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Abstract. In this paper we study K-stability on smooth complex Fano 4-folds having
large Lefschetz defect, that is greater or equal then 3, with a special focus on the case
of Lefschetz defect 3. In particular, we determine whether these Fano 4-folds are K-
polystable or not, and show that there are 5 families (out of 19) of K-polystable smooth
Fano 4-folds with Lefschetz defect 3.

1. Introduction

The notion of K-stability was first introduced in [Tia97] as a criterion to characterize
the existence of a Kähler–Einstein metric on complex Fano varieties, and has been later
formulated using purely algebraic geometric terms in [Don02]. Nowdays, by the celebrated
works [CDS15, Tia15], it is well known that a complex smooth Fano variety admits a
Kähler–Einstein metric if and only if it is K-polystable.

This correspondence links together differential and complex algebraic geometry, and it
represents one of the main motivations to investigate K-polystability of Fano varieties.
Moreover, the condition of K-stability has been succesfully used to construct moduli spaces
of Fano varieties, thus increasing its relevance within modern algebraic geometry (see [Xu21,
§2] and references therein). We refer to [Xu21] for the original definitions of K-stability
involving C∗-degenerations of Fano varieties, and for a survey on this topic from an algebro-
geometric viewpoint. More recently, in [BtHJ17] valuation methods have been introduced
to reinterpret one parameter group degenerations: these new techniques gave a fundamental
development to the algebraic theory of K-stability, due to equivalent and easier ways to
test K-stability notions in many situations, such as the computation of the beta invariant
of divisors over the target variety (see [Fuj19, Li17]). Indeed, the beta invariant may be
explicitly computed for many classes of Fano varieties whose structure of divisors in their
birational models is well understood.

The situation is completely known for del Pezzo surfaces (see Corollary 2.3), while we
refer to [ACC+23] for the case of Fano 3-folds and for a general and updated literature on
this topic.

In this paper, we will use valuation methods to study K-polystability of some families
of Fano 4-folds which have been first studied in [CR22] and then completely classified in
[CRS22, Proposition 1.5], that is Fano 4-folds X having Lefschetz defect δX = 3; we refer
to [Cas12] for an introduction on this invariant and the first implications on the geometry
of Fano varieties in the case δX ≥ 3.

From the viewpoint of K-polystability, the case of Fano 4-folds X with δX ≥ 4 easily
follows from known results. Indeed, by [Cas12, Theorem 3.3] these varieties are products
of two del Pezzo surfaces, and applying [Zhu20, Theorem 1.1] (see also Lemma 2.4) we see
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that a product of Fano varieties is K-polystable if and only if both of its factors are (see
Remark 3.2 for details).

Thus, it arises our motivation to study the subsequent case of Fano 4-folds having Lef-
schetz defect δ = 3: among the possible 19 families of such Fano 4-folds classified in [CR22]
and [CRS22], we establish which ones are K-polystable. We state our conclusions in the
following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a Fano 4-fold with δX ≥ 3. Denote by F ′ (resp. F ) the blow-up
of P2 along two (resp. three non-collinear) points. Then:

(i) if δX ≥ 4, then X is K-polystable if and only if X ≇ S × F1, X ≇ S × F ′, with S a
del Pezzo surface having ρS = δX + 1.

(ii) If δX = 3, then X is K-polystable if and only if it is one of the following:
• X ∼= P2 × F ;
• X ∼= P1 × P1 × F ;
• X ∼= F × F ;
• X, the blow-up of P1×PP1×P1(O⊕O(1,−1)) along two surfaces isomorphic to
P1 × P1;

• X ∼= P1 × Y , where Y is the blow-up of P3 along a disjoint union of a line
and a conic, and along two non-trivial fibers of the exceptional divisor over the
blown-up line.

Outline of the paper. After giving some preliminaries on K-polystability, on the Lefschetz
defect δ and on the structure of Fano 4-folds having δ = 3 in Sections 2 and 3, we dedicate
Section 4 to the proof of Theorem 1.1. As we have already observed, proving (ii) will require
the most effort. Note that in (ii) all but the last one are toric varieties.

To prove our result, we distinguish between the toric and the non-toric cases, proceeding
in two different ways. The key point to study the toric case is a well known criterion on
K-polystability for toric Fano varieties (see Proposition 4.2). The non-toric case, on the
other hand, consists of 5 possible families and is the more difficult to check: we will use the
Fujita-Li’s valuative criterion (see Theorem 2.2). The strategy here is to show Proposition
4.4 which gives an explicit formula to compute the beta invariant on a special exceptional

divisor, denoted by D̃, that all non-toric Fano 4-folds with δ = 3 contain. We introduce

and describe D̃, as well as the geometry of its ambient variety, in §3.1. To deduce the

formula in Proposition 4.4, we first determine the Zariski decomposition of −KX − tD̃ for
t ≥ 0 (Proposition 4.10) throughout some technical and preliminary lemmas, for which we
deeply use our knowledge on the birational geometry of Fano 4-folds with δ = 3. Finally,
we deduce that four out of five families of non-toric Fano 4-folds with δ = 3 are not K-
polystable, as the beta invariant on D̃ turns out to be negative. The remaining case (that
is the fifth variety in our list (ii) from Theorem 1.1) is isomorphic to a product and it gives
the only example of non-toric K-polystable Fano variety with δ = 3: we will again apply
[Zhu20, Theorem 1.1] to deduce its K-polystability. Finally, we summerize our conclusions
in Table 1 and Table 2.

