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Maps of manifolds of the same dimension with prescribed
Thom-Boardman singularities

Andrey Ryabichev*

Abstract

In this paper we extend Y. Eliashberg’s h-principle to arbitrary generic smooth maps of
smooth manifolds. Namely, we prove a necessary and sufficient condition for a continuous
map of smooth manifolds of the same dimension to be homotopic to a generic map with
a prescribed Thom-Boardman singularity 3/ at each point. In dimension 3 we rephrase
these conditions in terms of the Stiefel-Whitney classes and the cohomology classes of the
given loci of folds, cusps and swallowtail points.

1 Introduction

All manifolds and maps between them are assumed to be infinitely smooth unless we explicitly
specify otherwise. All manifolds are assumed to be without boundary. We fix two n-manifolds
M and N, n > 1.

1.1 Thom-Boardman maps and generic maps

We begin with the Thom-Boardman classification of singularities. Let f : M — N be a
smooth map. For a nonnegative integer i; < n denote the set of points x € M such that
dim(ker df (z)) = i; by 2% (f). For “almost every” map f the set ¥ (f) C M is a (locally closed)
smooth submanifold. Then for a nonnegative integer i, < 4; let X2(f) be the set of points
x € ¥ (f) such that dim(ker df|si () = 72. Similarly, for every sequence I = iy, iy, ..., i,
of integers such that n > i; > iy > ... > i, > 0 we have a subset ©!(f) C M.

Also, the set X!(f) can be defined as the preimage of a certain submanifold X!(M, N) C
J"(M, N) of the r-jet space. If the jet extension j"(f) is transversal to X!(M, N), then both
definitions coincide (the details can be found in [4], see also [3, §2]). For dimension reasons,
we can take » = n + 1. In the sequel as [ we will take sequences iy,is,...,%, such that
n>1 >i9>...>1>0and i; > 0.

The Thom-Boardman submanifolds X! (M, N) c J"(M, N) for different I do not intersect.
Let (M, N) be the set of critical r-jets of maps M — N, i.e. jets which correspond to the
germs of maps at critical points. It is well known that the Thom-Boardman decomposition
Y(M,N) = | |;Z/(M,N) is not a stratification [4, p.48]. However, since the intersections
of XI(M,N) C J"(M,N) with the fibers of the projection J"(M,N) — M x N are (locally
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closed) algebraic subsets, one can choose a stratification of ¥(M, N) which is a subdivision of
the Thom-Boardman decomposition. We review the definitions and discuss the existence of
such a subdivision in §2.2]

If the jet extension j"(f) : M — J"(M,N) of a map f : M — N is transversal to all
YI(M,N), then we call f a Thom-Boardman map, and if j"(f) is transversal to all strata of
Y(M, N), then we say that f is generic. Clearly, every generic map is Thom-Boardman.

By the Thom transversality theorem generic maps M — N form a dense open subset in the
set of all C*°-maps M — N equipped with the strong Whitney topology (see e.g. [14, §3.2]).
The set of Thom-Boardman maps is always dense in this space, but it is not open for n > 3
(see e.g. [26]).

For a generic map f the set of its critical points X(f) = 57(f)"(2(M, N)) is a stratified
subset of M. Every stratum C' C (f) belongs to a certain $/(f), and for dimension reasons
the sequence I has a zero at the end. Therefore the restriction f|¢ is an immersion C' — N.

1.2 Prescribed singularities

We will now define the notion of “prescribed singularities”. Recall that if n is sufficiently
large, then the Thom-Boardman singularities ¥/ are in general not stable, see e. g. [3, §3.7]. In
particular, for a fixed I the germs of a given generic map f at two points x, 2’ € XI(f) may not
be equivalent. Therefore we need to specify the germ of a generic map at each critical point.

Namely, we fix a nonempty closed subset S C M. Suppose we are given a collection of
open subsets U; C M such that S C |JU;, and a collection of n-manifolds V; (here i = 1,2, ...
runs through a fixed, possibly countably infinite, set of values). Suppose for all i we are given
generic maps ¢; : U; — V; such that S = |JX(p;).

We call the collection {p;} locally compatible, if for every i,j the germs of ¢; and ¢; at
every point x € U; NU; are L-equivalent. This means that there are neighborhoods U, > =z,
Vi D ¢i(Uy) and V) D ¢;(U,) and a diffeomorphism 3, : V,, — VJ such that 3, o gilv, = ¢;lu,-
Note that, if the collection {(;} is locally compatible, then S turns out to be a stratified subset
since ¢; are generic (see §2.3] Theorem [3)).

We say that a map [’ : M — N has prescribed singularities if S(f") = S and for every i
the germs of f’ and ¢; at every point x € U; are L-equivalent. In this paper we address the
following question.

Question. When does there ezist a generic map M — N that has prescribed singularities?

1.3 Twisted tangent bundle

Take a locally compatible collection of maps {y;} as above. Next we will construct a rank n
vector bundle Tt M over M, called the twisted tangent bundle. It plays the main role in our
construction.

First we set Uy = Vo = M \ S and ¢y = Id : Uy — Vj. If we add ¢q to the collection
{¢1,¥2, ...}, the collection remains locally compatible. Note that then the domains of the
maps cover the whole of M.

Next, for every ¢ = 0,1,... we define a vector bundle E; — U; as the pullback ¢ (TV;).
Since the collection {¢;} is locally compatible, for every ¢, j and every point z € U; N U; we



have an isomorphism of the fibers df, : E;|, — Ej|,, where the map /3, establishes an L-
equivalence of germs of ¢; and ¢; at x, see above. The isomorphism df, does not depend
on the choice of 3, (see Proposition @ in , so we can canonically define an isomorphism
®;; : Eilv.nu; — Ejlu,nu, over the whole of U; N U;.

The vector bundle T1¥} M is obtained by gluing E; via ®,;,4,7=0,1,.... We discuss this
definition in detail in §4.2]

We suggest the bundle 7#} M up to isomorphism can be described in terms of the strat-
ification of S and some additional discrete data defined by the germs ¢;, but this conjecture
remains unproven at present.

1.4 The h-principle

In [6] Y. Eliashberg proved a theorem, which is important for global singularity theory. It may
be rephrased with our terminology in the following way. We discuss its relative version in §2.4]

Theorem ([6, Th. A]). Suppose S C M is a codimension 1 submanifold and the maps {¢;}
have only fold singularities X1°. Then a continuous map f : M — N is homotopic to a map f’
with folds in S and with no other critical points if and only if the vector bundles T3 M and
f*(T'N) are isomorphic.

We generalize this theorem and allow the maps {¢;} to have arbitrary generic singularities.
These maps need to be locally compatible (as in §1.2)) for the construction to make sense. The
following is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1. A continuous map f : M — N is homotopic to a generic map f' with prescribed
singularities if and only if the vector bundles TY** M and f*(TN) are isomorphic.

For our proof is necessary that the maps ¢; should be generic. Namely, we use the fact that
S is a stratified subset and for every stratum C' C S and every i the restriction ;|cny, is an
immersion. We study the properties of such maps in §3] Also, our proof uses a relative version
of Eliashberg’s theorem (see , so it is necessary that the subset of points of S where ;
have fold singularities should be nonempty.

Another approach to an h-principle

There are important results of Y. Ando on maps with prescribed singularities. In [I] he proved
a criterion for a map between manifolds to be homotopic to a map which has Thom-Boardman
singularities not worse (lexicographically) then a given sequence I. This criterion is stated in
terms of jets.

The difference between Theorem [Il and the Y. Ando’s theorem is that we start with a more
detailed set of data (compatible germs at all points of the critical locus instead of a jet section
over the whole of M) and as a result we obtain a map with a prescribed singularity at each
point, while with Ando’s approach one does not control either the singularities that appear or
the loci of singularities of each type.



1.5 Application to 3-manifolds

Suppose n = 3. Then in order to specify prescribed singularities of a generic map one does
not need to specify germ at each point of S. Namely, for a generic map f : M — N the set
of critical points X(f) is the union of the fold points X19(f), the cusp points X19(f) and
the swallowtail points L1119(f). These are called Morin singularities. These singularities are
stable and singularities of the same type are always equivalent [18], [25].

Recall that for every I the set 7 C J"(M, N) is a smooth submanifold ([4, §6]). So for
a generic map f : M — N of closed 3-manifolds the set X'(f) C M is a smooth closed 2-
submanifold, the set X5(f) C $1(f) is a smooth closed 1-submanifold and the set L10(f) =
BLLLO(f)y € BBI(f) is a discrete subset. See the details e. g. in [3], pp. 47-48].

We deduce from Theorem [I] the following necessary and sufficient condition for a given
continuous map of 3-manifolds to be homotopic to a generic one that has a prescribed singular

locus. In the sequel, for a codimension k£ submanifold M’ C M we denote the Poincaré dual
class of M in H*(M;Zy) by [M'].

