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SYMMETRY DEFECT OF n- DIMENSIONAL COMPLETE
INTERSECTIONS IN C>"!

L.R.G. DIAS & Z. JELONEK

ABSTRACT. Let X,Y C C?"~! be n-dimensional strong complete intersections
in a general position. In this note, we consider the set of midpoints of chords
connecting a point = € X to a point y € Y. This set is defined as the image of the
map P(z,y) = % Under geometric conditions on X and Y, we prove that the
symmetry defect of X and Y, which is the bifurcation set B(X,Y") of the mapping
®, is an algebraic variety, characterized by a topological invariant. We introduce
a hypersurface that approximates the set B(X,Y) and we present an estimate
for its degree. Moreover, for any two n-dimensional strong complete intersections
X,Y c C*"! (including the case X = Y) we introduce a generic symmetry defect
set B(X,Y) of X and Y, which is defined up to homeomorphism.

1. INTRODUCTION

Over the last two decades numerous methods have been developed to study affine
geometry of surfaces and curves especially their affinely invariant symmetry charac-
teristics. The symmetry sets [2, 3, 4] and the center symmetry sets were investigated
extensively in [6, 7, 8]. Several constructions of the set equivalent to the point of
central symmetry for perturbed centrally symmetric ovals were presented in the liter-
ature and resulted in the kind of symmetry defect called center symmetry set. The
center symmetry set directly appears in the construction of the so-called Wigner
caustic. This caustic is obtained by the stationary phase method applied to the
semiclassical Wigner function which completely describes a quantum state in the
symplectic phase space [1]. It is built of points where the central symmetry, i.e.
the number of intervals ending in the surface and passing centrally through that
point, changes. We call this set a symmetry defect or bifurcation set. In [9] this
construction was generalized for algebraic varieties Z" C C?".

Let us recall that a pair of points x,y of a plane curve Z is called a parallel pair
if their tangent lines are parallel. Given A\ € [0, 1], the affine A-equidistant is the
set of points Az + (1 — )y such that z,y is a parallel pair of Z. In the special case
A = 1/2, the affine 1/2-equidistant is mentioned above the Wigner Caustic.

Related to the affine 1/2-equidistant, it was proved in [9] the following general
result: let Z C C?" be a n-dimensional algebraic variety in a general position.
For a € C?*, let p(a) be the number of chords of Z whose midpoint is a. Then
there exists an algebraic set B(Z) C C?", called symmetric defect of Z, such that
deg B(Z) < (deg Z)?(1 + 2n(deg Z — 1)) and u(a) is constant on C**\ B(Z).
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This note is motivated by the recent results of [5] and [9]. We address the prob-
lem of how to introduce a symmetric defect set associated to n-dimensional strong
complete intersections X,Y C C?"~!. We also investigate algebraic and topological
properties of this set.

In order to state our theorems properly, we introduce the following definitions:
Definition 1.1. We say that an n-dimensional affine variety Z C C™ s a strong
complete intersection, if the following conditions are satisfied:

1) Z = {z € C" | h(z) = 0 and rankdh(z) = m — n}, for some polynomial
mapping h = (hy, ..., hy_p): C" — C™™,

2) dim{(hy), = 0,..., (hm-n), = 0} = m — n, where h;, denotes the highest
homogeneous component of h;.

If deg h; = a;, then we say that Z has multi-degree (ay, ..., Gm—p).

Now, let X, Y C C?>~! be n-dimensional strong complete intersections, we say:
X ={zeC™ | f(2) =0 and rankdf(z) = n — 1},
Y = {2z C*™"'|g(2) =0 and rankdg(z) = n — 1},
with f = (fi,..., fa1): C*" P - C" 1 and g = (g1,...,9n_1): C"71 — C*!
polynomial mapping.

