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A NORMAL FORM ALGORITHM FOR THE

BRIESKORN LATTICE

MATHIAS SCHULZE

1. Introduction

Isolated hypersurface singularities form the simplest class of singu-
larities. Their intensive study in the past has lead to a variety of
invariants. The Milnor number is one of the simplest, and can easily
be computed using standard basis methods. A finer invariant is the
monodromy of the singularity. E. Brieskorn [Bri70] developed the the-
oretical background for computing the complex monodromy. He gave
an ad hoc definition of an object H ′′, later called the Brieskorn lattice.
Its great importance was a priori not clear. The complex monodromy
can be expressed in terms of the differential structure of the Brieskorn
lattice.

The finest known invariants are based on the astonishing fact that
one can associate a mixed Hodge structure to an isolated hypersurface
singularity. The notion of a mixed Hodge structure was introduced by
P. Deligne [Del70] as a generalization of the classical Hodge structure
on the cohomology of a compact Kähler manifold. J.H.M. Steenbrink
[Ste76] defined this mixed Hodge structure in terms of resolutions of
singularities. A.N. Varchenko [Var82] and later J. Scherk and J.H.M.
Steenbrink [SS85] described this mixed Hodge structure in terms of
the differential structure of the Brieskorn lattice. The mixed Hodge
numbers correspond to the spectral pairs and determine the complex
monodromy. The spectral pairs have a semicontinuity property [Ste85]
with respect to unfoldings of the singularity.

Based on properties of the mixed Hodge structure, M. Saito [Sai89]
constructed two endomorphisms A0 and A1 of the Milnor algebra.
These two endomorphisms determine the differential structure of the
Brieskorn lattice and immediately the above invariants.

In [Sch01, SS01, Sch02b], we describe algorithmic methods to com-
pute all of the above invariants. Our algorithms are implemented in the
computer algebra system Singular [Sch02c, GPS02]. Our algorithm
to compute the complex monodromy is much faster and computes much
more difficult examples than Brieskorn’s algorithm. All our algorithms
are based on a normal form algorithm for the Brieskorn lattice which
is the subject of this article.

In the first section, we recall the definition and the main properties
of the Brieskorn lattice. We introduce the formal Brieskorn lattice and
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describe it as a cokernel of a formal family of differential operators
which is finite over the base.

In the second section, we consider such a formal family of differential
operators in general. We describe a normal form algorithm to compute
a presentation of the cokernel which is a finitely generated module over
the formal power series ring in the parameters of the family. This
algorithm is a variant of B. Buchberger’s [Buc65, Buc85] normal form
algorithm. There are three major differences compared to the classical
algorithm:

(1) The polynomial ring is replaced by a formal power series ring.
Termination of the algorithm is replaced by adic convergence.

(2) The standard basis is replaced by a partial standard basis, a set
of power series which specializes to a standard basis.

(3) There is only a module structure with respect to the parameters
of the family and the partial standard basis is not finite.

Even if the algorithm does not terminate, it serves to compute exact
results by using appropriate degree bounds. In [Sch02a, Sch02b], we
give degree bounds to compute the above Hodge-theoretic invariants
of isolated hypersurface singularities.

Families which are finite over the base occur in many situations in
algebraic geometry and singularity theory. For example, A. Frühbis-
Krüger [FK02] has developed algorithms to compute moduli spaces and
adjacencies of singularities based on the idea of partial standard bases.
One can expect more applications of our algorithms in the future.

I should like to thank Michel Granger for pointing out an error in
the normal form algorithm and A. Frühbis-Krüger and G.-M. Greuel
for fruitful discussions.

We shall denote row vectors by a lower bar, column vectors by an
upper bar, row indices by lower indices, and column indices by upper
indices.

