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POLARIZED CYLINDERS IN DU VAL DEL PEZZO SURFACES OF

DEGREE TWO

MASATOMO SAWAHARA

Abstract. Let S be a del Pezzo surface with at worst Du Val singularities of degree 2 such
that S admits an (−KS)-polar cylinder. In this article, we construct an H-polar cylinder for
any ample Q-divisor H on S.

Throughout this article, all considered varieties are assumed to be algebraic and defined over
an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0.

1. Introduction

Let X be a normal projective variety. An open subset U in X is called a cylinder if U is
isomorphic to A1

k ×Z for some variety Z. Moreover, letting H be an ample Q-divisor on X, we
say that a cylinder U in X is an H-polar cylinder if there exists an effective Q-divisor D on X on
X such that D ∼Q H and U = X\Supp(D). The motivation for studying of polarized cylinders
comes from studying of Ga-actions on the corresponding affine cones, which are special kinds of
affine varieties.

Theorem 1.1 ([15, 16]). Let X be a normal projective variety, and let H be an ample Q-divisor
on X. Then the following affine variety:

Spec



⊕

n≥0

H0(X,OX (nH))




admits a non-trivial Ga-action if and only if X contains an H-polar cylinder.

Moreover, the geometry of polarized cylinders in projective varieties can be applied to the
discrimination of flexibility of affine cones and the existence of Ga-actions on the complements on
hypersurfaces (see [22, 21, 5, 19]). Meanwhile, the connection between anti-canonical polarized
cylinders in Fano varieties and their α-invariants is also known (see [6, Theorem 1.26]).

In this article, we study polarized cylinders in log del Pezzo surfaces. Here, a log del Pezzo
surface means a del Pezzo surface (see §§2.2, for the definition) with at worst klt singularities.
We introduce the following notation:

Definition 1.2. Let S be a normal projective rational surface. Then we say that the following
set is called the cylindrical ample set of S:

Ampcyl(S) := {H ∈ Amp(S) | there is an H-polar cylinder on S},

where Amp(S) is the ample cone of S.

Cheltsov, Park and Won establish the following conjecture on polarized cylinders in log del
Pezzo surfaces:

Conjecture 1.3 ([9]). Let S be a log del Pezzo surface. Then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) if and only if
Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Note that Conjecture 1.3 is true for smooth del Pezzo surfaces. Indeed, it follows from the
following two theorems:
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Theorem 1.4 ([15, 16, 7]). Let S be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree d ∈ {1, . . . , 9} (see
§§2.2, for the definition). Then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) if and only if d ≥ 4.

Theorem 1.5 ([9]). Let S be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree ≥ 4. Then Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S).

Remark 1.6. [9] further studies the structure of cylindrical ample sets of smooth del Pezzo
surfaces of degree ≤ 3. Furthermore, [14] studies polarized cylinders in smooth del Pezzo surfaces
of degree 2. See also [18, 4] for polarized cylinders in smooth rational surfaces.

From now on, we consider polarized cylinders in del Pezzo surfaces with at worst Du Val
singularities, which are so-called Du Val del Pezzo surfaces. Notice that every Du Val del Pezzo
surface is a log del Pezzo surface because all Du Val singularities are klt singularities. The
condition for a Du Val del Pezzo surface to contain anti-canonical polar cylinders is completely
determined. More precisely, the following theorem holds:

Theorem 1.7 ([8]). Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree d ∈ {1, . . . , 9}. Then:

(1) If d ≥ 4, then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S).
(2) If d = 3, then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) if and only if S has a singular point.
(3) If d = 2, then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) if and only if S has a singular point, which is not of

type A1.
(4) If d = 1, then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) if and only if S has a singular point, which is not of

type A1, A2, A3 nor D4.

Remark 1.8. For a Du Val del Pezzo surface S, Belousov shows that Ampcyl(S) 6= ∅ if and only
if Dyn(S) 6= 4A2, 2A3 + 2A1 or 2D4 (see [1, 2]).

Remark 1.9. The condition for whether a (general) log del Pezzo surface contains anti-canonical
polar cylinders is still unknown. However, there are infinitely many log del Pezzo surfaces
without anti-canonical polar cylinders (see [13]).

In [24], the author studies polarized cylinders in Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of degree ≥ 3.
This article will develop this work; that is, we will study polarized cylinders in Du Val del Pezzo
surfaces of degree 2 with anti-canonical polar cylinders. As a result, we obtain the following
theorem, which is our main result:

Theorem 1.10. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree ≥ 2. Then −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) if
and only if Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Theorem 1.10 provides a partially positive answer to Conjecture 1.3 as follows:

Corollary 1.11. Conjecture 1.3 is true for Du Val del Pezzo surfaces with degree ≥ 2.

Organization of article. In Section 2, we prepare results on cylinders in Hirzebruch surfaces
and singular fibers of P1-fibrations. Moreover, we review the relationship between Du Val del
Pezzo surfaces and weak del Pezzo surfaces and then discuss the singularity types of Du Val del
Pezzo surfaces.

In Section 3, we find a special kind of (−1)-curves on Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2
with a singular point of type An (n ≥ 3) referring to [23, §4]. Using this result, we can obtain
P1-fibrations from these surfaces, which can construct polarized cylinders.

In Section 4, we present a method to construct H-polar cylinders for every ample Q-divisor
H on normal rational surfaces with specific P1-fibration structures. Our argument is similar to
[24, §3] but requires a more intricate discussion.

In the last Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.10, which is our main result. In more detail, using
results in Section 3, we will show that every Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree 2 with anti-
canonical polar cylinders has a specific P1-fibration in the above sense. Namely, Theorem 1.10
is shown by this argument combined with the result of Section 4.
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Conventions. For an integer m, we say that an m-curve on a smooth projective surface is
called a smooth projective rational curve with self-intersection number m.

For any weighted dual graph, a vertex ◦ with the number m corresponds to an m-curve.
Exceptionally, we omit this weight (resp. we omit this weight and use the vertex • instead of ◦)
if m = −2 (resp. m = −1).

Notation. We employ the following notations:

• Ad
k: the affine space of dimension d.

• Pd
k: the projective space of dimension d.

• Fn: the Hirzebruch surface of degree n, i.e., Fn := P(OP1
k

⊕ OP1
k

(n)).

• A1
∗,k: the affine line with one closed point removed, i.e., A1

∗,k = Spec(k[t±1]).

• Cl(X): the divisor class group of X.
• Cl(X)Q := Cl(X)⊗Z Q.
• ρ(X): the Picard number of X.
• KX : the canonical divisor on X.
• Sing(X): the set of singular points on X.
• D1 ∼ D2: D1 and D2 are linearly equivalent.
• D1 ∼Q D2: D1 and D2 are Q-linearly equivalent.
• (D1 ·D2): the intersection number of D1 and D2.
• (D)2: the self-intersection number of D.
• ϕ∗(D): the total transform of D by a morphism ϕ.
• ψ∗(D): the direct image of D by a morphism ψ.
• Supp(D): the support of D.
• |D|: the complete linear system of D.
• ♯D: the number of all irreducible components in Supp(D).

Acknowledgment. The author would like to thank Doctor Jaehyun Kim and Doctor Dae-Won
Lee for their valuable discussions and comments at Ewha Womans University. Moreover, he is
also grateful to Professor Joonyeong Won for providing an excellent discussion place with them.
The author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP24K22823.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basic results. In this subsection, we summarize the following results, which are basic but
important.

Lemma 2.1. Let M̂ and F̂ be the minimal section and a general fiber on the Hirzebruch surface
Fn of degree n, respectively. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) Let F̂1, . . . , F̂r be distinct fibers on Fn other than F̂ . Then Fn\(M̂ ∪ F̂ ∪ F̂1 ∪ · · · ∪ F̂r) ≃
A1
k × (A1

k\{r points}).

(2) Let Γ̂ be a smooth rational curve with Γ̂ ∼ M̂ +nF̂ . Then Fn\(Γ̂∪ M̂ ∪ F̂ ) ≃ A1
k ×A1

∗,k.

(3) Let Γ̂ be a smooth rational curve with Γ̂ ∼ M̂ + (n + 1)F̂ . Then Fn\(Γ̂ ∪ M̂ ∪ F̂0) ≃

A1
k × A1

∗,k, where F̂0 is the fiber satisfying M̂ ∩ Γ̂ ∩ F̂0 6= ∅.

Proof. See [24, Lemma 2.3] (see also [17]). �

Lemma 2.2. Let S̃ be a smooth projective surface with a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k. Assume that g

admits a section D̃0 and a singular fiber F̃ , which consists only of (−1)-curves and (−2)-curves.
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Then the dual graph of F̃i + D̃0 is one of the following:

◦
D̃0

• ◦ · · ·︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

◦ •(I-1)

◦
D̃0

◦

◦
♦♦♦♦♦♦

· · ·︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

◦ •

◦
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

· · ·︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

◦ •

(I-2)

•◦· · ·︸ ︷︷ ︸
≥0

◦

◦ ♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

◦ ❖❖❖❖❖❖

◦
D̃0

(II)

Here, each vertex with label D̃0 in the above graphs corresponds to the curve D̃0.

Proof. See [26, Lemma 1.5]. �

2.2. Du Val del Pezzo surfaces and Weak del Pezzo surfaces. A del Pezzo surface is
a normal projective surface, whose anti-canonical divisor is ample. Moreover, we say that a
Du Val del Pezzo surface is a del Pezzo surface with at worst Du Val singularities. See, e.g.
[11], for details of Du Val singularities. For a Du Val del Pezzo surface S, Dyn(S) denotes the
Dynkin type of its singularities; e.g., Dyn(S) = A2 + 2A1 implies that Sing(S) consists of a Du
Val singular point of type A2 and two Du Val singular points of type A1. On the other hand,
a weak del Pezzo surface is a smooth projective surface, whose anti-canonical divisor is nef and
big. Notice that the minimal resolution in every Du Val del Pezzo surface is a weak del Pezzo
surface.

We summarize some properties of weak del Pezzo surfaces. Let S̃ be a weak del Pezzo surface.

We note (−K
S̃
)2 > 0 and (−K

S̃
· C̃) ≥ 0 for every curve C̃ on S̃ because −K

S̃
is nef and big.

Lemma 2.3. S̃ ≃ P1
k × P1

k, S̃ ≃ F2, or there exists a birational morphism h : S̃ → P2
k. In

particular, S̃ is rational.

Proof. See [12, Theorem 8.1.15]. �

By Lemma 2.3 combined with (−K
S̃
)2 > 0, we know that (−K

S̃
)2 is an integer between 1

and 9. We say that the number (−K
S̃
)2 is called the degree of S̃. Moreover, we say that the

degree of a Du Val del Pezzo surface is the degree of its minimal resolution.

An irreducible curve C̃ on S̃ is a negative curve if (C̃)2 < 0. Then the following lemma on
negative curves holds:

Lemma 2.4. The following assertions hold:

(1) Every negative curve of S̃ is either a (−1)-curve or a (−2)-curve.

(2) The number of all (−2)-curves on S̃ is at most 9− (−K
S̃
)2.

(3) For any irreducible curve C̃ on S̃, then C̃ is a (−2)-curve if and only if (C̃ · −K
S̃
) = 0.

