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Rationally connected threefolds with nef and bad
anticanonical divisor, 11

Zhixin Xie

Abstract

Let X be a smooth complex projective rationally connected threefold with —Kx nef and not
semi-ample. In our previous work, we classified all such threefolds when |— K x| has no fixed divisor.
In this paper, we continue our classification when |—K x| has a non-zero fixed divisor.

1 Introduction

Complex projective Fano manifolds play an important role in the framework of the Minimal Model
Program (MMP) and appear as one of the building blocks in the birational classification of varieties.
Fano manifolds are classified up to dimension three — the classification of Fano threefolds was achieved
by Mori-Mukai and Iskovskikh, see [MMS&2] and [Isk77, Isk7§].

Complex projective manifolds with nef anticanonical divisor are a natural generalisation of Fano
manifolds and one hopes to similarly fulfil a complete classification for this class of manifolds. One
of the methods to study such a manifold is the decomposition theorem for projective manifolds with
nef anticanonical bundle by Cao and Héring [CH19]: for such a manifold X, its universal cover X
decomposes as a product

X~Cx[[vi < [[ Sk x 2

where Y} are irreducible projective Calabi-Yau manifolds, Sy are irreducible projective hyperkéhler
manifolds (so that Y; and Sy have trivial canonical bundle), and Z is a projective rationally connected
manifold with —K 7 nef (and non trivial as Z is rationally connected). In view of this result, it is
important to study the case when X is rationally connected, and it is also the most difficult one.

Recent results by Birkar, Di Cerbo and Svaldi [BDCS20, Theorem 1.6] showed that birationally,
there are only finitely many deformation families of projective rationally connected threefolds with nef
anticanonical divisor. Thus it is in principle possible to classify these varieties.

This paper addresses the classification problem of smooth projective rationally connected threefolds
X with —Kx nef and not semi-ample. In our earlier work [Xie20], the case when |—K x| has no fixed
divisor is completely classified. In this paper, we consider the remaining case when |—K x| has a non-
zero fixed divisor. It is shown in op. cit. that a general member of the mobile part of |-K x| has at
lease two irreducible components. Our main result gives a complete classification when an irreducible
component is a non-rational surface and shows that in this case, a general member of the mobile part
of |—Kx| has exactly two irreducible components.
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1.1 Previous work

Let X be a smooth projective rationally connected threefold with —Kx nef. If —Kx is semi-ample, we
refer to [BP04, Sections 5, 6] for a partial classification. Another approach to obtain a classification in
this case stems from its similarity with the case of weak Fano threefolds, i.e. threefolds with nef and big
anticanonical bundle. One may analyse the plurianticanonical morphism

¢|7mKX| X =Y

for m sufficiently large, as done in the weak Fano case, which led to boundedness of weak Fano threefolds,
see [Bor0L, [KMMTO0Q, McKO02]. Together with a discussion of the Mori contractions, one may obtain
a classification by following the strategy in [JPRO05] [JPR11], where the authors gave a classification of
weak Fano threefolds with Picard number two.

We thus focus on the case where —Kx is not semi-ample. In [BP04], Bauer and Peternell gave the
following criterion for verifying the non semi-ampleness.

Theorem 1.1. ([BP04, Theorem 2.1]) Let X be a smooth projective rationally connected threefold with
—Kx nef. Then the litaka dimension k(X,—Kx) is at least 1.

If the nef dimension d n(X,—Kx) is 1 or 2, then —Kx is semi-ample and the nef reduction map
associated to —Kx can be taken as the Stein factorisation of the map defined by some positive multiple
of —Kx which is globally generated.

By a result of Kawamata [Kaw85, Theorem 6.1], if x(X,—-Kx) = v(X,—Kx), where v denotes the
numerical dimension, then —K x is semi-ample. Thus, in practice, the above theorem, together with
[Leh14l Theorem 6.1], implies that the non semi-ampleness of —Kx is equivalent to n(X,—Kx) = 3
and v(X, —Kx) = 2, which is also equivalent to v(X,—Kx) =2 and k(X,—Kx) = 1.

We start the investigation with the base locus of the anticanonical system |—K x| as the latter one is
non-empty and not semi-ample. When |—K x| has no fixed divisor, a complete classification is obtained
in [Xie20, Theorem 1.1]. Now if |—K x| has a non-zero fixed divisor, it turns out that, after a finite
sequence of flops, one can assume that the mobile part of |—K x| is base-point-free.

Theorem 1.2. ([Xie20, Theorem 1.2, Corollary 2.8, Lemma 4.2]) Let X be a smooth projective rationally
connected threefold with —Kx nef and not semi-ample. Assume that Fix |—Kx| # 0. Then there exists
a finite sequence of flops : X --+ X' such that the following holds:

e X' is smooth,
o —Kx/ is nef,
e Mob |—K x| is base-point-free and induces a fibration f: X' — P*.

Moreover, we have

where F is a general fibre of f. Furthermore, we have
A3 =A% . F=0,

and F' is a smooth surface with —Kp effective, nef and not semi-ample.

ISee [BCET 02| Theorem 2.1] for the definition of nef dimension and the construction of the nef reduction map associated
to a nef divisor.



Now, in order to study the geometry of the fibration X’ — P' in Theorem [[.2] we consider the
following setup where we denote X’ by X for simplicity of notation in the rest of our discussion.

Setup 1.3. Let X be a smooth projective rationally connected threefold with anticanonical bundle — K x
nef and not semi-ample. Assume that A = Fix|—Kx| # 0 and |B| :== Mob|—Kx| is base-point-free,
inducing a fibration f: X — P
If F is a fibre of f, then F is a smooth surface with —Kp effective, nef and not semi-ample. We
have
|-Kx|=A+ |kF| with k > 2

and
AP =A% F=0.

Now we write A = Ap + A,, where Ap and A, are effective divisors such that Ap|lp = —Kp and
Ay|r =0 for a general fibre F.

1.2 Main results and organisation of the paper

In this paper, we give a complete classification when the general fibre F' in Setup [[3] is a non-rational
surface.

Theorem 1.4. (A) In Setup [[3, assume that the surface F is non-rational. Then X = P(V) is a
P'-bundle over Y, where Y is isomorphic to P? blown up in 9 points such that —Ky is nef and base-
point-free (thus induces an elliptic fibration 7: Y — P! with general fiber denoted by R) and V is a
rank-2 vector bundle defined by a non-split extension

0= 0y =2V = 0y(Ky)—0,

and the fibration f factors as X — Y 5 P
Furthermore, |—Kx| = 2D + |2F| with D = P(Oy (Ky)) =~ Y, and F = P(&) is a P'-bundle over
the smooth elliptic curve R, where € is a rank-2 vector bundle over R defined by a non-split extension

0—-0rp—&—0g—0.

(B) Conwversely, let Y be P? blown up at 9 points such that —Ky is nef, base-point-free and thus
induces an elliptic fibration 7: Y — P! with general fibre denoted by R. Let V be a rank-2 vector bundle
over'Y defined by a non-split extension

0—0y -V—0y(Ky)—0 (1)

and let p: X = P(V) = Y. Then —Kx is nef and not semi-ample and |—Kx| = 2D + |2F|, where
D =P(Oy(Ky)) and F is a general fibre of the fibration f :== w0 ¢: X — PL. Moreover, F = P(€) is
a P'-bundle over the smooth elliptic curve R, where & is a rank-2 vector bundle over R and defined by
a non-split extension

0—-0rp—&—0r—0.

Since we applied Theorem [[.2in order to reduce to Setup [I.3] the classification obtained in Theorem
[[L4lis up to flops. Thus we also want to track, a posteriori, the sequence of flops. To this end, we describe
all extremal rays of the cone NE(X)NK )L( for the threefolds X in Theorem[I[.4l We obtain more precisely
the following result.



Proposition 1.5. In Theorem we have a morphism NE(D) — NE(X) induced by the inclusion
D — X. The cone NE(X) is closed and the extremal rays of the subcone NE(X) N Kx are spanned by
the classes of (—1)-curves on D and the classes of (—2)-curves on D (or the class —Kp if there is no
(—2)-curve on D, i.e. if the elliptic fibration f|p: D — P! has no reducible fibre).

Moreover, there are infinitely many flopping contractions on X and each flopping contraction con-
tracts an extremal ray spanned by a class of a (—1)-curve on D.

Plan. We briefly explain the organisation of the paper. In Section [2, we discuss some general results
about the geometry of threefolds X as in Setup [[3

Section Bl is devoted to the proof of our main Theorem Under Setup [[3] and assuming that a
general fibre F of f: X — P! is a non-rational surface, we start by investigating the structure of the
fixed divisor A of the anticanonical system |—K x| in Subsection Bl Arguing by contradiction, we will
show that the fixed divisor A has no f-vertical part, and we describe more precisely the f-horizontal
part of A in Proposition This leads to further restrictions on the geometry of X when we run the
MMP in Subsection to obtain the classification in Theorem

In Section [ we study the cone of effective curves of X. To this end, we describe all the K x-trivial
curves by first showing that every K x-trivial curve class is proportional to a curve (class) contained in
the fixed divisor of |—Kx|. Since the fixed divisor (with reduced structure) is isomorphic to the blow-up
of P? at the 9 base points of a cubic pencil, its cone of effective curves is classically known. In this way,
we describe all extremal rays of the cone NE(X) N K5 and the corresponding extremal contractions in
Lemma [£.4] which implies directly Proposition
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2 Preliminary

In this paper we work over the field C.