2. The formal Brieskorn lattice

Let f : U //
C

be a holomorphic function on an open neighbour-

hood 0 ∈ U ⊂ C

n of the origin. We choose a system of complex
coordinates x = x1, . . . , xn at 0 ∈ Cn and denote by ∂ = ∂1, . . . , ∂n =
∂x1

, . . . , ∂xn
the corresponding derivatives such that the commutator

of ∂i and xj is [∂i, xj ] = δi,j. We consider f as a germ of a holo-
morphic function at 0 ∈ C

n, which means that U can by arbitrarily
small. This is equivalent to considering the convergent power series
f ∈ C{x}. We assume that f(0) = 0, and that f has an isolated criti-
cal point at the origin. This means that 0 ∈ U is the only point with
∂1(f)(0) = · · · = ∂n(f)(0) = 0 for some U , or, more algebraically, that
〈x〉m ⊂ 〈∂(f)〉 ⊂ 〈x〉 for some m ≥ 1. The complex dimension

µ = dim
C

(
C{x}/〈∂(f)〉

)
< ∞
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is called the Milnor number. By the finite determinacy theorem [dJP00,
Thm. 9.1.4], one can choose, in this case, a coordinate system x such
that f ∈ C[x] is a polynomial.

We denote by Ω• = Ω•
C

n,0 the complex of germs of holomorphic
differential forms at 0 ∈ Cn. Its elements are differential forms with
coefficients in the convergent power series C{x}. The Brieskorn lattice
[Bri70] is defined by

H ′′ = Ωn/df ∧ dΩn−2

and becomes a C{t}-module by setting

(1) t · [ω] = [fω]

for [ω] ∈ H ′′. By M. Sebastiani [Seb70], H ′′ is a free C{t}-module of
rank µ. We denote by Ω the µ-dimensional C-vector space

Ω = Ωn/df ∧ Ωn−1 ∼= C{x}/〈∂(f)〉.

The operators d and df = df ∧ · define two exact sequences.

Lemma 2.1 (Poincaré lemma).

0 //
C

//
C{x}

d // Ω1 d // · · ·
d // Ωn // 0

is an exact sequence of C-vector spaces.

Since completion is exact, lemma 2.1 remains valid when replacing

Ω• by its 〈x〉-adic completion Ω̂•.

Lemma 2.2 (De Rham lemma).

0 //
C{x}

df
// Ω1

df
// · · ·

df
// Ωn // Ω // 0

is an exact sequence of C{x}-modules.

Also lemma 2.2 remains valid when replacing Ω• by Ω̂•. From lemma
2.1 and 2.2 follows that one can define a C-linear operator s on H ′′ by

(2) s · [dη] = [df ∧ η]

for [dη] ∈ H ′′. From lemma 2.1 follows that s is injective. The image
of s is sH ′′ = df ∧ Ωn/df ∧ dΩn−2 and hence

H ′′/sH ′′ = Ω.

By F. Pham [Pha77], s also defines a module structure on H ′′ over a
power series ring. This power series ring is the ring

C{{s}} =
{ ∞∑

i=0

ais
i ∈ C[[s]]

∣∣∣
∞∑

i=0

ai
i!
ti ∈ C{t}

}
⊂ C[[s]]

of microlocal operators with constant coefficients and H ′′ is a free
C{{s}}-module of rank µ. From the definitions of t and s follows im-
mediately that the commutator of t and s is

[t, s] = s2.
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We define the C-linear operator ∂s on the localizationH ′′⊗
C{{s}}C{{s}}[s

−1]
by

(3) t = s2∂s.

Then t is a differential operator on H ′′ with respect to the C{{s}}-
structure. One can, as well, define a C-linear operator ∂t on the local-
ization H ′′ ⊗

C{t} C{t}[t
−1] by

(4) s = ∂−1t .

Then the commutator of ∂t and t is [∂t, t] = 1 and hence ∂t is a deriv-
ative by t.

Definition 2.3.

(1) We call the topology induced by the 〈x〉-adic topology on Ωn

on the quotient H ′′ the 〈x〉-adic topology on H ′′.

(2) We call the completion Ĥ ′′ of H ′′ with respect to the 〈x〉-adic
topology the formal Brieskorn lattice.

