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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 ®(s,t) = A(t) - v(s) + Y(t), where 7(s)
and () are space curves in R® 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 singular
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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 ST 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.
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2 Translation surfaces as generalised framed surfaces

Let R3 be the 3-dimensional Euclidean space equipped with the inner product a - b = a;b; +
asby + azbz, where a = (ay,az,a3) and b = (by, by, b3) € R3. The norm of a is given by
la] = v/a - a and the vector product is given by

€ €y €3
a x b=det ap Q9 as R
b by b3

where {ey, es, e3} is the canonical basis of R®. Let S? be the unit sphere in R?, that is, 5% =
{a € R®||a| = 1}. We denote the 3-dimensional smooth manifold {(a,b) € 5% x S?*|a-b =0}
by A. Let I and J be intervals in R.

Let (v,v1,10) : I — R3and (7,71, 0,) : J — R3 be framed curves with curvatures (¢, m, n, o)
and (Z m,n, &), respectively. For framed curves, see Appendix A and [11]. Tt follows that

V1 (w) v (u) 0 l(u)  m(u) v1(u)
vou(u) | = F(u) | vo(u) | = | —C(u) 0 n(u) vo(u) |,
() ww))  \em) —n@w 0 ) \uw
V1(0) N 1 (v) 0 l(v)  m(v) 71 (v)
va(v) | =F(v) | 2(v) | = | —Lv) 0  fAw) | W) ],
[iy(v) fi(v) —m(v) —nfv) 0 fi(v)

where = vy X 15 and 1 = vy X 1.
Definition 2.1 We say that x : [ X J — R3 is a translation surface if (u,v) = v(u) + 5(v).

Since {v1,vo, u} and {74, 7, i} are moving frames of v and 7, respectively, there exists a
smooth mapping T : I x J — SO(3) such that

vo(v) | = T(u,v) [ ve(u) |, (1)



where
vi(v) - (u) () -va(u) 1(v) - p(u)
T(u,v) = (tij(w, )h<ijes = | va(v) -va(u) va(v) -va(u) vo(v) - p(u)
() -viu) () - va(u)  fi(v) - p(u)
We say that T is a frame matriz of framed curves (v, vy, 15) and (7,71, V). Here SO(3) is the
set of 3 x 3 special orthogonal matrices, that is, SO(3) = {A € GL(3,R) | 'AA = I3, detA = 1},
where GL(3,R) is the set of 3 x 3 general linear matrices, *A is the transpose of the matrix A
and I3 is the 3 x 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), Ty(u,v) = F(0)T(u,v). (2)

It follows that we have

titw(u, v) = L(u)t(u, v) + m(u)t;z(u,v),
tinu(u,v) = —L(u)ti(u, v) + n(u)tz(u,v),
tizu(u, v) = —m(u)t; (u,v) — n(u)to(u,v),
t1jo(u, v) = L(v)ta;(u, v) + m(v)ts;(u, v),
tajo(u, v) = —L(v)tr; (u, 0) + () ts;(u, v)
tajo(u, v) = —m(v)ty;(u, v) = n(v)ty;(u, v)

fori,j=1,2,3.

Theorem 2.3 (1) Let (v,vi,v5) : I — R3 x A and (3,01,0) : I — R3 x A be framed curves.
Then the frame matriz T : I x J — SO(3) satisfies Ty = T,'TT,.

(2) Suppose that T : I x J — SO(3) is a smooth mapping with T,, = T,'TT,, and o : [ — R?
and & : J — R3 are smooth functions. Then there exist framed curves (y,vi,vs) : I — R3 x A
and (V,01,0) : I — R3 x A such that v,(u) = a(u)u(u), Y,(v) = a(v)i(v) and the frame
matriz of the framed curves (y,v1,v5) and (7,01, Vs) is given by T'.

Proof. (1) By differentiating (2), we have T, = —T,F = —FTF. Since ‘TT = T'T = I, we
have F = —'TT, and F = T,'T. Tt follows that T, = —(T,'TYT(-'TT,) = T,'TT,.

(2) Suppose that T': I x J — SO(3) is a smooth mapping with T, = T,'TT,. We define
Fand F:Ix.J— M(3,3) by

F(u,v) = ="T(u,v)Ty(u,v), Flu,v) = Ty(u,v)'T(u,v),

where M (3,3) is the set of 3 x 3 matrices. By using (‘T"), T +'TT, = 0 and (‘T"),T +'TT, = 0,
we have

Folu,v) = —("T) o (u, v) Ty (u, v) =T (u, v) Ty (u, v)
="T(u, v)(T(u, v) T (u, v) Ty (1, v) = Ty (u, v)) = 0,

w(u,
j-:u(u, v) = T (1, 0) T (u,v) + Ty (u, v) (T (u, v))u
= (T (u, v)" = Ty (u, v)'T (u, v) Ty (u, v))T(u,v) = 0.



Therefore F(u,v) = F(u) and F(u,v) = F(v). Since
'F=-Y11,)=-4(T,)T =-(T),T =" TT,)TT ="TT, = —F,
'F =YT,'T) = TYT,) = T('T), = ~T'TT,'T = ~T,'T = —F,
F(u) and F (v) are alternative matrices. By existence of a solution of a system of linear

differential equations, there exist smooth mappings (v1,ve, 1) : I — SO(3) and (v, 09, 1) :
J — SO(3) such that

Uy (u) 121 (u) ;h) (’U) " 51 (U) ;1 (UQ) 121 (UQ)
Vouy (U) = .F(U) 1] (U) s ;21) (’U) = .F(U) 52 (U) s ;2(1)0) = T(Uo, ’Uo) 1] (UQ)
pa(u) u(w) ) \Jiu(v) fitv) ) \Jilvo) (o)

for a point (ug,vp) € I x J. If y: I — R3 and 5 : J — R? are given by

2 () = / v (un)u(ue) s, 5 (ut) = / o (v)fi(v)do,

then (vy,v1,15) : I — R3 x A and (3,71,%) : I — R® x A are framed curves with 7, (u) =
a(u)p(u) and 7, (v) = a(v)p(v). Moreover, since

o 7 14 4! 4!
-_— DQ -1 1] = —Tu Vo - TF Vo = 0,
ou =
K K K H
o vy V1 vy " vy
8_ tT 52 — Vo = (tT)U 52 + tTf ;2 = 0,
v ~ 2 Z
K H K K

there exist smooth function A : J — R? and B : I — R? such that

v1(v) v1(u) 71 (v) v1(u)
v(v) | = T(u,v) | r(u) | =AW), "T(u,v) | ) | = w

i(v) u(w) (o) (o)

It follows that 'T'(u,v)A(v) = B(u) for all (u,v) € I x J. By the initial condition, we have
A(vg) = 0 and B(ug) = 0. By "T'(ug,v)A(v) = B(ug) = 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 (v, v, 1)
and (:\Y/, ;1, 52) O

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 x J — R3 be the translation surface of framed curves (v, vi,v5) and
(:?7 ;17 52) .
(1) (z,v1,v0) : I x J — R3 x A is a generalised framed surface with basic invariants

() o) ) = (st Gmne) aeratns)
(e sy o) = (5757 )



where (v1,v5) : I X J — A is defined by v;(u,v) = v;(u),i =1,2.

(2) (z,01,09) : I x J — R3 x A is a generalised framed surface with basic invariants

)_ (a<u)t13<u,v) o)t (u,v) - ()t (u,0)

0 0
0 0
) B (?(v) m(v) ﬁ(v)) ’
—a(u)a(v)tiz(u,v),
where (V1,15) : I x J — A is defined by v;(u,v) = v;(v),i = 1, 2.

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

ay(u,v) = @, (u,v) - v1(u,v) = a(u)pu(u, v) - vy (u,v) =0,
bi(u,v) = @, (u,v) - va(u,v) = a(u)u(u,v) - va(u,v) =0,
(1, ) = 2 (11,0) - at,0) = a(wpa(us ) - (s, v) = (),
as(u,v) = x,(u,v) - v1(u,v) = a(v)p(u,v) - vi(u,v) = a(v)ts (u, v),
bo(u,v) = @, (u,v) - va(u,v) = a(v)i(u,v) - va(u,v) = a(v)ts(u,v),
ca(u,v) = xy(u,v) - plu,v) = a(v)p(u,v) - plu,v) = a(v)tss(u,v),
e1(u, v) = v, (u,v) - vo(u,v) = L(u), es(u,v) = vi,(u,v) - vo(u,v)
f1(u,v) = vy (u,v) - pu,v) = m(u), falu,v) = v, (u,v) - plu,v)
g1(u, v) = vau(u, v) - plu, v) = n(u),  ga(u, v) = vau(u,v) - p(u, v)
Moreover, we have
=de 0 a()ts(u,v)) —a(u)a(v U, v
Aoy =det (0 SN — (o) talu, o)
= —de 0 afu)ts(u,v) = a(u)a(v U, v
B(’LL,'U) = —det <&<u> &(v)tgg(u,v)) ( ) ( )t31( ’ )

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

O

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

satisfies

(i) a(u) =0, (ii) a(v) =0, (iii) t31(p) = ts2(p) = 0.

The cases (i) and (ii) are corresponding to the singular point of 7 and 7, respectively. Moreover,
p(u) x p(v) = 0 if and only if the condition (iii) t31(p) = t32(p) = 0. On the other hand, if
w(u) x u(v) # 0 at p, the we can define unit normal vector field of  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 (v,v1, 1) and (7,74,72) at p
if p(u) x p(v) = 0 (respectively, u(u) x p(v) # 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,vy,15) : [ x J — R3 x A be a translation generalised framed surface.

5



(1) If « is a framed base surface, then t3; and tsp (respectively, ti3 and to3) are linearly
dependent.

(2) Suppose that the set of reqular points of x is dense in I x J. If ts; and t3y (respectively,
t13 and tag) are linearly dependent, then x is a framed base surface.

