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MULTIPLIER IDEALS OF NORMAL SURFACE SINGULARITIES

LÁSZLÓ KOLTAI, TAMÁS LÁSZLÓ, AND ANDRÁS NÉMETHI

ABSTRACT. We study the multiplier ideals and the corresponding jumping numbers and multiplic-

ities {m(c)}c∈R in the following context: (X ,o) is a complex analytic normal surface singularity,

a⊂ OX ,o is an mX ,o–primary ideal, φ : X̃ → X is a log resolution of a such that aO
X̃
= O

X̃
(−F), for

some nonzero effective divisor F supported on φ−1(0).

We show that {m(c)}c>0 is combinatorially computable from F and the resolution graph Γ of φ ,

and we provide several formulae. We also extend Budur’s result (valid for (X ,o) = (C2,0)), which

makes an identification of ∑c∈[0,1]m(c)tc with a certain Hodge spectrum. In our general case we use

Hodge spectrum with coefficients in a mixed Hodge module.

We show that {m(c)}c≤0 usually depends on the analytic type of (X ,o). However, for some

distinguished analytic types we determine it concretely. E.g., when (X ,o) is weighted homogeneous

(and F is associated with the central vertex), we recover ∑c m(c)tc from the Poincaré series of (X ,o)

and when (X ,o) is a splice quotient then we recover ∑c m(c)tc from the multivariable topological

Poincaré (zeta) function of Γ.

1. INTRODUCTION

Assume that (X ,o) is a complex analytic normal surface singularity, let OX ,o be its local algebra

with maximal ideal mX ,o. Let us also fix an mX ,o–primary ideal a ⊂ OX ,o. Then there exists a log

resolution φ : X̃ → X and a nonzero integral cycle F supported on the exceptional curve φ−1(0) = E

such that aO
X̃
= O

X̃
(−F). In fact, in our study we will start with some φ and such a cycle F .

We denote by ZK the anticanonical cycle associated with φ , −c1(Ω
2
X̃
)=−c1(OX̃

(K
X̃
))∈H2(X̃ ,Z),

identified with a rational cycle (via the adjunction relations). We consider for any c ∈ R the cycle

L(c) := ⌊ZK + cF⌋. Then the tower of multiplier ideals is defined as I(c,F) := φ∗OX̃
(−L(c)) ⊂

OX ,o. They measure the complexity of the singularity (X ,o) compatibly with F (or with a). They

were introduced in [12, 21] and since then they were intensively studied, see [5, 3, 2, 14, 13, 15,

16, 17, 22, 23, 40] with all their connections with different aspects of singularities and singular

map-germs. In fact, the definition and study extends to any dimension, see e.g. [12, 21, 31] and the

references therein.

Date: June 20, 2024.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 14B05, 14Fxx, 32S05; Secondary: 32S10, 32S25.
Key words and phrases. normal surface singularities, plane curve singularities, multiplier ideals, jumping numbers,

jumping multiplicities, Hodge spectrum, mixed Hodge modules, canonical covering, weighted homogeneous singulari-

ties, splice quotient singularities .
The authors are partially supported by NKFIH Grant “Élvonal (Frontier)” KKP 144148. The second author acknowl-

edges the support of the ’János Bolyai Research Scholarship’ of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, and the support of

the project “Singularities and Applications” - CF 132/31.07.2023 funded by the European Union - NextGenerationEU -

through Romania’s National Recovery and Resilience Plan.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.13413v1


2 LÁSZLÓ KOLTAI, TAMÁS LÁSZLÓ, AND ANDRÁS NÉMETHI

It turns out that for any c ∈R, the ideal I(c,F)⊂OX ,o has finite codimension, I(c,F)⊂ I(c′,F)

for c′ < c, and I(c,F) = OX ,o for c ≪ 0. The number c is called jumping number if m(c) :=

dim I(c− ε ,F)/I(c,F) 6= 0 for 0 < ε ≪ 1, and m(c) is the corresponding jumping multiplicity.

One verifies that in any compact interval there are only finitely many jumping numbers and they are

all rational.

Compared with the earlier literature in the subject we make two major extensions:

(A) We do not assume any restriction regarding the surface singularity (X ,o), e.g. we do not

assume that the link is a rational homology sphere (i.e. the dual graph might have loops and the

irreducible exceptional divisors might have higher genera). Also, we do not restrict the analytic

type of (X ,o): on the supporting topological type the analytic type might vary (which in the non-

rational or non-minimally elliptic cases might have considerable effects). We emphasize that in

general the classification of such analytic types (or the description of the corresponding moduli

spaces) is still an open problem. Under this generality the general analytic tools (e.g. vanishing

theorems) are more complex (and the zones what they do not cover are wider).

(B) In the earlier studies only the cases c > 0 were treated. Our study of the cases c ≤ 0 opens

a new perspectives. If (X ,o) is smooth or log terminal then m(c) = 0 for c ≤ 0, however, in the

general case (even for rational (X ,o)) the negative zone appears as a very challenging part.

In fact (and this is one of the main messages of the note), we show that the study of the Poincaré

series of multiplier ideals ∑c∈R m(c)tc (introduced first in [14]) breaks into two major parts with

rather different aspects.

(i) (the c > 0 zone) We also call this the Riemann–Roch zone, since in this case we determine

∑c>0 m(c)tc completely topologically from the resolution graph Γ of φ and the cycle F (without any

restriction regarding the link or the analytic type of (X ,o)).

We provide several combinatorial formulae. The first one, Proposition 3.3.4, is a generalization

of expressions obtained in [2, 3, 40] proved in those articles for rational singularities.

We also compute m(c + 1)− m(c) (see Corollary 3.3.5), thus we recover ∑c>0 m(c)tc from

∑c∈(0,1] m(c)tc and (Dc,F), where Dc = L(c)− L(c− ε) (0 < ε ≪ 1) is the jumping divisor (in-

troduced in [2]), computable combinatorially. (This fact was also shown for rational (X ,o) in [3].)

Hence, the first interval and ∑c∈(0,1] m(c)tc has a distinguished role.

Regarding this we stress out two facts. Firstly, Budur in [5] identified ∑c∈(0,1] m(c)tc with the

Hodge spectrum Sp(0,1]( f ) of a function germ f , where in his case, (X ,o) = (C2,0) is smooth,

f : (C2,0)→ (C,0) is a function germ with an isolated singularity, φ is a log embedded resolution

and F is the divisor divφ ,E( f ) of φ∗( f ) along φ−1(0) = E . This was reproved in [3] as well. (For

the theory of mixed Hodge structures and of the spectrum associated with isolated hypersurface

singularities see the work of Steenbrink, e.g. [36, 37] or [35].)

In this note we succeed to generalize this statement. The first step is that we rewrite J[0,1](t) =

∑c∈[0,1] m(c)tc in a different way, in terms of Γ and the multiplicities of F , for any (X ,o) and any F

(cf. Theorem 4.2.3). This is the second combinatorial formula of the jumping multiplicities.

This formula will resonate perfectly with Hodge spectrum computations of a generic element

f ∈ a. Indeed, if (X ,o) is numerically Gorenstein (that is, ZK is an integral cycle), and f is an
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analytic function gems (X ,o) → (C,0) with isolated singularities, divφ ,E( f ) = F , we prove the

generalization of the statement of Budur: J[0,1](t) = Sp[0,1](t), cf. Corollary 5.1.3. However, when Γ

is not numerically Gorenstein, {ZK} 6= 0, then we need to use a more general spectrum computation

established in [24]. In [24] the usual spectrum is replaced by the spectrum of f with coefficients

in a mixed Hodge module M of (X ,o), such that M restricted to X \{o} is a variation of Hodge

structure whose underlying representation is abelian. Indeed, under the assumption that the link

is a rational homology sphere, from ZK we construct a character of the first homology of the link,

hence a rank one variation of Hodge structure V on X \ {o}, and we prove the identity J[0,1](t) =

Sp[0,1](t)( f , j∗V) (where j : X \{o} ⊂ X is the inclusion), see Theorem 5.3.2. The construction of V

can be done using the canonical cyclic covering of (X ,o) (associated with ZK, or in Q–Gorenstein

case associated with the canonical divisor K
X̃

, as well). We emphasize again, though a priori both

objects J[0,1](t) and Sp[0,1](t)( f , j∗V) are analytical, we provide combinatorial formulae for them.

The second new aspect regarding ∑c∈(0,1] m(c)tc is the following connection. Assume that there

exists again a function f : (X ,o)→ (C,0) with an isolated singularity such that F = divφ ,E( f ). Set

(C,o) := ( f−1(0),o) and let δ (C,o) be its delta invariant. Then ∑c∈(0,1] m(c) = δ (C,o)+({ZK},F).

(ii) (the c ≤ 0 zone) We show by examples that the multiplicity m(0) cannot be determined

topologically. However, we characterize it completely in terms of the analytic type of (X ,o). The

analytic contribution is a term h0 ∈ {0,1} characterized by an h0–sheaf cohomology.

The c ≤ 0 zone can be called the ‘h0–zone’, where the Riemann–Roch expressions or vanish-

ing theorems cannot be applied. In this zone m(c) usually cannot be computed form Γ and F .

