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RESOLVING SINGULARITIES OF CURVES WITH ONE TORIC
MORPHISM
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This paper is dedicated to Bernard Teissier.

ABsTRACT. We give an explicit positive answer, in the case of reduced curve singularities, to a
question of B. Teissier about the existence of a toric embedded resolution after reembedding. In
the case of a curve singularity (C, O) contained in a non singular surface S such a reembedding
may be defined in terms of a sequence of maximal contact curves of the minimal embedded
resolution of C. We prove that there exists a toric modification, after reembedding, which
provides an embedded resolution of C. We use properties of the semivaluation space of S at O
to describe how the dual graph of the minimal embedded resolution of C' may be seen on the
local tropicalization of S associated to this reembedding.
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INTRODUCTION

In [GT00], Goldin and Teissier proved that one can resolve the singularities of a plane branch
(i.e., an analytically irreducible plane curve singularity) with one toric morphism, after reembed-
ding it in a possibly higher dimensional affine space. Teissier asked then the following question
in [Tei04, Section 5|, see also [Tei03].
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Question. Given a reduced and equidimensional algebraic or formal space X over an algebraically
closed field k, is it true that for every point « € X there is a local formal embedding of (X, x) into
an affine space (A™,0) and a toric structure on A™ such that (X,z) < (A™,0) can be resolved
by one toric morphism ?

This means that there exist local coordinates uq, ..., u,, centered at x and an open (étale or
formal) neighborhood U of z € A™(k), such that there is a proper birational toric map 7 : Z — U
with respect to the coordinates uq, ..., u,, with Z non singular and such that the strict transform
X’ of X nU is non singular and transversal to the non dense orbits at every point of 7~!(z) n X'
An embedding satisfying the property of the question will be called torific, a terminology which
combines toric and terrific.

We consider also the problem of existence of torific embeddings of a triple (x, X, A™(k)) where
x € X < A"(k), and n is the embedding dimension of x € X, that is, if there exists a formal
embedding of A" (k) into an affine space A™ (k) endowed with a toric structure, such that a toric
morphism of A™(k) induces an embedded resolution of the triple (z, X, A™(k)).

Besides the case of plane branches there are some partial answers to Teissier’s question:

- Aroca, Gomez-Morales, and Shabbir considered a notion of Newton non-degenerate ideals of
the ring of polynomials k[ Xo, ..., X, ] (see [AGS13]). This is a condition on the initial ideals with
respect to a weight vector lying in the tropicalization of I. In this case, the original embedding
of the singularity is already torific. The notion of Newton non-degenerate ideal is related to that
of schon variety in [Tev07]. It is a generalization of the notions of hypersurface and complete
intersection singularities which are non degenerate with respect to their Newton polyhedra, which
was introduced by Khovanskii and Kouchnirenko [Kou76, Kho78|. Cueto, Popescu-Pampu and
Stepanov have proven that the ideals defining the natural embeddings of splice type surface
singularities are Newton non-degenerate (see [CPS21]). In the second version of the preprint
[CPS21], they have deduced the existence of a torific embedding of a reduced complex analytic
plane curve singularity, as an application of their results on surface singularities.

- Lejeune-Jalabert and Reguera proved in [LJR99] that sandwiched surface singularities admit
natural torific embeddings, which were called toric environments.

- Gonzélez Pérez generalized Goldin and Teissier’s result to the case of an irreducible germ of
quasi-ordinary hypersurface singularity (see [GP03]).

- More generally, Tevelev proved that if k£ is an algebraically closed field of characteristic
zero and X < P"(k) is a projective algebraic variety, then there exists an integer m » 0 such
that if X < P™(k) is the Veronese reembedding of order m, there exist projective coordinates
(20 : -+ zm) on P™(k) such that the intersection of X with the torus 7" (k) = (k*)™ defined
by this choice of coordinates, is dense in X and there exists an equivariant map of toric varieties
w : Z — P™(k), with Z non singular, such that the strict transform of X is non singular
and transversal to the non dense toric orbits in Z (see [Tev14]|). The proof of this result uses
embedded resolution of singularities which is not known to be available in general when the field
k has positive characteristic.

The main result of [GT00] motivates Teissier’s strategy towards the proof of local uniformiza-
tion, which is a very local version of resolution, by a method based on the comparison of a given
singular germ by deformation with a space whose resolution is easy and blind to the charac-
teristic, namely using toric methods (see |Tei09, Tei03, Teil4d]). Note here that the valuative
machinery that makes things work in [GT00], still works to some extent in higher dimension
[CMT21] but does not lead to similar conclusions on resolution of singularities.
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In addition, a resolution obtained by a torific embedding is often easier to use than classsical
Hironaka-type resolutions for computing subtle invariants of singularities like motivic or topolog-
ical zeta functions, monodromy zeta functions, log canonical thresholds and jumping numbers of
multiplier ideals (see [MVV21, GGGR21, GG14]). The resolutions of singularities obtained by
the classical approach are often complex to handle and it is a difficult problem to link invariants
of resolution of singularities like Hironaka’s order of ideals to subtle invariants of singularities
such as those that we have just mentioned.

Let us explain the main contributions of this paper. Along this article, we assume that we are
working over an algebraically closed field k of arbitrary characteristic.

In Section 1 we prove the existence of functions defining a torific embedding of a reduced
curve singularity of arbitrary embedding dimension in two different ways (see Corollary 1.19 and
Theorem 1.22).

In Section 2 we consider a reduced plane curve singularity C' at a point O. We take a minimal
generating sequence (xg, ..., Ty,) of the divisorial valuations defined by those prime exceptional
divisors of the minimal embedded resolution v of C' which intersect the strict transform of C. We
assume that the strict transform of the branch L; defined by x; = 0 does not intersect the strict
transform of C' by v, for i = 0,...,m. Then, we prove that the tuple of functions (zg, z1, ..., Zm)
defines a torific embedding of C' at O (see Theorem 2.27).

In Section 3 we prove that the tuple of functions (o, ..., z,,) considered above, defines torific
embedding of the triple (O, C, A?(k)), that is, there exists a toric modification of A™*!(k) which
induces an embedded resolution of (O, C, A?(k)) (see Theorem 3.40). In addition, we show how
the dual graph of the total transform of U.(L; by the minimal embedded resolution ¢ of C
appears on the support of the fan defining this modification.

Our main result realises the program of the geometric approach to resolution of singularities
explained in [Mou20, Moul7]. This program suggests that one can find a torific embedding of
a singularity (X,z) from first detecting a finite number of special divisorial valuations which
may be called essential and then finding an embedding of X which is torific along each of these
divisorial valuations. Given an essential valuation v, finding an embedding of X which is torific
along v is a valuation theoretical issue; then a torific embedding may be found by a simple
procedure (concatenation of the packages of functions defining the torific embeddings along each
essential valuation); such a torific embedding is far from being minimal in general.

In this article, for a plane curve singularity, we find these essential valuations on the minimal
embedded resolution of the curve and we characterize them by using the Eggers-Wall tree. We
use the geometric characterization of the generating sequences of tuples of divisorial valuations
by Spivakovsky [Spi90, Section 8| in the case of one valuation and Delgado, Galindo, and Nunez
[DGNO8] in the case of several valuations (see Proposition 2.12). The embedding that we find
has no superfluous information as in the concatenation procedure, it is actually minimal for the
triple (O,C,A2%). One can also detect the essential valuations on a graph which is associated
with the jet schemes of the curve singularity [Moull, LIMRI13]. This latter graph makes sense
also for higher dimensional singularities [CM21]| and the loc.cit. program suggests that one can
detect essential valuations on it [Mou20].

In order to prove the main results in Section 3 we consider the local tropicalization of A%(k)
associated with the tuple of functions (xg,...,z,,). The definition and properties of local trop-
icalizations in a general setting was developped in [PS13| by Popescu-Pampu and Stepanov.
Further applications of local tropicalization are obtained recently by Cueto, Popescu-Pampu,
and Stepanov in the case of surface singularities of splice type (see [CPS21]).
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The finite local tropicalization of A?(k) associated with the tuple of functions (g, ...,Zm)
consists of the tuples (v(z),...,v(zm)) € RZ,, where v runs though the semivaluations of A% (k)

at the closed point O of C, which take finite values on xg,...,x,. We show that this set is the
support of a fan 7 in R™! consisting of at most two dimensional cones (see Theorem 3.18). For
instance, if F is an exceptional prime divisor in the minimal embedded resolution of ¢ of C' and
if v denotes its associated divisorial valuation then (vg(xo), . .., ve(zm)) € Z7* belongs to the
support of 7. Then, we study the initial ideals associated to the ideal I defining the embedding
A%(k) — A™*l(k) with respect to weight vectors w in the support of 7. The key step is to
prove that the ideal I is Newton non degenerate (see Proposition 3.39). This is shown by using
the properties of expansions in terms of generating sequences. The main theorem of this section
is obtained by applying the result of [AGS13] mentioned above. We show that if Y denotes the
image of A%(k) after reembedding, then there exists a toric modification 7 of A™*1(k), defined
by a regular fan supported on R;ng ! which induces a regularization of the fan 7, and such that
the restriction of 7 to the strict transform Y’ of Y is an embedded resolution of C' (see Theorem
3.40). If in addition the regularization of the fan 7 is the minimal one, then the restriction of 7
to Y’ is the minimal embedded resolution of C' (see Theorem 3.42). In particular, we prove that
the projectivization of the minimal regularization of the fan 7 is isomorphic to the dual graph
of the total transform of UL (L; by the minimal embedded resolution ¢ of C (see Proposition
3.41).

The description of the fan T is very explicit in terms of the embedding of the Eggers- Wall
tree of C' with respect to the smooth branch Lg defined by x¢g = 0 in the space of normal-
ized semivaluations Vi, with respect to Ly. This embedding was described by Garcia Barroso,
Popescu-Pampu, and Gonzalez Pérez (see [GGP19a, Section 8] and [GGP19b, Remark 5.37]).
The space Vr, is one of the valuative trees considered in Favre and Jonsson’s book [FJ04], see
also the presentation of this theory in Jonsson’s survey [Jonl5, section 7].

Besides providing an answer to Teissier’'s question for plane curve singularities, our results
exhibit the beautiful interplay between semivaluation spaces, resolution of singularities, toric ge-
ometry and tropical geometry, which may shed some light on higher dimensional generalizations.

Notation. A curve C is an affine scheme Spec O, where O is a complete noetherian local ring of
dimension one over k with residue field k. We call the ring O the local ring of C' and denote by
M the maximal ideal of O@. The curve C is reduced if the local ring O is reduced. If O is an
integral domain, the curve C' is said to be a branch. The local ring O of a reduced curve C has

a finite number of minimal prime ideals, say P; for j = 1,...,7, each one defining a branch C}
with local ring O/P;. Then we write C' = U%_1C;j and say that C'is a curve with r branches.

The embedding dimension of a curve C' is the dimension of M/M? as k-vector space. A plane
curve is a curve of embedding dimension at most two.
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1. TORIC RESOLUTIONS OF REDUCED CURVE SINGULARITIES

1.1. Toric modifications, their critical and discriminant locus. In this section we describe
the modification induced by an ambient toric modification on an orbit closure in a toric variety.
See the textbooks [Ful93, CLS11, Ewa96, Oda88| for standard notions about toric geometry.

Let ¥ be a fan with respect to a rank n lattice IV, with dual lattice M. If c € Ngp := N ®R
is a cone we denote by § € My := M ® R the dual cone, and by o+ the orthogonal cone.

If o0 € ¥ then the semigroup & n M is finitely generated and the semigroup algebra

klg n M] ={ Z aUX”|avek,veé—mM}
finite
is a k-algebra of finite type. It is the coordinate ring of the affine toric variety X,.

In addition, if the cone ¢ is of dimension n, then there is a unique minimal system of generators

V1, ..., Um, Of the semigroup & n M. Setting, x; := x¥ for ¢ = 1,...,m,, defines an embedding
of the affine toric variety
(1.1) Xy = kM7,

which sends the 0-dimensional orbit to the origin of k™. In this case, the defining ideal of this
0O-dimensional orbit is generated by the monomials x", for v € & n M\{0}. The completion of
k[ n M] with respect to this ideal is the formal power series ring

k[[5 ~ M]] = {Zavxv|avek,vede}.

We denote by Xy n the normal toric variety associated with the fan ¥ and the lattice N, or
simply by Xy, if the lattice N is clear from the context. If o € ¥ we denote by X, the affine open
toric subvariety of Xy, and by O(o)y, or simply by O(o), the corresponding orbit by the action
on Xy, of the torus Ty = Hom(M, k*). Abstractly, the orbit O(o) is the torus Hom(M (o), k*),
where M (o) denotes the lattice spanned by o n M. In particular, we have Ty = O({0}). The
map which sends a cone o € ¥ to its corresponding orbit O(o) defines a bijection of ¥ with the
set of orbits of the torus action on Xs..

The closure of the orbit O(¢) in Xy is a normal toric variety. In order to describe its associated
fan, we consider the lattices N, spanned by ¢ n N and the quotient N (o) := N/N,. The dual
lattice of N (o) is precisely the lattice M (o) introduced before. Denote by Star(c)s; the set of
cones in N(o)r which are images by the canonical projection Ng — N(o)r = Ngr/(Ny)r of the
cones of the fan ¥ which contain o as a face. The set Star(o)s is a fan with respect to the lattice

N(o).
Lemma 1.1. (see [Ful93, Section 3.1|) The closure of the orbit O(o) in Xy is the normal toric

variety Xstar(o)y,N(o) @ssociated with the fan Star(o)s and the lattice N (o).

Remark 1.2. The torus T (,) = Hom(M (o), k*) of the toric variety Xgar(o)s,N(o) 15 €qual to
O(0). More generally, the orbits of the action of the torus T (y) on Xgtar(s)y,N(o) are orbits of
the action of Ty on Xs.
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Notation 1.3. We denote by ¥, the fan consisting of the faces of the cone og, = RY,
with respect to the lattice N := Z". We often write simply oy := 09, and g := Yo, if n
is clear from the context. We denote by eq,...,e, the canonical basis of the lattice N, which
spans the cone 0g,. We denote by é1,...,é, the dual basis of M, which spans the dual cone
Go,n- The toric variety Xs,, is isomorphic to ™ by (1.1). It is equipped with coordinates
(Xla s 7Xn) = (Xela T 7Xen)'

Example 1.4. Let us fix an integer s with 1 < s <n—1. The cone ¢ := Rygesr1 + -+ Rspen
belongs to the fan ¥ ,, (see Notation 1.3). The lattice N, has basis €541, ..., e,. Let us denote
by @ € N(o) the image of a vector w € N by the canonical projection N — N(o). Then, the

lattice N (o) has basis é€y,...,és. Thus, the closure of the orbit O(c) is the coordinate subspace
k® < k™ with coordinates (X7, ..., Xs), and defined by Xs41 =--- = X,, = 0.

Let ¥/ be a fan subdividing ¥ with respect to the lattice N. We denote by 7T§: X5y —
X5 the associated toric modification. The exceptional locus of the modification 7'('%, consists of
those subvarieties of Xsv which are mapped to subvarieties of Xy, of smaller dimension. The
discriminant locus of the modification 71'%/ is the image of the exceptional locus. These loci can

be described in terms of orbits as follows (see [GP03, Section 1.1] and also [GSLJ91, Page 100]).

Proposition 1.5. The exceptional locus Exc (71'%/) of 7'('%, is the union of orbits O(o)sr, for
o€ X\X. The discriminant locus of T3 is the union of orbits O(7)s, for T € L\X'.

Let us fix a cone o € 3. If o belongs also to ¥’ then the orbit O(0)yx Xy is not contained
in the discriminant locus of 775‘/. We have also an orbit O(o)sy © Xy and the restriction of
7y defines an isomorphism of orbits O(c)sy — O(o)s. The fan Star(c)sy is a subdivision of
Star(o)y. The following lemma is a particular case of Lemma 3.3.21 of [CLS11].

