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On the basis of the Generalized Pontryagin-Thom construction
(see Rimanyi & Szucs, 1998) and its application in computing
Thom polynomials (see Rimanyi, 2001) here we introduce a
new point of view in multiple-point theory. Using this ap-
proach we will first show how to reprove results of Kleiman
and his followers (the corank 1 case) then we will prove some
new multiple-point formulas which are not subject to the con-
dition of corank < 1. We will concentrate on the case of com-
plex analytic maps N* — P**1, since this was the setting
where the most formulas were known before. The scheme
of the computation is similar to the one we used in comput-
ing Thom polynomials (see Rimanyi, 2001), with an essential
difference that here we need to compute nontrivial incidence
classes.

1. Introduction.

Consider complex analytic maps f : M* — N*T* (k > 0). The * is used
to put an emphasis on the fact that what follows will not depend on the
dimensions of the source and target manifolds, only on their differences.
For a nice enough f the closure of the r-tuple points of f in the source and
in the target determine cohomology classes m,(f), n,(f) — or simply m,,
n,. The so called multiple-point formulas are cohomological identities in the
cohomology ring of the source manifold involving these m,’s, f*(n,)’s and
the Chern classes of the map — valid for certain f’s. Of course, we like a
formula more if it is valid for a bigger set of maps. Such a formula is Ronga’s
result mo(f) = f*(n1(f)) — ck(f), which is valid for most maps. Another
classical example is the Herbert-Ronga formula ([H], [Ro])

*
my = [np_1 — cpmy—q

which is valid only for immersions. In the 80’s and 90’s it turned out that
the Herbert-Ronga formulas can be “corrected” (by adding additional terms
involving ¢;’s for i > k) so that the new formulas hold for a bigger set of
maps — maps of corank < 1.

The concrete determination of these formulas was a hot area in enumera-
tive algebraic geometry — partly for their own beauty, partly because they
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can be used to obtain other enumerative geometric results, such as e.g., in
[C1], [C2], [Kal], [Ka2], [J]. The modern history of the subject began
with works of Laksov, Fulton and Le Barz. The best results are achieved
by the two main approaches — i.e., iteration and Hilbert-scheme — of S.
Kleiman ([K1], [K2], [K3], [K4], see also [Ka2|) whose papers also contain
historical remarks and summaries of how these formulas yield old and new
algebraic geometric formulas.

The multiple-point formulas can be considered as the Thom polynomials
of multi-singularities (though they are not polynomials). In this paper we
show that the approach which turned out to be very powerful in computing
(ordinary) Thom polynomials is also capable to find multiple-point formulas.
There, and here also, a part of the computation is the determination of
certain “incidence (cohomology) classes” (see [R]). In fact, the situation
here is more difficult, since in the case of Thom polynomials we only had
to deal with incidence classes trivially 0 (for geometrical reasons), but in
the case of multiple-point formulas we have to compute nontrivial incidence
classes. Their computation for the corank 1 singularities leads to the results
of [K4] and [Ka2]. We can, however, compute incidence classes involving
higher corank singularities, and these lead us to some modification of Katz’
last formula (now valid not only for corank 1 maps) and some new results.

As we mentioned, the recent research in this area used the techniques of
algebraic geometry. Here we use the techniques of “global singularity the-
ory” (= singularity theory + differential topology), the great invention of
Szlics, see the introduction and references in [RSz]. Therefore the reader is
advised to get some familiarity with the generalized Pontryagin-Thom con-
struction (gPTc) [RSz] and its application of computing Thom polynomials
[R].

The author is grateful to T. Ohmoto and L. Fehér for helpful discussions,
and to OTKA T029759 and FKFP 0226/99 for support.

2. Main results.

Following works of Kleiman, Katz [Ka2| proved the following result.

Theorem 2.1. There exist polynomials p; such that for maps f : M* —
N*+L of corank < 1 the following formulas hold modulo torsion

r—1
(1r) my = f'ny_1 + Z(_l)ipi(c(f))mr—i-
i=1

So the p;’s are multivariable polynomials evaluated at the Chern classes
c(f)y=c(f*TN—-TM) = f*c(N)/c(M) of the map.