2.1 Notation and terminology

We use the following notation throughout the paper, see [Laz04l Definition 2.1.3, Remark 2.3.17] for
definitions.

Notation 2.1. Let X be a normal projective variety and D a Cartier divisor on X. We denote by
o k(D, X) the litaka dimension of D.
e (D, X) :=max{n| D" #£ 0} the numerical dimension of D when D is nef.
Consider the complete linear system |D|. We denote by
e Fix|D| the fized divisor of | D).
e Mob|D| = |D| — Fix|D| the mobile part of |D]|.



Note that the numerical dimension can also be defined for a pseudo-effective divisor, see for example
[Nak04, Chapter V, Definition 2.5].

Definition 2.2. Let X be a normal projective variety. A flopping contraction is an extremal birational
contraction f: X — 'Y to a normal variety Y such that the exceptional locus of f has codimension at
least two in X and Kx is numerically f-trivial.

If additionally D is a Q-Cartier divisor on X such that —(Kx+D) is f-ample, then the (Kx+D)-flip
of [ is called the D-flop.
2.2 Results on surfaces

We will need the following results on surfaces.

Lemma 2.3. ([Xie20, Lemma 4.4, Corollary 4.6]) Let S be a projective Gorenstein surface such that
the anticanonical divisor —Kg is of the form.:

_KS ~ Dl +D27

where D1 is effective and Dy is a non-zero effective Cartier divisor which is nef and divisible by r > 2
in NS(S).
Suppose that D3 = 0, and that one of the following assertions holds:

(i) S is not covered by Do-trivial curves;
(ii) Ds contains a smooth curve of positive genus.
Then Dy = 0 and the surface S is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve.

Lemma 2.4. Let S be a ruled surface over a smooth elliptic curve B. Suppose that S admits an elliptic
fibration 7: S — P, If h°(S,05(—Kg)) > 3, then S ~ B x PL.

Proof. Since S is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve B and S admits an elliptic fibration, we have
S =P(V) by [Suw69, Theorem 5], where V is one of the following;:

(a) V is the unique indecomposable rank-2 vector bundle of degree 1 on B;
(b) V=05 ® L, where £ is a (possibly trivial) torsion line bundle.

In the first case, let £ be a fibre of the ruling and let §; be a section with minimal self-intersection, i.e.
6? = 1. Then —Kg ~ 20; — £. By [Suw69, Theorem 5(iii)], the elliptic fibration is given by the linear
system |46; — 2¢|. Hence,

h(S,0s(—Ks)) = 1.

In the second case, we have
(S, 05(—Ks)) = h%(B,S*V® L") = h°(B,L & L™ & Op) <3,

with equality if and only if L = 0p.
Since h?(S,05(—Ks)) > 3 by assumption, we obtain V= 0p & Op. Thus S ~ B x P*. O



2.3 Results on threefolds

We will first prove the following two lemmas which give geometric restriction on the threefold with nef
anticanonical divisor, when we consider certain types of extremal contractions on the threefolds.

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a smooth projective threefold with —Kx nef. Let A == Fix|—-Kx|. Consider a
K x -negative extremal contraction p: X — Y. Assume that ¢ is a divisorial contraction which contracts

an irreducible component of A to a smooth curve or a smooth point. Then k(Y,—Ky) = k(X,—Kx)
and v(Y,—Ky) =v(X,-Kx).

Proof. Denote by F the exceptional divisor of ¢. Then
" (—Ky)=—-Kx +mE
with m =1 or 2. Since Ox(E) — Ox(A) = Ox(—Kx), one has
(X, —Kx) <k(X,—-Kx +mFE) <k(X,—-(m+1)Kx) = r(X,—Kx).
By [Nak04, Proposition V.2.7(1)], one has
v(X,—Kx) <v(X,-Kx+mE) <v(X,—(m+1)Kx) =v(X,—Kx).
Hence, (Y, —Ky) = (X, —Kx) and v(Y,—Ky) = v(X, —Kx). O

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a smooth projective threefold with |—K x| = A+|kF|, where A == Fix |-Kx| # 0,
F is a prime divisor, and k > 2 is an integer. Suppose that there exists an e A-flop, where € > 0 satisfies
that the pair (X, eA) is log-canonical. Then A has multiplicity at least k along the flopping curve.

Proof. By assumption, there exists an eA-flop:
p: X ——» X1

where X7 is again smooth by [KolI89, Theorem 2.4]. Since 1 induces an isomorphism in codimension
one, the anticanonical system |—K y+| has a non-empty fixed divisor AT := 1), (A) and we can write

|—Kx+| = AT+ |[kFT],

where FT := 1, (F) and |kF'T| is the mobile part of the anticanonical system.
Since 1 is a flop, there exists a common resolution:

such that ¢*(Kx) = h*(Kx+). Moreover, by [KMMS87, Proposition 5-1-11], one has

Kg=g"(Kx+eA)+ Y a;B;=h"(Kx+ +eA") + > al B, (2)

where aj > a;, and a;" > a; if and ouly if g(E;) is contained in the flopping locus.



Since |-Kx|= A+ |kF| and |-Kx+| = AT + |kF'T|, the equality (@) gives
1

W (kFY) — g*(kF) = (1 — €)(g*(A) — h*(A* +_a)E = =S (at — ai)E;

(B = (BF) = (1= 0" (4) = (A7) + Tl 0By = {3

is effective. Since F' and F'* are Cartier divisors, we can write

h*(kFY) — g*(kF) =Y kniE;

with n; € N.
Since g*(A) = h*(AT) + h*(kFt) — g*(kF), we obtain that

g*(A) — A — anzEl

is effective, where A = 9> 1(A) is the strict transform of A in X. Therefore, A has multiplicity at least
k along the flopping curve. O

More generally, we will need the following result by Wilson on the classification of crepant contrac-
tions of an extremal ray on a threefold.

Proposition 2.7. ([Wil92 Theorem 2.2]|,[Wil93|; [Wil97, Proposition 3.1]) Let X be a smooth projective
threefold and let ¢: X — Y be a crepant contraction of an extremal ray, contracting some irreducible
surface E C X to a curve C CY. Then C is a smooth curve and ¢: EE — C is a conic bundle over C
such that one of the following holds:

(i) E is normal and a general fibre of ¢: E — C is a smooth conic;

(ii) E is non-normal and a general fibre of ¢: E — C is two lines meeting at one point.

For a general fibre l of ¢: E — C, one has E -1 = —2. A singular fibre of ¢: E — C is either two P'’s
intersecting at one point, or a double line.

Furthermore, if E is normal, then the possible singularities of E are A, singularities at the point
where distinct components of a singular fibre meet, or Ay singularities appearing as a pair on some

double fibre.
2.4 General setup and basic results

Let us first point out an important special case under our Setup

Lemma 2.8. In Setup[L3, suppose that the relative anticanonical divisor —Kx p1 is nef. Then
X ~ F x P

Proof. Since —K x/p1 is nef, the fibration f is locally trivial in the Euclidean topology by [PZ09, Theorem
A.12] and [Caol9, Proposition 2.8]. Applying the latter proposition, we further obtain X ~ F x P!; we
explain how to apply the proposition in our case, as follows.

Note that in [Caol9l Proposition 2.8] the assumption is different. Instead of assuming

(H1): the relative anticanonical divisor is nef,



they assume

(H2): there exists an f-very ample line bundle L such that f.(mL) is a numerically flat vector bundle
for every integer m < 1.
However, when the fibration is over a smooth curve, [PZ09, Proposition A.11] shows that (H1) implies
(H2). Since in our case, the fibration is over P! which is simply connected, [Caol9, Proposition 2.8]
gives X ~ F x P!, O

Lemma 2.9. In Setup[l.3, assume that Ay, is f-relatively nef. Then for any f-vertical curve £ contained
i Ay, one has Kx - £ = Ay - £ = 0.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a f-vertical curve £ C A, such that Ay - ¢ > 0.
Let Fy be the special fibre of f which contains £. Since for a general fibre F of f,

Ap - (Fla,) = (Anlr)® =0,
we have that Ay - (Fpla, ) = 0. Hence we can write
FonAp,=ml+/0
with m > 0 and Ay, - ¢/ < 0. This contradicts the fact that Ay, is f-relatively nef. O

Now in Setup [[L3] consider a K x-negative extremal contraction p: X — Y. Let I" be an extremal
ray contracted by . Recall that the length of an extremal ray I' is defined by

I(T) = min{—Kx - Z | [Z] e T'}.

Let ¢ be a rational curve such that [¢] € T'and —Kx-¢ = I(T"). If ¢ is birational, we denote the exceptional
divisor of ¢ by E. In the remainder of this section, we will describe all the possible contractions .

2.4.1 Birational extremal contractions

We first describe all the divisorial contractions of a K x-negative extremal ray on the threefold X in

Setup [L.3

Proposition 2.10. In Setup [[.3, assume that A, = 0. Let ¢o: X — Y be a divisorial Kx-negative
extremal contraction and let E be the exceptional divisor. Then ¢ is the blow-up of a smooth curve C' in
Y and E is a ruled surface. Denote by Cy a canonical section of the tautological line bundle Op(yy (1),
where V' is the normalisation of NE/Y. Then one of the following cases occurs.

(i) The divisor E is an irreducible component of A and ¢ contracts E horizontally (i.e. every fibre of
@ is an f-horizontal curve) to a smooth curve.

