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Singular Fibers in Barking Families of
Degenerations of Elliptic Curves

Takayuki OKUDA

Abstract

Takamura [Ta3] established a theory of splitting families of degenerations
of complex curves of genus g > 1. He introduced a powerful method for
constructing a splitting family, called a barking family, in which the resulting
family of complex curves has a singular fiber over the origin (the main
fiber) together with other singular fibers (subordinate fibers). He made a
list of barking families for genera up to 5 and determined the main fibers
appearing in them. This paper determines most of the subordinate fibers
of the barking families in Takamura’s list for the case ¢ = 1. (There remain
four undetermined cases.) Also, we show that some splittings never occur
in a splitting family. | |

1 Introduction

Let m : M — A be a proper surjective holomorphic map from a smooth complex
surface M to an open disk A := {s € C : |s| < ¢} in C with radius § > 0. We
call m : M — A a family of complex curves of genus g > 1 over A if 7w has at
most finitely many singular fibers and the other fibers are smooth complex curves
of genus ¢g. In particular, 7 : M — A is called a degeneration of complex curves
of genus ¢ if the fiber X, := 771(0) over the origin is singular and the other fibers
X, :=71Ys) (s # 0) are all smooth.

In this paper, we consider the following problem: How does a singular fiber
split in a deformation? Let us recall the concept of a splitting family of degener-
ations. Let M be a smooth complex 3-manifold and set AT := {t € C : |t| < ¢},
an open disk with sufficiently small radius € > 0. Consider a proper flat surjective
holomorphic map ¥ : M — Ax AT, Fort € AT, set A; := Ax{t}, M; := U~}(A))
and m; = \If‘Mt : My — A;. Suppose that my : My — Ag coincides with a given
degeneration 7 : M — A. Then we call ¥ : M — A x AT a deformation family
of the degeneration 7 : M — A and each m : M, — A, (t € AT\ {0}) a de-
formation of the degeneration 7 : M — A. In particular, ¥ : M — A x Af is
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called a splitting family if every deformation m; : M; — A; of the degeneration
m: M — A is a family of complex curves with at least two singular fibers. Set
X, = U Y(s,t) (= 7' (s)). Clearly Xy is the original singular fiber X of the
degeneration 7 : M — A. For a fixed t € AT\ {0}, let s1,89,...,5y (N > 2)
be the singular values of m, that is, X, +, X5, ¢, ..., Xy, are the singular fibers
of my : My — A;. (note: The singular values s, So, ..., sy depend on ¢, but the
number of them and the types of the singular fibers do not.) In this case, we say
that the singular fiber X splits into the singular fibers X, 4, Xo, 1, .-, Xoyot-

To classify atomic degenerations — degenerations admitting no splitting family
— Takamura [Ta3] introduced a powerful method for constructing splitting fam-
ilies. Splitting families obtained by this construction are called barking families.
In a barking family, the original singular fiber X, of the degeneration @ : M — A
is deformed to a simpler singular fiber of its deformation 7w, : M; — A; in such
a way that a part of Xy looks “barked” off from X,. See Figure [2] in Section
2l The resulting singular fiber appears over the origin of A; under Takamura’s
construction, so we denote it by Xy;. In such a situation, we Writ

Xo = Xoy,
and call X, the main fiber.

In [Ta3], for genera up to 5, Takamura made a list of barking families which
enabled him to show that a degeneration is absolutely atomic — that is, any
degeneration topologically equivalent to it is atomic — if and only if its singular
fiber is either a Lefschetz fiber or a multiple of a smooth complex curve. For
instance, he listed thirty five barking families for degenerations of complex curves
of genus g = 1, that is, for degenerations of elliptic curves, and determined the
type of the main fiber of each of them as follows, where we use Kodaira’s notatio
for singular fibers (see also the list in Section [I2):

Takamura’s list (1.1)
[I1.1] 112571, [(II1T*.5) 111" 225 g
I1.2] I11-2>2% 7 IIr*.6) I11* 22k o>

2
(I1-.1] I 25 170 [(IIr+.7) 111" 25 1,
[I1*.2] I 225 v [(I17*.8] 111" 225 g
I71*.3] II* 22k IIr*.9] I11* 22y~

2

[(I1*.4] 1T 225 I, [Iv.a) 1v 2
[(I1*.5] IT* 25 3 [Iv.2] 1v 2 g,
[I1*.6] IT* 225 3 [Iv.3] 1v 2,

! In the same situation, Takamura [Ta3] wrote Xo — Xo,. In this paper, we use “—"

only for splittings and distinguish « DK from it
2 See Table[dlin Section 2l



[(I1*.7] IT* 225 I [IV.4] IV 225 g1
[(I1*.8] IT* 225 1717 [(IVv*1] 1v: 22
[(I1*.9] IT* 225 1707 [IVv*2] 1v* 22
[II1.1] 112257, [IVv*3] Iv* 2
[I11.2] 1112257, [(IV*.4] TV 25
[I11.3] III 2257, [Ixa] I 2,
[(II1*.1] II1* 225 v+ [1r.2] I 2251,
[(II1*.2] III* 22577 P | AN
[(I11*.3] 111" 225 13 [1:.2] I: 251,

[(II11*.4] 111" 225 17

In a barking family, there appear not only the main fiber but also other
singular fibers, which are called subordinate fibers. In what follows, when the
original singular fiber X, splits into the main fiber X, and subordinate fibers
KXoty Xogts ooy Xsyt (85 #0), we write

Xo—>Xop + X o+ Xy o+ + Xyt

— we always put the main fiber Xo, on the initial term to distinguish it from the
subordinate fibers. The main fiber of a barking family is explicitly described. On
the other hand, it is not clear what subordinate fibers will appear. The aim of
this paper is to determine the subordinate fibers of Takamura’s barking families
for degenerations of elliptic curves.

Our results are summarized in two theorems. Firstly, the following theorem
determines the subordinate fibers of most of the barking families in the above list
(note: four cases remain undetermined, see Remark [[.T] below):

Main Theorem A (Theorem[0.10). Each barking family in Takamura’s list (I.TI)
except [I11*.8], [IV.3], [IV.4], [I;.2] splits the singular fiber as follows:

[IT.1]) I — I, + I, [I11*.2) [IT* — I} + I,

[I1.2] 1] — I, + I, [II1*.3) IIT* — I} + 1,

[I1*1] IT" — IIT* + 1 [II1*4) [IT" — I, + 1+ 1 + 1,

[I1*.2] IT* — IV* + 11 [I[I1*.5] [IT* — Ig+ L+ 1+ 1

[I1*.3] II* — I+ 1, + [III*.6]) IIT* — I} + 1,

[IT*.4] IT* — Iy (117 11" — I+ L+ I,
+L+L+0L+L+1 (III*.9] II[" — IV*+ 1,

[IT*.5] II" — I} + I, [IVA] IV — I3+ I

[I1*.6] II* — I} + I, [IV.2] IV — L+ 1L + 1)



[(I1*.7) 11" — Is+ L, + I [IV*1) IV — I} + I,

[I1*.8] II* —» IIT* + I, [IV*2] IV — I;+ 1, + I,
[I1*.9] IT* —s IIT* + I, [IV*3] IV — g+ 1, + I
[(II1.1) I —s I, + I, [IV*.4) IV — I} + 1,
[(II11.2) II] — I, + I, I I — L+ 5L+ 1
[I11.3) 111 —s I, + I, 1) IF— I+ 1
[(IIT*.1] 111" — IV* + I, [15.2] I} — Lya+ I + 1.

Remark 1.1. We have not been able to determine the subordinate fibers of the
four exceptional barking families [I11*.8], [IV.3], [IV.4], [I5.2] (see also Remark

[6.0):
[I11*.8] [II" — Is+I11+1, I+ L+ 1, or I+ 1+ 1+ 1)
[IV.3] IV — L+1II,or b+ +1
[IV.4] IV — T+ 1I, I+ 1, o IT+ 1, + I
[(I5.2] If — Is+ 11+ 1y, or Is+ 1, + 1) + .

In contrast, there are splittings that never occur in a splitting family. If in
a splitting family for a degeneration of elliptic curves the singular fiber X, splits
into N singular fibers X7, Xs, ..., Xy, then we have e(Xy) = e(X7)+e(Xa)+-- -+
e(Xy), where e(X;) denotes the topological Euler characteristic of the underlying
reduced curve of X; (Lemma [3.1] (b)). However the converse does not hold. Even
if the singular fibers satisfy this equation, the splitting Xo — X1+ Xo+-- -+ Xy
does not always occur. In fact:

Main Theorem B (Theorem [5.8). None of the following splittings occurs:
1V — Iy + I,
I — I+ 11, L+ 111, I+ 1V,
I+ 15, I3+ 17,
Lo+ I, (u+v = 10),
I — I+ 11, Ig+III, I;+1V,
Ii+ 15, L,+1,(u+v=9),
IV —s Ig+ 11, I+ 111, I,+1V,
L+1I;, IL,+1I,(u+v=28),
IF(n>0) — Ly + 11, Iy + 111, Iyo+1IV,
I,+1,(u+v=n+6 and (n,u,v) # (2,4,4)).
I — I+ 1+ 1.

Organization of this paper

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, we first review Takamura’s theory
of barking families, mainly for degenerations with stellar (star-shaped) singular
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fibers. In fact, most of the degenerations of elliptic curves may be assumed to have
stellar singular fibers.

