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Abstract

Bakalarski showed that a polynomial map over a field of characteristic
zero is invertible, if and only if the corresponding endomorphisms maps
irreducible polynomials to irreducible polynomials. Jedrzejewicz showed
that a polynomial map over a field of characteristic zero is a Keller map, if
and only if the corresponding endomorphism maps irreducible polynomials
to square-free polynomials. We show that the latter endomorphism maps
other square-free polynomials to square-free polynomials as well.

In connection with Bakalarski’s result and the Jacobian Conjecture,
we study irreducible properties of several types of Keller maps, to each
of which the Jacobian Conjecture can be reduced. Herewith, we gener-
alize the result of Bakalarski that the components of cubic homogeneous
unipotent Keller maps are irreducible.

Furthermore, we show that the Jacobian conjecture can even be re-
duced to any of these types with the extra condition that each affinely lin-
ear combination of the components of the polynomial map is irreducible.
This is somewhat similar to reducing the planar Jacobian conjecture to
the so-called (planar) weak Jacobian conjecture by Kaliman.
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, we will write x for the n indeterminates x1,z2,..., T,
where n € N. In a similar manner, we will write y for y1,¥2,...,y, and z
for z1,29,...,2,. Let FF = (F1,Fs,...,F,) € K[z|™, where K is a field of
characteristic zero. Then F' corresponds to the polynomial mapping K" > v —
F(v) € K™. Write JF for the Jacobian of F' with respect to z, i.e.
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Let M" denote the transpose of a matrix M. For a single polynomial f € K|x],
write V f for the gradient of f with respect to z, i.e.

Additionally, write H f for the Hessian of f with respect to x, i.e.
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The well-known Jacobian Conjecture (JC), raised by O.H. Keller in 1939
n [Kel], states that a polynomial mapping F : K™ — K™ is invertible if its
Jacobian determinant det J F' is a nonzero constant. This conjecture has being
attacked by many people from various research fields and remains open even
when n = 2! (Of course, a positive answer is obvious when n = 1.) See
[BCW] and [vdE] and the references therein for a wonderful 70-years history of
this famous conjecture. The condition that det 7F € K* is called the Keller
condition and polynomial maps that satisfy this condition are called Keller
maps.

Among the vast interesting and valid results, a relatively satisfactory result
obtained by S.S5.S.Wang in [Wan] in 1980 is that the JC holds for all polynomial
mappings of degree 2 in all dimensions. The most powerful and surprising result
is the reduction to degree 3, due to H. Bass, E. Connell and D. Wright in [BCW]
in 1982 and A. Yagzhev in [Jag] in 1980, which asserts that the JC is true if
the JC holds for all polynomial mappings F' = x + H, such that H is cubic
homogeneous, i.e. each component H; of H is either zero or a cubic form.



Upon this reduction to the cubic homogeneous case, there are two subsequent
reductions, but they cannot be applied both. The first one is that additionally,
H; is a third power of a linear form for each 4, see [Drul]. The second one is
that JH or equivalently JF is symmetric, see [dBvdE2]. By a special case of
Poincaré’s lemma, this is the same as that F' = Vf and H = Vh for certain
polynomials f,h € Klz]. If both H; is a (third) power of a linear form and
H;, = a%ih for each i, then z — H is the inverse of F' = z+ H, see [dBvdE1] and
[Dru2].

In [Kal], the author S. Kaliman shows that in order to prove the Jacobian
conjecture in dimension n = 2, one may assume that F} + c is irreducible for
every ¢ € K. To prove the Jacobian conjecture in dimension n > 3, one may
even assume that F; + c is irreducible for every i < n and ¢ € K. This was
proved in [KS, Th. 3]. We shall show that for the Jacobian conjecture for all n,
one may even assume that every affinely linear combination of the components
of F' is irreducible. Furthermore, we combine this reduction with several other
reductions of the Jacobian conjecture, including both reductions in the previous
paragraph. See theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

In [Bakl, Th. 3.7], the author S. Bakalarski proves the following interesting
connection between invertible polynomial maps and irreducibility: a polynomial
map from K™ to K" is invertible, if and only if the corresponding endomorphism
maps irreducible polynomials to irreducible polynomials. This result is reproved
in [Jed, Th. 5.2] by P. Jedrzejewicz. In [Jed, Th. 5.1], Jedrzejewicz proves the
following counterpart of this result: a polynomial map from K™ to K" is a
Keller map, if and only if the corresponding endomorphism maps irreducible
polynomials to square-free polynomials. We shall show in the next section that
for Keller maps, the corresponding endomorphism even maps all square-free
polynomials to square-free polynomials.

In [Bak2], Bakalarski proves that each component of F is irreducible for each
1if F=x+ H, det JF = 1, H is cubic homogeneous and J H is symmetric.
Notice that F; is the image of x; under the corresponding endomorphism of F'.
We will generalize this result in i) of theorem 3.5, where we show that F; is
irreducible if JF' is symmetric, det JF € K* and F; = [ 4+ h such that h and
[ are homogeneous and a%l € K*. Notice that, as opposed to the result of

Bakalarski, the conditions on [ and h are for F; only, and not for the F; with
j#.

Additionally, we show in corollary 4.4 that F; is irreducible if det JF € K*
and the set of degrees of nonzero terms of F; is {0, 1,3}. If we combine this result
with the above-mentioned result of theorem 3.5, we can conclude that F; + ¢ is
irreducible for all ¢ € K if JF is symmetric, det JF € K*, and F' = [+ h such
that h is cubic homogeneous, degl = 1, and a%il € K*. The latter result can
also be found in i) of theorem 3.5.