(ii) The fibration f factors as f = f' o @, which gives a fibration f': Y — PL. Let Ay = ¢(A) and
Fy = o(F). We are in one of the following cases:

(a) f' maps the blow-up curve C' onto P!, and p|p: F — Fy is the blow-down of some (—1)-
curves in F'. In this case, Ay ~ A, —Kp, is nef and big, and —Ky is nef and big.

(b) f’ maps the blow-up curve C to a point. In this case, Alg = Cy, Ay ~ A and Fy ~ F.



Proof. Case A-/{ = 0. In this case, we have F'-/ =1and —Kx -{ =A-{+ kF -{ =k = 2. Hence
¢ is the blow-up of a smooth point on Y, with exceptional divisor E ~ P2. As E is not fibered, it is
contained in a fiber of f and thus F' - E = 0. This contradicts the fact that F'- ¢ = 1.

Case A -/ < 0. In this case, we have F' - ¢ > 0 and F is an irreducible component of A as the
contraction is divisorial. Moreover, as a curve in A - F' is K x-trivial, we obtain that ¢ contracts F
horizontally to a curve.

Case A-¢ > 0. In this case, F'-£ = 0 since otherwise —K x -¢ > 2, which contradicts the classification
of Mori, see [MMS83|, Section 3].

Step 1. We show in this step that E is not contracted to a point.

Suppose by contradiction that E is contracted to a point. Since F' - ¢ = 0, we have F - E = 0. Thus
FE is contained in some fibre of f.

Note that E is not an irreducible component of A, otherwise F is contracted to a curve. Hence A - F
is a non-zero effective 1-cycle contained in some fibre of f. By Lemma 29, A-(A-E) = 0 and thus
A - ¢ =0. This contradicts the fact that A-¢ > 0.

Step 2. By Step 1, we deduce that ¢ contracts F to a curve C. Then F -¢ =0, A-¢ =1 and
E= ]P’(Né/y) is a ruled surface. Let V' = N¢, y, @ £ with £ € Pic(C') be a normalisation of NE y» see
[Har77, Chapter V, Proposition 2.8]. Let u := deg £ and let C be a canonical section of the tautological

line bundle Op(yy(1) such that C3 = —e = ¢1(V). Then
_KX|E = Oo + ml

with m € N,
Ng/x = —Co + pt,

Ky -C=-m—p,

and —Ky is nef if and only if m + u > 0.
Let g be the genus of the curve C. Then by the adjunction formula,

K% = ((Kx + B)|r)’,

and thus 8(1 — g) = 4m —4e — 4p, i.e. u=m —e + 29 — 2.
Since (—Kx)3 = 0, we have

(=Kv)? = 3(—Kx|p)* + 3Ky - C —2E*> =29 — 2+ 2(2m —e).

As —Kx|g is nef, we have (—Kx|g) - Co > 0, i.e. m > e.
We have two different subcases: either f|z: E — P! is surjective, or f(E) is a point on P!.

Step 3. In this step, we consider the case when f|g: E — P! is surjective. Then E - F is a non-zero
effective 1-cycle. Note that E is not an irreducible component of A, as £ is f-vertical and A - ¢ > 0 by
assumption.

Since F'- ¢ =0, one has F - F = bl with b € N* and a fibre of ¢ must be contained in some fibre of
f. In particular, by the rigidity lemma [Deb13l Lemma 1.15], the fibration f factors as f = f’ o ¢ such
that f': Y — P!, and the morphism ¢ contracts E to a smooth curve C' C Y which surjects to P! by
f’. Restricted to a general fibre F', we have that ¢|r blows down some (—1)-curves in F' and each of
them meets the unique member in |- Kp| transversally at one point.



Claim. —Ky is nef and big.
Since —Kx|g ~ A|lg + kF|g = A|lg + kbl and —Kx|g = Cy + mf, we have

Alg = Co+ (m — kb)L.
Since A - F is an effective 1-cycle and —Kx|g is nef, we have (—Kx|g) - (A|g) > 0. Hence,
(Co+ml) - (Co+ (m — kb)) > 0,
i.e. 2m — e > kb. We obtain
m+pu=2m—e+29—-2>kb—22>0,
and thus — Ky is nef. Moreover,
(—Ky)? =29 —2+2(2m —e) > =2+ 2kb> 2.

Therefore, — Ky is nef and big. This proves the claim.

Step 4. In this step, we consider the case when f(F) is a point. Then E is contained in a special
fiber Fy of f and E - F = 0. Hence ¢ is an isomorphism outside F. Moreover, the fibration f: X — P!
factors as f = f’ o ¢ such that f’: Y — P!

We have

A|E ~ _KX|E = OO —|—m€

Since F is contained in some fiber of f, A - F is an effective f-vertical 1-cycle. Hence A-(A-E) =0 by
Lemma It remains to prove m = 0.
Suppose that m > 0. Since
O:A~(Co+m€):A-C'0—|—m,

one has A-Cy < 0. Hence the curve Cy is contained in A. But Cy is f-vertical, this contradicts Lemma
2.9 and proves m = 0. O

2.4.2 Non-birational contractions

Finally, we describe all the contractions of fibre type of a K x-negative extremal ray on the threefold X

in Setupl.3l

Proposition 2.11. In Setup[.3, let ¢: X — Y be a non-birational K x -negative extremal contraction.
Then Y is a smooth rational surface, and one of the following cases occurs:

() Y ~F and X ~ F x P';
(i) ¢: X =Y is a conic bundle and f factors as f: X Y — P,

Proof. Case dimY = 2. In this case, we have —Kx - £ € {1,2}, the morphism ¢: X — Y is a conic
bundle, and Y is a smooth rational surface. Since [{] is a movable class, we have A - ¢ > 0.

We first consider when F'-¢ > 0. Then F'-/ =1and —Kx-{ = A-{+kF-¢ > 2. We deduce that k = 2,
the morphism ¢ is a P*-bundle and | is birational. Consider the product map p :== fxp: X — P! xY
which is generically one to one.
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Claim. p is an isomorphism.
Suppose that there exists a curve R C X contracted by p, then R is also contracted by ¢. Hence
F-R>0and R is a fibre ¢~ !(yo) of o, where yo € Y. By the rigidity lemma [Deb13| Lemma 1.15],

there exists a neighbourhood Yy C Y of yo and a factorisation f|,-1(yy): ¢~ *(Yo) = Yo — P!, which
implies that f(R) is a point. This contradicts F'- R > 0 and proves the claim.

Therefore, X ~ P! x Y ~ P! x F and ¢ is the second projection.
Now, we consider when F'- ¢ = 0. This implies F' = ¢*(B) for some irreducible curve B on Y, which

gives a factorisation f: X 2 Y — P!, where Y is a smooth rational surface.

Case dim Y = 1. In this case, we have Y ~ P! and p(X) = 2. This contradicts the fact p(X) > 3
by [BP04l Corollary 7.3]. O

3 Classification result

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [[L4l In the whole section, we consider the following setup.
Setup 3.1. Under Setup[I.3, assume that the general fibre F is non-rational.

Remark 3.2. When F is non-rational, X cannot be a product (i.e. X 2 F x P1), since otherwise X is
not rationally connected.

By [BP04, Proposition 1.6], we have F' = P(&), where & is a rank-2 vector bundle over an elliptic
curve defined by an extension
0=-0—=EE=L—=0

with £ a line bundle of degree 0 and either
(i) £ = O and the extension is non-split, or
(ii) £ is not torsion.

The structure of the unique element in |—Kp| is either
(i) 2C, where C is a smooth elliptic curve, or

(ii) C1 4 Cs, where C; and Cj are smooth elliptic curves which do not meet.

3.1 Structure of the fixed part

In this subsection, we will describe the fixed divisor of the anticanonical system and prove the following
result.

Proposition 3.3. In Setup[Z1l, A, =0 and Ay, is not a prime divisor. We are in one of the following
cases:

(i) —Kr = 2C, where C is a smooth elliptic curve. Then A, = 2D, where the restriction of f to D
induces an elliptic fibration.

(ii) —Kp = C1 + Cs, where Cy and Cy are smooth elliptic curves which do not meet. Then k =2 and
Ay = Dy + Do, where fori=1,2, D; ~ C; x P! and f|p, is the second projection.
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We start by studying the f-horizontal part of the fixed divisor A of |—Kx|.
Lemma 3.4. In Setup[3.1], Ay is not a prime divisor and one of the following cases occurs:

(i) —Kp = 2C, where C is a smooth elliptic curve, then A, = 2D, where the restriction of f to D
induces an elliptic fibration.

(i) —Kp = C1 + Ca, where C1 and Cy are smooth elliptic curves which do not meet, then Ay =
Dy + D, where the restriction of f to D; induces an elliptic fibration for i = 1,2, and D1 N Dy
1s contained in some fibres of f.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that Ay is a prime divisor. By the adjunction formula, we have
—Ka, ~ (=Kx — Ap)la, ~ (Ay + EF)|a,.

Clearly F|a, is nef and F'N A} contains a smooth elliptic curve. Moreover, (F|4,)? = 0 and k > 2, so
we can apply Lemma 23] to the surface Aj,, which implies that A, |4, =0, —Ka, ~ kF|a, and Ay is a
P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve.

