arXiv:2107.12961v1 [math.AG] 27 Jul 2021

ISOSINGULAR LOCI OF ALGEBRAIC VARIETIES

CHRISTOPHER CHIU AND HERWIG HAUSER

Abstract. We define the notion of isosingular loci of algebraic varieties, following the analytic case first studied by Ephraim. In particular, we give a partial extension of his main result in arbitrary characteristic and a full extension assuming characteristic 0. One of the main obstructions in the positive characteristic case is the non-separability of the orbit map associated to the contact group, as first observed by Greuel and Pham for isolated singularities.

Let X be a complex analytic space and p ∈ X. In [2] the isosingular locus of X at p was defined to be the subset of X with a prescribed singularity type, that is, Iso(X, p) = {q ∈ X | X_q ≃ X_p}, where X_p and X_q denote the analytic germs of X at p and q. The main result of [2] asserts the following:

Theorem ([2, Theorem 0.2, Observation 2.5]). For a complex analytic space X and p ∈ X the set Iso(X, p) is locally closed and smooth as a (reduced) analytic subspace of X. Furthermore, there exists a germ of an analytic space Y_y such that X_p ≃ Y_y × Iso(X, p)_p, with Y_y having the additional property that there does not exist an isomorphism of germs Y_y ≃ Y^′_y′ × C_0 .

Generalizations of this result to the relative case of morphisms between analytic spaces were obtained in [8, 9]. We call an analytic germ (X, p) harmonic if Iso(X, p) = Iso(Sing X, p). In [4] the classical Mather–Yau theorem (see [10]) was extended from the isolated singularity case to general harmonic singularities. Results in a very similar spirit appeared recently in the preprint [3].

In this paper, our main goal is to study isosingular loci of an algebraic variety X over an arbitrary algebraically closed field k. As we do not have the analytic topology at our disposal, we will replace it by considering the corresponding formal neighborhoods instead. That is, for any x ∈ X(k) the isosingular locus of X at x is defined to be the set Iso(X, x) := {x^′ ∈ X | ^X_x′ ≃ ^X_x}, where ^X_x denotes the formal completion of X along the singleton {x}. Note that any isomorphism of such formal completions induces an isomorphism of residue fields and thus Iso(X, x) ⊂ X(k). Our first main result is an extension of the first part of the above theorem in [2].

Theorem A. Let X be a variety over an algebraically closed field k.

Date: July 29, 2021.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 13A50, 14B05, 14B20. Key words and phrases. Isosingular loci, contact equivalence.

The research of the first and the second author were supported by project P-31338 of the Austrian Science Fund (FWF).

(1) For each x ∈ X(k) the subset Iso(X, x) is locally closed in X(k) (endowed with the Zariski topology).

(2) Denote by X^{(x)} the unique reduced subscheme of X whose k-points agree with Iso(X, x). Then X^{(x)} is smooth.

The proof follows the analytic case and uses the action of the contact group K as well as a version of Artin’s celebrated approximation result in [1]. As for remaining part of [2, Theorem 0.2], assuming characteristic 0 we obtain the following result:

Theorem B. Let X be a variety over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. For each x ∈ X(k) there exists a scheme Y of finite type over k, a point y ∈ Y (k) and an isomorphism ^X_x ≃ ^ (X^{(x)})_x × ^Y_y , such that ^Y_y has no smooth factors, that is, there does not exist an isomorphism ^Y_y ≃ ^Z_z × ^(A 1 )_0.

