arXiv:math/0401110v2 [math.DG] 24 Mar 2004

SINGULARITIES OF FLAT FRONTS IN HYPERBOLIC 3-SPACE

M. KOKUBU, W. ROSSMAN, K. SAJI, M. UMEHARA AND K. YAMADA

ABSTRACT. It is well-known that the unit cotangent bundle of any Riemann-
ian manifold has a canonical contact structure. A surface in a Riemannian
3-manifold is called a (wave) front if it is the projection of a Legendrian immer-
sion into the unit cotangent bundle. We shall give easily-computable criteria
for a singular point on a front to be a cuspidal edge or a swallowtail. Using
this, we shall prove that generically flat fronts in the hyperbolic 3-space admit
only cuspidal edges and swallowtails. Moreover, we will show that every com-
plete flat front (which is not rotationally symmetric) has associated parallel
surfaces whose singularities consist of only cuspidal edges and swallowtails.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M? be a 2-manifold and f: M? — M3(c) be a C*°-map into a space form
M 3(c) of constant curvature c. The map f is called a flat surface if the set of regular
points of f are dense in M? and the Gaussian curvature vanishes at all regular
points. It is well-known that the associated parallel surfaces f;: M? — M3(c), i.e.
surfaces that are equi-distant from f at a distance ¢, are also flat. A singular point
p € M? of a flat surface f: M? — M3(c) is called admissible if it becomes a regular
point of the parallel surfaces f; for sufficiently small t € R\ {0}. Flat surfaces whose
singularities are all admissible are called flat fronts. Thus flat fronts are a natural
subclass to study amongst flat surfaces, and it is of interest to investigate their
singularities. For the case ¢ = 0, there have appeared several articles concerning
the singularities of developable surfaces in R®. In particular, Izumiya [:_5] proved that
the developable surfaces whose singularities are only cuspidal edges, swallowtails
or cuspidal cross caps are open and dense in the set of non-cylindrical developable

surfaces, where (u,v) — (u,v?,v%) represents a cuspidal edge, (u,v) — (3u* +

u?v,4u® + 2uv,v) a swallowtail, and (u,v) — (u,uv® v?) a cuspidal cross cap.
Recently, geometric inequalities for complete flat fronts in hyperbolic 3-space and
complete maximal surfaces with certain singularities in Minkowski 3-space were
found in [[3] and [16]. We also note that Kitagawa has made a deep investigation
of flat tori in the 3-sphere ([7], [&], [B]). The study of global properties of surfaces
with singularities is a newly-developing research area in differential geometry.

In this paper, we shall investigate singularities of flat surfaces in the hyperbolic
3-space H3 = M3(—1). The geometry of flat fronts in H? has been investigated in
[i2,3]. In particular, an analogue of the Osserman inequality for minimal surfaces
in R® was given in [:_1-3] Like the case of constant mean curvature one surfaces in
H3, flat surfaces have a representation formula in terms of holomorphic data, found
by A. Gélvez, A. Martinez and F. Milan ['g] Let w and 6 be holomorphic 1-forms
on a simply-connected Riemann surface M? such that |w|? + |6|? is positive definite.
Then there exists a holomorphic immersion Ef: M? — SL(2, C) such that

i 0 0
(1.1) E; dEf=< o)

w
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and its projection to H* gives a flat front f = E,;E} in H*, where we regard H® as
(12)  H®=SL(2,C)/SUQ) = {aa": a € SL2,C)}  (a* = 'a).

Moreover, any simply-connected flat front has such a representation with respect
to the complex structure induced by the second fundamental form (see [3], f13] and
[i3]). We call w and € in (.1 the canonical forms of f. In Section J here, we will
show the following;:

Theorem 1.1. Let f: M? — H? be a flat front with canonical forms (w = & dz,0 =
0 dz), where z is a local complex coordinate.
(1) A point p € M? is a singular point if and only if |&(p)| = |0(p)| holds.
(2) The image of f around a singular point p is locally diffeomorphic to a cusp-
idal edge if and only if
. R é/ é VRS
G- 040  and Im <M> 40
wh
hold at p, where ' = d/dz.
(3) The image of f around a singular point p is locally diffeomorphic to a swal-
lowtail if and only if

6—6 40,  Im <M> _

s(0) — s(@)
and Re <T> #0

hold at p, where s(w) is the Schwarzian derivative {h,z} of the function
h(z) := fzzo w with respect to z, that is,

0 wr-wr= ()3 (5 - ()3

Consequently, cuspidal edges and swallowtails are stable under perturbations of
(w,0). It is well-known that generic fronts (which might not be flat) admit only
cuspidal edges or swallowtails (see Arnol’d [:11, Section 21.6]). However, it does not
immediately follow that the same assertion holds for generic flat fronts. Using the
above theorem, we shall prove the same assertion for flat fronts in H3. Moreover,
we shall prove the following global result in Section é. A front f: M? — H? is
called complete if there exist a compact set C' C M? and a symmetric 2-tensor T
on M? such that T is identically 0 outside C' and ds®+T is a complete Riemannian
metric of M2, where ds? is the first fundamental form of f.

Theorem 1.2. Let f: M? — H? be a complete flat front which is not a covering
of an hourglass (hourglasses are rotationally symmetric, see Example :_5._-2), and let
{ft} be the family of parallel fronts of f. Then, except for only finitely many values
of t, all the singular points of fi are locally diffeomorphic to cuspidal edges or
swallowtails.

The image of the singular points under an hourglass is a single point in H?,
namely the so-called “cone-like singularity” (see Figure :_Z in Section :ﬁ)7 and any
parallel front of an hourglass has the same singularity. Thus the assumption of
Theorem :_1-_-2 is necessary.

Fronts which admit only cuspidal edges and swallowtails are called A-mersions,
and their topological properties have been investigated by Langevin, Levitt and
Rosenberg [:_1-5_:] The above theorem implies that complete flat fronts in H? are
generically included in this category.
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The union of singular sets for the entire parallel family of a given flat front is
called a caustic. We note that Roitman [:_1-4_;] very recently studied the geometric
properties of flat surfaces, motivated by a classical result of L. Bianchi (see Sec-
tion 5.)

To prove Theorem :_1-._ 1‘, we shall give criteria for a singular point on a front to be
a cuspidal edge or a swallowtail, as follows: Let N3 be a Riemannian 3-manifold.
Let U be a domain on (R?*;u,v), and let

f=flu,v): U — N3

be a C"*°-map, with p € U a singular point of f. Then there exist three functions
a,b,c € C*°(U) such that

0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

where (z,y, z) is a local coordinate system of N3. The rank of a map defined by
g : (uv ’U) — (a(uv ’U), b(ua 1)), C(uv ’U)) € R3

does not depend on the choice of local coordinate (z,y,z) nor on the choice of
coordinate (u,v). Since we have assumed N? is Riemannian, the unit cotangent
bundle of N3 has a contact structure and we can define fronts as the projection of
Legendrian immersions. Now we assume f is a front. A singular point p € U of
f is called non-degenerate if the Jacobian matrix of G is of rank one at p. There
exists a regular curve near a non-degenerate singular point p

vy=7(t): (—g,e) — U

(called a singular curve) such that v(0) = p, and so that the image of v coincides
with the set of singularities of f near p. The tangential direction of v(¢) is called the
singular direction, and a non-zero vector n € TU such that df (n) = 0 represents the
null direction. For each point 7(t), vectors in the null direction n(t) are uniquely
determined up to non-zero scalar multiplication.

Proposition 1.3. Let N be a Riemannian 3-manifold and p = v(0) € U be a
non-degenerate singular point of a front f: U — N3.
(1) The germ of the front f at p is locally diffeomorphic to a cuspidal edge if
and only if n(0) is not proportional to ¥(0), where 4(t) = dv(t)/dt.
(2) The germ of the front f at p is locally diffeomorphic to a swallowtail if and
only if n(0) is proportional to 4(0) and

%det (ﬁ(t), n(t)) i #0.

We shall prove this proposition in Section 'Q: These criteria are useful in other
situations. In fact, this proposition is applicable for the study of singularities of
maximal surfaces in Minkowski space (see [16]).

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Shyuichi Izumiya and Go-o Ishikawa for
fruitful discussions and valuable comments, especially Ishikawa for pointing out an
error in a preliminary version of our paper.

2. CRITERIA FOR SINGULAR POINTS

2.1. Preliminaries. First, we recall well-known properties for singular points from

[2]. Let
p=pw): — R
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be a C"*°-function defined on an open interval I containing the origin such that
©(0) = 0. Then ¢ has an Ag-singularity at 0 if

¢0)=¢"(0)=-=p"0)=0, and  e*(0) #£0,

where ¢’ = dp/dw and ¢U) = d/p/dwi. Here, we shall consider the cases k = 2
and 3.
Let € be an open subset of (R3; x,y, z) containing the origin 0. A map

P:IxOQ— R
is called an unfolding of ¢ if
p(w) = ¢(w,0)
holds. Moreover, if ¢ has an Ag-singularity at 0 and the matrix
$,(0,0) @.(0,0) ... ¥ Y(0,0)
©,(0,0) @,(0,0) ... @ "(0,0)
$,(0,0) 2.0,0) ... &% Y(0,0)
is of rank k, then ® is called a versal unfolding of p, where, for example,
2 j+1
;= 8(1(;1)10’ ¥ = ngi

The set
D¢ = {x € Q; there exists a w € I with ®(w,z) = ®'(w,z) = 0}
is called the discriminant set of ®. The following fact is useful:

Fact 2.1 ([]). Suppose ¢: I — R has an Ay-singularity (k = 2 or 3) at 0 and
®: I xQ — R a versal unfolding of ¢. Then

(1) Do is locally diffeomorphic to a cuspidal edge at O if k = 2.

(2) Do is locally diffeomorphic to a swallowtail at O if k = 3.

2.2. Non-degenerate singular points. Let N3 be a Riemannian 3-manifold and
Ty N3 the unit cotangent bundle. A C*°-map f: M? — N3 is called a (wave) front
if there exists a Legendrian immersion Ly: M? — T}N? such that f = mo Ly,
where 7: Tf N® — N? is the projection. We call Ly the Legendrian lift of f. We
shall use the following fact later:

Fact 2.2 (Zakalyulin [1%]). Let U(C R?) be a neighborhood of the origin, and let
fi: U — R® (j = 1,2) be fronts. Suppose that (0,0) is a singular point of f; and
the set of regular points of f; is dense in U for each j = 1,2. Then the following
two statements are equivalent:

(1) There exist neighborhoods Vi, Va(C R?) of the origin (0,0) and a local diffeo-
morphism on R® which maps the image f1(V1) to fo(Va), namely the image
of f1 is locally diffeomorphic to that of fs.