On the other hand, the restriction of f to Aj;, induces a fibration on A such that the general fibre
F| 4, is either

e 2C, or
o C1+ (5

with C, C; and C3 smooth elliptic curves. The first case is impossible by the generic smoothness of
the P'-bundle Aj. In the second case, —K4, ~ kF|a, with k& > 2 contains at least 4 elliptic curves
(counted with multiplicity). Let £ C Ay be a fibre of the ruling. Then —K 4, - £ > 4, which contradicts
—K a4, - ¢ =2 for a Pl-bundle over a smooth curve. O

Lemma 3.5. In case (it) of Lemma[34), we have k =2, A, =0 and A = D1 + D,, where D1 and Do
are disjoint with D; ~ C; x P, 4 =1,2.

Proof. For i,j7 = 1,2 with ¢ # j, the adjunction formula gives
—Kp, ~ (=Kx — Di)|p, ~ (Ay + D; + kF)|p,.

Recall that F|p, is an elliptic curve, (F|p,)?> = 0 and k > 2, then by Lemma 23, we have A,|p, =
Dj|lp, =0, —Kp, ~ kF|p,, and D; is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve. Hence D; - Dy = 0, and
thus D; and Dy are disjoint. Moreover, the support of a divisor in |- K x| is connected in codimension
one by [Sha99l Lemma 2.3.9]. As A, does not meet F' and A, - D1 = A, - D2 = 0, we obtain A, = 0.
Thus A = Ah.

Since D; is a P'-bundle over the smooth elliptic curve C;, and the restriction of f to D; induces an
elliptic fibration with

h®(Di,0p,(=Kp,)) = h°(Di, (f|p,)* O (k) =k +1 > 3,
we deduce D; ~ C; x P! by Lemma 2.4, and thus k& = 2. O

In the remainder of this subsection, we study case (i) of Lemma [34] and show that A, = 0 in this
case.
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Lemma 3.6. In Setup[31], assume that Ay, = 2D, where the restriction of f to D induces an elliptic
fibration. Then after performing possibly a finite sequence of flops ¥: X --+ X' such that f factors as
[ o and f' gives a fibration f': X' — P!, we obtain that A} = . (Ay) is f'-relatively nef and

|—-Kx/| = A}, + A, + |EF'],

where A! =1, (A,) and F' :== ¢, (F) ~ F is a general fibre of f’.
Moreover, A} |pr = —Kpr, Al|pr = 0 and we can write A} = 2D" with D" = 1.(D) such that the
restriction of f' on D’ induces an elliptic fibration.

Proof. Suppose that D is not f-relatively nef. Then there exists an f-vertical curve «y such that D-y < 0.
Since X is smooth, for sufficiently small € > 0, the pair (X, eD) is log-canonical.

Claim. There exists a (Kx + eD)-negative extremal ray I" such that D -T' < 0 and F-T' = 0.
By the Cone Theorem, we can write

y= Ali+R,

where

o )\, >0;

e all the T'; are (Kx + eD)-negative extremal rays;
e (Kx+eD)-R>0.

Suppose that every (Kx + eD)-negative extremal ray is D-nonnegative. Then D - I'; > 0 for all 4.
Therefore,
0>D~7:Z/\ZD-F1-+D-R2D~R,

ie. D- R < 0. Since (Kx +€D) - R >0, we have
Kx-R>—eD-R>0,

which contradicts the fact that —Kx is nef. Hence, we may assume D -I'; < 0. Since F' is nef and
F .~ =0, we have
0=F-y=» NF-T;+F-R>0

and thus for all 4, F'-T'; = F - R = 0. Hence, I'; is an extremal ray satifying the assumption. This
proves the claim.

Let cr be the contraction of the extremal ray I and let ¢ be a contracted curve. Then D - ¢ < 0 and
¢ is f-vertical. Since a general fibre of f|p: D — P! is a smooth elliptic curve which is D-trivial, we
obtain that £ is contained in some singular fibre of f|p and the contraction cr is small. This implies
that Kx - = 0, since there is no small K x-negative extremal contraction for smooth threefolds. Hence
there exists a flop ¥*: X --» X of ¢ and the flopped threefold X is smooth by [Kol89, Theorem
2.4]. Since a flopping curve is contained in some fibre of f, the map f factors as f = f o4 such that
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fT: Xt — P! is a fibration. Moreover, F'* := ¢} (F) is isomorphic to F. Since ¥* is an isomorphism
in codimension one, we have
|=Kx+| = A + Ay + [kF*],

where A} = ¢ (Ay) and A |p+ = —Kp+, A} = ¢F(A,) and Af|p+ = 0.

By repeating the above argument and by the termination of three-dimensional flops, see [KM98|
Corollary 6.19], we deduce that there exists a finite sequence of flops 1: X --» X’ such that f factors
as f = f o4, where f': X' — P! is a fibration and D’ := v, (D) is f’-relatively nef. O

In order to show that A, = 0 in case (i) of Lemma [34] we will assume by contradiction that A, is
non-zero and describe the geometry of the anticanonical system |—K x| in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.7. In case (i) of Lemmal[34), assume that A, is non-zero. Then D ~ C x P! after performing
possibly a finite sequence of f-relative D-flops. Moreover, if £ ~ P! is a fibre of the first projection
pri: D — C , then A2 =0 and one of the following cases occurs:

(i) D-£=—1 and thus [{] generates a K x-negative extremal ray.
In this case, we have k =2, A,|p ~ C and D|p ~ —C.

(ii) D - €= —2 and thus [¢] generates a K x-trivial extremal ray.

In this case, we have D|p ~ —2C' and either

e k=2 A,|p~2C, or
L] k:3,A0|D ~ C.

Proof. By Lemma [B.6] we may assume that D is f-nef (by performing possibly a finite sequence of
D-flops).

We first note that A is not nef: otherwise the relative anticanonical divisor —K x/p1 is nef and thus
f: X = P! is a product by Lemma 2.8 which gives a contradiction by Remark

Since X is smooth, for sufficiently small € > 0, the pair (X, eA) is log-canonical. By Lemma [Xie20]
Lemma 2.5], there exists a (Kx + e€A)-negative extremal ray I' such that eA-T' < 0. Let cr be the
contraction of the extremal ray I and let £ be an integral curve contracted by cr. Then A - ¢ < 0 and
thus ¢ is contained in an irreducible component of A. Since A is f-nef, we obtain that ¢ is f-horizontal
and thus ¢ C Supp Az,

F-¢>1and A, -¢> 0. (3)

(A) If ¢ is a divisorial contraction, then D is the exceptional divisor of ¢pr. Since f, == DN F is an
integral curve with F' - f, = 0, we have [f;] € I'. Hence cr contracts the prime divisor D horizontally
to a curve that we denote by C’.

Step A1. In this step, we consider the case Kx-¢ < 0. Then cr is a K x-negative extremal contraction
and D is a ruled surface with fibre ¢ by the classification of Mori, see [MMS83| Section 3]. Then D-¢ = —1
and —Kx-¢{=1,ie. 2D+ A, +kF)-¢ =1 with kK > 2 and A, # 0. Moreover, £ moves on the surface
D and thus A, - £ > 0. Hence, we obtain A, - £ =1,F-£ =1 and k = 2.

Step A2. In this step, we consider the case Kx -£ = 0. Then cr is an extremal crepant contraction.
We will prove in this step that D is a ruled surface with fibre £.
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By Proposition 27, cr|p: D — C’ is a conic bundle whose possible singular fibre is two lines. Now
suppose by contradiction that there exists a singular fibre £y of cr|p: D — C’, consisting of two lines
61 and 62. Then

D-ty=D- -ty =-1.

On the other hand, since [¢;] € T for ¢ = 1,2, we have F - ¢; > 1 and A, - £; > 0 by [@]). Since
2D - l; + Ay - b; +kF -l =—Kx -£; =0,

we obtain A, -¥; +kF -¢; = 2 and thus A, -¢; = 0 and k = 2. Therefore A,-¢ =0. We have A, -A;, =0:
otherwise Ay - A, is a non-zero effective 1-cycle which is f-vertical, and thus the divisor (cr).(Ay)
contains the curve Cy, which contradicts the fact that A, - ¢ = 0.

Since A, - F =0, A, - Ay, =0and —Kx ~ A, + A, + kF is nef, we obtain that A, is nef and thus
A, = 0, which contradicts the assumption of the lemma. We conclude that cr|p: D — C’ is a regular
conic bundle and thus D is a ruled surface with fibre £.

Therefore, D-¢{ = =2 and —Kx £ =0, i.e. 2D+ A, +kF)-{ =0 with k > 2 and A4, # 0. Moreover,
£ moves on the surface D and thus A, - £ > 0. Hence, we obtain F'- £ = 1 and either A, - £ =1,k =3
or A, - L=2k=2.

Step A3. In both Steps A1 and A2, the curve C' is a smooth elliptic curve as F'- £ = 1. Thus D
is a ruled surface over a smooth elliptic curve whose fibres are f-horizontal. Moreover, f|p: D — P!
induces an elliptic fibration.

In the remainder of this step, we will show that D ~ C x ¢, where £ ~ P! and C = F|p is a smooth

elliptic curve.
Denote by Y the threefold obtained by the contraction cp. Then D = IP’(NE,/Y). Let V = Né,/Y(X)L

with £ € Pic(C’) be a normalisation of N¢,, -, see [Har77, Chapter V, Proposition 2.8]. Let y := deg £

and let Cy be a canonical section of the tautological line bundle Op(y(1) such that Cf = —e = c1(V).
Then —Kp =2Cy + el

(a) ND/X =—Co+pl,—Kx|p = Co + ml with m > e;
(b) Np/x = —2Co + pt, —Kx|p = ml with m > 0.

