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Abstract

For any plane curve singularity defined by an analytic function germ f, we
construct a spine on each Milnor fiber simultaneously, that realizes the vanishing
topology. In order to do so, we study the separatrices at the origin of the vector
field —Vlog|f|. Under some genericity conditions on the metric, we produce a
natural partition of the set of separatrices, .S, into a finite collection smooth strata.
As a byproduct of this theory, we construct a smooth fibration which is equivalent
to the Milnor fibration, and lives on a quotient of the Milnor fibration at radius 0.
The strict transform of S in this space induces the aforementioned spine for each
fiber of this fibration. These fibers are naturally endowed with a vector field in
such a way that the spine consists of trajectories which do not escape through the
boundary.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1. Motivation

The motivation for this work comes from a question that Thom posed to Lé
[Lé88|. More concretely, let f : C* — C be a holomorphic map. Then there exists
e,n > 0 with € small enough and 7 small with respect to ¢ such that the restriction
of f yields a locally trivial fibration:

(1.1.1) flB.ng—1(D,)* 5Bsﬁf71(D:;) — Dy

This is the Milnor fibration over the punctured disk. The following two results were
proven by Milnor [Mil68§|

(1) The pair of spaces (f~1(0) N Be, B:) is homeomorphic to the pair of cones
(C(F71(0) A S.), C(S.)).

(2) When f has an isolated critical point at the origin, the Milnor fiber F' has
the homotopy type of a bouquet of spheres of real dimension n — 1.

In this context, according to [L&88], Thom asked Lg if one could find a poly-
hedron P contained in this fiber F' (the Milnor fiber), of real dimension n — 1, such
that ' would be a regular neighborhood of P. From this result one would obtain
the construction of a continuous application which would send F' to the special
fiber Fy, sending P to {0} and F\ P homeomorphically to Fy\{0}. This application
would geometrically realize the collapsing of the homology H(F') of F' on the trivial
homology of Fj and this would give a geometric realization of the vanishing cycles
of the function at the isolated critical point.

A solution to this problem in the more general context of germs of analytic maps
with isolated singularity defined on analytic complex spaces f : X — C was sketched
by Lé in [Lé88] and later [LM17, Theorem 1], detailed by Lé and Menegon. More
concretely, they proved the following: let F; be the Milnor fiber of f and let Fj
be the central fiber. Then there exists a polyhedron P, < F; of real dimension
dim¢ F; and a continuous simplicial map 0F; — P; such that F; is homeomorphic
to the mapping cylinder of the map above. Furthermore, there exists a continuous
map of pairs U; : (Fy, P;) — (Fp,0) such that its restriction Fy\P; — Fp\{0} is
a homeomorphism. Their construction can be realized simultaneously only over a
proper sector of the base space of the fibration, which is a punctured disk.

The starting point of this work is based on an original idea by A’Campo
[A’C18] that can be summarized as follows:

(1) Consider the inwards pointing radial vector field ﬁ % on the disk D,,.
(2) Lift the vector field to a vector field ¢ on B.\Fy using the connection
given by the family of tangent planes which are the symplectic orthogonals

to the vertical tangent bundle associated with the Milnor fibration.
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2 1. INTRODUCTION

(3) Integrate the vector field and analyze the uniparametric family of diffeo-
morphisms that takes Milnor fibers along a ray all the way to the central
fiber.

(4) Analyze the maps p; : F; — Fp resulting from taking the limit of these
diffeomorphisms and study the set S; = p; ' (0)  F}.

The set S; is the expected spine for the Milnor fiber F; but it is not clear, a
priori, what kind of structure it has. At this moment a simple observation is due:
Analyzing the set S; amounts to analyzing the separatrices at 0 of £t that is, the
set of integral lines S of &1 that converge to the origin. Intersecting this set with
each Milnor fiber S n F} equally defines the set S;. From now on, we consider the
case of plane curves, that is, n = 2. We do not assume, however, that the plane
curve is reduced.

Our program departs from A’Campo’s idea but it quickly bifurcates. The lift
of the vector field ﬁt% is easily seen to be, up to multiplication by a positive real
function, the vector field

§=—Vlog|f|.

In particular, £ and & have the same integral lines. So this problem turns out
to be closely related to the study of integral lines of gradients of absolute values of
complex analytic maps.
The set S is very complicated near the origin so a natural idea to study it, is
to follow this strategy: with the notation C' = Fj, and C the strict transform of C,
blow up the origin
o (Yo, O U Do) - (CQ,C)

and see if the strict transform of the separatrices 7, '(S) intersects in a reasonable
way the new exceptional divisor Dy. It happens that, under some genericity con-
ditions on the metric, some of the trajectories in S now meet Dy transversely at a
finite set of points ¥y. Moreover, one is able to suitably rescale 7§ in such a way
that the rescaled vector field extends over Dg = DO\C’ to a vector field éo and its
restriction & = 50|D8 satisfies that

(1) & is the gradient with respect to the Fubini-Study metric on Dy of a
Morse function Dg — R.

(2) The critical set of & is precisely Y.

(3) & has fountain singularities and saddle points on interior points of D§
but it does not have sink singularities.

(4) The intersection points of Dy with the strict transform C behave like sink
singularities, that is, £ points towards the strict transform near these
intersection points.

While we have simplified our set S, the problem is far from being solved: there
are still many trajectories in 7y ! (S) that converge to intersection points in C n Dy.
Some wishful thinking leads one to believe that further repeating of this technique
will eventually resolve the set S and one shall be able to study these separatrices
by studying some sort of nice Morse vector fields on the divisors D; of, let’s say, an
embedded resolution 7 : (Y, D = |J, D;) — (C?,C). This couldn’t be further from
the truth since a lot of things that behave nicely on the first blow up, go wrong.
In particular, it is not always possible to re-scale and extend the (pullback of) the
vector field £ to the divisors D;. This phenomenon occurs because the extension
depends on the angle € from which one approaches the origin. Once spotted the
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problem and its origin, it becomes natural to perform a real oriented blow up of
the resolution space Y along the exceptional set D. The real oriented blow up
substitutes a manifold by the moduli of all the normal directions to this manifold.
Note that the function arg(f) that gives the argument of f, is only well defined
outside C'. The real oriented blow up

o: (Y™, D) — (Y,D)

resolves this indeterminacy: the function arg(f) lifts to a function arg™(f) that
naturally extends over all Y. With 7"° = 7 o g, this same phenomenon allows us
to rescale and extend the vector field (7")*¢ to vector fields £f° that are defined
on, and are tangent to, the exceptional divisors D}° = oc~1(D;).

The space Y™ is a manifold with corners. As a topological manifold it has a
boundary 0Y™ = D' that fibers over the circle R/277Z via the map arg™(f). This
topological fibration is equivalent to the Milnor fibration and it is usually known
as the Milnor fibration at radius 0 and its fiber Fj° the Milnor fiber at radius 0.
This fibration was described by A’Campo [A’C75] to describe a zeta function for
the monodromy. See also [KIN99] for a very similar construction.

When the metric used to define £ satisfies other genericity conditions we show
that the vector fields £/° behave in a nice way:

(1) &% = &°lrenpre has a saddle-point singularity at a point p € D;y° if
and only if o(p) € D; is the intersection point of the strict transform of a
particular relative polar curve and D;.

(2) &% has no other singularities on p € D}%°.

At this point we have simplified enough the set of separatrices S and we con-
clude that it can be partitioned into manifolds of trajectories that converge either to
some saddle point of some £ or to a repeller on the first blow up. More concretely:

THEOREM A (Theorem 11.2.1). Assuming that C? is endowed with a generic
metric, the punctured total spine S\{0} is the disjoint union of strata, each of which
is a punctured disk, an open solid torus or an open solid Klein bottle. Fach stratum
corresponds to a point p on the exceptional divisor of an embedded resolution of
(C,0), in that it is the union of trajectories of £ whose lift to the resolution converges
to p.

In Chapter 12 we define the invariant Milnor fibration at radius zero which as
a set, is a quotient of the Milnor fibration at radius zero.

THEOREM B (Theorem 12.3.12). The invariant Milnor fibration naturally ad-
mits a smooth structure and a smooth vector field tangent to each Milnor fiber. The
union of trajectories of this vector field, which do not escape through the boundary,
is a spine for each Milnor fiber. As a set, this spine coincides with the intersection
of strict transform of the total spine with the Milnor fibration at radius zero. More-
over, this spine has the structure of a piecewise smooth 1-dimensional CW complex
and all the 1-cells meet transversely at the 0-cells

Note that we are able to construct this spine for all § € R/27Z at the same
time and so, necessarily, the topological type of the spine changes with 6 because,
otherwise, we would get a finite order algebraic monodromy which is not always
the case for plane curve singularities.
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1.2. Future work

A large motivating factor for this project is to understand the integral mon-
odromy and the variation map. A natural continuation of this work provides us with
methods to explicitly describe both operators. This is the subject of a manuscript
already in preparation.

A similar program in higher dimensions quickly becomes more complicated. For
instance, the resolution complex in higher dimensions is not as well understood as
the dual resolution graph of a plane curve singularity, whose structure is repeatedly
used in this text. Another reason is that relative polar curves, which are heavily
used in this work, have a simpler (but still very rich) nature than relative polar
varieties which, for example, do not intersect the exceptional divisors in just isolated
points.

1.3. Organization of the paper

In Chapter 2 we recall the ideas of A’Campo [A’C18| and motivate our prob-
lem. Using results of Lojasiewicz [F.0j84], we prove that the ideas of A’Campo
yield a well defined collapsing map

p:Fy —C

from each Milnor fiber over ¢ € D to the central fiber C. We show that this map
is a local diffeomorphism when restricted outside the preimage of the origin. One
of the main goals of the rest of the paper is to understand the set

S = p; 1(0).

In Chapter 3 we mainly recall the theory of embedded resolutions 7 : (Y, D) —
(C2%,0), this serves as well to introduce some important notation and invariants.
We introduce a structure of directed graph to the dual graph of the resolution I' and
describe this structure in terms of defined invariants associated with the resolution.

Chapter 4 is devoted to understand the real oriented blow up of the resolution
along the exceptional set D. This procedure produces a manifold with corners Y™
that is naturally foliated by manifolds Y;° where 6 = arg(f). A topological locally
trivial fibration naturally appears on the boundary of the real oriented blow up:
the Milnor fibration at radius 0.

In Chapter 5, we recall some of the work by Tessier [Tei77] and we describe a
particular kind of embedded resolutions mp1 @ Ypo1 — C?: those that resolve also all
the relative polar curves that live in a special dense and equisingular family. These
are the resolutions used throughout the rest of the paper.

In Chapter 6 we introduce an important invariant associated to each divisor
of an embedded resolution, the polar weight w; € Z=y. The vertices where this
invariant vanishes describe a special connected subgraph T of the resolution graph,
the invariant subgraph. It is, furthermore, characterized as the subgraph consisting
of all the geodesics in I' that join the vertex 0 with vertices adjacent to some arrow
head (which correspond to components of the strict transform of the curve). The
complement of T is the (in general disconnected) non-invariant graph. This section
ends with a detailed study of the generic relative polar curves of a plane curve
singularity. In particular, using previous work of Michel [Mic08| we describe base
points of the Jacobian ideal and some obstruction as to where the strict transforms
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of generic relative polar curves intersect the exceptional divisors of the embedded
resolution o1 : Ypor — C2.

As we have said in the introduction, our program has a special treatment for
the divisor Dy and its corresponding counterpart D§° in the real oriented blow up.
Our program is carried away completely in this case in Chapter 7. More concretely,
we prove that, after appropriately rescaling the vector field (mp01)*€ we can extend
it over to a vector field £y defined on Dg. Moreover, for a dense set of linear metrics
which is made precise in that section, the restriction to D§ is the gradient of a
Morse function Dg — R. We finish the section by describing the spine a radius 0
over the 1st blow up. Note that this case is important since it completely finishes
the program for homogeneous singularities, since they are resolved by one blow up.
One can also think about this as the part that deals with the tangent cone of the
singularity.

In Chapters 8 and 9 we deal with the extension of the vector field (7}2,)*¢ over
the the boundary of the real oriented blow up D™. In order to do so, we introduce
the numerical invariant called the radial weight that measures the order of the poles
that (mpe1)*€ has over the divisors Dj° and, thus, indicates how to rescale (77%;)*¢.

Chapter 10 constitutes one of the main technical contributions of the paper.
We prove that the vector fields extended in the previous sections have a manifold
of trajectories converging to each saddle point in the interior of some divisor. The
main ingredient for this part is the theory of center-stable manifolds as developed
by A. Kelley in [Kel67a, Kel67b].

In Chapter 11 we prove the first main theorem (Theorem A) of this paper,
showing that the total spine S naturally decomposes into smooth manifolds corre-
sponding to the singularities of the extended vector fields. In particular, we prove
that if a trajectory  converges to the origin in C2, its strict transform by the real
oriented blow up converges to one of these singularities.

In Chapter 12, we prove the second main result of the paper, Theorem B, which
also depends on the first one. First we describe the invariant Milnor fibration which
is the natural fibration induced by the function arg™ on the boundary of the real
oriented blow up of (Y, D) along a certain subset of divisors. We put a smooth
structure on this space and show that our vector fields naturally extend and glue
to give a smooth vector field. Then, the regularity of the extended vector field and
the previous main theorem allows us to prove Theorem B.

Finally, in Chapter 13 we work out a detailed example where all the theory
developed in the paper comes into play.






CHAPTER 2

General Setting

Let f € Ocz o be a germ of a holomorphic function on C? which is not necessarily
reduced. Let C' = C? be a representative of the germ (Z(f),0) defined by f. Thus,
C' is an analytic plane curve with possibly non-reduced components.

Let B: be a closed Milnor ball for C, that is, a ball such that all spheres S/
with 0 < €’ < ¢ intersect C' transversely. Let 1 be small enough with respect to «.
We define the set

Tub = Tub(e,n) = B n f~1(D,)

and call it a Milnor tube. In particular, if 7 is chosen small enough, Ehresmann’s
fibration theorem implies that

f|’[\ub* . Tub* g D:;

is a locally trivial fibration which is called the Milnor fibration. Here Tub* = Tub\C
and D} = D,\{0}. For each t € D,, we denote by F} the sets

Fy = f~'(t) n B. < Tub.

When t # 0, the set F; is the Milnor fiber at t. In this case, F} is a, possibly
disconnected, compact surface with non-empty boundary. The set Fy = C' n B,

is called the central fiber or the special fiber. For notational convenience we also
denote Fy by C. = C n Be.

2.1. The complex gradient as a lift

For the most of this section we essentially follow [A’C18].

Let w be the standard real symplectic structure on C2. We define a connection
associated to the Milnor fibration on the tube as follows. For each p € Tub\{0} we
define the vector space

Ny :={ve T,Tub: w(v,u) = 0 for all u e TpFr-1(¢p)) }-

That is, N’ is the symplectic orthogonal to the tangent space of the Milnor fiber
that contains p. We consider the plane field

Ne= ) Ny
peC2\{0}

which defines a connection on Tub\{0} — D}. We call N the symplectic connection
associated with f.

Remark 2.1.1. In this remark we expose some properties of the symplectic con-
nection.

(1) By the non-degeneracy of w we find that dimg N’ = 2.

7



8 2. GENERAL SETTING

(2) Since each fiber is a complex curve, the complex structure J : TC? — TC?
leaves invariant the tangent bundle to the fibers. So

w(u,v) =0 < gsa(u,v) = w(u, Jv) =0

where ggq is the standard Riemannian metric on C2. Thus, the symplectic
orthogonal to the tangent spaces of fibers coincides with the Riemannian
orthogonal Ng=¢ for each p € Tub\{0}.

(3) Since f is a submersion on Tub® we find that the map dfy|ny : Ny —
Tt () C is a C-linear isomorphism (in particular conformal) for all p € Tub*,
so N¥ is a connection for the Milnor fibration Tub* — Dy.

Let now —t/[¢| be the unit real radial vector field pointing inwards on D}.

Definition 2.1.2. Let ¢!if* be the symplectic lift of —t/|t| to Tub™ using the sym-
plectic connection N*.

In the next lemma we recall an explicit formula the gradient of the logarithm
of the absolute value of a holomorphic function and a characterization of it.

Lemma 2.1.3. Let U < C” be an open subset and let g : U — C be a holomorphic
function. Then,

(1)

— T

g g

(2)
(Dg)(Vlog|g|) = |Vlog|gl|*g

where V indicates the real gradient with respect to the standard Riemannian metric
on C™ and Dg s the differential of the function g.

PROOF. The first item 1 is a direct computation. For 2 again, the following
direct computation

79 g\
(Dg)(Vioglgl) = (919, . ong) - (7 ,%>

o192 Ongl?

_ ol o 1ongl®
|019]? |3ng|2)

= + PPN JF g

< lg|? lg|?
= |Vloglgl|*g

yields the result. (|

The following lemma relates the lift £t of the unit radial vector field and the
gradient described before.

Lemma 2.1.4. The equality

. —1
é—llft _ . VIOg f
T e

holds.
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PROOF. Observe that the function —log|f| : Tub® — R. takes constant
values on ffl(S}]/) N B, c Tub*, that is, on the preimage by f of circles of radius
7’ with 0 < 1/ < n. By the definition of gradient, —V log|f| is orthogonal with
respect to the Riemannian metric gsq to the tangent spaces T, f_l(S}f), so in
particular it is g-orthogonal to the tangent spaces of the Milnor fibers and thus, by
Remark 2.1.12, it is contained in N;’. It follows from construction that ¢t (p) is
orthogonal to T}, Fy(,). Since dfp|nw : Ny’ — Ty (,)C is conformal (Remark 2.1.1 3),

the orthogonal complement to £ (p) in Ny is
T,f ' (Sh) A N2

This shows that there exists a positive (since both vector fields point in the same

direction) real function k such that ¢ (p) = k- (—Vlog|f|) and we can compute

it:

-1 _ 1PV iog|F])]
[Df(E")]

because | D f(¢!)[ = 1. So we conclude by applying Lemma 2.1.3, 2. O

k = [Df(Viog|fDI

Once and for all, we put a name to this important vector field which is the
central object studied in this work.

Definition 2.1.5. We define the vector field

§=—Vlog|f|.

Remark 2.1.6. (i) The vector fields ¢ and "' have the same trajectories on Tub*
since they differ by a positive scalar function. For computational convenience,
throughout this article we work with ¢ instead of £t

(ii) Furthermore, an analogous reasoning yields that these vector fields also have
the same trajectories as —V| f|%.

(iii) Since arg(f) is constant along trajectories of ¢t (and &), these vector fields
are tangent to arg(f)~1(0) = Tub* for all § € R/27Z.

2.2. The collapsing map

2.2.1. The collapsing map, p : Tub — C, is defined as follows. Choose ¢, and
therefore also 7, small enough. This means that Tub = Tub(e,n) is contained in
an arbitrarily small neighborhood of 0 in C2. In fact, given a small neighborhood
U of 0 € C?, by a theorem of Lojasiewicz [F.0j84], we can choose £ small enough so
that any trajectory of the vector field —V|f|? starting at p € Tub, does not escape
U. Furthermore, each such trajectory -, satisfies:

(a) it is defined on Ry,
(b) it has finite arc length, and

(c) it converges to some point in U where —V|f|? vanishes, i.e. a point of
CnU.

In this construction, we can clearly replace the vector field —V|f|? by ¢ = —V log | f|,
or the lifting ¢"*) since these define the same trajectories in U\C' (recall Re-
mark 2.1.6 (i) and (ii) above). Note that if p € C, then the trajectory of —V|f|? is
the constant path at p, and so the above results hold trivially.
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Remark 2.2.2. For completeness, we recall how the result cited above follows
from the existence of a Lojasiewicz exponent. Set g = —|f|?. There exist ¢ > 0 and
0 < 8 < 1 so that in a neighborhood of the origin,

Vgl = clgl’.
Let z(t) be a trajectory of Vg parametrized by arc length. This way, we have
Vg _ —Vlog|f| ¢

T =

Vel IVioglfll T lEl
Here we assume that x is not a constant trajectory. This gives

WD) _ (Gg(atr), 8 = |Va(al)] > o0

and so (since |g| = —¢)

dlg(=(t))|*~° —odlg(z(t))]
—_—  =(1-90 t — = < —(1-0)c.
L = (11— 0)lga(e) T (1-0)
Therefore, a trajectory starting at p cannot be longer than

(1= 0)clg(p)|'? = 1 —0)c|f(p)|* 2.

This shows that x(¢) has a limit, which must be a point where the vector field Vg
vanishes, i.e. a point on C.

Definition 2.2.3. With Tub as before, define the collapsing map p : Tub — C by
setting

p(p) = lim ,(t),  p e Tub,

where 7, is the trajectory of —V|f|? starting at p (which by (a) is defined for all
t € Rxp). For t € Dy, we set p; = p|p,.

Definition 2.2.4. We say that a set K in a manifold with boundary M is a spine
for M if M\K is a collar neighborhood of M.

Lemma 2.2.6. Assume that f = f{*--- fI=, where f1,..., fs are irreducible, and

set C; = ffl(O). The collapsing map p has the following properties:

(i) p is continuous and proper.

(i) The restriction of p; to Fy\p; 1(0) — C\{0} is a local diffeomorphism.

(iii) Let g € C\{0}, with |q| < e. Then, for |t| small enough, the fiber p;*(q)
consists of r; points.

PRrROOF. For (i), it suffices to show that p is continuous since Tub is compact.
Let p € Tub, set ¢ = p(p) and let V be a neighborhood of ¢ in C2. By 2.2.1, there
exists a smaller neighborhood of g, V' < V so that trajectories starting in V'’ do
not escape V. The trajectory of £ starting at p ends up in ¢ € V’, which means
that the flow of £ at some time sends a neighborhood U’ of p to V’. As a result,
trajectories starting in U’ ultimately do not escape V, and so p(U’) = V, which
proves continuity.

Next we prove (ii) and (iii). First, consider the case when f = f;* has one
branch with some multiplicity vy > 1, and f; is smooth. In this case, the vector
fields —V|f|? and —V/|f1]? have the same trajectories, and the function —|f1]? is
Morse-Bott. In this case, the Milnor fiber F; is the disjoint union of r; disks, and
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C

St 0

FIGURE 2.2.5. On the left, the Milnor fiber of the singularity y2 +
23. In blue we see the part of the Milnor fiber that maps to the
origin by the collapsing map. In the central fiber we see the image

of the boundary component of the Milnor fiber (red).

pt embeds each of them in the smooth curve {f; = 0}. Thus, (ii) and (iii) hold in
this case.

In general, assume that p € F;\ p; *(0) with t € Dy, and set ¢ = p(p). Then
there exist small neighborhoods V' > V'’ 3 ¢ so that C n V is a smooth curve with
some multiplicity, and trajectories starting in ¥’ do not escape V. The flow of ¢lift
at some time sends a neighborhood of p in F; diffeomorphically to a neighborhood
in V! n Fy for some t'. By the above case, for |t'| small enough, py |y : V' — C' is
a local diffeomorphism. This proves (ii).

For (iii), we can choose small neighborhoods V’ and V in C? with ge V' = V so
that if |¢| is small, then p; ' (¢) NV’ consists of r; points. This follows from the case
above, where f = fi* and f; is smooth. If V" < V’ is a closed neighborhood of ¢,
then the complement (C'n B:)\V' can be covered with finitely many neighborhoods
with the property that if p is in any of them, then the trajectory starting at p does
not escape Tub\V”. As a result, p; *(¢) = V" for |t| small enough. O

Corollary 2.2.7. Fort e D}, the complement of the spine in the Milnor fiber F}
is a collar neighborhood of the boundary,

F\p; 1(0) = 0F, x (0,1].
ProOOF. The punctured central fiber is the union of trajectories of the vector
field
V(([2* + ly*)evoy)
That is, the gradient (with respect to g|c\(o}) of the restriction of the square dis-

tance function to the central fiber. Each of these trajectories is transverse to all
spheres S3,, for 0 < &’ < e. This gives a product structure

5]
C n BA{0} = (CnS2) % (0,1]
for & small. This pulls back to a product structure on F\ p; *(0). O
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As we said in the introduction, this work is devoted to study the set of trajecto-
ries of £ that converge to the origin. The closure of this set, by definition, contains
the origin. After Definition 2.2.4 and Corollary 2.2.7, the following definition is
justified.

Definition 2.2.8. The total spine S < Tub and the spine S; < F; of each Milnor
fiber are defined as

S = p~10), S, =p;*(0), teD,.

2.3. Isometric coordinates

In this subsection we define the notion of isometric coordinates that we use
throughout the text. This captures the idea that changing the metric by a linear
transformation and taking a linear change of coordinates are equivalent operations
and thus, one can always work with the standard metric if one is willing to change
the equation of f.

Definition 2.3.1. For A € GL(C,2) define a Hermitian metric on C? by setting
ha(v,w) = w*A* Av.

In particular hiq is the standard metric. Equivalently, h4 is the metric obtained
by pulling back the standard metric on C? via the linear change of coordinates
A :C? — C2. Associated with h we have its real part g4 which is a Riemannian
metric and its imaginary part w4 which is a symplectic form.

Two linear functions z,y : C2 — C form isometric coordinates with respect to
A if the induced linear map (z,y) : (C%,ga) — (C?, giq) is an isometry.

2.4. Vector fields

In this subsection we recall some notions about vector fields and fix some no-
tation.

Let ¢ be a vector field defined on an open neighborhood U of an n-dimensional
manifold M around a point p € M. In local coordinates, ¢ is given by

¢=(¢",...,¢"):U >R xR".
The following definition is inspired by the usual notion of Hessian when the
vector field admits a potential.

Definition 2.4.1. Assume that ((p) = 0. We define the Hessian matriz of ¢ at
p € M as the matrix of partial derivatives

01¢t(p) 2 (p) -+ InCl(p)
01C%(p) 2%(p) -+ nC(p)

Hesspé_: . . . .
1¢"(p) (" (p) -+ 9uC"(p)

The Hessian of ¢ at p is the linear operator 1, M — T, M represented by the above
matrix.

Definition 2.4.2. A singularity of a vector field is a point p where the vector field
is not defined (for example a puncture of M) or where the vector field takes the
value 0.
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We follow the nomenclature of the book [AR67], in particular Corollary 22.5
and text after.

Definition 2.4.3. A linear operator is elementary if its eigenvalues all have non-
zero real part.

A singularity p of a vector field ¢ where ((p) = 0 is an elementary singularity
if the Hessian of the vector field is elementary as an operator.

We say that a vector field £ is elementary if it only has elementary singularities.

Elementary singularities allow us to apply the theorem of Grobman-Hartman
and linearize the vector field near the singularity.

Example 2.4.4. A consequence of Grobman-Hartman is that there are only three
types of elementary singularities (see Figure 2.4.5) that can appear in a vector field
defined on a topological surface:

(1) a fountain or repeller, which happens when the Hessian has two eigenvalues
with positive real part,

(2) a sink or attractor, when the two eigenvalues of the Hessian have negative
real part, and

(3) a saddle point, when one eigenvalue has positive real part and the other
has negative real part.

NN
NN A
FIGURE 2.4.5. From left to right: a fountain, a sink and a saddle point.

Next, we recall the notions of winding number function of a curve relative to a
vector field and Poincaré-Hopf index of a vector field. For more on winding number
functions see [HJ89] or [Chi72].

Definition 2.4.6. Let { be a vector field on an oriented surface M with punctures
and boundary components. Let v : S' — M be a simple closed oriented curve
in M. Assume that ¢ does not vanish at any point of v. We define the winding
number of ( around v by

we(2) = 3= | dang ((0/(0).C00)

where ang(-, ) is the angle function with respect to some metric on M. It can be
shown that it does not depend on the chosen metric and that it is also invariant
under isotopies of v that do not cross any singularities of (.

Assume that the curve v is the boundary of a small disk centered at an isolated
singularity p (puncture or zero) of ¢, and that + is oriented as the boundary of such
disk. Then w¢(v) relates to the classical Poincaré-Hopf index of ¢ at p denoted by
Ind.(p) as follows

(2.4.7) we(y) =1 —Inde(p).

Let L be a boundary component of M and let N(L) be a small collar neighbor-
hood of L. Assume that ¢ does not vanish at any point of N(L)\L. We define the
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winding number of ( around L, denoted by w¢(L), as we(L') where L’ is a closed
curve in N(L)\L parallel to L and oriented with the orientation induced by M on

Example 2.4.8. Consider the vector field ¢ = z¥ on C with & > 0. This vector
field has, outside the origin and up to scaling, the same integral lines as the vector
field z~%. Therefore we can compute its index at the origin by the Cauchy integral
formula and get

(2.4.9) Ind(0) = —k.

Note that in this case the vector field Z* defines a k 4 1-pronged singularity at the
origin (see the left part of fig. 2.4.10). If the surface M has a boundary component

N\ 7
:£><2_
7| 4 \\\

FIGURE 2.4.10. A 4-pronged singularity on the left corresponding
to the vector field z3. And a 4-pronged boundary on the right.

L such that after being contracted to a point, looks like a k + 1-pronged singularity
(see the right part of fig. 2.4.10), then

wg(L) =1+k

Similarly, for the vector field ¢ = z¥ on C with k > 0, we get a k + 1-petal
singularity (see fig. 2.4.12). By a similar computation the index in this case is

(2.4.11) Ind.(0) = k.

And, if M has a boundary component L such that after being contracted to a point,
looks like a k + 1-petal singularity, then

’wc(L) =1—-k
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CHAPTER 3

Embedded Resolutions

In this section we explain several notions related to the resolutions of plane
curve singularities, we also introduce notation and fix our conventions. We start by
talking about different embedded resolutions and their dual graphs. We introduce
the group of cycles associated with a modification and the notion of initial part and
vanishing order of a function with respect to a variable or hypersurface. The latter
two concepts play a central role in many of the subsequent proofs of this work.

After this, we introduce the mazimal and canonical cycles which lead to the
definition of two numerical invariants, ¢y and c¢;, which allow us later to describe
precisely the spine. We also include easy algorithms to compute them from the
resolution process. For more details on the invariants and classical objects defined
in these subsections, see [Ném99| or [Wal04].

In the last two subsections we introduce the structure of directed graph on the
dual resolution graph I' and we introduce the notion of tangent associated with a
divisor.

3.1. Embedded resolutions

Notation 3.1.1. Let (C,0) = (C2,0) be an isolated plane curve singularity defined
by a germ f : (C2,0) — (C,0). Let 7 : Y — C? be an embedded resolution, that
is, 7 is a modification of C? with 771(0) a strict normal crossings divisor. Factorize
T as

(3.1.2) T =1TMyOM O+ 0Ty

where 7; : (Y;, D;) — (Yi_1,p;) are blow-ups. Set also ##; = m;0---omg : Y; — C2
In particular, my is the usual blow-up of C? at the origin. We identify the divisors
D; € Y; with their strict transforms in Y; for j > 4. Set

D= D;cY =Y.

i=0
Let C be the strict transform of C in Y.
Examples of embedded resolutions that appear in this work are
Tmin ¢ (Yanin, Dmin) — (C%,0)
which is the minimal embedded resolution. Similarly, we have

Tpol + (Ypolu Dpol) - ((C27 0)

which is the minimal embedded resolution that also resolves the generic polar locus
(cf. Section 5.1).

17
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Notation 3.1.3. Let I" be the dual graph associated with the resolution ¥ —
C? and the function f. This graph has set of vertices W = V U A where V =
{0,1,...,s}, and A is in bijection with the branches of (C,0), where (C,0) =
Uuea(Ca,0). Then i, j € W are joined by an edge ij in I if and only if D;nD; # (.
Here, if a € A, we are denoting by D, the strict transform of C, in Y. In this case,
we denote by p;; the intersection point D; n D;.

