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Abstract

Abstract. It is a well-known fact that the monodromy of the Milnor fibration of an isolated
singularity is quasiunipotent. This holds no longer true if a non-local monodromy around
several singularities is considered. Here the case of families of (finitely many) Morse
singularities will be studied. For the case that such a family arises from a morsification
of an isolated singularity it will be proven that all monodromies corresponding to simple
loops around a subfamily of the corresponding critical values are already quasiunipotent
if and only if this is always the case for simple loops around only two critical values. We
conjecture that this is (for purely combinatorial reasons) also true for the general case
and prove a weaker analogon of this conjecture.

Zusammenfassung. Es ist bekannt, dass die Monodromie der Milnor-Faserung einer iso-
lierten Singularitdt quasiunipotent ist. Dies ist nicht langer der Fall, wenn man eine
nicht-lokale Monodromie um mehrere Singularitdten betrachtet. Wir studieren hier den
Fall von Familien von (endlich vielen) Morse-Singularitaten. Fiir den Fall, dass eine sol-
che Familie eine Morsifikation einer isolierten Singularitét ist, zeigen wir, dass sédmtliche
Monodromien, die zu einfachen Schleifen um eine Teilfamilie der zugehdrigen kritischen
Punkte gehoren, schon dann quasiunipotent sind, wenn dies stets fiir Schleifen um nur
zwei kritische Punkte gilt. Wir stellen die Vermutung auf, dass dies auch (aus rein kom-
binatorischen Griinden) im allgemeinen Fall gilt und beweisen eine abgeschwichte Form
dieser Vermutung.
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Introduction

%®EK%§%

Sitting on a stone for three years

One of the important theorems of singularity theory says that the monodromy of
the Milnor fibration of an isolated singularity is quasiunipotent, i.e. all eigenvalues
of the monodromy are roots of unity. This has been proven in several ways and
has many consequences (see Section 1.7).

This fact holds no longer true if one considers non-local monodromies for paths
around several singularities. The simplest case for this is a function f : X — S
(with X an (n + 1)-dimensional complex manifold and S C C open) which has
only nondegenerate critical points with distinct critical values (i.e. f is a Morse
function) and which satisfies some regularity conditions regarding the “boundary”
of X (e.g. in the case that X = BN f~1(9) for an open ball B C C""! we assume
that f is transversal to 0X := 0BNf~1(S) and f : BN f~1(S) — S is proper; or in
the case that f: C"™! — C is a polynomial we assume that f has no singularities
at infinity). The main example for this situation is a morsification of an isolated
singularity.

One immediately gets examples for a non-quasiunipotent monodromy if one
admits non-simple loops; for instance take a morsification of the cusp singularity:

f(z,y) = 2* +y* — 3z

If one moves around the critical values s; = 2, s = —2 in form of an eight, one

gets
_ -1 _
m:m21m1:(%?) (3)_11):(—11 2 )

which is not quasiunipotent.* We will therefore admit only simple loops for our
investigations here.

In the above situation we get a basis of the homology of the generic fibre
consisting of vanishing cycles. For this we have to fix a system of paths from the
fixed generic point to the critical values. Then the monodromy around one critical
value is given by the Picard-Lefschetz formulas

ms(a) = o — (—1)%"(7171)(05’ 5)8,
(0,0) = —1)anm-D) 4 (_1)%11(71—1—1).

*This example is due to a personal conversation to N. A’CAMPO.



Here ¢ is the vanishing cycle corresponding to the critical point and (-,-) denotes
the intersection product.

The intersection products of the elements of (distinguished) bases of vanishing
cycles are encoded in Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams. To be more precise: Each distin-
guished system of paths defines a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram, hence there is not only
one but several Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams which encode the geometric situation.
We have an operation of the braid group on distinguished systems of paths which
yields an operation on distinguished bases of vanishing cycles and Coxeter-Dynkin
diagrams. Given two distinguished bases or two Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams encod-
ing the same geometric situation, one always gets the second one from the first one
by an operation of an element of the braid group.

The monodromy around one critical value is always quasiunipotent as it follows
from the theory, but in our case this follows immediately, since m? = 1 (hence it
is even finite in our case). The next step is the case of a monodromy around two
critical values. From the above formulas it follows that such a monodromy is quasi-
unipotent if and only if |(d1,d2)] < 2 for the vanishing cycles 41, do corresponding
to the corresponding two critical points.

Now for each simple loop around two values we can find a distinguished system
of paths such that this loop is the product of two simple loops corresponding to
two paths of the distinguished system. Conversely, two paths of a distinguished
system define a simple loop around two critical values.

By this remark and the above we see that the following two statements are
equivalent:

(i) All monodromies of simple loops around two critical values are quasiunipo-
tent.

(ii) All Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams contain only lines with a weight of absolute
value < 2.

The next and final step is to ask for a similar criterion for arbitrary simple loops.
It is surprising that the answer seems to be the same as for simple loops around
only two values. At least in the case of a morsification of an isolated singularity
we show that the statement

(iii) All monodromies of arbitrary simple loops are quasiunipotent.

is also equivalent to the statement (ii) above.

The proof for this uses a deformation argument, namely that each isolated
singularity with a modularity greater than 1 deforms into an exceptional hyperbolic
singularity.

This leads to the following question: Is the above equivalence true in the general
situation as well? Or to put it in another way: Does the above equivalence really
depend on this deformation argument, or is it just a combinatorial property of
the underlying data, namely intersection matrices, monodromy matrices, Coxeter-
Dynkin diagrams and the operation of the braid group?

We conjecture that the equivalence is true in the general situation as well. We
give abstract definitions of all terms used in the above geometric situation and



discuss their algebraic and combinatorial properties. This allows us to formulate
the conjecture in purely algebraic terms.

Even though the conjecture remains unproven, we are able to prove some weaker
analogue of it. Whereas the conjecture is formulated in the framework of distin-
guished bases of vanishing cycles and the operation of the braid group on them,
the weaker analogue is formulated in terms of weakly distinguished bases of weakly
vanishing cycles and the operation of a larger group (namely the Gabrielov group)
on them. Translated back into the geometric situation it says that all monodromies
of arbitrary simple loops are quasiunipotent if and only if for every pair «, 3 of
weakly vanishing cycles one has |(«, §)] < 2.

We also show that statement (iii) above is equivalent to the condition that the
intersection matrix is semidefinite. This is true in the general context, even for a
fixed distinguished system of paths resp. a fixed distinguished basis of vanishing
cycles.

In the same way the above assertions remain true if one replaces “quasiunipo-
tent” by “finite”, “< 2”7 by “< 17, and “semidefinite” by “definite”. This will be
discussed along with the above.

In Chapter 1 we introduce and discuss the geometric framework — however,
most calculations will be postponed to Chapter 3. We recall the definitions of the
Milnor fibration and its monodromy, unfoldings and morsifications, distinguished
bases of vanishing cycles and the operation of the braid group on them, and Picard-
Lefschetz theory and intersection matrices. Two (different) proofs of the quasiuni-
potence of the monodromy of the Milnor fibration of an isolated singularity will be
indicated.

In Chapter 2 we then state and prove our theorems in the context of a morsi-
fication of an isolated singularity.

In Chapter 3 we abstract some ideas of the first chapter. We give algebraic
definitions of distinguished bases of vanishing cycles and the operation of the braid
group on them, and of intersection matrices and monodromy. In this context we
reformulate our above theorem, while some part of it remains conjectured.

For the weaker analogues of the conjectures we also have to introduce the frame-
work of weakly distinguished bases of weakly vanishing cycles and the operation of
the Gabrielov group on them. Furthermore we introduce the notion of admissible
families of cycles. In this context we then state and prove these theorems.

In the appendix we recall the definition of the braid group and its properties;
the same will be done for the Gabrielov group. Also some calculations involving
matrices and some figures were shifted to the appendix.






Chapter 1

Isolated Singularities

Znd R <O ANEIT RV

Art is long, life is short

Introduction

Singularities are a source of many topologically interesting spaces. While all mani-
folds (of same dimension) look like the same locally, the local topology of a complex
space in the neighborhood of a singularity has many interesting properties.

The simplest type of (analytic) singularities are hypersurface singularities, i.e.
singularities that arise in the zero set of only one holomorphic function on a mani-
fold.

In the first section we discuss the theory of the Milnor fibration. Given a holo-
morphic function which defines an isolated singularity, this theory shows that —
after selection sufficiently small neighborhoods — such a function defines a fibra-
tion outside the singular fibre. (We will discuss this theorem in some more general
setting.) Such a fibration leads to the notion of monodromy which describes what
happens when going around the singular fibre. Understanding this monodromy
means to understand some part of the local topological behavior of the singularity.

Of course a function on a manifold may have more than one singularity. We
discuss how the local descriptions fit together in such a case focussing on the case
that the function behaves well in the “outer region” of the manifold.

In the next section we then discuss Picard-Lefschetz theory which describes the
local monodromy for the most simple singularity, namely nondegenerate critical
points of the function. This theory becomes useful when considering a so-called
morsification of an isolated singularity: By disturbing the function the original
singularity splits into some “less complicated” singularities. A morsification is the
special case when the singularity splits completely into nondegenerate singularities.
This allows to introduce a special type of bases of the homology of the Milnor
fibre of the singularity, namely distinguished bases of vanishing cycles. Then from
Picard-Lefschetz theory it follows that it is sufficient to understand how these



6 1 Isolated Singularities

cycles intersect to know the monodromy. This intersection data can be visualized
in some diagram, a so-called Coxeter-Dynkin diagram.

However, the choice of a distinguished basis of vanishing cycles is not well-
defined. In particular there are several Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams for a given singu-
larity. But it can be shown that all different choices are connected by the operation
of some group, namely the braid group. Given one Coxeter-Dynkin diagram for
an isolated singularity, the operation of the braid group allows to find all possible
Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams for that singularity.

In the next section the famous monodromy theorem will be discussed. It says
that the monodromy operation on the homology of the Milnor fibre of an iso-
lated singularity is always quasiunipotent. This theorem is the cornerstone for the
investigations in this thesis.

We close this chapter by indicating the beginning of the story of the classifi-
cation of isolated hypersurface singularities. Also Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams are
given for all these singularities (namely the simple and unimodal singularities).

1.1 Milnor Fibration

Let (X, x) be a reduced complex space germ and f : (X, z) — (C*,0) a holomorphic
function. We assume that (after selecting a sufficiently small representative f :
X — CF) the space X is non-singular along f~1(0)\ {x} and that f is a submersion
in these points. Note that these conditions are satisfied in the case that (X, z) =
(C"*10), k=1, and f: (C"™,0) — (C,0) defines an isolated singularity.

Choose a real-analytic function r : X — Rso with r71(0) = {z}. Such a
function always exists (for (X, x) C (CV,0) one can take r(z) = ||z||?) and has the
meaning of some kind of distance function.

The Milnor fibration is characterized in the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1.1. There exists an € > 0 and a (small) contractible representative
S of (C*,0) such that for

X = f_l(S)r<aa X = f_l(S)rga 0X = f_l(S)r:aa
and

Cr = {p € X | X is singular at p or f is not submersive at p},
Dy := f(Cy)

the following statements are true:
(i) f:X — S is proper and f : 0X — S is a differentiable fibration.
(ii) Cy is analytic in X and closed in X. Furthermore f|c, is finite.

(ili) Xsing has dimension < k and Cy \ Xy has pure dimension k — 1.
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(iv) Dy is analytic with the same dimension as Cy. In particular, if Xy, is
nowhere dense in Cy, then Dy is a hypersurface.

(v) f: (fs\Df,ﬁf)Cs\Df) — S\ Dy is a differentiable fibration pair. Each fibre is
a complex manifold with boundary.

By a complex manifold with boundary we mean a real analytic manifold with
boundary whose interior carries a complex structure. A fibration is always under-
stood to be a local trivial fibration.

As immediate consequences we get that also f : Xg\p, — S\ Dy is a differ-
entiable fibration. Furthermore, since S is contractible, f : X — S is a trivial
fibration. The fibrations f : Xg\p, — S\ Dy and f : TS\DJ, — S\ Dy are called
the the Milnor fibration of f resp. the proper Milnor fibration of f. Sometimes the
whole maps f : X — S resp. f : X — S are called the Milnor fibration resp. proper
Milnor fibration of f as well. The fibres X, resp. X, for s € S\ Dy are called the
Milnor fibres resp. proper Milnor fibres of f. The Milnor fibres are also called the
generic fibres of the Milnor fibration of f.

The main ingredients for the above theorem are the curve selection lemma and
the Ehresmann theorem.

Theorem 1.1.2 (Curve Selection Lemma). Let U be an open neighborhood of
p € R"™ and f1,..., fx,91,...,91 be real analytic functions on U such that p is
contained in the closure of

Z={zecU| filx)=-= fe(xr) =0, gi(z) > 0,...,q(x) > 0}.

Then there exists a real analytic curve v : [0,e[— U with v(0) = p and ~(t) € Z
fort > 0.

Theorem 1.1.3 (Ehresmann theorem). Let X and S be real differentiable mani-
folds where X may have a boundary and S is connected, and let f : X — S be a
proper submersion such that also f|ax is submersive. Then f: (X,0X) — S is a
differentiable fibration pair.

Proofs for both theorems are hard to find in the literature. For the curve selec-
tion lemma in most cases a reference to MILNOR [42] is given who first formulated
and proved the curve selection lemma for the algebraic case. The proof of the
analytic analogue is nearly the same, however, one needs an analytic (and local)
version of the fact that the difference of two algebraic subsets has finitely many
connected components. See e.g. [22] for a proof. There are also some other proofs
for the curve selection lemma using other methods, e.g. in the context of the theory
of subanalytic sets.

The Ehresmann theorem which is due to EHRESMANN [99] is much easier to
prove. The proof uses the fact that a submersion allows to lift vector fields (how-
ever, of course not uniquely), and that these lifted vector fields are globally inte-
grable if the original vector fields are, since f is proper. (Note that some care is
needed since we lift more than one vector field.)



8 1 Isolated Singularities

The roadmap of the proof of the Milnor fibration theorem is then as follows:
We want to use the Ehresmann theorem, so we first restrict the function to some
closed neighborhood of the form X, <. to make it a proper map. However, we need
that f is still submersive on the boundary X,—. which fails in almost every case.
But by the curve selection lemma we can show that for small € the intersection
of f71(0) and X,—. is transversal. Therefore we can choose a small (contractible)
open neighborhood S of 0 € C* such that f is submersive on f~1(S),—.. Now we
can use the Ehresmann theorem to get the fibration.

It can be shown that the Milnor fibration is unique up to diffeomorphism, and
that Cy and Dy can be endowed with structures of complex spaces which are
invariant under base changes.

The most important case for us is the case of one function (i.e. & = 1) on
(X,z) = (C™**,0) which defines an isolated singularity. In this case C; = {0} and
Dy = {0}, and we can choose for S a small open disc

S=B,={seC]||s| <n}.

This gives us the usual formulation of the Milnor fibration theorem that there exist
0 <n < e < 1such that

f:Baﬂf_l(B;) — B

n

is a fibration (with By = B, \ {0}).

The standard picture for this is shown in Figure 1.1.

Figure 1.1: The Milnor fibration
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1.2 Monodromy

In the case of the Milnor fibration f : (TS\DW 0Xs\p,;) — S\ Dy we get by the
local trivializations of the fibration representations
m(S\ Dy, s) — Isot(X) and
(S \ Dy, s) — Isot(X;)
(after selecting a base point s € S\ Dy), where Isot(Y) denotes the set of isotopy
classes of diffeomorphisms from Y to itself (for a manifold V).
Since we also have that 0X is trivially fibred over the whole set S via f, we can

choose the above representation such that the automorphisms of X, are trivial on
0X. Therefore we even get a representation

m(S\ Dy, s) — Isot™(X; 0X,)

where Isot™(Y; Z) denotes the set of relative isotopy classes of diffeomorphisms
from Y to itself which are the identity on Z (for a manifold Y and a subset Z C Y).
The above representations are called the geometric monodromy of the Milnor
fibration of f. For each closed path [7y] € (S \ Dy) we denote the corresponding
(isotopy class of the) diffeomorphism by h, € Isot™ (X; 9X,).
The geometric monodromy induces representations on homology and cohomol-

ogy
m(S\ Dy, s) — Aut(H;(X,; Z)) and
m(S\ Dy,s) — Aut(Hi(xs, oX; 7)),

resp.
m(S\ Dy, s) — Aut(H'(Xs;Z)) and
m (S \ Dy, s) — Aut(H'(X,,0X;Z)).

(Note that H;(X,;Z) = H;(X,;Z) and H (X,;Z) = H'(X,;Z) which follows from

the existence of a collar for manifolds with boundary.)
Fix a [y] € m (S \ Dy). Since the diffeomorphism h., is the identity on X, we
get variation morphisms

var(h,).  Hi(X., 0%, %) — Hi(X;7)
resp.

var(h,)* : HY(X,; Z) — H'(X,,0X,; Z)
which fit into the following diagrams:

Hy(X,; 7) — Hy(X,,0%,; 7) Hi(X,,0X,;7) —> H'

(Xs; 7)
l V l’m—ﬂ and h*—i y l?‘ﬂ
(Xs; 7)

Hi(X,: Z) — Hy(X,,0%,; 7) Hi(X,,0X,;7) —> H'



10 1 Isolated Singularities

where the horizontal arrows are part of the long exact sequences for relative ho-
mology resp. cohomology.

Note that H*(X,, 0Xs; %) = H(X,; Z), since X, is compact.
Lemma 1.2.1.

(i) The monodromy respects the intersection product, i.e.
(o, 1y, b) = (a,)
for a and b in H,(Xy;Z) or H,(X,,0X; 7).
(ii) For a,b € H,(X,,0X,;Z) one has

(var(h,).a,var(h,).b) + (var(h,).a,b) + (a,var(h,).b) = 0.

Proof. (i) is geometrically obvious.
(ii): By the definition of the variation map it follows that

(var(h,).a,b) = (hy,a,b) — (a,b)

for all a € H,,(X,,0X,;Z) and b € H,(X,;Z). The equation of the lemma follows
by a small calculation from this and (i). O

1.3 Families of Singularities

In this section we consider a complex manifold X which embeds as an open subman-
ifold into a larger real analytic manifold Y which may have a boundary. Denote the
complement by Z =Y\ X. Furthermore, let S C C be open and contractible, and
let f:Y — S be a proper and surjective real analytic map which is holomorphic
on X with only isolated critical points.

We demand that the restriction of f to Z is non-singular in some sense we have
to specify. For this we consider two cases:

Case 1: Z is a real analytic manifold. In this case we assume that f|z is a real
submersion.

Case 2: Y is a complex manifold and Z is a complex analytic subset. Then
there exists a Whitney stratification of Y such that X is an open stratum. We
assume that f|z is a stratified submersion.

Set

Cp:={r € X |xisacrit. point of f} and D;:= f(Cy).

Then Dy consists of isolated points in §. We assume that Dy is finite.
As in the case of the Milnor fibration, we get by the assumptions that

I (YS\DJMZS\Df) - S\Df
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is a fibration pair and that
f:Z—=S5

is trivially fibred over the whole set S. (For Case 2 one has to use Thom’s isotopy
lemma which generalizes the Ehresmann theorem.) In particular, also

f:XS\Df—>S\Df

is a fibration.

The main example for the first case is a Milnor fibration f : X — S, or a
morsification of it (see Section 1.5) where Y = X, X = X, and Z = 9X.

For the second case assume that p : C**! — C is a polynomial, say

r

p(z) = ;"

j=1
where we write z = (21,..., 2n41), kj = (k1, ..., kny1) and 2% = P ~zﬁfr+11’j
Also write |kj| = k1j + koj + - - + kny1, and let d = max;|k;| be the degree of p.
Now consider the homogenization P of p:

P:C""'xC—-C

,

- d—|k

P(z,z) = E a; 2% 2 Ikal,
i=1

Then the polynomial F, defined by
Py(z) := P(z,0)

is the principal part of the original polynomial p, i.e. the sum of all monomials of
highest degree d.

We would like to define a map P : P**! — P! by setting ]5([z1 Dl Zpat o
20)) = [P(z, 20) : 23] which is of course impossible, since the right side is not defined
if 2o = 0 and z is a zero of Fy. But by blowing up P"! some times in these points
we get a complex manifold Y (which projects onto P"1) such that P induces a
map

P:Y — PL

Set S=CCPLY =Yg, X=C""'CVY,and f = Ply. Then f|x is the original
polynomial p.

Now our assumption that f|z is non-singular (for some stratification) gives an
exact meaning to the statement “p has no singularities at infinity”. We will not
discuss the further details. (Note that one also could choose other compactifications
of p. Furthermore the meaning of “ f| 7 has no singularities” is not well-defined since
Z itself is not smooth in general — to consider singularities in the stratified sense
(for some stratification of Z) is only one possibility. See MASSEY [40] for a nice
discussion on this.)
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1.3.1 One singular fibre

Assume that 0 € Dy and let A C S be an open disc with AN Dy = {0}. Then the
inclusion Y{; < YA then induces isomorphisms on homology

H;(Yo; 7) — Hi(Ya; 72), H;(Xo;7) — Hi(Xa;7),
Hi(Zo; 2) — Hi(Za;7), Hi(Yo, Zo; Z) — Hi(Ya, Za; 7).
This can be shown by a retraction arguments, or by looking at the constructible

sheaf Rf.7Z and duality (see e.g. [22]).
This allows to define a map

N Hi(Xs;7Z) — Hi(Xo;Z),

called specialization map for an s € A\ {0} such that the following diagram
commutes:
Hi(X,: Z) —2— Hy(Xo; Z)

Sk

where the downwards arrays are induced by the inclusions. In the same way we
get a specialization map

AN Hy(Y Z) — Hy(Yo; Z)

These maps compare the singular and the generic fibres.
The fibre X contains finitely many singularities 1, ...,z, € C. For each such
x,, select a Milnor fibration

zeX L As0
such that the X"’s do not meet each other and do not meet Z , and where A is small
enough to be a base space for each of these Milnor fibrations. Then the restriction

f: (YA\UDC”,U(?I)C”,ZA) — A
is again by the Ehresmann theorem a fibration triple. In particular, we get iso-
morphisms . B
Hi(Xo,UX57) = Hy(Xo,U%g; 7).

Therefore we get a homology ladder

Hin (X, UX,;Z) — @ Hi(X.; 7) — Hi( X Z) — Hy(X,, UX,; Z)

lg J{Z Av l)\ ig
Hi1 (X0, UXo; Z2) — @ Hi(Xy; 7) — Hi(Xo; Z) — Hy(Xo, U X;; 2)

where ), is the specialization map for the Milnor fibration at z,. This homology
ladder says that A carries exactly the information of all \,’s.
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1.3.2 Monodromy around one singular fibre

We have seen that the restriction of f to Ya is fibred outside the Milnor fibrations
at the critical points xy,...,z,. Therefore there exists a geometric monodromy
h € Tsot™(Y;, Z,) (that corresponds to the generator of m (A \ {0},s)) which is
trivial outside the Milnor fibrations of the x,’s.

This means that the variation of the monodromy

var(h). : Hi(Ys, Zs; 7)) — H;(Ys; 7)

is given by the variations of the monodromy of the Milnor fibrations at the x,’s as
the composition of the following maps:

Hy(Ys, Z; Z) — Hi(Ys, Y. \ U XY Z)

T S var(hy)«

@ H(X., 09X Z) —— @ Hi(Xy; Z) — Hi(Ys; Z)

where -
hy = hl o gy € Tsott (X, OXY)

is the monodromy of the Milnor fibration at x,. The vertical map is an excision
isomorphism.

1.3.3 Global monodromy

By the Riemann mapping theorem we may assume w.l.o.g. that S is an open disc
in C, or that § = €. Since we assumed that D is finite, S contains a closed disc
A C Swith Dy C A (with A = A\ JA). We change the notations and denote Y,
Zx, Xx and D again by Y, Z, X resp. S. Select a base point s € DA and write
Dy ={z1,....2m}

Now S\ Dy is a disc with m points removed, hence 7 (S \ Dy, s) is the free
group F,, with m generators.

In the appendix, Section A.1.9 we introduced the notion of a geometric basis for
m(S\ Dy, s). For this we have to select a distinguished system of paths (V1, ..., Vm)
where 7, starts at s and ends at z,. The word “distinguished” means that these
paths do not have self-intersections, do not intersect each other (besides the starting
point s), and that the starting vectors are ordered counter-clockwise. Then the
(classes of the) corresponding loops wy, .. .,w, (as defined in the appendix) form a
basis of m(S'\ Dy, s), and their product is homotopic to the boundary of A:

[wm] -+ [wo] - [wn] = [0A].

(See Section A.1.9.)

Now take for each z, € Dy asmall open disc A, C A in the sense of the previous
section (i.e. in such a way that A, forms the basis for all Milnor fibrations at all
critical points in X ) such that all these discs are distinct. Furthermore select for
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each z, a base point s, € A, \ {z,} that lies in the image of 7,. Then the paths
Y. define by parallel transport isomorphisms

7, Hi(Xs; Z) — Hi(X,,; 7).

(Of course these isomorphisms depend on the choice of the distinguished system
of paths.)
For each z, now define

ApoTy

V= ker(Hi(XS;Z) 5 Hi(X Z))

Zp)

where A, : H;(X,,;Z) — H;(X.,;Z) is the specialization map defined in the pre-
vious section. V" is called the vanishing homology of the fibre X .
The following has been first proven by BROUGHTON [20].

Proposition 1.3.1. The following canonical map is an isomorphism:

Hin (X, X Z) — DV
I

In particular, if X is contractible, then we have an isomorphism on reduced
homology

H(X:Z) = @V
nw

Proof. This follows from the fact that A can be retracted to

U (im Y U Au)

m

and a Mayer-Vietoris argument. (Note that Hy1(Xa,, Xs,;Z) — V')

Sp)

See e.g. [44]. O
For each z, we have a monodromy of
[ XA, — Ay

which we denote by izu € Isot(X,,), and which has been discussed in the previous
section. This map can be composed with the isomorphism 7,:

hy :=7," o h, o, € Isot(X,)

which is just the monodromy of the loop w,, corresponding to 7,.
We then have

Proposition 1.3.2.
im(hu* — ]l) c VF

Proof. This follows by the same methods as in the proof of the previous proposition.
See e.g. [44]. O
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Now let v be a simple loop in S with base point s (as defined in the appendix,
Section A.4). Then by Proposition A.4.2 there exist a distinguished basis of paths
(Y1, Ym) and 1 < g < po < -++ < p, < m such that

V] = (W] -+ [Wpa] - (W]

where w,, is the loop corresponding to 7,. This means that for the corresponding
monodromy we have

Py = Ty Ty Ty

In particular, for the monodromy around all critical values we have
hon = hum - hahy.

We often call the monodromy around all critical values “the monodromy” (with-
out referring to the path) of the family of singularities. In the case of a polynomial
p: C"" — C this monodromy is normally called the monodromy at infinity (do
not confuse this with the monodromy of a singularity at infinity for a polynomial
which may have atypical values which are not critical values).

1.4 Picard-Lefschetz Theory

1.4.1 Nondegenerate singularities

Let X be an (n+1)-dimensional complex manifold and f : X — C holomorphic. A
82 f
0z; 0z
coordinate system (z1, ..., z,41)) is nondegenerate. (This is in fact independent of

the coordinate system.)
The following proposition shows that all nondegenerate critical points look like

the same:

critical point x € X of f is called nondegenerate if its Hessian ( )ij (for some

Proposition 1.4.1 (Complex Morse Lemma). Let X be an (n + 1)-dimensional
complex manifold and f : X — C holomorphic with a nondegenerate critical point
inx € X. Set s = f(x). The there exists a (local) coordinate system (z1,. .., Zn+1)
with z;(x) =0 (i=1,...,n+ 1) such that

fz1y ey 2ng1) =25+ 4+ 224 +s.
Proof. See e.g. [30]. O
1.4.2 The local case
Assume that n > 0 and let f: C"*!' — C be the function

f(zla"'72n+1):Z%+"‘+2727,+1'

By the complex Morse lemma all nondegenerate critical point are of this form.
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The Milnor fibration can be easily described: Select & > 0 arbitrary (in fact e
may be arbitrary large for quasihomogenous functions) and n > 0 small enough
(in this case n < £2). Then

X={zeC"[lz] <eand|f(z)] <n},
S=By,={scC||s| <n},
Cy={0} and D;={0}.

Take s = 7 as a base point. The fibre then can be written as
Xy ={z+iy € O | Jlal* + lyll* < % [l2|* = llyl* = n, and (z,y) = 0}.
By a (real) reparametrization it can be shown that X, is isomorphic to
E={u+iveC™||ul|=1, ||v| <1, and (u,v) =0}

by a map ho : E — X,. E is the “unit ball bundle” over a sphere. Hence E can be
retracted onto its zero section

{ut+i-0eC™ |[|lu =1} =S"

by the retracting map r : £ — S™, u + iv — u. For a base point uy € S™ in the
zero section denote its fibre by

D" = {ug +iv € C"M | ||lv]| <1, (up,v) = 0}

which is isomorphic to a closed ball. Denote by 7 : D" — E the inclusion. Then r
and j induce isomorphisms on homology resp. relative homology, hence we have

~ Z fori=0
Hi(E;7) — Hi(S™;7) = o
T 0 otherwise,
and
~ Z fori=
Hi(E,0E;7) << H,(D",0D"™7) = { ori=0,n
Ja otherwise.
Define

go(u+iv) = (u Cos(m9||v||)+””7” sin(rd||v]])) +i(—ul|v] sin(wd||v]]) +v cos(xd||v])).

This defines a one-parameter family of homeomorphisms gy : E — E. Now define
homeomorphisms

h@ = emﬂho O gy : E — xne%m.
One calculates that these maps are in fact homeomorphisms onto the fibres inewm,
and that hg and h; are equal on OF. Therefore the map h := hy o hal : Xg — Xy
represents the geometric monodromy. Translated back to E this map is

hotohohyg=—g =: h.
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To calculate its operation on homology it suffices to look at the map

Y:=rohoj:D"— 5" Y(ug + iv) = —ug cos(wlv]|) — H sin(7||v|]).

Hv

One easily sees that deg(—1) = 1, i.e. degy) = (—1)"L.
Now consider the following dlagram which shows that 1, calculates the variation
of the monodromy:

n(D™,0D™; 7.
H,(E;Z) —— H,(E,0E;Z) \
5 y L
hy—1 R
Hn( SZ)

— > H,(E,0E;7) /

/

H,(S™7Z) —— H,(S",{uo}; Z)

o

Tx

R

Now consider the generators of the (relative) homology

0 =i.([S"]) € H,(E;Z) and d=j.([D",0D")) € H,(E,0E;7)

where ¢ : S" — FE is the inclusion and [-] denotes the fundamental class. To
calculate their intersection products (d,d) and (6,d) one has to take care with
orientations (_on the one hand FE carries an orientation coming from the complex
structure of X,,, on the other hand it gets an orientation as the unit ball bundle
over S™). One gets
(d,0) = (~1)2"+Y
and
(6.8) = (=12 Ix(8™) = (=1 V(L4 (=1)) = (-1 4 (-1,
Now we have . . .
var(h),(d) = deg(v) -6 = (—1)""6
which can be rewritten as
~ 5)
var(h).(c) = (-1 nt1(49)
(1)) = (17
for c € H,(E,0FE;7Z), since d generates H,(E,0FE;Z).
If we transfer this back to X,,, we get the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4.2 (Picard-Lefschetz Formulas). Let 0 be a generator of H,(X,;7Z).
Then

b= ()" (=1)2" (e, 8) = —(=1)2"" (e, 6)5

(6,8) = (=1)2"" D 4 (=1)an( D, (L1)
and the variation of the monodromy is given by
var(h),(c) = —(=1)2"""V(c, §)8 (1.2)

for c € H, (X, 0X,) O
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Corollary 1.4.3. Using the notation of the theorem, the monodromy is given by
hea =a— (—=1)2""D(q, §)5 (1.3)

for a € Hy(X,). In particular,
h,6 = (—1)"*16. (1.4)
[

The cycle § € H,(X,;7Z) is called a wvanishing cycle. This has the following
reason: It can be easily seen that the special fibre

Xo={2€C™ | i+ 427, =0, [l2] <e}
={z+iy € C [ |lz]I* +[ly|* <%, |l=]* = |lyl* and (z,y) = 0}

is contractible, i.e.

