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ON DEFORMATIONS OF ISOLATED SINGULARITY FUNCTIONS

AURÉLIO MENEGON AND MIRIAM DA SILVA PEREIRA

Abstract. We study multi-parameters deformations of isolated singularity function-
germs on either a subanalytic set or a complex analytic spaces. We prove that if such a
deformation has no coalescing of singular points, then it has constant topological type.
This extends some classical results due to Lê & Ramanujam (1976) and Parusiński
(1999), as well as a recent result due to Jesus-Almeida and the first author. It
also provides a sufficient condition for a one-parameter family of complex isolated
singularity surfaces in C3 to have constant topological type. On the other hand, for
complex isolated singularity families defined on an isolated determinantal singularity,
we prove that µ-constancy implies constant topological type.

Introduction

The study of deformations of maps and spaces plays a central role in Singularity
Theory and in Complex Geometry. For holomorphic isolated singularity function-germs
on a complex affine space Cn, the topological behavior of small perturbations is related
to the Milnor number, which is an analytic invariant with a very clear topological
and algebraic meaning. In fact, when n 6= 3 there is a classical result due to Lê &
Ramanujam [4] in 1976, which states that a family fs : (C

n, 0) → (C, 0) is topologically
trivial if and only if the Milnor number µ(fs) is constant, for s ∈ C sufficiently small.

The case n = 3 is one of the main open problems in Singularity Theory, known as the
µ-constant conjecture. Here, topological triviality means that for each s small enough
there exists a homeomorphism of germs hs : (C

n, 0) → (Cn, 0) that takes the germ of
V (fs) := f−1

s (0) at the origin onto the germ of V (f0) := f−1
0 (0) at the origin.

In 1999, Parusiński [6] extended Lê & Ramanujam’s result for K-analytic isolated
singularity families fs : (Kn, 0) → (K, 0), with K = C or R, even when n = 3,
provided that the family depends linearly on the parameter s ∈ K. This means that
it has the form fs = f0 + sϕ, for some K-analytic isolated singularity function-germ
ϕ : (Kn, 0) → (K, 0).

Recently, Jesus-Almeida and the first author [5] studied K-analytic families fs :
(X, 0) → (K, 0) depending linearly on one parameter s ∈ K, where (X, 0) ⊂ (KN , 0) is
the germ of a subanalytic set, when K = R, or a complex analytic space, when K = C.
In particular, it was proved that if such a family has no coalescing of singular points,
then it has constant topological type. Here, having no coalescing of singular points
means that there exist real numbers δ > 0 and ǫ > 0 such that Σ(fs) ∩ Bǫ = {0} for
every s ∈ Dδ, where Σ(fs) denotes the singular locus of fs (in the stratified sense, with
respect to a given (w)-regular stratification) and Bǫ denotes the closed ball around 0
in K

N . Also, having constant topological type means that for each s ∈ (K, 0) there
exists a homeomorphism of germs hs :

(

V (fs), 0
)

→
(

V (f0), 0
)

. Clearly, this is weaker
than having topological triviality in the sense of Lê & Ramanujam.

The first author was supported by the Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cient́ıfico e Tec-

nológico (CNPq), Brazil.
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The first goal of this paper is to study K-analytic isolated singularity families fs1,...,sk :
(X, 0) → (K, 0) depending linearly on k-many parameters s1, . . . , sk ∈ K, with k > 1.
Then this will allow us to study one-parameter K-analytic isolated singularity families
fs : (X, 0) → (K, 0) that depend polynomially on s ∈ K, which means it has the form

fs = f0 + sa1ϕ1 + sa2ϕ2 + · · ·+ sakϕk ,

with 0 < a1 < · · · < ak. This will be done by setting

fs1,...,sk := f0 + s1ϕ1 + s2ϕ2 + · · ·+ skϕk ,

so that fs = fsa1 ,...,sak .
Our main results are the following:
In Section 1, we give an easy criterium to assure that a K-analytic family fs1,...,sk :

(X, 0) → (K, 0) has isolated singularity or even no coalescing of critical points. This is
Proposition 1.2. In Section 2, we prove:

Theorem 0.1. Let (X, 0) ⊂ (KN , 0) be the germ of either a subanalytic set, when
K = R, or a complex analytic space, when K = R. Let S be a (w)-regular stratification
of a representative X of (X, 0). Let (fs1,...,sk) be a family of K-analytic isolated singu-
larity function-germs on (X, 0) depending linearly on the parameters s1, . . . , sk ∈ K. If
(fs1,...,sk) has no coalescing of singular points (with respect to S) then it has constant
topological type.

