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LIFTABLE VECTOR FIELDS, UNFOLDINGS AND
AUGMENTATIONS

J. J. NUNO-BALLESTEROS, R. OSET SINHA

ABSTRACT. We study liftable vector fields of smooth map-germs. We show how
to obtain the module of liftable vector fields of any map-germ of finite singularity
type from the module of liftable vector fields of a stable unfolding of it. As an
application, we obtain the liftable vector fields for the family Hj in Mond’s list.
We then show the relation between the liftable vector fields of a stable germ and
its augmentations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the beginning of the study of singularities of differentiable maps with
Whitney and Thom, classification of singularities has been one of the main research
subjects. Classical techniques, even with the help of computers, have, in a way,
exhausted their potential and forced the appearance of new methods in order to
attend the growing need of harder classifications. Examples of these new methods
can be found in [3,[12]. In [I] Arnol’d defined liftable vector fields and showed how
they can be used for classification purposes. In fact, the new methods developed
rely in many aspects in the computation of liftable vector fields. However, it is not
easy at all to compute liftable vector fields in general.

Here we consider «f-classification of map-germs f : (K", S) — (KP,0), where
K=Ror K=C, S C K is a finite subset and the map-germ is either smooth
when K = R or holomorphic when K = C. In [I1I], the authors gave a method to
construct liftable vector fields for a certain class of map-germs f which includes
stable germs. They then showed how to obtain liftable vector fields of a finite
singularity type germ f from liftable vector fields of F', a stable unfolding of it.
By finite singularity type, we mean a germ which admits a stable unfolding with a
finite number of parameters. Furthermore, if F' is a one-parameter stable unfolding,
they showed that any liftable vector field of f comes from a liftable vector fields
of F' by the previous construction. Although the class of map-germs which admit
one-parameter stable unfoldings seems to be quite big amongst simple germs, it is
still not fully understood when this is the case.

In this paper we generalize the result in [I1], that is, we prove that all liftable
vector fields of any finite singularity type map-germ can be obtained from the
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liftable vector fields of a stable unfolding of it, with no restriction on the number
of parameters. The main result is that if F' is an r-parameter stable unfolding of

f, then
Lift(f) = w1 (i* (Lift(F) N @),

where 71 is the projection onto the first p components, ¢* is the morphism induced
by i(X) = (X,0) and G is the submodule of 6,, generated by 0/0X}, with
1 <k <pand Aj0/OAj,1 < i, <7 (here we denote by (X, A) the coordinates in
CP x C"). As an application, we obtain the liftable vector fields for the family Hy,
in Mond’s list of simple germs f : (K2,0) — (K3,0) [9].

In the last section, we turn our attention to families of singularities which can
be obtained by the method of augmentation. We show the relation between the
liftable vector fields of a one-parameter stable unfolding of a map-germ and of its
augmentations. We then use this result to prove the following: let F' be a one-
parameter stable unfolding of f : (C",S) — (CP,0) with p <n+ 1 and let Af be
the augmentation of f by F' and a quasihomogeneous function ¢, then

mo (i (Lift(Af))) = mo (" (Lift(F))),

where now w9 is the projection onto the last component. This property allows us
to use some results in [2, [12] [13], where this condition is required.

2. NOTATION

We consider map-germs f : (K",5) — (KP,0), where K = R or K = C, and
S C K" a finite subset. For simplicity, we will say that f is smooth if it is smooth
(i.e. C*°) when K = R or holomorphic when K = C. We denote by O,, = Ogn g and
O, = Okpr o the rings of smooth function germs in the source and target respectively
and by 0,, = 0k» g and 0, = O» o the corresponding modules of vector field germs.
The module of vector fields along f will be denoted by 6(f). Associated with 6(f)
we have two morphisms tf : 6, — 6(f), given by t f(x) = dfox, and wf : 6, — 0(f),
given by wf(n) = no f. The o/ -tangent space and the @Z-codimension of f are
defined respectively as

