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Abstract

Singularities of finite holomorphic map germs are considered in the context of computational
algebraic analysis. Holonomic D-modules associated to image surfaces of a holomorphic maps from
2-space to 3 space are studied. An effective method is described for computing the structure of
holonomic D-modules. The key of our approach is the concept of local cohomology.

1

ARG T, FHEAEMAT OB/ 5, holomorphic map germs DR E S OMNT 2 A5, HRLET D
holomorphic map germs /& D. Mond 7% 1987 #EI2%2 L7253 [12] IZ# > T2 C? 75 CP ~? map
germ OIEYEL N DIRA TS, SN OXE &35 DX, holomorphic map germ DBES & 72 5HFE 2 kst Dk
WA 54 a /2 2 — D-IBEETH 5. Local cohomology % V% Z & T, B OR R SEA OIISLESY
CHREFOFRR ) I — DINEEORIE A RE L. HBERS Th 5 CP OFAICEE R >R 2 I — DNk
B LTI, BETHITELBIT DA TH DO TEE LR, WL O0oflics LR MRICE 2ok
72— D-IERED D b-BEROROF AR L 5 2Tz

A\ 7 2 — D-INEEE, vanishing cycles SRS BRT 22 L@ G E2H - TR Y, TN BEKRRERAD
BRIBHTIARE R L 7285 [6]. 18- T, AR/ I — D NBEORGEZFND Z L IZEE T —~Thd L
EZTW5, . Fr /7 I — D-JFEE Whitney stratification &< $%95 Z & 55 [9, 11], holomorphic
map germs @ Whitney equisingularity (ZISH 2 & 5 D TRV EHIFE L TWS [5, 18].

2 Bernstein-Sato polynomial &80/ = — D-jngf

ZOHEITE, b-Bf L A e I — DB BT D AR R FEM e E T 5. BT, SRR 2
WEBAT 5. %P Tiddn / 2 — DAINEEOfRE BT 2 ERMATIN 22 FR 233 5.

1 T 950-2181 FATH AR T+ 2 OB 8050 E-mail: tajima@emeritus.niigata-u.ac.jp

45



46

PUF, K I3A8EEAR Q, Kz] 1% KR Dn Eiﬁ%@‘tiﬂ Klzy, @, ..., ) ZRT LT 2. DITEY Weyl
algebra D = K[z, 2] = K[z1, 72, ... Tn, 6‘21 , 8—22, I Bz |&#F£T LT 5. D[s] 2L, Weyl algebra (ZJ&

@'ﬁﬁ/fﬁﬁ/\f’ﬁﬂﬁz%%%{&'@'?ﬁ)TEE SIZONWTOZEADRTEEHRT.
LA f € K[z] = Klz1, 22, ..., 2, \ZR L, —EHZHEXR K[s| DA77/ By &

By = {b(s) € K[s] | b(s)f* € D[s|]/**'}

TEDD. ZDA T T D (monic 7¢)generator & bs(s) THE L, f @ Bernstein-Sato ZHHAH L <1, b-B
Bl LS b-BEIIEIC s+ 1 ZRTF & LTHED. bp(s) Ik L by(s) := by(s)/(s + 1) & f @ reduced b-F
L QN
f* DB D[s] I2%1F % annihilator
Annps(f*) = {P(s) € Ds| | P(s)f* = 0}

1%, f ® s-parametric annihilator & FEIZV5.
Remark s-parametric annihilator 1%, f 23 E D 2 8EHEIZRET 2IEFICEL L DIFREH S TND Z &0
HMHTWD ([2).

Z @ s-parametric annhilator OFHHEEE LC, KFAZANIC L5703V X A& T Briancon & Ph.
Maisonobe HIZ L AFAT LT Y XANMLNTWAD. I Z Tid, Briancon-Maisonobe O 5% % #E/7

T5.
D[s, 2112 & v Poincaré-Birkoff-Witt algebra % 33" 7272 LHBIRITK THZ T 5.

) 9\d 9 _ 2 )
sP(z, %) = P(xz, 01)57 5Pz, Bz) P(x,5-)5 for Pe D, s5 — 5;5=5;

VB 10, Ty, i =1,2,...,n %

0 0 of o
T0:S+f&7112: f

9 9 i1
9z "oy T LAl

TED, D[s, 21 128B1F 5 left £ 7TV Lppw %
Ippw = (To, 11, Ts, ..., Ty)
TEDD. TDLE, WK SED.
Theorem (J. Briancon and Ph. Maisonobe (2002) [3]) K23 Y 32D

Annpg(f®) = Ippw N D]s].

