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Affine cones over smooth cubic surfaces

Ivan Cheltsov Jihun Park Joonyeong Won

Abstract

We show that affine cones over smooth cubic surfaces do nat admtrivial
G,-actions.

Keywords. affine cone,a-invariant, anticanonical divisor, cylinder, del Pezza-su
face,G,-action, log canonical singularity.

Throughout this article, we assume that all considerecetiad are algebraic and de-
fined over an algebraically closed field of characterigtic

1 Introduction

One of the motivations for the present article originatestfthe articles of H. A. Schwartz
([34]) and G. H. Halphen ([17]) in the middle of 19th centumpere they studied polyno-
mial solutions of Brieskorn-Pham polynomial equationshree variables after L. Euler
(1756), J. Liouville (1879) and so fourth[(]12]). Meanwhignce the middle of 20th cen-
tury the study of rational singularities has witnessed gdeaelopment ([[2],[[5],[[26]).
These two topics, one classic and the other modern, enaaattk other in contemporary
mathematics. For instance, there is a strong connectioveleatthe existence of a rational
curve on a normal affine surface, i.e., a polynomial solutealgebraic equations, and
rational singularities ([15]).

As an additive analogue of toric geometry, unipotent groagioas, speciallyG,,-
actions, on varieties are very attractive objects to stirtjeed,G,-actions have been
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investigated for their own sake [(][3],_[18], [29], [35], [40OMWe also observe thdt,,-
actions appear in the study of rational singularities. Irtipalar, the article([15] shows
that a Brieskorn-Pham surface singularity is a cyclic qeritsingularity if and only if the
surface admits a non-trivial regul&,-action. Considering its 3-dimensional analogue,
H. Flenner and M. Zaidenberg in 2003 proposed the followingsgion ( [15, Ques-
tion 2.22)):

Does the affine Fermat cubic threefatd + 3° + 2* + w? = 0 in A*
admit a non-trivial requlaiG,-action?

Even though it is simple-looking, this problem stands open1f0 years. It turns out
that this problem is purely geometric and can be considereal much wider setting
([19], [20], [21], [22], [31]).

To see the problem from a wider view point, we ;etbe a smooth projective variety
with a polarisation/, where H is an ample divisor onX. The generalized conever
(X, H) is the affine variety defined by

X = Spec (@ H(X,0x (nH))> .

n=0

Remark 1.1. The affine varietyX is the usual cone oveX embedded in a projective
space by the linear systelff | provided that is very ample and the image of the variety
X is projectively normal.

Let S; be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degfeand letS, be the generalized cone
over(Sy, —Kg,). For3 < d < 9, the anticanonical divisor K g, is very ample and the
generalized coné,, is the affine cone im\%t! over the smooth variety anticanonically
embedded irP<. In particular, ford = 3, the cubic surface; is defined by a cubic ho-
mogenous polynomial equatidi(z, y, z,w) = 0 in P3, and hence the generalized cone
S, is the affine hypersurface ih* defined by the equatiof(x,y, z,w) = 0. Ford = 2,
the generalized con#, is the affine cone imM\* over the smooth hypersurface in the
weighted projective spadg(1, 1, 1,2) defined by a quasi-homogeneous polynomial of
degreel. Ford = 1, the generalized cong is the affine cone ir\* over the smooth hy-
persurface in the weighted projective sp@¢e, 1, 2, 3) defined by a quasi-homogeneous
polynomial of degreé ( [16, Theorem 4.4]).

It is natural to ask whether the affine varieﬁ’y admits a non-trivialG,-action. The
problem at the beginning is just a special case of this.

T. Kishimoto, Yu. Prokhorov and M. Zaidenberg have beenyshglthis generalized
problem and proved the following:

Theorem 1.2.1f 4 < d < 9, then the generalized corty admits an effectivé,,-action.
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Proof. See[[19, Theorem 3.19]. O

Theorem 1.3.1f d < 2, then the generalized corfe, does not admit a non-triviak, -
action.

Proof. Seel[22, Theorem 1.1]. d

Their proofs make good use of a geometric property callethdsitity, which is
worthwhile to be studied for its own sake.

Definition 1.4 ( [19]). Let M be aQ-divisor on a smooth projective variefy. An M-
polar cylinder inX is an open subset

U = X\ Supp(D)

defined by an effectiv&-divisor D on X with D ~q M such thatU is isomorphic to
Z x A! for some affine variety.

They show that the existence of &rpolar cylinder onX is equivalent to the existence
of a non-trivialG,-action on the generalized cone oveX, H ).

Lemma 1.5. Let H be an ample Catrtier divisor on a smooth projective varigtySup-
pose that the generalized coneover (X, H) is normal. Then the generalized cofe
admits an effectiv&,-action if and only ifX contains an/-polar cylinder.

Proof. See([21, Corollary 3.2]. O

Remark 1.6. If X is a rational surface, then there always exists an ampleeCdivisor
H on X such thatX is normal andX contains anH-polar cylinder (see [19, Proposi-
tion 3.13]), which implies, in particular, thaf admits an effectivé,,-action.

Indeed, what T. Kishimoto, Yu. Prokhorov and M. Zaidenbergvpd for their two
theorems is that the del Pezzo surfagehas a(— K, )-polar cylinder if4 < d < 9 but
no (—Kg,)-polar cylinder ifd < 2.

The main result of the present article is

Theorem 1.7.A smooth cubic surfacg; in IP® does not contain anf— K, )-polar cylin-
ders.

Together with Theoremis 1.2 ahd11.3, this makes us reach tbeviiog conclusion via
LemmdLb.

Corollary 1.8. Let S; be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degfe@henthe generalized
cone over(S,, —Kg,) admits a non-trivial regulafG,-action if and only ifd > 4.
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In particular, we here present a long-expected answer guéstion raised by H. Flen-
ner and M. Zaidenberg.

Corollary 1.9. The affine Fermat cubic threefolet + 3° + 2% + w? = 0 in A* does not
admit a non-trivial regulaiG,-action.

The following lemma shows that having anticanonical cyiredon del Pezzo sur-
faces is strongly related to the log canonical thresholdtheir effective anticanonical
Q-divisorsl. It may also be one example that shows how important it is wdyssin-
gularities of effective anticanonic&-divisors on Fano manifolds. Indeed, the proof of
Theoreni_1.J7 is substantially based on the lemma below.

Lemma 1.10. Let S, be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degfe€ 4. Suppose thas,
contains a(—Kg,)-polar cylinder, i.e., there is an open affine subsetC S; and an
effective anticanonical-divisor D such thaty = S; \ Supp(D) andU = Z x A! for
some smooth rational affine curze Then there exists a poiit on S, such that

e the log pair(S;, D) is not log canonical at the poing;

e ifthere exists a unique divis@rin the anticanonical linear systefs K5, | such that
the log pair(Sy, T') is not log canonical aP, then there is an effective anticanonical
Q-divisor D’ on the surfaces,; such that

— the log pair(Sy, D’) is not log canonical at’;
— the support of the divisdf is not contained in the support @'
Proof. This follows from [19, Lemma 4.11] and the proof of [19, Lem#had4] (cf. the

proof of [22, Lemma 5.3]). Since the proof is presented dispaly in [19] or [22], for the
convenience of the readers, we give a detailed and streaapiroof in AppendixA. [

Applying LemmdZ.helow, we easily obtain

Corollary 1.11. Let S;3 be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degreBuppose that; con-
tains a(—Kg,)-polar cylinder. Then there is an effective anticanoni@atlivisor D on
S5 such that

e the log pair(Ss, D) is not log canonical at some poitit on Ss;

¢ the support of) does not contain at least one irreducible component of thgeat
hyperplane sectiofi’» of S5 at the pointP.

