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Abstract

In this paper we are interested in the isotopy classes of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divi-
sors in a fixed symplectic rational surface. We give several equivalent definitions and prove
the stability, finiteness and rigidity results. Motivated by the problem of counting toric
actions, we obtain a general counting formula of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in a
restrictive region of c1-nef cone. A detailed count in the case of 2- and 3-point blow-ups
of complex projective space for all symplectic forms is also given. In our framework the
complexity of the combinatorics of analyzing Delzant polygons is reduced to the arrange-
ment of homology classes. Then we study its relation with almost toric fibrations. We
raise the problem of realizing all symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors by some almost toric
fibrations and verify it together with another conjecture of Symington in a special region.
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1 Introduction

Let X be a smooth rational surface and let D Ă X be an effective reduced anti-canonical
divisor. Such pairs pX,Dq are called anti-canonical pairs or log Calabi-Yau surfaces and has
been extensively studied since Looijenga ([Loo81]). The mirror symmetry aspects of anti-
canonical pairs were first studied by Gross, Hacking and Keel in [GHK15a] and [GHK15b].
Then it was studied by many people in for example [Pas14], [Kea18] and [HK20]. The moduli
space of anti-canonical pairs have been studied in [Loo81] and [GHK15b], where Torelli type
results were proved. See [Fri16] for an excellent survey. As an symplectic analogue of anti-
canonical pairs, the notion of symplectic log Calabi-Yau pairs was introduced and studied in
[LM16], [LM21] and [LMM20], with applications to contact structures and symplectic fillings.

Instead of considering the pair of a symplectic manifold and a divisor, in this paper we
are interested in the space of isotopy classes of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in a fixed
symplectic rational surface. We will give several different but equivalent definitions, prove
stability, rigidity and finiteness properties. Making use of those results we count the number
of elements in it and investigate its relation to toric actions and almost toric fibrations.
Note that in this paper although the word “space” is frequently used, we will only study
its properties as a set. In other word, no additionally topological or algebraic structures are
added. Hopefully this will not cause confusion.

1.1 Space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

A symplectic divisor refers to a connected configuration of finitely many closed embedded
symplectic surfaces D “ YCi in a symplectic 4-manifold such that all intersections are pos-
itively transversal and there are no triple intersections. For a more detailed discussion on
symplectic divisors, see [LM19] or [LM21].

A symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair pX,D, ωq is a closed symplectic 4-manifold pX,ωq
together with a nonempty symplectic divisor D “ YCi representing the Poincare dual of
c1pX,ωq. It’s an easy observation ([LM18]) that D is either a torus or a cycle of spheres.
In the former case, pX,D, ωq is called an elliptic log Calabi-Yau pair. In the later case,
it’s called a symplectic Looijenga pair and can only happen when pX,ωq is rational. As
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a consequence, we have b`pQDq “ 0 or 1, where QD is the intersection matrix of D. The
symplectic divisor D is then called a symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor in pX,ωq.

Now fixing a symplectic rational surface pX,ωq, we denote by pLCYpX,ωq the set of
symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in pX,ωq, where the prefix ‘p’ stands for ‘pre’. The sym-
plectomorphism group SymppX,ωq naturally acts on pLCYpX,ωq. The following space we
mainly study in this paper can be viewed as the set of path components of pLCYpX,ωqmodulo
the action of SymppX,ωq.

Definition 1.1. The isotopy class space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors is

LCYpX,ωq “ ppLCYpX,ωq{SymppX,ωqq{ „,

where rDs „ rD1s with rDs, rD1s P pLCYpX,ωq{SymppX,ωq if there exist representatives
D,D1 P pLCYpX,ωq and an symplectic isotopy Dt in pX,ωq with D0 “ D and D1 “ D1.

Denote by pLCYKpX,ωq the subset of ω-orthogonal divisors in pLCYpX,ωq, that is, the
divisors whose irreducible components all intersect ω-orthogonally.

Theorem 1.2. The following sets are different but equivalent ways to describe the isotopy
class space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in pX,ωq.

LCYpX,ωq “pLCYpX,ωq{strict symplectic deformation equivalence

–pLCYpX,ωq{strict homological equivalence

–pLCYpX,ωq{strict H2-automorphism

–pLCYKpX,ωq{symplectomorphism

Here the notions of strict homological equivalence and strict symplectic deformation
equivalence were defined in [LM16] and will be recalled in Definition 2.1. By a strict H2-
automorphism we mean an integral isometry of the lattice H2pX;Zq preserving the Poincare
dual of the homology classes of components of D and the symplectic class rωs (see Proposition
2.11). And by symplectomorphism we mean the restriction of the action of SymppX,ωq on
the subset pLCYKpX,ωq Ă pLCYpX,ωq.

Theorem 1.2 is a meta-theorem, made up of three equivalences. The first equivalence is the
main result of [LM16] (see also Theorem 2.2). The second equivalence is proved in Proposition
2.11, which can be viewed as an improvement of the first equivalence. The last equivalence
is established in Proposition 2.10, where we prove a version of symplectic isotopy extension
theorem for symplectic divisors, adapting an argument of Siebert and Tian ([ST05]). This
theorem can be seen as a symplectic version of the Torelli theorem in [Fri16].

For two symplectic log Calabi-Yau pairs pX,ω1, D1q and pX,ω2, D2q with the same under-
lying manifold but different symplectic forms, there is also a notion of (non-strict) symplectic
deformation equivalence introduced in [LM16], see also Definition 2.1. In this paper we also
introduce the following space of (non-strict) deformation classes associated to a manifold X.

Definition 1.3. For a closed smooth 4-manifold X, the deformation class space of sym-
plectic log Calabi-Yau divisors is

ĆLCYpXq “
`

ğ

ω symplectic forms on X

pLCYpX,ωq
˘

{ „,

where „ is the symplectic deformation equivalence.
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Note that if D1, D2 P pLCYpX,ωq are strict deformation equivalent, then the pairs
pX,ω,D1q and pX,ω,D2q are deformation equivalent. Therefore there is a natural map (not

always injective) LCYpX,ωq Ñ ĆLCYpXq for each symplectic form ω.
Recall that a toric action on a symplectic 4-manifold pX,ωq is a group homomorphism

ρ : T Ñ HampX,ωq, where T – pS1q2 is a 2-torus. We define the space of toric actions

T pX,ωq “ tρ : T 2 Ñ HampX,ωqu{ „t,

where „t is the equivalence of toric actions on pX,ωq (Definition 4.1). For any toric action
on a closed symplectic 4-manifold, we obtain a natural symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor
called the boundary divisor, as preimage of the boundary of moment polygon. To further
inverstigate this relation between symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors and toric actions on
symplectic rational surfaces, we introduce the notion of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divi-
sors. For this purpose, given D P pLCYpX,ωq we denote the length of D by kpDq and define
qpDq “ 12´ kpDq ´D2 (this is called the “charge” in [Fri16]).

Definition 1.4. D P pLCYpX,ωq is called a toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor if
qpDq “ 0. Denote by

tLCYpX,ωq “ tD P pLCYpX,ωq | qpDq “ 0u{ „ Ă LCYpX,ωq

the isotopy class space of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors, where „ is the strict sym-
plectic deformation equivalence. Moreover, let ČtLCYpXq Ă ĆLCYpXq be the subset consisting
only deformation classes of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors.

The boundary divisors of a toric action is easily seen to be a toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisor. And in fact, the converse is also true up to strict symplectic deformation equivalence.
In Section 4.2, we prove the following equivalence.

Theorem 1.5. Let pX,ωq be a symplectic rational surface. The natural map

T pX,ωq Ñ tLCYpX,ωq

taking a toric action to its boundary divisor is a bijection.

1.2 Stability and rigidity

To give a better description of the isotopy class space LCYpX,ωq, we also introduce a more
combinatorial space HLCYpX,ωq consisting of homological log Calabi-Yau divisors (see
Definition 2.16). There is a natural map

LCYpX,ωq Ñ HLCYpX,ωq

by sending a geometric divisor to its underlying homological configuration. In Proposition
2.24 we prove this map is bijective. So we can actually identify LCYpX,ωq and HLCYpX,ωq.
It turns out working over HLCYpX,ωq will simpify our later discussions on finiteness, counting
and almost toric fibrations.

As an immediate consequence, we obeserve the following stability phenomenon. For a
symplectic 4-manifold pX,ωq, denote by Sω the set of elements of H2pX;Zq that can be
represented by ω-symplectic spheres. It turns out the isotopy class space of symplectic log
Calabi-Yau divisors is determined by ω through Sω.
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Theorem 1.6. Let X be a rational surface. Suppose ω and ω1 are two symplectic forms with
c1pX,ωq ¨ rωs ą 0, c1pX,ω

1q ¨ rω1s ą 0 and Sω “ Sω1. Then

LCYpX,ωq “ LCYpX,ω1q.

For each symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor D Ă pX,ωq of length k, we can associate
two invariants of D, its self-intersection sequence spDq “ prCis

2qki“1 P Zk and its symplectic
area sequence apDq “ pωprCisqq

k
i“1 P pR`qk. In the holomorphic category, a labeled toric

anticanonical pair (defined in [Fri16]) is called taut if its isomorphism class is determined by
its self-intersection sequence. Similarly we define a labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor
to be def-taut (resp. iso-taut) if its symplectic deformation class (resp. isotopy class) is
determined by spDq (resp. pspDq, apDqq). Such notion can be seen as a type of rigidity for
symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors.

We show in Lemma 2.37 that toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors are both def-taut
and iso-taut, which will be used to prove Proposition 4.4. However general symplectic log
Calabi-Yau divisors might lose the tautness. In the Appendix A.1 we give a criterion of def-
tautness for several families of b` “ 1 divisors discussed in [LMM20]. These resutls are not
used in the current paper but are related to the problems of classifying symplectic fillings of
torus bundles. We hope there will be applications in the future.

1.3 Finiteness and counting

Karshon, Kessler and Pinsonnault proved the finiteness of toric actions in [KKP07] and gave an
upper bound for the number of toric actions in [KKP15] and [KKP]. Inspired by their results
and the identification of T pX,ωq with tLCYpX,ωq discussed above, we study the enumerative
aspect of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors. The strategy of [KKP15] and [KKP] is to
understand the combinatorics of Delzant polygons. In our framework, the combinatorics is
reduced to the arrangement of homology classes by investigating the space HLCYpX,ωq.

First we observe that the isotopy class space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

|LCYpX,ωq| ă 8

is finite for any pX,ωq in Corollary 2.34. So it makes sense to count the number |LCYpX,ωq|.
Since we are only interested in symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors up to strict homological

equivalence, it suffices to count in the normalized reduced symplectic cone, which is the
fundamental domain inside the symplectic cone under the action of orientation-preserving

diffeomorphisms. A reduced symplectic class rωs on Ml “ CP2#lCP2
is determined by a

reduced vector pδ1, . . . , δlq and write LCYpl; δ1, . . . , δlq :“ LCYpMl, ωq. Note that the existence
of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors implies c1 ¨ ω ą 0. So we may focus on a subregion
satisfying δ1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δl ă 3, which is called the c1-nef cone. (see Section 3.1).

By enumerating all homological log Calabi-Yau divisors, we get a detailed count for M2 “

CP2#2CP2
with every reduced symplectic form in Proposition 3.5 and Corollary 3.6. For

general symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors, we have

|LCYp2; δ1, δ2q| “ 7pr
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

sq ` 12,
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except |LCYp2; δ1, δ2q| “ 13 when δ1 “ δ2 ă
1

2
. For toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors,

we have

|tLCYp2; δ1, δ2q| “ r
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s.

For the case ofM3 “ CP2#3CP2
, we also give a detailed counting result for toric symplectic

log Calabi-Yau divisors in Proposition 3.7.
However in general it’s quite difficult to give a detailed count for Ml when l is getting

large, even for toric ones. Therefore we explore the region in the c1-nef cone which admits at
least one toric action. This is already a very intricate and interesting question. In section 3.4
we give the complete answer of the toric regions for l ď 5 and some geometric descriptions of
the toric regions for general l.

In section 3.5, we introduce the notion of restrictive region, which is a smaller region
than the toric region. It turns out that in this region, the counting problem is simplified
dramatically and indeed we are able to give a general counting formula (Proposition 3.16),
though quite involved, in this special region. As a by-product we recover the upper bound in
[KKP15].

1.4 Relation with almost toric fibrations

An almost toric fibration of a symplectic 4-manifold pX,ωq is a Lagrangian fibration π : X Ñ

B with only nodal and elliptic singularities, which can be viewed as a generalization of toric
actions. Almost toric fibrations play an important role in the study of exotic Lagrangians
([Via14], [Via16]) and symplectic embeddings ([CV20], [CGHMP21]). Similar to the case
of toric fibrations, the preimage π´1pBBq of the base is a symplectic divisor representing
the Poincare dual of c1pX,ωq (Proposition 8.2 of [Sym03]), i.e. a symplectic log Calabi-
Yau divisor. Moreover, the operations (nodal trade, almost toric blow up, toric blow up)
on almost toric fibrations have their analogues (smoothing, non-toric blow up, toric blow
up) on symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors. Therefore we naturally want to understand their
relations. Let AT FpX,ωq denote all the almost toric fibrations on pX,ωq. The first issue is
the following realization problem:

Conjecture 1.7 (Realization). The map Φ : AT FpX,ωq Ñ LCYpX,ωq is surjective.

Unlike the space of toric actions T pX,ωq which contains the equivalent classes, the space
AT FpX,ωq here denotes all the almost toric fibrations. Thus the next step is to find a suitable
equivalence relation „atf such that a bijection between AT FpX,ωq{ „atf and LCYpX,ωq can
be established.

Note that an affirmative answer to Conjecture 1.7 will imply every symplectic rational
manifold with ω ¨ c1 ą 0 admits almost toric fibrations, which is also a question we don’t
know the answer to. Based on the detailed counting results for small rational manifolds in the

previous sections, we are able to prove Conjecture 1.7 holds for M “ S2ˆ S2 and CP2#lCP2

with l ď 3 with arbitrary symplectic forms (Proposition 4.17 and 4.19).

In [Sym03], Symington observed that different toric fibrations on pS2 ˆ S2, ωq can be
changed to each other via nodal trades, nodal slides and mutations, which gives a path
of almost toric fibrations connecting toric fibrations. This observation led to the following
conjecture.
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Conjecture 1.8 (Connectedness). Any two toric fibrations of pM,ωq can be connected by a
path of almost toric fibrations of pM,ωq.

Based on Symington’s observation and the detailed counting results for toric divisors
in small rational manifolds, we can prove it for M “ S2 ˆ S2 and CP2#lCP2 with l ď 3
(Proposition 4.17).

It’s hard to generalize the approaches of proving these two conjectures for small rational
manifolds to the cases for arbitrary pX,ωq due to the difficulty of enumerating LCYpX,ωq
and tLCYpX,ωq. However, if rωs is restrictive in the sense of section 3.5, we are fortune
enough to verify these two conjectures. In other words, besides the cases for small rational
manifolds (Ml for l ď 3), there exists an open region inside the c1-nef cone supporting these
two conjectures. The proofs are shown in Section 4.7.

Acknowledgments: We are grateful to Cheuk Yu Mak, Liya Ouyang and Shuo Zhang
for helpful conversations. We also thank Yael Karshon for sharing with us a draft of their
unpublished paper. All authors are supported by NSF grant DMS 1611680.

2 Isotopy class space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

2.1 Symplectomorphism and symplectic Torelli theorem

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2. It will be a combination of Theorem 2.2,
Proposition 2.10 and Proposition 2.11. We begin with some notions and results in [LM16].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a closed oriented 4-manifold. Symplectic divisors pD0, ω0q and
pD1, ω1q in X with the same number of components, are symplectic deformation equiv-
alent if they are connected by a family of symplectic divisors pDt, ωtq, up to an orientation-
preserving diffeomorphism. They are called homologically equivalent if there is an orientation-
preserving diffeomorphism Φ : X Ñ X such that Φ˚rC

0
j s “ rC

1
j s for all j “ 1, . . . , k.

Fix a closed symplectic 4-manifold pX,ωq. Symplectic divisors D0 and D1 in pX,ωq are
strictly symplectic deformation equivalent if they are connected by a family of sym-
plectic divisor Dt, up to a symplectomorphism of pX,ωq. They are strictly homologically
equivalent if there is a homological equivalence fixing rωs.

The main result of [LM16] states that homological equivalence and symplectic deformation
equivalence introduced above are equivalent for symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors.

Theorem 2.2 ([LM16],[LM18]). Two symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors pD0, ω0q and pD1, ω1q

in X are symplectic deformation equivalent if and only if they are homologically equivalent. In
particular, each symplectic deformation class contains a Kahler pair. Moreover, two symplec-
tic log Calabi-Yau divisors D0 and D1 in pX,ωq are strictly symplectic deformation equivalent
if and only if they are strictly homologically equivalent.

By the above theorem, we have the following equivalent definition for the isotopy class
space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

LCYpX,ωq “pLCYpX,ωq{strict symplectic deformation equivalence

“pLCYpX,ωq{strict homological equivalence
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Remark 2.3. Definition 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 were originally stated for symplectic log Calabi-
Yau pairs pX,ω,Dq in [LM16]. The original statements restrict to the current ones by fixing
X or pX,ωq.

For symplectic orthogonal divisors, the equivalences introduced in the previous subsection
can be shown to be equivalent to symplectomorphism. This is a singular analogue of the
following result of Siebert-Tian, saying that in the case of a single symplectic surface, a
symplectic isotopy of the surface extends to a Hamiltonian isotopy of the ambient symplectic
4-manifold.

Proposition 2.4 (Proposition 0.3 of [ST05]). A smooth isotopy Σt Ă pX
4, ωq of a symplectic

surface can be generated by a Hamiltonian isotopy, i.e. Σt “ φtHtpΣ0q. Given an open subset
U Ă X4 in which Σt XU “ Σ0 XU is fixed, we may moreover assume that Ht|V “ 0 holds in
any relatively compact subset V in U .

It is observed in [DRGI16] that the argument of Siebert-Tian works for symplectic divisors
when the symplectic isotopy is constant near the intersection points. Such an isotopy is an
instance of a strong D-symplectic isotopy of marked symplectic divisors introduced in [LM16].

Definition 2.5. A marked symplectic divisor consists of a 5-tuple

Θ “ pX,ω,D, tpju, tIjuq

such that

• D Ă pX,ωq is an ω-orthogonal divisor,

• pj, called centers of marking, are points on D (intersection points of D allowed)

• Ij : pBpδjq, ωstdq Ñ pX,ωq, called coordinates of marking, are symplectic embeddings
sending the origin to pj and with I´1j pDq “ tz “ 0u X Bpδjq (resp. I´1j pDq “ ptz “
0u Y tw “ 0uq X Bpδjq) if pj is a smooth (resp. an intersection) point of D, where
pz, wq is the complex coordinate for Bpδjq. Moreover, we require that the image of Ij
are disjoint.

Every ω-orthogonal symplectic divisor can be regarded as a marked divisor where tpju
consists of all intersection points and Ij exists since D is ω-orthogonal. In the rest of this
subsection, we will always take an ω-orthogonal symplectic divisor as a marked divisor in such
way.

Definition 2.6. Let Θ “ pX,ω,D, tpju, tIjuq be a marked divisor. A D-symplectic isotopy
of Θ is a 4-tuple pX,ωt, D, tpjuq such that ωt is a smooth family of cohomologous symlectic
forms on X with ω0 “ ω and D being ωt-symplectic for all t.

A strong D-symplectic isotopy is a 5-tuple pX,ωt, D, tpju, tIj,tuq such that

• the 4-tuple pX,ωt, D, pjq is a D-symplectic isotopy of Θ,

• D is ωt-orthogonal,

• Ij,t : pBpεjq, ωstdq Ñ pX,ωtq are symplectic embeddings sending the origin to pj, Ij,0 “ Ij
and I´1j,t pDq “ tz “ 0u X Bpεjq (resp. I´1j,t pDq “ ptz “ 0u Y tw “ 0uq X Bpεjq) if pj is
a smooth point (resp. an intersection point) of D, for some εj ă δj, where pz, wq is the
complex coordinate for Bpδjq.
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Lemma 2.7 ([LM16]). If pX,ω,D, tpju, tIjuq and pX 1, ω1, D1, tp1ju, tI
1
juq are D-symplectic

isotopy, then they are strong D-symplectic isotopy.

In order to fix a neighborhood of the intersections points during the isotopy, we also need
the following result which extends a path of symplectic ball embeddings to a Hamiltonian
isotopy.

Lemma 2.8 (Theorem 3.3.1 of [MS17]). Let pX,ωq be a closed symplectic manifold. Let
0 ď λ ă r and let ψ0, ψ1 : Bprq Ñ X be symplectic embeddings that are joined by a smooth
family of symplectic embeddings ψt : Bpλq Ñ X. Then there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy tφtu
of X and a constant λ ă ρ ă r such that φ0 “ id, φ1˝ψ0|Bpρq “ ψ1|Bpρq and φt˝ψ0|Bpλq “ ψt.

Combining the above two lemmas, we can modify the isotopy to the one considered in
[DRGI16] and apply the argument of [ST05].

Lemma 2.9. Two strong D-symplectic isotopic ω-orthogonal symplectic divisors are symplec-
tomorphic. In particular, they are Hamiltonian diffeomorphic if H1pX;Rq “ 0.

Proof. Let pX,ωt, D, tpju, tIj,tuq be a strong D-symplectic isotopy. By Moser stability, there
is an isotopy ψt : X Ñ X such that ψ0 “ id and ψ˚t ωt “ ω0. Let Dt “ ψ´1t pDq be the image
of D in pX,ω0q. Denote by Ĩj,t “ ψ´1t ˝ Ij,t : Bpεjq Ñ pX,ω0q the family of symplectic ball
embeddings such that pĨj,tq

´1pDtq “ ptz “ 0u Y tw “ 0uq X Bpεjq. Note that ψt is actually
Hamiltonian if H1pX;Rq “ 0. So it suffices to show pX,ω,D0q and pX,ω,D1q are Hamiltonian
diffeomorphic.

