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LOJASIEWICZ EXPONENT OF A SURFACE: AN INTRINSIC VIEW

E. BILGIN, G. KAYA, AND M. TOSUN

ABSTRACT. For a surface X with an ADE-type singularity, we establish a relation between the elements
of the local ring Ox o and the Lojasiewicz exponent Lo(X) and we give an estimate of Lo(X) when X
has a rational singularity of multiplicity 3.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let F: CN — C be an analytic function such that the origin is an isolated singularity of X = F~1(0).
The Lojasiewicz exponent Lo(X) at 0 € CV is defined as the infimum of the elements in the set

(1.1) {6>0 | 3UcCC" and3ceRy such that |z]|° <c-||VF(z)| for allz € U}
Here |z|| = max;{|2|} with z = (21,...,2n5) € CV and VF = (g—fl,,gzi) : (CYN,0) — (CN)0)

is the gradient of F. The inequality in [[]is called the Lojasiewicz gradient inequality. As the name
suggests, the first use of an inequality of this nature is due to Lojasiewicz in [13, [I4]. It is conjectured in
[20] that Lo(X) is a topological invariant. We know that the conjecture is true for the following class of
hypersurfaces because the weights are a topological invariant [27], [T5].

Theorem 1.1. [§] Let F : CV — C be a weighted homogeneous polynomial with weight w = (w1, ..., wy)
and of degree d. Assume d > w; for all i. Then

Lo(F) < max{w; — 1}
where the equality holds when N = 3.

In particular, if X is a surface with a rational singularity of multiplicity 2 at the origin, called ADE-type
singularity, L£o(X) can be computed directly by this formula.

ADE-type singularity (w1, w2, ws) d Lo(X)
Ap, (n=2k): 22 + 22 +20T" =0 (2,2k + 1,2k + 1) 4k + 2 n
Ap, (n=2k+1): 22422420 =0 | (1,k+1,k+1) 2k + 2 n
D,: z§+z1z§+z?7120 (2,n—2,n—1) 2(n —1) n—2
Ee: 22 +25+21=0 (3,4,6) 12 3
Er: zg + zg + z?zz =0 (4,6,9) 18 %
Eg: 23 +25+2) =0 (6,10, 15) 30 4

TABLE 1. Lojasiewicz exponent of ADE-singularities
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In the next section, we introduce some properties of a rational singularity of multiplicity m > 2. In
Section 3, we give some nice properties for the Lojasiewicz exponent of an ideal in the local ring Ox .

Definition 1.2. [10] Let X be a reduced equidimensional complex analytic space. Let I :=< f1,..., f, >
and J :=< g¢1,...,9s > be two ideals in Ox. The Lojasiewicz exponent of I with respect to J, denoted
by L;(I), is the infimum of the set

(1.2) {77 > 0| 3U and 3 ¢ > 0 such that sup |g;(z)|" < ¢ sup |f;(z)] for all z € U}
i=1 i=1

where U is an open neighborhood of the origin in X.
If this set is empty we say that £;(I) = co. Note that £;(I) < oo when I C v/J.
Proposition 1.3. [I0] With preceding notation, we have L;(I) € Q4.

In Section 3, we also relate £ ;(I) with the length ¢(I) of the ideal in Ox o in order to study the Lojasiewicz
exponent of X by the local data of the singular point instead of the ambient data in (CV,0). When X
has a rational singularity of multiplicity m > 3 we study the Lojasiewicz exponent of the mapping
F = (f1,..., fr) : CV — CF. In Section 4, we compute Lo(X) when m = 3 at the origin. We then
conjecture that Lojasiewicz exponent of a rational singularity of multiplicity m is bounded by the length
of a special ideal in Ox g.

