(©2013 The Mathematical Society of Japan
J. Math. Soc. Japan

Vol. 65, No. 1 (2013) pp. 169-182

doi: 10.2969/jmsj/06510169

On the approximate Jacobian Newton diagrams
of an irreducible plane curve

By Evelia Rosa GARCIA BARROSO and Janusz GWOZDZIEWICZ

(Received June 5, 2011)

Abstract. We introduce the notion of an approximate Jacobian Newton
diagram which is the Jacobian Newton diagram of the morphism (f(k),f),
where f is a branch and f(*) is a characteristic approximate root of f. We
prove that the set of all approximate Jacobian Newton diagrams is a complete
topological invariant. This generalizes theorems of Merle and Ephraim about
the decomposition of the polar curve of a branch.

1. Introduction.

Every two complex series f,g € C{z,y} such that f(0,0) = g(0,0) = 0 define
a germ of a holomorphic mapping (g, f) : (C%,0) — (C?,0). Assume that the
curves f = 0 and g = 0 share no common component. Then the critical locus of
this mapping is a germ of an analytic curve and its direct image by (g, f) is also
an analytic curve called the discriminant curve. Let D(u,v) = 0 be an equation
of the discriminant curve in the coordinates (u,v) = (g(z,y), f(z,y)). We call the
Newton diagram of D(u,v) the Jacobian Newton diagram of the morphism (g, f)
and denote it N;(g, f).

Note that if g = 0 is a smooth curve transverse to f = 0 then Nj(g, f) is
the Jacobian Newton diagram of the curve f = 0 introduced in [Te3]. With these
assumptions Teissier proves in [Tel] that A;(g, f) depends only on the topological
type of the curve f = 0.

Merle in [Me] studies the case of a smooth curve g = 0 transverse to an
irreducible singular curve f = 0. He gives a description of the Jacobian Newton
diagram in terms of other invariants of singularity of a curve f = 0. He also shows
that the datum of the Jacobian Newton diagram determines the equisingularity
class of the curve (or equivalently its embedded topological type). Ephraim in
[Eph] extends Merle’s result to any smooth curve g = 0.

Let f be an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial. In this paper we generalize the
results of Merle to the family {N;(f*), f)}1, where f*) is the k-th characteristic

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 32S55; Secondary 14H20.
Key Words and Phrases. irreducible plane curve, approximate root, Jacobian Newton
diagram.


http://dx.doi.org/10.2969/jmsj/06510169

170 E. R. GARCIA BARROSO and J. GWOZDZIEWICZ

approximate root of f introduced in [A-M]. We prove, in two different ways,
that this family is a complete topological invariant of the branch f = 0. Our
computations are based on the decomposition of the critical locus of the mapping
(f*®), £), which is analogous to the decomposition of the polar curve obtained by
Merle in [Me].

2. Plane branches, semigroup and approximate roots.

We mean by the fractional power series the elements of the ring C{z}* =
Unen © {z'/™}. For every two fractional power series § and ¢’ we call the number
0(0,0") = ord,(6(x) — 0'(x)) the contact order between ¢ and ¢'.

Every convergent power series g(z,y) € C{x,y}, ¢(0,0) = 0 has the Newton-
Puiseux factorization

d

9(w,y) = ue,ya™ [[ (v — vla),

i=1

where u(z,y) € C{z,y}, u(0,0) # 0, N is a nonnegative integer and ~;(x) are
fractional power series of positive order. We will call 7; the Newton-Puiseux roots
of g and denote the set {v1,...,74} by Zerg.

Let f(z,y) be an irreducible power series such that ord,(f(0,y)) = n > 1.
Then f has a Newton-Puiseux root of the form ~;(z) = 3.°°, a;z¥/™. The other
Newton-Puiseux roots are v;(z) = Y ooy a;wI=Digi/™ for 1 < j < n, where w € C
is an n-th primitive root of unity. The contact orders between the elements of Zer f
form a set {b1/n,...,bys/n}, where by < by < --- < by and ged(n, b1,...,by) = 1.
We put by = n and call the sequence (bg, b1, ...,b,) the Puiseuz characteristic of
f. By convention by = +00.

