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COMPACTIFICATIONS OF AFFINE HOMOLOGY 3-CELLS

INTO BLOW-UPS OF THE PROJECTIVE 3-SPACE
WITH TRIVIAL LOG CANONICAL DIVISORS

MASARU NAGAOKA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we classify all the compactifications of affine
homology 3-cells into the blow-ups of the projective 3-space along smooth
curves such that the log canonical divisors are linearly trivial. As a re-
sult, we prove that each embedded affine 3-fold is isomorphic to the

affine 3-space except one example.
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1. INTRODUCTION

HENEHBEHEonmooaa

Throughout the paper we work over the field of complex numbers C. In

[Nag18], we investigate about the following problem:

Problem 1.1 ([KisO5]). Let V' be a smooth Fano 3-fold with the second
Betti number Ba(V') = 2, U a contractible affine 3-fold which is embedded
into V, and Dy and Dy irreducible hypersurfaces such that V\U = D1 U Ds.
Classify such triplets (V,U, D1 U Ds).
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2 M. NAGAOKA

We also showed that there are exactly 14 deformation equivalence classes
of V as in Problem when the log canonical divisor Ky + Dy + Ds is
linearly trivial. Among them, exactly six equivalence classes parametrize
the blow-ups of the projective 3-space P? along smooth curves.

The aim of this paper is to give the complete solution to Problem
when (V,U, D1 U D) as in Problem satisfies the following conditions:

(1) Ky + D1+ Dy ~ 0.
(2) There is a blow-up morphism ¢: V' — P3? along a smooth curve
C C P

In the above situation, [Nagl8, Proposition 3.4] shows that we may assume
that @,D; is a hyperplane not containing C' and ¢,Ds is a cubic surface
containing C' with multiplicity one. This assertion still holds if we drop the
assumption that V is Fano 3-fold, and if we replace the contractibility of
U as that U is an affine homology 3-cell, i.e., a smooth affine 3-fold with
H;(U,Z) = 0 for i > 1 (see Lemma [2.1)). For this reason, we consider the
following problem instead of Problem

Problem 1.2. Let C C P?x:y:z:t} be a smooth curve, S1 a hyperplane not
containing C, and So a cubic surface containing C' with multiplicity one.
Take p: V — P as the blow up along C and write D; as the strict transform
of S; in'V fori=1,2. WriteU := V\(D1UDz3). Then classify (C, S1,S2,U)

such that U is an affine homology 3-cell.

The following example shows that U as in Problem may not be iso-
morphic to A% even if U is an affine homology 3-cell.
Ezample 1.1. In P?:c:y:z:w]’ let C ={z =y = -2}, 51 = {# = 0} and
So = {2?2 + 3> = 0}. Take ¢: V — P3 as the blow up along C' and write
D; as the strict transform of S; in V for ¢ = 1,2. Then V is the Fano 3-fold
of No. 33 in [MMS82, Table 2] and U := V \ (D; U Ds) is isomorphic to
Al x W(3,2), where

ze+1)2 —(zy+1)2 —y
(1.0.1) W(3,2) = {( ) ; ) =0, C A?Lw)

is a contractible affine surface with the logarithmic Kodaira dimension one
constructed in [tDP90]. In particular, A' x W (3,2) 2 A3 because the Zariski
cancellation problem has an affirmative answer in dimension two [Fuj79,
MS80].

Our main result consists of two theorems. One is Theorem which
determines all the 3-tuple (C, S1,52) as in Problem when U is an affine
homology 3-cell. Throughout the statement of Theorem G; and R; for
i > 1 denote the cubic surfaces defined as in Definition [3.2] and Theorem
respectively.

Theorem 1.2. We use the notation as in Problem[I.2. Then U is an affine
homology 3-cell if and only if one of the following holds:
(a) The curve C is a smooth elliptic curve of degree three or four. The

surface So is the cone over an elliptic curve whose vertex S1 contains.
Moreover, §(C' N S1) = Ba(S1 N Sa).
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(b) The curve C is a smooth rational curve of degree three or four. The
pair (S1,S2) is projectively equivalent to ({y = ~vx}, R1) for some
v € C. Moreover, §(C N Sy) = Ba(S1 N Sy).

(¢) The curve C is a smooth rational curve of degree three or four. The
pair (S1,S2) is projectively equivalent to ({y = vz}, Ra) for some
v € PL. Moreover, $(C' N S1) = Ba(S1 N Sa) + 1.

(d) The curve C is a smooth rational curve and (S1,S2) is projectively
equivalent to one of the following:

({y = 0}, G1), ({z = vy}, G5) for some y € P,
({t = 0}3 GG)a ({y = O}a G9)a ({y = 0}7 G10)7 ({:E = t}a Gll)v
({z =0}, R1), {y = vz}, R3) for some v € P!, and ({x = 0}, Ry).

Moreover, §(C' N S7) = 1.
(e) The curve C' is a smooth rational curve and (S1,S2) is projectively
equivalent to one of the following:

({y = 0}, G2), ({y = 0}, G4), and ({y = vz}, Ry) for some vy € Al

Moreover, the inclusion C'\ (C N S1) < Sz \ (S2 N S1) induces an
isomorphism H1(C\ (CNS1),Z) = Hi(S2\ (52N 51),Z).

(f) The triplet (C,Sy,S2) is projectively equivalent to the subvarieties
constructed as in Example[1.1]

The other is Theorem [I.3] which determines the isomorphism classes of
U as in Problem [L.2l

Theorem 1.3. We use the notation as in Problem [1.2. Suppose that one
of the cases (a)—(e) of Theorem holds. Then U = A3.

Hence we obtain the following as a corollary of Theorems and [L.3}

Corollary 1.4. In the notation as in Problem U is an affine homol-
ogy 3-cell if and only if U = A3 or A' x W(3,2). If the latter holds, then
(C, 51, .52) is projectively equivalent to the subvarieties constructed as in FEz-

ample [1:1}

We now give an outline of the paper using the notation of Problem

§2]-44] present some preliminaries. In §2 we show that if the complement
of a reduced member D’ € | — Ky| is an affine homology 3-cell, then we
can determine the linear equivalence classes of irreducible components of
D’. After that, we set up notation and prove a lemma on topological Euler
numbers. In §3] we recall some facts on projective equivalence classes of
cubic surfaces. In §4, we summarize facts on curves in certain cubic surfaces.

We start proving main theorems from

In g5 we prove Theorems and when C' 2 PL. In the remainder of
this paper, we assume that C' = P

In §6| and we determine the projective equivalence class of (S1,.S52)
assuming that U is an affine homology 3-cell. (resp. deals with the
case where S is normal (resp. non-normal).

In we look closely at the contractibility of U for each (S, S2) which
we determined in §6] and Combining the results of we complete
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the proof of Theorem We also show that U =2 A% when the case (d) of
Theorem [.2] holds.

In we prove that U = A3 when one of the cases (b), (c) and (e) of
Theorem holds to complete the proof of Theorem

Notation. Throughout this paper, we use the following notation:
e [;: the Hirzebruch surface of degree d.

e fy: a fiber of Fy.

e > 4: the minimal section of FF;.

° Q%: the quadric cone in P3.

e Ey: the exceptional divisor of a birational morphism f.

e Sing X: the singular locus of a variety X.

e Y5 the strict transform of a closed subscheme Y of a normal variety
X in a birational model X of X.

e B;(X): the i-th Betti number of a topological space X.

® Xtop(X): the topological Euler number of a topological space X.

e deg R: the degree of a curve R in the ambient projective space.

e po(R): the arithmetic genus of a projective curve R.

e Aut(X): the automorphism group of X.

2. TorPOLOGICAL EULER NUMBERS

In the beginning of this section, we confirm that the acyclicity of U and
the linear triviality of Ky + D1 + D as in Problem determine the linear
equivalence classes of D; and Ds even if V is not Fano but the blow-up of
P3 along a smooth curve. After that, we set up notation and prove a lemma
needed in the remainder of the paper.

Lemma 2.1. Let C C P? be a smooth curve and ¢: V. — P3 the blow-up
along C. Let D1 and Do be prime divisors such that V' \ (D1 U Ds) is an
affine homology 3-cell and Ky + D1 + Dy ~ 0. Then D; ~ ¢*Ops(1) for
some i € {1,2}.

Proof. For i € {1,2}, write D; ~ ¢*Ops(a;) — biE, with a;,b; € Z. Then
a1by — agb; = £1 by [Fuj82, Corollary 1.20]. Since Ky + Dj + Do ~ 0, we
have a1 + as = 4 and by + by = 1. On the other hand, let L C P3 be a line
disjoint from C' and not contained in (D U D3). Then 0 < (Ly - D;) = a;
for i € {1,2}.

If a4 = 0, then &1 = —a9b; = —4by, a contradiction. Hence a; # 0.
Similarly, we obtain as # 0. On the other hand, if a; = a2 = 2, then
+1 = 2(by — b1), a contradiction. Hence (a1,a2) = (1,3) or (3,1). If the
former holds, then £1 = a1bs — asby = 1 — 4by. Therefore by = 0 and
Dy ~ ¢*Ops(1). Similarly, if the latter holds, then Dy ~ ¢*Ops(1). O

Notation 2.2. In the remainder of this paper, we use the notation as in
Problem [T.2] We also use the following notation in addition:

F = SQ|51 S |Op2(3)’.

o: Sy — S: the normalization.

7: 859 — So: the minimal resolution.

pi=0O0T.

E C S5 (resp. E C S3): the conductor locus of o.
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° E = E§2 C §2.

o J; = {p-exceptional curves in D; N E, }, N; :== 4J; for i = 1,2.

o Jin2 = {y-exceptional curves in (D1 N D2) N E,}, Ning = §J1n2.
We note that E, E and E are empty when S is normal. We can also
interpret N1, Ny and N2 as $(CNS1), #(CNSing S3) and §(C'NS;NSing Sy)
respectively.

Lemma 2.3. If U is an affine homology 3-cell, then the following holds:

(1) Xtop(F) = Xtop(S2) + 2pa(C) + N1 + N2 — Ning — 2.
(2) N1 + Ny — Nin2 > 1. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if
(N1, N2, Nin2) = (1,0,0) or (1,1,1).

Proof. (1) For i = 1,2, an easy computation shows that

(201) Xtop(Di) = Xtop(Di\ U L) + Xtop( U L)
LeJ; LeJ;

= xtop(Si \ | ¢(L)) + Ni xtop(P)
LeJ,;
= Xtop(Si) — N;+2N; = XtOp(Si) + N;.