Lemma 2.4. There is a natural isomorphism

Ĥ ′′ = Ω̂n/df ∧ dΩ̂n−2.

Proof: By definition,

Ĥ ′′ = lim
←−

(
Ωn

/(
〈x〉kΩn + df ∧ dΩn−2

))
.

Since 0 ∈ Cn is a critical point of f , 〈∂(f)〉 ⊂ 〈x〉 and hence

df ∧ d
(
〈x〉kΩn−2

)
⊂ 〈x〉kΩn,

df ∧ d
(
〈x〉kΩ̂n−2

)
⊂ 〈x〉kΩ̂n.

Since Ωn/〈x〉kΩn = Ω̂n/〈x〉kΩ̂n, this implies that

Ωn
/(

〈x〉kΩn + df ∧ dΩn−2
)
= Ω̂n

/(
〈x〉kΩ̂n + df ∧ dΩ̂n−2

)

defines a natural isomorphism of inverse systems. Hence,

Ĥ ′′ = lim
←−

(
Ω̂n

/(
〈x〉k + df ∧ dΩ̂n−2

))
= Ω̂n/df ∧ dΩ̂n−2.

The following theorem [Bri70, Prop. 3.3] is essential for Brieskorn’s
algorithm to compute the complex monodromy, which is based on the
C{t}-structure of the Brieskorn lattice.

Theorem 2.5. The 〈t〉-adic and 〈x〉-adic topology on H ′′ coincide. In

particular, the 〈t〉-adic completion of H ′′ is naturally isomorphic to Ĥ ′′

and Ĥ ′′ is a free C[[t]]-module of rank µ.

The C{{s}}-structure of the Brieskorn lattice is more algebraic and,
therefore, more appropriate for computational purposes. The analo-
gous statement of theorem 2.5 for the C{{s}}-structure is much easier
to prove.
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Proposition 2.6. The 〈s〉-adic and 〈x〉-adic topology on H ′′ coincide.
In particular, the 〈s〉-adic completion of H ′′ is naturally isomorphic to

Ĥ ′′ and Ĥ ′′ is a free C[[s]]-module of rank µ

Proof: We denote

dx = dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn,

dxî = dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxi−1 ∧ dxi+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let
[
g∂i(f)dx

]
∈
(
〈∂(f)〉2kdx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2 ⊂ H ′′

for some k ≥ 1. By (2),
[
g∂i(f)dx

]
=

[
(−1)i+1df ∧

(
gdx̂i

)]

= s
[
(−1)i+1d

(
gdx̂i

)]

= s
[
∂i(g)dx

]

∈ s
((
〈∂(f)〉2(k−1)dx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2

)

and hence, by induction,
(
〈∂(f)〉2kdx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2 ⊂ skH ′′.

Since 0 ∈ Cn is an isolated critical point of f , 〈x〉m ⊂ 〈∂(f)〉 ⊂ 〈x〉 for
some m ≥ 1 and hence
(
〈x〉2kmdx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2

⊂
(
〈∂(f)〉2kdx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2.

This implies that
(
〈x〉2kmdx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2 ⊂ skH ′′

⊂
(
〈x〉kdx+ df ∧ dΩn−2

)/
df ∧ dΩn−2.

Hence, the 〈s〉-adic and 〈x〉-adic topology on H ′′ coincide.
Note that the formal Brieskorn lattice is a (t, s)-module in the sense

of D. Barlet [Bar93, Bar00]. The following description of the C[[s]]-

module Ĥ ′′ as a quotient of the power series ring K[[s, x]] will lead to a
normal form algorithm in the next section.