To determine the subordinate fibers of the barking families in Takamura’s list
(L), we investigate the singular fibers in three steps: (1) In Section [ we first
consider the Euler characteristics of the singular fibers and give a list of the sets of
subordinate fibers that can appear in each of the barking families. (2) In Section
[l we recall the concept of monodromies around singular fibers, and in Section [B]
by comparing the traces of monodromies, we prove Main Theorem [Bl — we give
a list of splittings that never occur. In Section [B, based on the result of Section
[l we determine the subordinate fibers of five of Takamura’s barking families. (3)
Sections [T, 8, [ are devoted to study of the singularities of subordinate fibers. We
investigate the singularities near proportional subbranches in Section [7] and those
near the core in Section [§l In Section [0 we show useful lemmas which give us the
number of the subordinate fibers and that of their singularities. In Section [I0] we
determine the subordinate fibers of the remaining barking families, and complete
the proof of Main Theorem [Al

In Section 11l we give monodromy decompositions corresponding to the split-
tings induced from Takamura’s barking families.

In Section 2], we provide Takamura’s list of barking families for genus 1 with
figures of the singular fibers, which will help the reader comprehend the barking
deformations.
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2 Takamura’s theory

Let us review Takamura’s theory of barking families. For details see [Ta3].

First we recall the concept of linear degenerations. We begin with preparation.
Let 7 : M — A be a degeneration of complex curves of genus g > 1 and express
its singular fiber as X, = >, m;0;, where ©; is an irreducible component of X,
with multiplicity m;. In what follows, we assume that the underlying reduced
curve X :=3".0; of X, has at most simple normal crossings, that is, (i) any
singularity of X% is a node and (ii) any irreducible component ©; is not self-
intersecting (so ©; is smooth).

For an irreducible component ©; of X, we denote by NN; the normal bundle of
©; in M. Let {pgl),pgz), .. .pgh)} be the set of the intersection points on ©; with

other irreducible components of X, and m") (j = 1,2, ..., h) be the multiplicity of



the irreducible component intersecting ©; at pgj ). Then there exists a holomorphic

section o; of the line bundle N?(_mi) on O, such that
div(o) = Ym0,

where div(c;) denotes the divisor defined by o;. Here o; has a zero of order m()
at pgj ). Note that 0; is uniquely determined up to multiplication by a constant.
We call o; the standard section of N?(_mi) on 0.

Take an open covering ©; = |J,, U, such that U, x C is a local trivialization of
the normal bundle N; on ©;. We denote by (z,,(,) coordinates of U, x C. Now

define holomorphic functions 7; , : U, x C — C by

mg

Tia(Zas Ca) 1= Tial(Za) (0",

where 0, , is the local expression of o; on U,. Then the set {ma}a of holomorphic
functions defines a global holomorphic function =; : N; — C.

Definition 2.1. A degeneration 7 : M — A is said to be linear if for any irre-
ducible component ©; of its singular fiber X,

(i) a tubular neighborhood N(©;) of ©; in M is biholomorphic to a tubular neigh-
borhood of a zero-section of the normal bundle /V;, and

(ii) under the identification by the biholomorphic map of (i), the following condi-
tions are satisfied:

e The restriction 7r‘ N(©)) coincides with the holomorphic function m; de-
fined above.

o If ©; intersects ©; at a point p, then there exist local trivializations
Uy x C of N; and Ug x C of N; around p such that neighborhoods of p
in N(©;) and N(©;) are identified by plumbing (zs,Cs) = ({3, 25) and
7 is locally expressed as

mg

7| oy (Far Ca) = 29 7|y, (28, Ga) = 25757
where (z4,C) € Uy x C and (25,(3) € Ug x C.

Remark 2.2. Any degeneration of complex curves (even if the underlying reduced
curve of its singular fiber does not have at most simple normal crossings), after
successive blowing up and down, becomes a degeneration topologically equivalent
to some linear degeneration.

If : M — A is linear, then we may express M locally as a hypersurface in
some space as follows: We first identify M with the graph of 7 in M x A

Graph(m) = {(z,s) € M x A : w(x) — s =0}
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Figure 1: A singular fiber of type II* of a degen-
eration of elliptic curves is stellar. Each
circle denotes a complex projective line,
the number stands for its multiplicity, and
each intersection point is a node.

via the natural projection Graph(m) > (x,s) = z € M. Recall that for any
irreducible component ©; of the singular fiber X, the map = is expressed around
O, as

m(2i, G) = i),

—my)

where o; is the standard section of Ni®( on ©;. Then we obtain the local

expression of M around ©;:
0i(z)¢" —s=0 in N; x A.

Note that these hypersurfaces are glued around the intersection points by plumb-
ings (z;,¢;,s) = (G, zi, s) where (2;,(;,s) € N; X A and (2;,j,s) € Nj x A.

For a linear degeneration w : M — A, its singular fiber X, consists of three
kinds of parts: cores, branches and trunks. An irreducible component ©; of X is
called a core if ©; intersects other irreducible components at at least three points
or the genus of ©; is positive. A branch is a chain ), m;0; of complex projective
lines attached with a core on one hand, while a trunk is a chain ), m;0; of
complex projective lines connecting other irreducible components on both hands.
We say that X is a stellar singular fiber if X consists of one core and branches
emanating from the core. See Figure [II Otherwise X is said to be constellar.
If Xy is normally minimal, that is, (i) any singularity of X is a node and (ii)
any irreducible component that is a (—1)-curve (an exceptional curve of the first
kind) intersects other irreducible component at at least three points, then all the
branches and trunks of X contain no (—1)-curves.

A degeneration whose singular fiber is a (fringed) branch can be constructed
explicitly and associated to a sequence of nonnegative integers (the multiplicity
sequence):

Lemma 2.3. Let mg,my,...,mxs1 (A > 1) be nonnegative mtegemﬁ satisfying the

3 In this paper, by convention, we append my; ;1 = 0 to the sequence mg,my,...,my of
positive integers, so that ry := (mx_1 + mxy1)/mx equals my_1/my. See [Ta3] Section 5.1.
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following conditions:

= DL (G — 1 9 X) s an integer greater than 1.

m;

{m0>m1>~-~>m,\>m,\+120 and

Then there exists a degeneration w: M — A with the singular fiber
X(] = mvo + m1@1 + m2@2 + -+ m)\@)\,

where Ag = C, and ©1,0,,...,0\ are complex projective lines, and each pair of
©; and ©;41 (1 =1,2,...,A=1) and Ay and O intersect transversely at one point.

Proof. We take A copies O, 0, ...,0, of the complex projective line. Let ©,; =
U; UV; be an open covering by two complex lines U;, V; (= C) with coordinates
w; € U; \ {0} and z; € V; \ {0} satisfying z; = 1/w;. Then we obtain a line bundle
N; on ©; of degree —r; from U; x C and V; x C by identifying (z;, (;) € (V;\{0}) xC
with (w;,n;) € (U; \ {0}) x C via

. —_— —_— T
gi 1z = o Gi = w;'n;.
(A

Now consider the hypersurface W; in N; x A defined by

)

Hl: 2" —s=0, in V; x C x A.

7

{HZ- cw, Ty — s =0, inU; x C x A,

Under plumbings (w;y1,Mi+1,8) = (G, 24, 8) of NyxAand Njyy xA (i =1,2,..., A—
1), the hypersurfaces Wy, Ws, ... W, are glued, so that they together define a
smooth complex surface M. Letting 7 : M — A be the natural projection, the
central fiber is

7T_1(O) = mvo + ml@l + m2@2 + -+ m,\@,\,

where Ay := {0} x C C U; x C. Thus the holomorphic map 7 : M — A is the
desired degeneration. O

Remark 2.4. Precisely speaking, the holomorphic function 7 : M — A obtained
in Lemma does not satisfy the condition to be a degeneration. Indeed 7 is
not proper. Note that we consider the restriction of a degeneration to a tubular
neighborhood of a branch.

Next we define a special subdivisor of a stellar singular fiber. Let 7 : M — A
be a linear degeneration of complex curves with the stellar singular fiber X, =
me©gy + Z?:l Br), where ©y is the core and Br"Y) (j = 1,2,...,h) is a branch.
Wr‘ite Br(j) = mgj)‘@gj) + mgj)@gj) + -+ mf\j()j)@f\j()j) and let Em = moA((]j) +
mgj )@? U mf\]()j)(af\]()j) be a fringed branch. Consider a connected subdivisor
Y = n0@0+2?:1 br") of X, where br") := nﬁ”@ﬁ”+n§”@§”+- . —i—nff(g)@ff&) (7=
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1,2,. ..,h). Here Y satisﬁes 0< vl < AW and 0 < n(j) < m ) for each i and
J. Set br’ = noA + nl >@§j> + ngj)@gj) +-+ n%)@((g) For the time being,
we consider Br and li , omitting the superscript (j) to simplify notation. We
call br a subbranch of Br if one of the following conditions is satisfied:

e y=20,1, or

e v>2andniyy=rm; —ni1(1=1,2,...,v—1),

where r; := (m;_1 +m;y1)/m; (see Lemma 2.3). Set n, 1 :=7r,n, —n,_1. fvr =0,
then we set n,,1 = n; := 0. Define the three types of subbranches for a positive
integer [ as follows:

Type A; A subbranch br of Br is of type A; if In; < m; for each i and n,.; < 0.

Type B; A subbranch br of Br is of type B, if in; < m; for each i, n, = 1 and
m, = 1.

Type C; A subbranch br of Br is of type C; if In; < m; for each i, n, = n,,; and
m, —m,1 divides [.

Now we return to a connected subdivisor Y of the stellar singular fiber X,.

Definition 2.5. Let Y = ng©g + Z?Zl br) be a connected subdivisor of X such

that ng < mg and each ﬁ(j) is a subbranch of E(j). Y is called a crust of X, if
there exists a meromorphic section 7 of the line bundle N on O, such that for
some nonnegative divisor D = Zle a;q; on Oy,

div(r Z ny p(J

where Ny denotes the normal bundle of ©¢ in M, { pY )} is the set of the attachment
points on ©y with the branches Br'”). Moreover, for a positive integer [, if each

H(J) is a subbranch of Br”’ of either type A;, type B, or type (), then we call Y
a simple crust of Xo with barking multiplicity [.

