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Join operation and A-finite map-germs

Rodrigues Hernandes, M. E. and Ruas, M. A. S. ∗

Abstract

In this work we define some map-germs, called elementary joins, for the purpose of

producing new A-finite map-germs from them. In particular, we describe a general form

of an A-finite monomial map from (Cn, 0) to (Cp, 0) for p ≥ 2n of any corank in terms of

elementary join maps. Our main tools are the delta invariant and some invariants of curves.
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1 Introduction

The class of map-germs from (Kn, 0) to (K2n, 0), where K is R or C, has been investigated by many
authors using different approaches. For instance, Gaffney gives in [5] a formula for the number of
double points at the origin of a stable perturbation of a map-germ f : (Cn, 0) → (C2n, 0) in terms
of the zero dimensional Segre number of the double point ideal of f and the number of Whitney
umbrella points of the composition of f with a generic projection from C

2n to C
2n−1. Klotz,

Pop and Rieger classify A-simple germs (Rn, 0) → (R2n, 0) (see [10]) to show that all of them
have a real deformation with the maximal number of real double-points. Symplectic invariants
of curves and surfaces in this class of maps were also studied in [9] by Ishikawa and Janeczko.
Parameterized singular surfaces in R

4 appear in [2], where Birbrair, Mendes and Nuño-Ballesteros
study relations between topological and metric properties, and also in [1] where Benedini, Ruas
and Sinha study their second order geometry. In [15], the authors classify A-finitely determined
monomial surfaces in C

4.
Our main purpose is to present an “operation”, called join operation, among a finite number

of map-germs in order to produce classes of A-finitely determined (or A-finite) map-germs from
(Cn, 0) to (Cp, 0) with p ≥ 2n. In particular, we provide families of these maps of any corank.
For two map-germs F and G, this operation consists in joining them by means of a germ H,
denoted (F ∗ G)H , defined as (F ∗ G)H(x, y) := (F (x), G(y),H(x, y)) which preserve in some
sense the properties of F and G. Different type of operations to obtain new A-finite germs from
C
n to C

p from germs in lower dimensions were defined in [3], see also [13].
We define basic map-germs, called elementary joins, which are obtained by joining the identity

and a parameterized curve or a finite number of parameterized curves. These maps are A-
finite (see Propositions 3.2 and 3.5). In Theorem 4.2 and Corollaries 4.3 and 4.6 we obtain
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normal forms of some classes of A-finite monomial map-germs which are completely characterized
in terms of the elementary joins. The result in Corollary 4.3 generalizes for map-germs from
C
n to C

2n the classification given in Theorem 2.4 in [15] for surfaces in C
4. We also give

the general form of an A-finite monomial map-germ f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) for p ≥ 2n of any
corank. More precisely, in Theorem 4.4, we prove that if f is a corank q monomial map-germ,
then f is A-finite if and only if f is A-equivalent to the join of the identity in C

n−q with
q parameterized curves. As a corollary we obtain infinitely many families of A-finite map-
germs, not necessarily monomial. Two fundamental tools to obtain the previous results were
the invariants: the semigroup associated to a parameterized curve and the delta invariant δf :=
dimC

On

f∗(Op)
, defined in [15].

The monomial normal forms of Theorem 4.4 can be seen as A-finite reflection maps, as
defined in [14]. In addition, their images f(Cn) are non normal toric varieties in C

p with isolated
singularity at the origin, as they are the loci of a binomial ideal (see [4]). Conditions for the
equisingularity of families of isolated non-normal singularities parameterized by this class of
map-germs were investigated in [7].

In Section 5, we focus our study on some A-invariants of map-germs f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) for
p ≥ 2n. The delta invariant is also useful for verifying whether a map is A-finitely determined,
since δf is easier to be calculated than the Ae-codimension of f (Aecod(f)). If p = 2n, we also
have the number d(f) of double points appearing in a stable perturbation of f . The results of
this section provide estimates of δf and consequently for Aecod(f) and some formulas for d(f).
In Subsection 5.1, we consider f A-equivalent to (gk, h), where gk = πk ◦f in which πk : Cp → C

k

is a canonical projection and h : (Cn, 0) → (Cp−k, 0). Such decomposition can be interesting in
the study of analytic invariants, if one knows some properties of gk and h. In Theorem 5.5, we
prove that Aecod(f) ≤ Aecod(gk) + (p − k)δf , with a formula when gk is a stable map. If the
projection gn of f is a fold map, we prove in Proposition 5.6 that d(f) and δf coincide and we
provide upper and lower bounds for Aecod(f).

2 Basic notations of singularities

Analytical invariants play a central role in this work. The delta invariant of a map-germ and
some invariants of the theory of curves such as the semigroup of values and its set of gaps are
fundamental for the characterization of some classes of map-germs.

Let O(n, p) be the set of smooth map-germs f : (Cn, 0) → C
p, which is a free On-module of

rank p, where On is the local ring of function germs in C
n at the origin, with maximal ideal Mn.

Denoting by R = Diff(Cn, 0) and L = Diff(Cp, 0) the groups of germs of diffeomorphisms at
the origin, we consider the set MnO(n, p) = {f ∈ O(n, p); f(0) = 0} under the action of the
group A = R×L. Two map-germs f, g ∈ MnO(n, p) are called A-equivalent, denoted f ∼

A
g, if

there exist (ρ, ψ) ∈ A such that g = ψ ◦ f ◦ ρ−1.
The set of vector fields along f is defined by θ(f) = {σ : (Cn, 0) → TCp; π ◦ σ = f} such

that π : TCp → (Cp, 0) is the natural projection. It is a free On-module of rank p. The set
of germs of vector fields in C

n at the origin is a free On-module of rank n, denoted by θ(n).
Similarly, θ(p) denotes the Op-module of rank p of vector fields in C

p at the origin. We define
tf : θ(n) → θ(f) by tf(ǫ)(x) = dfx(ǫ(x)), where df is the differential of f and wf : θ(p) → θ(f)
such that wf(η) = f∗(η) := η ◦ f . The extended tangent space TAe(f) to the A-orbit A(f) at
the point f is the complex vector space TAe(f) = tf(θ(n)) + wf(θ(p)). The extended tangent
space TLe(f) to the L-orbit of f is defined as TLe(f) = wf(θ(p)).

If G is one of the groups of Mather K,A,L or R, a smooth map-germ f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0)
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is called G-finitely determined (or G-finite) if there exists k < ∞ such that for all smooth map-
germs g : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) with jkf(0) = jkg(0) we have that f is G-equivalent to g, where
jkf(0) denotes the k-jet of f at the origin.

Finitely determined map-germs in MnO(n, p) are particularly interesting for the class p ≥ 2n.
In this class of map-germs, the Mather-Gaffney geometric criterion of finite determinacy states
that f is A-finite if and only if there exists a neighborhood U at the origin in C

n such that 0 is
an isolated singularity of f and f |U\{0} is one-to-one. Moreover, Gaffney proves that f is A-finite
if and only if f is L-finite (see [16, Theorem 2.5]). This result can be algebraically translated in

terms of the Ge-codimension of f , defined as Gecod(f) = dimC
θ(f)

TGe(f)
, where G = A or L. More

precisely, by the Infinitesimal criterion of finite determinacy ([16, Theorem 1.2]), f is G-finite if
and only if Ge-codimension of f is finite. Therefore, if p ≥ 2n then Aecod(f) is finite if and only
if Lecod(f) is finite.

In [15] the authors consider the so-called delta invariant of f defined by δf := dimC
On

f∗(Op)
.

