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1 How to investigate T A(f) and TL(f)

In singularity theory of differentiable mappings, the .4-equivalence relation
is the most important equivalence relation and the L-equivalence relation
is also important if we want to deal with the images of map-germs rather
than map-germs themselves, but investigating them are not easy in general.
The main reason why it is not easy is in the fact that we have to deal
with mixed homomorphisms of finite type over f* defined in [12], where
f : (R",0) - (RP,0) is a given map-germ. For instance, the standard
filtration €&, = m2 D ml > m2 > -+ D m® > {0} of &, is not well
compatible with mixed homomorphisms of finite type over f*. However, if
we replace the filtration £, = m2 D mL D m2 > .- D m& D> {0} of &, with
the filtration &, = f*m3&, D f*m €, > f*m2€, D -+ D frm®&, > {0}
of £,, then we can deal with everything easily by just one time using of
Malgrange preparation theorem, which is the key of our method.

More precisely, for any i, j, k (resp. ¢,k) € {0,1,---,00} in general it is
impossible to obtain the inclusion m}0s(f) C tf(mifs(n)) +wf(m=60}(p))

(resp. mi6s(f) C wf(mbioy(p))) from the only one inclusion mifs(f) C
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tf(m,0s(n))+wf(msbioy(p))+mi0s(f) (resp. mibs(f) C wf(mkbioy(p))+
mi*t10s(f)). As the map-germ with one variable

fl@) = @z, 2¥10,---,0) (2<i<p),

which appears naturally as a singularity of pedal curve produced by a non-
singular dual curve ([16]), suggests, in order to obtain the desired inclusion
mi0s(f) C tf(0s(n))+wf (80 (p)) from the inclusion mi0s(f) C tf(0s(n))+
wf(0g03(p)) + mit16s(f), we need in general i-tuples successive inclusions
mE8s(f) C tf (m0s(n)) +wf(miyoy (b)) + mEOs(f) (k = i,5+1, -, 2i—
1). (for details on this topic, for instance see [8], [22]). For the definition of
GS(f), 65(”)1 9{0}(p)) tf and UJf, see §3 )

On the other hand, if we replace m} 0s(f) with f*ml0s(f), then we have
the following proposition 1, which is a special case of Mather’s lemma on

mixed homomorphisms of finite type over f*: £, — &, x -+ x &, (see, (1.12)
of [12})).

Throughout this note, let S = {s;, -, s,} be a finite subset of R™ with
r elements, f: (R™,S) — (RP,0) be a germ of a C* mapping at S such that
f(S) =0 and for any ¢ (1 < ¢ < r) let f; be the restriction of f to (R",s;)
(called a branch of f). The integer r is called the number of branches of
f. Let &£, (resp. &,) be the R-algebra of C*° function-germs at the origin
in (R",0) (resp. (RP,0)) with usual operations, and let m, (resp. m,) be
the unique maximal ideal of £, (resp. £,). We define mg = &,. For a given
map-germ f : (R", S) — (R’0) and a non-negative integer 7 we put

frmi0s(n)
f*m;;—f-l es(n)
frm:0s(f)
frmitifs(f)

Q)"

Q)P =

Then, ;Q(f)? is an &,-module.

Proposition 1 Let f: (R",S) — (R?,0) be a C*™ map-germ such that the
dimension of Q(f) is finite and let ¢ be a non-negative integer. Suppose that

QU = {lg) €:Q(f | g € tf(m}8s(n)) + wf(mghioy(p))}

for some j,k € {0,1,---,00}. Then, we have

F*mifs(f) C tf(mifs(n)) + wf(mEbioy(p)).
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For the definition of Q(f), see §3. We have the same inclusion as propo-
sition 1 for w f(mk6;0y(p)) if we replace tf(mifs(n)) + wf(mibioy(p)) with

w f(mEBi0y(p)). Since the assumption of proposition 1 is equivalent to say
the following:

frmi0s(f) C tf(mifs(n)) + wf(mibioy () + f*mit0s(f),

we see that f*m}0s(f) is easier to deal with than m}6s(f).

From these results, we see that the following method seems to be useful.
For G = R or A or L, put

iQ(f,9) ={lgl €:QUf)? | g € TG(/)},

where [g] = g+ f*m; 1 0s(f). We see that ;Q(f)? is finite dimensional if Q(f)
is finite dimensional. Thus, in the case that dimr Q(f) < oo ;Q(f)? can be
decomposed in the following way:

Q)P =:Q(f, 9 +V,

where V is a finite dimensional vector subspace of ;Q(f)P.