Set Dy = D, as well as Dg = |J,c 4 Da and Dyy = |Jeyy Dw- For i € W, set

p;=p)\ |J D
JeW\{d}
Similarly we can define the graphs I'; associated with the modifications 7; :
Y; > C%2fori=0,1,...,s. These have a set of vertices W; = V; U A;. Furthermore,
for each j, k with j < k there is a canonical injective map V; — V; and a bijective
map .Aj - Ak.
The graphs I" and T'; (for all ¢) are trees (see [Wal04, Section 3.6]). In partic-
ular, given two vertices j,k € W or W;, there is a unique geodesic (path with the
smallest number of edges possible) joining j and k.

Next we recall the notion of group of cycles associated with a modification of
C2.

Definition 3.1.4. The group of cycles L associated with the modification Y — C?
is the free Abelian group generated by the exceptional divisors D; for i € V.

Remark 3.1.5. Set V = 7~ !(B.), where B. is a Milnor ball. By, [Wal04, Lemma
8.1.1], the group of cycles is isomorphic to Ha(V;Z) =~ H?*(V,0V;Z), that is, this
homology group is freely generated by the homology classes of exceptional compo-
nents D;, i € V. Furthermore, since 0V = $2, the long exact sequence of the pair
(V,0V) induces an isomorphism

Hy(V;7Z) — Ho(V,0V;Z) =~ H*(V; Z).

As a result, with the identification L = Hy(V,Z), Poincaré duality induces a uni-
modular pairing
(,):LxL—>Z.

Definition 3.1.6. We define the antidual basis D;‘, 7 €V as the unique elements
D¥ € L satistying (D;, DY) = —6i;.

3.2. Initial part and vanishing order

Here we define several notions related to the order of vanishing of a real analytic
function taking values in C.

Definition 3.2.1. Let g : (C?,0) — (C,0) be a Laurent series in coordinates u, v
given by
g(u,v) = Z aijkluivjﬂkz’)l.
i,4,k,l€Z
Let ordg = min {¢ + j + k 4+ {| aijx # 0}. Then, we define the initial part of g as
ing(u,v) = Z aijkluivjﬂkz’)l.
i+j+k+l=ordg
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Definition 3.2.2. Let g : (C?,0) — (C,0) be a Laurent series in coordinates u, v
given by

g(u,v) = Z aijkluivjﬂkﬁl.

i,,k,1€Z

We define the vanishing order of g with respect to u as

ord,g = min {i + k| aijm # 0}.
Then, we define the initial part of g with respect to u as the Laurent series given
by

(ing g)(u,v) = Z aijriu' vt ol
i+k=ord,g

Definition 3.2.3. Let h: (C?,0) — (C,0) be the germ of a real analytic function,
and let 7 : Y — C? be as in Notation 3.1.1 and let pe D; ¢ Y with i € V. And let

U c Y a coordinate neighborhood around p with coordinates u,v so that D; n U
is defined by u = 0. We define the vanishing order of h along D; by

ordp, (h) = ord,(7*h).

Remark 3.2.4. Given a function h : (C%,0) — (C,0) and a modification 7 : ¥ —
C? with dual graph T, there is a cycle associated to 7*h defined by

(7*h) = ) ordp, (h)D;.
i€V
In the antidual basis D;‘, the cycle takes the form
(w*h) = Y aiD},
i€V
where a; is the multiplicity intersection of D; and the strict transform of {h = 0},

that is, the number of intersection points of D; with a small perturbation of the
strict transform of {h = 0}. (See [Ném99]).

Definition 3.2.5. For i € W, we set
m; = ordp, (f).

Note that, if a € A, then m, is the vanishing order of f along one of the branches
of C' (which might be bigger than 1 if f has non isolated critical points).

3.3. Invariants of the resolution: cy,c¢; and the canonical divisor

In this subsection, we introduce numerical invariants of the modification ¥ —
C2. In particular, these do not depend on f or the metric g. All of this subsection is
either part of the classical theory of plane curve singularities, or it may be deduced
from [BASFP22]|, (for example Lemma 3.3.7 is implied by [BASFP22, Lemma
3.6]). However, since our setting is different and we need to fix notation, we briefly
rework this theory.

Definition 3.3.1. Denote by Z,.x the mazimal cycle in Y, and denote by cg ; its
coefficients. Thus,

Zmax = Y co.iDi.
i€V
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and we have cy; = ordp, (£), where £ : C? — C is a generic linear function. Here
generic means that the strict transform of {¢ = 0} intersects D, or equivalently,
that {¢ = 0} is not a tangent of C at the origin.

Since ¢g; = ordp,(¢) we can similarly define these numbers for arrowheads,
that is for ¢ € A. In this case ¢y ; = ordp,(¢) = 0.

Remark 3.3.2. We recall a basic fact about vanishing orders of linear functions
(see for example [Ném99|). If ¢ is a generic linear function and ¢ is any other
linear function then,

OI‘dDi (él) = OI‘dDi (6)

for all ¢ € V. We also have
¢o,; = min{ordp, (z), ordp, (y)}
for x,y any coordinate system in C2.

Definition 3.3.3. Denote by K the canonical cycle on Y and by v; — 1 its coeffi-
cients. Thus,
K = >\(v; = 1)D;.
i€V

A canonical divisor on a smooth variety X of dimension d is defined as the
divisor defined by any section of the canonical sheaf le(. The canonical cycle
defined above is the unique canonical divisor supported on the exceptional set of
7. In fact, for d = 2 take the standard holomorphic two-form dx A dy € Q%z on C2.
Then K is the divisor defined by the section 7*(dz A dy) of Q3.

K can be seen as a Cartier divisor as follows. If U < Y is a coordinate chart,
with coordinates u, v, we have a Jacobian matrix

* *
Jacn(u,v) = <8"7T T Oum 3:) )

Oum®y  Oym*y
The pairs (U, det Jac ) constitute a Cartier divisor, whose associated Weil divisor
is K.
Yet another characterization goes as follows. K is the unique exceptional divisor
satisfying the adjunction formulas:

(K,D;) = —D? — 2, ieV.

3.3.4. Let p € Dy for some i € V, and choose a (small) coordinate neighborhood
U of p. Assume that x,y are coordinates in C?, with x a generic linear function.
Then the function 7*x vanishes with order ¢o = ¢g; along D;, and does not vanish
on U\D;. As a result, coordinates u,v can be chosen for U so that 7*z = u®.
Expand the second coordinate around p € U as

Py = Y gl
k=>co

where gj, are holomorphic functions defined in a neighborhood of p in D (possibly
smaller than U n D). We are interested in the smallest number & so that gj really
depends on v, i.e. is not constant. Denote this number by ¢;. The Jacobian of 7
in these coordinates has a triangular form

(3.3.5) <3u7r*:1c 3U7r*x> _ ( couco! 0 >
o Oum™y Oy Skt ge(v) X, ut gy (v)
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and so ¢; is the order of vanishing of 0, 7*y along D7. That is
ordy, (O, m*y) = 1.
Furthermore, we see that
ord,(det Jacm) = ¢o + ¢ — 1.

But this order of vanishing is v; — 1 (recall Definition 3.3.3), which is independent of
the choices we made so far. This motivates the following definition of the numbers

C1,i
Definition 3.3.6. For each vertex i € V, set
Cl,i = Vi — Co,i-
As we did in Definition 3.3.1, just set ¢;; = 0 for i € A.

Lemma 3.3.7. Let m; : (Y;,D;) — (Yi—1,p:;) be the i-th blow up as in Nota-
tion 3.1.1. Then,

e Ifi =0, then
CO,O = Cl,O = 1

e [f there is j < i, such that p; lies on a smooth point of the exceptional
dwisor Dy, that is p; € D, then

CO,i = CO,j; Cl,i = C17j + 1

o If there are j,k < i, such that p; lies at the intersection, p; € D;j n Dy,
then

Co,i = Co,j + Co,k, C1,i = C1,j + C1 k-

PROOF. The first equality is a direct computation using the usual coordinates
mox = u,m5y = uv. The two formulas for ¢ ; follow immediately, since this is the
vanishing of a generic linear function along the divisor D; (see the more general,
[Wal04, Lemma 8.1.2]). The formula for ¢; ; follows, using the Definition 3.3.6, and
the well known fact (see the proof of [Wal04, Proposition 8.1.8] that v; = v;+1if p;
is a smooth point, and v; = v; + 14, if p; is an intersection point of two divisors. U

As a direct consequence of the recursive formulas, we have the following corol-
lary.

Corollary 3.3.8. For any i € V, we have c1; > co,i, with equality if and only if
i=0.

The next important corollary yields a hierarchy on the set of vertices V. We
make explicit use of this hierarchy in the next subsection and throughout the rest
of the paper.

Corollary 3.3.9. If i,j are neighbors in the resolution graph I', then we have a
nonzero determinant

Co,i  Cil,
Co,j Cl,

(3.3.10) # 0.

Furthermore, the above determinant is negative if and only if the geodesic (in T')
from 0 to i passes through j.
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ProOF. We use induction on i = 0,1,...,s. Assume the statement holds for
I';_1. We recall from Notation 3.1.3 that the set of vertices V;_1 of I';_; naturally
embeds in the set of vertices V; of I';. Actually, there is a unique extra vertex
i € V; that is not in V;_1. We treat two different cases depending on whether p; is
a smooth point or an intersection point between two divisors (see also fig. 3.4.2).

Case 1. If p; lies on a smooth point of D;, then there is a unique edge ij in I';
that is not in I';_;. In this case ¢ is further from 0 than j, and Lemma 3.3.7 gives

Co,i Cl,

= C0,iC1,j — CLiC0,j = Co,ic1j — (c1; + )0 = —co,i < 0.
Coj  Ciy

Case 2. If p; is the intersection point D; n Dy, then there are two edges ik and
ij in I'; that are not in I';_;. In this case, Lemma 3.3.7 gives

Co,i  Cil, _ Co,k  Cl,k _ Cok Cilk
Co,; Ci,5 Co,i  Cl,i Co,j Ci,5
because
Co,; = Co,j + Co,k, Cl; =C1,5 +C1k
and row operations preserve determinants. ([l

Corollary 3.3.11. Ifi €V is a neighbor of the vertex 0, which corresponds to the
first blow-up, then ¢;1 = coi + 1.

3.4. Directions on the dual graph

We endow I' with the structure of an directed graph and deduce some combi-
natorial properties of this structure in terms of ¢y and c¢;.

Definition 3.4.1. The graph T is seen as a directed graph as follows. Let 7, j be
neighbors in I'. The edge ij is directed from j to ¢ if and only if the determinant
eq. (3.3.10) is negative. In order to express that the edge ij is oriented from j to i
we write 7 — 1.

Similarly, the graphs I'; corresponding to the modifications 7; : ¥; — C? are
directed for each i = 0,1, ..., s following the same criterion.

FIGURE 3.4.2. Effect of a blow-up on directed graphs. On top the
effect of blowing up a smooth point at D;. On bottom, the effect
of blowing up the intersection point D; n Dy,.
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Remark 3.4.3. The orientations of the edges defined in Definition 3.4.1 are the
same as the ones induced by the criterion:
“orient an edge ij from j to 4 if ¢ is further from 0 than j.”

Observe that each vertex ¢ € V with i # 0 has exactly one neighbor j such that
j — 4. This allows the following definition.

Definition 3.4.4. Let ¢ be a vertex in the directed graph I', as above. If i # 0, let
j be the unique neighbor of i such that j — 4. The branch (fig. 3.4.6) of T at 4 is
(1) T, if i = 0 and,
(2) otherwise, the connected component of T with the edge ji removed, con-
taining 4.
Remark 3.4.5. The branch of T" at i is a tree rooted at ¢ (note that 4 is the vertex
which is the closest to 0 among all vertices of the branch). Moreover, if E is a
branch of I" at ¢ then, it satisfies that if j € Wz and j — k, then k € W=.
Arrowheads in I' are included in the above definition. Thus, the branch at 4
contains a subset of the arrowheads of T'.

FIGURE 3.4.6. In red the branch at the vertex ¢ and in green the
branch at the vertex j.

Lemma 3.4.7. Let i,j € V, and assume that I' has an edge j — i. If g € Oc¢2 g,

then
det (cw ordp, (9)) <0.
co,j ordp,(g)

If YV c V is the set of vertices on the branch of I at i, then equality holds if and

only if the strict transform of the curve defined by g = 0 does not intersect any Dy
forkeV.

PROOF. In this proof, cycles are considered in the group L ® Q ~ Ho(V;Q).
Set n = ordp,(g) for k € V, and Z = >, niDy € L. Thus, Z is the cycle
associated with 7*¢g. This cycle can be written in terms of the antidual basis as
Z = Y ey ax D), with ap > 0 (recall Remark 3.2.4).

Let I' be the branch of I at ¢, with vertex set V < V. Since the intersection form
is negative definite, there exist unique rational cycles D,’: for k € V supported on I’
satisfying (D}, D;) = —6y, for [ € V, and furthermore, D} has positive coefficients
in the standard basis {D;};cy-

Define Z = D ke akl_),’:. Then Z = > kep Tk Dy, with nonnegative coefficients
ng € Q. For k €V, set nj, = nx — ng and Z' = >}, nj Dy. Thus, Z' is supported
on I', and we have

(Z/, Dk) = *njisik, ke f}
Indeed, if k € V, with k # i, then D}, only intersects exceptional divisors D; with
leV, and so

(Z,,Dk) = (Z, Dk) — (Z,Dk) = (7&]@) — (70,]6) = O
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If, however, k = i, then Dy = D; intersects D; once, but no other D; with I € V\V,
and so in this case

(Z',Dy) = (Z = n;Dj, Di) = (Z, Dx) = (—ax) —nj — (—ax) = —n;.

As aresult, 2’ = n;D}. B B
In a similar way, if we set Znax = >5cp €0,k Dis We have (Zmax, Di) = —co,j0ik,

ie. Zmax = cojD¥ = co;/n;Z'. As a result,

ni=n 4> = 0
Co,j
and so the determinant from the statement of this lemma equals cg ;n; — o jn; < 0.
Furthermore, we have equality if and only if all the aj vanish for k € V. But these
coeflicients are nothing but the intersection between the strict transform of the
vanishing set of g and Dj. O

Example 3.4.8. We consider the case of a toric modification of C2, see [Ful93] for
definitions used here. Let /A be a regular subdivision of the positive quadrant. This
gives a modification ma : Y — C?, where Y is smooth. An irreducible component of
the exceptional divisor corresponds to a ray p € A generated by a unique primitive
vector (a,b) € Z* with a,b > 0 and ged(a,b) = 1. Call the component D,. We
can choose an adjacent ray 6 generated similarly by (¢, d), so that n = p + 0 is
a two-dimensional cone in A and ad — bc = 1. The affine toric variety U, =~ C?
provides a coordinate neighborhood containing all but one point of D,. Denoting
by u,v the coordinates in D,,, we have

ma(u,v) = (u®, ubv?), U,nD,={u=0}

We therefore have ordp,x = a, ordp,y = b and so ¢y, = min{a, b}. Assuming that

a < b, take a local coordinate change @ = uv¢, % = v. Then we have x = @,
and y = @’0%7**. Tt follows that ¢; , = b = max{a, b}.

3.5. The tangent associated with a divisor

We associate a tangent to each connected component of I'\{0} and prove an
easy, but useful, inequality of vanishing orders of linear functions.

Definition 3.5.1. Setting ©/ = m0---om,, we have a factorization m = mgon’. For
pe D Y, we define the tangent associated with p as the line in C? corresponding
to the point 7'(p) € Dy < Yy. If ¢ # 0, then the tangent associated with p € D; is
independent of p. So whenever ¢ # 0, we also speak of the tangent associated with
D;.

The following lemma expresses the idea that tangents are precisely the non-
generic complex lines relative to a given plane curve.

Lemma 3.5.2. Let i € V\{0}, and let z,y be linear coordinates in C? such that
{y = 0} is the tangent associated with D;. Then

ordp, (y) > ordp,(z) = co .

PROOF. Since {z = 0} is not the tangent associated with D;, the vanishing
order of 7*x along D; is that of a generic linear function which is, by definition
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(recall Definition 3.3.1) cp;. In particular, since y is another linear function, by
Remark 3.3.2 we have the inequality

ordp, (y) = ordp, (x).

The fact that {y = 0} is the tangent associated to D; implies that its strict transform
by the first blow up 7y does not pass through Df (it has to pass through one of
the intersection,, let’s say p points of the strict transform of C' by 7). Since we are
assuming that ¢ # 0, we know that the resolution 7 = my o7y o - - o 7w, includes the
blow up at p € Dy. Let 7 : Y, — Y;—1 be the blow up at p. Then ordp, () =1
and ordp, (y) = 2. Necessarily ¢ > k and after each new blow up, the order of
vanishing of y increases at least as that of x. This settles the strict inequality. [






CHAPTER 4

The Real Oriented Blow-up

In this section, we recall the definition of the real oriented blow-up of an em-
bedded resolution along the exceptional set. This construction has been used before
by other authors, see for example [A’C75] or, in a more general setting, [KN99].

Let (Y, D) — (C?,0) be a modification of the origin as above (Notation 3.1.1).
Denote by o; : Y — Y the real oriented blow-up of Y along the submanifold
D; c Y for ¢ € W constructed as follows. If U < Y is a chart with coordinates
u,v such that v = 0 is an equation for D; n U, then we take a coordinate chart
U c Y with coordinates r,a,v € Rso x R/27Z x C, where r and « are polar

3
coordinates for u, that is:

(4.0.1) r=lul:U° >R, a = arg(u) : U™ — R/27Z.

We can cover D; by such charts in order to define an atlas for ¥;*°. In each of these
charts, the map o; is given by o;(r,0,v) = (re?’ v). Denote the fiber product of
these maps by

(4.0.2) o= X o;: (Y, Dy) — (Y, D).
€W

The spaces Y;'° are manifolds with boundary, and the space Y™ is a manifold

with corners and, as a topological manifold, its boundary 0Y™ coincides with DJy,.
Denote by 7 the composition

% =moco:Y"™ — Tub.
Similarly, we can consider the real oriented blow up of C at the origin
o' :C" — C.

In this case, C™ ~ Rsg x R/27Z and o’(r,0) = re? . The real-oriented blow up
construction is functorial, that is, there exists a well defined map f* : Y™ — C™
that makes the diagram in eq. (4.0.3) commutative. We also say that the map
o resolves the indeterminacy locus of the function arg(f) which results in a well
defined function

arg(f'°) = argof™ : Y™ — R/27Z.

27
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We fit all this information in the following commutative diagram:
(4.0.3)

aYTO YI‘O

arg(f*°)| C

arg(f)|ayro

R/27Z

Notation 4.0.4. The corners of Y™ induce a stratification indexed by the graph
I' as follows. Set Dgy = Y*\Djy,. For i,j € W, we define the following subspaces
of oY™:

D;*° =¢"Y(DS), D°=0"'(D;), Dj%=0""(D;nD;).
Note that o=1(D;) = D;*°.

4.1. An action on the normal bundle

For an i € W, the elements of o; *(D;) = 0Y; correspond to oriented real lines
in the normal bundle of D; < Y, which has a complex structure. This induces a
C*-action on 0Y;", with stabilizer R-y < C*, which reduces to a principal action
of R/2nZ =~ C*/R~¢. In particular, D;>° is naturally a principal S'-bundle over
D7, and D = S1 x S1. Denote this action by -;. In the coordinates 7, o, v on U™

introduced before in Chapter 4, this action is given by
i (0,0&,U) = (07a+nvv)7 HER/27TZ

for a point (0, «,v) € U™ .

Let p € D; n D; be an intersection point, and U 5 p a coordinate chart with
UnD; ={u=0}and U n D; = {v =0}. We have polar coordinates (r, s, a, §) on
o~ (U) = U™ so that o(r, s, a, B) = (re’®, se’?). The corner

o Yp) = {(r,s,a,B) e U™ |r =5 =0}
has two R/2nZ-actions. For n,v € R/27Z
n-v-(0,0,a,8) = (0,0, + 1, 8+ v).
Thus, the torus o=1(p) is an R/27Z x R/27Z-torsor.
Definition 4.1.1. Let U < Y and U™ = o~ }(U). A function f : U™ — C is
-i-equivariant of weight k € Z if for all p € DI° n U™ and n € R/27Z, we have

f(n-ip) = e*1f(p). A function which is equivariant of weight 0, is said to be
tmoariant.

Lemma 4.1.2. If U c Y is open, and h : U — C is a meromorphic function
which is holomorphic on U\D; and has vanishing order k € Z along D; n U. Then
the pull-back r—*o*h of |u|=Fh by o, extends over the boundary to a real analytic
equivariant function of weight k.
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Similarly, the pull-back of |u|~Fh extends over the boundary to a real analytic
equivariant function of weight —k.

PROOF. Since the statement of the lemma is local, we can assume that U is a
small coordinate chart around some p € D;, with coordinates u,v so that the set
U n D; is defined by u = 0. Expand h = Z;O:k a;(v)u?, where a; are holomorphic
functions in the variable v. Then, using polar coordinates as in eq. (4.0.1),

[ee]
rFo*h(r, a,v) = Z gy (v)ed®
j=k

which shows that r—*o*h is real analytic function which is well defined on all U™.
Restricting to the boundary, that is r = 0, we get:

(r=%o*h) |T:0 = ay(v)er@

and the first statement follows. The second statement is completely analogous. [

4.2. Milnor fibration at radius zero

In this subsection we introduce the Milnor fibration at radius zero, which is the
fibration given by the map
arg(f™)|ayro : 0Y™ — R/27Z.
Definition 4.2.1. For 6 € R/27Z, we define the Milnor ray at angle 0, as
Tubj = arg(f) () < Tub*,
as well as the subsets of Y"°:
Yo — ar roy—1 0 , Z1_ro =Y A Di_ro7
(422) rg,o i(f )ro,g ) roﬁ Hro TO
Di,9 - 0 N Dl 5 ’i,j,e - }/9 N D’L,j

Lemma 4.2.3. For any 0 € R/27Z, the set Y;° is a submanifold of Y which
intersects the boundary strata transversely.

PRroor. It suffices to show that for every stratum S < Y, the restriction
arg(f™)|s: S — R/27Z
is a submersion. For S = D7, this follows from the chain rule, and the fact that if
p € Y™\Dj, = Tub\C, then
D((x°)* /)y : TY, — TCy
is a non-zero complex linear map, in particular, it is surjective.
Now take p € S = D;>° and let U™ be a chart around p with coordinates r, o, v

and such that D;”° n U™ is defined by r = 0. The function f in the chart U™
takes the form

f — pmi eimiaf
with f a unit on U™. Now, the function f*° (recall eq. (4.0.3)), in these coordinates,
looks like

fre(r,a,v) = (r™

Now, we can compute

fl,mia + arg(f)) € Rso x R/27Z.

arg(f*°)(r, a,v) = mya + arg(f)
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which, restricted to .S, takes the form

arg(f*)|s (e, v) = mia + arg(f).

Since Jq(arg(f*°)|s) = m; # 0, because arg(f) does not depend on «, we get
again that arg(f™)|s is a submersion.
A similar argument applies to D}. ([

As a consequence of Lemma 4.2.3 the map
arg(f™)|ayro : 0Y'® — R/27Z

is a locally trivial topological fibration which is smooth when restricted to each of
the strata (Notation 4.0.4) of 0Y™. Moreover, it is equivalent as a C-fibration to
the Milnor fibration.

Definition 4.2.4. The locally trivial fibration induced by arg(f™)|syr is called
the Milnor fibration at radius 0. We call its fiber F}° = arg(f™)|3y (0) the Milnor
fiber at radius 0 over the angle 6.

Remark 4.2.5. Note that Fj° is a topological, piecewise smooth manifold and
that, for each § € R/27Z it has a natural partition induced by the stratification of

the exceptional set D:
Fe=1|Di% || D
iEeW i,JEW
DiﬁD]‘ E3%)
4.3. Scaling and extending the metric

In this subsection we explain how the pullback metric on Y"° induces a metric
on D;%° for each i € V\{0} and each 0 € R/27Z.

Fix a vertex i € V\{0} and a value # € R/27Z. The set D]%° covers the
Riemann surface Dy, and so is a Riemann surface. Choose isometric coordinates
(Definition 2.3.1), z,y so that {y = 0} is the tangent associated with D;. Let U
be a small coordinate chart of some point as in 3.3.4, with coordinates u, v chosen
so that the pullback 7*x = u®:i, and in particular © = 0 defines D; n U. Recall
that by Lemma 3.5.2, 7*y vanishes with strictly higher order along D; than 7*zx.
By abuse of notation, we write x rather than 7*x, and denote its partials with
respect to v and v by x, and z,, and so forth. With these assumptions, we have
2y = 0. Denote by Jacw the Jacobian matrix eq. (3.3.5). Then, outside of the
exceptional divisor, the pullback of the standard Hermitian metric in C? is given
by the Hermitian matrix

Jacr™® - Jac = (‘f“ y:“) (x“ O) = <|xu|2_+ lal” y“yé) € Mat(2 x 2,C)
O y'u yu y'u yvyu |yv|
which does not extend to give a Hermitian metric on all of U. Here Jac7* denotes
the hermitian adjoint of the complex matrix Jacw. However, the lower diagonal
|yp|? entry vanishes with order precisely 2c; ;. Thus, if we scale the metric by
the function |u|=2¢1i = |z|72¢1.i/0.i  this lower diagonal entry gives a real 2 x 2
matrix which is diagonal, and whose diagonal entries are the restriction to U n D;
of the extension of |y,|?/|u|?*t# over U n D;. Denote this function by hy. Thus, if

(0,v) € D; n U, then
2

-
ho (v) = lim Juf2ers”
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Since this construction was made by scaling the pullback of the standard metric by
the function |2|~2¢1:¢/¢0. = |y|~2¢1¢ | this gives a metric of the whole set D¢, which
in the coordinate neighborhood U n Dy is given by the real 2 x 2 matrix

hy O
( 0 hU) € Mat(2 x 2, R)
In fact, one may verify that if U’ is another coordinate neighborhood, then the
above matrices define the same metric on the intersection. Since D]%° covers Dy,
the Riemann surface D}%° inherits a Riemannian metric.

Definition 4.3.1. Denote by g; and 9;‘p the Riemannian metrics on D7 and D;G°
constructed above.

Remark 4.3.2. A holomorphic coordinate v in a chart U n Dy, as above, induces
a trivialization of the tangent and cotangent bundles of U n Dy, which identifies a
vector field or a one form with a complex function. Write v = s + it, so that s, ¢
are real coordinates. A vector field ( = ads + bd; on U n Dy corresponds to the
complex function a + ib, and a differential form 1 = ads + Bdt corresponds to the
function a + i8.

The form 7 is dual to the vector field ¢ with respect to the metric g;, that is,
n = g;({,-) if and only if

a+i8=hy - (a+1b).
If ¢ is a real function on D7 n U, then the gradient of ¢ with respect to the metric
g; is given by
Vo = hal (@s0s + D1 04).






CHAPTER 5

Resolving the Polar Locus

In this section we specify a genericity condition for the metric that involves the
relative polar curves of the plane curve singularity. Before doing so, we review part
of the needed theory.

5.1. Generic polar curves

In this subsection, we fix notation regarding relative polar curves and recall a
result from Tessier that says that there is an equisingular family of relative polar
curves which is dense among all polar curves.

Let w = (wy,ws) € C*\{0} be a vector. By the canonical isomorphism 7,,C? =~
C? for any p € C?, we identify w with a vector field d,, on C2. We denote the
corresponding partial 0., f of f by fu.

Definition 5.1.1. The function f, : C> — C defines a plane curve. We denote
this plane curve by
P, = {fw =0}

That is, P, is the vanishing set of f,. We call P, the relative polar curve of f
associated with w.

Observe that P, = Py, for any A € C*, and so P, only depends on the
equivalence class [w] € CP'. Denote the strict transform of P,, in a modification Y’
of C2 by P,.

5.1.2. By [Tei77, pg. 269-270, Théoréme 2., the family P, for [w] € CP' is
equisingular on a Zariski open dense subset ) of CP'. More concretely, there exists
a modification

7:Y - C?
as in eq. (3.1.2) and a set Q c CP' satisfying the properties

(1) if [w] € Q, then D U X U P, is a normal crossing divisor. That is, 7 is an
embedded resolution for each P, with w € 2,
(2) if [w],[w'] € Q and i € V, then the strict transforms of both associated

polar curves P, and ~Pw/ intersec:c each divisor in the same number of
points, that is |D; n P,| = |D; n Py|. Equivalently,

ordp, 7 f, = ordp, 7" fur.

Or, equivalently, the cycles associated with 7* f,, and 7* f,,, coincide (re-
call Remark 3.2.4). We put a name to this cycle in Definition 5.1.5.
(3) © does not contain any of the tangents to (C,0).

Definition 5.1.3. We denote by mpo1 : (Ypol, Dpot) — (C?,0) the minimal em-
bedded resolution of (C,0) satisfying the above properties, and by Q € CP* the
corresponding open set. Denote by I',q1 its resolution graph, with Vyo the set of

33
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vertices corresponding to exceptional components. Denote by Cpo and Py the
strict transform of the curve C and a polar curve P, for a w € €, respectively.

Remark 5.1.4. (1) Observe that mpe can be obtained from i, by itera-
tively blowing map at intersection points of Py, with the exceptional
set.

(2) Any embedded resolution m : ¥ — C? that resolves the Jacobian ideal
J = (fz, fy), i.e. such that 7*J is principal, satisfies properties 5.1.2 1, 2
and 3 above.

Property 5.1.2 2 above leads to the following definition:

Definition 5.1.5. For [w] € Q and i € V01, define a cycle Zp € L (in the group of
cycles associated with the modification mpe1) and integers p; for ¢ € V by

Zp = Y |Poot 0 Di|Df = > piD;.
=y i€V
For a € A we define p, = ordp, fu, = mq — 1.

Remark 5.1.6. Recall that by Remark 3.2.4, ordp,(fw) = pi- An equivalent
definition of the numbers p; (for any resolution), which does not depend on any
choice, is

(517) bi = min{ordDi (fz)a OrdDi (fy)}

This is because a relative polar curve is defined by taking a linear combination of
the partials f, and f.

The next lemma shows that the number of intersection points of a generic polar
curve with the first exceptional divisor is controlled by the number of tangents of
the plane curve.

Lemma 5.1.8. For w € (), the number of intersection points of the divisor Dy
corresponding to the first blow-up and Pyo is |Do N Pyoll = t — 1, where t is the
number of different tangents of (C,0).

PROOF. Let e be the multiplicity of (C,0) so that f = in(f) +--- where in(f)
is a homogeneous polynomial of degree e, and --- stands for higher order terms.
Distinct linear factors of in(f) correspond to tangents of (C,0). Therefore, we have
distinct points [a;, b;] € CP', and positive integers e; so that e; + ...+ e; = e and

t
in(f)(@,y) = [ [(ase — biy)*
i=1
We can assume w = (0,1) up to a change of coordinates. In this case f, = f,.
Then the intersection points Dy N Pyl correspond to the roots of the homogeneous
polynomial in(f),, which are not roots of in(f). Note that in(f,) = in(f),, because,
since y is not a tangent, in(f) has the monomial y¢ with nonzero coefficient. As
a result, in(fy) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree e — 1, and has a root of
multiplicity (e; — 1) at [a;, b;].

To finish the proof, it is enough to show that the Jacobian ideal has no base
point on Dy outside the strict transform of C in Yj. In other words, it suffices to
show that in f, and in f, have no common factors other than the roots of in(f).
But a common root of in(f;),in(fy) is a root of in(f) by Euler’s identity xin(f;) +

yin(fy) = ein(f). 0
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Remark 5.1.9. In the above proof, we have seen that the Jacobian ideal (f5, fy) <
Oc,o does not have base points on the exceptional divisor of the blow-up mg : Yy —
C?, outside the strict transform of C. As a result, the vertex 0 of 'y, has precisely
t neighbors in W.