(2) There exists a local diffeomorphism h on R* and a local contact diffeomor-
phism U on Ty R® which sends fibers to fibers such that ® o Ly, = Ly, o h,
namely the lift Ly, is Legendrian equivalent to the lift Ly, .

Again, we shall return to the general setting: Since any contact structure is
locally equivalent to the canonical contact structure on Tl*R3, we may restrict our
attention to fronts in the Euclidean 3-space R®. Let (U;u,v) be a domain in R?
and f: U — R® a front. Identifying the unit cotangent bundle Tf‘R3 with the unit
tangent bundle Ty R® ~ R® x S2, there exists a unit vector field

v:U— S?’c R®
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such that the Legendrian lift Ly is expressed as (f,v). Since Ly = (f,v),
(df,v) =0 and (v,vy=1

hold, where ( , ) is the Euclidean inner product of R*. We call v the unit normal
vector field of the front f. Then there exists a C*°-function A € C*°(U) such that

of
ou

where x denotes the cross product of R*. Obviously, (u,v) € U is a singular point
of f if and only if A(u,v) = 0.

(2.1) (u,v) X ==(u,v) = A(u,v) v(u,v),

Proposition 2.3. A singular point p € U of a front f: U — R® is non-degenerate
if and only if dX # 0 holds at p.

Proof. Differentiating (2.1) at p, we have d(f, x f,)(p) = dA(p)v(p). This implies
that the rank of f, x f,: U — R® at p is at most 1, and that d\(p) # 0 is equivalent
to d(fu X fu)(p) # 0. Therefore, d\(p) # 0 if and only if d(f, x f,) has rank 1 at
p, that is, the map G in the introduction has rank 1 at p. [l

Let p be a non-degenerate singular point of a front f: U — R3. Since the set of
singular points is the set {\ = 0}, Proposition 2.3 implies that the set of singular
points is parametrized by a smooth curve

v: (—g,e) — U

in a neighborhood of p, so that v(0) = p. We call the curve (t) a singular curve
passing through p, and the direction 4(0) the singular direction at the singular point
p, where the dot denotes the derivative with respect to t. Since p is a non-degenerate
singular point, so is any point (t) for sufficiently small £. Then there exists a unique
direction n(t) € T, U up to scalar multiplication such that df (n(t)) = 0 for each
t. We call n(t), which is smooth in ¢, the null direction.

Definition 2.4. Let p be a non-degenerate singular point of a front f: U — R,
v(t) the singular curve with v(0) = p, and 7(t) the null direction. Then

(1) pis of type C if n(0) is not proportional to 4(0).
(2) pis of type S if n(0) is proportional to 4(0) and
d .

pn det (¥(t),n(t)) #£0

t=0
holds, where #(t) and 7(t) are considered as column vectors in R
This definition does not depend on the choices of v and 7.
Ezxample 2.5. The map
fo(z,w) == (2w®, —3uw?, 2)

gives a cuspidal edge along the z-axis. The null direction is perpendicular to the
z-axis, and it has a type C singularity at (0, 0).
The map

fs(z,w) = Buw* + zw?, 4w + 2wz, 2)

gives a swallowtail at (0,0). The singular curve is 6w?+2z = 0, and the null direction
is parallel to the w-axis. So (0,0) is a singularity of type S.

The above f = (f1, f2, f5) = f, fs satisfy that f.(0,0) = (0,0,1), fs(z,w) = =
and the derivative f,, vanishes identically on the singular curve. We shall now
prove that any front f(u,v) can be given such a parameterization (z,w) near a



6 M. KOKUBU, W. ROSSMAN, K. SAJI, M. UMEHARA AND K. YAMADA

non-degenerate singular point, as follows: We assume that the origin (0,0) of the
uv-plane is an arbitrarily given non-degenerate singular point of f, namely

A(0,0)=0 and dA(0,0) # 0,
and set
f£(0,0)=0.
Then we have:

Proposition 2.6. Suppose that (0,0) is a non-degenerate singular point of a front
f:U — R>. Then there is a diffeomorphism

U (V;z,w) — (U;u,v)
with ¥(0,0) = (0,0) and a rotation at the origin
©: R — R’

such that

f(Z,’lU) = (fl(Z,w),fQ(Z,w),fg(Z,w)) =0o fO \IJ(Z,'UJ): V — RS
satisfies the following properties:

(1) f;z(oa 0) = (07 0, 1)7

@) falzw) =z

(3) the derivative f,, vanishes identically along the singular curve. In particular
fu(0,0) = (0,0,0) holds.

(4) If (0,0) is of type C, the tangent vector % € T(0,0)V can be chosen to be the
singular direction at the origin of V.

Proof. Let ~(t) be the singular curve passing through (0,0). The null direction 7(t)
can be extended to a vector field 77 on U, that is,

n(t) =7 o(t).

On the other hand, we take a vector & € T(g,0)U which is not proportional to 7(0)
and satisfies

|df (o) = 1.

If (0,0) is of type C, we choose & to be proportional to 4(0). Then there exists a
vector field £ on U such that

5(07 O) = 50-

Then the vector fields £ and 7 are linearly independent in a neighborhood of the
origin. Hence by a lemma in [:_1(_)', page 182], there exists a new coordinate system
(@, v) such that @(0,0) = (0,0) = 0 and 9/da (resp. §/9v) is proportional to &
(resp. 7). Scaling £ and 7], we may assume

0 0
- = a. d — =N
o ot
without loss of generality. From now on, we use the coordinates (&, ). However,
for notational simplicity, we drop the overhead tilde’s and write (@, 0) as just (u,v).
So we may assume:
e The derivative f, vanishes identically on the singular curve ~y(t).
e If (0,0) is of type C, the tangent vector % € T(0,0)U points in the singular
direction at the origin.
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Since f,(0,0) has unit length, we can take a rotation at the origin ©: R* — R?
which maps f,,(0,0) to (0,0,1), and set

Fluw) = (Filwv), Folu, ), fo(u,v)) = © 0 f(u.v).

Then we have

fu(O,O)Z(O,O,l), fU(O,O)Z(O,O,O).
We set

g(u,v,2):= fa(u,v) — z.
Since
gu(0,0,0) = (fS)u(OaO) =1 7£ 0,

there exists a function u = u(z,v) such that u(0,0) = 0 and g(u(z,v),v,2) = 0,
namely,

(2.2) fa(u(z,v),v) = z.
Then by
u=u(z,w), v=w,
(z,w) gives a new coordinate system. We now set
(2.3) Fzw) 1= F(u(zw), w).
Then {2} follows immediately. By differentiating (2.2), we have
u=(0,0)(f3)u(0,0) =1,
and we get
u,(0,0) = 1.

Thus, by differentiating (2.3), we have
(

),
1
2(0,0) = u2(0,0)£.(0,0) = (0,0, 1),
which implies il:):
On the other hand,

fulzw) = (Fluzw),w)) = Fu(ulzw)w)u(zw) + fu(u(w, 2),w).
Since f, vanishes on 7, so does f, (u(z,w),w). Thus we have
fulz,w) = fu(u(z,w), w)uy(z,w) on 7.
By differentiating f3(u(z,w), w) = z with respect to w, we have
(2, w)(f3)u (u(z, w), w) = 0.

Here, (f3)u(u(z,w),w) does not vanish near (0,0), since (f3)u(0,0) = 1. Then we
have

Uy (2, w) =0
and thus f,, vanishes on the singular curve, which proves :@_3: If (0,0) is of type C,
then (0,0, 1) is proportional to the singular direction of f. Since f.(0,0) = (0,0,1),
we have [4). O
Remark 2.7. In the proof above,
v(z,w) == v(u(z,w),w)

gives the unit normal vector field of the (normalized) front f(z,w).
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In addition to the case of surfaces, we shall define fronts for plane curves.
Definition 2.8. Let I C R be an interval. A map
c=o(w): I — R?
is called a (planar) front if there exists a map
n=n(w): [ — S*C R?

such that n(w) is perpendicular to o(w) and w — (o(w),n(w)) is an immersion.
A point w = wp with ¢’ (wp) = 0 is called a singular point of the planar front o(w),
where ’ = d/dw. At a singular point wg, n/(wg) # 0 holds by definition.

A planar front is a projection of a Legendrian immersion in the unit cotangent
bundle T R? with respect to the canonical contact structure.

In the cases of fc and fs in Example ?.:5., one can easily check that their slices
0% w f (z,w) perpendicular to the z-axis give planar fronts. Then the tangent
line of o*(w) is given by

(2.4) O(w,x,y,2) :=n1(z,w) (33 - fl(z, w)) + na(z,w) (x - fz(z, w)) =0,

where n(z,w) = (n1(z,w),n2(z,w)) is the unit normal vector of o*(w). Then
o” is the envelope of this family of tangent lines, and the discriminant set Dg
characterizes the image of fc and fs. According to this observation, we shall prove
that f(z, w) as in Proposition 2:6, which has type C or type S singularities at (0, 0),
also satisfies that

z

(a) the slice perpendicular to the z-axis gives a planar front,
(b) the set Dy of ® given by (2.4) is a discriminant set and is locally diffeomor-
phic to a cuspidal edge or a swallowtail, by applying Fact 2.1

Now we shall prove (a) for non-degenerate singular points as follows:
Proposition 2.9. Let (0,0) be a non-degenerate singular point of the front
f:f(sz): V—>R3

satisfying i2:} and :f?{): in Proposition :_é_-d’ Then there exists an € > 0 such that the
map defined by

0% wr— (fl(z,w),fg(z,w)) (|2] <€)
is a planar front. Moreover, w is a singular point of o* if (z,w) is a singular point
of f.
To prove Proposition :_2-._@', we need the following:

Lemma 2.10. Under the assumptions of Proposition :_é._t‘z, the derivative ,,(0,0)
is non-zero and perpendicular to ez := (0,0,1), where ¥ is the unit normal vector

field of f.
Proof. Since f is a front, it follows from (3] in Proposition 2. that ,,(0,0) does

not vanish. Since < fw, ﬁ> =0, we have

0= 1), ) )

Since f,,(0,0) = 0 by {3} in Proposition 2.8, we have

(F-(0,0).9(0,0)) = 0.
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Thus,
(9(0,0), e3) = (2,(0,0), £+(0,0))
0 N R
= — U, f.) —(2(0,0), fu2(0,0)) =0,
oW |, )= (0,0) < > < >
which is the desired conclusion. O

Proof of Proposition :_2-_-9| We fix z and let

O'(U)) = (fl(zu ’U}), fQ(Z, w)u O)
Then o(w) is a map into the xy-plane. By 1-25: in Proposition :_2-._61, we have

o(w) = flz.w) = (f(z,w),e5) €5 = f(z,w) = fa(z, w)es = (2, w) - zeq

and

d X
%U(w) = fuw(z,w).