The method which we would like to propose in this note is to obtain the
smallest 7 such that ;Q(f)? = ;Q(f,G)?. By our method, we can expect to
improve the situations of calculations in many cases. For instance, consider
the following fencing curves due to Arnold ([1]):

fap(x) = (2°, 2% + az® + b2°,27) (a,b € R).

We see easily that

(1) 2Q(fan)® = {[9) € 2Q(fap)® | 9 € wfap(m2603(0))}-

Thus, we have that ,Q(fap)® = 2Q(fap, £)3. On the other hand, it is easily
seen that 1Q(fus)?® # 1Q(fap, £)3. Threfore, 2 is the smallest ¢ such that
:Q(fap)? = iQ(fap, £)3, and we see that f,; is 9-L-determined for any a,b €
R and it suffices to calculate only inside the 15 dimensional vector space

generated by monomials z°,--- , 2% to calculate
. TC(fap) . TK(fap)
dimg ————% =6, dimg —F—< =1
* TL(fap) * TA(fap)

and to obtain the property that

(2) (ax®+ ﬂxg) ¢ TA(fap) for any a,b,a, B such that 2a8 # 3ba.
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By (2) we sce that f,, is not 8-.A-determined if a # 0.

Our method works well also in complex holomorphic category. Hence, all
results in this note hold also in complex holomorphic category.

This note is organized in the following way. In §2, we gather results
obtained so far by using our method introduced in this section. In §3, we
prepare several notions and notations. For theorem 1 stated in §2, a sketch
of proof is given in §4. For theorem 2 and proposition 2 (resp. theorem 3
and corollary 1) stated in §2, a sketch of proofs is given in §5 (resp. §6). §7
is devoted to give a proof of proposition 3 stated in §2. Propositons 4 and 5
stated in §2 are proved sketchily in §8. Finally, in §9 we give a short proof
of assertion 1 stated in §2. '

2 Applications

In this section, we gather results obtained so far by using our method intro-
duced in §1.

Theorem 1 ([17]) Any a-A-determined singular curve-germ f : (R,0) —
(RP,0) (p > 2) is (4a® + 2a — 1)-L-determined.

For the definition of order of G-determinacy (G = A or L), see §3.

Theorem 1 is a partial answer to the problem of Wall which asks to obtain
a function £(p, n, a) such that a-A-determinacy implies ¢-L-determinacy for
a map-germ f with p > 2n (p. 512 of [22]). Note that our estimate in
theorem 1 is not effective in general since for instance the example f(z) =
(z?, 2+, .. 2%710,---,0) (2 < i < p) given in §1 is (2¢ — 1)-G-determined
but not (27 — 2)-G-determined for both of G = A and G = £. On the other
hand, note also that our function £(p, 1, a) in theorem 1 does not depend on
p. The author does not know whether or not this is a particular phenomenon
which occurs only when n = 1.

Theorem 2 ([18]) Let f : (R",S) — (RP,0) (n < p,np # 1) be an A-
simple map-germ with corank at most one. Then, the following inequality

holds: _
P+ (n—r

dimg Q(f) < =+ (n=1)

For the definition of Q(f), see §3.

Note that there are no upper bounds for dimgr Q(f) in the case that
n = p = 1 since for any positive integer § the map-germ f(z) = z° is A-
simple and of corank at most one.
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Theorem 3 ([18]) Let f: (R™,S) — (R?,0), (n < p) be a C™ map-germ.
Suppose that f is A-stmple. Then, the number of branches r is restricted in
the following way:

p2

n(p—n)

For the definitions of an A-simple map-germ and a map-germ with corank
at most one, see §3.

Note that there are no upper bounds for » in the case that n = p since
for any positive integer r a smooth finite covering with r fibers gives an
example of A-simple map-germ in the case that n = p. Note also that
since r < dimg Q(f) the inequality r < n—(;Ln) for an A-simple map-germ
with corank at most one can be obtained from theorem 2 as an immediate
corollary . Thus, the point of theorem 3 is the sharpness of the inequality.

