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ON THE TENSOR PROPERTY OF BERNSTEIN-SATO POLYNOMIAL

QUAN SHI AND HUAIQING ZUO

ABSTRACT. We prove the multiplicative Thom-Sebastiani rule for Bernstein-Sato polynomials,
answering the longstanding questions of Budur and Popa. We generalize the result to the tensor
of two effective divisors on the product of two arbitrary non-singular complex varieties. This also
leads to a multiplicative property related to Igusa’s strong monodromy conjecture. Moreover,
we propose an extension of our result to Bernstein-Sato polynomials for ideals and prove it for
monomial ideals.
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Convention. In this paper, we adopt multi-index. We use & to denote an array of variables
or numbers depending on the context. For & = (z1,...,x,) a sequence of variables and a =
(a1,...,0p) € Z", we use £ to mean [[, z;*. For the convention of sheaf, we use f € F to
mean a section in some open set. If F is a quasi-coherent sheaf over an affine scheme X, we
may sometimes mix F with its module of global sections deliberately.

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose X is a non-singular complex variety and f is a non-zero regular function. Let Dx
be the sheaf of differential operators of X, which is locally the non-commutative polynomial
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ring in partial derivations of X. The Bernstein-Sato polynomial bs(s) is defined as the non-zero
polynomial in s of the minimal degree such that

by(s) - f* € Dxls] - f*11, @1)
where s is a formal indeterminant and the D x[s]| action on the right-hand side is in the expected
way. We have demonstrated the complete definition and related machinery in Subsection
2.2l The existence of by is a non-trivial issue and is due to the holonomicity of D x -module
(’)XS[%] - f%, where Xy = X x¢ SpecC(s). The case for X = Ag is proven in [Ber7I] and for the
general case, we refer to [Popl§].

The definition of by can be extended to a log pair (X, D), where D is an effective divisor. For
an affine covering {U;}; and sections f; € I'(U;, Ox) such that D|y, = div f;, we have bp(s) =
lem; by, (s). bp is an important invariant of the log pair (X, D). It has a subtle connection with
multiplier ideals (for definition, see [Laz04]), and we refer to [Kol97] and [ELSV04]. Also, it
plays a role in the classification of singularities (see [KS11], [Sai93], and [Sai09]). There are
numerous other applications, we refer to [Pop18§|.

For X = A, (Il1) can be rewritten as

bf(S) : fS = P(87w78&3) : f8+17
where P is an element in the Weyl algebra (tensoring C[s]) A, (C)[s] (see [Sch19]).
For all invariants about functions, it is always natural to ask how will they change if the
functions are put into some algebraic operations. For f € C[x] and g € C[y] = Cl[y;..., Ym], Nero
Budur proposed the following problem.

Problem 1.1 ( [Budl2], 2.11). Is there a multiplicative Thom-Sebastiani rule for b-functions?
That is, is there any relation between by, by, and by ?

Years later, Mihnea Popa further asked the following.

Problem 1.2 ( [Popl8|, page 33). Do the Bernstein-Sato polynomials of f, g, and f - g satisfy
bp(s)bg(s) = by.g(s)?

Honestly, they are the problems that everyone knows Bernstein-Sato polynomial may consider
and even thought clear. However, although one side of the division i.e. bf.4(s) | br(s)by(s) is
obvious, the other side is highly non-trivial.

In literature, only few clues related to this problem can be found. In [Wall5], Proposition
2.6.1. tells us byby = by.4 holds for f and g whose Bernstein-Sato polynomials can be attained by
differential operators consisting only of s and 8, (or 8y). In [Pop18], the formula of Bernstein-
Sato polynomial for monomial helps prove the identity, after some works, when either f or g
is a monomial. Apart from them, useful results can hardly be found in literature, much less
complete proof.

The problems are about the tensor property of Bernstein-Sato polynomials since f-g € Clx, y]
can be identified as f ® g € Clz] ®c C[y]. One will also see that tensors appear everywhere in
the later sections. In this paper, we prove a strong version of the problems.

Theorem A (Theorem B.2]). Suppose A and B are finitely generated integral reqular k-algebras.
C = A®c B is the tensor product, with f € A and g € B non-zero. Let bg(s),by(s),bs.q(s) be
the corresponding Bernstein-Sato polynomials, then the following equality holds.

byg(s) = by(s)by ().

Generalizing to divisors, we have the following global version.
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Theorem B (Theorem B6l). Suppose X; and Xy non-singular complex varieties and Dy, Dy
are effective Cartier divisors on X1, Xs, then we have

bD1®D2(S) = bDl (S) : bD2 (5)

The theorem turns out to give a product result of the Igusa’s strong monodromy conjecture.

Conjecture [2.17] (Strong Monodromy Conjecture, Igusa). Given f € Z[x], for every prime p
large enough, if so is a pole of Z,(f;s), then Rsq is a root of bs(s). Moreover, if the order of so
as a pole is m, then sy is a root of by(s) of multiplicity > m.

Corollary B4l Suppose f € Zlx| and g € Zly] are non-zero polynomials. Suppose strong
monodromy conjecture (Conjecture[2.11)) holds for f and g, then it also holds for f-g € Z|x,y].

The Bernstein-Sato polynomial can be generalized to ideals (see [BMS06b] and [Mus22]). Let
a C Clz] with non-zero generators fi, ..., fr, then by(|s|) is the the minimal polynomial in |s|
such that

oDt gz e S pisl (T (0 s
weZr |u|=1 ui<o N

We write more information in Subsection 2.3l The general computation is very difficult. But
in monomial ideal case, we have a combinatoric description (see [BMS06c]).

One may be interested in ideal analogues of Problems [I.1] and Problems ie. for
a C Clz] and b C C[y|, whether one can find relations between by, by, and by, or even has
baby = bq.p. Unfortunately, the general answer to the second is no, even if we do not care about
the multiplicity of roots (see Example [3.8]). But if one of the ideals is principal, we have the
following.

Proposition Let a C Clz] be an ideal and g € Cly], then bgby = bq.(g)-

For monomial ideals, we find W, U W} is not that far from W.p, where W, means the roots
of by, not counting multiplicity.

