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Abstract

Camacho-Sad-Suwa indices of logarithmic vector fields along singular plane curves are considered
in the context of computational complex analysis. An effective method is proposed for computing a
basis of the module of logarithmic vector fields along a singular curve. An algorithm for computing
Camacho-Sad-Suwa indices is presented. The keys of our approach are the use of local cohomology
and Grothendieck local residues.
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5EHIFBZ M TES. Camacho-Sad $541% holomorphic 72X M NGO B W TEHELEZTH
573, WEMNINLEALRTH YD, ZDHEZHEBITKD 5 2 L IZRITIIEZ TR,

AFRTU, GHEESEBNT OIS0 &, MG LHEDE A L7z Camacho-Sad-Suwa 1688 DA IEIC D W THIE
T35 L2007 TV RLEHVWE LT

I) FRZRELL U TR FIABHIFRISN U, Z3002ino TR 2 ek o a3 (IERIBEK
ZREE 3 %) Bt ERTT

(IT) FARZREER AL L THD holomorphic 722 hLG Y Z D separatrix (Zxf L, £ ® Camacho-Sad-Suwa
Ei=
RO DB EHHIEKD. MR PG OMEREOHIAZIIT D 5 F 21, ftBAIZ L NICHNTT %
AFRZEL X CC? 3R O eC? Diiffr 3 5.
Bl (Wi FERE) flz,y) =2 + 5 +ay? 1L, S = {(z,y) € X | f(z,y) =0} £BL.

S o TR YD % Derx o(—1logS) TET. (I) DT LTV ALICED, 2 DDN
7 bV

3 0 3 1 0
— 2 93 e = 62 _ .3\ =
U1 (:c + 9z +4y oz 4ﬂcy—|— 7y 8y 9y’

1 0 1 3 0
_ 02y — =3 ) — — (222 4 202 L 6a? ) —
U2 <xy+ ey 2y>8:1: <2x +4y + bxy ay

2195, 2O old Derx o(—logS) DEMITTH 5. N7 M v, v FZNTH

v1(f) = 41+ 9x)xf(2,y), va(f) = 4(1 + 92)yf(z,y)

7= 5. BB, Bk S 1, N7 bV v, vy D separatrix TH 5.
WE, R MV vy, v OFRBEHEADITHIX 2R T 2 &
224923 + 3yt Sgy 4 622y — Ly8 1
det 4 4 8 = —(1+9 ,
¢ zy + 922y — 3y3 2 + 397 + 6ay? 2( )f(9)
2155, 4D [ ORE L1+ 92) WHERTEE L5720 ([20]). MRS PG D3 IEED 8 DKL
TETHD 2D &5 RMEEFHORY MUGOHIE, FEEE L FZh T3 5, 8.

RIZ, 7vd VXL (I1) ZHWT, X2 ML vy, ve D separatrixS (2 - 7z Camacho-Sad-Suwa 5%
ERDB L
144 64

CS{O}(’017S) = T, CS{O}(UQ,S> = ?

2195,



2 Camacho-Sad-Suwa index

X 1F, C? 0RO OiEfEE 34, X LOIERIRKDRTE Ox DR TOH%E Ox o TEF. 1EHI
BB f € Ox DED BHIRE S = {(z,y) € X | f(z,y) =0} TRT. LT, S & reduced L RET 5.

v &, FRIEBZ RN ORZ MG THE LT 3.

EFE (K. Saito[22])
v B ST o THEINRR Y MAUTH 2 21X, v(f) = clx,y) f(z,y) 22T c(z,y) € Ox 0 DHMEET
LZreidb.

S o TR R 7 PV RIKRD IR T DIE % Derx,0(—logS) THF.

1 flz,y)=2+y", S={(z,y) € X||f(z,y) =0}
Derx.o(—logS) 1%, XD 2 2D MG RAERITE L THD.