As an important consequence, we have:

Theorem 0.2. Let fs : (X, 0) → (K, 0) be a one-parameter K-analytic isolated sin-
gularity family depending polynomially on s ∈ K. Let fs1,...,sk : (X, 0) → (K, 0) be
the multi-parameter family associated to (fs), defined as above. If (fs1,...,sk) has no
coalescing of singular points, then (fs) has constant topological type.

Corollary 0.2 relates to the µ-constant conjecture, as it provides a sufficient condi-
tion for a one-parameter family of complex isolated singularity surfaces in C3 to have
constant topological type. Precisely, we have:

Corollary 0.3. Let fs : (C3, 0) → (C, 0) be an analytic isolated singularity family
depending polynomially on s ∈ C. Let fs1,...,sk : (C3, 0) → (C, 0) be the multi-parameter
family associated to (fs), as above. If (fs1,...,sk) is µ-constant, then (fs) has constant
topological type.

The case when the family fs : (C3, 0) → (C, 0) depends analytically on s ∈ C is
analogous, by a well-known result of Samuel [7] (see also [4], Theorem 1.7).

In Section 3, we restrict our attention to the particular case of complex analytic iso-
lated singularity families fs1,...,sk : (X, 0) → (C, 0) depending linearly on the parameter
s1, . . . , sk ∈ C, with k ≥ 1, where (X, 0) ⊂ (CN , 0) is the germ of a complex isolated
determinantal singularity (IDS). In this case, there is a well-defined Milnor number
µ(fs) in the sense of [1].

We prove:

Theorem 0.4. Let (X, 0) ⊂ (CN , 0) be the germ of a complex isolated determinantal
singularity. Let fs1,...,sk : (X, 0) → (C, 0) be a family of isolated singularity function-
germs depending linearly on s1, . . . , sk ∈ C, with k ≥ 1. If (fs1,...,sk) is µ-constant, then
it has constant topological type.

As a consequence, like before, we have:
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Corollary 0.5. Let (X, 0) ⊂ (CN , 0) be the germ of a complex isolated determinantal
singularity. Let fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) be an analytic isolated singularity family depending
polynomially on s ∈ C, and let fs1,...,sk : (X, 0) → (C, 0) be the multi-parameter family
associated to (fs), as above. If (fs1,...,sk) is µ-constant, then (fs) has constant topological
type.

1. Isolated singularity families and coalescing of singular points

Let (X, 0) ⊂ (KN , 0) be as above, and let S = (Sα)α∈Λ be a (w)-regular stratification
of a representative X of (X, 0), in the sense of [8]. Without losing generality, we can
suppose that {0} is a stratum of S.

Let f̃0 : (KN , 0) → (K, 0) be an analytic function-germ and let f0 : (X, 0) → (K, 0)

be the restriction of f̃0 to (X, 0). Clearly, the singular locus Σ(f0) of f0 is formed

by X ∩ Σ(f̃0), the intersection of X with the critical set of f̃0, together with the

points x ∈ X \ Σ(f̃0) such that the smooth manifold (f̃0)
−1(f̃0(x)) intersects Sα(x) not

transversally at x in KN , where Sα(x) denotes the stratum of the stratification S that
contains the point x.

Notice that since we chose a stratification S such that {0} is a stratum, the origin

0 ∈ X ⊂ KN is a singular point of f0, even if f̃0 is a submersion at 0 ∈ KN .
We say that f0 : (X, 0) → (K, 0) has an isolated singularity if there exists a positive

real number ǫ > 0 such that Σ(f0) ∩ Bǫ = {0}. This means that the restriction of f0
to each stratum Sα 6= {0} is a submersion.

Now, if f̃s : (KN , 0) → (K, 0) is a deformation of f̃0 depending continuously on
the parameter s ∈ (Kk, 0), it induces a deformation fs : (X, 0) → (K, 0) of f0 that
obviously depends continuously on s. In the case when f0 has an isolated singularity,
the next lemma relates the critical set of fs with the critical set of f̃s inside some small
neighborhood of 0 ∈ KN , whenever ‖s‖ is small enough.