H;(Xo;Z) =0 fori # 0.
This means that d vanishes when considering the specialization map A
H;(Xs;7Z) — Hi(Xo;7Z). Or to be more geometrical: Under the isomorphism
X,, — E, we have that the zero section S™ corresponds to

{x+iy€fn]yzO}:{x+i-O€@"+1 | H:UHQZU}.

If n goes to zero, this sphere contracts to a point, i.e. its homology class vanishes.

1.4.3 The global case, families of nondegenerate singulari-
ties

We assume the same situation as in Section 1.3, and use the same notations, i.e.
X is a complex manifold which embeds into a real analytic manifold Y which may
have a boundary, and f : Y — S is a proper and surjective analytic map which is
holomorphic on X with only isolated critical points such that the restriction of f
to the complement Z =Y \ X is non-singular (in the sense given there).

We make the additional assumption that all critical points of f are nondegen-
erate. Again we assume that Dy is finite and write Dy = {21,..., 2, }.

We want to describe the monodromy h, around one critical value z,. For this
it suffices to describe the maps ﬁu (notations as in Section 1.3).

For each critical point , with critical value z, we have a Milnor fibration

f:X —=A,

(again with same notations as in Section 1.3). In the previous section we have seen
that the (reduced) homology of its generic fibre is generated by the vanishing cycle
by = i, ([S™]) € Hp(X;,;Z). )

By Section 1.3.2 the variation var(h,). is the sum of the variations var(h, ).
(besides some canonical maps) where the maps h, are the monodromies of the



1.5 Unfoldings and Morsifications 19

Milnor fibrations of the critical points x, with critical value z,. Since all critical
values are nondegenerate, these maps are determined by the local Picard-Lefschetz
formulas. Since the intersection product on X is compatible with the restrictions
to the Milnor fibrations DC;’H, we get a formula for fz#. But since the intersection
product is also compatible with parallel transport, this gives the formula for A,.
Together we get:

Theorem 1.4.4 (Picard-Lefschetz Formulas). For each v let 6, € H,(Xs;7Z) be
the vanishing cycle corresponding to the critical point x,,.
Then for v,v' such that x, and x,, have the same critical value one has

(5 5 ) _ (_1)%71(71—1) + (_1)%n(n+1) fO?" v=1u (1 5)
o 0 forv £V, .

and the variation of the monodromy around the critical value z,, is given by

var(hy).(e) = —(=1)=""0 Y7 (e.8,)8, (1.6)

f(xvljzzu
for c € H, (X, Zy). O

Corollary 1.4.5. Using the notation of the theorem, the monodromy around the
critical value z, is given by

hp,a=a—(=1)2"070 3" (a,6,)5, (1.7)

v

flzv)=2,
for a € H,(Xy). O
Note that we also have, as it follows from the above:

Proposition 1.4.6. For each u those 0, which have critical value z,, generate freely
v

In particular, if X is contractible, then the reduced homology of X, is concen-
trated in degree n, and H,(Xs;Z) is freely generated by all 6,,. O

In the case that X is contractible it follows from the Picard-Lefschetz formulas
that one knows the monodromy (for all [y] € m;(S \ Dy, s)) if one knows all inter-
section products of the ¢,’s. We will show in Chapter 3 that also the converse is
true (see Corollary 3.1.5).

1.5 Unfoldings and Morsifications

1.5.1 Unfoldings

Let f: (C"*0) — (C,0) be a holomorphic function-germ. The theory of unfold-
ings describes how f behaves under small disturbances.
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Definition 1.5.1. An unfolding of a holomorphic function-germ f : (C"*1,0) —
(C,0) is a holomorphic function-germ

F:(C" x C*0) — (C,0)
such that F(z,0) = f(2).
If F:UxV — Cis arepresentative of an unfolding F', for each t € V' we write
Fo=F(,t):V—-C.

Definition 1.5.2. Let I’ and I’ be two unfoldings of f.
I’ is equivalent to F' if

F'(z,t) = F(g(x,t),t)

for a holomorphic function-germ g : (C"* x C*,0) — (C"*10).
F' is induced from F if

F'(z,t) = F(z,h(t))
for a holomorphic function-germ h : (C*',0) — (CF, 0).

Definition 1.5.3. An unfolding F' of f is called wversal if every unfolding F’ of f
is equivalent to an unfolding induced from F.

F' is called miniversal if it is versal with minimal dimension & of the parameter
space.

F is called infinitesimal versal if the images of the functions

oF

5 (€™ 0) — (C,0)

i 1t=0

under the canonical projection

Ons1 — On+1/<aa_i> e i> =:ds

7 0Zn+1
generate the ideal J;.

The ideal Jy is called the Jacobian ideal of f. Its dimension
u(f) = dime dy
is called the Milnor number of f. We have:

Proposition 1.5.4. If f defines an isolated singularity, then u is finite.

Proof. This follows from the fact that for an isolated singularity the map grad f is
finite. [

Infinitesimal versality can be checked easily. This shows the importance of the
following theorem:
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Theorem 1.5.5. Any infinitesimal versal unfolding is versal.
Proof. See [41] and [5]. O

Corollary 1.5.6. Let f : (C"*1,0) — (C,0) be a holomorphic function-germ which
defines an isolated singularity. If the images of ¢, ..., ¢u—1 € Ony1 generate the
Jacobian ideal g, then

pn—1
F(z,t) = f(z) + th’%(x)
=0
1s a miniwersal unfolding of f. O]

1.5.2 Truncated unfoldings

Instead of looking at arbitrary unfoldings F' : (C"*! x C*,0) — (C,0) of f :
(C"*1,0) — C, one can look at unfoldings such that F'(0,¢) = 0 for all ¢. This
means that one disturbs f within the maximal ideal m C O,,;. Such an unfolding
is called a truncated unfolding.

The definitions of equivalent, induced, versal, and miniversal remain the same.

Proposition 1.5.7. A truncated unfolding F' of f is versal if and only if the
unfolding
F(z,t) = F'(2,t') — to t = (to,t")

18 versal.
Proof. See [12]. O

Corollary 1.5.8. Let f : (C"* 0) — (C,0) be a holomorphic function-germ which
defines an isolated singularity. If the images of o1,...,¢u—1 € Opq1 and gy = —1
generate the Jacobian ideal s, then

pn—1
F'(x,t) = f(z) + Y tipi(w)
j=1
s a miniversal truncated unfolding of f. O]

1.5.3 The discriminant and the bifurcation set

Let f : (C"*10) — (T, 0) be a holomorphic function germ which defines an isolated
singularity, and let F': (C"*' x C*,0) — (C,0) and F' : (C"* x C+~10) — (C,0)
be its versal unfolding resp. versal truncated unfolding in the sense of Corollar-
ies 1.5.6 and 1.5.8 (with the same functions ; and ¢y = —1). Write t = (¢o, ).
Let F: U x V — C be a representative of the unfolding F' with V' =V x V'
and set
Y ={(z2,t) e U x V| F(z,t) = 0}.
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Then Y is non-singular. By the Milnor fibration theorem there exist 0 < 7, p <
¢ < 1 such that for

T={(z) €Ux V| F(z,t) =0, [l2] <&, Ito] <m, [I¥] < o},
A={teV it <n, I¥]<ph

the restriction p : Y — A of the projection U x V — V is a Milnor fibration.
Now the set of critical points of p is exactly

C:=C,={(z,t) €Y| 2 is a critical point of F}}.

The discriminant D := D, = p(C) is called the discriminant of the versal unfolding
of f. By the Milnor fibration theorem D is a hypersurface in the parameter space
A of the versal unfolding.

Definition 1.5.9. Let X be a complex manifold and f : X — C a holomorphic
function. g is called a Morse function if all critical points of g are nondegenerate
and have distinct critical values.

Now set

Y ={(zt)eUxV'[|l2] <&, |F(z,t)] <n, [It] < p},
N ={t"e V' [[It] < p}
S={to € Vo ltol <n}

(with the same 7, p and € as above).

F':Y — S is a representative of F’ such that f = F 9;,:0 — S is a Milnor
fibration and for each ¢ € A’ the map F}, : 9;, — 8 is still non-singular at the
boundary 0Y;, and transversal to it.

Define

=:={t' e A'| F}, is not a Morse function} C A’".

This set is called the bifurcation set of (the versal truncated unfolding of) f.

Theorem 1.5.10. = is a hypersurface in the parameter space \'.

Moreover, the restriction m : D — AN of the projection m : A — A’ to the
discriminant D is a u-sheeted ramified covering whose set of ramification points is
exactly Z. (Here p is the Milnor number of f).

Proof. See [32]. O

1.5.4 Morsifications

Consider the versal truncated unfolding

F.y_.s
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of a holomorphic map-germ f : (C"*' 0) — (C,0) which defines an isolated sin-
gularity.
Since = C A’ is a hypersurface, for each generic complex line

(A — N

(where A C C is the unit disc) 0 lies isolated in the intersection im ¢ N =. This
means that for the induced unfolding

F:YxyA=S  Fzr)=Fl(z01))

each F. is a Morse function for all 7 # 0 small enough.
F, or sometimes F; for a 7 # 0 small enough, is called a morsification of f.
From Theorem 1.5.10 it follows:

Proposition 1.5.11. The Milnor number p of f is exactly the number of critical
points in a morsification F. of f.

Note that a morsification F, of f satisfies our conditions for a family of singu-
larities in the sense of Section 1.3 (as mentioned there).

1.5.5 Braid monodromy

If F/: Y — S is the versal truncated unfolding of f, then for each ¢’ € A’ \ Z the
map F}, is a morsification of f.
By Theorem 1.5.10 the restriction

W:DA/\EHA/\E

of the projection © : A — A’ from the parameter space of the versal unfolding
to that of the versal truncated unfolding (where D is the discriminant) is a p-
fold unbranched covering. That means that for ¢’ € A’ \ = the set Dy contains
p points in Ay = B,,. Therefore, if v is a closed path in A"\ Z, then the family
D, +y C B, defines an element in 7 (X*) where X* is the space of p-configurations
as defined in Section A.1.1. Since m;(X*) = Br,,, the braid group with x strands
(see Section A.1.1), we get the so-called braid monodromy

Pbraia : (A" \ E,t') — Br,,

(after selecting a base point t').

1.6 Distinguished Bases and Coxeter-Dynkin Dia-
grams

1.6.1 Distinguished bases and the intersection matrix

Let f: (C"0) — (C,0) be a holomorphic function-germ which defines an iso-
lated singularity, and let

f:: FT:T—MS’ with X' ::9;
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be a morsification of f (where we use the notation from Section 1.5.3). By shrinking
n a bit, we may replace S by the closed disc A = Erz which again we denote by S.
Select a base point s € 0A.

Now as seen above, f has p critical points with distinct critical values. Write
Di={z,...,20} CTA= A\ OA. Now, following the methods in Section 1.3.3
we may choose a distinguished system of paths (v1,...,7,). The corresponding
loops define a basis [wi], ..., [w,] of (S \ Df,s). By Section 1.4.3 we have that
for each k = 1,..., u the vanishing homology is generated by the vanishing cycle
corresponding to the critical value z:

VF = (04).

Since X is contractible, by Proposition 1.3.1 we get
— B
H,(X;Z) = @ VF = (61,...,8,) = 7"
k=1

The basis
(01, .. ,5H)

is called a distinguished basis (of vanishing cycles) of the homology of the Milnor
fibre of f.

The distinguished basis depends on two choices: The first is the choice of the
morsification, the second is the choice of the distinguished system of paths.

Two different choices for the distinguished system of paths can be compared by
an operation of the braid group, as seen in the appendix, Section A.1.9: The braid
group acts simply transitive on the set of distinguished systems of paths, hence
there is an element of the braid group Br, which carries the first system over to
the second.

Two different choices of the morsification are connected via braid monodromy:
Given t,t, € A"\ Z, one can select a path from ¢} to ¢, (since A’ \ Z is connected).
This defines an “open” braid from the critical points of thl to those of E/Z. This
corresponds — as for ordinary braids outlined in the appendix, Section A.1.3 —
to a relative isotopy class of a diffeomorphism from S\ Dpt/1 to S\ DFt,2 which
respects the boundary. This diffeomorphism maps a given distinguished system of
paths for the parameter #] to a distinguished system of paths for the parameter .
One easily checks that the complete geometry is transferred isomorphically in this
process.

The monodromy of a simple loop wy corresponding to a path ~, of a distin-
guished system of paths is given by the Picard-Lefschetz formulas. If (dy,...,d,)
is the distinguished basis of vanishing cycles defined by the distinguished system
of paths (v1,...,7v,), then

myd; = 0; — (_1)%n(n—1)(§j’ 81 )0k my = hg, (1.8)
The monodromy around all critical values is given by

mi=my MMy, (1.9)
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However, by the construction of the morsification, this monodromy corresponds to
the monodromy of the Milnor fibration

f F() 3C—>S

of the original function f.

Equations (1.8) and (1.9) show that one can calculate m if one knows all inter-
section products (d;,9;) of the vanishing cycles. This motivates the introduction
of the intersection matrix

Srs = ((0;, 0; ))1<Z<H (1.10)

1<5<p
By the properties of the intersection product, Sig is symmetric if n is even, and
antisymmetric if n is odd. Moreover, the diagonal entries are

(SIS)ii = (_1)%71(71—1) + (_1)%n(n+1)

as follows from the self-intersection products of the vanishing cycles given in the
Picard-Lefschetz theorems.

1.6.2 The Seifert matrix

A matrix presentation of the variation of the monodromy can be obtained as fol-
lows: The intersection product

() : Hy(Xs,0X; Z) x Hy (X, Z) — Z

is a perfect pairing, hence there exists a basis (47, ..., d;) of H,(X,,0X,; Z) dual to
the distinguished basis (d1,...,0,). From the Picard-Lefschetz formulas it follows
that

0; fori=jy

- (1.11)
0 fori#j.

var(h;).0; = —(=1)z"1) {

Let ¢, : Hy(Xs;Z) — H,(X,,0X,;Z) be the canonical map of the long exact
sequence for relative homology. Note that

XM: 5;,0;)0 (1.12)

as it follows from (.(0;),d;) = (d;, 6;).
For two closed paths 7, v, one has h,o,, = hy,h,,. From this and the definition
of the variation it follows that

Var(yon, ). = var(ho,). o 1. o var(h, ). + var(hs, ). + var(ho,)..

From this it follows inductively for the case of a distinguished system of paths that

I
var(hoa) = Z Z var(h;, )« 0ty 0 - - 0ty o var(hy, )« o e o var(hy, ). (1.13)

r=1 <11 <-- <'L'r<,uf
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From equations (1.11) and (1.13) it follows that the matrix for var(hspa) with

respect to the bases (0;) and (9;) is a lower triangle matrix whose diagonal entries
are all —(—1)%”(”_1). Now define V' as the transpose of the inverse of this matrix

multiplied by —(—1)27""1: Set
v(a,b) = —(—1)%”(”_1) (var(hoa); 'a,b) for a,b € H,(Xs; 7)

and set
Vij = v(0s, ;).

Then V' is an upper triangle matrix with 1’s on the diagonal.

In the following calculation we follow [30]. Let a,b € H,(Xy;Z). Set o’ =
Var ' a and b' = Var~' b where we write Var := var(hga).. We then have

(a,b) = (Vard', Varb')
= —(Vard,b') — (', Var ¥') (by Lemma 1.2.1)
= —(a, Var ' b) — (Var ' b, a)
= —(=1)2"" D (=(=1)"0(b, @) — v(a, b))
= (=1)z™=D) (v(a,b) + (=1)"v(b,a)).
From this it follows that
Sig = (_1)%"(71—1)(‘/ + (=1)"VH). (1.14)
V' is called the Seifert matriz of f (with respect to the distinguished basis
(01,...,0,)). B B
Now by the above definitions the matrices of Var : H,(Xs,0Xs;Z) — Hp, (Xs; 7)
and 1.+ Hy(X; Z) — H, (X, 0Xs; Z) with respect to the bases (0;) of H,(Xs;Z)
and (07) of H,(X,,0X,;Z) are

e 2 Sly = (=1)"Sis and
Var 2 —(—1)z"= (1)~

(The first equation follows from equation (1.12).) Since we have for h := hga, that
h = Varou, + 1,
the matrix m for the monodromy h is

m = —(~1F DV (1) (DRI 4+ -1V + 1

— VY, )
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1.6.3 Stabilization

The following theorem is due to GABRIELOV.

Theorem 1.6.1. Let f : (C"1,0) — (C,0) be a holomorphic function-germ which
defines an isolated singularity, and let f be a morsification of f. Select a distin-
guished system of paths (v1,...,7v,) for f and let (01, ... ,0,) be the corresponding
distinguished basis of vanishing cycles.

Then also g : (C""1xC™,0) — (C,0), g(z,w) = f(z)+wi+---+w?, defines an
isolated singularity and §(z,w) = f(z)—l—wf—i—- +w?, is a morsification of g with the
same critical values then f Let (51, e ,(il) be the distinguished bases of vanishing
cycles corresponding to the same distinguished system of paths (y1,...,7,u)-

Then both intersection products are connected by the following relation:

NN m n m l’rnm
(61, 0;) = (sign(j — 1)) (—=1) "+ F2mm (5, ).
Proof. See [19]. O

The function g in the theorem is called a stabilization of f.

Remark 1.6.2. The signs in this theorem depend on the convention how the paths
in a distinguished system of paths are numbered. Our convention is to order the
starting vectors counter-clockwise, but the opposite convention is also found often
in the literature. The formula of the theorem differs by a factor (—1)™ in this case.

From the theorem it follows particularly that the monodromy of f and g is the
same (up to a sign). Since all signs in the formulas of our interest only depend on
the congruence class of n modulo 4, we can restrict our analysis to some specific
congruence class. Most common is to take n = 2 mod 4.

1.6.4 Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams

The intersection data encoded in the intersection matrix Sig can be encoded in
a diagram, called a Cozeter-Dynkin diagram. For each vanishing cycle ¢; (i =
1,...,p) draw a vertex and label it by its number i. Now for i < j draw |(d;, ;)|
lines between the two vertices ¢ and j. These lines are drawn dashed in the case that

(—1)%"("_1)(047;, a;) < 0 (we think of a number of dashed lines as the corresponding
negative number of lines). This sign-convention is chosen in such way that it is
stable under stabilizations (as defined in the previous section), and that for the
case n = 2 mod 4 the number of lines is positive if and only if the corresponding
intersection product is positive. If two vertices are connected by [ lines (with sign)
we also say that these vertices are connected by a line of weight [.

See also the Chapter 3 for further discussions on this topic.

The best known Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams are those of the simple singularities,
namely the singularities of type A,, D,, and E, as shown if Table 1.1. Note that
each possible numbering of the vertices is a valid diagram of these singularities, so
we may omit the labels.
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Type f Coxeter-Dynkin diagram

> .~ o o oo
Dy | 2%y +y*t (k> 4) -~ o . ._<

By | 2ty -——'——I——0——°
E, 3 + zy? '_‘_I_._’_‘
Es | 2+ '__'__I__'__'__'__°

Table 1.1: Simple singularities and their Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams A, Dy and Ej

1.6.5 The operation of the braid group

As seen in Section 1.6.1, the intersection matrix, the Seifert matrix, the mon-
odromy matrix (but not the monodromy itself) and the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram
is dependent on the choice of the distinguished basis of cycles which depends on
the choice of the distinguished system of paths (and the morsification, but we have
seen that this choice can be reduced to a choice of a distinguished system of paths
also).

As mentioned, the braid group Br, on p strands operates on the set of distin-
guished systems of paths, see the appendix, Section A.1.9. This operation induces
an operation on distinguished bases of vanishing cycles and therefore also to an
operation on all data defined by these.

Let (y1,...,7,) be a distinguished system of paths (for some morsification fof
f). The corresponding loops denote by (wi,...,w,). As seen in the appendix, a
generator o; maps the system (7;) to a new system (v;) where

V; for j £i,1+1
7; is homotopic to ¢ ;41 for j =i

Yiow y forj=i+1.

Now one gets the corresponding new distinguished basis of vanishing cycles
(07, -+, 5&) by transporting back the vanishing cycles of the Milnor fibres near the
critical points to the base point via the new distinguished system of paths. These
paths are the old ones, besides v;,; (and besides the numbering). Transporting a
cycle back via

Vie1 2% O Wiy
means that one first transports back via v; to get the old cycle §; which one then

has to transport back via w; +11. But this means that one has to apply (hwfl )71
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to this cycle. If we write

ms, = he,,, (1.16)
then the new cycle is
5£+1 = m5¢+152"
We therefore get:
ag; - ((51, ceey 51', 5i+17 . ’5N) = (517 . ,5i+1,m5i+1(5i, Ce 75N)' (117)

Besides this, for each vanishing cycle we have two different possible orientations.
Changing this orientation maps the corresponding vanishing cycle d; to —d;. This
can be expressed by an action of (Z/2Z)" where a generator &; of this group acts
as follows:

€ (Btse i 80) = (B0, ey —0ie ) 0), (1.18)

Combining these two actions together, we get an action of the semidirect prod-
uct Br, x(Z/27Z)" on the set of distinguished bases of vanishing cycles. See also
Section 3.1.3 in Chapter 3.

This action induces an action on intersection matrices for f and Coxeter-Dynkin
diagrams for f. We postpone the description of these action to Chapter 3.

In the same way one can introduce weakly distinguished bases using the notion
of weakly distinguished systems of paths (see the appendix, Section A.1.9). The
Gabrielov group acts on them (see Section A.2). A detailed discussion on this we
also postpone to Chapter 3.

1.7 Quasiunipotence of the Monodromy

Consider a commutative ring R. We simply call an element a € R finite if it has

finite order, i.e. there exists a k € N such that a* = 1. Recall that a is called

unipotent if a — 1 is nilpotent, i.e. there exists a m € N such that (a — 1) = 0.
Quasiunipotence is a simultaneous generalization of finiteness and unipotence:

Definition 1.7.1. a € R is called quasiunipotent if there exist k, m € N such that
(" —1)™ =0.

Sometimes a is also called quasifinite instead of quasiunipotent.

The most important case for us is that R = Endy (M) where M is a free module
of finite rank over a commutative ring k. Note that in the case of k = C we have
that ¢ € Endy (M) is quasiunipotent if and only if all eigenvalues of ¢ are roots of
unity. Therefore, if k = 7Z, then ¢ is quasiunipotent if and only if the characteristic
polynomial of ¢ is the product of cyclotomic polynomials.

Now the following important theorem is true:

Theorem 1.7.2 (Monodromy Theorem). The monodromy of the Milnor fibration
of an isolated singularity is quasiunipotent.
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This theorem has first been proven by BRIESKORN and DELIGNE, see [16]
and [21].
The proof uses the fact that the canonical connection V on the cohomology
bundle
H=R"fCx ® Og-

(for f : X — S the Milnor fibration of a holomorphic map germ f : (C"*!,0) —
(C,0) which defines an isolated singularity, S* = S\ {0}, and X* = Xg+) can be
extended over 0 € S to a meromorphic connection on Hpg (X/S) (which is defined
by relative differential forms), the so-called local Gauf-Manin connection. The
monodromy of this connection is exactly the monodromy of the (Milnor fibration
of the) singularity.

It can be shown that this connection is regular, i.e. the corresponding system
of differential equations has only regular singularities. From this result one can get
an explicit description of the solutions of the connection. In particular it follows
that all eigenvalues of the monodromy are of the form

)\k — 627”'0%

for some algebraic numbers a4, (this is the so-called algebraicity theorem for the
Gauk-Manin connection). But the )\, are also algebraic as they are the zeros of
an integer polynomial, namely the characteristic polynomial of the monodromy in
integer (co-)homology.

Now the seventh Hilbert problem (which has a positive answer) says: If A =
e?™ for two algebraic numbers a, ), then o € @, i.e. ) is a root of unity.

This shows the monodromy theorem. (See also [35] for details.) O

There is another (shorter) proof of the monodromy theorem using resolution of
singularities.

If f : X — S is a Milnor representative of a function (C"*!,0) — (C, 0) defining
an isolated singularity, then there exists a resolution

W:QHY, g::fowzg—ng

such that 7 is proper, 7 : Yo — Xg- is biholomorphic, and Yo is a divisor with
normal crossings. This means that at each point y € Yo the germ ¢ : (Y,y) —
(S,g(y)) is equivalent to the function

ik g

These functions all have finite monodromy.

Denote by E = 77(0) C Y, the exceptional divisor. Then the monodromies of
g for all points y € F and the monodromy of f at 0 are connected via a spectral
sequence. (This is best seen in derived categories when using the nearby cycle
functor and vanishing cycle functor — we will not go into details here). Since by
the following lemma quasiunipotence is stable under exact sequences (and hence
under spectral sequences), the theorem follows.
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Lemma 1.7.3. Let V, V' and V" be vector spaces over a field k, such there is a
diagram

0——V' ——=V—"=V"—=0
(P/ 90 (P//
0——V' ——=V —"=>V"—0

where the rows are exact sequences. Then @ is quasiunipotent if and only if ¢ and

¢ are quasiunipotent.

Proof. The exact sequence splits, hence we can assume that V' =V’ @ V”. Then
using matrix notation this means that ¢ is of the form

I
¥ = (98 90//> .
Now the lemma easily follows. ]

The monodromy theorem is valid in a much larger context (e.g. for non-isolated
singularities or in a p-adic algebraic context) with partially complete different
proofs.

1.8 Classification of Isolated Singularities

In order to classify singularities we first need to know how to compare them.

We call a holomorphic function-germ f : (C"* x) — (C,0) simply a singular-
ity, or to be more precise a hypersurface singularity. In the same way we simply
call f an isolated singularity if f defines an isolated singularity.

Definition 1.8.1. Let f : (C"*' z) — (C,s) and g : (C™"2/) — (C,s') two
singularities.

We call f and g equivalent (or to be more precise right-equivalent) if n = m
and there exists a biholomorphic map germ ¢ : (C""! y) — (C"*! x) such that
g—5'=(f-s)op. ]

f and g are called stably equivalent if there exist stabilizations f and g of f — s
resp. g — s’ that are equivalent.

When unfolding singularity it decomposes in some smaller singularities that are
“less complicated” than the original one. This will be made precise in the following
definitions:

Definition 1.8.2. Let f,g : (C""0) — (C,0) two singularities. ¢ is called
adjacent to f if for the versal truncated unfolding F” : 9’ — S of f there exist
arbitrary small t' € A’ and and = € 92, such that the germ

v (G, 2) — (S, Fi(@))

is equivalent to g.
One also says in this case that f deforms into g.
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Definition 1.8.3. Let f : (C"*',0) — (C,0) be an isolated singularity. The
modality (or the modulus) of f is the smallest number m such that for a represen-

tative F” : 9’ — S of the versal truncated unfolding all singularities
F (Y, x) — (S, f(x))

forat' € A" and a x € 92, belong to finitely many families of equivalence classes
which depend on at most m parameters.

A singularity with modulus 0 is called simple, one with modulus 1 is called
unimodal or unimodular, and one with modulus 2 is called bimodal or bimodular.

Therefore, the “least complicated” singularities are the simple singularities.
These have been classified by ARNOL'D [5] and are the famous AD E-singularities.
The complete list is given above in Table 1.1.

Also the classification of unimodal and bimodal singularities is due to ARNOL’'D,
see 6], [7] and [§].

There are three kinds of unimodal singularities: three families of parabolic
singularities, a three-parameter infinite series of families of hyperbolic singularities
and 14 families of exceptional hyperbolic singularities. The corresponding Coxeter-
Dynkin diagrams were obtained by EBELING, see [27| and [28]. These are shown
in Tables 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 together with Figure 1.2.

Type f Coxeter-Dynkin diagram
8
Py |22+ + 2 +tavyz a®+27T#40 l 24 3
>
& 7
5
9
X, ot 4yt + az?y? a?— 440 1 2 36 5 4
/D
7 8
10
Jio 23 1 48 + azy? 403 +27 40 1 27 6 5 4 3
/D
N 9

Table 1.2: Parabolic singularities

Type f
Togr |27 +y'+2 +azyz a#0, + .+, <1, p<qg<r

Table 1.3: Hyperbolic singularities

At last, there are eight infinite series and 14 families of bimodal singularities,
but we forbear from listing them here, since we do not need them.
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Type f C.-D. | Type f C.-D.
diag. diag.

F1s 22 + vy’ + axyd Tozz || Wia xt + S + ax®y? Tos5.5
Ei3 z? + zy® + ay® T2,3,8 Wis 4+ zyt + ay® T2,5,6
FEyy z® +y® + axy® Tozo || Quo | 2*+yt+y?+azy® | Tsza
Zn 2y + y° + axy* T2,4,5 Qu | 2*+y’z+az’ +a2d T3,3,5
Zi2 2Py + xyt + az?y? 7?2,4,6 Q2 | 2* +y° 4y + axy? 7?3,3,6
Z13 23y + % + azy® Tosr | Su | 2+ vz + 222 +axdz | Taaa
Usg | 2%+ 93 + 24 +axyz® | Tyus | S | 2%y + 22+ 22° + a2’ | Taas

Table 1.4: Exceptional hyperbolic singularities

pu=ptq+r—1

Figure 1.2: Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams 73, and qu,.



Chapter 2

The Main Theorem in the
Singularity Case

HE LN HE G

Fact is stranger than fiction

Introduction

In this chapter we formulate and prove the main theorem. The situation we con-
sider in the theorem is that we are given a morsification f : X — S of an isolated
singularity f : (C"*1,0) — (C,0) (with n even). This is the most simple example
for a family of singularities as defined in the previous chapter.

As it follows from the monodromy theorem, the monodromy corresponding to a
simple loop around all critical points of f (which is exactly the monodromy of the
Milnor fibration of f) is quasiunipotent. This holds no longer true for monodromies
corresponding to simple loops around only a part of these singularities.

However, there are situations in which all these monodromies are still quasiuni-
potent. The theorem says that to check this condition it already suffices to check
the quasiunipotence of monodromies corresponding to simple loops around only
two critical points. Moreover, the latter condition is equivalent to some condition
on the intersection products — or equivalently on the weights of lines in Coxeter-
Dynkin diagrams of f. Furthermore, it follows from the theorem that the above
condition is true exactly for the simple and parabolic singularities.

One also can ask for finiteness of the monodromy instead of quasiunipotence.
The same theorem remains true with similar conditions in this case. It follows that
all monodromies corresponding to arbitrary simple loops are finite exactly for the
simple singularities.