Since in algebraic geometry some classes are counted with natural mul-
tiplicities, so Kleiman’s and Katz’s m, is (r — 1)! times ours, and their
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f*fe(my) is 7! times our f*(n,). Kleiman also proves so called refined for-
mulas, which assert that the formulas (1,) really hold, not only modulo
torsion.

We will present a new method which reduces the problem of calculating
p;’s to solving linear equations. Using this method we will find the following
polynomials:

b1 =

b2 = (2

p3 = ci1ca+2c3

Py = c%cz + cg + 5cieg + b6ey

ps = c:{’cz + 30103 + 90%03 + 8cocg + 26¢1¢4 + 24c5

pe = cjca +6cic +2c3 + 14cics + 3Teieacs + (56 — t)c% + teaey
+T71c2cq + 154c1c5 + 120cq

pr = cjea +10c3c2 4+ 10c1¢3 + 20cics + 105c¢3cacs+

32c2c3 + (362 — up)crck + 155c3 s+
ujcrcacy + (408 — uz)cgeq +580c3cs + uscacs + 1044cecg +720c7
etc.

Remark 2.2. The polynomials p;—ps appeared in [K4] and [Ka2] with a
particular value (42) of the parameter ¢ (in pg). Here we state that the
formulas hold with any value of ¢, uq,us. Of course, this uncertainty of the
polynomials is not a surprise, since the Thom polynomial of the singularity
III; 5 (the simplest of Thom-Boardman type »2) is c% — cacy. This explains
the presence of the parameter ¢. This, and the Thom polynomial of the
singularity Io» (the second simplest of type ¥2) — ie., clcg — cicacq +
2¢3eq — 2c905 (see [R]) — together explains the presence of the parameters
u1, uz. Indeed, u; corresponds to ¢; - T.P.(Illy2) and uy corresponds to
(T.P.(Iy2) —c1-T.P.(Illy2)) /2. These parameters ¢, ui, up will take concrete
values if we allow the map f to have more difficult singularities (namely
III55,132), as follows.

Theorem 2.3. The above formulas hold if f is allowed to have IIl3o and
Iz o singularities, with the following values of the parameters in pe, p7

t=43, w3 =281,  uy=2T8.

Of course, allowing a bigger set of maps would be a more spectacular
result — and in fact we can allow the maps to have more complicated singu-
larities. Our method, however, works like a test: One can ask, whether the
formulas hold if we allow also singularity n, then we make some algebraic
calculation with 7 and answer either yes or no. In fact, for any (stable)
singularity the author tried the answer is yes, the formulas hold, therefore
here we conjecture that the above formulas hold for any stable maps. The
singularities I1Iz 2 and Io 2 are special in the theorem because they are needed
to compute the values of the parameters: Allowing Il 9 sets the value of
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t = 43 and the linear equation up = 2u; — 284. Allowing also I o sets the
values of u; and us.

3. A short review on gPTc.

In this section we give a brief review on the generalized Pontryagin-Thom
construction which was invented decades ago by A. Sziics.

Let k£ > 0 (in our application k = 1) be fixed and consider the set of all
stable germs (C*, S) — (C***,0) where S is any finite set. Divide this set
by the equivalence relation generated by right-left equivalence (permutation
of the elements of S are allowed) and trivial unfolding (i.e., adding irrelevant
coordinates to the source and to the target). The equivalence classes will be
called multi-singularities, or singularities (mono-singularity if |S| = 1). Each
singularity has a prototype (defined up to right-left equivalence) such that
any other germ of the same singularity is right-left equivalent to an appro-
priate trivial unfolding of it. The source dimension of the prototype is called
the codimension of the singularity. For example, the mono-singularities for
k = 1 up to codim 10 is given in the following table (with their Thom-
Boardman class):

codim | X0 | 1 | 2.0

0 A

1

2 Ay

3

4 As

5

6 As | Iy

7 I
8 Ay | Ty

9 Io3
10 As | 1Ml T35

Here A; is the unique singularity of Thom-Boardman class ¥l (i.e., the one
with local algebra C[[z]]/(z*T1)). For the singularities with local algebras

Cllz, )1/ («*, 4", zy), Cllz, y]]/ (=" + °, zy)
we adapted Mather’s notation III,; and I, respectively.

