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ON u-ZARISKI PAIRS OF LINKS
MUTSUO OKA

ABSTRACT. The notion of Zariski pairs for projective curves in P? is
known since the pioneer paper of Zariski [25] and for further develop-
ment, we refer the reference in [3]. In this paper, we introduce a notion
of Zariski pair of links in the class of isolated hypersurface singularities.
Such a pair is canonically produced from a Zariski (or a weak Zariski
) pair of curves C = {f(z,y,2) = 0} and C' = {g(z,y,2) = 0} of
degree d by simply adding a monomial z¢*™ to f and g so that the
corresponding affine hypersurfaces have isolated singularities at the ori-
gin. They have a same zeta function and a same Milnor number ([16]).
We give new examples of Zariski pairs which have the same u* sequence
and a same zeta function but two functions belong to different connected
components of y-constant strata (Theorem. Two link 3-folds are not
diffeomorphic and they are distinguished by the first homology which
implies the Jordan form of their monodromies are different (Theorem
. We start from weak Zariski pairs of projective curves to construct
new Zariski pairs of surfaces which have non-diffeomorphic link 3-folds.
We also prove that hypersurface pair constructed from a Zariski pair
give a diffeomorphic links (Theorem.

CONTENTS

Introduction
Preliminary
Divisor of rational functions
Zeta function of the Milnor fibration
A’Campo formula
Newton boundary and dual Newton diagram
Toric modification
Varchenko formula
Almost non-degenerate functions
Zeta multiplicity
Lé-Ramunujam result for zeta-functions
p-Zariski pairs
Zariski pairs and weak Zariski pairs
Zariski pairs of hypersurfaces
Main theorem

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32555,14J17.
Almost Newton non-degenerate, zeta multiplicity, Zariski

pair of links.

O EHEEEES

HEEHEHE



2 M. OKA

4. Proof of Theorem [14]
4.1. Casel
4.2. Case 2 [10]
4.3. Case 3

5. Geometric structure of the links Ky, and Ky,

5.1.  Regular simplicial subdivision %

5.2. Resolution graph of Vi, Vs

5.3. Two links are not diffeomorphic

5.4. Intersection numbers and dual resolution graphs
5.5.  Link pairs constructed from Zariski pairs

5.6. Appendix

References

HEHEEEEREN

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a germ of an analytic functions f(z) defined in a neighborhood
Uy of the origin in C™ with an isolated singularity at z = 0. The u*-invariant
of f is defined as n-tuple of integers pu* = (u(™, ..., u(M) where pu® is the
Milnor number of f|L; with L; being a generic i-dimensional linear subspace
through the origin ([23]).

Consider a Zariski pair (or a weak Zariski pair) of projective curves C, C’
of degree d defined by homogeneous polynomials fy(z,y, z) and g4(z,y, 2).
We assume that the singular points of C' and C” are Newton non-degenerate.
Consider the affine hypersurfaces defined by f(x,y,2) = fa(z,y,2) + 24t™
and g(z,y,2) = ga(x,y, 2) + 247™. Then f and ¢ are almost non-degenerate
function in the sense of [16] and two hypersurfaces have a same zeta function.
In [16], we called such a pair a Zariski pair of links. It is also easy to observe
that f and g have a same p*-sequence. Consider the local links at the origin,
Ky =V(f)nS?~1and K, = V(g)NS2"~!, with a sufficiently small ¢ < 1.
We say {Ky¢, Ky} (or {f,g}) is a p-Zariski pair of links (or of surfaces ), if f
and g belong to different connected components of p-constant strata. For the
definition of y-constant strata, see [4]. We say {Ky, K } are u*-Zariski pair
if f and g belong to different connected components of p*-constant strata.
In [4], we gave an example of p*-Zariski pair of links. Here p*-invariant is
introduced by Teissier.

In [23], Teissier proved that if f and g are connected by a complex piece-
wise analytic p*-constant family E| f,0 <t <1 with fy =0 and f; = g,
then the local link pairs (S2"~1, K) and (S?"~!, K,) are diffeomorphic. The
same assertion is true for p-constant C'°°-real family f; for n # 3 by Lé and
Ramanujam [12].

Lthis means, there exists a finite numbers to =0 < ¢t; < --- < tx = 1 and open neigh-
borhood U; of [t;,ti+1] in C and an analytic family of functions f;:(z),t € U; extending

ft'[tivti+1]
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The purpose of this paper is to present some examples of p-Zariski pairs
of surfaces in §3 (Theorem [14). We will show that those pairs of surface
links constructed from weak Zariski pairs in §3 are not diffeomorphic. On
the other hand, the link pairs constructed from Zariski pairs are always
diffeomorphic as 3-manifolds (Theorem but we do not know if this dif-
feomorphism can be extended to a diffeomorphism of S°.

2. PRELIMINARY

2.1. Divisor of rational functions. Consider a rational function ¢(t) =
p(t)/q(t) where p(t),q(t) € C[t] and p(0),q(0) # 0 and consider the factor-
ization p(t) = chzl(t — ;)" c# 0 and g(t) = <[]}, (t — B;)", ¢ # 0.
The divisor of ¢ is defined by

L m

div(yp) :Zui <4 > —Z,uj < By >€ ZC*
i=1 =1

where ZC* is the group ring of C*. We denote the divisor of (t? — 1) by Ay.

The degree of ¢ is defined by deg ¢ = deg p—deg g = £ —m. The following

formula ([20]) is useful in the later discussions:

(1) Ag- Ay = ged(d, d') Aiema,ar)-

2.2. Zeta function of the Milnor fibration. For an analytic function
f(z) defined in a neighborhood of the origin, we consider the tubular Milnor
fibration f : E(e,6)* — Dj where

E(e,0)" ={z € C"|[[z]| <&, 0 #|f(2)| < 0},
Di={neCl0<p<é d<exl.

Let F' be the fiber and let h : FF — F' be the monodromy map. Consider the
characteristic polynomial P;(t) = det(id — t hy;) where hy; : H;(F;Q) —
H;(F;Q). The zeta function of the Milnor fibration, denoted as (y(t) is
defined by the alternative product of the characteristic polynomials (¢(t) =
Py(t)"1Py(t) - Py_1(t)(=D". If f has an isolated singularity at the origin,
F is (n-2)-connected and

Cr(t) = Pua (V" (A =0)7", deg (= ~1+(=1)"
where 4 is the (n-1)-th Betti number of F' and p is usually called the Milnor
number of f at 0 ([13]).

2.3. A’Campo formula. Consider an analytic function f(z) =), a,z" of
n variables defined in a neighborhood of the origin of C". Assume that we are
given a good resolution 7 : X — Uy of the function f and let Eq,..., Es be
the exceptional divisors of 7, that is #71(V) = VuleEj where V is the strict
transform of the hypersurface V := f~1(0) and Uy is a small neighborhood
of the origin. The irreducible components of V and E;j, 7 =1,...,s are
non-singular and #~!(V) has only ordinary normal crossing singularities.
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Consider the open subset E} = Ej \ vV Uizj ) and EY = BN #71(0). In
particular, if £j is a compact divisor, B} = E. Let m; be the multiplicity
of 7* f along FEj.

Lemma 1 ( A’Campo [1]). The zeta function of the Milnor monodromy at
the origin is given by the formula:
S
¢(t) = [T —emo) =),

j=1

In this formula, the singularities at the origin can be non-isolated. As a
simple corollary of the A’Campo formula , we have

Corollary 2. The divisor of the zeta function of Milnor monodromy is
uniquely expressed as div((t) = > 7 vilg, with di < --- < ds and v; # 0
fori=1,...,s.

2.4. Newton boundary and dual Newton diagram.

2.4.1. Newton boundary. Let f(z) =), a,z" be a given holomorphic func-
tion defined by a convergent power series. Let M be the space of monomials
of the fixed coordinate variables z1,...,z, of C" and let N be the space of
weights of the variables z1, ..., z,. We identify the monomial z" = z{* ... z}"
and the integral point v = (v1,...,1,) € R™. A weight P is also identified
with the column vector ‘(py,...,p,) € R™ where p; = degp(z;) and we call
P a weight vector. The Newton polygon T'"(f) with respect to the given co-
ordinates z = (21,...,2y) is the convex hull of the union U, 4, 20{v + RZ,}
and the Newton boundary T'(f) is defined by the union of compact faces of
I'T(f). For a non-negative weight vector P = !(p1,...,p,), we consider the
canonical linear function £p on I'"(f) which is defined by ¢p(v) = Y1 vip;.
This is nothing but the degree mapping degp z” = ¢p(v). The minimal value
of £p is denoted by d(P; f). Put A(P;f) :={v € T (f) |¢p(v) = d(P)}.
We will use the simplified notations d(P) and A(P) if any ambiguity seems
unlikely. In general, A(P) is a face of I'"(f) and A(P) C T'(f) if P is posi-
tive (i.e., p; > 0,Vi). For a maximal dimensional face A, i.e. A C I'(f) with
dim A = n — 1, there is a unique positive primitive integer vector P such
that A(P) = A. The partial sum ) A a,2” is called the face function of
the face A and we denote it as fa. For a weight P, fp is defined by fa(p).
Note that fp is a polynomial if P is positive.

Remark 3. In this paper, we used the terminologies for a weight vector pos-
itive and non-negetive instead of strictly positive and positive weight vectors
respectively, terminologies used in [I8] [16]. We changed the terminologies
so that it is consistent with our paper [4].

2.4.2. Dual Newton diagram. Two weight vectors P, () are equivalent if and
only if A(P) = A(Q) and this equivalent relation gives a conical subdivision
of the space of the non-negative weight vectors N, i.e. of RY, (under
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the above identification) and we denote it as I'*(f) and call it the dual
Newton diagram of f. We say, f is Newton non-degenerate on A C T'(f) if
fa : C* — C has no critical points. We say f is Newton non-degenerate if it
is non-degenerate on every face A C I'(f) of any dimension. The dimension
of a face can be any non-negative integer less than n. The closure of an
equivalent class can be expressed as

k
Cone(Py, ..., Py) == {Z NPy | N\ > 0}
i=1

where P4, ..., P, are chosen to be primitive integer vectors. This expression
is unique if k is minimal among any possible such expressions. A cone
o = Cone (P, ..., Py) is simplicial if dim o = k and o is regularif Py, ..., Py

are primitive integer vectors which can be extended to a basis of the lattice
7" C R™. Recall that f is convenient if I'(f) touches with every coordinate
axis. We say [ is pseudo-convenient if f is written as f(z) = z"° f’(z) where
f' is a convenient analytic function and vq is a non-negative integer vector.

In this case, IT'*(f) = T*(f').

