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QUASI-ÉTALE COVERS OF DU VAL DEL PEZZO SURFACES AND

ZARISKI DENSE EXCEPTIONAL SETS IN MANIN’S CONJECTURE

RUNXUAN GAO

Abstract. We construct first examples of singular del Pezzo surfaces with Zariski dense
exceptional sets in Manin’s conjecture, varying in degrees 1, 2 and 3. To systematically
study these examples, we classify all quasi-étale covers of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces up to
singularity types and study their equivariant geometry.
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1. Introduction

This paper concerns the distribution of rational points on algebraic varieties. Let X be a
geometrically rationally connected variety over a number field k. A well-known conjecture
of Colliot-Thélène implies that the set X(k) of rational points is Zariski dense in X as
soon as there exists a rational point on the smooth locus of X . So it makes sense to study
the distribution of them with respect to some height. Let L be an adelically metrized line
bundle whose underlying line bundle L is big and nef. There is a unique height function
HL : X(k)→ R associated to L. We define the counting function

N(U,L, B) := #{x ∈ U(k) | HL(x) ≤ B}
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for any B ≥ 0 and any subset U ⊆ X .
The closed-set version of Manin’s conjecture, first formulated in [FMT89, BM90], predicts

that there exists a proper closed subset Z of X such that

N(X\Z,L, B) ∼ c · Ba(logB)b−1,

where a = a(X,L) and b = b(X,L) are birational invariants and c = c(X,L) is the Peyre’s
constant introduced in [Pey95, BT98b].

The closed-set version of Manin’s conjecture is not true in general. In [BT98b], Batyrev
and Tschinkel showed that for some cubic surface bundles X , it is not enough to remove a
proper closed subset Z, or the b-invariant will be violated. These counterexamples appear
in each dimension ≥ 3. See [Gao23a] for an analysis of Batyrev-Tschinkel’s example in the
spirit of [LST22].

To overcome such counterexamples, it was first suggested in [Pey03] that the exceptional
set Z should be assumed to be a thin set (i.e. a subset of a finite union of Zi(F ) and
fj(Yj(F )) where Zi is a proper closed subset of X and fj : Yj → X is a generically finite
morphism of degree ≥ 2). Nowadays, there is increasing evidence of the thin-set version of
Manin’s conjecture, such as the established cases [LR19, BHB20], the geometry consistency
of the conjecture [LT17, LST22], and its compatibility with Manin’s conjectures for stacks
[DY22, ESZB23].

Manin’s conjecture has been widely studied in dimension 2, especially for Du Val del Pezzo
surfaces (i.e. surfaces that have an ample anticanonical divisor and admit only canonical
singularities). In the later case, the conjecture reads as follows.

Conjecture 1.1. Let X be a Du Val del Pezzo surface over a number field F and let
L = −KX be the anticanonical line bundle of X with an adelic metric. Suppose X(F ) is not
a thin set. Then there exists a thin subset Z of X(F ) such that

N(X\Z,L, B) ∼ c · B(logB)ρ(X̃)−1,

where X̃ → X is the minimal resolution of X .

Conjecture 1.1 has been established for all toric Du Val del Pezzo surfaces and numerous
specific surfaces of degree ≥ 3. The only established case of degree ≤ 2 is a Du Val del Pezzo
surface of degree 2 with a E7 singularity [BB13]. See [Der13] for a list of established cases
in dimension 2. There are also many new cases established after the publication of [Der13],
such as [FP16, LWZ17, dlBDL+19].

In all the established cases in dimension 2, the exceptional set is the union of the neg-
ative curves, which is always a proper closed subset. However, there do exist smooth del
Pezzo surfaces of degree 1 for which the closed-set version of Manin’s conjecture does not
hold [Gao23b], where the c-constant will be violated if one merely removes a proper closed
exceptional set. This pathological example is caused by a family of conics on the surface
parameterized by an elliptic curve, which can not lead a counterexample of a singular del
Pezzo surface.

In this paper, we provide many more counterexamples to the closed-set version of Manin’s
conjecture in dimension 2, caused by quasi-étale covers (i.e. finite and étale-in-codimension-1
morphisms, see Definition 2.3). In contrast to the previous one, this pathological phenom-
enon exists only for singular del Pezzo surfaces, and furthermore, even the b-invariant is
violated in these counterexamples. This together with [Gao23b] is conjectured to be the
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only possible obstructions to the closed-set version of Manin’s conjecture in dimension 2; see
[LT17, Section 6] and [LT19b, Section 9]. To systematically study such examples, we give
a classification of all quasi-étale covers of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces up to singularity types
(Proposition 3.1), which do not seem to exist in the existing literature.

Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface over a field of characteristic 0 and let T → S be
a quasi-étale cover. We denote by S̃ and T̃ the minimal resolutions of S and T . Our first
result shows that such pathological examples can only exist in low degrees.

Theorem A. (=Corollary 3.4) Over any field of characteristic 0, we have

(1) ρ(T̃ ) ≤ ρ(S̃) when deg S ≥ 3;

(2) ρ(T̃ ) < ρ(S̃) when deg S ≥ 4.

To achieve a classification, we study the possible group actions on the pseudo-effective
cones. The Galois action on π induces a map

ρ : Gal(k/k)→ Cris(π),

where Cris(π) is a group that acts on the pseudo-effective cones of the base change of S̃

and T̃ to an algebraic closed field, and depends only on the singularity types of T and S
in most cases; see Definition 2.17. It is not always true and difficult to determine whether,
for any subgroup H of Cris(π), there exist surfaces T and S such that the image of ρ
equals H (see [Vir23] for some results in this direction). We circumvent this realization
problem for the moment. When a group G acts on the Néron-Severi space N1(X), we write
ρ(X,G) := dimN1(X)G. Our second result provides all possibilities of such pathological
examples in degrees ≥ 2, and the data we provided on [Gao24] can be used to complete the
cases of degrees 1.

Theorem B. (=Proposition 3.3) Let π : T → S be a nontrivial quasi-étale cover of Du Val
del Pezzo surfaces over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0. Assume S is of
degree ≥ 2. Then there exists a subgroup H ⊆ Cris(π) such that ρ(T̃ , H) ≥ ρ(S̃, H) if and
only if Type(S) is one of the following types.

• degree 3: 4A1;
• degree 2: 4A1 (with 20 lines), 5A1, A3 + 3A1, 3A2, 6A1, D4 + 2A1, 2A3, D4 + 3A1,
2A3 + A1.

There exists a subgroup H ⊆ Cris(π) such that ρ(T,H) > ρ(S,H) if and only if Type(S) is
one of the following types.

• degree 2: 4A1 (with 20 lines), 5A1, 3A2, 6A1.

Based on the above analysis, we provide new counterexamples to the closed-set version of
Manin’s conjecture in dimension 2. These counterexamples are Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of
degrees 3, 2, 2 and 1, respectively, and are all rational over the base field (Proposition 5.3).
In particular, the assumption that X(F ) is not a thin set in Conjecture 1.1 is satisfied for
all these surfaces.

Theorem C. The following assertions hold true.

(1) Let S be either
(a) (degree 3, type 4A1) the singular cubic surface in P3

Q defined by the equation

X3 + 2XYW +XZ2 − Y 2Z + ZW 2 = 0,
3



(b) (degree 2, type D4 +3A1) the hypersurface in PQ(1, 1, 1, 2) defined by the equa-
tion

W 2 −XY (Z2 + Y 2) = 0.

Then for any open subset U of S, there exists an adelically metrized anticanonical
line bundle −KS on S such that the equation

N(U,−KS, B) ∼ c(S,−KS)B(logB)ρ(S̃)−1

does not hold true.
(2) Let S be either

(a) (degree 2, type 3A2) the hypersurface in PQ(1, 1, 1, 2) defined by the equation

W 2 + (3X2 − Y Z)W + 9X4 − 6X2Y Z +X(Y 3 + Z3) = 0,

(b) (degree 1, type E6+A2) the hypersurface in PQ(1, 1, 2, 3) defined by the equation

W 2 + Z3 +X4Y 2 = 0.

Let U be an dense open subset of S and let −KS be an adelically metrized anti-
canonical line bundle. Then for any constant C > 0, there exists B0 such that for
any B > B0, we have

N(U,−KS, B) > CB(logB)ρ(S̃)−1.

In other words, Manin’s conjecture with Peyre’s constant for S in (1) does not hold for
some anticanonical height for any proper closed exceptional set, and Manin’s conjecture with
the correct b-constant for S in (2) does not hold for any anticanonical height and any proper
closed exceptional set.

