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Abstract:

An E7-Weierstrass model is conjectured to have eight distinct crepant resolutions whose flop
diagram is a Dynkin diagram of type Eg. In previous work, we explicitly constructed four distinct
resolutions, for which the flop diagram formed a D4 sub-diagram. The goal of this paper is to explore
those properties of a resolved E7-model which are not invariant under flops. In particular, we examine
the fiber degenerations, identify the fibral divisors up to isomorphism, and study violation of flatness
appearing over certain codimension-three loci in the base, where a component of the fiber grows in
dimension from a rational curve to a rational surface. For each crepant resolution, we compute the
triple intersection polynomial and the linear form induced by the second Chern class, as well as the
holomorphic and ordinary Euler characteristics, and the signature of each fibral divisor. We identify
the isomorphism classes of the rational surfaces that break the flatness of the fibration. Moreover,
we explicitly show that the D4 flops correspond to the crepant resolutions of the orbifold given by
C3 quotiented by the Klein four-group.
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1 Introduction and summary

The study of crepant resolutions of singular Weierstrass models lies at the crossroads of algebraic
geometry, number theory, and string theory. In mathematics, interest in elliptic fibrations started
with the pioneering work of Kodaira, Néron, Tate, Deligne, and others. Ever since, elliptic fibrations
have appeared in a variety of situations from algebraic geometry to number theory. In Calabi-
Yau compactifications, elliptic fibrations are ubiquitous, as a large majority of known Calabi—Yau
varieties are elliptically fibered. These hold a special place in birational geometry. Meanwhile elliptic
fibrations play a key role in M-theory and F-theory compactifications. In both F-theory and M-
theory, elliptic fibrations offer elegant geometrizations of aspects of supersymmetric gauge theories.
In particular, elliptically fibrations are at the heart of the constructions of new super-conformal
field theories that often have no alternative description. The extended Ké&hler cones of Calabi—
Yau threefolds are closely related to the Coulomb phases of five-dimensional supersymmetric gauge
theories with eight supersymmetric charges.

Simple types of elliptic fibrations are the so called G-models where GG is a simply connected
compact Lie group associated with a Kodaira fiber whose dual graph is the affine version of the
Dynkin diagram of the Lie algebra g of G. Among the G-models with G a compact exceptional Lie
group, those not fully well understood are Eg and E7, since they are the only ones allowing flops.
Unfortunately, not all possible minimal models corresponding to a Weierstrass model of type Eg
and E;7 are known explicitly. An E7-model is conjectured to have eight distinct crepant resolutions
whose flop diagram is a Dynkin diagram of type Eg (see Figure 4). Any two crepant resolutions
of the same variety are related by a finite sequence of flops and have the same Euler characteristic
and Hodge numbers.! The goal of this paper is to explore those properties of a resolved E7-model
which are not invariant under flops. Examples include the geometry of its fibral divisors as well as
its intersection ring and the geometry of its fat fibers. The key results of this paper are as follows:

a) Fiber degenerations of an Ez-model (see Table 1)

We study degenerations of the generic curve of the fibral divisors using the hyperplane ar-
rangement [(56, E7). In this way, we avoid the box graph method used in [27] and correct
a few discrepancies in the literature [6,11,12,25,27]. In particular, for the chamber where
the affine node can degenerate, we identify the correct splitting which was missing in [12] and
inaccurate in [11,27]. We regard this result as a completion of the work of Diaconescu and
Entin [12].

b) Dy-flops of the Er-model as flops of the orbifold C?/(Zy x Zs) (see Figure 7)

In [25], we explicitly constructed four of the eight conjectured E7 minimal models and showed
that their flops define a Dynkin diagram of type D4. We now give a direct answer to a question
raised in that paper. Namely, we show that the flops between the minimal models Y4, Y5, Yg,
and Yg correspond to flops between the four crepant resolutions of the orbifold C3/(Zy x Zs),
which is isomorphic to the binomial variety

Cluy, up, us, t]/(t* — ugugus).