Substituting xtop(S1) = Xtop(Pz) = 3 into this, we obtain

(2.0.2) Yiop(D1) = N1 +3 and xiop(D2) = N3 + Xuop(S2).
In the same manner we obtain

(2.0.3) Xtop(D1 N D2) = Xtop(F') + Nin2.

On the other hand, the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence gives

(204) Xtop(Dl N DQ) = Xtop(Dl) + Xtop(DQ) - Xtop(Dl U D2)>
(2.0.5) Xtop(D1U D2) = Xtop(V) — 1 =5 — 2pa(C)

since Xtop(U) = 1. Combining (2.0.2)—(2.0.5)), we get the assertion.

(2) The inequalities N3 > 1 and Nijny < min{Nj, No} implies the first
assertion. Now suppose that the equality holds. Then 0 < Ny — Ning =
1— N; < 0. Hence Ny = Nino < N; = 1, which implies the second
assertion. O

3. PROJECTIVE EQUIVALENCE CLASSES OF CUBIC SURFACES

In this section, we compile some results on projective equivalence classes
of cubic surfaces in P3.

3.1. Normal and rational cubic surfaces. We recall that cubic surfaces
are canonically parametrized by P1? since H°(P3, Ops(3)) = C%°, and there
is an Aut(PP?)-action on P'? such that its Aut(PP?)-orbits correspond to pro-
jective equivalence classes of cubic surfaces. Brundu-Logar [BLIS8] roughly
classified projective equivalence classes of normal and rational cubic surfaces
as follows:
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TABLE 1. The defining equations of G;

i = | The defining equation of G in ]P"Fr’y’z’ 1

1 | ay? +yt? + 23

2 oyt +x2?+y3

3 |ayt — a2t + 43

4 [ 2%y — 2%z —2y® + 222 + ¢ — v+ yat

5 | 2%y + 222 + 9%t

6 | xzy®+ xyt + xzt + yt?

7 | 22%y — 2?2 + xy® — xyzr — ayt — Y2t + yzt

8 | 2%y — 222 — 2xy® + 22yz — xyt — x2° + w2t + it
9 | 2%y — 222 + 2y? — Yz + 222 — 9%t

10 | 2%y — 222 — 2zyz + 222 + %t

11 [ 2%y + 222 — 2y + oyt — 22t — yt?

12 | 2%y + xyz — 2yt — x2° + x2t — y°t + y2t

13 [ azy(z —t) + by — 2)(2? — 2y — vz + 2yt) for some [a : b] € P!
14 | 2%y — 2222 — xy? + wyz — y°t + yat + yt?

15 | 2%y — 2y? + 222 — yt?

Theorem 3.1 ([BLI8, Theorem 1.1]). There is a finite disjoint union of
quasi-projective varieties

13
(3.1.1) Q= |_| T; L |_| Uy, C PV
i=1 (d,s)ed

such that each normal and rational cubic surface is projectively equivalent
to the cubic surface corresponding to some point in ), where
o Ji={(4,0),(3,1),(2,2), (2, 1), (1,3), (1,2), (1,1),(0,4), (0,3)}.
o T, is a point fori=1,...,12 and an open subset of a line in P¥ for
1= 13.
e For each (d,s) € J, Uys is an open subset of a d-dimensional linear
subspace in P which represents cubic surfaces having s singular
points and r lines with r = s + (d +2)(d + 5) /2.

Definition 3.2. Let G;j, denote the cubic surface which corresponds to a
point p in T; when 1 <+4¢ <13, in Up 3 when ¢ = 14 and in Uy 4 when ¢ = 15.
When i # 13 in addition, we often write it (G; for short because p is the
unique point in T;, Uy 3 or Up 4.

Corollary 3.3. Each normal and rational cubic surface S with By(S) < 3
is projectively equivalent to G; for some i = 1,...,12,14,15, or Gi3, for
some p € T13.

Proof. We may assume that S corresponds to a point in Uy ; for some (d, s) €
J. Then S contains exactly s + (d 4+ 2)(d + 5)/2 lines. Combining [BW79,
p. 255] and By(S) < 3, we obtain s + (d + 2)(d 4+ 5)/2 < 9. Hence (d,s) =
(0,3),(0,4) and S is projectively equivalent to G4 or Gis. O

For each G, Brundu-Logar also determined its defining equation as in
Tables [l and its singularity as in Tables |2l Moreover, we can write down all
the lines in G as in Table
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TABLE 2. The singularity of G,

i = | The singularity of G;,,

1 [ ([1:0:0:0], Eg)

2 1 (]0:0:0:1], As),([1:0:0:0], Ay)

3 | ([0:0:0:1], A2),([0:0:1:0], A2), ([1:0:0:0], A2)
4 1 ([0:0:0:1], As)

5 | ([0:0:0:1], Ds)

6 | ([0:0:1:0],A4),([1:0:0:0], Ay)

7 1([0:0:0:1], A2), ([0:1:1:0], A2), ([0:0:1:0], Ay)
8 | ([0:0:0:1], A3),([1:0:0:1], A1), ([0:0:1:1], A1)
9 | ([0:0:0:1], Ds)

10 | ([0:0:0:1], Dy)

11 | ([0:0:1:0], A4)

12 | ([0:0:0:1], A1), ([0:1:1:0], A3)

13 | ([0:0:0:1], A2), ([0:1:1:0], A2)

14 | ([0:1:1:0], A2),([0:0:1:0], A1), ([0:0:1:—1], A1)
15 | ([1:0:0:1], A1), ([0:1:1:0], A1), ([1:0:0: —1], A1), ([0:1:—1:0], Ay)

The symbol («, ) in

-+

singularity of type (5.

TABLE 3. The lines in G;

i = | All the lines contained in G;,,

L | (y,2)

2 [ (y,2),(2,y)

3 [ (w2),(zy) (y.t)

4 <y,2>,<1’,y>,<y,l‘—2’>

5 [ (w,2), (= y),(x, 1),

6 | (y.2),(zy)(xt),(yt)

7 <y,Z>,<(L‘,y>,<$,t>,<$—t,y—Z>,<JJ,y—Z>

8 <y,z),<m,y>,(m,t),<x—t,y—z>,<y,x+z—t)

9 <y,z),(w,y),(x,t),(x—t,y—z>,<y,x—z),
(x—t,z—t)

10 <y,z), x,y),(w,t),(x—t,y—z>,<y,x—z),
(x—t,y—z+t)

11 <y,z>,<x,y>,(x,t),(:c—y,y—t>,<y,:z—t>,
(x—y,z+1)

12 (y,z),(m,y),(x,t),<x—t,y—z>,<y,z—t>,
(x,y—z>,<x—t,y—z+t)

13 <y,z),<:U,y>,(x,t),(x—t,yfz%(y,x—z),
(x,y—z),(z—t,y—z+1)

14 <y,z),(m,y),(m,t),(x—t,y—z>,<x—y,z—i—t),
(z—y,z+t),(z—y,y—t),(z+t,y—2z)

15 <y,z),<:E,y>,(x,t},(x—t,y—z>,<x—y,z+t),

<:L"—y,z—t>,<x—t,y+z),(m—l—t,y—z>,<x+t,y+z)

The symbol (a,b) means the line defined by a = b = 0.

he right column means that o € G;, is a DuVal
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3.2. Non-normal cubic surfaces. Lee-Park-Schenzel [LPS11] classified
non-normal cubic surfaces up to projective equivalence as follows:

Theorem 3.4 ([LPSI1I, Theorem 3.1]). Each non-normal cubic surface in

]P"E’x:y:z:t] is projectively equivalent to one of the following:

Ry = {a*z +y* =0},

Ry = {2*2 + 4 + 4?2 = 0},
Rs = {2?2 + y* + 4t = 0},
Ry = {z%2 +* + xyt = 0}.

We note that R; is the cone over a curve if and only if ¢ € {1,2}. On the
other hand, there is the classification of non-normal Gorenstein del Pezzo
surfaces [Rei94, [AF03]. In particular, they classified non-normal cubic sur-
faces as follows:

Theorem 3.5 ([AF03, Theorem 1.5]). Let S be a non-normal cubic surface
with the normalization o: S — S. Let D C S (resp. D C S) be the conductor
locus. Then D is a line and one of the following holds:
(C) S = Fq, U*(—Ks) ~ Y1+ 2f and D~ 1+ f1-
(E1) S is isomorphic to the cone S3 C P* over the twisted cubic in P3.
Moreover, 0*(—Kg) ~ Opa(1)|s, and D is the sum of two rulings or
a non-reduced ruling of length two.

Let us check the correspondence of the notation of non-normal cubic sur-
faces in Theorems [3.4] and 3.5

Lemma 3.6. Fiz i € {1,2,3,4} and let o: R; — R; be the normalization.
Write D C R; (resp. D C R;) as the conductor locus. Then:

(1) R; belongs to the class (E1) if i <2 and the class (C) if i > 3.

(2) D is irreducible if i = 3 and reducible if i = 4.

Proof. (1) Since the class (E1) corresponds to the cones over curves, the
assertion holds.
(2) Suppose that i € {3,4}. Then R; belongs to the class (C). Let L # D be
aline in R; and write Lz ~ aXy +bf1 with a,b € Z. Since 1 = (—Kpg,-L) =
(—0*Kp, 'LE) = (X1 +2f1-aX1 +bf1) = a+ b, we obtain Lz ~Xyor fi.
Hence we have

(3.2.1)  Disirreducible < %, ND =10
<= There is a line in R; disjoint from D.

Now suppose that i = 3. Then {z =y 4+t = 0} is a line in R3 disjoint from
D = {z = y = 0} and hence D is irreducible. On the other hand, suppose
that i = 4. Then Ry \ D = Ry N {z # 0} = A? contains no proper curves
and hence D is reducible. O

4. CURVES IN CUBIC SURFACES

In this section, we will look closely at curves in cubic surfaces.
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4.1. Smooth rational curves in GG1, G2, G3 or G5. In this subsection, we
determine smooth rational curves in G1,Gg, G4 or G5. For this, we use the
following notation:

Notation 4.1. We assume that Sy = G; for some i € {1,2,4,5}. Let
R C S be a smooth rational curve of degree n. By [Ye02, Appendix:
Configurations of the Singularity types], Sy is given by the successive blow-
ups {n;: Sz j — Sgyj_l}?zl with Sp 0 == P? and Sa 6 = Sy at points p1,..., P

which correspond to the bullets as in Figure|ll Write n:=mnj0---0ong: Sy —
]PQ. Set H = 77*0[[»2(1), EG = En6 and Ez = (7’]60- . 'Oni-i-l)*Em for 1 S 7 S 5.
Write Ry~ aH — Y0 biE; with a,by,...,bs € Z,

Notation for Figure
e The upper left pictures represent the configurations of important
lines in P2.
e The lower right pictures represent the configurations of all the curves
with negative self-intersection numbers in 52.

