2104.04038v1 [math.AG] 8 Apr 2021

arXiv

EQUIVALENCE OF MILNOR AND MILNOR-LE FIBRATIONS
FOR REAL ANALYTIC MAPS

JOSE LUIS CISNEROS-MOLINA AND AURELIO MENEGON

ABSTRACT. In [22] Milnor proved that a real analytic map f: (R™,0) —
(RP,0), where n > p, with an isolated critical point at the origin has a fibration
on the tube f|: B? N f*1($§71) — $§71. 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 ¢: gn—! \ f710) — $P1,
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 $., 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||: $27*\ f~1(0) — $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 A and a fibration on
the tube f|: B2 N f’1($§71 \A) — $§71 \ A, then f is d-regular if and only
if the map f/||f]|: $271\ f~1(A) — $P~1\ A (with A the radial projection
of A on $P71) is a fibre bundle equivalent to the one on the tube. We do
this by constructing a vector field w 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 .

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 u(z) < 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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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: (C™,0) — (C,0) be a holomorphic map with a critical point at the origin
0 € €". The Milnor Fibration [22, Theorem 4.8] is given by

_ I
o=

where K is the link of f at 0, that is K = f~1(0) NS, with $. being a sufficiently
small sphere around 0.

There is a second fibre bundle called the Milnor-Lé Fibration; this is a fibre
bundle on a Milnor tube N(e,8) = B. N f~1(0Ds) where B, is the ball bounded
by 3., 0Ds is the circle bounding the disc Ds of radius § centred at the origin of
C. When 0 < § < ¢ the map f induces a fibration

8\ K — 8, (1.1)

f: N(e,d) — 0Ds. (1.2)
Its existence was proved by Milnor [22, Theorem 11.2] for the case of isolated singu-
larity and by Lé 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 B, \ f~1(0) constructed by Milnor [22, Lemma 5.9] for an arbitrary
holomorphic map f: (C™,0) — (C,0) with the following properties:

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

(3) Given an integral curve p(t) of such vector field % 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: (R",0) — (RR?,0)
with an isolated critical point at 0. Let B? be a ball of radius € > 0 sufficiently
small and, as before, let 0 < § < . First, Milnor proved that there is a fibration
on the Milnor tube N(e,d) = B2 N f~H($27)

f:N(e,d) — 827, (1.3)

where Sf;*l is the sphere of radius § centred at the origin of RP. Then he proved
that on the sphere $7~! = 9B” one has a fibre bundle

o: S\ K — gt (1.4)
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where K = f~1(0) N $2~! is the link. This was done constructing a vector field on
B2\ {0} such that:

(1) It is transverse to the spheres centred at the origin contained in B,
(2) Tt 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
 is not necessarily given by H_J;H In fact, in [22, page 99] Milnor gives an example

of a map whose fibration on the sphere does not have projection ﬁ

From these remarks two natural questions arose:

(i) When does the fibration on the sphere have projection given by H;—”{?

(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,
,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 ”;—” 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: (R™,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 B? of radius £ > 0 sufficiently small, it is
necessary that f has the transversality property: there exists a solid Milnor tube
N(e,8) = B N f~1(IB?), with 0 < § < &, such that all the fibres in the tube are
transverse to 3., to be able to apply Ehresmann Fibration Theorem for manifolds
with boundary. Examples of maps with the transversality property are maps with
the Thom a; 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 ﬁ The reason

why the fibration on the sphere of Milnor’s example [22, page 99] does not have
projection ﬁ is because the map
6= L g1\ K g (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 B” \ 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: (R™,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: (BZ,0) — (IR?,0) be a real
analytic map with linear discriminant A, i. e., A 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 6 > 0
sufficiently small such that the restriction of f to the tube

FleBEOFTHEETI\ As) = (8571 Ay) (1.6)

is a fibre bundle where As := AN $2 " (see [3, Theorem 2.7]).

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

bundle
FHIFI: S27ENF7HA) = (3771\ A) (1.7)
where A is the radial projection of As on $P~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 R"” where the maps f
and f/| f|l 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 € R", n > p, and f: (U,0) — (R?,0) a
non-constant analytic map with a critical point at 0 € R™ and 0 € R? is an isolated
critical value. Equip V = f~1(0) with a Whitney stratification and let B? be an
open ball in R"™, centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ¢, 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 ¢ € RPP™!,
consider the line £, C RP passing through the origin corresponding to ¢ and set

Xg={$€U|f(.’L')€£g}.

If we let £} be the hyperplane orthogonal to £y, let ,: RP — L be the orthogonal
projection, and we set hy = wy o f, then X, is the vanishing set of hy, which is
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real analytic. Hence {X,} is a family of real analytic varieties parameterized by
RPP.

Notice that the singular points of X, are contained in V. Hence each X, \ V
is either a smooth submanifold of U C R"™ of dimension n — p + 1 or empty. The
union of all the X,’s is all of U and one has V = NX, = Xy, N X, for each pair
by # 4.

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

X,=E/UVUE, . (2.1)

The family {X,|¢ € RP?"'} is the canonical pencil of f. Let p be a metric
in R™ induced by some positive definite quadratic form. The map f is said to be
d-regular at O (with respect to the metric p) if there exists € > 0 such that every
sphere (for the metric p) of radius < e centred at 0 meets every X, \ 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 p as the Euclidean metric in R™ and we only consider
d-regular maps with respect to this metric.

