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EXPLICIT ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS DEFINING THE IMAGES
OF WAVE-FRONT SINGULARITIES

K. SAJI, M. UMEHARA, AND K. YAMADA

ABSTRACT. We give explicit real-analytic functions whose zero sets char-
acterize the images of the standard maps of wave-front singularities. Such
functions are realizations of the main-analytic sets in the sense of Ishikawa-
Koike-Shiota (1984). More concretely, a subset of Euclidean space is called a
global main-analytic set if it can be described, up to a set of smaller Hausdorff
dimension, as part of the zero set of a single real-analytic function, referred
to as its main-analytic function.

In this paper, we propose a general framework for constructing main-
analytic functions by a method based on explicit resultant computations.
In particular, we provide explicit formulas for the main-analytic functions
associated with the standard maps of wave-front singularities of types A, D
and FE.

INTRODUCTION

Main-analyticity, introduced in a variant form by Ishikawa—Koike-Shiota [5],
provides a useful framework for describing geometric images that are globally
determined by the zero set of a single real-analytic function. A subset S C R" is
called a global main-analytic set if there exists a real-analytic function © on R"™
whose zero set Z(0O) contains S, has the same Hausdorff dimension as S, and
differs from S only in a subset of strictly smaller Hausdorff dimension. Such a
O is called a main-analytic function for S.

Ishikawa—-Koike-Shiota [5] gave a criterion ensuring the existence of main-
analytic functions for the critical value sets of proper real-analytic maps. More-
over, Appendix D of this paper gives a useful criterion for main-analyticity of
images of polynomial maps. Consequently, many images arising naturally in
singularity theory are expected to be global main-analytic sets.

Morin singular points are the corank one stable singularities (cf. [8]). A useful
criterion for Morin singular points is given in [8]. We first show the following as
a demonstration of our method:

Theorem 0.1. Let h: R™ — R" (1 < m <5 < n) be the standard map defining
a Morin singularity. Then h is proper and the inverse image h™'(x) is finite.
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Moreover, one can explicitly construct a main-analytic function showing that the
image h(R™) is a global main-analytic set in R™.

The restriction m < 5 is expected to be unnecessary, but our present tech-
niques do not allow a proof in full generality.

Simple singularities of ADE type play a central role in the geometry of wave-
fronts and their discriminants. Arnol’d [1] classified simple critical points of
analytic functions via the ADE Dynkin diagrams. Saito [7] showed that the
orbit space of a finite reflection group carries a canonical flat structure that
naturally corresponds to the base of the semi-universal deformation of a simple
singularity. Looijenga [6] studied the topology and real-analytic geometry of the
discriminant, relating it to the reflection representation via the period map.

The main part of this paper concerns wave-front singularities of types A, D,
and F. Each of these can be realized as the image

S = fR*) C R,

where f is a standard polynomial map determined by a generating family. The
complexification fC : CF-1 — C* satisfies

FECh) ={As =0},

where Ag is the canonical discriminant polynomial, which is known to be square-
free. Moreover, its real zero set Zc(Ag) NRF has real singular locus of codi-
mension at least two, by a result of Looijenga [6]. Hence Ag is a main-analytic
function for f(R*~1). For type A, the explicit form of Ag has long been known.
For type D, by contrast, to the best of our knowledge, no explicit formula has
been written in the canonical coordinates on R* as the target space of the im-
age of the standard map. Our main result provides such formulas using a new
method based on resultant computations with small primes.

Theorem 0.2. Let h : R¥=1 — R* be a standard map defining a wave-front
singularity of type A, D, or E. Then there exist explicit polynomials A*(v)
and B*(v) in one variable v, depending polynomially on x € RF, such that a
main-analytic function © of h(RF~1) in R¥ is given by

_ Res,(A*(v), B*(v))
r(x)? ’

where 7(x) € R[x]. Moreover, the polynomial © € R[x| agrees with the discrim-
inant polynomial Ag, up to a nonzero scalar.

When £ is of type A or D, one may take r(x) := 1 and B*(v) := dA*(v)/dv,
so that © is, up to a constant, the discriminant of A*(v). For the cases Eg, E7,
and Fg, the factor r(x) is nontrivial.

If one is interested only in proving that h(R¥~!) is a global main-analytic set
without writing down an global main-analytic function explicitly, the criterion
of Appendix D applies effectively, especially in the E-type cases.

O(x)

Section 1 recalls preliminaries, including localization of main-analyticity and
standard maps of singularities. Section 2 treats Morin singularities. Sections 3
and 4 handle the A- and D-types, while Sections 5-7 deal with the Fg, F7, and
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Fg cases. Appendices A—D discuss resultants, dimension estimates for common
zero sets of polynomials, a unified treatment of the E-types, and the criterion
for main-analyticity of polynomial maps.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Consider a proper real analytic map hg : (R¥,0) — (R!,0), (k < ) where o
is the origin of R* and 0 is the origin of R!. We think of hg as the “standard
map” of a singular point o.

Definition 1.1. We consider the map
hs : RE X R™ % 5 (x,y) = (hs(x),y,0) € Rl x RmF x Rn=i=m+k — g
called the suspension of the map hg, where k < m, [ <n.

Proposition 1.2. If hg(R¥) is a global main-analytic set, then so is iLS(Rk X
Rm—k)‘

Proof. In fact, the main-analytic function ©j  of hs(RF x R™*) is given by
0, (x,y,2) = Ons(x)* + [z*  (ze RV,

where Oy, is the main-analytic function for the image of hg and
n—l—m+k
2= Y lal
i=1
O

Definition 1.3. Let X™ be a real-analytic m-manifold. A real-analytic map f :
X™ — R"™ (m < n), is called an m-dimensional real analytic map if rank df = m
on a dense open subset of X™,

The following fact is useful.

Proposition 1.4. If f : X™ — R" is an m-dimensional real analytic map, then
f(X™) has Hausdorff dimension m.

Proof. Indeed, by definition there exists a nonempty open subset U C X™ on
which f is a real-analytic embedding, and so it preserves Hausdorff dimension.
Hence

dimy f(X™) > dimyg f(U) =m,

while the local Lipschitz property of f implies dimg f(X™) < m. O
Definition 1.5. Let f: X™ — R"™ (m < n) be an m-dimensional real analytic

map. We say that a point p € X™ is a singular point of f modeled on hg if there
exist local real analytic diffeomorphisms

p: (R xR™E (0,0)) = (X™,p), ¥:(R,0)— (R",f(p))
such that
(11) \Ijil OfOQO(X,y) = BS(X7Y)
holds for each point (x,y) lying in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin

of R™,
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We can localize the property of “main-analyticity” as follows:

Fact 1.6 (cf. [4]). Let h: R™ — R™ (m < n) be an m-dimensional real analytic
map such that h=1(h(0)) = {0} and h(R™) is a global main-analytic set of R™.
Let f : X™ — R™ be an m-dimensional real analytic map and pg € X™ a
singular point of f modeled on h. If we fix a neighborhood W of pg, then there
exist

a neighborhood U of xy,
an open neighborhood Q(C R™) of f(xo),
a real analytic function F: Q — R, and
a subset L of Q satisfying dimg (L) < m
such that
(1) (flu)~(f(w0)) = {wo}, and
(2) V = (flu)"1(Q) satisfies Z(F) = f(V)UL and fV)NL = @. In
particular, f(V) is a global main-analytic set of Q.

Remark 1.7. In [4], an m-image-analytic point is defined to be a point py €
X satisfying conditions (1) and (2) of Fact 1.6. As shown in [4], if an m-
dimensional real analytic map f: X — R™ (m < n) satisfies the arc-properness
condition, which is a weak form of properness, and admits only m-image-analytic
points, then it has no nontrivial m-dimensional real analytic extensions.

In this paper, we consider the following standard maps:
(1) We fix integers n, m satisfying n > m > 2, and an integer r > 1 satisfying
m > r(n —m + 1). The standard map hp; : R™ — R"™ of r-Morin
singularity of type (m,n) is given by

(1.2) hM(X) = (acl, ey Tm—1, hl(x), SN hn—m—i—l(x))a
where x := (z1,...,2y) and
(1.3) hi(%) ==Y ey, (i=1,...,n—m),
j=1
r—1 A
(1.4) Bnns1 (%) 3= 25 D @)
j=1

For example, (m,n,r) = (2,3,1) is the case of the standard map of a
cross cap. If (m,n,r) = (4,5,1), we have
hor (1, T, T3, 24) = (T1, To, T3, T124, T3),
and, if (m,n,r) = (6,7,3), we have
(1.5)  har(x1,...,26) = (x1,...,T5, 106 + Toxi + T3T0, T4T6 + 2528 + 27).

(2) Fix an integer k(> 2). The standard map hs, : R¥"! — R of an
Ap-singular point is defined by

k—1 k—1
(1.6)  ha,(v,x2) = (kka + Z(z — Dt —(k + 1) — Zixivi_l,)@),
=2 =2
where xg := (29,...,Tk_1).



(3) We fix an integer k satisfying k > 4. The standard map hp, : RF~! — RF
of a Dy-singular point is defined by

th (’LL, v, X3) = (hO(ua v, X3)7 hl(ua v, X3)a h2 (ua v, X3)7 X3)

and
k—1 ‘
(1.7) ho(u,v,x3) := £2uv + (k — 2)0F 1+ (i — 2)z0' L,
i=3
(1.8) hi(u,v,x3) == F2uv,
k-1 ‘
(1.9) ho(u,v,x3) := Fu? — (k — 1)o*~2 — Z(z — 1)z 2,
=3
where x3 := (z3,...,25-1). The map h := hp, has a t-ambiguity

h = hy or h = h_ (see Remark 4.2).
(4) The standard map hg, : R — RS of an Eg-singular point is defined by

hig(u,v,x3, x4, T5) := <2u3 + 3v* + 023 + wozy + 2uvas,
—3u? —vay — v2x5,
— 43 — 2vxrs — uxy — 2uvxs, T3, T4, x5>.

