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Abstract. Generic relative immersions of compact one-manifolds in the closed unit
disk, i.e. divides, provide a powerful combinatorial framework, and allow a topological
construction of fibered classical links, for which the monodromy diffeomorphism is ex-
plicitly given as a product of Dehn twists. Complex isolated plane curve singularities
provide a classical fibered link, the Milnor fibration, with its Milnor monodromy, mon-
odromy group, and vanishing cycles. This surveys puts together much of the work done
on divides and their role in the topology of isolated plane curve singularities. We review
two complementary approaches for constructing divides: one via embedded resolution
techniques and controlled real deformations, and another via Chebyshev polynomials,
which yield explicit real morsifications. A combinatorial description of the Milnor fiber
is developed, leading to an explicit factorization of the geometric monodromy as a prod-
uct of right-handed Dehn twists. We further explore the structure of reduction curves
that arise from the Nielsen description of quasi-finite mapping classes and from iter-
ated cabling operations on divides. The interplay between the geometric and integral
homological monodromies is analyzed, with special attention to symmetries induced by
complex conjugation and strong invertibility phenomena. In particular, the integral ho-
mological monodromy for isolated plane curve singularities can be computed effectively.
In contrast, for complex hypersurface singularities in higher dimensions no method of
computation of the integral homology monodromy is known. Connections with map-
ping class groups, contact and symplectic geometry, and Lefschetz fibrations are also
discussed. We conclude by outlining several open problems and conjectures related to
the characterization of divides among fibered links, the presentation of geometric mon-
odromy groups, and the existence of symplectic fillings compatible with the natural
fibration structures.

1. Introduction

The concept of divides (or partage in French) has become a significant tool in the study
of isolated plane curve singularities and their associated monodromy groups. Introduced
in the 1970s, independently by the first author [A’C75b] and Sabir Gusein-Zade [GZ74a,
GZ74b], divides provided a novel combinatorial approach to understanding the topology
of singularities and their deformations. Both researchers were deeply influenced by the
broader developments in singularity theory initiated by John Milnor’s foundational work
on the Milnor fibration [Mil68], which showed that isolated hypersurface singularities could
be understood through their associated fibration structure. Divides emerged as a geometric
tool that could encode the topological behavior of these singularities by associating them
with fibered links in three-dimensional spaces.

The first author’s pioneering work on divides tied tightly these objects to the mon-
odromy of singularities. His work throughout the years drew a big picture that placed
these objects as an useful and novel tool to understand plane curves. In particular, he
showed that a divide associated with a plane curve singularity encoded every topological
piece of information associated with the plane curve singularity: the link, a model of the
Milnor fiber, the geometric monodromy as a product of Dehn twists around vanishing
cycles and even the reduction curves of the Nielsen-Thurston decomposition of the mon-
odromy. This work also demonstrated that divides could serve as a bridge between knot
theory and the study of singularities, particularly by offering a combinatorial framework
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for understanding the monodromy representation of some fibered link that share a lot of
similarities with those coming from singularity theory.

In parallel, Gusein-Zade developed an alternative approach to divides, focusing on the
real morsifications of singularities and using Chebyshev polynomials to generate divides for
specific classes of real plane curves. This approach offered a more algebraic route, allowing
the explicit construction of divides from polynomial models. Gusein-Zade’s contributions
enriched the theory of divides, showing that they could be systematically constructed for
a wide variety of singularities, further connecting the geometric properties of divides with
algebraic invariants like Puiseux pairs and Newton polygons.

Divides also exhibit strong symplectic properties, connecting them to the study of
symplectic geometry and symplectic fillings. Research into the symplectic properties of
divides has led to advances in the understanding of how these objects interact with higher-
dimensional spaces, further expanding their applications.

This survey explores the modern theory of divides, focusing on their combinatorial
and geometric properties, as well as their applications to the study of singularities. We
discuss the role of divides in generating fibered links, describe their connections to the
Milnor fiber and geometric monodromy, and highlight recent advances in the symplectic
and topological study of these objects. Additionally, we state and discuss some open
questions, such as the broader symplectic properties of divides.

Through this work, we aim to provide a comprehensive overview of the current state of
the theory of divides, demonstrating its central role in singularity theory, knot theory, and
beyond. Much of the content comes directly from the classical work of the first author.
Some proofs have been revisited or expanded with some details added and new detailed
examples are considered. The order in which the material is told, does not necessarily
respect the chronological order in which it appeared but rather an expository one.

Organization of the paper. In Sect. 2 We fix notation and introduce some basic con-
cepts about the theory of mapping class groups and the theory of plane cruves. Among
others we introduce the Nielsen-Thurston decomposition and the important concepts of
geometric vanishing cycle and geometric monodromy group associated with an isolated
plane curve singularity.

In Sect. 3 we give the abstract definition of divide and we associate to it a link in the
three-sphere. Furthermore, in Lemma 3.2.2 we prove the existence of adapted functions
(Morse functions that define the divide) for each divide.

In Sect. 4 we prove a general fibration theorem (Theorem 4.1.1): the link that we
associated to each divide is a fibered link. The fibration is given by a very explicit map
which can be constructed from an adapted function.

In Sect. 5 we start the study of divides coming from plane curve singularities. In
particular we introduce the concept of totally real plane curve singularity and we explain
two methods to produce divides for totally real plane curves. The first method, presented
in Sect. 5.2, is due to the first author and relies on choosing a resolution and then perform
a series of controlled perturbations of the strict transform and contractions of exceptional
divisors with self intersection −1 alternately. The second method, explained in Sect. 5.3
is due to Gusein-Zade and it relies on the fact that Chebyshev polynomials can be used to
parametrize the 0 set of Brieskorn-Pham polynomials. This fact together with an iterative
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technique, allows one to produce divides for any topological type of plane curve realized
by a particular real model.

In Sect. 6 we describe combinatorially the Milnor fiber of the function constructed in
Sect. 4. This combinatorial description is crucial in the description of the monodromy
given in Sect. 7. In the first subsection we describe the monodromy as a product of right
handed Dehn twists around the geometric vanishing cycles of a distinguished basis. In the
second subsection we deal with special properties of the geometric monodromy associated
with a plane curve singularity, more concretely we explore the property of being strongly
invertible and we discuss the state of the art in higher dimensions.

In Sect. 8, we explain how one can, from a divide, to easily produce an explicit model
for the Milnor fiber together with a set of geometric vanishing cycles associated with a
distinguished basis. Furthermore, if the divide is produced by the previously introduced
cabling technique, we explain how to visualize in this model, the reduction curves of the
geometric monodromy associated with the divide.

Finally, in Sect. 9 we state a few open questions related to divides associated with plane
curves together with some other properties that are not fully explored in this work.

2. Preliminary theory on mapping class groups and plane curves

We turn now our attention to the theory of mapping class groups. The purpose of this
section it to collect the results on mapping class group that we use throughout the rest
of the text as well as to fix notations and conventions. For more insight on this topic we
refer to the book by B. Farb and D. Margalit [FM11].

2.1. Mapping class groups. Let F be a compact oriented connected surface with bound-
ary.

Definition 2.1.1. The mapping class group of F is defined as

Mod(F ) := π0(Diff+(F, ∂F )).

That is, elements of Mod(F ) are isotopy classes of oriented diffeomorphisms of F that fix
the boundary point-wise. Each of these classes is called a mapping class.

Relative diffeomorphisms α, β of a surface (F, ∂F ) are in fact in the same mapping class
if relatively homotopic.

Next we define the basic elements that form the mapping class group: the Dehn twists.

Notation 2.1.2. Given a simple closed curve γ ⊂ Σ disjoint from the boundary on an
oriented surface we denote by

Tγ : Σ → Σ

a right-handed Dehn twist around γ or its mapping class in the mapping class group of
Σ relative to its boundary. The support of Tγ is concentrated, by definition, in a tubular
neighborhood of γ. Also, the mapping class of Tγ only depends on the isotopy class of the
simple closed curve γ.

Now we turn to our attention to another construction, very much related to the one
above, that will turn out to be very useful later on this text. We introduce the notions:
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Figure 2.1.1. A right-handed Dehn twist acting on a properly embedded segment. The
orientation of the annulus is indicated by the curved arrows.

minimal positive pair of Dehn twists, half twist, right half Dehn twist and left half Dehn
twist.

Definition 2.1.3. Let F be an oriented surface and let z : S1 → F be a simple closed
parametrized curve on F . Let F ′ be the surface obtained from the surface F by cutting F
along the image Z of z and by gluing back with the diffeomorphism that identifies images
of opposite points of S1; denote by Z ′ ⊂ F ′ the image of Z; we call this diffeomorphism a
half twist. The surfaces F and F ′ are of course diffeomorphic and F \Z and F ′\Z ′ are equal
as sets. A minimal positive pair of Dehn twists from F to F ′ is a pair of diffeomorphisms
(p, q) from F to F ′ such that the following holds:

(a) The composition q−1 ◦ p : F → F is a right Dehn twist with respect to the
orientation of F having the curve Z as core. In addition p(Z) = q(Z) = Z ′ holds

(b) There exists a regular collar neighborhood N of Z in F such that both p and q
coincide with the identity of F \ Z = F ′ \ Z ′ outside N .

(c) For some volume form ω on N, which we think of as a symplectic structure, we
have p∗ω = q∗(ω) = ω, and the sum of the Hofer distances ([HZ94, Chapter 5.])
to the identity of the restrictions of p and q to N \ z is minimal.

Minimal positive pairs of Dehn twists exist and are well defined up to isotopy. For a
minimal positive pair (p, q) of Dehn twists, the member p is called positive or right half
Dehn twist and the member q is called negative or left half Dehn twist.

Nielsen-Thurston decomposition. The following decomposition result is a landmark in
mapping class group theory.

Theorem 2.1.4 (See [Thu88] and Corollary 13.3 from [FM11] ). Let ϕ : Σ → Σ be an
orientation preserving homeomorphism that restricts to the identity on ∂Σ. Then there
exists ϕ′ isotopic to ϕ and a collection C of non-null-homotopic disjoint simple closed
curves (called reduction curves) including all boundary components such that:

(1) The collection of curves is invariant by ϕ′, i.e. ϕ′(C) = C.
(2) The homeomorphism ϕ′ restricted to the union of components of each ϕ′-orbit of

connected components of Σ\C is isotopic either to a periodic or to a pseudo-Anosov
homeomorphism.
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Definition 2.1.5. Any collection of curves C satisfying 1 above is called a reduction
system. That is, a collection of simple closed curves that is invariant (up to isotopy) by ϕ
is a reduction system.

The decomposition given by Theorem 2.1.4 is called Nielsen-Thurston decomposition
and is unique up to isotopy if the reduction system of curves C is minimal by inclusion.
We assume whenever necessary that the representatives of the mapping classes used in
this work satisfy 1 and 2 from the previous theorem. This decomposition leads to the
following definition.

Definition 2.1.6. Let ϕ : Σ → Σ be a representative of a mapping class, we say that ϕ is
pseudo-periodic if only periodic pieces appear in its Nielsen-Thurston decomposition.

Pseudo-periodic homeomorphisms are of special importance in complex singularity the-
ory, as all geometric monodromies of holomorphic germs of functions on isolated complex
surface singularities are of this kind. In particular, monodromies of isolated plane curve
singularities are of this type. In general, local geometric monodromies of complex hyper-
surface singularities are dynamically restricted: the geometric monodromy can be realized
by a distal map, which topological entropy vanishes. This shows that in the case of curve
singularities the reduction of the geometric monodromy does not have pseudo-Anosov
components. See also [A’C75a].

2.2. Isolated plane curve singularities. In this section we review some basic notions
on plane curve singularities that are mentioned and used throughout this text.

The algebra of convergent power series C{x, y} is a unique factorization domain and so,
up to multiplication by a unit, a series f defining an isolated plane curve singularity, can
be uniquely expressed as f = f1 · · · · · fr where each fi is an irreducible convergent power
series. Each fi is called a branch of f and if r = 1 we say that f is irreducible.

The Milnor fibration. In [Mil68], Milnor proved that for a holomorphic map f : Cn+1 → C
with an isolated singularity at the origin,

f

|f |
: S2n+1

ϵ \K → S1

is a locally trivial fibration. Here S2n+1
ϵ ⊂ Cn+1 denotes a suitably small sphere and the

link K is defined by K := f−1(0) ∩ S2n+1
ϵ . If we denote by Dδ ⊂ C a small disk of radius

δ centered at 0 and by Bϵ ⊂ Cn a ball of radius ϵ, it follows from Ehresmann’s fibration
lemma that

(2.2.1) f|f−1(∂Dδ)∩Bϵ
: f−1(∂Dδ) ∩Bϵ → ∂Dδ

is also a locally trivial fibration for ϵ small enough and δ small with respect to ϵ. In this
case, we say that Bϵ is a Milnor ball and that ϵ is a Milnor radius. Milnor proved in
[Mil68] that these two fibrations are essentially equivalent.

The fibers of second fibration are connected compact 2n-manifolds with non-empty
boundary (F, ∂F ), and the fibers of first fibration are diffeomorphic to the interior F \∂F
of the fibers of second fibration which carry a complex structure.



PLANE CURVE SINGULARITIES VIA DIVIDES 7

Any fiber F of these fibrations is called the Milnor fiber of f . When n = 1, the second
is a connected oriented compact surface with non-empty boundary. The Milnor fiber has
r boundary components, where r is the number of branches of f . Its first Betti number
b1(F ) coincides with

dimC
C{x, y}

(∂f/∂x, ∂f/∂y)
and any of these quantities is called the Milnor number of f and denoted by µf or simply
by µ if there is no ambiguity. The topological information of a plane curve singularity
is carried by the r-component oriented classical link ∂F ⊂ ∂Bϵ in its oriented ambient
3-sphere.

Puiseux pairs and intersection multiplicities. There are a lot of different ways of codifying
by numerical invariants the topological information of a plane curve singularity. We cite
[BK12], [Wal04] or [EN85] as standard references on this topic.

Next, we briefly recall what Puiseux pairs are, since they appear several times on this
work. In particular, Puiseux pairs codify topologically uni-branch plane curve singularities.
We give an axiomatic approach to this theory.

Definition 2.2.2. A finite sequence Pp of pairs of integers (a1, b1), . . . , (ak, bk) is a se-
quence of essential Puiseux pairs if and only if

2 ≤ ai < bi,

bi/(a1a2 · · · ai) < bi+1/(a1a2 · · · ai+1) and

gcd(bi, a1 · · · ai) = 1

for all i = 1, . . . , k.

A sequence of essential Puiseux pairs Pp defines a family of topologically equivalent sin-
gularities. A specific member fPp(x, y) of this family is obtained from a Puiseux expansion
with fractional and strictly increasing exponents

y = xb1/a1 + xb2/a1a2 + · · ·+ xbk/a1a2···ak

by the rule, which takes into account the ramification of x1/a1a2···ak ,

fPp(x, y) =
∏
θ

(y − θa2···akb1 − θa3···akb2 − · · · − θbk),

where θ runs over the a1a2 · · · ak roots of za1a2...ak − x = 0 in the algebraic closure of the
field C((x)). The coefficients of the polynomial fPp(x, y) are integers.

For example, the Puiseux expansion y = x3/2 + x7/4 with strictly increasing exponents
for Pp = ((2, 3), (2, 7)) leads to the polynomial f(2,3),(2,7) = (y2−x3)2− 4x5y−x7 and the

Puiseux expansion y = x3/2 + x11/6 to the polynomial f(2,3),(3,11) = (y2 − x3)3 − 6x7y2 −
2x10 − x11.

There is a second equivalent set of numerical invariants that are more suitable for certain
matters: Newton pairs. These are a finite sequence Np of coprime integers (ai, λi) that
can be computed from the Puiseux pairs by the recursive formula

λ1 := b1,

λi+1 := bi+1 − biai+1 + λiai+1ai.
(2.2.3)
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Instead of using the above Puiseux expansion one uses for given Newton pairs Np
Newton’s Ansatz

y = xλ1/a1(1 + xλ2/a1a2(1 + xλ3/a1a2a3(. . .)))

which expands to the corresponding Puiseux expansion.
Now suppose that f = f1 · · · fr is the factorization of a reducible isolated singularity f in

branches fi. In this case, Puiseux or Newton pairs of each of the branches are not enough
to determine the topology of the singularity. One need one extra piece of information,
for example intersection multiplicities. For each pair i, j ∈ {1, . . . , r}, i ̸= j, we define the
intersection multiplicity between the branches fi and fj as

dimCC{x, y}/(fi, fj)

which is in fact the linking number of the oriented knots corresponding to these branches.
For an interpretation of the numbers λi of eq. 2.2.3 in terms of intersection numbers, see
Sect. 5.3.

For instance, Puiseux pairs and Newton pairs can be truncated: denote by Ppj or
Npj , 0 ≤ j ≤ r, the initial j entries of given equivalent Pp,Np and let fPpj (x, y) define a
sequence of plain curve singularities. Here, Pp0, Np0 will be the empty set of Puiseux pairs,
Newton pairs corresponding to f∅(x, y) = y. The equations fPpj (x, y) = 0, j = 0, . . . , r,

define oriented knots Kj ⊂ S3
ϵ . The Newton pairs get a topological interpretation: The

knot Kj is the (aj , λj) cable knot on the knot Kj−1, j = 1, 2, . . . , r. See the book by David
Eisenbud and Walter Neumann [EN85] for references and historical remarks.

2.3. The versal deformation space and the geometric monodromy group.

The versal unfolding. We briefly recall here the notion of the versal unfolding of an isolated
singularity; see [AGZV88, Chapter 3] for more details. Recall the algebra

Af =
C{x, y}

(∂f/∂x, ∂f/∂y)
;

Let

g1, . . . , gµ ∈ C[x, y]

be polynomials that project to a basis of Af , assume (we can always do so) that g1 = 1.
For λ = (λ1, . . . , λµ) ∈ Cµ, define the function fλ by

fλ = f +

µ∑
i=1

λigi.

The base space of the versal unfolding of f is the parameter space of all λ which is
naturally isomorphic to Cµ. The discriminant locus is the subset

Disc = {λ ∈ Cµ | f−1
λ (0) is not smooth}.

It can be shown that Disc is an algebraic hypersurface. The discriminant locus admits
different stratifications; for example, it is stratified according to the sum of the Milnor
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numbers of the singular points of the singular fibers lying above. In this sense, the top-
dimensional stratum (that is, the smooth part of Disc) parameterizes curves with a single
node. Denote by Vf a small closed ball in Cµ centered at the origin. Define

(2.3.1) Xf = {(λ, (x, y)) | (x, y) ∈ f−1
λ (0), λ ̸∈ Disc}.

Then, for Vf small enough and after intersecting Xf with a sufficiently small closed poly-
disk, this family has the structure of a smooth surface bundle with base Vf \ Disc and
fibers diffeomorphic to the Milnor fiber F of eq. 2.2.1. We fix a point in Vf \Disc and we
denote, also by F , the fiber with boundary lying over it.