Finally, we restate Manin’s conjecture with the conjectural exceptional set proposed in
[LST22] for Du Val del Pezzo surfaces (see [LT19b, Section 9]).

Notation 1.2. (the geometric exceptional set) Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree
d defined over a number field k and −KS be an adelically metrized anticanonical line bundle
on X .

(1) Let Z1 be the union of (−1)-curves on S.
(2) Let Z2 be the union of π(T (k)) where π : T → S is a quasi-étale cover of degree ≥ 2

such that ρ(T̃ ) ≥ ρ(S̃) and π is face-contracting.
(3) Let Z3 be

(a) the empty set if either d ≥ 3 or ρ(S̃) ≥ 2;

(b) the union of rational curves in |−KS| when d = 2 and ρ(S̃) = 1;
(c) the union of rational curves in |−2KS| and rational curves C on S with C2 = 2

and KS · C = −2, when d = 1 and ρ(S̃) = 1.

Conjecture 1.3. Under Notation 1.2, Conjecture 1.1 holds true for Z := Z1 ∪ Z2 ∪ Z3.
4



The study of quasi-étale covers of singular del Pezzo surfaces is of independent interest. For
instance, cubic surfaces which admit a double quasi-étale cover have been classically studied
as cubic symmetroids. Moreover, quasi-étale covers of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of degrees 3
and 4 are key tools in the study of Enriques surfaces [CD89]. For relatively minimal Du Val
del Pezzo surfaces, the universal quasi-étale covers were determined in [MZ88] and [MZ93].
We generalize these results to all Du Val del Pezzo surfaces using a more direct method (see
Proposition 2.10). There is also an intersecting connection between the fundamental group
and the Brauer group for these surfaces (see Remark 2.11).
Notations. Throughout this paper, we will use the following notations:

• Cn is a cyclic group of order n.
• Sn is a symmetric group on n letters.
• Dn is a dihedral group of order 2n.
• H ≀ S is the wreath product of groups H and S ⊆ Sn.
• Ators is the torsion subgroup of an abelian group A.
• ρ(X) is the Picard rank of a variety X .
• KX is the canonical line bundle of a variety X .
• L is an adelically metrized line bundle whose underlying line bundle is L.
• f(B) ∼ g(B) means limB→∞(f(B)/g(B)) = 1.
• f(B)≪ g(B) means lim supB→∞(f(B)/g(B)) < +∞.

Acknowledgments. The author would thank his advisor Sho Tanimoto for constant sup-
port, and Tim Browning, Ulrich Derenthal, Daniel Loughran and Yuri Tschinkel for useful
conversations and suggestions. The author was partially supported by JST FOREST pro-
gram Grant Number JPMJFR212Z, JSPS Bilateral Joint Research Projects Grant Number
JPJSBP120219935 and Grant-in-Aid for JSPS Fellows Number 24KJ1234.

2. Construction

2.1. Du Val del Pezzo surface. We work over an arbitrary field k of characteristic 0. A
Du Val del Pezzo surface S is a projective variety of dimension 2 with ample anticanonical
divisor −KS and at worst canonical singularities. When the surface is smooth, we call it a
smooth del Pezzo surface or simply a del Pezzo surface.

A weak del Pezzo surface is a smooth projective surface with a big and nef anticanonical
divisor.

Let X be a weak del Pezzo surface. We call d := K2
X the degree of X . It turns out that

1 ≤ d ≤ 9 and Xk is isomorphic to P1
k
× P1

k
, the Hirzebruch surface F2, or the blow up of P2

k

at 9 − d points in almost general positions, where k is an algebraic closure of k. The Proj
construction of the graded ring

⊕

m≥0

H0(X,−mKX)

defines a birational morphism X → S which is known as the anticanonical model map. It
turns out that S is a Du Val del Pezzo surface and X → S coincides with the minimal
resolution of S. Conversely, the minimal resolution of any Du Val del Pezzo surface is a
weak del Pezzo surface [Dol12, Theorem 8.3.2]. So we may abuse the notation of a Du Val
del Pezzo surface S and its associated weak del Pezzo surface X .
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2.2. classification of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces. In this section, we give a quick review
of classification of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces; see [Dol12] for more details. We work over
an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0. An integral rational curve C on a normal
surface with (C · C) = n is called a (n)-curve. We call C a negative curve if n < 0. A
(−1)-curve is also called a line. Let X be a weak del Pezzo surface. Then the anticanonical
model map X → S exactly contracts the (−2)-curves on X .

We call a numerical class of an integral curve in N1(X) an extremal curve if it generates

an extremal ray of Eff
1
(X). The dual graph of X , denoted by Γ(X), is a graph where each

vertex represents an extremal curve and the number of edges between two nodes equals the
intersection number of the two integral curves. For X of degree d ≤ 7, the extremal curves
on X are exactly the negative curves and Γ(X) is the dual graph of negative curves on X .

An isometry between two lattice is a linear map that preserve the inner product. The
following notion of a Cremona isometry is the same as that defined in [Dol12, Section 8.2.8].

Definition 2.1. Let X and X ′ be two weak del Pezzo surfaces. Then an isometry σ :

N1(X)→ N1(X ′) is called a Cremona isometry if σ restricts to a bijection between Eff
1
(X)

and Eff
1
(X ′) which sends KX to KX′ . We say X and X ′ have the same type whenever

there exists a Cremona isometry between them. We write Cris(X) for the group of Cremona
isometries of X to itself.

The group of isometries of N1(X) that preserve KX is isomorphic to the Weyl group
W (Rd) of the root system

Rd := {D ∈ N1(X) | (D ·D) = −2, (KX ·D) = 0},

which only depends on d when d ≤ 7. The types of weak del Pezzo surfaces are in bijection
with the root subsystems R of Rd up to automorphisms, except for four types (7A1 in degree
1 and 7A1, 8A1 and D4 + 4A1 in degree 1) which only occur over fields of characteristic
2. There do exist isomorphic root systems which are not isomorphic as root subsystems of
Rd. Nonetheless, it turns out that the type of a weak del Pezzo surface X is determined
by its degree deg(X), its ADE type R, and the number of (−1)-curves by scanning the
classification, which has been done in degree 3 by Schläfli [Sch63] and Cayley [Cay69], and
in degrees 1 and 2 by Du Val [Val34]. When the degree and the ADE type are not enough
to describe the type, we add the number of lines. For example, S4(2A1(8l)) means a Du Val
del Pezzo surface of degree 4 with two A1 singularities and 8 lines. We use Sd to denote the
type of a (smooth) del Pezzo surface of degree d.

For a weighted graph Γ, we denote by Aut(Γ) the group of permutations of vertices that
preserve the weights.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a weak del Pezzo surface. Then the groups Cris(X) and
Aut(Γ(X)) are isomorphic.

Proof. When X is of degree d ≤ 6, by [Man86, Theorem 23.9], the following two groups are
isomorphic:

• the group of isometries of N1(X) that preserve KX , and
• the group of permutations of (−1)-classes preserving the pairwise intersection num-
bers between them.
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Then the assertion follows from the fact that any (−1)-class is numerically equivalent to a
linear combination of (−1)-curves and (−2)-curves with rational coefficients [DJT08, Propo-
sition 3.6 and 3.7].

For weak del Pezzo surfaces X of degree ≥ 7, a complete list of Cris(X) is as follows:

• Cris(X) ∼= C2 when X is P2 or P1 × P1;
• Cris(X) ∼= C1 when X is the Hirzebruch surface F1 or F2.

It is readily to check that Cris(X) ∼= Aut(Γ(X)) in each case. �

2.3. fundamental groups.

Definition 2.3. Let X be a normal variety. A cover of X is a morphism π : Y → X where
Y is a normal variety, and π is finite and surjective. A morphism of covers π : Y → X and
π′ : Y ′ → X is a morphism f : Y → Y ′ such that π′ ◦ f = π. A morphism f : Y → X
between normal varieties is called quasi-étale if f is quasi-finite and étale in codimension 1.

Definition 2.4. A cover π : Y → X of varieties is called Galois if there exists a finite group
G ⊂ Aut(Y ) such that π is isomorphic to the quotient map Y → Y/G. In this case, we say
π is Galois with group G.

By the following lemma, étale and unramified covers are the same thing in our case.