Notations. We work over the field of complex numbers. Let X be a smooth projective
variety.

• ∼ denotes linear equivalence for divisors. We often will not distinguish between a
Cartier divisor D and its corresponding invertible sheaf OX(D).
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• N1(X) (resp. N 1(X)) is the R-vector space of one-cycles (resp. divisors) with real
coefficients, modulo numerical equivalence, and ρX := dimN1(X) = dimN 1(X) is the
Picard number of X. Sometimes we denote it simply by ρ.

• The pseudoeffective cone is the closure of the cone in N 1(X) generated by the classes
of effective divisors on X; its interior is the big cone. An R-divisor is called pseudoeffective
if its numerical class belongs to the pseudoeffetive cone.

• We denote by [C] the numerical equivalence class in N1(X) of a one-cycle C of X.
• NE(X) ⊂ N1(X) is the convex cone generated by classes of effective curves.
• A contraction of X is a surjective morphism φ : X → Y with connected fibers, where

Y is normal and projective.
• The relative cone NE(φ) of φ is the convex subcone of NE(X) generated by classes of

curves contracted by φ.
• We denote by δX , or simply by δ, the Lefschetz defect of X.
• A small Q-factorial modification (SQM) among two normal projective Q-factorial va-

rieties is a birational map g : Y 99K Z that is an isomorphism in codimension one.

2. Preliminaries

This section includes the preliminaries on K-polystability, see §2.1, and on the Zariski
decomposition in Mori dream spaces, see §2.2.

2.1. Fujita-Li’s valuative criterion. In this subsection we recall the characterization of
K-semistability using valuations and we collect some preliminary results that arise from
this study. A key definition is the invariant β(E) computed on a divisor E over X, that is
a divisor on a normal birational model Y over X (see [Fuj19, Li17]). For our purposes, we
will focus on smooth varieties, even if the treatment can be made more general, referring
to Q-Fano varieties.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a smooth Fano variety and E a prime divisor on a normal
birational model µ : Y → X. We define:

β(E) = A(E)− 1
(−KX)n

∫∞
0 vol(−µ∗KX − tE)dt

where A(E) is the log-discrepancy of X along E, namely A(E) := 1+ordE(KY −µ∗(KX)).

We refer to [Laz04, §2.2.C] for the definition of vol( - ). For simplicity, we set

S(E) :=
1

(−KX)n

∫ ∞

0
vol(−µ∗KX − tE)dt

and notice that this integral takes values in a closed set [0, τ ], where τ = τ(E) is the
pseudoeffective threshold of E with respect to −KX , namely:

τ(E) = sup{s ∈ Q>0| − µ∗KX − sE is big}.

Therefore, we have β(E) = A(E)− S(E).
The importance of the β-invariant mainly arises from the following result, that is known

as the valuative criterion for K-(semi)stability, and it is due to Fujita and Li, [Fuj19, Li17]
to which we also refer for a more general statement.

Theorem 2.2. Let X be a smooth Fano variety. Then X is K-semistable if and only if
β(E) ≥ 0 for all divisors E over X.
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For our purposes, we will use that if X is not K-semistable, then it is not K-polystable by
definition. Using the valuative criterion, it is easy to deduce that among del Pezzo surfaces,
F1 and the blow-up of P2 at two points are not K-polystable (see for instance [ACC+23,
Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.4]). More precisely, we have the following:

Corollary 2.3. [Tia90] Let S be a del Pezzo surface. Then S is K-polystable if and only
if S is neither isomorphic to F1 nor to the blow-up of P2 at two points.

Many varieties that we are going to study are products, and so we recall the following
result. We refer to [Zhu20, Theorem 1.1] for a more general statement involving the other
notions of K-stability.

Lemma 2.4. [Zhu20, Theorem 1.1] Let X1, X2 be Fano varieties and let X = X1 × X2.
Then X is K-polystable if and only if Xi is K-polystable for i = 1, 2.

Remark 2.5. Although the computation of the beta invariant involves the volume of divi-
sors that are not necessarily nef (we will use the Zariski decomposition to this end, see §2.2),
it may be possible to compute it explicitly for divisors whose structure in the birational
models of their ambient variety is well known, thanks to the powerful tools from birational
geometry. This will be our approach in the proof of Theorem 1.1 for the non-toric Fano
4-folds of our classification (see Proposition 4.4 and proof of Proposition 4.3).