Lemma 1.6. Let X/ be a subdivision of the fan . If o € X' n'Y then the restriction of W%l to the
closure of O(o)sy in the source and to the closure of O(o)y, in the target is the toric modification
(12) WSEZﬁgZ))i : XStar(a)Z/ - XStar(a)g-

Example 1.7. Let us specialize to the case n = 3 in Notation 1.3. Consider the subdivision ¥
of ¥y at the vector w = (4,6,13). It has three-dimensional cones o; ; = Rx>oe; + Rxpe; + Rxow,
for 1 < i < j < 3. The exceptional locus of 7'('%0 is the union of orbits O(o)y such that
the relative interior of the cone ¢ is contained in ]R?;O, while the discriminant locus of 7'('%0 is
reduced to the origin, that is, the O-dimensional orbit. Let us consider the cone ¢ = Rxges.
The closure of the orbit O(c)s, is the coordinate plane of k® defined by X3 = 0. Abstractly,
it is the toric variety defined by the cone RZ)O = Rspe; + Rogés, with respect to the lattice
N (o) = Ze;y + Zesy, where we use the notation of Example 1.4. The only three-dimensional cones
of ¥ which contain o are 013 and 02 3. These two cones intersect along the cone R>ow + Rxpes.
The fan Star(o)y is the subdivision of the cone Réo along the ray spanned by 2é; 4+ 3é,. This
ray is the image of Row + Rxgpe3 under the canonical projection Ng = R3 — N(o)r = R?,
which sends (a1, as,a3) — (a1, a2).

1.2. Sufficient conditions for the existence of a toric embedded resolution. Let C' be
a reduced curve, not necessarily a plane one. We denote by O its local ring, with maximal ideal
M. If z1,...,x, is a set of generators of the maximal ideal M, then we have a surjection

(1.3) E[[X1,...,X,]] = O, such that X; — z;, fori =1,...,n.

This surjection defines an embedding of germs C' < k", which maps the special point of C
to the origin of ™. In this section, we give sufficient conditions on the functions z1,...,z, in
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order to guarantee that an embedded resolution of a branch C' < k™ can be obtained by a toric
modification of k™.

In what follows we consider k" as the affine toric variety Xy, and use Notation 1.3. The
following definition is slightly more general than the one considered in [GT00].

Definition 1.8. Let C be a reduced curve embedded in k™ by the map (1.3). A toric modification
7'('%0: Xy, — Xy, = k" defined by a regular subdivision X of ¥ is a toric embedded resolution of
C if no branch of C is contained in the discriminant locus of 7'('%0, and the strict transform C of
C is smooth and transversal to the orbit stratification of the exceptional locus of 71'%0.

Recall that the strict transform C' of C' by 71'%0 is the closure in Xy, of (7‘(‘%0)_1(0 )\Exc (77%0).

Remark 1.9. In the paper [GT00]| the case when the curve C is contained in a coordinate
hyperplane was not considered. In order to deal with this case we introduced the hypothesis
about the discriminant locus of the modification in Definition 1.8. The transversality condition
in Definition 1.8 should be considered with respect to the modifications of the minimal coordinate
subspaces containing the branches of C, which are toric morphisms by Lemma 1.6. Notice that
the minimal coordinate subspace of Xy, = k™ which contains a branch C; of C' is the closure
Xstar(o)y, Of an orbit O(0)s,, for some o € ¥y (see Example 1.4). By Proposition 1.5 this

coordinate subspace is not contained in the discriminant locus of W%O if and only if o € 3. Then,

the toric modification 7'('%0 is a toric embedded resolution of C; according to Definition 1.8. This
means that the map ﬂggziég))i , defined in (1.2), is a toric embedded resolution of C; XStar(O)EO
0

according to the definition considered in [GT00].

Before stating our results we need to introduce preliminary materials on arcs. See [Ish04] for
more on arcs on toric varieties.

An arc on Xy, is a morphism 7n: Spec k[[t]] — Xx,, which corresponds to a homomorphism
of k-algebras n*: k[dg n M| — k[[t]]. The arc n has its generic point in the torus of k™ if the
series x¥ o n :=n*(x") is a nonzero element of k[[t]] for any v € 69 N M. The arc is centered at
the origin of k™ if x¥ on belongs to (¢)k[[t]], for any nonzero v € 5o n M. In this case, the arc n
induces a map of local k-algebras k[[Gg n M]] — k[[t]] which we denote also by n*.

If  has its generic point in the torus Ty, then it has an associated order vector ord(n) € N. It
is defined as the lattice homomorphism M — Z which sends v € M to the order of the Laurent
series x"on € k((t)). Notice that xVon € k[[t]], for any v € 69 M. This implies that ord(n) € oy.
The coordinates of the order vector ord(n) with respect to the basis ey, ..., e, are equal to

(ord¢(X710m),- -+ ,ordy (X, on)).

Definition 1.10. Let C' be a branch embedded in £" by the map (1.3). We associate to C' an
arc nc: C — k™ which is the composition of a normalization C' — C of C' with the inclusion

C — k™.

In terms of the coordinates (X1,...,X,) of k" and a regular parameter ¢ of C, the arc ¢ in
Definition 1.10 corresponds to a local homomorphism of k-algebras

ne: k[[Xy, . Xall = kl[60 0 M| — E[[t]],

whose kernel is the defining ideal I of the branch C. By definition, the arc n¢ is centered at
the origin of k™. If in addition, n¢ has its generic point in the torus of £™, then ord(n¢) belongs
to the interior of .
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1.2.1. The case when nc has its generic point in the torus. We start by discussing what happens
to the order vector of an arbitrary arc n on Xy, with generic point in the torus, when a toric
modification is made.

Remark 1.11. Let ¥ be a regular subdivision of ¥j. By the valuative criterion of properness
there is a unique arc 77: Speck[[t]] — Xx such that 71'%0 of = n. Since the modification 71'%0
is the identity on the torus, the lifted arc 7 has also its generic point in the torus T and by
definition we get ord(n) = ord(7). Let o € ¥ be a cone of dimension n which contains the order
vector ord(n). Denote by v1,...,v, the basis of the lattice N which spans the regular cone o.
The affine toric variety X, is isomorphic to k™ with coordinates (Uy,...,U,) = (x™,...,x™),
where 01, ..., ¥, is the dual basis of vy, ...,v,. Then, it follows that the coordinates of the vector
ord(7) with respect to the basis vq,...,v, of N are equal to (ord;(U;y 0 7),...,ord¢ (U, o7)).

The following proposition provides a sufficient condition to guarantee the existence of a toric
embedded resolution of the branch C', when 7n¢ has generic point in the torus of k”.

Proposition 1.12. Let C be a branch embedded in k™ by the map (1.3). If the arc no has its
generic point in the torus of k™ and ord(nc) is primitive with respect to the lattice N, then any
regular subdivision 3 of the fan ¥¢ such that the ray pc spanned by ord(nc) belongs to ¥ defines
a toric embedded resolution of C.

Proof. Let us denote the toric modification 7'('%0 simply by 7 and the arc n¢o by n. Let 7 be the

unique lifting of 17 to Xx. Then, the strict transform C of C is equal to the image of 7, and 7] is
the composition of the normalization of C' with the inclusion C' — Xs,.

Since the order vector ord(n) is contained in the interior of the cone oy, Proposition 1.5 implies
that the orbit O(p¢) is contained in the exceptional locus of 7.

Let o be a regular cone of ¥ spanned by a basis v, ..., v, of N such that v; = ord(n). Notice
that we use here the assumption that ord(n) is primitive in the lattice N. The affine toric variety
X, is isomorphic with k™ with coordinates (Ui,...,U,). Then, it follows from Remark 1.11,
that ord(n) = ord(7) and

(1.4) (ord¢(Uy o 7),...,ordy (U, o7n)) = (1,0,...,0),

since (1,0,...,0) is the vector of coordinates of ord(n) with respect to the basis vy,...,v,. The
parametrization 7 of C, in terms of the coordinates (Uy,...,U,), is given by (Uyo7,...,U,on).

Therefore, the condition (1.4) implies that the strict transform C of C' is smooth and transversal
to the orbit O(pc). O

1.2.2. The case when nc does not have generic point in the torus. We now deal with the gen-
eralization of Proposition 1.12 to the case when 7n¢ does not have generic point in the torus of
k™. Then, some of the series X; o are identically zero, say for j = s + 1,...,n. The smaller
coordinate subspace of k™ which contains the branch C'is X1 = --- = X, = 0. We are in the
situation of Remark 1.9. If 0 = Rypes41 + - -+ + Rxgey,, then the arc ne has its generic point in
the torus O(o)yx,, nc factors through the orbit closure XStar(U)ZO = k®, and it is centered at the
origin of £*. That is, we have X onc € (t) E[[t]]\{0}, for j = 1...,s. The order vector ord(nc)
is an element of the lattice N (o) which belongs to the interior of the image of the cone o under
the canonical projection Ng — N(o)r (see Example 1.4 and Remark 1.11).

Proposition 1.13. With the previous hypothesis and notation, let 3 be a regqular fan subdividing

Yo such that o € . Assume that ord(nc) is a primitive vector in the lattice N (o) and it spans

a ray pc of the fan Star(o)y. Then, 7'('%0 1s a toric embedded resolution of C.
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Proof. Since o € ¥ the image of no, which is equal to the branch C, is not contained in the
discriminant locus of 7 (see Proposition 1.5). This implies that the strict transform C of C
exists. Recall that no factors through XStar(o)EO = k®, has generic point in the torus of this
variety, and it is centered at the origin of k*. Proposition 1.12 implies that the modification (1.2)
is a toric embedded resolution of C' XStar(o‘)zo' By Remark 1.9 this implies the result. (]

Example 1.14. We keep the notations of Example 1.7. Let Cy, C be the branches in k? given
by né (X1) = t4, né (X2) = 15, nE (X3) = 13, and n¥, (X1) = 2, ¢, (X2) = 13, 0§, (X3) = 0.
If ¥ is any regular subdivision of ¥, then by Proposition 1.12 the toric modification defined by
¥/ is an embedded resolution of Cy. The branch C5 is contained in the closure of the orbit of k3
associated with o = R>pes. The cone spanned by 2é; + 33 € N (o) belongs to the fan Star(o)y.
The cone o € Xy belongs also to ¥'. Since the order vector of Cy is the primitive vector 2e; + 3és,
the modification ¥’ induces also an embedded resolution of Cy by Proposition 1.13. Therefore,
in this case 775‘; is a toric embedded resolution of C; u Cs.

1.3. Toric resolutions after reembedding. In this section we prove that certain choices of
functions define suitable torific embeddings for a reduced curve singularity. We mean by this
that the curve singularity can be resolved by one toric modification, after reembedding it in an
affine space of possibly higher dimension. This result is a generalization of a theorem of Goldin
and Teissier, see [GT00, Th. 6.1, Corollary].

Definition 1.15. Let C be a branch embedded in k™ by the map (1.3). The semigroup I'c of
the branch C'is I'c = {ord;(hone) | h € k[[X1,..., X,]], h ¢ Ic}.

The semigroup I'¢ is a finitely generated semigroup of (Zxq, +) (see [Zar00]).
Lemma 1.16. Let C be a branch embedded in k™ by the map (1.3). Let y1,...,ym be elements
of the maximal ideal of k[[X1,...,Xy]] such that:

(1) Yty - s Ym ¢ IC;
(2) the numbers ord.(y; o nc) € Z=o, j = 1,...,m, generate the semigroup I'c.

Then, the vector (ord(y1 o nc), - .. ,ordi(ym o nc)) is primitive in the lattice ™.
Proof. Since the local homomorphism O — k[[t]] corresponding to the normalization C — C

induces an isomorphism between the fields of fractions, we must have that the group generated by
I'c is equal to Z. This is equivalent to the condition ged(ord:(yione),...,ordi(ymonc)) = 1. O

With the hypothesis of Lemma 1.16, if we take ¥, 41, - - - , ¥s in the maximal ideal of k[[ X7, ..., X,]]
then the values ord;(ysonc), for £ € {1,..., s}, belong to I'cu {0}, and the finite values generate
the semigroup I'c. We use this fact constantly afterwards.

Let y1,...,Ym be generators of the maximal ideal of k[[X1, ..., X,]]. Then, the surjection
E[[Y1,..., Y]]l = E[[X1,...,X,]] such that Y — y;, for j =1,...,m.
defines an embedding
(1.5) k™ — k™.
If C is a reduced curve embedded in k™ by the map (1.3) then, by composing the embedding
C — k™ with (1.5), we get an embedding
(1.6) C — k™.

If C; is a branch of C = uj_,Cj, then C < k™ induces an embedding C; — k™. We denote
by n;: Speckl[[t;]] — k™ the composition of n¢, with the map (1.5). It corresponds to a local
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homomorphism of k-algebras
n; s k[[Y1, ..., Y]] — k[[t;]], such that Y — ys onc;, for s =1,...,m.

Corollary 1.17. Let C' = U;T:ICJ- be a reduced curve with r = 1 branches embedded in k™ by the
map (1.3). Let y1,...,Ym € k[[X1,...,X,]] be such that:

(1) y1,---,Ym generate the maximal ideal of k[[X1,..., Xn]],

(2) yi,-. s ym € Loy, for1<j<r,

(3) the numbers ordy, (ys o nc;) € Z=o, s = 1,...,m, generate the group Z, for 1 < j <.

Let C — k™ be the embedding defined as (1.0) with respect to yi,...,Ym. Let ¥ be a regular
subdivision of the fan 3o, such that the ray p; spanned by ord(n;) belongs to X, for 1 < j <.
Denote by C’j the strict transform of C; under ﬂ%o’m. If the special points of C'j, forj=1,...,r,

P

S, . is a toric embedded resolution of C' < k™.

are pairwise different, then the toric modification m

Proof. For 1 < j < r, by condition (2), the arc 7; has its generic point in the torus of k™.
Note that the coordinates of the vector ord(n;) with respect to the canonical basis ey, ..., ey of
N =7Z™ (see Notation 1.3) are equal to

(ordtj (Yi0m;),... yordy; (Y omy)) = (ordtj (y1 0 an)7 <o yordy (Ym © 770].)).
The vector ord(n;) is primitive in the lattice N by condition (3). Then, we apply Proposition
1.12 to the branch C; embedded in ™ by (1.6) with respect to yi,...,ym, for 1 < j <r. It
follows that the strict transform C; of C; is smooth and transversal to the orbit O(p;)s;, which is
contained in the exceptional locus of 7'('%0 - Since the special points of C; are pairwise different,

the branches C'j and C’j/ do not intersect if j # j'. O

Remark 1.18. Let yq,. ..,y be generators of the maximal ideal of k[[X1,..., X, ]] such that
for any 1 < j < 7 the semigroup I'c; is generated by the numbers ordy, (y, o nc;), for 1 <€ <m
such that ordy; (ye o an) # o0. We can choose such functions in such a way that the three
conditions of Corollary 1.17 are satisfied. The condition (1) holds by assumption. Let us choose
a function y in the maximal ideal of k[[ X1, ..., X,]] such that y ¢ Ic, for 1 < j < r and take an
integer p > 0. If p is large enough then for any 1 < j < r we have that:

ordt,(yioncv) if OI‘dt,(yiOT]Cv)EN
ords ((y; +yP) one,) = J N i i
Thus, if we replace yy by ys + yP, for 1 < £ < m, conditions (2) and (3) of Corollary 1.17 are also
satisfied (see Lemma 1.16).

Corollary 1.19. Let C' = uglej be a reduced curve with r = 1 branches embedded in k™ by
the map (1.3). There exist m =1 and functions yi, ..., Ym such that the conditions (1), (2) and
(3) of Corollary 1.17 are satisfied and in addition, the vectors

(17) (Ordtj(yl OT}CJ')’ s ,Ordtj(ym © 7701'))7 fO’Fj = 1’ s T

are pairwise different. Then, the modification w%()m of Corollary 1.17 is a toric embedded reso-
lution of C' < k™.

