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ABSTRACT

We present several versions of the Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic p > 0 each of which if
true would imply the Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0. We test these characteristic p
versions of the conjecture against several families of Jacobian pairs in characteristic p. Based on
the results we propose a characteristic p approach to solving the Jacobian Conjecture in
characteristic 0.

Section 1. Characteristic p > 0 Approaches to the Two-Dimensional Jacobian Conjecture

In this paper we present several versions of the Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic p > 0 each
of which if true would imply the Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0. We then test these
characteristic p versions of the conjecture against several families of Jacobian pairs in
characteristic p. When I began this project, I was very confident that among these families of
Jacobian pairs I would ultimately find counterexamples to each of these characteristic p versions
of the Jacobian conjecture. To my surprise, I found that each of the characteristic p versions of
the Jacobian Conjecture hold for each of the families of Jacobians pairs considered in this
article. Over the years I had gone back and forth on the efficacy of studying Jacobian pairs in
characteristic p > 0 as regards the Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0. My last published
views on the matter were on the pessimistic side.! The findings herein have me seriously
questioning that judgement.

Throughout this article we let k be a field and k* be the nonzero elements of k. For each
positive integer n, let A,, = k[xy, -+, x,,] be the polynomial ring in n variables over k. For
fir o fm € Ay, let k[fy, -+, fin] be the k —subalgebra of k[xy, -+, x,,] generated by the f; and
k(fi, -, fm) be its quotient field. For f;, -+, f, € Ay, let J(f1, -+, f) be the determinant of the
n X n Jacobian matrix, [a(fi)/ax,-], 1<i,j<n Wesay (fi, ", fp) is an automorphic
n —tuple if 4, = k[f;, -, f,]. Note that (f;, -+, f,) is an automorphic n —tuple if and only if
the k —endomorphism ¢ of k[xy, -+, x,] defined by ¢(x;) = f;,1 < i < n, is a k —algebra
automorphism. If (f;, ++, f,,) is an automorphic n —tuple, then the Multivariable Chain Rule
applied to the composition ¢ o ¢~ implies J(f, -, f) € k*. For fi, -, fn € Ay, we say
(f1, -+, fn) is a Jacobian n —tuple if J(f;, -, f,) € k™. Thus, every automorphic n —tuple is a
Jacobian n —tuple. The Jacobian Conjecture, introduced by O. H. Keller? in 1939, states the
converse. If the characteristic of k is 0 and n = 1, the Jacobian Conjecture is true. It is still
unknown if it is true when the characteristic of k is 0 and n > 1. The Jacobian Conjecture is not
true when the characteristic of k equals p > 0, even when n = 1. For example, when p > 0, the
derivative of f; = x;P + x; equals 1, but k[x;] # k[fi] since [k(x,): k(f)] =p

In this paper we will focus on the two variable Jacobian Conjecture, i.e. the case when
n = 2. In this case we will refer to automorphic 2-tuples and Jacobian 2-tuples as automorphic
pairs and Jacobian pairs, respectively. Since the Jacobian Conjecture is not true when the
characteristic of k is greater than 0, for this and other reasons many researchers of the
2 —Dimensional Jacobian Conjecture often bypass consideration of Jacobian pairs in positive
characteristic. Yet their study might reveal important information about Jacobian pairs in



characteristic 0. To start with, we have the following result relating Jacobian pairs in
characteristic 0 to those in characteristic p > 0.

Proposition 1.2. Let fi, f5 € Clxq, x3). If f1, f> is a Jacobian pair, then for all but a finite
number of prime numbers p > 0, there exists a finite field F of characteristic p and a Jacobian
pair f1, f, € Flxy, x,] such that the support of f; equals the support of f, for each i = 1,2. In
particular, the Newton polygons of f; and f, will be identical for each i.3(Proposition (1.2)

We also have the following equivalent formulations of the two variable Jacobian Conjecture in
characteristic 0.

Theorem 1.3. (Abhyankar). Let k be a field of characteristic 0. Then the following statements
are equivalent.

(i) Iff1, f2 € klxy, x2] and 9(fy, 2)/0(x1, x2) € k7, then klfy, f2] = klxy, x;].

(i)  Iffi, f> € klxq,x,] and 0(f3, f»)/0(x1, x3) € k¥, then f; has one point at infinity (See
Definition 2.15 below) for each i.

(iii)  If fi, f> € klxq,x,] and O(fi, f>)/0(xy, x;) € k*, then the Newton-Polygon of f; is a
triangle with vertices (n, 0), (0, m) and (0, 0) for some nonnegative integers n and
m.

(iv)  Iffi, f> € klxq,x3] and O(f3, f5)/0(xy, x5) € k*, then deg(f) divides deg(g) or
deg(g) divides deg(f).*(Theorem 19.4)

Note that the conclusions of each of the four equivalent statements of Theorem 1.3 are properties
of automorphic pairs in every characteristic. It follows from the above two results that each of
the following conjectures, if true, would imply the 2-dimensional Jacobian Conjecture in
characteristic 0.

Low Degree Jacobian Conjecture 1. Let k be of characteristic p > 0 and f3, f; € k[xq, x;]
with deg(f;) < p for each i. Then d(f}, f2)/0(x1, x,) € k* if and only if k[x, x,] = k[f1, f2].

Low Degree Jacobian Conjecture 2. Let k be of characteristic p > 0 and f3, f; € k[xq, x;]
with deg(f;) < p for each i. Then d(f;, f5)/09 (x4, x,) € k* if and only if f; and f, have one
point at infinity.

Likewise, we have two other low degree versions of the two variable Jacobian Conjecture
corresponding to statements (iii) and (iv) of Theorem 1.3 which, if true, would imply the 2-
dimensional Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0.

We can obtain yet another characteristic p > 0 approach to the 2-dimensional Jacobian
Conjecture in characteristic 0 based on the Separable Jacobian Conjecture introduced by Kossivi
Adjamagboo. He argues for extending the n-Dimensional Jacobian Conjecture to
characteristic p > 0 by adding the hypothesis that p does not divide the degree of the field
extension k(xq, -+, x,)/k(f1, -+, f).> This translates in the two-variable case into the following.



Two-Dimensional Separable Jacobian Conjecture in Characteristic p > 0. Let k be of
characteristic p > 0 and f;, f; € k[xq, x5]. Then k[x;, x,] = k[f;, f>] if and only if
0(f1, f2)/0(xq,x;) € k* and [k(xy, x5): k(f1, f>)] is not divisible by p.

To show that the statement of this conjecture implies the 2-dimensional Jacobian Conjecture in
characteristic 0 will require some preliminary results.

Proposition 1.4. I f,, f5 € k[xq, x5] and 0(f1, f5)/0(xq,x5) # 0, then k(xq, x;) is separable
algebraic over k(fy, f>).

Proof. It is enough to show that if D is a derivation of k(xy, x,) such that k(f3, f>) < D~1(0),
then D = 0.6(Proposition 8.18) If D is such a derivation, then for eachi = 1,2, D(f;) =

(0(fi)/0x1)D(x1) + (0(f;)/0x2)D(x;) = 0. Since d(f3, f2)/0(x1,%2) # 0, D(x1) = D(x3) =
0. Hence, D = 0.

Proposition 1.5. If f,, f5 € klxq,x5] and 0(f1, f5)/0(xq,x5) € k*, then [k(x1, x5): k(f1, f2)] <
deg(f1)-deg(f2).

Proof. By Proposition 1.4, k(x;, x,) is a finite separable extension of k(f;, f5). By the Primitive
Element Theorem, there exists @ € k such that k(xy, x5) = k(fy, f2, X1 + ax,). After a
homogeneous change of variables, we may assume that k (x4, x,) = k(f1, f2, X1)-

Let {¢t;, t,} be a set of algebraic indeterminates over k(x;,x,). Fori = 1, 2, let
Fi(ty,ty) = fi(ty, t3) — fi(x1,x5). Then Fy, F, € k(fy, f2)[t1, t,] and are relatively prime since
d(F;, F;)/0(ty,t;) € k™. Let R(t;) = res,, (Fy, F>) (i.e. the resultant with respect to t,). Then
R(ty) € k(fy, f>)[t:] and R(x;) = 0, since F;(x;, x,) = 0 for each i. If we let M(t;) €
k(f1, f>)[t,] be the minimal polynomial of x; over k(f}, f2), it follows that M (t;) is a factor of
R(ty). Hence, degy, (M(t1)) < deg,, (R(tl))- Since degy, (M(t1)) = [k(x1,x2): k(f1, f2)] and
degtl (R(tl)) < deg(f1)deg(f2), we have, [k(x1, x;): k(f1, f2)] < deg(fy)deg(f2).

Proposition 1.6. If the 2-Dimensional Separable Jacobian Conjecture in Characteristic p > 0
is true, then the 2-Dimensional Jacobian Conjecture in Characteristic 0 is as well.

