker(dxp0) = 〈ηp0〉R. Here, we use the relation
µ(u0) = t33(p0)µ̃(v0) derived from α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0 and rank dxp0 < 2. If ξ is defined as ∂/∂u,
then ξp0 and ηp0 are linearly independent since α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0.

We define the function ϕ : I × J → R by ϕ(u, v) = det(ξx, ηx, ηηx)(u, v). By a direct
calculation, we have

ϕ = −α3α̃3t33 (−mt32 + nt31)− α4α̃2t333 (m̃t23 − ñt13) ,

ϕu = −3α2αuα̃
3t33 (−mt32 + nt31)− α3α̃3t33u (−mt32 + nt31)

− α3α̃3t33 (−mut32 −mt32u + nut31 + nt31u)

− 4α3αuα̃
2t333 (m̃t23 − ñt13)− 3α4α̃2t233t33u(m̃t23 − ñt13)

− α4α̃2t333 {m̃(−mt21 − nt22)− ñ(−mt11 − nt12)} ,
ϕv = −3α2α̃2α̃vt33(−mt32 + nt31)− α3α̃3t33v (−mt32 + nt31)

− α3α̃3t33 (−mt32v + nt31v)

− 2α4α̃α̃vt
3
33 (m̃t23 − ñt13)− 3α4α̃2t233t33v(m̃t23 − ñt13)

− α4α̃2t333 (m̃vt23 + m̃t23v − ñvt13 − ñt13v) .

Theorem 2.6 Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 ×∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : J → R

3 ×∆ be framed curves with

curvatures (ℓ,m, n, α) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃), respectively. x(u, v) = γ(u) + γ̃(v) at p0 = (u0, v0) is a
cross cap (an S0 singular point) if and only if α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0, |t33(p0)| = 1 and

m(u0)(m̃(v0)t21(p0)− ñ(v0)t11(p0)) + n(u0)(m̃(v0)t22(p0)− ñ(v0)t12(p0)) 6= 0.

Proof. Using Theorem C.1, calculate ξϕ. Since ξ = ∂/∂u,

ξϕp0 = ϕu(p0)

= −3α(u0)
2αu(u0)α̃(v0)

3t33(p0) (−m(u0)t32(p0) + n(u0)t31(p0))

− α(u0)
3α̃(v0)

3t33u(p0) (−m(u0)t32(p0) + n(u0)t31(p0))

− α(u0)
3α̃(v0)

3t33(p0) (−mu(u0)t32(p0)−m(u0)t32u(p0) + nu(u0)t31(p0) + n(u0)t31u(p0))

− 4α(u0)
3αu(u0)α̃(v0)

2t33(p0)
3 (m̃(v0)t23(p0)− ñ(v0)t13(p0))

− 3α(u0)
4α̃(v0)

2t33(p0)
2t33u(p0)(m̃(v0)t23(p0)− ñ(v0)t13(p0))

− α(u0)
4α̃(v0)

2t33(p0)
3 {m̃(v0)(−m(u0)t21(p0)− n(u0)t22(p0))

−ñ(v0)(−m(u0)t11(p0)− n(u0)t12(p0))} .
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From the definition of the frame matrix and p0 is a singular point, t33(p0)
2 = 1 and t31(p0) =

t32(p0) = t13(p0) = t23(p0) = 0. Combining this with α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0, we obtain ξϕp0 6= 0 if and
only if m(u0)(m̃(v0)t21(p0)− ñ(v0)t11(p0)) + n(u0)(m̃(v0)t22(p0)− ñ(v0)t12(p0)) 6= 0. Using the
above and what was stated at the beginning of this subsection, we obtain this theorem. ✷

Example 2.7 (Cross cap) Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : R → R
3 ×∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : R → R

3 ×∆ be

γ(u) =

(
u,

u2

2
, 0

)
, ν1(u) =

1√
1 + u2

(−u, 1, 0) , ν2(u) = (0, 0, 1) ,

γ̃(v) =

(
v, 0,

v2

2

)
, ν̃1(v) =

1√
1 + v2

(v, 0,−1) , ν̃2(v) = (0, 1, 0) .

Then (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) are framed curves with curvatures

(ℓ(u), m(u), n(u), α(u)) =

(
0,

−1

1 + u2
, 0,

√
1 + u2

)
,

(ℓ̃(v), m̃(v), ñ(v), α̃(v)) =

(
0,

1

1 + v2
, 0,

√
1 + v2

)
.

By a direct calculation, we have

µ(u) =
1√

1 + u2
(1, u, 0) , µ̃(v) =

1√
1 + v2

(1, 0, v) .

It follows that (x, ν1, ν2) : R× R → R
3 ×∆,

x(u, v) = γ(u) + γ̃(v) =

(
u+ v,

u2

2
,
v2

2

)
,

ν1(u, v) = ν1(u) =
1√

1 + u2
(−u, 1, 0) , ν2(u, v) = ν2(u) = (0, 0, 1) ,

is a generalised framed surface. By a direct calculation, the frame matrix is given by

T (u, v) =




−uv√
(1+u2)(1+v2)

−1√
1+v2

v√
(1+u2)(1+v2)

1√
1+u2

0 u√
1+u2

−u√
(1+u2)(1+v2)

v√
1+v2

1√
(1+u2)(1+v2)


 .

Therefore, we have α(0)α̃(0) = 1, t33(0, 0) = 1 and

m(0)(m̃(0)t21(0, 0)− ñ(0)t11(0, 0)) + n(0)(m̃(0)t22(0, 0)− ñ(0)t12(0, 0)) = −1 6= 0.

By Theorem 2.6, (0, 0) is a cross cap singular point of the translation surface x.

Remark 2.8 It is easy to see that (0, 0) is a cross cap singular point of x in Example 2.7 by
diffeomorphisms of the domain and of the target (A-equivalent). In fact,

x(u, v) =

(
u+ v,

u2

2
,
v2

2

)
=

(
U,

(U − v)2

2
,
v2

2

)
∼A

(
U, Uv, v2

)
.
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Figure 1: The translation surface x in Example 2.7. (0, 0) is a cross cap singular point.

We consider γ : I → R
3 and γ̃ : J → R

3 are non-degenerate curves with arc-length
parameter. Then we have the Frenet frame {t,n, b} of γ with curvature κ and torsion τ ,

and the Frenet frame {t̃, ñ, b̃} of γ̃ with curvature κ̃ and torsion τ̃ , respectively. It follows

that (γ,n, b) : I → R
3 × ∆ and (γ̃, ñ, b̃) : I → R

3 × ∆ are framed curves with curvatures

(ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) = (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1), respectively (cf. Appendix A).

Corollary 2.9 Suppose that γ : I → R
3 and γ̃ : J → R

3 are non-degenerate curves with arc-
length parameter. Then x(u, v) = γ(u) + γ̃(v) at p0 = (u0, v0) is a cross cap (an S0 singular
point) if and only if |t33(p0)| = 1 and t21(p0) 6= 0.

Proof. Applying Theorem 2.6 to case (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) = (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1),
we obtain

m(u0)(m̃(v0)t21(p0)− ñ(v0)t11(p0)) + n(u0)(m̃(v0)t22(p0)− ñ(v0)t12(p0)) = κ(u0)κ̃(v0)t21(p0).

Thus, κ(u0)κ̃(v0) 6= 0 yields the assertion. ✷

2.2 Criterion for the S±
1 singularities

Let p0 = (u0, v0) be a singular point of x. If α(u0) = 0 or α̃(v0) = 0, that is, u0 is a singular
point of γ or v0 is a singular point of γ̃, then (u0, v0) is not a S±

1 singular point of translation
surface x by using criteria of S±

1 singular point ([19]). See also [10].

Suppose that α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0 and µ(u0) = t33(p0)µ̃(v0). We use the same notations ξ, η and
ϕ as in section 2.1. By using the relational expressions t13(p0) = t23(p0) = t31(p0) = t32(p0) = 0,
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t33(p0)
2 = 1, t31u(p0) = m(u0)t33(p0) and t31uu(p0) = (ℓ(u0)n(u0) +mu(u0)) t33(p0), we obtain

ϕuu(p0) = α(u0)
3α̃(v0)

2
(
−α̃(v0)(ℓ(u0)(m(u0)

2 + n(u0)
2)− n(u0)mu(u0) +m(u0)nu(u0))

+ t33(p0)α(u0)(ℓ(u0)(n(u0)(−t21(p0)m̃(v0) + t11(p0)ñ(v0))

+m(u0)(t22(p0)m̃(v0)− t12(p0)ñ(v0))) + (t21(p0)m̃(v0)− t11(p0)ñ(v0))mu(u0)

+ (t22(p0)m̃(v0)− t12(p0)ñ(v0))nu(u0)) + 8t33(p0)((m(u0)t21(p0) + n(u0)t22(p0))m̃(v0)

−(m(u0)t11(p0) + n(u0)t12(p0))ñ(v0))αu(u0)) ,

ϕuv(p0) = t33(p0)α̃(v0)α(u0)
2(α̃(v0)

2α(u0)(ℓ(u0)(m(u0)(t11(p0)m̃(v0) + t21(p0)ñ(v0))

+ n(u0)(t12(p0)m̃(v0) + t22(p0)ñ(v0)))− (t12(p0)m̃(v0) + t22(p0)ñ(v0))mu(u0)

+ (t11(p0)m̃(v0) + t21(p0)ñ(v0))nu(u0))

− α̃(v0)α(u0)
2(m(u0)(t21(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃v(v0))

+ t11(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0))) + n(u0)(t22(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃v(v0))

+ t12(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0)))) + 2((m(u0)t21(p0) + n(u0)t22(p0))m̃(v0)

− (m(u0)t11(p0) + n(u0)t12(p0))ñ(v0))α(u0)
2α̃v(v0)

+ 3(n(u0)(t11(p0)m̃(v0) + t21(p0)ñ(v0))−m(u0)(t12(p0)m̃(v0)

+ t22(p0)ñ(v0)))α̃(v0)
2αu(u0)),

ϕvv(p0) = t33(p0)α̃(v0)
2α(u0)

3(t33(p0)α(u0)(ℓ̃(v0)(m̃(v0)
2 + ñ(v0)

2)− ñ(v0)m̃v(v0)

+ m̃(v0)ñv(v0)) + n(u0)(α̃(v0)(t11(p0)(−ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0) + m̃v(v0))

+ t21(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0))) + 6(t11(p0)m̃(v0) + t21(p0)ñ(v0))α̃v(v0))

+m(u0)(−α̃(v0)(t12(p0)(−ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0) + m̃v(v0))

+ t22(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0)))− 6(t12(p0)m̃(v0) + t22(p0)ñ(v0))α̃v(v0))).