This implies that a singular point of ¢ is a singular point of f .
On the other hand, we set

v —(D(z,w), es) es

(1- (), e?)

(#(0.0), e3) = (7(0,0), £.(0,0)) = 0

.0,
n(w) is a well-defined unit vector field near (0,0). Moreover,

R ><A<V§3><;3)’$z>
—{D(z,w), e3

= — <1/763> 1/2 (f3)w = 07

(1 - <19(z,w),e3>2)

where we used the fact that fa(z,w) = z. Thus, n(w) is a normal vector of o (w).
By Lemma 'Q._lg, we have (i,(0,0),e3) =0, and

n(w) =

Since

d )
Z=n(0) = 7,(0,0) # 0.

Hence n’(w) # 0 for sufficiently small (z,w), and the map w — (o(w),n(w)) is an
immersion. |

2.3. Proof of the criteria. In this section, we shall prove Proposition E-_-a in
the introduction. As pointed out in the beginning of the previous section, it is
sufficient to prove the assertion for fronts in the Euclidean 3-space R®. The idea
of the proof is as follows: Let (0,0) be a non-degenerate singular point of a front
f = f(u,v): U — R*. Then by Proposition :_2-._51, we have a normalized front f(z, w).
We set

o(z,w) := (fl(z,w),fg(z,w)).
By Proposition 2:9, there exist positive numbers €; and 5 such that

(—€1,61) 2w — o(z,w) € R?
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gives a planar front for |z| < e2; that is, there exists a unit normal vector field
n=n(z,w): (—e2,62) X (—&1,61) — R>
such that (0., (z,w),n(z,w)) = 0. If we set n = (n1, n2), the equation

ny(z,w) (:1: — fl(z,w)) + na(z,w) (y — fz(Z,’UJ))) =0

gives the tangent line of the planar front w — o(z,w), and the image of the planar
front is the envelope of these tangent lines. On the other hand, it is well-known
that the envelope generated by a family of lines

{F(w,z,y) =0; w € R}
is given by {(z,y) | F(w,z,y) = Fy,(w,z,y) = 0,w € R}. So if we set
(2.5) ®(w,x,y,2) = ni(z,w)(z - fl(sz)) + na(z,w)(y — f2(27w)),
the discriminant set
Dg = {x € Q] there exists a w € R with ®(w,x) = &, (w, ) = 0}
coincides with the image of the front f . Now we set
p(w) = &(w,0,0,0).

Then if p(w) has an Ap-singularity (k = 2,3) and ® is a versal unfolding, we
can conclude that the image of f is locally diffeomorphic to a cuspidal edge or a
swallowtail, by Fact 2-:1:

According to this plan, we shall first prove the criterion for cuspidal edges. First,
we prepare three lemmas:

Lemma 2.11. ¢(0,0) = ¢/(0,0) = 0,(0,0) = (0,0) and n’(0,0) # (0,0) hold,
where ! denotes the derivative with respect to w.

Proof. These are easily computed from Proposition :_Z-a and 29 Details are left to

the reader. O

Lemma 2.12. $,(0,0,0,0) = ¢,(0,0,0,0) = 0.

Proof. These are computed by differentiating (2.5) and by using Lemma 2.11.
Again details are left to the reader. O

Lemma 2.13. o(w) has an As-singularity ot w = 0 if and only if 0”(0,0) # (0,0).
Proof. By differentiating (¢’,n) = 0 and using ¢’(0,0) = (0,0), we have
(¢"(0,0),n(0,0)) = 0. Since n/(0,0) # (0,0) by Lemma 2.11,, {n,n’/|n'|} forms an
orthonormal basis for R%. Therefore,
(2.6) a"(0,0) = (¢(0,0),n'(0,0)) n'(0,0)/|n"(0,0)[*.
On the other hand, by differentiating (2-_5:) and by using Lemma 2-._1-!:, we have
90(0) = (p/(O) = (p”(O) =0, _(p///(o) = <U”(07 0)7 n’(O, O)> :

Hence ¢ has an As-singularity at the origin if and only if (¢”/(0,0),7n/(0,0)) # 0.
This and (2.§) prove the assertion. O

Proposition 2.14. Suppose (0,0) is a non-degenerate singular point. Then the
germ of the image of the front is locally diffeomorphic to a cuspidal edge if and only

if (0,0) is of type C.
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Proof. By Fact 2-._2, local diffeomorphic equivalence between singular points on
fronts implies Legendrian equivalence. Since a cuspidal edge itself is of type C,
any singular point locally diffeomorphic to a cuspidal edge is of type C. Conversely,
we shall show that a singularity of type C is locally diffeomorphic to a cuspidal
edge. To prove this, it is sufficient to show that ¢ as above has an As-singularity
and @ is versal. By Lemma ?11-_2, we have

@1(070) (1)20(070) nl(0,0) nll(oao)
®,(0,0) @ (0,0) | = [ n2(0,0) n(0,0)
©.(0,0) @.(0,0) 0 0

This matrix is of rank 2, since n(0,0) and n’(0,0) are linearly independent.
Next we prove that ¢ has an As-singularity. We set

A= det(fw, f;,ﬁ),
where 7 is the unit normal vector of the front f . Here A = 0 on the singular curve.
Since we have assumed that the (0,0) is of type C, §4] in Proposition :_Z-_E)I implies
that 0/0z is the singular direction at the origin. So we have
2:(0,0) = 0.
On the other hand,
0 # Ao = det(fuws fo, 0) + det(fu, fow, 2) + det (fu, fo: 00) = det(fuuws f2,)

holds at (0,0), because f,(0,0) = 0. Since f.(0,0) x #(0,0) is parallel to the
zy-plane, we have

<a”(o,0), £.(0,0) x 19(0,0)> - <fww(0,0), 7.(0,0) x ﬁ(0,0)> £0.
In particular we have ¢”(0,0) # (0,0), and by Lemma 213, ¢(w) has an Ay-

singularity at w = 0. O
Next, we prove the criterion for swallowtails:

Proposition 2.15. Suppose (0,0) is a non-degenerate singular point. Then the
germ of the image of the front is locally diffeomorphic to a swallowtail if and only

if (0,0) is of type S.
To prove this, we prepare a lemma:

Lemma 2.16. Suppose (0,0) is a non-degenerate singular point of f(z, w), but not
of type C. Then

(1) fuww(0,0) =0, in particular o”(0,0) = (0,0), and

(2) 27(0,0,0,0) # 0.

Proof. By §3] of Proposition 2:6, fw vanishes identically on the singular curve.
Since (0,0) is not of type C, the singular direction is equal to the null direction
0/0w, thus fu,,(0,0) = 0. In particular, we have ¢’/(0,0) = (0,0). Differentiating
(2.5) by w and z and substituting the relation
U(Ov O) = U/(Oa O) = 02(07 O) = U//(Ov O) = (Oa 0)7
we have
—®”(0,0,0,0) = (n(0,0),0.(0,0)) .
Since (n, 0’y = 0, we have (n,o’,) = 0. Since n’ is orthogonal to n, ¢, is proportional
ton’. To show ®7(0,0,0,0) # 0, it is sufficient to show 7 (0,0) # (0,0). Moreover,
(f3)wz vanishes identically, so ¢2(0,0) # (0,0) is equivalent to f,.,(0,0) # O.
Differentiating

A = det(fu, f-,0)



12 M. KOKUBU, W. ROSSMAN, K. SAJI, M. UMEHARA AND K. YAMADA

with respect to z and using the relation fw(O, 0) = 0, we have
(2.7) A:(0,0) = det(fu2(0,0), f2(0,0), 2(0,0)).

Since (0, 0) is not of type C, /0w is the singular direction. In particular A,,(0,0) =
0 holds. Since dA # 0 at (0,0), we have A;(0,0) # 0. Hence by (2.7), we have

f-u(0,0) # 0. 0

Proof of Proposition '-_?: 1;5:. For the same reason as in the proof of Proposition :'2:1:4,
any singular point locally diffeomorphic to a swallowtail is of type S. Conversely,
we shall show that a singularity of type S is locally diffeomorphic to a swallowtail.
To prove this, it is sufficient to show that ¢ as above has an A3-singularity and ®
is versal. By Lemma 2.:1:2:7 we have

@w(o,o) 3.,(0,0) @”(0,0) n1(0,0) n}(0,0) «
©,(0,0) @,(0,0) ¥"(0,0) | = | n2(0,0) n5(0,0) «
.(0,0) @ (0,0) @7(0,0) 0 0 70,0)

By Lemma? ,
and Lemma 2.’ :G

p(0) = ¢'(0) = ¢"(0) =" (0) =0, !V (0) = ("(0),n'(0)).
< /

By differentiating

®”(0,0) # 0, and then the rank of the matrix is 3. By Lemma 2.17,
e have

n) = 0 twice, we have
(0"(0,0),7(0,0)) = 0.

Thus, p(w) has an Ajs-singularity if and only if ¢’(0) # 0, which is equivalent to

fwww(o 0) 7é O since f3(2 ’LU) =z
Since A(z,w) = det (fw, o) 7) and the singular curve v is given by A(z,w) = 0,
the singular direction is given by

&(z,w) = ()\w(z,w), —)\Z(z,w)) on 7.
On the other hand, the null direction 7 is given by

0
n(z,w) = e M7

Since (0, 0) is of type S, we have

(2.8) 0 di

w w=0
By the definition of A\, we have
Ao = det(fuw, f2, 2) + det(fu, fow, ) + det (fu, foy ).

Here, since f,, X f, is proportional to 7, we have

det(fu, for D) = <fw x fz,ﬁw> —0.

det (&(z, w), n(z,w)) = Apw(0,0).

Thus, we have

Ao = det (funws f2, ) + det (fu, fow, D).
Then we get

Aww = det (Fuwws 2, 7) + det (Fuuw, f, )

+ 2det( fuws fwzs ) + det (fu, fuws, ) + det (fu, fuzs Pu)-

Using fu,(0,0) = fuw(0,0) = 0 and (2.8), we have
0 # Aww(0,0) = det (fwww(0,0), £2(0,0),(0,0)),

which proves fuwew(0,0) # 0. O
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Izumiya [5'] gave criteria for the singularities of a non-cylindrical flat ruled front
in Euclidean 3-space R® to be cuspidal edges, swallowtails and cuspidal cross caps.
One can prove this for the case of cuspidal edges and swallowtails by directly ap-
plying our criteria.