Proof. Assume first that we are given functions y1, ..., ¥, verifying the conditions of Corollary
1.17 and such that the vectors (1.7) are pairwise different. This implies that the cones p1, ..., pr,
and their orbits, are also pairwise different. Since the special point of éj belongs to the orbit
O(pj)x, for j = 1,...,r, these special points are also pairwise different. By Corollary 1.17 the

modification 77%0 . is a toric embedded resolution of C' < k™.
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Let us take functions yi, ..., Yy such that the conditions (1), (2) and (3) of Corollary 1.17
are satisfied (see Remark 1.18). Up to relabelling the branches of C' we can assume that

(1.8) ordy, (y1 oMy ) = - -+ = ordy, (y1 0 e, ).

For i =1,...,r — 1 we take f; € I¢; such that f; ¢ I¢; for any 1 < j < r and j # i. Then we
choose an integer ¢; large enough such that

(1.9) ordy; (fi one;) < ordy, (yfl ong,), for j=i+1,...,m
Set m = m/ + r — 1 and consider the functions:
l Cr—
Yloo Yo Y1 = J1 A0 Y1 = fro1 Ty
Then, the vectors (1.7) associated with the branches of C, with respect to the functions y1, . .., ym,

are pairwise different. This follows from the inequalities

) (1.8) ) (1.9)
Ordti (ym'+i o 7701) = Ordti (yfZ © 7701) = Ordtj (y{z o T’Cj) > Ordtj (fl o 770j) = Ordtj (ym’Jri o T]Cj )7

fore=1,...,r—land j=7+1,...,r. O

Example 1.20. The integers g := 8, 81 := 12, By := 26 and B3 := 53 define the minimal
system of generators of the semigroup of a plane branch (see [Tei06, Sec 3.2]). By the method
explained in loc.cit. we get that a defining equation of such a plane branch C is

((YZ o X3)2 o X5Y)2 o XlO(yZ o XS) = 0.

Then, yo = X, 11 = Y, yo = Y2 — X3 and y3 = (Y2 — X3)?2 — X5Y verify the conditions of
Corollary 1.17 (see Remark 1.18). But observe that yg, y1 and ys verify also these conditions
because ged(8,12,53) = 1. By Corollary 1.17, any regular fan subdividing 3¢ 3 which contains
the ray spanned by (8,12,53) defines a toric embedded resolution of C'. Next we study the
behaviour of the branch C' < k2, and also of the plane k? c k3, under the monomial map oo,
corresponding to the regular cone o < 0 3 generated by the vectors v; = (1,1,4), vo = (2,3, 13),
and vg = (8,12,53). Consider X5, = k with coordinates (X1, X2, X3) as in Notation 1.3,
and X, with coordinates (U, Us,Us), where U; = x%. The equation that defines k? — k? is
X3 — (X2 — X$)?2 + X7 Xy = 0. In addition, the points of C' = k3 must satisfy the following
equation X3 — X1%(X3 — X?) = 0. The points in the strict transform C of the curve C by the
monomial map g, . satisfy the following two equations:

(1.10) UsUs — (1 —Uh)? + URULUS = 0,
(1.11) Uz —U(1—U,) =0,

where (1.10) is the equation of the strict transform of k2. Starting with (1.11) and then substi-
tuting in (1.10), we obtain a parametrization of C' of the form

U1:1—t2—‘r..., Uy=1+..., Us=t+...,

where we have omitted higher order terms (compare with (1.4)). As expected, C' is smooth and
transverse to Us = 0. Notice that the intersection of the surfaces defined by (1.11) and (1.10),
contains also an exceptional component given by Uy = 1,Us = t,Us = 0, and the strict transform
of the plane (1.10) is singular at the point (1,0, 0).

One may consider this toric resolution as a sort of toric embedded normalization of C, since
we do not care about the effect of this modification on the original plane k% > C.
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In Corollary 1.19 we showed the existence of functions defining a suitable embedding. We con-
sider a different choice of functions in Theorem 1.22 below. We are grateful to Javier Fernandez
de Bobadilla for sharing some ideas which were helpful in the formulation of the result. We will
need the following elementary lemma:

Lemma 1.21. Denote by N’ the sublattice of N spanned by vi,...,vs_1. If v1,...,vs_1 are part
of a basis of the lattice N and if the canonical image of a vector w € N is a primitive vector in
the lattice N/N', then vy,...,vs_1,w are part of a basis of the lattice N.

Proof. Let vy,...,v5_1,0s,...,0, be a basis of the lattice N. Denote by @ the class of a vector
u € N in the quotient lattice N/N’. We have that vs,...,7, is a basis of N/N'. By hypothesis
W is a primitive vector in the lattice N/N’, hence there are elements ws := w, wsi1,...,w, € N
such that @y = W, Wst1,..., Wy is a basis of N/N'. If we expand w; = >, a;;0;, for j =
s,...,n, it follows that the matrix A = (a;;) has determinant +1. It is enough to check that
VlyeveyUg_1, Ws, Weil,---, Wy 1S a basis of N. The matrix whose columns are the coordinates of
these vectors in terms of vq,...,v, has a block structure of the form

Iy 1 =
0 A

where I, 1 denotes the identity matrix of size s — 1. This matrix is unimodular, since A is.
Therefore vq,...,vs_1,Ws, Wsi1,..., Wy, is a basis of NV as claimed. O

Theorem 1.22. Let C = ugle’j be a reduced curve with r branches embedded in k™ by the map
(1.3). Let Y1,y YmsYm+1s-- - » Ymar € k[[ X1, ..., Xn]] be such that:

(1) y1,---,Ym generate the maximal ideal of k[[X1,...,Xn]],

(2) y1,-.ym € Loy, for1<j<r,

(3) the numbers ordy; (ys o nc;) € Zso, s = 1,...,m, generate the group Z, for 1 < j <,

(4) ym+j € S Io, and ymsj ¢ Ic,, for 1< j<r.

Let C — k™" be the embedding defined as (1.0) with respect to y1,...,Ym+r. Then, there exists
a toric modification of Xs, ... = k™*" which is a toric embedded resolution of C.

Proof. We denote by ¥ the fan ¥¢ 4, and use Notation 1.3. Condition (4) implies that for
1 < j <, the branch C; < k™" is contained in the coordinate subspace:

Ymgr1 == m+j—1 :Ym+j+1 = =Yn4r =0
This subspace is the closure of the orbit O(o;)x,, where the cone o; € ¥y is spanned by the
VeCtors €m1, .-, Em4j—1s€mtjtls---»Emr, Of the canonical basis N = Z™*". Denote by &;,;
the image of e; under the canonical projection N — N(o;), for i = 1,...,m + r. By conditions

(2)-(3), the arc n; (i.e., the composition of nc; with k™ < k™*") has its generic point in the
torus O(0;)x,, and the order vector ord(n;) is primitive in the lattice N(o;). We have that
(1.12) ord(1;) = wj1€j,1 + ++ + WjmEjm + Wm+j€jmej
in terms of the basis of €;1,...,€j.m,€jm+; of N(o;), with all the w;; in Z~o. Let us consider
the vectors:

wWo = Wim+1€m+1 T+ + Wrmtrlmtr, W5 1= Wj1€1 + -+ + Wjmem, for1<j<r

Notice that the canonical image of wg + w; in N(o;) is precisely the primitive vector ord(n;) €
N(oj). The cone

0]' = R;o(ﬂ)o + wj) +o0;C Nr
is regular for the lattice N by Lemma 1.21, and its canonical projection in N(o;)r is equal to
the ray p; := Rxpord(n;) < N(oj)r.
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Let us prove that the cones 6; for j = 1,...,r are pairwise different. We assume that there
are integers 1 < s <[ < r such that 0 := 0, = 0;, and proceed by contradiction. By construction,
the cone 6 is of dimension r. Since o5 and o; are faces of 6, it follows that

0s+ 07 =Rspemi1 + -+ Ropemar

is an r dimensional cone contained in #. Assume that there is a vector w € 6\(os + 07). Since
is contained in the cone R>pe; + - - - + R>pepm 4y, this implies that w, epy41, ..., em4r are linearly
independent, contradicting the assumption that 6 has dimension r. Hence, we get that 6 =
Reoems1 + -+ + Rspemir. But, then the canonical projection of # onto N(o;)r is equal to the
ray spanned by € ,,4;. This ray is different from the ray p; because the coefficients w; ; appearing
in the expansion (1.12) of ord(r;) are non zero. This contradiction shows that the cones 6;, for
1 < j < r are pairwise different, as claimed.

Assume that X is a regular subdivision of ¥y which contains the cones 6;, for j = 1,...,7.
Then, we have o; € ¥ since o, is a face of §;, and p; belongs to the fan Star(c;)s. This implies
that the toric modification 77%0 is a toric embedded resolution of the branches C; for j = 1,...,r,

by Proposition 1.13. The strict transform of C; by this modification is smooth and transversal
to the orbit associated with 6;, for 1 < j < r. Since these cones are pairwise different, it follows
that the strict transform of C' by 71'%0 is smooth.

In order to finish the proof it remains to show that such a regular fan ¥ exists. It is enough
to show the existence of a fan ¥’ subdividing ¥ such that the regular cone 6; belongs to ', for
1 < j <r, and then obtain ¥ as a regular subdivision of Y.

Next, we show that the set consisting of the cones 6;, for j = 1,...,r, and their faces is a
fan, which contains cones of dimension at most 7. Then, there exists a fan ¥’ subdividing g
and containing it, and this ends the proof. Set 1 < j,j/ < r and let us check that 6; N 6,/ is a
common face of 6; and 6. If w; = wy then 0; N 6 = 0 N o + Rxo(wj +wo). If wy # w’; then
0j N0 = o; noj. In both cases the assertion holds by a direct computation when we express
a vector v € 0 n 6 in terms of the basis e1,..., €y O

In the proof of Theorem 1.22, we show the existence of a fan ¥’ subdividing ¥, which can be
obtained explicitly as follows.

Remark 1.23. Let Np (resp. N3) be the lattice spanned by eq,..., ey, (resp. €mi1,---,€mir),
and let 31 (resp. Xg) be the fan of faces of the cone spanned by e1, ..., e, (resp. €mi1,- .-, €mir)-
The lattice N is equal to the direct sum of its sublattices N; and No. The fan ¥ is the direct
Minkowski sum 1@, of the fans ¥ and Yo, in the sense that any cone 7 € ¥ is the Minkowski
sum of unique cones 71 € X1 and 1 € Ys. Let E’l be a regular subdivision of 1 containing the
rays spanned by wj, for j = 1,...,7. Let us denote by X/ the star subdivision of ¥y at the
vector wp. The r-dimensional cones of ¥, are o; + Rxowo, for j = 1,...,7. The (r + 1)-
dimensional cone 7; := Rxow; + Rxowp + o; belongs to the direct Minkoski sum of fans ¥} @ X
and contains the cones 0; and R>ow; + Rxowp as faces. Apply, for 1 < j < r, a star subdivision
at the vector R>o(w; + wp). This combinatorial operation only affects the cones which contain
R>ow; + Rxowp as a face (see [CLS11, Lemma 11.1.3]). In particular, it replaces the cone 7; by
the cones Rxow; + Rxo(wo + w;) + 05, Rxowo + Rxo(wo +w;) + 0;, and §; = Ro(wo +wj) + 0,
and their faces. Therefore, the fan X’ constructed by this process, starting from 3} @3, contains
the cones 0, for 1 < j <.

2. RESOLVING A PLANE CURVE SINGULARITY WITH ONE TORIC MORPHISM

In this section, we prove that a singular curve C' = uglej with 7 > 1 branches admits a non
degenerate reembedding, in such a way that an embedded resolution is obtained by one toric
morphism. This result is a generalization of theorems of Goldin and Teissier in [GT00].
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2.1. Background on plane curve singularities and divisorial valuations. In this section
we explain the basic notation and conventions used in the rest of the paper about plane curve
singularities and divisorial valuations. We denote by S the affine space Speck[X,Y] and by O
its closed point corresponding to the maximal ideal (X,Y). We denote by R the ring k[[X, Y]]
and by mp its maximal ideal as before.

Let ¢ = U’_;Cj be a plane curve with » > 1 branches. Denote by O its local ring. If
x,y generate the maximal ideal of O, then the embedding of C' © Spec R is defined by a local
homomorphism of k-algebras

(2.1) R — O, such that X — 2,Y — y.
If D is a closed subscheme of Spec R defined by a principal ideal of R, then we call any generator
f € R of this ideal a defining function of D and we write D = Z(f). If f € mp generates the

kernel of the map (2.1), then f is a defining function of C' and {C} }5:1 is in bijection with the
set of irreducible factors of f in R.

If Dy = Z(f1) and Dy = Z(f2), we denote by (D - Dy) := dimy R/(f1, f2) the intersection
multiplicity of D1 and Ds. If Dy is a branch, then (D; - Ds) is equal to the order of the series
faonp, € k[[t]], where np, : Speck[[t]] — SpecR is the arc associated to D; (see Definition
1.10).

A pair (x,y) € R? is a local coordinate system on Spec R if z,y generate the maximal ideal
mp. Then, if L = Z(x) and L' = Z(y) we say that (L,L’) is a cross at O.

Remark 2.1. Once the local coordinate system (z,y) is fixed, the Weierstrass Preparation
Theorem allows us to express any branch A # Z(x) in the form A = Z(x4) for a monic element

w4 € k[[z]][y] such that deg, x4 = (Z(z) - A).

If A is a plane branch on S then the semigroup I'4 is finitely generated. We mention below
some classical properties (see [GBP15, Lemma 1.2 and Theorem 3.2|).

Notation 2.2. Let A be a plane branch on S. Denote by £y, 51, - . . ,BQ(A) the minimal generating
system of the semigroup I'4, where 3y < 81 < --- < ﬁ_g(A). We set eg := B, ej = gcd(ej,l,Bj),
and nj = ej_1/e; for j =1,...,9(A). We set ng := 0.

Proposition 2.3.

(1) For every je{l,...,9(A)} one has n; > 1 and

(2.2) njBj = bhBo + ViBy + -+ V_ By with 0 <b] <my, fori=1,....5—1.

(2) We have the inequalities:

(2.3) niB; < Bj+1, forj=1,...,9(A) — 1.

(3) There exist a local coordinate system (xo,x1) on S and irreducible elements x; € k[[xo]][x1]

with deg, x; = ni...nj_1, for j € {2,...,9(A)}, such that (Z(z;) - A) = fB; for j €
{0,...,9(A)}.
A model of (S,0) is a proper birational morphism ¢: (S(v), E(¢0)) — (S5,0), obtained as a

composition of blow ups of a finite set of infinitely near points of O. If this set is empty then
1 is the identity map of S and E(¢) = ¢#. Otherwise, the preimage E(1) = ¢ ~1(0O), seen as a
reduced divisor on S(1)), is called the ezceptional divisor of 1. It has simple normal crossings and
its irreducible components are projective lines which are called the exceptional prime divisors of
1. We denote by FEp the prime exceptional divisor created by blowing up O in S.

The dual graph G(1) of the model v is a tree whose set of vertices in bijection with the set of
exceptional prime divisors of i, and where two vertices are joined by an edge if and only if the
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corresponding exceptional prime divisors intersect. Recall that the valency of a vertex in a tree
is the number of edges incident to it. A vertex of a tree is an end (resp. a ramification vertex)
if it has valency equal to one (resp. > 3). We denote by &, the set of exceptional prime divisors
of 1 which correspond to ends of G(7).

Notation 2.4. If C is a curve on S we denote by CV its strict transform on S(). If the model
1 is clear from the context we often denote by the same letter a curve C and its strict transform
CY on this model. This applies also in the case of an exceptional prime divisor E which was
created in another model dominated by v and its strict transform E¥. For instance, we will
often denote Eg simply by FEo.

Definition 2.5. Let E be an irreducible component of E()). A plane branch C on S is a
curvetta of E at the model 1 if C¥ is smooth and transversal to E at a smooth point of E(v)).
We denote by Cg (1)) the set of curvettas of E at the model ¢). We call vg the divisorial valuation
on (S,0) defined by FE, that is, vg maps h € R\{0} to the order of vanishing along E of h o 1.

Remark 2.6. The value of vg at h € R\{0} is characterized in terms of intersection multiplicity
of curvettas as follows:

(2.4) vp(h) = min{(Z(h) - D) | D € Cu(w)}.