Notice that
θ(f)

wf(θ(p))
≃

⊕p
i=1On

f∗ (⊕p
i=1Op)

≃

p⊕

i=1

On

f∗(Op)
,

then it follows that Lecod(f) = dimC
θ(f)

wf(θ(p)) = p · δf . Thus, for p ≥ 2n we obtain that f is
A-finite if and only if δf is finite. In other words, the finite determinacy of f is described in terms
of the delta invariant, which is easier to be calculated than Aecod(f). By a previous relation
δf is an L-invariant. More strongly, it is an A-invariant. In fact, Gaffney in his thesis (see [16],
Theorem 2.7(iv)) proves that if f, g ∈ O(n, p) are A-finite and n < p, then f ∼

A
g if and only if

the algebras f∗(Op) and g∗(Op) are isomorphic.

In what follows we introduce some tools of the theory of curves. For more details see [8].
Let φk : (C, 0) → (Ck, 0) be a parameterized curve in C

k in which we assume (up to A-
equivalence) be given in the form

φk(y) = (ym1 , ym2 +
∑

i>m2

ai2y
i, . . . , ymk +

∑

i>mk

aiky
i) (1)

with 1 < m1 ≤ m2 ≤ . . . ≤ mk. We suppose that the map φk is primitive, that is, we cannot
reparameterize it by a power of a new variable, or equivalently the greatest common divisor of
the exponents of all components of φk is equal to 1. The integer m1 is called the multiplicity of
the curve.

• Numerical Semigroups and Apéry sequence

A subset S 6= {0} is called a semigroup of N if S contains the element 0 and it is closed under
addition. Any semigroup S of N is finitely generated, that is, there exist v1, . . . , vr ∈ S

such that S := 〈v1, . . . , vr〉 = {λ1v1 + . . . + λrvr; λi ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , r}. If r ≥ 2 and
gcd(v1, . . . , vr) = 1, then S has a conductor, which means that there exists an element
c ∈ S such that c− 1 /∈ S and c+N ⊂ S. Consequently N \ S is finite and its elements are
called gaps of S.

In order to describe the gaps of S we introduce the notion of the Apéry sequence of S with
respect to an element q ∈ S \ {0}, defined inductively by: a0 = 0 and for j = 1, . . . , q − 1,

aj = min

(
S \

j−1⋃

i=0

(ai + qN)

)
. (2)

For more details about these concepts see [8].
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• Semigroup and gaps associated to a curve

Let (C, 0) ⊂ (Ck, 0) be an analytic irreducible curve, parameterized by φk as in (1), with
O := C{X1, . . . ,Xk}/I the local ring of (C, 0), where I is the defining ideal of the curve.
The value semigroup Γ associated to φk (or to the curve) is the set

Γ = {ordy(φ
∗
k(h)); h ∈ O \ {0}}.

If Γ = 〈v1, . . . , vr〉, since φk is a primitive parameterization, then gcd(v1, . . . , vr) = 1
which implies that Γ has a conductor c. If we denote by O the integral closure of O
in its field of fractions, then O ≃ C{y}. The conductor ideal of O in O is defined by
(O : O) = {h ∈ O; hO ⊆ O} which is an ideal of O satisfying that (O : O) = 〈yc〉.
Moreover, (O : O) is also an ideal of O. In fact, the conductor ideal is the largest ideal of
O that is contained in O.

We consider the Apéry set B = {a0, a1, . . . , am1−1} of Γ with respect to the multiplicity
m1 of φk. Both the semigroup and the set of gaps L of Γ can be determined in terms of
the Apéry set B. In fact, any element s ∈ Γ can be written as s = a+βm1 for some a ∈ B
and β ∈ N ∪ {0} and

L =

{
aj − βjm1; j = 1, . . . ,m1 − 1, 1 ≤ βj ≤

[
aj
m1

]}
, (3)

where [·] denotes the integral part. The delta invariant of φk is given by

δφk
= dimC

O1

φ∗k(Ok)
= dimC

C{y}

φ∗k(O)
.

Thus, the previous dimension coincides with the number of elements in N that do not
belong to the semigroup Γ, that is, with the number of gaps of Γ. Thus, φk is a primitive
parameterized curve if and only if δφk

is finite if and only if φk is A-finite. For a param-
eterized plane curve φ2, the conductor c of the semigroup is the Milnor number µ of the
defining equation of the curve. Moreover, in this case

c = µ = 2 · δφ2 .

Example 2.1. The semigroup associated to the parameterized curve (y4, y5+ y6) is the set
Γ = 〈4, 5〉 = {0, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, . . .}, the conductor of Γ is c = 12 and its set of gaps
is L = {1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 11}.

3 Elementary join maps

In this section we define an “operation” between two map-germs F and G, called the join of
F and G, in order to produce a new map-germ that carries, in a certain sense, the F and G
structures.

Definition 3.1. Let F : (Cn, 0) → (Cp1 , 0) and G : (Cm, 0) → (Cp2 , 0) with p1 ≥ n and p2 ≥ m.
The join of F and G (with respect to H), denoted by (F ∗ G)H , is a map from (Cn+m, 0) to
(Cp, 0) such that

(F ∗G)H(x, y) = (F (x), G(y),H(x, y)),

for some map-germ H : (Cn+m, 0) → (Cp3 , 0) in which p = p1 + p2 + p3.
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Naturally we can extend the above definition for a finite number of maps F1, . . . , Fr with
respect to H of the form: (F1 ∗ . . . ∗ Fr)H(x1, . . . , xr) := (F1(x1), . . . , Fr(xr),H(x1, . . . , xr)).

The A-class of (F ∗ G)H is well defined in the sense that if F ∼
A
F̃ and G ∼

A
G̃, then

(F ∗G)H ∼
A
(F̃ ∗ G̃)

H̃
, for some map-germ H̃ that is A-equivalent to H.

Defining some special A-finite map-germs that are given as a join of the identity and a
parameterized curve or a join of A-finite parameterized curves, we produce new families of A-
finite map-germs f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) with p ≥ 2n.

In the next two results, we provide two families of A-finite maps of corank 1 and n, respec-
tively, that allow us to characterize any A-finite monomial map of corank q.

Proposition 3.2. Let φk be the germ of a parameterized curve in C
k as in (1) and I the identity

in C
n−1 with n, k ≥ 2. Then the join (I ∗ φk)H : (Cn, 0) → (C2n+k−2, 0), with respect to

H(x, y) = (xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y), that is,

(I ∗ φk)H(x, y) := (x, φk(y), x
λ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y)

is an A-finite map-germ of corank 1, where x = (x1, . . . , xn−1) and λi ≥ 1 for i = 1, . . . , n− 1.

Proof: The proof that f := (I ∗ φk)H is A-finite follows a similar idea of [15, Theorem 2.4].
We can verify that f is one-to-one, since φk is a primitive parameterization and in C

n \ {0}
the map dfx has maximal rank. Thus f is stable outside the origin, and therefore, A-finite by
Mather-Gaffney geometric criterion. However we give an algebraic proof in order to estimate the
delta invariant of f .

Let Γ be the semigroup of φk with conductor c and L = N \ Γ the set of gaps of Γ. We will
prove that δf is finite since the following elements belong to f∗(Op), where p := 2n+ k − 2:

(a) xr11 · · · x
rn−1

n−1 y
s ∈ f∗(Op), for all ri ≥ 0 and s = 0 or s ≥ c ;

For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}:

(b) xr11 · · · xrii · · · x
rn−1

n−1 y
s ∈ f∗(Op), with s ∈ Γ, s < c , ri ≥ aλi for some a depending on s and

for all rj ≥ 0 with i 6= j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1};

(c) xr11 · · · xrii · · · x
rn−1

n−1 y
l ∈ f∗(Op), with l ∈ L, ri ≥ (m1 − 1)λi and for all rj ≥ 0 with

i 6= j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.

