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CURVE
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Abstract. Let X ⊂ C2n be an n-dimensional algebraic variety. We define the
algebraic version of the generic symmetry defect set (Wigner caustic) of X. More-
over, we compute its singularities for Xd being a generic curve of degree d in C2.

1. Introduction

Over the last two decades numerous methods have been developed to study affine
geometry of surfaces and curves, especially their affinely invariant symmetry charac-
teristics. The symmetry sets [3, 4, 5] and the center symmetry sets were investigated
extensively in [11, 8, 9, 6]. Several constructions of the set equivalent to the point of
central symmetry for perturbed centrally symmetric ovals were presented in the liter-
ature and resulted in the kind of symmetry defect called center symmetry set. The
center symmetry set directly appears in the construction of the so-called Wigner
caustic. This caustic is obtained by the stationary phase method applied to the
semiclassical Wigner function which completely describes a quantum state in the
symplectic phase space [2]. It is built of points where the central symmetry, i.e.
the number of intervals ending in the surface and passing centrally through that
point, changes. We call this set a symmetry defect or bifurcation set. In [12] this
construction was generalized for algebraic varieties Zn ⊂ C2n.

This note is motivated by the recent results of [12]. We address the problem of
how to introduce a generic symmetry defect set (GSDS) associated to n-dimensional
variety X ⊂ C2n. Note that in the algebraic case we cannot use a general deforma-
tion of X as it is done in the smooth case. To avoid this difficulty we will consider
the linear deformation of a pair (X,X) and we will study the symmetry defect set
of this pair. We will show that the generic symmetry defect set is an irreducible
algebraic hypersurface with nice singularities, which is defined up to the ambient
homeomorphism of C2n.

We also show:

Theorem 4.1 Let X, Y ⊂ C2 be generic plane curves of degree d1 and d2, respec-
tively, with d1, d2 ≥ 2. Then C ′ = GSDS(X, Y ) is an irreducible curve with

c = 12

(
d1

2

)(
d2

2

)
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cusps and

n = 2

(
d1

2

)(
d2

2

)
[(d1 + d2)2 − d1 − d2 − 10]

nodes. It has degree, genus and Euler characteristic equal respectively to

deg(C ′) = d1d2(d1 + d2 − 2),

g(C ′) = d1d2(2d1d2 − 3(d1 + d2) + 4) + 1,

χ(C ′) = −d1d2(4d1d2 − 5(d1 + d2) + 6).

This yields as a consequence

Corollary 4.3 Let X ⊂ C2 be a generic plane curve of degree d ≥ 2. Then GSDS(X)
is an irreducible curve of degree 2d2(d− 1) and genus g = 2d2(d2 − 3d+ 2) + 1 with

c = 12
(
d
2

)2
cusps and n = 4

(
d
2

)2
[2d2 − d − 5] nodes. Moreover, χ(GSDS(X)) =

−d2(4d2 − 10d+ 6).

2. Symmetry defect set

Let Xn ⊂ C2n be a smooth manifold of dimension n. For a given point a ∈ C2n

we are interested in the number µ(a) of pairs of points x, y ∈ X such that a is the
center of the interval xy, a = x+y

2
(mid point map). We have showed in [12] that if

X is an algebraic manifold in a general position, then there is a closed set B ⊂ C2n,
such that the function Φ: X × X 3 (x, y) 7→ (x + y)/2 ∈ C2n is a differentiable
covering outside B. We call the minimal such a set B = B(X) the symmetry defect
set of X and denote it by SDS(X). We have showed that the symmetry defect
set is an algebraic hypersurface and consequently the function µ is constant and
positive outside SDS(X). We have estimated the number µ and the degree of the
hypersurface SDS(X).

In fact we can do this in a more general setting, we can start from a pair Xr, Y s ⊂
Cn of smooth manifolds of dimensions r and s respectively, where r+s = n. Again, if
X, Y are algebraic manifolds in a general position, then there is a closed set B ⊂ Cn

such that the function Φ: X × Y 3 (x, y) 7→ (x + y)/2 ∈ Cn is a differentiable
covering outside B. The minimal such a set is an algebraic hypersurface which we
call the symmetry defect set of X and Y and denote it by SDS(X, Y ).