Theorem 2.10 Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3×∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : J → R

3×∆ be framed curves with

curvatures (ℓ,m, n, α) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃), respectively.

(1) x(u, v) = γ(u)+ γ̃(v) at p0 = (u0, v0) is an S+
1 singular point if and only if α(u0)α̃(v0) 6=

0, |t33(p0)| = 1, m(u0)(m̃(v0)t21(p0) − ñ(v0)t11(p0)) + n(u0)(m̃(v0)t22(p0) − ñ(v0)t12(p0)) = 0,
ϕuu(p0)ϕvv(p0)− ϕuv(p0)

2 < 0 and

(α̃(v0)m(u0) + α(u0)(m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)),

α̃(v0)n(u0) + α(u0)(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) 6= (0, 0).

(2) x(u, v) = γ(u)+ γ̃(v) at p0 = (u0, v0) is an S−
1 singular point if and only if α(u0)α̃(v0) 6=

0, |t33(p0)| = 1, m(u0)(m̃(v0)t21(p0)− ñ(v0)t11(p0))+n(u0)(m̃(v0)t22(p0)− ñ(v0)t12(p0)) = 0 and
ϕuu(p0)ϕvv(p0)− ϕuv(p0)

2 > 0.

Proof. (1) By a direct calculation,

ξx(p0) = α(u0)µ(u0),

ηηx(p0) = α̃(v0)
2 {αu(u0)µ(u0) + α(u0)(−m(u0)ν1(u0)− n(u0)ν2(u0))− αu(u0)t33(p0)µ̃(v0)}

+ α(u0)
2 {−α̃v(v0)t33(p0)µ(u0) + α̃v(v0)µ̃(v0) + α̃(v0)(−m̃(v0)ν̃1(v0)− ñ(v0)ν̃2(v0))} .

Since µ(u0) and µ̃(v0) are linearly independent, ξx(p0) and ηηx(p0) are linearly independent if
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and only if

(
α̃(v0)m(u0) + α(u0)(m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)),

α̃(v0)n(u0) + α(u0)(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)
)
6= (0, 0).

From the definition of the frame matrix and α(u0)α̃(v0) 6= 0, p0 is a singular point of x if and
only if t33(p0)

2 = 1. By the assumptionm(u0)(m̃(v0)t21(p0)−ñ(v0)t11(p0))+n(u0)(m̃(v0)t22(p0)−
ñ(v0)t12(p0)) = 0, ϕ has a critical point at p0. From the above discussion and Theorem C.1 (2),
we obtain the assertion.

(2) By the above discussion and Theorem C.1 (3), we obtain the assertion.

✷

Example 2.11 (S+
1 singularity) Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : R → R

3 × ∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : R → R
3 × ∆

be

γ(u) =

(
u,

u3

3
, 0

)
, ν1(u) =

1√
1 + u4

(
−u2, 1, 0

)
, ν2(u) = (0, 0, 1) ,

γ̃(v) =

(
v, 0,

v2

2

)
, ν̃1(v) =

1√
1 + v2

(v, 0,−1) , ν̃2(v) = (0, 1, 0) .

Then (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) are framed curves with curvatures

(ℓ(u), m(u), n(u), α(u)) =

(
0,

−2u

1 + u4
, 0,

√
1 + u4

)
,

(ℓ̃(v), m̃(v), ñ(v), α̃(v)) =

(
0,

1

1 + v2
, 0,

√
1 + v2

)
.

By a direct calculation, we have

µ(u) =
1√

1 + u4

(
1, u2, 0

)
, µ̃(v) =

1√
1 + v2

(1, 0, v) .

It follows that (x, ν1, ν2) : R× R → R
3 ×∆,

x(u, v) = γ(u) + γ̃(v) =

(
u+ v,

u3

3
,
v2

2

)
,

ν1(u, v) = ν1(u) =
1√

1 + u4

(
−u2, 1, 0

)
, ν2(u, v) = ν2(u) = (0, 0, 1)

is a generalised framed surface. By a direct calculation, the frame matrix is given by

T (u, v) =




−u2v√
(1+u4)(1+v2)

−1√
1+v2

v√
(1+u4)(1+v2)

1√
1+u4

0 u2

√
1+u4

−u2√
(1+u4)(1+v2)

v√
1+v2

1√
(1+u4)(1+v2)


 .

Moreover, we have t12(0, 0) = −1, mu(u) =
6u4 − 2

(1 + u4)2
, αu(u) =

2u3

√
1 + u4

, m̃v(v) =
−2v

(1 + v2)2
,

α̃v(v) =
v√

1 + v2
. By a direct calculation, α(0)α̃(0) 6= 0, t33(0, 0) = 1, m(0)(m̃(0)t21(0, 0) −
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ñ(0)t11(0, 0)) + n(0)(m̃(0)t22(0, 0)− ñ(0)t12(0, 0)) = 0, det(Hessϕ(0, 0)) = −4 < 0 and

(α̃(0)m(0) + α(0)(m̃(0)t11(0, 0) + ñ(0)t21(0, 0)),

α̃(0)n(0) + α(0)(m̃(0)t12(0, 0) + ñ(0)t22(0, 0)) = (0, 1).

By Theorem 2.10, (0, 0) is an S+
1 singular point of the translation surface x.

Figure 2: The translation surface x in Example 2.11. (0, 0) is an S+
1 singular point and the dot

in the figure is the point x(0, 0).

We give an example of S−
1 singularity in Example 2.13.

Corollary 2.12 Let γ : I → R
3 and γ̃ : J → R

3 be non-degenerate curves with arc-length
parameter. Suppose that |t33(p0)| = 1.

(1) p0 is an S+
1 singular point of x if and only if t21(p0) = 0, κ(u0) + κ̃(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0 and

τ(u0)τ̃(v0)(κ(u0)
2 + κ̃(v0)

2)t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ̃(v0)(τ(u0)
2 + τ̃(v0)

2) < 0.

(2) p0 is an S−
1 singular point of x if and only if t21(p0) = 0 and

τ(u0)τ̃(v0)(κ(u0)
2 + κ̃(v0)

2)t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ̃(v0)(τ(u0)
2 + τ̃(v0)

2) > 0.

Proof. (1) By substituting the relations (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) = (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1)
into Theorem 2.10, we obtain

ϕuu(p0) = κu(u0)κ̃(v0)t21(p0)t33(p0) + κ(u0)τ(u0)κ̃(v0)t22(p0)t33(p0)− τ(u0)κ(u0)
2,

ϕuv(p0) = {κ(u0)τ(u0)κ̃(v0)− κ(u0)κ̃(v0)τ̃ (v0))t11(p0)

−κu(u0)κ̃(v0)t12(p0) + κ(u0)κ̃v(v0)t21(p0)} t33(p0),
ϕvv(p0) = −κ(u0)κ̃v(v0)t12(p0)t33(p0)− κ(u0)κ̃(v0)τ̃ (v0)t22(p0)t33(p0) + κ̃(v0)

2τ̃(v0),

ηηx(p0) = (κ(u0) + κ̃(v0)t11(p0))ν1(u0) + κ̃(v0)t12(p0)ν2(u0),

ξx(p0) = µ(u0).

By the assumption t21(p0) = 0, the equality t12(p0) = 0 follows. Thus, ξx(p0) and ηηx(p0)
are linearly independent if and only if κ(u0) + κ̃(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0. Then, from |t33(p0)| = 1 and
T (p0) ∈ SO(3), we have

(
t11(p0) t12(p0)
t21(p0) t22(p0)

)
∈ O(2)
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and

det(Hessϕ(p0)) = det

(
ϕuu(p0) ϕuv(p0)
ϕvu(p0) ϕvv(p0)

)

= det

(
κuκ̃t21t33 + κτκ̃t22t33 − κ2τ {(κτκ̃− κκ̃τ̃ )t11 − κuκ̃t12 + κκ̃vt21}t33

{(κτκ̃− κκ̃τ̃)t11 − κuκ̃t12 + κκ̃vt21}t33 −κκ̃vt12t33 − κκ̃τ̃ t22t33 + κ̃2τ̃

)
(p0)

= κ(u0)τ(u0)κ̃(v0)τ̃(v0)
(
κ(u0)

2 + κ̃(v0)
2
)
t11(p0)− κ(u0)

2κ̃(v0)
2
(
τ(u0)

2 + τ̃(v0)
2
)
.

Thus, det(Hessϕ(p0)) < 0 if and only if

τ(u0)τ̃ (v0)
(
κ(u0)

2 + κ̃(v0)
2
)
t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ̃(v0)

(
τ(u0)

2 + τ̃ (v0)
2
)
< 0.

By above and Theorem 2.10 (1), we obtain the assertion.

(2) det(Hessϕ(p0)) > 0 if and only if

τ(u0)τ̃ (v0)
(
κ(u0)

2 + κ̃(v0)
2
)
t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ̃(v0)

(
τ(u0)

2 + τ̃ (v0)
2
)
> 0.

