arXiv:2501.11100v1 [math.AC] 19 Jan 2025

FITTING IDEALS WITHOUT A PRESENTATION

AYŞE SHARLAND AND JACOB SMITH

Abstract. In this article, we investigate alternative construction of Fitting ideals of pushforward modules f_∗O_{X,0} for finite and holomorphic map-germs from an ndimensional Cohen-Macaulay space (X, 0) to (C^{n+1} , 0). For corank 1 map-germs, we generalize a result of D. Mond and R. Pellikaan to iteratively calculate k-th Fitting ideals as ideal quotients of lower ones. We also show that for a stable mapgerm of any corank, the first Fitting ideal can be calculated as a quotient ideal of the Jacobian of the image and the pushforward of the ramification ideal, which is a modification of classical result of due to Piene.

1. Introduction

Fitting Ideals, introduced by H. Fitting ([8]), are defined for finitely generated modules as ideals generated by minors of a presentation matrix. To be more precise, let M be a finitely generated module over a ring R, and let R^{p φ}−→ R^q → M → 0 be a presentation of M. Assuming the map φ is given by a matrix A, the ideal I_n(A) of n × n-minors of A is generated by all determinants of n × n submatrices of A. By convention, we assume I_0(A) = A and I_n(A) = 0 if n is larger than the row (or column) size of A. The ideals I_n(A) are independent of the choice of bases for the presentation ([7, Corollary-Definition 20.4]), and commute with base change ([7, Corollary 20.5]). Then, the i-th Fitting ideal of M is the ideal

Fitt_i(M) := I_{q−i}(A).

Fitting ideals carry important information about modules. For example, if M is a module generated by n elements, then

(Ann(M))^n ⊂ Fitt_0(M) ⊂ Ann(M)

where Ann(M) denotes the annihilator of M, in particular, their radicals are equal √ Fitt_0(M) = √ Ann(M) ([7, Proposition 10.7]). For certain modules – as we will soon see examples below, Fitt_0(M) coincides with Ann(M). For more applications and examples, we refer readers to [7], [3].

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 58K20. 1

In this article, we will focus on Fitting ideals in the theory of finite and smooth differentiable map-germs between complex spaces where they appear as ideals defining multiple point spaces. Our motivation for alternative constructions lies in the fact that the size of matrices or the number of variables involved sometimes make calculations quite difficult.

In the next section we recall some terminology and notations for our context, and then cover Fitting ideals in “order”, starting with known results from literature regarding the zero-th and first Fitting ideals and then showing our main results, Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 5.1. Throughout the paper, we will demonstrate the results with example codes in Singular ([6]) and Macaulay2 ([11]). We also include an appendix to show a calculation following the traditional approach for finding the Fitting ideals for our main example throughout.

2. Terminology and Notation

Here we give a brief summary of terminology and notations. For details, one can refer to [29], [16] for the theory of map-germs and [15], [25] for the main results for multiple point spaces, or more recent book [24] by D. Mond and J. J. Nuño- Ballesteros for both aspects.

One of the important studies in the theory of differentiable smooth map-germs (C^n , 0) to (C^p , 0) is the classification of map-germs. Therefore they are studied with respect to equivalence relations. Among those relations, A-equivalence carries the richest structure for map-germs.

We say that two map-germs f, g : (C^n , 0) → (C^p , 0) are A-equivalent if there exist local diffeomorphisms φ of (C^n , 0) and ψ of (C^p , 0) such that g = ψ ∘ f ∘ φ^{−1}.

Assume that f has components f = (f_1, f_2, . . . , f_{n+1}) with f_i : (C^n , 0) → (C , 0). The k-jet j^k(f) is the polynomial map given by j^k(f) = (j^k(f_1), . . . , j^k(f_{n+1})) where j^k(f_i) is the Taylor polynomial of f_i of degree k (without a constant term). Then, a map-germ f is k-determined if every map-germ g : (C^n , 0) → (C^p , 0) with the same k-jet is A-equivalent f. We say that f is finitely A-determined (or A-finite) if it is k-determined for some k ≤ ∞.

A map-germ is A-stable if any of its unfoldings is A-equivalent to the trivial unfolding f × 1. By fundamental results of Mather ([17]), finite determinacy is equivalent to the finite dimensionality of the normal space

(1) NA_ef := f^∗(Θ_C p_{,0}) tf(Θ_C n_{,0}) + f^{−1}(Θ_C p_{,0}) , and thus (if f is not stable) to 0 ∈ C^p being an isolated point of instability of f. We set A_e-codim(f) := dim_C NA_ef.