) 0
Tl f =116 + wf(6,), ecod() = dimg 70
It follows from Mather’s infinitesimal stability criterion [§] that a germ is stable if
and only if its .o7,-codimension is 0. We refer to Wall’s survey paper [14] for general
background on the theory of singularities of mappings.
We will say that f has finite singularity type if

6(f)
tf(On) + (f*my)0n

where m,), is the maximal ideal of O, and f* : O, — O, is the induced map.
Another remarkable result of Mather is that f has finite singularity type if and

dimg < 00,
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only if it admits an r-parameter stable unfolding (see [14]). We recall that an
r-parameter unfolding of f is another map-germ

f: (K" xK", S x {0}) - (KP x K", 0)
of the form F(z,\) = (fa(x),A) and such that fy = f.

Along the paper, we use the notation of small letters x1,..., 2y, A1,..., A for the
coordinates in K" x K" and capital letters Xi,..., X,, Ay, ..., A, for the coordinates
in KP x K".

Definition 2.1. Let f : (K", S) — (KP,0) be a smooth map-germ.

(1) A vector field germ n € 6, is called liftable over f, if there exists £ € 6,
such that df o & =no f (ie., tf(§) = wf(n)). The set of vector field germs
liftable over f is denoted by Lift(f) and is an O,-submodule of 6,.

(2) We also define 7(f) = euvg(Lift(f)), the subspace of TyKP given by the
evaluation at the origin of elements of Lift(f).

When f has finite .27.-codimension, the space 7(f) can be interpreted geometri-
cally as the tangent space to the isosingular locus (or analytic stratum in Mather’s
terminology) of f. This is the well defined manifold in the target along which the
map f is trivial. See [3] [6] for some basic properties of 7(f).

When K = C and f has finite singularity type, we always have the inclusion
Lift(f) C Derlog(A(f)), where A(f) is the discriminant of f (i.e., the image of non
submersive points of f) and Derlog(A(f)) is the submodule of 6, of vector fields
which are tangent to A(f). Moreover, we have the equality Lift(f) = Derlog(A(f))
in case f has finite @%-codimension (see [4], [10]).

Definition 2.2. Let h : (K", S) — (KP,0) be a map-germ with a l-parameter
stable unfolding H(z,A) = (ha(x),\). Let g : (K%,0) — (K,0) be a function-
germ. Then, the augmentation of h by H and g is the map Ap 4(h) given by
(.%',Z) = (hg(z)(‘r)7z)

3. LIFTABLE VECTOR FIELDS AND STABLE UNFOLDINGS

In this section we show that all the liftable vector fields of any map-germ of finite
singularity type can be obtained from the liftable vector fields of a stable unfolding
(not necessarily versal) of it.

Theorem 3.1. Let f : (K™, S) — (KP,0) be a non-stable germ of finite singularity
type and let F' be an r-parameter stable unfolding. Then,
Lift(f) = m (" ((Lift(F) N G)),

where w1 s the projection onto the first p components, i* is the morphism induced by
i(X) = (X,0) and G is the submodule of 0, generated by 0/0Xy,, with 1 <k <p
and Aia/aA]‘, 1<, <.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof in Theorem 2 in [I1]. We will prove it by
a double inclusion. For simplicity, we set ¢ = w1 0% : Opyy — 0.
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Consider n € Lift(F) N G. There exists { € 6,4, such that dFF o { = no F.
Evaluating this system of equations in A = 0 we have the following:

z,0 nt1(z,0 F(z,0
<%(x 0)) 51(. ) En+1(z,0) m(F(x,0))
ox

Ofx . B .
H(Geo)| - :
and

£n(,0) Enir(2,0) np(F(,0))

Entk(7,0) = Np sk (F(2,0)) = 1pya(f(2),0) (1 <k <)

(Geo)| |-l
600 )\ (F0)

which means that ¢(n(X,A)) = (m(X,0),...,n,(X,0)) € Lift(f).