However, in general the hypersurface SDS(X) (or SDS(X, Y )) has bad singular-
ities. In this paper we will introduce the stable (generic) versions of SDS(X) and
SDS(X, Y ). To do this we cannot use general deformation of X as in the smooth
case. In fact we can use here only linear deformations, but this is not enough to
obtain a stable SDS. The good solution is to consider the pair (X,X) and to deform
this pair.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a smooth manifold. We will say that the hypersurface
X ⊂ M has Thom-Boardman singularities, if there is a smooth manifold N and a
Thom-Boardman mapping F : N →M such that X is a discriminant of F .

We have:



GENERIC SYMMETRY DEFECT SET OF AN ALGEBRAIC CURVE 3

Theorem 2.2. Let Xr, Y s ⊂ C2n (where r+ s = 2n) be smooth algebraic manifolds
and let Lin(2n, 2n) denote the group of affine linear automorphisms of C2n. There is
a Zariski open subset U ⊂ Lin(2n, 2n)×Lin(2n, 2n) such that for every G,H ∈ U the
hypersurface SDS(G(X), H(Y )) has only Thom-Boardman singularities. Moreover,
if (G,H) ∈ U and (G1, H1) ∈ U then the hypersurfaces SDS(G(X), H(Y )) and
SDS(G1(X), H1(Y )) are ambient homeomorphic.

Proof. Let us consider the variety Γ := X × Y ⊂ C2n × C2n. Consider the general
projection π : Γ → C2n. By Mather’s theorem (see [15] and [7]) there is an Zariski
open subset V ⊂ Lin(4n, 2n) such that if π ∈ V then the projection π|Γ is transversal
to the Thom-Boardman strata. Moreover by [13] we can shrink V such that all
projections π|Γ are topologically equivalent. Now consider the map Ψ: Lin(2n, 2n)×
Lin(2n, 2n) 3 (G,H) 7→ G+H

2
∈ Lin(4n, 2n) (here G+H

2
(x, y) = G(x)+H(y)

2
). Now it is

enough to take U = Ψ−1(V ). �

Definition 2.3. Let Xn, Y n ⊂ C2n be smooth algebraic manifolds. By the generic
symmetry defect set we mean the set SDS(G(X), H(Y )) where G,H ∈ Lin(2n, 2n)
are sufficiently general. We denote it by GSDS(X, Y ). This set is defined up to the
ambient homeomorphism. We write GSDS(X) = GSDS(X,X).

Remark 2.4. Of course we can take here G to be identity and take the map H as
close to the identity as we wish.

We show in Section 3 that if neither X nor Y is a linear space then GSDS(X, Y )
is an irreducible hypersurface with Thom-Boardman singularities. In particular in
the case n = 2 the curve GSDS(X, Y ) has only cusps and nodes as singularities and
the number of these cusps and nodes is an affine invariant of X and Y . In Section 4
we compute these numbers for generic plane curves Xd1 and Yd2 of degrees d1 and
d2, respectively.

3. The set GSDS(X, Y ) is irreducible

We need the following theorem concerning the properties of linear systems on
algebraic varieties, due to E. Bertini [1]:

Theorem 3.1. Let V be an algebraic variety over an algebraically closed field k of
characteristic 0, let L be a linear system without fixed components on V and let W
be the image of the variety V under the mapping jL given by L. Then:

(1) If dim W > 1 then almost all the divisors of the linear system L (i.e. all
except a closed proper subset in the parameter space P(L)) are irreducible reduced
algebraic varieties.

(2) Almost all divisors of L have no singular points outside the basis points of the
linear system L and the singular points of the variety V .

Let us recall that if we have a projective hypersurface X ⊂ Pn then we have the
dual map φ : Reg(X) 3 x 7→ TxX ∈ Pn∗ and the variety X∗ = cl(φ(X)) is called
the dual to X. More generally if X is of arbitrary dimension and x ∈ Reg(X) then
the hyperplane H ∈ Pn∗ is tangent to X if TxX is contained in H (here we consider
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TxX as a projective subspace of Pn). We have a well-known reflexivity property:
X∗∗ = X. From this it easily follows that:

Proposition 3.2. Let X be a hypersurface in Pn. If dimX∗ = s < n− 1 then X is
n− 1− s ruled, i.e., through every point x ∈ X there is a projective linear subspace
Ln−1−s ⊂ X of dimension n− 1− s.