Definition 1.2. We say that X andY are in general positions if the following holds

o (=) (o)) -1

We consider

1
(1.1) d: X xY — C*™ ! given by ®(z,y) = §($ + ),

and we denote by Ky(®) the critical values set of ®@. If p € C**~1\ Ky(®), we set

pxy (p) = x(®7'(p)),
where x(®7!(p)) denotes the Euler Characteristic of ®~!(p). The bifurcation set of
® is denoted by B(X,Y), see Definition 2.3. We also define the asymptotic part
Bo(X,Y) = B(X,Y) \ Ko(®), which contains only bifurcation points of ® which
comes from infinity. Note that it is not a standard definition.

As in [9], the set B(X,Y) is also called a symmetric defect of X and Y. The
following result is obvious:

Proposition 1.3. Let X, Y C C*~! be n-dimensional strong complete intersections.
Then, for a generic linear mapping H : C*"~1 — C?>"~1  the sets X and H(Y) are
n a general position.

In this note, we prove the following results related to the symmetric defect:

Theorem 1.4. Let X", Y™ C C?* ! be strong complete intersections in general
positions. There exists a number puxy such that, for any p ¢ Ko(P), we have
p ¢ Bo(X,Y) if and only if pxy = pxy(p). Moreover, the set B(X,Y) is an

algebraic set.
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Theorem 1.5. Let X™, Y™ C C*~! be strong complete intersections in general po-
sition of multi-degrees (ay, ..., an—1) and (by,...,b,_1), respectively. Then By (X,Y)
is contained in a hypersurface Loo(®) such that

degLoo(CI)) S D + d — ,uX’y,

where D := deg Sing(®, L) \ Sing(P), d := u(P, L), pu(P, L) is the geometric degree
of (,L) and L : C**~* — C denotes a generic linear mapping. In particular,

n—1 n—1 n—1
degLoo(®) < D=1 < [Jai [[ 0D ai+ b —2) — 1.
=1 =1 i=1

Also, we have the following generic case:

Theorem 1.6. Let X", Y™ C C*"1 be strong complete intersections. For a generic
linear mapping H : C*=1 — C> 1 the sets X" and H(Y™) are in general posi-
tions and the number px pyy does not depend of H. Moreover, for generic H all
sets B(X,H(Y)) are ambient homeomorphic, i.e, pairs (C**~1 B(X,H(Y))) and
(C*=1 B(X,H'(Y))) are homeomorphic for generic H, H'.

This allows us to define the set B(X,Y) := B(X, H(Y)) (where H is generic) for
every two strong complete intersections X", Y" C Cznjl (including the case X =Y")
at least up to homeomorphism. It may happen that B(X,Y) 2 B(X,Y).

Theorem 1.4 and 1.5 are proved in §2.2 and Theorem 1.6 in §2.3.

We point out that a version of Theorem 1.4 was presented in [16] for a class of
polynomial functions from C" to C*~! and in [13] for morphisms from X to Y,
with X, Y affine varieties and dim X = dimY + 1. However, the algebraicity of the
bifurcation set was not discussed in those papers.

2. PROOFS OF THE RESULTS

2.1. Non-properness set. We recall some results on the non-properness set of a
polynomial mapping. We follow [9, 10, 11]. Let Z;, Z, be affine varieties over C.

Definition 2.1. Let f : Zy — Z3 be a generically finite (i.e. a generic fiber is
finite) and dominant polynomial mapping (i.e. f(Z1) = Zy). We say that f is
proper at y € Zo, if there exists an open neighborhood U of y such that the mapping
f =1y f71(U) = U is a proper mapping.

We denote by S} the set of points at which the mapping f is not proper. The set
Sy is called the non-properness set of f.

Let Z C C™ be an affine variety of codimension k. The degree of Z is the number
of common points of Z and sufficiently general linear subspace V' C C™ of dimension
k. The degree of Z is denoted by deg Z. We have deg C™ = 1, for any m € N.

The following result is useful (see for instance [9, 10, 11]):

Theorem 2.2. Let f = (f1,....fn) : Z — C" be a generically finite dominant
polynomial mapping, where Z C C™ is an affine n-dimensional variety with deg Z =



4 L.R.G. DIAS & Z. JELONEK

D. Then Sy is either empty or a hypersurface with

D(ITi-, deg fi) — p(f)
minlgign deg fz ’

where p(f) = (C(X) : C(f1, ..., fn)) is the geometric degree of f.

deg Sy <

Theorems 1.4, 1.5 and 1.6 are related with the following definition:

Definition 2.3. Let f : Z1 — Z5 be a polynomial mapping. The bifurcation set
of f, denoted by B(f), is the smallest subset of Zy such that the restriction f| :
Zi\ f7UB(f)) = Zy \ B(f) is a C*™ locally trivial fibration.