3An anticanonicalQ-divisor on a varietyX is a Q-divisor Q-linearly equivalent to an anticanonical
divisor of X, meanwhile, an effective anticanonical divisor &nis a member of the anticanonical linear
system — Kx|.
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In order to prove Theorein 1.7, it suffices to show that themoisuch a divisoiD
described in Corollarly 1.11 on a smooth del Pezzo surfacegried3. In this article, this
will be done in a bit wider setting. To be precise, we prove

Theorem 1.12.Let S; be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degieel 3 and let D be

an effective anticanonic&)-divisor onS,;. Suppose that the log paiiS,, D) is not log

canonical at a pointP. Then there exists a unique divisrin the anticanonical linear
system— K g,| such that the log paifS,, 7°) is not log canonical at the poirft. Moreover,
the support ofD contains all the irreducible componentsSipp (7).

Corollary 1.13. Let S; be a smooth cubic surface i®¥* and let D be an effective an-
ticanonical Q-divisor on Ss;. Suppose that the log pairS;, D) is not log canonical
at a point P. Then for the tangent hyperplane sectibp at the pointP, the log pair
(S3,Tp) is not log canonical ai” and Supp(D) contains all the irreducible components
of Supp(7p).

Note that Corollary 1.13 contradicts the conclusion of darg [1.11. This simply
means that the hypothesis of Corollary 1.11 fails to be ffiaés shows that Theorelm 1]12
implies Theoreri 1]7. Moreover, we see that Thedrem 1.12egsd heoreri 113 through
Lemm&1.1ID as well.

Remark 1.14. The conditiond < 3 is crucial in Theoremh 1.12. Indeed,df > 4, then
the assertion of Theorem 1112 is no longer trseethe proof of [19, Theorem 3.19]). For
example, consider the case wheénr- 4. There exists a birational morphisfn S, — P?
such thatf is the blow up off? at five points that lie on a unique irreducible conic. Denote
this conic byC'. Let C' be the proper transform of the coriton the surfaces, and let
Ey, ..., E5 be the exceptional divisors of the morphigimPut

It is an effective anticanonic&-divisor onS, and the log paifS,, D) is notlog canonical
at any pointP on C. Moreover, for anyl’ € | — Kg,|, its support cannot be contained in
the support of the divisab.

To our surprise, Theorem 1J12 has other applications teanggresting for their own
sake.

From here to the end of this section, étbe a projective variety with at worst Kawa-
mata log terminal singularities and |8t be an ample divisor oX .

Definition 1.15. Thea-invariant of the log pait X, H) is the number defined by

a(X,H):sup{)\EQ

the log pair (X, AD) is log canonical for ever
effectiveQ-divisor D on X with D ~q H. '
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The invarianta (X, H) has been studied intensively by maawythorswho used dif-
ferent notations for (X, H) ( [1], [6], [L4], [4} § 3.4] [10, Definition 3.1.1],[[11, Ap-
pendix A], [38, Appendix 2]). The notation(X, H) is due to G. Tian who defined
(X, H) in a different way ([[38, Appendix 2]). However, both the défons coincide
by [11, Theorem A.3]. In the case when is a Fano variety, the invariant( X, — K y)
is known as the famous-invariant of Tian and it is denoted simply ey X). The a-
invariant of Tian plays a very important role in Kahler gesiny due to the following.

Theorem 1.16( [13], [30], [36]). Let X be a Fano variety of dimensionwith at worst

quotient singularities. I&(X) > -, thenX admits an orbifold Khler-Einstein metric.

The exact values of the-invariants of smooth del Pezzo surfaces, as below, have bee
obtained in[[7, Theorem 1.7]. Those of del Pezzo surfaceseatkfiver a field of positive
characteristic are presented|in[28, Theorem 1.6] and thibdel Pezzo surfaces with du
Val singularities in[[8] and [33].

Theorem 1.17.Let.S; be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degie€hen

1/3if d =9,70rd =8andSg = Fy;
a(Sq) =< 1/2if d =6,50rd = 8and Sy = P* x P';
2/3if d = 4;
2/3 if S is a cubic surface in P* with an Eckardt point;
o) = { 3/4 if Ss is a cubic surface in P* without Eckardt points;
(5) { 3/4if | — Kg,| has a tacnodal curve;
b)) =

5/6if | — K, | has no tacnodal curves;

(5) 5/6if | — K, | has a cuspidal curve;
o =
' 1if | = Kg,| has no cuspidal curves.

Remark 1.18. Theoreni 1.1 also provides the exact values ofttevariants for smooth
del Pezzo surfaces of degre€s3. We here show how to extract the values from Theo-
rem[1.12. Letv be the greatest number such th&f, »C) is log canonical for every
memberC' in | — Kg,|. The number can be easily obtained frorn [32, Section 3] and
checked to be the same as the value listed in Thebrem 1.1fAdarinvariant ofS;. By
the definition ofv, there is an effective anticanonical divigéion the surface,; such that
(S4, vC) is log canonical but not Kawamata log terminal. This gives(S;) < v.
Suppose that(S,;) < v. Then there are an effective anticanoni@atlivisor D and a
positive rational numbek < v such thatS;, AD) is not log canonical at some poifit
on S,. Since\ < 1, the log pair(Sy, D) is not log canonical at the poiri? either. By
Theoreni 112, there exists a divisbre | — Kg,| such thatS,, T) is not log canonical
at P. In addition,Supp(D) contains all the irreducible componentsSofpp (7).
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The log pair(S;, AT') is log canonical sinca < v. PutD, = (1 +¢)D — €T for every
non-negative rational number ThenD, = D and D, is effective for0 < ¢ <« 1 be-
causeSupp(D) contains all the irreducible componentsSefpp(7'). Choose the greatest
e such thatD, is still effective. TherSupp(D.) does not contain at least one irreducible
component oBupp(7").

Since(Sy, A\T') islog canonical aP and(S;, AD) is not log canonical aP, the log pair
(S4, AD,) is not log canonical aP (see Lemma&a_2]2). In particular, the log péti;, D,)
is not log canonical aP. However, this contradicts Theorém 1.12 sifdgeis an effective
anticanonical)-divisor. Thereforeq(S,) = v.

Corollary 1.19. Let S, be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degtee 3. If d = 3, suppose,
in addition, thatS; does not contain an Eckardt point. Th8padmits a Kahler—Einstein
metric.

The problem on the existence of Kahler—Einstein metricsmooth del Pezzo sur-
faces is completely solved by G. Tian and S.-T. Yau.in [37] @&. In particular, Corol-
lary[1.19 follows from[[37, Main Theorem].

The invarianty(X, H) has a global nature. It measures the singularities of efegt-
divisors onX in a fixedQ-linear equivalence class. F. Ambro suggestedlin [1] a fanct
that encodes the local behavior@fX, H).

Definition 1.20 ([1]). Thea-functionaf! of the log pair(X, H) is a function onX into
real numbers defined as follows: for a given paie X,

o (P) = sup {)\ cQ

the log pair (X, A\D) is log canonical aP for
every effectiveQ-divisor D on X with D ~q H. |

Lemma 1.21. The identityn (X, H) = inf pe x o (P) holds.
Proof. Itis easy to check. ]

In the case wheWX is a Fano variety, we denote thefunction of the log paif X, — Kx)
simply by ax.

Example 1.22.0One can easily see that(P) < n+r1 for every pointP on P". This

implies that thex-functionag- is the constant function with the val%% sincea(P") =

_1
n+1°

Example 1.23.1t is easy to seevp,p1(P) < 3 for every pointP onP' x P'. Since
a(P* x P') = 1 by Theoreni_ 1117, the-function ap: . is the constant function with
the value} by Lemmd1.2ll. Moreover, iX is a Fano variety with at most Kawamata log
terminal singularities, then the proof 6f [11, Lemma 2.21dws that

axeen(P) =min {1 ax or, ()}
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for every pointP? on X x P!, wherepr, : X x P! — X is the projection on the first factor.
Usingthe same argument as thiathe proof of [11, Lemma 2.29], one can show that the
a-function of a product of Fano varieties with at most Goremstanonical singularities
is the point-wise minimum of the pull-backs of thefunctions on the factors.

As shown in Remark 1.18, the following can be obtained fronedrem1.IR in a
similar manner.
Corollary 1.24. Let S; be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degieel 3. Then thea-
function ofS; is as follows:
(2/3 if the pointP is an Eckardt point;
3/4 if the tangent hyperplane section Athas a tacnode aP;
s (P) = 5/6 if the tangent hyperplane section Athas a cusp af’;
[ 1 otherwise;
(3/4 if there is an effective anticanonical divisor with a tacedt P;

ag,(P) = ¢ 5/6 ifthere is an effective anticanonical divisor with a cusprat

1 otherwise;

( 5/6 if there is an effective anticanonical divisor with a cusprat
(8% =
. 1 otherwise.