9 1.0 a0 .50
oz T 7Yy 2T Vg T3 gy

Z IR f 13 weight vector 57(7,3) \ZBIL T weighted homogeneous % ZIHRTH 5753, vy 13 Z D weight
vector 12383 % Euler {EFIFRTH D v (f) = f &7 d, N7 MGy 13 G L 810 v B 1L < y(f) =0

R

1
Ulzgx

2T\ f DR NI R R S Y L TR weighted homogeneous 72 ZJHID & & | XU~ 2 LG
L, ZOFlEEEED Z & 23D 0.

Remark: EHIEED germ [ € Ox o DTN IENIZR FEEZEHUC X D weighted homogeneous 12T %
% ¥ %, flX quasi homogeneous TH 3 ¥\ 5. 52 5N ERIBKED germ f 25 quasi homogeneous TH
B 00N, fHICRFERBE I COY ae 4 77 (G, §0) € Cfa,y} BT 2050 L FfiTTH 5 ([19)).
it 5T, quasi homogeneous 72 IERIEEL D germ 2B L TlE, Z DRMEINR Y MV OMEEX, 25 2 74
DEEERETD 5.

Remark: XEHINRZ bV D 7 3NIEE Der x,0(—logS) (&, FrEAICE LIEFIZZ  DfEHRZ ZATW
5. § [9] ZB T,
Wk, EHIEE a,b € Ox 0 Z2REBUCD ORI P LY;
0 0
v = a(l‘y)% + b({E, y)a_y
WAL, MAaTER w ZXTED S.
w=b(z,y)dz — a(z,y)dy € Qx.0
KD D ALD
#R8 (K. Saito [20], A. Lins Neto [10]) X® (i), (i) {ZIffiTd 2
(i) v € Derx o(—logs)
(ii) gw = hdf + fn Z¥i7z3 g,h € Ox 0 ¥ n€Qx .0 DFIET 5.

WHTHRICBIT 3 (i) DRLHEB xo &b DIC VDS, S~ kLt



_ of of _
v(f) = alz,y) 97 T b(w,y) By c(z,y) f(z,y)
=R,
(7) 9= 55(2,9),h = —a(z,y),n = c(z,y)dz, HBVIE (1) g=5L(z,y),h =b(w,y),n = —c(z,y)dy
Y B, (i) BT O L RHED B Y HTE S,
S={(x,y) € X | fz,y) = 0} &, FAIWKRELZ S DOXRT P v D separatrix TH 5 L5 5. SiE

S = U C YERINEEINA LT 3. £72, f = fifa--fo 12 S OBHIBICHIET 3 | © Ox.0 105
FBIRE T 5 (7% C; X, EERTENCER PR TH D, REHIR E BR S W), Bg, : A — C;
WIS C; @D local uniformization TH 2 ¥ 5 5.

EE (T. Suwa [22]) X2 X D, Camacho-Sad-Suwa 5% ERKT %

Ind{oy (v; S, Ci) = —reso(wi(3))
Ind;oy(v; §) = Y7i_; Indgoy (v; S, Ci)
RIS D LD,

EIE (T. Suwa [22])
Ind;oy(v; S, C;) = res(oy (% A (—%))

£ii1% Grothendieck local residue TH .

Bl 2 B 11252722207 bl v, vy D Camacho-Sad-Suwa FHEE KD 5.

vi(f)=Ff va(f) =0 XV, v WAL TIE, n=dr, o THLTIE, n=0%215%. ZThEDEBI
Ind;oy(v1,8) = 21, Indgoy(v2,S) =0

3 Local cohomology

Z DHEITIX, local cohomology & Grothendieck local residue ICBH3 2 AN L HMWEE T L THBL. &
DHIDONFIZ—BDERRIT TR DI D e WS TH AH, [BELEZEIT 5729, X 13 2 XorZEf C? DJF A
O DHaEDGEITHIZRS Z L Ii2T 5.