At last in this introduction, we summarize some results in connection with
coordinates. A polynomial f € K|x] is a coordinate if there exists an invertible
polynomial map F € Klz]™ such that f = Fy. After some partial results in
[vdES] and [Jell], Z. Jelonek proved in [Jel2] that a polynomial map over K is
invertible. if and only if the corresponding endomorphism maps coordinates to



coordinates. The result of [vdES, Lm. 2.3] by H. Derksen is that a polynomial
map over an algebraically closed field K is a Keller map, if and only if the corre-
sponding endomorphism maps linear coordinates to polynomials with unipotent
gradients (for instance coordinates).

By observing that a coordinate can be mapped to z; by way of a Keller
map, one can show that Derksen’s result is still valid when we replace ‘linear
coordinates’ by ‘coordinates’. It is however not true in general that a polynomial
map over K is invertible, if and only if the corresponding endomorphism maps
linear coordinates to coordinates, see [MSY] (so Derksen’s result is only valid
when K = K). But C. Cheng and A. van den Essen proved in [CvdE, Th. 1.1]
that it indeed suffices to look at the images of linear coordinates in case n = 2.
Furthermore, A. van den Essen and V. Shpilrain show in the proof of [vdES,
Th. 1.2] that Keller maps F' are invertible in case F; is a coordinate and the
Jacobian conjecture holds in dimension n — 1.

2 Some properties of Keller maps

We start with a generalization of [Jed, Th. 4.1] by Jedrzejewicz. To be precise,
[Jed, Th. 4.1] is the equivalence of 1) and 2) in the theorem below, for the case
that g is irreducible.

Theorem 2.1. Let K be a field of characteristic zero and F € K[z]|™ be an ar-
bitrary polynomial map. If g € K|x] is square-free, then the following conditions
are equivalent:

1) g divides det JF,

2) for every irreducible § | g, there exists an irreducible polynomial w € K|y]
such that §* | w(F),

3) g% | w(F) for some square-free polynomial w € K|[y.

Proof. Assume that g € K|[z] is square-free. The equivalence of 1) and 2) follows
by applying [Jed, Th. 4.1] for all irreducible polynomials g | g. To prove 2) =
3), take for w in 3) the least common multiple of all @ appearing in 2). Then
w(F) in 3) is a common multiple of the @w(F) appearing in 2). Since g2 in 3) is
the least common multiple of the g2 appearing in 2), 2) = 3) follows. Hence
it remains to show 3) = 2).

So assume 3) and let § be an arbitrary irreducible divisor of g. We have
to show that there exists an irreducible w € K|y] such that g* | @w(F). Since
g% | w(F), we can decompose w = wiws, such that w; is irreducible and g |
wy(F). If §* | wi(F), then we are done, so suppose that g t wi(F). Then
G | wa(F). Let F be the residue classes of F' modulo g, i.e. F; = F; + (§) for
each i. Define r := trdegy (F, Fs, ..., F,) and assume without loss of generality
that [, Fy, ..., F, are algebraically independent of K. Then r < n— 1, because



If < n—2, then we can follow the last paragraph in the proof of (i) = (ii)
of [Jed, Th. 4.1] verbatim to obtain that g% | w(F) for some irreducible @ € K[y].
So assume that » = n — 1. Notice that w; and wq are relatively prime, because
w is square-free. Now we can obtain a contradiction with r = n — 1, either by
observing that the ideal (w7, ws) has height at least two, or by computing the
resultant with respect to y, of wy and ws. O

Just like [Jed, Th. 4.1], its immediate consequence [Jed, Cor. 4.2] can be gener-
alized. We do this by extending it with one line, namely property 3).

Corollary 2.2. Let K be a field of characteristic zero and F € K[z]™ be an
arbitrary polynomial map. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

1) det JF € K*,

2) for every irreducible polynomial w € Kly|, the polynomial w(F) is square-
free,

3) for every square-free polynomial w € K|y|, the polynomial w(F') is square-
free.

Proof. Every assertion is equivalent to the nonexistence of an irreducible ¢ in
the respective assertion of theorem 2.1. O

We end this section with a theorem about some reducibility properties which
cannot be combined with the Keller condition. We use a result of [LM] for that.

Theorem 2.3. Let K be a field of characteristic zero and F € K[x]™ be a Keller
map. Suppose that F; is of the form L;H;, where deg L; = 1. Then for

1) The linear part of L;(0)H; is divisible by L; — L;(0) for each i,
2) L(0) is contained in the column space of JL,
3) det JL € K*,
4) degF' =1,
5) F; is irreducible for each i,
we have 1) = 2) = 8) = }) = J).

Proof. Notice that 3) = 2) and 4) = 5) are trivial. Hence it suffices to prove
the following.

1) = 3) Let * denotes the Hadamard product. Suppose that 1) holds. Then
for each i, the linear part of L;(0)H; is of the form (L; —L;(0)) (¢c; — H;(0))
for some ¢; € K. Hence for each i, the linear part of F; = L;H;, which
is (L; — L;(0))H;(0) larger than the linear part of L;(0)H;, is equal to
(Li — Li(0))¢;. Thus the linear part of F is equal to (L — L(0)) * ¢ for
some ¢ € K™. Hence cico---cpdet JL = (det JF)|z—o. Now 3) follows
from the Keller condition on F.



2) = 3) Suppose that 2) holds. Say that JL-a = L(0), where a € K™. Then
the constant part of L(x — a) is equal to

L(—a)ZJL|1:—a'(—a)—l—L(O):jL-(—a)—i—JL-a:O

Hence the linear part of F(x—a) = L(x—a)*H(x—a) is equal to L(z—a)*
H(—a). Using the Keller condition for F, det JL | det(J F)|y=z—a € K*
follows, which is 3).

