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MINIMAL RATIONAL GRAPHS ADMITTING A QHD
SMOOTHING

MARTON BEKE

ABSTRACT. Using the picture deformation technique of De Jong-
Van Straten we show that no singularity whose resolution graph
has 3 or 4 large nodes, i.e., nodes satisfying d(v) + e(v) < —2,
has a QHD smoothing. This is achieved by providing a general
reduction algorithm for graphs with QHD smoothings, and enu-
meration. New examples and families are presented, which admit
a combinatorial QHD smoothing, i.e. the incidence relations for a
sandwich presentation can be satisfied. We also give a new proof
of the Bhupal-Stipsicz theorem on the classification of weighted
homogeneous singularities admitting QHD smoothings with this
method by using cusp singularities.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of complex surface singularities is a central area of interest
in algebraic geometry. A key problem is understanding the various ways
a singularity can be deformed into a smooth surface through a process
called smoothing. This paper investigates a specific type of deformation
known as a rational homology disk (QHD ) smoothing. These are the
topologically simplest kinds of deformations, and so we have hope of
a complete classification. The conjecture is attributed to Wahl, who
had an unpublished list of singularities admitting a QHD smoothing,
stating that this list is complete. This paper presents further evidence
for Wahl’s Conjecture, namely

Theorem 1.1. No complex surface singularity whose resolution graph
has at most three large nodes of any degree, or at most four nodes of
degree 3, and no further nodes can admit a QHD smoothing.

Moreover we give a new proof of the classification theorem for weighted
homogeneous graphs.

Theorem 1.2 (Bhupal-Stipsicz 2010 [I]). The starshaped graphs ad-
matting a QHD smoothing are precisely the graphs depicted on Figure

and Figures[H15
1
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Besides the algebro-geometric perspective, these spaces are also im-
portant in low-dimensional topology motivated by the rational blow-
down operation of Fintushel-Stern [4], which uses QHD fillings of linear
graphs and a cut-and-paste operation to generate topologically smaller
exotic 4-manifolds. In a way this problem also tries to classify all pos-
sible rational blowdowns of 4-manifolds.

Our result can be interpreted also as a generalisation of the obser-
vation (|2, Theorem 2.5, Remark 2.6]), that a starshaped graph, which
admits a QHD smoothing cannot have a too negative node, which is
the same as the large nodes discussed here (e(v) + d(v) < —2).

To achieve these results, we use the deformation theory of sand-
wiched singularities developed by de Jong and van Straten in [3]. This
reduces the question of finding deformations of surface singularities
to deformations of curves with some intersections prescribed by the
surface singularity. We will be mostly dealing with the combinatorial
properties of these intersection patterns. Using Donaldson’s diagonal-
isability theorem strong necessary conditions were imposed on graphs
admitting a QHD smoothing by Stipsicz-Szab6-Wahl [15], in particu-
lar the study of graphs with QHD smoothings is essentially reduced
to the families G, W, N, M, A, B,C, a fact we will rely on in what fol-
lows. The proof of Theorem is as follows: under the assumption
of a graph having large nodes and a QHD smoothing, we find a reduc-
tion algorithm (3.2)), so if a graph admits (the combinatorics of a) QHD
smoothing, then some smaller graph does so too. This, and information
about the general shape of our graphs reduces the problem to a finite
amount of graphs (Lemma [3.23). We then show (Theorem [4.1]), that
any graph, which admits a combinatorial solution to its QHD smooth-
ing problem admits Z% +n = 0, where n is the number of vertices of
the graph, and Zy is the anticanonical cycle. Using this statement,
we can search through all possible graphs to finish the proof of the
theorem.

The proof of the Bhupal-Stipsicz theorem is a case analysis of pos-
sible solutions to the QHD smoothing problem of graphs in A, B,C
(since the other cases have been settled already, see [I5, Section 8|).
This argument is notably simpler and shorter, then the original proof
utilizing the combinatorics of symplectic curves and McDuff’s theorem,
and accordingly the result is weaker, since we only rule out the A, B,C
graphs with one star from having a QHD smoothing, while [I] rules
them out from having a symplectic filling. This gap will hopefully be
filled by an upcoming paper of Plamenevskaya-Starkston. In [I3] they
expand the de Jong-van Straten theory into the symplectic case, if the
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corresponding curve singularity has only smooth branches, the general
case is work in progress.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we review details
on the A, B,C families, and the deformation theory for sandwiched
singularities. Section 3 gives specific introduction to minimal rational
graphs, and describes and proves the reduction algorithm. Section 4
shows some necessary conditions for a graph to admit a combinatorial
QHD smoothing. Section 5 is dedicated to examples of graphs, which
do admit combinatorial QHD smoothings, and Section 6 consists of an
introduction to the case when the curves can have cusp singularities,
and the proof of the Bhupal-Stipsicz theorem.

1.1. Notation. A number k£ on the edge of a graph I' means a path
consisting of k vertices framed —2. In some cases, k is allowed to be
—1; in this case, we identify the two endpoints of the edge with k£ and
frame it e + f + 2, where e, f are the framings of the two endpoints of
the edge with k over it.

e f e+f+2
O0-1-0 = O
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Graphs Admitting a QHD smoothing. In [I5] Stipsicz-Szabo-
Wahl derive strong restrictions on the resolution graph of a singularity
if it admits a QHD smoothing.

Definition 2.1. A resolution graph I' on n vertices is called a sym-
plectic plumbing tree if its intersection lattice Qr admits an embedding
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into the negative definite trivial lattice (Z(ey, ..., e,),n(—1)) such that
K = e; represents the anticanonical cycle of Qr.

Theorem 2.2 ([I5, Corollary 2.5]). If a complex surface singularity
admits a QHD smoothing, its resolution graph is a symplectic plumbing
tree.

The minimal resolution graphs with this property are completely
classified; they belong to one of 7 classes. The first, G, consists of linear
graphs, with framings the negatives of the Hirzebruch-Jung continued
fraction coefficients of }% for p > ¢ > 0 coprime integers. The next
three W, N, M are depicted in Figure

-p-3 -4 -q-3 -3
(%q7(% —O O—CKQ%P@
-3 -q-4

FIGURE 1. The graphs of W, N and M where p, q,r >
—1.

The remaining A, B,C are defined by repeated blowups of an edge
next to the unique —1 vertex or the —1 vertex itself, beginning from
the graph of Figure[2] After the blowups, the framing of the —1 vertex
(which is always unique) is changed to —4, —3, —2 to obtain an element
of the A, B,C classes, respectively.