Proof. Assume that the 2-Dimensional Separable Jacobian Conjecture holds and let f;, f, €
C[x, x,] be a Jacobian pair. Then for all but a finite number of prime numbers p > 0, there
exists a finite field F of characteristic p and a Jacobian pair fj, f, € F[x;, x,] such that the
support of f; equals the support of f, for each i = 1,2. Then for those p we have deg(f;) =
deg(ﬁ) and for those p that are also greater than deg(f;)-deg(f,), we have [F(xl, Xy): F(ﬁ, f;)]
is not divisible by p by Proposition 1.5. Since the Separable Jacobian Conjecture holds there
exists a positive integer N such that for all prime numbers p > N, there exists a finite field F of
characteristic p and an automorphic pair f;, f, € F[x;, x,] such that the support of f; equals the
support of f, for each i = 1, 2, which implies deg(f;) divides deg(f,) or vice versa. It follows
from Theorem 1.3 that every Jacobian pair in C[x,, x,] is an automorphic pair.



Another feature of Jacobian pairs in characteristic p > 0 that might prove useful is that
we know a fair amount about them structurally. Let V be the differential operator on
k(xy, -+, xp) defined by V = (8"®P~1) /(9x,P~1 -+ 9x,P~1). Foreach i = 1,2, -, n, let D; be
the k —derivation on k(xy, -+, x,,) defined by D;(g) = J(f1, ", fi—1, 9, fi+1, =, fn) forall g €
k(xy,++,x,). The next two theorems give equivalent characterizations of Jacobian n —tuples in
characteristic p > 0.

Theorem 1.7. (Nousainen) Let f1,*+, f, € A,,. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(1) (f1, . fn) is a Jacobian n —tuple.

(2) klxy, -, xn] = k[x1P, -, %P, fi, -+ ful.

(3) The monomials, fli1 fni”, 0<i; <p—1, form a free basis of the
k[x.?, -, x,P] —module k[x, -, x,].”(See Theorem 2.1)

Theorem 1.8. (Lang and Mandal) Let f;, -, f,, € kl[xq, -, x,]. Then the following conditions are
equivalent.

1. (fi,, fn) is aJacobian n —tuple.

2. There exists a € k*such that foreachi =1,2,---,n,and each g € k(xy,***,x,), g =
aXPZy DT (FP ).
3. V= aD,?7*---D,P! for some a € k*.
) 0, if 01, <p-—1,for someli.
* 1 e n — L
4. There exists a € k*such that V(f; ™ {a, if eachr, = p — 1.
8 (Theorem 2.2)

We also have the following identity that explicitly relates the Jacobian determinant, J(f;, -+, f),
for f;,++, fn € A, to a specific element of k[x,P, -+, x,,P, f1,***, ful.

Theorem 1.9. (Lang) If the characteristic of k is p > 0 and fi, -+, f, € klxq, -+, xp], then

Z?l_:lo Zz:o £ “'fninv(flp_l_i1 "'fnp_l_i") ==D"(J(fL, '”,fn))p_l. 9(Theorem 1.7)

Based on the above considerations we would like to propose the following admittedly
characteristic p > 0 approach to the Two-dimensional Jacobian Conjecture.

Attempt to describe all methods of generating Jacobian pairs in characteristic p > 0. If no
such pair serves as a counterexample to the Low Degree Jacobian Conjecture 1, then the Two-
dimensional Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0 is true. Likewise, if no such pair serves as
counterexample to the Low Degree Jacobian Conjecture 2 or to the Separable Jacobian
Conjecture then the Two-dimensional Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0 is true. Of course,
describing all methods for generating Jacobian pairs in positive characteristic could be a
formidable task, but our hope is, based partly on the preceding three theorems, that their number
is relatively small and that this goal is within reach. Be that as it mayj, it is still a worthwhile
problem that whenever we do produce a genuinely new algorithm for generating Jacobian pairs,



we should test the pairs it produces against the above Jacobian conjectures in positive
characteristic. This we do below for several such algorithms known to us.

Section 2. The Separable Jacobian Conjecture and p —Morphisms.

In 1942 Jung!‘(section 4) first proved that every automorphism of the polynomial ring in two
variables over a field of characteristic 0 is a composition of elementary automorphisms. In 1953
Van der Kulk!! extended Jung’s theorem to a field of arbitrary characteristic. Since then several
other proofs have appeared.

Theorem 2.1. Automorphism Theorem of k[x{, x;]. Every k — algebra automorphism of
klxy, x,] is a finite compositional product of automorphisms of the type: (1) x; = ay1X, +
A12X; + Qq3, Xy 2 Az1Xy + ApX, + Ap3 With the a;; € k and ay1a;; — Aq20,1 # 0 and (2)
X1 > Xq, X5 = Xy + h(xq) with h(x;) € k[x,].

Thus, if the Two-Dimensional Jacobian Conjecture is true in characteristic 0 then every Jacobian
pair will be of the form (gb (x1), gb(xz)) where ¢ is a product of elementary automorphisms, i.e.
type 1 and type 2 automorphisms as described in Theorem 2.1. Even if the Two-Dimensional
Jacobian Conjecture is not true in characteristic 0, all finite products of elementary
automorphisms will produce Jacobian pairs in this way.

The natural extension of this method of generating Jacobian pairs in characteristic 0 to
characteristic p > 0 is to replace h(x,) in the definition of type 2 automorphism with an element
in the kernel of @/dx,, which will be of the form h(x;, x,P) for some h(xy, x;) € k[xy,x,]. We
will call this type of k —endomorphism of k[x;, x,] a type 2* endomorphism. A finite product of
type 1 and type 2* maps will in general not be an automorphism of k[x;, x,] but it will be a
k —endomorphism ¢ of k[xy, x,] such that (¢(x;), ¢(x,)) is a Jacobian pair.

From here on in this paper we will assume, unless stated otherwise, that the characteristic
of kisp > 0.

Definition 2.2. A map ¢: k[x;, x,] = k[x;, x,] is a p — morphism of k[x,, x,] if it is a finite
compositional product of k —endomorphisms of the type: (1) x; = a;1x; + a12x, + a43, %3 =
A1X1 + Az2X; + Ap3 With the a;; € k and a;1a;, — @120, # 0.and (27) x4 = x4, x, = X, +
h(xy, x,P) with h(x;, x,) € k[x;, x,]. By the Multivariable Chain Rule, if ¢ is a p — morphism
of k[xy, x,], then (¢(x1), p(x;)) will be a Jacobian pair.

Remark 2.3.If f3, 5 € k[x1,x,] and 0(f3, f5)/0(x1, x;) # 0, then f; and f, are algebraically
independent over k. Thus, in this case, k[f;, f,] will be isomorphic to a polynomial ring over k
in two variables. Since k(f}, f2) © k(x;, x,) and both fields have transcendence degrees two
over k, k(x,, x,) will be algebraic over k(fi, f2). In the case where d(f;, f5)/0(xy,x,) € k*, we
will also have that the greatest common divisor of f; and f, in k[x,, x,]| will be 1. For if g is a
common factor of f; and f;, in k[x;, x,], then g would be a factor of d(f, f5)/0(x1,x5);1.e. g
would belong to k*.

Proposition 2.4. Let fi, f5, Uy, Uy € klxq, x5). If the pairs fi, f, and uq, u, are algebraically
independent over k, then k(xy,x;) is algebraic over k( fi(ug, uy), fo(uyq, uz)) and



[k(xl» Xp): k(fl (ug, up), f2(uy, uz))]
= [kQxy, x2): k(ug, uy)] [k(xp X2): k( f1(x1, x2), f2 (x4, xz))]-

Proof. By Remark 2.5, k(x,, x,) is algebraic over k(u,, u,) and k(u,, u,) is algebraic over
k( filug, uy), f (ul,uz)). Hence, k(x,, x,) is algebraic over k( fi(uqg, uy), fo(uy, uz)) and

[[k(xp X3): k(fl (uy, up), fo(uy, uz))]] =
[ (g, x2): ke (g, uz)] [k(ul: Up): k( fi(uy, uz), fo(uy, uz))]
We also have the following commutative diagram of maps, where the upper horizontal map is
the k —isomorphism that sends x; to u; for each i and the lower horizontal map is the

isomorphism induced by the upper horizontal map.

k(xy,x3) - k(uq,up)
U V)
k(fl(xpxz)'fz(xpxz)) - k(fl(upuz)'fz(upuz))

It follows that [k( Ug, Up): k(f1 (uy, u2), fo(uy, uz))] = [k(xp X3): k(fl (x4, x2), f2 (1, xz))],
from which the statement of the Proposition follows.

Definition 2.5. If ¢ is a k —endomorphism of k[x;, x,] such that ¢(x;) and ¢ (x,) are
algebraically independent over k, we let deg(¢p) = [k(xl, X5): k(¢(x1), qb(xz))].