We call the meromorphic section 7 a core section. Note that 7‘ is not uniquely
determined by Y. Setting r¢ := Z? 1 m{ /mg and r, == ZJ 1 n% /ng, the follow-
ing holds:

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that ©g is a complex projective line. Then a connected
subdivisor Y is a crust of Xy (equivalently, Y has a core section T) if and only if
ro < 1. Moreover T has no zero, that is, D = 0 exactly when ro = 1{.

Takamura constructed a deformation family of 7= : M — A associated with a
simple crust Y. We call a deformation family obtained by his method a barking
family. In a barking family, the original singular fiber X is deformed to a simpler
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Figure 2: In the barking family [I1*.1], the singular
fiber of type II* is deformed to the main
fiber of type I1I*. It seems that the sim-
ple crust Y is “barked” (peeled) off from
the original singular fiber.

singular fiber in such a way that a part of Xy looks “barked” off from X,. The
resulting singular fiber appears over the origin of A;, so we denote it by X, and
call it the main fiber. See Figure 2

In a barking family, there appear not only the main fiber but also other singular
fibers over some points away from the origin of A;, which are called subordinate
fibers. 1t is easy to see this. Under the deformation, the topological type of the sin-
gular fiber over the origin changes, so the local monodromy around it also changes
(see Section Ml for details). On the other hand, the global monodromies before and
after the deformation — that is, the two monodromies each of which is induced by
a loop in A (resp. A;) parallel to its boundary A (resp. dA;) — coincide. We
then deduce that there appear other singular fibers with nontrivial monodromies.
Thus every barking family turns out to be a splitting family. Therefore:

Theorem 2.7 (Takamura [Ta3]). Let 7 : M — A be a linear degeneration with
the stellar singular fiber Xo. If Xo has a simple crust' Y, then w : M — A admits
a splitting family U : M — A x AT,

Remark 2.8. In this paper, for a degeneration which is not necessarily relatively
minimal, a splitting family of it is defined to satisfy that each deformation has at
least two singular fibers (see Section [I]). Thus singular fibers of a deformation in a
splitting family possibly become smooth fibers after blowing down. Such singular
fibers are said to be fake.

Kodaira’s notation

Before proceeding, we supply Kodaira’s list of singular fibers of (relatively) minimal
degenerations of elliptic curves [Ko]. See Table[ll For a singular fiber X, we denote
by e(X) the topological Euler characteristic of the underlying reduced curve X4
of X. Ax € SL(2,Z) is the standard monodromy matrix of X and its trace is
denoted by Tr(Ax).
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Table 1: Kodaira’s notation.

a singular fiber X e(X) Ax Tr(Ax)
(m > 2) a multiple torus 0 (O 1) 2
a (multiple) projective line 11
mly with one node ! 0 1 2
1 n
ml, n (O 1> 2
a projective line 0 1
1 with one cusp 2 (—1 1 1
two projective lines 0 1
I with second order contact 3 (—1 0 0
three projective lines intersecting -1 1
v . 4 -1
transversally at one point -1 0
Io oao 6 (_01 —0 1> -2
* o ....... o -1 —-n
I o@o eao 6+mn ( 0 —1) -2
1 -1
1r* (4) 10 1
0060600 (o)
* () 0 1
1 00060 o G 9) |
0 -1
v (2) =
' 0000 | G5




Note that minimal singular fibers of type I}, II*, I11* and IV* in this table
are normally minimal and their underlying reduced curves have at most simple
normal crossings. In contrast, minimal singular fibers of type II, III and IV
have a singularity that is not a node. However, after successive blowing up, they
become normally minimal degenerations such that X4 has at most simple normal

crossings. In this paper, such degenerations are also referred to be of type I, I11
and V.

3 Constraints from Euler characteristics

In [Ta3], Takamura listed thirty five barking families for degenerations of complex
curves of genus g = 1, that is, for degenerations of elliptic curves, and determined
the type of the main fiber of each of them as follows (see also the list in Section

12):

bark

[I1.1] II 2257, [II1*.5) 111" 225 g
[11.2] 11251, [II11*.6] 111" 2% 3
[I1*.1] I 25 110 [II1r+7) 111 251,
[I1*.2] I1* 2% v [II11*.8] 111* 225 [
[I1*.3] I 25 13 [I11*.9] 111" 2%, v+
[(I1*.4] IT* 225 I, [Iv.a] 1v 2,
[I1*.5] 11" 225 s [Iv.2] 1V 225,
[I1*.6] II* 225 3 [IV.3] IV 225,
[(I1*.7] IT* 225 I [IV.4] IV 225 g1
[(I1*.8] IT* 225 1717 [(Iv*1] 1v: 22
[(I1*.9] I 225 1707 [Iv*2] 1v* 22
[(II1.1] 112257, [Iv*3] 1v: 2 g
[I11.2] 1112257, [(IV*.4] v 25
[I11.3] III 2257, 1] 12,
[(II1*.1] 111" 225 v [1r.2] I 2250,
[(I11*.2) 111" 225 7 1) 12
[(I11*.3] 111" 225 13 [1:2] I: 251,

[(II11*.4] 111" 225 7

The aim of this paper is to determine the subordinate fibers of the above barking
families. In this section, we give a list of the sets of subordinate fibers that can
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appear in each of the barking families, using results on Euler characteristics of
singular fibers of degenerations.

For a singular fiber X, we denote by e(X) the topological Euler characteristic
of the underlying reduced curve of X.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 : M — A be a degeneration of complex curves of genus
g > 1 with the singular fiber Xy and let ¥ : M — A x AT be a splitting family
of m: M — A, say, Xo splits into singular fibers X1, Xo,..., Xy (N > 2) of a
deformation my : My — /.

(a) Then the following formula holds:
e(Xo) —2(1—-g) = Z {e(Xi) —2(1-9)}.

(b) In particular, if g = 1, then the following holds:

e(Xo) = e(Xy) +e(Xa) + -+ + e(Xn). (3.1)

Proof. (a) The left hand side equals the Euler characteristic e(M) of M, while the
right hand side equals e(M;) (see [BPV] p. 97]). Since M, is diffeomorphic to M,
we have e(M) = e(M;), which confirms the assertion.

(b) clearly follows from (a). O

Consider a barking family ¥ : M — A x AT of the degeneration 7 : M — A
of elliptic curves. Recall that for a singular fiber X, := U™(s,¢) (t # 0), we
call X, the main fiber if s = 0, and a subordinate fiber if s # 0. Suppose that
U M — A x AT splits the original singular fiber Xy into the main fiber X, and
subordinate fibers X, , Xs,¢,..., X5yt (N > 1). In these notations, we restate
(BJ) in Lemma BT as

e(Xo) = e(Xoa) + > e(Xy0). (3.2)

i=1
This confirms (a) of the following:

Lemma 3.2. Let 7 : M — A be a degeneration of elliptic curves with the singular
fiber Xo. Suppose that a barking family ¥ : M — Ax AT splits the original singular
fiber Xy into the main fiber Xo, and subordinate fibers X, 1, Xsyty -y Xyt (N >
1). Then:

(a) The sum of the Euler characteristics of the subordinate fibers is e(Xo) —e(Xo):

N

D e(Xo,0) = e(Xo) — e(Xoy)-

i=1
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(b) Ife(Xo) —e(Xoy) =1 holds, then U splits Xy into the main fiber X and one
subordinate fiber I :
Xo — Xox+ 1.

Proof. 1t remains to show the second statement (b). From the assumption e(Xg) —
e(Xo+) = 1 together with (a), we have

e(Xsl,t> + e(XSQﬂf) T+t e(XSNﬂf) =1L

Note that every subordinate fiber of any barking family is a reduced curve only
with A-singularities (Lemma [T.I]). In particular, each subordinate fiber Xj, ; is
not a multiple torus (whose Euler characteristic is 0), thus e(Xj, ) > 1. Hence we
have N =1 (that is, X, ; is the unique subordinate fiber) and e(Xy, ;) = 1. This
equality holds exactly when X, ; is mI; (m > 1). By Lemma [Tl again, X, ; is a
reduced curve, so m = 1. Accordingly X, ¢ is ;. O

Lemma [3.2] (b) immediately yields the following:

Proposition 3.3 (Case: e(Xy) — e(Xo:) = 1). In each of the following barking
families, the subordinate fiber is I.

[I1.1] 112571, [(II11*.1] 111" 2% jv>
[11.2] 11251, [I11*.3] IIT* 25 13
[I1+.1] I 2% 17 [II1I*.6] IIT* 25 13
[I1*.5] I1* 25 3 [I11*.9] II1* 2%, v+
[I1*.6] I 25 13 [Iv.a] 1v 2
[(I1*.8] IT* 2% 771+ [Iv*a1) v 2
[(I1*.9] IT* 2% 171+ [(IV*.4] v 2K
[I11.1] 1112257, =1 2

bark

[I11.3] 1112251,

If e(Xo) — e(Xo,) > 2, then we need another criterion to determine the subor-
dinate fibers. However by Lemma [3.2] (a) we can narrow down candidates.

Lemma 3.4 (Case: e(Xo)—e(Xo:) = 2). In each of the following barking families,

14



the set of subordinate fibers is one of {11}, {I2}, and {I,,I,}.