AT T Lppw 106 & &4 LIz elimination o 7 7 /L& RAUE, f O s-parametric annihilator 34
RTED.

Bl & L THR <.

Example f(z) =23

To=s+a32 Ty =2 +322 0 #WTlppw = (T, T1) C D[s, ] LEDHD. § #HETHZLT
To— 42Ty =s— L2 2 %15%. 5T Annpg(f*) = D[s](s — 2z2) 15 5.

EBE, (s — 2o 2 )f* = sf* — fa(3sa?) fsl = sf* — sz fot = 0 B3k Y L.
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FWSC [19] 11X, PBW algebra l2351F 2 7 L7 FHEEHAIC £ 0 IEISZ AR L S & Fe ol o775 s-
parametric annihilator ZR 5 FHE &2 A L7=6103H 5.

Remark

HIAE, WL O OERILE > 2 7 AT s-parametric annihilator Z3RK»H 2 7TV X AREEIN TN D.
— RIS f AT A —F & ETe b &, %O s-parametric annihilators OffiE /X T7 A — Z ITIKTFT
5 LTl B. #SC (14, 15] TIE, PBW algebra (2%t L comprehensive 77 L7 J system OFE&EZEAL, =
MK VBT A —H & &SRO s-parametric annihilator DEENE /T A — & \TIRIFT HAH
ERODLTNTY XLEREK LT, LB 257 A Risa/Asit ICEE L THE 60T VT Y XA,
BEAEBICHE I Fr ) 2 — D-NBEORICANWD Z L 3 HIk S [24].

WE, D[s] IZBTF DA 7TV I(s) &

.0 0 0
I(s) = Annpiy(f%) + DIsl(f, 8—f 8—f - 37{3 c DJs)

TXED, 52 BeClzxiL
Is = 1(s) + Dls|(s — B), Mg = DIs]/Iz

LT%. X =C" &BE, Dx 2LV, X ECTERBEZEREIC b OEARBERSER RO R E L2 %
FTETBH. Mg, DIEE Mg D58 % D 5 Dx ITHERLTHRLRD Dx MO R TEERT L T5.
MFEDJE M DJg L L T? support % supp(M) TEKT Z L1255,

SUX, f NEDHBIE S = {x € X | f(z) =0} CC* &I & L, Sing(S) 1%, Milhin S OFREERE
KT ETD.

Theorem (M. Kashiwara [8, 10]) &2 Y 32>
(1) bs(B) # 0 ITX L Mg = 0 23RV 32D
(2) bp(B) =0 DEE Mg #0 THY, Mg iE supp(Mg) C Sing(S) Zili=F7HAm /) I —D-MEETH 5.

—fEDAT ) I — DNMBEC T 2 EARRE R A 3 SIFEEB LT, 22T, X T RoEHLE
®wTHET5H. MiE, X Fd holonomic Dx-module, Ox 1%, X FOFEAEBEDORTEET 5.

Theorem (M. Kashiwara[9])

X @ Whitney stratification X = UX, TREHRTZT HDONEET D
(0) Ch(M) C UT%_X.
(1) Ext], (M,Ox)lx, IE, rannk 23 R72 locally constant sheaf T %.
(2) supp(Ext], (M,Ox)) i%, codimension 2% j & L < 12 HEL_ £ RFTHIC (A BRI O locally closed
analytic set DFIFEARTH D

ZOEHEY, codim(supp(M) = d 725 Extly (M,0x) =0, for i =0,1,...,d — 1 YLD LA
AND. EIROBRERL LT, kDD

Theorem (M. Kashiwara[9))

k=dim(Ch(M)NT:X) £F5. 20L& i>kIZxfL

Extlh (M, 0x), =0 BV L.
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T, Y X X @ codimension d @ complex submanifold T& % & @‘ZD Y IZH %t local cohomology
DT JE By|X % By‘x = Hy(OX) TEDD. &(@ﬁ%%*ﬂﬁ -

Theorem (M. Kashiwara [9])
Y X X @ codimension d ® complex submanifold T& ¥, LR EH O FM: % 7= 3 Whitney
stratification OFH[RED strata DFIEATH DL ETDH. 2D L&, BV 20,

Extp (M, By|x) = Hy(RHomp, (M, Ox))

bz &h b, d = codim(supp(M) D& Z Y C supp(M) 28 M IZfFHRE L 72 Whitney stratification
HRREOFIEE ThH D £ 97 codimension d DIEFEH 72 submanifolod TH Y, Bl z € YV IZEBWT, 2 D
W CRAESARRIZ BT D50 Ch(M) = TE X ZHi72 LT D &+ 57 B,

Hompy (M, By|x) = 5$t%x (M, 0x)|y
IHI,i>0kEx LT

Eath (M, By|x)s = Exty (M, 0x). = 0.
BEVIIHOZ LIThD.