Proof. In (1) and(2), see [12, Lemma 8.1.13] and [12, Proposition 8.2.25], respectively.

In (3), let C̃ be an irreducible curve on S̃. If C̃ is a (−2)-curve, then (C̃ · −K
S̃
) = 0 by the

adjunction formula. Conversely, assume that (C̃ · −K
S̃
) = 0. Since (−K

S̃
)2 > 0, we know that

C̃ is a negative curve by the Hodge index theorem. Hence, C̃ is a (−2)-curve by virtue of (1)

combined with (C̃ · −K
S̃
) = 0. �
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Now, d denotes the degree of S̃. By Lemma 2.4 (2), there are at most finite (−2)-curves on S̃.

Let D̃ be the reduced divisor consisting of all (−2)-curves on S̃. It is known that the weighted

dual graph of D̃ corresponds to a subsystem of the root systems of types E8, E7, E6, D5, A4,
A2 +A1 and A1 for d = 1, . . . , 7, respectively, with exceptions: 8A1, 7A1 and D4 +4A1 for d = 1

and 7A1 for d = 2 (see [8, 10, 3, 25]). In particular, the intersection matrix of D̃ is negative

definite. Hence, we obtain the contraction f : S̃ → S of D̃. Then we can easily see that −KS

is ample. Namely, S is a Du Val del Pezzo surface. Therefore, Du Val del Pezzo surfaces are in
one-to-one correspondence with weak del Pezzo surfaces via minimal resolutions.

2.3. Singularity types of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces. Note that Du Val del Pezzo surfaces
are classified (see [10, 3, 25]). In this subsection, we recall a classification of Du Val del Pezzo
surfaces.

To consider types of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces, we prepare the following definition:

Definition 2.5 ([8, Definition 2.8]). Let S1 and S2 be two Du Val del Pezzo surfaces, and let

f1 : S̃1 → S1 and f2 : S̃2 → S2 be the minimal resolutions. Then we say that S1 and S2 have

the same singularity type if there exists an isomorphism of Pic(S̃1) ≃ Pic(S̃2) preserving the
intersection form that gives a bijection between their sets of classes of negative curves.

Note that any negative curve on every weak del Pezzo surface is a (−1)-curve or a (−2)-curve
by Lemma 2.4 (1). Then, for two Du Val del Pezzo surfaces S1 and S2 with the same type, we
know (−KS1)

2 = (−KS2)
2 and Dyn(S1) = Dyn(S2). However, the converse does not hold. In

other words, there exist two Du Val del Pezzo surfaces S1 and S2 such that (−KS1)
2 = (−KS2)

2

and Dyn(S1) = Dyn(S2) but they do not have the same type. More precisely, the pair of the
degree and the Dynkin type of a Du Val del Pezzo surface is one of the following if and only if
there exist two Du Val del Pezzo surfaces, whose pair of the degree and the Dynkin type is the
same, not have the same singularity type:

(6,A1),

(4,A3), (4, 2A1),

(2,A5 + A1), (2,A5), (2,A3 + 2A1), (2,A3 + A1), (2, 4A1), (2, 3A1),

(1,A7), (1,A5 + A1), (1, 2A3), (1,A3 + 2A1), (1, 4A1).

Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree 2 with Dyn(S) = A5 + A1, A5, A3 + 2A1 or

A3 + A1, and let f : S̃ → S be the minimal resolution. Notice that the singularity type of S
is not uniquely determined. Thus, we shall introduce a notation to distinguish the singularity
types of S.

Assume that Dyn(S) = A5 + A1 or A5. Let D̃ be the reduced divisor on S̃, which can be

contracted to a singular point of type A5, and let D̃0 be the central component of D̃; i.e., D̃0

is the irreducible component of D̃ such that D̃ − D̃0 can be contracted two singular points of
type A2. Then we say that S is of type (A5 + A1)

′ (resp. (A5)
′) if Dyn(S) = A5 + A1 (resp. A5)

and there exists a (−1)-curve on S̃ meeting D̃0. On the other hand, we say that S is of type

(A5 + A1)
′′ (resp. (A5)

′′) if Dyn(S) = A5 + A1 (resp. A5) and there is no such (−1)-curve on S̃.

In what follows, assume that Dyn(S) = A3+2A1 or A3+A1. Let D̃ be the reduced divisor on

S̃, which can be contracted to a singular point of type A3, and let D̃0 be the central component

of D̃; i.e., D̃0 is the irreducible component of D̃ such that D̃ − D̃0 can be contracted two
singular points of type A1. Then we say that S is of type (A3 + 2A1)

′ (resp. (A3 + A1)
′) if

Dyn(S) = A3 + 2A1 (resp. A3 + A1) and there exists a (−1)-curve on S̃ meeting D̃0 and a

(−2)-curve not contained in Supp(D̃). On the other hand, we say that S is of type (A3 + 2A1)
′′

(resp. (A3 + A1)
′′) if Dyn(S) = A3 + 2A1 (resp. A3 + A1) and there is no such (−1)-curve on S̃.

Remark 2.6. We can consider that the number of primes in the above notation corresponds to

the number of special (−1)-curves on S̃. Indeed, if S̃ is of type (A5 + A1)
′ (A5)

′, (A3 + 2A1)
′ or
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(A)
◦ ◦

•

· · · ◦

•

◦
(B)

◦ ◦ ◦

• Ẽ

◦ ◦
(C)

◦ ◦

• Ẽ

◦D̃4

◦

Figure 1. The weighted dual graphs in Proposition 3.1

(A3 + A1)
′, then there exists a (−1)-curve on S̃ meeting the central component of D̃. On the

other hand, if S̃ is of type (A5 + A1)
′′ or (A5)

′′, then there exist two (−1)-curves on S̃ meeting

distinct two (−2)-curves on D̃, which meet the central component of D̃. Moreover, if S̃ is of type

(A3+2A1)
′′ or (A3+A1)

′′, then there exist two (−1)-curves on S̃ meeting the central component

of D̃. These results will be proved in the next section §3.

3. (−1)-curves on Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of degree two

Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree 2. Assume that S has a singular point P of

type An with n ≥ 3. Let f : S̃ → S be the minimal resolution, let D̃ be the reduced exceptional

divisor of f , let D̃ =
∑m

i=1 D̃
(i) be the decomposition of D̃ into connected components, and let

D̃(i) =
∑n(i)

j=1 D̃
(i)
j be the decomposition of D̃(i) into irreducible components for i = 1, . . . ,m.

Without loss of generality, we can assume f(Supp(D̃(1))) = {P}. Namely, n(1) = n. For

simplicity, we put D̃j := D̃
(1)
j for j = 1, . . . , n.

Proposition 3.1. With the same notations as above, one of the following assertions holds:

(A) There exist two (−1)-curves Ẽ1 and Ẽ2 on S̃ such that the weighted dual graph of Ẽ1 +

Ẽ2 + D̃(1) looks like that in Figure 1 (A).

(B) n = 5 and there exists a (−1)-curve Ẽ on S̃ such that the weighted dual graph of Ẽ+D̃(1)

looks like that in Figure 1 (B).

(C) n = 3 and there exist an irreducible component D̃4 of D̃ − D̃(1) and a (−1)-curve Ẽ on

S̃ such that (D̃4 · D̃ − D̃4) = 0 and the weighted dual graph of Ẽ + D̃(1) + D̃4 looks like
that in Figure 1 (C).

It seems that the result of Proposition 3.1 is well-known to study Du Val del Pezzo surfaces
of low degree but could not find any proof in the literature. Hence, the purpose of this section is
to prove this proposition for the readers’ convenience. Here, our argument is based on [23, §4].

Note that every singular point on S is cyclic by the classification of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces
of degree 2 (see, e.g., [25] or [12, §8.7]) because S has the singular point of type An with n ≥ 3.

Hence, for every i = 1, . . . ,m we may assume that the dual graph of D̃(i) is the following:

◦
D̃

(i)
1

◦
D̃

(i)
2

· · · ◦
D̃

(i)
n

.

We consider the following two basic lemmas:

Lemma 3.2 ([23, Lemma 4.5]). Let a1, . . . , an be positive integers satisfying aj ≥ 2 for every

j = 2, . . . , n − 1, and set the effective Z-divisor Ã :=
∑n

j=1 ajD̃j on S̃. Then (Ã)2 ≤ −4.

Moreover, (Ã)2 = −4 if and only if a1 = an = 1 and a2 = · · · = an−1 = 2.

Proof. We have:

(Ã)2 = −(a21 + a2n)−
n−1∑

j=1

(aj − aj+1)
2.
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n(i)\ℓ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 −1
2

2 −2
3 −2

3
3 −3

4 −1 −3
4

4 −4
5 −6

5 −6
5 −4

5
5 −5

6 −4
3 −3

2 −4
3 −5

6
6 −6

7 −10
7 −12

7 −12
7 −10

7 −6
7

7 −7
8 −3

2 −15
8 −2 −15

8 −3
2 −7

8

Table 1. The value of (B̃
(i)
ℓ )2 in Lemma 3.3

Noticing a1, . . . , an are positive integers, we can easily show this lemma. �

Lemma 3.3 ([23, Lemma 4.1]). Fix an integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ m and an integer ℓ with 1 ≤ ℓ ≤

n(i). If an effective Q-divisor B̃
(i)
ℓ :=

∑n(i)
j=1 bi,jD̃

(i)
j on S̃ satisfies (−B̃

(i)
ℓ · D̃

(i)
j ) = δj,ℓ for every

j = 1, . . . , n, then we have:

B̃
(i)
ℓ =

n− ℓ+ 1

n+ 1

ℓ∑

j=1

jD̃
(i)
j +

ℓ

n+ 1

n−ℓ∑

j=1

jD̃
(i)
n−j+1

and:

(B̃
(i)
ℓ )2 = −

(n− ℓ+ 1)ℓ

n+ 1
.

Proof. We can easily show this lemma because it is enough to compute some intersection numbers
directly. �

In Lemma 3.3, if (B̃
(i)
ℓ ·D̃

(i)
j ) = δj,ℓ, then the value of (B̃

(i)
ℓ )2 is explicitly summarized in Table

1 depending on the values of n(i) and ℓ:

From now on, we set the divisor ∆̃ := −K
S̃
− D̃1 − 2(D̃2 + · · ·+ D̃n−1)− D̃n on S̃.

Lemma 3.4 ([23, Lemma 4.6]). With the same notations as above, we have |∆̃| 6= ∅.

Proof. Note that S̃ is rational by Lemma 2.3. Hence, by the Riemann-Roch theorem we have:

dim |∆̃| ≥
1

2
(∆̃ · ∆̃−K

S̃
) = 0.

This implies that |∆̃| 6= ∅. �

By Lemma 3.4, there exist two effective Z-divisors ∆̃+ and ∆̃0 on S̃ such that ∆̃ ∼ ∆̃+ + ∆̃0

and every irreducible component C̃+ of ∆̃+ (resp. every irreducible component C̃0 of ∆̃0)

satisfies (C̃+ · −K
S̃
) > 0 (resp. (C̃0 · −KS̃

) = 0). Note that all irreducible components of ∆̃0 are

(−2)-curves on S̃ by Lemma 2.4 (3). Hence, we can write:

∆̃− ∆̃0 = −K
S̃
−

m∑

i=1

Ã(i),

where Ã(i) is an effective Z-divisor, which is a Z-linear combination of D̃
(i)
1 , . . . , D̃

(i)
n(i), on S̃.