2.5. Toric modification. A regular simplicial cone subdivision ¥* of the
space of non-negative weight vectors N = R is admissible with the dual
Newton diagram T*(f) if ¥* is a subdivision of I'*(f). For such a regular
simplicial cone subdivision, we associate a modification & : X — C" as
follows: let S,, be the set of n-dimensional cones in X*. For each o =

Cone(Py,...,P,) € S, we identify ¢ with the unimodular matrix:

pi1, .-+ DPin

o= : : :

Pn1 .-+ DPnn
with P; = Y(p1j,...,pnj). For a unimodular matrix 4 = (aij)1<ij<n, We
define an isomorphism of the torus 4 : C** — C** by w = ¥ 4(z),w; =
228 g =1,...,n. To each o € S, we associate an affine coordinate
chart (CZ,u,) with coordinates u, = (us1,- .., Usn). The modification 7 is
defined as follows. For each o € S,,, we associate a birational mapping 7, =
o : Ct — C" by 2z = ull ... ubi for i = 1,...,n under the identification

of o and the above unimodular matrix. Then a complex manifold X is
constructed by gluing C? and C? by 7.1 o 7, : C? — C? where it is well-
defined. This defines a proper modification 7 : X — C" ( for further detail,
see Theorem (1.4), Chapter IL[18]).

2.5.1. Ezceptional divisors corresponding to vertices of ¥*. Suppose o =
Cone(Py,...,P,) and 7 = Cone(Q1, ..., Q) have a same vertex Q; = P; for
some ¢. Taking a permutation of the vertices, we may always assume that i =
1. The hyperplane {u,1 = 0} C C glues canonically with the hyperplane
{ur1 = 0} € CI. Thus any vertexﬂ P of ¥*, gluing the hyperplanes on

2A vertex is a primitive integral vector which generate a one-dimensional cone of X*.
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every such toric coordinates with P; = P, defines a rational divisor in X,
and we denote this divisor by E(P) We say vertices Q;,7 = 1,...,r are
adjacent if Cone (Qq,...,Q;) is a cone in ¥*. By the assumption that X* is
admissible, ﬂgzlEA(Qi) is non-empty if and only if @Q;,...,Q, are adjacent
(Proposition (1.3.2), Chapter II, [I8]). If P is positive, E(P) is a compact
divisor and #(E(P)) = {O}. Let V't be the set of non-negative vertices P
of ¥* with d(P) > 0 and P # ey,...,e,. A germ of a function f(z) € Oy
is called monomial-factor free if the factorization of f does not have any
monomial factor. For a monomial-factor free f, £* is called small if C! is
a not vanishing coordinate subspace of f, then eje := Cone{e;j|j € I°} is a
cone in ¥* where I¢ = {1 < j <n|j ¢ I}. In the case f being not monomial-
factor free, write f = M f’ where M is a monomial and f’ is monomial-factor
free, and ¥* is small for f if it is small for f’. Here we note that I'*(f) =
I*(f’). Note that if f is pseudo-convenient, in a small regular simplicial
cone subdivision X*, every vertices are positive except for the canonical

7

generators {eq,...,e,} of the lattice Z" where e; =(0,...,1,...,0). If &*
is small, the associated modification 7 : X — C" is called a small toric
modification hereafter. If 7 is small and f is pseudo-convenient, E(ei)* is
surjectively mapped onto {z; = 0,2; # 0,7 # i}. See for the definition
of E’(ei)*. In this paper, we consider functions which are either convenient
or at most the pseudo convenient and we assume that >* is small. Thus any
vertex P € V't is, in fact, positive and 7~ (0) = Upey+ E(P).

2.5.2. Pull-back of f. We consider hypersurface V := f~1(0) and take a
sufficiently small neighborhood Uy where f is defined. In the following, we
restrict & over 1 (Uy), whenever we consider the strict transform of V in

the upper space X. The pull-back 7*f of f is expressed in the toric chart
C? with o = Cone(Py, ..., P,) as follows:

7 f(uy) = (H ugy ”) f(u,)

i=1

and f(u,) is the defining function of the strict transform V of V. The
intersection E(P) := V N E(P) is a divisor in E(P) and it is defined by
9(Us2,y .. Ugp) 1= f(O, Up2y - -+, Ugn) = 0. (Recall we have assumed P = P).)
More explicitly, we have

9(tto2, - ton) = fp (o (u))/ (H U ")>

=1

where fp is the face function of f with respect to P = P;. E(P) C V is
an exceptional divisor of the restriction 7 := 7| : V. — V and E(P) is
non-empty if and only if dim A(P) > 1.
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2.5.3. Toric stratification. Let P be a vertex of ¥* and let C(P) be the set

of cones 7 = Cone (Py,...,Px) € ¥* with P, = P. Choose a maximal cone
o = Cone (P, ...,Py,) which has 7 as a boundary face. Put
E(r)" = N B(P) \ Ut E(P)
:{ucre(cghtcrl:"'zuak:()y uaj?éoa ]>k+1}

E(7)* does not depend on the choice of ¢ and E(7)* is isomorphic to the
torus C*("%). Now we see that E(P) has a disjoint partition HTec(P)E(T)*
which we call the toric stratification of E(P). In particular, we put E(P)* =
E(P)\ UQEV+7Q¢PE(Q). This is the maximal dimensional torus in E(P).
Let I C {1,...,n} and put e; be the cone generated by {e;|i € I}. Let
E(P)s := E(P) N E(eze)*, which is empty if vertices {P,e; | j € I¢} are not
adjacent and put E(P)% = E(P) N E(P)s. Here I¢ = {1,...,n}\ I. Then
we use theAtoric dgcomposiAtion of

E'(P) := E(P)\V Ug#p E(Q) as

E(P) =1LE(P);, E(P);=E(P);\ E(P)].

Take a vertex P € V' and we consider the exceptional divisor E(P). We
compute the Euler characteristic x(E(P)") in the A’Campo formula using
the toric stratification. Let E(P); = E(P);\ E(P)%. Note that E(P),
is non-empty only if {P,e;|i ¢ I} spans a simplicial cone in ¥*. For I =
{1,...,n}, we omit the suffix I. By the additivity of Euler characteristics,
we have

E(PY L (E(P)} \ E(P)}) = W E(P)],
(2) X(E(P)) = = X(E(P))).
1

In the following argument, we use the additivity of Euler characteristics
and the decomposition which is also valid for a function which has some
Newton degenerate faces. So consider function f which has some degenerate
faces like almost Newton non-degenerate functions which we recall in §2.7]
First we take an admissible toric modification 77 : X — C™. The strict trans-
form V or #*f~1(0) has still some singularities. Take further modification
w:Y — X sothat [ :=7ow:Y — C" is a good resolution of f when it
is restricted over Uy. Let D1, ..., Ds be the exceptional divisors by w, let 1%
be the strict transform of V' = V(f) to Y and let d; be the multiplicity of
IT* f along Dj. The A’Campo formula can be expressed as

(AC') () = Col) [T peys (1 — tdPN)—X(EP))
= Gu(t) Hpev+ H[(l — td(P))X(E(P)?).

where (o, (t) = [I7-;(1 - t41) X)) See Lemma [16|below for detail.
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2.5.4. Kouchnirenko formula. Consider a polynomial h(y) = >0 | a;y” €
Cly1,-- -, Ym| of m-variables y = (y1,...,Ym) where a; #0 fori =1,... 5.
The Newton diagram A(h) of h is defined by the convex hull of {v;|i =
1,...,s}. Note that A(h) is a compact polyhedron. We say h is Newton
non-degenerate if V.(ha)* := hx'(0) N C*™ has no singular point for every
face A of A(h) (including A(h)). A key observation for the calculation is

Lemma 4 (Kouchnirenko [7], Oka [19]). Assume that h(y) € Clyi, ..., Ym]
is a Newton non-degenerate polynomial and let V(h)* = {y € C*™ | h(y) =
0}. Then the Euler characteristic is given as

x(V(h)*) = (=1)™ 1m!Vol,,A(h).

In particular, if dim A(h) < m, x(V(h)*) = 0. We use also the following
vanishing property.

Proposition 5. Assume that h(y) is an arbitrary (not necessary Newton
non-degenerate) polynomial such that dim A(h) < m. Then x(V(h)*) = 0.

Proof. Let r = dim A(h). We can take a unimodular matrix A so that after
change of variables by y = m4(x), we can write h(ms(x)) = Mh/'(z1,...,2,)
where M is a monomial of x1,...,x,, and b’ is a polynomial of r-variables
z1,...,x. As V(R)* is a product (V(h)* N C*) x C*™=7) the Euler
characteristic is zero. As V(h')* is isomorphic to V(h)*, the assertion follows
from this expression. U

2.6. Varchenko formula. Suppose that f(z) is Newton non-degenerate.
For each non-vanishing coordinate subspace C!, I C {1,...,n}, let P be the
set of primitive integer weight vectors of f! which correspond to the maximal
dimensional faces of T'(f!). Using a toric modification 4 : X — C™ which is

admissible with the dual Newton diagram I'*(f), the integer x(F(P)’) can
be computed combinatorially. Namely the zeta function is given as

Lemma 6 (Varchenko [24]). Suppose that f(z) is Newton non-degenerate.
Then

(3) ) =11;¢4a®), &) =TIlgep, (1 - @D XEQ))
where f! is the restriction of f to the coordinate subspace CI.

The number y(E(Q)*) satisfies the following equality, if f is Newton non-
degenerate.

Proposition 7. Suppose that f(z) is Newton non-degenerate. Then the
above integer satisfies the equality:

(4) X(E@Q)) = (=)M|T[!'VolCone(A(Q; £1)/d(Q; f1).

Remark 8. The vertices in Py are used to compute the zeta function but
the vertices of P; are not in V1. Thus they dot not appear in A’Campo for-
mula. The correspondence of A’Campo formula and the Varchenko formula
is explained by Lemma [4 and the following observation: for any @ € Pr,
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there is a unique vertex P € V1 such that P and {e;, i ¢ I} span a simplex
of ¥* and A(P; f) NR! = A(Q; f1) and d(P) = d(Q). See §5, Chapter III,
[18] for further discussion.

2.7. Almost non-degenerate functions. Consider a convenient analytic
function f(z) =), a,z” which is expanded in a Taylor series and let I'(f)
be the Newton boundary. Let 7 : X — C™ be a toric modification with
respect to X* which is a small simplicial regular subdivision X* of the dual
Newton diagram I'*(f). Let M be the set of maximal dimensional faces of
I'(f) and let My be a given subset of M so that for A € My, fa : C*" — C
is Newton degenerate. For A € My, let Pn be the unique vertex which
corresponds to A: A(Pa) = A. Recall that E(P) is an exceptional divisor
which corresponds to the vertex P. We consider the following conditions on
f.

(A1) For any face A of I'(f) with either A € M\ Mg or dim A < n — 2,
f is Newton non-degenerate on A. For A € My, fa : C* — C has a finite
number of 1-dimensional critical loci which are C*-orbits through the origin.
Recall that fa(z) is a weighted homogeneous polynomial with respect to the

weight vector Pa = !(p1,...,pn) and there is an associated C*-action defined
byto(zl,...,zn):(tplzl JtPrzy), t € C*.