Corollary 2.6. For each i = 1,2, ,n, assume ¢; is a k —endomorphism of k[xy, x,] such that
¢;(x1) and ¢;(x;) are algebraically independent over k and let ¢ = P, -+ ¢p,,. Then
deg(¢) = 17, deg(¢y).

Proof. The n = 2 case is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.4. The general case follows by
induction on n.

Definition 2.7. For ¢ a type 2* morphism of k[x;, x,] defined by ¢p(x;) = x; and ¢(x,) =
Xy + h(xq1, x,P), with h(xq, x5) € k[xq, x,], we define degpd) = degx2 (h(x1,x2)). In the case
where ¢ is a type 1 map, we define degqu = 0.

Remark 2.8. Note that if ¢ is a type 2* morphism of k[x;, x,] and deg,¢ = 0, then
¢ is in fact a type 2 automorphism as described in Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 2.9. Let ¢ be a p — morphism of k[x, x,] with ¢ = ¢,y -+ ¢, where the p; are
type 1 and type 2* morphisms as described in Definition 2.2.Then,

deg(¢) = p(F1o0%),



Proof. By Corollary 2.6. it is enough to show that if ¢ is a type 1 or type 2* morphism, then
deg(¢p) = pUe8»®. If ¢ is a type 1 morphism defined by ¢ (x;) = ay; X, + ajx, +

a;z and ¢ (x;) = ap1x; + azpx; + a3 with the a;; € k and a;,a;; — ajpa;, # 0,

then k(¢ (x1), p(x;)) = klxy, x,]. Hence, deg(¢) = 1 = p“8»? since deg,¢ = 0 by
definition. If ¢ is a type 2" morphism defined by ¢(x;) = x; and ¢(x,) = x, + h(xy, x,P) with
h(x1, %) € klxy, %3], then k(p(xy), p(x2)) = k(xy, x5 + h(xq,x,P)) and k(xy, x,) is a
primitive extension of k(qb (x1), cp(xz)) generated by x,. Let t be a variable over k(x,, x,) and
let m(t) =t + h(¢p(xy),t?) — p(x,) in k(¢(x1), cp(xz))[t]. Then m(t) =t + h(x,, tP) —
(x2 + h(xl,xzp)) and k[¢(x1), Pp(xy), t]/(m(t)) is isomorphic to k[x,, t]. Hence, m(t) is
irreducible in k[¢p(x,), p(x;), t] and, thus, irreducible over k(¢ (x1), qb(xz)) by Gauss’s
Lemma. Since x, is a root of m(t), we obtain [k(xl,xz): k(¢)(x1), qb(xz))] = deg(m(t)) =
pdegxz(h(xbx?)) = p9°8r® by definition. Hence, deg(¢p) = pier?,

Corollary 2.10. Let ¢ be a p — morphism of k[x,, x,]. Then ¢ is an automorphism if and only if
deg(¢p) % 0 (mod p).

Proof. We have for some positive integer n that ¢ = ¢, ¢, -+ ¢,, where the ¢; are type 1 and
type 2" morphisms as described in Definition 2.2. If ¢ is an automorphism, then

[k(xp X3): k(¢(x1), ¢(x2))] = 1. Hence, [k(xp X3): k(d)(xl)' ¢(x2))] % 0 (mod p).
Conversely, if [k(xl,xz): k(¢)(x1), qb(xz))] # 0 (mod p), then by Proposition 2.9, degqui =0,
for each i, which implies each ¢; is a type 1 or 2 automorphism as described in Theorem 2.1 (see
Remark 2.8). Hence, ¢ is an automorphism.

Remark 2.11. If ¢ is a p —morphism, then (¢ (x,), ¢(x,)) is a Jacobian pair. If, conversely,
each Jacobian pair is (¢ (x;), ¢ (x,)) for some p —morphism ¢, then the Two-Variable

Separable Jacobian Conjecture in positive characteristic is true by Corollary 2.10 and then the
two-variable Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic 0 is true by Proposition 1.6.

Since we will not find counterexamples to the Separable Jacobian Conjecture in positive
characteristic among pairs of the form (¢ (x), $(x,)) where ¢ is a p —morphism of k[x;, x,],
two questions arise. (1) Is every Jacobian pair in characteristic p > 0 equal to (¢ (x;), ¢(x,)) for
some p —morphism ¢ of k[x,, x,]? (2) Do the Low Degree Jacobian Conjectures hold for
Jacobian pairs produced by p —morphisms? That is, if ¢ is a p —morphism of k[x;, x,] and
deg(¢(x;)) < p for each i, must (¢(x;), p(x)) be an automorphic pair or must ¢(x;) and
¢(x,) have one point at infinity? It turns out that these two questions are closely related. We will
start by considering the number of points at infinity of Jacobian pairs produced by p —
morphisms.

Lemma 2.12. Let Fy, F, € k[xq,x,] be homogeneous polynomials of positive degrees d,, d,
respectively, such that 3 (Fy, F,)/0(x1,x,) = 0. If d;d, # 0 (modp), then every linear factor
of F; of multiplicity not divisible by p is also a factor of F, of multiplicity not divisible by p. If
d, = 0 (modp), then d, = 0 (modp) or F; € k[x,?, x,P].



Proof. Since k is algebraically closed, for each i = 1, 2, we may factor F; as F;(xq, x,) =
Gi(xl,xz)(Hi (xl,xz))p, where G;(x, x5), H;(x1,x;) € k[x;, x,] are homogeneous polynomials
such that G;(x;, x,) and H;(x, x,) are relatively prime and each of the linear factors of G; have
multiplicity not divisible by p. Since d (F;, F,)/9d(x;,x;) = 0, we obtain by Euler’s
Homogeneous Function Theorem,

0= x1((F1)x1(F2)x2 - (Fl)xz(FZ)xl) + xz((F1)x2(F2)x2 - (F1)x2(F2)x2) = le1(Fz)x2 -
dZ(Fl)széa

and

0= xz((Fl)xl(FZ)xz - (F1)x2(F2)x1) + x1((F1)x1(F2)x1 - (F1)x1(F2)x1) = szz(Fl)x1 -
dl(Pé)xlFl~

Hence, lfdldz $ 0 (mOd p), then a/axl((Fz)dl/(Fl)dz) == a/axz((Fz)dl/(Fl)dz) == O. From
this it follows that (F,)% /(F;)® € k(x,P, x,P). Thus, there exists relatively prime
homogeneous polynomials, Q, Q, € k[x;, x,], of the same degree such that

(Fl(xpxz))dz(Q1(x1'x2))p = (Fz(xpxz))dl(Qz(xpxz))p- Hence,

(Gl (x1, xz))dz (H1 (x4, xz))pdz (Ql (x4, xz))p = (Gz (x4, xz))dl (Hz (x4, xz))pd1 (Qz (x4, xz))p-

If u is a linear homogeneous factor of F; of multiplicity r # 0 (mod p), then u is a factor of
(G1)% of multiplicity rd, # 0 (mod p), since d, # 0 (mod p). Hence, u is a factor of

(G)% (H,)P?2(Q,)P of multiplicity that is congruent to rd, # 0(mod p), from which it follows
that u must be a factor of G, and, therefore, a factor of F, of multiplicity not divisible by p.

If d; = 0, then dz(F1)x2F2 = dZFZ(Fl)x1 = 0, since d1F1(F2)x2 - dz(F1)x2F2 = dZFZ(Fl)x1 -
d,(F;), F1 = 0. Hence, either d, = 0(mod p) or (F;),, = (F;)x, = 0, which implies F; €
k[x.?, x,P].

Notation 2.13. Let N, denote the set of nonnegative integers. Let f € k[x;, x,] be nonzero. Then
f = Yjen, fj» where each f; € k[x;, x,] is nonzero homogeneous of degree j or f; = 0. We let
f* denote the nonzero homogeneous form of f of highest degree. If f & k[x,?, x,P], then there
exists a positive integer m such that f,,, & k[x,?, x,P] and f; € k[x;P, x,P] for all j > m. In this
case we let f = Y7L, f;. Then f* = f,,, i.e. f* equals the highest degree form of f that does not
belong to k[x,?, x,P].

Remark 2.14. Let f}, f, € k[xy, x,]. Then 0(fy, £2)/0(xy, x2) = 0(f1, f2)/9 (x4, x,) since f; —
fi € k[x,?,x,P] for each i. Hence, (i, f3) is a Jacobian pair if and only if (fl, fz) is a Jacobian
pair.

Definition 2.15. Let f be nonzero in k[x;, x,]. We say that f has r points at infinity if f* =
Uy €1, -+ u,.r where the u; € k[x;, x,] are mutually coprime linear homogeneous and the e;



are positive integers. We say f'has n points at infinity modulo p if f+ = u,®1u, - u,° H,
where the u; € k[x,, x,]| are mutually coprime linear homogeneous, H € k[x;?, x,P] is
homogeneous, and the e; are positive integers not divisible by p.