The assertion of Theorem B fails in positive characteristics, as can be seen in the example of the Whitney umbrella f = x^p + y^pz in characteristic p > 0, c.f. Example 2.6. Let us mention that the proof of Theorem B crucially relies on the characteristic 0 assumption in two separate places. First, it makes use of the Nagata–Zariski-Lipman criterion (see Theorem 2.4), which expresses the existence of smooth factors in terms of the existence of regular derivations. This part of the argument could potentially be extended to positive characteristics by means of Hasse–Schmidt derivations. The second important assumption which holds only in characteristic 0 is that the orbit map associated to the (truncated) contact group K_β is separable for all β large enough. In fact, the fact that this fails in positive characteristic was first exhibited by Greuel and Pham in [6, 5] for certain isolated singularities. As we will see in Example 2.7, the results of Section 2 give new examples of this phenomenon, including the singularity f = x^p + y^pz mentioned above. Moreover, it prompts the following question:

Question C. Let k be an algebraically closed field and 0 ∈ X ⊂ A^N a hypersurface singularity given by f ∈ k[x_1, . . . , x_N ]. Assume that there exists β_0 > 0 such that the orbit map K_β → o(f_β ) is separable for β ≥ β_0 (see Section 2). Does the conclusion of Theorem B hold in this case?

Note that we restrict the question to the hypersurface case as even then we do not know of any counterexample.

Conventions. Throughout this paper we always assume X to be an algebraic variety, that is, a separated scheme of finite type over an algebraically closed field k. For any point x ∈ X(k) we denote by ^X_x the formal neighborhood of X at x. That is, ^X_x is given by the formal completion of X along the closed subscheme {x} and is thus isomorphic to Spf( ^O_{X,x}).

1. Contact equivalence and proof of Theorem A

Let k be an algebraically closed field. We start by repeating the main definition: for any point x ∈ X(k) the isosingular locus of X at x is defined to be the set Iso(X, x) := {x^′ ∈ X | ^X_x ≃ ^X_x′ }. If X is smooth at x, then Iso(X, x) is clearly an open subset of X(k).

Remark 1.1. Let us briefly discuss the situation when k is not algebraically closed. Assume char k = 0 and consider the Whitney umbrella X defined by x^2 +y^2z in A^3_k . Clearly Sing X is just given by the z-axis. Taking any point of the form x = (0, 0, t) for t ≠ 0, we see that the formal completion ^X_x is isomorphic to the union of two hyperplanes if and only if √ t ∈ k. Thus the isosingular loci of X might not even be constructible as subsets of X(k).

Since both Theorems A and B are local statements on X, we may assume for the rest of this paper that X ⊂ A^N is affine, given by polynomials f_1, . . . , f_n ∈ k[x_1, . . . , x_N ]. To simplify notation, let us write x = (x_1, . . . , x_N ) and f = (f_1, . . . , f_n).

Let us start by recalling a general version of the formal inverse function theorem:

Lemma 1.2. Let R be any ring and S = R[[x]] or S = R[x]/(x)^β for some β > 0. Let φ : S → S be a map of R-algebras given by φ_i := φ(x_i) and satisfying φ_i(0) = 0. Then φ is an isomorphism if and only if det(^{∂φi}_{∂xj} (0))_{i,j≤N} ∈ R^∗.

Proof. Follows from considering the maps on the associated graded rings. □

To describe the action of the contact group we fix some notation. All schemes are considered relative to the base field k; in particular, R will always denote a k-algebra. By O_N we denote the (infinite-dimensional) scheme whose R-points are formal series in R[[x]]. Similarly, for β ≥ 0 we define the (finite-dimensional) scheme O_{N,β} via O_{N,β}(R) := R[x]/(x)^{β+1}. Clearly we have O_N = lim←−_β O_{N,β} via the natural maps.

For any ring R we consider the group Aut_R(R[[x]]) of local R-automorphisms. By Lemma 1.2 we have

(1a) Aut_R(R[[x]]) = {φ ∈ R[[x]]^N | φ(0) = 0, det( ∂φ_i ∂x_j (0))_{i,j≤N} ∈ R^∗}. Thus the assignment R → Aut_R(R[[x]]) defines a group scheme Aut O_N . Similarly, for each β ≥ 0 we obtain an algebraic group Aut O_{N,β} whose R-points are elements of Aut_R(R[x]/(x)^{β+1}).