Theorem C (Theorem BI0). Let a C Clz] and b C Cly| be non-zero monomial ideals, then
W U Wy C Wep.

Theorem D (Theorem 2.16). Let a C C[x] and b C Cly] be non-zero monomial ideals, then
WoUWy =Wy mod Z.

Consequently, we conjecture the following multiplicative Thom-Sebastiani rule for all ideals.
Conjecture B.I5L Let a C Clz] and b C Cly] be non-zero ideals, then

Wo UWp C W

Moreover, we have

WaU W, = Wya mod Z.

The organization of this paper comes as follows.

In Section 2] we provide preliminary knowledge for our study. In Subsection 2.1], we
review the general picture of algebraic D-modules and some variations needed to the proof of
the existence of Bernstein-Sato polynomial. In the subsequent subsection of Section [2] the
content comes as the subsection title.

In Section [B] we discuss the proof, generalization, and some consequences of Problem
[l and Problem In Subsection B.1] we give two sound motivations. In Subsection
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B2l we prove a generalized version of the problems and give one of consequences about strong
monodromy conjecture, we discuss analogous problems of Problem [I.1] and Problem
about ideals and prove two results for monomial ideals.

1.1. Announcement. This is a paper finished at the beginning of January 2024. It was first
submitted to a journal on January 31. In June, we were told there was a preprint that appeared

on arxiv on February 7, a week after our submission (see [Lee24] https://arxiv.org/pdf/2402.04512).
It also solves the problems in the abstract and has some overlaps with our paper. Two solutions

are completed independently. Besides, the methods of the two papers are different. Our solu-

tion comes from a definition of by from commutative algebra and seems more direct towards the
original problems.

2. PRELIMINARY

2.1. Algebraic D-module over C and C(s). In this subsection, we will pay a brief review
of the theory of algebraic D-module related to our theme. Let X be a n-dimensional non-
singular complex algebraic variety i.e. a separated scheme of finite type over C. To make the
definition explicit, the sheaf of differential operators on X, Dy, is defined to be the subalgebra
of Endc(Ox) generated by Ox and Derc(Ox).

On an affine open subset U small enough, one can choose local coordinates x1, ..., z, i.e.

Qujc =P Ov - da,
i=1

where d : Ox — §x/c is the universal derivation (Kéhler differential). Then on U, the sheaf of
differential operators is defined to be the quasi-coherent Op-non-commutative algebra
Dxlv = P Ov -9,
acNn
where 0; : Oy — Oy is the dual derivation of dx;. To distinguish the action of 9; on Oy

and its multiplication in Dy, we use g—{l to mean 0;(f). Here f € Oy is a local section. The
multiplication of Dx is defined as
of
0, 05] = di5, [0i, f] = 0z,

There is a natural filtration on Dy, the order filtration F¢Dyx. The increasing chain Ox =
FoDx C FiDx C ... is a sequence of quasi-coherent Ox-modules (see or [HTTOS]).

Locally, we have
FDxlv= €p 0v-0~
aeN” |a|<j
We can define D x more intrinsically. Let R be a ring and A an R-algebra, we can define the

(non-commutative) subalgebra F;Dr(A) C Endg(A) inductively. Set

FODR(A) = Aa

FJDR(A) = {P S EndR(A) ‘ [P, f] S Fj_lDR(A), for all f S A}
In our case, R = C and A is a finitely generated regular C-algebra. In our assumption, for each
multiplicative closed subset S C A, there is a canonical isomorphism

7 ST'FjDc(A) — FjDc(S1A).

Taking S to be all localizations to a principal open set of A, one finds FjDc(A), with A running
through all affine open sets of X, defines a quasi-coherent sheaf on X. The sheaf is exactly the
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F;Dx defined before (see [Sch19]). In particular, we have
F;Dc(A) = spanc{6102...9; | 01,...,0; € F1Dc(A) = A@ Derc(A)}.

In the rest of the paper, we use F;D(A) instead of F;Dc(A) if no confusion arises.

A (left) algebraic D x-module is a quasi-coherent Ox-module M equipped with a (left) Dx-
multiplication compatible with the O x-multiplication. The quasi-coherence condition is crucial,
without which we cannot deal with D x-modules locally.

The graded ring of FeDy is Symp, Tx, where Tx = Hom(Qx,c,Ox) is the tangent sheaf.
Hence, Specy(grfDx) = T*X, the cotangent bundle of X. This fact leads to the filtration
study of D-modules.

A compatible filtration on M is an Ox-module filtration Ge.M such that F;Dx - G;M C
GitjM. The graded module gr®M is a grf’Dx-module and hence can be identified with an
Op+x-module. We also call this module gr® M. We call the filtration Go good if gr®M is
a coherent Op«x-module. M is called a coherent D x-module if it admits a good filtration.
From [Sch19], we know M is coherent if and only if it is locally a finitely generated D x-module.
and all good filtrations are equivalent i.e. bounded by a shift of each other.

For a coherent D x-module M, choose a good filtration GeM. The characteristic variety of
M is defined to be

Ch(M) = V(Anno,. , gr°M),

equipped with reduced scheme structure. Ch(M) is independent of the choice of good filtration,
which follows from the fact that all good filtrations are equivalent. Through arguments of
symplectic algebraic geometry or reducing to affine spaces, one can prove the dimension of
Ch(M) > n if M # 0 (see [HTTOS], or [Sch19]). As a result, M is called holonomic
holonomic if dim Ch(M) = n or M = 0. Submodules and quotient modules of holonomic
modules are again holonomic since the the graded modules with induced good filtration have
larger annihilators.

There are also push-forward and pulling-back operations for D-modules. The general con-
struction is hard to describe in a few pages since it involves many statements in derived
category and the transformation between left and right Dx-modules. Roughly speaking, let
f X — Y be a morphism between non-singular varieties, the push-forward is the functor
fi = Rfi(Dycx ®@p, —) : D(Dx) — D®(Dy) between derived categories (see [HTTOS]
and [Poplg]).

Here, we only describe the push-forward functor of closed immersion and affine open immer-
sion, in which the the performance of the functor is simple.