We will denote the ring of holomorphic functions on a germ (X, 0) by O_{X,0} and its maximal ideal by m_{X,0}. When needed, we will use variables x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) for local coordinates in the source and Y = (Y_1, . . . , Y_{n+1}) in the target space for a map-germ.

The corank of a map-germ f : (C^n , 0) → (C^p , 0) with n ≤ p is defined to be

corank f = n − rank df(0),

and its ramification ideal R_f is defined to be

R_f := Fitt_0(Ω_f )

i.e. the ideal generated by all n × n-minors of df. On the other hand, if X ⊂ C^n is a d-dimensional variety defined an ideal I = (f_1, . . . , f_s), then the Jacobian ideal of X is the ideal of (n − d) × (n − d)-minors of the matrix (_{∂fi} ∂x_j ) 1≤i≤s 1≤j≤n . For a finite map f : X → Y , k-th multiple point space is defined to be the set M_k(f) of points in Y whose preimage consists of k or more points, counting multiplicity. If X and Y are analytic spaces, then O_X is a finite module over O_Y via f, and there exists a presentation of f_∗O_X over O_Y from which one can calculate the Fitting ideals Fitt_i(f_∗O_{X,0}). Furthermore, the k-th Fitting ideal gives M_{k+1}(f) an analytic structure; that is, M_{k+1}(f) is the zero set V (Fitt_k(f_∗O_X )) ([25, Proposition 1.5]). For example, the 0-th Fitting Ideal defines the image of f, V (Fitt_1(f_∗O_X )) consists of double points and ramification points, V (Fitt_2(f_∗O_X )) is the set of triple points and so on.

In the case that (X, 0) is a germ of an irreducible Cohen-Macaulay space of dimension n and Y ∼= C^{n+1} , the presentation of f_∗O_X is a short exact sequence

0 → O^{r+1}_{C n+1 ,0}^λ−→ O^{r+1}_{C n+1 ,0}^G−→ f_∗O_X → 0

where λ is a symmetric matrix and G is induced by the generators g_0, g_1, . . . , g_r of the Q-algebra of f, Q(f) := O_C n_{,0}/f^∗m_C n+1_{,0}. An algorithm for constructing such presentation, namely the matrix of λ, is given by Mond and Pellikaan in [25, Section 2.2]. We will visit their algorithm in Appendix A for our main example in this paper.

It is also advantageous to consider k-th multiple point spaces D^k(f) over the source:

D^k(f) = closure{(x_1, . . . , x_k) ∈ X^k|f(x_1) = · · · = f(x_k), x_i ≠ x_j if i ≠ j}.

There are no explicit formula for ideals defining D^k(f) in the general setting, accept for k = 2. The ideal

(2) I_2 := (f × f)^∗I(Δ_p) + Fitt_0(I(Δ_n)/(f × f)^∗I(Δ_p))

where I(Δ_n) and I(Δ_p) are the ideal sheaves defining the diagonals Δ_n in C^n × C^n and Δ_p in C^p × C^p , gives D^2(f) an analytic structure. On the other hand, if the corank of f is equal to 1, an explicit list of generators for the ideal defining D^k(f) in (C^n )^k is available for all k ≥ 2 and can be found in [20] and [15].

We also consider the natural projections π^{k+1}_{k,i} : D^{k+1}(f) → D^k(f) induced by the projection (C^n )^{k+1} → (C^n )^k which forgets the i-th factor. The images of π^{k+1}_{k,i} for different i and the same k are equal to each other. We take i = k+1 and simply write π^{k+1}_k instead of π^{k+1}_{k,i} , and set π^1_0 := f. Moreover, let D^k_j (f) = π^{j+1}_j ∘· · ·∘π^k_{−1}(D^k(f)) and ϵ^k = f ∘π^2_1 ∘· · · π^k_{−1}. Then we have ϵ^k(D^k(f)) = M_k(f) and D^k_1 (f) = f^{−1}(M_k(f)) as sets.

3. The Zero-th Fitting Ideal

Let (X, 0) be an n-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay germ of an irreducible variety. Let f : (X, 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0) be a generically one-to-one map-germ whose image V is defined by an ideal I ⊂ O_C n+1_{,0}. Then, for example by [25, Proposition 3.1], Fitt_0(f_∗O_{X,0}) = I and is a principal ideal. Therefore, it can be calculated by finding the minimal relation between the components of f.