X Fo FHIEE D73 fE% Oy, holomorphic 2-form D72 Ffd% Q% TKT. VWF

H%O}(Qg() WX YA O 2B %D local cohomology
Hip) (%) I X DA O ICH ZFFD algebraic local cohomology

ERTET5.
B O 2B BUCRERBAIRE Ox 0, IWREBEAEKE Ox o TRT. SEHEBBHIED 5 HA%

pairing
(?X.,O X H%O}(Q?X) — C
Ox0 % ’H[QO] Q%) —C



CED, N7 PAZER Ox .0 8T FVZER HY G, (%) & (RPN 2 FLZER & L T) BV o

BfRIC® 2. FRRIC Ox 0 & HE (Q%) D HWIRNOBRICH 5.
WE, INHRFERBIROA 77V 1 COxold VII)NX = {0} ®ililz355. ZOLE
Wr = { € "}y (Q%) | I = 0},
Wi ={ € HZ,(9%) [ [y =0}, 727 L [ = Ox 0l COxo0
B WL W FERKIERZ MVEBTH 2. KHBOLT 5.
T2 (Grothendieck local duality) “X®D pairing 1ZIEELTH 3
(1) Ox.0/I x Wy — C
(2) Ox.0/I x W; — C

WA D7 T 0% 0D D ICIFHIEKD R TEEZH 2, i O 1IZH 24D algebraic local cohomology
H[20] (Ox) = klggo Exty  (Ox.0/(z,9)", Ox)
ZHWT

Hj :{O'EH[ZO](O)() | IUZO}
rBL. WfZ {O"dfl‘/\dy|0'€H]}“C‘\26%7b§, WIng DD LDODT

Wr={o-deNdy|oeH}

2132, D EoZe s, (MHHR de Ady ZEELTBHR), Hp 3BERZEM Ox .o/ DI Z b LZE
e RfEs Zehinnrs.

LR OWI B D70 K512, XY PV Hp 134 77V T ORI HIHERD 5 Z B TE 5.

Bl 3 (B FrEM)

flayy) =a® +y" +ayd WL, 4770 T % J = (%, g—i) C Oxo TEDD. f=01FHE O ZF
I L TR, Z® Milnor number iy = dimg(Ox,0/J) (& 12 TH 5. LI f 1& weight vector 15(7,3)
IZBH L semi quasihomogeneous TH 2 Z EIZHEHL, T weight vector & Wiiz. 3 2 HNEFICHE > T, N7
MVZER Hy OEJEZ KD 5

o) L e LA L L e L e [ L)
R I E A Y

z215%
IERIBEL h(z,y) DIRRTDT A 7 —ERZ h(z,y) =, cija’y’ B, FRZEH Ox o/J & W, B
Z2W0E Hy £ ORI ZEHEBTEZ 6N TWBE 225, hix,y) 4 T 7V J BT 3513,

3| Ut

Cp,0 = €0,1 = €p,2 = C1,0 = €C0,3 = C1,1 = Co,4 = C1,2 = Co,5 — 302,0 =0

5 1 5 5 5

€13 =C1,4 — ?00,6 - ﬁCQ,l =C5 — ?03,0 - ?00,7 - ﬁcw =0

THzZ o613,

<t



WHRERBORICBEWTA T 7 AR N=Y TREZ B CIZETE. $TA T 7VDRE X — FEKR
KD, BN EZNORAL XA - FREKICLZRREZHET 22 THIET 5. HID BB
5. ZRUTx L, Z 2T L7z & 51 local cohomology Z AWV &, X U N—=2 v TOHEICEH D B2 S5
ELARVRIEEI .

H; OXJE%E 723 12 1D local cohomology class D FEHNSHE T 2 12 I D HizX

Ly. vz, 9 zy. vt ay® y° 2y’ ayt ay®

WEHIRZEM Ox 0/ ODHIEABIKTH 5. iCicHG A7, Hy OREEZ, ZOHIEAEED (Grothendieck
local duality \ZB83 2 ) XOELEICM72 72\, §E- T, Hy OEJERZ HWAIUL, 4 77V J KL $ % normal
form DEIHEDNPEHICTE 5. local cohomology % f# X IX, normal form DFIHEICE] D HANBE LN Z L 2357
% . [AFRIZ, local cohomology Z WA Z 2T, 4 T 7IVDAR Y X — REKDFHHHITH LD TE 5.