We exemplify this fact by concrete examples when we fix Γ and F and we consider several dif-

ferent analytic realizations, and we compute the m(c)’s. Interestingly enough, already the nu-

merical invariant ∑c≤0 m(c) measures the analytic type and it is connected to the most impor-

tant analytic invariant of (X ,o), the geometric genus pg(X ,o). More precisely, we prove that

∑c≤0 m(c) = pg(X ,o)+ χ(⌊ZK⌋). Already when (X ,o) is rational (i.e. pg(X ,o) = 0), ∑c≤0 m(c)

can be arbitrarily large (see e.g. Example 3.2.2).

On the other hand, even for this zone, we provide concrete formulae valid for certain distin-

guished analytic types.

• In the case of a weighted homogeneous germs (X ,o) with local graded algebra ⊕ℓ≥0Rℓ (and F is

associated with the central vertex), we show the correspondence dim(Rℓ) = m(c) with c= (ℓ−r)/α

(for notations and precise statement see subsection 3.4). For ℓ > r (corresponding to c > 0) dim(Rℓ)

is topological computable from the Seifert invariants of the link, however in general it is not. But,

if the link is a rational homology sphere, then by Dolgachev-Pinkham-Demazure formulae all the

terms for any ℓ are topological. (For the theory of weighted homogeneous germs see e.g. [32].)

• If the link is a rational homology sphere and we fix a resolution graph Γ, and we assume that

the analytic type of (X ,o) is splice quotient with respect to Γ (a family introduced by Neumann and

Wahl, cf. [29]). Then in Proposition 3.1.4 we provide a combinatorial formula for ∑c∈R m(c)tc in

terms of {L(c)}c and the multivariable topological Poincaré (zeta) function Z(t) of Γ. This includes

e.g. all the cases when (X ,o) is rational or minimally elliptic (with Γ minimal). (For more on Z(t)

see [6, 7, 27].)
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But we emphasize again that in general, the computation of {m(c)}c≤0 is of analytic nature,

hence it runs in parallel with the classification of the analytic types of (X ,o) supported of a fixed

topological type identified by Γ. We will return back to this study in the forthcoming manuscript.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations regarding resolutions and resolution graphs.

2.1.1. Let us fix a normal surface singularity (X ,o) and one of its log (good) resolutions φ : X̃ → X .

Let Γ be the dual resolution graph of φ , we denote its vertices by V and its edges by E . We write E

for the irreducible exceptional curve φ−1(o), and let {Ei}i∈V be its irreducible components.

The lattice L := H2(X̃ ,Z) is a free Z–module generated by the classes of {Ei}i∈V and it is en-

dowed with the natural negative definite intersection form ( , ). The dual lattice is L′=HomZ(L,Z)≃

{l′ ∈ L⊗Q : (l′,L) ∈ Z} ⊂ L⊗Q. We use the same symbol ( , ) for the extended intersection form

to L ⊗Q. The overlattice L′ is generated over Z by the (anti)dual classes {E∗
i }i∈V defined by

(E∗
i ,E j) = −δi j (where δi j stays for the Kronecker symbol). L′ can also identified with H2(X̃ ,Z)

(the target of the first Chern class c1 : Pic(X̃)→ H2(X̃ ,Z)).

We denote by M the link of (X ,o). It is known that M is a rational homology sphere if and only

if each Ei is rational and Γ is a tree. It is an integral homology sphere if additionally det ( , ) =±1.

More generally, if gi denotes the genus of Ei, g :=∑i gi and h the first Betti number of the topological

realization of Γ (the number of independent cycle in the graph), then the first Betti number of M is

2g+h, and TorsH1(M,Z)≃ L′/L.

There is a natural partial ordering of L⊗Q: we write l′1 ≥ l′2 if l′1 − l′2 = ∑i aiEi with every ai ≥ 0.

We set L≥0 = {l ∈ L : l ≥ 0} and L>0 = L≥0 \{0}.

We define the rational Lipman cone as SQ := {l′ ∈ L⊗Q : (l′,Ei)≤ 0 for all i}, and we also set

S ′ :=SQ∩L′ and S :=SQ∩L. As a monoid S ′ is generated over Z≥0 by {E∗
i }i. If s′ ∈SQ\{0},

then all its Ei–coordinates are strictly positive (see [27, Corollary 2.1.19]).

Let K
X̃

be the canonical divisor of X̃ (well–defined up to a linear equivalence), that is, O
X̃
(K

X̃
)≃

Ω2
X̃

, the sheaf of holomorphic 2–forms. We denote its first Chern class c1(OX̃
(K

X̃
))∈ H2(X̃ ,Z)≃ L′

by −ZK; ZK is called the (anti)canonical cycle of φ . The (rational) cycle ZK ∈ L′ can also be

determined combinatorially from ( , ) by the adjunction formulae (ZK ,Ei) = (Ei,Ei)+ 2− 2gi for

all i ∈ V .

We call (X ,o) numerically Gorenstein if ZK ∈ L, i.e. if all its Ei–coefficients are integral (this

condition is independent of the choice of φ ). We call (X ,o) Gorenstein if ZK ∈ L and one can choose

K
X̃

as −ZK , i.e. O
X̃
(K

X̃
+ZK)≃O

X̃
. In a different language, (X ,o) is numerically Gorenstein (resp.

Gorenstein) exactly when the line bundle Ω2
X\{o} is topologically (resp. analytically) trivial. (For a

different characterization see also 5.4.1.)

Finally, we set for any l′ ∈ L′ the Riemann-Roch expression χ(l′)= (ZK − l′, l′)/2. If l ∈ L>0, then

χ(l) = h0(Ol)−h1(Ol). E.g., χ(E) = 1−g−h. As usual, we also write χ(Ol(D)) for h0(Ol(D))−

h1(Ol(D)), which, by Riemann-Roch, equals χ(l)+ (D, l) (D ∈ L).

For any R-divisor D = ∑i diEi of X̃ (di ∈ R) we define its integral part ⌊D⌋ and fractional part

{D} by applying the corresponding operation to each coefficient di.

For more details see e.g. [25, 27].
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2.1.2. Assume that (C,o) is a reduced Weil divisor in (X ,o) (i.e. it is an isolated curve singularity

in (X ,o)). Then we can consider a log embedded resolutions of the pair (C,o) ⊂ (X ,o), that is, we

require that in the log resolution the union of E with the strict transform C̃ of (C,o) form a simple

normal crossing divisor. Moreover, we can consider the corresponding embedded resolution graph

too. Usually, the strict transform will be denoted by arrows on the graph. Their index set will be

denoted by A corresponding to the irreducible decomposition ∪a∈A Ca of (C,o).

Once an embedded resolution and the strict transform C̃ ⊂ X̃ is fixed, the embedded topological

type of the pair (C,o) ⊂ (X ,o) is basically coded in the information that how many components of

C̃ intersect each Ei, that is, in the intersection numbers (C̃,Ei)X̃
. Then we define the rational cycle

l′C ∈S ′\{0} ⊂ L′
>0, associated with C and φ , via the linear system of equations (l′C,Ei)+(C̃,Ei)X̃

=

0 for every i ∈ V . (Hence, l′C + C̃, as a rational divisor of X̃ , is numerically trivial. It is the total

transform of C denoted by φ∗C.) If the arrow a is supported by the vertex i(a), then l′C = ∑a∈A E∗
i(a).

If (C,o) is cut out by a germ f : (X ,o) → (C,0) such that (C,o) = ( f−1(0),o) is reduced (that

is, f defines an isolated singularity), then we say that it is a Cartier divisor of (X ,o). In such a case

φ∗C = div
X̃
(φ∗ f ). Hence l′C is integral; it will also be denoted by divφ ,E( f ).

2.1.3. Next, we fix a cycle F ∈ S \ {0}. Some geometrical situations how such a cycle might

appear is listed below.

(A) Let mX ,o denote the maximal ideal of the local ring OX ,o of (X ,o). Let a be an mX ,o–primary

ideal of OX ,o. Then there exists a log resolution φ such that a ·O
X̃
=O

X̃
(−F) for some F ∈S \{0}.

(B) Let (C,o) ⊂ (X ,o) be a reduced embedded curve germ, and φ an embedded good resolution.

Then l′C ∈ S ′ \{0}, hence a convenient multiple of it is in S \{0}. Cf. also with Remark 2.2.2.

(C) Let f : (X ,o) → (C,0) be a germ, then in any good embedded resolution F := divφ ,E( f ) ∈

S \{0}.

If a is as in (A), and we fix a resolution φ with a ·O
X̃
= O

X̃
(−F), then for any generic element f

of a one has divφ ,E( f ) = F .

(D) Conversely, let us fix a semigroup element F ∈ S \ {0}, a divisor of a resolution of some

analytic germ (X ,o). If (X ,o) is rational then there exists a germ f such that divφ ,E( f ) = F , but

for an arbitrary singularity (X ,o) this is not the case. However, if we fix the topological type of

(X ,o), identified by M or by some resolution graph Γ, then there exists an analytic type, say (XF ,o)

supported on M and a germ fF : (XF ,0)→ (C,0) such that divφF ,EF
( fF) = F .

(E) The correspondence a 7→ F given by a ·O
X̃
= O

X̃
(−F) (via some good resolution) is not injec-

tive. E.g., if we start with such an a and F , then φ∗OX̃
(−F) is the integral closure ā of a in OX ,o,

and ā ·O
X̃
= a ·O

X̃
= O

X̃
(−F) too. Moreover, for any other ideal b the identity ā= b̄ is equivalent

with b ·O
X̃
= a ·O

X̃
.

