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EQUIVALENCE OF MILNOR AND MILNOR-LÊ FIBRATIONS

FOR REAL ANALYTIC MAPS

JOSÉ LUIS CISNEROS-MOLINA AND AURÉLIO MENEGON

Abstract. In [22] Milnor proved that a real analytic map f : (Rn, 0) →
(Rp, 0), where n ≥ p, with an isolated critical point at the origin has a fibration

on the tube f | : Bn
ε ∩ f−1(Sp−1

δ
) → S

p−1

δ
. Constructing a vector field such

that, (1) it is transverse to the spheres, and (2) it is transverse to the tubes, he

“inflates” the tube to the sphere, to get a fibration ϕ : Sn−1
ε \f−1(0) → S

p−1,
but the projection is not necessarily given by f/‖f‖ as in the complex case.

In the case f has isolated critical value, in [9] it was proved that if the fibres
inside a small tube are transverse to the sphere Sε, then it has a fibration on
the tube. Also in [9], the concept of d-regularity was defined, it turns out that

f is d-regular if and only if the map f/‖f‖ : Sn−1
ε \ f−1(0) → S

p−1 is a fibre
bundle equivalent to the one on the tube.

In this article, we prove the corresponding facts in a more general setting:
if a locally surjective map f has a linear discriminant ∆ and a fibration on

the tube f | : Bn
ε ∩ f−1(Sp−1

δ
\ ∆) → S

p−1

δ
\ ∆, then f is d-regular if and only

if the map f/‖f‖ : Sn−1
ε \ f−1(∆) → S

p−1 \ A (with A the radial projection
of ∆ on Sp−1) is a fibre bundle equivalent to the one on the tube. We do
this by constructing a vector field w̃ which inflates the tube to the sphere in a
controlled way, it satisfies properties analogous to the vector field constructed
by Milnor in the complex setting: besides satisfying (1) and (2) above, it also
satisfies that f/‖f‖ is constant on the integral curves of w̃.

This is a corrected version of the article published in Internat. J. Math.,
30(14):1950078, 1-25, 2019, where in the proof of Theorem 3.7 (Theorem 3.8
here) two inequalities were used that do not hold in general. Such inequalities
are not essential for the proof and Theorem 3.7 can be proved without them.

Man approaches the unattainable truth through a succession of errors.
Aldous Huxley

Preface

This is a corrected version of the article [7] published in Internat. J. Math.,
30(14):1950078, 1-25, 2019, where in the proof of Theorem 3.7 (Theorem 3.8 here)
two inequalities were used that do not hold in general. Such inequalities are not
essential for the proof and Theorem 3.7 can be proved without them. Here we give
such proof, which just needs the complementary Proposition 3.6. This proposition
also simplifies the proof of Lemma 3.7 since it implies that Case 2.B with µ(x) < 0
cannot occur, so the the lengthy construction for that case given in the original
article is not necessary. Hence, all the results in the original article [7] are valid.
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2 J. L. CISNEROS-MOLINA AND A. MENEGON

We also take the opportunity to add Proposition 2.3, Corollary 2.4 and Corol-
lary 2.5, which give a formula for the differential of the spherification map and some
results about it. They are not neccesary for the results of the article but can be
useful and help to describe in a more precise way the vector fields constructed (see
Remark 3.10). An errata has also being sent to the journal.

1. Introduction

Milnor Fibration Theorem is an important result in singularity theory. It is about
the topology of the fibres of holomorphic functions near its critical points. To each
singular point of a complex hypersurface it associates a fibre bundle, known as the
Milnor Fibration. For an overview of its origin, generalizations and connections
with other branches of mathematics we recommend the recent survey article by
Seade [30].

Let f : (Cn, 0) → (C, 0) be a holomorphic map with a critical point at the origin
0 ∈ Cn. The Milnor Fibration [22, Theorem 4.8] is given by

φ :=
f

|f |
: Sε \K −→ S

1 , (1.1)

where K is the link of f at 0, that is K = f−1(0) ∩ Sε with Sε being a sufficiently
small sphere around 0.

There is a second fibre bundle called the Milnor-Lê Fibration; this is a fibre
bundle on a Milnor tube N(ε, δ) = Bε ∩ f−1(∂Dδ) where Bε is the ball bounded
by Sε, ∂Dδ is the circle bounding the disc Dδ of radius δ centred at the origin of
C. When 0 < δ ≪ ε the map f induces a fibration

f : N(ε, δ) → ∂Dδ. (1.2)

Its existence was proved by Milnor [22, Theorem 11.2] for the case of isolated singu-
larity and by Lê in [16, Theorem (1.1)] for the general case, both using Ehresmann
Fibration Theorem for manifolds with boundary.

Fibrations (1.1) and (1.2) are equivalent, this is proved using a smooth vec-
tor field on Bε \ f−1(0) constructed by Milnor [22, Lemma 5.9] for an arbitrary
holomorphic map f : (Cn, 0) → (C, 0) with the following properties:

(1) It is transverse to the spheres centred at the origin contained in Bε,
(2) It is transverse to the Milnor tubes,

(3) Given an integral curve p(t) of such vector field f(p(t))
‖f(p(t))‖ is constant.

With this vector field the Milnor tube can be “inflated” to the sphere, i. e., following
the flow of the vector field one gets a diffeomorphism between the Milnor tube and
the complement on the sphere of a neighbourhood of the link.

Milnor also proved a Fibration Theorem for real singularities [21, Theorem 2] or
[22, Theorem 11.2]. Let n ≥ p and consider a real analytic map f : (Rn, 0) → (Rp, 0)
with an isolated critical point at 0. Let Bn

ε be a ball of radius ε > 0 sufficiently
small and, as before, let 0 < δ ≪ ε. First, Milnor proved that there is a fibration
on the Milnor tube N(ε, δ) = Bn

ε ∩ f−1(Sp−1
δ )

f : N(ε, δ) → S

p−1
δ , (1.3)

where Sp−1
δ is the sphere of radius δ centred at the origin of Rp. Then he proved

that on the sphere Sn−1
ε = ∂Bn

ε one has a fibre bundle

ϕ : Sn−1
ε \K → S

p−1 (1.4)
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where K = f−1(0)∩Sn−1
ε is the link. This was done constructing a vector field on

B

n
ε \ {0} such that:

(1) It is transverse to the spheres centred at the origin contained in Bn
ε ,

(2) It is transverse to the Milnor tubes,

and “inflating” the Milnor tube to the sphere. Milnor pointed out that his real
Fibration Theorem has some weaknesses: the condition that f has an isolated
critical point is very restrictive, and since the vector field to “inflate” the tube to
the sphere does not satisfy property (3) as in the complex case, the projection map

ϕ is not necessarily given by f
‖f‖ . In fact, in [22, page 99] Milnor gives an example

of a map whose fibration on the sphere does not have projection f
‖f‖ .

From these remarks two natural questions arose:

(i) When does the fibration on the sphere have projection given by f
‖f‖?

(ii) Is it possible to relax the condition that f has isolated critical point and still
have fibrations on the tube and on the sphere?

Question (i) for f with isolated critical point was studied by several authors [1,13,
14, 26, 27, 29]. In [2] dos Santos considered the following question

(iii) If the fibration on the tube and the fibration on the sphere given by f
‖f‖ both

exist, are they equivalent?

where he answered it positively for p = 2 and f quasi-homogeneous.
For question (ii), the natural generalization was to consider real analytic maps

f : (Rn, 0) → (Rp, 0) with an isolated critical value, as in the case of holomorphic
functions. There are several works in this direction [3, 9, 10, 19, 24]. To have the
fibration (1.3) on the tube in a ball Bn

ε of radius ε > 0 sufficiently small, it is
necessary that f has the transversality property: there exists a solid Milnor tube

N̂(ε, δ) = Bn
ε ∩ f−1(Bp

δ), with 0 < δ ≪ ε, such that all the fibres in the tube are
transverse to Sε, to be able to apply Ehresmann Fibration Theorem for manifolds
with boundary. Examples of maps with the transversality property are maps with
the Thom af property [9, Proposition 5.1, Remark 5.7]. Having the fibration on
the tube, one can use Milnor’s vector field to inflate the tube to the sphere to get a
fibration on the sphere, but again, not necessarily with projection f

‖f‖ . The reason

why the fibration on the sphere of Milnor’s example [22, page 99] does not have

projection f
‖f‖ is because the map

φ :=
f

‖f‖
: Sn−1

ε \K → S

p−1 (1.5)

is not a submersion, which is a necessary condition to be a smooth fibre bundle.
In [9, Definition 2.4] the concept of d-regularity was introduced (see Section 2
below). In [9, Proposition 3.2-(4)] it was proved that the map f is d-regular if
and only if the map (1.5) is a submersion, so d-regularity is a necessary condition
for (1.5) to be a fibre bundle. On the other hand, [9, Lemma 5.2] states that f
is d-regular if and only if there exists a vector field on Bn

ε \ f−1(0) which satisfies
properties (1), (2) and (3) above, which implies that “inflating” the tube to the
sphere we have that (1.5) is a fibre bundle which is equivalent to the fibre bundle
(1.3), so d-regularity is a necessary and sufficient condition for (1.5) to be a fibre
bundle. Thus, the existence of such vector field answers questions (i) and (iii)
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for f : (Rn, 0) → (Rp, 0) with isolated critical value, satisfying the transversality
property.