Now we can pass to the main result of this section:

Theorem 3.3. Let X ⊂ Cn be a smooth algebraic variety of dimension k. Assume
that X is not k−1 ruled. Then the critical set Cπ and the discriminant Σπ = π(Cπ)
of a generic projection π : X → Ck are irreducible. Moreover, Cπ is smooth and Σπ

has only Thom-Boardman singularities.

Proof. We can write π = ρ ◦ φ where φ : X → Ck+1 and ρ : φ(X) → Ck are generic
projection. By Mather’s Theorem (see [15]) the variety φ(X) has only normal cross-
ings outside critical values of φ. Since the set of critical values has codimension two
or more we can assume that φ(X) has only normal crossings. Let S1, . . . , Sm be
all irreducible components of Sing(φ(X)). Take sufficiently general points ai ∈ Si.
Then two different branches of φ(X) meet in ai, in particular we have two different
tangent spaces Ri and Pi to these branches. The set of projections ρ : φ(X) → Ck

which induce isomorphisms on all spaces Ri, Pi is open and dense in the family of
such projections ρ : φ(X)→ Ck.

Hence in fact we may prove our theorem only for Y = Reg(φ(X)) and a generic
projection ρ : Y → Ck. We apply here Theorem 3.1. Note that the critical set of a
projection π given by equations (

∑
a1ixi, . . . ,

∑
akixi) is described by an equation:

(3.1) det


fx1 . . . fxk+1

a11 . . . a1,k+1

. . .
ak,1 . . . ak,k+1

 = 0.

where f = 0 is the equation of φ(X) and fxi := ∂f
∂xi
.

Note that if ρ goes through all possible projections then (3.1) forms a linear
system L on Y . Of course it has no base points on Y . It is enough to prove that
dim jL(Y ) > 1. First note that if x, y ∈ Y and Tx is not parallel to Ty then there
is a section s of L such that s(x) = 0 and s(y) 6= 0. Indeed, it is enough to take a
projection ρ with center P such that P ∈ TxX but P 6∈ TyY and s the section given
by ρ. Hence L separates points with not parallel tangent spaces. Now we need the
following:

Lemma 3.4. Let S ⊂ Y be an irreducible subvariety such that for all y ∈ S the
tangent spaces TyY are parallel. Then there is a hyperplane H such that S ⊂ H and
TyY = H for every y ∈ S.

Proof. We may assume that S is not a point. Assume that all tangent spaces TyY ,
s ∈ S are parallel to some hyperplane W given by equation h = 0. If h(Y ) = c
then for H := {h = c} we have Y ⊂ H and all tangent spaces are equal to H. If
h(Y ) = C, then by Sard’s theorem there is a c ∈ C such that the hyperplane H is
transversal to Reg(S), a contradiction. �
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Now assume that S is a component of a fiber of the mapping jL. Then all tangent
planes TyY , y ∈ S are parallel. From Lemma 3.4 we have that TyY = H for some
hyperplane H and every y ∈ S. In particular Y is in the fiber of the mapping
ψ : Y 3 y 7→ TyY ∈ Y ∗. Since X is not k − 1 ruled and φ(X) is a linear birational

projection of X, the variety φ(X) is also not k−1 ruled. In particular general fibers
of the mapping ψ have dimension less than k − 1. Hence dim jL(Y ) > 1.

The last statements follows from Mather’s projection theorem. �

Remark 3.5. The assumption that X is not k− 1 ruled is essential. Indeed, every
generic projection of a cylinder D = {(x, y, z) ∈ C3 : x2+y2 = 1} to C2 has reducible
critical set and reducible discriminant.

Corollary 3.6. Let Xn, Y n ⊂ C2n be a smooth algebraic varieties. If neither X nor
Y is linear then the set GSDS(X, Y ) is an irreducible hypersurface.