By above and Theorem 2.10 (2), we obtain the assertion. ✷

Example 2.13 (S−
1 singularity) Let γ and γ̃ : R → R

3,

γ(u) =




3
√
10

10
0 −

√
10
10

0 1 0√
10
10

0 3
√
10

10







u√
2

cos
√
2u

2
sin

√
2u

2


 , γ̃(v) =




v√
5

2 cos
√
5v

5
2 sin

√
5v

5




be non-degenerate curves with the curvatures and torsions κ(u) = 1, τ(u) = 1, κ̃(v) = 2, τ̃(v) =
1, respectively. By a direct calculation, we have

t(u) =

(
3− cos

√
2u√

20
,−sin

√
2u√
2

,
1 + 3 cos

√
2u√

20

)
,

n(u) =

(
sin

√
2u√

10
,− cos

√
2u,−3 sin

√
2u√

10

)
,

b(u) =

(
3 + cos

√
2u√

20
,
sin

√
2u√
2

,
1− 3 cos

√
2u√

20

)
,

t̃(v) =

(
1√
5
,−2 sin

√
5v√

5
,
2 cos

√
5v√

5

)
,

ñ(v) =
(
0,− cos

√
5v,− sin

√
5v
)
,

b̃(v) =

(
2√
5
,
sin

√
5v√
5

,−cos
√
5v√
5

)
.
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Then the frame matrix T (u, v) = (tij(u, v)) is given by

t11(u, v) = ñ(v) · n(u) = cos
√
2u cos

√
5v +

3 sin
√
2u sin

√
5v√

10
,

t12(u, v) = ñ(v) · b(u) = −sin
√
2u cos

√
5v√

2
− sin

√
5v(1− 3 cos

√
2u)√

20
,

t13(u, v) = ñ(v) · t(u) = sin
√
2u cos

√
5v√

2
− sin

√
5v(1 + 3 cos

√
2u)√

20
,

t21(u, v) = b̃(v) · n(u) =
√
2 sin

√
2u

5
− cos

√
2u sin

√
5v√

10
+

3 sin
√
2u cos

√
5v

5
√
2

,

t22(u, v) = b̃(v) · b(u) = 3 + cos
√
2u

5
+

sin
√
2u sin

√
5v√

10
− cos

√
5v(1− 3 cos

√
2u)

10
,

t23(u, v) = b̃(v) · t(u) = 3− cos
√
2u

5
− sin

√
2u sin

√
5v√

10
− cos

√
5v(1 + 3 cos

√
2u)

10
,

t31(u, v) = t̃(v) · n(u) = sin
√
2u

5
√
2

+
2 cos

√
2u sin

√
5v√

5
− 3

√
2 sin

√
2u cos

√
5v

5
,

t32(u, v) = t̃(v) · b(u) = 3 + cos
√
2u

10
− 2 sin

√
2u sin

√
5v√

10
+

cos
√
5v(1− 3 cos

√
2u)

5
,

t33(u, v) = t̃(v) · t(u) = 3− cos
√
2u

10
+

2 sin
√
2u sin

√
5v√

10
+

cos
√
5v(1 + 3 cos

√
2u)

5
.

Therefore, we have t33(0, 0) = 1, t21(0, 0) = 0 and

τ(0)τ̃(0)
(
κ(0)2 + κ̃(0)2

)
t11(0, 0)− κ(0)κ̃(0)

(
τ(0)2 + τ̃(0)2

)
= 1.

By Corollary 2.12, (0, 0) is an S−
1 singular point of the translation surface x.

Figure 3: The translation surface x in Example 2.13. (0, 0) is an S−
1 singular point and the dot

in the figure is the point x(0, 0).
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3 Self translation surfaces

Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 × ∆ be a framed curve with curvature (ℓ,m, n, α). We consider

(x±, ν1, ν2) : I × I → R
3 ×∆ as

x±(u, v) =
γ(u)± γ(v)

2
, ν1(u, v) = ν1(u), ν2(u, v) = ν(u).

We say that x± is a self translation surface (cf. [1]). Since (−γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 ×∆ is also a

framed curve with curvature (ℓ,m, n,−α), (x±, ν1, ν2) : I× I → R
3×∆ is a generalised framed

surface with basic invariants
(
a1(u, v) b1(u, v) c1(u, v)
a2(u, v) b2(u, v) c2(u, v)

)
=

(
0 0 ±α(u)

2

±α(v)t31(u,v)
2

±α(v)t32(u,v)
2

±α(v)t33(u,v)
2

)
,

(
e1(u, v) f1(u, v) g1(u, v)
e2(u, v) f2(u, v) g2(u, v)

)
=

(
ℓ(u) m(u) n(u)
0 0 0

)
.

Note that the frame matrix satisfies T (u, u) = I3 for all u ∈ I and the tangency condition of
(γ, ν1, ν2) and (±γ, ν1, ν2) always satisfies at (u, u) ∈ I × I.

By Theorem 2.6, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1 Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 × ∆ be a framed curve and p0 = (u0, v0) ∈ I × I.

Suppose that µ(u0)×µ(v0) = 0. Then p0 ∈ I × I is a cross cap singular point of x+ if and only
if p0 ∈ I × I is a cross cap singular point of x−.

Proof. Considering the application of Theorem 2.6 to x+ and x−, from the choice of frame,
(ℓ̃, m̃, ñ) in Theorem 2.6 is equal to (ℓ,m, n) in both cases x+ and x−. Furthermore, a frame

matrix T is equal in both cases x+ and x−. Since only (ℓ,m, n), (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ) and T appear in
criterion for S0 singular point, p0 ∈ I × I is a cross cap singular point of x+ if and only if
p0 ∈ I × I is a cross cap singular point of x−. ✷

Corollary 3.2 Let γ : I → R
3 be a non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter and p0 =

(u0, v0) ∈ I × I. Suppose that t(u0)× t(v0) = 0.

(1) p0 ∈ I × I is a cross cap singular point of x± if and only if t21(p0) 6= 0.

(2) Suppose that u0 = v0, that is, p0 = (u0, u0). Then p0 is neither a cross cap singular
point of x+ nor of x−.

Proof. (1) Substituting the relations (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) = (τ,−κ, 0,±1)
into Corollary 2.6 completes the proof.

(2) In both cases x+ and x−, t21(u0, u0) = ν2(u0) · ν1(u0) = 0. By (1), p0 is neither a cross
cap singular point. ✷

Example 3.3 Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : [−π, π] → R
3 ×∆,

γ(u) =

(
sin u,− cosu,−1

2
cos 2u

)
,

ν1(u) = (− sin u, cosu, 0),

ν2(u) =
1√

sin2 2u+ 1
(− sin 2u cosu,− sin 2u sinu, 1)
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be a framed curve with curvature

(ℓ(u), m(u), n(u), α(u)) =

(
sin 2u√

sin2 2u+ 1
,

−1√
sin2 2u+ 1

,
−2 cos 2u√
sin2 2u+ 1

,
√
sin2 2u+ 1

)
.

By a direct calculation, we have

µ(u) =
1√

sin2 2u+ 1
(cosu, sinu, sin 2u) .

Then the frame matrix T : [−π, π]× [−π, π] → SO(3) of (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ, ν1, ν2) is given by

T (u, v) =




cos(u− v) sin 2u sin(v−u)√
sin2 2u+1

sin(u−v)√
sin2 2u+1

sin 2v sin(u−v)√
sin2 2v+1

sin 2u sin 2v cos(u−v)+1√
(sin2 2u+1)(sin2 2v+1)

sin 2u−sin 2v cos(u−v)√
(sin2 2u+1)(sin2 2v+1)

sin(v−u)√
sin2 2v+1

sin 2v−sin 2u cos(v−u)√
(sin2 2u+1)(sin2 2v+1)

cos(u−v)+sin 2u sin 2v√
(sin2 2u+1)(sin2 2v+1)


 .

The basic invariants of the self translation surfaces (x±, ν1, ν2) are given by

(
a1 b1 c1
a2 b2 c2

)
=

(
0 0 ±

√
sin2 2u+ 1

± sin(u− v) ±− sin 2u sin 2v cos(u+v)√
sin2 2u+1

± cos(u−v)+sin 2u sin 2v√
sin2 2u+1

)
,

(
e1 f1 g1
e2 f2 g2

)
=

(
sin 2u√
sin2 2u+1

−1√
sin2 2u+1

−2 cos 2u√
sin2 2u+1

0 0 0

)
.

The set of singular points S(x±) of x± : [−π, π]× [−π, π] → R
3 is given by

S(x±) = {(u, v)|u = v} ∪
{
(0, π),

(
π

2
,
3π

2

)
, (π, 0),

(
3π

2
,
π

2

)}
.

We put

S̃(x±) =

{
(0, π),

(
π

2
,
3π

2

)
, (π, 0),

(
3π

2
,
π

2

)}
.

By a direct calculation, we have ξϕ = −4 6= 0 at p0 ∈ S̃(x±). By Theorem 2.6, p0 ∈ S̃(x±) is
a cross cap singular point of x±. Since

x+(0, π) = x+(π, 0), x+

(
π

2
,
3π

2

)
= x+

(
3π

2
,
π

2

)
,

the numbers of image of singular points are #x+(S̃(x+)) = 2 and #x−(S̃(x−)) = 4. Moreover,
the set x+({(u, v)|u = v}) is boundary of the image of the surface x+ and the set x−({(u, v)|u =
v}) is the origin.

In the case of γ is a non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter, we consider S±
1

singularities of the self translation surface x±.

Corollary 3.4 Let γ : I → R
3 be a non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter and p0 =

(u0, v0) ∈ I × I. Then we have the following.

(1) p0 is an S+
1 singular point of x± if and only if t21(p0) = 0, κ(u0)± κ(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0 and

τ(u0)τ(v0)(κ(u0)
2 + κ(v0)

2)t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ(v0)(τ(u0)
2 + τ(v0)

2) < 0.
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Figure 4: The curve γ and the self translation surfaces x+ and x− in Example 3.3.