3. LOCAL PROPERTIES OF FLAT FRONTS IN H?

In this section, we give a proof of Theorem :_1-_1' in the Introduction, and show
that, generically, singular points of flat fronts are cuspidal edges or swallowtails.

3.1. Preliminaries. We denote by L* the Minkowski 4-space with the inner prod-
uct (, ) of signature (—, +,+, +). The hyperbolic 3-space H? is considered as the
upper half component of the two sheet hyperboloid in L* with the metric induced
by (, ). Identifying L* with Herm(2), the set of 2 x 2-hermitian matrices, as

4 Zo + T3 1 +V—1x2
L* > (zg,x1,%2,23) < (£E1 s o — 3 € Herm(2),

H?3 is represented as
H? = {z = (z9, 21,20, 23) € L*; (z,2) = =1, 29 > 0}
={X € Herm(2); det X =1, trace X > 0}
= {aa"; a € SL(2,C)} = SL(2,C)/ SU(2).

The tangent space of H® at p € H? is the set of vectors in L* which are perpen-
dicular to p:

T,H®> ={Y € L*; (p,Y) = 0}.
We define a bilinear, skew-symmetric product x as

V-1
(3.1) X XY := T(Xp_lY -Yp'X) for XY eT,H’
where X, Y and p are considered as matrices in Herm(2), and the products of the
right-hand side are matrix multiplications. It is easy to show that X x Y is a vector
in T, H?® and perpendicular to both X and Y. We call “x” the cross product of
H3.
Let M? be an oriented simply-connected Riemannian 2-manifold, and let

f: M? — H? =SL(2,C)/SU(2)
be a front whose Legendrian lift is
Ly: M? — Ty H? = SL(2,C)/ U(1).

Identifying T} H® with Ty H®, we can write Ly = (f,v), where v(p) is a unit vector
in T, H?® such that (df(p),v(p)) = 0 holds for each p € M?. We call v the unit
vector field of the front f.

Suppose that f is flat, then there is a (unique) complex structure on M? and a
holomorphic Legendrian immersion

(3.2) E;: M? — SL(2,0)
such that f and L; are projections of Ef, where being a holomorphic Legendrian

map means that E;ldE s 1s off-diagonal. In particular, f = E,E%, with H 3 con-
sidered to be as in (1.2). (See [B], f4] and [I3] for details.) If we set

_ 0 6
(3.3) EfldEf_<w 0),



14 M. KOKUBU, W. ROSSMAN, K. SAJI, M. UMEHARA AND K. YAMADA

the first and the second fundamental forms ds? and dh? are given by

ds? = wl+ o0+ (Jw|? +6|?)

(34) 2 =92 — |-

We call w and 6 the canonical forms of the front f. The holomorphic 2-differential
(3.5) Q:=wb,

which appeared in the (2,0)-part of ds?, is called the Hopf differential of f. By
definition, the umbilic points of the front f coincide with the zeroes of Q). We
remark that the (1, 1)-part of the first fundamental form

(3.6) dsi1 = |w|® + 62
is positive definite on M?2.

Conversely, the following assertion holds (see [[3] for the front case and [3] for
the regular case):

Fact 3.1. Let w and 0 be holomorphic 1-forms on a simply-connected Riemann
surface M? such that |w|*+|0|? is positive definite. Then the solution of the ordinary

differential equation
. (0 8 (10
E dE_<w o) Flo)={y 1

gives a holomorphic Legendrian immersion of M? into SL(2,C), where zg € M?
is a base point, and its projection into H® gives a flat front. Conversely, any flat
front is locally expressed in this manner.

Remark 3.2. If we identify H? with the upper-half component of the hyperboloid
in Minkowski 4-space L*, the parallel surface of f is written as

, = (cosht)f + (sinht)v: M?> — H? c L*
fe=( :

where ¢ is the signed distance from f and v is the unit normal vector of f in H 3
As pointed out in [J] and [i3],

e7t/2
(3.7) Ey, = Ey < 0 et/2)-
Then the canonical forms w; and 8; of f; are written as
(3.8) w = e tw, 0; = e'o.

3.2. Proof of Theorem f.1. Let f: M?> — H? be a flat front. Then, on a
neighborhood of p, we can take a holomorphic Legendrian immersion Ey as in
(8.2). Since ds? | = lw* 4 |0]? is positive definite, it holds that either w(p) # 0 or
0(p) # 0. So, by (3.2) and the fact that f = E,E}, we have

ra-e {026 D)

Thus, if we write w =@ dz and 6 = 6dzin a complex coordinate z, we have

~ e (00 _ o1 (00 @) .
f = (E}) 1<@ 0) E} and f7'f:=(E}) 1(9 0) Ej,

and then

i = (02 - eR) (o).
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where “x” is the cross product as in (8.1). Thus, the singular set is the set of zeroes
of the function

A= 10% — @2
Then p is a singular point if and only if
(3.9) @) = 10(p)-

Hence (1) is proven. Since f is a front, ds? ; as in (3.6) is positive definite. Hence
|&(p)| = |0(p)| # 0 holds on a singular point p.
Moreover, at a singular point p, we have

- {é’”g’ _a/@} dz + é/“’g’ —a/@} dz  (by (3.9)
_ % (9'w a/é) dz+ % (é/w _ a/é) dz.

Hence a singular point p is non-degenerate if and only if

(3.10) )& — &0+ 0

holds at p.

Let p be a non-degenerate singular point, that is, (5_?1) and @_lg) hold at p. Let
~(t) be a singular curve such that v(0) = p. Since |02 — |@|2 = 0 holds on ~(t),

holds on 7(t), because of (3.9), where (, ) is the Hermitian inner product on C.
Hence v—1 (é’ / 6— o /&J) gives the singular direction. Thus, by a suitable choice

of the parameter ¢, the singular curve () can be parametrized as

(3.11) F(t) = \/—_1<% - %)

The first fundamental form ds? is written as
ds? = (d)dz +5dz) (édz +Edz)
on the curve y(t). Now we set p = 0/@. Since p(p) # 0, there exists a holomorphic

function g defined on a neighborhood of p such that g = p. Since |g| = 1 on the
singular curve 7(t), we have

o (\/‘_1>+5@=\/—_1@—g) = 0.

gw

Thus the null direction 7(t) is given by

_ V1Vl

gw o0

n(t)
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So we have
- AR
(3.12) det(%n) mAn m{ <9 d}) @é}

Here, by Proposition :_f._i}, p is diffeomorphic to a cuspidal edge if det (*'y, 77) # 0 at
t = 0. Hence, we have (2). . .
Next, let us prove (3). Using (3.1%) and (8.14), we can compute that

L qet(s,m) = Re |25 <9//9 - ‘”“’)

) of

dt o0

Hence, if (é’/é — &' @)V &0 € R at p, then

d (00— )@ 0) — s(@
= det(4,7) ={mﬂ<l—¢¥3>%<ﬂl—iﬂ>}
dt t=0 Vb w0 »
This proves (3), because of Proposition i:?; O

Remark 3.3. We set the two hyperbolic Gauss maps to be

A B A B
G—a, G*_B’ whereEf—(C D>'
we have the following expression

o (G GO cmem([[52)

where ¢ = e~ %2 € R determines which member of the parallel family f, of f we
have. In this (G,G.)-construction of flat fronts, it is convenient to rewrite the
conditions in Theorem 1.} in terms of (G, G). We have the following identities,
which will be useful for an application of Theorem {[.1' (see [[3]):

dGdG,
(G—-G)*
o 7 G’ é/ el el
_ = — — 27 — = R
w G G-G." § @G, G.—-G
(3.16) s(@) =20+ {G, 2z}, s(0)=2Q +{G.,z},

where /1= d/dz, Q = Qdz?, s(-) is as in (.3
derivative of G with respect to z:

o\ 1 /G 2
Nl == == .
(3.17) @1-(5) -3 (%)
3.3. Generic singularities of flat fronts. As an application of Theorem i:]:,
we shall now show that generic singularities of flat fronts are cuspidal edges or
swallowtails. Let U be a simply-connected domain in C, and O(U) the set of

holomorphic functions on U. Then, for each h € O(U), we can construct a flat
front

As shown in [[[2]

il )

(3.14) Q:=wl=—

(3.15)

= —

and {G, z} represents the Schwarzian

fn: U — H?

which is represented by a pair of holomorphic 1-forms (w, ) = (dz, e" dz).
Conversely, if p is not an umbilic point (i.e. Q(p) = w(p)d(p) # 0), both w(p)
and 0(p) are not equal to zero, and we can choose a complex coordinate such that
w =dz and 0 = e dz. Thus, any flat front is locally congruent to some fj,, except
in neighborhoods of umbilic points. We remark that an umbilic point cannot be
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a singular point, since ds?; = |w|? + |0|? is positive definite. By Theorem 1.1, we
have the following
(1) The zeros of Reh correspond to singular sets. Moreover, a singular point
p € U is non-degenerate if and only if h/(p) # 0.
(2) A singular point p is a cuspidal edge if and only if it is non-degenerate and
e_h(p)/2hl(p) g R
(3) A singular point p is a swallow tail if and only if it is non-degenerate,
e h®)/2p/(p) € R and Re [e="®) (1" (p) — 11/ (p)?)] # 0.

We let J& (U) be the space of k-jets of holomorphic functions on U. Then J&(U)
canonically identified with the product space U x C**1:

T (U) 2 55— (p, h(p), B (), 1" (p), .., kP (p)) € U x C*F1.

In particular, J% (U) can be considered as a C°°-manifold of dimension 2(k +2) as
well as a complex manifold of dimension k£ 4 2. For a compact set K of U and an
open subset O in J¥ (U), we set

[K,O) :={h € OU); j*n(K) C O}.