Definition 5.1.10. With Q as above, let Gpo1 © GL(C, 2) be the set of matrices
A € GL(C,2) satisfying the following property: If v,w € C?\{0} are such that v is
a tangent of (C,0) and ha(v,w) = 0, then [w] € Q. We call such a metric ha, a
P-generic metric.






CHAPTER 6

The Invariant and Non-invariant Subgraphs

In Section 6.1, we define the numerical invariant wo; associated to each divisor
of an embedded resolution of C'. This invariant distinguishes between two types
of divisors: those where w; vanishes (invariant) and those where it does not (non
invariant). In Chapter 9, we see that invariance is precisely the condition which
allows for a scaling of the pullback of £ to the minimal resolution to be extended
over a component of the exceptional divisor.

In Section 6.2, we give a combinatorial description of the induced subgraph of
T'min on the invariant vertices, only in terms of Ty, .

6.1. The polar weight

In this subsection we define an integral invariant associated to an embedded
resolution and we prove a formula for it. We work with the embedded resolution
Tpol & Ypol = C (Definition 5.1.3) of the curve (C,0). Recall the properties of p; in
Remark 5.1.6 and that m; = ordp,(f). Also, as we already did in Chapter 4, by
abuse of notation, we sometimes write z rather than 7*x, and denote its partials
with respect to u and v by z,, and x,, and so forth. Similarly f, denotes the partial
derivative 0, of 7*f.

Definition 6.1.1. The polar weight of the vertex ¢ € V is the integer
Wi = C1,i — My + Pi-

The vertex i € V, or the divisor D;, is invariant if w; = 0. An edge ij joining
i,j € V, or the intersection point in D; n D;, is invariant if both ¢ and j are
invariant. An edge ij is said to be non-invariant if w; # 0 or w; # 0.

Example 6.1.2. If i = 0, then ¢;; = 1, and p; = m; — 1, and so wy = 0. In other
words, the divisor Dy appearing in the first blow-up is invariant.

Lemma 6.1.3. Leti€V andpe Dy, and let U C Y be a coordinate neighborhood
around p with coordinates u,v satisfying n*x = uci. Assume also that the standard
metric in the coordinates x,y is P-generic. Then

(6.1.4) w; = ordy f, — ord, f.

In particular, w; = 0 with a strict inequality if and only the initial part in, f does
not depend on v, and so in, f is a nonzero constant multiple of u™.

ProoF. As in 3.3.4, we have =, = 0 and ord,y, = c1,;. Furthermore, by the
chain rule,

f'u = x'ufx + yvfy = yvfy
Therefore,
c1,s —my; + p; = ordy f, — ord, f,

37
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proving eq. (6.1.4). The other statements follow from the last equation and the
definition of w;. O

6.2. The invariant subgraph T of I',;,

In this subsection, we use arbitrary coordinates z,y for C?, with the only
condition that {y = 0} is a tangent of C. In particular, we make no use of a
generic metric. We work with the minimal resolution Yy, — C2. We recall that
the characterization of the numbers p; given in eq. (5.1.7), for ¢ € Vipin (or for i € V
for V the vertex set of any embedded resolution), is independent of any genericity
conditions. The main result of this subsection is Lemma 6.2.3, which characterizes
invariant vertices in I'ip.

Notation 6.2.1. Since I'\,;, is a tree, any pair of vertices in I'y,;, is joined by a
geodesic, i.e. a shortest path, which is unique. The degree deg, (i) of a vertex
1 € Vmin in Ty is the number of adjacent vertices, including arrowheads.

Definition 6.2.2. Let T < T';, be the smallest connected subgraph of T'yiy
containing the vertex corresponding to the first blow-up 0 € Vi, as well as any

vertex in Vnin adjacent to an arrow-head a € A. Let Vy © Vpin be the vertex set
of T.

The next lemma characterizes the vertex set of Y. We postpone its proof to the
end of this subsection (until we have developed the necessary tools for it). The rest
of the subsection is a collection of technical results, most of them of a combinatorial
nature, that are of interest on their own.

Lemma 6.2.3. The vertex i € Vi s tnvariant, i.e. w; = 0, if and only if i € Vy.

6.2.4. Let V, © Vyin be the set of vertices of I'yin, whose associated tangent is the
line {y = 0}. The induced subgraph I'y < T is one of the connected components
of the graph I'yi,, with the vertex 0 removed. We have a coordinate chart in Yj
with coordinates s,t so that 7 is given by (s,t) — (s, st). Denote by pg € Yy the
intersection point of Dy and the strict transform of {y = 0}, given in s, t-coordinates
as (0,0), and let g € Oy, , be the pullback of f, given by

g(s,t) = f(s,st).
The morphism Y, — Yo (restricted to a preimage of a small neighborhood of py) is
the minimal resolution of the plane curve germ defined by g. For i € V,,, we denote
by co,iy, C1,i,y, Pi,y, Miy and w;, the invariants so far introduced corresponding
to this resolution. Note that we have m;, = m;, since g is the pullback of f. Since
s,t are coordinates around pg € Yy, we have

¢o,i,y = min{ordp, (s),ordp, (¢)}, pi,y = min{ordp, (gs),ordp, (g:)}-
Using Lemma 3.3.7, one also verifies that
(6.2.5) Cliy = Cl; — Coi-

We can repeat the construction of the graph T as in Definition 6.2.2 for the function
g. We denote the result of this subgraph of I'y by Y,. Denote by D, = {y = 0}
C?. By abuse of notation, we also denote by D, the strict transform of D, in
any modification of C2. Then D, intersects a unique exceptional component in
Ymin. By renaming of vertices, we assume that this component is D, and that the
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geodesic from 1 to 0 in Ty, i 1,2,...,k,0. Set V' = {1,...,k} < Vinin. We refer
the reader to fig. 6.2.14 for an example showing the use of this notation.

Example 6.2.6. Let f(x,y) = y” + 23y* + 25y + 2'1. This is a Newton nonde-
generate germ, which can be resolved using a toric modification with 5 exceptional
components, as seen in fig. 6.2.14. Using the notation in 6.2.4, we find

g(s,t) = f(s,st) = (st)" + s*(st)* + sO(st)> + "' = s" (" +t* + st*> + 5%) .
This curve has three branches at the origin (s,t) = (0,0), one of which is not

reduced. The graph I', contains the four vertices to the right in fig. 6.2.14.

Lemma 6.2.7. With the above notation, there exists a morphism 7' : Y/ — Y
which is a sequence of blow-ups, so that the minimal resolution factorizes as

Y/
/

Ymin '

Yy
and the exceptional divisor of ©' is D1 U ... U Dy.

PROOF. The minimal resolution is obtained by repeatedly blowing up any point
of the total transform of C' which is not normal crossing. If we add the rule that
we only blow up intersection points on the total transform of D,,, we get a shorter
sequence of blow-ups 7’ : Y/ — Y. The dual graph to the exceptional divisor of Y’
is a string, and the strict transform of C' in Y only intersects smooth points on the
total transform of D,,. Finishing the resolution process gives a map Ynin — Y’, and
an identification of the exceptional divisor of Y’ with D u ... U Dy < Yyin. O

6.2.8. The composed morphism Y’ — Yy — C? is a toric morphism with respect
to the standard toric structure on C?, as in Example 3.4.8. Let A, be the corre-
sponding fan. Along with the natural basis vectors (1,0) and (0, 1), the vectors

wy = (ordp, (z),ordp, (v)) = (co,,c1,1), 1=01,...,k

generate the rays in A,. In particular, wy = (1,1). Denote throughout Section 6.2
by wt;(f) and in; f the weight and initial part of a function f € O¢2 ¢ with respect
to the weight vector w;. Thus, if

flay) =Y aa'y’,  supp(f) = {(i,4) € Z%o | ai; # 0},
i,J

then
wiy(f) = min {{wy, (4,7)) | (4, ) € supp(f)}
ing (f) = > {aia'y’ | i, (i,5)) = wi(f)} -
Furthermore,

ordp, (f) = wti(f)-

In the rest of the results of the present subsection we use the notation introduced
in 6.2.4 and 6.2.8.

Lemma 6.2.9. Assume i € V. The following holds
(1) if i€V, then ordp,(y) = c1; and
(2) if i ¢ V', then ordp, (y) < c1; .



40 6. THE INVARIANT AND NON-INVARIANT SUBGRAPHS

PRrROOF. The first statement follows from the computations made in Exam-
ple 3.4.8. By construction, the strict transform of any branch of C' with tangent
{y = 0} in Y’ intersects the exceptional divisor in a smooth point. If D; has
such a point, and we blow it up to get a new vertex j, then by Lemma 3.3.7, we
have c¢1; = c1, + 1, whereas ordp;, (y) = ordp,(y). By continuing the resolution
process, the difference c; ; — ordp,(y) can only increase. This proves the second
statement. (|

Corollary 6.2.10. Ifie V,\V', then the (pullback of the) function

ordp, (x)

Y

s a nonzero constant along Dy .

PROOF. Set k = ordp,(y), and note that ordp,(x) = cp;. Let U be a coor-
dinate chart around some point in D; as in 3.3.4, with coordinates u,v so that
x = u®i. Then, the fraction eq. (6.2.11), restricted to Dy equals gx(v)°*i. Since
k < ¢1,; by the previous lemma, the function gx(v) is constant, by construction in
3.3.4. Since the fraction eq. (6.2.11) has vanishing order zero, this constant is not
Zero. (]

Lemma 6.2.12. Let ¢ € V,. The following are equivalent

(1) i is invariant, i.e. w; =0,

(2) the fraction
fc(),i
xrmi

restricts to a nonzero constant function along Dy,

(3) If h € Ocz o is any function satisfying ordp,(g) = co,i, then the fraction
fc(),i
hmi

restricts to a nonzero constant function along Dy,

PROOF. The equivalence of 1 and 2 follows from Lemma 6.1.3. If ordp, (h) =
co,i; then h vanishes at 0, and has a linear term ax + by, with a # 0, since all
monomials other than 1 and x vanish with strictly higher order than ¢ ;. Then

fc(),i fc(),i fCO,'L
_ _
hmi  (az + by + h.o.t.)™ @ gm
along DY, which proves that 2 and 3 are equivalent. O

Lemma 6.2.13. Ifl €)', then the following are equivalent
(1) lisin T,
(2) in; f does depend on y, i.e. in; f is not a monomial of the form az™,
(3) 1 is invariant.
PrOOF. We first show 2 < 3. If 2 does not hold, then, since dyz™ = 0, we have

e+ pi = wti(yfy) > wti(f) = my,

where we use Lemma 6.2.9. This gives w; > 0, i.e. 3 does not hold. Conversely, if
2 holds, then the partial operator 0, does not kill the initial part of f with respect
to the weight vector w;, and we have an equality above, i.e. w; = 0.
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To prove 1 < 2, consider first the case when the z-axis D, is a component
of C. In this case, all vertices in V' are in Vy by construction, since V' is the set
of vertices along the geodesic connecting the strict transform of D, with the first
blow-up. That is, all elements [ € V' satisfy 1. In this case, f is divisible by y, and
so all elements of V' also satisfy 2.

In the case when the strict transform of C passes through the intersection point
of D, and D1, we also find that all elements of V' are in Vy, and also satisfy 2.

Otherwise, the strict transform of C' intersects only the smooth part of the total
transform of D, in Y'. For [ € V', the strict transform intersects D; if and only
if in;(f) is not a monomial, in which case the convex hull of supp(in;(f)) is a face
of the Newton polyhedron of f. If [ and j are two such vectors corresponding to
adjacent faces, then ing(f) is the monomial at the intersection of the two faces, if
s is a vertex in between [ and j. These are precisely the vertices in T, and for the
rest of the vertices, the initial part of f is a monomial whose exponent is a vertex
on the Newton diagram which also lies on the x-axis. ([

(2,5) .\—3 -1 -4 -1 -
< !

(2,3) coy 1 2 1 2 1

(1,1) cy 1 3 2 5 2

w; 0 0 0 0 1

FIGURE 6.2.14. A Newton diagram for the function f(z,y) =
y" 4+ 23yt + 2892 + 21, along with the corresponding regular sub-
division of RZ,. The vertex to the left on the resolution graph
corresponds to the first blow-up, the other vertices are in V’. The
vertex to the right is not invariant. Correspondingly, the initial
part of f with respect to the weight vector (1,3) is z!!.

Lemma 6.2.15. Ifie V,\V', thenie€ Y, if and only ifie Y.

PROOF. The first blow-up in the resolution of g creates a vertex in V’. There-
fore, the geodesic in I'y from an arrowhead to the first blow-up in I'y, and the
geodesic from the same arrowhead in 'y to 0 € Viin both start as the geodesic
starting from this arrowhead, going towards V’. It follows that

Vr n (V\V') =Vy, \V'. O

Finally, we are ready to prove the lemma stated at the beginning of this sub-
section.

ProOOF oF LEMMA 6.2.3. We prove the statement by induction on the car-
dinality of V. The base case is when Vi, consists of 1 single vertex, which
means that the singularity consists of smooth branches (not necessarily reduced)
with different tangents. In this case the result follows by Example 6.1.2. Assume
now that Vi, has more than one element. If ¢ € V', then the statement follows
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from Lemma 6.2.13. Assume, therefore, that i ¢ V. By induction, we have i € T,
if and only if @; , = 0. Thus, by Lemma 6.2.15, it suffices to show that

(6.2.16) w; =0, ifandonlyif w;, =0.

Recall the coordinates s, ¢ in 6.2.4, with (x,y) = (s, st). Since ¢ ; , = min{ordp,(s),ordp, (¢)}
(recall Remark 3.3.2), we consider two cases.
First, assume that ordp,(s) < ordp,(t). Then ¢y ;, = ordp,(s) = ordp, (z) =
€o,i, and
gCO,i,y fCO,i
§™Mi,y - i :
Using the characterization of Lemma 6.2.12, the equivalence eq. (6.2.16) follows.
Assume next that ordp,(t) < ordp,(s). Then cy;, = ordp,(t) = ordp, (y/z),
and ¢g; = ordp, (z). We find

geosi i,0 fordDi(y/I) ordp, (z) feo.i 0,1,y yordDi(m) M
(tmi,y > = < xfmiymi ) = <$m1 ) ’ (xordDi(y))

By Corollary 6.2.10, the factor to the right is constant along D7. Since c¢p; and
Co,i,y are positive integers, eq. (6.2.16) again follows from Lemma 6.2.12. (Il

6.3. The invariant subgraph of ',

In this subsection we show that the invariant subgraph YT of I'j,;, does not get
modified by the extra blow-ups Y01 — Ymin needed to get to the polar resolution
(other than the Euler numbers may be lowered). That is, no invariant edges are split
up. We conclude with Corollary 6.3.7, which is used in the proofs of Lemmas 8.2.4
and 9.3.3. Our Corollary 6.3.3 has been proved in the case of an isolated plane
curve in [LM'W&9].

For this subsection we choose some [w] €  that defines a generic relative polar
curve P,,. We recall that we denote its strict transform in Yi,in by Puin.

Lemma 6.3.1. If ij is an invariant edge in Uiy, then Pyin does not pass through
the intersection point D; n D;.

PROOF. We consider coordinates x,y in C? so that {y = 0} is the tangent
associated with D; and such that {f, = 0} = {f, = 0}. Take coordinates u,v
in a small chart U < Y, near D; n Dj so that ¢ = u®ivJ. We can write
7* f(u,v) = u™v™ (a + h.o.t.) for some a € C* in these coordinates. A chain rule
computation gives

*xvfu + qu'u w0 tyco.i 1

6.3.2 = = “(—co.iufy ivfy).
( ) Ty det Jacw det Jacw ( co.5tfu+ o, vfo)

The first factor on the right hand side does not vanish on U\(D; u D,). But since

ufy = u™v"™ (m;a + h.o.t.), vfy = u™v"™ (mja + h.o.t.),

+ h.o.t.>

The determinant in this formula does not vanish, by Lemma 3.4.7. Indeed, Lemma 3.4.7
guarantees that this determinant vanishes if and only if the branch of I" at ¢ does not
meet an arrowhead. Now because the edge ¢ is invariant, by Lemma 6.2.3 it is an

we get

R m;  Co
—co,jufu +covfy =u™0™ (a|
mj  Co,;
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edge of T, so it lies on a geodesic between ¢ and an arrowhead. Therefore, the sec-
ond factor on the right hand side of eq. (6.3.2) does not vanish outside U n (D; v D;)
either, and so the strict transform of the polar curve does not intersect U. ([

Corollary 6.3.3. If P’ is a component of Puyin, then either P' N Cpin = O, or
P’ < Cpin- The inclusion only happens when C is not reduced.

PROOF. As in the previous lemma, we consider coordinates z,v in C? so that
{y = 0} is the tangent associated with D, and such that {f, = 0} = {f, = 0}.
Let 7 € V and p € D;, and assume that there is a component C’ of Cp,;, passing
through p. Choose a small chart U containing p = (0,0) with coordinates u,v so
that 7%, & = u®+. Since Tmin is an embedded resolution, we can write 7* f(u, v) =
u™i(au + bv + h.o.t.)m/, where a € C, b € C*, and m’ is a positive integer. A
computation like in the previous proof gives

Ty fo couc i HHMim!(h + h.o.t.) -
= = — bv + h.o.t.)™ 7.
Ty det JacT det JacT (ou+bv+hot)
The fraction on the right hand side does not vanish in U\D;. The second factor
is 1 if m’ = 1, in which case P,,;, does not pass through U, and vanishes precisely

along C" if m’ > 1, in which case Pool " U = Cpo1 n U as reduced sets. O

Lemma 6.3.4. The subgraph T < I'yin naturally embeds in I'por as the smallest
connected subgraph containing the vertex 0 and alli € Vo satisfying CoonD; # .

PRrROOF. By Lemma 6.3.1 and Corollary 6.3.3, invariant edges or intersection
points with Ch,in are not modified by the resolution process used to obtain Y,o1. U

Lemma 6.3.5. If i € Vyo1, then @ € Vy if and only if w; = 0.

PROOF. If i € Vimin © Vpol, then the statement is clear from Lemma 6.2.3. To
prove the lemma, it suffices to show that if i € Vpo1\Vimin, then w; # 0. If 7 is
such a vertex, then D; is the exceptional divisor of a blow-up (Y;, D;) — (Yi-1, ¢),
where ¢; is a point on the exceptional divisor in Y;_;. Let us assume that ¢; is an
intersection point of D; and Dy. The case when g; lies on a smooth point of the
exceptional divisor is similar.

By Remark 5.1.4 1, ¢; is an intersection point of Py, and D. Therefore, we
have

Di > Pj + Dk.
By Corollary 6.3.3, the strict transform of C' does not pass through ¢;, and so we
have

m; = pj + Pk.
Using Lemma 3.3.7, we find

wi=cl,i—mi+pi>cl,j—mj+pj+cl7k—mk+pk=wj+wk>0. O

Corollary 6.3.6. Let i, j be neighbors in I'yo1, with an edge going from j toi. The
following are equivalent:

(1) The vertex i is invariant.
(2) The edge ji is invariant.
(8) The branch ati contains arrowheads (see Definition 3.4.4 and Remark 3.4.5).
(4) We have

Coi My
Co,j My

# 0.
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(5) The vector (m;, m;) is not a positive rational multiple of (co i, co,;)-

PROOF. By construction of T, and Lemma 6.3.4, the branch of I, at @ con-
tains arrowheads if and only if 4 € T, which, by the previous lemma, is equivalent
to w; = 0, which is equivalent to w; = w; = 0, proving 1 & 2 < 3. Lemma 3.4.7
gives 3 < 4. Finally, 4 is equivalent to 5, since both ¢y ; and m; are positive. [

Corollary 6.3.7. Let i,j be vertices in I'po1, with a directed edge j — i. Then

Coi Wi
<0,

Coj Wj
with equality if and only if w; = w; = 0.
ProoF. If w; = w; = 0, then the statement is clear. It follows from the

construction of T and Lemma 6.3.5, that if @; # 0, then w; # 0 as well, so let us
assume that w; # 0. We have

Co,i Wi
Co,j; Wy

_|coi c1a|
Co,j Cly

Co,i MMy
Co,j My

Coi  Di
Co,j Pj
The first term on the right hand side is negative by Definition 3.4.1, and the last

term is nonpositive by Lemma 3.4.7. Since w; # 0, the middle term vanishes by
Corollary 6.3.6 4. O

Remark 6.3.8. One can change Y, for any other resolution that arises from
blowing up Y, either at non-invariant vertices or base points of the polar locus.
In this case, all the results in this section are still true.

6.4. The Jacobian ideal in Y, and polar curves in Y,

The main result of this subsection is Lemma 6.4.11, which gives a description
of the strict transform of the polar curve in Y, and Ypo. The lemma follows
from some of the properties of these modifications we have seen so far, and a strong
result of Frangois Michel [Mic08].

Recall (Notation 6.2.1) that if, ¢ € Vimin, we denote by deg,,;,(¢) the degree
of i in I'yin, i.e. the number of adjacent edges (this includes edges adjacent to
arrowheads). Since T is naturally embedded both in I'nin and I'per, & vertex i € Vy
has a well-defined deg,;, (7).

Definition 6.4.1. Let My © Viin be the set of nodes, i.e. vertices with degree
> 3. Let £ © Vin be the set of ends, i.e. vertices of degree 1.

This notion of node is used in some classical references as in [NWO05]. Some-
times the corresponding divisors are referred to as branching or rupture.

Lemma 6.4.2. An invariant vertex has at most one non-invariant neighbor in
Twin. Furthermore, a connected component of the complement of Y in I'yin s a
bamboo, that is, a string of vertices, as shown in red on the left part of fig. 6.4.8.

PRrROOF. This statement can be seen to follow from the explicit process of re-
solving a plane curve. Alternatively, we can use induction, see 6.2.4 for notation.
If Z is a connected component of T'yin\ T, then Z is either the induced subgraph
on the vertices in V'\Vy, or we have V= © Vyuin\V'. In the first case, the connected
component = has precisely one neighbor, which does not have other non-invariant
neighbors. In the second case, use induction. O
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6.4.3. Let n € Ny be a node, and assume that n has a non-invariant neighbor

i1. Denote by i1,42,...,i, the vertices on the connected component of T'yin\T
containing the ¢;, such that ¢; and i;,; are adjacent for j = 1,...,h —1, and iy, is
an end. Let —b; = Dizj_ be the Euler numbers of these vertices. We use the notation
1
[b1,...,0n] = b1 — ————
by — ==
bp,
for the negative continued fraction associated with the sequence by, ..., b;. Recur-
sively define
1 J=h,
Qj = bh j =h— 1,
bjr1041 —jy2, J=0,...,h =2

Definition 6.4.4. Let n € Myin\{0}. If n has a non-invariant neighbor in Ty,
set o, = qp, as defined above. Otherwise, set «,, = o0.

Remark 6.4.5. If a,, = o0, then it is understood that 1/, = 0.

Definition 6.4.6. Let n € M, be a node in I',;,. With the above notation, set
Vmin(n) = {i0,1,...,9,} with ig = n. Let Vpo1(n) be the set of vertices in Viin(n),
as well as any vertex appearing when blowing up a point in the preimage of the
union of the D; for i € Viyin(n). See fig. 6.4.8.

Remark 6.4.7. The set Viyin(n) © Viin is the set of vertices in the connected
component containing n in the graph obtained from I'\,;, by removing all invariant
edges. A similar description holds for Vyei1(n) < Vpol.

— == —_———=

Fmin I o.
, / pol /
b T
V1

i

Vmin(n) : _bh . VPOI(n) :
ih{ -—bh Zh\{

FIGURE 6.4.8. On the right hand side, we see two new vertices
appear in Vyo1(n).

By recursion, we find that aj_1 > «;, and ged(aj11, ;) = 1, as well as the
formula

(6.4.9) [0, bj415 -, bn] = -t
Qj
Indeed, by induction
[0, bj41, -, bn] = bj — ! —b; — i1 _ bjaj —aj1 i
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With this in mind, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.4.10. For j =0,..., h, we have
s = Mi; %'
! My, Co,ip,

PROOF. Since the edges i;i;41 are non-invariant, it suffices, by Corollary 6.3.6,
to prove the first equality.

Since the strict transform Cyi, of the curve defined by f does not intersect D;;
for j > 0, and the divisor )}, m;D; + Cpin = (7%, f) is principal, we find

min

mg, . — bym,, , i = h,
0= (Dij 7 W:linf) _ in—1 Ry, J .
My, — bjmij +my; 1<j<h.
Clearly, ap, = 1 = m;, /m;,. The case j = h above gives ap_1 = by, = my,_, /m,.
For j < h — 1, induction gives
i, Mijr My 1
=bj 11— — — =41 (b-Hi):a-. (|
My, ’ My, mg, ! I [bj+2, e ,bh] J
We are ready to state the main result of this section whose proof is postponed
to the end.

Lemma 6.4.11. With the notation introduced above, the following hold.

(1) The Jacobian ideal has no base points on Dy. Ift is the number of tangents
of C, then

(Ppol; Do) = (Puin, Do) = deg,;, (0) =1 =1¢ — 1.
(2) If i € Vyx\Nmin, then
D; n Pyot = D; 0 Ppin = .
(3) If n € Muin, then, with the notation as in 6.4.3,

(6.4.12) > (Ppor,miDy) Z Prin,mi; D)) = my, <degmin(n) -2 i) .
1€ Vpo1(1) Jj=0
Furthermore, every intersection point in Ppin N Dy, is a base point of the
Jacobian ideal.

Example 6.4.13. The curve singularities defined by the polynomials

fz,y) = y* + 25 + 25y, g(z,y) = y* + 239y* + 2% + 25y.
at the origin have the same topological type. In fact, they are both Newton non-
degenerate, and have the same Newton polyhedron. Thus, f and g are resolved by
a toric morphism 7x, as described in Example 3.4.8. The Newton polyhedron has
one compact face, with normal vector (2, 3).

The Newton polyhedron of a generic partial af, + bf, has two compact faces,
one with normal vector (2,3), and one with normal vector (1, 2).

The Newton polyhedron of a generic partial ag, + bg, has one compact face
with normal vector (3,5).

To the left of fig. 6.4.14, we see the minimal resolution of f, with two red
arrows representing the strict transform of the polar curve, as well as, we see the
same resolution, with one additional blow-up, giving an embedded resolution of a
generic polar curve of g.
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1,1
2,3
1,2

1,1

2,3

3,9
gy =4’ +2°

f=y*+a23y? + 25 + 2%y fe = 32%y* + 62° + baty
[y =4 + 223y + 2°

FIGURE 6.4.14. Left and center: Newton polyhedrons of f and
g and their partials. To the right: resolution graphs showing the
generic polar curve in red.

Lemma 6.4.15. Use the notation introduced in 6.2.4. If i € Vy n Vy, then

ordp, (zfz) = ordp, (y fy)-

Equality holds, unless i € V' and in;(f) does not depend on x, i.e. in;(f) = by™ for
some be C* and m € Z~o.

ProOF. Case 1. Assume first that 2 € V'. Since we assumed that ¢ € Vy, that
means by Lemma 6.2.13 that in;(f) does depend on y, so

ordp, (yfy) = ordp, (f) < ordp, (zfs)-

If in;(f) does depend on z, then the above inequality is actually an equality.
Case 2. Assume next that ¢ € V,\V'. Since i € Vv, i is an invariant vertex, i.e.

we have w; = 0, by Lemma 6.2.3. If we take coordinates u,v in a neighborhood of

some point p € Dy, such that 7%, x = u®*, then the chain rule gives, since z, = 0,

fu:xufw+yufya fw: &_Ma
(6.4.16) ‘;“ Tully
fv:yvfya fy: y_v

Since f and x vanish along D;, we find
ordp, (fu) =m; —1, ordp,(x,) =ordp,(z) —1, ordp, (xf—u> =m,.

By Lemma 6.2.9, we have ordp, (y) < ¢1,4, and so ordp, (y,) < ¢1; — 1. By 3.3.4 we
have ordp, (y») = ¢1,;. By Lemmas 6.1.3 and 6.2.3, we have ordp, (f,) = m;. Put
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together,

OI‘dDi <xyufv) < cp,; + (Cl,i — 1) +m; — (CO,i — 1) —C1,i = M.

LTuYv

These two lines, along with eq. (6.4.16), give

Yu Lo
xuyv

ordp, (zf,) = ordp, <3: > =m; —c1,; + ordp, (y).

Similarly,

OrdDi (yfy) = OrdDi (yyfv

) =m; — c1,; + ordp, (y). O

v

Corollary 6.4.17. Use the notation introduced in 6.2.4. If i € Vy is an invariant
vertez, and i # 0, then ordp, (fy) < ordp, (fz)-

PRrROOF. If i € V' and in;(f) = by™, with b € C*, then

ordp, (f,) = wti(y™ ") < wt;(27'y™) < ordp, (fa)-

We are using that by 6.2.8, orders can be computed as weights. Also, the last strict
inequality follows since the operator d, kills the initial part in;(f) = by™.
Otherwise, by Lemma 6.4.15, we find

ordp, (fy) = ordp,(fs) + ordp, (z) — ordp,y < ordp, (fs) O

Corollary 6.4.18. If i € Vx\{0} and p € DY N Puin, then p is a base point of the
Jacobian ideal (fz, fy).

PrROOF. We can assume that ¢ € V, n Vy. Let p be an intersection point of
Ppin and D;. Since ordp, (fy) < ordp,(fz) by Corollary 6.4.17, the strict transform
of the curve af, + f, = 0 passes through p for any a € C. O

PROOF OF LEMMA 6.4.11. 1 was proved in Lemma 5.1.8 and the fact that, by
Remark 5.1.9, the Jacobian ideal has no base points on Djy.

The statements 2 and 3 follow from the work of Michel [Mic08], as follows.
Assume that z is any generic linear function C> — C, and consider the finite
morphism (f,z) : (C%,0) — (C?%,0). The polar curve P is called the Jacobian curve
in [Mic08], and the Hironaka number of i € Vi is defined as
ordp, (f) — my

ordp,(z)  coq

By Lemma 3.4.7 and Corollary 6.3.6, the Hironaka number is strictly increasing
along invariant edges, and constant along non-invariant edges, in either 'y, or
Ipoi. Thus, if ¢ € T and deg,,;,(¢) = 2, then the vertex ¢ has no neighbor with
the same Hironaka number, and thus by [Mic08, Theorem 4.9], the polar curve
Ppuin does not pass through D;, proving the second equality in 2. The first equality
follows immediately, since the modification Y01 — Ymin therefore does not modify
D;.

If n € Muin, then, using the notation in 6.4.3, the set {n,i1,...,4x} is a rupture
zone, as defined in [Mic08, Definitions 1.4], i.e. a connected component in Ty
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of the induced subgraph of 'y, on the vertices with Hironaka number ¢,. Using
io = n as before, then [Mic08, Theorem 4.9] states that

h
(6.4.19) DIVi(y) == Y mi,x(D5).
v Jj=0

Here, « runs through the connected components of P,,;, which pass through a point
p € D; for some i € Vyin(n), and if v : (C,0) — (v, p) is the normalization of such
a branch, then V¢(y) = ordy(v*n, f(t)) where ¢ is a coordinate in C. As a result,
we have
‘/J‘(FY) = (77 (Tr:;linf)) = Z (77Dz)7
€ Vmin

since v does not intersect the strict transform Cy,i,, by Corollary 6.3.3. A similar
statement holds for o1 The terms on the right hand side of eq. (6.4.19) all vanish,
except for j = 0 and j = h, and we have

_X(Dioo) = _X(D’IOI) = degmin(n) - 27 _X(Dioh) = degmin(ih) —-2=-1.
Furthermore, m;, = my/a, by Lemma 6.4.10. Now eq. (6.4.12) follows, since

h
(Pmm, > mi].Dij) = Vi) = D) (Poer,miDy). O
J=0 v

iEVpol (’ﬂ)






CHAPTER 7

The 1st Blow-up

In this section we extend the pullback of the vector field £ to the exceptional
divisor of the 1st blow up mp : Yy — Tub. As we will notice, this construction
cannot be further continued to divisors of subsequent blow-ups since, in general,
the vector field is not invariant in the sense of Definition 4.1.1.