2. INTEGRALLY CLOSED IDEALS IN THE LOCAL RING OF A RATIONAL SINGULARITY

Let X be the germ of a normal surface in CV with a rational singularity at 0 and Ox ¢ be its local
ring. An element g € Ox is said to be integral on an ideal I C Ox if it satisfies an equation
g"+a1g" '+ ... +a, =0 with a; € I' for all i = 1,...,n. Denote by I the set of all elements in Ox o
which are integral over [; it is an ideal and called the integral closure of I in Ox . We have I C I. When
I = I we say that I is an integrally closed ideal in Ox o [19).

Let 7 : X — X the minimal resolution of X. It is well known that £ := 7~1(0) is normal crossing and
each irreducible component F; of E = Fy U...U E, is a rational curve.

Theorem 2.1. [12] The product of integrally closed ideals in Ox o is an integrally closed ideal in Ox .

Let M be the maximal ideal in Ox . An ideal I in Ox is called M-primary if M = VT and T C V1.
Let S(I) be the set of M-primary integrally closed ideals I in Ox o such that the pullback IO of I
by 7 is invertible; equivalently, IO ¢ = O(—D;) where D is a positive divisor supported on E. The set
S(I) is a semigroup with respect to the product of ideals. The elements in S(I) can be studied using
their associated positive divisors as follows: By [12], any element h in Ox o defines a positive divisor Dy,
supported on E such that 7*(h) = Dy, + T), where T}, is the strict transform of h by . If we denote by
vg, (h) the vanishing order of the divisor 7*(h) along E;, we have D), = Y " | v, (h)E; with vg,(h) > 1
for all 4 since E is connected. Hence (D, - E;) < 0 for all i. Let £(m) be the set of the positive divisors
Dy, supported on F for all h € Ox . The set £(7) is a semigroup with respect to the addition, called the
semigroup of Lipman associated with .

Theorem 2.2. [3|[12] There exists a bijection between the semigroups S(I) and E(m).

In fact, for I,J € S(I) we have IJO; = O (—D; — Dy) with Dy + D; € (). Conversely, to each
positive divisor D supported on E such that D - E; < 0 for all ¢, we associate un ideal Ip in Ox o defined
as the stalk at 0 of 7.0 ¢ (—D).

Definition 2.3. [5] Let I € S(I). An element g € I is called generic in I if vg,(g) < vg,(h) for all h € I
and for alli=1,...,n.

The order vg,(I) of an ideal I is defined as
v, (I) = inf{ve,(h) | h € T}.

Hence, for a generic element ¢ in I, we have vg, (I) = vg,(g), so D; = D,. This says that any ideal I in
S(I) corresponds to an element Dj € () through its generic element. The smallest element in £() is
called the Artin divisor Dy of m and corresponds to (generic element of) the maximal ideal M in Ox .
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Moreover, £(m) is a partially ordered set by < defined as follows: For any D, D’ € £(w) we say that
D < D’ whenever vg, (D) < vg,(D’) for all i = 1,...,n; here the notation vg, (D) means vg, (h) such
that h is the generic element in the ideal Ip. To compute a generating set for the semigroup £(7), let us
fix an ordering on the irreducible components of E. Let M(E) = (e;;) denote the intersection matrix of
E where e;; = (E; - Ej) for all 1 <i,j < n; it is a negative definite symmetric matrix. If h is the generic
element of an ideal I € S(I) its associated divisor Dy, = Y7 | v, (h)E; in E(r) satisfies the equality:
M(E) - (ve, (h), v, (h),...,ve, (b)) = (y1, 92, .- Yn)’

where y; < 0 for all i except at least one y;, < 0 where 79 € {1,...,n}. Let us denote by J; the column
matrix with coefficients 0 everywhere except in the i-th row, where the entry is —1. Consider the system
M(E) - (mi1,miz, -+ ymin)t = 6;. Put F/ = 2?21 m;;E;. We have m;; € Q% for all 4,j. Write F/ as
F; = k; - F! for (smallest) k; € Q7 such that the coordinates of the F; are positive integers and relatively
prime. By construction, each F; belongs to £(r) and each element in £(7) can be written as a linear
combination of Fy,..., F, with coefficients in Q*. Put G(n) := {F1,...,F,}. An element of G(m) is
called a Q-generator for ().