The geometric monodromy group. Recall that a mapping class (Definition 2.1.1) is an
isotopy class of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms of F that restricts to the identity
on the boundary, where the isotopies are required to fix the boundary point-wise. Let
f : C2 → C define an isolated singularity at the origin, with Milnor fiber F .

Definition 2.3.2. The geometric monodromy group is the image in Mod(F ) of the mon-
odromy representation

ρ : Vf \Disc → Mod(F )

of the universal family Xf of eq. 2.3.1.

Definition 2.3.3. A quadratic vanishing cycle or geometric vanishing cycle or, for the
purposes of this work, simply a vanishing cycle is a simple closed curve c ⊂ F that gets
contracted to a point when transported to the nodal curve lying over a smooth point of
the discriminant Disc.

Let Bϵ be a Milnor ball for an isolated plane curve singularity f . Then, for any linear
form ℓ : C2 → C generic with respect to f and η > 0 small enough, the map

f̃ := f + ηℓ : Bϵ → C
only has Morse-type singularities and the corresponding critical values c1, . . . , cµ are all

distinct and close to 0 ∈ C. The holomorphic map f̃ is usually called a morsification of f .

Remark 2.3.4. Two isolated plane curve singularities with the same topological type can
be connected by a 1-parameter µ-constant family and thus, they have the same geometric
monodromy group. This last statement follows from the following: in [GZ74a, Theorem
3] it is proven that two plane curve singularities with the same topological type can be
joined by a µ-constant family or, equivalently, by family of singularities with the same
topological type. As a consequence, the intersection matrices (of distinguished basis) of
these singularities coincide. Also, by a result of Hamm and Lê [HT73], the geometric
monodromy group o a plane curve singularity can be computed from any morsification.
As a consequence of this discussion, the geometric monodromy group (Definition 2.3.2) of
an isolated plane curve singularity is a topological invariant.

3. Definition of divide and some combinatorial properties

In this section we give the first definitions and properties of divides. In particular,
we prove the existence of adapted functions to divides (Lemma 3.2.2) which are Morse
functions with very particular properties.
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3.1. Definition of divide. We start with the definition of the central object of this work.

Definition 3.1.1. A divide is a generic relative immersion α : J → D of a compact 1-
dimensional manifold J into a disk D. Usually D is a disk in the Euclidean plane R2 or
the Gaussian plane C.

Notation 3.1.2. A divide is usually identified with the image of the immersion and
denoted by P , that is, with the notation of the above definition P = α(J).

Remark 3.1.3. • relative means that α(∂J) ⊂ ∂D and α−1(∂D) = ∂J .
• generic means that the restriction of α to ∂J is injective, that α(J) is transverse
to ∂D, and that the curve α(J) has only ordinary double points in the interior of
D (this leads to the following Definition 3.1.4)

• When not important, the radius of the disk will not be specified. If we need to
specify the radius of the disk, we will write Dρ for a disk of radius ρ centered at
the origin.

• In certain parts of this survey, we only consider divides which are immersions of
disjoint union of segments and, in other parts, we also consider divides which are
immersions of disjoint union of segments and circles. It will be pointed out when
necessary. If no clarification is made, we assume the second and more general
version.

It will be very useful to deal with a more relaxed version of the notion of divide which
is one where we allow ordinary singularities other than double points.

Definition 3.1.4. A pre-divide is a relative immersion α : J → D that is generic near
∂D as above and such that for all distinct p, q ∈ J with α(p) = α(q) the images of the
tangent spaces

(Dα)p(TpJ) ̸= (Dα)q(TqJ)

in Tα(p)D.

Note that the only difference between a divide and a pre-divide is that in a pre-divide
we admit singularities which are multiple crossing points (see Fig. 3.1.1).

We need to prepare the construction of a classical link L(P ) in the 3-sphere from a
divide. Let D = Dρ be a disk (for convenience centered at the origin) of radius ρ in
the Euclidean plane R2 with norm ||x||2 = |x1|2 + |x2|2. We equip the tangent space
TR2 = R2 × R2 with the Euclidean norm ||(x, u)||2 = |x1|2 + |x2|2 + |u1|2 + |u2|2, where
we denote the tangent vector u ∈ TxR2 by (x, u). The 4-ball B4

D of radius ρ over D is the
subset in TD defined by B4

D = {(x, u) ∈ TD | ||(x, u)|| ≤ ρ}. The 3-sphere S3
D that will

contain the link L(P ) is the boundary ∂B4
D. Observe that ∂Dρ × {0} is identified with

the set of tangent vectors {(x, 0) ∈ TDρ | ||x|| = ρ}. Let P be a divide or pre-divide in D.
We denote by TDP the set of all vectors (x, u) ∈ TD with x ∈ P, u ̸= 0, or x ∈ P ∩ ∂D
that are tangent to one of the branches of P .

In view of the study of complex plane curve singularities, we think TR2 as the complex
plane C2 via the identification

(x, u) ∈ TR2 = R2 × R2 7→ (x1 + u1i, x2 + u2i) ∈ C2
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Figure 3.1.1. On the left we see a divide where there are two ordinary singularities
of order 3. On the right we see a divide that is obtain from the first one after a small
perturbation.

Figure 3.1.2. The figure eight knot.

and choose to orient TR2 by the “complex” orientation given by the frame ( ∂
∂x1

, ∂
∂u1

, ∂
∂x2

, ∂
∂u2

).

As a consequence, the 4-ball B4
D and its boundary S3

D inherit orientations. Also the smooth
part of TDP becomes an oriented surface.

With this setting we are ready to define the link associated to a given divide.

Definition 3.1.5. Given a divide P ⊂ D we define the associated link L(P ) as

(3.1.6) L(P ) := {(x, u) ∈ TDP | ∥(x, u)∥ = ρ} = TDP ∩ S3
D ⊂ S3

D.

We will later see that not all links come from divides. We will also see that links that
come from divides are fibered and that, even not all fibered links come from divides. For
example, in 7.2.8, it is explained why the figure eight knot (Fig. 3.1.2) cannot appear as
the knot associated to a divide.

The projection TD → D restricts to a map S3
D → D having a circle as preimage of non

boundary points of D. Those preimages shrink to circles of radius 0 as the point moves
to the boundary. The restriction to L(P ) is generically 2 : 1 over the smooth points of P
not in ∂D and 1 : 1 above ∂D. It is 4 : 1 over the double points of P .

As example, let γ : [−1, 1] → D define a divide P in the disk D with end points
A = γ(−1), B = γ(+1) on ∂D ⊂ S3

D. The divide P is also defined by γ∗(t) = γ(−t). The
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Figure 3.1.3. The movement caused by an admissible isotopy near an intersection
point.

knot L(P ) is the union of two oriented arcs on S3
D, one running from A to B, the other

running from B to A. The first arc, using γ is parametrized by

t ∈ [−1,+1] 7→ (γ(t),
γ̇(t)

||γ̇(t)||
(1− ||γ(t)||2)1/2) ∈ S3

D

The second arc, similarly, uses γ∗. Both oriented arcs A,B fit together as an oriented
knot.

A variant is following construction: First extend γ to an immersion Γ : [−τ,+τ ] ×
[−1,+1] → D of a rectangular thickening of the interval [−1,+1]. Next, for small τ ′,
restrict Γ to a rectangle S = [−τ ′,+τ ′] ×∗ [−1 + τ ′,+1 − τ ′] where ×∗ means that we
smooth the corners. Let ∂+S be the boundary of S with any chosen orientation. The
restriction ∂+Γ is a generic immersion of an oriented copy of S1 into D. The lifting of
the oriented speed vector of ∂+Γ yields an oriented knot which is isotopic to the oriented
knot L(P ). So knots coming from generic immersed intervals, come also from generically
immersed oriented circles. William Gibson and Masaharu Ishikawa [GI02] have proven
that every oriented knot can be obtained by lifting a immersion of an oriented circle in D.

Naturally, a small perturbation of a divide, produces an isotopic links in B4
D. We can if

necessary make a divide by a small isotopy more “Euclidean friendly” without changing its
link: for instance we may assume without restricting generality that the divide P is near
its double points an orthogonal intersection of segments. Furthermore, we can consider
more involved (and no longer necessarily small) perturbations that still produce isotopic
links. This leads to the following definition and lemma.

Definition 3.1.7. We say that an isotopy of a divide P is admissible if it is generated by
Reidermeister moves of type III only. See Fig. 3.1.3.

Lemma 3.1.8. If P and P ′ are related by an admissible isotopy, then L(P ) and L(P ′)
are isotopic in ∂Bρ.

Proof. Following the definition eq. 3.1.6, it is possible to explicitly lift an admissible iso-
topy as the one described in Fig. 3.1.3 to an isotopy of links of divides as defined by
Definition 3.1.5. □

Example 3.1.9. Note that admissible isotopies do not yield a complete set of moves to
go from one divide P to another one P ′ with L(P ) ∼ L(P ′). Indeed it can be verified
that the links from the figure yield isotopic knots but one cannot go from one to another
only admissible isotopies, see Gibson-Ishikawa, two divides for knot 10139 not related by
III-moves.
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Figure 3.1.4. Two divides that yield the same knot but that are not equivalent through
admissible isotopies.

Knots or links L(P ) for divides P are very special. For instance let L(P ) be the knot of
a divide P ⊂ D. The symmetry given by the involution (x, u) 7→ (x,−u) fixes point-wise
∂D ⊂ S3

D and preserves L(P ) globally, with two fixed point on L(P ). So the knot L(P ) is
strongly invertible, see Makoto Sakuma [Sak86]. Divides links L(P ) are closures of quasi
positive braids by Tomomi Kawamura’s result [Kaw02].

3.2. Adapted Morse function fP on D and its extension θP on B4
D.

Definition 3.2.1. Let P ⊂ D be a divide. We say that a smooth function

fP : D → R
is adapted to P if

(1) fP is locally generic, i.e. it only has non-degenerate critical points
(2) each bounded region has exactly one non-degenerate maximum or minimum. in

its interior with critical values ±1
(3) the saddle points of fP are exactly at the double points of P and P = f−1

P (0).
(4) each contractible unbounded region has exactly one non-degenerate maximum or

minimum on its intersection with ∂D.
(5) if P ∩ ∂D = ∅ then the restriction of fP to ∂D is constantly ±1.

Note that fP is a Morse function in a disk slightly bigger than D where we allow different
critical points to have the same critical values.

Lemma 3.2.2. Let P ⊂ D be a connected divide. Then there exist adapted functions
fP : D → R.

Proof. We may change the divide P ⊂ D ⊂ R2 by a small isotopy in order to make
it “Euclidean friendly”, i.e. at its double points P will consist of a pair of Euclidean
orthogonal segments. Every connected component of D \P , that we also call region, does
not meet ∂D or meets ∂D in a connected set since by hypothesis P is connected. We mark
each such connected set by one point if it is a contractible arc in the boundary of D. We
color the regions by signs + and − in a chequerboard way, i.e. two regions separated by
a subinterval in P will have opposite signs. This is possible since D is simply connected
and P as planar graph has only vertices of valency 4. Next, we mark each region that not
meets the boundary of D with a point. Let r > 0 be a real such that the Euclidean balls
of radius r in R2 with center a marked point are disjoint from P , from ∂D if its center
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is not on ∂D, and from each other. Assume also that the intersection of P with a ball
of radius r and center a double point of P is the union of two Euclidean segments. We
denote by Bp the ball of radius r with center p a marked point or double point of P .

Now we can construct the function fP . Define fP at a marked point p or double point of
P to be standard Euclidean expression defining a local maximum, local minimum, or saddle
point according sign or to be a double point of P . So on Bp define fP (q) = 1− ||q − p||2
if p is in a + region, fP (q) = −1 + ||q − p||2 or fP (q) = L(q)K(q) where L,K are local
signed linear equations of Euclidean norm 1 for the segments of P at p. For a marker
point p ∈ ∂D we define fP on Bp as a norm 1 linear boundary maximum or minimum
with value 1 or −1. If P does not meet ∂D we define fP (q) = ±1, q ∈ ∂D according the
sign of the adjacent region. Finally put fP (q) = 0 for q ∈ P . The so partially defined
function extends in a up to isotopy unique way to a smooth function fP : D → R that has
no singularities except at the marked points and double points of P . □

Let β : R → R be a non negative smooth bump function that evaluates to 1 for
t ∈ [0, r/2] and to 0 for t ≥ r. Let χ : D → R be the smooth function that evaluates to 0
on the complement of the union ∪Bp and to β(||p− q||), q ∈ Bp.

We define a complex function θP,η : B4
D → C that depends on a real small parameter

η > 0 by

(3.2.3) θP,η(x, u) := fP (x) + iη dfP (x)(u)−
1

2
η2χ(x)HfP (x)(u, u)

The function θP = θP,η satisfies the Cauchy-Riemann equation at points in D and points
in 4-balls of radius r/2 in TR2 = C2 and center a Morse critical point of fP . These
properties help to prove in next section a fibration theorem and compute the geometric
monodromy, mainly following pioneering work of Milnor and Brieskorn.

More precisely, the argument function πP,η =
θP,η

|θP,η | defines on S
3
P an oriented open book

structure with smooth binding like the argument function f
|f | does on the Milnor sphere

of an isolated hypersurface singularity f = 0. More over θP,η behaves like a morsification
of the singularity f , which allows a computation of the monodromy of that open book
following:

4. General fibration theorem

4.1. A connected divide yields a fibered link. A main results from [A’C98a] about
divides is:

Theorem 4.1.1. Let P be a connected divide. For η > 0 and sufficiently small, the map
πP := πP,η induces an oriented open book decomposition of S3

P with binding L(P ), that is:

(1) πP is a fibration of the complement of L(P ) over S1,
(2) For all α ∈ S1, the boundary of each fiber (page of the open book) is the binding,

i.e., ∂π−1
P (α) = L(P )

Proof. There exists a regular product tubular neighborhood N of L(P ), such that the map
πP,η for any 1 ≥ η > 0 is on N \ L(P ) a fibration over S1, for which near L(P ) the fibers
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look like the pages of a book near its back. It is crucial to observe that in the intersection
of the link L(P ) with the support of the function

(x, u) ∈ S3 7→ χ(x) ∈ R
the kernel of the Hessian of θP,η and the kernel of the differential of the map

(x, u) ∈ S3 7→ fP (x) ∈ R
coincide. For an alternative proof of this step, look at 7.1.3 and the discussion before.

For any η > 0, the map πP,η is regular at each point of U ′ := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x ∈ U} were
U is a small neighborhood of the critical points of fP . Take now local real coordinates
(x, y, u, v) around a maximum p ∈ D so that fP (x, y) = 1 − x2 − y2 and p = (0, 0). In
these coordinates, seeing C ≃ R2, we have that θP looks like

θP (x, y, u, v) =
((
u2 + v2

)
η2 − x2 − y2 + 1, −2η(ux+ vy)

)
and

πP (x, y, u, v) =

 (
u2 + v2

)
η2 − x2 − y2 + 1√

((u2 + v2)η2 − x2 − y2 + 1)2 + 4η2(ux+ vy)2
,

− 2 (ηux+ ηvy)√
((u2 + v2)η2 − x2 − y2 + 1)2 + 4η2(ux+ vy)2


Let (0, 0, u, v) be a point in U ′ that projects to p. Then, the differential of πP evaluated

at that point equals: (
0 0 0 0

− 2 ηu
(u2+v2)η2+1

− 2 ηv
(u2+v2)η2+1

0 0

)
and the two non-zero entries of the matrix can’t be 0 at the same time for a point of the
form (0, 0, u, v) ∈ S3 since u2 + v2 = 1. This shows that the jacobian of πP has rank 1 on
those points and hence, πP is a submersion on a neighborhood U ′. The computations for
a minimum or a saddle point are very similar.

Finally, since the norm of the derivative of χ can be bounded, a similar computation
yields that there exists η0 > 0 such that for any η with 0 < η < η0, the map πP,η is regular
on S3 \ (N ∪ U ′). Hence, for η sufficiently small the map πP,η is a submersion, so since
already a fibration near L(P ), it is a fibration by Ehresmann fibration theorem.

□

5. Divides for plane curve singularities

In this section we construct a divide P associated to a given isolated plane curve singu-
larity in the sense that L(P ) is a model for the link of the plane curve sngularity. What we
actually produce is a real morsification of a totally real plane curve singularity; and this
real morsification yields a divide. We do so, following two different programs: the first one
Sect. 5.2 gives an algorithm to construct such a divide from an embedded resolution of
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the plane curve, the second one, in Sect. 5.3 gives a closed formula that produces a divide
from a complete set of topological invariants of a plane curve.

5.1. Totally real models of plane curve singularities. For both methods, it is nec-
essary to start with a totally real model of our isolated plane curve singularity.

Definition 5.1.1. Let f ∈ C{x, y} be a converging power series and let f = f1 · · · fr be a
factorization into irreducible factors. We say that f is real or that it defines a real plane
curve singularity if it is given by a real equation, that is, if f ∈ R{x, y}. We say that f is
totally real if fi ∈ R{x, y} for all i = 1, . . . , r.

Equivalently, f is real if the curve (f−1(0), 0) is invariant under complex conjugation
and f is totally real if each of its branches is real.

Once one has a real plane curve singularity, one can try to perturb it in a controlled
way with the hope that all the critical points (as a complex function) are actually real and
as simple as possible: Morse. It turns out that if one is able to do this, the real picture
picture of the deformed curve tells us a lot about the complex singularity. Actually, this
contains all the topological information of the plane curve singularity. In particular one
is able to recover a distinguished basis of geometric vanishing cycles. These special types
of deformations are called real morsifications:

Definition 5.1.2. Let f : C2 → C define an isolated real plane curve singularity, let
Bϵ ⊂ R2 be a Milnor ball for f and let Dδ be a Milnor disk for f . We say that a family
of convergent power series {ft}t∈[0,τ) is a real morsification of f if

(1) it is a deformation of f , that is, f0 = f ,
(2) ft is real for all t,
(3) for all t ∈ (0, τ) the map ft only has Morse critical points and they all lie in Bϵ.

Furtheremore, the number of Morse critical points does not depend on t.
(4) all its critical points are real, that is, they lie in R2 ⊂ C2.
(5) all saddle points lie over 0.

In the next two sections we prove, in two different ways, that there exist real morsi-
fications for totally real isolated plane curve singularities. It is still an open question if
there exist real morsifications for all isolated real plane curve singularities. See [LS18] for
a partial solution to this question and see [FPST22] for the implications of a solution of
this problem in other conjectures.