Since the left hand side of the inequality in theorem 3 is an integer while
the right hand side is a rational number, the sharp inequality in theorem 3
suggests that there exists some special restrictions for the number of branches
of an .A—simPle map-germ when the right hand side is an integer. The rational
number mlp—my can be an integer only when p = 2n and in the case it attains
its minimal value 4. Thus, we may guess that the classical cross ratio and
the symplectic cross ratio ([19]) are the very invariants of special restrictions
for the number of branches of an A-simple map-germ .

It seems interesting also to compare theorem 2 with theorem 3 when
the right hand side of the inequality in theorem 3 is an integer. The rational
number ;(-% for p = 2n, r < 4 can be an integer only when n = 1 and
in this case it attains its maximal value 4. Although there are no A-simple
map-germs [ : (R",S) — (R*",0) with 7 = 4 by theorem 3, for instance
map-germs z — (z* 2% + z7) (taken from [3]), {z — (z,0),z — (z3,z*)}
and {z + (z,0),z — (0,z),z — (2% 2%)} (these two are taken from [10])
give examples of A-simple map-germs satisfying dimg Q(f) = 4 in the case
that (n,p) = (1,2). In particular, we can not expect the sharpness for the
inequality of theorem 2.

Not only in the case above, the upper bound for dimg Q(f) given in
theorem 1 is the best possible bound in the classification results of .A-simple
map-germs listed here ([5], [6], [7], [9], [10], [11], [15], [20], [23]), and the
upper bound for r is also the best possible bound in the classification results
([6], [10], [23]). However, if n = r = 1 and p is greater than 5, then the upper
bound in theorem 1 is not the best estimate since the effect of .A-moduli sets
in K-simple orbits can not be disregarded as shown in [1].

r <

For corresponding results on L-simple singularities, we have the following
which can be obtained easily.
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Proposition 2 ([18]) Let f : (R™,S) — (R?,0) (n < p,np # 1) be an
L-simple map-germ with corank at most one. Then, the following inequality
holds:

dimg @Q(f) < %
Corollary 1 ([18]) Let f: (R™ S) — (R?,0), (n < p) be a C® map-germ.
Suppose that f is L-simple. Then, the number of branches r is restricted in

the following way:

7‘32.

n

Proposition 2 shows that if n < p < 2n then any L-simple map-germ with
corank at most one must be an immersive mono-germ (i.e. an immersion
germ with only one branches), and we can not expect to improve corollary 1
to hold the sharp inequality » < 2. Furthermore, if p = 2n then for instance
the map-germ with three branches { fi, f2, f3} given by the following is not
L-simple though it is A-simple (for the property that this map-germ is .A-
simple, see proposition 5 below).

fl(xla"')xn) == (xl)"'axn)07"')0)a

fZ(:Bl)"'ax’n) - (07"')0:2:1)"')1"11-))

fS(ml,... ’xn) — '(ml’... )x'n)a'lxlr". ,anxn) (al.--an#O)_
Thus we see that L-simple singularities are quite restricted although .A-simple
singularities are not so.

From the calcurations in §1 by using our method, for the Arnold’s fencing
curves [, we can see easily the following.

Proposition 3 For any g : (R,0) — (RP?,0) (p > 3) with dimg Q(g) = 7,
we see that g is adjacent to the set U, p)£(0,0)A(fab)-

By proposition 3 we can say that the union U, p)£(0,0)A(fa,p) dominates the
set of singular curve-germs with multiplicities > 7.

Next, we would like to investigate the exsistence of an .4-simple map-germ
which is not L-simple.

Proposition 4 ([18]) Letp be an integer greater than 1 and let f : (R, S) —
(RP,0) be an immersion such that > ._, j* fi(s;)(R) = RP, where the 1-jet
g fi(s;) is regarded as a linear mapping. Then, we have the following:

1. Suppose that r = p. Then, f is L-simple.

2. Suppose that r = p+ 1. Then, f is A-simple.
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3. Suppose that r > p+ 2. Then, f is not A-simple.

Note that under the situation of proposition 4, f is not L-simple if r = p + 1
by corollary 1 and thus an f given in proposition 4 in the case that r = p+1
is an A-simple map-germ which is not L-simple.

Proposition 5 ([18]) Let f : (R",S) — (R?",0) be an immersion such
that f; 1s transverselly intersecting with f; for any i,5 (1 <4,5 <7, i # 7).