2.1. The spherefication. Consider the maps ®: U\ V — ' and §: U\V —
RP\ {0} defined by
f(x)
O(x) = = and F(z)=|z|P(x). (2.2)
I1f (@)l
For each ¢ € RIPP~! one has that the line £, in R” meets the sphere $7~! in two
antipodal points, say £y, and one has:

o Y(y) =E and @ '(—y)=E,,

where E, (resp. E, ) is the inverse image under f of one of the two half lines in
Lo\ {0}

Notice that given y € £, \ {0} C RP \ {0}, the fibre §~!(y) is the intersection
of EF with the sphere of radius ||y|| centred at 0. Hence, § carries spheres in R”
of radius r > 0 into spheres in RP of the same radius, and each Xy is also a union
of fibres of §, just as it is a union of fibres of f. The analytic map § is called the
spherefication of f.

As we mentioned in the Introduction, a map f is d-regular if and only if the map
ﬁ 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: (BZ,0) — (RP,0) be a real analytic

map with isolated critical value at the origin. Set V = f~1(0) and Ko = VNS,

The following are equivalent:

(A) The map f is d-regular at 0.

(B) For each sphere ngl in R™ centred at O of radius € < €, the restriction map
Fer: ngl \V — $£f1 of § is a submersion.

(C) The spherefication map § is a submersion at each x € BM \ V.

(D) The map ¢ = ﬁ : ngl \ Ko — 8P~ is a submersion for every sphere ngl
with e’ < e.
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The following proposition relates the differential of the spherefication map § and
the differential of f.
Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ U\ V and v € T,(U\ V). Then
(z,v) f(@)

]l

D80 = e S0 ey S0 PLOD+ iy P10
Proof. Set

z=(21,...,2,) € BZ\V, v=(v1,...,0,) € TH(BZ\ V),

w = (wi,...,wp) = DF(v), u=(u1,...,up) = Dfz(v).

Using the quotient rule for the derivative we get

AR la] jose
3wj(||f(:v)l>_ll:v||f() e ||3<Zfl ) 23)

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

e o el
Using (2.3) and the product rule we obtain

08ix)  wi) e 2t lall 9fi(2)
oz, ~ Tellf@N 7@ |3(Zfl > O T oz

Recall that

fi(z),.

Then using (2. 4) we have: "
0%i(x
Z Ox; Uj
[ A@ey el (e 0R@)Y el 9@
—E 2@l ~ T @F (Zf’“ oz )ﬁ“]*n ) oy

=1

O P 0h), el
\ Z U T T ; Z axj @
(z,v)

B el v IH
= Tl @ ~ e ) 2 S + e
(e, 0) la] el
= @1 ™ Tp@p i@V @) Dia )+ e
(z,v) i) i
= TRTFET @ ~ T S @: D) + s (25)

Hence the formula of the proposition follows. (|
Corollary 2.4. Let x € U\V and v € T,(U\ V). Then

i e PIDE W~ (), D)2
15 = T + HGIE '
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Proof. From (2.5) we have that

w? = (z,v)” ()2 fi(=)? T o))2 2 u?
O PR T e E S PO e
(z,v) ()2 {,v) (Vs
Pl S DI 2 e e
Il .
Therefore the corollary follows. O

Let y € RP and let Sﬁ;”l be the sphere in R? with centre at the origin which
contains y. Let £, be the line through the origin in R? generated by y. Hence, the
tangent space T,,R” decomposes as the direct sum of the orthogonal subspaces

T,R? = T,80 ' & £,

Thus, any vector u € TyIRP can be written in a unique way as u = s + r, with
s € T,R? and r € £,. We call s and r respectively, the spherical and radial parts
of u.

Proposition 2.5. Let € U\ V, v € T,U and consider DF;(v). Then
I) %S(x) is the radial part of DF.(v).
1) —%(S(m),Dﬁ(v» + ”JU(Z Df.(v) is the spherical part of DF.(v).

Proof. Part 1) is obvious since it is a multiple of F(z). For part II) it is enough to
see that its inner product with f(x) vanishes.

f(x)
1f ()2

]

1/ (@)
— (&), Dfa(v)) +(

- <f(.’L'), <g(x)7Dfm(U)>> + <f(.’L'), Dfm(v)> =

]

1f (@)l

f(@), Dfu(v)) =0
(]

Proposition 2.5 gives a criterium for a vector v € T,B] to be tangent to the
corresponding Elft

Corollary 2.6. Let x € U\V andv € T,U. Thenv € TmEi(z) if and only if

f(iv)

Proof. We have that v € T, Ei " if and only if the spherical part of D,F(v) is
zero. Then the formula follows from Proposition 2.5-11. O

Dfa(v) =

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 R™ of the gradient vector field of a function g: R? — R via a submersion
f: R™ — RP. Then, in Subsection 3.2 we apply the lemmas to a real analytic
d-regular map f: R™ — RP with isolated critical point, to construct the aforemen-
tioned vector field.
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3.1. Lifting of gradients. Consider open subsets U C R"™ and U’ C RP. Let
f: U —=U"and g: U — R be submersions. Cousider the function h = gof: U = R
which is a submersion, being the composition of two submersions. Let Vg and VA
be the gradients of g and h respectively, which are non zero everywhere. Let z € U
and let ¢ = h(xz) = g(f(z)), we have that ¢ is a regular value of g and h, so
N = g7 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~Y(N) = h~1(t) and

T.M = Df; (Ty()N). (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Let x € U. Then there exists a unique vector v(z) € T, M orthogonal
to ker Df, such that

D f(v(z) + a(z)Vh(z)) = Vg(f(x)). (3.2)

for some positive function a: U — R..