1. Closed immersion.

Let ¢ : X — Y be a closed immersion of non-singular varieties and M be a D x-module.
Restricting our attention to some small affine open set, we may assume Y = Spec A with local
coordinate zy,...,x, with X = Spec A/(zy11,...,7n). Let M = M~ and i, M = (M)~ is a
Dy-module such that

M - A[8T+1, ceey 811] ®A M - (C[ar+1, ceey 811] ®(C M

The Dy-module action on i, M (equivalent, D(A)-module action on M) is described as follows.

Let P@m € C[0y41,...,0y] ®c M, we only need to describe the multiplication of (1) 9;,1 <
i<r, (2)05,r+1<j<n,and (3) g€ Aon P®m. For (1), one simply defines 0; - (P ®@m) =
P ® (0ym). For (2), one defines 9; - (P ® m) = (0;P) ® m. (3) is a bit complicated. Suppose
AlOr41,..,00] 2 f- P = Y venn—r 'Y for, where o = (Qpy1,...,an) and for € A. Then
f-(P@m) is defined to be 3 cynr 8" @ form.
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It is easy to see i is an exact functor and M = 0 iff iy M = 0. Moreover, for a good filtration
G on M, we have an induced good filtration on i, M locally. That is,

GM:=> (Y &) aGM
i+i=l |a!|<i

Hence, by definition, one has dim Ch(i; M)—dimY = dim Ch(M)—dim X. As a direct corollary,
we see that M is holonomic iff i, M is holonomic.
2. Affine open immersion

In this case, let f : U — X be an affine open immersion and M be a Dy-module, then
faiM = f. M, equipped with the natural D x-module structure given by the restriction maps of
sheaves.

The general theorem tells us that holonomicity is preserved by the push-forward of an arbitrary
morphism. Applied to the two special cases we introduced, it tells us that i, and f, send
holonomic modules to holonomic modules. (Although we have already known the result for i.)

Theorem 2.1 ( [HTTO§| or [Sch19]). Let X — Y be a morphism of non-singular varieties, then
f+: D*(Dx) — D®(Dy) induces f+ : D}(Dx) — D*(Dx). Here D% (D) is the subcategory in
which the cohomology modules of every complex are holonomic.

For further use, we need to give a brief sketch of Dx -modules. Let C(s) be the function
field of C and S = SpecC(s). Then X — X := X x¢ S is a functor from smooth C-varieties
to smooth C(s)-varieties of the same dimension, since flatness of morphisms, local freeness of
Kahlere differential, and local transcendental degree are all preserved. For X = Spec A, one
can also define F;Dx, = (F;D¢(s)(A(s)))~. One can compute F; De(s)(A(s)) through F;Dc Als]
and using the compatibility of F;Dc(A[s]) with the localization S = C[s] \ {0}. Consequently,
FjDc(s)(A(s)) = F;Dc(A) @c C(s). For a general variety X, just glue the local module and we
have Dy, one the induced variety Xj.

Again, a D x -module is a quasi-coherent Ox -module M equipped with a D x_-multiplication.
One can easily define notions of coherence, good filtration, and characteristic varieties. Fur-
thermore, we have Specy (gr/Dy,) = T*X, = (I"*X);, we also define M to be holonomic if
dim Ch(M) = dim X = dim X or M.

Suppose f : X — Y is a morphism of non-singular C-varieties, then we can also define the
functor (fs)+ : X5 — Ys. If f is a closed immersion or an affine open immersion, the construction
is the same as before, just substitute C-tensor for C(s)-tensor. For a closed immersion, we still
have dim Ch(iy M) — dimY = dim Ch(M) — dim X if M # 0. In particular, holonomicity is
preserved.

Locally, there is a closed immersion X A&S), then we have dim Ch(M) — dim X =
dim Ch(iy M) — m > 0, by the Bernstein inequality on AZ(s) (see [Sch19]). Hence we still
have dim Ch(M) > dim X. Besides, since (is)+ is exact and faithful (M =0 <~ i M = 0),
we have holonomic D x_ -module satisfies a.c.c. and d.c.c. condistion, also applying the result on
AT (see [Sch19]).

For f : U — X an affine open immersion, (fs)+ also preserves holonomicity. Here we only
sketch the proof for a principal localization U = SpecA;, — X = SpecA. Suppose A =
klz1, ..., 2m) /I = k[2]/I, then Ay = k[z,w]/(wg—1,I), hence we have the following commutative
diagram.

Us Xs

]

m-+1 m
Ace) — A
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Vertical arrows are both closed immersion and the arrow in the second row is the coordinate
projection. Since closed immersion preserves holonomicity, the problem is reduced to A™+1 —
A™. This can be proven using the Fourier transformation for D-modules on Af! (see [Sch19]).

In the next subsection, we will apply these tools to sketch the existence of Bernstein-Sato
polynomial.

2.2. Bernstein-Sato polynomial, Existence, and Some Results. The Bernstein-Sato poly-
nomial by(s) is an important product of the D-module theory. Let us first give a brief definition
of it. Let X = Spec A be a non-singular affine complex variety (WLOG integral) and f € A be
a non-zero section.

We define a D¢ (5)(A(s)) = D(A)(s)-module M = Ay - f* as follows.
(1) M = Ag(s) as an A-module;
(2) the multiplication of A(s) on M is the natural one i.e.

a(b- %) :=(ab) - f*,a € A(s),b € A¢(s);
(3) the Derg(y)(A(s)) multiplication is operated by considering s a formal power i.e.
d(c- f7) =1[0(c) + (6(f) - )] - f*,c € Ay(s),0 € Derg(s)(A(s));
There are some D(A)(s)-submodules of M e.g. D(A)(s) - f¥+5 := D(A)(s) - (f¥- f*) and
D(A)[s]-submodules e.g. D(A)[s] - f5T% := D(A)[s] - (f* - f%). Tt is clear that D(A)(s) - f57* D

D(A)(s) - ft**L and D(A)[s] - f57* D D(A)[s] - f57*+1. The Bernstein-Sato polynomial of f is
defined to be the polynomial b¢(s) € C[s| \ {0} such that there exists P € D(A)[s] satisfying

P = bp(s) - f°. (B-5)

For a general non-singular variety X (WLOG integral) and 0 # f € T'(X, Ox ), we can also define
these two kinds of modules from this local construction. Note that i.(Ox,|(x,),) f* = Ox, [%] -f*
has the natural D x_ -module structure, on each affine open subset of which is the same as above.
For the latter, we simply glue the locally defined modules D(A)[s] - f5** to be a D x[s]-module.
We can also define by(s) to be the minimal polynomial such that bs(s)- f* € Dx|[s]- f5TL. In affine
cases, the two definitions coincide since every module is quasi-coherent, and hence inclusion is
determined by global sections. Furthermore, bs(s) defined on X is the least common multiple
of the ones on all affine open sets (if the existence is guaranteed).