Proposition 2.16. Let fi, f, € k[xq, x,] have positive degrees d,, d,, respectively, with d, +
d, > 2. Assume deg(0(fy, f2)/0(xy,%2)) < dy + dy — 2. If dyd, # 0 (modp), then f; and f,
have the same number of points at infinity modulo p associated with the same linear
homogeneous factors in k[x1,x,]. If d; = 0 (modp), then d, = 0 (modp) or f," €
k[x,P,x,P].

Proof. We have deg(d(fy, f5)/0(x1,x,)) < dy +dy — 2 and deg(9(fy, 2)/0(x1,x3)) < dy +
d, —2 ifand only if 0(f;", fo")/0(xy, x,) = 0. The conclusion then follows by Lemma 2.12.

Lemma 2.17. Let fi, f5 € kl[xy,x;] and 0(f3, f5)/0(x1, x5) € k*. If f has one point at infinity
modulo p, then f, has one point at infinity modulo p.

Proof. We have (fl,fz) is a Jacobian pair (Remark 2.14). If deg(fl) + deg(f_z) = 2, then f; and
f> are coprime and linear in k[x,, x,] so that each f; has one point at infinity modulo p. So we
may assume deg(f_l) + deg(fz) > 2. We have deg(f_l) # 0 (mod p) since f; has one point at

infinity modulo p. We also have £, & k[x,?, x,P] by definition, which implies deg(f;) £ 0
(mod p) by Proposition 2.16. Hence, f, has one point at infinity modulo p by Proposition 2.16.

Theorem 2.18. Let ¢ be a p — morphism of k[xy, x5]. Then for each i = 1,2, ¢p(x;) has one
point at infinity modulo p.

Proof. By Lemma 2.17, it is enough to show that at least one of ¢(x;) and ¢(x,) has one point
at infinity modulo p. We will do so by proceeding by induction on the number of type 1 and type
2* maps in the compositional product that defines ¢.

If ¢ is a type 1 or type 2* map, then at least one of the ¢(x;) is linear, and hence, at least
one of the ¢ (x;) has one point at infinity modulo p.

Let n be a positive integer and assume that the statement of the theorem holds for all
p —morphism that are a product of n or less type 1 and type 2" maps. Let ¢ = ¢pp,q - P21,
where the ¢; are type 1 and type 2" maps, fori = 1,2,---,n+ 1.Let 0 = ¢, 1 *** P3¢, and
o(x;) = g; and ¢, (x;) = u; fori = 1,2. Then ¢p(x;) = ¢, (x;) = u;(g1,9,), fori = 1,2. Each
g; has one point at infinity modulo p by the induction hypothesis and, if deg(g,) + deg(g,) >
2, each is associated with the same linear homogeneous polynomial in k[x4, x,] by Proposition
2.16.

Case 1. If ¢ is type 27, then we may assume that u; = x;. Then ¢(x;) = g4, which has one
point at infinity modulo p.

Case 2. If ¢1 IS type 1, then u1 == a11x1 + a12x2 + a13 and uz = a21x1 + azzxz + a23 Wlth the
a;j € k and a,,a,, — a;,a,1 # 0. If both g; and g5 are linear (i.e. deg(g;) + deg(gz) = 2),
then so is u, (g4, g;) for each i and, hence, each ¢ (x;) has one point at infinity modulo p.



Suppose then that deg(g;) + deg(g;) > 2. Then by Proposition 2.16, for each i = 1, 2,
7,7 = wéH;, where w; € k[x;, x,] is linear homogeneous, each H; € k[x,;?, x,P] is
homogeneous, and the e; are positive integers not divisible by p. We may assume, without loss
of generality, that deg(gy) = deg(gz). If deg(gy) > deg(gz), then u; (g1, g,) * = a1 g7 if
ay; # 0and uy (g1, 9,) * = a1 g7  ifay; # 0. Since a;1a,, — aj,a,; # 0, we have a;; # 0
or a,; # 0. Hence, at least one of the ¢(x;) has one point at infinity modulo p.

Lastly, if deg(g;) = deg(g), then e; = e, (mod p) and we may assume, without loss of
generality, that e; > e,. Then u,(g4,9,) * = we(a;,w~%2H, + a,,H,) ifa;,w %2 H, +
a,H, # 0 and u,(g,,9,) ¥ = wé(a,;wér~%2H, + a,,H,) if a,;w %2 H, + a,,H, # 0.
Since a;1a,, — a;,a,, # 0, at least one of the two inequalities in the preceding line must hold.
If a;,wé™%2H, + a,,H, # 0 then a;,w®1™°2H; + a,,H, is homogeneous and belongs to
k[x;?, x,P], which implies ¢(x;) has one point at infinity modulo p. Likewise, if
a,wé~2H, + a,,H, # 0, then ¢p(x,) has one point at infinity modulo p. Hence, at least one of
the ¢ (x;) has one point at infinity modulo p.

Remark 2.19. Above we asked, if ¢ is a p —morphism of k[x;, x,] and deg(¢(x;)) < p for
each i, must ¢ (x;) and ¢(x,) have one point at infinity? Since for each i = 1,2, deg(¢(x;)) <
p, the number of points at infinity of ¢p(x;) modulo p is equal to the number of points at infinity

of ¢(x;) (Definition 2.15). Hence, by Theorem 2.18, ¢(x;) and ¢(x,) each have one point at
infinity.

We also asked above, if ¢ is a p —morphism of k[x;, x,] and deg(¢(x;)) < p for each i,
must (¢(x;), ¢(x;)) be an automorphic pair? We attempt to answer this question below, but to

this end it will be convenient to describe p — morphisms in a slightly different but equivalent
way to the description given in Definition 2.2.

Remark 2.20. If ¢ is a type 2* k —endomorphism of k[x,, x,] defined by x; = x4, x, = x, +
g(xq1, x,P) with g(xq, x5) € k[xq, x,], then ¢ = T o p, where 7 is the k —endomorphism of
klx,, x,] defined by x; = x4, x, = x5, + g(x1, x,P) — g(x4,0) and p is the type 2

k —automorphism of k[x;, x,] defined by x; — x;, x, = x, + g(x;, 0). Note that x,? is a factor
of g(xq,x,P) — g(x4,0), i.e. g(xq, x,P) — g(x1,0) = x,Ph(xq, x,P), for some h(xy, x,) €
kl[xy,x,]. We will hereafter refer to such a k —endomorphism of k[x;, x,] defined by x; = x4,
Xy = Xg + x5Ph(xq, x,P) with h(x,, x,) nonzero in k[x;, x,] as a type 3 endomorphism. Then
every type 2* k —endomorphism ¢ of k[x;, x,] is a composition ¢p = T o p where p is a type 2
automorphism and t is type 3. Therefore, every p —morphism of k[x;, x,] is a compositional
product of type 1, type 2, and type 3 maps.

Lemma 2.21. Let p be a p —morphism. If there are two or more type 3 morphisms in the
compositional product of type 1, type 2, and type 3 maps that defines p or if one of the type 3
morphisms in the product has degree greater than or equal to p? (see Definition 1.5), then

max{deg(p(x;)), deg(p(x))} = p.

Proof. If there are two or more type 3 morphisms in the compositional product of type 1, type 2,
and type 3 maps that defines p, then by Proposition 2.9, deg(p) = p?. Thus, in either of the
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cases described in the lemma, we have p? < deg(p(x,)) - deg(p(x,)) by Proposition 1.5.
Hence, for some i = 1,2, deg(p(x;)) = p, i.e. max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x,))} = p.

Lemma 2.22. Let f;, f, be nonzero in k[x,, x,] and let f; = af, + bf, and f, = cf; + df, with
a,b,c,d € k and ad — bc # 0. Then max{deg(f,), deg(f>)} = max{deg(f,), deg(f>)}.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that deg(f;) = deg(f,). Then deg(fl) <
deg(f;) foreachi =1, 2.
If deg(f,) > deg(f,) and a # 0, then deg(f;) = deg(f,). Otherwise, ¢ # 0 and

deg(f,) = deg(f,). Hence, max{deg(f;), deg(f;)} = max{deg(f,), deg(f>)} = deg(f1).

If deg(f,) = deg(fy) and a(fy)* + b(f2)* # 0, then deg(f; ) = deg(f,). Otherwise,
c(f)* +d(fz)" # 0and deg(ﬁ) = deg(f1). Hence, max{deg(f;), deg(f,)} =
max{deg(fl), deg(fz)} = deg(f1).

Proposition 2.23. Let p be a p —morphism of k[x,, x,]. If p is not a k —automorphism of
klx1, x,], then max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x,))} = p.