Proof. The gradient Vg(f(x)) is normal to T¢(;)N. Denote by G the line in Ty, U’
generated by Vg(f(x)). Analogously the gradient Vh(z) is normal to T, M. De-
note by H the line in T, U generated by Vh(z). Hence, we have the following
isomorphisms
T,.U~T,M®H
and
Tf(x)U Tj N @ G.

On the other hand, we have that ker D f, = T, f ~(f(z)) C T M, so there is an

isomorphism:
TU =T, f 7 (f(z) @ M@ H

where M denotes the orthogonal complement of T, f~'(f(z)) in T, M. Hence Df,
induces an isomorphism:

Dfeligewn: M®H — TyyN @ G. (3.3)

By (3.1) Dfyly: M — Tt(z)N is an isomorphism, therefore D f,(Vh(x)) has the
form

Dfa(Vh(x)) = u(z) + Mz)Vy(f(2)), (3-4)
with u(z) € Ty N and for some A(z) # 0 (otherwise (3.3) would not be an
isomorphism). Set a(x) = ﬁ, by the isomorphism (3.3) there exist a unique

vector v(x) in M such that Df,(v(z)) = —a(z)u(z), then
1 1
Dfe(e(z)Vh(z) + v(z)) = mu(ﬂﬁ) + Vy(f(z)) - mu(iﬂ) = Vy(f()).
It only remains to check that a(x) > 0 for every x € U. By the chain rule we
have that

Vh(z) = Vg(f(z)) - Dfe (3.5)
Taking the inner product with Vg(f(x)) in (3.2) we have

Vy(f(@)) - Dfe(v(z) + a(2)Vh(z)) = Vg(f

Vy(f(2)) - (—a(z)u(@)) + a(z)Vg(f(z)) - Dfo(Vh(z)) = Vg(f(z)) - Vg(f(x))
a(z)Vh(z) - Vh(z) = [|[Vg(f(2)|?, by (3.5
a(z)|Vh(@)|1? = [Vg(f ()],
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therefore

_ IVa(F @I

az) = SAGIE > 0. (3.6)

O

Corollary 3.2. Let f: U - U’, g: U — R and h = go f be as in Lemma 3.1.
Let x € U and let L, be a subspace of T, M of codimension 1 in T,M, which is

transverse to Typ f~1(f(x)) in TM. Then there exists a unique vector v(x) € L,
orthogonal to L, N T, f~*(f(x)) such that

Dfz(v(x) + a(z)Vh(z)) = Vg(f(x)). 3.7)

for some positive function a: U — R.

Proof. We have the isomorphism
T,M =T, (f(z)) © M (3.8)

where M denotes the orthogonal complement of T, f~'(f(z)) in T, M. Consider
the projection
m Tof H(f(z) & M — M, (3.9)
and its restriction to L,
7w, : Le = M. (3.10)
We claim that (3.10) is onto. Recall that dim 7, M = n—1, and dim L, = n—2, since
L, is a codimension 1 subspace of T,,M. The kernel of (3.10) is L, N T, f~1(f(z)),
which has dimension n—p— 1, since dim T, f ~*(f(x)) = n—p and by hypothesis L,
and T, f 1 (f(x)) intersect transversely in T,,M. Thus, by the rank-nullity theorem,
the rank of (3.10) isn —2 — (n—p—1) = p— 1, and since dim M = p — 1 (3.10) is
onto as claimed. Since ker|r, = L, N T, f~(f(z)) the orthogonal complement of
L, NT,f~'(f(z)) in L, is sent isomorphically onto M by =]z .
Let v(z) € M be the vector given by Lemma 3.1, let o(x) € L, the unique vector
orthogonal to L, N T, f~1(f(x)) such that 7(v(z)) = v(z). By isomorphism (3.8)
the vector o(x) has the form

o(x) = k(z) +v(z), with k(z) € T.f 1 (f(z)). (3.11)
Therefore

Dfe(v(x) + a(z)Vh(z)) = Dfe(v(z) + a(z)Vh(z)) = Vg(f(2)).
(]

Lemma 3.3. Let r,s € R™ such that they do not point in opposite directions. Let
v1,v9 € R™ be orthogonal vectors to both r and s. Then the vectors v1 + ar and
vy + Bs, with a, B € R, cannot point in opposite directions.

Proof. Suppose v1 + ar and vy + Bs, with «, 8 € RT point in opposite directions,
then there exists 0 < A € R such that

vy + ar = —A(vg + Bs).

By hypothesis, the subspace generated by r and s is orthogonal to the subspace
generated by v and v2, so there is no contribution by r and s on the subspace
generated by v; and vy and we need to have v; = —Avy, which implies that ar =
—M\Bs, which contradicts the fact that r and s do not point in opposite directions.

O
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Lemma 3.4. Suppose r,s € R™ point in opposite directions. Let 0 £ k € R"™ 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 < A € R such
that » = —As. Suppose r + k and s point in opposite directions, then there exists
0 < p € R such that r + k = —pus, then —As + k = —pus, hence k = (A — u)s.
But k£ and s are orthogonal, so we need to have A = p and k£ = 0 which is a
contradiction. (]

3.2. Construction of the vector field. Let U be an open neighbourhood of
0 € R™ Let f: (U,0) — (IRP,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: R? — R
be given by g(y) = ||ly]|?>. We have that the restriction f: U \ V — RP \ {0} is
a submersion. On the other hand, since f is d-regular, by Proposition 2.2(C) the
spherefication §: U\ V — RP \ {0} of f is also a submersion. Define the maps

h=gof:U\V =R,
H=goF:U\V —>R.
Notice that by the definitions

h(z) = || (@),
2 f@) | elr@rr e G
5() = 15 = el gheags | = hat? S = he?