In fact, it is clear that xr11 · · · x
rn−1

n−1 ∈ f∗(Op) for all ri ≥ 0. On the other hand, by definition
of the conductor of a semigroup, any integer s ≥ c satisfies s ∈ Γ (see Section 2). We recall
that the conductor ideal satisfies (O : O) = 〈yc〉. Since (O : O) is an ideal of O (and of O) we
have for any s ≥ c that ys = ys−cyc ∈ (O : O) ⊂ O. Moreover O ≃ C{φk(y)}, thus there exists
h ∈ C{X1, . . . ,Xk} such that ys = h(φk) ∈ φ∗k(O) ⊂ f∗(Op).

For item (b), if s ∈ Γ with s < c, we only guarantee that there exists h ∈ C{X1, . . . ,Xk} such
that h(φk) = ys + h.o.t. ∈ φ∗k(O). But as we remarked before (3), we can write s = a+ βm1, for
some a in the Apéry set B of Γ and β ∈ N ∪ {0}. Thus for each i = 1, . . . , n− 1 we have

xaλi

i ys = xaλi

i ya+βm1 = (xλi

i y)
a(ym1)β ∈ f∗(Op).

Therefore, xr11 · · · xrii · · · x
rn−1

n−1 y
s ∈ f∗(Op), for any ri ≥ aλi and rj ≥ 0 with i 6= j ∈ {1, . . . , n−1}.
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In (c), given l ∈ L it follows by (3) that l = a − βm1 for some a ∈ B and β ∈ N, where
1 ≤ β ≤ [ a

m1
]. Since m1[

a
m1

] ≤ a < m1([
a
m1

] + 1) and denoting di1 = λi(a −m1[
a
m1

]) for each
i = 1, . . . ,m1 − 1 we have

xdi1i yl = (xλi

i y)
a−m1[

a
m1

]
(ym1)

[ a
m1

]−β
∈ f∗(Op). (4)

Thus xr11 · · · xrii · · · x
rn−1

n−1 y
l ∈ f∗(Op), for each l ∈ L and ri ≥ di1, where di1 depends on l ∈ L.

These computations are sufficient to guarantee that δf is finite. More strongly, one has that the
power of xi does not depend on the gap. In fact, by the inequality a+1 ≤ m1([

a
m1

] + 1) we have
that di1 ≤ (m1 − 1)λi and therefore, by (4), for any l ∈ L

x
(m1−1)λi

i yl = x
(m1−1)λi−di1
i · (xdi1i yl) ∈ f∗(Op).

Example 3.3. In this example we illustrate the previous result. Let f : (C3, 0) → (C7, 0) be an
A-finite map-germ given by f(x1, x2, y) = (x1, x2, y

4, y6+ y9, y11+ y18, x21y, x2y). The semigroup
associated to the parameterized curve (y4, y6+y9, y11+y18) is the set Γ = 〈4, 6, 11〉, the conductor
and the set of gaps of Γ are c = 14 and L = {1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 9, 13}, respectively. From the proof of
Propositions 3.2 and 5.1 and some calculations we obtain that a basis for O3

f∗(O7)
is given by

γ = {yl, x1y
l, x2y

2, x2y
3, x21y

2, x21y
3, x31y

2, x31y
3, x22y

3, x1x2y
2,

x1x2y
3, x1x

2
2y

3, x21x2y
3, x31x2y

3, x41y
3, x51y

3; for all l ∈ L}.

Thus δf = 28.

In Proposition 3.2, we obtain a family of A-finite map-germs joining the identity and one
parameterized curve. A possible question is: Given two parameterized curves φ1 and φ2, is there
a map H such that the map-germ (φ1 ∗ φ2)H is A-finite? We illustrate this problem with an
example to motivate the next result in which we join a finite number of parameterized curves.

Example 3.4. Let g(x, y) = (x3, x4, y5, y6, x2y, xy3) ∈ O(2, 6) be a corank 2 map-germ. The
semigroups of the parameterized curves (x3, x4) and (y5, y6) are respectively Γ1 = 〈3, 4〉 and
Γ2 = 〈5, 6〉 with its corresponding set of gaps L1 = {1, 2, 5} and L2 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 13, 14, 19}.
It is possible to verify that δg = 48, since a basis to O2

g∗(O6)
is the set

γ = {xl1 , yl2 , xy, xy2, xy4, . . . , xy7, xy10, xy11, xy12, xy16, xy17, xy22, x2y2, . . . , x2y5, x2y8,

x2y9, x2y10, x2y14, x2y15, x2y20, x3y, x3y2, x3y3, x3y7, x3y8, x3y13, x4y, x4y4, x5y2,

x5y4, x6y2, x7y, x9y2; for all li ∈ Li, i = 1, 2}.

With the purpose of constructing an A-finite family joining a finite number of curves, we
will introduce some notation: for each j = 1, . . . , n let φkj : (C, 0) → (Ckj , 0) be a primitive

parameterized curve in C
kj , with multiplicity mj > 1, given (up to A-equivalence) by

φkj (yj) = (y
mj

j , y
mj2

j +
∑

i>mj2

ai2y
i
j, . . . , y

mjkj

j +
∑

i>mjkj

aikjy
i
j),

with 1 < mj := mj1 ≤ mj2 ≤ . . . ≤ mjkj . We denote by Hj : (C
n, 0) → (Cn−1, 0) the map-germ

Hj(y) := (y
µj1

j y1, . . . , y
µj(j−1)

j yj−1, y
µj(j+1)

j yj+1, . . . , y
µjn

j yn), (5)

where y := (y1, . . . , yn). For each j ∈ {1, . . . , n} the exponent µjs of yj satisfy µjs ≥ 1 for any
s ∈ {1, . . . , n} with s 6= j.
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Proposition 3.5. With the previous notations, let H : (Cn, 0) → (Cn(n−1), 0) be a map-germ
given by H(y) = (H1(y), . . . ,Hn(y)) with Hj as in (5) and n ≥ 2. Then (φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkn)H :
(Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0), that is,

(φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkn)H(y) = (φk1(y1), . . . , φkn(yn),H(y))

is an A-finite map-germ of corank n in which p =
∑n

j=1 kj + n(n− 1), p ≥ 2n.

Proof: The Mather-Gaffney geometric criterion can be used, as in Proposition 3.2, to prove
that g := (φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkn)H is A-finite. However, we also present an algebraic proof in this case.
Let Γj be the semigroup of the parameterized curve φkj with conductor cj. We will verify that
the following elements are in g∗(Op):

(a1) For each si ≥ ci, then ys11 · · · ysii · · · ysnn ∈ g∗(Op) for any sj ≥ cj or sj = 0 with i, j ∈
{1, . . . , n}, i 6= j;

(b1) Given si ∈ Γi, si < ci, i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then ystt y
si
i ∈ g∗(Op) for any t ∈ {1, . . . , n}, t 6= i,

st ≥ ct + a · µti with a depending on si;

(c1) Given li ∈ N \ Γi with i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then ystt y
li
i ∈ g∗(Op) for any t ∈ {1, . . . , n}, t 6= i,

st ≥ ct + α with α depending on li.

The item (a1) follows as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 (a). For (b1) taking si = a+βmi ∈ Γi

with a in the Apéry sequence of Γi and β ∈ N (see the proof of Proposition 3.2 (b)), we have

ya·µti

t ysii = (yµti

t yi)
a(ymi

i )β ∈ g∗(Op).