Furthermore, the minimum in (2.4) is attained whenever the strict transforms Z(h)¥ and DV
intersect E at different points (see [Spi90, Section 7]).

Definition 2.7. A model ¢ is an embedded resolution of a curve C on S if the divisor C¥ + E ()
has simple normal crossings. If C'= U’_,Cj is a curve with 7 branches, we denote by E¢; the

unique exceptional prime divisor of v that intersects C;p, for j = 1,...,r. The dual graph of
the total transform of C' under ¢ is the tree G(v, C') obtained by adding to G(1), a new vertex
corresponding to C;p, and an edge joining it to the vertex of G(3) corresponding to Ec¢;, for
j=1...,r

Definition 2.8. A model ¢ is the minimal resolution of the divisorial valuation vg if v is the
composition of a finite sequence of point blow-ups above O,

b: S() = Sy L S,y Lnml

such that E is the exceptional divisor of ¢, and the center of ¥; 1 in S; belongs to the exceptional
divisor of ¢; fort=1,...,n— 1.

e R A I Ay <

If ¢ is the minimal resolution of vg and A is any curvetta in Cg(t), then by definition
1 is an embedded resolution of A. However, it may not be the minimal one. Denote by
m: (S(m),E(m)) — (S,0) the minimal embedded resolution of A and by E4 the irreducible
component of E(m) which intersects A™. Since by definition 1) dominates 7, the strict transform

Eﬁ is a component of F (). We will distinguish the following two cases:

(1) Eﬁ = F, that is, the minimal resolution of vg equals the minimal embedded resolution of
any curvetta of F. In this case we set {g := 0.

(2) Ejﬁ # E, in this case the model S(¢) is obtained from S(7) after blowing up £ > 0 additional
infinitely near points of A over O. We indicate in Figure 1 the shapes of the dual graph of
G(v) in both cases.

We introduce the notion of generating sequence of a finite set of divisorial valuations accord-
ing to Delgado, Campillo, Galindo and Nunez (see [CG03, DGNO8]), based upon the work of
Spivakovsky who described the case of one valuation (see [Spi90]).
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FIGURE 1. The shape of the dual graph in the case {g = 0 on the left (resp.
¢g > 0 on the right). The vertex corresponding to E is marked by a bigger bullet.

Let Fy,...Es be exceptional prime divisors on a model ¢ of (S,0). We denote by V =
(VE,,...,vE,) be the associated tuple of divisorial valuations. Given a nonzero h € R, we denote
V(h) = (vg,(h),...,vE,(h)) € Z%,. For any element v € Z%,, we consider the valuation ideal
P"y/ of R defined by P,‘Y/ ={h e R|V(h) = v} u {0}, where < is the partial ordering over Z*
given by § <« if and only if v — ¢ € Z%,,.

Definition 2.9. (See [Spi90, CG03, DGNO8|). The sequence xg, ..., T, € mg is a generating
sequence of V' if for each v € ZZ the ideal 73;/ is generated by those monomials in zg,...,zn,
which belong to 73;/ . We say that it is minimal if no proper subsequence of it is a generating
sequence of V. The minimal resolution of V' is a model ¢ of (S, 0) such that ¢ dominates the
minimal resolution of vg, for all i € {1,...,s}, and % is minimal with this property.

Observe that Pf = mp where 1 = (1,...,1), and thus a generating sequence x, ..., Ty,
generates the maximal ideal mp. If s = 1, that is, when V = (vg) we speak simply about
generating sequences of the divisorial valuation vg.

Remark 2.10. A generating sequence of V' is also a generating sequence of vg,, for 1 <1 < s.
Indeed, if p;: Z%y — Z=o denotes the canonical projection onto the ith-coordinate and ¢ € Z=,

then p;1(¢) has a unique minimal element v = min p;1(¢) and then P,‘Y/ = P;Ei.

Definition 2.11. Let ) be a model of (S, 0) different from the identity map and the blow up
of O. Write &, = {Ey, ..., FEs}, where the indices are compatible with the order in which the
divisors were created. We say that Lo, ..., Ls is a sequence of maximal contact curves of ¢ if L;
is a curvetta of F; at the model v, for all i € {0,...,s}. If ¥ is either the identity map of S or
the blow up of O, a sequence of maximal contact curves of 1 is Ly, L1 where (Lg, L1) is a cross

at O.

The following result gives a geometric characterization of a minimal generating sequence of a
finite set of divisorial valuations (see [Spi90, Section 8| for the case of one valuation and [DGNOS]
for the general case).

Proposition 2.12. Let V' be a tuple of divisorial valuations. Let Lo, ..., Lgyy be a sequence of
maximal contact curves of the minimal resolution of V. Take a defining function x; € mpg of the
branch L; for i€ {0,...,g(V)}. Then, xo,..., x4 is a minimal generating sequence of V', and
any minimal generating sequence of V is of this form.

It follows that if F is an exceptional prime divisor then any minimal generating sequence of

vE has the same lenght, that is, it is of the form g, x1,...,24g), for some g(E) > 1.

Example 2.13. If £ = Ep then, for all h # 0, vg(h) is the largest n € Z>q such that h € m;.
Any minimal generating sequence of vg is of the form xg, z1 € mpr where (z¢, z1) defines a local
coordinate system on S. In this case /g = 1, and we have g(F) = 1.

Proposition 2.14 (see [Spi90]). Let us consider a minimal generating sequence To,...,ZTyE)
of vg. Denote Lj = Z(xj), for j € {0,...,9(E)}. Let A be any curvetta in Cg(v) and take a
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defining function x4 of the branch A. Denote by [, . .. ,BQ(A) the minimal system of generators
of the semigroup T4 (see Notation 2.2). Then:

ve(zj) = Bj, for j=0,...,9(A), and vg(za) = ng(A)Bg(A) + 5.
In addition, if {g = 0 then one has g(E) = g(A), while if {r > 0 then g(E) = g(A) + 1 and in
this case Lygy is a curvetta in Cp(1).
Notation 2'15L If {p > 0, we set ny(p) := 1 and Bg(E') = ng(A)Bg(A) + ¢p. We get the formulas
vE(zA) = ng(r)By(p) and deg,, x4 = n1...nyg), which hold also when ¢ = 0.

Definition 2.16. Let C = U}_;C; be a reduced singular curve at (S,0) and denote by ¢¢

its minimal embedded resolution. A sequence Ly, ..., L, of maximal contact curves of ¢ is
generic for C' if
(2.5) (C¥e . L¥e) =0, for 0 < i <m.

Notice that condition (2.5) holds if and only if 1¢ is the minimal embedded resolution of
C v D where D := UL L;.

The following lemma is a consequence of Proposition 2.12 and Remark 2.10.

Lemma 2.17. Let Ly, ..., Ly, be a sequence of mazimal contact curves of Yo. If j € {0,...,m}
then we can extract from Lo, ..., Lm a sequence of maximal contact curves of ¥r,;.

Proof. If L; is smooth we may take Lg, L; defining a cross at O. If L; is singular, we denote
by E the exceptional prime divisor Er; of the minimal resolution of V. By Proposition 2.12
and Remark 2.10 one can extract a minimal generating sequence o, ...,Tyg) of vg from a
minimal generating sequence of V. Let us denote by Lo, ..., Lyg) the branches defined by this
sequence. Then, we apply Proposition 2.12 again. If £z = 0 (vesp. £g > 0) then let Lo, ..., Ly
(resp. Lo, ..., Lyg)—1) be a sequence of maximal contact curves of v, ., according to the cases
considered in Proposition 2.14. O

Example 2.18. Let C be the plane curve defined by f = fi fo, where fi = Y2 — X3 — X% and
fo=Y?2— X3 - X5 Denote by C; the branch defined by f;, for i = 1,2. Let ¢ be the minimal
embedded resolution of C. We obtain v, after blowing up the origin, by successively blowing
up the point where the strict transforms of C7 and Cj intersect. The exceptional divisor F(1))
has 5 irreducible components. We call them Dy ..., Dy, where the indices are compatible with
the order in which the divisors where created. The divisors corresponding to the ends of G(v))
are Ey := Dy, E1 := D1, and Ey := D4. The strict transforms C{p and C;ﬂ intersect Fy. Set
E := FE,. By construction, the minimal resolution of vg is . We have g(F) = 2 and {g = 2.
For any a € k, the plane branch defined by h, = Y2 — X3 + aX? is a curvetta of E. We may
take as a minimal generating sequence of vg the functions xg := X, x1 := Y and x9 := h,.

On the one hand, if @ = —1 then h, = f; and (C# - Z(ha)¥) = . On the other hand, if

a = 0 then (C;p - Z(he)?) = 1. Hence, the functions xg, 1, and zo define a sequence of maximal
contact curves of 1 for any a € k, while the conditions (2.5) are satisfied just for a € k\ {0, —1}.

Example 2.19. Let C be the plane curve defined by f = fif2, where f; = (Y2 — X3)? — X°Y
and fo = (Y2 — X3)2 — XY, Denote by C; the branch defined by f;, for i = 1,2. In order to
obtain the minimal embedded resolution v of C', we start with the minimal embedded resolution
of C} and then we successively blow up the points at which the total transform of Cs fails to have
simple normal crossing support. The exceptional divisor E(v) has 7 irreducible components. We
call them Ejy ..., Fg, where the indices are compatible with the order in which the divisors were
created. With the notation of Definition 2.7, we have E¢, = E4 and E¢, = Eg.
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Let us set V' = (v1,v2), where v; is the divisorial valuation defined by E¢,, for ¢ = 1,2. By
construction, the minimal resolution of V is 1. The divisors Ey, F7, and E5 are those which
correspond to ends of G(¢). For any a € k, the branches defined by zyp = X, 1 = Y, and
29 = Y? — X3 + aX* form a minimal generating sequence of V.

Consider now C’ be the curve defined by f = fi fafs with f3 = Y2 — X3. Then, for any a € k*,
zo=X, 21 =Y, and 2o = Y2 — X3 + aX* define a sequence of maximal contact curves of 1)cv.

2.1.1. Expansions in terms of generating sequences. We recall how to expand a function in terms
of a minimal generating sequence o, . .., z4(g) of a divisorial valuation vg, and how to determine
from it the value of vg on this function. The elements x2,...,z4p) can be chosen as monic
polynomials in the ring k[[xo]][z1] (see Remark 2.1).

Proposition 2.20. (see [PP04, Lemma 7.2|) Let us consider positive integers G = 1, and N;j > 1
forj=1,...,G =1, and let f; € k[[z]][y] be monic polynomials in y with
deg, f1 =1 and deg, fj = N1...Nj_1, forj=2,...,G.
Then, any polynomial f € k[[x]][y] has a unique finite expansion in the form:
(26) f = Z C[(I’) . fl .. .fiG7
12(1177'!(;)

deg,, (f)
deg, (fc)

where cr(x) € k[[z]], 0 <ig < [ J, and 0 <i; < Nj forj=1,...,G—1.

We call the expansion (2.6) the (z, f1,..., fa)-adic expansion of f.

Next we apply Proposition 2.20 with respect to the minimal generating sequence o, ..., Zy(g)
of v taking into account the properties of the values vg(zo) = Bo,. .. VE(Tg(m)) = BQ(E) (see
Proposition 2.14, Notation 2.15 and Proposition 2.3). See also [Spi90, Rem. 8.16] for details.

Proposition 2.21. Let A be a curvetta in Cp(v)). The (xo,...,Typ))-adic expansion of x4 is
of the form.:
n b _
(2.7) TA= xg(gg)) — Hﬁ) : xgoxlil e ﬂ:g‘zg)_i +pa(zo, .- TgE)),
where 9}?) €k, In = (bo, b1, - .-, bg(m)—1,0), the equality
(2.8) ng(E)Bg(E) = bOBO + -+ bg(E),IBg(E),l, with 0 < bj <n; for1<j<g(F)—1,

holds, where pa(zo, ..., TyE)) = ZI:(Z-(),___,ig(E)) 9}4 . xé“ xlf e x;g(%a)), with 9}4 € k, and whenever

Hfl # 0 we have
ng(E)Bg(E) < Z'()B() + e+ ig(E)Bg(E)a with 0 < ij <nj forj=1,... ,g(E).
In addition, if £y = 0 then 9}?) € k*.

We have also a similar result for the expansion of an element x;,; of the generating sequence
in terms of the previous ones.

Proposition 2.22. The (xzo,...,z;)-adic expansion of xji1, for 1 < j < g(E) — 1, is of the
form:

n; b, bl b1
(2.9) Tjp1 =z — 0 xzy' w + pj(zo, ..., x;),

. o (9 R . SR
where 8 € k*, the relation (2.2) holds, where p;(xo,...,x;) = ZIZ% i) b7 -z @y - x) with
o)

0} € k, and whenever 0; # 0 we have nij < Z{ZO Zi,@t and 0 < zi <ng fort=1,...,7.
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Remark 2.23. One can use the expansion of h € k[[zo]][x1] in terms of the generating sequence
of vg to determine the value of vg(h). Indeed, if h € k[[xo]][z1] and if

he Y eeo)-a e,

I:(il,...,ig(E))
is the (7o, ...,24p))-adic expansion of h then vg(h) = min/{ve(cr(zo) - it ngg((g)))}, where

ve(er(zo) - ot - x;g(%;)))) = orda(cr) - Bo + i1B1 + -+ + ig(m)By(r)- This may be seen as a
consequence of [Rol9, Th. 4.125|.

2.2. The embedding defined by a sequence of maximal contact curves. We keep the
notations of section 2.1. The curve C is embedded in S = k? by the map (2.1). Recall that for
any branch C; of C' we consider an arc n¢; on k% defined in terms of the normalization of C;

and the given embedding of C; < k? (see Definition 1.10).

Definition 2.24. Let Ly, ..., L, be a sequence of maximal contact curves of ¥, which is generic
for C' (see Definition 2.16). We set D := U7 (L;. Choose a defining function z; € mp of the
branch L;, for ¢ = 0,...,m. The sequence zg,..., 2z, generates the maximal ideal of R. Hence
it defines an embedding k? < k™*! (see (1.5)) corresponding to the surjective homomorphism
(2.10) k[[Xo,...,Xm]] — R, such that X; — x;, for i =0,...,m.

We call Ig the kernel of the surjective homomorphism (2.10), that is, the defining ideal of
S < k™*1. We get from this an embedding C < k™! as in (1.6).

With the notation of Section 1.3, for any branch C} of C' we have an arc n; on Em+1 that
corresponds to the local homomorphism of k-algebras

k[[Xo, ..., Xm]] = Kk[[t;]], such that X; — x;0n¢,, fori=0,...,m.

By (2.5), we have that xo, ...,z ¢ Ic;, and as a consequence the arc 7); has its generic point in
the torus of k™+1,

Proposition 2.25. Keep the previous notation. We have:

(1) If Cj is a branch of C, then the positive integers ordy, (zoonc; ), - ., ordy, (xmonc;), generate
the semigroup I'c; .

(2) Let Cj and Cj be two branches of C. If ord(n;) = ord(n;/), then Cfc and C’f,o intersect the
same irreducible component of E(Y¢).

Proof. Denote the minimal embedded resolution ¢ of C' simply by %. The branch C; belongs
to CEcj (1), where we recall that E¢; is the irreducible component of F()) which intersects C;p.
By Remark 2.6 and (2.5), we deduce that

(2.11) VEc, (z;) = (Li - Cj) = ordy; (w; one;), for 0 <i < m.

By Proposition 2.12; xg, ...,z is a generating sequence of the divisorial valuation VEc, thus

this sequence contains a minimal generating sequence of VEc, - By Proposition 2.14, the set

{ordtj (ziomc;) |0<i< m} contains the minimal generating system of ['c;. This proves (1).
If C; and Cj are two branches of C' and ord(n;) = ord(n;), then Ve, (x;) = VEc, (x;) for

i=20,...,m, by (2.11). Since zy, ...,z is a generating sequence of both valuations v, and

VB, and their values on this sequence coincide, the valuation ideals must be equal. This implies

that VECj = VECJ., and thus EC’J- = Ecj,. O
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The following proposition provides a geometric interpretation of a coefficient appearing on a
(0, ..., Ty(p))-adic expansion of the defining function x4, of a curvetta A € Cg ().

