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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 MK(C) of K-polystable log Fano pairs (X, cD) with a coefficient ¢
give rise to wall-crossing phenomena as ¢ 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 ¢ result, locally on at (¢), 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 by MX (¢) 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 Hf(c) its good moduli space.
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For degrees d = 3,4, since an anticanonical divisor of a smooth degree d del Pezzo surface
X C P?¢ 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 MSIT(t) depend on a parameter ¢ with a wall-chamber decomposition (cf. [GM19;
Pap22al).

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). Letc € (0, 1) be a rational number and d = 3,4. Let M§™(t(c))
be the GIT moduli stack of log del Pezzo pairs of degree d. Let t(c) = 89—ch ifd =3, and t(c) = 56—+CC
if d = 4. Then there is an isomorphism between Artin stacks

M (¢) = MG" (t(c)),

which descends to an isomorphism M?(c) ~ MSIT(t(c)) between the corresponding good moduli

spaces. In particular, these isomorphisms commute with the wall-crossing morphisms.

In [GM19; GMS21] and [Pap22al, 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 ¢ 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 P? branched along a quartic curve C,
where curves D € | — Ky| are mapped to lines C’ C P2. Using the double cover, one can relate
the K-stability of (Y,cD) to that of (P?, 1C + ¢C’) |Der16, Example 4.2]. We denote by M (c)
the moduli stack of log Fano pairs with a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to pairs (P?, %C + ¢C"), and
its good moduli space by MH{;(C). We will establish that M?(c) and MH{;(C) are isomorphic (cf.
Theorem 4.3). We need to caution the reader that even if we denote the moduli space by ME{){Q (c),
there are pairs (X, 1D; 4+ ¢D,) in the moduli such that X ~ P(1,1,4).

Natural GIT compactifications can be considered for pairs (C,C’) in P?, where C is a quartic
curve and C" is a line, and a,b € Z~ (cf. [Laz09]):

Mg ' (1) = (PH (P?, O (4)) x PH (P%, 022(1)) ) flo(ary PCL(3),
where t = g Similarly, let MST(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 (22 — fg(z,y) = 0) (e.g. see [0SS16]). 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 2in P(1,1,4)). Let Mu€§1,1,4)(0) be the closure in the K-moduli space of the classes of pairs
(P(1,1,4),2C + ¢C") where C is an octic and C’ is a quadric, with reduced scheme structure.
Similarly, as for P?, we can obtain natural GIT compactifications of pairs (C,C’) in P(1,1,4):

ME(IEI, o(t) = (PH® (P', Opi(8)) x PH (P, Op1(2))) foay PGL(2)

where t = 2 We can now present our second result.

Theorem 1.2 (cf. Corollary 4.2, Theorems 4.9, 4.16, 4.3, 4.22). Let ¢ € (0,1) be a rational
number, and M?(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
Miz(c) = |Ui)/ PGL(3) |,

where t(c) = 2c. The latter quotient stack is obtained by taking the Kirwan blow-up ﬂf(sc) of the
VGIT moduli stack MSi*(t(c)) at the point parameterizing the pair (2C, L), where C' is a smooth
conic and L s a line intersecting C transversely. This isomorphism descends to a canonical
1somorphism of the good moduli spaces:
Mj (¢) ~ Mya(e) = U" Joiup POL()

where t(c) = §. Moreover:

(1) If (X, 3C + cC") is a K-semistable pair in ME;(c), then X = P? or X = P(1,1,4).

(2) A pair (P?,3C + cC") is K-(semi/poly)stable if and only if the pair (C,C") is GIT,(c)-

(semi/poly)stable, where t(c) = 2c.

(3) A pair (P(1,1,4),5C + c¢C") is K-(semi/poly)stable if and only if (C,C") is GIT,(c)-

12¢

(semi/poly)stable, where t'(c) = 1=%. Moreover, there is a canonical isomorphism

M1.(c) = Mo p(f ().

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
cach wall ¢ by looking at their VGIT counterparts, since GIT;-(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 ¢ € (0,1) be a rational
number, d € {2,...,9} be an integer. Let MCI;(C) be the K-moduli spaces of del Pezzo pairs (X, eD),
which admit a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to a pair (3q, cC'), where X4 is a smooth del Pezzo surface
of degree d, and C € | — Ky,,| is a smooth curve.

(1) If d =9, then there are no walls and only one chamber. Moreover, M?(c) is canonically
isomorphic to the GIT compactification as cubic curves in P? of the moduli of elliptic
curves.

(2) If d = 8 and g = P! x P!, then there is a unique wall ¢ =

(3) If d = 8 and ¥ = B, P?, then there are two walls ¢ = £, 1.

(4) If d = 7, then there are three walls ¢ = =, 2, 2

1
1

25797 5"
(5) If d = 6, then there are five walls ¢ = %, i, %, %, %
(6) If d =5, then there are siz walls ¢ = %,%,%, 2%, %,%.
(7) If d = 4, then there are five walls ¢ = %, i, %, %, %.

(8) If d = 3, then there are five walls c = %, & 2 2 2,
(9) If d = 2, then there are eight walls c = &=, 2+, 2 2 1 2 1

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(K x + D) for some positive rational number k € Q. Then
a normal test configuration (abbreviated TC) (X, D; L) of (X, D; L) consists of

e a normal projective variety X with a flat projective morphism 7 : X — Al;
a line bundle £ ample over A';

a G,,-action on the polarized variety (X, L) such that 7 is G,,-equivariant, where A is
equipped with the standard G,,-action;

a G,-equivariant isomorphism between the restriction (X \ Xy; L]\ x,) and (X; L) x (A1
{0});

e an effective Q-divisor D on X such that D is the Zariski closure of D x (A!\ {0}) in X,
under the identification between X \ Xy and X x (Al \ {0}).

A TC is called

e a product test configuration if

(2.1) (X, D; L) ~ (X x A", D x A piL ® Ox(1X)))

for some [ € Z;
e a trivial test configuration if it is a product TC and the isomorphism (2.1) is G,,-
equivariant, where the G,,-action on X is trivial;
e a special test configuration if £ ~g —k(Ky a1 +D) and (X, D+ A}) is purely log terminal
(plt).
The generalized Futaki invariant of a normal test configuration (X, D; L)/A! is
1 ( n L (LN Ky +5)))

Fut(X.D; L) := .
U_t< ) ,L) (—KX — D)n ’)’I,—|—1 ]{}n+1 + L
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where (X, D; L) is the natural compactification of (X, D; L) over PL.
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)/A! 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 7 : Y — X is a birational morphism. Then the log discrepancy of
(X, D) with respect to E is

Ax,p)(E) :=1+ coeffp(Ky — 7" (Kx + D)).
The expected vanishing order of (X, D) with respect to E (also referred to as the S-invariant) is

m /OT vol(m*(—=Kx — D) — xE)dz.

The S-invariant of (X, D) with respect to E is then
Bex.p)(B) = Awx,p) (E) = Six,p) (B)-

Theorem 2.5 (cf. [BX19; Fujl9; Lil7]). The following assertions hold:

o (X, D) is K-stable if and only if Bx,py(E) > 0 for every prime divisor E over X;
o (X, D) is K-semistable if and only if Bx,py(E) > 0 for every prime divisor E over X.

S(X,D)(E) =

Theorem 2.6 (cf. [Fujl18; LL19; Liul8|). Let (X, D) be an n-dimensional K-semistable log Fano
pair. Then for any v € X, we have

1\" —~
(—Kx —D)" < (1 + —) vol(z, X, D),
n

where \7()\1(:L‘,X, D) is the normalized volume of (X, D) at .

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. [KemT78|). Let (X, L) be a polarized projective variety with an action by a
reductive group G. Let o0 : G,, — G be a 1-parameter subgroup, and v € X a GIT semistable
point such that its Hilbert-Mumford weight pu*(x,0) = 0. Then the limit o = lim;_,q0(t) - x is
also GIT semustable.

Lemma 2.8 (cf. [LWX21]). Let (X, D) be a log Fano pair, and (X,D; L) — Al 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 (Xo, Dy) 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 Aut’(X, D) is of codimension 1 (i.e. isomorphic to G,,),
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then we call (X, D) a complexity-one T-pair. A G,,-equivariant divisor F' over a complexity-
one log del Pezzo T-pair (X, D) is called vertical if a maximal G,,-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 complezity-

one, with Gp,-action \. The pair (X, D) is K-polystable if and only if the following conditions

hold:

(1) Bx,p)(F) > 0 for each vertical G,-equivariant prime divisor F on X,

(2) Bx,p)(F') = 0 for each horizontal G,,-equivariant prime divisor F' on X, and

(3) Fut(va)()\ (X, D)) =0 where A - (X, D) is the TC induced by taking the closure of the A-orbit
of (X, D).

Lemma 2.11. Let (X, D) be a log del Pezzo T-pair of complezity-one with G,,-action X\, with no
horizontal divisors such that for each vertical divisor F', B(F) > 0. Then (X, D) is K-polystable
if and only if for any A\-fixed point p € F, where F' is any vertical divisor, Bix py(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 fized 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 Futx p)(A- (X, D)) = B(F). Note that given ¢ € F, a vertical divisor,
then the A-invariant points in F' are lim; ;o A(¢) - ¢ = p; and lim;_ o, A(t) - ¢ = po. Let F4, Es be
the exceptional divisors of their plt-blow ups. By construction, we have S(F;) + 5(E,) = 0, so
it is enough to check B(FE;) = 0. Note vertical divisors cover the whole set of fixed points (since
otherwise we would have a horizontal divisor). 0

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/p + D) is Q-Cartier and ample over B.

Definition 2.13. Let 0 < ¢ < % 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,¢D) — C over a
pointed smooth curve (0 € C) is called a Q-Gorenstein smoothing of (X, D) if

(1) the divisors D and Ky, are both Q-Cartier, f-ample, and D ~q 5 —rKx/c;
(2) both f and f|p are smooth over C'\ {0}, and
(3) (X, Do) =~ (X, eD).

Now let f : X — S be a proper flat family of connected schemes with Ss fibers of pure dimension
n, and £ 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

By — () o () (o)
det (L") = Ay @AWY @ ® N

for some line bundles A\; = \;(X, £) on S. Since f is flat, then each fiber (X, £;), t € S, has the
same Hilbert polynomial for sufficiently divisible m > 0

X(Xta LT) - Cbomn + almnil —'— . e + an
by Riemann-Roch’s Theorem.
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Let D = 3\ D; be a relative Mumford Z-divisor [Kol18, Definition 1] on X over S. Assume
that D; is flat over S for each i. Let ap be the leading coefficient of the Hilbert polynomial
X(Dy, (L|p)™) where m > 0. As above, we have line bundles \; = X\;(D, (£|p)™) on S such that

ky 3 o 3 (5) 5(6)
det fi(Lp) =A™ @ A5 @ - @ A"
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, ¢D) — S over a reduced base S is defined as

2a1—ca
ACMfc’D =k" ()\f_grll(nJrl)Jr—laO —0> ® )\?(*2(n+1)) ® X?c(nJrl))
where £ = —k:(KX/S + ¢D) is a Cartier divisor on X ample over S, and k € Z is some positive

integer.

Theorem 2.15 ([GMS21, Theorem 2.6], cf. [PTO08]). Let (f : (X, D) — AL, L) be a test configu-
ration of an n-dimensional (—k(Kx + cD))-polarized pair (X, D). Then

w(Acm,pep) = (n+ 1) Fut(X, D, —k(Ky /a1 +cD)),
where w(Acw, rep) 15 the total weight of Acw, rep under the C*-action of the test configuration.

