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Abstract. We give a full proof of the two dimensional Jacobian conjecture.

1. INTRODUCTION
For any field F of characteristic zero, it is a well known fact that if n polynomi-
als fi(z1, ..., xn)y ooy fulz1,..sxn) € Flaq,...,x,] are generators of the polynomial ring
Flx1, ..., 2], then the Jacobian determinant

J(f1, ., fn) =det A € F* =F\{0}, (1.1)
is a nonzero constant, where A = (gj:;);-fj:l is the n x n Jacobian matriz of fi,..., fa.

One of the major unsolved problems of mathematics [S] (see also [B, CM, V2]), viz. the
Jacobian conjecture, states that the reverse of the above statement also holds, namely, if the
Jacobian determinant J(f1,..., f) € F*, then fi(x1,...,2,), ..., fu(T1, ..., ) € Flay, ..., 2]
are generators of F[xy, ..., x,]. For convenience, if ([LT]) holds, we shall refer fi,..., f,, to as

polynomials with nonzero Jacobian determinant property (or simply, NJDP).

This conjecture relates to many aspects of mathematics [A, ES, H, R, SW, SY]| and has
attracted great attention in mathematics and physics literature during the past 60 years and
there have been a various ways of approaches toward the proof or disproof of this conjecture
(here we simply give a short random list of references [BCW, CCS, D, J, K, Ki, KM, M1,
V1, V2, W]). Hundreds of papers have appeared in connection with this conjecture, even
for the simplest case n = 2 [AO, N, No|. However this conjecture remains unsolved even for
the case n = 2. The difficulty in solving this conjecture probably lies in that although the
NJDP may contain much information, one is unable to use it.

In this self-contained paper, we give a proof of the Jacobian conjecture for the case
n = 2. The main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let F be any field of characteristic zero.

(1) Two polynomials F(z,y),G(z,y) € Flx,y] are generators of Fx,y| if and only if its
Jacobian determinant
0. F 0O,F

0.G 0,0 e F*, (1.2)

J(F,G) = '
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0 0
dz’ dy

(2) The automorphism group AutFlx,y] is generated by {o4, ¢p, 7|a € F* k > 1}, where

is a nonzero constant, where 0, 0y stand for the partial derivatives respectively.

Oa, Ok, T are automorphisms of Fx,y| defined by

O, T ax, O s T T+ Yk, T:T Y,

Y=y, Y=y, YT (13)

Theorem [[T[(2) has been known before [V1] (however the known proofs were found to
be not easy), we simply reproduce it as a by-product. The automorphism 7 is usually
called the twist automorphism, and an automorphism of the form x — az + f(y), y — y for
some a € F*, f(y) € Fly| is usually called a triangular automorphism. Thus Aut Flx,y] is
generated by triangular automorphisms and the twist.

Let us briefly explain the main points in the proof of Theorem [LTl below: First by apply-
ing some automorphism, we can suppose F(z,y), G(x,y) are monic polynomials of y with
coefficients in F[z] (cf. (B)). We write G(z,y) as a rational power series of F(x,y) in (B3).
By introducing the prime degree of F(x,y) (cf. Definition E23)), we are able to define the
leading polynomial Fieaa(x,y) and the primary polynomial Foim(x,y) of F(z,y) (cf. Defini-
tions 3 and B23). Then we introduce the r-th components of F(x,y)w (cf. Definition BH)
and prove that they are all rational functions under some condition (cf. Lemma B). By
showing that some component of G(x,y) must satisfy a differential equation (cf. (B50) and
Lemma B8), we can prove that the primary polynomial Fyim(x,y) has a form in Lemma
Then we prove in Lemma BT (the key lemma) that Lemma BI0(3) in fact cannot
occur. Thus by applying some automorphism, we can reduce the degrees of F(x,y) and
G(z,y) (cf. Lemma B3). Therefore the theorem is proved by induction on the degrees.

As a consequence of the proof of Lemma BTIl we obtain

Theorem 1.2 Suppose F(x,y), G(x,y) satisfy (L) and deg,F(x,y) > deg, F(z,y). Then

F(z,y) is a monic polynomial of y (up to a nonzero scalar).

2. PRELIMINARIES
Denote by Z,7Z.,,N,Q the sets of integers, non-negative integers, positive integers, ra-
tional numbers respectively. Let A = {aq,...,a,} C Z. We denote the greatest common

divisor (g.c.d.) of A by (ay,...,a,) or (a]a € A), and the least common multiple (l.c.m) by
[ai,...,an] or [a]a € A]. Denote F(x,y) = {% | P(x,y),Q(z,y) € Flx,y]}, the field of
rational functions in two variables.

Lemma 2.1 (¢f. Remark [Z13) Let H(z,y) € Flz,y]\Flz] (i.e., it is a polynomial on x
and y but not a polynomial on z). Let m € N. Suppose there exists a finite nonzero
combination Ziezpi(x)H(x,y)% € F(x,y) (i-e., it is a rational function) for some p;(z) €

Flx], where H(:)s,y)v% is regarded as a (possibly multi-valued) function on x and y. Then
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H(z,y) = Hy(x,y)d is the 2 -th power of some polynomial Hy(x,y) € Flz,y|, where d =
(m,i|pi(x) # 0) is the g.c.d. of {m,i|pi(x) # 0}.

Proof. Let A ={m,i|p;(x) # 0}. If A= {m}, there is nothing to prove. Suppose |A| > 1.
If necessary by replacing i by

%, we can suppose d = 1. If A = {m,n}, this means that

H(z,y)m = ggg; for some coprime polynomials R(z,y), Q(x,y), then Q(x,y)"H(x,y)" =

R(z,y)™. Since F[z,y] is a uniquely factorial domain, by decomposing each polynomial into
the product of its irreducible polynomials, using (m,n) = 1, we see that H(z,y) is the m-th
power of some polynomial.

Now suppose |A| >2. Denote

P(z,y) = Ypi(x)H(z, y). (2.1)

1EL

Definition 2.2 Let n=min{i|p;(x) # 0}. We shall call P(z,y) in (ZIl) a combination of
rational power of H(x,vy) with leading term H(x,y)m or simply a c.r.p. of H with l.t. Hm.
For j, k € Z, we say the term p;(z)H (z, y)% is higher than the term py(x)H (z, y)% if j > k.

Let us continue the proof of the lemma. Set

o . L) dia(P) if pj() =0,
d;j(P) = (m,i|pi(z) #0,n <i<n+j) = { (s (P)ntJ) if puss(a) 0. (2.2)
for j =0,1,---, where we take d_;(P) = 0. Then
(m,n) = do(P) > dj,(P) > d;,(P) > ...>d;,(P)=1, (2.3)

where 0 = jy < j1 < -+ < j, such that each j, is the smallest integer satisfying d; (P) #
d;,—1(P). In particular,
Py () #0 for r=0,1,...,s. (2.4)

Claim 1. Forr =0,1,...,s, there exists a rational function P,(x,y) which is a c.r.p. of H

krm+jy.

with 1.t. H ™ » " for some k., j. € Z4 such that 5, =n, 7. < j,. if r > 0 and (m, 54, 4, .-, j.)
== dj'r'

Obviously, for r = 0, we can take kg = 0 and Py(z,y) = P(x,y). Suppose r > 0. We

mn+jr

shall prove the claim by induction on j,. Let us compute the coefficient py,;, () of H™

in the rational function P(x,y)™, which can be written as

m m mn ~ mn—+i .
Pz, y)™ = pu(e)"H(x,y) ™ + 3 pmnyi(x)H (2, y) = for some prnii(x) € Flz],  (2.5)
>0
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n+a1

ie., P(z,y)™ is a cr.p. of H with Lt. H% . If a nonzero term p, q, (x)H(z,y)" = of

P(x,y) contributes to the computation of P, , () for some 0 < a; < j,, then mn + j, =
(n+ay)+ -+ (n+ ap) for some 0 < a; < j, with p,1q,(z) # 0, ie.,

Gr=ar et (2.6)

But then dj'r (P) = (djr—l

~—~

P),a1+---+ay,) = d;,—1(P), a contradiction with the choice of j,.

n+Jr

x)H (x,y)= and p,.; (x)H(x,y) =" contribute to P (z) and

~—

Thus only two terms p,

in fact we have P, () = mpn ()™ 'ppyj (x) # 0 (cf. [Zd)). Now we take the rational

function
D m m n ~ mn+i
1>
Suppose the first nonzero term of P(z,y) is ﬁmnMH(:c,y)m%fﬁ, ie., P(x,y)is acr.pof H

mn—+n

with Lt. H m | and 0 < 7 < j, (cf. ZH)). If 7 = j,, we can take j/ = j, and the claim
is proved. So suppose 0 < j, := j, — @i < j,. Note that for 1 < j < j,, any nonzero
mn+j

term Py, (x)H m of P(z,y) can be only contributed by nonzero terms py,4q, (z)H St of
P(z,y) with 0 < a; < j, such that > " a; = j, thus as in the discussion of ({ZH), we have

di(P) > d; (P) if i< j,. (2.8)

Using definitions [Z2) and 3), equation [X) means that if we replace P(z,y) by P(z,y)

(and so n becomes 1/ := mn + 1) then the integer Jr is exactly the integer Jr, for some
r1 < 7. Thus the claim can be proved by induction on j. (we remark that there may be

more nonzero terms between Hw and H =" in P(zx,y) than nonzero terms between Hn
and H" %" in P(z,y), but we only need the fact that j. < j,; furthermore, d; = (d;, ,,j.)).

From our choice of j,, we have (m,jj,Ji,...,j.) = dj, = 1. Thus there exist some

integers a, ag, a, ..., a, such that am + > °_ alj. = 1. Then there exist positive integers

a, = bym + a. for some sufficient large integers b,, such that y °_,a,(k,m + j.) = km + 1
for some k € N. By Claim [Il the rational function

S Y q(@)H(z,y) (2.9)

1>2

Qw.y) = [P (r.9)" = (o) H )

km+
m

is a cr.p. of H with L.t. H™%" for some ¢;(x) € Flz] with ¢, (z) # 0. Now we re-denote the

rational function P(z,y) = H(z,y) *Q(z,y), which is a c.r.p. of H with Lt. Hw. Then we
can always write P(z,y) as

£m
m
)

Sl

+ A pom () H (2, y) (2.10)

P(z,y) = pi(x)H(z,y)= + ps(2)H(z,y)
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for some p;(z) € F[z] with pi(z) # 0, where ¢ is some sufficient large integer. For each
Lm+j j

1 < i < ¢m, we can express P(z,y)" as (by writing H(x,y) = as H(z,y) H(z,y)m)

) Im )

P(z,y)' = ;pi,j(% y)H (z,y)

J

3

(2.11)

where p; ;(x,y) € F[z,y| is some polynomial which is a combination of integral powers of
H(z,y) with coefficients in F[z]. Regarding (III) as a system of linear equations on the
unknown variables H(x,y)%, Jj =1,...,¢m. If the determinant A(x,y) = det(p; ;(z,y)) of

the matrix of coefficients is not the zero polynomial, then we can solve H(x, y)i to obtain
that it is a rational function, and we complete the proof of the lemma by the arguments in
the first paragraph of the proof.

