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“To know that we know what we know, and to know that we
do not know what we do not know, that is true knowledge”
Nicolaus Copernicus

Abstract

Let (X, S) be an isolated complete intersection singularity of di-
mension n, and let f : (X,S) — (C"!,0) be a germ of «/-finite
mapping. In this project, our main contribution is that we show
the case n = 2 of the general Mond conjecture, which states that
(X, ) > codim, (X, f), with equality provided (X, f) is weighted
homogeneous. Before this project, the only known case for which
the conjecture was known to hold is in the case that n = 1 and
(X, §) is a plane curve. In order to prove the case n = 2 of the gen-
eralised Mond conjecture, we extend the constructions of [BNP19]
to this general framework.

X

Figure 1: Representation of a mapping f defined on an 1c1s X, and
its image f(X). Image extracted from the article [CN22b] by R.
Giménez Conejero and J.J. Nufio-Ballesteros.
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Introduction

The main objects that are studied along this project are the hyper-
surface singularities. As it is known, if a hypersurface has isolated
singularity (meaning that the points of the hypersurface where it
is singular is isolated), then one can define two different invariants
that capture some information of the hypersurface, namely the Mil-
nor and Tjurina numbers, u and 7, respectively. The first of them,
U, has a more topological flavour, since it captures the homotopy
type of a smooth deformation of the hypersurface (namely, the Mil-
nor fibre). On the other hand, the Tjurina number has a much more
rigid nature, and it is related with the number of degrees of free-
dom that are required to completely deform the hypersurface. An
inspection of the algebraic formulas that define them makes obvi-
ous that u > 7, with equality in the case that the hypersurface has a
simple form, namely if it is weighted homogeneous.

In 1991, David Mond extended the definition of u to a particular
kind of hypersurfaces which could be parametrised through a map-
ping f : (C",S) — (C™!,0) with a nice behaviour (meaning that
it has isolated instability, or, equivalently, that f is </-finite). He
then introduced the concept of image Milnor number u;(f) of the
parametrisation f. This new invariant played the role of the Mil-
nor number for this kind of hypersurfaces that do not have isolated
singularity anymore. Moreover, the codimension of f, denoted by
codim,, (f), is an invariant that measures the number of degrees of
freedom to fully deform f, in the same way the Tjurina number
does. If y;(f) and codim,, (f) are the natural versions of u and 7 in
this different context, the question is therefore evident:

Is it true that p;(f) > codimg, (f)?

And equality does hold in the weighted homogeneous case, as it
happened in the previous setting? This question is currently known
as the Mond conjecture, and it is still an open problem in Singular-
ity Theory. The only known cases are n = 1, 2.



Our interest is to extend the scope of the Mond conjecture to more
hypersurfaces. It turns out that some hypersurfaces do not ad-
mit a parametrisation, but they do admit what we call a normal-
isation over a normal space. A possible generalisation is there-
fore to study hypersurfaces that admit a normalisation over an ICIS
(X, S), which is a space with isolated singularity and that where the
number of equations that defines it is precisely its codimension;
and where the normalisation mapping has isolated instability. In
this context, the Mond conjecture can be generalised to mappings
f:(X,S) — (C"1,0) to yield whether y;(X, f) > codim,, (X, f).
This general version of the conjecture is only known to be true
whenever n = 1 and (X, S) is a plane curve. Our main contribution
in this project is to show the case n = 2 of this general conjecture.
Therefore, we provide a positive answer for surfaces in the three-
dimensional space C3.

In order to do so, we settle first all the required prerequisites along
this project. In chapter 1, we study the theory of deformations
of mappings defined on a smooth source, which is the context
in which the classic conjecture is stated. Then, we analyse the
geometry and the topology of 1cIs in chapter 2, and we present
the definitions of the Milnor and Tjurina numbers. In chapter 3,
we state the classic Mond conjecture motivated by the previous
chapters. Chapter 4 extends the main definitions and theorems of
the first chapter to the framework of mappings defined on ICIS.
In chapter 5, we perform the construction of a key module that
provides an algebraic formula to compute the image Milnor num-
ber in the classic case. In chapter 6, we provide a generalisation of
the results shown in chapter 5 for mappings defined on 118, and we
prove the case n = 2 of the generalised Mond conjecture. Lastly,
the appendix contains a motley collection of definitions and results
from commutative algebra that are required in the more advanced
chapters, and we include them for the sake of completeness.



The main reference of chapters 1 and 3 is the complete book [MN20],
which develops the singularity theory of mappings with smooth
source. For chapter 2, we follow a combination of the book [Loo84]
and the clear notes [Gaf+22]. Chapter 4 is based on the article
[MM94] of David Mond and James Montaldi, where deformations
of singularities of mappings defined on IcIS were first analysed,
and we also follow the brief and clear exposition of this topic given
in [CN22b]. Chapter 5 is a review of the recent article [BNP19],
where the module M(g) that helps in measuring the image Milnor
number was first introduced. Chapter 6 is our main contribution,
and extends the results of the previous article to mappings defined
on ICIS to prove the case n = 2 of the general Mond conjecture.
Lastly, the appendix is a combination of the books [Mat70], [CES6]
and [MN20].






1 Prerequisites on singularity theory of map-
pings

Let us assume that U c C" is an open set containing the origin,
and that we have a holomorphic mapping f : U c C* — C?” which
we seek to analyze in terms of its local behavior at the origin. In
such a case, the most natural course of action is to compute the jac-
obian matrix of f at 0. If this matrix has maximum rank, then the
origin is a regular point of f, and its local behavior can be determ-
ined using the implicit function theorem. If n < p, then f has an
immersive point at the origin, whereas if n > p, it has a submers-
ive point. Singularity theory comes into play when neither of these
cases occur: when the rank of the jacobian matrix is not maximum,
the local behavior of the function becomes much more intricate. In
this section, we provide a brief overview of the singularity theory
of applications developed by Mather, which arose from the need to
understand the local behavior of mappings. For a comprehensive
reference on this subject, we recommend [MN20].

The initial step in studying singularities of mappings involves identi-
fying how to differentiate between seemingly different singularit-
1es. However, this does not have an absolute answer, and there
are several paths that can be taken from this point. Various equi-
valences between singularities of mappings offer alternative ap-
proaches to their study. The subsequent sections introduce the two
primary parallel methods of examining singularities of mappings:
namely, the </-equivalence and the .#-equivalence. Despite the
fact that numerous definitions apply to both forms of equivalence,
they will be examined individually. It is important to note that
these two distinct methods for analyzing singularities of mappings
should not be viewed as opposing approaches. In fact, they com-
plement each other quite effectively. .«7-equivalence is more relev-
ant, but also more sophisticated, whereas .# -equivalence is some-
what simpler in certain regards, yet provides valuable insights that
supplement the former method in many respects.



We will assume that the reader possesses some familiarity with
germ notation, where (C", S) denotes the multigerm of C" in prox-
imity to the points of S = {sy,..., s;;} C C". Essentially, this means
that our focus lies on the behavior of mappings close to the points
of S. In the vast majority of examples, we will set S = 0, allowing
us to analyze the behavior of mappings near the origin. However,
we will develop the theory in this general context, as multigerms
are valuable in certain specific cases.

1.1 </-equivalence of mappings

Within this section, we examine the .7 -equivalence of map-germs,
which materialize as a result of changes of coordinates in both the
source and target spaces. The definition of .7-equivalence of map-
germs is, in a broad sense, the most intuitive manner in which to
differentiate between different singularities of mappings. It seems
reasonable that, if a map-germ is altered by modifications to the
source and target coordinates, the behavior of the perturbed map-
ping would be equivalent to that of the original one.

Definition 1.1. Let f,g : (C",§) — (CP,0) be germs of holo-
morphic mappings. We say that f and g are «7-equivalent if there
exist isomorphisms (i.e., biholomorphisms) ¢ : (C",§) — (C",S)
and ¢ : (CP,0) — (CP,0) such that g = ¥ o f o', In other words,
we ask the diagram

©.8) —L= (.0
I I
(C",5) —— (C*,0)
to commute.

The notion of «7-equivalence defines an equivalence relation in the
set of map-germs, which is straightforward to verify. The ultimate



goal of singularity theory of mappings is to provide a comprehens-
ive classification of the map-germs f : (C",S) — (C?,0) under the
</ -equivalence relation. However, this task becomes increasingly
challenging as the dimensions (n, p) grow.

Remark 1.2. Tt is usual to consider the .o/-equivalence through an
action in the space of mappings. More formally, if we define &7 =
Isom(C", S )xIsom(C?, 0) as the set of pairs of isomorphisms (¢, ¥),
one can define a natural action of .2/ on the set of germs f : (C",§) —
(C?,0) by

() f=wofoyp

Hence, the germs f,g : (C",§) — (CP,0) are o/-equivalent if and
only if there exists a pair (¢, ) € o/ such that g = (¢,¥) - f. In
other words, the mappings that are .<7-equivalent to f are precisely
the elements of the orbit of f though the action induced by <.

One of the main concepts in the singularity theory of mappings is
stability. Roughly speaking, one says that a map-germ f is stable
if every deformation f; of f has the same kind of singularity as
f, that is, one can write f; = ; o f o ¢!, where ¥, and ¢, are
deformations that satisfy ¢y = id and ¢y = id. Hence, if a map
is stable, then any perturbation that is near it has the same kind
of singularity. In order to make precise this intuition, one has to
provide a rigorous meaning of what deformation means. This is
done through the concept of unfolding.

Definition 1.3. Let f : (C",S) — (C?,0). An r-parameter unfold-
ing of f is a germ of mapping F : (C"xC’, § X0) — (C”xC",0) of
the form F(x,t) = (f(x,1),1), and such that, if f,(x) = f(x,1), then
fo=1.

With this definition, one recovers the desired notion of deform-
ation, since f; are smooth maps with f, = 0, and that depend
smoothly on . When working with unfoldings, a helpful concept
to consider is whether two unfoldings can be deemed equivalent.
This notion is critical when distinguishing between deformations
of the same map-germ.



Definition 1.4. Two unfoldings F,G : (C* x C",§ x0) —» (CP x
C",0) of the same germ f : (C*,0) — (CP,0) are said to be .o/~
equivalent if there exist germs of isomorphisms @ : (C" x C", § X
0) > (CxC,0)and ¥ : (C? x C",0) —» (CP x C",0) which
are themselves unfoldings of the identity in (C",S) and (C?,0),
respectively, and such that G = W o F o 7!,

Notice that the given definition of /-equivalence for unfoldings
1s more restrictive than the general o7-equivalence of germs, since
one asks the isomorphisms to be unfoldings of the identity them-
selves. If f; and g, are the deformations defined by F' and G, re-
spectively, and ¢, ¥, are the deformations of the identity induced
by @ and ¥, then the previous definition is equivalent to have
g: = Y0 f,op; . With this, one can formulate a rigorous definition
for stability.

Definition 1.5. An unfolding F is «7-trivial if it is </-equivalent
to the unfolding f X id, which is the “constant” unfolding given by
(x,1) = (f(x),t). In these terms, one says that a map-germ f is
o -stable if every unfolding of f is «7-trivial.

Remark 1.6. Let us briefly comment on the notation we follow for
the defined notions. As we are working under the «7-equivalence
relation, all the terms that depend on this equivalence are prefixed
by the symbol <. In the next section, we will introduce another
equivalence relation which has similar concepts but with different
properties.

The singularity theory of mappings aims to measure how far is a
map-germ from being stable. The aim is to investigate which of the
perturbations of f are «7-trivial in the space of all possible perturb-
ations. Moreover, we aim to gain a thorough understanding of the
space of deformations that effectively deform the mapping. To ac-
complish this, we consider the space of infinitesimal deformations,
which can be defined as the space

df,
dt

ID(f) = { s F(x,t) = (fi(x),t) is an unfolding off}.

=0
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Intuitively, this captures all the possible directions in which the
map-germ f can be deformed. It turns out that one can identify
ID(f) with the vector fields defined along f, which are 6(f) = {£ :
(C",8) — TCP : &x) = (f(x),&(x))). Indeed, associate to each
element of ID(f) of the form (df;/dt)|;=o the vector field in 6(f)
given by
£(x) = (f(x), (dfi/dD)|i=0(x)).

Conversely, for each vector field £(x) = (f(x), £(x)), one can con-
struct the deformation f,(x) = f(x) + t&(x), which clearly satisfies
that (df,/dt)|,—o = . Therefore, one can identify ID(f) = 6(f).

Studying perturbations through vector fields offers the advantage
that the space 6(f) possesses an 0, g-module structure, where 0, ¢
is the ring of holomorphic functions f : (C",§) — C. Thus, 6(f)
has a natural product defined for f € 0, 5 and € € 6(f) given by the
usual multiplication (f - £)(x) = f(x)é(x). This endows the space
of infinitesimal deformations 6(f) with not only a complex vector
space structure but also a richer module structure.

Our objective is to quantify the lack of stability of a germ, which
entails determining how far the deformations of 6(f) are from be-
ing o7 -trivial.

Definition 1.7. Let f : (C",§) — (C?,0). Define
Ao fog")
dt <0

to be the extended <f -tangent space of f, formed by the infinites-
imal deformations of f that are ./'-trivial, and let the quotient mod-

ule
=2
< Taf
be the extended </ -normal space of f. Define the <7,-codimension
of the germ f to be

ras-|

Yo = id, l,bo = id} C H(f)

o(f)
T f

codim, (f) = dime T}, f = dimg



In this context, we say that a map-germ f is <7 -finite if it has finite
,-codimension.

Remark 1.8. The defined modules are called extended due to the
fact that, in the literature, there is a non-extended version of the
o/ -tangent space. However, the provided definition suffices for our
current objectives.

The following theorem establishes an important connection between
the stability of a germ and its codimension:

Theorem 1.9. A map-germ f is stable if and only if codim, (f) =
0.

Proof. The direct implication follows easily, since every unfolding
F(x,t) = (fi(x),t) of f is o/-trivial, and hence f; = ¢; o f o ¢, ! for
some families of isomorphisms ¢, ; with ¢y = i1d, ¥y = id. Thus,
Ta,f = 6(f), forcing codim,, (f) = 0. The inverse implication is
much more delicate, and we omit the details here. The proof can
be found in Theorem 3.2 of [MN20]. O

This result states that the stable germs are precisely the germs that
have T.«7, f = 6(f). In general, the codimension quantifies how far
is the germ f to be stable.

Understanding the structure of the extended .o7-tangent space is
crucial for analyzing the singularity of a map-germ f. Thus, the
following lemma is of significant importance as it offers a means of
decomposing the extended .o -tangent space into two components.

Lemma 1.10. Let ¢, and y; be parametrised families of isomorph-

isms. Then,
dy; )
+|—| |of.
t=0) (dt 1=0 /

dio fogh)
dt

The proof of the result is just a clever application of the chain rule,

and can be found in Lemma 3.2 of [MN20].

dg;!
dt

:dfo(

t=0

10



Remark 1.11. This lemma provides a way to decompose the mod-
ule 7«7, f in two different parts. Indeed, if we denote 6,5 = {£ :
(C",8) = TC" : &(x) = (x,&(x))} as the vector fields in (C", S),
consider the map

tf : Qn,S - Q(f)

given by 1f(é) = df o £, that is, 1f(€)(x) = (f(x),df, o &(x)), and
the map

wf 1 0po = 6(f)

defined as wf(n) =no f = (f,7 o f). Hence, the previous lemma
states that one can write

Ta,f = tf(gn,S) + wf(gp,O)-
Hence, the «7,-codimension of f can be computed as

6(f)
tf(en,S) + wf(ep,O) .

When performing calculations involving monogerms centered at
the origin, that is, when § = 0, we identify the space of infin-
itesimal deformations 6, with 6,9, and we can consider it as the
column space ¢”. Similarly, we identify 6(f) with &% in the same
way.

codim, (f) = dimc

Example 1.12. Let f : (C,0) — (C2,0) be the map f(x) = (x%, x°).
Let us compute the extended .o/-tangent space of f. Firstly, we
shall compute the space wf(6;), which are elements of the form

a(x?, x%)
b(x*, )|’

where a, b € 0,. Notice that any monomial x* except for x can be
expressed as a function of x* and x°. Therefore,

wf(6:) + sp@{[g;] : m} = 0(f).

