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NEWTON POLYHEDRA AND WHITNEY EQUISINGULARITY FOR
ISOLATED DETERMINANTAL SINGULARITIES

THAÍS M. DALBELO, LUIZ HARTMANN, AND MAICOM VARELLA

Abstract. Using Newton polyhedra and non-degeneracy of matrices we
present conditions which guarantees the Whitney equisingularity of fam-

ilies of isolated determinantal singularities and we compute the local Eu-

ler obstruction of an isolated determinantal singularity. We use equiv-
alence of matrices in order to present examples of these results and to

obtain versions of them in terms of a single Newton polyhedron.
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1. Introduction

We divide this work into three main tasks. The first task is to provide
conditions in terms of Newton polyhedra which guarantee the Whitney
equisingularity of a family of isolated determinantal singularities. For this
purpose, in Section 2 we present some concepts and definitions regarding
isolated determinantal singularities and Newton polyhedra and, in Section
3, we apply [NnOOT18, Theorem 5.3] to a family of isolated determinantal
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2 THAÍS M. DALBELO, LUIZ HARTMANN, AND MAICOM VARELLA

singularities to obtain the following theorem, which is the main result of
this work.

Theorem 1.1. Let
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

, be a d-dimensional family of determinantal sin-

gularities, defined by the germ of matrices At = ((aij)t) : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0)

with holomorphic entries. Suppose that Xs
A0

has an isolated singularity at 0 and,
for all t ∈ D, the matrix At satisfies the following conditions:

(i) the Newton polyhedra ∆t
j of (aij)t are convenient and independent of t;

(ii) the matrix At is strongly Newton non-degenerate (Definition 2.5).

Then the family
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is Whitney equisingular.

The second task is to present, in Section 4, a formula to compute the
local Euler obstruction of an isolated determinantal singularity in terms of
Newton polyhedra. In this part, we strongly use the results introduced by
Esterov [Est07]. In his work, Esterov presents a formula to compute the
Euler characteristic of the Milnor fiber of a function defined on an isolated
determinantal singularity in terms of Newton polyhedra, as a particular
case of his results on resultantal singularities.

The third task is to present more examples, where we can apply the
previous results. In Section 5, we use the equivalence of matrices to en-
counter matrices which define the same determinantal singularities where
the condition on the Newton polyhedron being convenient is more satisfi-
able and also to simplify these results. Using this equivalence we obtain a
formula to compute the local Euler obstruction in terms of a single Newton
polyhedra.

Theorem 1.2. Let Xn
A be an isolated determinantal singularity defined by the

germ A : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0), where A has holomorphic entries and Newton
polyhedron ∆A. Suppose that ∆A is convenient, if there exists a generic linear
form l : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) with a convenient Newton polyhedron such that l is
Newton non-degenerate with respect to A and ∆A (Definition 5.7), then

EuXn
A
(0) =

k∑

q=k−n+1

∑

I⊂{1,...,m}

|I|≥q+1

|I|−q∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q − a− 2

n + q− k− 1

)

×

(
|I| − a− 1

q − 1

)(
k

q

)
· |I|! · (LI)a(∆̃I

A)
|I|−a,

where L is the standard m-dimensional simplex and ∆̃ = Rm
+ \ ∆.

In Section 6, we introduce some applications of the results presented
along this work, such as Whitney equisingularity for a family of functions
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defined on isolated determinantal singularities and a Lê-Greuel type for-
mula for the vanishing Euler characteristic of an isolated determinantal
singularity.

2. Determinantal singularities and Newton polyhedra

2.1. Determinantal singularities. Determinantal varieties have been wi-
dely studied by researchers in Commutative Algebra and Algebraic Ge-
ometry (see [BrHe98, BrVe98]). In Singularity Theory there are countless
articles with the purpose of studying those varieties, we can quote, for in-
stance, Ebeling and Gusein-Zade [EbGZ09], Frühbis-Krüger and Neumer
[FKNe10], Nuño-Ballesteros, Oréfice-Okamoto and Tomazella [NBOOT13],
Pereira and Ruas [PeRu14] and Zach [Zac20].

Consider Mn,k the set of complex matrices of size n × k and Ms
n,k the

subset consisting of the matrices with rank less than s, where 0 < s ≤
n ≤ k are integers. The set Ms

n,k is an irreducible subvariety of Mn,k with
codimension (n − s + 1)(k − s + 1), which is called generic determinantal
variety, and Ms−1

n,k is its singular set.
Let A : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a holomorphic map germ defined by

A(x) = (aij(x)) with aij ∈ Om, where Om is the ring of holomorphic func-
tions in C

m, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Definition 2.1. Let (Xs
A, 0) ⊂ (Cm, 0) be the germ of the variety defined by

Xs
A = A−1(Ms

n,k). We say that Xs
A is a determinantal variety of type (n, k; s) in

(Cm, 0) if its dimension is equal to

m − (n− s+ 1)(k− s+ 1).

The analytical structure of Xs
A is the one defined by A and Ms

n,k, i.e.,
given by the s size of A(x). When s = 1, the determinantal variety Xs

A is a
complete intersection variety.

Definition 2.2. Let (Xs
A, 0) ⊂ (Cm, 0) be a determinantal variety of type (n, k; s)

satisfying the condition

s = 1 or m < (n− s+ 2)(k− s+ 2).

The variety (Xs
A, 0) is said to be an isolated determinantal singularity (IDS) if Xs

A

is smooth at x and rank A(x) = s − 1 for all x 6= 0 in a neighbourhood of the
origin.

Remark 2.3. Isolated determinantal singularities are G-determined (see
[Per10]), then they have a polynomial representative.
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2.2. Newton polyhedra. The Newton polyhedra of polynomial functions
are important objects which can be very useful to compute some invari-
ants, such as the Milnor number, local Euler obstruction, multiplicities,
among others.

The monomial xa1

1 · · ·xam
m is denoted by xa, where a = (a1, . . . , am) ∈ Zm.

We denote by Rm
+ , the positive orthant of Rm. A subset ∆ ⊂ Rm

+ is called a
Newton polyhedron when there exists some P ⊂ Zm

+ such that ∆ is the convex
hull of the set {p + v : p ∈ P and v ∈ Rm

+ }. In this case, ∆ is said to be the
Newton polyhedron determined by P. If ∆ touches all the coordinate axes,
we say that ∆ is convenient.

For a face Γ of a polyhedron ∆ and a function f =
∑

a∈∆ cax
a, we denote

the polynomial
∑

a∈Γ cax
a by f|Γ .

Definition 2.4. If f ∈ Om is a germ of a polynomial function f(x) =
∑

p∈Zm
+

cpx
p,

then the support of f is supp(f) := {p ∈ Zm
+ | cp 6= 0}. The Newton polyhedron of

f ∆f is the Newton polyhedron determined by supp(f).

In the following, we present the Newton non-degeneracy conditions
adapted to determinantal singularities. The Newton non-degeneracy con-
ditions were first defined in [Est07, Definition 1.16] for determinantal sin-
gularities given by the maximal minors of a matrix. Here we relax the
maximal condition.

Definition 2.5. Let A = (aij) : (C
m, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a germ of a holomorphic

matrix, which defines a determinantal singularity Xs
A of type (n, k; s). We denote

by ∆j ⊂ R
m
+ the Newton polyhedron of aij, for all i = 1, . . . , n, .