Historically, Joseph Bernstein and Mikio Sato discovered by(s) independently in the 1970s.
Bernstein found it when studying meromorphic extension of distributions and Sato found it
when studying prehomogeneous vector spaces (see [AMHINBTW?22]).

In the 50 years since, bf(s) have been applied to many fields of mathematics, especially in
singularity theory. For example, taking X = A, then the negative of the maximal root b (s),
ay, is equal to the log canonical threshold of f (see [Kol97]).

Also, we can define the analytic Bernstein-Sato polynomial, simply by substituting ring A
to the ring of holomorphic germ C{x} (for definition, see [GLS07]). Morihiko Saito proved
ay coincides with the minimal spectrum number (see [Sai06] and [Var81]). More surprisingly,
roots of bs(s) happen to be related to two other important invariants, poles of topological zeta
function Zyp, r(s) and eigenvalues of monodromy action T (for definition, see [DL92] and [vS20]
respectively). This relation is the well-known Monodromy Conjecture.

Conjecture 2.2 (Monodromy Conjecture, [DL92]). Assume so € C is a pole of Zf10p(s), then
e?™%0 s an eigenvalue of Ty and sq is a zero of bs(s).

These are the general stories of Bernstein-Sato polynomials. Next, we will show some impor-
tant properties of the Bernstein-Sato polynomials.
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The existence of by(s) is itself non-trivial. For X = AZ, the existence is proven by using
the Bernstein filtration on the Weyl algebra A,,(C(s)) and some holonomicity arguments (see
[Ber71]). For a general non-singular variety X, there is no such filtration. But fortunately, we
can use an exquisite construction to circumvent this obstacle.

Theorem 2.3 (see also [Popl8|). Let X be a non-singular complex variety (WLOG integral)
and 0 # f € I'(X,Ox). Then the Bernstein-Sato polynomial by (s) exists.

Proof. The problem is local, we may assume X = Spec A is affine. Let U = D(f) be an
open affine subset of X and j : U — X be the open immersion. One can find Oy - f* is a
holonomic Dy,-module since its characteristic variety is the zero section of T*X. Hence, we
have (js)+(Ovy - f%) = OX[%] - f? is holonomic. Considering the following descending chain of
its submodules.
®Xs . fs ) DXS X fs+1 > ®Xs . fs+2 D ...

Since holonomic modules satisfy d.c.c. considtion, there is some & > 0 such that Dy, - 5% =
Dy, - fHFFL Apply the automorphism s — s + k of OX[%] - %, we have Dx, - f* O Dx, -
f**L. Hence, there is some P € I'(X,Dy,) = D(A)(s) such that f* = P - f5*tl. Killing the
denominators of P (polynomials in C[s]), we are done. O

More than existence, Kashiwara proved the following.
Theorem 2.4 ( [Kas77]). Roots of bs(s) are all negative rational numbers.

We can give an explicit description of bf(s) in commutative algebra, as below.
The action of F;D(A)[s] on Ay[s|f* gives an ideal I; as follows.

FiD(A)[s] - f+ = I; - fH
I; C Als] is an ideal and it is related to I;_; by the identity below.
L=y f + Als) - {6(@)f + (s +2 — f)ad(f) | a € I 1,8 € Dery(A)}

This is simply because F;D(A) = Fi1Dy(A) - Fj—1Dy(A) = (A @ Derc(A)) - F;_1D(A).
Consequently, 0 # bg(s) is the polynomial with the minimal degree such that bs(s) - fi=1- I;
for some j. We point out this description is useful in proving our main theorem (Theorem

2.
The following two propositions show b¢(s) is invariant under the multiplication of units and
can be locally glued. As a result, for an effective divisor D on non-singular complex variety X,
one can define the Bernstein-Sato polynomial of D as
bD(S) = 1CII1 bfz (S)’
7
where {U; }; is an affine open covering of X, f; € I'(U;, Ox), and D|y, = div(f;).

We will give the proof of the first proposition and only give reference to the second.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose X = Spec A is an integral non-singular complex affine variety. Let
0# feAandge A, then by(s) = by.4(s).

Proof. For f - g, we define the ideals J; as the I; above i.e.
FiD(A)[s] - (f-9)*" = J; - (f - 9)* 1.

Since g is invertible, it suffices to prove I; = J; for all j. We prove it by induction. For j = 0,
both sides are A[s]. Suppose the identity holds for j — 1. We can present I; by I;_; i.e.

=1y f+Als|-{6(a)f + (s+2—5)ad(f) | a € I,_1,6 € Derc(A)}.
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Similar presentation holds for J; i.e.
Jy=Ji 1 gf + Als)- {5(@)af + (s +2 — )algd(f) +6(9)f] | a € J;_1,6 € Derc(A)}.
Since g is invertible, (s +2 — j)ad(g)f € Jj—1 - gf. Then we can rewrite J; as
Ji=Jj—1-gf +Als] - {d(a)gf + (s +2—7)agd(f) | a € Jj_1,0 € Derc(A)}.
By the induction hypothesis, I;_1 = J;_1, we then have I; = Jj. ]
Remark 2.6. The argument can also be applied to analytic bs(s) for f € C{z}. Since an

automorphism of C{x} gives an isomorphism of its ring of differential operators, the result tells
us in a direct way that bs(s) is a contact invariant of hypersurface singularity.