(2) p0 is an S−
1 singular point of x± if and only if t21(p0) = 0 and

τ(u0)τ(v0)(κ(u0)
2 + κ(v0)

2)t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ(v0)(τ(u0)
2 + τ(v0)

2) > 0.

(3) Suppose that u0 = v0, that is, p0 = (u0, u0). Then p0 is neither an S±
1 singular point of

x+ nor of x−.

Proof. (1) Substituting the relations (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and
(
ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃

)
= (τ,−κ, 0,±1)

into the conditions of Theorem 2.10, ξx±(p0) and ηηx±(p0) are linearly independent if and only
if κ(u0)± κ(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0. Moreover, we obtain det(Hessϕ(p0)) < 0 if and only if

τ(u0)τ̃(v0) (κ̃(v0)t22(p0)∓ κ(u0)t33(p0)) (κ̃(v0)t33(p0)∓ κ(u0)t22(p0))

− κ(u0)κ̃(v0) (τ(u0)∓ τ̃ (v0))
2 < 0.

In either case of the double signs, it is equivalent to

τ(u0)τ(v0)(κ(u0)
2 + κ(v0)

2)t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ(v0)(τ(u0)
2 + τ(v0)

2) < 0.

(2) By above calculation, det(Hessϕ(p0)) > 0 if and only if

τ(u0)τ(v0)(κ(u0)
2 + κ(v0)

2)t11(p0)− κ(u0)κ(v0)(τ(u0)
2 + τ(v0)

2) > 0.

(3) Substitute p0 = (u0, u0) into det(Hessϕ(p0)) above, det(Hessϕ(p0)) = 0 is obtained. By
Theorem 2.10, the assertion follows. ✷

Corollary 3.5 Under the same assumptions as in Corollary 3.4, suppose that u0 6= v0 and
p0 = (u0, v0) ∈ I × I. Then p0 is an S−

1 singular point of x+ if and only if p0 is an S−
1 singular

point of x−.

Remark 3.6 The assumption of the arc-length parameter in Corollary 3.4 can be weakened
as follows: α(u0) = 1, α(v0) = ±1 and αu(u0) = αu(v0) = 0, where α is the curvature of the
framed curve (γ,n, b). The examples below use this assumption.
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Example 3.7 (1) Consider the regular curve γ : I → R
3 defined by

γ(u) =

(
sin u+ sin 2u

2
√
2

− sin 3u

6
√
2
,−cos 2u

2
√
2
,
sin 2u

2
√
2

)
.

By a direct calculation, we have

γ′(u) =

(
sin u sin 2u+ cos 2u√

2
,
1√
2
sin 2u,

1√
2
cos 2u

)
,

γ′′(u) =

(
cosu sin 2u+ 2 sin u cos 2u− 2 sin 2u√

2
,
2√
2
cos 2u,− 2√

2
sin 2u

)
,

γ′′′(u) =

(−5 sin u sin 2u+ 4 cosu cos 2u− 4 cos 2u√
2

,− 4√
2
sin 2u,− 4√

2
cos 2u

)
.

Since γ′(u)× γ′′(s) = (−1, sin u(1 + cos2 u cos 2u),
√
2− (cosu sin2 2u)/2), γ is non-degenerate.

Substituting u = 0 and u = π into these equations give

t(0) = t(π) =

(
1√
2
, 0,

1√
2

)
, n(0) = n(π) = (0, 1, 0) , b(0) = b(π) =

(
− 1√

3
, 0,

√
2√
3

)
.

Moreover, t11(0, π) = 1, t21(0, π) = 0 and t33(0, π) = 1, where tij is the (i, j) entry of the frame
matrix between (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ, ν1, ν2). The curvature and torsion at u = 0 and u = π of the
curve are

(κ(0), τ(0)) = (
√
2,−

√
2), (κ(π), τ(π)) = (

√
2,
√
2),

respectively. Thus, κ(0) + κ(π)t11(0, π) = 2
√
2 and τ(0)τ(π)(κ(0)2 + κ(π)2)t11(0, π)− κ(0)κ(π)

(τ(0)2 + τ(π)2) = −16 < 0. Moreover, the curvature α of the framed curve (γ,n, b) is

α(u) =

√
(sin u sin 2u+ cos 2u)2 + 1

2
.

This satisfies α(0) = α(π) = 1 and αu(0) = αu(π) = 0. By Corollary 3.4 (1) and Remark 3.6,
the translation surface x+ has an S+

1 singular point at (0, π).

Remark 3.8 For the curve in the above example, consider the self translation surface x−.
Then, κ(0)− κ(π)t11(0, π) = 0 (note that the frame matrix between (γ, ν1, ν2) and (−γ, ν1, ν2)
and the frame matrix between (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ, ν1, ν2) are the same). Thus, x− does not have
an S+

1 singular point at (0, π). This means that the analogue of Corollary 3.5 does not hold for
an S+

1 singular point.

Remark 3.9 Using the framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) in Example 2.13, we can con-
struct a framed curve (γc, ν1c, ν2c) such that the self translation surface x+(u, v) = (γc(u) + γc(v))/2
has an S−

1 singular point at (0, 1). Intuitively, we cut off small neighbourhoods of γ(0) and γ̃(0)
from γ and γ̃, respectively, and then construct a curve by smoothly concatenate the resulting
segments together, including their frames. More precisely, the construction can be carried out
as follows.
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Figure 5: The curve γ and self translation surface x+ in Example 3.7. (0, π) is an S+
1 singular

point of x+ and the dot in the figure on the right is the point x+(0, π).

Let a, b be sufficiently small real numbers so that a < 1 − 3b. In the following, we define
the framed curve (γc, ν1c, ν2c) : [−a, 1 + b] → R

3 × ∆ with the curvatures (ℓc, mc, nc, αc) by
concatenating five framed curves which will be defined later

(γc, ν1c, ν2c) =





(γϕ, ν1ϕ, ν2ϕ) on [−a, a]

(γ[a,1−3b], ν1[a,1−2b], ν2[a,1−2b]) on [a, 1− 3b]

(γ[1−3b,1−2b], ν1[1−3b,1−2b], ν2[1−3b,1−2b]) on [1− 3b, 1− 2b]

(γ[1−2b,1−b], ν1[1−2b,1−b], ν2[1−2b,1−b]) on [1− 2b, 1− b]

(γ̃ϕ̃, ν̃1ϕ̃, ν̃2ϕ̃) on [1− b, 1 + b]

(3)

Let ϕ : [−a,+a] → R be a C∞ function which satisfies

ϕ(u) =

{
u (u ∈ [−a/2, a/2])

0 (u ∈ [−a, a] \ (−2a/3, 2a/3)).

From the general theory of manifolds, such a function exists. We define the map (γϕ, ν1ϕ, ν2ϕ) :
[−a, a] → R

3 ×∆ by

(γϕ, ν1ϕ, ν2ϕ)(u) = (γ ◦ ϕ, ν1 ◦ ϕ, ν2 ◦ ϕ)(u).

By the properties of ϕ, we have γϕ(±a) = γ(0), γϕ(0) = γ(0) and γϕ(u) = γ(u) on [−a/2, a/2].
Moreover,

γϕ,u(u) = ϕ′(u)γu(ϕ(u)) = ϕ′(u)α(ϕ(u))µ(ϕ(u)).

Thus, (γϕ, ν1ϕ, ν2ϕ) : [−a, a] → R
3×∆ is a framed curve with the curvatures (ℓϕ, mϕ, nϕ, αϕ)(u) =

(ℓ ◦ ϕ,m ◦ ϕ, n ◦ ϕ, ϕ′α ◦ ϕ)(u).
Let ϕ̃ : [−b, b] → R be a C∞ function which satisfies the following properties:

ϕ̃(u) =

{
u (u ∈ [−b/2, b/2])

0 (u ∈ [−b, b] \ (−2b/3, 2b/3)).
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We define the map (γ̃ϕ̃, ν̃1ϕ̃, ν̃2ϕ̃) : [1− b, 1 + b] → R
3 ×∆ by

(γ̃ϕ̃, ν̃1ϕ̃, ν̃2ϕ̃)(u) = (γ̃ ◦ ϕ̃, ν̃1 ◦ ϕ̃, ν̃2 ◦ ϕ̃)(u− 1).

By the properties of ϕ̃, we have γ̃ϕ̃(1±b) = γ̃(0), γ̃ϕ̃(1) = γ̃(0), γ̃ϕ̃(u) = γ̃(u) on [1−b/2, 1+b/2].
Moreover,

γ̃ϕ̃,u(u) = ϕ̃′(u− 1)γ̃u(ϕ(u− 1)) = ϕ̃′(u− 1)α̃(ϕ̃(u− 1))µ̃(ϕ̃(u− 1)).

Thus, (γ̃ϕ̃, ν̃1ϕ̃, ν̃2ϕ̃) : (1−b, 1+b) → R
3×∆ is a framed curve with the curvatures (ℓ̃ϕ̃, m̃ϕ̃, ñϕ̃, α̃ϕ̃)(u)

= (ℓ̃ ◦ ϕ̃, m̃ ◦ ϕ̃, ñ ◦ ϕ̃, ϕ̃′α̃ ◦ ϕ̃)(u− 1).

Let ϕ[1−3b,1−2b] : R → [0, 1] be a C∞ function which satisfies

ϕ[1−3b,1−2b](u) =

{
0 (u ∈ (−∞, 1− 3b])

1 (u ∈ [1− 2b,∞)).

We define γ[1−3b,1−2b] : [1 − 3b, 1 − 2b] → R
2 by γ[1−3b,1−2b](u) = γϕ(a)(1 − ϕ[1−3b,1−2b](u)) +

γ̃ϕ̃(1 − b)ϕ[1−3b,1−2b](u). Then γ[1−3b,1−2b] : [1 − 3b, 1 − 2b] → R
3 is a framed base curve (the

image of γ[1−3b,1−2b] is a point or a part of line). We denote a framed curve which has γ[1−3b,1−2b]

as the framed base curve (γ[1−3b,1−2b], ν1[1−3b,1−2b], ν2[1−3b,1−2b]).