[I1*.2] II* 2% pv+ [IV.3] IV 225,
[I1*.3] II* 2% 13 [(IV.4] 1V 225 g7
[I1+.7) 11 25 g [Iv*.2] Iv: 2K e
[(I11.2] 1112251, [Iv*.3] Iv: 25
[(I11*.2] 111" 25 (1] I 25,
[(II11*7) 111" 251, [1*.2] I& 2% I,

[IV.2] IV 25,

Lemma 3.5 (Case: e(Xy)—e(Xo:) = 3). In each of the following barking families,
the set of subordinate fibers is one of {11}, {13}, {11, 11}, {I>, I}, and {11, I, I }.

[II1I*.4] IIT* 2% 7 [1:.2] I 25 I,
[II1I*.5] IIT* 2% g
[I11*.8] IIT* 2% g

Lemma 3.6 (Case: e(Xy) —e(Xot) =5). The sum of the Euler characteristics of
the subordinate fibers of the following barking famaily is 5:

[(I1*.4] IT* 225 1,

4 Monodromies around singular fibers

Next we consider the monodromies around singular fibers of splitting families (not
necessarily barking families).

Let m: M — A be a (relatively) minimal degeneration of elliptic curves with
the singular fiber X,. We take a base point so in A\ {0} and a loop (simple closed
curve) lp in A\ {0} passing through the base point sy and circuiting around the
origin with the counterclockwise orientation. Then 7~!(ly) is a real 3-manifold and
the restriction 7 : 771(ly) — Iy is a 3-bundle over S!, where ¥ is an elliptic curve.
Here 771(lp) is obtained from ¥ x [0,1] by the identification of the boundaries
¥ x {0} and ¥ x {1} via an orientation-preserving homeomorphism f of 3. The
isotopy class [f] of f is called the topological monodromy around X,. Then f
induces an automorphism p := f, on H{(X,Z), which is called the (homological)
monodromy around Xy. Under an identification of ¥ and R?/Z?, fixing a basis of
H,(X,7Z), we obtain an isomorphism

Awt(H,(,Z)) — SL(2,Z).

In the subsequent discussion, we consider p as an element of SL(2,7Z).

15



Next suppose that ¥ : M — A x Al is a splitting family of the degeneration
™ : M — A, that is, the deformation 7wy : M; — A; of # : M — A for a
fixed t # 0 has singular fibers X, X5, ..., Xy (N > 2). Then we say that X
splits into Xy, Xo,..., Xy and express Xg — X7 + Xo + .-+ Xy. Now we
define the local monodromies around the singular fibers X, (k = 1,2,...,N) as
follows: Set si := m(X). We take a base point s, in A; \ {s1, S2,...,sn} (so the
fiber X = 7, '(sh) is smooth). For each k = 1,2,..., N, we take a loop [} in
Ay \ {s1, 52, ...,sn} passing through the base point s, and circuiting around s
with the counterclockwise orientation. Then the loop [ induces an orientation-
preserving homeomorphism fj of 3, which defines the local topological monodromy
[fx] and the local (homological) monodromy p, € SL(2,Z) around Xj.

The following is known (see [U]):

Lemma 4.1. The monodromy p around Xy (resp. the local monodromy py around
Xy for each k = 1,2,...,N) is conjugate to the standard monodromy matri
corresponding to the singular fiber Xq (resp. Xi).

Possibly after renumbering, we may assume that [; oly o --- o ly is homotopic
to a loop rounding all the singular values s1, so, ..., sy with the counterclockwise
orientation. Let D C A x AT be the set of singular values of ¥. We now take a
path [ in (A x AT) \ D connecting sy € Ag and sj € A;. Note that for any point
(s,t) €, the fiber Xy, = U™1(s,t) is smooth. Since the loop ["'oljolyo---0lyol
is homotopic to the loop [y, the topological monodromy [f] is conjugate to the
composition of the local topological monodromies [fi] o [fz] o - - o [fn]. Similarly:

Lemma 4.2. The monodromy p is conjugate to the composition of the local mon-
odromies p1, P2, ..., PN-

We prepare notation. SL(2,Z) = <a, b } ad =0 = —E> is generated by

0 1 0 1
a.—(_l 1) and b.—(_l 0).
R A 11 L -1 __ 1 0
So = a b—(o 1) and s9:=ba —<_1 1),

then so and sy are also generators of SL(2,Z): indeed we have a = sps2 and
b = 508950 = 528052. Since sy = (8982)50(s082) 7L, 8o is conjugate to sg.

Setting]

4 See Table [ in Section 21
5 The notations so and ss are used in [EM] Section 2.4, where ‘s;’ is defined as s; := aba.
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Next we express the standard monodromy matrices of singular fibers as a prod-
uct of sy and sy as follows (see [U]):

A, = (s0)" (n>1)
Arr = 5082
Arrr = 805250 = 525052
Ay = 50525052
Aipe = (8052)5
A = (8052)4 S0
A = (8052)4
A];; = (8082)3 (So)n (n Z 0)

The number of sg, so contained in each product coincides with the Euler character-
istic of the corresponding singular fiber. Note that sq is the standard monodromy
matrix Ay, of the singular fiber I;. It is known that for any degeneration of elliptic
curves except with mly (m > 2), the singular fiber splits into singular fibers of type
I, (whose Euler characteristic e(l;) is equal to 1) after successive deformations.
See [Kal, [M].

Example 4.3. The barking family [I11.1] splits the singular fiber 111 into the
main fiber I, and a subordinate fiber I;:

I — Iy + 1.

Lemmald.2] states that, if X splits into X7, X, ..., Xy, then a monodromy matrix
of Xy is conjugate to the composition of monodromy matrices of X;, Xs,..., Xy

(that is, conjugacies of the standard monodromy matrices corresponding to X7, X, . ..

respectively). In this case, the standard monodromy matrix A;;; of 111 is decom-
posed into conjugacies of the standard monodromy matrices corresponding to I,
and [;:

Arrr = 505250
= 3(2)(50_15250)
= s5(s25083 ") (505250 = $25052)

= AI2 ’ (82A1182_1)'

In Section [[], we will give decompositions of the standard monodromy matrix
corresponding to the splittings induced from Takamura’s barking families.

5 Constraints from monodromies
From Lemmas [4.1] and 2] it is a necessary condition for a singular fiber X, to

split into singular fibers X, Xo,..., Xy (N > 2) that some monodromy matrix
of Xy is conjugate to the composition of monodromy matrices of Xq, Xo,..., Xy,
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which means that monodromies give some constraints to splittings. In this section,
we prove that none of the following splittings occurs (Theorem [5.8):

IV — Iy + I,

I — I+ 11, I;+1II, Ig+1V,
L+1I, Iz+13,
I, + 1, (u+v = 10),

[II* — L+ I, Ig+III, I;+1V, Ij+1I,
L+ 1,(u+v=09),

IV — Ig+ 11, I;+11I, I,+1V, IL,+1I],
I,+ I, (u+v=238),

I'n>0) — Lya+II, Ls+I11I, IL,o+1V,
I+ I, (u+v=n+6and (n,u,v) # (2,4,4)).

I — I+ I+ 1.

We begin with preparation.

Lemma 5.1. If matrices Ay, Ay € SL(2,7) are conjugate, then Tr(A;) = Tr(As),
where Tr(A;) denotes the trace of A;.

Proof. By assumption, we may write A; = PA,P~! for some P € SL(2,Z). Hence

Ti(A,) = Te((PAy)P~Y) = Te(PY(PA,)) = Tr(As).

The following is useful:

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that a singular fiber X splits into two singular fibers I, (n >
1) and Y:
X —1,+Y.

Then
Tr(Ax) = Tr(Ay) mod n,

where Ax and Ay are the standard monodromy matrices of X and Y .

Proof. If X splits into I,, and Y, then for some monodromy matrix C' = < CCL b )

d
of Y,
o (1 n a b\ (a+nc b+nd
peae=(o 5 )(Ca)= (")

is a monodromy matrix of X. Then we have

Tr(B) =a+nc+d=Tr(C) + nc.

18



Thus
Tr(B) = Tr(C) mod n.

Where Ax and Ay denote the standard monodromy matrices corresponding to X

and Y respectively, B is conjugate to Ay, while C'is conjugate to Ay. By Lemma
b1 we have Tr(B) = Tr(Ax) and Tr(C) = Tr(Ay). Accordingly

Tr(Ayx) = Tr(Ay) mod n.
U

We now consider the singular fiber I'V. Since the Euler characteristic of IV is
4 and that of I is 2,
e(1V) =e(ly) + e(1y)

holds. Note that, if a singular fiber X, splits into two singular fibers X; and
Xo, then e(Xy) = e(X1) + e(X3) (Lemma B1] (b)). So it is plausible that some
deformation family splits the singular fiber I'V into two I,. However this is not
the case. If IV splits into two I, by Lemma [5.2 we have

Tr(A;y) = Tr(Ag) mod 2,
which contradicts that Tr(A;y) = —1 and Tr(A;,) = 2. Thus the splitting
IV — b+ I

does not occur. We have shown the first statement of the following lemma, and
we can show the others by the same argument:

Lemma 5.3. (a) The singular fiber IV never splits as follows:

IV — Iy + I.

(b) The singular fiber 11* never splits as follows:

I — Ig+ 11, I+ 111, Ig+1V,
L+1Iy, L+17,
I, + I, (u+v =10).
(¢) The singular fiber 111* never splits as follows:
I — I;+ 11, Ig+ 111, I5+1V,
Li+1;, I+ (u+v=09).
(d) The singular fiber IV* never splits as follows:

VS~ Ig+ 11, I+ III, L +1V,
L+15, I,+1,(u+v=2_).
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(e) The singular fiber I} (n > 1) never splits as follows:

[:L—)In+4+lla In+3+I[Ia In+2+1‘/a
I.+1, (u+v=n+6, (n,u,v)#(2,4,4)).