Note that:

Ã(1) = (c1 + 1)D̃1 + (c2 + 2)D̃2 + · · ·+ (cn−1 + 2)D̃n−1 + (cn + 1)D̃n(3.1)

for some non-negative integers c1, . . . , cn.

Lemma 3.5 ([23, Lemma 4.7]). With the same notations as above, we have (∆̃+)
2 ≤ −2.
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Proof. We can write:

∆̃+ ∼ ∆̃− ∆̃0 = −K
S̃
−

m∑

i=1

Ã(i).

By (3.1) and Lemma 3.2, we have (Ã(1))2 ≤ −4. Hence, we have (∆̃+)
2 ≤ 2 − 4 + 0 = −2

because the intersection matrix of D̃ − D̃(1) is negative definite. �

Note that any irreducible component of ∆̃+ has seif-intersection number ≥ −1 because it is

not a (−2)-curve on S̃. Hence, ∆̃+ is reducible by Lemma 3.5. Moreover, since (∆̃+ · −K
S̃
) =

(∆̃ · −K
S̃
) = 2, there exist two irreducible curves Ẽ1 and Ẽ2 on S̃ such that ∆̃+ = Ẽ1 + Ẽ2. By

Lemmas 2.4 (1) and (3) and 3.5, Ẽ1 and Ẽ2 are (−1)-curves on S̃.
Now, we shall deal with the result based on [23, Proposition 4.9]. This result consists of two

propositions; that is, Propositions 3.6 and 3.8.

Proposition 3.6. With the same notations as above, assume further that Ẽ1 6= Ẽ2. Then we
have the following assertions:

(1) (Ẽ1 · Ẽ2) = 0.

(2) ∆̃0 = 0; in other words, ∆̃ ∼ Ẽ1 + Ẽ2.

(3) (Ẽ1 + Ẽ2 · D̃j) = δ2,j + δn−1,j for j = 1, . . . , n.

(4) (Ẽ1 · D̃
(1)) = (Ẽ2 · D̃

(1)) = 1.

Proof. In (1), this assertion follows from Lemma 3.5.
In (2), we can write:

−K
S̃
− Ẽ1 − Ẽ2 ∼

m∑

i=1

Ã(i).

Note that (−K
S̃
− Ẽ1 − Ẽ2)

2 = −4 by virtue of (1). Since the intersection matrix of D̃ − D̃(1)

is negative definite, we have (Ã(1))2 ≥ −4. Hence, we know:

Ã(1) = D̃1 + 2D̃2 + · · ·+ 2D̃n−1 + D̃n

by (3.1) and Lemma 3.2; moreover, Ã(i) = 0 for every i = 2, . . . ,m. Namely, ∆̃0 = 0.

In (3), we know (Ẽ1 + Ẽ2 · D̃j) = (∆̃ · D̃j) = δ2,j + δn−1,j for j = 1, . . . , n by virtue of (2).
In (4), by using (1) and (2), we have:

−1 = (Ẽ1)
2 = (Ẽ1 · ∆̃− Ẽ2) = (Ẽ1 · −KS̃

)− 2(Ẽ1 · D̃
(1)) + (Ẽ1 · D̃1 + D̃n).

Hence, we obtain (Ẽ1 · D̃
(1)) = 1 by virtue of (3). Similarly, we also obtain (Ẽ2 · D̃

(1)) = 1. �

By Proposition 3.6 (1), (3) and (4), if Ẽ1 6= Ẽ2, then we know that the weighted dual graph

of Ẽ1 + Ẽ2 + D̃(1) looks like that in Figure 1 (A).

From now on, we thus assume that Ẽ1 = Ẽ2. For simplicity, we put Ẽ := Ẽ1. Since

2Ẽ ∼ ∆̃− ∆̃0, we can write:

Ẽ ∼Q −
1

2
K

S̃
−

m∑

i=1

1

2
Ã(i).

Lemma 3.7 ([23, Lemmas 4.11–4.13]). With the same notations and assumptions as above, we

have (Ẽ · D̃(1)) = 1.

Proof. Since Ã(1) 6= 0 (see (3.1)), we know:

(Ẽ · D̃(1)) = −
1

2
(Ã(1) · D̃(1)) > 0
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because the intersection matrix of D̃(1) is negative definite. Hence, we have (Ẽ · D̃(1)) ≥ 1

because (Ẽ · D̃(1)) is an integer.

In what follows, we shall show (Ẽ · D̃(1)) ≤ 1. For ℓ = 1, . . . , n, let B̃ℓ be the Q-divisor,

which is a Q-linear combination of D̃1, . . . , D̃n, on S̃ such that (−B̃ℓ · D̃j) = δj,ℓ for j = 1, . . . , n.

Note that such a Q-divisor B̃ℓ is uniquely exists and each coefficient of B̃ℓ is determined by

Lemma 3.3. In particular, any coefficient of B̃ℓ is at most −1
2 (see Table 1). Hence, we have

(B̃ℓ · B̃ℓ′) ≤ −1
2 for any ℓ, ℓ′ = 1, . . . , n. On the other hand, since the intersection matrix of D̃(1)

is negative definite, we obtain:

1

2
Ã(1) =

n∑

j=1

(Ẽ · D̃j)B̃j .

Suppose that (Ẽ · D̃(1)) ≥ 2. If there exists ℓ0 such that (Ẽ · D̃ℓ0) ≥ 2, then we have:

−1 = (Ẽ)2 ≤
1

2
+ (Ẽ · D̃ℓ0)

2(B̃ℓ0)
2 ≤

1

2
+ 4 ·

(
−
1

2

)
= −

3

2
,

which is absurd. Meanwhile, if there exist two distinct integers ℓ1 and ℓ2 such that (Ẽ · D̃ℓ1) =

(Ẽ · D̃ℓ2) = 1, then we have:

−1 = (Ẽ)2 ≤
1

2
+ (B̃ℓ1)

2 + (B̃ℓ2)
2 + 2(B̃ℓ1 · B̃ℓ2) ≤

1

2
−

1

2
−

1

2
+ 2 ·

(
−
1

2

)
= −

3

2
,

which is absurd.
Therefore, we obtain (Ẽ · D̃(1)) = 1. �

Proposition 3.8. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have n = 5 or n = 3.
Furthermore, the following assertions hold:

• Assume that n = 5. Then (Ẽ · D̃j) = δ3,j for j = 1, . . . , 5. Moreover, 2Ẽ ∼ −K
S̃
− D̃1 −

2D̃2 − 3D̃3 − 2D̃4 − D̃5.
• Assume that n = 3. Then (Ẽ · D̃j) = δ2,j for j = 1, 2, 3. Moreover, there exists an

irreducible component D̃4 of D̃ such that (D̃4 · D̃ − D̃4) = 0 and 2Ẽ ∼ −K
S̃
− D̃1 −

2D̃2 − D̃3 − D̃4.

Proof. For simplicity, we put B̃(i) := 1
2 Ã

(i) for i = 1, . . . ,m. Since:

m∑

i=1

B̃(i) ∼Q −
1

2
K

S̃
− Ẽ,

we have:
m∑

i=1

(B̃(i))2 = −
3

2
.

By Lemmas 3.3 and 3.7, we know (B̃(i))2 ≤ −1
2 for every i = 1, . . . ,m (see also Table 1).

Moreover, we notice (B̃(1))2 < −1
2 because n(1) = n ≥ 3. Hence, we may assume:

Ẽ ∼Q −
1

2
K

S̃
− B̃(1) − B̃(2).

We consider the following two cases separately.

Case 1: (B̃(2) = 0). In this case, we have (B̃(1))2 = −3
2 . Hence, we know n = 5 or n = 7 by

looking at Table 1. We consider the following two subcases separately.

Subcase 1-1: (n = 5). In this subcase, (B̃(1) · D̃j) = δ3,j for j = 1, . . . , 5 by looking at Table
1. Hence:

B̃(1) ∼Q

1

2
D̃1 + D̃2 +

3

2
D̃3 + D̃4 +

1

2
D̃5
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by Lemma 3.3. In particular, 2Ẽ1 ∼ −K
S̃
− D̃1 − 2D̃2 − 3D̃3 − 2D̃4 − D̃5.

Subcase 1-2: (n = 7). In this subcase, (B̃(1) · D̃j) = δ2,j or δ5,j for j = 1, . . . , 7 by looking at

Table 1. By the symmetry, we may assume (B̃(1) · D̃j) = δ2,j for j = 1, . . . , 7. Hence:

B̃(1) ∼Q

3

4
D̃1 +

3

2
D̃2 +

5

4
D̃3 + D̃4 +

3

4
D̃5 +

1

2
D̃6 +

1

4
D̃7

by Lemma 3.3. In particular, 2Ẽ1 ∼ ∆̃−∆̃0 = −K
S̃
− 3

2D̃1−3D̃2−
5
2D̃3−2D̃4−

3
2D̃5−D̃6−

1
2D̃7.

However, this is a contradiction that ∆̃ − ∆̃0 is a Z-divisor. Thus, this subcase does not take
place.

Case 2: (B̃(2) 6= 0). In this case, we have (B̃(1))2+(B̃(2))2 = −3
2 . Hence, the pair ((B̃

(1))2, (B̃(2))2)

equals one of (−1,−1
2 ), (−

5
6 − 2

3) and (−3
4 ,−

3
4) by looking at Table 1, where note n ≥ 3. We

consider the following two subcases separately.

Subcase 2-1: ((B̃(1))2 = −1). In this subcase, n = 3, n(2) = 1, (B̃(1) · D̃j) = δ2,j for j = 1, 2, 3,

and (B̃(2) ·D̃
(2)
1 ) = 1 by looking at Table 1. We put D̃4 := D̃

(2)
1 . Then (D̃4 ·D̃− D̃4) = 0 because

n(2) = 1. Moreover:

B̃(1) ∼Q

1

2
D̃1 + D̃2 +

1

2
D̃3, B̃(2) =

1

2
D̃4.

by Lemma 3.3. In particular, 2Ẽ1 ∼ −K
S̃
− D̃1 − 2D̃2 − D̃3 − D̃4.

Subcase 2-2: ((B̃(1))2 6= −1). In this subcase, by the same argument as above, we see that

∆̃ − ∆̃0 is not a Z-divisor. However, this is a contradiction. Thus, this subcase does not take
place.

The proof of Proposition 3.8 is thus completed. �

By Proposition 3.8, if Ẽ1 = Ẽ2, then n = 5 or n = 3. Furthermore, if n = 5 (resp. n = 3),

then we obtain the weighted dual graph of Ẽ + D̃(1) (resp. Ẽ + D̃(1) + D̃4) looks like that in

Figure 1 (B) (resp. (C)), where Ẽ := Ẽ1.
Therefore, the proof of Proposition 3.1 is completed.

4. Construction of cylinders in rational surfaces

4.1. Notation on some curves. Let S be a normal projective rational surface, let f : S̃ → S

be the minimal resolution, and let D̃ be the reduced exceptional divisor of f . Assume that

(−K
S̃
)2 = 6−m0−m∞ for some integer m0,m∞ ≥ 2 and there exists a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1

k.
We will consider m0 = m∞ = 2 when S is a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree 2.