Let o = Cone(Py, ..., ) be a simplicial cone in X* such that P; = Pa.
Let uy, = (tg1,---,Usn) be the correspondlng toric coordinate chart. The

strict transform V of V(f) is defined by f (ua) = 0 where f is defined by
the equality:

fug) = 7*f(u,) = (H ug” ”) flu,)
=1

and E(P)) C E, is defined by {us |us1 = 0,9a(tg2, ..., us,) = 0} where

IA(Ug2, - - s Ugp) = f(() Uy, - - - uan)

—fATrU /H Ug i

For simplicity, we denote #*f by f hereafter. The assumption (A1) implies
that E(P)) as a divisor of E(P;) has a finite number of isolated singular
points. In fact, this follows from the isomorphism:

ot V(ga) NCE" = C* x (V(9alfuyr=0y) N T D) = V(fa) NC™.

Let S(A) be the set of the singular points of F(P;). Take any g € S(A).
An admissible coordinate chart at ¢ is an analytic coordinate chart (Uy, w),
w = (wi,...,w,) centered at ¢ where U, is an open neighborhood of ¢ and
(wa, ..., wy) is an analytic coordinate change of (uy2, . . ., Ugn) and w1 = Uy1.
We say that f is a weakly almost non-degenerate function if it satisfies (A1).
As a second condition, we consider
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(A2) For any A € My and q € S(A), there exists an admissible coordi-
nate (Uq, W) centered at q such that 7 f(w) is Newton non-degenerate and
pseudo-convenient with respect to this coordinates (Ug, W).

We say that f is an almost non-degenerate function if it satisfies (A1) and
(A2). For a weakly almost non-degenerate functions, the following theorem

holds.

Theorem 9 ([16]). Assume that f is a weakly almost non-degenerate func-
tion. Then the zeta function of f is given by

¢ty =¢@) J[ ¢a®

AeMy

where '(t) is the zeta function off outside of the union of € balls centered
at ¢ € S(A), A € Mg and ¢'(t) = ¢ ()¢ (t) where (¥)(t) is the zeta
function of the Newton non-degenerate function fs with T'(fs) =T'(f) and

¢y = [T (i)

AeMy

where pa is the sum of Milnor numbers u(ga;q) for all g € S(A). (a(t) is
the product of the zeta function off at g € S(A).

If f is almost Newton non-degenerate (so it satisfies (A2)), (a(t) can be
combinatorially computed by Varchenko formula.

Remark 10. In [16], we have assumed the condition (Ag) and f is pseudo-
convenient at q but these assumptions are not necessary. If (As) condition
is not satisfied, the assertion is still true but to compute the zeta function
Ca(t), we need an explicit resolution w : Y — X off and then use the
formula of A’Campo instead of Varchenko’s formula.

2.8. Zeta multiplicity. By A’Campo formula, the zeta function (¢(t) of a
germ of analytic function f is written as [];_, (1 - t4)% with mutually dis-
tinct dy, . .., ds and non-zero integers vy, ..., vs. Thus we can write div({) =
Yo vilg,. The zeta multiplicity of f is defined as dy,i, = min{d; |i =
1,...,s} and we denote it as m¢(f). Suppose dpmin = d,, 1 < 30 < 5. We call
the factor (1 — t%)" the zeta multiplicity factor. In general, m¢(f) > m(f)
where m(f) is the multiplicity of f, the lowest degree of the Taylor expansion
of f at 0. This follows from the following observation.

Proposition 11. Assume that @ : X — Uy is a good resolution of an
analytic function f(z) of multiplicity m and put 7= (V) = V U5_, E; where
V is the strict transform of V.= f~1(0). Let m; be the multiplicity of #* f
along E;. Then m; > m.

2.9. Lé-Ramunujam result for zeta-functions. Consider a piecewise
analytic family fs(z), 0 < s <1 of functions with isolated singularity at the
origin and suppose that the Milnor number pu(f5) of fs at 0 € C™ is constant
for s. ( fi can be piecewise C*°.) Then
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Lemma 12. The zeta function (s, (t) of fs is independent of s and coincides
with (g, ().

Proof. For n # 3, the assertion follows from the result of Lé-Ramanujam
[12]. For n = 3, we consider the family gs(z,y,z,w) = fs(z,y,2) + w™
Consider the reduced zeta function ((t) := ¢(¢)(1 —t). For an isolated
singularity case, (—1)"((t) is equal to the divisor of the characteristic poly-
nomial of the monodromy automorphism h, : H,_1(F) — H,_1(F) where
F' is the Milnor fiber. For a fixed s, assume that div(¢,) = ij:l pile;. By
Join theorem ([22] 21]), we have the equality div(fgs) = div({ ) (=Am + 1).
Taking m to be mutually prime for each e;, we have

(J) div( Cgb Z piAA ejm + Z i\ e

Note that this divisor does not depend on the parameter s by Lé- Ramanuj am
([12]). Assume that div({s,) = Z] 1 vidj. We assume dy > dy > -+ > dy,
and e; > --- > e and m > 1. By the above equality, we get the equality

ko ko k k
- Z V]Ad7m + Z V]Adj = - Z MjAeJm + Z MjAej
j=1 7j=1 j=1 7j=1
for any m which is coprime to any {di,...,dg,,e€1,...,€er . We see that
d; = e1, v1 = u1. By an inductive argument, we conclude that kg = k and
dj =ej, vj=p; for j=1,... k. O

3. p-ZARISKI PAIRS

3.1. Zariski pairs and weak Zariski pairs. A pair of projective curves
{C,C"} in P? is called a Zariski pair if they have the same degree and there
is a bijective correspondence ¢ : S(C') — S(C") where S(C) and S(C’)
are the sets of the singular points of C and C’ respectively and the local
topological type of the singularities of (C,p) and (C’, ¢(p)) is the same for
any p € S(C) and ¢ extends to a homeomorphism ¢ : N(C) — N(C") of
a tubular neighborhood N(C) of C to a tubular neighborhood U(C") of C’
but this does not extend to a homeomorphism of the ambient spaces (P2, C)
and (P2, C") for any ¢.

We say {C,C"} is a weak Zariski pair if they have the same degree and
there is a bijective correspondence ¢ : S(C') — S(C”) of the singular points
of C and C” and the local topological type of the singularities of (C,p) and
(C', p(p)) is the same for any p € S(C). However there does not exist any
homeomorphism ¢ : N(C) — N(C") of their tubular neighborhoods which
extends ¢. This implies in particular that the pairs (P2, C) and (P?, (") are
not homeomorphic.
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3.2. Zariski pairs of hypersurfaces. Assume that we have a pair of hy-
persurfaces V(f) = {f(z) = 0} and V(g) = {g(z) = 0} with isolated singu-
larity at the origin. We say {V (f),V (g9)} is a u-Zariski pair of hypersurface
(respectively p*-Zariski pair of hypersurfaces) if they have a same Milnor
number p (respectively a same p*-invariant) and a same zeta function of the
Milnor fibrations but they belong to different connected components of u-
constant strata (resp. of p*-constant strata). For the definition of p-constant
strata and p*-constant strata, see [4]. They are defined as semi-algebraic
sets.

There is a canonical way to produce possible pu-Zariski pairs of surfaces
(n = 3). Consider a Zariski pair (respectively a weak Zariski pair) of pro-
jective curves C,C’ of degree d defined by convenient homogeneous poly-
nomials fg(z,y,2) and gq(x,y,z). We assume that the singular points of
C and C’ are Newton non-degenerate with respect to some local coordi-
nates. We assume that f and g are non-degenerate on any face A of their
Newton boundary with dim A < 1. Consider the affine surfaces defined by
f(z,y, 2) = falz,y, 2)+27" and g(x,y, 2) = ga(x,y, 2)+29™. Then f and
g are almost non-degenerate functions with isolated singularities at the ori-
gin and their zeta functions and Milnor numbers are same. We call {f, g} a
Zariski pair (resp.a weak Zariski pair) of surfaces ([16]). In [16], we studied
a Zariski pair of surface with m = 1 whose links are diffeomorphic. In our
paper [4] in preparation, we have shown that the pair {f, g} defined as above
starting from a Zariski pair { fg, g4} of projective curves is a p*-Zariski pair
of surfaces. Hereafter in this paper we consider mainly a pair of surfaces
constructed from a weak Zariski pairs of curves.

3.2.1. Ezamples of weak Zariski pairs of surfaces. We consider two weak
Zariski pairs of quartics in P2. Recall that a pair of projective curves
{C4,Cs} of the same degree is a weak Zariski pair if there is a bijection
P S(Cy) — S(Cy) of the respective singular points so that the topological
singularity type (C1,q) and (C2,%(q)) are equivalent for any ¢ € S(Cy) but
this homeomorphism does not extend to a homeomorphism of any tubular
neighborhoods N(C1) and N(C3) of Cy and C5 respectively. Examples of
weak Zariski pairs which we consider in this paper are:

(al) (Q1,Q2) where @ is an irreducible quartic with 3 nodes i.e., 3 4;
singularities. )2 is union of a smooth cubic and a generic line.

(a2) (Q3,Q4) where Q3 is a union of a cubic with one node and a generic
line and @4 is a union of two conics which intersects transversely at
4 points.
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Note that @1, Q2 has 3A; singularities and @3, Q4 have 4A; singularities.
More explicitly, as Q1 and Q2, we can take (see [17]):
Q1: qz,y,2) =0,
q1 = (2t + oyt + 24 — 124(xy2® + 2y?z + 2%y2) + 6(222% + y222 + 22?)
— APy + P + P2+ 223 + P+ y2d)
Q2: q=0,
@(z,y) = (2® + > + 2*) (@ + ay + b2), a,b € C* : generic

and Q3 = C3 U L and C3 M L where C3 is a cubic with one node. For
example, as C3 with one node at (1,1,1) we can take

Cs: cél)(a;, y,2) = —(z+y+2)° + 27zyz

and adding a generic line component, we get such a quartic Q3. For example,
we take g3(x,y,2) = cgl)(m,y, z) X (z + 2y + 3z) = 0. It has 4 nodes, three
of which come from the intersection of C'3 and the line component. As g4
we can take for example, g4 = (22 + y? + 22)(2? + 2y% + 32?). As affine
hypersurface, each quartic g;(z,y,z) = 0 has three (or four) singular lines
through the origin for i = 1,2 (respectively for i = 3,4). In the following,
the precise forms of ¢i,...,qs are not important. They make no problem
for the discussion below.

3.2.2. Isolation of the singularities. We consider the following polynomials

which is associated with ¢;, ¢ =1,...,4:
fi(LU,y,Z):qi(l‘,y,Z)+Z4+m, 221774
where m is a fixed positive integer. fi,..., f14 are almost non-degenerate

functions and their Milnor numbers are given by 27+ 3m for f1, fo and 27+
4m for f3, f4. Consider the corresponding hypersurface V; = {fi(x,y,2) =
0},7 = 1,...,4. For the calculation of the zeta function, we follow the
procedure of Theorem [0 We first take an ordinary blowing up which is
the simplest toric modification 7 : X — C" with one positive weight vector
P =1(1,1,1). Take the toric chart Cone(ey,es, P). The exceptional divisor
E(P)= E’(P)ﬂf/i contains 3 nodes p1, p2, p3 for V1, V5 and 4 nodes p1, ..., ps
for V3, V4. Taking the toric coordinate (uq,usz,us3) , we have

fi(w) := 7 fi(uy, ug, uz) = us {q;(u1, ug, 1) + uj’.}

Recall (z,y,2z) = (uius,ugus,us). Consider the behavior at a node p,.
Taking admissible coordinates (v, v2,v3) with v3 = u3 in a neighborhood of
Pa SO that

(5) Gia(v) = v3(vf +03),

(6) fia(v) = 5ol + 03 +0f").