Thus suppose A(z,y) = 0. Since A(z,y) = >0 (x)H(x,y)" is a polynomial of
H(z,y) with coefficients a;(x) € F[z] and the assumption of H(z,y) ¢ F[z] shows that
{H(z,y)"|i € Z,} is F[z)-linear independent, we must have ag(x) = 0. But by &I0),
one can easily compute that by modulo the subspace H(x,y)F[z,y] (cf. definition “=" in
@B58)), we have P(z,y)" = py () H(z,y)w + (higher terms), i.c., by modulo H(z,y)F[z,v],
the matrix (p;j(z,y)) is upper-triangular with diagonals p;(x)’, i = 1,...,¢m. This shows
that ag(z) = [[7 pi(x)’, which is a contradiction with ag(z) = 0 and py(x) # 0. This
proves the lemma. O

We shall work with the ring of meromorphic functions of y~* over F[z]:

Fl]((y™)) = {EZZfi(I)yi | fi(z) € Flz], fi(x) =0 ifi> 0}. (2.12)
Any element of the form, where ¢ € Z,
H(z,y) =y + Shi(e)y'™, (2.13)

1=1

is called a power series of y~'.

Definition 2.3 Let H(x,y) be as in (ZI3). If maxi<j<oo dogfi”(m) exists, then the rational

number

p(H) = max w

1<i<oco 7

€Q, (2.14)

is called the prime degree of H(x,y) (obviously, we have p(H) = —co <= H(z,y) = ).
Otherwise we set p(H) = +00.

The following arguments will illustrate the importance of introducing the notion of prime
degree.
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k
‘

Let H(z,y) be as in (ZI3). For any k € Z, we can uniquely expand H(z,y)¢ as an
element in Flz]((y~1)):
H(w, )" = y*(1+ (Thile)y™)*
= Z( i )(Zh( Jy ) =yt + ;hk,e,i(x)yk_l €F[)((y™), (2.15)
where the coefficient of ¥, often denoted by Coeff(H (z,y)?,y*") in this paper, is
L
hei(z) = > ( o ) ha(2)"™ - hi2)". (2.16)
r142rg—4-+ir;=i r1,T2,...,75

T1seees ;>0

Here in general for any a € F, ry,....,r; € Z,

= ’
1,72y .- 7"1!"'7”7;!

( a’m) ala—1)--(a=(r+-+r)+1) (2.17)

is a multi-nomial coefficient.

Bk

Lemma 2.4 Let H(z,y) be as in (ZZ13). Then for any k € Z, p(H) =p(Hz).

Proof. Let s = min{i > 1|degh;(z) =ip(H)}. Then by [ZI6), we see that deg hyg(z) <
ip(H) for i > 1, and deg hy ¢ s(z) = sp(H). O

For any H(z,y) € F[z,y]\F[y] as in (ZI3)), we always denote

Hyeaa(z,y) = y* + S a;xPy"~" (which is clearly not equal to y¢), (2.18)
i=1
Higno(xa y) = H([lj’, y) - Hlead(x> y) - Zho7z’($)ye_i> deg hO,i(I) < Zpa (219)
i=1

where p = p(H) and a; = Coeff (h;(z),z?) is the coefficient of 7 in h;(x) (here and below
we always set a; = 0 if ip ¢ Zy), and hg;(z) = hi(z) — a;z"

Definition 2.5 Any polynomial (or any element in Flx]((y~!))) of the form

m . . .
Sty with ¢ €T, dg, by € Zy,
i=0

is called a quasi-homogenous polynomial of prime degree p. We shall call Heaq(z,y) the
leading polynomial of H(x,y) and Higno(z,y) the ignored polynomial of H(x,y).

We shall need the following easily verified results in the next section.
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Lemma 2.6 (1) Any automorphism in (L.3) maps generators of Flz,y| to generators of
Flx,y], and maps polynomials with NJDP to polynomials with NJDP.

(2) If F(z,y),G(x,y) satisfy (L2), then F(x,y) is a square free polynomial, namely, there

do not exist polynomials P(x,y), Q(z,y) € Flz,y] with P(x,y) ¢ F such that F(x,y) =

P(x,y)*Q(z,y).

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM
Let F(z,y), G(x,y) be two polynomials with NJDP. We shall prove Theorem [LT|(1) by
induction on the pair (m,n) of positive integers, where

m =deg F(x,y), n=degG(x,y). (3.1)
First we write F'(z,y), G(z,y) as

Flz,y)= Y  fy2'y, Glz,y)= ¥ g2’y (3.2)

4,JELY 1+j<m 4,JELY1+j<n

for some f;;, g;; € F. Then
f(I) = 2fi,m—ixi> g(!lf) = ;)gi,n—izia

are nonzero polynomials on . So we can choose some a € F such that f(a)g(a) # 0. Thus
by applying the linear isomorphism of F|x, y] (cf. Lemma 26(1)):

(z,9) = (z +ay, y), (3.3)

F(z,y), G(z,y) become polynomials of the forms in B2) with fo,g90, = f(a)g(a) #
0. Rescaling F(z,y), G(x,y), we can assume fo,, = go,, = 1. Thus we can rewrite
F(z,y), G(z,y) as

F(z,y) =y™ + ifi(x)ym‘i, Glz,y) =y" + iigj(x)y"‘j , (3.4)

7j=1

for some f;(z), g;(x) € F[z]. For convenience, we denote fy(z) = go(z) = 1.

We can assume m < n. By replacing y by y— % fi(z), i.e., by applying the automorphism

(z,y) = (x,y - %fl(z))a (35)

we can further suppose

fi(z) =0. (3.6)
If either F'(x,y) or G(x,y) does not depend on the variable x, then (L2 forces F(z,y),
G(z,y) to be generators of F[x,y]. Thus we suppose

both F(z,y) and G(z,y) depend on the variable x. (3.7)
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If m =1, then (B0) shows that F(x,y) = y and (L) forces G(z,y) = ax + b for some
a€F* beF. Thus F(z,y),G(z,y) are generators. Hence we can suppose

2<m<n. (3.8)

Note that for F(x,y),G(z,y) as in (B4, we can expand G(z,y) as
G(x,y) = F(z,y)= + Zbl(x)F(x,y)% for some b;(z) € F[z], (3.9)
i=1

where by comparing the coefficients of y™"~, the polynomial b;(x) € F[x] can be inductively
determined by the following (cf. (ZI0)):

bi(z) = gi(x) — i_Zlbj(l“) 2. ( o ) fu()™ - fn ()™ for @ > 1. (3.10)

j:(] r1+2rg+-mrm=i—j T17 T27 A Tm

Here and below, we set by(xz) = 1 and g;(x) = 0 if ¢ > n. Thus there exists a function on u
and v:

G(u,v) = vm + ibl(u)v%

=1

, such that G(z,y) = G(z, F(z,y)). (3.11)

Similarly, we can expand the polynomial y as

‘ -
8

1—1

where as in (1), we set by(x) = 1 and
_ i—1_ 1-j
) =T T (o, )BT >0 @19
j=0 r142ro4-+mrm=i—j T1,72, s Tm

]_ 1 1-m

m m 2 J(z)F(z,y) ), where fi(z) = (1 —i)bi(z). (3.14)

Throughout the paper, we denote p = p(F), the prime degree of F(x,y). Then BI3)
shows that deg b;(z) < ip for i > 1. Thus,
deg fi(z) <ip for i>1. (3.15)
Using (B10)) in (LZ), we obtain

OuF(2,y) OyF(z,y)
0uG (u,v) + 0,G(u,v)0, F(x,y) 0,G(u,v)d,F(x,y)
= —0,F(,9)9,G(u,v) € F*,

J(F,G) =
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where u = z, v = F(z,y). Thus 8,G(u,v) i T m for ¢ = —J(F,G) € F*. This
v= x7y ’
and (BIT) prove the following.

Lemma 3.1 b; :=b;(z) €F if i <n+m—1, and Lb;(z) = cfimm—ns1(z) if i > n+m—1,
for c= —@ € F*. In particular, by [ZI13),

1 <degbi(z) <1+ (Gi—(m+n—1)p if i>m+n—1 (3.16)

Note that at least there exists i with 0 < ¢ < n and m})(n — i) such that b; # O.
Otherwise, by (B3),

Gla,y) = SbFley)™ = 5 b(@)F(y)™ € Fley] 0y~ Fley™) = {0}, (317
which gives b;(z) = 0 for ¢ > n, a contradiction with (BI6). Now we consider two cases.

Case 1: m|n.

Replace G(z,y) by Gi(z,y) = G(x,y) — F(x,y)m, then n, = degyé(x,y) < n and
Coeff(G(z,y),y™) = b,, € F*. Rescaling Gi(z,y) to make b,, = 1, we obtain Theorem
[CTK(1) by the inductive assumption on the pair (m,n).

Case 2: m fn.

n—i

For 0 < i < n, if m|(n—1), by replacing G(z, y) by the polynomial G(z,y) —b;F(x,y) = ,

we can suppose b; = 0.

Let d = (m,n). We can write
m =dmy, n =dn,, where 2 < m; <ny, and my,n; are coprime integers. (3.18)

Write F($a y) - Eead($a y) + F’igno(x> y) as in (m) and (m) such that Fiead(x> y) 7& ym 18
the leading polynomial of F'(x,y). We have

Lemma 3.2 (¢f. RemarkBI3) Feua(r,y) = Fi(z,y)™ for some polynomial
Fi(z,y) =yt + aaPydt + 6a®y?2 + .. 4 62 for some ¢ € F. (3.19)

Proof. For i >0, we expand F(z,y)" as a power series of y~! (cf. (ECIH)),

n—i

F(x,y)m

yn_i + an—i,m,k(x)yn_i_k fOI' some fn—i,m,k(x) S F[l’] (320>
k=1

Thus we can use the right-hand side of ([B3) to express G(z,y) as a power series of y~,

o0

Glay) = y" + Sog;(x)y", where §j;(x) = ibxx)fn_i,m,j_i(x). (3.21)

Jj=1
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Let us compute the coefficient ¢; = Coeff(g;(x), 27P) of 277 in g;(z) for j > 0 (note that
p(Fm) = p, the following arguments will also show that degg;(x) < jp). By ([IH) and
1), deg fr—imj—i(z) < (j —i)p. Thus if 1 <i <m+n —1, then biF(x,y)%i does not
contribute to the computation of ¢;. If i > m+n—1, by (BI0), noting that n > 2 (by [B3J)

and m fn) and the fact that p > = (cf. (8)), we have
deg bi(x) +deg fu—imj—i(x) < T+ (i = (m+n—1)p+ (5 —i)p < jp. (3.22)

Thus b;(x)F(z,y) does not contribute to ¢; either. Similarly the ignored polynomial

Figno(z,y) does not contribute to & (cf. (ZI9)). Therefore only Fea(w,y)m contributes to
¢;, and in fact the above arguments prove

Fiead(w,y) = y" + Yo &atly" . (3.23)
=1

7

Since G(z,y) is a polynomial, we must have ¢; = 0 if j > n. Then [B2Z3) shows that
Fleaa(z,y)m is a polynomial. By Lemma EZI] we have Lemma B2 O

Let my > my be the largest divisor of m such that Fie.q(x,y) = Fopim(x, y)™? for some

dy . .
Foim(z,y) = Yy 4+ S aPy®Tl € F|x,y] for some ¢; € F with some ¢; # 0, (3.24)

i=1

where dy = . If my = m, then B24) shows that Fieaa(z,y) = (y+ c12?)™ for some ¢1 # 0,
and so fi(z) = mecya? + (lower terms) # 0, a contradiction with ([B6). Thus

dy > 2. (3.25)

If Flead(z,y) = Fi(z,y)" = Fy(x,y)* for some Fj(x,y) € Flz,y] and k; € N, then by
Lemma B0, Feaa(7,y) = F3(z, y)F*2] for some Fy(x,y) € F[z,y]. This shows that my|ms
and thus ds|d.