Let B be an open ball in U, centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ¢ as in
Section 2. Let z € B\ V and let 6% = h(z), then h=1(62) = B2 N f~1($571\ {0}),
that is, the fibres of h are the tubes. On the other hand, let v? = $(x), then
H7H(v?) =871\ V, that is, the fibres of § are the spheres.

Consider the corresponding gradient vector fields Vh(z) and V$H(z) = 2z which
are non-zero for any x € U \ V. The vector field VA is normal to the Milnor tubes,
while the vector field V§) is normal to the spheres. The gradient Vg is the radial
vector field Vg(y) = 2y on R?.

Proposition 3.5. There exists 0 < & < & such that for x € B \ 'V the vector
fields Vh(z) and V$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 $
but using the Analytic Curve Selection Lemma (see Proposition 2.2 of [6] or (2.1)
of [17]). O

Let f: (BZ,0) — (IRP,0) be a real analytic map, with isolated critical value
at 0 € RP. Also assume that ¢ > 0 is small enough such that Proposition 3.5
holds. Let {X¢}yerpr-1 be the canonical pencil of f and consider the decomposition
X, =E UV UE;, of each of its elements given in (2.1). From now on, to simplify
notation we will write E, instead of Elft.

Let z € B\ V, let

wi(z) = vp(z) + a(x)Vh(z), and (3.12)
wg(z) = vg(2) + B(x)VH(2) = vg(x) + VH(2), (3.13)

be, respectively, the normal liftings of the radial vector field Vg obtained from
Lemma 3.1 applied to h and $, with (vs(x), Vh(z)) = 0, (vz(z),VH(x)) = 0,
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alz) > 0 and B(z) > 0. We have that f(z) = 1, by equation (3.6) and the
definitions of § and $) (or see equation (3.32) below). Since both are liftings of Vg,
both are tangent to the corresponding Ey; wy(x) is normal to the fibres of f and
to the Milnor tubes, while wgz(x) is normal to the fibres of § and to the spheres.

Let us analyse how are wy(z) and wg(z) 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 € IB? \ V, denote by £, the ray from 0 € R? passing by f(z). Let P, be
the normal space of Ey, at x, the p-dimensional subspace (P, Vh(z)) generated by
P, and Vh(z) is the normal space to the fibre f~1(f(x)) at z. If the vector V§(z')
is in (P, Vh(z)), then the tangent spaces to the fibres of f and § at = coincide.
Let M(f) be the set defined by

M(f)={z € BI\V | V() € (P, Vh(z)) },
={z e BI\V|Tof (f(2) = TuF ' (§(2)) }.

Let F: U — RP'! be the map defined by F(z) = (f(z),||z||?). 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 ¢ is sufficiently small.!

Let z € M(f), the tangent space T, = T, f ~1(f(2)) = Td 1(F(x)) is a subspace
of T, E,, with codimension 1. Since w¢(z), wz(z) € TyE,, and both of them are
orthogonal to T, they are collinear, that is,

wg(x) = plx)wys(z), with p(z) #0. (3.14)
Hence we have
1
wy(z) = @wg(x) (3.15)

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

By (3.12), (3.14), (3.13) and (3.15) we have that
(w3 (@), Vh(@)) = a(@)u(@) | Vi) (3.16)

1 2
(wr(x), V() @) IV (@)]° (3.17)
Proposition 3.6. Let x € M(f) and let wy(x) and wg(x) be the normal liftings of
the radial vector field Vg obtained by applying Lemma 3.1 to h and § respectively.
Then wy(x) and wg(z) cannot point in opposite directions, that is, p(z) > 0, for e
sufficiently small.

Proof. Let x € M(f) and let % = | f(z)||?> = h(z). Consider the open solid Milnor
tube
N(e,8) :=Br N f~H(BY).
Consider the inverse image of the open interval (—d2,62) under the map h. We
have that
h(=6%,6%) = h7([0,6%)) = N(e,d)
and z is in the closure of N (e, ). Let BT

ll|l

||| and let W be the open set given by the intersection
W = N(E, 5) N Bﬁz”,

be the open ball centered at 0 of radius

IWe learned this description from [11].
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which is nonempty since 0 € W. By definition we have that
h(W) C [0,6?). (3.18)

If ||z| is sufficiently small we have that x is in the closure of W.

Suppose wy(z) and wg(z) point in opposite directions, that is, p(x) < 0 in
(3.14), then by (3.17) we have that (w;(x), V& (z)) < 0.