Let Z1, Z5 be smooth n-dimensional varieties over C and f : Z; — Z5 a dominant
polynomial mapping. We denote by u(f) the geometric degree of f.

The following useful result follows from the proof of Theorem 2.4 of [9]:

Theorem 2.4 ([9, Theorem 2.4|). Let Z be a smooth affine complex variety of
dimension n. Let f : Z — C" be a dominant polynomial mapping. Then,

B(f) = Ko(f) U Sy,
and

B(f)={yeC":#f '(y) # u(f)}.

Moreover, B(f) is either empty (and so f is an isomorphism) or a closed hyper-
surface.

The next results are used in the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5:

Theorem 2.5. Let X,Y be complex irreducible algebraic varieties and f : X —Y
a polynomial mapping. Let Wy, ..., W, C X be closed subvarieties of X. Then, there
exists a nonempty Zariski open subset U C'Y such that, for every yi,y, € U, the
r+1-tuples (f " (y1), WiNf~ n);i = 1,....7) and (f 1 (yo), WiN [~ (ya),i = 1,...,7)
are homeomorphic.

Proof. We may assume that Y is smooth and irreducible. Let X; be an algebraic
completion of X. Take X, := graph(f) C X; x Y.

We can assume that X C X,. We have an induced mapping f : Xy — Y such
that T‘X = f. Let Z = X, \ X. Denote by Wj, for i = 1,...,7, the closures of W; in
X,. Let R ={Z,W;NZ,W;,i=1,...,7)} be a collection of algebraic subvarieties of
X5. There exists a Whitney stratification S of X5 which is compatible with R.

For any smooth strata S; € S, let B; be the set of critical values of the mapping
7|Sz’ and put B = |J B;. Take X3 = X, \7_1(3). The restriction of the stratification
S to X3 provides a Whitney stratification which is compatible with the family R’ :=
R N X3. We have a proper mapping f' := 7|X3 : X3 — Y\ B which is a submersion
on each stratum. By Thom first isotopy theorem, there is a trivialization of f’
which preserves the strata. It is an easy observation that this trivialization gives a
trivialization of the mapping f : X \ f~}(B) — Y \ B := U. In particular the fibers
f~Yy1) and f~'(ys) are homeomorphic via a stratum preserving homeomorphism.
This means that the tuples (f~*(y1), W; 0 f~*(y1);4 = 1,...,7) and (f~*(y2), Wi N
f~Yy2),i = 1,...,r) are homeomorphic. O
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Corollary 2.6. Let X,Y be complex irreducible algebraic varieties and f : X —'Y
a polynomial mapping. Let Z C X be a constructible subset of X. Then, there exists
a nonempty Zariski open subset U C Y such that, for every yi,yo € U, the pairs
(f~ ), Z0 fH () and (F7'(y2), Z O f~ (ya)) are homeomorphic.

Proof. Since Z is constructible we have Z = |J;_, P; \ Q;, where P, Q;, i =1,...,s
are Zariski closed. Now we can apply Theorem 2.5, where the family {W;} coincide
with {P;,Q;; i =1,..., s}. O
Theorem 2.7. Let X, Y be affine complex varieties and let f : X — Y be a poly-

nomial mapping. Then, for every k € N, the set Ay :={y €Y : x(f~'(y)) = k} is
a constructible set.