Theorem 2.16 (K-moduli Theorem). Let r € Qs; and ¢ € (0,1/r) be a rational number, and
x be the Hilbert polynomial of an anti-canonically polarized smooth Fano variety. Consider the
moduli pseudo-functor sending a reduced base S to

(X,cD)/S is a Q-Gorenstein smoothable log Fano family,
ME(S) = (X, D)/S| D ~gg —rKxss, each fiber (X, cD;) is K-semistable,
and x(Xs, Ox,(—mKx,)) = x(m) for m sufficiently divisible.
Then there is a reduced Artin stack M (c) of finite type over C representing this moduli pseudo-
functor. The C-points of M¥(c) parameterize K-semistable Q-Gorenstein smoothable log Fano
pairs (X, eD) with Hilbert polynomial x(X, Ox(—mKx)) = x(m) for sufficiently divisible m > 0
and D ~qg —rKx. Moreover, the stack M*(c) admits a good moduli space MK<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 M*(c) descends to an ample Q-line bundle on
K

M (c).
The following theorem illustrates how the moduli spaces MK(C) depend on the coefficient c.
Theorem 2.17 (cf. [ADL24, Theorem 1.2|). There are rational numbers
O=cp<cr << <cp,=1,
such that for every 0 < j < n, the K-moduli stacks M*¥(c) are independent of the choice of
¢ € (¢j,¢j41). Moreover, for every 0 < j <n and 0 < e < 1, one has open immersions
MK<Cj — 6) — MK(C]') — MK<C]' + 6),
which descend to projective birational morphisms
M (c; —€) = M (¢j) « M" (¢; +e).

The values ¢; are called walls and the intervals (¢;, ¢;11) are called chambers. If a pair (X, ¢D)
is K-polystable if and only if 0 < ¢ < ¢; and at ¢ = ¢; we have that its image under the map
MK(Cj —€) — MK(Cj) is (Xo, ¢;Dy) we say that (Xo, Do) is the polystable replacement of (X, D)
at c =¢;.



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

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 [ is G-equivariant. Moreover, assume the following
conditions are satisfied:

(i) for any s € S, if Aut(Xs, Dy) is finite, then the stabilizer G is also finite;
(i) if for s,s" € S, we have that (X5, Ds) ~ (Xy,Dy), then s € G - s;
(111) Ao, pep 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 Aoy fep if
(Xs, ¢Dy) 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. [Lazl3, Lemma 3.10|) Let (X, L) be a polarized projective variety, and G a
reductive group acting on (X, L). Let Ly be a G-linearized line bundle on X. For any rational
number 0 < € < 1, we define Ly, := L ® Lg@(ie). Let X**(0) and X**(+) denote the semistable
loct with respect to L and L., respectively. Then

(i) there are open immersions X**(£) C X**(0), and
(ii) for any x € X**(0) \ X**(£), there is a I-parameter subgroup o of G such that

pr(z,0) =0, and plte(z, o)pl—(z,0) <0 for 0 <e < 1,

where u is the Hilbert-Mumford weight. Note, the second condition implies that p’t(x, o)
changes sign when crossing the ‘wall’ at t = 0.

2.4. Overview of VGIT of hypersurfaces and complete intersections in P? and P*.
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 [Pap22al to the case where X is a complete
intersection of hypersurfaces of the same degree and D = X N 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 C P? is a cubic surface (a del Pezzo surface of degree 3) and [Pap22a| for
the case where X C P* 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 S; = PH°(P? Ops(3)) = P! parameterizes embedded cubic surfaces in P? (in-
cluding all del Pezzo surfaces of degree 3 with canonical singularities [Kol96, p. I11.3]), and
the scheme Sy = PH(P3 Ops(1)) = P3 parameterizes embedded hyperplanes in P3.  Simi-
larly, let V' = HOY(P* Ops(2)) be the vector space of global sections of Ops(2). The scheme
S} = 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. II1.3|), with
Pliicker embedding Gr(2,V) — A>PV. The scheme S} = PHO(P*, Ops(1)) = P* parameterizes
embedded hyperplanes in P4,

The groups PGL(4) and PGL(5) act naturally on the product spaces S; x Sy and S| x S}
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 m, 7], m and 75 be the projections to Sy, S7, Sa, S5, respectively.
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For any rational number ¢ > 0, we set
L= 0(1,t) = 710g,(a) @ 150, (b)
and
Ly = O(1,1) = (m1)"Og; (a) ® (m3)" Oy (b),
and we can define GIT,-(semi/poly)stability in the obvious way. Note that £; and

%
L} are only defined up to scaling. However, since we only use them to define a GIT quotient, the

where t =

specific choice of (a, b) will be irrelevant (we assume they are both positive and sufficiently large).
For each rational ¢t > 0, £; and £} are ample. For each value ¢ > 0, define the GIT moduli stacks

MG () = [(S1 % $2)* /£, PGLA)],  MFT(t) = [(S] x 85)*/,PGL(5)]

and let their moduli spaces be M;}IT (t) and M?T (t), respectively.

By [GM18, Theorem 1.1] and [Pap22a, Lemma 3.20], there are no GIT;-semistable pairs (X, H)
for ¢ > 1. Furthermore, by [GM18, Theorem 1.3] and [Pap22a, Theorem 3.23|, if (X, H) is
semistable, then D = X N H ~ —Kx is a hypersurface in X. In particular, we note MSIT(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 MSIT(t) does not vary, while a wall is the intersection of the closure of two chambers. If ¢
is a wall, there are contractions:

My (t—¢) — My (8) +— My (t+¢)
for0<e< 1andd=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 MSIT(t) are:

t0:O7 t1_17 t2:17 t3:§7 t4:§7 t5:g7 t6:
5 3 7 9 13
The walls for M?T(t) are:
to =0, tlzl, t2_2, ts_é, t4—£, 143 2, tg =1
6 7 8 11 3

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

thors gave a precise description of all pairs (X, D) represented in each M?,GIT(t) and M, (1),
respectively, for each ¢ € (0,1). The full statements are rather long, so we will omit them here.

Let U3 C S x Sy, Uy € 5] x S} be the open subsets representing pairs (X, H) such that H is
not contained in X and that X N H # X N H' for any hyperplane H' # H. It follows that the
complement of Uy 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,
3.5,3.6,7.2,73,74]|). Let f:(X,D=XNH)— Uy be the universal family over U;. For any
0 <c<1,let Acare == Acm,f,ep 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 < ¢ < 1,
we have

Acme >~ OB+ ¢,9¢)
as Q-line bundles. In particular, note that Acy. is ample for all ¢ € (0,1) N Q and Acme is

proportional to Ly where t(c) = 89_+Cc_



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

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

Acme = O2(5 + ¢), 12¢)
as Q-line bundles. In particular, we have that Acy is ample for all ¢ € (0,1) N Q and Acmc 45

proportional to E;(C) where t(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 < ¢ < 1 be a positive number. Let (Xo,cDy) 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 | > 3 and D € | — Kx| is smooth. Then X, is Gorenstein.

Proof. Let x € X be a point, and n := Ind(x, Kx,) > 1 be the Gorenstein index at z. If x ¢ D,
then the assumption Dy + Ky, ~ 0, in both cases, implies that n < 1 (since then locally around
x, Kx, is trivial and thus Gorenstein). Now let us assume that x € Dy. Since z is a klt surface
singularity (as (Xo, cDp) is K-semistable), then z is a quotient singularity [KM98, Corollary 5.21].
As x € Xjis Q-Gorenstein smoothable and a quotient singularity, then z is an index n point cyclic
quotient singularity of type d—jﬁ(l, dna — 1) [KS88, Proposition 3.10]. It follows from Theorem 2.6
that for X a del Pezzo surface of degree [

9 ~
I(1—-c)*=(—Kx, —cDy)* < Zvol(:c,Xo,CDO).

Let (7, Xo, Do) — (x, Xo, Dy) be a smooth covering of degree dn? over z. By [LX19, Theorem 2.7
(3)], one has that

4 — —_~ ~ ~ —~
(3.2) dn? - g (1 —¢)* < dn*vol(x, Xy, cDy) = vol(Z, Xo, cDy) < (2 — cordz Dy)? < 4,
where the second inequality follows from computing the discrepancy on the smooth blow-up of x.

Since X is a del Pezzo surface of degree [ > 3, if ordz Dy > 2, then we have
4 41
dn? - §<1 —c)? <dn*- 5(1 —c)? <4(1—-¢)

and thus 3 > dn? > n?. This forces n = 1 and X, is Gorenstein.

Thus, assume that ordgbvo = 1. Let u, v be local coordinates near = € )z such that the cyclic
group action on X defining the quotient singularity is scaling on each coordinate, and let uv’ be
a monomial appearing in the local equation of bvo such that ¢ + 7 = ord;;bvo = 1. The relation
Dy + Kx, ~ 0 implies that

i+ (dna —1)j = dna mod dn?
as around x, the total weights of u, v and Kx, are 1, dna — 1 and —dna, respectively and
Dy ~ —Kx, Since either (i,j) = (0,1) or (i,7) = (1,0), then dn has to divide 1, which implies
d =n =1, and hence X, is Gorenstein.
O

Corollary 3.2. Let 0 < ¢ <1 be a positive number.
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(1) Let (Xo,cDy) 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 X, can be embedded into
P3 by | — Kx,| as a cubic surface.

(2) Let (Xo,cDy) 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 P* and D € | — Kx|.
Then Xy can be embedded into P* by | — Kx,| 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]. O

Recall that Uy is the open subset parameterizing pairs (X, H) such that H is a hypersurface
not contained in X and that XN H # X N H’ for any hyperplane H' # H. Let UX(c) be the open
subset of Uy which consists of pairs (X, H) such that (X, cD) is K-semistable, where D = X N H,
and U™ (c) C Uy the GITy)-semistable locus, where t(c) = £& for d = 3 and t(c) = £ for
d=4.

Proposition 3.3. Let d be 3 or 4. For any 0 < ¢ < 1, the K-moduli stack M (c) is isomorphic
to the quotient stack [UF (c)/ PGL(d + 1)], via which the open immersions

UK(c—€) = UE(c) = UK (c+e)
descend to wall-crossing morphisms

Mg (=€) = M (c) & My (c+e).

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

We denote by
O=c<a<---<¢g=1
a sequence of numbers such that for each ¢;, either ¢ = ¢; is a wall for K-moduli stacks MX(c), or

t = t(c;) is a wall for the VGIT moduli stacks M$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,¢1), the two open subsets UK (c) and US™ (c) of U are equal.

The next two propositions involve an induction process, leading to the results that UX(c) =
U™ (¢) for any 0 < ¢ < 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,¢;), we have UK (¢c) = US™(c).
Then UK (c;) = U™ (¢;).

Proof. We first show that UX(¢;) C US™(¢;). Let (X, D) € UX(c;) be any K-semistable point.
Let (Xo, Do) € Mg(ci) be the K-polystable pair, and o a 1-parameter subgroup such that

limo(t) - [(X, D)] = [(Xo, Do)]

in M?(ci). Note that since — K x is very ample, any special test configuration is naturally embed-
ded into P? x A, so that the test configuration is induced by a 1-parameter subgroup. Now, by the
surjectivity of the wall-crossing morphism Mf (ci—¢€) — M?(Ci), we can choose a K-semistable
pair (X, D’) € U¥(c; — €) and a 1-parameter subgroup o’ such that

lin (1) - [(X', D')] = [(Xo, D).
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Let (X, ¢;D) and (X', ¢;D') be the two test configurations corresponding to o and ¢’ respectively.
Since (X, ¢;Dy) is K-polystable and (X', ¢;D’) is K-semistable, then the generalized Futaki in-
variant Fut(X”,¢;D") = 0. As Fut(X”’, ¢;D’) is proportional to the GIT weight of the CM Q-line
bundle Ap,, (Theorem 2.15), then we have pu“t)([(X’, D')],0') = 0 by Proposition 2.21. By
our hypothesis, the pair (X', D’) is contained in UX(¢; — ¢) = US™ (¢; — €) C US™(¢;). Now it
follows from Lemma 2.7 that [(Xo, Dg)] is GITy(,)-semistable. By openness of GIT semistability,
we conclude that [(X, D)] € U$T(¢;), and hence UK (¢;) C U (¢;).
Conversely, for any (X, D) € U$™(¢;), similarly we can find GITy(.,)-polystable pair (Xo, Dy) €
U™ (¢;), GITy(,)—e-semistable pair (X', D’) € UF'™(¢; — €), and two 1-parameter subgroups o
and o’ such that
limo(t) - [(X, D)] = [(Xo, Do)],  limo’(#) - [(X', D)] = [(Xo, Dy)],
and that
peeo (X, D)) o) = p“re (X7, D)), 0") = 0.
Let (X7, ¢;D'; L) be the test configuration of (X', ¢;D’) corresponding to ¢’. Then, Fut(X’, ¢;D’; L) =
0 by Proposition 2.21 and Theorem 2.15. Since (X', (¢; —€)D") is K-semistable by our hypothesis,
then A’ is normal (|LX14, Section 8.2], the first paragraph). Now it follows from Lemma 2.8 that
(Xo, ciDy) 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,¢;] we have UX(c) = US™(c).
Then UK (c) = U$™ (¢) for any c € (¢, ciy1)-

Proof. Notice that it suffices to prove the equality for a fixed ¢ = ¢; + ¢, 0 < € <€ ¢;11 — ¢;.
We first show that UX(c; +¢) C U$™(¢; + €). Suppose otherwise, choose a pair (X, D) €
UK(c; + €) \ U (¢; + €). By our assumption, (X, D) is GIT,,-semistable, and hence using
Lemma 2.19, we can find a 1-parameter subgroup o of PGL(d + 1) such that

pEe([(X, D)],0) =0, and e ([(X, D)), o) < 0.