Theorem 2.3 ([I5, Theorem 1.8|). The set of minimal symplectic
plumbing trees S equals GUWUN UMUAUBUC.

This is only a necessary condition; for the first four classes, a converse
of Theorem 2.2] also holds.
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FIGURE 2. The starting graph for the construction of
the A, B,C families. (a,b,c) = (3,3,3),(2,4,4),(2,3,6)
respectively.

Theorem 2.4 ([15, Theorem 1.10]). For every element ' € GUW U
N UM, there is a complex surface singularity with resolution graph T’
admitting a QHD smoothing.

The case of the A, B, C classes is only partially resolved, but there is
a complete classification for weighted homogeneous singularities in [I}
Theorems 1.4, 1.6], which will be proven in Section @

2.2. Deformations of sandwiched singularities.

Definition 2.5. A resolution graph I is called a sandwich graph if it
arises as a subgraph of a graph that can be blown down to the empty
graph. A singularity is called sandwiched if its resolution graph is a
sandwich graph.

The deformation theory of sandwiched singularities essentially re-
duces to deformations of plane curves, as will be explained momentar-
ily. We rely on the picture deformation method developed in [3].

Let p: (A, E) — (C?%,0) be obtained by point blowups starting from
(C%,0) and the singularity X be obtained by contracting the non-(—1)
curves fromfl. Choose one transverse curvetta C~’Z on each —1 curve
of A. Now A can be seen as a good embedded resolution of p(C').

Reversing the blowup process, De Jong and Van Straten define:

Definition 2.6 (|3, Definitions 1.3, 4.1]). A decorated curve is a pair
(C,1), where C' = U;C; C (C?,0) is a curve with |I] irreducible compo-
nents and a function [ : I — N assigning to each irreducible component
a number. Let m(i) denote the sum of the multiplicities of the ith
branch in the minimal resolution of C', then

(1) m(i) < (i)
for each 7 € I. For discussing deformations, it is useful to encode the
decoration [ as a divisor on the normalization C of C.

From a decorated curve, we obtain a surface singularity as follows:
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Definition 2.7 (|3, Definition 1.4|). Let (C,l) be a decorated curve.
The modification A(C,1) — (C?,0) determined by (C,1) is obtained
from the minimal resolution of C' by (i) — m(i) further blowups at the
ith branch of C'. The analytic set X(C,[) is obtained by contracting
the exceptional curves not intersecting any branch of C' in A(C,1).

Remark 2.8. 1f during the blowup process, we don’t reach the minimal
good resolution of C'; the analytic set can have multiple singular points.

Note that the same surface singularity may be presented in multiple
ways from different decorated curves.

Next, they define the corresponding notion of deformation of sand-
wich singularities from the decorated curve data.

Definition 2.9 (|3 Definition 4.2]). A one-parameter deformation of
a decorated curve (C)l) is a d-constant deformation Can — A of C
(where A := (C,0)) and a flat deformation Ix C C'x A (where C' is the
normalisation of C') under the multiplicity condition of Equation [I]

The multiplicity condition means a divisor on each fiber [; = [ANC} =
> pec, My subject to - o) My = D ccpy, Mp = (i), where (C);
denotes the ith irreducible component of the curve C'.

The important theorem for us is the following:

Theorem 2.10 ([3, Theorem 4.4]). For every one-parameter deforma-
tion of (C,1), there exists a one-parameter deformation of X (C,1), and
every one-parameter deformation of X (C,l) appears in this form!

Mostly we are interested in smoothing components, and it is folklore,
that for rational singularities (which sandwich singularities are, see [14])
every component in the base space of the semi-universal deformation
space of X (denoted B(X)) is a smoothing component (i.e. over a
generic point of this component smoothing occurs). A one-parameter
deformation is always induced from a well-defined component of B(X),
and the generic fiber can be described by a particularly simple special
case of the previous theorem.

Definition 2.11 ([3, Definition 4.6]). A one parameter deformation
(Ca,la) is called a picture deformation, if for generic ¢ # 0 the divisor
l; is reduced.

Remark 2.12. Tt follows that the generic fiber of the d-constant defor-
mation C; only has transverse m-tuple points as singularities. Following
[3] we call 1-tuple points ’free’.

The general fiber of a picture deformation in general consists of a
collection of curves, with the m-tuple points marked for m > 1, and
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possibly some further marked points on each component, so that in
total, each component C; contains [(i) marked points. Since in the
following we will only be working with the intersection patterns of
these curves, we will identify curves with their marked points, so that
they are finite (multi-)sets.

We mention one particularly useful construction, which produces a
smoothing over the Artin component of B(X), called the Scott defor-
mation of X.

Theorem 2.13 (See [3, Proposition 1.10], [13, Proposition 4.1]). Let
(C,0) be an isolated curve singularity of multiplicity m. There is a 1-
parameter deformation, the general fiber of which only has singularities
of the following two types:

e singularities of C after blowing up o

e an m-tuple point.

Given a sandwiched singularity using Theorem and iterating

Theorem [2.13] we obtain a picture deformation of X, the Milnor fiber

of which is isomorphic to the resolution of X. This will be useful when
we compare QHD smoothings to the resolution of the singularity in

Section [l

One can gather all of the incidence information of this combinatorial
setup into a |{points}| x |{number of curves}| matrix I := (t,,) where
Lmn = 1 if point m is on curve n, and 0 otherwise.

Theorem 2.14 (|3, Theorem 5.2|). There is an exact sequence

(2) 0 — Hy(F) = Z{p € Cy : my # 0) 5 Z{(Cy);) — Hy(F) — 0
where F' is the Milnor fiber of the picture deformation.

Using [7, Theorem 2.|, which states that for any smoothing of a
normal surface singularity, the Milnor fiber F' satisfies by (F) = 0, we
get

Corollary 2.15.
vk Hy(F) =: pu(F) = #{points} — #{number of curves}.

Finally, we mention a method to recover the intersection lattice of
the Milnor fiber of the smoothing from a picture deformation.

Theorem 2.16 ([3, Theorems 5.5, 5.11]). The intersection form on
Hy(F) C Z{p € Cy : m, # 0) is the restriction of the Euclidean negative
definite inner product on the latter space. Moreover, the canonical class
is represented by (1,1,...,1) in this basis.
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3. COMBINATORIAL SMOOTHINGS

3.1. The minimal rational case. Throughout this section, we as-
sume [' to be a minimal rational graph with a given sandwich presen-
tation where each component of the corresponding decorated curve is
smooth.

