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K-MODULI OF LOG DEL PEZZO PAIRS AND VARIATIONS OF GIT

JESUS MARTINEZ-GARCIA, THEODOROS STYLIANOS PAPAZACHARIOU, AND JUNYAN ZHAO

Abstract. We study the K-moduli of log del Pezzo pairs formed by a del Pezzo surface of de-

gree d and an anti-canonical divisor. These moduli spaces naturally depend on one parameter,

providing a natural problem in variations of K-moduli spaces. For degrees 2, 3, 4, we estab-

lish an isomorphism between the K-moduli spaces and variations of Geometric Invariant Theory

compactifications, which generalizes the isomorphisms in the absolute cases established by Odaka–

Spotti–Sun and Mabuchi–Mukai.
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1. Introduction

K-stability has successfully provided the construction of moduli spaces of Fano varieties and
log Fano pairs. The general K-moduli theorem (cf. Theorem 2.16) is a combination of substantial
work by a number of people (cf. [Alp+20; Blu+21; BLX22; BX19; CP21b; Jia20; LWX21;
LXZ22; OSS16; SSY16; Xu20; XZ20; XZ21]), which establishes that for fixed dimension n and log-
anticanonical volume v, the functor of K-semistable log Fano pairs is represented by a separated
Artin stack, which admits a projective good moduli space (in the sense of [Alp13]); the closed
points of the moduli space are in bijection with isomorphic classes of K-polystable log Fano pairs.

Compact K-moduli spaces M
K
(c) of K-polystable log Fano pairs (X, cD) with a coefficient c

give rise to wall-crossing phenomena as c varies, which is important as it allows us to relate many
birational moduli spaces to each other by providing an explicit resolution of the rational maps
between them. Perturbations of c result, locally on M

K
(c), into variations of geometric invariant

theory (VGIT) quotients (cf. [ADL24; Zho23]). In some cases, these K-moduli compactifications
can be realized globally as VGIT quotients. In recent years, significant efforts have been made
to produce specific examples of K-moduli wall crossings (cf. [ADL23a; ADL23b; CM16; GMS21;
Mar13; PSW23; Pap22a; Zha23a; Zha23b; Zha24]). However, so far there are no completely
understood examples where both the varieties and the boundary divisors have moduli.

The goal of this paper is to study log del Pezzo pair of degree d > 1, especially for d = 2, 3, 4,
where both surfaces and divisors can vary. We denote byMK

d (c) the irreducible component of the
K-moduli stack of Q-Gorenstein smoothable log pairs (X, cD), where X is a del Pezzo surface of

degree d and D ∈ | −KX |, and denote by M
K

d (c) its good moduli space.
1
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For degrees d = 3, 4, since an anticanonical divisor of a smooth degree d del Pezzo surface
X ⊆ Pd is a hyperplane section of X, there is a natural way — via VGIT — to construct
compactified moduli spaces of smooth log pairs (X,D) (cf. Section 2.4). These moduli spaces,

denoted by M
GIT

d (t) depend on a parameter t with a wall-chamber decomposition (cf. [GM19;
Pap22a]).

Our first result establishes isomorphisms between the VGIT moduli spaces and the K-moduli
spaces for the above log del Pezzo pairs, preserving both wall-crossing structures.

Theorem 1.1 (cf. Theorem 3.8). Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational number and d = 3, 4. LetMGIT
d (t(c))

be the GIT moduli stack of log del Pezzo pairs of degree d. Let t(c) = 9c
8+c

if d = 3, and t(c) = 6c
5+c

if d = 4. Then there is an isomorphism between Artin stacks

MK
d (c) ≃M

GIT
d (t(c)),

which descends to an isomorphism M
K

d (c) ≃ M
GIT

d (t(c)) between the corresponding good moduli
spaces. In particular, these isomorphisms commute with the wall-crossing morphisms.

In [GM19; GMS21] and [Pap22a], the authors work out the VGIT moduli spaces for d = 3, 4

respectively, and give a geometric description of the singularities of the pairs in different cham-
bers. In fact, the authors prove the above isomorphisms between K-moduli spaces and VGIT
moduli spaces when the coefficient c is small (but not beyond the second chamber).

Del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2 have a richer geometry than the higher degree analogues. To
present our result on their moduli (Theorem 1.2), we first need to introduce some considerations.
Let Y be a del Pezzo surface of degree 2 with canonical singularities. Its anti-canonical divisor
−KY is base-point free and induces a 2 : 1 morphism to P2 branched along a quartic curve C,
where curves D ∈ | −KY | are mapped to lines C ′ ⊂ P2. Using the double cover, one can relate
the K-stability of (Y, cD) to that of (P2, 1

2
C + cC ′) [Der16, Example 4.2]. We denote by MK

P2(c)

the moduli stack of log Fano pairs with a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to pairs (P2, 1
2
C + cC ′), and

its good moduli space by M
K

P2(c). We will establish that M
K

2 (c) and M
K

P2(c) are isomorphic (cf.

Theorem 4.3). We need to caution the reader that even if we denote the moduli space by M
K

P2(c),
there are pairs (X, 1

2
D1 + cD2) in the moduli such that X ≃ P(1, 1, 4).

Natural GIT compactifications can be considered for pairs (C,C ′) in P2, where C is a quartic
curve and C ′ is a line, and a, b ∈ Z>0 (cf. [Laz09]):

M
GIT

P2 (t) :=
(
PH0

(
P2,OP2(4)

)
× PH0

(
P2,OP2(1)

) )
//O(a,b) PGL(3),

where t = b
a
. Similarly, letMGIT

P2 (t) be its GIT moduli stack.
It is well known that smooth del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2 can degenerate to a double cover Y

of P(1, 1, 4) branched along an octic hyperelliptic curve (z2−f8(x, y) = 0) (e.g. see [OSS16]). The
double cover is induced by the linear system | −KY | and anti-canonical curves of Y are mapped
to degree 2 curves in P(1, 1, 4) (in fact, the union of two lines, as there are no irreducible curves of

degree 2 in P(1, 1, 4)). Let M
K

P(1,1,4)(c) be the closure in the K-moduli space of the classes of pairs
(P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
C + cC ′) where C is an octic and C ′ is a quadric, with reduced scheme structure.

Similarly, as for P2, we can obtain natural GIT compactifications of pairs (C,C ′) in P(1, 1, 4):

M
GIT

P(1,1,4)(t) :=
(
PH0

(
P1,OP1(8)

)
× PH0

(
P1,OP1(2)

))
//O(a,b) PGL(2)

where t = b
a
. We can now present our second result.

Theorem 1.2 (cf. Corollary 4.2, Theorems 4.9, 4.16, 4.3, 4.22). Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational

number, and M
K

2 (c) be the K-moduli space of log del Pezzo pairs (Y, cD) of degree 2, where
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D ∈ | −KY |. Then we have a canonical isomorphism

MK
P2(c) ≃

[
Ũsst(c)/PGL(3)

]
,

where t(c) = 2c. The latter quotient stack is obtained by taking the Kirwan blow-up Ũsst(c) of the
VGIT moduli stackMGIT

P2 (t(c)) at the point parameterizing the pair (2C,L), where C is a smooth
conic and L is a line intersecting C transversely. This isomorphism descends to a canonical
isomorphism of the good moduli spaces:

M
K

2 (c) ≃ M
K

P2(c) ≃ Ũsst //O(a,b) PGL(3),

where t(c) = a
b
. Moreover:

(1) If (X, 1
2
C + cC ′) is a K-semistable pair in MK

P2(c), then X ∼= P2 or X ∼= P(1, 1, 4).
(2) A pair (P2, 1

2
C + cC ′) is K-(semi/poly)stable if and only if the pair (C,C ′) is GITt(c)-

(semi/poly)stable, where t(c) = 2c.
(3) A pair (P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
C + cC ′) is K-(semi/poly)stable if and only if (C,C ′) is GIT′

t(c)-
(semi/poly)stable, where t′(c) = 12c

1−c . Moreover, there is a canonical isomorphism

M
K

P(1,1,4)(c) ≃ M
GIT

P(1,1,4)(t
′(c)).

Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 generalize the isomorphisms between the GIT moduli spaces
and the K-moduli spaces established in [OSS16] and [MM93] to the log pair case. Moreover, as
a consequence, we can determine all the walls for the K-moduli spaces when d = 2, 3, 4 by GIT
analysis of their VGIT counterparts. We can also determine all the K-polystable elements for
each wall c by looking at their VGIT counterparts, since GITt-(semi/poly)stability coincides with
c(t) (semi/poly)stability.

Theorem 1.3 (cf. Theorem 5.1, 5.2, Wall crossings of K-moduli). Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational

number, d ∈ {2, ..., 9} be an integer. Let M
K

d (c) be the K-moduli spaces of del Pezzo pairs (X, cD),
which admit a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to a pair (Σd, cC), where Σd is a smooth del Pezzo surface
of degree d, and C ∈ | −KΣd

| is a smooth curve.

(1) If d = 9, then there are no walls and only one chamber. Moreover, M
K

9 (c) is canonically
isomorphic to the GIT compactification as cubic curves in P2 of the moduli of elliptic
curves.

(2) If d = 8 and Σ8 = P1 × P1, then there is a unique wall c = 1
4
.

(3) If d = 8 and Σ8 = Blp P
2, then there are two walls c = 1

5
, 1
4
.

(4) If d = 7, then there are three walls c = 4
25
, 2
9
, 2
5
.

(5) If d = 6, then there are five walls c = 2
11
, 1
4
, 5
14
, 2
5
, 1
2
.

(6) If d = 5, then there are six walls c = 2
17
, 4
19
, 2
7
, 8
23
, 4
9
, 4
7
.

(7) If d = 4, then there are five walls c = 1
7
, 1
4
, 1
3
, 1
2
, 5
8
.

(8) If d = 3, then there are five walls c = 2
11
, 4
13
, 2
5
, 10
19
, 2
3
.

(9) If d = 2, then there are eight walls c = 1
13
, 1
7
, 1
5
, 1
4
, 2
5
, 1
2
, 4
7
, 7
10

.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2 we recover some of the basic definitions on K-stability
and K-moduli, as well as the VGIT construction for log del Pezzo pairs. In Section 3 we study
the K-moduli of del Pezzo pairs of degrees 3 and 4, proving Theorem 1.1. In Section 4 we study
the K-moduli of del Pezzo pairs of degree 2, proving Theorem 1.2. In Section 5 we tackle degrees
5 − 9, proving Theorem 1.3. Some technical results have been relegated to the appendices. In
Appendix A, we describe the VGIT quotients of quartic plane curves (and their degenerations)
that are used in the proof of Theorem 1.2 and in Appendix B we describe the strictly K-polystable
pairs appearing in the walls for degrees 5 and higher.
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2. Preliminaries

Convention. Throughout this paper, we work over the field of complex numbers C. By a surface,
we mean a connected normal projective algebraic surface over C. For notions and properties of
singularities of surface pairs, we refer the reader to [KM98, Chapter 2, Chapter 4].

2.1. K-stability of log Fano pairs. In this section, we follow conventions and notation from
[ADL24] and [Ara+23].

Definition 2.1. Let X be a normal projective variety, and D be an effective Q-divisor on X.
Then the pair (X,D) is called a log Fano pair if −(KX +D) is an ample Q-Cartier divisor and a
log del Pezzo pair if in addition dim(X) = 2. A normal projective variety X is called a Q-Fano
variety if (X, 0) is a Kawamata log terminal (klt) log Fano pair. A (Q-Fano) variety of dimension
2 is a del Pezzo surface.

Definition 2.2. Let (X,D) be an n-dimensional log Fano pair, and L be an ample line bundle
on X which is Q-linear equivalent to −k(KX+D) for some positive rational number k ∈ Q. Then
a normal test configuration (abbreviated TC) (X ,D;L) of (X,D;L) consists of

• a normal projective variety X with a flat projective morphism π : X → A1;
• a line bundle L ample over A1;
• a Gm-action on the polarized variety (X ,L) such that π is Gm-equivariant, where A1 is

equipped with the standard Gm-action;
• a Gm-equivariant isomorphism between the restriction (X \X0;L|X\X0

) and (X ;L)× (A1 \

{0});
• an effective Q-divisor D on X such that D is the Zariski closure of D × (A1 \ {0}) in X ,

under the identification between X \ X0 and X × (A1 \ {0}).

A TC is called

• a product test configuration if

(2.1) (X ,D;L) ≃ (X × A1, D × A1; p∗1L⊗OX (lX0))

for some l ∈ Z;
• a trivial test configuration if it is a product TC and the isomorphism (2.1) is Gm-

equivariant, where the Gm-action on X is trivial;
• a special test configuration if L ∼Q −k(KX/A1 +D) and (X ,D+X0) is purely log terminal

(plt).

The generalized Futaki invariant of a normal test configuration (X ,D;L)/A1 is

Fut(X ,D;L) :=
1

(−KX −D)n

(
n

n+ 1
·
L
n+1

kn+1
+

(L
n
.(KX/P1 +D))

kn

)
,
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where (X ,D;L) is the natural compactification of (X ,D;L) over P1.

Now we define K-stability for log Fano pairs.

Definition 2.3. A log Fano pair (X,D) is called

(1) K-semistable if Fut(X ,D;L) ≥ 0 for any normal test configuration (X ,D;L)/A1 and any
k ∈ Q such that L is Cartier;

(2) K-polystable if it is K-semistable, and Fut(X ,D;L) = 0 for some TC (X ,D;L) if and only if
it is a product TC.

(3) K-stable if it is K-semistable, and Fut(X ,D;L) = 0 for some TC (X ,D;L) if and only if it is
a trivial TC.

There is an equivalent formulation of K-(semi)stability in terms of birational geometry, by
means of the following invariants:

Definition 2.4. Let (X,D) be an n-dimensional log Fano pair, and E a prime divisor on a normal
projective variety Y , where π : Y → X is a birational morphism. Then the log discrepancy of
(X,D) with respect to E is

A(X,D)(E) := 1 + coeffE(KY − π
∗(KX +D)).

The expected vanishing order of (X,D) with respect to E (also referred to as the S-invariant) is

S(X,D)(E) :=
1

(−KX −D)n

∫ τ

0

vol(π∗(−KX −D)− xE)dx.

The β-invariant of (X,D) with respect to E is then

β(X,D)(E) := A(X,D)(E)− S(X,D)(E).

Theorem 2.5 (cf. [BX19; Fuj19; Li17]). The following assertions hold:

• (X,D) is K-stable if and only if β(X,D)(E) > 0 for every prime divisor E over X;
• (X,D) is K-semistable if and only if β(X,D)(E) ≥ 0 for every prime divisor E over X.

Theorem 2.6 (cf. [Fuj18; LL19; Liu18]). Let (X,D) be an n-dimensional K-semistable log Fano
pair. Then for any x ∈ X, we have

(−KX −D)n ≤

(
1 +

1

n

)n
v̂ol(x,X,D),

where v̂ol(x,X,D) is the normalized volume of (X,D) at x.

The following two results enable us to deduce the (semi)stability of the central fiber in a test
configuration from invariant conditions and (semi)stability of general fibers.

Lemma 2.7 (cf. [Kem78]). Let (X,L) be a polarized projective variety with an action by a
reductive group G. Let σ : Gm → G be a 1-parameter subgroup, and x ∈ X a GIT semistable
point such that its Hilbert-Mumford weight µL(x, σ) = 0. Then the limit x0 = limt→0 σ(t) · x is
also GIT semistable.

Lemma 2.8 (cf. [LWX21]). Let (X,D) be a log Fano pair, and (X ,D;L)→ A1 is a normal TC.
If (X,D) is K-semistable and Fut(X ,D;L) = 0, then (X ,D;L) is a special TC, and the central
fiber (X0,D0) is also K-semistable.

Definition 2.9 (cf. [Ara+23, §1.3]). Let (X,D) be a log del Pezzo (surface) pair with klt
singularities. If the maximal torus of Aut0(X,D) is of codimension 1 (i.e. isomorphic to Gm),
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then we call (X,D) a complexity-one T-pair. A Gm-equivariant divisor F over a complexity-
one log del Pezzo T-pair (X,D) is called vertical if a maximal Gm-orbit in F has dimension 1;
otherwise it is called horizontal.

Theorem 2.10 (cf. [Ara+23, Theorem 1.31]). Let (X,D) be a log del Pezzo T-pair of complexity-
one, with Gm-action λ. The pair (X,D) is K-polystable if and only if the following conditions
hold:

(1) β(X,D)(F ) > 0 for each vertical Gm-equivariant prime divisor F on X,
(2) β(X,D)(F ) = 0 for each horizontal Gm-equivariant prime divisor F on X, and
(3) Fut(X,D)(λ · (X,D)) = 0 where λ · (X,D) is the TC induced by taking the closure of the λ-orbit

of (X,D).