Since yst ∈ φ∗kt(Okt) ⊂ g∗(Op) for all s ≥ ct, then for any st ≥ ct + aµti it follows from the

expression above that ystt y
si
i = yst−aµti

t · (yaµti

t ysii ) ∈ g∗(Op).
In (c1), given li ∈ N\Γi, as in (3) we can write li = a−βmi, for some a in the Apéry sequence

of Γi and 1 ≤ β ≤ [ a
mi

]. Then for any t ∈ {1, . . . , n} with t 6= i and denoting dti = µti(a−mi[
a
mi

])
we obtain (as in (4)) that

ydtit ylii = (yµti

t yi)
a−mi[

a
mi

]
(ymi

i )
[ a
mi

]−β
∈ g∗(Op).

Thus for any st ≥ ct + dti the elements ystt y
li
i = yst−dti

t (ydtit ylii ) ∈ g
∗(Op).

More generally, if we consider distinct i1, . . . , iq ∈ {1, . . . , n}, sρ ∈ Γiρ , with sρ = 0 or sρ < ciρ
(where ciρ is the conductor of Γiρ) for ρ ∈ {1, . . . , q}, then we can write sρ = aρ + βρmiρ with
aρ, βρ and miρ as before. Thus, for any t ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {i1, . . . , iq} we have

y
(a1µti1

+...+aqµtiq )

t ys1i1 · · · y
sq
iq

= (y
µti1
t yi1)

a1 · · · (y
µtiq

t yiq)
aq (y

mi1
i1

)β1 · · · (y
miq

iq
)βq ∈ g∗(Op).

Then, for all rt ≥ ct + a1µti1 + . . .+ aqµtiq we obtain yrtt y
s1
i1
· · · y

sq
iq

∈ g∗(Op), and as consequence

yr11 · · · yrnn (yrtt y
s1
i1
· · · y

sq
iq
) ∈ g∗(Op) for any rj ≥ cj or rj = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {t, i1, . . . , iq}.

Finally, given lρ = aρ−βρmiρ ∈ N\Γiρ , ρ = 1, . . . , q, then for each t ∈ {1, . . . , n}\{i1, . . . , iq}

and denoting dtiρ = µtiρ(aρ −miρ [
aρ
miρ

]), as in the proof of (c1), y
dtiρ
t yliiρ ∈ g∗(Op). Thus

y
(dti1+...+dtiq )
t yl1i1 · · · y

lq
iq

= (y
dti1
t yl1i1) · · · (y

dtiq
t y

lq
iq
) ∈ g∗(Op).

Therefore, for all rt ≥ ct + dti1 + . . . + dtiq and for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {t, i1, . . . , iq} satisfying

rj ≥ cj or rj = 0, the elements yr11 · · · yrnn · (yrtt y
l1
i1
· · · y

lq
iq
) ∈ g∗(Op).

A general element in g∗(Op) can be obtained as a combination of the previous elements.
Thus, δg is finite.
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Definition 3.6. The maps (I ∗φk)H and (φk1 ∗ . . .∗φkn)H as in Proposition 3.2 and Proposition
3.5, respectively, are called elementary joins.

Remark 3.7. If f := (I ∗ φk)H and g := (φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkn)H are the elementary join maps, and
p denotes its corresponding target dimension, then we can produce new A-finite map-germs, for
instance, F (x, y) = (f(x, y), h(x, y)) and G(y) = (g(y), k(y)), where h, k ∈ On.

Example 3.8. Let fa(x1, x2, y) = (x1, x2, y
4, y5, x1y, x2y, ax1x2y

3) ∈ O(3, 7) be a corank 1 map-
germ, where a = 0 or if a 6= 0 then, up to A-equivalence, we take a = 1. In both cases, fa is
A-finite. The semigroup of the parameterized curve (y4, y5) is Γ = 〈4, 5〉 and its set of gaps is
L = {1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 11} (see Example 2.1). Notice that a basis for O3

f∗

a (O7)
is

β = {yl, xiy
2, xiy

3, xiy
7, x1x2y

3, x2i y
3; i = 1, 2,∀ l ∈ L}

if a = 0 and β \ {x1x2y
3} if a = 1. Thus, δf0 = 15 and δf1 = 14.

4 General form of A-finite monomial maps of corank q

Our purpose in this section is to give a general form for any map-germ f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0)
with p ≥ 2n, satisfying the properties that f is monomial and A-finitely determined. Moreover
we obtain normal forms of some classes of map-germs.

In the next lemma we prove that the class of parameterized curves appears naturally in the
characterization of A-finite monomial maps in O(n, p) for p ≥ 2n.

Lemma 4.1. If g : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) with p ≥ 2n is a singular A-finite monomial map-germ, then
there exists at least one A-finite parameterized monomial curve φk : (C, 0) → (Ck, 0) with 2 ≤ k <

p such that g is A-equivalent to f(x, y) =
(
f1(x, y), . . . , fp−(n+k−1)(x, y), x

λ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y, φk(y)
)
,

where x = (x1, . . . , xn−1).

Proof: Denote by (x1, . . . , xn) the variables of g = (g1, . . . , gp). By the hypothesis that δg is

finite, we have that Mβ
n ⊂ g∗(Op) for some β ∈ N. In particular, xγ11 , . . . , x

γn
n ∈ g∗(Op) for all

γi ≥ β, i = 1, . . . , n. Since g is monomial, it follows that for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n} there exists
a component of g given by xrii for some ri ≥ 1. Moreover, being g singular, then at least one
variable, namely xn, is such that rn ≥ 2, or else g is A-equivalent to an immersion. Let us
rename xn and rn respectively by y and m1.

In this way, in order to obtain all powers of the variable y of the form yb ∈ g∗(Op) for all b ≥ β
with g monomial, it is necessary to have other components of g given as powers of y so that there is
an A-finite parameterized curve in y. Then there exists k with 1 < k < p such that g can be given
by g(x, y) = (g1(x, y), . . . , gp−k(x, y), y

m1 , . . . , ymk) with x = (x1, . . . , xn−1) and gi(x, 0) = 0 for
i = 1, . . . , p − k and gcd(m1, . . . ,mk) = 1. If we suppose 1 < m1 < m2 < . . . < mk, by

the same argument that g is monomial and δg is finite, the elements xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y appear
as components of g, for some λi ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Otherwise we could not obtain these
elements in terms of other monomial components of g, since the multiplicity m1 > 1. Then, g is
A-equivalent to f(x, y) = (f1(x, y), . . . , fp−(n+k−1)(x, y), x

λ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y, φk(y)).

In Theorem 4.2 and Corollaries 4.3 and 4.6 we characterize some classes of A-finite monomial
map-germs in terms of elementary joins.

Theorem 4.2. Let φk(y) = (ym1 , . . . , ymk) be a parameterized monomial curve in C
k, with

1 < m1 < m2 < . . . < mk, gcd(m1, . . . ,mk) = 1 and n, k ≥ 2. Then, a singular monomial
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map-germ f : (Cn, 0) → (C2n+k−2, 0) satisfying f(0, y) = (0, . . . , 0, φk(y)) is A-finite if and only
if f is A-equivalent to

(I ∗ φk)H(x, y) = (x, ym1 , . . . , ymk , xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y),

where x = (x1, . . . , xn−1), I is the identity in C
n−1 and λi ≥ 1 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1.

