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FUNCTORIAL RESOLUTION BY TORUS ACTIONS

JAROSLAW WLODARCZYK

ABSTRACT. We show a simple and fast embedded resolution of varieties and
principalization of ideals in the language of torus actions on ambient, smooth
varieties with SNC divisors. The canonical functorial resolution of varieties in
characteristic zero is given by the introduced here operations of cobordant blow-
ups with smooth weighted centers. The centers are defined by the geometric
invariant measuring the singularities on smooth schemes with SNC divisors.

As the result of the procedure, we obtain a smooth variety with a torus
action and the exceptional divisor having simple normal crossings. Moreover,
its geometric quotient is birational to the resolved variety, has abelian quotient
singularities, and can be desingularized directly by combinatorial methods.
The paper is based upon the ideas of the joint work with Abramovich and
Temkin [ATWI19] and a similar result by McQuillan [Mc(Q19] on resolution in
characteristic zero via stack-theoretic weighted blow-ups.

As an application of the method, we show the resolution of certain classes
of singularities in positive and mixed characteristic.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The significance of GG,,-actions in birational geometry and their connection with
Mori theory has already been identified by Reid, Thaddeus, and various other
scholars (refer to [Tha94a], [Tha94b], [Tha96], [Rei], [DHI8]). Particularly, Reid
[Reid02] highlighted the role of weighted blowings up and flips in birational geom-
etry utilizing G,,-actions. This notion was also reflected in the proof of the Weak
Factorization theorem, which relied on the concept of birational cobordism and a
pivotal role of Gy,-action ([Wlo00], [Wlo03], [AKNMWO02]).

In the present paper, we propose approaching embedded resolution problems and
the existing resolution algorithms from the point of view of torus actions. This is
an alternative and, to a great extent, equivalent approach to the one pursued in
a paper [McQ19] of McQuillan-Marzo, and a recent paper of Quek [Que20], and
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most notably, in the series of papers by Abramovich-Temkin-Wlodarczyk [ATW17],
[ATW20],]JATW19], where all kind of stack-theoretic blow-ups were considered to
simplify resolution procedure or to adapt the algorithm to the relative situation
of morphisms. The introduced here definition of cobordant blow-up interprets the
stack-theoretic weighted blow-ups, logarithmic Kummer blow-ups, and more gen-
eral birational transformations of stacks in terms of torus actions. Such interpreta-
tion leads to the presentation of the weighed blow-ups and other transformations
as smooth birational cobordisms. The operation is done in the language of smooth
schemes with torus actions in terms of simple transformation rules. In fact, only
one chart is needed to describe the cobordant blow-up, which makes it a very
simple tool for algorithmic computations and possible theoretical implementations.
The method can be applied to many existing and potential embedded resolution
algorithms originally relying on smooth centers, regardless of characteristic. It
also avoids many problems associated with smooth centers and studied intensely
in [Abh67, Moh87, Moh96, Haud8, Wo08, CP08, CP09, Cutll, BVU13, KMIS6,
HP19]. Moreover, it is significantly faster and eliminates unnecessary blow-ups.
Furthermore, the algorithm in characteristic zero has a very simple structure with
the centers defined by a geometric invariant related to the weighted normal cone (see
Section 4.1.1). The smooth centers are replaced with more general smooth weighted
centers. In fact, the present paper, similarly to [ATW19], contains a highly sim-
plified version of the strong Hironaka algorithm in characteristic zero. Recall that
the standard Hironaka algorithm uses a rather complicated invariant where the ge-
ometry of singularities is mixed with the combinatorics of the monomials. In the
present paper, similarly to [ATW19] and [Mc()19], the algorithm is purely geomet-
ric, with the combinatorial part hidden in the torus action or respectively in the
stack-theoretic structure as, in the two papers above.

1.1. Cobordant blow-ups. Unlike the formalism in [ATW19], or in [Mc(Q19], the
resolution here is given in the language of schemes with torus actions and does not
use stack-theoretic language, although, if needed, it can be converted into such. The
algorithm is carried in the language of cobordant blow-ups of weighted centers on
regular schemes. A similar operation in the language of stacks was independently
studied in the paper of Quek-Rydh [QR22].

The cobordant blow-ups of regular varieties have many advantages even when
compared to the standard blow-ups of smooth blow-ups. They are described by
particularly simple transformation rules with one chart only defined by the affine
morphism. They carry important additional information about singularities which
is contained in the vertex of the transformation. The singularities along the vertex
after the blow-up are to a great extent equivalent to the singularities at the center,
and they are removed as typically the worst singularities in the resolution process.
Moreover the torus action contains additional additional important information for
the resolution process.

All of this is especially beneficial for all kinds of generalizations of the resolution
to classes of singularities in positive and mixed characteristic, foliations and others.
In particular in Section 4 we show how to apply cobordant blow-ups with weighted
centers to introduced here, class of almost homogenous singularities in any charac-
teristic (see Theorems 4.2.2, 4.2.3). This class includes, in particular, the isolated
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singularities whose generalized weighted tangent cone also has an isolated singular-
ity. Moreover, the approach can be generalized to the case where the equimultiple
locus of the subscheme and its weighted tangent cone coincide (see Lemma 4.3.1).

The language and the formalism of the cobordant blow-ups are related to the
notion of birational cobordism introduced as the main tool in the proof of the Weak
factorization theorem ([W1o00], [Wto03], [AKMWO02]). On the other hand when
looking from a more general perspective of Cox rings of morphisms in the sub-
sequent paper [W1023] one shows that any proper birational morphism of normal
noetherian schemes has such a cobordant presentation called cobordization, where
the considered here cobordant blow-up of weighted center is the cobordization of
the standard weighted blow-up. Moreover the theorems on the resolution from
Chapter 4 are extended in [W1023] to generalized cobordant blow-ups of locally
monomial ideals.

1.2. Rees algebras. Another novel of the paper is the use of rational Rees alge-
bras, giving a fast algorithm with automatic uniqueness. One shall mention that
the rational Rees algebras was also briefly used in the first version of [ATW19] to
interpret the algebra of the center.

Recall that there are presently two approaches to the uniqueness and glueing of
the embedded resolutions. The first method is known as ”Hironaka’s trick” which
uses an equivalence relation defined by permissible blow-ups. It was used in the
original Hironaka’s approach, and in the subsequent papers of Bierstone-Milman
and Villamayor and others (see [[ir64],[Vil89],[BMO7],[EH02], [EV03]). The other
method is known as ”"homogenization-tuning” trick was introduced by the author in
[W1o05], and then used in the papers of Kollar [I[X0l07], Bierstone-Milman [BMO0g],
and others. This approach is also used in [ATWI17] and [ATW19]. Tt relies on
the existence of local automorphisms of the homogenized ideals and functoriality
for étale morphisms. Both approaches hinge on the induction on the dimension of
ambient variety. The inductively built centers living on different hypersurfaces of
maximal contact are compared via equivalence relations or étale maps.

With our approach the centers are unique despite being constructed using non-
canonical itermediate steps. Moreover what is important no comparison between
the intermediate steps is needed. Instead all the operations are related directly to
the constructed canonical resolution center.

Recall that the integrally graded Rees algebras have been used for some time in
the resolution algorithms([EV07],[VilOg],[BV L1],[CPO9],[KKM16]). They were also
used recently in the approach by Quek for the weighted logarithmic resolution
[Que20]. They are also considered in the paper by Quek and Rydh [(QR22]. There
are however several advantages of the Rees algebras with rational gradations. The
very first one is that the resolution center and the resolution invariant can be
conveniently defined in this language as the natural generalization of the order.

1.2.1. Definition of the invariant. Let us start with the definition of the order of
an ideal Z at a point p € X:

ord,(Z) = max{a € Zso | T C my},

where m, C Oxy, is the maximal ideal of the point p in the local ring Ox ;. This
can be written as

ord,(Z) = max{a € Qs | Zt* C Ox[mpt]},
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where R = Ox[myt] is the Rees algebra generated by the first gradation mpt, where
t is the dummy variable. Equivalently one writes the latter as

ord,(Z) = max{a € Q¢ | Zt C Ox[myt'/*]},

If the divisors are not present that the resolution invariant of Z at p can be
written simply as

(1) inv,(Z) := max{(ai,...,ax) | Tt C Ox [z t"/®, ... zptt/o ]t}

where a; < ... < ay are rational numbers ordered lexicographically and the max-
imum is considered over all the partial coordinate systems x1,...,z;. Here ”int”
stands for the corresponding integral closure. The present definition is equivalent
to the one from [ATW19], which was considered in the different language. Note
that the powers of ¢ indicate the weights of the elements. In particular the weight
of x; is 1/a; with the weight 1 assigned to Z.

1.2.2. Rational Rees algebras. One of the benefits of Rees algebras is that their
generators lie in the different rational gradations which often leads to a simpler
presentation. Additional advantage of the rational Rees algebras is that no rescaling
is needed and we can always get the simplest possible set of generators by extending
the gradation. This makes the computations of the centers very straightforward.
This could be illustrated by the Veronese embedding. When passing from
the graded algebra R = k[z1,..., 2] = @ ey, Ra to the subgradation R =
®d62>0 Ry4, as in the n-tuple Veronese embedding we obtain the graded algebra

R with a very cumbersome set of generators given by all monomials of degree n
and describing the same Proj(R(™) = Proj(R). Now when we start from Z-graded
algebra R(™ written as R(™ = &b d€Z R,qt? for the dummy variable ¢ then ex-
tending the gradation and passing to the integral closure R [t'/?]"™* one obtains
back the algebra R = k[z,t*/", ... x;t'/*] in the graded form with respect to ¢'/*
and with the nice set of generators, and giving a nicer presentation of the same
object Proj(R).

The process avoids various multiple rescalings which often leads to the increased
computational complexity. Since no rescaling is needed the construction of the
center can be obtained in a minimalistic way by a series of transformations called
malling.

1.2.3. Milling. The concept behind milling is to systematically decompose the ele-
ments of the ideal Z, as represented by the Rees algebra R = Ox|[Zt], step by step,
into elements of smaller gradations. This process is done using graded differential
operators and is carried out with the objective of obtaining a smooth weighted
center. A similar idea was considered in the first version of [ATW19] to illustrate
a different construction method. Note that in our process only the final stage is
canonical, and all the intermediate steps rely on the choices made for the convenient
minimalistic computations.
Consider the admissibility inclusion

(2) It C Ox[l'ltl/al,...,xktl/ak]int

as in the above definition (1) of the resolution invariant inv,(Z). The Rees algebra
of the form

A= Ox[xltl/al, ceey Iktl/ak]im
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is called the Rees center. If the inclusion (2) holds then we say that the center A is
admissible for Z at p. If additionally inv,(Z) = (a1, ...,ax) as in (1) then the Rees
center A on the right will be called a maximal admissible center. This terminology
is to a great extent equivalent to the one introduced in [ATW19] in the language
of Q-ideals.

The algorithm uses the basic concepts of the standard Hironaka algorithm like
the admissibility, coefficient ideal, maximal contact, from [Hir(4],[Vil89], [BMOIT],
[Wlo05], [EH02], [EV03], [Kol07], which are redefined from the perspective of ra-
tional Rees algebras and cobordant blow-ups.

1.2.4. The graded differential operators. The idea of milling is to construct the
maximal admissible center through a step-by-step process that involves enlarging
the initial Rees algebra Ry := Ox[Zt] C A, while keeping A unchanged. To achieve
this, we perform actions on both sides of the admissibility inclusion using graded
differential operators. These operators preserve the right side A of the inclusion
while expanding the left side. They eventually lead to a situation where both sides
become equal. As a result, the maximal admissible center is attained through a
recursive process. Importantly, this process is dependent solely on Z, establishing
the uniqueness of the maximal admissible center and the canonical invariant.
To illustrate the action of graded operators consider the inclusion

(3) Zt* C Ox[mpt],

where a = ord,(Z). Here we can act on both sides of the inclusion by the differential
operators t ' Dy for Dy being the sheaf of the differential operators on smooth
variety X over a field k, and a € N. The right side is preserved by this action
as t71Dx (mpyt)® C (myt)°~ ! while we obtain new elements on the left side. In
particular, we derive the inclusion of ¢-gradations ’Dg{l (I)t C myt.

When rescaling (3) we obtain the inclusion

Tt € Ox[myt'/?),
with the action of the differential operators t~1/*Dx to get
DL T € mytt/e.

Similarly if A = Ox[z1tY/%, ..., zt"/*]" is maximal admissible for Z then a;
is necessarily the order of Z at p. We can act by the operators t~'/*Dx on both
sides of the admissibility relation

ItC A= Ox[ililtl/al, C ,:Ektl/ak]int
and obtain the inclusion of ¢!/ gradations
(4) DY NI ™ € Ay g, tH ™
where A = @, Aqt”.
1.2.5. Mazimal contacts. The mazimal contacts of Z at p in our approach should
be thought of as simply the graded coordinates z1t'/%, ... z,t'/% in a certain
presentation of a maximal admissible center A C Zt at p. Unlike the usual definition

this approach makes sense in a nonzero characteristic. The maximal contacts are
defined in terms of the recursively constructed algebras on the left side of the
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admissibility inclusion. In particular, in view of (1) the first maximal contact is
defined by a coordinate

xr1 € Tl/u'1 (Rl) = D?;fl(I) C Al/al

in gradation ¢!/,

Observe that the notions of the admissibility, the order, the invariant and the
mazimal contact can be considered in the general context of Rees algebra R replac-
ing Zt with R in the relevant definitions.

Consequently, the notion of i-th maximal contact x; for any Rees algebra shall
be understood as the coordinate in t'/%-gradation of its maximal admissible center
A = Oxlatt/a, . .. xpt!/% )"t 5 Tt such that 2; is independent of the previous
maximal contacts x1,...,2;_1.

1.2.6. Coefficient ideals. The coefficient ideal of an algebra R is a way to produce
larger Rees algebras containing the relevant maximal contacts.

Given any Rees algebra R = @ R,t%, and any graded coordinate xt'/e the
coefficient ideal C1/a, (R) of R with respect to 2t'/® is generated by xt'/% and all
the derivations obtained by the action of the graded derivations D,;1/a =t~ /%19,
Consequently, by the above if R C A and z;t'/%" is the first maximal contact of R
then Owltl/al (R) C A.

The computation of the coefficient ideal is even simpler when we pass to the
completion of the local ring with respect to (x) or maximal ideal m, so that the
splitting gives the inclusion @Xyp/(x) C @X,p- In such a case @X,p - Chpiyay (R) is
generated by the maximal contact and the coefficients in the graded form of the
generators of R with respect to the powers (:Ctl/ @)i, These coefficients by splitting
live on 6X7P Ry C (/Q\Xm - R. (See Lemma 3.5.7, Examples 3.2.2, 3.2.4, 3.2.6)

1.3. Construction of the center. Going back to the milling process we put
R, = Ox|[Tt] C A,
Ry :=C 1t/ a1 (Rl) CA= letl/al (.A)

Ritq = Oxiti/ai (Rl) CA= Czitl/ai (.A)

Rk_;,_l = ./4

The process will continue until Ryyq)v(z,,..2,) = 0 and thus Rxy1 = A which
completes the procedure. In this recursion, a; = ord,(R;v(s,,....z,_,)) and the
i-the maximal contact x;t/% is defined so that the restriction Ti|V (21,0ywi_1) 18
a local parameter in the t'/%-gradation of the algebra obtained by the action of
til/‘“Dm, . ,til/‘“Dmn on Rjv(s,.. z;_,)- In the process we change the coordi-
nate system in such a way that gradually step by step all the maximal contacts
are included. These changes however do not affect A just its representation. (See
Examples 3.2.2, 3.2.4, 3.2.6). Again the above process in a non-SNC setting shall
be compared to the construction of the algebra associated with the center in the
first version of [ATW19].

The whole algorithm is independent of the a priori chosen maximal admissible
center A. At the same time it is done inside of A which is then uniquely determined
as the terminal algebra of the recursive process.
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1.4. Rees centers and cobordant blow-up. The computed maximal admissible
Rees center A = Ox [zt ... ! /%] determines the extended Rees algebra

A = Ox [tV wa gt/ L gt/

where wa = lem(ag, ..., ax) is the least common multiple of the rational numers
ai,...,a.
Now the rescaled integral extended Rees algebra algebra

OB = OX [t_l, xltwl, ce ,xktw’“],
with w; = wa/a; defines the desired transformation of the full cobordant blow-up
B = Specy (Ox [t !, zit™r, ... 21 t" ]) — X.

Here the new coordinates are t—!, z1t“1, ..., zt"“*, where ¢t ! describes the ex-
ceptional divisor D := Vg (t~!), and the vertex of the cobordant blow-up is defined
as V= Vg (z1t™, ... xpt™").

1.5. Controlled transforms. Rescaling the admissibility inclusion 7t C A%
leads to Zt"4 C Op. Thus the full transform Op - Z of 7 is divisible by the power
(t71)w4 of the exceptional divisor D = Vp(t~!). The result of this factorization
o°(Z) := OpZt“4 is called the controlled transform of Z. Thus the admissibility
condition turns into the condition for the controlled transform.

Also the new coordinates zf := z1t"", ..., z}, := xxt"* are simply the controlled
transforms of 1, ..., x. Consequently the controlled transform o¢(.A) of the center
A can be written at the vertex V as 0¢(A) = Oglzjt'/o, ... x\t'/%]. Similarly
the derivations D, =t~ D,, = 0°(Dy,) on B are the controlled transforms of
D,..

As a result the coefficient ideals C,, ,1/a, (R;) commute with the operation of the
controlled transform: o¢(C, ;1/a;(R;)) = Cpp1/0,(0°(R;)), and the entire milling
algorithm commutes at the points of the vertex V converging from o¢(R;) =
Ox[o¢(Z)t] to the maximal admissible center 0¢(Ry11) = 0°(A) and giving the
same value of the invariant

inv(c®(R)) = (a1,...,ax) = inv(R)
for 0°(R) at the vertex V' as for Z at the center V(A).

1.6. Resolution principle for the resolution in characteristic zero. The
resolution algorithm in characteristic zero can be stated as follows:

For any ideal Z and a point p consider a unique maximal admissible center A.
Then

(1) The vanishing locus V'(.A) describes the locus of the points ¢ where inv,(Z) =
inv,(Z) is constant and attains its maximal value in a certain neighborhood
U of p. Thus inv,(Z) is upper semicontinuous and attains finitely many val-
ues along the maximal admissible centers.

(2) The full cobordant of B at A corresponds to the rescaled algebra Op of
Aext — OX-

(3) Consider the Rees center A associated with the maximum maxinvx (Z) of
the invariant inv on X. After the full cobordant blow-up B of X at A
the invariant inv of the controlled transform o¢(Z) := Op - Zt"4 attains its
maximum at the vertex V from B. This maximum is equal to to

maxinvg(c(Z)) = maxinvx (Z) = inv, (6°(Z))



8 J. WLODARCZYK

for any p’ € V.
(4) The invariant “inv” drops for the cobordant blow-up By := B\ V after
removing the vertex V, that is

maxinvp(0°(Z)) < maxinvy (Z)

leading to the resolution of singularities.

(5) The maximal admissible center for the ideal 0°(Z) at V is given by the
controlled transform o¢(A) of the center A so we have maximal admissibility
inclusion 0¢(Z) C o¢(A).

1.7. Resolution principle in general. When considering maximal admissible
centers in characteristic zero for an ideal Z we see a strong correlation between
the singularities at the vertex and the center. The singularities along the maximal
admissible center V(A) are the same as the singularities at the vertex V in the
sense they have the same invariant.

This principle is a part of a more general picture and can be pursued in a nonzero
characteristic which leads to various types of resolution and reduction theorems. It
relies on the following observations:

(1) Let D = Vg(t~!) be the exceptional divisor. The vertex V consists of two
parts:

V~DCB_:=B~D=XxA!

is isomorphic to V \. D ~ V(A) x Al, showing that the singularities of
V(Z) at V(A) are equivalent up to smooth projection to the singularities
of the strict transform V(o°(Z)) at V ~. D. Here the strict transform o*(7)
is obtained by the factoring out the maximal powers of the exceptional
divisors from the functions in the full transform Op - 7.

(2) The exceptional divisor D = Vg (t~1) is isomorphic to the normal weighted
bundle Nx v 4y of X at V(A). (Lemma 4.1.5) The singularities of the
intersection
V(e*(Z))N D at Vp :== VN D C D are isomorphic to the singularities of
the normal weighted cone Cy(4)(V(Z)) C Nx,v(a) of the V(Z) at V(A).
(Lemma 4.1.7)

This allows to resolve or improve singularities if they are controlled along the
center and when the singularities of its normal weighted cone are controlled at the
center as well. The method works for some classes of singularities. In general, in a
nonzero characteristic we may have some automorphisms of the normal cone which
prevent an apparent improvement of singularities.

1.8. SNC divisors. Another novelty of this paper is the direct treatment of the
exceptional SNC divisors without any additional structures. In [ATW19], or in
[McQ19], this problem is omitted and the simple resolution is obtained without
any conditions on the exceptional divisors. In the classical Hironaka approach the
algorithm requires the exceptional divisor must have SNC crossings, and the process
is controlled by a certain inductively defined filtration on the set of the exceptionals
which is arguably the most cumbersome part of the proof. In this paper no structure
is needed and a geometric invariant is a simple function of the subvariety or the
ideal and the set of the exceptional divisors. Consequently, the embedded and
nonembedded resolution of varieties and principalization of ideals is obtained in
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the stronger form where the centers have SNC with the strict transforms, and the
inverse image of the ideal is given by an effective SNC divisor.

The definition of the invariant inv,(Z) and the maximal admissible centers are
adapted to the regular schemes with SNC divisor. In such a case we only consider
the coordinate systems where each divisorial component at a given point is repre-
sented by one of the coordinates. We shall also think of the divisorial coordiantes
as infinitesimally heavier than the other ones.

Consequently in the admissibility relation

ItCc A=0x = Ox[xltl/lh’ . ,xktl/ak]im

we associate with the any free, that is non-divisorial coordinate x; the element
b; = a; and with divisorial coordinate x; the slightly "heavier” symbol b; = a;.
We assume here that a1 > a for any a € R and if b > a for a,b € R then b > a4
This gives a vector (b1, ...,b;) and we assume that by < ... < b. The invariant in
such a case can be written as

inv,(Z) = max{(b1,...,bx) | Tt C Ox [z t/®, ... ayptt/or]nt},

The main point of this construction is that we obtain still upper semicontinuous
invariant, which drops after a cobordant blow-up at the associated maximal ad-
missible center. Moreover, the whole algorithm is only marginally affected by this
modification of the invariant. The only essential change lies in the construction of
maximal contact allowing additional divisorial coordinates tangential to T/ (R;).

1.9. Comparing to existing strategies and ideas. The ideas of this paper
stem mostly from [ATW19] and the joint project with Abramovich and Temkin.
The main difference here is the use of cobordant blow-ups, rational Rees algebras
for the construction and uniqueness of the centers, and the use of the SNC divisors
giving stronger results on resolution and principalization without changes in the
complexity of the algorithm. Moreover, the paper extends some ideas to a more
general context of schemes in any characteristic. In the case where the exceptional
divisors are ignored we obtain the same centers as in [ATW19].

The cobordant blow-ups were considered independently by Quek and Rydh in
[QR22] from a slightly different angle. They provide a convenient presentation of
the stack theoretic weighted blow-ups. Again the ideas were born from the method
in [ATW19]. One shall stress that using stack-theoretic quotients does not give
here any particular benefit. Instead, some of the information is lost in the process.
It is mostly used in the historic context of the established notion.

In [ATW19] the construction of the center was achieved by a different inductive
argument in a different language and its uniqueness was proven by using the idea of
homogenization ideals from [W1o05]. The centers were represented by the Q-ideals
J = (Jci/wl, . ,x,lc/w’“). In the very first version of [ATW19] this construction was
related to the rescaled algebra of the center Ay = Ox [zt ..., z,t"/*]™ for an
ideal 7 obtained by applying the saturated weighted derivatives D, ;i/., to Ox[Zt],
and the center J = (:101/““, . ,:C,lc/wk) in the Q-ideal form with wia; = ... = wia.
Such an interpretation is valid when there are no SNC divisors. This was done as
an illustration of our method, was not used in the context of the resolution strategy
and thus was omitted in the next versions of [ATW19].
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The method in this paper is designed to derive directly in an efficient way the
invariant and the unique maximal center A from Z using the minimalistic trans-
formations determined solely by Z without any references to prior constructions.
The transformations are done in SNC setting and applied to generators only. As a
consequence, all the intermediate steps are easy to compute but non-canonical and
only the final center is automatically unique, since the process is independent of the
maximal admissible center containing all the transitional algebras (see Examples
3.2.2,3.2.4,3.2.6 ).

The compact formula for the coefficient ideal which is generated by the coef-
ficients and maximal contact can be linked to the Bierstone-Milman presentation
with the important distinction that it involves no factorization of monomials and
the coeflicient presentation is done on the completion of the local ring of the original
variety in the language of Rees algebras. The Bierstone-Milman coefficient ideal
lives on a hypersurface of maximal contact and is generated solely by the adjusted
coefficients ([BMO1],[BMIT7]).

This type of Bierstone-Milman approach to the coefficient ideal is much more
efficient for computations and practical implementations. Recall that most of the
resolution strategies rely on the Villamayor approach to the coefficient ideal with
rescaling of the ideals (see [Vil89], [Wto05], [EH02], [EV03], [Kol07],[BMO08]. This
strategy was also used in [ATW19]. Each coefficient ideal typically increases the
grading from n to n! which severely restricts the implementability of the algorithm.
This is due to the simple fact that already (5!)! exceeds 1097 which is according
to the Standard Model of particles the assumed maximal estimated number of the
subatomic particles in the universe. In practice, computing even the first coefficient
ideal could be tedious for the relatively small gradings say n > 7. Here the grading
n is typically given by the order of the ideal Z at a point and is estimated by the
degrees of its generators.