Then the limit lim,_,o o(t) - [(X, D)] is GITy,)-semistable by Lemma 2.7, and thus represented by
some (Xo, Dy) € US™(¢;). Let (X, D; L) be the test configuration of (X, D, —K ) corresponding
to 0. It follows from Proposition 2.21 and Theorem 2.15 that Fut(&X', (¢; +¢€)D; £) < 0, and hence
(X, (¢; + €)D) is K-unstable, which is a contradiction. Thus UX(¢; +€) C U (¢; + ¢€). In fact,
if (X, (¢; +€)D) is K-polystable, then it is GIT,)-polystable (Lemma 3.7).

Now consider the commutative diagram

Ul (c;+€) —— [UK(ci+€)/PGL(d+1)] ——— UK (c; +€)//PGL(d+ 1) = Mf(ci +€)

sto Jj«ﬁ Jw
US™T (¢; + €) — [USTT (c; + €)/ PGL(d + 1)] —— UST(¢; + €) )/ PGL(d + 1) = My (t(c; + €))

Note that the existence of maps ¢, ¢ and ¢ follows from the moduli construction, our proof that
UK(c; +¢) C U™ (¢; + €) and Lemma 3.7 below. In particular ¢ and ¢ are natural inclusions.
As ¢ is descended from the open immersion ¢, then ¢ 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 ¢ sends closed points to closed points,
which implies that 1 is quasi-finite, as it is injective. As MSIT(t(ci + €)) and Mg(ci + €) are
separated, v is separated. As MdGIT(t(cZ- +€)) and Mg(ci +¢€) are proper and 1) is separated, then
¥ is proper, which together with being quasi-finite means v is finite. Consequently ¢ is finite
[Alp13, Proposition 6.4]. Note the moduli construction implies that the left and right square
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above are fibre products. Since finite maps are preserved by base change (|Gro60, Proposition
6.1.5(iii)|), the map ¢ is finite, and thus surjective [Shal3, Theorem 1.12]. We conclude that
Ui (ci+€) = U (c; +e). O

Lemma 3.7. With the same notation and assumption as in Proposition 3.6, if (X, (¢; +€)D) €
UK (¢; + €) is K-polystable, then (X, D) is GITy,+e-polystable.

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

(Xo. Do) = lima() - (X, D)

is GITy(, +o-polystable. Thus y“*ci+9([(X, D)], ) = 0 and Fut(X, (¢;+€)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 0. Notice that (Xo, Dg) € US™ (¢c; +€) C US™ (¢;) = UK (¢;), in particular (X, ¢; D) is klt,
and hence (X, (¢; + €)D; L) is a special test configuration (since € is small). Since (X, (¢; + €)D)
is K-polystable, then (X, D) ~ (X, Dy), and hence they are in the same PGL(d + 1) orbit. As a
consequence, (X, D) is GITy,)-polystable. O

Theorem 3.8. Let ¢ € (0,1) be a rational number. Then there is an isomorphism between Artin
stacks
M () = MG (t(c))

with t(c) = % when d = 3 and t(c) = 56—+CC 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. 0

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 UX (c) C U$1T(c) for ¢ € (0, ¢;), 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 P? defined by the
linear series | — Ky|, which is branched along a quartic curve Cy C P2. A divisor D € | — Ky| is
mapped to a line L on P2. Thus, we have a crepant double cover

(Y,eD) — (P?,1/2C, + cL).
We will study the K-moduli stack (the K-moduli space, respectively) of pairs (X, $C'+¢C") which
admit a Q-Gorenstein smoothing to (P?, $Cy + cL) for all rational numbers ¢ € (0,1), and prove
that these K-moduli spaces are isomorphic to the K-moduli spaces of log del Pezzo pairs (Y, ¢D)
of degree 2, where D € | — Ky| (cf. Theorem 4.6). Let ME(c) and M¥(c) be the moduli
stacks of (limits of) K-semistable pairs on P? and log del Pezzo pairs of degree 2 respectively, and
correspondingly let MH{; (¢) and M?(c) be their good moduli spaces.
We first prove an analogue of Theorem 3.1 in this case.

Lemma 4.1. Let (X, %C + ¢C") be a K-semistable pair which admits a Q-Gorenstein smoothing
to (P?,3Cy + cL). Then the Gorenstein index of X is at most 2.
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Proof. As (X, 3C + cC") is K-semistable, then X has at worst kit singularities. It follows from
[Hac04, Proposition 6.2| that any singularity z € X is of the form —5(1,na — 1), where (a,n) =1
and n # 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 z € 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. O

Corollary 4.2. Let (X,2C + ¢C") be a K-semistable pair in M (c), then either X ~ P? or
X ~P(1,1,4).

Proof. Tt is known that X is a Manetti surface (cf. [Hac04, Section 8.2]) of Gorenstein index
at most 2, hence X is either P? or P(1,1,4). Indeed, if X # P2, then X is a deformation from
a Manetti surface P(a?, b, %), where you may assume ¢ > b > a and the Gorenstein index
is at least ¢ by [KS88, Lemma 3.16], which forces ¢ < 2. Since we may assume P(a? b?, ¢?)
is well-formed [lan00], 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 i(l, 1), which
has a one-dimensional Q-Gorenstein miniversal deformation space, thus it cannot be partially
smooth [Akh+16]. Thus either X = P? or X = P(1,1,4) since there are no local-to-global

obstructions. O

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 ¢(c) : Mﬂ{;(c) - M?(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 stack MX(c) is irreducible and

smooth, and the K-moduli space M?(c) is 1rreducible and normal.
Proof. The proof is identical to [Zha24, Proof of Theorem 1.4]. O

Lemma 4.5. The K-moduli stack MZE,(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 C P® has Hilbert polynomial x(P?, O(2m)) (i.e. the one embedding P? via Veronese
embedding), 3C +4Ky ~ 0 and 3C"+ Kx ~ 0. Let H be the open subscheme of H parameterizing
those such that (X,1C + ¢C") is K-semistable. Then we know from Corollary 4.2 that any X
in H is either P? or P(1,1,4). Moreover, the Q-Gorenstein deformations of P? and P(1,1,4) are
unobstructed, and the class groups of them are torsion free. Therefore, Ops(1)|x is the unique
Weil divisor class which is Q-linearly equivalent to —%K x. 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)] — M%, (c), which is separated. More-
over, as the morphism is bijective on C-points, and the morphism preserves the stabilizers (as

—2Kx = Ops(1)|x), we conclude that [H/PGL(6)] ~ Mf(c). O

Lemma 4.6. There is a natural morphism ¥(c): G(c) — MZE(c) from some ps-gerbe G(c) of
ME () to ME(c).

Proof. Consider the universal family (27, 36 +c¢”) — M (c). Using the isomorphism in Lemma
4.5, one obtains via the pull-back from P° a line bundle Oy (1) on 2". We have that Oy (¢) ®
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O (—2) is trivial on each fiber. Thus, it is the pull-back of some line bundle £ on M (c). Let
Y(c) : G(c) = ME(c) be the us-gerbe obtained by taking the second root stack of £ [AGVO0S,
Appendix B.2|. Then there is a line bundle £ on G(c) such that £®? is the pull-back of £. Let
Tg(e) * (Za(e): €a(c), Cg(ey) — G(c) be the pull-back of the universal family to G(c). Then the line
bundle Ng(c) := Oy, (1) ® 75, £ satisfies ‘ﬁg’é) ~ Oy, (65(0))-

Now we take the double cover of Zg( branched along ¢y, denoted by

(e = Spec%g(c) (O%(c) S mg(@)) :

This double cover is also a double cover fiberwise, as Mg is a line bundle. Let Zg be the pull-
back of 6, to ¥g(). Then, every fiber (2, 26, + ¢¢]) is the po-quotient of (%, c%,), where
g € |G(c)]| is the unique point over ¢ € [ME,(c)|. Therefore, the morphism

(DG(¢), 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) — MX(c). O

Lemma 4.7. The composition morphism
c —K
G(c) *4 ME(e) — Ma(e)
is the good moduli space of G(c).

Proof. By definition [Alp13, Definition 4.1], we need to prove that (¢(c)).Ogr) = O ME () and
that ¢(c) is cohomologically affine [Alp13, Definition 3.1]. Recall that G(c) — ME,(c) is the
pa-gerbe, so G(c) = ME,(¢) X pg,, BG,, where f : BG,, — BG,, is given by taking the second
power, and the morphism M (c) — BG,, is the classifying morphism of £ introduced in the
proof of Lemma 4.6. Thus to show that ¢(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 BG,, corresponds to a family (V});ez of vector spaces. Moreover, W := f.V
corresponds to (W; := Va;)ez . Since the correspondence V' — V; is exact for every 4, then f, is an
exact functor. On the other hand, since 9(c) is a po-gerbe, we have that (¢(c)).Og() = OM]}IfQ (©)-
This completes the proof. O

The morphism G(c) — MZE(c) constructed in Proposition 4.6 descends to a morphism
—K —K
¢(c) = Mpz(c) — M, (c).

In particular, ¢(c)(X,1C + ¢C’) = (Y, cD) where Y is the double cover of X branched at C' and
D =¢(C)7H(C).

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

Proof. Since M;((c) is irreducible and the morphism ¢(c) is dominant (as log smooth pairs are
dense in both domain and target), then ¢(c) is surjective by the properness of the K-moduli.
Suppose now (X1,1Cy + ¢Cf) and (X3, 3C + ¢C%) are two K-polystable pairs such that their
double covers (Y1, c¢D;) and (Ya, ¢Ds) are isomorphic. Then X; and X, are isomorphic to either
P? or P(1,1,4) by Corollary 4.2. Note (X, %CZ) is canonical if and only if Y; is canonical. If X;
is isomorphic to P?, then Y; is given by w? — fi(z,y,z) = 0 in P(1,1,1,2) and the double cover
T Y; — X; = P? gives us that Ky, = 7} (Kx, +30x,(4)), so Ky, is Cartier. Moreover, since Y; is
K-semistable, then it is klt, and hence Y; has Du Val singularities. If X; is isomorphic to P(1,1,4),
then C; does not contain the singularity of X; since the pair is K-semistable (by Lemma 4.1, and

thus Y; has exactly two non-ADE singularities. By the assumption that (Y7,cDq) ~ (Y3, ¢Ds),
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we know that X; ~ X5. Now, we assume that (Y7,c¢D;) = (Ya,¢Ds) = (Y, ¢D) and denote the
double covers by 1 : Y — X; and mp 1 Y — Xo.