Proof: Notice that the sufficient condition follows from Proposition 3.2.
By hypothesis f(x, y) = (f1(x, y), . . . , f2n−2(x, y), φk(y)) with fi(0, y) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , 2n−

2. From the proof of Lemma 4.1, there exist n− 1 components of f of the form xrii with ri ≥ 1
for i = 1, . . . , n − 1. We claim that ri = 1, for all i = 1, . . . , n − 1. In fact, if we assume by
contradiction that some ri is greater than 1, say r1, we have an A-finite parameterized curve
in the variable x1 as component of f . Suppose, without loss of generality, that such curve is
given by (xn1

1 , x
n2
1 ) with r1 := n1, 1 < n1 < n2 and gcd(n1, n2) = 1. Then, by Lemma 4.1,

the elements: xn1
1 , x

n2
1 , x

s2
2 x1, . . . , x

sn−1

n−1 x1, y
s1x1, y

m1 , . . . , ymk , xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y are components
of f , for some λi, si ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , n − 1. But this is not possible, since the target dimension
is p = 2n + k − 2. Then r1 = . . . = rn−1 = 1 and we conclude that f is a corank one map.
Therefore, f is A-equivalent to a join of the identity I in C

n−1 and φk, with respect to the map
H : (Cn, 0) → (Cn−1, 0), H(x, y) = (xλ1

1 y, . . . , x
λn−1

n−1 y).

It is interesting to observe that if f ∈ MnO(n, 2n+k−2) is a singular monomial and A-finite
map-germ, then f cannot have as component a parameterized curve φj : (C, 0) → (Cj , 0) for
j > k, by a target dimension argument.

As a consequence of Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, we extend for maps in MnO(n, 2n) the
classification of parameterized monomial surfaces in C

4 obtained in [15, Theorem 2.4].

Corollary 4.3. Let f : (Cn, 0) → (C2n, 0) be a monomial map-germ with n ≥ 2. Then, f is
A-finite if and only if f is A-equivalent to

(i) (x, y, 0, . . . , 0) (immersion);

(ii) (x, ym1 , ym2 , xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y), where λi ≥ 1 for i = 1, . . . , n− 1 and gcd(m1,m2) = 1.

In what follows, we give a general form of an A-finite monomial map in O(n, p) of corank q,

for p ≥ 2n. For each j = 1, . . . , q the map φkj (yj) = (y
mj

j , y
mj2

j , . . . , y
mjkj

j ) denotes a primitive

parameterized curve in C
kj with 1 < mj := mj1 < mj2 < . . . < mjkj and if x := (x1, . . . , xn−q)

and y := (y1, . . . , yq), then xλijyj := (x
λ1j

1 yj, . . . , x
λ(n−q)j

n−q yj) and (as in (5))

Hj(y) := (y
µj1

j y1, . . . , y
µj(j−1)

j yj−1, y
µj(j+1)

j yj+1, . . . , y
µjq

j yq),

where λij ≥ 1, µjt ≥ 1 for i ∈ {1, . . . , n − q}, j, t ∈ {1, . . . , q} with t 6= j and I denotes the
identity map in C

n−q.

Theorem 4.4. (General form of A-finite monomial maps) Let f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) be a singular
corank q monomial map-germ with p ≥ 2n. Then f is A-finite if and only if f is A-equivalent to

(I ∗ φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkq)H(x, y) = (I(x), φk1(y1), . . . , φkq (yq),H(x, y)), (6)

where H(x, y) = (xλi1y1, . . . , x
λiqyq,H1(y), . . . ,Hq(y), h(x, y)) for some monomial map h(x, y)

such that h is zero on each coordinate axis. In particular, if all µjt = 1 the map H can given by

H(x, y) = (xλi1y1, . . . , x
λiqyq, y1y2, . . . , y1yq, y2y3, . . . , y2yq, . . . , yq−1yq, h(x, y)).
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Proof: It follows from the proofs of Propositions 3.2 and 3.5 that the map (6) is A-finite.
Conversely, if f is a corank q map-germ, up to change of coordinates, we can assume that

f(x, y) = (x, fn−q+1(x, y), . . . , fp(x, y)). Since f is A-finite and monomial, it follows from the
proof of Lemma 4.1, that for each j = 1, . . . , q there exists kj with 1 < kj ≤ p − (n − q) such
that f has as components an A-finite parameterized curve in C

kj in the variable yj, that is,

φkj (yj) = (y
mj

j , y
mj2

j , . . . , y
mjkj

j ) where we suppose 1 < mj < mj2 < . . . < mjkj . If mj = 1
for some j = 1, . . . , q, then the corank of f would be less than q. Thus, f is A-equivalent
to (I ∗ φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkq)H for some map-germ H. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.2,
the hypotheses that f is monomial and δf finite imply that H has to be given by H(x, y) =

(xλi1y1, . . . , x
λiqyq,H1(y), . . . ,Hq(y), h(x, y)), for some monomial map-germ h that, up to A-

equivalence, is zero on each coordinate axis.

Remark 4.5. Notice that in Theorem 4.4, the components of h can be zero. Furthermore, if φkj
or h are not monomials, we still have that the map (6) is A-finite, that is, combining elementary
joins we produce a lot of A-finite maps.

Interesting particular cases in Theorem 4.4 are when f is one of the elementary join maps:

• corank 1 : (x, ym1 , . . . , ymr , xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y);

• corank n : (φk1(y1), . . . , φkn(yn), H1(y), . . . ,Hn(y)).

Corollary 4.6. Let f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) be a singular corank q monomial map-germ, with
p ≥ 2n. If f is A-finite, then p ≥ n(q+1)−q(q−1)/2. In particular, if p = n(q+1)−q(q−1)/2,
then f is A-finite if and only if

f ∼
A

(I ∗ φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkq)H ,

where for each j = 1, . . . , q the map φkj(yj) = (y
mj

j , y
mj1

j ) is a primitive parameterized plane

curve and H(x, y) = (xλi1y1, . . . , x
λiqyq, y1y2, . . . , y1yq, y2y3, . . . , y2yq, . . . , yq−1yq).

Notice that by the previous result, in order to have an A-finite monomial map-germ in
MnO(n, p) of corank n, then p ≥ n(n+3)

2 . But for corank 1 maps, we need p ≥ 2n.

Example 4.7. Let h(x, y, z) = (x, y2, y3, z2, z3, xy, xz, yz) ∈ O(3, 8) be a corank 2 map-germ.
In this case, a basis for O3

h∗(O8)
is {y, z, y2z, yz2} and thus δh = 4.

Remark 4.8. In Theorem 4.4, we obtain a general form of an A-finite monomial map-germ
from (Cn, 0) to (Cp, 0) for p ≥ 2n. In this sense, an interesting question is whether we can
describe all A-finite monomial map-germs F : (Cn, 0) → (Cn+s, 0) with s = 1, . . . , n − 1? The
only classes we got in O(n, n + s) satisfying that the germ is A-finite and monomial were the
immersion and

F (x1, . . . , xn−1, y) = (x1, . . . , xn−1, xi1y, xi2y, . . . , xisy, y
2),

for each s = 1, . . . , n − 1 and distinct i1, . . . is ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. Notice that F is a stable
map, that is, Aecod(F ) = 0. Moreover, F is a generalization of the cross-cap parameterized by
f(x, y) = (x, xy, y2) (see [17]).
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5 Estimating some analytical invariants

In this section, given f in O(n, p) with p ≥ 2n we estimate the Ae-codimension and the delta
invariant of f , for the classes of map-germs of the previous sections. When p = 2n, we obtain some
formulas for the number of double points in a stable perturbation of f . In the last subsection,
we study these invariants under some projection of f . This approach can be useful when the
projection has good properties, such as being stable.

If f ∈ MnO(n, p) with p ≥ 2n satisfies δf <∞, then f is A-finite. Moreover,

Aecod(f) ≤ Lecod(f) = p · δf .