By Lemma 2.8, there is a Hamiltonian isotopy φt of pX,ω0q such that φt ˝ Ĩj,0 “ Ĩj,t,
after possibly shrinking to a smaller εj . Replacing Dt by φ´1t pDtq, we may assume that
Dt X Ĩj,0pBpεjqq is fixed during the isotopy. At a smooth point p on Dt0 , choose a complex
Darboux coordinate pz “ x` iy, w “ u` ivq. For t close to t0, there are functions ft, gt such
that Dt is the graph w “ ftpzq ` igtpzq. Then following the argument of Siebert-Tian, we
define

Ht “ ´pBtgtq ¨ pu´ ftq ` pBtftq ¨ pv ´ gtq,

which generates the isotopy. At each intersection point pj P Dt0 , take the Darboux ball
Ĩj,0 : Bpεjq Ñ pX,ω0q and define Ht “ 0 in this chart, which generates the constant isotopy.

Since each Ht vanishes along Dt0 , locally defined Ht can be patched via a partition of
unity of Dt0 to a function defined near Dt0 and then extend to M arbitrarily. Finally extend
the construction to all t P r0, 1s via a partition of unity in t.

Proposition 2.10. Two ω-orthogonal symplectic divisors D and D1 in pX,ωq are strictly
symplectic deformation equivalent if and only if they are symplectomorphic. Moreover, two
general symplectic divisors are strictly symplectic deformation equivalent if and only if they
are symplectomorphic after a small symplectic isotopy locally supported near the intersection
points.

Proof. Up to symplectomorphism, there is a symplectic isotopy Dt with D0 “ D and D1 “ D1.
Regard D and D1 as marked symplectic divisors with markings centered at the intersection
points. Extend the isotopy Dt smoothly to an ambient isotopy ψt : X Ñ X so that ψ´1t pDtq “

D and let ωt “ ψ˚t ω. Then pX,ωt, D, tpjuq is aD-symplectic isotopy. By Lemma 2.7, pX,ω,Dq
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and pX,ω1, Dq are strong D-symplectic isotopic and thus symplectomorphic by Lemma 2.9.
So D is symplectomorphic to D1 by composing with ψ1.

Two general symplectic divisors can be perturbed to be symplectic orthogonal by a sym-
plectic isotopy locally supported near the intersection points (Lemma 2.3 of [Gom95]). After
the local perturbation, they are still strictly symplectic deformation equivalent and thus sym-
plectomorphic.

In the holomorphic cateogory, we have the a version of Torelli theorem which basically
says two log Calabi-Yau pairs are isomorphic if there is an integral isometry of the second
cohomology, which maps the homology of one divisor to the other (Theorem 8.5 of [Fri16]).
Here an integral isometry means an automorphism preserving the intersection form. In this
subsection, we give a symplectic analogue of this Torelli theorem.

On a closed 4-manifold X, each diffeomorphism induces an automorphism of the lattice
of the second integral cohomology, which gives a natural map DiffpXq Ñ AutpH2pX;Zqq.
We denote the image of this map by DpXq. This map is not always surjective, i.e. not
every integral isometry of the second cohomology is generated by a diffeomorphism. For
rational surfaces with Euler characteristic χ ď 12, every integral isometry is induced from a
diffeomorphism ([Wal64]). But this is not true when χ ą 12 by [FM88].

Theorem 2.2 can be regarded as a symplectic analogue of the Torelli theorem, but only
in the weak sense. Firstly, it only concerns symplectic deformation equivalence as compared
to isomorphism in the holomorphic case. Secondly, as discussed above, not every integral
isometry of the second cohomology is generated by a diffeomorphism. However, we observed
that Theorem 2.2 can be improved to the following much stronger analogue of the Torelli
theorem using Proposition 2.10 and a characterization of DpXq in [LL02].

Proposition 2.11 (Symplectic Torelli Theorem). Let D and D1 be two symplectic log Calabi-
Yau divisors in pX,ωq with component Ci and C 1i respectively, and an integral isometry

γ : H2pX;Zq Ñ H2pX;Zq

such that γpPDrC 1isq “ PDrCis, and γprωsq “ rωs. Then D and D1 are strictly symplectic
deformation equivalent. They are symplectomorphic if they are both ω-orthogonal.

Proof. Notice that rωs ¨ c1pX,ωq ą 0 by the existence of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors.
Since γprωsq “ rωs and γpc1pX,ωqq “ c1pX,ωq, we have γ P DpXq by Theorem 2.8 (1) of
[LL02], i.e. there is a diffeomorphism φ : X Ñ X such that φ˚ “ γ. Since φ˚ preserves
the symplectic class rωs, it must be orientation-preserving and therefore a strict homological
equivalence. Then the two divisors are strictly symplectic deformation equivalent by Theorem
2.2. If they are both ω-orthogonal, then they are actually symplectomorphic by Proposition
2.10.

An automorphism ofH2pX;Zq as in Proposition 2.11 is called a strict H2-automorphism.
Denote by pLCYKpX,ωq Ă pLCYpX,ωq the subspace of ω-orthogonal symplectic divisors in
pX,ωq. Then the two main results of this subsection, Proposition 2.10 and 2.11, give two
more equivalent definitions of the isotopy class space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

LCYpX,ωq “ pLCYKpX,ωq{SymppX,ωq

“ pLCYpX,ωq{strict H2-automorphism.
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2.2 Operations and minimal models

In this subsection, we review various facts about the operations and minimal models of sym-
plectic log Calabi-Yau pairs studied in [LM16], which will become useful later.

For a symplectic divisor D Ă pX,ωq, a toric blow-up (resp. non-toric blow-up) of D
is the total (resp. proper) transform of a symplectic blow-up centered at an intersection point
(resp. a smooth point) of D. A toric blow-down refers to blowing down an exceptional
sphere contained inD, intersecting exactly once with exactly two other irreducible components
of D. A non-toric blow-down refers to blowing down an exceptional sphere not contained in
D, intersecting exactly once with exactly one irreducible component of D. These operations
preserve the symplectic log Calabi-Yau condition and have analogues in the holomorphic
category.

Remark 2.12. Theorem 2.2 implies the following.

• Let D1, D2 be two strictly symplectic deformation equivalent symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisors in pX,ωq such that a nodal point p1 P D1 corresponds to p2 P D2 and a com-
ponent C1 Ă D1 corresponds to C2 Ă D2. For i “ 1, 2, let D̃i be the non-toric blow-up
of Di, of the same size, at some point on Ci. Then D̃1 and D̃2 are strictly symplectic
deformation equivalent. The same holds if D̃i is toric blow-up of Di, of the same size,
at pi.

• Similarly, let e1 be a toric/non-toric exceptional class of D1 and let D1 be the blow-
down of D1. Then there is a corresponding toric/non-toric exceptional class e2 of D2

under the strict homology equivalence, such that the corresponding blow-down D2 of D2

is strictly symplectic deformation equivalent to D1.

Definition 2.13. A symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair pX,D, ωq is called minimal if pX,ωq is

minimal, or pX,D, ωq is a symplectic Looijenga pair with X “ CP2#CP2.

Through a maximal sequence of non-toric blow-downs and then a maximal sequence of
toric blow-downs, we get a minimal pair from any symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair pX,D, ωq
and is called a minimal model of pX,D, ωq.

We recall here the homology types of minimal symplectic log Calabi-Yau pairs (modulo
cyclic symmetry and homological equivalence). The following result stated in [LM16] (but with
no detailed account) is obtained by considering the intersection numbers of the components
and adjunction formula. We will give a detailed explanation of this in the proof of Lemma
2.19 in the next section.

Theorem 2.14 ([LM16]). Any minimal symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair pX,D, ωq is homolog-
ical equivalent to one of the following.
‚ Case pAq: X is a symplectic ruled surface with base genus 1. D is a torus.
‚ Case pBq: X “ CP2, c1 “ 3h.
pB1q D is a torus,
pB2q D consists of a h´sphere and a 2h´sphere, or
pB3q D consists of three h´spheres.
‚ Case pCq: X “ S2 ˆ S2, c1 “ 2f1 ` 2f2, where f1 and f2 are the homology classes of

the two factors.
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pC1q D is a torus.
pC2q kpDq “ 2 and rC1s “ bf1 ` f2, rC2s “ p2´ bqf1 ` f2.
pC3q kpDq “ 3 and rC1s “ bf1 ` f2, rC2s “ f1, rC3s “ p1´ bqf1 ` f2.
pC4q kpDq “ 4 and rC1s “ bf1 ` f2, rC2s “ f1, rC3s “ ´bf1 ` f2, rC4s “ f1.
The graphs in (C1), (C2), (C3) and (C4) are given respectively by

8 2b 4´ 2b 2b 0

2´ 2b

2b 0

´2b0

‚ Case pDq: X “ CP 2#CP 2, c1 “ f ` 2s, where f and s are the fiber class and section
class with f ¨ f “ 0, f ¨ s “ 1 and s ¨ s “ 1.
pD1q D cannot be a torus because it would not be minimal.
pD2q kpDq “ 2, and either prC1s, rC2sq “ paf ` s, p1´ aqf ` sq or prC1s, rC2sq “ p2s, fq.
pD3q kpDq “ 3 and rC1s “ af ` s, rC2s “ f, rC3s “ ´af ` s.
pD4q kpDq “ 4 and rC1s “ af ` s, rC2s “ f, rC3s “ ´pa` 1qf ` s, rC4s “ f .
The graphs in (D2), (D3) and (D4) are given respectively by

2a` 1 3´ 2a 4 0 2a` 1 0

1´ 2a

2a` 1 0

´2a´ 10

We now introduce the smoothing operation, which corresponds to the nodal trade oper-
ation of the almost toric fibrations (see Section 4.4). Geometrically, given D “ C1 Y ¨ ¨ ¨Ck Y
Ck`1 Ă pX,ωq in the space of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors pLCYpX,ωq, let p be the
intersection point of Ck and Ck`1 and U Ă X an arbitrarily small neighborhood of p. Then
one can always perform the local surgery to get another D1 “ C1 Y ¨ ¨ ¨Ck´1 Y C 1k Ă pX,ωq
in the space pLCYpX,ωq such that outside U , C 1k coincides with Ck Y Ck`1 by smooth-
ing the singular point p. Homologically, this operation transfers the homological sequence
prC1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCks, rCk`1sq representing D into prC1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCk´1s, rC

1
ks “ rCks ` rCk`1sq repre-

senting D1. Remember that LCYpX,ωq is equal to pLCYpX,ωq modulo strict symplectic

deformation equivalence and ĆLCYpXq is equal to the union of pLCYpX,ωq with ω being all
the symplectic forms modulo symplectic deformation equivalence. By passing to the quotient
space, we can define two elements in the space LCYpX,ωq or ĆLCYpXq can be related by the
smoothing operation if and only if there exists representatives in their equivalent classes which
can be related by the smoothing operation. Thus we can view smoothing as the operation on
the space LCYpX,ωq or ĆLCYpXq.

For example, consider the symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair pS2ˆS2, C1YC2YC3YC4, ωq in
case pC4q of Theorem 2.14. We can get case pC3q(or pC2q{pC1q) if we perform the smoothing
operation at C2 X C3(or C2 X C3, C3 X C4{C1 X C2, C2 X C3, C3 X C4, C4 X C1).

We have the following observation:
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Lemma 2.15. Assuming X is rational, then any element in ĆLCYpXq can be obtained by

performing smoothing operations on some element in ČtLCYpXq.

Proof. It is easy to see the conclusion holds for the minimal cases. From Theorem 2.14 we see
that cases pB3q, pC4q, pD4q are toric, and all the other cases in pBq, pCq, pDq can be obtained
by smoothing the toric ones. Therefore, by the Lemma 3.4 of [LM16], we only need to show if

pω,Dq P ĆLCYpXq comes from smoothing an element in ČtLCYpXq, then its toric or non-toric

blow-up will come from smoothing some element in ČtLCYpX#CP 2q.
We may assume D “ C1 Y ¨ ¨ ¨Ck´1 Y Ck is obtained from smoothing the toric divisor

pA11 Y ¨ ¨ ¨ Y A1a1q Y ¨ ¨ ¨ Y pAk1 Y ¨ ¨ ¨ Y Akakq at the intersection points Ail X Aipl`1q such
that rCis “ Σai

p“1rAips for all 1 ď i ď k. For the toric or non-toric blow up of D, without
loss of generality, suppose their homology sequences are prC1s ´ E,E, rC2s ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCksq
and prC1s ´ E, rC2s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCksq respectively, where E is the exceptional class representing the
generator of CP 2. Then we can perform small toric blow-up on the toric divisor pA11 Y ¨ ¨ ¨ Y

A1a1qY ¨ ¨ ¨Y pAk1Y¨ ¨ ¨YAkakq at A1a1 XA21 to get another toric divisor pB11Y¨ ¨ ¨YB1a1qY

eY pB21 Y ¨ ¨ ¨ YB2a2q Y ¨ ¨ ¨ on X#CP 2 whose homological sequence is

prA11s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rA1a1s ´ E,E, rA21s ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rAk1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rAkaksq

So performing the smoothing operation at the intersection points BilXBipl`1q will lead to the
toric blow-up of D and if we continue to do one more smoothing operation at eXB21 we will
get the non-toric blow-up of D.

2.3 HLCYpX,ωq, realizability and stability

In this section we introduce a more combinatorical description of the isotopy class space of
symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors, which is given by the underlying homological configura-
tions. In the rest of this paper, whenever we talk about symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors,
these two descriptions will be used interchangeably.

Fix a closed oriented 4-manifold X. Let T “ pV,E, tAαuαPV q be a decorated graph with
an underlying finite connected undirected graph pV,Eq. Then there is the map

φ : E Ñ ttx, yu|x, y P V, x ‰ yu

Each vertex α is labeled by a homology class Aα P H2pX;Zq, satisfying Aα¨Aβ “ #φ´1ptα, βuq
for α ‰ β. Such T is called a homological configuration in X and we write rT s “

ř

αPV Aα.
Two homological configurations pV,E, tAαuq and pV 1, E1, tA1βuq are called equivalent if there
is a graph isomorphism f : pV,Eq Ñ pV 1, E1q such that Aα “ Afpαq for all α P V . We will
always be talking about homological configurations up to equivalences. Note that for a fixed
symplectic structure ω, we can associate to each vertex vα an ω-symplectic genus

gα “ 1`
1

2
pA2

α ´ c1pX,ωq ¨Aαq,

which we also take as part of T . When the decorated graph T is a cycle, namely V “

t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , lu, E “ te1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , elu with l ě 2, φpelq “ t1, lu, φpeiq “ ti, i ` 1u for 1 ď i ď l ´ 1 or
V “ t1u, E “ H, we call it a cyclic homological configuration. We usually denote a cyclic
homological configuration by a sequence of homology classes T “ pA1, . . . , Alq and (anti)cyclic
permutations of such sequences produce equivalent cyclic homological configurations.
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Definition 2.16. For any symplectic rational manifold pX,ωq, we define the space of pre-
homological log Calabi-Yau divisor pHLCYpX,ωq to be the set of equivalent classes of
cyclic homological configurations T “ pV,E, tA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Aluq satisfying that:

• Each Ai P H2pX;Zq has an ω-symplectic surface representative;

• rT s “ PDpc1pX,ωqq

There is a natural action of the the symplectomorphism group SymppX,ωq on pHLCYpX,ωq,
factoring through DpXq. And the space of homological log Calabi-Yau divisor HLCYpX,ωq
is defined to be pHLCYpX,ωq{SymppX,ωq.

Remark 2.17. If ω and ω1 are two symplectic forms on X with the same class rωs “ rω1s, the
set of homology classes which can be represented by ω-symplectic surfaces and ω1-symplectic
surfaces are the same ([ALLP19]). Therefore we can further define pHLCYpX,uq to be any
pHLCYpX,ωq with u “ rωs. Moreover, from [LW12] we know that the homological action
SymppX,ωq{SymphpX,ωq “ DKω ,rωs by the symplectomorphism group also only depends on
the symplectic class rωs. As a result, we could also define HLCYpX,uq “ HLCYpX,ωq for
any u “ rωs.

Our goal in this section is to identify the geometric object, the isotopy class space LCYpX,ωq
with the homologcial object, the space HLCYpX,ωq. There is a natural map

F : LCYpX,ωq Ñ HLCYpX,ωq,

which sends the geometric divisorD “ Yki“1Ci to its homological configuration T “ prC1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCksq,
and we say T has a realization by D. We would often write pDq instead of T when it is the
underlying homological configuration of the divisor D. Obviously the homological configura-
tions obtained by the image of F satisfy all the conditions in Definition 2.16. We will prove
F is a bijection in the rest of this section.

Lemma 2.18. F is well-defined and injective.

Proof. If two geometric divisors are strictly deformation equivalent, then up to a symplec-
tomorphism, they will be isotopic and thus have the same homological configurations. Now
since we have taken the quotient of SymppX,ωq in the definition of HLCYpX,ωq, there is no
ambiguity of the image of F . We see that F is well-defined.

If we have two geometric divisors D “ Yki“1Ci and D1 “ Yki“1C
1
i in X whose image under

F are the same, then by definition, we have a symplectomorphism h P SymppX,ωq such
that h˚prCisq “ rC 1is for all 1 ď i ď k. This implies pX,ω,Dq and pX,ω,D1q are strictly
homologically equivalent and thus will be identified in the space LCYpX,ωq according to our
definition. This shows that F is injective.

The proof of surjectivity requires more work. Firstly we prove it for minimal models, that
is, when X “ CP2,CP2#CP2 or S2 ˆ S2. We use the standard basis tHu, tH,Eu, tF,Bu of
their second homology groups. Note that it’s a classical result that any symplectic forms can
be diffeomorphic to the ones satisfying ωpHq ą 0, ωpHq ą ωpEq ą 0, ωpF q ě ωpBq ą 0 and
the first Chern classes are 3H, 3H ´E, 2F ` 2B. Therefore we may make these assumptions
in the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.19. For X “ CP2 with symplectic form ω such that ωpHq ą 0 and c1pX,ωq “ 3H,

pHLCYpX,ωq “ HLCYpX,ωq “ tp3Hq, p2H,Hq, pH,H,Hqu.

For X “ CP2#CP2 with symplectic form ω such that ωpHq ą ωpEq ą 0 and c1pX,ωq “
3H ´ E, elements of pHLCYpX,ωq are of the following forms:

1. p3H ´ Eq

2. p2H,H ´ Eq, ppa` 1qH ´ aE, p´a` 2qH ` pa´ 1qEqaPZ`

3. paH ` p´a` 1qE,H ´ E, p´a` 2qH ` pa´ 1qEqaPZ`

4. paH ` p´a` 1qE,H ´ E, p´a` 1qH ` aE,H ´ EqaPZ`

For X “ S2ˆS2 with symplectic form ω such that ωpF q ě ωpBq ą 0 and c1pX,ωq “ 2B`2F ,
elements of pHLCYpX,ωq are of the following forms:

1. p2F ` 2Bq

2. p2F `B,Bq, ppF ` bB, F ` p2´ bqBqbPZ`

3. pF ` bB,B, F ` p1´ bqBqbPZ`

4. pF ` pb´ 1qB,B, F ` p1´ bqB,BqbPZ`

As a result, F is surjective when X is one of these three manifolds.

Proof. The case when l “ 1 is always trivial, next we will assume l ě 2. Note that when l ě 2,
by condition, Ai ¨ pc1 ´ Aiq “ Ai ¨ pA1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Ai´1 ` Ai`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Alq “ 2. So by adjunction
we see that all the classes are actually represented by symplectic surfaces of genus gi “ 0.

For CP2, the result is obvious since we know the classes of symplectic surfaces must be
kH with positive k.

For X “ CP2#CP2, suppose A “ xH ` yE with A2 “ t has a symplectic sphere represen-
tative, then by adjunction formula we have that

#

x2 ´ y2 “ t

t “ 3x` y ´ 2
.

It follows that

#

x “ t`1
2

y “ ´t`1
2

or

#

x “ t
4 ` 1

y “ t
4 ´ 1

. In the former case we get A “ aH ` p1´ aqE

with odd self intersection 2a ´ 1 “ t, and in the later cases we get A “ pk ` 1qH ` pk ´
1qE with even self intersection 4k “ t. Note that the intersection between two odd classes
a1H`p1´a1qH and a2H`p1´a2qE is a1`a2´1, the intersection between two even classes
pk1 ` 1qH ` pk1 ´ 1qE and pk2 ` 1qH ` pk2 ´ 1qE is 2pk1 ` k2q, and the intersection between
an odd class aH ` p1´ aqE and an even class pk ` 1qH ` pk ´ 1qE is 2ak ´ k ` 1. Using the
fact that the homological configuration is cyclic, we have some simple observations.

• When l ą 3, Ai, Ai`1 and Ai`2 can not all be odd classes.
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• When l ą 2, if Ai is an even class, Ai´1, Ai`1 must be odd classes and Ai “ H ´ E.

• If Ai “ H ´ E, all the other Aj with j ‰ i` 1, i´ 1 must also be H ´ E.

Now we could easily exclude the cases when the length l ą 4 by considering the arrangement
of odd classes and even classes according to the first two bullets above. Then it’s possible to
list all the homological configurations for l ď 4 which will coincide with our statement.

The analysis for S2 ˆ S2 is similar to CP2#CP2. By adjunction formula, if xF ` yB has

a self intersection t-spherical symplectic representative, then we have

#

2xy “ t

t “ 2x` 2y ´ 2
.