Let Oy be the topology of O(U) generated by such [K, Olx, which is called the
compact open C*-topology. If 7 - JIk{H(U) — J&(U) is the canonical projection, it
can be easily seen that 7 is a continuous map and [K, 7 }(O)]x+1 = [K,Olx. In
particular, O C D41 holds, and

D = [j Dk
k=0

gives a topology on O(U), called the compact open C*°-topology. A holomorphic
function h € O(U) is an interior point of a given subset V(C O(U)) (with respect to
the compact open C'*°-topology) if and only if there exist a non-negative integer [
and a finite number of compact sets C1,...,Cs in U and open subsets O1,...,0s C
J4L(U) such that

he (KO CcV.
r=1
Now we give a topology on the family of flat fronts { fn}nreco() induced from the
compact open C'*°-topology on O(U). We shall prove the following:

Theorem 3.4. Let K be an arbitrary compact set of U and S(K) the subset of
{fn}neow) which consists of fr whose singular points on K are locally diffeomor-
phic to cuspidal edges or swallowtails. Then S(K) is an open and dense subset of

{fntneow-

Remark 3.5. Generic properties of C°>° maps are usually described in terms of the
Whitney C*°-topology (cf. [2_1.']), because it is suitable for the technique of multi-
plying by a cut-off function. However, generic properties of analytic functions are
different in the Whitney C'*°-topology. In the above theorem, we use the compact
open C*°-topology. The two topologies are the same when the source space is
compact. However, they are different on O(U). In fact, when the source space is
non-compact, the C°°-topology satisfies the second axiom of countability, but the
Whitney C*°-topology on O(U) does not satisfy even the first axiom of countability
and cannot be treated by sequence convergence. We do not know if the set S(U)
(which consists of fj, whose singular points on U are locally diffeomorphic to cus-
pidal edges or swallowtails) is an open dense subset with respect to the Whitney
C*°-topology.
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Proof. We set
A1 = {j%h(p) € J§(U) | Reh(p) = 0 and h'(p) = 0},
Reh(p) =0, Im(e’h(p)/Qh’(p)) =0, }
Re [efh(p) (h”(p) - %h’(p)z)] =0
Then A; and As are both closed subsets of J%(U). The set given by
S(K) = {h € OU); j*h(K) C J5(U)\ (AL U A2)} = [K, J5(U) \ (A1 U A2)]z

corresponds to S(K) under the identification A < f;, which is by definition an
open subset in O(U).

So it is sufficient to show that S(K) is a dense subset. Obviously, A; is a real
closed submanifold of JZ (U) with codimension three. We remark that JZ(U) \ A;
is an open submanifold of J%(U). The following lemma holds:

Ay = {j2h(p) € JE(U)

Lemma 3.6. Ay \ Ay is a submanifold of J%4(U) with codimension three.

Proof. We define a C=-map ¢ = (¢*,¢2,¢%): J4(U)\ A1 — R® by

CG*h(p)) = (Reh(p), T ("2 (p)), Re [e’“”) (h”@ - %W@))Qm

_ v v
= (u,e w2y, cos 5 — u1 sin 5),

—Uu

67 ((—ui + vi + 2u2) cos v + 2(—uqv; + v2) sin U)) ;

where we set
h(z) = u(z) + V—1v(2), 1(2) = ui(2) + V—=1v1(2), h''(2) = ua(2) + vV—1va(2).
Then (z,u,v,u1,v1,us2,v2) gives the canonical coordinate system on J%(U). By
a direct calculation, we have (71(0,0,0) = Ay \ A;. We show that (0,0,0) is a
regular value of (. To determine the rank of the Jacobian matrix of { at any point
in (71(0,0,0), we calculate the derivative of ¢ with respect to u,u; and vy:
—u/2

(G CaCo) = <1, = ) (—v1 cosg +ulsin%),

—Uu

_67 ((—ui + vi + 2ug2) cos v + 2(—u1vy + v2) sin v)> ,

(G G )
(Cor oo o)

Then we have

v
—u/2 . — .
(O, —e v sin o, —e “(u1 cosv + vy s1nv)),

_ v .
(O,e u/zcosg,e “(vlcosv—ulsmv)).

8(<17<25<3) _ ,—3u/2 v v

m—e (U1COS§+UISID§)-
We now suppose ((z,u, v, u1, vy, us,v2) = 0. Then

—u v L
u=0, e /z(vlcosi —ulslni) =0

hold and thus
(3.18) 1 cos% —uy sing = 0.
Then (3.18) and 9(¢*, ¢2,¢%)/0(u, u1,v1) = 0 imply that u = uy = vy = 0, namely,
that (z,u,v,u1,v1,u2,v2) belongs to A;. Hence d¢ is of rank 3 at ¢(~1(0,0,0)
in J4(U) \ A;. By the implicit function theorem, Ay \ A; is a submanifold of
codimension 3. [l
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Proof of Theorem (continued). We shall prove that S(K) is a dense subset. We
now fix a function h € O(U). Let B be the set of polynomial of degree at most 2
in z and define a map as follows

G:U x B3 (z,90) — §2(h+¢)(2) € J5(U).

Obviously the map G is a diffeomorphism. In particular, G=1(A4;) and G~1(A3\ A1)
are both submanifolds of dimension 5 diffeomorphic to A; and As\ A; respectively.
Let

. UxB—B

be the canonical projection. Since B is a C°°-manifold of dimension 6, Sard’s
theorem yields that 7(G~1(A1)) and 7(G~!(As \ 4;)) are measure zero sets in B.
Thus

W(G_I(Al U Az)) = W(G_l (Al U (AQ \ Al))) = W(G_l(Al)) U W(G_l(Ag \ Al))

is also a measure zero set. Thus there is a sequence {p,} in B such that ¢,
converges to the zero polynomial and ¢, & 7(G~1(A; U A3)). We set hy,, := h+ ©p,.
Then (j2hn)(U) g Al U AQ, that iS,

hn € (U, J%(U)\ (A1 U Az)]s C S(K).

Let d be a distance function on J&(U) which is compatible with respect to its
topology. Then a sequence {g,} in C°(U, J4(U)) converges to g uniformly on a
given compact subset K of U if for any € > 0, there exists a positive integer ng
such that

sup d(gn(2),9(2)) <e  (n>mno)
zeK

holds.
We remark that
j*(OU)) c (U, Jy(U))

holds. Since the difference h,, — h is only a polynomial ¢,, of degree at most 2
converging to the zero polynomial, one can easily check that for each non-negative
integer 1, j'h,, converges to j'h uniformly on any compact subset of U.

Let V be an open neighborhood of h in O(U). Then by the definition of the
compact open C*°-topology, there exist a non-negative integer [, a finite number of
compact sets C1,...,Cs of U, and open subsets O, ...,O4 of J}I(U) such that

he ([Cr, O V.

r=1

We set
6 =d(j'h(C), JE(U)\O,) >0 (r=1,2,3,...,5).
Note that
C:=CiUCyU---UCs.

is a compact set. Since j'h,, converges to j'h uniformly on any compact subset of
U, there exists an integer ng > 0 such that

sup d ((j'0)(2), (j*hn) () < M
zeC

On the other hand,
d ((7'0)(2), Ja(U)\ Or) < d (('h)(2), (5'hn)(2)) + d (3 (ha)(2), T (U) \ O:)

(n > ng).
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then

d (5 (hn)(2), T (U) \ Or) > d (§'h(2), Ty (U)\ O) — d ((5'h)(2), (5'hn)(2))

~ min(dy, ..., d)
2

This implies that j'h,(2) € O, if z € C.. Thus h, € [C,,0O,]; holds for all
r=1,2,...,s and

>4, >0 (z€eCy).

h, € ﬂ[CT,OT]l cVy (n > ng) .

r=1

Since h,, € S(K), this implies that S(K) is a dense subset. O

4. GLOBAL PROPERTIES OF SINGULAR POINTS
In this section, we shall give a proof of Theorem :_1-_-2 in the Introduction.

4.1. Preliminaries. Let f: M? — H? be a flat front defined on a Riemann surface
M?. In this section, we do not assume that M? is simply-connected. Thus the
holomorphic lift Ef of f is defined only on the universal cover M? of M?:

E;: M? — SL(2,0),

and then the canonical forms w and 6 as in (3.3) are holomorphic 1-forms defined

on M?2. Note that the first and second fundamental forms as in (3.4), the Hopf
differential as in (B.5), and the (1,1)-part ds? | of the first fundamental form are
all well-defined on M?. Moreover ds? | is positive definite on M?. We have that

(4.1) w and 6 have no common zeroes on M’ 2 and
(4.2) |w|? and |0]? are well-defined pseudometrics on M?2.

From now on, we assume f is complete, that is, there exist a compact set C C M?
and a symmetric 2-tensor T such that 7T is identically zero outside C' and ds® + T
is a complete Riemannian metric (see [:_1-3_’]) We remark that f is complete if and
only if (see [1])

(1) The (1,1)-part ds? ; of the first fundamental form is complete (in this case,

we say that f is “L-complete”),

(2) ds?, has finite total absolute curvature, and

(3) the singular set is a compact set of M?2.
In the proof of Theorem E-._-Z, we use only properties il:} and i2:}; that is, the con-
clusion of Theorem [.2 holds for L-complete flat fronts such that ds? | has finite
absolute total curvature. .,

By completeness, we know that there exist a compact Riemann surface M~ and
a finite number of points {p1,...,py} in M’ such that

M2 =TT \ {p1,.-.,pN} (i.e. they are biholomorphic)

({3, Lemma 3.3], see also [3]). We call the points {p;} the ends of f. Moreover, as
shown in [{j:, Lemma 2], the Hopf differential @ can be extended meromorphically
on MQ, and at each end p; there exists a complex coordinate z around p; such that
z(pj) = 0 and the canonical forms are written as

(4.3) w=w(z)dz = zIwy(2) dz, 0 =0(z)dz = 2" 0y(2) dz, (i, s € R),

where ©g and éo are holomorphic functions in z which do not vanish at the origin.
Since p and p, do not depend on the choice of complex coordinates, we denote

ordy, w = u, ordy; 0 1= .
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These are the orders of the pseudometrics |w|? and [8|?, respectively. By (3.4), we
have

p+ px = ordy, w+ordy, @ = ordy, Q € Z,

where, by convention, ordg Q = k if Q = 2zFdz2. Since f is complete, dsil is a
complete Riemannian metric on M? [i3, Corollary 3.4]. Thus, we have

(4.4) min{ord,; w,ord,; 0} < —1.

Definition 4.1. An end p; is called cylindrical if
ordy, w = ordy,; 0.

Let G and G, be the hyperbolic Gauss maps of f. Then G and G, are both
meromorphic functions on M2, and G(p) # G.(p) for all p € M2

Fact 4.2 ([3, Theorem 4]). At an end p;, the following properties are equivalent:
(1) G is meromorphic at p;.
(2) G is meromorphic at p;.
(3) ordy, @ > =2, that is, Q has at most a pole of order 2 at p;.

Definition 4.3. An end p; is called regular if the three properties in Fact :34-_2 hold.
Otherwise, p; is called irregular.