For any n > 0 the group scheme Aut O_N acts on O^n_N as follows: given f ∈ R[[x]]^n and φ ∈ Aut_R(R[[x]]), we define φ·f := f ∘φ = f(φ_1, . . . , φ_N ). For β ≥ 0 an action of Aut O_{N,β} on O^n_{N,β} is defined in the same way. These actions are compatible via the diagram

(1b) Aut O_N × O^n_N // fflffl O^n_N fflffl Aut O_{N,β} × O^n_{N,β} // O^n_{N,β}. Definition 1.3. For N, n > 0 the contact group K = K_{N,n} is defined as the group scheme GL_n(O_N ) ⋊ Aut O_N . That is, for each R we have

K(R) = GL_n(R[[x]]) ⋊ Aut_R(R[[x]]), where the semidirect product is taken with respect to the group homomorphism Aut_R(R[[x]]) → Aut GL_n(R[[x]]) given by φ → (M = (m_{i,j} )_{i,j} → M ∘ φ = (m_{i,j} (φ_1, . . . , φ_N ))_{i,j} ). Similarly, for β ≥ 0 the truncated contact group K_β is defined as the algebraic group GL_n(O_{N,β}) ⋊ Aut O_{N,β} and we have K = lim←−_β K_β .

The action of Aut O_N on O^n_N together with the natural action of GL_n(O_N ) defines an action ρ : K × O^n_N → O^n_N which is given by ρ : (M, φ; f) → M · (f ∘ φ). Similarly we obtain an action ρ_β of K_β on O^n_{N,β} and Eq. (1b) implies that ρ and ρ_β are compatible via the diagram

(1c) K × O^n_N^ρ // fflffl O^n_N fflffl K_β × O^n_{N,β}^{ρβ} // O^n_{N,β}. As a first remark we note that K_β is smooth independent of the characteristic of the base field k.

Lemma 1.4. For each β ≥ 0 the truncated contact group K_β is smooth over k. Moreover, for any f ∈ O_{N,β}(k) the map (ρ_β )_f : K_β → O^n_{N,β} given by (M, φ) → M · (f ∘ φ) has locally closed image o(f), which is smooth when considered as a reduced subscheme of O^n_{N,β} (we call o(f) the orbit of f).

Proof. For the first assertion note that the underlying space of K_β is GL_n(O_{N,β}) × Aut O_{N,β} and that we have open immersions GL_n(O_{N,β}) → A^{n2 M} and Aut O_{N,β} → A^{NM} , where M := (_{N+β} N ) . The second assertion then follows from [12, Proposition 7.4]. □

The main idea behind the use of the contact group in the proof of Theorem A is that two points of X have isomorphic formal neighborhoods if and only if the respective Taylor expansions of f at those points lie in the same orbit of K. We want to review this classical argument in our setting. First, let γ : X → O^n_N be the morphism defined as follows: for each k-algebra R the map γ(R) is given by a ∈ X(R) ⊂ R^N → f(x + a) ∈ R[[x]]. In an analogous way we obtain morphisms γ_β : X → O^n_{N,β} for β ≥ 0.

Lemma 1.5. Let x_1, x_2 ∈ X(k). Then ^X_{x1} ≃ ^X_{x2} if and only if γ(x_2) ∈ o(γ(x_1)).

Proof. We may assume that x_1 = 0 and x_2 = a ∈ k^N . Then ^ O_{X,x2} ≃ k[[x]]/(f(x + a)). The existence of an isomorphism ^O_{X,x1} ≃ ^O_{X,x2} is equivalent to the existence of an isomorphism φ ∈ Aut_k(k[[x]]) such that the following equality of ideals holds: (φ(f(x))) = (f(x + a)).

To proceed we make use of a trick of Mather:

Lemma 1.6. Let A, B ∈ k^{n×n}. Then there exists C ∈ k^{n×n} such that C(1−AB)+ B is invertible.