2.2. Zariski decomposition in Mori dream spaces. A common approach to compute
the beta invariant of an effective divisor on a Fano variety, thus its volume, is to determine
its Zariski decomposition. In our case, we note that smooth Fano varieties are Mori dream
spaces (MDS) by [BCHM10]. In fact, the existence of such a nice decomposition charac-
terizes Mori dream spaces, and on such varieties the Zariski decomposition is unique, as
observed in [Oka16, Remark 2.12]. To make our exposition self-contained, we start with
the following basic definition, see [Oka16, §2] for details.

Definition 2.6. Let X be a normal projective variety and D a pseudoeffective Q-Cartier
divisor on X. A Zariski decomposition of D is given by a pair of Q-Cartier divisors P and
N on X which satisfy the following properties:

• P is nef;
• N is effective;
• D is Q-linearly equivalent to P +N ;
• for any sufficiently divisible m ∈ Z>0 the multiplication map

H0(X,O(mP )) → H0(X,O(mD))

given by the tautological section of O(mN) is an isomorphism.

If X is a MDS, by [HK00, Proposition 1.11(2)] we know that there exist finitely many
SQMs gi : X 99K Xi and that the pseudoeffective cone of X is given by the union of finitely
many Mori chambers Ci; each chamber is of the form Ci = gi

∗Nef (Xi) + R≥0{E1, . . . , Ek}
with E1, . . . , Ek prime divisors contracted by gi, and where Nef (Xi) denotes the nef cone
of Xi.

We may now interpret such a result as an instance of Zariski decomposition, as done
in [Oka16, Proposition 2.13]. Indeed, for every Q-Cartier divisor D on a MDS X, there
exists a rational birational contraction g : X 99K Y (factorizing through an SQM and a

birational contraction X
ψ
X ′ g′−→ Y ) and Q-Cartier divisors P and N on X such that
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D is Q-linearly equivalent to P + N , P ′ := ψ∗P is nef on X ′ and defines g′ : X ′ → Y ,
N ′ := ψ∗N is g′-exceptional, and the multiplication map H0(X ′,mP ′) → H0(X ′,m(ψ∗D))
is an isomorphism for m≫ 0; namely P ′ and N ′ give a Zariski decomposition of ψ∗D as a
divisor in X ′. To see this, we simply set P := g∗g∗D and N := D − P .

3. Fano manifolds with Lefschetz defect 3

In this section we recap the classification (and construction) of smooth complex Fano
varieties with Lefschetz defect δ = 3.

The Lefschetz defect δX of a smooth Fano variety X is an invariant of X that depends
on the Picard number of its prime divisors, and it was first introduced in [Cas12]. We
recall its definiton below, see also [Cas23] for a recent survey on this new invariant and its
properties.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a complex smooth Fano variety, and D be a prime divisor
on X. Consider the pushforward ι∗ : N1(D) → N1(X) induced by the inclusion and set
N1(D,X) := ι∗(N1(D)). The Lefschetz defect of X is

δX := max
{
codimN1(D,X) |D a prime divisor in X

}
.

Remark 3.2. Smooth Fano varieties with high Lefschetz defect have been completely de-
scribed in arbitrary dimension: indeed, X has a rigid geometry when δX ≥ 4, that is X is
the product of Fano varieties of lower dimension (cf. [Cas12, Theorem 3.3]).

In particular, if X is a Fano 4-fold having δX ≥ 4, then X ∼= S1 × S2 with Si del Pezzo
surfaces, and applying [Cas12, Example 3.1] we may assume that ρS1 = δX + 1. Then, by
Corollary 2.3 and Lemma 2.4 we conclude that X is K-polystable if and only if S2 is neither
isomorphic to F1 nor to the blow-up of P2 at two points.

Thus, we consider the next case, i.e. Fano 4-folds with δ = 3. The strategy to prove
Theorem 1.1 is to compute the β-invariant on a particular divisor that these varieties carry
out. We see that this invariant turns out to be negative in many examples, so that we
understand when K-polystability fails thanks to Theorem 2.2. Although not necessarely a
product, Fano varieties with δ = 3 still have a very explicit description, indeed by [CRS22,
Theorem 1.4] they are obtained via two possible constructions that we are going to recall
below (cf. [CRS22, §3, §4]).

Let X be a smooth Fano variety with δX = 3. Then, there exist a smooth Fano variety T
with dimT = dimX−2 and a P2-bundle φ : Z → T , such that X is obtained by blowing-up
Z along three pairwise disjoint smooth, irreducible, codimension 2 subvarieties S1, S2, S3;
we will denote by h : X → Z the blow-up map and set σ := h ◦ φ : X → T . The P2-bundle
φ : Z → T is the projectivization of a suitable decomposable vector bundle on T , and S2
and S3 are sections of φ. Instead, φ|S1

: S1 → T is finite of degree 1 or 2: this yields two
distinct constructions depending on the degree of S1 over T , whenever the degree is 1 we
refer to it as Construction A, otherwise we get Construction B.

As a consequence, in [CR22, Theorem 1.1] and [CRS22, Proposition 1.5] we get the
complete classification in the case of dimension 4 and δ = 3, as follows. In Theorem 1.1 we
are going to analyze the K-polystability for all of these families.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a Fano 4-fold with δX = 3. Then 5 ≤ ρX ≤ 8 and there are 19
families for X, among which 14 are toric.