(i) The matrix A is said to be Newton non-degenerate if, for each collection of
faces Γj ⊂ ∆j such that the sum

∑
j Γj is a bounded face of the polyhedron∑

j∆j and for every subset I ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, with |I | ≥ n − s + 1, the
matrix

(aij|Γj)i∈I, j∈{1,...,k}

defines a determinantal variety of type (|I |, k; |I | − n + s) in (C \ 0)m;
(ii) The matrix A is said to be strongly Newton non-degenerate if for each

collection of faces Γj ⊂ ∆j such that the sum
∑

j Γj is a bounded face of the
polyhedron

∑
j ∆j, the polynomial matrix (aij|Γj) defines a non-singular

determinantal variety of type (n, k; s) in (C \ 0)m;
(iii) A function f : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) is said to be Newton non-degenerate

with respect to A, if, for each collection of faces Γi ⊂ ∆i and Γ0 ⊂ ∆f

such that the sum
∑k

j=0 Γj is a bounded face of the polyhedron
∑k

j=0 ∆j,
the restriction of the 1-form df|Γ0 to the determinantal variety of type
(n, k; s), defined by the matrix (aij|Γj) in (C \ 0)m, has no zeros, which
means that f|Γ0 has no critical points in this determinantal variety.



NEWTON POLYHEDRA AND WHITNEY EQUISINGULARITY FOR IDS 5

The set of all convex bounded polyhedra in Rm is denoted by M. The
mixed volume is defined in [GKZ08, Definition 2.6] as the unique symmetric
multi-linear function

MV : M××M︸ ︷︷ ︸
m

→
Z

m!
,

which satisfies MV(Γ, . . . , Γ) = Vol(Γ) for every polyhedron Γ ∈ M, where
Vol(Γ) is the usual Euclidean volume of Γ . More explicitly, we have

MV(Γ1, . . . , Γm) =
1

m!

m∑

r=1

(−1)m−r
∑

1≤i1≤···≤ir≤m

Vol(Γi1 + · · ·+ Γir),

where Γi1 + · · ·+ Γir is the Minkowiski sum of the sets Γi1, . . . , Γir .
For brevity, we denote the mixed volume

MV(Γ1, . . . , Γ1︸ ︷︷ ︸
a1

, . . . , Γr, . . . , Γr︸ ︷︷ ︸
ar

) = Γa1

1 · · · Γar
r .

For a set I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}, let RI be a coordinate plane given by the equa-

tions xi = 0, for i /∈ I. Given a polyhedron ∆ ⊂ Rm
+ , we denote by ∆̃I the

intersection RI ∩ ∆̃, where ∆̃ = Rm
+ \ ∆.

3. Whitney equisingularity

In this section, we use the information given by Newton polyhedra and
Newton non-degeneracy to present conditions which guarantee the Whit-
ney equisingularity of a family of isolated determinantal singularities.

The relation between Whitney equisingularity and Newton polyhedra
was strongly studied by Briançon (on unpublished notes), for a family of
Newton non-degenerate isolated hypersurface singularities and by Eyral
and Oka ([EyOk17]), for families of non-degenerate non-isolated hypersur-
faces.

The concept of Whitney equisingularity is strongly related to the po-
lar multiplicities for many important classes of spaces. For instance, in
[Gaf93, Gaf96], Gaffney showed that a family of d-dimensional isolated
complete intersection singularities (ICIS) {(Xt, 0)} of any dimension d is
Whitney equisingular if, and only if, the polar multiplicities mi(Xt, 0),
i = 0, . . . , d are constant on this family.

The polar multiplicities mi(X, 0), for i = 0, . . . , d − 1 are defined for
any variety (X, 0) (see [LêTe81]), while md(X, 0) was defined, initially,
only for ICIS in [Gaf93]. Using topological and geometric information
from generic linear projections, Pereira and Ruas [PeRu14] and Nuño-
Ballesteros, Oréfice-Okamoto and Tomazella [NBOOT13] defined the top
polar multiplicity md(X

s
A, 0) for an IDS Xs

A. In [NnOOT18], the authors
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proved that a family of IDS
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
is Whitney equisingular if, and only

if, mi(X
s
At
, 0), i = 0, . . . , d, do not depend on t.

Given an IDS (Xs
A, 0), the top polar multiplicity md(X

s
A, 0) is related to

the local Euler obstruction of Xs
A (for more details on the local Euler ob-

struction see Section 4). In fact, in [NBOOT13, Theorem 4.5], the authors
proved

md(X
s
A, 0) = ν(Xs

A, 0) + (−1)d−1 EuXs
A
(0) + 1, (3.1)

where ν(Xs
A, 0) is the vanishing Euler characteristic of Xs

A, EuXs
A
(0) is the

local Euler obstruction of Xn
A at 0 and d = dimXs

A. In the following we
present the definition of vanishing Euler characteristic of an IDS.

Definition 3.1. The vanishing Euler characteristic of an IDS Xs
A, denoted by

ν(Xs
A, 0), is defined as

ν(Xs
A, 0) = (−1)d(χ(X̃s

A) − 1),

where X̃s
A is the generic fiber of the determinantal smoothing1 of Xs

A, χ(·) denotes
the Euler characteristic and d = dimXs

A.

For more details on the vanishing Euler characteristic see [NBOOT13,
Definition 3.2].

When Xs
A has codimension 2 the vanishing Euler characteristic coincides

with the Milnor number defined by Pereira and Ruas in [PeRu14]. More-
over, the vanishing Euler characteristic has a Lê-Greuel type formula ex-
pressing ν(Xs

A, 0) in terms of the top polar multiplicity and the vanishing
Euler characteristic of a generic section (see [NBOOT13, Theorem 4.3 and
Definition 4.4]), i.e., the following equality holds

md(X
s
A, 0) = ν(Xs

A, 0) + ν(Xs
A ∩ p−1(0), 0), (3.2)

where p : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) is a generic linear function and d = dimXs
A.

We recall some notions about determinantal deformations. Consider a
map germ A : (Cm × C, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) such that A(x, 0) = A(x) for all
x ∈ Cm. When Xs

A is a determinantal variety, the projection

π : (Xs
A, 0) → (C, 0)

(x, t) 7→ t

is called a determinantal deformation of Xs
A . If we fix a small enough repre-

sentative A : Bε → (Mn,k, 0), where Bε is the open ball centred at the origin
with radius ε > 0, then we set At(x) := A(x, t) and Xs

At
= A−1

t (Ms
n,k).

If Xs
At

is a determinantal deformation of (Xs
A0
, 0) as above, we say that:

1For the definition see [NBOOT13, Definition 3.3].
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(i) Xs
At

is origin preserving if 0 ∈ S(Xs
At
), for all t in D, where S(Xs

At
)

denotes the singular set of Xs
At

and D ⊂ C is a disc around the

origin. Then
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is called a 1-parameter family of IDS;

(ii)
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is a good family if there exists ε > 0 with S(Xs
At
) = {0}

on Bε, for all t in D;
(iii)

{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is Whitney equisingular if it is a good family and

{Xs
A \ T, T } satisfies the Whitney conditions, where T = {0}×D.

To prove the main result we need some concepts and results in order to
guarantee an uniformity condition on the family. The following concept
was first introduced by Eyral and Oka [EyOk17, Oka97] for hypersurfaces
and complete intersection singularities and we extend it to determinantal
singularities.

Definition 3.2. Let f : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) be a germ of an analytic function and
I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}. We say that CI = {(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Cm : xi = 0 , i /∈ I} is an
admissible coordinate subspace for f if f|CI∩U is not constantly zero, where U is a
neighbourhood of the origin in Cm.

Definition 3.3. Let A = (aij) : (C
m, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a germ of a holomorphic

map, we say that CI is an admissible coordinate space for A if CI is admissible for
each aij, j = 1, . . . , k and i = 1, . . . , n.

Along this work, we will use the following notation:

(i) AI = (aI
ij), where aI

ij = aij|CI∩U;

(ii) A∗I = (a∗I
ij ), where a∗I

ij = aij|C∗I∩U and C∗I = {(x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Cm :

xi = 0 ⇔ i /∈ I}.

In the following Lemma we extend [Oka97, Proposition 7] to determi-
nantal singularities and using the ideas of Eyral and Oka [EyOk17, Propo-
sition 3.1], we prove Proposition 3.5.