—iZ, BREURM O TR OER O R H121F, FEEATRO projective resolution Z3RHTh 6, &
2T 5 BBz fE 2 572 &L 5 72 cohomology %u1‘%?‘5ﬁ§7ﬁ§) 0, EBEOFHEIImD CHREECH 5.
L7>L, submanifold Y 2% BIZ/R L7 K 5 G2 7372 H1F, Y IZH % £ -2 local cohomology D 7¢ 3
J& By|x COBHEOEXROM Homp, (M, By x) 2RO, &EtDX(M Ox) ZIRELI-Z LIS, O
% 0, local cohomology % fifi 2 IE, fi£% K 5 BRI HFERR D projective resolution D FH %[BT 2 = &
MNCTEDHZ LTS

Reduced b-B#ICAHEL 727/ I — D-NBEOHFEMITICHEEZ L &2 5.

ZHEK f e K[z] = K[xl,ajg,...,ycn] NEDLBMHEZ S={re X | f(z)=0}cC" LB<.

SRR CTOAT TN T = (f, 2L, 2L, ..., 2L) C K[z] O¥EHRA 7T V5%
JZCHQCIMW"'QCIT ﬂqe

L L, J DREDEA T TNV E
VI =piNpan---Np,

ETDH. EL Vg =p,i=1,2,...r ThD LT D.

V(ps), i = 1,2,...,r RIMNIRA THB. {07 V(J/), J=r+ 1,7 +2,..., 0 HBERSY LTINS,
B 5 20, V(py) UV (p2) U--- UV (p,) = Sing(S) 23 Y 32

Theorem ([24])

W ox e V(p;) C Sing(S) I, generic point THDHETD. Y C V(p) IE, z OFH/NEREHETHL ET
b ZEOLE, ROFEMS TR B By x (2315 local cohomology fED 72 %~ N VZEH DT
DOFFNE, L 2 12T 5 transversal Milnor number & % L\

q4; 7T = 07 ATLTLD[S](fs)T = O7 T E Ble



3 map germ S

ZOHiTIX. D. Mond @ 1987 DR C [12] O43FFK ICH D map germ Sk, (k= 1,2,3,...) (T2
A I — D-IBEOMEEZHR~5. .
C? = {(U,’U) | u,v € C}7 C® = {(ﬂﬁ,y, Z) ‘ T,Y,2 € C} &5, map germ Sy 1,

o(u,v) = (u,v?, v+ o +0°)

Thzxond £ADCC? %
D = {(u,v) | 3w, v") # (w,v) s.t. p(u,v) = (', v')}
TEDD.
X=C 8. 5o 0BEAY S=Im(p) C X TEL, S OFRSELSE% Sing(S) THET.

AT DL,k BDEEOGE ETEOBET, BENRRRDLZEXDND, 22T, FTERMICE=10D
AL k=208 %EHN, TO®BIZ, RO EDOLEERTHRLZLIZTD

Bl Sy (2,9, 2) = @(u,v) = (u,v? uv +v?)
D= {(u,0) |42 +12 =0} =D, UD_, - L Dy = fo = v=Tu}, D— = {v = —/—Tu} To 5.
fif S = Im(p) 13,
S ={(z,y,2) | flz,y,2) = 2y + 22%y° +3° - 2? = 0}
ThHZ2HND. S OEFHBEL f 13, weight vector, w = £(1,2,3) 2B L weighted homogeneous T 5.
HE£AHD Dl kb
(D) = {(z,y,2) | 2> +y=0,2=0} C S
Thzbhd.

Remark
T8 olp, : Dy — (D) & ¢lp_ Do — (D) IFEHIZ 1: 1 FRTHD.

AFTNT % J=(f 8L 2L 9Ly« Klz,y, 2] TEDD.