Proposition 2.7 (see [Popl8]). Suppose X = Spec A is an integral non-singular affine complex
variety and f € A, then the global and local Bernstein-Sato polynomials are related by the formula

be(s) = lcim by, (8)-

where {U; }; is an arbitrary affine open covering of X and . (s) the Bernstein-Sato polynomial
of flu, on Ui.

The computation of bs(s) is a rather difficult problem and there has not been a general formula
so far. In the rest of this subsection, we present some computational results of bs(s).

Theorem 2.8 (see [Popl8]). Let f = det(z;j) € Clxijli<ij<n be the determinant of variables,
then

be(s) = (s+1)(s+2)...(s +n).
Theorem 2.9 ( [Sail6]). The Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a generic central hyperplane ar-
rangement f € Clx| of degree | > n is

by(s) = (s+1)" H

Theorem 2.10 (see [GralO] or [Popl8]). Suppose f € Clz] is a weighted homogeneous poly-
nomaial deﬁm'ng an isolated singularity at the origin, with weight type w = (wi,...,wy). Let
My = (C{ar:}/((%1 ’82: LY be the Milnor algebra of f and {x® iti<i<p be a monomial basis of
My. Here p = dimc My is the Milnor number of f. Let A be the set (not counting multiplicity)
consisting of all rational numbers w - a;.

The Bernstein-Sato polynomial of f is

be(s) = (s+1) H(s + |w| + p).
pEA

2.3. Igusa Zeta Function and Strong Monodromy Conjecture. In this section, we review
the p-adic Igusa zeta function and the strong monodromy conjecture. For a reference, we
recommend [NicI0].

Let p be a rational prime number, then we have the p-adic number field Q,, is a locally compact
group and admits a unique Haar measure p, up to scalar (see [Wei67]). After normalizing, we
have p,(p"Zy,) = p~" for all r € Z.

Suppose f € Z[x] is a non-zero polynomial, the p-adic Igusa zeta function is defined as

2(£59) = [ 1fl3dun

p
It was shown by Igusa that Z,(f;s) is a rational function of p~* (see [Igu75]). There is a
well-known conjecture about the poles of Z,(f;s) (see [Nicl0] or [Mus22]).
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Conjecture 2.11 (strong monodromy conjecture, Igusa). Given f € Z[x|, for every prime p
large enough, if so is a pole of Zy(f;s), then sq is a root of by(s). Moreover, if the order of sg
as a pole is m, then Rsq is a root of by(s) of multiplicity > m.
2.4. Bernstein-Sato polynomial for Ideals. The Bernstein-Sato polynomial can be general-
ized to an arbitrary variety (see [BMS06D] or [Mus22]). Definitions in the two papers are stated
differently but equivalent in fact. We first review the defintion.

Suppose X = Spec A is an affine non-singular complex variety. Let a = (f1,..., fr) (f1,..y fr #

0) be an ideal and s = (s1, ..., s;) be a set of indeterminant. We consider the following equation:
5
bl gz e S ptsl (T (0 s g
weZr Jul=1 u; <0

The action of D(A) is the natural in the same sense as (B-S) and b, € C[t] is a polynomial. The
existence and independence of choice of generators of a was proven in [BMS06b] or one may
turn to the following result in [Mus22].

Theorem 2.12 (see [Mus22]). Let X be a smooth complex algebraic variety. If fi,..., fr €
I'(X,0x) are nonzero, generating the ideal sheaf a, and if g = > ;_; fiyi € (X x A", Oxxar),
then ba(s) = by(s)/(s +1).

The theorem also provides a method to compute by, but the general computation is still
difficult so far. Even if we do not consider the multiplicity, the determination of roots is also a
hard issue. But in monomial ideal cases, we can find the roots in a combinatoric way (see the
next subsection). b, satisfies the following union property.

Theorem 2.13. Suppose X and Y are non-singular complex algebraic varieties. Let fy,.., f, €
I'X,0x)\ {0} and ¢1,...,9: € T'(Y,Oy) define ideal sheaves a and b. We have an ideal sheaf ¢
of X XY defined by fi,..., fry g1, ., gt € V(X XY, Oxxy), then their Bernsetin-Sato polynomial
satiesfies the following:

ba(s) = [ [(s + )", bo(s) = [[(s + B)™, and be(s) = [[(s +)™,
a B o
where ¢y = max{n, +mg —1|ny >0,mg >0, +  =7}.
2.5. Combinatoric Description in Monomial Ideal Case. In this subsection, we review
the combinatoric description of roots of b, when a C Clz] is a monomial ideal. For reference,

we recommend [BMS06a] and [BMS06c].
2

For a monomial ideal a < C[z], generated by %, v; = (v},v?,...,v") € N* i =1,2..r. Let

Iy:={ueN"|z"ea}
be the semigroup associated with a. The Newton polyhedron of a, P, is defined to be the convex
hull of T'y. A face @ of P, refers to (a) P, itself, or (b) the intersection of an affine hyperplane
H and P, with P,, where Py lie in one of the half space given H. We call a face of (b) type a

proper face.
Let e = (1,1,...,1) e N™. If Q is a face, let

Mg =e+Nu—-v|uel,vel,NQ}

be the translation of the semigroup generated by uw — v,u € I'y,v € Q NIy by e. Take
Mé = vg + Mg, where vg € Q NT. Mb does not depend on the choice of vy. If @ is not
contained in any coordinate hyperplane, there is some linear function Lg over R" s.t. L|g = 1.
Let Vg denote the linear span of @, then Lg is uniquely determined on V. Hence the set

Rg = {~Lq(u) | u e (Mg \ Mg) NVg}
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is well-defined.

Particularly, if @ is a facet i.e. codim ) = 1, then Vy = R" and hence L¢ is unique. Let mg
be the minimal positive integer such that the coefficients of mgLg are all integers.

The following are Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 of [BMS06d].

Theorem 2.14. The roots of the Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a is the union of all Rg, where
Q runs through all faces not contained in any coordinate hyperplanes.

Theorem 2.15. The set of classes in Q/Z of the roots of the Bernstein-Sato polynomial of a is
equal to the union of subgroups generated by m—lQ, with Q) running over the facets of P, that are
not contained in any coordinate hyperplanes.