Lemma 3.4. Let A : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a germ of a strongly Newton non-
degenerate matrix. If CI is an admissible coordinate subspace for A, then AI is a
germ of a strongly Newton non-degenerate matrix.

Proof. For each j = 1, . . . , k, let σj be a face of ∆aI
ij

such that
∑

σj = σ

is a bounded face of
∑

∆aI
ij

. Since ∆aI
ij

= ∆aij
∩ RI, σj is also a face of

∆aij
such that σ is a bounded face of

∑
∆aij

for each j = 1, . . . , k. Thus,

(aI
ij|σ) defines a non-singular determinantal variety in (C \ 0)m. Hence, AI

is strongly Newton non-degenerate. �

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that for all t sufficiently small, the following two con-
ditions are satisfied:

(i) the matrix At = ((aij)t) is strongly Newton non-degenerate;
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(ii) the Newton polyhedron ∆t
j of (aij)t is independent of t, for all j =

1, . . . , k.

Then there exists a positive number R > 0 such that for any admissible coordinate
subspace CI of A0 and any t sufficiently small, the set Xs

At
∩ C∗I ∩ BR is non-

singular, where BR is the open ball with center at the origin 0 ∈ Cm and radius
R.

Proof. As ∆t
j is independent of t, the set of admissible systems is also inde-

pendent of t and, since there are only finitely many subsets I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m},
it suffices to show the result for a fixed I = {1, . . . , r}, r ≤ m.

We argue by contradiction. Suppose that for all R > 0 the intersection
Xs
At

∩ C∗I ∩ BR has a singular point and consider the sequence {(tR, zR)} of
points in Xs

A ∩ (D × C
∗I) converging to (0, 0), where zR is a singularity of

Xs
At

∩ C∗I ∩ BR. Then (0, 0) is in the closure of the set

W = {(t, z) ∈ D× C
∗I : z ∈ Xs

At
and z is a singular point of Xs

At
}.

Then, by the curve selection lemma [Mil68], there exists an analytic
curve

p : [0, ǫ] → W

q 7→ (t(q), z(q))

such that p(q) = (t(q), z1(q), . . . , zr(q), 0, . . . , 0), for all q 6= 0, and p(0) =

(0, 0). For 1 ≤ i ≤ r, consider the Taylor expansions

t(q) = t0q
ν + · · · , zi(q) = aiq

wi + · · · ,

where t0, ai 6= 0 and ν,wi > 0. Here, the three centered dots stand for
the higher order terms. Choose a = (a1, . . . , ar, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ C

∗I and w =

(w1, . . . , wr, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ N
r \ {0} and consider the face σj of (∆

t(q)
j )I = (∆0

j )
I

defined as the set where the map

ljw : (∆
t(q)
j )I → R+

x := (x1, . . . , xr, 0, . . . , 0) 7→
r∑

i=1

xiwi

takes its minimal value dj.
Now, note that

(aij)t(z) = ((aij)t)|σj
+

∑

α/∈σj

cαz
α. (3.3)

Consider a monomial component

(cαz
α)|σj

= cαz
α1

1 . . . zαr
r (3.4)
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of the face function aij|σj
. Then over the curve p we have

(cαz(q)
α)|σj

= cα(a1q
w1 + · · · )α1 . . . (arq

wr + · · · )αr

= cαa
α1

1 . . . aαr
r qdj + · · · .

Therefore,

((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj
(z(q)) = ((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a)qdj + · · · . (3.5)

Taking the derivative of Eq. (3.4), we have

∂

∂zl
(cαz

α) = αlcαz
α1

1 . . . zαl−1
l . . . zαr

r .

Then, over the curve p

∂

∂zl
(cαz(q)

α)|σj
= αlcα(a1q

w1 + · · · )α1 . . . (alq
wl + · · · )αl−1 . . . (arq

wr + · · · )αr

= αla
α1

1 . . . aαl−1
l . . . aαr

r qdj−wl + · · ·

=
∂

∂zl
(cαz(q)

α)|σj
(a) · qdj−wl + · · · .

Thus, the following equation holds

∂

∂zl
((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(z(q)) =
∂

∂zl
((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a) · qdj−wl + · · · . (3.6)

It follows from Eq. (3.3) that

((aij)t(q)|C∗I)(z(q)) = ((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj
(z(q)) +

∑

α/∈σj

cαz(q)
α

and

∂

∂zl
((aij)t(q)|C∗I)(z(q)) =

∂

∂zl
((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(z(q)) +
∂

∂zl
(
∑

α/∈σj

cαz(q)
α).

By Eq. (3.6)

∂

∂zl
((aij)t(q)|C∗I)(z(q)) =

∂

∂zl
((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a) · qdj−wl + · · · .

Since wi 6= 0 for i = 1, . . . , r, then each σj, j = 1, . . . , k, is a bounded
face of ∆j and, since σj is the face where the function ljw takes its minimal

value,
∑k

j=1 σj is a face of
∑k

j=1 ∆j where lw :
∑k

j=1(∆
t(q)
j )I → R+ defined

by
∑r

i=1 xiwi also takes its minimal value. Therefore,
∑k

j=1 σj is a bounded

face of
∑k

j=1 ∆j.
Consider the n× k matrix

(A∗I
t(q))|σ(z(q)) = ((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(z(q))
Eq. (3.5)
= (((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a)qdj + · · · )n×k.
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Since z(q) belongs to the determinantal singularity Xs
A∗I

t(q)

, which is defined

by the s size minors of A∗I
t(q), then for each set I ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and J ⊂

{1, . . . , k} such that |I | = |J | = s we have the zero polynomial

det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj
(a)qdj + · · · )i∈I, j∈J )

= det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj
(a))i∈I, j∈J )q

∑
j∈J

dj + · · · = 0,

which implies that all the coefficients of this polynomial are equal to zero,
in particular

det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj
(a))i∈I, j∈J ) = 0.

Taking q → 0 for each I and J as above, t(q) → 0 and, therefore, the point
a belongs to the determinantal singularity Xs

A∗I
0

.

Furthermore, by Eq. (3.6)

∂

∂zl
(det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(z(q)))i∈I, j∈J )) =

∂

∂zl
(det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a))i∈I, j∈J )) · q
(
∑

j∈J
dj)−wl + · · · .

Then the Jacobian matrix of the function given by the s size minors of

the matrix (((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj
(a)qdj + · · · )i∈I, j∈J is the

(
k
q

)(
n
s

)
×m matrix

(
∂

∂zl
(det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a))i∈I, j∈J ) · q
(
∑

j∈J
dj)−wl + · · · )I⊂{1,...,n}, J⊂{1,...,k}.

Since z(q) is a singularity of the determinantal variety Xs
A∗I

t(q)

, this matrix

has rank less than (k − s + 1)(n − s + 1) then, by the same argument as
before, the Jacobian matrix

(
∂

∂zl
(det((((aij)t(q)|C∗I)|σj

(a))i∈I, j∈J )))I⊂{1,...,n}, J⊂{1,...,k}

has also rank less than (k− s+ 1)(n− s+ 1).
Taking again q → 0, t(q) → 0 and, therefore, the point a is a singularity

of the determinantal variety Xs
A∗I

0

. This implies that the matrix A∗I
0 is not

Newton non-degenerate which contradicts Lemma 3.4. �

Corollary 3.6. In addition to the conditions of Proposition 3.5, if the Newton
polyhedra ∆t

j of (aij)t are convenient, then there exists a positive number R > 0

such that for any t sufficiently small, the set Xs
At
∩BR is smooth outside the origin,

where BR is the open ball with center at the origin 0 ∈ Cm and radius R.

Finally, we have all the tools necessary to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof. (of Theorem 1.1) Firstly, since the Newton polyhedra ∆t
j are con-

venient and independent of t for each j = 1, . . . , k and the matrix At is
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strongly Newton non-degenerate, then by Corollary 3.6, there exists a pos-
itive number R such that for any t sufficiently small, the set Xs

At
∩ BR is

smooth outside the origin, where BR is the open ball with center at the
origin and radius R. Therefore, this family is good.