11



Moreover, notice that

o) =28

lg] = lli?zl—glol €tf(0)+wf(6r) =Ta.f.

2 x?

and thus

Hence, one has that

roas +soef O} =000,

0 . ..
and the term |xl ¢ T, f since the entries in the second row of

T o7, f should have order > 2. It follows that

0 : 0
Ts(;e)f = dim¢ spcﬂxl} = 1.

The next crucial definition is the concept of finite determinacy of
mappings. Recall that the k-jet of f at a point x is the Taylor poly-
nomial mapping of order k centered at x, and it is denoted as j* f(x).

codim, (f) = dim¢

Definition 1.13. For k£ € N, we say that f is k-determined for <7 -
equivalence if, for every map g such that the k-jets at the origin
7*£(0) and j*g(0) are «7-equivalent, then f and g are ./-equivalent.
We say that f is finitely determined for <7 -equivalence if it is k-
determined for some k € N.

Let us denote m,, 5 = {f € 0,5 : f(S) = 0} as the function-germs
that vanish at the points of S. An important result from Mather
states that finite determinacy is equivalent to <7-finiteness.

Theorem 1.14. (Mather’s finite determinacy Theorem) For a map-
germ [ : (C",§) — (CP,0), the following are equivalent:

1. fis o/ -finite.

12



2. f is finitely determined for <7 -equivalence.
3. mﬁ’se(f) Cc T, f for some k € N.

In fact, there is a close relationship between the number & that ap-
pears in the theorem and the degree of determinacy of the function.
Since this detail and the proof of the result will not be relevant for

our purposes, we refer the reader to theorem 6.2 in the reference
[MN20].

Recall that, for a mapping f : U ¢ C" — CP, we define the set
of critical points as C(f) = {x € U : df, is not surjective}, and
the discriminant of f as A(f) = f(C(f)). A crucial result for the
</ -equivalence relation is the celebrated Mather-Gaffney criterion,
which states that a map-germ is .7-finite if and only if it has isol-
ated instability.

Theorem 1.15. (Mather-Gaffney) A map-germ f : (C",§) — (C?,0)
is o/ -finite if and only if there is a small enough representative
f:U — Vsuch that f~'(0)NC(f) =S and that f : U\ f~'(0) —
V \ {0} is locally stable.

For a proof of the result, see theorem 4.5 of [MN20].

In what follows, let us give a condition for an unfolding to capture
all possible perturbations that arise near a singularity.

Definition 1.16. Let f : (C",S) — (CP,0) be a map-germ, and
F:(C"xC,§ x0) - (C?xC",0) be an unfolding of the form
F(x,1) = (f(x),t), where fy = f. Given a map-germ h : (C%,0) —
(C",0), define the pull-back of F by h as the unfolding h*F : (C" X
C4, S x 0) — (CP x C?,0) defined by (x, u) — ( Jna(x), u).

The intuition behind this definition is that 4*F is an unfolding
where the information of F is deformed perturbing the parameter
space.

13



Definition 1.17. An unfolding F of f is «/-versal if any other un-
folding of f is ./-equivalent to a pull-back A*F for some base-
change h. We say that F is «/-miniversal if it is an </-versal
unfolding with the property that there are no «7-versal unfoldings
with less parameters than F.

Intuitively, an <7-versal unfolding contains all other possible un-
foldings through perturbations of the parameters. Furthermore, an
</ -miniversal one has the smallest possible number of parameters.

Although the given definition has a strong underlying intuition, it
is extremely inoperative in practice. Indeed, in order to check if
an unfolding F is <7 -versal, one is expected to show that any other
unfolding is ./-equivalent to a pull-back A*F. The following the-
orem gives a clear method to compute an .o/-miniversal unfolding
of a map-germ.

Theorem 1.18. Let f : (C",§) — (CP,0) be a map-germ. An
unfolding F : (C" X C",§ x0) — (CP x C",0) of the form

F(x,u) = (f(x) + ur1g1(x) + ... + urg,(x), u)

is of -versal if and only if

Ta,f +spclgr,.-..&} = 6(f).

The proof of the theorem can be found in [MN20], in theorem 5.1.
An important corollary of this result is 5.1 of [MN20], which states
the following:

Corollary 1.19. Let f : (C",S) — (CP,0) be a map-germ. Then,
1. f admits an <f -versal unfolding if and only if f is <f -finite.

2. codim, (f) is the number of parameters in an </ -miniversal
unfolding of f.

14



Example 1.20. Let us consider the map-germ f(x) = (x*, x°) of
Example 1.12. Recall that

T, f+ SPC{|2]} = 0(f),

and hence the unfolding F(x,7) = (x%,x° + tx,1) is «/-versal by
Theorem 1.18. Since codim,,(f) = 1 is the number of parameters
of F, it follows by Corollary 1.19 that F is .&7-miniversal.

This completes a concise overview of the basic terminology used
to classify map-germs under < -equivalence and determine its pos-
sible deformations. However, the extended <7 -tangent space T .<7, f,
which is the central algebraic object of this equivalence, has a com-
plex structure that can be difficult to fully understand in general. In
the following section, we explore an alternative equivalence that
offers a solution to this issue. Although the definition of this new
equivalence may seem unclear at first, its associated tangent space
possesses a more straightforward structure that facilitates compu-
tation and comprehension. This new relation not only aids in un-
derstanding map-germs through a different perspective, but also
proves immensely useful in the study of the ./-equivalence classi-
fication of map-germs.

1.2 7 -equivalence of mappings

There exist several reasons why .«7-equivalence is insufficient for
properly comprehending singularities. As we have commented
on in the last section, the extended tangent space associated with
o/-equivalence can be very challenging to directly calculate for a
general map-germ. To overcome this issue, an analogous tangent
space for . -equivalence has been developed and serves as a use-
ful intermediate tool for determining the .«/-tangent space. Fur-
thermore, when analyzing singularities of analytic space germs,
¢ -equivalence arises naturally. Specifically, we will show in the
next chapter that the isomorphism class of certain analytic germs,

15



namely the isolated complete intersection singularities, can be en-
tirely determined by the % -equivalence class of the mappings de-
fining them. As a result, .# -equivalence is an indispensable pre-
requisite for this project. This section will explore this distinct
equivalence for mappings, highlighting both the similarities and
differences with «7-equivalence.

Definition 1.21. Let f,g : (C",§) — (CP,0) be germs of map-
pings. We say that f and g are ¥ -equivalent if there exists an
isomorphism ¥ : (C" x CP,§ x0) — (C" x CP, S x 0) of the form
Y(x,y) = (¢(x), ¥(x,y)) such that (x,0) = O for all x, and

8(p(x)) = Y(x, f(x)).

Remark 1.22. At first sight, this definition could look artificial and
technical. In order to provide a clearer intuition of the concept,
notice that, if f and g are .# -equivalent, then

(@(x), g(e(x))) = ¥(x, f(x)).

Hence, Y is an isomorphism that sends the graph of f to the graph
of g. In other words, if f and g are #-equivalent, there exists
an isomorphism ¥ in (C" x CP,§ x 0) of the previous form that
carries the graph of f to the graph of g, and leaves (C" x {0}, S x0)
invariant.

Furthermore, let us consider the graph embedding of a function
f :(C",S) - (CP,0) to be the map gr(f) : (C,S) —» (C"x
CP,S x 0) given by gr(f)(x) = (x, f(x)). Then, the maps f, g are
-~ -equivalent if and only if gr(g) o ¢ = ¥ o gr(f). Therefore, f and
g are . -equivalent if and only if the diagram

@8y 2 cnxcr,s x0)

I I

@8y 2 (cnxcr, S x0)

commutes. This means that the functions f and g are .7 -equivalent
if and only if their graph embeddings are .<7-equivalent through the
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pair (¢, ¥). Thus, the study of the map-germs f : (C",§) — (C?,0)
under .7 -equivalence is strongly linked with the .«7-equivalence
relation, but it rather has a more geometrical flavour.

Remark 1.23. In a similar way as it was done in remark 1.2, ¢ -
equivalence of mappings can be understood through an action of
a group of isomorphisms. Indeed, consider the group % of the
isomorphisms ¥ : (C*xXCP,§ x0) — (C"xCP, S x0) that have the
form W(x,y) = (¢p(x),¥(x,y)), and ¥(x,0) = O for all x. The action
of # over the space of mappings f : (C",§) — (CP,0) is given by

(¥ ) = gle™ (x), f o™ (x)).

Hence, it follows that f and g are .# -equivalent if and only if g =
Y. f for some ¥ € 7.

It seems natural that many definitions stated for the .7-equivalence
have a parallel version in this new setting. In what follows, we
give a brief outline of how can the notions of the first subsection be
adapted to the . -equivalence of mappings.

Definition 1.24.

1. Two unfoldings F,G : (C" x C",§ x0) — (C? x C",0) of
the same germ f : (C*",§) — (CP,0) are said to be .7 -
equivalent if there exists a germ of isomorphism ¥ : (C" X
CPxC",§ x0) - (C"xCPxC", S x0) of the form W(x, y, ) =
((x), ¥i(x,y),1), where ,(x,0) = O for all (x, ¢), which is an
unfolding of the identity in (C" x CP,§ X 0), and such that
G = ¥ - F. In other words, if f; and g, are the deformations
associated to the unfoldings F' and G, respectively, one has
that

(&1 ° p)(x) = Yu(x, fi(x)).

2. An unfolding F is JZ -trivial if it is .# -equivalent to the un-
folding f X id. In these terms, one says that a map-germ f is
 -stable if every unfolding of f is % -trivial.
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As it was done for <7-equivalence, one can try to measure how far
are infinitesimal deformations of a map-germ f to be ¢ -trivial. In
particular, we have the following concepts:

Definition 1.25. Let f : (C",S) — (C?,0). Define the module
Tx.f =tf(6n) + f*(mp)e(f) C 0(f)

as the extended ¢ -tangent space of f, where f*(m,) is the ideal in
0, generated by the functions fi, ..., f,. Let the quotient module

6(f)

g 9D
! =T

be the 7 -normal space of f. Define the J7,-codimension of the

germ f to be

o(f)
Tx.f

In this context, we say that a map-germ f is J# -finite if it has finite
JH,-codimension.

codim x(f) = dim¢c T, f = dimg

In the same way we did for the «/-tangent space, one can describe
heuristically the .7 -tangent space of a function f as the directions
of _# -trivial deformations of f. However, we omit this detail and
refer it to Lemma 4.1 of [MIN20].

Remark 1.26. In general, the obtention of the .o/-tangent space
of a map-germ is a complicated task. In this sense, the module
T %, f plays an auxiliary role for determining 7.7, f, since the ¢ -
tangent space 1s easier to obtain, and its structure plays a key role
for determining 7'.<7, f. For more details on this, see Section 4.2 of
[MN20].

Notice that the same definition of finite determinacy can be given
in this new setting:

Definition 1.27. For k € N, we say that f is k-determined for
A -equivalence if, for every map g such that the k-jets at the ori-
gin j*f(0) and j*g(0) are .# -equivalent, then f and g are .7 -
equivalent. We say that f is finitely determined for % -equivalence
if it is k-determined for some k € N.
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The same result for finite determinacy that holds in «7-equivalence
turns out to hold in general for all Mather’s groups. In particular,
the result also holds for 7 -equivalence:

Theorem 1.28. (Mather’s finite determinacy Theorem) For a map-
germ [ : (C",§) — (CP,0), the following are equivalent:

1. fis ¥ -finite.
2. f is finitely determined for J¢ -equivalence.
3. mﬁ’SQ(f) c T#,f for some k € N.

Both results for .7 and .# -equivalence are a particular case of The-
orem 6.2 of [MN20].

The forthcoming statement presents an analogous criterion to the
Mather-Gafiney criterion for .o7-equivalence. However, for % -
equivalence, the criterion has a more geometric flavor, as will be
shown in the connection between the .# -equivalence of map-germs
and the isomorphism class of isolated complete intersection singu-
larities. This is why the following result is commonly known as
the “geometric criterion’:

Theorem 1.29 (Geometric criterion). A mapping f : (C",§) —
(CP,0) is & -finite if and only if it is finite-to-one on its critical set.

Regarding versality of unfoldings, the definitions given for .<7-
equivalence have an analogous version:

Definition 1.30. An unfolding F of f is J#-versal if any other
unfolding of f is .# -equivalent to a pull-back #*F for some base-
change h. We say that F' is J#-miniversal if it is a J# -versal un-
folding with the property that there are no .# -versal unfoldings
with less parameters than F.

The practical results to find a .# -miniversal unfolding for a map-
germ hold mutatis mutandis as for the case of .o7-equivalence.

19



Theorem 1.31. Let f : (C",S) — (CP,0) be a map-germ. An
unfolding F : (C"xC",§ x0) — (CP xC",0) of the form F(x,u) =
(f(x) +u1g1(x) + ...+ u,g.(x),u) is & -versal if and only if

T f +spcigis - ... &) = 6()).
Corollary 1.32. Let f : (C",S) — (CP,0) be a map-germ. Then,
1. f admits a # -versal unfolding if and only if f is ¢ -finite.

2. codim . (f) is the number of parameters in a ¥ -miniversal
unfolding of f.

Example 1.33. Let us compute a .7 -miniversal unfolding of the
map-germ f : (C2,0) — (C2,0) given by f(x,y) = (x2,y?). First
of all, notice that ¢f(6,) is the submodule of 6(f) generated by the

vectors
2x| |10
0|2y’

and f*(m)0(f) = (x>, y?) 6(f). Therefore,

s -0

Moreover, codim . (f) = 2, since the previous two vectors do not
lie in T %, f. Hence, F(x,y,u,v) = (x> + uy,y* + vx,u,v) is a % -
miniversal unfolding of f.

A particular fact for % -equivalence of mappings is that it has a
complete algebraic invariant, namely the semi-local algebra of a
map-germ f. Recall that an algebra over C is a C-vector space A
equipped with a ring structure with identity, in such a way that its
product operation as a ring is compatible with its scalar product as
a vector space. In other words, for all 4 € C and all x,y € A one
has that

(Ax)y = Axy) = x(Ay).

In this context, we say that two algebras A and B are isomorphic if
there exists amap ¢ : A — B that is both an isomorphism of vector
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spaces and an isomorphism rings.

In particular, we are interested in analytic algebras, which are C-
algebras of the form A = 0, /I for some ideal I C 0),5.

Definition 1.34. Let f : (C",§) — (CP,0) be a map-germ. Define
the semi-local algebra of f as the analytic algebra

0, n,S ﬁn,S

) Ons  (firen )

where (f1,..., f,) stands for the ideal in 0, s generated by the co-
ordinate functions of f.

o(f) =

This algebra turns out to determine completely the % -equivalence
class of a mapping, as the following theorem states:

Theorem 1.35. The map-germs f,g : (C",§) — (CP,0) are ¥ -
equivalent if and only if their semi-local algebras Q(f) and Q(g)
are isomorphic.

Remark 1.36. In the following section, we will show that the al-
gebra Q(f) is, in fact, the algebra of germs in the analytic space
given by (f71(0),S). Hence, the classification of mappings un-
der .# -equivalence is tightly linked with the classification of some
analytic spaces.
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2 Isolated complete intersection singular-
ities (ICIS)

One of the primary focuses of this project is to study a particular
type of analytic spaces with exceptional properties known as isol-
ated complete intersection singularities (IC1S). These spaces possess
two distinct characteristics that set them apart from other analytic
spaces. Firstly, the number of equations required to define an ICIS is
equal to its codimension in the ambient space, which is why they
are referred to as complete intersections. Secondly, the singular
locus of an 1CIS is the simplest nontrivial possible case, consisting
of a single point, which is why they are referred to as isolated sin-
gularities. The exceptional richness of the analytic spaces where
both conditions are met has led to their in-depth study by singu-
larists in the last years. In this chapter, we provide an overview
of their fundamental properties and their possible deformations.
We also introduce two crucial numerical invariants, the Milnor
and Tjurina numbers, to establish a profound relationship between
them.