Table [4] gives all the linear equivalence classes of (—2)-curves in Ss.

TABLE 4. (—2)-curves in Sy
i = | Linearly equivalence classes of (—2)-curves

in Sy in the case where S = G

1 H—-FE—FEy,— FE3, E1 — Ey, E5 — Ej,
Es — FEy, Ey— E5, B5 — Eg

2 H—-F —FEy— FE3, B — E5, E5 — E3,
H—FEy — F5 — Eg, E3 — Ey, E5 — Eg
4 |H—-FEy—Es— FE3, By — Ey, By — E3,
H—-F— FEs— FEg, E3— E4

5 H—-F, — FEy— E3, B4 — Es, E5 — Ej3,
E3 — By, Ey— Es

Lemma 4.2. We follow Notation [{.1. Suppose that i = 1,2 or 4. Take p
as the singular point of So when i =1 or 2 and as the As-singularity in So
when i = 4. Then the projection 7: Sy --» P? from p satisfies n = 7o p.

Proof. We give the proof only for the case where ¢ = 1; the same proof works
for the case where i = 2 or 4.

Let N C |-Kg,| be the net defining 7. Then the free part of u*N defines
7 o p. Since the sum of all the (—2)-curves are contained in the fixed part
of u*N, the free part of u*N is the same as that of

(411) Ny = M*N—(H—EQ—Eg—EG)C |2H—E1—E4—E5‘.
Since (2H — Ey — Ey — E5 - E3 — E4) = —1, the fixed part of N; contains
the (—2)-curve linearly equivalent to F3 — E4. Hence the free part of Ny is

the same as that of N; — (E3 — E4). We continue in this fashion to conclude
that the free part of u*N is the same as that of

(412) ,U,*N—(QH—El—EQ—Eg—E4—E5—E6)C|H|.
Since |H]| is a free net, 7o p is defined by |H|. Hence n = 7o pu. O
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stands for a (—2)-curve.
- stands for a (—1)-curve.
———————————— stands for a (d > 0)-curve.
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FIGURE 1. The construction of §2 when Sy = G1,Go, G4 or G
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Lemma 4.3. We follow Notation . Suppose that So = G1. Then R§2 is
linearly equivalent to either Eg or H — Fy.

Proof. By assumption,

6 6
(413) n=(Rg -—Kg)=(aH—-> bE;-3H-Y E)=3a—>» b
=1 =1

Since R is smooth rational curve, the genus formula yields

6
_p2 _ 2 2
(4.1.4) n-2=R. =a =) v
i=1
Now suppose that Sing S2 € R. Then a = n by Lemma[4.2] We also have
b1 = by =bg = by = bs = bg and a = by + by + b3 since R~ is disjoint from

cach (—2)-curve. Then (4.1.4) yields 0 = ‘12_21 1 b —n—|—2 3b1(b1—1)+2

which contradicts the assumption that b, € Z.
Hence Sing Sy € R. Then a = n — 1 by Lemma We also have
1:1(R§2 NE,) = 1since R is smooth. In particular, one of the following holds:

(1) 51:b2:b3:b4:b5:b6 anda:b1+bg+b3+1.
(2) bl—bQ—bg—b4+1—b5+1:bﬁ+1anda:bl+b2+b3+1.

B)bi=---=bj=bjy1+1=---=bsg+1 and a = by + by + b3 for some
1<g §5
(4) by=---= = bj+1+1:bj+2+2:---:b6—|—2anda:b1+b2—|—b3

for some 1 < j < 4.
If the case (1) (resp. (2)) holds, then n — 3a + 2?21 b = —1 (resp. —4), a
contradiction with 1' Similarly, the case (4) implies n —3a + Z?:l b; =
—2 when j =1 or 4, and —4 when j = 2 or 3, a contradiction.

Hence the case (3) holds. (4.1.3) now yields j = 1 or 5. Suppose that
j =1. Then (4.1.4) yields 0 = a®> — 320 2 —n+2 = (3b1 — 2)(by — 1).

i=1"1

Since by € Z, we obtain by = 1. Hence R~2 ~H— FEj.

Suppose that j = 5. Then (4.1.4) yields 0 = a? — Zl B -n+2=
b1(3b1 — 1). Since by € Z, we obtain b; = 0. Hence R§2 ~ FEg. O

Lemma 4.4. We follow Notation. Suppose that Sy = Ga. Then Rg, is
linearly equivalent to one of the following:

Ey, Eg,H — Ey,H — E5,2H — E; — Fy — Es.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma we obtain (4.1.3) and (| - On the
other hand, E5 — Eg corresponds to a (—2)-curve and Eg is a (—1)-curve by

construction.

Suppose that b5 < 0. Then (Rg, - (E5 — Eg) + Eg) = bs < 0. Hence
Rgg ~ Fg and bs; = 0, a contradiction. On the other hand, if bg < 0, then
(R§2 - Eg) = bg < 0, which implies R§2 ~ Fg. In the rest of the proof, we
may assume that b5 > 0 and bg > 0.

Write p € So as the As-singularity of S3. Suppose that p € R. Then
a = n by Lemma We also have by = by = b3 = by and a = b1 +
ba + b3 = by + bs + bg since R§2 is disjoint from F,. now yields
0=0a2—-30 b2 —n+2=(by —1)(bs — 2) + 2bsbs. Since b; € Z, we obtain
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bsbg = 0 and by = 1 or 2. On the other hand, we have (R§2 - EBs — Eg) =
bs — bg = 2(by — bg). Since R is smooth, we obtain by = bg = bs. Hence
bsbg = b% > 0, a contradiction.

Hence p € R. Then a = n — 1 by Lemma We also have j:t(Rg2 N
p~1(p)) = 1 since R is smooth. In particular, one of the following holds:

(1) by =by =0b3 =by and a = by + by + b3 + 1 = by + b5 + bg.

(2) bi=by=b3=bgs+1landa=0b; +by+bs+1=>b1+ b5+ bs.

(3) by =by=b3=0bsand a =by + by + b3 = by + b5 + bg + 1.

(4) bi=by+1=0b3+1=bs+1and a=>b; +by+bg=>by+b5+bg+ 1.

(5) by :...:bj :bj+1+1=~-:b4+1 and a = by+ba+bs = b1+b5+bg
for some 1 < j < 3.

(6) b1 = .- = bj = bj+1+1 = bj+2+2 = = b4+2 and a =

b1 + ba + b3 = by + bs + bg for some 1 < j < 2.
If one of the cases (2), (4) and (6) holds, then n — 3a + Y0, b; = —1, a

contradiction with .

Suppose that the case (3) holds. Then yields 0 = a® — Z?:1 b —
n+2 = by(by + 1) + 2bsbg. Since by € Z, we obtain bsbg = 0 and b; = —1
or 0. In each case, we have bs + bg = 2b; — 1 < 0, which contradicts the
assumption that bs > 0 and bg > 0. Hence one of the cases (1) and (5)
holds.

Suppose that the case (1) holds. Then yields 0 = a® — Z?:l b —
n+ 2 =by(by — 1) + 2bsbg. Since by € Z, we obtain bsbg = 0 and by = 0 or
1. On the other hand, we have (Rg2 - E5 — FEg) = by — bg = 2(by — bg) + 1.
Since R is smooth, we obtain b; = bg = bs — 1. Since bsbg = b1(by + 1) = 0,
we conclude that by = 0 and R§2 ~ H — FEs.

Suppose that the case (5) holds. Then yields 0 = a? — Z?:l b? —
n+2 = by(by — 1) + 2bsbg. Since by € Z, we obtain bsbg = 0 and b; = 0 or 1.

Suppose that j = 1 in addition. Then a = 3b;y — 2 > 0 by the nefness of
H. Hence by =1 and R§2 ~ H — Fy. Similarly, if j = 2, then b; = 1 and
Rg, ~2H — Ey — By — Es.

Suppose that j = 3 in addition. Then (R§2-E5—E6) = bs—bg = 2(b1—bg).
Since R is smooth, we obtain b; = bs = bg. Since bsbg = b% = 0, we conclude
that by = 0 and R§2 ~ FEjy.

Combining these results, we complete the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. We follow Notation @ Suppose that Sy = G4. Then R§z 18
linearly equivalent to one of the following for some i € {5,6}:

Ey FE; H—FE,H—FE;,2H — F1 — Ey — Ej;,

3H — k1 — FEy— FE3— E4—2E;,3H — FE1 — Fy — F3 — 2F;,

4H — Fy — Ey— E3— FEy—3F;,6H —2F1 — 2Fs — 2F3 — 2Fy — 4F;.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma we obtain and . On the

other hand, F5 and Eg are (—1)-curves by construction.

If b; < 0 for some i € {5,6}, then (Rg - E;) = b; <0 and hence Ry ~ E;.
In the rest of the proof, we may assume that b5 > 0 and bg > 0.

Suppose that Sing So ¢ R. Then a = n by Lemma [£.2] We have b; =
by = b3 = by and a = by + by + b3 = b1 + b5 + bg since R§2 is disjoint from E|,.
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As in the proof of Lemma we also obtain bsbg = 0 and by = 1 or 2. Hence
R§2 ~ 2H—E1—EQ—E3—E4—2EZ‘ or 4H—2E1—2E2—2E3—2E4—4Ei
for some i € {5,6}.

In the remainder of the proof, we assume that Sing So € R. As in the
proof of Lemma one of the cases (1) and (5) holds.

Suppose that the case (1) holds. Then bsbg = 0 and by = 0 or 1, which
implies R§2 ~ H —FE;or4H — E1 — Ey — E3 — E4 — 3E; for some i € {5,6}.

Suppose that the case (5) holds. Then bsbg = 0 and by = 0 or 1. Suppose
that the former holds in addition. Then a = j — 3. By the nefness of H, we
obtain j = 3 and R~ ~ FE4. If the latter holds, we obtain R~ ~ H—F;
when j =1, 2H — E1 FEy — E; when j =2 and 3H — E; — EQ—E3—2E
when j = 3 for some i € {5,6}.