In this way, it is interesting to obtain some estimates for δf .
Let F : (Cn, 0) → (Cp1 , 0), G : (Cm, 0) → (Cp2 , 0) and H : (Cn+m, 0) → (Cp3 , 0) with p1 ≥ n,

p2 ≥ m such that K = (F ∗G)H : (Cn+m, 0) → (Cp, 0) is a join of F and G with respect to H,
that is, K(x, y) = (F (x), G(y),H(x, y)) where p = p1 + p2 + p3.

Suppose p1 ≥ 2n, p2 ≥ 2m, δF and δG finite. If H is zero on each coordinate axis, then it is
easy to see that

δK ≥ δF + δG. (7)

For the next result, let φk(y) = (ym1 , ym2 +
∑

i>m2
ai2y

i, . . . , ymk +
∑

i>mk
aiky

i) be an A-
finite parameterized curve and consider the following notations: the integers λmin := min

1≤i≤n−1
{λi},

λ := (m1 − 1)
∑n−1

i=1 λi − n+ 1,

κ1 :=
n−1∑

i=1

λi +

λmin∑

j=1

(
n+ j − 2

j

)
− (n− 1)λmin − n+ 2,

κ2 :=
λ∑

j=1

(
n+ j − 2

j

)
+ 1 and κ3 :=

n−1∑

i=1

λi − n.

Proposition 5.1. Let φk be the germ of a parameterized curve in C
k as above with n, k ≥ 2. Con-

sider f : (Cn, 0) → (C2n+k−2, 0) the map-germ given by f(x, y) = (x, φk(y), x
λ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y),
where x = (x1, . . . , xn−1) and λi ≥ 1 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Then

(i) κ1δφk
≤ δf ≤ κ2δφk

,

(ii) (n− 1)κ3δφk
+ k(m1 − 2)(κ3 + 2) ≤ Aecod(f) ≤ (2n + k − 2)κ2δφk

.

Proof: Denote p = 2n + k − 2 and c the conductor of the semigroup Γ of φk. It follows from
the proof of Proposition 3.2 that xrii , y

b, xpii y
s, xqii y

l ∈ f∗(Op), for all ri ∈ N, b ≥ c, s ∈ Γ for
some pi and l ∈ L = N \ Γ and qi ≥ (m1 − 1)λi, with i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Now we will analyse
the element ys with s ∈ Γ and s less than the conductor c. If s ∈ Γ, then there exists h ∈ O
such that h ◦ φk(y) = ys + as+1y

s+1 + . . . ∈ φ∗k(Ok) ⊂ f∗(Op) with aj ∈ C for j = s + 1, . . ..
For each j ∈ Γ \ {0} with j > s in the expansion h ◦ φk(y), there exists hj ∈ O such that
hj ◦ φk(y) = bjy

j + . . ., with bj 6= 0. Thus

h = h−
aj
bj

∑

j∈Γ

hj ∈ O

satisfy h ◦ φk(y) = ys + al1y
l1 + . . . + alty

lt for some finite l1, . . . , lt ∈ L and ali ∈ C, since
yb ∈ f∗(Op) for b ≥ c. Denoting β a basis of On/f

∗(Op), we have that yl ∈ β for all l ∈ L. In
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this way, by the expression of h ◦ φk, we do not consider in β the element ys, with s ∈ Γ. With
a similar analysis xr11 . . . x

rn−1

n−1 y
s /∈ β for ri ≥ 0 and s ∈ Γ.

Thus β is contained in {yl, xr11 . . . x
rn−1

n−1 y
l; ∀ l ∈ L, 1 ≤ d ≤ λ} with d =

∑n−1
i=1 ri and

λ := (m1 − 1)
∑n−1

i=1 λi − n+ 1. Therefore

δf ≤ δφk
+ ♯{xr11 . . . x

rn−1

n−1 y
l; ∀ l ∈ L, 1 ≤ d ≤ λ} = κ2δφk

.

On the other hand, the elements yl, xrii y
l ∈ β for all 1 ≤ ri ≤ λi−1, l ∈ L and i = 1, . . . , n−1.

Moreover xr11 . . . x
rn−1

n−1 y
l ∈ β for all l ∈ L such that 1 ≤ d ≤ λmin, eliminating the monomials

xd1y
l, . . . , xdn−1y

l that have been considered in β. Thus,

δf ≥ ♯{yl, xrii y
l; ∀ l ∈ L, 1 ≤ ri ≤ λi−1}+♯{xr11 . . . x

rn−1

n−1 y
l;∀ l ∈ L, 1 ≤ d ≤ λmin}−(n−1)λminδφk

and we obtain δf ≥ κ1δφk
.

The upper bound of Aecod(f) is obtained from inequality Aecod(f) ≤ pδf and item (i). The
extended tangent space to the A-orbit of f is given by

TAe(f) =








1 . . . 0 0
.
.
.

.
.
.

.

.

.

.

.

.

0 . . . 1 0
0 . . . 0 m1y

m1−1

.

.

. · · ·
.
.
.

.

.

.

0 . . . 0 mky
mk−1 + . . .

λ1x
λ1−1
1 y . . . 0 x

λ1

1
.
.
. · · ·

.

.

.

.

.

.

0 . . . λn−1x
λn−1−1
n−1 y x

λn−1

n−1







ǫ1(x, y)
.
.
.

ǫn(x, y)


+




η1(f)
.
.
.

ηp(f)


 ;

ǫi ∈ On,

ηj ∈ Op,

i = 1, . . . , n,
j = 1, . . . , p





We denote by ei the i-th element of the canonical basis of θ(p). For the lower bound of the
Ae-codimension of f , note that the following sets are not contained in TAe(f):

{{yl, xrii y
l}ej ; i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, j ∈ {n, . . . , n+ k − 1}, 1 ≤ ri ≤ λi − 1 and 1 ≤ l ≤ m1 − 2}

and

{{xrii y
l}en+k+j−1; i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n−1},∀ l ∈ L, 1 ≤ ri ≤ λi−2 if i = j and 1 ≤ ri ≤ λi−1 if i 6= j}.

For the map (φk1 ∗ . . . ∗ φkn)H in Proposition 3.5 the estimate for the delta invariant is more
general than the previous result. If Γj is the semigroup of φkj with conductor cj , we denote
c =

∑n
j=1 cj .

Proposition 5.2. Let g : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) be the map-germ as in Proposition 3.5 given by

g(y) = (φk1(y1), . . . , φkn(yn), H1(y), . . . ,Hn(y)),

where Hj(y) := (y
µj1

j y1, . . . , y
µj(j−1)

j yj−1, y
µj(j+1)

j yj+1, . . . , y
µjn

j yn), with y := (y1, . . . , yn) and for
each j ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have t ∈ {1, . . . , n} with t 6= j and µjt ≥ 1. Then

n∑

j=1

δφkj
≤ δg ≤

c∑

j=1

(
n+ j − 1

j

)
.
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Proof: It follows from (7) the lower estimate for δg. On the other hand, if γ denotes a basis
for On/g

∗(Op), by the proof of Proposition 3.5, γ ⊂ {ys11 · · · ysnn ; 1 ≤ d ≤ c, d =
∑n

j=1 sj}. Thus,
we obtain the result.

A map-germ f is called A-stable if θ(f) = TAe(f). Similarly as in [15, Proposition 2.1], it is
possible to prove for p ≥ 2n that f is A-stable if and only if δf = 0.

Let f : (Cn, 0) → (C2n, 0) be an A-finite map. We recall that a stable perturbation ft :
U → (C2n, 0) of f , where U is a small neighborhood of the origin, has a finite number d(f) of
transverse double points (see [6]).