3) = 4) Suppose that 3) holds. Then L is invertible and
F(L™"(z)) = L(L™"(z)) * H(L™"(z)) =2+ H(L'(2))

is a Keller map as well. It follows from [LM, Prop. 6] that deg H =
deg H(L~'z) = 0. Hence deg F' = 1. O

3 Irreducibility results by reduction of general

Keller maps, combined with other reductions
of the JC

Theorem 3.1. Assume F € Klx|™ is a cubic Keller map without quadratic
terms over a field K of characteristic zero. Then there exists a A € K™ such
that for

(F = A&7 41, Tnt1) (1)

G =
G=(F -\t |, Tni1,Tns2 + 25, 1) (2)

and
3 ty, .2
G=F =AMy, Tnyo — 32N 1, Tny1)

=(F,0,0) + Voo, 1204 (wn+1$n+2 - xt)‘xi-i-l) (3)

every linear combination of the components of G and 1 which is reducible is
already a linear combination of 1.

Furthermore, G is a cubic Keller map without quadratic terms, and F is
invertible, if and only if G is invertible. Additionally, we have the following.

i) If F is linearly conjugate to a Druzkowski map, then so is G in (2).
i) If TF is symmetric, then 0 is Jpzp1,0n:2G 10 (3).
Proof. In corollary 5.2, we will prove the first claim (the existence of A) for
G = (F = Az} 1 Tns1,Tnga — h) (4)

where h € K|z, 2,41] is arbitrary. This immediately gives the first claim for
G in (2). To obtain the first claim for G in (1) and (3), we remove the last



component of G and interchange the last two component of G respectively in
(4). Thus a A € K™ as given exists.
By expansion of the determinant along the (n+2)-th column, if present, and
subsequently along the last row, we see that
det Ty 2., G = det JF in (1),

det Ty w1 20i.G = det JF in (2), and

det T e ani.G = —det JF in (3).
Hence G is a Keller map, and one can easily verify that GG is a cubic Keller map
without quadratic terms.

We only prove the rest of this theorem for the cases (2) and (3), since the
case (1) is similar. Let E = (z — A23 1, Zpi1, Tnga).

i) Assume that G is as in (2). Then
G= E(F, Tn+1, xn+2)

|96n+2:96n+2 erflJrl

Consequently, F' is invertible, if and only if G is invertible.
Suppose that TF(T~'z) is a Druzkowski map. Set

0

. T D

T = 0
0 0]/1 0
0 00 1

Then TG(T (2, Zny1,Tny2)) is a Druzkowski map as well. Hence G is
linearly conjugate to a Druzkowski map in case F' is.

ii) Assume that G is as in (3). Then

(G17 G27 ceey Gn7 Gn+27 Gn-‘rl) = E(F7 xn-{-lu xn-‘r?)|mn+2:zn+2—3:gt)\mi+l

Consequently, F' is invertible, if and only if G is invertible.

Suppose that JF' is symmetric. Then by (3), JG is symmetric as well,
which completes the proof. o

Theorem 3.2. Assume that F € K[z|" is a Keller map over a field K of
characteristic zero and let d > 2 be an integer. Then for

G= (F - y*dvy) (5)
G=(F—yy z+y? (6)

and

G=(F- y*d 2 — dwty*(d*”, Y)
= (F,0,...,0,0,...,0) + Va .. (y'z — 2'y*) (7)



every linear combination of the components of G and 1 which is reducible is
already a linear combination of 1.

Furthermore, G is a Keller map and F is invertible, if and only if G is
invertible, and we have the following.

i) If F — x is linearly conjugate to a power linear map of degree d, then so

is G — (x,y,2) in (6).
i) If TF is symmetric, then so is Jyy..G in (7).
Proof. In corollary 4.9, we will prove the first claim for
G = (F—yyz— M) ®)

where H € K|z, y]™ is arbitrary. The proof of this theorem is a multidimensional
variation of the proof of theorem 3.1, where corollary 4.9 is used by way of (8)
instead of corollary 5.2 by way of (4). O

Theorem 3.3. Assume that K is a field of characteristic zero with algebraic
closure K. Let F € K[z]" be a Keller map of degree d. Takei € {1,2,...,n,n+
1} and fiz pia, oy i1y it 1s - - -5 fng1 € K. If pj # 0 for some j withi # j < n,
then

fr=mFr 4+ poFo+ -+ pnFp + fint1

is reducible over K for at most d*> — 1 values of p; € K.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that j = 1. Then (f, F,...,F,) is
a Keller map as well. By expansion of the Jacobian determinant along the
first row, we see that gcd{a%lf, aixzfv ey %f} € K* C K*. If i < n, then
expansion of the Jacobian determinant along the first and the i-th row gives
ged{det Tp\ o, (f, Fi) | 1 <k <l<n}e K*CK*.

We will prove the case ¢ = n + 1 in 2) = 4) of lemma 4.5, where 2) is the
opposite of the claim to be proved and 4) is the opposite of ged {aixlf, %f, ey

82ﬂf} € K*. We will prove the case i < n in 1) = 3) of lemma 4.6,

where 1) is the opposite of the claim to be proved and 3) is the opposite of
ged{det Ty, 2, (f, Fi) |1 <k <l<n} e K*. O

Corollary 3.4. Assume that K is a field of characteristic zero and F € K|z
is a Keller map. Then there evists a A € K™ and a T € GL,,(K) such that the
components of both F + X\ and T~ F(Tz) are all irreducible over K.