Lemma 2.5. ([CDJ+22, Lemma 2.3]) Let X be an integral normal noetherian scheme and
let π : Y → X be a finite surjective morphism of integral schemes. Then π is either ramified
or étale.

To study quasi-étale covers of X , it is enough to study the fundamental group of the
smooth part of X .

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a normal projective variety and let X◦ be any open subvariety of
X\Sing(X) that is isomorphic in codimension 2. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence
between isomorphic classes of quasi-étale covers of X and that of étale covers of X◦.

Proof. Since X is normal, Sing(X) has codimension ≥ 2 in X . Let π : Y → X be an
quasi-étale cover. By Zariski-Nagata purity, π is étale over S\Sing(X). Conversely, let
π◦ : Y ◦ → X◦ be an étale cover. By Zariski’s main theorem, π◦ can be uniquely extended
to a finite morphism π : Y → X . We have Y is projective since X is. So π is surjective and
in particular a quasi-étale cover. �

Remark 2.7. By Zariski’s main Theorem in the equivariant setting [GKP16, Theorem 3.8],
if the cover π◦ : Y ◦ → X◦ is Galois with group G, then π : Y → X is also Galois with group
G, i.e. the group action of G on X◦ can be extended to X uniquely.

Lemma 2.8. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface and π : T → S be a quasi-étale cover.
Then T is also a Du Val del Pezzo surface.

Proof. Since π is finite, the Hurwitz formula KT ∼ π∗KS implies that −KT is ample. Since
discrep(T ) ≥ discrep(S) = 0 [KM98, Proposition 5.20 (3)], T has at worst Du Val singulari-
ties. �

Now let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface. It has been shown in [MZ93] that the fundamental
group of the smooth part of S is a finite abelian group.
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Remark 2.9. In [MZ88, MZ93], the authors compute π1(Ssm) and the singularities of the
universal cover for relative minimal Du Val del Pezzo surface S. They show that the fun-
damental group is preserved by the MMP steps. However, the type of singularities of the
covers in non-minimal cases is unclear from this perspective.

We provide a more direct method than that in [MZ88, MZ93] to compute π1(Ssm), though
its proof relies on [MZ88].

Proposition 2.10. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface over an algebraically closed field of
characteristic 0 and ρ : X → S be the minimal resolution. Let E be the sublattice of Pic(X)
generated by the (−2)-curves on X. Then

πét
1 (Ssm) ∼= (Pic(X)/E)tors.

Proof. A standard argument reduces us to the case of S over the complex field C. Working
over C, Let E be the exceptional divisor of ρ. Consider the long exact sequence:

· · · H2(E;Z) H2(X ;Z) H2(X,E;Z) H1(E;Z) · · ·i

Write E =
∑r

i=1Ei for the irreducible decomposition of E. Then H2(E;Z) is isomorphic to
the free Z-module generated by the class of Ei. Since the matrix (Ei ·Ej) is negative definite
[KM98, Lemma 3.40], Ei are linearly independent in H2(X ;Z). So the map i is injective.
Note that H1(E;Z) = 0 and H2(X,E;Z) ∼= H2(Ssm;Z) by Lefschetz duality. We conclude
that H2(Ssm;Z) ∼= Pic(X)/E, where Pic(X) ∼= H2(X ;Z) since X is a rational surface. By
the universal coefficient theorem, we have H2(Ssm;Z)tors ∼= H1(Ssm,Z)tors. Then, π1(Ssm) is
isomorphic to H1(Ssm,Z)tors since π1(Ssm) is a finite abelian group [MZ88]. The assertion
follows. �

Remark 2.11. In [Bri13], the author shows that the torsion subgroup of Pic(X)/E is iso-
morphic to the Brauer group Br(S) and computes Br(S) for each type of S. Combining with
Proposition 2.10, we see that π1(Ssm) ∼= Br(S) for any Du Val del Pezzo surface S over an
algebraically closed field of characteristic 0.

Remark 2.12. There is a version of Proposition 2.10 for weak Fano pairs with klt singular-
ities, see [Bra21, Corollary 4].

2.4. negative curves on quasi-étale covers. Work over an arbitrary field k of charac-
teristic 0. Let π : T → S be a cyclic quasi-étale cover of degree d of Du Val del Pezzo
surfaces and let Y → T and X → S be the minimal resolutions. Let f : T ′ → X be the
normalization of X in the function field K(T ) of T . Let f : T ′

99K Y be the rational map
defined by composition.

The following proposition can be seen as a global version of [Art77, Proposition 1.5].

Proposition 2.13. The birational map g : T ′
99K Y is a morphism, which exactly contracts

the ramification divisor of f .

T ′ Y T

X S

g

f

ρT

π̃ π

ρS

8



Proof. By Zariski’s main theorem, T ′ factors through T by a morphism, and a divisor con-
tracted by T ′ → T must lie above the singular locus of S. So let D be a prime divisor
above T and write C for its image above S. Let r be the ramification index along D. Then
a(D, T ) + 1 = r(a(C, S) + 1), where a(D, T ) means the discrepancy of D with respect to T ;
see the proof of [KM98, Proposition 5.20]. Since S has only canonical singularities, we have
a(C, S) ≥ 0. Thus a(D, T ) = 0 if and only if r = 1 and a(C, S) = 0. The prime divisors
above S with discrepancy 0 are exactly the exceptional divisors of X → S. And similarly,
the prime divisors above T with discrepancy 0 are exactly the exceptional divisors of Y → T .
The assertion follows immediately. �

To study the equivariant geometry of π : T → S, we first want to understand how
external curves on Y and X correspond under this morphism. It should be noted that this
correspondence is not completely determined by the type of π. See Section 3.2.12 for such
an example.

It turns out that in each cases where S is of degree ≥ 2, the rational map π̃ sends each
(−1)-curve on Y to a (−1)-curve on X , but this is not true in degree 1. Section 3.2.12
provides such an example. A more straightforward example is the quasi-étale cover of type
S3(A2) → S1(A8). In this case, there are 15 (−1)-curves on S3(A2) but only 2 (−1)-curves
on S1(A8): there are some (−1)-curves map to (1)-curves. This kind of phenomenon is
summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.14. Let X be a surface and let π : Y → X be a cyclic cover of degree d. Let C be
a (−s)-curve on the étale locus of Y for some integer s. Then π∗π∗C =

∑d

i=1Ci where Ci

are integral rational curves whose intersection matrix (Ci · Cj) is



−s r r
r −s r

. . .
. . .

. . .

r −s r
r r −s




for some integer r ≥ 0. Moreover, π(C) is a (−s)-curve if and only if r = 0.

Proof. Let π◦ : Y ◦ → X◦ be the étale locus of π. Since π◦ is Galois by definition, we have
Aut(Y ◦/X◦) ∼= Z/dZ and let σ be a generator of it. Since an automorphism does not affect
intersection numbers, σi(C) is still a (−s)-curve for each i. Suppose C · σ(C) = r, then
σi(C) · σi+1(C) = r for each i. Then the first assertion follows. The class π∗C is reduced
since C is on the étale locus of π. By the projection formulas, we have

(π∗C)2 = −s+ (d− 1)r, and KX · C = s− 2.

The last assertion follows immediately. �

On the other hand, the pullback π∗ also may not send (−1)-curves to (−1)-curves, which
is common for each degree. This is summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Let T → S be a quasi-étale cover of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces which is cyclic
of order d = 2, 3, or 5. Let B be the branch divisor f and let Bred be the branch locus of f .

(1) Let C be a (−2)-curve on X which does not contained in B.
• If C · B = 0, then g∗f

∗C is a disjoint union of d (−2)-curves.
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• If C · B > 0, then C · Bred = 2 and C intersects Bred transversally at 2 points. In
this case, g∗f

∗C is a (−2)-curve.
(2) Let C be a (−1)-curve on X.
• If C · B = 0, then g∗f

∗C is a disjoint union of d (−1)-curves.
• If C · B > 0, then C · B is divided by d. In particular, we have C · Bred ≥ 2.
Suppose the intersections of C and Bred are transversal, then g∗f

∗C is an integral
curve with non-negative self-intersection.

Proof. If C ·B = 0, then Let C be a (−n)-curve on X . The condition C ·B = 0 implies that
C lies in the étale locus of f . Then the proof of Lemma 2.14 shows that each component of
f ∗C is a rational curve with self-intersection −2 − (d − 1)r. When r > 0, f ∗C can not be
contracted to Du Val singularities. So we must have r = 0. This proves the first assertion of
(1) and (2).