Let A and B be finite sets of fractional power series. The contact cont(A, B) is
by definition max{O(«a, 8) : a € A, 8 € B}. If a(x) is a fractional power series and
f(z,y), g(x,y) are irreducible power series co-prime to « then by abuse of notation
we will write cont(«, f) := cont({«a}, Zer f) and cont(f, g) := cont(Zer f, Zer g).

It is well-known (see for example Lemma 4.3 of [Cal]) that for every Newton-
Puiseux root « of f we have cont(c, g) = cont(f,g). The contact between irre-
ducible power series has a strong triangle inequality property: if h; € C{x,y}
for i = 1,2,3 are irreducible power series co-prime to z then cont(hy, hs) >
min(cont(hy, hs), cont(hz, hs)).

In [A-M] the authors introduce the concept of the approximate root as a
consequence of the following proposition:

PROPOSITION 1. Let A be an integral domain. If f(y) € Aly] is monic of
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degree d and p is invertible in A and divides d, then there exists a unique momnic
polynomial g(y) € Aly] such that the degree of f — gP is less than d — d/p.

This allows us to define:

DEFINITION 1. The unique monic polynomial of the preceding proposition
is called the p-th approximate root of f.

Let f € C{z}[y] be an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial with Puiseux char-
acteristic (b, ...,by). Put Iy := ged(by, ..., bx). In particular I, divides deg f = bg
for all k € {0,...,g}. In the sequel for k € {0,...,g — 1} we denote f*) the I;-th
approximate root of f and we call these polynomials the characteristic approximate
roots of f. By convention we put f(-1) = z.

The following proposition is the main one in [A-M] (see also [G-P2] and
[Po)):

PROPOSITION 2. Let f € C{x}[y] be an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial
with Puiseux characteristic (bo, . ..,by). Then the characteristic approximate roots
% for k€ {0,...,g9 — 1}, have the following properties:

1. The polynomial f¥) is irreducible with Puiseux characteristic (bo/ly, . .., bx/lx).
2. The y-degree of f*) is equal to by/ly and cont(f, f*)) = by /bo.

EXAMPLE 1. Take the irreducible Weierstrass polynomial f = (y* — 623y —
24)2—92° of Puiseux characteristic (6,8, 11). The characteristic approximate roots
of fare f(O =y and fV) = 4% — 623y —2*. The Newton-Puiseux roots of f are of
the form y = wd2?/3 4 2w025/3 4 LM 211/6 ... where w® = 1 while the Newton-
Puiseux roots of f(1) are y = e**/3 + 2€°25/3 — (8/3)x? 4 - - -, where €3 = 1. One
can check directly that cont(f, f(°)) = 8/6 and cont(f, f(V)) = 11/6.

3. Jacobian Newton diagrams.

In this section we recall the notion of the Jacobian Newton diagrams and we
establish some preliminary results which are necessary for the next.

Write Ry = {z € R:x > 0}. Let f € C{z,y}, f(z,y) = Y a; 2y’ be a
non-zero convergent power series. Put supp f := {(¢,4) : a;; # 0} the support of
f. By definition the Newton diagram of f in the coordinates (x,y) is

Ay := Convex Hull (supp f + Ri)

An important property of Newton diagrams is that the Newton diagram of
a product is the Minkowski sum of Newton diagrams. One has Ay, = Ay + Ay,
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where Ay + Ay = {a+b:a € Af,b e Ay}, In particular if f and g differ by
an invertible factor v € C{z,y}, u(0,0) # 0 then Ay = A,. Thus the Newton
diagram of a plane analytic curve is well defined because an equation of an analytic
curve is given up to invertible factor, where an analytic plane curve is a principal
ideal of the ring of convergent power series C{x,y}, which we will denote by
f(z,y) = 0. We will write Ay—¢ for the Newton diagram of the curve f = 0.

Following Teissier [Te2] we introduce elementary Newton diagrams. For
m,n >0 we put {#} = Agniym. We put also {&} = Azn and {$} = Aym.