Definition 3.1. In a tree graph I' we denote the unique path between
two vertices v,w € I" by p(v,w) :== (v =wv1,...,v, =w) C V().

Definition 3.2. Given a minimal rational graph I', choose a vertex v €
I'. Add —(deg(v)+e(v))—1 many —1 leaves to it, and —(deg(w)+e(w))
many —1 leaves to every other vertex (deg denotes the degree of the
vertex in the graph I', and e is the Euler number of the vertex). This
larger graph [ is a sandwich presentation of T with smooth branches,
where the blowdown ends at v.

We will be only interested in the incidence structure of the smooth-
ings. To this end, we identify the components of the deformed curve
(C); with the support of their decoration divisor ({);. We make this
identification concrete with the following definition.

Definition 3.3. Given a sandwich presentation of I' with smooth
branches define a combinatorial smoothing to be a tuple (V,C), where
V' is a set of points, and C C P(V') represents the curves corresponding
to each —1 leaf of the presentation. We denote a curve on a vertex
w € I" by C,, and v denotes the last vertex of the blowdown. The
curves have to abide by the following two rules:

(1) |Cu| = |p(w,v)[ +1

(2) [CwNC:| = |p(w,v) N p(z,v)]

Remark 3.4. Using the Noether multiplicity formula, it is clear that
given a sandwiched singularity with smooth branches, this is the inci-
dence structure of a picture deformation.

Again, we note that curves are identified with the support of their
decoration divisor, and so are finite sets.

There are many different ways to give a sandwich presentation of I'
with smooth curves, this corresponds to the choice of v in Definition [3.2]
the vertex where we put one curve less than would be required to
blow it down. [3, Theorem 4.16.] tells us how to relate combinatorial
smoothings under a change of this last vertex v.

Theorem 3.5 ([loc. cit.]). Given a sandwich presentation of I with
smooth branches, ending at a vertez v, a combinatorial smoothing (V,C)
and another vertex w with deg(w)+e(w) < 0 one gets another sandwich
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presentation of I' with smooth branches, ending at w by adding an extra
—1 leaf to v, and removing one from w. There is a combinatorial
smoothing of this graph (V,C) obtained as follows:

() V=V

(2) choose an arbitrary C,, curve to remove

(3) the new curve C, := C,,

(4) for C # Cy and p € V we have C = C, AC

Remark 3.6. Switching from C, to C,,, and then back to C,,, gives back
the original smoothing.

Definition 3.7. We put a partial ordering on the graph: =z > y if
y € p(x,v) where v is the last vertex to be blown down.

Remark 3.8. From the definition it is clear, that if x < y, then |C, N
Cy| = |Cz| — 1, or stated differently 3lp € C, : C, \ {p} C C}. On the
other hand, if z 2 y and z > y, then |C, N Cy| = |C, N C,|. These
basic properties will be used many times in the following.

Definition 3.9. A reducing triple consists of three (not necessarily
distinct) vertices v < w < z, subject to the following conditions:

(1) {deg(v), deg(w), deg(2)} C {1,2} or v =w = z
(2) there is one curve on w and at least one on v and z
(3) no vertex in p(v, z) \ {v,w, 2z} has any curves
(4) T'\ p(v, z) and p(v, z) only connect with edges in I" at v and =
is to be understood additively , i.e., if say v = w, then it should
have at least two curves (one for w and at least one more for v).

Definition 3.10. For a reducing triple v < w < z, we let the blowdown
end at v and pick a distinguished curve on z and denote it C,, the curve
on w is denoted C,,. We name C,\C, =: {Q}, C,NC, =: P, C,\ P =:
Q'. Similarly, we will denote curves on a vertex x by C! C?, and so
on.

3.2. The reduction algorithm. Next, we prove a few simple state-
ments in the context of a given reducing triple. From now on, we also
suppose that every node satisfies deg(v) + e(v) < —2.

Lemma 3.11. Let w # x € I be a vertex. If Q € C,, then QQ € C, for
all z < a.

Proof. Since QQ € C,, either Q' C C, if x > z, or ¢ € Q' : ¢ € C,
if © # z. Either way Q ¢ C, implies C, \ {Q} C C,, which in turn
implies ) € C,, contradiction. O
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Corollary 3.12. If Q € C,, Q € Cy, then x # y unless w = z = =
Y. U

Remark 3.13. By this corollary, we can say that a vertez v € I" contains
() or not, dependent on if its curves do.

Lemma 3.14. If a,b € T are in different components of I' \ {v} and
Q€ C,, then Q & Cy.

Proof. The deg(v) = 1 case is vacuous. Secondly, if deg(v) = 2, Q €
C, N Cy suppose z < a, now b being in a different component means,
that Cj, has to intersect C, once, but from @) € C,, we get that there
is also a ¢’ € Q" which is in C},. z < a implies that Q' C C,, thus
|C, N Cy| > 2, a contradiction.

In the third case, when the reducing triple is v, v, v, Q" consists of a
single point, and the same argument shows that ) € C, N Cy, implies
Q' € C,NCy, but |C, N Cy| =1 by assumption. d

Lemma 3.15. Let (w #)xr < a,b with a 2 b in two different com-
ponents of T'\ {z}. If Q & CL,C?, then Q cannot be in both C, and

Ch.

Proof. Assume x > z and let n + 1 = |CY], if Q € C,, then there is
a point ¢’ € Q' which is in C, and a point p € P with p € C,. Call
Ci\ CJ = {p;}. Since C, does not contain a point of P, it contains
both p;’s. This means, that if () € Cj, were true, then C, and Cy would
intersect in at least n — 2 points of C} NC? in Q and py, p, for a total
of at least n 4+ 1 points, a contradiction, since they have to intersect n
times by assumption.

If x is in another component of '\ {v}, we argue similarly. The
C¢ intersect C,, C, in a single point, which can be in C2 N C?, or the
pi’s. In either case, C,, C}, have to intersect in the remaining at least n
points of C; U C?, and in @, a contradiction. O

We can extend the notion of reducing triple to the case where we
replace of Definition with v = w, deg(v) = deg(w) < 3 and
deg(z) > 2.

Lemma 3.16. With the modified assumption on the reducing triple,
we have, that C! NC*NC, = {P}.