Similarly, the standard maps hg. : RS — R7, and hpg, : R” — R® of E;
and Fg singular points are defined in Sections 6 and 7.

2. OUR STRATEGY TO FIND MAIN-ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS

Basic materials on resultants. The key to our proof of Theorem 0.2 lies in
the use of “resultants” of two polynomials (cf. Appendix A).
In Mathematica, the built-in function

Subresultants [polyl, poly2, var

generates the list of the (principal) subresultant coefficients

Res() (polyl,poly2)  (i=0,1,2,3,...)
of the polynomials polyl and poly2 with respect to the variable var. Each (prin-
cipal) subresultant coefficient is the determinant of a submatrix of the Sylvester
matrix. In particular, when ¢ = 0,

Resyar (polyl, poly2) := Res(?) (polyl, poly?2)

is the usual resultant between polyl and poly2. For two polynomials a(v) and
b(v) whose leading coefficients are non-vanishing, a(v) and b(v) have k common
roots in C if and only if
(2.1) Res(? (a,b) = ... = Res{* Y (a,b) = 0.
This criterion will be useful in the following discussion. The definitions of the

resultant Resgo)(a,b) (i.e. the O-th (principal) subresultant coefficient) and the
first (principal) subresultant coefficient denoted by

(2.2) Psc,(a,b) := ResV(a, b)
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are given in Appendix A. Precise properties of subresultants are in Vega [9].

Let hg : (R*, 0) — (R!,0) be the standard map of a singular point 0. We now
describe our strategy to find the main-analytic function of the image of hg: We
will find real polynomials AX(v) (i = 1,...,5) in v with parameter x € R¥ so
that

hs(RF) = {x € R¥; 3 v € R such that A¥(v) =0fori=1,...,5},

where j is a positive integer. We say that such a family of polynomials (A¥(v))]_,

is the characteristic family of polynomials. When j = 2, we set A* := AY and
B* := A%, and call (A%, B¥) the characteristic pair of polynomials associated
with the map h. If A*(v) = B*(v) = 0 for some non-real v € C\ R, then the
first (principal) subresultant coefficient Psc,(A*, B¥) vanishes at x as well as
Res, (A*, BX), since the conjugate v of v is another common root. So, if

(2.3) dimy {x € R*; Res, (A%, BX) = Psc, (A%, BX) = 0}
< dimy{x € R*; Res, (4%, BX) = 0}

holds, we can conclude that
(2.4) R(x) := Res, (4%, BX)

is a main-analytic function of hg(R¥). To check the inequality (2.3), we prepare
useful methods in Appendix B. However, in general, R(x) can be factorized into
the form R(x) = ¢(x)O(x), and ©(x) may be the desired main-analytic function.
This actually occurs in the case of the singularity of type E.

We give here an elementary example.

Example 2.1. The real analytic map h : R? 3 (u,v) — (u,uv,v?) € R? gives
the standard map of the cross cap. If we set h(u,v) = (z,y, z), then we have

u=z, w=y, vV =z,

which induce the two polynomials A(v) := zv —y and B(v) := v? — z giving the

characteristic pair of polynomials, and ©(z,, z) := y? — zz? coincides with the
resultant Res, (4, B). Since S := Psc,(4, B) = x (cf. (2.2)), Z(0) \ h(R?) lies

in the zero set
{r=y=0}=2(0)nZ2(5),
the resultant © gives a main-anlytic function of h(R?).

The proof of Theorem 0.1. We now fix integers n, m satisfying n > m > 2.
The standard map h,.,, : R™ — R" of an r-Morin singular point is defined when
m >r(n—m+1) (see (1.2)). If m <5, then we have

m m

r<——— <

— < 2.
“n—m+1 2~

Such a possibility for r is 1 or 2.



The case of r = 1. When r = 1, each Morin map is obtained as the suspension
(cf. Definition 1.1) of the standard m-dimensional cross cap hy , : R™ — R?m1
(m > 2) defined by

(2.5) him(ut, ... tm) == (ul, e U1, Ul Uy« - - s Ugr—1 U ufn) )

If m = 2, then hyo : R? — R3 is the standard map of the cross cap given in
Example 2.1. It can be easily checked that hi,, is a proper map and also an
m-~dimensional real analytic map having exactly one isolated singular point at
the origin in R™ satisfying hfin (0) = {o}. The image of hy y, is contained in the
following subset of R?"~1:

Wl,m = {({L‘l, - ,$2m71) € R2m-1 ; :137271_1_” = 1’121‘2m71 (Z =1,....,m— 1)}
More precisely, it holds that
(2.6)
L= {(wla e Tome1) ERMTL = =gy 0 = 0, Do < 0}-

We remark that £ coincides with the image of the set of self-intersections of
hi,m. This indicates that hj,,(R™) is a global main-analytic subset of R27—1
whose main-analytic function is

m—1

2
R 2 2
@17m<$1, e ,me_l) = (xm—l—&-i —Z; me_l) .
=1

The case of r = 2. Since m < 5, the possibilities of Morin maps are the
standard map ho 4 : R* — R defined by

(27) h2,4(x17 xr2,x3, $4) — (xla X2,T3,T1T4 + .1'21'421, T3T4 + xi)
and its suspension. So it is sufficient to consider the main-analyticity of the map
ha.4. It can be easily checked that ho 4 is a 4-dimensional real analytic map. We
write (h',...,h%) := ha4 and set

a(yh - Ys, t) = —Ys+ h4(y17 Y2,Y3, t) = —ys +yi1t + y2t27

b(yh sy y57t) = —Ys + h5(y17y2>y37t) =—ys + yst+ t3-
Then the image of hg 4 satisfies
(2.8) hoa(R*Y) = {y € R®; there exists t € R such that a(t,y) = b(t,y) = 0},

that is, (a, b) gives the characteristic pair of polynomials associated with hg 4(R%).
Since the leading term of b(t) is #3, we can apply the computation of resultant
as in Appendix A. The resultant © 4(y) := Res(a,b) of the two polynomials
a,b in t can be computed as

O2.4(y) = —YTYsys — Y3Y3Y4 — 2Y2Y3Y3 — Vi + Vi Vs
+ Y193Y3Ys5 + 3y1y2y4ys + ysyE-

The proof of Theorem 0.1 is accomplished by the following statement.
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Proposition 2.2. The standard map (h :=)has : R* — R is a proper 4-
dimenstonal real analytic map whose singular set is the two dimensional real
analytic set

Y= {XER4; 1+ 2z914 ::c3+3:1:i = 0}.
Moreover, h='(y) is finite for eachy € R®, and h(R?) is a global main-analytic
set of R*™~1 with a main-analytic function O2.4.

Proof. We first prove the properness of h: Let K be a compact subset of R.
Consider a sequence {p;}2; of points in h=*(K). It is sufficient to prove that
{pi}2, has a convergent subsequence. For each positive index i, we can write

pi= ("t hp) = (y(i),t(i)7h4(y(i),t(”),h‘r’(y(i),t("))) ek,
where t®) € R and y® = (ygi), yéi), yéi)) € R3. Since K is bounded, there exists

a constant C' not depending on ¢ such that the five components of hg 4 in (2.7)
with ¢ := x4 can be estimated by

1 19871 1S, (i@ 68 (6D)2), 5D 4 1Dy < .

We set 2z := yi(,f)t(i)—i—(t(i))?’. Then any solution t = « of t3—|—y;(,f)t—z0 = 0 satisfies
|a] < 1+ C because of Cauchy’s upper bounds for roots of the polynomials (see
the remark below). In particular, we have |t()| < 1 4+ C, and can conclude that
{pi}32, is bounded in R*, proving the assertion.

The finiteness of the set h~!(y) can be proved easily. Let y be a point in the
set Z(©2,4). We examine the possibility of ¢ satisfying h(yi,y2,y3,t) =y. We
set S := Pscy(a,b). If t € C\ R, the conjugate ¢ is also a common root of a,b.
So y must lie in the set £ = {y € R®; ©24(y) = S(y) = 0}. We obtain

S(Y1, Y2, Y3, Y1, Y5) = Yay2 + YT + Y3y

If yo = 0, then § = 0 implies y; = 0. Then O34 = 0 reduces to y4 = 0. So we
consider the case that yo # 0. Then S = 0 implies y3 = —(y} + yay2)/y3 and

(yay1 + ys93)°
Y2
So we can conclude that dimg (L) = 3. O

0=024=

Remark 2.3 (Cauchy’s bound for complex roots). For a given polynomial ¢ +
an_1t" "1+ -~ + ayt + ag in t for complex coefficients, any root ¢t = a(€ C) of
the polynomial satisfies || < 1 4+ maxj—g . n—1 |a;l.

3. SINGULARITIES OF TYPE A

As defined in the previous section, the standard map h := hy, : RE-1 5 RF
for an Ag-singular point (k > 2) is given by (1.6).

Proposition 3.1. The image of the map h coincides with the set
Wy, = {x = (z0,...,25_1) € R*;
the polynomial A*(v) in v has a real double root},
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where
(3.1) AX(v) == 0P o 0P 2w+ .
Proof. We set

dA*(v)
3.2 B*(v) := .
(32) ()= 22
We remark that x € Wy, if and only if there exists v € R such that A*(v) =
B*(v) = 0. So we assume the existence of such a v € R. Since B*(v) =
(k + 1)0F —}—Z,l iz;v' !, we set
(3.3) X1 (v,%x9) = —(k+1)o* — szz 1

where x3 := (x2,...,z,_1). Substituting this into (3.1), A*(v) = 0 reduces to

k—1 k—1
zo = —vF Tl + U((k + 1)k + Z ixivi_1> - invi
=2 =2
k—1
kvF L 4 Z(z — D)0’
i=2
So, if we set
k—1
(3.4) Xo(v,x2) == kvF+! + Z(’L — D0,
=2

then we have h(v,x2) = (Xo(v,x2), X1(v,X2),X2), which proves the assertion.
O

Proposition 3.2. The map h : R¥~1 — R* and its complexification h® : CF~1 —
C* are proper.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, we have h(v,x2) = (X()('U,XQ)7 X1(v,x2), XQ). Since
the leading coefficients of Xy and X7 as polynomials in v are nonzero constant,
h is proper. The same argument applies to hC. O

For the unified treatment, set K =R or C, and define

. h ifK=R
3.5 h = ’
(3.5) {hC if K=C.
Proposition 3.3. For each x € K*, the inverse image ifl(x) consists of at
most k points. Moreover, h=1(0) = {0} holds, where o and O are the origins of
KF=1 and K*, respectively.