The second assertion of (1) can be seen from the classification of quasi-étale covers of Du
Val singularities; see Example 2.16.

It remains to prove the second assertion of (2). By general theory of cyclic covers, we have
B ≡ dL for some L ∈ Pic(X). Thus C · B = dL is divided by d. Since the multiplicity of
each component of B is at most d− 1, if C · B > 0, we have C ·Bred ≥ 2.

Now suppose C · Bred = r ≥ 2 and the intersections are transversal. This in particular
implies that they intersect at smooth points of B. Then f is locally ramified at the two
common points of C and B. A topological argument shows that f ∗C must be irreducible.
By projection formula, we have (f ∗C)2 = −d.

When d = 2, the branch divisor B is smooth and reduced. So the ramification divisor
R = Rred is smooth and reduced and each component of R is a (−1)-curve. By projection
formula, we have f ∗C · Rred = C · f∗Rred = r. Hence contracting Rred will increase the
self-intersection of f ∗C by r and so g∗f

∗C has self-intersection r − 2 ≥ 0.
When d = 3, by Example 2.16, T ′ can only have 1

3
(1, 1)-singularities. So g∗f

∗C has
self-intersection 2r − 3 ≥ 1.

When d = 5, the only possibility is an A4-singularity being covered by a smooth point.
The exceptional divisor of the minimal resolution of an A4-singularity is a linear chain

B1 B2 B3 B4

of (−2)-curves. The branch divisor is B = B1 + 2B2 + 3B3 + 4B4. So the three singularities
of the branch cover are

z5 − xy2 = 0, x5 − x2y3 = 0, z5 − x3y4 = 0,

respectively. They are étale-locally isomorphic to the singularities defined by

z5 − xy2 = 0, x5 − xy4 = 0, z5 − xy3 = 0,

respectively. These singularities can be resolved by Hirzebruch–Jung continued fractions;
see [BHPVdV15]. The dual graph of the resulting divisor D is

(−1) (−2) (−3) (−1) (−5) (−1) (−3) (−2) (−1),

where the (−1)-curves are the pullback of the (−2)-curves. Suppose F is a curve intersects
D transversally at one points on any of the four (−1)-curves of D. It is readily to check that
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contracting D will increase the self-intersection of F by 4. So g∗f
∗C is a rational curve with

self-intersection 4r − 5 ≥ 3. �

Example 2.16. Let S be the henselization of the local ring of a Du Val singularity of type
Ar, Ds, E6, E7, or E8 (1 ≤ r ≤ 8, 4 ≤ s ≤ 8). All the cyclic quasi-étale covers of S of prime
order d are listed below. The dual graph of the exceptional divisors is provided, with dark
vertices representing curves in the ramification locus, and the above numbers denoting the
multiplicities of the curves in the branch divisors. The d = 2 cases are also listed in [Art77].
This classification can be achieved by scanning the normal subgroups of the groups defining
these quotient singularities. Each of the local covers appears globally in some quasi-étale
covers of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces, except for the case when d = 7.

• d = 2

A1 ← smooth A3 ← A1 A5 ← A2

A7 ← A3 D4 ← A3 D5 ← A5

D6 ← A7 D6 ← D4 D8 ← D5

E7 ← E6

• d = 3

1 2

A2 ← smooth

1 2 1 2

A5 ← A1

1 2 1 2 1 2

A8 ← A2

1 2 1 2

E6 ← D4

• d = 5

1 2 3 4

A4 ← smooth

• d = 7

1 2 3 4 5 6

A6 ← smooth

11



To understand the equivariant information of the quasi-étale covers, we provide a relative
version of Cremona isometry defined in [Dol12, Section 8.2.8] for quasi-étale covers.

Definition 2.17. Let π : T → S be a quasi-étale cover of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces and
denote the minimal resolutions of T and S by Y and X respectively. Define the group of
Cremona isometries of π to be

Cris(π) =

{
(σ, τ) ∈ Cris(S)× Cris(T )

∣∣∣∣
f∗g

−1
∗ (τ(C)) = σ(f∗g

−1
∗ C) for any extremal curve

C on Y such that f∗g
−1
∗ C is an extremal curve

}
.

This definition depends only on the type of the quasi-étale cover T → S in most cases.
One might have other natural definitions of equivariant data for π, but the one defined above
is one of the easiest to compute. Since each of the maps is Gal(k/k)-equivariant, we have
the following corollary.

Corollary 2.18. Let k be the base field of the morphism π : T → S. Then the image of
ρ : Gal(k/k)→ Cris(S)× Cris(T ) is contained in Cris(π).

When the realization problem has an affirmative answer, we recover the Picard rank over
k.

Proposition 2.19. ([DJT08, Proposition 6.2]) Let HS ×HT denote the image of ρ defined
in Corollary 2.18 and let k be an algebraic closure of k. Suppose that there exists a rational
point on the smooth locus of T , then ρ(X) = ρ(Xk, HS) and ρ(Y ) = ρ(Yk, HT ).

It is enough to compute ρ(Xk, HS) up to conjugacy classes by the following result.

Proposition 2.20. Work over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0. Let H and
H ′ be conjugate subgroups of Cris(S). Then ρ(X,H) = ρ(X,H ′).

Proof. By definition, the group H acts on the set of negative curves on S. Let P be the set
of orbits under this action. Then ρ(X,H) equals the dimension of the subspace generated
by the orbit sums

∑
D∈O D, where O ∈ P . Let σ ∈ Cris(S) such that σHσ−1 = H ′. The

orbits under the action of H ′ are σO for O ∈ P . Thus, ρ(X,H ′) equals the dimension of the
subspace generated by σ(

∑
D∈O D), where O ∈ P . Since an invertible matrix preserves the

rank of a set of vectors, the assertion follows. �

3. Classification

3.1. quasi-étale covers. By Proposition 2.10, the information of quasi-étale covers of a Du
Val del Pezzo surfaces is contained in its Picard group and effective classes. We compute
these for all Du Val del Pezzo surfaces by Magma [BCP97] and the results are summarized as
follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface over a field of characteristic 0. Then
there exists a quasi-étale cover π : T → S of degree ≥ 2 if and only if there exists an arrow
Type(T )→ Type(S) in the following diagrams. 1

1For each group G, the first diagram presents the subgroups H of G up to conjugacy, and the later
diagrams present the types of the corresponding quasi-étale covers T of a surface S with π1(Tsm) ∼= H . We
omit those diagrams which can be embedded into a larger one.
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(1) C2
3

C1

C3

C3

C3

C3

C2
3 P2

S3(3A2)

S3(3A2)

S3(3A2)

S3(3A2)

S1(4A2)

(2) C2 × C4

C1 C2

C2

C2

C2
2

C4

C4

C2 × C4 P1 × P1 S4(4A1)

S4(4A1)

S4(4A1)

S2(6A1)

S2(2A3 + A1)

S2(2A3 + A1)

S1(2A3 + 2A1)

(3) C6

C1

C2

C3

C6 S6

S3(4A1)

S2(3A2)

S1(A5 + A2 + A1)

(4) C5

C1 → C5 S5 → S1(2A4)

(5) C2
2

C1 C2

C2

C2

C2
2

S4(A3(4l)) S2(A7)

S2(D4 + 2A1)

S2(D4 + 2A1)

S1(D6 + 2A1)

S4(A1) S2(A3 + 2A1(12l))

S2(A3 + 2A1(12l))

S2(A3 + 2A1(12l))

S1(D4 + 3A1) S4 S2(4A1(20l))

S2(4A1(20l))

S2(4A1(20l))

S1(6A1)
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S4(2A1(8l)) S2(2A3)

S2(5A1)

S2(5A1)

S1(A3 + 4A1) S4(2A1(8l)) S2(2A3)

S2(2A3)

S2(2A3)

S1(2D4)

S8(A1) S4(A3 + 2A1)

S4(A3 + 2A1)

S4(A3 + 2A1)

S2(D4 + 3A1)

(6) C4

C1 → C2 → C4 S4 → S2(4A1(20l))→ S1(2A3 + A1)
S4(A2)→ S2(A5 + A1(6l))→ S1(D5 + A3) S4 → S2(A3 + 2A1(12l))→ A1(A7 + A1)
S4(4A1)→ S2(6A1)→ S1(2A3 + 2A1)