• If ρX = 8, then X ∼= F ×F , where F is the blow-up of P2 at 3 non-collinear points;
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• if ρX = 7, then X ∼= F ′ × F , where F ′ is the blow-up of P2 at 2 points;
• if ρX = 6, there are 11 families for X, among which 8 are toric;
• if ρX = 5, there are 6 families for X, among which 4 are toric.

Remark 3.4. In view of [CRS22, Remark 6.1], the toric families of Theorem 3.3 are exaclty
those arising via Construction A. More precisely, they correspond to the products F × F
and F ′×F if ρ ≥ 7 and, following Batyrev’s classification of smooth toric Fano 4-folds and
its notation (see [Bat99]), to the toric varieties of type U (eight possible families) if ρ = 6,
and to the toric varieties of type K (four possible families) if ρ = 5. For most of these
cases we will use a characterization result on K-polystability for toric varieties (see §4.1).
Thus, the most effort will be required by the Fano 4-folds obtained via Construction B,
that is the non-toric families. The two non-toric families with ρ = 5 have been studied in
[CR22, Examples 5.1 and 5.2], while the remaining three families with ρ = 6 are described
in [CRS22, §7].

3.1. Construction B: relative cone and relative contractions. Construction B is
described in [CRS22, §4], we summarize it in the following. We have

φ : Z ∼= PT (O(N)⊕O ⊕O) → T,

where N is a divisor on T such that h0(T, 2N) > 0 and −KT ± N is ample. We denote
by H a tautological divisor of Z. Let D := P(O ⊕ O) ↪→ Z be the divisor given by the
projection O(N) ⊕ O ⊕ O → O ⊕ O, so that D ∼= P1 × T and D ∼ H − φ∗N . Let
now S2, S3 ⊂ D, Si ∼= {pt} × T ⊂ D, be the sections corresponding to the projections
O ⊕ O → O, while φ|S1

: S1 → T is a double cover ramified along ∆ ∈ |2N | (see [CRS22,
Remarks 4.1, 4.3]). There exists a unique smooth divisor H0 ∈ |H| containing S1 such that
H0

∼= PT (O(N)⊕O), H|H0
is a tautological divisor, and S1 is linearly equivalent to 2H|H0

.
Moreover, the surfaces {S1, S2, S3} are pairwise disjoint and fiber-wise in general position.

Let h : X → Z be the blow-up along {S1, S2, S3}, and set σ := h◦φ : X → T . We denote

by Ei the exceptional divisors over Si, i = 1, 2, 3, and by H̃0 and D̃ the strict transforms
of H0 and D in X.

We now recall the description of the relative cone NE(σ) and its elementary contractions,
which are all divisorial. The corresponding exceptional divisors will be our key to study
the K-polystability of the varieties obtained via Construction B. We refer to [CRS22, §6.3]
for details.

Let t ∈ T \∆, so that Xt := σ−1(t) is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 5 and a smooth
σ-fiber. Denote by {p1, p′1, p2, p3} ∈ Zt := φ−1(t) the points blown-up by h|Xt

: Xt → Zt,
where pi = Si ∩ Zt for i = 2, 3, and {p1, p′1} = S1 ∩ Zt. The 5-dimensional cone NE(Xt) is
generated by the classes of the ten (−1)-curves in Xt, given by the exceptional curves and
the transforms of the lines through two blown-up points. We denote by ei (respectively e

′
1)

the exceptional curve over pi (respectively p
′
1), and ℓi,j (respectively ℓ1,1′ , ℓ1′,i for i = 2, 3)

the transform of the line pipj (respectively p1p′1, p
′
1pi for i = 2, 3). Let ι : Xt ↪→ X be the

inclusion; by [CRS22, Lemma 6.4] one has that every relative elementary contraction of
X/T restricts to a non-trivial contraction of Xt, and ι∗NE(Xt) = NE(σ).

Figure 1 shows the 3-dimensional polytope obtained as a hyperplane section of the 4-
dimensional cone NE(σ), which has 7 extremal rays, and their generators. By [Wís91,
Thm. 1.2] we deduce that every relative elementary contraction of NE(σ) is the blow-up of
a smooth variety along a smooth codimension 2 subvariety. The contraction corresponding
to [e1] = [e′1] (resp. [e2], [e3]) is the blow-down of E1 (resp. E2, E3), while the contractions
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Figure 1. A section of NE(σ)

corresponding to [ℓ1,1′ ] and [ℓ2,3] have respectively exceptional divisors H̃0 and D̃. Moreover,
we denote by Gi the exceptional divisor of the contraction corresponding to [ℓ1,i] = [ℓ1′,i] for
i = 2, 3; by construction, Gi has a P1-bundle structure over S1 whose fibers are numerically
equivalent to ℓ1,i and ℓ1′,i for i = 2, 3.

Lastly, we observe that E1
∼= G2

∼= G3 and that E2
∼= E3

∼= H̃0.