Moreover, since Xs
At

∩ BR is smooth outside the origin, we have χ(Xs
At

∩
BR) = 1, consequently, by [NnOOT18, Corollary 4.3]

ν(Xs
At
, 0) = ν(Xs

A0
, 0).

Now, for each t ∈ D consider a linear form ht : (C
m, 0) → (C, 0), which

is generic with respect to Xs
At

. Then, Xs
At

∩ (ht)
−1(0) is a determinantal

singularity defined by (At|ht)
−1(Ms

n,k). Thus, we can define a family of

determinantal singularities considering the map Ã : (Cm−1, 0) → (Mn,k, 0)

with Ã(x, t) = At|ht(x) and Ã(x, 0) = A0|h0
(x). Since Xs

At
∩ BR is smooth

outside the origin and ht is generic for all t ∈ D, the set Xs
At
∩ (ht)

−1(0)∩BR

is also smooth outside the origin. Hence, again by [NnOOT18, Corollary
4.3]

ν(Xs
At

∩ (ht)
−1(0), 0) = ν(Xs

A0
∩ (h0)

−1(0), 0).

Therefore, by Eq. (3.2)

md(X
s
At
, 0) = md(X

s
A0
, 0). (3.7)

We can proceed exactly in the same way to obtain

ν(Xs
At

∩H1
t ∩ · · · ∩Hl

t, 0) = ν(Xs
A0

∩H1
0 ∩ · · · ∩Hl

0, 0),

where Hi
t are generic hyperplanes for i = 1, . . . , l. Hence,

md(X
s
At

∩H1
t ∩ · · · ∩Hl

t, 0) = md(X
s
A0

∩H1
0 ∩ · · · ∩Hl

0, 0). (3.8)

In addition, by [GGJR19, Lemma 2.6], we have

md−l(X
s
At

∩H1
t ∩ · · · ∩Hl

t, 0) = md−l(X
s
At
, 0), (3.9)

for l = 2, . . . , d. Combining both Eq. (3.8) and (3.9), we have

md−l(X
s
At
, 0) = md−l(X

s
At

∩H1
t ∩ · · · ∩Hl

t, 0)

= md−l(X
s
A0

∩H1
0 ∩ · · · ∩Hl

0, 0)

= md−l(X
s
A0
, 0),

for all l = 2, . . . , d.
Lastly, since md(X

s
At
, 0) = md(X

s
A0
, 0) and ν(Xs

At
, 0) = ν(Xs

A0
, 0), by Eq. (3.1),

we have

EuXs
At
(0) = EuXs

A0
(0).



12 THAÍS M. DALBELO, LUIZ HARTMANN, AND MAICOM VARELLA

For the polar multiplicity md−1(X
s
At
, 0), we use the last equation together

with the Lê and Teissier formula (see Eq. (4.1) below) to obtain

d−1∑

k=0

(−1)kmk(X
s
At
, 0) = EuXs

At
(0) = EuXs

A0
(0) =

d−1∑

k=0

(−1)kmk(X
s
A0
, 0).

In addition, mj(X
s
At
, 0) = mj(X

s
A0
, 0), j = 0, 1, . . . , d− 2, then

md−1(X
s
At
, 0) = md−1(X

s
A0
, 0).

Therefore, mj(X
s
At
, 0) = mj(X

s
A0
, 0), for all 0 ≤ j ≤ d. Hence, by [NnOOT18,

Theorem 5.3], the family
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is Whitney equisingular. �

In Section 5, we use equivalence of matrices to introduce a method which
allows us to encounter examples where we can apply Theorem 1.1 in an
easier manner.

4. Local Euler obstruction

The Euler obstruction at a point x ∈ X, denoted by EuX(x), was defined
by MacPherson [Mac74], using 1-forms and Nash modification. An equiv-
alent definition of the local Euler obstruction was given by Brasselet and
Schwartz in the context of index of vector fields [BrSc81]. Lê and Teissier
[LêTe81] related the local Euler obstruction of X with its polar multiplic-
ities. More precisely, if X is a d-dimensional germ at zero of a reduced
analytic space in Cm, then

EuX(0) =

d−1∑

k=0

(−1)kmk(X, 0), (4.1)

where mk(X, 0) is the kth-polar multiplicity of X at zero. Brasselet, Lê and
Seade [BLS00] presented a Lefschetz type formula for EuX(0) (Theorem
4.1).

Let (X, 0) ⊂ (Cm, 0) be a d-dimensional germ of a reduced equidimen-
sional analytic variety on an open set U ⊂ Cm. Consider V = {Vi}

q
i=0 a

Whitney stratification of U adapted to X (i.e. X is a union of strata) and as-
sume that V0 = {0} is a stratum. We choose a representative small enough
X of (X, 0) such that 0 belongs to the closure of all strata. We also as-

sume that the strata V0, . . . , Vq are connected, the analytic sets V1, . . . , Vq

are reduced and Vq = Xreg.

Theorem 4.1 ([BLS00]). Let (X, 0) be an equidimensional reduced algebraic va-
riety and V = {Vi}

q
i=0 a Whitney stratification of X, then for each generic linear

form l, there exists ε0 such that for any ε with 0 < ε < ε0 and t0 6= 0 sufficiently
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small, the Euler obstruction of (X, 0) is equal to

EuX(0) =

q∑

i=0

χ(Vi ∩ Bε ∩ l−1(t0)) · EuX(Vi),

where Bε is a ball with center at 0 and radius ε, χ(·) is the Euler characteristic,
EuX(Vi) is the Euler obstruction of X at a point of Vi, i = 0, . . . , q and 0 < |t0| ≪
ε ≪ 1.

We apply Theorem 4.1 and [Est07, Theorem 1.12] to an isolated deter-
minantal singularity in order to obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.2. Let Xn
A be an isolated determinantal singularity defined by the

germ A : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0), where A has holomorphic entries. Suppose that
the Newton polyhedra ∆j of ai,j are convenient, if there exists a generic linear form
l : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) with a convenient Newton polyhedron such that l is Newton
non-degenerate with respect to A, then

EuXn
A
(0) =

∑

{j1,...,jq}⊂{1,...,k}

∑

I⊂{1,...,m}

|I|≥q+1

|I|−q∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q− a− 2

n+ q− k− 1

)

×
∑

aj1
,...,ajq

∈N

aj1
+···+ajq=|I|−a

|I|! · (LI)a(∆̃I
j1
)aj1 · · · (∆̃I

jq
)ajq .

Proof. Since Xn
A has an isolated singularity at the origin, the partition

V = {{0}, Xn
A \ {0}}

is a Whitney stratification of Xn
A. Thus, if l : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) is a generic

linear form, by Theorem 4.1

EuXn
A
(0) = χ({0} ∩ Bε ∩ l−1(t0)) · EuXn

A
({0})

+ χ((Xn
A \ {0}) ∩ Bε ∩ l−1(t0)) · EuXn

A
(Xn

A \ {0}).

On the other hand, as t0 6= 0, then {0} ∩ Bε ∩ l−1(t0) = ∅. Therefore,

χ({0} ∩ Bε ∩ l−1(t0)) = 0.

Moreover, the stratum Xn
A \ {0} is the smooth part of Xn

A, then EuXn
A
(Xn

A \

{0}) = 1. Consequently,

EuXn
A
(0) = χ(Xn

A \ {0} ∩ Bε ∩ l−1(t0)).

Therefore, the formula follows by [Est07, Theorem 1.12]. �

We will also compute the local Euler obstruction for some examples in
the following, for that, we will use some techniques introduced in Section
5.
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5. Equivalent matrices and invariants of determinantal

singularities

The purpose of this section is to present a method which allows us to
compute more concrete examples where we can apply both the results
from the previous sections and the results from Esterov [Est07]. We apply
row and column operations to the germ of a matrix A = (aij) in order to

obtain a new matrix Ã such that up to constants all the monomial compo-

nents of each aij will appear on each entry of Ã and, therefore, the Newton

polyhedron of each entry of Ã will be the same. After this process, the

condition that the Newton polyhedron of each column of the matrix Ã is
convenient will be more satisfiable and we can also simplify the formulas
for the invariants.