Proof. We proceed by induction on d = dim Y. If d = 0, the result is obvious. Assume
d > 0. Let Y7, ..., Y; be all d—dimensional components of Y and let Z; = Y;\ (Y \ V;).
By Theorem 2.5 there exists a nonempty open subset U; C Z; such that x(f~*(y))
is constant for y € U;. Take Y/ :=Y \ | J;_, U; and X' := f~1(Y”). By the induction
hypothesis, the set A} := {y € Y': x(f~'(y)) = k} is constructible. Let U;,,...,U;,
be all subset among Uy, ..., U, such that the fiber of f over U; has Euler characteristic
k. Then Ay = A}, UJ,_, U;, is a constructible subset of Y. O

2.2. Proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. The next technical lemma is motivated by
[16, Theorem 2.6]. See Definition 1.2 for the notion of general position.

Lemma 2.8. Let X", Y™ C C*! be strong complete intersections in general posi-
tion. Then, there exists a linear mapping L: C*"~* — C such that

(®,L): X xY — (C*" ' x C),(®, L) (x,y) = (®(x,y), L(x))

1S @ proper mapping.

Proof. By assumption, Z5}, = ( ?‘1{(fi)* = ()}) N ( ?—1{(92.)* — 0}) C C2n1 g
a union of finitely many complex lines. Let L: C**~! — C be a linear mapping such

that L(z) # 0,Vz € (2% \ {0}). We claim that
(®,L): X xY — (C* ' x (C),

(@, L)(x,y) = (®(x,y), L(x)) is a proper mapping.

In fact, let x(t) = (x1(t),. .., xon_1(t)) and y(t) = (y1(t), ..., y2n_1(t)) be analytic
curves such that (z(t),y(t)) € XxY, ®(z(t),y(t)) — p € C* Land ||(z(t),y(t))]| —
00, as t — oo. It follows that ||z(t)|| — oo and ||y(t)|| — oo, as t — oo.

We set
(1) = ag,t* + lower terms, y;(t) = b t” + lower terms,i =1,...,2n — 1,
a = max;{«a;}, f = max;{§;}, = (a},...,dh, ) and b’ := (V),..., b, ), where
ai = ag, (resp., b; = bg,) if @ = «; (resp., = F;) and a} = 0 (resp., b, = 0) if & > «;
(resp., 5> Bi).
Since ®(z(t),y(t)) — p € C* ' we have a = 3 and o’ = —V/. From the

expansions:

fi(@(t) = (fj)y,(a')t*" + lower terms,
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9;(y(t)) =
and since f;(z(t)) = 0,¢;(y(t)) = 0 and 2%, is a homogeneous set, we have
a.beZg,.

On the other hand, we have the following expansion for L:

(gj)uj(b’)tﬁﬂj + lower terms,j =1,...,n — 1,

L(x(t)) = L(a")t* + lower terms.

Since o' € Z%.,, we have L(a’) # 0 and therefore ||L(x(t))|| — oco. This shows
that (®, L) is a proper mapping, as desired. O

Directly from the proof of Lemma 2.8, we have that if L: C**~! — C is a linear
mapping such that L(z) # 0 for any z € (25, \ {0}), then the mapping (P, L) :
X XY — (C 1 xC),(®,L)(z,y) = (P(x,y), L(x)) is a proper mapping.

Now, we prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The proof is motivated by arguments from [15, Theorem 3.1]
and [16, Theorem 2.1].

From Lemma 2.8, there is a linear mapping L: C**~! — C such that
(®,L): X XY — (C*"' x C),(®, L) (2,y) = (D(z,y), L(x))

is a proper mapping.

Let p ¢ Ko(®) and consider the smooth algebraic set ®~1(p). The restriction
Lig-1(p) is a proper mapping, since (®,L) is a proper mapping and ®~1(p) is a
closed set. It follows that Ljg-1,)(®~*(p)) is a closed set and, since it is also a
constructible set, we have that Ljg-1(,)(®(p)) is an algebraic set (constructible

closed sets are algebraic sets). Thus Ljg-1,)(®'(p)) = C.
We have S ) = (0, where S,y denotes the non-properness set of (®,L). It

follows from Theorem 2.4 that B(®,L) = Ky(®,L) and, consequently, (®,L) is
a ramified mapping of degree d := u(®, L), where u(®, L) denotes the geometric

degree of (®,L). Thus, for any p ¢ Ky(®) and any regular value ¢ € C of the
mapping Ljg-1(,), we have #£(Ljg-1(5)) "' (c) = #{2 "' (p) N L7'(2)} = (@, L) = d.