Proof. Let r = rk(B) and choose a basis {e_i}_i for k^n such that Be_1, . . . , Be_r are linearly independent and Be_i = 0 for i > r. Let e^′_{r+1}, . . . , e^′_n be such that Be_i, e^′_j form a basis. Then C is the matrix representing the linear map given by e_i → 0 for i ≤ r and e_i → e^′_i for i > r. □

Write R = k[[x]] and m = (x). The above equality of ideals implies the existence of A, B ∈ R^{n×n} with A · f(φ(x)) = f(x + a) and B · f(x + a) = f(φ(x)). Then, by Lemma 1.6, there exists C ∈ k^{n×n} with D = C(1 − AB) + B ∈ R^{n×n} invertible modulo m, which implies that D is invertible in R^{n×n}. Clearly, D · f(x + a) = f(φ(x)). □ Note the contact group K is not of finite type and neither is the scheme O^n_N . In order to be able to apply Lemma 1.4 for the action of the truncated contact group K_β we make use of a variant of Artin’s celebrated approximation results, which is commonly referred to as Universal Strong Artin Approximation.

Theorem 1.7 ([1, Theorem 6.1]). Let k be a field. For each tuple (n, m, d, α) of non-negative integers there exists a β ≥ 0 satisfying the following property: let x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) and y = (y_1, . . . , y_m) be two sets of variables and f = (f_1, . . . , f_r) ∈ k[x, y]^r with deg(f_i) ≤ d. Assume there exist polynomials ȳ = (ȳ_1, . . . , ȳ_m) ∈ k[x]^m with f(x, ȳ(x)) ≡ 0 mod (x)^β .

Then there exist algebraic power series y = (y_1, . . . , y_m) with f(x, y(x)) = 0 and ȳ ≡ y(x) mod (x)^α.

Corollary 1.8. Let x_1, x_2 ∈ X(k). Then there exists a β > 0 such that we have γ(x_2) ∈ o(γ(x_1)) if and only if γ_β (x_2) ∈ o(γ_β (x_1)).

Proof. Assume x_1 = 0 and let x_2 be given by a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ k^n. Consider the system of equations in variables M = (M_{ij} ) and y = (y_1, . . . , y_N ) over k[x] given by M · f(y) − f(x + a) = 0. The condition γ_β(x_2) ∈ o(γ_β (x_1)) is equivalent to the existence of (M̄(x), ȳ(x)) such that det(M̄(0)), det(^{∂ȳi}_{∂xj} (0)) ∈ k^∗. Take α ≫ 0. By Theorem 1.7 there a β > 0 such that, for each solution (M̄(x), ȳ(x)) of this system module (x)^β , there exists a solution (M(x), y(x)) with M̄(x) − M(x), ȳ(x) − y(x) ∈ (x)^α. Thus, in particular det(M(0)), det(^{∂yi}_{∂xj} (0)) ∈ k^∗, which in turn implies that γ(x_2) ∈ o(γ(x_1)). The other direction follows from the diagram Eq. (1c). □

Thus we obtain the first assertation of Theorem A:

Proposition 1.9. Let X be a variety over an algebraically closed field k and let x ∈ X(k). Then Iso(X, x) is locally closed as a subset of X(k).

Proof. Follows from Lemmas 1.4 and 1.5 and Corollary 1.8. □

Remark 1.10. Let us mention that the isosingularity loci Iso(X, x) do not give a stratification of X in general, since X might have infinitely many points with distinct singularities. Consider the classical example by Whitney [14, Example 13.2], which is X ⊂ A^3 defined by f = xy(x + y)(x + zy). For each point x = (0, 0, a) ∈ Sing X the associated tangent cone is a union of four planes, which have a well-defined cross-ratio depending on a. As any formal isomorphism induces a linear isomorphism of tangent cones we see that Iso(X, x) = {x}.

Proposition 1.9 leads us the make the following definition:

Definition 1.11. Let X be a scheme of finite type over an algebraically closed field k. For each x ∈ X(k) we define X^{(x)} to be the unique reduced subscheme of X whose k-points equal Iso(X, x) and call it the isosingularity scheme associated to x.