However, Brodersen [11] and Hansen [23] pointed out that the argument of the
proof of [9, Lemma 5.2] is not complete, and Hansen in [23] gives sufficient conditions
for the existence of such vector field. Since then, other authors [5, 25, 28] have also
given sufficient conditions.

In this article we prove of the existence of a vector field satisfying properties (1),
(2) and (3) if and only if f is d-regular in the more general setting of real analytic
maps with linear discriminant considered in [8]. Let f : (Bn

ε , 0) → (Rp, 0) be a real
analytic map with linear discriminant ∆, i. e., ∆ is a union of line segments (see
Section 5 for the precise definition). In order to simplify notation, suppose that f
is locally surjective (see Remark 1.1 below).

Suppose that f satisfies the transversality property, then there exists δ > 0
sufficiently small such that the restriction of f to the tube

f | : Bn
ε ∩ f−1(Sp−1

δ \ Aδ) → (Sp−1
δ \ Aδ) (1.6)

is a fibre bundle where Aδ := ∆ ∩ Sp−1
δ (see [8, Theorem 2.7]).

In [8, Theorem 3.9] it is also proved that if f is d-regular then one has a fibre
bundle

f/‖f‖ : (Sn−1
ε \ f−1(∆)) → (Sp−1 \ A) (1.7)

where A is the radial projection of Aδ on Sp−1.
The aim of the present article is to give a construction of a vector field with

properties (1), (2) and (3) which works in any open set of Rn where the maps f
and f/‖f‖ are submersions. Applying this construction to maps f with isolated
critical value we get a proof of [9, Lemma 5.2] which follows the idea of the original
(incomplete) proof. Also this construction of the vector field allows us to prove the
equivalence of fibrations (1.6) and (1.7) for real analytic maps with arbitrary linear
discriminant.

Remark 1.1. Throughout this paper, we will assume that f is locally surjective,
that is, the image of f contains an open neighbourhood of the origin in Rp, and we
shall not mention it all the time. Nevertheless, it is easy to see that in the general
case the same results hold if one intersects the bases of the locally trivial fibrations
with their image. This choice is to avoid a heavy notation.

2. The canonical pencil, d-regularity and the spherefication

Let U be an open neighbourhood of 0 ∈ Rn, n > p, and f : (U, 0) → (Rp, 0) a
non-constant analytic map with a critical point at 0 ∈ Rn and 0 ∈ Rp is an isolated
critical value. Equip V = f−1(0) with a Whitney stratification and let Bn

ε be an
open ball in Rn, centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ε, so that every sphere in
this ball, centred at 0, meets transversely every stratum of V , if V is not an isolated
point at the origin. Such a ball exists by [22, Corollary 2.9] if f has an isolated
critical point at 0, and by the Bertini-Sard theorem in [31] in general.

We define a family of real analytic spaces as follows. For each ℓ ∈ RP

p−1,
consider the line Lℓ ⊂ R

p passing through the origin corresponding to ℓ and set

Xℓ = {x ∈ U | f(x) ∈ Lℓ} .

If we let L⊥
ℓ be the hyperplane orthogonal to Lℓ, let̟ℓ : R

p → L⊥
ℓ be the orthogonal

projection, and we set hℓ = ̟ℓ ◦ f , then Xℓ is the vanishing set of hℓ, which is
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real analytic. Hence {Xℓ} is a family of real analytic varieties parameterized by
RP

p−1.
Notice that the singular points of Xℓ are contained in V . Hence each Xℓ \ V

is either a smooth submanifold of U ⊂ Rn of dimension n− p + 1 or empty. The
union of all the Xℓ’s is all of U and one has V = ∩Xℓ = Xℓ1 ∩ Xℓ2 for each pair
ℓ1 6= ℓ2.

Remark 2.1. We notice that each Xℓ is naturally the union of three sets: the
points x ∈ U such that f(x) = 0, i.e., x ∈ V , and the points x ∈ U such that f(x)
is in one of the two half lines of Lℓ \ {0}. Write this as:

Xℓ = E+
ℓ ∪ V ∪E−

ℓ . (2.1)

The family {Xℓ | ℓ ∈ RPp−1} is the canonical pencil of f . Let ρ be a metric
in Rn induced by some positive definite quadratic form. The map f is said to be
d-regular at 0 (with respect to the metric ρ) if there exists ε > 0 such that every
sphere (for the metric ρ) of radius ≤ ε centred at 0 meets every Xℓ \V transversely
whenever the intersection is not empty. If the metric is fixed we just say that f is
d-regular.

In this article we consider ρ as the Euclidean metric in Rn and we only consider
d-regular maps with respect to this metric.

2.1. The spherefication. Consider the maps Φ: U \ V → S

p−1 and F : U \ V →
R

p \ {0} defined by

Φ(x) =
f(x)

‖f(x)‖
and F(x) = ‖x‖Φ(x). (2.2)

For each ℓ ∈ RPp−1 one has that the line Lℓ in Rp meets the sphere Sp−1 in two
antipodal points, say ±yℓ, and one has:

Φ−1(yℓ) = E+
ℓ and Φ−1(−yℓ) = E−

ℓ ,

where E+
ℓ (resp. E−

ℓ ) is the inverse image under f of one of the two half lines in
Lℓ \ {0}.

Notice that given y ∈ Lℓ \ {0} ⊂ Rp \ {0}, the fibre F−1(y) is the intersection
of E±

ℓ with the sphere of radius ‖y‖ centred at 0. Hence, F carries spheres in Rn

of radius r > 0 into spheres in Rp of the same radius, and each Xℓ is also a union
of fibres of F, just as it is a union of fibres of f . The analytic map F is called the
spherefication of f .

As we mentioned in the Introduction, a map f is d-regular if and only if the map
f

‖f‖ is a submersion. This is given by the following proposition together with other

characterizations of d-regularity in terms of the spherefication.

Proposition 2.2 ( [9, Proposition 3.2]). Let f : (Bn
ε , 0) → (Rp, 0) be a real analytic

map with isolated critical value at the origin. Set V = f−1(0) and Kε′ = V ∩Sn−1
ε′ .

The following are equivalent:

(A) The map f is d-regular at 0.
(B) For each sphere Sn−1

ε′ in Rn centred at 0 of radius ε′ < ε, the restriction map

Fε′ : S
n−1
ε′ \ V → S

p−1
ε′ of F is a submersion.

(C) The spherefication map F is a submersion at each x ∈ Bn
ε \ V .

(D) The map φ = f
‖f‖ : S

n−1
ε′ \Kε′ −→ S

p−1 is a submersion for every sphere Sn−1
ε′

with ε′ < ε.
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The following proposition relates the differential of the spherefication map F and
the differential of f .

Proposition 2.3. Let x ∈ U \ V and v ∈ Tx(U \ V ). Then

DFx(v) =
〈x, v〉

‖x‖2
F(x)−

f(x)

‖f(x)‖2
〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉+

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
Dfx(v).

Proof. Set

x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ B
n
ε \ V, v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Tx(B

n
ε \ V ),

w = (w1, . . . , wp) = DFx(v), u = (u1, . . . , up) = Dfx(v).

Using the quotient rule for the derivative we get

∂

∂xj

(
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖

)
=

xj

‖x‖‖f(x)‖
−

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3

( p∑

l=1

fl(x)
∂fl(x)

∂xj

)
. (2.3)

Write f(x) = (f1(x), . . . , fp(x)); by the definition of the spherefication map (2.2)
we have that

F(x) =
(
F1(x), . . . ,Fp(x)

)
=

(
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
f1(x), . . . ,

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
fp(x)

)
.

