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THE PINCHUK EXAMPLE REVISITED

FILIPE FERNANDES† and ZBIGNIEW JELONEK∗

Abstract. In this note we provide two special examples of non-injective poly-
nomial maps from R2 to R2 with non-vanishing Jacobian: the first one is
surjective, the second one has non-dense image.

1. Introduction

The famous Jacobian Conjecture is the following:

Jacobian Conjecture. Let F : C2 → C2 be a polynomial mapping with a

constant non-zero Jacobian. Then F is a bijection.

There was also a similar real version of this conjecture:

Strong Real Jacobian Conjecture. Let F : R2 → R2 be a polynomial map-

ping with a non-vanishing Jacobian. Then F is a bijection.

However, over twenty years ago Pinchuk in [5] found an example of locally injec-
tive polynomial endomorphism of R2, which is not injective. Pinchuk example has
degree two and it is not a surjective mapping, in fact it omits two points. We can
ask whether the Strong Real Jacobian Conjecture is true if we additionally assume
that F is surjective (such a question was posed by R. Peretz). Or is it possible
to construct a counterexample of Pinchuk type such that the image F (R2) is not
dense in R2?

2. Construction of the examples

The main idea is to modify a existing non-injective polynomial map with non-
vanishing Jacobian determinant by composing with special mappings. Here we use
the version of Pinchuk map presented in [1], because it seems to be the simplest
known so far, in the sense that its components have the lowest degree (however this
construction still can be adapted for any of the examples known, see [3, 5]). Let

p = 4 x6y3 + 12 x5y2 + 12 x4y + 4 x3y2 + 4 x3 + 5 x2y + x+ y,

q = −
(

4 x4y2 + 8 x3y + 4 x2 + 2 xy + 1
)

·

·
(

4 x6y3 + 12 x5y2 + 12 x4y + 4 x3y2 + 4 x3 + 7 x2y + 3 x+ y
)

,

(1)

we obtain the following:
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Theorem 2.1. Let p and q be as in (1) and let F : R2 → R2 be defined by

F = (p, q). Then F is a non-injective polynomial map with non-vanishing Jacobian

and (±1, 0) are the only points with no inverse image.

Proof. See [1, Theorem 3.3 and Corolary 4.6]. �

In the following proposition we present a surjective example.

Proposition 2.2. Let F be as in Theorem 2.1 and φ : C 7→ z3 − 3z ∈ C, where we

treat C as R
2. Then f = φ ◦ F is a non-injective, surjective polynomial map with

non-vanishing Jacobian determinant.

Proof. The map φ is singular only for z = ±1. Since (±1, 0) /∈ Im(F ), f has
non-vanishing Jacobian determinant. Also f can omit only the points φ(±1) = ∓2.
However φ(±2) = ±2, therefore f is surjective. �

Here we present an example with non-dense image.

Proposition 2.3. Let

(2) ψ = ((xy2 + x+ y)(x− y), (xy + 1)2 + x2).

and F̃ = (p+ 1, q), where p and q are as in (1). Then f̃ = ψ ◦ F̃ is a non-injective

polynomial map with non-vanishing Jacobian determinant such that f̃(R2) ⊂ R ×

R+.

Proof. We have

det(D(ψ)) = (2y + 2xy2 + x)2 + x2(2y2 + 3)2,

thus (0, 0) is the only singular point of ψ. From Theorem 2.1 we have (0, 0) /∈

Im(F̃ ). Hence the Jacobian determinant of f̃ is non-vanishing. Also (xy+1)2+x2 >
0 for every (x, y) ∈ R2. Therefore Im(ψ) ⊂ R×R+ is not dense in R2. Consequently

also Im(f̃) ⊂ R× R+. �

We finish this note answering negatively the following question of professor Tiep
Dinh:

Question.Let f : Rn → Rn be a semi-algebraic smooth mapping which is sur-

jective and it has a constant non-zero Jacobian. Then is f a diffeomorphism?

Example 2.4 (Compare with [2]). Let F be as in Theorem 2.2 and from every
map X : Rn → R

n denote by J(X) the determinant of the Jacobian of X . Then

G =
(

F, z

J(F )

)

is a rational non-injective local diffeomorphism of R3 with constant

Jacobian determinant.

Proof. G is well defined for all (x, y, z) ∈ R3, since J(F ) > 0. As for J(G), we have

J(G) = J

(

F,
z

J(F )

)

= J(F, 1/J(F )) + J(F, z)/J(F ) = J(F, z)/J(F ) = 1.

It is easy to see that G is surjective. �
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