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FILTRATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH SINGULARITIES

ANDRÁS NÉMETHI AND WILLEM VEYS

ABSTRACT. We fix a complex analytic normal singularity germ (X ,o) of dimension ≥ 2 and a (not

necessarily irreducible) reduced Weil divisor (S,o) ⊂ (X ,o). The embedded resolution of the pair

determines a multi-index filtration of the local ring OX ,o, which measures the embedded geometry of

the pair. Furthermore, from the (induced) resolution of (S,o) we also consider a multi-index filtration

associated with (S,o). This latter one can be lifted to a filtration of OX ,o too. The main result proves

that the second filtration of OX ,o can be realized as a ‘limit’ filtration of the first one (if we blow up

certain centers sufficiently many times).

Filtrations of local algebras and their Poincaré series constitute a very important tool in the study

of (local) rings and (local) singularity theory. Already in low dimensional cases the theory is far

from easy. For curves such a filtration appears as follows. If (S,o) is an irreducible complex

analytic curve singularity and n : S̃ → S is its normalization, then the local ring OS,o has a natural

valuative filtration given by the inclusion OS,o ⊂O
S̃,o =C{t} and valuation f 7→ ordt(n

∗ f ). Already

when S is a plane curve, the corresponding Poincaré series of the filtration of OS,o is a crucial

invariant, e.g. it determines the embedded topological type (or, the equisingularity type) of the pair

(S,o)⊂ (C2,o), cf. [3], see also [4, 6, 11]. For non-irreducible (but reduced) curves we can consider

the valuations associated with all the components. The corresponding multivariable Poincaré series

is more complicated, its combinatorics is still not completely understood. (For certain topological

connections, see [3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12].) There are few results in arbitrary dimension, we mention e.g.

[8, 9, 13].

Already in the case of the isolated plane curves we can notice the parallelism with the embedded

geometry — what will be our main target. For instance, for plane curves, the valuative filtration

associated with the normalization can be recovered from the embedded geometry as well. Indeed,

let h1, . . . ,hr be irreducible elements in the local ring OC2,o at the origin of the complex plane

(all different up to invertible elements of the local ring), and put h = ∏r
j=1 h j. They determine

the plane branches S1, . . . ,Sr and the reduced plane curve germ S, respectively. Each S j deter-

mines a (semi)valuation vS j
on OC2,o, given by vS j

( f ) := multo(div( f ),S j) = dimCOC2,o/( f ,h j) ∈

Z≥0 ∪{+∞} for f ∈ OC2,o, where multo(·, ·) denotes intersection multiplicity, see Subsection 1.1.

(Thus vS j
( f ) = +∞ if and only if h j divides f .) In fact, we use the same notation for the induced

(semi)valuation on the local ring OS,o = OC2,o/(h), given by vS j
( f̄ ) := vS j

( f ), where f̄ is the image

of f ∈OC2,o in OS,o. The point is that for plane curves the above ‘curve valuation’ and the valuation

given by normalization coincide.
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For singularities in higher dimensions, one usually introduces filtrations via divisorial valuations

or by the specific forms of the equation of the singularity (this second case can be exemplified e.g.

by singularities associated with fixed Newton diagrams). In this note we focus on the first general

case of divisorial filtrations: any fixed irreducible exceptional divisor of a resolution provides a

valuation and a filtration.

One of the important problems here is to understand the relative case, when one tries to compare

two natural filtrations. Let us exemplify this by the case of embedded curves. Let us fix a normal

surface singularity (X ,o) and an irreducible Weil divisor (S,o) ⊂ (X ,o) on it. Then we can con-

sider an embedded resolution X̃ of the pair (S,o) ⊂ (X ,o) and the irreducible exceptional curve ES

which intersects the strict transform S̃ of S. Then ES provides a valuation and filtration on OX ,o.

The challenge is to compare this with the valuative filtration of OS,o (given by its normalization). In

fact, this second filtration can be lifted to a filtration of OX ,o via the projection OX ,o → OS,o. Usu-

ally the two filtrations of OX ,o do not coincide. However, if we blow up X̃ sufficiently many times,

first in the point ES ∩ S̃, and further always in the new intersection point of S̃ with the exceptional

locus, the filtrations associated with these embedded resolutions have a limit, which will coincide

with the lifted filtration obtained from the filtration of OS,o. This is in some sense remarkable; this

identification connects two types of geometry: the abstract analytic geometry of the curve (S,o) and

the embedded geometry of the pair (S,o) ⊂ (X ,o). Such a correspondence in this low dimensional

setting was already noticed in [10], for plane curves see also [4].