Now let 77 € Lift(f). By definition, there exists a vector field ¢ € 6,, such
that df () = Mo f. Define n(X,A) = (7(X),0) and &(x,\) = (£(x),0). Consider
n=nokF —dF(§) € Og,0y(F). We have 7j(z,0) = (0,0) so by Hadamard’s Lemma
there exist vector fields 7; € (F') with 1 <14 < such that 7= >"._; Ai7;.

Since F' is stable, there exist é, € Opyr and 7); € 0p4q for 1 < ¢ < r such that

m = dF(éZ) + 1; o F' for all i. Therefore,

noF—dF (&) ==Y Ay =Y _ N(dF(&)+hi0F) = dF(Y_ Ni&)+(>_ Aifi)oF.
i=1 i=1 =1 1=1

Since 7 is 0 in the last » components, we have that n — >, A;7; € Lift(F) NG

and (1 — 3 -y Nifli) = 7). O

Remark 3.2. If r = 1, then G = Lift(g), where g : (KP x K,0) — (KP x K, 0) is
the map germ g(X,A) = (X, A?) as was stated in Theorem 2 in [I1]. However, if
r>1land g: (KPP xK"S)— (KP x K",0), where S = {z1,..., 2.} and the branch
at z; is given by ¢;(X,A) = (X, A1,...,A%,... A;), then

Lift(g) = Opyr {ai 1<k<pA; 0

e < < .
X0 aAi,l_z_r}gG

3.1. Liftable vector fields of Hy. As an application of Theorem 3.1l we compute
the liftable vector fields of a family of germs which do not admit a 1-parameter
stable unfolding. Consider Hj, : (K2,0) — (K3,0), from Mond’s list ([9]) given by

Hy(z,y) = (z,y°, y** 1 + zy).

For any k > 2, H; admits a 2-parameter stable unfolding «/-equivalent to F' :
(K*,0) — (K>,0),

F(u1,?}17027y) = (ul,vl,w,y?’ + w1y, vy + vng),
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which is versal for k = 2. In fact, the change of variables in the source v} =
vy — y3#73, the change Gy (U1, Vi, Va, Wi, Wa) = (U, Vi, Vo — WF™L W, W) in the
target, and a further change in the source, show that F' is «/-equivalent to

Fi(u1,v1,v2,y) = (U1,01,02,y3 + ury, v1y + vay® + w(ul,y)yz + ’ygk_l)

)

for some function v such that 1(0,y) = 0. So Fj is a 2-parameter stable unfolding
of Hy,.
In this case,

0 0 0 6686}

— S VA § A 7 A
¢ O3+2{U18U1’V28U1’ Yovy 2oV, oV, 0w, OW,

and by Theorem BT, Lift(Hy) = ¢(Lift(F)) N G), where ¢ = m o 3*.
In Example 3.4 in [7], the generators for Lift(F') are calculated. We show these
vector fields as matrices for simplicity:

20U, 4U? 60U 9V
2V —3U1V1 + 3VaW; -3V —6V}
ne=| Vo |[.mPP=| -sUiVve-3Wn |.| -6V [, 0
3wy 6U, Wy 9w, Wy + 3U1 Vs
3W, —3ViWy + 20, W, 0 31V,
0 —9W —9W, — 3U Vs
—3U1Vy — 3W, 2U, V3 —3V1 V4
— 3V , -3 , 0
0 2U2 301V,
=3VoW, 6VoW, + 201V, 6VoWy + 3V12

In [I1, Lemma 6.1], it is shown that if two maps f and g are «7-equivalent, i.e.
there exist h and H diffeomorphisms in source and target such that f = Hogoh,
then the map Ly, : Lift(g) — Lift(f) such that L ,(n) = dHonoH ! is a bijection.
We therefore can obtain Lift(F}) from Lift(F') by composing its generators by G,;l
on the right and multiplying by dGj, on the left.