Using (2.3) and the product rule we obtain

∂Fi(x)

∂xj

=
xjfi(x)

‖x‖‖f(x)‖
−

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3

( p∑

l=1

fl(x)
∂fl(x)

∂xj

)
fi(x) +

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖

∂fi(x)

∂xj

.

Recall that

ui =

n∑

j=1

∂fi(x)

∂xj

vj . (2.4)

Then using (2.4) we have:

wi =

n∑

j=1

∂Fi(x)

∂xj

vj

=

n∑

j=1

[
fi(x)xjvj
‖x‖‖f(x)‖

−
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3

( p∑

l=1

fl(x)
∂fl(x)

∂xj

)
fi(x)vj +

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖

∂fi(x)

∂xj

vj

]

=
fi(x)

‖x‖‖f(x)‖

n∑

j=1

xjvj −
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3
fi(x)

p∑

l=1

fl(x)
n∑

j=1

∂fl(x)

∂xj

vj +
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
ui

=
〈x, v〉

‖x‖‖f(x)‖
fi(x) −

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3
fi(x)

p∑

l=1

fl(x)ul +
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
ui

=
〈x, v〉

‖x‖‖f(x)‖
fi(x) −

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3
fi(x)〈f(x), Dfx(v)〉 +

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
ui

=
〈x, v〉

‖x‖‖f(x)‖
fi(x) −

fi(x)

‖f(x)‖2
〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉 +

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
ui . (2.5)

Hence the formula of the proposition follows. �

Corollary 2.4. Let x ∈ U \ V and v ∈ Tx(U \ V ). Then

‖DFx(v)‖
2 =

〈x, v〉2

‖x‖2
+

‖x‖2‖Dfx(v)‖2 − 〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉2

‖f(x)‖2
.
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Proof. From (2.5) we have that

w2
i =

〈x, v〉2

‖x‖2‖f(x)‖2
fi(x)

2 +
fi(x)

2

‖f(x)‖4
〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉

2 +
‖x‖2

‖f(x)‖2
u2
i

− 2
〈x, v〉

‖x‖‖f(x)‖3
〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉fi(x)

2 + 2
〈x, v〉

‖f(x)‖2
fi(x)ui

− 2
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖3
〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉fi(x)ui.

Therefore the corollary follows. �

Let y ∈ Rp and let Sp−1
‖y‖ be the sphere in Rp with centre at the origin which

contains y. Let ℓy be the line through the origin in Rp generated by y. Hence, the
tangent space TyR

p decomposes as the direct sum of the orthogonal subspaces

TyR
p = TyS

p−1
‖y‖ ⊕ ℓy.

Thus, any vector u ∈ TyR
p can be written in a unique way as u = s + r, with

s ∈ TyR
p and r ∈ ℓy. We call s and r respectively, the spherical and radial parts

of u.

Proposition 2.5. Let x ∈ U \ V , v ∈ TxU and consider DFx(v). Then

I) 〈x,v〉
‖x‖2 F(x) is the radial part of DFx(v).

II) − f(x)
‖f(x)‖2 〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉+

‖x‖
‖f(x)‖Dfx(v) is the spherical part of DFx(v).

Proof. Part I) is obvious since it is a multiple of F(x). For part II) it is enough to
see that its inner product with f(x) vanishes.

− 〈f(x),
f(x)

‖f(x)‖2
〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉〉 + 〈f(x),

‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
Dfx(v)〉 =

− 〈F(x), Dfx(v)〉+ 〈
‖x‖

‖f(x)‖
f(x), Dfx(v)〉 = 0.

�

Proposition 2.5 gives a criterium for a vector v ∈ TxB
n
ε to be tangent to the

corresponding E±
ℓ

Corollary 2.6. Let x ∈ U \ V and v ∈ TxU . Then v ∈ TxE
±
ℓF(x)

if and only if

Dfx(v) =
f(x)

‖f(x)‖2
〈f(x), Dfx(v)〉.

Proof. We have that v ∈ TxE
±
ℓF(x)

if and only if the spherical part of DxF(v) is

zero. Then the formula follows from Proposition 2.5-II. �

3. Construction of a vector field satisfying (1), (2) and (3)

In this section we construct a vector field satisfying (1), (2) and (3). First in
Subsection 3.1 we prove some auxiliary lemmas, in particular, a lemma about lift-
ings to Rn of the gradient vector field of a function g : Rp → R via a submersion
f : Rn → R

p. Then, in Subsection 3.2 we apply the lemmas to a real analytic
d-regular map f : Rn → R

p with isolated critical point, to construct the aforemen-
tioned vector field.
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3.1. Lifting of gradients. Consider open subsets U ⊂ R

n and U ′ ⊂ R

p. Let
f : U → U ′ and g : U ′ → R be submersions. Consider the function h = g◦f : U → R

which is a submersion, being the composition of two submersions. Let ∇g and ∇h
be the gradients of g and h respectively, which are non zero everywhere. Let x ∈ U
and let t = h(x) = g(f(x)), we have that t is a regular value of g and h, so
N = g−1(t) and M = f−1(N) = h−1(t) are submanifolds of codimension 1 of U ′

and U respectively. Since f is a submersion, it is transverse to N and therefore we
also have M = f−1(N) = h−1(t) and

TxM = Df−1
x (Tf(x)N). (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Let x ∈ U . Then there exists a unique vector v(x) ∈ TxM orthogonal
to kerDfx such that

Dfx(v(x) + α(x)∇h(x)) = ∇g(f(x)). (3.2)

for some positive function α : U → R+.

Proof. The gradient∇g(f(x)) is normal to Tf(x)N . Denote by G the line in Tf(x)U
′

generated by ∇g(f(x)). Analogously the gradient ∇h(x) is normal to TxM . De-
note by H the line in TxU generated by ∇h(x). Hence, we have the following
isomorphisms

TxU ≃ TxM ⊕H

and
Tf(x)U

′ ≃ Tf(x)N ⊕G.

On the other hand, we have that kerDfx = Txf
−1(f(x)) ⊂ TxM , so there is an

isomorphism:
TxU ∼= Txf

−1(f(x))⊕ M̃ ⊕H

where M̃ denotes the orthogonal complement of Txf
−1(f(x)) in TxM . Hence Dfx

induces an isomorphism:

Dfx|M̃⊕H : M̃ ⊕H → Tf(x)N ⊕G. (3.3)

By (3.1) Dfx|M̃ : M̃ → Tf(x)N is an isomorphism, therefore Dfx(∇h(x)) has the
form

Dfx(∇h(x)) = u(x) + λ(x)∇g(f(x)), (3.4)

with u(x) ∈ Tf(x)N and for some λ(x) 6= 0 (otherwise (3.3) would not be an

isomorphism). Set α(x) = 1
λ(x) , by the isomorphism (3.3) there exist a unique

vector v(x) in M̃ such that Dfx(v(x)) = −α(x)u(x), then

Dfx(α(x)∇h(x) + v(x)) =
1

λ(x)
u(x) +∇g(f(x)) −

1

λ(x)
u(x) = ∇g(f(x)).

It only remains to check that α(x) > 0 for every x ∈ U . By the chain rule we
have that

∇h(x) = ∇g(f(x)) ·Dfx. (3.5)

Taking the inner product with ∇g(f(x)) in (3.2) we have

∇g(f(x)) ·Dfx(v(x) + α(x)∇h(x)) = ∇g(f(x)) · ∇g(f(x))

∇g(f(x)) ·
(
−α(x)u(x)

)
+ α(x)∇g(f(x)) ·Dfx(∇h(x)) = ∇g(f(x)) · ∇g(f(x))

α(x)∇h(x) · ∇h(x) = ‖∇g(f(x))‖2, by (3.5),

α(x)‖∇h(x)‖2 = ‖∇g(f(x))‖2,
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therefore

α(x) =
‖∇g(f(x))‖2

‖∇h(x)‖2
> 0. (3.6)

�

Corollary 3.2. Let f : U → U ′, g : U ′ → R and h = g ◦ f be as in Lemma 3.1.
Let x ∈ U and let Lx be a subspace of TxM of codimension 1 in TxM , which is
transverse to Txf

−1(f(x)) in TxM . Then there exists a unique vector v̄(x) ∈ Lx

orthogonal to Lx ∩ Txf
−1(f(x)) such that

Dfx(v̄(x) + α(x)∇h(x)) = ∇g(f(x)). (3.7)

for some positive function α : U → R+.