Proof. Let the blowdown end at v. We choose one of the curves on z
to be C, := C!, and denote C, N C, =: {P}, C, \ {P} =: {Q} and
C.\{Q} =: Q' as usual. Furthermore, assume that Q € C?. Pick z > z
with a curve. Without loss of generality, assume that P € C,, then
Q' C C,, since it missed Q € C?, and it cannot intersect C? enough
times otherwise. This implies C, C C,, contradiction. O
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This tells us which point of C), to label ), now we only need to check
that only one component of I'\ {z} and I'\ {v} can contain curves with
@, afterwards Lemma and Lemma [3.15| are applicable.

Lemma 3.17. If x 2 y are in two different components of T'\ {z},
then x,y cannot both contain Q).

Proof. The assumption @) € C, N C, implies that C, and C, intersect
n+ 1 times, since they have to contain (C! UC?)\ {P}, contradiction.
U

Lemma 3.18. Consider x > z and y in another component of I'\ {v},
then x,y cannot both contain Q.

Proof. By Q € C,, we get that Q' C C,, and by the assumption on y,
we get that C, N Q" =0, so C, N C, = 0, contradiction. O

Consider a graph I" and a ¢ = 0 combinatorial smoothing of it
(V,C). In this case, the map I of Theorem is injective, in par-
ticular invertible, so by [3, 5.12-13|, such a combinatorial smoothing is
a qG-smoothing (see [§]) and, in particular, has no free points. This
guarantees us that there will be a curve besides (', containing (). The
preceding lemmas tell us that there is an edge of the graph that sepa-
rates the vertices containing () from the vertices not containing it. We
call such an edge a separating edge.

Now, if there is a reducing triple in I, we can construct a smaller
graph and a combinatorial smoothing for it by contracting a separating
edge, deleting ) from V and C,, from C. This can be iterated until
the graph has no further reducing triples. A graph with no reducing
triples consists of nodes with two curves and other vertices supporting
at most one curve, such that every component of I' \ {nodes} has at
most two curves total.

Definition 3.19. We call such a graph reduced.

Remark 3.20. Note that during reduction, the number of nodes, leaves,
and components of I" \ {nodes} can only decrease.

Definition 3.21. Given a sandwich graph I" we define

§(T) = (Z —e(v) — d(v)) —1— V(D).

vel

Remark 3.22. Note, that given (C,V'), a combinatorial smoothing of
I' with smooth branches we see § = |C| — |V(I')]. Notice also, that
() = 1—> r(e(v) + 3), and compare with Wahl’s formula in [I7,
Theorem 8.1|, which states, that the dimension of a QHD smoothing
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component is given by h'(S) — > .(e(v) + 3), where S is the sheaf of
logarithmic vector fields, the kernel of the map Tx — ®v, — 0.

For graphs in A, B,C, this quantity is always 3 — s, if the graph
only has degree 3 nodes, and 2 — s if it has a degree 4 node, where
s:=#{v el :deg(v) > 2}.

The above proposed algorithm leaves this quantity unchanged.

Lemma 3.23. After reducing a graph I' € A% B3 C? with s many
nodes, the reduced graph v satisfies |y| < 7s — 2. Similarly for a graph
e AY B, C* we have |y] < Ts+ 1.

Proof. In the first case I' \ {nodes} has at most 2s + 1 components, so
~ has at most this many.

This implies, that v has at most 2s +2(2s 4+ 1) — 1 = 6s + 1 curves,
writing 3 — s < 6s + 1 — |y| and rearranging gives the result.

For the case where I' has a degree 4 node, we compute similarly:
25+ 2(2s +2) — 1 = 6s + 3 is the upper bound on the curves, 2 — s <
6s + 3 — |y| and the statement follows. O

Using Lemma [3.23| and computer checking we obtain special cases of
[T, Theorem 1.4, 1.6] and [I7, Theorem 8.6|:

Corollary 3.24. LetI' € AUBUC be a graph with one node of degree
3 (resp. 4) with framing at most —5 (—6), then I' cannot admit a« QHD
smoothing.

Proof. Suppose the graph has a QHD smoothing; apply the reduction
algorithm to its incidence structure. The reduced graph still has § = 2
(1), with e(v) = =2 if deg(v) = 1, e(v) € {—2,—-3} if deg(v) = 2,
e(v) = —deg(v) — 2 otherwise. A linear graph under these framing
restrictions has 6 < —1, an immediate contradiction. Thus, the graphs
have a node and at least 3 leaves. This means that they have § < 0,
which is a contradiction. U

Corollary 3.25. Let I' € AUBUC be a graph with two nodes of degree
3 and framing at most —5, then I' cannot admit a QHD smoothing.

Proof. Suppose I' admits a QHD smoothing, choosing a sandwich pre-
sentation for I with smooth curvettas (since it is assumed to be minimal
rational), we get a combinatorial QHD smoothing, to which we apply
the reduction algorithm, after which we obtain a reduced graph ~.

By Lemma we have the same framing possibilities as before.
Since ¢ stays constant, we know that the reduced graph has § = 1,
since this is true for the starting graphs. By the previous corollary,
graphs with a single node have § < 0, so all possible graphs have
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two nodes. Checking all trees v with |y| < 12 under the constraints
derived thus far, we see that there is no reduced graph with non-square
determinant. 0

Furthermore, we can extend this to graphs with a degree 4 and a de-
gree 3 node, and to the cases with 3 and 4 nodes as well. In these cases,
the determinant can be a square, so we need to rely on Theorem [4.1]
proved below, which states that for a graph admitting a combinatorial
QHD smoothing, one has Z% +|T'| = 0. Unfortunately the computation
of the d—invariant[r] for general reduced graphs remains elusive.

Theorem 3.26. Let ' € AUBUC be a graph with one node of valency 4
and framing at most —6, and at most 2 nodes of valency 3 and framing
at most —5. Then I' cannot admit a QHD smoothing. U

Theorem 3.27. LetI' € AUBUC be a graph with at most four nodes
of valency 3, and framing at most —5, then I' cannot admit o« QHD
smoothing. U

4. LATTICE EMBEDDINGS
In this brief section, we wish to prove the following:

Theorem 4.1. If a sandwiched graph I" admits a combinatorial rational
homology disk smoothing, then the anticanonical cycle of the graph Zx
satisfies Z% + |T'| = 0.