1. Suppose that r = 2. Then, f is L-simple.
2. Suppose that r = 3. Then, f is A-simple.
3. Suppose that r > 4. Then, f is not A-simple.

Note that under the situation of proposition 5, f is not £-simple if r = 3 by
corollary 1 and thus an f given in proposition 5 in the case that » = 3 is an
A-simple map-germ which is not L-simple.

IHIC,TD/ =P THIAL TWA HEREXE, LITD L S I, hilios
RMOKFHIEBRLNT S P a D FHEBEFE > TRBITRT TN TR
5. FlEB G L WVo TE, AN BEROREAGRICEE T 2R LOREIR
KIBELULTORED T, AT EROREMRICB O TIXFILORHEITHE
RAIRITER LIZEVH#HNEIICEEX 3.

Assertion 1 M X, M Cc m, 2=, &, ODEBERATTINVETS. C
&, dmC/MC < oo THB L%, BRER &,-MEELT 3. T5iC, A
Z C DEFTMEELT S, ZOLE, LUTFHRRDIID.

CCcCA+MC=CCA.

3 Notions and notations

Most notions and notations introduced in this section are due to Mather ([12],
[13]) and already common in singularity theory of differentiable mappings.
For details of them, we recommend an excellent survey [22] to the readers.
For a C* map-germ g : (R",S) — (R?,T), where S (resp. T) is a finite
subset of R™ (resp. R?), let 85(g) be the £,-module of germs of vector fields
along g. We may identify 65(g) with £} x - - - x £F. We put fs5(n) = 0s(id.r»)

r t;}r)les
and 07(p) = 0r(id.rr), where id.gn is the identity map-germ of (R", S) and
id.r» is the identity map-germ of (R?,T). For any k¥ € {0,1,---,00}, an

element of mffs(n) or mkfoy(p) is a map-germ such that the the Taylor
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polynomial of degree (k—1) is zero. For a given C* map-germ f : (R, S) —
(R?,0), Mather’s two homomorphisms tf (¢tf is an &£,-homomorphism) and
wf (wf is an E,-homomorphism via f*) is defined as follows.
tf 1 8s(n) — 0s(f), tf(a) =df oa,
wf :00y(p) — Os(f), wf(b) =bo f,

where df is the differential of f. We put

TR(f) = tf(mnbs(n)),

TL(f) = wf(mpbi(p)),

TC(f) = frmpls(f),

TA(f) = tf(mnds(n)) +wf(mpbio}(p)),
CTK(f) = tf(mabs(n)) + frmubs(f).

For a given lok map-germ f : (R",S) — (R?,0) we define
En En

X . o X e—————
fimp&, frmp€, ’

Q(f) =

whre recall that f; is the restriction of f to (R",s;) and S = {s1,- - ,s,}.
The dimension dimg Q(f) is called the multiplicity of f and denoted by 4(f).
Note that Q(f)™ (resp. Q(f)?) may be identified with 8g(n)/f*m,0s(n)
(resp. Os(f)/f*mpls(f)). For a given map-germ f such that §(f) < oo,
Wall’s homomorphism of Q(f)-modules ([22]) is the following:

i QU — QMNP tf(lg) = [tf(9)],

where [g] = g + f*m,0s(n) and [tf(9)] = g + f*m,0s(f). Let v(f) be the
dimension of the kernel of £ f.

For a given C* map-germ f : (R", S) — (R?,0) such that d(f) < oo, we
put ;0(f) = 7 dimgr ;Q(f)?. Note that ;6(f) must be an integer. Let ;v(f) be
the dimension of the kernel of the following homomorphism of Q(f)-modules.

itf QU™ — Q) izf([g]) = [tf(g)].

Then, we see easily that §(f) < ;6(f) < p*d(f), and thus ;6(f) < c0 if 6(f) <
oo. Similarly v(f) < iv(f) < p*y(f). Note that ;Q(f) is not isomorphic to
:Q(F), where F is an unfolding of f. However, we see easily that 16(F) =
(1+¢)10(f) and 1y(F) = (1 +q) 17(f), where q is the number of parameters
for the unfolding F'.
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The Taylor polynomials of degree k£ at all points of S for a map-germ
f:(R"S) — (RP,0) is called k jet of f at S and is denoted by j* f(S). We
put

JE(n,p) = {7*£(0) | f: (R",0) — (R”,0)}.