In this section, we will construct polarized cylinders in S under several conditions about the
P1-fibration g (see §§4.2–4.7). Hence, we shall prepare some notations in this subsection.

Definition 4.1. Let the notation be the same as above. Then:

(1) We say that g satisfies the condition (∗) if the following three conditions hold:
• m∞ = 2.
• There exists exactly one irreducible component, which is a section of g, say D̃0.

Moreover, (D̃0)
2 = −m0.

• Any irreducible component of D̃ − D̃0 is contained in singular fibers of g.
(2) We say that g satisfies the condition (∗∗) if the following two conditions hold:

• There exist exactly two irreducible components, which are sections of g, say D̃0 and

D̃∞. Moreover, (D̃0)
2 = −m0 and (D̃∞)2 = −m∞.

• Any irreducible component of D̃ − (D̃0 + D̃∞) is contained in singular fibers of g.
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In what follows, assume that there exists a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k satisfying either condition

(∗) or (∗∗). Namely, g admits a section D̃0, which is an irreducible component of D̃, such that

(D̃0)
2 = −m0. From now on, we prepare some notation to be used in §§4.2–4.7.

First, F̃ denotes a general fiber of g. In what follows, we consider the notation for singular
fibers of g. By Lemma 2.2, there are three kinds of singular fibers of g. Let r, s and t be
the numbers of singular fibers of g corresponding to (I-1), (I-2) and (II), respectively, and let

F̃1, . . . , F̃r+s+t be all singular fibers of g. Here, if r > 0 (resp. s > 0, t > 0), singular fibers

{F̃i}1≤i≤r (resp. {F̃r+i}1≤i≤s, {F̃r+s+i}1≤i≤t) correspond to (I-1) (resp. (I-2), (II)).

Suppose r > 0. Then, for i = 1, . . . , r let {D̃i,λ}0≤λ≤αi
be all irreducible components of F̃i,

where we assume that the weighted dual graph of D̃0 + F̃i is as follows:

◦
−m0

D̃0

•
D̃i,0

◦
D̃i,1

· · · ◦
D̃i,αi−1

•
D̃i,αi

Hence, notice that ♯F̃i = αi + 1. Furthermore, we put Ẽ′
i := D̃i,0 and Ẽi := D̃i,αi

.

Suppose s > 0. Then, for i = 1, . . . , s let {D̃r+i,λ}0≤λ≤βi+β′

i
be all irreducible components of

F̃r+i, where we assume that the weighted dual graph of D̃0 + F̃r+i is as follows:

◦
−m0

D̃0

◦
D̃r+i,0

◦❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

D̃r+i,1

· · · ◦
D̃r+i,βi−1

•
D̃r+i,βi

◦
❚❚

❚❚
❚❚

❚❚
❚

D̃r+i,βi+1

· · · ◦
D̃r+i,βi+β′

i
−1

•
D̃r+i,βi+β′

i

and assume further that βi ≥ β′i. Hence, notice that ♯F̃r+i = βi + β′i + 1. Furthermore, we put

Ẽr+i := D̃r+i,βi
and Ẽ′

r+i := D̃r+i,βi+β′

i
.

Suppose t > 0. Then, for i = 1, . . . , t let {D̃r+s+i,λ}0≤λ≤γi be all irreducible components of

F̃r+s+i, where we assume that the weighted dual graph of D̃0 + F̃r+s+i is as follows:

•
D̃r+s+i,γi

◦
D̃r+s+i,γi−1

· · ·◦
D̃r+s+i,2

◦ ❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥❥
❥

D̃r+s+i,1

◦ ❚❚❚❚❚❚❚❚❚

D̃r+s+i,0

◦
−m0

D̃0

Hence, notice that ♯F̃r+s+i = γi + 1. Furthermore, we put Ẽr+s+i := D̃r+s+i,γi.

Now, set α :=
∑r

i=1 αi, β :=
∑s

i=1 βi, β
′ :=

∑s
i=1 β

′
i and γ :=

∑t
i=1 γi. Then we notice

(−K
S̃
)2 = 8− (α+ β + β′ + γ) = 6−m0 −m∞.

Put F := f∗(F̃ ), D0 := f∗(D̃0), Ei := f∗(Ẽi) for i = 1, . . . , r + s + t and E′
j := f∗(Ẽ

′
j) for

j = 1, . . . , r + s (if r + s > 0). Then we know E′
i ∼Q F − Ei for i = 1, . . . , r + s (if r + s > 0)

and 2Er+s+j ∼Q F for j = 1, . . . , t (if t > 0).

4.2. Type Dn (n 6= 5) or En case. In this subsection, we keep the notation from §§4.1 and
assume further that g satisfies (∗) and one of the following conditions holds:

(1) γ ≥ 5;
(2) γ > 0 and β′ ≥ 2;
(3) γ = 0 and β′ ≥ 3,

Then we have the following result, which is the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 4.2. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S).

Proposition 4.2 can be shown by a similar argument to [24, §§4.1]. For the reader’s conve-
nience, we present the proof of this proposition.
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LetH ∈ Amp(S). Since Amp(S) is contained in Cl(S)Q = Q[F ]⊕(
⊕r

i=1Q[Ei])⊕
(⊕s

j=1Q[Er+j]
)
,

we can write:

H ∼Q aF +

r∑

i=1

biEi +

s∑

j=1

cjEr+j

for some rational numbers a, b1, . . . , br, c1, . . . , cs. Then we note bi = −αi(H · Ei) < 0 for
i = 1, . . . , r if r > 0. Put s′ := ♯{j ∈ {1, . . . , s} | cj < 0}, where s′ := 0 if s = 0. In what follows,
we assume cj < 0 for j = 1, . . . , s′ when s′ > 0.

Lemma 4.3. We set the divisor:

∆̃ := 2D̃0 + 2m0F̃ −
r∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

2λD̃i,λ

−
s′∑

j=1

βj∑

µ=1

2µD̃r+j,µ −
s∑

j′=s′+1

β′

j′∑

µ′=1

2µ′D̃r+j′,βj′+µ′ −
t∑

k=1

γk∑

ν=1

νD̃r+s+k,ν

on S̃. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) dim |∆̃| ≥ 3m0 + 2− 3α− 3β − γ.

(2) If t = 0, then 1
2∆̃ is a Z-divisor and further dim |12∆̃| ≥ m0 + 1− α− β.

Proof. Note that:

(∆̃)2 = 4m0 −
r∑

i=1

4αi −
s′∑

j=1

4βj −
s∑

j′=s′+1

4β′j′ −
t∑

k=1

γk ≥ 4m0 − 4(α+ β)− γ,

(∆̃ · −K
S̃
) = 2(m0 + 2)−

r∑

i=1

2αi −
s′∑

j=1

2βj −
s∑

j′=s′+1

2β′j′ −
t∑

k=1

γk ≥ 2(m0 + 2)− 2(α + β)− γ

because βj′ ≥ β′j′ for every j′ = s′ + 1, . . . , s (if s′ 6= s). By the Riemann-Roch theorem and

rationality of S̃, we have:

dim |∆̃| ≥
1

2
(∆̃ · ∆̃−K

S̃
) = 3m0 + 2− 3α− 3β − γ.

Hence, we obtain the assertion (1). In order to show the assertion (2), we assume t = 0. Then
1
2∆̃ is obviously a Z-divisor on S̃ by the definition of ∆̃. The remaining assertion follows from
the same argument as the above argument. �

Remark 4.4. For the reader’s convenience, we present figures of general members in linear sys-

tems related to Lemma 4.3. Let ∆̃ be the same as in Lemma 4.3. Then:

• The configuration of a general member C̃ ∈ |∆̃| is given as Figure 2 (a).

• Assuming t = 0, the configuration of a general member C̃ ∈ |12∆̃| is given as Figure 2
(b).

For simplicity, we set dr,s′ := a+
∑r

i=1 bi +
∑s′

j=1 cj, where we consider
∑s′

j=1 cj = 0 if s′ = 0.

Lemma 4.5. If one of the following conditions holds:

(1) γ ≥ 5;
(2) γ > 0 and β′ ≥ 2;
(3) γ = 0 and β′ ≥ 3,

then dr,s′ > 0.
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D̃0

(a)

· · · · · ·
· · ·

· · ·
· · · · · ·

C̃

...

Ẽ
′

1

Ẽ1

...

Ẽ
′

r

Ẽr

...

...
...

...

D̃r+1,0

Ẽ
′

r+1

Ẽr+1

...

...
...

...

D̃r+s′,0

Ẽ
′

r+s′

Ẽr+s′

...
...

D̃r+s′+1,0

Ẽ
′

r+s′+1

Ẽr+s′+1

...
...

D̃r+s,0

Ẽ
′

r+s

Ẽr+s

...

...

D̃r+s+1,0

D̃r+s+1,2

D̃r+s+1,1

Ẽr+s+1

...

...

D̃r+s+t,0

D̃r+s+t,2

D̃r+s+t,1

Ẽr+s+t

D̃0

(b)

· · · · · ·
· · ·

· · ·

C̃

...

Ẽ
′

1

Ẽ1

...

Ẽ
′

r

Ẽr

...

...
...

...

D̃r+1,0

Ẽ
′

r+1

Ẽr+1

...

...
...

...

D̃r+s′,0

Ẽ
′

r+s′

Ẽr+s′

...
...

D̃r+s′+1,0

Ẽ
′

r+s′+1

Ẽr+s′+1

...
...

D̃r+s,0

Ẽ
′

r+s

Ẽr+s

Figure 2. The configuration of C̃ in Lemma 4.3

Proof. Let ∆̃ be the same as in Lemma 4.3. In this proof, we will use the formula (−K
S̃
)2 =

8− (α+ β + β′ + γ) = 4−m0.

In (1) and (2), we then obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 3β′ +2γ − 10 ≥ 0 by Lemma 4.3 (1) combined with

−(α+β) = −m0− 4+β′+ γ. Here, we note that γ ≥ 2 provided γ > 0. Hence, |∆̃| 6= ∅, so that

we can take a general member C̃ of |∆̃|. Notice f∗(C̃) ∼Q 2m0F −
∑r

i=1 2αiEi−
∑s′

j=1 2βjEr+j−∑s
j′=s′+1 2β

′
j′E

′
r+j′ −

∑t
k=1 γkEr+s+k 6∼Q 0. Thus, we obtain 0 < 1

2(H · f∗(C̃)) = dr,s′ (see also

Figure 2 (a)).

In (3), we then obtain dim |12∆̃| ≥ −3 + β′ ≥ 0 by Lemma 4.3 (2) combined with −(α +

β) ≥ −m0 − 4 + β′. Hence, |12∆̃| 6= ∅, so that we can take a general member C̃ of |12∆̃|.

Notice f∗(C̃) ∼Q m0F −
∑r

i=1 αiEi −
∑s′

j=1 βjEr+j −
∑s

j′=s′+1 β
′
j′E

′
r+j′ 6∼Q 0. Thus, we obtain

0 < (H · f∗(C̃)) = dr,s′ (see also Figure 2 (b)). �

Now, we shall consider U := f(S̃\Supp(D̃0 + F̃ + F̃1 + · · · + F̃r+s+t)). Notice that U is a
cylinder in S. Indeed:

U ≃ S̃\Supp
(
D̃0 + F̃ + F̃1 + · · ·+ F̃r+s+t

)
≃ A1

k × (A1
k\{(r + s+ t) points})

by Lemma 2.1 (1). Then the following result holds:

Lemma 4.6. If dr,s′ > 0, then U is an H-polar cylinder.
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D̃0

· · · · · ·

Γ̃

−m0

...