PEEATRAMVFRRES DY AL £ 77 MSHHE L 7z local cohomology DFHE, Grothendieck local duality,
local cohomology % JII\W\W7z A & ¥ &' — RELED G HFIZOWTIE, §fi [18] ZZ RS iz, i [12] 127
N X LDFHAND 5. —DBERITA 77 M L 7z local cohomology DEFE ¥ Z DG HFICE L
T, @i [27, 28, 35) 2B . i 36| Wt L7 ATV X ADHHDH 5.

4 Logarithmic vector fields

é"ca /\‘7 ]‘}1/1:%11 — Cl(fl%y)% +b($»y)%7 ((Z,b S OX,O) ﬁfEFEEHﬂﬁQ S = {(ll',y) (S X | f(l,y) = O} &:
o THEINTH 2 L5 DIE
of of

(Z(LII, y)% + b(.l?, y)a_y = C(xay)f(xay)

Tz S o(x,y) € Ox.o0 DIFETH I ThHolz. ZOREAZ L, [HAZHAD L &, ZIHARICEWT
9, % —fOIYY—DFHEETIUL, a,b,c DIHDIRESZ Z LKL, L L, 22 THRE WS
X, SN2 YA O 73R Derx o(—logS) ® Ox o MEEY LTOERILERDZHFTH 72 &K,
IRENBIR 2125 e 3 2 A TORMEZZHAIROMACOMEICZDEFE XX TE I GEFE
WX o TIRONBERTTIE, PORFEREERZREBIERE T2 MATOAERITE LTIERABRDIDEZL L
YT s,

LR, local cohomology % W5 Z & T, JF UK R 2 Fr0 FIHAE AR ICIN 5 X8R 27 D7
T Derx.o(—logS) D Ox o EE LTOAEMITTERD 2 71TV XL EZFENT 5.

NI S 2 FRO NI 5 RHEEIR 27 S At i e LT, polar variety O#ERIZIED < Z & T
Hi U7z Method I( [16, 29]) ¥, polar variety DRE&RZ 472\ T [13] OFERITHEDWTIEH L 72 Method II
([17) D3> % . RWSETIFERE 2RI T 5.

FHABHIROERZEA f ST s YaL A F7A% J = (9L, g_;‘) C Ox.0 TED, 4 F7 LR
J:(f) ={c(z,y) € Ox 0| c(z,y)f(z,y) € J}
ZEZDL. ROMEIZERIDIHASNTH .
W K fE

(i) s(z,y) € (J:(F))
(i) a(x,y) 3L +b(x, )% = s(x,v) f(z,y) 27T a(z,y),b(z,y) € Ox 0 HHFET .



Ox
Zmys(o) = f(x,y)o TED, ZOGIEER F =Im(my) C Hy, "8 my D% Ker(my) 2 K 35X

K={o|fo="5%05= g—ga =0} 23D LD, Grothendieck local duality & D Anno, ,(K) = (f,J) 23
> DT,

Local cohomology Hj = {0 € H[zo]((’)x_yo) U 5 = g—’;a =0} 26 Hy HE~NDEH my: Hy — Hy

dime(K) = dime(Ox,0/(f, J))
21350, ZOAMZ, f O Tjurina 8 77 127 5720,
KD D ALD.
A ([30])
(i)0 — K — H; — F — 0 & exact

(ii) dim(F) = puy — 74, 7272 L, py (& Mllnor number, 77 {& Tjurina number TH 5.
88 ([30]) XKD ALD
J:(f) = Annoy o (F)
FTRANT Hy KD, I, X7 FVZEM F = {f(z,y)o | 0 € H;} KD, ZD annihilator DR

2y R — REEZFRTIUL, WHEREIRCBI 24 77 J: (f) DAXR Y R— REEERD-Z L
5. ZOHER, NRERBERICBII 24 F7ABOFHEEL LXK, BEDTELDESGTHS.