Combining these results, we complete the proof. O

Lemma 4.6. We follow Notation [{.1. Suppose that So = G5 and n < 2.
Then R§2 is linearly equivalent to one of the following:

E57E67H_E1 _E67H_E17H_E67

3H — Fy — Es — E5s — B4 — E5 — 2F.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma we obtain (4.1.3) and (4.1.4). The

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality now shows that

6 i b; ? 3a —n)?
(4.1.5) a2—(n—2)=;bfza<zzgl) :(6)

and hence 2(n®> — 3n + 6) > 3(a — n)?. Combining (4.1.3), and
this inequality, we conclude that the 8-tuple (n,a;by,...,bs) is one of the
following up to the action of the symmetric group &g on the second factor
of Z? @ 75 as a permutation:

(4.1.6) (1,0;-1,0%), (1,1;1%,0%), (1,2;1°,0),
(2,151,0°), (2,2;1%,0), (2,3;2,1°).

On the other hand, we have 0 < b; — b;y1 < 1 for each ¢ € {1,2,3,4} and

0 <a—>b —by—0b3 <1 since R§2 intersects with each (—2)-curve with

multiplicity at most one. Combining (4.1.6) and these inequalities, we get

the assertion. 0

Lemma 4.7. We follow Notation . Suppose that Sy = G1. If R’ C S5 is
a cuspidal cubic, Then R% ~H
2

Proof. Since R’ is a Cartier divisor, we have Sing R’ = Sing S5. Hence R’§
2

is a smooth rational curve. Write R’~ =aH — Z -1 biE; with a,by,...,bs €
Z. An analysis similar to that in the proof of Lemma shows that (n,a;
b1, ..., bg) is one of the following up the Sg-action:

(4.1.7) (3,1;0%, (3,2,1%,0%), (3,3;2,14,0), (3,4,2%1%), (3,52%.
On the other hand, we have 0 < b; — b;41 for each i € {1,2,3,4,5} and
0<a—10b — bg — bs since R~ is distinct from any (—2)-curves in So.
Combining (4 and these 1nequahtles we get the assertion. U
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4.2. Smooth curves in the cones over elliptic curves. Next we inves-
tigate smooth curves in the cones over an elliptic curves.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose that Ss is the cone over an elliptic curve. Let R be a
smooth curve in So. Then deg R # 2. Moreover, pa(R) = 0 when deg R = 1,
pa(R) =1 when deg R = 3 or 4, and p,(R) > 4 when deg R > 5.

Proof. Take Cj and f as the minimal section and a fiber of P!'-bundle struc-
ture on So respectively. Write Rg = aCp + bf with a,b € Z>p. Since R is
smooth, we have b —3a = (Rg2 -Cp) = 0 or 1. The genus formula now yields

1+ 32a(a—1) if b= 3a >0,
pa(R§2): 1 1 3 —
+50Ba+2)(a—1) ifb=3a+ 1.

Hence gq(R) = 0 when a = 0, g,(R) = 1 when a = 1 and g,(R) > 4 when
a > 2. We also have degR = (—Kg, - R) = (Co + 3f - aCy + bf) = b.
Combining these results, we obtain the assertion. U

(4.2.1)

4.3. Curves in non-normal cubic surfaces. Finally we investigate curves
in non-normal cubic surfaces.

Lemma 4.9. Suppose that So = Ry or Re. Let R C Sy be a smooth curve
distinct from E. Then deg R # 2. Moreover, p,(R) = 0 when deg R < 4,
and py(R) > 2 when deg R > 5.

Proof. By Lemma Sy belongs to the class (E1) as in Theorem [3.5
Write R§2 ~ aX3 + bfs with a,b € Z>¢. Since R is smooth, we have
b—3a= (R§2 -Y3) =0 or 1. The genus formula now yields

1+ 1a(3a—5) ifb=3a>0,

(4.3.1) PARQ):{gda_l) if b=3a+1.

Hence gq(R) = 0 when a < 1 and ¢,(R) > 2 when a > 2. We also have
deg R = (Rg, - p*(—Ks,)) = (aX3 + bfs - X3 + 3f3) = b. Combining these
results, we obtain the assertion. O

Lemma 4.10. Suppose that So = Rz or Ry. Let R C Sy be a curve distinct
from E. Write R§2 ~ a¥Xy + bf1 with a,b € Z>g. Then degR = a + b.
Moreover, each line in Ry is the image of a fiber of the P'-bundle structure
on §2 =T,

Proof. By Lemma [3.6] S belongs to the class (C) as in Theorem Hence
deg R = (Rg, - p*(—Ksg,)) = (aX1 +bf1 - X1+ 2f1) = a+ b, which is the
first assertion. In particular, R§2 ~ Y1 or f; when deg R = 1. If So = Ry,

Lemma shows that there is a curve L ~ f; such that pu(L) = u(3).
Hence the second assertion holds. O

5. THE CASE p,(C) > 1

In the rest of the paper, we prove Theorems and In this section,
we treat the case where p,(C) > 1.

Lemma 5.1. If U is an affine homology 3-cell, then p,(C) < 1.
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Proof. Combining Lemma and |[Nagl8, Theorem 2.1], we obtain
(5'0-1) Xtop(F) = Xtop(SQ) + QPG(C) + Nl + N2 - N1ﬁ2 -2
> 14 2p,(C)+1—2=2p,(C).

On the other hand, we have 4 > xop(F) since F© C S; is a plane cubic.
Hence 2 > p,(C) and it suffices to show that p,(C) # 2.

Conversely, suppose that p,(C) = 2. Then shows that xtop(S2) =1
and hence Sy is the cone over an elliptic curve by [Nagl8, Theorem 2.1].
However, Lemma, shows that S5 contains no smooth curve with p, = 2,
a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.2. If U is an affine homology 3-cell and p,(C) = 1, then Sy is
the cone over an elliptic curve.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [5.1] we obtain
(5.0.2) 4 > Xtop(F') = Xtop(S2) + N1+ Na — Niq2 > 1+ Xtop(S2).

Suppose that S5 is non-normal. Since S5 contains a smooth curve with
pe = 1, Lemma shows that Sy belongs to the class (C). Then ([5.0.2)

shows th?:t 3> Xto;/)v(F) -1> Xtop(SZ) = Xtop(Fl) - Xtop(E) + Xtop(E) =
6 — Xtop(£). Hence E is reducible and F is the sum of three lines intersecting
in one point. However, Ss has no such lines by Lemma [4.10} a contradiction.

Hence S3 is normal. It suffices to exclude the case where Sy is rational.
Conversely, suppose that S is rational. Then By(S2) = 1 and Xtop(F) = 4
by . Hence Sy is projectively equivalent to G; for some i € {1,2,3}
by Corollary and F is the sum of three lines intersecting in one point.
Table [3| shows, however, that S5 has no such lines, a contradiction. O

Proposition 5.3. If U is an affine homology 3-cell and p,(C) > 1, then the
case (a) of Theorem[1.4 holds.

Proof. By Lemmas and we have p,(C) =1 and Ss is the cone over
an elliptic curve. Lemma [4.8] now shows that deg C' = 3 or 4. On the other
hand, shows that Xiop(F) = 1+ N1 + No — Nin2 > 2. Hence F'
is a sum of rulings. In particular, S7 contains the vertex of So and hence
Ny = Ning. Therefore Bo(F) = N1 = §(C'NSy), and the assertion holds. O

Next let us check that U =2 A3 if the case (a) of Theorem [1.2| holds.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose that the case (a) of Theorem holds and
degC'=3. Then U = A3.

Proof. We can change the coordinate {z,y, z,t} of P? such that S; = {z =
0},82 = {f(z,y,2) =0} and C = {t = 0}|g, for some cubic form f. Hence
U={wf(l,y,z) +t=0} C A} . Therefore U = A3, O

(y?z7t7w)
Proposition 5.5. Suppose that the case (a) of Theorem holds and
degC =4. Then U =2 A3.

Proof. Since C is the complete intersection of two quadrics, there is a quadric
fibration structure ¢: V — P! defined by |¢*Ops(2) — E,|.

Step 1: Let us show that U is a contractible affine 3-fold. Let R be a smooth
member of |Ops(1)|s,| and R := R\ (RN S7). Then SY := S5\ F is an Al
bundle over R?. Since #(CNSy) = Bo(F), a curve C := C\(CNS;) C S\ F
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is a section of this Al-bundle. [KZ99, Corollary 3.1] now shows that U is a
contractible affine 3-fold because U is the affine modification of A? with the
locus (C° c S9).

Step 2: Let us show that each fiber of 1|y p, is isomorphic to A?. Take
Q as a -fiber. Since Sy contains no conic, there are lines {1 and ls in Qps
(maybe l; = l2) such that SQIQP3 = C + 11 + 13 and hence Ds|g =11 + lo.

Suppose that Q = P! x P'. Then /; and I, are distinct from each other
since Iy + Iy is a (1,1)-divisor. Hence Q N (V' \ Dy) = A%

In particular, Ds is non-normal by the generic smoothness. Since 2Dy ~
—Ky + @, [Nagl9, Lemma 2.7] now shows that Sing Dj forms a t-section.

Suppose that Q = Q3. Then Ds|q is singular at Sing Do N Q, which is
distinct from the vertex of Q. Hence I} = Iy and Q N (V' \ Dy) = A2,

Step 3: Let us show that 9|y is an A! x C*-fibration whose special fibers
are all isomorphic to A2?. For this, it suffices to show that each y-fiber Q
satisfies Q N Dy N (V' \ Dg) = Al or 0.

We note that Sing Dy is the same as the @p-exceptional curve over the
vertex of Sy by the choice of C'. Hence Sing Dy C D;. Thus Di|g is a
member of | — (1/2)Kq| containing Sing D2 N @, and Ds|g is the unique
member of |—(1/2)Kq| singular at Sing D2NQ. Hence QND1N(V\Dy) = Al
when Di|g # D2|g and ) when Di|g = Dslg.

Step 4: Finally let us show the assertion. Let m be the number of special
fibers of ¥|y. By the contractibility of U, we have

(5.0.3) 1= Xtop(U) = (Xtop(P') — m) Xtop (A X C*) + m x10p(A?) = m.

Take @ as the unique -fiber such that Q N U = A?.

On the other hand, since Dz is non-normal, [Nagl9, Theorem 4.2] shows
that U’ :== V \ (D2 U Q) = A3. Then ¢|p: U’ — A! is an A%-bundle by
[Kal02, Main Theorem]. Since D; NU" is a sub Al-bundle of |y, we obtain
U\ (UNQ)=U"\ (U nNDp) = A? x C* by [BD93, Theorem B]. [Kal02,
Main Theorem] now yields U 2 A3 because U is a contractible affine 3-fold
and U NQ = A2, O

Combining Propositions [5.3 we complete the proof of Theorems
and [1.3| when p,(C) > 1.