We have:

Lemma 1.1. Suppose that f0 : (X, 0) → (K, 0) has an isolated singularity, and let
ǫ > 0 be such that Σ(f0) ∩ Bǫ = {0}. Then there exists δ > 0 sufficiently small such
that for every s ∈ Dδ one has that

Σ(fs) ∩ Bǫ =
(

Σ(f̃s) ∩X ∩ Bǫ

)

∪ {0} .

Proof. Clearly, one has that Σ(f̃s) ∩ X ⊂ Σ(fs), so one inclusion is obvious. On the

other hand, for every x ∈ X∩Bǫ fixed, one has that either x is the origin or (f̃0)
−1(f̃0(x))

is smooth at x and it intersects Sα(x) transversally at x in K
N . Since transversality is

a stable property, there exists δ(x) > 0 sufficiently small such that for every s ∈ Dδ(x)

one has that either x ∈ Σ(f̃s) ∪ {0} or (f̃s)
−1(f̃s(x)) is smooth at x and it intersects

Sα(x) transversally at x in KN . Moreover, there exists a small neighborhood Vx of x

in X ∩ Bǫ such that for every x′ ∈ Vx and for every s ∈ Dδ(x) one has that either

x′ ∈ Σ(f̃s) ∪ {0} or (f̃s)
−1(f̃s(x

′)) is smooth at x′ and it intersects Sα(x) transversally

at x′ in K
N . Therefore, since X ∩Bǫ is compact, there exists δ > 0 such that for every

x ∈ X ∩ Bǫ and for every s ∈ Dδ one has that either x ∈ Σ(f̃s) ∪ {0} or x /∈ Σ(fs).

Hence Σ(fs) ∩ Bǫ ⊂
(

Σ(f̃s) ∩X ∩ Bǫ

)

∪ {0}. �

We say that a family (fs) as above is an isolated singularity family if for each s ∈
K with ‖s‖ sufficiently small, the function-germ fs : (X, 0) → (K, 0) has isolated
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singularity. That is, if there exists δ > 0 such that for every s ∈ Dδ there is ǫ(s) > 0
such that Σ(fs) ∩ Bǫ(s) = {0}.

An isolated singularity family (fs) as above is said to have no coalescing of singular
points if there exist real numbers δ > 0 and ǫ > 0 such that Σ(fs)∩Bǫ = {0} for every
s ∈ Dδ.

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 1.1, we have:

Proposition 1.2. Suppose that f0 : (X, 0) → (K, 0) has isolated singularity. Then:

(i) If (f̃s) is an isolated singularity family, then (fs) is also an isolated singularity
family.

(ii) If (f̃s) has no coalescing of critical points, then (fs) has no coalescing of singular
points.

Example 1.3. Consider X = {x2 − y2 = 0} ⊂ K3 with the stratification given by
S0 = X \ {x = y = 0} and S1 = {x = y = 0}. Consider the family of function-germs
fs : (X, 0) → (K, 0) given by

fs(x, y, z) = x3 + y4 + z2 + sx4 + s2y5 .

Since f0 has an isolated singularity and since the family (f̃s) on K3 is an isolated
singularity family with no coalescing of critical points, it follows from Theorem 1.2
that (fs) is an isolated singularity family with no coalescing of singular points.

2. One-parameter families of isolated singularities

Let (X, 0) ⊂ (KN , 0) and S = (Sα)α∈Λ be as above. Let gs : (X, 0) → (K, 0) be
an isolated singularity family of K-analytic function-germs depending linearly on the
parameter s ∈ K. This means that each gs has the form

gs(z) = g0(z) + sϕ(z) ,

where g0 : (X, 0) → (K, 0) and ϕ : (X, 0) → (K, 0) are K-analytic isolated singularity
function-germs.

Define the map-germ

F : (X, 0) → (K2, 0)
z 7→

(

g0(z), ϕ(z)
) ,

and for each s ∈ K define the line Hs in K2 given by

Hs := {(y0, y1) ∈ K
2; y0 + sy1 = 0} .

Notice that
(F)−1(Hs) = V (gs) .