Proposition 2.7. dx induces a C[[s]]-isomorphism

Ĥ ′′ = Ω̂n[[s]]/(df − sd)Ω̂n−1[[s]] C[[s, x]]/〈∂(f)− s∂〉C[[s, x]].∼

dx
oo

Proof: Since

df ∧ dΩ̂n−2 = (df − sd)dΩ̂n−2 ⊂ (df − sd)Ω̂n−1[[s]]

and by lemma 2.4 and (2), there is a natural C[[s]]-linear map

Ĥ ′′
φ

// Ω̂n[[s]]/(df − sd)Ω̂n−1[[s]] .
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Let ω =
∑

k≥0 ωks
k ∈ Ω̂n−1[[s]] with (df−sd)ω ∈ Ω̂n. Then df∧ωk+1 =

dωk and hence, by (2),

s[dωk+1] = [df ∧ ωk+1] = [dωk] ∈ Ĥ ′′

for all k ≥ 0. In particular, [dω0] ∈
⋂

k≥0 s
kĤ ′′ = {0} and hence, by

lemma 2.4,

dω0 ∈ df ∧ dΩ̂n−2 = d(df ∧ Ω̂n−2).

By lemma 2.1, this implies that ω0 ∈ dΩ̂n−2 + df ∧ Ω̂n−2 and hence

(df − sd)ω = df ∧ ω0 ∈ df ∧ dΩ̂n−2.

This shows that

(df − sd)Ω̂n−1[[s]] ∩ Ω̂n = df ∧ dΩ̂n−2

and hence, by lemma 2.4, that φ is injective. By lemma 2.1, dΩ̂n−1 =
Ω̂n and hence φ is surjective.

For η =
∑n

i=1(−1)i+1gidxî ∈ Ω̂n−1[[s]],

(df − sd)η =
n∑

i=1

(∂i(f)gi − s∂i(gi))dx = (∂(f)− s∂)gdx.

Hence, dx induces a C[[s]]-isomorphism

Ω̂n[[s]]/(df − sd)Ω̂n−1[[s]] C[[s, x]]/〈∂(f)− s∂〉C[[s, x]]∼

dx
oo .

Proposition 2.7 is the starting point for more general considerations
in the next section.

3. Formal families of differential operators

Let K be a computable field and F = F1, . . . , Fr ∈ K[[s, x]]〈∂〉
a formal family of differential operators where x = x1, . . . , xn, ∂ =
∂1, . . . , ∂n = ∂x1

, . . . , ∂xn
, and s = (s1, . . . , sm). Note that the elements

of K[[s, x]]〈∂〉 are polynomial in ∂ . The brackets 〈·〉 indicate that the
commutator [xi, ∂i] = δi,j is not zero. We want to compute the cokernel
H = K[[s, x]]/〈F 〉K[[s, x]] of the K[[s]]-linear map

K[[s, x]]r
F

//
K[[s, x]] //

πH // H // 0 .

We assume that the specialization

f = F (s = 0) ∈ K[[x]]

is independent of ∂ and that 〈x〉kK[[x]] ⊂ 〈f〉K[[x]] for some k ≥ 0. In
particular,

µ = dim
K

(
K[[x]]/〈f〉K[[x]]

)
= dim

K

(
H/〈s〉H

)
< ∞
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and hence H is a finitely generated K[[s]]-module. Then there is an
m× r-matrix D with coefficients in K[[s, x]]〈∂〉 such that

F = f − sD.

Our considerations are motivated by the following special case.

Remark 3.1. By proposition 2.7, for K = C, m = 1, r = n, f = ∂(f),
and D = ∂ ,

H ∼=
C[[s]] Ĥ

′′

is the formal Brieskorn lattice.

Let <x be a local degree ordering with respect to a weighted degree
degx on the set of monomials {xα |α ∈ Nn} = Nn of K[[x]]. This means
that

N

n
degx

//
Q

is a semigroup homomorphism with degx(xi) < 0, and that <x is a
semigroup ordering such that

degx(x
α) < degx(x

β) ⇒ xα <x xβ.

