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ON THE STRUCTURE OF BRIESKORN LATTICES, II

MORIHIKO SAITO

To the memory of Egbert Brieskorn

ABSTRACT. We give a simple proof of the uniqueness of extensions of good sections for
formal Brieskorn lattices, which can be used in a paper of C. Li, S. Li, and K. Saito for
the proof of convergence in the non-quasihomogeneous polynomial case. Our proof uses an
exponential operator argument as in their paper, although we do not use polyvector fields nor
smooth differential forms. We also present an apparently simpler algorithm for an inductive
calculation of the coefficients of primitive forms in the Brieskorn-Pham polynomial case. In
a previous paper on the structure of Brieskorn lattices, there were some points which were
not yet very clear, and we give some explanations about these, e.g. on the existence and
the uniqueness of primitive forms associated with good sections, where we present some
rather interesting examples. In Appendix we prove the uniqueness up to a nonzero constant
multiple of the higher residue pairings in some formal setting which is different from the
one in the main theorem. This is questioned by D. Shklyarov.

Introduction

Let f: (X,0) — (A,0) be a holomorphic function on a complex manifold, where A is an
open disk with coordinate t. Assume Xj := f~(0) has an isolated singularity at 0. We
have the associated Gauss-Manin system Gy and the Brieskorn lattice Hy' C Gy, where

Gy is a regular holonomic Da g-module on which the action of d; is bijective, and H/' is

a finite submodule over C{t} and also over C{9;'}} (the latter comes from the theory of
microdifferential operators [SKK]), see [Br], [Ph], [ScSt], [Sa3], etc. There is a surjection

pro < Hf = HY' O] HY 2 (1= Q1 fdf A Q% o = Ca}/(0F)).

where (0f) C C{z} is the Jacobian ideal generated by the partial derivatives 0,,f with
x = (zg,...,x,) alocal coordinate system of (X,0), and n := dim X, = dim X — 1.

For a C-linear section oy of pry, set Iy := Imoy. We say that oy is good in this paper if
(01) t]() - ]0 + 815_1[0, ie. tO'O = O'oA() + 815_10'0141 (Ao,Al S End(C(Qf))

Let V be the filtration of Kashiwara |[Ka] and Malgrange [Mal] on G indexed decreasingly
by Q so that the action of 0t — a on Gr{,G; is nilpotent. It induces the filtration V' on
HJZ’ and Q. A good section is called very good in this paper if it is strictly compatible with
V. (It is called good in [Sa3].) In the weighted homogeneous polynomial case, every good
section is very good (see Proposition 3.1 below) although it does not hold in general. The
eigenvalues of A;, which are called the exponents associated with a good section, do not
necessarily coincide with the usual exponents defined as in [St] unless the section is very
good (see Example 4.1 below). Note that A; is not necessarily semisimple in general (see
[Sa3]). This causes a certain problem when we have to take an eigenvector of A; which
generates the Jacobian ring over C{z}. It is needed to construct a primitive form associated
with a good section satisfying the orthogonality condition for the canonical pairing.

The existence of a very good section is proved in [Sa3|] by using Deligne’s canonical
splitting of the mixed Hodge structure [De] (which is applied to the canonical mixed Hodge

structure on the vanishing cohomology [St]) together with the relation with the Brieskorn
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lattice as in [ScSt]. Note that very good sections correspond to opposite filtrations to the
Hodge filtration on the vanishing cohomology which are stable by the action of N :=logT,
where T, is the unipotent part of the monodromy (see [Sa3, Theorem 3.6]). In the weighted
homogeneous polynomial case, N vanishes and the existence of very good sections is trivial
so that we do not need to use the above arguments at all. The orthogonality condition for the
higher residue pairings in [SK1], [SK2] follows from the orthogonality of the corresponding
splitting of the Hodge filtration with respect to the canonical self-pairing of the vanishing
cohomology, since the pairings can be identified with this self-pairing, see [Sa3|]. Using the
extension argument as below, we can get a unique primitive form associated with a very
good section satisfying the orthogonality condition, see Remark 3.7 below. However, the
existence and the uniqueness of the associated primitive form do not hold in general unless
a good section is very good, see Examples 4.3 and 4.4 below.

Let F': Y — A be a deformation of f with Y = X x5, S = A™, and Flxxy = f.
Here we assume that the singular locus C of (F,pr) : Y — A x S is proper over S. Then
the calculation of the Gauss-Manin system and the Brieskorn lattice can be reduced to the
case C'N (X x {0}) = {0} by shrinking S and restricting to an open neighborhood of each
connected component of C. We have the Gauss-Manin system G'r s and the Brieskorn lattice

If{ s C Gpgs, where Gpg is a regular holonomic Da g -module on which the action of 9, is
bijective, and Hy g is a finite submodule over C{¢,s} and also over C{s}{{u}} (see (1.1.1) for
the latter). Here u := 0; ', and s = (s1,...,5,) is the coordinate system of A™ C C™. Let

mg C C{s} := C{sy,...,sn} be the maximal ideal generated by the s;. There is a surjection
prg : ng,s — Hﬁs/ﬁleﬁg = Qpg (1: Q?fé,o/dF A Q@/S,o%

together with the canonical isomorphisms
Grslo= Gy, Hpglo=H, Qpslo=Qy,

where Gpglo == GES/ my Grg, etc. For a C{s}-linear section og of prg, set Is := Imosg.
We say that og is good if

(0.2) tlg C Ig +8[1[S, (‘Lilg C Ig+ 01g.

It is shown by B. Malgrange (see [Ma2|, [Ma3]) that any good section g of pr, can be
uniquely extended to a good C{s}-linear section og of prg by solving Birkhoff’s Riemann-
Hilbert problem in this case, see also [SK2], [He], [Sab], etc. (Here the orthogonality condition
for the higher residue pairings can be reduced easily to the case S = pt.)

We can also consider the formal Gauss-Manin system CA}f and the formal Brieskorn lattice

ITIJZ’ , which are free modules of rank p over C((u)) and C[[u]] respectively (where u = d;').
They can be obtained by taking the u-adic completion of G and H{' as in [Sa2]. There is a
natural projection

ity Y - A J0r Y = 0.
where the last isomorphism follows from the u-adic completion argument.

We also have the formal Gauss-Manin system @Fg and the formal Brieskorn lattice
I;Algg, which are free modules of rank p over C((u))[[s]] and Cl[[u,s]] := Cl[[u, s1,. .., S]]
respectively. There is a natural projection

Brg: Hys— Hi o/ HY g = Qs

where (2, 5 is the mg-adic completion of Qx5 so that Qp 5 1= Qp s ®cs) C[[s]]. We can define
the notion of good sections 7y, 05 in the same way as in the convergent case by using the
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analogues of conditions (0.1) and (0.2) where I is defined by Imay, and Ig is replaced by
Is :=Imog. We have the following.

Theorem 1. Any good C-linear section oo of pr, satisfying (0.1) can be extended uniquely
to a good C[[s]]-linear section 0g of prg satisfying (0.2) with Is replaced by I :=Imog.

In fact, this easily follows from an assertion which is irrelevant to the action of ¢, see
Theorem 1.4 below. Theorem 1 does not seem to be stated explicitly in [LLS], although
it seems to be used there in an essential way for the proof of the coincidence with the
Malgrange’s construction [Ma2], [Ma3|, which gives the convergence of their extensions of
good sections. Here it seems rather difficult to prove directly the convergent version of
Theorem 1 by using the exponential operator argument without using Malgrange’s result in
the convergent case. The advantage of this method seems to be that one can calculate step
by step the coefficients of the Taylor expansion of primitive forms explicitly (see (2.3) below
for a special case). However, it is not very clear how much it is useful for the original purpose
of the primitive form, i.e. the associated period mapping, since the radius of convergence,
for instance, does not seem to be calculated easily. It might be rather difficult to expect it
theoretically since the partial Fourier transformation is used in an essential way.