In their paper [QR22], Rydh and Quek observed that the canonical projection
B — A! determines the deformation to the normal weighted cone. (see Remark
4.1.11). They also noticed that weighted blow-up can be interpreted in terms of
the toric combinatorial construction of Cox rings.

The approach was pursued in the joint work [A(Q21] of Abramovich-Quek based
on the Satriano combinatorial method from [Sat13]. Finally in the subsequent pa-
per [Wlo23], we give a general formula for the realization of any proper birational
morphism by the torus action using the Cox rings. In the paper [W1023] we also
extend the methods and results of the weighted normal cone from Section 4 (The-
orems 4.2.2, 4.2.3, 4.3.1) to the context of the blow-ups of any locally monomial
ideals.

1.10. The output of the algorithm. The resolution algorithm outputs a smooth
scheme with a torus action and admitting a geometric quotient having abelian
quotient singularities and birational to the original scheme. The quotient can be
directly resolved by canonical combinatorial methods in any characteristic as in
[W1020, Theorem 7.17.1], or in [BR19] by the destackification method of Bergh and
Rydh.

1.10.1. Aknowledgements. The author would like to thank Dan Abramovich, Kenji
Matsuki, Mircea Mustata, Michael Temkin, and Willem Veys and many others for
helpful discussions and suggestions.
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1.11. Main results in characteristic zero. The following theorems extend the
results and the resolution method by stack-theoretic weighted blow-ups from
[ATW19, Section 1.2] in the language of torus actions and SNC divisors.

1.11.1. Functorial principalization.

Theorem 1.11.2. Let X be a smooth variety over a field k of characteristic zero,
and E be a simple normal crossing (SNC) divisor and T be an ideal sheaf on X.
There exists a canonical principalization of T, that is a sequence of cobordant blow-
ups (Definition 2.4.7) at smooth weighted centers
X=Xo« X1+ ...« X=X, (%
such that:
(1) The torus T; = G, acts on X;, with finite stabilizers, where Ty = 1, Tyy1 =
T; X G, ans T := Ty so that the geometric quotient (space of orbits) X; /T;
exists.
(2) Set Iy :=1TI. Fori > 1, the ideals T; C Ox,, defined as I; :== Ox, -Z;_1 are
T;-stable.
(3) Set Ey := E, and let E;, for i > 1, be the total transform of E;—1. The
divisors E; on X; are T;-stable and have SNC.
(4) The smooth weighted centers [J; of the cobordant blow-ups X; < X;y1 are
compatible with E; (Definition 3.1.2), and are T;-stable. Moreover V(J;) C
V(Z;).
(5) Ox: - T =Tp := Ox/(=D") is the ideal of an SNC divisor D’ whose com-
ponents are the strict transforms of the components of the total transform
E' of E. Moreover there is a T-equivariant isomorphism over X ~\ V(I):

X'\D ~(X~V(@)xT.

(6) The sequence (*) defines the sequence of weighted blow-ups on the induced
geometric quotients X = X/Ty < X1/Th « ... < Xi/Tx, = X'/T, such
that Ox:/p1-T = Ipn is the ideal of a locally principal divisor D" := D'/T C
X'/T', where D' is a T-stable SNC divisor on X', and Ox - Ipn = Tpr.

(7) The sequence (*) defines the sequence of stack-theoretic weighted blow-ups
on the induced smooth stack-theoretic quotients

X = Xo = [X/To) + [X1/Th] + ...« [Xy/Tx] = [X')T],

such that Oix 7 - T is the ideal of an SNC divisor on [X'/T"].
(8) The sequence (*) is functorial for smooth morphisms, field extensions, and
group actions preserving (Z, E).

1.11.3. Embedded desingularization.

Theorem 1.11.4. Let Y be a reduced closed subscheme of a smooth scheme X
over a field k of characteristic zero. Let E be an SNC divisor on E. There exists
a sequence of cobordant blow-ups at smooth weighted centers

X=Xo+ X1+ ...« X =X" (%
and the induced sequence of the strict transforms
Y=Yy« Y i+...«Y =Y
such that
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(1) The torus T; = G¢, acts on X;, with finite stabilizers, where Ty = 1, Ti11 =
T; X Gy, and T := Ty, so that the geometric quotient X;/T; exists.

(2) The closed subschemes Y; C X; are T;-stable. In particular, they admit
geometric quotients Y;/T;.

(3) Set Ey := E, and let E;, fori > 1, be either the total or the strict transform
of Ei—1. The divisors E; on X; are T;-stable and have SNC.

(4) The smooth weighted centers of the cobordant blow-ups X; < X,;11 are
compatible with E;. Moreover, they are T;-stable and contained in the locus
Sing g, (Y3) of the points where either Y; is singular, orY; is smooth but not
transversal to F;.

(5) Y’ is a smooth subvariety of X and have SNC with E' :== Ey. If E' is the
total transform of E then the exceptional divisor of the induced morphism
Y' =Y is also SNC.

(6) The sequence (*) defines the sequence of weighted blow-ups on the induced
geometric quotients X = X/Ty + X1/Th + ... + Xi/Tx, = X'/T, such
that Y'/T C X'/T admit abelian quotient singularities,

(7) The sequence (*) defines the sequence of stack- theoretic weighted blow-ups
on the induced smooth stack-theoretic quotients

X =Xo = [X/To] + [X1/Th] + ...« [Xx/Tx]) = [X'/T],
such that [Y'/T") C [X'/T'] is a smooth substack.

(8) The sequence (*) is functorial for smooth morphisms, field extensions, and
group actions preserving Y.

Remark 1.11.5. The total transform of the divisor E; is the union of the strict
transforms and the exceptional divisors. Using the total transforms gives better
control over the induced exceptional divisor of the resolution morphism X’ — X
which is SNC and has simple normal crossings with Y’ C X’. The strict transforms
of E; give a slightly faster and simpler algorithm without control of the exceptional
divisors.

In particular, if Fy = 0 and the strict transforms are considered we get E; = 0,
and no divisors are present in the algorithm. In this case we obtain the resolution
procedure similar to the one in [ATW19]. Moreover, when applying the stack-
theoretic quotients as in (5), we reprove the main result of [ATW19, Corollary
1.2.3].

1.11.6. Nonembedded desingularization.

Theorem 1.11.7. Let Y be a reduced scheme of finite type over a field k of char-
acteristic zero. There exists a sequence of cobordant blow-ups of reqular weighted
centers (as in Definition 2.4.7):
Y=Yy« Yi+ ...« Y, =Y (xx)
such that
(1) Y’ is a smooth variety.
(2) The torus T; = Gt acts on Y;, with finite stabilizers, where Ty = 1, Tj11 =
T; X Gy, and T := Ty, so that the geometric quotient Y;/T; exists.
(3) The inverse image of the exceptional locus is a T -stable SNC' divisor E' on
Y/
(4) The inverse image of the nonsingular locus Y™ CY is equal to Y™ x T,
with the natural action of T on the second component.
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(5) The sequence (**) defines the sequence of weighted blow-ups on the induced
geometric quotients Y =Y /Ty < Y1/Th < ...« Yy /T, =Y’ /T, such that
Y'/T has an abelian quotient singularities.

(6) The sequence (**) defines the sequence of stack-theoretic weighted blow-ups
on the induced stack-theoretic quotients

Y =Y = [Y/To] « [Vi/Th] ... [Yi/Te] = [Y'/T),

such that [Y'/T] is a smooth stack.
(7) The sequence (**) is functorial for smooth morphisms, group actions, and
field extensions.

2. COBORDANT BLOW-UPS

2.1. Q-ideals and rational powers of ideals. In [ATW19] we introduced the
notion of the valuative Q-ideals J or simply Q-ideals J. In the simplest case they
could be directly related to the notion of rational powers of ideals considered by
Huneke-Swanson ([[1506, Section 10.5]). They naturally generalize the ideals and
can be used for the compact description of the centers. In this paper, for the most
part and for computations in characteristic zero, we predominantly focus on the
rational Rees algebras.

Definition 2.1.1. ([ATW19]) By a Q-ideal J on a irreducible noetherian scheme
X we mean the equivalence classes of the formal expressions J'/", where J is
the ideal on X and n € N is a natural number. We say that 7'/ and Z'/™ are
equivalent if the integral closures of J"* and Z™ are equal:

(jm)int _ (Im)int.

Remark 2.1.2. Note that if 7'/ and Z'/™ represent the same Q-ideal for some
ideals Z, and J and m,n € N then the ideals Z and J are called projectively
equivalent wth respect to the coefficient m/n. ([Rush07])

One can associate with a Q-ideal 7 = Z%/" the unique graded Rees algebra
Ag = (Ox[Tt")™ C Ox|i]
which is the integral closure of
Ox[It" =O0x o Tt" o T*t*" @ ...

in Ox|[t]. Conversely, it is worth noting that any integrally closed Rees algebra of
the form

Ox®Lit®.. L t"d ...

can be expressed as the integral closure of Ox[Zt"]™ for a sufficiently large n,
where Z = 7Z,,. This observation was made, in particular, by Quek:

Proposition 2.1.3. [Que20, Theorem 2.2.5] There is a bijective correspondence
between the Q-ideals J = TY™ on a normal scheme X and the integrally closed
algebras Z-graded Rees algebras on X, given by

J — Az = Ox[Tt"]™.

Under this correspondence the ordinary ideal T corresponds to Ox [Lt]™*. &
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With any Q-ideal J = Z%/" on X one can associate the ideal of sections
TV x =Jx ={f€Ox | fM™eT™ |meN}={fcOx|feI™|meN}.

. It is exactly the t-gradation of the algebra Ay = Ox|[Zt"]"*. In particular, if
J =T is an ideal then Jx = 7™ is it is integral closure.

This terminology is the strictly related to the notion of rational powers of ideals
which was coined by Huneke-Swanson [[1S06, Section 10.5].

Definition 2.1.4. ([[1S06]) For any ideal Z and a Q-ideal Z™/™ for m,n € N the
ideal of sections (Z™/™)y is called the m/n-th rational power of ideal T.

Using the correspondence between the Q-ideals and Rees algebras one can asso-
ciate with the formal sum Ele I i/ of Q-ideals I /™ on X the Rees algebra

Ox [P, .. T ]t

corresponding to a certain Q-ideal on X.
This leads to the equality of Q-ideals:

Zzil/n _ (Zzi)l/n and Y™ — (Il/mn)m

and determines the operations of addition and multiplication on the Q-ideals on X.
For any Q-ideals 73 and [J> on X written in a general form as [J; := EI} /™ and
T2 = jjl/nj their sum is given by

J+T2= ZIil/m + ijl/nj
and their product by

T To = Zzil/m .2‘7]—1/”] Zzl/nl ) 1/nJ _
= Z Ing jnl "z"] _ ZIn] jﬂq o >

and they both deﬁne Q-ideals on X.

Note that these operations extend the standard notion of the sum and the prod-
uct of ideals. Similarly, we can extend the inclusion relation. Let J; = 1/ " and
Jo = Il/"2 be two Q-ideals on X. We say that J; C J> if we have the 1nc1us10n of

ideals (Z/™)int C (Z2/"2)int for sufficiently divisible V.

2.1.5. Graded algebras of Q-ideals. One can associate with the Q-ideal J = Z/™,
the corresponding graded algebra of Q-ideals

Ox[Jt] = PIHit,
where t is a dummy variable. This, in turn, determines the graded Rees algebra of
ideals
A; = (Ox[Jt)x = @(ji)xfi
on X.
2.1.6. Functoriality of Q-ideals. If X’ — X is any morphism of integral schemes,

and %" is a Q-ideal on X then (Ox - T)'/™ is the preimage of '™, which is a
Q-ideal on X’.
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2.1.7. Monomial valuation.

Definition 2.1.8. Let ui,...,u; be a partial local system of parameters on a
regular irreducible scheme X. We say that a valuation v such that v(u;) = w; € Z>g
of K(X) is monomial at a point p € X, if

Toap :={f€O0xyp|v(f)>a} =0x,p (ui"-...-up* | aqwi + ... + apwi > a).
Then v is a monomial valuation on X if it is monomial at all p € V(uq, ..., ug).

Lemma 2.1.9. Let X be a any reqular scheme, and p € X be a point.
(1) If p € V(u1,...,ug) then assigning weights w(u;) := w; € Z>o determines
a monomial valuation v on Spec(Ox ;) with the ideals T, 4 p as above.
(2) If V(uy,...,ug) is irreducible on X then assigning weights w(u;) = w; €
Z>q determines a unique monomial valuation v on X.

Proof. (1) We need to show that if f € Z, 4 p N Ty at1,p and g € Zypp N Ly pi1p
then fg € Z, a1v,p \ Zv,atb+1,p- Suppose otherwise fg € Z, o4p+1,p. By removing
the extra terms we can assume that f = Zu(uo‘):a cou® and g = Zu(uo‘):b dou®,
where all cq,d, are invertible. Since Ox ), is regular then for the ideal Z =
(u1,...,ux) we have that gr;(Ox,) = Ox, /(T)[u, ..., us] is a domain, and assign-
ing weights v(u;) = w; determines a unique monomial valuation v on gr;(Ox,) =
Ox,/(T)u1,. .., ux] with the ideals Z,, , = in(Z, 4,,). Then considering the ini-
tial terms we get vo(in(fg)) = vo(in(f)) + vo(in(g)), which implies that in(fg) ¢
Tyy.a+b+1- But by the assumption in(fg)) € in(Zy a4o+1,p) = Zug,at+b+1-

(2) The valuation v is centered at V' (uq, ..., u;) and uniquely determined for ev-
ery point. Moreover it is the same when passing to the generic point of V' (u1, . . ., ug).
&

2.1.10. Regular weighted centers. For the purpose of the resolution one considers
Q-ideals on a regular scheme X, called centers, which can be locally presented in
the form (u{",...,u;*) where uy,...,uy is a partial family of local parameters and
a; € Q. We shall always assume that a; < ... < ag. Note that one can write it
in an equivalent form (u{',...,u%) = (u}™,...,u"*)V/" where (u}*, ... u"%*)
is an ordinary ideal for a sufficiently divisible n. Then (uj*,...,u}*)x will denote
the ideal of sections.

One can describe these ideals in a few different equivalent ways.

Lemma 2.1.11. (see also [ATW19],[Que20]) Let X be a reqular X scheme. Let
wy > we > ... > wg be positive integers, and uq,...,ux are corresponding local
parameters on X such that V(uq,...,uy) is irreducible. There is a natural bijective
correspondence between

(1) Q-ideals J = (ul/™*, ... ul/").
(2) Graded Rees algebras

.AJ == OX [ultwl, ey ’u,ktwk]int == Ox[ultcl, . ,ukta’“ | (&1 S wl].
(3) Monomial valuations vy, such that vy(u;) = w;, and
Ly =A{f € Ox |vs(f) 2 a} = (u® [ v;(u®) > a).

Moreover we get

AJ = @ Iv‘],ata = (OX[j : t])X

G.GZZ()
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First we prove a more explicit form of this correspondence for the centers:

Lemma 2.1.12. (see also [ATW19],[Que20]) Let J = (ui/wl, . ,u,lc/wk) be a reg-
ular center on a regular X, where w; € N. Let v; be a monomial valuation such
that vy(u;) = w;, and for any a > 0, L, o :== {f € Ox | vs(f) > a} is equal to
(u™ | vy(u®) > a). Then for any a € Qsq:

((ui/wl,-"’ullc/wk)“)x =Ty,a={f€0x |vs(f)>a}=

(uiluzk | ¢ €N, cowy + ... crwyg Za)
In particular
((uf*, ..o uf®)x = @ -..o-uf* | o eN,erfar+... 4+ cpfar > 1).
Proof. Note that for any monomial u® = uf* - ... - uf* with integral ¢; and for

a € Q<o we have :
uel,, s & au+...+cwg > a.

Let n be now any positive integer which is divisible by lem(ws,...,wy), and
write a;w; = n, for the relevant integers a;. Then, the power (u®)” = (uf*)**" -

- (ugk)*™s is an element of an (ordinary) ideal (ui',...,uy*)™ if and only if
ciwi + ...+ cpwp > n.

Thus if u® € Z,, , then cywi+. . .+cpwy = nand (u)" € (u*, ..., up*)", whence
u® € ((uf', ... upk)™ = (uf',...,ug*) x. This shows that Z,,, , C ((u{’, ..., ug*)x.
On the other hand (u{',...,uy*) C Z,,,, and since Z,,, is integrally closed
(uf*, ..., ugk)mt C 7, ,. This gives Z,,, = (uf',...,u}*)x, for any integral
n, and a; such that n = a;w;. In general, let a = % € Q=¢, with I, m integral,
and and let n be as above with n = a;w;. Then, by the definition, and the above
fe (/™. u/"))x if and only if f™ € ((u®,...,u®))x = T, ,, which
is equivalent to vy (f™") > In < v;(f) > a.

For the second part, consider a sufficiently divisible integer @ > 0 such that
w; := a/a; are integral. Then we can write

(i, ... upk) = (u}/wl,...,u}c/wk)“

Thus, by the previous part u® € (uf’,...,u;*)x is equivalent to ciw; +. .. cywy > a,
which translates into ¢; /a1 + ...+ cx/ar > 1.

&

Proof. (1) < (3) By Lemma 2.1.12, we can write the Rees algebra (Ox[Jt])x
as (Ox[Jt])x = @uecz., Lvsat®. Thus the valuation v, is determined uniquely.

Conversely given a monomial valuation v with the weights wq,...,w, one can
recover a Q-ideal J from N-th gradation (JV)x = Z,, n of (Ox[Jt])x for N =
wy-...owg as J = (L, )N,

(2) & (3) Given a monomial valuation vy, one can form the integrally closed
algebra

Ay = @ T, at* ={ft*] f€Ox,|a<vy(f)} = Ox[uit™, ... upt®™ | c1 < wyl.
GGZZO

Conversely, any algebra Ox[u1t, ..., ugt | ¢ < wi] determines a monomial
valuation defined as follows: For any f € Ox, we put v;(f) = max{a: t*- f € As}.
&
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2.1.13. Blow-ups of Q-ideals on X. Any Q-ideal of the form 7 = Z'/" on a normal
scheme X determines a unique blow-up

Y =Proj(As) - X
of J on X which can be understood as the normalized blow-up of Z on X. It

transforms J = Z'/" into a (Ox - IT)'/™ = (Ox(—E))"/™ for a Cartier exceptional
divisor E.

2.1.14. Weighted blow-ups of centers. In particular, the center J = ( ye e Ty

on a regular scheme X determines the weighted blow-up
Y = Proj(Az) = Proj(Ox [t zy, ..., t" x] ™).

2.1.15. Stack-theoretic weighted blow-ups. The above formulas of the standard blow-
up can be natural extended to the stack-theoretic setting. In [ATW19, Section 3.1]
the stack-theoretic blow-up of any Q- ideal J is defined to be the stack-theoretic
quotient of the scheme (using our notation):

[(Specx (Ox[Tt])x N V((Tt)x))/CGml;

with the natural action of the multiplicative group G,, := Spec k[t, ¢~ !].

1 1
ul/wl Jwi,

In particular, the stack-theoretic weighted blow-up of J = ( soesuy ) s

defined to be the stack-theoretic quotient
= [(Specx (Ox [t zy, ..., t"F 2 ™) N V(... 8% 2)) /Go] =
=[(Specx (Ox [t x1,..., t%x | ¢; <w;]) NV (21, ..., 6% xk)/Gp).

Observe that the space Specy (Ox [t* 21, ..., t% 1z} | ¢; < w;]) is usually non regular
even for an ordinary blow-up of a regular center.

2.2. Rational Rees algebra. In this paper we are going to consider Rees algebras
on a scheme X with gradations given by a finitely generated additive subsemigoups

T of QZQ.

Definition 2.2.1. By a rational Rees algebra or simply Rees algebra we mean a
finitely generated Ox-algebra which can be written of the form:

R =D Rat* C Ox[t"/"7],
acll
where wgr € Qs is the smallest rational number such that I' C (1/wg) - Z>0, and
the ideals R, C Ox satisfy
(1) Ry =0Ox
(2) Ra 'Rb c Ra+b
If R is a rational Rees algebra on X, and w is a multiple of wr then R®™* :=
R[t~"/*] will be called an exztended Rees algebra.
By the integral closure R™ of a rational Rees algebra R = Docr Rat® we shall
mean its integral closure in Ox[t'/*“#]. The integral closure in Ox[t'/®], where

w = nwg is a relevant integral multiple of wg will be denoted by R™®.
By the vertex V(R) of R (or V(R®™") of R™") we mean the vanishing locus

V(R) = V(Y Ra)

a>0
(respectively V(R™Y) = V(3,0 RS)).
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Remark 2.2.2. We do not assume here that R, C Ry if a > b for a,b € I'. However
this condition is satisfied if R = R™ is integrally closed in Ox[t'/*r].

2.2.3. Rational Rees algebras and ideals. With any ideal Z one associates the Z-
graded Rees algebra Az := Ox[Zt] = @ Z"t", and the extended Rees algebra

A = Ox[t7Y, 71].

As we mentioned before the main idea of the rational Rees algebras is to enlarge
the gradation so we obtain a simpler presentation of the graded algebra, and thus
a nicer presentation of the blow-up of Z.

2.2.4. Rees centers and Q-ideals. By a Rees center we mean a Rees algebra A
locally of the form

A= OX [,Tltl/al, ce ,Jiktl/ak]int,

for some a local partial system of coordinates( local sytem of parameters) x1, ..., 2
and some positive rational numbers ay,...,ar, where the integral closure is con-
sidered in Ox[tY/*4], where wa := lem(ay, ..., ax) is the smallest positive rational
such that wa /a1, ..., wa/ay are all integers.

By the extended center which is also called center we shall mean the extended
Rees algebra

A% = Oy [til/w,xltl/al, e xktl/a’“],

where w is a multiple of wy, so w/a; are all positive integers.

2.2.5. Rescaling.

Definition 2.2.6. Given wy € Qsg, by the t — t“° rescaling of the rational Rees

algebra R = @, Rat® C Ox[tY/"7] we mean the Rees algebra

Rwo — @Ratwoa C Oy [two/wR]7
acl’

Lemma 2.2.7. There is a natural isomorphism R — R™° ft* w— ft°® . In partic-
ular, R is integrally closed in Ox [t'/"R] iff R is integrally closed in Ox[tVo/"®].
&

Lemma 2.2.8. Let A:= Ox[Zit"/%, ... Tt /%] and
A = Ox[t_l/w,fltl/al, A ,fktl/ak],

where w is a multiple of wa. Then the integral closure A™ of A in Ox[t'/"] is
equal to A ;= A%,

Moreover if V(A) is irreducible then there is a unique monomial associated val-
uation va such that va(xz;) = 1/a;, and

As ={f € Ox | va(f) = a}.

Proof. Tt is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.1.11, obtained by rescaling ¢ — ¢1/%.

&



FUNCTORIAL RESOLUTION BY TORUS ACTIONS 19

2.3. Regular centers vs Rees centers. One can identify a regular Q-ideal center
locally described by J = (ui/wl, - ,u,lc/wk) with w; € N, with the Rees center
Az = Oxlurt®, ... upt® ] or the extended Rees center
.A?(t =0Ox [t_l, uptr, ... ’uktw"].

Per analogy with the correspondence J — Ay we associate with arbitrary Q-
ideal J = ({*,...,z}*), with positive rational a; the rational Rees algebra

.A = OX [,Tltl/al, e ,l‘ktl/ak]int,
and the extended center

A% = Oy [t_l/w,xltl/‘“, e xktl/“"],

where w = lem(aq, . .., ax).
Conversely any extended center A = Ox[t=Y% zytt/or .z t?/o], with
lem(ay,...,ar)|w determines a Q-ideal J = (u‘fl/w, e uzk/w), with

Az = (AHY = Ox[tfl,xltw/‘“, e xktw/ak].

Thus there is a bijective correspondence between

e Q-ideals centers J = (u}/wl, . ,u,lc/w’“) with w; € N
e the extended integral Rees algebras Ay = Ox[t~!, x1t%1, ..., 2xt¥*], and
e the extended rational Rees algebras At = Ox [t~/ zytt/or, . xpt!/ o],

with w; = w/a; € N, defined up to rescaling.
2.4. Cobordant blow-ups.

2.4.1. Good and geometric quotient. We consider here a relatively affine action of
T = Spec(Z[ti,t; ', ... ts, ;. ']) on a scheme X over Z. By the good quotient (or
GIT quotient) we mean an affine T-invariant morphism 7= : X — Y = X /T such
that the induced morphism of the sheaves Oy — m.(Ox) defines the isomorphism
onto the subsheaf of invariants Oy ~ 7,(Ox)T.

Then 7: X =Y = X/T will be called a geometric quotient if additionally every
fiber X3 of 7 over a geometric point 7 : Spec(k) — Y defines a single orbit of the
action of T}, = T x, Spec(k) = Spec(k[t1, 17", ..., ty, t; ']) on Xy

2.4.2. Birational cobordisms. Since the space Specy (Ox [t¥ixy,. .., tVkx;]nt) =
Spec(Ay) in the definition of the stack-theoretic quotient is singular even for the
standard smooth blow-up with weights w; = 1 we consider here an alternative
approach which uses the concept of birational cobordisms. The notion was developed
over a field, but it can be extended to the schemes with the action of the group
scheme G, := Spec(Z[t,t~!]. One shall mention that the theory of cobordisms
was also considered in the language of schemes in [AT19, Definition 4.3], but their
definition of cobordism is far more restrictive.

The following definition is motivated for the analogous definition for the varieties
with G,,-action and is adapted to the schemes.

Definition 2.4.3. Let X be an integral scheme with the action of G,,. Let p € X
be a point. We say that lim;_,o(tp) ewxists, (respectively lim;_, o (tp) ewists) if there
is an open neighborhood U of p such that the morphism G,, x U — X extends to
the Spec(Z[t]) x U — X (respectively to Spec(Z[t~!]) x U — X).