20U, 4U?
2V; —3U1 Vi + 3VeW7 + 3W1k
Me=| Vo= @Bk—4Wr L | nfy=| —5U,Va — (6k — )U,WE 3w, |,

3 6U, W,

3Wsy =3ViWy + 20, W,
601 0
-3 —3U Vo — 3U WL — 30,

M= —6Va— (9% =3)W, ™" [, me= 3V ;

9wy 0

0 —3VL, Wy — 3WF
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1%
—6V — 12V Wit — g2k 2
my=1 =9k —D)WE2W, — 3(k — 1)U VaWF2 = 3(k — YU, W3 |,

Wy + 3U, Va + 3U; W1
3ViVa + 3ViWE!

-9 —9Wy — 3U, Vo — 3U, W1
2UL Va + 22U, Wh1 —3V1Vp — 3V W1
Mo =| —3Vi —2(k = HURWE2 | ,ni, = —3(k — 1)U, Vi Wh—2
2U2 3U1V1
6VaWy + 6WF + 20U, V4 6VaWy + 6W Wy + 3V

The module Lift(F;) NG is formed by vector fields of type

1= G1Mke + Q2N + A3y + Qunjg + ATy + GTig + GrTlias

such that the first and third components are divisible by U; or Vs, where the
q; are functions in Uy, Vi, Vo, W7 and W5. This means that the first and third
components evaluated at U; = V5 = 0 are equal to 0, which yields two conditions
on ai(Vl, Wl, WQ) = di(O, Vl, 0, Wl, WQ):

90&5‘/1 — 9@6W1 — 90&7W2 = 0,

—(3k—4) oy W1 =30 Wo—(9k—3)asWF 14304 Vi —9(k—1)as WE 2 Wy —3a6 V1 = 0.
Now, set 8 = —(3k — 4)aq — (9 — 3)as, so that ag = —g5 =8 — g’z—:gal. The
conditions can be rewritten as
(1) asVi = asWi + ar Wy,

1
(2) ayVy = —gﬂwl’f*1 + asWo + 3(k — DasWF2Ws + agVi.

By Theorem B.1], the liftable vector fields of H}, are obtained from the second,
fourth and fifth components vector fields of the type of n evaluated at U; = Vo = 0.
That is,

Lift(Hi) = {0a(2Vigh +3Wi s +3Wagf) + as(3WE 2 — 3VilWa )
+a3(—3Vigl + Wi 58 ) + au(=3Wagl- — 3W 58-)
Fas(—6W 20 4 OWy 50 + 3VIWE 158 + ag(6W 50-)
Far(=3ViWT T 2 + (W Wa + 3V2) 582) )

where the «; are germs of functions.
We use conditions (1) and (2) to eliminate the functions g, 5. Then, after
some easy simplifications in the obtained generators, we arrive to the following:
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Theorem 3.3. The module of liftable vector fields over the map germs Hj
(K2,0) — (K3,0), given by Hy(z,y) = (z,y3, y** 1 4+ xy) is generated by the fol-
lowing vector fields

(3k —2)1; V2 + 3k — HWF W, Wi —Viwk
3W1 5 _3V1W1 ) 0 ’
(3k — L)W, (3k — 1)W2k1 VEW, 4+ W{W,
3k — )WL+ v, —(3k — YW 2 W, — V2WE?
—3W1W2 9 3W22
—(3k — 1)V WF SEVIWE W, 4+ V3

Remark 3.4. In fact, these vector fields can be obtained by applying ¢ to the
following vector fields in Lift(Fy) N G:

(9% — 3)me — (3k — )iy,

3Vingy + (9% — 3)W{ 'y,

2Viny + Wa(nga — nita) + Wania,

Wanjiy = 3(k = YW iy + Vi (i + i),
Waniy + Vinie — 3(k — W Wanj,.

4. LIFTABLE VECTOR FIELDS AND AUGMENTATIONS

In this section, we restrict ourselves to the complex case K = C. Suppose f :
(C™,S) — (CP,0) admits a one-parameter stable unfolding F(z, \) = (f\(z), A).
Let ¢ : (C,0) — (C,0), and let Af(z,2) = (fg()(2),2) = (X, Z) be the augmen-
tation of f by F' and ¢. We shall establish a relation between the liftable vector
fields of an augmentation Af and those of the stable unfolding F.