Definition 3.3 We shall call Fpim(z,y) in (B24) the primary polynomial of F(z,y).

The proof of Lemma in fact shows that Fpim(z,y) is also the primary polynomial of
G(z,y), and Foim(z, y)% = Fieaa(z, )™ is the leading polynomial of G(z,y).

Lemma 3.4 (c¢f. Remark[Z13) Let
d3=(m,n—1i|0<i<mn,b #0), (3.26)

be the g.c.d. of {m,n —i|0<1i < n,b; #0}. There exists a polynomial of the form

km-+dg S km+dg—i

Qz.y) = (@) F(r.y) " + 2@ Fz.y) =, (3.27)
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for some k € N (c¢f. (Z9)) and some q;(x) € F[z] such that qo(z) =1 and

g(x)eFifi<m+ds—1, and (3.28)

deggi(z) <1+ (i—(m+ds—1))pifi>m+d;—1. '
Proof. We shall follow the arguments in the proof of Lemma Rl by regarding F'(z,y), G(x, y)
as H(z,y), P(x,y). First note that G(x,y) has the form (B9) with b;(x) satisfying Lemma

mn—1i

Bl Thus when we express G(z,y)™ (cf. ) as G(z,y)™ =D =, g™ () F (2, )™= for

some polynomials gi(m) (x) € Flz], we have

g™ (@) eFifi<m+n—1, and

0 | N (3.29)
degg, () <14+ (i—(m+n—-1)pifi>m+n—1.

mn—n—i

Then we take G(z,y) = G(z,y)™ — F(z,y)" and rewrite G(z,y) = 2%, §:(x) F (z,y) =
as in (1) for some 1 € N and some g;(z) € F[z] with go(z) # 0. Then [BZ9) becomes

gi(r)eFifi<m+n—n—1and
deg gi(z) <14 (i—(m+n—na—1))pifi>m+n—n—1.

Hence as in the proof of Claim [ in Lemma Tl we can find some polynomial G, (z,y) =

krm—jh—i

Yoo gri(x)F(z,y)~ = , here we define d;(G) = (m,n—i|b;(x) # 0, 0 <1 < j) (cf. (22))
and define jo, j1, ..., js as in (Z3), and j; < j, for r > 0, such that g, ;(z) € F[z] and

gri(x) eFifi<m+n—j. —1, and

3.30
deggri(x) <14+ (i—(m+n—j. —1)pifi>m+n—j. —1. (3.30)
Finally, we take Q(z,y) as in (3). Then Q(z,y) has the form B27), and by ([B30),
i(x)eFifi<m+n—j.—1, and
4(2) ! (3.31)

deggi(x) <1+ (i—(m+n—j4.—1))pifi>m+n—j,—1.

Since d3 < n — jl, (B3) implies (B2F). O

Using (B21) and (B2Y), following the same arguments in the proof of Lemma B2, we
have Flaq(z,y) = Fy(z,y)% for some Fy(z,y) € Fz,y]. Thus 7 Im2 = Z-. This proves

Lemma 3.5 (c¢f. Remark[Z13) ds|ds.

Denote
Ny = —. (3.32)
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By Lemma B and B20), (B9) becomes (cf. Remark BT3])

G(r,y) = Flz,y)" + Y bapiF(z,y) "2 + > b(x)F(x,y)= . (3.33)

1 i=n+1

n
1=

Note that as in ([BH), we can also expand F'(z,y) as

Fla,y) = Fyin(,9)% + X hi(w) Fyvim(,9) = (3.34)
i=1
for some h;(z) € Flx], which can be precisely determined by (cf. (BI0))
i—1 m—j J
hi(z) = fi(z) = X_hy(z) > < I ) (1a?)"™ - - (cq®P)"e
=0 ri42rgttdgrg,=i—j \T1, 72 .-+, Tdy
T1sTQyeees r'd220

i—1 m—j .

= filz) - Zohj(x) Coeff (Fprim(z,y) % ,y™™"), (3.35)
‘]:

where ho(x) =1 and f;(x) = 0 if i > m. Note that

m—j

Coeff (Fprim(z,y) %= ,y™ ") is a homogeneous polynomial of 2 with degree (i — j)p. (3.36)
Thus one can prove

deg h;(z) <ip, and h;j(x) # 0 for some j > 0 (cf. Lemma EZ6(2)). (3.37)

Subcase 2.1: hi(x) =0 for all 1 < i <m with d; /(m — i) (cf. Remark BT3]).

Then as in (BI7), we deduce h;(z) = 0 for i > m. Thus

m2 . N
F(l’, Z/) = Fprim(x’ y>m2 + ;hd?i(x)Fprim(xv y>m2_l = F(Iv Fprim(xv Z/)), (338>

is in fact a polynomial on  and Fpym(z,y) for F(u,v) = v™2 + 372 hayi(u)v™ ™ € Flu, v].
Using (B38) in [B33)), by expanding G(x,y) as a c.r.p. of Fpum, we see that there exists
a polynomial G(u,v) € Fu,v] such that G(z,y) = G(z, Fyum(x,y))+ (terms of negative

N

powers of y). Since G(z,y) is a polynomial, we have G(z,y) = G(x, Fpyim(2,y)). Then ([C2)

gives
_ | 0uF(x,y) 0,F (u,0)0, Frim(,y)
J(F’ G) - ‘ axG(x’y) aUGA(U,U)aprrim(zay)
0uF(x,y) 0,F (u,v)
_= F 1 a F*
ay prlm(x’y)‘ &G(x,y) &,G(u,v) - ’
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where u = x, v = Foum(2z,y). In particular, 0, Fpim(z,y) € F*. This contradicts the fact
that deg, Fiim(7,y) = d2 > 2 (cf. (B23))). Thus this subcase does not occur.

Subcase 2.2: hi(x) # 0 for some 1 < i < m with d; /(m — ) (the proof below in fact
covers Subcase 2.1, cf. Remark BT3).

First we need to introduce some new notations. Let K (x,y) € F[x]((y~')) be any element
with the form

aKfi

K(z,y) = Zk‘ () Forim(x,y) % for some k;(z) € Flx] with ko(z) # 0 and ax € Z. (3.39)

We always denote
Ag = {r € Q|3i € Z, such that ip —r € Z, and Coeff(k;(x),z7™") #0} C Q, (3.40)

and denote
k k; ' (x) = the homogeneous term of degree ip — r of k;(x), (3.41)

for r € Ak (we take kﬂ(x) =0ifip—r & Z,). Denote

(3

apr—1

K(z, )[T] Zk‘[r]( ) Fprim (2, y)§—2 for r e Ag. (3.42)

Definition 3.6 We call K(z,y)I" the r-th component of K(x,y). Set K(z,y)I'l = 0 if
r ¢ AK

If we write K (z,y) in (B39) as
K(z,y) = Y ki(x)y**~" for some k|(x) € Fz], (3.43)
i=0

then the relation between k;(x) and kf(x) can be determined by [B3H) with m, f;(z), hi(z)
replaced by ag, ki(x), k;(z) respectively. This and ([B30) show (cf. also ([B41))

(e, = SR @)y for 7€ Ay, (3.44)

=0

where k/I")(z) is defined as in (BZ1]). In particular,
K(z,y)" is always a polynomial if K(x,y) is a polynomial. (3.45)

Lemma 3.7 (1) Let K(z,y), L(z,y) be elements of F[z|((y™')) with the form of [Z39).
For any r > 0, the r-th component of K(x,y)L(x,y) is

(K(x, y)L(x,y))[T] = > K(x,y)[”]L(x,y)[”] for r e Agr. (3.46)

T EAK, €AY,
r1+ro=r
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(2) For any { € Z with do|l and T € A+, (F(x,y)%)m is a rational function.
(ap+ayp)—1
Proof. (1) Clearly, we have K(x,y)L(z,y) = >, oXi(%) Forim (2, y) 2" with Xi(x) =
D rtsami b (@) (@), Thus 3 @) = 32,00 324,y b (@) 657 (2). Hence we can ob-
tain (B44).
(2) Using (B34) and (B30), we have

—j

h(z) = f(x) - th( ) Coeft(Fpim(z,y) = ,y™ ). (3.47)

Thus the r-th component of F(z,y) (with F(z,y) being the form B34)) is in fact the
polynomial

m—i

F( ) Zh ( ) prlm(x y) d2 = éfl[r](x)ym—z for all r € AF.

Note from (34) and (D) that F(z,y)% = Foum(z,y)% . We have

m

¢ <t m L
F(z,y)m = ( ZA) Fa,y)!) ™ = Fpim(z, )% (1 + AZ\{ }F(x ) Fim () " %2))
reAp reApr\{0

0—(t1++t)m

k
I\ i
> (107 0 ) TG ) o)~
slt1+ +sktk s 1?

reA o =1
Fm 0<sy <+ <sg
s, €Ap, ;€L , k>0

By (1), the j-th component of (F(z,y)® )% (which is the t;-th power of the s;-th component
of F(z,y)) is zero if j # s;t; for all 7. Thus again by (1), the r-th component of F'(z, y)ﬁ is

L k =(t1+-Fty)m

P = £ () T R )

sptyittsgtp=r i=1
0<sy < <sp
S, €EAR, t; €LY, k>0

which is a finite sum of rational functions (for any given r) by noting that the powers of
Forim(z,y) in (B28) are integers and Ap C Q is a finite set since f;(z) =0 if i > m. O

Note that G(z,y) has the form ([EX). We shall compute G(z,y)I" for some suitable
chosen r. First we collect some basic facts:

Fact (i) G(z,y)!" is a polynomial since G(z,y) is a polynomial (cf. (§23)).
Fact (ii) If0 <i < m+n—1, then by(F(z,y) Il (which is a rational function if ds|i
by Lemma B7(2)) contributes to the (ip + r)-th component G(z,y)*" of G(z,).