Proof. Notice that #K > d? because chr K = 0. The first claim follows from
the case ¢ = n + 1 of theorem 3.3 and the second claim follows from the case
1 < n of theorem 3.3 with p,41 = 0. O

In [KS, Th. 3], the authors prove additional properties for the T € GL,,(K) when
n > 3, namely that there exists a T € GL,(K) such that for every A € K",
every component of T~'F(Tx) + X is irreducible over K.

i) of theorem 3.5 below is a generalization of [Bak2, Th. 2.2] by Bakalarski.
In ii) of theorem 3.5, (9) with v = i and v/ = —1 corresponds to the gradient



reduction of the JC in [dBvdE2|, where F' — z is (cubic) homogeneous. Taking
u=1and v = —1 in (9) gives a gradient reduction of the JC that does not
require imaginary units, which is essentially the gradient reduction of the JC in
[Dru2].

Theorem 3.5. Assume that G is a Keller map with a symmetric Jacobian over
a field K of characteristic zero. Write Ggl) for the linear part of G;.

i) If G € K[x]", then G; (+ c) is irreducible (for all c € K ) in case a%iGz('l) #

0 and G; — GZ(-l) is (cubic) homogeneous.

i) If G € K[x,y]*", then G; is irreducible for all i in case G is of the form

G = Vay(f(x 4+ uy) + (x+u'y) F(x + uy)) (9)

where u,u’ € K such that v # 0, f € K[z] and F; € K|z] for all i < n.
Furthermore, u # u' and F is a Keller map in case G is of the form (9),
and additionally F is invertible, if and only if G is.

Proof.

i)

ii)

Suppose that G € K[z]" and ¢ € K such that G;+c is reducible, a%iGz('l) %

0 and G; —Ggl) is homogeneous of degree d. Then d > 2. In order to prove
i) both with and without the parenthesized parts, it suffices to obtain a
contradiction in case either d < 3 or ¢ = 0. We shall derive a contradiction
by showing that deg G; = 1 in both cases. Since G is a Keller map, we see
by expansion of the Jacobian determinant of G along the i-th row that
JG; is unimodular.

In 1) = 3) of corollary 4.4, we will show that (Gz(-l))2 | Gi — Ggl) in case
G; — Gz(-l) is homogeneous of degree d > 2 and JG; is unimodular, and
either d < 3 or ¢ = 0. In corollary 6.2, we will show that degG; =1
in case %Ggl) # 0, (Gl(-l))2 | G; — Ggl) and G is a Keller map with a
symmetric Jacobian. Hence deg G; = 1.

Suppose that G € K[z, y]>". Notice first that the right hand side of (9)
is equal to Vi ((f + ¥"F)|(2.5)=(2+uy,s+ury))- Hence the chain rule for
Vey = Ty, tells us that

I, I,
¢= ( ul, u'I, ) (vm’y(f—i_th))’(xvy):(eruy-,eru’y)

In lemma 6.5, we will show that F' is invertible, if and only if G is, and
that det Hy (f + y'F) = (=1)"(det JF)?. Since G is a Keller map, we
see that u # v’ and that F is a Keller map.

Again in lemma 6.5, we will show that 'V, ,(f + y'F) is irreducible for
all 4 € K" such that u; # 0 for some i < n, in case F is a Keller map.
Thus G; is irreducible for all ¢ < n. Since u # 0, G; is irreducible for all
i >n as well. O



The proposition below shows that F; — ¢ is irreducible for all ¢ € K in case F
is a Keller map and F; — x; is a power of a linear form.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that K is a field of characteristic zero and f € K|[x;]
such that degf # 1 and h := f — x; is a polynomial in a linear form. If
h € K[x;], then f is not a component of a Keller map. If h ¢ K|[x;], then f is
a tame coordinate.

Proof. If h € K[x;], then by expansion along the Jacobian row corresponding to
f, we see that f cannot be a component of a Keller map. So assume h ¢ K|[z;].
Then there exist a T' € GL,, (K) such that Tyz = z; and h € K[Tsz], say that
h = p(Tex). Tt follows that f is the first component of the composition of the
elementary invertible map (z1 + p(x2), x2,x3,...,%,) and T O

Below is another proposition that can be used to show that F; — c is irreducible
for all ¢ € K in some cases.

Proposition 3.7. Assume that K is a field of characteristic zero and f,h €
K[x] such that deg(f — h) = 1. If there exists a vector v € K™ such that
Jh-v=0#Jf v, then f is a tame coordinate.

Proof. Since v # 0, there exists a T € GL,,(K) such that v = Te;, where e;
is the first standard basis unit vector and hence Teq is the first column of 7.
Consequently,

Th(Ta) - er = (Th)|aers - v = 0 £ (T Plocra - v = TF(T2) - &1

It follows that h(Tx) € K[za,xs3,...,x,] and f(Tz) ¢ Klze,3,...,2,]. Since
deg(f(Tx)—h(Tx)) =1, we see that f(Tz)—h(Tz)—cx1 € K[z, 23,...,2,] for
some ¢ € K*. Hence f(Tz) — cx1 € K[z2,73,...,2,] and E := (¢ f(Tx), xa,
x3,...,%,) is a elementary invertible polynomial map. Since f is the first com-
ponent of cE(T~'z), we see that f is a tame coordinate. O

4 Irreducibility lemmas for polynomials with uni-
modular partial derivatives

Lemma 4.1. Let K be an algebraically closed field and f € K[z] such that
deg f = d > 2. Suppose that [ has only terms of degree 0,1,d, and x1 — ¢ | f
for some c € K*. If f is nonsingular, then

=@l =)+ (" —dde Yz —¢)
for some ¢, " € K*.