2.1 The Theorem

In the theorem we use the notations of the previous chapter. For simple loops we
use the definition of Section A.4 in the appendix.

34
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Theorem 2.1.1. Let f : (C""1,0) — (C,0) be an isolated singularity with n even,
and let f = F. : X - S=2Abea morsification of f and Df = {z1,...,2,} its
discriminant. Select a base point s € OA.

Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The intersection matriz Sis (with respect to an arbitrary distinguished basis
of vanishing cycles) is semidefinite.

(ii) For each simple loop v : [0,1] — S\ D with base point s the corresponding

monodromy h.,_ on Hn(yls; 7) is quasiunipotent.
(iii) Statement (ii) is true for all v which go around exactly two critical values.

(iv) Each Cozeter-Dynkin diagram of f contains only lines with a weight of ab-
solute value < 2.

2

The same equivalence is true with “definite” instead of “semidefinite”, “finite
instead of “quasiunipotent”, and “< 17 instead of “< 27,

For the proof we need the following theorem and proposition.

Theorem 2.1.2. Fach isolated singularity with a modality greater than one de-
forms into an exceptional hyperbolic singularity.

Proof. This statement is found in BRIESKORN [18|. It is obtained in the course
of the classification of simple, unimodular and bimodular singularities and their
adjacency, see e.g. also [5], [6], [8], [17]. O

Proposition 2.1.3. Let f and g be isolated singularities such that f deforms
into g. Then for each Coxeter-Dynkin diagram of g there exists a Coxeter-Dynkin
diagram of f that contains the first one as a subdiagram.

Proof. 1f g is nondegenerate, this is trivial. So, let g be degenerate.
—/
Let F' :'Y — S be the versal truncated unfolding of f. By assumption there
—/
exist ' € = and z € Y,, such that g is equivalent to the germ

—/
g =F): (Yp,z) — (S, f(2)).
Now F' is also an unfolding of ¢’. Select a good representative
F':X— 8

of the germ of F’ at x in the sense of Section 1.5.3 with z € X C Y and flz) €
S c S, and with base space A such that ' € A C A'.
Since Z is thin in S, there exists a ¢ € A\ 2. Then F}, is a morsification and
induces a morsification
§=F:X;— S

/

of ¢
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Now, given a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram of g, this is also one of ¢’ and corresponds
to the choice of a base point § € 95 and a distinguished system of paths in S which
start at s and end at one of those critical values of FE// which lie in S.

Now choose a base point s € 0S5 and an injective path from s to § (which does
not meet S and the critical values). If one joins this path with the paths of the
distinguished system of paths of ¢’ chosen above, this system can be completed to
a distinguished system of paths for f. The corresponding Coxeter-Dynkin diagram
then contains that of g by construction. O

BRIESKORN conjectured in [18| that also the converse is true, i.e. that adjacency
of singularities can be detected by Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams. While this is true for
simple singularities (see [39]), it is not true in general as known today. Note that
for a family of singularities of a specific type it may even depend on the values of
the moduli if the singularity deforms into a singularity of another given type (see
e.g. [34] for the case of parabolic singularities).

2.1.1 Proof of the theorem

Since some parts are true in the general case, we will postpone their proof to the
next chapter. Note that we assume n = 2 mod 4 in the next chapter, but the case
n = 0 mod 4 only differs by a sign.

First note that (as already mentioned in Section 1.3.3) by Proposition A.4.2 for
each simple loop v as in the theorem there exists a distinguished system of paths
(71, - -+, Yu) such that

(V] = [wi] - [wiy] - [wi]

for some 1 <4y < iy < --- <1, < u where w; is the loop corresponding to 7;. But
this means the following: The monodromy
hey

:m5

*

i TS, TG

(with the notion of ms, of equation (1.16)) is exactly the monodromy of the subdia-
gram of the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram (corresponding to the distinguished system of
paths) consisting of the vertices iy, s, . ..,%,, see Section 3.1.5 in the next chapter.

Vice versa, each such “submonodromy” of a subdiagram of a Coxeter-Dynkin
diagram of f corresponds to a choice of a distinguished system of paths and a
simple loop around the corresponding singularities defined by the distinguished
system of paths.

It follows from the Picard-Lefschetz formulas that the monodromy of a simple
loop around exactly two singularities is quasiunipotent (resp. finite) if and only if
the intersection product (9;,, d;,) of the corresponding vanishing cycles has absolute
value < 2 (resp. < 1). This easy calculation can be found in Section 3.2.2 in the
next chapter. Since this intersection product is exactly the weight of the line
between the vertices ¢; and 45 in the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram corresponding to the
distinguished basis (which again corresponds to the distinguished system of paths),
we get the equivalence of (iii) and (iv).
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With the same reformulation “simple loops” « “subdiagrams of Coxeter-Dynkin
diagrams” the equivalence of (i) and (ii) is proven in the next chapter, Sections 3.2.5
and 3.2.6 (as part of Theorems 3.2.1 and 3.2.2).

Since (ii) = (iii) is trivial, it remains to prove (iv) = (i).

(iv) = (i), case “definite” and “< 1”: It is an easy calculation that for all
simple singularities the intersection matrix Sig is always definite (namely positive
definite for n = 0 mod 4 and negative definite for n = 2 mod 4).

So assume that Sig is not definite. We have to show that there is a Coxeter-
Dynkin diagram of f that contains a line with a weight of absolute value > 2.

Since Sig is not definite, the singularity f cannot be simple. If it is unimodal,
then it has a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram as given in Section 1.8. Each of those dia-
grams contains a line of weight —2. If the singularity has a modality greater than
one, then by Theorem 2.1.2 it deforms into an exceptional hyperbolic singular-
ity. Hence by Proposition 2.1.3 it has a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram which contains
a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram of an exceptional hyperbolic singularity which again
contains a line of weight —2.

(iv) = (i), case “semidefinite” and “< 2”: The proof is quite the same as in
the previous case, however it needs some more work.

First note that for all three parabolic (families of) singularities the intersection
matrix is semidefinite — in fact it is parabolic, i.e. the inertia (ny,n_,ng) (where
ny, n_ and ng are the numbers of eigenvalues that are positive, negative, resp.
zero) is ( — 1,0, 1) for n = 0 mod 4 resp. (0, — 1,1) for n = 2 mod 4.

Now assume that Sig is not semidefinite. Then the singularity f cannot be
simple or of parabolic type. We have to show that there exists a Coxeter-Dynkin
diagram of f which contains a line with a weight of absolute value greater or equal
than 3.

As in the previous case, if f has a modality greater than one, then it deforms
into an exceptional hyperbolic singularity. Hence we only have to look at hyperbolic
and exceptional hyperbolic singularities.

The easier case is that of exceptional hyperbolic singularities. The Coxeter-
Dynkin diagrams of these given in Section 1.8 all contain the following subdiagram:

pn—1

eI 9—0
pn=2 Iz

By an operation of the braid group this subdiagram can be modified as follows:

_ -1 -1
p—1 o1 g 0, o K
,/;,\ — % — ,/;,E
[ Y @ziIzzlle
n—2 o w— pn—1 p—1 n—2

Of course this operation does affect the other lines not contained in this subdia-
gram, but this does not matter, since we now have found a diagram which contains
a line of weight 3.

The case of hyperbolic singularities is much more difficult. We have:
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Lemma 2.1.4. Let p,q,r € N with
1,11
> +'a‘+';‘< 1
and p < q < r. Then one of the following cases s true:

ep>2qgq>3andr>7, or
ep>2 qg>4andr >5, or
e p>3,qg>3andr > 4.

Proof. This is easy to prove. O]

From this lemma it follows that each diagram 7}, of a hyperbolic singularity
contains one of the diagrams 7537, To45, or T334 as a subdiagram. So we can
restrict our attention to these three diagrams.

Now T273’7, T2,475, and T3’374 contain again the diagram .E'273’77 E274’5, resp. E3’374
where the diagram E,,,, is shown in Figure 2.1. The size of this diagram is ji = p—1.

1 p—1 fipt+q—2 P

®p+q+r—3

I p=p+q+r—2
p+q—1

Figure 2.1: The diagram E

pgr

By applying the element JE_T_I e a/%_l to Ep,q we get the same diagram with
the numbering of the vertical part conversed:

pt+q—1
1 p—1 p+q—2 D
® pt+q

L,
Now look at the subdiagram of this diagram which one gets by deleting the
vertex fi: It is a diagram of type Eg, E7, resp. Eg, see Figure 2.2.

Figure 2.2: The diagrams E6, E’7 and Eg

The idea is now the following: Set i = ji —1 = p — 2. By an operation of a
braid word not containing o1 or its inverse on the diagrams Fg, L7, or Eg one
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can get a diagram such that the line between the vertices i’ — 1 and i’ has weight
—2.
If one considers the same operation on the relabelled diagrams Fs 34, F245,
resp. Fs 37, one then gets a diagram which contains the following subdiagram:
fi—1
Q-9 —0

a—2 f
As in the previous case, one then can operate on this subdiagram to get a line of

weight 3.
Hence it remains to show the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1.5. If D is a Dynkin diagram of type Eg, E., or Es, then by an
operation of a braid word not containing oy or its inverse (for i’ =7, 8, resp.
9) one can produce a diagram which has a line of weight 2 between the vertices
i —1 and i’

The idea to prove this lemma is the following: The Dynkin diagrams Eg, Er,
and Es occur as so-called “affine Dynkin diagrams” in the classification of root
systems. The vertex i’ corresponds to the negative of the highest root in the root
system corresponding to the Dynkin diagrams Fg, E7, resp. Fg. This highest root
is given as a linear combination of the roots in the Dynkin diagrams Fgs, F7, resp.
Ey as denoted in Figure 2.3.

1—2—3—2—1 2—3—4—3—2—1 2—4—6—5—4—3—2

2 2 3
Figure 2.3: Finding the highest root for Eg, E7, and Eg

Then the idea is to get the corresponding linear combination of the vanishing
cycles corresponding to the vertices of the diagram by an operation of the braid
group. If one applies the same operation to the diagram Eg, F7, resp. Es, then this
new cycle has intersection product 2 with the cycle corresponding to the vertex i’
(which is not affected by the operation).

That this is possible can be easily checked — however, there are several oper-
ations of the basis elements o, € Br, needed to achieve the result. To facilitate
such calculations, the author has written a C++ computer program (running under
Windows™) that grants a user interface to apply the operations of the basis ele-
ments o3, € Br, to arbitrary Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams — with help of this program
one can easily check this assertion.

Let us illustrate the case of Fg: We start with the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram

with corresponding distinguished basis of vanishing cycles (41, .. ., ).
Now apply the element

ng0403020f1050;105030201030403.
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On the distinguished basis of vanishing cycles this element operates as follows:

(517 527 537 54; 557 66) ’—0-3—> (517 527 54, 53 + 547 557 56)
’_0-4_> (617 527 547 557 53 + 64 + 657 56)
'& (617 527 557 54 + 657 53 + 54 + 557 56)

—1
I5

’—>(,(51+252+53+2(54+355+256)

In the last step we get a new distinguished basis (91, ..., d5) where &5 is indeed the
cycle
101 + 202 + 305 + 204 + 163 + 206.

The corresponding procedure for E; and FEg is even more complicated, but is
still quite similar.
Hence the theorem is proven. O]



Chapter 3

The Algebraic Formulation

RN SR AE QIR

Piled-up specks of dust become a mountain

Introduction

The goal of this chapter is to figure out to what extent the main theorem given
in the previous chapter is true in the general setting for families of nondegenerate
singularities.

Since the proof of the main theorem in the previous section was dependent of the
deformation argument given in Theorem 2.1.2 which we cannot use in the general
context, we need other methods to examine the general situation. Furthermore, it
is an interesting question if the statement of the theorem really depends on some
geometric properties of the given situation, or if it is in fact already true for only
combinatorial or algebraic reasons.

We therefore give abstract definitions of all ingredients for a reformulation of
the theorem and discuss their properties. The fact that the braid group acts
simply transitive on distinguished systems of paths (resp. that the Gabrielov group
acts simply transitive on weakly distinguished systems of paths) will be used to
give abstract definitions for (weakly) vanishing cycles and the intersection product
which correspond to the old definitions. We can then use the Picard-Lefschetz
formulas as well as equations 1.14 and 1.15 of Chapter 1 to define monodromy
maps. This is done in the first section.

In the second section we reformulate the theorem in the new context. However,
some part of it remains unproven and will be conjectured. (In fact the theorem is
divided into two parts which leads to the formulation of two conjectures.) The case
of small p is discussed (where we also prove the conjectures for this case). After
this we prove both theorems.

We then show that the first conjecture is a consequence of the second conjecture,
i.e. both conjectures are in fact only one conjecture.

After that we discuss some weaker analogues of both conjectures which we are
able to prove. This establishes a substitute for the main theorem of the previous

41
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chapter for the general situation (however in a weaker version).
We close the chapter with a discussion on approaches for proving the conjec-
tures.

3.1 Vanishing Cycles

For the following fix an n € Z (which corresponds to the dimension of the Milnor
fibre in the singularity case — only its class in Z /47 is important) and define the
following signs:

e=(—-1)" and n= (—1)%"(”*1).

In this chapter we always consider a lattice, i.e. a free Z-module M of rank p
which is equipped with a bilinear form

() MxM—T7.

We require that (-,-) is symmetric if ¢ = 1 and antisymmetric if ¢ = —1 (i.e.
(e, B) = e(f3, ), in other words that the lattice is symmetric resp. antisymmetric.
In the following we refer to ¢ = 1 as the “symmetric case” and to ¢ = —1 as the

“antisymmetric case”.
We assume that M has a basis § := (d1,...,0,), such that

(6,0:) = n(1 4 €) = (=1)7"0=D 4 (=1)2"+) for i=1,... p. (3.1)

(We have seen in the Picard-Lefschetz theorems that the vanishing cycles in the
singularity case satisfy this equation. Note that 1+ ¢ is the Euler characteristic of
S™. In the antisymmetric case this assumption is tautological.)

Fix a such a basis §.

By abuse of language we call a vector a € M a cycle, and we think of (-,-) as
an intersection product. Thus for «, 5 € M we call («, 3) the intersection product
of a and  and (a, a) the self-intersection (product) of .

Such data (M, (-, -),é) (to be more precise (M7 (-, -),é,e,n)) we call an inter-
section datum. The rank of M we denote by

p,(M, (-, -),Q) := rank M

and call it the Milnor number (or sometimes simply the size) of the intersection
datum. A morphism of intersection data (M, (-, ~),é) and (M’, (-, -),é’) is a mor-
phism of Z-modules ¢ : M — M’ with (¢(«), p(8)) = (o, 3) and ¢(d;) = J;. Each
morphism is automatically an isomorphism. This defines for each y > 1 a category
IntDat,(e,n) of intersection data with Milnor number p which is skeletal (i.e. each
morphism is an isomorphism). The (disjoint) union of all IntDat,(e,n) we denote
by IntDat(e,n). If ¢ and n are clear from the context we simply write IntDat
instead of IntDat(e,n) (resp. IntDat, instead of IntDat,(c,n)).
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3.1.1 The intersection matrix, the Seifert matrix, and the
monodromy

For each basis o := (v, ..., ) of M consisting of cycles with (o, ;) = n(1 +¢)
(i=1,...,u) (especially for (61,...,6,)) we can define the matrix

Sa = ((ai, @) 1i<p
1<5<p
which we call the intersection matriz of M with respect to the basis a. To S,
we assign in the standard way a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D,: For each cycle oy
(t=1,..., ) we draw a vertex which we label with its number ¢, and for i < j we
draw |(cv, o;)| lines between the two vertices o, o; which we draw dashed in case
n(a;, o) < 0.
In the case that a = 0 we simply write S := S; and D := D; and call this the
intersection matrix resp. the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram of M.
Given S, we can write the intersection product as

—

(o, ) = (a@, 5P),

with (-,-) : Z# x Z* — 7 the standard scalar product and @, § € Z* the vectors of
a,  with respect to the basis d.
For each p € N define the set

IntMat,(e,n) = {S € Mat(p x 1, Z) | Si; = n(1 +¢) and S is e-symmetric}

of all possible intersection matrices of size u where e-symmetric means symmetric
for e = 1 and antisymmetric for ¢ = —1. Also define the set

Dynkin, = {D | D is a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram of size i}

of all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams (i.e. a graph of p vertices, labelled by 1, ..., u, and
two vertices are connected by an integer number of lines where a negative number
[ of lines is drawn as —I dotted lines) of size p. Set

IntMat(e,n) := U IntMat,(e,n) and Dynkin := U Dynkin,, .

pn>1 pn>1

Again we simply write JntMat resp. IntMat, if ¢ and 7 are clear by the context.
Then we have mappings

IntDat,(e,m) — IntMat,(,n) — Dynkin, (3.2)

which are equivalences of categories (the last map is in fact an isomorphism) if we
consider JntMat,(e,n7) and Dynkin, as categories with only trivial arrows. We
also get equivalences of categories

IntDat(e,n) — IntMat(e,n) — Dynkin (3.3)
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(again the last map is an isomorphism).

Because of this an intersection datum (M, (+,-),d) (for which we simply write
M), its intersection matrix S and its Coxeter-Dynkin diagram all represent the
same data, so we may switch between them without further explanation.

Since S is a symmetric resp. antisymmetric matrix with all diagonal entries
equal to (1 + €), we can write

S =nV+eV?h (3.4)

with an upper triangular matrix V' which has 1’s on the diagonal. We call V' the
Seifert matriz of M. Now we can define the monodromy matriz m of M by

m=—e(V) 'V (3.5)

This matrix defines an automorphism on M which we denote by the same symbol.
Let a € M be a cycle with (a, ) = n(1 +¢). We can define a mapping

meg : M — M
ﬁl—)ﬁ—?”](ﬁ,()é)()é.

We call m,, (again by abuse of language) the monodromy around «. In case o = §;
(t=1,...,p) we simply write

(3.6)

m; =g,

Lemma 3.1.1. One has moax = —ca. my, 1s 1somorphic with inverse

m(;lﬁ = 6 - ﬁg(ﬂ»a)@ = 6 - 77(0575)057

and preserves the intersection product. In particular, in the symmetric case one
has m% = 1.

Proof. We have

mea =a —n(a,a)a=a— (1 +¢e)a=—ca
and
(maﬁ7 mo/y) = (ﬁ - 77(5» a)a, S 77(77 Oé)Oz)
= (8:7) + (=1 —ne + (a, @) (. B) (e, ) = (B,),
Setting
mozﬂ = ﬂ - 775(57 @)a
we get
mamaﬁ = Mq (6 - 775(67 Oé)Oé) = ﬁ - 77(67 a)a - 775(57 Oé)(—gOé) = ﬁ

and similarly for m,m. O

Lemma 3.1.2. One has m_, = m, and my,, 5 = mamgm,'.
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Proof. We have

m—aﬁ = ﬁ - ’r](ﬁa —Oé)(—Q{) = 5 - 77(57 Q)Oé = moaﬁ'

Furthermore

Mgy =7 —1(7. 6 —n(3,a)a) (8 —n(3,a)a)
=7 =07, 8)8+ (7. 8)(B, v)a + (B, ) (v, )8 — n(B, a)*(y, @)a,

and

mamemg'y
= MmuMmg (7 - 775(/% O[)Oé)
=mq (7 —n(7, 8)3 —ne(v, a)(a — nla, B)3))
= mq (v —ne(y, @)+ (—n(v, B) + (v, @) (e, 3)) )
=5 —ne(y, ) = n(y, a)(=a) + (=n(v, B) + (v, a) (o, B))(6 — (B3, @)c)
=7 = (v, B)8+ (v, a)(e, B)B + (v, B) (B, @) — (7, a)(a, B)*e,
hence we get m,, g = mamgmgl as desired. O
By this lemma we get the following: Let
Ags i ={a e M | (a,a) =n(l+¢)}
be the set of cycles with the correct self intersection product. Then this set becomes

an automorphic set (as defined in the appendix, Section A.3) when equipped with
the product

b fi=maf,

since m,, is isomorphic and
> (B> ) = Mampy = MaMmamy, ' May = My, sMay = (a>3) > (a>7)
by the lemma.
Lemma 3.1.3.
(i)s Suppose € =1 (symmetric case). Then mq, = mg if and only if a = £.
(1)a Suppose e = —1 (antisymmetric case). If m, = mg, then (o, 3) = 0.
(ii) mamg = mgmy if and only if « = 0 or (a, 5) = 0.

(ili) mampgmea = mgmamg if and only if m, = mg or (o, f) = £1.
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Proof. (i): Suppose m, = mg. Then
—ca=mea=mpa=a—n(a,B)f = (1+e)a—n(a,p)3=0.
In the symmetric case it follows

a = gn(a, 3)8,
hence aw = 03 since (o, ) = (3, 3) = 2n.
In the antisymmetric case it follows
(a,8)8 =0,
therefore (o, 3) = 0.
(ii): By the previous lemma we have
MaMg = MgMea & My, g = mamgm;1 =mg.

In the symmetric case we get by (i) that m, 3 = k(3 for some k = +1. Therefore

B =n(B,a)a = Kp.

Now either k = 1, then (5, a)a = 0, hence (o, 3) = 0, or k = —1, then we get (as
above) o = 0.
In the antisymmetric case we get by (i) that (m.03, 5) = 0. Therefore
0= (ﬂ - 77(@ Oé)Oé,ﬁ) = 77(0575)27
hence (o, 8) = 0.
(iii): By the previous lemma we have

MaMgMea = MgMaMg <= m/glmamg = mamﬁmgl = mmgla = Mm,3-

In the symmetric case we get by (i) that mga = mgla = KkmyS for some
k= %1, ie.
a—n(a, B)8 = k(B —nla, B)a),
hence
(1+ kn(e, B))a = (k+n(a, 8)) 6.
Now either o and 3 are linearly dependent, then m, = mg, or 1 + rn(a, B) = 0,
ie. (o, ) = £1.

In the antisymmetric case we get by (i) that (mgloz, ma3) = 0, hence

0= (a—n(3.a)8,8—n(B,a)a) = (a,p) + (8,0)" =z — 27,

for © = (a, ), therefore (o, ) =0 or (o, 3) = £1. Now if (a, 3) = 0, then by (ii)
we get
mammgime = MpgMaMMg = MyMgmg,

hence m, = mg.
Conversely, assume that (o, §) =: kK = £1. Then

mgloz =a —nekf = —ner(f — neka) = —nermyf,

therefore m/gla = +tm,f3, and we get mympm, = mgm,mg. O
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Proposition 3.1.4. m = my, ---mom;. Furthermore my,...,m, are determined
by m.
Proof. First observe that as a matrix for the basis (d1,...,0,)

m; =1, —nel; (3.7)

where L; is the matrix whose i-th row is exactly the i-th row of S and with all
other entries 0. This follows from

mz(5j) = 5]‘ — 77((5j7 (2)51 = (5]' — nSﬂdL = 5]' — 7]63”(51

The entry (m;);; is —e. Therefore we can apply Lemma B.1.5 of the appendix with
a=——cand X = —(V-1)"| Y = —(V — 1)* to get

my -+ -mamy = a(—X + 1) o 'Y +1) = —(VH 'V =m.
We also get from that lemma that the above product determines its factors m;. [

The automorphism m; determines all intersection products («, d;), thus all m;
together determine the intersection product (-,-). So by the previous proposition
one gets:

Corollary 3.1.5. The monodromy m determines the intersection matriz S.  [J
Definition 3.1.6. The monodromy group T is defined as the subgroup of Aut(M)

generated by mq,...,m,.

3.1.2 Stabilization

For each pair of signs (g,7) we have equivalences of categories
IntDat(e,n) — IntMat(e,n) — Dynkin

where the last map is an isomorphism. Therefore, given two pairs of signs (e, 7)
and (¢',n') we can put them together to get an equivalence

IntDat(e,n) — IntDat(e',n') (3.8)
resp. an isomorphism
IntMat(e,n) — IntMat(e', 7). (3.9)

Let us describe this equivalence resp. this isomorphism here.
Let S € IntMat(e,n) be an intersection matrix. We have S = n(V + V).
The corresponding Coxeter-Dynkin diagram is as follows: If ¢+ < j, two vertices

*Note that this is in fact the correct choice for X and Y since X +Y +all = =V —cV + (1 +
g)l —ell =1 —neS, hence the rows of the matrix X +Y + a1 are the non-trivial rows of the m,,
as needed in the lemma.
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i and j are connected by |S;;| lines, dashed in the case that nS;; < 0. In terms
of V' this means that these vertices are connected by |V;;| lines, dashed in the
case that Vj; > 0. This means that the Seifert matrix V' is invariant under the
isomorphism (3.9). Hence the isomorphism (3.9) is

IntMat(e,n) S =n(V +eV') = 5 =9 (V + V' € IntMat(',n).

Now let (M, (), é) € IntDat(e,n) be an intersection datum corresponding to
S. This maps to an intersection datum (M’, (-,-)’,d’) corresponding to S’ (here
one can take M’ = M and ¢’ = §). Then the above shows that

(6;,0%)" =1’ (6;,05) for i < j.

3.1.3 The operation of the (extended) braid group

We now define an action of the semidirect product Br, x(Z/2Z)" of the braid
group (see the appendix, Section A.1) with the group of “sign-changes” on bases
(aq,...,a,) of M consisting of cycles with (a;, ;) =n(l+¢) (i =1,..., ). This
group can be written by generators and relations as follows: As generators we take

o1y, 0,1 and  &,..., 8.
These satisfy the following relations:

004103 = 034100441

0,0j = 0;0; for [i — 5] > 2

&5 = &6 for i # j
21

0:&i = fz‘+10i 0i-1& = &i—10i-1

0;& = &i0j for |i — j| > 2

The operation of this group is defined as follows:

oilar, ..., 0, g1, ..o 0y) = (00, .00 Qg1 May, 1 0, ... Q)
o (ay .y g, ) = (al,...,m;}aiﬂ,ai,... a,)
Elag, .. a4, .o ap) = (a1, .., —y, ... )

We call Br,, X (Z/2Z)" the extended braid group. However, by abuse of language,
we often call this group simply “the braid group” if it is clear by context that this
group is meant. Indeed:

Lemma 3.1.7. This defines an action on bases of M consisting of cycles with
self-intersection n(1 + ¢).
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Proof. To see that the above operations respect the relations of the group is a
straightforward calculation. For example, we have

-1 -1
0305 (a1, Qg Qg ) = o, My Qg Qe )
-1
= (a1, .0, 0, M, My iy, .o, Q)

= (Oél, RN 8 723 7 T PP Oéu)
and

00410 (Q1, . ., Oy Qig1, Qg - - Oéy)
= 0i0iy1(0u, ..., i1, My Oy X2, - - 704;4)
= Ui(Oél, sy Oy, aHg,inHmaiHai, e ,Ck'u)
= (01 - Qg2 My o i1, My g Mgy Qs - - - 5 Q)
= (01, ..., Qiga, Ma, Qg1 My, o1 M s Qi - - - Q)
= Uz‘-{-l(al; vy gy, mai+2ai, mai+2()éi+1, e ,Oé‘u)
= oi0i(an, ..., 04, g, Mo Oid 1, - - - 7aﬂ)

= 0i110i0i11(Q1, - ., O, Qg g, 04#)

by Lemma 3.1.2

Furthermore, if a := (a1, ..., a,) is a basis of cycles with self-intersection 7(1+
g), also 0; - a and & - o are bases for alli =1,...,u— 1 resp. i = 1,...,u, and by
Lemma 3.1.1 they also contain cycles with self-intersection n(1 + ¢). O]

Definition 3.1.8. An element of the orbit of (6;,...,d,) under the operation of
Br, x(Z/27Z)" is called a distinguished basis.

A cycle ais called a vanishing cycle if there is a distinguished basis (aq, ..., a,)
with o = «5.

Hence all vanishing cycles have self-intersection 1(1 — €) by definition.

The action of the braid group on bases of M consisting of cycles with self-
intersection-product n(1 + €) restricts by definition to an action on distinguished
bases. From this we get an action on intersection data: For g € Br, x(Z/2Z)" and
an intersection datum (M (), é) with Milnor number p define

g(M, (" )7é) = (Mv ('7 ')79 é)

(with unchanged intersection product (-,-)). This extends to an functorial action
of Br, x(Z/2Z)" on IntDat,. From this we also get actions of Br,, x(Z/2Z)" on
IntMat, and Dynkin, by the equivalences of categories (3.2). For example, the
element 0,1 € Br, X(Z/2Z)" acts on IntMat,, as follows: An intersection matrix
S € IntMat,, write as follows:

SQ Yy z
S=ley nl+e) w

ezt eu  n(l+e)
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with Sy € IntMat, o, y,z € Z" 2 and u € Z. If this matrix comes from an
intersection datum (M, () %é), then

a=0, 10 = (517 oy Ou2, 00,0y 1 — 77(5u—17 5u)5u)
Therefore (for i < u— 2) we get

Yi = (@, ap1) = (6;,0,) =z,
zi = (o, au) = (0i 61 — nudy,) = (i, 0u—1) — nu(ds, 6,) = yi — nuz;,
u' = (au—lv au) = (5u7 5;1—1 - 77U5u) = (5/M 5u—1) - 77“(5;“ 5,u) = —u,
hence we get
Sy z Yy — nuz

0u1S = gzt n(l+e¢) —u
eyt —meuzt —eu  n(l+e)

If we describe this in terms of Seifert matrices, we get

Vo —yg —Z Vo —2 —(y+a2)
V=10 1 —-a|+—o,4V=[0 1 —(—a)
0o 0 1 0 0 1
where y = —ny, Z = —nz and u = —nu. We see that the operation on the

Seifert matrices is independent of £,7 and therefore respects the equivalences of
categories (3.2) (see Section 3.1.2).

We also get the operation on the Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams: The number (with
sign) of lines between the i-th and the j-th vertex is exactly —V;; for i < j. By the
above we see that o,_; operates as follows: Let [ be the number of lines between
the (u—1)-th and the p-th vertex. To get the new diagram, first erase the (u—1)-
th vertex and all lines connected to this vertex. Then relabel the old u-th vertex
with the number ¢ — 1. Draw a new pu-th vertex and draw —[ lines between the
new (p — 1)-th and the new p-th vertex. A vertex k with k& < g — 1 is connected to
the new u-th vertex by the following number of lines: The number of lines between
the k-th and the old (u — 1)-th vertex plus [ times the number of lines between the
k-th and the old p-th vertex.

Two intersection data, two intersection matrices resp. two Coxeter-Dynkin dia-
grams are called equivalent if they lie in the same orbit under the operation of the
extended braid group.

Lemma 3.1.9. Two equivalent intersection matrices are similar as matrices in
Mat(p % 1, Q).

Proof. We have to prove that the base change matrices for two distinguished bases
are orthogonal. It suffices to prove this for base changes a — o;-a (i =1,...,u—1)
and a — & -a (i =1,...,u) for which the assertion is trivial. O



3.1 Vanishing Cycles 51

Lemma 3.1.10. Let (av,...,q,) be a distinguished basis and {iy,1s,...,i.} C
{1,...,p} withiy <--- <, (r=1,...,p).
Then there exists a distinguished basis (o, ..., ) with o = «;; for all j =
N
In particular, all cycles of a distinguished basis are vanishing cycles.

1

Proof. For ¢ < j consider the element

Joioiprro50 1<
Gij ‘= . .
1 1=7.

One easily calculates that for 7 > i one has

gi,j(ala ST 770 I 7 JUNUN ,Oéj,l, C(j,Ctj+1, e ,Oé'u)

= (Q1, o 1, Oy Mg gy ey Mg, 1, Qg ey ().