Proof. If X and Y are not linear then they are ruled in dimension at most n − 1.
Hence X×Y is ruled in dimension at most 2n−2 and we can apply Theorem 3.3. �

4. GSDS(X, Y ) for generic plane curves X, Y

Theorem 4.1. Let X, Y ⊂ C2 be generic plane curves of degree d1 and d2, respec-
tively, with d1, d2 ≥ 2. Then C ′ = GSDS(X, Y ) is an irreducible curve with

c = 12

(
d1

2

)(
d2

2

)
cusps and

n = 2

(
d1

2

)(
d2

2

)
[(d1 + d2)2 − d1 − d2 − 10]

nodes. It has degree, genus and Euler characteristic equal respectively to

deg(C ′) = d1d2(d1 + d2 − 2),

g(C ′) = d1d2(2d1d2 − 3(d1 + d2) + 4) + 1,

χ(C ′) = −d1d2(4d1d2 − 5(d1 + d2) + 6).

Proof. To make the proof easier to read we will divide it into five steps.

Step 1: Basic definitions and construction of C ′ = GSDS(X, Y ).

Let X = {(x, y) ∈ C2 : f(x, y) = 0} and Y = {(z, w) ∈ C2 : g(z, w) = 0} where
f(x, y) and g(z, w) are a general polynomials of degree d1 and d2, respectively. We
will consider Γ = X × Y ⊂ C4 ⊂ P4. We denote the coordinates in C4 by x, y, z, w
and the coordinates in P4 by x, y, z, w, t (slightly abusing notation). We denote the
partial derivative by a lower index, e.g. fx. By f we denote the homogenization of
f with respect to t and by f̃ we denote the dehomogenization of f with respect to
x. Note that in f̃x we first take the partial derivative and then the homogenization
and dehomogenization. We will also denote the projective closure of a variety V
by V .

Since X is generic and has degree d1, there are d1 distinct points of intersection
of X with the line at infinity, say (ai : bi : 0), for 1 ≤ i ≤ d1. Similarly, let
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(ci : di : 0), 1 ≤ i ≤ d2, be the points of intersection of Y with the line at infinity.
Let Pi = (ai : bi : 0 : 0 : 0) and Qi = (0 : 0 : ci : di : 0) be the corresponding points
in Γ. Note that the d1d2 lines spanned by Pi and Qj also lie in Γ. Since Γ is a
surface of degree d1d2, the intersection of Γ with the hyperplane at infinity consists
only of those d1d2 lines.

Now consider a generic projection π : Γ→ C2. Composing with a linear change of
coordinates in the target C2 we can assume that π(x, y, z, w) = (x + az + bw, y +
cz + dw), where a, b, c, d are generic. Let

(4.1) h(x, y, z, w) = det


fx(x, y) fy(x, y) 0 0

0 0 gz(z, w) gw(z, w)
1 0 a b
0 1 c d

 .
Let C denote the critical set of π. It is given by equations:

(4.2) f = 0, g = 0, h = bfxgz − afxgw + dfygz − cfygw = 0.

We denote by C ′ the curve GSDS(X, Y ) = π(C).

Since X is generic, the values fx(Pi), f y(Pi), gz(Qi) and gw(Qi) are nonzero.
Thus, for a generic choice of a, b, c, d we obtain

h(αai : αbi : βcj : βdj : 0) =

αβ
[
fx(Pi)(bgz − agw)(Qj) + f y(Pi)(dgz − cgw)(Qj)

]
= αd1−1βd2−1Ai,j

for some nonzero constants Ai,j. This means that the hypersurface defined by h
intersects the lines spanned by Pi and Qj only at the points Pi and Qj. It follows

that C is a complete intersection given by f = g = h = 0, at least set-theoretically.

Step 2: Examining the branches of C at infinity.

Now we will focus on examining the branches of C at infinity. Without loss of
generality we may examine only branches through P1 and assume that P1 = (1 : b1 :
0 : 0 : 0). We will work in the neighborhood U ∼= C4 defined in P4 by x 6= 0. The
notation o(tk) means here a series in t of order strictly larger than k.

We can write down f̃ up to multiplying by a constant as

f̃(y, t) = (y − b1)

d1∏
i=2

(aiy − bi) + tf̃ (d1−1)(y) + o(t),

where f (d1−1) is the homogeneous part of f of degree d1 − 1. Here we work in C2

and omit the z and w variables as they do not occur in f . Let

A = −f̃ (d1−1)(b1)/

d1∏
i=2

(aib1 − bi).