Since we made the assumption ωpF q ě ωpBq ě 0 it follows that all the possible classes are
either F ` bB for arbitrary b or bF `B for non negative b. Note that the intersection between
F `b1B and F `b2B or b1F `B and b2F `B is b1`b2, and the intersection between F `b1B
and b2F `B is 1` b1b2. We then see that:

• When l ą 3, if Ai “ bF `B, then b ď 1 and all the other Aj with j ‰ i` 1, i´ 1 must
be B if b “ 0 or F ´B if b “ 1

• If Ai “ F ` b1B,Ai`1 “ F ` b2B,Ai`2 “ F ` b3B, then l ą 3 and b1 “ b3 “ 0, b2 “ 1.

• If Ai “ B or F , then all the other Aj with j ‰ i` 1, i´ 1 must be B or F .

Again, the above observations are enough for us to exclude l ą 4 and list all the possible cases
for l ď 4.
Note that the homological configurations pH,H,Hq, paH ` p´a ` 1qE,H ´ E, p´a ` 1qH `

aE,H ´ Eq, pF ` pb ´ 1qB,B, F ` p1 ´ bqB,Bq can be realized as the boundary divisors of
the toric actions (moment map’s preimage of the boundary of Delzant polygon). And all the
other homological configurations come from the smoothings of the toric ones. Therefore the
claim of F is surjective has been verified for these three cases.

We need some results before proving the surjectivity for all rational manifolds. A sym-
plectic form ω on X is called T -positive if ωpAαq ą 0 for all α. The following result is crucial
for our proof of realizability.

Lemma 2.20 ([DLW18]). Let pX,ωq be a symplectic manifold with b` “ 1 and T a homo-
logical configuration realized by a symplectic divisor D. Then D is ω-stable, that is, for any
T -positive symplectic form ω1 deformation equivalent to ω, there is a symplectic divisor D1

realizing T with respect to ω1.

Lemma 2.21. Suppose pX,ωq is the symplectic blow up of pX 1, ω1q with the canonical iden-
tification H2pX,Zq “ H2pX

1,Zq ‘ ZE and the homological configuration pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq P
HLCYpX 1, ω1q has a realization. Then if pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq or pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´E,E,Ai`1´
E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq is in HLCYpX,ωq, they also have a realization.

Proof. For the realization pX 1, ω1, D1q of pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq we could always perform small blow
up to obtain pX2, ω2, D2q realizing pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E

1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq or pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E
1, E1, Ai`1 ´

E1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq. Here we identify H2pX
2,Zq “ H2pX

1,Zq ‘ ZE1. Choose a diffeomorphism f :
X Ñ X2 such that f˚pEq “ E1 and f˚|H2pX 1,Zq is identity. We see that pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq
or pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´E,E,Ai`1´E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq has a realization under the symplectic form pf´1q˚ω2.
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It is well known (for example, Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.18 of [Li08]) that the diffeo-
morphism group acts transitively on the space of symplectic forms in a fixed class and any two
symplectic forms on a rational manifold are deformation equivalent up to a diffeomorphism
fixing the symplectic class. We can pick g P Diff`pXq such that g˚pf´1q˚ω2 is deformation
equivalent to ω. Since g˚ P DK

pf´1q˚ω2 ,rpf
´1q˚ω2s – SymppX, pf´1q˚ω2q{SymphpX, pf

´1q˚ω2q,

we could pick h P SymppX, pf´1q˚ω2q such that h˚g˚ is identity. It then follows that

pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq “ h˚g˚pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq or

pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E,E,Ai`1 ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq “ h˚g˚pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E,E,Ai`1 ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq

has a realization under the form g˚ppf´1q˚ω2q. Of course the assumption that the blown-up
configuration is in HLCYpX,ωq guarantees the ω-positivity. By lemma 2.20 we see that it
then also has a realization under the form ω.

Remark 2.22. Note that one can run the above argument for a single class to get the following
useful statement that will be used later: with the same assumption in Lemma 2.21, if A can be
represented by ω1-symplectic surface and A´E has positive ω-area, then it can be represented
by ω-symplectic surface.

As we want to prove by induction, the following useful result will enable us to perform
the blow down process which reduces the arbitrary case to the case of minimal models.

Lemma 2.23 ([Pin08]). Let pX,ωq be a symplectic manifold with X ‰ CP2#CP2, then for
any ω-tame almost complex structure J , all symplectic exceptional classes of minimal area
have J-holomorphic representatives.

Proposition 2.24. F is surjective for all pX,ωq. Therefore LCYpX,ωq “ HLCYpX,ωq.

Proof. Suppose X “ CP2#nCP2 with n ě 2 and let E be the minimal area symplectic
excetional class. For pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq P HLCYpX,ωq, the case when l “ 1 is trivial and we firstly
assume l ě 3. By adjunction formula, E ¨ pA1` ¨ ¨ ¨ `Alq “ 1. Since each Ai has a symplectic
representative and thus a J-holomorphic representative for some tame J , by Lemma 2.23, we
have E ¨ Ai ě 0 or Ai “ cE for some positive integer c. Note that the symplectic genus of
Ai being non-negative forces c “ 1. Thus either E ¨ Ai “ 1 for some i and E ¨ Aj “ 0 for all
j ‰ i, or E “ Ai ă 0 for some i.

In the former case, we could pick a tame J such that the symplectic surface representing Ai
is J-holomorphic. By lemma 2.23, E also has a J-holomorphic representative. By positivity of
intersection, they intersect transversally at one point. Thus if we blow down the exceptional
sphere Ci representing E, we get another symplectic manifold pX 1, ω1q with Ai ´ E having
ω1 representative. For other Aj , one can also find exceptional sphere Cj representing E such
that they don’t intersect. Since all symplectic exceptional spheres are symplectic isotopic,
and there exists an ambient symplectic isotopy inducing that, there must be a representative
of Aj not intersecting Ci. Thus Aj also have ω1 representative in X 1. Now we see that
pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai ´ E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq P HLCYpX 1, ω1q. By induction and lemma 2.21, pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq has a
realization.

For the later case, we have Ai´1¨E “ Ai`1¨E “ 1 and Aj ¨E “ 0 for j ‰ i´1, i, i`1. Now by
a similar blow down argument as above, pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´1`E,Ai`1`E, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Alq P HLCYpX 1, ω1q
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for some blow down manifold pX 1, ω1q. Again, the result follows from induction and lemma
2.21.

Now assume l “ 2, the homological configuration becomes pK ´ E,Eq. Since n ě 2, we
could always find another exceptional class E1 such that E1 ¨E “ 0 and thus E1 ¨ pK´Eq “ 1.
By Theorem 1.2.7 of [MO15], there exists some tame almost complex structure J such that
both E1 and K ´ E has J-holomorphic representative. By positivity of intersection, these
two curves meet transversally at one point. If we blow down the E1 curve to get the manifold
pX 1, ω1q, it follows that pK ´ E ´ E1, Eq P pHLCYpX 1, ω1q. Now the result also follows from
lemma 2.21.

From Proposition 2.24 we also see that LCYpX,ωq should be controlled by the set of
symplectic sphere classes in pX,ωq, which leads to the stability result (Theorem 1.6).

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By Proposition 2.24, it suffices to show HLCYpX,ωq “ HLCYpX,ω1q.
Note that by Proposition 4.1 of [LL01] if S´1ω “ S´1ω1 we must have Kω “ Kω1 “: K. For
any homological configuration T “ pA1, . . . , Akq P pHLCYpX,ωq, we would have

ř

Ai “
c1pX,ωq “ c1pX,ω

1q and each Ai P Sω “ Sω1 . So T P pHLCYpX,ω1q and pHLCYpX,ωq “
pHLCYpX,ω1q Ă H2pX;Zq. By Proposition 4.1 of [LW12], DK,ω is generated by reflections
along classes in LK,ω. Note that

LK,ω
ğ

S´2ω
ğ

p´S´2ω q “ LK,ω1
ğ

S´2ω1
ğ

p´S´2ω1 q,

we must have LK,ω “ LK,ω1 and thus HLCYpX,ωq “ HLCYpX,ω1q.

2.4 Finiteness

In the holomorphic category, we have the following finiteness result.

Theorem 2.25 ([Fri16]). There are only finitely many deformation types of holomorphic log
Calabi-Yau pairs pY,Dq with the same self-intersection sequence.

Since there is always a Kahler pair in a symplectic deformation class of symplectic log
Calabi-Yau pairs ([LM16]), we have the following analogous finiteness result in the symplectic
category.

Theorem 2.26 ([LMM20]). There are only finitely many symplectic deformation types of
symplectic log Calabi-Yau pairs with the same self-intersection sequence.

Now we show that such finiteness also holds for strict symplectic deformation classes. We
need to make a digression first.

Having established the equivalence between LCYpX,ωq and HLCYpX,ωq, we also want
to describe it in a more convenient way. The finiteness of LCYpX,ωq will be shown by that
description in this section. In order to do that we need to introduce the concepts of reduced

cones and blowup forms for rational manifolds. Denote by Ml the l-fold blow-up CP2#lCP2
.

Fix a standard basis tH,E1, . . . , Elu of H2pMl;Zq. A class λH ´
ř

δiEi is called reduced if

δ1 ě δ2 ě ¨ ¨ ¨ ě δk ą 0 and λ ě δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3.

We also say a second cohomology class is reduced if its Poincare dual is reduced.
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Definition 2.27. A symplectic form ω is reduced if rωs is reduced, in which case rωs is
called a reduced symplectic class and pλ, δ1, . . . , δkq is called the reduced vector of rωs. The
space P̃l “ P̃ pMlq of reduced symplectic classes is called the reduced symplectic cone.
The normalized reduced symplectic cone Pl “ P pMlq is the space of reduced symplectic
classes on Ml with λ “ 1.

For M 1
1 “ S2 ˆ S2, let B “ rS2 ˆ pts, F “ rpt ˆ S2s. The reduced symplectic classes

are those of the forms satisfying ωpF q “ λ, ωpBq “ µ with λ ě µ ą 0 and it is normalized
if λ “ 1. The crucial fact we need about reduced symplectic cones is that, for symplectic
rational surfaces, the reduced symplectic cone is the fundamental domain of the action of
orientation-preserving diffeomorphism on the K0-symplectic cone ([Tau95], [LL95]). This
means whenever we have a symplectic rational manifold pX,ωq in hand, then up to scaling,
we may always assume it is pMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq with reduced or pM 1

1, ω
1
µq.

A blowup form on Ml is a symplectic form for which there exist pairwise disjoint
embedded symplectic spheres in the class H,E1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , El. The result in [KK17] shows that
every normalized reduced class encoded by pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δlq with 1 ą δ21 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δ2l contains
a blowup form. Therefore, given pMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq with some reduced blowup form, we could
blow down those disjoint exceptional spheres to obtain a sequence of symplectic manifolds
pMl´1, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl´1

q, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pM1, ωδ1q, all of which are equipped with reduced blowup forms. Note
that in pM2, ωδ1,δ2q, H ´ E1 ´ E2 also has exceptional spherical representative, whose blow
down manifold is pM 1

1, ω
1
1´δ1
1´δ2

q after scaling. Note that in this case the inclusion H2pM
1
1,Zq ãÑ

H2pM2,Zq sends F to H ´ E2 and B to H ´ E1 so that H2pM2,Zq “ H2pM
1
1,Zq ‘ ZxH ´

E1 ´ E2y.

Remark 2.28. Since any symplectic form is diffeomorphic to some blowup form and the
spaces of divisors (both LCY and HLCY) for diffeomorphic symplectic forms can be identified
naturally, our strategy for proving the finiteness in this section and counting results later is
by only considering the spaces under reduced blowup forms.

Now we need the following results:

Lemma 2.29. ([KK17]) If l ě 3, El has the minimal area among all symplectic exceptional
classes.

Lemma 2.30. ([Zha17]) For any tame J on M2, if E2 has no J-holomorphic representative,
then E1 and H ´ E1 ´ E2 must have J-holomorphic representatives.

Using the above lemmas, by the same argument in Proposition 2.24 it can be shown that:

Lemma 2.31. Assume ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl is a reduced blowup form on Ml. Suppose pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq P
pHLCYpMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq, when k ě 3, l ě 2, one of the followings occurs:

• There is exactly one 1 ď i ď k such that Ai R H2pMl´1;Zq, in which case Ai ` El P
H2pMl´1;Zq and pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´1, Ai ` El, Ai`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq P pHLCYpMl´1, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl´1

q;

• There is exactly one 1 ď i ď k such that Ai “ El, in which case Aj`El P H2pMl´1;Zq if
|i´ j| ” 1 (mod k), Aj P H2pMl´1;Zq for all the other j ‰ i and pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ai´2, Ai´1 `
El, Ai ` El, Ai`1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq P pHLCYpMl´1, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl´1

q.
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When k “ 2, if none of the above cases happens, pA1, A2q “ p3H ´E1´ ¨ ¨ ¨´El´1´ 2El, Elq.

Proof. By lemma 2.29, unless l “ 2 and E2 is not of minimal area, El can always be represented
by J-holomorphic sphere for any tame almost complex structure J due to lemma 2.23, in which
case the result will follow from the argument in Proposition 2.24. So we only need to consider
the case when l “ 2 and E2 is not of minimal area.

If E2 is in one of the component of pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq, it will fall into the second bullet without
any pseudoholomorphic argument. So we further assume there is no Ai equal to E2. We
want to show any component Ai “ aH ´ bE1 ´ cE2 has non negative intersection with
E2 so that we can apply Theorem 1.2.7 of [MO15] to find tame Ji such that E2, Ai both
have Ji-holomorphic representatives. If A2

i ă 0, according to the classification of negative
symplectic sphere classes in M2 in Proposition 3.4 of [LL20] (See also Proposition 3.4),it’s
immediate that E2 ¨ Ai ě 0. So next we assume A2

i ě 0. Firstly we pick an arbitrary tame
J such that Ai can be represented by J-holomorphic sphere. By lemma 2.30, if E2 has no
J-holomorphic representative, then E1, H ´E1 ´E2 must have. By positivity of intersection
and the assumption that A2

i ě 0, it follows that E1 ¨ Ai ě 0 and pH ´ E1 ´ E2q ¨ Ai ě 0 for
arbitrary i. Since E1 ¨ pA1`¨ ¨ ¨`Akq “ pH´E1´E2q ¨ pA1`¨ ¨ ¨`Akq “ 1 by adjunction, we
can conclude that 1 ě E1 ¨ Ai ě 0 and 1 ě pH ´ E1 ´ E2q ¨ Ai ě 0. Now we have 1 ě b ě 0,
1 ě a´b´c ě 0 and 3a´b´c ě 2 by adjunction. Now it’s easy to see these three inequalities
imply c ě 0.

Therefore, even if E2 is not of minimal area, we are still able to find Ji such that E2, Ai
both have Ji-holomorphic representatives. And we can use the argument in Proposition 2.24
to get the conclusion.

With the help of this lemma and the list in Lemma 2.19, we can write down all the ho-
mology classes ingredients for homological log Calabi-Yau divisors under the reduced blowup
form on Ml with pairwise disjoint symplectic spherical classes H,E1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , El:

The homology classes appearing in the homological log Calabi-Yau divisors must belong
to

Hl “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1 ´
řl
i“2 εiEi, k P Z, εi P t0, 1u

H ´ E1 ´
řl
i“2 εiEi, εi P t0, 1u

Ep ´
řl
i“p`1 εiEi, 2 ď p ď l, εi P t0, 1u

2H ´
řl
i“2 εiEi, εi P t0, 1u

3H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ El
3H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Ep´1 ´ 2Ep ´

řl
i“p`1 εiEi, 2 ď p ď l, εi P t0, 1u

,

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

.

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

-

The homology classes appearing in the toric homological log Calabi-Yau divisors must
belong to

tHl “

$

’

&

’

%

kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1 ´
řl
i“2 εiEi, k P Z, εi P t0, 1u

H ´ E1 ´
řl
i“2 εiEi, εi P t0, 1u

Ep ´
řl
i“p`1 εiEi, 2 ď p ď l, εi P t0, 1u

,

/

.

/

-

Moreover, by Remark 2.22 and induction, we see that A P Hl can be represented by a
symplectic surface if and only if ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlpAq ą 0. The immediate corollaries are the followings:

Corollary 2.32. For each symplectic rational surface pX,ωq with c1pX,ωq ¨ rωs ą 0, there is
a unique elliptic symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor in LCYpX,ωq.
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Corollary 2.33. Under the reduced blowup form ω on Ml with pairwise disjoint symplectic
spherical classes H,E1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , El, the cyclic homological configuration T given by pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq
is in HLCYpMl, ωq if and only if:

• Ai P Hl, for all 1 ď i ď k;

• rT s “ PDpc1pMl, ωqq;

• ω is T -positive.

Corollary 2.34. LCYpX,ωq is finite.

Proof. Since the length of the divisors in LCYpX,ωq has an upper bound, it’s enough to show
for a fixed ω, only fintely many classes A P Hl are in the homological configurations. This is
implied by the obvious inequality ω ¨ c1pX,ωq ě ωpAq ą 0, thus a bound of k.

2.5 Tautness and toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

In the holomorphic category, a labeled anticanonical pair is called taut if its isomorphism class
is determined by the self-intersection sequence. The tautness of holomorphic anticanonical
pairs is used to prove Torelli Theorem in [Fri16]. Now we introduce two kinds of symplectic
analogy of tautness as follows. A label on a symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor D P pLCYpX,ωq
is a bijection from t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ku to the irreducible components of D such that each two consec-
utive numbers are mapped to two components which intersect. For simplicity, we will just
use pC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ckq to denote a labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor. Two labeled divisors
pD “ pC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ckq, ωq and pD1 “ pC 11, ¨ ¨ ¨ , C

1
kq, ω

1q with the same number of components are
symplectic deformation equivalent if they are connected by a family of symplectic divisors
pDt “ pCt1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , C

t
kq, ω

tq, up to an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism. Clearly, two unla-
beled divisors are symplectic deformation equivalent in the sense of Definition 2.1 if and only
if there exist labels on them such that they are symplectic deformation equivalent as labeled
divisors. Similarly, we can also define the strict deformation equivalence for labeled divisors.

Definition 2.35. A labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor pD “ pC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ckq, ωq on X is
called def-taut if all the labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors pD1 “ pC 11, ¨ ¨ ¨ , C

1
kq, ω

1q

on X with rCis
2 “ rC 1is

2 for all 1 ď i ď k are symplectic deformation equivalent to D. It’s
called iso-taut if all the labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors pD1 “ pC 11, ¨ ¨ ¨ , C

1
kq, ω

1q on
X with rCis

2 “ rC 1is
2, ωpCiq “ ω1pC 1iq for all 1 ď i ď k are strictly symplectic deformation

equivalent to D.

Next we will focus on the iso-tautness which will be used in the proof of Proposition 4.4.
We put the discussion of def-tautness into the appendix since there is no direct application
in the remaining of this paper.

Recall that a symplectic Looijenga pair pX,ω,Dq is called a toric symplectic log Calabi-
Yau pair if qpDq “ 0, where qpDq “ 12 ´ kpDq ´ D2 “ 12 ´ 3k ´

řk
i“1 si. When we fix

the ambient symplectic manifold pX,ωq, we also call D a toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisor. From the definition we see that being toric only depends on the self-intersection
sequence s. In the following we discuss some basic properties of toric symplectic log Calabi-
Yau divisors.

The following lemma shows that this definition of being toric coincides with that in [Fri16].
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Lemma 2.36. A symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor D Ă pX,ωq is toric if and only if it is

an iterated toric blow-up of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in CP2, CP2#CP2
and

S2 ˆ S2.

Proof. The ’if’ part is obvious since qpDq is preserved under toric blow-ups and qpDq “ 0 for
minimal models B3, C4 and D4. Now suppose D is toric. By minimal reduction ([LM16]),
we can do a maximal sequence of non-toric blow-downs and then a maximal sequence of toric
blow-downs to get a minimal model pX 1, ω1, D1q. Note that non-toric blow-down decreases
qpDq, we have qpD1q ď qpDq “ 0. By checking the minimal models in Theorem 2.14, we see
that all of them have qpD1q ě 0. So we must have qpD1q “ 0 and D is a toric blow-up of D1.
The only possible D1 are B3, C4 and D4, which are toric ones among minimal models.

The above lemma implies that a Kahler log Calabi-Yau pair pX,ω,Dq is a toric symplectic
log Calabi-Yau pair if and only if pX,Dq is a toric anticanonical pair in the holomorphic
category.

A toric anticanonical divisor is taut while a general anticanonical divisor might not be
taut in the holomorphic category ([Fri16]). Such rigidity of toric divisors persists to hold in
the symplectic category.

Lemma 2.37. Any labeled toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor is both def-taut and iso-
taut.

Proof. Let D,D1 Ă pX,ωq be two toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors with the same self-
intersection sequence spDq “ spD1q. Then there are two Kahler log Calabi-Yau divisors pω,Dq

and pω1, D
1
q in X symplectic deformation equivalent to pω,Dq and pω,D1q respectively by

Theorem 2.2. The toric Kahler log Calabi-Yau divisors are taut (in the holomorphic sense) by

Lemma 2.15 of [Fri16] and there is an isomorphism φ : pX,Dq Ñ pX,D
1
q. The isomorphism φ

is in particular an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism and thus a homological equivalence.
So pX,ω,Dq is also def-taut as a symplectic Calabi-Yau pair.

Suppose pX,ω,Dq and pX 1, ω1, D1q satisfy ps, aq “ ps1, a1q, then by above discussion there
is a diffeomorphism Φ : X Ñ X 1 such that Φ˚rCis “ rC 1is. Then we have Φ˚rω1s ¨ rCis “
Φ˚rω1s ¨ pΦ˚q

´1rC 1is “ rω
1s ¨ rC 1is “

ř

a1i “
ř

ai “ rωs ¨ rCis, i.e pΦ˚rω1s ´ rωsq ¨ rCis for all i.
Then Φ˚rω1s “ rωs and Φ is a strictly homological equivalence, which follows from the fact
that trCisu contains a basis of H2pX;Zq.