It seems that Theorem 1 is proved in [LLS|] provided that “uniquely” is replaced by
“canonically” in the statement. In a more recent version of it, they seem to show the
uniqueness statement in terms of primitive forms together with a rather complicated proof
in the weighted homogeneous case. Actually Theorem 1 can be proved more easily as is
shown in the proof of Theorem 1.4 below by using an exponential operator argument given
in [LLS]. However, the latter argument is a rather amazing one for many complex geometers
and their paper is not necessarily easy to read for non-specialists of mathematical physics.
So we present in this paper a possibly simpler proof without using polyvector fields nor C*>
differential forms and by using a hopefully more precise argument than [LLS].

As a corollary of the exponential operator argument, we also present an algorithm for an
inductive calculation of the coefficients of primitive forms for Brieskorn-Pham polynomials,
which seems simpler than the one in [LLS] in case of these polynomials. By using it, we
can calculate the coefficients of the first few terms of the Taylor expansion of the primitive
forms without computers in this case, see (2.3) below. (The argument in this paper cannot
be applied to the situation of [DoSa] where the Brieskorn lattices are stable by 9; ', but the
V-filtration is stable by d;, instead of d; !, in their case.)

In Appendix we prove the uniqueness up to a nonzero constant multiple of the higher
residue pairings in some formal setting which is different from the one in Theorem 1 because
of the difference between C((u))[[s]] and C|[s]]((u)). It is written to answer a question of
Dmytro Shklyarov. This uniqueness does not hold for the formal Gauss-Manin systems as in
Theorem 1 because of the isomorphism in Proposition 1.3 below which is obtained by using
the exponential operator argument. This shows a clear difference between the two kinds of
formal Gauss-Manin systems.

We thank C. Hertling for useful comments about this paper, D. Shklyarov for a good
question which became a source of Appendix, and C. Li for a good question that led us
to a correct formulation of an algorithm for the inductive calculation of the coefficients of
primitive forms. This work is partially supported by Kakenhi 24540039.

In Section 1 we review formal Gauss-Manin systems and Brieskorn lattices, and explain
an exponential operator argument as in [LLS]. In Section 2 we present an algorithm for an
inductive computation of the coefficients of the Taylor expansion of primitive forms in the
Brieskorn-Pham polynomial case, which is apparently simpler in this case than the one in
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[LLS]. In Section 3 we give some remarks related to good sections and very good sections
in the sense of this paper. In Section 4 we present some interesting examples. In Appendix
we show the uniqueness up to a nonzero constant multiple of the higher residue pairings in
some formal setting.

1. Formal Gauss-Manin systems and Brieskorn lattices

In this section we review formal Gauss-Manin systems and Brieskorn lattices, and explain an
exponential operator argument as in [LLS|] without using polyvector fields nor C* differential
forms, but using more precise arguments.

Notation 1.1. Let f: X — A, and F : Y — A be as in the introduction, where Y = X x S
with S = A™. We have the microlocal Gauss-Manin system defined by

Grs:=H"'Chy with Cpy = (Qy/50f{ul}u™"], ud — dFA),
where u = 9; ', and n = dim X — 1. Here Q5 /50{{ul} can be defined by using

QL) Clubul = (o aney e € Cly,ul) | Sy vl 774k < 00 @1 > 0)},
where y = (Yo, - - -, Yn+m) i & local coordinate system of ¥ with y* := [[, ;" and |v| :== >, v;
for v = (1/0, ey Vn-i—m) c Nn—‘,—m-{-l.

The Brieskorn lattice is defined by

Hig:= H™COW" with Cpy" == (95 s0f{ul}, ud — dFA).
These are obtained by the microlocalization of the usual Gauss-Manin systems and Brieskorn
lattices, see [Ph], [Sad], etc. (Note that G s and Hy g are finite free modules of rank . over
C{s}{{u}}[u"] and C{s}{{u}} respectively although it is not used in this paper.)

The action of 9,,, Js, can be defined by using the canonical generator §(¢t — F') which
is not explicitly written in Cpy to simplify the notation (see also [Sad]). More precisely
d(t — F) is a generator of an £-module Cr which is the microlocalization of a D-module Bp,
and the latter is the direct image of Oy by the graph embedding of F' as a D-module. Here
£ is the ring of microdifferential operators (see [SKK]). This generator satisfies the relations

to(t—F)=Foé(t—F),
(1.1.2) 0y,0(t — F) = —(0F/0x;) 0, 0(t — F),
05,0(t — F) = —(0F/0s;) 0, 6(t — F).
Note that the second relation is compatible with the differential ud — dF'A of the complex
Cry (up to the multiplication by u), and the latter can be identified with the relative de

Rham complex DRy,s(Cr) up to a shift of complex. These are compatible with the theory
of Gauss-Manin connections on Brieskorn lattices as in [Gre].

We have the formal Gauss-Manin system defined by
Grs = H""'Cry with Gy = (Q350((u)), ud — dFA),
see also [SaSal, etc. for the case S = pt. It has the formal Brieskorn lattice defined by
Hg:= H"'Cpy" with Ciy" = (3 sllull, ud — dFA).
We also have the bi-formal Gauss-Manin system defined by
Grg=H""Cry with Cpoi= (U o((w)[[s]], ud — dFA),

with [[s]] := [[s1,.. ., s,]], and similarly for " and C\%* with ((w)) replaced by [[u]].

Y
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We can define similarly

~ ~ "
Gf,SH Gf,S7 Gf7§7 Hf S Hf S5 Hf R

by replacing F' with f in the above definitions, where f is viewed as a trivial deformation.
We also have G 75 fljﬁ’ by replacing €23, ¢ , with Q% ; in the definition of @fvs, }A[jﬁ’ g. There
are canonical isomorphisms

(1.1.3) Grslo=Gr. Hlg, = Hf,

and similar isomorphisms with F' replaced by f. Here we set for any C[[s]]-module N
(1.1.4) N|0 = N/moN =N Ac|[s]] C,
where mg is the maximal ideal of C[[s]]. We also have a canonical injection
(1.1.5) Gy G g
There are natural isomorphisms

Qpg=Hyo/0  Hys Q5=Ho/07 Hs, Q= Hf /07 H,

where €25, €y are as in the introduction, and Q;g = Q[[s]]. We have the canonical
isomorphisms

(1.1.6) Qpsl, =, Q5l, =9

Proposition 1.2. With the above notation, @Fg and flfgg are finite free modules of rank p

over C((u))[[s]] and Cl[u,s]] = Cl[u, $1, ..., sm|] respectively, where p is the Milnor number
of f. We have a similar assertion with I replaced by f.

Proof. 1t is enough to show the assertion for F' since the assertion for f is the special case
of a trivial deformation.

Let U* be the mp-adic filtration on Cy.y, CI;,?’ ie.

kE e kE e
U CF,Y - mo CF,Y’ etC.

Then @:? is the myp-adic completion of @:Y so that

(1.2.1) Cro = 1; "o /mE Crp _1%11@:,Y/m'g Cry-

Moreover the filtration U induces a strict filtration on the complexes, and the induced
filtration U on the cohomology groups coincides with the my-adic filtration on these C[[s]]-
modules so that

(122) GF,./S‘\ = l%n §F7§/mg @F,S‘\ = l%n §F7s/mg @F,S7

(and a similar assertion holds for the corresponding Brieskorn lattices). These are shown
by an argument similar to [Sal], [Sa2] using the acyclicity of the complexes Grf, @;X except
for the highest degree together with the Mittag-Leffler condition [Gro]. Here the acyclicity
follows from the canonical isomorphisms

(1.2.3) GrY,Cpy ®c Grf, C[[s]] — G, .y

Taking the cohomology of the last isomorphism and using the strictness of the filtration
U, we then get the isomorphisms

(1.2.4) Gr),Gr.s ®c G}, C[[s]] = Gr}, Grs (= G}, Gpog).
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This implies that §F§ is free of rank u over C((u))[[s]] since Grg@qs =G 7 is free of rank g

over C((u)). The argument is similar for }AII;’ - This finishes the proof of Proposition 1.2.