3.2. Construction B: relations among exceptional divisors. In this section we refer
to [Sec23, §3.8.2].

Remark 3.5. By [CRS22, Proposition 6.6], we know that σ : X → T has three factor-

izations of the form X
h−→ Z

φ−→ T , where h : X → Z is the divisorial contraction of

{E1, E2, E3}, {G2, E3, H̃0} or {G3, E2, H̃0}, and Z
φ−→ T is isomorphic to the P2-bundle

from §3.1. In fact, there is a Z3-action on the set of σ-exceptional divisors

{E1, E2, E3, H̃0, D̃, G2, G3}
induced by an automorphism of a general σ-fiber Xt (see [Dol12, §8.5.4] for the description
of Aut(Xt)), which in turn it extends to an automorphism of X over T . This action

corresponds to the permutation (1, 2, 3) on the triplets (E1, G2, G3) and (E2, E3, H̃0), while

D̃ is left invariant.
The symmetry on the σ-exceptional divisors given by the three factorizations of σ allows

us, for instance, to deduce computations on E3 and H̃0 from computations on E2. This will

be a key tool for the computation in §4.2. Moreover, the unique behaviour of D̃ among all
σ-exceptional divisors led us to the computation of its β-invariant.

Recall that H0 − φ∗N ∼ D, S1 ⊂ H0 and S2, S3 ⊂ D, so that the pull-back h∗ and the
above Remark yield the following relations among the σ-exceptional divisors:

H̃0 + E1 − σ∗N ∼ D̃ + E2 + E3, E2 +G2 − σ∗N ∼ D̃ + H̃0 + E3,

E3 +G3 − σ∗N ∼ D̃ + H̃0 + E2.
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Moreover, E2, E3, H̃0 and D̃ are P1-bundles over T , while E1, G2 and G3 are P1-bundles
over S1. We have that:

(i) H̃0
∼= PT (−KT ⊕−KT −N) and −KX |H̃0

is the tautological divisor; the same holds

for E2 and E3.
(ii) D̃ ∼= PT (−KT −N ⊕−KT −N) and −KX |D̃ is the tautological divisor.

Note that E2, E3 and H̃0 are pairwise disjoint, and that their intersection with D̃ is a

section {pt} × T of D̃. As a divisor in D̃, this intersections correspond to surjections
O(−KT − N) ⊕ O(−KT − N) → O(−KT − N), while they correspond to the projection

O(−KT )⊕O(−KT −N) → O(−KT −N), as a divisor in E2, E3 and H̃0.

Finally, we can write −KX as

−KX ∼ σ∗(−KT +N) + H̃0 + 2D̃ + E2 + E3. (1)

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we show Theorem 1.1. We keep the notation introduced in the previous
section. The case δ ≥ 4 has been explained in Remark 3.2, thus from now on we consider
the case δ = 3.

4.1. Toric case. We recall from Theorem 3.3 that there are 14 families of toric Fano 4-
folds with δ = 3, and from Remark 3.4 that all of them arise via Construction A. The aim
of this section is to deduce which ones among them are K-polystable. Our conclusion will
be the following:

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a toric Fano 4-fold with δX = 3. Then it is K-polystable if
and only if it is one of the following varieties:

• X ∼= P2 × F , where F is the blow-up of P2 along three non-collinear points;
• X ∼= P1 × P1 × F ;
• X is the blow-up of P1 × PP1×P1(O ⊕ O(1,−1)) along two surfaces isomorphic to
P1 × P1.

• X ∼= F × F .

In order to prove the above result, we recall that Gorenstein toric Fano varieties cor-
respond to reflexive lattice polytopes, that is those for which the dual is also a lattice
polytope. We will make use of the following characterization of K-polystability for toric
Fano varieties.

Lemma 4.2. [Ber16, Corollary 1.2] Let XP be a toric Fano variety associated to a reflexive
polytope P . Then, XP is K-polystable if and only if 0 is the barycenter of P .

In the following proof we follow Batyrev’s notation [Bat99] for the toric Fano 4-folds of
Theorem 3.3 with ρ = 5, 6: type K for varieties of Theorem 3.3 having ρ = 5, and type U
for the ones with ρ = 6.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Assume that X is a product of surfaces. If ρX = 5, then X =
K4

∼= P2 × F is K-polystable by Corollary 2.3 and Lemma 2.4. If ρX = 6, then either
X = U4

∼= F1 × F or X = U5
∼= P1 × P1 × F , and applying the same results we deduce

that among them only U5 is K-polystable. For the same reason, and by Theorem 3.3, we
deduce that X is not K-polystable if ρX = 7, while it is K-polystable if ρX = 8, namely if
X ∼= F × F .
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Assume now that X is not a product of surfaces. In view of Lemma 4.2 we are left
to check whether 0 corresponds to the barycenter of the polytopes corresponding to the
remaining varieties of our classification. To this end, we use the Graded ring database
(see [BK]), giving the invariants of these varieties (computed in [Bat99]) as inputs. It
turns out that among them, the only K-polystable variety is U8, that is the blow-up of
P1 × PP1×P1(O ⊕O(1,−1)) along two surfaces isomorphic to P1 × P1. ■

4.2. Non-toric case. The purpose of this section is to prove that among the five possible
families of non-toric Fano 4-folds having δ = 3 (see Theorem 3.3 and Remark 3.4), only
one is K-polystable. More precisely, after our discussion we will deduce the following:

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a non-toric Fano 4-fold having δX = 3. Then X is K-polystable
if and only if X ∼= P1 × Y , where Y is the blow-up of P3 along a disjoint union of a line
and a conic, and along two non-trivial fibers of the exceptional divisor over the blown-up
line.