Example 3.1. Let us consider the map-germ

f : (C^2 , 0) → (C^3 , 0) (3) (x, y) → (x, y^5 − xy, y^6 + xy^2) which is finite and weighted homogeneous with weights (4, 1) and degrees (4, 5, 6). It has A_e-codimension 20 which can be easily calculated by Mond’s formula given in [21, Theorem 1] (for an alternative method, based on (9), see [27], also [24, Algorithm 8.1]). Let us denote the coordinates on (C^3 , 0) by (X, Y, Z) for simplicity. The following Singular code demonstrates the elimination method for finding the ideal I = (h) defining the image of f.

ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));
def st=s+t;
setring st;
ideal I1=X-x,Y-(y5-xy),Z-(y6+xy2);
ideal h=eliminate(I1,xy);
h;
->
h[1]=16X5Y2+Y6-16X6Z+11XY4Z+28X2Y2Z2+8X3Z3-Z5

Alternatively, preimage command can be used for calculating the image of a mapgerm.

ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));

ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);

For weighted homogeneous examples, such as our current one, Macaulay2 provides another neat option.

S=QQ[x,y,Degrees=>{4,1}]
T=QQ[X,Y,Z,Degrees=>{4,5,6}]
f=map(S,T,{x,y^5-x*y,y^6+x*y^2})
h=ker f
              5 2 6 6 4 2 2 2 3 3 5
o4 = ideal(16X Y + Y - 16X Z + 11X*Y Z + 28X Y Z + 8X Z - Z )

o4 : Ideal of T

4. The First Fitting Ideal

In this section, we note a couple of known results from the literature for constructing the first Fitting Ideal without a presentation. And then show our first main result in Section 4.3 motivated by Piene’s main result in [26]. First we recall the definition of the common ingredient for this section: the conductor ideal and its connection to the first Fitting Ideal.

Let f : (X, 0) → (Y, 0) be a finite map-germ of analytic spaces. The conductor ideal C of X over the image V of f is defined to be C := Hom_{OV,0} (O_{X,0}, O_{V,0}), that is, C = {g ∈ O_{V,0} | g · O_{X,0} ⊂ O_{V,0}} (see, for example, [5], [25], [24],[12]). Since O_{X,0} has a O_{Y,0}-module structure induced by f, C can be seen as an ideal of both O_{X,0} and O_{V,0}. It is, in fact, the largest of such ideals.

By [25, Proposition 3.5], if (X, 0) is a Cohen-Macaulay space of dimension n and f : (X, 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0) is finite and generically one-to-one,

(4) Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0})O_V = C,

which yields (f^∗)^{−1}f^∗C = Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0}) (also see [14, Proposition 3.4], [24, Lemma 11.1]). In what follow, we will use the conductor ideal to determine Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0}).

4.1. As the radical of the Jacobian of the image. Let us assume that f : (C^n , 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0) a generically one-to-one map-germ whose image is V = V (h) for some h ∈ O_C n+1_{,0}. Then, the singular locus of the image of f is defined by the Jacobian ideal J_h := ( ∂h ∂Y_1 , . . . , ∂h ∂Y_{n+1} )

In general, the Jacobian ideal is not reduced. On the other hand, the conductor ideal C, as an ideal of O_C n+1_{,0}, is the ideal of functions vanishing on the singular locus of the image is reduced, provided that f is A-finite ([24, Proposition 8.4(3)]), whence C = √ J(h). Example 4.1. Let f be the map-germ we studied in Example 3.1. We can calculate Fitt_1(f_∗O_C n_{,0}) by the following code and obtain the desired result (cf. Example A.1).

LIB "ring.lib";
ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));
ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);
ideal jh=jacob(h);
ideal fit1=radical(jh);
fit1;
->
fit1[1]=Y5+7XY3Z+8X2YZ2
fit1[2]=2XY4+10X2Y2Z+4X3Z2-Z4
fit1[3]=4X2Y3+12X3YZ+YZ3
fit1[4]=8X3Y2+8X4Z-Y2Z2-2XZ3
fit1[5]=16X4Y+Y3Z+4XYZ2
fit1[6]=16X5-Y4-6XY2Z-4X2Z2

4.2. As the non-normal locus. Let A be a Noetherian ring and let N(A) be the non-normal locus of A, that is, the set of points p ∈ Spec(A) such that A_p is not normal. By, for example, [12, Lemma 3.6.3], N(A) is the zero set of the conductor of A in its integral closure Ā.

In our setting, a finite and generically one-to-one map-germ f : (C^n , 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0), with image V = V (h), is naturally a normalization of V . Therefore we can recover C as using the procedure normalConductor from normal.lib in Singular.