Proof. We have the isomorphism

TxM ∼= Txf
−1(f(x)) ⊕ M̃ (3.8)

where M̃ denotes the orthogonal complement of Txf
−1(f(x)) in TxM . Consider

the projection

π : Txf
−1(f(x)) ⊕ M̃ → M̃, (3.9)

and its restriction to Lx

π|Lx
: Lx → M̃. (3.10)

We claim that (3.10) is onto. Recall that dim TxM = n−1, and dimLx = n−2, since
Lx is a codimension 1 subspace of TxM . The kernel of (3.10) is Lx ∩ Txf

−1(f(x)),
which has dimension n−p−1, since dimTxf

−1(f(x)) = n−p and by hypothesis Lx

and Txf
−1(f(x)) intersect transversely in TxM . Thus, by the rank-nullity theorem,

the rank of (3.10) is n− 2− (n− p− 1) = p− 1, and since dim M̃ = p− 1 (3.10) is
onto as claimed. Since kerπ|Lx

= Lx ∩ Txf
−1(f(x)) the orthogonal complement of

Lx ∩ Txf
−1(f(x)) in Lx is sent isomorphically onto M̃ by π|Lx

.

Let v(x) ∈ M̃ be the vector given by Lemma 3.1, let v̄(x) ∈ Lx the unique vector
orthogonal to Lx ∩ Txf

−1(f(x)) such that π(v̄(x)) = v(x). By isomorphism (3.8)
the vector v̄(x) has the form

v̄(x) = k(x) + v(x), with k(x) ∈ Txf
−1(f(x)). (3.11)

Therefore

Dfx(v̄(x) + α(x)∇h(x)) = Dfx(v(x) + α(x)∇h(x)) = ∇g(f(x)).

�

Lemma 3.3. Let r, s ∈ Rn such that they do not point in opposite directions. Let
v1, v2 ∈ Rn be orthogonal vectors to both r and s. Then the vectors v1 + αr and
v2 + βs, with α, β ∈ R+, cannot point in opposite directions.

Proof. Suppose v1 + αr and v2 + βs, with α, β ∈ R+ point in opposite directions,
then there exists 0 < λ ∈ R such that

v1 + αr = −λ(v2 + βs).

By hypothesis, the subspace generated by r and s is orthogonal to the subspace
generated by v1 and v2, so there is no contribution by r and s on the subspace
generated by v1 and v2 and we need to have v1 = −λv2, which implies that αr =
−λβs, which contradicts the fact that r and s do not point in opposite directions.

�
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose r, s ∈ Rn point in opposite directions. Let 0 6= k ∈ Rn be
orthogonal to r (and therefore also to s). Then the vectors r+k and s cannot point
in opposite directions.

Proof. Since r and s point in opposite directions there exists 0 < λ ∈ R such
that r = −λs. Suppose r + k and s point in opposite directions, then there exists
0 < µ ∈ R such that r + k = −µs, then −λs + k = −µs, hence k = (λ − µ)s.
But k and s are orthogonal, so we need to have λ = µ and k = 0 which is a
contradiction. �

3.2. Construction of the vector field. Let U be an open neighbourhood of
0 ∈ Rn. Let f : (U, 0) → (Rp, 0) be a real analytic map, with isolated critical value
at 0 ∈ Rp. Also suppose f is d-regular and set V = f−1(0). Let g : Rp → R

be given by g(y) = ‖y‖2. We have that the restriction f : U \ V → R

p \ {0} is
a submersion. On the other hand, since f is d-regular, by Proposition 2.2(C) the
spherefication F : U \ V → R

p \ {0} of f is also a submersion. Define the maps

h = g ◦ f : U \ V → R,

H = g ◦ F : U \ V → R.

Notice that by the definitions

h(x) = ‖f(x)‖2,

H(x) = ‖F(x)‖2 =

∥∥∥∥‖x‖
f(x)

‖f(x)‖

∥∥∥∥
2

= ‖x‖2
‖f(x)‖2

‖f(x)‖2
= ‖x‖2.

(3.11)

Let Bn
ε be an open ball in U , centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ε as in

Section 2. Let x ∈ Bn
ε \V and let δ2 = h(x), then h−1(δ2) = Bn

ε ∩f−1(Sk−1
δ \ {0}),

that is, the fibres of h are the tubes. On the other hand, let ν2 = H(x), then
H−1(ν2) = Sn−1

ν \ V , that is, the fibres of H are the spheres.
Consider the corresponding gradient vector fields ∇h(x) and ∇H(x) = 2x which

are non-zero for any x ∈ U \V . The vector field ∇h is normal to the Milnor tubes,
while the vector field ∇H is normal to the spheres. The gradient ∇g is the radial
vector field ∇g(y) = 2y on Rp.

Proposition 3.5. There exists 0 < ε′ ≤ ε such that for x ∈ Bn
ε′ \ V the vector

fields ∇h(x) and ∇H(x) cannot point in exactly opposite directions at any point.

Proof. Apply [22, Corollary 3.4] to the non-negative analytic functions h and H

but using the Analytic Curve Selection Lemma (see Proposition 2.2 of [6] or (2.1)
of [17]). �

Let f : (Bn
ε , 0) → (Rp, 0) be a real analytic map, with isolated critical value

at 0 ∈ Rp. Also assume that ε > 0 is small enough such that Proposition 3.5
holds. Let {Xℓ}ℓ∈RPp−1 be the canonical pencil of f and consider the decomposition
Xℓ = E+

ℓ ∪ V ∪E−
ℓ of each of its elements given in (2.1). From now on, to simplify

notation we will write Eℓ instead of E±
ℓ .

Let x ∈ B̊n
ε \ V , let

wf (x) = vf (x) + α(x)∇h(x), and (3.12)

wF(x) = vF(x) + β(x)∇H(x) = vF(x) +∇H(x), (3.13)

be, respectively, the normal liftings of the radial vector field ∇g obtained from
Lemma 3.1 applied to h and H, with 〈vf (x),∇h(x)〉 = 0, 〈vF(x),∇H(x)〉 = 0,
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α(x) > 0 and β(x) > 0. We have that β(x) = 1, by equation (3.6) and the
definitions of F and H (or see equation (3.32) below). Since both are liftings of ∇g,
both are tangent to the corresponding Eℓ; wf (x) is normal to the fibres of f and
to the Milnor tubes, while wF(x) is normal to the fibres of F and to the spheres.

Let us analyse how are wf (x) and wF(x) on the set of points where the tangent
space of the fibre of f coincides with the tangent space of the fibre of F.

Let x ∈ B̊n
ε \ V , denote by ℓx the ray from 0 ∈ Rp passing by f(x). Let Px be

the normal space of Eℓx at x, the p-dimensional subspace 〈Px,∇h(x)〉 generated by
Px and ∇h(x) is the normal space to the fibre f−1(f(x)) at x. If the vector ∇H(x′)
is in 〈Px,∇h(x)〉, then the tangent spaces to the fibres of f and F at x coincide.
Let M(f) be the set defined by

M(f) = { x ∈ B̊n
ε \ V | ∇H(x) ∈ 〈Px,∇h(x)〉 },

= { x ∈ B̊n
ε \ V | Txf

−1(f(x)) = TxF
−1(F(x)) }.

Let F : U → R

p+1 be the map defined by F (x) = (f(x), ‖x‖2). We have that
M(f) is the set of critical points of F . It is a semi-analytic set with semi-analytic
components each of which having 0 in its closure if ε is sufficiently small.1

Let x ∈ M(f), the tangent spaceTx = Txf
−1(f(x)) = TxF

−1(F(x)) is a subspace
of TxEℓx with codimension 1. Since wf (x), wF(x) ∈ TxEℓx and both of them are
orthogonal to Tx, they are collinear, that is,

wF(x) = µ(x)wf (x), with µ(x) 6= 0. (3.14)

Hence we have

wf (x) =
1

µ(x)
wF(x). (3.15)

Restricting x to a component of M(f) we have that either µ(x) > 0 or µ(x) < 0
for every x in such component.

By (3.12), (3.14), (3.13) and (3.15) we have that

〈wF(x),∇h(x)〉 = α(x)µ(x)‖∇h(x)‖2 (3.16)

〈wf (x),∇H(x)〉 =
1

µ(x)
‖∇H(x)‖2. (3.17)

Proposition 3.6. Let x ∈ M(f) and let wf (x) and wF(x) be the normal liftings of
the radial vector field ∇g obtained by applying Lemma 3.1 to h and H respectively.
Then wf (x) and wF(x) cannot point in opposite directions, that is, µ(x) > 0, for ε
sufficiently small.