Remark 5.1.3. It follows from the topological classification of isolated plane curve sin-
gularities that, given a topological type, it is always possible to find a totally real isolated
plane curve singularity realising that topological type (see [Zar65a, Zar65b, Zar68] for
a classical reference or [Wal04, Corollary 5.3.3 and Lemma 2.3.1] for a more recent and
concrete reference). See also the previous related 2.3.4

5.2. Divides from an embedded resolution. In this section we reproduce the proof of
one of the main results (Théorème 1.) from [A’C75b] which proves the existence of divides
for plane curve singularities. More concretely, the proof gives an algorithm to construct
a polynomial real deformation of a plane curve singularity under the hypothesis that the
singularity is given by a totally real polynomial.
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Theorem 5.2.1. Let f(x, y) be a totally real polynomial defining an isolated plane curve
singularity. Then there exists a real polynomial deformation f(x, y; t), t ∈ R, such that
f(x, y; 0) = f(x, y) and that for all t ̸= 0, t ∈ R and small enough, we have

(1) the real curve Ct = {(x, y) ∈ Dε|f(x, y; t) = 0} is a divide with r branches in a
small disk Dε near the origin.

(2) the number k of double points of Ct verifies 2k− r+ 1 = µ, where µ is the Milnor
number of f at O.

Next we explain the main construction on which its based the proof of Theorem 5.2.1
which consists in iteratively blowing up until, exactly, the strict transform is resolved
and consists of smooth branches meeting transversely (but not in normal crossings) the
exceptional divisor. At this point, we translate slightly the strict transforms along some
exceptional divisor and blow-down back all the exceptional divisors, proving that the
translation yields a deformation of the original plane curve in C2. Performing this opera-
tion as many times as necessary, yields a pre-divide (recall Definition 3.1.4) which can be
further polynomially deformed into an actual divide.

Next we explain this process in more detail. Let f(x, y) be a totally real polynomial
defining an isolated plane curve singularity C. Let

πn : Xn → Xn−1, 1 ≤ n ≤ N

be a sequence of transformations that yield an embedded resolution of C0, where

(1) X0 = C2

(2) π1 : X1 → X0 is the blow-up at the origin.
(3) πk : Xk → Xk−1 for i = 2, . . . , N − 1 is a blow-up at a point in the exceptional

divisor Ek−1 of π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πk−1

(4) HN−1 = {z ∈ XN |f ◦ π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πN−1(z) = 0} is a union of pairwise transversal
smooth curves.

(5) πN : XN → XN−1 is a composition of blow ups that resolves all the ordinary
singularities of HN−1 where two or more components of the strict transform of C
meet

(6) HN = {z ∈ XN |f ◦ π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πN (z) = 0} is a hypersurface in XN having as singu-
larities only normal crossings.

In other words, π1, . . . , πN−1 is an usual sequence of blow ups of the minimal resolution
of the plane curve defined by f just until the strict transform consists of smooth curves
not meeting in normal crossings, and πN is the composition of all the remaining blow ups
that give an embedded resolution of the plane curve.

For 1 ≤ n ≤ N , we denote by

Hn = {z ∈ Xn|f ◦ π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πn(z) = 0}

the total transform in Xn, by

En = {z ∈ Xn|π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πn(z) = 0} ⊂ Hn ⊂ Xn

the exceptional divisor in Xn, and by Bn the component of En, which is the exceptional
divisor corresponding to the blow-up πn.
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Let [xn, yn] be a homogeneous coordinate system on Bn such that the affine chart
An = {yn = 1} contains the intersection points of Bn with the other branches of Hn. Let
Vn = {(λn, xn)} , λn ∈ C, xn ∈ An be a chart of Xn such that we have Bn ∩ Vn = An and
Bn ∩ Vn = {λmn

n = 0} with mn the multiplicity of Bn in Xn.
Since f(x, y) is totally real by hypothesis, we can choose the blow-ups πn : Xn → Xn−1

for 1 ≤ n < N having as center a real point of Xn−1. So we can also choose the coordinates
[xn, yn] and (xn, λn) to be real at each step of the resolution process. The function

fN−1 = f ◦ π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πN−1

is written in the chart VN−1 like

fN−1 (xN−1, λN−1) = λ
mN−1

N−1 f̃N−1 (xN−1, λN−1) .

We decompose f̃N−1 = h+ g with h the initial homogeneous part. Assume that BM , with
1 ≤ M ≤ N − 2, is the component of EN−1 that intersects BN−1. Then, h is of degree
mN−1 −mM . So the set

{(xN−1, λN−1) ∈ VN−1|h (xN−1, λN−1) = 0}
is the union of the tangents to the non-exceptional branches of HN−1 at the points of
BN−1 ∩HN−1. For tN−1 ∈ R we put

f̄N−1 (xN−1, λN−1, tN−1) = h (xN−1, λN−1 − tN−1)

×

[
1 + tN−1 ·

l∏
i=1

(xN−1 − xi) · exp (xN−1)

]
+ g (xN−1, λN−1 − tN−1)

where x1, . . . , xl are the roots of h (xN−1, 0) = 0. For tN−1 ∈ R and tN−1 ̸= 0 small
enough, the equation

f̄N−1 (xN−1, 0, tN−1) = 0

has exactly mN−1 −mM distinct roots on BN−1 ∩ VN−1 (and not in BM ) and

f̄N−1 (∞, 0, tN−1) = ∞ at the point ∞ ∈ BN−1 \ VN−1.

We can see in Fig. 5.2.1 the branches of HN−1 that cross BN−1 and BM . For tN−1 real,
non-zero and small, Fig. 5.2.2 is the actual real drawing of

HN−1,tN−1
∩ VN−1 =

{
(xN−1, λN−1) ∈ VN−1|λ

mN−1

N−1 f̄N−1 (xN−1, λN−1, tN−1) = 0
}

Neighbouring points on the BN−1 branch are translated out and next to BN−1. So

HN−1,tN−1
meets BN−1 in normal crossings. The presence of the factor λmN−1

N−1 in fN−1,tN−1

allows us to push the function fN−1,iN−1
to a function f (x, y, tN−1) on C2. We observe

that by construction,
f(x, y; 0) = f(x, y)

and for tN−1 ̸= 0, tN−1 real and small enough, the hypersurface

HN−1 (tN−1) =
{
(x, y) ∈ C2|f (x, y, tN−1) = 0

}
= π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πN−1

(
HN−1,tN−1

)
has in Bε the singularities:

a) an isolated singularity in 0 ∈ Bε,
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VN−1

BN−1

BM

Figure 5.2.1. HN−1 near BN−1.

VN−1

BN−1

BM

Figure 5.2.2. We can see HN−1,tN−1 in the chart VN−1
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b) if NN−1
i (tN−1) , 1 ≤ i ≤ lN−1 are the translates of neighbouring points on BN−1;

then HN−1(tN−1) has at points

wN−1
i (tN−1) = π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πN−1

(
NN−1
i (tN−1)

)
isolated ordinary singularities. That is, transversal intersections of smooth branches.

The blow-ups π1, . . . , πN−2 resolve the singularity at 0 ∈ Bε of HN−1 (tN−1) so that the

branches ofHN−1,tN−1
= (π1 ◦ · · · ◦ πN−2)

−1 - (HN−1 (tN−1)) meet each other transversely.
We can therefore start the construction again and obtain a deformation of f (x, y, tN−1).

f (x, y, tN−1, tN−2) , tN−2 ∈ R

such that the hypersurface {f (x, y, tN−1, tN−2) = 0} ⊂ C2 has an isolated singularity in
0 ∈ Bε. In addition, one must take care so that

f (x, y, tN−1) ≡ f (x, y, tN−1, tN−2)

at a high enough order at the points wN−1
i (tN−1) , 1 ≤ i ≤ lN−1. This operation can be

iterated N − 1 times to obtain a family of functions on C2.

f (x, y, tN−1, tN−2, . . . , t1) , (tN−1, . . . , t1) ∈ RN−1

We finally define

f̄(x, y, t) = f(x, y, t, t, . . . , t), t ∈ R
H̄t =

{
x, y ∈ C2|f̄(x, y, t) = 0

}
From this construction, the following lemma follows:

Lemma 5.2.2. For t ∈ R, t ̸= 0 and small enough, the curve C̄t = H̄t∩Dε is an immersion
ᾱ : J → Dε such that

a) The number of components of J equals the number r of branches of f ,
b) ᾱ(∂J) ⊂ ∂Dε, and the set ᾱ(J) ⊂ Dε, α(J) is connected.
c) ᾱ(J) = C̄t has as as its only singularities, ordinary singularities.

In particular, b) and c) say that ᾱ is a connected pre-divide (recall Definition 3.1.4).

The number of double points appearing near a multiple point with ri branches of C̄t, is

1

2
ri (ri − 1) .

So the number of double points of any divide α : J → Dε next to ᾱ : J → Dε is

(5.2.3)
1

2

∑
1≤i≤l

ri (ri − 1) .

In the next theorem we complete the proof of Theorem 5.2.1, by proving that ᾱ can
be polynomially perturbed into a divide and we also show that the δ invariant of the
singularity coincides with the number of double points of any divide coming from a totally
real singularity is we only need to prove.
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Lemma 5.2.4. Let α : J → Dε be a divide resulting from a small perturbation of ᾱ : J →
Dε. Then there exists a real polynomial M(x, y, t) so that the function

f(x, y; t) = f̄(x, y, t) +M(x, y, t), t ∈ R
is a deformation of f(x, y), such that its divide Ct ⊂ Dε has the configuration of the divide
defined by α and Ct ⊂ Dε is close to the image of ᾱ.

Moreover, if wi(t), 1 ≤ i ≤ l are the crossing points (ordinary singularities) of C̄t, and
ri is the number of branches of C̄t at points wi(t). Then we have∑

1≤i≤l
ri (ri − 1)− r + 1 = µ.

Equivalently, the number of double points of the divide D coincides with the δ invariant
of the singularity and

D = δ =
1

2

∑
1≤i≤l

ri (ri − 1)

Proof. Let (x1(t), y1(t)) , . . . , (xe(t), ye(t)) ∈ Dε the crossing points (double or multiple) of
of C̄t. Assume that w1(t) = (x1(t), y1(t)) is a multiple crossing point since if there are only
double points, the lemma is proven because our deformation C̄t is given by a polynomial.

Let r1 be the number of branches at the point w1(t). Let, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r1,

li(x, y, t) = 0

the equations of the tangents at w1(t) to the branches of C̄t. Any configuration of a divide
which is close to C̄t can be described near w1(t) by an equation

L1(x, y, t) =
∏

1≤i≤r1

t (li(x, y, t)− tai) = 0

where ai ∈ R. Thus, the equation

(5.2.5) f̄(x, y, t) + L1(x, y, t) = 0

gives for t ̸= 0 and small enough the same configuration. Let let w1,1(t), . . . , w1,s(t) be the
s = 1/2r1 (r1 − 1) double points that appear near w1(t) for the equation eq. 5.2.5. Let
P1(x, y; t) be a polynomial such that for a high enough order we have

P1 (w1,j(t); t) ≡ 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ s,

P1 (xi(t), yi(t); t) ≡ 0, 2 ≤ i ≤ e.

Then
f̄(1)(x, y, t) = f̄(x, y, t) + P1(x, y; t)L1(x, y, t)

is a deformation of f(x, y) such that the curve

C(1)(t) =
{
(x, y) ∈ Dε|f̃(1)(x, y, t) = 0

}
has near w1(t) the desired configuration and (xi(t), yi(t)) , 2 ≤ i ≤ e, are still multiple
points of C̄(1)(t). Repeat the same construction for another multiple crossing point until
there are no more. This proves the first part of the statement.
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Figure 5.2.3. On the left 5 local branches and on the right the perturbed branches
that lead to 10 double points.

The second part follows from the following observation: if one has an ordinary real
singularity consisting of ri branches, after a small perturbation of these branches, there
appear 1

2ri(ri − 1) double points (Fig. 5.2.3). Let’s denote

D =
1

2

∑
1≤i≤l

ri (ri − 1)

the number of double points of the divide. We first recall Milnor’s formula [Mil68] relating
the Milnor number µ, the delta invariant δ and the number of branches µ = 2δ − r + 1.
Let b be the number of bounded regions of the divide. Since on each bounded region there
lies a critical point of f(x, y; t) and all the other critical points are the nodes of the divide,
we have

(5.2.6) b+D = µ.

The connectedness of the divide implies that the union of the closure of the bounded
regions is a topological disk, hence a direct calculation of the Euler characteristic yields

(5.2.7) b− (2D − r) +D = 1 ⇒ b−D = 1− r

Taking eq. 5.2.6 minus eq. 5.2.7 yields 2D = µ−1+r which, after Milnor’s formula implies
δ = D. □

Example 5.2.8. This is an example of a divide using a similar technique as the one
explained in Theorem 5.2.1. Note that the perturbations chosen here are not exactly the
same.

Start with the isolated plane curve singularity defined by the polynomial f(x, y) =
−x8 − x7 − 3x5y + y3.

After four blow ups we arrive at the situation of Fig. 5.2.4. In a local chart, near
the intersection point of the divisors E4 and E2, the total transform is defined by the
expression

f4(x, y) = −
(
x2y2 + 3xy + x− y

)
x6y14

We can perturb the strict transform by considering the polyomial :

f4,t(x, y) = −
(
x2y2 + 3xy + t+ x− y

)
x6y14

which, for t > 0 defines the picture of Fig. 5.2.5. Now, we observe that the contraction of
E4, yields the equation

f̂4,t(x, y) = −
(
x2y + ty + 3xy − y2 + x

)
x6y7
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Figure 5.2.4. Situation after ther first 4 blow ups of the minimal embedded resolution.
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Figure 5.2.5. Situation after perturbing the strict transform near E4 and E2.

which, for t > 0 describes the situation depicted in Fig. 5.2.6 Again, we perturb the strict
transform in order to achive normal crossings by considering the following polynomial

f3,t(x, y) = −
(
x2y + ty + 3xy − y2 + t+ x

)
x6y7.

We arrive to the situation of To avoid cumbersome notation, we have used the same
parameter t for the perturbation. One can think of this as two steps: first one considers
a perturbation over a two-parameter family; then one considers the perturbation over a
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Figure 5.2.6. The divisor E4 is contracted and the strict transform is only perturbed
by the previously defined perturbation. We see that the strict transform and the divisor
do not meet in normal crossings.
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Figure 5.2.7. After a small perturbation of the strict transform we arrive at a normal
crossings situation.

disk contain in this family. By the choice of our pertubations, we are considering the
pertubation over the diagonal of this two-parameter family. Note that Theorem 5.2.1
proposes, a priori different pertubations to ensure that they behave well with respect to
the blow-down process. In our case, we verify this at each step even though we make
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Figure 5.2.8. The divisor E3 is contracted and the strict transform is perturbed by the
previously defined perturbation. In this case we automatically achieve normal crossings.

different choices that the ones proposed by the theorem. In the above equation, y = 0
defines locally E3 and x = 0 defines E2. After the contraction of E3 we arrive to the
polynomial

f̂3,t(x, y) = −
(
ty2 − y3 + x2 + ty + 3xy + x

)
x6

which, for t > 0 defines the situation depicted in Fig. 5.2.8. In this case, the strict trans-
form already intersects the divisor E2 transversely. So we don’t perform a perturbation
at this stage and we directly contract E2 to arrive to the equation

f̂2,t(x, y) = −
(
x5 + x4 + tx2y + 3x3y + txy2 − y3

)
x3.

which describes the local situation depicted at Fig. 5.2.9. As we see, the (perturbed) strict
transform does not meet in normal crossings the divisor E1. So we need to perturb it a
little bit. We do so by considering the polynomial

f1,t(x, y) = −
(
t10 + 5 t8x+ t8 + 10 t6x2 + 4 t6x+ 10 t4x3 + 3 t6y + 6 t4

x2 + 5 t2x4 + t5y + 9 t4xy + 4 t2x3 + x5 + 2 t3xy + 9 t2x2y

+t3y2 + x4 + tx2y + 3x3y + txy2 − y3
)
x3.

which results from substituting x by x+ t2 in the strict transform of the equation defined
by f̂2,t(x, y). For t > 0 the corresponding situation is depicted in Fig. 5.2.10.

We are ready to contract the divisor E1 to arrive to the polynomial

f̂1,t(x, y) =− t10x3 − 5 t8x4 − t8x3 − 10 t6x5 − 4 t6x4 − 10 t4x6 − 6 t4x5

− 5 t2x7 − 3 t6x2y − 4 t2x6 − x8 − t5x2y − 9 t4x3y − x7 − 2 t3x3y

− 9 t2x4y − tx4y − 3x5y − t3xy2 − tx2y2 + y3.
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Figure 5.2.9. The divisor E2 is contracted.
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Figure 5.2.10. A small translation is performed to achive normal crossings.

This is already a polynomial defined in the (original) C2 that is a deformation of f(x, y) =
f1,0(x, y) and that defines a pre-divide (recall Definition 3.1.4) which is depicted in Fig. 5.2.11.
After performing a generic pertubation as explained in Lemma 5.2.4 we arrive at a divide
like the one in Fig. 5.2.12 which is a divide for our original singularity.
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Figure 5.2.11. A small translation is performed to achive normal crossings.

Figure 5.2.12. A small perturbation can be performed to get rid of the ordinary sin-
gularities and get only double points.

5.3. Divides from Chebyshev polynomials. In this section we explain a different
way to obtain divides for plane curves. This was envisaged by Sabir Gusein-Zade in
[GZ74b, GZ74a] and was also further explored by the first author.

It was observed by René Thom that the Chebyshev polynomials T : C → C up to
affine equivalence of functions are precisely the polynomial mappings from C to C with
two or less critical values and with only quadratic singularities [Tho65]. The standard
Chebyshev polynomial T (p, z) is a polynomial in the variable z of degree p and has the
following properties:

(1) its critical are values +1,−1,
(2) it has the symmetry T (p, z) = (−1)pT (p,−z), and
(3) the coefficient of zp is 2p−1.
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As a consequence of these properties we find that, for example, the map T (1, z) has no
critical values and the map T (2, z) has only the critical value −1. Furthermore, the
Chebyshev polynomial T (p, z) satisfies the identity

T (p, cos(x)) = cos(px),

and its restriction to [−1, 1] is defined by

T (p, t) = cos(p arccos(t)).

Sabir Gusein-Zade [GZ74b, GZ74a] constructed real morsifications for real plane curve
singularities with Chebyshev polynomials. The building block for his construction is the
real morsification for the map f(x, y) = 2p−1xp − 2q−1yq given by

fs(x, y) = spq(T (p, x/sq)− T (q, y/sp)), s ∈ [0, 1].

In particular, it is a direct computation that for each s ∈]0, 1], the function fs : C2 → C
has µf = (p − 1)(q − 1) quadratic singularities all at points with real coordinates, its
critical values are contained in {−2spq, 0, 2spq} and

lim
s→0
s>0

fs = f.

If the exponents p and q are relatively prime to each other, the level set {f(x, y) = 0} can
be parametrized by the monomial map

t ∈ C 7→ (tq/2p−1, tp/2q−1) ∈ C2.