Assume first that X; ~ P(1, 1,4), and denote by p; the singularity of X;. Denote by L; := Ox, (1)
the class of a line on X; ~ P(1,1,4). Then the local Picard group Pic(p; € X;) ~ Z/AZ with
L; 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 7; is étale near p;, then

m Ly — 75 Lo
is torsion, and thus trivial. It follows from [KMO98, Definition 2.50| that
(1)« Oy (77 (2Ls)) ~ Ox, (2L;) ® Ox, (—2L3),
and thus
H°(X1,0x,(2L,)) ~ H(Y, 7 O(2L,)) ~ H(Y, 750(2Ly)) ~ H°( X5, Ox,(2Ly)).
Similarly, we have that
(m:)+Oy (7" Ox, (4L;)) ~ Ox,(4L;) ® O,
and thus
HY(X1,0x,(4L1)) @ C ~ H(Y, mfO(4Ly)) ~ HY(Y, m30(4Ly)) ~ H°(X,, Ox,(4L,)) & C.

Choosing a basis (s1, S, s3) of H*(X;,2L;) and an element sy in HO(Y, 77 O(4L;))\H°(X;, Ox, (4L;)),
one obtains a morphism
(s1:80:83:84):Y — P(1,1,1,2),

which is isomorphism to m; once we take the image. It follows that the two double covers m
and 7o differ by an automorphism of P(1, 1, 1,2), and hence they are isomorphic. Therefore, we
conclude that (X1, 2Cy + cCY) ~ (X, 3Co + CY).

Similarly, if X; ~ P?, then the same argument shows that (X1, 3C1 + ¢C}) ~ (X», 3Cs + cC%).
Therefore, the morphism ¢(c) is injective, concluding the proof. O

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

Proof of Theorem 4.53. Using Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.8, we can apply Zariski’s main theo-
rem to the morphism ¢(c), and conclude that ¢(c) is an isomorphism. O

4.2. VGIT of plane curves and K-stability of pairs on P2. Consider the PGL(3)-action
on Hy x Hy := PH(P?, Op2(4)) x PHO(P?, Op2(1)) = P x P? induced by the natural action of
PGL(3) on P?. Take a polarization O(a,b) with a,b > 0 and set ¢ = b/a € (0,2), where t = 2 is
the final wall. We call a pair (Cy, L) € Hy x Hy GIT;-(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):

to t3
walls 0 1
dhambers | 0.3) T 8 @00y @h T @)

We thus obtain 11 non-isomorphic quotients MEQIT(Q), which are characterized by Theorems
A3 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 P? branched at the double conic should appear on M;((O)
via ¢(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 ¢ € (0,1) be a rational number, t = 2¢, and (Cy, Cy) € Hyx Hy such that Cy is
not a double smooth conic. Then (Cy, C1) is GIT;-(semi/poly)stable if and only if (P?, $Cy+cCh)
is K-(semi/poly)stable.

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ € (0,1) be a rational number, and
1
T (P2 X Hy x H1,§C4—|—Ccl) — Hy x Hy

be the universal family of pairs. Then the CM line bundle Acy . is proportional to the polarization
Ou,xm, (1,t) for t = 2¢ up to a positive constant.

Proof. By [CP21b], the CM Q-line bundle with respect to 7 is given by

1 3
—W*(—KP2xH4xH1/H4xH1 - §C4 - CC1)3 = 5(1 - C)QOHMHl(L 20)-

O

We verify that for all GIT,-polystable pairs (Cy, L) given in Table 2, the pair (P?, 3Cj + cLo)
7

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

computations for other walls follow in the same way.

Proposition 4.11. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 be a rational number. Let (Cy = {F =0}, Ly = {H = 0}) be
given by the equations of row 8 of Table 2, and C = {wox3 — 2325 + fi(x0,21) = 0}.
(1) The pair (P?,1Cq + cLo) is K-polystable if and only if ¢ = .

(2) The pair (P?,3C + cLg) is K-semistable if 0 < ¢ < 1%, and K-unstable for &5 < ¢ < 1.

Proof. (1) Note (P?,2Cy + cLyg) is a T-pair of complexity-one with the G,,-action A\ 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 (P?, Cp) by checking the only
fixed points are the intersection of coordinate axis. The vertical divisors must be toric
(and thus rational). One checks that zox3 — ax? for a € P! covers P? (with @ = 0 and
a = oo giving the coordinate axes). Then one readily checks that their S-invariant is
positive when ¢ = 1—70.

Testing Fut(A - (P?,3Co + Ly)) = 0 is equivalent to showing 8(E) = 0, where E is the
exceptional divisor under the (3, 1)-weighted blow-up 7 : X — P? at (0: 0 : 1) (Lemma
2.11). We have

1 1~ ~ 3
KX — W*(KPQ + 500 + CL) = —500 + —CL + (5 — 3C)E,

hence,
5
A(P27%C()+CLQ)(E) = 5 - 30'
Furthermore, consider 7*(—Kpz — 3Co—cL) —tE ~ (1 —c)L+ (3(1—c)—t)E. This shows
that the pseudoeffective threshold is 7 = 3(1 — ¢). Moreover, vol(r*(—Kpz — £Co — cL)) =

(1 —¢)?, and we have

P(u) ~ (1=o)L+ (301 —c) = t)E, 0<t<l—c
u) ~r Gl—c)= )L+ (B1—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 ﬂ*(szJr%CO +
cL) — tE. Hence,

1 T . 1
S(PQéCOJFCLO)(E) = m </0‘ VOl(ﬂ' (—KPQ — 500 — CL) — tE)dt

_ ﬁ (/01_0 ((1 - g) dt + /:(:_C) %(3(1 o) - t)th)
1 , 4

4(1 —¢)
T
Thus B2 1 ¢y 4ery) (E) = 0 if and only if ¢ = L

10°
(2) The computation in (1) shows that if (P?, C + cLy) is K-semistable, then we have that

7—10c
B%C-FCL()(E) =

hence 0 < ¢ < %. By openness of K-semistability we have that (P2 %C’ + 1—70L0) is K-

semistable. Moreover, (P?, %C) is K-semistable [Derl6; OSS16| and by interpolation, we
have that (P?, $C + cLy) is K-semistable for any 0 < ¢ < .

> 0,

O

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

Wall Curve C' Line L | Weighted blow-up weights | S-invariant | Row in Table 2
: To(23 — wo1?) T (3,2,0) (1—4c)/3 3
T | momme(m —22) | @0 (0,1,1) (1 —4c)/6 4
2 | m(a} + xon3) T (3,1,0) (2 —5¢)/3 5
s | mozi(zows —21) | a2 0,1,2) (1-2c)/2 6
2 w3y — af To (0,1,4) (4—"17c)/3 7
& ToTs — Toxd Ty (1,3,0) (7 —10c)/6 8

TABLE 1. K-moduli walls and polystable replacements obtained for each pair
(P?,3C, 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 GIT;-polystable pairs (Cy, L) of
Theorem A.4, the log Fano pairs (P?,1Cy + ¢L) are K-semistable, with ¢ = 2c.

We next verify that for each of the strictly GIT,-semistable pairs (Cy, L) of Theorem A.6 the
log Fano pairs (P?, Cy+cL) are K-semistable, with ¢ = 2c. Let C" = {fuly, 2) +az(foly, 2) +x2)}
such that the coefficient a of y in f; and the coefficient b of y in f5 satisfy b = 2a. The pair (C” , i)
is strictly GIT;-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 (Cy, L) be a strictly GIT;-semistable pair, where C % C'. Then, the pair
(P2, 3Cy + cL) is strictly K-semistable fort = 2c.
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Proof. Let (Cy, L) be a strictly GIT;-semistable pair, with C' # C. Since the pair is strictly GIT
semistable, there exists a one-parameter subgroup A such that the limit lim; 0 A(f) - (Cy, L) =
(Co, Lo), where (Cy, Lo) is the strictly GIT;-polystable pair detailed in Theorem A.4 such that
Co # 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 (C;, £;) are isomorphic to (Cy, L) for
all t # 0, and (Cy, Lo) = (Co, Lo). From this construction, and similarly to Lemma 4.10 we obtain
a map m: (P?,1C + ¢£) — B which is naturally a test configuration of the pair (P?,1Cy + c¢Ch)
with central fiber (P?,1Co + cLg). 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 X; = (P? %04 + ¢C}) is not isomorphic to Xy. By [Ara+23,
Corollary 1.13] and Lemma 4.10 the general fiber X; = (P, 10y + ¢C}) is strictly c-K-semistable,
for t = 2c. 0J

Proof of Theorem 4.9. 1t follows from Lemma 4.10 and Theorem 2.18 that if the surface pair
(P?, 2Cy +cCh) is K-(semi/poly)stable, then (Cy, Cy) is GIT;-(semi/poly)stable. For the converse,
we need to compare the explicit stability conditions in Table 2 and Table 1. For the case when
¢ =0, it is known from [ADL24, Section 5| that a pair (P2, %04) with (4 not a double smooth
conic is K-(semi/poly)stable if and only if Cy is GIT-(semi/poly)stable, i.e. (Cy,C1) is GIT(-
(semi/poly)stable. This is covered in the above discussion, Remark 4.12 and Proposition 4.13.
O

4.3. VGIT of binomials on P! and K-stability of pairs on P(1,1,4). Consider the SL(2)-
action on Hy x Hb := PHO(P!, Op1(8)) x PHO(P!, Op1(2)) induced by the natural action of SL(2)
on P!. Take a polarization O(a,b) with a,b > 0 and set ¢t = b/a € (0,+00). We call a pair
(fs, f2) € H{ x HY GIT;-(semi/poly)stable if it is a (semi/poly)stable point under the SL(2)-
action with respect to O(a, b). Let

MG () = [(Hy x H3) [, PGL(2)]
be the VGIT moduli stack, and M?}T(t) be its good moduli space.
Proposition 4.14. A pair (fs, f2) is GIT;-(semi)stable if and only if
multy (fs) + Fult,(fo) < ()44 ¢
for any point p € P!,

Proof. This follows from the classical GIT-stability of SL(2)-action on PH?(P!, Op:(d)) (cf. [MFK94])
and linearity of Hilbert-Mumford invariant (cf. [Benl4, Proposition 2.15]). U

Immediately, we can obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.15. There are six wallst = 0,1, 2,3, 4, 400, and five chambers for the VGIT moduli
spaces.

Let ME{%LM) (c) be the closure in the K-moduli space of the classes of pairs (P(1,1,4),1C +cC")
where C' is an octic and C’ is a quadric, with reduced scheme structure; and M]{f(l 1 4)(c) be
the preimage of the MQLM)(C) under the good moduli space morphism. We aim to prove the

following theorem in the section.

Theorem 4.16. Let ¢ € (0,1) be a rational number, and t = t(c) = 2. Let Fy = {z*— fs(z,y) =
0} and Fy = {fa(z,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), 3 Fs+ cFy) is K-(poly/semi)stable if and only if (fs, f2) is GIT,-(poly/semi)stable.
Moreover, there is an isomorphism
Mris1.0(0) = Mo ().

We first need to construct the universal family. Let Fg be a hyperelliptic curve in P(1,1,4) of
degree 8 given by the equation 2? — fg(z,y) = 0. We identify Fy to a point in the vector space
A = H°(P!, Op:(8)). Since there is a canonical isomorphism H°(P(1,1,4),0(2)) ~ H°(P!, O(2)),
we will not distinguish PH?(P(1,1,4),O(2)) with Hj. Notice there is a G,,-action on A x H}
by acting on the first factor of weight 8. Then H{ is naturally isomorphic to the coarse moduli
space of the DM stack [(A\ {0})/G,,]. There is a natural SL(2)-action on A induced by the usual
SL(2)-action on H°(P!, O(1)). Since this SL(2)-action commutes with the G,,-action, it descends
to an SL(2)-action on (H{ x H}, O(a,b)).