3. LOJASIEWICZ EXPONENT AND LENGTH OF AN IDEAL
Consider two ideals I, J € Ox . By [10, 4], the Lojasiewicz exponent of I with respect to J is given by
(3.1) L) = min{% la,be Zsy, J*C TP}
In particular, we have:
Proposition 3.1. Let I,J € S(I). Then
£,(1) = min{3 |a,b € Zz1, a-Dy>b-Dy}
Proof. Put I® = I" since I € S(I) is integrally closed. Then we rewrite the inclusion at the right hand

side in terms of the associated divisors through their generic elements. Since I - Ox is locally principal
in X we have O¢(—D;) 2 O3 (—Dy); so D; > Dj. The fact Dy = b- Dy gives the inequality. O

Proposition 3.2. [21] Let I € S(I). Then

In particular, we have Lo(M) = 1.
Corollary 3.3. Let I,J € S(I). Then we have £;(I) > £24)

Lo(J)
_ VEi(DJ) - VEk(DJ) .
Proof. Let Lo(J) = max { n (DM)} = m (D))’ In this case
7 VEi(DI)
Lo(I) EE\ Vg (Dam) w [ ve, (Da)ve,(Dr) w [ ve,(Dr)
L) T mbs i ) <P ) ~ )
ve, (Dm

Proposition 3.4. For I,J € S(I) we have

(Dr- D)

(Dr-Dy)

Proof. By [9 5], the number —(D; - Dy) equals the multiplicity e(I) of the ideal I in Ox . By [2I], we
have L;(I) > % Here ey (I | J) represents the mixed multiplicity of the ideals I,.J € S(I) which is
given by

L;(I) >

ex(I|) = 5 (e(17) — e(T) — e()
Since e(IJ) = —(D;+ Dy) - (Dr+ Dy), we have ey (I | J) = —(Dy - Dy). O
Proposition 3.5. For I}, I, J € S(I), we have
Ly(Iilz) = L;(I1) + L;(I2)
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Proof. From the previous discussion we have:

n VEi(DhIz)

max ————

=1 vg,(Dy)

leél%X VE-L(DII +DI2)

1=1 VEi(DJ)
”XVEi(D11)+VEi(DI2)

L;(LI) =

= ma
1=1 VE; (D])

_ maX B, ( 11)+mXVE( 1,)
i= ( ) i=1 VE; (DJ)

= LU )+EJ(12)

Corollary 3.6. For any k € N* and I € S(I) we have
Lo(I*) =k - Lo(I)

Remark 3.7. When X is an ADE-type singularity, Tableshows that there exists an element I € S(I) such
that Lo(X) = Lo(I). For an A,-type singularity, using Theorem [[LT] we get Lo(A,) = n. Note that the
Artin divisor D4 is reduced, means vg, (D) = 1 for all 4; so, by Proposition B2 the biggest coefficient
vg, (D) in each Dy € E(m) gives the Lojasiewicz exponent of the corresponding I € S(I). In particular,
Lo(I) = n for the ideal I corresponding to the Q-generator Dy = E1+2F>+...+(n—1)E,_1+nE, of £(r).
For simplicity, we will use the notation Dy = (vg,(Dy),vE,(Dr),...,vE, (D)) = (1,2,3,...,n— 1,n).

Length of an ideal. The length (or co-length) of an ideal I in a ring R, denoted by ¢(R/I), is the
dimension of R/I over the field k. Since X has a rational singularity, each M-primary ideal in Ox o has
finite length and the length of I, will be denoted by ¢(I), in Ox ¢ is dimc(Ox,0/I). Obviously, £(M) = 1.
It is easier to compute the length of an ideal in S(I) using its associated divisor in &(r).