Bdx’ Dy’ Iz
of _ 2 of _ (2 2 af _ _
32 = dzy(z” +y), 9y (2% + 3y) (=~ +y), 5, = 2*

X0, G {z} FAT TN T ORKMSESTHY, J OIER J 1L J = (2% +y,2) C K(z)[y, 2] THDHZ
DD Sing(S) = (D) € X ALY LD
(D) @ generic 72 5°C?D transversal Milnor number X, 52 1 TH 5.

Step 0 f O s-parametric annihilator Annpg(f*) ZKDH %

B 7] 7] 9 0 3]
E—6373:%72y8—y73z$73—(x —§—3y)8$ ékryay7

A = z% + (2zy® + 2x3y)%, Ay = 2,2(% + (3y* + 42y + xﬁ%
145, E %, weight vector w IZBT 544 7 —{EHFZETH 5. WD HRAFROMIL, weight vector w
IZB8 L, weighted homogeneous T 25 Z & 33035 S TERFHE Ay, As 1X & HIZ D[s](f, %, g—{/, %) iz
BT ENGNDEOT, RIRSTERFE Ay, Ay 1%, LT ? local cohomology f#DEFFIZITMEE 220N, Local
cohomology fEDFHHIZIX, B # W 5.
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Remark
_90 00 , 0 09f9 2 - .
1) Ty = o + o 2= 3y + By O LB &, B= (22 +3y)Ty — dayTs &7 7.

(2) (RHATERZE BIE (@ +y)B = §L 2 — GL 0 2ifite O, A 7TV J L9 L Ok f->T05
BRI,

Step 1 LM% (D) LOfEMT
o(D) ={(z,y,2) |y +2® =z =0} IZH%Z > local cohomology

h(x)
= B
1=l e 1€ Peoix
BEZD. 1221, h(z) 1RO EREEE T 5. nig, h(z) ITE BT
h(z) h(z)
+ 2? = =0
Wy T e
Zy7 9. ARMOTER B I, ZHBIRICER iUk
0 0 0 7]
B = —23“2.r% - 43“3(—a—y) — 2z + 3%(3; +a?) - 4xa—y(y + z?%)
EREBHIEND, Ds|(y+a?,2) BikL LicK
~ 22 _ 3£ 2
B~ -2z o 2x ay +z) mod DI[s|(y+ a2 %)
2/,
Wiy R
1
By = —2z(zdk =
1= A 10
BRE Z & T, FRO TR MV ORE
1
1
(R ICR

%18 %. Z? local cohomology n 1%, ZAli CIEa< —liTh 2 Z LIZEE SNV,
FTAT—1ERF E MWD L En=(6s+6)n &LV,
s=—1
155, Z ORI, local cohomology 1 @ weighted degree & —%3 5.
PLEDOFEN S, IS o(D) IR EFOIEEHZRF e ) I— DL, s= -1 0L X
M_1=D/D(y + 22, z,x(z% + 2x28% +1))
TH2bNDZ B nhoie.
Remark
o BT L TWIZDIE, Je2 1L, 4 DOFEBORMSIEHNRE L 4 >0 1 BORMASIERZR LN LD
X = C® LO#NARBS HRRR ThH oo, LinLZ ZICH X RIS E Y, 2 O HHEEGR 2, th
S D1RTOFERES o(D) ECHARALRFERAREZEDLIDNL, s=-1DEEZDHTHY, BEW
IZiX, M_; THXOBNDZ ERDnoT=Z &iliesd. Zokn / I — D-IIEEE, NEMIC o(D) EOREER:
R oOEMs R ThH 5.



Zodkm /I — DAERE, R (0,0,0) 2R EAESR L LTS Z &b, reduced b-BIEUCATRET 2 AR
7/ I— DT, RAICEER LD R bONFET HREMERSH D 2 L3505, RAIZE A FED local
cohomology fiE% R 57, &5 WIER & —1EAFR ([16, 17, 22]) Z AW iH 217 21E, reduced b-Bd%kd
RICHET 2 X5 7edkm ) 2 — D-IMBECHEAICAEZRFOLOERRETH I ENTES, L LiAREL
RBDT, AT, RS TH A BRI B E2RFod e /) I — DTN LT 5. #3C[23] 12
FEIEOBAE 52 THDO TSR I NIz,

Bl Sy (2,y,2) = p(u,v) = (u, 0%, uPv +07)
D={(u,v) | ud+v2 =0} THD. k=1DHALELY PBHTHS.