Example 4.2. We consider the map-germ in Example 3.1 to compare with the results of Example 4.1 and A.1.

LIB "normal.lib";
ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));

ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);
ideal fit1=normalConductor(h);
fit1;
->
fit1[1]=16X5-Y4-6XY2Z-4X2Z2
fit1[2]=16X4Y+Y3Z+4XYZ2
fit1[3]=8X3Y2+8X4Z-Y2Z2-2XZ3
fit1[4]=4X2Y3+12X3YZ+YZ3
fit1[5]=2XY4+10X2Y2Z+4X3Z2-Z4
fit1[6]=Y5+7XY3Z+8X2YZ2

Remark 4.3. Grauert-Remmert criterion for normality ([10]) states that A is normal if and only if A = Hom_A(J, J) for a radical ideal J with N(A) ⊂ V (J) and containing a non-zero divisor of A. Following this criteria, in [12, Corollary 3.6.11], Greuel and Pfister show that N(A) is defined by Ann_A(Hom_A(J, J)/A) and that

(5) Ann_A(Hom_A(J, J)/A) = ((a) : (aJ : J))

for any non-zerodivisor a ∈ J. They also note that J is can be chosen to be the ideal of functions vanishing on the singular locus of A. In our examples, we observe that working with J_h rather than its radical still returns the correct ideal for C as we show below (cf. [12, Example 3.6.13]). Although we have not found an argument to drop the requirement that J has to be radical in (5).

ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));
ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);
ideal jh=jacob(h);
ideal a=jh[1];
qring q=std(h);
ideal jh=imap(t,jh);
ideal a=imap(t,a);
ideal fit1=quotient(a,quotient(a*jh,jh));
fit1;
->
fit1[1]=16X5-Y4-6XY2Z-4X2Z2
fit1[2]=16X4Y+Y3Z+4XYZ2
fit1[3]=8X3Y2+8X4Z-Y2Z2-2XZ3
fit1[4]=4X2Y3+12X3YZ+YZ3
fit1[5]=2XY4+10X2Y2Z+4X3Z2-Z4
fit1[6]=Y5+7XY3Z+8X2YZ2

4.3. Carrying Piene’s result over the target. In [26], Piene showed an important relation between the conductor and the Jacobian ideal for normalizations. To be more precise, let f : X → Z be a normalization (or a resolution of singularities), and Z a local complete intersection with the Jacobian ideal J_Z . Then (6) f^∗J_Z = R_f · f^∗C. Consequently, we have (7) f^∗C = (f^∗J_Z : R_f ).

An alternative proof for (7) for map-germs f : (C^n , 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0), whose ramification locus has codimension 2, is given by Bruce and Marar in [2, Proposition 2.4].

Our result below shows a relation similar to (7) over the target ring for stable map-germs.

Theorem 4.4 ([28]). Let F : (C^N , 0) → (C^{N+1} , 0) be a weighted-homogeneous stable map-germ. Then (8) (J_H : (F^∗)^{−1}(R_F )) = Fitt_1(F_∗O_C N_{,0}).

Proof. Our proof is mainly based on a couple of important results due to Mond ([22]): the isomorphism (9) θ(f) T A_ef ∼= J^hO^{C n ,0} J_hO_{V,0} for any finitely A-determined map-germ f, and the short exact sequence of O_C n+1_{,0}- modules

(10) 0 →

J_hO_C n_{,0} J_hO_{V0} → C J_hO_{V,0} → C J_hO_C n_{,0} → 0 which he used to relate the topology of a stable perturbation of f to its A_e-codimension.

Firstly, if F is stable then it is also infinitesimally stable, that is, NA_eF is trivial. Then, by (9), the short exact sequence (10), set up for F , reduces down to

(11) C J_H O_{V,0} ∼= C J_H O_C N_{,0} where V is the image of F defined to be V = V (H) and J_H is the Jacobian ideal. By Piene’s result (also see [22, Proposition 2.3]), there is an isomorphism O_C N_{,0} R_F ∼= C J_H O_C N_{,0} . It follows from (11) that C/J_H O_{V,0} ∼= O_C N_{,0}/R_F over O_C N +1_{,0}. Therefore, (F^∗)^{−1}R_F annihilates C/J_H O_{V,0}, and that C ⊆ (J_H O_{V,0} : (F^∗)^{−1}R_F ). Since F is weighted homogeneous, J_H O_{V,0} = J_H . So,

(12) C ⊆ (J_H : (F^∗)^{−1}R_F ).