2.1 Basic definitions and examples

This first section aims to provide an overview and introduce the
fundamental concepts related to isolated complete intersection sin-
gularities. We presume that the reader has a basic understanding of
algebraic and analytic geometry. Specifically, we assume that the
reader is familiar with the concept of the dimension of an analytic
space (C",S). Additionally, we presume some background know-
ledge regarding commutative algebra’s elementary properties.

Definition 2.1. Let (X,S5) c (C",S) be a germ of complex space
of dimension d. We say that (X, S) is smooth or that x is a regular
point of X whenever (X, S) is isomorphic to (C%, S). In case (X, xo)
is not regular, where xo € §, we say that x( is a singular point of
X, or that (X, xo) is singular.
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Fix some representative X C C" and let gy,..., g be equations
defined on U ¢ C" such that X N U = V(gy,...,g5). We can
therefore consider X as the set of points x € XN U such that (X, x) is
singular. The set-germ (X, §) is called the singular locus of (X, S),
and it is denoted as Sing (X, S ). In order to determine this set-germ
in practice, the following theorem becomes crucial:

Theorem 2.2 (Jacobian criterion). Assume that dim(X, x) = n —c
for each x € X. Then, Sing (X,S) is the subset-germ of (X, S)
defined as the vanishing set of the c-minors of the jacobian matrix

dgofg=1(g1,...,8)-

In particular, the previous theorem asserts that Sing (X,S) is an
analytic set, and provides the neccesary equations to define it. Its
proof is rather nontrivial, and it is reffered to more advanced refer-
ences.

Studying analytic sets without any restriction on their singular locus
can be a challenging task to tackle. Therefore, to simplify the situ-
ation, researchers typically focus on studying analytic sets with
isolated singularities, where the singular locus is either a point or
the empty set. Such sets are considered to be the easiest examples
of analytic sets in terms of their singular locus. Many of the res-
ults presented in the literature are limited to complex spaces with
1solated singularities. The theory of these spaces is much more
extensive and richer than that of general analytic sets.

Example 2.3. Let (X, 0) c (C*, 0) be the germ defined by the equa-
tions xz — y%, yw — 2%, xw — yz. With SINGULAR , one can easily
check that dim(X, 0) = 2. Hence, the singular locus is formed by
the points of (X, 0) where the 2-minors of the jacobian matrix

z 2y x O
0 w 2z vy
w -z =y X

vanish. After some calculations, it easily follows that Sing (X, 0) =
(0,0). Therefore, (X, 0) is an isolated singularity.
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Definition 2.4. Let (X,S5) c (C",S) be a germ of complex space
defined by an ideal I C 0,5, and let k be the minimum number
of generators of /. We say that (X, S) is a complete intersection if
dim(X,S)=n—k.

Example 2.5. Any hypersurface is a complete intersection, since
they are n — 1 dimensional spaces defined by a single equation. In
general, the number of generators of an ideal [ is greater than or
equal to the codimension of the associated analytic space. How-
ever, there exist examples where the minimum number of generat-
ors of [ is strictly greater than the codimension of the space. For in-
stance, the set-germ of example 2.3 is not a complete intersection,
since it is a two-dimensional germ that cannot be generated by two
equations in C*. Another famous example is the curve defined by
the image of t — (£2,¢*,£) in (C3,0). This curve is generated by
the three equations x* — y3, ¥ — 23, and y° — z*. It can be shown
that this set cannot be described by only two equations. Therefore,
this curve is not a complete intersection.

Definition 2.6. A complex space that is a complete intersection
and that has isolated singularity is called an isolated complete in-
tersection singularity, and it is shortened as ICIS.

Example 2.7. The example given in 2.3 is not an ICIS due to the
fact that it is not a complete intersection. However, it can be shown
that the germ (X, 0) c (C?, 0) defined by the equations x*—y*, x*—z°
is a complete intersection (just by checking that its dimension is 1)
and has an isolated singularity. Hence, (X, 0) is an ICIS.

As mentioned earlier, the purpose of these definitions is to narrow
our focus to certain types of spaces that exhibit particular forms
of well-behaved behavior. Specifically, we are interested in study-
ing spaces with a singular locus that is as simple as possible, yet
nontrivial (isolated singularities), and whose defining equations are
minimal, i.e., equal to its codimension (complete intersections).

Nonetheless, many other types of analytic spaces with special prop-
erties have been defined along the literature. In this project, a key
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concept in this regard is the Cohen-Macaulay property, which is
typically formulated in its general version for modules.

Definition 2.8. Let (R, m) be a local ring and M be an R-module.

1. A sequence fi,..., f, of elements in m is called a regular se-
quence of M if f; is not a zerodivisor of M, and f; is not a
zerodivisor of M/(fi1,..., fioi)M fori=2,...,r.

2. Let I c IR be an ideal with IM # M. The I-depth of M,
depth (I, M) is the maximal length of a regular sequence of M
in [. If IM = M we set depth (I, M) = co.

3. The depth of M, depth M is the maximal length of a regular
sequence of M, that is, depth M = depth (m, M).

If the ring R is Noetherian, it can be shown that depth M < dim M
in any case. When equality holds, we say that the module M is
Cohen-Macaulay. A ring R is called Cohen-Macaulay whenever
R is Cohen-Macaulay as an R-module. Furthermore, if an ana-
lytic space (X, xp) C (C", xo) 1s defined by the ideal I C 0, ,,, we
say that it is Cohen-Macaulay whenever Oy, = 0, ., /I is Cohen-
Macaulay as a ring. In the case of multigerms, we say that (X, S)
is Cohen-Macaulay if (X, xo) is Cohen-Macaulay for any xy € S.

Remark 2.9. The definition of a Cohen-Macaulay module is a cru-
cial concept in the heart of the project, which is chapter 5. Nev-
ertheless, in this chapter, we center our attention primarily on the
definition of Cohen-Macaulay analytic spaces, and its relation with
isolated complete intersection singularities.

The definition of the Cohen-Macaulay property may appear less
straightforward than that of complete intersection singularities. In
order to provide examples of this concept, let us present some res-
ults concerning this property.

Theorem 2.10. Any 1C18 is Cohen-Macaulay.

This provides a great amount of examples of Cohen-Macaulay spaces.
In order to determine some example of an analytic space that is not
Cohen-Macaulay, let us state another relevant result.
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Theorem 2.11. Any Cohen-Macaulay analytic space is equidimen-
sional. That is, all its irreducible components have the same di-
mension.

This implies that, for example, the space of (C?, 0) that is the union
of the line x = y = 0 and the plane z = 0 is not Cohen-Macaulay.
However, many examples of equidimensional spaces that are not
Cohen-Macaulay can be found.

2.2 Deformations of 1CIS

In this section, we introduce the key ideas related to the deform-
ations of an 1c1s. These concepts are presented in a manner sim-
ilar to that in the first chapter, emphasizing a profound parallelism
with the deformations in the .# -equivalence relation. Building on
the definitions outlined in the previous section, we describe an ICIS
(X,S) c (CN,S) of dimension n as the fiber of a mapping.

g = (gla e ,gN—n) : (CN’S) - (CN—H’O),

e, (X,S) = V(gi,...,gn-n). Moreover, the function g is neces-
sarily # -finite by the geometric criterion. Conversely, the fiber of
any .7 -finite mapping of the form stated above is an 1c1s of dimen-
sion n. Hence, there exists a strong parallelism between I1cIs and
¢ -finite mappings.

It is worth noting that Oy, the algebra of regular functions of
(X,S), can be expressed as Ons/(f1,..., fn-n) = O(f). That is,
the algebraic invariant of (X, ') coincides with the local algebra of
f. Interestingly, this algebraic invariant is complete in both set-
tings, meaning that it determines (X, S) up to isomorphism and g
up to # -equivalence. As a result, the parallelism goes beyond
mere similarities between the concepts.

Proposition 2.12. Let us denote

M = {# -classes of finite mappings (CV,8) — (C¥™",0)},

3 = {isomorphism classes of 1CIS in (CN,S) of dimension n}.
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The correspondence M — J that sends the class of each mapping
g to the class of the set-germ (g7'(0), S) is a bijection.

In the subsequent discussion, we present the theory of deforma-
tions of 1c1s. To facilitate this, we first introduce an important
algebraic object that provides a measure of the extent to which a
space can be deformed. For an 1c1s (X, S) which is the fiber of a
# -finite mapping g, we define

N_
T 1 _ ﬁX,S §
XS5 TMx(g)

to be the module of deformations of (X,S), where JMx(g) is the
submodule of 6")]}/’5” generated by the classes of dg/dx; for i €
{1,...,n}. It is therefore immediate that

In other words, the module of deformations of an ICIS is isomorphic
to the extended .7 -tangent module of its defining equation. We
define 7(X,S§) = dimg Ty to be the Tjurina number of (X, S),
which is equal to .#,-codimension of the mapping g. It can be
shown that this number is invariant under isomorphism.

Remark 2.13. It is worth emphasizing that, if (X, §S) is a hypersur-
face (that is, it is given by a single equation g : (CV,S) — (C,0),
then the Tjurina number can be easily computed as

_On
(&) +J(g)
since T %,g = (g) + J(g) in this case.

7(X,§) = dimc

In order to link the previous algebraic object with a more geomet-
rical notion of deformation, let us introduce the following defini-
tion

Definition 2.14. An r-parameter deformation of an 1c1s (X, S) is a
space (X, T) and amapping r : (X,7T) — (C",0), where dim(X, T') =
dim(X, S) + r and where (X, S) is isomorphic to the fibre 7~1(0).
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Remark 2.15. It is important to note that the definition of (X, S) is
given up to isomorphism. Thus, one may identify (X, S) directly
with 771(0), assuming that (X,S) is contained within (¥,5) and
S = T. In these terms, an r-parameter deformation of (X, S) is
a space (X, S) containing (X, S) with dim(X,S) = dim(X, S) + r,
equipped with a projection mapping « : (X,S) — (P,0), such that
X = 771(0). The term "deformation" derives from the idea that the
fibers X; = 77(¢) correspond to the natural concept of "deform-
ation" of Xy = X, and hence the space X = [J, X; contains the
deformations of X.

With this, we define a morphism of deformations nm : (X,S) —
(C,0)and ’ : (X,S) — (C%0) to be morphisms g : (X,5) —
(X,S)and h : (C",0) — (C%,0) that satisfy that g|y = g’|x and that
the diagram

(X,8) —— (C",0)

Is I
*¥,5) —== (C*,0)

commutes.

Rewrite the following text with an academic natural english: With
this, we say that a deformation f is versal if any other deformation
f’ admits a morphism from f” to f. If there exists a unique matrix
dhy among all possible morphisms, then we call f miniversal. To
compute versal and miniversal deformations of an ICIS , we present
the following theorem, which establishes a relationship between
the versal deformations of 1c1s and the versal unfoldings under .% -
equivalence of the mappings that define them.

Theorem 2.16. If (X,S) c (CN,S) is an 1C1S defined by the % -
finite mapping f : (CN,S) — (CN™,0), and F(x,u) = (f,(x), u) is
an r-parameter unfolding of f, the following are equivalent:

1. F is a versal deformation of (X, S), where (X, S) is identified
with its image by x — (x,0) in CN x C".
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2. F is o/ -stable.
3. F(x,u,v) = (fu(x) + v, u,v) is a X -versal unfolding of f.

Furthermore, 2 -miniversal unfoldings of f correspond to miniver-
sal deformations of (X, S).

Hence, the comprehension of the deformations of an ICIS is com-
pletely equivalent to the understanding of the unfoldings of its as-
sociated mapping with respect to .# -equivalence.

Remark 2.17. In particular, this theorem implies that 7(X, §) is the
number of parameters of a miniversal deformation of (X, §).

Example 2.18. Let (X,0) c (C3,0) be the set-germ defined by the
mapping f : (C?,0) — (C2,0) given by f(x,v,2) = (x> + y* +
22, xy). A straightforward computation in SINGULAR shows that
dim(X,0) = 1 and that Sing(X,0) = 0. Hence, (X,0) is a one-
dimensional ICIS .

We have that T.7, f is the submodule generated by the elements
(2x,y), (2y, x), (22, 0) plus the submodule (x* +y* + 2%, xy) 05. With
SINGULAR, it can be verified that a C-basis of m; 6732/ T %, f is given
by the vectors (y, 0), (0,y), (0,z). Thus, a miniversal deformation
of (X,0) is given by the map F : (C? x C3,0) — (C? x C3,0) given
by

F(x,y,z,u,v,w) = (xz+y2 + 72 + uy, xy + vy + wz, u, v, w).

Furthermore, 7(X, 0) = codim_(f) = 5.

2.3 Milnor number of 1cis and Lé-Greuel’s formula

In this section, we review some key aspects of Milnor fibrations,
which are necessary for defining the Milnor number of an 1c1s. We
establish a remarkable result regarding the relationship between
the Milnor and Tjurina numbers, which states that the former is
always greater than or equal to the latter. Although this inequality
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may seem innocent, it turns out to connect two numerical invari-
ants with completely different natures, resulting in an important
outcome that motivates the Mond conjecture. Throughout this sec-
tion, we focus on monogerms of ICIS centered at the origin.

Let X c CN be a representative of an analytic space at the origin
that has isolated singularity. Let g : (CV,0) — (CP?,0) be a map-
ping such that X = V(gi, ..., g,), and take a good representative of
f, which is a mapping of the form

f:XNB.nf'(By) > By,

where 0 < 7 < € < 1 (that is, take € > 0 small enough, and once
we have fixed €, then take 7 > 0 small enough depending on €). In
this case, if s € B, is a regular value of f, we call X, = fl(s)a
Milnor fibre of X.

The following central theorem was first noticed by Milnor for hy-
persurfaces, and then by Hamn for 1c18:

Theorem 2.19. If (X, 0) is an 1CIS of dimension n, then there exists
a nonnegative integer j such that, for any regular value s € B, the
Milnor fibre X has the homotopy type of a wedge of u spheres S™".

Definition 2.20. In the above conditions, we define the Milnor
number of (X, 0) as the number of spheres in the previous theorem,
and we denote it as u(X, 0).

In what follows, we give some remarkable results concerning this
definition.

Proposition 2.21. The Milnor number is invariant under isomorph-
ism. That is, if (X, 0) and (Y, 0) are isomorphic 1C18, then u(X,0) =
u(Y, 0).

A relevant algebraic formula is known for hypersurfaces. Namely,
if (X,0) = g~1(0) for some function g : (CV,0) — (C,0), then

0
(X, 0) = dimg —

J(f)
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For a generic 1C18 , determining the Milnor number is more intricate
as there is no algebraic object that directly corresponds to its com-
plex dimension. Nevertheless, there is a recursive method known
as the Lé-Greuel formula that can be used to compute this invariant
effectively.