Lemma 2.11. Let (X,D) be a log del Pezzo T-pair of complexity-one with Gm-action λ, with no
horizontal divisors such that for each vertical divisor F , β(F ) > 0. Then (X,D) is K-polystable
if and only if for any λ-fixed point p ∈ F , where F is any vertical divisor, β(X,D)(E) = 0 where
E is the exceptional divisor of the plt blow-up of (X,D) at p. In fact, it is enough to check this
condition for one fixed point of each vertical divisor F .

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.10. By hypothesis, conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied. By [Xu21,
Lemma 3.4] we have that Fut(X,D)(λ · (X,D)) = β(E). Note that given q ∈ F , a vertical divisor,
then the λ-invariant points in F are limt→0 λ(t) · q = p1 and limt→∞ λ(t) · q = p2. Let E1, E2 be
the exceptional divisors of their plt-blow ups. By construction, we have β(E1) + β(E2) = 0, so
it is enough to check β(E1) = 0. Note vertical divisors cover the whole set of fixed points (since
otherwise we would have a horizontal divisor). �

2.2. K-moduli spaces and CM line bundles. In this part, we collect some results on the
K-moduli spaces of log Fano pairs, following [ADL24] and [GM19].

Definition 2.12. Let f : (X ,D) → B be a proper flat morphism with normal geometrically
connected fibers of pure dimension n to a reduced scheme B, where D is an effective Q-divisor on
X which does not contain any fiber of f . Then f is a Q-Gorenstein flat family of log Fano pairs
if −(KX/B +D) is Q-Cartier and ample over B.

Definition 2.13. Let 0 < c < 1
r

be a rational number and (X, cD) be a log Fano surface pair
such that D ∼ −rKX . A Q-Gorenstein flat family of log Fano pairs f : (X , cD) → C over a
pointed smooth curve (0 ∈ C) is called a Q-Gorenstein smoothing of (X,D) if

(1) the divisors D and KX/C are both Q-Cartier, f -ample, and D ∼Q,f −rKX/C;
(2) both f and f |D are smooth over C \ {0}, and
(3) (X0, cD0) ≃ (X, cD).

Now let f : X → S be a proper flat family of connected schemes with S2 fibers of pure dimension
n, and L be a line bundle on X which is ample over S. It follows from [KM76] that for sufficiently
divisible k ≫ 0, we have a decomposition

det f!(L
k) = λ

( k

n+1)
n+1 ⊗ λ

(kn)
n ⊗ · · · ⊗ λ

(k0)
0

for some line bundles λi = λi(X ,L) on S. Since f is flat, then each fiber (Xt,Lt), t ∈ S, has the
same Hilbert polynomial for sufficiently divisible m≫ 0

χ(Xt,L
m
t ) = a0m

n + a1m
n−1 + · · ·+ an

by Riemann-Roch’s Theorem.
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Let D =
∑l

i=1Di be a relative Mumford Z-divisor [Kol18, Definition 1] on X over S. Assume
that Di is flat over S for each i. Let ã0 be the leading coefficient of the Hilbert polynomial
χ(Dt, (L|D)mt ) where m≫ 0. As above, we have line bundles λ̃i = λ̃i(D, (L|D)m) on S such that

det f!(L|
k
D) = λ̃

(kn)
n ⊗ λ̃

( k

n−1)
n−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ λ̃

(k0)
0 .

Definition 2.14 (cf. [GM19, Definition 2.2], [ADL24, Definition 2.18]). The CM Q-line bundle
of a Q-Gorenstein smoothable family f : (X , cD)→ S over a reduced base S is defined as

ΛCM,f,cD := k−n
(
λ
⊗
(
n(n+1)+

2a1−cã0
a0

)

n+1 ⊗ λ⊗(−2(n+1))
n ⊗ λ̃⊗c(n+1)

n

)

where L = −k(KX/S + cD) is a Cartier divisor on X ample over S, and k ∈ Z is some positive
integer.

Theorem 2.15 ([GMS21, Theorem 2.6], cf. [PT08]). Let (f : (X ,D)→ A1,L) be a test configu-
ration of an n-dimensional (−k(KX + cD))-polarized pair (X,D). Then

w(ΛCM,f,cD) = (n+ 1)! Fut(X , cD,−k(KX/A1 + cD)),

where w(ΛCM,f,cD) is the total weight of ΛCM,f,cD under the C∗-action of the test configuration.

Theorem 2.16 (K-moduli Theorem). Let r ∈ Q≥1 and c ∈ (0, 1/r) be a rational number, and
χ be the Hilbert polynomial of an anti-canonically polarized smooth Fano variety. Consider the
moduli pseudo-functor sending a reduced base S to

MK
c (S) :=



(X ,D)/S

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(X , cD)/S is a Q-Gorenstein smoothable log Fano family,
D ∼S,Q −rKX/S , each fiber (Xs, cDs) is K-semistable,
and χ(Xs,OXs

(−mKXs
)) = χ(m) for m sufficiently divisible.



 .

Then there is a reduced Artin stackMK(c) of finite type over C representing this moduli pseudo-
functor. The C-points of MK(c) parameterize K-semistable Q-Gorenstein smoothable log Fano
pairs (X, cD) with Hilbert polynomial χ(X,OX(−mKX)) = χ(m) for sufficiently divisible m≫ 0

and D ∼Q −rKX . Moreover, the stack MK(c) admits a good moduli space M
K
(c), which is

a reduced projective scheme of finite type over C, whose C-points parameterize K-polystable log
Fano pairs. Moreover, the CM Q-line bundle on MK(c) descends to an ample Q-line bundle on

M
K
(c).

The following theorem illustrates how the moduli spaces M
K
(c) depend on the coefficient c.

Theorem 2.17 (cf. [ADL24, Theorem 1.2]). There are rational numbers

0 = c0 < c1 < c2 < · · · < cn = 1,

such that for every 0 ≤ j < n, the K-moduli stacks MK(c) are independent of the choice of
c ∈ (cj, cj+1). Moreover, for every 0 ≤ j < n and 0 < ǫ≪ 1, one has open immersions

MK(cj − ǫ) →֒ M
K(cj) ←֓ M

K(cj + ǫ),

which descend to projective birational morphisms

M
K
(cj − ǫ)→M

K
(cj)←M

K
(cj + ǫ).

The values ci are called walls and the intervals (ci, ci+1) are called chambers. If a pair (X, cD)

is K-polystable if and only if 0 < c < ci and at c = ci we have that its image under the map
M

K
(cj − ǫ)→M

K
(cj) is (X0, ciD0) we say that (X0, D0) is the polystable replacement of (X,D)

at c = ci.
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Theorem 2.18. (cf. [ADL24, Theorem 2.22]) Let f : (X , cD)→ S be a Q-Gorenstein smoothable
family of log Fano pairs over a normal projective base S. Let G be a reductive group acting on
X and S such that D is G-invariant and f is G-equivariant. Moreover, assume the following
conditions are satisfied:

(i) for any s ∈ S, if Aut(Xs,Ds) is finite, then the stabilizer Gs is also finite;
(ii) if for s, s′ ∈ S, we have that (Xs,Ds) ≃ (Xs′,Ds′), then s′ ∈ G · s;
(iii) ΛCM,f,cD is an ample Q-line bundle on S.

Then s ∈ S is GIT-(poly/semi)stable with respect to the G-linearized Q-line bundle ΛCM,f,cD if
(Xs, cDs) is a K-(poly/semi)stable pair.

2.3. Variations of GIT quotients. For the general theory on Variations of GIT quotients,
we refer the reader to [DH98; Tha96] and the beautiful survey [Laz13]. Here we state only the
following structure theorem.

Lemma 2.19. (cf. [Laz13, Lemma 3.10]) Let (X,L) be a polarized projective variety, and G a
reductive group acting on (X,L). Let L0 be a G-linearized line bundle on X. For any rational
number 0 < ǫ ≪ 1, we define L±ǫ := L ⊗ L⊗(±ǫ)

0 . Let Xss(0) and Xss(±) denote the semistable
loci with respect to L and L±ǫ, respectively. Then

(i) there are open immersions Xss(±) ⊆ Xss(0), and
(ii) for any x ∈ Xss(0) \Xss(±), there is a 1-parameter subgroup σ of G such that

µL(x, σ) = 0, and µL+ǫ(x, σ)µL−ǫ(x, σ) < 0 for 0 < ǫ≪ 1,

where µ is the Hilbert-Mumford weight. Note, the second condition implies that µLt(x, σ)

changes sign when crossing the ‘wall’ at t = 0.

2.4. Overview of VGIT of hypersurfaces and complete intersections in P3 and P4.

In [GM17; GM18; GMZ18], compactifications of log Fano pairs (X, cD) where X is a Fano
hypersurface and D a hyperplane section were introduced using VGIT of pairs (X,H) where H
is a hyperplane. This construction was extended in [Pap22a] to the case where X is a complete
intersection of hypersurfaces of the same degree and D = X∩H is still a hyperplane section. Note
that in both cases D ∼ −KX . Furthermore, [GM19] classified the points for each compactification
for the case where X ⊂ P3 is a cubic surface (a del Pezzo surface of degree 3) and [Pap22a] for
the case where X ⊂ P4 is a complete intersection of two quadrics (a del Pezzo surface of degree
4). Let us briefly recall the constructions and main results for these two specific cases, as we will
need them later.

The scheme S1 := PH0(P3,OP3(3)) ∼= P19 parameterizes embedded cubic surfaces in P3 (in-
cluding all del Pezzo surfaces of degree 3 with canonical singularities [Kol96, p. III.3]), and
the scheme S2 := PH0(P3,OP3(1)) ∼= P3 parameterizes embedded hyperplanes in P3. Simi-
larly, let V = H0(P4,OP4(2)) be the vector space of global sections of OP4(2). The scheme
S ′
1 := Gr(2, V ) ∼= Gr(2, 15) parameterizes embedded complete intersections of two quadrics in P4

(including all del Pezzo surfaces of degree 4 with canonical singularities [Kol96, p. III.3]), with
Plücker embedding Gr(2, V ) →

∧2
PV . The scheme S ′

2 := PH0(P4,OP4(1)) ∼= P4 parameterizes
embedded hyperplanes in P4.

The groups PGL(4) and PGL(5) act naturally on the product spaces S1 × S2 and S ′
1 × S ′

2

parameterizing pairs (X,H) formed by a (possibly non-reduced or reducible) cubic surface and a
hyperplane or a (possibly non-reduced or reducible) complete intersection of two quadrics and a
hyperplane, respectively. Let π1, π′

1, π2 and π′
2 be the projections to S1, S ′

1, S2, S ′
2, respectively.
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For any rational number t > 0, we set

Lt := O(1, t) := π∗
1OS1(a)⊗ π

∗
2OS2(b)

and
L′
t := O(1, t) := (π′

1)
∗OS′

1
(a)⊗ (π′

2)
∗OS′

2
(b),

where t = a
b

and we can define GITt-(semi/poly)stability in the obvious way. Note that Lt and
L′
t are only defined up to scaling. However, since we only use them to define a GIT quotient, the

specific choice of (a, b) will be irrelevant (we assume they are both positive and sufficiently large).
For each rational t > 0, Lt and L′

t are ample. For each value t > 0, define the GIT moduli stacks

MGIT
3 (t) := [(S1 × S2)

ss/Lt
PGL(4)] , MGIT

4 (t) :=
[
(S ′

1 × S
′
2)
ss/L′

t
PGL(5)

]

and let their moduli spaces be M
GIT

3 (t) and M
GIT

4 (t), respectively.
By [GM18, Theorem 1.1] and [Pap22a, Lemma 3.20], there are no GITt-semistable pairs (X,H)

for t > 1. Furthermore, by [GM18, Theorem 1.3] and [Pap22a, Theorem 3.23], if (X,H) is

semistable, then D = X ∩ H ∼ −KX is a hypersurface in X. In particular, we note M
GIT

d (t)

gives a GIT compactification of the moduli of log smooth pairs (X,D). For t ∈ (0, 1), there is a
wall-chamber decomposition [DH98; Tha96]. A chamber is defined as the largest subinterval in

which M
GIT

d (t) does not vary, while a wall is the intersection of the closure of two chambers. If t
is a wall, there are contractions:

M
GIT

d (t− ǫ) −→M
GIT

d (t)←−M
GIT

d (t+ ǫ)

for 0 < ǫ≪ 1 and d = 3, 4.
We have a full description of the walls and chambers:

Theorem 2.20 ([GM19, Lemma 1], [Pap22a, §6.3, Theorem 6.20]). The walls for M
GIT

3 (t) are:

t0 = 0, t1 =
1

5
, t2 =

1

3
, t3 =

3

7
, t4 =

5

9
, t5 =

9

13
, t6 = 1.

The walls for M
GIT

4 (t) are:

t0 = 0, t1 =
1

6
, t2 =

2

7
, t3 =

3

8
, t4 =

6

11
, t5 =

2

3
, t6 = 1.

Moreover, in [GM19, Theorems 2 and 3] and [Pap22a, Theorem 6.20, Theorem 6.21] the au-

thors gave a precise description of all pairs (X,D) represented in each M
GIT

3 (t) and M
GIT

4 (t),
respectively, for each t ∈ (0, 1). The full statements are rather long, so we will omit them here.

Let U3 ⊆ S1 × S2, U4 ⊆ S ′
1 × S

′
2 be the open subsets representing pairs (X,H) such that H is

not contained in X and that X ∩ H 6= X ∩ H ′ for any hyperplane H ′ 6= H . It follows that the
complement of Ud is of codimension ≥ 2 for d = 3, 4, and it only contains pairs (X,H) which are
GIT-unstable for any 0 < t < 1 (c.f. [GMS21, Lemmas 3.3, 3.5, 3.6] and [Pap22a, Lemmas 3.3,
3.5, 3.6, 7.2, 7.3, 7.4]). Let f : (X ,D = X ∩ H) → Ud be the universal family over Ud. For any
0 < c < 1, let ΛCM,c := ΛCM,f,cD be the CM Q-line bundle of this family.

Proposition 2.21. (cf. [GMS21, Theorem 3.8]) For d = 3 and any rational number 0 < c < 1,
we have

ΛCM,c ≃ O(8 + c, 9c)

as Q-line bundles. In particular, note that ΛCM,c is ample for all c ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q and ΛCM,c is
proportional to Lt(c) where t(c) = 9c

8+c
.
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Proposition 2.22. (cf. [Pap22a, Lemma 7.5]) For d = 4 and any rational number 0 < c < 1, we
have that

ΛCM,c ≃ O(2(5 + c), 12c)

as Q-line bundles. In particular, we have that ΛCM,c is ample for all c ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q and ΛCM,c is
proportional to L′

t(c) where t(c) = 6c
5+c

.

For d = 4 the author also shows that there is an isomorphism of K-moduli and GIT moduli
stacks up until and including the second GIT chamber [Pap22a, Theorem 8.2].

3. Isomorphisms of VGIT and K-moduli for degrees 3 and 4

In this section, we will first give a bound of singularities of the surfaces which will appear in
the K-moduli spaces. This will be widely used later. Then we prove Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < c < 1 be a positive number. Let (X0, cD0) be a K-semistable log del Pezzo
pair that admits a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to (X, cD), where X is a smooth del Pezzo surface of
degree l ≥ 3 and D ∈ | −KX | is smooth. Then X0 is Gorenstein.

Proof. Let x ∈ X0 be a point, and n := Ind(x,KX0) ≥ 1 be the Gorenstein index at x. If x /∈ D0,
then the assumption D0 +KX0 ∼ 0, in both cases, implies that n ≤ 1 (since then locally around
x, KX0 is trivial and thus Gorenstein). Now let us assume that x ∈ D0. Since x is a klt surface
singularity (as (X0, cD0) is K-semistable), then x is a quotient singularity [KM98, Corollary 5.21].
As x ∈ X0 is Q-Gorenstein smoothable and a quotient singularity, then x is an index n point cyclic
quotient singularity of type 1

dn2 (1, dna−1) [KS88, Proposition 3.10]. It follows from Theorem 2.6
that for X a del Pezzo surface of degree l

l(1− c)2 = (−KX0 − cD0)
2 ≤

9

4
v̂ol(x,X0, cD0).

Let (x̃, X̃0, D̃0)→ (x,X0, D0) be a smooth covering of degree dn2 over x. By [LX19, Theorem 2.7
(3)], one has that

(3.2) dn2 ·
4

9
· l(1− c)2 ≤ dn2v̂ol(x,X0, cD0) = v̂ol(x̃, X̃0, cD̃0) ≤ (2− c ordx̃ D̃0)

2 < 4,

where the second inequality follows from computing the discrepancy on the smooth blow-up of x̃.
Since X0 is a del Pezzo surface of degree l > 3, if ordx̃ D̃0 ≥ 2, then we have

dn2 ·
4

3
(1− c)2 ≤ dn2 ·

4l

9
(1− c)2 ≤ 4(1− c)2,

and thus 3 ≥ dn2 ≥ n2. This forces n = 1 and X0 is Gorenstein.
Thus, assume that ordx̃ D̃0 = 1. Let u, v be local coordinates near x̃ ∈ X̃0 such that the cyclic

group action on X̃ defining the quotient singularity is scaling on each coordinate, and let uivj be
a monomial appearing in the local equation of D̃0 such that i + j = ordx̃ D̃0 = 1. The relation
D0 +KX0 ∼ 0 implies that

i+ (dna− 1)j ≡ dna mod dn2,

as around x, the total weights of u, v and KX0 are 1, dna − 1 and −dna, respectively and
D0 ∼ −KX0 Since either (i, j) = (0, 1) or (i, j) = (1, 0), then dn has to divide 1, which implies
d = n = 1, and hence X0 is Gorenstein.