We can define the usual hierarchy of singularities: 7 is more complicated
than ¢ (np > () if near 0 in the target of a representative of 7 there is
necessarily a ¢ point y, i.e., the representative at f~1(y) is from ¢. (This is
the obvious definition in the case where there is no moduli, so for the sake
of simplicity we will stay in that region.)
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Let 7 be an ascending (( < n, n € 7 = ( € 7) set of singularities. A
map f : N — N{Hk is called a T-map if for every y € f(Np) the map
f near f~!(y) has singularity from 7. For example, {A¢}-maps are the
embeddings, {rAp},=1,2, -maps are the immersions, or if 7 contains finite
linear combinations of A;’s (i = 0,1,2,...) then we call a 7-map a Morin-
map or a corank 1 map.

In (local) singularity theory one can write up “normal forms” of (pro-
totypes of) singularities. Here we will present a “global normal form” of
singularities as follows. For simplicity we give it for a mono-singularity 7
with prototype & : (C",0) — (C™** 0). One can consider the maximal
compact subgroup of

Aut k = {(¢,$) € Diff(C",0) x Diff(C"™*,0) | po ko™t = k1.

Denote it by G,,. It comes with two representations g, A1 on the source
and the target spaces (which are linear if x is well chosen from its right-
left equivalence class). Now associate vector bundles &y(n), £1(n) with the
universal principal G,-bundle using these representations. It can be easily
checked that one has a fibrewise map from the total space of & to the total
space of & which is (right-left equivalent to) k in each fibre. We call this
map f, the global normal form of 7.

It is showed in [RSz] that using the global normal forms of the singulari-
ties from 7 one can put together a “universal 7-map” f7: X7 — X17 —
from which any 7-map can be pulled back in a certain, more-or-less unique
way. A consequence of its “universality” is that whenever a cohomological
identity holds for f7 it must hold for all T-maps.

Of course, the cohomological structure of e.g., Xo7 is not clear. The way
we can check a cohomological identity for f7 has two levels: (1) If we know
the “structure” of the identity, and only concrete coefficients are missing,
then we can restrict it to the zero sections Ko(n) of the global normal form
of n. Usually the computations can be carried out easily there. (2) If we also
need to prove the identity for f7 then we need a Mayer-Vietoris argument,
which is usually easy in the complex case, for more details see [R].

4. Morin singularities.

The prototype of the Morin singularity A; in the case M* — N *+1 is the
miniversal unfolding of the map (C',0) — (C2,0), z — (z**!,0), namely

(xayl)”' yYi—1,215 - - - 7Zi)
i—1 %
i+1 E j § j
= + yjIjv ijjvylu"' s Yi—1,215 -+ 5 20
7j=1 j=1
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The maximal compact symmetry group is U(1) x U(1) with the representa-
tion Ao = p1 ® pv, A1 = pit! @ ps @ pv, where

i—1 7
L )
pv =P e P @ pa).
j=1 j=1

Here pi, p2 are the standard 1-dimensional representations of the 1st and
2nd factor of U(1) x U(1), and the powers mean tensor powers.
Now we compute the Chern classes of the map f restricted to Ko(A;):

() = LEEBOA) & 6(A)) _ elf*(&1(A))
Ko™ e (T(BGA,) @ &(A1) c(&o(A7))
(A + G+ Da)(1+b)
1+a
=1+ (ia + b) + (—ia® + iab) + (ia® — ia®b) + - - - .

It seems to be a more difficult subject to compute m,(f7) (= the Poincaré-
dual of the fundamental homology class carried by the closure of Ky(rAp))
restricted to Ko(A;). This is called the incidence class I(rAp, A;) of the
singularities rAp and A; in [R]. Of course, this is trivially zero if r > i+ 1,
since in this case there are no r-tuple points near A;. It is interesting, that
the analogue of this easy observation was enough when computed Thom
polynomials, but it is not enough here.