Proof. By Proposition 2.9 and Corollary 2.10, p is not a k —automorphism of k[x,, x,] if and
only if there is at least one type 3 morphism in the compositional product of type 1, type 2, and
type 3 maps that defines p. If there are two or more type 3 morphisms in the compositional
product, then max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x;))} = p by Lemma 2.21. Thus, we are reduced to the
case where there is exactly one type 3 morphism in the compositional product. Then p = 07 ¢o,
where ¢ is a type 3 endomorphism and where o; and o, are products of type 1 and type 2 maps
and are therefore automorphisms.

Since ¢ is type 3, we may assume ¢ (x;) = x; and p(x,) = x5 + x,Ph(xq, x,P) with
h(x,,x;) anonzero element of k[x;, x,]. If deg,, (h(x1,x2)) = 1, then deg, (¢p) = 2 (see
Definition 2.7), which implies deg(¢p) = p? by Proposition 2.9, which by Lemma 2.21 yields
max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x;))} = p. Hence, to complete the proof, we may assume that
deg,, (h(xy,%2)) = 0,i.e. p(xz) = x, + x,Ph(x;) with h(x;) a nonzero element of k[x, ].

We will proceed by induction on the number of type 1 and type 2 non-identity
automorphisms in the compositional product that defines o5. If there are no such automorphisms
(i.e. g, is the identity map) then p = g,¢. Fori = 1,2, let u; = g,(x;). Then p(x;) = u; and
p(x2) = uy + uyPh(uy). Since deg(u, (xq, x,)) > 0, we have deg(p(x,)) > p. Hence,
max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x2))} = p.

Assume now that if o, is a product of n or less non-identity type 1 and type 2 maps then
max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x;))} = p. Let g, be such a product and 7 be a type 1 or type 2 non-
identity automorphism of k[x;, x,]. We will complete the proof by showing that
max{deg(pt(x,)), deg(pz(x,))} = p. Without loss of generality, we may assume
deg(p(x;)) = deg(p(xy)). Then deg(p(x;)) = p by the induction hypothesis. For all but at
most one a € k, deg(p(xz) + ap(xl)) = deg(p(xl)); ie. deg(p(x2 + axl)) = deg(p(xl)).
Choose such an a. Then by Lemma 2.22, max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x; + ax;))} =
max{deg(p (xl)), deg(p(xz))}. Hence, if we replace x, by x, + ax;, we may assume
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deg(p(xl)) = deg(p(xz)) > p. Iftistype 1, then 7(x;) = a;1x; + as2x, + a3 and 7(x,) =
Az1X; + Az2X; + ay3 With the a;; € k and a;1a;; — ajpa;;, # 0. Then pt(xy) = a;1p(x1) +
a120(x3) + a3 and pt(xy) = ay1p(x1) + ay,p(x3) + ay3. Then by Lemma 2.22,
max{deg(pt(x,)), deg(pt(x,))} = max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x;))} = p. If T is type 2, then we
may assume that 7(x;) = x; and 7(x;) = x, + g(x;) where g € k[x;]. Then pt(x;) = p(x;)
and pt(x;) = p(x,) + g(p(x1)). Hence, max{deg(pt(x,)), deg(pr(x,))} = deg(p(x,)) = p.

Section 3. Other Methods of Generating Jacobian Pairs

In this section and the next we investigate the existence of other possible methods of generating
Jacobian pairs with a view to testing them regarding the Separable Jacobian Conjecture and the
Low Degree Jacobian Conjectures mentioned above. As we have seen, if there are no others,
then the Separable Jacobian Conjecture in characteristic p > 0 is true. Of course, when we obtain
seemingly alternative methods of generating Jacobian pairs, the first question we should ask is,
are there pairs generated by one method that the others do not? When I occasionally investigated
characteristic p approaches to the Jacobian Conjecture years ago, long before I considered

p —morphisms, I would simply create examples by taking an existing Jacobian pair (f, g) and
then replace g by § = g + Ao + A1 f + -+ A,.f" where r a positive integer and the A; are in
k[gP], to obtain a new Jacobian pair (f, §). And then repeat the process with (f, §), etcetera.
We formalize this approach below and seek to determine if this method and the p —morphism
approach produce different classes of Jacobian pairs.

Definition 3.1. Let A = k[xy, x,]. If ¢ is a k —endomorphism of 4 defined by ¢(x;) =
fi(xq,x,) where f; € Afori =1,2, welet p: A X A - A X A denote the map defined by

(91, 92) = (£1(91,92), f2(g1, 92)), for all (g4, g;) € A X A. We refer to ¢ as the induced map
on A X Aby ¢. Note that ¢ (x1,x,) = (¢(x;), ¢ (x;)) but in general, ¢(g,, g,) #

(¢(91); &( 92)) for (g1,92) € A X A.

Remark 3.2. If ¢ is a k —endomorphism of A = k[x,, x,| defined by ¢(x;) = f;(x;, x,) where
fi € Afori = 1,2 and if (fy, f,) is a Jacobian pair, then for all Jacobian pairs (g, g,) € A X A,
¢(g1, g,) will be a Jacobian pair by the Multivariable Chain Rule. Thus, if ¢ is a p —morphism,
then ¢ (g, g,) will be a Jacobian pair for all Jacobian pairs (g, g,) € A X A.

Definition 3.3 (The Induced Map Method of Generating Jacobian Pairs). For eachn =
1,2,3,, let ¢, be a type 1 or 2* morphism on A = k[x;, x,] and let ¢, be the corresponding
induced map on A x A. For each positive integer n, let (f1, fnz2) = Pn - P35 P2 P1 (X1, %3).
Then (fy,1, fnz2) Will be a Jacobian pair for each n by Remark 3.2.

Example 3.4. As an example of the Induced Map Method, let ¢; be the type 2* morphism on
k[xy,x,] defined by ¢, (x1) = x1, Pp1(x2) = x5 + x,3, let ¢, be the type 2* morphism on

k[x,, x,] defined by ¢, (x;) = x; + x,°x,P, p,(x,) = x5, and let ¢5 be the type 2* morphism
on k[x;, x,] defined by ¢3(x;) = x4, ¢P3(x3) = x, — x;”. Then by the Induced Map Method we
obtain, in order, the Jacobian pairs,(fi1, fi2) = (x1, %3 + x:3), (o1, fa2) = (1 +
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(x, + x13)5x1p,x2 + x13) and (f31, f32) = (1 + (x2 + x13)5x1p,x2 + x13 — (x; +
(x, + x13)5x1p)7).

Remark 3.5. I have found the Induced Map Method an efficient way to generate Jacobian pairs.
Eventually, I realized that this method of generating Jacobian pairs and that by using p —
morphisms are equivalent, in the sense that any example produced by one can also be produced
by the other, which is a corollary of the next result.

Proposition 3.6. Let 0 and 7 be p — morphisms on A = k[x;,x,]. Let & and T be the
corresponding induced maps on A X A. Then (T o ) (xy,x,) = ((a 0o7)(x1), (g 0oT) (xz)).

Proof. We have o(x;) = f;(xy, x,) and 7(x;) = g;(x1, x,) for some f;, g; € k[x,, x,], fori =
1,2. Then (T © ) (xq, x2) = T_(f1(x1:x)'f2(x1;x2)) = (91(f1(x1;x2))'gz(fz(xl'xz))), while
(0o1)(x;) = U(T(xi)) = a(gi(xl,xz)) = gi(f1(x1»x2)»f2(x1'x2)) fori=1,2.0

Corollary 3.7. Let 04, 05, ***, 0, be p — morphisms on A = k[x;,x,] and G ,,5 5,+:+, 7 ,, be the
corresponding induced maps on A X A. Then,

(Gn0201)(x1,x3) = ((01 02, o) (x1), ((01 02,"'011))(?52))-

Proof by induction on n. The n = 1 case is covered in Definition 2.1. Assume the result for the
n — 1 case. We have a,,(x;) = f; for some f; € k[x;,x,], i = 1, 2. Then by the induction
hypothesis,

(@n 0,00, = 511((5 n-1 """ 02 51)(951'952)) =
0 n ((01 02, Op—1)(x1), ((01 03, Un—1))(x2)) =
((01 02, Un—1)(f1(x1;x2)): ((01 02, Un—l))(fz (xpxz))) =
((01 02+ ) (x2), (01 00, 02)) (x2)).

Remark 3.8. From Corollary 3.7 we see that the induced map method of generating Jacobian
pairs and the p —morphism approach produce the same sets of Jacobian pairs. Even so, for
producing actual examples of Jacobian pairs I have found the induced map method easier to
implement.

Section 4. Jacobian Pairs Generated by Functions of One Variable.