Theorem 3.8. ([26], Remark 3.2) Let I € S(I). Then

—(Dr-Dr) = 3, ve (D) (wi —2)

oI = 5

where w; = —E? for all i.

In the sequel, we use the notations ¢(D;) and ¢(I) equivalently and call the length of the ideal I.
Proposition 3.9. With preceding notation, we have Laq(I) < L(I) for every I € S(I).

Proof. It results from the fact that we have MP? C I if {(I) = p for an ideal I (see Tables [2). O

Remark 3.10. The length defines the map ¢ : S(I) — R and we have (I -.J) = ¢(Dy)+ ¢(D ). For each
p € N*, there may not exist an ideal of length p in Ox o and, if exists, there are a finite number of ideal
of length p (see Table 2]).

Let Dy be an element in £(w). Consider the components E; of E such that (D; - E;) < 0. Let us
reindex these components as Fi, ..., Fiy. We have k£ < n where n is the total number of the irreducible
components of E. Consider the set

E—{F,... K} =]]&

with j = 1,...,s. Each sub-configuration &£’ is called Tjurina component of E with respect to D; and
all elements of £(7) can be constructed by one of the process given in the following theorem:

Proposition 3.11. [24] Let I,J € S(I). Then we have Dy = Dy + D' for some positive divisor D’.

(1) If D' = (Ej) we have £(I) = 4(J) +1

(i1) If D' = E;, such that E;, is attached only to the vertices E; of E such that (Dy - E;) < 0, we have
UT) = 0J) — (Dy - D)+ 1.
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Proof. Consider two divisors Dy and Dy in &£(m) such that there exists a sequence of divisors in £()
such that Dy = Dy, < Dy, < ... < Dy, = Dj; this corresponds to the sequence of ideals J =1; C ... C
I ¢ Ip = I in S(I). Note that both sequences are not uniquely defined and If ¢(D;) — ¢(Dy) = 1 for
some i then Dy, and Dy, are adjacent. By [I], for each j, the divisor D; + Z(&7) is in £(m) where Z(E7)
is the smallest divisor of 7. This gives (i). If (D; - E;,) < 0 for a vertex E;, of E and E;, is attached
only to the vertices E; of E such that (D; - E;) < 0 then the divisor D; + Ej, is in £(m). O

Remark 3.12. Let I, Jl,J2 S S(I) If J1 g JQ then DJl Z DJZ. So E(Jl) Z E(Jg) and £[(J1) Z E](JQ)

However, if J; is not contained in the increasing sequence of Jo then we may get ¢(J1) > ¢(J2) with
L1(J1) < L1(J2). In particular, when £(J;) = £(J2) we may get L7(J1) # L1(J2) as Table [ shows.
Example 3.13. Consider the case where X is an Fg-type singularity. The integral closure of the Jacobian
ideal J =< z3,23,2% > is J = (21, 22, 2322, z3). Note that it is hard to compute the integral closure of
an ideal if it is not a monomial ideal. The length ¢(7) is 6. We have J C M, M® C J but M* ¢ 7.
More precisely, we get M4+ 7t, (t € N*), so Lo(J) = 4. Furthermore, by [0 [I7], we know that the
generic element p of J corresponds to the divisor D, = (5,10,15,12,9,6,3,8) in () according to the
ordering in E taken as

Ey Ey E; Ey E; FEg Er

Exg

We obtain ¢(J) = £(Dy) = 4. As Table 2 shows, we have Lo(X) < £(Dy) for E-type singularities.