Hi S X S = {(z,y,2) | fz,y,2) = 2%y + 223y +y3 — 22 =0} THxOHND. EFRLEKX f 13, weight
vector w = 15(2,6,9) (2B L, weighted homogeneous Tdb 5. D D ¢ (2 &k H41%

Thd.

Remark
G olp:D— (D) 1X2:1 TH5.

T,
of . 2 0 3 of _ . 3 3 8f_7
5 = 0% y(w ﬂ/)’ay = (z° + 3y)(z +y),faz =2z

LV, G (e 3AT T T = (£,55, 5L, 50) € Kla,y, 2) OBKRMIIEETH Y, J OIEK T 1%
J¢ = (23 +y,2) C K(2)[y, 7]
ThnIZ Enmgn5d. Sing(S) = (D) C X 2155, ¢(D) @ generic 72 55 C? transversal Milnor number
X1 Thos.
Step 0 f @ s-parametric annihilator Annp,(f*) 23K 5

E:183—2x3— 0 QZQ,B:(J::}—O—Sy)%—ny

ol 0
ox y@y 0z

ay

A = ,z2 + (32%y% + 3x5y)g Ay = ZZQ + (3y% + 423y + 16)%

Ox 0z’ oy
E18%. SR L ARHC, A1, As € D[s|(f, 5, 3. 30) Th o,
Remark
AT B I3, B = (o + )Ty — 602yTy, (o +y)B= L0 0 s 5
Oy dx  Ox dy

Step 1 ISy (D) LOfEHT
©(D) ={(z,y,2) |y +2* =z =0} IZH % > local cohomology

h(x
1= gy | <Py
EELD. 1L, hix) BRBOERERE 5. 11X
3 h(x) . h(zx) _0
WO e 1T ety |

a8 [y A

o1
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SRR & IR, Ry HHE Bn =0 2fiE< 2 & T
,g[ 1
(y +2°)(2)
%1%, Z® local cohomology fi#ix, ZAfifit TH 5.
En=(18s+18)n &Y s=—-1%%45.

SZALSY (D) T local cohomology fENS, k = 1 DFEIT—METH L2, k = 2 DGEIFIEAPIR
monodromy #EZFFOLAMETH D Z LITEE Iz

TG, — RO kT DTSR 2R~ 5

map germ Sy 1%,

(1, 0) = (1,02, w1 4 o)

ThHEZbND. £E

D = {(u,v) | 3/, v") # (u,v) s.t. p(u,v) = (v, )}
1, D= {(u,v) | v + 2 =0} THD. kPHFEOLE, D=D, UD_ LEERNREND.
D OBEAIT D) ={(z,y,2) |y + 2" =2 =0} TH 5.
Remark
(1) kBB DLEE, p|D: D — (D) 1X2:1 ThHD.
2) kMHFHEDLE, G olp, : Dy — (D) & ¢lp_ D — (D) FEBICL:1THD.
fiE S = Im(y) 1%
S={(z,y,2) | f
TH2bND. EFRLEA f1F, weight vector WIH)(Z,Q(IC +1),3(k+ 1)) {23 L weighted homogeneous
Thb.
af _ ok w1y OF o kna ke1y OF
gz~ 2R DTy +at), 50 = @4 Sy)y +at), 57 = 22
L0, O (e BAT T T = (£, 55, G, 3L) ORMFMSIES TH D Z LD1%. 5T, Sing(S) = ¢(D)
Z1%%. o(D) @ generic 72 52 T® transversal Milnor number X1 T&H 5.

= g2k +2y ookt 4B 22 = ()

Step 0 f ® s-parametric annihilator k¥ 5.

= _ gf 2, ﬁ k4l 37 kg
E=6(k+1)s Qxax 2(k+1)y8y 3(k+1)z8Z7B—(:c +3y)a$ 2(k+ 1)z y@y

L, Ay Ay BBD. TR L, IRIOMERISE Ay, A 134770 DIs|((f, 8L, 5L, L) (@3 T, local coho-
mology FEDFHRIZIIRLETH L D THEIE LT,

Remark

p . of o of 0 .
AN _ (k1 k k+1 g
RMSERSE BiX, B= (=" + )11 — 2(k + 1)xFyTs, (2" +y)B 9y 05 01 0y %79