The Chebyshev composition identity (see [Riv74])

T (p, T (q, z)) = T (pq, z),

implies that in this case, the Chebyshev polynomials can also be used to parametrize the
level sets {fs(x, y) = 0} as well. Indeed, the map

t ∈ C 7→ (sqT (q, t/s), spT (p, t/s)) ∈ C2

parametrizes the level set {fs(x, y) = 0}. Equivalently, one can verify that

(5.3.1) lim
s→0

spT (p, t/s)

2p−1
= tq

Gusein-Zade method. As a consequence of this, Gussein-Zade [GZ74a] showed that if

t 7→ (tm,
∑

λkt
k))

is a parametrization of a branch with λk ∈ R, then

(5.3.2) (t, s) 7→
(
smT (m, t/s)

2m−1
,
∑ λks

pT (k, t/s)

2k−1

)
defines, for s ̸= 0, a divide for that branch. Observe that any real branch admits a real
parametrization.
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Figure 5.3.1. Divide for the plane curve defined by −x8−x7−3x5y+y3 using Gusein-
Zade method.

Example 5.3.3. We compare now this method with the method described in the previous
Sect. 5.2. In particular, we consider the plane curve singularity defined by the polynomial

f(x, y) = −x8 − x7 − 3x5y + y3

which is the one used in Example 5.2.8. A direct computation yields that the map

(t3, t7 + t8)

is a parametrization of the branch {f(x, y) = 0} near the origin. And so the formula
eq. 5.3.2, yields that the following describes a divide for each s ̸= 0:

(t, s) 7→
(
s3T (3, t/s)

22
,
s7T (7, t/s)

26
+
s8T (8, t/s)

27

)
=

(
−3

4
s2t+ t3,

− 7

64
s6t+

7

8
s4t3 − 7

4
s2t5 + t7 +

1

128
s8
)
.

Where the equality is just the evaluation of the Chebyshev polynomials and simplifica-
tion of the expressions. For s ̸= 0 we obtain the divide depicted in Fig. 5.3.1. Compare
with that of Fig. 5.2.12
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Figure 5.3.2. Divide in box [−1, 1]× [−1, 1] for 26x7 − 24y5 = 0.

It follows from the defining property T (x, cosθ) = cos(nθ) that the curve defined by the
above parametrization has

(5.3.4) δ(Pp,q) = (p− 1)(q − 1)/2

double points near the origin. Since fs has (p−1)(q−1) critical points (all of them Morse),
we have proven that the previous parametrization yields a divide. More concretely, for
each s ∈]0, 1] the intersection

Pp,q;s := {fs(x, y) = 0} ∩D

is a divide for the Brieskorn-Pham singularity defined by the polynomial 2p−1xp − 2q−1yq

at 0 ∈ C2. The curve Pp,q := {f1(x, y) = 0} can be drawn in a rectangular box as in
Fig. 5.3.2. As a first type of building block we will need the box B := [−1, 1] × [−1, 1]
with the curve Pp,q. If (p, q) = 1 holds, the curve Pp,q is the image of

Tp,q : [−1, 1] −→ B

t 7→ (T (p, t), T (q, t))

which leaves the box through the corners. In general, the immersed curve has several
components, which are immersions of the interval or of the circle. At most two components
are immersions of the interval, which leave the box through the corners.

Cabling divides. Let P be any divide having one branch given by an immersion γ :
[−1, 1] → D. We assume, that the speed vector γ̇(t) and the position vector γ(t) are
proportional at t = ±1, i.e. the divide P meets ∂D at right angles. Let

Nγ : [−1, 1]× [−1, 1] → D

be an immersion of a rectangular box around P , that is, the restriction

Nγ|[−1,1]×{0}
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Figure 5.3.3. On the upper left part we see the divide P2,3, on the upper right part
the divide P2,9 and on the lower part, the divide P2,9 ∗ P2,3.

is the immersion γ and the image of Nγ is in a small tubular neighborhood of P . For
instance, for a small value of the parameter η ∈ R>0 the following expression defines such
an immersion Nγ : B → R2 of the rectangular box B := [−1, 1]× [−1, 1]:

Nγ(s, t) := γ(t) + sη
J(γ̇(t))

∥γ̇(t)∥
,

where J is the rotation of R2 over π/2, equivalently, J is multiplication by i if we see
the divide as a subset of C. The four corners Nγ(±1,±1) are on the circle of radius

σ :=
√

1 + η2. We finally define

Nγ(s, t) := Nηγ(s, t) :=
1

σ

(
γ(t) + sη

J(γ̇(t))

∥γ̇(t)∥

)
,

that is an immersion Nγ : B → D mapping the corners of the box B into ∂D.

Definition 5.3.5. Let P be a divide and let p, q be two natural numbers with gcd(p, q),
we denote by

Pp,q ∗ P
the divide in D, which is the image by Nγ : B → D of Pp,q ⊂ B. We call Pp,q ∗ P the
(p, q)-iterated divide around P .

Note that by definition, an iterated ∗-composition of divides has to be evaluated from
the right to the left.

The number of double points δ(Pp,q ∗ P ) of Pp,q ∗ P is computed inductively from the
number of double points δ(P ) of P by:

(5.3.6) δ(Pp,q ∗ P ) = (p− 1)(q − 1)/2 + δ(P )p2.

Indeed, observe that the divide has:
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(1) By construction, at least as many crossings as Pp,q had (recall eq. 5.3.4), and hence
the first summand.

(2) Near each intersection point of P , there appear after the cabling operation, p lines
crosssing with other p lines, and hence the second summand.

Let Rηγ be the union of the image of Nηγ with the two chordal caps at the endpoints
of γ. One can think of Rηγ as a thick version of γ. The connected components of
D \ Rηγ correspond via inclusion to the connected components of D \ P . We declare
a connected component of D \ Pp,q ∗ P to be signed by +, if the component contains a
component of D \Rηγ, that corresponds to a + component of D \ P . In this case we call
the connected component of D \ Rηγ a P+-component. Observe that there exists a chess
board sign distribution for the components of D \Rηγ that makes P+-components indeed
to + components.

The field Φp,q of cones on the box B ⊂ R2 is the subset in the tangent space of TB
given by:

Φp,q := {(x, u) ∈ TB| | < u, e1 >R2 | ≥ cos(α(x))∥u∥}

where e1 = (1, 0) ∈ R2 and where α : B → R is a function, such that for every (x, u) ∈ TB
with x ∈ Pp,q and u ∈ TxPp,q we have the equality

| < u, e1 >R2 | = cos(α(x))∥u∥.

Moreover, α has the boundary values α(±1, t) = 0 and α(s,±1) = π/2. We interpolate

the function α on B by upper and lower convexity, i.e such that ∂2

∂tα < 0 and ∂2

∂sα > 0.
The definition of α(x) seems to be conflicting at the double points of the curve Pp,q; at
a double point x = (x1, x2) of the curve Pp,q the two tangents lines to Pp,q have opposite
slopes tan(α(x)) and − tan(α(x)), since the curve Pp,q is defined by the equation

T (q, x1)− T (p, x2) = 0

that separates the variables. For example, a nice such function α is given by:

α(x1, x2) := arctan(
q
√
1− x22

p
√
1− x21

).

The interest of the field Φp,q comes from the following lemma, that follows from the
definitions.

Lemma 5.3.7. Let the image of γ : [−1, 1] → D be a divide P , that meets ∂D at right
angles. For η > 0 small enough, the intersection of S3 ⊂ TR2 with the image in TR2 of
the field of sectors Φp,q under the differential of Nηγ is a tubular neighborhood of the knot
L(P ). The composition of Pp,q : [−1, 1] → B := [−1, 1] × [−1, 1] and of Nγ : B → D is
again a divide, whose knot is a torus cable knot of type (p, q) of the knot L(P ).

The image of the field of sectors Φp,q of B under the differential of Nηγ will be denoted
by Φη,p,qγ and for small η contains those vectors, that have feet near P and form a small
angle with the tangent vectors of the divide P .
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Figure 5.3.4. The divide P3,14 ∗ P2,3 for (y2 − x3)3 − 6x7y2 − 2x10 − x11.

Divides for plane branches. Let {fa,b(x, y) = 0} be a singularity having one branch and
with essential Puiseux pairs (recall Sect. 2.2) (ai, bi)1≤i≤n. The theorem of S. Gusein-Zade
[GZ74b] very efficiently describes a divide for the singularity {fa,b(x, y) = 0} in a closed
form, namely the iteratively composed divide

Pan,b′n ∗ · · · ∗ Pa2,b′2 ∗ Pa1,b1 ,

where the numbers b′2, . . . , b
′
n can be computed recursively, as we will show here below.

We denote by Sk, 1 ≤ k ≤ n the divide

Pak,b′k ∗ Pak−1,b
′
k−1

· · · ∗ Pa2,b′2 ∗ Pa1,b1
and let fk(x, y) be a specific equation for a singularity with essential Puiseux pairs
(ai, bi)1≤i≤k.

Remember, that the product a1a2 . . . ak is the multiplicity at 0 of the curve {fk(x, y) =
0} and that the linking number λk of L(Sk) and L(Sk−1) in S

3 can be computed recursively
by:

λ1 = b1, λk+1 = bk+1 − bkak+1 + λkakak+1.

The linking number λk is equal to the intersection multiplicity

dimC[[x, y]]/(fk(x, y), fk−1(x, y))

at 0 of the curves {fk(x, y) = 0} and {fk−1(x, y) = 0} (recall the definition of Newton
pairs eq. 2.2.3). We have also for the linking number λk an interpretation in terms of
divides (see the next section for the first equality) which leads to the definition of the
numbers b′k:

λk = #(Sk ∩ Sk−1) = 2akδ(Sk−1) + b′k.

Remembering, that we already have computed recursively the numbers δ(Sk) and #(Sk ∩
Sk−1), we conclude that b′k too can be computed recursively.
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For example, for the Puiseux expansion y = x3/2+x7/4 we have: λ1 = 3, λ2 = 7−3·2+3·
2·2 = 13, b′2 = 13−2·2·1 = 9. Hence, the divide for the irreducible singularity with Puiseux

expansion y = x3/2+x7/4 is the divide P2,9∗P2,3, see Fig. 5.3.3. For the Puiseux expansion

y = x3/2 + x11/6 we found: λ1 = 3, λ2 = 11− 3 · 3 + 3 · 2 · 3 = 20, b′2 = 20− 2 · 3 · 1 = 14.
Hence, the divide for its singularity {(y2 − x3)3 − 6x7y2 − 2x10 − x11 = 0} is P3,14 ∗ P2,3,
see Fig. 5.3.4.

Using the contents of the (independent) Sect. 8 (c.f. [A’C99, A’C98a]), we can read
off from this divide the Milnor fibration of the singularity {fa,b(x, y) = 0}. In particular
we can describe the Milnor fiber with a distinguished basis of quadratic vanishing cycles.
Using the above iterated cabling construction, we will also be able to read off from the di-
vide, the reduction system (Definition 2.1.5) of the geometric monodromy of an irreducible
plane curve singularity (see Sect. 8.3), as described in [A’C73]. For instance, intersection
numbers in the sense of Nielsen of quadratic vanishing cycles and reduction cycles can be
computed.

Divides for all real plane curve singularities. In general, for an isolated singularity of a
real polynomial f(x, y) having several local branches, the divide {f1(x, y) = 0} ∩D of a
real morsification ft(x, y) may have immersed circles as components. The above cabling
construction Pp,q ∗ P does not work if the divide P consists of an immersed circle. Of
course, if one is willing to change the equation of the singularity to an equation, which
defines a topologically equivalent singularity and which has only real local branches, one
will only have to deal with divides consisting of immersed intervals. If we do not want
to change the real equation, we conjecture how a different type of block would produce
real morsifications for these real singularities. Note that the question whether any real
singularity admits a morsification or not is still open. See [LS18] for some partial results
to answer the question in the positive and see [FPST22] for other recent conjectures that
relie on this open question.

We conjecture that, if the real plane curve contains pairs of complex conjugate branches,
then we could still produce divides using a second type of building blocks for a cabling
construction, see Fig. 5.3.5.

These building blocks are the divides Lp,q in the annular region A := {(x, y) ∈ D|1/4 ≤√
x2 + y2 ≤ 3/4}. If for the integers (p, q) = 1 holds, the divide Lp,q is the Lissajous curve

s ∈ [0, 1] 7→ (1/2 + 1/4 sin(2πqs))(sin(2πps), cos(2πps))

in A ⊂ D. The curve Lp,q has p-fold rotational symmetry. If (p, q) = r > 1 the divide
Lp,q is defined defined as the union of r rotated copies of Lp/r,q/r with rotations of angles
2πk/p, k = 0 . . . r − 1, of D. Again, the system of curves Lp,q has a q-fold rotational
symmetry.

The star-product Lp,q ∗ P can be defined as above if the divide P consists of one
immersed circle. The two types of building blocks Pp,q and Lp,q together with the star-
products Pp,q ∗P and Lp,q ∗P will allow one to describe the iterated cablings of real plane
curve singularities in general.

Natural orientations. The link of a divide P is naturally oriented by the following recipe.
Let γ :]0, 1[→ D be a local regular parametrization of P . The orientation of L(P ) is such
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Figure 5.3.5. The building block L3,5. of Lissajous type

that the map t ∈]0, 1[7→ (γ(t), λ(t)γ̇(t)) ∈ L(P ) is oriented. Here λ(t) is a positive scalar
function, which ensures that the map takes its values in L(P ). For a connected divide
P we orient its fiber surface FP such that the oriented boundary of (FP ∪ L(P ), L(P ))
coincides with the orientation of L(P ).

Vanishing cycles δc where c is a critical point of fP do not carry a natural orientation,
since, for example, the third power of the geometric monodromy of the singularity {x3 −
y2 = 0} reverses the orientations on the vanishing cycles.

We orient the tangent space TD = D × R2 so that the orientation of its unit sphere
S3 as the boundary of its unit ball gives that the linking numbers of L(P1) and L(P2) are
positive for generic pairs of divides P1 and P2. In fact, the orientation TD is opposite
to its orientation as tangent space. With this convention, we have LkS3(L(P1), L(P2)) =
#(P1 ∩ P2), a fact which was already used in the previous section.

6. Description of the Milnor fiber

In this section, we give a description of the Milnor fibers associated to a divide that
lie over the points ±1 and ±i. The description is done in terms of more simple pieces.
This decomposition is useful in the forthcoming sections where we describe the geometric
monodromy associated with the divide.

6.1. Description of the Milnor fibers over +1 and −1. Let P be a connected divide
and let πP : S3 \ L(P ) → S1 be its fibration of Theorem 4.1.1. In this subsection, we
show how to read off geometrically the fibers F1 := π−1

P (1) and F−1 := π−1
P (−1). For

our construction we assume the disk D ⊂ C oriented. We think of its orientation as an
orthogonal complex structure J : TD → TD. Define

P+ := {x ∈ D \ ∂D|fP (x) > 0, dfP (x) ̸= 0}
The level curves of fP define a oriented foliation F+ on P+, where a tangent vector u to
a level of fP at x ∈ P+ is oriented so that dfP (x)(Ju) > 0. Put
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P+,+ := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x ∈ P+, u ∈ T (F+)}
and

P+,− := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x ∈ P+, u ∈ T (F−)},
where F− is the foliation with the opposite orientation. Put

FM := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x =M}
for a maximum M, and

Fm := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x = m}
for a minimum m of fP . For saddle points s of fP (equivalently, double point of P ), define

Fs,+ := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x = s, HfP (x)(u, u) < 0}
and

Fs,− := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x = s, HfP (x)(u, u) > 0}
Observe that the angle in between u, v ∈ Fm or u, v ∈ FM is a natural distance function
on Fm or FM , which allows us to identify Fm and FM with a circle. Finally, put

∂D+ := {x ∈ ∂D|fP (x) > 0}
Let pR : S3 → D be the projection (x, u) 7→ x. The projection pR maps each of the sets
P+,+ and P+,− homeomorphically to P+. The sets Fm or FM are homeomorphic to S1, ifM
or m is a maximum or minimum of fP respectively. And the sets Fs,± are homeomorphic
to a disjoint union of two open intervals if s is a crossing point of P. The set ∂D+ is
homeomorphic to a disjoint union of open intervals. We have the following decomposition
of F1:

F1 = P+,+ ∪ P+,− ∪ ∂D+ ∪
⋃
s∈Pd

Fs,+ ∪
⋃

M∈P+

FM .

Where Pd denotes the set of double points of the divide. Observe that for (x, u) ∈ P+,+ ∪
P+,− we have θP (x, u) ∈ R>0 (recall eq. 3.2.3) since fP (x) > 0, dfP (x)(u) = 0 and
χ(x)HfP (u, u) ≤ 0. So P+,+ ∪ P+,− is an open and dense subset in F1. Accordingly, with
the obvious changes of signs, we get a similar description for F−1:

F−1 = P−,+ ∪ P−,− ∪ ∂D− ∪
⋃
s∈Pd

Fs,− ∪
⋃

m∈P−

Fm.

6.1.1. Combinatorial description. Forming the closure of P+,+ ∪ P+,− in F1 leads to the
following combinatorial description of the above decomposition. First, we add to the open
surface F1 its boundary and get

F̄1 := F1 ∪ L(P ).
Now let R be a connected component of P+. The inverse image p−1

R (R) ∩ F̄1 in F̄1 are
two disjoint open cells or cylinders R+ ⊂ P+,+ and R− ⊂ P+,− which are in fact subsets
of F1. The closure of R+ in F̄1 is a surface R̄+ with boundary and corners. The set FM
is a common boundary component without corners of R̄+ and R̄− if M is a maximum in
R. If there is no maximum in R the closures R̄+ and R̄− meet along the component of
∂D+ which lies in the closure of R. Let S,R be connected components of P+ such that
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Figure 6.1.1. Gluing of the lifts of R with + and S with − foliation to F1.

the closures of R and S have a crossing point s in common. The closures of R+ and S− in
F1 meet along one of the components of Fs,+ and the closures of R− and S+ in F1 meet
along the other component of Fs,+. The closure of Fs,+ ∩ R̄+ in R̄+ intersects L(P ) in 2
corners, that are also corners of the closure of Fs,+∩ S̄− in S̄− (see Fig. 6.1.1). Notice that
the foliation F+ on P+ does not lift to a foliation, which extends to an oriented foliation
on F1.

6.2. Description of the Milnor fibers over +i and −i. Now we quickly work out the
fibers Fi := π−1

P (i) and F−i := π−1
P (−i). Observe that Fi and F−i are projected to a subset

of P ∪ supp(χ) by pR. Put

Fi,P := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x ∈ P, χ(x) = 0, dfP (x)(u) > 0}.
For a crossing point c of P we put

Fi,c := {(x, u) ∈ S3|χ(x) > 0, dfP (x)(u) > 0, fP (x)−
1

2
η2χ(x)HfP (c)(u, u) = 0}.