Proof. Since f is nonsingular, we have f = (z1 — ¢)(g - (z1 — ¢) + ¢’) for some
g € K[z] and a ¢’ € K*. Hence f — (1 — ¢) = (z1 — ¢)?g and it suffices to
show that

(1 —¢)%g = (2% — ) — ddc? (a1 — ¢) (10)

10



for some ¢’ € K*. Let ¢ be the coefficient of 2¢ in f. Then the left hand side
of (10), which is the difference of two polynomials with terms of degrees 0,1, d
only, is of the form ¢'z¢ +b'x1 +a’ for some a’, b’ € K. Since ¢’ is already given,
there is only one polynomial of the form ¢’z¢ 4 x1 +a’, with a’, ¥’ € K, which is
divisible by (21 — ¢)?. Hence it suffices to show that the right hand side of (10)
is divisible by (21 — ¢)?. If we divide the right hand side of (10) by ¢/(z1 — ¢),
then we get

d—1
(lei—l +c$¢11—2 NI Cdfl) _ dcd71 — chflfi(xzi _ Ci)
i=0
which is again divisible by z1 — ¢. So the right hand side of (10) is divisible by
T, — ¢ twice. O

Lemma 4.2. Let K be a field and f € K[z] be nonzero. Assume that f = gh
is a polynomial decomposition, such that h(0) # 0. Take g* € Klx] and write
9 for the homogeneous part of degree i of f.

Ifg* | fO, fM . fldegd) then g* | g.

Proof. Write g(¥) for the homogeneous part of degree i of g. Notice that g* |
f© = gOn(0) | g». Suppose that g* | g, g™, ... ¢ for some i < degg.
Since g* | f0+1) | we obtain by expressing f(**1) in the homogeneous parts of g
and h that ¢g* | gtVA(0) | g¢+tY. By induction on i, g* | g(@, g™, ..., gldes9)
so g* | g(O) + g(l) 4t g(dcgg) =g. O

Corollary 4.3. Let K be a field and assume f € K[x] such that f — axy is
homogeneous of degree d > 2 for some nonzero a € K. If f is reducible, then

,Tllf

Proof. Suppose that f is reducible. Then we can decompose f = gh such that
h(0) # 0 and degg < d — 1. From lemma 4.2 with g* = 1, we obtain that

r1lglf. O

Corollary 4.4. Let K be a field and assume that f € K[z] has terms of degree
0,1,d only, where d > 2, say that f = f© 4+ fO 4 (D such that £ is homo-
geneous of degree i or zero. Suppose that f is reducible and J f is unimodular.

Then for

1) d <3 or fO =0,

2) f has a divisor of degree 1,

3) fO =0, fV | f and (fD)? | f19,
we have 1) = 2) = 3).

Proof. Since J f is unimodular, we have f (1) £ 0 and f is nonsingular over the
algebraic closure K of K.

11



The case d < 3 of 1) => 2) follows directly from the supposition that f is
reducible and the case f(*) = 0 of 1) = 2) follows from corollary 4.3, because
we may assume without loss of generality that f() = ;.

In order to prove 2) => 3), suppose that f has a divisor of degree 1. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that 1 — ¢ | f for some ¢ € K. Notice that
deg f > 2 because f is reducible. Hence (8%1 f0 --- 0) is not unimodular. If
¢ # 0, then lemma 4.1 tells us that Jf = (a%lf 0 --- 0), which contradicts,
that Jf is unimodular. So ¢ = 0 and «; | f. By the nonsingularity of f over
K, we obtain that f = ¢’z1(gz1 + 1) for some ¢’ € K* and a g € K|[x]. This
gives 3). O

Lemma 4.5. LelZK be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and
assume that f € K[z] has degree d, and g € K[y]\ K. Then for

1) f — g is reducible,

2) f — c is reducible for at least d* values of ¢ € K,

3) f € Klp?,p°) for some p € K[z,

B e (e f b e £ K
we have 1) = 2) = 3) = /).
Proof. 2) = 3) follows immediately from Corollary 3 of [Sch, Th. 37]. If f € K,
then Jf = 0 and 4) holds. If f ¢ K and 3) holds, then 0 < degp < deg f and
4) is satisfied because g—g ¢ K and g—gj g—i for all 4. This gives 3) = 4), so 1)
= 2) remains to be proved. If f € K, then 2) is trivially satisfied, so assume
that deg, f > 1. B

Suppose that we have a decomposition f — g = hy - he and that h; € K[y].
Then the leading homogeneous part with respect to x of f — g is divisible by
hi. This contradicts that f — g has no terms with variables of both z and y,
so deg, h1 > 0 and deg, ha < deg, f. Consequently, deg, ha < deg(f — ¢) and
similarly deg, h1 < deg(f — ¢). For every ¢ € K, g — ¢ has a solution a € K™,

and A1 |y=q - ho|y=q is a decomposition of f — ¢, because both factors have degree
less than deg(f — ¢). This gives 1) = 2). O

Lemma 4.6. Let I:( be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and
assume that f,g € K[z] have degree at most d. Then for

1) f — cg is reducible for at least d* values of c € K and ged{f,g} € K,

2) there exists p,q € K[z] such that f € K[p,q] and g € K[p?,pq, ¢*,p%,p?q,
pa* 4%,
3) ged{det Ty, (f,9) | 1 <i<j<n} ¢ K"

we have 1) = 2) = 3).
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Proof. 1) = 2) follows from Corollary 2 of [Sch, Th. 37|, because f + xp+19
is irreducible in case gcd{f,g} € K*. If Jf and Jg are dependent over K,
then the formula in 3) equals zero, so assume the opposite. Then f and g are
algebraically independent over K. Suppose that 2) holds. Then p and q are
algebraically independent over K as well, and by the chain rule

\-711',1]' (fu g) = jp,q(fa g) : jwi,wj (pu Q)