5.1. Equivalent matrices and Newton polyhedra.

Definition 5.1. The germs of matrices A, Ã : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) are said to be
equivalent if they belong to the same equivalence class of the following relation:

A ∼ Ã ⇔ ∃P ∈ GL(n;C), ∃Q ∈ GL(k;C) : Ã = P · A · Q,

where GL(l;C) is the group of invertible matrices in Ml,l(C).

Given a matrix A ∈ Mn,k, let Is(A) be the ideal generated by the s size
minors of A. It is well known that for the matrices P ∈ GL(n;C) and
Q ∈ GL(k;C), we have Is(A) = Is(P · A · Q) (see [BrML88, Chapter XVI,
Sections 7-8]). The reason is that A represents a C-linear map Ck → Cn

and the entries of the matrix ∧s : ∧s(Cn) → ∧s(Ck) are the s-size minors
of A, where ∧s is the exterior product of vectors taking s at a time. Since
∧s(PA) = ∧s(P) ∧s (A), then Is(PA) ⊆ Is(P)Is(A) ⊆ Is(A) and Is(PA) ⊆
Is(P). Therefore, Is(A) = Is(P

−1(PA)) ⊆ Is(PA) and, consequently, Is(PA) =

Is(A). Similarly, Is(AQ) = Is(A).

Therefore, if the germs A, Ã : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) are equivalent, then
Xs
A = Xs

Ã
.

Furthermore, the action GL(n;C) × GL(k;C) on the space of matrices
Mn,k(Om) is a subgroup of the G-action (see [Dam84, Per10]). Since the
invariants such as polar multiplicities, Euler obstruction, vanishing Euler
characteristic only depend on the G-equivalence class, the equivalence of
matrices does not alter them.
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Definition 5.2. If A = (aij) : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) is a germ of a matrix with
polynomial entries, we denote by

supp(A) :=
⋃

i ∈ {1, . . . , n}

j ∈ {1, . . . , k}

supp(aij).

The Newton polyhedron of A, which we denote by ∆A, is the Newton polyhedron
determined by supp(A).

Given a germ of a matrix A, there is always a germ Ã equivalent to

A such that the Newton polyhedron of each entry of Ã is equal to ∆A.

Since both the matrices A and Ã define the same determinantal singularity,
whenever we need the Newton polyhedron of each entry of a matrix A and

Ã is Newton non-degenerate, we can replace them by ∆A.

Definition 5.3. Let A be a germ of a matrix with polynomial entries. We say that

Ã is equivalent to A with respect to ∆A, if Ã is equivalent to A and the Newton

polyhedron of each entry of Ã is equal to ∆A.

Example 5.4. Consider the determinantal singularity given by the germ
A : (C4, 0) → (M2,3, 0), where

A =

[
x − z y −w z−w

y−w z−w w+ x

]
.

None of the entries of A has convenient Newton polyhedron ∆i,j. Now,
consider the matrices

P =

[
1 1

1 2

]
and Q =




1 1 1

1 2 1

1 1 2


 . (5.1)

We obtain the germ Ã = P ·A ·Q, given by

Ã =

[
2x+ 2y+ z− 3w 2x + 3y+ 2z− 5w 3x+ 2y + 2z− 3w

3x+ 3y+ 2z− 4w 3x + 4y+ 4z− 7w 5x+ 3y + 3z− 3w

]
.

The Newton ∆i,j of each entry of Ã is equal to ∆A and its complement in
R

4
+ is the 4-dimensional standard simplex, therefore it is convenient.

Using the matrix Ã instead of A may affect the Newton non-degeneracy
conditions. In the following we exemplify this fact with some examples.

Example 5.5. In Example 5.4, both matrices A and Ã are Newton non-

degenerate. Therefore, we can apply the results to Ã.
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Now, consider the determinantal singularity given by the germ of the
matrix

B =

[
z −y2 −x3

0 x y

]
.

Using the matrices P and Q from Eq. (5.1), we obtain the germ B̃ = P·B·Q
given by the matrix
[

x + y+ z− x3 − y2 2x+ y+ z− x3 − 2y2 x + 2y+ z− 2x3 − y2

2x + 2y+ z− x3 − y2 4x+ 2y+ z− x3 − 2y2 2x+ 4y+ z− 2x3 − y2

]
.

The matrix B is Newton non-degenerate, but the matrix B̃ is not Newton
non-degenerate.

Remark 5.6. This behavior of the non-degeneracy with respect to the row
and column operation is in some sense expected, since it is well known
that the non-degeneracy depends, for instance, on the coordinate system
of the source (see [Oka97, Remark 1.4.1]).

Motivated by this example, we present the following definition.

Definition 5.7. Let A = (aij) : (C
m, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a germ of a matrix with

polynomial entries.

(i) The matrix A is Newton non-degenerate with respect to ∆A if for every
bounded face Γ of ∆A the matrix A|Γ is Newton non-degenerate;

(ii) The matrix A is strongly Newton non-degenerate with respect to ∆A if
for every bounded face Γ of ∆A the matrix A|Γ is strongly Newton non-
degenerate;

(iii) The germ of a function f is Newton non-degenerate with respect to A

and ∆A if for every bounded face Γ of ∆A the function f|Γ is Newton
non-degenerate with respect to the matrix A|Γ .

Using this ideas we show, in the next paragraphs, how we can compute
invariants using only one Newton polyhedron.

5.2. Multiplicity. In [Est07], Esterov presented a formula to compute the
multiplicity of a determinantal variety Xn

A when A is Newton non-degenerate
and the Newton polyhedron ∆j of aij is convenient, for all j = 1, . . . , k.
Using this result and equivalence of matrices we present the next result,
which depends only on the Newton polyhedron of A.

Proposition 5.8. Let A = (aij) : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a germ of a matrix
with polynomial entries and a convenient Newton polyhedron ∆A. If A is Newton
non-degenerate with respect to ∆A, then A defines the germ of a determinantal
singularity Xn

A, whose multiplicity is

m(Xn
A, 0) =

(
k

k− n+ 1

)
·m! · ∆̃k−n+1

A Lm−k+n−1.
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Proof. Let Ã be a germ of a matrix equivalent to A with respect to ∆A. In
[Est07, Theorem 1.9], it is proved that Xn

Ã
is a determinantal singularity

and it has multiplicity

m(Xn

Ã
, 0) =

∑

0<j0<···<jk−n≤k

m! · ∆̃1
j0
· · · ∆̃1

jk−n
Lm−k+n−1, (5.2)

where ∆j is the Newton polyhedron of the function ãij : C
m → C. Since

Xn
A = Xn

Ã
and ∆j = ∆A, for all j = 1, . . . , k, by Equation (5.2), the multiplicity

of Xn
A = Xn

Ã
is

m(Xn
A, 0) = m(Xn

Ã
, 0) =

∑

0<j0<···<jk−n≤k

m! · ∆̃k−n+1
A Lm−k+n−1

=

(
k

k − n + 1

)
·m! · ∆̃k−n+1

A Lm−k+n−1.

�

The last proposition allows us to compute more examples.

Example 5.9. Consider A the germ given by the matrix

A =

[
x− z3 y2 −w3 z3 −w3

y2 −w3 z3 −w3 w3 + x

]

and P and Q from Eq. (5.1), then we obtain the germ Ã = P · A ·Q, given
by the matrix
[

2x+ 2y2 + z3 − 3w3 2x + 3y2 + 2z3 − 5w3 3x+ 2y2 + 2z3 − 3w3

3x+ 3y2 + 2z3 − 4w3 3x + 4y2 + 4z3 − 7w3 5x+ 3y2 + 3z3 − 3w3

]
.