By Lemmd1.21L, Corollary 1.24 implies that Theolem 1.17 bdétd smooth del Pezzo
surfaces of degrees at m@sfrhus, it is quite natural that we should extend CorollaBA1l.
to all smooth del Pezzo surfaces in order to obtain a funatigeneralisation of Theo-
rem[L.17. This will be done in Sectidh 6, where we prove

Theorem 1.25.Let S, be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degtee 4. Then thex-function
of S, is as follows:

QP2(P) - 1/3§

ap, (P) =1/3;  apiyp(P)=1/2;

13 if the pointP lies on the(—1)-curve that

ag, (P) = intersects two othef—1)-curves;

1/2 otherwise;
ass(P) =1/2;

1/2 ifthere is(—1)-curve passing through the poift,
s (F) = { 2/3 if there is no(—1)-curve passing though;

2/3 if Pisona(—1)-curve;

if there is an effective anticanonical divisor that

ag,(P) =< 3/4

consists of twd-curves intersecting tangentially &t;
5/6 otherwise.
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The primary statement in this article is Theorem 1.12. Adarpd before, it imme-
diately implies the main result of the article, Theorfen @ also recovers Theordm11..3.
Theoreni 1.112 will be proved in the following way.

In Sectior[ 2, we review the results that will be used in thickr. As a warm-up, we
verify Theoreni 1,12 for a smooth del Pezzo surface of deg(eee Lemma2]3). This is
very easy and instructive.

In Section B, we establish two results absirtgular del Pezzo surfaces of degree 2
that play a role in the proof of Theoremns 1.12 for smooth cshitaces. In addition, these
two results immediately yield Theordm 1112 for a smooth @&z surface of degree
(see Lemma3l4).

In Sectior 4, we prove Theorem 1112 for a smooth cubic surfébis will be done
by a thorough case-by-case analysis of all possible typ&ngent hyperplane sections
on a smooth cubic surface. Indeed, for a given pdtnbn the smooth cubic surface,
we show that every effective anticanoni¢gdivisor is log canonical afP if the tangent
hyperplane section &t is log canonical aP” (Lemmas 4.1, 418 arid 4.9), whereas we show
that its support contains the support of the tangent hypagpsection aP if an effective
anticanonical) divisor and the tangent hyperplane sectioi@re not log canonical d?
(see Lemmais 4.8, 4.5 ahd 4.6).

The proof of Lemm& 418 deserves a separate section becasghétcentral and the
most beautiful part of the article and it is a bit lengthy. §Will be presented in Sectidh 5.

AppendixA will deal with Lemm&_1.10 for the readers’ convamie.

2 Preliminaries

This section presents simple but essential tools for thidarMost of the described results
here are well-known and valid in much more general settio§23], [24] and [25]).

Let S be a projective surface with at most du Val singularitiesHée a smooth point
of the surfaces and letD be an effective)-divisor onS.

Lemma 2.1. If the log pair (.S, D) is not log canonical at the smooth poiRt then
multp(D) > 1.

Proof. This is a well-known fact. See [25, Proposition 9.5.13],ifmtance. O

Write D = Y, a;D;, whereD,’s are distinct prime divisors on the surfaSeand
a;'s are positive rational numbers.

Lemma 2.2. LetT be an effectivé€)-divisor onS such that

o T'~q DbutT # D;
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e T'=>%""_ bD,; for some non-negative rational numbéss. . ., b,.
For every non-negative rational numberput D, = (1 +¢)D — €¢I'. Then
1. D. ~q D for everye > 0
2. the seffe € Q- | D. is effective attains the maximum;
3. the support of the divisab, does not contain at least one componertwip(7’);

4. if (S,T) is log canonical atP but (S, D) is not log canonical at’, then(S, D,,) is
not log canonical atP.

Proof. The first assertion is obvious. For the rest we put

c=max<— [i=1,...,1r.
Q;

For some index: we haver — 2

Suppose that < 1. Thena; > b; for every:. This means that the divisdy — T' =
> i (a; — b;)D; is effective. However, it is impossible sind@ — 7' is non-zero and
numerically trivial ona projective surface. Thusy 1, and hencé, > a.

Puty = —. Theny = ~*— > 0 and

bk bkaz
D, = D — T =
b — bk_ak Z bk:_ak v
whereb,a; — ayb; > 0 by the choice of. In particular, the divisoD,, is effective and
its support does not contain the curig. Moreover, for every positive rational number
D.=5""_ (a; + ea; — eb;) D;. If € > p, then

Qg

E(bk — CLk) > N(bk — CLk) = (bk — CLk) = ay,

bk — ag
and hencé), is not effective. This proves the second and the third desett
If both (S,T") and(S, D,,) are log canonical aP, then(.S, D) must be log canonical

1 1
at P becausd = 1JFMTerD andHM 1Jm_l. OJ

Despite its naive appearance, Lemima 2.2 is a very handyToallustrate this, we
here verify Theorerh 1.12 for a del Pezzo surface of degyrdénis simple case also im-
mediately follows from the proof of [7, Lemma 3.1] or from theoof of [22, Proposi-
tion 5.1].

Lemma 2.3. Suppose thabt is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degiteand D is an
effective anticanonical-divisor onS. If the log pair (S, D) is not log canonical at the
point P, then there exists a unique divisbre |—Kg| suchtha{S, T") is not log canonical
at P. Moreover, the support ab contains all the irreducible components’Bf



Affine cones over smooth cubic surfaces 11

Proof. Let T" be a curve in — K| that passes through the poiRt Note thatT" is irre-
ducible. If the log paif S, T') is log canonical af, then it follows from Lemm& 2]2 that
there exists an effective anticanoni€divisor D’ on the surface such that the log pair
(S, D’) is not log canonical aP’ and Supp(D’) does not contain the curvé. We then
obtainl = 7' - D" > multp(D’). This is impossible by Lemna2.1. Thus, the log pair
(S,T) is not log canonical aP.

Moreoverby Lemmd2.Itthe divisorT is singular at the poinP. Therefore, the point
P is not the base point of the pentit Ks|. Consequently, such a diviséris unique.

If the curveT is not contained irSupp(D), then we obtain an absurd inequality
1 =T -D > multp(D) > 1. Therefore, the curvd” must be contained iBupp(D)
by LemmdZ.1L. O

The following is a ready-made Adjunction for our situation.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that the log paifS, D) is not log canonical at the smooth poift
If a componenD; with a; < 1 is smooth at”, then

Dj . (ZCLZDZ> = Zai (D] . Dz)p > 1,

i#j i#j
where(D; - D;), is the local intersection number 6f andC; at P.

Proof. It immediately follows from[[24, Theorem 5.50]. O

Let f: S — S be the blow up of the surfacg at the pointP with the exceptional
divisor E and letD be the proper transform @ by the blow upf. Then

Kz + D+ (multp(D) —1)E = f* (Kg+ D).

The log pair(S, D) is log canonical aP if and only if the log pair(.S, D + (multp(D) —
1)E) is log canonical along the curve.

Remark 2.5. If the log pair(S, D) is not log canonical aP, then there exists a poii
on E at which the log paifS, D + (multp(D) — 1)E) is not log canonical. Lemnia2.1
then implies

multp(D) + muth(D) > 2. (21)

If multp(D) < 2, then the log paitS, D + (multp(D) — 1)E) is log canonical at every
point of the curver other than the poin. Indeed, if the log paitS, D + (multp(D) —
1)E) is not log canonical at another poi@ton £, then Lemm& 214 generates an absurd
inequality

2 > multp(D) = D - E > multg(D) + multo(D) > 2.
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Notation 2.6. From now on, when we have a birational morphism of a surfanetael by

a capital roman character with tilde onto a surface, in otalédenote the proper transform
of a divisor by this morphism, we will add tilde to the same refeter that denotes the
original divisor. For example, in the similar situation &g tone preceding Remark 2.5,
we useD for the proper transform ab by f without mentioning.