Lemma 4.1.
7
M| Ko (A7) = (T N 1) (b—a)(b—2a)-...- (b—(r—1)a)
1+ 1
T

fT*(nr)|KO(Ai) = < >b(b —a)(b—2a)-...-(b—(r—1)a).

Let us concentrate on the computation of m,|x,(4,) = I(rAo, A;) first.
Since this is the first nontrivial incidence class computation, before giving
the complete proof let us discuss easier special cases.

Consider the special case of i = 2. A prototype of Ay is

(:E? Y, =1, 22) = (1’3 + yr,z1x + 22$25 Y, =21, 22)7
with the maximal compact symmetry group U(1) x U(1) acting as
kraddleafaa’f and el dafdas

(c, 0 are the standard representations of the first and second U (1), products
are meant to be tensor products). Easy analysis of x shows that the closure
of the triple point set (in the source) is z; = 0, 22 = 0. Considering this set
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in each fibre of {y(A3) we get a subbundle &, so

m3| ko (42) = [cl Ko(340)] |k (42) = €(§0(A2)/€)
=top((1+b—a)(1+b—2a)) = (b—a)(b— 2a).

This easy method works if the (closure of the) r-tuple point set of the proto-
type is smooth at 0. This is hardly ever the case. E.g., the (closure of the)
double point set of the same x has the equation 27 +y25 = 0. Although it is
not smooth at 0, its tangent cone 23 = 0 is a linear space with multiplicity
2, so the Euler class of the subbundle corresponding to z; in £y(Az) has to
be counted twice: ma|g,(4,) = 2(b — a).

This last computation relied on our ability to write up the (scheme the-
oretically) “correct equation system” for the r-tuple point set (with the
appropriate number of equations). This seems to be impossible in general,
already in the r = 3,7 = 3 case. However we can easily give a parameteriza-
tion (a desingularization) of the r-tuple point set, which gives us a complete
proof.

Proof. Consider the map g : C* — C%!

('Iayl?' ey Yi—1,21 .- azi)
i—1 A
= $Z+1+Zyj$J,ZZj$],y1,.-- yYi—1,215 -+ 5, 24

j=1 j=1
which is a (representative of a) prototype of A;. Let the first two coordinate
functions —as functions of x — be denoted by e;1(x) and f;(z) The natural
parameterization of the closure of the double point set would come from
{(u,v) € C* xC? | g(u) = g(v)}, but of course there is no need to “double”
the unfolding parameters y1,... ,%;-1,21,... , 2. Also, we have to get rid of
the diagonal component, so we consider the set

€1(T1) — €1(T2
{(961,562&1,--- JYie15 215+ 5 %) | e2(x1) == (@1) ( ),

r1 — T2
Ji(z1) — fi(we
folan) = (z1) = filz2) |
T1— T2
On one hand this set is smooth — it is a graph of a map (x1, 2, y2, ... , ¥i—1,
z9,...,2;) — (y1,21), on the other hand forgetting x5 it projects to the

closure of the double point set of g. So we get the following desingularization
of the closure of the double point set:

(xl’x23y2"" 7yi7172{27"' 7Z’L')'_>(‘/L‘17Y].’y2)"' 7yi71’Z1’Z2"" 7Zi)’
where the function Y; is from —z% +m(z1,92, ... ,¥i—1,22,... ,2;) and the
function Z; is from m(x1,y2,. .. ,Yi—1,22,--. ,2;). Here m denoted the max-

imal ideal in the function algebra in the variables given in brackets. Now
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it can be easily read off that the tangent cone of the closure of the double
point set is the subspace spanned by the coordinates

(:Ul)yh ey Yi—1,225 -4 7Zi)
with multiplicity i. So we get that
m2| Ky (4,) = 1 - e(the subbundle of {y(A4;) corresponding to z1) = i(b — a).