Let γ[a,1−3b] : [a, 1−3b] → R
3 be the map γ[a,1−3b](u) = γϕ(a) for all u ∈ [a, 1−3b]. We define a

frame (ν1[a,1−3b], ν2[a,1−3b], µ[a,1−3b]) of γ[a,1−3b] such that it smoothly connects (ν1ϕ(a), ν2ϕ(a), µϕ(a))
and (ν1[1−3b,1−2b](1− 3b), ν2[1−3b,1−2b](1− 3b), µ[1−3b,1−2b](1− 3b)). See [7] for more details.

Let γ[1−2b,1−b] : [1−2b, 1−b] → R
3 be the map γ[1−2b,1−b](u) = γ̃ϕ̃(1−b) for all u ∈ [1−2b, 1−b].

We define a frame (ν1[1−2b,1−b], ν2[1−2b,1−b], µ[1−2b,1−b]) of γ[1−2b,1−b] such that it smoothly connects
(ν1[1−3b,1−2b](1−3b), ν2[1−3b,1−2b](1−2b), µ[1−3b,1−2b](1−3b)) and (ν̃1ϕ̃(1−b), ν̃2ϕ̃(1−b), µ̃ϕ̃(1−b)).

We define the framed curve (γc, ν1c, ν2c) : [−a, 1 + b] → R
3 × ∆ with the curvatures

(ℓc, mc, nc, αc) by (3). By the definitions of ϕ and ϕ̃, (ℓc, mc, nc, αc)(u) = (ℓ,m, n, α)(u)

around u = 0 and (ℓc, mc, nc, αc)(u) = (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃)(u − 1) around u = 1. By Theorem 2.10
and Example 2.13, (0, 1) ∈ [−a, 1 + b] is an S−

1 singular point of the self translation surface
x+(u, v) = (γc(u) + γc(v))/2

More generally, for framed curves (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2), the basic invariants of the gener-
alised framed surface (x, ν1, ν2) where x(u, v) = (γ(u) + γ̃(v))/2 determined by the curvature
of the framed curves, types of singularities of x determined by the curvature of the framed
curves. Thus, using the above method, if a singularity can be realized as a singular point of
a translation surface, that the singularity can also be realized as a singular point of the self
translation surface.

4 Translation surfaces as framed surfaces

We consider the case of the translation surface is a framed base surface under the tangency
condition.

Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : J → R

3 be framed curves with curvatures (ℓ,m, n, α)

and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃), respectively and T be the frame matrix of (γ, ν1, ν2) and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2). Then
(x, ν1, ν2) : I × J → R

3 ×∆,

x(u, v) = γ(u) + γ̃(v), ν1(u, v) = ν1(u), ν2(u, v) = ν2(u)
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is a generalised framed surface, see §2. We give a condition that x is a framed base surface (cf.
Appendix B). In general theory, we need some assumptions by Proposition 2.5. However, in
this case, we only need the condition that t32 and t31 are linearly dependent.

Proposition 4.1 Under the above notations, suppose that there exists θ : I ×J → R such that

t32(u, v) cos θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) sin θ(u, v) = 0. (4)

Then (x,n, µ) : I × J → R
3 ×∆ is a framed surface, where

n(u, v) = sin θ(u, v)ν1(u) + cos θ(u, v)ν2(u), µ(u, v) = ν1(u)× ν2(u) = µ(u).

Proof. By a direct calculation, we have

xu(u, v) = γu(u) = α(u)µ(u), xv(u, v) = γ̃v(v) = α̃(v)µ̃(v),

xu(u, v)× xv(u, v) = α(u)α̃(v)µ(u)× (t31(u, v)ν1(u) + t32(u, v)ν2(u) + t33(u, v)µ(u))

xu(u, v)× xv(u, v) = α(u)α̃(v)(−t32(u, v)ν1(u) + t31(u, v)ν2(u)).

If we take n(u, v) = sin θ(u, v)ν1(u) + cos θ(u, v)ν2(u) and µ(u, v) = ν1(u) × ν2(u) = µ(u),
then we have xu(u, v) · n(u, v) = 0 and xv(u, v) · n(u, v) = α(u)α̃(v)(t32(u, v) cos θ(u, v) +
t31(u, v) sin θ(u, v)) = 0. Therefore, (x,n, µ) is a framed surface. ✷

By a direct calculation, we have the following.

Proposition 4.2 Under the same assumptions as in Proposition 4.1, the basic invariants of
the framed surface (x,n, µ) : I × J → R

3 ×∆ are as follows.
(
a1 b1
a2 b2

)
(u, v) =

(
α(u) 0

α̃(v)t33(u, v) α̃(v)(−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v))

)
,

(
e1 f1 g1
e2 f2 g2

)
(u, v)

=

(
m(u) sin θ(u, v) + n(u) cos θ(u, v) θu(u, v)− ℓ(u) n(u) sin θ(u, v)−m(u) cos θ(u, v)

0 θv(u, v) 0

)
.

Proof. We denote t(u, v) = n(u, v) × µ(u, v) = cos θ(u, v)ν1(u) − sin θ(u, v)ν2(u). Since
xu(u, v) = α(u)µ(u), xv(u, v) = α̃(v)µ̃(v), we have

a1(u, v) = xu(u, v) · µ(u) = α(u)µ(u) · µ(u) = α(u),

a2(u, v) = xv(u, v) · µ(u) = α̃(v)µ̃(v) · µ(u) = α̃(v)t33(u, v),

b1(u, v) = xu(u, v) · t(u, v) = α(u)µ(u) · (cos θ(u, v)ν1(u)− sin θ(u, v)ν2(u)) = 0,

b2(u, v) = xv(u, v) · t(u, v) = α̃(v)(−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v)).

Moreover,

nu(u, v) = θu(u, v) cos θ(u, v)ν1(u) + sin θ(u, v)(ℓ(u)ν2(u) +m(u)µ(u))

− θu(u, v) sin θ(u, v)ν2(u) + cos θ(u, v)(−ℓ(u)ν1(u) + n(u)µ(u))

= (θu(u, v)− ℓ(u))(cos θ(u, v)ν1(u)− sin θ(u, v)ν2(u))

+ (m(u) sin θ(u, v) + n(u) cos θ(u, v)),

nv(u, v) = θv(u, v)(cos θ(u, v)ν1(u)− sin θ(u, v)ν2(u)),

tu(u, v) = − (θu(u, v)− ℓ(u))(cos θ(u, v)ν2(u)− sin θ(u, v)ν1(u))

+ (m(u) cos θ(u, v)− n(u) sin θ(u, v))µ(u),

tv(u, v) = − θv(u, v)(cos θ(u, v)ν2(u) + sin θ(u, v)ν1(u)),
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we have

e1(u, v) = nu(u, v) · µ(u) = m(u) sin θ(u, v) + n(u) cos θ(u, v),

f1(u, v) = nu(u, v) · t(u, v) = θu(u, v)− ℓ(u),

e2(u, v) = nv(u, v) · µ(u) = 0,

f2(u, v) = nv(u, v) · t(u, v) = θv(u, v),

g1(u, v) = − tu(u, v) · µ(u) = n(u) sin θ(u, v)−m(u) cos θ(u, v),

g2(u, v) = − tv(u, v) · µ(u) = 0.

✷

By using Proposition 4.2, we have the curvature CF = (JF , KF , HF ) of the framed surface
(x,n, µ), see Appendix B.

JF (u, v) = α(u)α̃(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v)) ,

KF (u, v) = θv(u, v) (m(u) sin θ(u, v) + n(u) cos θ(u, v)) ,

HF (u, v) = −1

2
{α(u)θv(u, v)− α̃(v)t33(u, v)(θu(u, v)− ℓ(u))− α̃(v)(m(u) sin θ(u, v)+

n(u) cos θ(u, v))(−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v))} .

We investigate criteria for singular points of translation surfaces as framed base surfaces.
We use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3 Let (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 × ∆ and (γ̃, ν̃1, ν̃2) : J → R

3 × ∆ be framed curves

with curvatures (ℓ,m, n, α) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃), respectively. Suppose that there exists θ : I × J →
R such that t32(u, v) cos θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) sin θ(u, v) = 0. Let p0 = (u0, v0) be a point with
µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0. The following relational equations hold.

(1) m(u0) sin θ(p0) + n(u0) cos θ(p0) = 0.

(2) −(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) cos θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) sin θ(p0) = 0.

(3)

(ℓ(u0)n(u0) +mu(u0)− 2n(u0)θu(p0)) sin θ(p0)

+ (−ℓ(u0)m(u0) + nu(u0) + 2m(u0)θu(p0)) cos θ(p0) = 0.

(4)

{(ℓ(u0)− θu(p0))(m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) + θv(p0)m(u0)t33(p0)} cos θ(p0)
− {(ℓ(u0)− θu(p0))(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) + θv(p0)n(u0)t33(p0)} sin θ(p0) = 0.

(5)

{
(−m̃v(v0) + ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0))t12(p0)− (ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0))t22(p0)

− 2(m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0))θv(p0)
}
cos θ(p0)

+
{
(−m̃v(v0) + ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0))t11(p0)− (ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0))t21(p0)

+ 2(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0))θv(p0)
}
sin θ(p0) = 0.
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(6)

{
3(θuu(p0)m(u0) + θu(p0)mu(u0))− ℓ(u0)mu(u0) + nuu(u0)− 2ℓu(u0)m(u0)

}
cos θ(p0)

−
{
3(θuu(p0)n(u0) + θu(p0)nu(u0))− ℓ(u0)nu(u0)−muu(u0)− 2ℓu(u0)n(u0)

}
sin θ(p0) = 0.