Some Dy’sin E(m) for | £(I) | Lo(I) Some Dy’s in E(w) for | £(I) | Lo(I) Some Dj’s in E(m) for Eg-type | £(I) | Lo(I)
Eg-type E7-type
(1,2,3,2,1,2)* 1 1 (2,3,4,3,2,1,2)x 1 1 (2,4,6,5,4,3,2,3)* 1 1
(2,3,4,3,2,2) 2 2 (2,4,6,5,4,2,3)% 2 2 (4,7,10,8,6,4,2,5) 2 2
Dp = (2,4,6,4,2,3)% | 3 2 (2,4,6,5,4,3,3)x 3 3/2 (4,8,12,10, 8,6, 3, 6)* 3 2
(4,5,6,4,2,3)= 6 4 (3,6,8,6,4,2,4)% 3 2 D, = (5,10,15,12,9,6,3,8)x | 4 8/3
(2,4,6,5,4,3)% 6 4 Dy = (3,6,9,7,5,3,5) 4 3 (6,12,18, 15, 12, 8, 4, 9) 6 3
(3,6,8,6,3,4) 6 3 (4,8,12,9,6,3,6)* 6 3 (7,14, 20, 16, 12, 8, 4, 10) 7 7/2
(3,6,9,6,3,5) 7 3 (4,8,12,9,6,3,7)* 7 7/2 (7,14, 21, 17, 13,9, 5, 11) 8 11/3
(5,10,12, 8,4, 6)* 5 | 4 (5,9,12,9,6,3,6) 7 3 (8,14, 20, 16, 12, 8, 4) 8 4
(4,8, 12, 10, 5, 6)* 5 | 4 (4,8, 12,10, 7, 4, 6) 7 4 (8, 16, 24, 20, 15, 10, 5, 12)* 0 |4
(6,12, 18, 15, 10, 5, 9)* 15 | 5 (10, 20, 30, 24, 18, 12, 6, 15)* 15 | 5

TABLE 2. The Q-generators are represented by * in each case

Remark 3.14. Let X = V(I). The generic element p of the integral closure of the ideal J + I defines a
curve, called the polar curve of X [20]. We have 7*(p) = D, + T, and the strict transform T}, of p by
7 intersects the irreducible components E;’s with (D, - E;) < 0. These intersection points of T}, and E
give the base points of p. In the case of ADE-singularities and the rational singularities with reduced
Artin cycle, the base points of p are described precisely in [, 17, [I8]. Tt is still an open problem for other
classes of rational singularities. Here we relate ¢(D,) and Ly(X) and, for RTP-singularities, we find the
candidate divisors for D,,.

When X is an A,-type singularity, using [I8], we know that the strict transform T}, of the polar curve
passes through the intersection point of two irreducible components in the middle of F when with n = 2k
and, T}, intersects the unique irreducible component which is in the middle of £ when n2k 4 1. Hence

D,=(1,2,3,....k—1,k,k,k—1,...,3,2,1), D,=(1,2,3,...,k,k+1,k,...,3,2,1)
for n = 2k and n = 2k + 1 respectively. Here the ordering of the irreducible components of E is taken as
E, B E3s Ey ... E, 1 E,
When X is a D,,-type singularity, using [I7, [6] we get:
Dy = (k,2k,2k—1,...,2,1,k), D, = (k,2k,2k—1,2k—2,...,4,3,2,k),(k>2)
for n = 2k and n = 2k + 1 respectively such that the ordering in F is taken as
Ey Ey FE3 ... E,
E,
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Consequently, when X is A,-type or D,,-type, we have {(D,) = 2 for n even, {(D,) = 2 for n odd.
In the cases of Eg-type and E7-type singularities, we get the divisors D, as given in Table 2 with respect
to the following orderings in F

El EQ E3 E4 E5 and El EQ E3 E4 E5 EG
Eg Er

Observation 3.15. If X is of ADE-type then

multy(X)

(3.2) Lo(X) < W :

Lo(Dy)

We can also replace Lo(Dy) in the inequality by ¢(Dy).

O,
Recall that, for ADE-singularities, the Milnor number p(X) = dimc( ‘”}V L) of X equals the Tjurina
(@]
number 7(X) = dimc(qwc—gf’%) which is the dimension of the base space of a semi-universal
1Bay D350 D3

deformation of X [16] [25].