Theorem 2. Suppose M, N are closed 3-manifolds, S C M is a nonempty closed 2-submanifold,
C C S is a closed 1-submanifold and P C C' is a discrete subset. A continuous map f: M — N
is homotopic to a generic map f' such that X'(f') = S, L") = C and VY f') = P if and
only if

o [S]=wi(M)+ frwi(N),

o [C]=w(M)-[S] and

o for every component C' C C' we have [C'] - [S] = |[P N C'| mod 2.

The last condition is needed in order for a characteristic vector field on C'\ P (see §5.2|
Fig. [3) to exist. Moreover, if this condition holds, there are exactly two such vector fields, and
a generic map f’ can be constructed for each of them.

Note that if a map f’ as in Theorem [2] exists, then the conditions of Theorem [2| agree with
the Thom polynomial of the Morin singularities. Namely, denote the degree i component of
f*w(N)/w(M) by w;. Then it is well known that [S1(f)] = wy, [ZV(f)] = @0? + w, and
[SLLL( )] = w3 + @y (see e.g. [2, p.191]). All these equalities follow from Theorem [2}

Other low-dimensional consequences

In [20] we proved a necessary and sufficient condition for a map of surfaces to be homotopic
to a generic map with prescribed folds and cusps. This result is similar to Theorem [2, but it
also uses cohomology with local coefficients. In [20] we also proved a necessary and sufficient
condition for a pair of surfaces to have a generic map between them which has prescribed folds
and cusps.

In other words, for surfaces we can find a generic map with prescribed singularities among all
maps, while for 3-manifolds we can solve a similar problem only for maps from a given homotopy
class. However, we can obtain e.g. the following results on generic maps with prescribed
singularities using Theorem

Corollary 1. Suppose M, N are integral homology 3-spheres. Then every map M — N is
homotopic to a map with any given nonempty set of folds and with no other critical points.
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Corollary 2. Suppose M, N are closed orientable 3-manifolds, S C M is a nonempty codimen-
sion 1 submanifold and [S] = 0. Then every map M — N is homotopic to a map with folds in
S and with no other critical points.

Presumably there are analogues of Theorem [2 for manifolds of dimension 4 and higher. In
order to deduce them one would need to describe the twisted tangent bundle (and its charac-
teristic classes) in terms of strata of the singular locus.

Structure of the paper

d

In §2.2| we recall the definition of Whitney stratification and then in §2.3| we prove that the
critical locus of a generic map admits a natural stratification. In we recall the results
from [6] and [7] which will be used in the proof of Theorem [1} In we give a few definitions
of equivalence of germs which are discussed in detail in Appendix [A]

In §3.1H3.5| we prove some technical properties of local behavior of generic maps near the
strata which we need to prove that locally L-equivalent generic germs at a stratum of the
critical set are globally L-equivalent. In we construct the twisted tangent bundle and
then in we prove Theorem [T}

In we discuss the classification of rank 3 vector bundles over 3-manifolds. Then in
5.3 we give a combinatorial description of the twisted tangent bundle for n = 3 and compute
its Stiefel-Whitney classes. Finally, in we deduce Theorem [2]
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Suppose we are given a topological space X and a subset A C X. When we write “a neighbor-
hood A C U C X7, this means that U is an open neighborhood of the subset A in the ambient
space X. We use the M. Gromov’s notation Op(A) for a “sufficiently small neighborhood of A”
(see e.g. [11] or [§]).

When we consider a collection of objects A;, where ¢ belongs to some set of indices s, this
is always written as {A;} instead of {4;};c,.. In most situations the index i takes values in Z>g
or in {0,1,...,k} for some k. We specify the set of values of the index when this is necessary.

Suppose we have a set X and a collection {X;} of its subsets. We say that {Y;} is a refine-
ment of {X;}, if every Y; is a subset of certain X, and every X; can be presented as a union
Y, UY,, U... When we consider covers of a fixed subset Z C X (i.e. Z C |JX;), then {Y;} is
called a refinement of {X,}, if every Y; is a subset of certain X; and Z C V.

Covers always supposed open unless we explicitly specify otherwise.



2.2 Transversality and stratifications

First we recall main definitions.

Let X1, X5, Y be manifolds of arbitrary dimensions. The maps f; : X; — Y and fo : Xo = Y
are called transversal if for every x; € X; and xo € X, such that fi(z1) = fo(z2) = y, we have
Im(dfi(z1))+Im(dfa(z2)) = T,,Y. Similarly, submanifolds of Y are transversal if their imbedding
maps are transversal.

Note that by the implicit function theorem the intersection of transversal submanifolds is a
smooth submanifold. Let £ — X be a vector bundle over a manifold. A collection of sections
{fi : X — E} is said to be in general position, if every f; is transversal to the intersection of
any collection of f;(X), j # i.

A stratified subset of a manifold X is a locally finite disjoint union of submanifolds (called
strata) such that the following three conditions are satisfied. The first condition is called the
frontier condition, we denote it by (fr). Conditions (a) and (b) are called Whitney regularity
conditions, they were introduced in [24].

(fr) The closure of every stratum is a union of this stratum and certain strata of strictly
smaller dimension.

(a) For every strata C,C", if a sequence {x;}, x; € C, converges to a point y € C’ and
lim(7,,C) =T C T, X, then we have T D> T,,C".

(b) For every strata C,C’, if sequences {x;}, x; € C, and {y;}, y; € C’, both converge to a
point y € C’, for lines Z;y; (in some local coordinates near the point y) we have lim 7;y; = [
and lim(7,,C) =T C T, X, then we have T' D .

Note that condition (b) implies conditions (a) and (fr), see e. g. [23]. The properties of stratified
subsets are discussed also in [10, Part I, §1].

Let X, X’ be manifolds and let Y € X be a stratified subset. A map f: X’ — X is called
transversal to Y if it is transversal to every stratum. By the Thom transversality theorem such
maps form a dense open subset in C®(X’, X). If f is transversal to Y, then f~1(Y) C X' is a
stratified subset whose strata are the preimages of the strata of Y (see e. g. [10, Part I, §1.3]). In
particular, by the implicit function theorem, these preimages are smooth submanifolds of X".

2.3 The stratification of the jet space

We need to define generic maps so that the set of the critical points of a generic map has a
stratification which is invariant under coordinate transformations. It is sufficient to show that
the Thom-Boardman decomposition admits a Diff-invariant refinement which is a stratification.
The existence of such a refinement is purely natural, it was mentioned in 1973 by J. N. Mather
in [16, p.247] without a proof. Next we prove this assertion, see Theorem (3| below.

First let us prove the following proposition which generalizes the well known result on
stratifications of semialgebraic sets [I0, PartI, Th.1.7]. Recall, a subset ¥ C R™ is called
semialgebraic if Y is the union of sets given by a finite system of polynomial (in)equations, i. e.
of sets of the form

{z eR™ [ fi(z) =0,..., filx) =0, gi(x) > 0,..., g(x) >0},
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where f;, g; : R™ — R are polynomial functions. Note that the intersection, the union and the
difference of semialgebraic sets are always semialgebraic sets. The closure of every semialgebraic
set is also a semialgebraic set (see e.g. [3]).

Proposition 1. Suppose Xi,...,Xr C R™ is a collection of semialgebraic sets, X = |JX;
is closed. Suppose a group G acts on R™ by polynomial diffeomorphisms preserving every X;.
Then X admits a stratification such that every X; is a union of strata and the action of G
preserves every stratum.

Proof. We will construct a stratification of X by induction on d = max(dim X;). If d = 0, then
X is a discrete subset of R™. Then we may take X; just to be our strata.

Suppose d > 1. We may assume that the sets X; do not intersect each other. Otherwise we
replace the collection {X;} by the refinement which sets are of the form

(ﬂXZ) \ <UX) for all A C {1,...,k}.
i€A i¢A

Suppose dimX; = ... = dimX; = d and dim X,y < d, ..., dim X, < d. Let Y, =
X;\ Sing(X) and Z; = X;\ Y; fori = 1,...,s. Here Sing(X) denotes the set of singular points
of X and smooth points of X with the dimension of the tangent space < d. Clearly, Y; do not
cross Y; for any ¢,j < s,7 # j. Weset Yy, ..., Y, to be d-dimensional strata of our stratification.

Take the collection Q = {Z1,..., Zs, Xsi1,..., X} If needed we can use the operation of
refinement mentioned above, so further we may assume that the elements of () are also disjoint
(if some of them coincide, we take them only once). Note that for every V € ) we have
dimV < d.

Finally, take any Y;, and any V € . Note that either Y;NV = @, or Y, NV = V. Suppose
the latter case takes place. The set of points y € V' at which the Whitney’s regularity condition
(b) does not hold is a semialgebraic set which have positive codimension in V', see [15] and [19].
Denote it by W. If W # &, we remove V from Q and add W and V' \ W to Q. Then we repeat
this procedure to Y; and W, etc.