We claim that for a suitable series in o(t) the function f̃ vanishes on the curve
parametrized for small t by (y(t), t) for y(t) = b1 + At + o(t). Indeed, we have

f̃(y(t), t) = o(t) and we may continue the process of defining y(t) up to o(tk)

in such a manner that f̃(y(t), t) = o(tk+1), passing with k to infinity we obtain

that f̃(y(t), t) = 0. Namely, if yk(t) = b1 + At +
∑k

j=2Ajt
j and f̃(yk(t), t) =
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o(tk) = A′k+1t
k+1 + o(tk+1) then setting Ak+1 = −A′k+1/

∏d1
i=2(aib1 − bi) we obtain

f̃(yk+1(t), t) = o(tk+1).

Now we will construct zp(t) and wp(t), for 1 ≤ p ≤ d2(d2 − 1), so that

bp(t) = (y(t), zp(t), wp(t), t)

parametrizes for small t a curve in the zero locus of (f̃ , g̃, h̃). Take zp(t) = Bpt+o(t)
and wp(t) = Cp + o(t). We have

g̃(bp(t)) = g(Bp, Cp)t
d2 + o(td2),

thus we need to ensure that g(Bp, Cp) = 0. Furthermore,

h̃(bp) =

gz(Bp, Cp)t
d2−1(bfx+df y)(1, b1+o(1), t)−gw(Bp, Cp)t

d2−1(afx+cf y)(1, b1+o(1), t) =

[gz(Bp, Cp)(bf
(d1)
x + df (d1)

y )(1, b1)− gw(Bp, Cp)(af
(d1)
x + cf (d1)

y )(1, b1)]td2−1 + o(td2−1),

thus we need to ensure that (D1gz − D2gw)(Bp, Cp) = 0, where D1 and D2 are
constants dependent on a, b, c, d and the homogeneous part of f of degree d. So
we have to take Bp and Cp such that the point (Bp, Cp) lies in the intersection of
curves given in C2 by g = 0 and D1gz − D2gw = 0. Moreover, we are able to
expand zp(t) and wp(t) up to degree k in such manner that g̃bp(t) = o(td2+k−1) and
g̃(bp(t)) = o(td2+k−2). Indeed, if we expand zp(t) and wp(t) up to degree k then we
can obtain the coefficients of tk+1 by solving a system of two linear equations with
two variables. The determinant of the matrix associated with the system is

[gz(D1gzw −D2gww)− gw(D1gzz −D2gzw)](Bp, Cp),

which is nonzero for generic g. Thus the system of equations has a unique solution.

To make sure that we indeed obtain d2(d2− 1) distinct curve germs bp(t) we need
to use the genericity of X, Y and a, b, c, d to ensure that g = D1gz −D2gw = 0 has
d2(d2−1) distinct solutions. To abbreviate the argument we will say in this case that
(f, g,D1, D2) is good. For any fixed pair (D1, D2) ∈ C2 \ {(0, 0)} there is a dense
subset of Ω2(d1)×Ω2(d2), the product of spaces of bivariate polynomials of degree,
respectively, at most d1 or d2, such that (f, g,D1, D2) is good. This implies, that the
set of good (f, g,D1, D2) is dense in Ω2(d1)×Ω2(d2)×C2. It is also constructible, so
it contains an open dense subset. In particular, for generic f and g there is an open
dense subset V ⊂ C2 such that for all (D1, D2) ∈ V the quadruple (f, g,D1, D2)

is good. The values f
(d)
x (1, b1) and f

(d)
y (1, b1) depend only on X and for generic X

they are nonzero, i.e., f = 0 does not intersect fx = 0 nor fy = 0 at infinity. Thus

for generic a, b, c, d the pair ((bf
(d)
x + df

(d)
y )(1, b1), (af

(d)
x + cf

(d)
y )(1, b1)) is in V .

Summarizing, C has d1 + d2 points of at infinity: Pi for 1 ≤ i ≤ d1 and Qi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ d2. At each of Pi the curve C has d2(d2 − 1) distinct branches. By
symmetry at each of Qi the curve C has d1(d1 − 1) distinct branches. Thus C has
d1d2(d1 +d2−2) branches at infinity. In particular C is a scheme-theoretic complete
intersection of f , g and h. Moreover, C is a curve of degree d1d2(d1 + d2 − 2) and,
consequently, C ′ is a curve of degree d1d2(d1 + d2 − 2) as well.