Let

T (P(l, 1,4) x A x Hy, %}"8 +cf2) — A x H,

be the universal family of pairs over A x H). Here the fiber of 7 over each point (fs, f2) of A x H},
is (P(1,1,4), 1 Fy + cFy), where Fy = {z% — fs(z,y) = 0} and > = {f2(z,y) = 0}. Then the
Gy,-action on A x H) naturally lifts to the universal family via

1

(@505 = =0 el =0)) o (589,562 = =0 4 el =0))

for any t € G,,. After taking the G,,-quotient, we obtain a Q-Gorenstein family of log Fano pairs
over [(A\{0})/G,,] x Hj, and the CM Q-line bundle Aoy r. on A x H) also descends to a Q-line
bundle on Hg x H, denoted by Acwc.

Proposition 4.17. The CM Q-line bundle Acye for this family over Hg x HY is proportional to
O(1 —¢,12¢).

Proof. Write Acm,e = O(a(c),b(c)). First, notice that the CM Q-line bundle with respect to 7
over A x HY is given by

1 >
— (= Kp(1,1,4) x Ax HY /Ax HY — Q-FS —cF)? = pO0m; (3(1 — c)?),

where py 1 A x H), — H) is the second projection. Since G, acts trivially on Hj, then b(c) =
3c(1 — ¢)?>. Now we compute the degree a(c). As Pic(A) is trivial, then the degree a(c) equals
to the G,,-weight of the fiber Acarre @ C((0, f2)) for any fo € Hj. It follows from [ADL24,
Proposition 2.19] and [Xu21, Lemma 3.4] that

1 3(1 - ¢)?
a(c) = =3(1 =) 5 Be1a1/200) e (Q) = =5

where () = {# = 0} is the conic at infinity. Thus, we conclude that Acys. is proportional to
O(1 —¢,12¢). O

Proof of Theorem 4.16. By Corollary 4.2, every K-semistable degeneration of (P(1,1,4), $Fs +
cFy) is a pair on P(1,1,4). It follows from Proposition 4.17 and Theorem 2.18 that a pair
(F3, F3) is GIT;-(semi/poly)stable if (P(1,1,4), 5 F5 + cF3) is K-(semi/poly)stable, where t = {2
Suppose now (Fg, F») is a GIT;-semistable pair. We can take a family of pairs (Fgp, Fop)oen
over a smooth pointed curve 0 € B such that (Fyo, Foo) =~ (Fs, F2) and that (Fyyp, Fhyp) is a
smooth octic Fgj together with a union of two distinct lines Fy ) intersection Fy; transversely.

By the properness of K-moduli spaces, one can find a limit (Fgg, Fy,) as b — 0 such that
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(P(1,1,4),3F, + cF} ) is K-polystable, after a finite base change. Then (F§g, Fj,) is GITy-
polystable, and by the separatedness of GIT moduli spaces, we deduce that (Fg, F») specially
degenerates to g - (Fg,, Iy,) for some g € PGL(2). By openness of K-semistability, one has that
(P(1,1,4), 1 Fy + cF) is K-semistable. If moreover (F, F3) is a GIT,-polystable, then we must
have that (Fs, Fy) = g - (F,, Fs,) for some g € PGL(2), and hence (P(1,1,4),3Fs + cF3) is
K-polystable.

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

¥(e) : Mzt (1) — Mﬁ171,4)(0),

which descends to an isomorphism le(l,m)(c) ~ M;IT(t) between moduli spaces by Zariski’s

main theorem. O

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
11112147
ceq0, =, 5, =, 5, = =, 5 1.

4.4. VGIT on the Kirwan blow-ups.

Theorem 4.19. Let (X, 3Dy + cDs) be a K-polystable pair in Mﬂﬁ(c). Then

(1) either (X, %Dl +¢Dy) ~ (P2, %C4 + cCy) where (Cy, Cy) is a GITs.-polystable plane curve
pair of degree 4 and 1 respectively, where Cy is not projectively isomorphic to [2Q)];
(2) or (X,1D1 4 cDy) ~ (P(1,1,4), L Fy + cF3) where (fs, f2) is GIT 12 -polystable.

Conversely, any such pair (P?,2Cy + ¢Cy) or (P(1,1,4), 3 Fs + cFy) is K-polystable.

Proof. We start with c-K-polystability implies GIT;-polystability. Let (X, 1/2D; + ¢D3) be a K-
polystable pair. Then, by Corollary 4.2, we have that X ~ P? or X ~ P(1,1,4). If X = P2, then
Dy and D, are plane curves of degree 4 and 1 respectively. Notice that D; is not projectively
isomorphic to 2Q) since otherwise the [-invariant of the pair with respect to the divisor @ is
negative. It follows from Theorem 4.9 that (Dy, D) is GITs.-polystable. If X ~ P(1,1,4), then
the GIT lze -polystability follows from Theorem 4.16.

For the converse, let (C4,CY) be a GIT-polystable pair. From Theorem A.4, Cy cannot be
projectively isomorphic to 2Q). Then by Theorem 4.9 we conclude that the pair (P2, $Cy + ¢Ch)
is t/2-K-polystable. Similarly, let (Fg, F3) be a GIT;-polystable pair. Then, we conclude from
Theorem 4.16 that the pair (P(1,1,4), 2 Fs 4+ cF3) is c-K-polystable, where ¢ = as required.

O

_t
t+12°

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

Proposition 4.20. Let H = Hyx Hy and G = SL(3) as before. Let Q = {q = zz—y*> = 0} € Hy,
2@ = {q2 = 0} € Hy,
Z={2Q,L)e H: |QNL|=2}.

Let G -[Z] be the G-orbit of Z, and Ng.;z1/u be its normal bundle in H. Then the followings hold:
(i) Tulz = Tez|z ® Neazyulz with o2 Nezyulz — Tulz being the natural inclusion,
(i) Na.z1/mlz = HY (P, Op1(8)) @ O,
(7ii) a Luna slice to the SL(3)-orbit of Z C H is given by the locally closed subset
We={({*+f1=0},{I=0}) € H: (fs,]) € Ne.zulz)}
for allt € (0,2).
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Proof. Note that Theorem A.4 implies that, for all t € (0,2) and all x € Z, = is GIT; polystable.
In particular, G - [Z] is closed in H** and thus Gz is reductive. In fact, we have G ~ SL(2).
We first prove (ii); we have an inclusion Z C G - [Z] C H*®, which after taking closures in H

gives Z C G- [Z] C H. (Caution: G - [Z] # G -[Z] but G - [Z] = G - [Z].) The chain of inclusions
induces a short exact sequence of sheaves

0 — Nzgm — Ngm — Negmalz — 0
Let i: Hy < Hy be given by i(fs) = f2 and note that

Let p1, ps be the natural projections from 7 to Hy = i(Hs) and Hq, respectively, induced naturally
by the inclusion. Since H, = P?, we naturally have that

Nz @tz = PiTili2q) © P3O, = Tis|jg @ O7.
Similarly, by restricting the projections p;, ps from the product Hy x H, to the natural inclusion
of Z in H, we get:

Nz o = 01Tl 12q) ® p30m, = Tpua|pg) © O
From the short exact sequence we obtain

Nemzulz = <N7/H/Nz/m> A

where the last isomorphism follows from [ADL24, eq. (5.5)]. Finally, note that Ne.iz/u|z =
Nm/ﬁb, completing the proof of (ii).

Now we prove (i), that is, Ty |z = Ne.z)/u| 28T 6. 17)|z. Tosee this, let p1: G-[Z] — G-[2Q] C Hy
and py: G-[Z] — Hy induced by restricting the natural projections H — Hy, H — H; respectively.
Then we have that T 17|z = P16z ® P51 H, | z. By restricting to H** we similarly obtain

= (01T, /0iTH) lpg ® Oz = H(P', Op(8)) ® O,

Tusslz ~ PiTaylz ® p5Ta |z ~ P1(Tailp)|z ® P5TH |2z ~ Naizyulz ® pilapolz ® psTh |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 Ty |; — Ne.iz/u|z defined as (z, w., m,) —
(z,m,) has a zero-section ¢. By composing ¢ with the exponential map Ty — H, which is étale,
we obtain the Luna slice W. As Z C H*® and (¢® + f4,1) degenerates to (¢,1) € H**, so by
openness of the semistable locus, W C H**| completing the proof of (iii).

OJ

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 U, C Hy x Hy be the GIT;-semistable locus under the PGL(3)-action, and
(P2, %C4+CC1) — Uy be the universal family. Then by taking the stacky weighted blow-up of weight
2 (see [ADL24, Definition 5.10]) Uy — U, along the orbit of ([2Q), [L]) with exceptional divisor &
and a contraction morphism, one has a universal family (Z,1/2Cz 4+ cCz1) — Z/N{t satisfying that

(1) it is isomorphic to (P?,3Cs + cCi)|vac-(aiiwy — Ur \ G - (2Q],[L]) over the open locus
U\ &, and

(2) the fibers over € are of the form (P(1,1,4),1/2Fs + cFy), where Fy = {z* — fs(z,y) = 0}
and Fy = {fo(x,y) = 0} for some f; € H'(P', Op:1(7)).



K-MODULI OF LOG DEL PEZZO PAIRS AND VARIATIONS OF GIT 23

(3) Consider the exceptional divisor Eyw of the stacky blow-up W, = U, Xy, W — W. Then
the family (Z,1/2Cz4 + cCz1) Xg, Ew — Ew s isomorphic to the universal family over

[(ANA0})/Grm] x Hs.

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

H(P', Opi(8)) ® Oy,

with an induced SL(2)-action. Let 24, — U, be the stacky blow-up along the G-orbit of ([2Q], [L]),
and U; — U, the scheme-theoretic blow-up, which are both SL(3)-equivariant. Let £ and E be
the stacky and scheme-theoretic exceptional divisors, respectively. Let

(PE,.1/2Ci + C1) — Uy and (P, 1/2C; +cC1) — Uy

be the pull-back of the universal family.

Take the blow-up ¢ : (X,1/2Cx 4+ Cx1) — <P227t’ 1/2C4 + ¢Cy) of the universal family along
the conic component of the fiber over £, and let G be the exceptional divisor. Notice that this
blow-up is SL(3)-equivariant and also gives a flat family over I/N{t, whose fibers over points in &
and I:l; \ & are P2UTF, and P? respectively, where F, is the 4-Hirzebruch surface. In fact, the fibers
over U, \ € are not changed.

Let H be the proper transform of P2 C PZQZ in X and note that the pre-images of any point in

£ (respectively G) in H is P? (respectively F,). Now we prove that H is contractible over U;. Let
Qy be a divisor class on X obtained by pulling back some conic curve Qg in P2. Then Qg — G is
positive over Z:l;\é’ and trivial over £. Moreover, the restriction of Qq— G on the F, component of
any fiber over € is 4f +e¢e, where f and e are the fiber and negative section class on [F, respectively.
In particular, we have that (Qy—G.f) =1 and (Qy—G.e) = 0. As Qy — G is relatively nef over £
and trivial on H, then a(Qp —G) — K5; is relatively ample over U, for some a > 0. It follows from
the base point free theorem that the divisor Qy — G gives a desired contraction over Z/NIt. Denote
by (Z,1/2Cz4 + cCz1) the image of the contraction. By our construction, the fibers in Z over
points in ¢, \ € and in € are P2 and P(1,1,4) respectively. Moreover, as the line bundle Qy — 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
P? when P? 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 P? to P(1,1,4) in P(1,1,1,2),, .4, given by the family
2 ={zz —y* =tw} — A}. The fiber over t # 0 is 2; ~ P? and the fiber over 0 is isomorphic
to P(1,1,4),,, Taking the pull-back of the equations on the Luna slice, one deduces that an
equation over t # 0 is of the form

(w® + fi(z,y,2) = 0,l(z,y, 2) = 0)
and the equation over ¢ = 0 is
(82 + ?8(”72}) = 82 + f4(u27 UU,’UQ) = 0772(u7 U) = l(u27 UU,’UQ) = 0)7

proving (2).
As the assigned weight on Ng.izj/v, is the same as that of the G,,-action o on A x Hj, we
deduce (3) as desired. O
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Let Z, € Oy, be the ideal sheaf such that U, = Blz, Uy, and Z, € Op,u, be the SL(3)-
equivariantly extended ideal sheaf of Z, whose cosupport is the closure of G- ([2Q], [L]) in Hyx Hj.
In fact, Z, is the ideal sheaf of the smooth locus (G - [2Q]) x Hy. Let mp : H = Bl ~(Hy x Hy) —
H, x H; be the blow-up and E the exceptional divisor. Then the line bundle Ly ; := 75 O(k, kt) ®
O(—F) is an SL(3)-linearized polarization on H for any sufficiently divisible and large integer
k. Tt follows from [Kir85] that the GITt stability of (H Ek +) is independent of the choice of
k> 1, and the GIT;-semistable locus HSS is contained in U; = Ty (Ut) Let U* and Hps be the
GIT;-polystable loci in Hy x H; and H respectively. Set USS : L{t X3, Hfs, and Z/Ips : L{t X5 Hps

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

b - [H;S/PGL(?))} s ME (o).