Hence det Jp 4(f, g) divides the fomula in 3). Since both entries of 7, ,f are
contained in K[p, g] and both entries of J, ,g are contained in K[p,q] \ K, we
have det 7, 4(f,9) € K[p,q] \ K, and 3) follows. This gives 2) = 3). O

Lemma 4.7. Assume F € Klz|" is any polynomial map over a field K of
characteristic zero with algebraic closure K. Let d > 2 and A € K™. Then for
all h € K[z, xp41], the map G = (F — )\xi+1,xn+1, Znt2 — h) has the property
that for all p € K"3, either

g = p1G1 + oG + -+ + tn12Gnio + fnis
1s wrreducible, or pn+1 = pint2 =0 and
fZ:,ulFl+,U2F2+"'+,unFn+,un+3 =g

or we have jin, 1o =0 and f € K[p?,p?] for some p € K[x], in which case J f is
not unimodular.

Proof. Assume that h € K[z, z,1] and that g is reducible. Then pp42 = 0
because otherwise g would be a tame coordinate. Hence g — f € Klx,41].
Since the nonzero terms of g — f have degrees 1 and d only, we even have
g—f € Klzpsa] \ K*. If f = g, then p,y1 = 0 because 412,41 IS the
difference between the linear parts of g and f. If f # g, then by 1) = 3) of
lemma 4.5 (with g — f instead of g), f € K|[p?,p®] for some p € K[z], and 3)
= 4) of lemma 4.5 tells us Jf is not unimodular over K and hence neither
over K. O

Lemma 4.8. Assume that F' € Klz]|™ is any polynomial map over a field K
of characteristic zero with algebraic closure K. Let A € K[y]® such that yi,
Yo,y Yn, A1, Ao, ..., Ay, 1 are linearly independent over K. Then for all H €
K[z, y]™, the map

G:=F-ANy,z—H)

has the property that for all p € K3+, cither
g :=pmG1+ p2Ga + - + 30 Gan + pan41
is irreducible, or pon+1 = pont2 = -+ = H3n = 0 and for
[i=wmFr+ peFo+ -+ un By + pang1

we have f € K[p?, p3] for some p € K[x|, in which case J f is not unimodular.

13



Proof. Assume that H € K|x,y]™ and suppose that g is reducible. Then
ton+1 = Hont2 = --- = p3, = 0 because otherwise g would be a tame co-
ordinate. Hence g — f € K|[y|. Since 1 is linearly independent over K of y1, ya,

vy Uny A1, Aa, .o Ay, as opposed to g — f, we even have g — f € K[y]\ K*. If
f = g, then the linear independence over K of y1,ys2, ..., Yn, A1, Ao, ..., A, tells
us that f = psn1 € K[p?,p?] for any p € K[z] and that Jf = (0! 02 ... O")
is not unimodular. The case f # g follows in a similar manner as in the proof
of lemma 4.7. o

Corollary 4.9. Assume that F € K|x]" is a Keller map over a field K and
d > 2. Then for all H € K[x,y]™, the map

G:=(F —y*d oy, 2 — H)
has the property that
u1G1 + paGa + - - + pu3nGzn + f3ny1

is irreducible for all p € K3"* such that pu; # 0 for some i < 3n.

Proof. Assume that H € K[z,y]™ and suppose that g :== p1G1 + poGa2 + -+ +
130 G3n + H3n+1 18 reducible and p; # 0 for some ¢ < 3n. Let f := u F1 +
woFo + - 4+ pn Fpy + pgnt1. By lemma 4.8, we have i < 2n. Since degg # 1 by
reducibility of g, we can even take ¢ < n.

Again by lemma 4.8, 7 f is not unimodular, and expansion along the i-th
row of the Jacobian determinant tells us that (Fi,..., Fi—1, f, Fit1,..., Fp) is
not a Keller map. This contradicts that F' is a Keller map and that f is as given
with u; # 0, so g is irreducible in case p; # 0 for some i < 3n. O

5 Irreducibility results for cubic Keller maps with-
out quadratic terms

Theorem 5.1. Assume F = x + H is a polynomial map over a field K of
characteristic zero, such that H € Klx]™ is cubic homogeneous and JH is
nilpotent. Say that besides linear combinations of 1 only, there are exactly s > 1
linear combinations of Fi,Fs, ..., F,, 1 which are reducible, when we do not
count scalar multiples.

Then s < n —4 and there exists a T € GL,,(K) such that the first s com-
ponents of T-YF(Tx) are reducible. In particular, s is finite and the first s
components of T~*F(Tx) are the only linear combinations of the components of
T~'F(Tz) and 1, which are reducible and not a linear combination of 1 only.

Proof. Notice that F'is a Keller map and therefore, 7 F; is unimodular for each 3.
By 1) = 3) of corollary 4.4, all reducible linear combinations of Fy, Fy, ..., Fy,, 1
are already linear combinations of Fi, F5, ..., F,,. Replace F' by a linear conju-
gation of F' such that as many components of F' as possible become reducible,
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say that exactly ¢ such components become reducible. Assume without loss of
generality that Fy, F5, ..., F; are the reducible components of F'.