2.2. The multiplier ideals.

2.2.1. The definition of multiplier ideals, jumping numbers and jumping multiplicities. We fix

a normal surface singularity (X ,o), a good resolution φ , and a cycle F ∈ S \{0}.

Following [12, 21] we define the multiplier ideal associated with F and a real number c ∈ R as

I(c,F) = φ∗OX̃
(−⌊ZK + cF⌋)⊂ OX ,o.
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For simplicity, we denote the divisor ⌊ZK +cF⌋ by L(c). Though ZK and F are combinatorial cycles

associated with the graph Γ, the ideals I(c,F) might depend essentially on the analytic structure of

the germ (X ,o). Since φ : X̃ \E → X \o is an isomorphism and L(c) is supported on E , we obtain

that I(c,F) = OX ,o whenever L(c) ≤ 0, and I(c,F) ⊂ OX ,o is an mX ,o–primary ideal otherwise.

Also, φ∗OX̃
(−L(c)) = φ∗OX̃

(−max{0,L(c)}) (see e.g. Lemma 3.1.1). As a corollary we get that

dim(OX ,o/I(c,F))< ∞

If c ≤ c′, then I(c,F)⊇ I(c′,F). Whenever we have strict inclusion

I(c− ε ,F)) I(c,F)

for arbitrarily small ε > 0, we say that c is a jumping number, and its jumping multiplicity is:

m(c) := dim(I(c− ε ,F)/I(c,F)).

Define the jumping divisor corresponding to c ∈R (cf. [2, 3, 40]) as

Dc := L(c)−L(c− ε) (1 ≫ ε > 0).

Obviously, Dc is a reduced divisor and it is ‘periodical’: Dc+1 = Dc. In fact, if ZK = ∑kiEi and

F = ∑miEi, then Ei is in the support of Dc precisely when ki + cmi ∈ Z. This shows that in any

bounded interval there are only finitely many values c with Dc 6= 0, hence with m(c)> 0. Note that

Dc 6= 0 usually does not imply m(c)> 0. We also define

∆c := {ZK + cF}.

Then any Ei is either in the support of Dc or of ∆c, but not in both.

Since F ∈ S \{0}, hence all the coefficient of F are strict positive, if c ≪ 0 then ZK + cF ≤ 0,

and I(c,F) = OX ,o. In particular, m(c) = 0 for c ≪ 0. Thus, in any interval of type (−∞,c0] there

are only finitely many jumping numbers c.

Remark 2.2.2. The assumption that F is integral is just a convenient choice. In all our arguments

regarding the cycle F , we can equally start with any F ∈ SQ \{0}, or, we can replace the integral

F by any rF , where r ∈Q>0. Indeed, the effect of the replacement F by rF is mrF(c) = mF(rc).

3. JUMPING MULTIPLICITIES AND THE HILBERT FUNCTION

3.1. Multiplier ideals and the Hilbert function. Let us start with the following (known) lemma.

Lemma 3.1.1. Fix some l ∈ L and write it as l = P−N, with P,N ∈ L≥0 and such that they have no

common Ei–component. Then

(a) H0(X̃ ,O
X̃
(−P))→ H0(X̃ ,O

X̃
(−l)) is an isomorphism,

(b) h1(O
X̃
(−P))−h1(O

X̃
(−l)) = χ(N)− (N, l).

Proof. Consider the short exact sequence of sheaves 0 → O
X̃
(−P)→ O

X̃
(−l)→ ON(−l)→ 0.

Then (c1(OX̃
(−P)),Ei) = (−P,Ei) ≤ 0 for all Ei in the support of N. Therefore by the h0-

vanishing theorem (see [27, Theorem 6.4.2.]), the dual of the Grauert-Riemenschneider vanishing,

we obtain H0(N,ON(−P+N)) = 0. Then use the long cohomological exact sequence. �
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This shows that for any l ∈ L we have H0(X̃ ,O
X̃
(−l)) = H0(X̃ ,O

X̃
(−max{0, l})), which is

canonically a subspace of H0(X̃ ,O
X̃
). The Hilbert function h(l) (associated with the divisorial

filtration of the resolution) is defined as

L ∋ l 7→ h(l) := dim H0(X̃ ,O
X̃
)/H0(X̃ ,O

X̃
(−max{0, l})) = dim OX ,o/φ∗OX̃

(−l).

Note that h(L(c)) = dimOX ,o/I(c,F), hence

(3.1.2) m(c) = h(L(c))−h(L(c− ε)).

3.1.3. Some general comments regarding the formula (3.1.2). Usually, under the assumption

that we fix the combinatorial data Γ, the Hilbert function h might depend essentially on the choice

of the analytic type of (X ,o) . However, for any rational singularity, for any fixed resolution with

graph Γ, h(l) can be determined from Γ for any l ∈ L. In fact, this is true for any singularity whose

link is a rational homology sphere and its analytic type is splice quotient. This family of normal sur-

face singularities was introduced by Neumann and Wahl and it includes (among others) all rational,

minimally elliptic and weighted homogeneous singularities (with QHS3 link). For such germs, h(l)

follows combinatorially via the following two steps: by [27, (8.2.10)] h(l) can be computed from

the multivariable (analytic) Poincaré series P(t) of (X ,o) (this is true for any normal surface sin-

gularities), while by [27, Corollary 8.5.35] P(t) = Z(t), where Z(t) is the topological multivariable

Poincaré series (or zeta function) associated with Γ (here the splice quotient assumption is crucial).

(For the definition and certain properties of analytic and topological multivariable Poincaré series

see also [6, 7, 8].) In particular, in principle, for all such singularities (and for any F) all the jumping

multiplicities {m(c)}c∈R are computable from Γ and F . Here is the precise statement.

Proposition 3.1.4. Assume that the link of (X ,o) is a rational homology sphere and (X ,o) is splice

quotient (associated with its resolution graph Γ). Consider free variables t = {ti}i∈V indexed by the

set of vertices, and for any l′ = ∑ l′iEi ∈ L′ write tl′ = ∏i t
l′i
i . Let Z(t) = ∑l′∈S ′ p(l′)tl′ be the Taylor

expansion at the origin of the rational function

∏
i∈V

(1− tE∗
i )κi−2,

where κi is the valency of the vertex i. Let Z0(t) be its integral part, namely Z0(t) = ∑l∈S p(l)tl ∈

Z[S ]. Then for any c ∈ R one has

m(c) = ∑
l≥L(c)−Dc, l 6≥L(c)

p(l).

However, we wish to emphasise, that in the non-rational splice quotient cases, if we keep the

topological type (say Γ) and we modify the analytic structure of (X ,o) (into a non-splice quotient

one) then the Hilbert function and the jumping multiplicities might change.

But, in the rational case, independently of the analytic realizations of the topological type, the

Hilbert function and m(c) are combinatorial expressible from Γ and F (via the above recipe).

In the general splice quotient case the explicit computation via the above recipe can be rather

technical and computational.
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In this note, for c ≥ 0 and for arbitrary (X ,o) we run a completely different approach (inspired

from mixed Hodge theory). In fact, for c > 0 we will be able to determine m(c) completely com-

binatorially for any (X ,o) and F , independently of the analytic structure of (X ,o), and we provide

explicit formulae. The number m(0) might depend on the analytic structure, but we determine it

completely.

Now, in fact, we arrived to a main point of the discussion: the behaviour of m(c) is very different

for c> 0 and for c≤ 0. As we already said, m(c) for c> 0 is topological, independent of the analytic

structure of (X ,o). For c ≤ 0, the knowledge of Γ and F is not enough, the analytic structure of

(X ,o) plays a crucial role. Hence, in this case, the study of the jumping numbers and multiplicities

goes in parallel with the study of (yet open problem of classification of) analytic structures supported

on a fixed topological type.

In subsection 3.2 we provide some concrete examples in the case c < 0 to show how the variation

on the analytic structure enters in the picture. Moreover, for weighted homogeneous germs we

determine m(c) for any c ∈ R in terms of the (analytic) Poincaré series of (X ,o). But a more

complete study regarding {m(c)}c<0 will be presented in forthcoming manuscript including several

other analytic aspects and connections.

The difference between the negative and positive half-lines is already visible via the following

formula (cf. the first part of the proof of Proposition 3.3.4).

(3.1.5) ∑
c′≤c

m(c′) = dim OX ,o/I(c,F) = h(L(c)) = χ(L(c))+ pg −h1(O
X̃
(−L(c)).

Here pg = pg(X ,o) is the geometric genus of (X ,o), defined as dim H1(X̃ ,O
X̃
). Usually it is not a

topological invariant of (X ,o), however, it is a c–independent ‘universal’ analytic invariant. Thus,

let us focus on the difference h(L(c))− pg. It has two terms, χ(L(c)) is combinatorial, however,

h1(O
X̃
(−L(c)) is not. The point is that for c≥ 0 this last term is zero (see the second part of the proof

of Proposition 3.3.4) by the Generalized Grauert-Riemenshneider vanishing theorem, independently

of the analytic structure of (X ,o). On the other hand, for c < 0 this term can be nonzero, and usually

depends essentially on the choice of analytic structure (see also examples from subsection 3.2, and

Remark 3.4.6). We can say that c > 0 is the ‘Riemann–Roch zone’, while c ≤ 0 is the ‘h0–zone’.