Following [5] (Definition 2.1), we say that the family (gs) is ∆-regular (with respect
to the stratification S) if the line H0 is not a limit of secant lines of the discriminant
set ∆(F) of F at 0 ∈ K2. This means that there exist a neighborhood U of 0 in K2

and a real number δ > 0 such that

Hs ∩∆(F) ∩ U ⊂ {0}

whenever ‖s‖ < δ.
Now we give:

Definition 2.1. Let (gs) be an isolated singularity family as above, and let ǫ > 0 be
a small real number. We say that a real number δ > 0 is a good parameter-radius for
(gs) in Bǫ if for every s ∈ Dδ one has that:
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(i) Σ(gs) ∩ Bǫ = {0};
(ii) V (gs)\V (ϕ) intersects the sphere Sǫ transversally in Kn, in the stratified sense;
(iii) Hs ∩∆(F) ∩ U ⊂ {0}.

It follows from [5] (Lemma 3.2 together with Proposition 4.4) that if (gs) has no
coalescing of singular points, then for every ǫ > 0 small enough there exists a good
parameter-radius δ > 0 for (gs) in Bǫ.

Then the next proposition easily follows from the proof of ([5], Theorem 1.1).

Proposition 2.2. Let (gs) be an isolated singularity family as above. If ǫ > 0 is small
enough and if δ > 0 is a good parameter-radius for (gs) in Bǫ, then for each s ∈ Dδ

there exists a homeomorphism

hs : V (gs) ∩ Bǫ → V (g0) ∩ Bǫ

that fixes the origin.

3. Multi-parameters families of isolated singularities

Let (X, 0) ⊂ (KN , 0) and S be as above. Let fs1,...,sk : (X, 0) → (K, 0) be an isolated
singularity family of K-analytic function-germs depending linearly on the parameters
s1, . . . , sk, with k > 1. This means that each fs1,...,sk has the form

fs1,...,sk(z) = f0(z) + s1ϕ1(z) + · · ·+ skϕk(z) ,

where f0 : (X, 0) → (K, 0) and ϕi : (X, 0) → (K, 0) for i = 1, . . . , k are K-analytic
isolated singularity function-germs.

If K = R set ξ := 1, and if K = C set ξ := 2. Then let Sξk−1 denote the unitary
sphere around 0 in Kk.

Now, for each point r = (r1, . . . , rk) ∈ Sξk−1 fixed, consider the one-parameter
isolated singularity family (grs) given by

grs(z) := fsr1,...,srk(z) .

As before, we define the map-germ

F r : (X, 0) → (K2, 0)
z 7→

(

f0(z), r1ϕ1(z) + · · ·+ rkϕk(z)
) ,

so that
(F r)−1(Hs) = V (grs) .

We say that the family (fs1,...,sk) is ∆-regular if for each r ∈ Sξk−1 the corresponding
one-parameter family (grs) is ∆-regular. This means that for each r ∈ Sξk−1 there exist
a neighborhood Ur of 0 in K

2 and a real number δr > 0 such that

Hs ∩∆(F r) ∩ Ur ⊂ {0}

whenever ‖s‖ < δr.
We have:

Lemma 3.1. If the family (fs1,...,sk) is ∆-regular, then there exist a neighborhood U of
0 in K2 and a real number δ > 0 such that for every r ∈ Sξk−1 and for every s ∈ K

with ‖s‖ < δ one has
Hs ∩∆(F r) ∩ U ⊂ {0} .

Proof. By continuity, for each r ∈ Sξk−1 fixed, there exists some small open neighbor-
hood Nr of r in Sξk−1 such that, for every w ∈ Nr, one has that Hs∩∆(Fw)∩Ur ⊂ {0}
whenever ‖s‖ < δr. Then the result follows from the fact that Sξk−1 is compact. �
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Now suppose that the family (fs1,...,sk) has no coalescing of singular points. Then it
is clear that there exists λ > 0 sufficiently small such that for every r ∈ S

ξk−1 and for
every ‖s‖ ≤ λ one has that Σ(grs) ∩ Bǫ = {0}.

Moreover, it is not difficult to see that λ > 0 can be chosen small enough so that it
is also true that V (grs) \ V (r1ϕ1 + · · ·+ rkϕk) intersects the sphere Sǫ transversally in
K

n, in the stratified sense, for every s ∈ Dλ and for every r = (r1, . . . , rk) ∈ S
ξk−1.