We give an example of Theorem [2.1741

Example 2.16. Let a = (z% g%, 2%2y") C C[r,y] be a monomial ideal, where a; < ay and
by > ba. There are five proper faces of P,. They are L, the diagonal, X the horizontal, Y the
vertical, and points P;, P».

The linear function L defined by L is

by — by as — ai

L - — .
r(@y) bras — aibs bras — alb2y

We have My, = (1,1)+N2+Z(a; —az, by —by). After a elementary calculation, one finds M \Mj
consisting of those points (s + 1,t + 1) + Z(a; — az,b; — ba),s,t > 0 such that
t— b1 S —ap

7N = J.
[bg—b17a2—a1]

Consequently, Ry, is provided.
For X and Y, one may find they contribute to W, the following roots.

1 ayp — 1 1 i b2 -1
a0 e e Ty

For P, and P,, Lp, can be chosen as am—l It is easy to see all Mp, NVg N {r > a1} C M;:ﬁ'
Then no new roots emerge. A similar result holds for P.

In particular if (aj, b1, ag,b2) = (0,b,a,0), we have

1

r Yy
L,=24Y
L a+b’
M\ Mp={(s+1,t+1)|0<s<a,0<t<b}+Z(—a,b),
oy
ry= (-2 1 ci<hi<j<a)
a

Hence, for a = (z%,y"), we have
ai + bj

Wo=1{- ab

|1<i<b1<j<al.

3. TENSOR PROPERTY OF BERNSTEIN-SATO POLYNOMIALS

3.1. Probable Motivations. Let f € Clz] and g € Cly] be two non-zero polynomials. It is
obvious that by.,(s) is a divisor of bs(s) - by(s) since if Py € Clx, 8y, s] and P, € Cly, 8y, s]
satisfies

Pf'fsle =bs(s) - f*, Py gt = by(s) - ¢°,
then we have

(Pr-Py) - (f-9)" " =bp(s)by(s) - (f - 9)".
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So one may be interested in the converse divisibility. In our preliminary work, we proved at
least (s + 1) timing lem(by(s),by(s)) is a divisor i.e.

(s + 1)lem(by(s), bg(s)) | by.g(s).
Hence, if we only consider the cases when f and g are weighted homogeneous with isolated
singularity, and all denominators of weights of f, g are coprime, we have bf(s)by(s) = br.4(s) by
Theorem

Another motivation seems more profound. We further assume coefficients of f and ¢ are
rational integers. Then we have a trivial relation among zeta functions:

Zp(f - g58) = Zp(f38) - Zp(g; 9).

If the strong monodromy conjecture, especially the assertion about the multiplicity, holds, it is
natural to ask if b.4(s) = bs(s) - by(s).

3.2. Proof of bf(s)by(s) = bys.4(s). In this subsection, we give a positive answer to a generalized
version of “b(s)bg(s) = byr.4(s)”. More precisely, we generalized polynomials f,g to effective
divisors on non-singular varieties. We first prove a simple lemma below.

Lemma 3.1. Let R be a PID and M, N be free R-modules. Suppose My, Mo C M and Ny, Ny C
N are submodules (hence free). For free submodules M' C M and N' C N, we have canonical
injection M’ @ N' — M ® N, and hence identify M’ @ N' with its image in M @ N. In this
sense, we have the following identity:
(MlﬂMQ)(X)(NlﬂNQ) = ﬂ (MZ(X)NJ)
i,j€{1,2}

Proof. Let us first prove the following;:
(M1®N1)H(M2®N1): (MlﬂMg)(X)Nl. (EE]J)

Since N; is free, we set N; = A®?Q. Take a basis {bi}icg of Ni, then elements of M ® N; can
be uniquely written in a finite sum ZiEQ m; @ b;,m; € M. Then one can easily deduce [BI11).
In parallel, we have

(M1 ® NQ) N (M2 ® NQ) = (M1 N Mg) ® Ns.
Applying the same argument to (M; N Ms) (also free), Ny, and Na, we are done. O
Theorem 3.2. Suppose A and B are finitely generated integral reqular k-algebras. C' = A®Rc B is

the tensor product, with f € A and g € B non-zero. Let by(s),by(s),br.q(s) be the corresponding
Bernstein-Sato polynomials, then the following equality holds.

br.g(5) = by(s)by(s).
Here we use - instead of ® in the multiplication of C.
Remark 3.3. One side of the division i.e. bp.4(s) | b(s)by(s) is trivial since we simply need to
multiplicate the operators to attain b (s) and b,. Hence, we only need to consider the other side
of the division. Moreover, the case with f or g invertible is trivial, so we may assume f and g
are both non-invertible.
Proof. As in Subsection [2.2] we define I; C As] to be an ideal such that

F}‘D(A)fs+1 — Ij . f8+17j‘
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Similarly, we define J; C B[s] and L; C C[s] for F;D(B) - ¢g° and F;D(C) - (f - g)° respectively.
Furthermore, we define C[s]-modules

M; =1, - f_i‘H C Ayls],

Nj:=Jj-g77" C Byls],

Api=Li- (f-9)"H C Cpylsl.
Since I; 2 I_1 - f, we see M; O M;_;. Similarly, we have N; O N;_; and L; O N;_;. By

definition, we obtain a way to characterize the Bernstein-Sato polynomials as

(Cls] N My),

5
=
a
>,

I

2

by(s) - Cls] = | J(Cls] N NVy),

br.o(s) - Cls) = J(Cls) N ).

N
Il
—_

It is worth mentioning that the intersections happen in A¢[s], By[s]|, and Cy.4[s], where C[s] can
be naturally embedded. The identities tell us that for all 4, 7,1 > 0, we have
M; N Cls] = bys(s) - C[s], N;NC[s] = by(s)-C[s], AN C[s] = bs.4(s)-C[s].
Since DercC = (Derc(A) ®c B) @ (A ®c Derc(B)) i.e. derivations of C' are induced by those
of A and B. Since derivations of A and B commutes, we have the following identity:
FD(C)= Y F;D(A) F;D(B).
i+j=l
Here we identify F;D(A) and F;D(B) with their images under canonical embeddings F; D4 —
F;D¢c and F;Dp — FjDc. As a result, we have a subsequent identity for I;, J; and L; as below:

L= f7Lig7J
i+j=l
Dividing (f - g)"~!' on both sides, we have
Ar= > M;-N; C M- N, C Cpyls].
i+j=l
Take | € N sufficiently large, such that
A NC[s| =bs.4(s)-C[s], M;NC[s] =bs(s)-C[s], N;NC[s] = by(s) - C[s].