3 Del Pezzo surfaces of degree

Let .S be a del Pezzo surface of degpamith at most two ordinary double points. Then the
linear systenj — K| is base-point-free and induces a double covef — P? ramified
along a reduced quartic curve C P2. Moreover, the curve? has at most two ordinary
double points. In particular, the quartic curkds irreducible.

Lemma 3.1. For an effective anticanonic#)-divisor D on S, the log pair(S, D) is log
canonical outside finitely many points 6n

Proof. Suppose the converséhen we may writeD = a,C; + €2, where( is an irre-
ducible reduced curve, is a positive rational number strictly bigger thamand(2 is an
effectiveQQ-divisor whose support does not contain the cutyeSince

2:—KS-D:—KS-(alCl+Q):—alKS-Cl—KS-QZ—a1K5-01>—KS-C'l,

we have—Kg - C; = 1. Thenn(C)) is a line inP2. Thus, there exists an irreducible
reduced curv€’; on S such that’, + Cy ~ —Kg andn(C,) = 7(Cs). Note that”, = (s
if and only if the liner(C}) is an irreducible component of the branch cufeSinceR
is irreducible, this is not the case. Thus, we haye# Cs.

Note thatC? = C% because”; andC, are interchanged by the biregular involution of
S induced by the double cover Thus, we have

2= (=Kg)? = (C, + Cy)* = 2C? + 2C - Oy,

which implies that”; - C, = 1 — C%. SinceC; andC, are smooth rational curves, we can
easily obtainC? = C3 = —1 + £, wherek is the number of singular points 6fthat lie
on(.

Now we writeD = a,C; + a>Cs + I', wherea, is a non-negative rational number and
' is an effectiveQ-divisor whose support contains neitl@r nor Cs. Then

1201 : (&101+CL202+F) :a1012+a201 'CQ+01 -T
2 &1012 + agC'l . CQ = 0,1012 + a2(1 — 012),
and hencé > a,C?+ay(1—C?%). Similarly, fromCy-D = 1, we obtainl > a,C?+a;(1—

C?). The obtained two inequalities imply that < 1 anda, < 1 sinceC? = —1 + %,
k=0,1,2. Sincea; > 1 by our assumptiorthisis a contradiction. ]
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The following two lemmas can be verified in a similar way ag tfd7, Lemma 3.5].
Nevertheless we present their proofs since we should direfeal with singular points
on S that have been considered neitherin [7] nofin [22].

Lemma 3.2. For anyeffective anticanonicdD-divisor D on S, the log pair(.S, D) is log
canonical at every point outside the ramification divisotlad double cover:.

Proof. Suppose thatS, D) is not log canonical at a poirt whose image byt lies out-
sideR.

Let H be a general curve in— K| that passes through the poifit Sincer(P) ¢ R,
the surfaceS is smooth at the poinP. Then

2=H D > multp(H)multp(D) > multp(D),
and hencenultp(D) < 2.
Let f: S — S be the blow up of the surfacg at P. We have
Kz + D+ (multp(D) — 1) E = f* (Kg+ D),

whereF is the exceptional curve of the blow yp Then, Remark2]5 gives a unique point

Q on E such that the log paitS, D + (mult»(D) — 1) E) is not log canonical a on E.
Sincen(P) ¢ R, there exists a unique reduced but possibly reducible cGrve

| — K| such that” passes througR and its proper transfori@ passes through the point

Q. Note thatC' is smooth atP. Since(.S, C') is log canonical aP, Lemmd 2.2 enables us

to assume that the supportbfdoes not contain at least one irreducible component.of
If the curveC' is irreducible, then

2 —multp(D) = 2—multp(C)multp(D) = C- D > multo(C)multo(D) = multo(D).

This contradict(2]1). Thus, the curgemust be reducible.

We may then write”' = C, + (5, whereC; and(C, are irreducible smooth curves that
intersect at two points. Without loss of generality we maguase that the curv€, is not
contained in the support d@. The pointP must belong ta’,: otherwise we would have

1=D-Cy > multp(D) > 1.

We putD = aC; + €, wherea is a non-negative rational number aftids an effective
Q-divisor whose support does not contain the curyeThen

1:01-D:(2—%k)a+01-9>(2—%k)a,

wherek is the number of singular points ¢f on ;. On the other hand, the log pair
(S,aCy + Q + (multp(D) — 1)E) is not log canonical af), where we have: < 1 by
Lemma3.1L. We then obtain

(2 %k)a — Gy (4 (multp(D) — DE) > 1

from Lemmd Z.4. This is a contradiction. ]
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Lemma 3.3. For a smooth pointP of S with 7(P) € R, letTr be the unique divisor
in | — Kg| that is singular at the poinf. If the log pair (.S, Tp) is log canonical atP,
then foranyeffective anticanonicaD-divisor D on S the log pair(.S, D) is log canonical
at P.

Proof. Suppose thatS, D) is not log canonical at the poit. Applying Lemmd 2.P to
the log pairg.S, D) and (S, Tr), we may assume th&upp(D) does not contain at least
one irreducible component @f. Thus, if the divisofl» is irreducible, then Lemnia 2.1
gives an absurd inequality

2=Tp-D > multp(Tp)multp(D) > 2multp(D) > 2

sinceTp is singular atP. Hence,I'» must be reducible.

We may then writél'> = T} + T, whereT; andT, are smooth rational curves. Note
that the pointP is one of the intersection points @f and75. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that the cur¥gis not contained in the support &f. Then

1=T1-D > multp(T))multp(D) = multp(D) > 1
by Lemmd Z.1L. The obtained contradiction completes thefproo O

Lemmag 32 and 3.3 prove the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that the del Pezzo surfatef degree2 is smooth. LetD be an
effective anticanonicd)-divisor onS. Suppose that the log paifs, D) is not log canon-
ical at a pointP. Then there exists a unique divisbre | — K| such that(S, T") is not
log canonical atP. The support of the divisaD contains all the irreducible components
of T'. The divisorT is either an irreducible rational curve with a cusp &tor a union of
two (—1)-curves meeting tangentially &t.

Proof. By Lemmal3.2, the point(P) must lie onR. Then there exists a unique curve
T € | — K| that is singular at the poin?. By Lemmd 3.8, the log paitS, T") is not log
canonical atP.

Suppose that the support 6f does not contain an irreducible componenfofThen
the proof of Lemm& 313 works verbatim to derive a contraditti

The last assertion immediately follows from [32, Propasit8.2]. O

Lemmd3.# shows that Theorém 1.12 holds for a smooth del Rezface of degre2.

4 Cubic surfaces

In the present section we prove Theorem11.12. Lerima 2.3 andriaé3.4 show that
Theoren 1. 12 holds for del Pezzo surfaces of degieasd 2, respectively. Thus, to
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complete the proof, we lef be a smooth cubic surface i and letD be an effective
anticanonical)-divisor onS.

Lemma 4.1. The log pair(.S, D) is log canonical outside finitely many points.

Proof. Suppose not. Then we may write = aC' + 2, whereC' is an irreducible curvey
is a positive rational number strictly bigger thaand() is an effectiveQ-divisor whose
support does not contain the cur¥e Then

3:—KS'(CLC+Q):—aKS'C—Ks-QZ—aKs-C>—KS'C.

This implies that”' is either a line or an irreducible conic.
Suppose that’ is a line. LetZ be a general irreducible conic ¢hsuch thatZ 4+ C' ~
— K. SinceZ is general, it is not contained in the support/ofWe then obtain

2=72-D=7-(aC+Q)=2a+7-Q2=2a.

This contradicts our assumption.

Suppose that’ is an irreducible conic. Then there exists a unique linen S such
thatL + C' ~ —Kg. Write D = aC + bL + I', whereb is a non-negative rational number
andI is an effectiveQ-divisor whose support contains neither the catlinor the lineL.
Then

1=L-D=L-(aC+bL+T)=2a—b+L-T >2a—b.

On the other hand,
2=C-D=C-(aC+bL+T)=2b+C-T > 2b.