(7) C3

C1 → C3 S3(3A1)→ S1(3A2 + A1)
S3(A1)→ S1(A5 + A2) S3(D4)→ S1(E6 + A2)
S3 → S1(3A2) S3(A2)→ S1(A8)
S6 → S2(3A2) S6(A1)→ S2(A5 + A2)

(8) C2

C1 → C2 S2(A2)→ S1(A5 + A1(21l))
S2(E6)→ S1(E7 + A1) S2(2A2 + A1)→ S1(A3 + A2 + 2A1)
S2(A1)→ S1(A3 + 2A1(44l)) S2(A2 + 2A1)→ S1(A5 + 2A1)
S2(A3)→ S1(D4 + 2A1) S2(A5(8l))→ S1(D5 + 2A1)
S2(3A1(26l))→ S1(A3 + 3A1) S2(2A2)→ S1(A2 + 4A1)
S2(2A1)→ S1(5A1) S2(A3 + A1(16l))→ S1(D4 + A3)
S2(2A1)→ S1(2A3(23l)) S2(A3)→ S1(A7(8l))
S2(D5)→ S1(D8) S4(3A1)→ S2(A3 + 3A1)
S4(D4)→ S2(D6 + A1) S6 → S3(4A1)
S6(A1(4l))→ S3(A3 + 2A1) S6(A2)→ S3(A5 + A1)

Proof. For each degree d, we determine all root subsystems of Rd by using, for instance,
[Dol12]. Let X be a weak del Pezzo surface of degree d corresponding to the root subsystem
R′ of Rd and let S be the contraction of (−2)-curves on X . The Picard group Pic(X) along
with the intersection numbers depends only on d. We then determine all torsion elements
B of Pic(X)/E where E denotes the sublattice of Pic(X) generated by the roots of R′. The
source codes and results for degree ≤ 3 are available on GitHub [Gao24].
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Each B induces a branch cover f : T ′ → X and let R denote its ramification divisor.
Let T ′ → Y be the contraction of R. By Proposition 2.13, Y is the weak del Pezzo surface
that induces a quasi-’etale cover of S. We then find (a part of) the dual graph of negative
curves on Y by the method of Proposition 2.15. This is enough to determine the type of Y
in practice. We then replace X by Y and repeat this process until the group Pic(X)/E is
torsion-free. �

Remark 3.2. By [LT17, Theorem 6.2], Proposition 3.1 completes the classification of adjoint
rigid a-covers of geometrically uniruled surfaces.

3.2. quasi-étale covers with higher b-values. We work over an algebraically closed field
of characteristic 0. We summarize the results of this section as follows.

Proposition 3.3. Let π : T → S be a quasi-étale cover of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces such
that S is of degree 2, or of degree 1 and with at most 4 lines. There exists a subgroup

H = HT ×HS ⊆ Cris(π) such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) (resp. ρ(T̃ , HT ) > ρ(S̃, HS)) if and
only if the column (≥) (resp. (>)) is YES in Table 1.

Proof. We adopt the notation in Proposition 2.13. By Proposition 2.2, computing Cris(X) is
equivalent to computing the automorphism group of the graph Γ(X). We use Magma [BCP97]
to calculate Cris(X) and all its subgroups up to conjugacy for all involved X . The source
codes and results for X of degree ≤ 3 are available on GitHub [Gao24]. Lemma 2.15 provides
a correspondence of Γ(Y ) and Γ(X) induced by f∗g

−1
∗ . For each subgroup HS ⊆ Cris(X),

the Picard rank ρ(S̃, HS) is also available on [Gao24]. We then find those subgroups HT of

Cris(Y ) that are equivariant under the correspondence and satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS)
by hands. �

In Table 1, we omit details of some cases since either there is no such H for trivial reasons
or the dual graphs are too complicated to draw. For each quasi-étale cover π : T → S up to
types, the graphs Γ(T ) and Γ(S) are presented. There are two types of vertices: a rectangle
means a (−1)-curve and a circle means a (−2)-curve. The number of edges between two
vertecies means the intersection number of the two curves. We denote a (−2)-curve where π
is branched by a thick circle. The negative curves on S and T are named Ei and Fj where i
and j reflect the correspondence defined by f∗g

−1
∗ .

In each case, we make a table that lists all subgroups HT ×HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy

such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS). For the convenience of the reader, we also provide a diagram
of subgroups of Cris(S) up to conjugacy in some cases, which is made by Tim Dokchitser
and is available online [Dok24].

The results in Table 1, together with Corollary 2.18, imply the following.

Corollary 3.4. (=Theorem A) Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface over a field of charac-
teristic 0.

(1) If deg S ≥ 3, then there does not exist a quasi-étale cover T → S with ρ(T̃ ) > ρ(S̃);

(2) If deg S ≥ 4, then there does not exist a quasi-étale cover T → S with ρ(T̃ ) ≥ ρ(S̃).

Remark 3.5. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface that admits a quasi-étale cover of degree
≥ 2. Then S is toric if and only if Type(S) is A3 + 2A1 or 4A1 in degree 4, or 3A2 in degree
3 (see [Der13, Remark 6]).
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Table 1. A summary of Section 3.2, where (≥) (resp. (>)) means there exists

an HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) (resp. ρ(T̃ , HT ) >

ρ(S̃, HS)).

reference deg(S) Lines Type(S) Cris(S) deg(T ) Type(T ) (≥)? (>)?

omit 4 2 A3 + 2A1 C2 8 A1 NO NO
(3.2.1) 4 4 4A1 D4 8 P1 × P1 NO NO
omit 3 2 A5 +A1 C1 6 A2 NO NO
omit 3 3 3A2 S3 9 P2 NO NO
omit 3 5 A3 + 2A1 C2 6 A1(4l) NO NO
(3.2.2) 3 9 4A1 S4 6 smooth YES NO
(3.2.3) 2 2 A7 C2 4 A3(4l) NO NO
omit 2 2 D6 +A1 C1 4 D4 NO NO
omit 2 3 A5 +A2 C2 6 A1 NO NO
(3.2.4) 2 4 2A3 +A1 C2

2 4 4A1 YES NO
(3.2.5) 2 4 D4 + 3A1 S3 4 A3 + 2A1 YES NO
(3.2.6) 2 6 2A3 C3

2 4 2A1(8l) YES NO
(3.2.7) 2 6 A5 +A1(6l) C2 4 A2 NO NO
(3.2.8) 2 6 D4 + 2A1 C2

2 4 A3(4l) YES NO
(3.2.9) 2 8 3A2 D6 6 smooth YES YES
(3.2.10) 2 8 A3 + 3A1 C2

2 4 3A1 YES NO
(3.2.11) 2 10 6A1 C2 ×S4 4 4A1 YES YES
omit 2 12 A3 + 2A1(12l) C3

2 4 A1 NO NO
omit 2 14 5A1 C2

2 ≀ C2 4 2A1(8l) YES YES
omit 2 20 4A1(20l) C2 × C2

2 ⋊S4 4 smooth YES YES
omit 1 3 E7 +A1 C1 2 E6 NO NO

(3.2.12) 1 4 E6 +A2 C2 3 D4 YES YES

See [LT19a, Definition 3.5] for the definition of face-contracting morphisms. We also
observe the following interesting phenomena from the computation.

Proposition 3.6. Let π : T → S be a quasi-étale cover of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces. Suppose
S is of degree ≥ 2, or of degree 1 with at most 4 lines. Then for any subgroup HS ⊆ Cris(S),

there exists at most one subgroup HS × HT ⊆ Cris(π) such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS).

Moreover, when ρ(T̃ , HT ) = ρ(S̃, HS), the morphism π is face-contracting.

Proposition 3.6 suggests the following questions.

Question 3.7. For any quasi-étale cover π : T → S of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces over a
field of characteristic 0, does there exist at most one σ ∈ H1(Gal(k/k),Aut(T/S)) such that
ρ(T σ) ≥ ρ(S)?

Question 3.8. Let π : T → S be a quasi-étale cover of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces over a
field of characteristic 0 such that S is not toric. Is π face-contracting whenever ρ(T̃ ) = ρ(S̃)?

It would be interesting to study these questions in more general cases.

Remark 3.9. By Table 1, there is no toric Du Val del Pezzo surface S which admits a quasi-
étale cover T → S with b(T,−KT ) ≥ b(S,−KS). This is not the case in higher dimensions;
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see [LT17, Example 8.7]. This example does not contradict to the conjectural exceptional
set of [LST22]. Indeed, let X be a toric variety and let L be a big and nef divisor on X .
It has been shown in [LT19b, Example 8.3] that there does not exist dominant thin map
f : Y → X with a(Y, f ∗L) = a(X,L) that is face-contracting.