It suffices to show that ¢t = s and ¢ < n — 4. We first show the latter by
distinguishing ¢ > n — 4 into three cases.

o (t>)n—4<0.
Then n < 4 and we have s =t = 0 on account of E. Hubbers result that
the Jacobian conjecture holds for F', see [Hub] or [vdE, Cor. 7.1.3]. This
contradicts s > 1.

et > (n—4>) 0 and for each i < t, there exists a j < t such that
Hj = \jxias for some \j € K*.
Notice that j as above is unique for all 4, hence ¢ — j is a permutation
of {1,2,...,t}, say with a cycle of length k¥ < t. Then we may assume
without loss of generality that

2 2 2 2
H1 = Alxkxl H2 = )\2x1x2 H3 = )\3$2I3 s Hk = )\kzkflxk

The leading principal minor determinant of size k of JH equals (2’c -
(=DF)A1@frza3 - - - Apai, so the corresponding submatrix is not nilpotent.
But since F; € K[x1,22,...,2x] for all i < k, the leading principal minor
matrix of size k is nilpotent, because its p-th power is a submatrix of
(JH)P. Contradiction.

et >n—4>0 and for some i < t, there does not exist a j <t such that
H; = /\jxix? for some \; € K*.
Notice that (JH)|z,=o is nilpotent because J H is nilpotent. Since F; =
x; + H; is reducible, it follows from 1) = 3) of corollary 4.4 that i-th row
of (JH)|z,—0 is zero. Hence the principal minor matrix that we obtain
from (J H)|z,—0 by removing its i-th row and é-th column is nilpotent as
well. This minor matrix is equal to

jwl,...,mi,1,11+1,...,m7l (H1|;Ei:07 cee 7Hi—l|$i:07 Hi-‘rl';ﬂi:Ou “ee 7Hn|LE¢:0)

By 1) = 3) of corollary 4.4 we see that 23 | Hj for each j < t. But
by assumption on ¢, we have :Eix? { H; for each j < t. Hence by cubic
homogeneity of H;, we have H;|;,—o # 0 for each j < t except j = i. So
deg F; = deg Fj|z,—0 and deg g = deg g|,,=o for every g | Fj and each j <t
except j = i. As a consequence, Fi|y;—0,---, Fi—1|ei=0s Fit1|z;=0 - - - s
Ft|z,—0 are all reducible. Since n —4 is between 0 and ¢ exclusive, we have
t > 2, and it follows by induction on n that we get a contradiction.

So it remains to show that t = s. Suppose therefore that ¢t # s. Then t < s and
by maximality of ¢, all linear combinations of Fi, F5, ..., F}, which are reducible
are already linear combinations of F}, Fb,..., F;. Since t < s, there exists a
linear combination of the form 1 Fy + poFo + - - - 4+ e Fy which is reducible, such
that u; # 0 for at least two i’s. Hence we may assume that there is a reducible

15



linear combination of the form pi Fy + puoFo + - -+ + pFy with pyps -« -y # 0,
where 2 < r <t.

Assume first that there exist i < r < k such that a%kHi # 0. On account of
1) = 3) of corollary 4.4, for each j < r, we have H; = x?g for some linear form
g, which is the only irreducible factor of F; that may contain xj. Therefore,

9]
8—(M1H1 + poHy + -+ prHy) (11)
T
is a nontrivial K-linear combination of z%,z3,...,22. Since the coefficient of

z129 of (@1 + poto + - + puray)? is 2o # 0, (pay + po®a + - -+ + ppy)?
does not divide (11), and neither divides pi Hy + poHa + - -+ + pp H,.. Now 1)
= 3) of corollary 4.4 tells us that the Jacobian of pui Fy + poFo + -+ + - Fy
is not unimodular. Hence (u1Fy + poFo + -+ + p.Fr, Fo, F3,..., F,) is not a
Keller map and neither is F'. This contradicts that J H is nilpotent.

Assume next that %Hi =0foralli<r <k Then H; € K[z1,22,...,2/]
for all # < r and the leading principal minor matrix of size r of J H is nilpotent
because its p-th power is a submatrix of (JH)P. Since r > r — 4, it follows by
induction on n that Jz, z,....2,(H1, Ha, ..., H;) is not nilpotent. But the latter
matrix is exactly the above principal minor matrix. Contradiction. o

Corollary 5.2. Assume that F' € K[z]" is a cubic Keller map over a field K
of characteristic zero without quadratic terms. Then there exists a A € K™ such
that for all h € K[z, xn+1], the map

G = (F = A2} 1, Tn1, Tpio — h)
has the property that

pG1+ peGa + -+ + ping2Gnya + fings
is irreducible for all u € K™*3 such that u; # 0 for some i <n + 2.

Proof. Take T as in theorem 5.1 and let A be the Hadamard sum of the columns
of T. Assume that g := u1G1 + p2Ga + - - - + ptint2Gni2 + fints is reducible for
some p € K™13 such that p; # 0 for some s < n+2. If f 1= 1 Fy + poFo+-- -+
tnFpn + pints = g, then f(Tx) = g(Tz) is reducible as well, and by theorem 5.1,
(1 p2 -+ pp) is c times a row of T~ for some ¢ € K*. By the choice of \, we
have g = f + (u1 p2 =+ pin)A23 4 = f+ cad ., in this case, which contradicts
=y

So f # g and by lemma 4.7, Jf is not unimodular and p,+2 = 0. Since

tn+1Gnt1 = Mnt1Tnta is irreducible, we can choose i < n. Hence (F1, ..., F;_1,
fyFit1,...,Fy) is not a Keller map. This contradicts that F' is a Keller map,
so ¢ is irreducible. O

6 Irreducibility lemmas for symmetric Keller maps
Lemma 6.1. Assume F is a Keller map in dimension n over a field K of

characteristic zero, such that JF is symmetric. If F; is of the form ¢/ x;+x?h+c
for some ¢, € K and a h € K[z], then h = 0.
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Proof. Suppose that h # 0, say that h = :Cffzﬁ, where x; t h. Then F;, =
c'z; + xfh + ¢ and from Poincaré’s lemma, it follows that F' = V f for some
f € KJz]. Hence 8%1» = F;, so if h has no terms that are divisible by x;, then

f=Flo=o-1+c i+ 3 2] + Tiﬁ-mf“
In the general case, we can turn out terms of h that are divisible by x; by
reducing A - 27" modulo 72, and we have