Combining these two inequalities, we obtain< 1. This contradicts our assumption
too. L

For a pointP on S, let T» be the tangent hyperplane section of the surfeaa the
point P. This is the unique anticanonical divisor that is singutaPaThe curvely is
reduced but it may be reducible.

In order to prove Theorein 1.112 we must show tffatD) is log canonical aP pro-
vided that one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

e the log pair(S, Tp) is log canonical af;

e the log pair(S, T) is not log canonical aP but Supp(D) does not contain at least
one irreducible component @f».
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The log pair(S,Tp) is log canonical af’ if and only if the pointP is an ordinary
double point ofT» (see[32, Proposition 3.2]yhus, (S, Tp) is log canonical aP if and
only if Tp is one of the following curves: an irreducible cubic curvehnone ordinary
double point, a union of three coplanar lines that do notrse&tet at one point, a union of
a line and a conic that intersect transversally at two points

Overall, we must consider the following cases:

(a) Tp is a union of three lines that intersectfa{Eckardt point);

(b) Tr is aunion of a line and a conic that intersect tangentialli?;at
(c) Tpis anirreducible cubic curve with a cusp/at

(d) Tpis anirreducible cubic curve with one ordinary double point
(e) Tp is a union of three coplanar lines that do not intersect atpmmat;

(f) T is aunion of a line and a conic that intersect transversaliya points.

We consider these cases one by one in separate lemmassimanads 4.3, 419, 4.6, 4.7,
4.8 and 4.8. We however present the detailed proof of LemBan&ectiorl b to improve
the readability of this section. These lemmas altogethphimiheoreni 1.12.

For simplicity, putm = multp(D).

Lemma 4.2. If the log pair (.S, D) is not log canonical at the poin®, then the support of
D contains all the lines oy’ passing througlP.

Proof. Let L be a line passing through the poiRtthat is not contained in the support of
D. Thenthe inequality = L - D > m implies that the log paitS, D) is log canonical at
P by LemmdZ.1L. O

Lemma 4.3([19, Lemma 4.13]) Suppose that the tangent hyperplane secfipeonsists
of three lines intersecting at the poift If the support ofD does not contain at least one
of the three lines, then the log pdif, D) is log canonical at the poinP.

Proof. It immediately follows from Lemmpa4l2. O

From now on, letf : S — S be the blow up of the cubic surfacgat the pointP. In
addition, letF be the exceptional curve gf We then have

Ki+D+(m—1)E=f"(Ks+D).
Note that the log paitS, D) is log canonical aP if and only if the log pair
(S,D+(m—1)E)

is log canonical along the exceptional divigor
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Remark 4.4. If there is a line passing through, then the surfacé is a weak del Pezzo
surface of degree, i.e.,K§ = 2 and—Kj is nef and big. The proper transforms of the
lines passing thougk will be (—2)-curves onS. All the (—2)-curves onS are disjoint
each other and they come from the lines passing thrdagim S. By contracting these
(—2)-curves we obtain a birational morphism S — S. ThenS is a del Pezzo surface
of degree2 with ordinary double points. In particular, the linear g\t — K| induces

a double cover: S — P? ramified along a quartic curv@ c P2, The(—2)-curves onS
are contracted to the ordinary double points®Therefore, the number of the ordinary
double points orf is given by the number of lines passing througlbn S. Since we have
at most two lines passing thougdh the surfaces has at most two ordinary double points,
and hence the quartic curve must be an irreducible curve with at most two ordinary
double points.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that the tangent hyperplane secfipnconsists of a line and a
conic intersecting tangentially at the poift If the support ofD does not contaitboth
the line and the conidhen the log paif.S, D) is log canonical at the poink.

Proof. Suppose that the log pdif, D) is not log canonical at the poit. Let L andC be
the line and the conic, respectively, such that= L+C. By Lemmd4.P, we may assume
that the coni@” is not contained but the ling is contained in the support @?. We write
D = aL + ), wherea is a positive rational number atitlis an effective()-divisor whose
support contains neither the lidenor the conia”. We haven < C'- D = 2.

Note that the three curvds C' and E meetat one point transversallincem < 2,
we have the unique poiiip on £ defined in Remark 215. The poift does not belong to
C, and hence not td either. Indeedgtherwise

2—-m=C- <al~L + Q) > a + multo(Q) = multy (D).

This contradicts (2]1).

Letg: S — S be the contraction defined in Remérkl4.4. Note that the pgihj is
the ordinary double point of the surfade PutQ = ¢(Q), E = g(E), C = ¢(C) and
Q = g(Q). Thenn(E) = 7(C) sinceE + C' is an anticanonical divisor 0. The point
7(Q) lies outsideR because the poirdp lies outsideC'. Since the divisof) + (m — 1) E
is Q-linearly equivalent to- K'g by our construction, Lemnia 3.2 shows that the log pair
(S,Q+ (m — 1)E) is log canonical af). However, it is not log canonical at the poigt
sinceg is an isomorphism in a neighborhood of the paihtThisis a contradiction. [

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that the tangent hyperplane sectipis an irreducible cubic curve
with a cusp atP. If T is not contained in the support @#, then the log pair(S, D) is
log canonical atP.
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Proof. Suppose thatS, D) is not log canonical aP. From the inequality
3=Tp-D>=m- -multp(Tp) = 2m,

we obtainm < g Then, we have the unique poi@ton £ defined in Remark 25.

The surfaceS is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degze@he linear system — K|
induces a double cover: S — P2 ramified along a smooth quartic curiec P2, Then
the integral divisorZ + T5 is linearly equivalent to- K z, and hencer(E) = 7(T») is a
line in P2. Moreover,Tp tangentially meef at a single point. Thus the poin{ ) lies
on R if and only if the pointQ is the intersection point af and7 .

Applying Lemmd3.2 to the log paiiS, D + (m — 1) E), we see that the point(Q)
belongs toRk because the log paiS, D + (m — 1)E) is not log canonical at the poifi}
and the divisotD + (m — 1)E is Q-linearly equivalent to- K 5. The pointQ therefore
lies on the curvd». Then from [Z1]l) we obtain

3—2m="Tp-D >multg(D) >2—m.
This contradicts Lemma 2.1. O

For the remaining three cases, we show that the hypothe$isasfreni 1.12 is never
fulfilled, so that Theorer 1.12 is true.

Lemma 4.7. If the tangent hyperplane sectidr is an irreducible cubic curve with a
node atP, then the log paif.S, D) is log canonical atP.

Proof. Suppose thatS, D) is not log canonical aP. The surfaces is a smooth del Pezzo
surface of degree two. Sind@+ (m — 1) E ~g — Kz and the log paitS, D+ (m —1)E)

is not log canonical at some poift on E, it follows from Lemmd_3.4 that there must
be an anticanonical divisdi on the surface that has either a tacnode or a cusp at the
point Q.

If the divisor H has a tacnode &9, then it consists of the exceptional divisbrand
another(—1)-curve L meetingF tangentially at). Then the divisorf (H) is an effective
anticanonical divisor o' such that it has a cusp &tand it is distinct from the divisor
Tp. This is impossible.

If the divisor H has a cusp at the point, then it must be irreducible. However, it is
impossible sincéd is singular at) andE - H = 1. O

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that the tangent hyperplane secfiprconsists of three lines one
of which does not pass through the poit Then the log pair(S, D) is log canonical
atpP.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is the central and the most beautiéut pf the proof
of Theoren_1.12Since it is a bit lengthy, it will be presented in a separattise. See
Sectiorb. O
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Lemma 4.9. Suppose that the tangent hyperplane secfipnconsists of a line and a
conic intersecting transversally. Then the log pgit D) is log canonical at the poinP.

Proof. We writeT» = L+ C, whereL is aline and” is an irreducible conic that intersect
L transversally af’. Suppose thats, D) is not log canonical aP.

By Lemmas 2.P and 4.2, we may assume that the a@ngnot contained but the line
L is contained in the support @. We write D = aL + €2, wherea is a positive rational
number and? is an effectiveQ-divisor whose support contains neither the linaor the
conicC.

We have the unique poiid} on E defined in Remark 215 sinee < D - C = 2.