Proposition 2.26. Let ¢: (S(¢), E(v)) — (S, O) be the minimal resolution of vy and let A and

. . b -1 .
B be two curvettas in Cp(y). Let 9;}) and Hﬁ be the coefficients of the term xgoxlfl e xgg(g))ii mn
the expansions (2.7) of x4 and xp, respectively. The following are equivalent:

(1) The strict transforms of A and B on S(v) intersect E at different points.
(2) The coefficients 9}% and Hﬁ are different.

Proof. « The case (p > 0. In this case Lyp) = Z(vyp)) is a curvetta of E. Take local
coordinates (w,s) at the point of S()) where Ly and E meet, such that Z(w) = E, and
Typy oy = w’P o) . s that is, Z(s) = L;f(E). Recall that ve(zyg)) = By (see Notation
2.15). Let us compute the total transform of A. First take j € {0,...,g(E) — 1}. By construction,
the exceptional prime divisor £ and the strict transform L}b do not intersect.

Recall that vg(z;) = B;. Therefore, there exists € ; € k* such that z;0¢ = wPi (€0, j +w(---)).

Set e, 1= ?(j))*l egjj € k*. From the expansion (2.7) of 24 we obtain the following:

zao = wh® (s —0per +w(---)).

Then, the strict transform of A is AY = Z(s — 9}%6[0 + w(---)) and its intersection with E
is the point of coordinates (0,s(A)) where s(A) = Hﬁ)qo. If we apply this to B we get that
s(B) = 6}?) €1, Since €7, # 0, it follows that (1) and (2) are equivalent.

e The case (g = 0. In what follows, we use g instead of g(F). In this case Ly = Z(z4) is not
a curvetta of E. The model ¢ dominates the minimal embedded resolution ¢: (S(¢), E(¢)) —
(S,0) of Ly.

We address first the case where g > 1. We denote by R, the exceptional prime divisor of ¢
which intersects L. Take local coordinates (w, s) at the point of S(¢) where L§ and R, meet,

such that Z(w) = Ry, and x40 ¢ = w”Rs(*9) . g and then, Z(s) = L§. According to Proposition

2.12, the minimal generating system of the semigroup of L, is vr,(20), VR, (71),. .., VR, (Tg—1).
By [GBP15, Proposition 5.4|, we have that vg,(v;) = Bj/ng for j € {0,...,g9 — 1}. Using this
and Proposition 2.14, we get that vg, (z4) = nfL;IBg,l and thus x40 ¢ = whs-189-1/7g . g Ag in

the case £ > 0, for j = 0,...,9 — 1, we have z; 0 = wBJ'/”g(é()J + w(---)) with dp; € k*. Set
51, = H?;(l] 58{1 € k*. Taking into account that ng—184-1 < By (see (2.2)) and denoting by my
the difference 8, — ng—184—1, from the expansion (2.7) of x4 we obtain that

TAOQ = ws=1Pe-1 (s —w™s (Hﬁ)(S]O +w(--))).

Hence A? = Z(ha), where hy = s™9 —w™s (9}%5[0 + w(--+)) € k[[w, s]]. Notice that the integers
ng and my must be coprime (otherwise A¥ would not be a branch) and the compact edge of the
Newton polygon of hu is the line segment that joins (0,74) and (mg4,0). Now, let us consider
the fan 3o := ¥ 2 (see Notation 1.3) and the vector v = (ng,mg). Let 7 : S(m) — S(¢) be the
toric modification, defined with respect to the local coordinates (w, s), associated to the minimal
regular subdivision ¥ of ¥y containing the ray R>qu. This morphism is the minimal embedded
resolution of A%” and 1) = ¢ o . We refer to [GP 10| for details. In the chart corresponding to
the cone Ryou + R>gv € 3, where v = (¢,d) and emgy — dngy = 1, this morphism is given by
w = wis?, and s = wis)".

We get that ha(w$s|?, wis]") = wfng s79" (1 — 9}%5[0101 + 51 (--+)). The exceptional divisor
E on this chart is Z(s1). Thus, A¥ intersects E at the point with coordinates (wy,s1) =
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(w1 (A),0), where wy(A) = 1/63 .01, If we apply the previous construction to B € Cg(¥), we get
that wy(B) equals 1/9}?) or,- It follows that (1) and (2) are equivalent.
Assume now that g = 1. The expansion (2.7) of x4 is of the form

xTp = ﬂ:l - Hﬁ)xgl Z 0ol

Boio+B1i1>pBop1
Let Xg be as above and u = (Bp,31). Then, 1 is the toric modification, defined with respect
to the local coordinates (g, z1), associated to the minimal regular subdivision of ¥y containing
R>ou. Choosing the chart as above, we see that (1) and (2) are also equivalent in this case. O

We prove now the announced generalization a theorem of Goldin and Teissier:

Theorem 2.27. Let C' = U’_,C; be a reduced singular plane curve withr = 1 branches embedded
in k% by the map (2.1). Denote by y¢c the minimal embedded resolution of C. Let xg, ..., Tny
be defining functions of a sequence Ly, ..., Ly of mazimal contact curves of o which is generic
for C. Let C < k™*! be the embedding defined by the functions g, ..., %m. Then, any reqular
subdivision ¥ of the fan X m41 such that 3 contains the ray p; spanned by ord(n;), for1 < j <,
defines a toric embedded resolution of C.

Proof. The functions x, ...,z satisfy conditions (1), (2), and (3) of Corollary 1.17 (see the
discussion at the beginning of section 2.2 and Proposition 2.25.(1)). Therefore, the result follows
directly from Corollary 1.17 if » = 1, or r > 1 and the order vectors ord(n;), for 1 < j < n,
are pairwise different (see Corollary 1.19). So let us assume that ord(n;) = ord(n;/) for some
1< j <4 <r. It was shown in the proof of Corollary 1.17 that the strict transforms C and
C]: are Smooth and transversal to the orbit O(p)s, where p := p; = p;». Next we show that the
special points of C'j and C’j/ are different. This is enough to end the proof.

Denote by 7; (resp. 7;7) the lifting of the arc n; (resp. n;/) to Xx. Take o € ¥ spanned by
a basis vy € p,v1, ..., v, of the lattice Z™+1. The affine toric variety X, is isomorphic to k™*!
with coordinates (Uy,...,U,,), where U; = x% for i = 0,...,m. The parametrization 7; of C’j,
in terms of these coordinates, is (Uy 0 7, ..., Upn ©7;), and we have an analogous expression for
the parametrization 7);; of Cjs. Since ord(n;) = ord(n;), we have the identities for 0 < i < m:

X’ionj:xioncj :dltf;{l‘i‘, XiO?’]j/:xiOT/ctj/ :d;tja/7'+7

where d;,d; € k*, we have omitted higher order terms, and (o, ..., mn+1) are the coordinates
of ord(n;) with respect to the canonical basis of Z™*1.
Let us assume that the special points of C; and C}: coincide and proceed by contradiction.

By assumption, there exist co, ¢j,c1 ..., ¢y € K* such that:
Upony=cotj+ -+, Uiofjj=ci+---, for 1 <i<m;
Up o 7 = cotyr + -+, Uionjr=c¢ +--, for1 <i<m,

where we have omitted higher order terms (see (1.4)).

For 1 < i < m, denote by (ag,,-..,am,) the coordinates of v; with respect to the canonical
basis of Z™*! = N. Taking into account the monomial expression of the toric modification in
the chart of Xy, defined by the cone o, we obtain:

- Qg1 a; 7 Qa; .
di = cyie)" o™, dp = (cp)¥e)" o™, for 0 < i < m.
a; a . .
Set r; 1= c;"". 7" e k¥ for i = 0,...,m. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
x0,...,Tg i a minimai generating sequence of v := VEc, a3 in Proposition 2.12. In comparison

with Notation 2.15, we have that a; = B, for i = 0,...,9. We consider a (zy,...,x4)-adic
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expansion (2.7) of a defining function x¢; of Cj. Substituting z; by the series x; o n¢;, for
i=0,...,9, in the expansion (2.7), provides an expression

0= Tc; one, = (dgg _ 9[ db()dbl dgg 11)tng59 + -
where we have omitted the terms of higher order on the right side. It follows that:
(2.12) dy? — 07 - dodl - ) = 0.

Now substitute d; = k;cg* in (2.12). Taking into account the condition (2.8) we get the equality:

ng bo b1 - ngﬁg_
(kg _910 ko F1 g 1) 0.

9—
Since ¢y # 0, we conclude that 6 . ﬁgq/ﬁgonlfl R . According to Proposition 2.25.(2), we
have that E¢, = EC ,. Hence, by the same argument applied to Cy, it follows that 9? =0, J
This gives a contradlctlon with Proposition 2.26. D

Example 2.28. Let C' be the curve of Example 2.18. The branches Lo, L1, Lo defined by g = X,
z1 =Y, and x5 = Y2 — X3 4+ X* respectively, form a sequence of maximal contact curves of ¢
which satisfies (2.5). Let C <> k3 be the embedding defined by this sequence. With the notation
of Example 2.18, for 1 < i < 2, we have (Lo,C;) = 2, (L1,C;) = 3, and (L9,C;) = 8. Hence
ord(n1) = 0rd(172) = (2 ,3,8). By Theorem 2.27, any regular subdivision of X3 containing the
ray spanned by vs := (2,3,8) defines a toric embedded resolution of C. Let us study the strict
transforms of C' < k? and S = k? — k3 under the monomial map 7 := Tg,, associated to the
regular cone o < og3 generated by the vectors v = (1,1,2), va = (2,3,7), and v3. We take
coordinates in Xy, ; = k3, and also in X, as in Example 1.20.

On the one hand, the surface S < k3 has equation X3 — (X3 — X3 + Xf) = 0. On the other
hand, the points of C' = k? satisfy the previous equation and (X3 — 2X7)(X3 — Xi — X7) = 0.
Thus the points in the strict transform C of C under 7 satisfy the following two equations:

(2.13) 1 - U, — UpU3 + UfUSUS = 0,
(1 —207Us)(1 — UU, — UTU3U3) = 0.

One checks easily that the strict transform S of S, which is given by equation (2.13), is smooth.
The points (1,¢,0) € S, for t € k, are those in the intersection with the exceptional locus of 7.
For ¢t = 1/2 (resp. t = 1) we find the intersection with Cy (resp. Cs).

3. EMBEDDED RESOLUTION AND LOCAL TROPICALIZATION

In this section we consider a singular curve C' < S = k? and the embedding S = k? < k™*!
defined by the map (2.10). The goal of this section is to prove that there exists a regular
subdivision ¥ of the positive quadrant g ,,+1 such that the restriction of 7y to the strict
transform of S is the minimal embedded resolution of the given plane curve singularity C' < S.
In order to prove this we describe the local tropicalization of S associated to this embedding.

Throughout this section we keep the notation introduced at the beginning of section 2.2. In
particular, Ly = Z(x¢),..., Ly = Z(x,,) is a sequence of maximal contact curves of ¥¢ which
is generic for C'. We will consider below the auxiliary curve D = UitoL;.
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3.1. The local tropicalization of S defined by the maximal contact curves. We start
by recalling the definition of a semivaluation of a local domain with values in the ordered set
R>0 :=Rxo v {0}

Definition 3.1. Let R be a local domain containing the field k. A semivaluation of R is a
function v: R — Ry such that:

(1) v(fg) = v(f) +v(g) for all f, g€ R;

(2) v(f +g) = min(v(f),v(g)) for all f,g€ R;

(3) v(0) = 00 and v(\) =0 for all A € k*.

The semivaluation v is a valuation if it takes the value co only at 0, and it is trivial if v(R) =

{0, o0}.

Let us come back to the case R = k[[X,Y]]. If A is a plane branch defined by a function
x4 € R, then we denote v(A) := v(x4) for every semivaluation v of R. Associated to a plane
branch A, we have the intersection semivaluation I, defined by I4(h) = (A - Z(h)) for any
h € R, the vanishing order semivaluation ord, whose value on a function h € R is the order of
vanishing of h along the branch A, and the trivial valuation triv? which takes the value co on any
function vanishing on A and zero otherwise. The trivial valuations triv® and triv® associated
to the point O and the surface S respectively, are defined analogously to triv®. The center of a
semivaluation v is the algebroid subvariety defined by the prime ideal »~1((0,00]). The center
of vis S if v = triv®, otherwise the center is O or a branch. If v is non-trivial and its center is
a branch A then v is proportional to ord?.

The semivaluation space V of R (or of the smooth surface germ S) is the set of semivaluations
of R, endowed with the topology of pointwise convergence, that is, with the restriction of the
product topology of [0,0]%. We denote by Vi, = {v € V | v(z¢) = 1} the subspace of normalized
semivaluations with respect to Ly and by V* the subspace of non-trivial semivaluations of V. The
semivaluation space V has been intensively studied after Favre and Jonsson’s book [F'J04], see
also [Jonl5, GGP19a]. The normalized semivaluation space Vr,,, which is also called the (relative)
valuative tree, is an R-tree rooted at ord™ (see [FJ04, section 3.9] and [GGP19a]). One has the
following property:

Lemma 3.2. (see [GGP19a, section 6]) Let v € Vi, and let A be a plane branch different from

Ly. If v(A) = oo then we have that v = Ifo = (Lol-A) IA. Ifv(A) = 0 then v is equal to ord™.

We consider the following notion of local tropicalization introduced in [PS13] (see also [St17]).

Definition 3.3. The local tropicalization Tropo(I) of an ideal I < k[[Xo, ..., X;,]] is the set of
tuples (u(Xo), ..., (X)) € @Zgﬂ, for 1 running through the semivaluations p of k[[ Xy, ..., X;n]]
such that u; = oo.

We have also a notion of tropicalization map which is defined in terms of z,..., T, € mg:

Definition 3.4. The tropicalization map defined by the tuple (zg,...,zy) is

trop: VYV — EZLOH

v — (v(zg),...,v(Tm))

Lemma 3.5. With the previous notation, we have Trop-q(Is) = trop(V).

Proof. If p is a semivaluation of k[[Xo, ..., X;,]] verifying that p;; = oo, then one has a semi-
valuation i of the quotient ring k[[Xo, ..., Xmn]]/Is = R by setting (¢ + Ig) := u(¢) for every
¢ € k[[Xo, ..., Xm]], and every semivaluation of R can be obtained in this way.

O
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The aim of this section is to describe the finite local tropicalization of Ig, which is defined as
Tropo(Is) N RZG . By Lemma 3.5, we have the equality Trops,(Is) N RZG ' = trop(U), where
U denotes the set of semivaluations v € V such that v(z;) < o0, for j = 0,...,m.

In what follows we denote by eq,...,e,, the canonical basis of R™*!. Given w € R™*! we
write w = Zogjgm wye;. If X < R™*+1 we denote by R-oX the set {ax | a € Rog,z € X}, and
similarly R>oX := R-0X u {0}.

Lemma 3.6. We have the following equalities:
(i) trop(U) = (tropU) " RZF) URsgeg U -+ U Rsgepm.
(i) trop(U) N RTF = Ro (’CYOP (VLo\ {OrdLOv If;v e Jf(:n}»

Proof. (i) If v € U is a trivial semivaluation then trop(r) = 0. Assume that v € U is non-trivial.
If v(z;) # 0 for all j € {0,...,m}, then trop(v) € R7L. If v(z;) = 0 for some i € {0,...,m},
then v is not centered at O. Since v is non-trivial it must be proportional to ord” for some
branch A. If A = L; for some 0 < j < m then the vector trop(v) belongs to R~ e;, otherwise
trop(v) = 0.

(ii) Let us check the inclusion . If v € U and trop(v) € R”S then we can write v =

u(xo)ﬁ, where ﬁ belongs to Vr,. In addition, if v/ € {ordLO,Ifg,...,If(;”} then v # 1/
since v(x;) # V/(z;) for some j € {0,...,m}.