In this article we target the most general setting:

• we will work in the local complex analytic category,

• the ambient space (X ,o) is any normal singularity of dimension ≥ 2,

• the embedded subspace (S,o) is an arbitrary, not necessarily irreducible, reduced Weil divisor.

For the details of the setup and the precise definition of the filtrations, see Section 2. The main

result is formulated in Theorem 2.3.1. It identifies the limit filtration, associated with the embedded

situation (S,o)⊂ (X ,o), with the abstract filtration of the Weil divisor (S,o). As a consequence, we

have the identification of the corresponding Poincaré series as well, a fact which is exemplified in

Section 3. We provide some examples in Section 4.

We emphasize that the result is new already in the case of a smooth ambient space (X ,o)= (Cn,o)

and irreducible (S,o).

1. PRELIMINARIES

We recall some notions about divisorial valuations and intersection numbers, in particular in the

analytic setting. Note that in the analytic setting there is no analogue of the algebro-geometric

notion of generic point of an irreducible variety, hence no ‘global’ instance of a local ring of a

variety along a positive dimensional subvariety.

1.1. Divisorial valuations. Let M be a connected analytic manifold and V an irreducible analytic

hypersurface in M. For a point P ∈ V , let h be a local defining function for V in a neighbourhood

of P. For any nonzero analytic function g on M, defined near P, the (vanishing) order of g along V
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at P, denoted ordV,P(g), is the integer a such that we can write g in the (regular) local ring OM,P as

g = ha f , with f coprime to h.

Since coprime elements of OM,P stay coprime in nearby local rings (see e.g. [7, Proposition page

10]), we have that ordV,P(g) is independent of P. Hence we can define valV (g), the valuation of g

along V , as ordV,P(g), for any P ∈V . (We put valV (0) :=+∞.)

In the algebraic category this is just the classical divisorial valuation on the function field of the

variety M induced by the prime divisor V .

1.2. Intersection multiplicities. Let M be an n-dimensional connected analytic manifold and V,W

analytic hypersurfaces in M. For an (n− 2)-dimensional irreducible subvariety Z of V ∩W , we

denote by multZ(V,W ) the intersection multiplicity of V and W along Z; see e.g. [7] or [2].

In particular, if n= 2 and thus Z is a point, and the germs of V and W at Z are given as the divisors

of f and g in OM,Z , respectively, then multZ(V,W ) = dimCOM,Z/( f ,g).

In general, for all points P ∈ Z outside a proper analytic subset of Z and any two dimensional

submanifold H of M intersecting Z transversally at P, we have that the intersection multiplicity

multP(V ∩H,W ∩H) (considered in H) does not depend on P or H . Then multZ(V,W ) is equal to

this number. In the algebraic category this is dimK OM,Z/( f ,g), where OM,Z is the local ring of M at

(the generic point of) Z with residue field K, and the germs of V and W at Z are given as the divisors

of f and g in OM,Z , respectively.

Note that multZ(V,W ) ∈ Z≥0 ∪{+∞}, with multZ(V,W ) = +∞ if and only if V and W have a

common component containing Z.

2. THE MAIN RESULT

2.1. The setup. We fix a germ (X ,o) of a normal complex analytic singularity of dimension n ≥ 2

and we consider a reduced (Weil) divisor (S,o) ⊂ (X ,o), with irreducible components (i.e., prime

divisors) S1, . . . ,Sr.

An important special case is when (X ,o) is a complex manifold. Then each S j is the zero set of

an irreducible h j in the (regular) local ring OX ,o, and S is the zero set of h = ∏r
j=1 h j.

Next, we fix an embedded resolution π0 : X0 → X of the pair (S,o) ⊂ (X ,o). That is, X0 is an

analytic manifold, π0 is a bimeromorphic morphism, all irreducible components Ei, i ∈ J, of its

exceptional locus E and all strict transforms S̃ j,1 ≤ j ≤ r, are codimension one submanifolds of X0,

such that (∪i∈JEi)∪ (∪r
j=1S̃ j) is a simple normal crossing divisor. Note that the strict transform S̃ of

S is ∪r
j=1S̃ j.