�

Corollary 3.2. Let 0 ≤ c ≤ 1 be a positive number.
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(1) Let (X0, cD0) be a K-semistable log del Pezzo pair that admits a Q-Gorenstein smoothing
to (X, cD), where X is a cubic surface and D ∈ | −KX |. Then X0 can be embedded into
P3 by | −KX0 | as a cubic surface.

(2) Let (X0, cD0) be a K-semistable log del Pezzo pair that admits a Q-Gorenstein smoothing
to (X, cD), where X is a complete intersection of two quadrics in P4 and D ∈ | − KX |.
Then X0 can be embedded into P4 by | −KX0 | as a complete intersection of two quadrics.

Proof. This Corollary is an immediate consequence, in both cases, of Theorem 3.1 and [Fuj90, p.
117 and Corollary 1.7]. �

Recall that Ud is the open subset parameterizing pairs (X,H) such that H is a hypersurface
not contained in X and that X∩H 6= X ∩H ′ for any hyperplane H ′ 6= H . Let UK

d (c) be the open
subset of Ud which consists of pairs (X,H) such that (X, cD) is K-semistable, where D = X ∩H ,
and UGIT

d (c) ⊆ Ud the GITt(c)-semistable locus, where t(c) = 9c
8+c

for d = 3 and t(c) = 6c
5+c

for
d = 4.

Proposition 3.3. Let d be 3 or 4. For any 0 < c < 1, the K-moduli stack MK
d (c) is isomorphic

to the quotient stack [UK
d (c)/PGL(d+ 1)], via which the open immersions

UK
d (c− ǫ) →֒ UK

d (c) ←֓ UK
d (c+ ǫ)

descend to wall-crossing morphisms

MK
d (c− ǫ) →֒ M

K
d (c) ←֓ M

K
d (c+ ǫ).

Proof. Thanks to Corollary 3.2, this can be proven using the same method as in [ADL24, Theorem
5.15]. �

We denote by
0 = c0 < c1 < · · · < cl = 1

a sequence of numbers such that for each ci, either c = ci is a wall for K-moduli stacksMK
d (c), or

t = t(ci) is a wall for the VGIT moduli stacksMGIT
d (t(c)). The following Proposition summarizes

the main results of [GMS21] and [Pap22a].

Proposition 3.4 (cf. [GMS21, Proposition 4.7], [Pap22a, Theorem 8.2]). Let d ∈ {3, 4}. For
c ∈ (0, c1), the two open subsets UK

d (c) and UGIT
d (c) of U are equal.

The next two propositions involve an induction process, leading to the results that UK(c) =

UGIT(c) for any 0 < c < 1, both for d = 3 and d = 4. We follow the same proof as in [ADL23a].

Proposition 3.5. Let d ∈ {3, 4}. Suppose that, for any c ∈ (0, ci), we have UK
d (c) = UGIT

d (c).
Then UK

d (ci) = UGIT
d (ci).

Proof. We first show that UK
d (ci) ⊆ UGIT

d (ci). Let (X,D) ∈ UK
d (ci) be any K-semistable point.

Let (X0, D0) ∈M
K

d (ci) be the K-polystable pair, and σ a 1-parameter subgroup such that

lim
t→0

σ(t) · [(X,D)] = [(X0, D0)]

in M
K

d (ci). Note that since −KX is very ample, any special test configuration is naturally embed-
ded into Pd×A1, so that the test configuration is induced by a 1-parameter subgroup. Now, by the
surjectivity of the wall-crossing morphism M

K

d (ci − ǫ) → M
K

d (ci), we can choose a K-semistable
pair (X ′, D′) ∈ UK

d (ci − ǫ) and a 1-parameter subgroup σ′ such that

lim
t→0

σ′(t) · [(X ′, D′)] = [(X0, D0)].
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Let (X , ciD) and (X ′, ciD′) be the two test configurations corresponding to σ and σ′ respectively.
Since (X0, ciD0) is K-polystable and (X ′, ciD

′) is K-semistable, then the generalized Futaki in-
variant Fut(X ′, ciD′) = 0. As Fut(X ′, ciD′) is proportional to the GIT weight of the CM Q-line
bundle ΛU,ci (Theorem 2.15), then we have µLt(ci)([(X ′, D′)], σ′) = 0 by Proposition 2.21. By
our hypothesis, the pair (X ′, D′) is contained in UK

d (ci − ǫ) = UGIT
d (ci − ǫ) ⊆ UGIT

d (ci). Now it
follows from Lemma 2.7 that [(X0, D0)] is GITt(ci)-semistable. By openness of GIT semistability,
we conclude that [(X,D)] ∈ UGIT

d (ci), and hence UK
d (ci) ⊆ UGIT

d (ci).
Conversely, for any (X,D) ∈ UGIT

d (ci), similarly we can find GITt(ci)-polystable pair (X0, D0) ∈

UGIT
d (ci), GITt(ci)−ǫ-semistable pair (X ′, D′) ∈ UGIT

d (ci − ǫ), and two 1-parameter subgroups σ
and σ′ such that

lim
t→0

σ(t) · [(X,D)] = [(X0, D0)], lim
t→0

σ′(t) · [(X ′, D′)] = [(X0, D0)],

and that
µLt(ci)([(X,D)], σ) = µLt(ci)([(X ′, D′)], σ′) = 0.

Let (X ′, ciD′;L) be the test configuration of (X ′, ciD
′) corresponding to σ′. Then, Fut(X ′, ciD′;L) =

0 by Proposition 2.21 and Theorem 2.15. Since (X ′, (ci−ǫ)D
′) is K-semistable by our hypothesis,

then X ′ is normal ([LX14, Section 8.2], the first paragraph). Now it follows from Lemma 2.8 that
(X0, ciD0) is K-semistable, and hence (X,D) is K-semistable by openness of K-semistability. �

Proposition 3.6. Let d ∈ {3, 4}. Suppose that, for any c ∈ (0, ci] we have UK
d (c) = UGIT

d (c).
Then UK

d (c) = UGIT
d (c) for any c ∈ (ci, ci+1).

Proof. Notice that it suffices to prove the equality for a fixed c = ci + ǫ, 0 < ǫ ≪ ci+1 − ci.
We first show that UK

d (ci + ǫ) ⊆ UGIT
d (ci + ǫ). Suppose otherwise, choose a pair (X,D) ∈

UK
d (ci + ǫ) \ UGIT(ci + ǫ). By our assumption, (X,D) is GITci-semistable, and hence using

Lemma 2.19, we can find a 1-parameter subgroup σ of PGL(d+ 1) such that

µLt(ci)([(X,D)], σ) = 0, and µLt(ci+ǫ)([(X,D)], σ) < 0.

Then the limit limt→0 σ(t) · [(X,D)] is GITt(ci)-semistable by Lemma 2.7, and thus represented by
some (X0, D0) ∈ U

GIT
d (ci). Let (X ,D;L) be the test configuration of (X,D,−KX) corresponding

to σ. It follows from Proposition 2.21 and Theorem 2.15 that Fut(X , (ci+ ǫ)D;L) < 0, and hence
(X, (ci + ǫ)D) is K-unstable, which is a contradiction. Thus UK

d (ci + ǫ) ⊆ UGIT
d (ci + ǫ). In fact,

if (X, (ci + ǫ)D) is K-polystable, then it is GITt(ci+ǫ)-polystable (Lemma 3.7).
Now consider the commutative diagram

UK
d (ci + ǫ)

� _

ϕ

��

//

[
UK
d (ci + ǫ)/PGL(d+ 1)

]
� _

φ

��

// UK
d (ci + ǫ)//PGL(d+ 1) =M

K

d (ci + ǫ)

ψ
��

UGIT
d (ci + ǫ) //

[
UGIT
d (ci + ǫ)/PGL(d+ 1)

]
// UGIT

d (ci + ǫ)//PGL(d+ 1) =M
GIT

d (t(ci + ǫ))

.

Note that the existence of maps φ, ϕ and ψ follows from the moduli construction, our proof that
UK
d (ci + ǫ) ⊆ UGIT

d (ci + ǫ) and Lemma 3.7 below. In particular ϕ and φ are natural inclusions.
As φ is descended from the open immersion ϕ, then φ is a monomorphism of stacks, and thus

it is separated [Sta24, Tag 06MY] and representable (as it is an injection and the stabilisers are
the same). By Lemma 3.7 and Proposition 3.3, we see that φ sends closed points to closed points,

which implies that ψ is quasi-finite, as it is injective. As M
GIT

d (t(ci + ǫ)) and M
K

d (ci + ǫ) are

separated, ψ is separated. As M
GIT

d (t(ci+ ǫ)) and M
K

d (ci+ ǫ) are proper and ψ is separated, then
ψ is proper, which together with being quasi-finite means ψ is finite. Consequently φ is finite
[Alp13, Proposition 6.4]. Note the moduli construction implies that the left and right square

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/06MY
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above are fibre products. Since finite maps are preserved by base change ([Gro60, Proposition
6.1.5(iii)]), the map ϕ is finite, and thus surjective [Sha13, Theorem 1.12]. We conclude that
UK
d (ci + ǫ) = UGIT

d (ci + ǫ). �

Lemma 3.7. With the same notation and assumption as in Proposition 3.6, if (X, (ci + ǫ)D) ∈

UK
d (ci + ǫ) is K-polystable, then (X,D) is GITt(ci+ǫ)-polystable.

Proof. It is shown in the proof of Lemma 3.6 that (X,D) is GITt(ci+ǫ)-semistable. Suppose it is
not GITt(ci+ǫ)-polystable, then there is a 1-parameter subgroup σ of PGL(d+ 1) such that

(X0, D0) := lim
t→0

σ(t) · (X,D)

is GITt(ci+ǫ)-polystable. Thus µLt(ci+ǫ)([(X,D)], σ) = 0 and Fut(X , (ci+ǫ)D;L) = 0 by Proposition
2.21, where (X ,D;L) is the test configuration of the polarized pair (X,D,OX(1)) corresponding
to σ. Notice that (X0, D0) ∈ UGIT

d (ci + ǫ) ⊆ UGIT
d (ci) = UK

d (ci), in particular (X0, ciD0) is klt,
and hence (X , (ci + ǫ)D;L) is a special test configuration (since ǫ is small). Since (X, (ci + ǫ)D)

is K-polystable, then (X,D) ≃ (X0, D0), and hence they are in the same PGL(d+ 1) orbit. As a
consequence, (X,D) is GITt(ci+ǫ)-polystable. �

Theorem 3.8. Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational number. Then there is an isomorphism between Artin
stacks

MK
d (c) ≃M

GIT
d (t(c))

with t(c) = 9c
8+c

when d = 3 and t(c) = 6c
5+c

when d = 4. Moreover, such isomorphisms commute
with wall crossing morphisms.

Proof. This is now an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.4, Proposition 3.6 and Proposition
3.5 using an induction argument. �

Remark 3.9. It should be noted that Proposition 3.4, and the results of [GMS21; Pap22a] are
necessary in order to run the inductive argument which allows us to prove Theorem 3.8. This
is due to the fact that we require that UK

d (c) ⊆ UGIT
d (c) for c ∈ (0, c1), which cannot be proven

without the explicit methods of [GMS21] for degree 3 and [Pap22a] for degree 4. In particular, this
method is likely to work in many other cases (e.g. Fano complete intersections with hyperplane
sections), if one can characterise the first chamber as a global quotient.

4. VGIT and K-moduli spaces of del Pezzo pairs of degree 2

A smooth del Pezzo surface Y of degree 2 admits a natural double cover to P2 defined by the
linear series | −KY |, which is branched along a quartic curve C4 ⊆ P2. A divisor D ∈ | −KY | is
mapped to a line L on P2. Thus, we have a crepant double cover

(Y, cD) −→ (P2, 1/2C4 + cL).

We will study the K-moduli stack (the K-moduli space, respectively) of pairs (X, 1
2
C+cC ′) which

admit a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to (P2, 1
2
C4 + cL) for all rational numbers c ∈ (0, 1), and prove

that these K-moduli spaces are isomorphic to the K-moduli spaces of log del Pezzo pairs (Y, cD)

of degree 2, where D ∈ | − KY | (cf. Theorem 4.6). Let MK
P2(c) and MK

2 (c) be the moduli
stacks of (limits of) K-semistable pairs on P2 and log del Pezzo pairs of degree 2 respectively, and

correspondingly let M
K

P2(c) and M
K

2 (c) be their good moduli spaces.
We first prove an analogue of Theorem 3.1 in this case.

Lemma 4.1. Let (X, 1
2
C + cC ′) be a K-semistable pair which admits a Q-Gorenstein smoothing

to (P2, 1
2
C4 + cL). Then the Gorenstein index of X is at most 2.
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Proof. As (X, 1
2
C + cC ′) is K-semistable, then X has at worst klt singularities. It follows from

[Hac04, Proposition 6.2] that any singularity x ∈ X is of the form 1
n2 (1, na− 1), where (a, n) = 1

and n 6= 3 is the Gorenstein index of X. Thus, it suffices to show that the Gorenstein index
is strictly less than 4. Fix an arbitrary point x ∈ X. If x /∈ C ′, then by the condition that
3C ′ + KX ∼ 0, we see that KX is Cartier near x, and thus n = 1. Now, we may assume that
x ∈ C ′. The same argument in the Proof of Theorem 3.1 shows that n ≤ 3 as desired. �

Corollary 4.2. Let (X, 1
2
C + cC ′) be a K-semistable pair in MK

P2(c), then either X ≃ P2 or
X ≃ P(1, 1, 4).

Proof. It is known that X is a Manetti surface (cf. [Hac04, Section 8.2]) of Gorenstein index
at most 2, hence X is either P2 or P(1, 1, 4). Indeed, if X 6= P2, then X is a deformation from
a Manetti surface P(a2, b2, c2), where you may assume c > b > a and the Gorenstein index
is at least c by [KS88, Lemma 3.16], which forces c 6 2. Since we may assume P(a2, b2, c2)

is well-formed [Ian00], we conclude a = b = 1. Finally, if X is a deformation from P(1, 1, 4),
then the only singularity of X is a deformation of a quotient singularity of type 1

4
(1, 1), which

has a one-dimensional Q-Gorenstein miniversal deformation space, thus it cannot be partially
smooth [Akh+16]. Thus either X = P2 or X = P(1, 1, 4) since there are no local-to-global
obstructions. �

4.1. K-moduli spaces of log del Pezzo pairs of degree 2. In this part, we will prove Theorem
4.3, and then we can reduce our study of log del Pezzo pairs of degree 2 to the study of K-polystable
plane curve pairs.

Theorem 4.3. There is an isomorphism φ(c) :M
K

P2(c)
∼
−→M

K

2 (c).

Lemma 4.4. Let (X, cD) be a degree 2 K-semistable log del Pezzo pair. Then the Q-Gorenstein
deformation of (X, cD) is unobstructed. In particular, the moduli stackMK

2 (c) is irreducible and

smooth, and the K-moduli space M
K

2 (c) is irreducible and normal.

Proof. The proof is identical to [Zha24, Proof of Theorem 1.4]. �

Lemma 4.5. The K-moduli stackMK
P2(c) is isomorphic to some quotient stack of a locally closed

subscheme of some Hilbert scheme of pairs in P5.

Proof. Let H be the locally closed subscheme of the Hilbert scheme parameterizing triples (X ;C,C ′)

such that X ⊆ P5 has Hilbert polynomial χ(P2,O(2m)) (i.e. the one embedding P2 via Veronese
embedding), 3C+4KX ∼ 0 and 3C ′+KX ∼ 0. Let H be the open subscheme of H parameterizing
those such that (X, 1

2
C + cC ′) is K-semistable. Then we know from Corollary 4.2 that any X

in H is either P2 or P(1, 1, 4). Moreover, the Q-Gorenstein deformations of P2 and P(1, 1, 4) are
unobstructed, and the class groups of them are torsion free. Therefore, OP5(1)|X is the unique
Weil divisor class which is Q-linearly equivalent to −2

3
KX . Hence, the stack H is smooth for

the same argument as Lemma 4.4, and thus, the quotient stack [H/PGL(6)] is smooth. By
our construction of H, there is a morphism [H/PGL(6)] → MK

P2(c), which is separated. More-
over, as the morphism is bijective on C-points, and the morphism preserves the stabilizers (as
−2

3
KX
∼= OP5(1)|X), we conclude that [H/PGL(6)] ≃MK

P2(c). �

Lemma 4.6. There is a natural morphism ψ(c) : G(c) → MK
2 (c) from some µ2-gerbe G(c) of

MK
P2(c) to MK

2 (c).