Proof. Let E{'ft be the GIT;-polystable locus in the exceptional divisor Ey of the blow-up VoV,
Then by [Kir85], we have that

U =" (U \ G- (2Q) [L]) UG - Ef,.

By Theorem 4.19, the fibers of (Z,1/2Cz4 + cCz1) — U, over U are all c-K-polystable. By
openness, we deduce that each fiber over (7;8 is K-semistable. The existence of morphism
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]).
O

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 (34, cDy), where
¥4 is the smooth del Pezzo surface of degree d (for d = 8 we have Yg = P! x P! and X = BlL, P?),
and D, € \ — Ky,,| is a smooth divisor. Then the pair (X, cC) is K-(poly/semi)stable if and
only if (X, 3¢(2C)) is K-(poly/semi)stable. In particular, the walls for the K-moduli of pairs
(X, cC) Wlth C € |- Kx|and ¢ € (0,1) are exactly those for the K-moduli of pairs (X, ¢D) with
D €| —2Kx| and ¢ € (0, 1), which correspond to the destabilization of pairs where D = 2C' for
some C' € | — Kx/|. Thus, for d =15, 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 < ¢ < 1 be a rational number, and Mflfc be the K-moduli of pairs (X, cD)
as above.

(1) If d =9, then there are no walls.
(2) If d = 8 and g = P! x P!, then there is a unique wall ¢ =
(3) If d = 8 and Xg = BL,P?, then there a,re two walls ¢y =

(4) If d =5, then there are siz walls ¢ = 17, 149,%,2%,%,%

1

1
é and cy = i.

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 < ¢ < 1 be a rational number, and Mﬁc be the K-moduli of pairs (X, cD)
as above.
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(1) If d =7, then there are three walls ¢ = 5

(2) If d = 6, then there are five walls c = 2, % 2 2 1

117 47 14

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 ¢ = ¢; is contributed by some pair, meaning
that there is a pair (X, D) such that (X, ¢;D) is K-semistable, but (X, ¢D) is K-unstable for any
0 < ¢ < ¢;. 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 P?
along two points p = (0:0:1) and ¢ = (0: 1 :0). Let I C X be the proper transform of the
line {x = 0} through p and g. The second surface, which we denote by X’ has precisely one
Aj-singularity. X can be realised by blowing a point in the only (—1)-curve of F; 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 ¢ > %; if a pair (X', cD’) is K-

semistable, then ¢ > %.

Proof. Suppose that (X, cD) is K-semistable. Then we have that 3 xpy(l) > 0. Since A(xcp)(l) <
4

5= Similarly, one can show that

1, and S(x.cp)(l) = 2(1 — ¢), then we must have ¢ >

9 9
Bixrepy(E) = Axrepn(E) — 5(1 —c)<1- §<1 —¢) <0

ife<

Nell ]

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

Corollary 5.4. If D € | — Kx| has | as a component, then (X,cD) is K-unstable for any
0<c<1;IfD €| — Kx/| passes through the A;-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 +b2) +afo(y, 2) +2° fily, 2) + 2°.
Note that a = b = 0 if and only if [ is in the support of C.

Proposition 5.5. Let C € | — Kx| be a curve as above. If ab # 0, then (X, cC) is K-semistable
for ¢ = % if either a =0 or b =0 (but not both), then (X,cC) is K-semistable for ¢ = 5, but
K-unstable for ¢ < %.

Proof. 1f ab # 0, then the G,,-action defined by ¢ - (x : y : z) = (tz : y : 2) induces an isotrivial
degeneration from (X, cC) to (X,cCy), where Cj 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 # 0. The pair (X, cCy) is a T-pair of complexity-one, so one can apply Theorem 2.10. Indeed,
note that Cj is not a toric divisor and the G,,-action above is in Aut’(X, Cp). It follows that the
only G,,-equivariant divisors are the lines through (1 : 0 : 0). Of these, the only horizontal divisor
for (X,cCy) on X is I, and one has that fx cc,) () = 0 if and only if ¢ = 5=. One can easily check
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that when ¢ = %, the S-invariant with respect to any vertical divisor is positive. Thus (X, %CO)

is K-semistable, and so is (X, %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 y? in fy(y, 2) is non-zero. In fact, if otherwise, then the S-invariant of (X, cC) with respect to
the exceptional divisor over ¢ = (0 : 1: 0) is at most 1 — ¢ — 2(1 —¢) < 0 for any 0 < ¢ < 1.
Applying the same argument and using the G,,-action ¢ - (z,y,2) = (t?x : y : tz), one concludes

that (X, cC) is K-semistable for ¢ = 5, but K-unstable for ¢ < 5. O

To show that ¢ = 5t 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 ¢ = %. Since by Corollary 5.4,
when the pair (X, cC) is K-semistable for some ¢, 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, eD) 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

9 ~ 9~
7(1—¢)* = (~Ky — cD)* < Jvol(x,Y, D) < vol(z, V).

Furthermore, if x is singular, locally (z € Y) ~ C?/G for some non-trivial finite group G' and by
[LX19, Theorem 2.7] we have that

9 1
Gl <4 - —= <2
Gl = 4 7(1—c¢)?
for all ¢ < %, where we use the fact that \70\1(:1:, Y) = - Hence, for all ¢ < M%A:/ﬁ we have

that Y = X is smooth, and the first wall is given by ¢ = 24—5.

Now let us focus on the surface X’ with an A;-singularity P. Similar as before, a divisor
¢’ € | — 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

2g1(x,y) + 2g2(2,y) + gs(z,y) = 0.
If g1(x,y) # 0, then g1(z,y) is a multiple of x.

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

Proof. Let E be the exceptional divisor of the blow-up of X’ at P, which is a (—2)-curve.
Since gi(x,y) = 0, then, we have that Ax:.cn(E£) < 1 —c. On the other hand, we have that

Sixrecry(E) = 2(1 —¢), and thus

2
Bixreon(E) < —?(1 —c)<0
for any 0 < ¢ < 1. Therefore, (X', cC") is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1. O
Now we may assume that ¢;(z,y) = x. Another observation is the following.

Lemma 5.7. If the coefficient of y* in go(x,y) and the coefficient of y> in gs(x,y) are both zero,
then (X', cC") is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1.

Proof. Under the assumption, the strict transform of {x = 0}, denoted by I, is a component
of C". Computing the S-invariant of (X', cC”) with respect to I similarly as in Lemma 5.6, one
concludes that (X', cC") is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1. O

Proposition 5.8. Let C' € | — Kx/| be a curve such that gi(z,y) = x.
(1) If the coefficient of y* in go(x,y) is non-zero, then (X', cC") is K-semistable when ¢ = %,
and K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < %.
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(2) If the coefficient of y* in go(x,y) is zero, but the coefficient of y> in g3(z,y) is non-zero,
then (X', cC") is K-semistable when ¢ = 2, and K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 2.

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

(1) Notice that the G,,-action of weight (0, 1,2) yields an isotrivial degeneration of (X', cC")
to (X', cC}), where C} comes from the cubic curve z(zx + ay?) = 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 ¢ = %. By openness of K-semistability, one proves that (X', %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 G,,-action of weight (0,2, 3).

Corollary 5.9. There are three walls ¢ = %, %, % for the K-moduli M?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 As-singularity by X5, and the one with exactly one
Aj-singularity and one A,-singularity by X .

Proposition 5.10. Let 0 < € < 1 be a rational number, then Mﬁ,e is isomorphic to the GIT
quotient | — Kx,| J/ Aut(3s), where ¢ is the smooth sextic del Pezzo surface.

Proof. The proof follows from a similar argument as in [Zha24, Proof of Theorem 3.2|. 0

Recall that X is anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P? at py = (1:0:0), po = (0:1:0)
and p3 = (1:1:0). A curve C € | — Ky, | comes from a plane cubic C passing through p, ps, ps.
Thus, we can identify C' with the defining polynomial of C:

f3<x7y> + Zf2<x7y> + Z2f1(37, y) + ’Z3 =0.
Notice that if f3(x,y) # 0, then it is a constant multiple of xy(z — y).

Proposition 5.11. Let C € | — Kx,| be a curve.

(1) If C satisfies that f3(x,y) =0, then (Xi,cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1.
(2) If f3(z,y) # 0, then (X1, 1C) is K-semistable, and (X1, cC) K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < %.

Proof. Denote by 5(\1 the surface obtained by blowing up P? at pi,ps,ps, and by [ the strict
transform of the line containing pi, po, p3 on X. We will compute the S-invariant with respect to
[. We have that

1—c ! 3 4
Seaee)l) = —5 (/0 6—2t2dt+/1(3—t)2dt):§(1—c).

If fs(x,y) = 0, then Aix, ccy(l) < 1 — ¢, and hence f(x, c)(l) < 0 for any 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus
(X1,cC) is K-unstable. If f3(z,y) # 0, then A(x, .c)(I) = 1. Thus, if (X, cC) is K-semistable,
one has to have 1 — %(1 —¢) > 0, and hence ¢ > i. On the other hand, consider the pair
(X', cCy), where Cy comes from the cubic {zy(x — y) = 0}. Notice that (X', cCp) is a T-pair of
complexity-one, and that (X', ¢cC') admits an isotrivial degeneration to (X', ¢Cj), induced by the
Gp-action t - (z 1y : z) = (z : y : tz). One can apply Theorem 2.10 to prove that (X', cCp) is
K-polystable for ¢ = i. Therefore, by openness of K-semistability, one deduces that (X', iC) is
K-semistable. O
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The surface X is anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P? along p = (1 : 0 : 0) and along the
tangent direction of {# = 0} at ¢ = (0:0:1). A curve C' € | — Ky;| 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:

22f1(ZL‘,’y) + ZfQ("L‘ay) + f3($7y) =0.
If fi(x,y) # 0, then we may assume that fi(z,y) = .

Proposition 5.12. Let C € | — Kx;| be a curve and 0 < ¢ < 1 be a rational number.

(1) If fi(xz,y) =0, then (X1, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1.

(2) Assume that fi(z,y) = = and fy has a non-zero x* term. Then (X],cC) is K-semistable

2
11
3) Assume that fi(x,y) = x, fo has no 2% term, and f5 has a non-zero x*y term. Then
( y y

(X1, cC) is K-semistable when ¢ = &, and is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < &.
(4) If fi(z,y) = z, fo has no x* term, and fs has no xy term, then (X7, cC) is K-unstable

for any 0 < c < 1.

when ¢ = and is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < %

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 G,,-action of weight (1,0, 1) yields an isotrivial degeneration of (X7, cC) to a T-pair of
complexity-one (X7, cCy), where Cy comes from the plane cubic {zz(z+x) = 0}. One can
apply Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 to check that (X7, %C’O) is K-polystable. Indeed,
the horizontal divisor on X7 is the strict transform [ of the line {y = 0}. One has that
A(xiac00)(E) = 1 and that Six, , cco)(E) = 5(1 = ¢), 50 Bx1,eco)(E) = 0 if and only if

2

¢ = 77- One also checks that the S-invariants of all vertical divisors are positive when

¢ = &. Thus (XX], 2C)) is K-polystable and (X7, &£C) is K-semistable by openness.
The same computation also shows that (X7, cC') is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < %

(3) We apply the same method of proof as in (2), but we use the G,,-action of weight (2,0, 1)
to obtain an isotrivial degeneration to the pair (X7, cC}), where Cy comes from the plane
cubic {x(2% + zy) = 0}.