Every Newton diagram A C R2+ has a unique representation A = Y7_| {16:1‘1},
where inclinations of successive elementary diagrams form an increasing sequence
(by definition the inclination of {4} is L/M with the conventions that L/oco =0
and oco/M = +00). We shall call this representation the canonical decomposition
of A.

Let 0 = (g, f) : (C%,0) — (C?,0) be an analytic mapping given by o(z,y) =
(g9(z,y), f(x,y)) = (u,v) and such that ¢=1(0,0) = {(0,0)}. Then every local
analytic curve h(x,y) = 0 has a well-defined direct image o*(h = 0) which is an
analytic curve in the target space (see [Ca2]). The Newton diagram of the direct
image is characterized by two properties:

(f, ho

(9, h)o
the intersection multiplicity of the curves r = 0 and s = 0 at the origin.

2. If h = hth then Aﬂ*(h:O) = Arr*(h1:0) + Aa*(hgz())'

Let jac(g, f) = 0g/0x-0f /0y —0g/dy-0f/0x be the Jacobian determinant of
the mapping o. The direct image (see Preliminaries in [Ca2]) of jac(g, f) = 0 by
o is called the discriminant curve. We will write N (g, f) for the Newton diagram
of the discriminant curve and following Teissier (see [Te3]) call it the Jacobian
Newton diagram of the morphism o = (g, f).

1. If b is an irreducible power series then A, (,—gy = { }, where (7, s)o denotes

4. Approximate Jacobian Newton diagrams of a branch.

In this section we introduce the notion of the approximate Jacobian Newton
diagrams of an irreducible plane curve and we compute them. In what follows a
branch f(x,y) = 0 will be given by an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial.

Let f be an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial and let f*), for 0 < k <
g—1, be the characteristic approximate roots of f. The Jacobian Newton diagram
Nj(f(k), f) is called the k-th approzimate Jacobian Newton diagram of the branch
f(x,y) =0.

The following result about the factorization of the Jacobian jac(f®), f) is the
main result of this note:

THEOREM 1. Let f € C{z}[y] be an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial with
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Puiseux characteristic (bo, ..., by). Let f®) 0<k<g—1, be the k-th character-
istic approzimate root of f. Then the Jacobian jac(f®), f) admits a factorization

jac(f® | f)y =+ . plo),

where the factors T') are not necessary irreducible, x is co-prime to the product
42 ... 76 and such that

1. If a is a Newton-Puiseuz root of T**TY) then cont(a, f) < bjy1/bo.
2. If a is a Newton-Puiseus root of TV, k+2 < i < g then cont(a, f) = b;/bo.
3. The intersection multiplicity (I‘(i)@)o =ny--ni_1(ni—1) fork+2<i<g.

The proof of Theorem 1 will be done in Section 5.
The contacts between Newton-Puiseux roots of T*+1) and f are not deter-
mined by the Puiseux characteristic of f as the following example shows.

EXAMPLE 2. Let f = (v — 623y — 2*)%2 — 92° be the Weierstrass poly-
nomial from Example 1 and let g = (y* — 2%)? + 2° — 27y%. Both series f and
g are irreducible with the same Puiseux characteristic (6,8,11). The Jacobian
jac(f1), f) = 24328(y>—22%) has two Newton-Puiseux roots o (z) = v2x3/2+- . .|
ao(x) = —v/223/2 4 - and cont(ay, f) = 4/3 < by /b for i = 1,2.

On the other hand there are four Newton-Puiseux roots §1(x) = 0, f2(z) =
(8/27)z% + -+, Bs(z) = J(21/2T)x + -+, Bulx) = —\/(21/2T)x + -+ of
jac(g™M,g) = 2%y (21y® — 272%y + 8z*) and cont(SB;,g) = 4/3 for i = 1,2, but
cont(f;, g) =1 for i = 3,4.