Note that e = 0 or —1 by [Suw69, Theorem 5], since D is a ruled surface over a smooth elliptic curve
and admits an elliptic fibration.
By the adjunction formula, we have

—Kp ~ (=Kx = D)|p ~ (D + Ay + kF)|p,
ie. 2Cy + el =2Cy) +ml — pl. Hence p =m — e and
(a) 2Cyp+el=—-Co+ (m—e)l + Ay|p + kF|p, i.e. 3Co + (2¢ — m){ = A,|p + kF|p with m > e;
(b) 2Cy+el =—-2C) + (m —e)l + Ay|p + kF|p, i.e. 4Cy + (2¢ — m)¢ = A, |p + kF|p with m > 0.

Since F|p and A,|p are non-zero effective f-vertical 1-cycles, we obtain in both cases 2e — m > 0 and
thus e > 0. Hence e = 0 and m = 0. Since moreover A,|p is non-zero and k > 2, we obtain that
Aylp — Cp is effective, F|p ~ Cp and thus Cy moves on the surface D. Therefore,

h’(D,0p(—Kp)) = h°(D,0p(2Cy)) > 3.

15



By Lemma 2.4 we conclude that D is a product.

(B) If ¢r is a small contraction, then Kx - ¢ = 0 and ¢ is a flopping curve. Since £ is an f-horizontal
curve contained in Ay, = 2D and D|p is a smooth elliptic curve, A has multiplicity 2 along ¢ and thus
k = 2 by Lemma The remainder of the proof is devoted to show D ~ C x P!,

Step B1. We first prove that —Kp - £ < 1.

Assume by contradiction that —Kp - £ > 2. Since a general fibre of f|p: D — P! is smooth and
the curve £ C D is f-horizontal, we obtain that ¢ intersects the smooth locus of D. Hence the smooth
rational curve ¢ deforms on the surface D by [Kol96, Chapter 2, Theorem 1.14]. This contradicts the
fact that the extremal ray I' = R [¢] contains only a finite number of curves.

Step B2. We show that
D-¢t=-1,A,-£=0and F-£=1. (4)

By the adjunction formula, since F'- ¢ > 1, we have
—Kpl=(-Kx—-D) {=D-L+A, L+2F - L{>D - L+A, L+2.

Since —Kp -¢ <1, we have D -/ + A, - £ < —1. On the other hand, since —Kx - £ = 0, we have
—-D4=—-Kp-£<1l,ie. D-{ > —1. Together with D-¢ < 0 and A, -¢ > 0, we obtain D -¢{ = —1 and
A, -£=0. Since —Kx =2D+ A, + 2F and —Kx -{ =0, we obtain F' -/ = 1.

Step B3. We prove that —Kp is nef.

Assume first that D is a product of P! and a smooth elliptic curve, then we have —Kp ~ 2F|p is
nef. It remains to consider the case when D is not a product.

Let B be an integral curve contained in D. If B is f-vertical, then D-B = 0 by Lemma[2.9l By the
adjunction formula, we have

—Kp-B=(—-Kx—-D)-B=—-Kx-B>0.
If B is f-horizontal, then by the Cone Theorem we can write

where
e m; € Qt;

e each ¢; is D-negative (and thus (Kx + eD)-negative) and generates a (Kx + eD)-negative extremal
ray I'; = Ry [¢;] for € > 0 sufficiently small such that (X, eD) is a log-canonical pair;

e I? is D-nonnegative.

Note that each ¢; in (Bl) is Kx-trivial: otherwise ¢; generates a K x-negative extremal ray I'; with
D -/¢; <0, thus D is the exceptional divisor of the contraction associated to I'; and ¢; is f-horizontal.
Thus by Step A1, we obtain D ~ C x ¢; with C = F|p a smooth elliptic curve. This contradicts the
assumption that there exists a flopping curve ¢ contained in D.

Note also that Step B1 and Step B2 hold for all ¢;, which satisfies that T'; = R [¢;] is a Kx-trivial
extremal ray and D - ¢; < 0. Hence by (), we obtain

D-t;=—1,F-t; =1. (6)
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Thus,

~Kp-B=-Kx-B—D-B
=D-B+A, -B+2F B

=Y miD-Li+D-R+A,-B+2) mF-li+2F-R by ()
=> mi+D-R+A, -B+2F R by (@)
> 0.

Step B4. In this step we conclude that D is a product of P! and a smooth elliptic curve.

Assume that D is not a product. Then there exists an f-horizontal flopping curve ¢y contained in
D, thus D is an elliptic fibration over P! with a section and —Kp is nef.

Let v: D — D be the normalisation of the surface D and let p: D — D be the minimal resolution
of the surface D. Denote by 7 := v o u the composition map. Then

—Kf) = W*(_KD)+EQ,

where Ej is an effective Weil divisor. Moreover, the divisor Ey is f-vertical since a general fibre of
flp: D — P! is smooth.

Let h: Dpyin — P! be a relative minimal model of the induced elliptic fibration D — P!, i.e. we take
the successive blow-down g: D — Dy, of (—1)-curves contained in fibres. Then

_Kf) +E = g*(_KDmin)7

where E’ is an effective divisor. Since f|p: D — P! has a section, Dpin is a smooth surface with
relatively minimal elliptic fibration over P* having a section that we denote by O,;,. By [SS10, 8.3,
we have

—Kpy ~ 0 0p1 (2 = X(Op,)-

Moreover, since —Kp is nef and non-trivial, together with [SS10, 8.3], we are in one of the following
cases:

e x(Op,...) =0 and thus Dy, is a product, or
e x(Op,..) =1 and thus Dy, is a rational surface with —Kp_, ~ h*Op:(1).
In the first case, we have
g (h*O0p1(2)) ~ —Kp+ E' ~a*(—Kp) + Eg + E'.

If 7*(—=Kp) ~ g*(h*Op1(2)), then Ey = 0 and E/ = 0. Thus D is a rational normal surface with at
worst rational singularities and its minimal resolution Disa product. We conclude that D is also a
product, which contradicts our assumption. If 7*(—Kp) ~ g*(h*Op1(1)), then Eg+ E' ~ g*(h*Op1 (1))
is a fibre of the elliptic fibration D — P! and Ey + E’ is obtained from a smooth elliptic curve B by

successively blowing up points. In particular, Ey + E’ is a reduced tree of smooth curves so that after
contracting any irreducible component, we still obtain a reduced tree of smooth curves. Since moreover
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E’ consists of smooth rational curves, we have B C Supp Ey and thus 7. (E’ + Ey) is a reduced tree of
smooth rational curve. This contradicts the fact that all fibre of f|p has arithmetic genus one.
In the second case, we obtain that

g (h*Op(1)) ~—Kpz+ E ~a*(—Kp) + Ey + E'

is a fibre of the elliptic fibration D — P'. Note that g* (h*Op1(1)) is not divisible in Pic(D). This is
because the elliptic fibration D — P! has a section that we denote by © and

g* (h*0p1 (1)) -© = h*Op1 (1) - Ouin = 1.

Now since 7*(—Kp) is non-zero, effective and nef, and Ey + E’ is an effective f-vertical divisor, we
obtain
Ey=0,E'=0and — Kp ~ F|p.

Hence D is a rational normal surface with at worst rational singularities, and it has a relatively minimal
elliptic fibration induced by f|p: D — PL. By the adjunction formula,

Flp~—Kp ~D|p+ Ay|p+ 2F|p,

and we obtain

(DIp)* = (=F|p — Au|p)* = (Au|p)?,
as F2 = F- A, = 0. On the other hand, since D|p is an f-vertical 1-cycle contained in D and D is
f-relatively nef by assumption, we have (D|p)? = 0 by Lemma Hence (A,|p)? = 0 and thus by
[Bad01l, Corollary 2.6], A,|p ~ mF|p for some m > 0. Therefore, A, - {5 = m > 0, which contradicts
the fact A, - £o = 0. O

Lemma 3.8. In the setting of Lemmal3l, let Ay be a connected component of A, contained in some
fibre Fy of f and let Ay be an irreducible component of Ay such that A1 N D = FyN D =: Cy, where Cy
is a smooth elliptic curve. Then Ay = A; is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve such that

—Ka, ~2C)
s nef.

Proof. We first note that D N Fy is reduced: by Lemma [3.7 and using the same notation, we have
Fylp ~ mC with m € N* and Fy|p - £ = F|p-¢ =1, ie. mC - £ =1 on the smooth surface D and thus
m = 1.

By the adjunction formula,

—Ky, ~ (—KX —A1)|A1 ~ (2D—|—A0 —A1)|A1 =2Cy + (Ao _A1)|A1-

Since DN Ag = Cp and A;|p = Cp, A1 — Ap does not contain Ay as component. Thus the 1-cycle
(Aog — A1)|a, on A is effective and does not meet Cj.
On the surface A, we have
Og = (D|A1)2 = D? <A1 =0,

since D? = —C or —2C by Lemma[3.7 Therefore, by Lemma 23] (Ag — A1)|4, = 0 and the surface A;
is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve. Moreover, Ag — A; = 0 as A is connected. O
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Now, it remains to exclude the two cases described in Lemma B.7l We start by excluding the first
case.

Lemma 3.9. Case (i) of Lemmal3 cannot happen.