Step 1 L%y p(D) L TOfiRHT
AT TV D[s|(y + xF 1 2) 2L Li-atEI2 kY
7] 0
~ kg 9 k1 9 k+1
B~ g (23:aaj 2(k+1)x 6y+(k+1)) mod  DIs](y + z"t1, 2)
1G5,
SRS (D) IZH % -2 local cohomology class



h(z)
1=y ey

HEZD. 1221, h(x) IZRMOEREE LT 5. i
h(z) h(z)

(+a 1)) L g+ ()

Wil WM RN Bn=0%fE< 2 & T

o 1

Ly
2185, s OEIE —1 Thh. k BMEHRO L X, 0 IZBMHCHD. k BEHRO L 1, n 13—l ThS.

| € By(n)|x

(y + )] =0

n=x

FRICBEZR AR ) I —D-MEEE 72RO TORWA, bk =1,2,3,4 ORI I GERBEZFFOFR R
2 — D-IMEECATRET D reduced b-BAS DK 752 2F 079, LLFICE 25

map germ Sy
(s +1)(6s + 8)(6s + 9)(6s + 10)
map germ So
(185 + 17)(18s + 19)(18s + 23)(18s + 25)(18s + 27)(18s + 29)(18s + 31)
map germ S3
(s 4 1)(12s + 11)(125 + 13)(12s + 15)(12s + 16)(12s + 17)(12s + 18)(12s + 19)(12s + 20)(12s + 21)
map germ Sy

(30s -+ 27)(30s -+ 29)(30s -+ 31)(30s + 33)(30s -+ 37) (30s + 39) (30s + 41)(30s + 43) (305 + 45) (30s + 47)
(30s + 49)(30s + 51)(30s + 53)

4 map germ B;

Z OFiTIE map germ By, k = 2,3,4,..., DBEE D reduced b-BEIIATHET 54w 2 I — D-INEEOH
HEEFRD.
%5 ¢, D, X, S, f,J,Sing(S) HEOFEWRIL, mifiE R UL ThHDHETD. B ldkTHEA N

Bi: (z,y,2) = o(u,v) = (w,v},u?v + v k=2,,3,4,. -
%£4 D3,

D = {(u,v) |u* +v*} =D, uD_
LEER MR ESND. 7272 L,

D = {(uy0) | w ="}, Do = {(u,0) | = —o¥)
EBWIZ. DD o X5 o(D) I,

¢(D) ={(z,y,2) | 2* +y* =2 =0}
Th.

Remark

93
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(W k=2m DL & p(D)=¢(Ds)Uep(D_) LEERBRENS.

ZDEE, B ¢lp, : Dy — o(Dy) & plp. :D_ — (D) 1ZLBIT2:1 THD.
2)k=2m+1DLE, oD)IFBENTHD. Bt oD, : Dy — o(D) & p|D_:D_ — (D)L 1:1
Thd

Him S = Im(p) C X 1T,

S ={(z,y,2) | a'y + 222y 44201 — 22}
ThHzbon%. EFRZHEKX f 13X, weight vector %(k, 2,2k +1) IZBH L, weighted homogeneous T 5.

(2k+1)
ﬂ_ 2 k ﬂ_ 2 k(.2 k
32 = day(z” +y"), 9y = (x4 2k + Dy") (== +y")

LV B (1, AFT AT = (£, 9 OBRBIER Tl D T EBHHD

Step 0 f @ s-parametric annihilator:ZK® %
E=22k+1)s— ro 2 zyg —(2k + 1)z£, B = (2® + (2k + 1)y’“)2 - 4xyé
ox oy 0z Ox dy
LAy Ay B1BD. REOERFE Ay, Ay 13, 77 v DIs|(f, &L, %5, U B O T T OFEICITSE A
WO TERS LT
Remark & 1EMAS R B 1%, k&= 9
of 0 Of 0

2 sziiiii
(2" + %) dy 0x  Ox Jy

Step 1 (D) Eofigtr
D[s](z? +y*,2) kLT 5L

B Qkyk2 — 4:Uy% — 22 mod DIs](z? + y*)

Ox
1595, BBED DR TR %< Z & T local cohomology fif
1
i) k=2m D& X, -3 ,(s = —1): monodrom;
0 Ve oy M=) v
(i) k=2m+1, y~(m+Y] N ], (s = —1): trivial monodromy

(2% + 4> 1)(2)
21585, 72720, {(z,y,2) |z —y™ = 2 = 0}\{(0,0,0)} ETIX
1 1 1
@+ TR e y)(e))

EREIRL TV D, {(z,9,2) |z +y™ = 2= 0}\{(0,0,0)} ETHREERIZAERTS.