2.1 A criteria for the cross cap (S) singularity)

The symbols and settings in this subsection continue to be those used above. If a(ug) = 0 or
a(vg) = 0, that is, ug is a singular point of  or vy is a singular point of 7, then py = (ug, vo)
is not a cross cap singular point of translation surface & by using criteria of cross cap singular
point ([19]). See also [10].

Consider a singular point pg € I x J of a generalised translation framed base surface
x: I x J— R3 Suppose that a(ug)@(vg) # 0. In this case, the vector field n = —a(d/0u) +
atss(0/0v) satisfies day,(n,,) = 0, that is, ker(dz,,) = <np0> . Here, we use the relation
w(ug) = ts3(po)fi(vo) derived from a(ug)a(vg) # 0 and rank de,, < 2. If £ is defined as 9/0u,
then &,, and 7, are linearly independent since a(ug)a(vg) # 0.

We define the function ¢ : I x J — R by ¢(u,v) = det({x,nx,nmmx)(u,v). By a direct
calculation, we have

© = —aaPtys (—mitsy +nty)) — o AL, (Mitey — nity3),

O = =302, 0ty (—mitsy + nts)) — @ tas, (—mitsy + nts)
— 0Pty (—mytsy — mtsoy + nuts + ntsiy)
— 40P, @ty (Mitys — Nity3) — 3o AP t54t 33, (Mitas — Nity3)
— a2t33 {m(—mitay — nty) — n(—mity; — nti2)},

0y = =302 Aytas(—mitsy + nts) — a@Ptas, (—misy + nta))
— a®aPts3 (—mitsg, + ntz1y)
— 20 Qa,ti, (Mitys — Nit13) — 3o QP tagtss, (Mitys — Nity3)

— a0ty (Mytog + Mitaz, — Nytiz — Nit1z,) -

Theorem 2.6 Let (v,vi,v5): I = R3 x A and (3,01,0) : J — R3 x A be framed curves with
curvatures (£, m,n,a) and (€,m,n, ), respectively. x(u,v) = vy(u) +5(v) at py = (uo, vo) is a
cross cap (an Sy singular point) if and only if a(ug)a(ve) # 0, |ts3(po)| = 1 and

m(ug)(m(vo)tar(po) — 1(vo)ti1(po)) + n(uo)(m(ve)taa(po) — n(vo)ti2(po)) # 0.

Proof. Using Theorem C.1, calculate {p. Since £ = 9/0u,

£bpo = PulDo)

= —3a(up)on,(u0)a(vo) *tss(po) (—m(uo)tsa(po) + n(uo)tsi(po))
— ar(ug)’@(vo) tszu (po) (—m(uo )tsz(po) + n(uo)ts (po))
— a(ug)*@(vo) ts3(po) (—mu(uo)taz(po) — m(uo)tszu(po) + mu(uo)tsi (po) + n(uo)tsru(po))
— da(ug)’ on, (u0) @ (vo) *ts3(po)” (M (vo)tas(po) — T(vo)tra(po))
— 3av(ug) " @(v0)*ts3(po) *tasu(po) (M (vo)tas (po) — 7(vo)taa(po))
— a(ug)'a(vo)*ts3(po)® {m(vo) (—m(uo)tar (po) — n(uo)taz(po))
—n(vo) (—m(uo)t11(po) — nuo)ti2(po))} -



From the definition of the frame matrix and py is a singular point, t33(pg)? = 1 and t31(py) =
t32(po) = t13(po) = ta3(po) = 0. Combining this with a(ug)a(vg) # 0, we obtain £p,, # 0 if and

only if m(uo)(m(vo)ta1(po) — n(vo)t11(po)) + n(uo)(m(vo)taz(po) — n(vo)tia(po)) # 0. Using the
above and what was stated at the beginning of this subsection, we obtain this theorem. a

Example 2.7 (Cross cap) Let (y,v1,15) : R — R? x A and (3,71,7%) : R — R? x A be

y(u) = (u, %,O) , vi(u) = \/ﬁ (—u,1,0), vo(u) =(0,0,1),

- v?\ - 1 -
v(v) = (U,O, 5) , (v) = Vg (v,0,—1), 7a(v) =(0,1,0).

Then (7,4, 12) and (7, 71, 2) are framed curves with curvatures

(0(w), m(w), n(u), a(u)) = (o, L m) ,

1+ u?’

(L(v), m(v),n(v),a(v)) = (0, ﬁ, 0,vV1+ 1)2> )

By a direct calculation, we have

(1,u,0), a(v)

(u) = ——
= Tra

It follows that (z,vi,15) : R X R — R3 x A,

e(u0) =2+ 70 = (0.5, 5 ).

1
v (u,v) = 11 (u) = Ve (—u,1,0), vo(u,v) = e(u) = (0,0,1),

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

—uv —1 v
V+u)(1402) VI f(1u2)(1402)
1 U

1- \/lirzﬂ
V) (A402)  VIF© (a2 (1402)

Therefore, we have a(0)a(0) = 1, ¢33(0,0) = 1 and
m(0)(m(0)t21(0,0) — n(0)t11(0,0)) + n(0)(m(0)t22(0,0) — n(0)£12(0,0)) = =1 # 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 @ in Example 2.7 by
diffeomorphisms of the domain and of the target (A-equivalent). In fact,

u? v? (U —v)? v? )
x(u,v) = <u+v,?,5) = (U’T’?) ~ 4 (U,Uv,v )



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

We consider v : I — R3 and 7 : J — R3? are non-degenerate curves with arc-length
parameter. Then we have the Frenet frame {t,m,b} of v with curvature £ and torsion 7,
and the Frenet frame {Z, ﬁ,g} of ¥ with curvature ¥ and torsion 7T, respectively. It follows
that (v,m,b) : I — R® x A and (3,7,b) : I — R3 x A are framed curves with curvatures
(¢,m,n,a) = (1,—k,0,1) and (Z, m,n,a) = (T, —k,0, 1), respectively (cf. Appendix A).

Corollary 2.9 Suppose that v : I — R? and 5 : J — R3 are non-degenerate curves with arc-
length parameter. Then x(u,v) = v(u) +y(v) at py = (ug,vo) is a cross cap (an Sy singular
point) if and only if |ts3(po)| = 1 and t21(po) # 0.

Proof. Applying Theorem 2.6 to case (¢, m,n,«) = (1,—k,0,1) and (Z m,n,a) = (7,—k,0,1),
we obtain

m(uo)(m(vo)ta1(po) — n(vo)tin(po)) + n(uo) (M (vo)taa(po) — 1(vo)tia(po)) = K (uo)k(vo)tar(po)-

Thus, k(ug)k(vg) # 0 yields the assertion. O

2.2 Criterion for the Si singularities

Let pp = (ug, vg) be a singular point of . If a(ug) = 0 or a(vy) = 0, that is, ug is a singular
point of  or vy is a singular point of 7, then (ug, vo) is not a Si singular point of translation
surface & by using criteria of S singular point ([19]). See also [10].

Suppose that a(ug)a(vg) # 0 and p(ug) = ts3(po)ii(ve). We use the same notations &, n and
v as in section 2.1. By using the relational expressions t13(pg) = t23(po) = t31(po) = t32(po) = 0,



tss(po)® = 1, taru(po) = m(uo)tss(po) and tsiuu(po) = (€(uo)n(uo) + mu(uo)) tsz(po), we obtain

Puu(po) = (ug)’a(vo)? (—a(vo) (£(uo) (m(uo)® + n(uo)®) — n(uo)mu(uo) + m(uo)nu(uo))
+ t33(Po) (o) (£(uo) (n(uo) (—ta1(po)m(vo) + t11(po)7i(vo))
+ m(uo) (t22(po)m(vo) — t12(po)n(vo))) + (t21(po)m(vo) — t11(po)n(vo))mu(uo)
+ (t22(po)m(vo) — t12(po)7e(vo))nu(uo)) + 8tsz(po) ((m(uo)ta1(po) + n(uo)tzz(po))m(vo)
—(m(uo)t11(po) + n(uo)ti2(po))n(vo))au(uo)) ,
Puv(Po) = ts3(po)a(vo)r(uo)?(@(vo)  eu(uo) (¢(uo) (m(uo) (11 (po)m (vo) + tar (po)7i(vo))
+ n(uo) (t12(po)m(vo) + t22(po)7i(vo))) — (t12(po)m(vo) + t22(po)7i(vo))mu(uo)
+ (t11(po)m(vo) + t21(po)n(vo) ) nu(uo))
— & (vo)r(uo)(m(ug) (ta1 (po) ((vo)Ti(vo) — e (vo))
( ))) + n(uo)(t22(po) (£(vo)n(vo) — m(vo))
+ t12(po) (£ )) + 2((m(uo)t1(po) + nluo)t(po))m(vo)
— (m(uo)t11(po) + n(uo)tr2(po)) M (vo) ) ax () >y (vg
+ 3(n(uo) (t11(po)m(vo) + ta1(po)n(vo)) — m(uo)(ti2(po)m(vo)
+ taa(po) T (v0))) @ (vo) v (u0)),
Puo(Po) = ta3(po)@(vo)* (o) (ts3(po)r(uo) (£ ( 0) (M(vo)? + 7(v0)?) — (o), (vo)
+ (o) (v0)) + (o) (@(vo) (t11 (o) (—E(vo)7i(v0) + 7w (v0))
+ t21(po) (€(vo)m(vo) + 1y (v0))) + 6(t11(po)m(vo) + ta1(po)ni(vo))vs(vo))
+ m (o) (—@ (Vo) (t12(po) (— ()7 (v9) + 771 (v9))
( ) —

+ taa(po) (€(vo)m(vo) + 71y (v0))) — 6(t12(po) M2 (vo) + taz(po)72(vo)) i (v0)))-

(v
Theorem 2.10 Let (v,v1,15) : I = R3x A and (V,01,15) : J — R3x A be framed curves with
curvatures (¢, m,n, ) and (Z, m,n, ), respectively.
(1) x(u,v) = y(u) +7(v) at po = (ug,vo) is an Sy singular point if and only if a(ug)a(vy) #
0, [ta3(po)| = 1, m(uo)(m(vo)ta1(po) — n(vo)t11(po)) + n(uo)(m(vo)taz(po) — n(vo)ti2(po)) = O,
Pun(P0) Puu(P0) = Pun(po)? < 0 and

+ t11 (po) (L(we) (o) + Ty (v0))
(vo)m(vo) + ny(v0))
1 + )

0

)
(a(vo)m(uo) + a(uo)(m(vo)t11(po) + n(vo)tar(po)),
a(vo)n(uo) + a(ug)(m(vo)tia(po) + 1(ve)ta(po)) # (0,0).