Proof. By (3.3), the number of candidates for a real number v satisfying B(v, Xg) =
(zo,x1,%2) is at most k. For each such v, the corresponding x( is uniquely
determined by (3.4). This proves the first assertion. The second assertion

h=1(0) = {o} is obvious. O

Proposition 3.4. The map h is a (k — 1)-dimensional real analytic map.
9



Proof. We write h = (hg, ..., hg_1). If we remove the first two columns and rows,
the Jacobian matrix J of h gives the identity matrix of rank k—2. So, if the 1 x 2-

submatrix M := ((ho)v, (hl)v> of J does not vanish at a certain point, we obtain
the conclusion: Since hy = zp and hy = x1, by setting (z2,...,z5-1) = (0,...,0),
M = k(k + 1)v*¥=!(v, —1) is obtained, which does not vanish if v # 0. O
Theorem 3.5. The image Wa, (= h(RE1)) (k > 2) is a global main-analytic
set of R¥ whose main-analytic function is © 4, := Res, (A%, B¥) (cf. (3.2)).
Proof. Using A* given in (3.1), we have

(3.6) AR = Z(04,)\ L

and

L= {x € Z(©4,); every common root v € C of A* and B™ is non—real}.

By (3.6) with Proposition 1.4, we have
dimg Z(0.4,) = dimyg h(R* 1) =k — 1.

So, to prove that © 4, is a main-analytic function of the set h(RF1), it is suffi-
cient to show that the dimension of the set £ is less than k — 1.

If £ = 2, then h is the standard map of a cusp and L is empty (see Exam-
ple 3.7). In particular, the assertion is obvious. So we may set k > 3. Suppose
that (a,xo,...,25_1) € R¥ satisfies h(a, z2,...,25_1) € £. Then « is a non-
real double root of A*(v). Since the coefficients of A* are real numbers, the
conjugate @ is also a non-real double root of A*(v). In particular, we can write

k—4
(3.7) A*(v) = (1)2 — (a+a)v + |a|2>2 (vk?’ + Zciﬁ) .
=0

Comparing coefficients in (3.1) and (3.7), we have cx_4 = 2(a + &). Thus, the
expression (3.7) implies that x € £ depends only on the parameters o € C and
€Oy - -+ 5 Cl_g. S0 We have

dimy £ < dimy C+dimg R4 =2+ (k—4) =k -2,
proving the assertion. O

Remark 3.6. From the above discussion, in the complex setting, one can easily
verify that h®(CF~1) = Z(©4,), where hC is the complexification of &, and
Zc(04,) == {x € CF; 04, (x) = 0}.

Moreover, O 4, is well-known to be irreducible over C. Therefore, © 4, coincides
with the defining polynomial of h© ((Ck_l). In particular, © 4, coincides with the
discriminant polynomial of type Ay as in the introduction.

Example 3.7. When k = 2, the standard map h : R — R?is h(v) = (203, —30?),
which has a cusp singular point at v = 0. In this case
AX(v) = v3 + 10 + x0, BX(v) = 302 + 1,
and
O 4, (0, 21) := Res, (A%, B¥) = 2723 + 423

is a main-analytic function of A(R). In particular, Z(04,) \ h(R) = @.
10



Example 3.8. When k = 3, the standard map h : R? — R3 is
h(v,z2) = (30t 4 2902, —40® — 2290, 1),
which has a swallowtail singular point at (v, z2) = (0,0). Here
AX(v) = vt + 290% 4+ 210 + 0, B*(v) = 4v® + 2x9v + 271,
and the function © 4, (xo, 1, z2) == Resv(Ax7 B") is computed as
O, = 25623 — 12823 2 + (144afxs + 1623) 0 — (277 + 4a323),

which gives a main-analytic function of h(IR?). If we set £ := { (%, 0, t) Dt > O},
then Z(04,) \ h(R?) = L.

4. SINGULARITIES OF TYPE D
The standard map h := hp, : RF=1 — R¥ (k > 4) of Dy-singular points is
defined by h(u,v,x3) := (h()(U,’U,Xg),hl(u,v,Xg),hQ(’u,,v,Xg),Xg), where x3 :=

(x3,...,x—1) and h; (i = 0,1,2) are given in (1.7), (1.8) and (1.9). As an
analogue of Proposition 3.1, the following assertion holds:

Proposition 4.1. The image of the standard map h coincides with the set
Wp, = {x = (20, ...,25_1) € RF; there exists (u,v) € R? such that

F(U7U7X) - Fu(u,U,X) = FU(U’U7X) = 0}7

where
k=1
(4.1) F(u,v,x) = 4+uv + 0"+ zyu+ z0 + Z zv Tt
=2

Proof. We assume x € Wp, . Since F,, = £2uv + x1, we have x; = F2uv, which
corresponds to (1.8). On the other hand, since
k—1 '
Fy=2u’+ (k= 1)0" 2+ 2o+ (i — Daw' 2,
i=3
we have
k—1
(4.2) zy = Fu? — (k—1)oF2 — Z(z — D2,
i=3
which corresponds to (1.9). Substituting this and x1 = F2uv into the equation
F =0, we have

k—1
zo = +2uv + (k — 2% + Z(Z — )zt
=3

Since this corresponds to (1.7), we have Wp, C h(R*~1). By reversing the above

argument, we also obtain the converse inclusion Wp, D h(RF1). ]
11



Remark 4.2. The £-ambiguity of the map h affects the type of singular points
only when k is even. In fact, if k£ is odd, then k£ — 1 is even, and hence the
replacement of v by —v does not affect the leading v*~! of F in (4.1) as a
polynomial in v, but replaces the term +u?v by Fu?v. So h for + is right-left
equivalent to h for — when k is odd. On the other hand, if k is even, h for + is
not right-left equivalent to h for —.

Set K = R or C and define 2 = h or h€ as in (3.5).

Proposition 4.3. For each x € K*, the inverse image ifl(x) consists of at
most k points. Moreover, h=*(0) = {o} holds. Furthermore, h : KF-1 — KF is
proper.

Proof. The statement ﬁ_l(O) = {o} is easily checked. First consider the case
x1 = 0. If v # 0, then u = 0. By (1.7), the possible values of v with v # 0 are
at most k — 3. Including v = 0, the possibilities for v are at most k — 2.
Hence we may assume z1 # 0. Then v # 0, and by (1.8) we have
L e K.

4. _
(4.3) u=Fo,

Substituting this into (4.2) shows that the possible values of v are at most k,
proving the first assertion.
It remains to prove the properness of h. Let X C K* be compact and fix

X

x = (zg,...,2x-1) € K.
Then there exists C' > 0 such that max(|xg|,...,|zp_1]) < C. If v = 0, then
by (1.9) we have |z2| = |u|?, hence |u| < V/C, so {v =0} Nh~1(K) is bounded.
Assume v # 0. By (1.8), u = Fx1/(2v). Substituting this into the relation
xo = ho(u,v,x3) yields

k—1 2
. i X
zov = (k — 2)v* + (2(2—2)@1}) + 31
By Remark 2.3, |v| is bounded in terms of C. Then from zs = ha(u,v,x3), we
also obtain a bound for |u|. Hence {v # 0} N A~(K) is bounded. Therefore,
h=Y(K) is bounded. Since h is continuous and K is closed, h=1(K) is closed. So

h=1(K) is compact. Thus h is proper. O
The following is an analogue of Proposition 3.4:

Proposition 4.4. The map h is a (k — 1)-dimensional real analytic map.

Proof. We set
- (hO)u (hO)v
M= <<h2>u (h2)v>'

Substituting 3 = --- = xx_1 = 0, we have
M [Fuw +2u? + (k — 1)(k — 2)vF2
—\ F2u —(k —1)(k — 2)v+3

Removing the first three columns and rows of the Jacobian matrix of h, we
obtain the identity matrix of rank k£ — 3. To prove the assertion, it is sufficient
12



to show that M is of rank two for some point. In fact, M is of rank 2 at (u,0)
if u#0. (]

Substituting (4.3) into the definition of F'(u,v,x), we define
o )
(4.4) A*(v) := UF(:F2U, v, x> :

To simplify notation, we denote the derivative of this polynomial with respect
to v by

_ dA*(v)
dv
Proposition 4.5. Let K be either R or C. For x € K¥, there exists (u,v) €

K x (K \ {0}) such that h(u,v,x3) = x if and only if there exists v € K\ {0}
such that A*(v) = B*(v) = 0.

(4.5) BX(v) :

Proof. Throughout the proof we assume v # 0. Since F,, = £2uv + x1, we set
u(v) := +x1/(2v). Then, we can write A*(v) = vF(u(v),v). Since F,(u(v),v) =
0, differentiating it, we have

(4.6) B*(v) = A} (v) = F(u(v),v) + vFy(u(v),v).

So A* = B* = 0 holds under the assumption that F' = F,, = F,, = 0. Conversely,
suppose that there exists v € K\ {0} such that A*(v) = B*(v) = 0 holds.
For such a v € K, we set u := u(v). Then F,(u(v),v) = 0, that is, we have
u = u(v). Moreover, A*(v) = 0 implies F(u(v),v) = 0. Since (4.6) implies that
B*(v) = vF,(u(v),v), we also have F,(u(v),v) = 0. O

We set ©p, (x) := Res, (A*, BX).