Remark 4.4. The ends of the hyperbolic cylinders are regular and cylindrical. As a
special case of [37 Theorem 6], a regular cylindrical end is asymptotic to a finite cover
to a hyperbolic cylinder. Properties of irregular cylindrical ends will be investigated
in a forthcoming paper [l 1_:]

An umbilic point ¢ € M? is a zero of the Hopf differential Q. When Q is
identically zero, that is, f is totally umbilic, f represents the horosphere. In this
section, we assume that f is not totally umbilic. Since @ is meromorphic on the

compact Riemann surface M2, the number of umbilic points is finite. As ds? | is
positive definite at g, (5:5) implies that either
(4.5) (ordqw =ord,Q € Z, and ord, 6 =0)

or (ordg6 =ord,Q € Z; and ordgw =0)

holds at each umbilic point q.
Using a local complex coordinate z, we write

(4.6) w=odz, 0=0dz, Q=Qdz>

4.2. Global descriptions of the criteria for singular points. Let M be a
compact Riemann surface and

—2
f:M?* =M \{p1,...,pn} — H?

a complete flat front which is not totally umbilic. Using the canonical forms w and
6 in (3.3), we define
pi=—.
w
Though p might be defined only on the universal cover of M?, ({.2) implies that

|p| is well-defined on M?. Moreover, by (4.3), |p| can be extended on M as a
continuous map

lpl: BI° — [0, +00).
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As seen in Section :3, the set of singular points of the flat front f is given by
B(f) = A{p € M?; |p(p)| = 1}.

Using a local expression as in ('(_l-_é:), we define

) ~7 Y ~ 1 2 A
(47) €= (% - “’;) Qdz*, (o= (% - %) L ¢ =20 =5@

where Q = Qdz?," = d/dz and s(-) is as in (L.3).

Lemma 4.5. The quantities in (EL:?:) are independent on the choice of complex
coordinate. In particular, £ is a meromorphic 3-form on MQ, and both (. and (s

are meromorphic functions on M.

Proof. Since |p| is well-defined on M?2,

N d dp
o) = 1o (L + )
p b

is well-defined on M2, and then so is its (1, 0)-part. Hence

2 A1
@: T—wT dZ
p H w

is a meromorphic 1-form on M?2. Moreover, by (£.3) and (1.5), dp/p is a meromor-
phic 1-form on M. Since Q is a meromorphic 2-differential on MQ, E=(dp/p)-Q
is a meromorphic 3-differential. As the symmetric product (dp/p) - (dp/p) is a
meromorphic 2-differential,

(dp/p) - (dp/p)

Ce = Q

is a meromorphic function on M2.

Though the Schwarzian derivative as in (8.17) depends on the choice of com-
plex coordinates, the difference of two Schwarzian derivatives is considered as a
meromorphic 2-differential; that is, if we write S(G) := {G, 2} dz? in the complex
coordinate z,

S(G.) = 8(G) = [{Gs, 2} — {G 2}] d2”

is independent of the choice of a coordinate z, as a meromorphic 2-differential.
Here, by (83.14),

_ {G*,Z}A— {G, 2} _ S(Gy) — S(G)

4.8 Cs

(4.8) 3 0

holds. This shows that (s is a_ _ell—deﬁned meromorphic function on M?2. Moreover,
by (4.3) and the definition (§.7), (s is meromorphic at each end. O

Using the invariants of (4.7), we define
S(f)={peM?;|p(p)| =1},
Zy(f):={p € M?; &(p) = 0},

Zo(f) = {p € M*; Im \/Cc(p) = 0},
Zs(f)={p € M?; Re (y(p) = 0}.

Though /(. is multi-valued on M?, the condition Im /C; = 0 is unambiguous.
Then by Theorem .1}, the following hold:

e p € M? is a singular point if and only if p € X(f).
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p € X(f) is a non-degenerate singular point if and ounly if p € Zy(f)°.

p € X(f) is a cuspidal edge if and only if p € Zo(f)° N Z.(f)°.

p € X(f) is a swallowtail if and only if p € Zo(f)° N Z:(f) N Zs(f)“.

A singular point p € 3(f) is neither a cuspidal edge nor a swallowtail if and
only if

p € Zo(f)U (Z(f) N Zs(f)).

Here we denote the complementary set by the upper suffix ¢. Since Z.(f) (resp.
Zs(f)) describes a criterion for a singular point to be a cuspidal edge (resp. a
swallowtail), we use the lower suffix “¢” (resp. “s”).

The sets Zo(f), Zo(f) and Z,(f) are the same for all the parallel fronts of f;
that is, if {fi}+er is the family of parallel fronts of f, then we have:

Lemma 4.6.

S(fe) = {p € M?; |p(p)| = 7},
ZO(ft) :ZO(f)v Zc(ft):Zc(f)7 Zs(ft):Zs(f)

Proof. By (3.8), we have the first assertion. Though the remaining parts can be
proved by direct calculations, we give an alternative proof: Let G and G, be the
hyperbolic Gauss maps of f. Then by (8.15), we have

1 i ! !
52((;* G G+G*)de37

—r+2
‘= (G;g G" G’+G;)2 1

G. & "TG-3G,.
——+2

G, @ T a-aG,

A0

Q

and (, is written as in (4.8). Since the hyperbolic Gauss maps and the Hopf
differential are independent of the choice of parallel front f;, we have the conclusion.
O

By a direct calculation using the formulas in the proof of Lemma 'ﬁi._a, we have
v ( ,_ d >

\/5 T4z

Proposition 4.7. Let f be a complete flat front which is not totally umbilic. Then
the function (. is constant if and only if f is a covering of a front of revolution.

Using this, we can prove that:

Proof. If (. = 0, dp = 0 holds on M?. Hence p is constant. In this case, one
can conclude that f is a covering of a hyperbolic cylinder, which is a surface of
revolution. .

On the other hand, assume (. is a non-zero constant. By (i.3), 0'/0 — &' J& can
only have simple poles. Then by the definition of (. in (@.7), the order of @ is at
least —2. Thus, by Fact 4.4, all ends must be regular.

By (£.9), ¢s = 0 holds. Then by (4.8), we have {G, z} = {G., z} with respect to
any complex coordinate z. Then it holds that

bi1G + b1z bir b2
(4.10) G.=bxG = by 1 Doy’ b= (b21 -
where * denotes the Mébius transformation. Here, the group SL(2, C) acts isomet-
rically on H? as

(4.11) H?> 2+ aza* € H? a € SL(2,C),

) € SL(2,C),
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where we consider H? as in (1.2). Under the isometry (4.11)), the hyperbolic Gauss
maps transform as (G, G.) — (ax G,a*G,). Hence we may assume b in (4.10) is
a Jordan normal form.

When b is diagonal, we have G, = uGG, where u is constant. Here, since f is
a flat front, G and G, have no common branch points (see [[3]). Thus G has no
branch point, and then we can take z = GG as a local coordinate. Hence, as seen in
Example 1_3-_2 in Section Zj, f is locally congruent to a front of revolution. Thus we
have the conclusion.

If b is not diagonal, the eigenvalue of b is +1, which is a double root. Then
we have G, = G — 1. Since the ends of f are the points where G = G. ([:_1-53’,
Lemma 4.10]), the ends are common poles of G and G.,. In this case, by (3.14) we
have Q = —dG dG, = —dG?. Then the ord, Q at a pole p of G is less than or equal
to —4, which contradicts the fact that all ends are regular. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem @:2_ Let
(4.12) FiM2=T\{p1,....pn} — H®

be a complete flat front which is not totally umbilic, and {f;} its parallel family.
For simplicity, we write

S S, Zoi= Zolf) = Zo(f)s Ze = Zolfi) = Z(F)
and  Zs = Z(fr) = Zs(f).

A point p € M? is a singular point of f; which is neither a cuspidal edge nor a
swallowtail if and only if

pEXN(ZyU(Z.NZy)).
Then by Lemma '{_L-_(-S:, ft admits such a singular point if and only if
(4.13) (o)l p € ZoU (ZeN Z,)} 5 2.

Since £ in ('ﬁl-j:) is a meromorphic 3-differential on the compact Riemann surface

M~ and Zp_is the set of zeroes of £, Z is a finite set of points. Thus, to prove
Theorem 1.2, it is sufficient to show the following proposition:

Proposition 4.8. Let f be a complete flat front such that (. defined in (:_-_7:) s not
constant. Then {|p(p)|; p € Z.NZs} C Ry is a finite set.

Before proving this proposition, we shall give a proof of Theorem :_1-_2

Proof of Theorem :_1-_-2 Assume a complete flat front f is a front of revolution. Such
a flat front is a horosphere, a finite cover of a hyperbolic cylinder, a snowman,
or an hourglass (see Example E-_-Z in Section '6) Among these, the horospheres
and hyperbolic cylinders do not have singular points, and all singularities of the
snowman are cuspidal edges. Since we assumed f is not a cover of an hourglass,
we have the conclusion for the case of fronts of revolution.

Next, we assume f is not a front of _re_volution. Then by Proposition :fI'_-?w Ce
is non-constant. Hence by Proposition 4.8, {|p(p)|; p € Z. N Z,} is a finite set.
On the other hand, the parallel front f; admits a singular point which is neither
a cuspidal edge nor a swallowtail if and only if (:4:1:3) holds. Hence we have the
conclusion. |

To prove Proposition :_ZI._a, we need the following lemmas:

Lemma 4.9. Let f be a complete flat front as in @-1:2) with non-constant (..

Assume Z. N Zs accumulates at a point p € M. Then

(1) p is a non-umbilic point in M? or an irregular cylindrical end, and



SINGULARITIES OF FLAT FRONTS 25

(2) there exists a neighborhood U of p such that the number of connected com-
ponents of

(U \ {p}) N (Zc N ZS)
is finite, and each connected component is a level set of |p|.

This lemma will be proven in Section 4.4 later. Using these, we shall prove
Proposition 4.8.

Proof of Proposition .8 Assume

#{|p(p)|; p € Zc N Zs} = 4o0.

Then there exists an infinite sequence {z,} C Z.NZ, such that |p(z,)| (n =1,2,...)
are mutually distinct. Since M s compact, we can take a subsequence of {z,}

such that z, converges to zo € . Thus by Lemma %.9, #{|p(z,)|} is finite. This
is a contradiction because the |p(z,)| (n =1,2,...) are mutually distinct. O

4.4. Proof of Lemma :49:

Proof of the first part of Lemma :4-_2{ Let p be an accumulation point of Z. N Z,
and take a sequence {p,} consisting of mutually distinct points in Z. N Z, such
that p, — p as n — oco. We show the first assertion of the lemma by way of
contradiction: We assume

e p € M? is an umbilic point, or

e pc M is an end which is not an irregular cylindrical end,

and set

= ord,w, s = ord, 0 and k=ord,Q=p+pu. € Z.