To finish the proof of Theorem A we aim to show that X^{(x)} is smooth. As we will see in the next section, we cannot conclude directly using that the orbit o(γ(x)) is smooth. Our strategy is therefore to use generic smoothness to establish the existence of x^′ ∈ Iso(X, x) such that X^{(x)} is smooth at x^′ and then extend the isomorphism ^X_x ≃ ^X_x′ étale-locally. To that end, recall that an étale neighborhood (U, y) of x ∈ X(k) is an étale morphism u : U → X and y ∈ U(k) with u(y) = x. Artin’s approximation results then imply the following corollary:

Lemma 1.12 ([1, Corollary 2.5]). Let x ∈ X(k) and x^′ ∈ Iso(X, x), that is, ^X_x ≃ ^X_{x′} . Then there exists a common étale neighborhood (U, y) of x and x′, that is, a diagram of étale morphisms U u ~~~~~ ~~~ ~~_u′ @ @@@ @@@ @

X X and y ∈ U(k) with u(y) = x and u^′(y) = x^′.

Lemma 1.13. Let f : U → X be étale and y ∈ U(k) with x = f(y) ∈ X(k). Then f^{−1}(Iso(X, x)) = Iso(U, y) and the restriction U^{(y)} → X^{(x)} is étale.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that, for y^′ ∈ U(k) and x^′ = f(y^′) the morphism f induces an isomorphism on completions ^U_y′ ≃ ^X_x′ . To see the second claim, consider the fiber diagram

U ×_X X^{(x)} // fflffl X^{(x)} fflffl U_f // X.

As a base change of f the morphism U ×_X X^{(x)} → X^{(x)} is étale again and in particular, since X^{(x)} is reduced, so is U ×_X X^{(x)}. Thus U^{(y)} ≃ U ×_X X^{(x)} and we are done. □

Proposition 1.14. Let X be a variety over an algebraically closed field k and let x ∈ X(k). Then X^{(x)} is smooth over k.

Proof. By definition X^{(x)} is geometrically reduced and thus the subset of k-smooth points of X^{(x)} is dense open (see [13, Tag 056V] ). Thus there exists x^′ ∈ X^{(x)}(k) = Iso(X, x) smooth over k. By Lemma 1.12 there exists a common étale neighborhood (U, y) of x and x^′. Thus, by Lemma 1.13, we have ^(X^{(x)})_x ≃ ^(U^{(y)})_y ≃ ^(X^{(x′)})_x′ . Clearly X^{(x′)} ≃ X^{(x)}, and thus ^(X^{(x)})_x is formally smooth over k, which in turn implies that X^{(x)} is smooth at x. □

2. The proof of Theorem B and separability of the orbit map This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem B, which will involve studying the orbit map K → o(f). As both sides are non-Noetherian schemes of infinite dimension, we first need to introduce the right notion of smoothness in this setting. Definition 2.1. Let k be a ring and (R, m) be a local k-algebra. We say that R is formally smooth over k if for every k-algebra C with nilpotent ideal J ⊂ C and every diagram R^{ψ̄} // ψ !!C CC CC C/J

k

OO

// C OO

such that ψ̄(m^n) = 0 in C/J there exists a diagonal arrow ψ : R → C making the diagram commute.

Note that this is equivalent to saying that (R, m) considered as a topological ring with respect to its m-adic topology is formally smooth in the sense of [7, (19.3.1)]. Lemma 2.2. Let (R, m) and (S, n) be local k-algebras with R/m = S/n = k.

(1) Assume R = lim−→_n R_n with {(R_n, m_n)}_{n∈N} a direct system of local k-algebras smooth over k. Then R is formally smooth over k.

(2) Assume φ : R → S is a local map and R, S are formally smooth over k.

If the induced cotangent map T^∗φ : m/m^2 → n/n^2 is injective, then there exists a retraction ^S → ^R of the completion map ^φ : ^R → ^S.

Compare the second assertion with the fact that any submersion between smooth manifolds allows for a local section.

Proof. Let us start by proving (1). Since R_n is smooth over k, it is in particular formally smooth over k. By [7, (19.5.4)] this is equivalent to the natural map Sym_k(m_n/m^2_n) → gr(R_n) being a bijection. The colimit of these maps is given by Sym_k(m/m^2) → gr(R) and thus this map is a bijection, which, again by [7, (19.5.4)], implies that R is formally smooth over k.