The following definition extends the original definition over a field.
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Definition 2.4.4. [W1o00, Definition 2] By a birational cobordism representing
a birational map ¢ : X; --» X5 of schemes we mean a scheme with an action of
T = G,, = Spec(Z[t,t']) such that the sets

B_ = {peB: lim, (tp) does not exist in B}
and By := {x € B: lim;(tp) does not exist in B}

are nonempty Zariski open subsets of B , and the geometric quotients oy : By /T ~
X1, and a9 : B_/T ~ X, exists, with the natural birational map ¢ : By /T —
B_ /T defined by open inclusions maps (B_ N By)/T — By /T, such that

poar =z 0.

Example 2.4.5. [W1o00, Example 2] Let T act on B = A} = Spec(k[zo, . .., z,])
by t(xg,x1,...,2,) = (t 7 Lwg, t¥xq, ..., t¥% ), where w1 > wy > ... > wi > 0.
Then B_ = BN\ V(xg), By = B~\V(z1,...,2y).

By using toric geometry, we will see that the induced morphism B /T —
B_/T = B/ T is the weighted blow-up at J = (u}/wl, .. ,u,lc/wk).

First, the cobordism B corresponds to the regular cone

n
0= <607"'7€n> = ZQez
i=0

in Q" with the basis {eg,...,e,}. The action of T is determined by the vector
v = —eg + Y w;e;, representing the weights. Then the good quotient

B — B /) T = Spec(O(B)")
corresponds to the map o — w(0) = {e1,...,en), defined by the projection
7: Q"M — Q" /span(v) ~ Q"
where Q" is spanned by {e1,...,e,}. It can be described as m(xg,z1,...,2,) =
(r1+ w1, ..., z,+wy,). Note that face og := (e1, ..., e,) of o can be identified with
its image 7(og) = 7(0).

The cone o with a vector v and the projection 7 is an example of the combina-
torial cobordism in the sense of Morelli [Mor96]. The "lower boundary” B_ of B
corresponds to the ”lower boundary” o_ of o, which is the complex consisting of the
faces of o visible from below with respect to v. It contains g and all of its faces. The
geometric quotient B_ — B_ /T corresponds to the restriction oy — 7(0g) = 7(0)
of 7 : Q" — Q" mapping isomorphically o to 7(c9). So both quotients: the
geometric quotient B_/T and the good quotient B /T = Spec(O(B))T can be
identified as they correspond to (o) = 7(0) = o9 C Q™.

The "upper boundary” By corresponds to the subcomplex o with the maximal

faces (eg,€1,...,€5,...,€n), for i = 1,... n, 7visible from above”. Their projec-
tion (o) corresponds to the star subdivision of oy at the vector w := w(ey) =
(w1, ..., w,) with maximal faces (w,e1,...,€, ..., en).

Consequently, the morphism
B,/T — B_/T = B || T = Spec(k[xo, ..., x])" = Spec(k[u, ..., ux]),
where u; 1= z;z", is the weighted blow-up corresponding to the star subdivision
m(oy) of (o) = 0g. The Q-ideal J = (u}/wl, e ,u,lc/wk) defines a piecewise linear

convex function
Fr = m1n{(1/wl) ST | 1=1,.. .,n}
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on oy such that Fr(e;) =0, and Fr(w) = 1, and which is linear exactly on the faces

(w,e1,...,€,...,en). Thus we see that the blow-up of J = (u}/wl,...,u}g/w")

corresponds to the star subdivision of o at v, and can be identified with By /T —
B_/T=B/)T.

One can describe the morphism B /T — B_/T = BT explicitly. Set t := x5 "
Then we can write

By :=O(B) = klzg, z1,...,x%] = k[t t“ uy,. .., t"%u;] and

By /T = (Spec(B7) NV (t*“ uy, ..., t"%uy)) /T —
— B/T = B_/T = Spec(kluy, ..., ui]).

Moreover the algebra

Ay = (k[ug, .. .,uk])[Tl/alul, et ug | ap <wg) = (k[til,twlul, oo TR ug]) >0

is exactly the nonnegative part of the algebra B ;. Thus the natural homomorphism
Ay C By defines the isomorphisms of the localizations (A )ywiy, — (Bj)gwiy, which
gives the isomorphism of quasi-affine schemes

Spec(By) N\ V(t“ uy, ..., t"%uy) — Spec(Ay) N V(E uq, ..., t%uy),
and their quotients By /T — Projx(Az) over B/T.

2.4.6. Cobordant blow-ups. The idea of cobordant blow-up is to represent a weighted
blow-up by a smooth cobordism.
Let T := G,, = Spec(Z[t,t~1]).

Definition 2.4.7. Let X be a scheme. A trivial cobordant blow-up of X is simply
the natural projection X x T — X from the product X x T' = Spec Ox[t,t}].
By the full cobordant blow-up of X at an extended Rees center

.AeXt = Ox[t_l/w, l‘ltl/al, ce ,xktl/ak]
we mean the T-invariant morphism o : B — X defined by the birational cobordism
B := Specy ((A™")") = Spec (Ox [t t“ 2y, ..., t“ zy]),

where w = lem(ayq, . .., a;), and w; = w/a;.
The upper and lower boundaries are equal to

By =B~ V((A™) =B~ V(t"“ 21,...,t"z;) = B \ Vert(B)

B_ =B~ V(t™) = Specy (Ox|t, t71]).

By the cobordant blow-up we mean the T-invariant morphism oy : By — X. Here
o_ : B_ — X is the trivial cobordant blow-up.

Equivalently B, By will be called full cobordant blow-up (resp. cobordant blow-
up) of a Q-ideal center J = (:101/““, ey :C,lc/wk).

We shall call the closed subscheme

V =Vert(B) == V(" x1,...,t"x) = V((A™)") = V(0O - J) = B~ By

the wvertex of B (per analogy to the vertex of the affine cone over a projective
scheme.)
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Thus, as we shall see B is in fact the birational cobordism representing the
weighted blow-up of J, with By = BN\ V, and B = B~ D = B x G,,, where
D :=Vg(t~1) is the exceptional divisor and such that

By /Gy =B || Gy = Proj(Ox[t" a1, . .. ,tw"xk]i“t),
and B_ /Gy, = X.

Remark 2.4.8. The author learned recently from Dan Abramovich that the alge-
bras Ox[t=1, t¥1ay,. .., t¥*z;] were also considered in the context of stack-theoretic
blow-ups by Quek and Rydh in their upcoming paper [QR22]. In fact, Rydh no-
ticed independently that such algebras gives a nice and natural description of stack-
theoretic weighted blow-ups, which was part of his original goal for [()R22]. On
the other hand, cobordant blow-ups are a different point of view on the same al-
gebra, and they are motivated by the interpretation of the weighted blow-ups in
terms of torus action and smooth birational cobordisms to avoid the use of the
Artin stacks in positive and mixed characteristic. The cobordant blow-ups and the
full cobordant blow-ups carry additional useful information and are often simpler
for computations. One shall mention that all these ideas stem primarily from the
paper [ATW19].

On the other hand, one can link this definition to the extended Rees algebras
Ox[t™1, Zt] introduced by Rees and considered by Swanson and Huneke in [HHS06,
Definition 5.1], in particular, in the context of blow-ups of smooth centers.

Remark 2.4.9. (1) By Lemma 5.2.6, the geometric quotient B;/G,, — X
exists. Moreover, by recalling the considerations in the second part of
Example 2.4.5, it can be naturally identified with the usual weighted blow-

up:
By /G,, ~ Spec(Ox[t™ ', t“ ay, ... " ap] N V(' wy,. .., 1Y xy))) /T ~
Proj(Ay) =~ (Proj(Ox[t" z1,...,t"* xi]))"" = X = B ) Gy, = B_ /Gy

(2) The stack-theoretic quotient of smooth varieties over a field k of charac-
teristic zero [B4+ /Gy, — X is equivalent to the definition considered in
[ATW19, Section 3.1] .

(3) Similarly to the standard blow-up, the cobordant blow-up is trivial over the
complement of the geometric locus of the center V(J) =V (z1 ..., 2%):

o1 :ByNB_ =0 M X V()= (X~V(J)xT =X~ V(T).

(4) The vertex V' = Vert(B) plays a crucial role in the resolution process. It
typically represents the locus of points on B that exhibit the most severe
singularities. The singularities at Vert(B) usually coincide with the singu-
larities along the center J and are eliminated when transitioning to B .

2.5. Exceptional divisor. The following result explains the definition of the ex-
ceptional divisor D := Vg (t~!) in the language of Q-ideals:

1 1

Lemma 2.5.1. The cobordant blow-up By transforms the center J = (:vlw_l, o xph)
into the (ordinary) ideal of the exceptional divisor D on By generated by a global
invariant parameter t=1:

Ip = J-0Op, :t_103+
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Proof. We have
J-Op, =(J -t " Op,

Note however that

(j . t) — ((.’Iiltwl)l/wl, el (xktwk)l/wk) _ OB+

is a trivial Q-ideal on B.. &
2.5.2. Cobordant blow-up: local equations. Let z1,...,x, be a system of local pa-
rameters (or coordinates) at a point p on a regular X, and let 7 = (xi/wl, . ,x,lc/w’“)

be a center. Then the full cobordant blow-up B — X of 7, can be represented as
B = Spec(Ox[t™ o, ..., 2l )/ (@t ™" — 1), ..., (2t — x)].

n
Thus B C X x A" is locally a closed regular subscheme of X x A"™1. Moreover it
has system of local T-semiinvariant parameters ¢t =%, 2,..., 2}, Tx11, ..., T, at the
relevant p’ € V(¢t~1,24,..., 2}, Tk11 ..., T,) mapping to p. Consequently, the full
cobordant blow-up B — X at (z1/""
with the following coordinates:

b ,:c,lg/w") can be described by a single chart

e ¢t~ !is the inverse of the coordinate t representing the action of torus G,,, =
Spec(Z[t,t71]).
oz, =ux;-t" for 1 <i <k, and
/

o z; =uxj for j > k.

Remark 2.5.3. For some computations and considerations it is more natural to
replace t~! with s so that o} = z;/s“i in the above formulas. On the other hand
the construction of the center and the majority of the computations are consistent
with the graded Rees algebras and thus with our notation.

The cobordant blow-up By = B ~\ V(z],...,z},) can be covered by the open
subsets (B4 )., = B\ V(x}), associated with z} producing several more specific
”charts” similarly to the standard blow-up.

2.5.4. Cobordant blow-ups of toric varieties. By definition, the full cobordant blow-
up of a smooth toric variety at a weighted toric center is again a smooth toric

variety. Let X, = Speck[z1,...,xz,] be the affine toric variety associated with
o C Ngr := RY,. The full cobordant blow-up B = X, — X, of the Q ideal
(x}/ vz ) is the morphism of toric varieties corresponding to the inclusion

of algebras:
k[, ... 20] C k[zit™, ... 2ot t 7

The standard weighted blow-up at J corresponds to the star subdivision of o
with the center v := wie; + ... + wpe,. The full cobordant blow-up B is de-
scribed by the regular cone 7 := (e1,...,€n,v + €,41) with the natural projec-
tion onto o = (e1,...,e,) along the vector e, 1. The cone 7 is a cobordism in
the sense of Morelli [Mor96]. The upper boundary 74 of 7 has maximal faces
(e1,...,e/, ... €en, U+ eny1) which are "visible from above” and which project ex-
actly to the star subdivision of ¢ at at v. The lower boundary 7_ is isomorphic to
.

The above construction extends to any smooth toric variety X = Xy, and v €
int(o), o € 3. The fan X associated with B is the union of cones in ¥ and those
spanned by the vector v + e,+1 and the cones in the closed star Star(r, X).
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3. RESOLUTION OF SINGULARITIES IN CHARACTERISTIC ZERO BY WEIGHTED
CENTERS

3.1. Resolution invariant on regular schemes with SNC divisors.
3.1.1. Compatibility with SNC' divisors.

Definition 3.1.2. A coordinate system (or a partial system of local parameters)
Z1,...,T, on an open subset U of a regular scheme X is compatible with E if the
restriction £y of any component E; in E intersecting U is of the form V' (x;). If
p € V(x;), where V(z;) determines a component in Ej;; then we say that x; is
divisorial at p. Otherwise, we say that x; is free at p. We say that a Rees center A
is is compatible with E at p or on U if it can be written as

A=0x [:vltl/‘“, . ,xktl/“’“]im or A% =0y [t_l/w, /o :vktl/“’“]
where z1, ..., 2 is compatible with E at p or respectively on U.

Remark 3.1.3. This definition can be linked to the logarithmic language. The
coordinate system defines at every point p € U a regular map

U — Spec(Z[z1, ..., xy]) = Spec(Z[P)),
where the divisorial coordinates z; at p generate a monoid P = M, and induce

the chart U — Spec(Z[P]). The free coordinates x; determine a coordinate system
on the stratum s := V(P ~\ 0) through p defined by the divisorial parameters.

3.1.4. The centers compatible with an SNC divisor. Consider the total order on the
set of symbols
Q= QI {ay | a € Q},

by putting a4 > a, and a4 < bif a < b. Similarly we define Z, := ZU{ay | a € Z}.
The following operations are defined on Q,:

e addition

e subtraction of the elements in Q from an element in Q.

e multiplication of elements in Q4 by the positive rational elements in Q.

Given a center A compatible with E and its local presentation
.A = OX [Iltl/al, e ,xktl/ak]im

we associate with a divisorial coordinate x; € F), the symbol b; := a;4 and with a
free coordinate x; simply b; := a;. We shall always assume that in the presentation:

by < ... < b
For any such a center with the presentation A compatible with F we can define
inv(A) := (b1,...,by)
with by < ... < bg.

Remark 3.1.5. Recall that the logarithmic order introduced in [ATW17, Section
3.6] associates with divisorial unknowns the infinity weight, and with free unknowns
the weight 1. This language is compatible with the logarithmic derivations and
leads to the logarithmic resolution. Here we assign the weight 1, to the divisorial
unknowns. This is the "minimal weight” greater than the free unknowns weight,
which is still equal to 1. The notion is compatible with the standard derivations
and the standard transformation rules and gives an SNC resolution. It prioritizes
the divisorial unknowns without essentially changing their weights.



FUNCTORIAL RESOLUTION BY TORUS ACTIONS 25

3.1.6. Canonical invariant. In [ATW19] we introduced the resolution invariant used
for the desingularization. The invariant is defined by the inductive procedure, and
can be described in terms of Q-ideals. We shall modify this invariant below so it
can be used in the SNC setting in the context of Rees algebra.

Consider the set

(@)20=" = | |(Q4)z0)"

k<n

with lexicographic order. We compare the sequences of different lengths lexico-
graphically by placing a sequence of co at the end.

Definition 3.1.7. Let X be a regular scheme with an SNC divisors F, By the
canonical invariant inv,(Z) of Z at a point p we shall mean

inv,(Z) := max{(by,...,bg) | Tt C Ox[z1t/, .. apt? =] | (b < ... < b))}

where (x1,..., ) are the compatible with E at p. Then inv,(Z) € ( ;O)S" if it
exists. The Rees center

.A = OX [Iltl/al, NN ,xktl/ak]int

such that Z, C Ox[zyt' /%, ... xpt/ o] and If inv,(Z) = inv(A) = (by,...,bx)
will be called a maximal admissible center at p compatible with E.

Remark 3.1.8. It is not clear a priori, that inv,(Z) is well defined since the max-
imum may not be attained. It will be proven in Section 3.7.1 that there exists
unique maximal admissible algebra Ox [/, ... Tt/ **]"* for which the max-
imum (b, ...,b;) is attained.

The invariant inv,(Z) was introduced in [ATW19] in a different language in the
case where no divisors are present giving the embedded desingularization without
the divisorial SNC structure.

On the other hand inv,(Z) can be also associated with the part of the Hironaka
resolution invariant developed in earlier papers on the resolution of singularities, in
particular, Bierstone and Milman’s [BM97], Villamayor’s [Vil89], Encinas-Hauser
[E1102] and Wlodarczyk’s [W1o05], in the particular situation when no exceptional
divisors are present, so at the beginning of the process.

3.1.9. Presentation of centers. One can write centers in a more compact form:

Ox [Tltl/al, c.. ,Tktl/ak]im,
where 0 < a1 < as... < ag, and Tq,...,Ti is a partial system of local param-
eters compatible with F on open U intersecting V(T1,...,T;) and each T; :=
(i1, ..., Tik,; ) is a subsystem of coordinates.
Then we associate with each block Z;t*/% the invariant b; = (bi1, - - -, bik,; ), where

bﬂ S [P S bik“ such that bij = ay; if Lij is free on U or bij = Qi+ if o is divisorial
on U. Consequently we can rewrite the definition of the resolution invariant in the
form which is more convenient for computations and presentation.

inv,(Z) = max{(by,...,bx) | Tt C Ox [Tt/ ™, ... Tptt/*]"t}
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3.1.10. Order of ideal revisited. One can see that the number a; in the maximal
admissible center is simply the order of ideal a; = ord,(Z). In particular we have:

Lemma 3.1.11.
ord,(Z) = max{a; € Qo | Tt C Ox[myt"/*]}
Proof. We can write:
ord,(Z) = max{a; € N|Z, Cmy'} = max{a1 € Qo | Z, C m}[)aﬂ}

On the other hand the condition by Lemma 2.2.8, Z,t C Ox[m,t'/*] means that
I, C m,[)aﬂ. &

3.1.12. Admissibility condition for ideals.

Lemma 3.1.13. The following conditions are equivalent in a neighborhood of p € X
for an ideal Z:

(1) Tt C A:= Ox[z tt/ o1, . aptt/ox]int

(2) Tt C A := Ox [t~V wa pytt/ o aytt/ox]

(3) Tt*4 C A4 = Ox[zt™, ..., 2t where w; = wa/a;

(4) It C (ACXt)wA = OX [tila IltWIv R Iktwk]

Proof. The condition (3) and (4) are obtained by rescaling the conditions in (1)
and (2). On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1.11,

(ACXt)ZO = Ox[til, Iltwl, SN ,Iktwk]zo = Ox[irltwl, SN ,Iktwk]int = A
This implies that condition (1) and (2) are equivalent. &

Definition 3.1.14. We say that the center A := Oxl[z1t}/%, ... apt!/e ]t or
A% is admissible for Z if one of the four equivalent conditions above holds.

3.1.15. Admissibility of Rees algebras. We extend the admissibility definition to
Rees algebras:

Definition 3.1.16. We say that the Rees center A = Ox[w1t%1, ... zptW]M0 is
admissible for a Rees algebra R or simply R-admissible if one of the equivalent
condition holds:
(1) R C Ox[zt'/®, ... zpt?/*]™ where the inclusion is considered with the
integral closure "Int” taken in the smallest ring Ox[t'/*#4] containing
both algebras, or, equivalently in Ox [tl/ *] for any multiple w = n - wg 4
or for a sufficiently divisible w.
(2) RC Ox[t~Ywra gitt/or  gytt/or),
(3) RC Ox[t=Yw aqytt/or . xyt?/%] where w = n - WR,A-

Remark 3.1.17. Note that the inclusion is independent of choice of sufficiently
divissible w.

3.1.18. Resolution invariant of Rees algebras. We generalize Definition 3.1.7 to the
Rees algebras:

Definition 3.1.19. By the resolution invariant of a Rees algebra R at a point p
on a regular scheme X with an SNC divisor £ we mean

inv, (R) := max{(b,...,bx) | R C Ox [Tt/ ™, ... Tptt/ 2]t}
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We show in Section 3.7.1 that there exists unique center Ox [T ¢/, ... Tt/ or]int
for which the maximum (by,...,b;) is attained. We shall call it the mazimal ad-
missible center for R at p.

Remark 3.1.20. In the actual resolution process of the ideals all the occurring
Rees algebras R satisfy wr a4 = wa and thus the integral closure "Int” and ”int”
coincide.

One can also define a version of the resolution invariant used for the concept of

maximal contact in Section 3.6.10.
1DV117(R) = max{gl | R C Ox [fltl/al, e ,f}ctl/ak]lnt}

In particular

Lemma 3.1.21. If R C Ox[Tt"/%, ... Tt/ ™ (with a; < ay... < a) then
inv,(R) > by.

3.1.22. Order of Rees algebras. Consequently one generalizes the notion of the order
of ideals to Rees algebras.

Definition 3.1.23. Let X be a regular scheme with and SNC divisor E. By the
order of the Rees algebra R = @, R,t* at the point p € X, we mean

ord,(R) := arerlljr\lo{ordp (Ra)/a}

Since R is finitely generated Ox-algebra the order is attained for a certain ho-
mogenous element ftP? € R,t*, so that

ord,(R) = ord,(ft*) = ord,(f)/a.
This definition is a generalization of the order of an ideal:
ord,(Z) = ord, (Ox[Zt]).
Moreover, if R = Ox[Zt] then ord,(Z) = ord,(R).
Lemma 3.1.24. If R C A = Ox[Tt"/®, ... Tt/ ™ then a; < ord,(R). In

particular,
ord,(R) = max{a; € Q| R C Ox[m,t'/*]™t},
Moreover, if A is mazimal admissible for R at p then ord,(R) = a;.

We shall use the following

Lemma 3.1.25.
ord,(R") = w - ord,(R)

Proof. (of Lemma 3.1.24) By the assumption,

R=@DRat" C A= Ox[mt"/", ... 3t/ C Ox [mpt"/ 1™
Rescaling t — t% gives RY = @@ Rt C Ox[myt]™. Thus R, C mL‘“” whence,
by definition, for any a € I'g,

(1/aq)ord,(Ret*) = ord,(Rat**) > ordp(mgaal]taal) >1,
and ord,(R) > a1.
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On the other hand, if ord, (R) = a; then for any a € I'\. {0} we have ord,(R,) >

aay, so R, C mL‘“” or

Rat® C mlemlie € Ox [mytt/ o)t
&

3.1.26. The invariants associated with Rees centers. Per analogy to the resolution
invariant one can associate with the centers

A=0x [fltl/al, R ,Ektl/ak]int

the invariant

inv(A) = (by,...,b), inv'(A):= (b))
3.1.27. Uniqueness of presentation of the invariant of centers. The following Lemma
shows that inv(A) is well-defined and independent upon presentation. We shall need
the following result:

3.1.28. Replacement Lemma.
Lemma 3.1.29. [ATW19]( non-divisorial case, i =1).

Let A = Ox[zitY %, .. TRt /%] be a center and p € V(A) be a point. Let
T1,...,Ti—1,T be a system of local parameters compatible with E at a point p, for
some 1 < k, such that

Tth e A= Ox[ztt/™,. . Tt/ or]int

in a neighborhood of p then one can find the coordinates Ty, ..., Ti—1, Ty, Tit1 - -, Tk
such that T C T} and
A=0x [,T_ltl/al, R ,fi_ltl/aifl,f/itl/ai,fi+1tl/ai+l e ,Ektl/ak]im

in a neighborhood of p € X.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2.8, A,, C (T1,...,T;) —l—mg. Thus upon the coordinate change

of T; compatible with E in image in m,,/(m2 + (T1,...,Ti-1)), of the set of coor-
dinates T is a subset of the image of coordinates in ;. So one can extend T, and
assume that T and Z; define the same images in m,/(m2 + (T1,...,T;—1)). Then

in the completion (5)-(; we can write equality of the vectors of the coordinates

— = — - = . .
T, =Tit+9g, T;=T; J#i,

where the coordinates of vector g are in Aq, N(m2+(T1,...,%i—1)). This determines

an automorphism of Ox ;, which takes Ox ;- A onto Ox ;- A, and determines the
desired coordinate change. &

Corollary 3.1.30. [ATW19] Assume that a center A has two different presenta-
tions:
A=0x [Eltl/al, .. .Tktl/ak]mt =0x [i’ltl/%, » .E;C/tl/ak/]lnt

then the associated invariants (by, ..., by) = (1_7/1, e ,1_7;/) are the same.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1.24, a1 = a} = ord,(A), which can be verifed for generators.
By Lemma 3.1.29, applied to both presentations, we can assume that 77 = :C_’l
Restricting both algebras to V(Z1) = V(2/1) we get the equality by the inductive
assumption. &
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3.2. Motivating examples.

3.2.1. Simple isolated singularities in characteristic zero.

Example 3.2.2. This is the main motivating example as it illustrates the invariant
in simple terms. The example is generalized in Sections 4.2, Example 4.2.4 and in
Section 4.5, Example 4.5.3 in any characteristic in two different ways. Consider the
isolated singularity defined at the origin p by

f=ait+ .+,

on X = A} = Speck|z1,...,zx], where ¢; < ... < ¢,. Find the partition of
(c1y... cn):

Cl=...=Cj; <Cjp41 = ... =Cjp, < ...<Cj_,;41 = ... = Cj, = Cn,
and put T, = (Il, [P ,CCZ'I), To = ($i1+1, [P ,CCiz),. cey T = (xik71+1, . ,CCik),
aj = ¢i;_;+1 = ... = ¢;;. By a slight abuse of notations we shall write:

f=z1" + ...+ T,

where
TP =y gt

The goal is to find the maximal admissible Rees center A := Ox [Tt/ ... T} t1/ k]t
such that:

R = Ox[(f)] C A= Ox [TtV ... Tyt/o]int,
for a certain k and af < a5 < ... < a}. The center A will be constructed in the
process of transformation of the algebra R and recursive adjoining the generators
=/ 41/a
Tt

We put Ry = R. By Lemma 3.1.24,
ord,(Ry1) = ord,(ft) = a1 = d.

Applying iteratively the differential operators ¢t~/ Dx to the homogenous ele-
ments of positive degree of both sides of the admissibility inclusion R C A we see
that left side A will be preserved, while the right side Ry will be enlarged so that
it contains so called cotangent ideal TV (Ry) - t'/% that is the ideal TV (R;)
in gradation ¢'/% of obtained from R by applying to Zt the iterated differential
operators t /% Dy, (a — 1)-times. More specifically:

TY9 (Ry) -t/ = (7 Dx ) L (ZE) = DY NI C Ay, tV/ ™ D T

Since ord,(Z) = a;, we can see that ord,(T"/*) = ord,(D¥ '(Z)) = 1, and
thus it contains a partial set of local parameters called mazimal contact. In our
case

TV (Ry) =D N(f) = (21, .., @y, 221, ™)

contains a maximal contact Ty = (21,...,2;, ). In general, by Lemma 3.6.20, we
can assume that using a simple transformation one can change the presentation of
the algebra A so that from now on T = 7 is a maximal contact of R;. This will
not affect the algebra A on the right just will change its presentation.