Observe that

fP (x)−
1

2
η2χ(x)HfP (c)(u, u) = Re(θP,η(x, u))

and recall (eq. 3.2.3). In order to get nice sets it is necessary to choose a nice bump
function χ as before. The set

Fi,P ∪ Fi,c
is an open and dense subset in Fi and forming its closure results in

F̄i := Fi ∪ L(P )
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Figure 7.1.1. Two tiles with the J(ker(dfP )) foliation.

leads to a combinatorial description of Fi similar to the one given above.
We would like to direct the interested reader to some beautiful pictures in the works

of Sebastian Baader, Pierre Dehornoy and Livio Liechti [BD12, DL19] which complement
the ones contained in this work and which exemplify how the Milnor fiber(s) are recovered
from the divide. The referee called our attention to these works and we are thankful for
that.

7. Descriptions of the monodromy

In this section we give a complete description of the geometric monodromy of the fibered
link L(P ).

In Sect. 7.1 we give the monodromy as a composition of right-handed Dehn twists.
This factorization, certainly completely determines the monodromy but it is general not
trivial to give the Nielsen-Thurston decomposition from a factorization. In Sect. 7.2 we
take care of this and give the minimal reduction system of curves of the Nielsen-Thurston
decomposition of the monodromy.

7.1. Monodromy as a product of Dehn twists. We will use the integral curves of
the distribution J(ker(dfP )), which pass through the crossing points of the divide P. In a
connected component R of D \P , those integral curves of J(ker(dfP )) meet at the critical
point of fP in the component R with distinct tangents, or they go to distinct points of
∂D.

We denote by P ′ the union of the integral curves of J(ker(dfP )), which pass through
the crossing points of P. The complement in D of the union P ′∪P ∪∂D is a disjoint union
of tiles, which are homeomorphic to open squares or triangles

Notation 7.1.1. We call a pair (A,B) of tiles opposite, if A ̸= B and the closures of A
and B in D have a segment of P in common. For an opposite pair of tiles (A,B) let A|B
be the interior in D of the union of the closures of A and B in D.

The set is foliated by the levels of fP and also by the integral lines of the distribu-
tion J(ker(dfP )). Both foliations are non-singular and meet in a J-orthogonal way (see
Fig. 7.1.1).
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Notation 7.1.2. For a pair (A,B) of opposite we put,

F1,A|B := {(x, u) ∈ F1|x ∈ A|B}

and

F−1,A|B := {(x, u) ∈ F−1|x ∈ A|B}
The sets F1,A|B and F−1,A|B each have two connected components:

F1,A|B = F1,+,A|B ∪ F1,−,A|B

where

F1,+,A|B := {(x, u) ∈ F1|x ∈ A|B, dfP (Ju) > 0}

F−1,+,A|B := {(x, u) ∈ F−1|x ∈ A|B, dfP (Ju) > 0}
and

F1,−,A|B := {(x, u) ∈ F1|x ∈ A|B, dfP (Ju) < 0}

F−1,−,A|B := {(x, u) ∈ F−1|x ∈ A|B, dfP (Ju) < 0}

The closures of F1,±,A|B in F̄1 and of F−1,±,A|B in F̄−1 are polygons with 6 edges: let

M, c, c′ be the vertices of the triangle A; the six edges of the closure H of F1,+,A|B in F̄1

are
{(x, u) ∈ H | x =M}, {(x, u) ∈ H | x ∈ [c,M ]},
{(x, u) ∈ H | x = c}, {(x, u) ∈ H | x ∈ [c, c′]},
{(x, u) ∈ H | x = c′}, {(x, u) ∈ H | x ∈ [c′,M ]},

where [M, c] and [M, c′] are segments included in P ′ and [c, c′] is a segment in P. Next, we
define two diffeomorphisms

Si,A|B : F1,A|B → F−1,A|B

and

S−i,A|B : F1,A|B → F−1,A|B

for each pair of opposite tiles (A,B). To do so we choose the adapted function fP : D → R
(recall Definition 3.2.1 and Lemma 3.2.2) such that the maxima are of value 1 and the
minima of value −1. Moreover, we modify the function fP at the boundary ∂D such that
along each of the integral lines of the foliation given by the distribution J(ker(dfP )) the
function fP takes all values in an interval [−m,m] with 1 ≥ m > 0. The latter modification
of fP is useful if the tile A or B meets ∂D. We also need the rotations Jθ : T (D) → T (D)
about the angle θ ∈ [−π, π]. Recall that the complex structure J is precisely Jπ/2.

We are now ready to define the map Si,A|B. Let (x, u) ∈ F1 with x ∈ A|B and do as
follows:

(1) let y ∈ A|B be the point in the opposite tile on the integral line of the distribution
J(ker(dfP )) with fP (x) = −fP (y);

(2) now move x to y along the integral curve γx,y(t), t ∈ [fP (x), fP (y)] which connects
x and y with the parameterization fP (γx,y(t)) = t;
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(3) consider the rotation angle function θ(x, t) := (|fP (x)|−t)π
2|fP (x)| and move the vector u

along the path

(γx,y(t), Ux,y(t)) :=
(
γx,y(t), s(x, t)(Jθ(x,t)(|fP (x)|ux,y(t)/2) + ux,y(t))

)
,

where (γx,y(t), ux,y(t)) ∈ S3 is the continuous vector field along γx,y(t) such that
dfP (ux,y(t)) = 0, we have the equality ux,y(fP (x)) = Ux,y(fP (x)) = u, and the
stretching factor s(x, t) ≥ 1 is chosen such that (γx,y(t), Ux,y(t)) ∈ S3 holds.

(4) We finally define

Si,A|B((x, u)) := (y, ux,y(fP (y))) = (y, Ux,y(fP (y)))

The definition of S−i,A|B is analogous, but uses rotations in the sense of −J .
The names Si,A|B or S−i,A|B indicate that the flow lines (γx,y(t), ux,y(t)) pass through

the fiber Fi or F−i respectively. The flow lines defining Si,A|B or S−i,A|B are different.

However, the maps Si,A|B and S−i,A|B are equal. The system of paths (γx,y(t), Ux,y(t)) ∈ S3

is local near the link L(P ), i.e. for every neighborhood N in S3 of a point (x′, u′) ∈ L(P )
there exists a neighborhood M of (x′, u′) in S3 such that each path (γx,y(t), Ux,y(t)) with
(x, u) ∈ F1 ∩M stays in N . It will follow that the flow lines of the monodromy vector
field are meridians of the link L(P ) in its neighborhood.

Remark 7.1.3. After verifying that the constructed flow lines form a monodromy flow for
the πP , this last fact proves that the map πP,η is a fibration near the link L(P ). Proving
this was a step in the proof of Theorem 4.1.1 and this is an alternative proof.

The partially defined diffeomorphisms Si,A|B and S−i,A|B glue to diffeomorphisms

Si, S−i :
⋃
A|B

F1,A|B →
⋃
A|B

F−1,A|B

where the sum ranges over all opposite pairs of tiles (A,B) with A ⊂ P+. The gluing poses
no problem since those unions are disjoint, but the diffeomorphisms Si and S−i do not
extend continuously to F1. We will see that the discontinuities, which are the obstruction
for extending Si and S−i, can be compensated by a composition of right half Dehn twists
(recall Definition 2.1.3).

At a maximum M ∈ D of fP each vector (M,u) ∈ S3 belongs to F1. Let a and b be the
integral curves of J(ker(dfP )) with one endpoint at M and orthogonal to u. We assume
that neither a nor b passes through a crossing point of P (see Fig. 7.1.2) and that a and
b belong to different pairs of opposite tiles. A continuous extension of the maps Si or S−i
has to map the vector (M,u) to two vectors based at the other endpoint of a and b. Since
these endpoints differ in general, a continuous extension is impossible.

In order to allow a continuous extension at the common endpoint of a and b we make a
new surface F ′

1 by cutting F1 along the cycles FM , whereM runs through all the maxima of
fP and by gluing back after a rotation of angle π of each of the cycles FM . In the analogous
manner, we make the surface F ′

−1 in doing the half twist along Fm, where m runs through
the minima of fP . The subsets F1,A|B do not meet the support of the half twists, so they are
canonically again subsets of F ′

1, which we denote by F ′
1,A|B. Analogously, we have subsets
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Figure 7.1.2. The discontinuity at FM .

F ′
−1,A|B in F ′

−1. A crucial observation is that the partially defined diffeomorphisms

S′
i, S

′
−i :

⋃
A|B

F ′
1,A|B →

⋃
A|B

F ′
−1,A|B

have less discontinuities, which are the obstruction for a continuous extension. We denote
by a′ and b′ the arcs on F ′

1, which correspond to the arcs a and b on F1. Indeed, the
continuous extension at the end points of a′ and b′ is now possible.

Let s be a crossing point of P and let Is,+ be the segment of P ′, which passes through

s and lies in P+. The inverse image of Z◦
s := p−1

R Ic,+ ∩ F1 is not a cycle, except if both
endpoints of Is,+ lie on ∂D. If a maximumM of fP is an endpoint of Is,+, the inverse image

p−1
R (M) ∩ F1 consists of 2 points on FM , which are antipodal. On the new surface F ′

1 the

inverse image p−1
R (Is,+)∩F ′

−1 is a cycle. An extension of S′
i and S

′
−i will be discontinuous

along this cycle (see Fig. 7.1.3). We now observe that the partially defined diffeomorphisms
S′
i and S

′
−i have discontinuities along the cycle p−1

R (Is,+)∩F ′
−1, which can be compensated

by half twists along the inverse images p−1
R (Is,−)∩F ′

−1, where s runs through the crossing
points of P. Note that for a crossing point s of P the curve Z ′

s,−1 := pR−1(Is,−) ∩ F ′
−1 is

in fact a simply closed curve on F ′
−1.

For a crossing point s of the divide P we now define a simply closed curve on F1, by
putting:

Zs := Z◦
s ∪

⋃
M∈∂Is,+

Fs,M

where for an endpoint M of Is,+, which is a maximum of fP , the set Fs,M is the simple
arc of FM , which connects the two points of Z◦

s ∩ FM and contains an inward tangent
vector of Is,+ at M. As we already have noticed the set Z◦

s ∩ FM has only one element if
M ∈ ∂D, so we define Fs,M := ∅ in that case.
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Figure 7.1.3. The discontinuity along Zs.

We have the inclusion Fm ⊂ F−1. We now define the cycle Zm ⊂ F1. Define for a
minimum m of fP the region

Bm :=
⋃

A|B,m∈B̄

F−1,A|B

Let Bm,ϵ be the level curve

Bm,ϵ := {(x, u) ∈ Bm|fP (x) = −ϵ}

For a small ϵ the set

(Si)
−1(Bm,ϵ ∩

⋃
A|B

F−1,A|B)

is a union of copies of an open interval and is not a cycle but nearly a cycle. The union
closes up to a cycle by adding small segments which project to the integral lines through
the crossing points of P. We denote this cycle by Zm ⊂ F1.

We are now able to state the main theorem.

Theorem 7.1.4. Let P in D be a connected divide. Let πP : S3 \ L(P ) → S1 be the
fibration of Theorem 4.1.1 The counter clockwise monodromy of the fibration πP is the
composition of right handed Dehn twists

T := T− ◦ T. ◦ T+ : F1 → F1,

where T− is the product of the right handed twists along Zm, m running through the minima
of fP , T. is the product of the right handed Dehn twists along the cycles Zs, s running
through the crossing points of P, and T+ is the product of the right handed twists along
FM , M running through the maxima of fP .

Proof. We need to introduce one more surface. Let F ′′
−1 be the surface obtained from the

surface F ′
−1 by cutting F ′

−1 along the cycles Z ′
s,−1 and by gluing back after a half twist

along each Z ′
s,−1, with s running through the crossing points of P . We still have partially
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defined diffeomorphisms

S′′
i , S

′′
−i :

⋃
A|B

F ′
1,A|B →

⋃
A|B

F ′′
−1,A|B

since the cutting was done in the complement of
⋃
A|B F

′. By a direct inspection we see

that the diffeomorphisms extend continuously to

S′′
i , S

′′
−i : F

′
1 → F ′′

−1

Let
(p+, q+) : F1 → F ′

1

(p., q.) : F
′′
−1 → F ′

−1

(p−, q−) : F
′
−1 → F−1

be minimal positive pairs of Dehn twists (recall Definition 2.1.3). A direct inspection
shows that the composition

p+ ◦ S′
i ◦ p. ◦ p− ◦ (q+ ◦ S′

−i ◦ q. ◦ q−)−1 : F1 → F1

is the monodromy of the fibration πP . This composition evaluates to

T− ◦ T. ◦ T+ : F1 → F1

□

Some consequences. Next we state some inmediate consequences of the previous construc-
tions.

Remark 7.1.5. We list some special properties of the monodromy of links and knots of
divides. The number of Dehn twists of the above decomposition of the monodromy equals
the first betti number µ = 2δ − r + 1 of the fiber, and the total number of intersection
points among the core curves of the involved Dehn twists is less then 5δ. This means
that the complexity of the monodromy is bounded by a function of µ. For instance, the
coefficients of the Alexander polynomial of the link of a divide are bounded by a quantity,
which depends only on the degree of the Alexander polynomial. This observation suggests
the following definition for the complexity C of an element of the mapping class group ϕ of
a surface: the minimum of the quantity L+ I over all decompositions as product of Dehn
twists of ϕ, where L is the number of factors and I is the number of mutual intersections
of the core curves. We do not know properties of this exhaustion of the mapping class
group. Notice, that the function (ϕ, ψ) 7→ C(ψ−1 ◦ϕ) ∈ N defines a left invariant distance
on the mapping class group.

Remark 7.1.6. It can be seen (see next Sect. 7.2) that for any link of a divide the mon-
odromy diffeomorphism and its inverse are conjugate by an orientation reversing element
in the mapping class group. In our previous notations this conjugation is given by the
map

(x, u) ∈ F1 7→ (x,−u) ∈ F1,

which moreover realizes geometrically the symmetry of G. Torres [Tor53]

tµχ(1/t) = (−1)µχ(t)

for the Alexander polynomial χ(t) of knots.
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Remark 7.1.7. In fact the proof of Theorem 7.1.4 shows that the fibration of the link
of a connected divide P can be filled with a singular fibration in the 4-ball, which has 3
singular fibers with only quadratic singularities, as in the case of a divide of the singularity
of a complex plane curve. The filling has only two singular fibers if the function fP has
no maxima or no minima. By this construction from a connected divide we obtain a
contractible 4-dimensional piece with a Lefschetz pencil. This is part of what is usually
called Hurwitz equivalence. For more on this topic, see the classical references by Kas
[Kas80] or Matsumoto [Mat96], or the more recent by Baykur and Hayano [BH16].

We make the following important observation that we have not lost generality by con-
sidering only divides which are generic immersions of intervals.

Remark 7.1.8. It is important to note that Theorems 4.1.1 and 7.1.4 remain true for
generic immersions of disjoint unions of intervals and circles in the 2-disk. It is also possible
to start with a generic immersion of a 1-manifold I in an oriented compact connected
surface with boundary S. The pair (S, I) defines a link L(S, I) in the 3-manifold

MS := T+(S)/zip,

where T+(S) is the space of oriented tangent directions of the surface S and where zip is
the identification relation, which identifies (x, u), (y, v) ∈ T+(S) if and only if x = y ∈ ∂S
or if (x, u) = (y, v). In order to get a fibered link, the topological pair (R,R ∩ ∂S) has to
be contractible for each connected component R of S \ I and moreover, the complement
S \ I has to allow a chess board coloring in positive and negative regions. For more details
on this construction, see [Ish04].

7.2. Other decompositions of monodromy. In this subsection we study yet a decom-
position of the algebraic monodromy in terms of involutions. The contents of this section
come mainly from [A’C03].

Digression in higher dimensions. We start with a discussion about geometric monodromies
of isolated hypersurface singularities in general dimension (recall the discussion of the
subsection 2.2 on page 6).

Let f : Cn+1 → C be a map defined by a polynomial. We assume that f(0) = 0 and
that 0 ∈ Cn+1 is an isolated critical point of f . For p ∈ Cn+1 let

∥p∥ =
√
|z0(p)|2 + |z1(p)|2 + · · ·+ |zn(p)|2.

Let Bϵ be a Milnor ball for the singularity of f and let

Tubeϵ,δ := {p ∈ Bϵ | |f(p)| ≤ δ}, 0 < δ << ϵ,

be a regular tubular neighborhood of {p ∈ Bϵ | f(p) = 0} in Bϵ. A monodromy vector
field X for the singularity is a smooth vector field

p ∈ Tubeϵ,δ 7→ Xp ∈ Cn+1

such that we have the following properties for p ∈ Tubeϵ,δ

• (df)p(Xp) = 2πif(p),
• Xp is tangent to ∂Bϵ if p ∈ ∂Bϵ,
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• trajectories of X starting at p ∈ ∂Bϵ are periodic with period 1 and are the
boundary of a smooth disk in ∂Bϵ, that is transversal to the function f . For this
property to be satisfied, the hypothesis that f has a critical point is crucial.

Using partition of unity, one can construct monodromy vector fields. The flow at time
1 of a monodromy vector field X defines a monodromy diffeomorphism T = TX : F → F ,
where the manifold with boundary (F, ∂(F )) := {p ∈ Bϵ | f(p) = δ} is the Milnor fiber
of the singularity. The relative isotopy class of the diffeomorphism T is independent
from the chosen monodromy vector field and is called the geometric monodromy of the
singularity. The geometric monodromy is a topological invariant of the singularity (see
[Kin78, Theorem 3] for n ̸= 2 and [Per85] for n = 2).

From now on we will assume in addition, that the polynomial f is real meaning that its
coefficients are real numbers. Let c : Cn+1 → Cn+1 denote the involution on complex space
given by the complex conjugation of coordinate values. Hence with the above notations,
we have c(Tubeϵ,δ) = Tubeϵ,δ and c(F ) = F . We denote by cF : F → F the restriction of
the involution c to F .

Let X : Tubeϵ,δ → Cn+1 be a monodromy vector field for the isolated singularity of
f . We may assume that we have constructed the vector field X with more care near the
boundary of the Milnor ball in order to achieve that for some ϵ′ < ϵ we have the symmetry

c(Xp) = −c(Xc(p)), for p ∈ Tubeϵ,δ, with ∥p∥ > ϵ′.

Since f is real, we have

c((df)p(Xp)) = (df)c(p)(c(Xp)) = −2πif(c(p))

hence, we see (by substituting q for c(p) and accordingly c(q) for p) that the vector field
Xc defined by:

q ∈ Tubeϵ,δ 7→ Xc
q := −c(Xc(q)) ∈ Cn+1,

is a monodromy vector field too. Let Y : Tubeϵ,δ → Cn+1 be the vector field

Y :=
X +Xc

2
,

which due to the extra care is also a monodromy vector field. We have Y c = Y . The
following is an important symmetry of the geometric monodromy:

Lemma 7.2.1. Let TY be a monodromy diffeomorphism, which has been computed with a
monodromy vector field Y satisfiyng Y c = Y . We have the symmetry

cF ◦ TY ◦ cF = T−1
Y .