Next we consider splittings of Ij. The standard monodromy matrix of [ is
Ap; = —E, where F is the identity matrix.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that the singular fiber I splits into two singular fibers X
and Y :
Iy — X +Y.

Then
Tl"(Ax) + Tl"(Ay) =0.

Proof. 1f I splits into X and Y, then for monodromy matrices B and C' of X and
Y, we have Az, = BC, where Aj; is the standard monodromy matrix of Ij. Since
Aj; = —E, we have —F = BC, that is, B = —C~'. In particular,

Tr(B) = —Tr(C).

Since B (resp. () is conjugate to Ax (resp. Ay), by Lemma [5.1] we have Tr(B) =
Tr(Ax) and Tr(C) = Tr(Ay). Thus

Tl"(Ax) + Tl"(Ay) =0.
U

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that the singular fiber I splits into three singular fibers
I,(n>1), X and Y:

Then
Tr(Ax) + Tr(Ay) = 0 mod n.

Proof. 1f 1§ splits into I3, X; and Xy, then for monodromy matrices B and C' of
X and Y, we have Ajs = A, BC. Since Az = —F and A, = < 1 Tf ), writing

0
a b
s=(0)
1 (1 n a b\ (a+nc b+nd
e (37) (1) ()

Then we have
—Tr(C) =a+nc+d = Tr(B) + nc.

Thus
Tr(B) + Tr(C) = 0 mod n.
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Since B (resp. C) is conjugate to Ax (resp. Ay ), by Lemma 5.1l we have Tr(B) =
Tr(Ax) and Tr(C) = Tr(Ay). Accordingly

Tr(Ax) + Tr(Ay) = 0 mod n.

Lemma 5.6. (a) The singular fiber I never splits as follows:

I — L+ 11, L+I1I1I, L+1V,
Is+ 1, I,+1, I3+ 1s.

(b) The singular fiber I never splits as follows:
]g —)]3—|—]2+[1.

Proof. (a) we only show that the splitting I§ — I, + I1 does not occur, because
we can give the proof for the other splittings by the same argument. If I splits
into I, and I1, by Lemma [5.4], we have

TI'(A[4) + TI'(A]]) = O,
which contradicts that Tr(Az,) = 2 and Tr(A;;) = 1. Thus the splitting
I — L+ 11

does not occur.
(b) If I} splits into I3, Iy and I;, by Lemma [5.5 we have

Tr(Ap) + Tr(Ap) = 0 mod 3.
which contradicts that Tr(Ay,) = Tr(A;,) = 2. Thus the splitting
Iy — Iy + Iy + 1.
does not occur. O

Remark 5.7. We can give an alternative proof of Lemma [B5.6] (a) except for the
splitting I; — 14+ I, as follows; For instance, suppose that I splits into I, and
I1. By Lemma[5.2] we then have

Tr(Az;) = Tr(Az7) mod 4,
which contradicts that Tr(Az:) = —2 and Tr(A;;) = 1. Thus the splitting
IS — I4 + I

does not occur.
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We summarize Lemmas [5.3] and as follows:
Theorem 5.8. None of the following splittings occurs:

IV — I + I,

I — Ig+ 11, I;+11I, Is+1V,
L+1Iy, L+1I,
I+ I, (u+v = 10),

I — I+ 11, Ig+ 111, I;+1V, I3+1],
L+ 1, (u+v=09),

IV~ I+ 11, Is+ 111, L +1V, I+,
I+ I, (u+v=238),

(> 0) — Lnpat 11, Inys+III, Io+1V,
I,+1,(u+v=n+6 and (n,u,v) # (2,4,4)).

Iy — Is+ I, + I4.

6 Determination of subordinate fibers, 1

In this section, based on the result of the previous section, we determine the sub-
ordinate fibers of Takamura’s barking families [I1*.7], [I1T*.7], [IV*.3], [I5.1],
[I*.2].

Proposition 6.1. The barking family [I11*.7] splits the singular fiber 11* as fol-
lows:
1 — Ig + Il +Il,

where Ig is the main fiber and the two I; are subordinate fibers.
Proof. In the barking family [IT1*.7], I1* is deformed to Ig:

jgAling

By Lemma [B.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/1}, (ii) {/2}, and (iii)
{I1, I, }. Now Lemmal5.3](b) eliminates the cases (i) and (ii). Thus the subordinate
fibers are two 1. O

Proposition 6.2. The barking family [ITI*.7] splits the singular fiber I1T* as
follows:
Inrr—»1I + L+ 1,

where I7 is the main fiber and the two I; are subordinate fibers.
Proof. In the barking family [ITI*.7], I11* is deformed to I7:

I 2 1

By Lemma [B.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {I1}, (ii) {I>}, and (iii)
{I1, I }. Now Lemmal[5.3(c) eliminates the cases (i) and (ii). Thus the subordinate
fibers are two 1. O
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Proposition 6.3. The barking family [IV*.3] splits the singular fiber IV* as
follows:
A% —)]6 + ]1+[1,

where Ig is the main fiber and the two I; are subordinate fibers.

Proof. In the barking family [IV*.3], IV* is deformed to Ig:
v 225 g

By Lemma [3.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/1}, (i) {2}, and (iii)
{I1, I }. Now Lemmal5.3](d) eliminates the cases (i) and (ii). Thus the subordinate
fibers are two I;. O

Proposition 6.4. The barking family [Ia‘.l] splits the singular fiber I as follows:
I — I, + I + 14,
where 1 is the main fiber and the two I, are subordinate fibers.
Proof. In the barking family [I;.1], I is deformed to Iy:
Iy — 1.

By Lemma [3.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/1}, (ii) {2}, and (iii)
{I1, I }. Now Lemmal5.6] (a) eliminates the cases (i) and (ii). Thus the subordinate
fibers are two I;. O

Proposition 6.5. The barking family [I%.2] splits the singular fiber 1), as follows:
I, — Inwa + L + I,
where 1,4 is the main fiber and the two I are subordinate fibers.

Proof. In the barking family [I*.2], I’ is deformed to I, 14

« bark
I Lis.

By Lemma [B.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/1}, (ii) {/2}, and (iii)
{I,I,}. Now Lemmal5.3](e) eliminates the cases (i) and (ii). Thus the subordinate
fibers are two 1. O

Remark 6.6. For the barking families [IV.3], [I11*.8], [I;.2], we cannot deter-
mine the subordinate fibers but we can narrow down candidates:

e The splitting of IV induced from the barking family [IV.3] is one of the
following:

IV — I, + II,
IV — I, + I, + 1.

In fact, by Lemma B.4] the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {I}, (ii)
{I,}, and (iil) {I1, 1}, and Lemma 53] (a) eliminates the case (ii).
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e The splitting of 7/7* induced from the barking family [I1I*.8] is one of the
following:

I — I + IT+ 14,
117" — 16 + [2+Il,
11rr —)[6 + ]1+[1—|—]1.

In fact, by Lemma BH the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {II/},
(11) {Ig}, (111) {II, [1}, (IV) {[2,]1}, and (V) {[1,]1,]1}, and Lemma [5.3] (C)
eliminates the cases (i) and (ii).

e The splitting of Ij induced from the barking family [I.2] is one of the
following:

Ig—>[3 + [I—I—Il,
]§—>]3 + ]1+]1+[1.

In fact, by Lemma BH the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {I1/},
(11) {[3}, (111) {II, [1}, (IV) {12,11}, and (V) {11,11,[1}, and Lemma
eliminates the cases (i), (ii) and (iv).

7 Singularities near proportional subbranches

Let m : M — A be a linear degeneration of complex curves with a stellar singular
fiber Xg = mo©q + Z?Zl Br'). If there exists a simple crust Y of X, then we
can construct a splitting family of 7 : M — A, which is called a barking family
associated with Y (Theorem 7). Suppose that Y = n¢©o+ 22:1 br is a simple
crust of Xy with barking multiplicity I.

Recall that each subbranch of Y is of type A;, B; or C;. A subbranch br” is
said to be proportional if mongj) = nomgj) (equivalently ng/mgy = ngj)/mgj) ==
ny) / mY )). Note that every proportional subbranch of simple crusts is of type A;.
Indeed, any proportional subbranch of type B is of type A;, and no proportional
subbranch is of type C;. Moreover every proportional subbranch H(J) has the

same length as that of Br” (that is, 1) = A\W) and satisfies 1,4, = 0.
The following lemma is important ([Ta3] Proposition 16.2.6):

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that U : M — Ax Al is a barking family of the degeneration
m: M — A associated with a simple crust Y. Then any subordinate fiber of ¥ is a
reduced curve only with A—smgulam’tieéﬁ. Moreover these singularities lie (i) near
the core or (ii) near the edg(ﬁ of each proportional subbranch if it exists.

6 An A-singularity is a singularity analytically equivalent to y?> = z#*' for some positive
integer .

7 To be precise, near the ‘terminal’ irreducible component 0, of the branch Br) corre-
sponding to each proportional subbranch br),
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Remark 7.2. By Lemma [[.I] every subordinate fiber in barking families is a
reduced curve only with isolated singularities. In particular, for degenerations of
elliptic curves, none of mlI, (m > 2), IV*, III*, II*, mI*(m > 2) appears as a
subordinate fiber.

The rest of this section investigates the singularities of subordinate fibers near
a proportional subbranch. Let m : M — A be a linear degeneration of complex
curves with a stellar singular fiber X, and ¥ : M — A x AT be a barking family
associated with a simple crust Y with barking multiplicity [. Suppose that Y has a
proportional subbranch br of a branch Br of X. First recall that near the branch
Br, M is given by the following data (see [Ta3] Chapter 7): for i = 1,2,...