After that, we also extend the vector field to the boundary of the real oriented
blow up of Yj along Dy. We introduce some genericity conditions on the metric (but
not on the defining function f) in order for these extensions to admit potentials
that are Morse functions.

7.1. Special coordinates

For this subsection fix the standard metric on C?. Let z,y be isometric linear
coordinates (Definition 2.3.1) on C? with respect to some A € U(2) such that
{z = 0} is not a tangent of (C,0). In the z,y coordinates the vector field £, by
Lemma 2.1.3 is represented by the column vector

_ (& fy)T
7.1.1 —V9%td Jo =—|=,= .
(r.11) vrloglf] - - (%, 2

Let mo : Yo — C? be the first blow up. The vector field 7¢ is a vector field well
defined on Yp\7; ! (C). In this section we re-scale the vector field by a positive real
function so that it can be extended over the exceptional divisor Dg. Let U < Y be

the standard chart with coordinates w, v such that mo(u,v) = (u,uv) on U. Then
the Jacobian of 7y in those coordinates is given by:

(:Cu :CU> (1 O)
Jacmg = = .
Yu Yo vou

Here we are using the notation x,, = 0,7} x(u, v) and similar for the other variables.
In particular, det Jacmy = u and the expression for 7§ leaves us with

- —1( uf. 3
7.1.2 ¢ = (Jacw) ! - =—_( m>=<v>.
( ) Og ( 0) 5 uf _Ufm 4 fy 5
The last equality defines the real analytic functions &% and £V on U\Dy as the
coordinates of the vector field n{¢.

In this chart the divisor Dy is given by {u = 0} and n}¢ has a pole along it.
Next we compute the order of this pole.

Lemma 7.1.3. ord,£" > —1 and ord,&" = —2.
ProoF. The first inequality is true regardless of the chosen coordinates.
U

Ja
ord,&" = ord, =ord, = > —1.
f f

51
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For the second equality, we use that we have chosen special coordinates as in
the beginning of this subsection such that {z = 0} is not a tangent of (C,0). This

implies that in(f) contains the ‘monomial ¥° with a non-zero coefficient, where e is
the multiplicity of (C,0). So fy, contains the monomial g°~'. This gives us that
ord, fy = e—1. We observe thatiordu(fv fz) = ord, fr = e—1 as the first inequality
of the lemma shows. Also, in(}) fxz) does not contain antiholomorphic monomials, so
the initial parts of —vf; and f, do not cancel. We conclude that ord, (—vfy+ fy) =
ord, fy = e — 1. Finally, since ord,(uf) =e+1lande—1— (e +1) = —2 we get:

*Uf_ E j’ JF y

uf
7.2. Scaling and extending the vector field

ord, &Y = ord, = 2. O

Recall that we denote by C'  Y; the strict transform of C' < Tub.
Lemma 7.2.1. There exists a unique vector field on YO\C' which is equal to
5 (0- )

outside D§, where §(x,y) = |z|? + |y|>. Furthermore, it is tangent to Dy and does
not vanish identically along Dg.

PROOF. With the previous notation, 7§d = |u|?(1 + |v|?) has vanishing order
2 along Dy. Since (1 + |v|?) is an unit, it suffices to show that the functions |u|?¢*
and |u|2€ extend analytically across D§.

We can express each of these two functions explicitly. First we have

u2“=u2é=uﬂ—‘fm
[ul*¢ ||f 7

We observe that % is an anti-holomorphic function because, by Lemma 7.1.3,

ord,£" = —1 and so ord,, ﬁ;} > 0. We conclude that uﬁ;—m is real analytic and that
ord,u®e > 1 which means that the extension of &" vanishes along Dy.
Secondly, we have

Q*Uf_zj’fy *Uf_mj’ fy :71)174_[_96 ﬁ_J_Fy

uf f f f

Similarly as in the previous case, the function |u|?¢V extends as a real analytic
function over D§. Furthermore, by Lemma 7.1.3 ord,|u|?¢” = 2 — 2 = 0. This
means that the extension of |u|2£Y over D is not identically 0. O

|

ul*€" = |ul

Definition 7.2.2. Let éo be the vector field on Yo\é described by Lemma 7.2.1
and let & = &o|pg be its restriction.

One of the goals of this section is to prove (Theorem 7.4.9) that, except for

a measure 0 set in the set of Hermitian metrics, éo is an elementary vector field
(recall Definition 2.4.3).

Remark 7.2.3. Let 7{° be the composition
g =m0 0p : Yy© — Tub

of the blow-up at the origin and the real oriented blow up of Yy along Dy.
Then, we can also extend (75°)*(5-€) to a vector field on all Yi®\o;*(C) (recall
Lemma 4.1.2). Equivalently, we can simply take the pullback of éo by oo.
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Definition 7.2.4. Let 550 = ag‘éo be the pullback of the previously constructed
vector field to the real oriented blow up outside the strict transform YJ°\o,*(C).
Let &5 = &5°| pyo for 6 € R/2n 7.

7.3. éo in the normal direction

Let p € Dg be a zero of &. In this subsection, we change conventions with
respect to the previous subsection and consider a chart V' < Yy with coordinates
u,v in such a way that p = (0,0) and {u = 0} defines Dy n V. In other words, p
corresponds to the line {x = 0} < C2. In these coordinates the blow up is expressed
as m(u,v) = (uv,u).

In these coordinates we have

Jacmy = <11) g)

1 —
Jac7r01=—(01 vu)'
—u \—

In particular, we find that £&% = —f,/f.
Since g is tangent to D¢, the Hessian of £y at p has T}, Dy as invariant subspace.

and so

Therefore, the spectrum of Hessp(éo) is the union of the spectrum of its restriction
of to T, Dy and the spectrum of the induced operator on the quotient T},Yy /T, Do.

Observe that éo only has zeroes on Dy. Therefore, by the starting paragraph
of this subsection, it is enough to show that the parts of the Hessian corresponding
to T,Yo/Tp Do and to T,Dy are elementary for each zero p € Dg.

Lemma 7.3.1. Let p € D§ be a singularity of . Then Hessp,(£o) has two negative
eigenvalues in the part corresponding to T,Yo/TpDo.

PRrROOF. Using the coordinates described at the beginning of this section, we
have that p = (0,0). We also have

o f = au® + h.o.t.
with a # 0 some complex number. Therefore,
To fy = aeu! + ho.t.,

and,

U
Y — e+ ho.t.

=

Finally,

uf,

lu?¢" = —u—2Y = —eu + h.o.t.
f
Since éo is tangent to Dg, we find that its linearization matrix, is of the form

—e 0
; 0

e

k k)
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7.4. éo in the tangent direction

Consider the space of constant Hermitian metrics GL(2,C)/U(2) of C2. This
space is a real manifold of dimension 4. We identify a small neighborhood of
the identity matrix id € GL(2,C)/U(2) with a small neighborhood H = R* of
(1,0,0,1) € R* such that for all points (a, b, c,d) € H, the matrix

a b+ci
i = <b —ci d >
is a Hermitian inner product. Finally, let d be the squared norm with respect to

the metric H, that is dg(z,y) = (@ 9) H (). In this setting, we define the family
of real valued functions:

®:HxC\{C} >R
|f(z,y)|

(a,b,c,d,x,y)r—»flog /2"
(01 (2, y))"?

Assume that one of the tangents of (C,0) is {y = 0}. We can always do so
up to a linear change of coordinates that preserves the Hermitian metric (simply
a complex rotation). We take a standard chart of Yy with coordinates u,v such
that Dg  Y\C is defined by u = 0 and v is a coordinate for it. As usual, in these
coordinates g is given by mo(u,v) = (u,uv). Now we pullback the family ® to
H x Yo\ *(C) and prove that it actually extends over Yp\C. First we observe that

T8 8 (u,v) = |ul?® ((b+ic)v + (dv + b —ic)T +a).

Then, writing 7 f(u,v) = u®(f(u,v)), a direct computation yields:

(7.4.1)
|7 f (u,v)

(7T§5H(u,v)|) =~ log|mg f(u, v)] + log (7r6“6(u7v))§

—log

e

= —log | f(u,v)| —log u|® + log g d(u,v)*
= —log |f(u,v)| — elog |u| + elog |u|
+ g log ((b+ ic)v + (dv + b — ic)T + a)
= —log |f(u,v)| + glog((b +ic)v + (dv +b—ic)T + a) .

Let g(v) = f(0,v) be the restriction of f to D§. Let s, be real coordinates for D,
that is, v = s + ti. Thus, we have constructed a well defined family of functions

Oy :H x D] >R

(a,b,¢,d,s,t) — —log|g(v)| + g log (ds® + dt* + 2bs — 2ct + a) .
For each (a,b,c,d) = H € H, we define

¢H)0 : DS - R
(s,t) — Pg(a,b,c,d,s,t).
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Lemma 7.4.2. There exists a Lebesque measure 0 set Hg in the space H, such that
for all H € H\H, the function

(bH,O : D8 —-R
is Morse.

PROOF. The theorem follows after checking that the hypotheses of [Nicll,
Theorem 1.2.1] are satisfied by our family ®y,. More concretely, we only need to

check that
@0)er (@) (Bo)er (B)as)
“‘((qféut (@) (Do) (@3)1)—2

for all (a,b,c,d, s, t) € H x D§. For convenience of notation, let
h(a,b,c,d,s,t) = ds* + dt* + 2bs — 2ct + a.

We observe that g(v) does not depend on a, b, ¢ or d, so we find that

((I)O)as ((I)O)bs ((I)O)cs ((I)O)ds
(®0)at (Po)or  (Po)et  (Po)at
hash—hqhs  hysh—hyhs  hesh—hchs  hgsh—hghs
h2 h2 h2 h2
( hath—hahy hoth—hyhe heth—hehy heth—hchy )
B2 72 72 B2

N o

h2 h? h? h2
—hy hyprh—hyhy heth—hchy heth—hohy
h? h? h2

N

(_hs hpsh—hyhs  hes—hchs hdshhdhs>

h2
Where the last equality follows from the fact that h, = 1. We are also using that
h is never 0 in order to divide by h2.

We perform elementary column operations on the last matrix of the above
equation and get:

—hs hysh—hyhg hesh—hehs hgsh—hahs
k RZ 2 RZ
T8\ —hs  heh—hyhe  heth—hehy  heth—hehy
h2 h? h2

ik —hs  hysh —hyhs  hesh — hehs hgsh — hghs
"\ he huh = hyhe heh —hehy heth — hehy
-1k *hs hbsh hcsh hdsh
T\ ke hh heth heh
=rk *hs hbs hcs hds
*ht hbt hct hct
o (=hy 20 ha)
=1k <ht 0 —2 hct) =2

The cited criterion, [Nic1l, Theorem 1.2.1] gives exactly the statement of this
lemma. g

Definition 7.4.3. For (a,b,c,d) = (1,0,0,1), that is, for the standard Hermitian
metric, we denote

b0 = ¢id,0-

Lemma 7.4.4. The vector field &y is the gradient of ¢o(v) with respect to the
Fubini-Study metric on Dg < CP'.
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ProOOF. We make a few observations on the second coordinate £¥ of 7€. First

we compute it from the formula 7f¢ = —(Jacmg) ™! (;25533;;823) and we find
that
(7.4.5) & (u,v) = _771 (—Ufm(u,uv) + fy(u,uv))

wf (u, uv)

Let in(f) be the initial part (recall Definition 3.2.2) of f, that is,
f=in(f) + h.o.t.

and in(f) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree e. Thus, 7} f is divisible by u°.

e g7 i)
7r 7*in .
W, T T, ) =g

with g(¢) € C[¢t]. Similarly, 7 f, and 7§ f, are divisible by u®~!, and

mfel o Tl (i) (1,0) = eqe) —vg0)
Dg Dg
and . .
Tyl - Ol (), 1, 0) = o ),
Dg Dg

Using the above two equations in eq. (7.4.5) and, after scaling the vector field with
0, we find

(7.4.6)
R 6) - €] ps = 7'“;52;”'3 ) (ve1g(5) - oPPacg' (@) — ea* 1 (9))
) Dg
1+ o)

=y (@~ ol’g' (@) ~ ¢’ (@)

— (14 o) ( e m%)

On another hand we compute the differential of ¢q:

__M ve
Déo == T T4 P

-t ve — UQM
-t (e 0+

Finally, if we denote by V¥5¢, the gradient of ¢y with respect to the Fubini-Study
metric, then

(7.4.7)

V0 = (1+[v]*)? - Deho.
So the lemma follows from eq. (7.4.6) and eq. (7.4.7). O

Let é H,0 be the vector field analogous to éo but computed with the metric H.

Corollary 7.4.8. The vector field 5H70|D8 is the gradient of ¢.0(v).

Proor. Find A € GL(C,2) such that A*A = H, then take the isometric
coordinates induced by A and apply the previous lemma. (|



7.5. THE SPINE AT RADIUS ZERO OVER THE 1ST BLOW-UP 57

Theorem 7.4.9. There exists a measure 0 set Hy in H, such that for all Hermitian
metrics H € H\Ho, the restriction of the vector field §H»0|D8 is elementary.

PROOF. The proof is a direct application of Lemma 7.4.2 and Corollary 7.4.8
plus the observation that gradients of Morse functions are elementary vector fields.
O

Definition 7.4.10. Let Gy < GL(2,C) be the set of matrices A such that
A*A e H\Ho
Definition 7.4.11. We denote by ¥¢ < Dg the set of singularities of & on Dg.

The following lemma shows that &, may only have fountains or saddle points
(fig. 2.4.5).

Lemma 7.4.12. If H € H\Ho, then {u,o does not have sink singularities.

Proor. If p € Dj is a sink singularity of &g 0, that is, if the vector field &q o
has a sink in the direction tangent to Dy, then the vector field é #.0 has an sink at
p by Lemma 7.3.1. In particular, for each Milnor fiber, there is a whole disk in it
that forms part of the spine, which contradicts the fact that the spine contains no
disks with positive volume which is proved in [A’C18, Theorem 2.2]. O

Lemma 7.4.13. Let p be a point in DonC. Then, the vector field & points towards
p in a small neighborhood around p. As a consequence, the Poincaré-Hopf index of
&o at the puncture p is 1.

PROOF. By the expression of ¢g given in eq. (7.4.1) we get that ¢y — +o0 for
points approaching p. By Lemma 7.4.4, the vector field &, is the gradient of ¢y and
so it points in the direction where ¢g grows.

The statement about the index is a direct consequence of the dynamics of &
near p which behaves effectively as a sink (recall Definition 2.4.6). O

7.5. The spine at radius zero over the 1st blow-up

We are now ready to construct the spine at radius zero for homogeneous sin-
gularities. Consider the real oriented blow up
00:Y)° =Yy

of Yy along Dy u C.

First we construct a 1-dimensional CW-complex which is a spine for Dg. Let
Iy © X be the set of saddle points of &;. For each saddle point p € Iy we consider
its stable manifold Bp which consists of the union of two trajectories B;r and B,
together with p, that is,

B, = B u B, u{p}.
Let I5% < X’ be the set of saddle points of &°| Do For each saddle point
q € 1% we consider the corresponding stable manifold, 1
Rro _ n+ -
B}’ =B, u B, u{q}.
We recall that by Definition 7.2.4, the vector field £}°| prose is just the pullback

of & by the map oo|pre Dy’y — Dg, which is a mg-fold regular covering. In
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particular,
—1 - -
(Uo |Dg‘jg,°) (Bp) = U By
-1
qe (00 | D50é0> (p)

By Lemma 7.4.12 all the singularities in Ry = X¢\[y are repellers and thus,
have empty stable manifolds. Analogously, all singularities in Rf’) = 26?9\15?9 are
also repellers. We define the set

So = |_| Bp |_| {p}.

pelo pERo

Definition 7.5.1. We define the set

sin=| By | 1@}

qelgf’g ‘IGRB?H
and call it the spine at radius 0 and angle 6 over Dy.

Lemma 7.5.2. The set Sy is a spine for D§ and the set S§° is a spine for D%’
for each 6 € R/277Z.

PROOF. We know that near the punctures of Dg the vector field points towards
the punctures (Lemma 7.4.13). By definition, the complement of Sy consists of
trajectories that necessarily converge to one of these punctures because there are
no sinks in D§ (Lemma 7.4.12). Pick a small simple closed curve around each of
these punctures and let it flow by &y forward and backwards. The union of all these
curves and their translates by &, equals an union of disjoint cylinders, as many as
punctures in Dg. This shows that Sy is a spine of Dg.

The second statement follows directly after the observation that o prese DB?(;O —

Dyg is a regular covering for each 6. O

FIGURE 7.5.3. In blue, the stable-manifold associated with a sad-
dle point of £¢%. In darker blue we can see two trajectories con-
tained in Sp 9. On top, the Milnor fiber over t € D,, with arg(t) = 6.
Below, in gray, a part of D%’
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FIGURE 7.6.2. In black the vector field on the chart U. The hori-
zontal line on the center is part of a whole S' of zeroes of &

7.6. Some homogeneous examples

In this subsection we apply the theory developed on this section to some base
case examples.

Example 7.6.1. We start by considering the Morse singularity f(z,y) = y? + 2.
Let my : Yy — Tub be the blow up at the origin 0 € Tub. Take the local chart
U c Yy with coordinates u, v such that

mo(u, v) = (u, uv).

(1 O) , detJacmy = u.
vou
We use eq. (7.1.2) and we compute

¢N__ -l (2w \_(am
€ ) " w@?+ a2 \2uv —2va) — | 2t

U2 +ut

In these local coordinates we have:

mof = (V* +1)u?, Jacm

We compute

__2 0
. 2 uv?+u _
11_{% |ul 2(v—7) = (2(v—v)> .
“ wuvtun o2+1

That is, for the chart U n D§ with coordinate v,

2(v — )
So=—5—7"
ve+1
We can see from the expression above that the vector field has non-isolated zeroes
(see fig. 7.6.2). More concretely, the whole line Re(v) = 0 is a line of zeros in U n Dg.
Actually, this line forms part of a St of zeroes in D§. In particular, this shows that
the standard metric here does not come from a matrix A in Gy (Definition 7.4.10)
since the vector field cannot be the gradient of any Morse function.
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In the next example we consider the Morse singularity obtained from g2 + 22
after the linear change of coordinates y — y and x — x + y.

Example 7.6.3. Consider the polynomial f(z,y) = y? + (y + z)%. Let my : Yy —
Tub and U c Y} as before. We find:

o f = (21}2 +2v+1) u?, Jacmy = (11) 2) , detJacmy = u.

And so, following eq. (7.1.2), we find

& -1 2u(u + v) _ |~ 2711722(41:;1112)+ﬂ
) w(20% 420+ 1)a? \—2vu(l+0) +2u(l +20)) | 2—2ute-l |-

2ua0? +2utv+ud
As before, we now compute the scaling and extension of
S Ca ) 0
So on U n Dg we have the expression,
2(v—2)+v—1)
T LI I

This vector field has isolated singularities on Dg at the points
’U0=(1—\/5)/2, v = (1+\/5)/2

We compute the Hessian of £y at those singularities. For that we write v = s + it
and compute the partials of the vector field evaluated at those points. For vy we
get:

4((s+it —2)(s —it) + s +it — 1)(2s — 2it + 1)
2
(2(5 —it)? + 25 — 2it + 1)

as§0|((1—«/5)/2,o) ==

2(2s — 1)
(s —it)? + 25 — 2it + 1
Y
5—2v5

+

((1-+/5)/2,0)

and
A((s+it —2)(s—it) + s+ it — 1)(—2is — 2t — i)

9 2
(2(5 —it)? + 25 — 2it + 1)

Ie€ol(1-v5)/2,0) = ~

2(2t + 31)
s —it)? + 25 — 2it + 1
61
T 5-2v6
So the Hessian is, up to a positive real constant,

,2\/5
HeSS((17\/5)/210)§0 = 5—(2)\/5

+

(1—-+/5)/2,0)

i
vl O
S
v
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FIGURE 7.6.4. In black the vector field on the chart U. In this
case the vector field has a potential which is a Morse function so
all the zeroes are isolated. We see a saddle point and a fountain.
In blue the spine Sy

which indicates that v is a saddle point. A similar computation for v, leads to the
Hessian

25 0
Hess (1400 = | 2076
2v/5+5

That is, v1 is a fountain (see Figure 7.6.4).

Example 7.6.7. Let f(z,y) = v + 2% and let 7 : Yo — Tub be the blow up at
the origin 0 € Tub. Take the local chart U < Yy with coordinates u, v such that

mo(u,v) = (u,uv).
In these local coordinates we have:

w§f=u3(v2fv+1)(v+1), Jac7r0=<11) 2), det Jacmy = w.

And so, following eq. (7.1.2), we find

€\ _ 1 3uu? _ *—ﬁ?§+a
¢ u(@? — 0+ 1)(0 + 1)ad \—3va” + 3u°0* 7%
We can compute

o 3
o3 +1

lim [ul* | s() | = _s(@*-v)
wavs +ut 341
That is, for the chart U n D§ with coordinate v,
3(172 — v)

b= ""mr1
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[40)

'y

FIGURE 7.6.5. On the left we see the exceptional set of Yp, the
vector field in black and the spine Sy in blue. On the right we see
the corresponding picture for a fixed angled on the Milnor fiber at
radius zero.

FIGURE 7.6.6. The inner cylinder represents the Milnor fiber at
radius 0 and angle 6. The outer cylinder represents a Milnor fiber
over a point ¢ with arg(f) = 6. In light blue we see the closure
of the union of all trajectories starting at the Milnor fiber F; that
converge to some point in the Milnor fiber at radius 0. In darker
blue we see some of the trajectories together with the spine S; on
the Milnor fiber F; and the spine S at radius 0 and angle 6.

A direct computation, shows that this vector field vanishes at the origin and at the
3rd roots of unity, that is, at the points

v=0, v=1, v=-1/2(14+iV3), v=1/2(-1+iV3).
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FIGURE 7.6.8. In black the vector field on the chart U. The in-
wards pointing outer arrows indicate that there is a fountain at
infinity (or rather at the only point of Dy that U does not see). In
blue the stable manifolds of the three saddle points.

Next we compute the Hessian of £y at those points. Take real coordinates s, ¢ such
that v = s + ¢t. We compute the partials and evaluate at (s,t) = (0,0)

9((5 —it)? — 5 - it)(s —it)” 3025 — 25t — 1)
0s€0l(0,0) = 2 B it)3 =
((s—it)° +1) (s —it) +1

(0,0

and

9i((8 —it)? — s — it) (s —it)” | 3(=2is — 2t — i)
((s —it)® + 1)2 (s —it)’ +1

3 0
Hess(o,o)fo = (0 3) )

that shows that &y has a fountain at the origin.
When v = 1, that is (s,t) = (1,0), we have

-3/2 0
HeSS(l,O)go = ( 0/ 9/2) )

which shows that &y has a saddle point at (1,0). A similar computation shows that
&o has also saddle points at (—1/2,—+/3/2) and (—1/2,4/3/2). So, in the chart U,
the vector field looks as in Figure 7.6.8.

By taking another chart, an analogous computation yields that &y has a fountain
at the only point in Dg not seen by the chart U.

=31

5t§0|(o,o) ==

(0,0

which yields the Hessian
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The Milnor fiber at radius 0 minus a tubular neighborhood of its boundary is
a 3-fold regular cover of Dg§. Therefore, each of the two fountains give rise to 3
vertices of the spine at radius 0.



CHAPTER 8

The Vector Field Near the Corners

Near an intersection point D; n D; of two exceptional components in Y, the
pull-back of £ has poles along D; n D;. Assuming that the edge ij is invariant,
Definition 6.1.1 after rescaling 7*(£) by a positive factor, the vector field extends to
an analytic vector field near D; n D;, which does not vanish identically along D; or
D;. If the edge is not invariant, a similar scaling of the further pullback (7"°)* (&)
to the real oriented blow-up extends over the boundary. The vanishing order of this
positive factor is given by the radial weights 7; defined below.

In this section we work with the resolution mpe1 : Ypo1 — C? which, in particular,
resolves generic polar curves (see Definition 5.1.3). We use the notation 7 = mpq1.

We sometimes write simply f and f, instead of w;“ol f and w;“ol fz to avoid
cumbersome formulas. It is clear from the context and the coordinates use therein.
Furthermore, the partials of = = wgolx and w;"ol f with respect to u,v are denoted
T, Ty, fu, fv, and so on.

Definition 8.0.1. The radial weight of the vertex i € V is the integer
Ti = C14 + Mi — Pi.

Remark 8.0.2. It follows from definition that 7; + w; = 2¢; ;. By Lemma 6.1.3,
we therefore have 7; < 2¢;; for all ¢ € V. Equality holds precisely for the invariant
vertices, i.e. when ¢ € Vy, by Lemma 6.3.5. In particular, 7; is even in this case.

8.0.3. Let 4,5 € V, and assume that there is a directed edge ;7 — ¢ in T' (see
Definition 3.4.1). Note that this implies that 7 # 0, since all edges adjacent to 0
point away from 0. Corresponding to the edge ij, we have an intersection point
p € D; n D;. Choose isometric coordinates z,y in C? so that y = 0 defines the
tangent associated with p (see Definition 3.5.1). Let U < Y be a small chart
containing p with coordinates u,v. We choose u,v in such a way that
¥ r = y iy

(8.0.4) ¥y = uFoin(u, v)
where 1(0,0) # 0. Since ¢ # 0, we have k > ¢p; (Lemma 3.5.2). Similarly, ¢ > co ;
with equality if and only if j = 0.

On U\D, we have an explicit description of the pullback of &

N [N
8.0.5 x _ (&) - A
(8.0.5) mlinot (5”) det Jacr - f (—yufm + T fy

Since f, defines a generic polar curve (by the definition of 7,0 and the assump-

tion on the coordinate y), it vanishes along D;, D; with multiplicities p;, p;, we can
write 7* f,, (u, v) = uPivPi (b+h.o.t.) where b € C*. We can therefore explicitly write

xvf_y = €0 gPiyC0d ~LgPi (coyjl; +h.o.t.)

65
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with b € C*. Here, once again, we are identifying f, with its pullback. We can
now write 7* f (u,v) = uPivP (V' + h.o.t.) with the inequalities p} > p; and p’; > p;
because the z-axis is a tangent by hypothesis. Again using the observation after
eq. (8.0.4), we can write

Yo Lo = uFaPi0" 0% (00 + hoo.t.) = u i @P v 5P (0 + h.o.t.)

with b’ € C. Together this yields

Yo for — xvf_y = €01 P ©0.5 ~ L5 (—coyjl_) + h.o.t.).
By an analogous reasoning we find,

—Yufu + :vufy = %0~ LgPigyC0.i Ps (co,il; + h.o.t.).
Similarly, we can also write

7 f(u,v) = u™v™ (a+hot.) aeC*

(8.0.6) det Jac7(u,v) = v’ 10" (¢ + h.o.t.) ce C*.

Setting d = b/(ca) € C*, we get (recall Definition 3.3.6)

LT _(u = v = u(co,; + h.o.t.)

We recall the notation r = |u| from Chapter 4 and introduce the notation
s = |v|. Do not confuse with the notation s,t used in Example 7.6.7.

The previous discussion, in particular the above equation, yields the following
result.

Lemma 8.0.8. (i) If pe D; n D;, with ij an invariant edge, then the vector field
(8.0.9) |u|”|v|Tf7r|”fJ\D§

extends to an analytic vector field on U that is tangent to D; nU and D; nU. And
it does not vanish identically there.
(i) The scaled pull-back

(8.0.10) rligTigt©

*
Uro\aUro§
extends to an analytic vector field on U™, which is tangent to both D;° n U™ and

D3 nU™. Furthermore, ifij is a non-invariant edge, it does not vanish identically
along D;*;.

Definition 8.0.11. Denote by {7 the analytic vector field on U*® whose restriction
to U™\0U™ coincides with eq. (8.0.10). We denote by £ 4 the restriction of &7
to a neighborhood of D;% 4 in the Milnor fiber Fy® at radius 0 and angle 6.

Similarly, for p an invariant intersection point, denote by £y the analytic vector
field on U whose restriction to U\D coincides with eq. (8.0.9).

8.1. Invariant intersection points

In this subsection we consider an invariant edge j in the graph I'. We use the
notation from 8.0.3, and assume w; = w; = 0 and that j — 7.

Lemma 8.1.1. The number d from eq. (8.0.7) is a positive real number if the edge
1j 18 tnvariant.
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PROOF. Denote by [ the coefficient of u“*-#v° in the expansion of 7*y in u, v.
We have

det Jac 7(u,v) = TyYy — TpYy = Co,iu VI Y, — co jucO vy,
and so we can compute the number ¢ from eq. (8.0.6):
Cc = (Coyiclﬁj - coyjcu)l.
A chain rule computation gives

—Zo fu + Tufo
fy =
TulYv — Yulo
uco,i+mi—lvco,j+mj—l(a(COJmi _ CO,imj) =+ hOt)
u¥i—ly¥i—l(c 4+ h.o.t.)

@ Jcoi My

(uPivPi 4+ h.o.t.)

¢ |Coj My

and 5o b = a(m;co j —mjco;)/c, i.e. d =b/(ca) = (micoj —mjco;)/|c|* > 0 where
the last inequality follows from the fact that (co ;m; —m;co ;) < 0 by Lemma 3.4.7.
O

Lemma 8.1.2. If pe D; n D; is an invariant intersection point, then the vector
field &y has an elementary singularity at p, whose unstable manifold is D; and
whose stable manifold is D;.

PROOF. Since d is positive by Lemma 8.1.1, the result follows from the Grobman-
Hartman theorem and eq. (8.0.7). O

The previous lemma talks about the Hessian of the vector field & in Yo, it
is also useful later on the text to be able to speak about the Hessian of the vector
field &7 in Y25

pol*
8.1.3. Here we briefly explain how to obtain useful formulas for the pullback of our
vector field to Y. We use polar coordinates r, s, & and § (in this order), where
u =re', v = se’ for the chart U™ = ¢~}(U) < Y™. We can write

{]o _ (gro,rj 51‘0757 gro,a, gro,ﬂ)T'

The formulas
gro,r _ Re(e_io‘a*fu), gro,s _ Re(e_iﬂo*fv),
gro,a _ Im(r‘le_io‘o*gu), gro,,é’ _ Im(S_le_iBU*fv),
follow from a direct computation in polar coordinates. We carry on this direct

computation of the formulas for £*". We observe that in U™, the real oriented
blow up o is expressed as

(8.1.4)

(r,s,0,8) = (re'®, se')

and so its Jacobian is

cos « 0 —rsina 0
Jaco — sin a 0 7 COS « 0
0 cos 3 0 —ssin g
0 sin 3 0 scosf

This matrix is, up to permutation of the second and third columns, a block diagonal
matrix. So we can compute its inverse by blocks and find that
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cosa sina 0 0
_ 0 0 cosfS sinpf
1 P— .
(815) (JaCO') = _su;a co:a 0 0
0 0 __singf cos 3

By definition of the pullback of a vector field we know that
&7 = (Jaco) ! (Re(0*¢"), Im(c*€"), Re(a™€"), Im(0*¢")) .
So using eq. (8.1.5), we compute, on one hand:
(8.1.6) & = (cosa) - Re(o™€") + (sina) - Im(a*g").
And on the other hand:
Re(e “o*(£")) =Re ((cosa — isina) - (Re(a*¢*) + i Im(a*£™)))
=Re((cosa) - Re(c*¢") + (sina) - Im(c*¢™)
+i ((cosa) - Im(c*&") — (sina) - Re(c*&")))
=(cos @) - Re(c*¢") + (sina) - Im(c™*EY)

From eq. (8.1.6) and eq. (8.1.7), we verify the formula for £™" given in eq. (8.1.4).
The other three formulas of eq. (8.1.4) follow from very similar computations.