We include a proof of this fact for completeness. For each of the minimal models B3,
C4 and D4, we can see that the homology classes of the components generate the second
homology. We proceed by induction and assume that trCisu generates H2pX;Zq for every
toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair pX,ω,Dq. Denote by pX 1, ω1, D1q a toric blow-up of
pX,ω,Dq. Then H2pX

1;Zq “ H2pX;Zq ‘ ZE where E is the exceptional class, such that

trC 11s, . . . , rC
1
k`1su “ trC1s, . . . , rCk´1s ´ E,E, rCks ´ Eu,

which is linearly equivalent to trC1s, . . . , rCk´1s, rCks, Eu, and thus generates H2pX
1;Zq.

Lemma 2.38. Let D be a toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor, we have b`pDq “ 1.

Proof. If QD is negative definite, then qpDq ě 3 ([Fri16], Corollary 1.3) and cannot be toric. If
QD is negative semi-definite, then D is a cycle of ´2 spheres. By Lemma 2.36, D is obtained
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from p1, 1, 1q or pn, 0,´n, 0q by toric blow-ups. In particular, there must be at least one ´1
sphere in D. So a symplectic circular spherical divisor D cannot be negative semi-definite.
So we must have b`pDq “ 1.

Remark 2.39. A symplectic circular spherical divisor D Ă pX,ωq is an embedded normal
crossing symplectic divisor which is topologically a cycle of spheres (see [LMM20] for def-
inition). It follows from Theorem 1.3 of [LMM20] that such D must be log Calabi-Yau if
b`pDq “ 1. So a symplectic circular spherical divisor D is a toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisor if and only if b`pDq “ 1 and qpDq “ 0.

Another way to characterize toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors is through their
boundaries. To see this, we need to recall some notions on divisor neighborhoods in [LM19].
Let pD “ Yki“1Ci, ωq be a symplectic divisor. A closed regular neighborhood P pDq of D is
called a concave/convex plumbing if it is a strong symplectic cap/filling of its boundary.
A concave plumbing is also called a divisor cap of its boundary. Let QD be the intersection
matrix of D and a “ pCi ¨ rωsq P pR`qk be the area sequence of D. A symplectic divisor D is
said to satisfy positive (resp. negative) GS criterion if there exists z P pR`qk (resp. pRď0qk)
such that QDz “ a.

Theorem 2.40 ([LM19],[GS09]). Let pD,ωq be an ω-orthogonal symplectic divisor. Then D
has a concave (resp. convex) plumbing if pD,ωq satisfies the positive (resp. negative) GS
criterion. Moreover, the induced contact boundary is unique up to contactomorphism.

We will not recall the detailed construction here, but refer the readers to [GS09], [LM19]
and [LM21].

Lemma 2.41. A symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor D Ă pX,ωq has boundary diffeomorphic
to T 3 if and only if it is toric.

Proof. By [GL16], we have CokerpQDq “ CokerpApDq ´ Iq, where ApDq is the monodromy
of boundary torus bundle of D. If QD is negative definite, then ApDq ‰ I and YD cannot be
T 3. If QD is negative semi-definite, then all components of D has self-intersection ´2. One

can compute the monodromy to be

ˆ

k ` 1 k
´k ´k ` 1

˙

, which is conjugate to

ˆ

1 0
´k 1

˙

, where

k is the length of D. So the boundary cannot be T 3.
If b`pQDq “ 1, then D has self-intersection sequence spDq to be one listed in Theorem

1.3 of [LMM20], up to toric blow-ups and blow-downs. Such equivalence is called a toric
equivalence and preserves qpDq. We can compute their qpDq by hand as follows.

• For spDq “ p1, pq or p´1,´pq with p “ 1, 2, 3, we have qpDq “ 6˘ p1` pq ě 2.

• For spDq “ p1, 1, pq with p ď 1, we have qpDq “ 3 ´ p2 ` pq ě 0 and qpDq “ 0 if and
only if p “ 1.

• For spDq “ p0, pq with p ď 4, we have qpDq “ 6´ p ě 2.

• For spDq “ p1, pq with p ď ´1, we have qpDq “ 6´ 1´ p ě 6.

• The sequence spDq “ p1, 1 ´ p1, p2, . . . , pl´1, 1 ´ plq with pi ě 2, l ě 2 is called blown-
up if it is non-toric blow-up of a divisor D1, where D1 is toric equivalent to D2 with
spD2q “ p1, 1, 1q. Since non-toric blow-up increases qpDq, so we have qpDq ą qpD1q “ 0.
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So qpDq “ 0 if and only if D is toric equivalent to p1, 1, 1q. And by computing the monodromy
of YD listed above, we see that YD is T 3 if and only if D is toric equivalent to p1, 1, 1q.

3 c1-nef cone and counting symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

Now we investigate the enumerative aspect of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors. From now
on, we make the convention that the homology class H ´

ř

iPI Ei can be denoted by HI . For
example, H ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ E3 can be written as H123.

3.1 c1-nef subcone and counting

To ensure the existence of log Calabi-Yau divisors, the symplectic forms must satisfy c1pMl, ωq¨
rωs ą 0. In the case of symplectic rational surfaces, c1pMl, ωq is unique up to orientation-
preserving diffeomrophism ([LL01]). Since the reduced symplectic cone P̃l is the fundamental
domain inside the symplectic cone under the action of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms,
we have a unique first Chern class for symplectic classes in P̃l. We denote this class by c1pMlq

and define the c1-nef subcone to be

Ñl “ ÑpMlq “ tA P H
2pMl;Rq|PDpAq is reduced, A ¨ c1pMlq ą 0u,

and the normalized c1-nef subcone Nl to contain those normalized reduced classes in Ñl. We
can see below that Ñl is indeed a subcone of the reduced symplectic cone P̃l and thus Nl a
subcone of Pl.

Lemma 3.1. For A P Ñl, we have A ¨A ą 0 and A is a symplectic class.

Proof. When l ď 9, it is previously known that any reduced class has positive square. We
give a brief argument here. Let

A “ H ´ δ1E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ δ9E9

be a normalized reduced class in Ml, where δi “ 0 for i ą l. Then we have A ¨ pH ´Ei´Ej ´
Ekq ě 0 for any distinct i, j, k since 1 ě δi ` δj ` δk. Let

B “ δ1pH ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ E3q ` δ4pH ´ E4 ´ E5 ´ E6q ` δ7pH ´ E7 ´ E8 ´ E9q,

and we have A ¨B ě 0. Consider

A´B “p1´ δ1 ´ δ4 ´ δ7qH ` pδ1 ´ δ2qE2 ` pδ1 ´ δ3qE3

` pδ4 ´ δ5qE5 ` pδ4 ´ δ6qE6 ` pδ7 ´ δ8qE8 ` pδ7 ´ δ8qE9.

Then we have A ¨ pA´ Bq ě 0 and thus A ¨ A ě 0. Since A ¨ c1 ą 0, we must have A ¨ A ą 0
by light cone lemma ([McD97]).

When l ě 10, we use Lagrangian multiplier to find minimum of A ¨A. Let fpδ1, . . . , δlq “
A ¨A “ 1´

ř

δ2i and gpδ1, . . . , δlq “ A ¨ c1pXq “ 3´
ř

δi. By Lagrangian multiplier, we know

f attains minimum when δ1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ δl “ δ. Since A ¨ c1pXq ą 0, we have δ ă
3

l
. Then

A ¨A ě minpfq “ 1´ lδ2 ą 1´
9

l
ą 0 as l ě 10.

Since A is reduced, we have A is a symplectic class by Proposition 4.9 of [LL01].
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Since c1pMlq is fixed by orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms, the c1-nef cone Nl is also
preserved. This provides a natural and simplified domain for the existence of log Calabi-Yau
divisors. One advantage of this c1-nef cone over the larger reduced symplectic cone is that
c1-nef cone is a convex linear cone with finitely many faces while the reduced symplectic cone
can have boundaries cut out by quadratic equations ([LLW19]).

We are interested in counting the number of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in a
symplectic rational surface pMk, ωq with rωs P Nk, the normalized c1-nef subcone. Recall
Corollary 2.32 shows that there is always a unique elliptic log Calabi-Yau divisor in the c1-nef
cone. So we will only consider cycles of spheres in the following subsections and automatically
plus 1 to each counting result.

Proposition 2.24 implies that counting symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors is equivalent
to counting log Calabi-Yau homological configurations up to symplectomorphisms. But for a
symplectic class in the interior of the reduced symplectic cone, the only orientation-preserving
diffeomorphism preserving the symplectic class is the identity. So we have the following
convenient lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For a symplectic class rωs in the interior of the reduced symplectic cone, we
have that DK0,rωs “ tidu. In particular, two symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors D “

Ť

Ci and
D1 “

Ť

C 1i are strictly symplectic deformation equivalent if and only if rCis “ rC
1
is for all i,

up to a cyclic or anti-cyclic relabelling of the components. In other words, pHLCYpX,ωq “
HLCYpX,ωq.

The linear boundaries of the reduced cone are given by equations of the form δi “ δj or
δi ` δj ` δk “ 1. Then the class Ei ´Ej or H ´Ei ´Ej ´Ek is represented by a Lagrangian
sphere ([LW12]) and the Dehn twist along this Lagrangian sphere is a symplectomorphism
generating a strict homological equivalence between some symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors,
which causes repetitions of log Calabi-Yau homological configurations.

So in order to count symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors, it suffices to count Calabi-Yau
homological configurations for each symplectic structure and subtract repetitions along the
boundary of the normalized reduced symplectic cone. This is the strategy we will employ in
the rest of this section.

3.2 Count of minimal models

We start by counting symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in CP2,CP2#CP2
and S2ˆS2. They

are all minimal and their count can be read off from Theorem 2.14 or Lemma 2.19 as follows.
On CP2, the only normalized symplectic class is rωFSs such that ωFSpHq “ 1. On

CP2#CP2
, we consider the normalized symplectic form ωδ with ωδpHq “ 1, ωδpEq “ δ ă 1.

Similarly on S2 ˆ S2, we consider ωµ with ωµpBq “ 1, ωµpF q “ µ ě 1. Then we have the
following counts.

Lemma 3.3.

|LCYpCP2, ωFSq| “ 3,

|LCYpS2 ˆ S2, ωµq| “

#

1` p1` rµ` 1sq ` rµs` rµs “ 3rµs` 3,when µ ą 1

1` rµ` 1s` rµs` rµs “ 3rµs` 2,when µ “ 1

|LCYpCP2#CP2
, ωδq| “ 1` p1` r

1

1´ δ
sq ` r

1

1´ δ
s` r

δ

1´ δ
s “ 3r

δ

1´ δ
s` 4.
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Proof. Their pHLCY spaces has been listed in Lemma 2.19. Note that those homological
configurations can be realized if and only if all the homology classes have positive symplectic
areas.

For CP2, there is nothing to check since the symplectomorphism must act trivially on the
homology group.

For S2ˆS2, if µ ą 1, then there is no Lagrangian p´2q-sphere so that any symplectomor-
phism must act trivially on the homology group ([LW12]). This implies the space pHLCY
is the same as the space HLCY. So the count for the type 1, 2, 3, 4 in Lemma 2.19 should
be 1, 1 ` rµ ` 1s, rµs, rµs respectively. And the total count is 3rµs ` 3. When µ “ 1, the
homological action by symplectomorphism group is generated by switching F and B. Thus
p2F `B,Bq, pF ` 2B,F q will be identified after passing from pHLCY to its quotient HLCY.
In this case, the count should be 3rµs` 2.

For CP2#CP2
, the symplectomorphism must act trivially on the homology group. Thus we

only need to count the space pHLCY. The count for the type 1, 2, 3, 4 in Lemma 2.19 should

be 1, 1` r
1

1´ δ
s, r

1

1´ δ
s, r

δ

1´ δ
s respectively. So the total count is given by 3r

δ

1´ δ
s` 4.

3.3 Counting symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in M2 and M3

The remaining rational symplectic surfaces are Ml “ CP2#lCP2
, l ě 2 with normalized re-

duced symplectic form ω given by the reduced basis pδ1, . . . , δlq, where rωs lies in the normal-
ized c1-nef cone Nl. In the subsection, we give a detailed count of symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisors in M2 and toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in M3 for all symplectic forms in
the c1-nef cone. Our counting in M2 and also M3 depends crucially on the following homolog-
ical classification of negative symplectic spheres of log Calabi-Yau divisors by Corollary 2.33.
It also follows from the Proposition 3.4 in [LL20].

Proposition 3.4. All possible negative symplectic spherical classes in M2 and M3 can be
enumerated as follows.

For M2, we have that for integer k ě 1,

• p´1q classes are E1, E2, H ´ E1 ´ E2,

• p´2k ´ 1q class is ´kH ` pk ` 1qE1,

• p´2kq class is ´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2.

For M3, we have that for integer k ě 1,

• p´1q classes are E1, E2, E3, H ´ E1 ´ E2, H ´ E1 ´ E3, H ´ E2 ´ E3;

• p´2q classes are E1 ´ E2, E1 ´ E3, E2 ´ E3, H ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ E3;

• p´2k ´ 1q classes are ´kH ` pk ` 1qE1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3;

• p´2k ´ 2q classes are ´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E3.

Moreover, these classes can be realized by symplectic spheres if and only if their pairings with
the symplectic class are positive.
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The normalized c1-nef cone N2 coincides with the reduced symplectic cone P2 and is the

convex hull in R2 of the points O “ p0, 0q,M “ p
1

2
,
1

2
q and A “ p1, 0q with line segments

OA and MA removed. The cone N2 is cut by hyperplanes corresponding to negative sphere
classes Proposition 3.4 into infinitely many regions, which we describe as follows.

Consider points Pi “ p
i

i` 1
,

1

i` 1
q on edge MA and Qi “ p

i

i` 1
, 0q on edge OA, where

i ě 1 is an integer. And we also let Q0 “ O. The region 4PiPi`1Qi contains the interior of
this triangle and the interior of the edge QiPi`1. The region 4Qi´1QiPi contains the interior
of this triangle and the interior of the edge QiPi. Then we have

Nk “ p

8
ğ

i“1

4PiPi`1Qiq \ p
8
ğ

i“1

4Qi´1QiPiq \OM.

Proposition 3.5. The count of log Calabi-Yau divisors LCYp2; 1, δ1, δ2q in pM2; 1, δ1, δ2q is
given by

p1q 14i` 19 in region 4PiPi`1Qi, i ě 1,

p2q 14i` 26 in region 4QiQi`1Pi`1, i ě 0,

p3q 13 in the interior of the line segment OM .

In other words, in the interior of reduced symplectic cone, we have

|LCYp2; 1, δ1, δ2q| “ 7pr
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

sq ` 12,

On the boundary of reduced symplectic cone, that is, when 0 ă δ1 “ δ2 ă
1

2
, we have

|LCYp2; 1, δ1, δ2q| “ 13 . The results are shown in Figure 1.

Proof. For n ě 1, we can enumerate all possible self-intersection sequences for log Calabi-Yau
divisors in M2 as follows:

p1q pn` 3,´nq,

p2q pn` 2,´1,´nq, pn` 1, 0,´nq,

p3q p0, n,´1,´nq, p0, n´ 1, 0,´nq, pn` 1,´1,´1,´nq,

p4q p0, n´ 1,´1,´1,´nq,

p5q p3, 0q, p2, 1q, p1, 0, 0q, p1,´1, 1q,

p6q p7q.

For each normalized reduced vector p1, δ1, δ2q, we denote by Fnp2; 1, δ1, δ2q, n ě 1, the
total count of log Calabi-Yau divisors with self-intersection sequence to be one of p1q ´ p4q
and denote by F0p2; 1, δ1, δ2q the count corresponding to p5q. We will also denote by #s the
count of log Calabi-Yau divisors with self-intersection sequence s. By Proposition 3.4, we
consider cases n “ 2k and n “ 2k ` 1 with k ě 1 for each s listed above.

For n “ 2k, we have that all possible homology types are
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p1q ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q

p2q ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q,
ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H ´ E1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q

p3q pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q,
pH ´ E1, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H ´ E1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q,
ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q

p4q pH ´ E1, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q

These homology types can be realized by log Calabi-Yau divisors if and only if the symplectic
area of each component is positive. So we have

F2kp2; 1, δ1, δ2q “

#

7 if ´ pk ´ 1q ` kδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0

0 otherwise

For n “ 2k ` 1, all possible homology types are

p1q ppk ` 3qH ´ pk ` 2qE1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q

p2q ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1, H ´ E1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q,
ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2, H ´ E1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q

p3q pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H ´ E1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q,
pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, H ´ E1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q,
ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2, E2, H ´ E1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q

p4q pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, E2, H ´ E1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q

So we have

F2k`1p2; 1, δ1, δ2q “

#

7 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0

0 otherwise

For n “ 1, we have the following homology types:

p1q p4,´1q “ p2H,H ´ E1 ´ E2q, p3H ´ 2Ep ´ Eq, Epq,

p2q p3,´1,´1q “ p2H ´ Ei, Ei, H ´ E1 ´ E2q,
p2, 0,´1q “ p2H ´ E1 ´ E2, H ´ Ei, Eiq,

p3q p0, 1,´1,´1q “ pH ´ Ei, H,H ´ E1 ´ E2, Eiq,
p0, 0, 0,´1q “ pH ´ Ep, H ´ Eq, H ´ Ep, Epq,
p2,´1,´1,´1q “ p2H ´ E1 ´ E2, E1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2q,

p4q p0, 0,´1,´1,´1q “ pH ´ E2, H ´ E1, E1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2q,

where i P t1, 2u and tp, qu “ t1, 2u. So

F1p2; 1, δ1, δ2q “

#

13, if δ1 ą δ2;

8, if δ1 “ δ2.

For those s in p5q, we could also list their homology types as follows:

28



• p3, 0q “ p2H ´ Ep, H ´ Eqq

• p2, 1q “ p2H ´ E1 ´ E2, Hq

• p1, 0, 0q “ pH,H ´ E1, H ´ E2q

• p1,´1, 1q “ pH,H ´ E1 ´ E2, Hq

where tp, qu “ t1, 2u. So

F0p2; 1, δ1, δ2q “

#

5, if δ1 ą δ2;

4, if δ1 “ δ2.

Also by Corollary 2.32, there is always a unique divisor in p7q. Then we have

|LCYp2; 1, δ1, δ2q| “ 1` F0p2; 1, δ1, δ2q ` F1p2; 1, δ1, δ2q `
8
ÿ

n“2

Fnp2; 1, δ1, δ2q

The result follows by recognizing

4PiPi`1Qi “t´i` pi` 1qδ1 ą 0,´i` pi` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď 0u,

4QiQi`1Pi`1 “t´i` pi` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0,´pi` 1q ` pi` 2qδ1 ď 0u,

OM “tδ1 “ δ2u.

Also we get the formula because when δ1 ą δ2 we have

r
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s “

#

2i` 1 if ´ i` pi` 1qδ1 ą 0,´i` pi` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď 0,

2i` 2 if ´ i` pi` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0,´pi` 1q ` pi` 2qδ1 ď 0.

Figure 1: Counting of LCY for M2. Figure 2: Counting of tLCY for M2.

By only counting the toric log Calabi-Yau divisors in the proof of the above proposition,
we get the following count of toric divisors.

Corollary 3.6. The count of toric log Calabi-Yau divisors on pM2; 1, δ1, δ2q is given by
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p1q 2i` 1 in the region 4QiPiPi`1;

p2q 2i` 2 in the region 4QiQi`1Pi`1;

p3q 1 in the interior of edge OM “ Q0P1.

In other words, we have

|tLCYpM2; 1, δ1, δ2q| “ r
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s

The results are shown in Figure 2.

Proof. The toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors has self-intersection sequence p0, n ´
1,´1,´1,´nq. For n “ 2k, the only homology type is pH ´ E1, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H ´ E1 ´

E2, E2,´pk´ 1qH ` kE1 ´E2q. So the number of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors is

tF2kp2; 1, δ1, δ2q “ 1 if ´ pk ´ 1q ` kδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0, δ1 ` δ2 ă 1.

For n “ 2k ` 1, the only homology type is pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, E2, H ´ E1 ´

E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q. Then

tF2k`1p2; 1, δ1, δ2q “ 1 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0, δ1 ` δ2 ă 1.

For n “ 1, the only homology type is pH ´ E2, H ´ E1, E1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2q. Then

tF1p2; 1, δ1, δ2q “ 1 if δ1 ą δ2, δ1 ` δ2 ă 1.

Above counts are 0 everywhere else. We get the results by summing over the counts.

Next we give a detailed count of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors in M3 for all
symplectic forms in the normalized c1-nef cone N3.

The normalized c1-nef cone N3 is the same as the reduced symplectic cone P3 and is the

convex hull in R3 of the points O “ p0, 0, 0q,M “ p
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
q, A “ p1, 0, 0q and B “ p

1

2
,
1

2
, 0q

with the triangleOAB removed. By Proposition 3.4, there is a pattern of four walls inN3 given
by ´pk´1qH`kE1,´pk´1qH`kE1´E2´E3,´kH`pk`1qE1´E2,´kH`pk`1qE1´E3.
They never intersect with each other except on the edges. The cone N3 is again cut by these
walls into infinitely many regions, which we describe as follows.