Thus the zeta function Cfm (t) at p, is given as Cfi,a(t) = (1 —tm+4)~1 by
Lemma @ The geometry at other singular point pg is exactly same with
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that of p. Thus using Theorem [9) combining the zeta functions at p,, we
get

(7) Crlt) =@ =tH)™H 1 -7 i=1,2
(8) ) =1 —tHB3A -t~ i =34
Note that the generic plane sections of fi,..., f4 have non-degenerate con-

venient degree 4 components. Therefore the p*-invariant of f; is given as

(27 +3m,9,3), =12
9 “(fi) =
©) () {(27+4m,9,3), i =3,4.
We will show that {f1, fa} and {fs, f4} are u-Zariski pairs in the following
sections.

3.3. Main theorem. We consider the isolation pairs {f1, fo} and {fs, fa}
of the weak Zariski pairs {q1, g2} and {¢3, ¢4} introduced in §3.2.2

3.3.1. Non-existence of u*-constant path. First we assert

Lemma 13. There are no piecewise analytic p*-constant path from fi to fs
(respectively from f3 to fy).

Proof. The assertion is proved in [4] for a pair constructed from Zariski pair
and the proof for our case is similar. We give a brief proof for the reader’s
convenience. We prove the assertion simultaneously for two pairs. Suppose
we have a piecewise analytic family of functions hs(z,y,2), 0 < s < 1 so that
ho = f1 and hy = f; (respectively hg = f3 and h; = f3) and p* invariants
of hg are constant. As it is p*-constant family, the multiplicity of h; is 4
for any s. Let hy = hgg + hss + ... be the graduation by the degree. If
hs,,4 = 0 has an non-isolated singularity in P? for some g, the generic plane
section hg, N L has Milnor number greater than 9 as the tangent cone is a
quartic with singularities. Here L is a generic plane through the origin. This
contradicts to the pu*-constancy. Thus hgy = 0 has only isolated singularities.
Secondly the family of quartics hss(z,y,2) = 0 has the same total Milnor
number. In fact, the zeta function of hs, (s, (t) is constant for s by Lemma
[12] and also its zeta multiplicity factor is also constant. This is given by
(1 — t*)~THreor(s)  Here puy00(s) is the total Milnor number of the projective
curve Dy := {hg = 0} C P? which is the sum of Milnor numbers at the
singular points. Thus the total Milnor numbers of h; is constant.

We use the following well-known property of the family of curves.
Bifurcation of singularities. Consider a continuous family of analytic func-
tion fi(z,y) of plane curves with isolated singularity at the origin. Then
there exists a positive number € > so that for any ¢t < e, u(fy) < p(fo)
for |t| < e. It is also well-known that if the singularity of fy at the origin
bifurcate into some singularities for f;, the sum of Milnor numbers on the
same fiber f; = 0 is less than u(fo) by Lazzeri [9]. See also [11].
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Thus combining the above two observation, the singularities of {hsy = 0}
has 3A; (respectively 4A) for any s if hg = f1 (resp. if hg = f3). This im-
plies that the pair (P2, Dy) is topologically isomorphic to (P2, Dg) by a result
of Lé [10]. However this is a contradiction as {Q1, Q2} (resp.{@3,Q4}) is a
weak Zariski pair and the pair (P?,Q;),i = 1,2 (resp. the pair (P?,Q,),j =
3,4) are not homeomorphic. Thus there are no such family of quartics from
Q1 to Q2 (resp. from Q3 to Q4). This proves Lemma O

3.3.2. p-Zariski pair. Now we state a stronger result.

Theorem 14. The pair { f1, fo} and {fs, fa} are u-Zariski pairs of hypersur-
faces. Namely they belong to different connected components of p-constant
strata.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [14]

The proof occupies the rest of this section. Assume that we have a
p-constant piecewise analytic family hs(z,y,z), s < s < 1 so that hyg =
f1,h1 = fa (respectively hg = f3,h1 = f4). We take an arbitrary 0 < s < 1.
We will show that zeta function can not be the same as any of f; or fs if
the multiplicity of hg is smaller than 4. This part takes the most part of the
proof. By Lemma the zeta-function of hy is the same as that of f; or fs.
We prove the assertion by contradiction.

The argument is to show that the zeta multiplicity factor of hy can not
be as (1 —t*)™* for fi or (1 —*)73 for f3 if multiplicity of A is less than
4. (There is one exceptional case with ¢ multiplicity factor is (1 — ¢*)=3
and the multiplicity is 3. See Lemma ) If the multiplicity of hs is 4, the
singularities of hgy = 0 must be 3A4; (resp. 4 A;). We first show that the
multiplicity of hs can not be 2 or 3 in §4.1] and §4.2]

4.1. Case 1. The multiplicity of hs is 2. Assume hg has the multiplicity
2 for some s. Fixing s and apply the generalized Morse Lemma (see for
example [2]). Choosing a suitable analytic coordinate (w1, ws,ws), we can
write (a) hs(W) = w? +w3+wk, v > 3 for corank 1 or (b) hs(w) = wi+j(w)
for corank 2 where the multiplicity of j is greater than 2. We show that this
is impossible, under the assumption that the zeta function is given as or
B).

For the case (a), it is clearly impossible, as div((,,) = A, — 1. Assume
the case (b). Let =; be the divisor of the reduced zeta function of j(w). By
the join theorem ([22], 21]), we need to have

(10) div(Cp,) = (—Ax+1)Z;,
—4A4 —3A4+m+ 17 fOI'fl,fg
—3A4 —4A4+m+ 1, f0rf3,f4.

Put Z; = Y7, vilg, with di < dy < --- < ds. First, to obtain 1 in
—Ay+1)=;, we must have dy =1 and v; = 1. If do > 2, (—Ay + 1)=; gets
Jj j g

(11) (A2 +1Z; = div((p,) = {
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—Aj5 in this summation. This is a contradiction to the above equality. So
we need to have do = 2 and v, = —1. This implies by Proposition the
multiplicity of j is 2 which is also a contradiction to the assumption.

4.2. Case 2. Multiplicity of hs is 3. Now we show that the multiplicity
of hs can not be 3. Assume that hs has multiplicity 3 for some s and let
hs = hs3+ hsa+ ... be the graduation by the degree. We consider the cubic
curve C' = {hs3 = 0} C P2, In the following, s is fixed as above.

4.2.1. Strategy of the argument. Our argument proceeds as follows. First we
take a suitable coordinates, say (x,y, z), and consider the Newton boundary
I'(hs) of hs with respect to this coordinates. As hs = 0 has an isolated
singularity at the origin, we may assume that hs has a convenient Newton
boundary by adding monomials 2V, 3", 2V where N is a sufficiently large
integer. Then we consider the dual Newton diagram I'*(hs) and take an
admissible regular simplicial subdivision ¥* and consider the associated toric
modification # : X — C3. By the convenience, we may assume that the
vertices of ¥* are positive except the canonical ones {eg,...,e,} and 7 is
a small toric modification. Let E(P), P € V7 be the compact exceptional
divisors of #. The multiplicity of hs := #*h, along E(P) is d(P,hs). Let
V, be the strict transform of V (k) into X. If A(P) is a degenerate face of
I'(hs), Vs can have singularities on E(P). To get a good resolution of h, we
need further blowing ups over singular points of V; ([5]) and let w: Y — X
is the composition of these blowing ups so that the composition

I=#ow: Y-%X 0
is a good resolution of hg and let D1,..., D, be the exceptional divisors of
w and let m; be the multiplicity of II*h, along D;. Note that m; > 5 by
Proposition if the multiplicity of the exceptional divisor E(P) of the
first modification 7 : X — C3 with w(D;) C E(P) is at least 4, which
implies the multiplicity of 7*f is greater than or equal to 5 at a singular
point of V. Let V4 be the strict transform of V into ¥ and Di = Dj\
(Vy Upep+ E (P)y Ukj Dj>. We may assume that exceptional divisors are
all compact so that its image of the exceptional divisors by II are over
the origin. Then the exceptional divisors of II = # o w are {E(P)y, P €
VtYU{Dy,...,D;}. Here E(P)y is the pull back of E(P) € X to Y.
The contribution of the divisor E(P)y in the A’Campo formula is (1 —

AP =X(EP)Y) where E(P), = E(P)y \ (f/y Uozr B(Q)y U, Dk). Let

E(P) = E(P)\ (‘7 Ugxr E(Q) C E(Q)) As E(P)’ is smooth and it does
not contain any point of the center of the second blowing-up w, we have a
canonical diffeomorphism w : E(P)} = E(P)’. Thus

Proposition 15. We have the equality x(E(P)}) = x(E(P)').
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Now combining A’Campo formula and the argument of Varchenko formula
and Proposition [5| we have

Lemma 16. The zeta function of f is given as

H (1— td(P))—X(E(P)') « H(l _ tmj)—x(D;)_
pPey+ j

The first factor can be written using toric stratification as

[T (1 - @) EE) T ¢ie)
Peyt I
where Cr(t) = H (1-— 2gﬂl(Q))ﬂc(E(Q)’)

Q€ePr

The set Pr is the set of weight vectors which correspond to the maximal
dimensional faces of T'(f1). If f% is a degenerate face, x(E(P)) can not be
expressed combinatorially as in the formula . The following Lemma is
useful to prove Theorem Using Lemma [5], we have:

Lemma 17. Let P be a positive vertex of X*. If E(P)" has non-zero Euler
characteristic, there are three possibilities.

(1) dim A(P) =2, or

(2) dim A(P) =1 and P is adjacent to one of e1, ez, €3, or

(3) dim A(P) =0 and P is adjacent to two of ey, ea, e3.
Proof. Assume that dim A(P) = 1. Take a toric coordinate chart o =
Cone(P, Py, P3). If P is not adjacent to any of e, ez, e3, E(P) = E(P;0)*\
E(P;o0)* for any toric chart 0 = Cone(P, P2, P3) where

E(P;0)* :={uy, € C3 |upy =0, Ug, ug3 # 0}
E(P;0)" :={(0,uy2,us3) | g(us2, ug3) = 0}

and g is the defining polynomial of E(P) in E(P) = {us; = 0}. By the
assumption, the Newton polygon of ¢ is 1-dimensional. Thus by Lemma
X(E(P)) = —x(E(P;0)*) = 0. If P is adjacent to e, A(P) C R{23},
The proof of assertion (3) is similar. In this case, F(0)* is a point (=0-
dimensional torus) for o which is generated by P and two of ey, ..., e3. For
example, if e, ey is adjacent to P, hsp(x,y,z) = ¢z for some a > 0 and
c € C* and P take the form P =!(a,b,1), a,b > 0. In this case, this vertex
contributes the zeta function by (1 — )1, O

4.2.2. Cancellation of Case 2. Now we are ready to show the impossibility
of the multiplicity m(hs) = 3. We divide the situation by the geometry of
the cubic curve C3 := {hg3 = 0} C P2, For simplicity, we write hereafter
h:= hs, h3 = hs3 etc.
We divide the case 2 in three subcases.