(8.1.7)

Corollary 8.1.8. At a point q € D} with w; = w; = 0, the vector field &7 has a
Hessian

dCQJ‘ 0 0 0

. 0  —degi 0 O
Hess &7 = 0 OO) 0 0
0 0 0 0

Moreover, there exists a local change of coordinates such that
{f)ojﬂ = (deg 47", —dcoﬁis’,O,O)T.
i coordinates v, s, o, 3.
PROOF. Using eq. (8.1.4) and eq. (8.0.7) we get
€7 = Re(e "dre™(co,j + h.o.t.)) = rdco ; + Re(h.o.t.)

where Re(h.o.t.) denotes the real part of the higher (than linear) order terms. This
yields the first row of the Hessian in the statement. Similarly, we find

€% = Tm(r~te " dre*®(co ; + h.o.t.))) = Im(dco j + h.o.t.) = 0 + Im(h.o.t.),

which gives the third row of the Hessian. The second and fourth rows are completely
analogous.

For the last statement we use that the vector field £y satisfies the hypothesis
of the Grobman-Hartman theorem by Lemma 8.1.2. This implies that there exists
coordinates u’, v’ for U such that {' =0} = D; nU and {¢' =0} = D; n U and
such that &y in the coordinates u’, v’ is

(8.1.9) <§:> = (_dfl(é;“v,) .

So, after taking its pullback by the real oriented blow up o(r’, o, ', 8') = (r'e’®’, 'e'?),
we get the vector field
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(8110) é-on = (dCoij/, *dCoyiS/, O, O)T
which proves the last statement. ([

In fig. 8.1.11 we can see a drawing of the vector field {7 restricted to (Dz?f’e V)
D) nU

Dr vvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv

FIGURE 8.1.11. The vector field 7 restricted to (Dj4u Dj%) nU
near a component of D} , for an edge j — ¢ and with w; = @; = 0.

8.2. Non-invariant intersection points

Next we assume that w;, @; are not both 0. In this subsection we also use the
formulas eq. (8.1.4).

Lemma 8.2.1. In polar coordinates given by the real oriented blow up, the following
expression holds

arg(f)(0,0,, B) = mija +m;B + A
with A € R/27Z a constant.

PROOF. This follows from Lemma 4.1.2 and the observation that arg(f)(0, 0, o, 58)
is equivariant with respect to -; of weight m; and equivariant with respect to -; of
weight m;. O

Definition 8.2.2. With d € C* as in 8.0.3, set § = arg(d) € R/27Z, and

(8.2.3) =t ={(0,0,a,8) € U™ |§ + wja + ;8 = 0 (mod 27 Z)} < Dj7,
2. 27, =1{(0,0,0,8) € U™ |8 + wia + w;f = (mod 2nZ)} < DI,
and Ei,j = 2::] U Ez_,]

Lemma 8.2.4. Fiz 0 € R/27Z.

(i) The set ¥; ; is a real 1-dimensional affine subspace homeomorphic to a disjoint
union of 2 ged(w;, w;) circles.

(i) The set Di% N Yy° is a real 1-dimensional affine subspace homeomorphic to a
disjoint union of ged(m;, m;) circles.

(i1i) The intersection ¥; ; N Yy° is transverse and

+ ro| _ — ro| _ | Wi
|Ei,j NYy°l = |Ei,j NYp°| = ‘mj ;|
Where | - | denotes cardinality in the first two terms and determinant in the last

one.
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PrROOF. The map x : Dj% — R/27Z, (a, B) = § + wia + w;f with § = arg(d),
is a surjective affine morphism, and therefore its preimages xy~1(0) and x~!() are
submanifolds of dimension dimg D;% — dimg(R/27Z) = 1. From eq. (8.2.3) we see
that E:fj consists of ged(w;, w;) connected components. In fact, each component

can be parametrized as follows. Set (@}, @}) = (wi, @;)/ ged(wi, w;). We see that

¥ ; consists of components parametrized by v € R/27Z by
r=s=0 a= —w37+5/, B=wiy+0d"
where §’ and 6” are some constants in R/27Z.
A similar argument works for the set D% n Yy since
(8.2.5) D;% nYy° ={(0,0,a,8) e U |mija +m;B + A = 0}.
The composition

mjwi — miwj

ged(wy, ;)

is a submersion, since m;w; — m; w; < 0 by Corollary 6.3.7 and Corollary 6.3.6 5.
which proves transversality. ([

Lemma 8.2.6. Let 0 € R/27Z.

(i) The vanishing set of £ is X, ;.

(i1) The Hessian of £f along the normal bundle of ¥, ; is elementary.

(iii) If q € E:j and arg(f)(q) = 0, then the unstable manifold of &7 at q is the

germ (D%, q), and its stable manifold is a single trajectory in (D%, q).

(i) Similarly, if g € ¥ ; and arg(f)(q) = 0, then the stable manifold of &7 at q is
(D%, q), and its unstable manifold is a single trajectory in (Dj%, q).

Lemma 8.2.7. Let g€ %, ;. Set x(o, f) = 6 + wija + w; B with § = arg(d). Then
rTisTIEOT e rld|eg,; cos(x (e, B)) + m%rqu,

r7isTIgr% € —s|d|eg i cos(x (e, B)) + m%/ro)q7

ST € [dlco s sin(x(@, B)) + (r8)Cie g

rrisTigrol e —ld[co,i sin(x(a, B)) + (7, 5)Cyo 4

where myro ¢ is the mazimal ideal of the local ring of real analytic functions Cyxo ,
and (r, S)C%%q is the ideal generated by r and s in the same local ring.

(8.2.8)

PROOF. We recall from eq. (8.1.4)
§O7 = Re(e " 0*¢"), &% =Im(r e o).
Now, we look at eq. (8.0.7) and observe
(%) <|”7|) " d = [d|(cos(x) + isin(x))
We compute
rTis™ Re(e "“o*¢") = Re(e "e™X|d|re’*(co ; + h.o.t.))

= Re(|d|re™(co ; + h.o.t.))
= |d|rco,j cos(x) + Re(re’*h.o.t.)
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The function r and all the higher order terms vanish at ¢q. This settles the first line
of eq. (8.2.8). On another hand, we have

rTisT Im(rte o *¢") = Im(r~te"|d|e"Xre'(co ; + h.0.t.))
= Im(|d|e™(co; + h.0.t.)))
= |d|co,; sin(x) + Im(e™*h.o.t.)

Each higher order term is divisible by 7 or s, this is because the higher order terms
in eq. (8.0.7) are monomials in u, @, v and v. This settles the third line of eq. (8.2.8).
The other two lines are completely analogous. ([

PROOF OF LEMMA 8.2.6. Given that U has been chosen small, these functions
all vanish precisely when r = s = 0 and x € Zm, proving (i).

If g € ¥; ;, then Lemma 8.2.7 shows that the linear terms of £"*" and £ are
|d|rco,; and —|d|sco i, respectively. Furthermore, we have

0o sin(x) = w; cos(x), 0psin(x) = w; cos(x).

As a result, the Hessian of {7 at g € E:fj is
C()yj 0
0 76071' O
(8.2.9) +d] o
* 0,jWi  Co,jW;

—C0,iWi  —C0,iW;

The lower right block of the above matrix has rank 1. Therefore its only non-
zero eigenvalue equals its trace cp jw; — cow;. This number is positive by Corol-
lary 6.3.7. In particular, the Hessian has three nonzero real eigenvalues, which
proves (ii), since dimg 3; ; = 1.

For (iii), let g € E:j. Then from the previous discussion we have that eq. (8.2.9)
has two positive eigenvalues and one negative eigenvalue. As a result, following
Kelley [Kel67b, Theorem 1], £ has a unique 2-dimensional unstable manifold
and a unique 1-dimensional stable manifold. The submanifold D;%, given by r =0
and y = 0, is an invariant submanifold and, again, it is unstable since the restriction
of the Hessian eq. (8.2.9) to T, D} is positive definite. A similar observation gives
that the restriction of the Hessian to T,D’ has one positive and one negative
eigenvalue. The statement (iv) is analogous to the previous one. ([

Notation 8.2.11. Take a connected component of some D} 4 with @; or @; not
zero and such that j — i. A point of Ezj will be called a red point, that is, a red
point looks like half a fountain on D} and half a saddle point on D7%. Analogously,
a point of X, will be called a green point, that is, a green point looks like half a
sink on D;% and half a saddle point on Dj}%. See fig. 8.2.10 for a drawing of the
vector field &9 5.

8.3. The strict transform

In this subsection we rescale the pull-back wgolg in a neighborhood of a com-
ponent D, of the strict transform Cpq1, for some a € A. With the right rescaling,
this vector field looks like a Morse-Bott attractor along D,. As a result, the flow
of the vector field retracts a neighborhood onto D,, and, as we shall see, the strict
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FIGURE 8.2.10. Trajectories of the scaled vector field along the
boundary, near the corner locus. The winding number on D’
around the boundary component seen here, is computed by a path
going from left to right in the upper half of the figure, and so
coincides with the number of red (or green) points. On D}$ we
find the same number with the opposite sign.

transform W;(}I(S\{O}) C Ypar of the total spine does not intersect a neighborhood
of Cpol-

8.3.1. Let a € A be an arrowhead in the graph I'yo1, and let ¢ € V be the unique
neighbor of @ in I'po1. Then D, is an exceptional component, and D, is a component
of the strict transform Cpo < Ypo1. These divisors intersect in a unique point,
choose a small coordinate chart U around this point. We can assume that the
coordinates u,v in U satisfy

T* x|y = u, 7 flu = u™ ™.

Since o1 restricts to an isomorphism outside the exceptional divisor, and £ is a
well defined vector field outside the curve C, we have a well defined vector field
w5 & on the set U\D = U\(D; U D,).

After choosing a small neighborhood U, we can choose ¢ and 7 small enough

that we can assume that D, m w;Oll(Tub(a, n)) cU.

Lemma 8.3.2. The vector field
(8.3.3) |u

Ti

| 2

v* - mhaélowp

extends to an analytic vector field on U. Furthermore,

(1) the singular set of this extension is the submanifold U n D,
(2) the Hessian of this extension has strictly negative real eigenvalues along
the normal bundle of the singular set.

PRrROOF. By the definition of a pull-back of a vector field, we find
3 o ()] -1 —1 miu"
Thoélon = (51, = —(Jacmpo) " - fz/f_ = —Jacm - (Jacwpol)* . m;TFl
We recall that in this context (Jac J)* stands for the hermitian adjoint of Jac L i
Here we use the assumption that f = «™*v™e is a monomial, and so its log deriva-
tives are easily computed:

fulf =mu™", fo/f =mav™t.
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A computation gives (note that z, = 0 and so det Jac Tpo1 = To¥s)

2 _
Yv Yu

Ty Ty

Yo

Ty

- - 1 lyo|? —Yuy 1
Jacwl.]amrl*=7( vl v = —
pol 0o = Lo oyt ol + luul?) T TP Yulo g4 Yup

X

:Eu i'u u

As a result, since 7; = 2¢1; because ¢ is invariant (recall Remark 8.0.2 and Defini-
tion 6.1.1), we find

U | Yo Yo Yu
N B P s
(834) |l ol = v S :
Yo U Yu Yo Yu
mi——— a a |
U Ty Ty Ty

Here, the factor

(see 3.3.4). In fact, since y, and y,, both vanish with order strictly higher than x,,,
all the summands in each coordinates of the vector to the right in eq. (8.3.4) are
real analytic functions. As a result, eq. (8.3.3) has a real analytic extension. The
factor v in eq. (8.3.4) guarantees that the extension vanishes along D;. In fact, the
extension of both functions

2
€1,4 . oy . . . .
“y—l‘ is a positive unit, since y, vanishes with order ¢; ; along D;
v

ul™olPe®, T ul?e

vanish along D,, and the latter has the linear term v with coefficient given by

2

Yul <0

Ly

—Mgq — Mg

at each point in D,. It follows that the extension of eq. (8.3.3) vanishes precisely
along D,, and that the Hessian has negative eigenvalues along the normal bundle.

O
Lemma 8.3.5. Let U™ = o~ }(U) < Y, with polar coordinates (r,s,a, ) so that
u=1e" and v = se'®. The vector field

(8.3.6) T”S(W;)%I)*f,

which is well defined on U™\OU™, extends to a real analytic vector field on U*®
which does not vanish on U™ and is tangent to DJ° and is transverse to D7,
pointing outwards there.

PrRoOOF. The vector field

gro,r
o _ TO, (0
(7Tp01) €|U’“°\(7U’“° - gro,s
gro,B

is the pull-back of wgolg lonp to U™\oU™, where the coordinates are given by
eq. (8.1.4). Since &y is tangent to D;, the analytic function |u|™|v|?€* is divisi-
ble by u. Furthermore, by eq. (8.3.4), |u|T|v|?¢% is also divisible by v. As a result,

Ti
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i

v|?€%) is divisible by both r and s, and so the functions
rTisEOT = s Re(e 7o (|u [u]?EY))
rTisrOY = sl Im(e 7 o (Jul ™ u2EY))
extend to real analytic functions on U™. Similarly, we have
rTisE"% = 5T Re(e” o * (|u| [v]2€Y))
rTis€™P = 72 Im(e " o (|u] ™ |v)%EY))

The analytic function |u|™|v|?¢V is divisible by v, and so Re(e™* o * (Ju|™ [v]?)£Y) is
divisible by s. As a result, 7™ s£"® extends as an analytic function.

In a similar way, the function Im(e™ "o *(Ju|™ |v|?£?)) is divisible by s. But the
only term in the expansion of |u|™|v|?£? which has order 1 in v is a real multiple of
the variable v, it follows that Im (e~ "o * (Ju|™ |v|?£?)) is divisible by s2. As a result,
r7is€"F has an analytic extension to U™ which is never 0.

We have seen that the function r7s£" " is divisible by r, and so vanishes along
the boundary piece D;° n U'™. As a result, the vector field r”s(w;%l)*§ is tangent
to Di° n U™ .

Similarly, since £V has linear part which is a negative multiple of v, the function

o*(lu

i

i

i

Ti

TTisfro’S — Sfl Re(efiao,*“u Ti v|2§v))
takes negative values along the set defined by s = 0. This means that the extension
of 77 s(me))*€ is transverse to the boundary piece Dg° and points outwards. [

Definition 8.3.7. With U as in 8.3.1, and U™ = ¢~ 1(U), denote by

v, U
the unique extensions of the vector fields eq. (8.3.3) and eq. (8.3.6) to U and U™®,
respectively.

8.3.8. For p € U, denote by 7, the trajectory of {y starting at p. If p € U\D, then
vp is, up to reparametrization, the trajectory of £ pulled back to U via mpol.

Corollary 8.3.9. Let U be as in 8.3.1. Then, there exists a smaller neighborhood
V < U satisfying

(1) if peV, then v, does not escape U,
(2) if pe VnD,, theny, converges to the unique intersection point in D;n D,
(8) if pe V\D;, then vy, converges to a point in D\D;.

Corollary 8.3.10. There exists an open set V C Yo containing Cpol such that

wgoll(S’)\{O} NV = J.here

8.4. Poincaré-Hopf indices

If 45 is an invariant vertex, then the vector field &y is tangent to the disks
D;nU and D; nU, and does not vanish outside the intersection point. As a result,
restricting the vector field to either disk produces an index, see Definition 2.4.6.

Lemma 8.4.1. (1) Assume that ij is an invariant edge. Then the restriction
&ulp;~U has an isolated singularity at D; n D; of index one.
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(2) The set D;OO’O N U™ consists of ged(m;, m;) punctured disks. At each
puncture, the restriction of &7 has index

1 w; m;

ged(mg,my) |5 My

(8) The set D;?Q’O NU™ consists of ged(m;, m;) punctured disks. On each disk,

the restriction of &7 has index

+ 1.

-1 wi my

—_— + 1.
ged(m;,mj) | m;

PRrROOF. First we prove 1. From Lemmas 8.1.1 and 8.1.2, it follows that the
Hessian of the restriction has two real nonzero eigenvalues with the same sign. As
a result, it has index 1.

For 2 and 3, it suffices to have a look at fig. 8.2.10, and use eq. (2.4.7). Indeed,
observe that, by Lemma 8.2.4, (ii) and (iii), the number of red points is

1 w; m;
gcd(mi,mj) wy My

(8.4.2)

Which is the same as the number of green points. After contracting each connected
component of D} o to a point, we get a eq. (8.4.2)-pronged singularity on D7 and
a eq. (8.4.2)-petal singularity on Di%. So the result follows after Example 2.4.8. [
Lemma 8.4.3. Assume that ik is an edge from i to k, and that i is invariant

and k not invariant. Then the Poincaré-Hopf index of the vector field &; at the
intersection point D; n Dy, equals 1 — wy,.

PROOF. Consider the the vector field &9 y|pre,. Let L be one of the boundary
components which is contained in D}, ,. Then, by Lemma 8.2.6 and Lemma 8.2.4

(iii), the boundary component L has wym;/ gcd(m;, my) red vertices. So, after con-
tracting L to a point, the vector field &0 Do, has a wym;/ ged(m;, my)-pronged
singularity. Now recall that for an invariant vertex ¢, the vector field £ is just the
pullback by o of & restricted to D;%. Furthermore, the map o Dro, D% — D;
is an m; regular cover, and, restricted to each connected component of Di% is an
m;/ ged(m;, my,) regular cover. We find that &; has at D; n Dy, a wy-pronged singu-
larity. So, after Example 2.4.8, eq. (2.4.9), it has Poincaré-Hopf index 1 — wy,. O







CHAPTER 9

Other Exceptional Divisors

In this section, we consider an embedded resolution 7o : Y01 — C? (Defi-
nition 5.1.3) of the curve (C,0) that resolves the generic polar curves, and fix a
vertex ¢ € V, which does not correspond to the first blow-up, i # 0. It may be
impossible to scale and extend the vector field £ over the exceptional divisor D;,
to get a vector field on D7, similar to . In terms of numerical invariants on the
graph, we characterize those divisors having such an extension. More concretely we
show that it is precisely the vanishing of the polar weight w; that controls when it is
possible to do such an extension prior without doing the real oriented blow-up. We
describe a similar construction on the real oriented blow-up Y, which can be done
for any exceptional divisor, invariant or non-invariant. This is further exemplified
in Example 9.2.6.

Notation 9.0.1. We fix a metric induced by a coordinate change in G0 (Defini-
tion 5.1.10). Fix also isometric coordinates (recall Definition 2.3.1) z,y in C? with
respect to this metric chosen also so that the line {y = 0} is the tangent to ¢. This
can always be achieved by a further unitary change of coordinates.

As we have been doing so far, we usually simplify the notation by identifying
functions defined in a neighborhood of the origin in C2 with their pullback to U
via mpo1 or U via w2, That is, we sometimes write simply f and f; instead of
wg‘ol f and f;, etc. Furthermore, the partials of x = ﬂ';“ola: with respect to u, v are
denoted z,, x,, and so on.

As in Chapter 4, we have the real oriented blow-up o : Y5} — Yp01, and the
chart U induces the chart U™ = ¢~}(U) with coordinates r = |u|, o = arg(u) and
v. The boundary of U™ is U™ = (m}2))~"(D;), given by r = 0.

We choose a point p € D7, and a coordinate neighborhood U containing p so
that u(p) = v(p) = 0. Since x vanishes with order ¢g,; along D;, and does not

vanish on U\D;, we can choose the coordinates u, v so that
T = uor.

Since the restriction mei|np : U\D — C*\{0} is a local diffeomorphism, we can
pull back £ to get 7Tp01|"[‘J\D§.

In coordinates, we have complex functions £“,£¥ on U\D so that this vector
field is given by the vector

% - & N -1 yvfm _xvfy
(902) ﬂ-p01|U\D€ a (gv) B det Jacn-f_ (_yufaa + xufy) '

Similarly, on U*\oU*, we have a vector field

gro,r
m g€ = &0
gro,v

7
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Here, £"" and £'*“ are real analytic functions, while ™" is, as before, a real
analytic complex-valued function. We write v = s + it an correspondingly ™% =
£508 4 ¢t Recall, 8.1.3, that a computation in polar coordinates gives

(903) é-ro,v _ U*§v7 é-ro,r — Re (e—iao_*é-u) , é-ro,a = Im ((Teia)—lo,*gu) .

Definition 9.0.4. Let P; be the relative polar curve defined by the partial f,, and
denote by P; its strict transform by mp1.

Definition 9.0.5. Let ¢ € V with 7 # 0. Set
Si=PnD;, T°=01%), i =2 N Djg.

and
Yu=%;nU, Xp=xXnUm.

Note that we have a precise choice for the polar curve P;, which depends on
the metric and the vertex i. More precisely, P; is the vanishing set of the partial
derivative of f with respect to the direction orthogonal to the tangent associated
with ¢. Therefore, even if we fix the underlying metric, the definition of 3; for
different vertices ¢ involves a different choice of the polar curve.

In contrast, ¥ cannot be seen as the intersection of D§ with the strict transform
of a particular polar curve. A signed count of singularities of the vector field &,
however, allows for estimating the number of points in ¥j as the following lemma
shows:

Lemma 9.0.6. Let Fy and Sy be the number of fountains and saddle points, re-
spectively, of &. If t is the number of tangents of C, then

FQ—SQ=2—t

PROOF. By Lemma 7.4.12, § has no sinks. By Lemma 7.4.13, the index of
& near Dy n C is 1. The Euler characteristic of Dy is 2. A direct application of
Poincaré-Hopf index theorem yields the result. ([l

Remark 9.0.7. The intersection ¥; consists of finitely many points. The preimage
¥¥° is therefore the union of finitely many fibers of the S'-bundle D;>° — Dg.
These fibers are transverse to the foliation on D> given by arg(f), whose leaves
are D;%° for § € R/27Z. In fact, |X}9] = m; - [ < co.

9.1. Extension over the boundary

Lemma 9.1.1. We use Notation 9.0.1.
(i) The vector field

(9.1.2) Tt

ARV

on U\oU™ extends to an analytic vector field on U™ which is tangent to 0U*
and whose vanishing set is ¥77.

(i1) If i is an invariant vertex, that is, if m; — p; = c1,;, then the vector field

(9.1.3) |“|2cl’iwpol|ﬂ[}\D§ = |“|Ti7rp01|?}\D§

on U\D extends to an analytic vector field on U, which is tangent to D n U and
whose vanishing set is Yy .
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PROOF. Since x = ui, we have x, = 0. As a result

Ti ¢U __ nC1,i+Mi—Di 7y”fz _ pc1,i—(co,i—1) .c0i—1 Y mi—pi fz
PTEY = e T e i peoi=1__ TIv Jz
det Jac mpo1 f det Jac mpol f

Wlﬁrpol extends over the boundary by Lemma 4.1.2.

This is because by 3.3.4 we have orduyviz c1,; and ord, det Jacmpo = v — 1 =

The second factor r¢0i—1

co,i +c1,; — 1. The third factor rmi*pif—]% also extends over the boundary since
ord, fz = pi (eq. (5.1.7)) and ord, f = m;. Finally, since c1,i—¢coi+ 1= 2 (because
i # 0), the first factor r¢1.i=“.i*1 vanishes identically along the boundary oU™.
We conclude, by the last two formulas of eq. (9.0.3) that both 7 £™" and 77 £
extend over and vanish along 0U™.

Similarly as above, again using Lemma 4.1.2, the function

1

(9.1.4) rcl,iﬂLmi*PiI“ify = pCli Co,iu ™ . mi—pif__y

det Jacmf det Jac f
extends to a real analyt{c -j-equivariant function of weight ¢1 ; — m; + p; on U™.
We are using that ord, f, = p;. Note that this function vanishes precisely along
{r=Pi f, = 0} because

(q,€0,i—1
C1,i COJU ‘ )

det Jacw

is an unit. Also note that {r?i f, = 0} n U™ = P; n U™ = X}y.
By Lemma 3.5.2, and our choice of coordinates x,y, we have

U =

ord, (y,) = ordy,(y) — 1 > ord,(z) — 1 = ord,(zy,).

Furthermore, ord,(fz) = ord.(fy) by eq. (5.1.7). Thus, as in the previous argu-
ment, the function

(915) Tcl,ieri*Pi *yufm _ — pCLi " Yu ,Tmifpif_f
det Jac 7 f det Jacm f

on U™\oU™ extends over the boundary and vanishes there.
By eq. (9.0.2) and eq. (9.0.3), the function r7£" " is the sum of eq. (9.1.4)
and eq. (9.1.5), and so extends to a function on U*. Outside the boundary, the

Ti Iro * M M ro M M M
vector field r Thol Um\aUmﬁ does not vanish since Mol 1S & local diffeomorphism on

Ur\oU™ and ¢ does not vanish outside the curve C' = C2. Since the function in
eq. (9.1.5) vanishes along U™, the vanishing set of £" |5y is that of the function
in eq. (9.1.4) which we have already seen to be X}?. This finishes the proof of (i).
(ii) follows from a completely analogous argument by replacing r¢-i T™i=Pi by
|u|eri. O

Lemma 9.1.6. We use Notation 9.0.1.
(i) The vector field

(9.1.7) Tpolyron pro ([2]7/05€)

on Y™\D™ extends to an analytic vector field on (Y™\D™) u D;*° which is tan-
gent to D;”° and whose vanishing set is X5°. Moreover, for each 0 € R/2wZ, the
extension is tangent to D;OG’O.
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(i) If i is an invariant vertex, that is, if m; — p; = c1,i, then the vector field

(9.1.8) Tpollfp ([2214/904€) = il (12 /%0:)

on Y\D extends to an analytic vector field on (Y\D) u DY, which is tangent to DY
and whose vanishing set is 3;.

PROOF. It is always possible to cover D;”° by charts U™ with coordinates
r,a,v as in Notation 9.0.1. In those coordinates, we have that

o almeo = 7

Similarly, it is possible to cover D; by charts U with coordinates u, v such that

por* a7/ = Jul™

Then, the proof follows from Lemma 9.1.1. O

Definition 9.1.9. Denote by &7 the analytic vector field on U™ whose restriction
to U™\oU™ coincides with eq. (9.1.2). If ¢ is an invariant vertex then denote by &
the analytic vector field on U whose restriction to U\D coincides with eq. (9.1.3).

Similarly, denote by £ the analytic vector field on (Y\D™) u D!*° whose
restriction to Y'°\D™ coincides with eq. (9.1.7). If ¢ is an invariant vertex then
denote by & the analytic vector field on (Y\D) U D? whose restriction to Y\D
coincides with eq. (9.1.8). Denote the restriction by &; = éi|D;>.

Finally, denote the other corresponding restrictions by £/° = £/ prow and £ =

€0 provo.
g i,6

Remark 9.1.10. Let i € Vx\{0}. In local coordinates on D;, the vector field &; is
determined by the initial part of the pullback of the function f,. If we start with
a different metric, then the same construction gives a vector field which is a linear
combination of the pullbacks of f, and f,. Since f, vanishes with a higher order
than f,, by Corollary 6.4.17, this construction gives the same result up to a real
scalar. Therefore, the vector fields & and &° do not depend on the chosen generic
metric, up to a positive scalar.

9.2. A potential for ¢ on invariant vertices

In this subsection, we consider an invariant vertex i € Vpo1\{0}. We show that
the vector field &;, defined in the previous subsection, has a scalar potential with
respect to the metric g;, defined in Definition 4.3.1. An analogous statement for

ip» and its proof, can be found in the next subsection. We choose a coordinate
chart around a point p € DS as in 3.3.4, and set U™ = o~ 1(U).

Let ¢ € V\{0} be an invariant vertex. The function
wf_ |/
(9.2.1) ™ < log |x|mi/00,i>

extends as an analytic function over Dy7. In fact, in coordinates u, v in U, satisfying
x = u, the function f is divisible by u™:, and |z|™/c0:¢ = ™.

Definition 9.2.2. Denote by ¢; : Dy — R the restriction of the extension of
eq. (9.2.1) to Dg.
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In coordinates u, v, we can write 7* f = u™ig(v)+h.o.t., where the higher order
terms are divisible by u™i ™!, Therefore, eq. (9.2.1) equals

—log|f| + log |u|™/¢ = —(log |g(v) + h.o.t.| + m; log |u]) + log |u|™

= —log|g(v)|
along D;, where u vanishes. As a result,
(9.2.3) 6i(v) = —loglg(v)].

Lemma 9.2.4. Let i # 0 be an invariant vertex. The vector field &; is the gradient
of ¢; with respect to the Riemannian metric g; from Definition 4.3.1.

PRrOOF. From eq. (9.0.2) and observing that x, = 0, we have the formula
e T yuf_m 7qu_
g = fupr Ll = ol

TulYo f
We recall from Definition 8.0.1 that 7, = ¢;; + m; — p;. Since w; = 0 (recall
Definition 6.1.1), we have that 7; = 2¢1; and so

(9.2.5) u

|u|7'i — |u|201,i = uCLiglli,

Similarly as in eq. (9.1.5), the term |u|™ y“yfzf vanishes along D7. The other term
is _ _
|u|201 r xufy _ |u|201’jfy _ _|u|201’ifv

xuyvf ylif B |yv|2f
In the last inequality we have used that f, = @, f,. Since w; = 0, Lemma 6.1.3
implies that ord,f, = ord,f = m;. Therefore, we have in, f = ig(v) and
in, f, = u™ig'(v). Along D; n U, we find

v _1,,,9 (@)

u|7EY =h! V) ——=.

| | U ( g(’U)
where hy is the real function defining the metric g;, defined in Definition 4.3.1. The
result now follows from Lemma 2.1.3, and Remark 4.3.2. O

Before dealing with non-invariant vertices, we motivate the announced necessity
to consider the real oriented blow-up with an example. In the next example we
carefully analyze the cusp singularity and attempt an extension of the vector field
in the style of the present subsection and observe the failure and its reason.

Example 9.2.6 (The cusp f(z,y) = y* + 23). We derive the minimal embedded
resolution and associated invariants step-by-step.

Step 1: First Blow-up and Divisor Dy. We begin by blowing up the origin in
C2. In the chart (z,y) = (uo,uovo), the total transform of f is:

me f = (ugvo)® + up = ud(vg + uo)

This creates the first exceptional divisor Dy, given locally by uwy = 0. The strict
transform of the curve, C1, has the equation g; (ug,vo) = v3 + ug = 0. At the new
origin (ug,vo) = (0,0), the curve C; is tangent to the divisor Dy. This tangency
must be resolved.