Proposition 1.3 (compare to [LLS|). We have the exponential operator

~

(1.3.1) V=D G g = G,
which is an isomorphism of finite free C((u))][[s]]-modules with inverse given by
(1.3.2) $ = U-F)u éF,g — @f’g.
Moreover, these are compatible with the actions of t and O, .

Proof. Since F'— f € myOyg, we can verify that ¥ and ® induce C((u))][s]]-linear morphisms

between the complexes éF? and é}?,
are compatible with the actions of ¢ and 0, which are defined by using (1.1.2). (For t, set
v := u~! = 9, which gives the Fourier transform of ¢, i.e. ¢ is identified with —0,.) This

finishes the proof of Proposition 1.3.

and these are inverse of each other. Moreover they

Theorem 1.4. Let 05 : Qpg — }AIJZ§ be a C|[s]]-linear section of the canonical projection
Prs: f[lfjg — Q5 satisfying the condition

(1.4.1) 051 C Ig+u™'Ig with Ig:=Imog.

Such a section of py g is uniquely determined by Iy := Ig}o C @f so that

(1.4.2) I = H} o0 (e(Lofu)[[s]).

Proof. By the isomorphism (1.3.1), the assertion is equivalent to
(1.4.3) ®(I5) = ®(Hys) N e(Lu " )[s]] in G, g

We will show the inclusion C together with the assertion that the right-hand side of (1.4.3)
is isomorphic to (€ F§) by the projection ®(pp ) so that it also gives a section of ®(pp g).

By Propositions 1.2 and 1.3, f]}fjg and @(f[gg) are free C[[u, s|]-submodules of @Fg and

~

G 1 respectively with rank p. We have moreover

~

(1.4.4) mg O(H,! 5) = ®(Hy 5) Nm Gy 5,

i.e. the inclusion <I>(}AII;’ 3) < @f g is strictly compatible with the my-adic filtration. This
follows from the injective morphism of short exact sequences

0 — mEQ(H!) — ®(H!Y) — SH!)/mEO(H) — 0
N N N
0 — mISGﬁg — Gﬁg — Gﬁg/mng’g — 0

Here the injectivity of the last vertical morphism is reduced to the case k& = 1 by using
the graded quotients Gr{; of the my-adic filtration U together with isomorphisms similar to
(1.2.4) (which hold also for ®(H} ;) since it is a finite free C[[u, s]]-module).

Using again the graded quotients Gr{l together with (1.4.4) and isomorphism similar to
(1.2.4), we then get

~

(1.4.5) G

5 =O(H ) @ (u™ Io[u])[[s],

)
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since
Gy =Hf @u ' Llu™"] and @(H}g)/me®(H, ;) = Hy.

By (1.4.5) we get the isomorphism between the right-hand side of (1.4.3) and ®( F,§)'

It now remains to show
(1.4.6) D(I5) C o(Lo[u"])[[s])-
But this follows immediately from condition (1.4.1). In fact, @f’g is identified with G l[s]] so

that any element of @f’ g has a Taylor expansion in s, and moreover, the above identification
and ¢ are compatible with the iterated actions of the d;, and also with the restriction to
s = 0. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Remarks 1.5. (i) Formal Gauss-Manin systems and formal Brieskorn lattices are treated
also in |[LLS|] where the use of polyvector fields does not seem to be quite essential for them.

(ii) The commutativity of the projective limit and the cohomology does not seem to be
explained in [LLS]. Here the Mittag-Leffler condition as in [Gro|] is usually needed. This
point is not completely trivial even if we have the acyclicity of the complex except for the
top degree. For instance, it is not quite clear whether any surjective morphism of projective
systems induces a surjective morphism by passing to the projective limit, unless we know
that the Mittag-Leffler condition is satisfied for the projective system defined by the kernel,
see [Gro]. This might be applied to the surjection from the top term of the complex to the
cohomology, where the strictness of the last differential is related.

(iii) The construction in [LLS] is slightly different from the one in earlier papers [SK1],
[SK2], where the deformation F' of f was defined over a space of dimension u — 1, instead
of u, and the value of F' together with the natural projection is used in order to define
a morphism to a space S of dimension p. Note also that one gets a formal Gauss-Manin
system of p + 1 variables in [LLS|, where the relative critical locus C is finite and flat over
S, although the image of C' in S is the discriminant locus in [SK1], [SK2|, since F is used
for the morphism to S.

(iv) It seems to be quite difficult to prove the convergent version of Theorem 1. Even
in case f = 2% + y® with 1/a + 1/b < 1/2, for instance, the convergence of the image of a
monomial in z,y by ¥ seems to be quite non-trivial. (Note that, even if we get a divergent
power series by this, it does not contradict the result of Malgrange since the procedure of
extending good sections is not so simple.) Here the calculation seems easier for ®. It may be
possible to show the convergence in s for each fixed degree part for the variable u provided
that we take a standard representative of the versal deformation of f (ie. F'= f+ >, g;si
with g; monomial generators of the Jacobian ring).

(v) Tt does not seem to be very clear what kind of argument is used for the proof of
the coincidence of the new construction of the higher residue pairings in [LLS] with the old
one. It could be shown, for instance, by using the uniqueness (up to a constant multiple)
of the pairing in the versal unfolding case by generalizing an argument in [Sa3l 2.7] about
the duality of simple holonomic £-modules to the £-module case and using the compatibility
with the base change by {0} — S for the one variable case. Here it does not seem easy
to conclude it only by using the coincidence after taking the graded quotients of the Hodge
filtration, since an automorphism of a filtered Gauss-Manin system of one variable is not
necessarily the identity even if it induces the identity by taking the graded quotients. (Note
that a non-degenerate pairing can be identified with an isomorphism with the dual up to
a shift of filtration. If there are two non-degenerate pairings, then we can compose one
isomorphism with the inverse of the other so that we get an automorphism.)
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(vi) If polyvector fields are used in the theory of primitive forms as in [LLS], one may
have to divide a representative of a primitive form by a holomorphic relative differential
form of the highest degree €2,5 in order to get a representative in the polyvector fields. In
this case one might get a “primitive function” rather than a primitive form (and this may
be more natural for the product structure). In the simple singularity case, it is a constant
function, and this seems always possible provided that one can take the relative differential
form €z,5 to be the primitive form in the usual sense.

2. Some explicit calculations

In this section we present an algorithm for an inductive computation of the coefficients of
the Taylor expansion of primitive forms in the Brieskorn-Pham polynomial case, which is
apparently simpler in this case than the one in [LLS].

2.1. Primitive forms. In the notation of the introduction, assume F' is a miniversal
deformation of f as in [LLS] so that

dim S = p (:=dim Ox/(9f)).
Let og : Qy < H{' be a good section of pry : Hi' — Qf in (0.1) satisfying

(2.1.1) Sk (w,w) € Cu™™  for w,w € Imoy.

Here u := 0; !, and we denote in this paper the higher residue pairings by
(2.1.2) Sk G x Gy — K = C{ul}u"].

Note that

(2.1.3) Sk(w,w') € C{{uffu™*! for any w,w’ € Hy'.

This implies a rather strong restriction on Hy'.

By Malgrange’s theory on Birkhoff’s Riemann-Hilbert problem (see [Ma2], [Ma3]), any
good section ag of pry : HY — H}’/@{lH]ﬁ’ = Qs in (0.1) can be uniquely extended to a good
C{s}-linear section

g : QF,S — Hlé{,S
of

Prg : H}%S%)H}%S/a;IH}/{S = QF75,

as is explained in the introduction. Moreover the good section og is uniquely lifted to a
C-linear morphism

O'g (Qp = HIQ' S5
so that
(2.1.4) Imoy CImog, 08,,(Imoy) C &, (Imog).