6. THE CASE po(C) =0 AND Sy IS NORMAL
In the subsequent sections we prove Theorem when p,(C) = 0.

In this section, we assume the following:
Assumption 1. p,(C) = 0, U is an affine homology 3-cell and Sy is normal.

Under this assumption, we show that (S, S2) is projectively equivalent
to one of the pairs listed in the case (d) or (e) of Theorem (1.2} Firstly let
us check the rationality and the singularity of Ss.

Lemma 6.1. Sy is rational.
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Proof. We note that [Nagl8| Lemma 2.4] still holds if it is just assumed that
the affine modification N is an affine homology 3-cell. Hence it leads to

Z i =0,

) 74(CN(Sing S2UF))—1 i=1,

(6.0.1) H;i(S2\ (F'USing S3),Z) = 74(Sing (S2\F)) i=3,
0 otherwise

by setting X =P3\ S 2 A3, S =S\ Fandr=C)\(CNSy).

By [HWSI1, Theorem 2.2], we only have to exclude the case where Ss is
the cone over an elliptic curve. Conversely, suppose that S, is the cone over
an elliptic curve. Then C' is a ruling of Ss by Lemma

If F is smooth, then Hy(S2 \ (F U Sing S3),7Z) = Z3 since Sy \ (F U
Sing S2) is homeomorphic to C* x F, a contradiction with . Hence
F is the sum of rulings. Then H;(Sy \ (F U Sing Ss),Z) = Z52()+1 since
Sy \ (F USing S3) = S3 \ F is homeomorphic to A x (R\ (F N R)) for
some smooth member R € | — Kg,|. On the other hand, both C'N F' and
C'NSing Ss coincides with the vertex of Sy. (6.0.1)) now yields Ba(F)+1 =0,
a contradiction. Hence we have the assertion. (]

Lemma 6.2. Sy \ F' is smooth.

Proof. Set S := Sy \ F and Sing S := {p1,...,pn} (n >0). For 1 <i <mn,
p; € S is a DuVal singularity and hence we can take an analytically open
neighborhood U; of p; homeomorphic to the quotient of C? by a finite group
action. In particular U; is contractible by [KPR&89]. We may also assume
that U;NU; = () whenever ¢ # j. Then the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence for
the open covering {S\ Sing S,{J;; U;} gives the following exact sequence
of homologies:

(6.0.2) o ———— Hy(S'\ Sing S,7Z) — H>(S,Z)
— @ H(U; \\ {pi},Z) — H1(S\ Sing S,Z) — - --

As in the proof of Lemma [Nagl8, Lemma 2.4] yields (6.0.1). On the
other hand, Hy(S,Z) is a free Z-module since S is an affine surface. (6.0.2])
now shows that, for each « > 1, H1(U; \ {pi},Z) is also a free Z-module.
Hence p; € S is the Eg-singularity for each ¢ > 1 by [Bri68|, Satz 2.8] and
[BD89, Theorem 1.4 (a)]. Since 9 = Xtop(§2) > Xtop(S2) +8n > 3 + 8n, we
obtain n = 0 as desired. O

Next we discuss the intersection F'.

Lemma 6.3. It holds that B1(F) = 0 and Bo(F) = B2(S2) +#(CNF) — 1.
Moreover, Ba(S2) < 3.
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Proof. First let us consider the following exact sequence of cohomologies:

(6.0.3) co————— HY(Sy,Z) — H'(Fg, UE,, Z)
— H*(Sy, Fg, U By, Z) — H*(Sy, Z) — H*(Fz, U E,,, Z)

— H3(Sy, Fg, U By, Z) — H*(S, Z) ———— - .

Combining the Lefschetz duality, Lemma and (6.0.1)), we obtain

(6.0.4) H'(Sy, Fg U E,,Z) 2H, (S; \ (Fz, UE,)), Z)
g-F-[4—Z'(S2 \ F7 Z)
Z i=4

o~ ) gHCnF) -1, _ g
0 otherwise.

We also have H'(S,,Z) = H3(S,,Z) = 0 since S, is rational. Combining
these results, we conclude that

(6.05)  Bi(Fz UE,) =0, By(Fz UE,)=By(S)+#CNF)—1

Next let us consider the following exact sequence of cohomologies given
by [Nagl8, Lemma 2.5]:

(6.0.6) 0 — H'(Sy,Z) — H'(Sing Sa,Z) ® H'(S2, Z) — HY(E,,,Z)
—— H?(Sy,Z) — H%(Sing Sy, Z) ® H?(S2,7Z) — H?(E,,Z)
— H3(S,,Z) — H3(Sing So,Z) & H3(S,,Z).

We note that the homomorphism H2(S,,Z) — H %(E,, Z) has finite cokernel
by the negative definiteness of E,. Hence

(6.0.7) B1(Ss) = Bs(S2) = 0.

[Nagl8| Lemma 2.5] gives another exact sequence as follows:

(6.0.8) -+ — H'(S2,Z) — HY(F,2) ® H'(S2,Z) — H'(Fg, U E,, Z)
—— H?(Sp,Z) — H*(F,Z) ® H(S;,Z) — H*(F3 U E,,Z)

— HS(SQ, Z)

Combining (6.0.5), and , we conclude that B;(F) = 0 and
BQ(F) = BQ(SQ) +B2(F§2 UEH) —B2<SQ) = BQ(SQ) +ﬁ(CﬁF) — 1, which are
the first and second assertions. Since 3 > Bo(F') = Ba(S2) +#(CNF)—1>
Bs(S2), the third assertion follows. O

Corollary 6.4. Sy is projectively equivalent to G; for some i € {1,...,12,
14, 15} or Giayp for some p € Ty3.

Proof. Combining Corollary [3.3] and Lemma we have the assertion. [
Corollary 6.5. One of the following holds:
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(CU) F is a cuspidal cubic, and (Ba2(S2),4(C N F)) = (1,1).

(L1) F is a non-reduced line of length three, and (B2(S2),4(C N F)) =
(1,1).

(QL) F is the sum of a smooth conic and its tangent line at a point, and
(B2(52)7 ﬁ(c N F)) = (27 1) or (17 2)

(L2) F is the sum of a line and a non-reduced line of length two, and
(B2(82)a ﬁ(c N F)) = (27 1) or (17 2)

(L3) F is the sum of three lines intersecting in one point, and (Bz2(S2), (CN
F)) = (3,1),(2,2) or (1,3).

Proof. Since F is a plane cubic, the assertion follows from Lemma O

Definition 6.6. Let L(Fg + ) be the free Z-module generated by irre-
ducible components of F’ 5, T E,. The group homomorphism © : L(F' 5, t

E,) — PiC(S’VQ) is given as the quotient morphism by the linear equivalence.
Lemma 6.7. The morphism © is surjective.

Proof. We have the following exact sequence of homologies:
(6.0.9) Hy(Fg, U By, Z) — Hy(Sy,Z) — Hy(Sy, Fg U Ep, 7).
We note that Hy(Fg U Ey,Z) = L(Fg, + Ey). Combining the universal

coeflicient theorem and the rationality of 52, we obtain

(6.0.10) Hy(Sy,Z) = H?(S,,7Z) = Pic(Sy).

Combining the universal coefficient theorem and , we have

(6.0.11) Ha(Ss, Fg, U E,.7) ~7,B2(9\F) ¢ ftorsion part of Hy(Sy \ F,Z)}
0.

Therefore we can rewrite as
(6.0.12) L(Fg, + E,) — Pic(Sz) — 0,
which shows the surjectivity of ©. (]

Now we can prove that (S7,S2) is projectively equivalent to one of the
pairs listed in the case (d) or (e) of Theorem

Proposition 6.8. Suppose that Ba(S2) = 1. Then (S1,S2) is projectively
equivalent to ({y = 0}, G1) or ({y = 0}, Ga).

Proof. We may assume that Sy = G; for some i € {1,2,3} by Corollary
and need only consider the five cases as in Corollary Throughout the
proof, we follow Notation

Suppose that the case (CU) holds. Then Lemma shows that the point
Sing F contains Sing Ss, which implies So = G;. Lemma [£.7] now yields
F g, ™~ H. Hence Coker © equals

H,H— FEy — Ey— E3,E1 — Ey, (=3E4) ’
Ey — B3, B3 — By, By — Es, E5 — Eg

a contradiction with Lemma [6.7
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Suppose that the case (L1) holds. Then Lemmal6.2] shows that (S, F) =
(G1,3(y,z)) or (G2,3(y,z)). However it is easy to see that there is no
element of | — K¢,| whose support is (y,z). Hence the former holds and
(51,52) = ({y = 0}, G1).

Suppose that the case (QL) holds. Then Lemma shows that the
point Sing F' contains Sing S5, which implies So = G;. Lemma [4.3| now
yields that Fg is the sum of Eg and a member of [H — Ei|. Moreover,

an easy computation shows that Sy \ F = S5\ (Fg, UE,) = Al x C*

and the P!-fibration on Sy associated with |[H — E;| induces the second
projection of A' x C*. On the other hand, [KZ99, Theorem 3.1] shows
that the inclusion C'\ (C' N Sy) < S\ (S2 N S1) induces an isomorphism
Hl(C \ (C N Sl),Z) = Hl(SQ \ (52 N Sl),Z). Hence (ng -H — El) = 1.
However, Lemma yields (Cg, - H — E1) = 0, a contradiction.

Suppose that the case (L2) holds. Then Sy # G since G has exactly one
line. Moreover, Sy # (G5 since all the three lines in GG3 are coplanar. Hence
Sy = Ga. Since G has exactly two lines (y, z) and (x,y ), we conclude that
(51,52) = ({y = 0}, Ga).

We note that the case (LL3) cannot occur since both G, Gy and G3 do not
contain three lines intersecting in one point.

Combining these results, we complete the proof. O

Proposition 6.9. Suppose that By(S2) = 2. Then (S1,S2) is projectively
equivalent to ({y = 0}, G4), ({z = vy}, G5) for somey € P! or ({t = 0}, Gg).

Proof. We may assume that So = G; for some i € {4,5,6,7,8} by Corollary
and need only consider the cases (QL), (L2) and (L3) as in Corollary
Throughout the proof, we follow Notation

Suppose that the case (QL) holds. Take L and @ as the line and the
conic respectively such that FF = L + . Then Lemma shows that
LN D Sing S5 and hence Sy = G4 or Gs.