As we pointed out in Section Bl if g is a complex analytic germ of finite .<7-
codimension, then Lift(g) = Derlog(A(g)). When p > n + 1, A(g) is always a
hypersurface in (C?,0), hence Derlog(h) C Derlog(A(g)), where h is the reduced
defining equation for A(g) and

Derlog(h) = {n € 6, : n(h) =0}.

Furthermore, if g is quasihomogeneous Derlog(A(g)) = (e) ® Derlog(h), where e is
the Euler vector field (see for instance [5]).

Let H be the defining equation of A(F'), then we can take h(X,Z) = H(X, ¢(Z))
as the defining equation of A(Af). In particular,

oh OH , oh oH ,
S D) = G (Xe6(2)), i = Leop, 52(X.2) = Go(X.0(2)0(2).

Given a vector field n(X,A) = Y7 ni(X, A)aix, + p+1 (X, A)a% € Op11, we set:

0

WX,2) = Y m(X, 020 (2) 52 + 1y (X,0(2)) 5 € by
i=1 !
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We have the following two lemmas:

Lemma 4.1. If n € Derlog(A(F)), then 1 € Derlog(A(Af)). Furthermore, sup-
pose that 1,11(X,0) =0, then > € Derlog(A(Af)).

Proof. 1If 77 € Derlog(A(F)), n(H) = aH for some o € Op41. That is,

0H

(X A) = a(X, M) H(X,A).

OH
;m (X, ) g (X ) + i (X, M)

Subsmtumng Z = ¢(A) and multiplying by ¢/'(Z) yields

Zm X020 ()53 (X, 6(2)) + 1y (X, 6(2)8(2) T (X 6(2)

:a(x,¢( NG (Z)H(X,9(2)).

Hence, n(h) = ¢'ah, where a(X, Z) = a(X, #(Z)) and thus 77 € Derlog(A(Af)).
On the other hand, if 7,41 (X, 0) = 0 we can write 7,41 = Aa, for some a € Op;1.
We also put ¢ = b¢’, for some b € O1. We have:

Mp+1(X, 0(Z)) = ¢(Z)a(X, ¢(2)) = b(Z2)¢ (Z)a(X, $(Z))-
Thus 7 is divisible by ¢/ and L2 = &, so I € Derlog(A(Af)). O
Lemma 4.2. Suppose ¢ is quasihomogeneous and let 7 € Derlog(A(Af)).Then
there exists n € Derlog(A(F)) such that 1 = 1 + ¢ with ¢ € Derlog(A(Af)).

Furthermore, if 7,,1(X,0) = 0 then there exists n € Derlog(A(F)) such that é@
7+ o, with ¢ € Derlog(A(Af)).

Proof. We put 1,,,1(X, Z) = Z(X, Z) + B(X), for some functions ¢, 3, hence

M(X.2) = DMK 2) 5 + (20X, 2) + (X))
i=1

For simplicity we suppose 77 € Derlog(h) and comment on the general case later.
So, we have
oh

mez (X.2) = ~(Z0(X.2) + () 3

(X, Z2),
which means

P
OH 0H
> (X, Z) 55 (X, 0(2)) + Z6(X, )¢/ (Z) 5 (X, 6(2))
i=1 !
OH

= —BX)Zx (X:9(2)¢ (2).
Since ¢(Z) = Z* and ¢'(Z) = kZ*~1, the right hand side of this equality can be
seen as a series in Z of type

o1 (X)ZF 4 o1 (X) 2% e (X)) 231 4L



LIFTABLE VECTOR FIELDS, UNFOLDINGS AND AUGMENTATIONS 9

On the other hand, for i =1,...,p,

(X, 2) = a;o(X) + an(X)Z + apn(X)Z* + ...,
oOH
0X;

Analogously for Z¢(X,Z) and g—fz(X, #(Z)). By identifying the coefficients at
both sides of the equality, the left hand side has a part equal to 0 (the sum of the

coefficients whose terms do not appear in the right hand side) and the rest is used
to rewrite the equality

(X, 6(2)) = bio(X) + bir(X) Z* + bi o (X) 2% + ...

oOH oOH

D AiXO(2)9(2) 55 (X.0(2)) + Apia (X, 6(2)# (2) 51 (X,6(2))
i=1 v

0OH
for some functions A;, i = 1,...,p+ 1. The part which was equal to 0 corresponds
to a certain ¢ € Derlog(h).