X0
π0−→ X

→֒ →֒

S̃
p

−→ S

→֒ →֒

S̃ j

p j
−→ S j

We may suppose π0 is such that for all Ei we have that Ei ∩ S̃ is either empty or irreducible; note

that this implies that all S̃ j are disjoint. We set Ci := Ei ∩ S̃ whenever this intersection is nonempty,

say for i ∈ I ⊂ J. (So then Ci = Ei ∩ S̃ j for exactly one j.)
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Remark 2.1.1. (1) The r connected components of ∪i∈ICi are precisely the intersections of the

exceptional locus with a fixed S̃ j. In fact, the restriction p j = π0|S̃ j
is a log resolution of S j,

with exceptional locus such a connected component E ∩ S̃ j.

(2) Evidently, the collection {Ci}i∈I depends on the choice of π0 (except for n = 2, when the

curves Ei depend on the choice of π0, but the points Ci not).

(3) We can restrict the construction below to some subset {Ci}i∈I′ , for certain I′ ⊂ I, which

is (for example) intrinsically associated with p, or even to S itself. A typical example is

the case n = 3 and S irreducible, where the curves {Ci}i∈I′ are the (irreducible) exceptional

curves in the minimal good resolution of S, or those exceptional curves which appear in any

fixed embedded resolution of S ⊂ X .

Next, we proceed with the following construction. We blow up in X0 the centers {Ci}i∈I one by

one, and in this way we obtain X1 with new exceptional components {Ei,1}i∈I and strict transforms

(still denoted by) S̃ and S̃ j. We will use the same notation Ci for the intersection S̃∩Ei,1 as well.

We continue further in this way: we blow up X1 along the centers {Ci}i∈I , and we obtain X2 with

new exceptional components {Ei,2}i∈I , etc. That is, for any m ∈ Z>0, we obtain after m blow-ups

the manifold Xm with new exceptional divisors {Ei,m}i∈I and intersections Ci = S̃∩Ei,m on Xm. We

write πm for the modification Xm → X .

−→ Xm −→ . . . −→ X1 −→ X0
π0−→ X

→֒ →֒ →֒ →֒

=
−→ S̃

=
−→ . . .

=
−→ S̃

=
−→ S̃

p
−→ S

→֒ →֒ →֒ →֒

=
−→ S̃ j

=
−→ . . .

=
−→ S̃ j

=
−→ S̃ j

p j
−→ S j

Remark 2.1.2. (1) When n ≥ 3, the spaces X1, . . . ,Xm, . . ., and also the (isomorphism class of the)

Ei,m depend on the order in which we blow up the centers {Ci}i∈I in Xm, at each step. However, the

divisorial valuations valEi,m do not depend on this order.

(2) Note that in this analytis setup the centres of blow-up Ci and exceptional components can be

not projective (and not algebraic).

(3) On the other hand, we can replace our analytic setup, and consider all the constructions in

the (complex) algebraic category. When (S,o)⊂ (X ,o) are algebraic, we assume that X0 and π0 are

algebraic.

2.2. The filtrations. Let I (S) denote the ideal of S in OX ,o. We denote by f̄ ∈OS,o =OX ,o/I (S)

the residue class of f ∈ OX ,o. For any f̄ ∈ OS,o, we can consider its valuation valCi
( f̄ ). That is,

we consider (the pullback of) f̄ as function on S̃ j ⊂ S̃, where Ci := Ei ∩ S̃ j, and then valCi
( f̄ ) is the

valuation of f̄ along Ci (considered on the manifold S̃ j) as in Subsection 1.1.

Note that valCi
( f̄ ) = +∞ if and only if f vanishes on S j. When S = S j is irreducible, this means

just that f̄ = 0 in OS,o. (So in general valCi
is only a semivaluation on OS,o; it is a valuation if and

only S is irreducible.)

Similarly, for any f ∈ OX ,o, we can consider its valuation valEi,m( f ).



FILTRATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH SINGULARITIES 5

We consider the following multi-index filtrations on OS,o and OX ,o. For ℓ= (ℓi)i∈I ranging over

(Z≥0)
|I|, we define on OS,o the (decreasing) filtration

GI(ℓ) := { f̄ ∈ OS,o : valCi
( f̄ )≥ ℓi for all i ∈ I }.

Its lifting to OX ,o is the filtration

GI(ℓ) := { f ∈ OX ,o : valCi
( f̄ )≥ ℓi for all i ∈ I }.