We recall by Remark 3.4 that all non-toric Fano 4-folds of Theorem 3.3 arise from Con-
struction B. In particular, the variety X of Proposition 4.3 is obtained via this construction,
taking T ∼= P1 × P1 and N ∈ |OP1×P1(0, 1)|. In order to prove Proposition 4.3, the first

objective is to compute the β-invariant of D̃ (see §3.1), and to this end we will show the
following result.

Proposition 4.4. Set a = −K4
X ; b = N2; c = (−KT − N)2; d = N · (−KT − N);

e = (−KT +N)2; f = N · (−KT +N). Then:

β(D̃) =
1

a

(2
5
b+ 8c+ 6d− 4e+ 4f

)
.

We start with some preliminary computations that follow from §3.1 and [Har77, Appen-
dix A]; we will use these to prove the lemmas below.

Remark 4.5. Recall from Remark 3.5 that there is a symmetry among the exceptional di-

visors {E2, E3, H̃0}. Denote by η a tautological divisor of PT (N⊕N) and by ξ a tautological
divisor of PT (N ⊕O). Then,

• D̃|D̃ = −η, so that D̃3 ∼ η · σ∗
|D̃
(2N)− σ∗

|D̃
(N)2 and D̃4 = −3N2;

• H̃0|H̃0
= −ξ, so that (H̃0)

3 ∼ ξ · σ∗|E2
(N) and (H̃0)

4 = −N2; the same holds for E2

and E3;
• −KX |D̃ ∼ η + σ∗

|D̃
(−KT − 2N);

• (−KX |D̃)
2 ∼ −KX |D̃ · σ∗

|D̃
(−2KT − 2N)− σ∗

|D̃
(−KT −N)2;

• −KX |H̃0
∼ ξ + σ∗

|H̃0
(−KT −N); the same holds for E2 and E3;

• (H̃0)
2 · D̃ ∼ 0 and (H̃0)

3 · D̃ = 0; the same holds for E2 and E3;
• (σ∗M)i ∼ 0 for all M ∈ Pic(T ) and i = 3, 4.

Notice that in all the examples of Fano 4-folds with δ = 3 obtained via Construction B, the
divisor N is nef (see [CRS22, §7]), therefore η and ξ are nef as well.

We will first describe the Zariski decomposition of the divisor −KX − tD̃, where t ≥ 0.

Lemma 4.6. The restriction of −KX − tD̃ to H̃0, E2 and E3 is nef for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, while

(−KX − tD̃)|D̃ is nef for t ≥ 0.
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Proof. Recall that by construction, −KT ± N is an ample divisor on T , so −KT + sN is

ample for −1 ≤ s ≤ 1. Thus, (−KX − tD̃)|H̃0
∼ (1− t)ξ + σ∗

|H̃0
(−KT + (t− 1)N) is nef for

t ≤ 1. Similarly, (−KX − tD̃)|D̃ ∼ (1 + t)(η − σ∗
|D̃
N) + σ∗

|D̃
(−KT + (t − 1)N); the claim

follows since η− σ∗
|D̃
N is the tautological divisor of PT (O⊕O), −KT −N is ample, and N

is nef. ■

Remark 4.7. Let Γ be an irreducible curve not contained in H̃0 ∪ E2 ∪ E3 ∪ D̃. If Γ is
contracted by σ, then by construction H̃0 · Γ, E2 · Γ, E3 · Γ, D̃ · Γ ≥ 0 and at least one
inequality is strict.

Lemma 4.8. The divisor −KX − tD̃ is nef for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Proof. Assume t > 1. Let ℓ be a fiber of the restriction σ|H̃0
: H̃0 → T . Since ℓ is a fiber of

the exceptional divisor of a smoth blow-up (see §2.4), one has (−KX − tD̃) · ℓ = 1− t < 0.

Thus, we may assume t ≤ 1. If Γ is an irreducible curve contained in H̃0 ∪ E2 ∪ E3 ∪ D̃,

then (−KX − tD̃) · Γ ≥ 0 by Lemma 4.6. Otherwise, using equation (1) in §3.2, one has

(−KX − tD̃) · Γ = [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃ + (H̃0 + E2 + E3)] · Γ > 0,

and this follows from Remark 4.7 and the ampleness of −KT +N . ■

Lemma 4.9. The divisor −KX − D̃ is a supporting divisor of the birational contraction
X →W associated to the facet ⟨[e2], [e3], [l1,1′ ]⟩ of NE (σ).