To prove (2), let x_j ∈ S, j ∈ J, be elements whose images form a basis for n/n^2 and such that for I ⊂ J the images of x_i, i ∈ I, form a basis for the subspace m/m^2. Then the bijection Sym_k(m/m^2) ≃ gr(R) from before induces an isomorphism k[[x_i | i ∈ I]] := lim←− n k[x_i | i ∈ I]/(x_i | i ∈ I)^n → ^R and similarly for ^S. In particular, the map ^φ is given by the inclusion k[[x_i | i ∈ I]] → k[[x_j | j ∈ J]], which has a obvious retraction defined by x_j → 0 for j ∈ J \ I. □

Let us now go back to the situation of Theorem B, that is, X is a variety over an algebraically closed field k and for x ∈ X(k) we let X^{(x)} be the associated isosingularity scheme. We keep the notation of the last section. Our main result will establish the existence of “enough” regular derivations on ^O_{X,x}. Recall that a derivation d ∈ Der_k(k[[x]]) is called regular if there exists g ∈ k[[x]] with d(g) ∈ k[[x]]^∗.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that there exists β_0 > 0 such that the orbit map K_β → o(f_β ) is separable for all β ≥ β_0. Then, for every tangent vector a ∈ T_xX^{(x)} there exists a regular derivation d_a ∈ Der_k(k[[x]]) satisfying d_a(f) ⊂ (f) and d_a(x) = a. Proof. Write Z_β := o(f_β ) and let β ≥ β_0. By Section 1, K_β and Z_β are nonsingular varieties over an algebraically closed field and thus the orbit map K_β → Z_β is generically smooth. Since it is K_β -equivariant (and the action of K_β on both sides is obviously transitive) this implies that it is smooth everywhere. In particular, the tangent map T_1K_β → T_{fβ} Z_β is surjective for all β ≥ β_0. Setting Z := o(f) ⊂ O^n, we get that T_1K → T_f Z is surjective. As both K and Z are colimits of schemes smooth over k, by Lemma 2.2 the morphism of formal schemes Φ : ^K_1 → ^Z_f admits a section ~Ψ : ^Z_f → ^K_1. Write Ψ for the composition of the map γ : ^ (X^{(x)})_x → ^Z_f with ~Ψ; this gives a factorization of γ as ^ (X^{(x)})_x^Ψ // ^K_1^Φ // ^Z_f .

Let us analyze what this factorization means for the tangent map of γ. We may assume for convenience’s sake that x = 0. To proceed we consider the functorial description of formal neighborhoods via test rings (A, m), that is, A is a local kalgebra with A/m = k and m^n = 0 for some n. Let a = (a_1, . . . , a_N ) be an A-point of ^

(X^{(x)})_x, that is, a_i ∈ m and f(a_1, . . . , a_N ) = 0. The map Ψ(A) is given by a → (M(a), φ(a)), M(a) ∈ GL_n(A[[x]]), φ(a) ∈ Aut_k(A[[x]]), where M(a) ≡ 1 mod m and φ(a) ≡ x mod m. Composing with Φ(A) gives γ(A) and thus the identity (2a) f(x + a) = M(a) · f(φ(a)).

To compute T_0γ we take A = k[ε]/(ε^2) and let a = ~aε with ~a ∈ k^N . Taking Taylor expansions on both sides of (2a) gives f(x) + ∂f ∂x (x) · ~aε = (1 + ~M(~a)ε)(f(x) + ∂f ∂x (x) · ~φ(~a)ε), with ~M(~a) ∈ k[[x]]^{n×n} and ~φ(~a) ∈ k[[x]]^n. Simplifying yields