Proof. Let x ∈ M(f) and let δ2 = ‖f(x)‖2 = h(x). Consider the open solid Milnor
tube

N̊(ε, δ) := Bn
ε ∩ f−1(B̊p

δ).

Consider the inverse image of the open interval (−δ2, δ2) under the map h. We
have that

h−1((−δ2, δ2)) = h−1([0, δ2)) = N̊(ε, δ)

and x is in the closure of N̊(ε, δ). Let B̊n
‖x‖ be the open ball centered at 0 of radius

‖x‖ and let W be the open set given by the intersection

W = N̊(ε, δ) ∩ B̊n
‖x‖,

1We learned this description from [11].
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which is nonempty since 0 ∈ W . By definition we have that

h(W ) ⊂ [0, δ2). (3.18)

If ‖x‖ is sufficiently small we have that x is in the closure of W .
Suppose wf (x) and wF(x) point in opposite directions, that is, µ(x) < 0 in

(3.14), then by (3.17) we have that 〈wf (x),∇H(x)〉 < 0.
Since wf (x) ∈ TxEℓx there exist a curve β : (−η, η) → Eℓx such that β(0) = x

and β′(0) = wf (x). By (3.12) and (3.17) we have that

d

dt
h(β(t))|t=0 = 〈wf (x),∇h(x)〉 = α(x)‖∇h(x)‖2 > 0, (3.19)

d

dt
H(β(t))|t=0 = 〈wf (x),∇H(x)〉 =

1

µ(x)
‖∇H(x)‖2 < 0. (3.20)

From (3.19) we have that h(β(t)) = ‖f(β(t))‖2 is an increasing function, thus we
have that

‖f(β(t))‖2 > ‖f(β(0))‖2 = ‖f(x)‖2 = δ2, for t > 0. (3.21)

From (3.20) we have that H(β(t)) = ‖F(β(t))‖2 = ‖β(t)‖2 is a decreasing function,
thus we have

‖β(t)‖2 < ‖β(0)‖2 = ‖x‖2, for t > 0. (3.22)

The vector wf (x) is transverse to the Milnor tube N(ε, δ) = h−1(δ2) which is the

boundary of the open Milnor tube N̊(ε, δ) and by (3.13)

〈wF(x), 2x〉 = 〈wF(x),∇H(x)〉 = ‖∇H(x)‖2 > 0,

so wF(x) is transverse to the sphere Sn−1
‖x‖ pointing outwards. By hypothesis, wf (x)

points in the opposite direction of wF(x), hence, wf (x) is transverse to the sphere

S

n−1
‖x‖ pointing inwards. Since x is in the closure of W , we have that

β(t) ∈ W, for t > 0, (3.23)

but then (3.21) and (3.18) give a contradiction with the continuity of the map h.
Therefore, wf (x) and wF(x) cannot point in opposite directions. Since x is an
arbitrary point in M(f), wf (x) and wF(x) must point in the same direction in all
the components of M(f) in a sufficiently small sphere Bn

ε . �

Lemma 3.7. Let g : Rp → R given by g(y) = ‖y‖2. If the map f is d-regular, then

for every x ∈ B̊n
ε \ V there is a neighbourhood Ux of x and vector fields wf and

wF in Ux, which are differentiable liftings of the radial vector field ∇g by f and its
spherefication F, respectively, such that:

(a) wf is tangent to each Eℓ, it is transverse to the fibres of f and therefore, it is
transverse to the tubes.

(b) wF is tangent to each Eℓ, it is transverse to the fibres of F, and therefore to the
spheres.

(c) At every point x′ ∈ Ux the vectors wf (x
′) and wF(x

′) do not point in opposite
directions.

Proof. Recall that by Proposition 2.2-(C) the spherefication F is also a submersion

in B̊n
ε \ V . Set h = g ◦ f and H = g ◦ F as before.
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Case 1. Let x ∈ B̊n
ε \ V be such that the vectors ∇h(x) and ∇H(x) are colinear.

Let wf (x) and wF(x) be the normal liftings of the radial vector field ∇g obtained
by applying Lemma 3.1 to h and H respectively. By Proposition 3.5, ∇h(x) and
∇H(x) point in the same direction and vf (x) and vF(x) are orthogonal to them.
Thus, by Lemma 3.3, wf (x) and wF(x) cannot point in opposite directions, and the
lemma is proved in this case.

Case 2. The vectors ∇h(x) and ∇H(x) are linearly independent. In this case the

tube Nx = Bn
ε ∩f

−1(Sk−1
‖f(x)‖) and the sphere Sx = Sn−1

‖x‖ , are transverse at x. Hence,

its intersection Nx ∩ Sx is a submanifold of codimension 2 of U ⊂ R

n. Suppose
x ∈ Eℓ and, as before, denote by Px the normal space of Eℓ at x, so we have that
dimPx = p− 1. The tube Nx and Eℓ are transverse at x since f is a submersion,
hence ∇h(x) is not in Px and the p-dimensional subspace 〈Px,∇h(x)〉 generated by
Px and ∇h(x) is the normal space to the fibre f−1(f(x)) at x. Since f is d-regular,
Eℓ and Sx are transverse, so ∇H(x) is not in Px and the p-dimensional subspace
〈Px,∇h(x)〉 generated by Px and ∇h(x) is the normal space to the fibre F−1(F(x)).

We have two subcases.
Subcase A. The vector ∇H(x) is not in 〈Px,∇h(x)〉. Then Nx∩Sx is transverse to
the fibre f−1(f(x)), i.e., Tx(Nx∩Sx) is transverse to Txf

−1(f(x)). By Corollary 3.2
there exists a lifting of ∇g(f(x)) by f ,

wf (x) = v̄f (x) + α(x)∇h(x) ,

with v̄f (x) ∈ Tx(Nx ∩ Sx). Notice that the hypothesis ∇H /∈ 〈Px,∇h(x)〉 implies
∇h(x) /∈ 〈Px,∇H(x)〉, so Nx ∩ Sx is also transverse to the fibre F−1(F(x)). Hence
Tx(Nx ∩Sx) is transverse to TxF

−1(F(x)). By Corollary 3.2 there exists a lifting of
∇g(F(x)) by F,

wF(x) = v̄F(x) + β(x)∇H(x) ,

with v̄F(x) ∈ Tx(Nx ∩ Sx). Since v̄f (x) and v̄F(x) are in Tx(Nx ∩ Sx), they are
orthogonal to ∇h(x) and ∇H(x), which do not point in opposite directions. Then
Lemma 3.3 implies that wf (x) and wF(x) do not point in opposite directions, and
the lemma is proved in this case.

Subcase B. The vector ∇H(x′) is in 〈Px,∇h(x)〉. Then x ∈ M(f). Consider the
normal liftings wf (x) and wF(x) of the radial vector field ∇g obtained by applying
Lemma 3.1 to h and H respectively. We have that wf (x) and wF(x) are collinear
and by Proposition 3.6, if ε is small enough, they point in the same direction. Then
there exists a neighbourhood Ux of x such that w′

f (x
′) and wF(x

′) do not point in

opposite directions for any x′ ∈ Ux and we are done. �

Theorem 3.8 ( [9, Lemma 5.2]). The map f is d-regular, if and only if there exists

an analytic vector field w̃ on B̊ε \ V which has the following properties:

(1) It is radial, i.e., it is transverse to all spheres in B̊ε centred at 0.

(2) It is transverse to all the tubes f−1(Sk−1
δ ).

(3) It is tangent to each Eℓ, whenever it is not empty.

Proof. It is clear that properties (1) and (3) imply d-regularity. For the proof that
d-regularity implies the existence of a vector field as stated, as in [22, Lemma 5.9],
it suffices to construct such vector field locally, and then use a partition of unity to
get the desired global vector field.
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For every x ∈ B̊n
ε \V let Ux be the neighbourhood of x and wf and wF the vector

fields in Ux given by Lemma 3.7. Remember that in all cases the vectors wf (x
′)

and wF(x
′) have the form

wf (x
′) = v̂f (x

′) + α(x′)∇h(x′), (3.24)

wF(x
′) = v̂F(x

′) +∇H(x′), (3.25)

with 〈v̂f (x′),∇h(x′)〉 = 0, 〈v̂F(x′),∇H(x′)〉 = 0, α(x′) > 0 and β(x′) > 0 for all
x′ ∈ Ux.