Since wy(x) € T, Ey, there exist a curve 8: (—n,n) — Ey, such that §(0) = «
and £'(0) = wy(x). By (3.12) and (3.17) we have that

d

21 MB(O)le=0 = (wy(2), Vh(z)) = a(x)||Vh(@)[* > 0, (3.19)
d 1
7 2BO)|e=0 = {ws(2), VA (@) = mHVﬁ(Sﬂ)HQ <0. (3.20)

From (3.19) we have that h(3(t)) = || f(B(t))||? is an increasing function, thus we
have that

IF BN > ILFBONIP = [If(@)]* = 6%, fort>0. (3.21)

From (3.20) we have that $(3(t)) = [|S(B(t))]|*> = ||3(t)||? is a decreasing function,
thus we have

IBOI* < 1BO)* = ll«?,  for t > 0. (3.22)

The vector w(z) is transverse to the Milnor tube N(g,d) = h~1(6%) which is the
boundary of the open Milnor tube N (e, ) and by (3.13)

(wg(2),22) = (ws(z), VH(2)) = [[VH(2)|]* > 0,

so wg(x) is transverse to the sphere Sﬁﬂc_lll pointing outwards. By hypothesis, wy(z)
points in the opposite direction of wg(x), hence, wy(x) is transverse to the sphere
Sﬁ‘;lll pointing inwards. Since x is in the closure of W, we have that

B(t) e W, fort>0, (3.23)

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

Lemma 3.7. Let g: R? — R given by g(y) = ||y||>. If the map f is d-regular, then
for every x € IBQ \ V there is a neighbourhood U, of x and vector fields wy and
wg in Uy, which are differentiable liftings of the radial vector field Vg by f and its
spherefication §, respectively, such that:

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

(b) wg is tangent to each Ey, it is transverse to the fibres of §, and therefore to the
spheres.

(c) At every point ' € U, the vectors wy(z") and wz(z") do not point in opposite
directions.

Proof. Recall that by Proposition 2.2-(C) the spherefication § is also a submersion
in BY\ V. Set h=go f and $ = g o § as before.
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Case 1. Let © € B™ \ V be such that the vectors Vh(z) and V$(x) are colinear.
Let wy(z) and wg(z) be the normal liftings of the radial vector field Vg obtained
by applying Lemma 3.1 to h and $ respectively. By Proposition 3.5, Vh(z) and
V9 (z) point in the same direction and vy(z) and vg(z) are orthogonal to them.
Thus, by Lemma 3.3, w;(x) and wg(z) cannot point in opposite directions, and the
lemma is proved in this case.

Case 2. The vectors Vh(z) and V$(z) are linearly independent. In this case the
tube N, = Bgﬂf’l(Sﬁ;(lm)H) and the sphere S, = $ﬁm_|\l’ are transverse at x. Hence,
its intersection IV, N S, is a submanifold of codimension 2 of U C R™. Suppose
x € Fy and, as before, denote by P, the normal space of F; at z, so we have that
dim P, = p — 1. The tube N, and E, are transverse at = since f is a submersion,
hence Vh(x) is not in P, and the p-dimensional subspace (P,, Vh(x)) generated by
P, and Vh(z) is the normal space to the fibre f~1(f(x)) at z. Since f is d-regular,
E; and S, are transverse, so V$(z) is not in P, and the p-dimensional subspace
(P., Vh(z)) generated by P, and Vh(z) is the normal space to the fibre F~(F(x)).

We have two subcases.
Subcase A. The vector VH(x) is not in (P, Vh(z)). Then N,NS, is transverse to
the fibre f~1(f(x)), i.e., T(N,NS;) is transverse to T, f ~1(f(z)). By Corollary 3.2
there exists a lifting of Vg(f(x)) by f,

wi(z) = v(x) + (x)Vh(z),
) € Tw(N,y NS;). Notice that the hypothesis V§ ¢ ( I,Vh( )) implies

(Py,V$(x)), so N, NS, is also transverse to the fibre §~1(F(x)). Hence
Sy) is transverse to T,F 1 (F(z)). By Corollary 3.2 there exists a lifting of

) by

Wlth
Vh(x

vy (x
) %
TI( e
Vy(S(z)
wg(z) = v(x) + B(x)VH(),
with 95(x) € T,(Ny NSz). Since vy(z) and v5(x) are in Ty(Ny N Sy), they are
orthogonal to Vhi(z) and V$(x), which do not point in opposite directions. Then
Lemma 3.3 implies that wy(x) and wg(x) do not point in opposite directions, and
the lemma is proved in this case.

Subcase B. The vector V$(x') is in (Py, Vh(x)). Then x € M(f). Consider the
normal liftings wy(x) and wg(x) of the radial vector field Vg obtained by applying
Lemma 3.1 to h and $) respectively. We have that wy(z) and wg(x) are collinear
and by Proposition 3.6, if ¢ is small enough, they point in the same direction. Then
there exists a neighbourhood U, of z such that w)(z") and wg(z’) do not point in
opposite directions for any =’ € U, and we are done. (I

Theorem 3.8 ( [9, Lemma 5.2]). The map f is d-regular, if and only if there exists
an analytic vector field w on B, \ V' which has the following properties:

(1) It is radial, i.e., it is transverse to all spheres in B. centred at 0.
(2) It is transverse to all the tubes f~($E71).
(3) It is tangent to each Ey, whenever it is not empty.