Invariants for Dj:

o By definition, coo = 1,¢c1,0 = 1.
e mg = ordp, (f) = multo(f) 2.
® Do = OrdDo (fy) = OrdDo (y) or UO(UOUO) =1
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e wy=cio—mo+po=1—2+1=0. Dy is invariant.
Step 2: Second Blow-up and Divisor D1. We blow up the point of tangency
Py = (ug,vp) = (0,0). This creates the divisor Dy. Let’s use the chart, (ug,v9) =
(urv1,v1). The total transform of gy is v + ujvy = vi(v1 + u1). Here, Dy is
given by v; = 0, the strict transform Dy is uy = 0, and the strict transform of the
curve is C’l :v1 +u; = 0. These three smooth curves intersect at the new origin
(u1,v1) = (0,0), which is a triple point and not a normal crossing.
Invariants for D:
e The center P; is a smooth point on Dy, so by Lemma 3.3.7, co;1 = cp,0 = 1
and ¢;1 =c10+1=2.
e We need the map from a chart seeing Dy to C2. Using the chart (ug,v) =
(u1,u1v1) centered on Py, the map is 7(uy,v1) = (z,y) = (u1,udv;), and
Dl is {’U,l = 0}

my = ordp, (f) = ordy, (uiv1)? + u?) = ordy, (u3(uivi +1)) =3
p1 = ordp, (y) = ordy, (ulvy) = 2

e wy =ci1—m1+p1 =2—-34+2=1. So D; is the non-invariant divisor.

Step 8: Third Blow-up and Divisor Dy. We blow up the triple point P, =
(u1,v1) = (0,0). This creates the divisor Dy and separates the three intersecting
curves. The final configuration is a normal crossings divisor. The resulting dual

graph is:
(2)—c

e The center P, is the intersection bo N D1, so by Lemma 3.3.7, cp2 =
Co,0 + Co,1 = 2 and Cip2=C,0+tcC,1= 3.
e A chart seeing Dy = {ug = 0} is given by 7(uz, v2) = (u3va, ujv3).

ma = ordp, (f) = ordu, ((u303)” + (u3v2)*) = 6

Invariants for Ds:

p2 = ordp, (y) = ordy, (udv?) =3
e wy=ci2—mg+pr=3—6+3=0. Dy is invariant.

The complete table of invariants confirms that D; is the unique non-invariant di-
visor:

i Joft]2]
Co,i 1 12
Cl,i 1 2 3
m; ||2]13]6
w; |0[1]0
Ti 21316
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Angle dependence

Now we show the angular dependence when approaching the non-invariant
divisor, D;. To do this, we first find a local coordinate system (u,v) where D;
is given by {u = 0}.

As derived above, the second blow-up 71 (centered at p; = (0,0) in the (ug, vo)
chart) can be described by the map (ug,v9) = (u, uv). The new exceptional divisor
D, is {u = 0}. Composing this with the first blow-up map 7 (ug, v0) = (uo, uovo)
gives the map from our local chart to C?:

(z,y) = 7o (71 (u,v)) = mo(u, uv) = (v, u(uv)) = (u, u?v)

This map 7(u,v) = (u,u?v) is therefore the correct local model for analyzing the
vector field near D;. It correctly yields the invariants calculated for D in the table

above: wy = 1 and 71 = 3. We recall the formula for the pullback of £ = —V log | f|

from eq. (9.0.2):
e (8) - ey (455
§U detJacw-f *yufx+$ufy

The appropriate scaling factor, as per Lemma 9.1.6, involves the radial weight
71 = 3. We must analyze the vector field |u|'7*¢ = |ul37*¢. Let’s compute the
components.

e Jacobian:

Jacm = (x" x”) = ( 1 02) — det JacT = u?.

Yu Yo 2uv U
e Partials and pullbacks:
fo=32" f,=2y
o f =P (w® + 1), 7Ff, =3u? 7Ff, =2

e Components of 7*¢:

1 . -1 5 . —3u? —3u? -3
L — wfe — Ty = — 3w —0) = — = — — = — —

¢ uzf(y Jo = ufy) u2f(u " ) f w31 +av?)  u(l+ av?)

-1 - - -1 —2u%(—3uv +0)  —2(—3uv + )
V= ——(—yufotrufy) = —=(—2uv-30%+1-2u%0) = _ =

Now we apply the scaling factor |ul|3:
e u-component:
3 —3ualu|  —3ulul

3eu 3 B _ _
6" = lul a(l+uv?)  a(l+aw?) 1+ uv?

As u — 0, this component tends to 0. This is expected, as the extended
vector field must be tangent to the divisor Dy = {u = 0}.
e v-component: This is the crucial part.
2(=3uv+0)  wu|u|- (=2(=3uv +0))  |u| —2(=3uv + v)
2a(1 + uv?) u2u(1 + uv?) w1+ aw?

Jul*¢” = Jul®
u

Let’s analyze the limit of the scaled v-component as we approach the
divisor Dy, i.e., as u — 0. We introduce polar coordinates for u, setting
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[

u = re'® where r = |u]. The term & becomes:
M _ r _ —ix
u  re
Now we can compute the limit:
o —2(=3re"v + 7) o —2(0+0) ,
lim (|ul3¢¥) = lim (e . =e " = 2pe "
uﬁO(l |€) r—>0< 1+T67w‘62 ) 1+0

The limit of the scaled vector field on the divisor D; is not a single well-defined
vector field. Instead, it depends on the angle o = arg(u) of approach to the divisor.
For each direction of approach, we get a different resulting vector field on D;.

This explicit angular dependence, captured by the term e, is precisely the
reason a standard extension fails. As shown in the proof of Lemma 9.1.1, the limit
of the rescaled vector field is an equivariant function of weight w;. Here, for i = 1,
we have @ = 1, and indeed our resulting limit —2ve~*“ is equivariant of weight 1
with respect to the -j-action (which corresponds to rotating u).

The real oriented blow-up ¢ : Y™ — Y resolves this indeterminacy. It
replaces the divisor D; (a complex manifold) with its pre-image Di° = o~1(Dy),
which is the space of oriented real normal directions to D;. In our local chart, D°
is parametrized by (o, v). The limit vector field now becomes a well-defined vector
field on this new, larger space D3°, with its value at a point (o, v) being precisely
the limit we calculated for that specific angle of approach.

9.3. A potential for &%

In this subsection, we fix a non-invariant vertex i € Vpo1, @; # 0, and a value
0 € R/277Z of arg(f). We prove an analogous result to Lemmas 7.4.4 and 9.2.4 but
for non-invariant vertices, that is, we show the existence of a potential function for
the vector field £%.

9.3.1. Consider the Riemann surface D", defined in Definition 4.2.1, with the
metric g; defined in Definition 4.3.1. If we contract each boundary component
of Dj9 to a point, we get a branched covering over D;. Thus, D;O@’o is a Riemann
surface with punctures. If j € Vyo is a neighbor of ¢, let U < Y, be a small
coordinate chart containing the intersection D; n Dj, and let U™ = o~ 1(U). We
can assume that D; n U is a disc. Thus, DEOH’O N U™ covers a punctured disc, and
so is a disjoint union of some number of purictured discs.

Lemma 9.3.2. Let D D;_%’O be a connected component, and take j € Vpo1 so that
Jt is the unique edge pointing to . Let U and U™ be as in the previous paragraph.
Then D has genus zero, and D n U™ is connected.

PRrROOF. It follows from Lemma 6.2.122 that the function arg(z) takes a con-
stant value, say #’, along D. Thus, D is a connected component of the set arg(z)~1(8')n
D;*°. Thus, D embeds into the Milnor fiber at radius zero of the function z. This
Milnor fiber is a disk, and so D has genus zero. The modification Y, — C?, and
its real oriented blow-up, induce a decomposition of the Milnor fiber of the func-
tion z at radius zero (recall Definition 4.2.4) consisting of nested discs. Thus, each
connected component has a unique outer boundary component. For the vertex 0,
this outer component is the boundary of the Milnor fiber, whereas for other vertices
i, the outer component corresponding to the unique edge pointing to ¢. Since the
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closure of D has a unique outer boundary component, the set D n U™ is a single
punctured disc, in particular, it is connected. (I

Lemma 9.3.3. Let i be any vertex in Vpo\{0}. Then, there exists a function
1%+ Di° — R so that
i = Voip
where the gradient is taken with respect to the metric g;% defined in Definition 4.5.1.
Furthermore, if k is a neighbor of © so that the edge ik is oriented from i to k,
and wy, # 0, then ¢} extends over the corresponding boundary components with
constant value there.

Proor. If i is invariant, then we can take ¢}% = o*¢;, where ¢; : D; —» R
is defined in the previous subsection. We leave the second statement for invariant
vertices to the end of this proof.

So assume that w; # 0. By the previous lemma, D}%° is a punctured sphere.
To each neighbor of i, there corresponds a set of punclcures. If j is the unique
neighbor of i so that there is an edge from j to i, then there is only one puncture
corresponding to j on each connected component. Let D;f’e’“ be the Riemann surface
obtained by filling in all the other punctures, thus, D;" is a disjoint union of copies
of C. Denote by ;% the differential form dual to £ with respect to the metric
9;%- Let u,v be a holomorphic coordinate system on a chart in Y}01, near a point
p € D; as before, and expand

flu,v) = u™ fr, (V) + ...+ 0™ fr o + hlont.
Then, by Lemma 6.1.3, we have

ff/n == 7/ni+mi—1 =0,
and
A
As a result, we can write
ing f=u" fo, (v), iny fo=u™"Tifl L (V).
Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 9.1.1, the restriction of |u|™£Y to 0U™ is given
by

|U|Ti Ty inu fy7 _ |u|TZ inu f'u _ |U|T'LQWZ f_;nj+wl _ (ﬂ)_w’b |u|201,i f_’;nl+W1 .
|ul [yol>  fms

TyYo inuf |yv|2 inuf Bl |yv|2 fmi

Recall that the metric on D;%” is given by the function

hy(v) = lim v .

u—0 |’U,|Cl’i

ro,0

Furthermore, the function u/|u| is locally constant on D;;” because of Lemma 6.1.3.
By Remark 4.3.2, the differential form «; is given, in the coordinate v, by the

complex function
(ﬂ) - 7,7% +@i
|ul Jmi 7

ro,0

which is antiholomorphic on D, " for 6 fixed. By the Cauchy-Riemann equations,
the form ;5 is closed.
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Now, assume that v is a holomorphic coordinate in a chart around a puncture,
corresponding to a vertex k, so that the edge ik is oriented from ¢ to k. Assume
that the puncture is given by v = 0. As a result, we can represent kip by an
antiholomorphic complex function « + i on a punctured disk. Since
’U|Tk é—’u — 0,

i

lim |u
v—0

the function |v|™ (a+10) is bounded on the punctured disk. It follows from the Rie-
mann extension theorem that the holomorphic function o — i3 has a meromorphic
singularity at v = 0.

As a result, the vanishing order of o — i at v = 0 is minus the Poincaré-Hopf
index of &9 at the puncture. By Lemma 8.4.1, this index is

= I

ged(mg, my) |0 ™My

By Corollary 6.3.7 and Corollary 6.3.6 5, the index is nonpositive, and so ;9 does
not have a pole at v = 0. Therefore, k% extends as a closed form on D}}", which
is a disjoint union of copies of C. It follows that x;5 is exact, Le. there exists
1% 0 Diy° — Rowith w]5 = d¢i%, or equivalently, £ = V¢i%. Furthermore, ¢}
extends continuously over the punctures corresponding to the edge ik, and so, has
a constant limit at each corresponding boundary component.
If 7 is invariant, then the same argument as above applies to show that ¢; has
a limit at a puncture corresponding to ik, if ¢ is such that ¢ — k, using, again,
Lemma 8.4.1. This finishes the proof. (I



CHAPTER 10

Singularities on the Boundary of Y

In this section we study the singularities of & (Definition 9.1.9) on oU™. Fix a
point p € ¥; with ¢ # 0 and assume that the strict transform of {f, = 0} defines the
polar curve P;. Since 7y resolves the polar curve P; (Definition 9.0.4), the function
W:ol fy vanishes along a smooth curve P, passing through p meeting D7 transversely.
As a consequence, on top of choosing u so that x = u“ ¢ as in Notation 9.0.1, we
can choose v so that

* _ o, Di
Toolfy = uP*v.

10.1. Spinal cells

In this subsection we give name to the sets of trajectories of the vector field
wgolg that converge to points in the sets ;.

Definition 10.1.1. Let i € V,1\{0}, let p € £;. We define the set
S(p) = {b € Tub* ‘the trajectory (mpo1)*s converges to p in Y01}
Now fix g € 07 !(p) and @ = arg(q). We define the sets
So(p) = {b e Tubj |the trajectory (mpo1)*7s converges to p in Ypol,0}
and
S(q) = {b € Tub*|the trajectory (m2)*v, converges to ¢ in Y39 o}

Remark 10.1.2. We describe a few easy properties of the sets defined above.
Recall the definition of the total spine S in Definition 2.2.8.
Let p € ¥;. We have the containments,

S(q) = Sp(p) = S(p) = 5.
with arg(q) = 6. Also, by definition

Sm= J S

geo=1(p)
and

Setp) = |J S

q€o*(p)
are(q)=0

Finally observe that o~!(p) is a circle and that there are exactly m; points q €
o~ Y(p) with arg(q) = 0 for each 0 € R/277Z.

All the sets in Definition 10.1.1 are contained, by definition, in Tub*. In the

next definition we describe the counterpart of S(g) in Y;5).

87
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Definition 10.1.3. For g € X we define the set

ro

S™(q) = {a € };‘3’179\0 SoL0 ’the trajectory v, of (ﬂ'pol

o )*¢ converges to ¢ in Y5 5} -

Equivalently, 5™(q) = (772,)~"(S(q)). Analogously, we define

5%(p) = {a € Yo \0Yyo | the trajectory (mpo1)*v, converges to p in Yo},

ro

or, equivalently, $*(p) = (752;) "' (S(p)).

Definition 10.1.4. Let U be a given coordinate chart around p as in the previous
sections. Recall Definition 9.1.9 of 7. We define

S = {a e U™ ’the trajectory -y, of £ converges to a point in ail(p)} .

Note that the set Si7 depends on p. We drop p from the notation to avoid
cumbersome formulas but it should be remembered since U is a chart around p. Also
note that it follows from the definition that the trajectory -, should be completely
contained in U™ since it is a trajectory of ;7.

The main goal of this section is to prove the following proposition. Its proof is
relegated to Section 10.3 after enough theory is developed.

Proposition 10.1.5. The set S{7 satisfies

(1) It is a submanifold of U™ of real dimension 3 transverse to U™,

(2) it contains o~ 1(p), and

(3) if ¢ € o= (p) then the tangent space TySyy is the sum of the kernel and
the negative eigenspace of Hessy&[P (eq. (10.2.7)), which is generated by
the three vectors

a’r + Pas + Qah aou P/as + Q/ah
where P + iQ = 7;\;1671'@04@”71-80,@@) and P' +1iQ’ = \/—e 71T\,
10.2. The Hessian in U™

In this subsection we compute the Hessian of &7 along its singular set o~ 1(p),
for some p € ;. This Hessian is block-triangular.

Definition 10.2.1. For A € C, define 2 x 2 real matrices

Re(A) —Im(A) < Re(A)  Im(A)
AN = (Im()\) Re()) ) AR = (Im(/\) —Re(A))'

Remark 10.2.2. A direct computation yields

AN = #A(A).

Remark 10.2.3. The matrices A(\), A(\) describe real linear maps C — C which
are either complex linear on antilinear. If V' < C is an open set, and h: V — C is

differentiable, then the Jacobian of h is given by the formula
(10.2.4) Jach(v) = A(0,h(v)) + A(O5h(v)).

If A # 0. Denote by v/A a root of A and by v/—X\ a root of —\. Then the matrix
A(\) has eigenvectors v/, with eigenvalue |A| > 0, and /=X, with eigenvalue
—|Al < 0. Furthermore, these two eigenspaces are orthogonal with respect to any
inner product that is compatible with the complex structure of C.
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The matrix in eq. (10.2.4) is the Jacobian matrix of the function h : V' — C,
where we identify C with R? as usual This way, we can consider h as a vector field
(recall Remark 4.3.2). If h vanishes at some point v € V, then this Jacobian matrix
is the Hessian matrix of h at v.

Lemma 10.2.5. Let V < C be an open set, and h,k : V — C differentiable
functions. Assume that h is antiholomorphic and has a simple zero at p € V, and
that k(p) # 0. Then the function k-h, seen as a vector field on V', has an elementary
singularity at p whose Hessian is A(k(p) - dsh(p)).

PRrROOF. The lemma follows from Remark 10.2.3, since
Ov(h - k)(p) = duh(p) - k(p) + h(p) - duk(p) = 0,
05(h - k)(p) = dsh(p) - k(p) + h(p) - Osk(p) = k(p) - dsh(p).here
(I

In this subsection we use real coordinates r, «, s, t for U™ with r, a (the pullback
of) polar coordinates for u and s + it = v, and u,v coordinates in U.

Lemma 10.2.6. There exists a A\, € C* so that if ¢ € o~ (p), and we set o =
arg(u)(q). Then, the matriz Hess, &Y expressed in 2 x 2 blocks with respect to the
coordinates r, «, s,t, is

0 0

(0r Re(rmg™"))[g 0
(@ Im(r7g)]g 0

(10.2.7) Hessg&p7 = B
A(e—iwia)\p)

PRrROOF. We split the proof into three parts.

Part 1. In this first part we take care of the first 2 rows of the matrix. In
order to show that this 2 x 4 matrix is null, it is enough to show that both r7i£ro"
and 777 are divisible by r2, that is, in particular they are in the square of the
maximal ideal of the local ring at g.

First we take care of r7i£™" which, by eq. (9.0.3), equals 7™ Re(e™*@o*£%).
Now, using eq. (9.0.2) and our choice of coordinates we find that

ordy (yu fz) > co,i + pi-
Because ord, (f;) = ordu(fy) by 5.1.7 and ord,(y») = ¢14 > co; by Lemma 3.5.2.
On another hand, the order of vanishing of the denominator is
ord, (det Jac mpo1f) = coi + c1.i — 1 +m;.
Finally, taking into account the factor ™, we estimate
ord, (r¢™") = 1; + ord, (Yo fu) — coi — c1i + 1 —m;
> 1+ Mg —pi+Coi+pi—Coi—Crg+ 1 —my
=1
This implies that £ vanishes with order at least 2 along the boundary.
Now we take care of r":£"%. The argument for this part is more delicate.
Notice that in the expression for £ in eq. (9.0.3) there is a factor r~! that was

not present in the step before. In this case, a similar computation yields only the
weaker inequality ord, (r™£™) > 1. Next, we are going to argue that this function
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actually vanishes with order 2 at ¢. If the above inequality is strict, there is nothing
to prove. Assume otherwise that

(10.2.8) ord, (r7igrO) = 1.

That is equivalent to saying that ord,(r"i&*) = 2, which in turn, is equivalent to
saying that

(10.2.9) ord, (yv fo) = coi + 1 + pi.

In general we know that ord,(y,) = co; + 1 and ord,(f,) = p; so, in order to have
eq. (10.2.9), we need these two inequalities to be equalities, that is:

c1,i = ord,(yy) =co; + 1
and

ord,(fs) = pi
A computation gives (since u, = 0):

(fu) _ <xu yu> <fw> <fw> _ 1 <yv _yu> <fu> _ (%fﬂ - ﬁfv)
fv 0 fy ’ fy T, Yv 0 o fv y%fv '

In particular, we use that det Jac mpo1 = 24 Yy, and so

(10.2.10) ¢

_ _yvfm _ 1 i’tj Yu . ig
det Jac mpor - f zul> f 0 |7ul?Pe

To compute the order of &%, we find first

1 fu

(10.2.11) ord, < FHE . f) = —2c¢0,; + 1,

since ord,x, = cp,; — 1, and the logarithmic derivative of f has a simple pole along
the zero set of f. Next, we estimate the order of the second term on the right hand
side of eq. (10.2.10). Since we assume that ¢1,; = ¢o; + 1, we have ¢ # 0. Indeed,
co,0 = c1,0 = 1, by Lemma 3.3.7. Furthermore, since we assumed ord, f; = p;, we
find that i ¢ Vy by Corollary 6.4.17. By Lemma 6.2.3, the vertex i is not invariant,
i.e. w; > 0. By Lemma 6.1.3, we have

ord, f, > m;.

Since ¢p; < ord,y < ¢1,; = ¢o,s + 1, we have ord,y = ¢p; + 1, and so ord,y, = co ;-
Also, ord,x, = ¢o; — 1 and ord,y, = ¢1; = co; + 1, and so

(10.2.12) ord, <|$y|1;g - %) > —2co,; + 1.

By eqs. (10.2.11) and (10.2.12), we find ord, £ = —2¢¢; + 1. This also gives
1 = ord, (T”rilefio‘{") =coi+1+mi—pi—1—2c0;+1=—w;+2,

by eq. (10.2.8), and so w; = 1. Similarly,

ord, (r”r‘le_io‘ yé_ . ﬁ) > —w; +2 =1,
|Zul?Po  f
and so the order on the left hand side of the equation right above is > 2. Similarly,

1 fu :
ord, <—2 : f—_r”rlew‘> =—w; +2=1,
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However, we can write

fu m;
= + ,
T
where g is holomorphic. As a result,
Tn,r—l —i —1 . i’l_l« o T‘Ti_zmi ,r,n—le—iag

N Y C P

The first term on the right hand side above is real. Therefore,
) 1 _u Ti—1,—ia =
TTiIm<Tleza 2f——>=IH1<T 62 g)

,],,7'1 lefzaf
ord, (W) >7—1—2c0, +2
u

We find

=c1i+mi —pi—2c1,;+3
=—w; +3
=2
Part 2. Next, we take care of the lower right block of the Hessian in the
statement.

As in egs. (9.0.2) and (9.0.3), the v-component, i.e. the (s,t)-component of the
vector field &7 is given by the complex function

) ) . ) . —yufm + «Tufy
pTi gTOU — oTi (£10,8 iy TO,t\ _ TT"”U* Vo T v
¢ (€ &) ¢ det Jac mpo1 f
We consider the first term of the above expression

(10.2.13) pro_Yufe

det Jac mpo1 f
and observe that because ord(y, fz) = co; +p; and ord(det Jac mpo1 f) = co.i +c1,i —
1+ m;,

7i+ord(yu fo) —ord(det Jac w0, f) = ¢1i+mi —pi+ o+ pi—coi—cri+1—m; = 1.

This means that eq. (10.2.13) is divisible by r and in particular, its partial deriva-
tives with respect to s,¢ (and even «) vanish at q. Now we consider the second
term

(10.2.14) ,«ni@f_ - Tﬂm
- det Jacm f det Jacn f
By taking,
N = Co,i p uPitmigPiy
2 u*lIiJrl det Jacm v f u:8 '
b

and applying Lemma 10.2.5 we get the expression for the lower right block.

Part 3. In this part we compute the 2 x 2 block under the diagonal.

Observe that the first column is just by the definition of Hessian of a vector
field.

Now we take care of the partial derivatives with respect to a. Indeed, to prove
that the 2 x 2 block matrix under the diagonal is as in the statement, we need to
show that

Oa(r7€7)|g = 0.
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We already showed in Part 2, that d, of eq. (10.2.13) vanishes at q. So we just

need justify that
aa TTi 71‘“ f_y —
det Jacm f

but again this is clear since eq. (10.2.14) shows that there is a factor of v that
vanishes at gq. (I

= 0.

q

10.3. Center-stable manifolds

In this subsection we prove the central technical result Proposition 10.1.5, using
the theory developed in previous subsections. As before, p € X;, where 7 # 0.

10.3.1. In Lemma 10.2.6, we find that the Hessian of {7 is a block triangular
matrix. Using the following coordinates in U™

r'=r, od=a vV=v-—r0(rTE""),

the Hessian of ;7 is the block diagonal matrix

0 0
0 A=)

In order to get a diagonal Hessian, we must take a double cover of U™. Define U™
by a Cartesian diagram

U —% R/4nZ

| [

/

U —“ R/27Z

where the vertical arrow on the right is the natural double cover of R/27Z, inducing
a double cover ¢ : U™ — U™. Define

S0 =c Mo p) ~ R/AnZ.

Along with &, we define coordinates

7 =c*(r'), b= e T2 c* (),

where v, is a fixed square root of \,, i.e. I/z = Ap. Let §~on be the pullback of &7

to U™. At a point ¢ € i;", in the coordinates 7, & and © = § + it, this vector field
has Hessian

0 0

(10.3.2) Hess;ElF = 0 TR
0 _|)‘p|
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Thus, the system of ordinary differential equations corresponding to the vector field
Tro 3
W is

F = R(F,a&,35,1),
& = A(F, &, 5,1),
(10.3.3) . ) T
5 =|Ap|5 4+ S(7,a,5,1),
t= —|\JE+ T(7,a,3,7),

where the functions R, A, S, T are real analytic, vanish along f);o, and their partials
with respect to 7, 3, also vanish along i;f’.
We can assume that U™ is of the form

U™ = [0,7,] x R/ATZ x [—1, 7]
where 7, and 7, are small. Set
(10.3.4) U™ = [~np, ] x R/ATZ X [=1, 1]

FI1GURE 10.3.5. The space Qp. In light blue we see MZ;H' contain-
ing the point b and intersecting transversely D;%. The manifold
M¥ consists of two trajectories on Dj¢y converging to the point

q(b)-

We consider the system eq. (10.3.3) in Ure. Therefore, this is a system in one
periodic variable & (by periodic here we mean that & € R/4xZ.), and three real
variables, where 7 takes negative values as well. By [Kel67b, Theorem 1], this
system has a center-stable manifold M** Ur°. This means that, assuming that
nr and 7, are chosen small enough, M ** is a manifold which is invariant by the
vector field &7, and there exists a C* function w** in the variables &, t,7, so that

M = {(ra 50 elm|s= w*+(a,£,f)}.

and %** and its derivatives with respect to £, 7 vanish when 7, are zero. Similarly,
the system eq. (10.3.3) has a center manifold

M* = {(F,d,é,f) e U3 = w*@a,7), i = a*(a,f)}.

where w*, 4* and their first partials with respect to 7 vanish along f);o.
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10.3.6. Let b € U™, and let § = arg(f)(c(b)). Then, the set ¢ !(arg(f)~1(0))
has 2m; connected components. Denote by J; the connected component which
contains b. Then @ has coordinates 7, 3,f, and

Qp ~ [0,777«] X [7771),7712]2-
We define

(10.3.7) q(b) € Qv

as the origin in this coordinate system, i.e., the unique point of @)} that maps to p
by o o c. The restriction of & to Qy is a function in the variables 7, 5, . Since &7 is
tangent to Y;°, the system eq. (10.3.3) reduces to a system in three variables

(10.3.8) § = |\p|3 + S(7, a(F, 5,1), 5,1),
i = — |\ + T(F, (7, 5,1), 5,1),
This system has center-stable and center manifolds
Mt = M*" 1 Qu, M = M* n Q.

Note that dim M = 2 and dim M} = 1. In particular, M} consists of two
trajectories, and one point.

Define S’{JO = M** A U™. Then

(10.3.9) Sro = {(f,d,g,f) e 0|5 = w**(:%,f)},
where w*' is the restriction of @W**. Moreover, the properties satisfied by M**
imply the following lemma.

Lemma 10.3.10. The following properties for S’{JO hold:
(1) &% is tangent to Si?,
(2) X < Sy,
(3) forqce i;", we have TqS’{]O = R{07, 0a, 0;). In other w0~7’ds, the qufjo is the
sum of the kernel and the negative eigenspace of Hess &P (see eq. (10.3.2) ).

In particular, S‘g) is transverse to dU™. For be U™, define also

The functions 7 and t are coordinates on S’{j?b so that 5'[’% ~ [0,:] X [0, o ]-

PRrooF. Property 1 follows from the fact that M** is an invariant manifold.
Property 2 follows since w** vanishes along the « axis, i.e. when 7 and £ vanish.
Finally, 3 follows in the same way from the definition of a center-stable manifold,
i.e. the vanishing of partials of @w**. These properties of w** and the vanishing of
its partials are also part of the statement of [Kel67b, Theorem 1]. O

Lemma 10.3.11. Assuming U is chosen small enough, then we have the following
properties

(1) Ifbe Si°, then vy, converges to G(b).

(2) If be U™\Si, then y, exits U™.
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PROOF. In this proof, we make a coordinate change, replacing § by §—w** (7, &, t)
and t by £ — @*(7,&). Thus, the center-stable and center manifolds M** and M*
are coordinate subspaces. Similarly, if we fix a point b € U™, then M" and M}

are coordinate subspaces in Q. We assume that U™ has the form eq. (10.3.4) in
these new coordinates. ~
Assume first that b€ Sip. Name the boundary pieces of Si7; as follows:

aoglrf(?b = {0} X [_771;7771;]7
2,57 = {0} x [=1,m0],
a75‘§’(rjo,b = [0,7:] X {10,710}

The set M N U consists of a single trajectory and the point §(b). The trajectory
must be oriented towards G(b), since no trajectory of ¢ in C? emanates from the
origin. Therefore, there exists a neighborhood of the point (7,,0) in 3r§§?b, where
§~on points inwards. Fixing 7, and taking 7, small enough, we can assume that 5{]0
points inwards along all of GTS'[’%.

We have
0 =
oi (q(b)) [ Ap|
Therefore, we can assume that
0 =
(10.3.12) —t <0
ot

on S’Irj‘?b. Furthermore, ] S, vanishes precisely along My n Ur®. This implies that

t and f have opposite signs on S’{fb. As a result, |f| decreases along the trajectory
4. Therefore, |f| has a limit along v, call it .
It also follows from eq. (10.3.12) that the vector field & restricted to Si7,

points inwards along (%gl’fb. As a result, a trajectory of 5,30 which starts at b e S’{JO

does not escape from 5'[’%. Since 5’{]‘?1) is compact, -, is well defined on the whole
nonnegative real axis.

The function ¢* (7'°)*| f| has the same vanishing set as 7 on S’,rj‘?b, that is, 0y ~{]‘jb.
Furthermore, the limit of ¢*(7™)*|f| along 73 is zero. Therefore, 7 has limit zero
along 7y, and so, in coordinates 7, in ~{]‘jb, 7 converges to (0,%). Since gon does not
vanish at (0,%) unless o = 0, we have £y = 0, and so -y, converges to G(b) = (0,0),
which concludes the proof of 1.

Next, we prove 2. Assume that be U rO\S’{]O. Similarly as above, we can assume
that

0 .
10.3.13 —=5>0
( ) 25"
in Qp. Therefore, the absolute value of the § coordinate of the trajectory 7, in-
creases. Therefore, 7, escapes U™. (I

Corollary 10.3.15. The function w** is the only function in variables &,t and
7 = 0, which vanishes together with its partials along t = 7 = 0, whose graph as in
eq. (10.3.9) is an invariant submanifold.
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0r STy,

512,

AR

0S5,

FIGURE 10.3.14. We see Sp7, containing a trajectory 7.

PROOF. If w is another such function, and b = (7, &, ,w(7, &, 1)), then, by the
proof of 1, the trajectory ~y, converges to ¢(b). But by 2, it diverges. ([

Corollary 10.3.16. The set Si U™ is invariant under the Galois transforma-
tion of the covering map c.

PROOF. Let ¢ be the Galois transformation. Then, w*" o ¢ satisfies the condi-
tions in the previous corollary, and so w*t = @w** o . O

Remark 10.3.17. The unicity statement Corollary 10.3.15 may only apply to S’{j’ ,

the graph of w**, and not the whole center-stable submanifold M**, the graph of
wHt.

Corollary 10.3.18. We have the following equality of sets
Sip = e(Spp).-
Furthermore, the following properties are satisfied
(1) & is tangent to S}7,

(2) o-1(p) 52, ~
(3) for ge o7 (p), and G € c™*(q), we have T,;S5¥ = Dsc(T3S5v).