After a finite number of steps we eventually obtain a refinement of () such that for any Y;
and any Y € Q the Whitney’s regularity condition (b) holds. Note that if we again replace 2
by any refinement, this property will not be violated. So we can apply the induction hypothesis
to €2 to obtain a stratification of X.

Recall that the action of G preserves every X;. This action is polynomial, so it preserves also
Sing(X) and all operations of subsets such as intersection, union etc., as well as the property
that the Whitney’s regularity condition (b) holds or not. Therefore the resulting sets of all the
described refinements are also preserved by the action of G. [

Theorem 3. For any pair of manifolds U,V the set X(U, V') C J"(U, V') admits a stratification
which is a refinement of the Thom-Boardman decomposition and which is invariant under the
right action of Diff (U) and the left action of Diff(V).

Such a stratification can be chosen functorially with respect to open imbeddings. More pre-
cisely, for open subsets U' C U and V' C V the stratification of S(U', V') is equal to the
intersection of J"(U', V') C J"(U, V') with the stratification of (U, V).



Proof. Take x € U and y € V. By choosing local coordinates we can identify the space of r-jets
J;,(U, V) of maps that take x to y with R™ for some m.

For every sequence I of length 7 the intersection X/(U, V)N J; (U, V) C R™ is a variety
([, §2]; see also [3, §2.5]). Let X = X(U, V)N J; (U, V) and X' = XU, V)N J, (U V).

The groups Diff,(U) and Diff, (V') of diffeomorphisms of U, respectively V', which preserve
x, respectively y, act on J;’y(U, V) by polynomial diffeomorphisms. These actions preserve
all X'. Then we can apply Proposition [I| to R™ = J; (U,V), the collection of semialgebraic
sets {X'} and the action of the group G = Diff, (V) x Diff,(U). We obtain a G-invariant
stratification of X(U, V) N J; (U, V). Every stratum of the stratification lies in some Thom-
Boardman submanifold.

Then using the action of Diff (V) x Diff(U) we can transfer this stratification from J; (U, V)
to Jy, (U, V) for all (2/,y') € U x V. As the original stratification is G-invariant, the result
is well defined. We define the strata of (U, V') as the images of the strata of X under such
identifications for all (2, /).

We have naturally constructed the stratifications on the fibers of the bundle J"(U,V) —
U x V. The space J"(U’, V') can be viewed as the restriction of this bundle to U’ x V' C U x V,
so the functoriality follows. ]

Recall from that a map ¢ : U — V is called generic if and only if j"(¢) is transversal
to every stratum of (U, V).

2.4 The h-principle for maps with fold singularities

In the proof of Theorem [1| we will use the following theorem from [0, Th.2.2]. Let us briefly
recall the notation.

Ifp: E— X and p' : '/ — Y are vector bundles, f : X — Y is a continuous map and
F: FE — FE'is a fiberwise map such that p’ o F' = f o p, then we say that F' covers f.

Suppose C' C M is a codimension 1 closed submanifold without boundary. A C'-immersion
M — N is a map with fold singularities 3% along C' and no other critical points. A fiberwise
map of tangent bundles F' : TM — T'N is called a C-monomorphism if the restrictions F'|rn )
and F|p¢ are fiberwise injective and there exist an involution h : Op(C') — Op(C) with the set
of fixed points equal C' and such that over Op(C) we have F' o dh = F.

Let D C M be a closed n-submanifold with boundary such that every component of M \ D
intersects C' and let fy : D — N be a smooth map. Denote the space of maps f: M — N
such that f|p = fo and f[anp is a C-immersion by Imme p(M,N). Let Mong p(TM,TN)
be the space of fiberwise maps F' : TM — TN such that F|pp = dfy and Flranp) is a
C-monomorphism.

Theorem 4 (Eliashberg). The map o (Imme, p(M, N)) — m(Mone,p(TM,TN)) induced by
taking the differential is surjective. Il

In other words, every F' € Mong p(TM,TN) can be deformed to the differential of a C-
immersion in the class of C-monomorphisms fixed over D. In particular, if Mong p(TM, TN)
is nonempty, then Imme p (M, N) is nonempty.



2.5 The h-principle for immersions

We will also use the following theorem, known as the relative Gromov’s h-principle for immer-
sions of open manifolds. This result generalizes Smale’s and Hirsch’s theorems on immersions
from [12], [13] and [21]. (Here we state only the partial case of this theorem that we will use.)

Let U,V be n-manifolds with U noncompact. Suppose we are given a continuous map
f:U — V and a fiberwise isomorphism F': TU — TV covering f. Suppose there is a compact
n-submanifold with boundary D C U such that the restriction f|p is smooth and F|p = df|p,
and such that for some polyhedron K C U of positive codimension U can be compressed into
an arbitrarily small neighborhood of K U D by an isotopy fixed on D.

Theorem 5 (Gromov). There exists an immersion ' : U — V such that F is homotopic to
df’ in the class of fiberwise isomorphisms fixed over D. U

This theorem can be deduced by using the holonomic approximation theorem, see [T,
Th.1.2.1]. See also [8, §3] or [11], §1.1.3] for more details.

2.6 Local and global quivalences of germs

Here we recall the definitions of local and global (L-)equivalences of germs.
Let S C M be alocally closed subset of a manifold. Suppose we are given maps ¢1 : Uy — V)
and @g : Uy — V5 from neighborhoods Uy, Us D S to some n-manifolds Vi, V5.

Definition 1. The S-germs of ¢; and ¢y are called globally equivalent if there are a neigh-
borhood Uz D S, an n-manifold V3, a map @3 : U3 — V3, immersions oy : U3 — U; and
as : U3 — U, restricting to the identity on S, and immersions 31 : V3 — Vi and By : V3 — V,
such that the diagram

U, < A U3 = > Uy

ol o o

‘/'1\51 ‘/3 B2>‘/2

commutes.

The S-germs of ¢, and ¢, are called globally L-equivalent if they are globally equivalent,
and in addition to that Us can be taken to be a subset of U; N U, and the maps aq, as can be
taken to be the inclusions.

Definition 2. The S-germs of ¢, and ¢, are called locally equivalent if for any point x € S the
germs of 1 and 9 at x are globally equivalent.

The S-germs of 1 and ¢, are called locally L-equivalent if for every point x € S the germs
of ¢ and ¢, at x are globally L-equivalent.

We discuss these definitions in details in Appendix [A] In particular, we will prove that they
are actually equivalence relations and that locally (L-)equivalent germs may not be globally
(L-)equivalent.



3 Local behavior of generic maps

In this section we study some properties of generic maps which we need to prove Theorem [I]
It turns out that the properties hold for a wider class of maps.

3.1 Stratified immersions

Let X be a topological space. We say that a subset A C X has dense interior, if int(A) D A.

Proposition 2. Let V' and V' be n-manifolds. Suppose a subset R C V has dense interior.
Let a, B : V — V' be maps such that o|g = B|r. Then da|g = df|g.

Proof. Note that dal|, = df|, for every x € int(R). Then the statement of the proposition
directly follows from the continuity of the derivatives. ]

Definition 3. Let U,V be n-manifolds. A map ¢ : U — V is called a stratified immersion, if
there is a stratification of U such that the restriction of ¢ to any stratum is an immersion.

The union of strata of dimension < n is called the skeleton of the stratified immersion. Note
that the skeleton can be viewed as a subcomplex of positive codimension in U (one can use e. g.
the results of [9] to show that).

Remark 1. Any generic map of n-manifolds is a stratified immersion. Indeed, we can define
a dimension n stratum of the source manifold as the set of regular points, and then define a
stratification of the set of critical points using Theorem [3]

Proposition 3. Let U, V and V' be n-manifolds. Suppose @ : U — V is a stratified immersion
and o, B : V. — V' are maps such that ao p = fop. Then dal, = dB|, for every x € p(U).

Proof. Denote the complement of the skeleton of ¢ by U°. Recall that ¢|y is an immersion,
so all points of U° are regular for ¢. Therefore all points of ¢(U®) are interior points of ¢(U).

Also note that U° is dense in U, so, by continuity, ¢(U°) is dense in ¢(U). We have shown
that ¢(U) has dense interior. It remains to apply Proposition O]

3.2 Normal form of a stratified immersion

Below we present some important properties of germs of stratified immersions at the strata.
Some of these properties in case of stable maps are well known (see e.g. [3, §9.5]). However,
generic maps we consider may not be stable.