Next we check the inclusion o. If v € trop(VLO\{ordLO,Ifg, e ,If;"}) then v(xzg) = 1 and
for j € {1,...,m} we have that v(x;) # 0 since v # ord™®, while v/(z;) # oo since v # If; (see
Lemma 3.2). This implies that trop(r) belongs to trop(U) N R”4 ™. O

We will study the set trop(U/) by using properties of the semivaluation spaces V and Vi, in
connexion with the Eggers-Wall trees which we introduce breafly as follows.

3.1.1. Eggers-Wall trees. We consider a plane curve singularity C' = uglej with 7 > 1 branches
and a smooth branch Lg. We describe some features of the Eggers-Wall tree associated to C
with respect to Lg, see [GGP19a] for precise definitions and details.

Let us introduce first some basic notation about trees (see [GGP19a, section 2|). If a,b and
¢ are points in a tree T, we denote by {a,b, c) the unique point of intersection of the segments
[a,b], [b,c] and [a,c]. We call the point {(a, b, c) the center of the tripod {a,b,c}. If the tree T is
rooted at r, we set a <, b if [r,a] < [r,b] for a,be T.

The Eggers-Wall tree O1,(C) is a tree endowed with an exponent function er, and an index
Junction ir,:
€r,: ®L0(C)"R>Oa iLOZ @LO(C)HZ>0.

If k is of characteristic zero, this tree and these functions are usually defined in terms of the
Puiseux expansions with respect to xg of the branches of C' different from Lg. If k is of arbitrary
characteristic ©r,(C) may be defined as the convex hull of the points labelled by Ly and the
branches of C' in the fan tree associated to a toroidal pseudo-resolution of C' with respect to
Ly. The functions er, and i, are determined then by the slope function on the fan tree (see
[GGP19b, Remark 5.37]).

The marked points of ©r,(C') are its ends (i.e. the root labelled by Ly and the leaves labelled by
Cj, 1 < j <), its ramification points, and the points of discontinuity of the index function. The
index function is constant on any segment of the form (P, Q], where P and @) are two consecutive
marked points. We consider ©r,(C) as a poset with respect to <r,. If C; is a branch of C' and
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Cj # Lo, then the restriction of the exponent function to the segment [Lg, C;] € ©r,(C) is a
homeomorphism of posets onto [0,00]. A point P € Or,(C) is rational if er,(P) € Q=o.

The functions er,, and iz, determine the contact complexity function,

Lo: O1,(C) — Rxo,

P deLO
Lo ip,

the intersection multlph(nty of pairs of different branches of C' U Lg. One has that iz (Lg) = 1
while iz, (C;) = (Lo-Cj) for j € {1,...,r} (see [GGP19a, Rem. 3.25]). In addition, by [GGP19a,
Cor. 3.26], we have
(31) (CZ : CJ) = iLo (Cl)iLo (Cj)cLo (<L0, CZ', C]>) for i,] € {15 s ,’I“}.
For any branch A different from L the attaching point of A to the tree O,(C) is

Py = max{{(Lg,A,Cj)|j=1,...,r} € Or,(C),

where the tripods are viewed in ©1,(C' U A) and the maximum is taken with respect to <z,,.

defined by cr, (P . The knowledge of the functions iy, and cr, allow us to recover

Example 3.7. Assume that Lg,Li,...,L, is a sequence of maximal contact curves of 14,
for a branch A of C'. Then, the discontinuity locus of the restriction of the index function
ir, to the segment [Lo, A] is equal to the set of points (Lo, L;, A), for j = 1,...,g, where
the tripods are viewed in the tree ©r,(C U Ly U --- U Lg). With Notation 2.2, one has that

iLo <L0,L1,A>) =1 = iLo(Ll) and iLo <L0,LJ,A>) = nNni. -1 = lLo( ) fOl“j = 2, .;.,g.
By () l) we get that cp, (<L0,L1,A>) ,80 151 and cr,, (<L0,LJ,A>) 1(n1 nj_l)flﬁj f701“
j =2,...,9. In addition, we get er,((Lo, Lj, A)) = Bj/Bo, for j = ,...,g, where By = S,
B1 = 51 and /8_] BJ 1= /8_] n;— 1/8] 1 for j=2,.

If k is of characteristic zero, then the sequence (fo,f1,...,8y) is the characteristic of the

branch A, which can be defined in terms of the Newton Puiseux series of A with respect to
Ly (see Definition 3.2 of [Zar06]). If k is a field of positive characteristic then the notion of
characteristic exponents of a branch was introduced in Campillo’s book [C80, Chapter 3|.

Example 3.8. In this example we assume for simplicity that the field k is of characteristic zero.
Let us consider the branches Ly = Z(X), Ly = Z(Y), and Lj, for j = 2,...,5, parametrized
respectively by the Newton-Puisseux series (o := X%/3, (3 := X5/3 4 X2 4 X%2 ¢4 := X3/2 and
(5 := X324+ X7/ We have represented the Eggers-Wall tree © Lo (D) of the curve D := u?zle
in Figure 2. The marked points are Lg,...,Ls, Pi,..., P;. In Figure 2 is indicated the constant
value of the index function on every interval (Q, Q'] between consecutive marked points Q <, @'
We have that eLO(Pl) = 3/2, eLO(PQ) = 5/3, eLO(Pg) = 5/2, eLO(P4) = 7/4, while eLo(LO) =0
and er,(L;) = o for j = 1,...,5. By definition, the value of the contact complexity function
cr, at a point P of the tree is just a finite sum. For instance, one has cr,(P;) = Sfﬁ ideLO +
R ten, = 1433 1) = B enn(P) I, ces, + B hdes, = 43 () - ¥
and similarly cp,(P1) = 3, c1,(P2) = 3, cro(Lo) =0, and cr,(L;) = oo for j =1,...,5.

If P is a rational point of an Eggers-Wall tree, we denote by izo (P) the lowest common multiple
of iz, (P) and of the denominator of er,(P) written as an irreducible fraction (see [GGP19a,
Definition 3.14 and Proposition 3.16]). Let A and B be two branches such that P = (Lg, A, B)
in ©1,(A U B) and the restriction of the index function to the segment [Lg, B] is continuous at
P. Then, the indices ir,(P) and iJLr0 (P) can be seen as limits when P’ tends to P:

1 . P =i P d 1 . P — it (P
P’G(Lo,an)l,P’aPlLO( ) ILO( )an P’E(P7}41)I}P/_>P1LO( ) lLo( )



26 ANA BELEN DE FELIPE, PEDRO D. GONZALEZ PEREZ, AND HUSSEIN MOURTADA

L3

Lo

F1GURE 2. The Eggers-Wall tree of Example 3.8

(see |[GGP19a, Lemma 3.15]). In particular, if ir,(P) < izO(P) then P is a point of discontinuity
of the index function in restriction to [Lg, A]. This implies that er,(P) is a characteristic
exponent of A with respect to L.

Definition 3.9. Let P € O1,(C) and set @ p the minimum, with respect to the order <y, of the
closure of the connected component of the set {P’' € ©1,(C) | i, (P’) = ir,(P)} which contains
the point P. If P is a rational point we set

. mp
(3'2) eQP(P) = ILO(P) (eLo(P) - eLo(QP)) = Ea
where (np,mp) is a couple of coprime integers.

Notice that Qp = Ly if ir,(P) = 1 and then eq,(P) = er,(P). Otherwise, Qp is a point of
discontinuity of the index function, hence it is a rational point, and iz, (Qp) < iJLrO(Qp) =1ir,(P).

Remark 3.10. Let P, P, € O,(C) with P, <p, P». If the index function is constant on
(P1, P2] then Qp, <1, P1 with equality if and only if P, = Lg or if ir,(P1) < ir,(P2).

If P is a rational point it follows from the definitions that
(3.3) iJLrO(P) =ir,(P) -np.

3.1.2. The finite local tropicalization. In this section we prove that the finite local tropicalization
trop(U) of Ig is the support of a fan and we describe it in terms of the Eggers-Wall tree. We use
the functions er,, iz, and cr,,, which can be expressed in terms of natural "coordinate functions"
on the valuative tree Vi, : the log-discrepancy, the multiplicity and the self-interaction (we use
here the terminology of [GGP19a]). These functions are crucial in the work of Favre and Jonsson
[F'J04], see also Jonsson’s survey [Jonl5, section 7].

An embedding of an Eggers-Wall tree of a plane curve in the semivaluation space is described
in [GGP19a, Section 8] if k is a field of characteristic zero, and in [GGP19b, Remark 5.37] if k
has positive characteristic. In the following proposition we describe this embedding for the curve
D = UJL,L; (recall the notation at the beginning of Section 3).

Proposition 3.11. [GGP19a, Prop. 8.10 and Th. 8.11| There is an embedding of rooted trees:
(3.4) Vi : Oro(D) = Vip, PV
such that for any P € Or,(D) and any plane branch A on S we have

R ) = { (oA e R A) Azl
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where (Lo, P, A) is the center of the tripod defined by Lo, P, and A on the Eggers-Wall tree
©r,(D U A). In addition, VLLOj = Ifg for1<j <m and VLLO0 — ordlo.

Notice that if P is an interior point of O, (D) then V]f)(A) € R. g for any branch A, since the
function cr,, restricted to the interior of the tree O (D) has values in R .

Definition 3.12. If P is an interior point of the tree O, (D) , or if P = Ly, then we set:

(3.6) w” = trop(VE) = (VL (Lo), ..., Vi (Ln)) € RZSL
For 0 < j < m, we define

(3.7) w’ =,

where eq, ..., e is the canonical basis of R™*1.

Remark 3.13. Notice that w'® = trop(VLLOO) = trop(ord®?). However, for 1 < j < m, we have
wli = trop(ord®), while trop(VLL') = trop(Ifg) ¢ R;narl.

J

0
Lemma 3.14. Let Py, Py be two consecutive marked points of Or,(D). Then, the cone spanned
by {w® | P e [Py, P2} is equal to Rsow™ + Rsow’™.

Proof. We may assume that P} <r, P». By definition of the contact complexity function we get
the following equality for P € [Py, P]:

il deLO P deLO 1
— ¢y (P
+ e (P)+ 7

where the second equality holds since i, has constant value ir,(FP2) on the segment (Pr, P].
We discuss first the value V]f) (Lj) according to the relative position of L; with respect to P

and P, for j € {0,...,m}. By hypothesis, no ramification point of the tree Or,(D) belongs to

the segment (P;, P»). Then, we have two cases for L;:

(1) <L0,Lj,P> =Pif P <L Lj;

(2) <LQ7 Lj, P> = <L0, Lj, P1>, otherwise.

In case (1), it follows from the definition of V7, and the equality (3.8) that

B8 enp)- | T | T (e1(P) ~ e, (P)).

1
(3.9) VE(L;) = (Lo- L) (cLo (P + (s (P) —en, <P1>>> |
ir,(P2)
In case (2), from the definition of V7, we see that
(3.10) VE (L) = VLIZI(LJ»).

We prove the lemma now by distinguishing two cases:

e The point P is not a leaf of ©r,(D). If P runs through [P}, P»] then the number
ery(P) —er, (1)

ery(P2) —er,(P1)’

runs through the interval [0,1]. From (3.6), (3.10) and (3.9) we check coordinate-wise that the
following equality holds

s(P) :=

wh = s(Pyo™ + (1 - s(P))uw™,

which implies the assertion in this case.
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e The point P, is a leaf of O, (D). Then P, = L; for some 1 <i<m. If j€{0,...,m} and
J # i then (Lg, Lj, P) = (Lo, Lj, P;) for P € [P, P], i.e., we are in the case (2) discussed above,
while we are in case (1) for L;. If P runs through [P}, P») then the number

oo (Lo Ly)
5(P) = ﬁ (eLo(P) — eL,(P1)),

runs through the interval [0,00). By (3.6), (3.7), (3.10) and (3.9) we get that
wf =wh + §(P)wP2.
This ends the proof in this case. O

Lemma 3.15. The map Or,(D) — R;narl, P — w? is injective and its restriction to the set of
non-leaf points of the tree O, (D) is continuous.

Proof. Take j € {1,...,m}. The restriction of cr, to [Lo, L;] is an increasing homeomorphism
onto [0,00]. For P € [Lg, L;), we have wf = VL]?) (Lj) = (Lo - Lj)er, (P). Notice that w{’ =1 for
every non-leaf point P. Hence the assertion on the continuity of this map follows. In addition, in
order to prove the injectivity it is enough to show that w! # w® for any pair of non comparable
points P, Q € Or,(D) with respect to the order <r,. The special case where one of these points
is an end follows from Definition 3.12, using that w? = trop(VLI{) ) e RZ ! for any interior point
U. Suppose now that P, are interior points. Let 1 < j < m be such that P € [Lo, L;].
Then, if F := (Lo, Q, P) we have that F' <, P, F <, Q and F' = (Lo, Q, L;). Therefore,

w? = (Lo - Lj)cr, (F) = wf < wf, since the map cr,, is strictly increasing on [Lg, L;]. O

Notation 3.16. The augmented set of marked points AgO(D) consists of those points @ €
©r,(D) which are marked points when seen in Or,(D u C). See Remark 3.26 below for a
geometrical interpretation of the set A%O (D).

As a consequence of Lemmas 3.14 and 3.15 we get that:

Proposition 3.17. There exists a fan T with respect to the lattice Z™1 consisting of cones of
dimension at most 2, whose support is equal to

IT| :=Rsof{w” | P e Or,(D)}.
Its 2-dimensional cones are Rsow®™ + Rsow!?, for P, Py € .Ago(D) consecutive points on the
tree O, (D).

Now, we prove that:

Theorem 3.18. With the previous notation, we have trop(U) = |T|.

L

Proof. Since w7 =e; for j = 0,...,m, it is enough to show that

(3.11) trop <VL0\ {ordLO, If;, . ,Ifg”}) = {w” | P is an interior point of ©1,(D)}

(see Lemma 3.6). For any interior point P € ©r,(D), we have w” = trop(V/), with V/ €
Vio\ {ordLO, If;, e ,If;"}. Therefore, the inclusion o in the equality (3.11) follows.

Next we show the other inclusion. Take v € Vp,\{ord™, I L;, oI fg”} Since the valuative
tree Vi, is an R-tree, and the set Vi, (©r,(D)) is a closed subtree of it, there exists a unique
attaching point V' of v to Vi, (Or,(D)) (see [GGP19a, sections 2, 6 and 8|). The attaching point
V' is the unique point of Vr, such that the intersection of the interval [v, '] with the subtree is
reduced to {v’}. Notice that the semivaluations ord’, I fg, oI f(:” are the ends of V. (01, (D)),
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and these semivaluations are also ends of V. We get that v/ must be of the form v/ = VL% for
some interior point Q) € Or,(D). Since v belongs to Vi, one has that v(Lg) =1 = w((‘-j?. Let us
prove that trop(r) = w?, that is, v(Lj) = ij for1<j<m.

We rely below on some results of [F'J04] and also of [GR21], which we use following the

presentation of [GGP19a]. There exists a function (-, -) : V* x V* — [0, 00], called the bracket,
such that for any branch A on S and any p € V* we have

(3.12) (A 1y = u(A)
(see |GGP19a, Prop. 7.5 and 7.11]). In particular, if B is another plane branch we get that
(3.13) a4, 18y = 1%(A) = (A- B).