Ẽ
′

1

D̃1,1

D̃1,2

D̃1,α1−1

Ẽ1

...

Ẽ
′

r

D̃r,1

D̃r,2

D̃r,αr−1

Ẽr

D̃r+1,0

D̃r+1,1

D̃r+1,2

D̃r+1,3

Ẽr+1

Figure 3. The configuration of g : S̃ → P1
k in Subsection 4.3.

Proof. We take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=
r∑

i=1

(−bi)E
′
i +

s′∑

j=1

(−cj)E
′
r+j +

s∑

j′=s′+1

cj′Er+j′

+
dr,s′

r + s+ t+ 1

{
F +

r+s∑

k=1

(Ek + E′
k) +

t∑

ℓ=1

2Er+s+ℓ

}

on S. Then we know D ∼Q H and S\Supp(D) = U . Thus, U is an H-polar cylinder. �

Proposition 4.2 follows from Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6.

4.3. Type D5 case. In this subsection, we keep the notation from §§4.1 and assume further
that g satisfies (∗), (s, t) = (0, 1) and γ = 4. Namely, m0 = α. By a similar argument to [24,

Lemma 3.4], there exists the (−1)-curve Γ̃ on S̃ such that Γ̃ ∼ D̃0 +m0F̃ −
∑r

i=1

∑αi

λ=1 λD̃i,λ −∑4
µ=1 D̃r+1,µ. Note that the configuration of the P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1

k is given as in Figure 3.
Then we have the following result, which is the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 4.7. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S).

In what follows, we shall prove the above result. Let H ∈ Amp(H). Since Amp(H) is
contained in Cl(S)Q = Q[F ]⊕ (

⊕r
i=1Q[Ei]), we can write:

H ∼Q aF +
r∑

i=1

biEi

for some rational numbers a, b1, . . . , br. Without loss of generality, we may assume b1
α1

≤ b2
α2

≤

· · · ≤ br
αr
. Then the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.8. 2a+
∑r

i=1 2bi −
br
αr
> 0.

Proof. Consider the following divisor on S̃:

∆̃ := 2D̃0 + 2m0F̃ −
r∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

2λD̃i,λ + Ẽr −
4∑

µ=1

µD̃r+1,µ

Since (∆̃ · K
S̃
− F̃ ) = −2(m0 − α) − 3 = −3, (∆̃)2 = 4(m0 − α) − 1 = −1 and (∆̃ · −K

S̃
) =

2(m0 − α) + 1 = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the Riemann-Roch theorem and rationality of S̃.
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Hence, by virtue of (H ·Ei) = − bi
αi

for i = 1, . . . , r we have:

0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) = a(F · f∗(∆̃)) +

r∑

i=1

bi(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) = 2a+

r∑

i=1

2bi −
br

αr
.

�

We note 2Er+1 ∼Q F because D̃r+1,0 ∼ F̃ − D̃r+1,1 − 2(D̃r+1,2 + D̃r+1,3 + Ẽr+1). Put

Γ := f∗(Γ̃) ∼Q −
∑r

i=1 αiEi + (2α − 1)Er+1. Note − br
αr

= (H ·Er) > 0.

Assume b1
α1

= br
αr
. For simplicity, we set d0 := 2a+ 2αbr

αr
− br

αr
. Notice that:

d0 = 2a+
r∑

i=1

2αibr

αr

−
br

αr

= 2a+
r∑

i=1

2bi −
br

αr

> 0

by Lemma 4.8. Letting ε be a positive rational number satisfying ε < d0
2m0−1 , we take the

effective Q-divisor:

D :=

(
−
br

αr
+ ε

)
Γ +

r∑

i=1

αiεEi + {d0 − (2m0 − 1)ε}Er+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
Γ̃ + D̃0 +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

In what follows, we can assume b1
α1

< br
αr
. Put r′ := max{i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} | bi

αi
< br

αr
}. For

simplicity, we put α′ :=
∑r′

i=1 αi. Then 2m0 − 1− 2α′ > 0 by virtue of m0 = α > α′. Moreover,

we set dr′ := 2a+
∑r′

i=1 2bi +
2(α−α′)br

αr
− br

αr
. Notice that:

dr′ = 2a+

r′∑

i=1

2bi +

r∑

j=r′+1

2αjbr

αr
−
br

αr
≥ 2a+

r∑

i=1

2bi −
br

αr
> 0

by Lemma 4.8. Letting ε be a positive rational number satisfying ε <
dr′

2m0−1−2α′ , we take the
effective Q-divisor:

D :=

(
−
br

αr

+ ε

)
Γ +

r′∑

i=1

αi

(
br

αr

−
bi

αi

− ε

)
E′

i +
r∑

j=r′+1

αjεEj +
{
dr′ − (2m0 − 1− 2α′)ε

}
Er+1

on S. Then H ∼Q D. Moreover, we know:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp


Γ̃ + D̃0 +

r′∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽi) +
r∑

j=r′+1

(F̃j − Ẽ′
j) + F̃r+1


 ≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
The proof of Proposition 4.7 is thus completed.

4.4. Type (A5)
′ case. In this subsection, we keep the notation from §§4.1 and assume further

that g satisfies (∗∗), (s, t) = (0, 1) and γ = 3. Namely, −m∞ = m0 − α − 1. Note that the

configuration of the P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k is given as in Figure 4. Then we have the following

result, which is the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 4.9. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S).
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Figure 4. The configuration of g : S̃ → P1
k in Subsection 4.4.

In what follows, we shall prove the above result. Let H ∈ Amp(S). Since Amp(S) is contained
in Cl(S)Q =

⊕r
i=1 Q[Ei], we can write:

H ∼Q

r∑

i=1

aiEi

for some rational numbers a1, . . . , ar. Without loss of generality, we may assume a1
α1

≤ a2
α2

≤
· · · ≤ ar

αr
. Since α + 1 = m0 + m∞ and m∞ ≥ 2, we have α1 + · · · + αr > m0. We set

r′ := min{i ∈ {1, . . . , r} |α1 + · · · + αi ≥ m0}. For simplicity, we put α′ :=
∑r′−1

i=1 αi, where
α′ = 0 provided r′ = 1. Then the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.10. 2(a1 + · · ·+ai)+
(2(m0−α1−···−αi)−1)ar′

αr′
> 0 for every i = 1, . . . , r′− 1. Moreover,

ar′
αr′

> 0.

Proof. Consider the following divisor on S̃:

∆̃ := 2D̃0 + 2m0F̃

−
r′∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

2λD̃i,λ +

αr′∑

µ=m0−α′

(2µ − 2m0 + 2α′ + 1)D̃r′,µ − (D̃r+1,1 + 2D̃r+1,2 + 3Ẽr+1).

Since (∆̃ · K
S̃
− F̃ ) = −4 < 0, (∆̃)2 = 0 and (∆̃ · −K

S̃
) = 2, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 1 by the

Riemann-Roch theorem and rationality of S̃.

At first, we shall show the first assertion with i = r′ − 1. Since (∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) =

(∆̃ · D̃r+1,0) = 0, we have:

(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) =





2 if i < r′

2(m0−α′)−1
αr′

if i = r′

0 if i > r′

for i = 1, . . . , r. Hence:

0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) =

r∑

i=1

ai(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) = 2(a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1) +
(2(m0 − α′)− 1) ar′

αr′
.
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In what follows, we shall show the first assertion for the general case. By using the above
result combined with ai+1

αi+1
≤ · · · ≤

ar′−1

αr′−1
≤

ar′
αr′

, we have:

0 < 2(a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1) +
(2(m0 − α′)− 1) ar′

αr′

≤ 2(a1 + · · ·+ ai) +
(2(αi+1 + · · ·+ αr′−1 +m0 − α′)− 1) ar′

αr′

= 2(a1 + · · ·+ ai) +
(2(m0 − α1 − · · · − αi)− 1) ar′

αr′
.

We shall prove the remaining assertion. Similarly, we have:

0 < 2(a1 + · · · + ar′−1) +
(2(m0 − α′)− 1) ar′

αr′
≤

(2m0 − 1)ar′

αr′
.

By virtue of 2m0 − 1 > 0, we thus obtain
ar′
αr′

> 0. �

Note 2Er+1 ∼Q F and 2m0−1
2 F ∼Q

∑r
i=1 αiEi because D̃r+1,0 ∼ F̃ − D̃r+1,1 − 2Ẽr+1 and

D̃∞ ∼ D̃0 +m0F̃ −
∑r

i=1

∑αi

λ=1 λD̃i,λ − (D̃r+1,1 + D̃r+1,2 + Ẽr+1).
Assume a1

α1
=

ar′
αr′

. Note
ar′
αr′

> 0 by Lemma 4.10. Letting ε be a positive rational number

satisfying ε <
ar′
αr′

, we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=
r∑

i=1

αi

(
ai

αi

−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ei + (2m0 − 1)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)
Er+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
In what follows, we can assume a1

α1
<

ar′
αr′

. Put r′′ := max{i ∈ {1, . . . , r′ − 1} | ai
αi
<

ar′
αr′

}. For

simplicity, we put α′′ :=
∑r′′

i=1 αi and a
′′ :=

∑r′′

i=1 ai. Then we note m0 − α′′ > 0. Moreover, by
using Lemma 4.10 we have:

1

2m0 − 1− 2α′′

(
a′′ +

(2m0 − 1− 2α′′)ar′

αr′

)
> 0.

Letting ε be a positive rational number satisfying:

ε < min

{
ar′

αr′
−
a1

α1
,

1

2m0 − 1− 2α′′

(
a′′ +

(2m0 − 1− 2α′′)ar′

αr′

)}
,

we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=

r′′∑

i=1

αi

(
ar′

αr′
−
ai

αi
− ε

)
E′

i +

r∑

j=r′′+1

αj

(
aj

αj
−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ej

+

{
2a′′ + (2m0 − 1− 2α′′)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)}
Er+1

on S. Then H ∼Q D. Moreover, we know:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp


D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r′′∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽi) +

r∑

j=r′′+1

(F̃j − Ẽ′
j) + F̃r+1


 ≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
The proof of Proposition 4.9 is thus completed.
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Figure 5. The configuration of g : S̃ → P1
k in Subsection 4.5.

4.5. Type (A3 + A1)
′ case. In this subsection, we keep the notation from §§4.1 and assume

further that g satisfies (∗∗), (s, t) = (0, 1) and γ = 2. Namely, −m∞ = m0 − α. Note that the

configuration of the P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k is given as in Figure 5. Then we have the following

result, which is the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 4.11. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S).