Next we construct R as the coefficient ideal

Ry :=C-. /a1 (Rl) cA

Z1
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In our case we get
Ry = Ox[(FtY/ ) 1] = Ox[71t/ 2, f1).

Here the part Ox [ Tt'/91 ™ means the integral closure of Ox[ Tt'/*!] in the small-
est subalgebra Ox [t}/*] = Ox[t'/*] containing all the generators in C1/a, (Ry).
In this example the splitting condition hold in the sense that we have inclusion

On, :=0x/(T1) = K[Ta,...,Tk] C Ox,
with Dz, (Op,) = 0. In general such a splitting is possible in the formal (or étale)

coordinate system at a point p € X. In such a case we can write

Ry = Cy 10 (Ry) = Ox [(@ /)™, Cx /ey (R, )

T xT
In fact the part Cy ;174 (R1))#, is generated by the graded coefficients as in Lemma
3.5.6.
To illustrate the construction in our case we can write
ft= (@t )M 4 (TS + ...+ 2t

in the graded coefficient form with respect to the graded coordinate Z;¢/*'. So
—as

the only graded coefficient is fjy(5,) -t = (ZT5* + ... + 253" )t. Consequently using
presentation in Lemma 3.5.6 we simply write

Ry = Ox[(@tY/ o)t (T52 + ... 4 2%)t].

Moreover the maximal admissibility condition is satisfied with Ry C A.
Moreover we say that Ro is strictly nested at Hy = V(T1) , if it has the presen-
tation

Ry = Ox|[(@1t" )™ Ry, ],
where, in our case Ry g, = (Ty® + ... +T;")t. (Definition 3.5.13)
Then, by Lemma 3.5.11,
.,4“{1 = OHI [iélHltl/az, o ’T;qutl/ak]mt
is a maximal admissible center, for Ry, and thus the restricted Rees algebra
Ry, = (T9° + ... +apm )t
is of order as. This implies that
az = ay = ordy(Rop, ).

We compute the maximal contact of Ryg, = (T3> + ... +T5")t to be the maximal
subsystem of local parameters

To C T (Ry,) = D2 L (f) =D @5 +...+T%) 2 (7).

to ft\Hl .

Since T/ %2(Ry) C Ai /o we conclude that T, = Ty, after a change of the coordi-
nate presentation of A.

Then, as before the coordinate To splits and computing the coefficients of the
only generator

fin = (@5 + .+ Te) = (TotY/ )™ + (TG + ...+ Tt
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of Ry p, gives the split form of the coefficient ideal as in Lemma 3.5.22:
Ry = Cq /ey (R2) = Ox[(Tot"/ ™ Tot'/*2)™ f1p,] =
= Ox (@t ™ Fot/ o)™ (T2 + ...+ 22)t] C A,

where Hs := V(T1,T2). We maintain the maximal admissibility condition R3 C
A, while enlarging Ry. At the same time Rj is in the strictly nested form for
TtV @ Tyt'/* (Definition 3.5.13), which means exactly

Ry = Ox ([m1t"/*, Tt )™ Ry, ] = Ox (@1t Tt/ )™ fti,] € A
We continue the recursive process so that

Ri+1 = Ciitl/ai (Rl) = Ox[(fltl/al, . ,fitl/al)lm, ft|H1] C .A,

where H; = V(Zy,...,Z;) until Ry411m, = 0. The latter implies, after reverting to
our original notation that

Rk-‘rl = A = OX [fltl/al, e ,Ektl/ak]lnt = OX [x1t1/617 e 7xnt1/cn]int'
Consequently, inv,(Z) = (c1,...,¢,). Since A is an a priori chosen maximal Z-

admissible center, which remains unchanged, we conclude that the process is inde-
pendent of choices and thus canonical.
The full cobordant blow-up B of X at

A = Ox [tV Tt Tt o,
where w = lem(ayq, . .., ax) is defined by the rescaled algebra
Op = (A" = Ox [t 1, Zot™, ... TptVr],

where w; := w/a,.
Equivalently one can write the center in the Q-ideal form (fi/ wro ,f,lc/ “r)

representing formally ¢-gradation of Op.
Observe that

B = Spec(Ox [t~ Tt ..., Tt ]) = Spec((K[t ™, 71t ..., TtV ])

is an affine space with coordinates ¢! and z} = x;t":.

Now, the admissibility condition ft C A®" implies that ft* C Op. Here ft* €
Op is so called controlled transform o¢(f) of f is obtained by factoring the inverse
image by the power (t~1)", of the exceptional divisor ¢~ 1.

Solving for z; and substituting into f gives

f=t7(@)" 4 (7))
After clearing the exceptional divisor we obtain the formula for
o (f) =" f = (@)™ + .+ ()"

in the new unknowns a,...,2), on B which is identical to the original formula
for f on X. Thus the singularity locus on B at the vertex V = V(2,...,2}) is
described by the same formula, and the cobordant blow-up By = BNV (z],...,z})
is smooth so the resolution is obtained by the single cobordant blow-up.
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3.2.3. Generalizations. The previous example can be easily generalized without
essential changes in computations.

Example 3.2.4. For the coordinate system Zy,...,Tk, consider forms F;(T;) of
degree a; such that a1 < ... < ag, and for which (Z;) = ’Dg;l(Fl) Then for
f=F+...4+ F,and Z = (f) and R = R; = Ox]|[ft], As before we obtain the

recursive formula
Ry = Cfitl/ai (Rl) = Ox[(fltl/al, . ,fitl/al )Int, f|H1 . t] C A,

where Hl = V(Tl, RPN ,fi), f\Hz = I'j41 + ...+ Fk and fi+1t1/ai+l is a maximal
contact for R 1g, = Om,[fig,t]. In the inductive step we write

fia = Fopt @t ) + (Frya + ..+ Fo)t = Fipy (@it + fim,,, -t

leading to the split formula for the R;12 = Cfi+1t1 /a; (Riy1). Consequently
Rk-‘rl = A = Ox[(fltl/al, e ,Ektl/ak )]Int = OX [xltl/alu e 7‘rnt1/ak]int

is a maximal admissible center.
The full cobordant blow-up B of X at

A = Ox [tV Tttt o,
where w = lem(ay, . .., ax) is defined by the rescaled algebra
Op = (AeXt)w =0x [t_l,fltwl, e ,Ektwk],

where w; = w/a;.
It transforms f into its controlled transform

o’(f):=t"f=F(T) + ...+ Fu(T}),

For the new coordinates T, = 0(T;) = t“*T,. Removing the vertex of the trans-
fromation we obtain By = B\ V(Z},...,T} ), where the order of one of the forms
F,;(Z}) drops, which causes the invariant inv,(Z) drop.

In particular if

4 2 2
[ =x1m0m3 + x4 + 2575

then Ry = Ox|[ft]. The first (multiple) maximal contact is (z1,z2,x3) for a; =
ord,(f) = 3.

Since Hy = V((21, 22, x3) splits we can write
Ry = Clay apagyrsa (R1) = Ox[(w1, wa, w3)t"/?, (] + 2325)1]
for the graded coefficient decomposition for (z1, s, x3)t"/3:
ft =zt gt Past' 3 + (ah 4+ 2222t

Then
az = ordy(fig,) - t = ordy((2] + 22ag)t) = 4/1 =4

with maximal contact (x4, x5, z¢)t'/*, giving the maximal admissible center
Ry = Cly, 4o woyii/a(R2) = A= Ox[(z1, 22, 23)t" 3, (24, 5, 76 )t"/*]™,
and the invariant inv,(f) = (3,3, 3,4, 4,4). The extended center
A = Ox [t712 (21, 22, 23)t" /3, (24, 5, 76 )t"/*))
determines the full cobordant blow-up

B = Spec(Ox[t™, (x1, w2, x3)t", (24, x5, 26)t°].
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Alternatively one can write the center as the Q-ideal

(21, 29, 23)Y*, (24, 75, 76) ")

formally representing ¢-gradation of Op.
3.2.5. Varieties with a divisorial SNC- structure.

Example 3.2.6. Let f = (21 +3)? + 2%, where z1, x5 are divisorial at the origin
at w3 is free. In this case the process is similar except finding maximal contact is
slightly different as it depends on the divisorial structure. Set R = Ry = Ox|[ft].
Then the order of f and of R; at the origin is equal to 2. The computation of the
cotangent ideal is the same TV/2(R) = D(f) = ((x1 + x3),2%).

The maximal contact for the Rees algebra of order a; is given by the free co-
ordinates in T/ (R) and the divisorial unknowns occurring in the linear parts of
T'/1(R). In our case the maximal contact @ := (1) for Ry = Ox/[ft] is determined
by the only divisorial coordinate x; tangential to T'/?(R) = ((z; + 23),28) at p
such that 7+ m? D TY2(R). (Definitions 3.6.2, 3.6.11)

Write ft = ((x1 + 23)? + 2%)t in the coefficient form

ft = ((x1 4 22)? + 2Dt = (21t/2)? + (21t1/?) 222612 + (23 + 2])t.
with respect to the graded maximal contact z1t'/2. We form the coefficient ideal
Ry = Cy 12 (R1) = Ox[ (et 22612 (23 + x])t].
Then Ry is in a strictly nested form: Ry = Ox[(x1t'/?)™t, Ry g,], where Hy =

V(l‘l)
The order ord, (R q,) = 4, with

TY*(Ry) = Dy 04)(73) + D} (23 + 28) = (v2,23)

(w2,23)
consisting of all elements in gradation t'/* of the algebra obtained by applying
iterated operators D(,, ,.)1/4 to Ry. Thus the maximal contact is equal to z2 in
gradation t'/4 (Definition 3.6.2). Write (x5 + %)t € Ry in the coefficient form with
respect to zot!/*:
(x5 + 2Dt = (aot™)? + 25t

Thus

R3:=C,,pn/1(R3) = Ox [(z1t/2, zott /4t 274,
The order of Rsp, = ordg(2ft) = 7. The maximal contact is 23 € T"(R3) =
DS (z) in gradation ¢'/7. Then

Ry = Cz3t1/7(R3) =0x [$1t1/2, $2t1/4, $3t1/7]im.
Since Ryg, = 0, for Hz = V(z1,22,23),we conclude that A = Ry is a maximal

admissible center for (z1 + 23)? + 21) t . Since w = lem(2,4,7) = 28 we get the
formula for the extended Rees center

AT = O [t712 01112, a1 4, gt V/7]
Rescaling defines the cobordant blow-up B = Ox [t~ x1t'4, 29t7, 23t%] at

A%, Since 1, 9 are divisorial and 3 is free, and A = Ox [x1t"/2, xot?/*, x5t/ 7]i0t
is a maximal admissible center one obtains

invo(f) = (24,44, 7).
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The effect of the full cobordant blow-up is exactly
f=t2((@] + (23)%)? + (23)").

Let us examine this effect on the cobordant blow-up By = B\V = B\V (2}, 2, %)
after removing the vertex V = V (2}, 2}, x%).
On B\ V(z}, x}) we write the equation f/':=t*%f as f' = u® + (24)7, where

w=al + (ah)?

is a free coordinate. Thus A" = Ox[u'/?, (24)"/7]"* is maximal admissible center
for (f') at V(u,x%) with the invariant

ian/(f/) = (27 7) <invo(f) = (24,44,7)

for p' € V(u,z%).

The next cobordant blow-up at A" = Ox.[ut!/?, (3:’1/3)t1/7]im resolves the singu-
larity.

On B~ V(z%), the derivative

Dy () = Dy () + (23)*)* + (23)7) = (T25)°

is invertible and f’ is nonsingular.

In case there are no divisors on X, the process is faster as we can write im-
mediately f = u? + 2%, where u = z1 + 23. So maxinv(f) = (2,7), and by the
previous example, A’ = Ox/[u'1/2, (x4)"1/7]""* is the maximal admissible center.
The cobordant blow-up of J = (ul/ T :vé/ 2) resolves the singularity.

3.3. Splitting of derivations and compatibility. Splitting of derivations on
regular schemes allow for the coefficient representations of functions and simplifies
the computations of the coefficient ideals. A similar concept in a different language
was also used in [ATW19].

Definition 3.3.1. We say that a closed subscheme H of a scheme X splits if the
closed embedding i : H — X splits, so there is an affine morphism 7 : X — H
which is a left inverse of 7 with mi = idg.

In other words for any open U, and any function f € Ox (7~*(U)) its restriction
fin € Ou(U) C Ox (=~ H(U)).

The splitting condition implies that there is an injective morphism 7= (Op) <
Ox of sheaves on X with the left inverse Ox < i.(Op) given by the restriction.

The notion can be extended to derivations corresponding to a system of local
parameters.

Definition 3.3.2. Consider a set of derivations Dz = (Dy,, ..., Dy, ) of Dx on a
regular scheme X for a certain partial system of coordinates T = (z1,...,x)) such
that Dy, (x;) = d;5, we say that Dz splits in Ox, if H = V(T) C X splits and the
derivations in Dz vanish on 771(Og) C Ox.

Example 3.3.3. Let X be a variety smooth over a field K. Let zq,...,z, € m,
be a complete coordinate system at a closed point p. Any regular subscheme

H=V(x1,...,2) C Spec(Ox ) = Spec(K,[[z1, ..., zn]])
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for any natural k < n, splits. Here K, = Ox /mp x is the residue field at p € X.
Indeed, we can always write

Onp ~ Kpllept1, ..., 2a]] C Kpllze, ..., z0]].
Moreover the system of derivations D, ..., D, on Spec(@ x,p) split as they vanish
exactly on Kp[[Tpt1,. .., Tn]]

Both notions are strictly related:

Lemma 3.3.4. Let H = V(T) be a smooth subvariety on a smooth variety X. If
H splits on variety X, and m : X — H s a splitting morphism, then there is a
unique system of derivatives Dz which splits in Ox, so that Dg,(z;) = d8;; and
Dz vanishes on 7= *(Op). Conversely, if (H, Dz) splits then it defines a unique
splitting morphism w : X — H for the closed embedding H. Moreover Dz = Oz is
computed by any coordinate coordinate system (T,7), where § = Ya-

Proof. If H splits in X we extend T to a complete system of coordinates (Z,7) by
adjoining a system of coordinates 7 C 7~ 1(Oy) C Ox. Then Dz = 95 is defined
with respect to the coordinate system (Z,7). Conversely if (H, Dz) splits then
77 1(Op) is determined exactly by vanishing Dy.

Recall a well known fact in our setting:

Lemma 3.3.5. If (T, Dz) splits on a smooth variety X then for any open affine
subset U, and f € Ox(m=Y(U) there is a decomposition of f up to (z*) for any

ke N.
f= Z cax®™(mod (z%)),
|al<k
where

o = éDza(f)m € Ou(U) € Ox (x 1 (U).

Proof. Let H = V(7). Observe that f — fig € (T).
Note that
1
—Dxa (3:0‘) = O

1 «
aDza(f_ Z Cal )\H :Ca_caa!

|al<k
Suppose that g := (f — kak cax®) ¢ TF. Then there is a [ < k, such that

g €T T Then g = 2 |a|=1 baz®, where at least for one ap we have by, & (7).
Then

1 1 .
—'D:cD‘O (g)|H - Z(Q_O'Dxaobax )I\H # O,

Q-
which is a contradiction. &
Definition 3.3.6. Let T; = (211,...,%1s5,) be a partial system of coordinates on
a a regular scheme X with a set of derivations Dz, := (D, .., D, ) such that

Dy, (x1;) = 0i5. We say that a system of derivations Dz, is compatible with a Rees
center A on X if there is a certain presentation

A=0x [fltl/al, L. ,J,'_]gtl/ak]im,
such that so that Dz, (%;) = 0 for ¢ > 2.

Lemma 3.3.7. Let A = Ox[mtY/*, ... Tt/ %] be a center. If (T, Dz,) splits
in Ox then it is compatible with the center A.
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Proof. Set Tj := T;|g,. Then T; — T; € (71), and since a; > a1, we have that
fltl/ai S .A So

Tt/ —gtt/e e (Tt ) C A
Hence Z}t'/% € A and we have inclusion of the centers Ox [T/, ... Tt/ o]t C
A. By symmetry we have the reverse inclusion. &

Corollary 3.3.8. If X is smooth over a field K then any derivation Dz, splits in

6)(\4) so it is compatible with any center of the form
A= Ox [mth/o, . 3t/ os]me,
&

3.4. Derivations on the Rees centers. For an ideal Z of order a € N at a point
p € X on a smooth variety X we can place it in t*-gradation of a certain Z-graded
Rees algebra R = Ox[Zt%] so that we have the admissibility condition

R = Ox[Ita] C Ox[mpt],

with respect to maximal ideal m, C Ox,. Here we naturally associate with the
coordinates gradation ¢, and since the derivatives D,, lower the order of ideals by
1 and we associate with with gradation t~'. Consequently the graded derivations
t=1D,, act on the elements of R C Ox|[t] with positive gradations. Moreover they
preserve Ox [myt].

In our approach we place the ideal Z in gradation ¢. Then the order of the
Rees algebra R = Ox[Zt] at a point p is a1 = ord,(Z) and thus the corresponding
coordinates and derivations shall be rescaled accordingly and we consider the action
of t=1/@1 D, . A similar concept was used in the first version of [ATW19] to interpret
the algebra of the center.

In general, let R = @ R, C Ox[t'/*] be any Rees algebra on a smooth X.
For any local coordinate system T = (x1,...,x,) compatible with F on a smooth
variety X, and a given a1 € Q (which is usually the order of the Rees algebra R)
one considers graded derivations

Dxitl/al = t_l/al Dzz

acting on the elements of R, of the gradations a > 1/a;.
Consequently, if ft* € Ox[t"/*], where a > 1/a; then

Dwitl/al (fta) = DII (f)tail/al S OX [tl/w]
The idea is the following if
RC A= Ox[mt!/™, .. Fgtt/ o)t

then when applying the differential operators Dz ;1/4, to the both sides we preserve
the right side while enlarging the left side by adding new elements. This way we
step by step enlarge R which at some point of the algorithm becomes equal to the
center A on the right side.
More generally, by composing Dz ;1/., we consider differential operators:
D2 =tlel/eip_. where

Ttl/a1

1 oled
Dza := . ol =a1 + ...+ ay.
v arl. ooyl Ozt L Oz o "
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acting on elements ft* € Ox[t'/*] and a > |a|/a;:
Dgtl/al fta = Dza (f)taila‘/al
Example 3.4.1. If ft = (23 + 2%y + y3)t, and a; = 3 then
Dss (2 + 22y + y2)t) = (322 4 2ay)t?/3.

3.4.2. Differential operators preserving centers. A main consequence of the condi-

tion a1 < ... < ay, is that the center A is preserved by the action of D, ;1/a, for
i=1,...,k.

Lemma 3.4.3. Let A = Ox[xtV/®, .. xpt?/*]™  and T = (x1,...,2,), where
n >k, be a complete coordinate system on X extending (x1,...,xx). If ft* € Aut?,

and |a|/a; < a then
D21/, (1) € Aar(at/ant®™ 1V,

Proof. The property can be verified on monomials (25 - ... - xzk)t“ € A,t* and
on the differential operators D, 170, for ¢ = 1,... k. If :Cll’l e xzk € A, then

bi/ai +...bg/ar > a. So
bl/al + ...+ (b — 1)/ai+...+bk/ak >a— (1/(11)
and

D,.11/a, (xbr ... -3:2’“ Y~ (T ~xz’“ cgem(/a)y ¢ Aa—(1/a)

K2

&

3.5. Coeflicient ideal of Rees algebra. The origin of the coefficient ideals con-
cept can be traced back to the work of Abhyankhar and Hironaka, as seen in [Hir(4].
Various definitions of this notion have been explored in multiple studies, including
[Vil&89], [BMI7], [Wlo05], and [Xol07], among others.

In the context of our methodology, the coefficient ideal is used to derive a better
approximation of a maximal admissible center. As demonstrated in Section 3.7.1,
the maximal admissible center A can be obtained by the recursive application of
coefficient ideals to a specified Rees algebra R = Ox[Zt]. The coefficient ideal, as
per our definition, is a non-canonical concept that is relatively straightforward to
compute in the completion 6X7P in what we refer to as a ’split form’ (as discussed
in Section 3.5.4).

This version of the coefficient ideal simplifies and streamlines computations and
can be likened to the approach used by Bierstone-Milman in their resolution algo-
rithm, as referenced in [BM91] and [BM97], albeit in a differing framework.

Remark 3.5.1. If Dz splits in Ox then any f € Ox can be written in the coeffi-

cient form

f = Z cafau
where ¢, € Oy(z) C Ox so we can obtain a particularly nice description of the
center on X. This can be always done in the completion O X,p-
Definition 3.5.2. Let a1 € Qx0, and R = Ox|[f;t%];=1, s be a Rees algebra gen-
erated by f;t% for j =1,...,s and let T be any partial system of local coordinates

compatible with F at p, and set H := V(T). By the coefficient ideal with respect to
Tt'/* we mean the Rees algebra:

Copyer (R) := Ox[(Tt/")Y™ DO (ft9), ol <bjar, j=1,...,s]
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Recall that the part Ox[ Zt'/* ™ means the integral closure of Ox[ Zt'/*!] in
the smallest subalgebra Ox[t'/*] containing all the generators in Cqy1/a, (R). Thus

Ox| Tt/ ™™ = Ox [t/ ... 7t /"],

where wy = w/ay, so TtW1/Y = gt/

Remark 3.5.3. The key concept of the coefficient ideal as well as the role of the
graded local parameters Z;t'/% are encapsulated by Lemma 3.5.11. The coefficient
ideal maintains admissibility property, while containing already some generators
Tt from a to be constructed maximal admissible center A. Moreover after
splitting it is generated by (Z1¢'/*1)™" and the part Cy y1/a, (R)jv(z, which is in-
dependent of the coordinates 7.

3.5.4. Coefficient ideal in the split form. The process of computing the coefficient
ideal becomes remarkably straightforward when utilizing splitting derivations Dz
in Ox. This can be always done by passing to the completion 14} Xx,p Or to a corre-
sponding étale neighborhood. Assume that (Z, D7) splits on X. For any element
fit% € Ry, one can write f; in Ox we can write

fi= chafa _ Z T+ Z (7 € By.p
|al<bjax la|>bja1
where cjo € Ou C Ox for H := V(%). Then, for |a| < bja; we have
D21/ (fjtbj)\H = cjatba‘—\al/al

Thus the restricted coefficient ideal can be represented in the format which is
simpler for computations and justifies the name ” coefficient”:

Lemma 3.5.5.
Copr/or (R) 11 = O [ D& ye, (fit") 11, |0 < bjar] = Op[cjat 11" o] < bjay ]
As a corollary from the above we obtain:

Lemma 3.5.6. Suppose Dz splits in Ox . Then, with the above notations and the
assumptions the coefficient ideal Czy1/ay (R) can be written in the split form:

Cap/a (R) = OX[(Ttl/al)Ima Czi1/01 (R)IH] =
= Ox[(ftl/al)lm, Cjatbj_‘al/al, |a| < bjal ]
where ¢jo € Oy C Ox , for H =V (T).
Proof. Let R = Ox|[f;t%]. In the presentation
f] = ZCJ-QTO[ = Z Cjafa + Z Cjaia S OX
|| <aay |a|>aaq
the term
( Z Cjafa)tbj = (f] - Z Cjafa)tbj € Ox[ftl/al]lm
|a\2b]‘a1 ‘06|<bja1

Then we have
fJthj = Z ¢jaTt" € Cgpja (R)

|al<bjar
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Thus for any maximal oz? in the above presentation we have
Lol o, b;—la%]/ax
a_O!DTtl/a(fjt ) = Cja?t ’ € Citl/al (R)

Thus . 0
cja?a:a"tbf = cja?tbj_lail/al cxttlil/an e ¢y al (R).
Next consider
Ft = [t = cjaga®t™ € Copyon (R),
and repeat the process for maximal a} in fjl, and continue inductively for 043'» in f;

until f]lC =0. &
In particular, we have
Corollary 3.5.7.

Oxp - Csp1/as (R) = Ova[(fltl/al)Int,Cfltl/al (R)|H] =
= 6X7P[(ftl/al )Int, Cjatbj_‘al/al, |CY| < bjal ]

3.5.8. Split vs non-split form of the coefficient ideal. The split form of the coeffi-
cient ideal is highly efficient for computations. The subsequent example provides a
comparison between two methods used for computing the coefficient ideal:

Example 3.5.9. Let a1 = 3 then H = V(x) splits in X = Spec(K |z, y, z] and
ft= (2 + 2?yw + 2"t = (2t'/3) + (xt*/3)2ywt'/? + 2™t
has coefficients ywt'/?, and z"t. Thus the split form of the coefficient ideal :
Copys(a® + 22yw + 2"t = Ox [(at? ) ywt/3 271

x

is generated by (2t'/3)™* and the coefficients ywt/3, 2"t.
Note that the standard form of the coefficient ideal is more complicated, though
still easily computable in this case:

Copys ({E3 + :zzzyw + Zn)t = Ox[(It1/3)Int, ft, Dy (ft), chtl/g (ft)] =
= (’)X[(xtl/g)h’t, (2% + 2?yw + 2™)t, (322 + 2:Eyw)t2/3, ywtl/g],
3.5.10. Coefficient ideals and admissibility.
Lemma 3.5.11. Let R = Ox|[f;t%] be the Rees algebra on X. The following
conditions are equivalent in a neighborhood of p € X.
(1) RC A™ = Ox[z tt/or, ... Tt/ ox]iot,
(2) Cfltl/al (R) CA=0x [fltl/al, e ,l'_ktl/ak]lnt
(3) Copprron (R) 1 © Al = On[Toyut!/ 2, Tt/ ox ]
Proof. We can pass to the completion 0 x.,p, and replace T; with Z;p7, so that Dz,
split and are compatible with A. Then C ;1/a, (R) is obtained from R by applying
Dz 174, Note that Dz, splits, it is compatible with T; 5 in Ex,p.
(1) = (2) by Lemma 3.4.3, the operator Dy ;1/., preserves both sides of the
inclusion in (1) giving (2).
(2) = (3) The assertion in (3) follows from (2) simply by taking the restriction.
(3) = (1) By Lemma 3.5.6, C; 41/, (R) D R can be written in the split form

Cﬁtl/al (R) = OX[(ftl/al )Int, Ciltl/al ((R)\H] C Ox [fltl/al, . ,.’L'_ktl/ak]lm.
&
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3.5.12. Nested Rees algebras. The following definition is motivated by the construc-
tion of the coefficient ideal.