Take py ¢ Ko(P) and consider a small enough neighborhood W of p, such that
W N Ko(®) =0. For any p € W, we set

X, ={xa),...,zpp)}Cc X xY

and
AP = {Cl(p)> cee acs(p)(p)} C C,
the critical points set and critical values set of Ljg-1(,) respectively.

As in the proofs of Theorem 3.1 of [15], Theorem 2.1 of [16], or from [14, (II1,32)],
we obtain the following like Riemann-Hurwitz formula:

7(p) 7(p)

(2.1) X(@7'(p) = d+r(p) - Zpi(p) =d— Z(pi(p) — 1),
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where p;(p) is the multiplicity of the point z;(p). These equalities imply that there
is a small enough neighborhood of py such that the following inequality holds

X(@ 1 (po)) = x (@ (p)).

Therefore, there is a sufficiently small neighborhood V' := B(pg,d) such that
V C W and x(®(pg)) = x(®7!(p)) for any p € V if and only if there is no point
x;(p) that converges to infinity as p converges to py.

By similar arguments of [15, Theorem 3.1], [16, Theorem 2.1] and [12, Theorem
3.1], we will show that x(®(py)) = x(®~(p))Vp € V implies py ¢ Boo(X,Y).

As we have said, x(®'(py)) = x(®7'(p))Vp € V implies that Uyey Y, is bounded
and, since (®,L) is a proper mapping, that there exists r € R such that K :=
o~Y(V)N L~(B(0,r)) is a bounded set containing U,ec3,. Then, we set:

Ul - (b_l(v) \F7

and we will show that ® restricted to U; is a fibration on V.

Consider the (formal) system of differential equations:

[df @) -vx-n Ol () O)u-a
0] - 1) 2n—1) [dg(y ()] (n-1)x(2n-1) fﬂén_:l(t) 0] (- 1)x1
4 (a(t), Y1) an2)(an—2 i || - polam
[AL((1), y(0) 1 xan-2) ygn;(t) 0],

We can solve the system, since the matrix on left size is invertible (at least in Uy)
and we can write this system shortly as follows:

Z(t) = Vi(p — po, 2(1)),
with z(t) = (x(t),y(t)). From above constructions, it follows that:
df (x(t))2'(t) = 0, dg(y(t))y'(t) =0,
d®(V(p —po, 2(1))) =p — po, dL(V(p — po,z(t))) = 0.
Let us consider the following differential equation:

(2.2) 2(t) = Vilp — po, 2(1)), 2(0) =~ € @ '(po) \ B(0, R).

It follows that if z,_, ,(t) = (x(t),y(t)) is a solution of (2.2) then z,_,, () € X XY,
L(zp—py~(t)) is constant and P (2z,—p,~(t)) = t(p — po) + po. Then, from definition of
Uy and since (@, L) is a proper mapping, the trajectory of z,_,, , is bounded and
does not cross the boundary of U; for any t € [0, 1]. It follows that the trajectory
Zp—po~(t) is defined on whole [0, 1] and it is contained in X x Y.

The phase flow z,_p,~(t), t € [0,1], transforms ®~*(po) N Uy into @~ (¢(p — po) +
po)NU; (in fact, by symmetry, it transforms @~ (po)NU; onto @~ (¢(p—po)+po) U1 ).
The mapping

h:® Y po) MU XV 3 (7,p) = 2p_py~(1) € DH(V)N U,

is a diffeomorphism. Thus py ¢ Boo(X,Y).
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Let k be the Euler characteristic of a typical fiber of ®. Hence a point p € C*"~1\
Ko(®) is typical if and only if x(®~'(p)) = k. By Theorem 2.7, the set Ay, of such
points is constructible in C*"~1\ Ky(®). Since Ay, is open, it is Zariski open. Hence,
B(X,Y) = (C* '\ A,) U Ko(®P) is a Zariski closed set, i.e., B(X,Y) is an algebraic
set. U

Definition 2.9. We set
Loo(®) :={y € Y | Hax} C Sing(®, L) \ Sing(P) s.t. ||ax| — oo and ®(xy) — y}.