Step 3: Computing the number of cusps of GSDS(X, Y ).
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Note that each cusp of GSDS(X, Y ) is the image of a unique critical point of π|C .
Thus c, the number of cusps, is equal to the number of points of C at which the
matrix

(4.3) M =


fx fy 0 0
0 0 gz gw
hx hy hz hw
1 0 a b
0 1 c d

 .
fails to have maximal rank. Since g, gz and gw don’t have common zeroes, the
second row of M does not vanish on C. Moreover, h vanishes on C, so the first,
second, fourth and fifth row of M are linearly dependent. It follows that the rank
of M does not decrease after removing the first row. We denote the determinant of
M without the first row by s, i.e.,

s = hx(agw − bgz) + hy(cgw − dgz)− hzgw + hwgz.

Now we compute the intersection multiplicity of the zero locus of s with C at Pi
and Qi. For Pi it suffices to determine the order of s(bp(t)) for the branches bp(t) of
C at P1. Recall that

bp(t) = (1 : b1 + o(1) : Bpt+ o(t) : Cpt+ o(t) : t),

thus hx, hy, gw and gz composed with bp(t) have order d2−1 and hz and hw composed
with bp(t) have order d2 − 2. By genericity of f and g the initial coefficient does
not vanish, so the order of s(bp(t)) is 2d2 − 3. The computation will not be fully
symmetric for Qi. A branch at a point Qi will have the form

bq(t) = (Aqt+ o(t) : Bqt+ o(t) : c1 + o(1) : d1 + o(1) : t).

Thus, after composing with bq(t), gw and gz will have order 0, hx and hy will have
order d1− 2 and hz and hw will have order d1− 1. So the order of s(bq(t)) is d2− 2.
Summing up we obtain that the intersection multiplicity is d2(d2 − 1)(2d2 − 3) at
points Pi and d1(d1 − 1)(d1 − 2) at points Qi.

Note that C and {s = 0} intersect transversally because otherwise GSDS(X, Y )
would have a singularity other than a cusp or a node. Thus by Bezout’s Theorem
the number of intersection points is

c = d1d2(d1 + d2 − 2)(d1 + 2d2 − 4)− d1d2(d2 − 1)(2d2 − 3)− d2d1(d1 − 1)(d1 − 2) =

= 3d1d2(d1 − 1)(d2 − 1).

Step 4: Computing the Euler characteristic and genus.

Note that the mapping π : X × Y → C2 is a ramified covering of degree d1d2,
with the discriminant C ′. Let n denote the number of nodes of C ′ and c denote the
number of cusps. Let us recall that the mapping p = π|C : C → C ′ is generically
one-to-one and the fiber p−1(a) has more than one point (in fact then it has exactly
two points) only if a is a node. Consequently we can write the following equality:

χ(X × Y ) = d1d2(1− χ(C ′)) + (d1d2 − 1)(χ(C ′)− n− c) + (d1d2 − 2)(n+ c).
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The equation simplifies to:

(4.4) χ(C ′) + n+ c = d1d2 − χ(X)χ(Y ).

Moreover we have χ(X) + d1 = 2 − 2g(X), so χ(X) = −d1(d1 − 2). Similarly,
χ(Y ) = −d2(d2 − 2). Furthermore, χ(C ′) − n = χ(C) − 2n, so χ(C) = χ(C ′) + n.
Substituting these equalities to equation (4.4) we obtain:

χ(C) = d1d2 − d1d2(d1 − 2)(d2 − 2)− c = −d1d2(4d1d2 − 5(d1 + d2) + 6).

From the equality χ(C) + d1d2(d1 + d2 − 2) = 2− 2g(C) we obtain:

g(C) = d1d2(2d1d2 − 3(d1 + d2) + 4) + 1.

Step 5: Computing the number of nodes of GSDS(X, Y ).

We will use the following theorem of Serre (see [17], p. 85):

Theorem 4.2. If Γ is an irreducible curve of degree d and genus g in the complex
projective plane then

1

2
(d− 1)(d− 2) = g +

∑
z∈Sing(Γ)

δz,

where δz denotes the delta invariant of a point z.