Let (X,0) be an 1c1s of dimension n, defined by as the fibre of a
A -finite mapping g : (C"**,0) — (C*,0). Since the discriminant
(D, 0) of f is known to be a hypersurface in (C, 0), it follows that
one can choose a line L in such a way that LN D = 0. After a
linear change of coordinates, we can assume that L corresponds
to the line L given by y; = ... = y,—; = 0. This implies that
g =(g1,...,81) 1 (C"* 0) = (C*1,0) defines an 1c1s (X', 0) of
dimension n + 1 that contains (X, 0). In these terms, the following
relationship between (X, 0) and (X’, 0) holds:

Theorem 2.22 (Lé&-Greuel’s formula). In the above situation, we
have that

ﬁn+k

I(g") + R(g)’

where 1(g') = (g1, ..., 8k1) and R(g) denotes the ramification ideal
of g, which is the ideal in 0, generated by the maximal minors of
the jacobian matrix dg.

p(X, 0) + u(X’,0) = dime

This formula allows us to compute the Milnor number of any IC1S
by means of a recursive formula. Indeed, after a generic linear
change of coordinates in C* one can have that, foreachm € {1, ..., k},
the mapping g™ = (g1,...,gm) : (C"*,0) — (C™,0) defines an
1c18 (X, 0) of dimension n + k — m. It is straightforward to verify
that

Theorem 2.23. In the above situation, we have that

ﬁn+k
1(g™=D) + R(g™)’

k
p(X,0) = > (=D} dimc
m=1
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Notice that, if k = 1, then we recover the well-known formula

ﬁn+1

J(g)’

where R(g) coincides with the jacobian ideal J(g).

u(X,0) = dimc

Example 2.24. L et us compute the Milnor number of the ICIS given
by (X,0) = V(x? + y* + 22, xy) C (C3,0) of a previous example. In
this case, (X’,0) = V(x> + y?> + %), so u(X’,0) = 1. By Lé-Greuel’s
formula, we have that
%
u(X,0) + u(X’,0) = dimg s =6,

2x 2y 2z
2024 2
(x*+y +z)+12(y . O)

where the previous dimension is computed with SINGULAR. Hence,
(X, 0) = 5.

Consider a hypersurface (X,0) with an isolated singularity. We
have defined two numerical invariants, namely the Milnor and Tjur-
ina numbers. In this case, the invariants can be easily computed as

u(X,0) = dime 7(X,0) = dime

(&) +J(g)

provided g : (C",0) — (C,0) is an equation of (X, 0). It is therefore
obvious that u(X,0) > 7(X,0), since J(g) C (g) + J(g). Further-
more, equality holds if and only if g € J(g), which can be shown
to be equivalent to that g is weighted homogeneous. Formally, if
g 1s weighted homogeneous, then g € J(g) trivially. The opposite
direction, however, is nontrivial, and it was shown by Saito in 1971.

On
J(g)

Although this observation is practically trivial, it has significant
implications. It asserts that the number of spheres that appear after
taking a smooth deformation X, of (X, 0), which is u(X,0), is al-
ways greater than or equal to the number of parameters required
for a miniversal deformation of (X, 0), which is 7(X, 0). Moreover,
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equality holds only if the germ g is weighted homogeneous.

The spirit of this project is to extend the scope of this inequality to
different frameworks. A natural question that arises in the context
of this chapter is whether this inequality still hold if (X, 0) is an
1c1s. Although the result holds true in this case as well, its proof is
rather nontrivial and required several more years to complete. The
formal statement of the result is as follows:

Theorem 2.25. Let (X,0) be an 1C1S given by the vanishing of
g1---,8s Then, u(X,0) > 7(X, 0) with equality if and only if each
gi is weighted homogeneous.

The fact that u(X, 0) > 7(X, 0) was shown by Looijenga and Steen-
brick in 1985. In 1980, Greuel showed that weighted homogeneous
Ic1s have yu = 7, and later in 2002, Vosegaard showed the opposite
implication.

This kind of results are frequently referred as 4 > 7 theorems. In
the next chapter, we give the context to formalise a u > 7 result

that is still an open problem, which is the Mond conjecture.
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3 Image Milnor number and the Mond con-
jecture

As we have commented on in the last chapter, if (X, 0) is a complete
intersection with isolated singularity (that is, an 1c18), we know that
u(X,0) > 7(X,0). In other words, the number of spheres that ap-
pear in a smooth deformation of (X, 0) given by a Milnor fibre is
greater than the number of parameters of a miniversal deforma-
tion of (X,0). Moreover, equality holds if and only if the germ
(X, 0) 1s weighted homogeneous, meaning that all its equations are
weighted homogeneous. In this chapter, we focus on a different
type of analytic germs, namely hypersurfaces that can be described
as the image of an .«7-finite mapping f : (C",S) — (C"**1,0). These
hypersurfaces do not have an isolated singularity, and therefore
their analysis must be approached differently. We investigate the
natural context in which a u > 7 result can be formulated, which is
known as the Mond conjecture.

3.1 The image Milnor number

In this section, we present one of the main concepts of this project,
namely the image Milnor number. This concept plays the role of
the Milnor number of a hypersurface, as it measures the number of
shperes that arise after a perturbation of the set. Firstly, we present
some concepts that are related with the image Milnor number, and
direct our focus towards a concept introduced by Mather: the nice
dimensions.

Definition 3.1. We say that (n, p) are nice dimensions if the set of
all stable mappings f : U c C" —» V c C?is dense in C(U, V).

T

The particular topology that is given to measure the density, as well
as the given space of mappings, is not relevant for our purposes.
Hence, we omit the details and refer them to [MN20], sec. 5.2.2.
The intuition that is relevant in this definition is that, in the nice
dimensions, any given mapping can be approximated as nicely as
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neccesary by a stable mapping.
The region of the nice dimen-
sions is given in figure 1, where #
(n, p) are in the nice dimen-
sions if the corresponding point
is contained in the region that
lies in the left or below the poly-
gon. It is of particular interest

ENTOY

for our purposes to notice that - P
(n, n+ 1) are nice dimensions if Figure 1: Mather’s nice
and only ifl1<n<14. dimensions

As a hypersurface that lacks isolated singularity does not possess a
clearly defined Milnor number, we must identify an equivalent nu-
merical invariant that is applicable within this new context. To this
end, we introduce the analogous concept of the Milnor fibration in
this setting.

Definition 3.2. A stabilisation of a mapping f : (C",§) — (C?,0)
is a 1-parameter unfolding F(x, ) = (fi(x),?), for each t # 0, the
mapping f; is locally stable.

Thus, a stabilisation of a mapping f is a deformation f; of the given
mapping in such a way that f, = f and that, for each r # 0, the
deformation f; is stable. Hence, f; has the simplest possible singu-
larities for ¢ # 0. The following theorem assures the existence of
stabilisations under certain conditions.

Proposition 3.3. If an < -finite mapping f : (C",S) — (C?,0) sat-
isfies that (n, p) are nice dimensions, then f admits a stabilisation.

For a reference, see proposition 5.5 of [MN20].

Remark 3.4. It is worth noting that there exist other conditions un-
der which the existence of a stabilisation can be guaranteed. For
instance, any map-germ of corank one admits a stabilisation. How-
ever, in this project, we focus on ensuring the existence of a stabil-
isation when the dimensions (7, p) are nice dimensions.
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Let us direct our focus to hypersurfaces defined as the image of a
mapping. Consider an .«7-finite mapping f : (C",S) — (C"*1,0),
where our interest lies in studying the image (X, 0) of f. It can be
verified that any .«7-finite mapping is finite and generically one-to-
one, thereby the set-germ of image (X, 0) is well-defined and has
dimension n. Thus, (X, 0) is a hypersurface in (C"*!', 0). In the
field of analytic geometry, it is customary to refer to the restriction
f 1 (C",0) - (X,0) as the normalisation of (X, 0), which essen-
tially implies that f acts as a parametrisation for (X, 0). To delve
deeper into the geometry of (X,0), we leverage the machinery of
singularities of mappings.

As we have commented on before, provided (n,n + 1) are nice di-
mensions, any .</-finite mapping f : (C",S) — (C"*!,0) admits a
stabilisation f;. Let us denote by X; to the image of f; for r # 0.
As we have already mentioned, X; has the simplest possible sin-
gularities, owing to the stability of f,. We refer to X, N B, as a
disentanglement of f, where B, denotes the closed ball of center 0
and small enough radius €.

The following theorem establishes that this disentanglement X; acts
as a Milnor fibre if we were in the case of a hypersurface having an
isolated singularity. More specifically,

Theorem 3.5. Assume that f : (C",S) — (C™1,0) is an </ -finite
mapping that admits a stabilisation f;. Then, there exists a non-
negative integer u such that any disentanglement of f has the ho-
motopy type of a wedge of u spheres of dimension n.

In the present setting, we introduce the notion of the image Mil-
nor number of f, which counts the number of spheres that appear
in the topology of a disentanglement of f, denoted by p;(f). This
concept is analogous to the Milnor number of a hypersurface with
an isolated singularity or an ICIS . In other words, it quantifies the
number of spheres that emerge following a “nice” perturbation of
the image set of f.
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Altough it may seem, by the way it is denoted, that the image Mil-
nor number y;(f) or the codimension codim,, (f) depends on the
mapping f that parametrises its image (X, 0), it turns out that both
are analytical invariants of (X, 0).

Proposition 3.6. If fi, f» : (C",S) — (C"*1,0) are </ -finite map-
pings whose images (X1, 0), (X3, 0) are induced isomorphic, then f;
and f, are <f -equivalent.

Proof. If ¥ : (C™1,0) — (C™*!,0) is the isomorphism that takes
X to X5, then ¢ o fj and f, are both finite and generically one-
to-one mappings that parametrise the same image (X,,0). As the
normalisation map is unique up to a change of coordinates in the
source and both ¢ o f; and f, are normalisations of X», it follows
that there exists an isomorphism ¢ : (C",§) — (C",§) such that
Yo fi = f, 0. In particular, f; and f, are <7-equivalent. O

Now, it is clear that .o7-equivalent mappings have the same image
Milnor number and codimension. Hence, y;(f) and codim,, (f)
are, in fact, invariants of the analytical type of the image (X, 0) of
f. This makes clear that y;(f) and codim,, (f) are both invariants
of (X, 0), and will be shown to extend the well-known definitions
of Milnor and Tjurina numbers in the case of isolated singularity.

3.2 The Mond conjecture

In this section, we present the formal statement of the Mond con-
jecture, which is a problem of the form ¢ > 7. This means that
the problem is analogous to the well-known inequality u(X,0) >
7(X, 0) for hypersurfaces with isolated singularity. In that context,
((X, 0) is the number of spheres that appear in the topology of the
Milnor fiber of (X, 0), which is a smooth approximation of (X, 0),
and 7(X, 0) is the number of parameters of a miniversal deforma-
tion of (X,0). Moreover, the equality 4 = 7 holds if and only if
(X, 0) is weighted homogeneous.
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In our current setting, we analyse .o/ -finite mappings f : (C",§) —
(C"*1,0), for which we have established that u;(f) measures the
number of spheres that appear in the topology of the disentangle-
ment of f. Furthermore, codim,, (f) is known to represent the
number of parameters that an <7-miniversal unfolding of f must
have. Therefore, the question becomes evident: is it true that

wi(f) = codimg, (f)?

Conjecture 3.7 (Mond conjecture). Let f : (C",S) — (C™*!,0) be
an <f -finite mapping, where (n,n + 1) are nice dimensions. Then,
wi(f) > codimy, (f) with equality if f is weighted homogeneous.

This result therefore intends to extend the scope of the well-known
analogous result for hypersurfaces with isolated singularity. In-
deed, this is the analogous statement for the hypersurfaces (X, 0)
that can be described as the image of an .</-finite mapping f :
(C",S) — (C"*!,0), and thus (X, 0) has parametric equations given
by f.

At present, the only values of n for which the conjecture is known
to be true is for n = 1 and n = 2. In other words, the inequality
holds for analytic spaces (X, 0) that are parametric curve singular-
ities in (C?, 0) and parametric surface singularities in (C>, 0).

Nevertheless, it is not generally true that any analytic space (X, 0)
of dimension n can be described as the image of an .<7-finite map-
ping f : (C",S) — (C"',0). In analytic geometry, these germs
are referred to as the ones with “smooth normalisation”, meaning
that they admit a normalisation f : (C",§) — (X, 0) to the smooth
space (C",S). Our contribution will be to expand this result to
include surfaces that do not necessarily have a smooth normal-
ization. Specifically, we extend the Mond conjecture to surfaces
whose normalization is an ICIS, and where the normalisation map-
ping is <7 -finite. In order to do so, we need to study and develop
techniques for mappings defined on 1c1s. This will be the focus of
the following chapter.
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4 Singularities of mappings defined on ICIS

In the first three chapters, we examined singularities of mappings
of the form f : (C",§) — (CP,0), as well as the properties of a
particular case of analytic spaces in (C",§), which are known as
Ic1s . In fact, these are the two main objects of study in singu-
larity theory: mappings and sets. We have shown that the study
of deformations in both of them is closely related. In this second
part of this project, we explore mappings whose domains are al-
lowed to have singularities. Specifically, we investigate mappings
f 1 (X,0) — (CP,0) defined on 1c18 (X, 0) < (CV,0). In their paper
[MM94], Mond and Montaldi established a basic framework for
studying such mappings, where deformations are allowed to de-
form both the mapping f and the domain (X, 0). We rely mainly on
this article by Mond and Montaldi, as well as the clear exposition
provided by Giménez Conejero and Nufio-Ballesteros in [CN21].
The main objective of this chapter is to introduce an analogous
definition of the image Milnor number in this context, as well as to
state a generalised version of the Mond conjecture for these map-

pings.

Throughout this chapter, we use (X, S) c (CV, S) to denote a multi-
germ of an ICIS , and f : (X,S) — (CP,0) denotes a holomorphic
mapping, in the sense that it can be extended to a holomorphic
mapping f : (CV,S) — (CP?,0). We commonly denote these map-
pings as (X, f) to highlight their dependence on the domain.

4.1 Deformations of mappings defined on ICIS

In this section, we present the definitions and results regarding de-
formation theory of these mappings, and provide a definition for
the codimension for mappings defined on 1c1s. We follow the same
structure as in section 1.1, where .«7-equivalence of mappings was
studied.

Definition 4.1. Let f,g : (X,S) — (CP,0) be germs of mappings.
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We say that f and g are <7 -equivalent if there exist isomorphisms
¢:(X,S5)— X,5)and y : (CP,0) — (CP,0) such that the diagram

X, 8) —L (»,0)
I I
(X,$) —== (C»,0)

commutes.

Hence, singularities of mappings with ICIS in the source will be
studied up to /-equivalence, in the same way as it was done in
case that (X, S) is smooth.

Definition 4.2. An r-parameter unfolding of f : (X,S) — (C?,0)
is a mapping F : (X,S") — (C? x C",0) together with a projection
m:(X,8) —> (C,0) such that (X, S) is isomorphic to the fibre
(771(0),S"), and if i : (X,S) — (¥,S’) denotes the natural em-
bedding associated with the given isomorphism, and j : (C?,0) —
(CP x C",0) is the mapping j(y) = (v, 0), then the diagram

X,8) —L— (7,0

| b

(X,8) —Z5 (€P x C",0)

N im

(€, 0)

commutes. We ofter shorten the notation to say that (X, &, F') is the
unfolding.

Remark 4.3. In order to verify that the given definition of unfloding
matches with the intuition that lies behind the concept, let us check
that this definition indeed recovers the given for mapping defined
on a smooth source (X, S) = (C*,S). Indeed, in this case, (X,S’) =
(C"xC’", § x0) has a natural projection 7 : (C"xC", § x0) — (C",0)
for which (C", S) = 7~ 1(0) = (C"x0, S x0). The commutativity of
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the square in the diagram implies that F(x,0) = (f(x),0) for each
x, and the commutativity of the triangle forces F to have the form
F(x,u) = (fu(x), u). Hence, F is an unfolding in the standard case.

Remark 4.4. As in the definition of a deformation of an ICIS , notice
that the concept depends on (X, S ) up to isomorphism. Thus, after
applying an isomorphism in the source, one can assume that (X, .S)
coincides with the fibre (771(0),S’), where S = S’. Hence, the
given embedding becomes an inclusion. With this identification,
the intuition of the concept becomes clearer. The domain of an
unfolding is a germ (X, S) that contains (X, S) as the fibre 77'(0),
and that contains its deformations X, = 7~ !(¢). Furthermore, the
mappings f; = moFlx, : X, — CP serve as perturbations of fo = f,
where both the domain and the mapping itself are being deformed.

Example 4.5. A particular kind of unfolding that arises is where
X = X X C". In this case, the unfolding only permits deformations
on the mapping f, but not on the source (X, S).