Two map-germs f, g : (R", S) — (RP,0) are said to be A-equivalent if there
exist germs of C*° diffeomorfisms ¢ : (R", S) — (R", S) such that ¢(s;) = s;
for S = {s1,"+,sk} (si # s; if i # j) and ¥ : (R?,0) — (R?,0) such that
f =1ogop™t. For a C*® map-germ f A-equivalence class of it is denoted by
A(f). Two map-germs f,g : (R™,S) — (R?,0) are said to be L-equivalent
if there exists a germ of C* diffeomorfism ¢ : (R?,0) — (R?,0) such that
f = Yog. For a C>® map-germ f L-equivalence class of it is denoted by
L(f). A C°® map-germ [ : (R",S) —» (R?,0) is said to be k-.A-determined
(resp. k-L-determined) if f is A-equivalent (resp. L-equivalent) to any g
with j*f(0) = j*9(0).

Next we define jet space suitable for multi-germs (R", S) — (R?,0) and
their equivalence classes, which is the following multi-jet space:

er(n,p) = {(jkfl(sl)7 T ajkfr(sr)) | fl(sl) == fr(sr)asi 75 Sj if 4 '7é .7}

For a C* map-germ f : (R™,S) — (R?,0) where S = {s1,---,s,} (s; # s; if
i # j), the quotient space mnbs()_ can be identified with the multi-jet space

matlos(f)

+J¥(n,p). Under this identification we put

TR*(55f(9)) {lg) € J*(n,p) | g € TR(S)},
TL(G*f(S)) = {lg] € -J*(n,p) | g € TL(S)},
TC*(j*£(S)) = {lg] € -J*(n,p) | g € TC(f)},
TA*G*F(S)) = {lg] € -J*(n,p) | g € TA(S)},

TK*(*F(S)) = {lg) € -J*(n,p) | g € TK(S)},

where [g] = g + mEFt105(f). These are tangent spaces to orbits of actions of
well-defined Lie groups corresponding to Mather’s groups R, £, C, A and K.
(for details, see [22]).

We recall the definitions of A-simple map-germ and L-simple map-germ.
A map-germ f : (R", S) — (R?,0) is said to be A-simple (resp. L-simple)
if there exists a finite number of A-equivalence classes (resp. L-equivalence
classes) such that for any positive integer d and any C*° mapping F': U —» V
where U C R™ x R? is a neighbourhood of S x 0, V ¢ R? x R% is a
neighbourhood of (0,0), F(z,A) = (fa(z),A) and the germ of fy at S is f,
there exists a sufficiently small neighbourhood W; C U of (s;,0) (1 <i <)
such that for every {(z1,)), -, (z-, A)} with (z;,A) € W; and F(z1,A) =
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- = F(z,, ) the map-germ fy : (R", {z1,---,2,}) — (R?, fa(z;)) lies in
one of these finite A-equivalence classes.

Finally, a C°° map-germ f : (R*,S) — (RP?,0) is said to be of corank
at most one if max{n — rankJf;(s;) | 1 < 7 < r} < 1 holds, where recall
that S = {s1,---,s;} (s; # s; if ¢ # j) is a finite set of R™, and f; is the
restriction of f to (R™,s;) and J f;(s;) is the Jacobian matrix of f; at s;.

4  Sketch of proof of theorem 1

In this section, we give a sketch of proof of theorem 1 given in [17]. Since
theorem 1 concerns only a mono-germ (that is to say, a map-germ such that
the number of branches r is 1), for the sake of clearness in this section we
use the simplified notations 6( f), 6(n) and 6(p) instead of g(f), 6s(n) and

B0 (f)-

By using appropriate coordinate transformations, from the first we may
assume that f has the following form:

f(.’l?) = (x6> fQ(x)7 T ’fp(x))5

where § = 6(f) and f;(z) = o(z°) for j = 2,---,p. Since f is a-A-
determined, there exists a positive integer k& (k¥ > 2) such that a + 1 <
ké <a+ 46 and

TA(f) > my*6(f) = f*myd(f).