Proof. Consider a sandwiched graph I' with a fixed sandwich presenta-
tion I, which admits a combinatorial QHD smoothing. Following 13,
we let P’ = Z! denote the free abelian group generated by the points of
the combinatorial QHD smoothing and endow it with the trivial neg-
ative definite intersection form. Similarly, let L = Z' denote the free
abelian group generated by the set of curvettas of the sandwich presen-
tation I". Consider the map J : P’ — L where p — ZPGLi L;, i.e., the
incidence matrix of the combinatorial smoothing. Since rk P’ = rk L,
by [3, Corollary 5.10], the matrix of this map in the natural bases is
invertible over Q.

Consider also the incidence map of the Scott deformation I : P =
ZHm™ — L. As mentioned in [3, Corollary 1.11] and [13], Subsection 4.2],
the Milnor fiber of this deformation is diffeomorphic to the resolution
of the singularity; thus, by Theorem [2.16, we have Qr — P.

Next note, that IT* = JJ* = Quuin in the language of [3], thus
JU 1 = (J7H)(J7U)* = id, which means, that the rows of the

Yie. (Z% +1T))/4, see e.g. [12]
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matrix J~!/ form an orthonormal basis for ker(J 1)+ = ker(I)* <
P®Q.

Let 1, = (1)§, the product I1;,, = (|L;])}, and since the number of
points on each curvetta is determined by the sandwich presentation T,
the same is true for J1;, thus J~'I1,,,, = 1;, which means that denoting
the rows of J71I by f; we get a basis where taking K = Zpepp we
have

(3) DK =) fi

Up until now, we were concerned with ker(I)t. We have P ® Q =
(Q*n, (—1)""), and an embedded (Q', (—1)!). By Witt’s cancellation
theorem ([I1], 4.4]) this means, that the orthogonal complement gener-
ated by ker(J'I) is isomorphic to (Q", (—1)™).

By Equation |3 the orthogonal projection of K onto ker(/)* is equal
to Y fi, and so has square —[, which implies that the orthogonal projec-
tion to ker(J~'I) will have square —n. From Theorem , this projec-
tion represents the anti-canonical cycle of I', we get that Z2 = —n. [0

Proposition 4.2. If a sandwiched graph I' admits a combinatorial ra-
tional homology disk smoothing, then Qr C U for some unimodular

lattice U, with tk U = |T|.

Proof. Let I : P — L denote the incidence matrix of the Scott defor-
mation, and J : P’ — L denote the incidence matrix of a combinatorial
QHD deformation, as previously. By Figure 3| ([3, Diagram 5.9]) we get
that I is surjective and J is injective. In particular H*(F;) < H;(0F})
is a subgroup of the discriminant group of Qr (which is isomorphic to
H,(0F) of size \/H;(0F). By commutativity of the diagram and the
fact that P is endowed with the trivial negative definite intersection
form, this subgroup is isotropic, which by [10, 1.7.1] gives an integral
unimodular overlattice U for Qr in Q5. U

5. SOME GRAPHS ADMITTING A COMBINATORIAL QHD
SMOOTHING

Example 5.1. Let us denote by fpp(n) the star-shaped graph with
n? +n + 1 arms, each of length n — 1, with the node having framing
—n?—n—2, and all other vertices —2. A combinatorial QHD smoothing
of this graph is the finite projective plane of order n. det(fpp(n)) =
n(*U7(n + 1)2, and they all have Z% +n = 0.

By modifying the finite projective plane configuration, we obtain
further graphs with combinatorial QHD smoothings. Pick a point x and

all lines through it. Add further points ay, ..., a;, and curves {z, a;} to
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0 0
0 Lx L* 0
I Jor*
0 —— ker f P ! L coker f —— 0

0 —— Hy(Fy) —— H*(Fy) —— H1(0Fy) —— Hy(Fy) —— 0

0 0 0 0

FIGURE 3. f denotes the incidence matrix of a combina-
torial smoothing, and F; the Milnor fiber ([3, Diagram
5.9])

the configuration, and for all lines that do not contain x, add all of the
a;. This is a QHD smoothing for the graph we denote fpp(n);.

Example 5.2. Consider k "clusters" consisting of n points each: {4;}¥
with [A;| = n. Define sets of curves as follows: Cf = Uy, A;U{a;} where
a; € A;. This is a combinatorial QHD smoothing of a graph, which we
denote Cl(k,n).

(Similarly one can take C} := Uz A U A; \ {a;}, the corresponding
graph Cl(—k,n) is linear with coefficients the negatives of [2xp—2, p+
2] = L5)

-2 k-1 -n-1

O— (k-2)n O 0
n-3 k

-n-1

FIGURE 4. The graph Cl(k,n) for k¥ > 1. The number
x on an edge represents a path of x many —2 vertices.

Remark 5.3. We define cluster extension of the graphs Cl(k,n). Here,
consider an additional set B, with |B| = b (which we call the parameter
of the extension), and add its points to all existing curves. Furthermore
add new curves D; = UA; U {b;} (or UA, U B\ {b;} for b < 0). The
construction corresponds to a combinatorial smoothing of a graph, if
b>mn>1with £ > 0, and in all cases if k£ < —1.
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FIGURE 5. The graph we obtain after cluster extending

2
Cl(k,n) for k > 1. For k < —1, we still get some I
linear graphs, which admit a QHD smoothing.

Another construction one can make is the star extension of Cl(k,n).

Add a new point z and a new set B of size b. Add the elements of
B to the existing curves, and define new curves S; = {z} U {b;} and

-b-2 -3 -k-1 -n-1

O kn-2 O 1+b-2n O/\ n-3 O
n-3

-n-1

FIGURE 6. The graph we obtain after star extending
Cl(k,n) for k > 1.

Example 5.4. Using the complement idea, we generalize the family
of Wahl [16, 5.9.2]. In this case we consider 3 sets A, B,C of sizes
|lal, ], |¢|, the curves are AU{b;}, BU{¢;}, C'U{a;}, or one can take the
complements of the singletons inside their containing sets. We denote
this choice by flipping the sign of the set, that the corresponding curves
contain, i.e. a,—b,c uses the curves AU {b;}, BU (C'\ {¢;}),C U {a;}.
This gives combinatorial smoothings for the graphs we denote ¢(a, b, c).
If all parameters are positive, we get Wahl’s family (Figure [1| left), if
one or two is negative, we get the AN/ family (Figure [1] right). If all
three are negative with |a| > |b| = |c| we get the graph of Figure 7
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-2 -3 -3 b-1
O—b3—0—ab1~Cb2—O
. b-1 b-2
& e
FIGURE 7. The graph t(—a, —b, —b).