Further we will use the following property of the intersection multiplicity
which is a consequence of the Noether’s formula (see [G-P12, Proposition 3.3]):

PrROPERTY 1. Let g(z,y), h(x,y) be irreducible power series co-prime to
x. Then for fixed g, the function h — (g,h)o/(z,h)o depends only on the contact
cont(g, h) and is a strictly increasing function of this quantity.

COROLLARY 1.  Under assumptions and notations of Theorem 1 the Jacobian
Newton diagram of the mapping (f*®), f) has the canonical decomposition

g (i))
N(f®, ) = {(f’r Jo }
7 i:;l (F®. 1),

Proor. We prove that for every irreducible factor h of jac(f*), f) the
quotient (f,h)o/(f*),h)o depends only on the contact cont(f,h). Indeed there
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are two cases: if cont(f,h) < bgy1/bo then by the strong triangle inequality
CODt(f(k), h) = COHt(f? h) hence (hv f(k))()/(xv f(k))() = (h7 f)()/(xv f)(] and we get

(f7 h)O _ (-Taf)O
(f(k)ah)() (‘Taf(k))07

(1)

if cont(f,h) > bpy1/bo then also by the strong triangle inequality cont(f*),h) =
COHt(f(k)7 f) hence (f(k)a h)o/(.’l?, h)O = (f(k)7 f)o/(l', f)O and we get

(il (0o (fih)o

GO~ (0, o (@ k)’ @

Fixi € {k+1,...,g} and write ¥ as a product h; - - - h, of irreducible factors h;
for 1 < j < r. Then the Newton diagram of the direct image of the curve ') =0

is the sum > 7, {(;(f,ﬂ%} Since all elementary Newton diagrams in the above

sum have the same inclination one has

i {(]E{;)’j;j;)o} B { ZZ=_(1JE£€)hh)O)O } N {m}

j=1

We proved that the Jacobian Newton diagram N (f*), f) is the sum of elementary
Newton diagrams from the statement of the Corollary. The inclination of the first
elementary Newton diagram is given by formula (1) which can be written as
(z, F)o/(F®), o - (f, f*)o/(z, f*))o. The inclinations of the remaining elemen-
tary Newton diagrams are given by formula (2). By Property 1 these inclinations
form a strictly increasing sequence. This finishes the proof. O

Now our aim is to give an arithmetical formula for N (f*), f).
Put by := (f, f*V)o for k € {0,1,...,g}. Following Zariski (see [Z]), the
set {bg, b1, . .. ,E} is a minimal system of generators of the semigroup

T(f) :={(f,9)0 : f is not a factor of g}

of the branch f(x,y) = 0. This system of generators is uniquely determined
by the Puiseux characteristic of f in the following way: by = by, by = b; and
E = nq,ll)(]j—i— by — by—1 for 2 < g < g. Recall that n; = l;,_1/l;, where [; =
ged(bo, ..., b;) = ged(by, .. ., b;).

Remember that the Milnor number of a curve g(x,y) = 0 is by definition the
intersection multiplicity (0g/0z,dg/0y)o.
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THEOREM 2. Let f =0, where f is an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial,
be a branch with semigroup I'(f) = (bo,...,bg). Then the canonical decomposition
of the k-th approzimate Jacobian Newton diagram of f is

*)) 4 77 — g Y
NJ(f(k)’f)_{ lkit/z(f )):m—ll) }Jri_;z{ mnkw( 1)1b( 1) }

where M = by 1/lp 11, and p(f*)) is the Milnor number of f*) = 0.

PROOF. In the course of the proof we shall use the canonical decomposition
of Ns(f®, f) from Corollary 1. We shall express all intersection multiplicities
(f,T®)g and (f*), Ty for k+1 < i < g in terms of the generators of the
semigroup I'(f).