Similarly, for any m ≥ 0, we define on OX ,o the decreasing filtration

FI,m(ℓ) := { f ∈ OX ,o : valEi,m( f )≥ ℓi for all i ∈ I }.

Note that one has the natural inclusions of filtrations FI,m ⊂ FI,m+1 (that is, FI,m(ℓ) ⊂ FI,m+1(ℓ)

for any m and ℓ).

2.3. Limit filtrations. The main result of this article is the following statement. It is a generaliza-

tion of [4, Corollary 2] and [10, Section 9] to the present very general setting.

Theorem 2.3.1. (1) For each ℓ ∈ (Z≥0)
|I| there exists M ∈ Z≥0 such that

FI,m(ℓ) = FI,M(ℓ) for any m ≥ M.

In particular, the limit filtration limm FI,m, given by (limm FI,m)(ℓ) := limm→∞(FI,m(ℓ)), is a well

defined filtration on OX ,o.

(2) We have the equality of filtrations

lim
m

FI,m = GI .

Proof. First, we describe valCi
( f̄ ) in terms of the intersection multiplicity multCi

( , ) on any Xm.

The following lemma is probably essentially known; we give a proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.3.2. Fix i ∈ I and say Ci = Ei,m ∩ S̃ j in Xm. We have for any f ∈ OX ,o that

valCi
( f̄ ) = multCi

(div(π∗
m f ), S̃ j).

In particular, the right hand side does not depend on m.

Proof. If f vanishes on S j, then both sides are +∞. So we assume from now on that this is not the

case.

Take a point P in Ci, and choose coordinates x,y,z = (z1, . . . ,zn−2) in a neighbourhood of P in

Xm, such that, in the local ring OXm,P, the zero sets of x and y are Ei,m and S̃ j, respectively. Say

π∗
m( f ) = α(x,y,z) in OXm,P.

Then we have in the local ring O
S̃ j ,P

= OXm,P/(y) that p∗j( f |S j
) = (π∗

m( f ))|
S̃ j
= α(x,0,z). Also,

in this local ring Ci is the zero set of x. Then, by definition, valCi
( f̄ ) is the unique number k such

that we can write α(x,0,z) = xk(β (z)+ xγ(x,z)) in O
S̃ j ,P

, with β (z) 6= 0.

Let now H be the surface in that neighbourhood given by z1 = · · ·= zn−2 = 0. Then

multP(div(π∗
m f )∩H, S̃ j ∩H) = dimC

OH,P

(α(x,y,0),y)
= dimC

C{x}

α(x,0,0)
= dimC

C{x}

xk(β (0)+ xγ(x,0))
.

For any point Pa = (0,0,a1, . . . ,an−2) of Ci close to P, we can take (x,y,z1 − a1, . . . ,zn−2 − an−2)

as coordinates around Pa. Then, analogously, with Ha given by z1 − a1 = · · · = zn−2 − an−2 = 0,
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we have that multPa
(div(π∗

m f )∩Ha, S̃ j ∩Ha) = k outside the proper analytic subset where β (z) = 0.

Hence multCi
(div(π∗

m f ), S̃ j) = k.

(In the algebraic category, the proof is more conceptual in terms of the local ring of Xm at the

generic point of Ci.) �

Next, note the following identity of divisors on Xm:

div(π∗
m f ) = valEi,m( f )Ei,m +div( f̃ )+ · · · ,

where div( f̃ ) is the strict transform of div( f ) and the remaining terms have support not containing

Ci. Therefore,

multCi
(div(π∗

m f ), S̃ j) = valEi,m( f )+multCi
(div( f̃ ), S̃ j)≥ valEi,m( f ).

Hence, by the lemma, we have that

FI,m ⊂ GI for any m.

Claim 2.3.3. For each ℓ ∈ (Z≥0)
|I|, consider M = M(ℓ) := maxi∈Iℓi. Then

GI(ℓ)⊂ FI,M(ℓ).

Proof. Take f ∈ GI(ℓ). On XM we can have two possibilities.

Either div( f̃ )⊃Ci. Then necessarily also div( f̃ )⊃Ci on every Xk (0≤ k <M), and hence at every

blow-up Xk+1 → Xk the valuation of f along each Ei,k strictly increases. In this case valEi,M( f ) ≥

M ≥ ℓi for all i.