(2) x(u,v) = vy(u)+7(v) at py = (ug, vo) is an Sy singular point if and only if a(ug)a(vy) #
0, [£53(po)| = 1, m(uo) (1m2(vo)t21 (o) —7(vo)t11(po)) +n(uo) (Mm(vo)ta2(po) —1(vo)t12(po)) = 0 and
@uu(po)@vv(po) - Souv(po)z > 0.

Proof. (1) By a direct calculation,

§x(po) = auo)p(uo),
nmx(po) = &(00)2 {ov (o) pluo) + (o) (=m(uo)vi(uo) — n(uo)va(uo)) — auw(uo)tss(po)ii(vo)}
+ (o) { = (v0)t33 (po) (o) + & (v0)1(v0) + & (o) (—m(vo) P (Vo) — Ti(vo)Pa(vg)) } -

Since p(up) and fu(vg) are linearly independent, {x(po) and nnx(po) are linearly independent if

9



and only if

(a(vo)m(uo) + ar(ug) (M(vo )t (po) + 1(vo)ta1(po)),
a(vo)n(uo) 4 a(uo) (m(vo)tr2(po) + N(vo)taz(po)) # (0,0).

From the definition of the frame matrix and a(ug)a(vy) # 0, po is a singular point of x if and
only if t33(po)? = 1. By the assumption m(ug)(m(vo)tar (po)—7(vo)t11(po))+n (o) (M (vg)taa(po) —
n(vo)t12(po)) = 0, ¢ has a critical point at py. 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.
O

Example 2.11 (S; singularity) Let (v,v1,10) : R — R3 x A and (7,71,75) : R = R? x A
be

y(u) = <u, %,0) , v(u) = ﬁ (—u2, 1,0) , o(u) =(0,0,1),

- v - 1 _
7(v) = <v,0, 7) , (v) = o (v,0,-1), 7a(v) =(0,1,0).

Then (7,4, 1) and (7, 71, 2) are framed curves with curvatures

(0(u), m(u), n(u), a(u)) = (0, % 0Vt u4) ,

(T0), ), 7(v), &) = (0, ﬁ 0,VIF vz) |

By a direct calculation, we have

1 s 1 .
M(u):\/ﬁ(17u70)7M(v)_m<1707 )

It follows that (x,v1,15) : R x R — R® x A,

x(u,v) =v(u) +75(v) = (u + v, %3 U—Q) ,

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

2
v (u,v) =1 (u) = (—u*,1,0), va(u,v) = a(u) = (0,0,1)

2

—u“v —1 v
Vtut)(1402)  VIe? \/(1+u42)(1+v2)
_ 1 u
T(u,v) = v 0 Vi
Vruh)(A+e2)  VIF (Lt (14?)
6ut — 2 2u3 —2v
Moreover, we have t15(0,0) = —1, m,(u) = ———, a,(u) = , My(V) = ———,
12( ) ( ) (1—|—U4)2 ( ) m ( ) (1_'_1)2)2
~ v . . ~ ~
a,(v) = . By a direct calculation, a(0)a(0) # 0, t33(0,0) = 1, m(0)(m(0)t21(0,0) —

V14 v?
10



1(0)t11(0,0)) 4+ n(0)(m(0)t22(0,0) — 12(0)t12(0,0)) = 0, det(Hessp(0,0)) = —4 < 0 and

(@(0)m(0) + a(0)(m(0)t11(0,0) + n(0)t21 (0, 0)),

By Theorem 2.10, (0,0) is an S; singular point of the translation surface z.

Q

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

We give an example of S| singularity in Example 2.13.

Corollary 2.12 Let v : I — R? and 5 : J — R3 be non-degenerate curves with arc-length
parameter. Suppose that |ts3(po)| = 1.

(1) po is an Sy singular point of x if and only if to1(po) = 0, k(ug) + F(vo)ti1(po) # 0 and
7 ()7 (vo) (K(uo)® + R (v0)*)t11 (po) — #(uo)R(vo) (T (u0)? + 7 (vo)?) < 0.
(2) po is an Sy singular point of  if and only if ta1(po) = 0 and
7(u0)7(vo) (K(uo)® + R (v0)*)t11 (po) — w(uo)R(vo) (T (u0)? + 7 (vo)?) > 0.
Proof. (1) By substituting the relations (¢, m,n,«) = (1, —k,0,1) and (Z m,n,a) = (7, —k,0,1)
into Theorem 2.10, we obtain
Puu(Po) = Ku(uo)E(v0)ta1 (Po)tss(po) + K(uo)T (o) (vo )tz (po)tss(po) — T(uo)r(uo)?,
Pun(po) = {K(uo)7(uo)K(vo) — K(uo)k(vo)T (v0))t11(po)
— Ky (U)K (Vo) t12(po) + K(uo )Ry (vo)ta1 (o) } ta3(po),
@uv(Po) = —F(uo) Ko (o) t12(po)tss(po) — k(o) & (v0)T (vo)taz (po)tss(po) + F(ve)*T (vo),
mx(po) = (k(uo) + K(vo)ti1(po))v1(uo) + K(vo)tia(po)va(uo),
§x(po) = pluo).-

By the assumption ty1(pg) = 0, the equality t12(pg) = 0 follows. Thus, {x(py) and nnx(pg)
are linearly independent if and only if x(ug) + K(vg)t11(po) # 0. Then, from |t33(po)| = 1 and

T(po) € SO(3), we have
t11(po) ti2(po)
(tzl@o) t22(p0)> €0@)

11



and

detHssg) o (P20 o)

det K,u,/%tgltgg + /{T’gtggtgg — /{27' {(KJT,/% — I{%?)tn — /{u%tlg + /{’/};Utgl}tgg ( )
o {(KJT,/% — I{%?)tll — /{u%tlg + /{’/};Utgl}tgg —I{%vtlgtgg — K,%?tggtgg + %27’: 0

= K(uo)T(uo)R(vo)T(vo) (K(u0)® 4 K(v0)?) t11(po) — K(uo)*K(v0)? (7(uo)? + 7(v0)?) -
Thus, det(Hessp(po)) < 0 if and only if
7(u0)7(vo) (K(uo)? + R (v0)?) t11(po) — K(uo)R(vo) (T(uo)? + 7(v0)?) < 0.

By above and Theorem 2.10 (1), we obtain the assertion.
(2) det(Hessp(pg)) > 0 if and only if

7(u0)7(vo) (K(uo)? + R (v0)?) t11(po) — K(uo)r(vo) (T(uo)? + 7(v0)?) > 0.

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

Example 2.13 (S| singularity) Let v and 7 : R — R3,

M0\ [ Ve Vi,

’Y(U) — 0 1 0 Cos2 2u ’ ’7(’0) — 2cos5 5v
/10 0 3v10 sin v2u 2sinv/5v
10 10 2 5

be non-degenerate curves with the curvatures and torsions k(u) = 1,7(u) = 1, K(v) = 2,7(v) =
1, respectively. By a direct calculation, we have

t(u)— 3—005\/§u _sin\/ﬁu 1+3COS\/§u
a V20 T V2 T V20 ’
sm\/_u BSin\/ﬁu
n(u) = Vi — cos V2u, — 10 ),
b(u) — 3+ cosv2u sinv2u 1 — 3cosv2u
V20 T V2 T V20 ’

VARV AN
= (0,—005 \/51; —sin \/gv),

sin \/_ 5v _ cos V5
) 75 .

Z(v) ( 1 2sin /5o 2005\/512)’

12



Then the frame matrix T'(u,v) = (¢;;(u,v)) is given by

~ 3 : 2 . 5
t11(u,v) = 7(v) - n(u) = cos v2u cos Vv + sin v/2u sin \/_v’

V10
b, 0) = () - b(ur) = — 2 ﬂl\b/%os V5o sin \/gv(l\/—£ cos \/iu)7
tiz(u,v) = n(v) - t(u) = sin \/il\b/(%os Vhu  sinVbu(l \7% cos \/iu)’
ta(u, 0) = b(v) - n(u) = ﬂsi; V2u  cos ﬂ;%n Vv, 3sin \/?\L/;OS \/gU’
bl 0) = () - bla) = SV S ﬂjﬁ Vi cos/Bull —Seos VB
by, 0) = B(v) - £(r) = 3— c%s V2u  sin ﬂ\t/b%n Vv cosVBu(l 1+03 oS \/§U)7

~ sin \/ﬁu 2 cos \/§u sin \/gv 3\/5 sin \/ﬁu Ccos \/52}
ts1(u,v) = t(v) - n(u) = + — ,
5v/2 NG 5
3 +cos V2u  2sinv2usinv5v  cos \/51)(1 — 3cos \/ﬁu)

) =T o) = 8 Buin /i | oo /B~ 3en /B
tas(u, v) = (v) - t(u) = 3 = cos Vau + 2sin v2u sin v/50 L oos V50(1 + 3 cos \/ﬁu)
10 V10 .

Therefore, we have t33(0,0) = 1, t5;(0,0) = 0 and
7(0)7(0) (1(0)* +%(0)*) t11(0,0) — w(0)R(0) ((0)* + 7(0)*) = 1.