Fact (iii) Suppose i > m + n — 1. Denote ¢; = (i — (m +n — 1))p, and by =
Coeff (b;(x), 119 (recall (B16)). Then by BId) and Lemma BT],

(1+qi)bio = c(1 =), (3.49)
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where i =i — (m +n — 1), by o = Coeff(by (), 2"?), and ¢ = J(FG) € F*. Thus,

m—i

Gilz,y) = > gz Fpim(,y) @ 11 0t P Fpn(z,y) B . (3.50)
=0

i=m+n—1

Fact (iv) Note that (B30) contributes to G(z,y)I' for r = (m +n —1)p — 1.
Fact (v) By computing the 0-th component of (B12), one has

oo ) 1-4
Go(r,y) = Y bi 00" Fppim(7,y) 2 = y. (3.51)

1=0

Lemma 3.8 Gi(z,y) defined in [Z20) satisfies the following differential equation, for ¢)=
-1 *
—p~ celFr,

p _'_ 1 mo— mo /
(m2 o d2p )Fprim(xv y) 1Gl (LU, y)aprrim(Iv y) + Fpl‘im(x7 y) 8yG1(‘757 y> =G, (352>
Proof. Denote ki(z) = > 11+Z’pbzoz_ip_1, ka(2) = 202 bi02P1~). We have
d d
—p— — Pl
pdzkl(z) z dzkg(z). (3.53)

Fix x and let z = x_lerim(x,y)Wlp, using (B00) and (B21), we have

mp—p—1

]{?1(2) = C_lerim(xv y) d2p Gl(x7y> and ]{72(Z> = LE‘_pGQ(l‘, y) = x—py.

Using this in ([B53), we obtain

dy

p+1 mo—1—PFL oy PEL
((m2 - —>Fprim(xvy> 2 d2p Gl(xa y)aprrim(xa y) + Fprim(x7y> ’ d2p @;Gl(flf,y))£

dap

_pi1id
= Caszrim(x> y) ZQP d_Z

Thus we have (B22). O

Write p = Zi: for some coprime positive integers p’, ¢’. Note from ([B24]) that at least one
of p,2p, ..., dsp is an integer, thus 1 < ¢’ < d».

Lemma 3.9 Ifp' =1 and ¢ = ds, then F(z,y),G(z,y) are generators of Fz,y].

Proof. In this case, p = é. By B24), Fyrim(7,y) = y® + cgyx with g, # 0. Rescaling =
we can suppose cq, = 1. Now by replacing x by x — y®, the leading polynomial Fie.q(,y)

of F(x,y) becomes z™2. By definition of the prime degree p, we have

dai < j if a nonzero term ¢; jz'y™ 7 with ¢;; € F, appears in Figno(z, 7). (3.54)
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Thus after the replacement, y™ does not appear in Fign(z,y). Thus F(x,y) becomes a new
polynomial with deg,F'(z,y) < m. Furthermore, if we let m’ be the total degree of x and
y in the new F(z,y), then (B54) also shows that m’ < m. Say K(z,y) = > i, caly™ ' is
the polynomial of terms of F'(x,y) with highest total degree of z and y, then the polynomial
fz) =37 ca’ #0. Take a € F with f(a) # 0. Then by applying linear isomorphism
([B3), we obtain that F(z,y) becomes a polynomial with deg, F'(x,y) = m’ such that o :=
Coeftf (F(z,y),y™) = f(a) € F*. By rescaling F(z,vy), we can suppose a = 1.

The similar arguments show that G(x, y) becomes a polynomial with n’ := deg, G(z,y) <
n such that by a suitable choice of a in (B3) and by rescaling G(z,y), the coefficient

Coeftf (G(z,y),y"™) = 1 (cf. arguments before ([B4)). Thus by the inductive assumption on
the pair (m,n), the polynomials F'(x,y) and G(z,y) are generators of F[z, y]. O

Denote

Now we consider the following cases:

Subcase 2.2.1: Suppose B =10 or (m+n—1—1i)p <1 foralli € B, or B # 0 and
j = min B satisfies (m+n—1—j)p=1.

First we remark that the case “B = () or (m+n—1—14)p < 1 for all i € B” can be
regarded as a special case of the case “B # () and j = min B with b; = 0 in (B21)”. Thus it
suffices to consider the case “B # () and j = min B”. (This is the most nontrivial case. As
stated in [M2, M3] (cf. [M1]), we only need to consider the case p = 1. However, we need
some information for the general case, cf. proof of Lemma BTl )

We take r = jp = (m +n — 1)p — 1. Let us compute G(z,y)" under modulo F(x,y).

In the following, we use “=" to mean: If U,V are two vector spaces such that U C V and
a,b €V then

a=bmodU <= a-bel. (3.56)

For 0 < i < m+n — 1, if dy|i, then by Fact (ii), all components of b;F(z,y)" are
rational functions of the form (B4%), thus does not contribute to G(z,y)" mod F(z,y). If
j #1i € B, then j < i, sor <ip, and again by Fact (ii), b;F(z, y)% does not contribute to
G(z,y)" modF(x,y) either since the top most component it can contribute is ip. Thus by
Facts (i) and (iv),

0= G(:)s,y)[’"] = bjFprim(:)s,y)%j + G1(z,y) modF(x,y), (3.57)
ie.,
G (,y) = b Forim (2, 9) &+ Gy (,y) (3.58)

is a rational function of the form in the right-hand side of (B45]).
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Denote by F(x) the algebraic closure of the field F(x) of rational functions of x. From

now on, we regard polynomials in F[z, y] as polynomials of y in F(x) [y] with coefficients in
F(z). By B2S) and the right-hand side of (B48), we can write G1(z,y) as

L —a
G1($,y> = _bjFprim(x7y) 2 + Fprim(xay) P(l’,y), (359>

for some a € Z and some P(z,y) € F(x)[y] such that Fiim(z,y) [P(x,y) (inside the ring
F(z)[y]). Using (B29) in (B5Z), we see that the term with Flim(z, )% and the term with
Oy (Fprim (2, y)nd_;J) are precisely canceled because of the fact that (m+n—1—7)p =1, and

we obtain, for ' = my — a, ¢y, = dop'cjx € F(x),

(a/d2p/ - p/ - q/)Fprim(xv y)a'—lp(x’ y)ﬁprrim(iU, y) + d2p/Fprim(x7 y)a/ayp(;(;’ y) = 0/27 (36())

which is equivalent to, for some ¢ € F(x),
Fprim (i, y) P 770 P, )™ = 0/2/Fprim(ﬂf,y)“/d”’,_p/_ql_“,P(%y)d”’,_ldy +d. (3.61)

For convenience, a pair (F(z,y), G(z,y)) is called a Jacobian pair if F(z,y), G(z,y) €
F|x,y] are monic polynomials of y such that J(F,G) € F*. Here we do not assume F'(z,y)
satisfies condition (B.0). Note that in general m := deg, I is not necessarily equal to deg F’
(we remark that deg F' always means the total degree of F(x,y)); for instance, in case

F(x,y) =y + 2, we have m = 1 and deg F = 3.

Lemma 3.10 Let (F(x,y), G(z,y)) be any Jacobian pair. We have one and only one of
the following (up to a linear automorphism of Flz,y|):

(1) Epim(z,y) =y + 2. In this case, dy =1, p =1, ¢ = 1. (We shall not consider this
case since all our arguments above are based on the assumption that de > 2. Anyway,
if we require condition ([ZM) then this case does not occur.)

(2) Foim(z,y) = y®2 + z, for some dy > 2, is an irreducible polynomial in Flz,y]. In this
case, a' =1, p'=1,¢ =dy, j=m+n—dy — 1, P(z,y) = poy and

J(F, Q)

b; = po = o G1(2,Y) = Fprim(z,y) " P(2,y) = po(y? +2)"™y. (3.62)

(3) Forim(z,9) = (v +2)1y™ (if we require condition (T4) and if ¢ = 1, then Fyim(x,y) =
(y — isx)(y +i12)?) is a reducible polynomial in F|x,y], for some coprime positive
integers iy,1y such that ¢ty + ia = dy. In this case, ' = 0, a = —mg, p' = 1,5 =
m+n—q —1, P(z,y) =po(y? +2)y and

J(F,G)
(i1 — dg)my’ (3.63)
G1(2,y) = Forim(2,y) " *P(x,y) = po(y” + ) metly-metl,

bj:po—



18 Yucai Su: Jacobian conjecture (prepared on October 10, 2005, revised on June 14, 2019)

Proof. First note that (B62)) can be regarded as a special case of (B.63) with i; =1, i5 = 0.

To avoid confusion on whether or not the inductive assumption on m is used, we want
to remark that although the proof of Theorem [[1lis based on induction on m, the proof of
this lemma does not depend on induction on m, thus the lemma holds in general (since we

shall see that Subcase 2.2.2 cannot occur, this lemma holds for all Jacobian pairs).

The proof is divided into three cases.

Case (1): @’ > 1. Then Fyun(x,y) divides the left-hand side of (B60), but does not
divide the right-hand side. The contradiction shows that this case does not occur.

Case (ii): o' = 1. If dy = 1, we clearly have case (1) (up to a linear automorphism
(z,y) — (azx,y) for some o € F*). Assume dy > 2. If dop’ —p' — ¢’ —1 > 0, then all functions
in (B.61]) are polynomials. By comparing the degrees of y in both sides, we see that the
left-hand side has a higher degree than the right-hand side, thus we obtain a contradiction.
Hence dop’ — p' — ¢ < 0. But dop’ — p' — ¢’ # 0 by BE0). Thus dop’ — p' — ¢ < —1. So
p < % < 1. This forces p’ = 1 and ¢’ = dy. Thus we can assume Fyim(z,y) = y® +z (up
to a linear automorphism (z,y) — (az,y) for some a € F*). Assume P(z,y) has degree
k on y. Then comparing the coefficients of y*+%~1 in ([E60) shows that k = 1. Thus we

obtain P(z,y) = pyy for some py € F*. Noting that ¢j = dociz = —dop~'cx = 37Dz we
have pg = J(Ti—f) We obtain
bj = Do, (364)

as follows: Comparing the coefficients of y¥™1=™ in both sides of ([B5d) (expanding all
terms as elements of F[z]((y~')) defined in (ZI2)), the left-hand side has coefficient zero by
(B20), while the right-hand side has coefficient —b; + po (noting that n — j = dy + 1 —m).

Thus we have case (2).