In fact, the second condition of (0.2) in the introduction implies an integrable connection
on Qg (by considering the action of dy; on Is mod 9,/g), and oy is defined by using the
flat sections of this connection so that only the component of the second term ;g in the
second condition of (0.2) remains (see [SK1], [SK2]). Thus the second condition of (2.1.4)
holds. Here (2.1.1) is also extended to the case of o§. Note that, by the uniqueness of the
extension in Theorem 1.4, these constructions are compatible with the formal completion
and we have similarly ag, etc.

Assume there is (, € Q; which is an eigenvector of A; in (0.1), and generates 2; over
C{z}. Set B
C(] = UO(CO) c H}/
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In the weighted homogeneous polynomial case, we have up to a nonzero constant multiple
(215) C() = [dl’o VANREIEWAY dl’n],

where o, ..., x, are coordinates such that >, w;x;0,, f = f with w; € Q. (This follows
from Proposition 3.1 below.)

The primitive form (g associated with oy and ¢, is then defined by
(s =03 () € Hyg.
Similarly the formal primitive form (g associated with oy and (, is defined by
(g = 05@0) = Hg,g
The latter coincides with the image of (s in }AII;’ 3 by Theorem 1.4 together with a remark

after (2.1.4).

2.2. Relation with the exponential operators ¥ and ®. In the notation of (2.1) and
Proposition 1.3, the formal primitive form (g is the unique element of HI;’ 3 satisfying

(2.2.1) ®(¢g) = 1(o) mod L(u_llo[u_l])[[s]],

where Iy := Im oy, u := 0; !, and ¢ is as in (1.1.5). In fact, the uniqueness of (g follows from
the direct sum decomposition (1.4.5), and (2.2.1) holds since

(I)(CS‘\)‘O = CS‘\‘O = COv aSJ(I)(C§> = ®(883C§) E L(u_llo[u_l]) [[SH7
where the last assertion follows from the proof of Theorem 1.4 together with the second
condition of (2.1.4).

This characterization of formal primitive forms is compatible with the construction in
[LLS], since (2.2.1) is equivalent to

(2.2.2) (e ="((¢o)) mod W(e(u " Lo[u"])[[s]]).

2.3. Case of Brieskorn-Pham polynomials. Assume

f=2" (m > 2),
i.e. f is a Brieskorn-Pham polynomial. In this case we can calculate the first few terms of
the coefficients of the Taylor expansion of (g without using a computer program as follows.
Set
I:= N NI, [0,m; — 2],

so that

#I' = [Tiey (mi — 1) = .
We have the natural coordinates s, of S = CH for v = (11,...,1,,) € I'. We may assume
(2.3.1) F=f+3 s with g, =a":=][a (vel).

Moreover we have the canonical good section oy such that

Iy (:=TImog) = > r Clgwo] C HY with  wy:=dxgA--- Adxy.

In the Brieskorn-Pham polynomial case we have for any v = (v, ...,1,) € N

1
(2.3.2) 0y [17wg) = LML

[ Vl'i_miWQ] if v; 2 m; — 1.
m;
This implies

(2.3.3) [#"wo] = 0 in Hf if v;4+1 € mN for some 1.
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(These become more complicated in the general weighted homogeneous polynomial case.)

Let (s be the image of (g in Hﬁs/m’g“HﬁS, where mg is the maximal ideal of Ogy,
and k is a positive integer (which may be determined by the computational ability). Set

Ay ={a=(a,) eN"|]a| <k} with |a|:=3 a.
For a = (a,) € N, define
p(a) = (p(a)(]a s 7p(a>n) S Nn+1 by p(a)l = ZVGF ViQy,
so that
H g = H gV = xp(a) —. P

Define further

q(a) = (q(a)o, .- r(a)n), r(a) = (r(a)o,...,r(a),) in N""!
by the condition

pla); = q(a);m; +r(a); with 0<r(a); <m; (Vie|[0,n]).

In particular, we have

(2.3.4) q(a); = V’(“)"J.

m;

(Note that |a] := max{k € Z | k < a} for « € R.) Set
€a = 2imod(a)i — lal,

and
Ay ={a€Ay|e 20, r(a) el}.
Note that the last condition r(a) € I" is equivalent to that r(a); # m; — 1 (Vi).
Using the characterization of (g in (2.2.1), we then get the following Taylor expansion

in s by increasing induction on |v| := Z v, < k:
(235) CSk = Z Ca O gr(a S wo] c Hﬁs/mo-i_lHFS,
acAj

with ¢, € C, 5% := [[, - $2, and g,(s) = 2”@ by definition. Here [}, for n € Q;‘,J/r; denotes

k—i—l)

its class in Hp g (mod mg™"). For w € Q}Tol, its class in H is simply denoted by [w]. We

have
[Syn]F = Sy[n]Fa
since the differential of the Gauss-Manin complex is Og-linear. Note, however, that
[s"w]p # " w]  (Le., [w]p# w]) for weQy.
In fact, they belong to different groups Hy g and Hy'g or Hf'. (This is related with a question
of C. Li. It is a source of an error in a previous version where the formula was too much
simplified.)
By the characterization (2.2.1) the summation in (2.3.5) is actually taken over
vi={aec Ay | 9" g0] & 0 Lo[D]}.
In the Brieskorn-Pham polynomial case we have
(2.3.6) 0" [g%wo) & 010[0)] = 0)"'[g%wo] € H}' \ {0},
by (2.3.2) and (2.3.3). Using the last two formulas again, we then get
A/ o A//
k T ko
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together with the Taylor expansion (2.3.5) inductively.

The coefficients ¢, for a € A are inductively determined by comparing the coefficients
of both sides of (2.2.1). Since

(2-3.7) e(f_F)at — 6_ ZVGF ngVat — HVEF 6—91/81/3,5’
we get by using (2.3.2)

(238) Cp = — Z ((_1)(1—{; (a g)b)' ﬁ q(la_lb)i T’(b)z ‘l’p(& — b)z — k:zmz +1 )7

m;
0o<b<a

with

Here |*] is as in a remark after (2.3.4), (a —b)! := [, cr(a, —b,)!, and we have by definition
b<a < b,<a, (Vvel), and b<a <= b<a and b#a.

2.4. Example. Assume f = 2] + 23 and k = 6. Then the s* =[] s% for a € A4} \ {0} are

(2.4.1) 3?5,1)7 3(4,1)5%5,1)7 3?5,1)7 3(4,1)5?5,1)7 3%4,1)5?5,1)7 5(371)5?5,1)-

The corresponding g,(q) = 27 in (2.3.5) are respectively

2
(2.4.2) r, 1, =y, =z, 1, 1,
and we have e, = 0 for a € A} in this case. We denote the corresponding coefficients ¢, by
(2.4.3) C(l), ce ,C(G).
Using (2.3.8), we first get
_ 1,92 _ 1
1) = 31’723 = 729
oy — L. 8 2
(2) = 21’723 = 7230
and then verify that c),. .., c@) are respectively equal to
_1.241710:34 1 1 103 _ 1722 5 _ 68415 _ _ 53
6! 74.32 31 72 72.3 74.32 74.3 74.32 74.32
~1.2316:9-24 4 1 1 92 4 1, 22 9.2 _ _ 2324 +3 4 22 __ —368+4454+20 __ _ 101
5107 7132 2172 723 T332y T T 73 T A T 73 T T o7i53 . 7igo
_ 1 221584 4 1.1 8 1 22 8 _ 11522, 22 |, o' _ (55434422 95
4121’ 7432 2'72 723 T 21’723 2y T T A3z T ya3 ToAgr T T 7a? - T3
_1,221584 , 1 1, 8 _ —M—I—i _ (=2243)22 _ 19-22
51 7432 2172723 7432 T 713 7432 7432

The conclusion agrees with a calculation in [LLS] using a different algorithm together with
a computer program.