So if we set δ′ := min{δ, λ}, it follows that for every ǫ > 0 small enough, δ′ is a good
parameter-radius for (grs) in Bǫ, for every r ∈ Sξk−1. Then it follows from Proposition
2.2 that for each s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ Kk with ‖s‖ < δ′ there exists a homeomorphism

hs : V (fs1,...,sk) ∩ Bǫ → V (f0) ∩ Bǫ

that fixes the origin.
This proves Theorem 0.1, and Theorem 0.2 follows easily.

Example 3.2. Recall the one-parameter isolated singularity family

fs(x, y, z) = x3 + y4 + z2 + sx4 + s2y5

on X = {x2 − y2 = 0} ⊂ K3, as in Example 1.3. Consider the two-parameters family

fs1,s2(x, y, z) = x3 + y4 + z2 + s1x
4 + s2y

5

on X. Using Theorem 1.2, one can easily see that the family (fs1,s2) has no coalescing
of singular points. So it follows from Theorem 0.2 that the family (fs) has constant
topological type.

Finally, Corollary 0.3 follows from Theorem 0.2 together with the following:

Lemma 3.3. In the case when (X, 0) = (Cn, 0), an isolated singularity family (fs1,...,sk)
has no coalescing of singular (critical) points if and only if it is µ-constant.

Proof. First notice that in the case when k = 1 the result is well-known (see [3] for
instance). So, in our case, where k > 1, it follows that (fs1,...,sk) has no coalescing of
critical points if and only for each r ∈ S2k−1 there exists a real number λr > 0 such
that µ(grs) is constant for every s ∈ C with ‖s‖ < λ. But since S

2k−1 is compact, that
happens if and only if there is a real number λ > 0 such that µ(fs1,...,sk) is constant for
every s ∈ Ck with ‖s‖ < λ. �

Example 3.4. Consider the two-parameters isolated singularity family (fs1,s2) on C2

given by
fs1,s2(x, y) := x3 + y2 + x2y + s1(x

2 − x2y) + s2x
2 .

Note that it is not µ-constant. In fact, µ(f0) = 2, while µ(f0,s2) = 1 for s2 6= 0.
However, the one-parameter family (gs) given by

gs(x, y) := fs1,−s1(x, y) = x3 + y2 + x2y + s1(−x2y)

is clearly µ-constant.

Clearly, if the multi-parameters family (fs1,...,sk) associated to a one-parameter fam-
ily (fs) on Cn is µ-constant, then (fs) is also µ-constant. Thus our criterium for
constancy of the topological type of (fs) is weaker then the criterium suggested by
Le-Ramanujam’s Conjecture when n = 3. So the natural question is:

Question 3.5. Is there an example of a µ-constant isolated singularity family (fs) on
C3 such that the corresponding multi-parameters family (fs1,...,sk) is not µ-constant?

A negative answer to that question would imply that the µ-constant conjecture is
true.
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4. Deformations of isolated singularity function-germs on IDS

Now let (X, 0) ⊂ (CN , 0) be the germ of a complex analytic isolated determinantal

singularity (IDS), and let f̃s : (C
N , 0) → (C, 0) be a family of complex function-germs

depending holomorphically on the parameter s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ Ck. This means that

the map F̃ : (CN ×Ck, (0, 0)) → (C, 0) defined by F (x, s) := f̃s(x) is holomorphic. The
restriction of F̃ to (X, 0) defines a family of complex function-germs

fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) .

If (fs) is an isolated singularity family, then for each s ∈ (Ck, 0) there is a well-defined
Milnor number µ(fs) in the sense of [1]. It is the number of points in the critical locus
of a morsification f ′

s : X
′ → C of fs, where X ′ is a smoothing of X near the origin.