3.1.6. On the other hand, the smallest jumping number — independently of the fact that it is negative

or not — can be deduced combinatorially.

Lemma 3.1.7. (a) The value c := min{c : m(c)> 0} can be determined from Γ and F as follows.

Write ZK = ∑i kiEi and F = ∑i miEi. Then

(3.1.8) c= min
i∈V

{(1− ki)/mi}.

Moreover, m(c) = 1.

(b) (‘weak/support periodicity’) Assume that there exists a function f : (X ,o) → (C,0) and

n ∈ Z>0 such that divφ ,E( f n) = F. Then m(c+ 1
n
)≥ m(c) for any c ∈ R.

In the case of c > 0, part (a) was already known (see eg. [2]), c is known as the log-canonical

threshold of F .
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Note that if (X ,o) is rational and φ arbitrary, or (X ,o) is minimally elliptic and φ is minimal, then

any F ∈ S \{0} is realized as divφ ,E( f ) for some f [27, Corollary 7.1.13 and Theorem 7.2.31].

Proof. (a) Let c′ be the right hand side of (3.1.8). Then L(c′)≤ E , but at least one of its coefficients

is one. Hence I(c′,F) =mX ,o and I(c′− ε ,F) = 0.

(b) Note that F/n ∈ L hence L(c+ 1
n
) = L(c)+F/n for every c ∈ R. Then consider the commu-

tative diagram (with simplification I(c) = I(c,F)):

0 I(c) I(c− ε) I(c− ε)/I(c)

0 I(c+1/n) I(c− ε +1/n) I(c− ε +1/n)/I(c+1/n)

· f · f · f

Above, the vertical morphisms are induced by multiplication by f ∈ OX ,o. The first two vertical

morphisms are injective. Since the intersection fI(c− ε)∩I(c+ 1
n
), as subspaces of I(c− ε + 1

n
),

is fI(c), the injectivity of · f̄ follows too. �

Example 3.1.9. Write ZK =∑i kiEi. Following e.g. [19, page 56], (X ,o) is numerically log terminal,

nlt (respectively numerically log canonical, nlc) if ki < 1 (respectively ki ≤ 1) for all i ∈ V . (If this

happens in the minimal good resolution then it happens in any good resolution.) The nlt singularities

are exactly the quotient singularities (see also [27, Example 6.3.33]).

By (3.1.8), if (X ,o) is nlt (respectively nlc) then m(c) = 0 for all c ≤ 0 (respectively c < 0) and

for any F ∈ S \{0}. In the nlc case, (X ,o) is either (special) rational or ZK = E (cf. [19] or [27,

Example 6.3.33]). This latter case happens if (X ,o) is either cusp or simple elliptic. If ZK = E then

c= 0 and m(0) = 1.

In the special case when (X ,o) is smooth or it is of type ADE then ZK ≤ 0, hence c> 0 again.

3.2. Some examples regarding m(c) with c ≤ 0.

Example 3.2.1. Negative c can appear even for (X ,o) rational. Take e.g. the following rational

graph, and let F be determined by the arrow: if i(a) is the vertex which supports the arrow, then

F = E∗
i(a).

s s s s

s s

s s

�
�✠

−2 −2 −2 −2 −3 −2

−2 −2

Then, by a computation, c=−1/4 and m(−1/4) = 1.

In this case D0 6= 0, but m(0) = 0. Indeed, ZK has some integral coefficients hence D0 6= 0.

On the other hand, both L(0) and L(−ε) are elements of L>0, but they are smaller then the Artin

fundamental cycle. Hence both jumping ideals are mX ,o.

Example 3.2.2. (a) For any (X ,o), for any good φ and any F , the identity (3.1.5) (via the vanishing

h1(O
X̃
(−⌊ZK⌋)) = 0, cf. the proof of Proposition 3.3.4) in the case of c = 0 reads as

∑
c′≤0

m(c′) = χ(⌊ZK⌋)+ pg.
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Note that this number is independent of the choice of F , however, the distribution of the jumping

numbers might depend on F .

In rational case of Example 3.2.1, pg = 0 and χ(⌊ZK⌋) = 1.

If (X ,o) is numerically Gorenstein, then χ(⌊ZK⌋) = χ(ZK) = 0, hence ∑c′≤0 m(c′) = pg.

(b) Consider the next rational graph, where the number of (−2) curves in all the legs is (2n−1).

−3

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2

−2
−3

s❍❍❍
✟✟✟

s✟✟✟
❍❍❍

s . . .

s . . . s

s

s

ss. . .

s. . .

ss

ss

Set F := E , it is divφ ,E of the generic function. A computation shows that the multiplicity of ZK

at the nodes is n, by (3.1.8) c = 1− n, and χ(⌊ZK⌋) = n. Hence, by part (a) ∑c≤0 m(c) = n and by

Lemma 3.1.7(b), necessarily ∑c≤0 m(c)tc = t1−n + · · ·+ t−1 + t0.

Remark 3.2.3. In the next subsection (Proposition 3.3.4) we determine m(0) for any (X ,o). It

depends on the choice of the analytic structure of (X ,o) but it does not depend on the choice of F .

Example 3.2.4. Consider the following resolution graph.

s s s

−1 −2 −2
E1 E2 E3

[1]

The graph is weakly elliptic. It turns out that depending on the analytic structure 1 ≤ pg ≤ 3 (see

e.g. [27, 7.2.C and 7.2.D]). ZK = 3E1 +2E2 +E3, hence ZK ∈ L, and ∑c≤0 m(c) = pg.

Taking E1 (the elliptic exceptional divisor) as a central vertex, the link is a Seifert 3-manifold,

and (X ,o) can be chosen weighted homogeneous. The point is that we can choose three different

families of weighted homogeneous analytic structures, see [32] (or [27, Example 5.1.30]). Certain

representatives are the following.

(i) (X ,o) is the hypersurface singularity z2 = y3 + x18 with pg = 3,

(ii) (X ,o) is the hypersurface singularity z2 = x(y4 + x6) with pg = 2,

(iii) (X ,o) is not Gorenstein, with pg = 1.

Take F = E1 +E2 +E3. Then there are three values c ≤ 0 with non-trivial jumping divisors:

c ∈ {−2,−1,0}. For any analytic structure, L(−2) = E1 and L(−2− ε) = 0, hence m(−2) = 1. On

the other hand, taking c = 0 we get L(0) = ZK , L(−ε) = 2E1 +E2, and χ(L(0)) = χ(L(−ε)) = 0.

Therefore, as we will prove in Proposition 3.3.4, m(0) = h0, which equals 1 if (X ,o) is Gorenstein

(in the first two cases). In case (iii) it should be 0 since ∑c≤0 m(c) = 1, but we already know that

m(−2) = 1. Hence ∑c≤0 m(c)tc is t−2+ t−1+ t0 in case (i), t−2 + t0 in case (ii), and t−2 in case (iii).

3.3. The computation of m(c) for c ≥ 0.

3.3.1. In this subsection we determine m(c) for all c ≥ 0, for all possible F’s, and for all analytic

structures.

Though the cycles L(c) are very special, still, in principle, the output of the substitution c 7→

h(L(c)) might depend on the analytic type of (X ,o), usually it cannot be determined from Γ. This
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fact will follow from Proposition 3.3.4 where we connect h(L(c)) with the geometric genus (X ,o),

which usually is not a topological invariant of (X ,o).

However, for any c > 0 we will show that h(L(c))− pg is combinatorial. Hence, via (3.1.2), m(c)

is also combinatorial, and we will provide several formulae for it.

For c = 0 an additional analytic contribution should also be considered:

h0 := h0(D0,OD0(KX̃
+ ⌊ZK⌋)).

Recall that from the definition of D0, D0 =E exactly when (X ,o) is numerically Gorenstein: ZK ∈ L.

Lemma 3.3.2. h0 ∈ {0,1}. More precisely,

(a) h0 = 0 exactly when either (i) D0 6= E, or (ii) D0 = E but there exists Ei such that O
X̃
(K

X̃
+

⌊ZK⌋)|Ei
is not trivial in Pic0(Ei)≃ Cgi . (In this second case, necessarily gi > 0.)

(b) h0 = 1 exactly when D0 = E and O
X̃
(K

X̃
+ ⌊ZK⌋)|Ei

= 0 in Pic0(Ei) for every i ∈ V .

Example 3.3.3. (a) If (X ,o) is Gorenstein, then O
X̃
(K

X̃
+ ⌊ZK⌋) = O

X̃
, and h0 = h0(OE) = 1.

(b) If g = ∑i gi = 0 then h0 = 1 in the numerically Gorenstein case, and it is zero otherwise.

(c) If (X ,o) is rational, then g = 0 automatically, hence h0 = 1 in the ADE (and smooth) cases

(the only numerically Gorensein rational cases) and h0 = 0 otherwise.

(d) If the link is an integral homology sphere (hence L = L′) then g = 0 and ZK ∈ L, hence h0 = 1.

(e) In general h0 is not topological: for the germs from Example 3.2.4 h0 = 1 in the Goresntein

cases and 0 otherwise. (Use the formula m(0) = h0 from Corollary 3.3.5(a’).)

Proof of Lemma 3.3.2. Write L := O
X̃
(K

X̃
+ ⌊ZK⌋). Then c1L =−{ZK}.