Hence the basis ¢ - (a1, . .., @) has the desired property for g = g,;. - - 91,3, -
The last remark follows from the case r = 1. ]

As a generalization of Proposition 3.1.4 we have:

Proposition 3.1.11. For each distinguished basis (o, ..., o) one has
M= Me, - MayMag, -

Proof. Set a = (as,...,a,). By Proposition 3.1.4 the assertion is true for a = 4.
Since the set of distinguished bases is by definition the orbit of § under the operation
of the braid group, we just have to show the following:
mOcL “ e ma,gma,l — mau e mOQmal
ifa' =0i-a(i=1,...,p—1ora =& -a(i=1,...,u) (Witha' = (a},...,a))).
If o/ =0, - a, we have

/ N I\
(@), 0, gy ag) = (Q, o Qi1 Mg Qs ),

hence

maL...ma, ma;...ma,lzma

i+l M,

caeiMagy ** May

-1

Moy, *  May 1 Ma; M, Mg 0 Moy
mall‘ DY ma1+1maz ... m&l
by Lemma 3.1.2.
The case o =&, - a follows trivially by Lemma 3.1.1. [

Proposition 3.1.12. For each distinguished basis (cv,...,a,), the subgroup of
Aut(M) generated by my,, ..., Mg, is evactly the monodromy group I'.
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Proof. This proof is nearly the same as in the previous proposition. We have to
prove that the statement of this proposition is invariant under the operation of the
braid group.

Suppose a := (ai,...,q,) generates the monodromy group I'. If o/ = 0; - a,
then
(mo/la e 7maL) = (mal, e 7mo¢i+l,mmai+1ai, . mau)
-1
= (May, - s May, s, Mayy Mo Mg, s - - - m%)

by Lemma 3.1.2. This obviously also generates I'.
The case o = ¢&; - a follows again trivially by Lemma 3.1.1. O

Lemma 3.1.13. If (aq,...,q,) is a distinguished basis, then (moy,...,may,) is
also one. In particular, m maps vanishing cycles to vanishing cycles.

Proof. In Br, consider the following elements:

d:O-,u,—l"'O-lu

A= 0'1(0'20'1) cee (0'“71 tee 0'1).
In the appendix, Section A.1 it is shown that
A?=d"
The operation of d on distinguished bases is as follows:

g1
(a1, 0,03, ..., 01, 0) —  (Q, Ma,Q1, 3, .., 01, Y)

(%

2
— (0, a3, MayMa, 0, . ., 01, )

O —

p—1
> (Qr2, i3, Qug, .,y Mgy, - Mgy My )
= (2, a3, 0, .. Oy Mgy, * Mgy My M, (—EQ))

= (g, a3, 4, ..., 0, —emay).
The last equality follows from Proposition 3.1.11. It follows that

—
(a1, 00,...,00) i (—emay, —emay, ..., —emay,).

In the symmetric case apply afterwards the element [[/_, & to the right side to get
the correct signs. O

3.1.4 Gabrielov transformations

After we have defined an operation of the braid group on bases (a, ..., a,) of M
consisting of cycles a; with self-intersection product (ay, ;) = n(1+ €) in the last
section, we now define an operation of a larger group on such bases.
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The group in question is the semidirect product of the Gabrielov group Gabr,
(i.e. the semidirect product §, x PGabr, of the symmetric group with the pure
Gabrielov group) defined in the appendix, Section A.2 and (as in the braid group
case) the group (Z/27)" of sign-changes.

Gabr, X(Z/27Z)" can be described by generators and relations as follows: As
generators take

p; for ]_SZ,]STL, 7’#]7
7, for 1<i<p—1, and
& for 1< <.

These satisty the following relations:

oot = pie; for [{i, j, k, I}| = 4,
PPk = Pif for [{i,7,k}| =3,
P (oEes) = (), for |{i,j, k}| =3
TiTi+1Ti = Ti+1TiTit+1
TiTj = T;T; for [t — 5] > 2
Tiz =1
Tipie1 = 0; T Tio = P
TPy = Pt Tioapy = 5 1Tj1 for j#i+1
Tiapy =Py i Ti0h = P for j #i—1
TkpézpéTk for k#i—1,i,7—1,7
§i&j = &5 for i # j
& =1
P&k = Eup)
7:&i = &inTi Ti1& = &im1Ti1
7;& = &7 for |i — 7] > 2

Again we call Gabr, X(Z/27Z)" the extended Gabrielov group and also we often
call this group simply “the Gabrielov group” (again by abuse of language) if no
confusion can arise.

The elements operate as follows: First the elements of the pure Gabrielov group
operate as the so-called Gabrielov transformations as follows:

i _
pilan, g, ay) = (e Qe MG Q) or

pé-(al,...,ozj,...,ozi,...,au) = (a1, ..o, M, Oy Oy, )

depending on whether ¢ < j or ¢ > j. The permutations operate by permuting the
elements of the basis, i.e.

TZ'(Odl, ey OGOy . 70{#) = (Oél, ey O, Oy . 706#)’
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and the sign-changes are defined as before:

Ciloa, ...,y .. ay) = (0, ., —y, .. ).

Remark 3.1.14. We have seen in Section A.2 that the braid group is a subgroup
of the Gabrielov group. Thus the above operations include the operations of the
braid group. One has

0; = Tz‘Piﬂ = P§+1Ti‘
It is easily checked that the corresponding operators satisfy this equation.

Note that Gabr, is also generated by Br,US, where Br, C Gabr, as in the
above remark.
In analogue to Definition 3.1.8 we can now make the following definition:

Definition 3.1.15. An element of the orbit of (61,...,d,) under the operation of
Gabr, X (Z/27Z)" is called a weakly distinguished basis.

A cycle « is called a weakly vanishing cycle if there is a weakly distinguished
basis (o, ..., a,) with a = ;.

By Remark 3.1.14 a distinguished basis is also a weakly distinguished basis,
and a vanishing cycle is a weakly vanishing cycle.

Again as in the case of the (extended) braid group the operation restricts to
an operation on weakly distinguished bases and again we get an operation on
intersection data, intersection matrices and Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams.

Two intersection data, two intersection matrices resp. two Coxeter-Dynkin dia-
grams are called weakly equivalent if they lie in the same orbit under the extended
Gabrielov group. Since the operation of the braid group is part of the opera-
tion of the Gabrielov group, weak equivalence is in fact a weaker property than
equivalence.

As in the previous section we have:

Lemma 3.1.16. Two weakly equivalent intersection matrices are similar as ma-
trices in Mat(pu X p, Q).

Proof. The same as in Lemma 3.1.9. O]

As a generalization of Proposition 3.1.12 we get

Proposition 3.1.17. For each weakly distinguished basis (a1, . .., «,,) the subgroup
of Aut(M) generated by my,, ..., mq, is evactly the monodromy group T

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 3.1.12 and the fact that Gabr,
is generated by Br,US,,. O

By the discussion in Section A.2 we get:

Proposition 3.1.18. a = (o, ..., a,) is a weakly distinguished basis if and only
iof for each k

KE,rp Kk,2 Rk,la'
Jk

ak:Lk'm mlk2mlkl

ik,rk
for some 1 <ipq,... 0y, Jk < [ and K1, ..., Kkr, te = £1 such that the follow-
ing holds:
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(1) {jla"'7ju} = {L,/L}
(i) Let F, be the free group generated by x1,...,x,. Set

T L B vl I
ig,2 Vg1 Ik ik 1 iK,2 Uy,

Y =T

ik,v‘k
Then yi,...,y, also generate JF,.

Proof. This follows from the description of the Gabrielov group given in the ap-
pendix, Section A.2 in equation (A.14): We have that Gabr, C Aut(J,), and a
¢ € Aut(F),) is in Gabr, if and only if v, := ¢p(x)) is conjugated to z;, for some
Je = 1,..., pu. Moreover ¢ is a product of some generators p§- and a permutation
TES,.

If one compares the operation of these generators on JF,, and the set of weakly
distinguished bases, the proposition follows from this description. ]

Corollary 3.1.19. o € M is a weakly vanishing cycle if and only if

a=t-mi - -mygmglé; (3.10)

for some 1 <iqy,.... 0,7 < pand Ky,..., Kyt = =E1.

Proof. 1t is clear that a vanishing cycle must be of this form by the proposition.
Conversely, let a be of that form, i.e.

= - mfT e om2ms,
Q=1L -mg-mgimglo;

Then let m be a permutation of {1,...,u} such that 7(1) = j and set
Qp = LMy Mg O (k)

Then clearly a := (a1, ..., a,) satisfies the conditions of the proposition, thus « is
a weakly distinguished basis. Since a = a1, « is a weakly vanishing cycle. ]

In the symmetric case this corollary has an easier formulation:

Corollary 3.1.20. In the symmetric case (¢ = 1) « is a weakly vanishing cycle if
and only if it is of the form

=My, - mizmiléj
for some 1 <iqy,...,0.,7 < .

1

Proof. It ¢ =1, we have m;, -~ = m;, hence we do not need the x’s in the previous

corollary. Furthermore, we have m;d; = —9d; in the symmetric case, thus in case of
t = —1 in the previous corollary we can write
o = —mir LR miZmiﬁj = mir cee miQmilmj(Sj,

which also is of the desired form. O
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Proposition 3.1.21. The set of weakly vanishing cycles is finite if and only if T’
has finite order.

Proof. Suppose that the set of weakly vanishing cycles is finite. We have to show
that each element g € I' has finite order. g is of the form

g = My === My My, -
By Proposition 3.1.18 we have that
(gk '5lvgk : 627"'7gk ' 6,u)

is a weakly distinguished basis for all £ € Z. Since there are only finitely many
weakly vanishing cycles, there are also only finitely many weakly distinguished
bases. Hence there must exist a k£ # 0 with

9" -6 =0 Vi,

: k
ie. g¥ =1.

Conversely, suppose that ' has finite order. By Corollary 3.1.19 each weakly
vanishing cycle « is of the form

O[:L.g.(sj

for some + = +1, g € ' and 5 = 1,...,u. Since I' is finite, there are only
finitely many possibilities for this, thus the set of weakly vanishing cycles must be
finite. O

Proposition 3.1.22. Suppose D is a connected’ Coxeter-Dynkin diagram that
only contains lines with a weight of absolute value < 1. Then the monodromy
group operates transitively on the set of weakly vanishing cycles.

Proof. Consider two weakly vanishing cycles o and § with («, ) = 0 = £1. Then
mga:a—n(a,ﬁ)ﬁ:a—nQﬁ, maﬁ:ﬂ_n(ﬁ>&)azﬁ_n€9aa
hence we have

mampa = mqy(a —nlf) = —ea — nb(f — neba) = —nbp,
mgmaf = mg(8 — neba) = —ef — neb(a — ) = —nebo

and therefore

mgmamgmampe = mgmamg(—n3) = mgma(enbf) = —a,

MaMgMaMpMa = memame(—neba) = memga(nfa) = —f.

"This means that D is connected as a graph, see Section 3.1.6.
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Combining this we get the following: If (;,0;) = %1, then —d; and ¢ can be
expressed as
—0j=g-9;, Op=4g "9
where g, g’ € T" are the following elements in the monodromy group:
m;myg if (5j, 519) = -0

g= (mkm')kaa g, = .
’ {(mjmk)Qmimk if (0;,0) = 7.

Since D is connected, we get for each J,; an expression of the form
(sj = g; ’ 517

with an element g; € T', as we can connect the vertices §; and ¢; through other
vertices with non-vanishing lines which must have weight +1 by assumption. Fur-
thermore we have a g € I' with

—01 =g-01

by the same argument.
Now let o be an arbitrary weakly vanishing cycle. By Corollary 3.1.19 we can
express (v as
a=rt-mg--mgimglo;,
ie.a=1-¢"-0; for an element g € I'. By the above we can write
{g”gé-(ﬁ ifo=1
o =
"7

9"g59- 01 ife=-1

which shows that I' acts transitively on the set of weakly vanishing cycles. [

3.1.5 Subdiagrams

For a subset J C {1,...,u} one can draw a corresponding subdiagram D of the
Coxeter-Dynkin diagram as follows: Write J = {ji1,...,jz} with j; < -+ < jz.
Delete from D all vertices d; with ¢ ¢ J and all lines that start or end at a deleted
vertex. The remaining vertices d;,,...,d;, are newly labelled by 1 to ji (i.e. d;, is
labelled with 7).

To the subdiagram D there corresponds a (principal) submatrix S of S. Just
delete all i-th rows and i-th columns for i@ ¢ J. In the same way we get the
corresponding Seifert matrix V from V. Also the submodule M of M spanned by
5= (6. .. ,05,) (with induced intersection form and fixed basis d) corresponds
to D.

To J we can assign two “submonodromies” On the one hand the matrix

m) = My, === Mgy My, € GL(N) Z>7
on the other hand the monodromy of D:
m=—(V)"WV e GL(i, 7).

The following lemma states that these two matrices are essentially the same.
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Lemma 3.1.23. 1 is the principal submatriz of mY) which one gets by deleting
the i-th rows and i-th columns fori ¢ J. Furthermore the i-th row of m'’) is trivial
fori ¢ J, ie. mz(;]) =1 and mg) =0 for j # 1.

In particular, one has detm') = detm, x,,»(t) = (1 — )* Py (t) and mt’)
is finite (resp. quasiunipotent) if and only if m is finite (resp. quasiunipotent).

Proof. See Lemma B.1.6. O

3.1.6 Connectedness of Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams

We say that a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D is connected if it is connected as a graph
(if one forgets all the weights of the lines). That means the following: On the set
{1,...,u} consider the following equivalence relation: i ~ j if and only if there
exists 1 < ky,..., k., < u such that

(5i75k1>7é07 (5k175k1+1)7£0 (l: 1,...,7’), (5/%7(5]')#0

Then D is connected if and only if there is only one equivalence class (namely
{1,...,v} itself). In general, we call an equivalence class the index set of a con-
nected component of D.

Lemma 3.1.24. Let D and D' be two weakly equivalent Cozxeter-Dynkin diagrams.
Then D is connected if and only if D' is connected.

Proof. Assume that D is not connected, so using the above equivalence relation
there exist at least two index sets of connected components of D. We have to
prove that for all generators g of Gabr, x(Z/2Z)" the diagram g - D is also not
connected.

For g € 8, and for g € (Z/27Z)* this is clear, hence it remains to prove that for
all 1 <4,j < p, i jthe diagram p’ - D is also not connected. Set ¢’ = p? - J, thus

0, = 0 for k # j, and 0; = d; —n(d;,0:)0;.

Now assume k o4 [.
Case 1: k,l # j. Then
(05.,0;) = (O, 01) = 0.

Case 2: k = j (and therefore [ # j): Then we have j ¢ [, hence
(0%, 07) = (65 — n(J5,6:)04, 1) = (85, 01) — (5, 04) (0, 1) = —m(5, 0:)(Ji, &)

Now suppose (0;,6;) # 0 and (J;,6;) # 0. That means j ~ ¢ and 7 ~ [, but then
also j ~ [, a contradiction. Hence we get also in this case that

(0%, ;) = 0.

Case 3: [ = j. Same arguments as in Case 2. O]
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Remark 3.1.25. The proof shows in fact a little bit more: Consider the canonical

mapping
® : Gabr, x(Z/2Z)" — 8,

Then, if g € Gabr, x(Z/27Z)" and J C {1,...,pu} is the index set of a connected
component of D, then ®(g)(J) is the index set of a connected component of ¢ - D.

By this remark and Lemma 3.1.10 we immediately get:

Lemma 3.1.26. Let D be a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram which has r connected com-
ponents of size iy, ..., .. Then there exists an equivalent Coxeter-Dynkin diagram
D' whose index sets of the connected components are

{17"'7,u1}7 {M1+17"'7M1+M2}7 ) {M1++MT—1+177M}

In particular, the corresponding intersection matriz S’, the Seifert matriz V' and
the monodromy m' are block matrices with blocks Sy, ...,S. resp. V{,..., V! resp.
mY,...,ml of size ui, ..., u.. These satisfy

SL=n(V; + 2V, ml = (V)Y

3.2 Criteria for Definiteness

From now on we specialize to the symmetric case for which we choose n = 2 mod 4,
ie.
e=1, n=-—1

All results are also true (with some changes of signs) for the case n = 0 mod 4.

3.2.1 The results

The goal of this section is to show the following theorems:
Theorem 3.2.1. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) S is (negative) semidefinite.

(ii) All subdiagrams of the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D have quasiunipotent mon-
odromy.

(i) All subdiagrams of all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams which are equivalent to D
have quasiunipotent monodromy.

(iv) There ezists a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D" which is equivalent to D such that
all subdiagrams of D' have quasiunipotent monodromy.

If these conditions are true, then also the following statement holds:
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(%) All Cozxeter-Dynkin diagrams D" which are equivalent to D contain only lines
with a weight of absolute value < 2.

Theorem 3.2.2. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) S is (negative) definite.
(ii) All subdiagrams of the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D have finite monodromy.

(i) All subdiagrams of all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams which are equivalent to D
have finite monodromy.

(iv) There exists a Cozeter-Dynkin diagram D' which is equivalent to D such that
all subdiagrams of D' have finite monodromy.

(v) The monodromy group of D has finite order.
(vi) The set of vanishing cycles is finite.
(vii) The set of weakly vanishing cycles is finite.
If these conditions are true, then also the following statement holds:

(%) All Cozxeter-Dynkin diagrams D" which are equivalent to D contain only lines
with a weight of absolute value < 1.

We will also discuss the following conjectures:

Conjecture 1. In Theorem 3.2.1 the statement (x) is equivalent to the statements

(i) to (iv).

Conjecture 2. In Theorem 3.2.2 the statement (x) is equivalent to the statements

(i) to (vii).

Furthermore, we will prove the following weaker versions of the above conjec-
tures:

Theorem 3.2.3. Statements (i) to (iv) of Theorem 3.2.1 are equivalent to:
(xx) For each pair «, 8 of weakly vanishing cycles one always has |(a, B)| < 2.
Theorem 3.2.4. Statements (i) to (vii) of Theorem 3.2.2 are equivalent to:

(xx) For each pair o, 3 of weakly vanishing cycles with o« # +03 one always has
(e, B)] < 1.
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3.2.2 The case u =2

In the case u = 2 the only possible intersection matrices are of the following form:

-2 u
= (0 ),
with v € Z.

In this case we have the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2.5. Assume that p =2 and let S = (_2 _“2). Then S’ is equivalent to

S if and only if S" is weakly equivalent to S if and only if ' =S or S’ = (:3 :72‘)
Furthermore, in this case the following statements are equivalent:

(i) S is (negative) semidefinite,

(il) m is quasiunipotent,

(iii) [u| < 2.

Also the following statements are equivalent:
(") S is (negative) definite,

(ii") m is finite,

(iii") |ul] < 1.

Proof. One has
det(—S) = 4 — u?,

thus by Proposition B.1.1 we get (i) < (iii) resp. (i)" < (iii)’.

We have
(-1 U
M=y w2=1)"

For |u| < 2 one easily sees that m is equivalent to the following Jordan matrices:

(-1 0 (G 0 (11

where (3 = e’ is a third primitive root of unity. In particular, m is finite for
|u| <1 and not finite for |u| = 2, but all m are quasiunipotent for |u| < 2.
The characteristic polynomial of m is

() =t + (2 —uh)t + 1,
hence the eigenvalues of m are
Mo = %u2 — 1+ %uv u? — 4.

For |u| > 3 they are real with A\; > 1 and Ay = MY, so m is not quasiunipotent
(and even not finite) for |u| > 3. O
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From this lemma we can derive the parts (i) = (%) of Theorem 3.2.1 and
Theorem 3.2.2:

Proposition 3.2.6.

(i) If S is semidefinite, all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams D’ which are equivalent to
D contain only lines with a weight of absolute value < 2.

(ii) If S s definite, all Cozeter-Dynkin diagrams D' which are equivalent to D
contain only lines with a weight of absolute value < 1.

Proof. 1f S is (semi-)definite, also all intersection matrices S’" which are equivalent
to S are so, and also all submatrices S’ of S”. Hence the corollary follows from the
previous lemma if one considers all (2 x 2)-submatrices S’ O

3.2.3 The case u =3

In this section we want to determine all intersection matrices for y = 3 which are
semidefinite or definite. We also want to determine the orbits of the braid group
for these matrices. By Proposition 3.2.6 the intersection matrices in question do
only contain lines with a weight of absolute value < 2, hence there are only a finite
number (namely 125) of matrices we have to look at.

Each intersection matrix S is of the form

-2 u v
S=1luv -2 w
vooow  —2

Thus we can identify JntMats with Z3 by mapping the above matrix to (u,v,w).
With this identification the operation of the braid group is as follows:

o1(u,v,w) = (—u,w, v + uw), oy (u, v, w) = (—u, uv + w,v),
oo(u,v,w) = (v,u+wv —w), oy (u, v, w) = (v + uw, u, —w),
& (u,v,w) = (—u, —v,w), &(u, v, w) = (—u,v, —w),
&(u,v,w) = (u, —v, —w).

The Coxeter-Dynkin diagram corresponding to (u,v,w) is as follows:

%3
v w
& U -»
193

In the following pictures the ordering of the vertices will be understood as in the
diagram above.
First observe that

510-10-2(7117 v, w) = (U7 w, U),
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thus the orbits under the operation of Brs x(Z/27) are invariant under cyclic
permutations of u, v and w. Furthermore, if one intersection number is zero (we
can assume w.l.o.g. that w = 0 by the above), we have

oo(u,v,0) = (v,u,0),

hence in this case the orbit is invariant under arbitrary permutations. By these
remarks we get:

Lemma 3.2.7. Assume —2 < u,v,w < 2. Then in the orbit of (u,v,w) there
is exactly one element (u',v',w') such that (|u|, V|, |w'|) is a permutation of
(lul|, |v], |w]), vvwu'v'w" > 0 and

u >0 >

Proof. 1f one of u, v or w is zero, then we can permute them to get them sorted
by absolute values. One the other hand, if u, v and w are all nonzero, then two
of them must have the same absolute value, hence we can sort them by absolute
values by cyclic permutations.
After that, apply &, & or & if needed, to get the first two values positive.
The uniqueness follows easily. ]

This lemma shows that to understand all the 125 cases of (u,v,w) with —2 <
u,v,w < 2, it suffices to look at the 14 cases with v > v > |w|. Table 3.1
and Table 3.2 show all 125 Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams with lines of absolute value
< 2, sorted into their corresponding orbits under the operation of the braid group,
together with the determinant of the (negative of the) intersection matrix and the
Jordan matrix of the monodromy m.

From this one gets the following lemma which continues Lemma 3.2.5:

Lemma 3.2.8. Assume p = 3 and let S € IntMats be an intersection matriz with
Cozeter-Dynkin diagram D. In this case the following statements are equivalent:

(i) S is (negative) semidefinite,
(ii) The monodromies of all subdiagrams of D are quasiunipotent,

(iii) All Cozeter-Dynkin diagrams D’ equivalent to D contain only lines with a
weight of absolute value < 2.

Also the following statements are equivalent:
(i) S is (negative) definite,
(i) The monodromies of all subdiagrams of D are finite,

iii ozxeter-Dynkin diagrams equivalent to D contain only lines with a
iii") All Coxeter-Dynkin di D’ walent to D tai ly li ith
weight of absolute value < 1.
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det(—S) | Jordan(m) | trm Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams
8 P 3|,
( 0_0 —1> R
G 0 0 . » . .
6 (8@‘%1 01) —2 | o--6 & o o o o\ /o *—e

0 /I,"\\\ /I,’ ‘\\\
0 1 i ) el : \

-1

oo

0 (é
0

Table 3.1: Orbits under the operation of Brs x(7Z/27)3, Part 1

Proof. Let S be represented by (u,v,w) as above.

Suppose —2 < u, v, w < 2. In this case look at Table 3.1 and 3.2. The first three
entries of Table 3.1 have definite intersection matrices and finite monodromies.
The last three entries have semidefinite intersection matrices and quasiunipotent
submonodromies. Furthermore, each orbit in exactly the last three cases contains a
diagram with a line of weight 2. The entries in Table 3.2 have indefinite intersection
matrices and the monodromy is not quasiunipotent. All orbits contain diagrams
which contain a line with a weight > 3. By all this, together with Lemma 3.2.5
(for the size-2-subdiagrams), the lemma follows.

On the other hand, if u, v or w have absolute value > 3, then the monodromy
of the corresponding size-2-subdiagram is not quasiunipotent by Lemma 3.2.5 and
the corresponding 2 x 2 principal submatrix of S is not semidefinite. So again the
lemma, follows. ]

Proposition 3.2.9. Assume p > 3 and let S € IntMat, be an intersection matriz
with Cozxeter-Dynkin diagram D. Suppose D 1is connected. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(%) All Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams D' equivalent to D contain only lines with a
weight of absolute value < 2.

(") The weights of all lines of all Cozeter-Dynkin diagrams D' equivalent to D
are bounded.
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det(—S) Jordan(m) Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams
trm
22V5 0 0 AN LN AN/
—2 0 %4_%\/5 0 ¢C®» €S9 €t®  et® et el )
0 0 -1
/\ AN S . \
2 e i o0 -0 oo e
/ Ko P ho k
[0 ¢ o o & ¢ o o
NN L
\\\. \. /,/ s,/
‘\ \ 7/ I.
e ‘& \ é‘ » «—
’ .\ ': \ i \
/ \ \ \
+ diagrams with lines of higher weight
3—2 \/§ 0 0 /,’ '\\\\ \ j //,\\\\ /,’
-8 0 3+2v2 0 s ete e fce o e @
0 0 -1
HN LS AN L
5 N / \
+ diagrams with lines of higher weight
i oo A A A A A
-8 0 3+2v2 0 € cce el-- .- ‘e [ @
0 0 -1
/,\ ,’\\ /.\
z oo oo A & «—
+ diagrams with lines of higher weight
%,%\/13 0 0 X x f i A j
—18 0 %Jr%\/ﬁ 0 e e e foe el-d [le
0 o -1
10 AN RN FARNS
+ diagrams with lines of higher weight
Tat) A LA D
—32 0 9+4V5 0 &2 e
0 0 -1
17 + diagrams with lines of higher weight

Table 3.2: Orbits under the

operation of Brs x(7Z/27)3, Part 2
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Proof. (x) = (') is trivial.

For the converse, assume first that 4 = 3. Suppose (x) does not hold. If S
is represented by (u,v,w) as above, we can assume w.l.o.g. that |u| > 3 (first
replace S by a equivalent S” with “high lines”, then permute cyclicly if needed).
We show that there exists (u/,v',w’) equivalent to (u,v,w) with |u/| = |u| and
max([v'], |w']) > max(|v|, |w|). Inductively we then can produce lines with an
arbitrary high weight.

Since D is connected (and therefore all equivalent diagrams, too, by
Lemma 3.1.24) we have v # 0 or w # 0.

Case 1: |v| > |w|. In this case set

(', v, w') = o7 (u, v, w) = (—u, uv + w, —w).

Then
V| = |uv +w| > 3lv| — [w] > 2v].

Case 2: |v| < |w|. Now set
(v w') = oy (u, v, w) = (—u, w, v + vw).

Then
|w'| = v+ vw| > —|v| + 3|w| > 2|w].

Now assume p > 3. Assume again that (x) does not hold. Then we can assume
w.l.o.g. that there exists 1 < 4,j < p with S;; > 3 (in the same way as above).
Since D is connected, there must exist a 1 < k < pu, k # 4,7 such that S, # 0 or
Sjk # 0. By Lemma 3.1.10 we can assume w.lo.g. that {i,7,k} = {1,2,3}.

Now we can use the above for the principal submatrix containing the first
three rows and columns of S to get arbitrary high entries in intersection matrices
equivalent to S. O

Proposition 3.2.10. Assume u > 2. For each 1 <i,j < u, i # j there exists an
1somorphism

{S € IntMat, 1 | S semidefinite} — {S € IntMat, | S semidefinite, S;; = 2}

Proof. We can assume w.l.o.g. that © = u — 1, j = p; the other cases are proven
quite similarly.
Let S be a matrix of the right hand side, i.e. we can write

S oy oz
S=1[y -2 2
22 =2
(Sy € IntMat,—o, y,z € 7+~ %), and S is semidefinite.
Assume k= 1,..., u — 2 and look at the principal submatrix
=2 Yy oz
ue —2 2

2k 2 —2
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of size 3 which must be semidefinite, too. Therefore the corresponding Coxeter-
Dynkin diagram of this matrix must be contained in Table 3.1. From this table we
get that there must be z;, = —y.

Together we get z = —y.

On the other hand, let .S be an intersection matrix of the form

Sy —y
S=14v -2 2],
-yt 2 =2

such that

(S oy
o (yt —2)

is semidefinite. Then S is semidefinite too: We have det(—S) = 0, since the last
two rows of S are linearly dependent. Moreover it follows from the assumptions
that all proper principal submatrices are semidefinite, therefore S is semidefinite
by Proposition B.1.1.
It follows that the mapping
Sy Se Yy -y
S = ( tQ ) € IntMat,—1 — | v* -2 2 | € IntMat,
Yy =2 _yt 2 )

restricts to the desired isomorphism. ]

3.2.4 The case u <6

The case p = 3 could have been done by handwork. For p > 4 however a computer
becomes handy since there are many cases to calculate.

However, we can first improve the situation before that. As we have seen in
the case of u = 3, some kind of cyclic permutation does not leave the orbit under
the operation of the braid group. This is a general fact:

Lemma 3.2.11. (n, € arbitrary.) Let o = (a,...,,) be a distinguished basis.
Then o' = (Mq, 0, Ma, 01, . .., Mg, 1) 05 also one.

In particular, since mq, preserves the intersection product, one gets the inter-
section matriz Sy by cyclically permutating the rows and columns of S,.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1.13.
Consider the element d = o07---0,-1 € Br,. Let us see how this element
operates on distinguished bases:

opu—1
(a1, g, .. a2, 01, 0p) —— (1, Qo .y Qg QMg 1)
Op—2
? (a17 g, ..., 0, mauau—% maua,u—l)
o1
(O, M, Q1 -y Mgy, 02, Mg, 1)

In the antisymmetric case mq,, = a,, so we are ready. In the symmetric case
Mq, 0, = —a,, hence we get o’ by applying &; afterwards. O
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The case u =4

An intersection matrix of size 4 has the form

We identify it with the vector (u,v,w,z,y,2) € Z° With this identification
the operation of the braid group is as follows:

o1 (u, v, w, z,y, 2) = (—u, w,v + vw,y, r + uy, z),

Y, v,w, z,y, w, uv + w, v, ux + Y, T, 2),

oo(u, v, w, x,y, 2 v, U+ vw, —w, T, 2,y + wz),
-1

oy (U, V, W, T,Y, 2 U+ uw, u, wxwarzy),
o3\u,v,w,r,yY, 2z U$y=U+$2w+yz )7

(-
( 2)= (-
( 2) = (
( z) = (
( 2) = (
o3 (u, v, w, Y, 2) = (u,x +vz,y + wz,v,w, —2),
( z) = (—u
( z) = (—u
( z) = (
( 2) = (

& (u,v,w,x,y,2) = —x,Y, %),
S(u,v,w, x,y, 2 u, v, ,2),
&(u,v,w,x,y, 2 u, —v, —w, T, 1, —Z),
& (u,v,w,x,y, 2 U, v -y, —z).