The support of p =
∑

α pαx
α ∈ K[[x]] is defined by supp(p) = {α ∈

N

n | pα 6= 0}. We denote the leading exponent, resp. leading term,
with respect to <x by lexp, resp. lead. This means that

lexp(p) = max
<x

supp(p),

lead(p) = plexp(p)x
lexp(p)

for p =
∑

α pαx
α ∈ K[[x]] and that

lead(P ) = {lead(p) | p ∈ P}

for a subset P ⊂ K[[x]]. Note that the maximum exists by Dickson’s
lemma [GP02, Lem. 1.2.6]. The weighted degree degx extends to K[[x]]
by setting

degx(p) = deg lexp(p)

for p ∈ K[[x]]. Since [∂i, xi] = 1, degx extends to K[[x]]〈∂〉 by setting

degx(∂i) = − degx(xi) > 0.

Let g = (gi)i be a standard basis of 〈f〉K[[x]]. This means that
0 6= gi ∈ 〈f〉K[[x]] and

(5) lead
(
〈f〉K[[x]]

)
= 〈lead(g)〉K[[x]]

which implies that

(6) 〈f〉K[[x]] = 〈g〉K[[x]]

by the division theorem. Let

m = (mi)i=1,...,µ = (xβ)xβ /∈〈lead(g)〉K[[x]]
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be increasingly ordered with respect to <x. Then

(7) K[[x]] = 〈m〉K⊕ 〈lead(g)〉K[[x]]

and hence, by (5) and (6), K[[x]] = 〈m〉K⊕〈g〉K[[x]]. Then m represents
a K-basis of

(8) H/〈s〉H = K[[x]]/〈g〉K[[x]] = 〈m〉K

and, by Nakayama’s lemma,m represents a minimal set ofK[[s]]-generators
of H . Note that if H is free then it is free of rank µ. Let U = (ui)i a
matrix with coefficients in K[[x]] such that

g = fU.

If f ∈ K[x] then one can compute g and U with coefficients in K[x]
by Lazard’s method based on Buchberger’s standard basis algorithm
[GP96, Lem 1.7] and homogenization.

Let <s be a local degree ordering with respect to a weighted degree
degs on the monomials of K[[s]]. Let

<= (<s, <x)

be the block ordering of <s and <x on the monomials of K[[s, x]] and

deg = degs+degx

the sum of the weighted degrees degs and degx. This means that

sα
′

xβ′

< sα
′′

xβ′′

⇔ sα
′

<s s
α′′

∨
(
sα

′

= sα
′′

∧ xβ′

<x xβ′′
)

and
deg(sαxβ) = degs(s

α) + degx(x
β).

As before, we denote the leading exponent, resp. leading term, with
respect to < by lexp, resp. lead, and extend deg to K[[s, x]]〈∂〉. Note
that < is not a degree ordering with respect to deg. This means that

deg lead 6= deg .

We denote by the leading exponent, resp. leading term, with respect
to the partial ordering <s on K[[s, x]] by lexps, resp. leads, and the
partial degree <s on K[[s, x]] by degs. This means that

lexps(p) = max
<s

π
N

m(supp(p)),

leads(p) = plexps(p)s
lexps(p),

degs(p) = deg lexps(p)

for p =
∑

α pαs
α ∈ K[[s, x]] where π

N

m : Nm ×Nn //
N

m is the
canonical projection. We denote by min deg, resp. max deg, the min-
imal, resp. the maximal, degree of the components of a vector or a
matrix.

Let
G = FU = g − sDU.
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In the special fibre {s = 0}, G induces the standard basis g. We call
G a partial standard basis of the formal family F .

We denote by FxN
n

= (Fix
α)i,α the generators of the C[[s]]-module

〈F 〉K[[s, x]].

Lemma 3.2. H is a free K[[s]]-module if and only if GxN
n

is a standard

basis of the K[[s]]-module 〈F 〉K[[s, x]].

Proof: By (8) and Nakayama’s lemma, m represents a minimal set of
generators of H . Since H = K[[s, x]]/〈F 〉K[[s, x]],

K[[s, x]] = 〈m〉K[[s]] + 〈F 〉K[[s, x]]

and H is free if and only if

〈F 〉K[[s, x]] ∩ 〈m〉K[[s]] = 0.

By (5) and (7), this is equivalent to

lead
(
〈F 〉K[[s, x]]

)
= 〈lead(g)〉K[[s, x]] =

〈
lead

(
GxN

n)〉
K[[s]].