In what follows, we shall prove the above result. Let H ∈ Amp(S). Since Amp(S) is contained
in Cl(S)Q =

⊕r
i=1 Q[Ei], we can write:

H ∼Q

r∑

i=1

aiEi

for some rational numbers a1, . . . , ar. Without loss of generality, we may assume a1
α1

≤ a2
α2

≤

· · · ≤ ar
αr
. Since α = m0 +m∞ and m∞ > 0, we have α1 + · · · + αr ≥ m0. We set r′ := min{i ∈

{1, . . . , r} |α1 + · · · + αi ≥ m0}. For simplicity, we put α′ :=
∑r′−1

i=1 αi, where α
′ = 0 provided

r′ = 1. Then the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.12. a1+ · · ·+ai+
(m0−α1−···−αi)ar′

αr′
> 0 for every i = 1, . . . , r′−1. Moreover,

ar′
αr′

> 0.

Proof. Consider the following divisor on S̃:

∆̃ := D̃0 +m0F̃ −
r′∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

λD̃i,λ +

αr′∑

µ=m0−α′

(µ−m0 + α′)D̃r′,µ − (D̃r+1,1 + Ẽr+1).

Since (∆̃ ·K
S̃
− F̃ ) = −3 < 0, (∆̃)2 = −1 and (∆̃ · −K

S̃
) = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the

Riemann-Roch theorem and rationality of S̃.

At first, we shall show the first assertion with i = r′ − 1. Since (∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) =

(∆̃ · D̃r+1,0) = 0, we have:

(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) =





1 if i < r′

m0−α′

αr′
if i = r′

0 if i > r′

for i = 1, . . . , r. Hence:

0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) =

r∑

i=1

ai(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) = a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 − α′)ar′

αr′
.
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In what follows, we shall show the first assertion for the general case. By using the above
result combined with ai+1

αi+1
≤ · · · ≤

ar′−1

αr′−1
≤

ar′
αr′

, we have:

0 < a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 − α′)ar′

αr′

≤ a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(αi+1 + · · · + αr′−1 +m0 − α′)ar′

αr′

= a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(m0 − α1 − · · · − αi)ar′

αr′
.

We shall prove the remaining assertion. Similarly, we have:

0 < a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 − α′)ar′

αr′
≤
m0ar′

αr′
.

By virtue of m0 ≥ 2, we thus obtain
ar′
αr′

> 0. �

Note 2Er+1 ∼Q F and m0F ∼Q

∑r
i=1 αiEi because D̃r+1,0 ∼ F̃ − D̃r+1,1 − 2Ẽr+1 and

D̃∞ ∼ D̃0 +m0F̃ −
∑r

i=1

∑αi

λ=1 λD̃i,λ.
Assume a1

α1
=

ar′
αr′

. Then we note
ar′
αr′

> 0 by Lemma 4.12. Letting ε be a positive rational

number satisfying ε <
ar′
αr′

, we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=

r∑

i=1

αi

(
ai

αi
−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ei + 2m0

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)
Er+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
In what follows, we can assume a1

α1
<

ar′
αr′

. Put r′′ := max{i ∈ {1, . . . , r′ − 1} | ai
αi
<

ar′
αr′

}. For

simplicity, we put α′′ :=
∑r′′

i=1 αi and a
′′ :=

∑r′′

i=1 ai. Then we note m0 − α′′ > 0. Moreover, by
Lemma 4.12 we have:

1

m0 − α′′

(
a′′ +

(m0 − α′′)ar′

αr′

)
> 0.

Letting ε be a positive rational number satisfying:

ε < min

{
ar′

αr′
−
a1

α1
,

1

m0 − α′′

(
a′′ +

(m0 − α′′)ar′

αr′

)}
,

we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=
r′′∑

i=1

αi

(
ar′

αr′
−
ai

αi

− ε

)
E′

i +
r∑

j=r′′+1

αj

(
aj

αj

−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ej

+ 2

{
a′′ + (m0 − α′′)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)}
Er+1

on S. Then H ∼Q D. Moreover, we know:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp


D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r′′∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽi) +
r∑

j=r′′+1

(F̃j − Ẽ′
j) + F̃r+1


 ≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
The proof of Proposition 4.11 is thus completed.
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Figure 6. The configuration of g : S̃ → P1
k in Subsection 4.6.

4.6. Type An (n ≥ 3) case. In this subsection, we keep the notation from §§4.1 and assume
further that g satisfies (∗∗), (s, t) = (1, 0) and β′ = 1. Namely, −m∞ = m0 − α− (β − 1). Note

that the configuration of the P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k is given as in Figure 6. Then we have the

following result, which is the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 4.13. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have the following:

(1) If β = 1, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).
(2) If β ≥ 2 and m0 = 2, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

In what follows, we shall prove the above result. Let H ∈ Amp(S). Since Amp(S) is contained

in Cl(S)Q =
⊕r+1

i=1 Q[Ei], we can write:

H ∼Q

r∑

i=1

aiEi + bEr+1

for some rational numbers a1, . . . , ar, b. Without loss of generality, we may assume a1
α1

≤ a2
α2

≤
· · · ≤ ar

αr
.

At first, we consider the case β = 1. Since α = m0+m∞ and m∞ > 0, we have α1+ · · ·+αr ≥

m0. We set r′ := min{i ∈ {1, . . . , r} |α1+ · · ·+αi ≥ m0}. For simplicity, we put α′ :=
∑r′−1

i=1 αi,
where α′ = 0 provided r′ = 1. Then we obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 4.14. Assume that β = 1. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(m0−α1−···−αi)ar′

αr′
> 0 for every i = 1, . . . , r′ − 1. Moreover,

ar′
αr′

> 0.

(2) a1+· · ·+ai+
(m0−α1−···−αi)ar′

αr′
+b > 0 for every i = 1, . . . , r′−1. Moreover,

m0ar′
αr′

+b > 0.

Proof. Consider the following divisors on S̃:

∆̃ := D̃0 +m0F̃ −
r′∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

λD̃i,λ +

αr′∑

µ=m0−α′

(µ−m0 + α′)D̃r′,µ − Ẽ′
r+1,

∆̃′ := D̃0 +m0F̃ −
r′∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

λD̃i,λ +

αr′∑

µ=m0−α′

(µ−m0 + α′)D̃r′,µ − Ẽr+1.

Since (∆̃ ·K
S̃
− F̃ ) = −3 < 0, (∆̃)2 = −1 and (∆̃ · −K

S̃
) = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the

Riemann-Roch theorem and rationality of S̃. Similarly, we also obtain dim |∆̃′| ≥ 0.
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We only show the assertion (1). Indeed, the assertion (2) can be shown by the same argument

replacing ∆̃ by ∆̃′ in (1).

At first, we shall show the first assertion with i = r′ − 1. Since (∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) =

(∆̃ · D̃r+1,0) = (∆̃ · D̃r+1,1) = · · · = (∆̃ · D̃r+1,β−1) = 0, we have:

(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) =





1 if i < r′

m0−α′

αr′
if i = r′

0 if i > r′

for i = 1, . . . , r, r + 1. Hence:

0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) =

r∑

i=1

ai(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) + b(Er+1 · f∗(∆̃)) = a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 − α′)ar′

αr′
.

In what follows, we shall show the first assertion for the general case. By using the above
result combined with ai+1

αi+1
≤ · · · ≤

ar′−1

αr′−1
≤

ar′
αr′

, we have:

0 < a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 − α′)ar′

αr′

≤ a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(αi+1 + · · · + αr′−1 +m0 − α′)ar′

αr′

= a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(m0 − α1 − · · · − αi)ar′

αr′
.

We shall prove the remaining assertion. Similarly, we have:

0 < a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 − α′)ar′

αr′
≤
m0ar′

αr′
.

By virtue of m0 > 0, we thus obtain
ar′
αr′

> 0. �

Then the following result holds:

Lemma 4.15. If β = 1, then H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

Proof. Since β = 1, we note F ∼Q Er+1 + E′
r+1 and m0F ∼Q

∑r
i=1 αiEi because F̃ ∼ Ẽ′

r+1 +

D̃r+1,0 + Ẽr+1 and D̃∞ ∼ D̃0 +m0F̃ −
∑r

i=1

∑αi

λ=1 λD̃i,λ.

Suppose that a1
α1

=
ar′
αr′

. Note that
ar′
αr′

> 0 and b+
m0ar′
αr′

> 0 by Lemma 4.14. Letting ε be a

positive rational number satisfying ε <
ar′
αr′

, we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=

r∑

i=1

αi

(
ai

αi
−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ei +

{
b+m0

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)}
Er+1 +m0

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)
E′

r+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
In what follows, we can assume that a1

α1
<

ar′
αr′

. Put r′′ := max{i ∈ {1, . . . , r′ − 1} | ai
αi
<

ar′
αr′

}.

For simplicity, we put α′′ :=
∑r′′

i=1 αi and a
′′ :=

∑r′′

i=1 ai. Then we note m0 −α′′ > 0. Moreover,
by using Lemma 4.14 we have:

1

m0 − α′′

(
a′′ + b+

(m0 − α′′)ar′

αr′

)
> 0.
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and:

1

m0 − α′′

(
a′′ +

(m0 − α′′)ar′

αr′

)
> 0.

Letting ε be a positive rational number satisfying:

ε < min

{
ar′

αr′
−
a1

α1
,

1

m0 − α′′

(
a′′ + b+

(m0 − α′′)ar′

αr′

)
,

1

m0 − α′′

(
a′′ +

(m0 − α′′)ar′

αr′

)}
.

we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=

r′′∑

i=1

αi

(
ar′

αr′
−
ai

αi
− ε

)
E′

i +

r∑

j=r′′+1

αj

(
aj

αj
−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ej

+

{
a′′ + b+ (m0 − α′′)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)}
Er+1 +

{
a′′ + (m0 − α′′)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)}
E′

r+1

on S. Then H ∼Q D. Moreover, we know:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp


D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r′′∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽi) +
r∑

j=r′′+1

(F̃j − Ẽ′
j) + F̃r+1


 ≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S). �

From now on, we thus consider the case β ≥ 2. Assume m0 = 2 in what follows. Then we
obtain the following lemma:

Lemma 4.16. The following assertions hold:

(1) If α1 > 1, then a1 > 0.
(2) If α > 1 and α1 = 1, then a1 +

a2
α2
> 0.

(3) If β ≥ 3, then b > 0.

(4) If β ≥ 2, then (β−1)a1
α1

+ b > 0.

Proof. In (1), consider the divisor ∆̃ := D̃0+2F̃−D̃1,1−
∑α1

λ=2 2D̃1,λ−Ẽ
′
r+1. Since (∆̃·K

S̃
−F̃ ) =

−3 < 0, (∆̃)2 = −1 and (∆̃ ·K
S̃
) = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the Riemann-Roch theorem

and rationality of S̃. Hence, we have 0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) = 2a1
α1

. Namely, we obtain a1 > 0.

In (2), consider the divisor ∆̃ := D̃0+2F̃−Ẽ1−
∑α2

λ=1 D̃2,λ−Ẽ
′
r+1. Since (∆̃·K

S̃
−F̃ ) = −3 < 0,

(∆̃)2 = −1 and (∆̃ · K
S̃
) = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the Riemann-Roch theorem and

rationality of S̃. Hence, we have 0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) = a1 +
a2
α2
.

In (3), we first assume β = 3. Then consider the divisor ∆̃ := D̃0 + 2F̃ −
∑3

µ=1 µD̃r+1,µ.