Moreover the “cyclic permutation” of Lemma 3.2.11 is

510-10-20-3<U7 v,w,zx,Yy, 2) = (l’, y,u, z,0, w)

The Coxeter-Dynkin diagram corresponding to (u,v,w,x,y, z) consists of the

following lines:

4?2’3 4. /.3 4.\ .3
r w v Yy

ST ) ¢ o e o
1 2 1 2 1 2

Again in the following pictures the ordering of the vertices will be understood as
above.
In comparison to Lemma 3.2.7 for the case u = 3 we get here:

Lemma 3.2.12. In the orbit of (u,v,w,z,y,2z) there is an element
(W', V' W' 2!y, 2') which is the result of applying some number of “cyclic permuta-
tions” £1010903 and “sign-changes” &1, &, €3 and &4 such that one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

u=0,w=02z=02=0v>y>0 or
u>0,w=0,2z=02z=0v>0, y>0 or
u>0,w>0,2=0,2=0,y>0 or
u>0,w=0,2>0,2=0,u>z or

u>0,w>0,2z>0.
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Proof. First consider the “outer lines” u,w, z,z of the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram:
The number of nonzero outer lines is 0, 1, 2, 3 or 4. By rotating the diagram (that
is exactly what & 010905 does) one can obtain that the position of the nonzero lines
is ----, x---, xx--, x-X-, xxx- or xxxx. In the first case we can do an additional
rotation to interchange v and y, in the fourth case we can interchange u and z by
a double rotation. After that one can apply the sign-changes to achieve positivity
of certain lines. [

However, even with this kind of “normal form” there are still 1159 possibilities
in question for —2 < w,v,w,x,y,z < 2. Moreover, the above normal form is
not unique. This improves when we restrict to the case —1 < u,v,w,x,y,z < 1.
There are 49 normal forms in the sense of the lemma for this case. Then delete
for those diagrams which do not have a unique normal form all but one diagram.
(For example, the two diagrams

—o
Zand./_.

are normal forms in the sense of the lemma, but the second one gets by applying
&1&s to the first.) As a result we get the 36 diagrams in Figure 3.1.

TV XN NX d4a
SRS R R RS SRS s

L

Z' S. Z S X'
*—o o —o b *—o 3 oo ‘e e b
*—o 3 ]

! ! !

—o 3 b

Figure 3.1: Normal forms for the case —1 < u,v,w,z,y,2z <1

We will later show that Conjecture 1 is a consequence of Conjecture 2. So
in order to prove both conjectures for the case © = 4 we only have to prove
Conjecture 2. For this we have to do the following: For each of the 36 Coxeter-
Dynkin diagrams of Figure 3.1 such that S is not definite we have to prove that
there is an equivalent diagram with a line with a weight of absolute value > 2.
There are exactly 14 diagrams of these such that S is not definite:

A XA X AN A XA
X 4 X

It is easy to show that for each of these diagrams one can produce an equivalent
diagram with a line of weight 2 by the operation of the braid group.

Of course Conjecture 1 also can be checked directly for the case y = 4, but here
are many more Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams to check.
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Table 3.3 shows the classification (computed with aid of a computer) of all
Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams of size 4 with semidefinite intersection matrix by the
operation of the braid group. For each orbit only typical diagrams are shown —
all other diagrams of this orbit can be produced by cyclic permutation and sign-
changes applied to the given ones. The list of the eigenvalues of m also shows the
Jordan blocks: All eigenvalues of one Jordan block are put in parentheses. For
example, (1,1),(1,1) stands for the matrix

(4

Note that the two orbits with det(—S) = 4 (one orbit consists of the Coxeter-
Dynkin diagram of a singularity of type D,) show that the orbits are not stable
under permutations of the vertices.

OO
OO
(=) lelen]

The case u =5
An intersection matrix S € IntMats can be identified with the vector
(S12, S13, S23, S1a, S, S34, S15, Sa5, S35, Su5) € A

Similarly to Lemma 3.2.7 and Lemma 3.2.12 we can find in each orbit under the
operation braid group some kind of normal form by rotating the Coxeter-Dynkin
diagram (which we can do by Lemma 3.2.11) and by changing the sign of some
vertices: Consider the “outer” lines Sia, Sa3, S34, 945, 515 of the Coxeter-Dynkin
diagram. By rotating the diagram we can achieve that the nonzero lines are at
the following positions: ----- , X————, XX--—, X-X-—-, XXX--, XX-X-, XXXX-, XXXXX.
Then we can make in all but the last cases these lines positive by changing the
signs of some vertices if needed. In the last case we can make the first four lines
positive. After that we can also ask for the positivity of some “inner” lines, but we
will not do this here since too many cases would arise (however, this leaves us with
a larger number of normal forms).

The number of normal forms is still quite large, so at least from now on we
should use a computer for the calculations.

To prove the conjectures for 4 = 5 we again only have to prove the second
conjecture. Hence we have to check all diagrams with lines with a weight of absolute
value < 1 whose intersection matrix is not definite. We can restrict to normal
forms in the above sense. There exist 2817 normal forms with lines with a weight
of absolute value < 1 of which 1432 are not definite. We have to show that for all
these diagrams there exists an equivalent diagram with a line of weight 2. However,
from Lemma 3.1.10 the following remark follows:

Remark 3.2.13. Suppose D is a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram. Suppose D contains a
subdiagram D, and D’ is a diagram equivalent to D. Then there exists a diagram
D’ which is equivalent to D and contains D’ an a subdiagram.

In particular, a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram has an equivalent diagram with a line
of weight 2 if it contains a subdiagram for which there is an equivalent diagram
with a line of weight 2.
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det(—S) eig.val.(m) trm Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams
[ ] [ )
16 | —1,-1,-1,-1| 4 | o o
o [ ) [ )
12 CB?C??l?_l?_l _3 *—o x
*—o
9 | GGG | —2 | e :><
* ° e o
— a— .
b} C5aC527C5_27C5_1 —1 o—u *—@ N
o9
X AN
«—% oo
4 C67C6_l>_1>_1 -1 o—e A—o N
4 i,—ii,—i | 0 Z
[ ] [ ] [}
0 (171)7_17_1 0 [ — ) /.
° * o 4 °
O (171)7_17_1 0 '::\/\l‘ /,"\ .—l: \\\l
./,
0 1,1,-1,-1 0 izﬂ
*—e
0 (1’1)7C37C§1 1 «—» X
0 (17 1)7 <37 CB_I 1 0;\-0 AN
A ] ~ »
XA A d X
0 1717C37C3_1 1 2e— ﬁD
« 9
o | anan | 1] XK
0 (1,1),(1,1) 4
0 (1,1),1,1 4

Table 3.3: Orbits under the operation of Bry x(7Z/27)*
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By the previous case 1 = 4 we only need to check diagrams where the intersec-
tion matrix S is not definite, but where all principal submatrices of size 4 of S are
definite. Of all normal forms there remain 30 cases which satisfy this condition.
After deleting all unnecessary diagrams which can be produced by applying cyclic
permutations and sign-changes to already given ones, the following 7 cases remain:

win Ll

Here the ordering of the vertices is understood as follows:

4
[ ]
S5e o3
1® *2
For these diagrams it is easy to show that there exists an equivalent diagram with
a line of weight 2, hence the conjectures are proven for o = 5.
To classify all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams with semidefinite intersection form we
can restrict to connected diagrams. The classification is shown in the appendix,

Section C. As in the case 1 = 4 only some special elements of the orbits are shown,
all others can be produced by cyclic permutations and sign-changes.

The case p =6

From now on the number of diagrams is quite large even for a computer. Even the
normal form problem (in the same sense as in the previous cases) becomes rather
complex: For the nonzero outer lines of the Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams we get the
following possibilities after identifying by cyclic permutations: ------ B ,
XX----, X-X---, X--X--, XXX---, XX-X--, X-XX--, X-X-X-, XXXX--, XXX-X-,
XX-XX-, XXXXX~, XXXXXX.

As in the previous case for = 5, in order to prove the conjectures for u = 6
we have to check all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams where the intersection matrix S is
not definite, but where each principal submatrix of size 5 of S is definite. After the
identifications by cyclic permutations and sign-changes there remain 110 diagrams
to check which are to be found in the appendix, Section C. For all these diagrams
an equivalent diagram with a line of weight 2 exists which proves the conjectures
for = 6.

3.2.5 The proof of Theorem 3.2.1

Lemma 3.2.14. Suppose det(—S) < 0. Then the monodromy m has an eigenvalue
Awith A€ R and A > 1.

In particular, if det(—S) < 0, then m is not quasiunipotent.

Proof. Let Ay, ..., \, be the eigenvalues of m. From equations (3.4) and (3.5) (see
Section 3.1.1) we get
S=Vm-1).
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Since det V' = 1, we have

m
det(—S) = det(1 —m) = [J(1 - \).
i=1
Now S is a real (in fact integer) matrix, hence the eigenvalues of m are either real,
or they occur in complex conjugated pairs. Since always (1 — A)(1 — \) > 0, it
follows from det(—S) < 0 that a real eigenvalue A with 1 — A\ < 0 must exist. O

Remark 3.2.15. In the case of an isolated singularity it follows that we always have
det(—S5) > 0,

since in this case the monodromy is always quasiunipotent, see Section 1.7.

From this lemma we derive the following proposition which is part of Theo-
rem 3.2.1:

Proposition 3.2.16. If S has a positive eigenvalue (i.e. if S is not semidefinite),
then the Cozeter-Dynkin diagram contains a subdiagram with non-quasiunipotent
monodromy.

Proof. Since —S is not positive definite, it follows from Proposition B.1.1 that
there must exist a principal submatrix —S from —S with det(—S) < 0. Hence the
corresponding monodromy m is not quasiunipotent as it follows from the previous
lemma. [

This proposition proves the part (ii) = (i) of Theorem 3.2.1. To prove the
opposite, we need some preparation.

Lemma 3.2.17. Let P € Z[X|monic be an integer and monic polynomial. If for
every complex zero x of Pr one has that |x| < 1, then every zero of P is in fact
a root of unity (i.e. P is the product of cyclotomic polynomials).

Proof. Set d := deg P and let z, ..., x4 be the zeros of Pr.. Then, for each k € Z>,4,
the set {zf,..., 2%} is again the set of (complex) zeros of an integer and monic
polynomial (Py)¢, Py € Z[X|monic of the same degree d: Write

d

P(z) = 2% 4+ ag_12 ' + - + a1z + ag = H(x—xi),
i=1
d

Py(z) =2’ + apgax™ 4+ agar +agg = H(a: — ).
=1

The coefficients of these polynomials are the values of the elementary symmetric
polynomials applied to the zeros, i.e.

a=(=D" Y

1<n<<5i<d
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and therefore

ai= (-1 Y b =Y le---xjd)kﬂ...]

1<i<<gi<d 1<i<<gi<d
k
where it is not difficult to see that the term [...] is an integer polynomial expression
ina_q,...,a.
Now, since by assumption |z¥| < 1 for alli = 1,...,d, the coefficients a;, of P

are bounded (in fact, |a; x| < d for all ¢, k). That means that the set {P; | k € N} is
finite. Hence there is an infinite set {k;, ks, ...} C N (with k, # k, for p # ¢) such

that P, = P, forall p,q, i.e. {a:lfp, o ,xZ”} = {q:lfq, o ,xsq} for all p, . Moreover,
it follows from this that there must exist p # ¢ with (xlf”, o ,xsp) = (a:lfq, o ,xsq),
. kp—kq .

e z; =1foralli=1,...,d. n

From this it follows:

Lemma 3.2.18. An integer quadratic matriz A € Mat(u X p,7Z) is quasiunipotent
if and only if all (complex) eigenvalues A of Ag satisfy |\ < 1.

Proof. The characteristic polynomial y of A is integer and monic, hence the lemma
follows from the previous lemma. n

Lemma 3.2.19. Let A € GL(u1, C) and let M be defined as M = —(A)"*A. Then
A is an eigenvalue of M if and only if det(A + AA") = 0.

Proof. det(A + AA") = det(—A") det(M — A1). O

Now, with Lemma 3.2.18, the part (i) = (ii) of Theorem 3.2.1 is a special case
of the following proposition:

Proposition 3.2.20. Let A € GL(p, R) and let M be defined as M = —(A?) 1 A.
If A+ At is semidefinite, then for every eigenvalue X of M one has |\| = 1.

Proof. Case 1: A+ A' is definite. This is equivalent to:
v'Av £0 Yu e R*\ {0}. (3.11)

If X is an eigenvalue of M, by Lemma 3.2.19 there exists a vector v € C*\ {0}
such that
(A+AAYv = 0. (3.12)

Since it does not matter if we multiply v by a complex number # 0, we can assume
w.l.o.g. that
rev # 0. (3.13)

From (3.12) we get

0=v"(A+ A" = (1 + A)v'Av.
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Now either A = —1 which would finish the proof, or we have
v'Av = 0. (3.14)
In the same way we have
0 =T(A+ AAYv = 7' Av + \T" Av,

hence
0=0+\g with o=7"Av. (3.15)

By (3.11) and (3.13) we now get

0 # (rev)'A(rev) = (V' Av + V" Av + V' AT+ 1" AT) = 1(0+ 0+ 7+ 0) = S reo.

! T 1

In particular, we have that o # 0, hence by (3.15) it follows that
A = ];"‘ — 1.
o

Case 2: A+ A’ is semidefinite.
W.lo.g. let A+ A’ be positive semidefinite (if not take —A instead of A).
Define for t € C:

At = A + t- ]]'/“
o(A,t) = det(A; + NAY).
If t € ]0,¢[ (¢ short enough such that A has no eigenvalue in |—¢, 0]) we have that

Ay is invertible and A; + A} = A+ A"+ 2t - 1, is positive definite.
From Case 1 it follows now that

eMt)=0=|A=1 (t€]0,¢]).

Since ¢ is analytic in A and ¢, and ¢(-,0) is not constantly zero, it follows from the
continuity of the zeros (e.g. Weierstraf’ Preparation Theorem) that also

p(A,0) =0=[A=1
which proves the proposition. O
Collecting the above, we get Theorem 3.2.1:

Proof of Theorem 3.2.1. (i) = (ii) has been proven by the above proposition.
(ii) = (i) has been proven by Proposition 3.2.16.
But since statement (i) does not depend on the (distinguished) basis, the equiv-
alence of (i) and (ii) also shows the equivalence of (i) and (iii) resp. of (i) and (iv).
The part (i) = (*) has been proven by Proposition 3.2.6. O
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3.2.6 The proof of Theorem 3.2.2

Lemma 3.2.21. Let A € GL(i,R) be an invertible matriz such that for B =
A+ A" one has dimker B = 1. Then there exist v,w € R*\ {0} such that

Bv =0, Bw=Av. (3.16)
Proof. Since B is a real symmetric matrix one can find a C' € GL(u, R) such that
B/ = CBCt = diag(bl, ceey bufl, O), b17 c. ,bufl 7£ 0.

(In fact C' could be chosen in O(y, R), then by, ..., b,_1,0 would be the eigenvalues
of B; or by Sylvester’s Law of Inertia C' could be chosen such that all b; (i =
1,...,u— 1) have values +1.)

Set A" := CAC" and v' := (0,...,0,1). Then B’ = A’ + A" and therefore
Al = 0. In particular, (A'v"), =0, i.e.

A = (ug, ... uu-1,0)

for some uy,...,u,—1 € R. Set

’ U Up—1
=—..., ) O).
v <b1 b s

Then A'v' = B'w'. Hence v := C~1/(C*)~ and w := C~'w/(C*) ™! satisfy (3.16).
O

From this lemma we derive the following proposition:

Proposition 3.2.22. [fdimker S = 1, then the monodromy m has a Jordan block
of size > 2 for the eigenvalue 1. In particular, m is not finite in this case.

Proof. In the previous lemma take A = —V (i.e. B = S). This gives us v,w # 0
such that

Sv=0, Sw=-Vu. (3.17)
From equations (3.4) and (3.5) we get

(VH™IS =m — 1,
hence we get together with (3.17) that
(m—1L)w=0, and (m—Lw=—(V)""Vo=mv=u.
[

Proposition 3.2.23. If S is definite, then the set of vanishing cycles and the set
of weakly vanishing cycles are finite.
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Proof. Each (weakly) vanishing cycle § has self-intersection (4, d) = —2.
Since S is negative definite, the set

{veMgr]|(v,v) > -2}
is compact (because in this case —(-,-) is a scalar product on Mpg). Therefore
{veM]|(vv)>-=-2}=Mn{ve M| (v,v) > -2}
is finite as a discrete and compact set. O
In a similar way as in Proposition 3.1.21 we get
Lemma 3.2.24. If the set of vanishing cycles is finite, then m is finite.
Proof. By Lemma 3.1.13 for a distinguished basis (64,...,6,) also

(m*(31),...,m"(6,))

are distinguished bases for all £ € Z. But since there are only finitely many
vanishing cycles, there are also only finitely many distinguished bases. Therefore
there must exist a k # 0 with

m*(8;) = 6; Vi,
ie. mt=1. O
We now can prove Theorem 3.2.2:

Proof of Theorem 3.2.2. (ii) = (i): Suppose that S is not definite. We have to
show that there exists a subdiagram D of D whose monodromy is not finite.

Case 1: S is even not semidefinite. By Theorem 3.2.1 we then get a subdiagram
D of D whose monodromy is not quasiunipotent, therefore also not finite.

Case 2: S is semidefinite, but not definite. Then S must have non-trivial kernel.
Therefore S has a principal submatrix S with dimker S = 1. By Proposition 3.2.22
the monodromy of S then is not finite.

(i) = (vii): This is Proposition 3.2.23.

(vii) = (vi) is trivial, since each vanishing cycle is also a weakly vanishing cycle.

(vi) = (ii): Consider a subdiagram D of D. By Lemma 3.1.10 we can assume
that D consists of 6y, .. ., 0; for some /it < p1. Then one gets the set of distinguished
bases for D by looking at the operation of the braid group Br; x(Z/27Z)" which
acts as a subgroup of Br, x(Z/2Z)". By this one sees that the set of vanishing
cycles of D can be regarded as a subset of the vanishing cycles of D.

Now, if the set of vanishing cycles of D is finite, so is the set of vanishing cycles
for each subdiagram of D by the above. By Lemma 3.2.24 we therefore get that
the monodromy of each subdiagram must be finite.

(i) < (iii), (iv): We have shown the equivalence between (i) and (ii). But as in
the proof of Theorem 3.2.1 this also shows the equivalence of (i) and (iii) resp. of
(i) and (iv), since statement (i) does not depend on the (distinguished) basis.

(vii) < (v) is Proposition 3.1.21.

Again the part (i) = (%) has been proven by Proposition 3.2.6. O
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3.2.7 Conjecture 1 is a consequence of Conjecture 2

In this section we will prove that Conjecture 1 follows from Conjecture 2, thus
these two conjectures are in fact only one conjecture.

The main tool to prove this is the “higher quasiinverse” QI, introduced in the
appendix, Section B.1.3, and the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2.25. Let A € Mat(u x p, R) be a symmetric matriz (> 2) such that
each proper principal submatrixz of A is positive semidefinite. Write

1=(20)
i a

with Ay € Mat((p — 1) x (u—1),R), z € R*! and a € R.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) A is (positive) semidefinite.
(ii) det A > 0.
(i) A satisfies one of the following conditions:

(a) Ay is invertible and 2* A7 'z < a.
(b) dimker A; =1 and x € im A;.
(c¢) dimker A; > 2.

(iv) There exists z € R*™' with Az = x such that a := x'z satisfies a < a (in
this case « is independent of the choice of z).

Furthermore, if A satisfies the above conditions and det Ay = 0 (i.e. if (iii) (b)
or (iil) (c) is satisfied), then also det A = 0.

Proof. (i) < (ii) is obvious (see Proposition B.1.1).

(i) < (iii): We use Lemma B.1.9 from which we get
det A = adet A, — z' Az (3.18)

where 1/4\1 is the quasiinverse of A;. We distinguish according to whether A; is
invertible.
A; is invertible: In this case we have A; = det A4 - Al_l, hence

det A = det A; - (a — 2" A7 '2).

Since A; is positive semidefinite (and invertible, hence in fact positive definite), we
have det A; > 0, and therefore

detA >0« :ctAflx < q.
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Ay is not invertible: Since A is positive semidefinite, also 171\1 is positive semidef-
inite by Lemma B.1.8. But det A; = 0, hence equation (3.18) becomes

det A = —:Ut;l\lx,
and we get det A < 0. Hence
detA2O<:>detA:0<:>xt171\1x:0<:>2\1x:0.
Now either dimker A; = 1, then by Lemma B.1.8, (ker) (iii) we have
zzl\lx:()(:)xeimAl,

or dimker A; > 2, then by the same Lemma, (ker) (ii) we get A; =0, so in this
case ;l\lx = 0 is always true.

We also see that in case (iii) (b) and (iii) (c¢) we get det A = 0.

(iv) = (iii) is trivial.

(i) = (iv): If Ay is invertible, then set z := A;'z. By (iii) (a) (we already
showed (i) = (iii)) we have a < a (and in this case z is unique).

So, let A; be not invertible. Since A; is real symmetric, there exists an orthog-
onal matrix C' such that

C1AC = diag(0,...,0,\;,...,\) = D

where s =rank A; = u — 1 — dimker A;). Set C~'z = C'z =: w. Then we have
( I

C o\'[4 z\[(C 0\ [C'AC C'z\ (D w
(O 1) (zt a)(O 1)_< 2'C a)_<wt a)'
If we can show (iv) for this matrix now, then (iv) also follows for A: If z € R+ !
satisfies Dz = w then set y = Cz. Then we have Ajy = CDC~'Cz = CDz =
Cw =z and \ = 2'y = (Cw)'(Cz) = w'z.
Now look at the following (s+2) x (s+2) principal submatrices of ( 2 *) which
are positive semidefinite (since A is positive semidefinite):

0 W
/\1 Wy—s
)\5 Wy—1

W Wy—s - Wy—1 a

where 1 <k < pu—s—1land \; # 0 (i = 1,...,s). Since we already showed
(i) = (iii), these matrices must satisfy (iii) (b), therefore (wg, w,—s,...,w,—1)" €
imdiag(0, A1,...,As), i.e. wp = 0 for all 1 < k < pu— s — 1. Together it follows
w € im D. Hence there exists a z € R*~! with Dz = w (and one can see that w'z
is in fact independent of the choice of z).
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Now look at the following (s + 1) x (s + 1) principal submatrix of (1 *):

)\1 Wy—s
)\3 Wy—1
Wy—s Wpy—1 a

This matrix now must satisfy (iii) (a), i.e. we get the desired inequality

w'z = wt(diag(O, N (1 Ve S A;l))w <a.

Inductively from the last remark of this lemma one gets:

Lemma 3.2.26. Let A € Mat(u x u,R) be a symmetric matriz (i > 2) such
that each proper principal submatriz of A is positive semidefinite. If A contains a
principal submatriz A with det A = 0, then det A = 0. O]

An immediate consequence of this lemma is the following:

Proposition 3.2.27. If S is semidefinite and the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D con-
tains a line of weight +2, then det S = 0.

Proof. Consider the 2 x 2 principal submatrix of S which contains the line of
weight £2. It is (;3 f%) which has determinant 0. By the previous lemma we get
det S = 0. O

However, we need to improve this result, since we do not want to assume yet
that S is semidefinite. As said above, the main preparations for this are done in
the appendix, Section B.1.3.

Proposition 3.2.28. Suppose that each proper principal submatriz of S is semidef-
inite. If the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D contains a line of weight +2 in this case,
then det S = 0. In particular, in this case S itself is semidefinite.

Proof. The case p = 2 is trivial.

For the case p = 3 this follows from Section 3.2.3 — all cases in question are
listed in Table 3.1.

Now assume i > 4. We can assume w.l.o.g. that the line of weight 2 connects
the first and second vertex by Lemma 3.1.10.

Write
Sy oz
S=ly -2 u
z u =2

with Sy € Mat((u—2) x (u—2),7Z), y,z € Z* 2 and u € Z. By Lemma B.1.13 we
have

det(=5) = (4~ ) det(=5) + Qlyle. 1 —5 . 2 (3.19)

— 2y (=S2)y — 22'(—S2)z — 2uy’(—S2)z.
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Now look at the submatrices

S , Sy z
o 1) (3 )

which are semidefinite by assumption. By the previous proposition we get det S; =
det S1 = 0.

Now, if dimkerS; > 2 or dimker S} > 2, we get from Lemma 3.2.25 (iii) (c)
that det S = 0.

The remaining case is dim ker §; = dim ker S} = 1. By applying Lemma 3.2.25
to Sy and S| we get y € im 55 resp. z € imSy. By Lemma B.1.8 (ker) it follows
y,z € kerSy. Also, we get by Lemma B.1.17 (ker) that Ql,(y,x,Se,y,z) = 0.
Hence all terms of the right hand side of equation (3.19) vanish, therefore det S =
0. O

We now state for each of both conjectures an equivalent formulation:

Conjecture la. Assume p > 3. Suppose S has the property that each proper
principal submatriz S’ of each intersection matriz S' which is equivalent to S is
semidefinite. Then S itself is semidefinite.

Conjecture 2a. Assume p > 3. Suppose S has the property that each proper
principal submatriz S’ of each intersection matrixz S" which is equivalent to S is

definite. Then S itself is definite.

Proof of the equivalence of Conjecture 1 and Conjecture 1a. Conjecture 1 = Con-
jecture la: Suppose that Conjecture 1 holds and let S be an intersection matrix
such that each proper principal submatrix S’ of each intersection matrix S which
is equivalent to S is semidefinite. By Proposition 3.2.6 we then get that each cor-
responding proper subdiagram D’ contains only lines with a weight of absolute
value < 2. But then of course each diagram D’ contains only such lines and by
Conjecture 1 we get that S is semidefinite.

Conjecture 1la = Conjecture 1: Suppose conversely that Conjecture la holds.
We then prove Conjecture 1 by induction on p. The case p = 2 is true by trivial
reasons (see Lemma 3.2.5). Now let S be an intersection matrix such each Coxeter-
Dynkin diagram D’ which is equivalent to D contains only lines with a weight of
absolute value < 2. By induction hypothesis we can then apply Conjecture 1 to
each proper subdiagram D’ of a D’, hence we get that each S’ is semidefinite. By
Conjecture la we get that S is semidefinite. ]

Proof of the equivalence of Conjecture 2 and Conjecture 2a. This is the same as
the previous proof with “1” instead of “2” and “definite” instead of “semidefi-
nite”. O

Now we are prepared to prove that Conjecture 1 is a consequence of Conjec-
ture 2.



82 3 The Algebraic Formulation

Proof of Conjecture 2 = Conjecture 1. Suppose that Conjecture 2 holds. We then
show that Conjecture la holds. So, assume p > 3 and let S be an intersection
matrix such that each proper principal submatrix S’ of each intersection matrix S’
which is equivalent to S is semidefinite. We have to show that S is semidefinite.

First note that in this case all D’ contain only lines with a weight of absolute
value < 2 (see the proof of the equivalence of Conjecture 1 and Conjecture la).

Case 1: One of the D’ contains a line of weight +2. Then by Proposition 3.2.28
we get that det S = 0, particularly that S is semidefinite.

Case 2: All D’ only contain lines with a weight of absolute value < 1. Then §
is even definite by Conjecture 2. m

3.2.8 The weaker versions of the conjectures

In this section we will formulate and prove two theorems (namely Theorem 3.2.43
and Theorem 3.2.44) which are weaker versions of Conjecture 1 and Conjecture 2.

Definition 3.2.29. A subset A C M of cycles is called an admissible family of
cycles if the following properties hold:

(i) For all & € A one has (o, o) = —2.
(ii) A is a generating set for M ® Q.
(iii) If o € A, then also —a € A.
(iv) If o, 8 € A with (a, 3) = 1, then also a + € A.
Lemma 3.2.30. The set
Ags ={a e M| (a,a) = -2}
1s an admissible family of cycles.

Proof. Property (i), (ii) and (iii) of the definition are clear.
Property (iv):

(,0) = =2, (3,8) =2, (a,f) =1 = (a+fa+0)=-2-242-1=-2
O

Lemma 3.2.31. The set Ay, of weakly vanishing cycles is an admissible family
of cycles.

Proof. Property (i), (ii) and (iii) of the definition are clear.
Property (iv): Let ay and ay be weakly vanishing cycles with (a1, as) = 1. By
Corollary 3.1.20 we can write for k = 1,2

Qg = My, """ mik,2mik,15jk
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Since (aq,az) = 1, we have
a1 + Qg = Mg, Qg = My oy w0 " MMy oMy 1 TG TGy Ty o v Ty Mg 'mi2,2mi2,15j2

by Lemma 3.1.2. Hence again by Corollary 3.1.20 we get that a; + a5 is also a
weakly vanishing cycle. O]

Definition 3.2.32. Let A be an admissible family of cycles. A is called simple if
(a,B)[ <1 Va#+B (a0 € A).

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2.33. Let A be an admissible family of cycles and suppose A is simple.
Then A is finite; more precisely,

|A| <520 + 174

The proof will be done in some steps.
Let A be an admissible family of cycles and «y,...,a, € A. Then this defines
an intersection matrix
Sa = ((o4, a5)) 1<i<k,

1<55<k
(with @ = (aq,..., o)) and therefore an intersection datum (Ma, (+,-),a) and a
Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D,,. If a4, ..., a4 are linearly independent, then M, is a

submodule of M (with induced intersection product), namely
Mg = <041, Ce 704k>Z-

If furthermore & = p, then M, ® Q = M ® Q. However generally S, is not
equivalent (or weakly equivalent) to S as an intersection matrix even in the case
M, = M. But S, and S are congruent matrices as matrices in Mat(u x p, Q) if
k = pand a,...,a, are linearly independent. In particular, S is (semi-)definite
if and only if S, is.

Lemma 3.2.34. Let A be an admissible family of cycles and aq,...,qp € A.
Suppose S, 1is invertible. Then oy, ..., o are linearly independent. In particular,
k< p.

In particular, this is the case if one of the following conditions is satisfied:

() (i) =0 for alli £ (1< ij <)
(ii) (ov,a5) =—1 foralli#j (1<i,j5<k).

Proof. Let 3 =njaq+ -+ -+ ngay and suppose = 0. Then for alli =1,...,k one
gets
0= (8, ) = ni(ar, o) + -+ nplag, ;) = (Sg'ﬂ)

with n := (ny,...,ng)", therefore S, -n = 0, and we get n = 0 since S,, is invertible.
O
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Lemma 3.2.35. Let A be an admissible family of cycles which is simple, and let
ag,...,ap € A. Suppose that the Cozeter-Dynkin diagram D, is of the following
form:

Qp Qg O0f_2 Ok

& (k=2)  resp. O (k = 3)

077
Then aq + -+ -+ ax = 0.
Proof. We will prove this by induction over k.
The case k = 2 is clear, since oy = Fay since A is simple, and the sign must
be a minus since (aq, ag) = 2.
So, assume k > 3. Set [ = oy + ay. Since (a1, az) = 1 we have that § € A.
Now the diagram for 3, as, ..., ay is again

% (k=3 resp. ST (k>4
A
Hence by the induction hypothesis 8 + as + --- + a3 = 0. H

Lemma 3.2.36. Let A be an admissible family of cycles which is simple, and let
ag,...,ap € A. Suppose that the Cozeter-Dynkin diagram D, is of the following
form:

Qg Qg a3 g1

SO
>.é (k =5) resp. }XE.? 3 .%k_4 (k > 6)
a3 Op A2 (6773

Then 2(cy + -+ - + ag_q) + (g3 + -+ + ax) = 0.