ProOOF. The first statement follows from Lemma 10.3.11 and Corollary 10.3.16.
The three properties follow from Lemma 10.3.10. O

PrOOF OF PROPOSITION 10.1.5. The three properties follow from the results
Corollary 10.3.18 and Lemma 10.3.10, 3. That the three vectors are like Proposi-
tion 10.1.5, 3 is a direct computation using the previously cited results. Below you
can find this direct (but tedious) computation. O

DIRECT COMPUTATION FOR PROPOSITION 10.1.5, 3 . As established by the
application of center-stable manifold theory in Lemma 10.3.10, (3) and Corol-
lary 10.3.18, the tangent space 1,57 is the center-stable eigenspace of the linearized
vector field &7 at the singular point q. This space is spanned by the generalized
eigenvectors of the Hessian matrix, L = Hess,&;7?, corresponding to eigenvalues with
non-positive real part. We compute this basis explicitly.
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From eq. (10.2.7), the Hessian at ¢ in coordinates (7, a, s,t) is the block lower-
triangular matrix:

Ly = (%2 %)

where the blocks are defined as follows:
e My, = A(k), where k = e~?@i®),,. This is the Hessian of the £'*% compo-
nent with respect to v = s + it.
o My is a 2 x 2 matrix describing the partials of £*¥ with respect to (r, a).
Its second column is zero, and its first column is the vector representation
of D = 0,(rm&™v)|,.
The eigenvalues of L are the eigenvalues of its diagonal blocks, which are 0 (with
multiplicity 2) from the top-left block, and +|k| = +|),| from the bottom-right
block. The center-stable eigenspace corresponds to the eigenvalues 0,0, and —|),|.
We now compute the basis for this space.

Stable Eigenvector (A = —|)\,|). We seek an eigenvector V = (V;,, V,, Vs, V)T
such that LV = —|\,|V. The equation for the first two components is O2x2 (5; ) =
—|Apl (g; ), which implies V,. = V,, = 0. The equation for the last two components
is My, (“2) = —|Ap| (“2 ) This identifies (V;, Vi) as the eigenvector of My, = A(k)
for the eigenvalue —|\,| = —|k|. In complex notation, this eigenvector is a multiple

of v/—k.
V—k = \/—e_iwio‘)\p = i\/e—iwia)\p = ie‘iwio‘/Qup, where Vz = Ap.

This matches the definition of P’ +¢Q’ in the proposition. The corresponding basis
vector is (0,0, P’,Q’)", which is:

V3 = P,as + Q’&t.

Center Eigenvectors (A = 0). We seek generalized eigenvectors for the eigen-
value 0, i.e., vectors V in the kernel of L. The equation is LV = 0. The component-
wise equations are:

(1) 02x2 (X; ) = 0, which is trivially satisfied.
(2) My, (“;;) + My, (‘éj) =0.
We find a basis for the two-dimensional solution space.

e First center vector: Choose (V,.,V,) = (0,1). The second equation
becomes My, (“;:) = 0. Since My, is invertible (JA,| # 0), this implies
Vs = V; = 0. The resulting eigenvector is (0,1,0,0)":

Vo = 0q.

e Second center vector: Choose (V,,V,) = (1,0). The second equa-
tion becomes Mj, (‘éj) = —My (}). In complex notation, this is & -

(Vs +iV;) = —D. We solve for V, + iV;:
Vi+iV,=—k'D — V, +iV, = —k—1D.
We compute the coefficient k=1

1k eTmey

T__-_ " _°c " Mw_g

ko kP Apl? Aol
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Thus, the complex number representing the (s,¢) components of the eigen-
vector is

P+iQ = Vs + iV, = —e "™i%()\,) "D,
which is precisely the formula given in the proposition. The eigenvector
is (1,0, P,Q)":
Vi1 =0, + Pds + Q0.
The three vectors V1, Va, V3 form a basis for the center-stable eigenspace, which
is tangent to S7? at g. O

Remark 10.3.19. It follows from construction that the restriction of the Galois
transformation ¢ to S {7 either respects or reverses orientation, depending on whether
w; is even or odd. Since N{,O is a solid torus, the quotient by ¢ is a solid torus if w;
is even, and a solid Klein bottle if wo; is odd.



CHAPTER 11

The Total Spine of the Milnor Fibration

11.1. Broken trajectories

11.1.1. Construct a C® real function 9 : Y01 — R as follows. If pe D = 71';011(0),
take a chart U containing p with coordinates u,v. Let i,j € W, in particular ¢ or
j might be an arrowhead. If p € Dy assume that D " U = D, nU = {u = 0}.
Otherwise, if p € D;nD; is an intersection point, assume that UnD = Un(D;uD;)
and that D; " U = {u = 0} and D; nU = {v = 0}. If i € A, that is, if 7 is an
arrowhead, set 7; = 2 (as in Lemma 8.3.2). In the former case set ¢y = |u|™ and
in the latter ¥y = |u|™ |v|™. Set

b= xvtu
U

where {xy} is a partition of unity subordinate to some finite open cover by charts
U.

Definition 11.1.2. The vector field £?) is the unique continuous extension over

all Yprgl of the vector field

o* - (mpa)*E-
Remark 11.1.3. By construction,

(1) the vector field £13)[yr coincides with the vector field P (see Defini-
tions 8.0.11 and 9.1.9) on U™ up to multiplication by a positive real
function U™ — R~ (, and

(2) the vector field §2, Droye coincides, up to a positive real factor, with the
vector field £%.

Definition 11.1.4. For 6 € R/27Z, set
E=U2i, §O=U 0o
i€V €V
Definition 11.1.5. A broken trajectory v in Dpol = (779,)~"(0) a family of trajec-
tories {7y }xer of the vector field &hor in Dpor, satistying

Jim yx(t) = Um gk (t), kel

If |I| = n < oo we say that the broken trajectory has length n.

Remark 11.1.6. (1) The fact that £2) is tangent to Y.§ , (Remark 2.1.6

(iii)) implies that there exists a §# € R/2xZ such that all parts ; of a
broken trajectory are contained in YJG .
(2) The definition allows for parts 7 of a broken trajectory ~ to be included

in the connecting parts D;% ,. Observe that this might only happen when
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the edge ¢j is non-invariant, that is, when at least one of w; or w; is
non-zero. Indeed, if ij is invariant, then the restriction of €2, to D> is
identically zero, see 8.1.3.

A broken trajectory 7 defines a path in the graph I'yo1. Here we understand
a path in the following sense: a sequence of vertices (it is not necessary to specify
the edges since I'por is a tree). The path is defined by a sequence of vertices i, and

edges ey, with & = 1,...n where i, € V appears in the sequence if v; < D’F0 ' and
ro,o

er = tj appears in the sequence if vy is contained in D, Y

Lemma 11.1.7. If v, D} 9, that s, if e, =1j and j — i, then ix11 = j.

Proor. By Remark 11.1.6,2 we know that i¢j is a non-invariant edge. By
fig. 8.2.10 the path ; must go from a red vertex to a green vertex on D}° 9. But
there is a unique trajectory emanating from a green vertex and it is contained in
DI%°. (]

7,0

We introduce some notation that is useful for this section and later on.

Notation 11.1.8. Let I'" be the dual graph of some resolution of a plane curve
singularity and let IV be a subgraph. We denote by F;°[I"] the part of the Milnor
fiber at radius 0 and angle 6 that corresponds to I, that is, if Vr < V is the set of
vertices of TV, then (recall Definition 4.2.1):
e = | Di
1€V

Lemma 11.1.9. A broken trajectory v can pass through a non-invariant edge ij
at most 2 ged(m;, m;) times.

PROOF. Assume that j — i. We know that D% has ged(m;, m;) connected
components. If v passes through DIOJ% more than 2ged(m;, m;) times, then by
the pigeonhole principle, it must pass at least 3 times through the same connected

component, let’s say D% of Dzmjoe Let =; be the branch of Ty at the vertex

ro,o

0.0 there exists a sub-broken

j. Then, since ' passes at least 3 times through D!
trajectory 7' < « of length n’ such that

(1) ~ starts at f)m’(;,

(2) ”yn, ends at Dzmjoe

(3) v < Fy° (I pol\ﬂa]
The last condition means that 4/ is contained in parts of the Milnor fiber at radius
0 corresponding to vertices that are closer 0 than j. The fig. 11.1.10 makes it easier
to follow this proof.

Let IV < I'po1 be the smallest subgraph such that Fj°[I] contains 7'. Observe
that I is connected since v’ is connected. The graph I is a directed tree naturally
rooted at 0, so IV is also a directed tree rooted at some vertex k& which minimizes
the distance to 0 among all vertices in Vp/. By definition of IV, we have that D32
contains a part of 7' and moreover, there is at least a boundary component of k.0

that v/ intersects twice since +' must return to ijO
Now, for each ¢ € Vr such that k¢ is an edge of IV with k — ¢, we contract
each of the boundary components of D;°, contained in D;°, , to a point. We obtain

a compact surface 5{5 . The image of 4/ in this quotient surface must consist of
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some loops. But, by Lemma 9.3.3 (if k¥ # 0) or by Lemma 7.4.4 (if v; = 0 ), the
vector field ;% admits a potential that takes constant values on all the contracted
boundary components (so the potential is equivariant under the quotient and yields
a potential in I/DE) and it is impossible to have loops formed by integral lines of
potentials. ([l

Aro
Dk,9

F/

FIGURE 11.1.10. On the left hand side we see the surface Fj°[I"].

On the right hand side, we see the surface Droe after contracting
two boundary components of D}%.

Lemma 11.1.11. There exists o number M = M (Tpor, (7* f)) € Zso which only
depends on the graph I'po1 and the multiplicities of the total transform of f, so that
all continuous broken trajectories in Ypo1 have length < M.

ProoF. The dynamics of {7} near D} 4 for ij an invariant edge (fig. 8.1.11)
and the fact that I' is a tree, 1mply that a broken trajectory can pass at most once
through a invariant edge. By Lemma 11.1.9, a broken trajectory can pass at most
2ged(m;, m;) times through a non-invariant edge. Also, by the dynamics of &2,
near the corner parts (Fig. 8.1.11 and 8.2.10) and by Lemma 11.1.7, two consecutive
vertices vy, vg41 of the path defined by a broken trajectory cannot be on the same
connected component D;f’e’o. The result follows by the finiteness of I'. O

11.2. The total spine

So far, we have described certain families of trajectories of £ which converge to
the origin in C2, i.e. that are contained in the total spine S, Definition 2.2.8. These
are the stable (for ¢ = 0) and center stable (for ¢ # 0) manifolds S(p), for p € 3;,
constructed in Chapter 7 and Section 10.3. In this section, we show that this is the
whole total spine.

Theorem 11.2.1. The total spine admits a finite partition

(11.2.2) S={0}u] ]Sk
peX
o Ifpe Xy is a repeller then S’(p)\ffl(S}]) s an open punctured disk.
e Ifpe Xy is a saddle point, then S(p)\fﬁl(Srlz) is an open solid torus.
o Ifpe X withi # 0, then S(p)\fﬁl(S%) is an open solid torus if w; is
even, and an open solid Klein bottle if w; is odd.
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PROOF. Let v < Tub™ be a trajectory of the vector field ¢ which converges to
the origin, and assume that 7 is not contained in a (center) stable manifold S(p),
p € ¥. Then ~ lifts to a trajectory ypor of {pol in Yyo1, and to a trajectory 2 of
;%1 in Yprgl. Denote by Apo and Arp%I the accumulation sets of yp01 and ”yg‘(’)l. Since
o is a proper map, we have A, = O'(Agz)l). Furthermore, the set A7) is invariant
under the flow of 7).
Claim: 1f p € A7) and §0,(p) = 0, then there exists a trajectory v, < ALY,
satisfying
5 (2) = p.

To prove the claim, we consider two cases; either p € D;>° for some vertex
i € Vpol, o p € D;? for some edge ij.

In the first case, we have p € XI°, and v n S(p) = &, by assumption. Fix some
small half-ball B, around p in bol- Let p; = vgzl(ti) € Ypo1 N Bp be a sequence
that converges to p. Since the trajectory of {7, starting at p; diverges from p,
there exists some t; > ¢; so that p; = 2,(t;) € 0By, and v is exiting B, at pj.
By compactness, we can restrict this sequence to a subsequence, and assume that
p, — p' € 0Bp. By the assumption that v converges to the origin, we must have
p € (w;‘(’)l)_l(O), and so p’ € D;*°. The trajectory of &) in Dj° which passes
through p’ satisfies the conditions of the claim.

Consider next the case when p € D;? for some edge ij. By Corollary 8.3.10,
both vertices ¢ and j are nonarrowheads, i.e. 4,5 € Vpo1. As a result, this case
follows by Lemma 8.1.2 if the edge ¢j is invariant, and Lemma 8.2.6 if it is not,
which finishes the proof of the claim.

We will now construct a broken trajectory in AL, as follows. The set Arp‘z)l is
nonempty, since the map w3, is proper. Take some p; € A;‘Z)l. If 5{3%1(]91) # 0, let
~v1 be the trajectory passing through p;. Otherwise, choose 7; as some trajectory
in Agz)l as in the claim. Assuming that we have constructed a broken trajectory
Y15y Yn—1 in AR, let p, be the limit of v,-1 at plus infinity, and choose v,
using the point p = p,, in the claim. This process never ends, in contradiction to
Lemma 11.1.11. This proves eq. (11.2.2).

If p is a repeller on Dy, then S(p) is the punctured stable manifold at p, in this
case a disk. Similarly, if p € Dy is a saddle point, then the punctured (open) stable
manifold at p is an open solid torus. The cases when p € D; with ¢ # 0 follow from

Remark 10.3.19. O



CHAPTER 12

The Invariant Spine

In this section we construct a C* fibration equivalent to the Milnor fibration by
contracting the parts of the Milnor fiber at radius 0 corresponding to non-invariant
vertices. Furthermore, we construct a piecewise smooth spine for all the fibers of
this fibration at the same time.

Lemma 12.0.1. Leti € Vo and 0 € R/27Z. Any trajectory of the vector field &b
in D} y° has a limit at each end in D%, each of which is either:

(1) a singularity of £ 4 in the corner circle D},

(2) a saddle point q of §i%, or

(3) a repeller on D%.
The last case can only happen if i = 0.

PROOF. Let v D;f’éo be a maximal trajectory, defined on an interval (a,b).
It suffices to show that v(¢) has a limit, when ¢ — b~, the case ¢ — a* follows
similarly.

Assume first that v has an accumulation point ¢ in D;%° when ¢ — b~. Since
the potential ¢;9 increases along v, it is bounded on v by ¢§?9(q)7 and it follows that
necessarily §;4(¢q) = 0. It now follows from [Loj84| that b = +o0, and ¥(t) — ¢
when t — +00.

Otherwise, v has an accumulation point on the boundary of the compact space
D;%. In this case, it is clear from the description of ;% near the boundary in
Chapter 8 that v has a limit at some point, see Fig. 8.1.11 and 8.2.10. O

12.1. Broken trajectories

In this subsection we construct two broken trajectories (recall Definition 11.1.5)
associated to each saddle point of £ and define a topological path, the total broken
trajectory as the union of their closures.

FIGURE 12.0.2. The vector field near a corner where both adjacent
vertices are invariant.
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FIGURE 12.0.3. The vector field near a non-invariant corner where
the broken trajectory (followed backwards) arrives at a red point.
In this case, the continuation of the broken trajectory is determined
by the dynamics of the vector field.

FIGURE 12.0.4. The vector field near a non-invariant corner where
the broken trajectory (followed backwards) arrives at a green point.
In this case, the continuation of the broken trajectory is determined
by the center-stable manifold of the saddle point where the broken
trajectory started.

Let 81 [0] be one of the two trajectories contained in the stable manifold of &/
at a saddle point ¢[0] = g € D;f;o. We observe that since 3, [0] is a trajectory of £/,
Lemma 12.0.1 says that its closure consists of ¢[0] and another point ¢[1] # ¢[0].
Furthermore, since the center-stable manifold S™(¢) meets transversely D;f;;o at q

and it is an invariant (by é{o) manifold we also have
By [0] = S™(q) N Y5*.
Assume that we have constructed a topological path ﬁ;’ [¢] endowed with a filtration

By lol< B[] = -+ B[]
such that for each £ =0,...,/
(a) the set int (8} [k]\ SF[k — 1]) is an integral line of €% for some j € Vyol.

(b) the boundary of the closure 34 [k]\B4 [k — 1] consists of two points g[k]
and ¢[k + 1] which, by Lemma 12.0.1 satisfy that q[k] # ¢[k + 1].
(c) By [k] = S™(q) noYy®.
The next is an exhaustive list, depending on where the point ¢[¢ + 1] lies, that
indicates if the construction of the broken trajectory finishes or one has to construct
5; [+ 1] and iterate. At each step in which the algorithm is not finished, we verify

that items (a) to (c) above are satisfied.
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(1) The point g[¢ + 1] € D}%° is a saddle point of X9, for some j € V. Define

By =Byl v {all+ 1]}

and finish the construction here.
(2) The point g[¢ + 1] € Dg%” and it is a fountain of £;%. Define

By =By [0l v {alt + 1]}

and finish the construction here.

(3) The point ¢[¢ + 1] € D% and both j and k are invariant vertices with
k — j (as in figure Figure 12.0.2). In this case there is a unique trajectory
v[€ + 1] of &2 that has g[£ + 1] in its closure. We define

Brle+1] =By valt+1] vy

Now we check that in this case the induction hypothesis items (a) to (c)
above are still satisfied. Indeed:

(a) int (8 [¢+ 1]\ 87 [€]) = v[¢ + 1] which is, by definition, an integral
line.

(b) By Lemma 12.0.1, we have that the boundary of v[¢+ 1] consists
exactly of two different points.

(c) By the last statement of Corollary 8.1.8, the closure of the center sta-
ble manifold S™(q) meets U™ precisely at ({g[¢ + 1]} U v[£] U Y[€ + 1])n
oU™. Here we are using that S™(g) is an invariant manifold con-
tained in Y;° that has v[¢] in its closure. A complete proof of this
point is below.

PROOF OF (C). Our goal is to demonstrate that the property

BF[k] = S™(q) n 0Yy° is preserved at each step of the construction.
We assume, by induction, that the constructed path so far, 3 [/], lies

within the closure of the center-stable manifold S™(g). The terminal
segment, y[¢], is a trajectory of a vector field &;% which converges to
the point ¢[¢ + 1] € D}5,.

The current step of the construction addresses Case (iii), where the
edge jk is invariant. This implies that the corner point ¢[¢ + 1] is an
elementary singularity of the extended vector field, as established in
Lemma 8.1.2.

By Corollary 8.1.8, there exists a local coordinate system (v, s’, &/, 5')
in a neighborhood U™ of ¢[¢ + 1] such that the vector field &7 is lin-
earized to the form:

[1}) = (OkT,, 7Oj5,a 07 O)

where C}, = dcyr, and C; = dcy,; are positive constants. The flow is
described by the equations 1’ = Cjr’ and §' = —C;s'. In this chart,
the point ¢[¢ + 1] corresponds to the origin. The local manifold
D%’ is represented by the half-space {s" = 0,7 > 0}, and D, is
represented by {r’ = 0,s" > 0}. The trajectory [¢] approaches the
origin along the positive r’-axis. The next segment of the broken
trajectory, v[¢ + 1], must be the unique trajectory emanating from

the origin within D;°)’, which is the positive s'-axis.
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The center-stable manifold 5™ (q) is, by definition, invariant under

the flow of ££2). The induction hypothesis, v[{] = 57°(g), implies that
Sro(q) contains the positive r’-axis in the chart U™. Consequently,
there exists a sequence of points {p,}neny in S™(q) N U™ that con-
verges to the positive r’-axis. Let the coordinates of these points be
D = (11,8, L, B), where r}, > 0 and s}, —> 0 as n — o0.

By the invariance of §™(q), the full trajectory 7,, through each point
pn 18 contained in S™(g). The coordinates of this trajectory at time
t are given by v, (t) = (r5,e%xt, sl et ol B).

Consider the backward flow (¢ < 0) of these trajectories. Ast — —oo,
the r'-coordinate, 1/, e“**, converges to 0, while the s-coordinate,
st e~ %t grows without bound. This shows that trajectories originat-
ing in S™(g) near the {s’ = 0} plane are swept towards the {r' = 0}
plane under the backward flow.

Since S™(q) is a closed set, it must contain the accumulation points
of all trajectories contained within it. Let ps = (0, sy, o/, ') be an
arbitrary point on the positive s’-axis, which represents the trajectory
~[¢ + 1]. For any such p,, we can construct a sequence of points in
S*°(q) that converges to it. Specifically, for each n, we can choose a
time ¢, < 0 such that s/,e”%*» = s{. Then the sequence of points
dn = Vp, (tn) lies in S™(q), and as n — o, we have s, — 0, which
forces ¢, — —oo. Consequently, the r’-coordinate 7/,e“**» converges
to 0. Thus, the sequence {g,} converges to ps.

This demonstrates that any point on the positive s’-axis is a limit
point of S*(q). Therefore, the entire trajectory y[¢+ 1] is contained

within S™(g). This completes the induction. O

(4) The point g[¢ + 1] € Dj9, and, at least one of the two vertices j or k is
a non-invariant vertex. Assume k& — j. In this case, one of the following
happens,

(1)

See Figure 12.0.3. This case is similar to the previous one: there is a
unique trajectory y[£ + 1] of §;% that has g[¢ + 1] in its closure. We
define

BIle+1]=pBf[]uglt+1]unl+1]

Again, the items (a) and (b) are verified directly. And (c) follows be-
cause by Lemma 8.2.6, (ii) the Hessian of £}y is elementary along the
normal bundle and, since S™(q) is an invariant manifold contained
in Y;° that has v[¢] U {¢[¢]} in its closure, then 5™ (g) must also have
the only trajectory of £;% that has g[¢] in its closure.

Assume now that ~[¢] is the single unstable trajectory going out
of a green point in its half-saddle part as in Figure 12.0.4. In this
case there is not a unique trajectory of & that has q[¢ + 1] in its
closure. Note that in this case, the right-hand part of Figure 12.0.4
corresponds with D,°%.

Using the same methods as above, it is possible to choose a trajectory

in D}%°, which continues the broken trajectory, and is contained in

Sro(q). We choose any such trajectory for the sake of this algorithm.
However, uniqueness is not guaranteed by this argument. Observe
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that the chosen trajectory may necessarily be the corner locus, in
which case, we follow the corner locus until we hit an adjacent red
point, and continue as before. In subsequent work, we plan on de-
scribing in more details the structure of the cell near the boundary.
As a result of this work, we expect the choice made in this step to
be unique. Furthermore, in this subsequent work we show that this
(iv)(2) case can be avoided by a small equisingular perturbation a la
Kodaira of the analytic type of the defining function f.

Definition 12.1.1. For each g € X5 that is a saddle point of & define the set
By =B v B, vid

Tro

and call it the total broken trajectory of £ at q.
Lemma 12.1.2. We have

8, = 50(g) n Y.

Proor. It follows from the construction of the broken trajectory above and
that the property (c), which is satisfied at each step of the construction, says that
that 3, [k] < S™(q) n Yg°. O
Definition 12.1.3. We define the spine at radius 0 and angle 6, and denote it by
Sg°, as the union of all the total broken trajectories associated with all the saddle
points of the vector fields £ for all ¢ € V. That is,

S = U By

eV
q is a saddle point of §;%

As we will see later in Example 12.2.21, the spine at radius 0 and angle 6
is not in general a spine as in Definition 2.2.4. In a sequel to this work we will
work out some further genericity conditions under which for a generic analytical
type representing a particular topological type and for a generic angle, the spine at
radius 0 and angle € is a spine. In Section 12.3 we construct a quotient of the spine
at radius 0 which is always a spine for a quotient of the Milnor fiber at radius 0
which is homeomorphic to the Milnor fiber.

12.2. The Petri dishes

In this section we analyze the vector field and the broken trajectories inside
the connected components of the part of the Milnor fiber that corresponds to the
non-invariant graph. We use Notation 11.1.8.

Lemma 12.2.1. Let E be a branch (recall Definition 3.4.4) of T'pol at a vertex i of
Tpo\Y. Then F}°[E] is a disjoint union of disks. Moreover, if ij is the edge that

—

joins 2 with T'po\Z, then F°[Z] is a disjoint union of ged(m,;, m;) disks.

PrOOF. That Fj°[Z] is a disjoint union of disks follows from Lemma 6.4.2 that
implies, that in I'y,, the graph = is a bamboo. The process of blowing up more
to get to I'yo1 may introduce new vertices, but does not change the topology of
the Milnor fiber. The statement on the number of connected components follows
because near the intersection point of = with the rest of I',o1, the Milnor fiber at ra-
dius 0 looks like the Milnor fiber of «™#v™3 which is a disjoint union of ged(m;, m;)
cylinders. ([
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Definition 12.2.2. Let = be a branch of I', at a vertex ¢ of I'po\T. We call each
of the disks in Fj°[=], a Petri dish. We denote Petri dishes by Dg.

We say that a Petri dish is mazimal if it is not strictly contained in any other
Petri dish.

Next we introduce some useful notation for this subsection.

Notation 12.2.3. Let Dy be a Petri dish coming from some branch = as in Defi-
nition 12.2.2.
We denote by S[Dg] the union of all the broken trajectories that start at some
ip With i € V=, intersected with Dy. That is,

Be] = | |J Bq | Do
q€i0
1€V=
We denote by S[Dy] the part of the spine at radius 0 that lies in Dy. That is
S[Dy] = Sp° N Dy.

A Petri dish Dy inherits a the structure of a stratified topological manifold with
smooth strata. But it does not have, a priori, a smooth structure. In the the rest
of this section we make use of Poincaré-Hopf index theorem to prove results about
the set 8[Dy] and, in order to formalize such arguments we need to put a smooth
structure on Dy.

Lemma 12.2.4. Let Dy be a Petri dish associated with a branch = with vertex
set V=. Then, Dy admits a smooth structure, which is compatible with that of
D;OO’O < Dy, for each i on E, and the restricted vector field ) = 5;%1|De 5 a
continuous vector field on Dy.

Proor. Each connected component D; ¢ of D; can be thought of as a cobor-
dism between the connected components d;D; 9 of dD; ¢ corresponding to edges
j — ¢ and the connected components d;D; ¢ of 0D); g corresponding to edges ¢ — k.

Furthermore, let ij be an edge j — i. Then, there is a diffeomorphism

Lig - (%‘Diﬁ g (%Djﬁ

induced by the structure of fiber product that identifies both sets of boundary
components. Then, by [Mil65, Theorem 1.4], there exists a smooth structure on
D6 L,,; Dje which is compatible with each of the smooth structures on D; g and
]D)j)g.

By definition, the vector field & is well defined on (and tangent to) D} ,.

By iteratively applying this reasoning, we get a smooth structure on all Dy and
a continuous vector field on it. Furthermore, this vector field coincides with £},
up to multiplication by a real positive function, on each of the pieces of Dy. '

O

Remark 12.2.5. Note that the vector field £ is a continuous (by construction)
vector field but, in general, it is not C*.

Remark 12.2.6. (1) By definition, f[Dy] < S[Dy]. And, in general, the
above is not an equality as we will see later in an example.
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(2) The vector field {f does not have any nonzero index singularities in the in-
terior of Dy\B3[Dy]. This is because S[Dy] contains all the saddle points by
construction and the other singularities are by Lemma 8.2.6 half-fountain-
half-saddle or half-sink-half saddle points, (i.e. they are green and red
points like those of fig. 8.2.10) which all have index 0.

(3) By definition of broken trajectory, the set 5[Dy] seen as graph, if it has
vertices of valency 1, then they have to lie on 0Dy.

12.2.7. Here we deduce an easy relative version of the Poincaré-Hopf index theorem
for vector fields on surfaces with boundary. Let F' be an oriented compact surface
of genus g with b > 0 boundary components, and let £z be a vector field on F' which
is also tangent to 0F. Assume furthermore that £ has isolated singularities (some
of them might be on the boundary). Now take the double-surface 2F of F: that
is, consider —F' (which is the surface with opposite orientation) and glue —F to F’
along their boundaries by the identity map (note that the identity map inverts the
orientation from JF to d(—F)). The surface —F comes naturally equipped with a
vector field §_p which is identified with {F on 0(—F) by the identity map. Thus,
we have a well defined vector field {25 defined on 2F with a isolated singularities.
Observe that the surface 2F is a closed oriented surface of genus 2g + b — 1. This
construction allows us to do two things:

(1) Assign an index to isolated singularities on the boundary: for an isolated
singularity p € 0F of £, we define the index of £ at p by the formula

1
(12.2.8) Indg, (p) = FInde (p)

where, on the right-hand side, p is seen as a point in 2F'.
(2) We compute a relative version of the Poincaré-Hopf index theorem. By
applying the classical theorem to the surface 2F, we get:

23 Inde, (p) + >, Inde,,.(p) =2—-2(2g+b—1).
pelF pedFCF

which, after dividing by 2 and applying the previous definition eq. (12.2.8)
yields,

(12.2.9) D Inde, (p) = 2— 29— b= x(F).
peF

Where the term on the left-hand side allows for £ to have isolated sin-
gularities on the boundary of F'.

Next we classify all the singularities that might appear on the boundary of con-
nected components of Dg\S[Dyg].

Lemma 12.2.10. Let A be the closure of a connected component of Dg\B[Dy] and
assume that 0A is an embedded circle. Then the vector field &) A has no nonzero
index singularities on the interior of A and, on 0A it may have

(1) Quarter-fountain-quarter-saddle, quarter-sink-quarter-saddle, quarter sad-
dle points as the only singularities of index 0 (see fig. 12.2.11),

(2) half-sink, half-fountain points as the only singularities of index 1/2 (see
fig. 12.2.12),
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(3) half-saddle points as the only singularities of index —1/2 (see the right-
hand side of fig. 12.2.13).

ProoOF. The first part of the statement on the singularities in the interior of
A is exactly Remark 12.2.6 2. Now we notice that the only singularities that 0A
might have, happen when 0A crosses a singularity of {ﬁﬂ A So let p € JA be a

singularity of &p ‘ A ext we go through all the possible cases depending on where
p lies.

Case 1. If p € 0Dy, then p is either a half-fountain or a half-sink point when
seen as a singularity of &p (because of Lemma 8.2.6). In this case, p seen as a
singularity of £ |, can only be a half-fountain (red vertex) or a half-sink (green
vertex) singularity. This covers 2.

Case 2. If p is in the interior of Dy, then there are two possibilities:

Case (2.a) p is a saddle point of . In this case the segment of JA
that passes through p might be formed either by a stable
trajectory and an unstable trajectory (the blue singularity
of fig. 12.2.11) giving a singularity of index 0, or by two
stable trajectories (the right-hand side of fig. 12.2.13) giv-
ing a singularity of index —1/2. Note that it can’t happen
that this segment is formed by two unstable trajectories
(left-hand side of fig. 12.2.13) since 8[Dy] contains by def-
inition the stable trajectories of all saddle points.

Case (2.b) p is a red or green point of a smaller Petri dish D} <
Dy. In this case the segment of 0A that passes through p
must correspond to a broken trajectory that either enters
the smaller Petri dish D} or exits D} (this corresponds
to the two left figures of fig. 12.2.11). Note that by the
construction of broken trajectories, no broken trajectory
can contain a segment of the boundary of a Petri dish since
boundaries of Petri dishes do not have saddle points of §f’ .

These two subcases cover all the possibilities in 1 and 3 finishing the proof. O

_Jl/}' \\ll\*_, = ===

FIGURE 12.2.11. Singularities (red, green and blue points) of in-
dex 0 of a vector field tangent to the boundary (gray thick line) of
a surface.

N2 N\

FIGURE 12.2.12. Singularities (green and red points) of index 1/2
of a vector field tangent to the boundary (gray thick line) of a
surface.
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L L

FIGURE 12.2.13. Singularities (blue points) of index —1/2 of a
vector field tangent to the boundary (gray thick line) of a surface.
The situation on the left hand side does not occur in the above
algorithm.