ATFTTNR T (f) DAX X — FEE%R SB TR .

fieE

s(x,y) € SBITXTL,

a(z,y) 5L + b(x,v) 3L = q(z,y)s(x,v) f(x,y), (0,0) #0
Zili7e s, ZHAOM a(z,y),b(z,y), q(z,y) € Ko, y] BHFET 2

OB XD, WRFEREIR 2 (A8 T2 iEo @z, ZHABNCB T 25MBICRE S8 5 2 3]
REL 72 o7z,

ST o TR S A v = a(z,y) 2 +b(z, y)a% Do(f) =0 &AL THEIZZD Camacho-Sad-
Suwa HEEDELZ, BH S22 0 TH % DT, Camacho-Sad-Suwa B DFHED 720121, X7 b LTHE
HARD D, BB o(f)=cf EBVIE X c£0R2ALTIDODAEZEZNITHTHS. WE E Tk
WZED, ROGHERTGS

Step 1 compute H
Step 2 compute a basis of F' = {f(z,y)o | o € H;}
Step 3 compute a standard basis SB of Annpy , (F)
Step 4 for s(x,y) € SB, compute a syzygy of

(%57 %57 —S(Jf,y)f(l’,y))

Step 2, 3 DI, STk [13] 1ICH B 7LV XL TITAS. Step 4 T [14] THEALLFEEHAVS Z
ETCRIME DRI EX 2 Z e TE 5,



ZOFRER, &S [17] TRUCEH LTH D, Bruce-Robert Milnor DR 7 LIV X AIZHWSHAT
W3,

AtEplz 0252 5.

Bl 4 Eip R

Bl 3 tRUKRRMATHS. ERZHRI f(z,y) = 2% +y" + 2y®, Milnor number p; % 12, Tjurina
number 75 i 11 TH 3. fifoT, N FVAER F = Im(my) DXITIF,up — 75 =12—11 XD dim(F) =1
L1B. AFTAR T (f) DAK YK — K SB I, SB = {z,y) TH 3.

iR S = {(z,y) | f(z,y) = 0} iR > TRHEIN RN T PGOERITE LT

0
Ay’

)
v = (1022 — 13232y — 211ay® — 45y4)£;—$ + (27 + dy) (@ — 21y?)

0 0

_ 2 2 3 5y Y 32

vy = (32 + 63xy® + 10zy” 4 2y )513 + (27 + 4y)y 2y
2145, X7 MG ORBOTN 2T s e

1022 — 13232y — 211ay? — 45y* (27 + 4y) (v — 21y?)

det
322 + 63zy? + 10xy3 + 2y° (27 + 4y)y3

= 3(27 + 4y) f (. y)

2195, FHAD f OFRENX, S TETROVDT, vy, v EFHEREIKTH 3.
Remark: i3 [16, 29] TEA L7z Mathod T 2o THEMWIANZ S AGERD 2 ¥
d )

vy = (—102% + 13232y + 2112y* + 45y4)£ — (27 + 4y)(z — 21y2)6—y

0 9]
vy = (6322 + 102%y + 2® — 3y5)% — (27 + 4y):cya—y

0 0
= (=322 — 632y? — 102y° — 2y°) — — (27 + dy)y® —
vy = (—3x 63y Ozy Y )83: (27 Y)Y ay

HBHW0IE

) )

vy = (343 + 50y) (2122 — y5)% — (2522 + 3087xy + 4152y? + 49y* + 25y5)a—y
/ 4 )

vy = 3(343 + 50y)(7203zy + 245" — 12557) =

d
+(—1512632 + 312522 + 36752y + 3176523y% — 62522 + 427035y + 875y + 3125y5)6—,
y

3] 7]
vl = (343 + 50y)y6£ (14722 — 2522y + Bay® — 15495 — 25y6)0—

%218%. Method I 2ffi5 ¥ FHRIK L EE KD 5 Z 2 BHIR V.