Theorem 4.6. The image Wp, of the standard map h := hp, (k > 4) is a
global main-analytic set of R¥ whose main-analytic function is Op,.-

Proof. We set L1 := {x := (z0,71,...,75_1) € RF; 20 = 21 = 0}. If v = 0, then
h(u,0,x3) = (0,0, Fu?,x3). In particular, we have

h({(u,0,x3) € R*"1; x3 € R*¥31) = {(0,0,z9,...,25_1) € R¥; Fay >0} C L.
On the other hand, we set
Lo := {x € R¥; there exists v € C \ R such that AX(v) = BX(v) = 0}.

By Proposition 4.5, we have h(Rk_l) - (Z(@Dk)\£2> ULy If zg = 21 = 0, then
v = 0 is a double root of the polynomial A*(v), and hence ©p, (x) vanishes. In
particular, we have h(R¥~1) C Z(Op, )\ La. It is sufficient to prove that the set
Lo is of dimension less than k& — 1 in R*: The polynomial A¥ can be explicitly
written as

(4.7)  AX(v) = £u*0? + 0" F 0" 4 zgv? w4 zov

u=Fx1/(2v)
2

1
=oF + xk_lkal + - x2v2 + zov F le.

13



We fix a non-real double root « of the equation A*(v) = 0. Then @ is also a
double root, and we can write

k-5
2 ,
AX(v) = <v2 —(a+a)v+ |a|2> <vk4 + Zcmﬂ) )
i=0
where cg, ...,ck_5 € R. This expression implies that x(€ L£2) depends only on
the parameters a and cg, ..., cp_5. So we have
dimy Ly < dimy C+dimgRF 4 =2+ (k—4) =k — 2,
proving the assertion. ([l

Remark 4.7. Since Proposition 4.5 holds for K = C, we have h®(CF~1\ Z¢(v)) C
Zc(©p,). As hC is proper,

hE(CH) = AE(CF1\ Z¢(v)) = hE(CH1\ Z¢(v)) C Ze(Op,).

Moreover, h?(u,v,x3) = h'(u,v,x3) = 0 when v = 0, and this case occurs only
for xg = 1 = 0. Hence Proposition 4.5 also gives the inclusion

Zc(0p,)\ £ C hE(CF 1) (,c .= Zo(x0) N Z@(x1)>.

By the properness of hC, the image h(c((Ck_l) is closed in C*. Since £ has empty
interior in Z¢(©p, ), we have
Zc(Op,) = Zc(©p,) \ £ € AE(CF1) = h5(CF ),

and h®(CF1) = Zc(Op,).
We here prove that ©p, (k> 4) is squarefree: We fix o € {£1} and x; # 0,
and consider

As(v) = G(v)((v — 301/2)2 + s),
where G(v) is a monic polynomial of degree k — 2 with real coefficients such that
G(0) = —o and G(z1/2) # 0. Since G does not depend on s, all roots of G
remain fixed as s varies. In particular they stay simple. Hence the only roots of
A, depending on s are vy (s) = x1/2 +i4/s, and
vy (s) —v_(s) = 2iy/s.
All other factors in the Vandermonde product stay nonzero and smooth in s, so

A(A,) =Cs+0(s%), C#0.

Thus, the discriminant vanishes to order exactly one at s = 0, which shows that
Op, is squarefree. Therefore, Op, coincides, up to a nonzero scalar, with the
defining polynomial of AC(CF~1). In particular, it agrees with the discriminant
polynomial of type Dy, which is known to be irreducible over C.

Example 4.8. Consider the case k =4 and fix o € {£1}. Set
F(u,v,x) := o uv + 0> + z1u + 20 + 220 + 230°.
Substituting u := — x1/(20v), we obtain

A*(v) = vt + 230° + 290® + TV — G 27,

14



5. SINGULARITIES OF TYPE Fj

As mentioned in Section 1, the standard map h := hg, : R5 — RS of an
Fg-singular point is defined by

h(ua v, X3) = (hO(ua v, X3)7 hl(ua v, X3)7 hQ(U, v, X3)7 X3)7

where x3 := (3,24, x5) is the subvector of x = (zq,...,25) € R® and
(5.1) ho(u, v,x3) := 2u® 4 3v* 4+ v2x3 + uv d6(v),

(5.2) hi(u,v,x3) = —3u® — vy — vies,

(5.3) ho(u,v,x3) := —4v3 — 2vx3 — d6(v)u,

(5.4) d6(v) := x4 + 2vz5.

The following is an analogue of Propositions 3.1 and 4.1:

Proposition 5.1. The image of h coincides with the following set
Wg, == {x .= (xg,...,x5) € R®; there exists (u,v) € R? such that
F(u,v,x) = Fy(u,v,x) = Fy(u,v,x) = 0},
where
(5.5) F(u,v,x) := u® + v* + z5u0® + z4uv + 2307 + 220 + 270 + 20.

Proof. Computing F,, (resp. F,) and replacing x1 by hi(u,v,x3) (resp. 2 by
ho(u,v,x3)) we obtain (5.2) and (5.3). On the other hand, F;, = F;, = 0 imply
T = —3u? — T4 — a:5v2, To = — 43 — 2x3v — x4u — 2x5U0.

By substituting them into F' = 0, we obtain (5.1). O

As in Propositions 3.4 and 4.4, the following assertion can be proved easily.
Proposition 5.2. The map h is a 5-dimensional real analytic map.
Set K = R or C and define h = h or hC as in the case of type D:

Proposition 5.3. The map h:K5 — KS s proper. Moreover, for each x € K,
the inverse image h='(x) is finite. Furthermore, h=(0) = {o}.

Proof. The fact h=1(0) = {o} is immediate. Write z; = h(u, v, 23, 24, x5) (i =
0,1,2) asin (5.1) and (5.4). From (5.2), we have

2

(56) u2 _ —X1 — VT4 — V" T5
3
If 66(v) := w4 + 2vz5 = 0, then (5.3) gives 2 = —4v® — 2vux3, so v is a root of a

cubic. Hence v and then u are finite in number. If dg(v) # 0, then from (5.3)

_ 403 + 2uz3 + 29

d6(v)
15
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Substituting (5.7) into (5.6), we have

(5.8) AX(v) := 480° 4 4(1223 + 23)v? + 8(3y + zyad)0?
+ (4a122 + badaes + 1222)0?
+ (4z12475 + 122023 + 23)v + 2127 + 323,
The leading term is 4805, so v (hence u) has finitely many possibilities. Thus
h~1(x) is finite.

For properness, let X C K% be compact and assume x = h(u,v,x3) € K. If
d¢(v) = 0, the cubic equation in v above yields a bound on |v| by Remark 2.3. By
(5.6), |u| is bounded. Therefore h~1(K) is bounded and closed, hence compact.
Thus A is proper. ([

Substituting (5.6) and (5.7) into the equation ho(u,v,zs,...,x5) = xo (cf.
(5.1)), we obtain the equation B*(v) = 0, where x = (z0,...,25) € R% and

(5.9)  BX(v) := 2x50° + bxgvt + (821 — 2x325)0° + (2324 — 4xo5)0?
+ (—6.7301’5 + 4xi1x3 — JZQZ‘4)U — 3xox4 + 221 29.

If h(u,v,x3) = x, then the two polynomials A*(v) and B*(v) must have a
common root in R, and the resultant

(5.10) R(xo,...,x5) = Res,(AX, BX)
must vanish. For the latter discussions, we also set (cf. (2.2))
(5.11) S(xo,...,ws5) := Psc,(A*, B).

Corresponding to (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3), for each x := (xo,...,75) € R we
set

(5.12) g (u,v) := 2u® + 30" + v2x3 — 20 + v I6(v),
(5.13) gF(u,v) := 3u? + vy +vias + 21,
(5.14) gX(u,v) = —4v> — 2vx3 — 29 — J6(V)U.

By definition, we have the following: Set K =R or C and define h = h or hC.

Proposition 5.4. For x € Kb and u,v € K, ﬁ(u, v,X3) = X 1S equivalent to the
simultaneous vanishing of ¢X(u,v) (i =0,1,2).

We set rg(x) := —IRes, (g%, dg), then a direct computation with Mathematica
yields
(5.15) re(X) = a3 + 223280y — 21073,

Proposition 5.5. Fizx € K®. Ifx ¢ E(K5), then there exists v € K satisfying
A*(v) = B*(v) = 0. Conversely, if there exists v € K satisfying A*(v) =
B*(v) = 0 and d¢(v) # 0, then x € h(K®).

Proof. The first statement of the proposition follows from Lemma C.1. To prove

the second statement, we set G;(u,v) = ¢X(u,v) (i = 0,1,2) and 0 := & for

fixed x € K in Appendix C. Then the two polynomials a(v) and 3(v) given in

(C.4) and (C.6) coincide with A*(v) and B*(v) respectively, and Proposition C.2
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implies the conclusion. In fact, x € h(K?) if and only if iL(u, v,X3) = X, which
is equivalent to the condition that ¢X(u,v) =0 (i = 0,1, 2). O

The following assertion follows from Proposition 5.5 immediately:

Corollary 5.6. The image h(R®) (resp. hC(C®)) is a subset of Z(R) (resp.
Zc(R)).

In (5.10) and (5.11), we defined the two polynomials R(x) and S(x). Here we
regard them as polynomials in 9. Then we obtain
(5.16) R(x) = 2203Mrg(x)%28 4 (lower-order terms in xg),
(5.17) S(x) = —2%13%2223 + (lower-order terms in o).
So, if we set
(5.18) T :={x €R% re(x) = 25 = 0} = {x € R®; 24 = 5 = 0},
then the leading terms of R(x) and S(x) as polynomials in xg vanish at the
same time if and only if x € 7. From the right-hand side of (5.18), it is clear
that the dimension of T is less than 5.
Theorem 5.7. The dimension of the set & := T U (Z(R) N Z(S)) is less than
5, and
(5.19) Er, = Z(R)\ &
is an open subset of Z(R). Moreover, for each x € Eg,, there exists a unique

real number v(x) which is a common root of A*(v) and B*(v).