(2b) ∂f ∂x (x) · (~a − ~φ(~a)) = ~M(~a) · f(x). Define d :=^∂_{∂x} · (~a − ~φ(~a)) ∈ Der_k(k[[x]]). As x + ~φ(~a) ∈ Aut_k(k[[x]]), it follows that d(0) = ~a and by (2b) we have d(f) ⊂ (f). □ Now the proof of Theorem B follows from Lemma 2.3 together with the following variant of the classical Nagata–Zariski–Lipman criterion:

Theorem 2.4. Assume that k is of characteristic 0 and X is a variety over k. Let X^′ ⊂ X be a subvariety which is smooth of dimension m at a point x ∈ X^′(k). Assume that for a choice of local coordinates x^′_1, . . . , x^′_m for X^′ at x the associated derivations dx^′_1, . . . , dx^′_m lift to derivations on X. Then ^X_x ≃ ^(X ′)_x × ^Y_y, for some variety Y and y ∈ Y (k).

Proof. See for example [11, Theorem 30.1]. □

Proof of Theorem B. Assume char k = 0, then the orbit map K_β → o(f_β ) is separable since it is dominant. Thus Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 2.4 together imply that ^X_x ≃ ^ (X^{(x)})_x × ^Y_y , for some variety Y and y ∈ Y (k). Using Lemma 2.5 below it follows that ^Y_q itself has no smooth factors. □

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a scheme of finite type over an algebraically closed field k and let x ∈ X(k). Assume that ^X_x ≃ ^Y_y × ^(A^m )_0. Then dim_x X^{(x)} ≥ m.

Proof. By Lemma 1.12 we can find a common étale neighborhood U for x ∈ X and y^′ = (y, 0) ∈ Y × A^m . Clearly Iso(Y × A^m , y^′) ⊃ {y} × A^m and thus we are done using Lemma 1.13. □

We now want to discuss the existence of a decomposition as in Theorem B for k of positive characteristic. As the following example shows, this fails in general.

Example 2.6. Let k be of characteristic p > 0 and X be the Whitney umbrella given by x^p + y^pz in A^3_k . We claim that ^X_0 is isomorphic to ^X_x, where x = (0, 0, t) for some t ≠ 0. As k is algebraically closed, there exists s ∈ k with s^p = t. Consider now the change of coordinates φ given by x → x + ys, y → y, z → z. Then φ(x^p + y^pz) = x^p + y^p(z + t) and thus ^X_0 ≃ ^X_x. In particular, we have that Iso(X, 0) is just the z-axis.

We claim that ^X_0 has no smooth factors and sketch the argument here. By an extension of Theorem 2.4 (see for example [11, Exercise 30.1]) it is sufficient to show that there does not exist a regular continuous Hasse–Schmidt derivation D ∈ Der^∞_k ( ^O_{X,0}). That is, there does not exist a map D : ^O_{X,0} → ^O_{X,0}[[t]] of ^ O_{X,0}-algebras which is continuous for the respective adic topologies and such that there exists an element g ∈ ^O_{X,0} with g(0) = 0 and D(g) invertible. To that avail, suppose such a map D is given by D(x) = ∑ i≥0 ~x_it^i, D(y) = ∑ i≥0 ~y_it^i, D(z) = ∑ i≥0 ~z_it^i, satisfying ~x_0 = x and so on. Applying D to the equation x^p + y^pz = 0 yields a system of equations for ~x_i, ~y_i, ~z_i. For simplicity we will give them explicitly only in the case p = 2: y^2 ~z_1 = 0 ~x^2_1 + y^2 ~z_2 + ~y^2_1z = 0 . . . From the first equation it follows that ~z_1 = 0 and from the second that ~x_1(0) = 0. Now suppose that ~y_1 is invertible. Then the second equation gives z = − y^2~z_2 + ~x^2_1 ~y^2_1 . Note that the right hand side has order ≥ 2, which gives a contradiction. Thus it follows that for any g ∈ ^O_{X,0} with g(0) = 0 we have that D(g) is not invertible.