6. WEIGHTED HOMOGENEOUS SINGULARITIES — STARS

This section presents a new proof of the main theorem of [I], namely
the classification of weighted homogeneous singularities admitting a
QHD smoothing. From Theorem [2.4] we only need to check the star-
shaped elements of A, B,C. In contrast to Section 3] not all graphs will
be minimal rational; most curvettas will be ordinary cusps.

6.1. The degree 3 case. Let us begin with some generalities, which
will be used multiple times in the following. We will be dealing with
star-shaped graphs with three arms, where two of the arms have length
1 and decorations —a and —b, respectively. We will always put max{a—
2,0} many —1 framed vertices on the —a vertex and max{b—3, 0} many
—1 framed vertices to the —b vertex. Denote curvettas on these vertices
by S; and L;, respectively. The third "long" arm will be blown down
starting from the end and decorated as necessary. Take an arbitrary
order on the —1 vertices of every vertex, and denote the jth curvetta
of the ith vertex by CY.

-a, L -2 Cy Ch
O O -1 O O
-b, S

FIGURE 8. The general case graph with the curves indi-
cated.

Since the node has framing at most —2, we know that the C7 will be
star-shaped and the L;, S; will be smooth. We provide their intersec-
tions in Table [IHl
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() | La | Sa Cg

Curve Li|S;| L; | 1]1 2

# of points | 2 | 3 | 5+i Si 2 3
(A) Point data & 6 + min{é, a}

(B) Intersection data

TABLE 1. The combinatorial information in our setup

The multiplicity sequence of these cusps are easily computed to be
(2,1,...,1), so C¢ must all have one double (2-tuple) point and further
simple points (i.e., at all but one point the curve is locally irreducible).
For a cusp curve C, we define X (C') to be the point in P which it con-
tains with multiplicity 2. From this, it is simple to compute how many
points each curve has to contain and their intersection multiplicities,
this is collected in Table [lal We denote the points where these curves
intersect by {p; : 1 <i <4+ n}.

In this section, n will always denote the number of vertices on the
"long" arm (on which the C7 are located). From the construction of
the A, B, C classes, it is easy to see by induction that there will always
be 4 + n many curves in total in the sandwich presentation described
above. We will mostly be interested in the smooth curves, the curves
at the very end C7, and the curve closest to the node. We let ¢ denote
the index where there exists C}, and for every k < ¢, there is no C}.

Remark 6.1. As before, we work with the intersection pattern of the
given sandwich presentation of the graph, and by a small abuse of
notation, we identify curves with the intersection points they contain.

We note some simple facts about these curves:

Lemma 6.2. Consider ¢ and C? fori < a. If X(C’f) # X(CP), then
C] € CY (as sets, without multiplicities). If X(CJ) = X(C?), then
there is a single p € C with p ¢ C?.

Proof. If their double points differ, then py := X (C?) € €7, otherwise,
(Ct,C7) < 5+i < 6+1, and if pg € C7, then it has to go through every
point for the intersection to reach 6 + i.

On the other hand, if their double points coincide, then there are

a further 3 + ¢ simple points to make 2 + ¢ intersections. The claim
follows. O

Corollary 6.3. The C curves all have distinct double points, where
all other C! must have a single point. The L; and S; cannot go through
these points.
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Proof. Since the C}' curves contain 5 + n points with multiplicity, and
there are 4 + n points in total, they go through all points, i.e., it is
impossible for the second case of Lemma to occur.

Both L; and S; would intersect the C' curves too many times if they
went through the double points. U

We state the following for emphasis:
Corollary 6.4. All Cij must go through every other C°’s double point.
6.1.1. Graphs in C. We begin the case analysis with the class C.

-2 -2 -p-6

:7%10%)
-3

FIGURE 9. Graphs in Cg admitting a QHD smoothing

Theorem 6.5. In Cq, only the family depicted in Figure [9 can admit
a QHD smoothing.

Proof. In this case, there are no L;, S;, only the cusps. The known case
is = n, we want to rule out any other possibility. It is easy to see
by induction that there will be 6 4+ ¢ many C curves if £ < n. By
Corollary , C} would have to contain 2+ 6+ ¢ > 5+ ¢ many points,
a contradiction. O

-p-3 -2 -2 -q-5

-9 ) -3
27@},{) 27%<H}2%>
-6 -6

F1GURE 10. The graphs for the C5 case, p > 0,q > —1.

Theorem 6.6. In Cs, only the graphs of Figure can admit QHD
smoothings.

Proof. In this case, we have three L;’s in addition to the cusps. If £ = n,
we are done, so let / < n. Simple induction shows that there will be
3+ ¢ many C%’s, so C} contains their double points, its double point
and no further point. This means that the L; have to go through this
point to intersect it twice by Lemma [6.3]
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If there would be another C¢ with ¢ < k < n, then it intersects C}
least 7+ ¢ times by Corollary , a contradiction. So there is C}, and
the C curves. This means that 3+¢=4+4+n—-3—1, ergo { =n — 3,
and this is the other known case.

O
-p-2 -q-4
7 P —O 7 a % 3—0O
-6 -9 -3 3 ~q-4

27&(1%2@_0
-3

FIGURE 11. The graphs for the C5 case, p > 0,q > —1.

Theorem 6.7. In Cy, only the graphs of Figure can admit a QHD
smoothing.

Proof. In this case, there will be four S; curves and the cusps. Let
¢ < n. There will be 2 4+ ¢ many cusps on the last vertex.

Counting the number of points of C} it has (besides the C% double
points) pg := X (C}) and a further simple point denoted ps. All of the
S; have to go through p, and p, since (S;,C}) = 3. This also means
that they have a further point each pg,. If there is a second Cij for some
( < i <n, then X(C?) = py or ps.

If X(Cj) = pg, then p, will be the point Cj misses by Lemma
and pg, € C’] If there were a third C? curve with i < a < n, we see
that X (C?) = pg by Corollary . By the same argument we get that
ps, €EClfori=1,...,4.

Every subsequent curve has to meet these same requirements. Let

= C\ {S;,Cy,Cy}, with |K| = k. Let K = UK\ {X(C?) :
n < E +2} € V with |K| = k. Counting the curves and points of the
configuration, we get

(4) 240+ 1+4+k=24+0+2+4+k=4+n,
implying k = 1 + k.
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; J— (1
Claim. Cj = Cy5.