3. Good sections and very good sections

In this section we give some remarks related to good sections and very good sections in the
sense of this paper.

Proposition 3.1. In the notation of the introduction, any good section of pr, is very good,
if fis a weighted homogeneous polynomial.

Proof. By definition (see (1.1.2)), Ap in (0.1) is identified with the action of f on the Jacobian
ring C{z}/(0f), and it vanishes in the weighted homogeneous case. Hence the image of the
section is stable by the action of 0;t which is identified with A;. So the assertion follows.



12 M. SAITO

The following proposition implies a formula for the dimension of the parameter space
of very good sections satisfying the orthogonality condition for the self-duality in the case
N =0 (including the weighted homogeneous polynomial case), see Corollary (3.3) below.
Proposition 3.2. Let H be a finite dimensional C-vector space with a finite filtration F.
Let S be a self-pairing of H such that S(FPH, F1H) =0 for p+q =m+ 1, and the induced
pairing of Gr'lnH and GrL.H is non-degenerate for p+q = m, where m € Z is a fived number.
Assume S is (—=1)™-symmetric, i.e. S(u,v) = (=1)™S(v,u). Set e, := dim Gr.H. Then
splittings H = @, G* of the filtration F (i.e. F*H = D>y G*) satisfying the condition
S(GP,G9) =0 (p+ q#m) are parametrized by CUHIS) qyith

(3.2.1) d(H,F,S) = > p<q<m—p €r€a T D pcmya (7) 1 if m is even,
Zp<q<m—p €p€q + Zp<m/2 (e”; ) if m is odd.

Proof. Let S denote the induced pairing of G, H x Gr, " H. We have e, = e,,_, since S is
non-degenerate. Take bases (Tp;)icf1.e,] of Gr'lpH (p € Z) satisfying

S(@p,b@m—p,j) =¢&p 62’,]’ with Ep = :i:l,

where 6; ; = 1 if i = j, and 0 otherwise. Since S(u,v) is (—1)"-symmetric, we have

(3.2.2) gp = (—1)"ep_p.
We can lift v,,; to v,; € FPH C H so that
(3.2.3) S(Up.is Vg i) = €pOpm—qdij (With €, as above).

This will be shown in Lemma 3.4 below. (In the case of polarized Hodge structures as in
the case of Corollary (3.3) below, this easily follows from the Hodge decomposition.)

Set
I:={(pi)eZ’|ic[le)},
where [1,¢,] =0 if e, = 0. Set
J = {((p,9),(¢,5)) € I* | p<q} C I".
Then any splitting of the filtration F' is expressed by
(0. a)) € T,
since it defines a lift w,; € FPH of v,,; € Gr.H for each (p,i) by
Wp,i i= Upi + Z(q,j)eL >p Owi).(0.4) Vo, € F'H,

which is the image of 7, ; by the splitting of the canonical surjection

FPH — Gri.H.
Note that the ambiguity of the splitting is given by the vector space
(3.2.4) Hom(Grh.H, FPT H),

and its dimension is y __ eye, for each p.

q>p
The orthogonality condition of the splitting for the pairing S is given by the relations

S(wyi,wez) =0 for ((p,i),(q,7)) € R,
with
R {{((p,i),(q,j)) e’ |p+qg<m, (pi) <
- ), (@ 9) € Pl p+g<m, (pd) < (g,5)} if misodd.
]
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By (3.2.3) we have

0 it p+q¢>m,
S(U)p’i, wf]yj) = 5 f o
€p0ij W ptqg=m,
and S(wp;, w,;) for p+ ¢ < m is given by
S(wp,i, Wq) = €m—q 0(p.i).(m-q.0) + €p O(g.5).(m—p.i)
+ 2wy, per<m—q & 00.0),) O(ag),(m—r.p):
Here note that we have by (3.2.2)

(3.2.5)

(3.2.6) Em—q +€p # 0 in the case where (p,7) = (¢,7) and m is even.
Consider the map

We say that 0.(p.),(0.5)) = Op,i),(m—q,j) 15 the depending parameter of the relation

S(wp,iwq;) =0 for ((p,i),(q, 7)) € R.

By (3.2.5), 0p4),(m—q.;) appears in S(wy;,wy ;) as a linear term with a nonzero coefficient,
where (3.2.6) is used in the case (p,i) = (¢,j) and m is even. Moreover 6y i) (m—q ;")
appearing in the relation S(w,;, w, ;) = 0 must satisfy the inequality
P+d=p+tq
(In fact, (p,4") must coincide with (p,i) or (g, 7), and the inequality follows from (3.2.5).)
This implies that 0y, (m—q,;) does not appear in the relations
S(wy i, wyr ) with p'+4¢" >p+q.

We can now prove by induction on p+¢ and using (3.2.5) that the values of the depending
parameters are given as polynomials of the remaining parameters

0wy With  ((p,1), (g, 7)) € T\ Y(R),
which are called independent parameters. Thus splittings of the filtration F, which are

orthogonal to each other with respect to the pairing S, are parametrized by
CI/\W (R

Moreover we have
d(H, F,S) = #(J \ 1(R)).

So the assertion follows.

Corollary 3.3 Let f : (X,0) — (A,0) be as in the introduction. Let n = dim X,. Assume
the Milnor monodromy is semisimple. Let n, be the multiplicity of the exponents of f for
a € Qn(0,n) as is defined in [St]. Then very good sections of pr, in the introduction are
parametrized by C with d; = 2 =1, im0 Ara and

(Zp<q<n+1_p Mg + iy (3) if A=1 and n is odd,
D p<g<niiop Wlq T D pc(ninya ("7’;1) if A=1 and n is even.
dpx = D pcqen—p Wralara T 2pens (") if A= —1 and n is even,
> p<q<n—p Wptallgra + D pcn s ("re ) if A=—1 and n is odd.
(D p<q Mptallgta if |[Al=1 and Im\ >0,

where p,q € Z, and X\ = ¢*™* with o € [0, 3].
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Proof. By [St] there is a canonical mixed Hodge structure on the vanishing cohomology

H"™(Fyp,C), where Fy is the Milnor fiber of f around 0 € X, and the Hodge filtration F' is

compatible with the direct sum decomposition by the eigenvalues of the monodromy T’
H"(Fyo,C) = @AEC* H.

Moreover there are canonical non-degenerate pairings of mixed Hodge structures

(331) SIH¢1®H¢1 —)C(—TL), SIH1®H1 —)C(—?’L—l),
where Hy; = @/\7&1 H,, and these are compatible with the action of the monodromy T, i.e.
(3.3.2) S(Tu, Tv) = S(u,v).

So the assumption on S in Proposition 3.2 is satisfied for H,, and H; with m =n and n+1
respectively. The multiplicities n, of the Steenbrink exponents can be defined by

(3.3.3) N :=dim Gr%. Hy, with p=[a], A = "™,
where we use the symmetry of the exponents in [St] i.e.
(3.3.4) ne=ng if a+pf=n+1

For A = =£1, the assertion of Corollary (3.3) then follows from Proposition 3.2. If
A # £1, we get the assertion by using the remark around (3.2.4) together with the duality
isomorphism

(3.3.5) (Hy, Fln]) = D(Hy, F) := Home ((H,, F),C),

which follows from the first non-degenerate pairing in (3.3.1). (In fact, the latter implies
that any splitting of F' on H) determines uniquely its dual splitting of F' on Hy by using the
orthogonality condition with respect to S.) This finishes the proof of Corollary (3.3).

Lemma 3.4 With the notation in the proof of Proposition 3.2, the U,,; can be lifted to
vpi € FPH so that (3.2.3) holds.