If f is an A-finite corank one map-germ, it is well known that up to change of coordinates
f is given by f(x, y) = (x, fn(x, y), . . . , f2n(x, y)), where x := (x1, . . . , xn−1). In this case, the
number of double points of f is

d(f) :=
1

2
dimC

On+1

ϕ∗(Mn+1)On+1
, (8)

where ϕ : (Cn+1, 0) → (Cn+1, 0), (x, y, z) 7→ (ϕn, . . . , ϕ2n) with ϕi(x, y, z) := fi(x,z)−fi(x,y)
z−y

, for
each i = n . . . , 2n (see [10]). Moreover, if f is quasihomogeneous of type (ω1, . . . , ωn, dn, . . . , d2n),
where ω1, . . . , ωn−1, ωn are the weights of the variables x1, . . . , xn−1, y and dn, . . . , d2n are the
weighted degrees of the components functions fn, . . . , f2n of f , respectively, then

d(f) =

∏2n
i=n(di − ωn)

2ω1 . . . ωn−1ω2
n

. (9)

The previous formula was obtained by applying Bezout’s generalized formula to ϕ with ωn the
weight of the variable z (see [10]).

Proposition 5.3. Let φ2(y) = (ym1 , ym2) with 1 < m1 < m2, gcd(m1,m2) = 1 and for each
i = 1, 2 the map hi(x, y) = ymi +

∑
j>mi

aij(x)y
j satisfies aij(x) ∈ Mn−1.

1. If f(x, y) = (x, xy, h1(x, y), h2(x, y)), then d(f) = (m1−1)(m2−1)
2 = δφ2 .

2. If f(x, y) = (x, ym1 , ym2 , xλ1
1 y, . . . , x

λn−1

n−1 y), then d(f) =
(∏n−1

i=1 λi

)
δφ2 , for λi ≥ 1.

Proof: By definition of d(f) in (8), ϕi(x, y, z) = xi−n+1 for i = n, . . . , 2n − 2, and denoting

Pk(z, y) =
zk+1−yk+1

z−y
we have

ϕ2n+i−2(x, y, z) = Pmi−1(z, y) +
∑

j>mi

aij(x)Pj−1(z, y)

for i = 1, 2.
We will prove that if r, s ∈ N with gcd(r, s) = 1 then the ideal 〈Pr−1(z, y), Ps−1(z, y)〉

in Oz,y has finite codimension. In fact (z − y)Pr−1(z, y) = zr − yr =
∏r−1

i=0 (z − ωiy) and
(z− y)Ps−1(z, y) = zs − ys =

∏s−1
i=0 (z− υiy), with ω (resp. υ) r-th (resp. s-th) primitive root of

unity. Notice that η is a d-th root of unity, with d = gcd(r, s) if and only if η is a r-th and s-th
root of unity, that is, the polynomials zr − yr and zs − ys have d common roots. In this way by
hypothesis (z−y)Pr−1(z, y) = (z−y)f1 and (z−y)Ps−1(z, y) = (z−y)f2, where f1 and f2 don’t
have common roots. Therefore Pr−1 and Ps−1 have no common components which implies that
the codimension of the ideal generated by them is finite.

Since

d(f) =
1

2
dimC

Ox,y,z

〈x, ϕ2n−1, ϕ2n〉
=

1

2
dimC

Oy,z

〈Pm1−1(z, y), Pm2−1(z, y)〉
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in which gcd(m1,m2) = 1, we have that the polynomials Pmi−1, i = 1, 2 have no common factor,
then d(f) is finite and by Bézout’s Theorem we have the required formula, remembering that

the delta invariant of φ2 is δφ2 = (m1−1)(m2−1)
2 .

For the item 2, the formula for d(f) can be easily obtained by (9).

5.1 A-invariants under projections

For the study of invariants of a map f under some projection of it, we only assume f ∈ MnO(n, p)
in which p ≥ n and 0 is an isolated singularity of f .

Let k ∈ {1, . . . , p− 1} be fixed and πk : Cp → C
k be a canonical projection, and gk = πk ◦ f

such that f ∼
A
(gk, h), where h : (Cn, 0) → (Cp−k, 0). Notice that θ(f) ≃ θ(gk)⊕ θ(h). It is well

known that ω ∈ TAe(f) if and only if there exist ǫ ∈ θ(n) and η ∈ θ(p) such that ω = df(ǫ)+η(f).
We consider the subspaces

Tk = {ωk ∈ θ(gk); ωk = dgk(ǫ) + (πk ◦ η)(f), ǫ ∈ θ(n), η ∈ θ(p)} and

T = {ωh ∈ θ(h); (0, ωh) ∈ TAe(f)}

and their codimensions are respectively defined as cod Tk = dimC

θ(gk)

Tk
and cod T = dimC

θ(h)

T
.

Proposition 5.4. Let f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) with p ≥ n, such that f ∼
A
(gk, h) as above, for some

k = 1, . . . , p − 1. If cod Tk and cod T are finite, then f is A-finitely determined and

Aecod(f) = cod Tk + cod T.

Proof: The proof is similar to the Proposition 2.1 in [11] for divergents diagrams. If ω ∈ θ(f),
we denote by ω the class of this element in the quotient θ(f)/TAe(f), similarly (with an abuse
of notation) for θ(gk) and θ(h). The result follows considering the following exact sequence:

0 −→
θ(h)

T

i∗
−→

θ(f)

TAe(f)

π∗

−→
θ(gk)

Tk
−→ 0,

where if ωh ∈ θ(h)/T then i∗(ωh) = (0, ωh) and given ω = (ω1, . . . , ωp) ∈ θ(f) the projection

π∗(ω) = (ω1, . . . , ωk).

In a natural way, we can extend the above result for multigerms.

For the germ h : (Cn, 0) → (Cp−k, 0) we define the map wh : θ(p) → θ(h) by wh(η) =
(ηk+1 ◦ f, . . . , ηp ◦ f), where η := (η1, . . . , ηp) ∈ θ(p). Given ωh ∈ T we have (0, ωh) ∈ TAe(f),
which implies that there exist ǫ ∈ θ(n) and η ∈ θ(p) such that dgk(ǫ) + (πk ◦ η)(f) = 0 and
dh(ǫ) +wh(η) = ωh. Let

ρ :
θ(h)

ωh(θ(p))
−→

θ(h)

T
(10)

such that ρ of the class of ωh ∈ θ(h) in θ(h)/ωh(θ(p)) is the class of this element in θ(h)/T .
In the next result we present a relation among Aecod(f) and invariants of some projection

gk of f , that can be interesting if you have some information about gk.

Theorem 5.5. Consider f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) with p ≥ 2n and f ∼
A

(gk, h). If gk is A-finitely

determined and δf is finite, then

(i) Aecod(f) ≤ Aecod(gk) + (p− k)δf .
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(ii) If gk is stable, then Aecod(f) = cod T = (p− k)δf − dimCKer(ρ).

Proof: (i) Notice that θ(h)/T is isomorphic to a submodule of
⊕p−k

j=1 On/f
∗(Op) and therefore

cod T ≤ (p− k)δf <∞. On the other hand, the extended tangent space to gk is

TAe(gk) = {ωk ∈ θ(gk);ωk = dgk(ǫ) + η(gk), ǫ ∈ θ(n), η ∈ θ(k)},

which implies cod Tk ≤ Aecod(gk). By Proposition 5.4, Aecod(f) ≤ Aecod(gk) + (p− k)δf .

(ii) If gk is stable, then Aecod(gk) = 0 and consequently cod Tk = 0. Thus Aecod(f) = cod T .
If ρ is as defined in (10), it follows by exact sequence

0 −→ Ker(ρ) −→
θ(h)

ωh(θ(p))

ρ
−→

θ(h)

T
−→ 0

that cod T = dimC
θ(h)

ωh(θ(p)) − dimCKer(ρ). But
θ(h)

ωh(θ(p))
is isomorphic to

⊕p−k
j=1

On

f∗(Op)
.