Proof. We prove again inductively over k.

k = 5: Set f; = ay and inductively 5; = ;-1 + a; (i = 2,...,5). Then one
gets (Bi_1,04) = 1 (i = 2,...,5) and therefore 5; € A for all i = 1,...,5. Now
(Bs5,a1) = =2+ 1+ 1+ 141 =2, hence by the previous lemma (5 + a3 = 0.

k > 6: Set 3 = a1 + as. Then the diagram for G, as, ..., a; is again

a3 Qs Qg3 Q-1
(k = 6) resp. %’f’. ,.Oéi.qk.iék_zl (k>T7)
Gy Qg 2 O

hence by the induction hypothesis 2(6+as+- -+ ap_4)+ (ag_3+---+ax) =0. O

Lemma 3.2.37. Let A be an admissible family of cycles which is simple. Then A
cannot contain cycles ay, ..., a such that the Coxeter-Dynkin diagram D, is of
one of the following forms:
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Qly
(iv) >é9‘2
(0731 g
Proof. (i), (ii) and (iii): By looking at the subdiagrams for «;,as, a3 and for

Qa, a3,y one gets from Lemma 3.2.35 that a; + as + a3 = 0 = as + ag + ay,
therefore that a; = ay. But then (aq, ay) could not be 0, 1 or —1.

(iv): By looking at the subdiagrams for ay,as,..., a5 and for ag,as, ..., ag
one gets from Lemma 3.2.36 that 2a; + as + -+ a5 =0 = 207 + az + - - - + ag,
therefore that as = ag. But then (as, ag) could not be 0. O]

Lemma 3.2.38. Let A be an admissible family of cycles which is simple. For
a € A set

Ay ={€Al(a,p) =1}

Then
|ALl < 26p + 8.

Proof. Let m be the maximal cardinality of sets B C A, such that for 3,3, € B
with #; # (2 one has (£, 32) = 0 and let B be such a set (with |B] = m). By
Lemma 3.2.37 we know that m < 4, since m > 5 would imply that B contains
diagram (iv) of Lemma 3.2.37 as a subdiagram.

Now for each v € Al \ B there must exist a 3 € B with (v,3) = +1: If
(v,8) =0 for all B € B, then BU{v} would be a set contradicting the maximality
of m.

Furthermore for each § € B there exists maximally one v € Al \ B with
(v, 8) = 1, since in that case one has a +  + v = 0 by Lemma 3.2.35. Set

Ci={y€eA,\B|3B€B:(y,8) =1}

Then by the above one has |C| < m.

Now, if v € AL\ (B U C), then for each € B we have (v, 3) € {0, -1}, and
there must exist at least one § € B with (v,3) = —1. In the following we will
count how many v € AL\ (B U C) are possible.

Case 1: (v7,8) = —1 for exactly one § € B: Let v € AL\ (BUC) and 3 € B
such that (v,8) = —1 and (v,3’) = 0 for each 3’ € B with 5’ # 3. Suppose
v € Al \ (B U C) has the same property (i.e. (/,3) = —1, (7,5) = 0 for
B> #5).

Case la: (7,7') = 0: This is impossible, since in this case the set (B \ {3}) U
{7,7'} would contradict the maximality of m.

Case 1b: (7,7') = 1: In this case we have the following diagram:

W’WW
hence we get oo+ ++' = 0 by Lemma 3.2.35. Therefore for each v there exists at
most one 7’ belonging to this case.
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It remains Case lc: (v,7') = —1.

By this we are able to see the following: For fixed ( there exist at most 2u
~’s belonging to Case 1: If we have one such v there exists at most one ' not
belonging to Case 1b by the above, hence all but at most one +' that belong to
Case 1 must belong to Case 1b, i.e. (v,7') = —1. So, if there would be more than
2p such ~’s, there would be more than p v’s which are all connected by —1-lines.
But this is impossible by Lemma 3.2.34 (ii).

Since the number of (3’s in B is m we see that there are at most 2mpu v’s
belonging to Case 1.

Case 2: (v, ) = —1 for at least two € B: We proceed similarly as above. Let
v e AL\ (BUCQ) and 3,3 € B such that (v,3) = (v,3) = —1. Suppose again
that v/ € AL\ (B U C) has the same property (i.e. (v,8) = (7/,3) = —1).

Case 2a: (,7") = 0. In this case we have the following diagram:

-
— ek
hence we get f+ ' — v —~' =0 by Lemma 3.2.35.

Case 2b: (v,7') = 1. As in Case 1b we get that « +v 4+~ = 0.

It remains again Case 2c: (v,7') = —1.

Now by the same arguments as above we see the following: For fixed 3, 5’ € B
there are at most 3u y’s belonging to Case 2 (maximally i v’s that are all connected
through —1-lines, and for each of these at most one for Case 2a and one for Case 2b).

Thus together there are at most 3(’;),u ~’s belonging to Case 2.
By combining this we get

therefore

[ Aol < B[ +1C| + [{v | Case 1}] + |[{ | Case 2}|
<m+m+2mpu+3(%)p
<A A2 4p+3 6 =260+ 8.

Remark 3.2.39. If we set

ALt ={BeA|(a,8) =1},

we get the same bound
| A < 261+ 8,

- -1 _ g1
since A" = A" .

Proof of Theorem 3.2.33. Let mg be the maximal cardinality of sets Aq C A such
that for oy, e € Ap with ay # s one has (ay,as) = 0 and let Ay be such a set
(with |Ag| = myg). By Lemma 3.2.34 we know that my < p.

Now for each 3 € A\ Ap there must exist an o € Ay with 5 € Al or 3 € A7!
(otherwise this would contradict the maximality of my).
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We thus get

Al < Aol + ) (1AL +1451)
aEAp

< pu+ p((26p + 8) + (260 + 8)) = 52u* + 174
O

Remark 3.2.40. The bound for the size of A given in Theorem 3.2.33 seems to be
far from being optimal. For example, one has for p = 2 that |Ags| < 6, while the
theorem only shows that | Ags| < 242. (All admissible families of cycles are subsets

of Asis )

Proposition 3.2.41. Let A be an admissible family of cycles with §; € A (i =
1,...,1). Suppose that for each « € A and each i =1,...,u one has

l(a,0)| <1 or a==+d;.

Then
A C Aype.

Proof. Define a function
g:M>3n6+ - +n,0,— |n|+---+n,| € Z.
Then for o € M one has
a==f; forsome j=1,....p0 < gla)=1

We will now prove the following: If a € A, then either g(«) = 1, or we can find an
t=1,..., such that

g(a)y=g(a)—1 for o =ma € A.

(Note that o/ = m;a < a = mya/.) This proves the proposition, since then
inductively each o € A can be written in the form

o = :i:ml-T s miQmil(Sj

which means exactly that « is a weakly vanishing cycle by Corollary 3.1.20.
So, let @ € A with g(a) > 1, a = ny6y + - - - +n,6,. Then

—2 = (a,a) =n(a,01) + - +nu(a,d,),
hence there must exist an ¢ =1,..., u with
n;(a, 6;) < 0.
In particular, we have |(«, d;)| = 1. Then

o =mja=a+ (a,8;)0; =nid + -+ (n; + (@, 6;))0; + -+ - + 1,0,
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Since
i + (o, ;)| = || — 1,
this proves the desired.
Note that o € A: Either («,d;) = 1, then o = a+ §; € A by the definition of
A, or (a,d;) = —1 which is equivalent to (o, —¢;) = 1, thus again o’ € A. ]

Proposition 3.2.42. Let A be an admissible family of cycles with 6; € A (i =
1,...,p). If A is simple, then
A= vac-

Proof. By the previous proposition we only have to prove that Ay.,. C A.

If A is simple and «, 5 € A, then m, (3 € A: Either («, 3) = 0, then m,0 = [ €
A, or (o, ) = 1, then m,03 = a4+ € A by the definition of A, or («a, 5) = —1,
but this is equivalent to (—«, ) = 1, and —« is also in A by definition.

Now, if a € Ay is a weakly vanishing cycle, then by Corollary 3.1.20

=M, - miQmiléj
for some 1 <'iq,...,4,.,7 < u. Hence a € A by the above. m

We are now ready to state the two theorems and to prove the second one. The
first one needs some further preparations after that.

Theorem 3.2.43. Let A be an admissible family of cycles. The following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(i) S is semidefinite.
(xx) For each o, 3 € A one has |(a, B)] < 2.

Theorem 3.2.44. Let A be an admissible family of cycles. The following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(i) S is definite.
xx) A is simple.
()

Proof. (i) = (xx): If S is definite, then A is simple, and therefore also A C Ag:
If a, § € Ags with a # £, then

0>(a+pB,a+f)=-2-2+2(x,3) therefore =+ (a,f) <2,

hence we get |(«, 5)] < 1.

(x%) = (i): First suppose that §; € A (i = 1,...,u). By Proposition 3.2.42
we get that A = Ayy.. By Theorem 3.2.33 A is finite. Hence the set of weakly
vanishing cycles is finite which is part (vii) of Theorem 3.2.2, thus by this theorem
we get that (i) holds.

Now let A be arbitrary. Then there exist ay,...,a, € A such that o =
(aq,...,a,) is a basis of M ® Q. The corresponding matrix S, is congruent to S,
so if we prove that S, is definite, then also S is definite. But S, is definite by the
above since A is also an admissible family of cycles for (Mg, (), g). ]
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Corollary 3.2.45. Suppose A is an admissible family of cycles. If A is simple,
then A = Ags.

Proof. Let ay,...,a, € A such that o = (ov,...,,) is a basis of M ® Q. Then
A is also an admissible family of cycles for (Mg, (), g).

By Theorem 3.2.44 we get that S is definite, hence Ay is also simple by the
theorem again. By Proposition 3.2.42 we then get A = Ayyeo) and Ags = Ayve(a)
(where Ayyea) denotes the set of weakly vanishing cycles for M,) and therefore
A= Ags. ]

Corollary 3.2.46. If S is definite and «q,...,«, are cycles with (o;,0;) = —2
(i=1,...,u) that are linearly independent, then they are already a Z-basis for M.

Proof. a4, ..., a, generate an admissible family of cycles: Set Ay := {ov,..., o}
and
App1 =AU (A U{a+ B | a,B € A, (a,8) =1}

Then A := J,-, Ak is an admissible family of cycles.
By the previous corollary A = A, particularly 9; € A for alli =1,..., u. But
all elements of A are Z-linear combinations of ay, ..., a,. O

As said above, for the proof of Theorem 3.2.43 we need some further prepa-
ration. Then Theorem 3.2.43 is a consequence of Theorem 3.2.44 by the same
methods as in the case of the conjectures.

Lemma 3.2.47. Let A be an admissible family of cycles and a1,y € A with
as # tay. Then there exist as, ..., o, € A such that (oq, s, ..., a,) is a basis of

M® Q.

Proof. For p1 < 2 there is nothing to prove. So, assume p > 3. Set Mg := M ® Q
and let B be the image A under the canonical map

M — MQ/<Q1,012>Q.

Then B generates Mg /(a1, aa)q, thus B contains a basis fs,...,0,. fas,...,«q,
are preimages of s, ..., 8, then (aq,as, ..., a,) generates Mg,. ]

The following lemma is trivial to prove:

Lemma 3.2.48. Let ay,...,ap € A be linearly independent. Then AN M, is an
admissible family of cycles for M,. O]

Proof of Theorem 3.2.43. (i) = (xx): If S is semidefinite, then for a, € Ags one
has
0> (axpB,axpf)=—-2—-2+2(e,5) therefore =+ (a,) <2,

hence we get |(a, 3)| < 2. Thus A C Ags has the desired property.
(%) = (i): This is similar to the proof that Conjecture 2 implies Conjecture 1.
We will prove by induction on p.
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The case p = 2 follows from Lemma 3.2.5: Take aj,as € A that generate
M ® Q. Then |(a1,a2)| < 2, hence we get by the lemma that S, is semidefinite
(with @ = (e, a)). Since S, is congruent to S also S is semidefinite.

Now assume p > 3.

Case 1: There exist a1, ay € A with (a, §) = £2 but o # £5. By Lemma 3.2.47
they are part of a basis (a1, ..., a,) of M®Q. Consider the intersection matrix S,.
We can apply the induction hypothesis to all proper principal submatrices of S,: If
J C{1,...,u} is a proper subset we get from Lemma 3.2.48 for the corresponding
principal submatrix of S, an admissible family of cycles which, as a subset of A,
also satisfies the property (xx). Hence this submatrix of S, must be semidefinite
by the induction hypothesis.

So, S, is an intersection matrix such that each proper principal submatrix
is semidefinite and whose Coxeter-Dynkin diagram contains a line of weight £2.
Therefore by Proposition 3.2.28 we get that S, is semidefinite. Since S, is congru-
ent to S, also S is semidefinite.

Case 2: There does not exist oy, as € A with (o, f) = £2 but a # £f. In this
case A is simple, hence S is even definite by Theorem 3.2.44. n

Note that both theorems are true particularly for the case that A = Ay... This
proves Theorem 3.2.3 and Theorem 3.2.4.

If we could prove that two weakly vanishing cycles oy, agy € Ay are always part
of a weakly distinguished basis o, g, . . . , v, then both theorems would state that
the conjectures would be true when “equivalent” is replaced by *weakly equivalent”
in (x). If we even could prove that the set of vanishing cycles is an admissible family
of cycles and that two vanishing cycles are always part of a distinguished basis,
then the conjectures would follow.

3.3 Approaches for Proving the Conjectures

3.3.1 Some quotients of the braid group

Consider the following quotient of the braid group:

G(p,m) :=(o1,...,04-1| 0i0i410; = 04410051 for i =1,...,p—2,
0i0; = 0;0; for |i — j| > 2,
o' =1 fori=1,...,u—1)

It is a remarkable fact that some of these groups are finite.

For pn = 2 we have G(2,m) = Z/mZ, and for m = 2 we have that G(u,?2) is
simply the permutation group 8, so in both of these cases G(u, m) is finite.

In Table 3.4 some further cases for which G(u, m) is finite are shown. These
calculations were done with MAGMA [111].

However, the group G(4,4) is infinite. More generally we have

Lemma 3.3.1. G(u,4m) is infinite for all u >4 and m > 1.
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= =

| m | |G(u,m)| | ordd | ord A ord(# o?) ord(” o?)
i=1 i=1

2fm| m m M| ams | adms)

Wl 2 m/! m 2 1 2

313 24 6 4 6 1

314 96 12 8 4 12

315 600 30 20 10 10

41 3 648 12 6 12 1

51 3 155520 30 12 30 1

Table 3.4: Order of G(p, m) for small g and m

Proof. First consider the case p = 4.
The Burau representation (see Section A.1.8) of Bry is as follows:

1-t t
1 0
g1 — 00
0 0

We get a representation of GG(4,4m) from this by setting t = 1.
One easily calculates:

1—i 144 —14i —i
_ 1
d—0'10'20'3 — 0 (1) 8 8 ,
0 0 1 0
_ 1-i700
_ 1-i04 0
d = 03020, =\ 1-i00: />
1 000
1—i 144 —14i —i
_ 1—i1+i —1 0
A = oy(0201)(030901) — | 1207 O 0 -
0 0

=
=

We get
. 24 14+i —14+i —1—i 1—i 144 —144 —1—4
4 _ G4 A2 1—4 244 —144 —1—i \ _ [ 1—i 144 —144 —1—3
d=d =A"— | 7} i i —1—i | = | 1=i 144 —144 —1— | T 1,
1—4 140 —14i —i 1—i 144 —144 —1—4

and furthermore
k—ki ktki —ktki —k—ki

A% (EEEEEE R 1,
k—ki ktki —k+ki —k—ki
This shows that A maps to an element of infinite order, hence A must be of infinite
order itself. Therefore G(4,4m) cannot be finite.
If 4 > 4, then we have an embedding G(4,4m) — G(u,4m) which shows that
G(p,4m) is also infinite. O

The groups of our interest are the groups G(u, 12), because of the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.3.2. Suppose D s a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram such that all Cozeter-
Dynkin diagrams D" which are equivalent to D contain only lines with a weight of
absolute value < 1.

Then a}? acts trivially on the sets of distinguished bases for alli =1,... pu—1.
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Proof. Let a = (o, ...,q,) be a distinguished basis, ¢ = 1,...,u — 1, and set
u = (51, 5@'-{-1)'

Depending on u the operation on « is as follows where we set § := «;, v := q;y1:

u=—1 u=>0 u=1

k (Ugc 'Q)i (Uf 'Q)i+1 (Uz{C 'Q>i (Uf 'Q)Hl (U? 'Q)z' (Uf 'Q)iﬂ
0 g Y B Y B ¥

1 g B - g 5} g B+
2| B—n B B gl B+ —p
3 B —y Y B —3 Y

4 —y B—n B gl g —B =
5/ B—7~ - v 5} —B—n -0
6 -3 - B Y —p -
7 - —B+7 gl B —y -
8| =B+~ —p B g —B -7 B

9 —f3 y y &} B -
10 Y —B+7 &} gl — g+
11| =B+~ B y 5 B+ B
12 B Y B gl B g

This lemma shows that under the conditions of the lemma the operation of the
braid group on distinguished bases factors over an operation of the group G(u, 12).
So, if this group would be finite (however, it is not, at least for p > 4, as shown
above), Conjecture 2 would be proven, since then the set of vanishing cycles would
be finite too, and by Theorem 3.2.2 S would be definite.

However, this does not work since G(u,12) is not finite for p > 4. But we
have more relations than only ¢ = 1 in the above case. As a continuation of
Lemma 3.3.2 we have:

Lemma 3.3.3. Suppose D is a Coxeter-Dynkin diagram such that all Cozeter-
Dynkin diagrams D' which are equivalent to D contain only lines with a weight of
absolute value < 1.

Then the operation of the extended braid group Br, x(Z/Z)" factors over a
quotient

(01, 0n-1,&1,...,&, | Relations R)

of this group where R contains the relations of Br, X (Z/Z)" given in Section 3.1.3
and furthermore the following relations where we set a := o;, b := 0,41 (i =
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1., 0—2):
a? =1 b =1
aSpe — b64° (a®%)? = (b3aS)?
(@®0%) = (b3a®)3 (@®0%)8 = 1
(a*b%)3 = (b1a?)3 (a*)4 = (bBat)
(a20?)8 = (h2a2)® at(a®?)? = (Ba?)3at
aSH2alb? = b2atb2ab BSa2bia? — a2bta2b
a®b%a®b* = v?ab*a® bea?tlat = a?b%a*h®

All other relations between a® and b* resp. between a® and b® can be derived from
these.
In addition to these relations, R contains the following relations:

(a""P =1 and ("1 = (bak)e

for k,l,p,q given in the following tables:

p l
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
k 113 24 18 12 24 12 36 24 18 12 24
2124 12 12 24 12 6 24 12 12 24 12
3|18 12 6 12 18 4 18 12 6 12 18
4112 24 12 12 24 6 12 24 12 12 24
5124 12 18 24 36 12 24 12 18 24 36
6 12 6 4 6 12 2 12 6 4 6 12
713 24 18 12 24 12 36 24 18 12 24
8124 12 12 24 12 6 24 12 12 24 12
9 18 12 6 12 18 4 18 12 6 12 18
10 | 12 24 12 12 24 6 12 24 12 12 24
11 | 24 12 18 24 36 12 24 12 18 24 36
q l

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

k 1 3 2 3 12 12 6 6 4 6 6 12

2 2 6 6 4 6 3 4 6 6 4 6

3 3 6 3 6 6 2 3 6 3 6 6

4 |12 4 6 3 4 3 12 4 6 6 4

5112 6 6 4 3 6 12 12 3 4 6

6 6 3 2 3 6 1 6 3 2 3 6

7 6 4 3 12 12 6 3 4 6 6 12

8 4 6 6 4 12 3 4 3 6 4 12

9 6 6 3 6 3 2 6 6 3 6 3

10 6 4 6 6 4 3 6 4 6 6 2

11 12 6 6 4 6 6 12 12 3 2 3

Proof. All relations that are given can be proven by direct calculation. To do this
one has to operate with the corresponding elements on distinguished basis for all
23 Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams for the case 1 = 3 which have a definite intersection
matrix.

The hard part is the remark that all relations between a? and b? resp. a® and
b® can be derived from the given ones. This was proven with help of MAGMA [111]
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and of a computer program written in C++: The program first determines the order
of the subgroup generated by a? and b? resp. a® and b® by operating with these
subgroups simultaneously on the distinguished bases for all 23 diagrams mentioned
above. The result is that these subgroups have order 147456 resp. 384. If one now
represents the subgroups by generators z = a? and y = b® resp. x = a® and y = b*
and relations given in the lemma, one can calculate the order of these groups with
MAGMA, and gets the same orders which proves the remark. O

What is still missing in the lemma is a complete set of relations for a and
b, as well as all relations that involve more than two ¢’s. The goal would be to
improve this lemma in such a way that one has enough relations to show that these
groups are finite. That would prove the conjectures in the same way as mentioned
above. However, these groups are quite large (even if one finds more relations —
as mentioned in the proof, the subgroup generated by a? and b? is already rather
large) which makes it hard to handle them.

It would suffice to show that the elements

A — 0-1(0—20'1) o (O—ufl oo 0—1)

have finite order in these groups (for all i) for our purpose, as the following lemma
shows:

Lemma 3.3.4. Let S be an intersection matrixz such that the element

operates of finite order on distinguished bases.
Then m 1s finite.

Proof. As the proof of Lemma 3.1.13 shows, the element A* maps a distinguished

basis (aq, ..., q,) to (m?aq,...,m*a,).
Therefore, if A acts of finite order, then for some k£ # 0 we have
(m**ay, ..., m*a,u) = (aq,...,q,), ie. m* = 1. O

So, if A would be of finite order for all i in the groups in question, then m would
be finite for all diagrams in question (i.e. satisfying the condition the all equivalent
diagrams have only lines with a weight of absolute value < 1). But that would
be also true for all subdiagrams of all equivalent diagrams, hence Theorem 3.2.2
again would show that S would be definite.

Let us finish this section with some lemmata for the case p = 3. In the following
we set

a=aoy, b= 09

to simplify the notation.
Lemma 3.3.5. In Brs we have
(ab)¥™+! = g2m+1p(a2p2)™m,
Therefore in G(3,2m) we have
A*™ = (aba)®™ = (ab)*™ = (a®b*)™.
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Proof. We prove by induction on m. The case m = 0 is trivial.

For A = aba = bab we know that aA = Ab and bA = Aa. Hence we can “move”
occurring A’s appearing in a word to another position by changing those a’s and
b’s between the old and new position to b resp. a.

By using this and the induction hypothesis for m — 1 we get

(ab)3m+1 _ AQ(ab)Zi(m—l)—i-l _ A2a2(m_1)+lb(a2b2)m_1
= Ab*™ 1 (bab)b(a*b?)™ = a*™ 'a(aba)abb(a*b*)" !

—_ a2m+1b<a2b2)m.
O

This lemma shows that in each G(3,2m) (and each quotient of this group) one
has that A is of finite order if and only if a®b? has finite order.

Lemma 3.3.6. In Br3 we have
(ab)’™ b = (a®b*)™abb(a®b®)™.

In particular, if G is a quotient of Bry in which (a*b*)™ = 1, then (ab)®™ =1
in G.

Proof. This is proven similarly as in the previous lemma. We again prove by
induction on m. The case m = 0 is trivial again.
By using the induction hypothesis for m — 1 we get
(ab)®™+1h = A4 (ab)*m=D+1p = A%(363) ™ Lab b(a36%) ™
= A*(B%a®)™ 'b(bab)bb(a’b®) ™
= A?*(a®b*)™ 'aa(aba)abbb(a®b*)™ !
= A(b*a®)™ bbba(aba)aabbb(a®b*)™ !
= (a*b®)™ taaabb(bab)baaabbb(a*b*)™ !
= (a*b*)"abb(ab*)™.

3.3.2 Minimal corners
Let S € JntMat, be an intersection matrix and write S in the following two forms:
o y 5
- th -9 - yt )

Z u =2

with S1 € IntMat,_1, Sz € IntMat,—s, x € Z+ 1, y, 2z € Z"? and u € Z.
By Lemma B.1.18 we have

det(—9) = det(—S;)(2 + 2'S] ')
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if S; is invertible. Hence we get that
0<—2'S;'r <2, (3.20)

if S is definite (which also follows from Lemma 3.2.25).
Furthermore, by Lemma B.1.19, we have

det(—S) = det(—Ss) - (4 —u? + (y'Sy; ) (2155 ) — (y' Sy 2)?

3.21
+2y"S5 Yy + 22" S5 e + 2uy' Sy '), (3.21)

if Sy is invertible.

Now regarding the conjectures consider the case that S has the property that
each proper principal submatrix S’ of each intersection matrix S’ which is equiva-
lent to S is definite. We want to prove that det(—S) > 0 in this case which would
prove the conjectures.

By equation (3.21) we therefore have to show that

4—u?+(y'Sy y) (2895 2) — (¥ Sy 2)? + 2y Sy ty + 224 S 2 - 2uy' Syt > 0. (3.22)

Let us analyze the different terms in this inequality. First, v must be 0 or +1,
hence 4 — u? is 4 or 3. The term (y'S, 'y)(2'S;'2) — (y'S5'2)? is positive by the

%, hence this follows

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (this term is equal to
also from Lemma B.1.17).
Now some problems arise: The terms 3S; 'y and 2!S, 'z are negative, since S,

is negative definite. However, if we apply equation (3.20) to S;, we get
0<—y'Syly <2

Also we can apply this equation to the principal submatrix

, Sy 2z
Sl - (th _2)

which is the upper-left corner of o, 1.9), to get also
“w
0< —ztsglz < 2.

It remains the term uy’S; 'z of which we do not know anything at first glance.
The determinant det(—S) does not change if we switch to an equivalent matrix.
Hence we can assume that S is chosen in such a way that det(—S;) is minimal if
S runs through all equivalent intersection matrices.
By applying 0,1 to S we get



3.3 Approaches for Proving the Conjectures 97

and by applying 7 to S we get

So y+uz —uy+ (1—u)’z
= Yt + uzt -2 —u
—uyt + (1 —u)?2t  —u —2

The upper corners of these matrices are

y Sy z
-2 5)

g S ytuz
Lo\t -2 )

By assumption we have det(—5;) < det(—57) and det(—S;) < det(—S7). We have

and

det(—S;) < det(=S]) <& det(—=S52)(2+y'Sy'y) < det(—S)(2+ 255" 2)
s =Sy < —ytSyly
and similarly
det(—S)) < det(—S]) & —(y+uz)Sy'(y+uz)<—y'S;ty
& 2uySy 'z > —ut2Sy 'z,

so by our choice of S we now get some information on the last term of equa-
tion (3.22) (in particular, it is positive).
For the following we set

p=—y'S;ly q=—-2S7'2  t=y'S;'z
The left hand side of equation (3.22) we denote by

_ det(—9)
N det(—52> '

Thus we have
© =4 —u?+pg—t* —2p — 2q + 2ut,

and we know
0<qg<p<?2 2ut>u?q pg—t*>0.

We consider the cases u = 0 and u = 1 (the case u = —1 can be derived from

this by applying &,).
Case 1: u = 0. In this case

O=44pg—1t>—2p—2¢>4—4p.
Case 2: u = 1. In this case

O=3+pg—t*—2p—2¢+2t=34+pg—t>*—2p—q+ (2t — q) > 3 — 3p.
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But there is a better inequality: One can show that under the above conditions on

P, q,t one has
o> Sp—2)? 0<p
“13-2» i<y

(SN

<
<

[\]

The graph of the right hand side is as follows:

3
2
1

0 I I
105 10 1~

So the good case is u = 1, since the inequality for © is much better in this case.
If we could show that p < %, it would follow that © > 0 (however, we want to
show © > 0).

On the other hand, p < % is the best we can hope of, as the example of a
diagram of type Fg shows: All subdiagrams of size 7 of all diagrams equivalent to
a diagram of type Fg are equivalent to a diagram of type A7, D7 or E; (this is not
easy to show if one tries this purely combinatorial, but this follows from singularity
theory, see [39]). The diagram with the smallest determinant is an F;-diagram.

We have
det(—=S)=1 for S = Sg, and det(—S;) =2 for S; = Sg,.

Hence in this case

to—1_. det(—S) _ 3
—TSE =2 gamsy) T 2

The idea to make p as small as possible is to force also det(—S3) to be minimal
(after making det(—S;) minimal).

However, the first problem when doing this, is the following: Without the re-
quirement that det(—Ss) is minimal, we could assume w.l.o.g. that u = 1: Assume
u=0,i.e.

Sy Yy oz
S=1y -2 0
20 =2

Now, if z # 0, this vector contains an entry +1, say z; = +1. By applying
a/;lz ---0; ' to S we can “shift down” this entry to the position of u without de-
stroying the minimality of det(—S7). On the other hand, if z = 0, it would follow
0<q¢g<p=0,and 0-¢q—t*>0, thus p= g =t = 0 and therefore © = 4.

But if we also want that det(—S,) is minimal we cannot apply o, in general
without destroying this minimality.

One could try to prove inductively that we can assume p < % In other words
the idea would be to prove that S always can be chosen such that —z'S;z < % if
S is definite. This then can by used inductively for S} to get p < %

The roadmap for this would be as follows: We have
det(—S) 4 —u?+pg—t2 —2p —2q + 2ut

 det(—5) 2—-p

—z'S; e =2
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hence

—o'STlr<w & 4—ur+pg—t*—2p—2q+2ut > (2—w)(2—p)
& w—ul+pg—t*—wp—2¢+2ut >0

So we want to prove (for w = 2) that
O :=2w—u?+pg—1t*—wp—2q+2ut >0
under the hypothesis that p < w. We again know that
0<¢g<p<uw 2ut > u’q pg —t2 > 0.
But even by ignoring the problem that u could be 0 this does not work. This also

does not work for other values for w as g
Assume that v = 1. In this case it only follows that

&> {—%(W —2)?

0<w
—(w—1)2 %gw

A A
N ol

The graph of the right hand side is as follows:

0.00
—0.25
—0.50
—0.75
—1.00

So it fails to get positive at w = %, but it nearly does.
But even if this does not work, one may conjecture:

Conjecture 3. Let S be a definite intersection matrix. Then there exists an equiv-
alent intersection matriz S" of the form

o S w
o= (5 %)

(Note that det(—S;) < 2det(—5S) is equivalent to —z'Sy 'z < 2.)

Besides the problem that one has to show that one can assume u = 1, we
need more information for p, ¢ and t. This can perhaps be done by forcing all
corners to have minimal determinant, not only S; and Sy, and by then using not
only determinant formulas involving the ordinary quasiinverse and the “second
quasiinverse” QI, but higher analogues.

with det(—S7) < 2det(—S5).
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3.3.3 Completion of distinguished bases

As mentioned at the end of Section 3.2.8, another way to prove the conjectures
would be to prove that the family of distinguished bases is an admissible family of
cycles, and that two vanishing cycles which are linearly independent are part of a
distinguished bases. From these two facts the conjectures would follow from their
weaker versions.

So we would have to prove the following:

Let o, B be two vanishing cycles with (o, ) = 1. Then a + [ is a vanishing cycle.
and

Let o, B be two vanishing cycles with o # +[3. Then there exists a distinguished
basis (o, ..., o) with oy = a, ag = f.