Now we turn to the closure of the triple point set, so we consider

{(xlax%w&ylw-- SYie1s Z1s e 5 2i) \ ea(x1), fa(x1),

es(x1) :=

e2(z1) — ea(xs3) fo(z1) — fo(zs)

s f3(x1) = :
xr1 — X3 €r1 — X3

This is again smooth — a graph of a map to the coordinates y1, 21, y2, 22 —,

and parametrizes the closure of the triple point set by forgetting x» and x3.

By calculation we get that the closure of the triple point set is parametrized
by

(x17x27$37y37 s s Yi—1,235 .- 7Zi)
= (x17Y17 Y27 Y3y -5 Yi—-1, Zla Z?a Ry 7Zi)7
where the functions 77, Zs are zero — modulo m(z1, Y3, ... ,Yi—1,23, .. , %)
and the functions Y7, Y2 are homogeneous degree ¢ and ¢ — 1 polynomials
in x9,r3 — modulo the mentioned maximal ideal. Again, we can read off

that the tangent cone of the closure of the triple point set is the subspace
spanned by the coordinates

(:Uhyl; ey Yi—1,235 -4 - ,ZZ')
with multiplicity i(: — 1). So we get that

i1
m3| Ky (A,) = i(i 5 ) - e(the subbundle of &y(A;) corresponding to z1, 22)

_ <;) (b— a)(b— 2a).

Going on like this we obtain a (degree (r — 1)!) parameterization of the
closure of the r-tuple set as

(xlv"‘ s Ly Yry e oo 3 Yi—152r, - - - 7Zi)

= (Il)Ylv"- 7K“—17y7’5"' 7yi—1aZ15”' 7ZT—172T5"' 7Zi)7

where the functions Z1, ..., Z,_1 are in the maximal ideal generated by the
coordinates X1, Yr, ... ,Yi—1, Zr,--- ,2i, while Y1,... ,Y,._1 are homogeneous
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degree 7,7 — 1,... ;9 — r + 2 polynomials in x9,x3,...,2,. So the sought
incidence class my |, (4,) s

i(i—1)...(i—r+2)
(r—1)!

- e(the subbundle of £y(A;) corresponding

1

to 21,... ,2p-1) = (T_1>(b—a)(b—2a)...(b—(r—l)a),

which was to be proved.

To prove the second equality we use the Gysin push-forward f, in coho-
mology, and its well-known property f.f*v =ovU fi1 for all v. Let us apply
this for f = f(A;), and pull it back by f:

F1(fro) = (ff0) U f*(na).
Since f* is isomorphism, we can put any cohomology class for f*v, e.g., m,:
frfemy = mp U f*ny.

The left hand side is clearly - f*n, and f*(n1) = (i + 1)b (with the same
method — it is given by parameterization). This implies the second equality.
O

As an example let us show how to compute p;. This must be weighted
homogeneous of degree 2, so it is a constant A times ¢;. Consider the first
multiple-point formula mg = f*ny — Acymy for f = fr (with 7 large enough
to consist Ap) and restrict it to Ko(Ap). According to Lemma 4.1 and the
Chern-class computation above it, the restrictions of mo, f*n; and c1(f7)
to Ko(A1) are (3)(b — a), (})b, b respectively. So our formula reduces to
0=b—A-be H(BGa,) = Z[a,b] (the equality is meant modulo torsion,
but there is no torsion at all here). So A =1, i.e., p1 = ¢;.

To compute ps = Ac? + Bey we proceed similarly. Knowing the re-
sult above, restrict the triple point formula ms = f*ng — cyma + (Ac? +
Bea)mg (applied to f7, where 7 big enough to consist A1) to Ky(A1). Using
Lemma 4.1 and the Chern-class computation above it again, we get

(;) (b— a)(b— 2a) = @)b(b _a)—(a+ b)(i) (b a)

+ (A(a+b)* + B(—a* +ab)) € Z[a,b],

which gives an (overdetermined) system of linear equations on A, B, with
the unique solution A = 0, B = 1. Therefore ps = co.