Consider points Pi “ p
i` 1

i` 3
,

1

i` 3
,

1

i` 3
q on edge MA, Qi “ p

i

i` 1
, 0, 0q on edge OA and

Ri “ p
i` 1

i` 2
,

1

i` 2
, 0q on edge AB, where i ě 0 is an integer. The regions

Qi´1Ri´1P2i´1P2i´2, Qi´1QiRi´1P2i´1, QiRi´1P2i´1P2i, QiRi´1RiP2i

contain the interior subcones and the interior of their faces

Qi´1Ri´1P2i´2, QiRi´1P2i´1, QiRi´1P2i, QiRiP2i

respectively; the regions

Qi´1P2i´2P2i´1, Qi´1QiP2i´1, QiP2i´1P2i, Ri´1P2i´2P2i´1, Ri´1P2i´1P2i, Ri´1RiP2i
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Figure 3: Counting of tLCY for M3 in the interior and boundary of the c1-nef cone.

contain the interior triangles and the interior of their edges

Qi´1P2i´1, QiP2i´1, QiP2i, Ri´1P2i´1, Ri´1P2i, RiP2i

respectively; the region Pi´1Pi contains the interior of this edge and the point Pi.
These regions form the entire normalized reduced symplectic cone P3 “ N3, so we have

listed all the possible symplectic classes on M3. We claim the following counting results,
which follows from the same method for M2 cases. The proof is quite long, thus we put it in
the appendix A.2.

Proposition 3.7. Let i ě 1 be an integer. The number of toric symplectic log CY divisors
on the rational surface M3 is

(1) 10i´ 2 in the region Qi´1Ri´1P2i´1P2i´2 (2) 10i in the region Qi´1QiRi´1P2i´1

(3) 10i` 3 in the region QiRi´1P2i´1P2i (4) 10i` 5 in the region QiRi´1RiP2i

(5) 4i´ 1 in the region Qi´1P2i´2P2i´1 (6) 4i in the region Qi´1QiP2i´1

(7) 4i` 1 in the region QiP2i´1P2i (8) 4i in the region Ri´1P2i´2P2i´1

(9) 4i` 2 in the region Ri´1P2i´1P2i (10) 4i` 3 in the region Ri´1RiP2i

(11) i` 1 in the region Pi´1Pi (12) 3 in the region OBM “ Q0R0P0

(13) 2 in the region BM “ R0P0 (14) 1 in the region OM “ Q0P0 and the monotone

point M “ P0 “ p
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
q. The results are shown in Figure 3.

3.4 Toric regions

Instead of giving a counting formula of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors, we could also
investigate the symplectic classes for which they could exist. This is called the toric region
Tl of the manifold Ml. By Theorem 1.5 that will be proved in the next section, this will also
be the part of the normalized c1-nef cone where there exists a toric action. From the counting
results for M3,M2 and minimal models, we already know the following:

Corollary 3.8. When l ď 3, the toric region Tl will be the whole normalized reduced symplectic
cone Pl.

Now we discuss the cases for rational surfaces M4,M5,M6. We start with the following
simple observation:
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Fact 3.9. For 4 ď l ď 6, the toric regions Tl contains the interior of normalized reduced
symplectic cones Pl.

Proof. Consider the following homological configurations for M4,M5,M6 respectively:

pH134, E4, E1 ´ E4, H12, E2, H23, E3q

pH134, E4, E1 ´ E4, H12, E2 ´ E5, E5, H235, E3q

pH134, E4, E1 ´ E4, H125, E5, E2 ´ E5, H236, E6, E3 ´ E6q

Note that they can be realized by Corollary 2.33 since it is easy to see that each homology
class in the above sequences has positive pairing with any rωs in the interior of Pl. Also the
realization of them are toric log Calabi-Yau since qpDq “ 12´kpDq´D2 “ 12´pl`3q´p9´lq “
0.

Recall that the normalized reduced symplectic cone P4 for M4 is the convex hull of O “

p0, 0, 0, 0q, M “ p
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
q, A “ p1, 0, 0, 0q, B “ p

1

2
,
1

2
, 0, 0q and C “ p

1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
, 0q not

containing the face OABC.

Proposition 3.10. The toric region T4 for M4 is equal to P4 deleting two edges MO,MA.

Proof. If the homological sequence forM4 in Fact 3.9 can not be realized by some rωs P Pl, then
either ωpH134q “ 0 or ωpE1´E4q “ 0. They lead to the restrictions δ1`δ2`δ3 “ 1, δ2 “ δ3 “ δ4
or δ1 “ δ2 “ δ3 “ δ4, which exactly correspond to the edge MA or MO. Thus we only need
to show the nonexistence of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors on MA and MO.

Firstly by considering the toric blow up operation on the self-intersection sequcences of
M3, we can classify all the possible self-intersection sequences for M4 which are:

tAn “ p´2,´1,´2,´n,´1,´1, n´ 2qu8n“1

tBn “ p´1,´2,´1,´n´ 3,´1,´1, nqu8n“1

tCn “ p´1,´2,´2,´1,´n´ 3, 0, nqu8n“1

tDn “ p´1,´3,´1,´2, n, 0,´n´ 2qu8n“´8

tEn “ p´3,´1,´2,´2, n, 0,´n´ 1qu8n“´8

Next by Proposition 3.4 of [LL20], for k ě 1, S´2k´2ω and S´2k´3ω are subsets of the
following sets respectively, with the only restrictions on positive pairing with ω:

S´2k´2ω Ăt´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3 ´ E4,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2,

´ kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E3,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E4u

S´2k´3ω Ăt´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2 ´ E3,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2 ´ E4,

´ kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E3 ´ E4,´pk ` 1qH ` pk ` 2qE1u

For S´1ω , S´2ω and S´3ω , their possible choices are as follows, again with the postive pairing
condition as the only restriction:

S´1ω Ă tEk, H ´ Ei ´ Ej |1 ď k ď 4, 1 ď i ă j ď 4u

S´2ω Ă tEp ´ Em, H ´ Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek|1 ď p ă m ď 4, 1 ď i ă j ă k ď 4u

S´3ω Ă t´H ` 2E1, H ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ E3 ´ E4, Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek|1 ď i ă j ă k ď 4u
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Now we can explain the nonexistence of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor when the
symplectic class is on the edge OM or MA, which is the consequence of the lack of some
p´2q- and p´3q-spheres.

Along the edge MO, we have

S´2ω “ tH ´ Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek|1 ď i ă j ă k ď 4u

S´3ω “ tH ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ E3 ´ E4u.

From this we can see that any two elements in S´2ω or S´3ω have negative intersection number,
which excludes the existence of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors of type An, Cn, Dn, En
since the any two p´2q- or p´3q-components in the divisor must have intersection number 1 if
they are adjacent in the sequence or 0 otherwise. Moreover, Bn type is also impossible since
Sď´4ω “ H for rωs PMO.

Along the edge MA, we have

S´2ω “ tE1 ´ E2, E1 ´ E3, E1 ´ E4, H ´ E2 ´ E3 ´ E4u

S´3ω “ t´H ` 2E1, E1 ´ E2 ´ E3, E1 ´ E2 ´ E4, E1 ´ E3 ´ E4u.

Still any two elements in S´2ω or S´3ω have negative intersection number, which excludes
divisors of type An, Cn, Dn, En. And Bn type is also excluded because although Sď´4ω may
not be empty, the intersection numbers between the elements in S´2ω and Sď´4ω are negative.
However the p´2q-component and p´n´ 3q-component in Bn must have intersection number
0 since they are nonadjacent.

A similar but more complicated analysis can be done for M5. The normalized reduced
symplectic cone P5 for M5 is the convex hull of

O “ p0, 0, 0, 0, 0q,M “ p
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
q, A “ p1, 0, 0, 0, 0q,

B “ p
1

2
,
1

2
, 0, 0, 0q, C “ p

1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
, 0, 0q, D “ p

1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
,
1

3
, 0q,

not containing the face OABCD. Let’s introduce a special point X “ p
1

2
,
1

4
,
1

4
,
1

4
,
1

4
q on the

edge MA. We have the following result, the proof of which is quite similar to the case for M4

and contained in the appendix A.3.

Proposition 3.11. The toric region T5 for M5 is equal to P5 deleting the closed faces MOD,
MAD and MOX which is a quarter of the face MOA.

Remark 3.12. After we establish the equivalence between toric divisors and toric actions
later, we can also check the above results from the perspective of performing equivariant blow
up, by analysing the possibilities of chopping the corners of Delzant polygons.

Next we give some qualitative characterizations of the toric regions for general Ml.

Lemma 3.13. The toric region Tl is star-shaped in the directions δ2, . . . , δl, i.e. for any
p1; δ1, δ2, . . . , δlq P Tl, p1; δ1, λ2δ2, . . . , λlδlq is also in Tl for all 0 ă λl ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď λ2 ď 1.
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Proof. Let a :“ rωp1;δ1,δ2,...,δkqs and aλ :“ rωp1;δ1,λ2δ2,...,λlδlqs. We could prove this lemma
directly by using Corollary 2.33 but we can actually show a stronger result: Sa Ă Saλ . By
Theorem 1.6, This implies tHLCYpMl, aq Ă tHLCYpMl, aλq.

For A “ aH ´
ř

biEi P Sa, we see that A P Saλ if and only if aλ ¨A ą 0 by Lemma 2.20.

• If a ą 0, then bi ě 0 for all i by Lemma 3.3 of [Che20], which implies

aλ ¨A “ a´ b1δ1 ´
ÿ

λibiδi ą a´ b1δ1 ´
ÿ

biδi ą 0.

• If a ă 0, then A must be of the form ´|a|H ` p|a| ` 1qE1 ´ Ej2 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Ejs by Lemma
3.4 of [Che20]. Then we have

aλ ¨A “ ´|a| ` p|a| ` 1qδ1´ λpδj2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δjsq ě ´|a| ` p|a| ` 1qδ1´ pδj2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δjsq ą 0.

• If a “ 0, then by adjunction formula we have
ř

bipbi ´ 1q “ 2. So there is one k such
that bk “ ´1 or 2 and bj “ 0 or 1 for j ‰ k. Since a ¨ A “

ř

biδi ą 0, we must have
bk “ ´1 and j ă k if bj “ 1. Then

aλ ¨A “ λkδk ´
ÿ

jąk

λjbjδj ě λkpδk ´
ÿ

jąk

bjδjq “ λkpa ¨Aq ą 0.

Proposition 3.14. Toric region Tl is connected for each l.

Proof. For l ď 2, Tl “ Pl is the entire normalized reduced cone and is thus connected. So we
only consider the case l ě 3. The region

T εl :“ tp1; δ1, . . . , δlq P Pl | δi´1 ą δi, δi ă ε, i ě 2u

is contained in the toric region Tl for sufficiently small ε since

pH ´ E1, E1 ´ E2, E2 ´ E3, ..., Ek´1 ´ Ek, Ek, H ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ ...´ Ek, Hq

is a toric log Calabi-Yau divisor in this region. Note that every p1; δ1, δ2, . . . , δlq in Tl is
connected to p1; δ1, λ2δ2, . . . , λlδlq P T

ε
l for sufficiently small 0 ă λl ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă λ2 ď 1. So we

conclude that Tl is connected.

3.5 General counting formulas for restrictive reduced symplectic classes

When the blow up times are getting higher, both the chamber structure on the normalized
c1-nef cone and the homological action of symplectomorphism group become quite involved.
It’s hopeless to give a comprehensive description of the counting according to the division of
the symplectic cone as Proposition 3.7 for all higher blow ups. Nevertheless, when we only
focus on a restrictive part of reduced symplectic classes, it’s possible to write down a general
counting formula.

In this section, by a restrictive reduced symplectic class, we mean a reduced symplectic
class encoded by ~δ “ pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δlq which staconetisfies the extra assumptions:

1 ą δ1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δl
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δ1 ą δ2

δk ą δk`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δl

for all 2 ď k ď l ´ 1. There are two advantages of counting in this region. Firstly we don’t
need to consider the homological action of the symplectomorphism group by Lemma 3.2 since
this region is contained in the interior of the reduced symplectic cone. Secondly, the classes
H´

řl
i“1 εiEi and Ei´

ř

jąi εjEj can be used freely to create the homological configurations.
Now we introduce the strategy for this general counting formula, which is different from

the counting of M2,M3 in the previous sections. There, we firstly determine all the possi-
ble self-intersection sequence, according to which we then list all the possible homological
configurations by Corollary 2.33 and consider the quotient by homological action of the sym-
plectomorphism group. We also make use of Propostion 3.4 which makes our counting more
efficient. However, for the counting issue of general Ml, we are going to apply Lemma 2.31
directly. The homological configurations in Ml come from the homological toric and non-toric
blow ups of either homological configurations in M1 or p3H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Ej´1 ´ 2Ej , Ejq in
Mj . So we will actually count the number of the possible blow up patterns modulo some
symmtries resulting the same homological configurations in Ml.

Note that by the restrictive condition, the only possible classes having negative symplectic
area in Hl (Corollary 2.33) are

kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1 ´

l
ÿ

i“2

εiEi, k P Z, εi P t0, 1u

with non positive k. We need some notations to record the number of such k that can appear
in the homological configurations:

Let

Gl “
"

g : t2, ¨ ¨ ¨ lu Ñ t0, 1u

*

ψp~δ, gq “ r
δ1 ´

řl
i“2 gpiqδi

1´ δ1
s

We also need the following set of functions to record the length of the divisor at each step:

Fa
l “

"

f : t1, 2, ¨ ¨ ¨ lu Ñ Z` | fp1q “ a, fpiq ´ fpi´ 1q “ 0 or 1, for all 2 ď i ď l

*

In particular, for the purpose of merely counting toric divisors, we denote by F al the function
in Fa

l such that F al piq “ a` i´ 1 for all i.

For any g P Gl, f P Fa
l and reduced vector ~δ “ pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δlq, define

φpf, gq “
l
ź

i“2

pp1´ gpiqqfpi´ 1q ´ p´1qgpiqpfpiq ´ fpi´ 1q ` 1qq

This number will represent the number of blow up patterns such that the length at each
step is given by f and there exists the class kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1 ´

řl
i“2 gpiqEi in the ultimate

configuration. (See its alternative expression in the proof of Lemma 3.15).
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For the convenience of the statement, in the following we always use ~t to denote an ordered
finite set pt1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , tkq with all ti being positive integers. Let

|~t| “ t1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` tk

a
~t “ at1pa` 1qt2 ¨ ¨ ¨ pa` k ´ 1qtk

where a is an integer. It follows that we have the relation:

Lemma 3.15.
ÿ

fPFal ,gPGl

φpf, gq “ 2
ÿ

|~t|“l´1

a
~t

Proof. Note that

pp1´gpiqqfpi´1q´p´1qgpiqpfpiq´fpi´1q`1qq “

$

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

%

2 if gpiq “ 1, fpiq ´ fpi´ 1q “ 1

1 if gpiq “ 1, fpiq ´ fpi´ 1q “ 0

fpi´ 1q ´ 2 if gpiq “ 0, fpiq ´ fpi´ 1q “ 1

fpi´ 1q ´ 1 if gpiq “ 0, fpiq ´ fpi´ 1q “ 0

If we fix some f P Fa
l and sum over g P Gl, we will get

ÿ

gPGl

φpf, gq “ fp1qfp2q ¨ ¨ ¨ fpl ´ 1q

Therefore
ÿ

fPFal ,gPGl

φpf, gq “
ÿ

fPFal

ÿ

gPGl

φpf, gq “ 2
ÿ

|~t|“l´1

a
~t

To circumvent too many sigma notations in the general counting formulas, for any integer
a and g P Gl, we also introduce a~g to denote:

ÿ

fPFal

φpf, gq

Proposition 3.16. With the extra restrictive assumption on the reduced symplectic class
encoded by ~δ “ pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δlq, we have

|LCYpMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq| “ 1` 2l `
ÿ

|~t|“l´1

p2
~t ` 3

~tq `
ÿ

1ď|~t|ďj´1

2
~t

`
ÿ

gPGl

„

1`
1

2
p2~g ` 4~gq ` 3~g



ψp~δ, gq

|tLCYpMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq| “
ÿ

gPGl

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqψp
~δ, gq

Moreover, when ~δ doesn’t satisfy the extra restrictive assumption, the above formulas will give
a strictly upper bound of the counting.
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Proof. Note that the assumption guarantees ~δ is in the interior of the normalized reduced
cone. Thus there is no difference among LCY, HLCY and pHLCY. Given any pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq P
HLCYpMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq with l ě 2, by Lemma 2.31 we observe that it must be either the iterated
toric or non-toric homological blow up of some element in pHCLYpM1q “ Yδă1pHCLYpM1, ωδq
or p3H´E1´¨ ¨ ¨´Ej´1´2Ej , Ejq for some 2 ď j ď l. We call them the germ of pA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Akq.
Conversely, blowing up different germs must give different divisors Ml. Only different toric
or non-toric blow up patterns on the same germ may lead to the same divisor in Ml due to
the cyclic symmetry of the circular divisors.

Therefore the counting is divided into the following parts according to the germ:

• The germ is some divisor ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, H1q with k ě 0 in
pHCLYpM1q. The assumption ensures that after l´ 1 times homological blow up, only
´kH`pk`1qE1´

řl
i“2 gpiqEi may not in Sωδ for some g P Gl. Now we use the function

f to denote the length at each stage. So φpf, gq actually denotes the number of blow up
patterns which follows the length function f and gives ´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´

řl
i“2 gpiqEi

in the final homologcial configuration. And the sum over all possible f, g and integers
k, which is given by

ř

fPF4
l ,gPGl

φpf, gqψp~δ, gq, leads to the count of blow up patterns

starting from length 4 divisor in M1.

Observe that whenever the blow up pattern is not performing l´1 non-toric blow up on
pk`1qH´kE1 and´kH`pk`1qE1, there exist exactly two patterns resulting in the same
divisor in Ml due to the cyclic symmetry of ppk`1qH´kE1, H1,´kH`pk`1qE1, H1q.
The ultimate count should then be

ÿ

gPGl

ÿ

fPF4
l

p
1

2
pφpf, gq ´ 1q ` 1qψp~δ, gq

When counting only toric divisors, eliminating the symmetry is simply by dividing by
2. So we could obtain the toric counting formula

|tLCYpMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq| “
ÿ

gPGl

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqψp
~δ, gq

• The germ is some divisor ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, H1q with k ě ´1
in pHCLYpM1q. Note that if k ě 0, there is no cyclic symmetry so that the count of
patterns exactly gives the count of divisors, which is

ÿ

gPGl

ÿ

fPF3
l

φpf, gqψp~δ, gq

When k “ ´1, the germ is pH1, H,Hq. Observe that exactly two patterns generate the
same divisor unless the pattern is performing l´1 non-toric blow ups onH1 or performing
toric blow up once between H and H to get H ´ Ej , Ej , H ´ Ej and non-toric blow

ups on H1 and Ej . The number of those patterns should be 1`
řl
j“2 2l´j “ 2l´1. The

count of divisors thus should be

1

2

„

´ 2l´1 `
ÿ

fPF3
l ,gPGl

φpf, gq



` 2l´1
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• The germ is some divisor ppk ` 3qH ´ pk ` 2qE1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q with k ě ´1 or
p2H,H ´ E1q in pHCLYpM1q. Observe that exactly two patterns generate the same
divisor unless the pattern is performing l ´ 1 non-toric blow ups. The count for ppk `
3qH ´ pk ` 2qE1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q with k ě 0 is

ÿ

gPGl

ÿ

fPF2
l

p
1

2
pφpf, gq ´ 1q ` 1qψp~δ, gq

The count for p2H,H ´ Eq and p2H ´ E,Hq should both be

ÿ

gPGl

ÿ

fPF2
l

p
1

2
pφpf, gq ´ 1q ` 1q

• The germ is p3H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Ej´1 ´ 2Ej , Ejq for some 2 ď j ď l. Similar to the cases
of p2H,H ´ Eq and p2H ´ E,Hq above, the count should be

l
ÿ

j“2

„

ÿ

fPF2
l´j`1,gPGl´j`1

1

2
φpf, gq ` 2l´j´1



Adding the above four parts and one elliptic divisor together and applying Lemma 3.15, we
get our desired counting formula. Moreover, we have enumerated all the possible homological
types in the above analysis. If rωs is not in the restrictive region, the number of divisors
will be strictly less than the number given by the formula due to the lack of some classes
H ´

řl
i“1 εiEi or Ei ´

ř

jąi εjEj .

Remark 3.17. When l “ 2, 3, this extra assumption only implies ~δ is in the interior of the
normalized reduced cone. We can compare the counting results and the above formulas:

For the toric case, when l “ 2, G2 only contains two elements and
1

2
φpF 4

2 , gq is always equal

to 1. This corresponds to Corollary 3.6 :r
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s. When l “ 3,

1

2
φpF 4

3 , gq “

$

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

%

2 gp2q “ 0, gp3q “ 1

2 gp2q “ 1, gp3q “ 1

3 gp2q “ 0, gp3q “ 0

3 gp2q “ 1, gp3q “ 0

This gives the counting 3pr
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

sq ` 2pr
δ1 ´ δ3
1´ δ1

s` r
δ1 ´ δ2 ´ δ3

1´ δ1
sq in the interior

of the normalized reduced cone, which coincides with Proposition 3.7 cases (1)-(4).
For the general LCYs, when l “ 2, we see that

ÿ

|~t|“1

2
~t “ 2

ÿ

|~t|“1

3
~t “ 3

38



1`
1

2
p2~g ` 4~gq ` 3~g “ 1` 3` 3 “ 7 for both g P G2

This recovers 7pr
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

sq ` 12 in Propostion 3.5.

4 Symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors and almost toric fibra-
tions

In this section we will relate the almost toric fibrations with the symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisors studied in the previous sections. Let’s start with the toric actions, which of course
could be viewed as a special type of almost toric fibrations.