Proof. Tt 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 € IBQ \V let U, be the neighbourhood of x and wy and wg the vector
fields in U, given by Lemma 3.7. Remember that in all cases the vectors wy(z')
and wg(z') have the form

wy(a') = 0¢(z") + a(a’)Vh(z'), (3.24)
wg(2') = vz(z") + VH(2'), (3.25)
with (07(2'), Vh(z')) = 0, (05(2"), VH(2')) = 0, a(z’) > 0 and B(z') > 0 for all
7' € U,.
Now on each U, let w be the vector field given by
w(@') = |VH () ws(2) + a@)|Vh(2') [wg (). (3.26)

Let us check that it has the desired properties. Since wy(z") and wg(z") are both
tangent to Ey, then w(z') is also tangent to Fy, so it satisfies property (3).
By (3.26) and (3.25) we have that

(w(2"), Vh(a")) = a(@") [ VO () VR()|? + ala”) V(") (wg (), V("))
(3.27)
= a(@") V(@) [[[Vh)]? + ala) | VA (05(z") + VH(2), Vh(a")),
= a(@')[|VH(@) [ Vh(a")|? + a(z') | VA [(VH ("), V),
+ a(@)|| V() |(05(2'), VA(z")),
= a(2)|[VH(")|[|Vh(z )||2+a(x’)IIWJ(x’)IIII h(a")]|? cos ¥,
+ a(@)| V() |(05(2"), Vh(z')),
= a(@)||VH()[[|[Vh(z")|? (1 + cos¥) + a(2)||VR(2)|[(05(2"), VR(2")),
(3.28)

where 9 is the angle between V$(2’) and Vh(a').
By an analogous computation, by (3.26) and (3.24) we have

(@(a"), VH(2)) = [ VH()[{ws (2), V(")) + a(@) [ VAE[VHE)], (3:29)
= a(@") VA VH() (1 + cosd) + [[VH() (0 (a7), VH(2)),  (3.30)

where, again, ¢ is the angle between V$(z') and Vh(z').

Let us analyse these inner products for the different cases considered in Lemma 3.7.
Case 1. Let z € B\ V be such that the vectors Vh(z) and V$(x) are colinear. In
this case, in (3.24) and (3.25), both 9;(z) and 93 (z) are orthogonal to V$(z) and
Vh(z). Hence (3.28) and (3.30) become

(w(x), Vh(z)) = a(@)[|VH(@) [ VA(2)]*(1 + cos ) > 0,
(w(x), VH(x)) = a(@)[|Vh()[[[|V$H(@)[*(1 + cosd) >0,

since cos > —1, otherwise, the vectors V$(z) and Vh(x) would point in oppo-
site directions which is impossible by Proposition 3.5. Thus, there exist an open
neighbourhood U, of x where these inner products are positive.
Case 2. The vectors Vh( ) and V$H(z) are linearly independent. In this case the
tube N, = B N f~1($} ”f ) and the sphere S, SII;III’ are transverse at .
Hence, its intersection N, N S is a submanifold of codimension 2 of U C R".

We have two subcases.
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Subcase A. The vector V$(x) is not in (P, Vh(z)). Then N, NS, is transverse
to the fibre f~1(f(x)), i.e., Tu(N, N S;) is transverse to T, f~1(f(x)). By the
construction of wy(z) and wz(z) in Lemma 3.7 in this subcase, we also have that
n (3.24) and (3.25), both o;(x) and 0g(z) are orthogonal to V$H(z') and Vh(z').
Hence, we get the same conclusion as in Case 1.

Subcase B. The vector V$H(z) is in (Py, Vh(x)). Then z € M(f). In this case
wy(z) and wg(x) are collinear and by Proposition 3.6, if € is small enough, they
point in the same direction, that is, in (3.14) u(z) > 0.

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

((x), Vh(z)) = a(@)[IVH@)[[|VA@)* + (@) u(@)|VA(2)]* > 0,
((x), VH(2)) = ﬁllvﬁ(%)ll3 +a(@)|Vh()[[[VS(@)]* > 0.

Hence (w(z), Vh(z)) > 0 and (w(x), VH(z)) > 0 in all the cases, which implies
that w is transverse to the tubes and to the spheres, satisfying properties (2) and (1).
Once we have the vector field w defined in each neighbourhood U, using a partition
of unity we get a global vector field w on IOBE \ V with the desired properties. O

Remark 3.9. Remember that the vector fields wy and wg have, respectively, the
form given in (3.24) and (3.25). We can compute the precise values of o and § as
follows. We have that

Dfs(wy(z)) = Vy(f(2)),
taking the inner product with Vg(f(z))

(Vg(f(2)), Dfo(wy())) = [ Vg(f ()]

(Vh(z),ws(z)) = ||12f(x)||? by the chain rule,
a(2)[[Vh(z)||* = 4] f(2)]? by (3.24)
Alf @)
0 = Nh@IP (331
Analogously, we have that
D3 (wz(x)) = Vg(3(x)),
taking the inner product with Vg(F(z))
(Vy(§(2)), Dy (wg(x))) = (Vg(F(2)), Vg(F(z)))
(VH(2), wz (@) = [Vg(F (@) by the chain rule,
B(@)[[VH()|? = |25 ()| by (3.25)
Blz)4]z))? = 4]z
B(x) = 1. (3.32)

Remark 3.10. Let © € M(f), then we have that wy;(z) and wg(x) are collinear,
that is wz(z) = p(z)ws(x), with p(x) # 0 (see (3.14)). Using the differential of
the spherification map given in Proposition 2.3 we can compute the value of u(z).
Since wy(x) € T, Ey, by Proposition 2.5 we have

(z, wy(z)) (22, wy(z))
[l 12212

(V9 (), wy(x))
NEGIE

D (wy(x)) = $(z) = 2§(x) = 2§(),
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thus,
V$H 2
P8 (15800} myay ™)) = 250) = Va(Eto)
and we have that
__IVo@I®
() 50, 0y (@)
On the other hand, by Corollary 2.6 we have that

(3.33)

Dfws(e) = [ (). Dol (2) = g0 o (2F(0). Dl (o)
_ (V@) DE(wg)) o (TR g o
T A VI e YU e)
thus,

WP N o
Df: (e ok —sus(a) ) = V()

hence by (3.15) we have that
R 05
p(x)  (Vh(z), wg(z))
From (3.33) and (3.34) we have that

(VS (@), wr(@)(Vh(z), ws (x)) = 4] f(2) PV ()], (3.35)

which implies that for any = € M(f) the inner products (V$(x),ws(z)) and
(Vh(z),wg(z)) always have the same sign, as we also can see from equations (3.16)
and (3.17). By Proposition 3.6, if € is small enough, these inner products are always
positive.