5 Camacho-Sad-Suwa index ¢ Grothendieck local residues

B AR Y U CHO TG S = {(2,y) € X | f(z,y) = 0} ¥, S 1o THEII A2 b L8



0 0
v = a(m,y)% + b(%@/)a—y € Derx,o(—log(5))

BHEZoNeT 5. XI5, 0(f) =c(z,y) flr,y) ZMi7zT c(z,y) DRDTHZE LT 5.
FIE (T. Suwal22]) $L ¥ fRHWVICRTHZ LTS, ZOLE, RAMWH LD

Ind;p} (v; S) = res;oy <% A (%)) .

S =Ur_,Ci & S OEINIRTH B 2T %, % C 3 C; = {(2,y) | filzy) =0} THABNAZ LT 2

FIE (T. Suwal22]) 4 & [ RHWICHE T 2. 2OV E, KHWD 1D

Remark: Ind;o;(v; C;) = Indjoy(v: Cj, C;) 13, Lins Neto [10] 2VEA L7488 —5F 5.

ROFER B HAIHEC X 5

EIE (T. Suwa [22]) KHKD 3D

Ind;oy(v; G, Ci) = Ind(oy (v; Ci) + 32, (Ci - Cj)o
7271, (Ci - C)o FFH O TD C; & C; DRI TH 5.

T, #X [31, 32] 128V T, Grothendieck local residues DIHZ IR T2 713V X252 Thb. [32]
WZH % it kX, local cohomology 1Zx3 % transformation law % HW2 IETH D, JERINIZIE [24] 12H
%7 AT 7 IHEDOTO B HREWILDHIEZ D AN BFED T RZMY Z & TR 2K ->TH 5.
[BIICH A7z 7 03V XN, [33, 25, 26, 34] &[RRI, FARIZH 245D local cohomology Diifi7z 3R
SHRERRD, simple Zdkn ) S —RTH B2 ¥ ([37) WKEHT 2 Z 2 THEENEIETH 5. 1ERDFEEY
R D, RO SR ER ORI 28T 1 B ORIEARM T 1EHZR D A% FWT Grothendieck residue
mapping % 5 X % local cohomology class RO, Z DFEHE % H W T Grothendieck local residue DfE

ZAHTIE VI TNNITVALTH .
(31, 32] IH B 73V X 1% A5 Z 2T Camacho-Sad-Suwa $68(%, SRR KD 2 Z e HiHkK 3.

ROFNE, FREHNLHED G [22) 12H 23, [22] IR 2 HIETHELTWS.

Example v = 2$(% + Sy%
S=C1UCUC3, 72721 O = {2 =0},Cy = {y = 0},C3 = {a® —y? =0} BV,
Grothendieck local residue DEIHZ175 .
Indfoy(v;Cr) = %, Ind;p)(v; Co U C3,C0y) = g, Ind;oy(v;Co U C3,C3) =9
2135, FETOD Cy & C3 DXFREZ (Cy-C3) 0 =3TH2DT
Indgoy(v; Co) = g, Indgoy(v;C3) = 6

2195,



6 HBE[KYX Camacho-Sad-Suwa g

AT L7 3V XL ZWT, L2 7R SR AEHIER I 5 MR 7 b uie b L o, itk
HIKTH2 e 2lEIDL. XI5, FEETHNALET7 LTV XL E2HWT, 215D Camacho-Sad-Suwa
T ERDTHS.

i (Js5,1 singularity) f = 23 + 2%y® + y1°
f @ Milnor number, Tjurina number (&, ZNEN py = 17,7 = 15 TH 2, A T 7R J : (f) DAXK
Y& — FHEIE SB = {2,9%} TH A ON L. FHEHRT MR RD 5.

w22 sty Lo LY (2,03, 2) 2
“_<3$ Oy Ey =gy ) 5 T e T e ) 5y
(T s L\ O (L1 L 34\
vy = (101‘?/ + 5zy +6y>ax+ : -7:+5y +2y -
2195, X7 M v, v & v1(f) = (2 + 15y)xf(x,y), va(f) = (2 + 159)y2 f(x,y) 72T,
N7 MIGDREB DR Ti75I KD B &

227 + 52y + sayt — §y7 2oy + 3ay?

det
EESV S S MY AU S

2195 v, v IZFBILETDH 5.