Definition 3.5.13. Given a partial system 1, ..., T, of local parameters compat-
ible with E. Let

Ry, = @ Raju, t"
be the restriction of R to Hy := V(T1,...,Tk), for k < n, and let
O<ar<as...<ag

be a sequence of rational numbers.
We say that the Rees algebra R is strictly nested at Hy, if Hi C X splits and

R = Ox[(fltl/al, e ,Tktl/ak)lnt, R|Hk]'
We say that the Rees algebra R is nested at Hj, if it contains subalgebra

OX [:Eltl/al, ce ,Iktl/ak]lnt
and such that 6X,p - R is strictly nested at Hy:
Oxyp - R= Ox [(@at /™, Tt /o) Ry,

The order ord,(R|y,) will be called the nested order of R at Hj, and p.
Using this terminology one can rephrase the Lemma 3.5.6 we get

Lemma 3.5.14. The coefficient ideal C=;1/a, (R) is nested at H =V (T).
Moreover, if (H, Dz) splits in Ox then Czui/a, (R) is strictly nested at H :

Cap1/an (R) =Ox [(ftl/al)lmv Cap1/an (R)IH]

In particular we can always write
6X7p - Cgp1/a1 (R) = 6X,p[(ftl/al)lmu Cai/m (R)\H]

3.5.15. Nested coefficient ideals. The definition of the coefficient ideal can be ex-
tended to the setting of nested Rees algebras.

Definition 3.5.16. Let Z1,...,T, be a local system of local coordinates. Let
R = Ox[(fltl/al, - ,Ektl/ak)lm, fjtbj]jzl)m)s
be the Rees algebra nested at Hy, = V(T1,...,Tx). Assume agy1 > ap > ... > a.

Then we shall call the coefficient ideal ka+lt1/ak+1 (R) at Tpy 1t/ %+ nested for R
at Hp = V(Tl, e ,fl).

Lemma 3.5.17. With the above notation the nested coefficient ideal of R at Tp 41t/ @+1,
with respect to Hy can be written as

C. Lagta (R) =

T4t
=Ox [(ant! ) D2 L (), ol ks < bj)

xr
The subsequent statement is a straightforward extension of Lemma 3.5.7:
Lemma 3.5.18. Let R be a Rees algebra nested at Hy, = V(T1,...,Tkr1). The
nested coefficient ideal C’Ekﬂtl/ak+1 (R) at Ty 1t/ *+1 is a nested Rees algebra at
Hypr =V(Z1,..., Try1).
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Proof. By the assumption
Oxyp R=Oxp|@t" ", .. Tt/ ) Ry |
Then by the above
Oxp- o prenes (R) = Oxp[@t"/ TtV o)™ Oy (R,
is also nested in Hy. On the other hand, by Lemma 3.5.7, C_ = 1/, (Rim,) is
nested in Hy,1 on Hy. Consequently C’Tk“tl/a,c+1 (R) is nested on X at Hp1q1. o

3.5.19. Nested coefficient ideals in the split form. We can adapt Lemma 3.5.6 to
strictly nested Rees algebras: Let Ty, ...,T, be a system of local coordinates com-
patible with E at p. Let

R= OX[(Tltl/alv s 7Ekt1/ak)lnt7 fjtbj]j:L...,s
be a Rees algebra nested at Hy = V(Ty,...,Ty), for K+ 1 <n. Then
@X,p "R = @X,p[@ltl/alv o Tt )t fj\Hktbj]j:L...,s

with fj g, € On,. Moreover (241, Dz, ,,) splits in Spec((/’)\x,p) and we can write
each generator f; g, t% as

b = T bj = b;— _
fj'Hkt = Z Cjaxgﬂf i = Z (Cjat j \a|/ak+1)x2¢+1t\a|/ak+1
la|<aak4q la|<aaki1
modulo the ideal
Ox p((@is1)*t™ | |a| > bjaps1) C Ox pl@at!/ ™, .. Tt/ o],
where ¢jo = ¢ja(Trt2,---,Tn) € Onyy, C (5X7p. Thus we obtain the result:

Lemma 3.5.20. With the above assumptions and notations the completion of the
nested coefficient ideal with respect to Tyt “*+1 is equal to:

Oxp-Co /o (R) = Ox (@t gt/ oyt ¢ e (R)u] =

Tp4at Trgat
%) . t1/a = 1/a Int bi—|al/a
= OX;P[(‘Tlt / L Tt / k+1) ) Cjal™? e/ AR |a| < bjak-i-l]
with Cja = Cja(fk+2, . ,fn) S OH,CJFI C OX,;D-

&

3.5.21. Strictly nested coefficient ideals in the split form. The result can be stated
for the strictly nested Rees algebras in view of Lemma 3.3.4.

Lemma 3.5.22. Let Ty,...,T, be a complete coordinate system. Let
R = Ox[(fltl/al, - ,Ektl/ak)lm, fjtbj]jzl)m)s

be a Rees algebra nested at Hy = V(T1,...,Tk), for k < n — 1, where f; €
On, C Ox. Assume that Hyp1w C X splits. Then upon the coordinate change
T1ye s Ths Thl|Hps - - -5 Tn|Hy s Dayyr = Opppy splits in Ox and the coefficient ideal
C 1apy, (R) is strictly nested at Hy1 and admits the split form

T4t

st/ (R) = Ox (@t TtV o) o tbimlol/ e o] < bjag ]

with Cja :Cja(TkJrQ,...,fn) S OH,C+1 C Ox. &
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Example 3.5.23. Let
R = Ox[(@t'*)™, (47 + y15 + y3)1]
be a Rees algebra strictly nested at Hy = V(x). The subvariety Ho = V(z,41)
splits in X = Spec(K [z, y1, y2,y3]) and D,, splits on Hy (so D,, vanishes on Og, =
Kly1,y3] C K[z, y1,v2,y3]). Then the generator (y; + y1y§ + y%) can be written in
the coefficient form with respect yot'/®:
(U3 + 9198 + y3) = (at"/?)® + (at/®)ySt*/® + i),
with the coefficients c,: = yS$t*/5 ¢y = yit. Consequently the nested coefficient
ideal with respect to yt'/? is equal to:
CyrsOx [(@t' )™ (yF + yr1ys +yi)t] = Ox[(at"/>, yt' /o)™ 541/, yit]
is generated by (:Ctl/3,yt1/5)1“t, and ,y§t4/5 and ylt.

As an immediate corollary from Lemma 3.5.11, by considering the restriction
Ry g, we obtain its extension:

Lemma 3.5.24. Let R be the Rees algebra on X nested at Hy, so that
5x)pR = 6x)p[($1t1/a1, e ,.I'ktl/ak)lm, R\Hk]-
The following conditions are equivalent.

(1) RC A= Ox[Eitt/a, ... ztt/on]int,
(2) ka+1t1/ak+l (R) c Ox [fltl/al, .. ,ﬁtl/a"]lm

Proof. Passing to the completion O x,p We may assume that R is strictly nested.
Moreover, by replacing Tyt by Tyq2m,,, We can assume that D is compatible
with A. Let R := R|y,. Observe that

C a4y (RI) = (C

Try1t Trt1t

tl/ak+2, tl/an]lnt'

1/ag41 (R)|Hk+1 C OHk+1 [EkJrQ\HkJA s 75"\Hk+1

k1t

Tht1

1/ap41 (R))lHk

By Lemma 3.5.11, we have the equivalent conditions for R’. On the other hand,
since R is strictly nested the condition

R C Ox [fltl/al, C ,ﬂtl/a"]lnt
is equivalent to
R/ = R|Hk C OX [fk+1‘Hktl/ak+l, e ,fn‘Hktl/an]Int.

Thus the result from Lemma 3.5.11. &
3.6. Maximal contact.

3.6.1. Cotangent ideal of Rees algebra. From now on until the end of Chapter 3.7
we shall assume that the characteristic of the base field K is zero.

First, recall that given an ideal Z on smooth variety X, and a positive integer a,
the set of points where ord,(Z) > a is described as V(D" (Z)), where D" (Z)
is the ideal generated by all the derivatives Dzo(f), where f € Z and 0 < |a] <
a — 1. If the order of Z is a at a point then the order D5* ' (Z) is equal to 1
and thus it contains a local parameter u, called a mazimal contact, such that V (u)
contains V(D5* (Z)). In such a case we shall call the ideal TV/*(Z) := D" ' (Z)

cotangent. The maximal contact plays a critical role in the classical Hironaka
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resolution algorithm. It allows for the inductive reduction of the process to the
hypersurface of maximal contact.

In our context, the meaning of the maximal contact is different. It is simply
the coordinate in the gradation t'/%' occurring a some presentation of a maximal

R-admissible center A = Ox[Z1tY/%, ... T}t'/%] for any Rees algebra R
Consider the admissibility condition
R C .Alm = Ox[fltl/al, C ,fktl/ak]lm.

The idea of the cotangent ideal T/ (R) is to gather the elements occurring in
gradation t'/91 obtained by applying differential operators DZ,,,., to the generators
of R, for T being a complete system of coordinates. The differential operators

D2.,,., preserve the right side of the admissibility condition (See Lemma 3.4.3).

Then the ideal T/%1 (R) is necessarily contained in the gradation .Allr}tal . Conversely

by the maximal admissibility condition 71/%1 (R)t!/** contains all the coordinates in

Z1tY/* up to the higher order terms of the gradation Alf}tal. So, by the Replacement

Lemma 3.1.29, we can assume that the 7'/ (R) contains Z;t'/%1. This way we
will determine Z;t'/%1- part of the center A on the right side of the inclusion with
7, € TV which would be called a mazimal contact at a point. A similar idea was
used in the first version of [ATW19] to interpret the algebra of the center.
Consequently T/%1 (R) generalizes ’D)S(‘“*l(I) for the ideal Z of order a at p. In
particular, if 7t € A = Ox[Z1t"/*, ..., Tpt'/% ]t then by Lemma 3.4.3,

t=(@ Ve pgm—(7) = DTN C Ox[mat L mt/ .

Thus DX~ H(Z) C A, .

Definition 3.6.2. Given a Rees algebra R = Ox|[f;t%];=1
open affine subset U of X, and a rational number a; > 0.

s = @ R,t* on an

.....

TV (R)= Y OxDa(fy) S TV“(R):= Y OxDa(f;)C
lal=bya;—1 la|<bjar
c 7<Ya(R) = Z OxDza (f;)-
\a|§bja1

Remark 3.6.3. As the ideal T%/%(R) is in the gradation t'/%1 it can be written
in the graded form

TV Ry = Do, ().

\a|:b]‘a171

Remark 3.6.4. The definition intentionally uses a specific representation of Rees
algebras for the purpose of streamlining computations. The uniqueness of the center
obtained during the resolution process in Section 3.7.1 is automatic and unaffected
by any choices made.

The set of generators for R can be chosen arbitrarily, and we have the option to
select the entire set of homogeneous elements of R as generators instead.

In the following examples, when we refer to D% (Z) C DX'(Z), as the ideal
generated by all the derivatives Dzo(f;), where f; € Z are generators of Z, and
|a| = i. This ideal is consistent with the definition of T/ (R).
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Example 3.6.5. Let a; = 3 = ordg(R), where R = Ox/|[(z® + y* + 2°)t].
TR (R)E? = Ox[DX (2 +y* + 2°)t'/°] = Ox[(w, %, 2°)t"/7]
Example 3.6.6. a; = 3 = ordy(R), where
R = Ox([(2® + y* + 2°)t, (w?a* + 27)t%, (v + x22)t?/3 witd/4]
Then
TV3(R)E® = (D3 (s + y* + 2°), D (w?a +07), D (v* + 222)#/3 =
= (JI, w, v, y27 22)t1/37
with local paremeters z,w,v in gradation t'/3. The element wzft3/ 4 is of higher
order 4 > 3. It is thus ignored as ba; = 3/4-3 = 9/4 is not integral. It will not
contribute to the set of local parameters of gradation ¢'/3. Corresponding local
parameter is wit'/* is of order 4.
On the other hand the ideal T<'/3(R) = (z,w,v,y?, 2%, w;) is generated by
TY3(R), and D?(w}) ~ wy, for the derivation order 2 < ba; = 9/4. The element

wy is however, in gradation t'/%. The ideal T<'/3(R) is used only in the context of
Lemma 3.6.9.

In a more general context, we can state the following:
Lemma 3.6.7. Let us assume that ord,(R) = a1. Then
TV (R) +m2 = Cy/q, +m?

where Cl/altl/al is the gradation of the algebra

Citl/al = @ C,t°,
generated by all the elements D2, (ft*), where f € R,, and |a| < aai. In
particular, TY % (R) + mf) is independent of the choice of generators. &

3.6.8. Singular locus, and the cotangent ideal. The following lemma extends the
analogous result for the ideals.

Lemma 3.6.9. (1) suppord(R,> a1) := {g € U | ordy(R) > a1} = V(T="/*
(2) suppord(R,> a1) :={q € U | ordy(R) > a1} = V(T<1/‘“ (R)).

Proof. (1)ordy(R) > aq if and only if ord,(f;) > bjaq for any j iff all Dze(f;) vanish
at ¢ for |o| < bjas. (2) The reasoning is similar. &

(R))-

3.6.10. Maximal contact of Rees algebra. The concept of hypersurfaces of mazimal
contact was initially introduced by Hironaka, Abhyankhar, and Giraud, and further
developed in the works of Bierstone-Milman, Villamayor, and others. In the case
where 7 is an ideal of order a;, and no divisors are present a maximal contact is
defined as a local parameter u € TY/*(T) = D% *(Z) € D3* '(Z). Tts zero locus
V(u) includes the set V(D)S(G_I(I)), which consists of the equimultiple locus of all
points where ord,(Z) = a.

Our definition of maximal contact is intended for Rees algebras. From our per-
spective, a maximal contact refers to a partial coordinate system 7, found in ¢'/%1-
gradation of a maximal R-admissible center

A=0x [Tltl/al, c.. ,fktl/ak]im
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at a point p. It can be characterized using Corollary 3.6.20. This definition a priori
does not need the property that V(Z1) contains the equimultiple locus and thus
can be used in a nonzero characteristic. (See for instance Example 4.5.4)

The definition is straightforward when no divisors are present. In such cases,
"maximal contact” refers to a maximal partial set of coordinates contained in
T'/%1(R). However, in general, maximal contact at a point p is a partial set of
coordinates that is compatible with an SNC divisor, consisting of free coordinates
in T/ (R) along with the divisorial coordinates contained in 7/ (R) + m%, thus
tangential to T/ (R).

The concept is specifically designed to enhance the efficiency of computations
by eliminating unnecessary steps. Unlike in the standard approach, the notion
incorporates multiple maximal contact coordinates simultaneously, which simplifies
the representation of the main invariant and significantly aids in its computation.
The idea of utilizing multiple maximal contacts is well-known among experts and
is commonly employed in practical implementations for its effectiveness.

Definition 3.6.11. Given a Rees algebra R on X and a rational number a; > 0.
By a partial mazimal contact of (R,a1) on an open affine subset U we mean a
partial system of coordinates on U compatible with E:

T=(T1yey Ty Tsily ey Ty,
such that
(1) Ifi < sthena; € T'/* (R)(U) and z; is free on U. In particular z2-(T"/** R)
Ov.

(2) If s+1<i<r, then V(z;) € E, and 52 (T"/" R) = Oy,

;
If p € V(Z), and ord,(R) = a1, and the conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied in a
neighborhood of a point p then T is a partial maximal contact of R at p.
If additionally %(Tl/‘“R) # Ox at p for j > r, where (x1,...,x,) is a local
system of parameters extending (x1, ..., x,) then we say that T is a mazimal contact
of R at p.

We shall associate partial maximal contact with respect to (R, a) gradation tl/m
and write it in the graded form Tt/

Lemma 3.6.12. Let T,t'/% be a mazximal contact for R at p, with ord,(R) = a;.
Then it is a partial mazimal contact for (R,a1) in a certain neighborhood U of

p- L)
Proof. Let us consider an open neighborhood where the conditions (1) and (2) of
Definition 3.6.11 are met. &

Remark 3.6.13. Note that a partial maximal contact on U exist if a1 is an integer
such that ord,(R) < ay for all p € U. More specifically we have:

Lemma 3.6.14. If T is a partial mazimal contact of (R,a1) on U, then ordy(R) <
ay for any q € U.

Proof. Tt follows from the definition of the partial maximal contact that Dx (T/** R)
Oy. As a consequence, for every point ¢ in U, there exists Dz« (f;) that is invertible
at q, where f;t% is a generator of R and |a| = b;a;.

&
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Example 3.6.15. Let
R = Ox|[(z® +v° + 2N)t, (v w?)t?]

where a1 = 3 = ordy(R), as in Example 3.6.6.
Then TV3(R)t'/3 = (2,9°, 2%, v, w)t'/?, and the maximal contact at 0 is given
by (z,v,w)t'/? in gradation t'/3. Tt is a partial maximal contact for (R,3) on X.

Lemma 3.6.16. (1) A mazimal contact of R at p € X ewists.
(2) Any partial mazimal contact of R at p can be extended to a mazimal contact
of R at p.

(3) The image of a mazimal contact T at p in mp/mf, is determined uniquely.
It is the smallest subspace compatible with E, containing the image of
T,'" (R).

(4) The divisorial coordinates in the maximal contact T at p are uniquely de-
termined and do not depend upon the maximal contact.

Proof. According to the definition, for a given a, we have ord,(R,) = aa;. Conse-
quently, D*~Y(R,) C TV* R, and ord,(D**~*(R,)) = ord,(T*/* R) = 1.

Let Zg,, denote the ideal generated by the divisorial coordinates in E, (i.e., in
E passing through p). Consider the image

T"R:=(TY"R+1Tp, + mz)/(IE,p + mﬁ)

of TV R in my/(Zgp+m2). Its basis is determined by a partial system of local free

parameters x1,...,7rs € TY%(R). Then we can extend it to a partial coordinate
system

T = (X1, ey Ty Tsply .-y Tp),

where x;, for ¢ > s + 1 are divisorial at p with the smallest image in mp/mf,

containing the image of T/ (R). Consequently, for any divisorial x;, there exists

an element v = > ¢;w; € T/ 4 mf, with ¢; # 0 at p, and all z; are divisorial.
Furthermore, T precisely represents a maximal contact of R at p. Conversely,

any maximal contact of R at p can be constructed in this manner.

. . . ol .ol
If T is any partial maximal contact, its image in T’ /alR can be extended to form

a basis for Tl/alR. This allows us to extend the free part of T to a maximal contact
2/. We need to show that z’ contains the entirety of Z.

If z; € T is a divisorial coordinate, according to the previous discussion, D, (v) #
0, where v € TY%(R) and v = Y a;x;, (mod m2), with z; all being divisorial
coordinates that include x;. As the image of the maximal contact 2/ in m,/ mf,
necessarily includes the image of v, it also contains the images of all z; with a; # 0,
including the coordinate z;. Hence, T C 2.

In conclusion, the divisorial coordinates are precisely those that appear in the
presentation of some v € T/ (R), where v = 3" a;z;, (mod m2), with all z; being
divisorial. Therefore, the divisorial coordinates are uniquely determined.

&

Lemma 3.6.17. Let R ¢ A™ = Ox|[(Zit"/, ..., Tt /)™ at a point p € X
such that a1 = ord,(R). Then upon the change of the coordinate representation of
A, Ty contains a mazximal contact T of R at p.
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Proof. According to Lemma 3.4.3, the operators t~1*//41D . in the definition of
T'/%1(R) preserve A™. Therefore, we have the following inclusion:

R C .Alm = Ox[(fltl/al, S ,fktl/ak]lm

implies that T/ (R)t'/* c A™. Consider the free part (z1,...,z,) of the maxi-
mal contact T in T/%(R). According to Lemma 3.1.29, we can assume that

(xh tt IT)tl/al g Eltl/a1 g AIll}talv

after a coordinate change. Since a; > ap for ¢ > 2 the image of T; in mp/mg is
the same as the image of All‘}tal in my/m? and includes the image of TV (R). By
Lemma 3.6.16, it also includes the image of the maximal contact T of R. Moreover,
T is compatible with the divisorial structure, indicating that it must also contain
the divisorial part of the maximal contact itself. Therefore, T, O T.

&

Definition 3.6.18. To a partial maximal contact T = (z1,...,2,) of R on U, we
can associate the invariant

invl(z) = (1,...,1,14,...14),

where the 1’s correspond to the free maximal coordinates in T, and the 1, ’s corre-
spond to the coordinates in T that define the divisors on U.

Lemma 3.6.19. Given a Rees algebra R of order a1 at p € X with a mazimal
contact T of R at p. Then

(1) inV;(R) = a1inv(T).

(2) R C Ox[@t/* gtt/e2]  for some as > a1, and a coordinate system (T,7)
at p compatible with E.

(3) If % is a partial mazimal contact for (R,a1) on U then inv,(R) < a1inv(Z).

Proof. (1) and (2). If R C Ox[(@1t"/*,...,Z,t'/%]) at p, where a; = ord,(R),
then according to Lemma 3.6.17, T; contains a maximal contact of R after a coor-
dinate change. Therefore, based on Definition 3.6.18, we have invllj(R) < aqinv(T).

Moreover, note that since ord,(R) > a1, we have ord,(Cz1/e, R) > a1 and
ordy(Czp1/ay R)jg > a1. Suppose the latter order is equal to a;. Then, since
Cyi1/a1 (R) 5 s generated by the coefficients as shown in Lemma 3.5.5, there exists

a generator
ft* =" caTt" € Rot"
of R, with ¢, = ¢ (), for the corresponding system of local parameters (T,7),
such that ord,(ca) = ai1a — |a| for some o. Moreover, for some 8 with || =
ord,(ca) = aia — |af, the derivative Dys(ca) = Do o (cq) is invertible. Con-
S
sequently, Dgs Do (f) is invertible, and we have D o1 o Dae (f) € TV (R).
: Y1 oYy

Thus, D,, (T (R)) is invertible, contradicting the condition of maximal contact
at a point as defined in Definition 3.6.11.

This implies that ord,(Cyi/e; R)|H = a2 > a1. By Lemma 3.1.24, this further
implies that Czp/a g R € O [yt'/e2]t Hence, based on Lemma 3.5.11,

R C Ox[mt!/@ gtt/e]i,

which yields,by Lemma 3.1.21, that inv}o(R) > a1inv(T), resulting in equality.
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(3) If T represents a partial maximal contact on U, then for any point p € U,
either ord,(A) < a1 or ord,(A) = a1. According to Lemma 3.6.17, in the latter
case, T can be extended to a maximal contact 2/. Thus, we obtain the following:

inV;(R) = a1inv(2') < a1inv (7).

&

Corollary 3.6.20. Let T be a maximal contact of R at p. Let
A= Ox[(fltl/al, e ,Tktl/ak]int

be a mazximal R-admissible center at a point p € X. Then upon the change of the
coordinate representation of A, Ty = T is the maximal contact of R at p.

Proof. According to Lemma 3.6.17, T; contains T after the coordinate change. Fur-
thermore, based on Definition 3.6.18 and Lemma 3.6.19(1), we have

invllj(R) = a1(inv(Z1)) = a1 (inv(T)).
This implies the equality T; = 7. &
3.6.21. Support of the invariant. Let
suppinv! (R, b1) := {p € X | invzl,(R) =b}

The following lemma highlights a fundamental property of maximal contact within
our context:

Lemma 3.6.22. Let T be a partial mazimal contact of (R,a1) on U, and set by :=
a1inv(T). Then we have

suppinv' (R, b1) C V(7).

Proof. Let’s denote T = (x1,...,%p, Try1,...,Ts), where z; are free on U for 1 <
¢ < r and divisorial for r + 1 < i < s. Counsider ¢ € U \ V(x;), where z; € T is a
free coordinate.

In this case, we have z; € T'/%(R) = Ox, and D% ~1(f;) is invertible for some
generator f;t% € Ry, . Tt follows that

Ol“dq(fjtbj) < (albj — 1)/1)] < ai,

which implies ordg(R) < a1. Therefore, we have inv}l (R) < by.

Consider ¢ € V(x1, ...,z )NUNV(x;), where x1, ..., x, are free coordinates, and
x; with i > r is a divisorial coordinate on U. Additionally, we have D,, (T (R)) =
Ox, which implies that z; is a free coordinate at ¢ since ¢ € V(z;). Furthermore, for

a certain local parameter u € T/ (R), we have D,,(u) invertible. Consequently,

w is linearly independent from z1,...,z, as well as from the other divisorial coor-
dinates at q.
As a result, in a partial maximal contact (x1,...,2,,u) of R at ¢, there are at

least r 4 1 free coordinates. According to Lemma 3.6.19(3), this implies that
invy (R) < arinvy(a1, ..., 2, u) < by = a1inv(2).

In this context, it is worth noting that the (r 4+ 1)-th component of
arinvy(x1, ..., @, w) is a1, while for by = aqinv(Z), it is a14.
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Example 3.6.23. Consider the ideal Z = (22 + 22) C K|[z1, 72], where 71 is a free
coordinate and x5 is a divisorial coordinate. Then

THIt) = (23 + 22)t

At the point 0, (x2) represents a maximal contact, while on the scheme X =
Spec(K[x1, z2]), (x2) corresponds to a partial maximal contact. Thus, we obtain
the following:

invy(Zt) = inv'(z2) = (1) and

suppinv' (Zt, (11)) C V(x2).