Definition 4.6. Two r-parameter unfoldings (X, x, F)) and (X', 7/, F”)
of the same mapping f : (X,S) — (CP,0) are said to be o-
equivalent if there exist germs of isomorphisms ® : (X,§5) —
(X¥,8S)and ¥ : (C? x C",0) — (CP x C’,0) such that the diagram

(X,5) —— (€’ x C",0)
o I
x,8") 5 (P x C,0)
commutes, and where
1. ¥ is an unfolding of the identity id(c» ),
2. ®|xs) =1d(x.s), and

3. " o® =g, ie., D sends the fibers X; in X to the fibers X; in X’
for each r.
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Example 4.7. Let us consider the germ (X,0) c (C?,0) given by
the equation x*> — y* = 0, and the mapping f : (X,0) — (C,0)
given by f(x,y) = y*. A possible unfolding of f is the one given
over the space (¥,0) c (C?,0) described by the equation x> — y* —
ty2y +1) = 0, and F : (¥,0) — (C?,0) is the mapping given by
F(x,y,t) = (y* + ty,1). Then, if 7 : (¥,0) — (C,0) is given by
n(x,y,t) = t, it is clear that 771(0) = (X, 0) makes F an unfolding

of f.

Figure 2: Real picture of the space X in the example 4.7. The red
fibre in the middle corresponds to X = n~!(0) and the other ones
correspond to 7~!(=1) and 7! (1).

The simplest kind of unfoldings are the ones that do not deform the
mapping in any sense:

Definition 4.8. An unfolding of f : (X,S) — (C?,0) is o -trivial if
is is .&/-equivalent to the constant unfolding F' : (X X C", S X 0) —
(CP x C",0) given by F(x,u) = (f(x), u).

In these terms, we say that (X, f) is stable provided every unfold-
ing is o/-trivial. In other case, we say that the mapping (X, f) is
unstable.

Definition 4.9. If (X, , F) is an r-parameter unfolding of (X, f)
and p : (C*,0) — (C",0) is a holomorphic mapping, then p induces
an s-parameter unfolding (X', ', F’) by a base change through the
fibered product of F and idc» o) X p through the commutative dia-
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gram

X = X Xereer (CP x C5) — 5 (CP x €%, 0)

I Jios

X, S > (CPxC,0),

where the germ notation is ommited for simplicity. In this case, we
say that (X', ", F’) is a pull-back of the unfolding (X, , F)) via p.

Definition 4.10. An unfolding (X, x, F') is «/-versal provided that
any other unfolding is «/-equivalent to a pull-back of (X, 7, F'). We
say that (X, &, F) 1s .o/ -miniversal whenever it is .7-versal with the
property that no other <7-versal unfoldings exist with less paramet-
ers.

The intuition of this concept is, as in the smooth case, that an «7-
versal unfolding does reflect all possible deformations of (X, f).
moreover, an .</-miniversal unfolding encodes all these deforma-
tions without redundancies.

Definition 4.11. The number of parameters of an .&Z-miniversal
unfolding of (X, f) is denoted as its «7,-codimension if it is finite,
and it is denoted as codim, (X, f). If this number does not exist, we
set the codimension to be infinite. If (X, f) has finite codimension,
we say that (X, f) is o/-finite.

It turns out that Mather-Gaffney’s criterion can be adapted to this
context to yield

Proposition 4.12. A mapping (X, f) is o/ -finite if and only if it has
isolated instability.

A relevant remark that has to be done here is that .7-finite map-
pings are finite and generically one-to-one, as in the case of map-
pings with smooth source. This will be an important fact to take
into account in the following chapters.
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It is worth to mention that there exists an analogous version of
the codimension of a mapping with non-smooth domain, where
only deformations that do not deform the source are allowed. This
codimension is often denoted as codim (f), where the domain
does not appear as in codim, (X, f). In fact, it is not a surprising
fact that both invariants are related through the equality

codimg, (X, f) = codim, (f) + 7(X).

As it will be shown in later examples, the correct version of the
generalised conjecture will involve codim., (X, f). However, we
suspect that another version of the conjecture could be stated in
terms of codim,, (f) by using another definition of y;.

4.2 The image Milnor number and the extended
Mond conjecture

In this section, we follow a similar procedure as we did in Chapter
3 to provide a rigorous definition for the image Milnor number and
to settle the Mond conjecture in this general framework. To do so,
we first need to define the concept of stabilization in this context.

In what follows, we let (X, S) c (CV,S) be an Ic1s of dimension n
and f : (X,S) — (C?,0) an an </ -finite mapping.

Definition 4.13. A stabilisation of f is a one-parameter unfolding
(X, m, F') where its associated perturbations f; : X; — C” are locally
stable for t # 0.

Similar to the case of mappings with smooth domains, the exist-
ence of stabilizations can be ensured in Mather’s nice dimensions.

Proposition 4.14. If (n, p) are nice dimensions, then f admits a
stabilisation.

Hence, under the above conditions, f admits a stabilisation f; :
X; — C"*!. In this case, we say that, for ¢ # 0, the image ¥, N B. =
f.(X,) N B, is a disentanglement of (X, f), provided € > 0 is small
enough.
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Theorem 4.15. Let (X,S) be an n-dimensional 1C1S and let f :
(X,S) — (C"™',0) be an </ -finite mapping that admits a stabilisa-
tion. Assume that (n,n + 1) are nice dimensions. Then, there exsits
a non-negative integer u such that any disentanglement of (X, f)
has the homotopy type of a wedge of u spheres of dimension n.

The proof of both results is easily deduced from the original proof
in case that f is defined over a smooth space, with minor adapta-
tions.

In this context, we define the image Milnor number of (X, f) as the
number of spheres that appear in the topology of a disentaglement,
and we denote it as u;(X, f).

\/S]

@/v,

Figure 3: Representation of the disentanglement of a mapping
defined on an ICIS. Image extracted from the article [CN22b] by
R. Giménez Conejero and J.J. Nufio-Ballesteros.

Now that we have defined the image Milnor number and the codi-
mension of a mapping (X, f), we have all the necessary compon-
ents to state an analogous version of the Mond conjecture.

Conjecture 4.16 (Extended Mond conjecture). Let (X,S) be an
n-dimensional 118 and f : (X,S) — (C*1,0) be an <f -finite
mapping, where (n,n + 1) are nice dimensions. Then u; (X, ) >
codim, (X, f), with equality if (X, f) is weighted homogeneous.

Recall that the standard conjecture is currently known to be true
for n = 1, 2. In this general setting, however, it has only been veri-
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fied for n = 1 by Nufio and Henrique in [HN17]. One of the main
objectives of this project is to show that the conjecture holds for
n = 2 in this extended setting. In order to do so, we define in the
following chapter a module that is able to measure the image Mil-
nor number.

As we have mentioned before, 1;(X, f) and codim, (X, f) are both
analogous invariants of the Milnor and Tjurina numbers for a par-
ticular kind of hypersurfaces that do not have isolated singularity.
In this sense, the hypersurfaces that we deal with are the ones that
have normalisation map with isolated instability (that is, <7-finite
mappings) where the associated normal space is an IC1S. Therefore,
this project extends the scope in which the u > 7 can be defined
and proved. Some examples of the conjecture will be shown in the
subsequent chapters.
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S A Jacobian module for disentanglements
with smooth source

The main impediment in proving the Mond conjecture lies in the
fact that the image Milnor number lacks an algebraic expression
for computation. To overcome this challenge, in this chapter we
construct a module M(g) that has the image Milnor number as its
dimension under certain conditions. Consequently, we show that
the Mond conjecture holds provided this condition is satisfied. To
achieve this, we follow the methods outlined in [BNP19] with the
intention of adapting them for mappings defined on ICIS in the fol-
lowing chapter.

5.1 The module M(g) for mappings defined on smooth
sources

In this initial section, the fundamental results needed for the proper
construction of the module M(g) are presented, with the aim of
measuring the image Milnor number. We follow the construction
provided in [BNP19].

Let f: (C",S) — (C™',0) be an «/-finite germ of mapping. Let
(Y,0) be the image of f in (C"*!,0). The restriction ? (C,S) —»
(Y, 0) is therefore the normalization map, and hence f* 2 Oy — Oy
is a monomorphism. Hence, Oy can be seen as a subring of 7,. In
this case, the diagram

I
ﬁn+1 — ﬁn

N

Oy

commutes, where 7 1s the epimorphism induced by the inclusion of
(Y,0) in (C™*!,0). We consider both Oyp and 0, as 0,.1-modules
via the corresponding morphisms. Since every .«7-finite mapping is
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finite, it follows that (Y, 0) is a hypersurface. Take g : (C**!,0) —
(C,0) a reduced equation of (¥, 0), and denote J(g) C 0,4+ to the
jacobian ideal of g.

Let us denote by C(f) to the conductor ideal of Oy in &,, which
is given by

C(f)=the Oyo: h- 0, C Oyp).
The conductor can be shown to be the largest ideal of &y which is

also an ideal in &,. The following result from Piene [Pie79] gives
a method to easily determine the conductor ideal.

Lemma 5.1. There exists a unique element A € 0, such that

0
ai%af=(—IV-ﬂ-dd@UL.n,dﬁ-udﬂ+b.n,dﬁ+o,

foreveryk € {1,...,n+ 1}. Moreover, the ideal C(f) is generated
by A.

In particular, this lemma implies that J(g) - 0,, ¢ C(f). Further-
more, J(g)  (f*)"N(C(f)) = 7~ (C(f)).

Remark 5.2. It follows from the proof of Theorem 3.4 of [MP89]
that 77'(C(f)) coincides with the first Fitting ideal of ¢, as an
O,+1-module via f*, which will be denoted as .%(f). In fact, this
theorem states that 0,,.1/.%#(f) is a determinantal ring of dimen-
sion n — 1. Furthermore, it follows by proposition 1.5 of [MP89]
that V(.Z(f)) consists of the set-germ of points y € C"*! such
that, either y = f(x) for some non-immersive point x € C", or
y = f(x) = f(x'), for some x # x’. Hence, V(.%(f)) is the singular
locus of (Y;0). Moreover, these results hold in the general setting
of mappings defined on 1cIS , which will play a key role later.

Definition 5.3. The map f* naturally induces an epimorphism of

0,+1-modules
AP W

J(g) J(g) - Oxo
We define M(g) as the &,,,1-module given as the kernel of the pre-
vious morphism.
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Remark 5.4. Naturally, the module M(g) is determined by the exact
sequence

F1(f) . C(f)
J(g) J(g) - Oxp

where the morphisms are the obvious ones.

0—- Mg — — 0,

A straightforward consequence of the definition is this useful for-
mula to compute the module M(g).

Proposition 5.5.

_ @) - x0)
J(g) '

Proof. 1tis clear by definition that

M(g)

_ 7@ - Oxo) 0 A(S)

M ,
() 7(2)
but J(g) - Oxo € C(f), which forces (7 'J(g) - Ox0) C F1(f).
The claim follows. O

The following natural step is to check whether the dimension of
M(g) upper bounds the codimension of the mapping f. In the ori-
ginal article [BNP19], the given proof does not generalise properly
to the case that will be presented in the subsequent sections. Nev-
ertheless, as we need this result to show the general version for
mappings defined on 1cIs , we sketch its proof. One of the meth-
ods that can be followed to prove this is by applying the following
formula for the codimension:

Lemma 5.6 (Proposition 2.1 of [Mon91]). If f : (C",S) — (C™**1,0)
is an < -finite mapping and n > 2, then
. . J(@- O,
codimg, (f) = dimg ———.
) = dme G e
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Proposition 5.7. Ifn > 2 and K(g) = ((g) + J(g))/J(g), then
dim¢c M(g) = dimc K(g) + codim, (f).

Proof. In virtue of the previous lemma, it is enough to check that
the sequence

J(8) - Ovp

is short exact, and then apply lengths. Consider the commutative
diagram

0— K(g) —» M(g) = -0

0 0 0

~ ~ j(\)/ﬁ
K(g) — M(g) > oo
M H2 M3

4 ~ ~

e y _CUH) N
0 > K(g) ey 7 T(@)-Or 0

/11 /12 /13\L

M e ()

0 ? Tr0, ? T, r 0

where A; and y; are the natural mappings. Since the columns and
the second and third rows are exact, it follows by Snake Lemma
that the first row is exact. O

Remark 5.8. Notice that, if f is stable, then dimc M(g) = 0. In-
deed, in this case codim,, (f) = 0. As it is shown in section 7.4 of
[MN20], all stable mappings have a quasi-homogeneous equation
g, and hence K(g) = 0. Hence, M(g) = O if and only if f is stable
and g € J(g).
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5.2 The relative version for unfoldings of mappings
with smooth source

In this subsection, we examine the behavior of the module M(g)
under deformations. To achieve this, we introduce a relative ver-
sion of this module for unfoldings, which reduces to the original
module when the parameters are zero. To ensure clarity, we have
placed some technical details concerning tensor products and flat-
ness in Appendix A.l. We encourage the reader to review these
concepts prior to reading this section.

Let F be an r-parameter unfolding of f : (C",S) — (C"',0).
Then, the diagram

(Cn+r’ S) L) (Cr % Cn+l’ 0)
o
©.8) —L— @0

commutes, where i and j are the natural inclusions. This diagram
induces another commutative diagram

ﬁn+r W ﬁn+l+r

P

ﬁn W ﬁn+1-

We seek to check that the above construction behaves properly un-
der deformations. For the conductor ideal, one has that:

Lemma 5.9. If C(F) is the conductor ideal of F, then i*(C(F)) =
C(f).

Proof. Let (Z,0) denote the image of F'. By definition, C(F) =
{A € Oz0 : A- Onyr C Ozp}. Take an element A € C(F), and
let b € 0,. Since i* is surjective, it follows that b = i*(B) for
some B € 0,.,. Hence, i"(A)b = i"(AB) € i"(0z0) = Oyp. Thus,
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i*(A) € C(f). For the reverse inclusion, let a € C(f), and let
A € Oy, such that i*(A) = a. Then, for every B € 0., one has
that AB € (i*)"!(ai*(B)) € (i*)"'(Oyo) C Oz due to the fact that
a € C(f). The claim follows. O

This means that the conductor ideal specialises properly under de-
formations. Moreover, it can be checked that j*(.7(F)) = Z(f).
Indeed,

J(Z() = F(FHNCEF))) = (f) ' G*(CF))) =
= (f)7(C(f) = Z1(f).

Let us denote G € 0,,;1+, to be a reduced equation of the image of
F, in such a way that j*(G) = g. Notice that j*(J(G)) # J(g), due to
the fact that J(G) contains derivatives with respect to the paramet-
ers. If we consider the relative jacobian module J,(G) generated by
the derivatives 0G/dy; with respect to the variables (yi,...,y,+1) €
C*+1 then it is straightforward that J(Jy(G)) = J(g).

Definition 5.10. The map F* induces an epimorphism of &, ,-

modules
F(F) C(F)

— .
Jy(G) Jy(G) ’ ﬁn+r

We define M, (G) as the 0),;1+,-module given as the kernel of the

previous morphism.

Remark 5.11. As in the previous case, the module M, (G) is de-
termined by the exact sequence
F1(F) C(F)
— -
WG ING) Oy

Remark 5.12. In practice, the formula of proposition 5.5 can be
generalised to this relative module to yield

(F) ' UG) - Ouir)
LG

The same proof works in this relative version, just by taking into
account that J,(G) - 04, = J(G) - Oy, (see lemma 5.16).

0— Mrel(G) -

M (G) =
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The goal of this section is to show that, if n > 2, the module M, (G)
specialises to M(g). In order to do so, we first consider M. (G) to
be an &,-module through the natural inclusion &, C 0,,1,. With
this, the aim is to show that

o,
Mrel(G) ® E = M(g)a

where = denotes isomorphism as C-vector spaces. Later in this
section, we improve these results to perform a slightly different
specialisation to obtain an isomorphism of &,,,;-modules.

In order to prove that the given module specialises properly, we
need to show a few lemmas first.