2-1 C3: hg = 0 a union of 3 lines.

2-2 h3z = 0 is a union of conic and a line.
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2-3 hg = 0 is an irreducible cubic.

First we consider Case 2-1.
Case 2-1. C3: hg = 0 a union of 3 lines.

We further divide this case into four cases depending the geometry of the
lines hg = 0:

(a) O3 is a union of three lines which are generic in P2, or

(b) C3 is a union of three lines which are intersecting at one point in P2,
(c) Cs is union of two lines where one line has multiplicity 2.

(d) Cs is one line with multiplicity 3.

Subcase 2-1-a. We first consider the case that hs = 0 is three generic lines.
Taking a new linear coordinate if necessary and putting this coordinates as
(x,y,z), we may assume that hs(z,y,z) = zyz. Put A = (1,1,1) € T'(h).
Let P = (ay,az,a3) be a positive vertex of ¥* with d(P) < 4. If d(P) =
3, then P = %(1,1,1) and A(P) = {A}. This vertex does not give any
factor in zeta function and we do not need to consider this case. Suppose
d(P) = 4. Then A(P) contains only degree 4 monomials and possibly zyz.
Here we used the trivial inequality deg z%y’2¢ > a + b+ c. If E(P)’ has
non-zero Euler characteristic, the possibility is (a) dim A(P) = 2, or (b)
dim A(P) > 1 and P is adjacent to one of ey, ez, e3,0r (c) dim A(P) > 0
and P is adjacent to two of ej,eq,e3. For (a) or (b), the possible weights
are 1(2,1,1),%(1,2,1),%(1, 1, 2). Thus we may assume, for example, that P =
t(1,1,2) and any degree 4 monomial except xyz must be a monomial ziy*~*
of degree 4 in x,y. Thus we assume that I = {1,2} and suppose h!(z,y)
have 1-dimensional support. We first assume that o = Cone (P, ez, e3) is a
simplex in ¥*, assuming z* is in hf. (Note A(P)NA(E2)NA(es) = {(4,0,0)}
and we can consider o € ¥*.) As a unimodular matrix, o takes the the form:

1 00
c=11 1 0
2 01

Then 7?('(;(110-) - (Uo'h U01U027U31U03) and

h(u,) = hp(u,) modulo(u,),

BP(uU) = uﬁl (hi(l, UUQ) + u02u03) .

Let v be the number of non-zero distinct roots of h! (1,us2) = 0 and let 6;
be the number of monomials of {z*,y*} in h!. Then

E(P)* = {(uo'27u0'3) ‘ hﬁ(lauoﬂ) + Ug2Uo3 = 0, Up2, U3 7é 0}

and it is easy to see that E(P)* is homeomorphic to C* \ {v; points} by
the projection (uy2,us3) — ug2. Thus x(E(P)*) = —v7. On the other
hand, E(P); = {us,2 € C*|hi(1,use) = 0} and x(E(P)}) = v;. Thus
those two terms are cancelled out. Thus the contribution of the stratum
E(P)* and E(P)} to the zeta multiplicity factor is (1 — ¢*)%7 where J; is the
number of monomials in {z*, y*} which are in k] and 6; € {0,1,2}. If *
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appears in hi and z* does not appear in hi, we do the same argument by
o' = Cone(P, ey, e3). If 2* and y* are not in hl and assume that hl(z,y) =
Y*Ja—a(z,y), 1 < a < 2 where jy_q is a polynomial of degree 4 — o with
Ji—a(,0) := ¢ # 0. Take a vector Q = *(a — 1,a,b) with a sufficiently large
and b > a. We can see hg = cy®z?™® and A(P) D A(es) D A(Q). (Recall
Cone (P, Q,R) is an admissible cone if A(P) N A(Q) N A(R) # 0.) This
means

a—1 0
a 0
b 1
is an admissible regular simplicial cone. We may assume that 7 is a simplicial
cone of a regular simplicial cone subdivision ¥* of I'*(h). However this choice
of 7 and an explicit construction of ¥* is not necessary and this particular
choice of 7 does not make any difference in the calculation of x(E(P)’) which

is clear from the following calculation. In fact, in this coordinate chart, 7*h
is defined by

1
7= Cone(P,Q,e3) <— 7=11
2

h(u,) = ut uia=tte <j4,a(1, Ur2) + u3§2a+370‘u73) modulo (u2;)

and E(P) is defined by

g(u7'2a UTS) = j4fa(17 uT2) + u2§2a+37au7_3 =0.

Thus we see E(P)* is isomorphic to C* \ {v; points} (isomorphism is given
by the projection (ur2, ur3) — ur2) and E(P)7 is v7 points which are roots of
Ja—a(1l,ur2) = 0. Note that v; does not depend on the choice of b > a > 1.
We do the same discussion for J = {2,3} and K = {1,3} and we conclude
the zeta-multiplicity factor is given as (1 — t%)~® where § is the number of
monomials in {z%, 3%, 24} in hy. Thus if § < 3, the zeta multiplicity factor is
(1 — 479 and it can not be same with that of f;, i = 1,3, (1 —t*)74 ¢ =
0,1. The case § = 3 is a bit different, as the zeta-multiplicity factor coincides
with that of fs, f4. In this case, hy contains three monomials z*,y?, z* and
h4 is convenient. We assert

Lemma 18. Assume that hs = xyz and hy is convenient. Then the zeta
function of h is given as (1 —t*)~2 and the Milnor number is 11.

Thus assuming this lemma, h can not have the same zeta-function as f;
or f3 which are (1 —t4)=4+e(1 — t4tm)=3=¢ ¢ =0, 1.

Proof. We choose another linear coordinate (z/,y,2’) so that x = ¢; =
(12’ +agy’ +as?’),y = by := (b’ +boy/ +b32'), 2 = U3 := (c12' + oy’ +¢32")
where a;, b;, ¢; # 0,¢ = 1,2, 3 are generic non-zero complex numbers and they
satisfy hg(a;, bi, ¢;) # 0 fori = 1,2, 3. In this coordinate, we have hy = ¢1203
and consider the homogeneous polynomial Hs(z',y/, 2’) := hg(¢1, {2, ¢3). The
intersection points in P2 of three lines z = 0,y = 0,z = 0 are p; = (1,0,0),
p2 = (0,1,0) and p3 = (0,0,1). In the new coordinates (2,4, 2'), we have:
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Assertion 19. In the coordinates (x',y',2"), pi, i = 1,2,3 are not on the
coordinate lines {z'y'z' = 0} and Hs(2',y',2") is convenient.

Proof. By solving explicitly respective linear equations ¢ —1 = f5 = f3 = 0,
li=F0y—1=/43=0and ¥y =Fly =F3—1=0in 2,79/, 2, we can easily
see that pi, p2, p3 are outside of the lines z'y'2’ = 0 as long as a;, b;, ¢, @ =
1,2,3 are generically chosen. (To see the intersection of fo = ¢35 = 0 in
(2,9, ") coordinates of P?, we may assume that £; = 1 on that point.) As
H3(0,07 1) = hg(ag,bg,c;;) 75 0. Similarly Hg(l,0,0) and H3(0,1,0) 75 0.
This means Hj is a convenient polynomial. O

Put a1, g, as be the coefficients of z/4, y'*, 2/* in Hy(2',y, 2") := hy(ly, 02, 03).
Now we consider the toric modification 7 : X — C? with respect to ¥* with
vertices {e1, e, e3, P} where P = (1,1, 1) and the coordinates are (2/,y/, ).
The exceptional divisor E(P) has three A; singularities at p;,i = 1,2,3.
Take the toric chart o = Cone (P, e2,e3). Let w = (wy, we, w3), w1 = uy1 be
an admissible coordinate at p; so that

H = H(“Ula Ug1Ug2, u01u0'3)
= ug‘l (H3(1,U02,’u,0—3) + a1ug1 + R))
= wi(w + wi + cywi + R)

where R € (w?). Note that zeta function of wj(w3 + w? + cjwi + R)
is determined by w$(w3 + w3 + aywi) whose zeta function is (1 — ¢4)~L.
Thus H is an almost non-degenerate function in the coordinates (z/,y/, 2’).
This function is the same as the function considered in Example 2, §3.4
[16]. We apply Theorem [9] [16] to get (g (t) = (1 — %)~ which proves the
assertion. U

Subcase 2-1-b. Suppose hg = 0 is a 3 lines which intersect at a point in
P2, We may assume that hz = zy(z + ay), a # 0 (after a linear change of
coordinate). Take a toric modification with an admissible regular simplicial
subdivision ¥*. It has a vertex P =*(1,1,a), a > 1 in ¥* which is adjacent
to e3 and hp = h3. This vertex gives d(P) = 3 and it gives factor (1 — t3)
in the zeta function by A’Campo formula. (In the Varchenko formula, this
corresponds to (7(t) with I = {1,2}.) We can see no other vertices X* con-
tribute the factor (1 —%). After further blowing ups, no exceptional divisors
appears with multiplicity 3. This is a contradiction to the assumption.

Subcase 2-1-c. hg = 0 are two lines where one line is doubled. Then we
may assume that hg = 2%y. If I'(h) has a face of dimension 2 of degree 4, the
only possibility is hy(x, 0, z) has 1 dimensional support and with 22y, it gen-
erate a face of dimension 2 with weight vector P =?(1,2,1). 1-dimensional
faces can be on hy(x,0,2) and hyg(0,y, z). We consider again degree 4 com-
ponent hy. Let I = {1,3}. If k] is 0 or a single monomial x%2*~% with
1 < a < 3, there are no possible degree 4 face of dimension 2. If hi(w, z) is
not a monomial, assuming x* appears in I, we consider o = Cone (P, ez, e3)
where P = %(1,2,1). Let v; be the number of non-zero distinct roots of
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fi(z,2) = 0 as before. Then @ = uy1,y = U2 U2, 2 = Us1Uy3 and E(P)* is
defined by uya + ff(1,uy3) = 0. Thus x(E(P)*) = —vr and x(E(P)%) = vr.
If 24 appears in h], we consider in the chart Cone (P, eq, e3). If neither z# nor
z* appears in hi, we take an admissible simplical cone 7 = Cone (P, Q, e3)
where Q = Y(a — 1,b,a) with @ > 1 and b > a and the similar argument
works as in Case 2-1-2. Anyway the contribution from h} is cancelled with
contribution from E(P)*. However for J = {2,3}, h’(y, z) contribute to the
zeta function by (1 — t*)*/. On {z,y} planes, there are no degree 4 edges.

Let 0 be the number of monomials among {z*,y*, 2*} which appears in
ha(z,y,z). Each monomial contribute by the factor (1 — #*)~! in the zeta
function of h and altogether we get (1 — t*)7%. Altogether the contribution
to the zeta function on the factor is (1 —t*)™0+"/, As —§ 4 vy > —3, we get
a contradiction to the assumption.