Proof. We show the assertion by induction on
max{p | Gr. H # 0} — min{p | Gi%. H # 0}.
Set a := min{p | Gr. H # 0}, b := max{p | Gr%.H # 0}, and
H' = F*"'H/F°H.

Let S” be the induced pairing on H'. By inductive hypothesis, 7, ; for p € [a +1,b — 1] can
be lifted to v}, ; € FPH' C H' so that

S (Ui Vg5) = €p Opm—q 01y (P, q € [a+1,b—1]).
We can lift 7,; to v,; € H by induction on ¢ so that
S(Vai,vayj) =0 (4,5 € [1,eq]).
Note that v ; is identified with v,; € F bH = Gr%H , and we have
S(VaiisVyj) = S(Wais Vo j) = €a i -

Then we can lift v} ; to v,; € FPH for p € [a+1,b— 1] so that

S(Vpisaj) =0 (p€la+1,b—1]).
Here we have

S(Vp,i,Vg5) = S'(V, 5,05 ;) = €pOpm—q iy (p,q € [a+1,0—1]).

So (3.2.3) follows (since S(vp,;, vp,;) = 0 for p > a). This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.4.
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Remark 3.5. In the weighted homogeneous polynomial case, it seems that the formula in
Corollary (3.3) is essentially equivalent to a formula for the parameter space of primitive
forms in [LLS|]. (Its verification is left to the reader.) Condition (3.2.3) does not seem to
be absolutely necessary for the argument in the proof of Proposition 3.2, since it seems to
be enough to assume (3.2.3) for p + ¢ > m (which trivially holds) although (3.2.5) becomes
more complicated without assuming condition (3.2.3) for p + ¢ < m, see also [LLS]. Note,
however, that the parameter space does not necessarily coincide with the origin in the case
it is 0-dimensional, since it would imply (3.2.3) also for p + ¢ < m.

Remark 3.6. We have in general

(3.6.1) Vet {Y = Vel Gy,

where a, is the maximal exponent. In fact, setting FPH := 0, PH! we have
(3.6.2) GripyGriH =0 for o> a,+p,

(in particular, for & > o, — 1 and p < —1).

Remark 3.7. It is known that the minimal exponent «; in the usual sense (i.e. as is defined
in (3.3.3)) has multiplicity 1, and moreover V=*1Q; C Q; is identified with the maximal ideal
of the Jacobian ring C{z}/(0f), see |[DiSal 4.11] (and also [Sad], Remark 3.11). Here the
theories of mixed Hodge modules [Sal] and microlocal b-functions [Sab| are used. We need
the commutativity of taking the graded quotients Grh., Gr{, and the cohomology functor
H™™! in an essential way, since there is no canonical Ox-module structure if one takes the
cohomology functor first. (In case ay < 1, the assertion may also follow from [Va].)

The above assertion implies that there is a unique primitive form associated with any
very good section (in the sense of this paper) satisfying the orthogonality condition for
the higher residue pairings (which follows from the orthogonality condition as in [Sa3),
Lemma 2.8]). However, A; in (0.1) is not necessarily semisimple as is seen in Example 4.2
below, and there is not always a primitive form associated with any good section satistying
the orthogonality condition unless the section is very good, see Example 4.3 below. We
also have a problem about the uniqueness of the associated primitive form, see Example 4.4
below. If we assume that the eigenvalue of the Euler vector field is the minimal exponent,
then this may make the existence of the associated primitive form more difficult in general.

4. Examples.

In this section we present some interesting examples.

Example 4.1. If f is not a weighted homogeneous polynomial, it may be possible that
there is a good section of pr, which is not very good, see [Sa3|]. For instance, consider the
case

f=a" 4+’ + 2722 (1/a+1/b< 1/2),
where we have a good section such that the eigenvalues of A; in (0.1) are

(4.1.1) oy =+ 1, o =a, -1 ap = (k€2 p—1]).

Here oy < -+ < «, are the exponents of f as is defined in [St] (see also (3.3.3) above), which
can be expressed in this case by

(41.2) Dopt™ = Zo<i<a,0<j<b el
with g = (a —1)(b—1). (Note that o] < o, does not hold for i =1 and p — 1.)
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To show (4.1.1), set
(4.1.3) R:=C{o/'}}, K:=C{o, }o.

Put

w®) = 2Ly e A dy.
By using (1.1.2) restricted to X x {0}, we get
t[w®] — o09) 91 D] = (09) [ (Fa=2+0=2)) 4y oy,
(4.1.4) g y g
with o) = deg, w®) =ila+5/b, ) eC.

These imply that we have free generators vi, (k € [1, u]) of the Gauss-Manin system Gy over
K satisfying

(4.1.5) 8tt Vg = QpUk (k‘ € [1,,u]),
and we have the following free generators of the Brieskorn lattice H}' over R :
(4.1.6) v +edw,, v (ke(2,p]) with eeC.

More precisely the above calculation implies that

where k is determined by (i,7) € [1,a—1] x [1,b— 1] with condition i/a+ j/b = ay, satisfied.
Here V is the filtration of Kashiwara and Malgrange on the Gauss-Manin system G as in
the introduction. This is closely related with the modified degree deg, w9) defined above,
and we have

(4.1.8) deg o w™ < max{a € Q|[w] € V*H['},
where the equality holds if (,j) € [1,a — 1] x [1,b — 1]. In fact, we have by [Sa2]
Crrw®) £ 0 for (i,5) € [1,a—1] x [1,b— 1] with oy :=i/a + j/b.

(Here we can also use the p-constant deformation f, = 2%+ y°+s2%2%y"~2 (s € A*) together
with the graded quotients of the decreasing filtration defined by deg,, w > « for w € 0%.)

Take a good section whose image is spanned by

1

(4.1.9) vy =0 oy, v, = o + O vy, vy =g (k€ 2,0 —1]),

where e € C* is as above. Then the eigenvalues of the associated A; are as in (4.1.1).

Note that the image of UL = %vl + 0; v, in the Jacobian ring modulo the maximal ideal
does not vanish (i.e., it generates the Jacobian ring over it), and the other images vanish,
where Q% is trivialized by dx A dy. So r in [SKI], [SK2] seems to be o], = a,, — 1 (instead
of ay) which may be bigger than as in general. It will be shown in Examples 4.3 and 4.4
below that this can cause serious problems related with the existence and the uniqueness of
the associated primitive form.

Example 4.2. It is not very difficult to construct an abstract example of a Brieskorn lattice
H{ with a good section such that A; in (0.1) is non-semi-simple. (The following argument
seems to be easier than the one in [Sa3], Remark after 3.10, where it seems rather difficult
to determine the structure of the Brieskorn lattice for geometric examples.)

Let (H', F) be the underlying filtered C-vector space of a mixed R-Hodge structure
endowed with the self-duality pairing S, an automorphism 7 of finite order, and a nilpotent
endomorphism N of type (—1, —1), satisfying the usual conditions

S(Tyu, Tsw) = S(u,v), S(Nu,v)+ S(u, Nv) =0, TN = NT,.
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We have the eigenvalue decomposition (H', F') = @, (H}, F') by the action of T;. Assume
for simplicity

(H',F) = (H),F) ® (H5, I),
for some A # 1,—1. Then (Hg, F) is the dual of (H}, F)) up to a shift of filtration by S.
Assume further

1 ifp=1 2 if p=1,
(4.2.1) dim Grh.H, =< 2 if p=2, dim Gri, Hfy = ¢ 1 if p =2,
0 otherwise, 0 otherwise,

together with the non-vanishing (i.e. the surjectivity and the injectivity) of the morphisms
N : GryHy — GrpH), N : GrpHy — GrpHs.