Or, div( f̃ ) 6⊃Ci. In this case multCi
(div( f̃ ), S̃ j)= 0, and hence valEi,M( f )=multCi

(div(π∗
M f ), S̃ j)≥

ℓi (by the lemma). �

This proves part (1) of the Theorem, and in fact the statement limm FI,m = GI too, hence part (2)

is also established. �

3. COROLLARIES ON POINCARÉ SERIES

3.1. The filtered algebras can be coded in a multivariable Poincaré series, cf. [1], see also e.g.

[3, 10, 11]. For this it is convenient to extend/define the filtrations for any l ∈ Z
|I| (instead of

Z
|I|
≥0). For example, we extend the filtration GI via GI(l) := GI(max{(0,0, . . . ,0), l}). Here for any

l, l′ ∈ Z
|I| we set max{l, l′} := l′′, where l′′i = max{li, l

′
i} for every i. For the other filtrations we

proceed similarly.

Definition 3.1.1. Denote 1̄ := (1,1, . . . ,1) in Z
|I|. Assume that all quotients FI,m(ℓ)/FI,m(ℓ+ 1̄)

and GI(ℓ)/GI(ℓ+ 1̄) ∼= GI(ℓ)/GI(ℓ+ 1̄) are finite dimensional. Then the Poincaré series associated

with the filtrations FI,m and GI , say in variables t = {ti}i∈I , are

PFI,m
(t) :=

∏i∈I(ti −1)

∏i∈I ti −1 ∑
ℓ∈Z|I|

dim

(
FI,m(ℓ)

FI,m(ℓ+ 1̄)

)

and

P
GI
(t) :=

∏i∈I(ti −1)

∏i∈I ti −1 ∑
ℓ∈Z|I|

dim

(
GI(ℓ)

GI(ℓ+ 1̄)

)
,

respectively.
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Corollary 3.1.2. We have that

lim
m

PFI,m
(t) = P

GI
(t).

This is a vast generalization of [4, Corollary 2] about a reduced plane curve germ S, consisting

of branches S1, . . . ,Sr. Note that their right hand side is the Poincaré series of the curve valuations

vSi
( f ); but we can consider this as a special case of the setting in Section 2 with (X ,o) = (C2,o).

In this dimension I = {1, . . . ,r} and the Ci are the points Ei,m ∩ S̃i for all i and all m. By elementary

intersection theory, the curve valuation vSi
( f ) = multo(div( f ),Si) is equal to multCi

(div(π∗
m f ), S̃i),

and hence vSi
= valCi

by Lemma 2.3.2.

4. EXAMPLES

4.1. Usually the computations of the Poincaré series are not easy. Here we provide one example

in dimension dim(X ,o) = 2, where the computation can be done by a toric method and also by

the general technique of (splice quotient) normal surface singularities. The second example is a

non-toric 3-dimensional example.

Both examples treat one valuation, i.e., |I|= 1.

Example 4.1.1. Consider the cyclic quotient singularity X5,2 = Spec(C[S ]), where S is the semi-

group of integral lattice points in the cone σ∨ = R〈(1,0),(2,5)〉. (For details regarding cyclic

quotient singularities, see e.g. [11, 2.3], whose notations we will adopt.)

The lattice points (1,0), (1,1), (1,2) and (2,5) correspond to generators of the local algebra,

these are denoted by x, y, z and w, respectively. They satisfy the relations xz = y2, xw = yz2 and

yw = z3. This X5,2 is our singularity (X ,o) and we fix on it the Weil divisor (S,o) given by y = z =

w= 0. The minimal (embedded) resolution X̃0 can be read from the cone σ =R〈(5,−2),(0,1)〉. The

semiline R〈(1,0)〉 corresponds to the exceptional divisor E1 = E1,0 with self-intersection number

−3, the semiline R〈(3,−1)〉 corresponds to the exceptional divisor E2 = E2,0 with self-intersection

number −2, and the semiline R〈(0,1)〉 corresponds to the strict transform S̃ of S; it intersects E1 in

the point C1. Blowing up X̃0 consecutively in C1 corresponds to introducing new semilines in σ . The

new exceptional curve E1,1 of the resolution X̃1 corresponds to R〈(1,1)〉, at further steps m (when

we create X̃m) we introduce additionally the semiline R〈(1,m)〉. It corresponds to the exceptional

curve E1,m, satisfying E1,m ∩ S̃ = {C1} in X̃m.