Proof. Consider the universal family (X , 1
2
C +cC ′)→MK

P2(c). Using the isomorphism in Lemma
4.5, one obtains via the pull-back from P5 a line bundle OX (1) on X . We have that OX (C )⊗
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OX (−2) is trivial on each fiber. Thus, it is the pull-back of some line bundle L on MK
P2(c). Let

ψ(c) : G(c) → MK
P2(c) be the µ2-gerbe obtained by taking the second root stack of L [AGV08,

Appendix B.2]. Then there is a line bundle L
′ on G(c) such that L

′⊗2 is the pull-back of L. Let
πG(c) : (XG(c);CG(c),C

′
G(c))→ G(c) be the pull-back of the universal family to G(c). Then the line

bundle NG(c) := OXG(c)
(1)⊗ π∗

G(c)L
′ satisfies N

⊗2
G(c) ≃ OXG(c)

(CG(c)).
Now we take the double cover of XG(c) branched along CG(c), denoted by

YG(c) := SpecXG(c)

(
OXG(c)

⊕N
∗
G(c)

)
.

This double cover is also a double cover fiberwise, as NG(c) is a line bundle. Let DG be the pull-
back of C ′

G(c) to YG(c). Then, every fiber (Xt,
1
2
Ct + cC ′

t ) is the µ2-quotient of (Yg, cDg), where
g ∈ |G(c)| is the unique point over t ∈ |MK

P2(c)|. Therefore, the morphism

(YG(c), cDG(c)) −→ G(c)

is a family of K-semistable log Fano pairs, where a general fiber is a log del Pezzo pair of degree
2. By the universal property of K-moduli stacks, we obtain a morphism G(c)→MK

2 (c). �

Lemma 4.7. The composition morphism

G(c)
ψ(c)
−→ MK

P2(c) −→ M
K

P2(c)

is the good moduli space of G(c).

Proof. By definition [Alp13, Definition 4.1], we need to prove that (ψ(c))∗OG(c) = OMK

P2
(c) and

that ψ(c) is cohomologically affine [Alp13, Definition 3.1]. Recall that G(c) → MK
P2(c) is the

µ2-gerbe, so G(c) =MK
P2(c) ×BGm

BGm, where f : BGm → BGm is given by taking the second
power, and the morphism MK

P2(c) → BGm is the classifying morphism of L introduced in the
proof of Lemma 4.6. Thus to show that φ(c) is cohomologically affine, it suffices to prove f is
[Alp, Lemma 6.4.16], which is known to hold true. Indeed, by weight decomposition, a quasi-
coherent sheaf V over BGm corresponds to a family (Vi)i∈Z of vector spaces. Moreover, W := f∗V

corresponds to (Wi := V2j)i∈Z . Since the correspondence V 7→ Vi is exact for every i, then f∗ is an
exact functor. On the other hand, since ψ(c) is a µ2-gerbe, we have that (ψ(c))∗OG(c) = OMK

P2
(c).

This completes the proof. �

The morphism G(c)→MK
2 (c) constructed in Proposition 4.6 descends to a morphism

φ(c) : M
K

P2(c) −→ M
K

2 (c).

In particular, φ(c)(X, 1
2
C + cC ′) = (Y, cD) where Y is the double cover of X branched at C and

D = φ(C)−1(C).

Proposition 4.8. The morphism φ(c) is bijective.

Proof. Since M
K

2 (c) is irreducible and the morphism φ(c) is dominant (as log smooth pairs are
dense in both domain and target), then φ(c) is surjective by the properness of the K-moduli.
Suppose now (X1,

1
2
C1 + cC ′

1) and (X2,
1
2
C2 + cC ′

2) are two K-polystable pairs such that their
double covers (Y1, cD1) and (Y2, cD2) are isomorphic. Then X1 and X2 are isomorphic to either
P2 or P(1, 1, 4) by Corollary 4.2. Note (Xi,

1
2
Ci) is canonical if and only if Yi is canonical. If Xi

is isomorphic to P2, then Yi is given by w2 − f4(x, y, z) = 0 in P(1, 1, 1, 2) and the double cover
πi : Yi → Xi

∼= P2 gives us that KYi = π∗
i (KXi

+ 1
2
OXi

(4)), so KYi is Cartier. Moreover, since Yi is
K-semistable, then it is klt, and hence Yi has Du Val singularities. If Xi is isomorphic to P(1, 1, 4),
then Ci does not contain the singularity of Xi since the pair is K-semistable (by Lemma 4.1, and
thus Yi has exactly two non-ADE singularities. By the assumption that (Y1, cD1) ≃ (Y2, cD2),
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we know that X1 ≃ X2. Now, we assume that (Y1, cD1) = (Y2, cD2) = (Y, cD) and denote the
double covers by π1 : Y → X1 and π2 : Y → X2.

Assume first thatXi ≃ P(1, 1, 4), and denote by pi the singularity ofXi. Denote by Li := OXi
(1)

the class of a line on Xi ≃ P(1, 1, 4). Then the local Picard group Pic(pi ∈ Xi) ≃ Z/4Z with
Li a generator. Since Y is Q-Fano, then it is rationally connected by [Zha06] and thus simply
connected, so Y has no non-trivial torsion line bundle. As πi is étale near pi, then

π∗
1L1 − π

∗
2L2

is torsion, and thus trivial. It follows from [KM98, Definition 2.50] that

(πi)∗OY (π
∗
i (2Li)) ≃ OXi

(2Li)⊕OXi
(−2Li),

and thus

H0(X1,OX1(2L1)) ≃ H0(Y, π∗
1O(2L1)) ≃ H0(Y, π∗

2O(2L2)) ≃ H0(X2,OX2(2L2)).

Similarly, we have that
(πi)∗OY (π

∗OXi
(4Li)) ≃ OXi

(4Li)⊕OXi
,

and thus

H0(X1,OX1(4L1))⊕ C ≃ H0(Y, π∗
1O(4L1)) ≃ H0(Y, π∗

2O(4L2)) ≃ H0(X2,OX2(4L2))⊕ C.

Choosing a basis (s1, s2, s3) ofH0(Xi, 2Li) and an element s4 inH0(Y, π∗
iO(4Li))\H

0(Xi,OXi
(4Li)),

one obtains a morphism
(s1 : s2 : s3 : s4) : Y −→ P(1, 1, 1, 2),

which is isomorphism to πi once we take the image. It follows that the two double covers π1
and π2 differ by an automorphism of P(1, 1, 1, 2), and hence they are isomorphic. Therefore, we
conclude that (X1,

1
2
C1 + cC ′

1) ≃ (X2,
1
2
C2 + cC ′

2).
Similarly, if Xi ≃ P2, then the same argument shows that (X1,

1
2
C1 + cC ′

1) ≃ (X2,
1
2
C2 + cC ′

2).
Therefore, the morphism φ(c) is injective, concluding the proof. �

Having proven the above statements, we can deduce the main theorem in this section.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Using Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.8, we can apply Zariski’s main theo-
rem to the morphism φ(c), and conclude that φ(c) is an isomorphism. �

4.2. VGIT of plane curves and K-stability of pairs on P2. Consider the PGL(3)-action
on H4 × H1 := PH0(P2,OP2(4))× PH0(P2,OP2(1)) ∼= P14 × P2 induced by the natural action of
PGL(3) on P2. Take a polarization O(a, b) with a, b > 0 and set t = b/a ∈ (0, 2), where t = 2 is
the final wall. We call a pair (C4, L) ∈ H4×H1 GITt-(semi/poly)stable if it is a (semi/poly)stable
point under the PGL(3)-action with respect to O(a, b).

From the algorithm described in [GM18; Pap22a; Pap23] and the computational package
[Pap22b] we obtain the following walls and chambers (cf. [Laz06, §4] for an independent so-
lution of the GIT problem):

t0 t1 t2 t3 t4 t5 t6
walls 0 1

2
4
5

1 8
7

7
5

2

chambers (0, 1
2
) (1

2
, 4
5
) (4

5
, 1) (1, 8

7
) (8

7
, 7
5
) (7

5
, 2)

We thus obtain 11 non-isomorphic quotients M
GIT

P2 (ti), which are characterized by Theorems
A.3 and A.4.

In the study of the K-moduli of del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2 and the GIT of plane quartic
curves (cf. [ADL24; OSS16]), we know that the double smooth conic is special, in the sense that
it appears in the GIT moduli, but its counterpart does not appear in the K-moduli. Indeed, note
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that if it did, then the double cover of P2 branched at the double conic should appear on M
K

2 (0)

via φ(0). However, such double cover is not normal, so it cannot be K-semistable.
We will prove the following result in this section.

Theorem 4.9. Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational number, t = 2c, and (C4, C1) ∈ H4×H1 such that C4 is
not a double smooth conic. Then (C4, C1) is GITt-(semi/poly)stable if and only if (P2, 1

2
C4+ cC1)

is K-(semi/poly)stable.

Lemma 4.10. Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational number, and

π :
(
P2 ×H4 ×H1,

1

2
C4 + cC1

)
−→ H4 ×H1

be the universal family of pairs. Then the CM line bundle ΛCM,c is proportional to the polarization
OH4×H1(1, t) for t = 2c up to a positive constant.

Proof. By [CP21b], the CM Q-line bundle with respect to π is given by

−π∗(−KP2×H4×H1/H4×H1
−

1

2
C4 − cC1)

3 =
3

2
(1− c)2OH4×H1(1, 2c).

�

We verify that for all GITt-polystable pairs (C4, L) given in Table 2, the pair (P2, 1
2
C0 + cL0)

is c-K-polystable for t = 2c. We will explicitly demonstrate this only for wall t = 7
5
, as the

computations for other walls follow in the same way.

Proposition 4.11. Let 0 < c < 1 be a rational number. Let (C0 = {F = 0}, L0 = {H = 0}) be
given by the equations of row 8 of Table 2, and C = {x0x

3
2 − x

3
1x2 + f4(x0, x1) = 0}.

(1) The pair (P2, 1
2
C0 + cL0) is K-polystable if and only if c = 7

10
.

(2) The pair (P2, 1
2
C + cL0) is K-semistable if 0 ≤ c ≤ 7

10
, and K-unstable for 7

10
< c < 1.

Proof. (1) Note (P2, 1
2
C0 + cL0) is a T-pair of complexity-one with the Gm-action λ with

weights (5, 1,−4). Since the horizontal divisors are those whose points have finite orbits,
it is easy to deduce that there are no horizontal divisors on (P2, C0) by checking the only
fixed points are the intersection of coordinate axis. The vertical divisors must be toric
(and thus rational). One checks that x0x22 − ax

3
1 for a ∈ P1 covers P2 (with a = 0 and

a = ∞ giving the coordinate axes). Then one readily checks that their β-invariant is
positive when c = 7

10
.

Testing Fut(λ · (P2, 1
2
C0 + L0)) = 0 is equivalent to showing β(E) = 0, where E is the

exceptional divisor under the (3, 1)-weighted blow-up π : X → P2 at (0 : 0 : 1) (Lemma
2.11). We have

KX − π
∗(KP2 +

1

2
C0 + cL) = −

1

2
C̃0 +−cL̃+

(
3

2
− 3c

)
E,

hence,

A(P2, 1
2
C0+cL0)

(E) =
5

2
− 3c.

Furthermore, consider π∗(−KP2− 1
2
C0−cL)− tE ∼ (1−c)L̃+

(
3(1−c)− t

)
E. This shows

that the pseudoeffective threshold is τ = 3(1− c). Moreover, vol(π∗(−KP2− 1
2
C0− cL)) =

(1− c)2, and we have

P (u) ∼R

{
(1− c)L̃+

(
3(1− c)− t

)
E, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1− c(

3
2
(1− c)− 1

2
t
)
L̃+

(
3(1− c)− t

)
E, 1− c ≤ t ≤ 3(1− c),
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where P (u) is the positive part of the Zariski decomposition of the divisor π∗(KP2+ 1
2
C0

+

cL)− tE. Hence,

S(P2, 1
2
C0+cL0)

(E) =
1

(1− c)2

(∫ τ

0

vol(π∗(−KP2 −
1

2
C0 − cL)− tE)dt

=
1

(1− c)2

(∫ 1−c

0

(
(1− c)2 −

t3

3

)
dt+

∫ 3(1−c)

1−c

1

6
(3(1− c)− t)2dt

)

=
1

(1− c)2

(
8

9
(1− c)2 +

4

9
(1− c)2

)

=
4(1− c)

3
.

Thus β(P2, 1
2
C0+cL0)

(E) = 0 if and only if c = 7
10

.

(2) The computation in (1) shows that if (P2, 1
2
C + cL0) is K-semistable, then we have that

β 1
2
C+cL0

(E) =
7− 10c

6
≥ 0,

hence 0 ≤ c ≤ 7
10

. By openness of K-semistability we have that (P2, 1
2
C + 7

10
L0) is K-

semistable. Moreover, (P2, 1
2
C) is K-semistable [Der16; OSS16] and by interpolation, we

have that (P2, 1
2
C + cL0) is K-semistable for any 0 ≤ c ≤ 7

10
.

�

By the same computation, we get the following tables on the K-moduli walls, where the equation
of the line L is x0 = 0, and the corresponding polystable replacements on the walls.

Wall Curve C Line L Weighted blow-up weights β-invariant Row in Table 2
1
4

x2(x
3
1 − x2x

2
0) x0 (3, 2, 0) (1− 4c)/3 3

1
4

x0x1x2(x1 − x2) x0 (0, 1, 1) (1− 4c)/6 4
2
5

x1(x
3
1 + x0x

2
2) x0 (3, 1, 0) (2− 5c)/3 5

1
2

x0x1(x0x2 − x21) x2 (0, 1, 2) (1− 2c)/2 6
4
7

x30x2 − x
4
1 x2 (0, 1, 4) (4− 7c)/3 7

7
10

x0x
3
2 − x2x

3
1 x0 (1, 3, 0) (7− 10c)/6 8

Table 1. K-moduli walls and polystable replacements obtained for each pair
(P2, 1

2
C,L) with the method of Proposition 4.11.

Remark 4.12. Notice, that up to projective equivalence, the curves and lines in Table 1 are
identical to the corresponding entries in Table 2, except from rows 1 and 2, and the description
in Theorem A.4. In particular, this shows that for each of the GITt-polystable pairs (C4, L) of
Theorem A.4, the log Fano pairs (P2, 1

2
C4 + cL) are K-semistable, with t = 2c.

We next verify that for each of the strictly GITt-semistable pairs (C4, L) of Theorem A.6 the
log Fano pairs (P2, 1

2
C4+cL) are K-semistable, with t = 2c. Let C̃ ′ = {f4(y, z)+xz(f2(y, z)+xz)}

such that the coefficient a of y in f4 and the coefficient b of y in f2 satisfy b = 2a. The pair (C̃ ′, L̃)

is strictly GITt-semistable for all 0 < t < 2 by Theorem A.6, and degenerates via one-parameter
subgroups to the pair (2Q,L).

Proposition 4.13. Let (C4, L) be a strictly GITt-semistable pair, where C 6∼= C̃ ′. Then, the pair
(P2, 1

2
C4 + cL) is strictly K-semistable for t = 2c.
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Proof. Let (C4, L) be a strictly GITt-semistable pair, with C 6= C̃. Since the pair is strictly GIT
semistable, there exists a one-parameter subgroup λ such that the limit limt→0 λ(t) · (C4, L) =

(C0, L0), where (C0, L0) is the strictly GITt-polystable pair detailed in Theorem A.4 such that
C0 6= 2Q, from the above discussion. For each such pair, this one-parameter subgroup induces a
family f : (C,L) → B, over a curve B, such that the fibers (Ct,Lt) are isomorphic to (C4, L) for
all t 6= 0, and (C0,L0) ∼= (C0, L0). From this construction, and similarly to Lemma 4.10 we obtain
a map π : (P2, 1

2
C + cL) → B which is naturally a test configuration of the pair (P2, 1

2
C4 + cC1)

with central fiber (P2, 1
2
C0 + cL0). Hence, we have constructed a test configuration g : X → B

where the central fiber is a log Fano pair, which is K-polystable by the above discussion and
Remark 4.12, and the general fiber Xt ∼= (P2, 1

2
C4 + cC1) is not isomorphic to X0. By [Ara+23,

Corollary 1.13] and Lemma 4.10 the general fiber Xt ∼= (P2, 1
2
C4 + cC1) is strictly c-K-semistable,

for t = 2c. �

Proof of Theorem 4.9. It follows from Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 2.18 that if the surface pair
(P2, 1

2
C4+cC1) is K-(semi/poly)stable, then (C4, C1) is GITt-(semi/poly)stable. For the converse,

we need to compare the explicit stability conditions in Table 2 and Table 1. For the case when
c = 0, it is known from [ADL24, Section 5] that a pair (P2, 1

2
C4) with C4 not a double smooth

conic is K-(semi/poly)stable if and only if C4 is GIT-(semi/poly)stable, i.e. (C4, C1) is GIT0-
(semi/poly)stable. This is covered in the above discussion, Remark 4.12 and Proposition 4.13.