Case (iii): a" = —a’ > 0. Factorize Fpum(z,y), P(z,y) € F(x)[y] as products of
irreducible polynomials on y:

Fprim(zay) = fOffl T '.fgiea P(l’,y) :pOffl o frjarpiilfll T 'pgsa (365)

for some ¢, s,11,...,730,J1, .., js € N and 0 < r < min{s, ¢}, fo,po € F* (note that since
Forim(x,y), P(z,y) € F[z,y], we have fy,py € F* and in fact fy = 1) and where

pl::flu EERE) pr::fTv fT+17 EERE) ffa DPr+1, 7ps€F(5U)[Z/]

are different irreducible monic polynomials of y (thus, of degree 1). Multiplying (B:60) by

Fprim(x> y)a"—l—l

, using (B:6H), and canceling the common factor

fi1+j1—1 . fir—i-jr-—l trp1—1  pip—1
1 r r—+1 l )
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noting that 0, f, = d,p, = 1 for all p, we obtain

L fl"'fZ 5. . D1 Ds jrr1—1 s —
<a1pr+1"'pszzu7+O‘2fr+1"'f52]u )pi—:ll pés !
pn=1 .fu v=1 bv
i1a""+1—j ira” +1—j, pir41a”’+1 iga’’
= g fy I e e e (3.66)
where
oy = —(a"dop! +p' + ), ag=dop, as=chfd pyt (3.67)

If ¢ > r, then f, divides all terms except one term corresponding to p = ¢ in (BE0), a
contradiction. Thus ¢ = r. Since p,41, ..., ps do not appear in the right-hand side of (B6H]),
we must have j.,; = ... = j, = 1, and since the left-hand side is a polynomial, we have

iga" +1—jy >0 for k=1,..,0 (3.68)

If ipa” + 1 — j,, > 0 for some k, then f; divides all terms except two terms corresponding
to u =k and v = k in (B.60), and the sum of these two terms is a term (not divided by f)
with coefficient a4 + aojg. This proves

a" +1—75, =0 or ayip +asjp, =0 for k=1,... 7. (3.69)
If a” > 0, then either case of (Bf) in particular shows that i < ji (cf. (BED)), thus,

Forim(z,y)|P(z,y), a contradiction with our choice of P(z,y). Thus ' = —a” = 0. In
particular j, = 1 for all k¥ by (B68). Then (BEH) is simplified to

fl---fe+a2f1___fz S PP (3.70)
fu v=~0+1 Pv

¢
Pes1 - Ds L (0aiq + )
pn=1

If ¢ =1, then (B63) shows that i; = dy and Fim(z,y) = fldz. Write f; = y + f11 for some

fi1 € F(x). Since dyfi1y®~1 = ciaPy®~1 by B24), we have p = p’ € N and f,; € F[z].
Thus f, € Fla,y] and dy = 1 (since Fyum(7,y) # Q(x,y)* for any Q(x,y) € Flz,y] and

2 < k € Z). However the fact dy = 1 forces Fpm(z,y)|P(z,y). Thus this case cannot
occur.

Now suppose ¢ > 1. In ([B70), computing the coefficient of the term with highest degree
(i.e., degree s — 1) shows

l s
—(p' +¢)da + sp'dy = cqdy + sa = Y (aqiy + )+ Y. ax =0,
pn=1 v=_(+1

ie., sp'=p +¢. Since (p',q) = 1, we obtain

pP=1, ¢=s-1, j=m+n—-—q¢ -1 (3.71)
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First suppose s > 2. Let H(z,y) € F[x,y], a monic polynomial of y, be an irreducible
factor of Fyim(z,y) (in the ring Flz,y]). Since y~%Fim(z,y) is in fact a polynomial of
zy~ 9 if deg,H = k then

H(z,y) must have the form Y hz'y*~9% for some h; € F, (3.72)

iez+,i§§

i.e., H(z,y) must be a quasi-homogenous polynomial of prime degree p by Definition
(This can also be proved as follows: Fjim(,y) is a quasi-homogenous polynomial of prime
degree p, and every quasi-homogenous polynomial of prime degree p must have only one
nonzero component, then one can use (B:48) to prove that every factor of a quasi-homogenous
polynomial of prime degree p must be a quasi-homogenous polynomial of prime degree p.)
Thus (BZ2) shows either

k=1 (and H(x,y) =vy), or
¢'|k (in this case H(z,y) has k different irreducible factors in F(z)[y]).

Since Fpyim(z,y) has only ¢ different irreducible factors in F(x)[y] and ¢ < s = ¢’ + 1, we
see that Flim(z,y) has to have the form (up to a linear automorphism (x,y) — (ax,y) for

some « € F*)
Fprim(x7y> = (yq’ + x)ilyi27 P(Jf,y) = pO(yq/ + x)ya q/il + i2 = d27 i17i2 S N7 (373>

such that i, iy are coprime (cf. the fourth statement after (B270)), where the second equation

of (B3 follows since each irreducible factor (in F(z)[y]) of Fpim(z, y) must appear in P(x,y)
and s = ¢+ 1. If iy = 0 (then i3 = 1) or i3 = 0 (then 4; = 1), then Fyn(x,y)|P(z,y), a
contradiction. Thus iy # 0, i2 # 0. Thus Fiim(z,y) has ¢’ + 1 different irreducible factors

in F(x)[y], namely { = ¢ +1 = s.

If s =2, then £ = 2 since 2 < ¢ < s. We can write Fyim(z,y) = (y + £1) (y + B2)2,
for some f;, 5y € W and i1 + 1o = dy. We have i1 51 + i3y = 0 from [BH), and (ayi; +
ag)Ps + (aqis + an)fy = ag € F -z from BXT0). Thus 1 = Bz, o = Pha are different
scalar multiples of . Thus by applying the linear automorphism (z, y) — (ﬁz, y—phr),

Forim(, y) still have the form in (B73)). Thus we can suppose (B2Z3) holds in general.
Using B3) in (B60) or (B52), we obtain the second equality of the first equation of
B53) by noting that y = docjx = —dop™cx = dog @x The first equality follows as in

(BX4). Thus we have case (3). This proves the lemma. O
The arguments in the proof of the following key lemma in fact will also prove Theorem

To convince readers that our approach works, we shall give two proofs in the final part
of the proof of Lemma BTl
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Lemma 3.11 (Key Lemma) For any Jacobian pair (F(z,y), G(x,y)), the polynomials
F(z,y), G(x,y) are generators of Flz,y].

Proof. Suppose conversely that (F(z,y), G(z,y)) is a Jacobian pair with minimal m =
deg, F' such that F(r,y), G(r,y) are not generators. (We claim that the proof in fact does
not need to use the minimal assumption of m as long as the prime degree of F(z,y) is 1.
See arguments after (B122])).

Then we have m < n := deg,G. We can suppose Lemma [ET0(1) does not occur. This
is because, if necessary, by applying some automorphism, we can add condition (B:6]). Then
the minimal choice of m and the proof of Lemma B3 show that Lemma BI0(2) cannot
occur. Thus we have Lemma BI0(3). Since z = (y? + x) — ¢ and a term zy’ appears in
F(z,y) with nonzero coefficient must satisfy ¢'i + j < m, we can write F'(z,y) as

F(r,y)= > fij(y? + )y for some f; €F, and (3.74)
(i,5)es
S={(i,j)1i,j € Zs, di+j <m, fi; #0}. (3.75)
Then
di+tj=m <= (i,j) = (iimg,iama), (3.76)

which corresponds to the leading polynomial Feaq(z,y) = (y¢ + 2)3™2y2™m2 of F(x,y). By
(B46), we have F(z,y)l = 0if r ¢ 57, and

Fl,)v' = S fyw? +2)y if reZ,. (3.77)

q'i+j=m—r

Denote I,, = {(i,j) € Z?|0 < i,j <n}. Then S C I, (the reason we use I, instead of

I,,, is that we also need to consider G(z,y)). We define the lexicographical order on Z?, and
define

(70, jo) = max.S, (3.78)

ie., ip = max{i| f;; # 0 for some j}, jo = max{j| fi,; # 0}. We can suppose there exists
some
(i,7) € S with i+ j > 3. (3.79)

In fact (i1mg,igmse) € S satisfies i3my + i9ms > 4 since my > 2. If necessary, by applying

the automorphism (y9 + z,y) — (y,y? + ), i.e., (z,9) — (y — (y? + )7, y? + x), we can
suppose
io Z jo. Thus io Z 2.

Claim 1 jj # 0.



22 Yucai Su: Jacobian conjecture (prepared on October 10, 2005, revised on June 14, 2019)

Otherwise by applying the automorphism o : (z,y) — (y—29, z), the polynomial F(x,y)
becomes the monic polynomial of y (up to the nonzero scalar f;, j,):

Fla,y)=Fly—a%,2) = Y fiy'e! = fiupy°+ > fay'ad,
(i,)€8 (f0,J0)#(i,5)€S

with deg, F' = iy < ¢'ig + jo < m by (BTH) since (io, jo) = (i0,0) # (i1m2,iamy). By the
minimal choice of m, the polynomials F'(x,y), G(z,y) = G(y — 27, z) are generators, and
so F(x,y), G(z,y) are generators of F|x,y], a contradiction (we remark that in case ¢’ =1

the total degree deg F' is not reduced, but what we want is that degyF is reduced).

Now let
k >mn (and k> 0 whenever necessary), (3.80)

be any integer. Then
kio + jo > ki+j for all (ig, jo) # (i,7) € S C I,. (3.81)
Take
FR(z,y) = fi L FF =y +a,9)= > fLF+2)'y,
, (i.1)€s (3.82)
G¥(z,y) = aGy* —y* +a,y),

for fi, = fi; Zgljo and some o € F* (with a not depending on k such that G(z,y) becomes

a monic polynomial of y). Since F*)(x,y) contains the polynomial
(yk + le)ioyjo _ ykio-i-jo + Z'Oxyk(io—l)-i-jo e (3.83)

and by (BXT) the first two terms in the right-hand side of (B83)) do not appear in all
(y* + x)'y with (ig, jo) # (i,7) € S, we see by (BX1),

mk = degyF“‘z> = kip + Jo.

Convention 3.12 Here and below, we use the same symbols with superscript “* 7 to

denote notations associated with the pair (F*)(z,y), G*(z,y)) which is also a Jacobian
pair.