Dividing the previous equation by ¢'(Z) and substituting A = ¢(Z), we obtain

p
OH OH
D AKX )G (X A) + (Apaa (X A) + B(X)) 5 (X, A) = 0,
pat 0X; OA
which means that
= p A 0 A 0 Derlog(H
77—21 ia—XiJr( p+1 + B) 5~ € Derlog(H)
and =1 — .

If 7 & Derlog(h), that is 7(h) = (X, Z)h(X,Z) = (X, Z)H(X,$(Z)), in the
same way as above we would take only the part of a(X, Z)H (X, ¢(Z)) in the powers
Zm =1 that is v(X, ¢(2))¢ (Z)H (X, $(Z)) and proceed in the same way.

Second, suppose that 7,,,;(X,0) = 0, so 8 = 0. Then 7j(h) = ah yields

S X 2) (X, 0(2)) + Z0(X, 2)0(2) (X, 6(2) = (X, Z)H(X. 6(2)).
i=1 !

If we take only the terms in Z"F with n € {0,1,...} on both sides of the equation
we are left with

> AKX, 6(2) S5 (X, 6(2)) + Z Ay 1 (X, 6(2))6 (2) T (X, 6(2)
i=1 !

=X, 9(2))H (X, $(2)).
Notice that Z¢'(Z) = kZ* = k¢(Z), so if we substitute A = ¢(Z), we get that

P
d 0
n= ;Ala—Xz + kAAp+18_A € Derlog(A(F)).
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0

Remark 4.3. Lemmas[fIland 4. 2imply that the number of generators of Derlog(A(Af))
(and therefore of Lift(Af)) is greater than or equal to the number of genera-

tors of Derlog(A(F')) (Lift(F') resp.). Notice too that if n € Derlog(H), then

7 € Derlog(h).

Example 4.4. Consider f : (C2,0) — (C2,0) given by f(z,y) = (z* +yx,y), its 1-
parameter stable unfolding F(x,y, 2) = (z* +yz + 222, %, z) and the augmentations

by ¢(z) = 2F, AFf(x,y, 2) = (z* 4+ yx + 2¥22,y, 2). The defining equation of the
discriminant is

WX,Y,Z) =256X3 +27Y* + 144X Y2 2% 1 128 X2 2%% 4 ay?273F 1 16X 727,
When k£ = 1 we have H. It can be seen (see [I] for example) that Lift(F) =

) ) o)
1 _ -
' =AX o +3Y o+ 27,
o) o) o)
2 2 2
= —(9Y24+16X2)—= + 12Y Z— + (48X +42%)—
o) o) o)
3=YZ—— — (8X +27%)— +6Y—=).
7 gx ~ BXH 22050 + 6V 57
On the other hand, Lift(A* f) = <771,7A7J2,773,7%>, where
o) o) o)
0 =A4kX —— +3kY — + 27—
7 ox Moy ez
o) o) o)
= —(9kY2ZF 1t 1 16k X 22— + 12kY 22K 71— 4 (48X 4 42%F)—
o) o) o)
~3 2k—1 k—1 3k—1
= kY Z? Tt — — (8kXZ 2 — —
7 ox 8 + 2kZH ) o 4 6Y o=,
Tt = —(9KY® + 24KXY Z0)-% 4 (64kX? + 12kY2 2% 4 165X 72)-2
0X oY
)
4y zF 1 Z
* Y