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

0

The surface X, ; is anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P? along p = (0 : 1 : 0) and along
the tangent direction of {z =0} at ¢ = (1:0:0). A curve C € | — Kx, | 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<y7 Z) + 'rf2<y7 Z) + f3(y7 Z) = 0.
If f1(y,z) # 0, then we may assume that fi(z,y) = z.

Proposition 5.13. Let C' € | — Kx, | be a curve and 0 < ¢ < 1 be a rational number.

(1) If fi(y,z) =0, then (X11,cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1.

(2) Assume that f1(y,z2) = z and fy has a non-zero y* term. Then (Xi1,cC) is K-semistable
when ¢ = %, and is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < %.

(3) Assume that fi(y,z) = z. If fo has no y* term, then (Xi1,cC) is K-unstable for any
0<e<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 G,,-
action of weight (2, 1, 0) yields an isotrivial degeneration of (X 1, cC) to a T-pair of complexity-one
(X1.1,cCy), where Cyy comes from the plane cubic {z(zz+ay?) = 0} for some a # 0. We can apply
Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 to check that (X, 15—400) is K-polystable. Indeed, the horizontal
divisor on X ; is the exceptional divisor F' over (1 : 0 : 0) which passes through one of the A;-
singularities. One has that A(x, , cco)(F) =1 and S(x, ,,cco)(F) = (1 = ¢), 80 Bxyyeco)(F) =0
if and only if ¢ = %. One also checks that the g-invariants of all vertical divisors are positive
when ¢ = 2. Thus (X1, 2Co) is K-polystable and (X1, 2C) is K-semistable by openness. The
same computation also shows that (X, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < %.

For (3), one computes the 5 invariant with respect to the exceptional divisor E over X ; coming

from the line {z = 0}, and prove that f(x, , cy(E) <0 for any 0 < ¢ < 1. O

The surface X, with exactly one Aj-singularity is obtained by blowing up P? along a 0-
dimensional subscheme of length 3 which is supported at (1: 0 : 0) and curvilinear with respect
to a conic {rz —y? = 0}. A curve C € | — Kx,| 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:

:E2f1(y, Z) + fo(yv Z) + f3(y7 Z) =0.
If fi(y,z) # 0, then we may assume that fi(z,y) = z.

Proposition 5.14. Let C € | — Kx,| be a curve and 0 < ¢ < 1 be a rational number.

(1) If fi(y, z) =0, then (X3, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1.
(2) Assume that fi(y,z) = z, then fs(y,z) has non-zero y* term, and the pair (X»,2C) is
K-semistable, but (X, cC) is K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 2.

Proof. The proof of (1) is the same as in Proposition 5.11(1). For (2), if fi(y,2) = z, then
the assumption that C passes through the length 3 subscheme to blow up implies that f(y, z) =
—y*+ayz+bz? for some a,b € C. Therefore, the G,,-action X of weight (2,1, 0) yields an isotrivial
degeneration of (X 1, cC') to a T-pair of complexity-one (Xs, cCp), where Cj comes from the plane
cubic {x(zz — y*) = 0} for some a # 0. We can apply Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 to check
that (Xo, %C’O) is K-polystable. In this case, there are no horizontal divisors on X ;, and one can
check that the S-invariants of all vertical divisors are positive when ¢ = % The condition that
Fut(\) = 0 is equivalent to saying that f((x,..c;))(G) = 0, where G is the exceptional divisor of
the (2,1,0) weighted blow-up at (0:0:1). We have that
A(Xg,cCo)(G) = 3 — 40, and S((XQ,CC()))(G) = g(l — C),

and hence B((x,.cco))(G) = 0 if and only if ¢ = 2. Thus (X5, 2Cp) is K-polystable and (X5, 2C)
is K-semistable by openness. The same computation also shows that (X5, cC) is K-unstable for
any 0 < ¢ < 2. O

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

Lemma 5.15. If a curve C € | — Kx,,| passes through any singularity of X3, then (X1 ,cC)
1s K-unstable for any 0 < ¢ < 1.

We now assume that C' € | — Kx, ,| is a curve avoiding both of the two singularities of X .
Using the coordinates of the weighted projective plane P(1,2,3),.4,», We may assume that C' is
given by the polynomial y3 + 2% + x f5(x, y, 2).
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Proposition 5.16. The pair (X2, cC) admits an isotrivial degeneration to the T-pair of complexity-
one (X1 2,cCy), where Cy = {y —2% = 0}. Moreover, the pair (X; 9, cC) is K-semistable for c = %,
but K-unstable for 0 < ¢ < 5.

Proof. The degeneration is induced by the G,, action of weight (0,3,2) on (u,v,w). Let us only
verify that (X.,cCy) is K-polystable when ¢ = % In fact, the horizontal divisor on Xj o is
E = {u =0}, and hence Bx, ,cco)(E) =1 —2(1 —¢) = 1 — 2¢, which is zero if and only if ¢ =

5
Hence, by Theorem 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 (X 2, cCj) is K-polystable O]

Corollary 5.17. There are five walls ¢ = 11, i, e 5, 5 for the K-moduli MGC

APPENDIX A. GEOMETRIC CHARACTERISATION OF THE VGIT QUOTIENT FOR DEGREE 2

In this section we will describe explicitly the GIT quotient (Hy x Hy)/, 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;((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;
Pap22al.

The computational method produces the values of the 8 GIT walls, and the finite set S 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 A = Diag(ro,...,72),
we define its dual one as A\ = Diag(—ry, ..., —79).

Lemma A.1. The elements of Si4 are A\ and A, where Ny, is one of the following:
A1 = Diag(h,2,—7) Ay = Diag(4,1,—5)
A3 = Diag(1,0,—1) A4 = 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 T, is adjacent to a class T}, and one
writes T} < T, if every germ of f € T can be locally deformed into a germ in 7} by an arbitrary
small deformation. We say that the singularity 75 is worse than T, or that T, is a degeneration
of T1 .

The degenerations of the isolated singularities that appear in a quartic curve in P? 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 P?,
since by [Tak13| the sum of the Milnor numbers of all ADE singularities satisfies > ., u(T;) <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 ¢.

Theorem A.3. Let (Cy, L) be a pair where Cy is a quartic curve in P* and L is a line.

(1) t € (0,3): The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many A4

singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of Cy. In particular, Cy can
be non-reduced.
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FIGURE 1. Degeneration of germs of isolated singularities appearing in quartic
curves in P2

(2) t = L. The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many Ay singu-
larities and L does not pass through the singular point of Cy, or if Cy is non-reduced and
L is not contained in Cy, or if Cy has one Ay singularity and L is not contained in Cy.

(3) t € (3,%): The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many Ay or
D, singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C\.

(4) t = 2: The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy is as in the chambert € (5,3), or if
Cy has one Ay singularity and L is not contained in Cy.

(5) t € (3,1): The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many Ay or
Dy singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of C\.

(6) t = 1: The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy is as in the chamber t € (3,1), or if
Cy has one Ay singularity and L is not contained in Cy.

(7) t € (1,2): The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many Dy
singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of Cy.

(8) t = 2: The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy is as in the chamber t € (1,%), or if
Cy is smooth and L is not contained in Cy.

(9) t € (8,1): The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many Ag, Dg
or Eg singularities and L does not pass through the singular point of Cy.

(10) t = L: The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy is as in the chamber t € (£,1), or if
Cy is smooth and L is not contained in Cj.
(11) t € (%,2): The pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if Cy has at worst finitely many Er

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

Proof. Let Cy = {fy =0}, L = {h = 0}, where f; 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 (Cy, L) is not t-stable if and only if for any g € SL(3, C) the monomials with
non-zero coefficients of (g - f1,g - L) are contained in a tuple of sets N (), z,) 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 € (0,3), and let (X, z,) = (A4, 2o). Then the maximal set N (X, z,) gives a pair (C, L)
defined by C' = {fi(z1,22) + xof3(x1,22) = 0}, L = {l(zo,21,22)}. C has a D, singularity
by [Tak13]. Hence, a t-stable pair cannot have C' with at worst a D, singularity. Similarly,
if we consider (X, z,) = (\g, o), the maximal set N (), x,) gives a pair (C, L) defined by C' =
{za(f3(x1, xa) + xo fo(x1, 22)) = 0}, L = {l(x0, x1,22)}. C has a Aj singularity by [Tak13]. Hence,
a t-stable pair cannot have C' with at worst a Aj singularity. If we consider (A, z,) = (A3, 1),
we deduce that the pair given by C' = {fi(x1, 22) + xoxo( fo(1, 22) + xoz2) = 0}, L = {I(x1, 22)},
such that C has a Aj singularity and L passes through the singular point of C' is t-unstable.
Hence, the pair given by C' = {fi(x1, 22) + a0 (fo(x1, 22) + zo22) = 0}, L = {l(x, 21, 22)} is
t-stable. This completes the proof of (1).
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For t = %, the maximal sets N7 (A, x,) are the same as those for ¢ € (0, %) but replacing

2
the set Nfe(0 1/2)((2, -1, —1),x0) with the sets N16/2((5’ -1, —4),302), Nle/2 ((2, -1, —1),x0) and
Nle/2 ((1, 1,-2), xo), which represent the monomials of the equations of any pair (C’, L) such that

(" is irreducible and has one A singularity and L’ is contained in C’, or C” is irreducible and has
one Dy 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 ¢ € (3,3). The maximal {-non-stable sets N;” (A, ;) are the same as for t = 3 but replacing
the set N16/2 ((4,1,-5),20), with the sets N;7((5,2, —7),z0), N7 ((5,—1,—4),20). A pair (C', L)
whose defining equations have coefficients in the set N7 ((1,1,—2),20) require that C’ has (a
degeneration of ) a D5 singularity. Hence, a t-stable pair (Cy, L) may now have D, singularities but
not D5 singularities. In particular, the pair (C, L) defined by C = { fs(z1, x2) + o f3(21, 22) = 0},
L = {l(xg,x1,x9)}, where C has a D, singularity and L does not intersect the singular point of
C' is t-stable. Therefore, (3) follows.

Let t = 2. The t-non-stable sets N7 (X, z,,) are the same as for ¢ € (3, 2) with the addition of
the set Nte((él, 1,-5), xg), which represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C’, L)
such that C" is irreducible with an A; singularity and L’ is contained in C’. Therefore, (Cy, L)
is %—stable if and only if in addition to the conditions for t-stability when t € (%, %), L is not
contained in Cy when Cj is irreducible and has (a degeneration of) a A singularity. Hence, (4)
follows.

Let t € (£,1). The maximal t-non-stable sets N (X, x,) are the same as for ¢ = 7, replac-
ing set Nle/z((4,1,—5),x2) with the sets N7 ((1,0,-1),20) and N7 ((7,-2,-5),2). The set
N7 ((1,0,—1),z0) represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C’, L) such that C’ has
at worst a Dg singularity and L' is a line not passing through the singular point of C’. Also, the
set Ny ((7, —2,-5), :co) represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C”, L") such that
C' has at worst a Eg 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 ¢-stability when ¢ = %,
C has at worst a D5 or Aj singular point and L does not pass through the singular point of C.
Hence, (5) follows.

Let ¢ = 1. The maximal t-non-stable sets N;”(A, 27, x,,) are the same as for t € (3,1), replacing
the sets Ny, 5.1 ((1,0,=1),21) and Ny, o 1) (1,1, =2), x5) with the set Ni((1,0, —1), ) 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 A; singularity. Furthermore, the restrictions for ¢ € (3, 1)
still apply. Therefore, a pair (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if satisfies the conditions in (6).