Lemma 5.13. If F is an r-parameter unfolding of f, then

O,
F1(F)® — = Z1(f).
m

r

Moreover, if = m, - Oy 114y, then I - F(F) = 10 Z(F).

Proof. Notice that [ is the kernel of the surjective map j*. Thus,
the first and second isomorphism theorems yield
FI(F)+1 _ F(F)
1 CFAF)NI

= j(F(F) = Z1(f).

Hence,

ﬁn+1+r @z ﬁn+l+r ~ ﬁn+1+r/l ~ ﬁn+1
FF) - wm, AN+ (FAE)+D/T - F(f)

Now, take the exact sequence of &,-modules

ﬁn+1+r 0

0 F1(F Onslsr
- F1(F) = Opi14+ _)33.1(}7)

Notice that 0,14,/ % (F) is a determinantal ring of dimension n +
r — 1 (see remark 5.2), whose fibre 0,,.;/.%;(f) has dimension n —
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1. Hence, 0,14,/ %(F) 1s an O,-flat module. This implies that
the previous exact sequence can be tensored out to yield an exact
sequence

ﬁr ﬁn+l
0 F1(F)® — o, 0
CABS L DO S T

0,
Hence, .#|(F) ® — = .Z,(f). For the second part, notice that
m

r

FUF) +1 _ F(F)

F ~ ~ .
1) i FUF) NI
On the other hand,
0, F(F F1(F
(e 1 7AWl

m,  wm,- F(F) I-Z(F)

This forces .#(F) N1 = I - .%(F) since both modules are iso-
morphic. O

Lemma 5.14. If F is an r-parameter unfolding of f, then

o,
C(F)® — = C(f).

r

Moreover, if J = M, - Opyy, then J - C(F) = J N C(F).

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the one given in the
previous case. The only place where both proofs differ is in the
justification that &,,,/C(F) is 0,-flat. In this case, since C(F) =
(A) is a principal ideal for which &,,,,/C(F) has dimension n+r—1
with n—1 dimensional fibre &,,/C(f). The &,-flatness of 0,,,,/C(F)
then follows. O

Proposition 5.15. For any r-parameter unfolding F of f,

FE) O A CE) 0 P
Jy(G) n, B -](g) Jy(G) : ﬁn+r m B J(g) : ﬁn
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Proof. In order to simplify the notation, let us write .% = % (F)
and J = J,(G). From lemma 5.13 and a combination of the iso-
morphism theorems it follows that

g@@z FI] F|J . T
J m, [-(F|)) A-Z+D)J INF+J
F (N F) _ F/UNF)

T UnZ+D/ANTF) JJANFNT)
_FIAnZz) (F+D/I _ Fi(f)
S oJAnd)y  J+Dd o Jg)
This shows the first part of the proposition. The second can be
shown with a completely analogous process. O

The following lemma is a key result to show that the module spe-
cialises properly. A few words of caution are in order here, since
this result no longer holds when the domain of f is non-smooth, as
it will be commented in the following section.

Lemma 5.16. For any r-parameter unfolding F of f, J,(G)- Oy =
J(G) : ﬁn+r-

Proof. Denote by F(x,u) = (f,(x),u). In particular, the jacobian
matrix of F has the form

_(dfu *
=)
Denote by My, ..., M1, M}, ..., M; to the n + r-minors of df so
that My,..., M, are the n-minors of df,. It then follows that
M, ..., M; can be generated from the minors My, ..., My, that
is, there exist ax; € 0,, such that
n+l
M;c = Z ClklMl

=1

foreach k € {1,...,r}. By Piene’s lemma 5.1, it follows that, up to

the sign,

oG
6—GOF:AM1, — o F =AM,
Oy, Ouy
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where A is the generator of C(F'). Thus,

forcing J(G) - Opyr = JY(G) - Oy O

Lemma 5.17. Ifn > 2, then C(F)/(J(G)-O,.,) is Cohen-Macaulay
of dimension n + r — 2.

Proof. Denote C(F) = (A). Then, multiplication by A yields an
isomorphism &,,,, — C(F) that maps R(F') to J(G) - 0,4, in virtue
of Piene’s lemma. Therefore,
CE)  _ O
Jy(G) - Oy R(F)

Since F is finite and n > 2, then 0),;,/R(F) is a determinantal ring
of dimension n+r—2 (see [MN20]), and hence a Cohen-Macaulay
module. O

With all there lemmas being shown, we are now able to show the
main result of the section, namely that the module M. (G) special-
ises to M(g) provided n > 2.

Theorem 5.18. If n > 2, the module M.(G) specialises to M(g).
More formally,

o,
Mrel(G) ® — = M(g)
m

r

Proof. From the definition of M (G) we have the exact sequence

FF) | CF)
G IG) O
Since C(F)/(J(G) - 0y.,) is a Cohen-Macaulay ring of dimension
n+r—2 with fibre C(f)/(J(g)- 0,) of dimension n—2, it follows that
C(F)/(Jy(G) - Oy4r) 1s O,-flat. Hence, tensoring with &,/m, in the
previous exact sequence of &,-modules yields the exact sequence

0 - Mrel(G)(X’@ IREGLYPNIN O ¢))

m, J(g) J(g) - Oy
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It then follows that

o,
Mrel(G) Q@ — = M(g)a
m,
since the above exact sequence fully determines M(g) up to iso-
morphism. O

Our last aim is to slightly improve the specialisation process to ob-
tain an isomorphism of &), ;-modules. If we restrict M, (G) to be
an 0,-module and we perform the tensor product &, /m,, we natur-
ally obtain a C-vector space that is isomorphic to M(g). However,
this specialisation process ignores the fact that M(g) is an 0,4 ;-
module. In order to take this fact into account, one should perform
the specialisation process in the following way: since M. (G) is an
Oyn+1+--module, the tensor product

Onitir
Mrel(G) ® it
m, - ﬁn+l+r
provides naturally an &),,;-module due to the fact that &, 1,,/m, -
Onitsr & Oyy1, Where m, = (uy,...,u,) is the maximal ideal of &,
generated by the parameters of the unfolding. In addition, one has

that
ﬁn+l+r Mrel(G)

n, - ﬁn+1+r - m, - Mrel(G)
embodies the spirit of forcing the parameters of the unfolding to be

equal to 0. Hence, this analogous process of specialisation provides
a similar result, but taking the &),,;-module structure into account.

1

Mrel(G) ®

In what follows, we show that

ﬁn+1+r
M:(G) @ —— = M(g),
rel( ) m, - ﬁn+1+r (g)

where = now denotes isomorphism of &, -modules.

In order to prove it, we revisit each of the required lemmas and
propositions that we have applied in the previous case to obtain
this result:
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Lemma 5.19. If F is an unfolding of f, then

[l

Orstor
{ga(F)@% F1(f)
r " Un+l+r

as O,.1-modules.
Proof. The same proof that was given in lemmma 5.13 shows that

ﬁn+1+r ® ﬁn+1+r ~ ﬁn+1
yl(F) mr’ﬁn+1+r gl(f)

Moreover, since I N .7 (F) = I - #(F), it follows by proposition
A.8 that

Tor Orilsr ﬁn+1+r ﬁn+l+r — In Cggl(F‘) _
! yl(F), m, - ﬁn+1+r I 91(F)

Hence, the short exact sequence of &,,,,-modules

ﬁn+1+r
0- tg.l(F) - ﬁn+l+r - gl(F) -

yields after tensoring that the sequence

Oni1+r O+
0> FHF)Q ———— — Opy — -0
LIPS ﬁn+1+r " f/\l(f)

1s short exact as well. Therefore,
ﬁn+1+r
F1(F) @ ———— = F1(f)
m, - ﬁn+1+r

as 0,,1-modules. O

An analogous proof immediately shows the same for the conductor
ideal, with the only consideration that C(f) is naturally an &,-
module.

Lemma 5.20. If F is an unfolding of f, then

ﬁn+r
CF @ ———=C
(P& =" = C()

as O,-modules.
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Furthermore, by applying these two lemmas and performing the
same reasoning as was done in proposition 5.15 we deduce that:

Proposition 5.21. For any r-parameter unfolding F of f,

yl(F) ﬁn-ﬁ-l-ﬁ-r yl(f)
J}(G) m, - ﬁn+l+r J(g)

and

CE) o O CP)
Jy(G) : ﬁn+r m, - ﬁn+r B ](g) ' ﬁn

With these results, we are now able to show that the module M,.(G)
specialises properly when the &, -module structure is preserved.

Theorem 5.22. Ifn > 2, then

0,
Mai(G) ® —— = M(g),
r - Yn+l4r

as O,.1-modules.

Proof. Notice first that the same proof that was given to show that
Z1(F) specialises properly in the two different meanings that have
been studied here can be applied to the ramification ideal R(F).
Indeed, j*(R(F)) = R(f), and O,41+,/R(F) is a determinantal ring
provided n > 2 as was mentioned before. Then, the same reason-
ings provided for .#|(F) show that

ﬁn r
R(F)® —21* =~ R(f)
m; - ﬁn+l+r

as 0,.1-modules, and, in particular, that if I = m, - 0),414,, then
I-R(F)=1nNR(F). Hence,

TOI. ﬁn+l+r ( C(F) ﬁl’l+l+i’ ) ~
1

Jy(G) : ﬁn+r’ m, - ﬁn+1+r B
~ Onitsr ﬁn+l+r ﬁn+1+r In R(F)
= Tor , = =
R(F) m, - ﬁn+1+r I- R(F)
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Therefore, from the short exact sequence of &, ,,-modules that
defines M,(G) by

F1(F) C(F)
0 — M(G) — - -0,
1 G ING) O

one obtains after tensoring that the sequence

ﬁn+l+r = yl(f) N C(f)

0> M4(G)®
! M- Oprer I J(Q)- O,

-0

is short exact. Thus,
ﬁn+1+r
M) (G) @ ———— = M(g),
rel( ) m, - ﬁn+1+r (g)

as 0,,1-modules, and the result follows. O
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6 A Jacobian module for distentanglements
of mappings defined on ICIS

In this chapter, we generalise the definition that has been intro-
duced in the previous chapter for mappings defined on ICIS with
the intention to show the Mond conjecture in this general frame-
work for n = 2. We then follow the ideas of [BNP19] to extend
them, and we prove the apply them to prove the desired case of the
conjecture.

6.1 Definition of the generalised version of the mod-
ule M(g)

In this section, a general version of the module is defined for map-
pings with non-smooth source. A few words of caution are in order
here, since some results that hold in the smooth case are no longer
true in this setting. We will comment on them, and we provide a
natural way to define this general version of the module in terms of
the construction developed in the smooth source case.

Let f: (X,5) — (C™!,0) be an «/-finite mapping defined on an
ic1s (X,S) c (C***,S) of dimension n. As f is finite, its image
is a hypersurface of (C"*!,0), and hence it can be described by
a reduced equation g € 0,,;. Write (X,S) = h~'(0), where h :
(C"*k,§) — (C*,0) is a ¢ -finite mapping. Consider an analytic
extension £ : (C"**,§) — (C™!,0) of f, and write

]Z‘\ — (f, ]’l) . (Cn+k,S) — (Cn+k+l,0).
It is therefore clear that the restriction of f to (X,S) is precisely

the mapping (f,0). Hence, f is a finite mapping, since f~'(0) =
£710) = S. Moreover, the diagram
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(C,0)
g
(C”+k,0) % (C”+k+l,0)
7y
X,5) —L— 1,0

commutes, where i is the inclusion and j is the obvious immersion.
In particular, f is an unfolding of f deforming both the mapping
and the domain. After taking representatlves the induced deform-
ations of f are the mappings f; : X, ¢ C"* — C™! defined as
f,(x) = f(x, 1), where X, = h~!(¢) for t € CF small enough.

The key idea is that f is, in some sense, the simplest unfolding of
f with smooth source. Hence, the definition of the module for the
mapping f will be performed through a specialisation of the one
from f.

Since f is a finite mapping, its image im f is a hypersurface of
(C"**+10). Let us consider § € 0,441 to be a reduced equation of
the image such that g o j = g. As we have already mentioned in the
previous section, a result from Piene shows that J(g)- 0, C C( f ),

where J(2) - Opix = f (J(2)). On the other hand, since f is a
finite mapping with degree 1 onto its 1mage, a result from Mond-
Pellikaan shows that .7 ( f) Ok = C( f)

Let us denote by (y,z) to the coordinates in (C"***1 0), with y €
C"*! and z € C*, and consider the jacobian ideal

Py 9%
J()_< 5)’ri1>

generated by the derivatives with respect toy = (y,...,Vus1)- In
this case, it follows that the restriction of f* to .%(f) induces an
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epimorphism of &, ;. -modules
A )
5@  J®) - Opi

We define N(g) to be the 0,,,1-module given by the kernel of this
morphism, and define

ﬁn+k+1
b

M(g) =N@)®
My + Opiksl

which has an 0,,;-module structure. Hence, M(g) is defined by
taking into account that f is an unfolding of f.

Remark 6.1. Notice that the module N(g) is not exactly the same
as the module of the previous section. Indeed, the source of the
morphism that defines N(g) has the jacobian ideal J,(g) where only
partial derivatives with respect to the parameters of (Y, 0) are taken
into consideration, while the module in the target does have all
the partial derivatives. Altough this may seem to be somewhat
whimsical, this will be shown to be exactly what is needed for the
module to specialise properly.

Notice that this module M(g) coincides with the given in the art-
icle of Bobadilla-Nufio-Pefiafort in the smooth case just by taking
f=fandk=0.

Remark 6.2. It is crucial to notice that, in general, J(2) - O, #
Jy(8) - Ok, in contrast with what happens in the smooth case. This
important fact is what infuences this definition for M(g).

Remark 6.3. The module N(g) is determined by the short exact
sequence

7))
@) I®) - Onk

After tensoring with &), ;1 /My - Op1p41, it follows that the module
M(g) fits in the exact sequence

A Ch o One
J(g) J@): Onik My Opiprt
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Notice that R
C(f ) ~ o n+k

J(g) * Onik - Rf ’

where Rf is the ramification ideal of f, which is a determinantal
ring of dimension n + k — 2. Hence,

C(f) Ot _ Ox Ot
~ ® = ~ = ~ .
J@) Onik "M Onirc i*(Rf)  Rf+ (hy,... )

Notice that, outside the origin, f is stable. Then, the previous mod-
ule coincides with the ramification ideal of a stable mapping, which
has dimension n—2. Hence, the module has dimension n—2, as the
addition of the origin does not perturb the dimension. In particular,
the module C( f) /J(8) - Unix 1s Oy-flat, which forces the sequence

ﬁl(f)_) Ox
J(@ iR

0—-> M(g) — -0

to be short exact. Hence, M(g) is also determined by a short exact
sequence, and this could also be taken as a definition of M(g) in
this case.

Proposition 6.4. The following formula holds:

(FI@) - Opr)
Jy(®) '

Proof. By definition, it is clear that

N(@@) =

_ U@ O 0 AG)

N(g) L
§ 7,2)
Since J(2) - Onix € C(f), then (f*) ' (J (@) - Orir) © F1(f), and the
first formula follows. O
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6.2 A relative version for the generalised module

In the following section, a relative version of the module for un-
foldings is defined. For the sake of simplicity, we consider unfold-
ings F : (C""* § x0) — (C"*!**k () of the mapping f instead of
general unfoldings of f with possibly non-smooth source. Let G €
Oyn+14r+x e an equation for the image of F such that G(y,z,0) =
2(y, z), where (y, z, u) are the coordinates of (C"*!*"** 0), with y €
C"*1,z € CFand u € C". We then have that the diagram

(Cn+r+k’ S x O) L) (Cn+1+r+k’ O)

I S
(Cn+k,S) % (Cn+k+1,0) L) (C, 0)
] o
(x.5) —L— ©*1,0)

commutes, where ?,]A' are the obvious immersions. Let us denote
by
oG oG oG 6G>

J(G) = <6_y]’ o %} J.(G) = <(9_z1’ T

and J,.(G) = J,(G) + J,(G). We therefore define M (G) as the
kernel of the module epimorphism

FF) __ CF)

Jy(G) Jy,z(G) : ﬁn+r+k.