By Sylvester’s duality on Frobenius number ([21], see also [1, 2]. for a com-
plete proof of Sylvester’s duality, see the comment to problem 1999-8 of [2])
we see that for any integer ¢ > (kd — 1)kd there exist non-negative integers
£1,45 such that ¢ = £,k + €2(kd +1). Therefore, in the case that there exists
a j (2 £ j < p) such that the order of f;(z) is § + 1, we have that

ke Q)P = {lg] | g € wf(m26(p))}.
Next, we consider the case that f;(z) = o(z%*!) for any j (2 < j < p).
Lemma 1 If f;(z) = o(z®*!) for any j (2 < j < p), then yTR(f) C V,
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where V' is the vector subspace of Q(f)P spanned by the following vectors:

s 0 0 0 0
ké ké+1 k§+2 L ké+(8~1)
A i o s R s |
0 0 0
ké kd+2 L [kE+(8-1)
[.'L BXZ]’ [x 8X2]’ 7[1: BXQ],
9 8 o
ks kd+2 L [kE+(8-1)
[x aXp]’ [x axp]) )[:E aXp]

For the proof of lemma 1, see [17]. By lemma 1, even in the case that
fi(z) = o(z®*!) for any j (2 < j < p) we have

ke-kQ(f)F = {lg] | g € wf(m26(p))}.
Thus, we have
wf(m38(p)) D frm{=0kG(f) = mi™"V6(f).

Since a +1 < kd < a + § we have

mgka—x)kaé,(f) 5 m&”‘s—l)(”_é)@(f)-
We see easily that § < a + 1. Thus, we have

wf(mzh(f) > mye VT V(f).
Put £ = 2r(2r +1) — 1 = 4r? + 2r — 1 and let g be a C* map-germ such
that j¢f(0) = j¢9(0). Then, as in [4], since (g — f) € mit14(f), from the

above inclusion we see that there exists a germ of C*° diffeomorphisms h :
(RP,0) — (RP,0) such that g = ho f. ]

5 Sketch of proofs of theorem 2 and propo-
sition 2
In this section, we give a sketch of proofs of theorem 2 and proposition 2

given in [18].

Lemma 2 Let f : (R",S) — (R?,0) be a C*® map-germ such that 6(f) <
00.
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1. Suppose that TC(f) = TL(f). Then, the following inequality holds:
10(f) < p.
2. Suppose that TIC(f) = T A(f). Then, the following inequality holds:

(p —n)16(f) +17(f) —2(f) < p*.

For the proof of lemma 2, see [18].

[Sketch of proofs of theorem 2 and proposition 2] If fis A-simple (resp.
L-simple), there must exist an .A-simple (resp. L-simple) map-germ g such
that both of Q(f) = Q(g) (resp. Q(f) = Q(g)) and TK(g) = TAg) (resp.
TC(g) = TL(g)) are satisfied. For the g we see that 15(g9) = nd(g),17(g) =
n7y(g) = n(d(g) —r) and thus theorem 2 and proposition 2 follow from lemma,
2. 0O

6 Sketch of proofs of theorem 3 and corollary
1

In this section, we give a sketch of proofs of theorem 3 and corollary 1 given
in [18].

First, note that for an immersive map-germ ¢ : (R*, S) — (R?”,0) the
following hold:

dimg TR (5'¢9(S)) = n’r,
dimg TC*(5%9(S)) = npr,
dimg TK'(j'g(S)) = npr.

If fis A-simple (resp. L-simple), near f there must exist g : (R", S) —
(R?,0) which is immersive, A-simple (resp. L-simple) and satisfies the
equality dimg 7K' (51 g(S)) = dimg T'A*(5*g(S)) (resp. dimg T'C*(j1g(9)) =
dimg TL'(j'g(S))). For the L-simple g, by proposition 2 we have r <
p/n. Thus, corollary 1 holds. For the .A-simple g, since we have that
dimg TL'(j'9(S)) < p? (equality holds if and only if >._, j1g:(s;)(R") =
RP, where s; € S) and the equality dimg TK*(j1g(S)) = dimgr T A (41g(S))
holds for the g, we have npr < n?r + p?. However, we see that the equality
does not hold for .A-simple map-germ g since the scalar multiple operation
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gives a trivial 1-dimensional intersection of TR!(j'g(S)) and TL(51g(S)).
Thus, theorem 3 holds. O
Remark. We know phenomena similar as theorem 3 in several situations

where K2-moduli sets occur naturally as investigated in [14]. For instance,
consider the following set:

¥i(4,8) = {°f(0) | f: (R*,0) — (R, 0) corank(f) = 4}.