Suppose that the poi does not belong to the-2)-curveL. Letg: S — S be the
contraction defined in Remalk #.4. Théris a del Pezzo surface of degrevith only
one ordinary double point at the poiptL). PutQ = ¢(Q), E = g(E), C = ¢(C) and
Q = g(Q). Thenrt(E) = 7(C) sinceE + C is an anticanonical divisor ofi. The point
7(Q) lies onR if and only if the pointQ lies onC'. The log pair(S, 2 + (m — 1)E) is not
log canonical at) sinceg is an isomorphism in a neighborhood of the paintSince the
divisorQ + (m — 1) E is Q-linearly equivalent to- K5 by our construction, Lemnia3.2
shows that the poir® belongs taC.

Note thatC' + E is the unique curve ih— Kg| that is singular af). But the log pair
(S,C+E)islog canonical af). Hence, it follows from Lemma3.3 thas, Q-+ (m—1)E)
is log canonical at). This is a contradiction. Therefore, the po@tmust belong to the
(—2)-curveL.

Now we can apply[[8, Theorem 1.28] to the log péét,al + (m — 1)E + Q) at
the point@ to obtain a contradiction immediately. Indeed, it is enotglput M = 1,
A=1,N =0,B = 2,anda = g = 1in [8, Theorem 1.28] and check that all the
conditions of [8, Theorem 1.28] are satisfied. However,ghsra much simpler way to
obtain a contradiction. Let us take this simpler way.

There exists another ling/ on the surface that intersectd. at a point. The line\/
does not intersect the coni¢sincel =75 - M = (L + C)- M = L - M. In particular,
the pointP does not lie on the lind/. Let h: S — S be the contraction of the proper
transform of the line/ on the surface. SincelM is a(—1)-curve and the poinP does
not lie on}M, the surfaces is a smooth cubic surface .

PutQ = h(Q), £ = h(E), L = h(L), C = h(C), P = h(Q) andD = h(D). Then
(S, D) is not log canonical at the poitit sinceh is an isomorphism in a neighborhood
of the pointQ. On the other hand, the divisér+ C + E is an anticanonical divisor of
the surfaces. Since the poinP is the intersection point of and £ and the divisomD is
Q-linearly equivalent to- K 5, LemmdZ4.B implies thatS, D) is log canonical af. This
is a contradiction. O

As we already mentioned, Theorém1.12 follows from Lemmag$415, [4.6[ 417["418
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and[4.9. Thus Theorem 1]12 has been proved under the asenortimt Lemma 418 is
valid. The assumption will be confirmed in the following sent

5 The proof of Lemmal4.8

To prove Lemm&418, we keep the notations used in Selction fvitéeTp = L+ M+ N,
whereL, M, andN are three coplanar lines ¢ We may assume that the poiRtis the
intersection point of the two lineé and M, whereas it does not lie on the lifé. We
also writeD = agL + boM + coN + €y, Whereay, by, andc, are non-negative rational
numbers and}, is an effectiveQQ-divisor onS whose support contains none of the lines
L, M andN. Putmg = multp(€).

Suppose that the log paif, D) is not log canonical at the poi?. Let us look for a
contradiction.

By Lemmal4.1, the log paifS, D) is log canonical outside finitely many points. In
particular, we hav® < ag, by, co < 1. Also, Lemmd 211 implies thaty + ag + by > 1
and Lemma&4]2 implies that, by, > 0.

Lemma 5.1. The inequalityng + ag + by > ¢o + 1 holds.

Proof. Since the log pai(S, agL + byM + ) is not log canonicakt the pointP, it
follows from Lemmd 2.4 that

1+a0—CQZL'(D—aoL—CoN):L'(boM+QQ)>]_,

which impliesag > cy. Similarly, by > cg.
The log pair(S, L + M + N) is log canonical. Since the log pdif, agL + by M +
coN + ) is not log canonical aP, it follows from Lemmd2.R and its proof that the log

pair
1 Co
S D — T
(71—60 1—00 P)

is not log canonical aP. Then Lemma&2]1 showhat

multp< L D — o Tp) :multp (aO_COL+bO_COM+ ! QQ)

1—00 1—60 1—60 1—00 1—60
_ b —
_ ap — Co 0 — Co Mo <1
1— Co 1-— Co 1-— Co
Thisverifiesmg + ag + by > ¢ + 1. ]

Since the rational numbeus, by, ¢, aresmaller or equal ta and the log pait.S, L +
M + N) is log canonical, the effectiv@-divisor €2, cannot be the zero-divisor. Letbe
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the number of the irreducible components of the support efdivisor 2. Then we
write

T

Q= Z e;Cio,

=1
wheree;’s are positive rational numbers aigy’s are irreducible reduced curves of de-
greesd;, on S. We then see

3= —KS : (aoL + bQM + C()N + Z e,-Cm) = ag + bo +co + Z 6idi0- (51)

i=1 i=1

We have

T

Kg+aol + oM +coN + (ag +bo +mg — 1) E+ Y _e;Cio = f* (Ks + D).

i=1

Recall thafao + by + mg = m.
Lemma 5.2. The inequalityn = aq + by + my < 2 holds.
Proof. It immediately follows from the three inequalities

1:L'(CI,QL—|—60M—|—CQN—|—QQ):—a0+b0+CQ+L'Q0>—ao+b0+60—|—m0,
1:M'(CLQL—|—60M—|—CQN—|—QQ):&0—b0+Co+M'QOZGO—bO—FCO—}—mQ,
2

1:N'(a0L+boM+CQN+QQ):a0+bo—CQ+N'QQ aop + by — co.

The log pair

(S, aoL + boM + coN + (ag+bo+mo—1)E + Z e,-(?,-o> (5.2)
=1
is not log canonical at some poit on E. Sincemultp(D) = ag + by + my < 2, it
follows from Remark2J5 tha® is the only point onZ where the log paifz.2)) fails to be
log canonical.
Letg: S — S be the contraction defined in Remarkl4.4. Tiseis a del Pezzo surface
of degree2 with two ordinary double points at the pointéL) andg(M).

Lemma 5.3. The pointQ on the exceptional curve belongs to eitheL or M.

Proof. Suppose that the poii® lies on neitherZ nor M. PutE = g(E), N = g(N)
andQ = ¢(Q). In addition, we puC;, = ¢(Cj,) for eachi. Thenr(E) = 7(N). The
point7(Q) lies outside the quartic curve sinceq is a smooth point of the anticanonical
divisor £ + N on S.
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Sinceg is an isomorphism in a neighborhood of the pdihtthe log pair

(S, C()N + (CLO + bo + mo — 1) E + Z eiCi()) (53)
=1

is not log canonical at the poiat. The divisorcoN + (ag + by +mo — 1) E+ >, ;Cio

is an effective anticanonicaD-divisor on the surfaceS. Hence, we are able to apply

Lemm& 3.2 to the log paif5.3)) to obtain a contradiction. O

From now on we may assume that the pdints the intersection point of and £
without loss of generality.

Letp: S --» P? be the linear projection from the poift Thenp is a generically2-to-
1 rational map. Thus the mapinduces a birational involution, of the cubic surfacé.
The involution7p is classically known as the Geiser involution associatetiegqoint P

(seel[27]).

Remark 5.4. By construction, the involutionp is biregular outside the uniabU M U N.
In fact, one can show that> is biregular outside the point and the lineN. Moreover,
one can show thatp(L) = L and7p(M) = M.

For eachi, putC;; = 7p(Cj) and denote byl;; the degree of the curv@;;. We then
employ new effectivé)-divisors

0 = Zeicﬂ;
1=1
D1 = CL1L + blM + ClN + Ql;

Whereal = ag, by = by andal = qg + by + mo — 1. Note thatﬁlo +by+myg—1>0 by
LemmdZ.1 (cf. Lemma5.1).

Lemma 5.5. The divisorD; is an effective anticanonic&-divisor on the surfacé&. The
log pair (S, Dy) is not log canonical at the intersection point bfand V.