Remark 3.10. It should also be noted that any adjoint rigid covers Y → X of geometrically
uniruled surfaces with a(Y, L) = a(X,L) and b(Y, L) ≥ b(X,L) can be reduced to the case
of quasi-étale covers of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces by [LT17]. Thus, our study essentially
completes the classification of these covers in dimension 2.

3.2.1. Degree 4, type 4A1.

F5,7 F6,8

T = P1 × P1

−→

E4

E1

E3

E2

E7

E6

E5

E8

S : degree 4, type 4A1

Cris(S) ∼= D4.

There is no H
S̃
and H

T̃
such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS).

3.2.2. Degree 3, type 4A1.

F12

F ′
5

F ′
9

F ′
12

F5

F9

T : degree 6, smooth

−→ E4

E1

E13

E3E11
E2

E8

E12

E7

E9

E10

E5

E6

S : degree 3, type 4A1

Cris(S) = 〈σ1, σ2, σ3, σ4〉 ∼= S4

where

σ1 = (1, 4)(2, 3)(6, 13)(7, 11),

σ2 = (1, 2)(3, 4)(7, 11)(8, 10),

σ3 = (1, 3)(5, 12)(6, 10)(8, 13),

σ4 = (1, 2)(5, 9)(7, 10)(8, 11).
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The diagram of subgroups up to conjugacy of Cris(S) is

C1

C2(2)C2(1)

C3 C2
2(2)C2

2(1) C4

S3 D4A4

S4

36

43 3

4 3

The subgroups HT ×HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are listed
in Table 2.

Table 2. Degree 3, type 4A1

H
S̃

H
T̃

ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

S4 S3 2 2
A4 C3 2 2
D4 C2 3 3

C2
2 (2) C1 4 4
C4 C2 3 3

3.2.3. Degree 2, type A7.

F2 F4 F6

F8

F ′
8

F9

F ′
9

−→ E1 E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7

E8 E9

T : degree 4, type A3(4l) S : degree 2, type A7

Cris(S) ∼= C2.

There is no HS̃ and HT̃ such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS).

3.2.4. Degree 2, type 2A3 + A1.

F2

F9 F7 F10

F5

F ′
9 F ′

7 F ′
10

−→ E2 E9 E7

E8E1 E4

E11

E10 E5

E3 E6

−→P1 × P1

T : degree 4, type 4A1 S : degree 2, type 2A3 + A1

Cris(S) ∼= C2
2 .
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The subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are
listed in Table 3.

Table 3. Degree 2, type 2A3 + A1.

HS̃ HT̃ ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

C2
2 C2 4 4

C2 = 〈(1, 3)(4, 6)(8, 11)〉 C1 6 6

3.2.5. Degree 2, type D4 + 3A1.

F5 F9 F2

F3

F ′
2F ′

9F ′
5

−→−→G9 G3 E11 E5 E9 E2 E3

E8E7 E1

E10E6 E4

T : degree 4, type A3 + 2A1 S : degree 2, type D4 + 3A1degree 8, type A1

Cris(S) ∼= S3.

The subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are
listed in Table 4.

Table 4. Degree 2, type D4 + 3A1.

HS̃ HT̃ ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

C2 C1 6 6

3.2.6. Degree 2, type 2A3.

F2

F ′
7

F9

F7

F ′
9

F ′
10

F11

F10

F ′
11

F5 −→ E2

E7 E10

E5

E9 E11

E1

E3

E4

E6

E8

E12

S : degree 2, type 2A3T : degree 4, type 2A1(8l)

Cris(S) = 〈a, b, c〉 ∼= C3
2 ,
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where

a = (7, 9)(10, 11),

b = (1, 4)(2, 5)(3, 6)(7, 10)(9, 11),

c = (1, 3)(4, 6)(8, 12).

The subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are
listed in Table 5.

Table 5. Degree 2, type 2A3.

HS̃ HT̃ ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

C2 = 〈c〉 C1 6 6

3.2.7. Degree 2, type A5 + A1(6l).

F2 F4

F ′
10 F11

F ′
8 F7

F10 F ′
11

F ′
7 F8

−→

E2 E3 E4

E1 E5

E9 E6 E12

E10 E11

E7 E8

S : degree 2, type A5 + A1(6l)T : degree 4, type A2

Cris(S) ∼= C2.

There is no HS̃ and HT̃ such that ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS).

3.2.8. Degree 2, type D4 + 2A1.

F1 F3 F ′
1

F7

F11

F ′
7

F ′
11

−→ E1

E2

E3

E4

E5

E6

E7 E8

E9

E10

E11 E12

S : degree 2, type D4 + 2A1T : degree 4, type A3(4l)

Cris(S) = 〈a, b〉 ∼= C2
2 ,

where

a = (7, 11)(8, 12),

b = (2, 4)(5, 6)(9, 10).
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The subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are
listed in Table 6.

Table 6. Degree 2, type D4 + 2A1

.
HS̃ HT̃ ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

C2 = 〈b〉 C1 6 6

3.2.9. Degree 2, type 3A2.

F9

F10

F ′
9

F ′
10

F ′′
9

F ′′
10

−→ E9

E13

E12E7

E14

E11

E8 E1 E2

E3

E4 E5

E6

E10

S : degree 2, type 3A2T : degree 6, smooth

Cris(S) ∼= D6.

The subgroups of Cris(S) up to conjugacy are

C1

C2(3)C2(1) C2(2)C3

C2
2S3(1) S3(2)C6

D6

3 3

3

The subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are
listed in Table 7.
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Table 7. Degree 2, type 3A2.

H
S̃

H
T̃

ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

D6 C2 2 2
S3(1) C1 3 6

C6 C2 2 2
C3 C1 3 6

C2(1) C1 5 6

In Table 7, we have

S3(1) = 〈(1, 3)(2, 4)(5, 6)(7, 13)(11, 14), (1, 6, 4)(2, 5, 3)(7, 13, 12)(8, 14, 11)〉,
C2(1) = 〈(1, 3)(2, 4)(5, 6)(7, 13)(11, 14)〉.

3.2.10. Degree 2, type A3 + 3A1.

F4 F13 F2 F ′
13 F ′

4

F7

F ′
9

F9

F ′
7

−→

E1

E2

E3

E13

E10

E12

E8

E7

E9

E4

E14

E6

E11

E5

S : degree 2, type A3 + 3A1T : degree 4, type 3A1

Cris(S) = 〈a, b〉 ∼= C2
2 ,

where

a = (1, 3)(7, 9)(8, 14)(10, 12),

b = (5, 6)(7, 9)(8, 10)(12, 14).

The subgroups HT ×HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are listed
in Table 8.

Table 8. Degree 2, type A3 + 3A1.

HS̃ HT̃ ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

C2
2 C2 = 〈(7, 9′)(7′, 9)〉 5 5

C2 = 〈ab〉 C1 6 6
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3.2.11. Degree 2, type 6A1.

P1 × P1 −→

F ′
5

F3

F ′
3

F5

F ′
16

F ′
8

F16

F8

−→ E10

E9

E16

E7

E1

E2

E3 E5

E6

E4

E12

E13

E8

E14

E15

E11

S : degree 2, type 6A1T : degree 4, type 4A1

Cris(S) ∼= C2 ×S4.

The subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥ ρ(S̃, HS) are
listed in Table 9. We omit the diagram of subgroups of Cris(S) since it is too complected.

Table 9. Degree 2, type 6A1

H
S̃

H
T̃

ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

D4 C2 4 4
C3

2 C2 4 4
C4 C2 4 4

C2
2 (1) C1 5 6

C2
2 (2) C2 4 4

C2
2 (3) C2 4 4
C2 C1 6 6

In Table 9, we have

C2
2(1) = 〈(1, 2)(4, 6)(10, 13)(11, 14), (1, 6)(2, 4)(7, 9)(11, 14)(12, 15)〉.

C2
2(2) = 〈(1, 6)(2, 4)(7, 12)(8, 16)(9, 15)(11, 14), (1, 2)(4, 6)(10, 13)(11, 14)〉,

C2
2(3) = 〈(1, 2)(4, 6)(7, 15)(8, 16)(9, 12)(10, 13)(11, 14), (1, 6)(2, 4)(7, 9)(11, 14)(12, 15)〉.
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3.2.12. Degree 1, type E6 + A2.