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

Figure 3: The translation surface « in Example 2.13. (0,0) is an S; singular point and the dot
in the figure is the point (0, 0).
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3 Self translation surfaces

Let (y,v1,10) : I — R?® x A be a framed curve with curvature (¢,m,n,a). We consider
(x*,v1,10) : I x I — R3 x A as

7(w) £7(v)
2

We say that = is a self translation surface (cf. [1]). Since (—v,v1,10) : I — R3 x A is also a
framed curve with curvature (¢,m,n, —a), (x*,v1,15) : [ x I — R3 x A is a generalised framed

surface with basic invariants
ar(w,0) bi(wv) o)) (0 0 e
- 4 a(v)tsr (u,v) + a(v)tsa (u,v) + a(v)tss(u,v) )

2 2 2

as(uv) bo(u, v) @E
( ) (£<5L) M(()u) n%ﬂ)).

)

)

el(“u U) f1<u7 U) g1 u,’U)
€2 <u7 U) f2<u7 U) g2 (u7 U)

Note that the frame matrix satisfies T'(u,u) = I3 for all u € I and the tangency condition of

(v, 11, 12) and (£, 14, 12) always satisfies at (u,u) € I x I.

x*t(u,v) = , v(u,v) = vy (u), va(u,v) = v(u).

, U
, U

u
u

By Theorem 2.6, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1 Let (y,v1,v5) : I — R x A be a framed curve and py = (ug,vo) € I x I.
Suppose that p(ug) X p(ve) = 0. Then pg € I X I is a cross cap singular point of ™ if and only
if po € I x I is a cross cap singular point of .

Proof. Considering the application of Theorem 2.6 to ¥ and «~, from the choice of frame,
(¢,m,n) in Theorem 2.6 is equal to (¢,m,n) in both cases & and ~. Furthermore, a frame
matrix 7' is equal in both cases &t and ™. Since only (¢, m,n), (Z m,n) and T appear in
criterion for Sy singular point, pg € I X I is a cross cap singular point of ™ if and only if
po € I x I is a cross cap singular point of . a

Corollary 3.2 Let v : I — R3 be a non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter and py =
(uo,v9) € I x I. Suppose that t(ug) X t(vy) = 0.

(1) po € I x I is a cross cap singular point of = if and only if t21(po) # 0.

(2) Suppose that uy = vy, that is, pog = (ug,ug). Then py is neither a cross cap singular
point of £ nor of ™.

Proof. (1) Substituting the relations (¢, m, n, ) = (7, —#,0,1) and (¢, 7,71, &) = (1, —k, 0, +1)
into Corollary 2.6 completes the proof.

(2) In both cases ™ and @™, ta1(ug, ug) = va(ug) - v1(ug) = 0. By (1), po is neither a cross
cap singular point. O

Example 3.3 Let (7,v1,10) : [-m, 7] = R3 x A,

. 1
v(u) = (sm U, = CO8U, =3 €OS 2u) ,

v1(u) = (—sinu, cosu, 0),
1

Vsin?2u + 1

Vo (u) (— sin 2u cos u, — sin 2u sinu, 1)
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be a framed curve with curvature

(E(u),m(u),n(u),a(u)):( sin 2u ! 2 cos 2u ,\/sin22u+1).

\/sin22u+17 \/sin22u+1’ \/sin22u+1

By a direct calculation, we have
(1) =
U) = ————
: sin? 2u + 1

Then the frame matrix T : [—m, 7] X [—m, 7] = SO(3) of (v,11,12) and (7,14, 112) is given by

(cosu, sin u, sin 2u) .

COS(U _ U) sin 2u sin(v—u) sin(u—v)
4/ sin? 2u+1 4/ sin? 2u+1
T sin 2v sin(u—v) sin 2u sin 2v cos(u—v)+1 sin 2u—sin 2v cos(u—v)
(u, U) o \/ sin? 2041 \/ (sin? 2u+1)(sin? 2v+1) \/ (sin? 2u+1)(sin? 2v+1)
sin(v—u) sin 2v—sin 2u cos(v—u) cos(u—v)+sin 2u sin 2v

\/ sin? 2041 \/ (sin? 2u+1)(sin? 2v+1) \/ (sin? 2u+1)(sin? 2v+1)

The basic invariants of the self translation surfaces (z*, 11, 15) are given by

<a1 by Cl) < 0 0 +V/sin” 2u + 1 )

s bg Cy +sin (u . ’U) 4= sin 2\1}::12212):—T—sl(u+v) + cos(u:/l;)i:;si;uitlsin 2v
sin 2u —1 —2cos 2u
<€1 fl gl) — \/sin2 2u+1 \/sin2 2u+1 \/sin2 2u+1 .
ez f2 g2 0 0 0
The set of singular points S(x*) of =* : [—7, 7] x [—7, 7] — R3 is given by

S(a*) = {(u,v)|u = v} U {(0,7?), (g 3;) (7,0), <3§ g) } |

§(a*) = {(O,W), <g 37”) (7.0), <3§ g) }

By a direct calculation, we have p = —4 # 0 at py € g(mi) By Theorem 2.6, py € §(wi) is
a cross cap singular point of *. Since

the numbers of image of singular points are #a& " (S(x.)) = 2 and #x~(S(z~)) = 4. Morcover,
the set & ({(u, v)|u = v}) is boundary of the image of the surface ™ and the set ™ ({(u, v)|u =
v}) is the origin.

We put

In the case of 7 is a non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter, we consider S

singularities of the self translation surface x*.

Corollary 3.4 Let v : I — R3 be a non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter and py =
(uo,v9) € I x I. Then we have the following.
(1) po is an ST singular point of = if and only if ty(po) = 0, Kk(ug) £ K(vo)t11(po) # 0 and

7(uo)7(vo) (K (uo)? + K(ve)H)t11(po) — k(ug)k(vo)(T(ug)? + 7(vo)?) < 0.
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Figure 4: The curve v and the self translation surfaces £t and =~ in Example 3.3.

(2) po is an Sy singular point of * if and only if ta1(py) = 0 and
7 (o) 7 (vo) ((uo)* + #(v0)*)t11(po) — K(uo)r(vo) (7 (uo)® + 7(v9)?) > 0.

(3) Suppose that ug = vy, that is, py = (ug, ug). Then py is neither an ST singular point of
xm nor of .

Proof. (1) Substituting the relations (¢, m,n,a) = (1, —k,0, 1) and <Z, m,n, 62) = (1,—k,0,£1)

into the conditions of Theorem 2.10, éx*(py) and nnz*(py) are linearly independent if and only
if k(uo) £ K(vo)t11(po) # 0. Moreover, we obtain det(Hessp(po)) < 0 if and only if

7(uo) 7 (vo) (K(vo)taz(po) F k(uo)tss(po)) (K(vo)tss(po) F k(uo)taz(po))
— k(o) (vo) (T(ug) F 7(vg))* < 0.

In either case of the double signs, it is equivalent to
7(u0) 7 (vo) (k(uo)? + K (vo)?)t11(po) — k(o) k(o) (T(uo)? + 7(vp)?) < 0.
(2) By above calculation, det(Hessp(pg)) > 0 if and only if
7(uo)7 (o) (#(u0)* + K (vo)*)t11 (po) — #(uo)k(vo) (T (uo)? + 7(v9)*) > 0.

(3) Substitute py = (uo, up) into det(Hessp(pg)) above, det(Hessp(pg)) = 0 is obtained. By
Theorem 2.10, the assertion follows. O

Corollary 3.5 Under the same assumptions as in Corollary 3.4, suppose that ug # vy and
po = (ug,v9) € I x I. Then py is an Sy singular point of ™t if and only if py is an ST singular
point of x~.

Remark 3.6 The assumption of the arc-length parameter in Corollary 3.4 can be weakened
as follows: a(ug) = 1,a(vg) = £1 and a,(ug) = ay(vy) = 0, where « is the curvature of the
framed curve (7y,mn,b). The examples below use this assumption.
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Example 3.7 (1) Consider the regular curve v : I — R3 defined by

() (sinu—i—sinQu sin3u  cos2u sin2u)
u) = — , — , )
7 2v/2 6v/2 2v2 7 2¢/2

By a direct calculation, we have

i in 2 2 1 1
() = (smusm u + cos 2u —sin2u,—c052u),

V2 V2 V2

o () = (cosusin2u+25mu0052u—25in2u icosQu —isin2u)
o) = (—5sinusin2u+4cosu0052u—4(3082u —isin2u —iCOSQU).
V2 CV2 S V2

Since v'(u) x 7"(s) = (—1,sin u(1 + cos? u cos 2u), v/2 — (cos usin® 2u)/2), + is non-degenerate.
Substituting © = 0 and w = 7 into these equations give

1 1 1 V2
t(0) =t(m) = (%0 ﬁ) , n(0) =n(r)=(0,1,0), b(0) =b(n) = <_ﬁ’0’ %> )

Moreover, t11(0,m) = 1, t2;(0,7) = 0 and #33(0, 7) = 1, where ¢;; is the (4, j) entry of the frame
matrix between (v, v, 1v5) and (v, v, 12). The curvature and torsion at u = 0 and u = 7 of the
curve are

(5(0),7(0)) = (V2,=v2), (r(m), 7(n)) = (V2,V2),

respectively. Thus, x(0) + &(7)t11(0, 7) = 2¢/2 and 7(0)7(7)(k(0)? + x(7)?)t11(0, ) — x(0)x ()
(7(0)% + 7(7)?) = —16 < 0. Moreover, the curvature a of the framed curve (v, n,b) is

\/(sin usin 2u + cos 2u)? + 1
alu) = 5 .

This satisfies «(0) = a(7) = 1 and @, (0) = a,(7) = 0. By Corollary 3.4 (1) and Remark 3.6,
the translation surface ™ has an S} singular point at (0, 7).