Since (∆̃ · K
S̃
− F̃ ) = −3 < 0, (∆̃)2 = −1 and (∆̃ · K

S̃
) = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the

Riemann-Roch theorem and rationality of S̃. Hence, we have 0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) = b because

(∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) = 0.

In what follows, we can assume β ≥ 4. Then consider the divisor ∆̃ := (β − 1)D̃0 + 2(β −

1)F̃ −
∑β

µ=1 2µD̃r+1,µ − (β − 3)Ẽ′
r+1. Since (∆̃ ·K

S̃
− F̃ ) = −2(β − 1) < 0, (∆̃)2 = β2 − 2β − 7

and (∆̃ · −K
S̃
) = β − 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 1

2(β
2 − β − 8) ≥ 0 by the Riemann-Roch theorem

and rationality of S̃. Hence, we have 0 < 1
2(H · f∗(∆̃)) = b because (∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) = 0.

In (4), consider the divisor ∆̃ := (β−1)D̃0+2(β−1)F̃ −
∑α1

λ=1(β−1)D̃1,λ−
∑β

µ=1 µD̃r+1,µ−

(β−2)Ẽ′
r+1. Since (∆̃ ·K

S̃
− F̃ ) = −2(β−1) < 0, (∆̃)2 = β−3 and (∆̃ ·−K

S̃
) = β−1, we obtain

dim |∆̃| ≥ β−2 ≥ 0 by the Riemann-Roch theorem. Hence, we have 0 < (H ·f∗(∆̃)) = (β−1)a1
α1

+b

because (∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) = 0. �
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We note E′
r+1 ∼Q F − Er+1 and 2F ∼Q

∑r
i=1 αiEi + (β − 1)Er+1 because F̃ ∼ Ẽ′

r+1 +∑β
µ=1 µD̃r+1,µ and D̃∞ ∼ D̃0 + 2F̃ −

∑r
i=1

∑αi

λ=1 λD̃i,λ −
∑β

µ=1 µD̃r+1,µ + Ẽr+1. Then the
following result holds:

Lemma 4.17. If β ≥ 2 and m0 = 2, then H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

Proof. We consider the following two cases separately.

Case 1: (a1 > 0). In this case, we note a1
α1

> 0. We consider the following two subcases
separately.

Subcase 1-1: (β = 2). In this subcase, we note a1
α1

+ b > 0 by Lemma 4.16 (4). Letting ε be a

positive rational number satisfying ε < min
{

a1
α1

+ b, a1
α1

}
, we take the Q-effective divisor:

D :=

r∑

i=1

αi

(
ai

αi
−
a1

α1
+ ε

)
Ei +

(
a1

α1
+ b− ε

)
Er+1 + 2

(
a1

α1
− ε

)
E′

r+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

Subcase 1-2: (β ≥ 3). In this subcase, we note b > 0 by Lemma 4.16 (3). Letting ε be a
positive rational number satisfying:

ε <

{
a1
α1

if β = 3

min
{

a1
α1
, b

β−3

}
if β > 3

,

we take the Q-effective divisor:

D :=
r∑

i=1

αi

(
ai

αi

− ε

)
Ei + {b− (β − 3)ε}Er+1 + 2εE′

r+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

Case 2: (a1 ≤ 0). In this case, we notice α1 = 1 by Lemma 4.16 (1). In particular, (β−1)a1+b >
0 by using Lemma 4.16 (4). We consider the following two subcases separately.

Subcase 2-1: (α = 1). In this subcase, we notice r = 1 and β ≥ 4. Letting ε be a positive

rational number satisfying ε < (β−1)a1+b
β−2 , we take the Q-effective divisor:

D := (−2a1 + ε)E′
1 + {(β − 1)a1 + b− (β − 2)ε}E2 + εE′

2

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp
(
D̃0 + D̃∞ + Ẽ′

1 + F̃2

)
≃ A1

k ×A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Then we know H ∼Q D and S\Supp(D) ≃ A1
k × A1

∗,k by Lemma 2.1 (2).

Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

Subcase 2-2: (α > 1). In this subcase, we have a1 +
a2
α2
> 0 by Lemma 4.16 (2). Letting ε be

a positive rational number satisfying:

ε <

{
a1 +

a2
α2

if β = 2

min
{
a1 +

a2
α2
,

(β−1)a1+b
β−2

}
if β ≥ 3

,
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D̃0

· · · · · ·

D̃∞

−m0

−m∞

...

Ẽ
′

1

D̃1,1

D̃1,2

D̃1,α1−1

Ẽ1

...

Ẽ
′

r

D̃r,1

D̃r,2

D̃r,αr−1

Ẽr

Figure 7. The configuration of g : S̃ → P1
k in Subsection 4.7.

we take the Q-effective divisor:

D := (−2a1 + ε)E′
1 +

r∑

i=2

αi

(
a1 +

ai

αi
− ε

)
Ei + {(β − 1)a1 + b− (β − 2)ε}Er+1 + εE′

r+1

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ + Ẽ′

1 +

r∑

i=2

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i) + F̃r+1

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (2). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).

Lemma 4.17 is thus verified. �

Proposition 4.13 follows from Lemmas 4.15 and 4.17. The proof of Proposition 4.13 is thus
completed.

4.7. Type A2 case. In this subsection, we keep the notation from §§4.1 and assume further that
g satisfies (∗∗) and (s, t) = (0, 0). Namely, −m∞ = (m0 + 2) − α. Note that the configuration

of the P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k is given as in Figure 7. Then we have the following result, which

is the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 4.18. With the same notations and assumptions as above, we have Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S).

In what follows, we shall prove the above result. Let H ∈ Amp(S). Since Amp(S) is contained
in Cl(S)Q =

⊕r
i=1 Q[Ei], we can write:

H ∼Q

r∑

i=1

aiEi

for some rational numbers a1, . . . , ar. Without loss of generality, we may assume a1
α1

≤ a2
α2

≤
· · · ≤ ar

αr
. Since α − 2 = m0 + m∞ and m∞ > 0, we have α1 + · · · + αr ≥ m0 + 1. We set

r′ := min{i ∈ {1, . . . , r} |α1 + · · · + αi ≥ m0 + 1}. For simplicity, we put α′ :=
∑r′−1

i=1 αi, where
α′ = 0 provided r′ = 1. Then the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.19. a1 + · · · + ai +
(m0+1−α1−···−αi)ar′

αr′
> 0 for every i = 1, . . . , r′ − 1. Moreover,

ar′
αr′

> 0.
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Proof. Consider the following divisor on S̃:

∆̃ := D̃0 +m0F̃ −
r′∑

i=1

αi∑

λ=1

λD̃i,λ +

αr′∑

µ=m0−α′+1

(µ−m0 − 1 + α′)D̃r′,µ.

Since (∆̃ ·K
S̃
− F̃ ) = −3 < 0, (∆̃)2 = −1 and (∆̃ · −K

S̃
) = 1, we obtain dim |∆̃| ≥ 0 by the

Riemann-Roch theorem and rationality of S̃.

At first, we shall show the first assertion with i = r′ − 1. Since (∆̃ · D̃0) = (∆̃ · D̃∞) = 0, we
have:

(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) =





1 if i < r′

m0+1−α′

αr′
if i = r′

0 if i > r′

for i = 1, . . . , r. Hence:

0 < (H · f∗(∆̃)) =

r∑

i=1

ai(Ei · f∗(∆̃)) = a1 + · · · + ar′−1 +
(m0 + 1− α′)ar′

αr′
.

In what follows, we shall show the first assertion for the general case. By using the above
result combined with ai+1

αi+1
≤ · · · ≤

ar′−1

αr′−1
≤

ar′
αr′

, we have:

0 < a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 + 1− α′)ar′

αr′

≤ a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(αi+1 + · · ·+ αr′−1 +m0 + 1− α′)ar′

αr′

= a1 + · · ·+ ai +
(m0 + 1− α1 − · · · − αi)ar′

αr′
.

We shall prove the remaining assertion. Similarly, we have:

0 < a1 + · · ·+ ar′−1 +
(m0 + 1− α′)ar′

αr′
≤

(m0 + 1)ar′

αr′
.

By virtue of m0 + 1 ≥ 3, we thus obtain
ar′
αr′

> 0. �

Note (m0 + 1)F ∼Q

∑r
i=1 αiEi because D̃∞ ∼ D̃0 + (m0 + 1)F̃ −

∑r
i=1

∑αi

λ=1 λD̃i,λ. Since

(D̃0 ·D̃∞) = 1, there exists a unique fiber F̃0 of g such that D̃0∩ D̃∞∩ F̃0 6= ∅. Put F0 := f∗(F̃0).
Assume a1

α1
=

ar′
αr′

. Note that
ar′
αr′

> 0 by Lemma 4.19. Letting ε be a positive rational number

satisfying ε <
ar′
αr′

, we take the effective Q-divisor:

D := (m0 + 1)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)
F0 +

r∑

i=1

αi

(
ai

αi

−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ei

on S. Then we know H ∼Q D and:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp

(
D̃0 + D̃∞ + F̃0 +

r∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽ′
i)

)
≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (3). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
In what follows, we can assume a1

α1
<

ar′
αr′

. Put r′′ := max{i ∈ {1, . . . , r′ − 1} | ai
αi
<

ar′
αr′

}. For

simplicity, we put α′′ :=
∑r′′

i=1 αi and a
′′ :=

∑r′′

i=1 ai. Then we note m0 + 1− α′′ > 0. Moreover,
by Lemma 4.19 we have:

1

m0 + 1− α′′

(
a′′ +

(m0 + 1− α′′)ar′

αr′

)
> 0.
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Letting ε be a positive rational number satisfying:

ε < min

{
ar′

αr′
−
a1

α1
,

1

m0 + 1− α′′

(
a′′ +

(m0 + 1− α′′)ar′

αr′

)}
,

we take the effective Q-divisor:

D :=

{
a′′ + (m0 + 1− α′′)

(
ar′

αr′
− ε

)}
F0

+
r′′∑

i=1

αi

(
ar′

αr′
−
ai

αi

− ε

)
E′

i +
r∑

j=r′′+1

αj

(
aj

αj

−
ar′

αr′
+ ε

)
Ej

on S. Then H ∼Q D. Moreover, we know:

S\Supp(D) ≃ S̃\Supp


D̃0 + D̃∞ + F̃0 +

r′′∑

i=1

(F̃i − Ẽi) +
r∑

j=r′′+1

(F̃j − Ẽ′
j)


 ≃ A1

k × A1
∗,k

by Lemma 2.1 (3). Thus, H ∈ Ampcyl(S).
The proof of Proposition 4.18 is thus completed.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.10

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 1.10. Let S be a Du Val del Pezzo surface of degree
d ≥ 2. If Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S), then we obtain that −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S) because −KS is ample.

From now on, we assume that −KS ∈ Ampcyl(S). If d ≥ 3, then we obtain that Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S) by [24]. Hence, we can assume further that d = 2. If ρ(S) = 1, then we know that
Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S) = Q>0[−KS ]. In what follows, we thus assume that ρ(S) ≥ 2. Let

f : S̃ → S be the minimal resolution, and let D̃ be the reduced exceptional divisor of f .

Lemma 5.1. If S has a non-cyclic quotient singular point, which is not of type D5, then
Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Proof. By assumption and ρ(S) ≥ 2, Dyn(S) = D4, D4 +A1, D4 +2A1, D6 or E6. Indeed, it can
be seen from the classification of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2 (see, e.g., [25] or [12,
§8.7]). We consider this proof according to Dynkin types of S.