It suffices to prove (M; - N;) N C[s] = by(s)by(s) - C[s]. As a result, we have A; N [s] C
br(s)bg(s)-C[s] i.e. bp(s)by(s) divides by.4(s). Now let us focus on the category of C[s]-modules.
The following two diagrams are Cartesian products.

bs(s) - Cls] —— Cls]

L

M, Agls]
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by(s) - Cls] —— C[s]

L

N Bys]

All of the eight arrows are C[s]-module injections. Tensoring (C[s]-module tensor) the two
squares, we have a commutative diagram.

(by(s) - C[s]) ®c[q) (by(s) - C[s]) C[s] ®cjs) Cls] B.21)

| |

M, ®cs) Ni Arls] ®cs) Bygls]

A simple observation shows M;, N;, A¢[s] and Bgy[s] are all C[s]-free modules. In fact, A[s] =
A¢ ®c C[s] is a linear space tensored with C[s], and hence free. Moreover, since C[s] is a PID
and M; is a C[s]-submodule of Af[s], M; is also free. Similarly, N; and Bgy[s] are both free.
Consequently, one deduce the four arrows in the diagram above are all injections.
Under the canonical isomorphism Ay[s] @c(y Byls] =~ Cf4[s], the diagram above is identified
with the following.
(b (s)by(s)) - Cls] —— Tl

l |
M- N, Ct.qls]

Therefore, to prove Theorem [3.2] we only need to show ([B.211) is a Cartesian product.
Applying Lemma [3.7] we have:

(by(s)-C[s]) @cys) (bg(s) - Cls]) = (M; ®cys) N1) N (Cls] @cs) Cls]) N (M @¢ps) Cls]) N (Cls] ®cys) N1)
Since all arrows in ([.211) are injective, it suffices to show

(M ®cs) Vi) N (C[s] ®cys) Cls]) € My ®cps) C[s]. B.22)
And similarly, the corresponding containing holds for N;. As a result (8211) is a Cartesian

product.
To prove ([3.212), we use the canonical isomorphism Af[s] ®c[s Byls] = Cy.4[s] to pass every-
thing to Cf.¢[s]. It is equivalent to show

(M - N;) N C[s| © M.

Let >, a;- fH1p; - g7 = ¢ be an element in the left-hand side, where a; € I}, b; € J;, and
¢(s) € C[s]. That is,

Z aib; = c(s)(f - 9)" . B.213)

The equality happens in C[s].

We will localize B to show c(s) € M;. Let my C B be a maximal ideal such that g € my,
and y = (Y1, ..., ym) be a set of local coordinates of B at m,. Let B = B, be the localization
and we still write m,, the maximal ideal of B. Tensoring A and C[s] to the natural embedding
B < B, we have C[s] — (A ®&c B) @c C[s] = (A ®c B)[s]. Suppose the order of g in B is t > 0
ie ge€ m; but g & m;‘l. Since B is a regular local ring, we have

grmyfj’ = @m@/mﬁl.
J=0
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is 1somorph1c to the polynomial ring of m-variables, with indeterminants being images of y in
gr., B. Suppose y* appears in g i.e. in the image of g in B/m'H‘1 @Ogjgtm /mjJrl We may
assume the coefficient of y is 1.

Let us treat (32.3) in (A ®4 B)[s]. Moduling m(l 1)t+1, we know the identity also holds in
Als] ®cq] (B/m(l 2 t+1)[ |. Since (B/my )Hl)[ ] is a C[s]-free module, we can still compare the
coefficient of (=1 on both sides (coefficients in A[s]). On one hand, the coefficient of y(~De
in the right-hand side is ¢(s)f*~!. On the other hand, suppose the coefficient of y=De i p; is
bi(s) € C[s]. Hence, we have 3, b;(s)a; = c(s) f' 1. Consequently, c(s) = f~+1. (33, bi(s)a;) €
M;. We are done. ]

This theorem immediately implies the following.

Corollary 3.4. Suppose f € Z[x] and g € Zly] are non-zero polynomials. Suppose strong
monodromy conjecture (Congecture[Z.11)) holds for f and g, then it also holds for f-g € Z[x, y].

As another corollary, we can generalize the theorem for affine varieties to a global theorem.
We first define the tensor of divisors, as a generalization of f - g.

Definition 3.5. Suppose X7, X5 are non-singular complex varieties and D1, Do are effective
Cartier divisors on X1, Xo. We define D1 ® D5 to be an effective Cartier divisor on X7 x Xo, as
follows. Take affine coverings {U;}, {V;} of X; and X, respectively, such that D; is represented
by fi on U; and Dy is represented by g; on V;. Define D1 ® Dy to be the Cartier divisor
represented by f; ® g; on each U; x Vj.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose X1 and Xo non-singular complex varieties and Dy, Dy are effective
Cartier divisors on X1, Xo, then we have

bp,eD,(8) =bp,(s) - bp,(s).
Proof. As in Definition B.5] take open affine coverings {U;}, {V;}. By Theorem [3.2] we have
bD1@Dslu, v, (8) = bDyjy, (8) - bpy)y, (5)-
Since X7 x V; =J,; U; x Vj, we have
bDi@Ds|x vy, (s) = lem bpy )y, () - bps |y, (s) = [lcl.m bp, |y, (5)] - bp,|y, (s) =bp,(s) - bps|y, (5).
Furthermore, by X; x X5 = Uj X1 x Vj, we have
bp,eD,(8) = lcjm bp,(s) - szIvj (s) =bp,(s) - [lcjm bDQ\vj (s)] = bp,(s) - bp,(s).
So we are done. O

3.3. Generalization to Ideals. Having done the problem about the product of two regular
functions, it is natural to ask the following.