When calculating the invariant inv}o(It) away from the origin, such as at p €
V(Z) \ 0, the coordinate x| := 9 + 27 is free. Therefore, (2}, € T%(Zt)) represents
a maximal contact at p, which yields the following:

inv, (Zt) = inv'(z}) = (1) < (14).

Consequently, the invariant drops in a neighborhood of 0.
This example illustrates the concept of assigning heavier weights: 1 > 1, to the
divisorial coordinates.

Lemma 3.6.24. Let T = (z1,...,x,) be a partial mazimal contact for (R,a1) on
an open subset U. Then

(1) suppinv!(R,by) C V(T<Y*(R)) NV (T).

(2) T is a partial maximal contact at all points ¢ € V(TS (R)) NV (T) for
which ordg(R) = a;.

(3) suppinv? (R, b1) = V(T<Y(R)NV(Z)NV Dy, ,.....0n (TY ' R))) is closed
onU.

(4) T is a mazimal contact for the points in suppinv' (R, by).

Proof. (1) and (2) Based on Lemmas 3.6.22 and 3.6.9, we have
suppinv? (R, b)) C V(T<Y*(R)) NV (Z).

Furthermore, according to Lemma 3.6.14, for points ¢ € V(T<'%(R)) NV (%), we
have ord,(R) < a1, and by Definition 3.6.11, T represents a partial maximal contact
at ¢ as long as ord,(R) = a.

(3) and (4). Let’s assume that D, (T (R)) = Ox at ¢ € V(T<Y%(R))NV (T)
for some 5 > 7.

If z; is a divisorial coordinate, then (T, z;) represents a partial maximal contact
at ¢, and according to Lemma 3.6.19, we have inv,(R) < a1inv(Z, ;) < b;.

If z; is a free coordinate at g, there exists a free local parameter u € T/ (R)
such that D, (u) is invertible. In this case, (z1,...,%,,u) represents a partial
maximal contact at ¢, and we have inv,(R) < a;inv(Z,z;) < bs.

Conversely, if ¢ € V(TSY(R)NV(T) NV (Dy, ,,,....0r (T R)), then the con-
dition (3) of Definition 3.6.11 is satisfied, and T represents a maximal contact at gq.

According to Lemma 3.6.19, we have inv}z (R) = a1(inv(T)).

&
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3.6.25. Maximal contact for nested ideals. We can directly extend the definition of
maximal contact to nested Rees algebras. Consider a coordinate system 71,...,7,
of local parameters that is compatible with E. Let

R = Ox[(ilfltl/al, . ,Ccktl/ak)lm, fjtbj]jzl

yeeesS

be a Rees algebra nested at Hy := V/(Zy1, ..., T}), with the nested order ord, (R|x, ) =
ap+1. The nested cotangent ideal Tl/ak“( ) of R can be defined as follows:

T;I{:Hl (R) pp— Z OXngH) - (fj)

\a|:bjak+1—1

in t1/ex+1- gradation. Its restriction Tl/a’““(R)|Hk defines the cotangent ideal of
Ryp, on Hj. Consequently we define a nested mazimal contact for R at H; given
by a partial system of coordinates

Tht1 = (Thi1,15 - Thtlys) Thplstls - - s Thtl,r))
on X, with free coordinates xx111,...,Zp+1,s € Ta"+1 (R), and divisorial
Tht 1,541 - - - » Th-1,7 SUuch that its restrlctlon Tt 1| H), 1s a maximal contact for Ry, -

Corollary 3.6.26. Let
R = Ox[(,fltl/al, e ,l'ktl/ak)lm, fjtbj]jzl

I
be a Rees algebra nested at Hy, := V (T1,...,Tk), and assume that
A= Ox [zt n, .. Tttt on]mt,
with n > k, is a mazimal R- admissible center at p € X so that
RC A= Ox|[(@ 1tV ... ztt/ o]t

Then the nested order ord,(R|p,) = apy1. Let T be a nested mazimal contact of R
at p and Hy,. Then upon the change of the coordinate representation of A, Tp41 =T
is the maximal contact of R at p.

Proof. Given that R is nested at Hy, it can be expressed in the split form in 6X,p
as:

Oxp - R=Oxpl(mat/™, . apt/ )™ Ry, |
Consequently,

— = 1/ak+1 = 1 int
A|Hk = OH[:T]CJ’,I‘Hkt /e ye s Tn|H,L /a”]m

serves as a maximal admissible center for R|y, . By applying Lemma 3.1.24, we can
observe that ord, (R g, ) = ax. According to Lemma 3.1.29, the free coordinates in
T are a part of T4 after a coordinate change. Moreover, since T|m, represents a
maximal contact for Rz, , we can deduce from Lemma 3.6.16(4) that Ty, 5, and
Z|u, share the same divisorial coordinates. Consequently, we obtain the equality
Tk+1 = T.

&

3.7. Effective algorithm.
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3.7.1. The algorithm. Consider an arbitrary Rees algebra R on a smooth variety X.
In particular case, if an ideal Z is given we consider the Rees algebra R = Ox|[Zt].
We shall construct a maximal A-admissible center R at a given point p € X.
Assume, at first that the Rees center

A= Ox[(ilfltl/al, cen ,xktl/ak]int,

which is maximal admissible at the point p € X for R on X exists. We shall use A
only as the reference for our construction. All the operations are done for R without
using or modifying the algebra A. We will however modify the presentation of A
so it will be compatible with the presentations of modifications of R.

The procedure is recursive and we put R = R;. Assume that the center A is
maximal admissible R, so that

R= R C A:=Ox[mt"/™, .. gt/ o],

Using Lemma 3.1.24, we see that ord,(R;) = a;. Let 7} C T/ (R;) be a maximal
contact at p € X, and put Hy := V(7).

By Lemma 3.6.20, one can change the presentation of the algebra A so that
T1 = T} is a maximal contact. This modification does not affect the algebra A on
the right, but only changes its presentation.

Let Ry := Cg /0, (R1) be the coefficient ideal with respect to the maximal

contact T1. By Lemma 3.5.7, Ry is nested at Hy := V(T;), and can be written in
Ox p in the split form

OxpRo = Ox [Tt/ )™, Royr,] = Ox p (@t )™, O 1/ar (1), ]

x

Furthermore, according to Lemma 3.5.24, the same center A remains maximal
admissible for Ry = C 4174, (R1).

T1
This recursive procedure can be summarized as follows. Let R;, for ¢ > 2, be the

algebra nested at H;_1 = V(Z1,...,T;—1) such that
OxpRi = Ox p[@t"/ ™, T gt/ )™ Ryy, ] C
- 6)()1)./4 = 6){71)[51151/&1, . ,Ektl/a"]lm,

where A is a maximal admissible center for R;. According to Lemma 3.6.26, we
have ord,(R;) = a;. We find a nested maximal contact 7, for R; at H;—1 and p.
Using Lemma 3.6.26 we can modify the coordinates T;, ..., Ty in the presentation
of A and assume that the maximal contact #/; = F; occurs in the presentation of
A. Consequently, by Lemma 3.5.24,

Rig1 = Cy /e (Ri) C A™ = Ox[(@t"/ 1, ... Tt/ o],

where A on the right represents a maximal admissible center for R;; 1. Furthermore,
by Lemma 3.5.18, R;11 is nested at H; = V(Z1,...,7;), and can be written in Ox ,
as

Oxp - Rip1 = Ox @t/ Tt )™ Ry yp,] =

=Ox @it ™, .zt ) Co (R ),

We continue the procedure until we reach Ry1 which is nested at Hy, = V (T4, . .., Tk),

such that Ry 1, = 0. Finally

Rpy1 = Ox [Fat"/ ™, Zpt!/ o]0 = A
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with the extended Rees algebra
A = Oy [t~V wra gogt/a gt/ ok
where wg 4 = lem(aq, ..., ar, wr).

3.7.2. Uniqueness. Throughout this process, we do not alter the algebra A =
Ox[zitY o, ... Zpt']™. However, we do modify the coordinates within A, which
gradually transform into maximal contacts for the nested Rees algebra on the left.

This demonstrates that the procedure, which is independent of A, results in a
unique, predetermined center A4 that is maximal admissible for R at p.

3.7.3. FEuxistence.

Proposition 3.7.4. (see also [ATW17, Theorem 5.3.1] (in the language of Q-
ideals)), ). For any Rees algebra R on a smooth variety X over K with a SNC
divisor E, and for any point p € X there exists a uniquely determined Rees center

A= Ox[fltl/al, . ,Tktl]im

which is a mazximal admissible for R at p.
Moreover At = Ry41 is obtained by the recursive procedure Ry = R, and
Riy1 = Cy 170, (R;) independent of A, where
(1) R; is nested at H;—1 :=V(Ty,...,Ti—1), fori—1=1,...,k, and Hy := X.
(2) a;i = ordp(Rijp,_,)
(3) Ty is a mazimal contact for Ry, _, .
(4) inv,(R) = (a1inv(T1), . . ., apinv(Ty)).

Proof. The construction does not rely on the Rees center A on the right side of
the admissibility condition at any step. Moreover, the inductive process leads to
a Rees center A’ that is admissible for R at p. We obtain a sequence of nested
Rees algebras R; at H; 1 = V(T1,...,T;—1) such that ord,(R; g, ,) = a; and T; is
a maximal contact for R;g, ,. The final Rees center A" = }j’_ﬁl is an admissible
center for R.

Now, consider another admissible center

A" = Ox [t E e
for R at p. Suppose inv(A”) > inv(A’). We run the recursive procedure using
A" on the right side. By Lemma 3.1.24, we conclude that a; = af. Furthermore,
according to Lemma 3.6.17(2), after a coordinate change, T/ contains a maximal
contact F; such that inv'(Z;) > inv'(z}). Since inv(A”) > inv(A’), it follows that
inv'(z}) > inv’(Z;). Therefore, we have Zj = T;. We continue this process step
by step, demonstrating that a; = af and T/ = T; after a possible change in the
coordinate representation of A’. This shows that A” = A" = R is the maximal
admissible center for Z at p. &

3.7.5. The inductive principle. [ATW19],

Let R be a Rees algebra of order a; at p with a maximal contact Ty, and let H; :=
V(7). By Lemma 3.5.11, a center A = Ox/[Tit"/%, ... Tpt'/*]* is maximal
admissible for R if and only if Ay, = Opg, [EQ|H1t1/“2, - ,Ek‘Hltl/“k]im is maximal
admissible for Cz, (g) m, -

This leads to the following inductive formula, as stated in [ATW19]:

invy(R) = (invy,(R), invy(Ca, (R) ),
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3.7.6. Semicontinuity of canonical invariant. Local admissibility. The inductive
principle above ensures the semicontinuity of the invariant inv,, as in [ATW19].
We proceed with an induction on n = dim(X) and assume that the function p —
inv,(R) is upper semicontinuous for any Rees algebra R’ on any smooth variety H
of dimension n — 1. Let R be a Rees algebra on a smooth X of dimension n.

The condition inv,(R) > (b1, .., by) implies either invllj(R) > by, or invllj(R) =b
and inv,(Cz, g, (R)) = (b, ..., by). This description corresponds to a closed subset,
which follows from the semicontinuity of invzl, as established in Lemma 3.6.24, and
with the inductive assumption.

3.7.7. Duality of Rees centers. The Rees centers A possess a dual interpretation:
they serve as admissible centers with a dummy variable ¢, and they also represent
the extended algebras of the full cobordant blow-ups, where t~! serves as the intro-
duced coordinate on B. These two concepts are intimately connected and can be
described by identical formulas, up to rescaling. In order to prevent any confusion,
we will introduce a distinct variable ¢t specifically for the algebras on B, where the
differentiation between ¢ and tp becomes necessary.

3.7.8. Controlled transforms of ideals. [ATW19], Let Z be an ideal on regular X.
One writes Z-admissibility condition as:

Tt C A = Ox [t~ Vwa gt/on L gt/ o]

By employing the variable tp and applying rescaling, we can rewrite this inclu-
sion as follows:

I-t9* C Op = Ox[tg", Tty ..., Tpty] = Ox[t5", T, ..., T},
where z} 1= x;t":.

According to Lemma 2.5.1, the exceptional divisor on By can be expressed as
tg,l, which serves as a local parameter on B. Using this information, we can deduce
that the full transform Op-I is divisible by t ;*# since t*4-Op-Z = Op-t3*- T C Op.

Now, we introduce the concept of the controlled transform of the ideal Z, which

is defined as:
o) :==0p-ty* - I C B.

3.7.9. Strict transform of ideals. Recall that
B. =BVt H=XxG, =X

is trivial over X. By the strict transform o*(Z) of an ideal Z on X under a full
cobordant blow-up ¢ : B — X of A on X we mean the schematic closure of
(OB 'Ix)‘37 = 037 ~Ix. Thus

O'S(I) = {tafEOB | f e Op- Iy, aZO}.

Consequently, the strict transform of a closed subscheme Y of X is the schematic
closure Y* of Y X G, C B_ = X X G, in B. Tt is defined by Zys = 0%(Zy). This
implies that 0¢(Z) C 0*(Z), and thus inv(c“(Z)) > inv(c®(Z)) for any p € B.

Remark 3.7.10. Observe that for the cobordant blow-up o4 : By — X the in-
duced strict transform coincides with the standard definition ¢ (Z) as the schematic
closure on By of

Op i (xv(ay Tx~v) = (Op - D)ip,n5_-
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3.7.11. Controlled transforms of Rees algebras and double gradation. The relation-
ship between admissibility and the controlled transforms of ideals can be described
using the concept of double gradation. Let Z correspond to the gradation Zt in
the Rees algebra A7 = Ox[Zt]. We can assign a double gradation Op - T - tg*t
in the Rees algebra Op[Z - t5*t] on B, which can be interpreted as the controlled
transform denoted by

Uc(It) = (OB -t% I)t C OB[I tgAt]
under the gradation t. One can simply write it as
O'C(I) = (OB -t 'I) Cc Op

In a more general setting, suppose we have a Rees algebra R = @ R,t%, and A
is an R-admissible center. Then, we have the inclusion

R C A = Ox [t~V mtt/ o Tt/

where w is a multiple of wr 4. By rescaling A with tp +— t% and defining w; :=
w/a; € Z>p, we obtain the cobordant blow-up of A

B = Spec([t5", Tty ..., Tpt'y¥] = Spec Op[tg", Th, . . ., T,

where 2 := x;t}5'. By combining the gradations on both ¢ and ¢}, we can express
the admissibility of Rees algebras on B as follows:

P Rats " C Opltg't /" Tty e/ Et ] C
c Op[t=Yw et/ Lz e o],
Hence, the Rees algebra on B can be denoted as:
o°(R) := @((’)B - Ry - tH)tY,

and it will be referred to as the controlled transform of R.

3.7.12. Cobordant blow-ups and admissibility. Consequently, based on the previous
discussion, we can conclude that:

Lemma 3.7.13. If A" = Ox [t~/ 7t/ . Tt/ ] s admissible for R,
and o : B = Specy (Opltg", Titly, ..., Tit'y*]) is the full cobordant blow-up of A
then the Rees center on B:

AGT = 0 (A™) o= OtV Tty Tt o =
Oplt~Vv Ztt/a . Tt o]
is admissible for 0¢(R) = @ OpRat't". &

3.7.14. Derivations on cobordant blow-up. [ATW19],
Consider be the full cobordant blow-up

B = Specy (Ox [t , a1ty ..., apth] = X

of a center A" = Ox [t~/ xyt'/® ... xyt'/*]. The sheaf Dy of derivations on
X is a coherent Ox-module that is locally generated by the derivations D,,. Using
chain rule we can write derivations Dmé on B as Dmé =t5""D,,, and Dw/j = Dy;.
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This above formula can be extended using a double gradation principle: To ob-
tain the controlled transform, we associate the derivations t~/% D, in the graded
form with a double gradation with respect to ¢ and t}5.

e S e e e S 2

In a similar manner, we define the ”controlled transform” of ¢t~/ Dy to be the
subsheaf

O'C(til/alth) = til/aloBtéwltDX g til/al'DB

of the sheaf Dp of the derivations on B in gradation ¢t~'/%'. Note that the sheaf
Optz"" -Dx is generated by t;(wl_wi)téwlii = t;(wl_W)DIQ fori=1,...,kand
tp Dy, =t5"" Dy fori =k +1,...,n.

3.7.15. The order of the controlled transforms.

Lemma 3.7.16. [ATW19], Let 0 : B — X be a cobordant blow-up of R-admissible
center A" = Ox [tV z Y/ ... Fpt'/ %], where ord,(R) < ay for p € X. Then
ordy (6°(R)) < a1 forp’ € B.

Proof. Write R = OX[fjth']jzl ,,,,, s. If ord,(R) = a; then ordp(fjtbf) = bjaq
for some j. Thus there exists o, with |a| = bjai, such that D, f; is invertible.
Consequently

—bjw, _p; bjw b, cr_bial ,—b; c .
L ~Dye f = (857 1 Dy ) (it 5 19) € 0°(DE7%) (0% (f51%))
C D" 7 (0°(Re, )t") = D" (0°(Ry,)) = O,

which shows that ord,c®(R) < a;. &

3.7.17. Controlled transforms of cotangent ideal. Similarly we have

Lemma 3.7.18. [ATWI19], Let 0 : B — X be a cobordant blow-up of R =
Ox[f;t%]-admissible center A = Ox [tV Fytt/or . Fytt/ o). If TV (R) is
the cotangent ideal for R then

o (T (Rt ™) C TV (o°(R))t .
Proof. Let f;t% € Ry, and |a| = bja; — 1. Then
(Dae fj)tH 15" = 0°((Dae fj)11) = 0°(Dg /e, fit™) =
= 0°(D2,1/0, ) (0°(f51%) € DSt 1oV (6¢(Ry )% ) =
= D5 (0 (Ro, )t C (T (ot (R))i/

3.7.19. Controlled transforms of a partial mazimal contact.

Lemma 3.7.20. [ATWI19], Let 0 : B — X be a cobordant blow-up of R =
Ox|[f;t%]-admissible center A* = Ox [tV Ttt/or ... Typt'/o*].  Assume that
T1 = (21,...,2) is a partial maximal contact for (R,a1) on an open affine subset
U then o¢(Z1) is a partial maximal contact for o¢(R) on o~ 1(U).
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Proof. o°(T1) = (2,...,2.) is a local system of coordinates. So if #; € T'/*(R)N
7 is free then 2} = o°(x;) € TV (¢°(R)) N o°(F) is free. Thus condition (1) of
Definition 3.6.11 is satisfied.

If #; € 71 is divisorial, then using Lemma 3.7.18, we have
Op = Op - Dy (TV (R)) = 0°(D,,p1/er (T (R)E/1) =
= 0°(D, 1m0 )0 (T3 (R)LH ™) =
= t—l/alDwgac((Tl/al (R)tl/al) - Dm; (T1/a1 (0°(R))

and thus condition (2) of Lemma 3.6.11 is also satisfied.

3.7.21. Controlled transform of the coefficient ideal.
Lemma 3.7.22. (see also [ATW19]) Let ¢ : B — X be a cobordant blow-up

of R = Ox|f;tb]-admissible algebra A = Ox[Z1t'/ %, ... Tpt'/%] then 0°(R) =
Ogloc(f;t%)], and we have commutativity:

o°(Cg, /a1 (R)) = CT’ltl/al (c°(R)).

Proof. The assertion follows from the of the commutativity of the controlled trans-
forms with derivations:

0° (D3, 1/ (£i1°7)) = (D2 11/ N0 (f1)) = Dy 1/ (0°(f517))
in tl*l-gradation for |a| < bja;. &
3.7.23. Restriction of cobordant blow-up to a mazximal contact.

Lemma 3.7.24. [ATW19], If A% is admissible for R then A‘r]’? is admissible for
Ry and 0°(R)| g = o (R ), where H := V(Z1).
The restriction of the blow-up ox : B — X of A% to the strict transform
Hp =V (Z}) of H =V (T1) is the cobordant blow-up o : Hg — H of the restriction
ext' *
|H

3.7.25. The centers with maximal invariant.

Lemma 3.7.26. (see also [ATW19]) Let R be a Rees algebra, and A be a maximal
admissible center for R at a point p € X. Then there exists an open neighborhood
U of p such that

maxinvy (R) = inv,(R) = inv(A)
on U is attained at V(A).

Proof. Let T; be a maximal contact at p for R. Then, by Lemma 3.6.12, it is a
partial maximal contact on an open subset U of p. Thus by Lemma 3.6.19(3),

inv' (R) < 51 = alinv(fl).

In addition, by Lemma 3.6.24, the maximum maxinv'(R) = b; of the invariant
inv;(R), where ¢ € X, is attained at the closed subset suppinv'(R,b) € H; =
V(Z1), and 7; is a maximal contact along suppinv'(R,b;). Furthermore for the

points in suppinv! (R, b1), we have

invy(R) = (invzl)(R), inv, (Cy, 41700 (R)m,),
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Moreover A\p, is maximal admissible for R at p. It suffices to use induction
on dimension to find an open neighborhood U of p such that inv,(C; 170, (R)#,)
attains its maximal on V(Ajy,) = V(A) C H.

&

Proposition 3.7.27. , Let R = @ R, be a Rees algebra on a smooth variety X
over a field K such that R, # Ox for any a € A. There exists a unique center
A(R) = A such that

(1) The mazimum maxinv(R) = (b1,...,bx) of the invariant inv,(R), where
p € X, is attained at V(A).
(2) A= Ox[zit" /o, ... Tt/ ™) is a mazimal admissible center for R, with

inv(A) = (by,...,bx), where b; = a;inv(T;).

Proof. Lemma 3.7.26 implies that inv,(R) is upper semicontinuous, and admits
finitely many values. Consider the closed point set

S := suppinv(R, (b1,...,bx)) := {p € X | inv(R) = (b1,...,bx)},
where inv,(R), where p € X, attains its maximal value maxinv(R) = (b1, ..., by).
Then for any point p € S let A be a maximal admissible center for R at p. Then

V(A) = suppinv(R, (by, ..., b))

locally around p. Moreover, A is a unique maximal admissible center for R at
all points of V(A) in a neighborhood of p. Thus A glues to a unique maximal

admissible center for R along V(A) = suppinv(R, (by,...,b;)) as desired.
&

3.7.28. Cobordant blow-ups of the centers with mazximal invariant.

Proposition 3.7.29. (see also [ATW19]) Let R = @ R, be a Rees algebra on a
smooth variety X over a field K such that R, # Ox for any a € A. Let A= A(R)
be mazimal admissible center for R at V(A), and B — X be a full cobordant blow-
up of A°*. Then in a neighborhood of V (A) such that inv,(R) attains its mazimum
maxinv(c®(R)) = (b1, ...,bx) at V(A) we have
(1) The mazimum maxinv(c®(R)) = (by,...,bx) is attained at V(c°(A)) with
the invariant inv(c®(R)), and such that

o (AY) = Ot/ it/ gt

is maximal admissible center for o¢(R)

(2) maxinv(c®(R)) < (b1,...,b) on By = B~ V(0¢(A)).

Proof. We shall use induction on dimension of X. If dim(X) = 0 then A = R =
Ox = Ox|[0], p =X, and inv,(R) = () has no entries and thus corresponds to the
infinite sequence of co. Let p € V(A), and set ord,(A) = a;.

Consider a neighborhood U of p such that T; is a maximal contact on U at
p, and a partial maximal contact on U. Then, by Lemma 3.6.24, inv' attains its
maximum b; on suppinv'(R,b;) C V(F1). Moreover T; is a maximal contact along
suppinv' (R, by ).

Consequently for the points p € suppinv' (R, b;) we have

inv, (R) = (v} (R), inv,(Cy, p/ex (R)j11))-
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By Lemma 3.7.20, the controlled transform o¢(Z1) = ¥} is a partial maximal
contact on By = U_l(U_) for 7°(R). Then, by Lemma 3.6.24, maxinv' (c¢(R)) < by,

and it attains its value by on
suppinv' (6¢(R), b)) C H} = V(T}),
and for the points p’ in suppinv'(R,b;) we have that 7} is a maximal contact.
Moreover, by Lemma 3.7.22, and Section 3.7.5 we get
inv, (c¢(R)) = (inVl/(O'C(R)),ian/(szltqu (“(R)) 1)

p

By Lemma 3.7.24, the restriction of B — X to H] = Vp(¥}) is the cobordant
blow-up op; : H{ — H; of T}‘fl By the inductive assumption on dimension the
conditions (1), (2) of the Proposition are satisfied on Hy for Cy ;i/a, (R)p, and
for the cobordant blow-up oy, : H{ — H;. Moreover, by Lemma 3.5.11, and the
assumption, Afﬁl is maximal admissible for C ;1/a, (R) g, on Hi, associated with
maxinv(Cx 1/a; (R)| a1, )-

Consequently, by the inductive argument o“(A™") g, = Ag‘fH{ is maximal ad-

missible for
U;I{ (Ofltl/al (R)\H1) = Of’ltl/al (UC(R))IH{'
By Lemma 3.5.11 and the fact that 7 is a partial maximal contact associated

with maxinv'(c¢(R)) = by we conclude that A% is maximal admissible for o¢(R).
By the inductive assumption, the maximum

maXiHV(UC(Cpltl/al (R)|H1)) = (52, ey bk)
on B is attained at V (o, (Ajg,). Thus

maxinv(o®(R) gy ) = max (b1, inv(C3, 170, (R)1m,) = (b1, ..., by)
is attained at
V(og, (Ajm) = V(0 (A)ny) = V(e(A)) € Hy,

and 0¢(A) is a maximal admissible center for o¢(R) associated with maxinve®(R).

&

3.7.30. Resolution principle. (see also [ATW19] for (1), (2) and the second part of
(4)) Summarizing the above, the resolution process consists of the following:

Given a rational Rees algebra on a smooth X with SNC divisor F over a field
K of characteristic zero.