�

4.3. VGIT of binomials on P1 and K-stability of pairs on P(1, 1, 4). Consider the SL(2)-
action on H ′

8×H
′
2 := PH0(P1,OP1(8))× PH0(P1,OP1(2)) induced by the natural action of SL(2)

on P1. Take a polarization O(a, b) with a, b > 0 and set t = b/a ∈ (0,+∞). We call a pair
(f8, f2) ∈ H ′

8 × H ′
2 GITt-(semi/poly)stable if it is a (semi/poly)stable point under the SL(2)-

action with respect to O(a, b). Let

MGIT
P1 (t) := [(H ′

8 ×H
′
2)//t PGL(2)]

be the VGIT moduli stack, and M
GIT

P1 (t) be its good moduli space.

Proposition 4.14. A pair (f8, f2) is GITt-(semi)stable if and only if

multp(f8) + tmultp(f2) < (≤)4 + t

for any point p ∈ P1.

Proof. This follows from the classical GIT-stability of SL(2)-action on PH0(P1,OP1(d)) (cf. [MFK94])
and linearity of Hilbert-Mumford invariant (cf. [Ben14, Proposition 2.15]). �

Immediately, we can obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.15. There are six walls t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4,+∞, and five chambers for the VGIT moduli
spaces.

Let M
K

P(1,1,4)(c) be the closure in the K-moduli space of the classes of pairs (P(1, 1, 4), 1
2
C+cC ′)

where C is an octic and C ′ is a quadric, with reduced scheme structure; and MK
P(1,1,4)(c) be

the preimage of the M
K

P(1,1,4)(c) under the good moduli space morphism. We aim to prove the
following theorem in the section.

Theorem 4.16. Let c ∈ (0, 1) be a rational number, and t = t(c) = 12c
1−c . Let F8 = {z2−f8(x, y) =

0} and F2 = {f2(x, y) = 0} be curves on P(1, 1, 4) of degree 8 and 2 respectively. Then the
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pair (P(1, 1, 4), 1
2
F8+ cF2) is K-(poly/semi)stable if and only if (f8, f2) is GITt-(poly/semi)stable.

Moreover, there is an isomorphism

M
K

P(1,1,4)(c) ≃M
GIT

P1 (t).

We first need to construct the universal family. Let F8 be a hyperelliptic curve in P(1, 1, 4) of
degree 8 given by the equation z2 − f8(x, y) = 0. We identify F8 to a point in the vector space
A = H0(P1,OP1(8)). Since there is a canonical isomorphism H0(P(1, 1, 4),O(2)) ≃ H0(P1,O(2)),
we will not distinguish PH0(P(1, 1, 4),O(2)) with H ′

2. Notice there is a Gm-action on A × H ′
2

by acting on the first factor of weight 8. Then H ′
8 is naturally isomorphic to the coarse moduli

space of the DM stack [(A\{0})/Gm]. There is a natural SL(2)-action on A induced by the usual
SL(2)-action on H0(P1,O(1)). Since this SL(2)-action commutes with the Gm-action, it descends
to an SL(2)-action on (H ′

8 ×H
′
2,O(a, b)).

Let

π :

(
P(1, 1, 4)× A×H ′

2,
1

2
F8 + cF2

)
−→ A×H ′

2

be the universal family of pairs over A×H ′
2. Here the fiber of π over each point (f8, f2) of A×H ′

2

is (P(1, 1, 4), 1
2
F8 + cF2), where F8 = {z2 − f8(x, y) = 0} and F2 = {f2(x, y) = 0}. Then the

Gm-action on A×H ′
2 naturally lifts to the universal family via

(
(x : y : z),

1

2
(z2 − f8 = 0) + c(f2 = 0)

)
7→

(
(x : y : t4z),

1

2
(z2 − t8f8 = 0) + c(f2 = 0)

)

for any t ∈ Gm. After taking the Gm-quotient, we obtain a Q-Gorenstein family of log Fano pairs
over [(A \ {0})/Gm]×H ′

2, and the CM Q-line bundle λCM,π,c on A×H ′
2 also descends to a Q-line

bundle on H ′
8 ×H

′
2, denoted by ΛCM,c.

Proposition 4.17. The CM Q-line bundle ΛCM,c for this family over H ′
8×H

′
2 is proportional to

O(1− c, 12c).

Proof. Write ΛCM,c = O(a(c), b(c)). First, notice that the CM Q-line bundle with respect to π
over A×H ′

2 is given by

−π∗(−KP(1,1,4)×A×H′
2/A×H′

2
−

1

2
F8 − cF2)

3 = p∗2OH′
2
(3(1− c)2),

where p2 : A × H ′
2 → H ′

2 is the second projection. Since Gm acts trivially on H ′
2, then b(c) =

3c(1 − c)2. Now we compute the degree a(c). As Pic(A) is trivial, then the degree a(c) equals
to the Gm-weight of the fiber λCM,π,c ⊗ C((0, f2)) for any f2 ∈ H ′

2. It follows from [ADL24,
Proposition 2.19] and [Xu21, Lemma 3.4] that

a(c) = −3(1− c)2 ·
1

2
· β(P(1,1,4),1/2(2Q)+cF2)(Q) =

3(1− c)3

12
,

where Q = {z = 0} is the conic at infinity. Thus, we conclude that ΛCM,c is proportional to
O(1− c, 12c). �

Proof of Theorem 4.16. By Corollary 4.2, every K-semistable degeneration of (P(1, 1, 4), 1
2
F8 +

cF2) is a pair on P(1, 1, 4). It follows from Proposition 4.17 and Theorem 2.18 that a pair
(F8, F2) is GITt-(semi/poly)stable if (P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
F8+ cF2) is K-(semi/poly)stable, where t = 12c

1−c .
Suppose now (F8, F2) is a GITt-semistable pair. We can take a family of pairs (F8,b, F2,b)b∈B
over a smooth pointed curve 0 ∈ B such that (F8,0, F2,0) ≃ (F8, F2) and that (F8,b, F2,b) is a
smooth octic F8,b together with a union of two distinct lines F2,b intersection F8,b transversely.
By the properness of K-moduli spaces, one can find a limit (F ′

8,0, F
′
2,0) as b → 0 such that
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(P(1, 1, 4), 1
2
F ′
8,0 + cF ′

2,0) is K-polystable, after a finite base change. Then (F ′
8,0, F

′
2,0) is GITt-

polystable, and by the separatedness of GIT moduli spaces, we deduce that (F8, F2) specially
degenerates to g · (F ′

8,0, F
′
2,0) for some g ∈ PGL(2). By openness of K-semistability, one has that

(P(1, 1, 4), 1
2
F8 + cF2) is K-semistable. If moreover (F8, F2) is a GITt-polystable, then we must

have that (F8, F2) = g · (F ′
8,0, F

′
2,0) for some g ∈ PGL(2), and hence (P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
F8 + cF2) is

K-polystable.
From the equivalence of K-stability and VGIT stability, we obtain a morphism

ψ(c) :MGIT
P1 (t) −→MK

P(1,1,4)(c),

which descends to an isomorphism M
K

P(1,1,4)(c) ≃ M
GIT

P1 (t) between moduli spaces by Zariski’s
main theorem. �

Corollary 4.18. For the K-moduli spaces of degree 2 log del Pezzo pairs (X, cD) with D ∈ |−KX |,
the walls are given by

c ∈

{
0,

1

13
,
1

7
,
1

5
,
1

4
,
2

5
,
1

2
,
4

7
,
7

10
, 1

}
.

4.4. VGIT on the Kirwan blow-ups.

Theorem 4.19. Let (X, 1
2
D1 + cD2) be a K-polystable pair in M

K

P2(c). Then

(1) either (X, 1
2
D1 + cD2) ≃ (P2, 1

2
C4 + cC1) where (C4, C1) is a GIT2c-polystable plane curve

pair of degree 4 and 1 respectively, where C4 is not projectively isomorphic to [2Q];
(2) or (X, 1

2
D1 + cD2) ≃ (P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
F8 + cF2) where (f8, f2) is GIT 12c

1−c
-polystable.

Conversely, any such pair (P2, 1
2
C4 + cC1) or (P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
F8 + cF2) is K-polystable.

Proof. We start with c-K-polystability implies GITt-polystability. Let (X, 1/2D1 + cD2) be a K-
polystable pair. Then, by Corollary 4.2, we have that X ≃ P2 or X ≃ P(1, 1, 4). If X = P2, then
D1 and D2 are plane curves of degree 4 and 1 respectively. Notice that D1 is not projectively
isomorphic to 2Q since otherwise the β-invariant of the pair with respect to the divisor Q is
negative. It follows from Theorem 4.9 that (D1, D2) is GIT2c-polystable. If X ≃ P(1, 1, 4), then
the GIT 12c

1−c
-polystability follows from Theorem 4.16.

For the converse, let (C4, C1) be a GITt-polystable pair. From Theorem A.4, C4 cannot be
projectively isomorphic to 2Q. Then by Theorem 4.9 we conclude that the pair (P2, 1

2
C4 + cC1)

is t/2-K-polystable. Similarly, let (F8, F2) be a GITt-polystable pair. Then, we conclude from
Theorem 4.16 that the pair (P(1, 1, 4), 1

2
F8 + cF2) is c-K-polystable, where c = t

t+12
, as required.

�

Now fix a plane conic Q, and let [2Q] represent a non-reduced plane quartic curve.

Proposition 4.20. Let H = H4×H1 and G = SL(3) as before. Let Q = {q = zx−y2 = 0} ∈ H2,
2Q = {q2 = 0} ∈ H4,

Z = {(2Q,L) ∈ H : |Q ∩ L| = 2}.

Let G · [Z] be the G-orbit of Z, and NG·[Z]/H be its normal bundle in H. Then the followings hold:

(i) TH |Z ∼= TG·[Z]|Z ⊕NG·[Z]/H|Z with ι : NG·[Z]/H|Z → TH |Z being the natural inclusion,
(ii) NG·[Z]/H|Z ∼= H0(P1,OP1(8))⊗OZ ,
(iii) a Luna slice to the SL(3)-orbit of Z ⊂ H is given by the locally closed subset

W :=
{
({q2 + f4 = 0}, {l = 0}) ∈ H : (f4, l) ∈ ι(NG·[Z]/H|Z)

}

for all t ∈ (0, 2).
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Proof. Note that Theorem A.4 implies that, for all t ∈ (0, 2) and all x ∈ Z, x is GITt polystable.
In particular, G · [Z] is closed in Hss and thus GZ is reductive. In fact, we have GZ ≃ SL(2).

We first prove (ii); we have an inclusion Z ⊂ G · [Z] ⊂ Hss, which after taking closures in H

gives Z ⊂ G · [Z] ⊂ H . (Caution: G · [Z] 6= G · [Z] but G · [Z] = G · [Z].) The chain of inclusions
induces a short exact sequence of sheaves

0 −→ NZ/G·[Z] −→ NZ/H −→ NG·[Z]/H |Z −→ 0.

Let i : H2 →֒ H4 be given by i(f2) = f 2
2 and note that

Z = {[2Q]} ×H1 ⊆ i(H2)×H1 = G · [Z].

Let p1, p2 be the natural projections from Z to H2
∼= i(H2) and H1, respectively, induced naturally

by the inclusion. Since H2
∼= P5, we naturally have that

NZ/G·[Z] = p∗1TH2 |[2Q] ⊗ p
∗
2OH1

∼= TP5|[Q] ⊗OZ .

Similarly, by restricting the projections p1, p2 from the product H4 ×H2 to the natural inclusion
of Z in H , we get:

NZ/H = p∗1TH4 |[2Q] ⊗ p
∗
2OH1

∼= TP14 |[2Q] ⊗OZ .

From the short exact sequence we obtain

NG·[Z]/H |Z
∼=
(
NZ/H/NZ/G·[Z]

)∣∣∣
{[2Q]}×H1

∼= (p∗1TH4/p
∗
1TH2) |[2Q] ⊗OZ

∼= H0(P1,OP1(8))⊗OZ ,

where the last isomorphism follows from [ADL24, eq. (5.5)]. Finally, note that NG·[Z]/H |Z ∼=
NG·[Z]/H |Z , completing the proof of (ii).

Now we prove (i), that is, TH |Z ∼= NG·[Z]/H|Z⊕TG·[Z]|Z . To see this, let p1 : G·[Z]→ G·[2Q] ⊂ H4

and p2 : G·[Z]→ H1 induced by restricting the natural projectionsH → H4, H → H1 respectively.
Then we have that TG·[Z]|Z ∼= p∗1TG·[2Q]|Z ⊕ p

∗
2TH1 |Z . By restricting to Hss we similarly obtain

THss |Z ≃ p∗1TH4 |Z ⊕ p
∗
2TH1 |Z ≃ p∗1(TH4 |[2Q])|Z ⊕ p

∗
2TH1 |Z ≃ NG·[Z]/H|Z ⊕ p

∗
1TG·[2Q]|Z ⊕ p

∗
2TH1 |Z ,

where the last isomorphism follows from [ADL24, Proof of Lemma 5.12] and (ii). Therefore, the
short exact sequence

0 −→ TG·[Z]|Z −→ TH |Z −→ NG·[Z]/H|Z −→ 0

naturally splits and (i) holds. The natural projection TH |Z → NG·[Z]/H|Z defined as (z, wz, mz) 7→

(z,mz) has a zero-section ι. By composing ι with the exponential map TH → H , which is étale,
we obtain the Luna slice W . As Z ⊂ Hss and (q2 + f4, l) degenerates to (q, l) ∈ Hss, so by
openness of the semistable locus, W ⊂ Hss, completing the proof of (iii).

�

4.5. K-moduli spaces as global VGIT quotients. In the end of this section, we will prove
that the K-moduli can be realized as a global GIT quotient; see Theorem 4.22.

Proposition 4.21. Let Ut ⊆ H4×H1 be the GITt-semistable locus under the PGL(3)-action, and
(P2, 1

2
C4+cC1)→ Ut be the universal family. Then by taking the stacky weighted blow-up of weight

2 (see [ADL24, Definition 5.10]) Ũt → Ut along the orbit of ([2Q], [L]) with exceptional divisor E
and a contraction morphism, one has a universal family (Z, 1/2CZ,4 + cCZ,1)→ Ũt satisfying that

(1) it is isomorphic to (P2, 1
2
C4 + cC1)|Ut\G·([2Q],[L]) → Ut \ G · ([2Q], [L]) over the open locus

Ũt \ E , and
(2) the fibers over E are of the form (P(1, 1, 4), 1/2F8 + cF2), where F8 = {z2 − f8(x, y) = 0}

and F2 = {f2(x, y) = 0} for some fi ∈ H0(P1,OP1(i)).
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(3) Consider the exceptional divisor EW of the stacky blow-up W̃t := Ũt ×Ut
W → W . Then

the family (Z, 1/2CZ,4 + cCZ,1) ×Ũt
EW → EW is isomorphic to the universal family over

[(A \ {0})/Gm]×H ′
2.

Proof. Recall that by Proposition 4.20(ii) the restriction of the normal bundle of G · Z in U on
Z = {(2Q,L) ∈ H : |Q ∩ L| = 2} is naturally isomorphic to

H0(P1,OP1(8))⊗OZ ,

with an induced SL(2)-action. Let Ũt → Ut be the stacky blow-up along the G-orbit of ([2Q], [L]),
and Ũt → Ut the scheme-theoretic blow-up, which are both SL(3)-equivariant. Let E and E be
the stacky and scheme-theoretic exceptional divisors, respectively. Let

(P2
Ũt
, 1/2C4 + cC1) −→ Ũt and (P2

Ũt
, 1/2C4 + cC1) −→ Ũt

be the pull-back of the universal family.
Take the blow-up ψ : (X , 1/2CX ,4 + cCX ,1) → (P2

Ũt
, 1/2C4 + cC1) of the universal family along

the conic component of the fiber over E , and let G be the exceptional divisor. Notice that this
blow-up is SL(3)-equivariant and also gives a flat family over Ũt, whose fibers over points in E
and Ũt \E are P2∪F4 and P2 respectively, where F4 is the 4-Hirzebruch surface. In fact, the fibers
over Ũt \ E are not changed.