Let t € (1,%). The maximal t-non-stable sets N;” (X, z,,) are the same as for ¢ = 1, but replacing
sets N ((1,1,—2),22) and Ny ((1,0,—1),20) with the set N ((1,1,—2), ), which represents
the monomials of the equations of any pair (C’, L) such that C’ has at worst (a degeneration
of) an Eg singularity and L’ is a line not passing through this singular point. In addition, the
replaced set Nle((l,(), —1),;1:0), represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C’, L)
such that C” has a (degeneration of) a Dg 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 = . The maximal t-non-stable sets Ni” (A, 27/, z,) are the same as for ¢ € (1,2), replacing
the set Ntee(1,8/7) ((1, 1, —2),x0) with the set Nte((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 (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if satisfies the conditions in (8).

Let ¢ € (2,1). The maximal t-non-stable sets N;7(\, 2”7, z,) are the same as for ¢ = £, replacing

the set Ng);((7,—2,—5),x) with the sets N, ((5,—1,—4),20) and N;((2, =1, ~1),20), 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 E; 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, (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if in addition to the conditions for t-stability when ¢ = %,
C has at worst a Ag, Dg or Eg singular point and L is a line not passing through this singular
point. Hence, (9) follows.

Let t = I. The maximal t-non-stable sets N7(X, x,,) are the same as for ¢ € (&, %), replacmg
the sets Nte(g/7 7/5) ((5,—2,—7),22) and Nte(g/7 7/5) ((1,0, 1), 25) with the set N ((4, ),
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 (Cy, L) is t-stable if and only if satisfies the conditions in
(10).

Let t € (£,2). The maximal ¢-non-stable sets N;” (A, #”, x,,) are the same as for t = I, removing
the set N79/5 ((5 —1,-4), xo), which represents the monomials of the equations of any pair (C’, L)
such that C” is irreducible with E; singularities and L’ does not pass through the singular point of
C’. Hence, a t-stable pair (Cy, L) can have C, with at worst E; singularities, with L not passing
through the singular point, proving (11).

0

Theorem A.4. Lett € (0,2). Ift is a chamber, then W 1s the compactification of the stable
loci M(t) by the closed SL(3)-orbit in M(t) \ M(t) represented by the pair (Cy, L), where C,
is the unique G,,-invariant double conic, and L is a line intersecting Cy at two distinct points,
or by the closed SL(3)-orbit in M(t) \ M(t) represented by the pair (Cy, L), where Cy is the
unique G,,-invariant intersection of two conics on general position with As singularities, and L
is a line intersecting Cy at two distinct points. If t = t;, for i = 1,2,3,4,5, then M(t;) is the
compactification of the stable loci M (t;) by the three closed SL(3)-orbits in M (t)\ M (t) represented
by the uniquely defined pairs (Cy, L) and (Cy, L) described above, and the G,,-invariant pairs
(Cy, L), (C1, L) uniquely defined as follows:

(1) the reducible quartic C; with 1 As and 1 Ay singularities, and the line Ly not passing
through these singularities, and the reducible quartic curve C7 with 1 Dy singularity, and
the line LY not passing through the singular point;

(2) the reducible quartic curve Cy with 1 Dy singularity, and the line Ly not passing through
the singular point;

(8) the reducible quartic curve C3 with 1 Dg singularity and 1 Ay singularity, and the line Lg
passing through the Dg singular point;

(4) the irreducible quartic curve Cy with 1 Eg singularity, and the line Ly not passing through
the singular point;

(5) the reducible quartic curve Cs with 1 E; singularity, and the line Ls 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 A € SL(3,C*), as defined in Lemma A.1, given in the entry of the corresponding row
of Table 2 1s a generator of the C*-action.
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| Sing(C) | C reducible? | Intersection C' N L | F | H| )|

Double conic No Two double points | (27 + xoxa)® |21 | A3

As at Py, As at Py Yes non-singular fa(x?, xo12) 1 | A3

A5 at Pl, A2 at P2 Yes P2+P3 ZL‘Q(I‘?‘FZL‘%I‘Q) Zo )\2

D4 at Pl; A1 at P2 Yes L= {.To} l’ofg(Il,IQ) Zo )\3

D; at P, A, at P, Yes P, x1 (23 + 2023) | w0 | Ao

D6 at Pl; A1 at P2 Yes P2 -+ P3 Iol’l(ﬂj'% —+ SIIQSL’Q) ) )\3

E(; at P1 No P3 "L'zljL + l‘gl‘g To )\1

E; at P, Yes not Py To (73 + 2072) | 70 | Ao

TABLE 2. Some degree (4, 1) pairs (C, L) C P? invariant under C*-action .

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 A, singularity in one component and an
Aj singularity in the other component. Since C' is reducible, C' = L 4+ T, where L is a line and
T is a cubic. Without loss of generality, we may assume that L = {z5 = 0}. Then T must
be a singular cubic with an A, singularity. Hence, T is given, up to projective equivalence, by
T = {23 + 22x5}m and C' is given by xy(x? + x375), with an Aj singularity as required.

Similarly, let C' be a quartic curve which is reducible with an D, 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 = {zo = 0}. Then T must be a singular cubic with
an D, singularity, such that L NT = &. Hence, T is given, up to projective equivalence, by
T = {fs(x1,22)}, i.e. three lines intersecting at one point, and C'is given by xq f3(x1, x2), with a
D, singularity at (1:0:0) as required.

A similar analysis shows that a curve C' with singularities D5, Dg and E; is generated by the
equations F' of rows 5, 6, 8 of Table 2. Irreducible quartics with an Eg singularity have equation
F = o + x3xo + ax?z?; it is not hard to see that this is C*-invariant if and only if o = 0, as in
row 7 in Table 2. Furthermore, it is trivial to check that each one-parameter subgroup A in the
corresponding row of Table 2 leaves C invariant, and therefore X is a generator of the C*-action.
Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that the corresponding intersections C' N L are as
above, and we omit the analysis. ([l

Proof of Theorem A.j. Suppose (C, L)—defined by polynomials F and H—belongs to a closed
strictly ¢-semistable orbit. By [GM18, Theorem ref], they are generated by monomials in N (), x;)
for some (A, z;) such that NP (), z;) is maximal with respect to the containment order of sets.
Since there is a finite number of A 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 (\, z;), there is a
change of coordinates that gives a natural bijection between NP(\, z;) and NP (), zo_;). Therefore,
about half of the values are redundant, and we have two possible choices for each F' and H if
t =tq,...,t5 and three choices if t = ;.

By [GM18, Lemma 3.2] we can check that the pairs (C', L) and (C, L) corresponding to F =
(22 + zo12)?, H=gz and F = fo(z1, To12), H = z; are both strictly ¢-semistable. Suppose that
(A, ;) = (A3, 21). Then F = fy(x1, xo) +x2wo( f2(21, 20) +Tox2) and H = gy (x1, x2). We will show
that the closure of (C, L) contains (C, L) and (C, L). Let v = Diag(1,0, —1) be a one-parameter
subgroup. Then

limy(t) - F = a 2 + apxiwows + azzgas and limy(t) - H = ;.
t—0 t—0
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This implies, that for specific values of a;, ay and ag lim;_(t) - (C, L) = (C,L). For general
values of the a;, lim; ,0(¢) - (C, L) = (C,L). Hence, the closure of the orbit of (C, L) contains
both (C, L) 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 ¢-semistable, the
stabilizer subgroup of (C, L), namely, G ¢,y C 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. O

We also provide a description of strictly semistable orbits.

Theorem A.6. Let (Cy, L) be a pair where Cy is a quartic curve in P* and L is a line. Let
(C, L) be the pair given by equations C = {fs(x1,x2) + zowa(fo(x1, T2) + o) = 0} and L =
{fi(z1,25) = 0}. Ift is a chamber, then the unique strictly t-semistable pair is the pair (C, L),
such that C' has a Dy singularity, and L is passing through the singularity. Ift is a wall, then the
pair (Cy, L) is strictly t-semistable if and only if it is the pair (C, L) or one of the following:

(1) t = 5: The pair (Cy, L) where Cy is the unique reducible quartic curve with one singular
point which is an Aj singularity, with L not intersecting the As singularity, or where Cy
is non-reduced given by equation Cy = {xsf3(xg, x1,22)} and CyN L = Cy.

(2) t = 2: The pair (Cy, L) where Cy is the irreducible quartic curve with an Ay singularity
(type 1) and Cy N L = 4P, where P is the singular point, or where Cy is the unique
wrreducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a Ds singularity, with L not
intersecting the Dy singularity.

(3) t = 1: The pair (Cy, L) where Cy is the irreducible quartic curve with an A, singularity
(type 1I) and Cy N L = 3P + Q, where P is the singular point and Q is a different point,
or where Cy s the unique reducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a Dyg
singularity, with L not intersecting the Dg singularity.

(4) t = 2: The pair (Cy, L) where Cy is smooth (type I) and Cy N L = 4P or where Cy is the
unique irreducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a Eg singularity, with L
not intersecting the Eg singularity.

(5) t = L: The pair (Cy, L) where Cy is smooth (type II) and C4 N L = 3P + Q or where Cy
15 the unique irreducible quartic curve with one singular point which is a E; singularity,
with L not intersecting the E; singularity.

Proof. Let Cy = {fy =0}, L = {h = 0}, where f; 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
(Cy, L) is not t-stable if and only if for any g € SL(3, C) the monomials with non-zero coefficients
of (g- f1,9- L) are not contained in a tuple of sets N;”(\, x,) which is maximal for every given ¢.
In particular, the pair is strictly ¢-semistable if and only if it satisfies the Centroid Criterion (c.f.
[GM18] or |[Pap22al).

These maximal sets can be found algorithmically using the computational package [Pap22b]
as in the proof of Theorem A.3. The strictly ¢-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). O

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 ¥g = P! x P!,
there is one wall at ¢ = i, 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 X3 = Blp P2

wall curve C' in P? sing. of replaced surfaces
L laz(ez+cey?), ceC smooth
T | 2P+t ceC smooth

TABLE 3. K-moduli walls for pairs (Xg, cD)

Let P=1[0:0:1],Q=1[0:1:0], and X7 = Blpg P2 Let also X’ be the del Pezzo surface
of degree 7 with an A;-singularity, obtained by taking weighted blow up of P? 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
% yz(ay + bz) + xfo(y, 2) + 2> fi(y, 2) + 2° smooth
= Y’z +afa(y, 2) +a*fily, 2) +2° smooth
2 22w + 2y + z(ax?® + bry) + g3(z,y) A
2 22z + z(ax? + bry) + g3(z,y) A,

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

Let P, =(1:0:0), ,=(0:1:0)and Py = (1:1:0). Let 3 = Blp, p,.p, P*. The surface
X7 is the anti-canonical model of the blow-up of P? along P = (1 :0: 0) and along the tangent
direction of {z = 0} at @ = (0 : 0 : 1). The surface X;, is the anti-canonical model of the
blow-up of P? along P = (0: 1:0) and along the tangent direction of {z =0} at Q@ = (1:0:0).
The surface X, with one A, singularity is obtained by blowing up P? along a 0-dimensional
subscheme of length 3 which is supported at P = (1 : 0 : 0) and curvilinear with respect to a
conic {zz — y* = 0}. Finally, the surface X5 is a toric surface with Picard rank 1, and hence a
weighted projective plane. It is isomorphic to P(1, 2, 3),,..,-Below, we summarize the description
of K-moduli walls for Gorenstein del Pezzo surfaces of degree 6.

wall curve C' in P? or P(1,1,4) sing. of replaced surfaces
T [ay(e—9) + 2h(0.9) + Phig) 1 2 =0 A,
2 22z + z2% + zz(ax + by) + f3(x,y) =0 A,
2| 22+ ay® + x(ayz 4+ 02%) + f3(y,2) =0 2A,
2 22 + xy? + z(ayz + b2%) + f3(y,2) =0 A,
% v+ 22+ afs(x,y,2) =0 A+ A,

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
% double line + different line Ay
1% three concurrent distinct lines 2A,
% three concurrent distinct lines A,
2% conic + tangent line A+ A,
% conic + tangent line Aj
% cuspidal cubic Ay

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