In order to show the other inclusion, let us consider an element b ∈ (J_H : (F^∗)^{−1}R_F ). Then, by definition, b · γ ∈ J_H for any γ ∈ (F^∗)^{−1}R_F . Applying the pullback F^∗, F^∗(b · γ) = F^∗b · F^∗γ ∈ F^∗J_H . Again, by Piene’s result, F^∗J_H = F^∗C · R_F . Also note that F^∗γ ∈ F ∗ (F^∗)^{−1}R_F and that F^∗(F^∗)^{−1}R_F ⊂ R_F since R_F is reduced and Cohen-Macaulay in the case of stable map-germs. Therefore, we must have F^∗b ∈ F^∗C, in return, b ∈ C. This completes the proof. □ If F is a stable unfolding of a finite map-germ f : (C^n , 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0) with dparameters, that is, F : (C^n × C^d , 0) → (C^{n+1} × C^d , 0) given by F (x, u) = (F_u(x), u) with F_0(x) = f(x), then we have

Fitt_1(f_∗O_C n_{,0}) = Fitt_1(F_∗O_C n_{×C} d_{,0}) ⊗_{OCn+1 ×Cd ,0} O_C n+1_{×C} d_{,0}/m_C d_{,0}

since Fitting ideals commute with base change. Although, we should note that calculating Fitt_1(F_∗O_C n_{×C} d_{,0}) this way may not be the quickest way of calculations since it will naturally involve more variables. Regardless, our result might open doors to other unsolved problems in the theory ([23], [24]).

Example 4.5. Let us consider the the map-germ f in (3). A stable unfolding F is given by

F : (C^2 × C^6 , 0) → (C^3 × C^6 , 0) (x, y, a, b, c, u, v, w) → (x, y^5 + x^2y + ay + by^2 + cy^3, y^6 + xy^4 + uy + vy^2 + wy^3, a, b, c, u, v, w) based on Mather’s theory, [18, Lemma 5.9, Theorem 5.10].

LIB "ring.lib";
ring t=0,(X,Y,Z,A,B,C,U,V,W),(wp(4,5,6,2,3,4,2,3,5));
ring s=0,(x,y,a,b,c,u,v,w),(wp(4,1,2,3,4,2,3,5));
ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy+ay3+by2+cy,y6+xy2+uy4+vy3+wy,a,b,c,u,v,w;

ideal g=x,y5-xy+ay3+by2+cy,y6+xy2+uy4+vy3+wy,a,b,c,u,v,w;
matrix jF=jacob(g);
ideal RF=std(minor(jF,8));
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);
ideal jh=jacob(h);
ideal FRF=preimage(s,f,RF);
ideal fit1F=quotient(jh,FRF);

Then using

Fitt_1(f_∗O_C 2_{,0}) = Fitt_1(F_∗O_C 2_{×C} 6_{,0}) ⊗ O_C 3_{×C} 6_{,0}/m_C 6_{,0}

and continuing the code above, we find the same result for the first Fitting Ideal as we have in Examples 4.1 and A.1.

ring t0=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ideal fit1=std(imap(t,fit1F));

Remark 4.6. Once we have h and the first Fitting ideal, we can recover the presentation matrix λ following the arguments (and proofs) of Propositions 3.4 and 3.14 in [25]: Let λ be (r +1)×(r +1)-matrix associated to a finite and generically one-to-one map-germ f : (X, 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0) and λ^1 the matrix obtained from λ by deleting the first row. Then Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0}) = I_r(λ^1), and the sequence

O^r_C n+1_{,0}^{(λ1)t}−−−→ O^{r+1}_{C n+1 ,0} → Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0}) → 0

is exact. Moreover, by considering the Laplace expansion for h = det(λ) in terms of the first row of λ,

O^{r+1}_{V,0}^{λt}−→ O^{r+1}_{V,0} → Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0})O_{V,0} → 0

is also exact. Therefore, we can find λ matrix by calculating the first syzygy of Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0})O_{V,0} = C. The following code shows an example in Singular.