Proposition 4. Suppose U,V are n-manifolds, C' C U 1is a locally closed k-submanifold and
f:U =V is a map such that f|c is an immersion. Then there is a tubular neighborhood
Uec D C such that flu, is equal to the composition

Uo L Ve 5V,

where Vi is the total space of some rank n — k vector bundle over C', the neighborhood Us is
viewed as the normal bundle to C, a map g is fiberwise and h is an immersion. More precisely,
g can be written as (s,t) — (s, g,(s,t)), where the first coordinate is a coordinate in C' and the
second coordinate is a local coordinate normal to C' in Uq, respectively in V.
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Proof. For Vi we take the pullback of the normal bundle of f(C'). Let h map it to some tubular
neighborhood of f(C). Then f restricted to some sufficiently small tubular neighborhood Ugx
can be lifted to V. So we have a map g : Us — Vi and it remains to choose a vector bundle
structure on U such that g is a fiberwise map.

Since g|¢ is a diffeomorphism onto the image, for every x € C' the image dg(T,Uc) is
transversal to fibers of V. By continuity of the differential, the same holds for x close to C.
In other words, we can replace the neighborhood Us by a smaller one so that for any point
x € Ug the image dg(T,Uc) is transversal to the fiber of V.

Then by the implicit function theorem the preimage of any fiber of Vi is a smooth subman-
ifold of U transversal to C. If needed, replace Ugx by a smaller neighborhood one more time
to make these preimages diffeomorphic to R"~* and form a vector bundle over C. ]

Definition 4. In the notation of Proposition {4 we call the map g : Uc — Vi a normal form
of f at C. If a map is its own normal form at C, we call such a map C-normal.

Note that the C-germ of a normal form at C' is globally equivalent to the C-germ of the
original map.

Note that a normal form is not unique. However, in view of the following Proposition [5| a
normal form is unique up to global L-equivalence.

Lemma 1. A stratified immersion has a normal form at every stratum.
Proof. This directly follows from Definition [3] and Proposition [} O

In particular, by Remark[l]a generic map f of n-manifolds has normal form at every stratum
of 3(f). Moreover, if we take the fibers U; C Uq and Vy C Vi over a point s € C' (using the
notation of Proposition , then the map g,|y, : Us — Vj is generic. This fact, which we will
not use, can be proved using some “normal modification” of Theorem [3]

3.3 The universal property for a normal form

The following proposition is some kind of universal property for a normal form.

Proposition 5. Let U, Vi, Vs be n-manifolds, let C C U be a submanifold and let f, : U — Vi
and fo : U — Vo be maps whose C'-germs are globally L-equivalent. Suppose fi is C-normal.
Then there are neighborhoods C C U' C U and f(U’) C V] C Vi and an immersion 3 : V] — V3

such that 6 e} f1|U’ = f2|U"
First let us prove the following assertion.

Proposition 6. Let U,V be n-manifolds, let ¢ : U — V be an immersion and let C C U be
a locally closed submanifold of positive codimesnion such that plc : U — V' is an imbedding as
a submanifold. Then there is a neighborhood C C U' C U such that the restriction |y is a
diffeomorphism onto the image.

Proof. Choose a tubular neighborhood ¢(C') C V' C V and fix the structure of a normal bundle
on V’. The next reasoning is similar to the proof of Proposition 4l Namely, choose a tubular
neighborhood C' C U’ C U with a vector bundle structure so that ¢ maps U’ to V' fiberwise.

11



If U’ is sufficiently close to C', then the restriction of ¢ to each fiber is injective. Therefore |y
is itself injective.
Note that one can give another proof of this proposition, similar to the proof of Lemma [0]

from §AT] O

Proof of Proposition[5. We will use only that fi|c : C' — V] is an imbedding as a submanifold,
the fiberwise structures on U and V; are not necessary.

By definition, if C-germs of f; and f, are globally L-equivalent, there exist a neighborhood
C c U” c U, an n-manifold V3, a map f3 : U” — V3 and immersions 3, : V3 — V; and
By 1 V3 — Va such that B o fs = fi[yr and By o f3 = folyr.

It is easy to see that f3(C) C V5 is a submanifold and the immersion £ |y, ) is a diffeomor-
phism onto the image. Therefore for some neighborhood f3(C) C Vi C V3 the restriction £y
is a diffeomorphism onto the image. Then it remains to set U’ = f; '(VJ), V{ = £1(V4) and
B=fho (Bilyy) " -

3.4 Cylindric covers

Let C' be a manifold and p: U — C' and ¢ : V' — C be vector bundles. Let ¢ : U — V be a
fiberwise map such that p = g o ¢. Take any subset Z C C.

Definition 5. Suppose we are given a cover Z C |JU; C U. Denote the union | JU; by B. The
cover is called cylindric, if U; = BN p~'(p(U;)) for every i.

Given cylindric covers Z C |JU; C U and p(Z) C |JV; C V, the map ¢ is called vertical
(with respect to the covers), if U; = BN ¢~ 1(V;) for every 1.

Remark 2. Note that if ¢ is vertical, then ¢(U;) C V; for every i. Clearly, for any i,j we have
f(U) N f(U;) = f(U; nU;). Moreover,

e(Ui) NV; =pUiNU;)
for any ¢, 5. This is the key property of cylindric covers and vertical maps.

Proposition 7. Let C be a manifold and p : U — C and q : V — C' be vector bundles. Let
w U — V be a fiberwise map such that p = qo . We consider C' as the zero section of U.
Take a closed subset Z C C.

Suppose we are given locally finite covers Z C |JU; and ¢(Z) C |JV; such that o(U;) C V;
for all i. Then the covers admit cylindric refinements |JU! and \JV; such that the map ¢ is
vertical. Moreover, the refinements can be chosen so that U! C U; and V! C 'V, for all i.

Proof. Choose norms on the fibers of U and V. We denote these norms similarly by || -||. Given
a fiber F' and a point x € F', we denote the open e-ball about z in F' by B.(x).
Choose a cover Z C [JW; C C such that W; C U; for all i. Recall that (C) C V is the

zero section and ¢|¢ is a homeomorphism. Therefore o(W;) = p(W;) C V; for all i.

To define V/, for each i we take a function & : ¢(C) — Rx¢ such that Be,,)(z) C V; for all
z € p(C) and ;(x) # 0 for all z € V;Np(C). Then for each i take any function 7; : ¢(C) — Rxg
such that n; = & on (W) and n; =5 on ¢(C) \ V;.
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Define a function 7 : ¢(C') — R+ as n(x) = minn;(x). Note that, since the cover |JV; is
locally finite, 7 is well defined and continuous. Then the set B = {y € V' | |ly|| < n(¢(q(y)))}
is an open neighborhood of ¢(C).

Finally, we take V; = ¢~ *(W;) N B for each i. By the construction, V/ C V; and Z C |JV}.

To define U] we replace U; by U; N o~ !(B) and apply to the obtained cover the procedure
similar to the described above. [

3.5 Building a global L-equivalence

The following assertion will be very important in our proof of Theorem [I]

Theorem 6. Suppose we are given n-manifolds U, V, V' and stratified immersions o : U — V'
and @' : U — V'. Suppose for a locally closed submanifold C C U the restrictions ¢|c and ¢'|¢
are immersions and ¢ is C'-normal. Suppose the C-germs of ¢ and ¢’ are locally L-equivalent.
Then there is an immersion (3 : Op(p(C)) = V' such that 5 o ¢|opc) = ¢|opc)-

Proof. Let C = |J;, AF be a sufficiently small triangulation. Here A¥ denotes a k-simplex
without boundary, & = 0,1,...,m, where m = dim(C). Since the C-germs of ¢ and ¢’ are
locally L-equivalent, we may assume that for every AF there are neighborhoods A¥ c UF c U
and o(UF) C V¥ C V and an immersion ¥ : V¥ — V' such that 3F o elor = ¢'|lyr. The
neighborhoods can be taken so that the cover p(C) C |JV/* is locally finite and V¥ N ij =
for i # j and all k.

We will prove the lemma by induction. On the k-th step we will obtain an immersion
B2 Op(p(sk*(C))) = V' such that 5 o ¢|owicy) = ' lops(cy)- Let us describe the k-th
step, k=10,1,...,m.

By the induction hypothesis, there are neighborhoods sk*~'(C) ¢ U*' ¢ U and (U*"!) C
VE=L € V and an immersion 7! : VE=1 — V7 such that ¥t o p|pe-1 = ¢'|gr-1. (If k =0, we
set U*"! and V*~1 to be empty.)

We may assume that the covers sk"(C) C (U1 UJUF) C U and ¢(sk*(C)) C (V*'uU
U V;k) C V are cylindric and the map ¢ is vertical. Otherwise we replace the sets U*~!, VA1,
UF and V}* by smaller ones applying Proposition [7} Recall that

k k—1
i o 90|Uk*1me = ‘P,|U’“*1QUZ.’9 =p"o 90|ka1me-

Therefore, by Remark , for every j the maps 3%~! and 6]’-“ coincides on the intersection V=1 N
VEQ (U U UF).

Take a neighborhood ¢(sk*"*(C)) € W C V such that W C V*~1. For every V¥ we define
a function ¢ : V¥ — [0;1] such that t = 0 on VF\ V¥ and t =1 on V¥ N W. Then we define
amap ¥ : VF = V' as )

Bi(z) =t " (x) + (1 —t) - B; (x).