First consider TV for k + 2 < i < g. By Theorem 1 the contact of every
irreducible factor of I'® with f equals b; /bo. By Property 1 and Theorem 1:

(f> F(i))O
(LE, F(z))O

(f, £ D)o

e, f D)y = (n; — 1)b;. (3)

(f’p(i))o — (a;,l“(i))o

Z(.’IJ,F )

By Corollary 1 and equality (2)

(LT (A0 @ o (£ D)o _ Liabi

(f®,T@), — (F®, fG=D)y — (F®, flo (2, fGD)g  bryy

Hence by (3)

. b .
(f(k)7r‘(l))0 — l’“%(ﬂp(l))o = MNpys - ni1(ng — 1).

i—1b;
In order to compute (f*), T +1); we use Theorem 3.2 of [Cal]. We get

(F® jac(f®, o = u(f®) + (f&, o — 1.

Since (f*) jac(f™), f))o = (f(k) ')y we have

g
(f®, TN = u(fR) 4+ (P flo— 1= Y Mnpga-- nia(n — 1)

i=k+2
= u(f®) + b1 — 1= T(lgpr — 1) = p(f®) +m - 1.
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Finally by Corollary 1 and equality (1)

(fvr(k+1))0 (x’f)O

(O, TED), ~ (@, /), *

Hence (£, D00 = I (u(f®) + 7 — 1). O

REMARK 1. In the above proof we compute the inclinations of elementary
Newton diagrams of the canonical decomposition of N(f ®)f ) which are equal
to (li—1b;)/(bgy1) for i € {k +1,...,g}. These inclinations are called Jacobian
muariants.

EXAMPLE 3. Let f(z,y) = (y*> — 23)? — 2%y. Then f = 0 is a branch
and T'(f) = (4,6,13). The characteristic approximate roots of f are f(® = y
and f(M) = y2 — 23, The factorization of jac(f(), f) described in Theorem 1
is jac(f©, f) = TWIr@ | where IV = 22 and T? = 6y? + 522y — 623. We
also have jac(f), f) = 2%(10y? + 323). Finally N;(f©, f) = {$} + {3} and
NJ(f(l)af) :{% :

COROLLARY 2.  The family of the approximate Jacobian Newton diagrams
of a branch only depends on its topological type.

If f is an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial then f(®) = 0 is a smooth curve.
By Smith-Merle-Ephraim (see for example Theorem 2.2 of [GB-G2]) the approxi-
mate Jacobian Newton diagram N (f(©), f) determines the topological type of the
branch f = 0. Nevertheless we can also obtain the generators of the semigroup
of the branch f = 0 using the whole family of its approximate Jacobian Newton
diagrams in an easy way: let I'(f) = (b, ...,b,) be the semigroup of f = 0. It is
clear that by is the smallest inclination of Nj(f(o), f). Denote by ¢ the inclination
of the elementary diagram N;(f@=1, f). Put H,., for r € {0,...,g—2}, the height
of the last elementary diagram of N;(f("), f), that is the height of the elementary
diagram of N;(f("), f) which has the biggest inclination. Then b, 1 = ¢H,/(t—1)
for r € {0,...,g — 2}. Finally b, = £/(c — 1), where £ is the length of the last
elementary diagram of N;(f9=2), f).

EXAMPLE 4. Cousider the branches f; = 0 fori € {1,...,4} with semigroups
[(f1) = (4,14,31), T'(f2) = (4,6,35), T'(f3) = (4,6,37) and T'(f4) = (6,10, 31).
By Theorem 2 we have Nj(fl(l),fl) = Ny( 2(1),f2) = {#} and N( él),fg) =
No(f3V, fa) = {58}

Given a branch f = 0, put F its family of approximate Jacobian Newton
diagrams but the first one. The example shows that F is not a complete topological
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invariant of a branch. The curves f3 = 0 and f4; = 0 have the same F but they
have different multiplicities at the origin. The curves f; = 0 and fy = 0 have
the same F and the same multiplicity at the origin but in spite of it they have
different topological type.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.

Let 7 be a positive rational number and let g(z,y) = Zz’EQ,jEN a;;xiyl €
C{z}*[y]. Put w(z) := 1 and w(y) := 7 the weights of the variables x and y.
By definition the weighted order of g is ord,(g) = min{i + 75 : a;; # 0} and the
weighted initial part of g is in-(9) = 3,1 i—ord. (o) a;;xiyl.