By Definition E33, the prime degree of F*(z,y) is p® > 1 (note from [FXJ) that iox

appear as a nonzero term of hy(x) in Definition 23]). Without difficulty, one can easily show
that a term

2¥y7" cannot appear in F*) (x,y) if ki’ + 5 > m®*) | and

27y with ki'+5'=m®* can appear in (y*+2)%y’ with (i, j) €S only when (4, 7) = (9, jo)-

Thus we have in fact proved
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Claim 2 The prime degree of F*)(z, y) is p® = 1, and the leading polynomial of F**(z, )
is Fa(r,y) = (v +2)"y7.

ead

Set mg = (40, jo) (g.c.d of 4g, jo). Then

Féll“?m(xvy) = (¥ + x)ily%, where i = 3—07 i = 2—0. Thus d§k> = ki + is. (3.84)
mo mo

So m§k> = my does not depend on k (recall definition of ms in the statement before (B24)

and m§k> is the “ %) ” version of my). Similarly, n§k> = "fk; should not depend on &, denoted

In the following, we set
fii=0 if (i,5) ¢S (3.85)

For each r € Z,, there exists a unique pair (s,,t,) € Zi such that ks, +t, = m* —r and
0 < t, < k. Thus condition (BE) and equation (BZD) show

FR @yl = fl |, (y* +2)7y (3.86)

Set
(ig: Jo) = max(S\{ (o, jo) })- (3.87)

Such (i, j4) must exist otherwise S = {(io, jo)} and F* (z,y) = (y* + z)"y’ cannot be an
element of a Jacobian pair. Then (B:86) proves

T

Claim 3 The first nonzero component F** (x, ) [l with r # 0 is the ——th component
with
(k) g
r® = m® — (ki +45), and F®(z,9)F ] = gé,jé(yk + x)toydo. (3.88)

If necessary, by applying the automorphism (z,y) — (z + «,y) for some o € F (which

/

then produces a term iga(y* + x)~1y%) we can always suppose i—1; 7 0 for some j.

Thus
i >ig—1>1. (3.89)

We have the ¢ 7 version of ([BH), which is rewritten as

G®(z,y) = H® (z,y) + K¥ (x,y), where (3.90)
nlk) _g [S) nik)
HO@y) = Y IF®@y) w0, K¥(z,y) = 2 b0 (@)F®(ey) 0, (3.91)
0<s<j (k) =75k

where % = m® 4 n® —k —1 and b}" (x) = b e Fift < m® 4+ n® — 1. Since Subcase
2.2.2 cannot occur for our F* (x,5), we in fact have j%*) = min B® (cf. (855)). Thus
b =0 if s < j® andlfd Xs.
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Set bM = b<l;><k> for s < stk .= ]<— Then H®)(z,y) can be rewritten as
Sdy dy

n<k> 7sd§]C>

H®(z,y) = Y b F® (@) wm (3.92)

0<s<s(k)

(In fact one can prove b does not depend on k for s < s* but we do not need this.)

Write K*) (2, ) in terms of its components, we can rewrite (E30) as

G¥) (z,y) = H* (2,y) + 3 Ly, (x,y), where Ly (x,y) = K* (z,y)F). (3.93)

r=0

We want to compare Ly, (z,y)’s for different k. Denote
a=y"4+z, 2=y, (3.94)

which are generators of Flz,y]. In (B90), computing the jm%—th component (where the
first equality follows from the fact that j&* +r > n()

SR on

0=G®(z, )"+ = H® (g, 4)F =14 Ly, (x,y) (cf. Fact (ii)), (3.95)

shows that Ly ,.(x,y) is a rational function of the form (cf. arguments before (BX21), in fact
Lyo(z,y) is the “ 87 version of G (x,y) in (BE5N))

<k>+r

<k> 5<k>

Ly (z,y) = —H® (2, )% QM (3.96)

(k) (k) (k)
(cf. also the last term of (B5J) and (B84)), (B94))) for some oy, B € Z and Q" € Flz,y]

such that z, z does not divide Qﬁm )

First, (B20), (B29), (B84) and Lemma B0 show that (note that if a non-integer power
of x appears, then the coefficient is zero)

k+1—m (k) % 1 i 1—i—m(k)
(k - G
Lk O(x y) =b; (k)FpI‘1>n’1('r y) “ ) + C<k>21_i_—2b§0> 1+ka<r1>m( ) “ )
1=0
= Py 1Mty Tiametl (3.97)
where by (B82) and [BG3),
J(F,G

by?z) =po=f" (F, G) € F*  (which does not depend on k). (3.98)

10,50 (Z1 _ Zg)mg
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Computing the £ -th component of the * k) version of ([BI) for 0 < r < r*), using
induction on 7, by Claim B], we have (cf. (B:48))

b“? = Coeff((_)§k> (x), xi?) =0 if 0<r<7r® and (3.99)
. i— m<k> 1—1
SR L s N EE (g ® (P
0= Z m<k> bi,O zr F (I’ y) k Fprim(x7 y) + Z b prim(x7 y) 2
1=0 i=r{
= (denoted by) F .o + Fy .0, (3.100)

(where () is obtained as follows: first by induction on r, we obtain (BI00) with
replaced by r, then use the fact that F* (z,y)lE = 0if 0 < r < r*®). Using E31), (B36)

and (B39) (recalling the relation (BZ)), we have

kr1—2mfk)

k
P

E+1—m* (k)
L, T»(k)(l' y) Do TF% >( )[ k ]Fér&n(z,y)

k1 — (B )
B (OB

k

+b k) (K (O)Férgm(x7 Y) &

" xX 1—11-— m(k) _ Z*(k) 1+ (k) [TUV)] " 17:&,;1(16)
te ;)prz T bior HE (z,y) * (e, y)
1= k
0 1—2 (k) 1*1'7’;“”

- —(k i—r k %

el 3 b R ey

(denote the last two terms by Gy w0, Gg ). (3.101)

(Recall that if j%* +r < m® 4 n®*) — 1 then b;.]?,z>+r = b;.]?,z>+r(:v) does not depend on k.)
From (BI00), we obtain

(k)

1 _ -
= —F :——F” (2, 9) "2 (0, F%) (2, 9)) " F® (2, )7, (3.102)

Kg prim prim

Iy

(k)

where the second equality follows by taking d, in the “ )" version of ([BXLIl). Writing

—m kY —mk) 144 . . . .
lome=t = Erloms k. "7F in the expression of G ., by using (BX17) and the equation

k - k k

« (k) »

which is obtained from taking &, in the version of (BA1l), we can obtain

E+1—mk _ —Gyma+1 —iomat1 (k) Hld%w (k) —ihz
Gl,r(k) = <Tp0 (zk z - Fprim(aj? y) 2 )Fprim(x7 y)
k)t 1-21mg 1\ k) ()
B ) T @ R ) ) F O ) (3.103)
Similarly, writing 11;% —k + I;H r<k> , and making use of the expression of F, . in
i=r i=r
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B.I00), we can write Gy . as

iy
Gagr = =k aFy oo F (0,9) 7™ + (k+ 1= r®)eWWES (2,y) 47, (3.104)
k+i77“<k>
7k 1= (k) e - :
where W = Zl# T Fb @ TR P (zy) %7 satisfies (using (B102))
r<k>717k =
k — % M2 (k)
OW = —aFyi(ay) % FW () (3.105)

Solving W from (B104), using (B:84), (8394), (E100)-BI03) and Claim B, we obtain (where

the terms marked with -- (i) - - are canceled for i = 1,2)

(k+1—r*)cPw

¢ 5< E+1—mm R R
_ ( <k> (k)Q ey OTFUg)(ﬂ?,y)[ k }Fp<ri>rn(i]:7y> “

k+17r<k> 7'm<k>

k k 3]

- b§'</’z>+7«(k)(0)Féri>m(l” Y) “
)

k+1=m® i mett ) N —ma ok i
— T P = B () ) () P )

k -1 r<k>
+ — g F® (g )22 (0, R F®) ()15

e B ) O, (e ) F Y )

r<k>717k —

]{} i 1 (k) k T‘H’TIQ
— W (@) T (O, () T F (@) ) FY ()

L 2)-----

(kY = k) 1k kY4
& ey T (g M) B oy Hio (==t ma)

_ 7 (k) (k)
— Zk 2 d2 7‘<k> — b]< >+r< >(O)
o7 = SRS (.) A _ I (kY _q_
k + 1— < ) 21 ma+ 144 +i1 ( ™ +m2) —9igima+ 145, +ia (" 1 k+m2)
- Pl g2 " 2 ooat T (3.106)
m

Using (BI06) in (B105), we have

- k) 1 - (k)
(k) . _—i1me+iy —ismotjl i1mato (k) L Soma+ps™ 1 (k)
&1 xz, zo o (5 y + 53 )z, z r(k) Q,ﬂv)

i1 +a< ) 7, -y
o et aQ (3.107)
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where (note from Lemma Bl and (B0R) that ¢® = — L o ZE9)

“Jio,jo " Tm®)

*) g1 i
k m b2

6= T U L g 4 D4+ D)
2

e (n® k(i +1) — 7~ 1) Fh
_ ‘(2”25%2%; W)y o (G, (3.108)
& = 2m® —k(iy +1) — jo — 1+ %k + Y (3.109)
&:%%—wwuwhﬂd«ww (3.110)
2
Assume that (i, jj) satisfies the condition
in(1 = igmmz) — jo(1 — i1img) # 0. (3.111)

Then & £ 0. Dividing (BII7) by zl‘z_zlmﬁi6 Z M2t shows

—iyg + iy > Dy +aly) — 1, (3.112)
—iyg + jo > Gamy + Bl — 1. (3.113)

iama+B%) —1 .
If the equality in (BI13) does not hold, then canceling the common factor z" 2~ i

(BT shows that 2 must divide &"y* + £ 2, namely, &' = 0. Then (EIT) shows that

k(ig+1) 4+ jo+1-
kiy + 49

uy = i must be an integer. (3.114)

Hence u = 26%152 = klim up € Z. Thus up = u does not depend on k when k£ > 0,
— 00

this in particular shows (i) + 1)iz = (j; + 1)i;. But then (BI13) become the equality. This
contradiction shows that the equality in (BXIT3]) holds when &£ > 0. Similarly, if the equality

n (BI1T2) does not hold, then §§k> = §§k> , and we can again obtain a contradiction. This
proves that the equalities must hold in (B112), (B113) when k£ > 0, i.e,

ol = —2imy +ip+1, BY = —2iams + jg + 1, (3.115)

Zl(]o +1) — (10 +1)

ds”

=0, &= k, (3.116)

where (BIT4) follows from (BI1H), (B109) and (EII0). Note from (BXI) that

deg, Lir(z,y) < (n® — j®) —p =k +1—m® —r. (3.117)
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For any A = Z ar'y € Flz]((y™)), a;; € F with prime degree p, we define the
quasi-degree qdeg A to be

qdeg A = max{% +j|a;; # 0}. (3.118)

Then from (B3I), one can easily prove qdeg K (x,y) < n* — j& =k + 1 — m*. Thus
(cf. (BIID))
qdeg Ly (z,y) <k +1—m®™ —r. (3.119)

(In fact the equality holds.) Then (BI1T9) and B34) (cf. (B88)) show qdengi]?,Z> < 0. This
forces QYZQ € F* since QYZQ is a polynomial. Then (BI07) shows and

¢k = Q<k> _ _ﬂ _ io(1 — igmng) — jo(1 — ia7my) 7,
: rik) £§k> (11 — 7,2)(@1(1 "—jo) — 7,2(1 + ZO)) 2414

Ly, (2,y) = §<k)Zk—2§1mz+i6+12_222mz+j()+1‘ (3.121)

folad(F.G),  (3.120)

030

Comparing the coefficients of y*+1=" =" in [BIMI) shows (in the right-hand side of (B,

k+1—mik) —p

only the first two terms contain y , and the degrees of y for all other terms are

<1—mk —p)

_ ik
(k) . k k + 1 m _
btk 4t (0) = ¢™ — mik PO

gy — o — 1+ k(ivmy — i — 1)
= fz
(11 (jo + 1) — dalip + 1))m2m

fZO o (F,G). (3.122)

040

Now let us return to (B74) to consider our original F'(x,y). As in the proof of Claim [
we in fact have
¢ =1 andso m = (iy + iz)ma. (3.123)

To convince readers that our approach works, we now give two proofs (the second proof,
which in fact seems to be simpler, does not need to use the projection 7y defined in (BI124)).