Remark 3.8 For the curve in the above example, consider the self translation surface x~.
Then, x(0) — x(m)t11(0,7) = 0 (note that the frame matrix between (v, vy, 15) and (—v, v, 1)
and the frame matrix between (v, vy, 1) and (v, v1, 5) are the same). Thus, £~ does not have
an S singular point at (0, 7). This means that the analogue of Corollary 3.5 does not hold for
an S;" singular point.

Remark 3.9 Using the framed curves (v, vq,14) and (7,71, Vs) in Example 2.13, we can con-
struct a framed curve (7., V1., va.) such that the self translation surface =™ (u, v) = (v.(u) + Y.(v))/2
has an S] singular point at (0,1). Intuitively, we cut off small neighbourhoods of 7(0) and 5(0)
from v and 7, 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 v and self translation surface * in Example 3.7. (0,7) is an S} singular
point of 1 and the dot in the figure on the right is the point x* (0, 7).

Let a,b be sufficiently small real numbers so that a < 1 — 3b. In the following, we define
the framed curve (Ve Vi, Vo) @ [—a,1 + 0] — R?® x A with the curvatures (., me,ne, a.) by
concatenating five framed curves which will be defined later

(

(Ve» Vigs Vo) on [—a, d]
(Via,1-38]s V1[a,1—28]» V2la,1—28]) ON [, 1 — 3]
(Yer V1es Vae) = § (V1—36,1—28] Vi[1—3b,1-28]» Vo[1—3b,1—25]) o0 [1 — 3b, 1 — 20] (3)
(V1—2b,1-8]> V1[1—-2b,1-8], Vo[i—26,1—8]) ON [1 — 20,1 — b]
\( Y3, U1z, Vo) on [1 — b, 1+ 0]

Let ¢ : [—a,+a] — R be a C* function which satisfies

0} — U ( 6[—@/2,a/2])
w(u) {0 (u € [~a,a] \ (—2a/3,2a/3)).

From the general theory of manifolds, such a function exists. We define the map (7, 14, v2,) :
[—a,a] — R3 x A by

(7@7”14,07”290)(,“) = (7 cp,Vop, o gO)(U,)

By the properties of ¢, we have v,(£a) = 7(0), 7,(0) = 7(0) and ~,(u) = v(u) on [—a/2,a/2].
Moreover,

Yoult) = @' (u)yu(p(w)) = ¢ (u)alp(u))u(p(w)).

Thus, (Y, V1, V2y) : [—a, a] = R*xA'is a framed curve with the curvatures (£y,, my, ny, ) (u) =
(Lop,mop,nop aop)(u).
Let @ : [—b,b] — R be a C*° function which satisfies the following properties:

S) = {u (u € [~b/2,b/2))
0 (ue€[=bb]\ (—2b/3,2b/3)).

18



We define the map (Vz, 15, 723) @ [1 — b, 1+ b] — R? x A by
(5757 ;lfﬁv 52$)<u> = (57 © (57 gl © 957 ;2 © @)(u - 1)

By the properties of ¢, we have Y5(1+b) = 7(0), Y5(1) = 7(0), Yz(u) = 7(u) on [1—b/2,14+b/2].
Moreover,

V() = & (u—DAu(p(u — 1)) = @' (u = Da(p(u — 1) p(p(u - 1)).

Thus, (Y3, 715, Uag) : (1—b,1+b) — R3x A is a framed curve with the curvatures (Z;, mg, Ng, ag)(u)
= (anvmogaﬁogaalgoa)(u_ ]')
Let @p_sp1-25 : R = [0,1] be a C* function which satisfies

0 (u€ (—o0,1—30b])
Pli-sn -2 (1) = {1 (u € [1 — 2, ).

We define yp1 35125 : [1 —3b,1 —2b] — R? by Vii-3p,1-20) (1) = Yop(@)(1 — @p1—sp,1-20 (1)) +
(1 — b)ppr—sp1-2t)(w). Then yp_gp1-2 : [ — 3b,1 — 2b] — R? is a framed base curve (the
image of yp_3p1-25 is & point or a part of line). We denote a framed curve which has 1 _gp,1-2]
as the framed base curve (7[1,35,,1,2;,], V1[1—3b,1—2]» 1/2[1,35,,1,25,]).

Let Yig,1-34 © [@, 1—3b] — R? be the map (4,135 (1) = Y,(a) for all u € [a,1—3b]. We define a
frame (V1[q,1-3t] V2[a,1-3] s M4[a,1—38]) Of V[a,1—3¢] SUCh that it smoothly connects (11, (a), vap(a), pip(a))
and (v111-sp,1-25(1 — 3b), vop—sp1-25) (1 — 3b), ppi—sp,1-2 (1 — 3b)). See [7] for more details.

Let yj1—2p,1-8) : [1—-2b, 1—b] — R be the map vy _op1-4(u) = Y3(1-b) for allu € [1—-2b, 1-b].
We define a frame (v1p1—op1-4], Vap1—26,1-8]» 1—26,1-8]) Of Y1—26,1-¢) such that it smoothly connects
(V111,126 (1 = 3b), Va1 b1 -26) (1 = 2b), pap1—sp,1-25) (1 = 3b)) and (15(1 = b), va5(1=b), fiz(1—-b)).

We define the framed curve (v.,vie, ) @ [—a,1 + b — R® x A with the curvatures
(le, me,ne, ) by (3). By the definitions of ¢ and @, (Ce, me, N, e)(uw) = (€,m,n, a)(u)
around u = 0 and ({u, me, ne, o) (v) = (€, m,7,&)(u — 1) around v = 1. By Theorem 2.10
and Example 2.13, (0,1) € [—a,1 + b] is an S| singular point of the self translation surface
2 (1,0) = (10(0) + 70(0)),2

More generally, for framed curves (v, v1, v5) and (7, V1, s), the basic invariants of the gener-
alised framed surface (x, v, v5) where (u,v) = (7v(u) + J(v))/2 determined by the curvature
of the framed curves, types of singularities of & 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 (v,v1,10) : I — R3and (7,71, 7,) : J — R3 be framed curves with curvatures (¢, m, n, «)

and (¢,m,n,a), respectively and 7' be the frame matrix of (,11,15) and (7,71,75). Then
(.’B,I/l,l/Q) I J—>R3 XA,

x(u,v) =y(u) + 7)), r(u,v) =v1(u), va(u,v) = va(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 t35 and t3; are linearly dependent.
Proposition 4.1 Under the above notations, suppose that there exists 6 : I x J — R such that
t3a(u, v) cos O(u, v) + t31(u, v) sinf(u, v) = 0. (4)
Then (z,m,u) : I x J — R3 x A is a framed surface, where
n(u,v) = sinO(u, v)vy(u) + cos O(u, v)va(u), u(u,v) = vi(u) X vo(u) = p(u).

Proof. By a direct calculation, we have

oy (u,v) = vu(u) = a(u)p(u), z,(u,v) =7 (v) = a(v)p(v),

T, (u,v) X x,(u,v) = a(u)a(v)p(u) x (tg(u, v)vy(u) + tsa(u, v)ve(u) + t3z(u, v)u(u))
= a(u)a(v)(—ts(u, v)vy(u) + ta (u, v)vo(u)).
If we take n(u,v) = sin@(u,v)vy(u) + cosO(u,v)ve(u) and p(u,v) = vi(u) X ve(u) = p(u),

then we have x,(u,v) - n(u,v) = 0 and z,(u,v) - n(u,v) = a(u)a(v)(ts:(u,v)cosb(u,v) +
t31(u,v)sin@(u,v)) = 0. Therefore, (x,n, ) is a framed surface. O

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,m,u) : I x J — R3 x A are as follows.

(Z; Z;) <u,v>:(a(v§§%,v> &(v)(—tgg(u,v)sine(u,?))+t31(u,v)cose(u,v)))’

er i g
(62 f2 92) (,0)
(m(u) sinf(u,v) + n(u) cos O(u,v) Oy,(u,v) —L(u) n(u)sind(u,v) — m(u)cosf(u, v))
0 0, (u, v) 0 :
(

—

u,v) = n(u,v) X p(u,v) = cosB(u,v)vi(u) — sinO(u, v)ve(u). Since

x,(u,v) = a(u)p(u), x,(u,v) =a(v)p(v), we have
ay(u,v) = @ (u,v) - p(u) = alu)p(u) - p(u) = a(u)
as(u,v) = ®y(u,v) - plu) = a(v)p(v) - plu) = a(v)tss(u, v),
bi(u,v) = x,(u,v) - t(u,v) = a(u)u(u) - (cosO(u, v)vy(u) — sin O(u, v)va(u)) = 0,
bo(u,v) = @y (u,v) - t(u,v) = a@(v)(—tsa(u, v) sin O(u, v) + tz1(u, v) cosO(u,v)).
Moreover,

1y, (u, v) = 0, (u, v) cos O(u, v)vy(u) + sin 0(u, v) (C(u)ve(u) + m(u)u(u))
— Ou(u,v) sin O(u, v)va(u) + cos O(u, v)(—l(uw)vy(u) + n(u)u(u))
= (0u(u,v) — l(u))(cos O(u, v)vy(u) — sin O(u, v)va(u))
+ (m(u) sinO(u, v) + n(u) cos O(u, v)),
1, (u,v) = 0,(u,v)(cosO(u, v)r(u) — sin O(u, v)va(u)),
ty(u,v) = — (Ou(u,v) — £(u))(cos O(u, v)ve(u) — sin O(u, v)vy(u))
+ (m(u) cosO(u,v) — n(u) sinf(u, v))p(u),
t,(u,v) = — 0,(u,v)(cosO(u,v)va(u) + sin O(u, v)vi(u)),
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we have

e1(u,v) = ny(u,v) - p(u) = m(u)sinO(u, v) + n(u) cos6(u, v),
fi(u,v) = ny(u,v) - t(u,v) = 0,(u,v) — £(u),

ea(u,v) = ny(u,v) - p(u) =0,

fa(u,v) = ny(u,v) - t(u,v) = 6,(u,v),

g1(u,v) = —t,(u,v) - p(u) =n(u)sin@(u, v) — m(u) cos 6(u,v),
02(,0) = — t(u,0) - u(w) = 0.