Proof. In case (i) of Lemma B7 A,|p ~ C. Thus A, has a unique connected component and it is a
P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve by Lemma 3.8

Suppose that D is horizontally contracted to a smooth elliptic curve by a K x-negative extremal
contraction ¢: X — Y. Then by Lemma 2.5 we obtain that —Ky is nef, and

H(K —Ky) = Ii(X, —Kx) = 1, V(Y, —Ky) = V(X, —Kx) =2.

As ¢ contracts the curves meeting F' (resp. A,) transversally at one point, G = ¢(F) ~ F, and
Al = p(A,) = A, is a P-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve by Lemma 3.8l Moreover, we have

—Ky ~ Al +2G,

and two general members in |G| (resp. A, and a general member in |G|) intersect along the smooth
elliptic curve C’ == @, (D).

Note that |— Ky | must have a non-zero fixed divisor and thus A/, is the fixed divisor: otherwise A! is
divisible by two in Pic(Y") by [Xie20, Theorem 1.1], and thus A/ | is divisible by two in Pic(G), which
contradicts the fact that A/|g ~ C’ is a section of the P!-bundle G.

Therefore,

|~ Ky| = 4, + 2G|

Since G - €' = C"? = 0, where the last intersection number is computed on the surface G, we deduce
that G is nef but G2 # 0. This contradicts Theorem [[L2 O

Finally, we will exclude the second case described in Lemma [3.7 and conclude our proof by contra-
diction that A, is indeed zero.

Lemma 3.10. Consider case (ii) of Lemmal37 Let p: X — Y be a divisorial K x-negative extremal
contraction and let E be the exceptional divisor. Then E is contained in some special fibre of f which
contains an irreducible component of A, and E is not a component of A,.

Moreover, E is contracted by ¢ to a smooth curve of positive genus. Thus Y is smooth with —Ky
nef, the fibration f factors as f = f' o ¢ such that f': Y — P! gives Y the fibration structure and
o(F)~F, o(D)~ D, p(A,) ~ A,.

Proof. Let I be the K x-negative extremal ray corresponding to the contraction ¢. Let v be a rational
curve such that [y] generates I and —Kx -y = [(T").

Case A-v = 0. In this case, we have F'-y=1and —Kx-v=A-y+kF-v =k = 2. Hence ¢ is the
blow-up of Y at a smooth point, with exceptional divisor E ~ P2. As F is not fibred, it is contained in
a fibre of f and thus F' - E = 0. This contradicts the fact that F' -~ = 1.

Case A -~ < 0. Since the contraction is divisorial and F' -+ > 0, F is an irreducible component
of Ay, ie. E=D. Since D ~ C x P!, where C is a smooth elliptic curve, is the exceptional divisor of
an K x-trivial extremal contraction by assumption of the lemma, this contradicts the fact that F is the
exceptional divisor of a K x-negative contraction.
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Case A -~ > 0. In this case, we have F' -y = 0 since otherwise —K x - > 2, which contradicts the
classification of Mori.

Step 1. We first note that F is not an irreducible component of A, by the same argument as in the
previous case.

In the remainder of this step, we will show that E is not an irreducible component of A, .

Suppose by contradiction that F is an irreducible component of A, contained in Fy. Then F is a
P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve by Lemma 3.8 and thus F contracted to a smooth elliptic curve
by ¢ and — Ky is nef with (Y, —Ky) = k(X,-Kx) =1, v(Y,-Ky) = v(—X,Kx) = 2 by Lemma 25

We have G = ¢o(F) ~ F, D' := ¢(D) ~ D, and the fibration f factors as f = f’ o ¢ such that
f':Y — P! gives Y the fibration structure. Since E C A, intersects D along a smooth elliptic fibre
of D by Lemma B8 D’ is now the exceptional divisor of a Ky-negative extremal contraction which
contracts D’ horizontally to a smooth elliptic curve. Hence D’ is not a component of the fixed divisor
of |-Ky| by Lemma B9

If kK = 3, then |—Ky| = |2D’ + 3G| has no fixed divisor, as D’ is not a fixed divisor of |- Ky| and
hO(Y,0y(G)) = h°(P', Op1(1)) = 2. Since G is not divisible by two in Pic(Y'), this case cannot happen
by [Xie20, Theorem 1.1].

If k =2, then —Ky ~ Al 4+ 2D’ + 2G, where A} is the image of the other irreducible component
of A,, which is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve by Lemma 3.8l Note that |—Ky | must have
a non-zero fixed divisor and thus A/, is the fixed divisor: otherwise A/ is divisible by 2 in Pic(Y") by
[Xie20, Theorem 1.1]; but —Kp ~ 2G|pr as D’ ~ D is a product, and by the adjunction formula,

—Kp ~ (=Ky = D')|p: ~ (A, + D' + 2G)|p: ~ A} |p + G|pr,

and thus we obtain that G|p/ ~ Al|ps is divisible by two in Pic(D’), which contradicts the fact that
G|p’ is a fibre of the product D’'. Hence |—Ky| = A! + |2D’ + 2G]|.
Since D’ + G is nef but
(D'+G)?*=D?*+2D'-G=D"-G

is a non-zero effective 1-cycle, this cannot happen by Theorem

Step 2. Denote by A; an irreducible component of A,. Since A; (resp. D and resp. F) is a P1-bundle
over a smooth elliptic curve, we deduce that £ N Ay (resp. EN D and resp. EN F') does not contain ~y
or any of its deformations: otherwise v moves on the surface A; (resp. D and resp. F'), which gives a
contradiction. Hence, we obtain the following conclusions:

e F is contained in some special fibre F of f, thus ¢ is an isomorphism outside Fy and ¢(F) ~ F;

e [ is contracted to a smooth curve and thus A -+ = 1. This is because E must meet A = 2D + A,,
but EN D (resp. EN A,) does not contain « or any of its deformations.

Therefore, D -y > 0 and A, -y > 0. Since A-~v = (2D + A,) -y = 1, we obtain D -y = 0 and
A, -y = 1. From now on, we consider A; as the irreducible component of A, contained in Fy. Since
~ meets A; transversally at one point, we have ¢(A;) ~ A;. As E does not meet other connected
component of A,, we have ¢(A,) ~ A,.

Since D - = 0 and D does not contain v or any of its deformations, we deduce that £ C Fj is
disjoint from D. Thus ¢(D) ~ D and the restriction E| 4, is disjoint from Cy := A; N D. Moreover, A,
is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve, thus E is contracted to a smooth curve of genus at least
one. Hence by [DPS93| Proposition 3.3], — Ky is nef. O
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Corollary 3.11. In case (i) of Lemma[34], we have A, = 0.

Proof. Suppose that A, is non-zero. It remains to exclude case (ii) of Lemma B.7
In the setting of case (ii) of Lemma [37] after finitely many steps of divisorial contractions, we may
assume, by Lemma [B.10] that X satisfies the following:

e X is smooth and rationally connected, and it has a fibration structure f: X — P! with general fibre
F, where F is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve such that —Kr is nef and not semi-ample;

o —Kyisnefand —Kx ~ 2D+ A, +kF, where k > 2, f|p: D ~ C x P! — P! is the second projection
and C' is a smooth elliptic curve, A, is contained in some fibres of f and every connected component
of A, is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve.

e If p: X — Y is a Kx-negative extremal contraction, then ¢ is non-birational.

Let T be the K x-negative extremal ray corresponding to the contraction ¢. Let v be a rational curve
such that [y] generates T and —Kx - v = [(T).

Note that ¢ is not a del Pezzo fibration. Otherwise we have Y ~ P!, —Kx - £ € {1,2,3}, and every
fibre of ¢ is integral, with general fibre isomorphic to a smooth del Pezzo surface. Since [7] is a movable
class, we have D - v > 0 with equality if and only if D is a fibre of ¢. Since —Kp is not ample, D is
not a fibre of ¢ and one has D - > 0. If —Kx - v € {1,2}, this implies F' - v = 0 and thus F' = ¢*(p)
with p € Y. Therefore, f and ¢ coincide. If —Kx - £ = 3, then ¢ is a P2-bundle. As P? is not fibred, F
restricted to a P? is trivial. Hence again, the two fibrations ¢ and f coincide. This contradicts the fact
that — K is not ample.

Since X ¢ F x P!, by Proposition 211l ¢: X — Y is a conic bundle such that f factors as f = f/op
and Y a smooth rational surface. Then any fibre of ¢ is an f-vertical curve and we have F' -~ = 0,
D -~ > 0. Moreover, since —Kx -v= 2D+ A, + kF) -y € {1,2} and A, -y > 0, we have A, -y =0
and D -y = 1. Hence ¢ induces a birational morphism from D to Y. We obtain a contradiction, since
q¢(D)=1and q(Y)=0. O

Proof of Proposition[3.3. Tt follows from Lemma [3.4] Lemma and Corollary 311 O

3.2 Running the Minimal Model Program

In order to achieve the classification in Theorem [[4l we will start by running the Minimal Model
Program. We first consider a birational contraction.

Proposition 3.12. In Setup[3.1], assume that there exists a birational K x -negative extremal contraction
p: X =Y. Then A = Dy+ Dy with Dy, Do disjoint and p: X =Y factors as f = f'op. Furthermore,
Y satisfies again Setup [31 with |—Ky| = D} + D} + |2G|, D} ~ Dy, D} ~ Dy, G ~ F, and ¢ is the
blow-up of Y along a smooth elliptic curve in some fibre of f'|p;, fori € {1,2}.