LEMMA 1. Let g(z,y) = u(x,y) - 2V H?Zl(y — «;(x)), where u(0,0) # 0,
N eQ, a;(x) =ciz™ + -+ for1 <i<k andord,(a;(z)) <7, fork+1<1i<d.
Then in,(g) = ca™ Hle(y —¢;z") for some ¢ € C and some M € Q.

PROOF. Observe that in,(y — a;(z)) =y — c;z” for 1 <4 < k and in,(y —
a;(z)) = —in;ou(x) for k + 1 <4 < d. Since the initial part of a product is the
product of the initial parts of every factor we get the lemma. O

LEMMA 2. Let hy,hy € C{z}*[y] and T € Q. Assume that the Jacobian
jac(ing(h1),in-(h2)) # 0. Then in,(jac(hy, he)) = jac(in, (h1), in, (h2)).

PrOOF. For all monomials M; = 2%yt and My, = z2y2 we
have jac(My, Ms) = (i1ja — igj1)zrT271yiti2=1 hence ord, (jac(M;, Ma)) =
ord;(M;) + ord.(Ms) — 1 — 7 provided i1j — i2j1 # 0. It follows that
jac(in (hq1),in, (he)) is the sum of monomials of the same weighted order
ord,(in,(h1)) 4+ ord,(in,(he)) — 1 — 7 (that is a quasi-homogeneous polynomial).
Moreover jac(hi, h2) = jac(ing(h1) + (h1 — in-(h1)),ins (k) + (he — ing(h2))) =
jac(in(hq), in.(h2))+ terms of higher weighted order which proves the lemma. [

Recall that Newton-Puiseux roots of an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial
f € C{x}[y], deg f = n form a cycle: if y(z) = 3 a;z"/™ is a root of f then other
roots of f are v;(z) = Zaiwéxi/”, where w; is a n-th root of unity. Moreover
ordg (y(x) — vj(z)) > bgt1/bo if and only if w; is a lg-th root of unity (see [Z]).

Let f = [I,(y — 7i(z)) be an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial with
Puiseux characteristic (bo,...,b,) and let f*)(z,y) = [[j2,(y — 9;(x)), where
n = mly, be the characteristic approximate root of f. Put J(x,y) := jac(f*), f) =
unity - * [[,(y — oy(x)). In order to prove Theorem 1 we need

LEMMA 3. Fiz~y € Zer f and 7 € Q such that T > by41/bo. Then
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1. ifbj/bo < T < bji1/bo, wherej € {k+1,...,g} thent{i: O(o;,7) > 71} =1;—1,
2. if T = bry1/bo then #{i: O(ci,y) > 7} = npg1(legr — 1).

~ Proor.  Let J(z,y) = J(z,y + (), f(z,y) = f(z,y + v(x)) and
F®(2,y) = 10 (@, y+(2)). Clearly J(z,y) = wnity - 2% [T,y — (o1(z) — 7()))-
By Lemma 1 #{i : O(0;,7) > 7} = deg, (in-(J(z,y))).

Assume first that 7 > by11/by and 7 # b;/bg for all j € {k+2,...,g}. The
weighted initial part of f(z,y) = [T (y—(vi(z) —~(x))) is equal to in.(f(z,y)) =
c121y? ™) where ¢; € C \ {0} and d(7) := #{i : O(v,7) > 7}. More precisely if
bj/bo <7< bj+1/b0 then d(’T) = lj.

Consider the function f*)(z,y) = [T (y— (8 (x) = v(x))). Since O(d;,7) <
T for every j € {1,...,m}, we get by Lemma 1 in, f*)(z,y) = coz®, where
cpeC \ {0}

Using Lemma 2 we get

ay,,d(T)

inT(j(x,y)) = jac(cox®?, 1™ y™)) = clcgagd(r)xo‘lJraQ71yd(7)71

)

so its y-degree is equal to d(7) —1=1; — 1 for b; /by < 7 < b;+1/bo.