The geometric monodromy T satisfies (up to relative isotopy) the symmetry

cF ◦ T ◦ cF = T−1.

Proof. The restriction of complex conjugation cTubeϵ,δ : Tubeϵ,δ → Tubeϵ,δ maps the mon-
odromy vector field Y to −Y and F to F . Hence, since cTubeϵ,δ reverses the orientations
of the trajectories, we have

T−1
Y = (cF )

−1 ◦ TY ◦ cF = cF ◦ TY ◦ cF .
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Since the geometric monodromy T is in the relative mapping class represented by TY , we
have the symmetry cF ◦ T ◦ cF = T−1 at the mapping class group level. □

Symmetries of monodromies as in the lemma can occur in the more general context of
so-called strongly invertible knots, see for instance [Tei90, HT78, Kaw96].

See also the work of Sabir Gusein-Zade [GZ84], in which he shows among other results,
that the integral homological monodromy of an isolated complex hypersurface singularity
with real defining equation f is the composition of two involutions, both conjugated to
the action of complex conjugation on the homology of a real regular fiber.

Remark 7.2.2. The symmetry property cF ◦ T ◦ cF = T−1 expresses that the geometric
monodromy T of a complex hypersurface with real defining equation is conjugate in the
mapping class group by an element of order 2 to its inverse T−1. This is a statement in the
mapping class group of the Milnor fiber and does not refer to any complex conjugation, so it
can be stated for any complex hypersurface singularity with complex defining equation. We
say that the singularity is strongly invertible if its geometric monodromy diffeomorphism
T is conjugate by an element of order 2 in the relative mapping class group of the Milnor
fiber to its inverse T−1. Thus, the property of strong invertibility is a topological property
for hypersurface singularities.

We can rewrite the symmetry property as follows: TY ◦ cF ◦TY ◦ cF = IdF . We see that
TY ◦ cF : F → F is an involution of F . It follows the

Corollary 7.2.3. The geometric monodromy T of an isolated complex hypersurface sin-
gularity, which is defined by a real equation, is the composition of two involutions of the
fiber Fδ, δ ∈ R, namely: T = (T ◦ cF ) ◦ cF , where cF is the restriction of the complex
conjugation.

For k ∈ Z we also have the relation T kY ◦ cF ◦T kY ◦ cF = IdF , which shows that T kY ◦ cF :
F → F, k ∈ Z, is a sequence of involutions of F .

The above observations can be applied to plane curve singularities in general, since it
follows from the Theory of Puiseux Pairs that every plane curve singularity is topologically
equivalent to a singularity given by a real equation and hence plane curve singularities are
strongly invertible.

For complex hypersurface singularities of higher dimension the situation seems to be
opposite. In Cn+1, n > 1, there exist isolated hypersurface singularities which are not
topologically equivalent to a singularity with a real defining equation [Tei90]. We expect
that in general the geometric monodromy T of a complex hypersurface singularity fails to
be strongly invertible.

Mathias Schulze communicated to the first author a proof of strong invertibility of the
homological monodromy with real coefficients (this was never published and stayed as a
personal communication). The following is a strengthening of his result to the case of
homology with rational coefficients.

Theorem 7.2.4. The rational homological monodromy of a complex hypersurface singu-
larity is strongly invertible.

Proof. Let E =
⊕

iEi be a finest possible direct sum decomposition in T∗-invariant Q-
subspaces of E. The characteristic polynomial of the restriction Ai : Ei → Ei of T∗ to a
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summand Ei is a power ψ(t) = ϕ(t)L of a cyclotomic polynomial ϕ(t). We have ψ(Ai) = 0
by the Hamilton-Cayley theorem and we have ψ(A−1

i ) = 0 since a power of cyclotomic

polynomial satisfies ψ(1/t) = ±tdegree(ψ)ψ(t).
Since the decomposition has no refinement, we may choose a vector e1 ∈ Ei, that is

cyclic for Ai and for A−1
i . The systems

e1, e2 := Ai(e1), · · · , edimEi
:= AdimEi−1(e1),

f1 := e1, f2 := A−1
i (e1), · · · , fdimEi

:= A− dimEi+1(e1)

are basis for the space Ei. Let bi : Ei → Ei be the linear map defined by bi(ej) = fj , 1 ≤
j ≤ dimEi.

We have A−1
i bi(ej) = biAi(ej), 1 ≤ j < dimEi. The polynomial ψ1(t) := −ψ(t)+ tdimEi

satisfies ψ1(A
±1
i ) = A± dimEi

i . Since the degree of the polynomial ψ1(t) is less than dimEi,
we have

A−1
i bi(edimEi

) = A−dimEibi(e1) = ψ1(A
−1
i )bi(e1) =

biψ1(Ai)(e1) = biA
dimEi
i (e1) = biAi(edimEi

).

We conclude that A−1
i bi = biAi and A

−1
i = biAib

−1
i hold.

The polynomial ψ0(t) := ψ(t)−ψ(0)
−tψ(0) satisfies A−1

i = ψ0(Ai) and Ai = ψ0(A
−1
i ). We

deduce biA
−1
i = biψ0(Ai) = ψ0(A

−1
i )bi = Aibi and conclude A−1

i = b−1
i Aibi. We observe

at this point that both the conjugates of Ai by bi and by b−1
i are equal to the inverse A−1

i .
For 0 ≤ j < dimEi we have (remember e1 = f1 = bi(e1) = bi(f1))

bi(fj+1) = biA
−j
i (f1) = Ai

jbi(f1) = Ai
j(e1) = ej+1.

Hence bi is of order two, which shows that Ai is strongly invertible over Q. The direct
sum b :=

⊕
bi is a rational strong inversion for T∗. □

Question: Is the integral homological monodromy of a complex hypersurface singular-
ity strongly invertible? For example, take the isolated surface singularity

f(x, y, z) = L1L
2
2L

3
3L

4
4L

5
5L

6
6L

7
7L

8
8L

9
9 + x46 + y46 + z46

where Lj , 1 ≤ j ≤ 9 are linear forms on C3, such that the 9 lines {Lj = 0} in the complex
projective plane span the 93 configuration of flex tangents to a nonsingular cubic. No real
equation for this singularity can exist, since the configuration 93 cannot be realized in the
real projective plane, see [Tei90, HCV32]. Is its monodromy strongly invertible?

Going back to plane curves and divides. Now we focus on the study of complex conjugation
on the topology of plane curve singularities via divides. First we show that the fiber of
the link of a connected divide carries naturally a cellular decomposition with tri-valent
1-skeleton.

Let f : C2 → C define an isolated plane curve singularity at 0 ∈ C2 given by a real
convergent power series f ∈ R{x, y}. Let f = f1f2 · · · fr be the factorization in local
branches. The topology of a plane curve singularity f is completely encoded in a divide for
f as we have seen in Sect. 4 or in the previous section where we have given a factorization of
the monodromy from the divide. (c.f. [A’C99, BK96]), see also [A’C75b, A’C75c, GZ74b].
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Figure 7.2.1. The divide corresponding to the singularity (x3− y2)((x3− y2)2−4x8y).

We state the results more generally for links of connected divides, since the involution
given by complex conjugation on real isolated plane curve singularities corresponds to a
natural involution of links of divides as explained below, (c.f. [A’C98a, A’C99]).

Denote by δP the number of double points of the divide P . The local topology of a
plane curve singularity is obtained from a divide for the singularity. More precisely, the
link Lf ⊂ ∂Bϵ of an isolated plane curve singularity {f = 0}, f ∈ R{x, y}, is equivalent to
the link LP of a divide P , see Sect. 5 (c.f. [A’C99]).

We recall, that for a totally real (Definition 5.1.1) plane curve singularity f one can
obtain a divide P by performing a small real deformation fs, 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, of the singularity,
where for 0 < s ≤ 1 the restriction of fs to the euclidean disk Dϵ := Bϵ ∩ R2 of radius ϵ
in R2 is a Morse function with µ(f) critical points and such that the 0-level is connected
and contains all the saddle points (this is the content of Theorem 5.2.1). The divide P
for f is the curve {p ∈ Dϵ | f1(p) = 0}, which we rescale by the factor 1

ϵ from Dϵ into the
unit disk D.

The homology H1(FP ,Z) can be described combinatorially in terms of the divide P as
a direct sum H1(FP ,Z) = E−

⊕
E0

⊕
E+, where E−, E0 and E+ are the subspaces in

H1(F,Z), which are freely generated as follows:

E+ := [δ1, · · · , δµ+ ],
E0 := [δµ++1, · · · , δµ++µ0 ], and

E− := [δµ++µ0+1, · · · , δµ−+µ0+µ+ ],

where (δi)1≤i≤µ is the oriented system of vanishing cycles of the divide P with positive
upper triangular Seifert form

S : H1(F,Z) → H1(F,Z) = Hom(H1(F,Z),Z),

see. We define N := S − Id, which is upper-triangular nilpotent matrix. The monodromy
T∗ : H1(F,Z) → H1(F,Z) is given by:

T∗ = (St)−1 ◦ S.
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Figure 7.2.2. Divide and graph of divide.

For the rest of this section, recall the construction of the fiber surface FP of a divide P
in the unit euclidian disk D. In particular, recall the notation from Sect. 3 and Sect. 5.

Let SP be a system of gradient lines of f , which connect saddle points of f with local or
relative maxima or minima of f . In fact, near the boundary of D the lines of the system
SP are only gradient-like, but end in a relative critical point of f . We call the set SP the
graph of the divide P . By a slalom construction, see [A’C98b] (not included in this work),
one can reconstruct from each of the sets S±

P := {x ∈ SP | ±f(x) ≥ 0} the divide P .
We assume that at the maxima and minima of f , that different arcs of SP have different
unoriented tangent directions. Let ΣP be the following subset of the fiber FP over 1 of
the natural fibration over S1 of the complement of the link of P : the subset ΣP is the
closure in the tangent space TD of D of

Σ′
P := {(x, u) ∈ TD | x ∈ SP , f(x) > 0, (df)x(u) = 0, ∥x∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1}.

We recall that the union of fiber FP with the link LP is the closure in TD of

F ′
P := {(x, u) ∈ TD | x ∈ D, f(x) > 0, (df)x(u) = 0, ∥x∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1},

which is a surface of genus g(P ) equal to the number of double points in P .
The system of cycles δi, 1 ≤ i ≤ µ, can be drawn on ΣP as follows. The vanishing

cycle δi, µ− + µ0 < i ≤ µ, which corresponds to a local maximum M of f is the circle
{(M,u) | u ∈ TMD, ∥M∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1} oriented counter clock-wise. The vanishing cycle
δi, µ− < i ≤ µ− + µ0, which corresponds to a saddle point z of f is a curve in the set

Ez := {(x, u) ∈ TD | x ∈ ez, u ∈ Ker(df)ez , ∥x∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1},

as drawn in Fig. 7.2.3. The curve δi is a piecewise smooth embedded copy of S1 in FP
with image in Ez and with non-constant projection to the disk D. The orientation is
chosen such that at both ends the orientation agrees with the oriented vanishing cycle of
the maximum. Moreover, the inward tangent vectors (x, u) to ez at end points x ∈ ez do
belong to δi. The vanishing cycle δi, 1 ≤ i ≤ µ−, which corresponds to a local minimum
of f projects to an oriented circuit e1, e2, · · · , ek of edges of the graph SP . The circuit
surrounds the region in counter clock-sense to which the minimum corresponds. The
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Figure 7.2.3. Vanishing cycle δz for a saddle point.

Figure 7.2.4. Vanishing cycle δi for a minimum.

circuit is a polygon and bounds a cell in D. The curve δi is a subset of {(x, u) ∈ TD |
x ∈ ∪1≤j≤kej , u ∈ Ker(df)x, ∥x∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1} and is the image of a piecewise smooth
embedding of S1 as drawn in Fig. 7.2.4. The vectors (x, u), which belong to δi, point out
of the cell of the circuit. Smooth representatives for the system of vanishing cycles can be
obtained using tears as in [A’C01] (see also Sect. 8.1).

The involution cTR2 : (x, u) ∈ TR2 7→ (x,−u) ∈ TR2 induces an involution cS3 on
S3 ⊂ TR2 that preserves the link LP of any divide P and that induces involutions on the
fiber surfaces above ±1. If the divide P is a divide for a real plane curve singularity f , the
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involutions induced by cTR2 or by the complex conjugation c on the triples (S3, LP , FP )
and on (∂Bϵ, Lf , F ) correspond to each other by the homeomorphism of pairs of the main
theorem of (c.f. [A’C99]).

Theorem 7.2.5. Let P ⊂ D be a connected divide consisting of the image of a relative
generic immersion of a compact one dimensional manifold in the unit disk D ⊂ R2. Let
E−, E0 and E+ be the summands in H1(F,Z) as above. The involution cF∗ : H1(F,Z) →
H1(F,Z) fixes point-wise the summand E+, in particular for δi ∈ E+ we have

cF∗(δi) = δi.

For δi ∈ E0 we have

cF∗(δi) = −δi +
∑

1≤j≤µ+

⟨N(δj), δi⟩.

For δi ∈ E− we have

cF∗(δi) = δi +
∑

1≤j≤µ+

⟨N(δj), δi⟩ −
∑

µ+<j≤µ++µ0

⟨N(δj), δi⟩δj .

The trace of the involution cF∗ : H1(F,Z) → H1(F,Z) is given by:

Trace(cF∗) = µ− − µ0 + µ+.

Proof. A vanishing cycle δi ∈ E+ corresponds to a maximum M ∈ D of f , hence as
set we have δi = {(M,u) ∈ TD | ∥M∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1}. The involution (x, u) 7→ (x,−u)
induces on δi the antipodal map, which is orientation preserving. It follows cF∗(δi) = δi in
homology. A vanishing cycle δi ∈ E0 corresponds to a saddle point z ∈ D of f . Working
with the tear model of (c.f. [A’C01]), see also (the independent) Sect. 8.1, we see that the
involution reverses the orientation and that at the endpoints, which are maxima of f , we
have outward instead of inward vectors. Hence,

cF∗(δi) = −δi +
∑

mi,jδj ,

where in the sum j runs through the maxima of f in the interior of D which are connected
by gradient lines of SP to the saddle point i. The coefficient mi,j equals 1 or 2 depending
on whether the connection by gradient lines is simple or double. Finally one gets cF∗(δi) =
−δi +

∑
1≤j≤µ+⟨N(δj), δi⟩. For a vanishing cycle δi ∈ E− one can work with the model

of (c.f. [A’C01]) and get cF∗(δi) = δi +
∑

1≤j≤µ+⟨N(δj), δi⟩ −
∑

µ+<j≤µ+µ0⟨N(δj), δi⟩.
Since N is strictly upper-triangular, the matrix of cF∗ is upper-triangular with ±1 on the
diagonal. We get Trace(cF∗) = µ− − µ0 + µ+. □

We can present the Seifert form and homological monodromy with block-matrices S, T
as in [GZ84]. On H1(F,Z), E−, E0, E+ and H1(F,Z) we work with the basis or dual basis
given by the system δi, 1 ≤ i ≤ µ. The matrix in block form of the Seifert form is

S =

Idµ+ A G
O Idµ0 B
O O Idµ−


where the block G equals the block matrix product 1/2(A ◦B). The matrix coefficients of
A◦B and G have interpretations in terms of the divide P or in terms of the Morse function
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fP on the disk D. The matrix coefficient (A ◦B)(i,j), 1 ≤ i ≤ µ+, µ+ +µ0 < j ≤ µ, counts
the number of sector adjacencies, that has the +-region i of P with the −-region j, while
the coefficient G(i,j) counts the number of common boundary segments of the regions i and
j. The coefficient (A ◦ B)(i,j) also counts the number of saddle connections via gradient
lines of fP in between the minimum j and maximum i, while the coefficient G(i,j) counts
the number of components of regular gradient line connections from the minimum j to
the maximum i. This explains the above factor 1/2, since a segment of P is twice incident
with a saddle point of fP .

The matrix of the action of complex conjugation on H1(F,Z) is

C =

Idµ+ A G
O −Idµ0 −B
O O Idµ−


and is obtained from the matrix S by multiplying the middle row of blocks by −1. It is
interesting to compute the matrix of the involution T ◦ cF on H1(F,Z)

TC =

Idµ+ O O
−tA −Idµ0 O
tG tB Idµ−


The matrix T ◦ C is the transgradient of the matrix of C.

It turns out that the combinatorial property G = 1/2(A ◦ B) for divides is equivalent
to C ◦ C = Idµ or T ◦ C ◦ T ◦ C = Idµ.

For an isolated plane curve singularity at 0 ∈ C2, which is given by a real equation
{f = 0}, f ∈ R{x, y}, f(0) = 0, we will denote by δR(f) the number of double points of
a divide P for the singularity. Hence δR(f) is the maximal number of local real saddle
points in some level, that can occur for a small real deformation of f . Observe, that one
has δR(f) ≤ δ(f), where δ(f) is the maximal number of local critical points in some level,
that can occur for a small deformation of f . We recall the formula µ(f) = 2δ(f)− r + 1
of Milnor [Mil68]. As example for f = x4 +Kx2y2 + y4,−2 ̸= K ̸= 2, one has δR(f) =
4, δ(f) = 6, r = 4 and very surprisingly, Callahan shows that for −2 < K < 2 there exists
a small real deformation with 5 local minima in the same level [Cal78].

Theorem 7.2.6. For an isolated plane curve singularity at 0 ∈ C2, which is given by a
real equation {f = 0}, f ∈ R{x, y}, f(0) = 0, we have

µ(f) = 2δR(f) + Trace(cF∗)

Proof. We have δR = dimE0 = µ0. Hence µ(f) = µ− + µ0 + µ+ = Trace(cF∗) + 2µ0 =
2δR(f) + Trace(cF∗). □

Curves δi that correspond to maxima of fP are invariant by the involution c. A curve
δi that corresponds to a saddle point or minimum of fP is in general not invariant by c.
The union ΣP of the curves δi is invariant by c. We get

Theorem 7.2.7. Let P be a connected divide. The pair (FP ,ΣP ) defines a tri-valent
cellular decomposition with r(P ) punctured cells of the fiber surface with boundary FP .
The involution c : (x, u) → (x,−u) acts on the map (FP ,ΣP ).
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Figure 7.2.5. Dehn twist as composition of two involutions.

Proof. The union ΣP of the vanishing cycles δi is a tri-valent graph ΣP that is invariant
by c. The inclusion ΣP ⊂ FP induces an isomorphism H1(ΣP ,Z) → H1(FP ,Z), hence,
ΣP is a spine for the surface FP . □

Question. In particular if r(P ) = 1 the triple (FP ,ΣP , c) is a so-called maximal unicell
map of genus g(P ) with orientation reversing involution c with r(P ) = 1 fixed points on the
graph of the map. The involution cF has a unique fixed point on ΣP , which corresponds
to the intersection of the folding curve FP ∩ ∂D of cF with the graph ΣP . Maximal here
means that the number of edges of the graph of the map is maximal, i.e. 3g.