Proof. Leth: S — S’ be the contraction of the-1)-curve N. ThenS’ is a smooth cubic
surface inP?. PutE’ = h(E), L' = h(L), M' = h(M), Q" = h(Q) andC!, = h(Cy)
for eachi. Then the integral divisof’ + M’ + E’ is an anticanonical divisor of’. In
particular, the curved/, M’ and £’ are coplanar lines oR’. Moreover, the poin)’ is
the intersection point of” and £’ by the assumption right after Lemral5.3. It does not
lie on the lineM".

Let.p be the biregular involution of the surfadd@nduced by the double covet Then

.p induces a biregular involution, of the surfaceS since the surfacé is the minimal
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resolution of singularities of the surfade Thus, we have a commutative diagram

vp

R
\/

- >]P>2 _

CQ&CQI
.CQ<—CQI

This showsfp = fowpo f~1. Onthe other hand, we have(E) = N sincer o g(E) =
rog(N). This means that there exists an isomorphisn$ — S’ that makes the diagram

vp

(@]

>
UM
-~

—~

2l
Q
n

commute. By construction;(L) = L', o(M) = M', o(N) = E’, ando(C;;) = C, for
everyi. Recall that)’ is the intersection point of’ and E’.
Sinceh is an isomorphism locally arourd@, the log pair

1=1

(S/, CLQL/ + bOM/ + (CLQ + bo + mg — 1) El + Z 6i02(0>

is not log canonical ap’. Sinceag L+by M +coN+(ag + by +mo — 1) E+3.1_, ¢;Cio ~o
—Kg, we haveyy L' + by M’ + (ag + by + mo — 1) E'+ >, ;C}y ~g —Kg. Therefore,
it follows that

CL(]L + boM + (ao + b(] + mo — 1)N + ZeiCﬂ ~0Q —Ks,
=1
and the log pait S, agL + by M + (ag+bo+mo—1)N +>"._, ¢;C;1) is not log canonical
at the intersection the point éfand N. O

Now we are able to replace the original effecti@edivisor D by the new effective
Q-divisor D;. By Lemmd5.5, both th@-divisors have the same properties that we have
been using so far. However, the néwdivisor €, is slightly betterthan the original one
Qg in the sense of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. The degree of th@-divisor (2, is strictly smaller than the degree 0§, i.e.,

Zez 11 <Z€2 10+

=1
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Proof. SinceD; ~g — K5 by Lemmd5.b, we obtain
3= —Ks . (aoL + bgM + (CLQ + bo + mo — 1)N + ZeiCﬂ>

i=1

= 2ag + 2by +mg — 1 +Zeidﬂ.

i=1

On the other hand, we hawg + by + ¢y + >, e;dio = 3 by (5.1). Thus, we obtain

Z eidﬂ = Zeidio — (CL() -+ b() +mg — 1-— C(]) < Z eidio
i=1 i=1 i=1
becausey, + by +my — 1 — ¢y > 0 by Lemmd5.11. O

Repeating this process, we can obtain a sequence of theiedffanticanonicalQ-
divisors
Dk = CLkL + bkM + CkN + Qk

on the surface such that each log paiS, Dy,) is not log canonical at one of the three
intersection pointd. N M, L N N andM N N. Note that

T
Q= E eiCik,
i=1

where(C;,’s are irreducible reduced curves of degrdgs We then obtain a strictly de-
creasing sequence of rational numbers

r r r
Zeidio > Zeidil > > Zeidik > e

by Lemmd5.6. This is a contradiction since the subset

T
E €in;
i=1

is discrete and bounddbm below. This completes the proof of Lemmia_4.8.

N1, Mo, ..oy Ny EN} cQ

6 «-functions on smooth del Pezzo surfaces

In this section, we prove Theordm 11.25. lSgthe a smooth del Pezzo surface of degtee
Before we proceed, we here make a simple but useful obsenvati

Lemma 6.1. Let f : S; — S be the blow down of &—1)-curve E on the del Pezzo
surfaceS;. ThenS is a smooth del Pezzo surface amg,(P) > as(f(P)) for a point P
of S, outside the curvér.
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Proof. Itis easy to check that Kg is ample. The second statement immediately follows
from the definition of thex-function. O

We have already showtiat thea-functionagp: of the projective plane is the constant
function with the valuel (see Examplé1.22) and thefunction ap:,p: of the quadric
surface is the constant function with the valuésee ExampleZL23).

Lemma 6.2. The a-functionar, on the blow-upF, of P? at one point is the constant
function with the valug.

Proof. Let P be a given point offf;. Let 7: F; — P! be theP!-bundle morphism onto
P!. Let C be its section withC? = —1 and letLp be the fiber of the morphism over
the pointr(P). Since2C + 3Lp ~ —Kp,, we haveag, (P) < 5. Buta(F,) = 1 by
TheoreniLI7. Thusys, is the constant function with the valdeoy Lemme1.21. [

The surfaceS; is the blow-up ofP? at two distinct points), and Q.. Let £ be the
proper transform of the line passing throu@h and ), by the two-point blow upf :
S; — P2 with the exceptional curveB; and .

Lemma 6.3. The a-function on the del Pezzo surfase of degree7 has the following
values
1/2 fP¢FE
as,(P) = / . i
1/3 ifPeE.

Proof. Let P be apointorf. Thenag, (P) > a(S) = 1 by Theoreni 117 and Lemrha 1] 21.
If the point P belongs toF, thenag.(P) < % since2F, + 2F, + 3F ~ —Kg.
Thereforep, (P) = 3.

Suppose that the poiit lies outsider. Let L be a line oriP? whose proper transform
by the blow upf passes througR. Sincef*(2L) + F is an effective anticanonical divisor
passing through”, we havens, (P) < 1.

Let g: S — P! x P! be the birational morphism obtained by contracting the )-
curveE. Then this morphism is an isomorphism aroundrhenag, (P) > api«p1(g(P))
by Lemmd&.1L. Sincep: . is the constant function with the valgewe obtaing, (P) =

1
2 =

Lemma 6.4. Thea-functionag, on the del Pezzo surfacg of degrees is the constant
function with the valug.

Proof. Let P be a given point on the del Pezzo surfae One can easily chedhat
ag,(P) < % One the other hand, we have a birational morphisnts — S7, wheres;
is a del Pezzo surface of degrgesuch that the morphist is an isomorphism around
the point? and the point(P) is not on the(—1)-curve ofS; connected to two different
(—1)-curves. Thems, (P) > 1 by Lemma$ 61 and 8.3. O
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Lemma 6.5. The a-function on a del Pezzo surfack of degreeb has the following
values
1/2 if there is a(—1)-curve passing through;

as; (P) = . . :
{ 2/3 ifthere is no(—1)-curve passing thoughk.

Proof. Let P be a point onSs. Suppose thaP lies on a(—1)-curve. Then there exists an
effective anticanonical divisor not reduced/atThus,as, (P) < 5. Meanwhile, we have
2 =a(S5) < as,(P) by Lemmd L2l and Theordm 1117. Therefarg,(P) = 1.
Suppose that the poirit is not contained in any—1)-curve. Then there exist exactly
five irreducible smooth rational curveés, . . ., C5 passing through the poit with — Kg -
C; = 2 for eachi (cf. the proof of [7, Lemma 5.8]). Moreover, for evety, there are four
irreducible smooth rational curvesy, i, Ei andE: such thaBC; + Ei + Ei + Ei + E}
belongs to the bi-anticanonical linear system 2K, | (cf. Remark1.I}4). Therefore,
g, (P) < 2.
Suppose thats,(P) < 2. Then there is an effective anticanoni€divisor D such
that (S, AD) is not log canonical aP for some positive rational number < 2. Then
multp(D) > + by LemmalZlL. Letf: S, — S5 be the blow up ofS; at P with the
exceptional curve® and letD be the proper transform of the divisbron S,. Then the

surfaceS, is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degte@/e have
Kg, +AD 4+ (Amultp(D) — 1) E = f* (Kg, + AD) ,

which implies that the log paifS,, \D + (Amult»(D) — 1)E) is not log canonical.