However, it is not clear if these two statements are true, at least in general
context. It may be conjectured that both statements are true in the context of
Conjecture 2, i.e. in the case that all Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams equivalent to the
given one contain only lines with a weight of absolute value < 1.

It is also interesting to investigate the second statement for weakly vanishing
cycles, even if it does not suffice to prove the conjecture (however, the analog
versions of the conjectures with “equivalent” replaced by “weakly equivalent” in (x)
would be proven by this):

Let a, B be two weakly vanishing cycles with o« # +3. Then there exists a weakly
distinguished basis (o, ..., ) with oy = o, ap = f.
With help of Proposition 3.1.18 and Corollary 3.1.20 this can be reformulated

as follows:

Given two weakly vanishing cycles aq, an with a; # taw, there exists some 1 <
U1y - - s s Tk < Jb and SOME K1y - .., Kipy, Jork =1,..., 1, and some 11,19 = £1
such that

QU = U+ My, My M, 05, for k= 1,2

and the following holds: Let F,, be the free group generated by x1,...,x,. Set

Bk Kk,2 Kk, —Kk,1 _ —Kk,2 —RE,ry
Yk = xik,rk ik,2 xik,l Je ik 1 wik,Z U,y
Then yi,...,y, also generate JF,.

We only need this statement to be true in the case that the admissible family
of weakly vanishing cycles is simple.
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The Braid Group and the Gabrielov
Group

PN Eeit s

The hawk with talents hides its talons

A.1 The Braid Group

The famous braid group was first brought to attention by E. ARTIN [52]. Nowadays
it has several applications in numerous fields of mathematics.

A.1.1 Definitions of the braid group

The most direct definition of the braid group Br, of n strands is to define it as
the group of braid diagrams modulo homotopy. A braid diagram is a diagram as
follows:

|

> \/:\/\_

Take a vertical bar with n distinguished points. Each braid diagram has this bar
at the left and at the right side. Now a strand is a path moving strictly from left
to right starting at one of the distinguished points of the left bar and ending at
one of the distinguished points of the right bar. The diagram consists of n strands
such that at each distinguished point of the left bar exactly one strand starts and
at each distinguished point of the right bar one strand ends. If two strands cross,
they do not meet each other, but one strand crosses in front of the other strand,
giving the diagram a virtual third dimension. Moreover we demand that at each
horizontal position at most two strands cross. Strands are not allowed to meet
nontransversally.

101
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These braid diagrams form a monoid by concatenating (and removing the bar
between them). For example:

A homotopy of these diagrams is a continuous family of diagrams (with pa-
rameter ¢ € [0, 1]) fixing the vertical bars which starts at the first diagram and
ends at the second diagram. However, this homotopy is allowed to go through
diagrams where at some position not only two strands may cross, but also three
(with correct ordering in the virtual third dimension), or where two times two
strands cross simultaneously at some horizontal position, or where two strands
meet nontransversal (but are in fact separated by the virtual third dimension).

The two main examples for this are:

YO = > T

and

and

Now these examples and the discussion above show the following: Define the
following elements of Br, fori=1,...,n — 1:

Then the elements o4,...,0,-1 generate Br,, and o; 1is in fact the inverse of o;

as the first of the above examples shows. Furthermore we have

0;0;410; = 0,410,041 for i = 1, o — 2,
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as the second of the above examples shows, and
oioj =050, forli—jl>2 (i,j=1,...,n—1),

as the third of the above examples shows. Furthermore the description of the
homotopies given above shows that these relations generate all other relations.
As a result we get the following algebraic definition of the braid group:

Br, :={(01,...,0n1 | 0:01410; = 0;110;0.41 for i =1,...,n—2, (A1)

0i0j = 0;0; for |i — j| > 2 )

On the other hand we can get another definition of the braid group by “making
the virtual third dimension real” Consider an open disc D C C that contains the
points 1,...,n. Now consider the set

X :={{z1,...,2,} | @ €D, x; # x; for i # j} (A.2)
of sets of n pairwise distinct points in D. This set can be identified with
X :=X/8, (A.3)

where

X = {(z1,...,2,) € D" | m; #; fori+#j} (A.4)

is the set of tuples of pairwise distinct points in D, and where the permutation
group S, operates on X by permuting the z;’s. Therefore all these sets carry
natural topologies. X is called the space of n-configurations in D.

Now a braid can be defined as a closed (continuous) path in X, starting and
ending at {1,...,n}, modulo homotopy (the usual homotopy of paths). It is not
hard to see that this gives an identification of braids defined in this way and braid
diagrams modulo homotopy of braid diagrams defined above (see e.g. [52]). One
has to check that each braid can be modified homotopically such that its projection
yields a braid diagram and that each homotopy of braids can by represented by a
homotopy of braid diagrams.

This now gives a third definition of the braid group as follows:

Br,, = m(X)

where X is the space defined above (equation (A.3)). In fact this definition is
independent of the base point {1,...,n} € X. Furthermore it is independent of
the choice of the disc D. In fact one also can use C instead of a disc D.

A.1.2 The pure braid group

The braid group carries a canonical morphism to the symmetric group

f:Br, — 8§,

O; — T;
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where 7; is the transposition interchanging ¢ and ¢ + 1. This morphism simply
forgets how the strands cross and only remembers where the strands start and
end.

Algebraically this morphism follows immediately from the well know presenta-
tion

Sn = <7—1,--'7Tn—1 | TiTi+1Ti = Ti+1TiTi+1 for 7 = 1,...,’/2—27
TiT; = T;T; for |i — j] > 2,
2 _ C_
m=1 fori=1,....,n—1)

Obviously 6 is surjective. The kernel of this map is denoted by P, and called
the pure braid group. We get an exact sequence

1—?, — Br, —3§, — 1.

If D is again an open disc in C (or C itself) one easily sees by the above
description of Br,, that

~

Tn = T (X)
where X is the space defined above (equation (A.4)).

A.1.3 The braid group as a mapping class group

Consider the group I'y of relative isotopy classes of diffeomorphism of a surface S
of genus g with one boundary component which are the identity on the boundary.
In case of ¢ = 0 we can take a closed disc D C C for S. It is well known that T,
is trivial.

Now fix n points xy, ..., z, in S\ 05 and consider the subgroup Iy, of (isotopy
classes of) diffeomorphisms ¢ € I'y with ¢({z1,...,2,}) = {z1,...,2,}. (For
g = 0 we can again assume z; = i for D large enough.) Then one has that

BI‘n = PO ne

)

Similarly, take the subgroup I'y ; of (isotopy classes of) diffeomorphisms ¢ € I';
with ¢(z;) = «; for all i. Then one also has that

P =To4s.

For a proof see e.g. [60]. The geometric idea behind this is the following: Take
a ¢ € I'y,, which is represented by a diffeomorphism of D which fixes {x1,...,7,}
(which again is denoted by ¢). Now consider its image in Iy which is trivial.
Therefore ¢ must be isotopic to the identity in Diff(D, D), i.e. there is an isotopy

H:Dx|[0,1]—D
with Hy =1 and H; = ¢. Set
vi(t) == H(x;,t).
Then ~; is a path from z; to ¢(z;) (which must be equal to some z;), and these
paths together form a braid.

This describes the above map I'y,, — Br,, which has to be checked to be an
isomorphism.
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A.1.4 The Hurwitz action

Consider a group GG. Then we can define the Hurwitz action of the braid group
Br,, on the set G" of n-tuples of elements of G as follows: Fix a k = £1 and set

O (g1 -5 Gis Git1s - Gn) = (g15 -+ Git1, 9141995415 - - -+ Gn) (A.5)

If G is abelian, this action factors over the action of the symmetric group.

Note that equation (A.5) not only defines a (left-)action of Br,, on G™, but also
a right-action (by setting (gx) - 0y := 0y - (gx))-

We consider the case k = 1, the other case is symmetrical. The following is
true for the left- and right-action of Br,, (we only formulate it for the left-action).

Lemma A.1.1. Let (¢1,...,9,) € G and b € Br, and set (¢},...,q,) = b-
(g1,---,9n). Then

(i) There is a permutation © € 8, such that each g; is conjugated to gr (.
(i) Gn - 9291 = Gy, -~ 929,
Proof. Follows directly from the definition. ]

(For the case kK = —1 one has to reverse the order of products g, - - - g2g1 in (ii).)
The interesting fact is that this lemma has a converse which one could use to
define Br,,:

Proposition A.1.2. Consider the Hurwitz action of Br,, on &, for the free group
F. with n generators. Then this action is faithful. Furthermore (x,...,x}) lies
in the orbit of (z1,...,x,) if and only if

i) There is a permutation © € 8, such that each ¥’ is conjugated to T .
p i Jug (i)

(i) @y« wowy = ), - - - b

Furthermore this action restricts to a faithful action on the set of bases of F,.

For a proof see ARTIN [52], Theorem 16.

By this proposition we can define the braid group as a subgroup of Autg..(F))
(where Autg,; denotes the set of automorphisms of sets, i.e. the set of bijective
maps): Br, is the set of those ¢ € Autg.(F),) such that for all g = (g1, ..., ¢g,) the
elements g and ¢’ = ¢(g) satisfy (i) and (ii) of the above proposition.

Now fix a basis (z1,...,2,) of F,. Then we have the following lemma:

Lemma A.1.3. The Hurwitz left-action of Br,, on the set of bases of F,, defines a
right-action of Br,, on &, as follows: Forb € Br, set (x},...,x}) :=b-(x1,...,2,).
Then set

Stmilarly the Hurwitz right-action of Br,, defines a left-action on F,.
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Proof. Let b be a braid word in o4,...,0,_1 and their inverses. We prove by
induction on the word length of b. The case of length 1 is trivial.
So, assume that b = ob’ where o € {01,...,0n,_1,07",...,0,%,} and the word

length of ¥ is smaller than that of b. W.l.o.g. ¢ = o1, the other cases are similar.
Set (Z1,...,Z,) :=b"-(z1,...,2,). Then

b- (ZEI,J]Q, AN 7ZL'n) =01 (5]1,‘%2,. .. 75/’”) = (Zig,i]gi‘llf';l,. .. ,i’n)
Similarly
Z'Q'b/:j'g 1=
b= (2;-00) b = (vomyayt) -V = Tod3y' i=2.

]

The (left-)action on F,, of this lemma is also denoted by the Hurwitz action. It
follows now from the above that we have an embedding

Br,, — Aut(F,)

given by the Hurwitz action.

A.1.5 Some special elements of the braid group

Consider the following elements in Br,:

di=0y 0,1, di=0,1 01,
A= o01(0901) - (Op_1 - 07).

Furthermore consider the following automorphism of Br,,:

. :Br, — Br,

Oi /= On—
(With this notation d is in fact the image of d under this automorphism.)

Lemma A.1.4. The above elements satisfy the following relations:

do; = 0;41d 1=1,....,n—2, (A.6)
do; = 0,_1d i=2,...,n—1, (A7)

A=A= (o1 0,1) - (0109)01, (A.8)
Ao; = 0, A i1=1,....,n—1, (A.9)
A?=d"=d". (A.10)
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Proof. Equation (A.6):

do; = (01 04-1)0i0i41(Ciy2 " Tp_1)0;
= (01 T Ui—1)0i0i+10i(ai+2 T 0n-1)
=01 Ui—1)0i+10iai+1(gi+2 . 'Un—l)

= Ui+1(01 s 'Uifl)o'io'i+1(0'i+2 e 'O'nfl) = 0jq1d.

Equation (A.7) is essentially the same.

Equation (A.8): We will prove this inductively. The case n = 2 is trivial. Set

An,1 = 0'1(0'20'1) cee (0'”,2 N '0'1).

This is the element A in the smaller braid group Br,_; which embeds in Br,. The

induction hypothesis for Br,,_; now translates to

An—l = Un—2(0n—30n—2) ce (01 e 'Un—z) = (01 o 'Un—z) ce (0102)01.

Hence we have

Apq = O'n71<0-n720'n71) ce (02 e 'O'n71>

= 02(0302) T (Unfl T 02) = (Unfl T 02) T (0n710n72)0n71-

Comparing this with equations (A.6) and (A.7) we get

dA,_1 = A,_1d and dA, 1 =A,_d.

Since we have A = A,,_1d, we get
Z - An—ld - dAn_l

which proves the second equality of equation (A.8).
Now

AN, =01 0p_90p_1 - 01(0201) T (Un—3 : "01)(0n—2 T

=01 0Op_2- 0'1(0-20'1) PN (o’n_3 PN O-l)a-n—l(o-n—Q oo

= dn—lAn—Qa

where d; denotes the d of Br; and A; denotes the A of Br;. Inductively we get

dAn—l = dn—lAn—Qa = dn—QAn—Bdn—l ;l == d_l e dn—l C_l =A

which proves equation (A.8).

0'1)

.0'1)

Equation (A.9): We will again prove this inductively. The case n = 2 is trivial.
By the induction hypothesis we know A, 10, = 0,1, fori=1,...,n— 2.

Therefore

Ao; = Anqaai = Anflo'iflc_i = O'n—l—(i—l)Anfla =0, A
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fori = 2,...,n—1. One the other hand, for i = 1 we can use a symmetric argument
by equation (A.8).

Equation (A.10): The algebraic verification is somewhat tedious, so we prove
this geometrically by braid diagrams. The following diagrams show that both A2
and d"” represent the braid which one gets by twisting all strands twice:

Hence the first equation follows. The second equation follows from the first and
equation (A.8). O

From this lemma follows that
A = AT

for all z € Br,, and therefore that A% = d" = d" lies in the center of Br,,. In fact one
can show that this element generates the center (see below, Proposition A.1.18).

A.1.6 The braid group is a Garside group

An interesting question is how to decide if two given words in oy,...,0,_1 and
their inverses define the same braid (the so-called “word problem”). As a first step
one can ask the same question for the positive braid monoid Br;" which is defined

as the monoid of all positive braid words in oy,...,0,, i.e.:
Br = (0oy,...,001| 0i0i410 =01 fori=1,...,n—2,
oi0; =050;  for|i—j| >2 )monoid-
From the works of GARSIDE [74] it follows that two words in oy,...,0,1

represent the same element in Br, if and only if they represent the same element
in Br, (see also [62]). To be more precise, he proved the following cancellation
property:

Proposition A.1.5 (GARSIDE [74], Theorem H). Let x,y be two elements in Br},

and suppose that
o;r = O'jy

Then the following holds:
(i) If i =j then x = y.
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(ii) If i — j| =1 then z = ojo;w and y = o,0;w for some w € Br!.

(iii) If |i — j| > 2 then x = o;w and y = o;w for some w € Br;'.

GARSIDE also proved the following

Proposition A.1.6 (GARSIDE [74], Theorem 5). Let x € Br,,. Then there ezists
a k € Zsq and a positive braid y € Br,} such that

z=A"y.
O

By this proposition one can reduce the word problem of Br, to the one of Br;.
In fact, GARSIDE proved that y can be expressed in some kind of normal form in
the above theorem, such that the factorization x = A~*y becomes unique.

We will not further discuss the word problem here but we will discuss some
additional properties of the braid group, namely that it satisfies the axioms of a
Garside group.

From Proposition A.1.5 (i) it follows that the monoid Br, satisfies the left-
cancellation property:

wr=wy = T=yY

Moreover, since we have an antiautomorphism from Br; to itself by reversing the
order of a positive braid word, we also get that this monoid satisfies the right-
cancellation property.

This cancellation property is the first step to define a Garside monoid. A
Garside monoid has some additional properties, we will define below.

Definition A.1.7. A monoid M is called atomic if it is finitely generated and
satisfies the following property: For any element x € M and any generating set A

of M the length of words consisting of letters a € A representing the element g is
bounded.

The following lemma is easy to prove (see e.g. [71]):

Lemma A.1.8. A monoid M is atomic if and only if there exists a function
v:M — Zsq such that v(x) >0 for all z € M \ {1} and

v(zy) = v(z) +v(y)
for all z,y € M.

The positive braid monoid is atomic: All relations for Br," are homogenous, i.e.
we have a well-defined length function

g:BI‘: —>ZZO
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which maps each braid word in oy, ...,0,_1 to its length.

If M is atomic, left and right divisibility are partial orderings (if there is an
equality x = yz then y is called a left divisor of x, z a right divisor of z, and x is
called a right multiple of y and a left multiple of z). Thus we can ask for infima and
suprema for these orderings, i.e. for left-l.c.m.s and left-g.d.c.s resp. right-l.c.m.s
and right-g.d.c.s. If they exist, for two elements x,y € M we denote by a Vb,
aAp b, aVgband a Ag b the left-l.c.m., the left-g.d.c., the right-l.c.m. resp. the
right-g.d.c. of x and .

Definition A.1.9. A Gaussian monoid M is a monoid which satisfies the left-
and right-cancellation property, which is atomic, and which contains a Vy b and
aVgbforall a,be M.

A Gaussian monoid M also contains a Ar, b and a Ar b for all a,b € M: a A, b
is the right-l.c.m. of all common left divisors of a and b, and similarly for a Ag b.

One can show that a Gaussian monoid embeds in its group of fractions (this
follows from the fact that it satisfies Ore’s conditions, see [107]). However, for the
positive braid monoid this already follows from GARSIDE’s results.

The positive braid monoid is indeed a Gaussian monoid, as it follows from
the above and from GARSIDE [74], Lemma 7, which states that the positive braid
monoid contains all finite l.c.m.s.

Definition A.1.10. If M is an atomic monoid, an atom x € M is an element such
that an equation yz = x for y,2 € M impliesy =1 or z = 1.

In the case of Br;! the atoms are exactly the elements o1, ...,0, ;.
Lemma A.1.11. The set of atoms generates M .

Proof. Let x € M. We will prove by induction over v(z) that x is a finite product
of atoms. Either x is an atom itself, or there are y,z € M\ {1} with x = yz. Then
v(y),v(z) < v(z), hence y and z are finite products of atoms. Therefore z is a
finite product of atoms too. 0

In particular, the set of atoms is finite.

Definition A.1.12. In a Gaussian monoid, the left-l.c.m. of all atoms is denoted
by Ay and the right-l.c.m. of all atoms is denoted by Ag.

A left divisor or Ap is called left simple and a right divisor of Ay, is called right
simple.

Definition A.1.13. A Garside monoid is a Gaussian monoid where the set of left
simple elements is equal to the set of right simple elements.
A Garside group is the group of fractions of a Garside monoid.

It is now easy to see that the positive braid monoid is in fact a Garside monoid
in the sense of this definition, hence the braid group is a Garside group.

For a Garside monoid one has that A;, = Ag. This element is simply denoted
by A and is called the fundamental element of M or the Garside element of M.
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In the case of the braid group, the element A introduced above is in fact the
fundamental element.
A Garside group has many good properties. For example, we have

Proposition A.1.14. A Garside group is torsion free.
Proof. See e.g. DEHORNOY [70]. O
Also we have

Proposition A.1.15. For a Garside group the word problem is always solvable.
To be more precise, for each Garside group there exists a language of normal forms.

Proof. For a discussion of this see e.g. DEHORNOY [71]. O

Moreover, the fundamental element A of a Garside group plays a central role:

Proposition A.1.16 (DEHORNOY [71], Proposition 2.6). Let M be a Garside
monoid and let A be the set of its atoms. Then there exists a permutation w: A —
A such that

Az =m(z)A

for all x in A. In particular, if k is the order of ™ then A™ lies in the center of the
Garside group defined by M. O

This generalizes equation (A.9) of Lemma A.1.4 to general Garside groups.

A.1.7 Other presentations of the braid group

The presentation in equation (A.1) above involving the generators o; is due to
ARTIN and is therefore called the Artin presentation of Br,. But there are other
presentations besides this.

In [62] BIRMAN, K00, and LEE introduced another presentation, called the
BKL presentation of the braid group (see [62]). They introduced elements

045 = (0]-__110']-__12 e O-i_.:l)a-i(o-i—&—l c. O'j_QO'j_l)
for each 1 <4 < j < n. This element crosses the i** strand over the ;' strand in
front of the other strands.
With this notation o; = 0, ;41, hence these elements obviously also generate the
braid group. BIRMAN, KOO, and LEE showed that these elements together with
the following relations form a presentation of Br,,:

00kl = Ok10;j for (Z-k’)(l-l)(]—k’)(]—l) >0 (andi<j, k’<l>

0305k = Ojk0ik = Oik04; for i < j <k

One can also look at the monoid BKL; of positive words in these elements. Tt
is also a Garside monoid and the braid group is the group of its fractions. This
shows that a Garside group can be the group of fractions of more than one Garside
monoid.

In analogue to Proposition A.1.6 BIRMAN, KOO, and LEE showed:
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Proposition A.1.17. Let x € Br,,. Then there exists a k € Zso and a y € BKL}
such that
z=d"y.

Here d is the same element as defined above, i.e.
d = 012023 .. -On—1n

in this presentation. With this new presentation they also presented a new solution
to the word problem for Br,.

Another representation of the braid groups is already due to ARTIN [51]. By
equation (A.6) of Lemma A.1.4 it follows that all braid groups are in fact generated
by only two elements, namely oy and d, since by this equation one has

g; = di_l()’ld_(i_l).

ARTIN showed that these elements together with the following relations form a
presentation of the braid group:

O'ldiO'ldii = diO'ldilO'l for 2 < 1 < %
d" = (oo)" !
Using this presentation, CHOW showed first in [67] the following:

Proposition A.1.18 (CHOW [67]). For n > 3 the center of the braid group Br,
is generated by AZ. ]

There are several other proofs of this fact, e.g. using GARSIDE’s normal forms,
or e.g. a geometrical proof (using hyperplane arrangements) in [68].

Since Br,, is torsion free (Proposition A.1.14) this shows that the center of Br,
is infinitely cyclic (of course also for Bry = 7Z).

A.1.8 Representations of the braid group

Since we have the canonical morphism Br,, — §,,, each representation of the sym-
metric group yields a representation of the braid group. The irreducible represen-
tations of the symmetric group are in 1-to-1 correspondence to so-called Young
diagrams which furthermore are in 1-to-1 correspondence to partitions of n.

For example, the partition n =141+ --- 4 1 corresponds to the parity rep-
resentation, mapping each m € §,, to its parity £1 (even or odd). The partition
n = n corresponds to the trivial representation.

Consider the standard representation of the symmetric group, given by per-
muting the entries of a vector in C", i.e.

0 1
T ]]-i—l ¥ (1 0) b ]]-n—i—1~

This representation is reducible, since it fixes the diagonal in C". The induced
representation on the (n — 1)-dimensional subspace of all (z,...,2,) € C" with
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z1 + -+ + 2z, = 0 is irreducible. This representation corresponds to the partition
n=m-1)+1.

However, there are of course other representations. The most important ones
are the so-called Burau representation and the Lawrence-Krammer representation.

The Burau representation

The Burau representation was first introduced 1935 by BURAU [65]. It can be
introduced ad-hoc as a matrix representation over the ring Z[t,t!] as follows:

11—t ¢
g; — ]]-i—l S¥ ( 1 O) S5 ]]-n—i—l‘

By setting by ¢t = 1 one gets the standard representation of the symmetric group,
hence the Burau representation can be thought of as some kind of deformation of
this representation.

It is straightforward to check that these matrices satisfy the braid relations
which shows that the above mapping indeed defines a representation of Br,.

While it was known early that the Burau representation is faithful for n < 3,
it was long time unknown if it is faithful for all n. However, in 1991 MoODY [84]
showed that it is not faithful for large n (to be more precise for n > 9). His result
was later improved by LONG and PATON [82] to n > 6 and by BIGELOW [54] to
n > 5. This question remains still open for n = 4.

As for the standard representation of the symmetric group, the Burau repre-
sentation is reducible and splits as above into a 1-dimensional representation and
a (n — 1)-dimensional representation. The latter is denoted by the reduced Burau
representation. If can be expressed as a matrix representation as follows:

1 -t 0
g; — ]].7;_2 D O —t 0 ©® ]]-n—i—2
0 -1 1

where one has to cut off the first resp. last row and column of the 3 x 3-matrix for
i=1resp.2=n—1;ie.

—t 0 1 —t
o1 — (_1 1) ) ]].n,3 and Op—1— ]]-n73 ) (O —t) .

The reduced Burau representation is often called simply the Burau representa-
tion throughout the literature.

There is a nice geometrical interpretation of the (reduced) Burau representation.
Take again a closed disc D C C and fix n points zy,...,z, in D = D\ dD. Also
take a base point y € dD. Set D,, = D\ {z1,...,2,}.

Then m(D,,y) is the free group with n generators where these n generators
are represented by a path from y nearly to z;, then circling counterclockwise one
time around z; and then back to y. This path is denoted by w;.
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Figure A.1: Generators for m(D,,y)

For a 71 (D, y) 3 [7] = [wy,|* - - - [ws, ¥ we define the total winding number to
be w([y]) := k1 + - - - + k,. This defines a surjective map

w : 1 (Dy,y) — 7.

Its kernel now defines a regular covering D,, of D,, whose group of covering trans-
formations is Autp, (D,) = Z. Therefore the homology Hi(D,) has a Z[t,t']-
structure where ¢ denotes the operation of a generator of the group of covering
transformations. It can be shown that H,(D,) is a free Z[t,t~]-module of rank
n—1.

Since, as discussed above, Br,, can be thought of as the mapping class group of
the n-punctured disc, any element b € Br,, can be represented by a diffeomorphism
¢ : D, — D, which respects the boundary 0D. Now (after fixing a base point
§ € D,, mapping to y) o lifts uniquely to a diffeomorphism P D, — D,, which
yields an Z[t, t~]-module automorphism ¢, : H'(D,,) — H'(D,). Since H'(D,) =
(Z[t,t7])""! we get in this way a map

Br, — GL, 1 (Z[t,t™])

which can be shown to be equivalent to the reduced Burau representation.

The Lawrence-Krammer representation

The Lawrence-Krammer representation can be presented — as the Burau represen-
tation — either algebraically as a matrix representation or by similar methods as in
the case of the Burau representation topologically. It was first introduced (among
other representations of Br,) 1990 by LAWRENCE [80] by topological methods.
KRAMMER |[78] then gave in 2000 a purely algebraic definition of this represen-
tation. He also showed that it is faithful for n = 4. BIGELOW [56] shortly later
showed that it is faithful for all n, by topological methods which was proven again
by KRAMMER [79] by algebraic methods. Thus by these results the braid group is
a linear group for all n.

Set R = Z[q,q¢ ', t,t71] and m = "(”271). The Lawrence-Krammer representa-
tion is a map

Br, — GLn(R).
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The elements of a basis of R™ we denote by z;; for 1 < ¢ < j < n. On these
elements the braid group operates as follows:

OkTkktl = tP Ty 1
okt = (1 — Q)i + qi gy1 fori < k
OkTik41 = Tik T tg" " (g — Dxgg fori<k
orr; = tq(q — V)T g1 + qTppr;  for k+1<j
OkTri1j = Thj + (1 — @)t for k+1<j
OkTij = Ty fori<j<kork+1<i<y
OpTi; = Ti5 + tqk_i(q — 1)2xk,k+1 fori<k<k+1<jy

For example, for n = 3 we have

t¢* tqlg—1) 0 1—gq 1 0
op— | O 0 1 , 09 — q 0 0
0 q 1—gq 0 t¢*(g—1) t¢

and for n = 4 we have

tq® tq(q—1) tq(¢—1) 0 0 0 l=¢ 1 0 0 0 0
R S R
0 0 0 0 10

a1l 0 ¢ 0 1-¢q 0 0> 7277 0 tP(g-1) talg-1)? te? ta(q—1) O | >
) q 0 1-¢0 0 0 0 1
) 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ¢ 1-¢
10 0 0 0 0
01-q 1 0 0 0
0 q 0 0 0 0

03— |10 0 0 1—q 1 0
0 0 0 q 0 0
0 0 tg®(g—1) 0 tg*(g—1) t¢?

A.1.9 The action of the braid group on distinguished sys-
tems of paths

Recall that the braid group can be defined as the mapping class group of the n-
punctured disc. So, let again D C C be a closed disc and fix n points z1, ..., 2,
in D = D\ 9D and a base point y € dD. Set again D,, = D \ {z1,...,2,}.

Now let v : [0,1] — D be a piecewise differentiable path with v(0) = y and
v(1) = z; for an i = 1,...,n such that v is injective with v(]0,1[) C D N D,,.

Such a path v defines an element w(vy) € m(D,,y): Follow the path v up to
nearly its endpoint x;, then circle around x; anti-clockwise, then follow + back to
y, see Figure A.2.

Now consider a family of paths (7;);=1,.» which all have the properties as above
such that each 7; ends at a different z; (i.e. there is a permutation 7 such that ~;
ends at z.(j)). Set w; 1= w(v;).

Definition A.1.19. A family of paths (v;) as above is called a weakly distinguished
system of paths if [w1], ..., [w,] generate m1(D,,y).



116 A Appendix: The Braid Group and the Gabrielov Group

Figure A.2: The loop w(y) € m1(D,,y) associated to

It is clear that a sufficient condition for being a weakly distinguished system of
paths is that the 7; do not intersect each other (apart from the starting point y;
i.e. from v;(t) = i (s) it follows that j =k or t = s = 0).

Definition A.1.20. A family of paths (v;) as above is called a distinguished system
of paths if the v; do not intersect each other (as above) and furthermore the
following is true: The starting vectors £+;(0) are ordered anti-clockwise, i.e.

arg £75,(0) > arg £~,(0) for k> j.

(Take here a branch of arg that is defined continuously on a half-space H C C
that contains the disc when y is moved to the origin.)

&),

Figure A.3: A distinguished system of paths

Define an isotopy of two (weakly) distinguished systems of paths (7;) and (v})
to be a differentiable map

H:{1,....,n} x[0,1] x [0,1] — D

such that
and (H(j,-, 5))].:1 . forms a (weakly) distinguished system of paths for all s €

.....

[0, 1]. Two isotopic (weakly) distinguished systems of paths define the same basis
(lwrls - - [wn]) of w1 (Dn,y).

An element b € Br,, now can be represented by a diffeomorphism ¢ : D — D
which respects the boundary 0D and the set {zi,...,2z,}. If now (v;);=1,. ., is

.....
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a (weakly) distinguished system of paths, then (¢ o 7;);=1, ., is again a (weakly)
distinguished system of paths which is well-defined up to isotopy. This defines an
action of the braid group Br,, on the set of (weakly) distinguished systems of paths
up to isotopy.

If (v;) is a distinguished system of paths, the operation of o; on (v;) can be
described as follows: For the paths of the new distinguished system of paths (7;) =
o; - () one has that

Vi for j £ 4,1+ 1
7; is homotopic to ¢ 71 for j =1

fyiolel for j =i+ 1.

(where a concatenated path [ o « runs first through «), see Figure A.4.

i v

Y 73 22,0 Y V2
V2
g 7

Figure A.4: The operation of the braid group on isotopy classes of distinguished
systems of paths

We will use the following notation introduced by GARBER, KAPLAN and TE-
ICHER [73]:

Definition A.1.21. For a distinguished system of paths (v;) the corresponding
basis ([w;]) of m1(D,,y) is called a geometric basis or short g-base.

With this notation, the action of the braid group on isotopy classes of (weakly)
distinguished bases induces an action on g-bases. The above description shows

[w;] for j #4,i+1

[wi] = 4 [wita] for j =i

[wi1] - [wi] - [wiga] ™" for j =i+ 1,
thus this action is just the (restriction of the) Hurwitz action on ).
Proposition A.1.22. The action of the braid group on g-bases is simply transitive.
Proof. If ([w;]) and ([w]) are two g-bases of m1(D,,y), then
[wn] -+ fwn] = [0D] = [wp] -+ - [wn].