O

By using Proposition 4.2, we have the curvature C' = (JI', K¥' HT') of the framed surface
(x,n, un), see Appendix B.

JE(u,v) = a(u)a(v) (—tse(u,v) sin O(u, v) + ts; (u,v) cosO(u,v)),
K*(u,v) = 0,(u,v) (m(u) sin 0(u, v) + n(u) cosO(u,v)),

HY (u,v) = —% {a(uw)b,(u,v) — a(v)tss(u,v)(0,(u,v) — l(u)) — a(v)(m(u)sinO(u, v)+
n(u) cos O(u,v))(—tse(u,v)sinf(u, v) + ts1(u,v) cosO(u,v))} .

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

Lemma 4.3 Let (v,v1,15) : I — R3 x A and (3,71,0%) : J — R3 x A be framed curves
with curvatures (¢, m,n,a) and (Z, m,n,a), respectively. Suppose that there exists 0 : I x J —
R such that tsa(u,v) cosf(u,v) + t31(u,v)siné(u,v) = 0. Let py = (ug,vo) be a point with
w(ug) X fi(vg) = 0. The following relational equations hold.

(1) m(ug)sinb(po) + n(ug) cosé(py) = 0.

(2) —(m(vo)t12(po) + 12(vo)t22(po)) cos B(po) — (M(vo)t1(po) + n(vo)ta1(po)) sinb(po) = 0.

(3)

((ug)n(ug) + muy(ug) — 2n(ug)By(po)) sin 6(po)
+ (—(ug)m(ug) + ny(ug) + 2m(ug)bu(po)) cosb(po) = 0.

v0)t11(Po) + 1(vo)ta1(Po)) + Ou(Po)m(uo)tss(po) } cos O(po)
— {(£(uo) = 0u(po))(m(vo)tia(po) + n(vo)taa(po)) + 0, (po)n(uo)tss(po) } sin 6(po) = 0.
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(6)

{3(0uupo)m(uo) + O (po)mu(uo)) — £(uo)mu (o) + 1y (tio) — 26, (uo)m(uo) } cos B(po)
— {3(0uu(p0)n(u0) + 0u(po)nu(ug)) — £(ug)ny(uo) — My (ug) — %U(uo)n(uo)} sinf(py) = 0.

(7)
{(€u(uo) +m(uo)n(uo) = Buu(po)) (M (vo)ti1 (po) + 72 (vo)ta1 (po))
+ (6o (Po)(g( o)1 (Uo) + 1, (U0) ) 4 2600 (Do) (u0) )ts3(Po) } cos B(po)
— {( (uo)n (o) — buu(po)) (M (vo)ti2(po) + 12(vo)t22(po))
+ (6, (Po)( U(u 0) (1) + 1 (t0)) + 2600 (po)12(10) ) t33(po) } sin B(po) = 0.
(8)

{ (20,0 (o) (v0) — (gﬁvo)ﬁ(vo) My (00)) (0w (po) — €(uo)))t12(po)
+ (2000 (po) () + (L(vo)M(vo) + T (v0)) (Bu(Po) — £(u0)))t22(Po) — Buw (Po)1(u0)tss(po) } cos B(po)
— {200 (po)(v0) — ((v0)7i(v0) — 71 (v0)) (Bu(p0) — £(110)))t11 (po)
(v

+ (200(p0)i(v0) + ((v)(v) + 71, (1)) (B (p0) — £(110)) )21 (po)
— By (po)m(uo)tss(po) } sin 6(py) = 0.

) (€(vo)7i(v) — 7ty (v0)) = Buw (Po) (o)) 11 (po)

+ (Lu(v0)7(v0) = My () + 2(v0) 0 (v0) Jaa (po)
(€{vo ) (v0) + Ty (Vo)) + Bu (p0)7(v0) 21 (o)

Lo (0) 1 (v0) + Tiuw (v9) + 20(v0 )ity (v0) /22 (po) } cos B(po)
+ {(ZJ(UO)”(UO) Moy (Vo) + QQ(UO)nv(Uo))tl (po)
— 30, (po) (£(v0) i (v0) — (1)) — Buw(p0) 2(v0) Y12 (o)
— (£u(v0) (V) + Tiuw (v0) + 26(v9) T (v9) a1 (o)
+3(0,(po) (£(v0)(v0) + 7 (v0)) + Bu (p0) i (v0) )t22(po) } sin O(py) = 0.

|
—
4
(=)

Proof. By differentiating t3(u, v) cos 0(u, v) +ts1(u, v) sin f(u,v) = 0 from the first to the third
order, we obtain the above equations. O

Corollary 4.4 Under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.3, suppose that v : I — R3 and
5 J — R? are non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter.

(1) sinf(pog) = 0,cos8(py) = £1.
t12(po) = 0.

u(Po) = 7(

(v0) (7 (uo) — bu(po))t11(po) + 0 (po)k(uo)tss(po) = 0.
7 (vo)t22(po) + 2t11(po)0u(po) = 0.

30 (po)k(u) + %T(uo)/ﬁu(uo) — 27, (ug)k(ug) = 0.

3 UO)/Q
4
by

(2
(
(
(
(6

)
) 0
) R
)
)
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(7) & (vo)t11(Po) (Buu(po) — Tulto)) — (Bu(po)ru(uo) 4 20us (po)r(uo))tss(po) =

(8) (20u(po)%(v0) + Fo(v0) (Ou(po) — 7(u0)))t11(po) — Ouw(po)k(uo)tss(po) =

(9) 3(0u(po)Ro(vo) + o (po)K(v0) )11 (po) + (Tu(vo)K(vo) + 27 (o) Ko (v ))tzz(po) 0.
Proof. Since 7 and 7 are non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter, then the curvatures
of v and 7 are given by (¢,m,n,«) = (1, —k,0, 1) and (E m,n,a) = (7, —k,0,1). By calculating
(¢,m,n,a) and (Z, m,n,a) in the equation in Lemma 4.3 as (7, —k,0,1) and (7, —~,0,1), we

obtain the above equations. O

The discriminant function (or, the signed area density function) A : [ x J — R is given by
AMu,v) = det(x,, x,,n)(u,v)
= ((xy X x,) - M) (u,v)
= a(u)a(v) (—tsa(u,v) sin O(u, v) + t31(u,v) cos O(u,v)) .

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

(1) a(ug) # 0, a(vo) # 0, u(uo) x f(ve) = 0,
(1) a(ug) =0, afvo) # 0, p(uo) x p(ve) =0,
() a(uo) # 0, a(ve) =0, p(uo) x i(vo) =0,
(IV) a(ug) =0, a(vg) =0, u(ug) x u(vg) = 0.

4.1 (I) The case of a(uy) # 0,a(vy) # 0, u(ug) X f(vg) =0
We may take the discriminant function (or, the signed area density function) as A : I x J — R,
A(u,v) = —tso(u,v) sin@(u, v) + ts31(u, v) cos f(u, v)
(cf. Appendix C). By a direct calculation and Lemma 4.3, we have
Ay (u,v) = (U(u)tsr (u, v) — n(u)tss(u,v)) sin6(u, v)
+ (0(u)tse(u, v) + m(u)tss(u,v)) cos(u,v),
Ay (u,v) = (m(v)tie(u, v) + n(v)taa(u,v)) sin O(u, v)
— (m(v)t11(u, v) + n(v)te (u,v)) cos B(u, v)

and
Au(po) = tas(po)(—n(ug) sin O(po) + m(ug) cos(po)),
Ay(po) = (m(vo)t12(po) + n(vo)t2a(po)) sin 6(po)
— (m(vo)t11(po) + n(vo)tar(po)) cos O(po).-
Moreover,
Auu(po) = ts3(po) (—nu(uo) sin 0(po) + mu(ug) cos 0(po)),

Auv(pO) =0, _ _
Ay (po) = (M (vo) — f(@)ﬁ(vo))tm(po) + (N (v0) + £(vo)m(vo))taz(po)) sin 6(po)
— (o (vo) — £(vo)i(v) t11 (po) + (7o (vo) + L(vo) i (vo))ta1 (po)) cos B(pp).
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Theorem 4.5 Under the assumptions (1), we have the following.
(A) Suppose that py is a non-degenerate singular point of x.
) po is a cuspidal edge of x if and only if

(1

(20)8,(po) — a(vo)ts3(po) (Ou(po) — (o)) # 0,

a(vg)(—n(ug) sin 0(pg) + m(ug) cosO(po))—

(o) { (M (vo)t12(po) + 12(vo)taa(po)) sin O(po) — (m(vo)ti1(po) + n(vo)tan(po)) cos B(po) } # 0.

o

N

e

(2) Suppose that ay,(u) =0 and a,(v) =0 for all (u,v) € I x J. Then py is a swallowtail of
x if and only if

(10)0u(po) — a(vo)tss(po)(Ou(po) — £(uo)) # 0,
(vo) (—n(uo) sin B(po) + m(ug) cosd(po))—

(uo) {(m(vo)t12(po) + n(vo)ta2(po)) sin6(po) — (M (vo)t11(po) + n(vo)tai(po)) cosO(po)} = 0,
(0 (v0) — C(vo)Ti(uo) tr2(po) + (7w (vo) + £(v0) (o) )22 (Po) — 1 (110)ts3(po) ) sin O(po)

— (((v0) — £(v0)i(uo) )11 (po) + (7w (v0) + L) (o) a1 (Po) + 1m0 (uo)ta3(po)) cos B(po) # 0.