Let H be the proper transform of P2
E ⊆ P2

Ũt
in X and note that the pre-images of any point in

E (respectively G) in H is P2 (respectively F4). Now we prove that H is contractible over Ũt. Let
Q0 be a divisor class on X obtained by pulling back some conic curve Q0 in P2. Then Q0 − G is
positive over Ũt \E and trivial over E . Moreover, the restriction of Q0−G on the F4 component of
any fiber over E is 4f+e, where f and e are the fiber and negative section class on F4 respectively.
In particular, we have that (Q0−G.f) = 1 and (Q0−G.e) = 0. As Q0−G is relatively nef over E
and trivial on H, then a(Q0−G)−KP̃2 is relatively ample over Ũt for some a > 0. It follows from

the base point free theorem that the divisor Q0 − G gives a desired contraction over Ũt. Denote
by (Z, 1/2CZ,4 + cCZ,1) the image of the contraction. By our construction, the fibers in Z over
points in Ũt \ E and in E are P2 and P(1, 1, 4) respectively. Moreover, as the line bundle Q0 − G

is naturally SL(3)-polarized, the construction is SL(3)-equivariant, and hence the construction
descends to the quotient. This proves (1).

Now let us focus on the degeneration of boundary divisors. We can base change to the Luna
slice W by functoriality. We can reduce the problem to finding the limit of boundary divisors on
P2 when P2 degenerates to P(1, 1, 4) as in [ADL24, Theorem 5.14]. Here the difference is that our
boundary divisors consist of two parts, the quartic curve and the line.

Take the standard degeneration of P2 to P(1, 1, 4) in P(1, 1, 1, 2)x,y,z,w, given by the family
X = {xz − y2 = tw} → A1

t . The fiber over t 6= 0 is Xt ≃ P2 and the fiber over 0 is isomorphic
to P(1, 1, 4)u,v,s. Taking the pull-back of the equations on the Luna slice, one deduces that an
equation over t 6= 0 is of the form

(w2 + f4(x, y, z) = 0, l(x, y, z) = 0)

and the equation over t = 0 is

(s2 + f 8(u, v) := s2 + f4(u
2, uv, v2) = 0, l2(u, v) := l(u2, uv, v2) = 0),

proving (2).
As the assigned weight on NG·[Z]/Ut

is the same as that of the Gm-action σ on A × H ′
2, we

deduce (3) as desired. �
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Let It ⊆ OUt
be the ideal sheaf such that Ũt = BlIt Ut, and It ⊆ OH4×H1 be the SL(3)-

equivariantly extended ideal sheaf of It whose cosupport is the closure of G ·([2Q], [L]) in H4×H1.
In fact, I t is the ideal sheaf of the smooth locus (G · [2Q])×H1. Let πH : H̃ = BlIt(H4 ×H1)→

H4×H1 be the blow-up and E the exceptional divisor. Then the line bundle Lk,t := π∗
HO(k, kt)⊗

O(−E) is an SL(3)-linearized polarization on H̃ for any sufficiently divisible and large integer
k. It follows from [Kir85] that the GITt-stability of (H̃,Lk,t) is independent of the choice of
k ≫ 1, and the GITt-semistable locus H̃ss

t is contained in Ũt = π−1
H (Ut). Let Ups

t and H̃ps
t be the

GITt-polystable loci in H4×H1 and H̃ respectively. Set Ũsst := Ũt×Ũt
H̃ss
t , and Ũpst := Ũt×Ũt

H̃ps
t .

Theorem 4.22. For any rational number t ∈ (0, 2) and c = 2t, there is an isomorphism

ψt :
[
Ũsst /PGL(3)

]
−→MK

P2(c).

Proof. Let Eps
V,t be the GITt-polystable locus in the exceptional divisor EV of the blow-up Ṽ → V .

Then by [Kir85], we have that

Ũps
t = π−1

H (Ups
t \G · ([2Q], [L])) ∪G · E

ps
W,t.

By Theorem 4.19, the fibers of (Z, 1/2CZ,4 + cCZ,1) → Ũt over Ũps
t are all c-K-polystable. By

openness, we deduce that each fiber over Ũss
t is K-semistable. The existence of morphism ψt

follows from the universal property of the K-moduli stacks.
The proof of isomorphism between stacks is the same as that of [ADL24, Theorem 5.15], which

makes use of Alper’s criterion (cf. [Alp13, Proposition 6.4]).
�

5. The walls of K-moduli spaces for degree d ≥ 5

For the purpose of completeness, we will determine all the K-moduli walls for d = 5, 6, 7, 8, 9

in this section, in spite of the lack of VGIT set-up.
Let (X, cC) be a log del Pezzo pair admitting a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to (Σd, cDd), where

Σd is the smooth del Pezzo surface of degree d (for d = 8 we have Σ8 = P1×P1 and Σ′
8 = Blp P

2),
and Dd ∈ | − KΣd

| is a smooth divisor. Then the pair (X, cC) is K-(poly/semi)stable if and
only if (X, 1

2
c(2C)) is K-(poly/semi)stable. In particular, the walls for the K-moduli of pairs

(X, cC) with C ∈ |−KX | and c ∈ (0, 1) are exactly those for the K-moduli of pairs (X, cD) with
D ∈ | − 2KX | and c ∈ (0, 1

2
), which correspond to the destabilization of pairs where D = 2C for

some C ∈ | −KX |. Thus, for d = 5, 8, 9, we obtain all the K-moduli walls by applying [ADL23a;
ADL24; PSW23; Zha24] directly, and noting that by Theorem 3.1 the variety X is Gorenstein.

Theorem 5.1. Let 0 < c < 1 be a rational number, and M
K

d,c be the K-moduli of pairs (X, cD)

as above.

(1) If d = 9, then there are no walls.
(2) If d = 8 and Σ8 = P1 × P1, then there is a unique wall c = 1

4
.

(3) If d = 8 and Σ8 = Blp P
2, then there are two walls c1 = 1

5
and c2 = 1

4
.

(4) If d = 5, then there are six walls c = 2
17
, 4
19
, 2
7
, 8
23
, 4
9
, 4
7
.

For the cases when d = 6 and d = 7, the K-moduli of log pairs with boundary in | − 2KX | is
not available in the literature, so extra computations are needed. In the rest of this section, we
will prove the following result.

Theorem 5.2. Let 0 < c < 1 be a rational number, and M
K

d,c be the K-moduli of pairs (X, cD)

as above.
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(1) If d = 7, then there are three walls c = 4
25
, 2
9
, 2
5
.

(2) If d = 6, then there are five walls c = 2
11
, 1
4
, 5
14
, 2
5
, 1
2
.

See also Appendix B for an explicit description.

5.1. The case for d = 7. Before starting the proof, we give an explanation of the idea of the
proof. The easy observation is that every K-wall c = ci is contributed by some pair, meaning
that there is a pair (X,D) such that (X, ciD) is K-semistable, but (X, cD) is K-unstable for any
0 < c < ci. By volume comparison, we know that X has at worst Du Val singularities, then for
each possible surface X with Du Val singularities, we can analyze the stability region for divisors
in | −KX |. Equivalently, we give a stratification of the linear series | −KX | for any possible X.

There are only two different del Pezzo surfaces of degree d = 7 with Du Val singularities. The
first one, which we will denote by X, is smooth, and it is classically obtained by blowing up P2

along two points p = (0 : 0 : 1) and q = (0 : 1 : 0). Let l ⊆ X be the proper transform of the
line {x = 0} through p and q. The second surface, which we denote by X ′, has precisely one
A1-singularity. X can be realised by blowing a point in the only (−1)-curve of F1 and contracting
the proper transform of such curve to the singularity (cf. [HW81, Theorem 3.4]). We will denote
this curve by E.

Proposition 5.3. If a pair (X, cD) is K-semistable, then c ≥ 4
25

; if a pair (X ′, cD′) is K-
semistable, then c ≥ 2

9
.

Proof. Suppose that (X, cD) is K-semistable. Then we have that β(X,cD)(l) ≥ 0. Since A(X,cD)(l) ≤

1, and S(X,cD)(l) =
25
21
(1− c), then we must have c ≥ 4

25
. Similarly, one can show that

β(X′,cD′)(E) = A(X′,cD′)(E)−
9

7
(1− c) ≤ 1−

9

7
(1− c) ≤ 0

if c ≤ 2
9
. �

In fact, by the same computation as in the proof, one can obtain the following results.

Corollary 5.4. If D ∈ | − KX | has l as a component, then (X, cD) is K-unstable for any
0 < c < 1; If D′ ∈ | − KX′ | passes through the A1-singularity, then (X ′, cD′) is K-unstable for
any 0 < c < 1.

Let us first deal with the smooth surface X. A member C ∈ | −KX | is the proper transform
of a plane cubic curve C with p, q ∈ C. Thus, we can identify C with a cubic polynomial

yz(ay + bz) + xf2(y, z) + x2f1(y, z) + x3.

Note that a = b = 0 if and only if l is in the support of C.

Proposition 5.5. Let C ∈ | −KX | be a curve as above. If ab 6= 0, then (X, cC) is K-semistable
for c = 4

25
; if either a = 0 or b = 0 (but not both), then (X, cC) is K-semistable for c = 4

25
, but

K-unstable for c < 4
25

.

Proof. If ab 6= 0, then the Gm-action defined by t · (x : y : z) = (tx : y : z) induces an isotrivial
degeneration from (X, cC) to (X, cC0), where C0 is the proper transform of the plane cubic
yz(ay+ bz) = 0, consisting of three lines through (1 : 0 : 0). These lines are distinct if and only if
ab 6= 0. The pair (X, cC0) is a T-pair of complexity-one, so one can apply Theorem 2.10. Indeed,
note that C0 is not a toric divisor and the Gm-action above is in Aut0(X,C0). It follows that the
only Gm-equivariant divisors are the lines through (1 : 0 : 0). Of these, the only horizontal divisor
for (X, cC0) on X is l, and one has that β(X,cC0)(l) = 0 if and only if c = 4

25
. One can easily check
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that when c = 4
25

, the β-invariant with respect to any vertical divisor is positive. Thus (X, 4
25
C0)

is K-semistable, and so is (X, 4
25
C) by openness of K-semistability.

If ab = 0, then we may assume that b = 0 and a = 1. In this case, we claim that the coefficient
of y2 in f2(y, z) is non-zero. In fact, if otherwise, then the β-invariant of (X, cC) with respect to
the exceptional divisor over q = (0 : 1 : 0) is at most 1 − c − 25

21
(1 − c) < 0 for any 0 < c < 1.

Applying the same argument and using the Gm-action t · (x, y, z) = (t2x : y : tz), one concludes
that (X, cC) is K-semistable for c = 4

25
, but K-unstable for c < 4

25
. �

To show that c = 4
25

is the first wall, we need to show that any other (Y,D) (which in this case
we know it can only be Y = X ′) does not induce a wall before c = 4

25
. Since by Corollary 5.4,

when the pair (X, cC) is K-semistable for some c, the curve C must not have a = b = 0, then
Proposition 5.5 provides the explicit description of the walls when Y is smooth. Furthermore, if
(Y, cD) is K-semistable where Y is a del Pezzo surface of degree 7 and D ∈ | −KY |, for a point
x ∈ Y , by [LL19, Proposition 4.6], we have

7(1− c)2 = (−KY − cD)2 ≤
9

4
v̂ol(x, Y,D) ≤

9

4
v̂ol(x, Y ).

Furthermore, if x is singular, locally (x ∈ Y ) ∼ C2/G for some non-trivial finite group G and by
[LX19, Theorem 2.7] we have that

|G| ≤ 4 ·
9

4
·

1

7(1− c)2
< 2

for all c < 14−3
√
14

14
, where we use the fact that v̂ol(x, Y ) = 4

|G| . Hence, for all c < 14−3
√
14

14
we have

that Y ∼= X is smooth, and the first wall is given by c = 4
25

.
Now let us focus on the surface X ′ with an A1-singularity P . Similar as before, a divisor

C ′ ∈ | −KX′ | comes from a plane cubic curve C
′
passing through the tangent vector supported

at (0 : 0 : 1) along the direction of {x = 0} to blow up. Thus, we can identify C ′ with a cubic
polynomial

z2g1(x, y) + zg2(x, y) + g3(x, y) = 0.

If g1(x, y) 6= 0, then g1(x, y) is a multiple of x.

Lemma 5.6. If g1(x, y) = 0, then (X ′, cC ′) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.

Proof. Let E be the exceptional divisor of the blow-up of X ′ at P , which is a (−2)-curve.
Since g1(x, y) = 0, then, we have that A(X′,cC′)(E) ≤ 1 − c. On the other hand, we have that
S(X′,cC′)(E) =

9
7
(1− c), and thus

β(X′,cC′)(E) ≤ −
2

7
(1− c) < 0

for any 0 < c < 1. Therefore, (X ′, cC ′) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1. �

Now we may assume that g1(x, y) = x. Another observation is the following.

Lemma 5.7. If the coefficient of y2 in g2(x, y) and the coefficient of y3 in g3(x, y) are both zero,
then (X ′, cC ′) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.

Proof. Under the assumption, the strict transform of {x = 0}, denoted by l′, is a component
of C ′. Computing the β-invariant of (X ′, cC ′) with respect to l′ similarly as in Lemma 5.6, one
concludes that (X ′, cC ′) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1. �

Proposition 5.8. Let C ′ ∈ | −KX′ | be a curve such that g1(x, y) = x.

(1) If the coefficient of y2 in g2(x, y) is non-zero, then (X ′, cC ′) is K-semistable when c = 2
9
,

and K-unstable for any 0 < c < 2
9
.
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(2) If the coefficient of y2 in g2(x, y) is zero, but the coefficient of y3 in g3(x, y) is non-zero,
then (X ′, cC ′) is K-semistable when c = 2

5
, and K-unstable for any 0 < c < 2

5
.

Proof. The proof strategy is the same as in proof of Proposition 5.5.

(1) Notice that the Gm-action of weight (0, 1, 2) yields an isotrivial degeneration of (X ′, cC ′)

to (X ′, cC ′
0), where C ′

0 comes from the cubic curve z(zx + ay2) = 0. Since (X ′, cC ′) is
a T-pair of complexity-one, one can apply Theorem 2.10 to prove that it is K-polystable
when c = 2

9
. By openness of K-semistability, one proves that (X ′, 2

9
C ′) is K-semistable.

The second statement follows from Lemma 5.3.
(2) This is similar to the proof of (1), but here we use the Gm-action of weight (0, 2, 3).

�

Corollary 5.9. There are three walls c = 4
25
, 2
9
, 2
5

for the K-moduli M
K

7,c.

5.2. The case for d = 6. Recall that we have a classification of del Pezzo surfaces of degree
6 with at worst Du Val singularities (cf. [CP21a, Big Table, Section 8]). We will describe the
geometry of these surfaces when using them. The notation we use is the following: we will denote
for instance the surface with exactly one A2-singularity by X2, and the one with exactly one
A1-singularity and one A2-singularity by X1,2.

Proposition 5.10. Let 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 be a rational number, then M 6,ǫ is isomorphic to the GIT
quotient | −KΣ6|//Aut(Σ6), where Σ6 is the smooth sextic del Pezzo surface.

Proof. The proof follows from a similar argument as in [Zha24, Proof of Theorem 3.2]. �

Recall that X1 is anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P2 at p1 = (1 : 0 : 0), p2 = (0 : 1 : 0)

and p3 = (1 : 1 : 0). A curve C ∈ | −KX1 | comes from a plane cubic C passing through p1, p2, p3.
Thus, we can identify C with the defining polynomial of C:

f3(x, y) + zf2(x, y) + z2f1(x, y) + z3 = 0.

Notice that if f3(x, y) 6= 0, then it is a constant multiple of xy(x− y).

Proposition 5.11. Let C ∈ | −KX1 | be a curve.

(1) If C satisfies that f3(x, y) = 0, then (X1, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.
(2) If f3(x, y) 6= 0, then (X1,

1
4
C) is K-semistable, and (X1, cC) K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1

4
.

Proof. Denote by X̃1 the surface obtained by blowing up P2 at p1, p2, p3, and by l the strict
transform of the line containing p1, p2, p3 on X̃. We will compute the β-invariant with respect to
l. We have that

S(X1,cC)(l) =
1− c

6

(∫ 1

0

6− 2t2dt +

∫ 3

1

(3− t)2dt

)
=

4

3
(1− c).

If f3(x, y) = 0, then A(X1,cC)(l) ≤ 1 − c, and hence β(X1,cC)(l) < 0 for any 0 < c < 1. Thus
(X1, cC) is K-unstable. If f3(x, y) 6= 0, then A(X1,cC)(l) = 1. Thus, if (X1, cC) is K-semistable,
one has to have 1 − 4

3
(1 − c) ≥ 0, and hence c ≥ 1

4
. On the other hand, consider the pair

(X ′, cC0), where C0 comes from the cubic {xy(x − y) = 0}. Notice that (X ′, cC0) is a T-pair of
complexity-one, and that (X ′, cC) admits an isotrivial degeneration to (X ′, cC0), induced by the
Gm-action t · (x : y : z) = (x : y : tz). One can apply Theorem 2.10 to prove that (X ′, cC0) is
K-polystable for c = 1

4
. Therefore, by openness of K-semistability, one deduces that (X ′, 1

4
C) is

K-semistable. �
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The surface X ′
1 is anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P2 along p = (1 : 0 : 0) and along the

tangent direction of {x = 0} at q = (0 : 0 : 1). A curve C ∈ |−KX′
1
| comes from a plane cubic C

passing through the point p and the tangent vector v to blow up. Thus, we can identify C with
the defining polynomial of C:

z2f1(x, y) + zf2(x, y) + f3(x, y) = 0.