4. LOJASIEWICZ EXPONENT OF RATIONAL SINGULARITIES OF HIGHER MULTIPLICITY

Assume that X C C¥ is the germ of a surface with a rational singularity at the origin of multiplicity
m > 2. By [3], the multiplicity m equals N — 1 and, by [25], X is defined by ¢ := W equations.
In other words, there exists ¢ germs of holomorphic functions f; : CN¥ — C so that the fiber over 0 of
the application F : (f1, f2,..., fg) : CN — C? is the surface X = {z € CV | fi(z) = ... = f,(z) = 0}
with multiplicity N — 1 at 0. Let ¢1,...,9s be the determinants of (N — 2) x (N — 2) minors of the

Jacobian matrix (gfj )i,j Where s := (NJXQ) (N‘J_Q). The ideal J =< ¢1,...,9s > is called the Jacobian

ideal. Consider the map

G:=(g1,...,9s): CN = C*
As in the case where ¢ = 1, the Lojasiewicz exponent of X is defined as the smallest element of the set
(4.1) {6>0 | 3UcC" and 3 c € Ry such that [|z]|? < c-[|G(z)| for all z € U}

that is, Lo(X) = Lo(J). Now let us restrict our attention on a special class of rational singularities.
For this, recall that a map F = (f1,...,f.) : CV — C" is called quasi-homogeneous if there exists
w e (Ry — {0})Y and d € (R4 — {0})" such that, for each i, we have

fi()\“’lzl,/\mz% . .,)\wNZN) = )\difi(zl,ZQ, . .,ZN)
where w = (w1, ...,wy) and d = (dy,da, ..., d) = (d(f1),...,d(fr)).

Example 4.1. Let F = (fy, fa, f3) : C* — C? defines a rational singularity of multiplicity 3, called
RTP-singularities. By [23] 2], they are defined by the equations presented in the following table, so each
of them is quasi-homogeneous.

RTP-type Equations RTP-type Equations RTP-type Equations

Ag—1,—1,m—1 zw —y"w -yt =0 Cr—1,041 zz —yFw =0 Dy 1 Tz — Y —yFw=0
k>0>m>1 zw-ﬁ—yez—ykw:O k>1,¢02>2 wz—xprl—xyz:O k>1 zw—xzyk:O
zz —y™mtE =0 zw—xeuk—uk+2:0 w? + 2w — 2% =0
Bi_1,n acz—yk+£—ykw:0 Bi_1,n zz —y w =20 Fr_q acz—ykw:O
n=20>3 w2+y£w—x2y:O n=20—-12>3 zw—xyk+1—z;k+6:0 k>1 zw—xzyk—yk+3:0
zw—xuk+1: w? — y—xzy =0 w2—x3—xy3:O
H,, 22 —zw=20 H,, z2—acyk —zyw =0 H,, 22 —zw=0
n = 3k zw+y z—x2y:O n=3k+1 zw —ax“y =0 n=3k—-1 Zw — x y—acyk:O
w” + y"w — xzyz =0 w2+u'wfzz:0 w® —y"z —xyz =0
Eg,0 22— yw =0 Eo,7 22 — yw =0 E7 o 22— yw =0
zw+y22712y:0 zwszyfy‘L:O zw+zzzfy3:0
w2+y2w712z:0 w2712271/32:0 w2+12w7u2z:0

TABLE 3. The equations defining RTP-singularities
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Proposition 4.2. [7] If X is an RTP-singularity then G = (g1, ..., g18) : C* — C'¥® is quasi-homogeneous
with weight w = (w1, w2, w3, ws) and with quasi-degree d = (d(g1), .. .d(g1s)) € Z1%, and the Lojasiewicz
exponent Lo(X) is bounded as

min; ;{d(g1), ... d(g1s)}
min{wl, wa, W3, ’LU4}

max{d(g1),...d(g1s)}
min{ws, wy, w3, wa}

< Lo(X) <

The possible values of the Lojasiewicz exponent of L£y(X) can be computed using the explicit equations
and represented in the table below.