The relative self-interaction function sr,, : Vi, — [0, 0] is defined by sp,, (1) = {1, p)-
Let us fix j € {1,...,m}. By the generalized tripod formula applied to the semivaluations I%s
and v with respect to the observer Ly, the following equality holds (see [GGP19a, Prop. 7.18]):

(3.14) (59, = (T (T, 59 51, (Cord o, T, ).
By definition of the attaching point, we have that
(3.15) {ordy,, I}, vy = {ordpy, I;7, V).
Taking into account (3.12), (3.13) and (3.15), we can reformulate (3.14) as follows:
L; L:
(316) V(Lj) = I/(Lo)(LO . Lj)SLo (<ordL0, IL; y V[%» = (LO . Lj)SLo (<ordL0, IL; s V[%»

On the one hand, we have that VLLO0 — ord®® and VLLOj = Ifg. On the other hand by [GGP19a,
Th. 8.18] one has sy, o V1, = cr,. Combining these facts we reformulate the equality (3.16) as

v(Lj) = (Lo Lj) ey ((Lo, Lj, Q) = w. O
Example 3.19. Let us come back to the case of Example 3.8. We have represented in Figure
3 the dual graph of the total transform of D U Lg by its minimal embedded resolution. Take
xj € mp such that L; = Z(z;), for j = 0,...,5. By Corollary 3.27, the sequence zy,..., x5
is a generating sequence of (Vgp, ,...,VEp ). Then, we use formula (3.5) to find the vector
wh = (wéji,...,wéji), fori =1,...,4. We obtain wéji =1 and wfi = (Lo - Lj)er, ({Lo, Lj, P;)),
for j = 1,...,5. In particular, for i = 4, we get that (Lo, L;, Px) = P for j = 1,2,3 while
(Lo, Lj, Py) = Py for j = 4,5. Then, one obtains w™ = (1,3/2,9/2,9,13/4,13/2), and similarly
wh = (1,3/2,9/2,9,3,6), w™ = (1,5/3,5,10,3,6), and w’ = (1,5/3,25/6,25/3,3,6).

FIGURE 3. The dual graph of the total transform of the curve in Example 3.8
under its minimal resolution.

We will make use of the following lemma in section 3.3.
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Lemma 3.20. Let P be an interior point of Or,(D). The point P is rational if and only if

wt e Q;ngrl,

Proof. The point @ is a rational point if and only if er,(Q) € Qs¢, which is equivalent to
cr,(Q) € Q=g since cr, is defined by the integral of a lower semicontinuous function, which is
not continuous at a finite number of rational points, and which has a finite number of rational
values. Taking into account this observation and (3.5), we see that w® is rational if P is rational.
Let us now show the converse. Assume that w! e @TOJF 1 Take Py, P, two consecutive marked

points of ©r,(D) such that P € [Py, P»] and j € {1,...,m} such that P, <;, L;. By (3.9), we
have that wf € Q-9 if and only if ez, (P) € Q=o. O

We need the following particular property of the Eggers-Wall tree ©r,(D), which does not
hold for Eggers-Wall trees of arbitrary plane curves singularities.

Lemma 3.21. The leafs of the closures of the levels of the index function ir, on the tree O, (D)
are leafs of ©r,(D).

Proof. The closure of a connected component = of the index function on the tree ©r,(D) is a
tree rooted at the point of minimal exponent of Z. If P is an end of = which is not an end of
©r,(D) then P, seen on Or,(D), is a point of discontinuity of ir,. Take a branch A of D such
that P <7, A. By Lemma 2.17, there exists 1 < g < m such that, up to relabelling Li,..., L,
we have that Ly, ..., L, is a sequence of maximal contact curves of 104. Then, P is also a point
of discontinuity of the restriction of iy, to the segment [Lg, A]. By Example 3.7 applied to
the branch A of D and the sequence of maximal contact curves Lg,..., Ly of 14, there exists
je{l,...,g} such that P = (Lo, L;j, A) and then ir,(P) = ir,(L;). We get that P <, L; with
L; € 2, which is a contradiction. O

3.2. Eggers-Wall trees and the minimal embedded resolution. In this section we describe
the divisors of the minimal embedded resolution of C, and more generally of the representing
divisors of rational points in the Eggers-Wall tree O, (D).

Let P be a rational point of the Eggers-Wall tree ©r,(D). As it is explained in [GGP19a,
Def. 8.14], there exists a unique exceptional prime divisor Ep (up to birational transformation)
such that its associated divisorial valuation vg, is proportional to the valuation VLI?) , that is,

(317) VEp = VEp (LQ) . VIII_:)
We say that Ep is the representing divisor of P (see |[GGP19a, Prop. 8.16] for some of its

properties).

Lemma 3.22. Let A be a branch, Lo a smooth branch, and QQ € Or,(A) a rational point.
Assume that limpe(, 4), p—qiL,(P) = i1, (Q). If i} (Q) = iL,(A), then A is a curvetta of Ep
at the minimal resolution of Vg, .

Proof. Denote by v: (S(¢), E(1)) — (S, O) the minimal resolution of vg,. We have the following
formula for the intersection number at the surface S(¢):

(3.18) (A% - BQ)sw) = (if, (@) -ire(A).

Formula (3.18) is a consequence of the renormalization formulas (see Propositions 1.6.20 (1) and
1.6.22 (1) of [GGP19b], applied to @ and the points of discontinuity of the index function iz, on
the segment [Lo,Q)). If i} (Q) = ir,(A), then (3.18) implies that AY is smooth and intersects

transversally Eg Then, applying [GGP19b, Lemma 1.6.18] and the renormalization formulas
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as before, we get that A% does not intersect any other component of E(v). Hence A belongs to

Remark 3.23. Let us give another description of the divisorial valuation vg, associated to a
rational point P of ©r,(D) (see [Ro19, Section 4.7]). By Lemma 3.21 there is a branch L’ of D
such that P € [Lo, L] and ir,(P) = ir,(L'). Let us denote by @ the point Qp introduced in
Definition 3.9. We distinguish two cases:

-If Q = Lo then i, (P) =1 and (Lo, L') is a cross at (S,0). Take (x,0) a local coordinate
system such that Z(zg) = Lo and Z(yo) = L. Then, vg, is the monomial valuation of R
determined by vg,(z9) = np and vg,(yo) = mp.

- If Q # Ly, then 1JLFO(Q) = ir,(P) > 1. We denote by 9 the minimal resolution of vg,. By
Lemma 3.22, we have that L’ belongs to Cy(Eq). Let (u,v) be a local coordinate system on
S(3) defining the cross (Eg, (L')¥), that is, Eg = Z(u) and (L')¥ = Z(v) on this model. Then,
the divisorial valuation v, is monomial in terms of the cross (Eg, (L’)¥). This is a particular
case of the quasi-monomial valuations considered in [F'J04]. For any 0 # h € R, if one has the
expansion h o) = Y asuv in k[[u,v]], then vg,(h) = min{snp + tmp | as # 0}.

In both cases, the pair (np,mp) € N? is the one determined by (3.2).

In the following definition we use the notion of minimal regularization of a fan with respect
to a rank two lattice (see [GGP19b, Section 1.3.1]).

Definition 3.24. Let P, P € Ago (D) be consecutive points in Or, (D) with P; <r, P». Denote
(nr;,mr;) = (0,1), for j € {1,...,m}. We set

on e 1 Reo(np,mp) + Reo(np,,me,) if - Pr# Qp,,
PPy R}Q(l,O) + Rzo(npwm]%) it P = QPQ'

A point P of ©r,(D) is distinguished by C if P € AgO(D) or P € (P, P,) where P, and P,
are consecutive points of Ago (D) and (np,mp) defines a ray of the minimal regularization of
the fan of the cone op, p, with respect to the lattice Z? (see Notation 3.16).

The minimal embedded resolution ¥¢ of C' can be seen as a toroidal embedded resolution
associated to a smooth branch in such a way that the sequence of auxiliary curves defining local
coordinates in the processis Lo, ..., Ly, (see [LO, Theorem 3.12]). As a consequence of [GGP19b,
Prop. 1.4.35 and Th. 1.6.27] we deduce the following result:

Proposition 3.25. The dual graph of the total transform of D by the minimal embedded res-
olution of C' is isomorphic to the tree ©r,(D) with marked vertices running through the set of
points distinguished by C, by an isomorphism which preserves the labels by the branches of D
and which sends a rational point P distinguished by C' to the vertex of G(v¢c, D) labelled by Ep.

Remark 3.26. We have also a similar notion of toroidal pseudo-resolutions of C' with respect
to Lg. By [GGP19b] one has a toroidal pseudo-resolution ¢ of C' such that the dual graph of the
total transform of D by ¢ is isomorphic to the tree O, (D) with vertices running through the
set of augmented marked points AgO(D).

Corollary 3.27. (see [Rol9, Theorem 4.160]) Let P € Or,(D) be a rational point. Then, the
sequence Xo, . ..,Tm 1S a generating sequence of the divisorial valuation vg, .

Proof. By Lemma 3.21 there is a branch L' € {Ly,..., Ly,} such that iy, (P) = ir,(L'). Let us
take Q = Qp. By definition we have that @@ and L’ belong to AIL)O (D). By Remark 3.23 the

valuation vg, is monomial with respect to the cross defined by Eq and L’ at some model S())
(where Eg = Lo and S(v) = S if Q = Ly). Take a minimal model ¢’ dominating )¢ where
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Ep appears. Then, the dual graph G(¢’, D) is obtained from G(i¢c, D) by subdividing the
unique path joining the vertex labelled by Eg with the vertex labelled by L’. This implies that

Lo, ..., Ly, is a sequence of maximal contact curves of ¢/. Therefore, xg,...,z,, is a minimal

generating sequence of the tuple (VEP,VECI,...,I/ECT) by Proposition 2.12. By Remark 2.10,

xo,...,Tm is a generating sequence of vg,,. ]
In the following lemma we describe the value of vg, on Lo, ..., Ly,.

Lemma 3.28. Let P, P, € .Ago (D) be consecutive points in O, (D) with P, <r, P». For
Pe [P, P, P+#Qp, and for 0 < j < m, there exists non negative integers aj,b; such that

vEp(Lj) = ajnp + bjmp.
In addition, if Py = Qp, then we have vg, (L;) = aj, for j =0,...,m.

Proof. Let us set (Q = @Qp,. By Remark 3.10 we have that Q) <, P, with equality if P, = Ly or
ifir,(P1) <ir,(P). Let P € [Py, P»] be a rational point, P # Q. By [GGP19a, Prop. 8.16 (3)
and Def. 3.14] we have that

(3.19) vip(Lo) = if, (P) "2 npisy(P) = npip, (Py).
We set ag := ir,(P,) and by := 0.

Take j € {1,...,m}. We distinguish two cases as in the proof of Lemma 3.14.

1Py < L then by (3.9) we get V2 (Ly) = (Lo- Ly) (€10(Q) + 1ty (e00(P) — ero(Q)))-
By (3.2) we have that er,(P) —er,(Q) = h()(%z) k. Since (Lo - Lj) = ir,(L;), we obtain:

VP (L) = ip, (L) (cLO<Q> + %””) .

ILO(PQ) E

9 1~ o 1 . . . ir, (Lj
By (3.17) and (3.19) it follows that vg,(L;) = npir,(P)ir,(Lj)cr, (Q) + mP;EEEP;;' No-

tice that b; := iiOE]LD; ; is an integer since P» <r, L;. Let us check that the coefficient a; :=
0

iry(P2)iry(Lj)cr,(Q) is also an integer. If @ = Lo, then a; = 0. If Q # Lo, let us take a

branch A such that (Lo, Lj, A) = Q and limpieg a), pr—qir,(P') = 1JLFO(Q) = ir,(A4). Since

1JLFO(Q) = ir,(P»2) by definition, we get from (3.1) that a; = (L; - A).

- Assume now that condition P, <, L; does not hold. By Lemma 3.21 we can take L' e
{Lo,..., Ly} such that P, € [Lo,L’] and ir,(P2) = ir,(L'). This implies that (Lo, L;, P) =
<L0,Lj, L/> By (35) we get VLI?) (LJ) = iLo (Lj)cLo (<L0,Lj, L/>) By (517) and (31()) we obtain

VEp (Lj) =np iLo (L/)iLo (Lj)cLo (<L07 Lj7L,>)-
Then, by (3.1) the coefficient a; := ir,(L")ir,(L;)cr,((Lo, L;, P)) is equal to (Lj, L"), while
bj = 0.

Finally, let us check the assertion in the case P; = Q). By [GGP19a, Prop. 8.16 (3) and Def.
3.14] we have that vg,(Lo) = 1JLFO(Q) We have also that 1JLFO(Q) = ir,(P2) by hypothesis. By
(3.17) and the discussion in the previous cases we obtain vg,(L;) = a;. O

We will apply Lemma 3.28 and Proposition 3.29 in Section 3.4 below.

Proposition 3.29. Let P, P> € AgO(D) be consecutive points in O, (D). Take the integers
aj,bj € N given by Lemma 5.28, for 0 < j < m. Then, the map

Op Py PP, N T2 — (Rew™ + Reqw!) n Z™T ) (p,q) = (agp + bog, - - -, amp + bimg),
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is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let us show first that the group homomorphism
(3-20) 72— 7", (p,q) = (aop + bog, - - amp + b)),

is injective and its image is a direct factor of Z™*!. Its associated matrix G, with respect to
the canonical basis, has rows (a;,b;) for j € {0,...,m}. By Lemma 3.21 we can take L' €
{L1,...,Ly} such that Py € [Lo,L'] and ir,(P2) = ir,(L'). By Lemma 2.17, there exists
1 < g < m — 1 such that, up to relabelling Ly,..., Ly, one has L' = Lyy1 and Lo,...,Lgy is a
sequence of maximal contact curves of 1;,. By the proof of Lemma 3.28 we have that

ag = iy (P2) =ir,(L') = (Lo - L")

and
aj=(L;-L')and bj =0 for j e {1,...,g}.

We get by the first case of the proof of Lemma 3.28 that by = iifoég)) = 1. This implies that
0
4 bi =a;, for j€{0,...,g9}.
age1 bger | e
The numbers ay, . .., aq are coprime since they form a system of generators of the semigroup I'y,

(see Proposition 2.12). This implies that the matrix G has rank two, and its minors of rank two
are coprime, hence the homomorphism (3.20) is injective and its image is a direct factor of Z™*1.

By (3.6) and Lemma 3.28, the vector w!? is a positive multiple of ¢p, p,(np,, mp,). If Qp, # P
(resp. Qp, = P1) the same happens when we compare the vector wf* with ¢p, p,(np,, mp,)
(resp. ¢p, p,(1,0)). Taking into account Definition 3.24, this implies that the map ¢p, p, is an
isomorphism of semigroups. O

Remark 3.30. Take j € {0,...,m}. By Proposition 3.25 the exceptional divisor Ec; is the
representing divisor of the attaching point Q; of Cj to the tree ©r,(D), ie., Ec, = Eg,.
This implies that (L; - C;) = Ve, (L;), for i = 0,...,m, since the sequence of maximal con-
tact curves Lo, ..., Ly, is generic for C' (see (2.5) and Remark 2.6). Thus, we get ord(n;) =
(I/Ecj (o), -  VEC, (#m)). Then, ord(n;) defines a ray of the fan 7 since Q; € Ago (D) (see
Proposition 3.17).

3.3. Initial ideals associated to the local tropicalization and toric resolutions. In this
section we consider the embedding S = k% = k™! defined by the map (2.10). We describe the
initial ideals in,,(Is) when w € Trop>y(/g). Then, we prove that there exists a regular subdivision
¥ of the positive quadrant ¥g 41 such that the restriction of 7y to the strict transform of S is
an embedded resolution of the given plane curve singularity C' < S.

Given a = (ap,..., ) € Zggl, we denote X = X7 --- X% Then we can write a power
series g € k[[Xo,..., Xm]], g #0, as g = Zaezmg—l caX®. Let we R’;OH. The w-weight of g is

Vy(g) == min{w - o / ¢, # 0},
where - stands for the usual scalar product of R™*!. The w-initial part of g, denoted in,,(g),
is the sum of all terms in g of w-weight v,,(g). Set 14,(0) = 00 and in,(0) = 0. Actually, the
map v, defines a valuation that is called the monomial valuation of weight w. Such a valuation
is divisorial if and only if w € Q™*!. Similarly, if < is a monomial order on k[Xj, ..., X,,], the
<-initial part of g is ca, X, where ap = min-{« | ¢4 # 0}.

Let I be an ideal of k[[Xo,...,X;n]]. The w-initial ideal of I is the ideal generated by the
set {iny(g) / g € I}. We denote this ideal by in, (I). Note that the w-initial parts of a system



34 ANA BELEN DE FELIPE, PEDRO D. GONZALEZ PEREZ, AND HUSSEIN MOURTADA

of generators g1, ..., gs of I do not generate in general in,,(I). When this occurs, g1,...,g¢ is a
w-standard basis of 1.