Suppose that Se = G4 in addition. Since p*(F) — L, — Qg, must be
a sum of (—2)-curves, Table shows that (Lg,,Qg,) ~ (Es, H — Ey) or
(Ej, H — Ej) for some j € {5,6}. If the former holds, then Coker © equals

Z[H) & @, Z[Ei] ~ LIEs] © Z[Ey]
E47H_E17H_E1_EQ_E37E1_E27 (_E5_E6) .
FEy — Es, B3 — By, H — Fy — E5 — Eg
If the latter holds, then Coker © equals
ZIH 6  Z[E; Z|E

Ej,H—Ej,H—El — FEy — E3, E1 — E, o (—3E1)
Es — FE3, B3 — FEy,H — E1 — E5 — Eg

These contradict Lemma

Hence Sy = G5. Since Sing Sy € L, Table 3 shows that S = {z = vy}
for some v € C or {z = vy} for some v € C*. If the latter case holds, then
Lemmayields L§2 ~ H—FE;— FEg and Q§2 ~ H — FEj since Q§2 is disjoint
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from (z,t)5, = Fe. Hence Coker © equals

ZiH] & L, ZIE) .z
H—-F —FEs,H—FE,H— FE| — Ey— Ej, (—2H)
Ey — FEo>, By — E3, B3 — Ey, By — E5

a contradiction with Lemma Therefore (S1,52) = ({z = vy}, G5) for
some v € C.

Suppose that the case (L2) holds. Take L; and Lo as lines such that
F = L1+2Ls. Since all the three lines in G4 are coplanar, we have Sy # G4.
We also have Ly D Sing Sy by Lemma m Hence S5 = G5 or Gg.

Suppose that S; = (G5 in addition. Then the support of F' is either
(z,y)U(z,t)or (y,z)U(z,y). Wenote that (z,y)g ~ H— E1 — Eg and
(z,t)g, ~ Ee. If the former holds, then Coker © equals

Z[H]

Z[H) & @y, Z|E}) ~ ~ 7,/27.
H — FEy — FE¢, E¢, H — Ey — Ep — 3, (=2H) |
By~ Ey, By — B3, B3 — By, By — E

a contradiction with Lemma Hence (51, 52) = ({y = 0}, G5).

Suppose that Sy = G in addition. Then Lo = (y,t) since Ly D Sing S
and L; = (x,t) because (y,z),(x,y) and (y,t) are coplanar. Hence
(Sla 52) = ({t = O}a Gﬁ)

Suppose that the case (L3) holds. Then Sy = G4 or G5 because the point
Sing F' contains Sing S by Lemma Since all the three lines in G5 are
not coplanar, we have Sy # G5. Hence (S1,52) = ({y = 0}, G4).

Combining these results, we complete the proof. O

~ 7,/27,

Proposition 6.10. Suppose that Ba(S2) = 3. Then (S1,S2) is projectively
equivalent to ({y = 0}, Gy), ({y = 0}, G10) or {z =1t},G11).

Proof. We may assume that Sy = G; for some i € {9,...12,14,15} or G113,
for some p € T3 by Corollary Moreover, the case (L3) holds by Corol-
lary[6.5} Lemmal[6.2]now shows that the point Sing F is the same as Sing Ss.
Therefore Tables [2 and [3] give the assertion. O

7. THE CASE p,(C) =0 AND S3 IS NON-NORMAL
In this section, we assume the following:

Assumption 2. p,(C) = 0, U is an affine homology 3-cell and Sy is non-
normal.

Then Sy is projectively equivalent to R; for some i € {1,2,3,4} by The-
orem In this section, we show that (C, S1, S2) belongs to one of the six
cases of Theorem when ¢ < 2 and that (S, S2) is projectively equivalent
to one of the pairs listed in the case (d) or (e) of Theorem [I.2| when i > 3.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that Sy = Ry. Then one of the following occurs:
[} Sl = {:c = O}
e S ={2=0} and degC = 1.
o Sy = {y = ya} for some vy € Al, degC =3 or 4, and 4(F N C) =
By(F).



22 M. NAGAOKA

In particular, the second case gives the triplet (C,S1,S2) projectively equiv-
alent to the subvarieties as in Example[1.]]

Proof. Since p,(C) = 0, Lemma shows that deg C' = 1,3 or 4. Moreover,
F is either a cuspidal cubic or the sum of rulings.

Suppose that F' is a cuspidal cubic. Then Lemma (1) yields Ni+ N —
Nin2 = 1. On the other hand, we have Ny = §(CNE) = §(Cn{x =0}) > 1.
Hence N7y = Ny = Ning = 1 by Lemma (2). Since F'N E also consists of
one point, say p, we conclude that CNF =CNE = FNE = {p}. We note
that p is distinct from the vertex of Ss.

If degC = 1, then C = FE since C is the ruling containing p, a con-
tradiction with the assumption in Problem Hence degC' > 3. Since
(Cg,, Fg,) = degC > 3, the curve Cg intersects with Fg at p~1(p) tan-
gentially. Since p contracts the tangent direction of Fg at pw(p), it also
contracts that of C’§2 at = 1(p). Hence C is singular at p, a contradiction.

Therefore F' is the sum of rulings. Lemma (1) now shows that

(701) N1+ No — Nino :BQ(F)

Suppose that deg C' = 1. Then both C'NF and C'N F is the vertex of Ss.
Hence N; = Ny = Nin2 = 1 and By(F') = 1. Therefore S; = {z = 0} or
{z=0}.

Suppose that degC' = 3. Then Ny = By(F') and Ny = 1. On the other
hand, Nino = 1 if £ C F and 0 otherwise. ([7.0.1)) now shows that £ C F
and hence S; = {y = yz} for some v € PL.

Suppose that deg C' = 4. Since C§2 ~ Y3 + 4f3, we have

By(F)+1 if Fz NCqg NY¥3=10
7.0.2 Ny = PR e
(7.02) 1 {BQ(F) if Fy 0Oy N5 A0,
2 if ENCs; NYg =
(7.0.3) NQ:{ ifENCg, N5 =0
1 if ENCg, NZ3 # 0,
N if FOF
(7.0-4) Ninz { 1 if F 2 E.

Assume that F' 4 E. Then (7.0.1)) implies (N1, Na) = (Ba(F),1). Hence
lj§2 N(Cg N¥3) # 0 and EN(Cg, NX3) # 0. This implies, however, that
E C F3 is the fiber of P-bundle passing through the point C’§2 N X3 and
F§2 contains such a fiber. Hence F' D FE, a contradiction.

Therefore F O E and S = {y = yx} for some v € PL. now shows
that #(C N F) = Bs(F).

Combining these results, we obtain the first assertion. Now suppose that
Sy = {2 =0} and degC = 1. Then C = {y = ax,z = —a’y} for some

a € C*. Now take f as the automorphism of P?{p:y:z:t] such that f*(z) = =z,
f*(y) = a=ly, f*(2) = a3z and f*(t) = t. Then f(S;) = S; for i € {1,2}
and f(C) = {x =y = —z}, and the second assertion holds. O

Proposition 7.2. Suppose that S = Ry. Then S1 = {y = yx} for some
v €P degC =3 or4, and 4(FNC) = By(F) + 1.
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Proof. An analysis similar to that in the proof of Proposition [7.1]shows that
degC = 1,3 or 4 and F' is the sum of rulings. Lemma (1) now shows
that

(705) N1+ No — Nimo :BQ(F)—I-l > 2.

Suppose that deg C = 1. Then both C N F and C'N F is the vertex of Ss.
Hence N; = Ny = Ning = 1, a contradiction with (7.0.5]).
Suppose that degC = 3 and F' 2 E. Then N; = By(F), No = 2 and

Nin2 = 0, a contradiction with (7.0.5).
Suppose that degC =4 and F 5 E. Then we have

By(F)+1 ifFz NCq NY3=10
7.0.6 Ny = PR R
( ) 1 { BQ(F) 1fF§2ﬂC§20237é®,
3 ifENCz NY3 =
(7.0.7) Ny = fENC, NE =10
2 1fEﬂC§2ﬂE37é@,
(7.0.8) Niqg = 1.

As in the proof of Proposition these equations yield F' D FE, a contra-
diction.

Hence degC' > 3 and F' D E. In particular, S; = {y = vz} for some
v € P! and §(C' N F) = By(F) + 1 by (7.0.5). O

Next we prove lemmas needed to treat the case where Sy = R3.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose that So = R3. Then the following hold:
(1) The morphism p : Ho(IF1,Z) — Ha(S2,7Z) maps [X1] + [f1] to 2][E].
(2) Hi(S2,Z) =7 fori=0,4, Z* for i =2, and 0 otherwise.
(3) {[E], pe[ 1]} is a Z-basis of Ha(S2,Z).

Proof. (1) For i > 0, we have the following commutative diagram with exact
rows:

(7.0.9)
s Hi (B, F1, 7) —s Hi(B,Z) 5 Hy(Fy,Z) < Hy(E,F1,7) — - -

lCH—l l9i 5 l/‘* § l{i

oo — Hi1(E, So,7) — Hy(E,7Z) — H;(S2,7) — Hi(E, S0, Z) — - - - .

Then 0y = 2xidz, by the construction of R3. Hence pi. ([$1]+[f1]) = p«[E] =
2[E].

(2) By [Spa66, Chap.4, Sect.8, Theorem 9], (; is an isomorphism for ¢ > 0.
By Lefschetz duality, we have H;(E,F1,7) & Hi"{(F\ E,Z) = H* (P!, Z).
Hence the bottom of gives the assertion.

(3) Since Hy(IF1,7Z) is generated by fundamental classes [E] = [31] + [fi]
and [f1], Ho(E,F1,Z) is identified as the free Z-module generated by [f1].
Hence €2 has a section, say s. Therefore i, 050 (5 lis a section of el and
we have the assertion. O

Lemma 7.4. Suppose that Sy = Rs and N1 + No — Ning = 1. Then
the canonical map &: Ho(F,Z) — Ho(S1,Z) © Ho(S2,Z) is injective. If
H,(F,Z) =0 in addition, then Coker{ = Z.



24 M. NAGAOKA

Proof. By Lemma (2), we have (N1, N, Nin2) = (1,0,0) or (1,1,1). In
particular 4(C N (E U F)) = 1. Hence G == E, NU is isomorphic to A%
Applying the Thom isomorphism to the pair (U, G), we get the following
exact sequence:

(7.0.10)
o — H;_1(A%,Z) — Hy(U\ G, Z) — Hy(U,Z) — H; _5(A* Z) — - - -.
Since U\ G = P3\ (S;US3), this sequence shows that H;(IP3\ (S1USs), Z) = 0

for ¢ > 2. On the other hand, the Lefschetz duality gives the following exact
sequence:

(7.0.11)
oo —— Hg (P2 \ (S1USs),Z) —— HY(P3,Z) — H'(S1 U S, 7Z)

—— He_(i41)(P?\ (S1U $2), Z) — -

Therefore H?(S1 U So,7Z) = Z and H3(S; U So,Z) = 0. By the universal
coefficient theorem, we obtain Hs(S1 U S2,Z) = Z and H3(S1 U S2,7Z) is a
torsion. Finally let us consider the following Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence:

(7012) "'%Hg(Sl,Z)@Hg(SQ,Z)HHg(SlUSQ,Z)
S Hy(F,Z) 5 Ho(S1,Z) & Ha(Ss, ) — Ha(S1 U S, 7)

— H{(F\Z) — - .