(3.34)

Remark 3.11. Let us revise what we have done. In Lemma 3.7 we gave an open
cover U = {Ux}rea of B? \ V and in each open set Uy we constructed the vector
field wy,x satisfying (a), the vector field wg, » satisfying (b) and they also satisfy
(¢). Let {pa}rea be a partition of unity subordinated to the open cover U. In
Theorem 3.8 we constructed in each open set Uy the vector field (using (3.32))

A (z) = [VH(@)[lwpa(z) + a(@)]|VA(2)[wg A (2). (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

2) =Y pa(@)ia(@) = Y pa(@) (|IVH@)l[wpa (@) + a(@) | Vh(@)||lws (),
AEA AEA
= [Vo@) Y pa(@)wya(z 2)|VA@)[ D palz)ws A (3.37)
AEA AEA

Is it easy to check that the vector fields ), .y pa(z)wy x(z) and Dy oy pa(2)wz A ()
are, respectively, liftings to B? \ V, by f and § of the radial vector field Vg, and
their weighted sum (3.37) gives the vector field w, 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 w; and wg with
properties (a), (b) and (c) works in any open set U of R™ where f and its spherefi-
cation § are submersions, and defining the vector field w 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 § is a submersion if and only if the map /|| f]| is
a submersion, thus, the construction of the vector field w works on any open set U
of R™ where f and 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 € R™, n > p, and f: (U,0) — (RP,0) a
non-constant analytic map defined on U with a critical point at 0 € R™ and 0 € R?
is an isolated critical value. Also assume that f is locally surjective (see Remark
1.1). Let B? be a closed ball in R™, centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius ¢, 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 [ satisfies the transversality property if there exists 0 < § < ¢
such that for every y € BY the fibre f~!(y) meets $7~! transversely. Since we are
assuming f locally surjective we can take BY C Im(f|g,).

Remark 4.1. If we work with a germ f: (U,0) — (R”,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? as above such that for every 0 < & < g¢ there exists a real number § = d(¢)
such that 0 < § < € and for every y € By the fibre f~!(y) meets $7~! transversely.

Remark 4.2. In the case that f is not locally surjective, for the transversality
property we need to ask that every y € Bs NIm(f|g,) the fibre f~!(y) meets $7*
transversely. But if we consider that an empty fibre intersects transversely the
sphere $7~1 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

fiN(,8) — 8271, (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]). O

Consider the projection 7: BY \ {0} — $7~! given by n(y) = ”—Z” We have

that 7 is a trivial fibre bundle over $7~1. Let f be the composition of the fibre
bundle (4.1) with 7, since the restriction of 7 to Sf;_l is a diffeomorphism, we get
an equivalent fibre bundle

f:N(e,d) — P71 (4.2)

Notice that f is the restriction of the map ® given in (2.2) to the Milnor tube
N(e,9).
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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

b S §r\ K — gpt (4.3)

i
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 w satisfying properties (1), (2) and (3). The flow associated to @ defines a
diffeomorphism 7 between the tube N(e,§) and $7~1\ f~1(Bs), where Bs is the
open ball in RP centred at 0 of radius §, “inflating” the tube to the sphere in the
following way: for a point x € N(e,d) follow the integral curve of w which passes
through z until it reaches $7~! at some point #, which exists and it is unique
because w satisfies properties (1) and (2). Define 7(z) = &. By property (3) the
integral curves of @ lie on the Ey, so we have that f(z) = ®(z) = ®(&) = ¢(2).
Hence the diffeomorphism 7 gives an equivalence of fibre bundles f =¢orT

- e\ fH(Bs)

N(e,9)
f\ o /

Now we extend the fibre bundle
¢: %\ fH(Bys) — $P1 (4.4)
to $. \ K as follows. Since $. N f~(BY) is compact, the restriction of f

f: 8.0 7185\ {0}) — BE\ {0}

is a proper submersion, and by Ehresmann Fibration Theorem, it is a smooth fibre
bundle. Composing it with 7, we get a fibre bundle given by the restriction of ¢

¢l =mo f: BN FHBEN {0}) — S, (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 ¢, 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. (Il

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: (R™,0) — (R?,0)
be an analytic map with a critical point at 0. Assume that f is locally surjective
(see Remark 1.1). Equip R™ with a Whitney stratification adapted to V = f~1(0),
and let BY, be a closed ball in R", centred at 0, of sufficiently small radius g > 0,
so that every sphere in this ball, centred at 0, meets transversely every stratum of
V. In what follows, for 0 < € < g9 we shall consider the restriction f. of f to the
closed ball B? C BZ,. Denote by ¥, the critical set of f. and by A, := f.(X.) the
discriminant of fe.

Remark 5.1. (7) The discriminant A, is a subanalitic set and it may depend
on the choice of the radius ¢, as showed in [1].

(#4) The results of this article extend to map-germs f: (R™,0) — (R”,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 ¢.