Jacobian pairs that are generated by p —morphisms have one point at infinity modulo p by
Proposition 2.18. Thus, in search of Jacobian pairs that are not produced by p —morphisms, it
makes sense to try to construct Jacobian pairs with two or more points at infinity modulo p (see
Theorem 2.18). In Example 4.4 below, a special case of which we first introduced in '?(page 51),
we obtain such Jacobian pairs.
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Example 4.1. Let f; = ax;%x,” + x4, f, = fx,.°x,% + x, with a, B € k*, and a, b, ¢, d positive
integers such that abcd # 0(mod p). Then,

a(f1,
9V f2) = (ad — bc)afx, ¥ a2 + aax, 4 1x, + dBxCx, %t + 1.
9(xy,x;)

Then, 0(f;, f2)/0(xy,x,) = lifand only ifad = bc,a—1=c,b=d—1,aa +df = 0.
A pair f3, f, as above will then have the form,

aa
fi = x(ax;* 1x,™P"% + 1) and f, = x, (a 1

X, x,MP-4 4 1),

where a Z 1 and m, n, r are positive integers with mp > a. A straightforward computation will
confirm that (f3, f, ) as above will be a Jacobian pair.

A Jacobian pair of this kind with deg(f;) + deg(f,) a minimum will have the form,

fi = x,(ax, % %,P~% + 1) and £, = x, ( ax, % 1x," % 1),

a—1
where 1 < a <p.

Note that the Jacobian pairs in Example 4.1 have the form, f; = x;h;(u) where hy, h, €
k[x] are linear polynomials and u = x;% 1x,™P~%, In the rest of this section we seek to find to
what extent this example generalizes.

Proposition 4.2. Let s < t < d be nonnegative integers and let aj € k for s < j < t. Letu =

Yiosaixy %, € klxy, x,] with aga, # 0. For each i = 1,2, let f; = x;h;(w) where h; € k[x].

If0(f1, f2)/0(x1, x2) € k*, then [k(xy,x5): k(f1, f2)] = t(deé’(hl)) +(d - 5)(d€g(h2)) + 1.

Proof. By Remark 2.3 and since f;/h;(u) = x;, fori = 1,2, we have k(xy, x,) is a primitive
algebraic extension of k(f}, f;) generated by u. Hence, [k(x, x,): k(f, f2)] equals the degree of
u over k(fy, f2).

We have,

t t

> ()" (@) (R () = e () ()

j=S j=S
d
= u(h,(Wh, (W) .
Hence, u is a root of the polynomial H(T) in k[f;, f>][T] given by,
t

H(T) = T(h (M) = (M) (ha(1) (R ().

j=s
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Dividing both sides of this equality by (h1 (T))d_t(hz (T))s, we obtain u is a root of the
polynomial M(T) in k[f;, f>][T] given by,

t
t d- t—j j— : :
M) =T( () (D) = ) & () (D) (R (R,
j=s
Since degr (M(T)) = t(deg(hy)) + (d — s)(deg(h,)) + 1, we will be done if we show that
M(T) is irreducible in k(fy, f>)[T]. To this end let X; = f; and X, = sz Then, as a polynomial in

k[X,, T][X,], we have,

t

t d- t—j - ,
M) = T(hy (D) (h(M)" ™ = ) (1) (R () 06 ),
j=s
Since d(f}, f2)/0 (x4, x3) € k*, we have h;(0) # 0 for each i. By Remark 2.3, h;(T) and h,(T)
have no common factors in k[T]. It follows that 7, h, (T) and h,(T) are pairwise relatively prime

in k[T]. Thus, the greatest common divisor of T(h1 (T))t(hz (T))d_sand
§=S a; (h1 (T))t_] (hz (T))]_S (X,)% 7 in k[X,, T] is 1. It follows that the content of M as a
polynomial in X; with coefficients in k[X,, T] equals 1. Since T divides T (h, (T))t(hz (T))d_s

in k[X,, T] but T2 does not and since T does not divide §=S a; (h1 (T))t_j (hz (T))j_s(Xz)d_j in
k[X,, T], we have that M is irreducible in k[X;, X,, T] by Eisenstein’s Lemma. Then by Gauss’s
Lemma, M is irreducible as a polynomial in k(Xy, X5)[T] = k(f1, f>)[T], which proves the

result. O

Corollary 4.3. Let u = x,%x,” with a, b nonnegative integers and for i = 1,2, let f; =

xih;(w) where h € klx]. If 0(fy, f2)/0(x1, x2) € k7, then [k(xy,x3): k(f1, f2)] = a - deg(hy) +
b - deg(h,) + 1.

Proof. In the notation of Proposition 4.2 we have s =t = a and d = a + b, from which the
result follows. O

Example 4.4. Let u = x;%x,? with a, b positive integers and for i = 1, 2, let f; = x;h;(u) where
h; € k[x]. We seek to find Jacobian pairs of the form (f;, f5) with ab # 0 (mod p), for
otherwise, one of the f; will have one point at infinity modulo p (so will the other by Lemma
2.17) and we want the f; to each have two. We will also assume deg(h;) > 0 for each i for the
same reason. We then have,

a(fu, 2) _ hy(u) + x1h1’(u)ux1 x1h1’(u)ux2

0 ) | dhy@ue,  hy) +xahy Wy,
= hy(Wh, (W) + hy'(Wh; (u)xﬂlx1 + hy (u)hz'(u)xzuxz
= hy(Wh,(w) + au - by (w)h, (w) + bu - hy (wW)h(w).

It follows that,
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(4.4.1)
0(f1, f2)/0(xq, x5) € k* if and only if hy (w)h, (u) + auhi(u)h,(uw) + buh, (w)h;(u) € k*
Casel.a=b=1.

Then 0(f1, f2)/0(xy,x,) € k™ ifand only if hy(u)h,(w) +u - hy(w)h,(w) + u-hy(Wh,(u) €
k*, which is equivalent to j—u (uh1 (wh, (u)) € k*; i.e. uhy(Wh,(u) = au + g(uP), for some
a € k*and some g € k[x] with g(0) = 0.

Hence, in this case, (f;, f>) will be a Jacobian pair if and only if hy (W)h,(u) = a + %p), for
some a € k*and g € k[x] with g(0) = 0. By Proposition 21, [k(xy, x,): k(f1, f>)] = deg(h,) +
deg(h,) +1 = p-deg(g) = 0 (mod p).

Also, deg(fif2) = 2p - deg(g) = 2p, which implies at least one of the f; has degree
greater than or equal to p.

Case2.a+ b > 2.

We have hy (u) = X%, ayu' and h,(u) = ¥7_, yu’ for some a;, B; € k and positive integers m
and n with a,, 8, # 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume m > n. Then by (4.4.1),
3(f., £)/8(x1, x,) € k* if and only if

m n L
z z (1 + bj + ai) a;pju'™’ € k*.
i=0 &= j=0

In particular, the coefficient of u™*™ must be 0, i.e. 1 + am + bn = 0. By Corollary 4.3, we
obtain [k(xq,x5): k(f1, f2)] = a-deg(h,) + b-deg(h,)) +1=am+bn+1=0.

We also obtain deg(f;) + deg(f;) = (a+b)(m+n)+2=((am+bn+1)+
(an+bm+1)=(@am+bn+1)+ (an+bn+1) = (am+ bn + 1) + deg(f,). Thus,
deg(fy) = am + bn+ 1 = 0. It follows that deg(f;) = ps, for some positive integer s. Hence,
deg(f,) = ps = p. Therefore, for Jacobian pairs of the form described in this case, we have
[k(xq,x2): k(f1, f>)] = 0 (mod p) and at least one of the f; has degree greater than or equal to p.

To produce a concrete example of a Jacobian pair as described in case 2, let m = 2 and
n = 1. Then h;(u) = ay + a;u + a,u? and h,(u) = B, + f1u. Then fif2) & o+ if and only if

9(x1,x2)
0(0,80 S k*, 0(1,30(1 + a) + aoﬁl(l + b) = 0, 0(2,80(1 + Za) + alﬁl(l +a+ b) = 0, and
a,$:(1+ 2a + b) = 0. We may assume that ¢, = 8, = 1. Solving this system, we obtain the

following conditions on the h; for (f3, f,) to be a Jacobian pair: b = —1 — 2a, f; = (1;—:) ay,
+1 1 : .

a, = 2a(a2a+1) a;>,az0,az-1,a# —2 a; # 0,p > 2. It follows that if p > 2 and s is a

positive integer such that sp > —1 — 2a, then f; = x; (1 + a,u + 2a?221+1) alzuz) and
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£, =x, (1 + (%) alu) with u = x; %x,"?~172% is a Jacobian pair with deg(f,) =
2(sp —a) — 1 and deg(f,) = sp — a.
Note that when s = 1, we get u = x;%x,?~ 1724, Hence, a < pT_l. Then deg(f,) =

2(p —a) — 1 = pand deg(f,) = p — a < p. Therefore, f; and f, have two points at infinity,
but only f, has degree less than p.

The following proposition summarizes the main conclusions of Example 4.4.