Subcase 2-1-d. hg = 0 is a line with multiplicity 3. We assume that

hs = x3. It is easy to see that the only possible vertex P with d(P) = 4
which satisfies one of the conditions in Lemma [17]is P = *(a,1,1),a > 1
and hp(z,y,2) = h4(0,y,2). Let § be the number of monomials {y*, 24} in
h4(0,y, z) and let v be the number of non-zero roots of h4(0, 1, z) = 0. Then
the contribution to zeta-multiplicity factor is (1—t4)"79. As —1 <v—§ < 2,
this is a contradiction to the assumption. Alternatively we can also have a
contradiction by showing that 2? gives a factor (1 —#3)71.

Subcase 2-2. Suppose hg = 0 is a union of a conic C and a line L.
Subcase 2-2-1. The conic C and the line L are transversal in P?. We may
assume that hg is convenient and two A; is not on xyz = 0. After one toric
blowing up with vertices {e1, s, e3, P} with P :=%(1,1,1)}, we see that the
exceptional divisor E(P) C E(P) has 24, singularities at the intersection
of the conic and the line component and we see that the divisor £ (P) gives
zeta-multiplicity factor (1 —¢3). This is a contradiction to the assumption.
Subcase 2-2-2. The conic C and the line L are tangent in P?. Put
p = CnNL. Then the singularity of (C'U L, p) is isomorphic to As. Using the
same toric modification, we may assume that E(P) has one Ag singularity.
This divisor does not gives any zeta factor as we see below. Note that the
zeta function of a non-singular cubic is (1 —¢*)~3 and by Theorem [9} in the
zeta function of h, the exponent of zeta factor becomes —3 + u(Asz) = 0.
Consider the toric chart ¢ = Cone(ey, ez, P). Then the pull-back of h is
written as

h(u,) = uls (ha(Uo1, g, 1) + 3 R(u,))
where u,3R is coming from higher terms of h. Taking an admissible coor-
dinates (w1, w2, ws3), w3 = uy3 at the singular point p = (a1, ae,0), we can
write
h(w) = w3 (w% + wj + w3 R(w))
If the multiplicity of w3 R(w) is greater than or equal to 2, the multiplicity
of h at the singular point is greater than or equal to 5 and no factor (1—1t%)



22 M. OKA

appears in the zeta function. Only possible case is when wsR(w) = aws, a #
0 modulo higher terms. Then iL(W) is non-degenerate and by Theorem

G(t) = (1 —t19)~11 —8)(1 — Y~ (For example, we can take as h,
(22 +y? —222)(x+y—22)+2*%.) This is also contradiction to the assumption.

Subcase 2-3. Suppose that hg = 0 is an irreducible cubic. We can choose
a generic linear coordinates so that h(®) (x,y, z) is convenient and a possible
singularity is one A or one Ay. By Theorem[J] the zeta-multiplicity factor is
one of (1—3)73, (1—13)72, (1—#3)~! according to the cubic is non-singular,
or one A; or one As. This is also a contradiction.

4.3. Case 3. Multiplicity 4. We consider the last case. Assume that h = hg
has multiplicity 4. We divide this case in two cases by the geometry of the
curve hgy = 0.
(3-1) hsq = 0 has non-isolated singularity for some s.
(3-2) hsq = 0 has only isolated singularity for any s.

We will show that the only possible case is (3.2).
Subcase (3-1). Suppose it has non isolated singularity for some s. Then
the possibility of hy = 0 are
(a) one line with multiplicity 4, or
(b) two lines where one line has multiplicity 3, or
(c) two lines of multiplicity 2, or
(d) one line with multiplicity 2 and two other lines, or
(e) one line with multiplicity 2 and an irreducible conic, or
(f) one conic with multiplicity 2.
Subcase (3-1-a) We assume the case (a). Choose a linear coordinates so
that hy = z*. Then it is easy to see that there are no faces of dimension
2 or 1 with degree 4. The only possible effective vertex with multiplicity
4 is of the form P = *(1,a,b) corresponding to the monomial z* and the
contribution is (1 — ¢*)~!. This is a contradiction to the assumption.

Subcase (3-1-b) Consider the case (b). We assume that hy = 23y. In this
case, it is impossible to have an effective exceptional divisor of multiplicity
4. See Lemma [I7

Subcase (3-1-c) Assume that hy = x?y?. The same reason as the case
(b).

Subcase (3-1-d) Assume that hg = 0 has three lines Lj, Ly, L3 where L;
has multiplicity 2. After one point blowing-up # : X — C3, E (P) = P? and
E(P) is a union of three lines Lj, Ly, L3 where L; has multiplicity 2. We
can assume that hy = zy2? or 2%y(x + ay), a # 0. In the case hy = zy22,
there are no possibility of vertex P with d(P) = 4 and which contribute to
the zeta function. Assume that hy = 22y(x + ay), the only possible vertex
take the form P = (1,1,b),b > 1 which is adjacent to e3 and hp = hy.
If this is the case, its contribution is (1 — ¢*). This is also a contradiction

to the assumption. (This case, we can also do the same discussion as Case
(3-1-e) below.)
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Subcase (3-1-¢) We can assume that hy(z,y) = 2%j2(z,y,2) with jp is
a smooth conic. We take a toric modification # : X — C3 which respect
to X* = {e1, ez, e3, P}, P =*(1,1,1). E(P) is a union of smooth conic C
and a line of multiplicity 2. Using the toric chart o := Cone(ey, 3, P), the
pull-back of h takes the form

h(uy) = ha(us) + he(u,) + (higher degree terms), £ > 5

h(Uo11, Uo2, Ugs) = Usg (1@1]’2(%1, Uga, 1) 4+ ul5 by (g1, g2, 1) + .. )

CNL is either 2 points or one point. Put them p; and ps be the intersection
of C and L in E(P). In the latter case, L is tangent to C' and ps = p;. On
L and C, there are finite points such that the function h is not equi-singular
along L or C. These exceptional points on L are pi,p2 and the points
in the intersection us1 = he(ue1,us2,1) = 0 on L and ja(ugr,us2,1) =
he(ug1,uy2,1) = 0 on C respectively. Put them ps, ..., pg. Take a small ¢
ball B.(p;) centered at p; and put B = U¥_ B.(p;). Let N(E(P)), N(L) and
N(C) be the sufficiently small controlled tubular neighborhoods of E(P) \
(LUC), L\ (LNB) and C\ (CNB). Put N = N(L)UN(C). Let N(E(P)) =
N(E(P))\ (BUN). We divide the Milnor fibration of  into fibrations on
N(E(P)),N(L), N(C) and B.(p;),i = 1,. ..,k and carry out the exact same

argument as that in [I6]. Note that x(N(E(P))’) =1 or 0, according p; # p2
or p1 = p2 and x(LUC) = 2 or 3. The zeta function of h|N(E(P))/ is (1—t*)~1

or (1 —¢*)® = 1. The contribution of the zeta function h|y(z) to the zeta-
multiplicity factor (1 —#*) is trivial as the normal zeta function is described
by the ulg(u2, + u§§4) (Sublemma 4,[16]). Similarly the restriction of the
Milnor fibration h on N (C) does not contribute to the zeta multiplicity factor
as the normal zeta function corresponds to uls(ja + u§§4) where (ug3, J2),
32 = ja(ug1,us2, 1) is coordinates of the normal slice. That is, there is a
local coordinates (ugg,jg, Jv1) locally where v is a local coordinate of C.
To get the zeta function of the restriction of Milnor fibration on B\ h=(0),
we have to take further resolution. However over p;, we get exceptional
divisors of multiplicity greater than or equal to 5, as the multiplicity of h at
p; is greater than or equal to 5. Over N(L) and N(C), the multiplicity of A
is 6 and 5 respectively. Combining these data, the possible zeta-multiplicity
factor in (j(t) is either (1 —*)~! or 1, a contradiction to the assumption.

Subcase (3-1-f) Assume that h4 = 0 is non-reduced conic C' of multiplicity
2. We assume that hy = j3 and h = j2 + hy + (higher terms) as above. After
one point blowing-up 7 : X — C3, the exceptional divisor is E (P) = P? and
E(P) is a non-reduced conic. Use again the toric chart o = Cone(ey, ez, P)
as above. Then

~

h(uy) = u§3 <j2(u01, Ug2, 1)2 + uf;g4hg(u01, Ug2, 1) + (higher terms)> )
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Let p1, ..., px be the intersection of jo(ug1, Uuy2, 1) = hy(tg1, ugs2, 1) = 0 and
take a small disk B.(p;) centered at p; for each i = 1,...,k and put B =
Uk B-(p;). Take a controlled tubular neighborhoods N(E(P)\ C), N(C)
of C = E(P)\ B and N(E(P)) be a tubular neighborhood of E(P)\ (B U
N(C)). We divide Milnor fibration into the following parts. The complement
N(E(P)) := N(E(P))\(N(C)UB) and N(C)\(N(C)NB) and B. We do the
same discussion as in Subcase (3-1-¢). Thus N (E(P))’ contribute to the zeta
function by (1—t%)73"2 = (1—¢*)~1. On N(C), the normal zeta function is
described by ul;(ja(ug1, Ug2, 1)? —|—u§§4(u01, Ug2, 1)+ (higher terms) which is
equivalent to ut; (53 +u'z*) with (uy3, j2) are coordinates of the normal slice.
Thus it contribute for the factor (1 — %) trivially. On p;, h has multiplicity
7 and also this part also gives nothing for the zeta-multiplicity factor. Thus
we conclude that the case (3-1-f) is also not possible.

Subcase 3-2 (Last case). Assume that the family hs = 0 has only isolated
singularity and multiplicity is 4 and the total and local Milnor numbers of
hsa must be constant for any 0 < s <1 by Theorem [0] This implies h is a
p¥-constant family from f; to fo or from f3 to fs. However by Lemma
this is impossible and the proof of Theorem [9]is completed.

5. GEOMETRIC STRUCTURE OF THE LINKS Ky AND Ky,

In this section, we study further geometric structure of the link 3-manifolds
Ky, i =1,2. As second result, we will show that they are not diffeomorphic,
though their zeta functions are equal. Recall that

filzy,2) = iz, y, 2) + 2™,
fo(z,y,2) = ga(x,y, 2) + 2™

where ¢ is a quadric with 3 Ay singularities and ¢o is a union of a smooth
cubic and a generic line. We assume that all of these polynomials are conve-
nient. Let f(z) be one of f or fo. First we take a toric modification 7 : X —
C? with respect to the vertices {e1, e2, e3, P} with P = %(1,1,1). Take the
coordinate chart { = Cone (e, ez, P) with coordinates ug = (ue1, uga, ues).
The pull back of f is given as

(12)  filug) = 7 fi(ue) = udy (ailuer, uea,1) + ) i = 1,2

as (v,y,2) = (ue1ues, Ugaes, Ue3)-

Let pa, @ = 1,2,3 be the singular points of E(P). Take (a1, Va2, Va3)
admissible coordinates in the neighborhood U, centered at p, so that v,3 =
ugz and

(13) fz(V) = ug(vy) + 02y + uf').