By Lemmal7.3|(2), we have Hs(S1,Z) = H3(S2,Z) = 0. Then H3(S51US2, Z)
is a submodule of a free Z-module Ho(F,Z). Hence H3(S1US2,Z) = 0. Now
(7.0.12)) gives the following exact sequence:

(7.013) 0 —s Hy(F,Z) > Ho(S1,Z) ® Ha(S2,Z) —s 7 — H\(F, Z),
and the assertions hold. O
Now we can determine S in the case where Sy = Rs.

Proposition 7.5. Suppose that So = R3. Then S1 = {y = yx} for some
v € PL.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that F' O E. Conversely, suppose that F' 5 E. By
Lemma we have xiop(F) =2+ Ny + Na — Nin2 > 3. Hence F' is one of
the following:

(1) The sum of a line and a non-reduced line of length two,

(2) The sum of a smooth conic and its tangent line at a point,

(3) The sum of three lines.
The former two cases imply that Ny + Na — Nin2 = xtop(F) —2 = 1 and
H,(F,Z) = 0. On the other hand, Lemma shows that each line in So
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is either F, p.(31) or the image of a member of |fi| in Sy 2 Fy by . Since
F % E, the case (3) also implies that Ny + Ny — Niq2 = Xtop(F) —2 = 1.

Suppose that the case (1) holds. Let F' = Lj 4+ 2Ly be the irreducible
decomposition. Then (L1)g, ~ X1 and (L2)g ~ fi because Theorem
shows that p*(—Kg,) ~ 31 + 2f1. Hence

HQ(Sl, Z) S HQ(SQ, Z)

(([0s, ()], 2[E] = pa[f1]), ([Os, (V)] [ 11]))
a contradiction with Lemma [7.4

Suppose that the case (2) holds. Let L,Q be the line and the conic
respectively such that F' = L + ). Then L§2 ~ f1 and ng ~ Y1 4+ f1 since
w*(—Kg,) ~ X1 + 2f1. Hence

H(S1,7Z) ® Ha(S2,7Z)
((10s, (D], [ f1]), (105, (2)], 2[E]))

a contradiction with Lemma [7.4]
Suppose that the case (3) holds. Then there are lines L, Lo, L3 such
that ' = L1 + Lo + Ls, (L1)§2 ~ (L2)§2 ~ f; and (L3)§2 ~ 1. However

E([L1]) = &€([L2]) = &(u«]f1]), a contradiction with Lemma
Therefore F O E, which implies S; = {y = vz} for some v € PL. O

Coker £ = 27 ®7L/27,

Coker ¢ =

~ 7,6 7./2Z,

Proposition 7.6. Suppose that So = Ry. Then S1 = {y = yx} for some
v € PL.

Proof. By Lemma we have Xiop(F) = 1+ Ny + Na — Nin2 > 2. Hence
F is one of the following:

(1) A cuspidal cubic,

(2) A non-reduced line of length three,

(3) The sum of a smooth conic and a line,

(4) The sum of a line and non-reduced line of length two,

(5) The sum of three lines.

There is also the irreducible decomposition E= El + EQ such that El ~
and Fy ~ f1 by Lemma

Suppose that the case (1) holds. Then Ni+ Na — Nin2 = Xtop(F) —1 =1
and Ny = §(C N E) = §(C N{z =0}) > 1. Lemma [2.3] (2) now shows that

(7.0.14) Ny = Ny = Ny = 1.

On the other hand, we have Fg ~ p*(—Kg,) ~ X1 +2f1. Since F' has a
cuspidal singularity, both F 5, N El and F 5, N EQ coincide with the unique
point in Ey N Es, say p. In particular FNE = {p} = {wu(p)}. Combining
this result and ([7.0.14)), we obtain CNE = CNF = {p}. Since C' is smooth,
we also obtain Cg N Fg = Cg NE = {p}.

Now write Cg, ~ aXy + bfi with a,b € Z>o. Then (a,b) # (1,0) or
(0,1) since C§2 04 E. Hence C§2 intersects with Fg at p with multiplicity
a4+ b > 2. Since p contracts the tangent direction of Fg at p, it also
contracts that of C§2 at p. Hence C is singular at p, a contradiction.

Suppose that the case (3) holds. Let L and @ be the line and the conic
respectively such that F' = L + Q). We note that L # FE since S is smooth
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at the generic point of L. Then L§2 ~ f1 and Q§2 ~ Y1+ f1 by Lemma

Let Ly, N Qg, = {q},Lg, N Ey = {p1} and Qg N Ey = {p»}. Since
L intersects with @ at u(q) transversally, we have u(p1) = u(p2) = p and
hence xop(F) = 2.

An analysis similar to that in the argument on the case (1) shows that
CNE=CNF =ENF = {p}. Hence both C5 N (Lg, UQg,) and
Cg, N (E1 U Es) are contained in {py, P2}

Now write Cg = aX¥; +bfi with a,b € Z>o. Then (a,b) # (1,0) or (0,1)
since C’§2 ¢ E. Ifa= b, then ng N Lg, contains a point distinct from pp
and po, a contradiction. Hence 0 < a < b. Since C§2 intersects with both

E; and EQ, it must contain p; and pa. Hence p € C' is a nodal singularity,
a contradiction.

Therefore F' consists of lines. Since p*(F') ~ X1 + 2f;, Lemma now
shows that F' D E. Hence S; = {y = yz} for some v € P! O

8. CONTRACTIBILITIES

In §6|and |7} we show that if p,(C') = 0 and U is an affine homology 3-cell,
then either (S, S2) is projectively equivalent to one of the pairs listed in the
cases (d) or (e), or (C, S1, S2) belongs to one of the cases (b), (¢) and (f). In
this section, we seek equivalent conditions for U to be an affine homology
3-cell in the former situation, and we show that U is a contractible affine
3-fold in the latter situation.

Proposition 8.1. Suppose that p,(C) = 0 and (S, S2) is projectively equiv-
alent to one of the pairs listed in the case (d). Then the following are equiv-
alent:

(1) U s an affine homology 3-cell.
(2) 4(CNSy) =1.
(3) U= A3,

Proof. Since (3) = (1) is trivial, it suffices to show that (1) = (2) = (3).
Let G == E,NU and S == S2 \ F. Then G = Al x (C\ (C N Sy)).
For each case, it is also easy to check that there is a coordinate {x,y, z} of
P3\ S; = A3 such that S = {x = 0}. In particular, S = A2,
(1) = (2): By [KZ99, Theorem 3.1], we have an isomorphism of homology
rings Z = H.(S,Z) = H.(G,Z) = H,(C\ (CNS1),Z). Hence §(CNSy1) = 1.
(2) = (3): The assumption implies that C'\ (C N S7) = Al. Then we may
assume that C'\ (C N S1) = {z = y = 0} by the Abhyankar-Moh-Suzuki
theorem [Suz74, [AM75]. Hence U is the affine modification of A3 with the
locus ({z =y = 0} C {z = 0}), which is isomorphic to A3. O

Definition 8.2. In what follows, A: H{(C'\ (CN S1),Z) — Hi1(S2\ F,Z)
stands for the homomorphism induced by the inclusion C'\ (CNS;) < S\ F.

Proposition 8.3. Suppose that p,(C) = 0 and (S1,S2) is projectively equiv-
alent to one of the pairs listed in the case (e). Then the following are equiv-
alent:

(1) U is an affine homology 3-cell.
(2) A is an isomorphism.
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(3) U is a contractible affine 3-fold.
In particular, if U is an affine homology 3-cell, then $(C' N S1) = 2.

Proof. Let G := E,NU and S := S5 \ F. Then G = Al x (C'\ (C'N Sy)).
For each case, it is also easy to check that S = A! x C*. In particular
H,(G,Z) = H;(S,Z) = 0 for all i > 2. Since ¢, : Hi(G,Z) — Hi(S,Z)
factors through A, [KZ99, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.1] now yields

U is an affine homology 3-cells
< ¢ H(G,Z) — H.(S,Z) is an isomorphism
<= ¢, : Hi(G,Z) — H,(S,Z) is an isomorphism
<= A is an isomorphism
<= U is a contractible affine 3-fold,

which is the first assertion. The second assertion follows from H;(S,Z) =
Hi(A!' x C*,7Z) = Z. O

Proposition 8.4. Suppose that one of the cases (b) and (c) holds. Then
U is a contractible affine 3-fold.

Proof. For each case, ¢, : H{(E,NU,Z) — H1(S2 \ F,Z) factors through A
and is an isomorphism by the condition on #§(C N S1). Hence the assertion
follows from [KZ99l Corollary 3.1]. O

Now we can prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.4. First suppose that p,(C) > 1. If U is an affine ho-
mology 3-cell, then the case (a) holds by Proposition On the other
hand, if the case (a) holds, then U =2 A3 by Proposition and

In the remainder of the proof, we may assume that p,(C) = 0. Suppose
that Sy is normal. Then By (S2) < 3 by Lemma Combining Propositions
and we conclude that U is an affine homology 3-cell if and
only if one of the cases (d) and (e) holds.

Suppose that Sy is non-normal. Then we may assume that Sy = R; for
some i € {1,2,3,4} by Theorem

Firstly suppose that ¢ = 1. If U is an affine homology 3-cell, then Propo-
sition shows that one of the cases (b), (d) and (f) holds. On the other
and, if the case (b) holds, then U is a contractible affine 3-fold by Proposi-
tion If the case (d) holds, then U =2 A3 by Proposition If the case
(f) holds, then U = A x W (3,2) by Example [1.1]

Next suppose that ¢ = 2. Then U is an affine homology 3-cell if and only
if the case (c) holds by Propositions |7.2f and

Finally suppose that ¢ > 3. Then U is an affine homology 3-cell if and
only if one of the cases (d) and (e) holds by Propositions and

Combining these results, we complete the proof. O

9. ISOMORPHISM CLASSES

In this section, we prove Theorem When the case (a) (resp. (d)) of

Theorem holds, then Propositions and (resp. Proposition
yields U = A3. For this reason, we will treat only the cases (b), (c) and (e).
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Lemma 9.1. Suppose that the case (e) of Theorem[1.4 holds with (S, S2) =
({y = 0},G2) and deg C < 2. Then U = A3,

Proof. First let us determine the linear equivalence class of C using Notation
It is easy to check that So \ F' = §2 \ (F§2 UE,) = Al x C* and the
P!-fibration on Sy associated with |H — Ej| induces the second projection
of Al x C*. Since A is an isomorphism, we have (Cg,-H —E1) =1. Lemma
now yields C’§2 ~ H — E5. In particular, deg C' = 2.