(a) Assume that ZK 6∈ L, hence ∆0 = {ZK} 6= 0. Recall that D0 is reduced, let D′ be one of its

connected components. Then (D′,c1L )< 0. In particular, there exists Ei′ in the support of D′ such

that (Ei′ ,c1L )< 0. Then we claim that h0(OD′ ⊗L ) = 0.

Indeed, consider a sequence of reduced connected divisors {D′
n}

N
n=1 such that D′

N = D′, D′
m+1 =

D′
m+Ei(m) with (D′

m,Ei(m))> 0 and D′
1 = Ei′ . Then the vanishing follows inductively from the exact

sequences 0 → OEi(m)
(−D′

m)⊗L → OD′
m+1

⊗L → OD′
m
⊗L → 0.

Assume next that ZK ∈ L (hence H0 = E) but L |Ei′
is not trivial in Pic0(Ei′) for some i′. This

means that h0(Ei′ ,L |Ei′
) = 0. Indeed, since L |Ei′

is topologically trivial (its Chern class is zero),

any nonzero element of H0(Ei′ ,L |Ei′
) would provide a trivialization of L |Ei′

.

Then we can repeat the above proof with a similar sequence with D′
N = E and D′

1 = Ei′ .

(b) It follows by induction using a similar sequence of divisors with D′
N = E and D′

1 = Ei′

arbitrary. Indeed, h0(OE ⊗L ) = h0(OD′
m
⊗L ) = h0(OEi′

⊗L ) = h0(OEi′
) = 1. �

Proposition 3.3.4. (a) If c ∈ R≥0 then h(L(c)) = χ(L(c))+ pg.

Thus, dimOX ,o/I(c,F)− pg = h(L(c))− pg = χ(L(c)) is combinatorial computable from Γ.

In particular, if (X ,o) is rational, then dimOX ,o/I(c,F) is completely combinatorial.

(b) m(c) = χ(L(c))− χ(L(c− ε)) for any c > 0, hence it is always combinatorial.

m(0) = χ(L(0))− χ(L(−ε))+h0, hence m∗(0) := m(0)−h0 is combinatorial.

The case c > 0 in part (b) for rational (X ,o) was proved in [3, Prop. 4.10].
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Proof. (a) Write L(c) = P−N as in Lemma 3.1.1. Then, by this Lemma, h(L(c)) = h(P). The short

exact sequence of sheaves 0 → O
X̃
(−P)→ O

X̃
→ OP → 0 provides the exact sequence

0 H0(O
X̃
)/H0(O

X̃
(−P)) H0(OP) H1(O

X̃
(−P)) H1(O

X̃
) H1(OP) 0.

By this sequence and part (b) of Lemma 3.1.1

h(P) = χ(P)−h1(O
X̃
(−P))+ pg

= χ(P−N +N)− χ(ON(−P+N))−h1(O
X̃
(−P+N))+ pg

= χ(P−N)+ χ(N)− (N,P−N)− (N,−P+N)− χ(N)−h1(O
X̃
(−P+N))+ pg

= χ(L(c))−h1(O
X̃
(−L(c))+ pg.

Finally, we show that h1(O
X̃
(−L(c))) = 0. To do this, set L ′ = O

X̃
(−L(c)). Then c1(L

′) =

−(ZK + cF)+∆c. Hence c1(L
′(−K

X̃
)) = ∆c − cF , where F ∈ S ′. Thus we can apply the Gener-

alized Grauert-Riemenschneider Theorem (see [27, Theorem 6.4.3.]), which gives h1(X̃ ,L ′) = 0.

Part (b) for c > 0 follows from part (a) whenever c > 0. Indeed, in that case c− ε ≥ 0 too, hence

(a) applies for both c and c− ε .

Next, we assume that c = 0. Then L(0) = ⌊ZK⌋. Consider the exact sequence 0→O
X̃
(−⌊ZK⌋)→

O
X̃
(−⌊ZK⌋+D0) → OD0(−⌊ZK⌋+D0) → 0. Since by the Generalized Grauert-Riemenschneider

Theorem (see [27, Theorem 6.4.3.]) h1(O
X̃
(−⌊ZK⌋)) = 0, we get

m(0) = dimH0(O
X̃
(−⌊ZK⌋+D0))/H0(O

X̃
(−⌊ZK⌋)) = h0(OD0(−⌊ZK⌋+D0))

= χ(OD0(−⌊ZK⌋+D0))+h1(OD0(−⌊ZK⌋+D0))

= χ(L(0))− χ(L(−ε))+h1(OD0(−⌊ZK⌋+D0)).

But h1(OD0(−⌊ZK⌋+D0)) = h0(OD0(KX̃
+ ⌊ZK⌋)) by Serre duality. �

Corollary 3.3.5. (a) m(c) = (Dc,∆c)− χ(Dc)− c(Dc,F) for c > 0.

(a’) m(0) = (D0,∆0)− χ(D0)+h0.

(b) m(c+1) = m(c)− (Dc,F) for c > 0.

(b’) m(1) = m(0)−h0 − (D0,F).

Above, in (a)–(b’), for any fixed c ≥ 0, the term (Dc,F) equals ∑(Ei,F), where the sum is over

those vertices i = i(a) ∈ V with ki(a)+ cmi(a) ∈ Z.

(c) Write m∗(c) for m(c) if c > 0 and m(0)−h0 if c = 0. Then J[0,∞)(t) := ∑c≥0 m(c)tc (where t

is a formal variable) equals

J[0,∞)(t) = h0t0 + ∑
c∈[0,1)

tc ·
(
m∗(c)/(1− t)− (Dc,F)t/(1− t)2 ).

Proof. We prove (a), the others follow similalry or from this one.

m(c) = χ(L(c− ε)+Dc)− χ(L(c− ε)) = χ(Dc)− (Dc,L(c− ε))

= χ(Dc)− (Dc,ZK + cF −∆c−Dc) = χ(Dc)−2χ(Dc)+ (Dc,∆c − cF). �

Example 3.3.6. For the rational graph from Example 3.2.1 one gets

J[0,∞)(t) =
t

(1− t)2 (1+ t1/4 + t2/4 + t3/4)+
2

1− t
t3/4 = 2t3/4 + t + t5/4 + t3/2 +3t7/4 + · · ·
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An additional interesting connection is realized by the following sum.

Proposition 3.3.7.

∑
c∈(0,1]

m(c) = χ(−F)+ ({ZK},F).

Proof. By (3.1.5), the left hand side is χ(L(1))− χ(L(0)) = χ(⌊ZK⌋+F)− χ(⌊ZK⌋). �

Corollary 3.3.8. Assume that there exists a reduced Cartier divisor (C,o) ⊂ (X ,o), cut out by the

function f : (X ,o)→ (C,0), such that divφ ,E( f ) = F, cf. 2.1.2. Then

∑
c∈(0,1]

m(c) = δ (C,o)+ ({ZK},F),

where δ (C,o) is the delta invariant of the abstract analytic curve germ (C,o).

Proof. For the identity δ (C,o) = χ(−F) see [27, Example 6.3.8]. �

For a generalization of the formula χ(−F) = δ (C,o) when (X ,o) is rational and (C,o) not nec-

essarily Cartier, see [9, 10] (when an additional correction term appears).

3.4. The weighted homogenous case.

Our goal is to determine ∑c∈R m(c)tc completely and to discuss some examples.

3.4.1. The affine algebraic (complex) variety Y ⊂ Cn is called weighted homogeneous with in-

tegral weights {wi}
n
i=1 if it is stable with respect to the action of C∗ on Cn, t ∗ (x1, . . . ,xn) =

(tw1 x1, . . . , t
wn xn). We assume that (i) each wi is positive (that is, the action is good: the origin

is contained in the closure of any orbit), and (ii) gcd{wi}i = 1 (that is, the action is effective: if

t ∗ x = x for all x ∈ Y then t = 1). For such a variety Y the affine coordinate ring is Z≥0–graded,

R =⊕ℓ≥0Rℓ. (Usually the normality of R is not guaranteed.)

A local normal surface singularity (X ,o) is called weighted homogeneous if there exists a normal

affine surface Y with a good and effective C∗ action, and a singular point y ∈ Y such that (X ,o) and

(Y,y) are analytically isomorphic as complex analytic germs. In this case, the local algebra of (X ,o)

is graded: we use the same notation OX ,o =⊕ℓ≥0Rℓ.

We fix such a singularity and let φ be its minimal good resolution. The graph is star-shaped

with ν legs (strings). Let −b0 and g denote the Euler decoration and the genus of the central

vertex v0. Each leg for 1 ≤ j ≤ ν has Euler decorations −b j1, . . . ,−b js j
, b ji ≥ 2, determined by the

Hirzebruch continued fraction αi/ωi = [[b j1, . . . ,b js j
]], where gcd(α j,ω j) = 1, 0 < ω j < α j. In the

graph, for each j the central vertex v0 is connected to v j1 by an edge. We assume that either g > 0

or ν ≥ 3. (Otherwise, the graph is a string with all gi = 0, hence (X ,o) is a quotient singularity, or

a numerically log terminal singularity with all ki < 1; this case is treated in Example 3.1.9 and in

subsection 3.3.)