If p is an umbilic point, u # . holds because of (EL_ ). If pis an end, p = p, holds
when p is cylindrical. So, we consider two cases:

Case 1: p # p., that is, p is an umbilic point or a non-cylindrical end.
Case 2: |1 = p, that is, p is a cylindrical end. In this case, p is a regular end because
of our assumption. Then by Fact #.2 and (4.4), we have y = p, = —1.
Case 1: We have u # .. If we take a complex coordinate z around p such that
z(p) = 0, we can write

(4.14) %/ — % = g(l + 0(z)) (a:=pe —p),

where O(z) denotes a higher-order term. On the other hand, the Hopf differential
Q is written as

Q=2 (q+0(:)d=>  (qo #0).
Thus, it follows from (4.7) that

(4.15) Ve =z t22 ([ L O(z)> .

(4.16) (o= 2F2 <

a
qo
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Let 2, = z(pn) Then z, tends to the origin as n — oo. Since p, € Z. N Z,
Im+/C.(2n) = Re(s(zn) = 0 holds. Since a € R, there exist sequences {e,} and
{el,} of real numbers such that

k 1
(4.17) 0=arg\/Ce(zn)=— (5 + 1) arg 2n — 5 argqo +én (mod ),
(4.18) g =arg(s(zn) =— (k+2)argz, —argqo + ¢, (mod ),

and e,,,¢/, — 0 as n — oo. Here, by (4.17) and (4.18), we have

—g =2arg\/Co(2zn) — argCs(2n) = 26, — &), (mod ),

giving a contradiction. Then the case k # —2 is impossible.
Assume k = —2. In this case, (4.15) is written as /(. = Obq(;l/2 +O(2). Then by
the assumption that (. is non-constant, there exists a positive integer [ such that

_ o Sl St ]
(4.19) \/Z_\/q_0+b +0(E"  (b#0)

In this case, by (#.9), we have

lb
4.20 Cszzl(——i—Oz).
Here Im /(¢ (25) = 0 holds on a sequence {2, = z(py)} such that z, — 0 asn — oo,
and a € R. Hence (4.19) implies that \/go € R. Thus, we have

0= arg \/Cc(zn)=arg (b 2+ O(zl+1)) =largz, +argb+e¢e, (mod ),
g = arg(s(z,) =largz, +argh+¢), (mod 7),
where ,,,¢/, — 0 as n — co. Again, (4.21)) and (4.22) contradict each other.

Case 2: We assume u = px = —L Taking a complex coordinate z such that
z(p) = 0, we can write Q = z72(qo + O(z)). Denote by d € Z, U {0} the branch
order of G at z = 0. (for example, if G = a + 2%*1 the branch order of G at z =0
is d.) Since = —1, (8.16) implies that

1
qo = Z(d+1)2 > 0.

Since u = u* = —1, it holds that (6'/0) — (&'/&) = O(1). Hence we have
V(2 . Thus, we can write

Ve =l 400G, Q= Ziz G(CH 1)? +O(z)> ,

where [ > 1 is an integer and b # 0. Thus,

lb lb

1+ 0(2)).
As in Case 1, we set z, = z(p,). Then we have

argb+largz, + e, =0, argh + larg z, + ¢, = (mod ),

vl 3

where €,,,¢/, — 0. This is impossible.
Hence in any case, Z. N Zs does not accumulate at 0. O

Proof of the second part of Lemma Z_?l We consider two cases.
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Case 1: Suppose that Z. N Z, accumulates at a non-umbilic point p € M?, i.e.
Q(p) # 0. A

Take a complex coordinate z around p with z(p) = 0. Since Q(0) # 0, there
exists a holomorphic function ¢(z) defined on a neighborhood of the origin such
that

(0(2))° = Q(2);  thatis, ¢(z)=1/Q(z), and  ©(0)#0.

On the other hand, both 6 and & have neither a zero nor a pole at z = 0, so by
('ﬁl-.j:), v/C. is a holomorphic function near z = 0. Since (. is not a constant, there
exists a positive integer [ such that v/C. = a +bz! +O(2'*1), where b # 0. Then by
the Weierstrass preparation theorem, we can choose a coordinate z such that

Gl =atz,  @(2)=1/QE) =¢o+0(z) (1€ Z4,9 €C\{0}).
Moreover, replacing ¢z by z, we can set
(4.23) VC(z)=a+bl,  p(z)=14+0(z2) (€Zy, b=y, €C\{0}).

Here, since Z. accumulates at 0, a in @-2:3) must be real, and then

(4.24) Im /¢ = Im(b 2")
holds. On the other hand, by @-9),

bzt
(4.25) =2

We identify a neighborhood of p with a neighborhood of the origin of z-plane. Since
Z.NZs accumulates to the origin, we can take a sequence {z,} C Z.NZ; such that
zn — 0 as n — oo. Then by (4.24) and (4.25), there exists a sequence {e,} C R
such that ¢, — 0 and

=127 (14 0(z)).

(4.26) argb+largz, =0 (mod ),
(4.27) argb+ (I —1)argz, + &, = g (mod )
hold. Subtracting (4.27) from (4.26), we have

(4.28) arg z, — &p = T (mod 7).

2
On the other hand, subtracting (4.26) multiplied by [ — 1 from (4.27) multiplied by
[, we have
argh = lg +le, (mod ).
Here, since ¢,, — 0, we deduce that

argh = lg (mod ) and en =0.

Substituting these into (4.28), we have arg z, = /2 (mod 7); that is, z, € vV—1R.

Since \/(c(2n) € R holds for n = 1,2,..., the imaginary part of 1/(.(z) vanishes
identically on v/—1R, namely,

(4.29) Vie(z) € R (if z € V—-1R).
Similarly, one can prove that
(s(2) €e V—1R (if z € V—-1R).

Thus, on a neighborhood of the origin, Z.N Z, is the imaginary axis in the z-plane.
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Next, we shall prove that the imaginary axis is a level set of [p[. By (4.23),
and (129,

(4.25)

1
g = arg(s(z) = arg (lbzl_1—> = arg(bz!) — arg z(2)
¥

— arg \/Co(2) — arg 2 — arg o(2)
= —argz —argip(z) = —5 —argp(z) (mod 7)
holds on the imaginary axis. Thus we have
v(z) € R (if z € V-1R).

As seen in (B3.11) in Section &, the tangent vector field of a level set of |p| is repre-

sented as
0/ !

On the other hand,

pz)\ 6 @
Without loss of generality, dp # 0 holds on U \ {0}, where U is a neighborhood of

the origin, because a zero of dp is isolated in M . Then the tangent vector of the
level set of |p| at a point on the imaginary axis is parallel to the imaginary axis.
Hence the level set passing through a point of the imaginary axis is the imaginary
axis. That is, Z. N Z, coincides with the imaginary axis, which is a level set of |p].
Case 2: Suppose now that Z, N Z, accumulates at an irregular cylindrical end p.
Let z be a complex coordinate with z(p) = 0. By irregularity, ord, ¢ < —3 holds.
Without loss of generality, we may assume ord, () is an even number. In fact, if we
set z = w?, that is, we take the double cover of a neighborhood of p, the order Q
at the origin with respect to the coordinate w will be an even number.
Hence, we assume

ord, Q = —2k, ord, w = ord, 0 = —k,

Cel(2) = L (ql < ) €R, and ¢(z) € R (if z € V—1R).

where k > 2 is an integer. The second equality holds because p is a cylindrical end.

Since @ has even order at the origin, \/5 is a meromorphic function on a neigh-
borhood of 0. More precisely, we can write

[_ (P +0(2)) (o€ C\{0}),

Since ord,w = ord, 6, (§.7) implies that /C.(z) = O(zF), that is, there exists an
integer [ (I > k) such that \/C.(z) = az! + O(z"*!) (a € C \ {0}). Then by the
Weierstrass preparation theorem, we can choose a coordinate z such that

(4.30) C2)=2, o= (b +0(2))  (be C\{0}).
Then by (4.9), ¢ is written as

(4.31) Co(z) = 121HR1 (% + 0(z)> .

As {z,} C Z.N Z, is a sequence with z, — 0, we have

(4.32) largz, =0 (mod ),

(4.33) —argb+ (I+k—1argz, +e, = (mod 7),

T
2
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where ¢,, — 0. Subtracting (4.33) from (4.3%), and (4.32) multiplied by | + k — 1

from (4.33) multiplied by I, we have
—argb+(k—1)argzn—|—an£g, —largb—i—lsnzlg (mod ).

Since e, — 0, this yields —largb = In/2 (mod 7), and then &, = 0 for sufficiently
large n. Thus, we have

(4.34) (k—1)argz, = g +argd (mod ).

Let

1+25 argb
2k—1)" k-1
Then {£;} is a set consisting of a finite number of lines in the z-plane through
the origin, and by (4.34), each z, lies on some £;. Hence there exists a subset
J C {0,1,2,...,k — 1} such that each £; (j € J) contains an infinite number of
elements of {z,}. We fix j € J. Then we can take a subsequence {z,} of {z,}
such that z,, € £L; N Z. N Zs and z,,, — 0. Since (.(21,) € R and ((2) € V—1R,

we have

(4.35) V¢(2) € R, ¢s(2) e V—1R (if z € £j).

This shows that, on a neighborhood of the origin, Z. N Z, coincides with the set of
lines (U e £;- L

_ Next, we show that £; (j € J) is a level set of |p| for each j. By (4.30) and
(4.35),

Ej::{zeU;arng (modw)} (G=0,...,k—1).

=arg(s(z) = arg\/((2) —argz — argy
14+25 argb
2k—1)" k-1

T
2

—argy (mod )

holds on £;. Hence we have
o 1+25 argb
MY = T k-1 k-1
At any point in £;, the argument of the tangent vector of the level set of |p]| is
il ~1
argyv —1 <§ — i)

w

(mod ) (if z € L;).

arg <\/—_1( Cdﬂ)) = g —argy —argy/Ce

T 1+25 n argb
=——argyp = ™

2 MY TSk T k1

and then, the tangent vector is proportional to the line £;. Hence each £; (j € J)

is a level set of |p|. Thus, we have the conclusion. O

(mod ),

Remark 4.10. Let p € M’ be an accumulation point of Z.NZs. Then by the second
part of Lemma EI._QI, Z.N Zs is a level set of |p| in a neighborhood of p; that is, by
taking a suitable parallel front, we may assume that a component of Z. N Z; is a
part of the singular set. Since the null direction and the singular direction coincide
at each point in Z, N Z,, the image of such a singular set is a single point in H3.
If the point p is not an end, such a singularity seems to be a so-called cone-like
singularity, see, for example, the hourglass in Example 5_2 Another example is as
follows: Set

1 1
w = exp (z + 523) dz, 0 = exp (—z — 523) dz
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FIGURE 1. The example in Remark @.-1@:

on C. Then by solving (3.2), we have a flat front f: C — H3. The singular
set of f contains the imaginary axis, which coincides with Z, N Z, (see Figure i).
However, this example is not complete because the canonical forms have an essential
singularity at z = cc.