The Newton polyhedron of each entry of Ã ∆A is convenient and the

matrix Ã is Newton non-degenerate, then the matrix A is Newton non-
degenerate with respect to ∆A. By Proposition 5.8, X2

A is a determinantal
singularity and its multiplicity is

m(X2
A, 0) =

(
3

2

)
· 4! · ∆̃2

AL
2 =

(
3

2

)
= 3 · 4! ·

2

4!
= 6.

We observe that, we could not apply Theorem [Est07, Theorem 1.9] to the

matrix A. However, we can apply to a germ Ã, which is equivalent to A

with respect to ∆A. This is the same as applying Proposition 5.8 directly to
the matrix A.

Now, we compute the multiplicity of a determinantal singularity de-

fined by a matrix A such that ∆̃A = L. This class of determinantal sin-
gularities includes the ones defined by matrices with linear entries, which
is very important, for instance, in [AhRu19], the authors find a class of
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essentially isolated determinantal singularities defined by a matrix with
homogeneous entries using a matrix with linear entries.

Corollary 5.10. Under the conditions of the Proposition 5.8, if the germ A :

(Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) is such that ∆̃A = L, then the multiplicity of Xn
A is given by

m(Xn
A, 0) =

(
k

k− n+ 1

)
.

Example 5.11. Consider the germ A, given in Example 5.4. The Newton
polyhedron ∆A is convenient, A is Newton non-degenerate with respect to

∆A and ∆̃A = L. By the last corollary, X2
A is a determinantal singularity and

its multiplicity is

m(X2
A, 0) =

(
3

2

)
= 3.

In the following, we present an example where the matrix A is not New-
ton non-degenerate with respect to ∆A, but we use the equivalence of ma-
trices to find an equivalent matrix which is Newton non-degenerate, using
one Newton polyhedra for the first two columns of A and another Newton
polyhedron for the last column.

Example 5.12. Consider the germ A given by the matrix

A =

[
z+w− y y+ x + z x − y −w

x− y−w w− z− y y2 + (z+w− y)k

]

and the matrix

Q =

[
1 2

2 3

]
.

Then, we have the equivalent matrix Ã = Q ·A given by

[
2x − 3y+ z+w x− y− z+w x− y+ y2 + 2(z+w− y)k −w

3x− 4y+ z+ 2w x − 2y− 2z+ 2w x− y+ 2y2 + 3(z+w− y)k −w

]
.

The matrix Ã is Newton non-degenerate, the complement of the New-

ton polyhedra of the first two columns of Ã are the 4-dimensional stan-

dard simplex L and of the last column ∆̃ is the convex hull of the ver-
tices {(1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0, 0), (0, 0, k, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1), (0, 0, 0, 0)}. Therefore, we

can apply [Est07, Theorem 1.9] to Ã and obtain

m(Xn
A, 0) = L4 + ∆̃1L3 + ∆̃1L3 = 3.
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5.3. Local Euler obstruction. Using the same process, we present Proposi-
tion 5.13, where we apply [Est07, Theorem 1.12] to a germ of an equivalent
matrix.

Proposition 5.13. Let Xn
A be a determinantal singularity given by the matrix

A = (aij) : (C
m, 0) → (Mn,k, 0), where A has holomorphic entries and Newton

polyhedron ∆A. Suppose that ∆A is convenient and m ≤ 2(k− n+ 2).

i) If A is strongly Newton non-degenerate with respect to ∆A, then Xn
A is

smooth outside the origin.
ii) If the Newton polyhedron ∆f of a germ f : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) is convenient

and f is Newton non-degenerate with respect to A and ∆A, then the Euler
characteristic of the Milnor fiber of f|Xn

A
is given by

χ(F0) =

k∑

q=k−n+1

∑

I⊂{1,...,m}

|I|≥q+1

|I|−q∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q− a− 2

n+ q− k− 1

)

×

(
|I| − a− 1

q − 1

)(
k

q

)
· |I|! · (∆̃I

f)
a(∆̃I

A)
|I|−a.

Proof. Let Ã be a germ equivalent to A with respect to ∆A. Esterov
[Est07, Theorem 1.12] shows that, the determinantal singularity Xn

A = Xn

Ã

is smooth outside the origin and

χ(F0) =
∑

a∈N, I⊂{1,...,m}

{j1,...,jq}⊂{1,...,k}

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q− a− 2

n+ q− k − 1

)

×
∑

aj1
,...,ajq

∈N

aj1
+···+ajq=|I|−a

|I|! · (∆̃I
f)

a(∆̃I
j1
)aj1 · · · (∆̃I

jq
)ajq ,

where ∆j is the Newton polyhedron of ãij. Since ∆A = ∆j, for all j ∈
{1, . . . , k}, we have

χ(F0) =
∑

a∈N, I⊂{1,...,m}

{j1,...,jq}⊂{1,...,k}

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q− a− 2

n+ q− k− 1

)

×
∑

aj1
,...,ajq

∈N

aj1
+···+ajq=|I|−a

|I|! · (∆̃I
f)

a(∆̃I
A)

aj1 · · · (∆̃I
A)

ajq .

Furthermore, the number of combinations for the sum aj1+· · ·+ajq = |I|−a

is

(
|I| − a− 1

q− 1

)
, then we have
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χ(F0) =
∑

a∈N, I⊂{1,...,m}

{j1,...,jq}⊂{1,...,k}

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q− a− 2

n+ q− k− 1

)

×

(
|I| − a− 1

q − 1

)(
k

q

)
· |I|! · (∆̃I

f)
a(∆̃I

A)
|I|−a.

We assume
(
r
s

)
= 0 for r /∈ {0, . . . , s}, then, all terms in this sum are equal

to zero, except the terms with |I| − a ≥ q > k − n. Hence,

χ(F0) =

k∑

q=k−n+1

∑

I⊂{1,...,m}

|I|≥q+1

|I|−q∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I| + q − a− 2

n + q − k − 1

)

×

(
|I| − a− 1

q − 1

)(
k

q

)
· |I|! · (∆̃I

f)
a(∆̃I

A)
|I|−a.

�

As a consequence of Proposition 5.13, we can also compute the local
Euler obstruction of a determinantal variety with isolated singularity using
the Newton polyhedron of A, which is the Theorem 1.2.

As an application of Theorem 1.2, in the following example, we com-
pute the local Euler obstruction of an ICIS in terms of a single Newton
polyhedron.

Example 5.14. Let (X, 0) ⊂ (Cm, 0) be an ICIS defined by the polynomial
functions f1, . . . , fk, where fi : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) for i = 1, . . . , k. Since X

is an ICIS, X is also a determinantal singularity given by X = X1
A, where

A = [ f1 · · · fk ]. Let l : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) be a generic linear form. If ∆A

and ∆l are convenient and l is Newton non-degenerate with respect to A

and ∆A, then the local Euler obstruction of X is

EuX(0) =
∑

I⊂{1,...,m}

|I|≥k+1

|I|−k∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+k−1 ·

(
|I| − a− 1

k− 1

)
· |I|! · (LI)a(∆̃I

A)
|I|−a.

For instance, consider the ICIS X1
A where A : (C3, 0) → (M1,2, 0) is

defined by A(x, y, z) =
[
x2 + y2 xy + zk

]
and the generic linear form

l : (C3, 0) → (C, 0) given by l(x, y, z) = −x − y − z. The function l is
Newton non-degenerate with respect to A and ∆A, therefore

EuX1
A
(0) =

(
1

1

)
· 3! · (L)1(∆̃A)

2 = 3! ·
4

3!
= 4.
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Another way to make this computation is using Eq. (4.1). Since, X1
A is a

curve, then
EuX1

A
(0) = m0(X

1
A, 0) = 4.

Remark 5.15. In the last example, we can see that the local Euler obstruc-
tion can be independent of k in the Ak, Dk and Sk series of singularities.
There are many cases where the local Euler obstruction depends on char-
acteristics which are not related to every exponent of every monomial. For
instance, the Euler obstruction of affine toric surfaces depends only in the
minimum dimension of the embbeding (see [GS79]) and the local Euler ob-
struction of images of stable maps with corank 1 is always 1 (see [JPSa06]).