The link is a Seifert 3-manifold with Seifert invariants (b0,g;{(α j ,ω j)} j). It has several impor-

tant numerical invariants:

• the orbifold Euler number e :=−b0 +∑ j ω j/α j (e < 0 by the negative definiteness of ( , ))

• the orbifold Euler characteristic χ := 2−2g−∑ j(α j −1)/α j,

• r= χ/e, where −r is called the log discrepancy of (X ,o),

• the order of H = L′/L = Tors(H1(M,Z)), it equals |H|= |e| ·∏ j α j,
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• the order of [E∗
v0
] (of the generic S1 orbit) in L′/L, it equals o= |e|α , where α := lcm j{α j},

• k0, the Ev0–coefficient of ZK , it equals k0 = 1+ r,

• the Ev0 –coefficient of E∗
v0

, it equals (∏ j α j)/|H|.

Associated with φ we choose F := oE∗
v0

. The rational cycle E∗
v0

is associated with one arrow

attached to the central vertex, and o is the smallest integer such that oE∗
v0

is integral.

Note that mv0 , the Ev0–multiplicity of F , is o ·∏ j α j/|H|= α .

For any cycle l we denote by l0 its Ev0–coefficient.

Theorem 3.4.2. Let (X ,o) and F be as before. Then

(a) If I(c,F)( I(c− ε ,F) then k0 + cmv0 ∈ Z, and I(c− ε ,F)/I(c,F))≃ RL(c)0−1,

(b)

∑
c∈R

m(c)tc = ∑
ℓ≥0

dim(Rℓ) t(ℓ+1−k0)/α = ∑
ℓ≥0

dim(Rℓ) t(ℓ−r)/α .

Thus, ∑c m(c)tc follows by a simple way from the Poincaré series P(t) := ∑ℓ≥0 dim(Rℓ) tℓ of (X ,o).

Theorem 3.4.2 follows from the next technical result.

Proposition 3.4.3. For any c ∈ R and s ∈ S , L(c)≤ s if and only if L(c)0 ≤ s0.

Proof of Theorem 3.4.2 via Proposition 3.4.3. We consider the filtration {F (ℓ)}ℓ≥0 of OX ,o associ-

ated with the divisor Ev0 , i.e. F (ℓ) := { f ∈ OX ,o : divφ ,E( f )≥ ℓEv0 }.

We claim that I(c,F) = F (L(c)0).

Indeed, if f ∈ I(c,F) = φ∗OX̃
(−L(c)) then divφ ,E( f )≥ L(c)≥ L(c)0Ev0 . Also, if f ∈ F (L(c)0)

then divφ ,E( f ) ∈ S and divφ ,E( f )≥ L(c)0Ev0 , hence f ∈ φ∗OX̃
(−L(c)) too by the Proposition.

But, for homogeneous singularities the {F (ℓ)}ℓ filtration coincides with the filtration induced by

the C∗–action: F (ℓ) =⊕ℓ′≥ℓRℓ′ , see e.g. [27, Example 8.6.13]. Therefore, I(c,F) =⊕ℓ≥L(c)0
Rℓ. If

I(c,F)( I(c− ε ,F) then necessarily k0 + cmv0 ∈ Z, and I(c− ε ,F) =⊕ℓ≥L(c)0−1Rℓ. �

Proof of Proposition 3.4.3. Fix s ∈ S and assume that s0 ≥ L(c)0. Then (ZK + cF −E,Ev) = 0 for

any vertex except for the node and the end vertices, and it equals 1 for any end vertex. Therefore,

(s−ZK −cF +E,Ev)≤ 0 for any v 6= v0. On the other hand, (s−ZK −cF +E)0 = s0−(ZK +cF)0+

1 ≥ r, where r := (∆c)0 +1 > 0.

Recall that (E∗
v0
)0 = ∏ j α j/|H|, and set r′ := (r|H|)/∏ j α j > 0. Then (r′E∗

v0
)0 = r. This shows

that the cycle

C := s−ZK − cF +E − r′E∗
v0

is supported on the legs, and (C,Ev)≤ 0 for any vertex v of the legs. Thus, C is in the Lipman cone

of the legs, hence C ≥ 0. This reads as

s ≥ ZK + cF −E + r′E∗
v0
≥ L(c)−E + r′E∗

v0
.

Finally use the facts that all the coefficients of E∗
v0

are strict positive and s is an integral cycle. �

Example 3.4.4. (i) Assume that M is an integral homology sphere. Then it is the Seifert 3-manifold

Σ(α1, . . . ,αν). Then, by [18, 28] (X ,o) is a Brieskorn-Hamm complete intersection, the {α j} j’s are

pairwise relative prime, α = ∏ j α j, and its Poincaré series is

P(t) =
(1− tα)ν−2

∏ j(1− tα/α j)
.
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(ii) If M is a rational homology sphere (equivalently, g = 0) then again, the Poincaré series can be

determined from the Seifert invariants by the Dolgachev-Pinkham-Demazure formula [32]

P(t) = ∑
ℓ≥0

max{0,1+ ℓb0 −∑
j

⌈ℓω j/α j⌉} · t
ℓ.

(iii) If (X ,o) is a hyperurface singularity given by an isolated quasihomogeneous germ with weights

(w1,w2,w3) and degree d then

P(t) =
1− td

∏i(1− twi)
.

Example 3.4.5. (a) Consider the weighted homogeneous hypersurface germs (i) and (ii) from Ex-

ample 3.2.4. In that Example we considered F = E = E∗
3 , which does not apply to the discussion

from this subsection 3.4. Hence, let us take at this time F = E∗
vo
= ZK . Then by a very similar

computation ∑c≤0 m(i)(c)t
c = t−2/3 + t−1/3 + t0 in case (i), and ∑c≤0 m(ii)(c)t

c = t−2/3 + t0 in case

(ii). On the other hand, for c > 0 (by subsection 3.3) the values m(c) should agree (since the germs

share the same graph). Hence ∑c m(i)(c)t
c −∑c m(ii)(c)t

c = t−1/3.

Let us compare this fact with the statement of Theorem 3.4.2. In case (i), z2 = y3 + x18 has

weights (1,6,9) and degree 18. In case (ii), z2 = x(y4 + x6), the weights are (2,3,7) and the degree is

14. Hence the Poincaré series are

P(i)(t) =
1− t18

(1− t)(1− t6)(1− t9)
and P(ii)(t) =

1− t14

(1− t2)(1− t3)(1− t7)
.

Since the ‘substitution’ is tℓ 7→ t(ℓ−2)/3, this is indeed in agreement with the above computation

since (rather interestingly) P(i)(t)−P(ii)(t) = t (and the above substitution realizes t 7→ t−1/3).

(b) The above computation, valid for F := E∗
v0
= E∗

1 = ZK can be compared with the computation

from Example 3.2.4. In fact, let us take F ′ := 3E∗
3 = 3E . Then the multiplicities in the cycles

F = ZK and F ′ = 3E of the central vertex agree. Then, surprisingly, the computation from Example

3.2.4 and from above show that the expression ∑c≤0 m(c)tc, computed individually for any choice

(i)–(iii) of the analytic type, is the same for F and F ′ (though F ′ is not a rational multiple of E∗
v0

).

This might suggests that if we drop the assumption that F is a rational multiple of E∗
v0

, then in the

computation of ∑c m(c)tc, associated with F , only the the central vertex multiplicity of F counts.

Well, for c > 0 this is not the case. For c > 0, though ∑c>o m(c)tc is independent of the choice of

the analytic type (i)—(iii), it turns out that it depends on the choice of F and F ′:

∑
c>0

m(c)tc =

{
∑n>0

⌈
n
3

⌉
tn/3 for F,

∑n>0 ntn/3 for F ′.

Remark 3.4.6. (a) Let us consider again the formula from Theorem 3.4.2(b), which gives the iden-

tification m((ℓ− r)/α) = dim(Rℓ). Though each homogeneous component Rℓ of the local algebra

of (X ,o) a priori is analytical, in subsection 3.3 proved that m(c) for c > 0 is topological. Hence,

via our formula dim(Rℓ) is topological for any ℓ > r. This can be seen in the theory of weighted

homogeneous singularities as well. In that case the h1 of a certain line bundle is vanishing, whose

h0 is exactly Rℓ (for details see e.g. [32] or [27, Remark 5.1.29]).

(b) On the other hand, the formula (†) ∑c≤0 m(c) = χ(⌊ZK⌋)+ pg from Example 3.2.2 at this

generality is new even from the point of view of the Dolgachev-Pinkham-Demazure theory of
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weighted homogeneous singularities (reinterpreted via Theorem 3.4.2(b)). Indeed, in the Goren-

stein case, when χ(⌊ZK⌋) = 0, it is known that by duality ∑ℓ≤rdim(Rℓ)t
ℓ corresponds to a finite

Poincaré series of H1(X̃ ,O
X̃
) (graded by the C∗–action), see e.g. [27, Example 6.3.30 (d)]. Hence,

∑ℓ≤rdimRℓ = pg. However, for non-Gorenstein germ, the ‘broken duality’ formula (†), even at this

numerical level ∑ℓ≤rdimRℓ = pg + χ(⌊ZK⌋) was unknown (at least for the authors).