To obtain the next polynomial p3 = Ac:f + Bejcg + Ceg we use the values
of p1,p2 just computed and restrict formula (14) (applied to an appropriate
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f71) to Ko(A2). We get the equation

0="0b(b—a)b—2a)— (3a+b)(b—a)(b—2a)+ (—3a* + 3ab)2(b — a)
— (A(3a + b)® + B(3a + b)(—3a® + 3ab) + C(3a® — 3a2b))

in Z[a, b] which leads to an (overdetermined) system of linear equations with
the unique solution A =0,B =1,C = 3, so p3 = ¢1c + 3c3.

We can go on like that: When trying to compute p; we use the already
computed p;’s (j < i) and restrict formula (1,41) (when applied to an ap-
propriate f7) to Ko(A;—1). We obtain a system of linear equations on the
coefficients of p;. From ¢ = 6 the solution is not unique, contains a certain
number of parameters — at which we are not surprised, see Remark 2.2.

Remark 4.2. By now it is clear how to compute the polynomials p;, once
we know that formula (1,) holds (for corank 1 maps) with some polynomials.
Of course, our method is also capable to prove that the formulas, with the
computed polynomials really hold for corank 1 maps. For this we need to
check three things.

First that they hold if restricted to Ky(A;) for any 4, not just the small
ones we used when determined the coefficients. This can be done individu-
ally (e.g., for (13) we need to check that i(b—a) = (i+1)b— (ia+b) holds for
any 1), or using a general argument, based on the fact that if a polynomial
(in i) vanishes in i = 0,1, ... ,deg, then it vanishes for greater i’s, too, since
it must be the 0 polynomial.

Secondly we need to check that the formulas hold restricted to Ko(n)’s,
where 7 is a linear combination of A4;’s. The method we used in [R] (when
dealing with immersion formulas) shows that modulo torsion this task can
be reduced to verifying the formulas restricted to Ko(¢)’s, where the (’s are
the mono-singularities occurring in 7.

Thirdly we need to use a Mayer-Vietoris argument to deduce the follow-
ing: If e.g., (1,) hold restricted to all blocks in X7 then it holds in the
cohomology of X7, too. In the complex case these arguments are easy, see
[R].

5. Singularities of higher corank.

Now consider the simplest singularity —denoted as IIls o by Mather — of
Thom-Boardman class 2, i.e., the one with local algebra C[[z,y]]/(z?, y?,
xy). Its prototype is the miniversal unfolding of (z,y) — (22,42, zy). From
this we can see that the maximal compact symmetry group G, , is U(2).
So, according to our procedures we should now look for a miniversal unfold-
ing which admits U(2) as a (right-left linear) symmetry group. Of course,
such a prototype could be given, but the calculation is much simpler if we
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choose
. 2 2
A ($ayaU1,U2aU1aU2) = (:C +U1$+U2yay +U1$+023/,33y7U17U2,U1,U2)

as our prototype. On this germ only U(1) x U(1) (the maximal torus of
U(2)) acts linearly, with the representations

Mo(llpp) =a®Bouy M) =a®® @ aB®py

where py = a @ o?3@aB? @ B (a, B are the standard 1-dimensional repre-
sentations of the first and the second U(1)). The reduction of the mazimal
symmetry group to a smaller one usually causes loss of information, but not
now, as we will see below.

To obtain the equation of the (closure of the) double point set

{(z,y, u1,uz, v1,v2) | I(z1,51) # (,y) s.t.
l{(xvyaulauQa/UlaUZ) - ’{(xlyylaulquavl)UQ)}

in the source of x let A be 1/z = y/y1, Le., let z1 = Az,y1 = 7y. Then the
equation of the double point set is the resultant of the two polynomials

51(1"’ y) - H1(/\337 %y) ’{2(x’y) - ’{'2(>‘l’a %y)
T — G

These two polynomials are (by calculation)
(#) A (=2?) + A(—wiz —2%) + (uzy),  N(—viz) + AMovay + %) + (7).