Let us choose 7 < bj1+1/bo close enough to b;41/by that no o; satisfies 7 <
O(04,7) < bj+1/bo. Then §{i : O(os,v) > 7} = t#{i : O(04,7) > bj41/bo} and the
proof of statement 1 is done.

Assume now that 7 = bg41/bp. By Lemma 1

in, f(z,y) =2 [ (v—alw —1)abe/b)

wle=1

— O3 H [(y + axb’““/bo) _ awbk+1xbk+1/bo]

wle=1

— 208 [(y + axbk+1/b0)nk+l _ (axbwrl/bo)nk+1]l’H—l7

where w € C and a is the coefficient in 7 of the term z’#+1/%0 . The last equality
follows from the formula [ ,_,(Z — bw?) = (ZP/edP:a) — pp/ecd(p.a))ged(p.a),

Moreover and also using Lemma 1 we have in, f(*) (z,y) = 2 (y + axbs+1/b0)
since there is only one Newton-Puiseux root d; of f¥) such that O(d;,7) > bx+1/bo
(otherwise if there were two of such roots d;,, d;, then by the triangular property
of the contact order we obtain O(d;,,d;,) > bgt+1/bo which is not possible).

We prove now the equality az = ayly. Note that az = > .., O(vi,7)
and as = 3 ;.5 O(8;,7), where I' == {i : O(v;,7) < brgy1/bo} and J' =
{j + O(,7) < bry1/bo}. Using Puiseux characteristic of f and after Sec-
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tion 3 in [G-P13] we obtain az = .., O(vi,7) = Zle #{i : O(yi,y) =
bi/bo} - bi/bo = (n —11)b1 /by + - -+ + (lg—1 — lx)br/bo and by the same argument
oy = ZjEJ' O((Sj,’y) = (n/lk — ll/lk)bl/bo + -+ (lkfl/lk — 1)bk/b0

Finally the initial part of J is

in, (J) = jac(in, (f®),in, (f)) = jac(v, (v™+1 — a+1)le+r),

where v = 2% (y + azb+1/%) y = x and 0 = ng1(bps1/bo + au) so ing(J) =
Oin, (f)/0u - Ov/dy and its y-degree is equal to ngi1(lgr1 — 1). O

REMARK 2. The proof of Merle formula in [G-P}1] was based on the equality
Ap=A;+ {%e}, where j(z,y) = j(z,y +v(z)) and j(~x,y) := jac(z, f). l\Iote that
the statement of Lemma 3 can be written as deg,, in.(J(z,y)) = deg,, in,(f(z,y))—
1 for 7 > byy1/bo. It follows from this equality that Af = A;+{}, where A ; and

A j are the sums of elementary Newton diagrams in the canonical decompositions
of Ay and A 7 respectively with inclinations bigger than by /bo.

COROLLARY 3.  Keep the above notations and put 7; :== cont(o;, ). Then

1. Zf’l’l Z bk+1/b0 then T; € {bk+2/b0, N .,bg/bo}.
2. The number #{i : 7, =b;/bo} =n1---nj_1(n; — 1) forje {k+2,...,9}.

Proor. First take 7 such that bj/bg < 7 < bj41/bg for k+1 < j < g. We
shall prove that

Hi:m>7t=n—nq1---n,. 4)
In the set Zer f we define the equivalence relation given by

v* =+ if and only if O(y*,~') > bjb—ﬂ
0
Put I, := {i: O(0y,v) > 7} for v € Zer f. By Lemma 3 we get I, = [; — 1. Note

that I, = I« for v* =+ and I,y N I,- = () when ~* # 7.

Remark that n ---n; is the number of cosets in the equivalence relation =.
Since #{i : 7 > 7} = U, czery Iy we have ${i : 7 > 7} = ny-oomy -4, =
ny---n;(l; —1) =n —nq---n;. The equality (4) is proved.

Fix small positive number € such that

Hli:m=rt=t{i:n>r}—t{i:n >7+¢€}
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If 7 # bj/by for all j € {k+2,...,9} the above difference is equal to zero. If
T =b; /by for some j € {k+2,...,9}, then {i : 7, =b;/bo} = (n —ny---nj_1) —
(n—n1~-~nj) :n1~~~nj,1(nj — ].)