4. JUMPING MULTIPLICITIES FROM THE MULTIPLICITIES OF F

4.1. The definition of the multiplicities {mi}i∈W .

4.1.1. Let us fix the resolution graph Γ with vertices V and the cycle F ∈ S \{0} as above. We

write F = ∑i∈V miEi. We complete Γ and its decorations (self-intersection numbers ei = E2
i , genera

gi and multiplicities mi, all indexed by V ) to a ‘virtual embedded resolution graph’. We complete

the vertices of Γ with −(E,F) arrowhead vertices, each vertex i ∈ V will support −(Ei,F) arrows,

and each of them will be decorated by multiplicity 1. Let A denote the set of arrows, W := V ∪A .

Hence each element of W has a multiplicity, {mi}i∈V is given by F , all others are ma = 1 for all

a ∈ A . (If we fix the topological type of (X ,o) by Γ, then for a convenient analytic type of (X ,o)

there exists a function f : (X ,o) → (C,0) such that divφ ,E( f ) = F and the embedded resolution

graph associated with φ and f is this completed graph with arrows and multiplicities {mv}v∈W .)

For any v ∈ V let Wv be the set of all (usual and arrowhead) vertices adjacent with v, and Vv =

Wv ∩V , Av = Wv ∩A .

Finally, we consider certain rational numbers {βv}v∈V , βv ∈ [0,1). It is convenient to set also

βa := 0 for any a ∈ A . (For a geometric interpretation see Theorem 4.2.3 and subsection 5.3.)

4.2. The definition of T Sp[0,1).

4.2.1. Next we define a combinatorial invariant T Sp[0,1) = T Sp[0,1)({βv}v∈V ) associated with the

completed Γ, multiplicity system {mv}v∈W and rational numbers {βv}v∈V (βv ∈ [0,1)). Motivated

by the connections from section 5, we will call it ‘topological spectrum’.

For any v ∈ V and s ∈ {0,1, . . . ,mv −1} we set

Rs
v(β ) = ∑

w∈Wv

{−βw +
mw

mv

(s+βv)} and αs
v =

s+βv

mv

.

Then we define

T Sp
β
[0,1),v =

mv−1

∑
s=0

(Rs
v(β )+gv −1)tα s

v .

Let E be the set of edges of Γ. If e ∈ E connects v,w ∈ V , then we set me := gcd(mv,mw). Also,

we consider the following system of equations in γe

(4.2.2)





βv = {mvγe/me}

βw = {mwγe/me}.
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Either it has a solution γe ∈ [0,1) or it does not. If it has a solution then that solution is unique in

[0,1). We also introduce

γs
e =




(γe + s)/me if γe ∈ [0,1) exists.

−∞ otherwise.

and define T Sp
β
[0,1),e = ∑

me−1
s=0 tγs

e , where t−∞ = 0.

Finally let

T Sp
β
[0,1) := ∑

v∈V

T Sp
β
[0,1),v + ∑

e∈E

T Sp
β
[0,1),e.

Theorem 4.2.3. Fix the resolution with graph Γ and F ∈ S \ {0}. Consider the complete graph

with multiplicities {mw}w∈W and {βw}w∈W defined as βv := {−kv} for v∈ V and βa = 0 for a ∈A .

Then the jumping multiplicities associated with jumping numbers c ∈ [0,1) are determined as

follows:

∑
c∈[0,1)

m∗(c)tc =−h0t0 + ∑
c∈[0,1)

m(c)tc = T Sp
β
[0,1).

In the proof we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2.4. For a fixed c ∈ [0,1) and an edge e ∈ E which connects v and w, the following two

facts are equivalent.

(1) The system (4.2.2) admits a solution γe ∈ [0,1) and there exists se ∈ {0,1, . . . ,me − 1} such

that (γe + se)/me = c,

(2) there exist sv ∈ {0,1, . . . ,mv −1} and sw ∈ {0,1, . . . ,mw −1} such that (βv + sv)/mv = (βw +

sw)/mw = c.

The pairs (γe,se) and (sv,sw) determine each other in a unique way.

Proof. If (1) holds then sv := ⌊(γe+se)mv/me⌋ and sw := ⌊(γe+se)mw/me⌋ satisfy (2). On the other

hand, if (2) is satisfied by (sv,sw), then βv = {cmv} and βw = {cmw}. Hence if we write cme = γe+se

(i.e. γe := {cme}) then γe ∈ [0,1) is a solution of the system and (γe + se)/me = c too. �

Proof of Theorem 4.2.3. Using the definitions of {βw}w∈W we have αs
v = s+{−kv}

mv
, and Rs

v(β ) =

∑w∈Wv
{kw + mw

mv
(s+{−kv})}. In the proof below we just write Rs

v for Rs
v(β ).

Let us rewrite T Sp
β
[0,1) as ∑c∈[0,1) τ(c) tc. We want to show that τ(c) = m∗(c).

For a fixed c ∈ [0,1) we have

(4.2.5) τ(c) = ∑
v∈V ,∃s α s

v=c

(Rs
v +gv −1)+ ∑

e∈E ,∃s γs
e=c

1.
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Then we apply Lemma 4.2.4 and the fact that −βv+ cmv ∈ Z if and only if v is in the support of Dc

(and we use the notation V (Dc) and E (Dc) for the vertices and edges of Dc). Thus,

τ(c) = ∑
v∈V ,∃s α s

v=c

(Rs
v +gv −1)+ ∑

e∈E ,∃s γs
e=c

1(4.2.6)

= ∑
v∈V (Dc)

(R
cmv−{−kv}
v +gv −1)+#{e ∈ E (Dc)}(4.2.7)

= ∑
v∈V (Dc)

R
cmv−{−kv}
v + ∑

v∈V (Dc)

gv +#{e ∈ E (Dc)}−#{v ∈ V (Dc)}(4.2.8)

= ∑
v∈V (Dc)

R
cmv−{−kv}
v − χ(Dc).(4.2.9)

Furthermore, for any v ∈ V (Dc),

R
cmv−{−kv}
v = ∑

w∈Wv

{kw +
mw

mv

(cmv −{−kv}+{−kv})}(4.2.10)

= ∑
u∈Vv

{ku +muc}+ ∑
a∈Av

c(4.2.11)

= ({ZK + cF},Ev)− (cF,Ev).(4.2.12)

Hence, via Corollary 3.3.5(a)

τ(c) =
(

∑
v∈V (Dc)

(∆c,Ev)− (cF,Ev)
)
− χ(Dc)(4.2.13)

= (∆c,Dc)− (cF,Dc)− χ(Dc)) = m∗(c)(4.2.14) �

5. JUMPING MULTIPLICITIES AND HODGE SPECTRUM

5.1. The Milnor package and Hodge spectrum of an analytic germ.

5.1.1. Let (X ,o) be a normal surface singularity and f : (X ,o) → (C,0) an analytic germ which

defines an isolated singularity (C,o) := ( f−1(0),o) ⊂ (X ,o). Let Fo be the Milnor fiber of f . It is a

1-dimensional Stein space, hence its cohomology Hn := Hn(Fo,C) can be nonzero only for n = 0,1.

Moreover, Fo is connected, hence H0 = C. Let T ∗ be the monodromy operator T ∗ : H∗ → H∗. In

fact, T 0 = idC. The operator T n defines a generalized eigenspace decomposition Hn = ⊕λ Hn
λ . The

corresponding dimensions are codified in the monodromy zeta function

ζ (t) = ∏
λ

(t −λ )dim H1
λ−dim H0

λ = det(t · Id −T 1)/det(t · Id−T 0).

If φ is a good embedded resolution of (C,o) ⊂ (X ,o) (and we use the notations of 4.1.1) then by

A’Campo’s Theorem [1]

ζ (t) = ∏
v∈V

(1− tmv)2gv−2+#(Wv).

In particular, dimH0
1 = 1 and dimH1

1 = #A +2g+2h−1.

By [36, 33, 34] H1 carries a mixed Hodge structure, set H pq := GrW
p+qGr

p
FH1. The semisimple

part of T 1 acts on each H pq, let H
pq

λ
be the eigenspace with dimension h

pq

λ
. Then the spectrum of
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H1 is defined as Sp(H1) := ∑p,q,⌊α⌋=p h
pq

e2πiα tα . One defines similarly the spectrum Sp(H0) of H0

too, but in fact it is t0. Hence, the ‘total’ (Euler characterisitc type) spectrum of f , as lifting of ζ , is

Sp( f , t) := Sp(H1)−Sp(H0) =−t0 + ∑
p,q,⌊α⌋=p

h
pq

e2πiα tα ∈ Z[Q].

We write Sp( f , t) = ∑α σ(α)tα . It turns out that σ(α) = 0 whenever α 6∈ [0,2), σ(0) = g+ h− 1

and σ(1) = #A +g+h−1. Moreover, for any α ∈ (0,1), one has the symmetry σ(α) = σ(2−α).

Hence Sp( f , t) is completely determined by Sp[0,1]( f , t) := ∑α∈[0,1] σ(α)tα .

In the next theorem we fix an embedded resolution and its decorated graph (as in 4.1.1).

Theorem 5.1.2. [35, 24]

Sp[0,1]( f , t) = (g+h−1)t0 +(#A +g+h−1)t1+ ∑
e∈E

∑
0<s<me

t
s

me + ∑
v∈V

∑
0<s<mv

(Rs
v +gv −1)t

s
mv ,

where Rs
v := ∑w∈Wv

{smw/mv}.