One of the main assumptions in the proof of Theorem B was the separability of the orbit map K_β → o(f_β ) for β ≫ 0. As observed already in [6, Example 2.9], this fails in positive characteristics for general isolated singularities. The example provided there was the cusp singularity f = y^2 + x^3 for char(k) = 2. While obviously not applicable to the case of isolated singularities, Lemma 2.3 can be used to construct related examples where the separability of the orbit map fails. Example 2.7. Let k be algebraically closed with char k = 2 and consider the deformation ~f = x^2 + y^3 + zy^2 ∈ k[x, y, z] of the cusp singularity f = x^2 + y^3. Set X = V ( ~f) ⊂ A^3 ; we claim that X^{(0)} = V (x, y) ≃ A^1 . If t ≠ 0 and x = (0, 0, t), then an isomorphism between ^X_0 and ^X_x is given by the map x → x + ys, y → y, z → z, where s ∈ k with s^2 = t. However, there does not exist d ∈ Der_k(k[[x, y, z]]) satisfying d( ~f ) ⊂ ( ~f) and d(0) = (0, 0, 1), as can be verified with an argument similar to the one in Example 2.6. Therefore, by Lemma 2.3 the orbit map K_β → o( ~f_β ) is inseparable for infinitely many β > 0.

Note that the same argument also works for f = x^p + y^pz and char k = p, as in Example 2.6.

As mentioned in the introduction, these examples prompt the question whether inseparability of the orbit map is the main obstruction to extending Theorem B to positive characteristics. We expect a further investigation into this problem to shed more light on the formal structure of singularities for char k = p.

References

[1] M. Artin. “Algebraic approximation of structures over complete local rings”.

In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 36 (1969), pp. 23–58. [2] R. Ephraim. “Isosingular loci and the Cartesian product structure of complex analytic singularities”. In: Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 241 (1978), pp. 357–371.

[3] R. Epure and M. Schulze. Hypersurface singularities with monomial Jacobian ideal. 2021. arXiv: 2101.04069 [math.AG].

[4] T. Gaffney and H. Hauser. “Characterizing singularities of varieties and of mappings”. In: Invent. Math. 81.3 (1985), pp. 427–447.

[5] G.-M. Greuel and T. H. Pham. “Algorithms for group actions in arbitrary characteristic and a problem in singularity theory”. In: Appl. Algebra Engrg. Comm. Comput. 31.2 (2020), pp. 87–100.

[6] G.-M. Greuel and T. H. Pham. “On finite determinacy for matrices of power series”. In: Math. Z. 290.3-4 (2018), pp. 759–774.

[7] A. Grothendieck. “Éléments de géométrie algébrique. IV. Étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas. I”. In: Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 20 (1964), p. 259.

[8] H. Hauser and G. Müller. “The trivial locus of an analytic map germ”. In:

Ann. Inst. Fourier 39.4 (1989), pp. 831–844.

[9] H. Hauser and G. Müller. “Analytic curves in power series rings”. In: Algebraic geometry, Proceedings of the conference held in Berlin, March 9–15, 1988. Vol. 76. 1-2. 1990, pp. 197–201.

[10] J. N. Mather and S. S. T. Yau. “Classification of isolated hypersurface singularities by their moduli algebras”. In: Invent. Math. 69.2 (1982), pp. 243– 251.

[11] H. Matsumura. Commutative ring theory. Second. Vol. 8. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989, pp. xiv+320.

[12] J. S. Milne. Algebraic groups. Vol. 170. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017, pp. xvi+644.

[13] The Stacks Project Authors. Stacks Project. https://stacks.math.columbia.edu.

2020.

[14] H. Whitney. “Local properties of analytic varieties”. In: Differential and Combinatorial Topology (A Symposium in Honor of Marston Morse). Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, N. J., 1965, pp. 205–244.

(C. Chiu) Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Wien, Oskar-Morgenstern-Platz 1, A-1090 Wien (Österreich)

Email address: christopher.heng.chiu@univie.ac.at

(H. Hauser) Fakultät für Mathematik, Universität Wien, Oskar-Morgenstern-Platz 1, A-1090 Wien (Österreich)

Email address: herwig.hauser@univie.ac.at