It is well known that the invariants δf and d(f) coincide for parameterized plane curves, but
this does not hold in general. In [15, Proposition 2.9] we proved that parameterized surfaces
f(x, y) = (x, xλy, ym1 , ym2) satisfy d(f) ≤ δf with equality if and only if m1 = 2.

We prove in the next proposition that these two invariants coincide for any f ∈ O(n, 2n)
which has a stable projection equivalent to a fold. Moreover we obtain an estimate for Ker(ρ)
in Theorem 5.5 and consequently for the Ae-codimension. For what follows, we denote the ring
On by Ox,y.

Proposition 5.6. Let f : (Cn, 0) → (Cp, 0) be an A-finite map-germ for p ≥ 2n. We suppose
f ∼

A
(gn, h) such that gn(x, y) = (x, y2). Thus

1. if p = 2n, then d(f) = δf ;

2. if p ≥ 2n, then (p − 2n+ 1)δf ≤ Aecod(f) ≤ (p− n)δf − 1.

Proof: We can consider change of coordinates such that f ∼
A
(x, y2, yun+1(x, y

2), . . . , yup(x, y
2))

for some un+1, . . . , up ∈ C{x, y}, as in [12].

If p = 2n, then by (8) we have that ϕn(x, y, z) = z + y and ϕj(x, y, z) =
zuj(x,z2)−yuj(x,y2)

z−y

for all j = n + 1, . . . , 2n. Identifying z = −y we have ϕj(x, y, z) = uj(x, y
2). However Ox,y ≃

Ox,y2 ⊕ yOx,y2 thus

〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉Ox,y = 〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉Ox,y2 ⊕ 〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉 yOx,y2 .

Hence, d(f) =
1

2
dimC

Ox,y

〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉Ox,y
= dimC

Ox,y2

〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉Ox,y2
.

On the other hand, we can identify f∗(O2n) with Ox,y2⊕〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉yOx,y2 which implies

δf = dimC

Ox,y2 ⊕ yOx,y2

Ox,y2 ⊕ 〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉 yOx,y2
= dimC

Ox,y2

〈un+1, . . . , u2n〉Ox,y2
= d(f).

In order to prove the item 2, notice that it follows from Theorem 5.5 that Aecod(f) = cod T ,
since gn is a stable map. But ω = (ωn+1, . . . , ωp) ∈ T if and only if (0, ω) ∈ TAe(f), that is, there
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exist ǫ = (ǫ1, . . . , ǫn) ∈ θ(n) and η = (η1, . . . , ηp) ∈ θ(p) such that ǫi = −ηi(f) for i = 1, . . . , n−1
and 2yǫn = −ηn(f) which implies that for each j with n+ 1 ≤ j ≤ p,

ωj = −

n−1∑

i=1

(
y
∂uj
∂xi

(x, y2)ηi(f)

)
+

(
uj(x, y

2) + 2y2
∂uj
∂y

(x, y2)

)
ǫn(x, y) + ηj(f)

satisfies γj := uj(x, y
2)ǫn(x, y)− y

∂uj

∂y
(x, y2)ηn(f) + ηj(f) ∈ f∗(Op). In fact, y

∂uj

∂y
(x, y2) is even

in y and by isomorphism Ox,y ≃ Ox,y2 ⊕ yOx,y2 we can write ǫn(x, y) = ǫn1(x, y
2) + yǫn2(x, y

2).
Thus

uj(x, y
2)ǫn(x, y) = uj(x, y

2)ǫn1(x, y
2) + yuj(x, y

2)ǫn2(x, y
2) ∈ f∗(Op)

because uj , ǫn1 , ǫn2 are even in y and yuj(x, y
2) ∈ f∗(Op). It follows from (10) and the proof of

Theorem 5.5 that ω ∈ T
ωh(θ(p)) if and only if ω ∈M , where

M :=
f∗(Op){v1, . . . , vn−1}+ ωh(θ(p))

ωh(θ(p))

is a f∗(Op)-module finitely generated by

vi =




y ∂un+1

∂xi

...

y
∂up

∂xi


 ,

with i = 1, . . . , n− 1. By abuse of notation we denote vi its class in ωh(θ(p)).
Notice that v1, . . . , vn−1 are not all identically zero in M . In fact, since p ≥ 2n and f is A

(and therefore L) finitely determined, for each i = 1, . . . , n − 1 there exists ki ∈ N such that
xγii y ∈ f∗(Op) for all γi ≥ ki. This implies that writing un+i(x, y

2) = φn+i(x)+y
2Rn+i(x, y) there

are at least n−1 maps φj ’s not identically zero, that we can suppose they are φn+1, . . . , φ2n−1. For

each i = 1, . . . , n− 1 there exists li such that φli(x) = alix
li
i + . . . with ordxi

φli(x) ≤ ordxi
φj(x)

for all j with li, j ∈ {n+ 1, . . . , 2n − 1}. Thus

ordxi

y∂uli(x, y
2)

∂xi
< li

and, therefore, the li-coordinate of vi not belongs to f∗(Op), by minimality of the order of φli
with respect to xi. Consequently vi 6∈ ωh(θ(p)) and we conclude that dimC Ker(ρ) ≥ 1.

If v1, . . . , vn−1 are non zero in M , this means that each non-zero coordinate of vi is an element
of On

f∗(Op)
≃ C{λ1, . . . , λδf }. Since f is L-finite, for each i = 1, . . . , n − 1 there exist (finite)

mi1, . . . ,miri ∈ f∗(Op) such that mijvi 6∈ ωh(θ(p)), with 1 ≤ j ≤ ri. But, in each non zero
component of vi,mi1vi, . . . ,mirivi we have at most δf linearly independent elements in On

f∗(Op)
.

According to these arguments we have dimCM ≤ (n − 1)δf . Therefore 1 ≤ dimC Ker(ρ) =
dimC

T
ωh(θ(p)) ≤ (n− 1)δf . The result follows from Theorem 5.5.

Corollary 5.7. If v1, . . . , vn−1 (as defined in the above proposition) are f∗(Op)-linearly inde-
pendent, then Aecod(f) ≤ (p− n)δf − n+ 1.

Proof: If v1, . . . , vn−1 ∈M are f∗(Op)-linearly independent we have dimC Ker(ρ) ≥ n− 1.
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Example 5.8. In this example we present A-simple map-germs from the classification obtained
in [10]. Notice that the estimates for the Ae-codimension in Proposition 5.6 are sharp. In fact,
the germs f(x, y) = (x, xy, y2, y2k+1) and g(x, y) = (x, y2, y3, xky) satisfy δf = k = δg. Thus
Aecod(f) = k = δf and Aecod(g) = 2k − 1 = 2δg − 1.

Now, the map f(x1, x2, y) = (x1, x2, y
2, x1x2y, (x

2
1 − x22)y, y

3) illustrates the computation of
Ker(ρ). It is possible to prove that O3

f∗(O6)
≃ C{y, x1y, x2y, x

2
1y}, thus δf = 4. In this case,

Ker(ρ) ≃
C{v1, v2, x1v1, x1v2}+ ωh(θ(6))

ωh(θ(6))

is a f∗(O6)-module generated by {v1, v2}, where

v1 =




x1y
−2x2y

0


 and v2 =




x2y
2x1y
0


 .

By Theorem 5.5, we conclude that Aecod(f) = 3δf − dimCKer(ρ) = 12− 4 = 8 < 3δf − n+ 1.
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