Example 4.7. LIB "ring.lib";

ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));
ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);
ideal jh=jacob(h);
ideal fit1=radical(jh);
qring q=std(h);

ideal fit1=imap(t,fit1);
list resfit1=mres(fit1,0);
def lambda0=resfit1[2];
print(lambda0);
->
Z, 0, 0, 2XY, Y2,
Y, Z, 0, -2X2,-3XY,
-2X,Y, Z, 0, 2X2,
0, -2X,Y, Z, 0,
0, 0, -2X,Y, -Z

To see that the output is equivalent to the matrix λ in (20), we need the following matrix operations.

def pr1=multcol(lambda0,1,-1);
def pr2=multcol(pr1,2,-1);
def pr3=multcol(pr2,3,-1);
def pr4=multcol(pr3,4,-1);
map i=q,X,-Y,Z;
def pr5=i(pr4);
def lambda=addcol(pr5,1,-X,5);

5. Higher Order Fitting Ideals

Our result in this section is motivated by Mond and Pellikaan’s construction of the second Fitting ideal as a quotient in [25, Proposition 4.1], namely, that

(13) (Fitt^2_1(f_∗O_{X,0}) : Fitt_0(f_∗O_{X,0})) = Fitt_2(f_∗O_{X,0})

where Fitt^2_1(f_∗O_{X,0}) = Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0}) · Fitt_1(f_∗O_{X,0}).

The following iteration of (13) was proved for stable map-germs of corank 1 in [28]. Here, we extend the result to finitely A-determined map-germs of corank 1.

Theorem 5.1. Let X be an n-dimensional Cohen-Macaulay space and f : (X, 0) → (C^{n+1} , 0) an A-finite map-germ of corank 1. Also assume that f_∗O_{X,0} has a presentation over O_C n+1_{,0} given by an (r +1)×(r +1)-matrix λ. Then for each 0 ≤ k ≤ r −1, we have

(14) (Fitt^2_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}) : Fitt_k(f_∗O_{X,0})) = Fitt_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}).

Proof. Firstly, notice that our claim follows from the definition of Fitting ideals for k = r − 1: we have Fitt_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}) = 1 and Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}) generated the entries of λ. It is clear that Fitt_k(f_∗O_{X,0}), ideal generated by 2 × 2-minors of λ, is contained in Fitt^2_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}).

For other cases, we will prove the result by an induction on k. The initial case k = 0 is (13). Let us assume that the claim (14) holds for some k ≤ r − 2. We want to show that

(Fitt^2_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}) : Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0})) = Fitt_{k+3}(f_∗O_{X,0}).

The inclusion

Fitt_{k+3}(f_∗O_{X,0}) ⊆ (Fitt^2_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}) : Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}))

follows from a special case of [4, Lemma 10.10] where it is shown that the product of any u × u and v × v minors of a matrix belongs, up to a scale, to the Z-module generated by δ_{u+1}δ_{v−1} where δ_{u+1} (and δ_{v−1} resp.) vary over all (u+1)×(u+1)-minors (and (v − 1) × (v − 1)-minors).

For the other inclusion, let us take β ∈ (Fitt^2_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}) : Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0})). In order to show that β is an element of Fitt_{k+3}(f_∗O_{X,0}), we will relate the Fitting ideals of f to those of π^2_1 : D^2(f) → (X, 0).

By the definition of quotient of ideals, we have

β · Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}) ⊆ Fitt^2_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}).

If we apply the pullback map f^∗, we get

(15) f^∗(β · Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0})) ⊆ f^∗Fitt^2_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}).

Since f^∗ is a ring homomorphism, (15) yields

(16) f^∗(β) · f^∗Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}) ⊆ (f^∗Fitt_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}))^2.

At this stage, we will refer to the assumption of the induction that (14) holds for k. For that we need a few results regarding D^2(f) and π^2_1 .

Firstly, since f is finitely A-determined and of corank 1, double point space D^2(f) is an isolated complete intersection singularity of dimension n − 1 by [9, Lemma 3.2] (which is based on expanding [15, Theorem 2.14(i)] to the case of map-germs over ICIS). Moreover, π^2_1 : D^2(f) → (X, 0) is also finite and of corank 1 ([14, Lemma 3.10]); furthermore, π^2_1 is also finitely A-determined since D^{k−1}(π^2_1 ) = D^k(f) by the Principal of iteration ([14, Lemma 3.9]), and D^k(f) is an isolated complete intersection singularity of dimension n + 1 − k, or empty if k > n + 1 ([9, Lemma 3.2]). Therefore, the assumption of the induction for k applied to π^2_1 yields

(17) (Fitt^2_{k+1}((π^2_1 )_∗O_D2_{(f),0}) : Fitt_k((π^2_1 )_∗O_D2_{(f),0})) = Fitt_{k+2}((π^2_1 )_∗O_D2_{(f),0}).

Now, by the analytic version of the principal of iteration (see the proof of [14, Lemma 3.9]), Fitt_r((π^2_1 )_∗O_D2_{(f),0}) = f^∗Fitt_{r+1}(f_∗O_{X,0}) for any r ≥ 2. Therefore, (17) yields

(18) ((f^∗Fitt_{k+2}(f_∗O_{X,0}))^2 : f^∗Fitt_{k+1}(f_∗O_{X,0})) = f^∗Fitt_{k+3}(f_∗O_{X,0}).