It would be interesting to compute the generating series

divide(t) :=
∑
g∈N

d(g)tg = 1 + t+ 2t2 + 8t3 + 36t4 + · · · ,

where d(g) denotes the number of simple, relative and generic immersions of the interval
[0, 1] with g double points in the disk D, counted up to homeomorphism in the source and
image. We have taken the coefficients up to the term t4 of divide(t) from the listings of
simple, relative, free or oriented divides by Masaharu Ishikawa [Ish01]. We ask to compare
the numbers d(g) with the numbers m+(g) of maximal maps of genus g with orientation
reversing involution having 1 fixed point on its graph.

Involutions induced by π-rotations. Next we study the involutions that appear in the
decomposition of the geometric monodromy of plane curve singularities. We show that
they lift to π-rotations about an axis in the universal cyclic covering of the complement
of the link.

Our next goal is to visualize the two involutions cF and T ◦ cF . We assume that
the monodromy diffeomorphism T is chosen in its isotopy class such that T ◦ cF is an
involution of the fiber surface FP . In fact, we assume that the monodromy T was given
by a monodromy vector field X, which satisfies X = Xc.

We assume for simplicity, that the divide P meets the boundary of the disk D. The
involution cF is an orientation reversing diffeomorphism of F1 = FP , which fixes point-
wise the system of arcs a := FP ∩ ∂D. The Lefschetz number of the orientation reversing
involution T ◦ cF is equal to the Lefschetz number of cF by Th. 1. Hence the involution
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Figure 7.2.6. Divide for the E8 singularity and the curve β in red.

T ◦ cF also fixes point-wise exactly a system of arcs b on the fiber surface FP with χ(a) =
χ(b), i.e. the systems a and b consist of the same number of arcs.

Let z : Z → S3 \KP be the infinite cyclic covering of the knot complement. Let XZ be
the lift of the vector field X. Let T 1

2
: Z → Z be the flow diffeomorphism of the vector field

XZ with stopping time 1
2 . Let F

′
1 ⊂ Z be a lift of the fiber surface F1 and let F ′

−1 be the
lift T 1

2
(F ′

1) of the fiber surface F−1. The involution cF can first be lifted unambiguously

to an involution of F ′
1 and then extended unambiguously to an involution A of Z such

that A maps the vector field XZ to its opposite. The involution A is a π-rotation about a
lift of the system of arcs a into F ′

1. The involution (x, u) 7→ (x,−u) induces an involution
cF−1 of the fiber surface F−1 above −1, and, as we have done for the involution cF , the
involution cF−1 lifts unambiguously to a π-rotation B : Z → Z about a system of arcs
b′′ ⊂ F ′

−1 that satisfies z(b′′) = b′ := ∂D ∩ F−1. We have B ◦ A = T 1
2
◦ T 1

2
= T1. Since T1

is a lift of the monodromy, it follows from (T ◦ cF ) ◦ cF = T , that the involution T ◦ cF
fixes the system of arcs b := z(T−1

1
2

(b′′)).

In Sect. 7.1 (c.f. [A’C98a]) we have computed the monodromy diffeomorphism T+ :
F1 → F−1 for which T 1

2
is a lift to Z as a product of half Dehn twists for a divide. From

the above we deduce, that the involution T ◦cF : F1 → F1 is the composition T−1
+ ◦cF−1◦T+.

We see that T ◦cF fixes the arc b = T−1
+ (∂D∩F−1). We also see that the involution cF ◦T

of F1 fixes the system of arcs cF (b) = T+(∂D ∩ F−1). Both arc systems b and cF (b) have
equal projections β into D. See Figures 7.2.5 and 7.2.6 for examples.

The composition of the orientation reversing involutions, that fix point-wise the arc
systems a, b of Fig. 7.2.5 on the cylinder surface, is indeed a Dehn twist. To see this, think
of the cylinder as [0, π]× S1; the two involutions induce on the circle {θ} × S1 reflections
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about diameters that make an angle θ, so the composition is a rotation of angle 2θ of the
circle {θ} × S1.

In Fig. 7.2.6 the curve β is drawn for a more complicated divide for the plane curve
singularity E8 with equation y3 − x5 = 0.

We conclude with a remark we promised that shows that uses the results of this section
to prove that not all fibered links come from divides.

Remark 7.2.8. The figure eight knot (see Fig. 3.1.2) is not the knot of a divide. The
figure eight knot’s complement fibers over the circle having as fiber the punctured torus
and as monodromy the isotopy class of the linear diffeomorphism given by a matrix in
SL(2,Z) of trace 3. Such a matrix M is not the product of two unipotent matrices, which
are conjugate in SL(2,Z) and the matrices M and M−1 are not conjugated by an integral
matrix of determinant −1. So according to the remarks this section, the figure eight can
not be the knot of a divide. Another argument to rule out the figure eight as the knot
of a divide goes as follows. The first betti number of the fiber of the figure eight knot is
2. But only two connected divides have fibers with betti number 2 and these two have
monodromies with trace equal to 1 or 2.

8. Abstract visualization of the Milnor fiber and the monodromy

In this section we describe an easy and fast graphical algorithm of visualizing the
Milnor fiber together with a distinguished basis of vanishing cycles directly from the
divide ([A’C99]).

8.1. Visualization of the vanishing cycles for a divide. We start by visualizing the
vanishing cycles.

Let P be a connected divide and let πP : S3 \ L(P ) → S1 be the fibration of the
complement of the link L(P ) over S1 as in Sect. 4 (c.f. [A’C99, A’C98a]). Recall that the
fibration map is given with the help of an auxiliary Morse function fP : D → R. The fiber
FP above 1 ∈ S1 projects to the positive components of the complement of P in D. One
has that the closure of

{(x, u) ∈ TD|fP (x) > 0, (dfP )x(u) = 0, ∥x∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1}
in S3 \ L(P ) is the fiber surface FP .

To each critical point of fP : D → R corresponds a vanishing cycle on the surface FP .
In the case, where the divide P is a divide of a singularity, the surface FP is a model for
the Milnor fiber and the system of vanishing cycles on FP is a model for a distinguished
system of quadratic vanishing cycles of the singularity.

Let M be a maximum of fP . The vanishing cycle δM is the non-oriented simply closed
curve on FP , see Fig. 8.1.1,

δM := {u ∈ TMD|∥M∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1}.
Let c be a crossing point of P . The point c is a saddle type singularity of FP . The

vanishing cycle is the non-oriented simply closed curve δc on FP that results from the
following construction. Let gc ⊂ P+ ∪ {c} be the singular gradient line through c, for
which the endpoints are a maximum of fP or a point in ∂D. We splice gc and get a
double tear tc ⊂ P+ ∪ {c} as in Fig. 8.1.2. The tear tc is a closed curve, that has at c a
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M

Figure 8.1.1. The vanishing cycle δM for a maximum.

+
+

Mc

t_c

g_c

Figure 8.1.2. Tear for vanishing cycle δc for a saddle point.

non-degenerate tangency with gc from both sides. Moreover, tc is perpendicular to gc at
the endpoints of gc, if the endpoint is a maximum of fP and else tc has a tangency with
∂P . The vanishing cycle δc is the closure in FP of the set

{(x, u) ∈ FP |x ∈ tc, (dfP )x ̸= 0, u points to the inside of the tear tc}.

Let m be a minimum of fP . The following is a description of the vanishing cycle δm on
FP . The projection of δm in D is a simply closed curve tm in P+ ∪ {c1, c2, . . . , ck}, where
{c1, c2, . . . , ck} is the list of the double points of P that lie in the closure of the region of
m, see Fig. 8.1.3. The curve tm and the singular gradient line gci , 1 ≤ i ≤ k coincide in
a neighborhood of ci. Moreover, if the endpoint of gci is a maximum M , the curve tm
leaves transversally the tear tci at M and enters transversally the next tear tci±1 . If the
endpoint of gci is on the boundary of D, the curve leaves the tear tci , becomes tangent to
the boundary of D and enters the next tear, see Fig. 8.1.3. The vanishing cycle δm is the
non-oriented simply closed curve on FP , that is the closure of

{(x, u) ∈ FP |x ∈ tm, u points inwards to the disk bounded by tm}.



PLANE CURVE SINGULARITIES VIA DIVIDES 57

+ +
-

mM

c1

c2

g_c2

g_c1

t_m

Figure 8.1.3. The vanishing cycle δM for a minimum.

8.2. Visualization of the Milnor fiber associated with a divide. Now we explain
how to visualize the Milnor fiber together with the divide. Think of the divide as a road
network which has δ junctions, and replace every junction by a roundabout, which leads
you to a new road network with 4δ T-junctions. Realize now every road section in between
two T-junctions by a strip with a half twist. Do the same for every road section in between
a T-junction and the boundary of the divide. Altogether you will need 6δ+ r strips. Now,
applying what we have seen in the previous Sect. 8.1, the core line of the four strips of
a roundabout is a black vanishing cycle, the strips corresponding to boundary edges and
corners of a positive or negative region have as core line a red or blue vanishing cycle (see
Fig. 8.2.1 or 8.2.2 for color scheme).

In Fig. 8.2.2 is worked out the singularity with two Puiseux pairs and µ = 16, where we
used a divide equivalent (up to an admissible isotopy) to that of Fig. 5.3.3. We have drawn
for convenience in Fig. 8.2.2 only one red, black, or blue cycle. We have also indicated the
position of the arc α, which will play a role in the next section.

8.3. Reduction cycles and reduction tori. We consider a divide of the form Q :=
Pp,q ∗ P , where the divide P is given by an immersion γ : [−1, 1] → D. So, the divide Q
is the image of Nγ ◦ Tp,q. If we change the immersion by a reparametrization γ1 := γ ◦ ϕ,
where ϕ is an oriented diffeomorphism of [−1, 1], the divide Q1 := Nγ1 ◦ ϕ([−1, 1]) is
isotopic to Q by an transversal isotopy, which does not change the type of its knot. By
choosing ϕ appropriately and η small, one can achieve that to each double point of P
correspond p2 double points of the divide Q1, which look like the intersection points of
a system of p almost parallel lines with an other system of p almost parallel lines, see
Fig. 8.3.1.
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Figure 8.2.1. Milnor fiber with vanishing cycles for D5.

We may assume, that the divide Q for each double point of P already has a grid of p2

intersections.
We will construct reduction curves for the monodromy of the knot L(Q) following the

ideas of [A’C73]. The reduction curves of the cabling Pp,q ∗η P are the intersection of
the fiber FQ over 1 ∈ S1 of the fibration on the complement of the knot L(Q) with the
boundary of a regular tubular neighborhood U of the closed tubular neighborhood V of
the knot L(P ) for which L(Q) ⊂ ∂V holds. The intersection (FQ ∩ ∂U) ⊂ FQ is indeed
a system of reduction curves provided that the torus ∂U is transversal to the fibration of
the knot L(Q).

Assume that the tubular neighborhood V was constructed with the field Φp,q and a
particular value of the parameter η. The same field of sectors, but a slightly bigger
parameter value η′ yields a tubular neighborhood U of V in S3. The construction of the
fibration will be done as in Sect. 4 (c.f. [A’C98a]). The main choice for the construction
of the fibration for the knot L(Q) is a carefuly chosen adapted Morse function (recall
Definition 3.2.1) fQ : D → R with f−1

Q (0) = Q . For our purpose here, where we must
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Figure 8.2.2. Milnor fiber with vanishing cycles for y4 − 2y2x3 + x6 − x7 − 4yx5.

Figure 8.3.1. Manhattan: crossing of the box with 4 by 4 strands.

achieve the above transversality so we will choose fQ as follows. First, after applying a
regular transversal small isotopy, we may assume that the divide P has perpendicular
rectilinear crossings. Next, we consider an adapted function fP : D → R for the divide P ,
that is euclidian near its crossings. Let the fibration on the complement of the knot L(P )
be πP,η : S

3 \ L(P ) → S1 where we recall that πP (x, u) := θP (x, u)/|θP (x, u)| and

θP,λ(x, u) := fP (x) + iλ−1 dfP (x)(u)−
1

2
λ−2χ(x)HfP (x)(u, u).

Here, the function χ : D → R is a bump function at the crossing points of P and λ is a
big real parameter (compare with eq. 3.2.3). We now choose a small positive real number
v, such that {x ∈ D||fP (x)| ≤ v} is a regular tubular neighborhood of P , that meets each
component of {x ∈ D|χ(x) = 1}. Next we choose η′ > 0 such the corners of Nη′γ(B)
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are in {|fP (x)| = v} i.e. η′2 = v. We constuct the torus knot L(Q) with Q := Pp,q ∗η P
where 0 < η < η′. Since Q ⊂ {|fP (x)| < v} holds, we can construct a Morse function
fQ : D → R for the divide Q, such that on {|fP (x)| ≥ v} the function fQ is constant along
the level sets of fP .

The following theorem follows directly from [A’C73, Lemme 2, pg. 153] and the above
construction.

Theorem 8.3.1. The torus ∂Φη′,p,qγ is transversal to the fibration πQ induced by fQ on
the complement of the knot L(Q). The intersection

∂Φη′,p,qγ ∩ FQ
is a system of p closed curves on the fiber FQ, which is a reduction of the monodromy of
L(Q).

With a few examples, we now explain how to inductively depict in the Milnor fiber a
distinguished system of vanishing cycles and the reduction curves for the monodromy of
a singularity, for which a divide of the form Q = Pp,q ∗ P is given.

For a (p, q) cabling (p < q) the reduction system consists of p simply closed curves on
the fiber FQ. Each of them cuts out from FQ a surface diffeomorphic to the fiber FP of
the divide P . The p copies of FP in FQ are cyclicly permuted by the monodromy TQ.
This description follows from the construction of the monodromy of an irreducible plane
curve singularity given in [A’C73].

One of those copies can be visualized more easily as follows. Let {x ∈ D|fP (x) ≥ v}.
For each double point c of P we connect the two components of {x ∈ D|fP (x) ≥ v}, that
are incident with the double point c, by a special bridge which projects diagonally through
the Manhattan part of the divide Q, that corresponds to c. The projection of the bridge
is a twisted strip Sc in D, that realizes a boundary connected sum of the P+-components
(see Fig. 8.3.2). The twist points of the strip Sc are precisely the critical points of fQ,
that lie on the diagonal. The boundary of Sc consists of two smooth curves, that intersect
each other transversally and that also intersect the divide Q transversally.

Let C be the union of the projections Sc of the bridges with {x ∈ D|fP (x) ≥ v}, see
Fig. 8.3.2. In Fig. 8.3.3 we have zoomed out one block to show more details. The copy
FP,Q of the fiber of the knot L(P ) is the closure in the fiber FQ of the knot L(Q) of the
set

{(x, u) ∈ TD|x ∈ C, (dfQ)x ̸= 0, (dfQ)x(u) = 0} ∩ S3.

The first reduction curve is the boundary

R := ∂FP,Q

of the surface FP,Q ⊂ FQ. The reduction system is the orbit

{R, TQ(R), T 2
Q(R), . . . }

under the monodromy TQ of the singularity with divide Q.

Example 8.3.2. Our first example is the singularity with two essential Puiseux pairs
(x3 − y2)2 − 4x5y − x7, whose link is a two stage iterated torus knot. For a detailed
description of the link, the monodromy and the Milnor fiber of this singularity, follow the
construction of [A’C73]. Its divide Q = P2,9∗P2,3, (see Fig. 5.3.3), has two P+-components,
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Figure 8.3.2. Bridge through Manhattan.

Figure 8.3.3. Bridge through a block of Manhattan.

where P = P2,3 (recall Fig. 8.3.4 and contents of that section), where the projection of the
reduction curve R is drawn). In this case Manhattan consists of one block. The reduction
curve R is the pre-image in the fiber FQ of its projection proj(R) ⊂ D under the map
(x, u) 7→ x (see Fig. 8.3.4). That means R is the closure in FQ of the set

{(x, u) ∈ TD|x ∈ proj(R), (dfQ)x ̸= 0, (dfQ)x(u) = 0, ∥x∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1}.

The reduction system is {R, TQ(R)}.
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Figure 8.3.4. Divide Q = P2,9 ∗ P2,3 with reduction curves R and T (R) (dotted).

The curve R is homologically trivial in FQ. It turns out that the power T 156
Q of the

monodromy is the composition of the right Dehn twists, whose core curves are {R, TQ(R)}
. The power T 156

Q is a product of 2496 = 16× 156 Dehn twists, since TQ is the product of
those Dehn twists whose core curves are the system of distinguished quadratic vanishing
cycles of the real morsification with divide Q. It turns out that the expression as product
of Dehn twists is far from being as short as possible. In fact, the right Dehn twist ∆R with
core curve R can be written as a product of 36 right Dehn twists that have core curves
coming from the morsification with divide Q. More precisely, the Dehn twist ∆R factors
as

∆R = (∆M ◦∆b ◦∆m ◦∆a ◦∆−1
m ◦∆−1

b )6,

The factors are right Dehn twists whose core curves are among the quadratic vanishing
cycles δm, δa, δM , δb of the divide Q as indicated in Fig. 8.3.3, δM is the vanishing cycle of a
P+-region, δm of the maximum of Manhattan, and δa, δb of street corners of Manhattan. It
follows that T 156

Q can also be written as a composition of 72 Dehn twists with core curves

among the vanishing cycles of the divide Q. The composition ∆b ◦∆m ◦∆a ◦∆−1
m ◦∆−1

b
is the Dehn twist with core curve ā := ∆b(∆m(a)).

The reduction curve R cuts off from FQ a piece FP,Q of genus one, which corresponds
to a copy of the Milnor fiber of the Brieskorn-Pham singularity y2 + x3 (corresponding
to the first Puiseux pair). The Dehn twists ∆M and ∆ā act only on this piece, since the
curves δM and ā lie entirely in this piece; in this piece, that is a copy of the fiber FP , they
generate the geometric monodromy group of the accompanying singularity x3 − y2 = 0
with divide P2,3.

Example 8.3.3. Our second example is the double cusp, that is, the singularity with two
branches (x3 − y2)(y3 − x2). Its homological monodromy is of infinite order by [A’C73].
Each branch is a torus knot. Again Manhattan consists of one block. In Fig. 8.3.5 we
have drawn the projections of the curves R,R′ and S, S′, that together are the boundary
components of the two diagonals through Manhattan. In this case the curves R and R′

are isotopic to each other, as are the curves S and S′. A complete reduction system for
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Figure 8.3.5. Divide P for (x3 − y2)(y3 − x2) with reduction system R ∪ S.

the geometric monodromy is the system {R,S}. Each component of this system carries
a non-trivial homology class. The isotopy classes of the curves R and S are permuted by
the monodromy TP , hence the system {R,S} is invariant under the monodromy.

Let h be the action of TP on the homologyH1(FP ,Z) of the the fiber FP . Let δa, δb, δc, δd
be the vanishing cycles of the double points, that are the corners of Manhattan of P , let
δm be the vanishing cycle of the maximum in the center of Manhattan.