RTP weights minw| mind maxd

AL oom (m, 1, k, £) 1 2m 2k + € — 1

Boy (2 —1,2,2k + 1, 20) 2 40 —1forl < k+ 1, | 4k+20for k = ¢, 4k+£ for | < k,

4k +2 for l > k+ 1 60 for | > k+1

Boy_1 (20—2,2,2k+1,20—1) for £ < k+1, 2 4k + 1 for £ > k + 1, 3k+30—2 for £ > k41, 2k+2044
(2k, 2,k + 0,k +¢) for ¢ > k+ 1 40 —3 for £ < k41 for £ < k, 2kl — £ — 1 for £ =k

Cr_1041| 2,6 kl4+2£-1,£41) 2 {43 2kL 420 — 2

Dy 1 (4, 3,3k + 2,6) 3 10 6k + 4

Fr_1 (6,4,4k + 3,9) 4 15 8k 4+ 6

Hsj 1 (3k — 3,3,3k — 2,3k — 1) 3 6k — 4 8,14,12k — 12 for k > 4

Hgp, (3k —2,3,3k — 1, 3k) 3 6k — 2 18,27,8k + 4 for k > 4

Hzp41 (3k —1,3,3k + 1, 3k) 3 6k — 4 19,29,12k — 4 for k > 4

FEg.0 (5,4,6,8) 4 13 24

Eo. 7 (9, 6, 10, 14) 6 20 36

E7.0o (5, 6, 8, 10) 5 16 30

TABLE 4. Ly(X) for RTP-singularities

The following theorem gives a nice upper bound on Ly(X) by showing that the upper bound we obtained
for the ADE-singularities is also valid for the RTP-singularities.

Theorem 4.3. Let X be a surface with an RTP-type singularity. Then the inequality [T holds.

multo(X)
(4.2) Lo(X) < Wg()—l :

Proof. Let X be of Ey 7-type singularity. We have X = V(I) with I =< fi, fa, f3 >. Consider the ideal
T =< Jij(z122), Jij(z123), Jij(z124), Jij(2223), Jij(2224), Jij(2324) >

with 4,5 = 1,2,3 and ¢ # j where J;;(z122) = ngi g—g — ng; g—g. A generating set for J is

Lo(Dy)

222 4+ yw, 6222 + 17w?, TZW, ryw, z?w, Y2,

322y — 172w, 1993w + 422w, 33z + 222+ 2w?, y* + 2%y — 42w,  2* zy?  w?  yzw

The length of the ideal J is 17. It is hard to compute the integral closure of that ideal. However, we can
still make use of the formula given in Bl in order to get an estimation on Lo(J). If for some a,b € Z>,
we have M® C J° then this implies that Lo(J) < 7. We obtain M?® C J and the best estimation we
get is the inclusion M*T1 C J with ¢t € N*, so we can say Lo(X) = Lo(J) < 4. We also conclude that
D, is among the divisors with length < 17. In Table[H we give all possible Lo(D) for the divisors D with
lengths < 17 and we see that the inequality holds.