Proof. Corollary 5.6 together with Proposition 5.2 implies dimy Z(R) > 5. We
remark that rg(x) does not involve . Since R(x) is a non-constant polynomial,
dimy Z(R) < 5. So, we can conclude that

(5.20) dimpy Z(R) = 5.
We set p(z1,...,25) := Resg,(R,S). Then it can be computed that
©(0,0,0,1,1) =2 (mod 5).
By Corollary B.4 with (5.18), we can conclude that
L:={xcR\T;R(x)=8(x) =0}

has dimension less than 5. Since we have already observed that dimg(7) < 5,
it follows that dimy (&) < 5 since & =T U L.

In particular, =g, is an open subset of Z(R). We fix x € Eg,. Since x €
Z(R)\ T, there exists v € C such that

A*(v) = B*(v) = 0.

If v were not unique, then we would have S(x) = 0, which contradicts x € Zg.
Hence v is uniquely determined, and we denote it by v(x). Moreover, if v(x)
were non-real, its complex conjugate would also be a common root of A*(v) and
B*(v), leading again to S(x) = 0, a contradiction. Therefore v(x) € R. O

We have not yet determined the main-analytic function, but the following
statement can already be established.
17



Corollary 5.8. The set h(R®) is a global main-analytic set of RE.

Proof. Set U := h~1(R5\ &}). By the last statement of Theorem 5.7, the map h/|y
is injective. To apply Proposition D.2, it suffices to show that U is dense in R®.
Otherwise, h~1(£1) would have a nonempty interior, and hence dimz (h~1(&1))
5. Since h is m-dimensional, this with Proposition 1.4 implies dimg (&) =
contradicting the first statement of Theorem 5.7.

oe

We next try to find an explicit formula for the main-analytic function.

Proposition 5.9. The polynomial R(x) is divisible by r¢(x)? and

O, () 1=

is irreducible over Q.

Proof. Using Mathematica, we can check that R(x) is divisible by 76(x)?2, and
R(x)/r6(x)? is irreducible over Q. O

Since ¢ and R(x) are both irreducible over Q, the following assertion follows
from Proposition B.1 in the appendix:

Corollary 5.10. The dimension of the set & = Z(r¢) N Z(OF,) is less than 5.

Remark 5.11. Each coefficient of A*(v) does not involve xg, while each coefficient
of B*(v) involves zo but not zj for any i > 2. We define Bf(v) to be the
polynomial obtained from B*(v) by retaining only those terms containing xg,
that is,

d

(5.21) B (v) :== xo (deBx(v)> .
Then B (v) = —3(2z5v + z4)x0. By this definition of Bf(v), in principle, the
leading term of Res, (A%, Bf) (resp. Resq(,l)(Ax, BY)) with respect to xp must be
a nonzero scalar multiple of the corresponding leading term of R(x) (resp. S(x)).
Indeed, by comparing

Res, (A%, BY) = 21 37 r4(x)% 2§ + (lower-order terms in o),

Psc, (A%, BY) = —2° - 3% 22 )
with (5.16) and (5.17), this principle can be verified directly.

Since Bf is simpler than B, this technique reduces the computation of the
leading terms of R(x) and S(x). We will exploit this simplification in Section 7.

If we solve dg(v) = 0, we have v := —x4/(225). By substituting it into ¢F (u, v)
and g5 (u,v), the two polynomials

4
kY (u) == 8:13%?32— 4$0x§3— Ty + mgixg,, ,
Ef(u) = 24z3u” — 8xya5 — dwgxy —

are obtained, and their resultant
(5.22) H(x) := Resy (K3, k) (x € RY)
is a polynomial not containing xo as its variable.

Theorem 5.12. Fiz x € Zg, (cf. (5.19)).
18



(1) If re(x) # 0, then d¢(v(x)) # 0 holds, and then there exists u € R\ {0}
such that h(u,v(x),x3) = x. In particular, we have

(5.23) Eg \ Z(r6) C h(RD).

(2) Suppose that x € h(R®) N Z(rg). Then d¢(v(x)) = 0 and H(x) = 0 hold.
Moreover, the dimension of the set h(R®) N Z(rg) is less than 5.

Proof. Since x € Zf,, the component x5 never vanishes, and we can write

X x 3re(x 2

(524 A5() = PE)so(w) + Lo

5

2

—4

(5.25) B*(v) = P¥(v)dg(v) + (z3 £101Zf5)7“6(x)7
dzs

where Pj?‘(v) (j = 1,2) are certain polynomials. We assume rg(x) # 0. If

J6(v(x)) = 0, then v(x) = —z4/(2x5). Substituting v := v(x) into A*(v), we
have 31 (x0)?
x Te(X
0=A%v(x)) = 128
which implies rg(x) = 0, a contradiction. So d¢(v(x)) # 0, and the remaining
assertions of (1) follow from the second assertion of Proposition 5.5.

We next consider the case that x € h(R%) N Z(rg). Since dg(v) = 0 is a linear
equation, 0(x) := —x4/(2x5) is the solution. Then (5.24) and (5.25) imply that
A*(v(x)) = B*(0(x)) = 0. So the uniqueness of v(x) (cf. Theorem 5.7) yields
that v(x) = v(x) = —x4/(225). Then we have dg(v(x)) = 0 and

) o _ —re(x)
93 (u,v(x)) e P s

If x € h(R%) N Z(rg), then by Proposition 5.4, there exists u € R satisfying
kg (u) = g5 (u,v(x)) =0, kf(u) = gi'(u,v(x)) =0,
which imply that H(x) = 0 (cf. (5.22)), proving the first part of (2). Since H(x)

does not contain zo as its variable but r¢(x) does, Lemma B.2 in the appendix
yields that the dimension of Z(rg) N Z(H) is less than 6. Since

h(R%) N Z(rg) C (Z(rﬁ) N Z(H)) uée,
the first statement of Theorem 5.7 yields dimg (h(R?) N Z(rg)) < 5. O

Corollary 5.13. Fiz x € Z¢(Og,). If r¢(x) # 0, then there exist u,v € C such
that h(u,v,x3) = x.

Proof. The condition ©g,(x) = 0 implies the existence of v € C satisfying
A*(v) = B*(v) = 0. Since 1¢(x) # 0, we have dg(v) # 0. Then we can set u € C
by (5.7). Since A*(v) = 0, this u also satisfy (5.6). This implies the existence
of u € C such that h(u,v,x3) = x. O

We now arrive at the following assertion:
Theorem 5.14. The polynomial © gy (x) is a main-analytic function of h(R5).

This provides an alternative proof of the main-analyticity of h(R%), without

use of Appendix D.
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Proof. By Proposition 5.9, Z(R) = Z(r¢) U Z(Of,) holds. Thus, from (5.19)
and (5.23) we obtain

Z(05,) \ (E0U&) = Z(R)\ (E1U Z(r6)) = Ep, \ Z(r) C h(R?).
Together with Corollary 5.10 and Theorem 5.7, this yields
(5.26) dimpy (Z2(9g,) \ h(R®)) < 5.
Moreover, Corollary 5.6 implies
(5.27) h(R%) C Z(Op,)U&, & := h(R%) N Z(re).

By (2) of Theorem 5.12, we know that dimy(€2) < 5. Suppose that h=1(&)
has non-empty interior. Since h is a 5-dimensional real analytic map, this
would imply that i (h™!(&2)) has dimension 5 (cf. Proposition 1.4), contradicting
dim g (52) < 5.

Now fix x € &. Then there exists u € R such that h(u,v(x),x3) = x. Since
h~1(&>) has no interior points, we can choose a sequence

{(un, vn,20) }n2q C R® \ h~1 (&)

converging to (u,v(x),x3). By (5.27), we then have h(u,,vn,2z,) € Z(Of,),
which implies

x = lim h(up,vn,2,) € Z(OF,).

n—o0
Therefore, & C Z(Og,). Combining this with (5.27), we conclude that O, is
a main-analytic function of h(R5). O

Remark 5.15. By Proposition 5.5, we have h®(C® \ Z¢(d)) C Zc(Op,). Since
hC is proper, we obtain

(5.28) hE(C) = °(C5\ Zc(d6) ) = hE(C5\ Zc(06)) € Zc(Ory)-

Let £ := Zc(O©g,) N Zc(rs). Since the complex dimension of £ is less than 5
(by the same reason as in the proof of Corollary 5.10), £ has no interior point.

On the other hand, Corollary 5.13 implies that Z(0g,) \ £ C h®(C®). By the
properness of hC, it follows that

(5.29) Zc(0p,) = Z(0g,) \ £ C hE(C?) = n®(CP).

Combining (5.28) and (5.29), we have h®(C®) = Z¢(0g,) C CS.

Since O g, is an irreducible polynomial over Q (cf. Proposition 5.9), it coincides
with the defining polynomial of hAC(C®). In particular, up to a nonzero scalar,
Op, coincides with the discriminant polynomial of type Eg which is known to
be irreducible over C.

Assigning weights (12,8,9,6,5,2) to (zo,...,2s), we obtain:

e 74(x) is a weighted homogeneous polynomial of degree 15,

e Res, (A%, B¥) is weighted homogeneous of degree 102,

e the main-analytic function O, is weighted homogeneous of degree 72.
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6. SINGULARITIES OF TYPE FE7

The standard map h := hg, : RS — R” of Ey-singular points is defined by
h(uv v, X3) = (h()(uv v, X3)7 hl(u, v, X3)7 h2(u7 v, X3)7 X3> 3

where x3 := (3, 24, 75, ) is the subvector of x € R”, and

(6.1) ho(u,v,x3) := 2u® + 2302 + 2240° + uv d7(v),
(6.2) hi(u,v,x3) == —3u® — v> — 250 — 260,

(6.3) ho(u,v,x3) 1= —2230 — 3240 — 1 67(v),

(6.4) 67(v) = 3v% + 260 + 5.