The first proof. Let t be a variable in F. Define the projection 7 : F[t][z]((y~!)) —
Fla]((y™) - £ by

Tt(A> = Alt if A= A(] + Alt + A2t2 + - y where Az S F[x]((y_l)) (3124)

In the following, for simplicity, we shall regard ¢ as a fixed element in [ so that elements in
F[t] can be regarded as elements in F.
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Replacing F(x,y) by F(x — t,y + t), i.e.,, by applying the automorphism (z,y) —
(x —t,y +t), we have

Fz,y) = (y+t+z—t)"m(y+ )2 4 ...
= (y + x)2m2y2m2 4 jomyt(y + x)am2ymel

and we obtain (using notation f;; as in (BZ4))

Claim 4 7¢(fiymg.ioma—1) = G2mat, and (i1my, iamo — 1) is the unique pair (4, j) with i+j =
m — 1 satisfying 7,(fi;) # 0.

The proof of this claim is straightforward (or it is similar to the proof of the next claim,

so we omit it).

Note that F(z,y) is in fact F(x,y). From now on, we shall use the new order on S
(cf. notation S in (B7H)) defined by

(1,7) < ((,j") <= i+j<i+j, ori+j=7+j and i <7 (3.125)
Now we define new (ig, jo) and (if, j;) by
(10, Jo) := max S = (iyma, iamy), (3.126)
(ig, o) := max{(i,j) € S| 7(fi;) # 0} = (0, Jo — 1) (3.127)
Using notations as above, we shall be interested in computing Tt(F 0 (a, y)m). Set
Y =m — (il + j5) = 1.

All arguments from Claim Bl to (BXII0) will be still valid if we apply 7; to every expression,
i.e., if we replace respectively

F<1>($’y)[l}’ b;? (0)7 Z_)E’l:(l)v Qﬁiw etc.,

by
Tt(F<1>(93>y)m)> Tt(bﬁi>+r<1>(0))> Tt(l_?;,lr><1>)> Tt(Q%% ete.

(Remark: In the right-hand side of (B34), the first term in general contains polynomials of
t with degree > 1, but the second term only contains polynomials of ¢ with degree 1. Thus
when we apply 7;, we see that any ¢’ for ¢ > 1 which appears in the first term does not
contribute to our computation.)

Note that the data (k, i, j§, i1, %2) appearing in [BII) is now (1,i1ma, i9me — 1,4y, i),
and ms > 2. We have

Zlo(l — igmg) —]6(1 — 'élmg) = 20(1 —jo) — (]0 — 1)(1 — Z()) =1- igmg < O,
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i.e., condition (BITI]) holds. Also uy defined in (BIT4) is now

o 1
Uy = mg(z} 112) * 1o, which is not an integer. (3.128)
11 19

So the arguments before and after (BIT4) then show that equalities in (B112) and BI13)
must hold. Hence (BITH) and (BIT0) still hold. Thus (FI20) and EITJ) give (cf. Claim

Al note that the data (m®™, f, . f-L ) is now (m, jot, 1,1))

» Jig,5 /0,500

. . 1—
me(Lyy(z,y)) = €V (y 4+ )70ty where £ = z’ jjo tJ(F,G). (3.129)
0o—Jo

Now let £ > 0, and take the Jacobian pair (F*'“(z,y), G (x,y)) with (cf. notations

B.94))

FO,y) =27F(y  —y+z,y +2) =27°((220 — 2)°20° + jot(22z¢ — 2)°= " +--+)

. Linlin—1 .
o gt Ll ez g s L (3.130)
2 4 2 2

G(x,y) =27"G (Y —y + 2,y + ). (3.131)

Thus 'Y = ¢m (we use the same symbols with a “*” to denote corresponding notations,
cf. Convention BI2) and

(10, jo) := max S = (m, 0), (3.132)

(if, jb) := max{(i, j) € S| 7(fij) # 0} = (m — 1,0), (3.133)

PO =m0 — (0 + 5) = ¢, (3.134)

where (BI33) follows from the third term in the right-hand side of (BI30).
Claim 5 (cf. ClaimB) # is the smallest positive integer r such that
7o (9 (a,y)1 ) = jotzy" ™ £ 0.

If fi;(y+ )"y’ appears as a term in F(x,y), then the following polynomial appears as a
part in F©(z,y):

i i - ‘ . —1.s +j—s _s
n(270 itz - 2)') = 270 ) S (1) (505 (3.135)

Note from (BZ7) that the term z,7/~*2® belongs to the 7 -th component with

ro=mY —l(i+j—s)—s.
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Assume that r < # and 7,(f;;) # 0. Then Claim HAlshows that i+j < m—1, and so r > #¢.
If r = 79, then Claim Hl also shows that i + j = m — 1 (and in fact (4, j) = (ig, jo — 1)) and
s = 0. Thus Claim H follows from (BI30) and Claim H

Note that the data (k, i, jj, i1, i2) appearing in (BT is now (¢, m—1,0,1,0). As before,
by applying the projection 7, all arguments from Claim Bl to (BI10) are still valid. (Note
that all arguments do not depend on whether or not iy = 0 since (B62) can be regarded as
a special case of [B.63) with i; = 1, i3 = 0. But uy defined in (BI14) is now zero, we need
to use different approach below, cf. (B125).)

In our case here, (BI07)-(BII0) become

m+a'?) © _4

- - v -1 3 _ - m+a’ 3 -~
€0 ot L (E0 4 &0 )2 T T A Tt(@i@))j%g w0 P g, <Tt (@f%)) =0, (3.136)

and (note that the data (m*, f/, ., f,1  «a)is now (fm, jot,1,1))

15,307 ¥ 10,707

. m—1 . B . . .
&0 = it (F,G), & =m—1+al0+ 80, & =50, @3
such that (B112) and (BII13) become
“1l=m+al —1, 0>p9 —1, (3.138)

where the first equation follows from the same arguments after (BIT3): we see from (BI317)
that é@ # féa since £ f(¢m — 1).

If the equality does not hold in the second inequality of (BI38), then as before, é}g) must
be zero. But then (BI36) becomes (multiplying it by z,, and simply denoting @ = 7¢ (fo;z))

&0 —y"'Q + (v +2)9,Q = 0. (3.139)

Suppose deg, () = s. Computing the coefficient of y“ 571 of (BI39) shows s = 1. Then

one can solve () = —Eny which is then divided by z = y. This is a contradiction (cf. the
statement after (B:96])). Thus the equality holds in (BI38). Then again we have the “71;”
version of (B122), which is now has the form

(), (0)) = 2z LH Mo =i = 1)
o O = GG+ — oGy + Ly

. 1
= —2‘21(m2+”2)WjOtJ(F, Q). (3.140)
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Noting from B3I)-B33), we have

GOz,y)=27""GN (Y + o~y y' + o)

= 2V PO (Yl —y, i)+ Z 27 Ly (Yt —y, y'+a)
0<s<j () r=0

= S gumetim Tl PO (g ) 4 > R, (7,9), (3.141)
O<s<]<1> r=0

where Ry, (x,y) = 27" L, . (y*+x —y,y +z). We claim that the right-hand side of (BT

is summable because from ([BITd) we have
deg, Ry (7,y) <L(2—m —71), (3.142)

which tends to —oo when r — +00. To prove that (BIZ40]) holds, it suffices to compare the
coefficients of y* in both sides for i € Z. To do this, we only need to consider (BIZI]) under
modulo y*F[z][[y~!]] for some s < 0. But in this case, (BI4]) becomes a finite sum, and of

course, variable changing (z,y) — (y* + z — y,y’ + x) makes sense in a finite sum.

We shall use (BI4T) to compute 7y (6;% O (0)) and compare it with (BI40). To do this,
we need to rewrite Ry, (z,y) into the form (recall (B28))

Rip(@,9) = Y Beri(a)F(w,y)7 mody " Fla][ly~]], (3.143)

i>1—4m

for some f,.;(x) € Flz]. Then
Tt (5§,2>+f,<@(0)) = 71(Br,0,1-em(0)) + 7 (Be1,1-em(0)), (3.144)

by noting that Bﬂ) L0 () is the coefficient of FO (2, y) 7 when we expand G M(x,y) as
a combination of rational powers of F%)(z,%), and noting from [BI42) that if » > 2 then
deg, Ry (7,y) < —fm, thus Ry,(z,y) does not contribute to Tt(i);,lghrﬁ@ (0)).

From (BI30), we have (we simply denote F*9(z,y) by F)

3=

1ag(ip—1
Liglio=1) )m22+ —jotz) P2+ )

T > (3.145)

<F+ EOZ?’ Y2 —jotz) T —

We shall use (BI43) to express Ry, (z,y) into the form of (BI43). Note from (BXM) that
(cf. (BI30))

1ag(29—1
(ip — 1)z, m+lz+—ngmzz+- . -), (3.146)

—1i1(ma+n —m 1
Ryo(z,y)=2""mt 2)+1P0<Ze 4o 1 2

2
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where py = JZ(()%JGO) by B63) and (BI26), and where the omitted terms are in y="F[x][[y~']].
Here and below the underlined element indicates that the corresponding term does not

contribute to 7 ((3;% O (0)); in the case in (BI40), one can see this from the following

~ 2—{m

2,22 = Foon mody " Flz][[y ™). (3.147)

Using (BI4H), we obtain that the first term inside the bracket in (BI46) can be rewritten
as

' . 9 . Linlin—1
2—11(m2+n2)+1p0 : Zé—m+2 = F%—l + (_ _ 1) (Z_Ozzn—lz . jotzzn_l _ _ZO('&O ) 271—222

m 2 4 2
otz 2 ) PR mody FLly Y, (3.148)
20" =

W,

where we put a number before in order to keep the record of the corresponding coeffi-
cient. Here and below the underbraced element indicates that its coefficient will contribute

to T¢ (6;.2>+f<e> (0)); in the case in ([BIAR), since the term z;" >z - Fw2 appears in (B14%)

and
degy(z;”_Q,zF%_Q) =1—/Im,
we see that the coefficient
2

—1i1(ma+n i .
g—i1(ma+ 2)+1p0(a_1)§0‘70t (Al)

contributes to 7 (lv)yg,) O (0)). For the underlined element in (BI48), we have an expression
of 2222 [ 2 as in (BI47).