We see that dimg ¥%(4,8) = 80 and the dimension of TR?(52f(0)) (resp.
TC?(52f(0)) is less than or equal to 16 (resp. 64); and for a generic f €
¥2(4,8) the equality holds for each inequality. Thus, for a gencric f €
¥2(4,8), we have that

dimg £3(4, 8) = dimg TR*(j%f(0)) + dimg TC?(5°f(0)).
However, we see that
dimg (TR(5°£(0))) N TC(5*£(0 ))) >0
by Euler’s relation ¢f(X? 1x,32 ) = 2wf(¥h. tax )). Thus, even for a
generic f € ¥£3(4,8), we have that
dimg $3(4, 8) > dimg TK?*(52£(0)).

Not only for £2(4, 8) we encounter the similar phenomina as theorem 3 but
also for £2(3, 3), which can be seen as follows. Put

$3(3,3) = {j2/(0) | £ : (R?,0) — (R%,0) corank(f) = 3}.

We see that dimg 322(3,3) = 18 and each of the dimension of TR?(52f(0))
and T'C2(j2f(0)) is less than or equal to 9; and for a generic f € ¥3(3, 3) the

equality holds for each inequality. Thus, for a generic f € £2%(3,3), we have
that

dimg ¥2(3, 3) = dimg TR?*(5%f(0)) + dimg TC?(5f(0)).

However, we see that

dimg (TR(52£(0))) N TC(5°£(0))) > 0

again by Euler’s relation ¢ f (XL, z; 55 0y = 2uwf (ZP_IX i3 )) Thus, even for
a generic f € ¥2(3,3), we have that

dimg $2(3, 3) > dimg TK?(52£(0)).

The author does not know a reasonable explanation why such resembling
phenomena occur in diferent situations. Note that by the fact that X%(4,8)
(resp. ¥2(3,3)) is a K%-moduli set we can calculate 0%(4,8) = 32 (resp.
c%(3,3) = 9), which yields that o(n,p) =6(p—n)+8 (p—n =>4, n>4)
(resp. o(n,p) =6(p—n)+9 (p>n > 3)) as shown in [14].
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7 Proof of proposition 3

By composing linear transformations of R? and germs of non-linear trans-
formations of R if necessary, from the first we may assume that g(z) =
(91(z), g2(x) - - -, gp(x)) has the following form:

a(z) = a1z’ + o(z?),
g2(z) = az®+ o(z?),
g3(z) = asz” + o(z?),
gi :IZ) O(xg) (7' 2 4)’

where a; = 1 or 0.

Suppose that a; = 0. Then, by (1) in §1 we see that for any sufficiently
small ¢ # 0 there exist germs of C* diffeomorphisms ¢; : (R,0) — (R, 0)
and v : (R?,0) — (RP,0) such that (g+tf,)o@r = Pro fa,). Furthermore,
by (2) in §2 we see that

8/
009 & TA(fn )

Thus, proposition 3 holds in the case that a; = 0.

Next, suppose that a; = 1. Then, by (1) in §1 we see that for any
sufficiently small ¢ # 0 there exist germs of C*° diffeomorphisms ¢; : (R, 0) —
(R,0) and ¥, : (R?,0) — (RP,0) such that (g +tfo1)) o pr =¢Yr o f(%yl). By
(2) in §1, we see that

0f1

ot ¢ T-A(f(%,n)-

Thus, proposition 3 holds in any case. 0

8 Sketch of proofs of propositions 4 and 5

Here, we give a sketch of proofs of propositions 4 and 5 given in [18].

We consider 1 of proposition 4 or 5. In the following in this section, we
are putting n = 1, p > 3 if we are considering 1 of proposition 4; and we
are putting p = 2n if we are considering 1 of proposition 5. By calculations
we see that dimg TC1 (51 f(S)) = dimg TL(5* f(S)), which implies ; Q(f)? =
1Q(f, L)?. By proposition 1 for wf(myf(0}(f)), we see that TC(f) = TL(f).
Note that the C-equivalence class of f is the largest C-equivalence class in
the set {g : (R",S) — (RP,0) C*°} for the given S. Thus, there are no L-
equivalence classes to which f is adjacent, which implies that f is L-simple.
We can obtain 2 of propositions 4 and 5 similarly. By theorem 3, 3 of
propositions 4 and 5 are obtained immediately. O
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