By proposition 2.7,

C[[s, x]]/〈∂(f)− s∂〉C[[s, x]] ∼=
C[[s]] H

′′

is a free C[[s]]-module of rank µ. We will now give an elementary proof
of this fact.

Proposition 3.3. If K = C and F = ∂(f) − s∂ then H is a free

C[[s]]-module of rank µ.

Proof: Let 0 6= p ∈ 〈m〉C[[s]] ∩ 〈∂(f) − s∂〉C[[s, x]]. Then lead(p) ∈
〈m〉C[[s]] and p = (∂(f) + s∂)q for some q ∈ C[[s, x]] with maximal
max degs(q). By (5) and (7), this implies that ∂(f) leads(q) = 0 and
hence, by lemma 2.2, we may assume that there are 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,
k ≥ 0, and r ∈ C[[x]] such that

leads(q) = skr
(
∂i(f)ej − ∂j(f)ei

)
.

This implies that

∂ leads(q) = sk∂(f)
(
∂j(r)ei − ∂i(r)ej

)

and hence

p = (∂(f)− s∂)
(
q − leads(q)− sk+1

(
∂j(r)ei − ∂i(r)ej

))
.

This is a contradiction to the maximality of max degs(q). Hence,

〈m〉C[[s]] ∩ 〈∂(f)− s∂〉C[[s, x]] = 0

and H is free.
Our aim is now to define a filtration V = (VK)K≤0 on K[[s, x]] by

K[[s]]-modules which is

(1) a basis of the 〈s, x〉-adic topology on K[[s, x]],
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(2) compatible with reduction with respect to the partial standard
basis G,

(3) mapped by πH onto the basis {〈s〉KH}K≥0 of the 〈s〉-adic topol-
ogy on H .

This will lead to a normal form algorithm forH converging with respect
to the 〈s〉-adic topology.

For a given weighted degree degx, let the weighted degree degs be
such that

(9) deg(sj) ≤ min deg(m) + min deg(x)−maxdeg(dj).

Let the strictly increasing sequence N = (NK)K≤0 be defined by

(10) NK = −K min deg(s)−min deg(x) + max deg(D).

Let V = (VK)K≤0 be the strictly increasing filtration on K[[s, x]] by
K[[s]]-modules

(11) VK =
{
p ∈ K[[s, x]]

∣∣ deg(p) < NK

}
+ 〈s〉−KK[[s, x]].

Remark 3.4. For F = ∂(f)− s∂ as in remark 3.1, we can choose

deg(s) = min deg(m) + 2min deg(x),

NK = −K deg(s)− 2min deg(x).

Proposition 3.5.

(1) V = (VK)K≤0 is a basis of the 〈s, x〉-adic topology.

(2) If lead(sαGkx
β) ∈ VK then also sαGkx

β ∈ VK.

(3) πH(VK) = 〈s〉−KH.

Proof:

(1) This follows from (10) and (11).
(2) Since g is a standard basis,

(12) min deg(m) + min deg(x) ≤ min deg(g)

and hence, by (9),

deg(sDuk) ≤ max{deg(sjd
juk) | 1 ≤ j ≤ m}

≤ max{deg(sj) + max deg(dj) + max deg(uk) | 1 ≤ j ≤ m}

≤ max{deg(sj) + max deg(dj) | 1 ≤ j ≤ m}

≤ min deg(m) + min deg(x)

≤ min deg(g)

≤ deg(gk)

= deg lead(gk).

Since sαGkx
β = sα(gk − sDuk)x

β, this implies that

deg lead(sαGkx
β) = deg(sα lead(gk)x

β) = deg(sαGkx
β).