If f1(x, y) 6= 0, then we may assume that f1(x, y) = x.

Proposition 5.12. Let C ∈ | −KX′
1
| be a curve and 0 < c < 1 be a rational number.

(1) If f1(x, y) = 0, then (X ′
1, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.

(2) Assume that f1(x, y) = x and f2 has a non-zero x2 term. Then (X ′
1, cC) is K-semistable

when c = 2
11

, and is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 2
11

.
(3) Assume that f1(x, y) = x, f2 has no x2 term, and f3 has a non-zero x2y term. Then

(X ′
1, cC) is K-semistable when c = 2

11
, and is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 2

11
.

(4) If f1(x, y) = x, f2 has no x2 term, and f3 has no x2y term, then (X ′
1, cC) is K-unstable

for any 0 < c < 1.

Proof. Identify C with the cubic equation as above.

(1) The proof of (1) is the same as that of Proposition 5.11(1).
(2) The Gm-action of weight (1, 0, 1) yields an isotrivial degeneration of (X ′

1, cC) to a T-pair of
complexity-one (X ′

1, cC0), where C0 comes from the plane cubic {xz(z+x) = 0}. One can
apply Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 to check that (X ′

1,
2
11
C0) is K-polystable. Indeed,

the horizontal divisor on X ′
1 is the strict transform l of the line {y = 0}. One has that

A(X1,1,cC0)(E) = 1 and that S(X1,1,cC0)(E) = 11
9
(1 − c), so β(X′

1,cC0)(E) = 0 if and only if
c = 2

11
. One also checks that the β-invariants of all vertical divisors are positive when

c = 2
11

. Thus (XX ′
1,

2
11
C0) is K-polystable and (X ′

1,
2
11
C) is K-semistable by openness.

The same computation also shows that (X ′
1, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 2

11
.

(3) We apply the same method of proof as in (2), but we use the Gm-action of weight (2, 0, 1)
to obtain an isotrivial degeneration to the pair (X ′

1, cC1), where C1 comes from the plane
cubic {x(z2 + xy) = 0}.

(4) In this case, one can check that the β-invariant with respect to the exceptional divisor
over p = (0 : 0 : 1) is negative for any 0 < c < 1.

�

The surface X1,1 is anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P2 along p = (0 : 1 : 0) and along
the tangent direction of {z = 0} at q = (1 : 0 : 0). A curve C ∈ | − KX1,1 | comes from a plane
cubic C passing through the point p and the tangent vector v to blow up. Thus, we can identify
C with the defining polynomial of C:

x2f1(y, z) + xf2(y, z) + f3(y, z) = 0.

If f1(y, z) 6= 0, then we may assume that f1(x, y) = z.

Proposition 5.13. Let C ∈ | −KX1,1 | be a curve and 0 < c < 1 be a rational number.

(1) If f1(y, z) = 0, then (X1,1, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.
(2) Assume that f1(y, z) = z and f2 has a non-zero y2 term. Then (X1,1, cC) is K-semistable

when c = 5
14

, and is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 5
14

.
(3) Assume that f1(y, z) = z. If f2 has no y2 term, then (X1,1, cC) is K-unstable for any

0 < c < 1.
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Proof. The proof of (1) is the same as in Proposition 5.11(1). For (2), first notice that the Gm-
action of weight (2, 1, 0) yields an isotrivial degeneration of (X1,1, cC) to a T-pair of complexity-one
(X1,1, cC0), where C0 comes from the plane cubic {x(xz+ay2) = 0} for some a 6= 0. We can apply
Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 to check that (X1,1,

5
14
C0) is K-polystable. Indeed, the horizontal

divisor on X1,1 is the exceptional divisor F over (1 : 0 : 0) which passes through one of the A1-
singularities. One has that A(X1,1,cC0)(F ) = 1 and S(X1,1,cC0)(F ) =

14
9
(1− c), so β(X1,1,cC0)(F ) = 0

if and only if c = 5
14

. One also checks that the β-invariants of all vertical divisors are positive
when c = 5

14
. Thus (X1,1,

5
14
C0) is K-polystable and (X1,1,

5
14
C) is K-semistable by openness. The

same computation also shows that (X1,1, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 5
14

.
For (3), one computes the β invariant with respect to the exceptional divisor E over X1,1 coming

from the line {z = 0}, and prove that β(X1,1,cC)(E) < 0 for any 0 < c < 1. �

The surface X2 with exactly one A2-singularity is obtained by blowing up P2 along a 0-
dimensional subscheme of length 3 which is supported at (1 : 0 : 0) and curvilinear with respect
to a conic {xz − y2 = 0}. A curve C ∈ | −KX2 | comes from a plane cubic C passing through the
0-dimensional scheme to blow up. Thus, we can identify C with the defining polynomial of C:

x2f1(y, z) + xf2(y, z) + f3(y, z) = 0.

If f1(y, z) 6= 0, then we may assume that f1(x, y) = z.

Proposition 5.14. Let C ∈ | −KX2 | be a curve and 0 < c < 1 be a rational number.

(1) If f1(y, z) = 0, then (X2, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.
(2) Assume that f1(y, z) = z, then f2(y, z) has non-zero y2 term, and the pair (X2,

2
5
C) is

K-semistable, but (X2, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 2
5
.

Proof. The proof of (1) is the same as in Proposition 5.11(1). For (2), if f1(y, z) = z, then
the assumption that C passes through the length 3 subscheme to blow up implies that f2(y, z) =
−y2+ayz+bz2 for some a, b ∈ C. Therefore, the Gm-action λ of weight (2, 1, 0) yields an isotrivial
degeneration of (X1,1, cC) to a T-pair of complexity-one (X2, cC0), where C0 comes from the plane
cubic {x(xz − y2) = 0} for some a 6= 0. We can apply Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 to check
that (X2,

2
5
C0) is K-polystable. In this case, there are no horizontal divisors on X1,1, and one can

check that the β-invariants of all vertical divisors are positive when c = 2
5
. The condition that

Fut(λ) = 0 is equivalent to saying that β((X2,cC0))(G) = 0, where G is the exceptional divisor of
the (2, 1, 0) weighted blow-up at (0 : 0 : 1). We have that

A(X2,cC0)(G) = 3− 4c, and S((X2,cC0))(G) =
7

3
(1− c),

and hence β((X2,cC0))(G) = 0 if and only if c = 2
5
. Thus (X2,

2
5
C0) is K-polystable and (X2,

2
5
C)

is K-semistable by openness. The same computation also shows that (X2, cC) is K-unstable for
any 0 < c < 2

5
. �

Observe that the surface X1,2 is a toric surface with Picard rank 1, and hence a weighted
projective plane. It is isomorphic to P(1, 2, 3)u,v,w. The same proof to Proposition 5.11(1) shows
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.15. If a curve C ∈ | −KX1,2 | passes through any singularity of X1,2, then (X1,2, cC)

is K-unstable for any 0 < c < 1.

We now assume that C ∈ | − KX1,2 | is a curve avoiding both of the two singularities of X1,2.
Using the coordinates of the weighted projective plane P(1, 2, 3)u,v,w, we may assume that C is
given by the polynomial y3 + z2 + xf5(x, y, z).
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Proposition 5.16. The pair (X1,2, cC) admits an isotrivial degeneration to the T-pair of complexity-
one (X1,2, cC0), where C0 = {y

3−z2 = 0}. Moreover, the pair (X1,2, cC) is K-semistable for c = 1
2
,

but K-unstable for 0 < c < 1
2
.

Proof. The degeneration is induced by the Gm action of weight (0, 3, 2) on (u, v, w). Let us only
verify that (X1,2, cC0) is K-polystable when c = 1

2
. In fact, the horizontal divisor on X1,2 is

E = {u = 0}, and hence β(X1,2,cC0)(E) = 1− 2(1− c) = 1− 2c, which is zero if and only if c = 1
2
.

Hence, by Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 (X1,2, cC0) is K-polystable �

Corollary 5.17. There are five walls c = 2
11
, 1
4
, 5
14
, 2
5
, 1
2

for the K-moduli M
K

6,c.

Appendix A. Geometric characterisation of the VGIT quotient for degree 2

In this section we will describe explicitly the GIT quotient (H4×H1)//t PGL(3), which was de-
tailed in Section 4.2 using the algorithm in [GM18; Pap22a] and the computational code [Pap22b].

The description of the GIT quotient gives an explicit description of the eight walls of M
K

2 (c) which
are discussed in Theorem 4.16. We should note, that partial results on the explicit description
of strictly polystable and strictly semistable orbits of this quotient, for each wall and chamber,
were achieved in [Laz06, §4]. However, a full classification of stable and semistable orbits for each
wall and chamber is missing, which we present here, using the computational methods of [GM18;
Pap22a].

The computational method produces the values of the 8 GIT walls, and the finite set S1,4

(Lemma A.1) of one-parameter subgroups [GM18, Definition 3.1] that determine the t-stability of
all pairs (C,L) for all t. For convenience, given a one-parameter subgroup λ = Diag(r0, . . . , r2),
we define its dual one as λ = Diag(−r2, . . . ,−r0).

Lemma A.1. The elements of S1,4 are λk and λk, where λk is one of the following:

λ1 = Diag(5, 2,−7) λ2 = Diag(4, 1,−5)

λ3 = Diag(1, 0,−1) λ4 = Diag(2,−1,−1).

We will give some brief preliminaries on singularity theory, which will be used throughout this
appendix.

Definition A.2 ([Arn76, p.88]). A class of singularities T2 is adjacent to a class T1, and one
writes T1 ← T2 if every germ of f ∈ T2 can be locally deformed into a germ in T1 by an arbitrary
small deformation. We say that the singularity T2 is worse than T1, or that T2 is a degeneration
of T1.

The degenerations of the isolated singularities that appear in a quartic curve in P2 are described
in Figure 1 (for details, see [Arn76, p.88] and [Arn75, §13] and [Dur79, Table 3]). The above theory
considers only local deformations of singularities. When we study degenerations in the GIT
quotient, we are interested in global deformations. In the particular cases of quartic curves in P2,
since by [Tak13] the sum of the Milnor numbers of all ADE singularities satisfies

∑r
i=1 µ(Tr) ≤ 7,

by [HP10, Proposition 3.1] any local deformation of isolated singularities is induced by a global
deformation. We are now in a position to classify all stable, polystable and semistable orbits for
each wall t.

Theorem A.3. Let (C4, L) be a pair where C4 is a quartic curve in P2 and L is a line.

(1) t ∈ (0, 1
2
): The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many A4

singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4. In particular, C4 can
be non-reduced.
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A1 A2 A3 A4 A5 A6

D4 D5 D6 E6 E7

Figure 1. Degeneration of germs of isolated singularities appearing in quartic
curves in P2

(2) t = 1
2
: The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many A4 singu-

larities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4, or if C4 is non-reduced and
L is not contained in C4, or if C4 has one A2 singularity and L is not contained in C4.

(3) t ∈ (1
2
, 4
5
): The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many A4 or

D4 singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4.
(4) t = 4

5
: The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 is as in the chamber t ∈ (1

2
, 4
5
), or if

C4 has one A1 singularity and L is not contained in C4.
(5) t ∈ (4

5
, 1): The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many A5 or

D5 singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4.
(6) t = 1: The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 is as in the chamber t ∈ (4

5
, 1), or if

C4 has one A1 singularity and L is not contained in C4.
(7) t ∈ (1, 8

7
): The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many D6

singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4.
(8) t = 8

7
: The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 is as in the chamber t ∈ (1, 8

7
), or if

C4 is smooth and L is not contained in C4.
(9) t ∈ (8

7
, 7
5
): The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many A6, D6

or E6 singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4.
(10) t = 7

5
: The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 is as in the chamber t ∈ (8

7
, 7
5
), or if

C4 is smooth and L is not contained in C4.
(11) t ∈ (7

5
, 2): The pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if C4 has at worst finitely many E7

singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C4.

Proof. Let C4 = {f4 = 0}, L = {h = 0}, where f4 is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 4 and h
is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 1. By [GM18, Theorem 1.4] and [Pap22a, Theorem 3.26,
Lemma 3.25] the pair (C4, L) is not t-stable if and only if for any g ∈ SL(3,C) the monomials with
non-zero coefficients of (g · f4, g · L) are contained in a tuple of sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) which is maximal
for every given t. These maximal sets can be found algorithmically using computational packages
[GM17; Pap22b]. This is equivalent to the conditions in the statement. We verify the conditions
for each t ∈ (0, 2).

Let t ∈ (0, 1
2
), and let (λ, xp) = (λ4, x0). Then the maximal set N⊖

t (λ, xp) gives a pair (C,L)

defined by C = {f4(x1, x2) + x0f3(x1, x2) = 0}, L = {l(x0, x1, x2)}. C has a D4 singularity
by [Tak13]. Hence, a t-stable pair cannot have C with at worst a D4 singularity. Similarly,
if we consider (λ, xp) = (λ2, x0), the maximal set N⊖

t (λ, xp) gives a pair (C,L) defined by C =

{x2(f3(x1, x2)+x2f2(x1, x2)) = 0}, L = {l(x0, x1, x2)}. C has a A5 singularity by [Tak13]. Hence,
a t-stable pair cannot have C with at worst a A5 singularity. If we consider (λ, xp) = (λ3, x1),
we deduce that the pair given by C = {f4(x1, x2) + x2x0(f2(x1, x2) + x0x2) = 0}, L = {l(x1, x2)},
such that C has a A3 singularity and L passes through the singular point of C is t-unstable.
Hence, the pair given by C = {f4(x1, x2) + x2x0(f2(x1, x2) + x0x2) = 0}, L = {l(x0, x1, x2)} is
t-stable. This completes the proof of (1).
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For t = 1
2
, the maximal sets N⊖

1
2

(λ, xp) are the same as those for t ∈ (0, 1
2
) but replacing

the set N⊖
t∈(0,1/2)

(
(2,−1,−1), x0

)
with the sets N⊖

1/2

(
(5,−1,−4), x2

)
, N⊖

1/2

(
(2,−1,−1), x0

)
and

N⊖
1/2

(
(1, 1,−2), x0

)
, which represent the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that

C ′ is irreducible and has one A2 singularity and L′ is contained in C ′, or C ′ is irreducible and has
one D4 singularity and L′ does not pass through the singular point of C ′, or C ′ is non-reduced
and L′ is contained in C ′. Hence, (2) follows.

Let t ∈ (1
2
, 4
5
). The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) are the same as for t = 1
2

but replacing
the set N⊖

1/2

(
(4, 1,−5), x0

)
, with the sets N⊖

t

(
(5, 2,−7), x0

)
, N⊖

t

(
(5,−1,−4), x0

)
. A pair (C ′, L′)

whose defining equations have coefficients in the set N⊖
t

(
(1, 1,−2), x0

)
require that C ′ has (a

degeneration of) a D5 singularity. Hence, a t-stable pair (C4, L) may now have D4 singularities but
not D5 singularities. In particular, the pair (C,L) defined by C = {f4(x1, x2)+x0f3(x1, x2) = 0},
L = {l(x0, x1, x2)}, where C has a D4 singularity and L does not intersect the singular point of
C is t-stable. Therefore, (3) follows.

Let t = 4
5
. The t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) are the same as for t ∈ (1
2
, 4
5
) with the addition of

the set N⊖
t

(
(4, 1,−5), x2

)
, which represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′)

such that C ′ is irreducible with an A1 singularity and L′ is contained in C ′. Therefore, (C4, L)

is 4
5
-stable if and only if in addition to the conditions for t-stability when t ∈ (1

2
, 4
5
), L is not

contained in C4 when C4 is irreducible and has (a degeneration of) a A1 singularity. Hence, (4)
follows.

Let t ∈ (4
5
, 1). The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) are the same as for t = 4
5
, replac-

ing set N⊖
1/2

(
(4, 1,−5), x2

)
with the sets N⊖

t

(
(1, 0,−1), x0

)
and N⊖

t

(
(7,−2,−5), x0

)
. The set

N⊖
t

(
(1, 0,−1), x0

)
represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that C ′ has

at worst a D6 singularity and L′ is a line not passing through the singular point of C ′. Also, the
set N⊖

t

(
(7,−2,−5), x0

)
represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that

C ′ has at worst a E6 singularity and L′ is a line not passing through the singular point of C ′.
Therefore, (C,L) is t-stable if and only if in addition to the conditions for t-stability when t = 4

5
,

C has at worst a D5 or A5 singular point and L does not pass through the singular point of C.
Hence, (5) follows.