Note that the right hand side is exactly T Sp
β=0
[0,1] . Hence, Theorems 4.2.3 and 5.1.2 combined give

Corollary 5.1.3. Assume that (X ,o) is a numerically Gorenstein singularity, and f : (X ,o)→ (C,0)

is an analytic germ with ( f−1(0),o) isolated singularity. Fix an embedded good resolution φ and

set F := divφ ,E( f ) ∈ S \{0}. Then

(5.1.4) ∑
c∈[0,1]

m∗(c)tc =−h0t0 + ∑
c∈[0,1]

m(c)tc = T Sp
β=0
[0,1] = Sp[0,1]( f , t).

This identity was proved in case (X ,o) = (C2,0) by Budur [5].

Though both invariants J[0,1](t) and Sp[0,1]( f , t) are a priori analytical, and they might depend

on the analytic structure of (X ,o), it turns out that this is not the case, and both of them equal the

combinatorial expression T Sp
β=0
[0,1] .

Recall that if (X ,o) is smooth then in the above formulae m∗(0) =−1, h0 = 1, m(0) = 0, m(1) =

#A −1 and g = h = 0. The −t0 term corresponds to Sp(H0).

5.1.5. If (X ,o) is not numerically Gorenstein then the identity ∑c∈[0,1] m
∗(c)tc = Sp[0,1]( f , t) is not

true anymore. It fails already for rational germs (X ,o).

Example 5.1.6. Consider the rational graph Γ as in Example 3.2.1. Assume that f is a germ whose

strict transform corresponds to the arrow of the graph, and F = divφ ,E( f ). Then J[0,1](t) = 2t3/4 + t,

cf. 3.3.6. But Sp[0,1]( f , t) =−t0 + t1/4 + t2/4 + t3/4, hence they are different.

The above example shows that we have to modify the above spectrum expression (which equals

T Sp
β=0
[0,1] ) if we wish to recover T Sp

β
[0,1], where β is determined by {ZK} as in Theorem 4.2.3. This is

the subject of the next subsections. We have to replace the cohomology of the Milnor fiber H∗(Fo,C)

by a cohomology with coefficient in a mixed Hodge module. That is, we will replace the constant

pure Hodge module with a different Hodge module of (X ,o). The needed mixed Hodge module

will be determined by a variation of Hodge structures on X \{0}, in fact, by a finite order character

of π1(X \{o}). This can be identified in many different ways, one conceptual way is via a (regular)

covering of X \{o}. If the link is a rational homology sphere then we can rely on the topological

canonical covering, if (X ,o) is Q–Gorenstein then we can rely on the (analytic) canonical covering

(see the construction below).
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5.2. Mixed Hodge modules on (X ,o).

5.2.1. Let MHM(X ,o) be the category of mixed Hodge modules on (X ,o) [33]. If f : (X ,o) →

(C,0) defines an isolated singularity (C,o) ⊂ (X ,o) then there exists a nearby cycle functor ψ f :

MHM(X ,o)→ MHM(C,o) [33]. It has a functor automorphism Ts of finite order (the semisimple

part of the monodromy action). The nearby cycle functor is compatible with the corresponding

functor at the level of perverse shaves [11] by the forgetful functor rat : MHM(X ,o)→ Perv(X ,o).

A mixed Hodge module M is called smooth if rat(M ) is a local system [33]. A module M is

called pure of weight n (or polarized Hodge module of weight n) if GrW
i M = 0 for i 6= n. The cate-

gory of smooth polarized Hodge modules is equivalent with the category of (admissible) variations

of polarized Hodge structures.

The relation with the Milnor fibers from the previous subsection 5.1 is the following. Let io :

{o} → (C,o) be the inclusion. Then H∗(i∗oψ fCX ,o) = H∗(Fo,C).

The point is that if we replace the constant Hodge module by an arbitrary M ∈ MHM(X ,o),

then each Hk(i∗oψ f M ) carries a mixed Hodge structure (together with a finite monodromy action),

hence we can define its spectrum Sp(Hk(i∗oψ f M )) similarly as we defined Sp(Hk) in the previous

subsection. Moreover, we set Spψ( f ,M , t) as ∑k(−1)kSp(Hk(i∗oψ f M )).

Here we will construct M as j∗V, where j : X \{o} → X is the inclusion and V is a polarized

variation of Hodge structure on X \{o} with finite cyclic rank one underlying representation.

5.3. The construction of M when the link of (X ,o) is a rational homology sphere.

5.3.1. Assume that the link M of (X ,o) is a rational homology sphere. This means that in any good

resolution H1(M,Z)= L′/L. Let Ĥ be the Pontrjagin dual of H , the group of characters Hom(H,S1).

It is known that there exists an isomorphism θ : H → Ĥ, [l′] 7→ e2πi(l′ ,·), where [l′] denotes the class

of l′ ∈ L′ in L′/L. In particular, any l′ (mod L) gives a character of H , hence by the composition

π1(M)→ H1(M,Z)→ S1 a finite order character of π1(M) = π1(X \{o}). The corresponding flat

bundle can be lifted to the category of polarized variation of Hodge structures on X \{o}, this will

be denoted by V[l′].

V[l′] can also be constructed as follows. Let N be the order of [l′] in H . Then the above

representation ρ[l′] : π1(X \ {o}) → H1(M,Z) → ZN determines a ZN–Galois o–ramified covering

cov : (X[l′],o)→ (X ,o), where (X[l′],o) is a normal surface singularity, and the restriction X[l′]\{o}→

X \ {o} is the regular covering associated with ρ[l′]. This follows from Stein theorem [38]. Then

cov∗CX[l′]\{o} = ⊕N
i=1V

i, where each Vi is a variation of Hodge structures whose underlying mon-

odromy representation is ρ i
[l′]. Our variation we searching for is V[l′] := V1.

Theorem 5.3.2. [24] Assume that the link of (X ,o) is a QHS3. Let f : (X ,o)→ (C,0) be an isolated

singularity. Consider the variation V[l′], and define the rational numbers βv ∈ [0,1) by

ρ[l′](−E∗
v ) = e2πi(l′ ,−E∗

v ) = e2πiβv for any v ∈ V .

For any a ∈ A set βa = 0. Define M[l′] := j∗V[l′], where j : X \{o} → X is the inclusion. Then

Sp[0,1]( f ,M[l′ ], t) = T Sp
β
[0,1].

Hence, Theorems 4.2.3 and 5.1.2 combined give
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Corollary 5.3.3. Consider the situation of Theorem 5.3.2. Let us fix a good embedded resolution φ

and set F := divφ ,E( f ). Furthermore, define βv = {−kv} for v ∈ V and βa = 0 for a ∈ A . Then

(5.3.4) ∑
c∈[0,1]

m∗(c)tc =−h0t0 + ∑
c∈[0,1]

m(c)tc = T Sp
β
[0,1] = Sp[0,1]( f ,M[−ZK ], t).

The covering cov considered above, associated with −ZK, is called the topological canonical

covering of (X ,o) (cf. [27, 6.1.19]). (Note that the coverings associated with [l′] and [−l′] agree, cf.

[27, Remark 4.1.36].)

5.4. The construction of M when (X ,o) is Q–Gorenstein.

5.4.1. A Weil divisor of (X ,o) is called Q–Cartier if its class in Cl(X ,o) (the local divisor class

group of (X ,o)) has finite order. Its order is called its index. If D is a Q–Cartier divisor of index N

then it determines a o–ramified Galois ZN–covering cov : (XD,o)→ (X ,o), here (XD,o) is a normal

surface singularity. The covering depends only on the class of D in Cl(X ,o). For details see [20,

2.49], [30, 39] or [27, Proposition 6.1.10].

Write Ω2
X̃
=O

X̃
(KX̃) and set KX = φ∗(KX̃

), well–defined in Cl(X ,o). We say that (X ,o) is Goren-

stein (respectively Q–Gorenstein) if KX = 0 (respectively KX has finite order in Cl(X ,o)). If (X ,o)

is Q–Gorenstein then the associated cyclic covering is called the ‘(analytic) canonical covering’.

Assume that the link is a rational homology sphere and (X ,o) is Q–Gorenstein. Then the cover-

ings cov : (X[l′],o)→ (X ,o) and cov : (XKX
,o)→ (X ,o) agree [27, ]. Thus, if we replace the covering

cov : (X[l′],o)→ (X ,o) from the previous subsection with the covering cov : (XKX
,o)→ (X ,o), in a

totally similar way we can define (via cov∗CXKX
\{o} and V1) a variation of Hodge structure VKX

on

X \{o} (which agrees with V[ZK ], and it has the same underlying monodromy representation and the

same β–coefficients). Hence, if we take MKX
:= j∗VKX

then by [24] and Theorem 4.2.3

(5.4.2) ∑
c∈[0,1]

m∗(c)tc =−h0t0 + ∑
c∈[0,1]

m(c)tc = T Sp
β
[0,1] = Sp[0,1]( f ,MKX

, t).

Remark 5.4.3. Note that the jumping multiplicity/spectral number correspondence of Corollary

5.3.3 is realized for a character (or β ) associated with the cycle −ZK. The general construction of

TSpβ , valid for any β , and the general Theorem 5.3.2, valid for any character, suggest that there

exists a more general correspondence, where one has to generalize the multiplier ideals as well (by

replacing the cycle ZK by a more general cycle). We will return back to such generalizations in a

forthcoming manuscript.
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