On the other hand, the log pdi,, \D + A(multp(D) — 1)E) is log canonical be-
cause the divisoD + (multp(D) — 1)E is an effective anticanonic&p-divisor of S
andw(S,) = 2 by Theoreni_1.17. Howevethis is absurd becausg(multp(D) — 1) >
Amultp(D) — 1. O

Lemma 6.6. The a-function on a del Pezzo surfacqg of degree4 has the following
values

2/3 if Pisona(—1)-curve;
if there is an effective anticanonical divisor that consist
ag,(P) =4 3/4 . .
two 0-curvesmeetingtangentially atP;

5/6 otherwise.

Proof. Let P be a point onSy. If the point P lies on a(—1)-curve L, then there are
mutually disjoint five(—1)-curvesEy, ..., Es that intersect.. Let h : S, — P2 be the
contraction of allE;’s. Sinceh (L) is a conic inP?, we see thad L+, _,_; E; isa member
in the linear system— 2K, | (cf. RemarKZL.14). This means thag, (P) < 3. Therefore,
as, (P) = 2 sincea(S,) < ag,(P) by Lemmd 1.2l and(S;) = 2 by Theoreni 1.17.
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Suppose that the poirft does not lie on &—1)-curve. Putw = % in the case when
there is an effective anticanonical divisor that consi$tsm@ 0-curves intersecting tan-
gentially at the poinf’ and putw = g otherwise.

One can easily find an effective anticanonical diviBasn S, such thatS,, \F’) is not
log canonical at” for every positive rational number > w (see [32, Proposition 3.2]).
This shows thatvs, (P) < w. Moreover, it is easy to check that the log p@it;, wC') is
log canonical af for eachC' € | — Kg,|.

Supposexg, (P) < w. Then there is an effective anticanoni€divisor D such that
(S,wD) is not log canonical aP. Note that there are only finitely many effective anti-
canonical divisors’, . .., C}. such that eaclyS,, C;) is not log canonical aP. Apply-
ing Lemma 2.2, we may assume that for eadlt least one irreducible component of
Supp(C;) is not contained in the support &f.

Let f: S3 — S, be the blow up of the surfac&, at P with the exceptional curve
E and letD be the proper transform of the divisér on S5. ThensS; is a smooth cubic
surface inP* and £ is a line inSs. Moreover, the log paifSs, D + (multp(D) — 1)E) is
not log canonical at some poigton E because the log pafiS,, D) is not log canonical
atP.

Let 7, be the tangent hyperplane section of the cubic surfacat (). Note that the
divisor T}, contains the line. SinceD + (multp(D) — 1)E is an effective anticanon-
ical Q-divisor on Ss, it follows from Corollary[1.1B that the log paiiSs, Ty) is not log
canonical at) and the support o contains all the irreducible componentsf. In
fact, it follows that the divisof’y, is either a union of three lines meeting@r a union
of a line and a conic intersecting tangentiallytatThe divisorf (1)) is an effective anti-
canonical divisor orb, such that the log pairSs, f(7)) is not log canonical aP. This
contradicts our assumption since the suppofaontains all the irreducible components
of the divisorf(Ty). ]

Consequently, Theorelm 1125 follows from Examles]l.22aRd, and Lemmds 8.2,
[6.3,[6.4[6.6 and 6].6.

A Appendix

This appendix is devoted to the proof of Lemma1.10. The pooigfinates from [[10]
and [22], where the proof is presented dispersedly. Forgadars’ convenience, we give
a detailed and streamlined one here.

Let S be a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree at moStppose tha contains a
(—Kg)-polar cylinder, i.e., there is an open affine subdset. S and an effective anti-
canonicalQ-divisor D such that/ = S\ Supp(D) andU = Z x A'! for some smooth
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rational affine curveZ. PutD = Y. | a;D;, where eachD; is an irreducible reduced
curve and each; is a positive rational number.

Lemma A.1([22, Lemma 4.4)]. The number of the irreducible components of the divisor
D is not smaller than the rank of the Picard group%fi.e.,r > rk Pic(S) = 10 — K2 >
6.

To prove Lemm&71.10, we must show that there exists a goiatS such that
e the log pair(S, D) is not log canonical at the poiti;

e if there exists ainiquedivisor 7' in the anticanonical linear systém K ¢| such that
the log pair(S, T') is not log canonical aP, then there is an effective anticanonical
Q-divisor D’ on the surfacey such that

— the log pair(S, D') is not log canonical aP;
— the support of the divisdf is not contained in the support &f .
The natural projectiod = Z x A! — Z induces a rational map: S --» P! given

by a pencilZ on the surface. Then eithell is base-point-free or its base locus consists
of a single point.

Lemma A.2 ([22, Lemma 4.2]) The pencilC is not base-point-free.

Proof. Suppose that the pendilis base-point-free. Thenis a morphism, which implies
that there exists exactly one irreducible componestofp (D) that does not lie in a fiber
of 7. Moreover, this component is a section. Without loss of galitg, we may assume
that this component i®),.. Let L be a sufficiently general curve if. Then

2=-Kg-L=D-L=)» aD;-L=a,D, L,

i=1

and hence:, = 2. This implies thata(S) < i. However this contradicts Theoreri 117
since the degree of the surfagas at most. ]

Denote the unique base point of the pentiby P. Let us show thaf is the point
we are looking for. Resolving the base locus of the peficive obtain a commutative

diagram
|44
/ \X
S---T--=P

wheref is a composition of blow ups at smooth points o¥eandg is a morphism whose
general fiber is a smooth rational curve. Denoteryy. . ., E,, the exceptional curves of
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the birational morphisnf. Then there exists exactly one curve among them that does not
lie in the fibers of the morphism. Without loss of generality, we may assume that this
curve iskE,,. ThenkE,, is a section of the morphism

For everyD;, denote byD; its proper transform on the surfat¥. Then every curve
D, lies in a fiber of the morphism.

The following lemma is a bit stronger version of [22, Lemm@&]4even though its
proof is almost the same as thatlof[22, Lemma 4.6].

Lemma A.3 (cf. [22, Lemma 4.6] For every effective anticanonic&-divisor H with
Supp(H) C Supp(D), the log pair(.S, H) is not log canonical at the poin?.

Proof. The proof of [22, Lemma 4.6] works verbatim for this generadi version. [

Applying LemmdA.B to(S, D), we see that the log paiS, D) is not log canonical
at P. Thus, if there exists no anticanonical diviSosuch thai.S, T") is not log canonical
at P, then we are done. Hence, to complete the proof of Leilnma véGssume that
there exists aniquedivisorT € | — K| such tha{ S, T') is not log canonical aP. Then
LemmdaZL.1ID follows from the lemma below.

Lemma A.4. There exists an effectiventicanonicalQ-divisor D’ on S such that the
log pair (S, D') is not log canonical atP and Supp(D’) does not contain at least one
irreducible component cfupp(7T').

Proof. If Supp(D) does not contain at least one irreducible componeftiph(7'), then
we can simply putD = D’. Suppose that it is not the case, i.e., we h&uep(7) C
Supp(D). ThenT # D. Indeed, the number of the irreducible componentSwgfp(D)
is at least by LemmdA.1. On the other hand, the number of the irreducibieponents
of Supp(T') is at mostt because- K - T'= K% and— K is ample.

SinceT # D, there exists a positive rational numhesuch that th&)-divisor (1 +
w)D — T is effective and its support does not contain at least ordurcible component
of Supp(T'). PutD" = (1 + p)D — uT'. Note thatD'’ is also an effective anticanonical
Q-divisor onS. By our constructionSupp(D’) C Supp(D). Thus, the log paitS, D’) is
not log canonical aP by Lemmd A.B. This completes the proof. d

Remark A.5. Note thatU # S \ Supp(D’), which implies that the number of the ir-
reducible components &fupp(D’) may be less thark Pic(.S). Because of this, we can
apply Lemmad 2.2 only once here. This shows that we really heede theuniqueness
of the divisorT" in the anticanonical linear systefn- Ks| such that(S,T’) is not log
canonical af in the proof of Lemm&AlM4. Indeed, if there is another divisbm | — Kg|
such tha{ S, 7”) is not log canonical aP, then we would not be able to apply Lemmal 2.2
since wemighthaveD’ = T".
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