s DEIFA A 7 —1EfFE, & 25\ local cohomology fi#® weighted degree 7 5HRE 5.

k 2MB¥ o & % local cohomology f#133E H B 72 monodromy #i&E% 6 > TRV, ZMifF CTH 5. k BNHK
DEEL, —MiTHD.

k=23450LExD, FRIZEEZFFO>RE /) I — D-JIEEOED S reduced b-BIE DK 1% LA FIZE %
k<

map germ By



(25 + 3)(10s 4+ 9)(10s 4 11)(10s 4 13)(10s + 17)
map germ Bs

(s+1)(254+3)(7Ts+6)(7s+ 8)(7s +9)(7s + 10)(7s + 11)(7s + 12)
map germ By

(25 +3)((6s + 5)(6s + 7)(18s + 17)(18s + 19)(18s + 23)(18s + 25)(18s + 29)(18s + 31)
map germ By

(s +1)(2s + 3)(11s + 9)(11s 4 10)(11s + 12)(11s + 13)(11s 4 14)(11s + 15)(11s + 16)
(11s +17)(11s + 18)(11s + 19)

5 map germ Cj

Z OHEITIE, map germ Oy, k = 2,3,... ODBHEA O reduced b-BIEICHEET DR w2 / 2 — D-INEEOHEE
Z 5. Map germ Cy 1%, IRTH 2 HiL5H

Cr: (z,y,2) = o(u,v) = (u,v?, uv® + uFv)

H£E5 D = {(u,v) | I/, V') # (u,v) s.t. p(u,v) = p(u',v)} IX, D=DogUD; EHHbEN5. 2T
Dy = {(u,v) | u=0}, Dy = {(u,v) | u*~" +v* = 0}

ThDH. 2L, DL, ERFE E=2m+1DEEEIBIT D =D UDy — EBERISIRESND.
Do, D1 ® 2L H81E, #hEh

¢(Do) = {(0,4.0) | y € C},p(D1) = {(2,,0) | 2" ! +y =0}
ThHxbnb
dhm S %
S = {(x,y,2) | 2%y + 22FT1y? + 223 — 22 = 0}

Thzbhs. EFRLIHENX f 1T weight vector z15(2,2k — 2,3k — 1) (ZBI L, weighted homogeneous C
5.
of _ o0 2 k-1 k-1
e~ 2 Tkt y)a(y +2t)
LU, B (2} 1FAT TN T OBKMSIESTHDLZ Enbnb.
Sing(5) = ¢(D) = {(z,y,2) |z =2 =0} U{(z,y,2) | y +2a* ' =2 =0}
Ths.

of _ : -
"y = (Bzy + kx®)ax(y + 2" )

Step 0 f @ s-parametric annihilator Annppq(f*)

B 0 0 0 B oy O
E—(6k72)372x—7(2k72)ya—y7(3k71)£, B = —(3zy + ")

0
o 2 k-1, 9
B B +2(y* + kz"y) oy

4o 9ro ofo - 0f0 0f0
YT 9202 020z TP Oyor 0z 0y

w155 A Ay BT OREIZIILE RN LR 5.
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Remark

TRMASTERE B 1%, B = —(Bay+ 2Ty + 2y + ka* 1) Ty, (z" +¢)B = _9f 9 + of 9. T
Oy dxr Oz Jy

Step 1 (Do) BLW p(D;1) EOfiFHT
(1) »(Do) ={(0,y,0) | y € C} LTOMEHT

B h(2) 2T 0= [ Y ] 2 i< EAMERISR B 13 Dls|(z,2) 2L LT
A

z
B y(2ya% + 3) mod D[s](z, 2),

ERED. WMAFEANBn=0%2&< LT, Ra/HD

n=y 3| ! J(s=—1) k=1,2,3,-
Tz
(2) ¢(D2) = {(2,9,0) | 71 +y =0} kTOREHT
ok ) £V =] kffj) . ) B GHOHERE B 13 D@4 1,9 9T
x y)z

0 0
~ok 9 oy 2629 k=1 k-1
B2z p 2(k — 1)z By + (k+ 1z mod D[s|(z" "t +y, 2)
LEED. WX By =0%< 2 LT
k+1 1
=g T
p= P b=
Z1%%. Z? local cohomology fi#i, k 2MBEH D & & IEH 72 monodromy fiE Z FEOZAMME TH 53, k
NEFHO L XL, —MiTH 5.