(1) The invariant inv,(R) on X is semicontinuous. (Section 3.7.6)

(2) It attains its maximum maxinvy (R) at a certain unique center A“*(R) on
X. (Proposition 3.7.27)

(3) The invariant inv,(c“(R)) on the full cobordant blow-up B — X at A**(R),
attains its maximum

maxinvx (R) = maxinvg(c°(R))

exactly at the center o¢(A®**(R)) associated with the vertex Vert(B) =
V(o¢(A%)) of the full cobordant blow-up B — X.(Proposition 3.7.29(1)
(4) The invariant inv,(.) drops on the cobordant blow-up

By =B\ V(c°(A™(R))) = B \ Vert(B)
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after removing the vertex Vert(B), so that
maxinvy (R) > maxinvg, (0°(R)).
(Proposition 3.7.29(2))
3.8. Properties of the invariant.

3.8.1. The invariant inv at the smooth points. Assume that Y is a smooth subvari-
ety of codimension k on a smooth variety X and is described at p € Y by a partial
set of free local parameters Y = V' (uy, ..., ux) compatible with an SNC divisor E.
Then

.A = Ox[(ul, RPN ,’U,k)t]
is a maximal Zy- admissible center at p, with

inv,(Z) = (1,...,1),

with k entries equal 1. Conversely, if inv,(Zy) = (1,...,1) is as above then there
exists a partial system of free local parameters uy,...,ur € Z compatible with F,
such that

OX [Iyt] g Ox[(ul, ce ,’uk)t]int = Ox[(ul, ce ,uk)t].
So Zy = (u1,...,u) is smooth generated by free coordinates and compatible with
E for Y having SNC with F at p € X.

3.8.2. Torus action. If X admits a torus action and R is T-stable, then the maximal
admissible centers are canonical and unique and thus T-stable. One can run the
algorithm in Section 3.7.1 using seminvariant maximal contacts and seminvariant
derivations, with all intermediate Rees algebras R; being T-stable. Thus one can
choose inductively semiinvariant coordinates of the maximal admissible centers.
These are the nested maximal contacts in the T-stable cotangent ideals T/ (R;).

Moreover, if additionally X admits a geometric quotient X /T with all orbits
of dimension dim(7'), then the number of semiinvariant coordinates in a T-stable
center at a given point cannot exceed dim(X/T") = dim(X ) —dim(T), as it describes
a smooth T-stable subvariety of X of dimension at least dim(7"). Consequently the
set of values of inv,(Z) in the resolution process

Xo+ X1+ Xo+ ...
is contained in ((@Jr)go, where
k= dim(Xp) = ... = dim(X;) — dim(G?,).
3.8.3. The descending chain condition.

Lemma 3.8.4. The set I' C (Q)%,, of the possible values of inv,(R) of the T-
stable Rees algebras on a smooth varieties X with action of torus T, and having
a geometric quotient X/T of dimension k, which are generated by the gradations

Rgit™, fori=1,...,s satisfies dcc.

Proof. Donote by a := lem(a®,...,a®)). We use induction on k. For k = 1, the
possible values of inv,(R) = inv,(R) are contained in (1/a) - N.
In general, we note that A is R-admissible if and only if R,t* C A. Thus we
have
inv,(R) = 1/a- (invy(R,),
and the problem reduces to the ideals Z = R, on X.
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Now, for any ideal Z on X we have
invy(Z) = (v, (Z), invy (0fy, (Cx, 1/ (Ox[(Z8)]11,)),
where the restricted coefficient ideal
C:= Cfltl/al OX[(It)]\Hl) = @ Oa/a1 e/
is generated at gradations
Chyart ™, Clay 1y oyt 7D/

on Hy with dim(H;/T) < k. By the inductive assumption the set of values of
inv, (C) satisfies dcc. Now since the set of values invzlj (Z) satisfies dec condition we
conclude that the set of values inv,(Z) on X satisfies dcc.

Consequently the set of values of inv,(R) in a resolution sequence also satisfies
dce. &

3.8.5. Functoriality of the invariant. [ATW19]

Lemma 3.8.6. The invariant inv,(R) and the mazimal admissible center A are
functorial under smooth morphisms, field extensions, and group actions.

The functoriality of inv,(R) and the maximal admissible centers A at p is a
consequence of the functoriality of the resolution algorithm in Section 3.7.1 and
functoriality of derivations, Rees algebras, coefficient ideals, and the maximal con-
tacts.

3.9. Final Conclusions.

3.9.1. Functorial Principalization. [ATW19] (in a non-SNC setting),

Let Z be an ideal on X. We initiate the SNC resolution algorithm using cobor-
dant blow-ups o; : X;11 — X; at the maximal Z;-admissible centers A(Z;) on
X, associated with the maximum maxinvy,(Z;) of inv,(Z;) on X;. They form a
sequence

X=X &x,&... 75" X=X/,

Here the ideal Zy := Z, and Z;11 := 0§(Z;) is the controlled transform of Z;. Each
such blow-up reduces maxinvy,(Z;) so that

maxinvy, (Z;) > maxinvx, , (Zi1),

where X1 is the coborandant blow-ups X; at the center A(Z;). By dcc property
this is a finite process which continues until the maximum value

maxinvy, (c¢(Z;)) = 0.
In this situation, the controlled transform
c(Z) i=05_1(Z;)o...00{(Z) = Ox

of Z becomes Oy, and the full transform Ox: - Z is locally the product of divisorial
components. Note that each cobordant blow-up X;1; — X, inductively creates a
scheme X; 1 with an action of T;11 = T; X G,,,. Since all constructions are canonical
and functorial for smooth morphisms, the centers, the ideals Z; and the exceptional
divisors are automatically T;-stable. This proves Theorem 1.11.2.
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3.9.2. Embedded Desingularization. [ATW19] In the process of embedded resolu-
tion of an irreducible subvariety Y C X of codimension k, we consider the princi-
palization of Z = Zy of Y on X. We execute the algorithm applying the cobordant
blow-ups at maximal Z-admissible centers A = A(Z). In this process, we use the
strict transforms of the ideal Z = Zy instead of the controlled transforms. We stop
the algorithm when the invariant

maxinvx (Z) = (1,...,1),

with &k entries equal 1. In such a case, the associated maximal admissible center
with the invariant inv(A) = (1,...,1) for the ideal Zy+ of the strict transform Y’
of Y coincides with Ox|[Zy~t], and thus, by Section 3.8.1, the strict transform Y’
of Y has SNC with the exceptional divisor, which is also SNC.

Alternatively one can use the controlled transforms of ideals instead of the strict
transforms in the process without changing the strategy. The process is slower and
some centers need not to be contained in the strict transform of Y.

Both procedures show the existence of the functorial embedded desingularization
by the smooth cobordant blow-ups as in Theorem 1.11.4. As a result, we obtain a
smooth subvariety Y/ having SNC with an SNC exceptional divisor £’ on X', and
with the torus action.

Each consecutive cobordant blow-up X;; — X; will create inductively a variety
X,;4+1 with an action of T;41 = T; X G,,. Since all the constructions are canonical
and functorial for smooth morphisms, the centers and subvariety Y; C X; are
automatically T;-stable. On the level of the geometric quotients, we obtain the
sequence of weighted blow-ups

X=X, & xy /1 T X T = X,
of varieties with quotient singularities such that the subvariety Y'/T of X'/T ad-
mits quotient singularities. When considering stack-theoretic quotients [X;/T;], we
obtain smooth stacks with a smooth substack [Y’/T] C [X'/T] having SNC with
the exceptional divisors. A similar process without exceptional SNC divisor was
considered in [ATW19].

3.9.3. Nonembedded SNC Resolution. The nonembedded resolution is a consequnce
of the embedded resolution using local embeddings and the functoriality properties.
It will have SNC exceptional divisor.

We associate with a variety Y over K, initially without any divisors, a modified
invariant i/rgfp(Y) in the following way. We locally embed Y into a smooth variety
X. Any two such embeddings Y C X; and Y C X5 into smooth varieties of the
same dimension are étale equivalent. If dim(X;) + m = dim(X32), and m > 0 then
the induced embeddings Y C X; C A% and Y C X5 are ’etale equivalent. Here
the embedding

X1 € A%, =Spec(Ox[z1,...,Tm])
is defined by V(z1,...,Zm).

For any local embeddings Y C X1 = V(21,...,2,) C AR and Y C X, with
dim(X1) + m = dim(Xs) we get that (z1,...,2,,) is partial maximal contact in
gradation t. Then passing to the completion (/Q\Xm the maximal admissibility con-
dition

(/9\)(7;0 - Ry = @Xﬂp[(xl, - ,xm)t, Ry|X1] C @X,p A= @X_’p[flt, .. .Tktl/a"],
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with (21,...,2,) C Ty is equivalent to the maximal admissibility Ry |x, C Ay|x,,
and thus
ian(RY,Agl) =(1,...,L,invy(Ry|x,) =
= (1, ey 1, ian(Iyyxl).
Moreover, by functoriality, we have

ian(Iy)Xz) = ian(Iy)Aggl) = (1, RN 1, ian(Iy“Xl)),

For a closed embedding Y C X into a smooth X of dimension n, and p € Y,
let inv,(Zy) = inv(by,...,by). We define the invariant inv,(Y) on Y to be the
equivalence class of the sequences (by,...,bx),, marked by n = dim(X), where
Y C X and inv,(Zy) = (b1,...,bx), with the equivalence relation

(bl,...,bk)n2(1,...,1,b1,...,bk)n+m,

where m is the number of ones in front of b;. By the above the invariant is inde-
pendent of embeddings and functorial for smooth morphisms.

One can compare two equivalence classes lexicographically, as before, by fixing
their representatives with the same marking n.

We shall use the following

Lemma 3.9.4. Let Y C X3, and Y C Xs be two different embeddings. For a
point p € Y consider two mazimal admissible centers at p: Ay for Iy x, on X1
and Ay for Iy x,. Denote by B1y — X1, and Boy — Xo the cobordant blow-ups
respectively at Ay and Az, Then

Ay = Agpy,

and consequently the restrictions of the cobordant blow-ups B1y+ — X1, and Bay —
Xy to the strict transforms of Y coincide with the cobordant blow-up By — Y of
.Al\y = A2|y onY.

Proof. We can embed further X; and X, into an affine space AV in such a way
that the induced embeddings of Y to AV coincide (see for intance [\W1o05, Lemma
2.5.3]). This reduces the situation to the embedding X; C X = AV,

Now Zy x, = Zy,x,x,, and similarly A; = Ay x, implying A;y = Agy on
Y. Consequently the morphism on the strict transforms o%(Y) — Y on X; or X»
coincides, by Lemma 5.1.5, with the cobordant blow-up of Ay = Ayy-

&

We shall run the embedded algorithm using the centers associated with max inv
on Y. It locally corresponds to the center A®" associated with maxinv(Zy ) for a
certain embedding ¥ C X.

Consider an open affine cover of Y by Y7 admitting closed embeddings Y7/ C X7
into smooth varieties X7. Let Zy, be the corresponding ideal on X7. We can
assume that all X7 are of the same dimension. Let

Y:ZHYj ‘—>7:=HXj
be the induced embedding of disjoint unions. Consider the natural étale projection
Y =Y.
_ Now we shall run the embedded desingularization with the strict transforms for
Y < X, that the sequence of maximal 7 -admissible centers A

-/

X=X,&X,2...7"X, =X,
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with ideals 73> being the strict transform of Zg , which induces the sequence of
the strict transforms

— 0.5 — 0,57 Ok_1Y7 =— —
V=YY & ...« Y,=Y,

The latter is the sequence of the cobordant blow-ups with the induced centers
Az‘\Vl' By functoriality and Lemma 3.9.4, it descends to the sequence of the induced
cobordant blow-ups

Ok —
Y=Y, . . " Y=Y,

on Y. Then, max inv drops to the minimal value (1,1,...,1), on Y’ and on Y’
where n is the dimension of the ambient variety X, and the number of ones is equal
to the codimension of the smooth subvariety Y C X.

The exceptional SNC divisor on a local ambient space X is compatible with a
smooth subvariety Y. Consequently, its restriction to Y defines an SNC-exceptional
divisor on Y and determines a functorial nonembedded SNC resolution of Y, while
its descent determines a functorial nonembedded SNC resolution of Y. This com-

pletes the proof of Theorem 1.11.7. A similar non-SNC resolution was considered
in [ATW19] ,

4. FREE CHARACTERISTIC RESOLUTION OF ALMOST HOMOGENOUS
SINGULARITIES

4.1. The weighted normal bundles to the centers.

4.1.1. Weighted normal bundle. Let X be a regular scheme.

Let J be a Q-ideal locally written as J = (u}/wl, e ,u,lg/w’“), and let Ay =
Ox [t 1 urt™s, ... upt™*]™ be the associated Rees algebra. Once can consider the
filtration

{(ja)X}aezzo = {AJ,a}aezzo

of Ox. Then gr;(Ox) is a sheaf of graded Ox/Jx = Oy (s)-modules on V(J),
which is locally on X, isomorphic to the graded ring

gr7(Ox) =O0x/Tx ® (Ix/TN®...0 (Tx /T Mxt' @ ... =
=Ox®(IN®...0TL/t®..) ) (Ix®...0 (Tt te... =
= A [t/ AL TH) = AT (AT = Op/(t7h - Op) =

= Ox [t ut™, ... upt™ ] /(t71) = Ov (g luat™, ..., upt™*],

where u; is in w; gradation. We shall call the corresponding scheme the weighted
normal bundle at the center J, and denote it by

Ng(X) := Spec(gr;(Ox)).

Remark 4.1.2. A similar idea was considered independently in [QR22].
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4.1.3. The ideal of the initial forms. With any function f € Ox p, regular at p €
V(J), such that f € ((F7%)x ~ (J%"1)x), for a certain a € N one can associate the
unique homogenous element- the initial form

in(f) € (T)x/(TT)x)t" C gry(Ox).

Similarly, we associate with an ideal sheaf Z, the filtration Z,, := Z N (J%) x, where
a € N, and its ideal of the initial forms on N7 (X):

inZ) = @ T/ Zas)t* = P Za+ (T)x)/(TT)xt" C gry(Ox).

a€Z>0 a€Z>o

4.1.4. The weighted normal bundle and the exceptional divisor. The computations
above imply the following extension of a classical result of Huneke-Swanson on
extended Rees algebras and smooth blow-ups [[1S06, Definition 5.1.5].

Lemma 4.1.5. Let X be a regular scheme and o : B — X be the full cobordant
blow-up of the center J. Then the exceptional divisor Vg(t—1) is isomorphic to
N7(X):
Vg (t™") = Specx (Op/(t™)) = N7(X)
&

4.1.6. The strict transform and the ideal of the initial form. We will need the above
identification in the context of the strict transforms of the ideals.

Lemma 4.1.7. With the previous assumptions and notation. Let T C Ox be an

ideal sheaf on X. Let 0°(Z) C Op be the strict transform of Z. Then the natural

isomorphism Op/(t™') — gr 7(Ox) takes 0°(I)|y -1y to in(Z).

Proof. Let f € T such that f € (J%)x ~ (FJ*™')x. Then the strict transform

o*(f) =t*f € (J*) xt* C Op, and its reduction modulo t~! isin Op/(t~*-Op) =

gr 7(Ox) in the gradation

(T)xt*/(tT 0 N Oxt*) = (T*)x /(T )x) - 7,

and naturally and bijectively corresponds to in(f) € (J%)x/(J*)xt* C gr;(Ox).

&

4.1.8. Weighted normal cone. One can extend the construction of the weighted
normal bundle of a center J on a regular scheme to the weighted normal cone at
any Rees algebra R = @ R,t* C Ox]|t] on any noetherian scheme X. Consider
the associated gradation

grr(Ox) = D (Ra)x/(Ra1)x)t* = R/(ROE'R).

aEZZO

iGZZQ

Then by the weighted normal cone of X at R we shall mean
Cr(X) := Specy gy (grr(Ox))

Definition 4.1.9. Let X be a regular scheme, and ¥ C X be an integral, closed
subscheme with an ideal sheaf Zy. Let J be a center on X with V(7) C Y. Denote
by

Rgy = Oy - Az = Oy(Ox[Jt]x)
the induced Rees algebra on Y. Then by the weighted normal cone of Y at V(J)
we mean

Cy(Y) :=Specy (1) (Cr, , (Y)) = Specy (g (g, , (Ov)).
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Lemma 4.1.10. With the above notation and assumptions

C7(Y) = Specy (g (grg, , (Ov))
is the closed subscheme of the weighted normal bundle N7 (X) which is defined by
in(Zy) C gry (Ox).

Proof. Consider the surjective morphism of sheaves ¢ : Ay — Rz y. Its kernel is
generated by (Zy - Ox[t])) N As. So

N (J)x
RJ,Y_EBIYQ(W)X te.

The morphism ¢ defines the surjective morphism
gr7(0x) = P(T)x /(T )xt* = grp(Oy) = P

Its kernel is exactly

a a+1
1n(zy):@((IYﬂ({;£1;(J x

(J)x 4
(T x + Iy N (TY)x)

-t

&

Remark 4.1.11. Assume that X is a variety over an algebraically closed field
K and B is the cobordant blow-up of a center 7. It follows from Lemmas 4.1.5,
4.1.7, that when considering the natural projection 7 : B — Al = Spec(K[t~!] we
obtain the deformation of the X = m~1(a), where a # 0 to the the normal weighted
cone N7 (X) = 7=1(0) = Vg(t~1). Tts restriction to n¢ : C = V(o°(Z)) — Al
determines the deformation of Y to the normal weighted cone C7(Y), with ¥ =
75 (a) for a # 0 and C7(Y) = 75 (0) = Vo (t~1). This observation was made by
Quek and Rydh in [QR22].

4.2. Almost homogenous singularities and their resolution. For any ideal
7 on a regular scheme X let

Sing(V/(Z)) := Sing(Specy (Ox /Zy))
denote the singular locus of the scheme Spec yx (Ox /Zy).

Definition 4.2.1. Let X be a regular scheme. Let Y C X be an integral closed
subscheme with an ideal sheaf Zy. We say that a regular subscheme Z C Y is an
almost homogenous singularity of Y if

(1) The singular locus of YV is Sing(Y) = Z.
(2) There is a center J on X, such that V(J) = Z, and

Sing(C7(Y)) =V (in(J)) = Z C Ny (X).

Theorem 4.2.2. Let X be a regular scheme. Let' Y C X be an integral closed
subscheme. Let Z C'Y be an almost homogenous singularity of Y for a center J.
Let N7(X) be the weighted normal bundle of X at J, and C7(Y) C N7 (X) be
the weighted normal cone of Y at J. Assume that either X is universally catenary
or the codimension of each component of C7(Y) ~\ Z in N7 (X) is equal to the
codimension of Y in X.

Then the cobordant blow-up By — X defines a cobordant resolution of Y. That
is, the strict transform Y' of Y is a regular subscheme of By of the codimension
equal to the codimension of Y in X.
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Proof. The problem is local on X . Thus we can assume that J = (uj’" u,lc/w")

and the full cobordant blow-up of J is given by
o : B =Spec(Ox[t™ " tPuy, ..., t"%u;] — X.

geeey

Assume that X is universally catenary, and thus B is catenary. Let d be the
codimension of Y in X. Then for the morphism o_ : B_ = X x G,, — X, the
inverse image o~ *(Y) is irreducible of codimension d. So it is its closure Y’ :=

o~ 1(Y"), which is the strict transform of Y
codimp(Y') =d

Note that by the definition of the strict transform, ¢t~' is not a zero divisor of
Op/Zy:. Then, by the Krull Hauptidealsatz, we have that each component of
Y’ NV (t™1) is of codimension 1 in Y’, and the codimension d + 1 in B. We
conclude that each component of Y’ NV (¢t71) is of codimension d in V (¢t71).

Note that Sing(Y') \ V(t~1) = Sing(Y”) N B_ is contained in

Ve_(u1,...,ug) = Vp_(urt™, ... upt™) = Vp_(u},...,u}),
where u; = u;t". On the other hand, by the assumption,
Sing(in(C7(Y)) C V(urt™, ... u,t™™)
so via isomorphism from and Lemma 4.1.7 we obtain
Sing(Y' N Vp(t™1)) C Vg(ul,...,u,)NVg(t™1).

Then, by the assumption on codimension for any point p € (Y N V(t71)) <
V(uy,...,ul), we can find parameters vq,...vq € (Op/t™!) - Iy at p which van-
ish on Y/ NV (t~!). But these parameters come from local parameters in Zy-
on B at p. So they define a regular subscheme Y” of B of codimension d, con-
taining locally Y’. Thus Y locally coincides with Y’ which must be regular at
p e V({t )\ Vg(uy,...,ul). Consequently Sing(Y”) is contained in Vg (u}, ..., ul,),
and Y is a regular subscheme of By = B\ Vg(u),...,u),) of codimension d.

&

As a corollary from Theorem 4.2.2; we obtain the following;:

Theorem 4.2.3. Let X be a smooth scheme over a field K of any characteristic.
Let Y C X be a closed integral subscheme of X admitting an almost homogenous
singularity Z C'Y . There is a resolution of Y at Z, that is, a projective birational
morphism ¢ : Y™ — Y from a smooth variety Y"¢ with the exceptional locus

Z CY, such that ¢~ (Z) is an SNC divisor on Y'.

Proof. Take the cobordant resolution By — X from Theorem 4.2.2. By Corollary
5.2.9, the geometric quotient By /G, is locally toric, and thus it can be canonically
resolved by the combinatorial method of [W1020, Theorem 7.17.1]. This produces
the projective birational resolution Y' — Y of Y such that the inverse image of the
singular point is an SNC divisor.

&

A typical situation where the theorem can be applied is an isolated singularity.
Example 4.2.4. In Example 3.2.2 with the singularity
f=al+. ... F+ar
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we can assume that the characteristic of the field is nonzero and the singular locus is
the origin V (1, ..., 2, ). Then the the cobordant blow-up of J = (xi/wl, . ,x,l/w")
with wic; = ... = wye, resolves the singularity. The same is still valid if

ing(f) ==+ ...+ a5,
and we assume that both Sing(V (iny7(f)) and Sing(V(f)) is the origin.

Example 4.2.5. Consider the mixed characteristic hypersurface Y in X = AZ <
V(k), where k € Z, defined by

f=a?+p" +y* € Z[1/k][z,y),
with p fk. Taking the derivative of the ideal (f) over Z[1/k] we get
D(f) = (¥ +p* +y* pa? ™t ky* )

we see that Sing(f) C V(2P + pP + ¥, paP~ 1, ky*¥~1) = V(z,y,p). Thus Y := V(f)
has an isolated singularity V(x,y,p). After the coordinate change =’ := x + p we
get the equation:

f:x/p_p.pxlp—l+”'+p.pp—lxl+yk

Consider the center
T = (@) ptlee gt
with the integral weights satisfying
pwi = pws + wy = kws.
We obtain the initial form
inf=a?+pPa’ +yF e Lyt pt2, 2t"3].

Here 2/, p, y correspond to the graded elements x't"*, pt*2, zt"¢. Taking derivatives
over Z, with respect to the free variables 2, p,y on Z,[z', p, z] we obtain

D(in f) = (@' + pPa’ + ", p? ky* ).
This implies that
Sing(in(f)) € V(2" + pPa’ +y*,pP ky* 1) = V(2 ,y,p) = V().

Thus f defines an almost homogenous singularity for J and can be resolved by a
single cobordant blow-up of 7.

Observe that the seemingly natural center J; = (:El/k,pl/k, yl/p) does not define
an almost homogenous singularity (for 1), and the corresponding cobordant blow-
up does not resolve singularity. In such a case

in(f) = +p" +y" = (x +p)? + 2" € Zy[2,y, 1],

whence Sing(in(f)) = V(x + p,z) 2 V(J1). This also motivates the coordinate
change above.
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4.3. Partial resolution by the invariants. The method can be linked to differ-
ent invariants and is related to the characteristic zero method.
For any ideal Z on a regular scheme X, and an integer d let

supp(Z,d) := {p € X | ord,(Z) < d}.
Theorem 4.3.1. Let Z be an ideal on a reqular scheme X. Let d be any natural
integer. Assume that there exists a center J such that
(1) supp(Z,d) =V (J)C X, and
(2) supp(in(Z),d) = V(J) C Cy(X).
Then for the cobordant blow-up o4 : By — X of J, we have:
ordg, (¢°(Z)) < d

Proof. Let J = (xi/wl,...,x}c/w’“) be the center. If ¢ € V(t~1) N V(z],...,2}),
then
ord,(0*(Z) < ordy(0*(Z)|v (1)) = ordy(in(Z)) < d.
Ifge BNV H)\V(ah,....z}) = B_~\V(z},...,2}) = (X \V(T)) x Gy, then
since o(q) € X N\ V(J) we conclude that
ordg(0*(Z)) = ordy(g)(Z) < d.
&

4.4. Resolution principle in any characteristic. In practice, one can replace
7ord” with a different type of invariants satisfying the properties used in the proof
of the above lemma, like some modifications of the Hilbert-Samuel function or inv
and invg for smooth schemes in characteristic zero or certain schemes in positive
or mixed characteristic. One can link it to a more general principle:

Let 0 : B — X be a full cobordant blow-up of a center J. Let Y C X be a
closed subscheme. Let D = Vg (¢t~1) be the exceptional divisor of 7.

e The behavior of the strict transform o®(Y") at the part of the vertex Vert(B)~
D of B is controlled by the behavior of Y at V(7).

e The behavior of the strict transform o*(Y") at the part of the vertex Vert(B)N
D is to a great extent controlled by the weighted normal cone C7(Y) to
the center V(7).