Here we use an Euclidean structure which comes from arbitrary local coordinates in V' near
©'(AF). Since the triangulation of C'is sufficiently small, we may assume that such coordinates
exist. Note that the map Bf depends on the choice of this coordinates, but we can take any of
them.

13



By the construction, 3¥ = ¥ on p(UF). So Propositionimplies that dfF| »(ak) has rank n.

7

Then, by continuity of the differential, Bﬂop(@( aky) 1s an immersion. This immersion coincides

with ~' on . Together the maps 3*~! and £ define a desired immersion Op(p(sk*(C))) —
V', so the proof of k-th step is complete. O

4 Global approach to generic germs

In this section we will recall the main definitions and then prove Theorem

4.1 Locally compatible maps

First let us recall the following definition.

Definition 6. Suppose we are given a collection of maps {p; : U; — V;}, where U; C M are
open subsets and V; are n-manifolds. We say that {y;} is a collection of locally compatible
maps, if for every i, j the germs of ¢; and ¢; at U; N U; are locally L-equivalent.

Two collections of locally compatible maps {¢;} and {}} are called locally L-equivalent, if
their union {¢;} U{¢}} is a collection of locally compatible maps. A map f: M — N is locally
L-equivalent to the collection of of locally compatible maps {;}, if the collection {¢;} and the
collection consisting of a single map {f} are locally L-equivalent.

One may think of a collection of locally compatible maps as a global map on | JU; with
variable target.

Proposition 8. Let S C M be a closed subset and let {@; : U; — Vi} be a collection of locally
compatible generic maps such that | JX(p;) = S. Then there is a stratification of S such that
for every stratum C C S and for every i the restriction @;|cny, is an immersion.

Proof. Using Theorem |3| we choose a stratification of X (y;) = S NU; for every i. The obtained
stratifications are agreed on the intersections U;NU; by the naturalness and the Diff-invariance.

Recall that every stratum C' C S lies in some X! (¢;), where I is a sequence of length n + 1.
Since j"T!(¢;) is transversal to X1 (U;, V;), by dimension reason the sequence I has zero at the
end. This means that the restriction ¢; to X'(¢;) (and, therefore, to C' N U;) is an immersion.

Note that the obtained stratification of S is a canonical refinement of the Thom-Boardman
decomposition, since our operations in the proof of Proposition |1| did not depend on the choice
of local coordinates etc. O]

Lemma 2. For S and {p;} as above, there is a triangulation of S such that every its open
simplex A is a smooth submanifold in M and for every i the restriction @;|anu, s an immersion.

Proof. First make a stratification of S using Proposition , and then apply the result of [9].
Note that, unlike the stratification of S, our triangulation is not at all canonical. O]

Definition 7. Suppose we are given two collections of locally compatible maps {¢} : U — V/}
and {p; : U; — V;}. Then {¢}} is called a refinement of {y;}, if they are locally L-equivalent
and every U/ lies in some U;.
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4.2 Twisted tangent bundle

Here we recall the definition from §1.3| and prove that it is correct. Let us begin with the
following important construction.

Proposition 9. Let {p; : U; — V;} be a collection of locally compatible generic maps. Denote
the vector bundles ¢ (TV;) by E;. Then there are fiberwise isomorphisms ®;; = E;
Ejlv,nu; such that ®;; = Idg, and ®; 0 ;4 0 Dy

UiﬂUj —
UmUijk fOT every Z?j? k

UiﬂUj NUp = IdEl

In fact, the constructed below fiberwise isomorphisms ®; ; are natural in the following sense:
cach @, ; is defined by the maps ¢; and ¢, and does not depend on ¢y, k # 1, j.

Proof. For every point x € U; NU; choose a neighborhood x € U, C U; NU; and neighborhoods
0i(Uy) C Viy C Vi and ¢;(U,) C V;, C V; with a diffeomorphism £, : V;, — V;, such that
Bz 0 vilu, = ¢jlu,. We set @;; to be equal df, on the fiber of E; at z. By Proposition 3| this
does not depend on the choice of the diffeomorphism j,.

By the same reasoning Proposition (3 implies that ®;; is well defined over the whole of
U;NU;. Note that ®; ; is continuous and smooth over a neighborhood of any point z € U; N Uj;,
so it is continuous and smooth over the whole of U;NU;. The equality @4 ;0®; 10D, j|v,nv;nu;, =
Id Ei|UmUjﬁUk follows directly from Proposition |3 as well. O

Suppose we are given a closed subset S C M and a collection of locally compatible generic
maps {¢; : U; = V;}, i =1,2,... such that [JX(¢;) C S.

Definition 8. The twisted tangent bundle T#} M is the following rank n vector bundle over M.
Let Uy = Vp = M\ S and set ¢, : Uy = V; to be equal Idyng. Note that {¢;} together with ¢
is a collection of locally compatible generic maps. Applying Proposition [J] for it, we obtain the
vector bundles F; over U; and the fiberwise isomorphisms ®; ; over U; N Uj, i = 0,1,.... Then
the total space of T{¥} M is obtained by gluing together {E;} using {®;;}.

Lemma 3. We are given two collections of locally compatible generic maps {yp; : U; — V;} and
{¢, - Ul — V!} such that |JX(pi) € S and |JX(¢]) C S. Suppose {¢;} and {¢,} are locally
L-equivalent. Then the twisted tangent bundles T¥ M and T1¥3 M are isomorphic.

Proof. By definition, the union {p;} U {¢}} is locally compatible. To prove the proposi-
tion we just compose the tautological “forgetful” isomorphisms TV M ~ T3 A and
Tieid e pp ~ e A O

4.3 Proof of Theorem [1]

Recall that we are given n-manifolds M, N, n > 1, a continuous map f : M — N and
a nonempty closed subset S C M. Also we are given a collection of locally compatible generic
maps {@; : U; — V;} such that | JX(¢;) = S. We have to prove that f is homotopic to a generic
map f’ such that f’ and {¢;} are locally L-equivalent and X(f’) = S if and only if the vector
bundles T M and f*(TN) are isomorphic.

Proof. Suppose f is homotopic to a generic map f’ which is locally L-equivalent to {p;} and
which has no critical points outside S. Then by Lemma [3| we have T¢I M ~ f*(TN) ~
JH(TN).
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It remains to prove the “if” part of the theorem.

Suppose the bundles Tt M and f*(TN) are isomorphic. By Lemma the subset S C M
is triangulable. Let S = |J,, A¥ be a sufficiently small triangulation. Here A denotes a k-
simplex without boundary;, k= 0,1,...,n— 1, and i takes value in some (finite or countable)
set of indices. Every A¥ € M is a smooth submanifold.

Since the triangulation is sufficiently small, we may assume that there is a cover of S by
tubular neighborhoods of the simplices, which is a refinement of {U;}. Therefore we can replace
the collection of locally compatible maps {¢;} by a refinement {©* : UF — V*} where every
UF D AF is a tubular neighborhood. By Lemma [1| we may assume that every map ¥ is AF-
normal. We take UF so close to A that Uf NU! # @ if and only if AF C dAL or Al € A} for
any pair of different simplices.

Denote the vector bundle 7% M by E. Note that E ~ T} )M by Lemma . Let F': B —
TN be a fiberwise isomorphism covering f, which exists by the hypothesis of the “if” part of
the theorem. Let ®F : E| x — TVF be the tautological fiberwise isomorphism covering ¢¥,
defined as in §4.2 Z

Next we will deform f and F' in n steps, from 0 to n — 1. After the [-th step will we will
get a collections of immersions 3 : V;* — N for all k <[ and all i. The immersions 8 must
be compatible with deformed f and F. Namely,

Flopary = BF 0 &ilopary  and  Floyaly = dBf o OF|o,at (*)

Step 0. For every i we fix any immersion 3} : V;? — N such that (5 o ¢})[a0 = f|a0 and
df o @Y no = F|p0. Take a closed tubular neighborhood A? C UY ¢ U, Since U? deformation
retracts onto AY

1)
whole of M. Outside U? we allow f to be not smooth.

During the homotopy of f we make a covering deformation of F' in the class of fiberwise
isomorphisms to obtain F|go = dBY o ®?|;0. We can do this since U deformation retracts

we can homotope f|z0 to 8 o ¢Y|g0. Then we extend the homotopy to the

onto A?. Make such deformations for all 7 independently. (To abbreviate notation, we always
redenote the obtained maps by f and F', respectively.)