4.1 Toric manifolds and Delzant polytope

An action of the 2-torus T – pS1q2 on a symplectic 4-manifold pX,ωq is a homomorphism

ρ : T Ñ SymppX,ωq

from the torus to the symplectomorphism group of pX,ωq, such that the map ρ7 : TˆX Ñ X,
defined by ρ7pt, xq “ ρptqpxq, is smooth. An effective T-action with generating vector fields
ξ1, ξ2 is Hamiltonian if there exists a moment map µ : X Ñ R2 such that each component
satisfies dµj “ ´ιξjω, for j “ 1, 2. Such a T-action is called a toric action and could be seen
as a smooth injective map ρ : T Ñ HampX,ωq. The 4-tuple pX,ω,T, µq is called a symplectic
toric manifold.

Definition 4.1. Two toric actions ρ1, ρ2 on a symplectic manifold pX,ωq are equivalent if
there exists a symplectomorphism φ : X Ñ X and an automorphism h : T Ñ T such that the
diagram

TˆX X

TˆX X

ρ71

ph,φq φ

ρ72

is commutative.

Symplectic toric manifolds are interesting objects to study because much of their geometry
and topology are determined by the combinatorial information of their moment image.

Definition 4.2. A Delzant polytope ∆ in R2 is a polytope satisfying:

p1q simplicity, i.e. there are 2 edges meeting at each vertex;

p2q rationality, i.e. the edges meeting at each vertex p are of the form p` tui, t ě 0, ui P Z2;

p3q smoothness, i.e. for each vertex p, the corresponding u1, u2 can be choosen to be a
Z-basis of Z2.
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Recall that the moment image of a symplectic toric manifold is a Delzant polytope, which
we call the moment polytope. Delzant’s theorem ([Del88]) classifies equivalence classes of
symplectic toric manifolds in terms of combinatorial data given by Delzant polytopes. In
particular we have:

Proposition 4.3 ([KKP07]). Two toric action on pX,ωq are equivalent if and only if their
moment map images are AGLp2,Zq-congruent.

Let ∆ be the moment polytope of a symplectic toric manifold pX,ω,T, µq and e be an edge
in the boundary B∆. Then the preimage µ´1peq is a symplectic sphere Ce. So the preimage
D “ µ´1pB∆q is a cycle of symplectic spheres intersecting ω-orthogonally, which we call it
the boundary divisor of ∆. Actually the Poincare dual of D is c1pX,ωq ([Sym03], Proposition
8.2), so it is a symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor.

We can read off the symplectic area and self-intersection of each component of D from
the moment polytope as follows. Let ē “ re0 be a vector based at origin representing e, with
r ą 0 and e0 a primitive vector. Then the symplectic area of Ce is ωprCesq “ r, which is also
called the affine length of e. Suppose e1, e2 are the two edges intersecting e and denote by
n1, n2, n the inward unit normal vector along e1, e2, e respectively. Then the self-intersection
of Ce is equal to the unique integer s such that n1 ` n2 ´ sn “ 0.

4.2 Moment polytope and toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors

The main result of the subsection is the following construction of a moment polytope from a
toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau pair, which leads to the proof of Theorem 1.5 at the end of
this subsection.

Proposition 4.4. Given an ω-orthogonal toric symplectic Calabi-Yau divisor D Ă pX,ωq,
there is a toric action on pX,ωq such that D is the boundary divisor. In particular, the map

T pX,ωq Ñ tLCYpX,ωq

taking a toric action to its boundary divisor is a surjection.

Define a set of primitive vectors in R2 as follows. Let d1 “

ˆ

0
´1

˙

, d2 “

ˆ

1
0

˙

and define

di “ ´si´1di´1 ´ di´2 for i “ 3, . . . , k. Such set of vectors is called a generating set
associated to s “ spDq. Recall for real numbers b1, . . . , bk, we define the continued fraction as

rb1, . . . , bks “ b1 ´
1

b2 ´
1

b3 ´
1

...

bk´1 ´
1

bk

.

If we write di “

ˆ

xi
yi

˙

with gcdpxi, yiq “ 1, then it’s easy to check ´
xi
yi
“ rs2, . . . , si´1s for

i “ 3, . . . , k. So the vector di is determined up to sign by the continued fraction rs2, . . . , si´1s.
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Remark 4.5. Special care is needed when either xi or yi is 0. We take the computation of
continued fraction to be entirely formal so that the appearance of 0 doesn’t affect the outcome.

If xi “ 0, then yi must be ˘1 and vice versa. This is because x ˘
1

y
“

0

a
implies |x| “ |y| “

|a| “ 1 and x˘
1

y
“
a

0
implies that y “ 0 and |a| “ 1. So each continued fraction corresponds

uniquely to a primitive vector.

All indices below are taken to be modulo k.

Lemma 4.6. When D toric, we have di´1 ` sidi ` di`1 “ 0 for all i “ 1, . . . , k.

Proof. It suffices to prove the case for i “ 1, k. Note that

dk´1 ` skdk ` d1 “ 0 ô rs2, . . . , sks “ 0

dk ` s1d1 ` d2 “ 0 ô rs1, . . . , sk´1s “ 0

We claim that when D is toric, rsi`1, si`2, . . . , sk, s1, . . . , si´1s “ 0 for all i. It is easily checked
to be true when s “ p1, 1, 1q or s “ p0, n, 0,´nq. So it suffices to prove that the continued
fraction is invariance under toric blow-up, i.e.

rb1, . . . , bi ´ 1,´1, bi`1 ´ 1, . . . , bks “ rb1, . . . , bks.

Since continued fractions splits like rb1, . . . , bks “ rrb1, . . . , bjs, rbj`1, . . . , bkss, it suffices to
prove rx, ys “ rx´ 1,´1, y ´ 1s, which is an easy computation.

Lemma 4.7. Let D be toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor, a its area vector and tdiu its
generating set. Then we have

(1)
ř

aidi “ 0,

(2) detpdi, di`1q :“ det

ˆ

xi xi`1
yi yi`1

˙

“ 1.

(3) The angle between two consecutive vectors di, di`1 is less than π. In particular, di`1 is
determined by either one of di, di`2 and the continued fraction rs2, . . . , sis.

Proof. Since b`pDq “ 1, there exists z P Rk such that QDz “ a ([LMM20], Proposition 5.13),
i.e. ai “ zi´1 ` sizi ` zi`1 for all i. Then we have

ÿ

aidi “
ÿ

pzi´1di ` zi´1di ` zisidiq

“
ÿ

zipdi´1 ` sidi ` di`1q “ 0.

Note when i “ 1, we have det

ˆ

0 1
´1 0

˙

“ 1. Then (2) follows from

detpdi, di`1q “ detpdi,´sidi ´ di´1q “ detpdi,´di´1q “ detpdi´1, diq.

For (3) suppose θ is the angle between di, di`1, then we have sin θ “
detpdi, di`1q

||di|| ¨ ||di`1||
ą 0 and

thus θ ă π. Recall that di is determined up to sign by rs2, . . . , sis. The sign ambiguity
disappears when di is determined because of the angle restriction.
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Lemma 4.8. Let D̃ with self-intersection sequence s̃ “ ps1, . . . , si´ 1,´1, si`1´ 1, . . . , skq be
the toric blow-up of D with self-intersection sequence s “ ps1, . . . , skq. Then the corresponding
generating set td̃iu has the property that d̃j “ dj for j ď i, d̃i`1 “ di ` di`1 and d̃j “ dj´1
for j ě i ` 1. In particular, if D is toric, then its associated generating set of vectors winds
around the origin exactly once.

Proof. The fact that d̃j “ dj´1 for j ě i ` 3 follows easily from the blow-up invariance of
continued fraction proved in Lemma 4.6 and d̃j “ dj for j ď i is trivial. Since rs2, . . . , si´1, si´
1,´1s “ rs2, . . . , sis and d̃i`3 “ di`2, we have d̃i`2 “ di`1 and d̃i`1 “ d̃i ` d̃i`2 “ di ` di`1.
For the second statement, let s be the self-intersection sequence of D. As seen above, toric
blow-up inserts a new vector to the generating set in between two vectors and doesn’t add
to the winding number. So it suffices to see when s “ p1, 1, 1q or p0, n, 0,´nq, the associated
vectors winds around the origin exactly once. But this is trivial because k ď 4 and angle
between consecutive vectors is less than π.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. One can build a moment polytope for the induced toric action from
divisor D as follows. Let Q1 “ p0, 0q and Qi`1 “ Qi ` aidi for i “ 1, . . . , k ´ 1. Lemma
4.7 (1)(3) and Lemma 4.8 imply that the polygonal chain with vertices Q1, . . . , Qk encloses a
simple convex polygon P . This polygon P is actually a Delzant polygon by Lemma 4.7 (2).
Then there is a symplectic toric manifold pX 1, ω1q with moment polytope P and boundary
divisor D1. From the construction we have pspD1q, apD1qq “ pspDq, apDqq. So pX,ω,Dq is
strictly homological equivalent to pX 1, ω1, D1q by Lemma 2.37. Since D is ω-orthogonal and
D1 is ω1-orthogonal, by Proposition 2.10, there is a symplectomorphism between pX,ω,Dq
and pX 1, ω1, D1q. Composing this symplectomorphism with the moment map of pX 1, ω1q, we
get a toric action on pX,ωq such that D is the boundary divisor by construction.

Recall that
T pX,ωq “ tρ : T 2 Ñ HampX,ωqu{ „t

is the set of equivalence classes of toric actions on pX,ωq and

tLCYpX,ωq “ tD P pLCYpX,ωq|D is a toric divisoru{ „s

is the set of strictly symplectic deformation classes of toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau di-
visors in pX,ωq. Now we are ready to establish the correspondence between T pX,ωq and
tLCYpX,ωq.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Consider the map f : T pX,ωq Ñ tLCYpX,ωq, where for each toric
action ρ : T 2 Ñ SymppX,ωq with moment map µ : X Ñ R2 define fpρq to be the boundary
divisor D of its moment polygon µpXq. D is a cycle of symplectic spheres of length at least
3 and the homology class rDs is Poincare dual to the first Chern class c1pX,ωq. So pX,ω,Dq
is a symplectic Looijenga pair. Take a small collar neighborhood R of the boundary in µpXq,
which lifts to a neighborhood P pDq of the divisor D. We might assume the origin p0, 0q is
in the interior of µpXq by an affine translation. The outward radial vector field on R2 lifts
to a Liouville vector field near the boundary BP pDq, which points into P pDq. So pP pDq, ωq
is a concave neighborhood of D, which means D satisfies the positive GS criterion ([LM19])
and must have b`pQDq “ 1 ([LMM20]). The preimage of µpXq ´ IntpRq is diffeomorphic to
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D2 ˆ T 2. The boundary BP pDq is T 3 and thus qpDq “ 0 by Lemma 2.41. So D is a toric
symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor.

Let ρ, ρ1 be two toric actions on pX,ωq with boundary divisors D “ fpρq and D1 “
fpρ1q. choose a cyclic labeling of both boundary divisors so that D “ fpρq “ YCi and
D1 “ fpρ1q “ YC 1i. Denote by ps, aq and ps1, a1q the self-intersection and area vectors of D
and D1 with respect some labeling. If ρ, ρ1 are equivalent then their moment map images
are AGLp2,Zq-congruent ([KKP07]), which implies that ps, aq and ps1, a1q differ by cyclic and
anti-cyclic permutations [KKP15]. So D and D1 are strictly symplectic deformation equivalent
by Lemma 2.37 and f is well-defined.

Suppose D,D1 P tLCYpX,ωq are strictly homological equivalent. Note ps, aq and ps1, a1q
depend only on the homology classes of components of D and D1. So they are the same
up to cyclicly or anti-cyclicly relabeling the components. So the constructed moment poly-
topes in Proposition 4.4 are the same and the corresponding symplectic toric manifolds are
equivariantly symplectomorphic. So f is injective.

Again by Proposition 4.4, f is also surjective and this finishes the proof.

With Theorem 1.5, properties of symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors translate to properties
of toric actions. Note that the proof of Theorem 1.6 also implies the stability of toric sym-
plectic log Calabi-Yau divisors. Combined with Theorem 1.5 we get the following stability
result for toric actions. Recall that Sω denotes the set of ω-symplectic sphere classes.

Corollary 4.9. Let X be a rational surface. Suppose ω and ω1 are two symplectic forms with
Sω “ Sω1. Then

T pX,ωq “ T pX,ω1q.

4.3 Comparison with the counting results of Karshon-Kessler-Pinsonnault

In [KKP07], [KKP15] and [KKP], Karshon, Kessler and Pinsonnault first considered the
question of counting inequivalent toric actions on symplectic four-manifolds. Their strategy
relies on analyzing the combinatorics of Delzant polygons. Now since we have established the
equivalence between toric divisors and toric actions, we could compare our counting results
of divisors with their results.

Firstly, combining Theorem 1.5 with Corollary 2.34, we recover the following finiteness
result of toric actions by Karshon, Kessler and Pinsonnault.

Corollary 4.10 ([KKP07]). A fixed symplectic rational surface only admits finitely many
inequivalent toric actions.

By the general toric counting formula we could confirm the upper bound of toric actions
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given by Karshon-Kessler-Pinsonnault. This is because according to Proposition 3.16:

|tLCYpMl, ωδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlq| “
ÿ

gPGl

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqψp
~δ, gq

“
ÿ

gPGl,gp2q“0

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqψp
~δ, gq `

ÿ

gPGl,gp2q“1

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqψp
~δ, gq

ď
ÿ

gPGl,gp2q“0

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqr
δ1

1´ δ1
s`

ÿ

gPGl,gp2q“1

1

2
φpF 4

l , gqr
δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s

“
1

2
pF 4

l p1q ´ 2qF 4
l p2q ¨ ¨ ¨F

4
l pl ´ 1qr

δ1
1´ δ1

s`
1

2
2F 4

l p2q ¨ ¨ ¨F
4
l pl ´ 1qr

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s

“
pl ` 2q!

4!
r

δ1
1´ δ1

s`
pl ` 2q!

4!
r
δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

s

Corollary 4.11 ([KKP15]). The number of toric actions on pMl, ωq is at most

pr
δ1

1´ δ1
s` r

δ1 ´ δ2
1´ δ1

sq ¨
pl ` 2q!

4!
,

where rωs “ H ´ δ1E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ δlEl is a normalized reduced symplectic class.

Remark 4.12. By Proposition 3.7, for CP2#3CP2
with δ1 “ δ2 ą δ3, the count is 3. Explic-

itly, up to equivalence, these are

pH ´ E2 ´ E3, E3, E2 ´ E3, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E1, H ´ E1q

pE3, H ´ E2 ´ E3, E2, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E1, H ´ E1 ´ E3q

pH ´ E2, E2 ´ E3, E3, H ´ E1 ´ E2 ´ E3, E1, H ´ E1q

However, the count in [KKP] in this case is 5 by Corollary 8.7 (2) and Example 8.9 (3). The
error comes from not taking into account the symmetry of switching E1 and E2. Note there
is a symplectomorphism switching E1 and E2 since δ1 “ δ2. In other words, 5 is the result of
counting the toric ones in pLCY but 3 is the result of counting the toric ones in LCY.

4.4 Almost toric fibrations

In this subsection, we introduce the basics of almost toric fibrations and their associated
almost toric base diagrams. We refer to [Sym03], [LS10] and [Eva21] for details.

Definition 4.13 ([LS10], Definition 2.2). An almost toric fibration of a symplectic 4-manifold
pX,ωq is a Lagrangian fibration π : X Ñ B with only nodal and elliptic singularities. A toric
fibration is a Lagrangian fibration induced by an effective Hamiltonian torus action. We
denote by AT FpX,ωq the set of almost toric fibrations on pX,ωq and write AT FpXq :“
Ť

AT FpX,ωq, where the union ranges over all symplectic forms ω of X.

The set B0 of regular values of π carries an integral affine structure and there is a mon-
odromy circling around a nodal singularity. With a suitable choice of cuts, we get an integral
affine immersion B´

Ť

cuts Ñ R2. The image P of this immersion, together with nodal rays
and nodes, is called an almost toric base diagram representing the almost toric fibration,
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as an analogue to the moment polygon in the case of toric fibrations. The nodal rays are
dotted rays representing the image of the cuts while the nodes are marks on the rays and
represent focus-focus singularities.

There are three important surgery operations on the base diagram that fix the symplec-
tomorphism type of the manifold. The first is a nodal trade, which replaces a neighborhood
of a corank 2 elliptic singularity with a local model of a focus-focus singularity. The effect on
the base diagram is that we insert a nodal ray from the toric vertex, with a node representing
the focus-focus singularity. The second is a nodal slide, which moves the node along the ray
on the base diagram (see Figure 4). Nodal trades and slides change the almost toric fibration
but not the underlying manifold. The third operation is called a mutation with respect to
a nodal ray. It changes the base diagram in the following way. The base diagram is sliced
into two parts by the nodal ray. One part is unchanged while the other part is acted on by
an affine transformation in AGLp2,Zq. Mutations change only the base diagram but not the
almost toric fibration (see Figure 5).

Figure 4: Nodal trade and nodal slide.
Figure 5: Mutation.

Similar to the case of toric fibrations, the preimage π´1pBBq of the base is a symplectic di-
visor representing the Poincare dual of c1pX,ωq (Proposition 8.2 of [Sym03]), i.e. a symplectic
log Calabi-Yau divisor. We call it the boundary divisor of π.

As in toric fibrations, one can do toric blow-ups at elliptic corank 2 singularities of an
almost toric fibration, which amounts to chopping corners centered at toric vertices on the
base diagram (see Figure 6). There is another fibration compatible way to blow up, called an
almost toric blow-up. Consider an edge on the base diagram, which we may assume is in
the p1, 0q-direction by an SLp2;Zq transformation. An almost toric blow-up removes a right
triangle with edge length ε and then adds a node at the top of the triangle with two dashed
lines representing the cut (see Figure 7). Since each edge represents a symplectic sphere, this
has the effect of a non-toric blow-up at the corresponding symplectic sphere with size ε.

The smoothing operation introduced in Section 2.2 can also be realized as a nodal trade
on the base diagram. Near the toric vertex, the boundary divisor comprises two transversely
intersecting symplectic discs. After a nodal trade, the boundary divisor becomes a symplectic
annulus which is a smoothing of the pair of discs.

4.5 Realizing log Calabi-Yau divisors by ATF

For each almost toric fibration on a symplectic rational surface pX,ωq, its boundary divisor
is a sympletic log Calabi-Yau divisor D, which has a homology type pDq. So we have a map

Φ : AT FpX,ωq Ñ LCYpX,ωq,
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Figure 6: Toirc blow up. Figure 7: Almost toric blow up.

from the set of almost toric fibrations on pX,ωq to the set of symplectic log Calabi-Yau
divisors.

In Engel’s thesis ([Eng18], Section 5.1 Part 1), he showed that every holomorphic log
Calabi-Yau divisor is realized as the boundary divisor of some almost toric fibration. Since
every deformation class of log Calabi-Yau divisor is realized by some holomorphic divisor, we
have the following result.

Proposition 4.14 ([Eng18]). The map Φ̃ : AT FpXq Ñ ĆLCYpXq is surjective.

Remark 4.15. The above Proposition can also be derived from Lemma 2.15. This is simply
because every element in tĆLCYpXq has a toric realization by Theorem 1.5 and the smoothing
operations in the category of LCY corresponds to the nodal trade operations in the category of
AT F .

Motivated by Engel’s result, we raise the following conjecture on the realization of sym-
plectic log Calabi-Yau divisors by almost toric fibrations.

Conjecture 4.16. The map Φ : AT FpX,ωq Ñ LCYpX,ωq is surjective.

Based on the observation that all log Calabi-Yau divisors in small rational manifolds are
smoothing of toric log Calabi-Yau divisors and the fact that smoothing of boundary divisors
can be realized by nodal trade in almost toric fibrations, we prove the following cases of
Conjecture 4.16.

Proposition 4.17. The map AT FpX,ωq Ñ LCYpX,ωq is surjective for X “ CP2, S2 ˆ S2,

CP2#CP2
and CP2#2CP2

.

Proof. It suffices to show every homological configuration pDq P HLCYpX,ωq can be obtained
from smoothing a toric homological configuration pDq P tHLCYpX,ωq. Then the correspond-
ing almost toric fibration is obtained from the toric fibration of D by nodal trades. Again it
suffices to show this for normalized reduced symplectic classes. Also note that for CP2, S2ˆS2

and CP2#CP2
, all homological log Calabi-Yau divisors are listed in Theorem 2.14.

(1) Consider X “ CP2 with symplectic class rωFSs “ H. Then

HLCYpX,ωFSq “ tp3Hq, p2H,Hq, pH,H,Hqu

and each of them is a smoothing of pH,H,Hq.
(2) Consider X “ S2ˆS2 with a standard basis tB,F u and a normalized reduced symplec-

tic class rωµs “ B`µF with µ ě 1. Then tHLCYpX,ωµq “ tpB`kF, F,B´kF, F q |µ ą k ě 0u
and the non-toric homological log Calabi-Yau divisors are

tpB`pk`1qF, F,B´kF q, pB`pk`2qF,B´kF q |µ ą k ě 0uYtpB`F,B`F q, p2B`2F qu.
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So it is clear they can be obtained from toric ones via smoothing.

(3) The case for CP2#CP2
is similar to the case of S2 ˆ S2.

(4) Consider X “ CP2#2CP2
with a standard basis tH,E1, E2u and a normalized reduced

symplectic class rωs. Suppose pDq P HLCYpX,ωq a homological configuration which contains
a p´nq-component for some n ě 2 . By Proposition 3.5, there is exactly one toric homological
configuration pDq with a p´nq-component. Suppose n “ 2k for k ě 1. Then the homological
configuration pDq is given by

pH ´ E1, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q.

Note that smoothing of pDq gives all the possible homological log Calabi-Yau divisors with a
p´nq-component, as listed in the proof of Proposition 3.5:

• ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q,
pH ´ E1, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H ´ E1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q,
pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q

• ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2, E2,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q,
ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H ´ E1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q

• ppk ` 2qH ´ pk ` 1qE1,´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2q.