In this case, the given definition of the &), +,-module M. (G)
properly specialises to M(g) seen as an ¢, ;-module, in the sense
of the following theorem:

Theorem 6.5. If n > 2, then

ﬁn r
M,(G) ® I~ M(g).

Mysk © Ontler+k
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Proof. The same proof of the smooth case shows that

ﬁn r A
Me(G) @ — 2~ N(3).

m - ﬁn+l+r+k
Indeed, the only difference is that the definition of N(g) has a term
Jy(8), but it holds that j(J,(G)) = Jy(2) and, as in the smooth case,
J(Jy-:(G)) = J(g). Hence,

ﬁn+l+r+k
Me(G) ® =
Wy © Opilarek

ﬁn r ﬁn
_ (Mrel(G) ® +1+r+k ® +1+k —

My - Untl4r+k My Opi14k

~ ﬁn+1+k
=N@)® —— = M(g),
My - Ops1+k

where the last equality holds by definition of M(g). O

Despite what happened with the module M(g), the relative ver-
sion M,|(G) is fully determined as the kernel of an epimorphism.
Hence, it fits into the short exact sequence

F1(F) CFr)

0> M(G) — - — 0.
° G 1G) - Opera

Furthermore, one has that

Proposition 6.6. The following formula holds:

(F*)_l(Jy,z(G) : ﬁn+r+k)

Mrel (G) = 7 (G)
y

In contrast with the absolute case, we have that J, (G) - Ok =
J(G) - Op.r+r. Hence, they can be interchanged indistinctively in
this formula.

If one compares this case with what has been done in the smooth
case, it is relevant to notice that the specialisation process has been
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performed in a different way. Indeed, in this case, the double spe-
cialization requires to treat work with these modules in a more
natural way. When we restrict M,(G) to be an 0,,;-module via
the natural inclusion 0, — O,1+,+x Induced by the projection
Cl x €k — C™* it turns out that the vector space structure of
both specialisations coincide, as the following propostion asserts:

Proposition 6.7. If M.(G) is considered an O, -module, then

o,
M:(G) ® =5 = M(g)

r+k
as C-vector spaces.
Proof. Notice that
Ok . Mia(G)
Mk Myt - Meet(G)

as 0,.x-modules. On the other hand, it has already been checked
in the previous theorem that

M, rel(G) ®

0,
M(g) ~ Mrel(G) ® n+1+r+k
Mok * Onilarsk

as 0,,1-modules. Furthermore,

ﬁn+1+r+k ~ Mrel(G)
Mok Onptorsk (Meie s Opitirik) - Mret(G)

naturally as 0,,;14,+x-modules. Notice that

Mrel(G) ®

(mr+k : ﬁn+1+r+k) : Mrel(G) = Myyg e Mrel(G)-

Indeed, both sets are given by the elements of the form ), u;m;,
where m,, = (uy,...,u,4), and for some m; € M,;(G). Hence,
Mrel(G) _ Mrel(G)
Myt - Mret(G) (Myie - Opitsrsd) - Mrea(G)
Connecting all the previous isomorphisms and equalities shows

that M(g) is isomorphic as a C-module to M.e|(G) @ (Oyi1/Myii),
and hence completes the proof. O
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Therefore, the specialisation process can be performed either re-
stricting first M,(G) to be an 0,,;-module, or keeping its whole
Opn+1+r+x-module structure. The obtained modules are, respectively,
Mrel(G) ® (ﬁn+1+r+k/mr+k : ﬁn+1+r+k) and Mrel(G) ® (ﬁr+k/mr+k)- In
both scenarios one recovers M(g) in some sense: in the former
case, the result is an &,,,1-module isomorphic to M(g), and, in the
latter, a C-module isomorphic to M(g). Hence, the specialisation
procces that one should perform depends on whether one needs to
keep the module structure or not. For most of the cases, the only
information that needs to be keeped is the complex dimension as a
vector space, and hence both methods are valid.

Lastly, an important result regarding the form of the module M,(G)
when F is stable is the following:

Proposition 6.8. Let F be a stable unfolding of f and G an equa-
tion such that G € J(G). Then,

J(G)
Jy(G)

M(G) =

Proof. Since F is stable and G € J(G), the smooth version of the
module M(G) from the article of Bobadilla-Nufio-Penafort satisfies
that M(G) = 0. In this case, the formula

(F)'(J(G) - Opirir)
J(G)

M(G) =

holds, and hence (F*)"'(J(G) - O,1,+1) = J(G). Furthermore, in the
smooth case it follows that J(G) - Ok = J,(G) - Oy rsi. Hence,
formula of the previous proposition yields that

(F*)_I(Jy,z(G) : ﬁn+r+k) _ J(G)
J,(G) I (G)’

M(G) =

and the claim follows. O
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6.3 Relation between dimc M(g) and codim (X, f)

Let F be a stable unfolding of f, and consider an equation G of the
image of F, namely, (Z,0), that satisfies G € J(G). Then, the last
result of the previous section showed that M.(G) = J(G)/J,(G).
Let us relate this with the codimension of (X, ), which can be
determined through the formula

0(i)
© 1i(6s1) + i*(Derlog Z)’

where Y denotes the image of F, and i : (C"*!,0) — (C*!+%+7 ()
denotes the natural immersion (see [MM94] for more details).

codim (X, f) = dim

Recall that Derlog Z = {£ € 0,1 11r+k : £(G) = A(G)}, and Derlog G =
{¢ € Opi14r4k : €(G) = 0}. Notice that G € J(G), so that G =
.5 a;0,G, where 0,G denotes the partial derivatives with respect
to all the variables in (y,z,u) € C***7*k Hence, the vector field
€ = ), a,0; satisfies that e(G) = G, where d,; denotes the co-
ordinate vector field associated with the s-th coordinate, where
se€f{l,...,n+1+r+k}. Furthermore, Derlog Z = Derlog G @ (e).
Indeed, for the direct inclusion, notice that each & with £(G) = AG
can be rewritten via n := £ — de. Since n(G) = AG — AG = 0,
then n € DerlogG and ¢ = n + Ae. The reverse inclusion is ob-
vious. Lastly, the sum is direct due to the fact that each vector
field ¢ satisfying both ¢ = Ae and £(G) = 0 is forced to have that
0=¢&(G)=A1G,sothat A =0and ¢ = 0.

We therefore have that

0(i)
ti(Bp41) + i*(Derlog G) + i*(e)
Notice that the evaluation mapping ev : 8,.1+-+x — J(G) given by

& — &(G) 1s a surjective mapping with kernel Derlog G. Hence, it
induces an isomorphism

9n+1+r+k
—— = J(G).
Derlog G @)

codim, (X, f) = dim¢
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Thus,

9n+1+r+k ~ J(G) —
(> ) + Derlog G J,(G)

rel(G)-

Tensoring with &,/ m,.; yields that
0(i) N
1i(6,+1) + i*Derlog G -
Now, notice that the evaluation map acting on € gives €(G) = G,
and hence i*(ev(e)) = i"(G) = g. Therefore, if K(g) = (J(g) +
(8))/J(g), then

M(g).

0(i)
H
ti(6,+1) + i*Derlog G

0— K(g) —
0(i)
dbr , , -0
ti(0,+1) + i*Derlog G + i*(€)
is a short exact sequence. Indeed, the evaluation map satisfies that

ev(ti(6,+1)) = J(g) and that ev(i*Derlog G) = 0. Hence, the evalu-
ation map yields an isomorphism

1i(0p41) + i'Derlog G +i"(e) _ J(g) +(g) K(2)
ti(ps1) + i*DerlogG~ — J(g) &

After taking lengths in the exact sequence, and taking into account
the previous assertions, it follows that

dim¢ M(g) = dimc K(g) + codim, (X, f).

This shows that dim¢ M(g) > codim, (X, f), with equality in case
that g is weighted homogeneous. Furthermore, this formula shows
that dimc M(g) only depends on the isomorphism class of g, and
neither depends on the mapping f nor on the chosen extension f.

6.4 The Jacobian module and the Mond conjecture

This section is the centerpiece of the project. We present one of
the main results we aim to establish, namely, a formula for the im-
age Milnor number expressed in terms of the Samuel multiplicity
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of the module M, (G). Additionally, we establish that the Mond
conjecture holds provided the module M, (G) is Cohen-Macaulay.
In order to do so, we state a relevant result from Siersma [Sie91]
regarding the homotopy type of a fibre:

Theorem 6.9 (Siersma). Let g : (C"*',0) — (C,0) define a re-
duced hypersurface (Xo,0), not necessarily with isolated singular-
ity, and let G : (C"*1*7 0) — (C,0) be a deformation of g such
that

1. G is topologically trivial over the Milnor sphere 0B,, and

2. for all u, all the critical points of g, which are not in X, =
2. 1(0) N B, are isolated.

Then, X, N B¢ is homotopy equivalent to a wedge of n-spheres and
the number of such n-spheres is equal to

Z H(8u3Y)s

yeBG\Xtt

where u(g,,y) denotes the Milnor number of the function g, at the
point y.

To ensure that the reader is well-versed with the notion of Samuel
multiplicity of a module, we have included the technical details in
appendix A.2. We highly recommend that the reader go through
this appendix before proceeding to this section.

Theorem 6.10. If F is either a stable unfolding or a stabilisation
of f and with the notations made above,

/.l[(X, f) = e(mr+k’ Mrel(G))
considering M.|(G) an O,,r-module.

Proof. Take a representative of F and let w € CK x C” be a generic
value. The conservation of multiplicity A.12 implies that

e(mr+ka Mrel(G)) = Z e(mr+k,Wa Mrel(G)(p,w))-

PEB.
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In order to compute the previous multiplicity, let us take first the
points p € Y,, N B,, where Y,, is the image of f,, : X,, — C*l.
Since the module M, (G) specialises to M(g), it follows that

r+k,w

0
M,e1(G)pw) ® o

= M(gw)p

r+k,w

as C-vector spaces in virtue of proposition 6.7. Either if F is a
stable unfolding or a stabilisation, it follows that, provided w is
generic, f, is a stable mapping, and hence M(g,), = 0 for each
p € Y,,. Hence, the points p € Y,, N B, do not contribute to the term
e(mr+k’ Mrel(G))-

On the other hand, if p € B./Y,,, then

ﬁck“XBE,(p,w)
Jy(G)

is a module with dimension > k + r. Indeed, this follows from
the exact sequence that defines M. (G), since the localisation of
C(F)/(Jy(G) - Opspsyr) 18 zero if p ¢ Y, and 7 (F) localises to
Ockirx, (p,w)- MOreover,

M e1(G)pw) =

Orikw Op P
M1 (G)pw) ® —— = —
h (P Mk, w J(gw)
is a module with dimension 0, since it has finite length due to the
fact that g, has isolated singularity. This implies that the dimension
of M1(G) 18 < r + k. Hence, M,i(G) (. 18 a complete intersection
ring, and in particular a Cohen-Macaulay &,,;-module of dimen-

sion r + k. Hence,

) ﬁr k,
e(mr+k,w’ Mrel(G)(p,W)) = dim¢ (Mrel(G)(P,w) &® -~ +kw =
r+k,w
= dime ——= = u(gw, p).
J(gw) "

Hence, by Siersma’s Theorem, it follows that . ,cp /vy, u(gw, P) =
b,(Y,, N Be) is the n-th Betti number of Y,, N B, which is the image
Milnor number w;(X, f). The result follows. O
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With this result being proven, the following theorem is now an
immediate consequence:

Theorem 6.11. In the above conditions, the following statements
are equivalent and imply the Mond conjecture for (X, f):

1. dim¢ M(g) = ui(X, f),
2. M,e((G) is a Cohen-Macaulay O, -module of dimension r +k.

Furthermore, if g is weighted homogeneous and satisfies the Mond
conjecture, then the above assertions hold.

Proof. This easily follows from A.11, which states that the Samuel
multiplicity of a module M is generally smaller than the dimension
of M/(m - M), with equality if and only if M is Cohen-Macaulay
with the same dimension as its base ring. Hence, M, (G) is Cohen-
Macaulay of dimension r + k if and only if

. Mrel(G)
X, f) = e(Mpup, Met(G)) = dime ——220_
(X, f) e(m +ho Mirel( )) imc M)
O, .
= dime M(G) ® ——% = dime M(g).
r+k

Therefore, if one of the items hold, it then follows that

wi(X, ) = dimec M(g) = dime K(g) + codim, (X, f) >
> codim, (X, f),

and hence, the generalised Mond conjecture holds for (X, f). Moreover,
if g is weighted homogeneous, then K(g) = 0. Thus, if the general-
ised Mond conjecture holds for (X, f), then y;(X, f) = dime M(g)—
dim¢ K(g) = dime M(g). Hence, the above assertions hold. O

Remark 6.12. Recent work by Nufio-Ballesteros and Giménez Con-
ejero [CN22a] has shown that the requirement for M, (G) to be
r + k-dimensional can be eliminated from the second condition.
Thus, we have that dime M(g) = w;(X, f) if and only if M,(G)
is Cohen-Macaulay. Indeed, if the dimension of M(g) is strictly
less than r + k, then u;(X, f) 1s zero, which, according to [CN21],
implies that f is a stable map-germ.
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This result shows that verifying the Cohen-Macaulay property of
the module M, (G) is sufficient to establish the validity of the
Mond conjecture for f. While it has been observed that this mod-
ule is Cohen-Macaulay in every computed example, providing a
rigorous proof of this statement remains an open question.

6.5 Proof of the Mond conjecture for n = 2 and map-
pings defined on ICIS

In this section, we will achieve our second and final objective in
the project, which is to show the validity of the generalised Mond
conjecture for n = 2 by employing the results from the previous
section.

Appendix A.3 includes the properties of modules and the neces-
sary notions that are employed throughout this section. Therefore,
we suggest that readers first review this appendix to gain a com-
prehensive understanding of the section.

Building on the main result of the previous section, to establish
the Mond conjecture for mappings f : (X,0) — (C3,0) where
(X, 0) is a 2-dimensional 1C18, it suffices to check that M. (G) is a
Cohen-Macaulay module of dimension r + k. Notice first that the
dimension of M, (G) is < r + k, due to the fact that

Orurlar .
dime My(G) ® = dime M(g) < +oo.

Mok * Onylarik
Therefore, it is enough to show that depth M,;(G) > r + k. To
achieve this, we apply the depth lemma A.13 to the exact sequence
FF) __ CF)
LG 1,:G) Opatrr

0 = M(G) — -0

to obtain that

7\ (F C(F
depthMrel(G)Zmin{depth F1E) epth &) +1}.

,de
1G) PP IAG) Ok
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Hence, both terms of the minimum have to be shown to be greater
than or equal to r + k. For the latter, it has been checked in lemma
5.17 that this module is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension n+r+k—2
for all values of n. In particular, it follows that

C(F)

depth——+ 1 =n+r+k-1>r+k
P Jy(G)'ﬁrHH—k

for every n > 1. Therefore, it is enough to verify that

F1(F) >r+k
J(G) '

depth

Notice that, up to this point, the assumption » = 2 has not been
used yet. In general, the module .%(F)/J,(G) has dimension

F(F)
Jy(G)

C(F)
]y(G) : ﬁn+r+k,0

due to the fact that dim M,|(G) < r+ k < n + r + k — 2 provided
n > 2. Therefore, it is not expected that M, (G) will be Cohen-
Macaulay for every n > 2. The only case in which we can expect
this is when n = 2, since, in this case, its dimension is precisely
r + k. To verify this claim, we make use of Pellikaan’s theorem:

dim = max {dim M,(G), dim } = n+r+k-2,

Theorem 6.13 (Pellikaan, Section 3 of [Pel88]). If J ¢ F C R are
ideals of R where J is generated by m elements, grade (F/J) > m
and pd (R/F) = 2, then F/J is a perfect module and grade (F|J) =
m.