So, from (16), we must have f^∗(β) ∈ f^∗Fitt_{k+3}(f_∗O_{X,0}), that is, β ∈ Fitt_{k+3}(f_∗O_{X,0}). This completes the proof. □

Example 5.2. Revisiting our example, we calculate the remaining Fitting ideals using Theorem 5.1 and obtain the same results as in Example A.1.

LIB "ring.lib";
ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));
ideal p=0;
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
setring t;
ideal h=preimage(s,f,p);
ideal jh=jacob(h);
ideal fit1=radical(jh);
ideal fit2=std(quotient(fit1*fit1,h));
ideal fit3=std(quotient(fit2*fit2,fit1));
ideal fit4=std(quotient(fit3*fit3,fit2));

Remark 5.3. Examples suggest that the statement of Theorem 5.1 also holds for map-germs of corank 2. Interested readers may consider the map-germ

f : (C^3 , 0) → (C^4 , 0)

(19) (x, y) → (x, y^2 + xz, z^2 + xy, y^3 + y^2z − yz^2 + z^3)

which has A_e-codimension 33 ([1]) and Q(f) = C ·{1, y, z, yz} to calculate the Fitting ideals.

Appendix A. Calculating a presentation

For comparison purposes, here we will calculate the Fitting ideals for our main example using Mond and Pellikaan’s algorithm in [25] (also see [24, 11.1]).

Example A.1. Let f : (C^2 , 0) → (C^3 , 0) be given by f(x, y) = (x, y^5 − xy, y^6 + xy^2) as in (3). We have Q(f) = C · {1, y, y^2, y^3, y^4}. We find that

Z = y^6 + xy^2 = Y · y + 2X · y^2 Z · y = y^7 + xy^3 = Y · y^2 + 2X · y^3 Z · y^2 = y^8 + xy^4 = Y · y^3 + 2X · y^4 Z · y^3 = y^9 + xy^5 = 2XY + 2X^2 · y + Y · y^4 Z · y^4 = y^{10} + xy^6 = Y^2 + 3XY · y + 2X^2 · y^2

(Multiply the first relation by −X and add to the last one to make it symmetric.) It follows that

(20) λ =

−Z 0 0 2XY Y^2 + XZ Y −Z 0 2X^2 2XY 2X Y −Z 0 0 0 2X Y −Z 0 0 0 2X Y −Z and that

Fitt_0 = (16X^5Y^2 + Y^6 − 16X^6Z + 11XY^4Z + 28X^2Y^2Z^2 + 8X^3Z^3 − Z^5) Fitt_1 = (16X^5 − Y^4 − 6XY^2Z − 4X^2Z^2, 16X^4Y + Y^3Z + 4XY Z^2, 8X^3Y^2 + 8X^4Z − Y^2Z^2 − 2XZ^3, 4X^2Y^3 + 12X^3Y Z + Y Z^3, 2XY^4 + 10X^2Y^2Z + 4X^3Z^2 − Z^4, Y^5 + 7XY^3Z + 8X^2Y Z^2) Fitt_2 = (X^3, X^2Y, X^2Z, XY^2, XY Z, Y^3, XZ^2, Y^2Z, Y Z^2, Z^3) Fitt_3 = (X^2, XY, XZ, Y^2, Y Z, Z^2) Fitt_4 = (X, Y, Z).

The algorithm is implemented into a Singular library presmatrix.lib by Hernandes, Miranda and Peñafort-Sanchis in [13] and can be downloaded at [19]. Here we show a code for our example.

LIB "presmatrix.lib";
ring t=0,(X,Y,Z),(wp(4,5,6));
ring s=0,(x,y),(wp(4,1));
map f=t,x,y5-xy,y6+xy2;
presmatrix(f,0);

Alternatively, a presentation matrix can be calculated in Macaulay2 ([11]) using the commands included in the program as follows.

S=QQ[x,y,Degrees=>{4,1}]
T=QQ[X,Y,Z,Degrees=>{4,5,6}]
f=map(S,T,{x,y^5-x*y,y^6+x*y^2})
pr=relations trim pushForward(f,S^1)

Acknowledgments

The question of calculating Fitting Ideals without a presentation was first suggested to the first author by Prof. David Mond, to whom she is sincerely grateful for all he taught and passing the love of theory of differentiable map-germs. We send our warm gratitude to our families who supported us constantly over the course of this work.