In the particular case when X is an ICIS, it is well-know that µ(fs) ≤ µ(f0) whenever
‖s‖ is small enough. Moreover, the family (fs) has constant Milnor number if and only
if it has no coalescing of singular points ([2] and [3]). This means that there exist
positive real numbers ǫ > 0 and δ > 0 such that 0 is the only critical point of fs in
Bǫ, for every s ∈ Dδ. These two facts come from the fact that when X is an ICIS, the
Milnor number µ(f0, 0) of f0 at 0 has an algebraic expression as the dimension of a
quotient ring that is Cohen-Macaulay. Then the principle of conservation of number
gives that

(1) µ(f0, 0) =
∑

x∈Σ(fs)

µ(fs, x) ,

where µ(fs, x) denotes the Milnor number of fs at the singular point x ∈ Σ(fs).
When X is an arbitrary IDS there is no such algebraic expression for the Milnor

number of fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0), so one cannot apply the same argument. However, a
simple topological argument gives the same equality. Precisely, we have:

Lemma 4.1. Let fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) be an isolated singularity family defined on an
IDS. Then there exists δ > 0 such that for every s ∈ Dδ equality (1) above holds.

Proof. Let f ′

s : X ′ → C be a morsification (in family) of fs. Since X is an IDS and
since f0 has an isolated singularity, we can choose ǫ > 0 be small enough such that
X ∩Bǫ \{0} is smooth and the restriction of f0 to X ∩Bǫ \{0} is a submersion. We can
also assume that f ′

0 has exactly µ(f0)-many (Morse) critical points in X ′ ∩ Bǫ. Then
there exists δ > 0 sufficiently small such that for every s ∈ Dδ one has that f ′

s has
exactly µ(f0)-many critical points in X ′ ∩ Bǫ. This follows from the fact that Morse
points are stable under small perturbations. Thus equality (1) above follows. �

As an immediate consequence, we have:

Proposition 4.2. Let fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) be an isolated singularity family defined on
an IDS. Then there exists δ > 0 such that:

(i) for every s ∈ Dδ one has µ(fs) ≤ µ(f0).
(ii) µ(fs) = µ(f0) for every s ∈ Dδ if and only if (fs) has no coalescing of singular

points.

On the one hand, Proposition 4.2 gives a characterization for the µ-constancy of
deformations of functions on an IDS, in the spirit of [3] and [2].

On the other hand, if (X, 0) ⊂ (CN , 0) is an IDS and if fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) is
an isolated singularity family depending linearly on the parameters s1, . . . , sk ∈ C,
Proposition 4.2 together with Theorem 0.2 give Theorem 0.4.
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Notice that Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 1.1 combined give the following Corol-
lary, which is a good criterium to decide if the family (fs) is µ-constant:

Corollary 4.3. Let f̃s : (CN , 0) → (C, 0) be an isolated singularity family depending
holomorphically on s ∈ Ck. Let (X, 0) ⊂ (CN , 0) be an IDS and suppose that the family
fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) given by restriction to (X, 0) is also an isolated singularity family.

If (f̃s) is µ-constant then (fs) is µ-constant.

Example 4.4. Let X ⊂ C4 be the 2-dimensional IDS defined by the matrix
(

w y x
z w y

)

.

Consider the µ-constant family f̃s : (C
4, 0) → (C, 0) given by

f̃s(x, y, z, w) := x2 + y2 + z2 + w2 + sx3 ,

and let fs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) be its restriction to X. For each s ∈ C fixed, the singular
points of fs are those points in X at which all the 3× 3-minors of the following matrix
vanish:









α(x) 2y 2z 2w
0 z y −2w
z −w x −y
w −2y 0 x









,

where α(x) := 2x+ 3sx2. Then some calculation shows that the singular locus of fs is
the finite set

Σ(fs) = {α(x) = y = z = w = 0} =

{

(0, 0, 0, 0) ,

(

−
2

3s
, 0, 0, 0

)}

.

Hence the family (fs) has no coalescing of singular points. Thus if follows from Propo-
sition 4.2 that fs is a µ-constant deformation of the function-germ f0 : (X, 0) → (C, 0).

On the other hand, consider the family gs : (X, 0) → (C, 0) given by restriction to X
of the family g̃s : (C

4, 0) → (C, 0) defined by

g̃s(x, y, z, w) := x3 + y2 + z2 + w2 + sx2 ,

which has non-constant Milnor number. Setting β(x) := 3x2 + 2sx one has that

Σ(gs) = {β(x) = y = z = w = 0} =

{

(0, 0, 0, 0) ,

(

−
2s

3
, 0, 0, 0

)}

.

Then the family (gs) has coalescing of singular points and thus it is not a µ-constant
deformation.
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(1976). 3

Aurélio Menegon: Departamento de Matemática - Universidade Federal da Paráıba
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