Question 3.7. For a C Clx] and b C Cly], is bg.s(s) = ba(s) - bp(s)?
The general answer is no. Here is a counter-example.

Example 3.8. Consider a = (22,y7) C C[z,y] and b = (2!*,w) C C[z,w]. By Example 216
we have

Wa={

2j
(s ‘7]1< <2,1<5<7},
14

W, ={1+-2L|1<;j<14}.
b {+14’ <j <14}
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By Theorem [2.74], considering the product of the two diagonals, we have % is contained in
Wae.

But, if a or b is principal, we have the following.
Proposition 3.9. Let a C Clz] be an ideal and g € Cly], then byby = bq.(g)-

Proof. By Theorem 2.12] b, = b, /(s + 1), where h = Y fiz;, z are indeterminants. Again
by Theorem 212 by.(5) = by /(s + 1), where ' = ) figz;. Applying Theorem B.2] we get
bnr = bgbp, hence by.(g) = baby. ]

If we neglect the multiplicity of roots, there are still some interesting things. Let W, be the
roots of b, for an ideal n contained in some polynomial ring. We find the following.

Theorem 3.10. Let a C Clx| and b C Cly| be non-zero monomial ideals, then
Wa U We C© W

Despite the sets of roots are not equal totally, it is surprising that they are equal when modulo
7. More precisely, we have the following.

Theorem 3.11. Let a C Clx] and b C Cly] be non-zero monomial ideals, then
WaU W, = Wya mod Z.

We need some preparations before proving the theorem.

For the convenience of further discussion, we shall first develop some properties of Newton
polyhedron of the product ideal of two monomial ideals. The ideals considered are all non-trivial.

Let a < Clzy, 22, ..., 2], 0 <Cly1,y2, ..., Y| be monomial ideals. Suppose

a=(x%),v; = (v),..,v") €N"i=1,2 .. and

b= (ywi)awi = (wzla ,wlm)’l = 1a2a---a5-

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. (a) I'gp =T'q x T'y.

(b) Pap = Po x Py.

(¢) Faces of Py are exactly those of Q1 X Q2, where Q1 (resp. Q2) is a face of Py (resp. Py).
(d) For face Q1 of Py and Q2 of Py, we have

MQ1><Q2 \Méleg = [(MQI \Mél) X MQ2] U [MQ1 X (MQz \Még)]

Proof. We only prove (c) since (a)(b) are trivial and (d) is merely a calculation for sets.
It suffices to consider proper faces. Let H be a hyperplane such that one of the corresponding
half spaces contains Pyp. Suppose H is defined by the equation:

MT1+ o AnTn + iy + o+ tmym — C = 0.

It is easy to find that all A;, u;, C' € Q have the same sign since there exists positive integer
R sufficiently large s.t. (R, R, ..., R) + Z>q C Py and difference of signs among {\;, j1;} implies
that Py, does not lies in one side of H, a contradiction. We may assume A;, 1; > 0 for all 4, j,
then the nonemptiness of H N Py, implies C' > 0. Since the minimum of X = A\z1 + ...\, x, and
Y = piy1 + ... + mym can be attained in P, and P, respectively, denoted by Cy and Cb, then
we have C' = C] + Cy and H N Py, = Hy X Hy, where Hy (resp. Hj) is the face determined by
X —C (resp. Y — (). O

The following is the proof of Theorem
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Proof. For any proper face () of P, which is not contained in any coordinate hyperplane, Q) x P,
is a proper face of FP. It is not contained in any coordinate hyperplane as well. Let Lg be a
linear function on R™ s.t. Lg|g = 1, then Lg is naturally extended to a linear function whose
restriction on @ x P is 1. One can see Mgxp, = (Mg \ M() x Z™ by Lemma and the
simple fact that Mp, = Z™. Since the linear span of Q) x P, is Vg x R™, we have Rgxp, = Rg.
Therefore, by Theorem [2.74] roots of b, are contained in those of b,. Symmetrically, roots of
by are also contained in Wgp. ]

Remark 3.13. Through the preceding proof, we can see by, can have roots other than those of
by and by since it has faces other than those of the form @ x P, and P, x Q. This is why we
construct Example [3.8]

The following is the proof of Theorem [B.11]

Proof. By Theorem [3.17] it suffices to show all facets of Py x P, are exactly those of the form
Q1 X Py or Py x QQ2, where (Q1, ()2 are facets since we have shown in the proof of Theorem [3.10!
that RQlXPa = RQl and RP[,XQQ = RQQ.

Suppose 1 € P, and Q2 C P, are both proper faces. By the following lemma, we have

dim Vg, xq, < dimVp, +dim Vg, —1 <n+m.

Therefore, the dimension of Vi, «xg, is n+m — 1. If Q1 x ()2 is a facet, it must pass through
the origin. However, this tells us that 1 X Q)2 is contained in some coordinate hyperplane.
Otherwise, one can see the dimension of the linear span of RTJ "N x Qs <m+n—1. So we
are done. - O

Lemma 3.14. For affine hyperplanes Q1 € R™ and Q2 € R™ | then the dimension of the linear
space generated by Q1 X Qs is not greater than n+ m — 1.

Proof. We may assume both )1 and (2 do not pass through the origin, since otherwise we
can replace the total space with @Q;. Let Q; = Q) 4+ w;, where Q) passes through the origin
and w; € Q;. Let uy,ug,...,u,—1 be a basis of Q] and vy,ve, ..., -1 be a basis of Q). Then
every point in @)1 can be written uniquely in the form > a;u; with > a; = 1. A similar result
holds for Q5. One can easily deduce that Q1 x Q)2 is contained in the linear space generated by
(wi,vj)1<i<n—1,1<j<m—1. Furthermore, the following is a basis of this space:

(Ul,vl) (Uz,m) (Unf1,v1) (unflav2) (unflavmfl)-
Hence we have the result. O

Taking both Proposition B.9] Theorem [B.10] and Theorem B.17] into consideration, we
hence make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 3.15. Let a C Clx] and b C Cly] be non-zero ideals, then
Wo U Wy C We.

Moreover, we have
WoU W, =Wy mod Z.
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