Now on each Ux let w̃ be the vector field given by

w̃(x′) = ‖∇H(x′)‖wf (x
′) + α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖wF(x

′). (3.26)

Let us check that it has the desired properties. Since wf (x
′) and wF(x

′) are both
tangent to Eℓ, then w̃(x′) is also tangent to Eℓ, so it satisfies property (3).

By (3.26) and (3.25) we have that

〈w̃(x′),∇h(x′)〉 = α(x′)‖∇H(x′)‖‖∇h(x′)‖2 + α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖〈wF(x
′),∇h(x′)〉,

(3.27)

= α(x′)‖∇H(x′)‖‖∇h(x′)‖2 + α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖〈v̂F(x
′) +∇H(x′),∇h(x′)〉,

= α(x′)‖∇H(x′)‖‖∇h(x′)‖2 + α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖〈∇H(x′),∇h(x′)〉,

+ α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖〈v̂F(x
′),∇h(x′)〉,

= α(x′)‖∇H(x′)‖‖∇h(x′)‖2 + α(x′)‖∇H(x′)‖‖∇h(x′)‖2 cosϑ,

+ α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖〈v̂F(x
′),∇h(x′)〉,

= α(x′)‖∇H(x′)‖‖∇h(x′)‖2(1 + cosϑ) + α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖〈v̂F(x
′),∇h(x′)〉,

(3.28)

where ϑ is the angle between ∇H(x′) and ∇h(x′).
By an analogous computation, by (3.26) and (3.24) we have

〈w̃(x′),∇H(x′)〉 = ‖∇H(x′)‖〈wf (x
′),∇H(x′)〉+ α(x)‖∇h(x′)‖‖∇H(x′)‖2, (3.29)

= α(x′)‖∇h(x′)‖‖∇H(x′)‖2(1 + cosϑ) + ‖∇H(x′)‖〈v̂f (x
′),∇H(x′)〉, (3.30)

where, again, ϑ is the angle between ∇H(x′) and ∇h(x′).
Let us analyse these inner products for the different cases considered in Lemma 3.7.

Case 1. Let x ∈ B̊n
ε \V be such that the vectors ∇h(x) and ∇H(x) are colinear. In

this case, in (3.24) and (3.25), both v̂f (x) and v̂F(x) are orthogonal to ∇H(x) and
∇h(x). Hence (3.28) and (3.30) become

〈w̃(x),∇h(x)〉 = α(x)‖∇H(x)‖‖∇h(x)‖2(1 + cosϑ) > 0,

〈w̃(x),∇H(x)〉 = α(x)‖∇h(x)‖‖∇H(x)‖2(1 + cosϑ) > 0,

since cosϑ > −1, otherwise, the vectors ∇H(x) and ∇h(x) would point in oppo-
site directions which is impossible by Proposition 3.5. Thus, there exist an open
neighbourhood Ux of x where these inner products are positive.
Case 2. The vectors ∇h(x) and ∇H(x) are linearly independent. In this case the

tube Nx = B

n
ε ∩ f−1(Sk−1

‖f(x)‖) and the sphere Sx = S

n−1
‖x‖ , are transverse at x.

Hence, its intersection Nx ∩ Sx is a submanifold of codimension 2 of U ⊂ Rn.
We have two subcases.
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Subcase A. The vector ∇H(x) is not in 〈Px,∇h(x)〉. Then Nx ∩ Sx is transverse
to the fibre f−1(f(x)), i.e., Tx(Nx ∩ Sx) is transverse to Txf

−1(f(x)). By the
construction of wf (x) and wF(x) in Lemma 3.7 in this subcase, we also have that
in (3.24) and (3.25), both v̂f (x) and v̂F(x) are orthogonal to ∇H(x′) and ∇h(x′).
Hence, we get the same conclusion as in Case 1.
Subcase B. The vector ∇H(x) is in 〈Px,∇h(x)〉. Then x ∈ M(f). In this case
wf (x) and wF(x) are collinear and by Proposition 3.6, if ε is small enough, they
point in the same direction, that is, in (3.14) µ(x) > 0.

By (3.27), (3.16), (3.29) and (3.17) we have

〈w̃(x),∇h(x)〉 = α(x)‖∇H(x)‖‖∇h(x)‖2 + α(x)2µ(x)‖∇h(x)‖3 > 0,

〈w̃(x),∇H(x)〉 =
1

µ(x)
‖∇H(x)‖3 + α(x)‖∇h(x)‖‖∇H(x)‖2 > 0.

Hence 〈w̃(x),∇h(x)〉 > 0 and 〈w̃(x),∇H(x)〉 > 0 in all the cases, which implies
that w̃ is transverse to the tubes and to the spheres, satisfying properties (2) and (1).
Once we have the vector field w̃ defined in each neighbourhood Ux using a partition
of unity we get a global vector field w̃ on B̊ε \ V with the desired properties. �

Remark 3.9. Remember that the vector fields wf and wF have, respectively, the
form given in (3.24) and (3.25). We can compute the precise values of α and β as
follows. We have that

Dfx(wf (x)) = ∇g(f(x)),

taking the inner product with ∇g(f(x))

〈∇g(f(x)), Dfx(wf (x))〉 = ‖∇g(f(x))‖2

〈∇h(x), wf (x)〉 = ‖2f(x)‖2 by the chain rule,

α(x)‖∇h(x)‖2 = 4‖f(x)‖2 by (3.24)

α(x) =
4‖f(x)‖2

‖∇h(x)‖2
(3.31)

Analogously, we have that

DFx(wF(x)) = ∇g(F(x)),

taking the inner product with ∇g(F(x))

〈∇g(F(x)), DF(wF(x))〉 = 〈∇g(F(x)),∇g(F(x))〉

〈∇H(x), wF(x)〉 = ‖∇g(F(x))‖2 by the chain rule,

β(x)‖∇H(x)‖2 = ‖2F(x)‖2 by (3.25)

β(x)4‖x‖2 = 4‖x‖2

β(x) = 1. (3.32)

Remark 3.10. Let x ∈ M(f), then we have that wf (x) and wF(x) are collinear,
that is wF(x) = µ(x)wf (x), with µ(x) 6= 0 (see (3.14)). Using the differential of
the spherification map given in Proposition 2.3 we can compute the value of µ(x).
Since wf (x) ∈ TxEℓx by Proposition 2.5 we have

DFx(wf (x)) =
〈x,wf (x)〉

‖x‖2
F(x) =

〈2x,wf (x)〉

‖2x‖2
2F(x) =

〈∇H(x), wf (x)〉

‖∇H(x)‖2
2F(x),
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thus,

DFx

(
‖∇H(x)‖2

〈∇H(x), wf (x)〉
wf (x)

)
= 2F(x) = ∇g(F(x)),

and we have that

µ(x) =
‖∇H(x)‖2

〈∇H(x), wf (x)〉
. (3.33)

On the other hand, by Corollary 2.6 we have that

Dfx(wF(x)) =
f(x)

‖f(x)‖2
〈f(x), Dfx(wF(x))〉 =

2f(x)

4‖f(x)‖2
〈2f(x), Dfx(wF(x))〉

=
〈∇g(f(x)), Dfx(wF(x))〉

4‖f(x)‖2
∇g(f(x)) =

〈∇h(x), wF(x)〉

4‖f(x)‖2
∇g(f(x))

thus,

Dfx

(
4‖f(x)‖2

〈∇h(x), wF(x)〉
wF(x)

)
= ∇g(f(x))

hence by (3.15) we have that

1

µ(x)
=

4‖f(x)‖2

〈∇h(x), wF(x)〉
. (3.34)

From (3.33) and (3.34) we have that

〈∇H(x), wf (x)〉〈∇h(x), wF(x)〉 = 4‖f(x)‖2‖∇H(x)‖2, (3.35)

which implies that for any x ∈ M(f) the inner products 〈∇H(x), wf (x)〉 and
〈∇h(x), wF(x)〉 always have the same sign, as we also can see from equations (3.16)
and (3.17). By Proposition 3.6, if ε is small enough, these inner products are always
positive.