Now, consider the surface X C C* of Eg o-type singularity. A generating set of the Jacobian ideal J is

2

w?, 2 3 2

Zw, 2w — 2w?, TYw, r*w — 4dyzw, 2%, xz,
xyz, 222z —4yz? —3w?, P +222+yw, xy?, 2%y — 2%z —4dzw, Y222 2t

The length ¢(J) equals 16. Again we proceed with J instead of the integral closure of J and we obtain
M® C J but M* ¢ J. More precisely, we have M3 C 72! with ¢t € N*. Hence Lo(X) = Lo(J) < 4

and we again have the inequality.
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Some elements in £(7) (1) £o(I) Some elements in £(7) (1) £o(I)
(1,3,4,3,2,1,2)% 1 1 (1,3,5,4,3,2,1,3)= 1 1
(2,3,4,3,2,1,2)= 2 2 (2,4,6,5,4,3,2,3) 2 2
(2,4,6,5,4,2,3) 3 2 (2,5,8,7,6,4,2,4) 3 2
(2,4,6,5,4,3,3) 1 3 (2,6,10,8,6,4,2,5)% 1 2
(2,5,8,6,4,2,4) 1 2 (2,5,8,7,6,5,3,4) 1 3
(2,5,8,7,5,3,4) 5 3 (3,7,10,8,6,4,2,5) 5 3
(2,6,10,9,6,3,5)* 8 3 (2,6,10,9,8,6,3,5) 6 3
(2,6, 10,8, 6,4,5) 3 1 (2,5,8,7,6,5,4,4) 6 1
(2,6, 10,8, 6, 3, 6) 8 3 (3,8, 12, 10, 8, 6, 3, 6) 7 3
(3,7,11,9, 6, 3, 6) 9 3 Dy = (4,7,10,8,6,4,2,5)x ) Pl
(2,5,8,7,6,5,4) 10 5 (2,6,10,9,8,7,6,5)= 12 6
(2,6,10,9,8,4,5)x 11 1 (4, 10, 16, 14, 12, 10, 5, 8) 17 5
(3,8,13,11, 8,4, 7) 13 1 (4,10, 16, 14, 12, 9, 6, 8) 17 6
(3,9,14, 12,9, 5,7) 16 5 (4, 10, 16, 14, 12, 10, 5, 8) 17 5
(3,9,14,11,8,5,7) 16 1 (4,11, 18, 15, 12, 9, 5, 10) 17 5
(3,9, 15,12, 8, 4, 8) 16 6 (5,11, 17, 14, 11, 8, 5, 9) 17 5
(4,10, 14, 11, 8,4, 7) 16 1 (5,12, 18, 15, 12, 8, 4, 9) 17 5
(4,9, 14, 12, 8, 4, 7) 16 1 (4,12, 19, 16, 12, 8, 4, 10) 17 5
(4,9,14,11,8,5,7) 16 5 (4,12, 18, 15, 12, 9, 5, 9) 17 5
(2,6,10,9,8,7,5)* 20 7 (7,21, 30, 24, 18, 12, 6, 15)* 19 7
(4,12, 20, 15, 10, 5, 10)+ | 28 5 (6, 18, 30, 27, 24, 16, 8, 15)= 57 3
(4, 12, 20, 15, 10, 5, 13)«. | 37 13/2 (8, 24, 40, 36, 27, 18, 9, 20)* 86 9

TABLE 5. For Fg o and Ey 7 singularities

In a similar way, we obtain the following bounds on Lo(X) when X is of other RTP-type singularities.

RTP u with £(7) < u j with Lo(J) < j
Akt k+e+m+5 k+lwithk>€>m>1
Bl 50+ k+2for l>k+1, ktdl+2forl<k+1| k+e+1
Bror 1 | 50+ kfor £<k,50+k—1for £>k+1 k+¢

Cr_1001| k+e+8 k + 2

Dy_1 k+ 13 k+3

Fr—1 k+16 k+3

Haspq 6k + 2 2k

Hsj, 6k + 4 2k

Hgpi1 6k + 6 2k + 1

Ee.o 16 4

Eo.7 17 5

E7o 17 5

TABLE 6. ¢(J) and Ly(J) for RTP-singularities respectively

O

The computation above gives a nice upper bound on £, (X) which permits also to determine the approx-
imate location of D).

Conjecture 4.4. The inequality in Theorem [[.3 is true for a rational singularity of higher multiplicity.
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