Proposition 4.5. Let u = x,%x,” with a, b positive integers such that ab % 0 (modp) and for
i =1,2, let f; = x;h;(w) where h; € k[x]. Assume deg(h;) > 0 for each i. Then

0(f1, f2)/9(xy, x2) € k™ if and only if hy (W)h, (u) + auhy (Wh,(w) + buhy (Wh; (W) € k™. If
such is the case, then [k(x1,x5): k(f1, f2)] = 0 (mod p) and at least one of the f; has degree
greater than or equal to p.

At this point, it is natural to investigate if there exists Jacobian pairs of the form
described in Proposition 4.5 but with u € k[x,, x,] a homogeneous form with more than two
pairwise relatively prime linear factors. This is the subject of the next example, but first we’ll
need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 4.6. Let d be a positive integer and a; € k for 0 <i < d. Letu =Y ,a;x,'x,%7 €
klxy, x,] withu # 0. Let f; = x;hy(u), f5 = x3h,(w), where hy, hy, € k[x]. Let the degrees of
hy and h, be m and n, respectively. If deg(@ (fi, f2)/0 (x1,x2) ) < d(m + n), then

((m —-—n)i+1+ nd)ai = 0 for each i such that 0 < i < d.

Proof. We have hy = Y7L, a;t/ and h, = Y.}_, Bt/ for some ;, B; € k with @, 8, # 0. Then
9(f1, f2)/0(x1, x2) = hy(Why (W) + hy' (W hy (Wx1uy, + hy (Wh,' (Wx,u,,. We also have

deg(9(f1, f2)/0(x1, x2) ) < deg(fy) + deg(fz) — 2 = d(m + n). Hence, (9(f, f2)/0(x1, x2) )
= )™ H;, where each H; belongs to the k —space generated by the monomials in k[xy, x,] of

degree i. By a straightforward computation we have,

d d
Hypon = O ffpu™tn1 (u + mz ia;x;‘x, %t + nz(d — i)al-xlixzd‘i>

d
=y fpumtnt z(l +mi +n(d — i))a;x, %070

i=0
It follows that if deg(d(f;, f2)/0(x1,x2) ) < d(m + n) , then,

d
z(l +mi +n(d — 0))ax;, "%, %" = 0.

i=0
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Hence, if deg(d(fy, f2)/0(x1,x2) ) < d(m + n), then ((m — n)i + 1 + nd)a; = 0, for each i
such that 0 < i < d.

Example 4.7. Let d be a positive integerand a; € k for 0 < i < d. Letu = Y% ja;x,'x,%7 €
k[xy,x,] be nonzero. Let f; = x,h,(w), f, = x,h,(u), where hq, h, € k[x]. Let the degrees of
h; and h, be positive integers m and n, respectively. Assume d(f3, f5)/0(xq,x,) € k™.

Case 1. Assume m Z n (mod p). Then by Lemma 4.6 we have foreachi = 0,1,---,d, a; = 0 or

i = 1:" It follows that u = x;%x, (h(xl, xz)) for some nonnegative integers a, b, with a =

h( 1, X2) € k[xq,x,] is homogeneous, and a + b + p deg(h) = d. Then by the same

n-—

reasomng used in Example 4.4, we again have hy (u)h,(u) + auhi(u)h,(uw) + buh,(w)h;(u) €
k*. Also note that a = % ifand only ifan —am =1+ nd, ie.n(d —a) + ma+ 1 =0; i.c.
ma + nb + 1 = 0 (mod p), as is the case for the Jacobian pairs in Example 4.4. Therefore, the
Jacobian pairs of Example 4.4 are a special case of the Jacobian pairs of the form considered
here.

In the case under consideration, the Jacobian pairs satisfy s =t = a and d = a + b in the
notation of the statement of Proposition 4.2. Hence, [k(x;, x5): k(f1, f2)] = 0 (mod p). Further,
if deg(h) > 0, then both of the f; have degree greater than or equal to p, If deg(h) = 0, then at
least one of the f; has degree greater than or equal to p by Proposition 4.5. Finally, note that
ab # 0(mod p). For if a = 0 (mod p), then u € k[x,P, x,] and is homogeneous of positive
degree, and since deg(h,) =n > 0, f, € k[x,P, x,] and has degree greater than 2, which
precludes d(f;, f2)/0(x1, x;) € k™.

Case 2. Assume m = n (mod p). Then by Lemma 4.6, 1 + nd = 0 (mod p). Then x;u, =
Y oia;x, %% and xpu,, = XN o(d — Da;x;'x,%7" and they are linearly dependent over k if
and only if (i(d — j) — j(d — i))a;a; = 0 forall i,j = 1,2,--,d; i.e. d(i — j)a;a; = 0 for all
[,j;ie. (i —j)a;a; = 0 forall i,j since d # 0 (mod p). Thus, x;u,, and x,u,, are linearly
dependent over k if and only if u = x%y? (h(x, y))p for some nonnegative integers a, b and

homogeneous h(xy, x;) € k[x;, x,]. Since this case is covered in Case 1, we will assume from
here on that x;u,, and x,u,, are linearly independent over k.

We have h; = }"=0 ajtj and h, = 7:0 B; t/ for some nonnegative integers m and n and
a;, B; € k with a,;, 8, # 0. We also have a,f, # 0 since (f, f2)/0(x1,x;) € k*. For all
integers i > m, j >n,and i < 0,j <0, define a; = f; = 0. We have,

9(f1, 2)/0(x1,x2) = hy(Why (W) + hy'(Why (Wxquy, + hy(Why' (Wxpuy,

m n
_ i+j : i+j-1 : i+j-1
—z z (aiﬁju I+ xquy g fiut™ +xjuxj]al-,8ju J )
i=0 &=d j=0

z z Biutti— 1(u+1x1u +]x2ux2)
i=0 j= 0
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m n X Uy, + XU

_ i+i—1 1 X1 2 X2 . .

= z z a;Biu™ (f + XUy, +]x2uxZ)
i=0 &=j=0

m n
= z Oz' ) a;iBiutt T (—m(xguy, + XUy, ) + ixg Uy, +jXoUy,)
1= j=

m n
= z z a;futti ((i —m)xquy, + (G — m)xzuxz)
i=0 4= j=0
m+n T
= z z a;fr_u "t ((i — M)Xq Uy, + (r -+ m))xzuxz)
r=0 i=0

= zmﬂlz aifr_i (l m)x;uy, + (r — i+ m))xzuxz) ur1

Hence, 0(f1, f2)/9(x1,x,) € k* if and only if foreachr = 1,2,---,m + n,

r
z' aifr_i ((i —M)X Uy, + (r -+ m))xzuxz) =0.
l=
Since x;u,, and x,u,, are linearly independent over k, d(f;, f)/9(x1,x;) € k™ if and only if
foreachr =1,2,---,m+n,

(4.7.1a) zr (i —m)a;f,_; = 0 and (4.7.1b) zr_ (r —(+ m))aiﬁr_i =0

Claim. If d(f}, f5)/0(x1, x5) € k*, then @,,_; = Br—; = 0 for each integer i Z 0 (mod p).

Proof of Claim. Since by the above definition a; = [5; = 0 for all integers i < 0, it is enough to
prove the claim for all nonnegative integers i. We will proceed by induction on i. Thus, our
initial case is when i = 1. Then by definition, in equation (4.7.1a) withr = m 4+ n — 1 we will
havea; =0fori>m+1landf,_; =0fori <m—2sincei <m— 2 impliesr —i >n + 1.
Then from (4.7.1.a) we have —a,,,_1, = 0 and from (4.7.1.b) we have —a,,8,_1 = 0. Since
ApPn # 0, -1 = Pn-1 = 0.

To complete the induction, assume s is a positive integer with s # 0 (mod p) and assume
Am—i = Bn_i = 0 for each i # 0 (mod p) with i < s. We will show that a,,,_¢ = f,,_s = 0. By
the above definitions we are done if s > m + n. Thus, we may assume that s < m + n. By
(4.7.1a) withr = m + n — s, we have

m—(s+1) m m+n— s
(4’ 7. 2) z (l - m)aiﬁr—i + z (l m)alﬁr i + z m)aiﬁr—i =0.
l=m- i= m+1

Ifo<i<m-—(s+1),thenr —i =m+n—s —i>n, which implies 8,_; = 0 by the above
definition, which implies Y=, (S+1)(l —m)a;fr_; =0.Ifm+1<i<m+n-s,thena; =0
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by the above definition, which implies ¥>1%t""5(i — m)a;B,_; = 0. Hence, (4.7.1a) reduces to
the equation,

(4.7.20) zfn_l (i — m)a;B,_; = 0.