Step k. Take any k-simplex A¥. Denote A¥NOp(sk*(S)) by C. As a result of the previous
steps we have that the C-germs of f and ¢! are locally L-equivalent. Then by Theorem @ there
is an immersion 8 : Op(F(C)) — N such that 8 o ©F|oyc) = flopc)-

Take a tubular neighborhood ¥(AF N Op(sk*1(S))) € V' C V;¥ such that f is defined on
V’. Denote ©*(AF)UV’ by K. Then we can define a map 8’ : K — N as fo (©F)~! on ¢F(AF)
and as 8 on V’. Note that 8’ is continuous. Since V;¥ deformation retracts onto K, the map
(' can be extended from K to the whole of V. Then applying the M. Gromov’s h-principle
(Theorem [5) to " and F o (®¥)~! we homotope 8’ to an immersion ¥ : VF — N relatively V'.

Choose sufficiently small tubular neighborhoods A¥ ¢ U ¢ M and sk*(S) c U’ ¢ M.
Denote U \ dAF by U. We may assume that ¥ is defined on U and that oF(U NT’) € V7, see
Fig. . Let H=AFuU (U NT"). Also we may assume that U deformation retracts onto H.

Then we can homotope f|; to BF o @¥|; relatively U N T7. Extend this homotopy to the
whole of M relatively U’. At the same time we deform F in the class of fiberwise isomorphisms
fixed on U’ so that as a result F|; = dBF o ®F|.
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()~ H(V")
sk"1(9) <> = ( é@ :

Figure 1: Choosing neighborhoods U D AF and U’ D skF~ I

We can apply the described deformations of f and F' to all the k-simplices independently
as they have disjoint neighborhoods.

The final step. At the beginning of this step the map f is smooth on Op(S) and for all
k=0,...,n—1and all i there are immersions 3 : V;¥ — N such that the equalities () hold.
Define a fiberwise map F’ : TM — T'N covering f as

Py F(z) ifxeM\S,
(v) = { df (z) if x € Op(AF) for any i, j.

Here we identify T'M|yns with E|yng as in Definition The map F’ is well defined and
continuous in view of () and Proposition [9|

Take sufficiently small closed neighborhood sk” ?(S) ¢ D ¢ M. We may assume that
M \ D is path-connected and sk *(S) \ D # @. Note that F’[ynp is an S-monomorphism.
Applying the Eliashberg’s h-principle (Theorem {4} to f and F’ relative D, we deform f to a
smooth map such that ¥(f) = S and which is L-equivalent to {¢;} as a collection of locally
compatible maps. ]

5 Generic maps of 3-manifolds

5.1 Classifications of rank 3 vector bundles

As we saw in Theorem [I} the problem of homotopy of a given map to a map with prescribed
singularities is reduced to verifying of an isomorphism of certain vector bundles. In dimension 3
the last problem is equivalent to checking the equality of Stiefel-Whitney characteristic classes.

Lemma 4. Let £y — X and Ey — X be rank 3 vector bundles over a CW -complex X of
dimension 3. Then Ey ~ Es if and only if wi(E;) = wi(Es) and we(E;) = we(Es).

Proof. Obviously, the characteristic classes of isomorphic vector bundles are equal. So it re-
mains only to prove the “if” part.

Suppose that wy(E;) = wi(Es) and we(F) = wo(FEs). Take the line bundle L — X such
that wy(L) = wy(E,). Then for Ef = By ® L and E) = Ey @ L we have wy(E]) = wi(EY) =0
and wo(E]) = we(FEY). Let us deduce that E] ~ E! then the statement of the lemma will
follow from the isomorphisms F{ ® L ~ E; and F), ® L ~ Es.

Denote the oriented grassmannian (3,00) by Gr and let E — Gr be the universal bundle.
We have to check that the maps ¢; : X — Gr and e5 : X — Gr corresponding to FE,
respectively Ej, are homotopic if ejwy(E) = ehwq(E).
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Since Gr is l-connected, we may assume that ei]ya1(x) = ealg1(x). By the obstruction
theory, the homotopy between ¢; and e, can be extended from sk’ (X) to sk?(X) if and only
if 01 = 0y, where 01,00 € H*(X;my(Gr)) are the first obstructions for €y, respectively &5, to be
null-homotopic (for details see e. g. [22, §8.4]).

Note that by the Hurewicz theorem and the long exact sequence we have Hy(Gr;Z) =
m(Gr) = m(SO(3)) = Z,. So by the universal coefficient theorem H?(Gr;my(Gr)) = Zo,
denote its generator by a. By the construction of 0; and 0, we have 01 = £3(a) and 0y = €5(a)
(see [22] §8.4, Th.2]).

On the other hand, there are oriented rank 3 vector bundles with wy # 0 (e.g. the sum of
two copies of the nonorientable line bundle over RP? with the trivial line bundle), so we have
wy(E) # 0, therefore a = wo(FE). Thus 01 = cfwe(E) = wo(E]) and 0y = ciwy(E) = wy(EY).
So by the equality wy(E]) = wa(Ey) the maps elge y) and €'|ge(y) are homotopic.

Finally, there is no obstruction to extension of the homotopy between ¢, and ¢, from sk?(X)
to sk?(X) since m3(Gr) = m(SO(3)) = 0. O

5.2 Generic germs in dimension 3

Let M, N be closed 3-manifolds. Suppose we are given a generic map f : M — N. Then
Y(f) € M is a closed 2-submanifold, 311(f) C ! is a closed 1-submanifold and X*1(f) C
Yl is a discrete subset.

Recall that the points of X10(f) = Z1(f) \ M (f) are called folds, the germ of f at each
of these points is locally equivalent to the germ of the map R® — R?, (z,9,2) — (2% y,2)
at the origin. The points of L110(f) = BL(f) \ BLL(f) are called cusps, for them in some
local coordinates f can be written as (z,y,2) — (23 + xy,y, 2). And the points of XLHL0(f) =
LLLL(F) are called swallowtails, the singularities of f at these points are of the form (z,y, )
(z* + 2%y + 22,9, 2).

For every generic f : M — N the set X(f) consists only of the three described strata
(possibly, empty). The germs of f at different points of the same stratum are locally equivalent.
Also these singularities are stable. This means that for every map f' : U — V, which is
sufficiently close to f in C*®-topology, its strata X10(f’), ZHL0(f") and BLLLO(f7) are close to
BLO(f), BLEO(f) and ZHLLO(f), respectively, and the germs of f” and f at corresponding strata
are equivalent.

Nanunaaar;

Figure 2: A characteristic vector field near a point of P.

v v v v v v v v

Suppose we are given a closed 2-submanifold S C M, a closed 1-submanifold C' C S and a
discrete subset P C C.

Definition 9. Given the triple S, C, P, a characteristic field is a unit vector field in M defined
on C'\ P and normal to S. This vector field must “change the direction” when we go through
any point of P, see Fig. 2]
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Suppose for a neighborhood U D C' and a 3-manifold V' we have a generic map ¢ : U — V|
such that X1(p) = SNU, B (p) = C and L401(p) = P. The characteristic field of ¢ is the
unit vector field normal to S whose image is directed “outside” the cusp, see Fig[3l We denote
it by v(p).

Aﬁ o

Figure 3: The characteristic field v(y) and its image under de.

Note that near a swallowtail point v(¢) has different directions on the two components of
C'\ P, see Fig . So the characteristic field of a generic map is actually a characteristic field.

Figure 4: The characteristic field of a generic map near a swallowtail point and its image.

Proposition 10. Given a characteristic field vy and a tubular neighborhood U O C' one can
construct a generic map ¢ : U — V to some 3-manifold V such that X' (o) = SNU, Lh(p) =
C, L) = P and v(p) = 1.

Proof. Take tubular neighborhoods Uy D P and U; D C'\ P. There are n-manifolds Vp, V4 and
generic maps ¢; : U; = V;, © = 0,1, which have the prescribed singularities and characteristic
vectors at all points.

Note that the germs of ¢y and ¢; at (C'\ P) N U, are globally equivalent. Composing ¢,
with a suitable diffeomorphism of U, we can make the germs of ¢y and 1 at (C'\ P) N Uy
globally L-equivalent.
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Note that the germ of ¢ is (C'\ P) N Up-normal. We set V' to be the result of gluing V}
with V; via the map S from Proposition 5| and let U = Uy U U;. If needed, we replace Uy, Uy,
Vo and V; by smaller ones, so we may assume that V' is Hausdorff. The maps g and ¢, are
compatible on Uy N Uy, so together they define a desired map ¢ : U — V. O]

Proposition 11. There is a characteristic field for the triple S, C, P if and only if for every
component C' C C we have [C'] - [S] = |PNC’| mod 2.

Proof. Suppose there is a characteristic field v. Passing a component C’ C C' along v we set it
to the general position with S. Then C'NS =P N C".

To prove the “if” part we slightly perturb every component C’ to obtain a new curve C” C M
which is transversal to S and so that C”" NS = PN C’. Then the arcs of C” in M \ S show the
direction of a characteristic field. O

Note that if the property [C']-[S] = |[PNC’| mod 2 holds for all components C" C C, then
the triple S, C, P admits exactly two (opposite) characteristic fields.

Also note that for generic maps of surfaces the notion of characteristic vector is defined
similarly, see [6, §4.3] or [20, §1].