Then we have a splitting of the short exact sequence

(4.2.2) 0 — Gr3H) — H}, — Grp.H — 0,

such that the image of GrpH} in Hj by the splitting is contained in Ker N, but does not

coincide with Im N. For H/X’ we take the dual splitting by using S. We will show that this

splitting leads to an example of a good section of an abstract Brieskorn lattice GG }(0) such
that A; is non-semisimple.

By the above decompositions of H’, we have a decomposition of regular holonomic
Dg,p-modules
(4.2.3) G' =G\ DG

Here G’ is actually defined by the above isomorphism, and G, G/X are unique regular holo-
nomic Dgo-modules of rank 3 over K together with isomorphisms

(4.2.4) Grytal = HYy, Gy thGL = HE,

in a compatible way with the actions of 9t — 8 — k, 0it — 8/ — k, and (2mi)"* N, where

B,8 € QN (1,2) with A\ = e 2™ X = ¢ 2™ and the action of 9; ' is used for the above
(0
by

(4.2.5) GGy = FPrHy, Gy tPGEY = FPPHL (Wp € ),

identification. Then there are unique R-submodules G //\(O), ) of G, G satisfying

where R, K are as in (4.1.3). Moreover G :\(0) has free generators ey, es, e3 over R satisfying
(426) (8tt — ﬁ) €1 = &5 €3, (8tt — ﬁ) €y = 0, (&gt — ﬁ — 1) €3 — 0.
(In fact, this follows from the vanishing of Gr{,G //\(0) fora # 5,6+ 1.)

The above choice of the splitting of (4.2.2) then gives free generators €1, €5, €3 of G ;\(0)
over R defined by

5 P S -1
(427) € = €y, €9 1= €9, €3 ‘= €3 — c@t €9,

where ¢ € C*. Then we have

(428) (0tt — 6) 51 = 8t 53 -+ ng, (0tt — 6) ’52 = 0, (8tt — 5 — 1)53 = 0.

So the action of ¢ on the generators €1, €3, €3 is expressed as in (0.1) by using the matrices
0 00 6 0 0
1 00 0 0 g+1

and A; is non-semi-simple.
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Example 4.3. It seems rather complicated to construct an example as in Example 4.2
above in a geometric way, and we need some more calculations as follows. Here the Thom-
Sebastiani type theorem as in [ScSt] seems quite useful. For instance, set

f=g+h with g=2"+y*+2%° h=2"+w"+ 2"
Let Gy, Hjﬁ’ denote the Gauss-Manin system and the Brieskorn lattice associated to f, and

similarly with f replaced by g, h. Let a¢; be the exponents of f, and similarly for ay;, ap;.
Then H has a basis u; over R (with R as in (4.1.3)) satisfying

8tu14 1f’L:1,
4.3.1 — ; =
(43.1) (011 — 01 ) {O .

where p, = 14, and we assume oy ; < og;41. In this case the ay; are given by
2211 %90 — t1/2 +t4 753/2 + 22:1 t1/2+k/10 + Zi:l t1/2+k/3'

In fact, this equality together with the non-triviality of the action of N on H_; follows from
a result in [St] for functions with non-degenerate Newton boundary. Then (4.3.1) follows
from [ScSt] together with Remark 3.6, since

(4.3.2) Qgu, — Qg1 = 1.

As for HJ', we have a basis (vq,...,v9) of G}, over K and free generators vj, ..., v, of
H} over R satisfying (4.1.5) and (4.1.9) as in Example 4.1, where u; = 20, and R, K are as
in (4.1.3). We will denote o, o’ in (4.1.1) by ay, j, a, ; here.

We can actually take any h in Example 4.1 satisfying the following condition:

(4.3.3) Qgi+ap; =g, +ap, —2 forsome i,j > 2,

where g may be replaced by 2 4 y¥ + 2%y with 1/a’ +1/b' < 1/2. In the case of the above
g and h, condition (4.3.3) holds for (i,7) = (2,2) as is shown later.
By the Thom-Sebastiani type theorem as in [ScSt], there are canonical isomorphisms
(4.3.4) Gr=Gyox Gy, H =H, ®rH),
such that the action of ¢ on the left-hand side is identified with t®id+id®t on the right-hand
side. Let w; ; and wj ; be respectively the element of Gy corresponding to u; ® v; and u; ® v;
in G, ®x G, under the isomorphism (4.3.4). Set
Gy =G @655 C Gy
with )
AT K w00 @ K wao ® K wig 0,
G/f,; = Kwi @ Kwizig® Kwian,
where A = exp(—27i(2/15)), and 5 = 17/15 in the notation of Example 4.2. In fact, we have
Qg1 = 15/30, Qg o = 18/30, Qg 13 = 42/30, Qg 14 = 45/30,
Oéh71 = 11/30, Oéh72 = 16/30, Oéh719 = 44/30, Oéh720 = 49/30,

hence
Q190 = 32/15, Qg9 = 17/15, 0414’20 = 47/15,
Q11 = 13/15, 1319 = 43/15, Q141 = 28/15,

and

where ; j := g + anj, a; ; = ay; + ;. Note that

(8tt — ai,j)kwm = O,
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with £ =2 if i =1, and k = 1 otherwise.
If we consider the image of
Rwll,zo D Rwég D Rw/14,207
by the natural projection G — G” ,, then it coincides with
R Ow; 20 ® Rwa o @ R Opwia,20.

So the situation is quite close to the one in Example 4.2.

Set
w/14,20 - Cﬁt_lwé,z if (4,7) = (14, 20)
W ;= wg 19 + c’at_lwh if (4,7) = (13,19)
w) otherwise.

2,J
Here ¢, ¢’ € C* are chosen appropriately so that w}, 5, and w3 ;4 are orthogonal to each other.
Then w; ; and wj, ; are orthogonal to each other unless (4, j) = (15 —1’,21 —j'). Here we use
the compatibility of the Thom-Sebastiani type isomorphism with the self-duality (i.e. with
the higher residue pairings) up to a constant multiplication. (This can be shown by using
the fact that the discriminant of a deformation of the form F':= f 4+ Y. x;s; is reduced.)

Let G be the orthogonal complement of Gy C G by the self-duality (i.e. the higher
residue pairings). Then the decomposition Gy = } P G’Jﬁ is compatible with the Brieskorn
lattice, and induces the decomposition

"o 1(0) 11(0)
In fact, we have the direct sum decompositions
Gg = G; D Gg with G; = Ku1 D KU14, Gg = @2<i<13 Kui,

Gh: %@G% with G/ = K’Ul@KUQ(), G;i = @2<i<19KU,',

which are compatible with the Brieskorn lattices. They induce the decomposition compatible
with the Brieskorn lattice

Gy @K G = (G, ®k G),) © (G @k G}) © (G, @k G}y) © (G @k G},).
Then G}(O) is identified with the direct sum of
G, ®k G}, and a direct factor of G @k Gy,

via the isomorphism (4.3.4) in a compatible way with the Brieskorn lattice.
By a calculation similar to (4.2.8), the action of ¢ on the free generators

~y ~y ~/ ~ ~y ~
Wy ,005 Wo oy Wig00, W11, Wiz 19, Wig1

of G }(O) over R can be expressed as in (0.1) by using the matrices

000000 B0 0 0 0 0
000000 c B 0 0 0 0
100000 oo syt 0 0 0
(435) A= ( 00 0 A=190 0 5 0 0
000000 00 0 0 F+1 0
00~100 00 0 0 ¢ B+1

where g = 17/15, p/ = 28/15, and v € C*. In this case it is rather difficult to get an
associated primitive form. In fact, w] o, is the unique member of the generators whose class
in the Jacobian ring Ox./(9f) generates the ring over it, where Q% is trivialized by dx A dy.
However, @] ,, is annihilated only by (A; — ()%, and the kernel of A; — § in the Jacobian
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ring is generated over C by the class of wj, = w2 which is contained in the maximal ideal.
(The details are left to the reader.)