To distinguish from the local coordinates, we write v,3 = u¢3 as ug. For fo,
we consider also another coordinates. Let go23,¢2,1 be the defining polyno-
mial of the cubic and linear component of go = 0. Thus g2 = ¢23¢2,1. We
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define wy 1= g2 3(ug1, ue2, 1) and wo := g1 (ug1, uga, 1). Note that

92,3 (ug1ues, ugaUes, ugz) = U?g 92,3 (g1, uga, 1) = ug’gwl,
2,1 (Ug1Ug3, UgaUes, Ugs) = Ugs qa,1 (g1, Uga, 1) = ugrwe

and ¢o;(ugr, uga, 1) = 0 with ¢ = 3, 1 are the defining polynomials of the
strict transform of the cubic and the line component respectively. As the
cubic and the line intersect transversely, (wi,ws) is a local coordinate of
E(P) and (wq,ws,us) is a local coordinate of X in the neighborhood of
Pa, @ = 1,2,3 for fy so that the pull-back of fg(Ug) is now given as

fa(wy, wa, uz) = us(wiws + uit).
Thus the local coordinates (vq1,va2) for fo are chosen so that they satisfy

(14) Vol + \/jlvag = w1, Vgl — \/—711)(12 = wy.

wy,wy is also globally defined on the toric chart Us (and also on X as a
meromorphic function). As is obvious from the expression, fz is weighted
homogeneous in v, and the dual Newton diagram I'™*( fi: Va) at p, has only
one positive vertex R, = (m,m,2) or Sy, = *(mg, mo, 1) for m odd or even
(m = 2my) respectivelyey, ea, e3. Ry (0 Spy) is the weight vector of f;(vy).

5.1. Regular simplicial subdivision ¥%. Suppose m is an odd integer
and put m = 2mg + 1. The regular simplicial cone subdivision 37, is given
as the left % of Figure Il Here R, = t(m,m,2), T, = ‘(mo + 1,mo + 1,1)
for m = 2mg + 1 and myg vertices Su 1,...,Sa,m, are added where S, ; =
t(,4,1),4 = 1,...,mg. For an even m = 2mg, we do not need T, and
Ry, = *(mo, mo, 1). See the right subdivision X} of Figure[l} In the following,
we consider the case m = 2mg + 1 first. The case m = 2my is similar.

To see the manifold structure, we consider a toric modification w, : Y, —
X, o = 1,2,3 with respect to X} or ¥*. (X}, £} is the same for every
pa.) Three modification can be canonically glued together to get a final
resolution w : Y — X and by taking composition with # : X — C3, we get
a good resolution of f; restricting IT : Y — C? to an open neighborhood Uy
of the origin. The exceptional divisors of II are all compact and they are
E(P) (from #) and E(Ra), E(Sai), i = 1,...,mq from wa, o = 1,2,3, and
E(Ta) for an odd m = 2mg + 1. (If m = 2my, the exceptional divisors are
E(S;),i=1,...,mp.) Let V3 be the strict transform of Vg = f/gl(O) to Y.
Hereafter o« = 1, 2,3 are the indices of the singular points and 8 = 1,2 are
the choice of functions. Recall that for a vertex K € ¥*, the restriction of
the exceptional divisors E(K) to 175 are non-empty if the supporting face

A(K) has dimension greater than or equal to 1. Thus E(T,) is empty as
m—+4

far. = ug
Remark 20. To be precise, the resolution space X and Y for f; and for f
are different complex spaces and it is better to be distinguished and to be
written as 711 : X1 — C3, 7 : Xo —» C3and I1; : Y] — C? and II, : Y5 — C3.
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X¥.m=2mgo+1 X7, m=2my

FIGURE 1. X5 :m = 2mg + L:odd, X} : m = 2mg:even

Also the exceptional divisors Sqi,¢ = 1,...,mp and R, are sitting in the
different space Y7 and Y3. Thus it is more precise to write them as S, ; ;
and R, ; for j = 1,2. However except the central divisor P, they are the
same Riemann surfaces and the resolution graphs are isomorphic and the
link 3-manifolds are determined by the dual resolution graphs. Therefore
we ignore this too precise notations (with too many suffixes) and we use the
same letter for the both cases, unless any confusion is likely.

We denote the strict transform of the exceptional divisor of 73 : X3 — C3,
E(P) C Xg, to Y by Pg,3 = 1,2 respectively, as they are topologically
different.

Proposition 21. For fi, P is a smooth rational curve. For fo, Py is a
unton of smooth cubic and a line P, = Py 3+ Py 1, where Py3 and Py are
the strict transforms of the cubic and the line respectively.

Proof. By the discussion of Euler characteristics, we know that x(E(P)) =
—4+ 3 = —1 for fi. Recall E(P) is a quartic with 34;, x(E(P)) = —1.
Py is the normalization of E(P) at three points p,, a = 1,2,3. In Y,, each
singular point p; is separated in two points. Thus x(P;) = —1+3 = 2. The
second assertion is obvious from the assumption on ¢s. O

Note that P, 3N P51 = 0 (after the modification w). By abuse of notation,
we also denote the exceptional divisors E(S,;) and E(R) by the same letter
Sa,i and R, for simplicity of the notations.
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Proposition 22. (1) S,; has two components which are P! for 1 <i < mq
ifm=2mg+1 and for 1 <i < mg—1 for m = 2mgy. We can call each

component as Sm, S_; so that Si S;_H =1 and Si S;FZH =0.
(2) For m =2mo+1, R, is a mtwnal sphere and R, Saimo =1 and Sa,m,

is a union of two rational spheres. For m = 2mg, Sa,m, 15 connected and a
rational sphere.

(3) Pj-Sa1 = 2. More precisely, P S =1 for f1 and for fo, Py = Py 3+ P>
and we have that Py 3 - SE =10 and S* o P21 = 0,1 respectively.

Proof. As we are working on Y, for a = 1,2 simultaneously, we skip the
suffix a. First consider the toric chart o; := Cone(S;, Sit1,e1) for 0 < i <
mg — 1. which corresponds to the unimodular matrix

v 1+1 1
t 1+1 0
1 1 0

We understand Sy = e3 in the above notation. Denote the coordinates of
Cgi as (ui1,ui2,u;3) and
Va1 = uf yuib i3, va = ufulh uz = uiui
and pull back of f by wq for m = 2mg + 1 is given as
(15) wif = u?7i1+4u?f2+6 ( + 14w QZU% 2= 2) , 1 <mg—1.
(16)
The divisor S; and S;11 are defined in this chart by u;; = 0 and ;2 = O

respectively and their two components S S 1 correspond to u;3 = £/ —
respectively. In the chart oy, = Cone(SmO, R el)

(17) wif = wpr ol ful s 1 g}

We can see R is defined by t,,2 = 0 and R - S;,, = 2. This is described as
U1 = u%w’?, + 1= 0. For an even m with m = 2my, w;f is as above
for i < mg — 1 and for ¢ = my — 1, the above equation takes the form:

* £ 2mo+2 2mo+4 2 2 : _
wal = U U210 (Umg—13 + 1 Uy 11)  if m= 2mo.

As E(Smg) = {thme—12 = upyy 13+ 1+ ul, 1 = 0} if m = 2my, we see
that it is connected and a rational curve. Other part, the argument for m
odd or even is exactly the same, and we do the argument for m = 2mg + 1
hereafter.

In the chart C2, £(S;) and E(S;41) is defined by u;1 = 0 and u; 2 = 0
respectively and two components are u; 1 = ui,gi\/j = 0. We define Sj =
{ui1 = uiz++v/—1=0} and S, ={uin = u;3—+/—1 = 0}. In the next chart
oi+1 = Cone (Sit1, Siy2,e1) with coordinate (wiy1,1,wit1,2, uit1,3), they are
related by

—1 2
Wit+1,3 = U33, Uil = Ujpq 95 Ui2 = Wi41,1U41 2
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Thus we see SijE : Sf:_l = 1. For fs, in the chart gg, we have

wy = U1+ Vv —11)2 = uoyg(uo73+v —1), wy = V11—V —11)2 = uOyg(uOﬁg—\/ —1)
where o9 = Cone (e3,S1,e1) and vi = wup2up3, V2 = Up2,U3 = Ug,1UO2-
(Recall wy = 0 is the defining function of P»3 and wy = 0 defines P 1.)
This implies S(J{ = Py3 and S, = P as is desired. Now we consider
the last chart 7 = Cone (S, R,e1) with coordinates (ur1,ur2,ur3) (here
m = 2mg+ 1) and

v = U0 uT g, ve = ultuly,  ug = uruly

W f = eyt (uy + 1 4 un)
We see x(E(R)*) = —2 and x(E(R) N E(S%,)) =1 and x(E(R) N E(e1)) =
X(E(R) N E(ey)) = 1. Thus x(E(R)) = 2. O
5.2. Resolution graph of V1, V5. Now we come to the crucial part. Let
I's be the dual resolution graph of |y Vi — Vg, = 1,2. Here Vg =

B

V(fs), B=1,2.
First we consider V;. I'1 has 6mg + 4 vertices corresponding to
P, ST, .. Siny Ray a=1,2,3

and I'y is three cycle graph centered at P;. For each «, one cycle centered
at P is this:

Py S;rl S$m0 Ra Saimy So1 Py
e— o —. ... — o — e — o — ..
Figure [2| show the graph I'; for m = 3.

Now we consider the case fo. The central divisor E(P) split into two
vertices corresponding to P> 3 and P 1 and I'y has 6mg + 5 vertices. There
are three trees from P» 3 to P»1. See Figure .

Pas St Sj{mo Ro Saimg Sa1 P21
e — o — . — o — o — o — . .. e — o
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R3 53:1 Sil Ry

F1GURE 2. Graph 'y, m =3

FiGUuRrE 3. Graph I'y, m =3

5.3. Two links are not diffeomorphic. The calculation in the previous
subsection shows the following important theorem. Let Ky, := Vi, N S2 for
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i = 1,2. By plumbing argument, Ky, is diffeomorphic to the boundary of
the tubular neighborhood of exceptional divisors ([14] [6]).

Theorem 23. The first Betti numbers of the links Ky, and Ky, are given
as 3 and 4 respectively. In particular, Ky, and Ky, are not homeomorphic.

Proof. The Betti number of the link is given as 2gs,: + r where r is number
of independent cycles in the graph and g:» is the sum of the genera of the
exceptional divisors (see (2),[6]). Now the assertion is immediate from the
graph I'1, I's and the observation that P 3 is the unique non-rational divisor
with g(PQ’g) =1. U

5.3.1. Wang sequence and Jordan block. As far as we know, this is a first
example of a pair of links with the same zeta function and non-diffeomorphic
links. Recall the Wang sequence of the Milnor fibration [13]):
0 — Hy(S2\ K},) — Hy(F) " Hy(F)) — Hy(S3\ KJ,) — 0.