Hence, the claim follows from (11).
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(3) Let 0 6= p ∈ VK and sαpα = leads(p) with maximal |α| < −K
for fixed p mod 〈F 〉K[[s, x]]. Then, by (9),

deg(pα) = deg(sαpα)− deg(sα)

< −(K + |α|)min deg(s)−min deg(x) + max deg(D)

≤ min deg(s)−min deg(x) + max deg(D)

≤ min deg(m)

and hence, by (7), pα ∈ 〈g〉K[[x]]. By the division theorem,

there is a q ∈ K[[x]] with pα = gq and lead(pα) ≥ lead(gjq
j) for

all j and hence

(13) max deg(q) ≤ deg(pα)−min deg(g).

Then

(14) pα = gq = fUq ≡ sDUq mod 〈F 〉K[[s, x]]

and hence, by (9), (12), and (13)

deg(sDUq) ≤ max deg(sD) + max deg(U) + max deg(q)

≤ max deg(sD) + max deg(q)

≤ max deg(sD)−min deg(g) + deg(pα)

≤ max deg(sD)−min deg(m)−min deg(x) + deg(pα)

≤ max{deg(sj) + max deg(dj) | 1 ≤ j ≤ m}

−min deg(m)−min deg(x) + deg(pα)

≤ deg(pα).

Hence, by (14),

p′ = p− leads(p) + sαsDUq ≡ p mod 〈F 〉K[[s, x]]

with deg(p′) ≤ deg(p) < NK and leads(p
′) <s leads(p). This

contradicts to the maximality of |α| and hence p ∈ 〈s〉−K +
〈F 〉K[[s, x]].

Proposition 3.5 leads to the following normal form algorithm.

proc NF(p,K) ≡
if p ∈ 〈s〉−K then

q := p;
elsif

(
deg lead(p) < NK

)
∨

(
leads(p) ∈ 〈s〉−K

)

q := leads(p);
else

q := 0;
fi

r := p− q;
if r 6= 0 then

if lead(r) ∈ 〈lead(g)〉K[[s, x]]
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then

j := min{i | lead(r) ∈ lead(gi)K[[s, x]]};

r, a, q′ := NF
(
r − lead(r)

lead(gj)
gj − sD

(
lead(r)
lead(gj)

uj

)
, K

)
;

a := a+ lead(r)
lead(gj)

ej ;

else

r′, a, q′ := NF(r − lead(r), K);
r := lead(r) + r′;

fi

q := q + q′;
fi

NF := r, a, q.

The input is a power series p ∈ K[[s, x]] and an integer K ≤ 0, the
output is a power series r ∈ K[[s, x]], a column vector a with coefficients
in K[[s, x]], and a power series q ∈ K[[s, x]]. We denote by

NF = (NF1,NF2,NF3)

the components of NF. This means that

NF(p,K) = (NF1(p,K),NF2(p,K),NF3(p,K))

for p ∈ K[[s, x]] and K ≤ 0.

Figure 1. A reduction step in NF
s

x

−K

VK

〈lead(g)〉K[[s, x]]〈m〉K[[s]]

Figure 1 illustrates a reduction step in NF. The 1-dimensional K-
vector space spanned by a monomial in 〈m〉K[[s]], resp. in 〈lead(g)〉K[[s, x]],
is depicted by a big, resp. small, bullet. The monomial at the tail of
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the arrow is replaced by a power series with support above the dotted
line meeting the head of the arrow. The K[[s]]-submodule VK gener-
ated by the monomials above the dashed line is invariant with respect
to such a reduction step.

Lemma 3.6. NF terminates.

Proof: For fixed leading exponent lexps(p) with respect to s, the lead-
ing term lead(p) is strictly decreasing with weighted degree deg lead(p) ≥
NK . Since there are only finitely many monomials with fixed lexps

and deg ≥ NK , lexps(p) decreases after finitely many steps. Since
<= (<s, <x) is a block ordering and <s is a degree ordering, this im-
plies that p ∈ 〈s〉−K after finitely many steps.

We shall now state that NF1(·, L) is a reduced normal form modulo
VL with NF1(VK , L) ⊂ VK for L < K ≤ 0.