Grothendieck local residue D% 3K % Z ¥ T, Camacho-Sad-Suwa 58(% K %
Ind{oy(v1;5) = 27, Indgoy(ve; S) = @
%135 .(computation time: 0.016 sec, 0.094 sec).
il (Js,0 singularity) f =3+ 2%y + 297 + ¢°
J @ Milnor number, Tjurina number (ZZNZ4 py =16, 7p =15 TH 3. A TTLAME J : (f) DAX
YR — REJEIZ SB = {z,y} THS. XMEHIRT F LR RD 5.

2989 d
vy = (19623x2 + 2092323 — 354622y + 25469z2y> + T:c%ﬁ — 4222y* — 1962y° — 1899y7) o
xr

671 427 d
+ (—sz + 6541zy + 5978x%y — 7602y + 8462xy> — Tmy‘* + 211y6) 5
: ¢ Yy

2083 )
vy = <19623xy + 2092322y — 2913xy? + 25469zy> + T$y4 — 42290 + 1281y6> o

- (—6331» — 6—:1151 + 6541y 4+ 5978xy% — 1182y + 8462y* — %/f) a%
2182, X7 PV vy, 09 1
v1(f) = (58869 + 627692 — 10638y + 75736y2)zf(z, y)
va(f) = (58869 + 627692 — 10638y + 7573642y f (x,y)
RV
R27 PG ORBOTHREFET 5 & —211(58869 + 62769z — 10638y + 75736y2) f(x,y) #135.
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ﬁé’) T, V1, Vg &i%%%}gf% 5.
Grothendieck local residue DFFEIZ & D, Camacho-Sad-Suwa {68% 3K % &
Ind;p}(v1;8) = Indjpy (v2; ) = 27
%1%% (computation time: 2.55sec, 1.61sec).
Bl (71 singularity) f = 23y + xy* +¢°

f @ Milnor number, Tjurina number [FZNZEN pp =11, 77 =10 THB. A TTNRG T : (f) DAKR >
X — FHEEIL SB = {z,y} THS. MEINRT PLERD 5.

vy = (18022 + 3322y — xy? — 15y3)2 + (135zy + 22xy* + 3y3)2
ox dy
2 2 3 0 2 3, 0
ve = (3z° + 180zy + 33zy” + 11y )% + (—9zy + 135y° + 22y )6_y
2152, N7 MV o, v & vi(f) = (675 + 121y)x f(z,y), va(f) = (675 + 121y)y f(x,y) Zifi7zF.
TR DFHRZITS &

det 18022 + 3322y — xy? — 15y>  135zy + 227y% + 3y3)

‘ = —3(675 + 121 x,
322 + 180zy + 33xy% + 11y3  —9zy + 13592 + 22¢3 ( yi(y)

Z132 DT, vy, v GHFHEETH 3.
Grothendieck local residue DfE% K % Z ¥ T, Camacho-Sad-Suwa {58 % K %
Indoy(v1;5) = 2, Indoy (v2; 5) = 15
2195,

T, By + oyt +yS =y(@® + 2y +yt) &b, S OB iR
S=CUCy, 12721 C) = {y =0},Cy = {23 + 2 + y*}

%135 . Camacho-Sad-Suwa 6852k % &

Indgoy(v1;5,C1) = 1ZS,Ind{o}(vl;S, Co) =15, Indfoy(ve; S,C1) =0, Indgoy(ve; S, Ca) =15
2155.

Ind{oy(v1;8) = Ind(oy(v1; S, C1) 4 Ind oy (v1; S, Ca).

Ind{oy(ve; ) = Ind oy (v2; S, C1) 4 Ind oy (v2; S, C2),
DD NDZ e 2R TE 5.

Remark: “FHIEHHERDEANTINCEENITH 2 08000, i 21 125 71TV AL THETE 5.
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