Let S := Sing(®, L) \ Sing(®P). We have that L., (®P) is the non-properness set of
the restriction ®g : S — C*"~! and as a direct consequence of the proof of Theorem
1.4 (after equation 2.1), it follows that:

(2.3) Boo(X,Y) C Loo(®).
Theorem 1.5 follows from the next result:

Theorem 2.10. Let L be a generic linear mapping. Then Lo (P) is either empty
or a hypersurface such that:

where D := deg Sing(®, L) \ Sing(®), d := u(P, L), where u(P, L) denotes the geo-
metric degree of (,L).

Proof. Consider S := Sing(®, L) \ Sing(®). If S = ), then L. (®) = (). Suppose
S # (. We have dimS = 2n — 1. Consider the restriction of ® to S, which is an
equidimensional mapping:
(I)\S S — C2n_l.

Note that for p € C*"~1\ Ko(®) the fiber ®!(p) is smooth (hence reduced). Hence,
if @ is an irreducible (one-dimensional) component of this fiber, then either the
mapping L|g : () — C is an isomorphism or it has a finite number of critical points.
In the first case, @) is not contained in S. In the second case, () has only a finite
number of points in common with S (all critical points of L;g are in S). This means
that the mapping @S is generically finite and so dominant.

Let D :=degS. We can apply Theorem 2.2. Note that the algebraic degree of ®
is 1. Thus,

deg Loo(®) < D — (@),
In particular,
deg Loo(®) < D —1

and, by [9, Proposition 2.8], we have deg Loo(®) <[]0 ai [10] bi(320 ai + b; —
2) — 1.
By (2.1), we have
—p(®)5) = —r(p) < —x(® ' (po)) +d
and, consequently, we can obtain the estimation:
deg Lo(®) < D — pu(®)s) < D — x(®'(po)) +d,
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as desired.
O

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.6. Denote by £(C?"~! C?**~1) the set of linear mappings
from C?"~! to C?~!. Let us consider the mapping ¥ : X x Y x L(C*~1 C?"1) >
(x,y, H) — (%(y), H) e C ! x £(C?~1 C?"1). The mapping ¥ is a polynomial
mapping, hence it has homeomorphic fibers outside the bifurcation set B(W). The
Zariski closure B := B(W¥) is a proper algebraic subset of C*"~! x £(C?"~1 C?"~1).

Put R = {H € L(C* ! C*1): C* 'x{H} C B}.Itis easy to see that the set R
is algebraic. Since the set B is a proper algebraic subset of C**~1 x £(C?*"~! C?"~1),
the set R is a proper algebraic subset of £(C*"~! C?*~1). Outside R a generic fiber

of the mapping X x Y 3 (z,y) — (HTH(Z’)) € C?"~! is homeomorphic to the generic
fiber of W. We can finish the first part of theorem from Proposition 1.3.

Now, we show that
(C*™ ™, B(X, H(Y))) and (C*"~1, B(X, H'(Y)))

are homeomorphic for generic H, H' € £(C*"~! C?"~1).

Denote Vg (x,y) = V(z,y, H).Given a mapping f, let C(f) denote the set of
critical points of f. It is easy to compute the C(V) = Uy (con-1con-1y C(Var) x{H}.

In particular, if 7 : C*"~! x £(C*~1 C*~1) — L£(C*~1 C?"1) is a projection,
then 771 (H) N Ko(¥) = Ko(Vg). Since Ko(V) is a constructible set, it follows from
Theorem 2.5 (or rather from their proof) that 7= (H) N Ko(V) = Ko(Vg).

Let k be the Euler characteristic of a typical fiber of U and let By, = {y € C*"~! x
L(C=t C? ) x(U(y)) # k}. By Theorem 2.7, the set By is constructible.
Moreover, B(Vy) =7 Y(H)N (B, UK (¥)) = B(X, H(Y)). Now, the result follows
from Corollary 2.6.
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