Proof. By [CRS22, Remark 6.7] we know that the contraction X → W is divisorial, and

we show that −KX − D̃ is a supporting divisor. From Lemma 4.8 and its proof, one has

that −KX − D̃ is nef and not ample, and the curves on which it vanishes are contained in

H̃0 ∪ E2 ∪ E3 ∪ D̃. Furthermore, we see from the proof of Lemma 4.6 that −KX − D̃ has

zero intersection only with the fibers of σ that are contained in H̃0 ∪ E2 ∪ E3. This gives
the claim. ■

The following result is a consequence of the above lemmas and of the discussion done in
§2.2.

Proposition 4.10. The Zariski decomposition of the divisor −KX − tD̃ is given by

P (t) =

{
−KX − tD̃, t ∈ [0, 1]

H(t), t ∈ (1, 2]

where H(t) = [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃] + (2− t)(H̃0 + E2 + E3), and the pseudoeffective

threshold of D̃ with respect to −KX is τ(D̃) = 2.

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.8, we are left to understand the decomposition of −KX − tD̃

into positive and negative part for t ≥ 1. By Lemma 4.9, being H̃0∪E2∪E3 the exceptional

locus of the divisorial contraction having −KX − D̃ as a supporting divisor, we need to
determine a, b, c ≥ 0 and all values of t ≥ 1 such that

P (t) = −KX − tD̃ − aH̃0 − bE2 − cE3.
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Denote by h0, e2, e3 the fibers of σ contained respectively in H̃0, E2, and E3. Requiring that

−KX− tD̃−aH̃0−bE2−cE3 has zero intersection with h0, e2, e3, we get a = b = c = t−1.

Set H(t) := −KX − tD̃ − (t− 1)(H̃0 + E2 + E3). By equation (1) in §3.2, we deduce that

H(t) = [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃] + (2− t)(H̃0 + E2 + E3).

Let Γ be a fiber of σ contained in D̃, so that H(t) · Γ = 2(2− t); thus, H(t) is not nef for
t > 2. Finally, we see that H(t) is nef for t ≤ 2, and this follows from Remark 4.7 and the
ampleness of −KT +N .

Since H(2) ∼ σ∗(−KT +N) is a nef and not big divisor, we deduce that τ(D̃) = 2, hence
our claim. ■

Finally, we will use the following lemmas to compute S(D̃) (see §2.1 for its definition).

Lemma 4.11. Notation as in Proposition 4.4. Then,∫ 1

0
(−KX − tD̃)4 = a− 8

5
b− 8c− 6d.

Proof. We compute (−KX − tD̃)4. By Remark 4.5, we have:

• −K3
X · D̃ = (−KX |D̃)

3 = 3(−KT −N)2;

• −K2
X · D̃2 = (−KX |D̃)

2 · (−η) = −(−KT −N)2 − 2N · (−KT −N);

• −KX · D̃3 = (−KX |D̃) · η
2 = 2N · (−KT −N) +N2.

Therefore,

(−KX − tD̃)4 = a− 12ct− 6(c+ 2d)t2 − 4(b+ 2d)t3 − 3bt4

and the claim follows. ■

Lemma 4.12. Notation as in Proposition 4.4. Then,∫ 2

1
H(t)4 =

6

5
b− 4f + 4e.

Proof. We recall that H(t) = [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃] + (2− t)(H̃0 +E2 +E3). In order
to obtain H(t)4, we compute the intersections

(2− t)i[σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃]4−i · (H̃0 + E2 + E3)
i,

for i = 0, . . . , 4. We use Remark 4.5 for the following computations.

Step 1. [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃]4 = −6e(2− t)2 + 8f(2− t)3 − 3b(2− t)4.

Indeed:

• σ∗(−KT +N)2 · D̃2 = σ∗
|D̃
(−KT +N)2 · (−η) = −(−KT −N)2;

• σ∗(−KT +N) · D̃3 = σ∗
|D̃
(−KT +N) · η2 = 2N · (−KT +N).

Step 2. [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃]3 · (H̃0 +E2 +E3) = 9e(2− t)− 9f(2− t)2 + 3b(2− t)3.

Recall that H̃0 ∩ D̃ is a section {pt} × T of D̃. By restricting to D̃ we obtain:

• σ∗(−KT +N)2 · D̃ · (H̃0 + E2 + E3) = 3(−KT +N2);

• σ∗(−KT +N) · D̃2 · (H̃0 + E2 + E3) = −3N · (−KT +N);

• D̃3 · (H̃0 + E2 + E3) · 3N2.
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Step 3. [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃]2 · (H̃0 + E2 + E3)
2 = −3e.

Recall that E2, E3 and H̃0 are pairwise disjoint. Thus:

• σ∗(−KT +N)2 · [(H̃0)
2 + (E2)

2 + (E3)
2] = −3(−KT +N)2;

• σ∗(−KT +N) · D̃ · [(H̃0)
2 + (E2)

2 + (E3)
2] = 0;

• D̃2 · [(H̃0)
2 + (E2)

2 + (E3)
2] = 0.