Proof. 1t C’f would contain any further points, then the curves in K re-
stricted to the points of K give a solution to the combinatorial smooth-
ing problem for a linear graph, since X (C) = p, for all C' € K. This
implies £ < /~c, a contradiction. U

Any further curve would also go through p, and pg,, which means it
would intersect C},; 104+ > 9+ ¢ times, a contradiction. Substituting
k =1 into Equation {4 we see that ¢ = n — 4, this is the third graph of
Figure (11} A

The other case plays out similarly. If X(C7) = ps, then every other
curve has to have its double point at p, and go through p, to intersect
S; and C} enough times. The same argument shows that C¢Y = C?,
there are no further curves and ¢ = n — 4. This is the second graph of
Figure (11}

If there is only one cusp curve that is not on the last vertex, then
we have 4 +n = 24+ 0+ 1+ 4, ergo ¢ = n — 3. The C’s require
24+n—3 =n—1 points, C} an additional 2. We have only 3 points left,
which is a contradiction since the S; need 4 additional points besides
the previously mentioned ones.

Finally, if ¢ = n, we get the first graph of Figure [11} U

6.1.2. Graphs in B. We continue with the B class.

-4 -2 -3 -p-3 -4 -2 -3 -3 -q-4
P—O—O 1—O——0O—1—0
-4 -4

F1GURE 12. The graphs for the B, case, p > 0,q > —1.

Theorem 6.8. In By, only the graphs of Figure|14 can admit a QHD
smoothing.

Proof. In this case, there is L1, S7, .5, and the cusps. Suppose that not
every blowup happened on the edge next to the leaf. In this case, the
setup of the cusps is identical to the Cy case, the curve C} has (besides
the X (C?) points) a double and one further simple point p; and ps,
respectively. ps,pg € S; to intersect C} three times (and both have one
further point pg,). L; has to go through p, to intersect C} twice, and
thus it contains one further point py, .
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We continue similarly to the Cy case. Any further curve can have its
double point at either pg or p,, and all of them have to be at the same
point. Denote the curve with the next smallest index after ¢ by CY.
From here, the same argument provides that C? is C} 41 in both cases
(it either contains pg,, ps, in the pg or pg, pr, in the pg case). In both
cases, there are no further curves because they would intersect C€1+1
too many times. This gives the second graph of Figure [I2]

Lastly, if every blowup happens next to the leaf, we get the first

graph of Figure O

F1GURE 13. The graph for the B, case, p > 0.

Theorem 6.9. In B4, only the graph of Figure can admit a QHD
smoothing.

Proof. In this case, we have L; and the cusps. Suppose not every
blowup happened next to the leaf. Then a simple induction shows that
there are 4 4+ ¢ many C< curves. This means C} goes through 6 + ¢
points with multiplicity, an immediate contradiction. U

-3 -2 -4 -p-4

7PH
-3

FIGURE 14. The graphs for the A3 case, p > 0.

6.1.3. Graphs in A.

Theorem 6.10. In A3, only the graph of Figure 14| can admit a QHD
smoothing.

Proof. In this case, there is S; and the cusps. Suppose not every blowup
happened next to the leaf. There will be 3+ ¢ curves at the last vertex
by induction. C} will go through the double points of the C¢ curves,
and it has its double point and no more. By Corollary S1 can only
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intersect C} at pg, so at most 2 times instead of the required 3, an
immediate contradiction. Thus, we are left with the case when every
blowup happens next to the leaf, depicted in Figure [14] 0

6.2. The degree 4 case. Most of the setup stays unchanged in this
case; there will still be 4 +n many curves, the end curves have to go
through all points, etc. In addition to the L;,S;, there will also be
some exceptional cusps I';. They intersect the L;, S; as do the C/, and
intersect the C’ij curves 6 times.

Lemma 6.11. X(C%) €I'; for any i.
Proof. If this were not the case, they would intersect 7 times. O

In the following, we will assume that not all blowups happen next
to the leaf as previously, a simple calculation shows, that C} has three
points (besides the double points of the C'¢ curves of course): its double
point denoted p,4, and two simple points p,,. We fix this notation in
this section.

Lemma 6.12. Every curve after C} can have their double points in at
most two of the three points pq, Ps,, Ps., -

Proof. There are two cases to consider. The first curves have their
double points at pg, ps, or ps,,ps, and both are similar. If there is a
curve with double point at pg besides C}, it has to miss one of the
Ds;, SaY Ps,, this means no curve can have its double point at p,, by
Corollary [6.4]

Symmetrically, if every subsequent curve has its double point at the

Ps,;, no curve can have its double point at p, since it would have to miss
one of the p,, by Lemma O

We state the following corollary of the proof for emphasis:
Corollary 6.13. If X(CY) = pg, then X (C?) = py for any a < i.

Proof. Such curves have to miss one of the p,,’s, and so a point of
any curve with double point at any of these two points, which is a
contradiction. U

Lemma 6.14. If every curve B after C} until C? has X(B) = pg and
the next curve C satisfies X (C') = ps,, then all subsequent curves have
their double points at ps,. The same statement is true if we change the

order of pa, ps, or replace pg, ps, With ps,, Ps,-

Proof. Let us denote a curve after C' by C' with X(C) # X(C"). If
X (C7) = pa, then by assumption we know, that ps, € CJ # ps,, thus
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we only have to rule out X (C’) = py. This is automatic by Lemma [6.2)
since pg, ps;» Ps, € C, the curve C” will also contain these points and
thus all points of C}, a contradiction, since X (C}) = X(C").

The case where X (C?) = p,, is simpler; if X(C) = py, then p,, & C,
a contradiction since p,, € CY.

If X(C) = ps,, then X(C") # pg, since it would miss a point of
C7,C. Since X(C) # X(C") = X(CY) we get that ¢ ¢ C c (', a

contradiction. O

The strategy of the proof follows the Co, By cases: we analyze the
configuration of the existing L;, S;, T; curves in relation to C}, then we
take every other cusp, which is not a Cf, and use them construct a
solution to the combinatorial smoothing problem of a linear graph, i.e.
a sequence of sets A; satisfying Definition [3.3]

This is done by observing, that if some cusps C; have X(C;) =
X (Cy), then by "forgetting" the multiplicity of the double point the
definition is already satisfied. Furthermore if there are larger (in the
sense, that they correspond to vertices of the graph farther from the
node) curves D; with X (D;) = X(Dy) # X(C;) if we remove X (C;)
from D; the definition is satisfied. Furthermore we delete points, which
are contained in every curve, and identify points which we know must
be either contained or missed together.