The filtration FI,m of the local ring OX ,o is given by the weights of E1,m on the monomials of

(C[S ]), namely the weight of x is given by the inner product ((1,m),(1,0)) = 1, the weight of

y is ((1,m),(1,1)) = 1+m, the weight of z is ((1,m),(1,2)) = 1+ 2m, and the weight of w is

((1,m),(2,5)) = 2+ 5m. Then the Poincaré series associated with the filtration FI,m in OX ,o is

the Poincaré series associated with this grading of C[S ]. We decompose the lattice points in the

cone σ∨ according to their positions in different horizontal lines. Let us consider the first five

lines. The monomials sitting right of (0,0) (monomials 1,x,x2, . . .) provide ∑k≥0 tk = 1/(1− t),

the monomials sitting right of (1,1) (monomials y,yx,yx2, . . .) provide ∑k≥0 t1+m · tk = t1+m/(1− t),

the next horizontal line gives t1+2m/(1− t), then we have t2+3m/(1− t) (generated by (2,3)) and

t2+4m/(1− t) (generated by (2,4). Starting from the 6th line, the line of w, everything repeats again
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(by the shift of powers of t), hence the Poincaré series PFI,m
(t) is

PFI,m
(t) =

1+ t1+m + t1+2m + t2+3m + t2+4m

(1− t)(1− t2+5m)
.

Its limit is 1/(1− t), which is indeed the (intrinsic) Poincaré series of the smooth curve germ (S,o).

In fact, PFI,m
(t) can be computed using multivariable topological Poincaré series as well. Let us

fix the resolution X̃m. In this situation we can consider the two–variable (analytic) Poincaré series

Po associated with the divisorial filtration given by the exceptional curves E1,m and E2,m. In this case

it equals the two-variable topological Poincaré series Zo (see e.g. Theorem 8.5.16 in [11]). This

two–variable topological Poincaré series (cf. [11, 8.4]), with variables (t,s) corresponding to E1,m

and E2,m, respectively, is

Zo(t,s) =
1

(1− t(2+5m)/5s1/5)(1− t1/5s3/5)

=
(1+ t(2+5m)/5s1/5 + . . .+ t4(2+5m)/5s4/5)(1+ t1/5s3/5 + . . .+ t4/5s12/5)

(1− t2+5ms)(1− ts3)
.

Then PFI,m
(t) is obtained from Zo(t,s) in two steps. First, we consider that subseries Z which has all

monomials with integral exponents, then we substitute s = 1, finally obtaining the above PFI,m
(t).

Example 4.1.2. Take (X ,o) = (C3,o) and let (S,o) be given by the equation xy− z2 = 0. Let the

first embedded resolution X0 be the blow-up of (X ,o) at the origin. Then S̃ is the minimal resolution

of (S,o) with one exceptional curve C, which is a rational (−2)-curve on S̃. In our construction we

blow up this curve consecutively, obtaining in this way the embedded resolutions {Xm}m≥1.

The Poincaré series P
GI
(t) is easy, it is the Poincaré series of the homogeneous degree 2 hyper-

surface associated with its weights (1,1,1), hence

P
GI
(t) =

1− t2

(1− t)3 .

The Poincaré series PFI,m
(t) of the filtrations on OC3,0 = C{x,y,z} can be obtained as follows.

Rewrite any local series f (x,y,z) in a unique way in the form ∑ai, j,k,lx
iy jzk(xy− z2)l , where i ≥ 0,

j ≥ 0, k ∈ {0,1}, and l ≥ 0. We will analyse the functions x,y,z,(xy− z2) along the consecutive

steps of the blow-up.

The first blow-up is given by x = u, y = uv, z = uw (it is enough to consider only this chart).

Then the exceptional surface E0 ⊂ X0 is given by u = 0, in which C is given by u = v−w2 = 0.

We perform the change of variables ṽ = v− w2; in these new coordinates, we have that x = u,

y = u(ṽ+w2), z = uw and xy− z2 = u2ṽ. The curve C is now {u = ṽ = 0}. Then the next blow-

up (in the relevant chart) is given by u = u1, w = w1 and ṽ = u1ṽ1; hence in this coordinate chart

we have x = u1, y = u1(u1ṽ1 + w2
1), z = u1w1 and xy− z2 = u3

1ṽ1. And the curve C is given in

X1 by {u1 = ṽ1 = 0}. By induction, in the relevant chart of Xm, with coordinates um, ṽm, wm, the

new exceptional surface Em and the curve C are {um = 0} and {um = ṽm = 0}, respectively. And

the pullbacks of the functions are x = um, y = um(u
m
mṽm +w2

m), z = umwm and xy− z2 = um+2
m ṽm.