Using z = (2 — x)¢ and (BI48), the term 2" '2F% 2 in (3148) can be written as (we
shall be only interested in computing coefficients which do not depend on z, thus in fact we

1
can simply replace z = (z; — 2)7 by 2} ):

i (et 2 c2 of=1 1 i e Bl
2 1(ma+ 2)+1p0(a_1): ™ 2<F£m_|_%(§zé 1Z_j0tzg 1)Fem 1_|_> X
Y 1\, %0 N |
X (Fl m""(l_E)(;Ze 1Z—j0tZZ 1)F m+-~->. (3.149)
Thus
. 2 1 1 1
_o—it(matna)+ly 2 VO a0 T T A2
po(m )2‘70 (€m+ m) (A-2)

contributes to Tt(i);@) O (0)) (for the underlined elements in (BI4d), we have similar for-

mulas as in ([B147)).

. —1 19— 2 . . . .
Now consider z;* ' F~2+% in (BI48), which is written as

iy (madn 2 . “ o2 (=1 1 1 1y 1 s
gy (= 1ot ;PR (Fl R e i +> (3.150)
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Thus
_2—i1(m2+n2)+1p0(3 _ 1)@(1 _ i)jot (A.3)
m 2 m

contributes to T (ZV);% O (0)).

Next consider the term 2, "'z in (BI48), which is written as in (BIZ9):

. . 1 ] .
2—11(m2+n2)+1%(i0 — 1) : ( %_1 + (_ — 1) (%Oz’?_lz — jOt Z;”’_l )F%_2 + .. > X
m I

{

P _
X (Fm e e T VAL ) (3.151)
14 ~——

m "2
Thus
, 1 1
_2—21(m2+n2)+1@ i — 1)t (— — 1 — A4
2 iy D)ot (-~ 1+ ) (A4)
contributes to T (5;% O (0)).
Now consider Ry 1(z,y), which is written as (cf. (B144))
. 1
R&l(l', y) _ 2—11(m2+n2)+1§<1) (Ze—m—i-l _ _(1 . ZO) ZZ_mZ 4. >’ (3152)
2 ——
where ¢ is defined in (BI29). Thus
—i1(ma+n2)+1 (1) 1 .
—2 £ 5(1 —ig) (A.5)

contributes to 7 (lv)%% O (0)). Write the first term of (BIE2) as

J
. 1

2—i1(m2+n2)+1£<1) . F—l-i—% 4 7’50(_ o 1) Zzn—lzﬁw—}f—% ] (3153>
m N——

Thus

1

2—i1(m2+n2)+1 (1>Z_0 S A6
§0Z (1) (A4.6)

contributes to T (ZV);% O (0)).

Now taking the sum of (A.1)—(A.6) and subtracting the result by (BI40), and using
J(F,G) = (io— jo)po (cf. BEI)), £ = (1—jo)pot (cf. BIZW) and m = ig + jo (cf. BIZI),
BIZd)), from (BIZ4), we obtain

(m —1)(m — 2)iojo(io — jo) = 0. (3.154)

Since igJo(i0 — Jo) # 0 (otherwise J(F, G) = po(io — jo) = 0, a contradiction) and we assume
m > 3 (cf. (B79)). This is a contradiction. This prove Lemma BTl
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The second proof. (This proof does not need to use the projection 73.) We start with our

original F'(z,y) in (BZ4) satistying (BTZ3):

Flz,y) = (y+x)y" + > fily+z)y +---. (3.155)

i+j=m—1

Take FO(z,y), G (x,y) as in (BI30) and EI3T). Then (again we simply denote F =
FO(a,y))

: N 1
F=z— %Ozg”_lz + . > 121_’°f,~j (2 = 52}” 22) + Mzz”_zzz +---. (3.156)
i+j=m—

Similar to (BI32)-BI34), we set

m = tm, (i, jo) = (m,0), (ig, jo) = (m—1,1), # =m" — (@ +jj) = —1.
Then we have as in Claim
Claim 6 7 is the first positive integer r such that F¥(x, y)lz] # 0, and

Oz, )17

| — o Zm—l

5 %t
Now using the same arguments from (BI32) to (B140), we have (cf. (BI30) and [BI31))
A0 (00§10, B s e Y,

and (note that the data (m® f/ it ~L . a)is now (fm,—2 1,1))

00" 2.1
éo -1 o — i J(F,G), & =tm—2+a0+8Y, & =3Y, (3.158)

such that (BI38) becomes
1=m+a, -1, 1> -1 (3.159)

Again as before, from [BI27) and ([BI5S), we see that the equality must hold in (BI59)
(otherwise we would solve from (BI21) that Qf@) is a polynomial of y with degree 2, which
would be divided by z). Then again we have (B122), which is now has the form (cf. (B140))

A0 Jo—Jh—1+L(ig—ih—1) , dg\ ., = =
045 (0) = 7= —- J(F,G
J(£>+r<2>( ) (Zo(](/) + 1) _ ]0(7'6 + 1))m(k> ( ) ( )

—imn—l- —imn—l-- .
=2 1(matnz) 1WZOJ(F’G):2 1(matnz) 1W10(Zo—jo)po. (3160)
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We still have (B140]) and (B142), while (B143) and (BI44) should be rewritten as

Rep(x,9)= Y Brra(@)FO(z,y)5 mody' " Fla][[y~"]), (3.161)
i>2—fm
B§2>+f<e> (0) = 5@,0,2—zm(0) + 55,1,2—zm(0)- (3.162)

Claim 7 Ry;(x,y) does not contribute to 6;.2>+f<e> (0).

Recall notation Ry, (z,y) in (BI41]). Note that L, ,(z,y) is a quasi-homogeneous poly-
nomial of prime degree 1, which thus must be a linear combination of the form

(y +x)'y’ forsome i,j €Z with i+j=1-—m (cf. BII)).

Thus Ry1(z,y) is a linear combination of the following (cf. the right-hand side of (BI5d))

om %z[mz T (3.163)

where the underlined term has the same meaning as in ([BI46); in our case here, it is in
y = F[z][[y~!]]. Using (BI00) to express z, the first term in (BI63) can be written as

dem el (= —1)(2epta - .)p%—{ (3.164)

since deg, (zg’"b—le%_Q) =1—¢m < 2—¢m. Thus [BIG63) does not contribute to B§2>+f<5> (0),

and the claim follows.

Using (B97) and the definition of Ry, (z,y) in (BIZI), we have

inlio=1) oo, ) (3.165)

. 1 . —m
Reo(z,y) = 2—21(m2+n2)+1p0 <Z[m+2+—(lo ~ 1)z 1,4 -
2 8 S~——

Thus the coefficient

| o
ity 1) )

contributes to IV)Y?Q 0 (0). The term 2z, m+2 in ([BI6H) is expressed as

. . 2 1
git(matna)tl, . fri—l (=-1) < — 2 S fi (2" = =2 %2)
m 2 i+j=m—1 2

i1 3
+ Mzﬁﬂzz%—'“)pﬁ_z, (3.166)
8 N——
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where the fact that the first underlined term does not contribute to B@ ) (0) can be proved

50 450
as in Claim [0 and the second can be proved as in [BI63) (also cf. (BI64)). We see that
the coefficient

2 g (ip — 1)

2—i1(m2+n2)+1p0(1 _ E> 3 (A/.Q)

contributes to B;‘Q% i (0).

The term 2" 'zF%~2 in (BI00) can be written as (cf. (3149))

2—i1(m2+n2)+1p0 (

[
—_
N—
~
|s
<
o
s
/N
3¢
T
3=

(1= B (B e ) P ) x
(Pt ol o) P,

SRR

Thus the coefficient

_ 2 10 11 1 4
g-ir(matna)tly (2 —( R ——) A'3
po(m )5\ m> 2 * Im 2 (A"3)
contributes to IV)Y?Q 0 (0).

Consider the term z, ™'z in (BI64), which is written as

Thus the coefficient
gir(ma+na)+ly ;o ( 1 _ph ——) A4
poz (o= D(( = D5+ 5.5 (A%4)

contributes to Bél;i) 0 (0).
Now taking the sum of (A’.1)-(A’.4) and subtracting the result by BI60), we again
obtain ([BI54)), thus a contradiction. Lemma BI1lis again proved. O

Subcase 2.2.2: Suppose B # () and j = min B satisfies (m+n—1— j)p > 1.

Then b;(z)F(x,y)" = does not contribute to G(x, )5 if i > m+n—1, and the computa-
tion of G(x,y)VP! shows that Fprim(z,y)% = (F(:):,y)%j)[jp} = 0 modF(z,y) (cf. Fact (ii)

d
and Subcase 2.2.1). By Lemma ] Flim(z,y) = H(x, y)<d272ﬂ for some polynomial H(x,y).

This contradicts the definition of primary polynomial in (B24]). Thus this subcase does not
occur.

This completes the proof of Theorem [LT)(1).
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The above proof in particular shows that any generators F'(z,y), G(z,y) of F[z,y] can
be mapped to z,y by a sequence of automorphisms in ([3)). Thus any automorphism of
Flz, y] must be a product of automorphisms in ([L3)). This proves Theorem [[T)(2).

Proof of Theorem[LA. Suppose F(z,y), written as in (B2), is not a monic polynomial of y
(up to a scalar). Take Fo(z,y) = >, ., fiz'y’.

Since deg,F' > deg,F', we see that Fy(z,y) contains y. Applying the automorphism
(z,y) — (x + ay,y) for some a # 0 so that F'(x 4 ay,y) becomes a monic polynomial of y
(up to a scalar) with prime degree p = 1, and Fy(x + ay, y) becomes the leading polynomial
of F(z + ay,y). We claim that the primary polynomial cannot have the forms in Lemma
BI0(1)(2). Otherwise Fy(x + ay,y) would take the form (ay + Sx)™ for some a, f € F, and
then Fy(z,y) would have the form (a/y+ 'z)™ for some o/, 5" € F, i.e., F(z,y) would, up to
a scalar, be a monic polynomial of y (since the ignored polynomial of F'(x,y) (cf. Definition
23) does not contain y* for & > m). Thus we have Lemma BI0(3). Now the proof of
Lemma BT (cf. the first two statements in the proof of Lemma BITl) shows that this is
impossible.

Remark 3.13 Note that the general result of Lemma Pl is not used in the proof of Theo-
rem [T We only use the simple fact that if H(x,y) € F[z,y] such that H(z,y)m € F(z,y),

then H(x,y) = Hy(z,y)™ for some Hy(z,y) € Flz,y]. Also we can avoid using Lemmas
and avoid considering Subcase 2.1 by starting directly from the primary polynomial
of F(x,y) in B24) and using (BY) instead of (B33)). Thus the proof can be simplified.
However, we prefer to give the above more natural and more easily followed way of the
proof which also expresses our starting point on how to give a proof of the theorem.
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