Example 4.4. We first consider an abstract example. Let G be a regular holonomic Dg -
module which is a free K-module of rank 4 with generators u; (i € [1,4]) satisfying
Ot u; = iy,
with
(4.4.1) O<m<m<mu<l (k=23).
Assume u; and u; are orthogonal to each other by the self-duality pairing (i.e. the higher
residue pairings) Sk in (2.1.2) unless i + j = 5. More precisely, assume
Sk (i, uj) =€ 6;5-;0; ",
with g; € C* satisfying e; = ¢9 = —e3 = —e&4. Note that the above condition implies
Yi+v5—i = L.
Let ¢, € C*. Put
U1 + cus —|—C,U4 if 4= 1,
w, = < Uy + cuy if 1 =2,

o7 if i=3,4.

Then

Sk (uj, u) = €} 0i5- o7 (eheC).

Set ¢’ := ¢/ /c. Define

. a1
wl.—at Uy,
/ /B /!
Wy :=1U; —C Uy = U] — C Uy + CUs3,
. a1
'LU3.—at us,
wy = uj = uy + cug + uy.

Then we have
Hf = Z?:l Ru; = Z?:l Ruw;,
and moreover
SK(’UJZ',’UJJ') = éfg/ 52"5_]‘ 8;2 (62/ S C*>
In this case the action of ¢ on the generators wy, ..., w, can be expressed as in (0.1) by using
the matrices

0 x 0 = yv+1 0 0 0

loooo [0 % 0 o

(44.2) Ad=10 % 0 « A=l 0 0 a1 0
0000 0 0 0

This abstract example can be realized as a direct factor of the Brieskorn lattice associated
with
f = 70 4 yb 4 xa—3yb—2 4 xa—2yb—27
if a > b and 3/a+2/b < 1 (where the last condition corresponds to (4.4.1)). In fact, setting

g1 = 17 gs = T, g3 = xa_gyb_27 g4 ‘= l’a_be_2,

we have
[g:dz A dy] = u; mod VYT MG, (i=1,2),

O; [gidx A dy] = u; mod VHHI=MT2G, (i =3,4),
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where
m=1/a+1/b, v=2/a+1/b, v3=1-2/a—1/b, y=1-1/a—1/b.

The argument is similar to the proof of (4.1.7). (The details are left to the reader.) In this
case, both wy and wy4 can be a primitive form associated with the good section whose image
is spanned by the w;.

Appendix: Uniqueness of higher residue pairings in some formal setting

This Appendix is written to answer a question of Dmytro Shklyarov.

Let R = C[[s]] with s = (s1,...,5,), and u := 9; '. Let Gr and f[}é respectively denote the
‘formal’” Gauss-Manin system and the ‘formal’ Brieskorn lattice associated with a deformation
F=f+>" gs;of fe C{z} with an isolated singularity. Here ‘formal’ means that Gp
and H % are finite free modules of rank r over R((u)) and R[[u]] respectively. They are
endowed with the actions of ¢ and 0s, or uds, satisfying the usual relations. (Note that
the uniqueness of the higher residue pairings does not hold over C((u))[[s]] because of the
isomorphism in Proposition 1.3. In fact, C((u))[[s]] is much bigger than R((u)), and has
much larger flexibility as is shown by the proposition.)

The dual of G r can be defined by
D(@R) = HomR((u)) (@R, R((u))),

where the actions of R((u)), t, and 0s, are given appropriately as usual, see e.g. [Sa3].
Then the self-duality pairing (i.e. the higher residue pairings) can be identified with an
isomorphism of R((u))(0s,, t)-modules

@R ~ D(G\R)

So the uniqueness up to a nonzero constant multiple of the higher residue pairings in this
formal setting is equivalent to

(A1) Endp))a,,.n(Gr) = C,
under the assumption that the discriminant is reduced, e.g. if F' is a miniversal deformation
of f. Here the discriminant D is a divisor on (C x C™, 0) having the coordinates t, s1, ..., S,

and D is the image of the relative critical locus defined by the 0,,F. We can also get D
by using the graded quotients of the filtration on the usual Gauss-Manin system defined
by the usual Brieskorn lattice shifted by the action of 9;*, where the latter is a coherent
sheaf on (C x C™,0). Passing to the completion by the maximal ideal of C{s}, we get the
isomorphisms of R[t]-modules

(A.2) Hy /07  Hy, = RJt)/ (B,

where h € C{s}[t] is a defining function of the discriminant D, and Q3" is trivialized by
dzg N -+ - Ndzy,.

There is a divisor ¥ on (C™, 0) such that D C C x C™ is etale over the complement of ¥
by the projection C x C"™ — C™. By Hironaka’s resolution of singularities using blowing-ups
with smooth centers, the assertion can be reduced to the case where X is a divisor with
normal crossings. In fact, the pull-back induces an injective morphism of local rings under
smooth center blow-ups of C™, and we still have the injectivity after taking the formal
completion for s; and u. Then, changing the coordinates s; appropriately, we may assume
that the discriminant D is defined in (C x C™,0) by the function

(A.3) hi=1t"—si' - som.

m
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Here we can forget the relation with f, F' from now on.

We take the ramified covering
p:(C™0)3 (5) = (s:) == (5") € (C™,0),
where b; := r/GCD(r,a;). Set ¢; := a;/GCD(r,a;). Then r¢; = a;b;, and the pull-back of
the equation (A.3) under p is given by

hoi= 7 — (35

m

We now pass to the localization R; := é[l/gl -3m] of R := C[[31,...,3,]]. This is a
finite etale Galois extension of R, := R[1/s; - sm] with Galois group G = HZ | Mb,;, Where
iy, is the group of roots of 1 of order b; in C. Let G _ be the pull-back of GRS = R; ®p GR

by p. This can be defined by Rg @R, G R. Since Rg is ﬁmte over R,. We have the canonical
decomposition

(A4) Gﬁg = 69)\6#7" Gﬁg,)\’

where = {A € C| A =1}. In fact, let F be the decreasing filtration on G 7. defined

by uJH ”  where H” is the localization by s7---3, of the pull-back by p of the formal

Brleskorn lattice. Then we can get the decomposition by taking the inductive limit by p of
the projective limit by ¢ of the canonical decompositions

(4.5) (F?/F)Gy. = @ep, (F7/F)G
which can be defined by setting
(A.6) (FP/F)Gp = Ker((t — A3 -+ 55m)07  (FP/F) Gy — (F?/F)Gp),

since the discriminant is reduced. In fact, there is a canonical direct sum decomposition
Clt, 51, 5m, ﬁ}/(t" (570 semr)r
= GBA@T [t S oy ]/ (E = AST o 5E)

Taking its tensor product with B = C[[31, ..., 5n]] over C[31, ..., 3], we then get
(F?/F)Gr = Rt 5] /(0= G s5)) ™
= ®ey, Blt 55,1/ (=250 50) ",

where the first isomorphism follows from (A.2). (In fact, p is flat and the pull-back is an
exact functor.) This implies that the decomposition (A.5) can be obtained by (A.6). (Note
that F' cannot be exhaustive if we use the formal Gauss-Manin system as in Theorem 1.)

(A7)

For # € End R((u)) (05, 1) (@ R), its pull-back 0= p*0 is an endomorphism of G i preserving
the decomposition (A.4). (In fact, 0 preserves the filtration F up to a shift by some integer
k, ie., 5(Fpé§§) C Fp_kéﬁg for any p.) Moreover 0 is compatible with the action of G
(since it is the pull-back of 6 by p), and G acts on the direct factors of the decomposition
(A.4) transitively. Thus the assertion is reduced to

(A.8) Endg w0, 0(Gr0) = C

We can verify (A.8) easily since CA;~§7A is a free R((u)) [glmgm}—module of rank 1 by (A.7). So
(A.1) follows.
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