IMSZR%4y B local cohomology fi#7433E H B 72 monodromy 13 % & o235 7>%, map germ ¢ OEMES %
ML Tnd Efbid. 22T, 2017 420 Otoniel Nogueira da Silva O1# 1343 [18] 128 D& 2 E
HZES. LT 18] Mok TH 5.

Seja ¢ : C2 — C3: um germe de applicacdo finitamente determinado e considere a curva de pontos

duplos D de ¢. A restricdo ¢|p : D — C® é uma aplicacdo genericamente 2-a-1

Seja D; uma componente irredutivel de D e considere a restrigio ¢|p, : D; — C3. Observamos que
existem dois tipos distintos de componentes irredutiveis D; de D em relagdo de ¢ ao conjunto D;.

Caso (a): A restricao ¢|p, : Dj — C® é uma aplicacio genericamente 1-a-1. Nesse caso, existe uma
outra componente irredutivel D; com i # j tal que ¢(D;) = ¢(D;) e a restricdo de ¢ a D; também é
genericamente 1-a-1.

Caso (b): A restrigdo ¢|p, : Dj — C3 é uma aplicacio genericamente 2-a-1.
Vamos dar agora a seguinte defini¢ao:
Definicao([18])

(a) Se a restricdo ¢|p; ¢ uma aplicacdo genericamente 1-a-1, dizemos que D; é uma componente de

identificacdo de D

b Se a restricao D é uma aplicacao genericamente 2-8,—1, dizemos que D; é uma componente de
PID; P g q J p
dobra de D



ET, map germ Cj, T, k N&FEDO L &, Dy = Dy L UDy _ EBHIDIES N, ¢|p, ., ¢lp,_ % compo-
nente de identificacdo de D1 ThH 5. ZD & &, o(Dy) LD local cohomology f#iE, —fliC& Y , monodromy
EIXIEHTH S, WEE THE L7 map germ Sy, By THLRUUIFRCTHD.

k=2,3,4,5 DFEIZ, (Reduced b-FIEDARIZATHET 2) A r / I — DB CIRAIZEZ b2 b DXt
T b-BEORFEZLTICEZD.
map germ Co
(10s + 9)(10s + 11)(10s + 13)(10s + 15(10s + 17)
map germ Cs
(s 4 1)(8s + 7)(8s + 9)(8s + 10)(8s + 11)(8s + 13)(8s + 14)
map germ Cy

(225 + 19)(225 + 21)(225 + 23)(22s + 25) (225 + 27)(225 + 29) (225 + 31)(22s + 33)
(225 4 35)(22s + 37)(22s + 39)

map germ Cs

(s+1)(14s + 12)(14s + 13)(14s + 15)(14s + 16)(14s + 17)(14s + 18)(14s + 19)
(14s +20)(14s + 22)(14s + 23)(14s + 24)(14s + 25)

6 map germ [}

Z OFEITHE, map germ Fy DIEEE D reduced b-B#IZ T 52417 2 I — D-MMEEOHESE 2~ 5.
Fy I FIRCTHZ NS,

Fy: (Zvyaz) = (,D(U,U) = (uavzaugv + U5)

D BEW (D) 1%
D = {(u,v) | v’ +v* =0}, ¢(D) = {(z,y,0) | 2* +y* = 0}
Thd. #hm S =Im(p) DERZHA f 1T
[y, 2) = 2 + 220%y> +4° — 22
THZbN5.

of
ox

£V, Sing(S) = ¢(D) 2155.

= (2 +5¢%) (2* + )

—6r%y(a® ), 5L

f O s-parametric annihilator Annp(f*) Z3RKD % &

B 0 0 3] s 9 O 5 0
E = 30s 4x% 6y8—y 1525737(1’ +5y)8x 6xyay
&
A, =000 0f0 , _0Ff0 0f 0

T 0x0z 020z % Oyo: 020y
155, Ay, Ay 13, local cohomology i DFH R IZIZHEE ARV,

o7
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D[s](z® + 92, 2) L LIEET

0 0
B2 423 — — 6x’y—— — 1522, mod D[s](z® + 42, 2),

ox y
1%, (D) LT %M < Z L Clocal cohomology fif
1 1
n=y 2| ]

(@° +9%)(2)

215, s OEIE, s=—-1Th 2.

FRIZEEZ b oARu / I — DNERICARET D reduced b-BIB ORI F Xk TH 2 615
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