5. CAUSTICS OF FLAT FRONTS

In [14], Roitman investigated the caustic of (the parallel family of) a flat front,
which is considered as the locus of singular points of the fronts in the parallel family.
In this section, we discuss caustics of flat fronts from our point of view.

Let U C C be a simply connected domain and f: U — H? a flat front without
umbilic points. We denote by w and 6 the canonical forms of f, and p := 0/w, as
in the previous section. Since f has no umbilic points, p does not take values 0 and
00.

For a point z € U, we denote by 1 and k2 the principal curvatures of f at z.
Then by (3.4), we have

pl+1 pl =1
= R Ko =
lp| =1 lpl +1

Since p # 0,00, |k1] > 1 holds. Then there exists a real number r such that
cothr; = k1, which is called the radius of curvature. By (:_5-._1'), we have

(5.2) €2T1 = |p|_
The caustic C'y of f is defined as

(51) K1

Cp: U 3>z coshry(2)f(z) +sinhry (2)v(z) € H> C LY,

where L* is the Minkowski 4-space and v is the unit normal vector of f. In other
words, Cy is the locus of the centers of the principal curvature x; of f.
Let E;: U — SL(2,C) be the holomorphic lift of the front f. Then f and the

unit normal vector v are given by

« I 0\

Thus, the caustic of f is

Cr=Ey {coshrl (é ?) + sinh g (é _(1))] E3

en 0 . |p|*/? 0 .
:Ef(o e“)Ef:Ef( 0o |pv2) E

Hence if we set

1/4
63 m-g (") Sa)r P-

0 (57

I 1_>€SU(2),

Sl
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we have

(5.4) Cy = E.E?, and  E;'dE.= (O 90) :
we 0

where

(5.5)

we = Valbdz — \/—13—2, 0. = Vobdz+ \/—13—2 (w=wdz,0=0dz).

Since U contains no umbilic points of f, w. and 6. have no common zeros. Thus
we and 6, have no common zero, which implies that:

Theorem 5.1 (Roitman [[4]). The caustic Cy = E_E}: U — H® of a flat front
f: U — H? without umbilic points is a flat front with canonical forms w. and 0. as
in (5.5). Moreover, we have

B (—1)/4a—1/4 (G+\/5G* \/—_1(G—\/&G*)> (a_ ﬂ)
‘T VAVG-a. \ 1+ya V=1(1 - /) - dG, )’

where G and G are the hyperbolic Gauss maps of f. In particular, the hyperbolic
Gauss maps (G¢, Ge..) of Cy are given by

o _G+VaG. . G- JaG.
c — 1+\/a ) ck — 1_\/5 .

If z is a singular point of f, r1(z) = 0 holds because |p(z)| = 1. Therefore, the
caustic of a parallel family {f;} of flat fronts is the locus of singular points of the
fronts f; for t € R.

Since the parallel family has a common caustic, the sets Zy, Z. and Z, in Sec-
tion '4_1: can be considered as well-defined on the caustic. In particular, we have the
following:

Proposition 5.2. Let f be a flat front with caustic Cy. Then

(1) A point p € M§ is a singular point of the caustic Cy if and only if p € Z.(f).

(2) A point p € MZ is a non-degenerate singular point of the caustic if and only
if S(G) — S(G.) # 0 holds at p, where G and G, are the hyperbolic Gauss
maps of f.

(3) A point p € Z.(f) where S(G) — S(Gx) # 0 is a cuspidal edge of the caustic
if and only if p & Z(f).

In other words, the locus of the cuspidal edges of {f;}tcr is the set of regular
points of the caustic. Furthermore, the locus of the swallowtails of {f;} is the set
of cuspidal edges on the caustic, except the points at which S(G) — S(G.) = 0.

Proof of Proposition :_5-_2 A point p € M¢ is a singular point of Cy if and only if
lwe|? = 16,2, By (5.8), this is equivalent to

/ N’ A7
Im\/wé% =Tm [méw% (% - %)] = |6 Tm /...
w

Hence the first assertion holds.
In this case, p is a degenerate singular point of C't if and only if

0 = B, — 0. = Vil (s() — 5(&)).

Then by (8.16), we have the second assertion.
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(a) cylinder (c) hourglass (d) peach front

FIGURE 2. Examples §.1, 6.2 and 5.3

Finally, if p is a non-degenerate singular point of C, p is a cuspidal edge if and
only if

1 é/ ~ 1
(5.6) Im ——— (4 - “’—) -
(AA)CGC 90 We

Here, by direct calculation,

(‘A}céc éc d}c @Cécg 4
G (2)
=v-1
16 + Ce(2)
holds. Since (.(z) is a positive real number if 2 € Z., (5.6) holds if and only if
(s(2) € vV—-1R. O

6. EXAMPLES

Here we give examples that reaffirm the properties of singularities in Theo-
rems .1} and 1.2, We make examples of flat fronts by choosing hyperbolic Gauss
maps G and G, as follows: Let G and G, be meromorphic functions on a compact

Riemann surface M- such that G is not identically equal to G, and let

—2 ——2
{p1,...,on}={pe M ; G(p) =G.(p)} and M?* =M \{p1,...,pn}.
If the period condition

dG
——— €v-1R
f{ G-G. ©
holds for any loop v on M2, we have the parallel family of a complete flat front
—2

fo: M*=M"\{p1,....,pn} — H?
by substituting G and G, in the representation formula (3.13) in Remark 3.3. For
details, see [{3].
Ezample 6.1 (Cylinders). Let G = z and G, = 1/z on M =CuU {o0}. Then
€ =e?2/22 -1 and p(z) = e . So |p| = 1 if and only if + = 0 and then
all points of the front are singular. When ¢t = 0, (. = (s = 0 identically, and the
surface is a single geodesic line. When t # 0, we have a cylinder with no singularities

(Figure 2 (a)).

Exvample 6.2 (Flat fronts of revolution). Let G = z and G, = pz on M~ = C U
{oc}, where 1 € R\ {1}. Then ¢ = e~#/221/(n=1)_ The set of singular points is

a1
—t e
Y= eV 1P <_€u_\/ll7) i BER
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Since /Cels, = £2v/—1(p + 1)/\/1t is constant, and real if and only if © < 0,
the singularities are cuspidal edges when p > 0. When p < 0, {s|g, = 0. In this
case, the singular points are neither cuspidal edges nor swallowtails. (The singular
image is a single point, but there are many singular points in the domain.)

When p > 0, the image of ¥; is a circular cuspidal edge centered about the
surface’s rotation axis (the snowman, see Figure d (b)). When p < 0, the image of
% is a single point on the rotation axis (the hourglass, Figure & (c)).

When p = 0, the surface is a horosphere, and when y = —1, the surface is a
hyperbolic cylinder.

When p — +1, the entire surface approaches the ideal boundary 0H? of H3.
When g > 0, the corresponding caustic is a cylinder.

Ezample 6.3 (Peach fronts). Let G = 2+ % and G, = z — 4 on M =cu {o0}.
Then one has a parallel family of flat fronts f;: C — H? resembling peaches.
Since ¢ = e '/2¢*, the set of singular points is ¥, = {t/2 + V/—1y;y € R}.
Since v/(;|s, = +4v/—1 is not real, we have a single cuspidal edge along a vertical
line on C. This cuspidal edge travels out to the end, hence we have a simple
example for which every open neighborhood of the end contains singular points, in
particular, each f; is not complete. As noted in [1-4], the corresponding caustic is
the horosphere. See Figure Q: (d).

Ezample 6.4 (Flat fronts with G = 2™ and G, = 2™ for 1 <n < m). In this case,
M? = C \ {z;2™ = 2"}, and we have m —n + 2 ends. Then

n

5 — e—t/22n(zm—n _ 1)”7”&7

2(m+n)

—2t m+n(2 _ ) n—m

plz) = ——e

(m-i-n)(zm—i—z")zme
Vi =+v-1 Yo :
¢, = (m+n)@(m+n)2 T — (204 m) (27" 4 227)%) 3.

mnzmtn 2

3

For small values of m and n, we can easily investigate the singularities.

For n =1 and m = 2 (resp. m = 3), for all ¢, all singularities are cuspidal edges
except two (resp. four) swallowtails when e < 1/32 (resp. e?* < 3/16) and at
one (resp. two) degenerate singularity (resp. singularities) when e?! = 1/32 (resp.
e?® = 3/16). As the value e* increases through 1/32 (resp. 3/16), the two (resp.
four) swallowtails come together into a single (resp. two) degenerate singularitiy
(resp. singularities) and then disappear, leaving only cuspidal edges. Surfaces for
n =1 and m = 2 and 3, and their corresponding caustics, are shown in Figure l}’

For n = 2 and m = 3, and for all ¢, singular points are cuspidal edges or
swallowtails. All singular points are cuspidal edges, except for one swallowtail when
t < 0. When ¢ > 0, there are no swallowtails. As ¢ increases to 0, the swallowtail
moves out to an end and disappears when ¢t = 0. For ¢ = 0, the singular set is the
line Re z = 1/2, and hence the cuspidal edge travels out to the end z = oo.

Ezample 6.5 (n-noid flat fronts). n-ended flat fronts for n > 3 can be made with
G=2z2G,=z""0on M? =CU{oo}\{z; 2" = 1}. For all ¢, the points z = 0, oo
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(G,G.) = (z,2%) (half cut) (G, G.) = (z,2%) (caustic)

The caustic of a 3-noid The caustic of a 4-noid

FicURE 4. Example 5._5.: caustics for 3-noids and 4-noids.

are finite and non-singular. We have & = e~ /23/27 — 1,

p(z) = (1 —n)e 22" 2(2" — 1)%,
Cc = :l:(n_zz)(—\/iiil—’—l)
~n2-n), , .. nn-2)
S T

For 3-noids, /(. is real when z € S* or 23 € R" \ {0}. Since (s + 3¢ = 2,
Z.NZs={z;2%=—1}.

For 4-noids, v/, is real only when z € S' U RU+/~1R. For such z, Re(s =
(—4/3)(2* — 1)%27% is zero if and only if 24 = —1.

In the case n = 3 (resp. 4), if 6t > log2 (resp. 2t < log(3/2)), there are twelve
(resp. sixteen) swallowtails, and all other singularities are cuspidal. If 6t = log2
(resp. log(3/2)), there are three (resp. four) degenerate singularities at the points
23 = —1 (resp. z* = —1). If 6t < log2 (resp. log(3/2)), then there are six (resp.
eight) swallowtails, and otherwise cuspidal edges. For figures of 3-noids, see [:_l-?_:]
The caustics corresponding to 3-noids and 4-noids are shown in Figure :fﬂ
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