If one chooses the orientations appropriately, on has

[R] = [δa] + [δm] + [δc], [S] = [δb] + [δm] + [δd], h([R]) = −[S], h([S]) = −[R],

hence also h([R] − [S]) = [R] − [S]. Let [k] be any cycle on FP , that is carried by a
simple oriented curve k and intersects the curves R and S each transversally in one point.
One has h10([k]) = [k] ± ([R] + [S]), which shows that the homological monodromy h is
not of finite order. We have drawn in Fig. 8.3.5 the oriented projection of such a cycle
k, that intersects the curves A and B. The curve A is halfway in between the curves
R and R′ on the cylinder they cut out. Let B be the curve halfway in between S and
S′. The curves A and B are the reduction curves of Figure 3 on page 167 of [A’C73].
The reduction system A,B is much easier to draw, see Fig. 8.3.6, where are drawn the
projections in D. The projections meet transversally at the maximum in Manhattan of
fP . The curve δm intersects transversally in two points each curve R and S. One has
h10([δm]) = [δm]± 2([R] + [S]).

The power T 10
P of the geometric monodromy, that is a word of length 110 in the Dehn

twists of the divide P , is equal to the composition of those right Dehn twists, whose core
curves are R and S. So, the power T 10

P also can be written as the much shorter word

∆c ◦∆m ◦∆a ◦∆−1
m ◦∆−1

c ◦∆d ◦∆m ◦∆b ◦∆−1
m ◦∆−1

d .

Remark 8.3.4. The curves A and ∆m(∆c(δa)) are isotopic, where ∆m and ∆c are the
right Dehn twists with core curves δm and δc. It follows that the reduction system A,B
consists of quadratic vanishing cycles of the singularity of {(x3 − y2)(y3 − x2) = 0} with
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Figure 8.3.6. Divide P for (x3 − y2)(y3 − x2) with reduction system A ∪B.

two branches. In contrast, a reduction curve of a singularity with only one branch can not
be a quadratic vanishing cycle, since all reduction curves are zero in the homology.

8.4. Geometric monodromy group and reduction system. Let the polynomial f(a,b)
be an equation for an irreducible plane curve singularity with n essential Puiseux pairs
(ai, bi)1≤i≤n with ai < bi. The number of simply closed curves contained in a complete
reduction system R for the monodromy of f is

anan−1 · . . . · a2 + anan−1 · . . . · a3 + · · ·+ anan−1 + an.

Indeed, this follows from the construction of the Milnor fiber in [A’C73]. Let

Γf,red < Γf

be the subgroup of the geometric monodromy group (recall Definition 2.3.2) of Γf of f
of those elements γ ∈ Γf that up to isotopy fix each component of R. Let Γ0

f,red be the
subgroup of Γf which is generated by the Dehn twist whose core curves are quadratic
vanishing cycles and do not intersect any component of R. Obviously, one has Γ0

f,red ⊂
Γf,red, but we do not know if this inclusion is strict. A component of F \R is called a top-
component if its closure in F meets only one component of R. Let Γf,top be the subgroup
of Γf of those monodromy transformations, which induce the identity in each component
of F \ R that is not a top-component. Let Γ0

f,top be the intersection Γf,top ∩ Γ0
f,red. We

have

Theorem 8.4.1. Let f = f(a,b) be an irreducible singularity with n ≥ 2 essential Puiseux
pairs (ai, bi)1≤i≤n. Let g = f(a′,b′) be a singularity with the n − 1 essential Puiseux pairs
(a′, b′) = (ai, bi)1≤i≤n−1. The group Γf contains the product of an copies of the group Γg.

Theorem 8.4.2. Let f(a,b) be an irreducible singularity with n ≥ 2 essential Puiseux pairs.

The group Γ0
f,top is isomorphic to the product of anan−1 · . . . · a2 copies of the geometric

monodromy group of the singularity ya1 − xb1 = 0.
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Proof of Theorem 8.4.1. Let P be the divide Pan−1,b′n−1
∗· · ·∗Pa2,b′2 ∗Pa1,b1 for the singular-

ity of g and let Q = Pan,b′n∗P be the divide for the singularity of f . A copy FP,Q of the fiber
FP is constructed as a subset of the fiber FQ. Remember, that FP is obtained by connecting
with strips the sets {(x, u) ∈ TD|fP (x) > 0, (dfP )x(u) = 0}, where fP : D → R is a Morse
function for the divide P . For each double point of P there are two connecting strips. To
each +-component of P corresponds a P+-component of Q with the same topology and to
each double point of P corresponds a Manhattan grid of Q, in which we have drawn di-
agonally the projection of the strips that connect {(x, u) ∈ TD|x ∈ QP,+, (dfQ)x(u) = 0}.
Here, QP,+ denotes the union of the P+-components of the complement of the divide Q.
From the divide P is deduced a distinguished basis of quadratic vanishing cycles for the
singularity of f . Let BP be the union of the curves of this basis. This basis can be drawn
on the fiber FP , see Sect. 8.1 for an algorithmic method to visualize distinguished basis of
vanishing cycles.

In order to prove the theorem, we will construct inside FP,Q a system of simply closed
curves with union BP,Q, each of them being a quadratic vanishing cycle for the singularity
g, such that the pairs (FP , BP ) and (FP,Q, BP,Q) are diffeomorphic. This finishes the proof,
since the Dehn twist, whose cores are the quadratic vanishing cycles of BP,Q, generate a
copy of Γg in Γf . By acting with the geometric monodromy T of the singularity f , one
obtains an commuting copies of Γg in Γf .

To each +-region of P corresponds one P+-region of Q. The maximum of fP , say at M
in the region, is also a maximum of fQ. The quadratic vanishing cycle δM := {(M,u) ∈
TD|∥M∥2 + ∥u∥2 = 1} of FQ lies in FP and also in FP,Q. For each double point c of P
the quadratic vanishing cycle δc ⊂ FP projects in D to a tear splicing the gradient line gc
of fP through c. The endpoints of gc are maxima of fP or points on ∂D. The function
fQ has exactly one gradient line gQ,c that has the same endpoints as gc and coincides
with gc in a neighborhood of the common endpoints. The gradient line gQ,c runs along a
diagonal through the Manhattan grid corresponding to c. Let gQ,c be the simply closed
curve on FQ, that projects to a tear tQ,c equal to gQ,c, except above a neighborhood of
its endpoints where tQ,c equals tc. We remark that δQ,c is a cycle in FP,Q. Let c1, . . . , cp
be the p := an double points of Q that occur along the gQ,c and let M2, . . . ,Mp along
gQ,c be the maxima. Let δQ,c1 be the quadratic vanishing cycle of the singularity f that
corresponds to c1. One verifies that the cycles δQ,c and

∆cp ◦∆Mp ◦ · · · ◦∆c2 ◦∆M2(δQ,c1)

are isotopic. Here ∆ci or ∆Mi stands for the right Dehn twist of FQ whose core curve is the
quadratic vanishing cycle δci or δMi of the singularity f . Hence δQ,c ⊂ FP,Q is a quadratic
vanishing cycle for the singularity f . So far, we have constructed for each maximum and
for each saddle point of fP a simply closed curve on FP,Q that is a quadratic vanishing
cycle of the singularity f . These cycles intersect on FP,Q as do the corresponding quadratic
vanishing cycles of the singularity g on FP .

We now wish to construct for each minimum of fP a vanishing cycle on FP,Q. We have
to handle two cases: p odd, see Fig. 8.4.1, and p even, see Fig. 8.4.2.

If p is odd, a minimum m of fP will also be a minimum of fQ. Let δQ,m be the vanishing
cycle on FQ corresponding to m, see Fig. 8.4.1. The projection of δQ,m into D is a smooth
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Figure 8.4.1. Vanishing cycle s on FQ from a minimum of fP and cycle r on FP,Q.

simply closed curve s′ transversal to Q, that surrounds the − region of m through the its
neighboring + regions of Q. One needs to take care that in each neighboring + component
the projection runs through the maximum of fQ in that region. The points of s correspond
to pairs (x, u) with x ∈ s′ and u pointing inwards to m. Let r be a simply closed cycle
on FP,Q that projects into D upon the curve r′, which now surrounds the − region of
m through the P+-components of Q, see Fig. 8.4.1. In the Manhattan grids r′ ist just
a diagonal, again r′ runs through the maxima of the regions or touches ∂D. On r we
only allow pairs (x, u) where u points inwards to m. It is clear that the cycle r on FP,Q
intersects the cycles of the previous construction as the vanishing cycle to the minimum
of fP intersects the vanishing cycles of the critical points of fP . It remains however to
check that the cycle r is a quadratic vanishing cycle of the singularity of g. By applying
to r ⊂ FQ the Dehn twist corresponding to the critical points of fQ that are in between
the curves r′ and s′, one can transform the isotopy class of the curve δQ,m to the class of
the curve r. This proves that r is indeed a quadratic vanishing cycle of the singularity of
g.

If p is even, a minimum m of fP will be a maximum of fQ. Let δQ,M be the vanishing
cycle on FQ corresponding to maximum M := m, see Fig. 8.4.2. Its projection into D
is the point M := m. Let r be a simply closed cycle on FP,Q that projects into D upon
the curve r′ which now surrounds the − region of M := m through the P+-regions of Q,
see Fig. 8.4.2. In the Manhattan grids r′ ist just a diagonal, again r′ runs through the
maxima of the regions. On r we only allow pairs (x, u) where u points inwards to m. It
is clear that the cycle r on FP,Q intersects the cycles of the previous construction as the
vanishing cycle to the minimum of fP intersects the vanishing cycles of the critical points
of fP . By applying to δQ,M ⊂ FQ the Dehn twist corresponding to the critical points of
fQ that are in between the curve r′ and the point M := m, one can transform the isotopy
class of the curve δQ,M to the class of the curve r, and proves that r is indeed a quadratic
vanishing cycle of the singularity of g. As explained, this terminates the proof. □
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r’
m

Figure 8.4.2. Vanishing cycle δQ,m on FQ from a minimum of fP and cycle r on FP,Q.

Proof of Theorem 8.4.2. The proof of Theorem 8.4.1 constructs a copy ΓP,Q of the mono-
dromy group Γf of the singulatity f as subgroup in the monodromy group Γg of the
singularity g. This copy acts with support in a copy FP,Q of the fiber FP . The the first
an−1 iterates of the monodromy TQ of the singularity g constructs an copies of FP in FQ.
By conjugation with TQ one gets an copies from ΓP,Q. We end the proof by repeating this
argument. One gets anan−1 · · · a2 commuting copies of the geometric monodromy group
of the singularity xb1 − ya1 in Γg. □

9. Some other questions and properties

We conclude by stating some other open questions and properties related to divides
associated with plane curve singularities.

9.1. Connected sum and characterization of plane curve divides. The connected
sum of two divides (D1, P1) and (D2, P2) is done by making a boundary connected sum of
D1 and D2 such that a boundary point of P1 matches with a boundary point of P2. For
divides with one branch we have the formula:

L(P1#P2) = L(P1)#L(P2)

A relative immersion i : I → D of a copy of [0, 1] in D, such that at selftangencies the
velocities are with opposite orientation, defines an embedded and oriented arc I ′ in S3 by
putting:

I ′ := {(x, u) ∈ S3|x ∈ i(I), (di−1)x(u) ≥ 0}
Let j : I → D be a relative immersion with only transversal crossings and opposite

selftangencies, such that the endpoints of i and j are tangent with opposite orientations
and that all tangencies of i and j are generic and have opposite orientations. The union
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I ′ ∪ J ′ is the oriented knot of the pair (i, j). A divide P defines pairs (iP , jP ) of relative
immersions with opposite orientations by taking both orientations. Those pairs (iP , jP )
have a special 2-fold symmetry. For instance the complex conjugation realizes this 2-fold
symmetry for a divide, which arises as a real deformation of a real plane curve singularity.
It is interesting to observe that this symmetry acts on F1 with as fixed point set the
intersection D∩F1, which is a collection of r disjointly embedded arcs in F1. The quotient
of F̄1 by the symmetry is an orbifold surface with exactly 2r boundary π

2 -singularities. Any
link of singularity of a plane curve can be obtained as the link of a divide by Sect. 5 (c.f.
[A’C75b, A’C99, GZ74b]). It is an interesting problem to characterize links of singularities
among links of divides.

9.2. Symplectic properties. The link of a divide is transversal to the standard contact
structure in the 3-sphere. This can be seen explicitly by the following computation, where
we use the multiplication of quaternions. Let P be a divide in the unit disk. We assume
that the part of P , which lies in the collar of ∂D with inner radius 1√

2
, consists of radial line

segments. We think of the branches of P as parametrized curves γ(t) = (a(t), b(t)),−A ≤
t ≤ A, where the parameter speed is adjusted such that a2 + b2 + ȧ2 + ḃ2 = 1. To the
branch γ correspond two arcs Γ+ and Γ− on the sphere of quaternions of unit length:

Γ+(t) := a(t)− ȧ(t)i+ b(t)j + ḃ(t)k

Γ−(t) := a(−t) + ȧ(−t)i+ b(t)j − ḃ(−t)k
The left invariant speed of Γ+ at time t is

v(t) := Γ+(t)−1 d

dt
Γ+(t)

We have

v = aȧ+ ȧä+ bḃ+ ḃb̈+ [−aä+ ȧ2 − bb̈+ ḃ2]i+ vjj + vkk

The coefficient v0 := aȧ+ ȧä+ bḃ+ ḃb̈ vanishes, since d
dtΓ(t) is perpendicular to Γ(t), and

hence we can rewrite the coefficient vi of i in v as

vi = −aä+ ȧ2 − bb̈+ ḃ2 =< (a+ ȧ, b+ ḃ) | (ȧ, ḃ) >
Outside of the collar neighborhood of ∂D we have vi > 0, since a2+ b2 < 1/2 < ȧ2+ ḃ2.

In the collar we also have vi > 0 by a direct computation. Since the left invariant contact
structure on the unit sphere in the skew field of the quaternions is given by the span of
the tangent vectors j and k at the point 1, we conclude that Γ+ with its orientation is in
the positive sense transversal to the left invariant contact structure S3.

For the link of a divide we now will construct a polynomial, hence symplectic, spanning
surface in the 4-ball. For λ ∈ R, λ > 0 put

Bλ := {p+ ui ∈ C2|p, u ∈ R2, ∥p∥2 + λ−2∥u∥ ≤ 1}
We have Bλ∩R2 = D and Bλ is a strictly holomorphically convex domain with smooth

boundary in C2. The map (p, u) 7→ ((p, u/λ) identifies ∂Bλ with the unit 3-sphere of C2.



PLANE CURVE SINGULARITIES VIA DIVIDES 69

Theorem 9.2.1. Let P be a connected divide in the disc D with δ double points and r
branches. There exist λ > 0, η > 0 and there exists a polynomial function F : Bλ → C
with the following properties:

(a) the function F is real, i.e. F (p+ ui) = F (p+ ui),
(b) the set P0 := {p ∈ D|F (p) = 0} is a divide, which is C1 close to the divide P, and

hence the divides P and P0 are combinatorially equivalent,
(c) the function F has only non degenerate singularities, which are all real,
(d) for all t ∈ C, |t| ≤ η the intersection Kt := {(p+ iu) ∈ Bλ|F (p+ iu) = t} ∩ ∂Bλ

is transversal and by a small isotopy equivalent to the link L(P ),
(e) for the link Kη the surface {(p + iu) ∈ Bλ|F (p + iu) = η} is a connected smooth

symplectic spanning surface of genus δ − r + 1 in the 4-ball.

Proof. Let the divide P be given by smooth parametrized curves γl : [−1, 1] → R2, 1 ≤
l ≤ r. Using the Weierstrass Approximation Theorem, we can construct polynomial
approximations γl,0 : [−1, 1] → R2 being C2 close to γl and henceforth give a divide P0

with the combinatorics of the divide P. We may choose γl,0 such that γl,0(s) /∈ D, |s| > 1.
Let F : C2 → C be a real polynomial map such F = 0 is a regular equation for the union
of the images of γl,0. Let S

3
λ be the sphere S3

λ := {p+ iu ∈ C2|∥p∥2 + λ−2∥u∥2 = 1}. For a
sufficiently small λ > 0 we have that the 0-level of F on S3

λ is a model for the link L(P ). For
t ∈ C, t ̸= 0, and t sufficiently small, say |t| ≤ η, the surface Xt := {p+iu ∈ B4

λ|F (p+iu) =
t} is connected and smooth of genus δ − r + 1, and has a polynomial equation, hence is
a symplectic surface in the 4-ball Bλ equipped with the standard symplectic structure of
C2. The intersection Kη := Xη ∩ ∂Bλ is also a model for the link L(P ) and has hence a
symplectic filling with the required properties. □

Remark 9.2.2. Unfortunately, it is not the case that the restriction of F to Bλ is a
fibration with only quadratic singularities, such that for some η > 1 the fibers f−1

0 (t), t ∈
C, |t| < η, are transversal to the boundary of Bλ. So, we do not know, as it is the case
for divides coming from plane curve singularities, if it is possible to fill in with a Picard-
Lefschetz fibration, which is compatible with the contact and symplectic structure.

9.3. Presentation of the geometric monodromy group. We like to state the problem
of presenting the geometric monodromy group of plane curve singularities with genera-
tors and relations. It would be particulary nice to express the presentation in terms of
a divide of the singularity. The same problem can also be stated for the homological
monodromy group of plane curve singularities, but we think that the problem for the
geometric monodromy group is more tractable, since all reduction curves can be taken
into account Theorems 8.4.1 and 8.4.2. However, an important missing piece in this pro-
gram is a presentation with generators and relations of the geometric monodromy group
of the singularities yp − xq = 0 for 3 ≤ p ≤ q, 7 ≤ p + q. The fundamental group of
the complement of the discriminant in the unfolding of the singularity y2 − xq = 0 is the
braid group Bq−1. Bernard Perron and Jean-Pierre Vannier [PV96] have proved for the
singularities y2 − xq = 0 that the geometric monodromy group is a faithful image of the
braid group Bq−1 and that a similar result holds for the D singularities x(y2 − xq) = 0.
The fundamental group of the complement of the discriminant in the unfolding of the
singularity y3 − x6 = 0 is the Artin AE6 group of the Dynkin diagramm E6. Bronislaw
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Wajnryb [Waj99] has proved that the geometric monodromy representation of E6 into the
mapping class group of the Milnor fiber of the singularity y3 − x6 = 0 is not faithful.
Recently, Nick Salter and the second author [PCS21, Corollary C] have proven that the
geometric monodromy representation of a plane curve singularity that is not of type An
or Dn is never faithful if the genus of the Milnor fiber is at least 7.
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[AGZV88] V. I. Arnold, S. M. Gusĕın-Zade, and A. N. Varchenko. Singularities of differentiable maps.

Vol. II, volume 83 of Monographs in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1988.
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