This result plays a crucial role in showing that the module is indeed
Cohen-Macaulay, as it is proven in the following proposition:

Theorem 6.14. If n = 2, then 7 (F)/J,(G) is a Cohen-Macaulay
module.

Proof. We follow the notation of the previous result, taking R =
Opii4r+ks F = Z1(F) and J = J,(G). Notice that the quotient ring
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R/F = Oyi14r+k/ F1(F) 1s Cohen-Macaulay of dimension n+r+k—
1 (see remark 5.2). Hence, by the Auslander—Buchsbaum formula,

pd(R/F) = depthR —depthR/F = dimR —dimR/F =
=nm+l+r+k)—-(n+r+k—-1)=2.

Moreover, J = J,(G) is clearly generated by n+1 elements, namely
the partial derivatives of G with respect to the variables yy, ..., y,41-
Furthermore,

grade (F/J) = depth (Ann (F/J), 0,+1+r) = ht Ann (F/J) =
=dim?o&, 1, —dmF/J=n+1+r—-m+r-2)=23.

Since n + 1 = 3 is our case, Pellikaan’s theorem states that F'/J is
a perfect 0, ,1+,+x-module. Furthermore, since &), 14,1 1S a local
Cohen-Macaulay ring, then F/J is a Cohen-Macaulay module. O

With this proof established, the main result of this section follows
readily as an application of the results presented in the previous
section.

Theorem 6.15. Let (X, 0) be an 1CIS of dimension 2 and f : (X,0) —
(C3,0) be an of -finite mapping with image (Y,0). Then, ui(f) >
codimg, (X, f), with equality if (Y,0) is weighted homogeneous. In
other words, the Mond conjecture holds for f.

Proof. The previous results imply that M,(G) is a Cohen-Macaulay
module. Hence, Theorem 6.11 implies that the Mond conjecture
holds for f. O

In this setting, the image Milnor number therefore satisfies that
ur(X, f) = dime M(g). This gives an operative method to compute
this number, as the following example shows:

Example 6.16. Let (X,0) c (C3?,0) be the hypersurface defined
by x> +y* =22 = 0and let f : (X,0) — (C?,0) be the «/-finite
mapping f(x,y,2) = (x,y,2° + xz + y*). In this case, f(x, v,2) =
(x,y,2° +xz+y%, x> +y> —2%) turns out to be a stable mapping. With
Singular, we easily obtain that codim, (X, f) = 6 and u;(X, f) =
dimc M(g) = 6.
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A Prerequisites on commutative algebra for
chapters S and 6

In this chapter, we present a motley collection of definitions and
results from the world of commutative algebra, that are mandatory

to completely understand the developments of sections 5.2, 6.4 and
6.5.

A.1 Tensor product of modules

In this first section, we study the tensor product of modules and
some relevant aspects concerning it. This first section is crucial for
section 5.2 regarding the specialisation of the module M. (G) to
the original M(g). We follow the clear exposition given in [CES6],
as well as some results that appear in [Mat70].

Let R be a ring (commutative with identity) and let M, N be R-
modules. A basic operation is the formation of the tensor product
M®&gN. In order to properly define it, let us consider the free group
F generated by pairs (m,n) withm € M and n € N, and let R be
the subgroup generated by the elements of the form

(m+m',n) — (m,n) — (m’,n),
(m,n+n")— (m,n) — (m,n’),
(m, An) — (Am, n),

for m,m’ € M,n,n” € N and A € R. We define the tensor product
M ®g N as the quotient F/R regarded as an abelian group. The
class of (m,n) € F in M ®g N is denoted as m ®g n, or just m @ n
when the underlying ring is clear from the context. We then have
the formal rules

m+mH@®n=men+m Qn,
men+n)=men+men,
(Am)®@n = m® (An),
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form,m’ € M,n,n’ € N and A € R. The natural action A(m ® n) :=
(Adm) ® n is therefore a well-defined multiplication (R, M ®g N) —
M ®g N that induces an R-module structure in the tensor product
M ®g N.

Remark A.1. Notice that the correspondence ¢ : M X N — M ®g
N given by ¢(m,n) = m ®g n is bilinear and satisfies ¢(Am,n) =
@(m, An) for eachm € M,n € N and A € R. In fact, it can be shown
that any other R-module D with a bilinear mapping f : MXN — D
satisfying that f(Am,n) = f(m, An) admits a unique factorisation
f =gopwhere g : M® N — D is a homomorphism. This is
usually shortened as

MXN —23% M&p N

\ :H!g
f ~-

D

In fact, this gives an equivalent definition of the tensor product
through this universal property.

A straightforward consequence of homomorphisms between tensor
products is the following:

Proposition A.2. For every R-module homomorphisms ¢ : M —
M’ andy : N — N’, the correspondence p@¥ : MON — M'QN’
given by (¢ @ Y)(m @ n) = (m) @ Y(n) form € M andn € N is a
well-defined R-module homomorphism.

This result can be stated in the language of cathegory theory just
by saying that ®g is a functor.

Another immediate properties of the tensor product operation is
that the mapping 4 ® m — Am gives an isomorphism R ®z M =
M and that the mapping m ® n — n ® m gives an isomorphism
M ®p N = N ®r M. Furthermore:

Proposition A.3. If I C R is an ideal and M is an R-module, then
M/(I-M)= Mg (R/I]).
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Proof. Notice that the correspondence ¢ : M — M ®g (R/I) given
by ¢(m) = m ® [1] is a surjective R-homomorphism with kernel
I - M. Then, the first isomorphism theorem provides the desired
isomorphism. O

The module that appears in the previous proposition is commonly
referred to as the fibre of M with respect to /. This is a useful tool
to specialise modules, since the fibre M/(I - M) is an R/I-module
that eliminates the information contained in M from 1.

Recall that a sequence of R-modules and R-homomorphisms

@n ©On-1 ®1
M, > M, — ...> M,

is said to be exact whenever ker ¢;_| = im ¢; foreveryi € {1,...,n}.
We frequently consider short exact sequences, which have the form
4 ¥ d/ 24
O-M ->M->M" -0
In this case, exactness is equivalent to have that ¢ is injective, i is

surjective and that im ¢ = ker .

If an exact sequence is tensored with a fixed module, then the se-
quence is no longer short exact. However, it turns out that

Proposition A4. [f0 - M' - M — M"” — 0 is a short exact
sequence of R-modules and N is an R-module, then the induced

sequence
M ®N->M®N->M'QN -0 (D)

Is exact.

For a proof, see 4.5 of [CE56]. In the literature, this result is often
shortened just by saying that the functor ® is right exact.

The kernel K of the homomorphism M’ ® N — M ® N from the
exact sequence (1) is generally nonzero (in fact, if K = 0, then the
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sequence is short exact). In the case that M is a free module, it can
be shown that K depends only on M”" and N. We therefore define
the rorsion product Tor’f(M ", N) to be this kernel. In this case, the
sequence

Tor®(M”",N) > M®N - M®N - M"®@N -0 (2

1s exact, where the new homomorphism arising from the torsion
group 1is just the inclusion map. Continuing this way, one can ob-
tain an infinite exact sequence

...— Tor® (M",N) — TorX(M’,N) —
— Tor ®(M, N) — Tor®(M"”",N) — ...

for n € N, which terminates in the original exact sequence given in
(2) provided we set Tor §(M,N) := M & N.

Definition A.5. An R-module M is R-flat if, for every short exact
sequence of R-modules 0 - N" - N — N” — 0, the associated
sequence

O0>NFKM->NRXIRM—->N'"®@M—0
is short exact.

The following proposition therefore becomes evident:

Proposition A.6. An R-module M is R-flat if and only if for every
R-module N one has that TorIf(M, N) =0.

Flatness can be difficult to check in general. In our case, we are
interested in the flatness of local rings. More precisely, let R C S
be local rings, in such a way that S is an R-module, and let m be
the maximal ideal of R. Denote by F := §/mS = § ® (R/m) the
fibre of S over m. It can be checked that, if § is R-flat, then

dimS =dimR + dim F,

see Theorem 15.1 of [Mat70]. As the following result shows, a
partial converse result holds:
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Theorem A.7. With the above notation, and if R is a regular local
ring, S is a Cohen-Macaulay ring, and dimS = dimR + dim F,
then S is R-flat.

For a reference, see Theorem 23.1 of [Mat70].

An important result regarding the torsion groups is the following
practical and elementary formula:

Proposition A.8. If I, J C R are ideals of the ring R, then

R Ry InJ
Torlf(—,—)= —_—.
IJ I-J

For a proof, see [CE56] or [Mat70].

A.2 Samuel multiplicity of a module

In this section, we introduce a key concept that arises in one of
the most relevant results of the project: the samuel multiplicity. In
particular, we show in section 6.4 that the image Milnor number
is in fact the Samuel multiplicity of the module M. (G) over m,.
In order to prove this result, it is crucial to know some technical
aspects regarding this concept.

Let R be a Noetherian local ring of dimension d. We say that an
ideal q of R is m-primary provided m* c q ¢ m for some k > 1. As
one might notice, this is equivalent to have that +/q = m, which is
in turn equivalent to have that length R/q < oo by proposition C.4
of [MN20]. In case that q is generated by d elements, we say that
q is a parameter ideal of R.

Definition A.9. Let M be a finitely generated R-module, and let g
be a parameter ideal of R. The Samuel function of M with respect
to q is given by

M
X?W(l‘) = length (m) .
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It can be shown that this function is, in fact, a polynomial in Q[¢]
of degree dim M < d for large enough values of . For a proof,
we refer the reader to [Mat70], pages 97 and 98. Furthermore, x},
can only take integer values. Hence, it can be shown through an
induction on d that

e

T  + terms of lower order,

Xy (1) =
for some prescribed non-negative integer e.

Definition A.10. The number e appearing in the previous equation
is called the multiplicity of M with respect to g, and it is denoted
as e(q, M). In the case that ¢ = m, we commonly denote e(q, M) =
e(M) just as the multiplicity of M.

For the sake of brevity, we only present the two main results for
which we are concerned. For a more detailed exposition, we refer
the reader to section C6 of [MN20].

Proposition A.11. [C15 of [MN20]] For any finitely generated O ,-
module M, we have that

e(M) < dime

m, - M’
with equality if and only if M is Cohen-Macaulay of dimension r.

We say that a sheaf of modules .# represents M, or that .Z is a
representative of M, whenever M is the stalk of . at the origin.

Theorem A.12. [E15 of [MN20]] Let M be a finitely generated
Ox x,-module, let f : (X, xy) — (C",0) be an analytic map such
that dime M/ f*m,M < oo and let .# be a representative of M.
Then, there exists a representative f : V. — W such that, for every
uew,
e(f*mra M) = Z e(f*mr,ua f//x)
S)=u
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A.3 Properties of modules

In this section, we study some properties of modules to measure
its behaviour that are required in the development of sections 5.2
and 6.5. First, we comment on some fact regarding the Cohen-
Macaulay property and the depth of a module. Lastly, an analogous
concept of Cohen-Macaulayness is defined, namely the concept of
a perfect module. Its main properties are studied, as well as its re-
lationship with the former concept.

The following result regarding the depth with exact sequences turns
out to be crucial to determine the Cohen-Macaulay property of
M,(G) for n = 2 in chapter 6, namely the depth lemma:

Lemma A.13 (Depth lemma). [f0 - M" - M - M” — Qisa
short exact sequence of nonzero finite R-modules, then

depth M’ > min{depth M, depth M"" + 1}.

For a reference of these results, see the references [Mat70] or [CES56].

In what follows, we define the notion of projective dimension.
First, we recall that an R-module P is said to be projective whenever
every homomorphism of P into a quotient N/N’ admits a factorisa-
tion P - N — N/N’. Now, if M is an R-module, then an exact
sequence

..>P,->P, 1 >P >Py—>M-—>0 3)

is called a projective resolution of M if each P; is projective, for
i € {0,1,2,...}. If there exists a natural number / such that, for
each i > [ we have that P; = 0, and P; # 0, we say that the length
of the sequence is /. In this case, we call projective dimension of
M, and we denote it by pdz(M), to the smallest / among all possible
projective resolutions (if M has no finite projective resolutions, we
then set pdz(M) = o). Whenever the base ring R is clear from the
context, we just write pdR(M) = pd (M).
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A natural consequence is that the projective dimension of a pro-
jective module equals 0. In fact, it is straightforward to notice that
the projective modules are completely characterised as the mod-
ules with pdz(M) = 0.

The projective dimension is tightly related with the notion of depth,
as Auslander and Buchsbaum’s formula states:

Theorem A.14 (Auslander-Buchsbaum, Theorem 19.1 of [Mat70]).
Let R be a Noetherian local ring and M + 0 be a finite R-module.
Suppose that pdz(M) < co. Then,

pdg(M) + depth M = depth R.

An interesting fact to take into account is that tensoring with a
module N in (3) gives a sequence

..P,®N — ... > Py®N,
which may not be exact, but which is a complex. It turns out that

its n-th homology group is precisely Tor (M, N).

Another functor of at least as great importance as the tensor product
is given by the group Homgz(M, N) of R-homomorphisms M — N.
This functor can be shown to be contravariant in M, covariant in
N, and left exact in the sense that, when applied to a short exact
sequence 0 > M’ - M — M"” — 0, we get that

0 —» Homg(M"”,N) —» Homg(M, N) — Homg(M',N) (4)

is exact. In the same way that we defined Tor®, we define the ext
groups as the ones that fit into the exact sequence

.. = Extxg(M”,N) — Extx(M,N) —
— Exty(M’,N) — Exti"'(M”,N) — ...

which is a continuation of (4) provided that we set EXt%(M, N) =
Homg(M, N). These properties together with the property that

Exty(P,N) = 0if n > 0 and P is projective
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and the usual formal properties of functors suffice as an axiomatic
description of the functors Extz(M, N).

Having this concept defined, one can now introuce the notion of
grade of a module, which was introduced first by Rees. If M # 0
is a finite R-module, we set

grade (M) = inf{n : Extgx(M, R) # 0}.

Moreover, for a proper ideal I of R we call grade (R/I) the grade
of the ideal 7, and we just write grade (J). In virtue of Theorem
16.7 of [Mat70], it turns out that grade (M) = depth (Ann (M), R),
where Ann(M) = {a € R : a-m = 0Ym € M}. Moreover, if
g = grade (M), then Ext§(M, R) # 0, so that

grade (M) < pd(M).

In a parallel way we did in the definition of Cohen-Macaulay mod-
ules, we say that M is a perfect module whenever equality holds in
the previous equation, that is, if grade (M) = pd(M).

As the definition may suggest, perfect modules and Cohen-Macaulay
modules are extremely similar definitions. Indeed:

Proposition A.15. If R is a local Cohen-Macaulay ring and M is
a perfect module, then M is Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof. Notice that, if I = Ann (M), then

pd(M) = grade (M) = depth (/,R) = ht (/) =
=dimR — dim(R/I) = dimR — dim M,

where Theorem 17.4 of [Mat70] is applied. Taking this into ac-
count, it follows by the Auslander-Buchbaum formula that pd(M) =
depthR — depth M = dim R — depth M, due to the fact that R is
Cohen-Macaulay. Therefore, dim M = depth M, and the claim fol-
lows. O
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In fact, it can be shown that, if R is a regular ring, then M is a per-
fect R-module if and only if it is Cohen-Macaulay. Therefore, the
differences between these modules can only be noticed over non-
regular rings.

The main result that allows us to prove the conjecture for n = 2 is
the following result from Pellikaan, which states that:

Theorem A.16 (Pellikaan, Section 3 of [Pel88]). If J C FF C R are
ideals of R where J is generated by m elements, grade (F/J) > m
and pd (R/F) = 2, then F/J is a perfect module and grade (F|J) =
m.

In this case, our intention is to verify that the module F/J is Cohen-
Macaulay, and this is achieved with a combination of Pellikaan’s
theorem with the previous definition. For more details, see the
Theorem 6.14.
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