Example 4.4.1. Let k be a field of characteristicp > 2. Let Y C X = Spec k|x, y, ]
be a closed subscheme defined by

f=aP +yPz+ 2K+ 2P 1% + 2P Tlyz,
of order p > 2 with p fk(k — 1), k > 2p + 1. Computing D?(f) we obtain that
supp(f,3) = V(D*(f)) = V(z,y,2).
Then by solving the equations for the weights
pwy = pwz + w3 = kws

we obtain that the initial form with respect to J = (xl/wl,yl/w3,zl/w3) is given
by

in(f) =a? + yPz + 2~
Then by the similar argument as before

supp(in(f),3) = V(z,y,2) = V(J) C Cs(X)
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The cobordant blow-up at J decreases the maximal order to 2, and the equation

can be solved by further cobordant blow-ups.
1 1 1
Observe that if one considers ”characteristic zero” center Jy := (zr+i,yr,z7)
]

associated with maximal admissible Rees center Ox [zt!/?, yt!/(P+1) zl/(p*"l)) then
in(f) = 2P + yPz, and
supp(in(f),3) = V(z,y) # V(J1)

In fact the full cobordant blow-up B/, — X of J; transforms f into

Y L VL AR
On By = B\V(x,y, 2) in the chart B\ V(2), the maximal order does not decrease:

maxordg, (¢°(f)) = p.
4.5. Homogenous subschemes. Let V' be a regular scheme and
X = A}, = Specy, (Ov |z, ..., z,]))

be an affine space over V. Let J = (xi/wl, . ,:c,lg/w") be a center on X. The
center J defines the gradation on Oy [z1,...,z,] via the isomorphism z; — t“ix;
for i <k, x; — x;:
¢:Ovlxy,...,xn] = Ov [t ey, . . "% Cg, X1, - -, Ty
It takes the monomial z = x{* ... .. g2n € JgW1 T Tk 4o garwrtetarwr . go

Let f € J¢\J¢! be a homogenous element in Ox = Oy [z1,...,7,] of grading
a. Then
o(f)=t"f € Oyt xq, ..., t“% Tk, Ty, -+, Tn).
The latter can be interpreted as the strict transform of f inside of the cobordant
algebra Op = Ox [t~ tWiay, ...tV 2],

Definition 4.5.1. With the above notation and assumption any subscheme of
X defined by a homogenous ideal Z will be called a homogenous subscheme with
respect to the center J.

This leads to a simple but useful result.

Lemma 4.5.2. With the assumption and notation above. Let T C Oy |x1,..., 2]
be a homogenous ideal with respect to J. Let 0 : B — X be the cobordant blow-up
of I, and w: Y := X x A = X be the standard projection. Then
B = Spec(Ox [t~ t“ ay, ..., t" xy] = Spec(Oy [t " ay, ... t“%xp, Tpy1, .. ., T
Thus there exists an isomorphism

B~Y =X x A
over V, defined by
B = Spec(Oy [t xy, ...t xy, Tpy1, ..., 2] = Y = Spec(Ov[zy,. .., 20, y])
which takes
x; — tYix; for i <k,
T, 1>k
y—th
Oy - T to the strict transform ideal 0% (Z)
V(z1,...,2n) to the vertex V of B
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Example 4.5.3. The lemma explains the transformation of the singularity
f=af" +.. . o,

from Example 3.2.2 which is taken to
o’(f) = o(f) = (&) + ... + (2})*

Example 4.5.4. The following example is due to Narasimhman [Nar83]. Let
f=a2?+y2® + 20® +y"w € K[z, y, 2, 0],

where k is a field of characteristic 2. Its singular locus Sing(f) coincides with
supp(f,2) = V(D(f)) =V (.Y, Z, W),

where

Y :=D,(f) =2 +ySw, Z:=D.(f) =yz®+w®, W :=Dy,(f)=zw>+1y".

Note that F := f +yY + 2Z = 2% + y23 is again binomial. Hence Sing(f) =

V(F,Y,Z,W) is binomial, so it is a (non-normal) toric subvariety of A* of dimension

1. One can compute that it coincides with the image ¢ — (32,7, 19, ¢19).
Observe that the subscheme V(f) is homogenous with respect to the center

T = (:vl/32,y1/7,zl/lg,t1/15).

Thus, by Lemma 4.5.2, the cobordant blow-up of 7 transforms X into B ~ X x A}
with the same equation f describing ¢(f). Then By = B\ V(x,y,z,w). The
singular locus of ¢*(f) on By is simply the product

{(#2, 67,419 ¢1%) | £ # 0} x AL,

The functions Y, Z, and W are semiinvariant on B. Moreover D,(Y) = 22,
Dy (Z) = w?, and Dy (W) = y° are invertible on an open subset B,., = B ~
V(yzw). On the other hand D, (Y) = D.(Z) = D,(W) = 0. Thus any two of
Y, Z,W form a partial system of local parameters on B,.,,. Furthermore the set
By, contains

Sing(0®(f)) N By =V (0*(f), Y, Z,W)N By =V(e*(f),Y, Z, W)\ V(z,y, 2, w),

as yzw is invertible on {(¢32,¢7,#1° #1%) | ¢ # 0} x Al. In addition we can write on
Byw:

y6w4

22

aS(f)=x2+i2YZ+ =X2+i2YZ,
z z

where X =2+ #, zis a unit, and X, Y, Z form a partial system of local parame-
ters. The subscheme Vg, (0*(f)) is almost homogenous on B,,. C B, with respect
to the G,,-stable smooth center described as J1 := (X,Y,Z) on B,y. C By. In
fact, J1 is an ordinary ideal defining a smooth locus Sing(c°(f)). The cobordant
(or the ordinary) blow-up of J; determines a cobordant resolution. Further ap-
plying locally toric resolution of [W1o20, Theorem 7.17.1] resolves the singularity
functorially with SNC exceptional divisor.

Alternatively, the singularity can be resolved using the characteristic zero invari-
ant "inv,” but the process is longer and requires three cobordant blow-ups.
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Remark 4.5.5. The Narasinhman example shows that the maximal contact, or
even any regular hypersurface containing equimultiple locus, that is the subset of
the points with the equal multiplicity of a function does not exist. In characteristic
zero such property follows immediately from the definition of maximal contact
u € D*71(Z) at a point p, where ord,(Z) = a. In our setting it is a consequence
of Lemma 3.6.24(1). The equimultiple locus supp(f,2) = Sing(f) has embedding
dimension 4 and cannot be embedded into a smooth hypersurface. In fact one can
show that the invariant ”inv” in positive characteristic is not upper semicontinuous,
and its locus does not have good properties.

4.5.6. Cobordant blow-ups vs blow-ups at smooth centers. In the cobordant resolu-
tion of the Narasinhman example, the second cobordant blow-up was at the smooth
center (X,Y, Z) with weights equal to 1. In general, we have:

Lemma 4.5.7. Let X be a reqular scheme. Let By — X be a cobordant blow-up
of J, locally given by J = (uy,...,ur) with weights 1. Let Bl7(X) — X be the
ordinary blow-ups of the smooth center J. Then the induced quotient morphsim

is a locally trivial G,,-bundle.
Proof. The problem is local on X. Then B = Specy (Ox[t™1, uit,..., uxt]), and
By is covered by By,w = BNV (u;t) = Specx (Ox [t~ uit, ..., uxt, (u;t) ")), and

D).

Thus the induced morphism B, /G,, — X is a weighted blow-up which coincides
with the standard blow-up of 7. Since we have that ¢t=! = (u;t)"'u;, we can write

B uit urt _ (51
Bult/Gm - SpeCX(OX[u_itu EREE) uzt]) - SpeCX(OX[u_iv SRR u;

Uk

Uy Uk -1 -1 Uy Uk 1
—, ., — )t ity (ut e — e, — ity (ust .
Ot ) ) = Ox - i, uat)

Op,,, = Ox|

Thus locally By ~ (Bly) x Gy,. )

5. APPENDIX
5.1. Cobordant blow-ups of Rees algebras and generalized weighted cen-

ters.

5.1.1. Generalized cobordant blow-ups.

Definition 5.1.2. Let R = P,,_, Rat® C Ox[t] be any Rees algebra on a Noe-

therian scheme Y, and let R[t7!] be an extended algebra of R. Then the full
cobordant blow-up of R is given by B := Specx(R[t™!]) — X. The cobordant
blow-up is simply By := B N\ V(R).

5.1.3. Generalized centers. We generalize the centers accordingly.

Definition 5.1.4. A Rees center on a Noetherian scheme X is an extended Rees
algebra A®** it can be locally presented as A = Ox [t~ ¢}/ f ... 1/ fi],
where V(f1,..., fr) is a regular subscheme of X.

The following is a simple consequence of the definition:
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Lemma 5.1.5. If f : X — Y is a morphism of Noetherian schemes, and Ry is
a Rees algebra on'Y then Rx = Ox - Ry is the induced Rees algebra on X. Let
By =Y and Bx — X denote the full cobordant blow-ups of Y at Ry and X at Rx
respectively. Then there are induced morphisms fp : Bx — By, fp, : Bx4+ — By
commuting with cobordant blow-ups to X and Y. Furtheremore, if X — Y is a
closed immersion, then Bx — By and fp, : Bx1 — By are so.

Proof. The morphism f : X — Y determines the homomorphism of graded sheaves
Ry — f«Rx, so that for any open subset U C X and V C Y such that f(U) C V,
we have the induced graded homomorphisms Ry (V) — Rx(U) which gives rise
to Bx — By taking the vertex Vx to the vertex Vy. If f is a closed immersion
then X can be thought as a closed subscheme of Y and we get the induced sur-
jective homomorphism of graded Oy-modules Ry — Rx which defines the closed
immersions fp : Bx — By, fp, : Bxy — By. &

5.1.6. The maximal admissible centers on the subscheme are regular.

Lemma 5.1.7. Let X be a smooth variety over a field k of characteristic zero,
and E be an SNC divisor on X. Let Y C X be a reduced closed subscheme of a
X which is not locally contained in the divisor E, and let Ty be its ideal on X.
Let A% be a mazimal Ly -admissible center locally at a point p € Y of the form
A = Ox [t=v, t /oy tt/ox . #1/ek ). Then

OY : ACXt = OY [tiwa tl/alfltl/ak7 SRR tl/ak fk]a
for fi ==y, is a Rees center on Y.

Proof. By definition Zyt C A**. So
Y =V(Zy) = V(Ox[Iyt]) D V(A™") = V(u,. .., ug)
Consequently
V(fi,ooo i) = Viur, .. ur))y = Viug, ..., ug)

is regular on Y.

&

5.2. Geometric quotient and cobordant blow-ups. In this section, we review
some standard properties of the torus actions, usually stated over algebraically
closed fields, and extended here to noetherian schemes.

Definition 5.2.1. Let a torus T = G!,, where G,, = Spec(Z[t,t71]) act on a
scheme X. We say that an action of a torus T on scheme X is relatively affine if
for any point p € X admits an open T-stable affine neighborhood U of p.

Let 7 : X — Y be an invariant morphism of schemes. We say that an action of
a torus T' on scheme X is relatively affine over Y if for any point p € X there is an
open T-stable affine neighborhood U of p, mapping to an open affine neighborhood

of Vof g =m(q) €Y, and a T-equivariant closed immersion
ou U=V xA"xG,,,

with the diagonal action of 7" on A"™ x Gj,,
morphisms

If additionally, X admits geometric quotient, and U, and V can be chosen so
that V' x A™ x GI, admits geometric quotient then we say that 7" admits relatively
affine geometric quotient over Y.

and commuting with the invariant
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We shall need a well known fact for the action of the torus on any affine schemes.

Lemma 5.2.2. Let X be an scheme with a relatively affine action of torus T', with
the group of characters x(T). Then Ox admits a natural grading and

Ox = P (Ox)a,
aex(T)
where T' acts on O(X)q by the character t<.
Proof. We can reduce the situation to the case of affine X. The natural grading on
O(X), and thus on the sheaf Ox is given by the coaction
p:O0(X)—= O(X)®Z[T],

where Z[T)| = Z[t£, ..., tE]. For any f € O(X), p(f) = 3. cat®, where ¢, € O(X).
Moreover it follows from the associativity

(ido(x) @ p) o p = (p x idgqr) o p
where

p:ZIT) = ZIT) @ ZT], p(t) =t

is defined by the group multiplication, such that

Z co(tt')” = Z p(ca)(t)?,

and hence p(cq) = cot®. From existence of the identity map 17 : Z[t], ... t5] = Z,
such that

(Ir ®ido(x)) o p = ido(x)
we deduce that

f=0r@idowx) o p(f) = (Ir @ idox) (Y cat®) =D ca.
Thus any element decomposes into a finite sum of the homogenous elements ¢, of
grading «, and
O(X) = P O(X)a.

where T acts on O(X),, by the character ¢©. &

Definition 5.2.3. Let X be a scheme with with a relatively affine action of torus
T. By a T -stable ideal we mean a homogenous ideal Z of Ox = @, (Ox )a-

Definition 5.2.4. Let X be a normal scheme with a relatively affine action of
torus T. A Q-ideal J on a normal scheme is said to be T' -stable if is of the form
J =T'" where T is a T-stable ideal.

Lemma 5.2.5. Let J be a T-stable center on a reqular scheme X with a relatively
affine action of T, and a T-stable SNC divisor E. Then one can write locally
the center J as J = (a:}/wl, e ,a:,lc/w’“), where x1,...,xK 15 a partial system of
semainvariant local parameters.

Proof. We can assume that J has the form J = (x}/wl,...,x}g/w") at a point
p € X. Write z1 € (J*')x as the sum of homogenous components z1 = > ¢,. We
conclude that ord,(c,) = 1 for some 2 := ¢, € (J**)x. So, by Lemma 3.1.29, one
can replace 21 with a semiinvariant 2 in the presentation of 7. By the induction
on dimension, we assume that Jjy ) = ((25)/*2,..., (x},)"/**) is represented
by semiinvariant local parameters on V(x}). Moreover, there is a surjection of
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graded rings Ox — Oy (41) = Ox /V (7). Then z] can be lifted to the homogenous
elements in Ox. Set

T = (@) (@) ) = (@) () () ).

Note that such a presentation is independent of the liftings of the elements a7,

i > 2on V(z}) to U. Then Jjy(,) = \/V(z'1)7 and their saturated powers

((jlv(w,l))a))sat = (( "V(m, ))‘l)sat for sufficiently divisible a are equal as ideals. Then
1

in the completion

Oxp =} - Ox, ® Ox,p/(a4)
both ideals are equal so
T = (@) + (T @p) )™ = @)+ (T @) )™ = T
This implies that J¢ = J'* as ideals and J = J’ as Q-ideals. &

Lemma 5.2.6. Let Zy be an ideal on a reqular scheme Xy, and X — Xy be a
scheme obtained from Xy by a sequence of I cobordant blow-ups of regular (possibly
reducible) weighted centers T-stable for the induced torus actions, and T = o%(Z)
be its controlled transform. Then X is a regular scheme with the relatively affine
action of torus T = G!,, over Xo and X admits a relatively affine geometric quotient
X = X/T of T over Xo. Moreover o°(Z) is a T-stable ideal on X.

Proof. We use the induction on [. Let X — X be a sequence of [ — 1 equivariant
cobordant blow-ups, and let By — X be the cobordant blow-up of a T-stable center
J. Let 7 : X — X/T'"! be a T-invariant morphism defined by the geometric
quotient. Then B and B, admit an action of 7" := T'""! x G,,, and 7o, : B, —
X/T is T'-invariant. In order to show that there exists a geometric quotient B /7"
it suffices to show that it exists for o '7~1(V,) for open affine cover V, of X/T.
By the induction we can assume that each open affine U := 7=1(V,,) admits a
T'~!-equivariant embedding.

¢:U S W :=Uyx A" x GT,

Furthermore the closed image ¢(U) is generated by the seminvariant parameters
V1, ..., 0 € D(W, O ).

Also we can assume that the center on U is described as J = (
Consider the local presentation of B as in Section 2.5.2. Let us introduce the free
variables denoted by =%, 2}, ..., 2!, with the action

Spec(Op [ttt 2), ...,z ]) \V(zh,...,z}) =U x (A V(z),...,2})),

with the action of G,, on A* = Spec(Z[t~!,2,...,2,])), given by

1/'w1 1/’11))c
xR,

(=t e,
Then By := o~ 1(U) is a closed subscheme of U x (AF1 <V (2,... 2})):
(Bu)s = Spec(Oult™, a4, ... th)) \ V(ah, .. 2/t — z3).

We consider the action of 7'"! on (t71, 2/, ..., 2}) as on the corresponding elements
of B, so the action of T'~! on ¢~! is trivial and the action of T'~* on 2/ is the same
as on t"ix;.
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Then for (By)., = D(z;) = W~ V(x;) C (By)+ we obtain the T'-equivariant
closed embedding:

(Bu)i € Spec(Op[t~t, 2t ...,z (#)71]) = U x AF x G,, — Uy x A" x G+,

K2

such that Uy x A"F x GF! admits geometric quotient of the group action of T*.

&

Proposition 5.2.7. Let Y be a regular affine scheme. Let T act on A" x G!,
diagonally so that the geometric quotient exists. Let Z be a closed T-stable reqular
subscheme of W :=Y x A" x Gl defined by a partial system of semiinvariant local
parameters.

Then for any point p € Z there is an open affine T-stable neigbourhood U C Z
of p, over an open affine V CY, and a T-equivariant closed immersion

U Wy =W =V xG% x (Al x G")
for some a,b, s, and the induced fiber square diagram :

Uz 5 W=VxGexALxG) 5 Af x GP,

x| 1 Al
/T a w/T s b
Uz/T W/Z =(V xG%) x X, = Xo=(A] xG),)/T
(1) T acts trivially on the factor G2,.
(2) T acts diagonally on the factor A* x Gb , admits a geometric quotient of a
diagonal action of T, and the action has finite stabilizers.
(3) ¢, and ¢/T are closed immersions, with their closed images ¢(U), and
du/r(U/T) is defined by the system of invariant parameters vi, ..., vy €

(D(W,0w)T), whose restrictions to
(m/T) ! (q0) = (V x Gf,) x Spec(k(qo))

also define regular parameters.

Proof. Let x1,...,x,, for s < n be the coordinates on A® which are noinvertible at
p on
Wo=Y xA" xGl, =Y x A* x A" x G,
and Ysi1, .- -, Ynti—s are the coordinates on A"~° x Gﬁn which are invertible at p.
We can replace W with the open subset Wy =Y x A® x G¢,, where ¢ :=n—s+1,
and Z with U := Z N W,
First, we show:

Lemma 5.2.8. There is an open T-stable neighborhood U of any point p and a
fiber square:

U L Wy = (V x AT x GL)

U \l/ ™wW \l’ ’
o/T

U/T = Spec(O(U)T) = Wy/T:=V x (A" xGS,)/T
for some d,r € N, where ¢, and ¢/T are closed immersions, with their closed
images ¢(U), and ¢y,r(U/T) is defined by the system of invariant parameters
V1,0 € (T(W, Ow)T), whose restrictions to V x {0} x GY, also define reqular
parameters.
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Proof. By the assumptions the image U C W, is described locally by a partial
system of semiinvariant parameters vy, ..., v;.
Write any semiinvariant parameter v; as

v =D epy’ + D chgr®y’ = vf +
a#£0
where Ci,@ e O(Y), vg = Zc%yﬁ, and wé = Z(#O czwxo‘yﬁ, with all monomials
semiinvariant of the same weight. We will modify the sets of local parameters using
the induction on j.

Assume that vq,...,v;j_1 is the set of first j—1 local parameters, which are invari-
ant and such that their images in ”72)%@ are linearly independent. Consider
two cases.

Case 1. v} & (v1,...,vj-1) + (21,...,25) +m2.

Then multiplying v; by the inverse y~# for some 3 occuring in vg we reduce
the situation to the invariant parameter v;- = yfﬁvj on Uy x A® x G¢,, such that

v1,...,v; are invariant with their images in (MW;W are linearly independent.
. seeesls D
Case 2. vg € (v1,..-,vj-1) + (¥1,. .., T) +m2.
Then at least one cfwxo‘y@ € (x1,...,x5) is a parameter at p. Thus 2% = z; and

uiﬁ = ciﬂyﬁ is invertible at p, and ciﬂ is such.

So, after replacing U with Ucfw’ and clearing the unit v; = (uig)_lvj we can
assume that the semiinvariant parameter v} is of the form v} = z; + h;, where
hi =" anpr®y”. We can write

v =x; + hy =z (1 + Zba,@xo‘yﬁ) + by = gx; + I,
where b} ==} dasr®y”, where all 2 do not depend upon z;, and

g:=14 Zbaﬂxo‘yﬁ
is invariant invertible at p. Further shrinking U to U, and introducing new invertible
variable y,+1 on G,, we obtain the induced T-equivariant embedding
¢: Uy =W =W x Gy, =V x A* x G
such that y,+1 — ¢. This also introduces the additional invariant local parameter
VY := yr41 — g, such that

® Ul,...,Vj-1,V],0},Vjt1,..., 0 is a system of local parameters describing
o(U) on W',
oV vj_1,v7 are invariant with their images in m,,/(x Ts) +m?2 are
-5 Y5—=1, Y4 g P 1y---5ds )

linearly independent.
Then v} can be written modulo v}’ as
’U;» = ypi12; + hi ~ oz + h; -yr__:l

Consider a T'-equivariant automorphism of W' taking z; + R -y, _:1 — x;, and
x; — x;. Thus, after the coordinate change one can assume that the parameter
v = yr12;. This induces the embedding: into

¢ Uy = W= V(z;) = Uy x A x G F,

and proves Lemma 5.2.8. &



FUNCTORIAL RESOLUTION BY TORUS ACTIONS s

Let ¢ : U=Wy := (V x A" x G%)) be the closed T-equivariant embedding as in
Lemma 5.2.8, whose image is defined by the invariant parameters vy, ..., v such
that their restrictions to closed subscheme V x {0} x G¢, also define the parameters.

Consider the splitting G, = G2, x G , where G%, = (G%)7T is the maximal

m?
subtorus, such that T acts trivially on G¢,, and transitively on G?,. Denote by
Y1, - - -, Ya the coordinates in G2, , and by z1,..., 2, the coordinates in G?,.

Let
T W=V x A} xG% =V xG% x (A xGb) = A xG?,.

be the natural projection. Denote by ¢ € A7 x Gb, the image ¢ = 7(p), and by
po € W/T the image of p under the quotient W — W/T.
Any invariant parameter v; can be written as

where ¢’

apy € O(V). Then for any v # 0 the action of T on 27 is not trivial. Hence
a # 0 as the action on x®z7 is trivial .

This shows that _ _
a#0
Thus the restriction of v; to the smooth fiber

F,=7""(q) =~V x G’ x Spec(k(q)) C V x {0} x G2,

determines the parameters on F, defined by 3 c%yﬁ.

Let qo € A7 x Gb /T be the image of q. The geometric quotient of W by T can
be written as

W/T = Uy x G?, x (A] x GP,)/T = Uy x G2, x X,,
where
X, = (A} xGb)/T

is a toric variety with the abelian quotient singularities.

The composition of morphisms

WUz S W =Up x G2 x (AL x G2) B AZ x G,
induces
/T a /T s b
W)T Uz )T 5 WIT = Uy x G2 x X, & X, = (AL x G)/T,
for which the restrictions of v1,...,vx € O(Uz/T) = O(Uz)T at py to the fiber
(7/T) " (a0) = (V x Gf,) x Spec(k(qo))

also define regular parameters.

&

Corollary 5.2.9. Let X be a smooth variety over a field k. Let X be obtained by
a sequence of m cobordant blow-ups at smooth centers from Y , equivariant for the
induced torus actions. Let Z be a regqular T-stable closed subscheme of X, where
Gy = Spec(k[t,t™1]), and T = G™. Then the geometric quotient Z/T exists.
Moreover, locally there exists a smooth morphism

Uz )T = Xq = (A x G2)/T,
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where Uz C Z is an open affine T-stable and X, is a toric variety over k with
abelian quotient singularities.

Proof. By Lemma 5.2.6, and Proposition 5.2.7, for any point pg € Z/T there is a
smooth morphism

/T - W/T = (VxGb)x Xy = X,

and the closed immersion Uz /T — W/T, with the image defined by the functions
V1,0 € O(W)T = O(W/T), and its restriction to the smooth fiber

(7/T) " (q0) ~ Uo x G, x Spec(k(qo))
determines a partial system of local parameters. Thus, by [Sta, Lemma 10.99.3.]
the morphism

/T :Uz)T — X, := (A} x G2)/T

is flat at pg, and, by Lemma [Sta, Lemma 29.34.14(2)], it is smooth at py.
&

Remark 5.2.10. The above result is not valid in the mixed characteristic. The
morphism 7/T", which is a projection along regular scheme is not flat, in general,
and one needs to work with the presentation from Proposition 5.2.7 directly:

T ™
v S vex, ¥ x,,
where V is a regular scheme, ¢/T is a closed embedding, and 7 /T is the projection.
Here the image ¢/T(U/T) is defined by local parameters at py € ¢/T(U/T) whose
restriction to the regular fiber F,, = (7/T)"*(qo), where qo = (7/T)(po), are also
parameters.

5.3. Cobordant blow-ups in the logarithmic category. Let X be a loga-
rithmically regular scheme, with Zariski logarithmic structure (or a strict toroidal
variety) and assume that J has a more general form

1/wq 1wy | 1/wii1 1/ Whar
T =" my ,...,mr/ k),

where u; are free parameters and m; are monomials for the logarithmic structure
on X then the full cobordant blow-up B — X at J can be described as

B = Spec(Ox [t t“ my, ..., tYFxy, tF my, ... 1Y+ rm, )

which is again a logarithmically regular scheme, (respectively strict toroidal variety).
By functoriality, the construction extends to any logarithmically regular schemes
(or toroidal varieties).

Initially, in the papers [ATW17], [ATW20], we considered the stack-theoretic
blow-ups of the centers of the form J = (uq, ..., ug, m}/w’““, ... ,mi/wk“), in the
context of Kummer étale topology on the logarithmic stacks. Then in [ATW19],
we developed the formalism of the stack-theoretic blow-ups of the weighted centers

1/wq 1/wy,
of the form (uy" ™", ... 0,/ ).

Soon after Quek in [Que20, Section 3.2] studied the stack-theoretic blow-ups of
the more general form

o 1/71}1 l/wk l/wk+1 1 Y\ 1/11)1 l/wk 1
T =" my Y e I (T O T N O |

in the context of logarithmic stacks and Kummer étale topology. Here @) is gener-
w/w; .
ated by m; for the corresponding w.
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