Proof. We use the same notation as in Proposition Let T" be the K x-negative extremal ray corre-
sponding to the contraction . Let £ be a rational curve such that [¢] generates I" and —Kx - £ = [(T").
Let E be the exceptional divisor of ¢. By Proposition 2210, ¢ contracts E to a smooth curve, and one
of the following cases occurs.

(i) The divisor E is an irreducible component of A and ¢ contracts F horizontally to a smooth curve.
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e If A=2D, then E = D is a P'-bundle over a smooth elliptic curve and ¢ contracts E to a smooth
elliptic curve. This implies that Y is smooth with —Ky nef. In this case, we have D - £ = —1,
—Kx-0=2D -{+kF-{=1,and thus F-{ =1, k= 3.

As we contract the curves meeting F transversally, we conclude that G := ¢(F) ~ F. Since
—Ky = p.(—Kx) = ¢ (A+3F) = 3p.(F) = 3G,

we see that |—Ky| = |3G| has no fixed divisor. This contradicts the fact that — Ky is divisible by
two in Pic(Y) by [Xie20, Theorem 1.1].

o If A= Dy + D5, then E = D; with i =1 or 2 and ¢ contracts E to a smooth elliptic curve. Thus Y
is smooth and — Ky is nef. In this case, we have D; -/ = —1 and F - ¢ = 1.

As we contract the curves meeting F transversally, we conclude that G := ¢(F') ~ F and two general
members in |G| meet along a smooth elliptic curve C’ := ¢, (D;).

We have
—Ky = (p*(—Kx) = (p*(A + 2F) =D =+ 2G,
where D' := ¢(D;) with j # 1.
Note that |- Ky| has a non-zero fixed part and thus D’ is the fixed part: otherwise D’ is divisible by

two in Pic(Y) and thus D’|¢ is divisible by two in Pic(G). Since D’|g is a smooth elliptic curve, it
is a section of the Pl-bundle G. This contradicts the fact that D’|g is divisible by two. Therefore,

|-Ky| = D'+ |2G].

Now on the surface G, one has C'?> = 0. We conclude that G2 = C’ is non-zero, and G is nef as
G - C" = 0. This cannot happen by Theorem

(ii) The fibration f factors as f = f’ o, which gives a fibration f’: Y — P'. Since there is no (—1)-curve
in F', we deduce that F is contained in some fibre Fy of f. We have FF-{=0and A-{=1.

o If A=2D, then D- ¢ = %, which contradicts the fact that D is a Cartier divisor.

o If A= D+ Dy, then ANE = C;, where i = 1 or 2. Hence E is contracted to a smooth elliptic curve
by ¢ and thus —Ky is nef. We have G = ¢(F) ~ F, D} = ¢(D1) ~ Dy and D} := ¢(D3) ~ Ds.
In this case, Y satisfies again Setup Bl Indeed, — Ky is not semi-ample, since otherwise —K¢ is
semi-ample. The linear system |—Ky | has a non-zero fixed divisor and thus D} 4+ D) is the fixed
divisor, since otherwise D] + D is divisible by two in Pic(Y) and thus — K¢ is divisible by two in
Pic(G), which contradicts the fact —Kg = C; + Cy with C; not linearly equivalent to Cs. O

Now we consider a contraction of fibre type.

Proposition 3.13. In Setup 31, assume that there exists a non-birational K x-negative extremal con-
traction p: X — Y. Then |-Kx| = 2D + |2F| and ¢: X — Y is a P'-bundle. Moreover, Y is
isomorphic to P? blown up in 9 points such that — Ky is nef and base-point-free (thus induces an elliptic
fibration w: Y — P'), D =P(Oy(Ky)), and X =P(V), where V is a rank-two vector bundle which is
a non-split extension

0— 0y -V — 0y(Ky) —0.

Furthermore, f factors as X Ay 5 pL
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Proof. Let T" be the Kx-negative extremal ray corresponding to the contraction ¢. Let £ be a rational
curve such that [¢] generates I and that —Kx - £ = [(T).

By Proposition 2T1] ¢: X — Y is a conic bundle and Y is a smooth rational surface. Moreover,
since F is not rational, X is not a product and f factors as f: X 2 Y 5 P!. We have F - £ = 0 and
thus F' = *(R) with R an irreducible curve on Y. On the other hand, as F' = P(&) where & is a rank-2
vector bundle over a smooth elliptic curve, we deduce that R is a smooth elliptic curve and that the
fibration ¢|p coincides with the P!-bundle structure P(€) — R on F. Let A be the discriminant locus
of the conic bundle . Then A is contained in some special fibres of 7: Y — P!. As ¢ is an extremal
contraction, by [Miy83, page 83, Remark|, every non singular rational curve in A must meet the other
components of A in at least two points. This implies that A is empty. Therefore, p: X — Y is a
Pl-bundle, and —Kx - £ = A -/ = 2. We can write X ~ P(V), where V is a rank-2 vector bundle over
Y, and we have V|p ~ &.

e If A=2D, then D-/¢ = 1. Since D is a rational section, we have an extension
0> 0y >V—=IzdetV — 0,

where Jz is the ideal sheaf of a length-co(V) subscheme Z on Y and D = P(Jz ® det V). We have
that —Ky is nef by [DPS93, Proposition 3.1], and that 7: ¥ — P! induces an elliptic fibration
on Y. Hence, Y is isomorphic to P? blown up at 9 points such that —Ky is nef and semi-ample
(with some multiple of —Ky defining the elliptic fibration 7), and thus —Ky ~ aR, where R is a
general elliptic fibre of 7 and o < 1. Hence, (—Ky)? = 0. Now since D is isomorphic to Blz(Y) and
(-Kp)? = (D|p + kF|p)? =0 as A3 = A% . F = 0, we deduce that Z = 0, co(V) =0, and D ~ Y.
Since
—Kx ~¢*(— Ky —c1(V)) + 2D,

and —Kx ~ 2D + kF, we deduce that ¢* (cl (V)) ~ —(k — a)F. By the Grothendieck relation, one
has D? ~ D - ¢*(¢1(V)) ~ —(k — @)D - F. Denote by e the smooth elliptic curve D N F. Then,

(~Kx)|p ~ (2D + kF)|p ~ (2 — k)e.

Since —Kx (and thus —Kx|p) is nef, and o < 1, k > 2, we deduce @ = 1 and k = 2. Therefore,
—Kx ~2D + 2F and V is an extension

0—0y -V —0y(Ky)—0.
e If A= Dy + Dy, then Dy -£ = Dy -f =1 and Dy, Dy are birational to Y. We obtain a contradiction,
since ¢(Y) = 0 and ¢(D;) = q(D2) = 1. O
Finally, we are ready to prove Theorem [[.4l

Proof of Theorem [I7) For part (A) of the theorem, it remains to show that V is indecomposable. The
other statements follow from Propositions and B.13]
We first notice that
Ext'(Oy (Ky),0y) ~ H(Y,0y(-Ky)) = C,

where the last equality follows from the Riemann-Roch formula.
Now suppose by contradiction that V = Oy @ Oy (Ky ). Then the quotient

V—0y—0
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gives a section D’ of ¢: X = P(V) — Y such that D’ € |D—¢*(Ky)| = |D+F|. Therefore, —Kx ~ 2D’
and D’ # D, which contradicts the fact that 2D is the fixed divisor of |- Kx|.

Now we prove part (B) of the theorem.

Let Y be P2 blown up at 9 points such that — Ky is nef, base-point-free and thus defines an elliptic
fibration 7: Y — PL. Let R be a general fibre of 7. Then —Ky ~ R and F = ¢*(R). Since D is a
tautological divisor of P(V) = X, we have

—Kx ~ 2D + ¢*(—Ky — det(V)) ~ 2D + 2F.

Step 1. We show that F = P(&), where € is a rank-2 vector bundle over R, which is a non-split
extension
0—=0r—&—=0r—0. (7)

Indeed, as F = ¢*(R), we have F' = P(€) with & ~ V|r. Restricting the short exact sequence () to
R, we obtain
0—>0r—>V|r—0r—0,

as Or(Ky) ~ Op.
Let s be a non-zero element in Ext (Oy (Ky),0y) ~ H'(Y,0y(—Ky)) ~ H'(Y,7*Op1(1)). Since
H'(P', m (7 Op1(1))) = 0,

H' (Y, 7*0p1(1)) = H*(Y, R'm, (7" Op1 (1))
by the Leray spectral sequence. As 7*Op1(1) ~ wy/p1, one has
Rlﬂ'* (W*O]Pl (1)) ~ Rlﬂ*wy/pl ~ O]Pl

by [Kol86, Proposition 7.6]. Hence, Ext (Oy (Ky), Oy) ~ HO(P!, R'7, (7*Op1(1))) ~ H (P!, Op1) ~ C.
Denote by R; C Y the fibre over ¢t € P'. Then the natural map

R'm, (7*Op1(1)) @ C(t) — H'(Ry, OR,) ~ Ext(Og,,Or,)

is an isomorphism, see for example [Har77, ITII, Corollary 12.9]. Therefore, the non-zero element
s € Ext (Oy (Ky),Oy) corresponds to a non-zero element s; € Ext(Og,,Og,). Thus € is a non-split
extension ().

Step 2. We show that —Kx is nef.
It is enough to check —Kx - C' > 0 for any integral curve C C D, as —Kx ~ 2D + 2F and F is nef.
Let C C D be an integral curve. We have

D? ~¢*(e1(V))-D~—-D-F
by the Grothendieck relation. Thus

—Kx-C=2D+2F)-C=(2D+2F)|p-C =0.