References

1. A. Altintas Sharland, Examples of finitely determined map-germs of corank 2 from n-space to (n + 1)-space, International J. of Mathematics 25 (2014), no. 5.

2. J. W. Bruce and W. L. Marar, Images and varieties, J. Math. Sci. 82 (1996), no. 5, 3633–3641. 3. W. Bruns and J. Herzog, Cohen-Macaulay rings, Cambridge University Press, 1993. 4. W. Bruns and Udo Vetter, Determinantal rings, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1327, Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1988.

5. T. de Jong and D. van Straten, Deformations of the normalization of hypersurfaces, Math.

Ann. 288 (1990), 527–547.

6. W. Decker, G.-M. Greuel, G. Pfister, and H. Schönemann, Singular 4-4-0 — A computer algebra system for polynomial computations, http://www.singular.uni-kl.de, 2024.

7. D. Eisenbud, Commutative algebra with a view toward algebraic geometry, Graduate Text in Mathematics, vol. 150, Springer, New York, 1995.

8. H. Fitting, Die determinantenideale eines moduls, Jahresbericht der Deutschen Math.- Vereinigung 46 (1936), 195–229.

9. R. Giménez Conejero and J. J. Nuño-Ballesteros, Singularities of mappings on icis and applications to Whitney equisingularity, Advances in Mathematics 408 (2022).

10. H. Grauert and R. Remmert, Coherent analytic sheaves, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 265, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1984.

11. D. R. Grayson and M. E. Stillman, Macaulay2, a software system for research in algebraic geometry, Available at http://www2.macaulay2.com.

12. G.-M. Greuel and G. Pfister, A Singular introduction to commutative algebra, extended ed., Springer, 2008.

13. M. E. Hernandes, A. J. Miranda, and G. Peñafort-Sanchis, An algorithm to compute a presentation of pushforward modules, Topology and its Applications 234 (2018), 440–451.

14. S. Kleiman, J. Lipman, and B. Ulrich, The multiple-point schemes of a finite curvilinear map of codimension one, Ark. Mat. 34 (1996), 285–326.

15. W. L. Marar and D. Mond, Multiple point schemes for corank 1 maps, J. London Math. Soc.

39 (1989), no. 2, 553–567.

16. J. Martinet, Singularities of smooth functions and maps, Cambridge University Press, 1982. 17. J. Mather, Stability of C^∞-mappings II: Infinitesimal stability implies stability, Ann. of Math.

89 (1969), 259–291.

18. , Stability of C^∞-mappings IV: Classification of stable germs by R-algebras, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 37 (1969), 223–248.

19. A. J. Miranda and G. Peñafort-Sanchis, presmatrix.lib,

https://sites.google.com/site/aldicio/publicacoes/presentation-matrix-algorithm.

20. D. Mond, Some remarks on the geometry and classification of germs of maps from surfaces to 3-spaces, Topology 26 (1987), 361–383.

21. , The number of vanishing cycles for a quasihomogeneous mapping from C^2 to C^3 , Quart.

J. Math. 42 (1991), no. 2, 335–345.

22. , Vanishing cycles for analytic maps, Singularity Theory and Applications (Warwick 1989) (D. Mond and J. Montaldi, eds.), Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1462, Springer, New York, 1991.

23. , Some open problems in the theory of singularities of mappings, Journal of Singularities 12 (2015), 141–155.

24. D. Mond and J. J. Nuño-Ballesteros, Singularities of mappings, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 357, Springer, 2020.

25. D. Mond and R. Pellikaan, Fitting ideals and multiple points of analytic mappings, Algebraic Geometry and Complex Analysis (Pátzcuaro, 1987), Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1414, Springer, Berlin, 1989.

26. R. Piene, Ideals associated to a desingularization, Proc. Summer Meeting, Univ. of Copenhagen, Copenhagen, 1978, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 732, Springer, 1979, pp. 503–517.

27. A. Sharland, Examples of finitely determined map-germs of corank 3 supporting Mond’s μ ≥ τtype conjecture, Experimental Mathematics 28 (2019), no. 3, 257–262.

28. J. Smith, Fitting ideals without a presentation, Ph.D. thesis, University of Rhode Island, RI, US, 2024.

29. C. T. C. Wall, Finite determinacy of smooth map-germs, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 13 (1981), 481–539.

Department of Mathematics and Applied Mathematical Sciences, University of Rhode Island, Kingston, RI 02881, US

Email address: aysharland@uri.edu

Department of Mathematics and Applied Mathematical Sciences, University of Rhode Island, Kingston, RI 02881, US

Email address: jake.smith@uri.edu