Remark 3.11. Let us revise what we have done. In Lemma 3.7 we gave an open
cover U = {Uλ}λ∈Λ of Bn

ε \ V and in each open set Uλ we constructed the vector
field wf,λ satisfying (a), the vector field wF,λ satisfying (b) and they also satisfy
(c). Let {ρλ}λ∈Λ be a partition of unity subordinated to the open cover U . In
Theorem 3.8 we constructed in each open set Uλ the vector field (using (3.32))

w̃λ(x) = ‖∇H(x)‖wf,λ(x) + α(x)‖∇h(x)‖wF,λ(x). (3.36)

which satisfies properties (1), (2) and (3) and using the partition of unity we get
the following global vector field with the same properties

w̃(x) =
∑

λ∈Λ

ρλ(x)w̃λ(x) =
∑

λ∈Λ

ρλ(x)
(
‖∇H(x)‖wf,λ(x) + α(x)‖∇h(x)‖wF,λ(x)

)
,

= ‖∇H(x)‖
∑

λ∈Λ

ρλ(x)wf,λ(x) + α(x)‖∇h(x)‖
∑

λ∈Λ

ρλ(x)wF,λ(x). (3.37)

Is it easy to check that the vector fields
∑

λ∈Λ ρλ(x)wf,λ(x) and
∑

λ∈Λ ρλ(x)wF,λ(x)
are, respectively, liftings to Bn

ε \ V , by f and F of the radial vector field ∇g, and
their weighted sum (3.37) gives the vector field w̃, as it is mentioned in the proof
of [9, Lemma 5.2]. In other words, it turns out that with the proof of Theorem 3.8,
the (incomplete) proof of [9, Lemma 5.2] can be seen as a sketch of a proof.
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Remark 3.12. Notice that the construction of the vector fields wf and wF with
properties (a), (b) and (c) works in any open set U of Rn where f and its spherefi-
cation F are submersions, and defining the vector field w̃ as in (3.26) in the proof
of Theorem 3.8 we get a vector field on U satisfying properties (1), (3) and (2). By
Proposition 2.2 the spherefication F is a submersion if and only if the map f/‖f‖ is
a submersion, thus, the construction of the vector field w̃ works on any open set U
of Rn where f and f/‖f‖ are submersions, as it was mentioned in the Introduction.

4. Equivalence of the fibration on tube and on the sphere

In this section, using Theorem 3.8, we give for completeness the proof of the
equivalence between the fibration on the tube and the fibration on the sphere for a
real analytic map with isolated critical value.

Let U be an open neighbourhood of 0 ∈ Rn, n > p, and f : (U, 0) → (Rp, 0) a
non-constant analytic map defined on U with a critical point at 0 ∈ Rn and 0 ∈ Rp

is an isolated critical value. Also assume that f is locally surjective (see Remark
1.1). Let Bn

ε be a closed ball in Rn, centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ε, so
that every sphere in this ball, centred at 0, meets transversely every stratum of a
Whitney stratification of V , and such that Proposition 3.5 holds.

We say that f satisfies the transversality property if there exists 0 < δ ≪ ε
such that for every y ∈ Bp

δ the fibre f−1(y) meets Sn−1
ε transversely. Since we are

assuming f locally surjective we can take Bp
δ ⊂ Im(f |

Bε
).

Remark 4.1. If we work with a germ f : (U, 0) → (Rp, 0) instead of with just a
map, we need the following stronger transversality property. We say that the germ
f satisfies the transversality property if for any representative f there exists a ball
B

n
ε0

as above such that for every 0 < ε < ε0 there exists a real number δ = δ(ε)

such that 0 < δ ≪ ε and for every y ∈ Bδ the fibre f−1(y) meets Sn−1
ε transversely.

Remark 4.2. In the case that f is not locally surjective, for the transversality
property we need to ask that every y ∈ Bδ ∩ Im(f |

Bε
) the fibre f−1(y) meets Sn−1

ε

transversely. But if we consider that an empty fibre intersects transversely the
sphere Sn−1

ε we can state in general the transversality property as above.

Proposition 4.3. If f satisfies the transversality property, then the restriction of
f to the Milnor tube

f : N(ε, δ) → S

p−1
δ , (4.1)

is a smooth fibre bundle.

Proof. Since f satisfies the transversality property we can apply Ehresmann Fibra-
tion Theorem for Manifolds with Boundary (see for instance [15, p. 23]). �

Consider the projection π : Bp
δ \ {0} → S

p−1 given by π(y) = y
‖y‖ . We have

that π is a trivial fibre bundle over Sp−1. Let f̃ be the composition of the fibre
bundle (4.1) with π, since the restriction of π to Sp−1

δ is a diffeomorphism, we get
an equivalent fibre bundle

f̃ : N(ε, δ) → S

p−1. (4.2)

Notice that f̃ is the restriction of the map Φ given in (2.2) to the Milnor tube
N(ε, δ).
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose f : (U, 0) → (Rp, 0) satisfies the transversality property.
Then f is d-regular if and only if the map

φ :=
f

‖f‖
: Sn−1

ε \K → S

p−1 (4.3)

is a smooth fibre bundle which is equivalent to the fibre bundle (4.2).

Proof. Since f has the transversality property, by Proposition 4.3 we have the
fibration (4.2) on the tube. If f is d-regular, by Theorem 3.8 there exists a vector
field w̃ satisfying properties (1), (2) and (3). The flow associated to w̃ defines a

diffeomorphism τ between the tube N(ε, δ) and Sn−1
ε \ f−1(B̊δ), where B̊δ is the

open ball in Rp centred at 0 of radius δ, “inflating” the tube to the sphere in the
following way: for a point x ∈ N(ε, δ) follow the integral curve of w̃ which passes
through x until it reaches Sn−1

ε at some point x̂, which exists and it is unique
because w̃ satisfies properties (1) and (2). Define τ(x) = x̂. By property (3) the

integral curves of w̃ lie on the Eℓ, so we have that f̃(x) = Φ(x) = Φ(x̂) = φ(x̂).

Hence the diffeomorphism τ gives an equivalence of fibre bundles f̃ = φ ◦ τ

N(ε, δ) Sε \ f−1(B̊δ)

S

p−1

τ

f̃ φ

Now we extend the fibre bundle

φ : Sε \ f
−1(B̊δ) → S

p−1 (4.4)

to Sε \K as follows. Since Sε ∩ f−1(Bp
δ) is compact, the restriction of f

f : Sε ∩ f−1(Bp
δ \ {0}) → B

p
δ \ {0}

is a proper submersion, and by Ehresmann Fibration Theorem, it is a smooth fibre
bundle. Composing it with π, we get a fibre bundle given by the restriction of φ

φ| = π ◦ f : Sε ∩ f−1(Bp
δ \ {0}) → S

p−1, (4.5)

since the composition of two smooth fibre bundles is again a smooth fibre bundle
(see [8, Lemma A.1], [20, Corollary 7] or [12]). We can glue the fibre bundles (4.4)
and (4.5) since they coincide in the intersection and both have projection φ, to get
the smooth fibre bundle (4.3).

On the other hand, if (4.3) is a smooth fibre bundle, then it is a submersion,
and by Proposition 2.2 f is d-regular. �

5. Real analytic maps with linear discriminant

In this section, we see that Theorem 3.8 also holds for analytic maps with linear
discriminant and we use it to prove the equivalence of the fibration on the tube and
the fibration on the sphere for real analytic maps with arbitrary linear discriminant
(Theorem 5.9 below). This is done in Subsection 5.1.
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5.1. Equivalence of fibrations for maps with arbitrary linear discriminant.

We start recalling some definitions and results from [8]. Let f : (Rn, 0) → (Rp, 0)
be an analytic map with a critical point at 0. Assume that f is locally surjective
(see Remark 1.1). Equip Rn with a Whitney stratification adapted to V = f−1(0),
and let Bn

ε0
be a closed ball in Rn, centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ε0 > 0,

so that every sphere in this ball, centred at 0, meets transversely every stratum of
V . In what follows, for 0 < ε < ε0 we shall consider the restriction fε of f to the
closed ball Bn

ε ⊂ Bn
ε0
. Denote by Σε the critical set of fε and by ∆ε := fε(Σε) the

discriminant of fε.

Remark 5.1. (i) The discriminant ∆ε is a subanalitic set and it may depend
on the choice of the radius ε, as showed in [4].

(ii) The results of this article extend to map-germs f : (Rn, 0) → (Rp, 0) if we
consider f in the class of nice analytic map-germs defined in [4, Defini-
tion 2.2] for which the discriminant is a well-defined set-germ at 0, so it
does not depend on the radius ε.