In particular, pDq is a smoothing of pDq. The case of n “ 2k ´ 1 for k ě 1 is similar. They
are all smoothings of the toric configuration

pH ´ E1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E ´ 2, E2, H ´ E1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q.

The remaining homological log Calabi-Yau divisors are

• p2H ´ E2, H ´ E1q,

• p3H ´ E1 ´ 2E2, E2q,

• pH,H ´ E1 ´ E2, Hq,

which are rωs-positive for any normalized reduced symplectic class rωs. They are smoothings
of the toric homological configuration

pH ´ E2, H ´ E1, E1, H ´ E1 ´ E2, E2q,

which is also rωs-positive for all normalized reduced symplectic class.

Remark 4.18. Not all symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors can be obtained from smoothing
toric ones. There could be some symplectic classes outside the toric cone so that they don’t

admit toric divisors. For example, M4 “ CP2#4CP2
with reduced symplectic class δ1 “ δ2 “

δ3 “ δ4 ă
1
4 . There is no toric divisor in this symplectic class, but there are LCYs such as

pH ´E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´E4, H,Hq. Moreover, even if rωs is in the toric cone, there could exsit some

LCYs which don’t come from the smoothing. For instance, M3 “ CP2#3CP2
with reduced

symplectic class pδ1, δ2, δ3q “ p
6
15 ,

5
15 ,

4
15q which is in the region p8q of Proposition 3.7 for i “ 1.

So the count of toric LCY is 4:

pE1 ´ E2, E2, H12, H3, E3, H13q
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pE1 ´ E3, E3, H13, H2, E2, H12q

pE2 ´ E3, E3, H23, H1, E1, H12q

pH12, E1, H13, E3, H23, E2q

However pH12, E2 ´E3, E1 ´E2, H1, Hq is a LCY under this symplectic class, which can not
be obtained by smoothing the above toric LCYs.

As remarked above, the smoothing operation, which corresponds to nodal trade in ATF,
is not enough to generate all the realization of LCY by ATF, even for M3. Nevertheless, when
we take almost toric blow up into consideration, we are able to construct ATF realization for
divisors in M3.

Proposition 4.19. The map AT FpX,ωq Ñ LCYpX,ωq is surjective for X “M3.

Proof. Suppose D P LCYpM3, ωq, rωs is normalized and reduced with ωpEiq “ δi. Then D
is either the toric blow up or non-toric blow up of some D1 P LCYpM2, ω

1q. By the previous
proposition, D1 has ATF realization as the nodal trade of the toric one

p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, H1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, E2, H12q

for some k P Z. Thus we can assume D1 is realized by the almost toric base diagram which is
a Delzant polygon with branches at some vertices which could be sufficiently short by nodal
slides. See Figure 8.

Figure 8: Possible ATF realizations for M2.

In the following, we will assume for k ě 0. The case when k ă 0 is totally similar and will
be omitted. Let’s firstly consider the case when D is the non-toric blow up on the component
C 1 of D1. Note that exactly one of the following two cases will happen:

• If C 1 doesn’t come from the smoothing of two (or more) toric components, or comes
from the smoothing involving the component H1 or pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2 in the toric
divisors, we don’t need to do mutations. By the reducedness conditions that δ3 ď
δ2, δ3 ď 1 ´ δ1 ´ δ2,there always exists enough space for performing almost toric blow
up, which realizes the non-toric blow up operation for LCYs. See Figure 9.
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Figure 9: The case when the blow up size is smaller than the length of one edge.

• If C 1 comes from the smoothing involving the component H12 in the toric divisors, when
1 “ δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 we can use two types of mutations to create enough space for almost
toric blow up. To be more precise, when C 1 comes from the smoothing involving both
H12 and E2, we can apply the mutation trick shown in the left graph of Figure 10; when
C 1 comes from the smoothing involving both H12 and ´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, we can apply
the mutation trick shown in the right graph of Figure 10.

Figure 10: Two kinds of mutations creating enough space for almost toric blow up.

Next we assume D is the toric blow up of D1, and we want to perform corner chopping of
size δ3 at some vertex P in the almost toric base diagram.

Since ω is reduced, we have the following easy observation: the size δ3 can not be larger
than the sum of affine lengths of two adjacent edges in the Delzant polygon. This would imply
it suffices to consider the following two cases:

• If two edges having P as endpoint both have lengths larger than δ3, we could just
perform nodal slides such that the branches don’t intersect the corner of size δ3 we want
to chop.

• If one of two edges having P as endpoint is the component H12 with 1 “ δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3
or E2 with δ2 “ δ3, then we can apply the reflection along H123 or E2 ´ E3 (note that
the conditions on ~δ guarantee the reflection can be realized by symplectomorphisms) to
the divisor D to obtain an equivalent one. In these two cases, D contains no component
of H12 or E2 which implies there should be no E3 component in the equivalent divisor
given by the reflection. It follows that we can also view D as the non-toric blow up of
some divisor in M2. Therefore the above discussion for non-toric blow up cases gives
the realization.

• If one of two edges having P as endpoint is the component ´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 with
´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ď δ3, then the other edge having P as endpoint is either H12 or H1.
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Figure 11: A special situa-
tion that mutation is not al-
lowed.

Figure 12: Two kinds of mutations creating enough space for toric
blow up.

In the former case, there might a very special situation when k “ 0, δ1 “ δ2 “ δ3. It’s
shown in Figure 11 that the mutation is forbidden since the eigenray will intersect with
another vertex. Nevertheless, we could apply the reflection along E1 ´ E3 to reduce it
to the non-toric blow up cases as what we did in the last paragraph. Other than this
special situation, we could always do the mutations to create enough space for corner
chopping. The same is true for the latter case. These are shown in Figure 12.

4.6 Connectedness of toric fibrations

In [Sym03], Symington observed that different toric fibrations on pS2ˆS2, ωq can be changed
to each other via nodal trades, nodal slides and mutations, which gives a path of almost toric
fibrations connecting toric fibrations. This observation led to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.20 ([Sym03]). Any two toric fibrations of pM,ωq can be connected by a path
of almost toric fibrations of pM,ωq.

Based on the counting results for toric divisors, we prove Symington’s conjecture for

CP2, S2 ˆ S2,CP2#CP2
,CP2#2CP2

and CP2#3CP2
. We also prove a weaker version of this

conjecture for general rational surfaces.
From a toric fibration π0, we could perform the following series of operations to get a

path πt of almost toric fibrations such that π1 is another toric fibration. We perform first a
nodal trade at a vertex to get a node, slide the node along the eigenray further away from
the original vertex, then perform a mutation along this eigenray, which creates a new vertex
where the eigenray intersects some edge of the base diagram. If the new vertex is smooth (i.e.
satisfies the smoothness condition in Definition 4.2), then one can slide the node towards this
vertex and use a nodal trade to get back to a toric fibration. The process is illustrated in
Figure 13, which we call a toric mutation at the chosen vertex. In effect, it cuts the moment
polygon into two parts along the eigenray at this vertex, applies an AGLp2,Zq transformation
to one part and glues it back to form a new moment polygon. See Section 2 of [CV20] for a
more detailed account.

Proposition 4.21. Symington’s conjecture is true for CP2, S2 ˆ S2,CP2#CP2
,CP2#2CP2

and CP2#3CP2
.
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Figure 13: Toric mutation (= nodal trade + mutation + nodal trade) gives a path of almost
toric fibrations.

Proof. It suffices to consider normalized reduced symplectic forms on these rational surfaces.
(1) For X “ CP2, there is only one toric fibration.
(2) For X “ S2 ˆ S2 with standard basis tB,F u and a normalized reduced symplectic

class rωs “ B ` µF , the possible Delzant polygons are βp2nq as in Figure 14, where n P Zě0.
By toric mutation along the eigenray at the lower right vertex, we could always connect βp2nq
and βp2n` 2q.

Figure 14: Toric mutations for Delzant polygons of S2 ˆ S2.

(3) For CP2#CP2
with standard basis tH,Eu and a normalized reduced symplectic class

rωs “ H ´ µE, the possible Delzant polygons are αp2n ` 1q as in Figure 15, where n P Zě0.
Again, by toric mutation we can connect αp2n` 1q and αp2n` 3q.

Figure 15: Toric mutations for Delzant polygons of CP2#CP2
.

(4) For X “ CP2#2CP2
with a normalized reduced symplectic class rωs “ H´δ1E1´δ2E2.

By Corollary 3.6, the toric fibrations are given by the family γpnq for n P Zě0 shown in Figure
16. When n “ 2k, γp2kq denotes ppk` 1qH ´ kE1´E2, H1,´kH `pk` 1qE1, H12, E2q; when
n “ 2k ` 1, γp2k ` 1q denotes ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´E2, E2, H12q. We see
that by toric mutation along the eigenray at the lower right vertex, we can connect γp2kq and
γp2k ` 2q or γp2k ` 1q and γp2k ` 3q. Moreover, by toric mutation at the lower left vertex,
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we can connect γp0q and γp1q.

Figure 16: Toric mutations for Delzant polygons of CP2#2CP2
.

(5) For X “ CP2#3CP2
, we claim if the toric fibrations come from chopping different

corners of the same pentagon γpnq, then by toric mutation, they can be connected. If the
corners are adjacent, this is shown in Figure 25 in the next section; if not, this is also true
simply because in a pentagon whenenver we can perform corner chopping at two non-adjacent
corners, we can also perform corner chopping at another corner adjacent to both of them.

Therefore, it suffices to consider the family θpnq for n P Zě0, where θp2kq denotes ppk `
1qH ´ kE1´E2´E3, E3, H13,´kH ` pk` 1qE1, H12, E2q and θp2k` 1q denotes ppk` 1qH ´
kE1 ´ E3, E3, H13,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2, E2, H12q. Thus the Delzant polygons of θpnq is
obtained by chopping the lower right corner of the Delzant polygons of γpnq in Figure 16.
The reason why θp0q and θp1q can be connected is the same as (4). Moreover, note that if
there exists toric fibration θp2k ` 2q, the toric fibration θ1p2kq given by ppk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´

E2, H13, E3,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E3, H12, E2q should also exist by the assumption that ω is
reduced. In the Figure 17 we show that θ1p2kq can be connected to θp2k ` 2q and θ1p2kq can
be connected to θp2kq by performing mutations at the lower right vertex. It follows that we
can connect all θpnq for even n whenever they exist. By the similar observation, we can also
check θp2k` 3q and θp2k` 1q can be connected. Consequently all the possible toric fibrations
θpnq can all be connected.

Figure 17: Toric mutations for Delzant polygons of CP2#3CP2
.
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4.7 Realization and connectedness in the restrictive region

Recall that the restrictive reduced symplectic classes defined in Section 3.5 form a region in
the normalized reduced symplectic cone, which is cut out by the inequalities:

1 ą δ1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δl

δ1 ą δ2

δk ą δk`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δl

for all 2 ď k ď l ´ 1. One can think of this region as an explicit description of blow up
with sufficiently small sizes which has many good properties. In this section we will prove
Conjecture 4.16 and 4.20 hold in this region.

Let’s firstly discuss Conjecture 4.16. From the counting result Proposition 3.16 we see
that in the restrictive region, all the divisors come from the toric and non-toric blow ups of
some germs. Our strategy is to choose some appropriate ATF realizations of those germs and
then realize each toric or non-toric blow up by toric or almost toric blow up on the almost
toric base diagram. In the proof of Proposition 4.19 we need to apply toric mutations to
overcome the issue that there might be the edge whose length is less than the blow up size
(this happens only when δ2 “ δ3 or 1 “ δ1` δ2` δ3). However, when the restrictive condition
is added, we will see there is no need to do toric mutations if we select almost toric base
diagrams for germs wisely. So we next only need to check whether there is enough space on
the diagram to perform toric or almost toric blow up.

It’s worth noting that for an almost toric blow up, there are different presentations of
excising an affine triangle of on the edge which differ by AGLp2,Zq transformations (See
Figure 18). The only requirement is the directions of any two edges form a Z-basis. We say
that an almost toric triangle of size δ can be embedded along an edge if it is possible to excise
a size δ affine triangle in one of such forms.

Figure 18: Different embeddings of almost toric triangles.

Lemma 4.22. Suppose there are distinct positive numbers δ1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ą δk, δ1 ą δ1,1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ą
δ1,α1 , ¨ ¨ ¨ , δk ą δk,1 ą ¨ ¨ ¨ ą δk,αk such that if we order them in the decreasing manner, they
satisfy the restrictive condition. Let ∆ be the region obtained by performing corner choppings
of sizes δ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δk on the moment map image ∆0 of the unit open ball in C2. Then there is a
way to embed almost toric triangles of sizes δi,1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δi,αi along the edge coming from corner
chopping of size δi for all 1 ď i ď k such that they are pairwisely disjoint.

Proof. Assume ∆0 is the region given by tpx, yq |x ě 0, y ě 0, x ` y ă 1u. Let ~u0 “ p1, 0q
be a vector. After chopping the corner of size δ1, we will get a new region ∆1 “ tpx, yq |x ě
0, y ě 0, δ1 ď x` y ă 1u, two vertices A1 “ p0, δ1q, B1 “ pδ1, 0q and a unit affine length vector

53



~u1 “ δ´11
ÝÝÝÑ
A1B1. For the remaining corner chopping, it makes sense to say whether it is on the

left or right of the first corner (A1 side or B1 side). Let L1, R1 Ă t2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ku denote the left
and right ones respectively. Now by the restrictive condition, it’s always possible to choose
two points P1, Q1 on the segment A1B1 such that the affine lengths of

ÝÝÝÑ
A1P1,

ÝÝÝÑ
P1Q1,

ÝÝÝÑ
Q1B1

are greater than
ř

iPL1
pδi ` δi,1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δi,αiq, δ1,1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δ1,α1 ,

ř

iPR1
pδi ` δi,1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` δi,αiq

respectively. We then define the parallelogram region Θ1 attached to the segment A1B1 by
tz P R2 |

ÝÝÑ
Q1z “ a~u0 ` b

ÝÝÝÑ
Q1P1, a P r0, δ1,1s, b P r0, 1su. Note that by our choice of P1, Q1, Θ1

will be inside the region ∆1 and we can embed the pairwisely disjoint almost toric triangles
of sizes δ1,1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δ1,α1 into Θ1. See Figure 19.

After performing the second corner chopping of size δ2, we will get the region ∆2. Similarly
as above, we can define two new vertices A2, B2 (A2 is on the left of B2), unit affine length
vector ~u2 “ δ´12

ÝÝÝÑ
A2B2, left and right remaining corner choppoing indices L2, R2 Ă t3, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ku,

P2, Q2 on the segment A2B2 satisfying the affine lengths of
ÝÝÝÑ
A2P2,

ÝÝÝÑ
P2Q2,

ÝÝÝÑ
Q2B2 are greater than

ř

iPL2
pδi`δi,1`¨ ¨ ¨`δi,αiq, δ2,1`¨ ¨ ¨`δ2,α2 ,

ř

iPR2
pδi`δi,1`¨ ¨ ¨`δi,αiq respectively. The selection

of the parallelogram region Θ2 attached to the segment A2B2 needs more words. When 2 P L1,
that is, the second corner chopping is at A1, we define Θ2 to be tz P R2 |

ÝÝÑ
Q2z “ a~u1`b

ÝÝÝÑ
Q2P2, a P

r0, δ2,1s, b P r0, 1su; when 2 P R1, Θ2 will be tz P R2 |
ÝÝÑ
Q2z “ a~u0`b

ÝÝÝÑ
Q2P2, a P r0, δ2,1s, b P r0, 1su.

See Figure 20.

Figure 19: Embedding the first parallelogram
region Θ1.

Figure 20: Two cases of embedding the second
parallelogram region Θ2.

We could repeat this procedure for all the regions ∆3, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,∆k “ ∆ obtained by the
remaining corner choppings. The only thing that needs to be mentioned is the choice of Θj .
Assume from ∆j´1 to ∆j , the new edge AjBj come from the chopping the corner of ∆j´1

whose right edge has the unit affine length direction ~uφpjq (φpjq can be an arbitrary positive

integer less than j). We will let Θj “ tz P R2 |
ÝÝÑ
Qjz “ a~uφpjq ` b

ÝÝÝÑ
QjPj , a, b P r0, 1su. Note that

this choice is consistent with the requirement of ∆2 in the above paragraph.
Therefore we get these parallelogram regions Θ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,Θk. It’s easy to see from the restric-

tive condition and our choice that Θj will not intersect the corner we will chop away from
∆j to get ∆j`1. So these parallelogram regions actually all live in the final region ∆k “ ∆.
To finish the proof of this lemma, it suffices to show these Θj ’s are pairwisely disjoint by our
construction. This can be verified by the observation that, for any i ă j, Θi and Θj will be
contained in two different half planes divided by the line ` of the opposite sides of PjQj in the
parallelogram Θj . Note that we can consider the line of the segment `1 and the intersection
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point S between ` and `1. By our choice of Pi, Qi, if Θi is on the left (resp. right) of Θj , then
S must be on the left of Pi (resp. right of Qi). See Figure 21.

Figure 21: Θj is on the left or right of Θi. In both cases the line ` will always seperate two
parallelogram regions.

Now let’s choose the almost toric base diagrams for the germs in the proof of Proposition
3.16. We can put ppk` 1qH ´ kE1, H1,´kH ` pk` 1qE1, H1q, ppk` 2qH ´ pk` 1qE1,´kH `
pk ` 1qE1, H1q, ppk ` 3qH ´ pk ` 2qE1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1q with k ě 0 together since their
almost toric base diagrams only differ by nodal trades, see Figure 22. The remaining germs
are pH,H,H1q, p2H´E1, Hq, p2H,H1q and p3H´E1´¨ ¨ ¨´2Ej , Ejq whose almost toric base
diagrams are shown in Figure 23. Note that we have given the ATF realizations we will use
for all the germs.

Proposition 4.23. For any rational surface pMl, ωq, if rωs is in the restrictive region, then
the map Φ : AT FpMl, ωq Ñ LCYpMl, ωq is surjective.

Proof. For the first diagram in Figure 22, let X1, X2, X3, X4 Ă t2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , lu be the set of indices
of non-toric blow ups over the four edges and Y1, Y2, Y3, Y4 Ă t2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , lu be the set of indices
of toric blow ups at four corners. Again, similar to the proof of Lemma 4.22, by the restric-
tive condition we can embed pairwisely disjoint parallelogram regions Φp with affine width
ř

iPXp
δi, affine height maxiPXp δi and triangles Ψp of sizes

ř

iPYp
δi for all 1 ď p ď 4. Then

we apply Lemma 4.22 to the regions inside Ψp to realize all the remaining non-toric blow ups
over the edges with indices in Yp by almost toric blow ups. It follows that we are able to
create the almost toric base diagram for the ultimate divisor, see Figure 24. The other two
cases in Figure 22 and the cases in 23 can be settled in the same way. Observe that in each
of those cases, the restrictive condition guarantees each edge has enough length to perform
blow ups so that we don’t need to do toric mutations. Also, by nodal slides, we can make
the nodal points close enough the vertices so that the nodal rays don’t intersect with those
parallelogram or triangle regions.
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Figure 22: ATF realizations of some germs.

Figure 23: ATF realizations of the remaining
germs.

Figure 24: Arrangement of Ψp,Φp regions. When we zoom into the ψp region we will get the
diagram that appears in Lemma 4.22.

Now let’s prove Conjecture 4.20 in the restrictive region.

Lemma 4.24. Suppose ~δ1 “ pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δkq and ~δ “ pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δk, δk`1q are in the restrictive

regions. Let π1 : pX,ω~δ1q Ñ ∆1 be a toric fibration. Then if πi : pX#CP2
, ω~δq Ñ ∆i (i “ 1, 2)

are two toric fibrations obtained from performing corner chopping at different corners of ∆1,
then they can be connected by a path of almost toric fibrations.

Proof. By the assumption of ~δ “ pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δk, δk`1q being restrictive, it’s immediate to see from
the list in tHk before Corollary 2.33 that the only possible homology class of the boundary
divisor’s component of ∆1 with symplectic area ď δk`1 must be

´aH ` pa´ 1qE1 ´

k
ÿ

i“2

εiEi, a P Z`, εi P t0, 1u
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This implies there is at most one edge of ∆1 whose length is not larger than δk`1. Consequently
it suffices to show that corner chopping at two adjacent corners can be connected. And this
can be achieved by toric mutation as in Figure 25.

Figure 25: Adjacent corner choppings differ by
a mutation.

Figure 26: The eigenray ` divides the plane
into two parts and must touch another edge.

Lemma 4.25. Under the assumption of Lemma 4.24 with additional hypothesis k ě 3, if
π1 : pX,ω~δ1q Ñ ∆1 can be connected to another toric fibration by mutation along an eigenray
`, then it’s always possible to chop some corner with size δk`1 not intersecting `.

Proof. Suppose ` divides the plane into two open half-planes S1, S2, which contains k1, k2
vertices of the Delzant polygon ∆1 respectively. Then it’s immediate to see that k1`k2 “ k`2
since ` does not pass through another vertex when the mutation is allowed. This is shown in
Figure 26. Remember that the restrictive condition guarantees there is at most one edge of
∆1 whose length is not larger than δk`1. Assuming ` intersect the edge L, a triangle of size
δk`1 can always embedded at the corners of those k1`k2 vertices which are not the endpoints
of L or the shortest edges. Note that there will be at least k ` 2 ´ 2 ´ 2 “ k ´ 2 ě 1 such
corners where we can perform corner chopping of size δk`1 without intersecting `.

Proposition 4.26. For rational surface pMl, ωpδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlqq, if pδ1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , δlq is in the restrictive
region, then any two toric fibrations can be connected by a path of almost toric fibrations.
As a result, on pX,ωq with arbitrary ω, any two toric fibrations are symplectic deformation
equivalent to some toric fibrations on pX,ω1q (in the sense of their boundary divisors) which
can be connected through a path of almost toric fibrations.