%i . w;nifl—lnifln;’ni—lni (,wnz 1 nl tdfz) — g = 0’
in U; x C x A x Af,
N
Hy ot (el f) — s =0,
inV; x Cx A x AT,

Note that, substituting ¢ = 0 into these equations, we obtain

”H} w; M — s =0,
mz+1g S—O

\to

which are the local expressions of M near Br. See the proof of Lemma For a
fixed (s,t) € A x AT, we consider the fiber X, = U~!(s,t) of ¥. The following is
required ([Ta3|] Section 7.2):

Lemma 7.3. Let m,n,l be positive integers satisfying m — In > 0 and m/,n’
be nonnegative integers satisfying m' — In’ > 0. Set h(z,¢) = f(P'¢P) for a
non-vanishing holomorphic function f and positive integers p,p' (p < p'). Then a
complex curve Cy; in C* defined by

! ! ! l
Cs,t .M —Iln Cm—ln (Zn Cn + th) —s=0
is singular if and only if

(i) s=0 or

n m
(i) m'=n' =0 and <ln—m> st = (ln_mtc> ,
In m

where ¢ := h(0,0) and m and i are the relatively prime integers satisfying n/m =
n/m. In the case (ii), (z,() € Cs, is a singularity exactly when

In—m

z2=0 and ("= te.

m
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Since br is proportional, we have my.; = ny.1 = 0, so
/ my—In n dp !
. AT A J—
Hyl,, G (G eth) —s =0

Lemmal[73 ensures that for some (s,t) (s,t # 0), the curve 7—[&}8 , has singularities.
In what follows, we write m := m, and n := n,, and denote by m and n the
relatively prime integers satisfying n/m = n/m.

For a fixed t # 0, the equation

(ln—m)l" - (ln—md)m
§" = t"c
n m

for s has n solutions, say, sy, Sg, ..., ss. Since (0, () satisfying (" = cis a
singularity of Hl)\‘sk , for some sy, each H;\‘sk , has n/n (= ged(m,n)) singularities.
The above result is summarized as follows:

In—m 4d
E— t

Proposition 7.4. Let m : M — A be a linear degeneration of complex curves
with a stellar singular fiber Xo and let W : M — A x AT be a barking family
associated with a simple crust Y with barking multiplicity . Suppose that Y has
a proportional subbranch br?) of a branch Br of Xo. Write EU) = mpl\g +
MO +myOs+ - +myOx and bro’ = ngAg+ 1101 +nyOs+ - -+ 13Oy and let
m and 1 be the relatively prime positive integers satisfying n/m = ny/my. Then
in the deformation m, : My — A, for a fixred t # 0, there exist n subordinate fibers
that have singularities near the edge of BrY) . Moreover, each of these subordinate
fibers has n/7 (= ged(m, n)) singularities near the edge of Br\).

8 Singularities near the core

We next investigate the singularities of subordinate fibers near the core.

Let 7 : M — A be a linear degeneration of complex curves with a stellar
singular fiber Xy = my©qy + Z?Zl BrY) and let U : M — A x Al be a barking
family of the degeneration 7 : M — A associated with a simple crust Y = ny©q +

2;?:1 brt). Write Br) = moAgj) + mﬁ”@ﬁ” + 4 mgj()j)@f\j&), H(j) = noAgj) +
n@@ﬁ” +-+ ”,(,j&)@,(,](g) and let p¥) be the attachment point on 6y with Brl.

For brevity, we assume that the subbranches E(l),g(z), e ,H(U)

and E(UH),E(UH), e ,E(h) are not.
Let Ny be the normal bundle of Oy in M. Recall that the local expression of

M near the core Qg is given by

are proportional

l
o(2)¢™ — s+ ZzthkdU(z)T(z)kng_k"O =0 in Ny x A x AT,
k=1

equivalently

O'(Z)Cmo_lno (Cno 4 th(z>)l —s=0,
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where ¢ is the standard section of N’ (=mo) and 7 is a core section of NE™ for Y
(see [Ta3] Chapter 16). Substituting ¢ = 0 into this equation, we obtain

o(2)("™ —s=0 1in Ny x A x {0},

which is the local expression of M around ©y. See the paragraph subsequent to
Remark 2.2 Note that o has a zero of order m; 0) at p), while 7 has a pole of

order ny G)

Op.
Fixing s,t # 0, consider a fiber X,; := U7!(s,t) of ¥ : M — A x A, Set
F =g (z)¢moimo (¢ + th(z))l. Then (z,() € X, is a singularity if and only if

at pU). Suppose that 7 has a zero of order a; at ¢; (i = 1,2,...,k) on

equivalently

¢mo=tno (¢mo 4 147(2)) T o (2)¢m + 14 (0.(2)7(2) + lo(2)72(2)) }

Cm()—ln()—l (Cno + th(Z))l—l O'(Z) (mogno + (mo — lno) th(z)) =

where 0, := Lo and 7. = L7. Set K(2) := ngo.(2)7(2) + moo(2)7.(z), which is
called the plot functio Then the above equations hold precisely when

K(:)=0, o(z) #0, () £0,
(o = acmr(z)

In particular, whether (z,() € X, is a singularity does not depend on s. Noting
that every point (z,() in X, satisfies

o(z)¢moTino (¢"+ th(z))l —s=0,

s is given by

s = o(z)moino (C”O + th(z))l

l
_ mo—Ino ) ~no Mo no
= ot o (e ) )
I 1
- (lno iomo) 7(2)¢".

Hence:

& Note that K (z) is not a function on ©, but a meromorphic section of a line bundle N&" ™™ @

Q%_)O on O, where Qéo is the cotangent bundle of ©.
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Lemma 8.1. Fizt # 0. A point (z,() € Ny is a singularity of some subordinate
fiber X, of the deformation m, : My — A, if and only if the following condition is
satisfied:

{K(z) =0, 0(2) £0, 7() A0,

__ Ino— d
(o = ool (z).

In this case, the following holds:

lno ! mo
S = (m) O'(Z)C .

We call a zero a of the plot function K(z) an essential zero if o(a) # 0 and
T(a) # 0. For an essential zero o of K(z), Lemma [R1] implies that («, 5) € Ny is
a singularity of a subordinate fiber X, if and only if

__ Ilng— d
gro = tmozmaydr (),

l
s = <lnéi0mg> a(a)ﬁmo'
Eliminating £, we have
7 lno o l’n,(] — My mo A _ _
o _ oo T dmo 7o mo
s (lno — mo) my o(a)™ (@)™,

where mg and 71 are the relatively prime integers satisfying ng/mg = ng/mo. This
equation for s has 7 solutions, say, si,S2, ..., ss,. Observe that the equation

lno — My
= — 7

gre (@)

mo

for § has ng solutions, say [i,f2,...,0n,- Then ng/ng (= ged(mg,ng)) points

among (o, £1), (a, fBa), . . ., (@, Bn,) lie on one of the subordinate fibers X, ¢, Xs, 4, - - -

Lemma 8.2. Let o be an essential zero of K(z). Then:

(a) There exist ng subordinate fibers X, 1, Xsyts-- -, Xyt that have singularities
with z-coordinate . (In fact, s1,Sa, ..., Sn, are given as the solutions of the
Jollowing equation for s:

_ lno mo B _ B
e e

(b) Moreover the number of such singularities on each of these subordinate fibers
is ng /M.

d log(a™07™0)

dz
morphic section of the cotangent bundle ng on Oq. Recall the assumption that

Next we write K(2) = 07w, where w(z) : . Here w is a mero-

the subbranches br”’ (7 =1,2,...,v) are proportional (so mongj) — mgj)no = 0)
and the others are not. Then w(z) is holomorphic at p), p@ ... p®) whereas
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w(2) has a pole of order 1 at p®*1) p+2)  p(" On the other hand, w(z) has a
pole of order 1 at ¢1,qo, - .., g (Which are zeros of the core section 7). Moreover

K(z) =0, o,
o(z) #0, <= { w(2) ®, )
(2) 0 z¢ {pW,p@, ... p}.

Lemma 8.3 ([Ta3] Lemma 21.3.5). Let gy denote the genus of the core ©q. Then

> ordo (K (2)) = (h—v) + k + (290 — 2) Z ord, ;) (w
K(0)=0,0(ct)#£0,7(c) £0

We set x == (h —v) +k + (290 — 2) — >_;_, ord,; (w), which is called the core
wnvariant.

Corollary 8.4. Let k denote the number of essential zeros of K(z). Then we have
k<X

where the equality holds precisely when the order of any essential zero of K(z)
equals 1.

Proof. For any essential zero « of the plot function K (z) we have
ord,(K(2)) > 1,

thus

> ordo (K (2)) > k.
K ()=0,0(0)7#0,7(c)£0
From Lemma R3] the left hand side of this inequality is equal to the core invariant
X, which confirms the assertion.
O

Let ay,an,...,a, be the essential zeros of K(z), where k is the number of
essential zeros of K (z). By Lemma [8.2 (a), for each «;, there exist iy subordinate
fibers that have singularities with z-coordinate «;, and their singular values are

given by
7 lno fno l’n,(] — My mo dim _ _
s = — - 140 & 1e% 1o - le% mo
(o) (M (007 (@)

Thus, if o; and «; satisfy
o(ai)"7(a;)™ = o)™ (a;)™,

then the the singularities with z-coordinate o; and «; lie on the same subordinate

fiber. We denote by & the number of the distinct values of the set {o ()™ 7 ()™ : i =

Then for a fixed t # 0, the deformation 7, : M; — A, has exactly ngk subordinate
fibers that have singularities near the core. This result together with Lemma
and Corollary [R.4] confirms the following:
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Proposition 8.5. Let us consider the deformation my : My — Ay of 1+ M — A
for a fired t # 0. Then we have the following.