Step 3. It remains to show that —Kx is not semi-ample and that 2D is the fixed divisor of |—Kx|.
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Since (—Kx)? ~ (2D +2F)?> ~ (=4D - F +8D - F) = 4D - F is not numerically zero and
(-Kx)>=8(D+F)-D-F =0,
one has v(X,—Kx) = 2.
Since 2D|r ~ —KFp by the adjunction formula, and «(F, —Kr) = 0, we obtain
|[-mKx| =2mD + |2mF|
for any integer m > 1. Thus, 2D is the fixed divisor of |—K x| and
KX, —Kx)=r(X,F)=1,
where the last equality follows from Ox (F) ~ f*Op1(1). O

4 The cone of effective curves

In this section, we consider the threefold X defined as in Theorem .4l and we study the K x-trivial
curves. We will describe the cone of curves NE(X) and prove Proposition In the whole section, we
consider X defined as follows.

Setup 4.1. Let Y be a minimal rational elliptic surface n: Y — P, i.e. Y is isomorphic to the blow-up
of P2 at the 9 base points of a cubic pencil. LetV be a rank-2 vector bundle over Y defined by a non-split
extension

0= 0y >V—=0y(Ky)—0

and let p: X =P(V) =Y.
Then —Kx is nef and not semi-ample,

|-Kx|=2D + |2F)|,
where

e D ~Y is a section of the P*-bundle p: X — Y corresponding to the quotient V — Oy (Ky) — 0,

e F is a general fibre of the fibration f = mo@: X — P!, thus is a P'-bundle over the general fibre of
the elliptic fibration 7: Y — PL.

Lemma 4.2. In Setup[{.1, we have —Kx|p = 0.

Proof. By the adjunction formula, —Kp ~ —Kx|p — D|p, i.e. F|p ~ (2D 4 2F)|p — D|p. Hence
D|p ~ —F|p and we have —Kx|p = 0. O

Remark 4.3. Since we want to locate all the K x-trivial curves in the threefold X obtained in Theorem
[[4] in view of the above lemma, we describe here all the extremal rays of the cone of curves NE(D), see
[Tot08, Theorem 8.2]. By the Cone Theorem, the subcone NE(D)NK 5 is closed and all the K p-negative
extremal rays of NE(D) are spanned by (—1)-curves. Note that there are infinitely many (—1)-curves
on the surface D. Now as —Kp is nef, it remains to describe NE(D) N K. Since all extremal rays of
NE(D)N K3 are spanned by either —Kp or a (—2)-curve, and there are only finitely many (—2)-curves
(they are the irreducible components of reducible fibres of f|p: D — P!), the cone NE(D) N Kp is
rational polyhedral. We conclude that the cone NE(D) is closed and that every extremal ray of NE(D)
is spanned by either a (—1)-curve, or a (—2)-curve (or —Kp, if the elliptic fibration f|p: D — P! has
no reducible fibre).
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Lemma 4.4. In Setup [J-1] the cone NE(X) N Kx is closed and every extremal ray of this cone is
spanned by one of the following curves:

e a (—1)-curve on D: in this case the contraction of the extremal ray is a simple flopping contraction,
i.e. the flopping curve has normal bundle isomorphic to Op (—1)92;

e a(—2)-curve on D, i.e. an irreducible component of a reducible fibre of the elliptic fibration f|p: D —
P': in this case the contraction of the extremal ray contracts a divisor isomorphic to P! x P! to a
curve;

e a smooth elliptic fibre on D if the elliptic fibration f|p: D — P! has no reducible fibre: in this case
there is no smooth rational curve class in the extremal ray.

Proof. Consider the morphism
¢: NE(D) —» NE(X)

induced by the inclusion D < X. Since the cone NE(D) is closed by Remark B3] we will show that
¢(NE(D)) = NE(X) N K, which implies that the cone NE(X) N Kx is also closed.
We will follow the same strategy as in the proof of [CJR0O8, Lemma 2.6]. Let v be an integral

K x-trivial curve, then
(2D +2F) -y = 0. (8)
Let v/ = () C Y and let S := o~ 1(y/). Then S is a P'-bundle over the curve 4. Denote by £ a fibre
of plg: S —= 7.
Case 1. If F -~ =0, then v is f-vertical and D -~y = 0 by ().
In this case, 7/ is either an integral fibre of the ellitpic fibration 7: ¥ — P!, or an irreducible

component of some reducible fibre, i.e. a (—2)-curve on Y. Denote by ¥ the integral curve D NS, then
¥ ~~"as p|p: D =Y is an isomorphism. We will show that [y] € Ry [7] in this case.

(i) If 4" is a (—2)-curve on Y, then
Y]y =~ Op1 & Ops
and thus S = P(V|,/) ~ P! x P1. We have
S y=¢"(Y) - v=7"0(y) =77 =-2

By the adjunction formula, —Kg-vy = —Kx -v—S-v = 2 and thus 7 is the ruling of S ~ P* x P! other
than ¢. Since S is not nef, by [Xie20, Lemma 2.5], there exists a (Kx +.5)-negative extremal ray I' such
that S -T' < 0. Moreover, S ~ P! x P! and S - ¢ = 0, we deduce that I' = R, [y] and the contraction of
I' contracts S to a curve.

Since 7y C S ~P!x P!, ~Kx-7=—-Kx-v=0and —Kx - ¢ > 0, we obtain that [y] and [}] are
proportional. More precisely, since S -4 = (S|p)? = =2 =5 - v, we have [y] = [7].

(i) If 4’ is an integral fibre (i.e. a smooth elliptic curve or a singular rational curve) of 7: Y — P1,
then S ~ F and —Kg ~ (—Kx — S)|s ~ 2D|s is an effective and f-vertical 1-cycle. Since in Setup A}
the fixed divisor of |— K x| has no f-vertical part, we have that D is f-relatively nef and we can apply
Lemma 2.9 with A, = 2D. Then D -4 = 0. Thus (—Kgs)? = 0 and —Kg is nef. Since p(S)=2 and
—Kg- € >0, we have [y] € Ry[7].
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Note that there is no smooth rational curve contained in S, whose class is in Ry [¥]: assume that
there exists such a rational curve ¥,q; ~ P'. Since —Kx - Vrq: = 0, the curve v,4; is not contracted by %)
and thus ¢|,., maps vrq surjectively to its image. But ¢(vrar) C ©(S) =+ is a smooth elliptic curve
or an integral non-normal rational curve, this cannot happen.

Therefore, if the elliptic fibration m: Y — P! has no reducible fibre (and thus the elliptic fibration
flp: D — P! has no reducible fibre), then every fibre of f|p: D — P! is in the same class [§] and
there is no smooth rational curve whose class is in Ry [j]. Note moreover that in this case, the class
[-Kp] = [7] € NE(X) is not a non-negative linear combination of the classes of (—1)-curves on D. This
is because by considering the nef divisor F' C X, the curve —Kp is F-trivial, but any (—1)-curves on
D is F-positive.

Case 2. If F'-~ > 0, then v is f-horizontal and D -y < 0 by (). Thus v C D. By Lemma 2] and
Remark 3] the curve v is a non-negative linear combination of (—1)-curves and (—2)-curves (or —Kp)
as curve classes. Now by Case 1, it suffices to show that the ray spanned by the class a (—1)-curve on
D is an extremal ray of NE(X) and to describe the corresponding contraction of this extremal ray.

Assume that « is a (—1)-curve on D. Since ¢|p: D — Y is an isomorphism, +' is also a (—1)-curve
on Y. Hence,

V|V’ ~ Opl &) Opl(—l)

and thus S = P(V|,) ~ F;. We also have
S y=¢*"(Y) v=7"p() =7*=-1

By the adjunction formula, —Kg-v = —Kx -v— S5 -~ = 1 and thus v is the section with minimal
self-intersection number of the ruled surface S ~ ;. Therefore, the normal bundle sequence

0— Nv/S —)N,Y/X — NS/X|'y —0

splits, and we obtain N,/ x ~ Op1(—1)%2.

Since S is not nef, by [Xie20, Lemma 2.5], there exists a (Kx + S)-negative extremal ray I" such
that S-T' < 0. Moreover, S is a ruled surface and S - ¢ = 0, we deduce that I' = R [v]. Since S-v <0
and ~y is the minimal section of S ~ Fy, the contraction of I' is small and contracts precisely the curve
~. The corresponding flop blows up the curve v in X with exceptional divisor isomorphic to P! x P!,
and blows down the exceptional divisor in the other direction onto some smooth threefold X .

Combining the above two cases, we have shown that the class of any effective K x-trivial curve is a
non-negative linear combination of the classes of (—1)-curves and (—2)-curves (or —Kp) on D. Together
with Remark 3], we obtain ¢( NE(D)) = NE(X) N Kx. O

Proof of Proposition [L3. Since NE(X)NK 3" is closed by the Cone Theorem and NE(X)N K is closed
by Lemma 4] the cone NE(X) is closed. The other statements follow from Lemma [£4 O

Remark 4.5. In Proposition [[LF] the cone NE(X) has a unique K x-negative extremal ray spanned
by the class of a fibre of the P!-bundle X = P(V) — Y. This is because —Kx is divisible by two in
Pic(X), which implies that the only possible birational K x-negative contraction contracts a divisor to
a smooth point by the classification of Mori, see [MM83] Section 3|; then we conclude by Propositions

2.10 and 2.111
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