As an analogue of Proposition 5.1, the following assertion holds:

Proposition 6.1. The image of the standard map h coincides with the following
set

Wg, = {x = (20,...,26) € R"; there exists (u,v) € R? such that
F(u,v,x) = Fy(u,v,x) = Fy(u,v,x) = 0},

where
(6.5) F(u,v,x) :=u® + uv® + zguv? + zsuv + 240° + 2302 + 200 + T1U + T0.

As in Propositions 3.4, 4.4 and 5.2, the following assertion holds:
Proposition 6.2. The map h is a 6-dimensional real analytic map.
Proposition 6.3. The map h : RS — R” (resp. h® : C5 — C7) is proper.
Moreover, for each x € R7 (resp. x € (C7) the inverse image h™1(x) is finite.
Furthermore, h=1(0) = {0} (resp. (hRC)71(0) = {o}).

Set K =R or C and define h as in the previous sections:

Proposition 6.4. The map h:KS — K7 is proper. Moreover, for each x € K7,
the inverse image h='(x) is finite. Furthermore, h=1(0) = {o}.

Proof. The fact
0,1,2). If §7(v) :
finite. Since

h~ ( ) = {0} is obvious. Write z; = h;(u,v,z3, 4, x5, 76) (i =
= 30v% 4+ 2z6v + x5 = 0, then v is a root of a quadratic, hence

(6.6) u? = 3(—v® — 260 — 250 — 71),

the possibility of w is finite. If d7(v) # 0, we have
—X9 — 2T3V — 3x402

97(v)
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By (6.6) and (6.7), we have

(6.8) AX(v) := 9" + 21z60° + (1525 + 1622)0°
+ (921 + 2723 + 22x576 + 423 )0?

+ (12z126 + 36x324 + 7:1:% + 8:1:51%)1)3

+ (62125 + 4z1 22 + 18014 4 1225 + 5rire)v?

+ (dayx526 + 122923 + 23)0 + 2122 + 322

Since the leading term is 9v”, the possibility of v (and u) is finite. Thus h~!(x)

is finite. )

For properness, let K C K7 be compact and assume x = h(u,v,x3) € K. If
d7(v) = 0, the quadratic bounds |v| by Remark 2.3, and then |u| is bounded.
If 67(v) # 0, then v satisfies (6.8) with leading term 9v7, hence |v| is bounded;
consequently |u| is bounded. Therefore h~!(K) is bounded and closed, hence

compact. Thus h is proper. O

Substituting (6.6) and (6.7) into the equation ho(u, v, zs3, ..., zs) = xo (cf. (6.1))
and eliminating the term d7(v), we obtain the equation B*(v) = 0, where
x = (zo,...,x¢) and

(6.9) BX(v) := —3x40° — 5x30t 4+ (=Tao — 2x326 + 324225)0°
+ (=920 + 62124 — dz276 + $3x5)v2

+ (—6zpz¢ + 4123 — T2x5)V — 3TOT5 + 2212
By following the proof of Proposition 5.5, we obtain the following:

Proposition 6.5. Fiz x € K'. If x € h(KS) holds, then there exists v € K
satisfying A*(v) = B*(v) = 0. Conversely, if there exists v € K satisfying
A*(v) = BX(v) = 0 and 67(v) # 0, then x € h(K5).

Corollary 6.6. The image h(R®) (resp. hC(CY)) is a subset of Z(R) (resp.
Zc(R)).

We set (cf. (2.2))
R(x) := Res,(A*, B¥), S(x) := Psc,(A*, BY) (x := (x0,..., 1) € RT).

Since the leading term of A*(v) with respect to v is 9v7, the condition R(x) =
0 (resp. R(x) = S(x) = 0) implies that A*(v) and B*(v) have at least one
(resp. two) common root(s). Corresponding to (6.1), (6.2) and (6.3), we set

(6.10) g (u,v) = 2u® + 2x40% + 2302 — 0 + wv 57(v),
(6.11) G (u,v) := 3u® — v3 — zev? — x50 — 21,
(6.12) X (u,v) := —3x40? — 2030 — 29 — d7(V)U.

By definition, we have:

Proposition 6.7. For x € K7 and u,v € K, B(u,v,x;),) = x s equivalent to the
simultaneous vanishing of g>(u,v) (i =0,1,2).
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We set r7(x) := Res, (g5, d7)/3, then a direct computation with Mathematica
yields

r7(x) = 356% + (—6x4w5 — dxsxe + 4x4$%)x2 + x5(4:1:§ + 3£L‘ifL’5 — dx3x476)

and
(6.13) R(x) = 32%r7(x)%z] + (lower-order terms in o),
(6.14) S(x) = 22318 (w3 — w426) (329 — 3wa5 — 22376 + 20422) 25

+ (lower-order terms in z).

Regarding (6.13) and (6.14), set
T = {x eR"; r7(X) = x3 — x426 = 0},
To = {X eR"; r7(x) = 3xg — 3x4w5 — 2w376 + 2x4mg = 0},
and T := 71 U T3. Then dimy(7) < 6, and we have:

Theorem 6.8. The set & :=TU (Z(R)ﬁZ(S)) has dimension less than 6, and

Er, == Z(R)\ &1 is an open subset of Z(R). Moreover, for each x € Eg,, there
exists a unique real number v(x) that is a common root of A*(v) and B*(v).

Proof. By (6.13), R(x) is a non-constant polynomial, and hence dimy Z(R) < 6.
By Corollary 6.6, together with Proposition 6.2, we obtain

(6.15) dimy Z(R) = 6.
Setting & := (x0,1,1,0,1,1,1) € R7, one checks that
Reszo (R(£1),S(€1)) =1 (1 mod 5).

Hence £ = {x ¢ T ; R(x) = S(x) = 0} has dimy(£) < 6. Therefore
dimg(&1) < 6, and Eg, is open in Z(R). Uniqueness and reality of v(x) are
proved as in Theorem 5.7. O

As in Corollary 5.8, we obtain the following result.
Corollary 6.9. The image h(R) is a global main-analytic set of RT.
Proof. The proof is the same as that of Corollary 5.8. U

We now try to find an explicit formula for the main-analytic function. As an
analogue of Proposition 5.9, we prove the following;:

Proposition 6.10. The polynomial R(x) is divisible by r7(x)? and

R(x)
© =
7 (%) r7(x)?
18 irreducible over Q.
Proof. As in the case of Eg, we proved this fact using Mathematica. (I

Corollary 6.11. The dimension of the set & = Z(r7) N Z(Og,) is less than 6.
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Remark 6.12. Even without assuming the irreducibility of ©p, over Q, this
statement can be verified by applying Corollary B.4, taking a := r7 and b := Op.
as polynomials in x9. For instance, with p = 5, one may consider the sampling
point (xo,...,z¢) = (0,1,22,1,0,0,0).
Theorem 6.13. Fiz x € Zg,.
(1) If r7(x) # 0, then 07(v(x)) # 0 holds and there exists u € R\ {0} such
that h(u,v(x),x3) = x. In particular,
(6.16) Ep, \ Z(r7) C h(RO).
(2) Suppose that x € h(R®) N Z(r7). Then §7(v(x)) = 0 and H(x) = 0 hold.
Moreover, £ := h(R%) N Z(r7) has dimension less than 6.

Proof. All symbolic computations below were carried out with Mathematica. We
obtain

(6.17)  Res, (A%, d7) = 37r7(x)
(6.18)  Resy(B*,d7) = 12r7(x) (2796% — 18w w5w6 + 4128 + 403 — x%w%)
Thus if d7(v(x)) = 0 and A*(v(x)) = 0, then r7(x) = 0, a contradiction. Hence

d7(v(x)) # 0, and the rest of (1) follows from Proposition 6.5.
For (2), assume x € h(R%) N Z(r7). Dividing g% (u,v) by d7(v) gives

(6.19) g5 (u,v) = —(u+ x4)07(v) — 2A(X)v — 22 + 2475,

where A(x) := xg—x426. Set 0(x) := (—x2 + xax5)/(2A(x)). Then, substituting
v = 9(x) into d7(v), we obtain

(6.20) 31(6(x)) = 0 ofs =0

since r7(x) = 0. So g3 (u,v(x)) = 0 for any u. Using Lemma B.2 and Proposi-
tion B.3, one concludes dimy(&2) < 6. d

Corollary 6.14. Fiz x € Z¢(Og.). If r7(x) # 0, then there exist u,v € C such
that h(u,v,x3) = x.

Proof. The condition Opg.(x) = 0 implies the existence of v € C satisfying
A*(v) = B*(v) = 0. Since 7(x) # 0, we have d7(v) # 0. Then we can set u € C
by (6.7). Since A*(v) = 0, this u also satisfy (6.6). This implies the existence
of u € C such that h(u,v,x3) = x. O

Theorem 6.15. The polynomial O, (x) is a main-analytic function on h(RS).

This provides an alternative proof of the main-analyticity of h(R%), without
invoking Appendix D.

Proof. Since Z(R) = Z(r7) U Z(Og,), (6.16) yields
Z2(9p,) \ (& U &) = Z(R)\ (E1U Z(r7)) = Ep, \ Z(r7) C h(R®).
Hence dimy (Z(0g,) \ h(R®)) < 6. On the other hand, by (2) of Theorem 6.13,

(6.21) h(R®) C Z(Op,) U &, dimy (&) < 6.
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If h=1(&) had an interior point, the image would have dimension 6, a contradic-
tion. A limiting argument as in the Eg case then shows & C Z(©g.), proving
the claim. O

Remark 6.16. By Proposition 6.5, we have h®(C%\ Z¢(d7)) C Zc(Op,). Since
hC is proper, we obtain

(6.22) hE(CO) = hC( TS\ Z¢(d7) ) = hC(CS\ 2c(67)) C Zc(Op).

Let £ := Zc(O©g,) N Zc(r7). Since the complex dimension of £ is less than 6
by the same reason as in the proof of Corollary 6.11, £ has no interior point.
On the other hand, Corollary 6.14 implies that Zc(©p.)\ £ C h®(C®). By the
properness of hC, it follows that

(6.23) Zc(0g,) = Z¢(Op,) \ L C hC(C8) = hE(CP).