Let 0 < & < g, we say that the ball B? has the transversality property if there
exist 0 < § < ¢ such that for every y € B \ A, the fibre f~!(y) is transverse to
the sphere $.. Since we are assuming f locally surjective we can take BY C Im(f.).

Remark 5.2. If we work with a nice analytic map-germ f: (U,0) — (IR?,0) (see
Remark 5.1), the discriminant does not depend on the radius € and we just denote
it by A. In this case we need the following stronger transversality property. We say
that f satisfies the transversality property if for every 0 < € < g¢ there exists a real
number § = §(¢) such that 0 < § < € and for every y € Bs \ A the fibre f~1(y)
meets 377! transversely.

Remark 5.3. In the case that f is not locally surjective for the transversality
property we need to ask that every y € (B} \ A.) N Im(f.) the fibre f~'(y) meets
871 transversely. But if we consider that an empty fibre intersects transversely
the sphere $77! 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

i BPO YT\ A) = 82\ AL (5.1)

is a smooth fibre bundle [8, Theorem 2.7].

Let 0 < € < e, we say that f has linear discriminant in the ball B? if A, is
a union of line-segments with one endpoint at 0 € RP. We say that n > 0 is a
linearity radius for A, if each of these line-segments intersect Sg_l, that is, if

A NB}) = Cone (AE N Sf]_l) .

The case when f has 0 € RP as isolated critical value is considered to have linear
discriminant with A N 82~ = 0.

Let f: (BZ,,0) — (IR?,0) be an analytic map with linear discriminant in the ball
B7 and consider a linearity radius n > 0 for f. Set:

Ay = AN 8D

Let m,: $7 — $7~! be the radial projection onto the unit sphere $7~' and set
A = m,(A,). For each point 9 € $g_1, let Ly C RP be the open ray in R? from
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the origin that contains the point 9. Set:
FEy = fa_l(ﬁﬁ)

Notice that Ey is a smooth manifold in B7, for any ¢ in $g_1 \ A,

We say that f is d-regular (in the ball B?) if Ey intersects the sphere Sg/_l
transversely in R, for every ¢’ with 0 < &’ < e and for every 9 € $f,‘1 \ A,

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 < € < g9
such that f is d-regular in the ball B?.

Remark 5.5. Let f: (BZ,,0) — (R?,0) with n > p > 2 be a locally surjective
analytic map. Let 0 < ¢ < go and suppose the ball B? has the transversality
property and f has linear discriminant in B7. Notice that in this case we can take

the linearity radius to be the § in the definition of the transversality property.
The following examples are also from [8].
Example 5.6. The real analytic map f: (R* 0) — (R3,0)

f(xvyuzuw) = (:I:Q - y2z,y,w) .

has the plane {z = y = 0} in R? as its critical set, its discriminant is the axis
{u1 = uz = 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 €. Let (f,g) : K® — K? be a K-analytic

map of the form:
(f7 g) = (Z (Ii(Ef 3 Zblxi)) 9
i=1 i=1

where p > 2 is an integer and a;, b; € K are constants in generic position, i. e., the
origin is in the convex hull of the points (a;, b;) (which guarantees that the link of
V(f) is non-empty) and no two of the points (a;, ;) are linearly dependent, that
is, a;b; # ajb;, for any ¢ # j (Weak Hyperbolicity Hypothesis). Its critical set X is
given by the coordinate axis of K™, the discriminant A is linear and it is d-regular
(see [8, Examples 3.6 and 3.7]). For p = 2 this maps were studied by S. Lépez de
Medrano in [18].

Let 0 < € < g9 be such that f has linear discriminant and it is d-regular in the ball
B7. Consider the maps ®: B?\ f~}(A.) — 7"\ Aand §: B2\ f~1(A:) — RP\A,
given in (2.2) but restricted to B?\ f~1(A.). Hence Proposition 2.2 generalizes in
a straightforward way for maps with linear discriminant, removing f~(A.) from
the domain of the maps involved instead of only removing V' [8, Proposition 3.8].
Thus, the maps § and ¢ = ®|: 271\ f~1(A.) — $7~1\ 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: (BZ,0) — (R”,0) withn > p > 2 be
a locally surjective analytic map. Let 0 < € < ¢ and suppose the ball B has the
transversality property and f has linear discriminant in BY. If f is d-regular then

the restriction of ® given by
=0 S\ fTH(A) > FTI\ A (5.2)

is a smooth locally trivial fibration.
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The construction of the vector field w of Theorem 3.8 works in any open set
of R™ where f and the spherefication § are submersions (see Remark 3.12), so in
Subsection 3.2 we can replace IB? \V by IB? \ f71(A.). 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: (BZ,0) — (RP,0) with n > p > 2 be a locally surjective

analytic map. Let 0 < ¢ < g9 and suppose the ball B? has the transversality
property, f has linear discriminant and it is d-reqular in BY. Then the fibre bundles:

fr=mofol: BEAFTH S T\ As) = 3P\ A
and
¢: 3TN FTHA) = T\ A
are equivalent, where s : Sf;*l — 8P~ s the radial projection.
Remark 5.10. In Theorem 5.9 we take the linearity radius to be § as in Remark 5.5.

Remark 5.11. In the PhD thesis [25] and in the articles [41,5] the authors study
nice real analytic maps-germs f: (R™,0) — (R?,0) with discriminant of positive
dimension obtaining some results in common with [3]. 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 p-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 wvector 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 ¥ € $27'\ A, 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
e1 which works for every ¥ € $271\ A,
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