(7)

{
(ℓu(u0) +m(u0)n(u0)− θuu(p0))(m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0))

+ (θv(p0)(ℓ(u0)n(u0) +mu(u0)) + 2θuv(p0)m(u0))t33(p0)
}
cos θ(p0)

−
{
(ℓu(u0)−m(u0)n(u0)− θuu(p0))(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0))

+ (θv(p0)(−ℓ(u0)m(u0) + nu(u0)) + 2θuv(p0)n(u0))t33(p0)
}
sin θ(p0) = 0.

(8)

{
(2θuv(p0)m̃(v0)− (ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃v(v0))(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)))t12(p0)

+ (2θuv(p0)ñ(v0) + (ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0))(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)))t22(p0)− θvv(p0)n(u0)t33(p0)
}
cos θ(p0)

−
{
(2θuv(p0)m̃(v0)− (ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃v(v0))(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)))t11(p0)

+ (2θuv(p0)ñ(v0) + (ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0))(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)))t21(p0)

− θvv(p0)m(u0)t33(p0)
}
sin θ(p0) = 0.

(9)

{
3(θv(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃v(v0))− θvv(p0)m̃(v0))t11(p0)

+ (ℓ̃v(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃vv(v0) + 2ℓ̃(v0)ñv(v0))t12(p0)

− 3(θv(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0)) + θvv(p0)ñ(v0))t21(p0)

− (ℓ̃v(v0)m̃(v0) + ñvv(v0) + 2ℓ̃(v0)m̃v(v0))t22(p0)
}
cos θ(p0)

+
{
(ℓ̃v(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃vv(v0) + 2ℓ̃(v0)ñv(v0))t11(p0)

− 3(θv(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0)− m̃v(v0))− θvv(p0)m̃(v0))t12(p0)

− (ℓ̃v(v0)m̃(v0) + ñvv(v0) + 2ℓ̃(v0)m̃v(v0))t21(p0)

+ 3(θv(p0)(ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0) + ñv(v0)) + θvv(p0)ñ(v0))t22(p0)
}
sin θ(p0) = 0.

Proof. By differentiating t32(u, v) cos θ(u, v)+ t31(u, v) sin θ(u, v) = 0 from the first to the third
order, we obtain the above equations. ✷

Corollary 4.4 Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.3, suppose that γ : I → R
3 and

γ̃ : J → R
3 are non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter.

(1) sin θ(p0) = 0, cos θ(p0) = ±1.

(2) t12(p0) = 0.

(3) θu(p0) = τ(u0)/2.

(4) κ̃(v0)(τ(u0)− θu(p0))t11(p0) + θv(p0)κ(u0)t33(p0) = 0.

(5) τ̃(v0)t22(p0) + 2t11(p0)θv(p0) = 0.

(6) 3θuu(p0)κ(u0) +
1

2
τ(u0)κu(u0)− 2τu(u0)κ(u0) = 0.
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(7) κ̃(v0)t11(p0)(θuu(p0)− τu(u0))− (θv(p0)κu(u0) + 2θuv(p0)κ(u0))t33(p0) = 0.

(8) (2θuv(p0)κ̃(v0) + κ̃v(v0)(θu(p0)− τ(u0)))t11(p0)− θvv(p0)κ(u0)t33(p0) = 0.

(9) 3(θv(p0)κ̃v(v0) + θvv(p0)κ̃(v0))t11(p0) + (τ̃v(v0)κ̃(v0) + 2τ̃ (v0)κ̃v(v0))t22(p0) = 0.

Proof. Since γ and γ̃ are non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter, then the curvatures
of γ and γ̃ are given by (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) = (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1). By calculating

(ℓ,m, n, α) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) in the equation in Lemma 4.3 as (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1), we
obtain the above equations. ✷

The discriminant function (or, the signed area density function) λ : I × J → R is given by

λ(u, v) = det(xu,xv,n)(u, v)

= ((xu × xv) · n) (u, v)
= α(u)α̃(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v)) .

We divide into four cases of singular points of the translation framed surface under the
linearly dependent condition:

(I) α(u0) 6= 0, α̃(v0) 6= 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0,

(II) α(u0) = 0, α̃(v0) 6= 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0,

(III) α(u0) 6= 0, α̃(v0) = 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0,

(IV) α(u0) = 0, α̃(v0) = 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0.

4.1 (I) The case of α(u0) 6= 0, α̃(v0) 6= 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0

We may take the discriminant function (or, the signed area density function) as Λ : I×J → R,

Λ(u, v) = −t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v)

(cf. Appendix C). By a direct calculation and Lemma 4.3, we have

Λu(u, v) = (ℓ(u)t31(u, v)− n(u)t33(u, v)) sin θ(u, v)

+ (ℓ(u)t32(u, v) +m(u)t33(u, v)) cos θ(u, v),

Λv(u, v) = (m̃(v)t12(u, v) + ñ(v)t22(u, v)) sin θ(u, v)

− (m̃(v)t11(u, v) + ñ(v)t21(u, v)) cos θ(u, v)

and

Λu(p0) = t33(p0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0)),

Λv(p0) = (m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0).

Moreover,

Λuu(p0) = t33(p0)(−nu(u0) sin θ(p0) +mu(u0) cos θ(p0)),

Λuv(p0) = 0,

Λvv(p0) = ((m̃v(v0)− ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0))t12(p0) + (ñv(v0) + ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0))t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− ((m̃v(v0)− ℓ̃(v0)ñ(v0))t11(p0) + (ñv(v0) + ℓ̃(v0)m̃(v0))t21(p0)) cos θ(p0).
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Theorem 4.5 Under the assumptions (I), we have the following.

(A) Suppose that p0 is a non-degenerate singular point of x.

(1) p0 is a cuspidal edge of x if and only if

α(u0)θv(p0)− α̃(v0)t33(p0)(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)) 6= 0,

α̃(v0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0))−
α(u0) {(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)} 6= 0.

(2) Suppose that αu(u) = 0 and α̃v(v) = 0 for all (u, v) ∈ I × J . Then p0 is a swallowtail of
x if and only if

α(u0)θv(p0)− α̃(v0)t33(p0)(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)) 6= 0,

α̃(v0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0))−
α(u0) {(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)} = 0,

((m̃v(v0)− ℓ̃(v0)ñ(u0))t12(p0) + (ñv(v0) + ℓ̃(v0)m̃(u0))t22(p0)− nu(u0)t33(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− ((m̃v(v0)− ℓ̃(v0)ñ(u0))t11(p0) + (ñv(v0) + ℓ̃(v0)m̃(u0))t21(p0) +mu(u0)t33(p0)) cos θ(p0) 6= 0.

(3) Suppose that αu(u) = 0 and α̃v(v) = 0 for all (u, v) ∈ I×J . Then p0 is a cuspidal cross
cap of x if and only if

α̃(v0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0))−
α(u0)((m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)) 6= 0,

α(u0)θv(p0)− α̃(v0)t33(p0)(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)) = 0,

α(u0)(θuv(u0, v0)((m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0))

− θvv(p0)t33(p0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0)))

− α̃(v0)t33(p0)(θuu(p0)((m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0))

− θuv(p0)t33(p0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0))

− ℓu(u0)((m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0))) 6= 0.

(B) Suppose that p0 is a degenerate singular point of x, that is, Λu(p0) = Λv(p0) = 0. Then
p0 is neither cuspidal lips nor cuspidal beaks.

Proof. (A) Suppose that Λu(p0) 6= 0. In the case of Λv(p0) 6= 0, we can also prove by the
similar calculations, we omit it.

(1) There exists u : J → R such that Λ(u(v), v) = 0 around p0. Since the singular set of
x is S(x) = {(u(v), v) ∈ I × J}, the singular curve is given by δ : (J, v0) → (I × J, p0). Since
JF (u(t), t) = KF (u(t), t) = 0 and

HF (u(t), t) = −1

2
{α(u(t))θv(u(t), t)− α̃(t)t33(u(t), t)(θu(u(t), t)− ℓ(u(t)))} ,
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x is a front if and only if α(u0)θv(p0)− α̃(v0)t33(p0)(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)) 6= 0 by Proposition B.4. By
dx|δ(t) = α(u(t))µ(u(t))du+ α̃(t)t33(u(t), t)µ(u(t))dv, we can take a null vector field η(u, v) =
−α̃(v)t33(u, v)∂/∂u+ α(u)∂/∂v. It follows that

ηΛ(p0) =− α̃(v0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0))+

α(u0) {(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0) + (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)} .

By the criterion of the cuspidal edge, we have the assertion.

(2) By using Lemma 4.3 and a direct calculation, we have ηηΛ(p0) = Λuu(p0) + Λvv(p0) at
p0. By the criterion of the swallowtail, we have the assertion.

(3) By a direct calculation, we have

(x ◦ δ)′(t) = (α(t)u′(t) + α̃(t)t33(u(t), t))µ(t),

n(δ(t)) = sin θ(δ(t))ν1(δ(t)) + cos θ(δ(t))ν2(δ(t)),

dn(η) = {α̃(t)t33(δ(t))(θu(δ(t))− ℓ(u(t)))− α(u(t))θv(δ(t))} cos θ(δ(t))ν1(u(t))
+ {α̃(t)t33(δ(t))(−θu(δ(t)) + ℓ(u(t))) + α(u(t))θv(δ(t))} sin θ(δ(t))ν2(u(t))
+ α̃(t)t33(δ(t))(m(u(t)) sin θ(δ(t)) +m(u(t)) cos θ(δ(t)))µ(u(t)).

Therefore

φx(t) = det((x ◦ δ)′,n ◦ δ, dn(η))(t)
= (α(u(t))u′(t) + α̃(t)t33(δ(t))) {α̃(t)t33(δ(t))(θu(δ(t))− ℓ(u(t)))− α(u(t))θv(δ(t))} .

By φx(t0) = 0, φ′
x(t0) 6= 0 and the criterion of the cuspidal cross cap, we have the assertion.