F12

F ′
12

F ′′
12

F1

F ′
1

F ′′
1

F4F ′
a

Fa

F ′′
a

−→ E11

E10

E9

E7

E8

E6

E12

E2

E5

E1

E3

E4

T : degree 3, type D4 S : degree 1, type E6 + A2

There are 2 isomorphic classes of a Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of type S3(D4) and S1(E6+
A2) respectively.

(1) If E7 ∩ E8 ∩ E11 6= ∅, then g∗f
∗E11 equals to Fa + F ′

a + F ′′
a and Fa ∩ F ′

a ∩ F ′′
a 6= ∅.

(2) If E7 ∩ E8 ∩ E11 = ∅, then g∗f
∗E11 equals to a (1)-curve and, in particular, is not

contained in Γ(T ). In this case, the three (−1)-curves Fa, F
′
a and F ′′

a map to a (1)-
curve on S.

We have
Cris(S) ∼= C2.

In both cases, the subgroups HT × HS ⊆ Cris(π) up to conjugacy satisfying ρ(T̃ , HT ) ≥
ρ(S̃, HS) are listed in Table 10.

Table 10. Degree 1, type E6 + A2.

H
S̃

H
T̃

ρ(S̃, HS) ρ(T̃ , HT )

C2 C1 6 7

4. Examples

In this section, we present some examples which realize group actions in Section 3. These
examples are interesting in different aspects. The surface S in Section 4.1 is the unique
singular cubic surface with a Zariski dense exceptional set up to a twist over C. The Cox
rings of the surfaces S in Section 4.2 and 3.2.12 are defined by only one relation (see [Der13]).
Section 4.3 and 3.2.12 provide examples where the b-invariants are violated by the quasi-étale
covers.

4.1. degree 3, type 4A1.

Notation 4.1. Let S be the singular cubic surface in P3 defined by the equation

X3 + 2XYW +XZ2 − Y 2Z + ZW 2 = 0

over Q.

Proposition 4.2. Under Notation 4.1, the following assertions hold.

(1) S is a cubic surface with four A1 singularities (known as a Cayley cubic surface).

(2) We have ρ(S̃) = 4.
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(3) There exists a quasi-étale T → S defined over Q such that ρ(T̃ ) = 4.

Proof. The four singular points on S are

Sing(S) = {(1 : ζ8 : ζ
2
8 : ζ38 ), (1 : ζ38 : ζ68 : ζ8), (1 : ζ58 : ζ28 : ζ78 ), (1 : ζ78 : ζ68 : ζ58)}.

The Galois group Gal(Q/Q) acts on the set Sing(S) by C2
2 (2) ⊂ S4 in the notation of Section

3.2.2 (i.e. the unique normal subgroup of S4 which is isomorphic to C2
2). Thus ρ(S) = 4

by Table 2. (Note that if the action was C2
2 (1), then the induced action on Γ(S̃) would not

fix the three lines E5, E9, and E12.) Since there exists a smooth rational point on S, the
homotopy exact sequence of étale fundamental groups implies that the induced quasi-étale
cover T → S descend to a cover T → S over Q. After possibly a twisting, we may assume
that the Galois action on Γ(T ) is trivial since any automorphisms on Γ(T ) can be realized
as Aut(T ) [Cor05]. Thus we have ρ(T ) = 4 by Table 2. �

Example 4.3 (Construction of the example). It is well-known that the Cayley cubic surface
can be written as a hypersurface S0 in P3

Q defined by the equation

1

x
+

1

y
+

1

y
+

1

z
= 1.

The surface S0 is split over Q, and the singular points are

Sing(S0) = {(1 : 0 : 0 : 0), (0 : 1 : 0 : 0), (0 : 0 : 1 : 0), (0 : 0 : 0 : 1)}.
Pick a number field K such that [K : Q] = 4 and Gal(K/Q) acts on the four roots
{a0, a1, a2, a3} of the minimal polynomial by C2

2(2) ⊂ S4. Let

M :=




1 1 1 1
a0 a1 a2 a3
a20 a21 a22 a23
a30 a31 a32 a33




be the Vandermonde matrix associated to (a0, a1, a2, a3). Then the change of variables by
M defines a surface S1 with the desired Galois action on Sing(S1). Since S0 is defined by a
symmetric polynomial, the coefficients of the equation of S1 are symmetric polynomials in
ai, and thus are in Q. The surface S in Notation 4.1 is obtained in this way by inputting
the number field Q(ζ8).

4.2. degree 2, type D4 + 3A1.

Notation 4.4. Over field Q, define a morphism of varieties as follows.

T = Proj

(
k(1,1,2,2)[x, y, z, w]

y4 − 16zw

)
π→ S = Proj

(
k(1,1,1,2)[X, Y, Z,W ]

W 2 −XY (Z2 + Y 2)

)
,

(x : y : z : w) 7→ (x2 : y2 : 2(z − w) : 2xy(z + w)).

It is readily to confirm that π is well-defined.

Proposition 4.5. Under Notation 4.4, the following statements hold.

(1) S is a Du Val del Pezzo surface of type S2(D4 + 3A1), and T is a Du Val del Pezzo
surface of type S4(A3 + 2A1).

(2) We have ρ(T̃ ) = ρ(S̃) = 6.
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Proof. For (1), note that we have an isomorphism

T = Proj

(
Q(1,1,2,2)[x, y, z, w]

y4 − zw

)
→ T ′ = Proj

(
Q(1,1,1,1,1)[X, Y, Z, S, T ]

(Y 2 −XZ,Z2 − ST )

)
,

(x : y : z : w) 7→ (x2 : xy : y2 : z : w).

For (2), write T̃ and S̃ for the minimal resolution of T and S. Note that the singular points
on T and S are

Sing T = {A3 : (1 : 0 : 0 : 0), A1 : (0 : 0 : 1 : 0), A1 : (0 : 0 : 0 : 1)},
Sing S = {D4 : (1 : 0 : 0 : 0), A1 : (0 : 0 : 1 : 0), A1 : (0 : −i : 2 : 0), A1 : (0 : i : 2 : 0)}.

So Gal(Q/Q) acts on Γ(S̃) so that ρ(S̃) = 6 as presented in Section 3.2.5. The Galois action

on Γ(T̃ ) is trivial since the two lines on T are not interchanged by the action. �

We present in the following example how T → S is constructed.

Example 4.6 (Construction of the example). Define a group action on P2
C by the quaternion

group Q8 = {±1,±I,±J,±K} by
I : (X : Y : Z) 7→ (iX,−iY : Z), J : (X : Y : Z) 7→ (ζ8Y : ζ38X : Z),

where ζ8 =
√
2(1 + i)/2. Then we have a tower of quasi-étale covers

U := P2
C/〈I2〉

π2→ T := P2
C/〈I〉

π1→ S := P2
C/Q8.

The rings of invariants are

C[X, Y, Z,W ]〈I〉 = C[Z,XY,X4, Y 4],

C[X, Y, Z,W ]Q8 = C[Z,X2Y 2, X4 − Y 4, XY (X4 + Y 4)]

= C[f1, f4, g4, f6]/(f
2
6 − f4g

2
4 − 4f 3

4 ).

Thus

S = Proj

(
k(1,4,4,6)[x, y, z, w]

w2 − yz2 − 4y3

)
∼= Proj

(
k(1,1,1,2)[X, Y, Z,W ]

W 2 −XY (Z2 + Y 2)

)
.

The equations of T and π can be obtained in the same way.

4.3. degree 2, type 3A2.

Notation 4.7. Let S be the hypersurface in PQ(1, 1, 1, 2) defined by the equation

W 2 + (3X2 − Y Z)W + 9X4 − 6X2Y Z +X(Y 3 + Z3) = 0.

Let T be the subvariety of P6
b,a1,··· ,a6

cutting out by

{bai = ai−1ai+1, b
2 = aiai+3 | i = 1, · · · , 6}.

Define the morphism π : T → S by

π : (b : a1 : · · · : a6) 7→ (b : a1 + a3 + a5 : a2 + a4 + a6 : a1a2 + a3a4 + a5a6) = (X : Y : Z : W ).

We will show that π is well-defined.

Proposition 4.8. The following statements hold.

(1) S is a Du Val del Pezzo surface of type S2(3A2), and T is a del Pezzo surface of
degree 6.
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(2) The morphism π is a well-defined quasi-étale cover.