Lemma 12.2.14. Let Dy be a Petri dish coming from some branch =. Let i be
the root of = and let j be the vertex in T'po\E to which it is connected. Then the
number of saddle points I of &) is equal to:

Tw; My

w5 m;
12.2.15 I=—-1= 91 1
( ) gcd(mi, mj)

In particular, 5[Dg] is non-empty if and only if I = 1, equivalently, if there are at
least 2 red points on dDy.

PROOF. The term with the fraction on eq. (12.2.15) equals the number of
red points (which equals the number of green points, too) on éDy (Lemma 8.4.1).
These singularities look on Dy like half sinks (green points) and half fountains (red
points). See fig. 12.2.12. These have relative Poincaré-Hopf index equal to 1/2. By
Remark 12.2.6 2 the only singularities of nonzero index on the interior of Dy are
saddle points. A direct application of eq. (12.2.9) yields the result since:

w; My
Wi My
-2 -1,
gcd(mi, mj)

That 8[Dg] is non-empty if and only if there is at least 1 saddle point in Dy follows
from the definition of the broken trajectories which start at all saddle points. [

Lemma 12.2.16. Let Dy be a mazimal Petri dish and let v be a broken trajectory.
If a segment of v is contained in Dy and exits through a point p € 0Dy, then no
subsequent segment of v can re-enter Dy.

PROOF. The Petri dish correponds to a connected component of I'\' Y, adjacent
to an invariant vertex, say i € V. Let k be the neighbor of 7 in this component,
i.e. the unique non-invariant neighbor of 7. After exiting Dy, we have a segment
of v, which we follow (backwards) until we end in a limit point, which exists by
Lemma 12.0.1. If this limit point is a saddle point of £°, then this is the end of
the broken trajectory, and the proof is finished, in this case.

Otherwise, this limit point is on the corner locus Di% o for some neighbor j.
Since the potential ¢;9 decreases along this trajectory, and is constant along D} 4
it cannot happen that j = k. Therefore, j is invariant. It cannot happen that we
have a directed edge ¢ — j, since any trajectory of & projects to a trajectory of
& on D;, and &; has an attractor at D; n Dj, if ¢ — j. Therfore, we have j — .
Now, continuing the trajectory beyond this step, we can never return through D%
again, since D; n D; is a repeller of &;.
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Corollary 12.2.17. Let Dy be a maximal Petri dish. The set 3[Dg] does not
contain any green points in 0Dy.

PROOF. A green point is, by definition, half a sink. In order for 3[Dy] to contain
a green point it must have happened that a broken trajectory starting at ¢ € Dy
must have exited Dy and re-enter it through that green point. But Lemma 12.2.16
prevents this. ([

Lemma 12.2.18. Let Dy be a maximal Petri dish. Fach connected component of
B[De]:

(1) is connected to some red vertex on 0Dy and

(2) is contractible.

PROOF. Let g € 3[Dg] be a saddle point of some &4 with i € V=.
Claim 1. The broken trajectory B; can’t end at q.

Proor or CrLamm 1. If B; ends at ¢, because of Lemma 12.2.16, it must be
contained entirely in Dy. Now we apply a similar reasoning as in the proof of
Lemma 12.2.16: contract each of the smaller Petri dishes contained in Dy to a point.
We obtain a loop, formed by integral lines of a vector field that, by Lemma 9.3.3,
admits a potential which is contradictory. O

By the previous claim, either the broken trajectory ends at another saddle point
q' € Dy or it has to exit dDy by some red point on dDy (note that it can only exit
Dy through a red point since broken trajectories are constructed following the flow
backwards). If it exits Dy through a red point, we are done proving 1.

Assume otherwise it arrives at another saddle point ¢’. Now consider one of
the broken trajectories B;T associated with ¢’.

Claim 2. The broken trajectory B(’; can’t end at q.

PRrROOF OF CLAIM 2. The proof is very similar to the previous claim: contract
each of the smaller Petri dishes contained in Dy to a point. We obtain a loop,
formed by integral lines of a vector field that, by Lemma 9.3.3, admits a potential
which is contradictory. ([

After claim 2, we get that the broken trajectory ﬁ;fr either ends at a red point
in 0Dy or it gets to another saddle point ¢” that, following a similar reasoning to
that of Claim 1 and 2, must be different from ¢ and ¢’. Now we can iterate this
process and get that, after each step, we either arrive at a red point in 0Dy or to
a saddle point that we have not visited before. But there are only finitely many
saddle points contained in Dy. This proves 1.

Now we prove 2. The proof of 1 already shows that there can be no loops in
the interior of Dy. Assume that we have a loop L that contains at least a point p in
0Dy. This point is necessarily red by Corollary 12.2.17. Furthermore, assume that
this loop does not contain any other loops of 5[Dy] in the disk that it encloses, for
if it does, we can always choose one of the smaller loops. Then L is a concatenation
of paths L1,..., L, and red points p1, ..., p,. The loop L encloses a disk, which by
Remark 12.2.6 2 and by our hypothesis on the minimality of L, does not contain
any nonzero index singularities. Since each Ly joins two red points, it must contain
at least one singularity of index —1/2: indeed, if for example L; joins p; with po,
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then there are two trajectories of ) inside L with opposite sign, so necessarily
there is a saddle point on L. Thus, using eq. (12.2.9) we get

n o .
Z (Indgﬂg‘; (pi) + Z Ind%(; (q)) < 2" 5= 0.
i=1 geLs
which contradicts the fact that the Euler characteristic of the disk enclosed by L is
equal to 1. 5

Corollary 12.2.19. The closure of each connected component of Dg\S[Dy] is a
closed disk.

PROOF. By Lemma 12.2.18, each connected component 3[Dy] is connected to
some red vertex and it is a tree. The interior of the complement of a tree contained
in a disk is a disjoint union of open disks provided that the tree is connected to at
least a point of the boundary of the disk. Now, by Remark 12.2.6 3, each connected
component of S[Dy] does not have vertices of valency 1 in the interior of Dy, so
the boundary of the closure of each connected component must be an embedded
circle. O

Proposition 12.2.20. If the set 3[Dg] is non-empty, then
(1) it is connected,
(2) it is contractible,
(3) it contains all the red points in dDy.

PROOF. We construct a (possibly disconnected) abstract graph B:

(1) The set of vertices is the union of the saddle points of £ and the red
vertices on 0Dy.

(2) there is an edge between a saddle point and another saddle point or be-
tween a saddle point and a red point if there is a broken trajectory in
B[Dy] that joins them.

The underlying 1-dimensional C'W-complex of 3 is homeomorphic to /3 [Dg] union
all the red vertices. And we have a natural injective map S[Dg] — 3 that realizes
B[Dg] in 3. Since each red vertex can be thought of as a tree and the connected
components of [Dy] are trees by Lemma 12.2.18 2, the Euler characteristic of
B counts the number of connected components. If we let R be the number of red
points, I the number of saddle points and e the number edges, then we have e = 21,
since every edge is a trajectory coming out of exactly one saddle point, and every
saddle point has two such trajectories. Therefore,

xB)=R+I—-e=R—-1.
But R—1 =1 by Lemma 12.2.14. So (3 is connected an contains all the red points,
we conclude items 1 and 3.
That §[Dyg] is contractible 2 follows directly from Lemma 12.2.18 2. O

Example 12.2.21. In this example we show that the union of broken trajectories
starting at all saddle points does not, in general, form a spine for the Milnor fiber
at radius 0.

Consider the plane curve singularity C' defined by f(z,y) = 3° — 2y32* —
328 + y27. The plane curve C consists of two branches which are Brieskorn-Pham
singularities of type (3,4) with the same tangent. The polar curve P is defined by
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the equation f, = 6y° — 6y*z* + 27 and has two branches. The strict transform of
one of the branches passes through the exceptional divisor Dy and the other one
through the divisor D3. The divisor D3 is an invariant divisor and so the point
P ~ D3 is a base point of the Jacobian ideal by Lemma 6.4.11 3. After blowing up
this base point once, we get the dual graph on the bottom of fig. 12.2.22.

C P
W 2 T
Do D3 D2 Dl
C
D -
MP T
D() D3 D2 Dl

(1) () (%) (5)

FIGURE 12.2.22. On top the dual graph of the minimal resolution
of C'. On bottom, the resolution resulting from blowing up the base
point of the divisor D3 once. In blue we have the strict transform
of the polar curve P which has two branches.

Let’s look at the divisor D3 in the minimal resolution of the plane curve. For
that, we consider the monomial transformation

m(u,v) = (u3v? ulv?)

which sees a neighborhood around D3 n Dy. Using 73 = 8 and 72 = 5 we can
compute the restriction of the extension of the vector field over D5 in this chart
(see fig. 12.2.23 for its representation) and we get the expression:

18(v —1)
§3=— o :
|| (2 — 20 — 3)

The intersection with the two components of the strict transform of C' are on
the real points —1,3 € C. We see (fig. 12.2.23) that there is a trajectory of &5 on D3
that goes from the saddle point corresponding to the intersection point D3 n Dy.
On D, there is another intersection point PA Ds.

Now we analyze what happens at the level of the Milnor fiber at radius 0. The
multiplicity mo of 7* f at Dy is 16. The multiplicity m; is 8. This says that D%
consists of 8 disks and D3’ consists of 8 cylinders for each ¢ € R/27Z. Thus, on
each of these 8 cylinders, the vector field &37% has 2 saddle points. Furthermore,
a computation yields that wys = 1 and we know that w3 = 0. Therefore, using
Lemma 8.2.4 (iii) we get that each connected component of D3% , has 3 red points
(and 3 green points). We conclude that for a generic angle 6, one of the three red
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FiGure 12.2.23. The divisor D3. The two black dots correspond
with the intersection points of the strict transforms of the curve
C. The blue dot corresponds with the intersection point of D3 and
D,. The circled dot corresponds with the intersection point of Do
and Ds. The blue segment is a trajectory.

points on each cylinder is chosen by two half broken trajectories starting at the two
saddle points on each connected component of D5%. We have, in total 24 red points
and 8 of these are chosen by two half broken tréjectories on their corresponding
cylinders.

We analyze now what happens in Dy. The multiplicity m4 = m3 = 24, so D}
consists of 24 disks. Since wy = 2, each of these disks has 2 red points and 2 green
points (48 of each in total). Moreover, D, intersects P and so each of the 24 disks
of D}°% has a saddle point of )% on its interior. Each of the two red points on each
component of 0 Lo gets chosen by one of the broken trajectories associated with
the saddle point.

The fact that there is a trajectory going from D4 n D3 to D3 n Dy yields that
there are 24 trajectories in D3’ joining the 24 red points of D3% 4, with 24 of the
48 green points lying on D3’ 4. '

Let p1,p2 € Dy’ be two saddle points of &3 lying on the same connected
component of Dy%. We know that the Hessian of £%, at the red points is non
degenerate, so the two broken trajectories that start at p; and p. and end at
the same red point, arrive (flowing backwards) at this red point, with different
tangents. After passing through the red points, both broken trajectories choose the
same trajectory on D3’ and this is one of the 24 trajectories that lie above the
trajectory on D connecting Dy n D3 with D3 n Dy. Here, the closures of 5™ (p1)

10,0

and S™(p2) intersect transversely along the trajectory in D3’
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ro ro ro ro
D4,9 D3,9 D3,9 2.0

FIGURE 12.2.24. On the right part of the picture we see a neigh-
borhood of the D3’ ,. On the right we also see, in blue, the
center-stable manifolds S*™(p;) and S™(p2). On the left part of
the picture we see a neighborhood of D3’ ,. We see how the two
center-stable manifolds define different trajectories in D)% even
though they define the same in Dgf.

If ¢ is the green point in D3’ , chosen by the common segment of the two broken

trajectories, then the germs of S™(p;) and S™(p2) at ¢ define different manifolds,

which by the non-degeneracy of the vector field {7?) at g, define different trajectories

in D}%, that is S™(p1) n D%’ and S™(pg) n D5 are two distinct trajectories of
§ip- In fig. 12.2.25 we see the three qualitativel}; different possibilities and we see
how all of them form C'W complexes that enclose a disk and so we conclude that
in general the spine at radius 0 and angle 6 (Definition 12.1.3) is not a spine.

—0)—@) e

FIGURE 12.2.25. The three possibilities for the broken trajectories
coming from one Petri dish and entering the Petri dish (flowing
backwards) corresponding to the component of the polar curve
that intersects Djy.

Remark 12.2.26. In the previous example, a special situation occurs, which can
be seen in fig. 12.2.23. The blue point has two trajectories emerging from it, and
one of the trajectories converges to the white point. In a generic situation, each
trajectory emerging from the blue point would converge to one of the sinks. This
picture cannot be made generic by perturbing the metric by Remark 9.1.10. It can,
however be made generic by an equisingular deformation of the analytic structure
of (C,0). Such deformations will be further studied in a subsequent manuscript.

12.3. The invariant Milnor fibration

In this subsection we introduce a C*-fibration which is equivalent to the Milnor
fibration and whose total space is a quotient of the exceptional part of the boundary
of YT°

pol*



12.3. THE INVARIANT MILNOR FIBRATION 117

12.3.1. Let
oy ;gl = U D;°.
€ Vpol
We consider the equivalence relation ~y that collapses each Petri dish Dy to a
point. Thus, ~~ is the finest equivalence relation of 8prrgl for which p ~y p’ for
all p,p’ € D;%, for any 0 and i € Vpol\Vr. Denote the quotient space by

¥ =0vYpo/ ~r
Thus, the image of the Milnor fiber at radius 0 in this quotient space is homeomor-

phic to the Milnor fiber at radius 0. Since arg™ takes constant value along Petri
dishes, we have a well defined map

argy : DY — R/27Z
on the quotient space.

12.3.2. We construct a C® structure on the space DY as follows. First, we con-

struct a C* structure on D}°/ ~~, for ¢ € Vy. This space contains some number of
copies of embedded S*, which are the collapsed Petri dishes. More precisely, if ik
is an edge corresponding to an invariant vertex ¢ and a non-invariant vertex k, take
a coordinate v in a neighborhood V' < D; of D; n Dy. Then o*v takes constant
value along D!%. This induces a function v : 0=*(V) — C, which, along with
arg™(f) endows o~ (V) with a smooth structure. This way, DI°/ ~y is a compact
3 dimensional manifold with boundary components which are tori, corresponding
to invariant edges.

The space DY is obtained by gluing together the pieces D}°/ ~v along the
boundary tori (via the identity map). Let ij be an invariant edge with j — 4.
We obtain coordinates near the embedded torus Dj? as follows. Take Grobman-
Hartman coordinates u,v in a chart U around the intersection point D; n D; as
given by Lemma 8.1.2 such that {u = 0} = D; nU and {v =0} = D; nU. In
particular, as in eq. (8.1.9), the vector field &y is given as

_ Co,; U
§u=d <_007iv>

where d > 0 by Lemma 8.1.1. This way, we get polar coordinates u = re® and
v = se’ in U™ = o~ }(U). The functions a, 3 : U™ — S restrict to functions in
a neighborhood of Dj? = D;° n D°, giving two coordinates in Dy’ n U™. A third
coordinate t is constructed by setting

s@)  qe D,

—r(q) qe DY

Lemma 12.3.3. The map arg(f) : D¥ — R/27Z, induced by arg™(f) is a C*
locally trivial fibration with fiber FY°y, which is equivalent to the Milnor fibration.

t: D¥ — R, t(q)={

PRrROOF. The space D is compact, and the function arg®(f), and its restric-
tion to the boundary of D¥?, is a submersion. Therefore, the lemma follows from
Ehresmann’s fibration theorem.

Indeed, take any q € D¥. If ¢ € D;*° for some i € Vy, then it is clear that
argh(f) is a submersion at g. If ¢ is the image of some Petri dish, then argi? (f) is

a coordinate near ¢, in particular, it is a submersion at ¢. If ¢ € D;7, where ij is an
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invariant edge, then arg®(f)] pre s already a submersion, as seen in Lemma 4.2.3,
and the same argument applies to the boundary components of D¥. (I

Definition 12.3.4. We call
arg¥ (f) : DY — R/27Z

the invariant Milnor fibration. For each 6 € R/277Z we denote by
Py = (arg¥)(f)7'(0)

the corresponding fiber and call it the invariant Milnor fiber.

12.3.5. Next, we construct a vector field defined on D¥. In D;°, outside a small
neighborhood of the boundary tori D;7, the vector field coincides with £;°. Let ij
be an invariant edge, directed as 7 — ¢. Then, with a coordinate neighborhood U

with coordinates u,v as in the above construction, define a vector field
o = (1,0,0)

in the coordinates (¢, ,3). Note that this vector field is parallel to &° and &§°
outside D;7. Using partition of unity, these vector fields add up to a global vector
field on all of D?. This vector field is tangent to the Milnor fibers Fy?, for 6 €
R/27Z.

Definition 12.3.6. Denote by & the vector field on DY constructed in the pre-
vious paragraph, and by £y, its restriction to the invariant Milnor fiber Fy°y, for
0 € R/27Z.

Remark 12.3.7. By construction, the trajectories of £&§° pass transversely through
the tori D;7. In fact, as a set, a trajectory of {¥ is a broken trajectory of £* in the
invariant part of 0Y 5.

Lemma 12.3.8. There exists a real function ¢} : DY — R such that ¥ is
gradient-like for it. That is,

ey (65) > 0
outside the singular points of & . Setting ¥ o = O
doy o(Ex9) > 0

outside the singular points of & .

Fro,, we also have

PROOF. For any i € Vv, the vector field & has a potential ¢;, given in Defi-
nitions 7.4.3 and 9.2.2. We set ¢}° = o*¢;. If ¢ has distance k to 0 in T, rescale
@5° to take values in [k, k + 1]. These functions glue together to the desired global
function ¢ . (I

Remark 12.3.9. Let ij be and edge of I'y with j invariant and 7 non-invariant
(necessarily j — ). Then, by Lemma 8.2.6 (see also fig. 8.2.10), the vector field
¥ (by Lemma 8.4.1 3) has w;m;/ gcd(m;, m;)-pronged singularities near the in-
tersection points of D! with o' (D;). See fig. 12.3.13.

12.3.10. We extend the equivalence relation ~+ trivially over Yoon 80 that equiva-

lence classes outside dyY,§ < Y5 contain only one point. This way, the invariant
Milnor fibration sits inside the space Y;gl/ ~, which projects by w2, to C? iso-

morphically outside C'.
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Definition 12.3.11. Denote by

Pr - Y;fgl - 1;81/ ~T
the natural projection. Let Si°, be the intersection of Fy°, with the closure of the
strict transform of the total spine, that is,

S = Fi%y 0 pr ((mi0) 7 (S\{0})).

We call S&Oﬂ the invariant spine. Define also the total invariant spine as

se=J sve

0cR/27Z

Theorem 12.3.12. The invariant spine Sy, satisfies the following:

(1) It coincides with the union of all trajectories of &Y that do not escape to
the boundary of the invariant Milnor fiber OFy’,.

(2) It is a spine of the invariant Milnor fiber FY%.

(3) It is a piecewise smooth CW -complex of dimension 1 and all 1-cells meet
transversely at 0-cells.

PROOF. By Proposition 12.2.203 and Remark 12.3.7, 57, contains all trajec-
tories converging to singularities of the vector field & ,. It follows from Theo-
rem 11.2.1 that no other point in F3’, is contained in the invariant spine. This
proves 1.

For 2, the flow of {¥° trivializes the complement of the spine as a collar neigh-
borhood of the boundary. 3 follows from construction. O

FIGURE 12.3.13. On the left we see a a small neighborhood (dot-
ted disk) of a Petri dish, in blue the broken trajectories that appear
in this neighborhood. On the right we see the same neighborhood
after collapsing the Petri disk to a point. The contracted Petri
dish behaves as a trivalent vertex






CHAPTER 13

Example

Example 13.0.1. Consider the plane curve defined by the function
flx,y) =y + o + 2%y,

Since the curve is irreducible, it has only one tangent {y = 0}. Also note that we
are already using the coordinates of Notation 9.0.1 and, in particular, the polar
curve P; associated with i = 1,2, 3 is the same, and it is the curve defined by

P={f, =0} ={3y> +2* = 0}.

Next we compute the minimal resolution 7 : Y — Tub of the curve f and
observe that the curve P gets resolved by this resolution. See Figure 13.0.2.

c P
Dy Ds D, D,

(1) (%)

FI1GURE 13.0.2. The dual resolution graph of the curve defined by
f. The blue arrow represents the strict transform P of the polar
curve {f, = 0}.

Now we compute all the numerical invariants introduced in this work: co;, ¢1,4, M4, Di, Ti
and wo; for i =0,1,2,3. See 13.0.3.

i _Jof[3]2]1]

Co,i 1 3 211
C1,i 1 4 3|2
(13.0.3) m; || 3]12]8]4
p: 12863
T 21853
w; 0] 0 |1]1

The topology of the Milnor fiber. Next, we compute the topology of the
Milnor fiber. We do this by looking at the multiplicities m; of 7* f: near DY the
Milnor fiber is an m;-fold cover of Dy. Moreover, the part of the Milnor fiber that
covers Df can be identified with Dj}° for each § € R/27Z. Also, we know that

D;%° has
Z ged(myg, m;)
J

121



122 13. EXAMPLE

boundary components, where j runs over vertices adjacent to ¢. Using this infor-
mation we can conclude that D’ is a disjoint union of 3 disks, Dy’ is the surface
of genus 3 and 8 boundary components, Dg?(;o is a disjoint union of 4 annuli and
Di%’ is a disjoint union of 4 disks, see fig. 13.0.4. With these invariants, we are

ready to start computing the vector fields &; for i € V.

10,0 Do
Dy 3,0

FIGURE 13.0.4. The Milnor fiber at radius 0 at an angle 6 sepa-
rated in the parts corresponding to each exceptional divisor. The
marked simple closed curves correspond with parts of the Milnor
fiber that lie in the corners of Y™°.

The 1st blow up. We follow Chapter 7 for this part of the example. We are
going to check that the standard metric is already generic in the sense of (Defini-
tion 7.4.10). Let mp : Yo — Tub be the first blow up and take a coordinate chart
U c Yy with coordinates u,v so that mo(u,v) = (u,uv) in these coordinates. In
order to check that the standard metric is generic, we need to verify that

*
0 dia) D§
is a Morse function. Equivalently, by Lemma 7.4.4, we need to verify that the
vector field

b = (d-€) g

is elementary. A direct computation in the coordinates u, v gives, (following eq. (7.1.2)):

3v+4
N £u v% + Ut +
WO& = v = __ _ _9 _
§ 3vuv + 4vu — 30° — 0
UV + wuv + uu?
So, on U n Dy,
, 3(1+[v]?)
§0 = (|l + |uv)E" |fumoy = — ==

Since 4(1 + |[v]?) is a unit on U n D§ and —1/ = —v/|v|? is an elementary vector
field on U n Dg so we are done in this chart. Actually, on U n Dg the vector field
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&o never vanishes. Now, we verify the other chart where mo(u,v) = (uv,u). An
analogous computations gives,

€0 =3(1+ [P,

which has the same dynamics as the vector field v which is elementary. This vector
field has a single singularity which is a fountain at the origin of this chart. The
vector field &y is defined on Dy, to compute the vector field §;% for some ¢ € R/27Z,
we need to compute the real oriented blow up. In this case, since wy = 0, the vector
field does not depend on arg(u) = a.

The invariant part. Now we observe that the invariant graph Y is the bam-
boo induced by the vertices 0 and 3, equivalently, it is the smallest connected
subgraph containing 0 and all vertices that intersect with the strict transform of
C' (recall Lemma 6.3.4). So the only other vertex of I' with w; = 0 is the vertex
1 = 3. In this case, by Lemma 9.1.6, the zero set of &3 should be the intersection
points of D3 with P, but this intersection is empty. So the vector fields &3 and &x°
are nowhere vanishing on D5 and D3™° respectively.

The non-invariant part. The non-invariant part of the graph is the graph
induced by the vertices 1 and 2. Let us take a chart U < Y with coordinates u, v
that contains most of these two divisors. For that, following the weight vectors of
Figure 13.0.2 we take the chart U in which the the resolution map 7 looks like:

7(u,v) = (uv, uv?).

In this chart, D$ is given by {u = 0}, and DS by {v = 0}. We have
f=ubv* + 0208 + u%° = Bt (1 + wv? + wv),
fo = uSv3(4 + 3uv),
fy = uS®(3v +1).

Recall here we are identifying its function with its pullback by 7 to ease the notation.
Notice that the two partials have the same weight w.r.t. v and v, i.e. the weight
vectors (2,3) and (1,2).
We compute the Jacobian of the transformation and its inverse:
Jacm = <2uv u? > (Jacm) ' = L ( 2u’ u2>
3uv 2utv )’ w2 \ =3u?v 2uv )’
We find that
8uv + 3(2uvn —1)v — 1
w2v2u303 + u20v2ud0? + uvu?o
12uv + 3(3uva — 2)v — 2
wudv? + udvudo? + uwdvao
Note that this formula holds only outside the exceptional set, that is, for (u,v) €
(C*)2. Following Lemma 8.0.8 and the table 13.0.3, we use the function |u|%|v|?
to rescale and extend the vector field over the boundary of the real oriented blow-
up. In particular, to see the extension over D3>, we take coordinates (r,a, s, 3) €
(R=o x R/27Z)? and compute the vector field over D5>° which, in this coordinates
is defined by {r = 0}. First we compute the pullback of £ rescaled using the
corresponding T exponents:

(13.0.5) (r°sa*€Y)| proe = —25(30 + 1)e ™™

T =
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Recall that on D5™°, the coordinate s does not vanish. Now, following eq. (8.1.4),
we compute the rescaled £'° and 7. We start by £'°,

553§ro,s _ Re(efiﬁo_*é-v)
= Re (eﬂﬁ (725 (35671‘5 + 1)671-0‘))
= Re (—6326_i(26+0‘) — 2se_i(o‘+6)>

= —65%cos(28 + a) — 2scos(a + ).

(13.0.6)

Similarly, we compute £"-7:

58351?0,6 _ Im(s_le_iﬂa*fv)
=Im (s_le_iﬂ (—28(386_i6 + 1)6‘“’))
=Im <76567i(2ﬁ+°‘) — 2671'(0‘“3))

= 6ssin(28 + a) + 2sin(a + 3)

(13.0.7)

Now we fix 0 in order to compute &,”° and §(§°’ﬁ. That is, we fix f™© = ﬁ =e" 50

e gEt
( ) r=

8a + 44 = f mod 2.

_ ez8aez46 _ 610,

that is

For each § € R/27Z, this equation has four circles of solutions in the torus (R/27Z)2.
These four circles are defined by the equations {2a + 8 = /4 + kxn/2} with k =
0,1,2,3. These four circles are exactly D3 ,. Note that each of these circles admits

a parametrization
VI B
BH<§+I_§’ﬁ>’ B e [0,4n)

Moreover, we know that D2 5 consists of four cylinders. Each of these cylinders
has one of the previous four circles in its closure in Yy© and is defined by

{r=0}n {20+ p=0/4+kr/2} c Y,°.

Therefore, we can consider coordinates, s and 3, with s € R>g and 8 € [0, 4).

Substituting the above expression for a in eqs. (13.0.6) and (13.0.7) we get the
formula for 3% in the coordinate patch U™ n D;?e’o in the connected component
where § = 0:

—652 cos (75 ) — 25 cos (% +

5[‘0 —
2,0 0
8

GSsin( 3849 + k”) + 2sin (% +
In fig. 13.0.12 we can see the cylinder corresponding to £ = 0 and # = 0 and in
fig. 13.0.9 we can see the cylinder corresponding to # = 0 and & = 2. This last

cylinder represents a non-generic picture: the broken trajectory corresponding to
the stable manifold of one of the saddle points, goes through one of the discs of
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1
1—4.

4
8

d has the other saddle point in its closure. Also,

13. EXAMPLE

;.; on each connected component. These are the
.

3

9. AN

ro,o

|Ei2 NYy°| = |21_,2 N Yy°|
has 4 connected components, we conclude that there is 4/4 = 1
;; and one point of X
green and red points in fig. 13.0.8.

+

comes back again to D
point of X

ro,o
1,0 »

Where | - | denotes cardinality in the first two terms and determinant in the third

following Lemma 8.2.4 (iii) we get

1 Iro
one. Since Dl,z,e

D

Ax=ax\ ) e~
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TEE SN W 2N
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RSN PN
EES SN
RSN
FresN e~
FrmwN) e
fx=x\\fr~
fa=x\} )~
frmx\ e~
[FZEN PN

IRE N R NN

fAr=sN ey
IR 2SN PN
f A=\ frext
fAr=x\ | frewnt
fAX=NN} frewXt
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FIGURE 13.0.8. The vector field &
connected components of D3’
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We take now a chart near Dy n D3. In this chart the resolution takes the form
m(u,v) = (uv? utv?)
and Ds is defined by {v = 0}. In this case, we get
5 2(ti + 3)e
u
As in egs. (13.0.6) and (13.0.7), we compute

r885§ro,r ) COS(ﬁ + a) + 67 COS(ﬁ)
T885€ro,a - _9r sin(ﬂ + Q) — 68111([3)
Now we use the relation 12« + 88 = 0 + kn/2, and we get

(r8s5o*§“)|D;o,o =7 =2r (@ + 3) e el

212 cos (—% + g + %) + 67 cos (g _ 3a

2
—2rsin (=% + £57) — 6sin (§ — 3247)

+

5)

Tro 1

2,0 =

in these coordinates. In fig. 13.0.10 we can see the cylinder corresponding to k& = 0
and # = 0 and in fig. 13.0.11 we can see the cylinder corresponding to the non-
generic cylinder § = 0 and k = 2. In this case, the computation from Lemma 8.2.4
(iil) yields

+ ro — ro 8 1
D55 Yo =805 N Yp° = - =12.

| 2,3 0 2,3 0 12 0

Which gives 12/4 = 3 green points and three red points.
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FIGURE 13.0.10. The vector field £5% on one of the four connected

ro,o

components of D, " for # = 0. The left vertical line is one of the

Iro
connected components of D3% ,.

Similarly, in order to finish the computations for the non-invariant part of the
graph, we can compute £ which is defined on the adjacent divisor DI°%’. We
obtain:

5.3 % ¢cu o — pp—iB
(1P $20€%)| pros = re
which, after a computation similar to that of eqs. (13.0.6) and (13.0.7), yields:

T553§ro,r _ TCOS(ﬂ + a) T553§r0,a - —sin(ﬂ + Ot).
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Using the relation § = 0/4 — 2a we get:
)T = (rcos(8/4 — ), —sin(0/4 — a)) .
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FIGURE 13.0.12. The vector field £1% on one of the four connected
components (disks) of D% for § = 0. The left vertical line is
one of the connected components (circles) of D% ,. The two red
points and the top and bottom of the picture are identified. The
horizontal line converging to the green point actually forms part
of the same segment as the horizontal line emerging from the red

point.
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FIGURE 13.0.13. The Milnor fiber with the relevant parts of the
spine (in blue) drawn. This is the case for an angle 6 # 0.

FIGURE 13.0.14. The Milnor fiber with the relevant parts of the
spine (in blue) drawn. This is the special angle 6 = 0.

The invariant spine and invariant Milnor fiber. Following Chapter 12,
we contract each Petri dish to a point. In this case there are four Petri dishes, each
one corresponding to a connected component of the branch = at the vertex 2. Each
of these Petri dishes consists of a cylinder and a disk. After contracting them, we
get four 3- pronged singularities (see fig. 13.0.15). The invariant spine in this case
is the (3,4) bipartite graph.
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FIGURE 13.0.15. The invariant Milnor fiber with the invariant
spine in blue.
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