Following Lemma A1), if we substitute Z by Z* in 7% and 7® and multiply
their first two components by kZ¥~! we obtain 77? and 77°. Now consider ¢ =
kYn?(X,Y,Z) — 8kXn*(X,Y, Z). Since £3(X,Y,0) = 0, again by Lemma A1l sub-
stituting Z by Z* and then dividing the last component by ¢'(Z) = kZ*~! gives
7. Finally, if we take kn'(X,Y, Z), substitute Z by Z* and then divide the last
component by ¢'(Z) = kZ*¥~! we get 7'

In [I2] the operation of simultaneous augmentation and concatenation was de-
fined as the multigerm defined by {Af, g} where g is a fold map or an immersion.
The authors proved a formula relating the .o7.-codimensions of {Af, g} and of f
under a certain condition, namely that mo(¢* (Lift(Af))) = mo(¢* (Lift(F'))) where o
is the projection to the last component and ¢ is the immersion i(X) = (X, 0). This
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condition appears again in [2] and in [13] where the authors say that all examples
they have studied satisfy this condition but they were not able to prove it. We will
use Theorem B.1] and Lemmas [4.1] in order to give a proof of this fact when the
augmenting function ¢ is quasihomogeneous.

Theorem 4.5. Let f : (C",S) — (CP,0) be a map germ with p < n + 1 which
admits a one-parameter stable unfolding F. Let ¢ : (C,0) — (C,0) be a quasiho-
mogeneous function and let Af be the augmentation of f by F. Then,

mo(i* (Lift(Af))) = mo(i* (Lift(F))).

Proof. Let us see that mo(i*(Lift(F)) C mo(i*(Lift(Af))). Suppose F(z,\) =
(fx(x),\) and consider

AF(z,z,p) = (f¢(z)+u(x)7z7/1')7

the one-parameter stable unfolding of Af and the immersion i1 (X, Z) = (X, Z,0).
Then, by Theorem B.1],

Lift(Af) = p(Lift(AF) N G) = m (¢ (Lift(AF) N G)),

where G = (’)p+1+1{%, aivaaiM} and m is the projection on the first p + 1
components. On the other hand, AF is A-equivalent to a trivial one-parameter
unfolding of F, and if we consider the immersion ¢} (X, M) = (X,0, M), then, by
Theorem [3.1]

Lift(F) = ¢/ (Lift(AF) N G") = m (¢} " (Lift(AF) N G")),

where G’ = OP+1+1{8Xk Zaaz, 6M} and 7} is the projection onto the components
in & and aiM

Now let y = B(X)aiM € mo(¢*(Lift(F)) = mo(i*(w} (i} " (Lift(AF) N G'))). There
exists ¢ € Lift(AF) N G’ such that

S 0 0
§= 2&87 + 5p+1aZ B+ fp+2)aM
i=1 ¢
where &,11(X,0, M) = 0 and &,42(X,0,0) = 0. Notice that dim7(AF) > 0, in fact
8% € 7(AF) so there exists n € Lift(AF') such that

ISP R S 3
77 - g nZaXZ 77p+1 aZ 77p+2 aM?

where 7,11(0) =
We define ¢ = le+1 —— (np2§ — (B + &pt2)n) and we get

1 2 o 0
¢= E(;(np”& —(B+ fp+2)77@)8X (Ept1mp2 — (B + fp+2)77p+1)aZ)

We have that ¢ € Lift(AF)NG, so x € ma(i* (7] (¢ (Lift(AF)NG))) = ma(¢*(Lift(Af))).
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Now we will prove mo(i*(Lift(Af)) C mo(i*(Lift(F))). Let x = ﬁ(X)aiM €
(¢*(Lift(Af)), i.e. there exists 77 € Lift(Af) = Derlog(A(Af)) such that

L d d
X, Z)=> m(X, Z)a—)g + (Yp+1(X, 2) +ﬁ(X))3_Z’

i=1

where p,1(X,0) = 0. By Lemma[£.2] there exists n € Derlog(A(F)) of type

n= ZP:A‘k—li + (Mp+1 +ﬁ)i
— v 0X; P 07’

where 7,41(X,0) = 1,11(X,0) =0, and so m2(i*(n)) = x. The result is proved.

O
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