Step 4. [σ∗(−KT +N) + (2− t)D̃] · (H̃0 + E2 + E3)
3 = 3f .

Indeed:

• σ∗(−KT +N) · [(H̃0)
3 + (E2)

3 + (E3)
3] = 3N · (−KT +N);

• D̃ · [(H̃0)
3 + (E2)

3 + (E3)
3] = 0.

We conclude that

H(t)4 = 6b(2− t)4 − 16f(2− t)3 + 12e(2− t)2,

and the claim follows. ■

Proof of Proposition 4.4. We compute β(D̃) = A(D̃) − S(D̃). Since D̃ ⊂ X is a prime

divisor on X, we have A(D̃) = 1. Moreover, due to Proposition 4.10, we can compute

a · S(D̃) =

∫ 2

0
vol(−KX − tD̃)dt

by splitting it as ∫ 1

0
(−KX − tD̃)4dt+

∫ 2

1
H(t)4dt.

Thus, the claim follows from Lemma 4.11 and Lemma 4.12. ■

We now apply Proposition 4.4 to conclude this section with the proof of Proposition 4.3.
We keep the notation of such proposition.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Assume that X is a product. Then by the classification of Fano
4-folds having δ = 3 (see Theorem 3.3 and Remark 3.4) it follows that X ∼= P1 × Y with
Y being as in the statement. By [ACC+23, §5.23] we know that Y is K-polystable, then
using Lemma 2.4 we conclude that X is K-polystable.

Suppose now that X is not a product. We will observe that for all the remaining four

families of varieties of our classification, one has β(D̃) < 0 so that we conclude by Theorem
2.2 that they are not K-semistable, hence they are not K-polystable. Being a > 0, in view
of Proposition 4.4 we are left to show that λ := 2

5b+ 8c+ 6d− 4e+ 4f < 0.

Assume first that ρX = 5. By construction B, one has T = P2 and by the proof of [CR22,
Theorem 1.3] we know that either N = O(1) or N = O(2). Using the needed numerical
invariants of the corresponding varieties computed in [CR22, Table 3.4], in the first case
one can check that λ = −18

5 , in the second case we get λ = −192
5 .

Assume now that ρX = 6. Construction B gives either T = F1 or T = P1×P1. In the first
case, by the proof of [CRS22, Proposition 7.1] we know that N = π∗L where π : F1 → P2

is the blow-up, and L general line in P2. For this variety, using the numerical invariants of
[CRS22, Table 7.1] one gets λ = −38

5 . Otherwise, by the proof of the same proposition we

have N = O(1, 1), and we obtain that λ = −96
5 , hence our claim. ■
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4.3. Conclusions and final table. We obtain the proof of Theorem 1.1 as a direct con-
sequence of Remark 3.2, of the classification theorem of Fano 4-folds having δ = 3 (see
Theorem 3.3, Remark 3.4) and Propositions 4.1, 4.3. We summarize our results in the
following tables: Table 1 gathers all Fano 4-folds with δ = 3, while Fano 4-folds with δ ≥ 4
appear in Table 2.

The notation in the tables is as follows. In the first column we use the description of
Construction B from §3.1 for the non-toric Fano 4-folds with δ = 3, while we use the
notation in [Bat99] for the toric case when δ = 3 and ρ = 5, 6, explicitly showing which
4-folds are product of surfaces. The second column contains the Picard number ρ, while
in the last column with the symbol ✓ (resp. ✗) we mean that the 4-fold is K-polystable

(resp. not K-polystable). Table 1 contains an extra column, where we write whether β(D̃)
is positive (+ve) or negative (−ve), when applicable. Finally, we recall that F ′ (resp. F )
is the blow-up of P2 along two (resp. three non-collinear) points.
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Table 1. K-polystability of Fano 4-folds with δ = 3

4-fold ρ β(D̃) K-polystable

Non-toric

T = P2, N = O(1) 5 −ve ✗

T = P2, N = O(2) 5 −ve ✗

T = P1 × P1, N = O(0, 1) 6 +ve ✓

T = P1 × P1, N = O(1, 1) 6 −ve ✗

T = F1, N = π∗L 6 −ve ✗

Toric

K1 5 - ✗

K2 5 - ✗

K3 5 - ✗

K4
∼= P2 × F 5 - ✓

U1 6 - ✗

U2 6 - ✗

U3 6 - ✗

U4
∼= F1 × F 6 - ✗

U5
∼= P1 × P1 × F 6 - ✓

U6 6 - ✗

U7 6 - ✗

U8 6 - ✓

F ′ × F 7 - ✗

F × F 8 - ✓

Table 2. K-polystability of Fano 4-folds with δ ≥ 4

4-fold ρ K-polystable

X = S × T
δX + ρT + 1 ✓

ρT ≤ δX + 1, T ̸∼= F1, F
′

X = S × F1 δX + 3 ✗

X = S × F ′ δX + 4 ✗
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