Likewise, (4.7.1b) reduces to the equation,

(4.7.2b) z"i (r = (i +m))afr_; = 0

Letting j = i — (m — s), these two equations become,

S—

1 N
(4.7.3a) (U —S)am—(s—jBn-j = 0 and (4.7.3b) z O—jam_(s_j)ﬁn_j =0.
]=

j=0

If1<j<s—1andj # 0 (mod p), then f,_; = 0 by the induction hypothesis. I[f 1 < j < s —
landj = 0 (modp),thens —j < sands —j # 0. Hence, in this case, @, _(s—jy = 0 by the
induction hypothesis. Thus, (4.7.3a) implies —sa,,_sf, = 0, which implies a,,_s = 0, since
s # 0 (mod p) and f3,, # 0. By the same reasoning, (4.7.3b) implies —sa,,, 5,,_s = 0, which
implies S,,_s = 0 since s # 0 (mod p) and a,,, # 0. Therefore, if d(f;, f2)/0(xy,x,) € k*, then
Am—i = Bn_i = 0 for each integer i Z 0 (mod p). However, this leads to the following
contradiction.

Since a,,,_; = fn—; = 0 for each integer i # 0 (mod p) and since m Z 0 (mod p) and
n Z 0 (mod p), we conclude ay, = §, = 0, but this contradicts what we observed above (second
paragraph of case 2). Thus, Jacobian pairs satisfying Case 2 with x;u,, and x,u,, linearly
independent over k do not exist.

The next Proposition summarizes what we discovered in Example 4.7.

Proposition 4.8. Let u € k[x,, x,] be nonzero and homogeneous of positive degree. Let f; =
x1hy (W), f, = x50, (u), where hy, h, € k[x]. Assume hy and h, have positive degree.

IfO(fy, f2)/0(xy, x3) € k*, thenu = x®y®(h(x, y))p,for some positive integers a and b with
ab % 0(modp) and some homogeneous h(xy, x,) € k[xq, x,]. Furthermore, if u =
xayb(h(x, y))pasjust described, then d(fy, f;)/0(x1,x3) € k* if and only if hy (u)h,(u) +
auhy(Wh, () + buhy (w)h;,(w) € k*. If such is the case, then [k(xy,x5): k(f1, f2)] = 0 (mod
p) and at least one of the f; has degree greater than or equal to p.

Remark 4.9. In this paper we have sought k —endomorphisms o of k[x;, x,] such that

(a(xl), a(xz)) is a Jacobian pair in order to test them against various characteristic p >

0 versions of the Jacobian Conjecture. So far, we have found two, namely, (a) o that are

p —morphisms, and (b) ¢ defined by o(x;) = x;h;(u) as described in Proposition 4.8. The two
endomorphisms described here are distinct in that each produces Jacobian pairs that the other
doesn’t. In fact, they produce entirely different sets of Jacobian pairs, since the pairs produced by
the endomorphisms in (a) always have one point at infinity modulo p by Theorem 2.18 and those
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produced by the endomorphisms in (b) always have two points at infinity modulo p by
Proposition 4.8. Of course, we can describe a third class of k —endomorphisms ¢ that produce
Jacobian pairs (a(xl), a(xz)), namely, those that are compositional products of a finite number
of the maps described in (a) and (b). This class of k —endomorphism of k[x;, x,], which is
generated by those of type (a) and (b) above, produce some Jacobian pairs that those in (a) and
(b) do not. For example, if we let T be defined by t(x;) = x; + x,, T(x3) = x; — x5, and p be
the k —endomorphism of k[x;, x,] defined by p(x;) = x;(ax;* 1x,"P~% + 1) and p(x,) =

a-1
a type (a) and a type (b) morphism and each o (x;) will have three points at infinity modulo p.
Hence, o will be neither type (a) or (b).

Three interrelated questions immediately arise from the above discussion: (1) Does the
Separable Jacobian Conjecture hold for the class of k —endomorphism of k[x,, x| that are
compositional products of a finite number of type (a) and (b) morphisms? (2) Do the Low
Degree Jacobian Conjectures hold for these endomorphisms? (3) Are all kK —endomorphisms of
k[x;, x,] that produce Jacobian pairs compositional products of a finite number of type (a) and
(b) endomorphisms? We begin by answering Question 1.

X3 (a—a x, @ x,mPa 4 1), which we introduced in Example 4.1, then o = p o T is a product of

Proposition 4.10. Let o be a k —endomorphism of k[x4, x,] that is a compositional product of a
finite number of type (a) and (b) endomorphisms. If p does not divide deg(a), then o is an
automorphism.

Proof. Let o be as described in the statement of the proposition. If one of the endomorphisms in
the compositional product that defines ¢ is type (b), then by Corollary 4.6 and Proposition 4.8,
deg(o) = 0 (mod p). Hence, ¢ is a p —morphism. By Corollary 2.10, ¢ is an automorphism of
klxy, x,].

Proposition 4.11. Let p be a k —endomorphism of k[x,, x,] that is a compositional product of a
finite number of type (a) and (b) endomorphisms. If p is not a k —automorphism of k[xy, x,],

then max{deg(p(xl)), deg(p(xz))} > p.

Proof. Recall that a type (a) morphism (i.e. p —morphism) is a product of morphisms of type 1,
type 2, and type 3 (Remark 2.20). If a morphism u of k[x;, x,] is type 1 or type 2, then

deg (1) = 0. If u is type 3 or type (b), then p divides deg(u) by Proposition 2.9 and Proposition
4.8. Hence, since p is not a k —automorphism of k[x;, x,], the compositional product that
defines p must have at least one factor that is type 3 or type (b) by Corollary 2.6 and Corollary
2.10. On the other hand, if two or more of the endomorphisms in the compositional product that
defines p are either type 3 or type (b), then deg(p) = p? by Corollary 2.6 and Corollary 2.10.
Then, p? < deg(p(xy)) - deg(p(x;)) by Proposition 1.5, which implies

max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x;))} = p. Hence, we are left to consider the case when exactly one
factor in the compositional product that defines p is type 3 or type (b). If it is type 3, then p is a
p —morphism and by Proposition 2.23, max{deg(p(x;)), deg(p(x,))} = p. Thus, we are only
left with the case that exactly one factor in the compositional product that defines p is type (b)
and all others are type 1 and type 2. Then p = g,¢0, where ¢ is a type (b) endomorphism and
o0, and g, are products of type 1 and type 2 maps and are therefore automorphisms.
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We will proceed by induction on the number of type 1 and type 2 non-identity
automorphisms in the compositional product that defines o5. If there are no such automorphisms
(i.e. 0y is the identity map) then p = gy ¢.

We have, g, (x;) = g;(x1, x5), for some g;(x;,x;) € k[xq,x,] fori =1, 2.

Since ¢ is type (b), we have for each i = 1,2, ¢(x;) = x;h;(w), for some h; € k[x] of
positive degree and u = x;%x,” (h(xl, xz))p, with a and b positive integers such that ab %
0(mod p) and for some h(x;, x,) homogeneous in k[x;, x,]. We also have a - deg(h;) + b -
deg(h,) + 1 = 0 (mod p) as we saw in Example 4.7. Without loss of generality, we may

assume deg (h;) = deg (h;). Then p(x;) = 01(¢(x1)) =0 (x1h1(x1ax2b(h(x1:xz))p)) =
g1’ h1(91a92b(h(91'92))p)- Thus, deg ( P(x1)) = deg (91 ) h1(91a92b)) =deg (g1) +

deg (hy)(a - deg(gy) + b - deg(g,)) = deg (g1) + deg (hy)(a - deg(g:) + b - deg(gz)) =
deg (g1) + a - deg(hy) - deg(g:) + b - deg(h,) - deg(g,) = deg (g1) + a - deg(h,) -
deg(g,) + b - deg(h,) - deg(g,) = a - deg(h,) + b - deg(h,) + 1, since deg (g;) = 1 for each
i. Since a - deg(h;) + b - deg(h,) + 1 = 0 (mod p), we obtain, deg ( p(xl)) > p. Hence,
max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x2))} = p.

From this point forward the proof will proceed exactly as in the last paragraph of
Proposition 2.23. Hence, if p is a k —endomorphism of k[x;, x,] that is a compositional product
of a finite number of type (a) and (b) endomorphisms and p is not a k —automorphism of

klx;, x,], then max{deg(p(x,)), deg(p(x,))} = p.

Remark 4.12. From Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.11 we have affirmative answers to the
first two questions listed in the closing paragraph of Remark 4.9. If the answer to the third
question in Remark 4.9 is likewise affirmative, then the two variable Jacobian Conjecture holds
in characteristic 0. Thus we anticipate that we will spend considerable time and effort in the
future attempting to answer Question 3 of Remark 4.9. If we discover more examples of

k —endomorphisms of k[x;, x, ] that produce Jacobian pairs yet are not finite products of

Type (a) and Type (b) morphisms, we can revise Question (3) to include these morphisms in the
potential generating set of morphisms producing Jacobian pairs.
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