5.3 Characteristic classes of the twisted tangent bundle

If n = 2 or 3, then the twisted tangent bundle is well defined by a characteristic vector field.
More precisely, if two collections of locally compatible maps with the same singular loci have
the same characteristic vector fields, then the corresponding twisted tangent bundles are iso-
morphic. Next we will show how to compute their characteristic classes.

For generic maps of surfaces, the isomorphism class of the twisted tangent bundle depends
on the choice of characteristic vectors of the cusp points, since the Euler class of the obtained
bundle depends on this choice |20, §3].

However, in dimension 3 the isomorphism class of the twisted tangent bundle depends only
on the choice of S and C, in view of Lemma [ Proposition [10]and the following two assertions.

Proposition 12. Let E,E' — X be rank m vector bundles over an n-manifold X. Suppose
for a tubular neighborhood U of a k-submanifold Y C X the restrictions E|x\v and E'|x\y are
isomorphic. Then w;(E) = w;(E") for alli <n — k.

Proof. Note that U deformation retracts onto Y. Using Poincaré duality, for i < n — k we have
H'(U,0U) ~ H, ;(U) ~ H, ;(Y) =0.
And by excision we have H(U,0U) ~ H'(X, X \ U).
Since H(X,X \ U) = 0 for every i < n — k, the homomorphism H*(X) — H (X \ U)

induced by the inclusion (X \ U) C X has zero kernel. To complete the proof we apply the
functoriality of w; to the last inclusion. ]

Now let M be a connected 3-manifold (for possibly disconnected M the proof of the following
lemma is similar). Suppose we are given a closed 2-submanifold S C M and a closed 1-
submanifold C' C S. Take tubular neighborhoods C' C Uy C M and (S'\ C) C Uy C M.

Then suppose there are generic maps ; : U; — V; to some 3-manifolds V;, i = 1,2, such that
{1, 2} is a collection of locally compatible maps and such that 3X!(¢g) = X10(py) = S\ C
and X5 (1) = C. Denote the twisted tangent bundle T{¥1:*2} M by E.
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Lemma 5. We have wi(E) = wy(M) + [S] and way(E) = wo(M) + [S]* + w1 (M) - [S] + [C].
Note that, in particular, the characteristic classes do not depend on X111 () and v(¢;).

Proof. We define a vector bundle E’ over M obtained by regluing TM along S using the
orthogonal involution of T'M|g which is identity on 7'S. Note that the restrictions E|yny, and
E'|a\v, are isomorphic, so by Proposition 12| we have w(E') = wq(£). Next we will compute
wi(E") and we(E’), and then we will prove that wy(E) — wy(E") = [C].

We cut M along S and denote the obtained manifold with boundary by M’. Take the
unit vector field on M’ which is normal to M’ and directed into M’. It can be extend
to a nonzero vector field v on the complement in M’ of a finite collection of interior points
x1, %o, ... € int(M’). Denote M \ {z1,xs,...} by M°.

Take the line subbundle of TM’| M\{z1,2,..} Spanned by v. We denote its projections to
TM|pe and to E'|ye by L, respectively L'. Note that, since v is orthogonal to OM’, the
subbundles L and L' are well defined over S.

We can see that TM|ye. ~ L @ Ey and E'|pe ~ L' @ Fy for some rank 2 vector bundle
Ey — M°. Then

wi(L & Ey) = w;(M) and w;(L' & Ey) = w;(E") for i=1,2, (xx)

where ¢ : M° — M is the imbedding.
Now we can compute wy(E’) — wy(M) and we(E’) — we(M). By the construction, the line
bundle L is trivial, and w, (L) = ¢*[S]. Therefore by (xx) we have

Cwi(E') = fwi (M) = wi (L) —wyi (L) = *[5].
Also by (xx) we have t*wy (M) = wy(L) + wy(Ey), therefore
Cwe(E') — fwa(M) = (wl(L’) — wl(L)) cwy (By) = *[S] - wi(Ey) = *[S]? + ¢*[S] - t*wy (M).
Thus we have shown that wy(E’) — wy(M) = [S]* + [S] - w1 (M).

/
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Figure 5: Two sections of E'|gy, and their extensions to Uj.

Now let us show that wy(E) — wy(E") = [C]. Take two sections u}, u, of E’ over OU; as in
Fig. o] left (here we identify £’ with TM outside S). Figure o] right shows that u}, u} can be
extended to the whole of U; as a pair of linearly independent sections.
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Recall that Elyny, ~ E'lanw,. Let ui,up be the sections of E over 9U; corresponding
to ujloy, and ub|sy, under this isomorphism. It is sufficient to show that general position
extensions of uy, us to the whole of U; has set of linearly dependence Z C U; homologous to C.

| Uy | Dy (uy)

il oy e
{\\\%#/%ﬁ FARREE 2N
Lol Us Y% a1y (u2) AN Vg
A R A G
2 ~7 & ~
PR w7 7w w7
A T \ 7 T \
O ch i Ve Vi Vi 0 il Ve Vi i

Figure 6: Two sections of E|sy, and their images in T'V.

Take a fiber F' of the tubular neighborhood U; over any point of C'\ P. Apply the natural
fiberwise isomorphism ®; : E|y, — T'V; covering ¢; to the sections wuy, us.

Take the obtained vector fields ®q(uy), @1(us2) on ¢y (F) (Fig. [0 right) and extend them
as general position vector fields vy, vo on the whole of 1 (F'), which are linear dependent at one
point p (Fig. [7).

Since @, is a fiberwise isomorphism, we have the well-defined map ®;*, assigning to a section
of TV} the corresponding section of E|y,. Take the extensions uy, us to F equal ®;*(v1), 7 (v2).
Note that these extensions are in general position and they are linearly dependent at odd number
of points (since p has 3 preimages). Therefore |Z N F| =1 mod 2, so [Z] = [C]. O

Figure 7: Vector fields vy, vy which extends @4 (uy), ®1(uz) to @1 (F).

5.4 Proof of Theorem [2]
Here we apply the results of this section to deduce Theorem [2| from Theorem [1]
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Recall that we have closed 3-manifolds M, N, a closed 2-submanifold S C M, a closed
1-submanifold C' C S, a discrete subset P C C' and a continuous map f: M — N.

We have to prove that the map f is homotopic to a generic map f’ such that X'(f/) = S,
YLU(f) = C and MY f7) = P if and only if

(1) [S] = wi(M) + frwi(N),
(2) [C] = wi (M) - [S] and
(3) for every component C’ C C we have [C'] - [S] = |PNC’"| mod 2.

Proof. Suppose there is a generic map f' : M — N with prescribed singularities and f is
homotopic to f’. Denote the twisted tangent bundle T} AL by E.

Let us prove conditions (1) and (2). Lemma [5 implies that w;(E) = w; (M) + [S] and
wo(E) = wo(M) + [S)> + wi (M) - [S] + [C]. On the other hand, E ~ f*(T'N). So

fro(N) =wi(M) +[S] and  fwz(N) = wy(M) + [S]* + wi (M) - [S] + [C].
By the Wu formula (see e.g. [I7, p.131]), wi(M)? = wy(M) and wi(N)? = wo(N). Therefore,

[C] = ffwa(N) 4+ wo(M) + [S]? +wi (M) -[S] =
(Frwr(N))” + (wi(M))" + [SP + wi(M) - [S] =
(wi(N) +wi (M) +[S])" +wi (M) - [S] = wn(M)-]S].

Finally, condition (3) follows from Definition [9 and Proposition [11]

Suppose conditions (1-3) hold. We take the collection of locally compatible maps {¢1, @2}
as in the hypothesis of Lemma [5] The existence of such a collection of locally compatible maps
follows from condition (3) and Propositions [10] and [11]

Then by Lemmas |4 I and [5 I and conditions (1-2) the vector bundles T1#1¢2} )M and f*(TN)
are isomorphic. It remains to apply Theorem [I] ]

A Appendix. Equivalences of germs

A.1 Stratumwise equivalence

In §2.6] we introduced several notions of equivalence for germs of maps M — N at a locally

closed subset S C M. In this article we always considered germs of stratified immersions at
their skeleta, so in our examples S is a stratified subset of positive codimension in M and the
map we consider is a stratified immersion with respect to this stratification.

This leads us to another notion of equivalence for germs.

Definition 10. Assume that S is a stratified submanifold. The S-germs of p; and ¢, are
called stratumwise equivalent if for every stratum C' C S the C-germs of ¢, and ¢4 are globally
equivalent.

The S-germs of 1 and 9 are called stratumwise L-equivalent if for every stratum C' C S
the C-germs of ¢; and ¢4 are globally L-equivalent.
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Proposition 13. The relations introduced in Definitions[1, [4 and [10 are actually equivalence
relations.