Their resultant (after getting rid of the “false” factor z2y?) is

— (le?’ + u2y3) — (U2x2y + u1$y2) — (2u1v1:ﬂ2 + 2uQ212y2)
— (uyvazy) — (Bviugzy) — (u%le + uQv%y)
— (U102 + urugv1y) + (udv?) — (urugvivs).

This set coincides with its own tangent cone, which is now not a linear
space (with multiplicity), so we cannot use the methods above to compute
the cohomology class mo represented by the double points of the map fy :
& — & (recall that &g, & are vector bundles over U(1) x U(1) associated
with the universal principal U(1) x U(1)-bundle using the representations
A1, A2, and the map is fibrewise equivalent to k). Our method now is the
following. The class sought is from H?(BU(1) x BU(1)) = Z ® Z, so it
is Aa + Bb, where a and b correspond to the two U(1)’s. Let us consider
a 2-cycle in BU(1) x BU(1), on which a takes the value 1, by abuse of
language let us call this 2-cycle also a. If we calculate the value of ms on
this 2-cycle, we get the coefficient A. Let us take a general perturbation of
a in &. Then the coefficient A above will be the intersection number of this
perturbation and the (closure of the) double-point locus of f,. However we
can make this perturbation in a special way: We can lift a¢ in a universal
direction (not contained in the double-point locus) everywhere but in one
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point. The lifting will have a boundary over this point — the image of S* C C
under the map: 2z — (2,1,2,2%,Z,1) — see the representation \o(Illz2). To
obtain a complete lifting (perturbation) of a, we have to extend this map
from S' to the disc. This way we achieved that the intersection number
of the double point locus and (a perturbation of) a is to be counted in
one fibre. Indeed we only have to calculate the intersection number of the
curve D? — CS, 2z + (2,1, 2,2%,%,1) and the double point locus, which is
given by an equation above. To get this we substitute x = z,y = 1,u; =
z,up = z%,v1 = Z,v2 = 1 in the equation. We get 2%(|z|* — 10|22 — 7) = 0.
Since we can clearly get rid of the second factor by a small perturbation, we
obtain that the intersection number is (so A equals to) 2. Very similarly,
we substitute © = 1,y = z,u; = l,us = Z,v; = 22,09 = z into the same
equation and we get that B = 2. So the double point cohomology class
represented by the double point locus of fi is 2a + 2b.

Remark 5.1. Technically what happened is that we calculated the equa-
tion of the double point locus in one fibre and — in some sense — we
“substituted the representation” Ao for the variables (the value of A and B
could have been obtained this way together). Of course, this method works
for the singularities A; above, too.

Now let us deal with the (closure of the) triple point set. This is given by
the condition that the two equations in (x) have two common roots. This is
equivalent to saying that the matrix

—22  —ur — 2 ugy

—uz Yty Y
has rank < 1. If this variety (in fact its ideal) were given by 2 equations
then we could follow the same procedure as above. This is not the case, but
there are ways to work with these kind of determinantal varieties. An easy

way which works here is that we can write it as a difference of two varieties
both given by two equations.

2 2 2
faer (T, T ) e (s ) L - k),
Now we can “substitute the representation A\g(IIIz2)” into these equations
and obtain that the cohomology class represented by the (closure of the)
triple point locus of f, is (2b)(2a) — ab = 3ab.
Since there are no quadruple points near the singularity III o, the coho-
mology classes corresponding to multiple points of f,; are as follows

my =1, mo = 2a + 2b, ms = 3ab, m>4 = 0.

Again, we can use the Gysin homomorphism to obtain from this classes the
cohomology classes corresponding to multiple points in the target (pulled
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back), just as we did in case of A; singularities. We get that f¥(n,) =
1/r - 4(a + b)m,, that is
fa(n1) =4(a+0), fi(no) = 4a® + 8ab + 4%,
fr(n3) = 4a®b + 4ab?, fr(n>4) = 0.