Proof. By Proposition 4.21, we only need to look at the cases when l ě 4. By induction we will
assume any two toric fibrations on pMl´1, ωpδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl´1q

q can be connected by toric mutations
and prove the case for l. For any two toric fibrations π, π1 on pMl, ωpδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlqq which come from
performing the corner chopping of two toric fibrations π, π1 on pMl´1, ωpδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl´1q

q respectively,
there will be a sequence of toric fibrations π1 “ π, π2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , πn´1, πn “ π1 on pMl´1, ωpδ1,¨¨¨ ,δl´1q

q
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such that πi and πi`1 can be connected by performing one toric mutation for all 1 ď i ď n´1.
By Lemma 4.25, there exist toric fibrations π̃i, ˜̃πi on pMl, ωpδ1,¨¨¨ ,δlqq which are toric blow up

of πi, πi`1 and can be connected. As a result, by Lemma 4.24 we see that π̃1, ˜̃πn´1 can be
connected and π, π1 can be connected to π̃1, ˜̃πn´1 respectively. Therefore we finally obtain
that π can be connected to π1.

Now given two toric fibrations on pX,ωq with toric divisors D1, D2, by Lemma 3.13, there
are always symplectic deformations pωti , D

t
iq such that ω0

i “ ω and ω1
i “ ω1 (i “ 1, 2) with

ω1 satisfying the restrictive condition. Then the the toric fibrations on X corresponding to
pω1, D1

1q, pω
1, D1

2q can be connected by a path of almost toric fibrations.

A Appendix

A.1 More discussions on tautness

In this subsection, we study the def-tautness. Hopefully the result can be applied to study
the problem of classifying symplectic fillings of torus bundles in the future.

Labeled holomorphic anticanonical pairs are in general not taut ([Fri16]). The following
example of Golla and Lisca shows that the labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors are also
in general not def-taut.

Example A.1 (Proposition 3.6 of [GL16]). The cycle of spheres with self-intersections

p1,´2,´3,´3,´2,´3,´2q

admits two different symplectic embeddings (with possibly different symplectic structures) in

X “ CP2#9CP2
as symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors pω1, D1q and pω2, D2q. Golla and

Lisca showed that their complements have different intersection forms and thus not homotopy
equivalent. So the two divisors are not symplectic deformation equivalent (in both labeled and
unlabeled senses).

The example given by Golla and Lisca is included in the classification of log Calabi-Yau
divisors with b` “ 1 up to toric equivalence in Theorem 1.4 (4) of [LMM20]. We can actually
give a criterion of def-tautness for this type of divisors. Recall that in Theorem 1.4 (4) of
[LMM20], a blown-up p1, 1´ p1,´p2, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´pl´1, 1´ plq means this self-intersection sequence
is obtained by toric blow up of p1, 1, 1q and then followed by non-toric blow up. We could
give an equivalent description of this type of sequences following [Lis08]. Let

C “ tpn1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nk, nk`1q :
k`1
ÿ

i“1

ni “ 3pk ´ 1q, rn1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nks “ 0, pn1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nkq is admissibleu

C1 “ tpn1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nk, nk`1, a1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ak`1q : pn1, n2, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nk, nk`1q P C, ai P Zě0, ni ` ai ě 2u

where rn1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nks denotes the continued fraction and ’admissible’ means each denominator
appearing in the continued fraction is positive. By Lemma 2.2 in [Lis08], there is a surjective
map

Φ : C1 Ñ tblown-up p1, 1´ p1,´p2, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´pk, 1´ pk`1q, pi ě 2u

sending pn1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nk, nk`1, a1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ak`1q to p1, 1 ´ pn1 ` a1q,´pn2 ` a2q, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´pnk ` akq, 1 ´
pnk`1 ` ak`1qq. For instance, p1,´2,´3,´3,´2,´3,´2q in the above example is equal to
Φp2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 3, 1, 2, 0, 0, 2, 0q or Φp3, 1, 3, 1, 3, 1, 0, 2, 0, 1, 0, 2q.
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Proposition A.2. A labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor pD “ pC0, C1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Clq, ωq with
blown-up self-intersection sequence p1, 1 ´ p1,´p2, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´pl´1, 1 ´ plq such that all pi ě 2 is
def-taut if and only if the preimage of the self-intersection sequence under Φ has only one
element.

Proof. Firstly we show that the homology class of any component of self intersection 1 in a
symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor with length ě 2 can be mapped to the standard line class
H by some γ P DpXq, where DpXq is the image of Diff`pXq Ñ AutpH2pX;Zqq. Note that
with standard basis H,E1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , El, the reflections along Ei´Ej , H´Ei´Ej´Ek are in DpXq.
By Corollary 2.33, we may assume the self intersection 1-component is one of the following

kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1 ´

l
ÿ

i“2

εiEi, k P Z, εi P t0, 1u

2H ´
l
ÿ

i“2

εiEi, εi P t0, 1u

3H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Ep´1 ´ 2Ep ´
l
ÿ

i“p`1

εiEi, 2 ď p ď l, εi P t0, 1u

For the second and the third cases, we can firstly perform the reflections along some E1 ´Ei
for the i such that εi “ 1 or E1 ´Ep, so that these homology classes can be transformed into
the first type. For the first type, we could perform the reflections along H ´E1´Ei´Ej for
i, j such that εi “ εj “ 1 to decrease k by 1. By repeating this procedure we will get k “ 1
and the homology class must be H.

Since the symplectic deformation equivalent class will not changed by a diffeomorphism,
by the above claim we may just assume rC0s “ H. By Proposition 4.4 in [Lis08], it follows
that rC1s has the form of H ´

řl
i“2 εiEi, εi P t0, 1u, rCis with 1 ă i ă l has the form of

Eαi ´
ř

βąαi
εβEβ, εβ P t0, 1u. Define ai “ #tEj |Ej ¨ rCis “ 1, Ej ¨ rCks “ 0 for other ku. It

follows that Φpp1 ´ a1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , pl ´ al, a1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , alq “ p1, 1´ p1,´p2, ¨ ¨ ¨ ,´pl´1, 1´ plq. Therefore
each homological configuration will correspond to some element in the preimage of Φ according
to the number of non-toric blow up times at each position. Conversely, if there are two
different elements in the preimage, then the homological configurations corresponding to them
can not be only differed by a homological action of diffeomorphism. Since otherwise, the
diffeomorphism mapsH toH, which implies its homological action must be some permutations
of Ei’s. It’s easy to see the value ai will not change after the permutations of Ei’s. As a result,
the two divisors corresponding to those two homological configurations are not symplectic
deformation equivalent by Theorem 2.2 but have the same self-intersection sequence, which
means the labeled divisor is not def-taut.

For the completeness, we also determine the def-tautness for all the other self-intersection
sequences with b` “ 1 in Theorem 1.4 of [LMM20]. Those are p1, pq, p´1,´pq with p “ 1, 2, 3,
p1, 1, pq with p ď 1, p0, pq with p ď 4 and p1, pq with p ď 1.

Proposition A.3. All the labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors with the above self-
intersection sequences are def-taut.
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Proof. One could use the same argument as the proof of Proposition A.2 to show that if
A P Hl and A ‰ 3H´E1´¨ ¨ ¨´El, then when A2 “ 0, it could be transformed to H´E1 (or
F when the manifold is S2 ˆ S2) by reflections and when A2 “ ´1 it could be transformed
to E1 by reflections unless A “ H ´ E1 ´ E2 with l “ 2. Note that those reflections along
Ei ´ Ej , H ´ Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek preserve c1pMlq “ 3H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ El. So when the length of
the sequence is 2, if we could transform one component by reflections, the other one will be
transformed as well. This shows that labeled divisors of self-intersection sequences p1, pq, p0, pq
are def-taut, and labeled divisors of self-intersection sequences p´1,´pq are def-taut unless the
manifold is M2, in which case p “ ´4. Therefore we have checked all the length 2 sequences
above are def-taut. For the remaining case p1, 1, pq, note that if we transform one of the
self-intersection 1-component into H, the other self-intersection 1-component must also be
H. This is simply because A ¨ H “ 1, A2 “ 1 has the only solution A “ H. This shows
the homological configurations of the labeled divisors of self-intersection sequences p1, 1, pq
can always be transformed into pH,H,H ´ E1 ´ ¨ ¨ ¨ ´ Elq which implies labeled divisors of
self-intersection sequences p1, 1, pq are def-taut.

Proposition A.4. The labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors with self-intersection se-
quence ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , skq are def-taut if and only if the labeled symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisors
with the toric blow up self-intersection sequences (which are p´1, s1 ´ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk ´ 1q, ps1 ´
1,´1, s2 ´ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , skq, ¨ ¨ ¨ , ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk´1 ´ 1,´1, sk ´ 1q, ps1 ´ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk ´ 1,´1q) are def-taut.

Proof. We only need to consider p´1, s1 ´ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk ´ 1q, the others are same. Assume the
divisors of self-intersection sequences ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , skq, p´1, s1´1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk´1q are in Ml´1,Ml with
reduced blowup forms. We adopt the canonical identification H2pMl;Zq “ H2pMl´1;Zq ‘
ZEl and always identify symplectic deformation equivalence and homological equivalence by
Theorem 2.2. We will use the following convenient result, which is actually implied in Section
4.1.2 of [LW12] : let Kl´1,Kl be the standard canonical classes, if γ, γ1 are integral isometries
of H2pMl´1;Zq, H2pMl;Zq respectively and γ1 “ γ ‘ idEl , then γ P DKl´1

pMl´1q if and only
if γ1 P DKlpMlq.

On the one hand, if the labeled divisors of self-intersection sequence p´1, s1 ´ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk ´
1q are def-taut and D “ pC1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ckq, D

1 “ pC 11, ¨ ¨ ¨ , C
1
kq are two labeled divisors of self-

intersection sequence ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , skq, then there must exist divisors on Ml with homological
configurations pEl, rC1s ´El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCks ´Elq, pEl, rC

1
1s ´El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rC

1
ks ´Elq by Corollary 2.33.

And there is some homological action γ P DKlpMlq such that γpEl, rC1s´El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCks´Elq “
pEl, rC

1
1s ´ El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rC

1
ks ´ Elq. γpElq “ El implies γprC1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCksq “ prC

1
1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rC

1
ksq and

γ|H2pMl´1;Zq is an isomorphism of the lattice H2pMl´1;Zq and thus belongs to DKl´1
pMl´1q

by the claim. This shows D,D1 are symplectic deformation equivalent.
On the other hand, if the labeled divisors of self-intersection sequence ps1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , skq are

def-taut and D “ pC0, C1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Ckq, D
1 “ pC 10, C

1
1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , C

1
kq are two labeled divisors of self-

intersection sequence p´1, s1´1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , sk´1q. As the proof of the previous Proposition, unless
l “ 2 we may assume rC0s “ rC

1
0s “ El. It then follows that prC1s`El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCks`Elq, prC

1
1s`

El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rC
1
ks`Elq are homological configurations with classes in H2pMl´1;Zq. So there is some

γ P DKl´1
pMl´1q such that γprC1s `El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCks `Elq “ prC

1
1s `El, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rC

1
ks `Elq. Thus by

the claim γ1 “ γ‘idEl P DKlpMlq will satisfy γ1prC0s, rC1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rCksq “ prC
1
0s, rC

1
1s, ¨ ¨ ¨ , rC

1
ksq.

This shows that D,D1 are symplectic deformation equivalent.

Combining the above Propositions with Theorem 1.4 of [LMM20], we already determined
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all the def-taut labeled divisors with b` “ 1.

Remark A.5. There are some differences between the symplectic def-tautness and holomor-
phic tautness. From the definition it’s easy to see the holomorphic tautness implies symplectic
def-tautness, but the converse is not true. In [Fri16] the sequence p4, 0q is considered to be not
taut, but in our notion it is def-taut. This is because p4, 0q is the (only) self-intersection se-

quence having embeddings into two different manifolds S2ˆS2 or CP2#CP2
and the definition

of tautness in the holomorphic category does not fix the ambient manifolds. Other than this,
the self-intersection sequence p2, 2q is not holomorphic taut since it has realizations in S2ˆS2

with two non-isomorphic complex structures (namely F0 and F2, see [Fri16]). However it’s
not hard to check the def-tautness for divisors with self-intersection sequence p2, 2q.

Remark A.6. For the purpose of completely determining the diffeomorphism types of sym-
plectic fillings of torus bundles, one should define the def-tautness for unlabeled divisors. How-
ever it’s difficult to obtain the toric blow up invariance for unlabeled def-tautness analogous
to Proposition A.4 due to the cyclic symmetry.

A.2 Details of counting toric divisors in M3

Proof of Proposition 3.7: The proof is very similar to that of Proposition 3.5. We start by
listing the possible self-intersection sequences to be

p1q p´n, 0, n´ 2,´1,´2,´1q,

p2q p´n, 0, n´ 1,´2,´1,´2q,

p3q p´n,´1,´1, n´ 2,´1,´1q,

p4q p´1,´1,´1,´1,´1,´1q,

where n ě 2. Also, to make the presentation easier, we write Hi “ H´Ei, Hij “ H´Ei´Ej
and Hijk “ H ´ Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek, for distinct i, j, k.

We denote by tFnp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q the number of toric log Calabi-Yau divisors in p1q-p3q and
by tF1p3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q the number of toric log Calabi-Yau divisors in p4q. We could make use
of Proposition 3.4 to enumerate the homology classes with self-intersections listed above.

Let’s first consider p1q ´ p3q. If n “ 2k ` 1 with k ě 1, then the possible homology types
are

1. p´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3, H1, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H12, E2 ´ E3, E3q,
p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, H1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3, E3, E2 ´ E3, H12q,

2. p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, H1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2, E2 ´ E3, E3, H123q,

3. p´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3, E2, H12, kH ´ pk ´ 1qE1, H13, E3q,
p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1, H12, E2, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3, E3, H13q.
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Then we have

tF2k`1p3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

5 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0, δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

2 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0, δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

2 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0, δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

1 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0, δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

2 if δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ´ 1 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ď 0, δ2 ą δ3

1 if δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ´ 1 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ď 0, δ2 “ δ3

0 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ď δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ´ 1

If n “ 2k ` 2 with k ě 1, then the possible homology types are

1. p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ Ei, H1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ Ej , Ej , H123, Eiq, with ti, ju “ t2, 3u

2. p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2, H1, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1, H123, E3, E2 ´ E3q

3. p´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ Ei, Ei, H1i, pk ` 1qH ´ kE1 ´ Ej , Ej , H1jq, with ti, ju “ t2, 3u

Then we have

tF2k`2p3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

5 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0, δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

2 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0, δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

2 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0, δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

1 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0, δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

2 if δ3 ´ δ2 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď 0, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

1 if δ3 ´ δ2 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď 0, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

0 if ´ k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď δ3 ´ δ2

If n “ 2, the possible homology types are

1. pEi ´ Ej , Hi, Hk, Ek, H123, Ejq, ti, j, ku “ t1, 2, 3u, i ă j

2. pE1 ´ E2, H1, H,H123, E3, E2 ´ E3q

3. pEi ´ Ej , Ej , Hij , Hk, Ek, Hikq, ti, j, ku “ t1, 2, 3u, i ă j

Then we have

tF2p3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q “

$

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

&

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

’

%

7 if δ1 ą δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

3 if δ1 ą δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

2 if δ1 ą δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

1 if δ1 ą δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

2 if δ1 “ δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

1 if δ1 “ δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 “ 1

0 if δ1 “ δ2 “ δ3
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If n “ 1, there is only one possible homology type pH12, E1, H13, E3, H23, E2q and is always
realized. So we have

tF1p3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q “ 1.

Now the results follow from

|tLCYp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q| “
8
ÿ

n“1

tFnp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q,

and analyzing the bounds on δ1, δ2, δ3 in each region. For example, in regionQi´1Ri´1P2i´1P2i´2,
one just have to check the followings:

1. ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0 if and only if k ă i

2. δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ´ 1 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ď 0 will never happen for any k

3. ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0 if and only if k ă i

4. δ3 ´ δ2 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď 0 will never happen for any k

5. δ1 ą δ2 ą δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

In the region Qi´1QiP2i´1, one can check that:

1. ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ą 0 if and only if k ă i

2. δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ´ 1 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ď 0 if and only if k “ i

3. ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ą 0 if and only if k ă i

4. δ3 ´ δ2 ă ´k ` pk ` 1qδ1 ´ δ2 ď 0 will never happen for any k

5. δ1 ą δ2 “ δ3, δ1 ` δ2 ` δ3 ă 1

Therefore, the count in the region Qi´1Ri´1P2i´1P2i´2 is given by

|tLCYp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q| “
8
ÿ

n“1

tFnp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q “ 1` 7`
i´1
ÿ

k“1

5`
i´1
ÿ

k“1

5 “ 10i´ 2

And the count in the region Qi´1QiP2i´1 is given by

|tLCYp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q| “
8
ÿ

n“1

tFnp3; 1, δ1, δ2, δ3q “ 1` 2`
i´1
ÿ

k“1

2` 1`
i´1
ÿ

k“1

2 “ 4i

These two examples just correspond to the case (1) and (6) in our statement.
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A.3 Details of computing toric regions for M5

Proof of Proposition 3.11: Firstly note that if the homological sequence for M5 in Fact 3.9
can not be realized as a toric symplectic log Calabi-Yau divisor, then one of ωpH134q, ωpE1 ´

E4q, ωpE2´E5q, ωpH235qmust be zero. Thus we only need to focus on the regionsMAD,MOD,MOA
where the toric divisors might not exist.

Secondly, we consider the following toric homological sequence:

pE2, E1 ´ E2 ´ E3, E3, H135, E5, H45, E4, H124q

In the interior of region XOA, we see that ω has positive pairing with all the homology classes
in the above sequence. Again by Proposition 2.24, the homological sequence can be realized
as a toric symplectic Calabi-Yau divisor. So the interior of region XOA is also contained in
the toric cone.

Next we explain the nonexistence in regions MOD, MAD and MOX. In the M5 case we
have the following more complicated classification for self-intersection sequences:

A1
n “ p´1,´2,´2,´1, n,´1,´1,´n´ 4q, A2

n “ p´1,´3,´1,´2, n,´1,´1,´n´ 3q

A3
n “ p´3,´1,´2,´2, n,´1,´1,´n´ 2q, B1

n “ p´1,´2,´1, n,´1,´2,´1,´n´ 4q

B2
n “ p´2,´1,´2, n,´1,´2,´1,´n´ 3q, B3

n “ p´2,´1,´2, n,´2,´1,´2,´n´ 2q

C1
n “ p´4,´1,´2,´2,´2, n, 0,´n´ 1q, C2

n “ p´3,´2,´1,´3,´2, n, 0,´n´ 1q

C3
n “ p´3,´1,´3,´1,´3, n, 0,´n´ 1q, D1

n “ p´2,´1,´4,´1,´2, n, 0,´n´ 2q

D2
n “ p´1,´4,´1,´2,´2, n, 0,´n´ 2q, D3

n “ p´3,´1,´2,´3,´1, n, 0,´n´ 2q

E1
n “ p´2,´1,´3,´2,´1, n, 0,´n´ 3q, E2

n “ p´1,´3,´1,´3,´1, n, 0,´n´ 3q

F 1
n “ p´1,´2,´2,´2,´1, n, 0,´n´ 4q

Similarly as in the case for M4, we can apply the following information about the negative
symplectic sphere classes by Proposition 3.4 of [LL20].

In region MOD:

S´2ω ĂtEp ´ E5, Hijk|1 ď p ď 4, 1 ď i ă j ă k ď 5u

S´3ω ĂtHijkl|1 ď i ă j ă k ă l ď 5u,S´4ω Ă tH12345u,Sď´5ω “ H

In region MAD:

S´2ω Ă tE1 ´ Ep, Eq ´ E5, H234, H235, H345, H125, H135, H145, H245|2 ď p ď 5, 1 ď q ď 4u

S´3ω Ă t´H ` 2E1, H2345, E1 ´ Ep ´ Eq|2 ď p ă q ď 5u

S´4ω Ă tE1 ´ Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek,´H ` 2E1 ´ Ep|2 ď i ă j ă k ď 5, 2 ď p ď 5u

For any k ě 1:

S´2k´3ω Ă t´pk ´ 1qH ` kE1 ´ E2 ´ E3 ´ E4 ´ E5,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2 ´ Ei,

´ pk ` 1qH ` pk ` 2qE1,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ Ep ´ Eq|3 ď i, p, q ď 5, p ‰ qu

S´2k´4ω Ă t´pk ` 1qH ` pk ` 2qE1 ´ E2,´kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E2 ´ Ep ´ Eq,

´ kH ` pk ` 1qE1 ´ E3 ´ E4 ´ E5,´pk ` 1qH ` pk ` 2qE1 ´ Ei|3 ď i, p, q ď 5, p ‰ qu
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In region MOX:

S´2ω Ă tE1 ´ Ep, Hijk|2 ď p ď 5, 1 ď i ă j ă k ď 5u

S´3ω Ă t´H ` 2E1, Hijkl, E1 ´ Ep ´ Eq|1 ď i ă j ă k ă l ď 5, 2 ď p ă q ď 5u

S´4ω Ă tH12345, E1 ´ Ei ´ Ej ´ Ek,´H ` 2E1 ´ Ep|2 ď i ă j ă k ď 5, 2 ď p ď 5u

Sď´5ω “ H

Finally by checking all the possible self-intersection sequences, one can carefully exclude all
the possibilities by obeying the rules that any two adjacent homology classes have intersection
number 1 and any two nonadjacent ones have intersection number 0.
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