In order to prove Proposition [13| we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Suppose S is a locally closed subset of an n-manifold U. Let ¢ : U — U be a map
such that p|s = Idg and the differential dy is an isomorphism at each point of S. Then there
is a neighborhood S C U" C U such that ¢|y is a diffeomorphism onto the image.

Proof. First we suppose that S is compact. Note that dy is an isomorphism over Op(S).
Suppose there does not exist a neighborhood U’ as in the lemma. Then for every k = 1,2,...
there are two points xp # ¥y, which are < % away from S and such that p(zx) = ¢(yx). By
choosing subsequences we may assume that {x;} and {y;} are convergent. Their limits lie in S.
If the limits coincide, then, since dy is an isomorphism at this point, we have a contradiction
with the inverse function theorem. If the limits do not coincide, then we have a contradiction
with injectivity of ¢ on S.

Now we suppose that S is closed but possibly noncompact. Then take a proper map
¢ :U — Ry For any k € Zsg the set E([k — 1;k + 2]) NS is compact. So there is a
neighborhood (§7Y([k — 1;k +2]) N.S) C Uy C U such that ¢|y, is a diffeomorphism onto the
image. We set

Wi = Ut VU N Un N~ (€N (k= 5k + 3)))

and then let U’ = |JW},. Clearly, U’ C U is open. Also U’ D S since Wy D {7 Y([k; k+1]) N S.
The differential dyp is an isomorphism on U’. Let us show that o[y is injective.

Take any x € Wj. Then &£(p(z)) € (k — 5;k + 2). Therefore if ¢(y) = ¢(z), then either
y € Wig_1,ory € Wy, or y € Wiy1. In each of these cases we see that x,y € Uy, but ¢|y, is
injective, so y = .

Finally, suppose that S C U is an arbitrary locally closed subset. Then the set U = U\ (S\ )

is open in U. It remains to apply the same reasoning as above to the closed subset S C U. O

Proof of Proposition[13. Reflexivity and symmetry are evident. Next we will show transitivity
for the global equivalence. The proof for the other five relations is similar.

Suppose we are given maps ¢ : Uy — Vi, ¢o : Uy — Vo and 3 : U3 — V3 where
Uy,Us,Us D S are neighborhoods in U and Vi, V5, V3 are n-manifolds. Suppose that the S-germ
of ¢y is globally equivalent to the S-germ of py and the latter is globally equivalent to the
S-germ of 3. In more detail, we have the following commutative diagram:

Uip Usjs

N N
1,2 U, ¥2,3

®1 ¥2 ®3

Ul U3

Vi Va Vs
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Here Uy 5, Us 3 D S are neighborhoods and V; 5, V5 3 are n-manifolds. The maps a1, aq, af, oy are
immersions which are the identity on S. By Lemma [6] they can assumed to be diffeomorphisms
onto the image if Uy » and U, 3 are sufficiently close to S. The maps 1, B2, 55, B4 are arbitrary
immersions.

Take the fiber product Uy 23 = Uy 2 X1, Us 3. The differentials of .y and o are isomorphisms,
so Uy 23 is a manifold and the maps ay 2 : Ui 23 — Ui 2 and ag3 : Uy 23 — Uz 3 are immersions.
Since oy and o are injective, the same is true for a; 2 and ag 3. Therefore we can assume U o3
imbedded into M. Then a4 5 and ay 3 are the identity on S.

Similarly, we take the fiber product Vi 53 = Vi 2 Xy, Va3 (it is a manifold since the differentials
of 5, and 3} are isomorphisms) and define immersions 12 : Viosz — Vi and fa3: Vigs — Vags.
We obtain the following commutative diagram:

a1,2 I az,3

- Vias

‘/1,2 8, s
N TN
Vi Va Vs
By the pullback property of V; 5 3 there exists a unique map ¢ 2 3 as in the diagram. Together

with the compositions o o 2, 0403, 10512 and f50 B 3 it establishes a global equivalence
of the S-germs of ¢, and 3. ]

A.2 Relations between the notions of equivalence

Note that the equivalences have trivial reductions: globally L-equivalent germs are always
globally equivalent, stratumwise equivalent germs are always locally equivalent etc.

To show that the converse implications do not hold in several cases we will use the following
assertion.

Proposition 14. Let X, Y, Z be topological spaces. Letg: X — Y andh : Y — Z be continuous
maps and suppose h is local homeomorphism. Take a path-connected subset W C X? such that
for every (xz,y) € W we have h(g(x)) = h(g(y)). Then if g(xo) = g(yo) for some (xg,yo) € W,
then g(x) = g(y) for every (z,y) € W.

Proof. Suppose there is (z1,11) € W such that g(x1) # g(y1). Since W is path-connected,
there is a pair of paths 71,7, : [0;1] — X such that (y1(t),72(¢)) is a path in W from (zo, yo)

to (x1,y1).
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Mark all s € [0;1] such that g(71(t)) = g(712(t)) for every t € [0; s]. Let s¢ be the supremum
of such s. By continuity, g(v1(s0)) = g(72(s0))-

On the one hand, h(g(71(t))) = h(g(72(t))) for all ¢ € [0;1] by the definition of W. On the
other hand, one can choose t > s arbitrarily close to sy such that g(v1(¢)) # g(72(¢)). This
contradicts the fact that the restriction of h to some neighborhood of g(7y1(s)) is injective. [

Figure 8: Fold points with the same image near the swallowtail singularity.

Remark 3. For germs of stratified immersions at their skeleta, stratumwise L-equivalent germs
(and hence stratumwise equivalent germs) need not be globally equivalent (and moreover, need
not be globally L-equivalent).

For example, take a standard map ¢ : R* — R? with a swallowtail singularity X550, Then
the germ of ¢ at S = ¥(¢) considered up to global equivalence has an invariant: the curve of
double points of S, see Fig. 8

Let us construct a map ¢’ : R® — R3 which is stratumwise L-equivalent to ¢. Take a pair
of points z,y € S with the same image as in Fig. [§| Take a small ball ¢p(z) € V C R® and
a diffeomorphism ¢ : V' — V which is identity on Op(0V'), but not identity at ¢(x). Let
r € U, C R? be a neighborhood including exactly one of the components of ¢~1(V'). Then we
set ¢’ = p outside U, N~ (V) and ¢ =1 o on U, N (V).

Proposition implies that the S-germs of ¢ and ¢’ are not globally equivalent since p(z) =
o(y) and ¢'(x) # ¢'(y). On the other hand, they are stratumwise L-equivalent (indeed, their
Y10 germs are globally L-equivalent to normal maps, which have no double points at the critical
locus).

Remark 4. Globally equivalent germs (and, so, stratumwise equivalent and locally equivalent)
may not even be locally L-equivalent (and, moreover, may be not stratumwise L-equivalent and
not globally L-equivalent), because the L-equivalence “remembers” pairs of regular points near
S with the same image. For example, the germs of maps R? — R? defined as (z,y) — (z%,y)
and (x,y) — (22, z+y), at their critical locus z = 0 are globally equivalent but even not locally
L-equivalent.

Remark 5. In general, locally equivalent germs may not be stratumwise equivalent. For exam-
ple, suppose U = V; = S x [~1;1] and V4 is the M&bius band. We set the maps ¢, : U — V;
and o, : U — V5 to be the compositions of the projection to the middle line U — S! with the
imbeddings of S* as the middle line into V; and V5, respectively. Let S = S x 0 have only one
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stratum. Note that ¢1|s and ¢3|g are immersions. Then the S-germs of ¢; and ¢y are locally
L-equivalent but not stratumwise equivalent.

Proposition 15. Let U, V and V' be n-manifolds and let ¢ : U — V and ¢’ : U — V' be
maps. Suppose that ¢ is a stratified immersion with the skeleton S and that the S-germs of ¢
and ¢’ are locally L-equivalent. Then these germs are stratumwise L-equivalent.

Proof. Take a stratum C C S. We need to prove that C-germs of ¢ and ¢’ are globally L-
equivalent. We will use a few results of §3] By Lemma [I] the C-germ of ¢ has a normal form
¢”. Then by Theorem [6] the C-germs of ¢” and ¢’ are globally L-equivalent. It remains to use
the transitivity of globally L-equivalence of C-germs (Proposition or the universal property
of a normal form (Proposition [f]). O

We have shown that there are the following implications between the equivalences (implica-
tions which may violate in general but always hold for germs of stratified immersions at their
skeleta are denoted by thin arrows):

global equivalence <= global L-equivalence

ﬂ ﬂ

stratumwise equivalence <= stratumwise L-equivalence

4
- ﬂ \ “ > Proposition [TF]

local equivalence «<——————= local L-equivalence

In this diagram every arrow that goes left or down correspond to trivial reductions. A miss-
ing up or right arrow means that there is no implication, see remarks above.

Question. Does the stratumuwise equivalence of germs of stratified immersions at their skeleta
follow from the local equivalence?

We do not know the answer to this question, so we used only the L-versions of the local
and stratumwise equivalences.
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