Let 0 < ε < ε0, we say that the ball Bn
ε has the transversality property if there

exist 0 < δ ≪ ε such that for every y ∈ Bp
δ \∆ε the fibre f−1(y) is transverse to

the sphere Sε. Since we are assuming f locally surjective we can take Bp
δ ⊂ Im(fε).

Remark 5.2. If we work with a nice analytic map-germ f : (U, 0) → (Rp, 0) (see
Remark 5.1), the discriminant does not depend on the radius ε and we just denote
it by ∆. In this case we need the following stronger transversality property. We say
that f satisfies the transversality property if for every 0 < ε < ε0 there exists a real
number δ = δ(ε) such that 0 < δ ≪ ε and for every y ∈ Bδ \ ∆ the fibre f−1(y)
meets Sn−1

ε transversely.

Remark 5.3. In the case that f is not locally surjective for the transversality
property we need to ask that every y ∈ (Bp

δ \∆ε) ∩ Im(fε) the fibre f−1(y) meets
S

n−1
ε transversely. But if we consider that an empty fibre intersects transversely

the sphere Sn−1
ε we can state in general the transversality property as above.

Suppose that f has the transversality property, then Proposition 4.3 generalizes
so that the restriction

fε| : B
n
ε ∩ f−1(Sp−1

δ \∆ε) → S

p−1
δ \∆ε (5.1)

is a smooth fibre bundle [8, Theorem 2.7].
Let 0 < ε < ε0, we say that f has linear discriminant in the ball Bn

ε if ∆ε is
a union of line-segments with one endpoint at 0 ∈ R

p. We say that η > 0 is a
linearity radius for ∆ε if each of these line-segments intersect Sp−1

η , that is, if

∆ε ∩B
p
η = Cone

(
∆ε ∩ S

p−1
η

)
.

The case when f has 0 ∈ Rp as isolated critical value is considered to have linear
discriminant with ∆ε ∩ Sp−1

η = ∅.
Let f : (Bn

ε0
, 0) → (Rp, 0) be an analytic map with linear discriminant in the ball

B
n
ε and consider a linearity radius η > 0 for f . Set:

Aη := ∆ε ∩ S
p
η.

Let πη : S
p
η → S

p−1 be the radial projection onto the unit sphere Sp−1 and set

A = πη(Aη). For each point ϑ ∈ Sp−1
η , let Lϑ ⊂ Rp be the open ray in Rp from



20 J. L. CISNEROS-MOLINA AND A. MENEGON

the origin that contains the point ϑ. Set:

Eϑ := f−1
ε (Lϑ).

Notice that Eϑ is a smooth manifold in Bn
ε , for any ϑ in Sp−1

η \ Aη.

We say that f is d-regular (in the ball Bn
ε ) if Eϑ intersects the sphere Sn−1

ε′

transversely in Rn, for every ε′ with 0 < ε′ ≤ ε and for every ϑ ∈ Sp−1
η \ Aη.

Remark 5.4. In the case that f has an isolated critical value at 0 ∈ Rp, f is
d-regular (in the definition given in Section 2) if and only if there exists 0 < ε < ε0
such that f is d-regular in the ball Bn

ε .

Remark 5.5. Let f : (Bn
ε0
, 0) → (Rp, 0) with n ≥ p ≥ 2 be a locally surjective

analytic map. Let 0 < ε < ε0 and suppose the ball Bn
ε has the transversality

property and f has linear discriminant in B
n
ε . Notice that in this case we can take

the linearity radius to be the δ in the definition of the transversality property.

The following examples are also from [8].

Example 5.6. The real analytic map f : (R4, 0) → (R3, 0)

f(x, y, z, w) := (x2 − y2z, y, w) .

has the plane {x = y = 0} in R4 as its critical set, its discriminant is the axis
{u1 = u2 = 0} in R3, so it is linear. One can check that f is not d-regular.

Example 5.7. Let K be either R or C. Let (f, g) : Kn → K

2 be a K-analytic
map of the form:

(f, g) =

(
n∑

i=1

aix
p
i ,

n∑

i=1

bix
p
i

)
,

where p ≥ 2 is an integer and ai, bi ∈ K are constants in generic position, i. e., the
origin is in the convex hull of the points (ai, bi) (which guarantees that the link of
V (f) is non-empty) and no two of the points (ai, bi) are linearly dependent, that
is, aibj 6= ajbi, for any i 6= j (Weak Hyperbolicity Hypothesis). Its critical set Σ is
given by the coordinate axis of Kn, the discriminant ∆ is linear and it is d-regular
(see [8, Examples 3.6 and 3.7]). For p = 2 this maps were studied by S. López de
Medrano in [18].

Let 0 < ε < ε0 be such that f has linear discriminant and it is d-regular in the ball
B

n
ε . Consider the maps Φ: Bn

ε \f
−1(∆ε) → S

p−1\A and F : Bn
ε \f

−1(∆ε) → R

p\∆ε

given in (2.2) but restricted to Bn
ε \ f−1(∆ε). Hence Proposition 2.2 generalizes in

a straightforward way for maps with linear discriminant, removing f−1(∆ε) from
the domain of the maps involved instead of only removing V [8, Proposition 3.8].
Thus, the maps F and φ = Φ| : Sn−1

ε \ f−1(∆ε) → S

p−1 \ A are submersions if and
only if f is d-regular. In fact, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.8 ( [8, Theorem 3.9]). Let f : (Bn
ε0
, 0) → (Rp, 0) with n ≥ p ≥ 2 be

a locally surjective analytic map. Let 0 < ε < ε0 and suppose the ball Bn
ε has the

transversality property and f has linear discriminant in B
n
ε . If f is d-regular then

the restriction of Φ given by

φ = Φ| : Sn−1
ε \ f−1(∆) → S

p−1 \ A (5.2)

is a smooth locally trivial fibration.
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The construction of the vector field w̃ of Theorem 3.8 works in any open set
of Rn where f and the spherefication F are submersions (see Remark 3.12), so in

Subsection 3.2 we can replace B̊n
ε \V by B̊n

ε \f
−1(∆ε). Using this generalization of

Theorem 3.8 we prove the equivalence of fibrations (5.1) and (5.2) for real analytic
maps with arbitrary linear discriminant as in Theorem 4.4.

Theorem 5.9. Let f : (Bn
ε0
, 0) → (Rp, 0) with n ≥ p ≥ 2 be a locally surjective

analytic map. Let 0 < ε < ε0 and suppose the ball B
n
ε has the transversality

property, f has linear discriminant and it is d-regular in B
n
ε . Then the fibre bundles:

f̃ := πδ ◦ fε| : B
n
ε ∩ f−1(Sp−1

δ \ Aδ) → S

p−1 \ A

and

φ : Sn−1
ε \ f−1(∆) → S

p−1 \ A

are equivalent, where πδ : S
p−1
δ → S

p−1 is the radial projection.

Remark 5.10. In Theorem 5.9 we take the linearity radius to be δ as in Remark 5.5.

Remark 5.11. In the PhD thesis [25] and in the articles [4, 5] the authors study
nice real analytic maps-germs f : (Rn, 0) → (Rp, 0) with discriminant of positive
dimension obtaining some results in common with [8]. They prove the existence of
the fibration on the tube (5.1) if f satisfies a condition equivalent to the transver-
sality property [4, Lemma 3.3]. They also consider real analytic map-germs with
linear discriminant (they call it with radial discriminant) and if they have fibra-
tion on the tube and are d-regular (they call it ρ-regular) then the fibration on
the sphere (5.2) exists. Then they consider the problem of finding conditions for
which the two fibrations are equivalent [5, Problem 4.1] and prove that the problem
reduces to find a vector field which satisfies properties (1), (3) and (2) (which they
call a good vector field or Milnor vector field). The authors conjecture that if f
is a real analytic map which is d-regular and for which both fibrations (5.1) and
(5.2) exists, then they are equivalent [5, Equivalence Conjecture 4.4]. Theorem 5.9
above proves that the conjecture is true.

Remark 5.12. In [5, 25] the authors prove that for fixed ϑ ∈ S

p−1
η \ Aη the

corresponding fibres of fibrations (5.1) and (5.2) are diffeomorphic but without
being able to prove the equivalence of fibrations since they could not find a radius
ε1 which works for every ϑ ∈ Sp−1

η \ Aη.
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[27] Maria Aparecida Soares Ruas, José Seade, and Alberto Verjovsky. On real singularities with

a Milnor fibration. In A. Libgober and M. Tibar, editors, Trends in singularities, Trends
Math., pages 191–213. Birkhäuser, Basel, 2002. 3
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