Here F; is the Minor fiber of f;. By Alexander duality, H'(Ky,) & H3(S2\
Ky,) = Ker (hy —id). Theorem says that the monodromy mappings for f;
and fy have different Jordan blocks on the second homology of the Milnor
fiber, though their characteristic polynomials are given by
(1—t)3(1—*+™)4(1 —¢)~! and therefore the multiplicity of eigenvalue 1 for
hy : Ho(F) — Hy(F) is 6 for both of fi, fo. However the number of Jordan
blocks of eigenvalue 1 is 3 and 4 respectively for f; and f by Theorem

5.4. Intersection numbers and dual resolution graphs. To compute
the self-intersection numbers, we consider the divisor of pull-back function
II*z. For simplicity, we consider the case m = 2mg+1 and mg > 1. By
and the center of w; does not intersect with the coordinate plane ug; = 0,
we get

3 mo
(18) (Tz) = (ugt) + P+ > Y Sai+2Ra, for fi, fo

a=1i=1

4 mo

(19) = (ug)) + P+ > > Sai+2Ra, for fs, fi

a=1 i=1

Here S,; = S;ri +5_;, and P it is equal to P for f; and P 3+ P 1 for f3 and

P = P33+ P, for f3, and P = Pya + Pﬁi,Q for f4. Note that the genus of

P, 3 is 1 for fo but P53 is a normalization of a nodal cubic cél) =0 and it is
rational. Py, Pj, are smooth conics. Using the property that (IT*z)-C' = 0
for a compact exceptional divisor C' C Y (see for example Theorem 2.6, [§]),
we get for I'y and T's:

2
Pjy=—6,P5) = —4, 552 =—-2, R2=—1, forfy
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and for the resolution of f3, f4, exceptional divisors are all rational and:
P32,3 =-8 , P?,2,1 = —4, 50%2-2 = -2, Ri =—1, for f3
P‘EQ = —6 s P‘LQ2 — _67 S(i? — _2’ Ri = —]_’ for f4

We have used the following equality for the calculation:
(20) (ugr) - E(P) =4

as E(P) N (ug) corresponds to the roots of ¢;(0,u¢,1) = 0 for each i =
1,... .4

5.4.1. Remarks on the pair {f3, fa}. The calculation of the links Ky, and
Ky, are similar. We only give few remarks and leave the detail to the reader.
Put V; = fj_l(O) for j = 3,4. Let I's, T’y be the dual resolution graphs for
V3 and Vj respectively. We put for V3, P33 N P31 = {p1, p2,p3} and py is
the inner singularity of P33. P33 is the normalization of the nodal cubic
component and Py ; is the line component. For Vi, Py o OPLLQ ={p1,...,pa}
where Py, Pj 5 are conics.

(1) After the first blowing up # : X — C3, the exceptional divisor E(P)
for V3 is a union of cubic P33 with one node and a line P31 where P33 and
P31 intersects transversely. For Vi, E(P) is two smooth conics Pyo and
Pfi,? They intersect transversely. The modifications at 44, singularities are
exactly same as those in the previous section using the same regular sim-
plicial cone subdivision %*. For simplicity, we explain the outline assuming
m = 2mgy + 1. We use the regular simplicial cone subdivision ¥} as before
for the toric modification at each singular points.

(2) For three A; singularities pi, p2, p3 of E(P) are located at the intersec-
tion of two components P33 M P35 for Vi, or PyoN Pﬁi,2 for Vy,, we take the
toric modification w, : Y, — X. Two divisors P33 and P31 or Py 2 and Pi,2
are separated by w and it gives a tree of exceptional divisors from P53 to
Ps3; or from Py to Pi’2 respectively:

St S, Sa S
Prve— S g R Sgpo_ _ Sp py

!
Py Pis

(3) The last A; singularity p4 is an inner singularity of P;3 for V3 and the
fourth intersection of two conics for V4. Thus after a toric modification
wq @ Yy — X, I's get a closed chain at P 3. For I'y, it is a same pass as in
(2). The resolution graphs are given in Figure Two graphs have same
number of independent cycles, 3. All exceptional divisors are P! and the
number of independent cycles is 3 for I's and I'y. (P33 is rational as it has
one node.) Thus Ky, and Ky, has the first Betti number 3. However their
graphs are not isomorphic (even as weighted graphs). To show that two
links Ky, and Ky, are not diffeomorphic, we can use Theorem 3.2, [15].
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sl
St L1
Py Pja
SF ST
4,1 W
F3 1—‘4

FIGURE 4. Graphs I's, I'4

5.5. Link pairs constructed from Zariski pairs. Consider a Zariski pair
of projective curves C : fq(z,y,2) = 0 and C’ : g4(z,y,2) = 0 of degree d
with simple singularities. We assume thet C, C’ are irreducible for simplicity.
Consider the isolation

f(l‘a Y, Z) = fd(:E) Y, Z)
g(a}, Y, Z) = gd(l’, Y, Z)
We assume f and g are convenient polynomial as before. Take the simplest
toric modification 7 : X — C? and 7’ : X’ — C? with ¥* with 4 vertices

{e1,e9,e3, P} with P = (1,1,1) as before. In the toric coordinates o =
Cone (e1,e9,P), f and g are written as

Fug) = ugs(faltor, ue2, 1) + ugy),

§(us) = ugs(9a(uor, sz, 1) + ugh)

Let p1,...,ps be the singular points of E(P). Then choose an admis-
sible coordinates system w; = (wj1,w;2,w;3) for each i = 1,...,s with
w;3 = Ug3. As E(P) is projective space P2 and fy(uo1,us2,1) = 0 and
9a(Ug1, Ug2,1) = 0 is the affine equation of the projective curve C,C’ re-

spectively, we may assume that f and ¢ take the exact same polynomial
expression at each p;. That is, f, g take the form

F(w), §(w) = uls (s(wr, wa) + ulfy)
where 1; (w1, ws) is a fixed normal form of the simple singularity (E(P), p;) =
(C, p;) at p;. We proceed the further toric modifications at each p;, w; : Y; —

+ Zd—i—m

+ Zd+m ]
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X or w} : Y/ — X' with respect to the same regular simplicial cone subdi-
vision ¥, Let I : Y — C3 and I" : Y — C3 be the resolution of f and
g obtained by composing these toric modification with 7 as before. In this
way two surface singularities get the exact same configuration of the excep-
tional divisors E;1,...,E;,,. Here we are abusing notations F;;’s which
are exceptional divisors of either IT or of II'. Thus two hypersurface V(f)
and V(g) have the exact same dual resolution graph. The assumption that
{C,C"} is a Zariski pair of irreducible curves implies after the resolution IT
and IT', the central divisor E(P) has the same genus for f and g. (This was
not the case for a weak Zariski pair.) We can compute intersection numbers
of exceptional divisors using the divisor (II*z) as in and use the prop-
erty that (IT*z) - E = 0 for any compact divisor E in Y. It is easy to see
that (IT*z) has the exactly same expression for V(f) and V(g). Thus as the
link 3-manifolds Ky and K, can be considered as the graph manifolds, we
have

Theorem 24. Assume that {C,C'} is a Zariski pair of irreducible curves
with simple singularities. The two links Ky and K, are diffeomorphic.

In [I6], we gave an example of such links. Though two links are dif-
feomorphic, we do not know if the diffeomorphism can be extended to a
diffeomorphism of S2 or not.

Remark 25. Theorem [24] also valid for non-irreducible Zariski pairs. The
argument is exactly same. The simple singularities assumption can be
replaced by Newton no-degeneracy of singularities. The assumption that
{C,C"} is a Zariski pair is crucial, because otherwise, the geometry of the
central divisor E(P) in Y and Y’ are different as we have seen in the case
of weak Zariski pair.

5.6. Appendix. Starting from weak Zariski pairs, we can construct many
other examples with non-diffeomorphic links. We give two examples. We
leave the detail for the reader. More interesting problem is: Are they u-
Zariski pairs of links ?

Consider irreducible projective curve of degree d with k A;’s singularities

and note it as Cc(lk).

W — k. We denote by r the number of independent cycles in the
resolution graph and by g:»: the sum of the genus of the exceptional divisors.
Put b1 = r + 2g40t, which is the Betti number of the link. The calculation
can be done in exact same say as our examples f1, fa, f3, fa.

Example 1. Consider the pair of sextic curves {Cg1,Cs2} with 9 A;
singularities where Cs1 = C’ég) (9 nodal sextic) and Cgo = Cg()o) + Céo),
two generic cubics. We assume that irreducible components are intersecting
transversely. Let fsi(z,y, 2) be the defining homogeneous polynomials. We
always assume that fg; is convenient. We consider the isolation surfaces

V; : gi(xvyvz) = fG,i(x’y7 Z) + 26+m = 07 1= 1727 m = 1.

Note that the genus of the normalization of C’C(lk) is
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The resolution is given exactly as After one point blowing up 7 :
X — C3, E(P) has 9 nodes and they are resolved by 9 toric modifications
omega: Y — X. At each node of FE(P), the second toric resolution is
exactly as in In V3, E(P) is normalized by w into a genus 1 curve. For
Va, E(P) has two torus (=surface of genus 1) and separated by w. Then
the corresponding links K; are not diffeomorphic and the invariants of the
dual resolution graphs are given as follows. Their zeta function is given by

TABLE 1. Invariants

link r gt b1
K 9 1 11
Ky, 8 2 12

(1 —t%)712(1 — ¢5+™)=9 and p* = (134,25, 5).

Example 2. Consider triple of projective curve {Cs3,Cs4,Cs5} of sex-
tics with 10 A; singularities where Cp3 = C’élo) (10 nodal sextic), Csa =
C’él) + C’?EO) and Cg5 = C’il) + C1 + Cf with C, C{ being lines. Irreducible
components are intersecting transversally. Let fg;(x,y,2) be the defining
convenient homogeneous polynomials and let g6 ;(z,y,2) = fo;(,y,2) +
206+tm_ 5 =3 4,5 respectively. Let Kj,j = 3,4,5 be the corresponding link
3-manifolds. Among the exceptional divisors, Céo) has genus 1 and the

(1)

normalization of C’41 has genus 2 and the corresponding invariants of the
resolution graphs are given as follows.

TABLE 2. Invariants

link r Gtot b1
Ks 10 0 10
Ky 9 1 11
Ks 8 2 12

Their zeta-function is (1—¢%) 711 (1—¢6+m) =19 The p*-invariant is (135, 25, 5).

A related problem. 1. In the proof of Theorem we have proved that
the multiplicity of p-constant family is constant in our example {f1, fo} or
{fs, fa}. We ask if this is true for other p-constant family. If this is not
true, give an explicit counter example.

2. Suppose that {g1, g2} is a weak Zariski pair (respectively Zariski pair)
of degree d and consider g; := f; + 2™, i =1,2.

(1) If {f1, fo} is a weak Zariski pair, is {f1, fo} is a p-Zariski pair of
hypersurface?

(2) If they are a weak Zariski pair, but not a Zariski pair, are their links
Kg,,i = 1,2 not diffeomorphic?
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(3) Suppose {f1, f2} is a Zariski pair. Is {g1, g2} a p-Zariski pair? (We
have shown that they are p*-Zariski pair in [4].

3. Are the examples in this appendix u-Zariski pairs (resp. p-Zariski
triple)?
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