Since 71 (Dy,y) = F,, by Proposition A.1.2 there exists a braid b € Br,, such that
b-([wj]) = ([wj]), hence transitivity follows. That the action is faithful follows from
the fact that the Hurwitz action on bases of the free group is faithful. ]
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A.2 The Gabrielov Group

Recall that Proposition A.1.2 and Lemma A.1.3 give a possibility to redefine the
braid group as the subgroup of Aut(%F,) consisting of Hurwitz operations (when
fixing a basis (z1,...,x,) of Fy:

Br, = {y € Aut(F,) | Im € 8,, s.t. ¢(z;) is conjugated to x.;) Vi and
P(@n) - p(T2)p(T1) = Tn - - - T2 }.
(A.11)
Since the pure braid group is the kernel under the canonical map Br, — §,,
we get from equation (A.11) a similar (re-)definition of P,,:

P, ={p € Aut(F,) | p(z;) is conjugated to z; Vi and

(A.12)
p(zn) -+ p(r2)p(T1) = Ty -~ T2T1 }.

By the same ideas we can define the pure Gabrielov group and the Gabrie-
lov group as subgroups of Aut(F,,) consisting of basis-conjugating automorphisms:
Define the pure Gabrielov group as

PGabr, = {¢ € Aut(F,) | ¢(z;) is conjugated to z; Vi}. (A.13)
and the Gabrielov group as
Gabr, = {p € Aut(F,) | 37 € 8, s.t. ¢(z;) is conjugated to z; Vi}. (A.14)

It is not very common in the literature to call these groups the pure Gabrielov
group resp. the Gabrielov group, but they will play here the role of acting on
weakly distinguished systems of paths (and weakly distinguished bases in the main
chapters) by so-called Gabrielov transformations, hence this name suggests itself.

The pure Gabrielov group was investigated by HUMPHRIES [76] and
McCooL [83]. HUMPHRIES found a set of generators for this group and McCoOL
found a little bit later a presentation of this group (using the same generators).

Let G be an arbitrary group and consider the following map ﬁ; € Autg., (G™)
for 1 <4,5 <n,i+# j:

ﬁ;’(gla"’7gi7"'agj7"'agn) = (917"‘7gi7"'7gigjgi_17"'7gn) or

~i . (A.15)
P5(G1s s Gjs ey GisevvsGn) = (G151, 9i93Gi -1 Gir- -+ Gn)

depending on whether 7 < j or 7z > j.
Now take G = F,, and fix a basis (x1,...,z,) of F,. Then replacing g1, ..., gn
by x1,...,z, in equations (A.15) defines automorphisms

Tk for k #£ j

1

i e Aut(F, Ly =
p; € Aut(F,)  pf -y { for k—

X5,

which are obviously elements of PGabr,,. HUMPHRIES showed that these elements
generate the pure Gabrielov group. McCoOOL then showed that the pure Gabrielov
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group has the following presentation:

PGabr, == (pj (1 <i,5 <mn, i # j) | pjpi = pi'p} for |{i,j, k,1}| = 4,
PiPk = PiP; for |{i, j, k}| = 3,
Pi(0Ee5) = (o of)ef for [{i, 7.k} =3 )
Equations (A.15) then define an action of the pure Gabrielov group on G" by
P5 - (915, 9n) = P5(g1, - - -, gn). Note that the same equations also define a right
action of PGabr, on 7 (by setting (gx) - p} := p’ - (gx)) and that an analogue of
Lemma A.1.3 is true in this setting.
The symmetric group §,, also acts on G" simply by permuting the elements of
an n-tuple. Analogously we get an embedding

Sp — Autge (F7)
after fixing again a basis (z1,...,x,) of the free group F, by
xy fork#i,i+1
Ti%p = § Tip1 for k=1
; fork=1i+1

where 7; is the transposition which interchanges i and i +1 (i =1,...,n—1).
It is now easy to see that the Gabrielov group Gabr,, is the semidirect product

Gabr,, := §,, x PGabr,, .

Here §,, acts on PGabr,, by operating on the indices of the generators, i.e.

i m(i)
THPj = Pa(j)

for m € §,,. By this we see that Gabr,, can be written by generators and relations
as follows: As generators take

,02» for 1<4,j<n,i#j and
7 for 1<i<n-1.

These satisfy the following relations:

pior = pi s for |{i, j, k, 1} = 4,
PPk = Pil; for [{i,7,k}| = 3,
o5 (05 %) = (0 o) for |{i, 5, k}| =3
TiTiv1Ti = Ti41TiTit1
TiTj = TjT; for |i — 5] > 2
=1
Tz’PEH = rpitt = P§+1Tz’
TP = Py Tj-1Pj = P51Tj-1 for j #i+1
Ti,1p3- = p;ﬁlTl;l ij;- = p;’+17—j for j 7& 1—1

Tkp;»:pé»Tk fork=#£1—1,i,5—1,7.
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The braid group is then a subgroup of the Gabrielov group:

S R A
Oi = TiPy = Pit1Ti

Similar to the action of the braid group on the set of distinguished systems of
paths there is an action of the Gabrielov group on the set of weakly distinguished
systems of paths in the obvious way. If (vx) is a distinguished system of paths,

then (7;,) = pj - (%) is given by

o for k # j

7, is homotopic to . ,
vjow,  fork=j.

From the definition of the Gabrielov group is follows immediately that this action
is simply transitive.

There are some other groups that can be defined as subgroups of Aut(F,) in a
similar way. For a discussion see BRIESKORN [63].

A.3 Automorphic Sets

Consider the category of sets with a product: An object of this category is a pair
(A,>) consisting of a set A and a map

>:AXA— A

A morphism ¢ : (A,>) — (B,>) is amap ¢ : A — B with p(a>b) = ¢(a) > p(b).
@ is an isomorphism in this category if and only if its underlying map of sets is
bijective.

Definition A.3.1. An automorphic set is a set with product (A,>) such that for
all @ € A the mapping a>-: A — A is an automorphism of sets with product.

This definition is equivalent to the following:
(i) Given a,b € A there exists exactly one ¢ € A with a>c=1b.

(ii) For a,b,c € A one has

av>(brc)=(a>b)>(arc). (A.16)

As an important example each group G defines an automorphic set (G,>) as
follows:
g h:=ghg™! g,h €G.

For each automorphic set (A,>) and each n € N we have an operation of the
braid group and the Gabrielov group on A" as follows:

UZ--(al,...,ai,aiﬂ,...,an) = (al,...,ai+1,ai+1>ai,...,gn)
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and

i -
P (ar, oy, an) = (A, Gy A > G Ay) or

pé-(al,...,aj,...,ai,...,an) = (a1, Q> A, Gy, )

depending on whether ¢ < j or ¢ > j.

If one takes (A,>) = (G,>) for a group G as above, this action is precisely the
Hurwitz action.

For a mnice discussion of automorphic sets and applications see e.g.
BRIESKORN [63].

A.4 Simple Loops in D,

Definition A.4.1. Let X be a real manifold. A simple loop in X with base point
y € X is a piecewise differentiable path v : [0,1] — X with (0) = v(1) = y which
yields an homeomorphism of S' onto its image.

Let again D be a closed disc in C andﬁx n points x1,...,o, in D = D\ D
and a base point y € dD. Set again D,, = D\ {x1,...,z,}.

Proposition A.4.2. If v is a simple loop in D,, then there exists a geometric
basis ([wi], ..., [wn]) of m1(Dy,y) such that

= ws] - [wi] - [wil
for some 1 < 1 < jo < - <j. < n.

Proof. By the Jordan Curve Theorem and the Riemann Mapping Theorem v en-
closes a subset £ C D which is homeomorphic to the unit disc in €, and with
OF = im+~ (this is in fact the Schonflies Theorem). Set E = E \ OF.

Then £ contains some of the z’s, say z;,,...,x; for some 1 < j; < jo < -+ <
jr <n. Set B, = E\ {zj,...,7;}.

Now select a distinguished system of paths for F, (with base point y) that
respects the numbering of the 2’s. This can be completed to a distinguished system
of paths for D,, (eventually we have to deform v homotopically if it starts or ends
in tangential direction at y € D to make place for the additional paths). This
yields a geometric base (jw1], ..., [wy]) for D, such that ([wj,],...,[w;,] is one for
E,..

Since for a geometric basis one always has that the product over the elements
of the basis is homotopic to the boundary of the disc, this is also true for E,, hence
we get

] = [0E:] = [wj.] - - [wpn] - [wsu-



Appendix B

Some Auxiliary Lemmas

FEJ < tiiﬁé}mﬁflf\\ %b>@L1:§mﬁﬁ\

To ask may bring momentary shame, but not to ask brings everlasting shame

B.1 Some Matrix Lemmas

B.1.1 Definite and semidefinite matrices

The criteria for definiteness and semidefiniteness given in the following proposition
are well-known:

Proposition B.1.1. A symmetric matric A € Mat(n x n,R) is
(i) positive definite if and only if

det A, >0 Vk=1,...,n

for
Ak = (Aij)lgigk € Mat(k X k’, @)
1)<k
(ii) positive semidefinite if and only if
det A >0
for all quadratic principal submatrices A of A (i.e. A= (Aij)l-% for some
j€

JcCA{l,...,n}).
[]

B.1.2 Triangular matrices

In this section we denote by k a commutative ring with unit and with k* the
multiplicative group of the units of k.

122
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Lemma B.1.2. Let M € GL(n,k) such that M = AB with A and B as follows:
A is an invertible lower triangular matrix and B an upper triangular matriz which
has 1’s on the diagonal.

Then A and B are uniquely determined by M.

Proof. We prove inductively. The case n = 1 is trivial. Write

(A1 O _(B1 y
=) = (0)

(where A, B; € GL(n—1,k%) have the same properties as A and B, and z,y € k"1,

a € k*). Then
_(AB Ay
M = (xtBl ry+a)’
By the induction hypothesis A; and B; are determined by A;Bj; therefore we get
x and y from z'B; resp. Ay, and finitely we get a from x'y + a. [

Lemma B.1.3. Let A € GL(n x n,k) be an invertible lower triangular matriz.
Then its inverse B := A~ is determined by the following property: Define

a = (Aps11,- -5 Apgip) € KF (
CL -— Akk (

Then By = (cfl) and fork=1,...,n—1

B By 0
U\ anaBr g/
Proof. Define also

Ay = (Az‘j)lgigk S Mat(k‘ X k’,lk) (k’ =1,... ,n).
1<55<k
We will show inductively that AyBy = 1, for k=1,...,n. A;B; =1, is clear. So
assume that we have shown that A.B, =1, for k=1,...,n — 1. We then have

(A O B 0
Ars1Brn = (ak Ck—l—l) (_CkilakBk c"“il)

. A By 0 (1 O
CLkBk — CkJrlC];J,l_lak'Bk Ck+1C,;_|1_1 0 1/
[

Lemma B.1.4. Let M, N € GL(n,k) and let 1 < k < n be an integer. Suppose
that M s a lower triangular matriz with M;; = 0 for j #1i >k, and M;; =1 for
i >k, and that N;; =0 for j # i # k and Ny =1 for i # k. Set a := Ny, (then
aek*).

Then P := NM = M'B with M' a lower triangular matriz with M]; = 0 for
j#i>k M, =a, M, = M,; fori <k and Mj, =1 fori >k, and B an
upper triangular matriz with 1’s on the diagonal such that B;; = 0 for j # i > k.
Moreover, N, M, M’ and B are uniquely determined by P.

kE=1,...,n—1)
k=1,..

., n)



124 B Appendix: Some Auxiliary Lemmas

Proof. Write

M 0 0 1,1 0 0
M=10 1 0 , N = r a oy
0 0 1,_, 0 0 1,_;

with M € GL(k — 1,k) a lower triangular matrix and = € k*~!, y € k"%, Then

M 0 0 M 0 0 1, , 0 0
P={azM a y |=|2M a 0 0 1 aly|=MB.
0 0 1L, 0 0 1, 0 0 1, ,

By Lemma B.1.2, M’ and B are uniquely determined by P, and from M’ and B
one gets uniquely M and N back, as the above calculation shows. O

If we use this lemma (and the calculation in the proof) inductively, we get the
following;:

Lemma B.1.5. Let a € k* and for each 1 < k < n let Ny be a matrix of the
following form:

1,4, 0 O
Ne=| o a y
0 0 1,4
with x, € k¥~ y, € k"%, Define
Ok—l 0 0 n Ok—l 0 0 n
Xp={ o 0 0|, X=)X;, i=| 0 0 w5 |, Y=> Y
0 0 On—k k=1 0 0 On—k k=1

Then the product P := N, --- NoNy can be calculated as follows:
Ny NNy = a(—=X +1) "' (a7'Y +1).
Furthermore, the product P determines its factors Ny, ..., N,.

Proof. By the previous lemma (and the calculation in the proof of it), we have
inductively that Ny --- Ny Ny = Ay B), where

(A, 0O . < (A 0
Ak = <O ]]_n_k> with Al = (a), Ak == (,I‘kAk_l CL)

and
o (L 00
Bk = Bk tee BgBl with Bk = 0 1 a‘lyk
0 0 1,_%

Hence one gets B,, = a~'Y +1 and by Lemma B.1.3 one sees that A, is the inverse
of —a™'X +a 1.

The last statement follows again from Lemma B.1.2 (or inductively from the
last statement of the previous lemma). O
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By looking a little more closer one gets the following more general lemma:

Lemma B.1.6. Let J C {1,...,n} be a set of indices, write J = {j1,...,Jr} with
g1 <---<Jp, and Ng, X, Y and P be defined as in the previous lemma. Further-
more, let X, Y, and P be the principal submatrices of X, Y resp. P which one
gets by deleting the i-th row and i-th column fori & J. Set P := N; - N;,N;, .
Then
P= a(—X + ﬂ)_l(cflff + ]1)7

and P is the principal submatriz of PY) which one gets by deleting the i-th rows
and i-th columns for i ¢ J. Furthermore the i-th row of P\Y) is trivial fori ¢ J,
i.e. Pi(i‘]) =1 and mg;-]) =0 for j #1.

Proof. This lemma follows from the previous lemma by deleting all i-th rows and
i-th columns for ¢ ¢ J and the fact that the matrices Ny are trivial except for the
k-th row (i.e. they become the identity matrix when deleting the k-th row and the
k-th column). H

B.1.3 Higher quasiinverses

In this section we will discuss some expansions for the determinant which can
be derived from the Laplace expansion law for the determinant. For the sake of
completeness we state Laplace’s result here. (Again in this section k denotes an
arbitrary commutative ring with unit.)

Proposition B.1.7 (Laplace’s expansion law for the determinant). Let A =

(aij)1§i§n € Mat(n x n,k). Fiz a rowi =1,...,n resp. a column j = 1,...,n.
1<j<n
Then we have

det A = Z(—l)”jaij det A,y resp.  det A= Z(—l)iﬂazj det Agy).-
j=1 i=1

Here and in the following, for a matrix A € Mat(n x m, k) we denote by
Al ivijiygs) for 1 <vdq, ... 4, < n pairwise distinct and 1 < j1,...,7, < m
pairwise distinct the (n —r) x (m — s)-matrix which one gets by deleting the rows
i1,...,1 and the columns ji, ..., js from A. (We allow the case r = 0 resp. s = 0;
in that case we would write A, . ;.) resp. Ag,, i)

The following definitions still make sense if we allow determinants of “empty”
matrices: If A is an n x n-matrix, then define det Ay .1, ») = 1. Furthermore, in
the following formulas there are terms adet Ag, . ;... ) Where not all 7y,... 4,
or all ji,...,js are pairwise distinct; however, such undefined determinants only
occur with a zero coefficient a, thus these undefined determinants can be ignored.

Notation. For a quadratic matrix A € Mat(n x n,k) and k € Z>( we write

corank A > k
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if and only if £ < n and all principal (n — k)-minors vanish.
Moreover we write corank A > k if and only if either £ = 0 or corank A > k—1;
and we write corank A = k if and only if corank A > k and corank A # k.

Note that if k is a field we have
corank A = n — rank A.

As an easy application of Laplace’s expansion law one has the existence of the
so-called quasiinverse of a quadratic matrix: For A € Mat(n x n,k) one defines a
matrix A € Mat(n x n, k) as follows:

(A)yg = (1) det A
Laplace’s expansion law is now equivalent to
AA = AA =det A-1. (B.1)

The quasiinverse has the following properties (since we will later state a similar
lemma we include some trivial properties here):

Lemma B.1.8. For A € Mat(n x n,k), A € k and C € GL(n,k) we have:
(lin) (AA) = A4,
(tr) (&) = (A7),
(be) (C—1AC) = C1AC.
(inv) AA=detA-1.
(ker) (i) Ifdet A =0, then im A C ker A
(if) If corank A > 2, we have A = 0.
(i) If k is a field and dimker A = 1, then we have ker A = im A.

(sd) (k=R.) If A is symmetric and positive semidefinite, so is A.
(def) (k=R.) If A is symmetric and positive definite, so is A

Before we prove this we formulate a first formula for the determinant which
involves the quasiinverse:

Lemma B.1.9. Let A € Mat(n x n,k) be of the following form:

(2 )
z a
with Ay € Mat((n —1) x (n —1),k), z,y €e k"', a € k. Then

det A = adet A; — 2'Ayy. (B.2)
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Proof. By using Laplace’s expansion law for the last row of A we get

n n—1
det A = Z(—l)”“am det Ay = adet Ay + Z(—l)””xi det((Al y)(;i)>.
=1 =1

Now use Laplace’s expansion law for the last column of the remaining determinants.
We get

n—1 n—1
det A = adet A; + Z(—l)”“xi Z(—l)”’lﬂ'yj det(Ay) () = adet Ay — 2! Ayy.
i=1 =1

O

Remark B.1.10. As a special case of the previous lemma we get (for A € Mat(n x
n,k), x,y € k™) the formula

~ A
' Ay = — det (xt g) (B.3)

Proof of Lemma B.1.8. (lin) and (tr) are trivial and (inv) is (as said above) a direct
consequence of Laplace’s expansion law.

To prove (bc) we use the previous lemma (resp. the remark after it): By equa-
tion (B.3), for all z,y € k™ we have that

t—1\ g _ A Cy
wenaey = —det (o )

et c o\ '/ A oy /C 0
n 0 1 r'C7t 0 0 1
C1AC
= —det ( ot g)
= xt(CﬁXC)y
for all x,y.
(ker) (i): Let v € im A. Then there exists a w € k" with Aw = v. By (inv) we
then have that Av = AAw =det A-w = 0.
(ker) (ii): If corank A > 2, then all (n — 1) X (n — 1)-minors of A vanish, hence
A=0.
(ker) (iii): If k is a field and dimker A = 1 , we can by (bc) assume w.l.o.g.
that A is of the form

aix ... Q1np-—1 0
A=
Qp1 .. Qpnp—1 0
In this case we get that
0O ... 0
i I
0 ... 0
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where the b’s are all (n — 1)-minors of the matrix A,,. Since the rank of Ay is
maximal, not all b’s can be zero. Therefore (ker) (iii) follows.

(def): If A is definite, then it is invertible, hence A=detA- A1, But if A is
definite, so is A™!, and det A > 0.

(sd): Note that the mapping A — A is continuous. So (sd) can be deduced
from (def) by considering a semidefinite matrix as a limit of definite matrices.
Alternatively, since A is real and symmetric, there exists a C' € GL(n,R) such
that C'AC = diag(ay, as, ..., a,). By (bc) we can therefore assume w.l.o.g. that
A is a diagonal matrix. The quasiinverse of diag(ay,...,a,) is

diag(ag -+ ap,a1a3 -+ Qpy ... Q1+ Ap_q).

Since a diagonal matrix is positive semidefinite resp. definite if and only if all
diagonal entries are nonnegative resp. positive, we get that (sd) and (def) hold. [

We now go one step further. The entries of the quasiinverse were defined as
the determinants of those matrices which one gets by deleting one row and column
from A (and attaching the correct sign). We now define a similar construction
which involves deleting two rows and columns.

Definition B.1.11. For A € Mat(n x n,k) and z,y,z,w € k" define a matrix
QLy(z, A,y) € Mat(n x n,k) and Qly(z,z, A, y, w) € k as follows:

(Q12<x7 A7 y))” = Z 8(17 J)g(ka Z)xkyl det A(l,j;k,i),

k=1
with o
(=)™ i<y
e(i,j) :=<%0 i=j
(_1)z+j+1 P>
and

QI2(Za z, A7 Y, w) = mt QIZ(Z7 A, y)Z - Z 6(l7 ]>€(k7 i)xkziyle det A(l7j§k7i)‘

,7,k,1=1

Remark B.1.12. QI /s\tands for “quasiinverse” — we also could introduce the no-
tations QI;(A) := A and QI,(z,A,y) := z'Ay, but we will not use these no-
tations here. Also we could introduce analogously for each m € N a matrix
QL (w1, 21, A Y1, -, Ym—1) € Mat(n x n, k) by

(le(xm_l, o x Ay, ,ym_l)).. =

ij
n

Z €(l1,...,lm_l,j>€(k1,...7l€m_1,i)><

k1yeekm—1,l1,00lm—1=1

X (xl)kl T (xm*1>km—1 : (yl)h T (ymfl)lmq - det A(ll,~~-7lm71,j§k17--'7km7177:)7
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and a value QL (T, ..., 21, A, Y1, ..., Ym) € k by

QIm(xmv cee 79:'17Avy17 ce 7ym) = xf’n QIm(xm—lv cee 7$17Aay17 s 7ym—1)ym'

However, we will only use the case k = 1,2 here.

For this construction we have similar lemmata as for the quasiinverse.

Lemma B.1.13. Let A € Mat(n x n, k) be of the following form:

Ay y w
A= |2t a b
2t e d

with Ay € Mat((n —2) x (n —2),k), z,y,z,w € k"2, a,b,c,d € k. Then

det A = (ad—bc) det Ay +Qly(z, x, A, y, w) — az Aqw — dxtz/élzy + bztz/‘l\gy + cxt;gw,
(B.4)

Proof. The proof is the same as (but more tedious than) in Lemma B.1.9.
Use Laplace’s expansion law for the last row of A to get

det A = Z(—l)n—i—zanz det A(n,z)
i=1

n—2
Ay y Ay w i Ay y w
:ddet(xt a)—cdet<xt b)+§ (—1)"""z; det S oa b o)

i=1

For the first two summands we use Lemma B.1.9. For the last summand we use
again Laplace’s expansion law for the last row. We have to be a little bit careful
there, since the matrix of this summand has yet a deleted row (and therefore is a
(n —1) x (n — 1)-matrix). We get:

det A = d(a det Ay — xt;l\gy) — c(b det Ay — xt;l;w)

n g(_l)w% (bdet<(A2 y)(;i)> — adet((Ag w)(;i))
LB Yot o 9,,)

b=l h—itl
= (ad — bc) det Ay — dr' Agy + cx' Aqw

[\

" - (—1)"*iz, (bdet((A2 y)(n.)> — adet((Ag w)(;i)>>

n—2

3 .
!
[N

+

(2

e(k,i)xpz; det ((Az y w) (;m)) :

1 k=1
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Now use Laplace’s expansion law for the last column of the remaining determinants.
As in the proof of Lemma B.1.9 we get for the middle line after the last equation
sign terms involving the quasiinverse. Hence we get:

det A = (ad — bc) det Ay — dxt;l\gy + cxt;l\gw
+ bztAgy —az AQw

[\')
[\')

n—2 n— n—2

+ —e(k,i)xyz; Z(—l)”—jwj det<(A2 y) (j;k7i)>.

1 k=1 j=1

T

1

Now use a last time Laplace’s expansion law (again with some care for the correct
sign) to get

det A = (ad — be) det Ay — az' Agw — da' Agy + bz' Agy + cx' Agw
2

w
3

n— n—2 n—2

+ —e(k zxkzlzz —e(l, j)yiw; det(Az) @ jiki)-
i=1 k=1 j=1 i=1
The last line is exactly Ql,(z, x, A, y, w). O

Remark B.1.14. Again as a special case of the previous lemma we get (for A €
Mat(n x n, k), z,y, z,w € k™) the formula

A
Qly(z, 2z, A, y,w) = det [ 2
t

z

o o

o). (8.5
0

Lemma B.1.15. Let A € Mat(n x n, k) be of the following form:

SCE
T a

with Ay € Mat((n —1) x (n — 1), k), z,y € k"', a € k. Then

A\ _ aAl - QI2(/CC\, Ah y) _Aly ) (B6)
—[EtAl det Al
Proof. Set B = adi = QI2(/{’ Any) —Aw . We have to show that ztAw =
—ZL‘tAl det Al
t n . Z1 w1
z'Bw for all z,w € k™. Write z = (C>,w: (b)
Then by equation (B.3) we have

Ay w

' Aw = — det (/i w) =—det | 2! a b (B.7)
2t 0 .
21 ¢ 0
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On the other hand

S B — (zl) aA; — Qly(z, Ay,y) —Ary (wl)
c —.I‘tAl det Al b <B8)
= azgl\lwl — QL (21,7, Ay, y,wq) — bzfjél\ly — cxt;flwl + bedet A

But by the previous lemma the right hand sides of equations (B.7) and (B.8) are
equal. O

Lemma B.1.16. For A € Mat(n x n,k) and x,y € kK™ one has

AQIQ(x7A7y) = (
QIZ(xaAa y)A = (

xtgy) 1 — ya'A,
xt;ly) -1 - ﬁyxt,
and

QIQ(JI,A,?J)QZ 07 xt QIQ(x7A7y) =0

A
Proof. Set B = (xt ‘g

and the previous lemma we get

L (10) _ [(—QL(z,Ay) —Ay) (A y
(=2 Ay) (0 1)‘( A deta) \at 0
[~ Qly(, A, ) A— Ayz' —Qly(x, A, )y
—x'AA 4+ det A - 2t —at Ay

). We have det B-1 = BB = BE, hence by Lemma B.1.9

as well as

(—2'Ay) - (g (1))

A Y\ (- Qly(x,Ay) —Ay

b 0 —xtA det A

—AQILy(z, A, y) — yxtA\ —Agy +det A-y
—x' Qly(x, A, y) —at Ay

]

Lemma B.1.17. For A € Mat(n x n, k), z,y,z,w € k", A € k and C € GL(n, k)
we have:

(lin) QLy(z,AA,y) = A"2Qly(z, A, y) resp.

Q12(27 xz, )‘Aa Y, ’ZU) = )\an QIQ(Z7 z, A7 Y, w) and
QIy(+, A, ) resp. QLy(+, -, A, -, ) are linear in all two resp. four arguments.
QILy(

(alt)

(tr) (QIQ(x,A, y))t = Qly(y, A', x) resp.
Qly(z,z, Ay, w) = Qly(w,y, A, x, 2).

:U,m,A,y,w) = O = Q12<Z7$7A>y7y)'
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(be) QL (Ctz, C7*AC, C~ly) = C~1Qly(x, A, y)C, resp.

2 Ctz7 Ctl’a CilACv Cily7 Cilw) = Q12(27 xz, B: Y, w)

Ql,(
QI (

(inv) Qly(z, A, Ay)A =det A- ((z'y) - 1 — ya'), resp.
Qly(z,z, A, Ay, Aw) = det A - ((:cty)(ztw) — (zty)(:ctw)).

(ker) (i
(i

(sd) (k =TR.) If A is symmetric and positive semidefinite, then

Ifdet A =0 and y,w € im A, then QL,(-,-, A, y,w) = 0.
If corank A > 3, we have QL,(-, A,-) = 0.

)
)
Qly(z,z, Az, 2) >0

(def) (k=1RR.) If A is symmetric and positive definite, then

QlLy(z,z, A, x,2) >0 if x,z are linearly independent.

Proof. (lin), (alt), and (tr) are again immediate by the definition ((tr) is also proven
in the previous lemma).
The proof of (bc) is similar as in Lemma B.1.8. By Lemma B.1.15 we have

Ql(x,Ay) Ay \ _ (A y
xtA det A zt 0)

Together with (bc) for the quasiinverse (see Lemma B.1.8) we therefore have

2t AC det A 0
(C O\ Ay (C o

o 0 1 0 0 1

_(C 0\ [Qly(z,Ay) Ay |\ (C 0
S \0 1 xt A det A 0 1

_ <01 Qly(z, A,9)C 0%)

(QIZ(Ctx,ClAC,Cly) lexy) - (011@\ Cly)
o z'C

~

2t AC det A

(inv) is an immediate consequence of Lemma B.1.16 and AA = det A - 1.

Furthermore (ker) (i) is then an immediate consequence of (inv) (in the same
way as in the proof of Lemma B.1.8).

For (ker) (ii) note that if dimker A < 3, then all (n —2) x (n — 2)-minors of A
are zero, therefore the claim follows directly from the definition.

(def): From Lemma B.1.16 we get

~

det A~ QLy(z, A,y) = QLy(w, A, y)AA = (' Ay) - A — Aya'A,
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therefore

det A- QL (2, 2, A, y, w) = (' Ay)(z' Aw) — (z* Ay) (' Aw).
If A is symmetric, we get

det A- Qly(z,x, A, z,2) = (xt;l\x)(ztﬁz) — (xt/Alz)Q.
If A is definite, so is A (see Lemma B.1.8), hence
(2,y) = 2' Ay
is a scalar product, therefore we have the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(' Ay)* < (a' Ax)(y' Ay),

and equality holds if and only if x and y are linearly dependent. Since det A > 0,
this proves the claim.
(sd): Again, as in the proof of Lemma B.1.8 note that

A QL(, A, ) € (R" x R" x R x R")”

(here (-)¥ denotes the dual vector space) is continuous, hence (sd) can be deduced
from (def) again (as in the proof of Lemma B.1.8) by considering a semidefinite
matrix as a limit of definite matrices or alternatively by assuming (as well as in the
proof of Lemma B.1.8 by (bc)) w.l.o.g. that A is a diagonal matrix and calculating
Qly(z,z, A, x, z) directly (which is of course more tedious than in the proof of
Lemma B.1.8). O

If we collect, we get for the case of invertible upper-left corners the following
lemmata:

Lemma B.1.18. Let A € Mat(n x n, k) be of the following form:

(]
T a

with A; € Mat((n — 1) x (n —1),k), z,y € k"', a € k. If Ay is invertible, then

det A =det A; - (a — 2" AT'y). (B.9)
Proof. With Lemma B.1.8 (inv) this is a special case of Lemma B.1.9. O
Lemma B.1.19. Let A € Mat(n x n, k) be of the following form:

Ay y w
A= |2t a b
c d

Zt

with Ay € Mat((n — 2) x (n — 2),k), z,y,z,w € k"2, a,b,c,d € k. If Ay is
wmvertible, then
det A = det Ay - ((ad — be) + (2" A7 y) (2" Ay w) — (2" A My) (2P Ay w)

B.10
—az' Ay w — dat Ay + b2P Ay + et AN w), ( )
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Proof. As in the proof of Lemma B.1.17 (ker) we get from Lemma B.1.16
det Ay - Qly (7, 7, Az, w) = (2 Agy) (' Agw) — (=" Aoy) (" Agw).

Therefore the claim follows from Lemma B.1.13 and Lemma B.1.8 (inv).
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=6

Coxeter-Dynkin diagrams for the proof of the conjectures for p
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