We have (Cg,-E5—FEg) = (Cg,-H—E1—E>—E3) = 1. Hence Sing S C C
and the linear hull P C P3 of C is written as {z = ay} for some a € C. Thus
U is the affine modification of P3 \ S; = A? ) with the locus

(z,2,t
({zt+222 +1=0,2=a} C {at + 222 +1=0}).
Therefore we have
U {wat+zz2+1)+2—a=0}CA
> fw(xt+1)+2=0} 2 A3
as desired. O

Lemma 9.2. Suppose that the case (e) of Theorem[1.4 holds with (S, S2) =
({y = 0},G2) and degC > 3. Then U = A3,

Proof. By Lemma we obtain C’§2 ~ 2H — FEy — Ey — E5 in Notation
In particular, degC' = 3. Then Sing S; C C since (Cg, - Bz — Ej3) =
(Cs, - Bs — Es) = 1.

Take a general point p € (z,y) and @ as the quadric surface containing C,
p and a general point of (y, z). Then @ contains (y, z) since §((y, z) NQ) >
3. Moreover, @ contains (x,y) because Lemma shows that (z,y) is
the unique curve of degree at most two containing p. Hence Sz|g = C +
(z,y)+(y,z)+L for some line L C Sy. If L = (y,z), then C ~ —Kg,, a
contradiction. Hence Sa|g = C' +2(z,y)+(y,2) and we can write Q =
{zz+yl(x,y) = 0} for some linear form [. Thus U is the affine modification
of P3\ S = A? ) with the locus

(z,2,t

4
(x7Z7t7w)

({at+22® +1=0,224(z,1) =0} C {at + 22> +1=0}).
Therefore we have
U 2w(xt + 2% +1) + 22 +1(2,1) =0} C A?x,z,t,w)
=w(xt +1) +xz+1(z,1) =0}
w4 az+1(z,1) =0} = A3,
as desired. O

Lemma 9.3. Suppose that the case (e) of Theorem holds with (S, S2) =
({y = 0},G4) and degC < 2. Then U = A3,

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma the P!-fibration on §2 associated with
|H — E1| induces an A'-bundle S\ F = A'xC* — C*. Then (Cg -H—Ep) =
1 since A is an isomorphism. Lemma now yields C’§2 ~ H — E; for some
i € {5,6}. In particular, deg C' = 2.
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Since (052 -H—FE1—Ey —E3) = (C§2 El) = 1, we have jj(Cﬂ,u,*(EZ)) = 2.
Hence the linear hull P C P3 of C satisfies Sa|p = C + p«(FE;). On the
other hand, we have 3(y,z) = {z = y}|s, € | — Ks,|- Since we can not
write —Kgz — 3Ej as a sum of (—2)-curves when j = 5 or 6, we obtain
(y,2)g, ~ Ea. Hence pi,(E;) is either (z,y) or (z —2z,y).

Suppose that u.(E;) = (x,y). Then P = {x = ay} for some a € C and
U is the affine modification of P3\ S; = A? ) with the locus

(z,2,t
{r=a,22 -2’2 —x+22°+1—t+ 2t =0}
C{a?—2’2—a+222+1—t+2t=0} '
Hence
U2{w((z—1)(t—-2*4+2(z+1)+1)+2z—a=0} CAZ(LI,z,t,w)
> {w(zt+1) +x =0} = A3

The same conclusion can be drawn for the case where p.(E;) = (x — z,y).
O

Lemma 9.4. Suppose that the case (e) of Theorem holds with (S, S2) =
({y = 0},G4) and degC > 3. Then U = A3,

Proof. As in the proof of lemma we have (Cg, - H — E1) = 1. Lemma
now yields Cg ~ 2H — Ey — E5 — E; for some i € {5,6}. In particular,
deg C' = 3. Since (Cg, - B2 — E3) = (Cg, - Ej) = 1, we have Sing 53 € C and
10N ps(E;)) = 2.

Take a general point p € (y,z) and @ as the quadric surface containing
C, p and a general point of u.(E;). Then @ contains pu.(E;) since £(Q N
w«(E;)) > 3. Moreover, @) contains (y,z) because Lemma shows that
(y, z) is the unique curve of degree at most two containing p. Hence Sz|g =
C + u(E;) + (y,z)+L for some line L C Sy. If L is the other line in Sy,
then we have C' ~ —Kg,, a contradiction.

We have checked that p.(E;) is either (z,y) or (z — z,y) in the proof of
Lemma [0.3] Now suppose that . (E;) = (z,y). Assume that L = (z,y) in
addition. Then we can write Q@ = {yl(x,y) + yt + zx = 0} for some linear
form I. Now take f as the automorphism of P3\ §; = A?@Z’t) such that
ff(@)==a, f*(2) =2z —1and f*(t) =t — 22+ 2(2 + 1). Then we have

f(S2\ F) = {zt +1=0} = A,y x C",
f(C\(C’ﬂSl)):{zt+1:0,l(x,1)+t+x2—x:0}

in IP’?’\Sl x> A:()’%Z,t). The projection pr,: f(S2\F) — A%t)\{O} is the same as
the second projection of Al x C*. Since the morphism f(C'\ (CNS;)) — C*
induced by pr, is a dominant map of degree two, we have A = 2 x idz, which
contradicts the assumption that (C, S, S2) belongs to the case (e).

Therefore Sa|lg = C + (z,y) +2(y,2). We can write Q@ = {yl(y,2) +
x(z —y) = 0} for some linear form {. Thus U is the affine modification of
P3\ S = A3 ) with the locus

(z,2,t

22—’z —x+aP+1—t+2t=0, - 2?2 — 2%z — x + x2?
I(L,z)+x(»—1)=0 +1—t+2t=0 '
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Therefore U is isomorphic to
{w((z=1)t—-2>+2(z4+1)+1)+1(1,2)+2(2—1) =0} C A?LZ’t’w)
2w(zt+1)+1(1,z+ 1) + 2z =0}
w4z +1(1,z4+1) =0} = A3,

The same conclusion can be drawn for the case where u.(E;) = (z — z,y).
U

Lemma 9.5. Suppose that the case (e) of Theorem holds with (S, S2) =
({y = vz}, R4) for some v € C. Then U = A3,

Proof. Take ¢: P — P? as the blow-up along E. Then P has a P2-bundle
structure p: P — P! associated with [¢)*Ops(1) — Eyp|. Write F} as the p-
fiber over t € P! and take oo € P! as the point such that Fy, = (S1)p.
Since (S2)p is linearly equivalent to Ops(3) — 2E,, it is a sub P!-bundle.
Hence (S3)p = Sy. We have (S3)p \ ((S2)p N ((S1)p U Ey)) =2 Al x C* by
assumption and p induces the second projection of Al x C*. Since A is an
isomorphism, we have (Cp - 9*Ops (1) — Ey) = 1. Hence Cp is a p-section.

On the other hand, Ey, ]( S2)p 18 reducible by Lemma Hence there is the
unique point, say 0 € P!, such that Eyl(sy)p 18 the sum of ¥y and Fo|s,),-
Since ﬁ(Cpﬂ((Sl)PUEu,)) =#(C'NSy) = 2, we obtain CpN¥y C (S1)pUF.
Moreover, E,, contains Cp N Fy if a = 0, and only if a = 0 or oc.

Now take x: W — P as the blow-up along Cp. By construction, U
is the same as the affine modification of P\ ((S1)p U Ey) with the locus
(Cp\ (CpN((S1)p U Ey)) C (S2)p \ ((S2)p N ((S1)p U Ey))). Hence U =
U' =W\ ((S1US2)w U (Ey)w). On the other hand, we have a morphism
f=@ox)|v:U — P\ {cc} = Al. By virtue of [Kal02, Main Theorem],
it suffices to show that each f-fiber is isomorphic to A? in order to prove
U = A%,

Let a € A\ {0} be a point. Then Cp N F, ¢ Ey. Hence f~!(a) is
the affine modification of F, \ (F, N Ey) = A% with the locus (Cp N F, C
(S2)p N Fu \ ((S2)p N Ey N F,) =2 Al), which is isomorphic to A%

On the other hand, we have Cp N Fy € Ey. Hence f71(0) = Fy \ (Fp N
((S2)p U Ey)). Since (S2)p|r, = Ey|r,, we obtain f~1(0) = A% Hence we
have the assertion. O

Lemma 9.6. Suppose that the case (b) of Theorem holds. Then U = A3.

Proof. Take ¢: P — P3, p: P — P!, F} and oo €~]P’1 as in Lemma
Then (S3)p is a sub Pl-bundle and hence (S3)p = S9. On the other hand,
Eyl(s,)p consists of X3 and a non-reduced member of [2f3|. Hence there is
the unique point, say 0 € P!, such that Eyl(s:)p = 21+ 2F0|(sy) p-

We note that Cp is a 1-section. Since §(CpN((S1)pUEy)) =4(CNSy) =
By(F') =2, we obtain CpNXy C (S1)pUFy. Moreover, I, contains CpNFE,
if a = 0, and only if a = 0 or co. Therefore analysis similar to that in the
proof of Lemma shows that U = A3, (]

Lemma 9.7. Suppose that the case (c) of Theorem holds. Then U = A3.

Proof. Take 1: P — P3, p: P — P!, F; and oo E~]P’1 as in Lemma
Then (S3)p is a sub P!-bundle and hence (S3)p = So. On the other hand,
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Eyl(s,)p consists of X3 and a reduced member of |2f3]. Hence there are two
point, say 0,1 € P!, such that Eyl(so)p = X1+ Fol(sy)p + F1l(5,),- We note
that oo may coincide with 0 or 1.

By the choice of C', Cp is a t-section. Since §(Cp N ((S1)p U Ey)) =
#(C'NS1) = Ba(F) +1, we obtain CpN ¥y C (S1)pUFyUFi. Moreover, £y,
contains Cp N F, if a =0 or 1, and only if a = 0,1 or co. Therefore analysis
similar to that in the proof of Lemma shows that U =2 A3. (]

Combining Propositions B and Lemmas [9.1H9.7, we complete
the proof of Theorem [I.3]
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