(B) By the assumption, Lemma 4.3 (1) and (2), we have m(u0) = n(u0) = m̃(v0) = ñ(v0) =
0. By a direct calculation, we have

det(Hessλ(p)) = det

(
Λuu(p0) Λuv(p0)
Λvu(p0) Λvv(p0)

)

= t33(p0)(−nu(u0) sin θ(p0) +mu(u0) cos θ(p0))

{(m̃v(v0)t12(p0) + ñv(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃v(v0)t11(p0) + ñv(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)} .

If det(Hessλ(p)) 6= 0, then θu(p0)− ℓ(u0) = 0 and θv(p0) = 0 using Lemma 4.3 (7) and (8). It
follows that x is not a front. Hence, p0 is neither cuspidal lips nor cuspidal beaks. ✷

Corollary 4.6 Under the assumptions (I), suppose that γ : I → R
3 and γ̃ : J → R

3 are
non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter and p0 is a non-degenerate singular point of
x.

(1) p0 is a cuspidal edge of x if and only if

τ(u0)(κ(u0)− κ̃(v0)t11(p0)) 6= 0, κ(u0) + κ̃(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0.

(2) p0 is a swallowtail of x if and only if

τ(u0)(κ(u0)− κ̃(v0)t11(p0)) 6= 0, κ(u0) + κ̃(v0)t11(p0) = 0,−κu(u0)t33(p0) + κ̃v(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0.

(3) p0 is a cuspidal cross cap of x if and only if

τ(u0)(κ(u0)− κ̃(v0)t11(p0)) = 0, κ(u0) + κ̃(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0,−κu(u0)t33(p0) + κ̃v(v0)t11(p0) 6= 0.
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Proof. Since γ and γ̃ are non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter, then the curvatures
of γ and γ̃ are given by (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) = (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1). By calculating

(ℓ,m, n, α) and (ℓ̃, m̃, ñ, α̃) in the equations in Theorem 4.5 as (τ,−κ, 0, 1) and (τ̃ ,−κ̃, 0, 1) and
using Corollary 4.4, we obtain the results. ✷

Remark 4.7 If α(u0) = α̃(v0) = 0 and µ(u0) × µ̃(v0) 6= 0, then the translation framed base
surface x never have swallowtail singular points [10].

4.2 (II) The case of α(u0) = 0, α̃(v0) 6= 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0

By a direct calculation, we have

λ(u, v) = α(u)α̃(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v)) ,

λu(u, v) = αu(u)α̃(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v))

+ α(u)α̃(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v))u ,

λv(u, v) = α(u)α̃v(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v))

+ α(u)α̃(v) (−t32(u, v) sin θ(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos θ(u, v))v .

By α(u0) = 0, t32(p0) = t31(p0) = 0, we have λu(p0) = λv(p0) = 0. It follows that p0 is a
degenerate singular point of x and rank dx = 1 at p0.

Theorem 4.8 Under the assumptions (II), we have the following.

(1) p0 is never a cuspidal lips of x.

(2) p0 is a cuspidal beaks of x if and only if

θu(p0)− ℓ(u0) 6= 0, αu(u0) 6= 0, −n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0) 6= 0

and (m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0) 6= 0.

Proof. (1) By a direct calculation, we have

λuu(p0) = 2αu(u0)α̃(v0)t33(p0)(−n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0)),

λuv(p0) = αu(u0)α̃(v0)
(
(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)
)
,

λvv(p0) = 0.

Therefore, we have

det(Hessλ(p0)) = −αu(u0)
2α̃(v0)

2
(
(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)

− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0)
)2

and hence det(Hessλ(p)) ≤ 0. It follows that p0 is never a cuspidal lips of x.

(2) By the proof of (1), det(Hessλ(p0)) < 0 if and only if αu(u0) 6= 0 and

(m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0) 6= 0.

Since dxp0 = α̃(v0)t33(p0)µ(u0)dv, we have η = ∂/∂u. It follows that ηηλ(p0) = λuu(p0).
Therefore, ηηλ(p0) 6= 0 if and only if αu(u0) 6= 0 and −n(u0) sin θ(p0) + m(u0) cos θ(p0) 6= 0.
Moreover, by Proposition 4.2 and under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.3, we have
KF (p0) = 0 and HF (p0) = −(1/2)α̃(v0)t33(p0)(θu(p0)− ℓ(u0)). Therefore, x to be a front near
p0 if and only if θu(p0)− ℓ(u0) 6= 0. ✷
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4.3 (III) The case of α(u0) 6= 0, α̃(v0) = 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0

By the same calculation of 4.2, p0 is a degenerate singular point of x and rank dx = 1 at p0
under the condition (III). We can prove by the similar calculations of proving of Theorem 4.8.

Theorem 4.9 Under the assumptions (III), we have the following.

(1) p0 is never a cuspidal lips of x.

(2) p0 is a cuspidal beaks of x if and only if

θv(p0) 6= 0, α̃v(v0) 6= 0, −n(u0) sin θ(p0) +m(u0) cos θ(p0) 6= 0

and (m̃(v0)t12(p0) + ñ(v0)t22(p0)) sin θ(p0)− (m̃(v0)t11(p0) + ñ(v0)t21(p0)) cos θ(p0) 6= 0.

Remark 4.10 If α(u0) = α̃(v0) = 0 and µ(u0) × µ̃(v0) 6= 0, then the translation framed base
surface x never have cuspidal beaks singular points [10].

4.4 (IV) The case of α(u0) = 0, α̃(v0) = 0, µ(u0)× µ̃(v0) = 0

In this case, rank dx = 0 at p0 under the condition (IV).

Theorem 4.11 Under the assumptions (IV), p0 is never a D±
4 -singular point of x.

Proof. By a direction calculation, we have λuu(p0) = 0, λuv(p0) = 0 and λvv(p0) = 0. Therefore,
we have Hessλ(p0) = 0. Hence, p0 is never a D±

4 -singular point of x. ✷

Remark 4.12 If α(u0) = α̃(v0) = 0 and µ(u0) × µ̃(v0) 6= 0, then the translation framed base
surface x may have D+

4 -singular points [10].

A Framed curves and regular space curves

A framed curve in the 3-dimensional Euclidean space is a smooth space curve with a moving
frame, in detail see [11]. Let I be an interval of R.

Definition A.1 We say that (γ, ν1, ν2) : I → R
3 ×∆ is a framed curve if γ̇(t) · ν1(t) = 0 and

γ̇(t) · ν2(t) = 0 for all t ∈ I. We say that γ : I → R
3 is a framed base curve if there exists

(ν1, ν2) : I → ∆ such that (γ, ν1, ν2) is a framed curve.

We denote µ(t) = ν1(t)×ν2(t). Then {ν1(t), ν2(t), µ(t)} is a moving frame along the framed
base curve γ(t) in R

3 and we have the Frenet type formula,




ν̇1(t)
ν̇2(t)
µ̇(t)


 =




0 ℓ(t) m(t)
−ℓ(t) 0 n(t)
−m(t) −n(t) 0






ν1(t)
ν2(t)
µ(t)


 , γ̇(t) = α(t)µ(t),

where ℓ(t) = ν̇1(t) · ν2(t), m(t) = ν̇1(t) · µ(t), n(t) = ν̇2(t) · µ(t) and α(t) = γ̇(t) · µ(t). We call
the mapping (ℓ,m, n, α) the (framed) curvature of the framed curve (γ, ν1, ν2). Note that t0 is
a singular point of γ if and only if α(t0) = 0.
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Suppose that γ : I → R
3 is a regular space curve, that is, γ̇(t) 6= 0 for all t ∈ I, where

γ̇(t) = (dγ/dt)(t). We say that γ is non-degenerate, or γ satisfies the non-degenerate condition
if γ̇(t)× γ̈(t) 6= 0 for all t ∈ I.

If we take the arc-length parameter s, that is, |γ′(s)| = 1 for all s, then the tangent vector,
the principal normal vector and the bi-normal vector are given by

t(s) = γ′(s), n(s) =
γ′′(s)

|γ′′(s)| , b(s) = t(s)× n(s),

where γ′(s) = (dγ/ds)(s). Then {t(s),n(s), b(s)} is a moving frame of γ(s) and we have the
Frenet-Serret formula:




t′(s)
n′(s)
b′(s)


 =




0 κ(s) 0
−κ(s) 0 τ(s)

0 −τ(s) 0






t(s)
n(s)
b(s)


 ,

where

κ(s) = |γ′′(s)|, τ(s) =
det(γ′(s), γ′′(s), γ′′′(s))

κ2(s)
.

The relation between framed curve and non-degenerate curve is as follows. Suppose that γ is a
non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter and the curvature κ and the torsion τ . Then
(γ,n, b) is a framed curve with curvature (ℓ,m, n, α) = (τ,−κ, 0, 1).

B Generalised framed surfaces and framed surfaces

We review the theory of generalised framed surfaces in the Euclidean 3-space, in detail see [18].
Let (x, N1, N2) : U → R

3 × ∆ be a smooth mapping and U be a simply connected domain in
R

2. We denote ν = xu × xv.

Definition B.1 We say that (x, N1, N2) : U → R
3 ×∆ is a generalised framed surface if there

exist smooth functions A,B : U → R such that ν(u, v) = A(u, v)N1(u, v) +B(u, v)N2(u, v) for
all (u, v) ∈ U . We say that x : U → R

3 is a generalised framed base surface if there exists
(N1, N2) : U → ∆ such that (x, N1, N2) is a generalised framed surface.