We also need the total Chern class of the map f,;, which can be read from
the representations A\o(IIl22), A1 (Illz2) as follows

(14 2a)(1+20)(1 +a+b)
(1+a)(1+0)
=14 (2a + 2b) + (3ab) + (—a®b — ab®) + (a®b — a*b* + ab®)
+ (—a’b + a®v* + a*b* — ab*) + - --

Now we have everything to substitute into the formulas (1,). Concrete
calculation shows that (1,) holds for f = f, if r = 1,2,3,4,5; (1) holds if
and only if ¢ = 43 and (17) holds if and only if in addition uy = 2u; — 284.

Recall that the whole maximal symmetry group of a prototype of I3 2
is U(2) and we worked only with its maximal torus U(1) x U(1), and found
that some formulas hold in H*(BU(1) x BU(1)). However these formulas
are the natural images of the analogous formulas for in H*(BU(2)), and
the map H*(BU(2)) — H*(BU(1) x BU(1)) induced by the inclusion
U(1) xU(1) C U(2) is injective. So we can also conclude that formulas (1)
r=1,2,...,7 hold with t = 43, us = 2u; — 284 in the cohomology of the
base space of the global normal form of III5 ».

This means that if a formula like (1,.) holds for maps with IIIs o singularity
then they must have the mentioned coefficients. To argue that they really
hold for every map not having worse singularity than IIl; 5 we would need
that these formulas hold restricted to the base spaces of the global normal
forms of multi-singularities, where the multi-singularity is put together from
mono-singularities not worse than IIl; . Easy cohomological analysis shows
that if a formula holds in the base spaces of the global normal form of
some mono-singularities, then the analogous formula holds (at least modulo
torsion) in the base space of the global normal form of a multi-singularity
put together from these mono-singularities.

According to the universal property of the gPTc this means that formulas
(1) for r = 2,3,4,5,6(t = 42),7(uz = 2u; — 284) hold for any map not
having more complicated singularity than IIl5 5.

Now, if we want to set the value of the parameter u; (and so uz) we need
to go through the analogous procedure with the stable singularities of codi-
mension 7. In fact there is only one such, the one denoted by Mather as I o



488 RICHARD RIMANYI

(it is defined by its local algebra C[[z, y]]/(xy, 2% +y?)). Recall that the pro-
cedure involves the following: Determination of the maximal compact sym-
metry group (or in some cases at least its maximal torus), its representations
on the source and target spaces — then we have the global normal form.
From this we can compute the total Chern class (basically ¢ = ¢(A1 — Ag)).
More difficult is the determination of the cohomology classes represented by
the multiple points — i.e., the incidence classes I(rAg,Iz2). However, the
methods we used in the case of A;, Il are sufficient to go through the
calculation with I > (which we omit here), and get that

(1+2a)(1+2b)(1+c)
(1+a)(1+b)

my =1, mo =3c—a—b,

ms = 3¢ — 3(a + b)c + 3ab, my = (c—a)(c—b)(c—a—10).

the total Chern class = € Zla,b,c] and

As above we can substitute these values, and prove Theorem 2.3.

6. Remarks.

Let us make some remarks. First it would be nice to prove the so called
refined formulas of Kleiman [K4] with our method, i.e., proving the multiple-
point formulas without the comment “modulo torsion”. Although this does
not seem to be impossible, we should make a much finer cohomologial anal-
ysis, already in the case of immersion formulas — so cohomologies of the
symmetric groups will get in the picture.

Another interesting question is the existence of analogous multiple-point
formulas over the reals. The prototype of these formulas has been found by
Sztics in [Sz2] and [Sz3]. The fact is that our formulas can be translated
blindly to the real world (¢; — w;) with the only difference that f*(n,),
which does not make sense there should be replaced by suitable “linking
cohomology class”, more details in a subsequent paper.

In [R] we computed Thom polynomials of mono-singularities no matter
how complicated they are. Here we computed “Thom polynomials” of multi-
singularities, whose mono-terms are all the simplest ones: Ag. So there is
gap in between. One should understand and compute the Thom polynomials
of multi-singularities of type, e.g., A1 + Ay, 249 + 341 + Illo 2, etc. The
author believes that these problems also can be attacked by the method
presented in this paper.
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