QR

2

(3) Suppose that ay,(u) =0 and a,(v) =0 for all (u,v) € I x J. Then py is a cuspidal cross
cap of x if and only if

a(vg)(—n(ug) sin@(po) + m(ug) cos@(po))—
a(uo)((m(vo)ti2(po) + n(vo)taa(po)) sinf(po) — (Mm(vo)ti1(po) + n(vo)tai(po)) cosB(po)) # 0,
a(u0)8y(po) — a(vo)tss(po)(0u(po) — £(ug)) = 0,

@

(1) (Buw (1o, vo) (M (v0)t12(po) + 1(vo)t22(po)) sin 6(po)

— (m(vo)t11(po) + n(vo)ta1(po)) cos O(po))

— Buu(po)tss(po) (—n(uo) sin6(po) + m(uo) cos 6(po)))

— a(v0)t33(Po) (Ouu(po) (M (v0)t12(po) + 7(v0)t22(po)) sin 6(po)
— (m(vo)t11(po) + n(vo)ta1(po)) cos O(po))

— Ouw(po)tas(po)(—n(ug) sin 6(po) + m(ug) cos O(po))

— Ly (o) ((M(vo)ti2(po) + n(vo)taa(po)) sin 6(po)

— (m(vo)t11(po) + n(vo)ta1(po)) cosb(po))) # 0.

(B) Suppose that pg is a degenerate singular point of @, that is, Ay,(po) = Ay(po) = 0. Then
po 18 neither cuspidal lips nor cuspidal beaks.

Proof.  (A) Suppose that A,(py) # 0. In the case of A,(py) # 0, we can also prove by the
similar calculations, we omit it.

(1) There exists u : J — R such that A(u(v),v) = 0 around py. Since the singular set of
x is S(x) = {(u(v),v) € I x J}, the singular curve is given by § : (J,v9) — (I x J,pg). Since
JE(u(t),t) = K (u(t),t) = 0 and

1

H" (u(t),t) = —g ta(u(t)fu(u(t), t) — alt)tss(u(t), t)(0u(u(t),t) — £(u(t)))},

24



x is a front if and only if a(u)6,(po) — a(vo)tss(po)(6u(po) — €(uo)) # 0 by Proposition B.4. By
dx|se = a(u(t))p(u(t))du 4 a(t)tss(u(t), t)u(u(t))dv, we can take a null vector field n(u,v) =
—a(v)tsz(u,v)0/0u + a(u)d/dv. It follows that

nA(po) = — a(vo)(—n(uo) sin 8(po) + m(ug) cos O(po))+
a(ug) {(m(vo)ti2(po) + n(vo)taz(po)) sin O(po) + (M (vo)t11(po) + 1(vo)tai(po)) cosB(po)} -

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

(2) By using Lemma 4.3 and a direct calculation, we have nmA(pg) = Auu(po) + Avu(po) at
po. By the criterion of the swallowtail, we have the assertion.

(3) By a direct calculation, we have

(0 6)(t) = (alt)u'(t) + a(t)tss(u(t), ) u(t),
(5(75)) sin 6(5(¢))v1(0(t)) 4 cos 0(0(2))v2(6(1)),
dn(n) = {a(t)tss(0(2))(0u(5(t)) — €(u(t))) — a(u(t))0u(5(¢))} cos O((E) v (u(t))
+ {a(®)ts3(5(2))(—0u(0(2)) + L(u(?))) + a(u(t))0,(5(t))} sin O(5())va(u(t))
+ a(t)ts3(0(¢)) (m(u(t)) sin0((t)) + m(u(t)) cos 0(5(t))) u(u(t)).
Therefore

dx(t) = det((x 0 d)',mod,dn(n))(t)
= (au(®)u'(t) + a(t)tss(0(1))) {a(t)ta(9(2)) (0u(6(t)) — £(u(t))) — a(u(t))u(6())} -
By ¢x(to) = 0, ¢ (to) # 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(ug) = n(ug) = m(vo) = n(vy) =
0. By a direct calculation, we have

det(HessA(p)) = det (QZZEZ)
= t33(po) (— 7w (uo) sin O(po) + ma(ug) cos B(py))
{(70, (v0) 12 (po) + T (v0)z2(po)) sin 8(po) — (i, (v0)t11 (po) + o (v} (po)) cos 8(po)}
If det(HessA(p)) # 0, then 6,(py) — ¢(up) = 0 and 0,(py) = 0 using Lemma 4.3 (7) and (8). It

follows that @ is not a front. Hence, pg is neither cuspidal lips nor cuspidal beaks. O

Corollary 4.6 Under the assumptions (I), suppose that v : [ — R® and 5 : J — R3 are
non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter and py is a non-degenerate singular point of
x.

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

7(uo)(K(uo) — K(vo)t11(po)) # 0, K(uo) + K(vo)t11(po) # 0.
(2) po s a swallowtail of m if and only if
7(uo) (K(uo) — K(vo)t11(po)) # 0, 5(uo) + K(vo)t11(po) = 0, —Ku(uo)tss(po) + Ko(vo)t11(po) # 0.
(3) po is a cuspidal cross cap of @ if and only if
)

(o) (K(uo) — K(vo)ti1(po)) = 0, k(ug) + K(vo)ti1(po) 7# 0, —ku(uo)tss(po) + Ko(vo)ti1(po) # 0.
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Proof. Since 7y and 7 are non-degenerate curves with arc-length parameter, then the curvatures
of v and 7 are given by (¢, m,n,a) = (1, —k,0,1) and (E m,n,a) = (7, —k,0,1). By calculating
(¢,m,n,a) and (Z m,n,a) in the equations in Theorem 4.5 as (7, —k, 0, 1) and (7, —&, 0, 1) and
using Corollary 4.4, we obtain the results. a

Remark 4.7 If a(ug) = a(vg) = 0 and p(ug) x i(vg) # 0, then the translation framed base
surface & never have swallowtail singular points [10].

4.2 (II) The case of a(uy) = 0,a(vy) # 0, u(ug) X ww(vg) =0

By a direct calculation, we have
AMu,v) = a(u)a(v) (—tsz(u,v) sinO(u, v) + t31(u, v) cosO(u, v)),
Au(u,v) = Ozu( Ja(v) (—tsa(u, v) sin@(u, v) + ts1(u, v) cos §(u, v))
a(u)a(v) (—tsa(u,v) sinO(u, v) + ts1(u, v) cos(u,v)),, ,
Ao(u,v) = ( ), (v) (—t32(u, v) sinO(u, v) + t31(u, v) cosO(u, v)
+ a(u)a(v) (—tse(u, v) sinO(u, v) + t31(u, v) cos O(u,v)), .
By a(ug) = 0, ts2(po) = ta1(po) = 0, we have Ay (po) = Ao(po) = 0. It follows that py is a

degenerate singular point of  and rank dx = 1 at py.

Theorem 4.8 Under the assumptions (I1), we have the following.
(1) po is never a cuspidal lips of x.
(2) po is a cuspidal beaks of x if and only if

0u(po) — L(ug) # 0, au(ug) # 0, —n(ug)sin@(po) + m(ug) cosB(py) # 0
and (m(vo)t12(po) + 1 (vo)taz(po)) sin 0(po) — (m(vo)t1r(po) + n(vo)tar (po)) cos O(po) 7# 0.

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

Auu(Po) = 20, (o) a(vo)t33(po) (—n(uo) sin 6(po) + m(uo) cosb(po)),
Auv(Po) = au (o) a(vo) ((M(vo)t12(po) + (vo)taz(po)) sin f(po)

— (m(vo)t11(po) + (vo)ta1(po)) cos O(po)),
Avo(Po) = 0.

Therefore, we have
det(HessA(po)) = —aw(uo)*a(vo)? ((m(vo)t12(po) + 7(vo)t2(po)) sin 6 (po)

= (T(0)tas(po) + 7i(v0)ta(po)) cos 0(po))
and hence det(HessA(p)) < 0. It follows that pg is never a cuspidal lips of .
(2) By the proof of (1), det(HessA(py)) < 0 if and only if o, (u) # 0 and

(m(vo)t12(po) + 72(vo)t22(po)) sin 0(po) — (m(vo)t11(po) + n(vo)ta1(po)) cos B(po) 7# 0.
Since dx,, = &(vo)tss(po)p(uo)dv, we have n = 0/0u. It follows that nmA(py) = Auu(po)-
Therefore, nnA(po) # 0 if and only if a,(ug) # 0 and —n(ug)sin (pg) + m(ug) cosb(py) # 0.
Moreover, by Proposition 4.2 and under the same assumptions as in Lemma 4.3, we have
KT (py) =0 and HT (pg) = —(1/2)a(vo)t33(po)(0u(po) — €(ug)). Therefore,  to be a front near
po if and only if 6, (py) — ¢(ug) # 0. O
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4.3 (III) The case of a(uy) # 0,a(vg) = 0, u(up) X fa(vg) =0

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

Theorem 4.9 Under the assumptions (I11), we have the following.
(1) po is never a cuspidal lips of x.
(2) po is a cuspidal beaks of x if and only if

0u(po) # 0, @,(vg) # 0, —n(ug)siné(po) + m(ug) cosO(py) # 0
and (m(vo)ti2(po) + 1(vo)t22(po)) sin 6(po) — (M (vo)t11(po) + 1(vo)ta1(po)) cos O(po) # 0.

Remark 4.10 If a(ug) = a(vy) = 0 and p(ug) x @(vg) # 0, then the translation framed base
surface & never have cuspidal beaks singular points [10].

4.4 (IV) The case of a(uy) =0, a(vg) = 0, u(ug) x w(vg) =0

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

Theorem 4.11 Under the assumptions (IV), po is never a D -singular point of .

Proof. By a direction calculation, we have Ay, (po) = 0, Auy(po) = 0 and A\, (po) = 0. Therefore,

we have HessA(py) = 0. Hence, py is never a Di-singular point of . O

Remark 4.12 If a(ug) = a(vg) = 0 and p(ug) X fa(vg) # 0, then the translation framed base
surface  may have D -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 (y,v,10) : I — R? x A is a framed curve if 4(t) - v1(t) = 0 and
A(t) - va(t) = 0 for all t € I. We say that v : I — R? is a framed base curve if there exists
(v1,19) : I — A such that (v, v, 1») is a framed curve.