Combining (6.22) and (6.23), we have h®(C®) = Z¢(0g,) C C".

Since h® is an immersion on an open dense subset of C8 the hypersurface
hC(CY) is smooth on an open dense subset. As O, is an irreducible polynomial
over Q (cf. Proposition 6.10), it coincides with the defining polynomial of hC(C9).
In particular, © g, coincides with the discriminant polynomial of type E7, which
is known to be irreducible over C.

Assigning weights (9,7,6,5,3,4,2) to (xo,...,xs), we obtain:

e 77(x) is a weighted homogeneous polynomial of degree 14,
e Res, (A%, B¥) is weighted homogeneous of degree 91,
e the main-analytic function O, is weighted homogeneous of degree 63.

7. SINGULARITIES OF TYPE FEjg

Since this is parallel to Sections 5 and 6, we only record the main points. The
standard map h := hg, : R” — RS of an Fg-singular point is defined by

h’(“v v, X3) = (hO(uv v, x3)7 hl(”? v, X3)7 h2(u7 v, X3)7 X3))

where x3 := (73,24, 5, 76, 27) is the subvector of x € R®, and

(7.1) ho(u, v, x3) := 2u® + 40° 4+ 230% + 2240 + uv 55(v),
(7.2) hi(u,v,x3) := —3u? — x50 — 260> — TPV,

(7.3) ho(u,v,x3) := —5v* — 230 — 3z40% — udg(v),

(7.4) dg(v) == 3z70? 4 260 + 5.

Proposition 7.1. The image of the standard map h coincides with the set

Wg, == {X = (z0,...,27) € R®; there exists (u,v) € R? such that

F(u,v,x) = Fy(u,v,x) = Fy(u,v,x) = 0},
where
(7.5) F(u,v,x) = u® 4+ v° + zyuv® + zguv? + zsuv

+ 240 + 230 + TV + 21U + T

The following assertion can be easily verified:
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Proposition 7.2. The map h is a 7-dimensional real analytic map.
Set K =R or C and define & as in the previous sections:

Proposition 7.3. The map h: K7 — K8 is proper. Moreover, for each x € K8,
the inverse image h='(x) is finite. Furthermore, h=(0) = {o}.

Proof. The assertion h~1(0) = {0} is immediate. Fix x = (zo,...,z7) € K® and
write x; = h;(u,v,x3,...,27) for i = 0,1,2. Recall that

(7.6) z1 = hi(u,v,x5) = —3u® — x50 — 0% — 2703,

(7.7) T3 = ho(u,v,x5) = —5v* — 2x30 — 3240% — u ds(v),

where dg(v) := x5 + 2x6v + 3x702.

If g(v) = 0, then (7.7) reduces to x9 = —5v* — 2w3v — 372402, s0 v is a root
of a quartic equation over K. Hence the possibilities for v are finite, and then
(7.6) shows that the possibilities for u are also finite.

Assume now dg(v) # 0. From (7.6) and (7.7) we obtain

2

(7.8) W2 — —x1 — 250 — V2 — 70> " — —5v? — 3x40% — 2x30 — 29
’ ds(v)

3

Eliminating u between (7.8) yields a polynomial equation A*(v) = 0, where
(7.9) A*(v) := 750° + 9230" + 3(30z4 + Tze7F)0°

+ (60333 + x7(15x5x7 + 16x%))v5

+ (9x1m% + 3029 + 2723 + 22x57677 + 4x2)v4

+ (12x1x6x7 + 36314 + 7x§x7 + 8x5m%)v3

+ (6x1m5x7 + 4x1x§ + 18xoxy4 + 123;% + 593?)366)7}2

+ (4z12576 + 122973 + 23 )0 + 2123 + 323.

Since the leading term of AX(v) is 7508, v has finitely many possibilities. So,
(7.8) gives finitely many possibilities for u. Therefore, for every x € K&, the
inverse image h~!(x) is finite.

The properness of the map h can be proved by imitating the case of Fg and
FEr. [l

Substituting (7.8) into the equation hy(v,x3) = xo (cf. (7.1)), we obtain the
equation B*(v) = 0, where

BX(v) := z7v" + 4z6v® 4 (Txs — 3z427)0° + 5(221 — x327)0?
+ (=Txoxy — 2w376 + 3T475)0°
+ (=9zox7 + 62124 — o6 + T3T5) V>
+ (—6xox6 + 4w123 — T2X5)V — 3TOX5 + 221 22.
As in the cases of Eg and E7, we set
R(x) := Res, (A*, BY), S(x) := Psc,(AX, BX).

With g*(u,v) := z; — hi(u,v,x3) (i =0,1,2), like as the cases of Eg and E7, we

have the following two assertions:
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Proposition 7.4. For x € K® and u,v € K, ﬁ(u,v,x?,) = X 18 equivalent to
gX(u,v) =0 (i =0,1,2).

Proposition 7.5. Fiz x € K8. If x € h(K"), then there exists v € K with
A*(v) = B*(v) = 0. Conversely, the existence of v € K satisfying ds(v) # 0
implies x € h(KT).

Corollary 7.6. The image h(R7) (resp. hC(C7)) is a subset of Z(R) (resp.
Zc(R)).

The resultant rg(x) := Res, (g3, ds) can be computed as
rg(x) = 25 x% — 90 x4y xg’
+ (60 $4:c% + 81 xix% + 180 z3xgx7 + 90 l’gl‘%) :Eg
+ (780 3:31:% — 240 :E2$%I‘7 — 108 x3x4x6x$ + 108 x%x% — 162 x2x4x§) T5
+ T2 (80 xg + 108 wyzia? — 108 x3z623 + 81 $2:E$).
Set By := x¢(dB*/dxg) (cf. (5.21)). Then we have
B¥(v) := —3xoxs — 6zor6v — 9z0T70°.

By Remark 5.11, Res, (A%, B¥) and Psc,(A*, BX) are non-zero constant multi-
ples of Res,(A*, Bf) and Psc,(A*, Bf), respectively. Furthermore, we have

Res, (A%, BY) = 3'9%¢(x)%z5 + (lower-order terms in ),

Psc, (A%, BY) = —223%p; (x)pa(x)z§ + (lower-order terms in o),

where

p1(x) = 2027 + (27422 — 302527) 26 — 272323,

p2(x) = 40 23 4 (54xgx? — 1202527) 22 — Hdwsad g

+ (451‘%33‘% — 8laywsad + 81x2m§).
It holds that
Resg (78, Di) peet ot =1 (mod?7) (1=1,2).
Hence each
Tii={x €R"; rs(x) = pi(x) = 0} (i=1,2)

has dimg (7;) < 7, so T := T1 U Tz also satisfies dimg (7)) < 7.

Theorem 7.7. & = T U (Z(R) N Z(S)) has dimp(&) < 7, and Eg, =
Z(R) \ & is open in Z(R). Moreover, for each x € Zp, there is a unique
v(x) € R with A*(v(x)) = B*(v(x)) = 0.

Proof. Set & = (x0,1,0,0,0,1,0,1). Using Mathematica, we have
R(&1) = 3(5 + 3xo + 62§ + 20) (4 + 333 + 223 + 25)  (mod 7)

and

S(&1) =3 + 220 + 322 + x5 + 324 + 42) + 2§ (mod 7).
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Moreover, the resultant of the two polynomials R(§1) and S(&1) in z¢ is equal
to 1 modulo 7. Thus, by Corollary B.4 in the appendix, we conclude that

L:={xcR¥\T; R(x)=S(x) =0}
has dimension less than 7. Hence Z := {x ¢ R® ; R(x) =S(x) =0} Cc LUT,
which implies that Z has dimension less than 7. Thus the first claim follows, and
Epg is an open subset of Z(R). Fix x € Zg,. Then, as in the cases of Eg and

E-, there exists a unique v € R such that A*(v) = B*(v) = 0. We denote this
unique solution by v(x). This is exactly the v(x) claimed in the theorem. [

As in Corollaries 5.8 and 6.9, we obtain the following:
Corollary 7.8. h(R") is a global main-analytic set of RS.
We next show the following;:

Theorem 7.9. The polynomial R(x) is divisible by r3(x)?, and Op,(x) =
R(x)/rs(x)? is irreducible over Q.

Proof. By using Mathematica, we computed © g, (x) = Res, (A*(v), B*(v)) . The
resulting expression occupies about 13 megabytes when stored as a file, and the
computation itself required approximately 7.5 hours on a standard laptop. From
this explicit output we verified that © g, (x) is divisible by rg(x)2. Moreover, the
quotient © g, (x)/rs(x)? is checked to be irreducible over Q. O

Corollary 7.10. dimpy (Z(rs) N Z(0Og,)) < 7.

Remark 7.11. Even without assuming the irreducibility of © g, this statement
can be verified by applying Corollary B.4, taking a := rg and b := O, as
polynomials in z5. For instance, with p = 7, one may consider the sampling
point (zg,...,27) =(0,1,0,1,1,z5,1,0).

The following assertion is an analogue of Theorems 5.12 and 6.13.

Theorem 7.12. Fix x € Ef,.
(1) If rg(x) # 0, then dg(v(x)) # 0 and there exists u € R\ {0} such that
h(u,v(x),x3) = x. In particular, Zg, \ Z(rs) C h(RT).
(2) If x € h(R") N Z(rg), then ds(v(x)) = 0 and H(x) = 0. Moreover,
Ey := h(R") N Z(rg) has dimy (&) < 7.

Proof. All symbolic computations were carried out with Mathematica. One finds
Res, (A%, d3) = 975(x)?, Res, (B*,0g) = 4x7 J(x) r3(x),

where J is a certain polynomial. So dg(v(x)) = 0 and A*(v(x)) = 0 would force
rg(x) = 0, proving (1). For (2), the reconstruction of v(x) via division of g5 by
0g proceeds exactly as in the FE7 case, with the dimension bounds < 7 obtained
by Lemma B.2 and Corollary B.4. O

By the same argument as in the proof of Corollary 6.14, we obtain the follow-
ing.
Corollary 7.13. Fiz x € Z¢(Og,). If rg(x) # 0, then there exist u,v € C such
that h(u,v,x3) = x.