In Dyn(S) = D4, by the configuration of this Du Val del Pezzo surface (cf. [8, p. 1220]), we

can find a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k such that there exists exactly one (−2)-curve is a section of

g and other (−2)-curves are fiber components of g (see Figure 8 (1)). In particular, g satisfies
(∗). Moreover, we have (α, β, β′, γ) = (0, 3, 3, 0) provided that we use notations from §§4.1.

In Dyn(S) = D4 +A1, by the configuration of this Du Val del Pezzo surface (cf. [8, p. 1217]),

we can find a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k such that there exists exactly one (−2)-curve is a section

of g and other (−2)-curves are fiber components of g (see Figure 8 (2)). In particular, g satisfies
(∗). Moreover, we have (α, β, β′, γ) = (0, 2, 2, 2) provided that we use notations from §§4.1.

In Dyn(S) = D4+2A1, by the configuration of this Du Val del Pezzo surface (cf. [8, p. 1217]),

we can find a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k such that there exists exactly one (−2)-curve is a section

of g and other (−2)-curves are fiber components of g (see Figure 8 (3)). In particular, g satisfies
(∗). Moreover, we have (α, β, β′, γ) = (0, 1, 1, 4) provided that we use notations from §§4.1.

In Dyn(S) = D6, by the configuration of this Du Val del Pezzo surface (cf. [8, p. 1216]), we

can find a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k such that there exists exactly one (−2)-curve is a section of

g and other (−2)-curves are fiber components of g (see Figure 8 (4)). In particular, g satisfies
(∗). Moreover, we have (α, β, β′, γ) = (0, 1, 1, 4) provided that we use notations from §§4.1.

In Dyn(S) = E6, by the configuration of this Du Val del Pezzo surface (cf. [8, p. 1216]), we

can find a P1-fibration g : S̃ → P1
k such that there exists exactly one (−2)-curve is a section of

g and other (−2)-curves are fiber components of g (see Figure 8 (5)). In particular, g satisfies
(∗). Moreover, we have (α, β, β′, γ) = (1, 0, 0, 5) provided that we use notations from §§4.1.
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(1)

∗

(2)

∗

(3)

∗

(4)

∗

(5)

∗

Figure 8. Lemma 5.1; A dotted line (resp. a solid line) stands for a (−1)-curve
(resp. a (−2)-curve); A line with ∗ means a non-fiber component of the P1-

fibrations from S̃.

Hence, in every case, we obtain H ∈ Ampcyl(S) by Proposition 4.2. �

Lemma 5.2. If S has a singular point of type D5, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Proof. By assumption and ρ(S) ≥ 2, Dyn(S) = D5 or D5 + A1. Indeed, it can be seen from
the classification of Du Val del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2 (see, e.g., [25] or [12, §8.7]). Let P

be a singular point on S of type D5 and let D̃1 + · · · + D̃5 be the connected component of D̃

corresponding to P such that the weighted dual graph of D̃1 + · · ·+ D̃5 is given as follows:

◦
D̃5

◦
D̃4

◦
D̃3

◦ ♦♦
♦♦
♦♦

D̃2

◦ ❖❖❖❖❖❖

D̃1

By using the list of the configurations of all (−2)-curves and some (−1)-curves on weak del

Pezzo surfaces of degree 2 (see [20, p. 20]), we know that there exists a (−1)-curve Ẽ1 on S̃ such

that (Ẽ1 · D̃i) = δ1,i for i = 1, . . . , 5. Then a divisor F̃ := D̃2 + 2(Ẽ1 + D̃1 + D̃3) + D̃4 defines

a P1-fibration g := Φ|F̃ | : S̃ → P1
k, D̃5 becomes a section of g and each component of D̃ − D̃5 is

a fiber component of g. Note that the configuration of F̃ + D̃5 looks like that in Figure 9 (a).
Moreover, g satisfies (∗), (s, t) = (0, 1) and γ = 4 provided that we use notations from §§4.1.
Hence, we obtain that Amp(H) = Ampcyl(H) by Proposition 4.7. �

In what follows, we assume that S has only cyclic quotient singular points. Thus, S allows
only singular points of types A1, A2, A3, A4, A5, A6. Here, note that S has no singular point of
type An with n ≥ 7 because ρ(S) ≥ 2. Moreover, S has a singular point, which is not of type
A1 by Theorem 1.7.
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Ẽ1

(b)

∗

∗D̃1

D̃5

D̃4

D̃2

D̃3

Ẽ3
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∗
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D̃3

D̃2
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Ẽ2

(d)

∗
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Ẽ′
2

Ẽ2
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∗
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D̃n−1

D̃2

Ẽ2
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∗

∗

D̃1

D̃2

Figure 9. Lemmas 5.2, 5.3, 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6; Configurations of some sections
and fiber components of g; A line with ∗ means a non-fiber component of g.

Lemma 5.3. If S is of type (A5)
′ or (A5 + A1)

′, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Proof. By assumption, S has a singular point P of type A5. Let D̃1 + · · ·+ D̃5 be the connected

component of D̃ corresponding to P such that the weighted dual graph of D̃1+ · · ·+ D̃5 is given
as follows:

◦
D̃1

◦
D̃2

◦
D̃3

◦
D̃4

◦
D̃5

By assumption, there exists a (−1)-curve Ẽ3 on S̃ such that (D̃i · Ẽ3) = δi,3 for i = 1, . . . , 5.

Then a divisor F̃ := D̃2 + 2(D̃3 + Ẽ3) + D̃4 defines a P1-fibration g := Φ
|F̃ |

: S̃ → P1
k, D̃1 and

D̃5 become sections of g and each component of D̃− (D̃1 + D̃5) is a fiber component of g. Note

that the configuration of F̃ + D̃1 + D̃5 looks like that in Figure 9 (b). Moreover, g satisfies
(∗∗), (s, t) = (0, 1) and γ = 3 provided that we use notations from §§4.1. Hence, we obtain that
Amp(H) = Ampcyl(H) by Proposition 4.11. �

Lemma 5.4. If S is of type (A3 + A1)
′ or (A3 + 2A1)

′, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Proof. By assumption, S has two singular points P1 and P2 of types A3 and A1, respectively.

Let D̃1 + D̃2 + D̃3 (resp. D̃4) be the connected component of D̃ corresponding to P1 (resp. P2)

such that the weighted dual graph of (D̃1 + D̃2 + D̃3) + D̃4 is given as follows:

◦
D̃1

◦
D̃2

◦
D̃3

◦
D̃4

By assumption, there exists a (−1)-curve Ẽ2 on S̃ such that (D̃i ·Ẽ2) = δi,2+δi,4 for i = 1, . . . , 4.

Then a divisor F̃ := D̃2 + 2Ẽ2 + D̃4 defines a P1-fibration g := Φ
|F̃ |

: S̃ → P1
k, D̃1 and D̃3

become sections of g and each component of D̃ − (D̃1 + D̃3) is a fiber component of g. Note
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that the configuration of F̃ + D̃1 + D̃3 looks like that in Figure 9 (c). Moreover, g satisfies (∗∗),
(s, t) = (0, 1) and γ = 2 provided that we use notations from §§4.1. Hence, we obtain that
Amp(H) = Ampcyl(H) by Proposition 4.9. �

Lemma 5.5. If S has a singular point of type A3, A4, A5 or A6, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Proof. If S is of type (A5)
′, (A5 + A1)

′, (A3 + A1)
′ or (A3 + 2A1)

′, then we know Ampcyl(S) =
Amp(S) by Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4. Hence, we assume that S is not of the above types in what
follows. By assumption, S has a singular point P of type An for some n = 3, 4, 5, 6. Let

D̃1 + · · · + D̃n be the connected component of D̃ corresponding to P such that the weighted

dual graph of D̃1 + · · ·+ D̃n is given as follows:

◦
D̃1

◦
D̃2

· · · ◦
D̃n

We first consider the case n = 3. Since S is not of type (A3+A1)
′ nor (A3+2A1)

′, there exist

two distinct (−1)-curves Ẽ2 and Ẽ′
2 on S̃ such that (D̃i · Ẽ2) = (D̃i · Ẽ

′
2) = δi,2 for i = 1, 2, 3 by

Proposition 3.1. Then a divisor F̃ := Ẽ2 + D̃2 + Ẽ′
2 defines a P1-fibration g := Φ|F̃ | : S̃ → P1

k,

D̃1 and D̃3 become sections of g and each component of D̃ − (D̃1 + D̃3) is a fiber component

of g. Note that the configuration of F̃ + D̃1 + D̃3 looks like that in Figure 9 (d). Moreover, g
satisfies (∗∗), (s, t) = (1, 0), β′ = 1 and β = 1 provided that we use notations from §§4.1. Hence,
we obtain that Amp(H) = Ampcyl(H) by Proposition 4.13 (1).

In what follows, we consider the remaining case. Since S is not of type (A5)
′ nor (A5 + A1)

′,

there exist two distinct (−1)-curves Ẽ2 and Ẽn−1 on S̃ such that (D̃i · Ẽj) = δi,j for i = 1, . . . , n

and j = 2, n − 1 by Proposition 3.1. Then a divisor F̃ := Ẽ2 + D̃2 + · · ·+ D̃n−1 + Ẽn−1 defines

a P1-fibration g := Φ|F̃ | : S̃ → P1
k, D̃1 and D̃n become sections of g and each component of

D̃− (D̃1 + D̃n) is a fiber component of g. Note that the configuration of F̃ + D̃1+ D̃n looks like
that in Figure 9 (e). Moreover, g satisfies (∗∗), (s, t) = (1, 0), β′ = 1 and β ≥ 2 provided that
we use notations from §§4.1. Hence, we obtain that Amp(H) = Ampcyl(H) by Proposition 4.13
(2). �

Lemma 5.6. If S has a singular point of type A2, then Ampcyl(S) = Amp(S).

Proof. Let P be a singular point on S of type A2 and let D̃1 + D̃2 be the connected component

of D̃ corresponding to P such that the weighted dual graph of D̃1 + D̃2 is given as follows:

◦
D̃1

◦
D̃2

Consider the divisor ∆̃ := −K
S̃
− (D̃1 + D̃2) on S̃. By the Riemann-Roch theorem, we have

dim |∆̃| ≥ 1. Moreover, (∆̃)2 = 0 and (∆̃ · −K
S̃
) = 2. Since S̃ is a weak del Pezzo surface,

we know that there exists a 0-curve C̃ included in |∆̃| (see also [23, Lemma 5.2]). Hence, C̃

defines a P1-fibration g := Φ
|C̃|

: S̃ → P1
k, D̃1 and D̃2 become sections of g and each component

of D̃ − (D̃1 + D̃2) is a fiber component of g. Note that the configuration of D̃1 + D̃2 looks like
that in Figure 9 (f). Moreover, g satisfies (∗∗) and (s, t) = (0, 0) provided that we use notations
from §§4.1. Hence, we obtain that Amp(H) = Ampcyl(H) by Proposition 4.18. �

Hence, in every case, we obtain H ∈ Ampcyl(S) by Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6.
The proof of Theorem 1.10 is thus completed.
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