Finally using the same argument as before (for 7 = bg41/bo) we have

. br41 . br+1 ) bry1
1T = = 1T 2 - YTy 2
ﬁ{z T, ™ } ﬁ{z T, b } jj{z T, ™ +e
. biy1
= {ZITi> }—(n—nl"'nkﬁ)

znkH(ZkH—1)n1~-~nk—(n—n1-~-nk+1):0. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 1. Let k+2 < j < g. Put I'V = [[(y — o4(2)),
where the product runs over o; with cont(o;, f) = b;/bp and let T*+D) =
jac(f®), £)/(DE+2) ... 7)), Tt follows from the first statement of Corollary 3 that
for every Newton-Puiseux root a € Zer I'*+1) we have cont(e, f) < bgy1/bo. Fi-
nally by the second statement of Corollary 3 we get (I'D, z)g = ny - --n;_1(n; — 1)
fork4+2<i<g. O

6. Relation with Michel’s theorem.

In [Mi] the author considered a finite morphism (f,g) : (X,p) — (C?,0),
where (X, p) is a normal germ of complex surface. Michel determined the Jacobian
quotients via a good minimal resolution and pointed out the importance of the
multiplicities of the Jacobian quotients. More precisely and following notation of
[Mi], let R be a good resolution of (f,g) and put E = R™1(p) the exceptional
divisor of R. For every irreducible component F; of E, denote E. the set of points
of E; which are smooth points of the total transform £ = R~((fg)~"(0)). Denote
the order of foR (respectively go R) at a generic point of E; v(f, E;) (respectively
v(g, E;)). The quotient g; = v(g, F;)/v(f, E;) is the Hironaka number of E;.

Let ¢ be a Hironaka number and put E(q) the union of the E! such that
¢; = g to which we add E; N E; if ¢; = q; = q. Let {E*(q)}x be the connected
components of F(q). By definition a g-zone is a connected component of E(q) and
a g-zone is a rupture zone if there exists in it at least one E. with negative Euler
characteristic. Then after Theorem 4.8 of [Mi] the set of Jacobian invariants of
the morphism (f,g) is equal to the set of Hironaka numbers ¢ such that there
exists at least one g-zone in E which is a rupture zone.

Consider an irreducible Weierstrass polynomial f with Puiseux characteristic
(b, b1,...,bg), where by < by (i.e. & = 0 is transverse to f = 0). Below is the
schematic picture of the resolution graph of the curve f®) f = 0.
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N
Lol L L
S
£y F, F Fk+1 Fg
Every Jacobian invariant ¢ € {lg,lk+10k+2/bk41,---lg—1by/bk11} of the mor-

phism (f (k) f) corresponds to exactly one rupture zone.

The rupture zone for g = i is the tree with endpoints Fy, Fy1, L1, ..., L.
It yields the factor T(**1) of the Jacobian and by Michel’s theorem (I'*+1) p)y =
SE w(h, F) = 8 w(h, Li) — v(h, Fy), where h = f or h = f®).

Every rupture zone for ¢ = li_la/m, where k + 2 < i < g is the bamboo
with endpoints F; and L;. It yields the factor I'™) of the Jacobian and by Michel’s
theorem ('), h)g = v(h, F;) —v(h, L;) for k+2 <i < g, where h = f or h = f*),

As an illustration we draw the resolution graph of f(©f = 0, where f is
the Weierstrass polynomial from Example 3. The labels of divisors are Hironaka
numbers written in the form v(f, E;)/v(f©), E).

fO
6 13
2 3
S
i 2%
1 3 6

There are two rupture zones corresponding to Hironaka numbers 4 and 13/3. It
follows from [Mi] that NV (fO), f) = {42} — {4} + {2} — {£8} = (£} + {8}

REMARK 3. Remark that Theorem 1 is also true when we change f*) for any
irreducible Weierstrass polynomial with the properties of statement of Proposition
2.
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