We denote N3(u, v) = N1(u, v)× N2(u, v). Then {N1(u, v), N2(u, v), N3(u, v)} is a moving
frame along x(u, v) and we have the following systems of differential equations:

(
xu

xv

)
=

(
a1 b1 c1
a2 b2 c2

)

N1

N2

N3


 ,



N1u

N2u

N3u


 =




0 e1 f1
−e1 0 g1
−f1 −g1 0





N1

N2

N3


 ,



N1v

N2v

N3v


 =




0 e2 f2
−e2 0 g2
−f2 −g2 0





N1

N2

N3


 ,

where ai, bi, ci, ei, fi, gi : U → R, i = 1, 2 are smooth functions with a1b2−a2b1 = 0. We call the
functions basic invariants of the generalised framed surface. We denote the above matrices by
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G,F1,F2, respectively. We also call the matrices (G,F1,F2) basic invariants of the generalised
framed surface (x, N1, N2). By definition, we have

A(u, v) = det

(
b1(u, v) c1(u, v)
b2(u, v) c2(u, v)

)
, B(u, v) = −det

(
a1(u, v) c1(u, v)
a2(u, v) c2(u, v)

)
.

Since the integrability conditions xuv = xvu and F2u − F1v = F1F2 − F2F1, the basic
invariants should be satisfied some conditions.

Note that there are fundamental theorems for generalised framed surfaces, namely, the
existence and uniqueness theorems for the basic invariants of generalised framed surfaces (cf.
[18]).

We also review the theory of framed surfaces in the Euclidean 3-space, in detail see [8, 9].
Let (x,n, s) : U → R

3 ×∆ be a smooth mapping.

Definition B.2 We say that (x,n, s) : U → R
3 ×∆ is a framed surface if xu(u, v) ·n(u, v) =

xv(u, v) · n(u, v) = 0 for all (u, v) ∈ U , where xu(u, v) = (∂x/∂u)(u, v) and xv(u, v) =
(∂x/∂v)(u, v). We say that x : U → R

3 is a framed base surface if there exists (n, s) : U → ∆
such that (x,n, s) is a framed surface.

By definition, the framed base surface is a frontal. The definition and properties of frontals see
[2, 3]. On the other hand, the frontal is a framed base surface at least locally.

We denote t(u, v) = n(u, v) × s(u, v). Then {n(u, v), s(u, v), t(u, v)} is a moving frame
along x(u, v) and we have the following systems of differential equations:

(
xu

xv

)
=

(
a1 b1
a2 b2

)(
s

t

)
,



nu

su
tu


 =




0 e1 f1
−e1 0 g1
−f1 −g1 0





n

s

t


 ,



nv

sv
tv


 =




0 e2 f2
−e2 0 g2
−f2 −g2 0





n

s

t


 ,

where ai, bi, ei, fi, gi : U → R, i = 1, 2 are smooth functions. We call these functions basic
invariants of the framed surface. We denote the above matrices by G,F1,F2, respectively.
We also call the matrices (G,F1,F2) basic invariants of the framed surface (x,n, s). Note
that (u, v) is a singular point of x if and only if det G(u, v) = 0. We define the curvature
CF = (JF , KF , HF ) of the framed surface (x,n, s) by

JF = det

(
a1 b1
a2 b2

)
, KF = det

(
e1 f1
e2 f2

)
, HF = −1

2

{
det

(
a1 f1
a2 f2

)
− det

(
b1 e1
b2 e2

)}
.

Since the integrability conditions xuv = xvu and F2,u−F1,v = F1F2−F2F1, the basic invariants
should be satisfied some conditions. Note that there are fundamental theorems for framed
surfaces, namely, the existence and uniqueness theorems for the basic invariants of framed
surfaces (cf. [8]). We give a relation between generalised framed base surfaces and framed base
surfaces.

Theorem B.3 ([18]) Let (x, N1, N2) : U → R
3 × ∆ be a generalised framed surface with

ν = AN1 +BN2.

(1) If x is a framed base surface, then the functions A and B are linearly dependent.

(2) Suppose that the set of regular points of x is dense in U . If the functions A and B are
linearly dependent, then x is a framed base surface at least locally.
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Proposition B.4 Let (x,n, s) : U → R
3 ×∆ be a framed surface and p ∈ U .

(1) Suppose that rank(dx) = 1 at p. Then (x,n) : U → R
3 × S2 is a Legendre immersion

around p if and only if HF (p) 6= 0.

(2) Suppose that rank(dx) = 0 at p. Then (x,n) : U → R
3 × S2 is a Legendre immersion

around p if and only if KF (p) 6= 0.

C Criterion for singularities

We introduce singular points and their criterion which are used in this paper.

If a map-germ f : (R2, 0) → (R3, 0) satisfies rank df0 = 1, the singular point 0 is called
corank one. If f : (R2, 0) → (R3, 0) has a corank one singular point at 0, then there exist vector
fields (ξ, η) near the origin such that df0(η0) = 0 and ξ0, η0 ∈ T0R

2 are linearly independent.
We define a function ϕ : (R2, 0) → R by ϕ = det(ξf, ηf, ηηf), where ζg : (R2, 0) → (R3, 0) is
the directional derivative of a vector valued function g by a vector field ζ .

We say that a singular point p of a mapping x : U → R
3 is a cross cap S0 (respectively,

Chen Matsumoto Mond +, Chen Matsumoto Mond − singular point S±
1 ) if x is A-equivalent,

that is, equivalent by diffeomorphisms of the source and of the target to the map germ (u, v) 7→
(u, uv, v2) (respectively, (u, v) 7→ (u, v2, v(u2 ± v2)))) at p (see [15]). In [16], K.Saji gave the
criteria for S±

1 singular points.

Theorem C.1 ([16]) Let x : (R2, 0) → (R3, 0) be a map-germ and 0 be a corank 1 singular
point.

(1) x at 0 is a cross cap S0 singular point if and only if ξϕ 6= 0 at 0, that is, dϕ 6= 0 at 0.

(2) x at 0 is a S+
1 singular point if and only if ϕ has a critical point at 0, det(Hessϕ(0)) < 0

and two vectors ξx(0) and ηηx(0) are linearly independent.

(3) x at 0 is a S−
1 singular point if and only if ϕ has a critical point at 0 and det(Hessϕ(0)) >

0. Here, Hessϕ(0) means the Hessian matrix of ϕ at 0.

We introduce cuspidal edges, swallowtails and cuspidal cross caps which are known as the
generic singular points of a frontal from R

2 to R
3. We say that a singular point p of a mapping

x : U → R
3 is a cuspidal edge (respectively, swallowtail or cuspidal cross cap) if x is A-

equivalent to the map germ (u, v) 7→ (u, v2, v3) (respectively, (u, v) 7→ (u, 4v3 + 2uv, 3v4 + uv2)
or (u, v) 7→ (u, v2, uv3)) at p.

We recall the criteria for singular points of frontals stated in [5, 14] (see also, [12]). Let
x : U → R

3 be the frontal of a Legendre surface (x,n). We define a function λ : U → R by
λ(u, v) = det(xu,xv,n)(u, v) where (u, v) is a coordinate system on U . We call the function
λ a discriminant function (or, a signed area density function). When a singular point p of x
is non-degenerate, that is, dλ(p) 6= 0, there exists a smooth parametrisation δ : (−ε, ε) → U ,
δ(0) = p of the singular set S(x). We call the curve δ the singular curve of x. Moreover,
there exists a smooth vector field η(t) along δ(t) satisfying that η(t) generates ker dxδ(t). Now
we define a function φx : (−ε, ε) → R by φx(t) = det((x ◦ δ)′,n ◦ δ, dn̂(η))(t) where n̂ is a
normal vector field of x which does not have zero points. By using these notations, we have
the following theorem.

Theorem C.2 ([5, 14]) Let (x,n) : U → R
3 × S2 be a Legendre surface and p ∈ U be a

non-degenerate singular point of x. Then the following assertions hold.
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(1) If ηλ(p) 6= 0, then x to be a front near p if and only if φx(0) 6= 0 holds.

(2) The map germ x at p is a cuspidal edge if and only if x to be a front near p and
ηλ(p) 6= 0 hold.

(3) The map germ x at p is a swallowtail if and only if x to be a front near p and ηλ(p) = 0
and ηηλ(p) 6= 0 hold.

(4) The map germ x at p is a cuspidal cross cap if and only if ηλ(p) 6= 0, φx(0) = 0 and
φ′
x(0) 6= 0 hold.

Here, ηλ : U → R means the directional derivative of λ by the vector field η̃, where η̃ is an
extended vector field of η to U .

We consider cuspidal lips, cuspidal beaks and D±
4 -singular points. They are known as the

generic singular points of one-parameter families of fronts (see [2]). Let x : (U, p) → R
3 be a

map germ. We call p is a cuspidal lips (respectively, cuspidal beaks) if x is A-equivalent to the
map germ (u, v) 7→ (3u4 +2u2v2, u3+ uv2, v) (respectively, (u, v) 7→ (3u4 − 2u2v2, u3 − uv2, v)).
Moreover, we call p is aD+

4 singular point (respectively, aD−
4 singular point) if x isA-equivalent

to the map germ (u, v) 7→ (uv, u2+3v2, u2v+v3) (respectively, (u, v) 7→ (uv, u2−3v2, u2v−v3))
at p. Criteria for cuspidal lips and cuspidal beaks are first given by S.Izumiya, K.Saji and the
third author in [13]. In this paper, we follow the notations in [6].

Theorem C.3 ([6]) Let x : U → R
3 be a front and p ∈ U be a degenerate singular point of x.

(1) The germ of the front x at p is a cuspidal lips if and only if rank(dx(p)) = 1 and
det(Hessλ(p)) > 0.

(2) The germ of the front x at p is a cuspidal beaks if and only if rank(dx(p)) = 1,
det(Hessλ(p)) < 0 and ηηλ(p) 6= 0.

The criteria for D±
4 singular points are given by K.Saji in [17].

Theorem C.4 ([17]) Let x : (R2, 0) → (R3, 0) be a front and (x,n) its Legendrean lift. The
germ x at 0 is a D+

4 singular point (respectively, D−
4 singular point) if and only if the following

two conditions hold.

(a) The rank of the differential map dx(0) is equal to zero,

(b) det(Hessλ(0)) < 0 (respectively, det(Hessλ(0)) > 0).
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Birkhäuser, 1986.
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