(a) The number of subordinate fibers in M, <q
that have singularities near ©g = Tox-

Here the equality holds precisely when the order of any essential zero equals
1 and k = k.

(b) ( The number of singularities near Gq ) < @X-

on each subordinate fiber in M, o
Here the equality holds precisely when the order of any essential zero equals
land k=1.

9 Constraints from the numbers of singularities

In this section, we show two useful lemmas which give us the number of the
subordinate fibers and that of their singularities. See Lemmas and

Let 7 : M — A be a linear degeneration of complex curves with a stellar
singular fiber Xy = my©y + 2?21 Br'). Suppose that X, has a simple crust

Y =ngOg+ Z?:l br") of with barking multiplicity [. For brevity, we assume that

the subbranches E(l),ﬁ(z), e ,ﬁ(v) are proportional and the others are not (so
v is the number of the proportional subbranches). Let ¥ : M — A x Af be a
barking family of 7 : M — A associated with Y. We define the core invariant of
Y as

X:=(h—v)+k+ (290 —2) — Zordp(j)(w),
j=1
where go is the genus of the core ©y and w := <L log(c™07™).
First we assume that Y has no proportional subbranches. Since v = 0, we have

X =h+k+ (290 — 2). Then Lemma [[.T] ensures that the subordinate fibers have
singularities only near the core.

Lemma 9.1. Suppose that'Y has no proportional subbranch. Set ¢ := ged(mg, ng)
and ng :=ng/c. If x = 1, then for a fized t # 0, we have the following.

(a) m @ My — Ay has exactly ng subordinate fibers.
(b) Each subordinate fiber of my : My — Ay has ¢ singularities.
(¢) The number of singularities of all the subordinate fibers of m; : My — Ay is ng.

Proof. First note that the plot function K(z) has at least one essential zero. Oth-
erwise, from Lemma [B.I] there would exist no singularities around the core, which
implies that m; : M; — A; has no subordinate fibers. Accordingly

1 < (the number of essential zeros of K(2)).
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On the other hand, Corollary 8.4] states that
(the number of essential zeros of K (z)) < x.
From the assumption y = 1, we obtain
(the number of essential zeros of K(z)) = 1.
Namely K(z) has exactly one zero of order 1. By Proposition 85, we have

(the number of subordinate fibers of 7, : M, — At) = Ny,

(the number of singularities on each subordinate ﬁber) =c,

confirming (a) and (b).
(c) clearly follows from (a) and (b). O

In particular:

Lemma 9.2. Suppose that (i) ©¢ is a complex projective line, (ii) Xo has three
branches, (iii) the core section T has no zero and (iv) Y has no proportional sub-
branches. Set ¢ := ged(mg,ng) and ng := ng/c. Then for a fized t # 0, we have
the following.

(a) m @ My — Ay has exactly ng subordinate fibers.
(b) Each subordinate fiber of my : My — Ay has ¢ singularities.
(¢) The number of singularities of all the subordinate fibers of m; : My — Ay is ng.

Proof. By assumption, we have go =0, h =3, £k =0, and so y = 1. Hence Lemma
confirms the assertion. O

Remark 9.3. By Lemma [2.6] we can restate the condition (iii) of Lemma [0.2] as
“ro =1p,” where ¢ := Z?Zl mgj)/mo and rj == Z?:l ngj)/no.

Next we assume that Y has a proportional subbranch.

Lemma 9.4. Suppose that (1) ©g is a complex projective line, (ii) Xy has three
branches, (iii) the core section T has no zero and (iv) Y has a proportional sub-

branch ﬁ(l) =noAg+n101+n205+- - -+n,0, ofﬁ(l). Then ﬁ(l) is the unique
proportional subbranch of Y (that is, v =1). Moreover for a fized t # 0, we have
the following.

(a) m : My — A, has exactly ny subordinate fibers.
(b) Each subordinate fiber of m, : My — A, has ¢ singularities.

(¢) The number of singularities of all the subordinate fibers of my : My — A is ny.

Here ¢ := ged(my, ny) and ny, == ny/c.
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Proof. By assumption, we have go =0, h =3, k = 0. Thus

x=1—-v-— Zordp(j> (w)
j=1
SO

X—|—Z Ol”d(]) ):1.

Recall that w(z) is holomorphlc at pl9) for j = 1,2,...,v, that is, ord, i (w) > 0.
Noting that ¥ > 0 and v > 1, we deduce that y = O, v = 1 and ord,w (w) = 0.

Hence br” is the unique proportional subbranch. Since x = 0, from Proposition
R.5, every subordinate fiber of m; : M; — A has no singularities near the core O.
Therefore Proposition [74] confirms (a), (b) and (c). O

10 Determination of the subordinate fibers, 2

We now determine the subordinate fibers of the remaining barking families.
We first consider barking families whose simple crust has no proportional sub-
branches. In the barking family [I11.2], I1] is deformed to I;:

IT1 22 7,

By Lemma [B4] the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/I}, (ii) {I>}, and
(iii) {/1,11}. Note that the simple crust for this family has no proportional sub-
branches. See [I11.2] of the list in Section [[2l Applying Lemma [0.2] since ¢ = 2
and ng = 1, we deduce that there appears exactly one subordinate fiber and it has
two singularities. This condition is satisfied only for the case (ii). Hence:

Proposition 10.1. The barking family [I11.2] splits the singular fiber 111 as
follows:
11 — ]1 + IQ,

where I is the main fiber and Is is a subordinate fiber.
Similarly:

Proposition 10.2. The barking family [I11*.2] splits the singular fiber I11* as
follows:
I — I + I,

where I is the main fiber and Iy is a subordinate fiber.

In the barking family [IV.2], IV is deformed to I5:

v 2k

By Lemma [B4] the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/I}, (ii) {I>}, and
(iii) {Iy, I, }. Applying Lemma [0.2] since ¢ = 1 and ny = 2, we deduce that there
appear two subordinate fibers and each of them has one singularity. This condition
is satisfied only for the case (iii). Hence:
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Proposition 10.3. The barking family [IV.2] splits the singular fiber IV as fol-
lows:
[V—>[2 + ]1+[1,

where I is the main fiber and the two I; are subordinate fibers.
Similarly:

Proposition 10.4. The barking family [IV*.2] splits the singular fiber IV* as
follows:
v — Iy + L + 1,

where I} is the main fiber and the two I, are subordinate fibers.

In the barking family [I1I1*.4], I11* is deformed to I:
I 22 .

By Lemma B3], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {II11}, (ii) {3}, (iii)
{II, 1}, (iv) {I, 1}, and (v) {[1, 1, I;}. Applying Lemma [0.2] since ¢ = 1 and
ng = 3, we deduce that there appear three subordinate fibers and each of them
has one singularity. This condition is satisfied only for the case (v). Hence:

Proposition 10.5. The barking family [I11*.4] splits the singular fiber I11* as
follows:
IIr* — IS + ]1 —I—Il —|—[1,

where I is the main fiber and the three I, are subordinate fibers.
Similarly:

Proposition 10.6. The barking family [I11*.5] splits the singular fiber I11* as
follows:
I1rr — [6 + ]1 +[1 —|—]1,

where Ig is the main fiber and the three I, are subordinate fibers.

In the barking family [I1*.4], IT* is deformed to I5:
I 2% .

By Lemma [3.6] the sum of the Euler characteristics of the subordinate fibers is 5.
Applying Lemma [0.2] since ¢ = 1 and ng = 5, we deduce that there appear five
subordinate fibers and each of them has one singularity. Hence:

Proposition 10.7. The barking family [I1*.4] splits the singular fiber 11* as
follows:
17 —)15 + ]1+Il+]1+[1+11>

where I5 is the main fiber and the five I, are subordinate fibers.
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In the following cases, the simple crust has a proportional subbranch. In the
barking family [I1*.2], IT* is deformed to IV*:

=Ny Ve

By Lemma [B.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/1}, (ii) {/2}, and (iii)
{I,I,}. Note that the simple crust for this family has a proportional subbranch
of length 2. See [IT*.2] of the list in Section T2l Applying Lemma [0.4] since ¢ = 1
and ny = 1, we deduce that there appears exactly one subordinate fiber and it has
one singularity. This condition is satisfied only for the case (i). Hence:

Proposition 10.8. The barking family [I1*.2] splits the singular fiber 11* as
follows:
I — v + II,

where IV* is the main fiber and 11 is a subordinate fiber.

In the barking family [IT1*.3], II* is deformed to I3:
I 2 3.

By Lemma [3.4], the set of subordinate fibers is one of (i) {/1}, (i) {2}, and (iii)
{I,I,}. Note that the simple crust for this family has a proportional subbranch
of length 1. See [IT*.3] of the list in Section 12l Applying Lemma[0.4] since ¢ = 1
and n; = 2, we deduce that there appear two subordinate fibers and each of them
has one singularity. This condition is satisfied only for the case (iii). Hence:

Proposition 10.9. The barking family [I1*.3] splits the singular fiber 11* as
follows:
Ir— I + L+ 1,

where I is the main fiber and the two I are subordinate fibers.
We summarize Propositions B.3], [6.TH6.5|, [[0.IHI0.9 as follows:

Theorem 10.10. Fach barking family in Takamura’s list (L)) except [I11*.8],
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[IV.3], [IV.4], [I}.2] splits the singular fiber as follows:

[(I1.1) 1] — I, + I [(II11*.2] IIT* — I} + I,

[I1.2) 1] — I, + I [IIT*.3) I1I* — I} + I,

[I1*.1] IT* —s IIT* + I, [(II1*4) [T — I;+ L+ 1, + Iy

[I1*.2] II* — IV* + 11 [IIT*.5) [II* — Ig+ I, + [ + I,

[(I1*.3] IT* — I} + I, + I, [IIT*.6) I1I* — I} + I,

[(IT*.4] IT* — Iy [IIT*.7) [1I* — I, + I, + I,
+L+L+L+L+1 [IIT*9) III" — IV* + 1,

[(IT1*.5] IT* — I + I [IVA] IV — L+ 1

[(I1*.6] IT* — I + I [IV.2] IV — L+ L + 1

[(I1*7) 1T — Is+ I, + Iy [IV*1) IV — I + I,

[I1*.8] IT* —s III* + I, [(IV*2] IV — I+ 1L+ I

[(I1*.9] IT* —s IIT* + I, [IV*.3] IV* — Ig+ I, + I

[(II1.1) 111 —s I, + I, [IV*.4) IV — I} + 1,

[(II11.2) I1] — I, + I, ) — L+L+ 1L

[I11.3) 111 —s I, + I, A I — I+ 1

[IIT*.1) I1I* — IV* + I, [15.2] I} — Lo+ I + 1.