In the following we present a class of IDS for which the local Euler
obstruction is given just as a sum of binomial coefficients.

Corollary 5.16. When a germ A satisfies the conditions for Theorem 1.2 and

∆̃A = L, we have the following formula for the local Euler obstruction of Xn
A:

EuXn
A
(0) =

k∑

q=k−n+1

m∑

|I|=q+1

|I|−q∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+k−n

(
|I|+ q− a− 2

n+ q− k− 1

)

×

(
|I| − a− 1

q − 1

)(
k

q

)(
m

|I|

)
.

Note that, if the germ A has linear entries, then ∆̃A is the standard sim-
plex.

Example 5.17. Consider A the germ given in Example 5.4. Since the matrix

A have linear entries, ∆̃A = L. Now, consider the generic linear form
l : (C4, 0) → (C, 0) given by l(x, y, z,w) = x−3y+2z−2w. The linear form
l is Newton non-degenerate with respect to A and ∆A. Then, by Corollary
5.16,

EuX2
A
(0) =

3∑

q=2

4∑

|I|=q+1

|I|−q∑

a=1

(−1)|I|+1

(
|I| + q− a− 2

q − 2

)(
|I| − a− 1

q − 1

)(
3

q

)(
4

|I|

)

= −1.

5.4. Whitney equisingularity. Lastly, we can also present examples of
Theorem 1.1 using the Newton polyhedron of a matrix, instead of a New-
ton polyhedron for each entry of it.

Corollary 5.18. Let
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

, be a d-dimensional family of determinantal

singularities, defined by the germ of matrices At = (at
ij) : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0)

with holomorphic entries. Suppose that Xs
A0

has an isolated singularity at 0 and,
for all t ∈ D, the matrix At satisfies the following conditions:
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(i) the Newton polyhedron ∆At of At is convenient and independent of t;
(ii) the matrix At is strongly Newton non-degenerate with respect to ∆At .

Then the family
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is Whitney equisingular.

Using Corollary 5.18, Example 5.4 and the elements from the previous
sections, we present an example of a Whitney equisingular family.

Example 5.19. Let
{
(X2

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

be the family of 2-dimensional determi-

nantal singularities defined by the germ At : (C
4, 0) → (M2,3, 0), with

At =

[
x − z y+ ty2 −w z−w

y−w z −w w+ x

]
.

For all t ∈ D, the matrix At is strongly Newton non-degenerate with re-
spect to ∆At , ∆At is convenient and independent of t. Then, by Corollary
5.18,

{
(X2

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is Whitney equisingular.

6. Applications

Let Xs
A be a determinantal singularity defined by the matrix A : (Cm, 0) →

(Mn,k, 0) and f : (Xs
A, 0) → (C, 0) be a function with isolated singularity at

the origin. Since f−1(0) is a hypersurface, dimXs
A ∩ f−1(0) = dimXs

At
− 1.

In general Xs
A ∩ f−1(0) is not determinantal, since the variety Xs

A ∩ f−1(0) is
not always given by a matrix Af ∈ Mn,k. When there exists such matrix,
Xs
Af = Xs

A ∩ f−1(0) ⊂ Cm−1 is said to be a determinantal fiber. If Xs
Af is a

determinantal fiber then Xs
Af ⊂ Cm−1 is determinantal.

Remark 6.1. Let f(x) =
∑

p∈Zm
+

cpx
p be a polynomial function and suppose

that there exists p = (0, . . . , 0, pi, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ supp(f) such that for all
r 6= p ∈ supp(f), r = (r1, . . . , ri−1, 0, ri+1, . . . , rm). Consider a matrix
A : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) such that for all q = (q1, . . . , qi−1, qi, qi+1, . . . , qm) ∈
supp(A), we have qi = λipi. If at least one λi 6= 0, then Xs

Af = Xs
A ∩ f−1(0) ⊂

C
m−1 is a determinantal fiber defined by the matrix Af : (Cm−1, 0) →

(Mn,k, 0).

We can write the support of Af in terms of the support of A and f,
however, this is not an easy task in general. In the following, we present
a case, where this can be done in a simpler manner: given a point p =

(p1, . . . , pm) ∈ Zm
+ , we denote by p̂i = (p1, . . . , pi−1, pi+1, . . . , pm) ∈ Zm−1

+ .

Now, let f(x) = cpix
pi
i +

∑

p̂i∈Z
m−1
+

cp̂ix
p̂i and let A be a germ of a matrix such

that

supp(A) = {(0, . . . , 0, pi, 0, . . . , 0), (q1, . . . , qi−1, 0, qi+1, . . . , qm) : qj ∈ Z+}.
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Therefore, supp(Af) = {k̂i : k ∈ supp(A) ∪ supp(f)} and ∆Af is the
Newton polyhedron determined by supp(Af).

Note that, whenever f : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) is a regular function at the ori-
gin, we can make a change of coordinates and assume that f(x1, . . . , xm) =
xm. Therefore, we are in a particular case of Remark 6.1. Then Xs

A ∩ f−1(0)

is a determinantal fiber. In this case,

supp(Af) = {p̂m : p = (p1, . . . , pm) ∈ supp(A)}

and ∆Af = ∆A∩R
m−1
+ . However, as we can see in Example 6.2, regular func-

tions are not the only functions which make Xs
A ∩ f−1(0) a determinantal

fiber.

Example 6.2. Let X2
A be the determinantal singularity defined by the germ

A : (C6, 0) → (M2,3, 0), where

A =

[
x y v

z w x + uk

]
,

and the function f : (C6, 0) → (C, 0) defined by f(x, y, z,w, v, u) = x2+y2 +

z2 +w2 + v2 − uk, for k ≥ 2. Then, the variety X2
Af ∩ f−1(0) ⊂ C5 is given by

the matrix

Af =

[
x y v

z w x+ x2 + y2 + z2 +w2 + v2

]
.

Therefore, X2
A ∩ f−1(0) = X2

Af is a determinantal fiber.

6.1. Whitney equisingularity for family of functions. Let {ft : (X
s
At
, 0) →

(C, 0)}t∈D be a good family of functions defined on a family {(Xs
At
, 0)} of

IDS such that Xs

A
ft
t

is a determinantal fiber for all t ∈ D. In [CNBOOT20],

the authors proved that this family is Whitney equisingular if, and only
if, all the polar multiplicities mi(X

s
At
, 0), i = 0, . . . , d and mi(X

s

A
ft
t

, 0), i =

0, . . . , d− 1 are constant on the family.
Let A : (Cm × C, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) be a determinantal deformation of Xs

A

and
F : (Xs

A, 0) → (C× C, 0)

(x, t) 7→ F(x, t) := (ft(x), t)

be an unfolding of f. Then, we say that:

(i) F is origin preserving if 0 ∈ Xs
At

and ft(0) = 0 for all t small enough.
Then F is a 1-parameter family of map germs {ft : (Xs

At
, 0) →

(C, 0)}t∈D, where D is an open disc around the origin;
(ii) {ft : (X

s
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D is a good family if there is a representative

of F defined in D×U, such that Xs
At

\ 0 is smooth and ft is regular
on Xs

At
\ 0, for any t ∈ D, where D and U are neighbourhoods of

the origin in C and Cm, respectively;
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(iii) {ft : (Xs
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D is Whitney equisingular if it is a good

family and there is a representative as in item (ii) which admits a
regular stratification2given by V = {Xs

A \ F−1(T), F−1(T) \ S, S} in the
source and V ′ = {(C × C \ T, T } in the target, where S = D × 0 ⊂
C× Cm and T = D× 0 ⊂ C× C.