% %

fmod 272 = flo—o-1+c - + 12l + ﬁlliﬂzi:o Ak
It follows that %Fi = ;—;f is the only entry of the matrix JF = Hf with
terms of degree between 1 and r — 1 inclusive in z;, and those terms add up to
Thlp—0 - @771 # 0, because r > 2 by definition. If ¢ is a term of hl,,—o with
nonzero coefficient, say with coefficient ¢”” # 0, then the coefficients of 1 and
z7 't of the i-th row JF; of Hf are the row vectors

(01 R e S S 0™) and (01 o0 e it L 0") (12)

respectively. Since det JF € K*, the constant part det(J F)|,—¢ of det JF is
nonzero, and ¢ # 0 follows.

Suppose now that the term ¢ of B|wi:0 is not divisible by any other such term
with nonzero coefficient. Then the term rc’z] 't of (JF);; is the only nonzero
term in JF that both divides x7 't and is divisible by x;. Hence the coefficient
of a:zr_lt in det JF = det Hf is formed by the term rc”a:;_lt of (JF)s and
other terms of J F', which have to be constant terms, being outside row i of JF
because of (12).

(12) additionally tells us that inside row i of J F, the coefficients of 2} 't are
a factor r¢”(¢/)~! larger than those of 1. Hence by linearity of the determinant
function in the i-th row, the coefficient of xz_lt in det JF = det Hf is equal
to rc”’(¢/)~! times the constant part det(J F)|y,—o of det JF. This contradicts
det JF € K*,s0 h = 0. O

Corollary 6.2. Assume G is a Keller map in dimension n over a field K of
characteristic zero, such that JG is symmetric. Write Ggl) for the linear part
of G; and assume that %Ggl) #0.

If G; is of the form GZ(-I) + (Gl(»l))Qh + ¢ for some ¢ € K and a h € K|x],
then h = 0 and hence deg G; = 1.

Proof. Take T € GL,(K) such that T corresponds to the identity matrix I,
except for the i-th row, for which we take (%ng %Ggl) %Ggl)).
From Poincaré’s lemma, it follows that G = Vg for some g € KJ[z]. Next,
define f := g(T'z) and F := (T~1)'G(T~'z). Since (T!)! corresponds to the
identity matrix I, except for the i-th column, we have F; = (T—1)"),G(Tx) =
(T_l)“‘Gi(T_l.I).
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By definition of T, the linear part of G; is equal to Tz, thus the linear part
of Gi(T~'z) is equal to Gl(l)(Tflx) = z;. Hence F; = (T~ Y)uGi(T ') =
(T~1)ii (zi + 2?h(T'x) + ¢). Furthermore,

V=T = (Tg(T72))" = (G loer—r, - T7) = (T7)'G(T'0) = F

so JF is symmetric, and we have h(T~'x) = 0 on account of lemma 6.1. This
gives the desired result. O

Theorem 6.3. Assume G is a Keller map in dimension n over a field K of
characteristic zero, such that JG is symmetric. Write Gl(-k) for the homogeneous
part of degree k of G; and suppose that %Ggl) #0 and Gz(-l) | ng) forallk < d.

If G; has a divisor of degree less than d with trivial constant part, then
degG; = 1.

Proof. Suppose that g | G;, degg < d and ¢g(0) = 0. Say that G; = gh. Since
9(0) = 0, we have h(0) | Gz(-l) # 0. From lemma 4.2 with g* = GZ(-l), we obtain
that Gz(-l) | g | G;. Hence we may assume that g = Ggl).

By the Keller condition, G; is nonsingular over the algebraic closure of K,

which gives that G; is of the form of corollary 6.2 above with ¢ = 0. On account
of that corollary, deg G; = 1. O

Lemma 6.4. Let f be of the form go + g1y1 + g2y2 + « - - + Gn¥Yn, where g; € A
for all i for some unique factorization domain A. Then f is irreducible, if and

Only Zf ng{gOaglug27 oo 7977,} € A*.

Proof. If f decomposes in two factors, then one of this factors is constant with
respect to y. The rest of the proof is an easy exercise. O

Lemma 6.5. Assume that F € K|x]™ is a polynomial map over a field K of
characteristic zero and f € K[z]. Set G := V,,(f +y'F). Then det J, ,G =
(—=1)"(det JF)? and F is invertible, if and only if G is invertible. Furthermore,

w1Gr + paGo + -+ pnGpn + - - + ponGan + font+1 (13)

is irreducible for all p € K21 such that p; # 0 for some i < n in case F is a
Keller map.

Proof. Notice that J, ,G is of the form

TowG =Hay(f +y'F) = ( ( (JF)! )

*
JF) 0
whence det J, ,G = (—1)"(det JF)?. Consequently, both F and G are Keller

maps in case one of them is, which we assume from now on. Notice that G =
((JF)'y + V[, F) by definition. Hence we have

G(z (TF)) v =VD) = (4. F)
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and we see that that G is invertible, if and only if F' is invertible.
Suppose that p € K21 such that u; # 0 for some i < n. Then (13) is of
the form go + g1y1 + go2y2 + « - - + gnyn with g; € K|[z] for all . More precisely,

(9192 - gn) :Jy((ul 2 - un)((JF)terVf))

is a nontrivial linear combination of the rows of (JF)*, so (g1 g2 -*+ gn) is uni-
modular. In particular, ged{go, 91,92,...,9n} € K*. Hence (13) is irreducible
on account of lemma 6.4. o
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