Given w = (wg,...,Wwy) € R’;OH, we call supp(w) the set of indices i such that w; # 0. We
define Cy,(I) as the closure of the set:

{w' e R;ngrl | supp(w) = supp(w’) and iny,(I) = ing (1)},

with respect to the usual Euclidean topology on R™*1. Then, the family {Cw(I )| we R;ngr 1} is
finite and forms a rational polyhedral fan GF(I) subdividing the fan ¥¢ 41 (see [BT07, PS13,
Tou05]). This fan is called the Grébner fan of I and is a local version of the notion of Grébner
fan studied in [MRS8].

The following result relates the local tropicalization and the Grobner fan of I. For the proof,
we refer the reader to [Tou05, Theorem 5.8] and [PS13, Theorem 11.2].

Proposition 3.31. Let I be an ideal of k[[Xo, ..., Xm]].
(1) Given w e R;ngrl, w € Trop-o(1) if and only if in,(I) contains no monomial.
(2) Tropso(1) N IR{’;LOJFI is a union of cones of GF(I).

The following definition is based upon that of non-degenerate functions with respect to their
Newton polyhedra of Khovanskii and Kouchnirenko [Kou76, Kho78].

Definition 3.32 ([AGS13, Tev07]). An ideal I < k[[Xo,...,Xn]] is Newton non-degenerate if

for every w € ]R’;Larl, the variety Z(in,(I)) does not have singularities in the torus (k*)™*1.

The notion of Newton non-degenerate given in Definition 3.32 may be seen as a particular
case of the notion of schén compactification of a subvariety of a torus introduced in [Tev07].

Remark 3.33. It is a straightforward consequence of Proposition 3.31 and the Nullstellensatz
that Trops(I) N RZ; ! can also be described as the set of all w e RZ{" such that Z(in,(I)) N
(k*)m™+1 £ 5. Hence in order to decide whether the ideal I is Newton non-degenerate it is enough
to verify that the condition given in Definition 3.32 is satisfied for those w in Trop>q(1) N R;ngr L
In addition, it is sufficient to check the condition for every vector in Trop.y(I) N Qgg 1 Indeed,
if w € Tropso(1) N Rgg’l and w ¢ QZOH then, by Proposition 3.31, there exists a cone o € GF(I)
such that w eac Trop( (/). Since o is a rational cone, we can take w’ S m@’;arl and we get
iy (I) = iny (1).

Theorem 3.34 (See [AGS13, Tev07]). Let I be a Newton non-degenerate ideal of k[[Xo, . .., Xin]]-
Let ¥ be a reqular subdivision of the Grébner fan of I and let W%O’m_H: X5, — K™+ be the as-
sociated toric modification. Then, the strict transform of Z(I) by W%O’erl s non-singular and

transversal to the orbit stratification of the exceptional locus of 7'('%0 I

In what follows we keep the notation of section 3.1. Let P be a rational point of O, (D). Then,

w? belongs to Trop(Is) N QTJI. Let us relabel the functions zg, ...,z in such a way that
xg, ..., T4 is a minimal generating sequence of the divisorial valuation vg, (see Corollary 3.27).

With the notation of Section 2.1, g = g(Ep). Next we give a system of generators Hs, ..., Hy,

of Ig that is well adapted to the computation of w’-initial parts:
e For je{l,...,g — 1}, we consider the (zo, ..., x;)-expansion of x;1; given in Proposition 2.22
and set

X bj bj bJ:,
(3.21) Hjpy o= =Xjn + X577 =0 X X)X+ pi(Xo, -, X5).
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e For je{g,...,m — 1}, we set

(3.22) Hjpri=—Xjui+ ) cuXg' X Xy,
T=(i0ysig)
where ;41 = ZI:(im...,ig) cj,lxéoxill e ng is the (xo,...,x4)-adic expansion of ;1 (see Re-
mark 2.23).

By definition, all the H;; are in the kernel Ig of the homomorphism (2.10). They generate
Is because any element of Is in congruent modulo (Ha, ..., Hy,,) to some element of k[[ Xy, X1]]
and the restriction of the homomorphism (2.10) to this ring is injective.

Lemma 3.35. Let P be a rational point of ©r,(D). With the previous notation, we have:
. 'Y v

(1) Forje{l,....g—1}, inyr(Hj) = X17 — ;- X X[ X731

(2) Forjed{g,...,m—1}, in,p(Hjp1) = —=Xjq1 +ing,p (ZI=(iO,---7ig) cirXpoxin. .. X;g).

Proof. With the notation of Section 2.1.1, one has that w” = (1, B1/Bos - - - Bg/Bo, w5+1, . ,wi) ,

where w!’ = vp,(2;)/Bo, for g + 1 <i < m. Assertion (1) follows from Proposition 2.22. Asser-

tion (2) follows from Remark 2.23 applied to h = z;41, for g < j <m — 1. O

Remark 3.36. If P is a rational point of O, (D), then the vector trop(ve,) = ve,(wo)w! is
primitive (see the proof of Lemma 3.35).

Proposition 3.37. Let P be a rational point of O, (D). With the previous notation,
(3.23) ing,p(Is) = (ingyp(H2),...,in,p(Hp))-

Proof. Let < be the monomial order on k[Xj,...,X,,] defined by X < XBifwP  a<wt B
or wf - a = wl - g and X <jes XB, where <., is the lexicographic order with respect to

X < -+ < X1 < Xg. By Lemma 3.35, the <-initial parts of Hs, ..., H,, are pairwise coprime.
Therefore, Ho, ..., H,, is a <-standard basis of Is. By [KTV, Theorem 2.1|, Hy, ..., Hy, is also
a w! -standard basis of Ig. O

Proposition 3.38. Let P be a rational point of O, (D). Then, the singular locus of Z (in,,r (Is))
does not meet the torus (k*)™*1.

Proof. The variety C < k9 defined by the ideal (in,r(Hs2),...,in,r(Hy)), seen as an ideal
of k[Xo,...,Xy4—1], is a monomial curve with semigroup generated by Bo/ng, ..., By—1/ng (see
[Tei06]). By the form of in,r(Hj41), for j = g,...,m — 1, we get that the restriction of the
projection (Xo,...,Xm) — (Xo,...,Xy) to the variety Z(in,r(Ig)) is an isomorphism whose
image is the irreducible surface C x k < k9 x k defined by the ideal (in,r(Hs2),...,in,r(Hgy))
of k[Xo,...,X,]. As the singular locus of C x k does not meet the torus (k*)9™! the assertion
follows. O

Next we prove the following:
Proposition 3.39. The ideal Is < k[[Xo, ..., Xn]] is Newton non-degenerate.

Proof. By Remark 3.33, it is enough to prove that the singular locus of Z(in,,(Is)) and the torus
(k*)™*! have empty intersection for every w € Trops(Is) N Q;ngrl. Take w € Tropsy(ls) N
Q. By Theorem 3.18, it must be of the form w = w’ for some interior point P of O, (D).

Moreover, P is a rational point (see Lemma 3.20). According to Proposition 3.38, we have that
Sing(Z (iny(Is))) n (k*)™ ! = &
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Now take w € Tropsq(Is) N @’;LOH such that w; = 0 for some i € {0,...,m}. By Lemma

3.6.((1)), up to replacing w by a positive multiple, we can assume that it is one of the vectors
of the canonical basis of R™*!. By definition, w = w” for some L € {Lg,...,Ly,}. Up to
relabelling Lo, ..., Ly, we can assume that L = Ly for some g € {1,...,m—1}, and Lo, ..., L,
is a sequence of maximal contact curves of 1 (see Lemma 2.17), and then w = egy;. Take
Hs, ..., Hy, defined by (3.21) and (3.22). By Proposition 2.21 applied to E = Ey,, we get that

ng bj b bg—1
Hg+1 = — g+1+Xg _Hg'XO Xl ”'Xg—l +pg(X07---7Xg)-

Let us check that (3.23) holds also in this case. If j # g+ 1 the variable X1 does not appear
on Hj, hence in,,(H;) = Hj, while in, (Hg41) = Hgy1+ Xg41. Denote by S, ..., B, the minimal
sequence of generators of I'y, and set w' = (B, ..., 3y,0,...,0) € Z™ 1. Let <’ be the monomial
order on k[Xo, ..., X,,] defined by X* <’ XPif w'-a < w'-forw'-a =w'- B and X* <0, X5,
where <, is the lexicographic order with respect to X,, < --- < X7 < Xy. Consider then the
monomial order < defined by X® < Xf ifw-a <w-Borw-a =w-f and X* < XP. We
obtain that:

in<(Hz) = X7 ..., inc(Hg1) = Xg7, inc (Hyi2) = —Xgi2, -y in<(Hp) = —Xpp,.

As the initial forms in(H;), for j € {2,...,m} are coprime, we end the proof of (3.23) in this
case by arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.37.

Notice that the algebroid subvariety of k972 defined by the ideal (iny,(Hz), ... ,iny,(Hg1)) is
the product of the embedding of L < k9! defined by (o, ... ,T4) times an affine line. Then, we
check that Sing(Z(in,(I))) n (k*)™! = & by arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.38. [0

Theorem 3.40. Let C = uglej be a reduced plane curve singularity. Take a sequence
Lo, ..., Ly, of maximal contact curves of the minimal embedded resolution of C, which is generic
for C. Let ¥ be a regular subdivision of GF(Ig) inducing a reqular subdivision Treq of the fan T .
Then the restriction of ﬂ%o’m_'_l to the strict transform of Z(Ig) induces an embedded resolution
of Cc S.

Proof. By Remark 3.30, the fan 7 contains the rays spanned by ord(n;) for all the branches C;
of C. Let us denote by 7 : S(mw) — S the restriction of 71'%0 s, b0 the strict transform S(7) of
Z(Ig). By Proposition 3.39 and Theorem 3.34, S(7) is non-singular and transversal to the orbit

stratification of the exceptional locus. In addition, by Theorem 2.27 the modification 7'('%0 i1 18

a toric embedded resolution of C' < k™*1. Since C' = S it follows that the strict transform C™
of C is contained in S(7) and the transversality properties above imply that C™ is transversal
to the exceptional divisor of 7. O

3.4. Minimal embedded resolution with one toric morphism. In this section we prove
that when the regular subdivision 7.4 in Theorem 3.40 is the minimal one, then the restriction
of 7'('%0 sy b the strict transform of Z (Is) induces the minimal embedded resolution of C' < S.

Let us denote by 776”;" the minimal regularization of the two dimensional fan 7. Its pro-
jectivization is the set of images of its non-zero cones in the projective space P"(R). The
projectivization of 7;’;‘;;” is a graph since the fan 7;’;‘;;” consist of cones of dimension at most two
contained in RT;J 1 The following result is a consequence of Propositions 3.25 and 3.29, taking
into account Definition 3.24 and the definition of T (see Proposition 3.17).

Proposition 3.41. Let ¢ be the minimal embedded resolution of C. The projectivization of the
fan T2g" is isomorphic to the dual graph of the total transform of D under v, by an isomorphism
which respects the labels by the components of D.
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Keep the notation of Theorem 3.40. Let us study the intersection of S(m) with the orbits
defined by cones of Tycy. This will allow us to describe when 7 : S(7) — S is the minimal
embedded resolution of C' < S.

If e; is a vector of the canonical basis of Z™!, then the orbit O(Rxqe;) is not contained

Yo,m+1
in the discriminant locus of 7'('%0 s, and the intersection of O(Rxoej)s, with S(7) is equal to the
strict transform L7 of L;. The orbits defined by other rays of Treg are contained in the critical
locus of 77%0 waa- Any such ray is of the form p = R~ ow’ for a unique rational point P of O, (D)

(see Lemma 3.15).

Theorem 3.42. With the hypothesis of Theorem 5.0, assume that Treq = 776”;" Then:

(1) If P is a rational point of O, (D), and p = Rsquw’ € Trman, then the closure of S(m) n O(p)
1$ equal to Ep.

(2) The restriction of 77%0
resolution of C' < S.

ey b0 the strict transform of Z(Ig) induces the minimal embedded

Proof. We prove first that S(m) n O(p) is irreducible. In order to study this intersection, we can
see the orbit O(p) in an affine open toric subvariety X, of Xy, where o € ¥ is spanned by a

basis vg, ..., v, of N = Z™+! and vy := trop(ve,) = vE, (mo)wp. Then, the affine toric variety
X, is isomorphic to ™! with coordinates (Uy, ...,U,,), where U; = x% for i = 0,...,m. In
b

addition, the restriction 7, of the toric modification 7 , to X, is given by

EO,m+
X,omy; = Ugo’i fl’i Ut for 0 < i < m,
where v; = ZT:O vj;€i, and the orbit O(p) is defined by Uy = 0 and U;--- Uy, # 0. Given

g € k[[Xo,...,Xm]], we write g o7, = Ugvo(g) - gp, where g, € E[[Up,...,Uy]] and Uy does
not divide g,. If h = iny(g), then h, € k[Ui,...,Up] and h, = g,(0,Ui,...,Uy,,). This
fact and Proposition 3.37 imply that S(7) N O(p) is defined by the ideal of k[Uf?, ..., UL!]
generated by the set {(inv,(H2))p,- -, (i, (Hm)),}- Since the polynomials (in,,(H;)), belong
to k[U1,...,Up] for j = 2,...,m, we get that the variety S(m) n O(p) is irreducible if and
only if the variety V < (k*)™*! defined by these polynomials, seen in k:[UOil,Uf—rl, o UR,
is irreducible. The variety V is also defined by the ideal (in,,(Hz2) © g, ... iy, (Hpy) © Ty).
The monomial map 7, induces an isomorphism of tori, therefore the variety V is irreducible by
Proposition 3.38. This shows that S(m) n O(p) is irreducible.

We can take the regular cone o € 3 in such a way that vy € [T| and va, ..., v, ¢ |T|. Denote
by p; the ray Rxgv; for i = 1,...,m and set pg = p. Take i € {2,...,m}. The condition v; ¢ |T|
implies that there exists a monomial in k[ Xy, ..., X;,] which belongs to the v;-initial ideal of Ig

(see Proposition 3.31). Hence the intersection S(m) n O(p;) is empty.

Denote by E; the closure of S(m) n O(p;) on X, for i = 0,1. As the map 7 : S(7r) — Sisa
model of the smooth surface (S, 0), its dual graph G(7) is a tree. This implies that the divisors
Ey and FEj intersect at at most one point, which belongs to the orbit O(pg + p1). We show now
that this intersection consists of exactly one point 0.

Assume by contradiction that Ey n Ey = (J. Then as the dual graph G() is connected,
there exists a sequence of rays pj,...,p} of 7;72;", with s > 1, po = pj, p1 = pl, such that
pi_y + pi € T and pj_y + pj # po + p1, for i = 1,...,s. Then, the projectivization of the
nonzero elements of the set (po + p1) U U;_;(pi_1 + p}) contains a non trivial cycle. We get a
contradiction by Proposition 3.41, since the projectivization of fan 772;" is a tree.

Denote by wj, for j = 0,...,m, the restriction of the function U; to the surface S(m). We
obtain that (ug,u1) are local coordinates at o;. It follows that the order of vanishing of z; o 7,
along the divisor Ej is equal to vg j, for 0 < j < m. Therefore, vg, (x;) = vg,(z;), for 0 < j < m.
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By the transversality of S(7) to the toric stratification of the exceptional divisor of m we have
that any irreducible component of E(7w) must be the closure of S(m) n O(p’), for p’ running
through the rays of 7., which intersect IR{TOJF L By Proposition 3.41 we have a bijection between
the set of irreducible components of the exceptional divisor of the minimal embedded resolution
of C and the rays of 7., which intersect R7'; ! which is given by Ep/ — Rsqw’’, where P’ runs

through the set of rational points of ©r,(D) which are distinguished by C' (see Definition 3.24).
It follows that 7 is the minimal embedded resolution of C. This implies also that £y = Fp. [
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