Theorem 7.14. The polynomial © g, (x) is a main-analytic function of h(R7).
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Proof. Since Z(R) = Z(rg) U Z(Og,), we get
2(0p,)\ (EoU&) = Z(R)\ (E1U Z(rs)) = Eg, \ Z(rs) C h(RT).

Hence dimp (Z(0g,) \ R(R7)) < 7. Combined with Corollary 6.6 and Theo-
rem 7.12, the standard limiting argument (as in E;) shows h(R7) C Z(Op,)U&
with dimpg (&) < 7 and & C Z(Ogy). O

Remark 7.15. As in the cases of Eg and F7, we have h®(C"7) = Z¢(Op,) C C8.
Since A€ is an immersion on an open dense subset of C7, the same reasoning as in
the E and E7 cases shows that O, coincides with the discriminant polynomial
of type Fg up to a nonzero scalar, which is known to be irreducible over C.
Assigning weights (15,10,12,9,6,7,4,1) to (xo,...,x7), we obtain:

e rg(x) is a weighted homogeneous polynomial of degree 28,
e Res, (A*, B¥) is weighted homogeneous of degree 176,
e the discriminant © g, is weighted homogeneous of degree 120.
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APPENDIX A. RESULTANTS OF TWO POLYNOMIALS

Let a(t),b(t) € R[t] be nonzero polynomials of degrees n,m > 1. We denote
by Res;(a,b) the resultant and by Psc;(a,b) the first principal subresultant co-
efficient (cf. (2.2)), both defined via Sylvester-type matrices. It is classical that
if aobo 75 0, then

(1) Rest(a,b) = 0 holds if and only if a,b have a common root in C,
(2) Resi(a,b) = Pscgl)(a, b) = 0 if and only if a, b have at least two common
roots in C.

The same conclusions remain valid whenever (ag, bg) # (0,0): if, say, by = 0,
then

Res¢(a, b) = apRes;(a, I;), Psci(a, b) = apPsc(a, B),

where b is obtained by removing the highest vanishing coefficients of . Thus
the claim follows by induction.

APPENDIX B. ESTIMATING THE DIMENSION OF COMMON ZERO SETS OF TWO
POLYNOMIALS

We begin with the following fundamental fact.

Proposition B.1. Let a,b € Q[z1,...,x,] be nonzero polynomials. If a and b
have no nontrivial common factor in Q[x1, ..., xz,], then the real zero set Z(a)N
Z(b) C R™ has dimension strictly less than n — 1.

In this appendix, we present a more efficient method for estimating the di-
mension of a common zero set by focusing on a single variable and employing
the resultant with respect to that variable.
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Lemma B.2. Let
a(t,x) = a(x)t! + (lower terms) (j>1)

be a polynomial belonging to Rlxo,...,xn_1|[t], where x = (zg,...,Tn—1), and
let b(x) € Rlzg,...,zn_1] be nonzero. Then

8= {(t;%) € ™1, a(t,x) = b(x) = 0, a(x) £ 0},
S :={x € R"; 3t such that a(t,x) = b(x) = 0, a(x) # 0}
are semianalytic and have dimension < n.

Proof. For each x with b(x) = 0 and a(x) # 0, the polynomial ¢ — a(t,x) has
finitely many real roots. Hence,

dimy S < dimp{x € R"; b(x) =0} <n—1.

Since the canonical projection 7 : R™"*! — R is a Lipschitz map and satisfies
m(S) =9, it follows that dimy S < dimpy S <n — 1. O

Let a,b € Rlzo,...,z,—1][t] with deg,a,deg,b > 1 and leading coefficients
a(x),f(x). Set T :={x € R": a(x) = F(x) =0} and R(x) := Res:(a,b).
Proposition B.3. If there exists ¢y € R™ satisfying R(co) # 0, then the sets

S:={(t,x)eR"™: a=b=0, x¢ T},
S:={xeR"\ T : 3t such that a = b =0}
satisfy dimg S < n and dimg S < n.
Proof. Since S C Z(R) and R # 0, we have dimy Z(R) < n. By Lemma B.2,
S1:={a=R =0, a#0}, Sy:={b=R =0, B#0}

SatisnydimH S; < nfori=1,2. Since S C 57U S, we get dimgy S < n and also
dimyg S < n. O

Corollary B.4. If the coefficients of a,b are integers and there exist a prime p
and cg € Z™ with R(cp) # 0 (mod p), then the same dimension estimate holds.

In practical applications, one usually chooses the smallest possible prime p to
simplify computations.

APPENDIX C. A PROPERTY OF A SYSTEM OF THREE POLYNOMIAL EQUATIONS

Set K = R or C. To investigate properties of the images of the standard
maps hgg, hg, and hg, in a unified manner, we consider the following three
polynomials
(C.1) Go(u,v) := 2u® + v (v) + wvd(v),

(C.2) G1(u,v) := —=3u? + 71 (v), Ga(u,v) := y2(v) — ud(v),
where 6(v) and ~;(v) (¢ = 0,1,2) are polynomials in v with real coefficients.

If there exists ug, vy € K such that G;(ug,v9) = 0 for i = 0, 1,2, then (C.2)
can be rewritten as

(C.3) 3ug = 71(vo), up = v2(vo)/6(vo),
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where the second equation makes sense whenever 6(vg) # 0. If we set

(C.4) a(v) = 37() = 6(0)Pn(v) (v €K),

then a(vg) = 0 holds. Under the assumptions G;(uo,v9) =0 (i =0, 1,2), (C.1),
(C.2) and (C.3) yield

(C.5) 0 = Go(up,v) = n (?)UO) ?((;;0)) + 70 (vo) + woved (vo).

So, the polynomial
(C.6) B() == 71(v)12(v) + 370(v)d(v) + 3vye(v)d(v)  (veEK)

vanishes at v = vg.

Lemma C.1. If there exist ug, vy € K such that G;(ug,vg) =0 for all i =0,1,2
then a(vg) = B(vg) = 0 holds.

Proof. We have already observed that the assertion holds if d(vg) # 0. So we
consider the case d(vg) = 0. Then Ga(up,vp9) = 0 implies that v2(vg) = 0, and
a(vg) = B(vg) = 0 hold obviously. O

Conversely, we can show the following:

Proposition C.2. If §(vg) # 0 and a(vg) = B(vg) = 0 for some vy € K, then
there exists ug € K such that Gi(ug,v9) = 0 holds for i =0,1,2.

Proof. Since §(vg) # 0, we can set ug := y2(vp)/d(vp), then Ga(up,v9) = 0 holds.
Moreover, a(vy) = 0 implies u3 = 1 (vo)/3. So we have Gy (ug,vp) = 0. Then
B(vg) = 0 implies Go(ug, vg) = 0. O

APPENDIX D. A CRITERION FOR GLOBAL MAIN-ANALYTICITY

To give a criterion for global main-analyticity as mentioned in the introduc-
tion, we here recall the following fact:

Fact D.1. Let f : R™ — R" (m < n) be a polynomial map. Assume that f is
generically injective, that is, there exists a Zariski open dense subset U C R™
such that the restriction f|y is injective. Put S := f(R™) and let 57 c Rre

denote the Zariski closure of S. Then the complement 57 \ S has (algebraic)
dimension strictly less than m.

This fact follows from standard results in real algebraic geometry (see, for
instance, Bochnak—Coste-Roy [2, §2.8 and §3.3]). In our setting, it is obtained
as a special case of Coste [3, Corollary 3.19], applied to the regular map f :

R™ — ?Z, where R™ is regarded as a nonsingular real algebraic variety.

Proposition D.2. Let f : R™ — R"™ (m < n) be a polynomial map. Assume
that there exists an open dense subset U C R™ such that

(1) f is an immersion on U, i.e. rank(df,) = m for all x € U,
(2) flu is injective.
Then S = f(R™) is a global main-analytic set. Moreover, one may take a

main-analytic function © to be a real polynomial on R™.
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Proof. By assumption (2), there exists an open dense subset U C R™ on which
f is injective. Let

T:={zeR™; 3" £z, flx)=f(2")}.

Then T is semialgebraic and contained in the nowhere dense set R™ \ U, hence
dimT < m, where dim denotes the algebraic dimension of T. In particular,

the Zariski closure T2 is a proper algebraic subset of R™, and f is generically
injective in the sense of Fact D.1.
By the Tarski-Seidenberg theorem, the image S = f(R™) is a semialgebraic

subset of R”, and 57 is a real algebraic set. Since f|y is an m-dimensional
real analytic map, dimg(S) = m holds (cf. Proposition 1.4). Since S is semi-
algebraic, its Hausdorff dimension coincides with its (algebraic) dimension; thus

dim S = m. In particular, the algebraic dimension of 57 also equals m.
There exists a real polynomial © defining the algebraic set 57 sothat Z (©) =

57 5 8. Since §7 has (algebraic) dimension m, its Hausdorff dimension also
equals m. Hence dimg(S) = dimgy(Z(0)) = m.

Moreover, by Fact D.1, the complement 57 \ S has (algebraic) dimension
strictly less than m. This set is semialgebraic, so its Hausdorff dimension coin-
cides with its (algebraic) dimension. Therefore

dimy (2(0)\ §) = dimy (S7\ §) < m = dimpy(S).
So S is a global main-analytic set with © as a main-analytic function on R". [

Remark D.3. If f is a real-analytic map but not a polynomial, then the conclu-
sion of Proposition D.2 may fail. For example, the Osgood map

fo(u,v) := (u, uv, uve’) (u,v € R)

is injective on its regular set, but its image cannot be globally main-analytic.
Indeed, it is a classical fact that any real-analytic function vanishing on fo(R?)
near the origin must be identically zero. Hence no nontrivial real-analytic func-
tion can have fo(R?) in its zero set.
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