11 Supplement: Monodromy decompositions

In this section, we give decompositions of the standard monodromy matrices cor-
responding to the splittings of the singular fibers induced by Takamura’s barking
families. Recall that SL(2,7Z) is generated by

(11 d_lO
so=1| ¢ 1 and s2=| _, | ]

Note that, since syps259 = $25052, we have
_ -1
Sg = (8082) So (8082) .

Decomposition of A;; The standard monodromy matrix of 11 is A;; = sgss.
Ajr is decomposed into two conjugacies of A, as follows:

A = sose = Ar, - (s082) A, (8082)_1 .

In fact, the splitting /I — I; + I; occurs in the barking families [II.1] and
[I1.2].
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Decomposition of Ajj; The standard monodromy matrix of 111 is A;;; =
S08250. Arrr is decomposed into A, and a conjugacy of Ay, :

2 -1 -1
A]]] = S0S250 = SO (SO 8280) = A[2 . 82A11$2 .

In fact, the splitting /] — Io+1; occurs in the barking families [I11.1], [I11.2],

[I11.3].
Arr has other monodromy decompositions as follows (but we have not found
barking families that admit the corresponding splittings):

A = (8082) so = A A,
(I]I — I+ Il)

Aprr = so8250 = Ap, - (5052) Ar, (s052) " - Aj,.
(I]I — Il —|—[1 +[1)

Decomposition of Ajy The standard monodromy matrix of IV is A;y =
S0S25082. Aryv is decomposed into A, and a conjugacy of Ay:
3 (.—1
Ay = 50525052 = S (30 5230)
—1
= A[S . 82A1182 .

In fact, the splitting IV — I3 + I; occurs in the barking family [IV.1].
Ajy has another monodromy decomposition

Ay = 80825052 = 3(2)5230
= Ap - (s052) A, (s052) " - A,
while the barking family [I'V.2] induces the splitting IV — I, + I + I;.

We have other monodromy decompositions of Ay as follows (but we have not
found splitting families that admit the corresponding splittings):

Ary = (808280) 52 = Aqrr - (s052) Ar, (5082)_1 )
(IV — 111+ Il)

A = (s080)* = Arr - A,
(IV — IT+ II)

Ay = (8082) s052 = Arr - A, - (8082) Ar, (8052)_l )
(IV — I+ 1 +Il)

Ay = stsa(s082) 851 = Ayp, - 89417857,
(IV — I+ II)

Ary = 50528052

= Ay, - (s0s2) Ar, (sos2) ™"+ Ay, - (s0s2) A, (sgs2) "

IV —L+5L+5L+15)
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Decomposition of Aj;« The standard monodromy matrix of I1* is A+ =
(3052)5. Ay is decomposed into Ay and a conjugacy of Ay, :

Appe = (8082)4 sos2 = Arrre - (s052)Ar (s052) "

In fact, the splitting I1* — II1* + I; occurs in the barking families [IT*.1],
[I1*.8], [I1I*.9].
App+ is also decomposed into Ar: and a conjugacy of Ay,:

A[[* = (8032)3 50525052 = (3032>3 Sg (50_18280)

-1
= A[;« : 82A1182 .

Note that the barking families [IT1*.5] and [II*.6] induce the splitting [I* —
I3+ 1.

We have other monodromy decompositions of A;;« which respectively corre-
spond to the splittings induced by Takamura’s barking families as follows:

Arpe = (s052)" (s0s2) = Apve - A,
([II*.2] Irr-—I1v + H)
A = (5052)3 st (8518250) sy = Ap; - s9Ar 55t - (s082) Ap (8082)_1 ,
([II*.3] I — L+ + [1)
A = sg (80_18280) 50525950
= Ap, - s9Ap 55" - Ap - (8082) A, (8082)_1 - (s082) Ap, (8082)_1 -Ap,
(I 4] II* — Is+ L+ L+ 1, + I, + )
A = sg (50_25253) (851852508350)
=Ap - (35132) A (35152)_ . (35132_2) Ap (55132_2)
(L7 11" — Iy + I, + I)

-1

Decomposition of A+ The standard monodromy matrix of I11*is Ay« =
(3052)4 So. Arrr+ is decomposed into Ay« and Ay, :

A[[[* = (8082)4 So — AIV* . A[I.
In fact, the splitting I11* — IV* 4+ I; occurs in the barking families [I11*.1]

and [I11*.9].
Appr- is also decomposed into Az and a conjugacy of Ap,:

Arrs = (5052)3 508250 = (5052)3 sg (3513250)

-1
= A[; . 82A1182 .

Note that the barking families [I11*.3] and [I1I*.6] induce the splitting /11* —
I3 + 1.
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We have other monodromy decompositions of A;;;+ which respectively corre-
spond to the splittings induced by Takamura’s barking families as follows:

A = 85" (3052)3 508255 = sz_lAji«sg - Ap,
(II1*.2) IIT* — I} + L)
A = (8082)3 sos280 = Az - Ap, - (S052) Ay (8082)_1 “Ap,
(LIT*4) IIT" — I;+ 1, + I, + 1)
A = 85 (5535233) (3513250) (5515230)
= A, - (sg%s2) Ap (85282)_1 - 59Ap syt - s9Ap syt
(ILIT*.5) IIT" — Ig+ I, + I, + I)

A = Sg (50_55238) (3525253)

= A - (sg%s2) Ap (85482)_1 +(sg's2) Ay (85182)_1
(IIT*.7) [1I" — I+ I + 1))

Decomposition of Ajy- The standard monodromy matrix of IV* is Apy« =
(8082)4. Apy+ is decomposed into A+ and a conjugacy of Ay :

A[V* = (8082)3 SpS2 — A[i« . (8082) A[l (8082)_1 .
In fact, the splitting IV* — I 4 I; occurs in the barking families [I'V*.1] and
[IV*.4].
We have other monodromy decompositions of A+ which respectively corre-
spond to the splittings induced by Takamura’s barking families as follows:

Apye = (5052)° s052 = Aps - Ap - (s082) Ar (s082) ",
(IV*2] IV — I+ [ + I1)
Apye = 55 (50_45233) (8513250)
= A, - (sg°s2) Ay, (35332)_1 - s9Ap syt

([IV*.3] IV — I6 + Il + ]1)

Decomposition of A (n > 0) The standard monodromy matrix of I} (n >
0)is Apx = (5032)3 sg. Apx is decomposed into Ay, ., and two conjugacies of Ay, as
follows:

n 2 —2 4 n
Aq, . = 5052505250525) = S2 (305230 ) 5050

= (8082) A[l (8082)_1 . (8382) A[l (8382)_1 . A[n+4.
In fact, the splitting /V* — I} 4+ I; occurs in the barking families [I}.1] and
[I*.2].
For n > 1, note that the barking family [I*.1] induces the splitting I —

Iy + 1. Then A;; is also decomposed into A« and Ay, as follows:

3 n—1
A[;«L = (8082) Sg So = AI:,l : AIl.
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12 Appendix: Takamura’s list for genus g =1

In [Ta3|, for genera up to 5, Takamura made a list of barking families — precisely
speaking, a list of simple crusts (and weighted crustal sets) for constructing barking
families — which enables him to show that a degeneration is absolutely atomic if
and only if its singular fiber is either a Lefschetz fiber or a multiple of a smooth
curve. Recall that in a barking family, for a fixed ¢ # 0, the singular fiber X, over
the origin is called the main fiber and other singular fibers X, (s # 0) are called
subordinate fibers. As we saw in Section 2] the main fibers of barking families are
explicitly described. In this paper, when the original singular fiber X is deformed

to the main fiber Xy, we express X bark, Xot-
For the convenience of the reader, we provide Takamura’s list of barking families
for genus 1 with figures of the singular fibers:

X, (2) Xoy 9‘
O()O— UG
Y,o PN ~""-"..~"‘.
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Remark 12.1. (a) Takamura [Ta3|] introduced not only a barking family associ-
ated with one simple crust (which we reviewed in Section 2]) but also a bark-
ing family associated with several crusts. The latter is called a compound
barking family. Note that the barking families [I1*.6], [II1*.7], [I1I*.7],
[I11*.8] are compound barking families.

(b) The singular fiber I (n > 1) is constellar (constellation-shaped), that is, it is
obtained by bonding stellar singular fibers. So [I*.1] and [I*.2] are barking
families for constellar case rather than for stellar case. See [Ta3] for details.

(¢) This list contains no barking families for a degeneration with the singular
fiber mI,. In fact, for ml, (m > 2), we use another method to construct a
splitting family, which splits mI,, into ml,_; and [;. See [Tal] for details.
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