Lemma 3.7. Let L < K ≤ 0, p ∈ VK, and (r, a, q) = NF(p, L). Then

p = Ga + r + q

where

(1) ai ∈ K[s, x] with lead(Gia
i) ≤ lead(p) for all i,

(2) r ∈ 〈m〉
⊕

K≤|α|<LKs
α with lead(r) ≤ lead(p),

(3) q ∈ VL.

(4) If p ∈ 〈m〉
⊕

K≤|α|<LKs
α then (r, a, q) = (p, 0, 0).

(5) If p ≡ p′ mod VL then r = r′.

Proof: By proposition 3.5.2, NF preserves the condition p ∈ VK .
Hence, the claim follows immediately from the definition of NF.

By proposition 3.5.1, V is a basis of the 〈s, x〉-adic topology and, by
lemma 3.7, NF1(VK , L) ⊂ VK for L < K ≤ 0. This shall allow us to
extend NF such that NF1 becomes a reduced normal form on the power
series ring K[[s, x]].

Let K = (Ki)i≥0 be a strictly decreasing sequence and

NF(p) = (NF1(p),NF2(p)) =
(∑

i≥0

ri,
∑

i≥0

ai

)

for p ∈ K[[s, x]] where p0 = p and

ri, ai, pi+1 = NF(pi, Ki)

for i ≥ 0. Note that NF depends on the choice of the sequence K.

Lemma 3.8. Let (r, a) = NF(p). Then

p = Ga+ r

where

(1) ai ∈ K[[s, x]] with lead(Gia
i) ≤ lead(p) for all i,

(2) r ∈ 〈m〉K[[s]] with lead(r) ≤ lead(p).
(3) If p ∈ 〈m〉K[[s]] then (r, a) = (p, 0).
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Proof: This follows immediately from lemma 3.7.
We shall now describe NF1 as a map of C[[s]]-modules.

Proposition 3.9. NF1 is a K[[s]]-linear map

K[[s, x]]

"" ""E
EE

EE
EE

E

NF1 // // 〈m〉K[[s]]

{{{{ww
ww

ww
ww

w

H

with NF2
1 = NF1. In particular, if H is a free K[[s]]-module then NF1

induces the K[[s]]-section

K[[s, x]] πH

// // H

NF1

tt

of the canonical projection πH with im(NF1) = 〈m〉K[[s]]. This means

that NF1 is the m-basis representation.

Proof: By definition of NF, NF1 is K[[s]]-linear. By lemma 3.8, NF1

is a map over H . By lemma 3.8.3, NF1 is the identity on its image
〈m〉K[[s]].

We shall now explain how to compute the relations of the C[[s]]-
module H . By proposition 3.9,

H ∼=
K[[s]] 〈m〉K[[s]]

/(
〈m〉K[[s]] ∩ 〈F 〉K[[s, x]]

)

= 〈m〉K[[s]]
/
NF1

(
〈F 〉K[[s, x]]

)

= 〈m〉K[[s]]
/〈

NF1

(
FxN

n)〉
K[[s]]

and, in particular, by lemma 3.7.3,

H/〈s〉−KH ∼=
K[[s]] 〈m〉K[[s]]

/(〈
NF1

(
FxN

n

\VK , K
)〉
K[[s]]+〈m〉〈s〉−KK[[s]]

)

where FxN
n

\VK is a finite subset of K[[s, x]].
Finally, we return to our starting point. Let K = C and F = ∂(f)−

s∂ as in remark 3.1. Then, by proposition 2.7, H ∼=
C[[s]] Ĥ

′′ is the formal
Brieskorn lattice and, by proposition 3.3, H is a free C[[s]]-module of
rank µ. We define the µ× µ-matrix A with coefficients in C[[s]] by

mA = NF1(fm).

Then, by (1) and (3), A+ s2∂s is the m-basis representation of t. This
means that there is a commutative diagram

Ĥ ′′
t // Ĥ ′′

C[[s]]µ

∼m

OO

A+s2∂s //
C[[s]]µ.

∼m

OO

The algorithms in [Sch01, SS01, Sch02b] are based on the computation
of the matrix A using the normal form algorithm NF.
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