We denote pu(t) = v1(t) x vo(t). Then {v(t), vo(t), u(t)} is a moving frame along the framed
base curve y(t) in R? and we have the Frenet type formula,

V1 (%) 0 ot)  m(t) 1 (t)
nt) | = —@w 0 nw || w |, 0= a0,
jlt) —m(t) —n(t) 0 p(t)

where £(t) = vy (t) - vo(t), m(t) = vi(t) - u(t),n(t) = va(t) - u(t) and a(t) = A(t) - u(t). We call
the mapping (¢, m,n,«) the (framed) curvature of the framed curve (vy,v1,12). Note that ¢y is
a singular point of v if and only if a(ty) = 0.
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Suppose that v : I — R3? is a regular space curve, that is, §(¢) # 0 for all ¢ € I, where
A(t) = (dv/dt)(t). We say that v is non-degenerate, or ~y satisfies the non-degenerate condition
if 4(t) x 4(t) # 0 for all t € I.

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

H(5) = 7/(9). m(s) = o ) = t(5) x ),

where 7/(s) = (dv/ds)(s). Then {t(s),n(s),b(s)} is a moving frame of v(s) and we have the
Frenet-Serret formula:

t'(s) 0 k(s) 0 t(s)
n'(s) | = —k(s) 0 7(s) n(s) |,
b'(s) 0 —7(s) 0 b(s)

where

H(S) = |7//(S)|’ T(S) _ det(’}/’(s);{z:i)s)’,y///(s)).

The relation between framed curve and non-degenerate curve is as follows. Suppose that 7 is a
non-degenerate curve with arc-length parameter and the curvature x and the torsion 7. Then
(7v,mn,b) is a framed curve with curvature (¢, m,n,a) = (1,—k,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, Ny, Ny) : U — R3 x A be a smooth mapping and U be a simply connected domain in
R?. We denote v = &, X Ty.

Definition B.1 We say that (z, N, No) : U — R3 x A is a generalised framed surface if there
exist smooth functions A, B : U — R such that v(u,v) = A(u,v)Ni(u,v) + B(u,v)Ny(u,v) for
all (u,v) € U. We say that & : U — R3 is a generalised framed base surface if there exists
(N1, No) : U — A such that (a, Ny, Ns) is a generalised framed surface.

We denote Ns(u,v) = Ni(u,v) X Na(u,v). Then {Ny(u,v), Na(u,v), N3(u,v)} is a moving
frame along x(u,v) and we have the following systems of differential equations:

LTy _ (W1 bi ¢ %1
L,y a9 b2 Co Nz ’

Ny, 0 er fi N, Ny, 0 es  fo N,
Noy|=|-e1 0 @ No|, | Noy | =[—-e2 0 g Ny |,
N3, -fi =1 O N3 N3, —fa —g2 O N3

where a;, b;, ¢;, e;, fi, 9; - U — R, i = 1,2 are smooth functions with a1b, — asb; = 0. We call the
functions basic invariants of the generalised framed surface. We denote the above matrices by
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G, F1, Fa, respectively. We also call the matrices (G, Fi, Fa) basic invariants of the generalised
framed surface (x, N1, No). By definition, we have

A(u,v) = det (bl(u,v) cl(u,v)) , B(u,v) = —det (al(u,v) cl(u,v)) :
bo(u,v) ca(u,v) as(u,v) co(u,v)

Since the integrability conditions x,, = x,, and Fo, — F1, = Fi1Fo — FoF1, 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 (z,m,8): U — R3 x A be a smooth mapping.

Definition B.2 We say that (z,n,s) : U — R? x A is a framed surface if @, (u,v) - n(u,v) =
T, (u,v) - n(u,v) = 0 for all (u,v) € U, where x,(u,v) = (O0x/0u)(u,v) and x,(u,v) =
(Ox/Ov)(u,v). We say that x : U — R? is a framed base surface if there exists (n,s) : U — A
such that (z,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) X 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:

(5) = ) (2)

n, 0 er f n mn, 0 ea  fo n
Sy = —€1 0 g1 S s Sy = —€9 O go S s
t, -fi =g O t t, —fa —g2 O t

where a;,b;,¢;, fi,9; - 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, Fi, Fo, respectively.
We also call the matrices (G, F1, Fa) basic invariants of the framed surface (x,n,s). Note
that (u,v) is a singular point of @ if and only if det G(u,v) = 0. We define the curvature
CF = (J¥, K¥, HY) of the framed surface (x,n,s) by

F a; b F er fi F 1 ar fi by e
J det (az b2) , det (62 fz) , 5 {det <a2 1, det by e

Since the integrability conditions x,, = x,, and Fy, —F1, = 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 (z, Ny, No) : U — R® X A be a generalised framed surface with
V= ANl + BN2
(1) If © is a framed base surface, then the functions A and B are linearly dependent.

(2) Suppose that the set of reqular points of @ 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® x A be a framed surface and p € U.
(1) Suppose that rank(dx) = 1 at p. Then (x,n) : U — R3 x S? is a Legendre immersion
around p if and only if HY (p) # 0.
(2) Suppose that rank(dz) = 0 at p. Then (x,n) : U — R3 x S? is a Legendre immersion
around p if and only if K¥(p) # 0.

C Criterion for singularities

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

If a map-germ f : (R?,0) — (R3,0) satisfies rank dfy = 1, the singular point 0 is called
corank one. If f: (R% 0) — (R3 0) has a corank one singular point at 0, then there exist vector
fields (£,7n) near the origin such that dfy(ny) = 0 and &, ny € TyR? are linearly independent.
We define a function ¢ : (R?,0) — R by ¢ = det(¢f,nf,mmf), where (g : (R?,0) — (R3,0) is
the directional derivative of a vector valued function g by a vector field (.

We say that a singular point p of a mapping « : U — R? is a cross cap Sy (respectively,
Chen Matsumoto Mond +, Chen Matsumoto Mond — singular point S5 if z is A-equivalent,
that is, equivalent by diffeomorphisms of the source and of the target to the map germ (u,v) —
(u,uv,v?) (respectively, (u,v) — (u,v? v(u® £ v?)))) at p (see [15]). In [16], K.Saji gave the
criteria for ST singular points.

Theorem C.1 ([16]) Let = : (R? 0) — (R? 0) be a map-germ and 0 be a corank 1 singular
point.

(1) @ at 0 is a cross cap Sy singular point if and only if o # 0 at 0, that is, dp # 0 at 0.

(2) & at 0 is a S singular point if and only if p has a critical point at 0, det(Hessp(0)) < 0
and two vectors £x(0) and nma(0) are linearly independent.

(3) @ at 0 is a Sy singular point if and only if v has a critical point at 0 and det(Hessp(0)) >
0. Here, Hessp(0) means the Hessian matriz of ¢ at 0.

We introduce cuspidal edges, swallowtails and cuspidal cross caps which are known as the
generic singular points of a frontal from R? to R3. We say that a singular point p of a mapping
x : U — R is a cuspidal edge (respectively, swallowtail or cuspidal cross cap) if x is A-
equivalent to the map germ (u,v) — (u, v, v®) (respectively, (u,v) — (u,4v> + 2uv, 3v* 4 uv?)
or (u,v) = (u,v* uv3)) at p.

We recall the criteria for singular points of frontals stated in [5, 14] (see also, [12]). Let
x : U — R? be the frontal of a Legendre surface (z,n). We define a function A : U — R by
AMu,v) = det(xy, x,, n)(u,v) where (u,v) is a coordinate system on U. We call the function
A a discriminant function (or, a signed area density function). When a singular point p of @
is non-degenerate, that is, dA(p) # 0, there exists a smooth parametrisation § : (—¢,&) — U,
9(0) = p of the singular set S(x). We call the curve ¢ the singular curve of . Moreover,
there exists a smooth vector field n(t) along (t) satisfying that 7(¢) generates ker dzsy). Now
we define a function ¢g : (—,6) — R by ¢g(t) = det((x 0 d)',n 0 d,dn(n))(t) where n is a
normal vector field of & which does not have zero points. By using these notations, we have
the following theorem.

Theorem C.2 ([5, 14]) Let (z,n) : U — R® x S? be a Legendre surface and p € U be a
non-degenerate singular point of . Then the following assertions hold.
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(1) If n\(p) # 0, then x to be a front near p if and only if ¢x(0) # 0 holds.

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

(3) The map germ x at p is a swallowtail if and only if T to be a front near p and n\(p) =0
and mA(p) # 0 hold.

(4) The map germ x at p is a cuspidal cross cap if and only if n\(p) # 0, ¢x(0) = 0 and
¢ (0) # 0 hold.

Here, n\ : U — R means the directional derivative of \ by the vector field 7, where 1 is an
extended vector field of n to U.

We consider cuspidal lips, cuspidal beaks and Df-singular points. They are known as the
generic singular points of one-parameter families of fronts (see [2]). Let x : (U,p) — R3 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) — (3u? + 2u?v? u? + uv?, v) (respectively, (u,v) — (3u? — 2uv? ud — wv? v)).
Moreover, we call p is a D} singular point (respectively, a D) singular point) if z is A-equivalent
to the map germ (u,v) — (uv, v+ 3v?, u?v +v?) (respectively, (u,v) — (uv,u* —3v? v?v —v?))
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? 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(dz(p)) = 1 and
det(HessA(p)) > 0.
(2) The germ of the front x at p is a cuspidal beaks if and only if rank(dz(p)) = 1,
det(HessA(p)) < 0 and nmmA(p) # 0.

The criteria for Df singular points are given by K.Saji in [17].

Theorem C.4 ([17]) Let = : (R% 0) — (R3,0) be a front and (x,n) its Legendrean lift. The
germ x at 0 is a D} singular point (respectively, Dy 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(HessA(0)) < 0 (respectively, det(HessA(0)) > 0).
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