In order to use this Theorem we will need to compute the delta invariants of
points at infinity of C ′. Note that if b is a branch of C at Pi, then π(b) will be a
branch of C ′ at P ′i = (ai : bi : 0). If b is a branch of C at Qi then π(b) will be
a branch of C ′ at Q′i = (aci + bdi : cci + ddi : 0). Thus for generic projection π,
i.e. generic quadruple (a, b, c, d), the curves C and C ′ will have the same number of
distinct points at infinity.

Now we will show, that the branches at infinity of C ′ are pairwise transversal. By
symmetry it is enough to show this for branches at P ′1. Consider a branch bp(t) for
t small but nonzero. In the projective space P4 we have

bp(t) = (1 : b1 + At+ o(t) : Bpt+ o(t) : Cpt+ o(t) : t),

thus in the space C4 in which C was originally defined we have

bp(t) = (t−1, b1t
−1 + A+ o(1), Bp + o(1), Cp + o(1)).

Consequently,

π(bp(t)) = (t−1 + aBp + bCp + o(1), b1t
−1 + A+ cBp + dCp + o(1)).

In the projective space P2 we have

π(bp(t)) = (t−1 + aBp + bCp + o(1) : b1t
−1 + A+ cBp + dCp + o(1) : 1) =

= (1 + (aBp + bCp)t+ o(t) : b1 + (A+ cBp + dCp)t+ o(t) : t) =

= (1 : b1 + (A+ (c− b1a)Bp + (d− b1b)Cp)t+ o(t) : t+ o(t)).

Thus a branch b′p(t) of C ′ at P ′1 is parametrized by (b1 + (A+ (c− b1a)Bp + (d−
b1b)Cp)t+ o(t), t+ o(t)), so [A+ (c− b1a)Bp + (d− b1b)Cp, 1] is a tangent vector at
P ′1. Since the points (Bp, Cp) are distinct we conclude that for a generic quadruple
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(a, b, c, d) we have (c − b1a)(Bp1 − Bp2) + (d − b1b)(Cp1 − Cp2) 6= 0 for p1 6= p2. So
distinct branches have distinct tangent spaces.

Since C ′ has d2(d2 − 1) pairwise transversal branches at P ′i we obtain δP ′
i
C ′ =

d2(d2 − 1)[d2(d2 − 1)− 1]/2. Similarly, δQ′
i
C ′ = d1(d1 − 1)[d1(d1 − 1)− 1]/2.

By the Serre formula we have

1

2
deg(C ′)(deg(C ′)− 1) = g(C ′) + n+ c+ d1δP ′

i
C ′ + d2δQ′

i
C ′.

The only unknown value in this equation is the number of nodes. After simplification
we obtain

n = 2

(
d1

2

)(
d2

2

)
[(d1 + d2)2 − d1 − d2 − 10].

�

Taking Y = X in Theorem 4.1 we immediately obtain:

Corollary 4.3. Let X ⊂ C2 be a generic plane curve of degree d ≥ 2. Then
GSDS(X) is an irreducible curve of degree 2d2(d − 1) and genus g = 2d2(d2 −
3d + 2) + 1 with c = 12

(
d
2

)2
cusps and n = 4

(
d
2

)2
[2d2 − d − 5] nodes. Moreover,

χ(GSDS(X)) = −d2(4d2 − 10d+ 6).

In particular for d = 2 we have:

Corollary 4.4. Let X = {(x, y) ∈ C2 : x2 + y2 = 1}. Then GSDS(X) is an
irreducible elliptic curve with 12 cusps and 4 nodes.

Note that neither X = {(x, y) ∈ C2 : x2 + y2 = 1} nor Y = {(x, y) ∈ C2 : xy = 1}
satisfy the conditions of genericity imposed in the proof of Theorem 4.1, however a
generic curve of degree 2 can be reduced to X and Y via affine transformations.

In the real case we have a finite number of possible GSDS(X) and GSDS(Y ) for
the real circle X and the real hyperbola Y . As an example we present in Figure 1
the images of GSDS(X) and GSDS(Y ) for G(x, y) = (x, y) and H(x, y) = (1.1x +
0.1y,−0.2x+ 0.9y).

Figure 1. GSDS(X) and GSDS(Y ).
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The real curve GSDS(X) has four cusps and the real curve GSDS(Y ) has two
cusps.
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