(3) We have ρ(T̃ ) = 6 > 5 = ρ(S̃).

Proof. We will show these assertions by constructing S as a quotient variety of T . It is
well-known that T is the anticanonical model of a del Pezzo surface of degree 6 which is split
over Q. Let G = S3 acts on T by

(b, a1, a2, a3, a4, a5, a6) 7→ (b, a3, a4, a5, a6, a1, a2).

The action interchanges diagonal lines. Hence the quotient variety T/G is of type S2(3A2)
by the diagram in Section 3.2.9. We obtain the equations of S and π as in Notation 4.7 by
computing the ring of invariants by Magma.

The singular locus of S is

Sing(S) = {(1 : 3 : 3 : 3), (1 : 3ζ3, 3ζ
2
3 : 3), (1 : 3ζ23 , 3ζ3 : 3)}.

We see that the Galois group acts on Sing(S) as C2 and trivially on Γ(T ). There are three
conjugate classes of subgroups of Cris(S) that act on Sing(S) as C2. The only one that
fixes Γ(T ) is C2(1) (See Section 3.2.9). Thus, the action on Γ(S) is C2(1), and we have
ρ(T ) = 6 > 5 = ρ(S). �

4.4. degree 1, type E6 + A2.

Notation 4.9. Let S be the hypersurface in PQ(1, 1, 2, 3) defined by the equation

W 2 + Z3 +X4Y 2 = 0.

Proposition 4.10. The following assertions hold.

(1) S is a Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of type S1(E6 + A2).
(2) There exits a quasi-étale cover π : T → S where T is a Du Val del Pezzo surface of

type S3(D4).

(3) We have ρ(T̃ ) = 7 > 6 = ρ(S̃).

Proof. S is of type S1(E6 + A2) since the same equation is listed in [CP21, Section 8]. The
four lines on S are defined by

E9 = {Z = W − iX2Y = 0}, E10 = {Z = W + iX2Y = 0},
E11 = {Y = W 2 + Z3 = 0}, E12 = {X = W 2 + Z3 = 0},

which can be derived from those on a twist form of S in [Der13]. So the Galois group acts
on Γ(S) as C2 and ρ(S) = 6 by the analysis of Section 3.2.12. Let π : T → S be the induced
quasi-étale cover where T is of type S3(D4). All the actions on the dual graph of T can be
realized as automorphisms of T by [Vir23]. The existence of a twist T σ of T above S such
that ρ(T σ) = 7 follows from a similar argument to the proof of Proposition 4.2. �

5. Proof of Theorem C

Recall the following definition in [BL18].

Definition 5.1. A smooth projective geometrically integral variety X over a field k is called
almost Fano if

• H i(X,OX) = 0 for i = 1, 2.
• The geometric Picard group Pic(X) is torsion-free.
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• The anticanonical divisor −KX is big.

In particular, a weak del Pezzo surfaces is an almost Fano variety.

Lemma 5.2. Let π : T → S be a quasi-étale cover of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces.

(1) Suppose that ρ(T̃ ) ≥ ρ(S̃) and that there exists a dense open subset V of T such that
the equation

N(V,−KT , B) ∼ c(T,−KT )B(logB)ρ(T̃ )−1

holds true for any adelically metrized anticanonical line bundle −KT on T . Then for
any open subset U of S, there exists an adelically metrized anticanonical line bundle
−KS on S such that the equation

N(U,−KS, B) ∼ c(S,−KS)B(logB)ρ(S̃)−1 (5.1)

does not hold true.
(2) Suppose that ρ(T̃ ) > ρ(S̃) and that for any dense open subset V of T and any adeli-

cally metrized anticanonical line bundle −KT on T , we have

N(V,−KT , B)≫ B(logB)ρ(T̃ )−1. (5.2)

Then for any dense open subset U of S and any adelically metrized anticanonical line
bundle −KS on S, the following assertion holds true: For any constant C > 0, there
exists B0 such that for any B ≥ B0, we have

N(U,−KS, B) ≥ CB(logB)ρ(S̃)−1.

Proof. Since π is quasi-étale, we have π∗KS ∼ KT . We may also pull back the adelic metric
naturally. In the case of (1), fix a dense open subset U of S and suppose equation (5.1)
is true for any adelically metrized anticanonical line bundle −KS. By [Pey95, Proposition
5.0.1], the rational points are equidistributed on U . But then

lim
B→∞

N(π(T (Q)) ∩ U,−KS, B)

N(U,−KS, B)
=

c(T,−KT )

c(S,−KS)
> 0,

which contradicts [BL18, Theorem 1.2].
In the case of (2), let U0 be an dense open subset of S over which π is étale. Let U be any

dense open subset of X . We have

N(U,−KS, B) ≥ 1

deg π
N(π−1(U ∩ U0),−KT , B)

Moreover, the assumption (5.2) implies that

lim inf
B→∞

N(π−1(U ∩ U0),−KT , B)

B(logB)ρ(T̃ )−1
> 0.

Hence

lim inf
B→∞

N(U,−KS, B)

B(logB)ρ(S̃)−1
≥ 1

deg π
lim inf
B→∞

(
N(π−1(U ∩ U0),−KT , B)

B(logB)ρ(T̃ )−1
· (logB)ρ(T̃ )−ρ(S̃)

)

= +∞. �
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Proof of Theorem C. Let S be either of the surfaces in (1). By Proposition 4.2 and Proposi-

tion 4.5, there exists a quasi-étale cover T → S such that ρ(T̃ ) = ρ(S̃) and that T is a toric
Du Val del Pezzo surface. The closed-set version of Manin’s conjecture with Peyre’s constant
is known for T with any adelically metrized line bundle −KT [BT98a, CLT10]. Then, the
assertion follows by (1) of Lemma 5.2.

Let S be the first surface in (2). By Proposition 4.8, there exists a quasi-étale cover T → S

such that ρ(T̃ ) > ρ(S̃) where T is a del Pezzo surface of degree 6. The closed-set version of
Manin’s conjecture with Peyre’s constant is known for T with any adelically metrized line
bundle −KT [BT98a, CLT10]. Let S be the second surface in (2). By Proposition 4.10, there

exists a quasi-étale cover T → S such that ρ(T̃ ) = 7 > 6 = ρ(S̃) where T is of S3(D4). By
[FLS18, Theorem 1.1], we have

N(V,−KT , B)≫ B(logB)ρ(T̃ )−1 (5.3)

for any dense open subset V of T . In either case, the assertion follows by (2) of Lemma
5.2. �

It is also worth noting that the four surfaces in Theorem C are all rational. As an imme-
diate conclusion, rational points on them do not form a thin set.

Proposition 5.3. All the four surfaces defined in Theorem C are rational over the base field
Q.

Proof. It is readily to check that each of the four surfaces defined in Theorem C has a rational
point on its smooth locus.

Let S denote the surface defined in (1a) of Theorem C and X be its minimal resolution.
We adopt the notations in Section 4.1. the curves E6 and E13 on X are disjoint to each other
and form an orbit under the Galois action. So we may contract them, and the result is a
smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 5. A del Pezzo surface of degree 5 always has a rational
point and is rational [Poo23, Section 9.4.12]. So we conclude that S is rational as well.

Let S denote the surface defined in (1b) of Theorem C and X be its minimal resolution.
Using the notations from Section 4.2, we may contract the Galois orbit {E8, E10} of (−1)-
curves on X , and then contract the image of the Galois orbit {E6, E7}. The result is a weak
del Pezzo surface of type S6(A1+A2) for which the Galois action fixes each negative curves.
So we may contract it to a twist of P2 (see [Der13, Figure 1]). The existence of a rational
point on a twist of P2 implies that the twist is isomorphic to P2. So we conclude that S is
rational over the base field.

Let S denote the surface defined in (2a) of Theorem C and X be its minimal resolution.
Using the notations from Section 4.3, we may contract E8, E10, E11 and E13 on X equivari-
antly. The result is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 6. A del Pezzo surface of degree 6
with a rational point is rational [Poo23, Section 9.4.12]. So we conclude that S is rational
over the base field.

Let S denote the surface defined in (2b) of Theorem C and X be its minimal resolution.
Using the notations from Section 3.2.12, we may contract the orbit {E9, E10} to obtain a
surface of type S3(D4), and then contract the image of {E2, E6} to obtain a surface of type
S5(A2), and then contract the image of {E3, E5} to obtain a surface of type S7(A1). This
can be contracted to a twist of P2. So S is rational over the base field. �
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