Let t = 1. The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖
t (λ, x

J , xp) are the same as for t ∈ (4
5
, 1), replacing

the sets N⊖
t∈(4/5,1)

(
(1, 0,−1), x1

)
and N⊖

t∈(4/5,1)
(
(1, 1,−2), x2

)
with the set N⊖

t

(
(1, 0,−1), x2

)
which

represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that L′ is not contained at
C ′, and C ′ has a (degeneration of) a A1 singularity. Furthermore, the restrictions for t ∈ (4

5
, 1)

still apply. Therefore, a pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if satisfies the conditions in (6).
Let t ∈ (1, 8

7
). The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) are the same as for t = 1, but replacing
sets N⊖

1

(
(1, 1,−2), x2

)
and N⊖

1

(
(1, 0,−1), x0

)
with the set N⊖

t

(
(1, 1,−2), x2

)
, which represents

the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that C ′ has at worst (a degeneration
of) an E6 singularity and L′ is a line not passing through this singular point. In addition, the
replaced set N⊖

1

(
(1, 0,−1), x0

)
, represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′)

such that C ′ has a (degeneration of) a D6 singularity, and L′ does not pass through this singular
point of C ′. In particular, such a pair is t-stable and hence, (7) follows.

Let t = 8
7
. The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, x
J , xp) are the same as for t ∈ (1, 8

7
), replacing

the set N⊖
t∈(1,8/7)

(
(1, 1,−2), x0

)
with the set N⊖

t

(
(5, 2,−7), x2

)
, which represents the monomials

of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that C ′ is smooth and L′ is contained in C ′. Hence, a
pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if satisfies the conditions in (8).

Let t ∈ (8
7
, 7
5
). The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, x
J , xp) are the same as for t = 8

7
, replacing

the set N⊖
8/7

(
(7,−2,−5), x0

)
with the sets N⊖

t

(
(5,−1,−4), x0

)
and N⊖

t

(
(2,−1,−1), x0

)
, which
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represent the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that C ′ is irreducible and has
at worst (a degeneration of) a E7 singularity and L′ is a line not passing through the singular
point of C ′, or C ′ has non ADE singularities and L′ does not pass through the singular points.
Therefore, (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if in addition to the conditions for t-stability when t = 8

7
,

C has at worst a A6, D6 or E6 singular point and L is a line not passing through this singular
point. Hence, (9) follows.

Let t = 7
5
. The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) are the same as for t ∈ (8
7
, 7
5
), replacing

the sets N⊖
t∈(8/7,7/5)

(
(5,−2,−7), x2

)
and N⊖

t∈(8/7,7/5)
(
(1, 0,−1), x2

)
with the set N⊖

t

(
(4, 1,−5), x2

)
,

which represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′) such that C ′ is smooth and
L′ is not contained in C ′. Hence, a pair (C4, L) is t-stable if and only if satisfies the conditions in
(10).

Let t ∈ (7
5
, 2). The maximal t-non-stable sets N⊖

t (λ, x
J , xp) are the same as for t = 7

5
, removing

the set N⊖
7/5

(
(5,−1,−4), x0

)
, which represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C ′, L′)

such that C ′ is irreducible with E7 singularities and L′ does not pass through the singular point of
C ′. Hence, a t-stable pair (C4, L) can have C4 with at worst E7 singularities, with L not passing
through the singular point, proving (11).

�

Theorem A.4. Let t ∈ (0, 2). If t is a chamber, then M(t) is the compactification of the stable
loci M(t) by the closed SL(3)-orbit in M(t) \ M(t) represented by the pair (C̃4, L̃), where C̃4

is the unique Gm-invariant double conic, and L̃ is a line intersecting C̃4 at two distinct points,
or by the closed SL(3)-orbit in M(t) \ M(t) represented by the pair (C4, L), where C4 is the
unique Gm-invariant intersection of two conics on general position with A3 singularities, and L
is a line intersecting C4 at two distinct points. If t = ti, for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, then M(ti) is the
compactification of the stable loci M(ti) by the three closed SL(3)-orbits in M(t)\M(t) represented
by the uniquely defined pairs (C̃4, L̃) and (C4, L) described above, and the Gm-invariant pairs
(Ci, Li), (C ′

i, L
′
i) uniquely defined as follows:

(1) the reducible quartic C1 with 1 A5 and 1 A2 singularities, and the line L1 not passing
through these singularities, and the reducible quartic curve C ′

1 with 1 D4 singularity, and
the line L′

1 not passing through the singular point;
(2) the reducible quartic curve C2 with 1 D5 singularity, and the line L2 not passing through

the singular point;
(3) the reducible quartic curve C3 with 1 D6 singularity and 1 A1 singularity, and the line L3

passing through the D6 singular point;
(4) the irreducible quartic curve C4 with 1 E6 singularity, and the line L4 not passing through

the singular point;
(5) the reducible quartic curve C5 with 1 E7 singularity, and the line L5 not passing through

the singular point.

Proposition A.5. Let (C,L) be a pair that is invariant under a non-trivial C∗-action. Suppose
the singularities of C and the intersections with L are given as in the first and third entries in one
of the rows of Table 2, respectively. Then (C,L) is projectively equivalent to ({F = 0}, {H = 0})

for F and H as in the fourth and fifth entries in the same row of Table 2, respectively. In
particular, any such pair (C,L) is unique. Conversely, if (C,L) is given by equations as in the
fourth and fifth entries in a given row of Table 2, then (C,L) has singularities and intersections
as in the first and third entries in the same row of Table and (C,L) is C∗-invariant. Furthermore,
the element λ ∈ SL(3,C∗), as defined in Lemma A.1, given in the entry of the corresponding row
of Table 2 is a generator of the C∗-action.
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Sing(C) C reducible? Intersection C ∩ L F H λ

Double conic No Two double points (x21 + x0x2)
2 x1 λ3

A3 at P1, A3 at P2 Yes non-singular f2(x
2
1, x0x2) x1 λ3

A5 at P1, A2 at P2 Yes P2 + P3 x2(x
3
1 + x20x2) x0 λ2

D4 at P1, A1 at P2 Yes L = {x0} x0f3(x1, x2) x0 λ3
D5 at P1, A1 at P2 Yes P2 x1(x

3
1 + x0x

2
2) x0 λ2

D6 at P1, A1 at P2 Yes P2 + P3 x0x1(x
2
1 + x0x2) x2 λ3

E6 at P1 No P3 x41 + x30x2 x2 λ1
E7 at P1 Yes not P1 x2(x

3
1 + x0x

2
2) x0 λ2

Table 2. Some degree (4, 1) pairs (C,L) ⊂ P2 invariant under C∗-action λ.

Proof. The double conic is unique, given up to projective equivalence by F as in row 1 of the
Table. Similarly, the curve with 2 A3 singularities is uniquely given by F as in row 2. These are
the 2 polystable orbits for the classical GIT of quartic curves, and hence are C∗-invariant.

Assume that a quartic curve C is reducible with an A2 singularity in one component and an
A5 singularity in the other component. Since C is reducible, C = L + T , where L is a line and
T is a cubic. Without loss of generality, we may assume that L = {x2 = 0}. Then T must
be a singular cubic with an A2 singularity. Hence, T is given, up to projective equivalence, by
T = {x31 + x20x2}m and C is given by x2(x31 + x20x2), with an A5 singularity as required.

Similarly, let C be a quartic curve which is reducible with an D4 singularity at the point
(1 : 0 : 0). Since C is reducible, C = L+ T , where L is a line and T is a singular cubic. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that L = {x0 = 0}. Then T must be a singular cubic with
an D4 singularity, such that L ∩ T = ∅. Hence, T is given, up to projective equivalence, by
T = {f3(x1, x2)}, i.e. three lines intersecting at one point, and C is given by x0f3(x1, x2), with a
D4 singularity at (1 : 0 : 0) as required.

A similar analysis shows that a curve C with singularities D5, D6 and E7 is generated by the
equations F of rows 5, 6, 8 of Table 2. Irreducible quartics with an E6 singularity have equation
F = x41 + x30x2 + αx21x

2
0; it is not hard to see that this is C∗-invariant if and only if α = 0, as in

row 7 in Table 2. Furthermore, it is trivial to check that each one-parameter subgroup λ in the
corresponding row of Table 2 leaves C invariant, and therefore λ is a generator of the C∗-action.
Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that the corresponding intersections C ∩ L are as
above, and we omit the analysis. �

Proof of Theorem A.4. Suppose (C,L)—defined by polynomials F and H—belongs to a closed
strictly t-semistable orbit. By [GM18, Theorem ref], they are generated by monomials in N0

t (λ, xi)

for some (λ, xi) such that N⊕
t (λ, xi) is maximal with respect to the containment order of sets.

Since there is a finite number of λ to consider (those in Lemma A.1), this is a finite computation
which can be carried out by software [GM18; GM19; Pap22b]. For each pair (λ, xi), there is a
change of coordinates that gives a natural bijection between N0

t (λ, xi) and N0
t (λ, x2−i). Therefore,

about half of the values are redundant, and we have two possible choices for each F and H if
t = t2, . . . , t5 and three choices if t = t1.

By [GM18, Lemma 3.2] we can check that the pairs (C̃, L̃) and (C,L) corresponding to F̃ =

(x21 + x0x2)
2, H̃ = x1 and F̃ = f2(x1, x0x2), H̃ = x1 are both strictly t-semistable. Suppose that

(λ, xi) = (λ3, x1). Then F = f4(x1, x0)+x2x0(f2(x1, x0)+x0x2) and H = g1(x1, x2). We will show
that the closure of (C,L) contains (C̃, L̃) and (C,L). Let γ = Diag(1, 0,−1) be a one-parameter
subgroup. Then

lim
t→0

γ(t) · F = a1x
4
1 + a2x

2
1x0x2 + a3x

2
0x

2
2 and lim

t→0
γ(t) ·H = x1.
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This implies, that for specific values of a1, a2 and a3 limt→0 γ(t) · (C,L) = (C̃, L̃). For general
values of the ai, limt→0 γ(t) · (C,L) = (C,L). Hence, the closure of the orbit of (C,L) contains
both (C̃, L̃) and (C,L). We can do similar analysis for the rest of the cases and end up with F

and H not depending on any parameters. Observe that since (C,L) is strictly t-semistable, the
stabilizer subgroup of (C,L), namely, G(C,L) ⊂ SL(3,C) is infinite (c.f. [Dol03, Remark 8.1 (5)]).
In particular, there is a C∗-action on (C,L). Proposition A.5 classifies the singularities of (C,L)
uniquely according to their equations. For each t ∈ (0, 2), the proof of Theorem A.4 follows. �

We also provide a description of strictly semistable orbits.

Theorem A.6. Let (C4, L) be a pair where C4 is a quartic curve in P2 and L is a line. Let
(C̃, L̃) be the pair given by equations C̃ = {f4(x1, x2) + x0x2(f2(x1, x2) + x0x2) = 0} and L̃ =

{f1(x1, x2) = 0}. If t is a chamber, then the unique strictly t-semistable pair is the pair (C̃, L̃),
such that C̃ has a D4 singularity, and L is passing through the singularity. If t is a wall, then the
pair (C4, L) is strictly t-semistable if and only if it is the pair (C̃, L̃) or one of the following:

(1) t = 1
2
: The pair (C4, L) where C4 is the unique reducible quartic curve with one singular

point which is an A5 singularity, with L not intersecting the A5 singularity, or where C4

is non-reduced given by equation C4 = {x2f3(x0, x1, x2)} and C4 ∩ L = C4.
(2) t = 4

5
: The pair (C4, L) where C4 is the irreducible quartic curve with an A1 singularity

(type I) and C4 ∩ L = 4P , where P is the singular point, or where C4 is the unique
irreducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a D5 singularity, with L not
intersecting the D5 singularity.

(3) t = 1: The pair (C4, L) where C4 is the irreducible quartic curve with an A1 singularity
(type II) and C4 ∩ L = 3P + Q, where P is the singular point and Q is a different point,
or where C4 is the unique reducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a D6

singularity, with L not intersecting the D6 singularity.
(4) t = 8

7
: The pair (C4, L) where C4 is smooth (type I) and C4 ∩ L = 4P or where C4 is the

unique irreducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a E6 singularity, with L
not intersecting the E6 singularity.

(5) t = 7
5
: The pair (C4, L) where C4 is smooth (type II) and C4 ∩ L = 3P + Q or where C4

is the unique irreducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a E7 singularity,
with L not intersecting the E7 singularity.

Proof. Let C4 = {f4 = 0}, L = {h = 0}, where f4 is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 4 and
h is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 1. By [Pap22a, Theorem 3.26, Lemma 3.25] the pair
(C4, L) is not t-stable if and only if for any g ∈ SL(3,C) the monomials with non-zero coefficients
of (g · f4, g · L) are not contained in a tuple of sets N⊖

t (λ, xp) which is maximal for every given t.
In particular, the pair is strictly t-semistable if and only if it satisfies the Centroid Criterion (c.f.
[GM18] or [Pap22a]).

These maximal sets can be found algorithmically using the computational package [Pap22b]
as in the proof of Theorem A.3. The strictly t-semistable pairs are obtained from verifying via
the Centroid Criterion which of these families provide strictly t-semistable pairs. We verify this
computationally. The above classification then follows directly from [Tak13] (where type I and
type II refers to the specific cases in this classification). �

Appendix B. Explicit description of K-moduli walls for d ≥ 5

For the reader’s convenience, in this section we provide an explicit classification of the divisors
for each K-moduli wall for degrees d ≥ 5. The classification follows from Theorems 5.1, 5.2 and
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[ADL23a; ADL24; PSW23; Zha24]. For d = 9, there are no walls. For d = 8 and Σ8
∼= P1 × P1,

there is one wall at c = 1
4
, where the divisor D = 2H , where H is a smooth (1, 1)-curve. The rest

cases are summed up in the following tables.
Let P = [1 : 0 : 0], and Σ8

∼= BlP P2.

wall curve C in P2 sing. of replaced surfaces
1
5

x(xz + cy2), c ∈ C∗ smooth
1
4

x2z + cy3, c ∈ C∗ smooth

Table 3. K-moduli walls for pairs (Σ8, cD)

Let P = [0 : 0 : 1], Q = [0 : 1 : 0], and Σ7
∼= BlP,Q P2. Let also X ′ be the del Pezzo surface

of degree 7 with an A1-singularity, obtained by taking weighted blow up of P2 at P of weight
(2, 1, 0). The K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surface of degree 7 are summed below:

wall curve C in P2 sing. of replaced surfaces
4
25

yz(ay + bz) + xf2(y, z) + x2f1(y, z) + x3 smooth
4
25

y2z + xf2(y, z) + x2f1(y, z) + x3 smooth
2
9

z2x+ zy2 + z(ax2 + bxy) + g3(x, y) A1

2
5

z2x+ z(ax2 + bxy) + g3(x, y) A1

Table 4. K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surfaces of degree 7

Let P1 = (1 : 0 : 0), P2 = (0 : 1 : 0) and P3 = (1 : 1 : 0). Let Σ6
∼= BlP1,P2,P3 P

2. The surface
X ′

1 is the anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P2 along P = (1 : 0 : 0) and along the tangent
direction of {x = 0} at Q = (0 : 0 : 1). The surface X1,1 is the anti-canonical model of the
blow-up of P2 along P = (0 : 1 : 0) and along the tangent direction of {z = 0} at Q = (1 : 0 : 0).
The surface X2 with one A2 singularity is obtained by blowing up P2 along a 0-dimensional
subscheme of length 3 which is supported at P = (1 : 0 : 0) and curvilinear with respect to a
conic {xz − y2 = 0}. Finally, the surface X1,2 is a toric surface with Picard rank 1, and hence a
weighted projective plane. It is isomorphic to P(1, 2, 3)u,v,w.Below, we summarize the description
of K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surfaces of degree 6.

wall curve C in P2 or P(1, 1, 4) sing. of replaced surfaces
1
4

xy(x− y) + zf2(x, y) + z2f1(x, y) + z3 = 0 A1

2
11

z2x+ zx2 + zx(ax + by) + f3(x, y) = 0 A1

5
14

x2z + xy2 + x(ayz + bz2) + f3(y, z) = 0 2A1

2
5

x2z + xy2 + x(ayz + bz2) + f3(y, z) = 0 A2

1
2

y3 + z2 + xf5(x, y, z) = 0 A1 +A2

Table 5. K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surfaces of degree 6

Below, we summarize the description of K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surfaces of
degree 5.
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wall corresponding cubic curves sing. of replaced surfaces
2
17

double line + different line A1

4
19

three concurrent distinct lines 2A1

2
7

three concurrent distinct lines A2

8
23

conic + tangent line A1 +A2

4
9

conic + tangent line A3

4
7

cuspidal cubic A4

Table 6. K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surface of degree 5
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