-a -3 -d -p-2
O (O—pr—0O O
b

FIGURE 15. The wvalency 4 graphs, which ad-
mit a QHD smoothing, where [a,b,c;d] €
{3,3,3;4],[2,4,4;3],[2,3,6;2]} and p > 0.

6.2.1. Graphs in C.

Theorem 6.15. In C*, only the graph of Figure can admit a QHD
smoothing.

Proof. We have five I'; exceptional cusps and the Cij on the fourth
arm. If there is no C}, we are done, otherwise, there are 1 + ¢ many
C2 curves. Counting points, we see that C} has three points besides
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the double points of the Cf, its double point p,, and two simple points
ps;- ([;,C}) = 6 can only happen, if every T; has its double point at
pa and contains both p,, by Lemma [6.11]

A simple checking of cases shows that all of the I'; have to go through
a further point together, denote it pr, and have a final point, which is
not on any other I';, call them p;. Every CY curve which is not C} or
Cy will have to contain either pr or the p; to intersect the I'; 6 times
(but not both). Note, that a "switch" lemma, similar to Lemma [6.14]
applies to these two possibilities as well, if some curves contain, say pr,
and the next curve contains the p;, then every subsequent curve has to
contain the p; as well, since the curves C/ have to contain the previous
ones’ points except for at most one.

Every further curve CY with ¢ < n has to have its double point at py
or one of the p,,. By Lemmata we have to consider the cases
where some curves after C} have double points at pg or ps, and possibly
some later curves have their double points at p,, in the former, or p,,
in the latter case.

We construct a new system of curves as follows: take the points of
X := C}\{A}, where A denotes the double point of the first curve after
C}. Take every take every curve with index (i, ) # (¢,1) or (n, ). Our
new curves will be C’ij \ X if the double point of this curve was at A, or
C7\ {X U{A}} if its double point was not at A, with the modification,
that the p; are combined into a single point P, and finally with an
added new curve Sy = {pr,P}. These curves give a combinatorial
solution to the smoothing problem of a linear graph, thus in particular
it has at least as many points, as curves. From this we deduce, that
k+1 < k+ 3, where k denotes the number of curves in the original
configuration besides C},C%,T;, and k denotes the number of points
in the original configuration besides the points of C}, pr,p1, ..., ps-

Suppose there existed a QHD smoothing, then we would have

14+0+5+14+k=14+(+3+1+5+ke k=Fk+3.
Thus k + 3 < l~€+2, contradiction. O

6.2.2. Graphs in B.
Theorem 6.16. In B*, only the known case admits a QHD smoothing.

Proof. We have L1, S1, S5, I"1 besides the Cz-j . If every blowup happens
next to the leaf of the fourth arm, we are in the known case, otherwise
there are 1 + ¢ many C® curves, and C} has three points which are
not double points of the C7’s, denoted pg, ps,,ps, as before. Besides
these three points, I'y has two further points pr,p;. L; contains two
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points. These can be either p; and a new point pr, or ps,, ps,. In this
latter case, there can be no further €Y, since either X (CY) = pg which
forces (C7, L) = 1, or X(C?) = p,,, which implies (C?7), L) = 3. This
means that this case cannot occur since we would have fewer curves
than points. The S; have to go through p, to intersect C} three times,
and either they both go through pg,, and have one extra point ps, ps,
or ps, € 5;, and they meet at a further point pg.

In the latter case no further C7 can exist, since X (CY) = pq is forced,
and so ps, € C’ij Z ps,, thus (05,52) = 2, a contradiction. Thus this
case cannot happen, since there are at least two curves on the long
arm, which are not on the end by the construction of the B class.

If both S; go through ps, then either all CY after C} have their double
points first at pg,, then p,,, or at pg, then p,, or at pg then p,, (with
the "switch" possibly not happening) by Lemma or if p,, is the
double point of the first curve, then all curves will have their double
points there.

For all of these cases we derive a combinatorial smoothing for a linear
graph using the same method as previously. Let A denote X (C?) where
¢/ is the next curve after C}. Let X := (CL UL, US; US,) \ {A}.
If X(C) = A, then consider C'\ X, otherwise we take a curve to be
C\ (X U{A}). Finally add a curve {pr,pi}. The validity of this
configuration shows that k£ +1 < k + 3. On the other hand we can
calculate B -~

140 +54+k=1+0+8+k < k=Fk+3,
which is a contradiction.
O

6.2.3. Graphs in A.
Theorem 6.17. In A* only the known case admits a QHD smoothing.

Proof. We have I'1,I'5,5; and the cusps. The known case is when
every blowup happens towards the leaf, otherwise 1 + ¢ is the number
of C% curves, besides their double points C} has its double point and
two simple points pg, ps,, Ps,- ['1, 1’2 have their double points at p,; to
intersect C} enough times, they intersect at one more point pr and
have a single point each py, ps. 57 contains pg, ps, and a further point
Ps.

The proof is essentially the same as the previous two cases. The
double points of subsequent curves can be at two of the three possible
points pg, ps,, Ps,- Let A denote the double point of the first curve. We
create a solution to the combinatorial smoothing problem of a linear
graph by identifying the points pi,ps into a single point P, taking
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X = C} \ {A} and considering the curves CY\ X if X(CY) = A and
CI\ (X U{A}) if X(C]) # A, and finally adding Sy = {Fr, P} to

the beginning of the configuration. This means that £ +1 < k + 3.
Assuming the existence of a QHD smoothing, we compute

1+l +4+k=144+T7T+ksk=Fk+3.
O

Remark 6.18. The known families already ruled out in e.g. [6, Proposi-
tion 4.2] can also be ruled out from having a QHD smoothing using this
method. Similarly to Section [5] one can find many graphs with a fixed
sandwiched presentation admitting a combinatorial QHD smoothing.
Unlike the minimal rational case, this is even possible inside the A, B, C
families.

More generally, there are graphs which are rational, and have more
than one —2 node in the A, B, C families, which don’t have a sandwich
presentation using only smooth and cusp curves, and in fact there are
rational graphs in A, B,C, which are not sandwiched at all.
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