Consider the unfoldings A : (Cm×C, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) and F : (Cm×C, 0) →
(C × C, 0) of A : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) and f : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0), respectively.
Suppose that both Xs

At
and F are origin preserving, both {(Xs

At
, 0)}t∈D and

{ft : (X
s
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D are good families and Xs

At
∩ f−1

t (0) is a determi-
nantal fiber for all t ∈ D. Then Xs

A
ft
t

is a determinantal deformation of Xs

A
f0
0

and

(i) Xs

A
ft
t

is origin preserving and {(Xs

A
ft
t

, 0)}t∈D is a 1-parameter family

of IDS;
(ii) {(Xs

A
ft
t

, 0)}t∈D is a good family.

Corollary 6.3. Let
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

be a family of determinantal singularities de-

fined by the germ of matrices At : (Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0) and F : (Xs
A, 0) →

(C × C, 0) an unfolding. If ft is Newton non-degenerate with respect to At and
∆At , ∆At and ∆ft are convenient and independent of t and Xs

A
ft
t

is a determinan-

tal fiber, for all t ∈ D, then the family {ft : (Xs
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D is Whitney

equisingular.

Proof. Since Xs

A
ft
t

is a determinantal fiber, for all t ∈ D, by [CNBOOT20,

Theorem 3.19], the family {ft : (X
s
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D is Whitney equisingu-

lar if, and only if, the families
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

and
{
(Xs

A
ft
t

, 0)
}

t∈D
are Whitney

equisingular. By Corollary 5.18, the family
{
(Xs

At
, 0)

}
t∈D

is Whitney equi-
singular. Furthermore, ft is Newton non-degenerate with respect to At and
∆At , then the matrix Aft

t is strongly Newton non-degenerate. Lastly, since
∆ft and ∆At are independent of t, then ∆Aft is independent of t. More-
over, ∆At and ∆ft are convenient, then ∆Aft is convenient, for all t ∈ D. By

Proposition 5.18, the family
{
(Xs

A
ft
t

, 0)
}

t∈D
is Whitney equisingular. Con-

sequently, the family {ft : (X
s
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D is Whitney equisingular. �

Example 6.4. Consider the family {ft : (X
2
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D, where X2

At
is

defined by the matrix

At =

[
x − z y+ ty2 −w z−w

y−w z−w w+ x

]

2By a regular stratification, we mean a Whitney stratification where F satisfies the Thom

condition (see [Mas96]).
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and ft(x, y, z,w) = x − 3y + ty3 + 2z − 2w, for t sufficient small. For each
t, X2

A
ft
t

∩ f−1
t (0) ⊂ C3 is a family of determinantal fibers, given by

Aft
t =

[
y+ ty3 +w y + ty2 −w z−w

y−w z−w y+ ty3 + z+ 2w

]
.

Also, we have

supp(A) = {(1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0, 0), (0, 2, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1)},

supp(f) = {(1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0, 0), (0, 3, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1)},

supp(Af) = {((1, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0), (0, 2, 0), (0, 0, 1), (0, 3, 0)}.

Since ft is Newton non-degenerate with respect to At and ∆At and the
Newton polyhedra ∆At and ∆ft are convenient and independent of t and ,
for all t ∈ D, by Corollary 6.3, this family is Whitney equisingular.

6.2. Constancy of Morse points. In [ANnOOT16] it is presented a for-
mula relating the local Euler obstruction of f to the vanishing Euler char-
acteristic of the fiber Xs

Af , where f : (Xs
A, 0) → (C, 0) is an analytic function

germ with isolated singularity on an IDS.
Using the results of [ANnOOT16, DuGJ14] and the hypothesis that Xn

Af

is a determinantal fiber, we establish a Lê-Greuel type formula for germs
of functions f, g : Xn

A → C with stratified isolated singularity.
To present the next result it is necessary the following definition.

Definition 6.5. Let V be a good stratification3 of X relative to f. We say that
g : (X, 0) → (C, 0) is prepolar with respect to V at the origin if the origin is a
stratified singularity of g.

Let f : (Cm, 0) → (C, 0) be a holomorphic function germ such that
f|Xs

A
: Xs

A → C has isolated singularity at the origin. The authors define
in [NBOOT13] an invariant which provides geometrical and topological
information of the Milnor fiber of f. In the following we present the defi-
nition of this invariant.

Definition 6.6. The vanishing Euler characteristic of the fiber (Xs
A ∩ f−1(0), 0) is

defined by

ν(Xs
A ∩ f−1(0), 0) = (−1)dimXs

A−1(χ(X̃s
A ∩ Bε ∩ f̃−1(c)) − 1),

where X̃s
A is the generic fiber of the determinantal smoothing of Xs

A, f̃ is a morsifi-
cation of f and 1 ≫ ε ≫ |c| > 0 sufficiently general.

3The concept of good stratification can be found on [Mas96].
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Corollary 6.7. Let Xn
A be a d-dimensional IDS given by a germ of a matrix A :

(Cm, 0) → (Mn,k, 0), f : (Xn
A, 0) → (C, 0) be a function with isolated stratified

singularity at the origin and g : (Xn
A, 0) → (C, 0) be a prepolar function with

respect to a good stratification V of Xn
A relative to f at 0. Suppose that Xn

Ag is a
determinantal fiber, then

ν(Xn
A ∩ f−1(0)) + ν(Xn

Ag ∩ f−1(0)) = nreg,

where nreg is the number of Morse points which appear in a stratified morsification
of f in a small neighbourhood of 0.

Proof. Since Xn
A is an IDS, Xn

Ag is a determinantal fiber and g is a prepolar
function with respect to a good stratification V of Xn

A relative to f at 0, both
Xn
A and Xn

Ag are IDS. Thus, by [ANnOOT16, Proposition 3.7], the following
equations hold

ν(Xn
A ∩ f−1(0)) = (−1)d−1

[
(χ(Xn

A ∩ f−1(t0) ∩ Bε) − 1
]
, (6.1)

ν(Xn
Ag ∩ f−1(0)) = (−1)d−2

[
(χ(Xn

Ag ∩ f−1(t0) ∩ Bε) − 1
]
. (6.2)

Furthermore, adding Eq. (6.1), (6.2) and applying [DuGJ14, Theorem 4.4]

(−1)d−1
[
(χ(Xn

A ∩ f−1(t0) ∩ Bε) − (χ(Xn
Ag ∩ f−1(t0) ∩ Bε)

]
= nreg.

Therefore,

ν(Xn
A ∩ f−1(0)) + ν(Xn

Ag ∩ f−1(0)) = (−1)d−1(−1)d−1nreg = nreg.

�

Corollary 6.8. Under the assumptions of Corollary 6.7, suppose that ∆f, ∆A and
∆Ag are convenient and the function f is Newton non-degenerate with respect to
A and ∆A and with respect to Ag and ∆Ag . Then, nreg is given in terms of mixed

volumes of ∆̃f, ∆̃A and ∆̃Ag .

Proof. It follows directly from Proposition 5.13 and Corollary 6.7. �

As a consequence of this result, it is possible to guarantee that nreg is
constant on families.

Corollary 6.9. Under the assumptions of Corollaries 6.7 and 6.8, suppose that,
for all t ∈ D, the function ft is Newton non-degenerate with respect to At and
∆At and with respect to Ag

t and ∆A
g
t
. If ∆ft , ∆gt and ∆At are convenient and in-

dependent of t, where {ft, gt : (X
n
At
, 0) → (C, 0)}t∈D and {(Xn

At
, 0)}t∈D are families

of functions and IDS, respectively, then nreg is constant for t ∈ D.
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uisingularity of families of isolated determinantal singularities, Math. Z. 289

(2018), no. 3-4, 1409–1425. MR 3830255

[Oka97] M. Oka, Non-degenerate complete intersection singularity, Actualités
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