Note that then the pullback of xiy jzk(xy− z2)l is u
i+ j+k+(m+2)l
m (um

mṽm +w2
m)

jwk
mṽl

m. In particular, an

expression of type xiy jzk(xy− z2)l has Em-valuation i+ j+ k+(2+m)l.
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For any fixed ℓ≥ 0, we claim that the classes of the functions xiy jzk(xy−z2)l , where i, j, l ≥ 0 and

k ∈ {0,1} and i+ j+k+(2+m)l = ℓ, form a basis of FI,m(ℓ)/FI,m(ℓ+1). First, we show that their

classes are linearly independent. For this, consider a linear combination ∑ci, j,k,lx
iy jzk(xy−z2)l , and

assume that it belongs to FI,m(ℓ+1). This means that

∑ci, j,k,l(u
m
mṽm +w2

m)
jwk

mṽl
m ≡ 0 (mod um)

or, equivalently, that

∑ci, j,k,l w
2 j+k
m ṽl

m ≡ 0 (in C[ṽm,wm]).

Here the summation is over i, j, l ≥ 0, k ∈ {0,1} and i+ j+ k+(m+2)l = ℓ, for ℓ fixed. Since ṽm

and wm are free coordinates, and because k ∈ {0,1}, the expression determines uniquely j,k and l.

And since ℓ is fixed, also i is determined. We conclude that there are no cancellations, and hence

ci, j,k,l = 0 for all i, j,k, l.

This computation also shows that the functions xiy jzk(xy− z2)l , where i, j, l ≥ 0 and k ∈ {0,1}

and i+ j+k+(2+m)l = ℓ, generate FI,m(ℓ)/FI,m(ℓ+1). Indeed, by a similar argument as above,

any combination of type ∑ci, j,k,l x
iy jzk(xy− z2)l , with i+ j+ k+(m+2)l < ℓ cannot be an element

of FI,m(ℓ).

By this discussion the wished Poincaré series coincides with the Poincaré series of the local

algebra C{x,y,z,w}/(z2), weighted so that the weights of x, y and z are 1 and the weight of w is

m+2. Therefore,

(4.1.3) PFI,m
(t) =

1− t2

(1− t)3(1− tm+2)
.

In a different way, we can also argue as follows. Consider the exact sequence

0 → C{x,y,z}
·(xy−z2)
−→ C{x,y,z} → C{x,y,z}/(xy− z2)→ 0.

By the arguments above, it induces more precisely an exact sequence of filtrations; we have for all

ℓ the exact sequence

0 → FI,m(ℓ−m−2)
·(xy−z2)
−→ FI,m(ℓ)→ (C{x,y,z}/(xy− z2))(ℓ)→ 0,

where on the right term we mean the filtration induced by the monomials of type xiy jzk, where

i, j ≥ 0 and k ∈ {0,1} and i+ j+k = ℓ. This coincides with the graded local algebra C{x,y,z}/(z2),

weighted so that the weights of x, y and z are 1. Thus the Poincaré series of C{x,y,z}/(xy− z2) is

(1− t2)/(1− t)3. From these exact sequences we thus obtain

PFI,m
(t) = PFI,m

(t) · tm+2 +(1− t2)/(1− t)3,

which gives (4.1.3) again.

The limit property can be seen in this case as well.
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BBU - BABEŞ-BOLYAI UNIV., STR, M. KOGĂLNICEANU 1, 400084 CLUJ-NAPOCA, ROMANIA

BCAM - BASQUE CENTER FOR APPLIED MATH., MAZARREDO, 14 E48009 BILBAO, BASQUE COUNTRY, SPAIN

Email address: nemethi.andras@renyi.hu

KU LEUVEN, DEPARTEMENT WISKUNDE, CELESTIJNENLAAN 200B, 3001 LEUVEN, BELGIUM

Email address: wim.veys@kuleuven.be

http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.13889

	1. Preliminaries
	1.1. Divisorial valuations
	1.2. Intersection multiplicities

	2. The main result
	2.1. The setup
	2.2. The filtrations
	2.3. Limit filtrations

	3. Corollaries on Poincaré series
	3.1. 

	4. Examples
	4.1. 

	References