!The generating function for the Euler characteristic of G-models, as well as the Hodge numbers for the Calabi-Yau
threefold case can be found in [18]. Additional characteristic invariants preserved by flops are given in [20].



c) Triple intersection numbers (see Theorem 5.9)

We compute the triple intersection polynomial of the fibral divisors in all chambers for which
we have an explicit crepant resolution of the singularities

7
Fin(¢) = /Y () Data)®, m=14,56,8.

n a=0

The triple intersection depends on the chamber but not the blowups used to reach it. This
data is useful for determining the matter representations which appear in F-theory compact-
ifications. We consider specializations to the case of Calabi-Yau manifolds, and further to
S? = —8 and g = 0, relevant to the CFT literature.

d) Isomorphism classes of fibral divisors (see Table 3, Section 6)

We identify the fibral divisors of an F7-model up to isomorphism by exploiting the known
crepant resolutions. In doing so, we also learn something about those chambers for which we
do not have an explicit geometric construction. When two chambers are connected by a flop
that does not change D;, the isomorphism class of D; remains the same. This implies that we
can easily move from chamber to chamber by flops and learn about the fiber geometry (modulo
some empty entries).

e) Characteristic numbers of fibral divisors (see Theorems 7.1 and 7.3)

We give the linear functions induced on H?(Y,Z) by the second Chern class of the minimal
models Y:{Y4, Y5, YG, Yg}

e H*Y,Z) = Z DH/D'CQ(TY)
Y

as well as characteristic numbers of the fibral divisiors D, for each of these varieties. In
particular, we consider the signature 7(D) as well as the holomorphic xo(D) and ordinary
X(D) Euler characteristics. These characteristic numbers provide precious information about
the structure of the fibral divisors. For instance, the signature and the Euler characteristic
also give information on the number of charged hypermultiplets and the number of rational
curves appearing when the E- fibers degenerate.

f) Fat fibers and loss of flatness (see Figure 8)

In each minimal model Y, we analyze, the generic fiber Cg of the fibral divisor Dg specializes
to a rational surface Q, over a codimension-three locus in the base, and does not give a flat
fibration. The rational surfaces Qg and Qg are isomorphic to the Hirzebruch surfaces Fy and
IF1, respectively, and are related by the usual Nagata transformation with Qs serving as the
intermediate surface. The rational surface Q5 is obtained by blowing-up a point of the (—1)-
curve of Qg = [F; or by blowing-up a point of the curve of self-intersection 2 in Qg = F5. The
rational surface Q4 is obtained by blowing-up the intersection of the two (—1)-curves of Qs.

This paper is organized as follows. We spend Section 2 reviewing the necessarily preliminaries.
We then present results a)-f) summarized above in sections 3-8, respectively.



2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the E; Weierstrass model, give our conventions for the Dynkin diagrams
of E7 and Eg, write out the weights for the fundamental representation 56 of Er, and review the

structure of the hyperplane arrangement I(E7, 56) as analyzed in [25].

2.1 Defining the E;-model

Consider a smooth variety B, a line bundle .Z — B, and define the projective bundle
m: Xo=PplOp & L*? @ L% - B.

A Weierstrass model is the zero scheme of a section of the bundle? Ox,(3) ® 7*.£%5. We can make
this more explicit by denoting the relative projective coordinates of Xy as [z : = : y|. Then a

Weierstrass model can be written as the vanishing locus?

V(y?z — a3 — fx2? — g2°), (2.1)
where f is a section of .Z®* and ¢ is a section of .Z®°. The discriminant and the j-invariant are

_ 443 2 Af8

The discriminant locus V(A) consists of points in B over which the fiber is singular.

Let B be a smooth variety and S = V(s) be a smooth prime divisor in B given by the zero
locus of a section s of a line bundle .. An Ez-model is given by a Weierstrass model such that (see
Proposition 4 of [36] and Step 9 of Tate’s algorithm)

y?z = 2 +asPrz? + bs°2P, (2.2)
where a is a section of Z®*®.7~®3 and b is a section of %% ®.7~®5 Moreover, we assume that
a and b have zero valuation along S and V(a) and V(b) are smooth divisors in B which intersect
transversally. For this model the discriminant

A = 5%(4a® 4 27b%s) (2.3)

factorizes into components S and A’ = V (4a® 4 27b%s). The generic fiber over S is of Kodaira type
IIT* and that over A’ is of type I;. The divisor A’ has cuspidal singularities at V' (a, b) which worsen
to triple point singularities over V(a,b, s). S and A’ do not intersect transversally, but rather at the
triple points (s,a3). At the support of this intersection, we have the following degeneration:

A'NS=V(s,a): UI*+1; — II*. (2.4)
2Here Ox, (1) is the dual of the tautological line bundle of X, .
3Given a set of line bundles .%; with sections fi we denote their zero scheme f1 = fo=---= fr, =0as V(f1,..., fr).



2.2 Root system of E; and the weights of its fundamental representation 56

The Lie algebra of type E7 has dimension 133, and Weyl group of order 2!°-3%*.5.7[9, Plate VI|.
The Cartan matrix of E7 is

o 2 -1 0 0 0 0 0
as | -1 2 =1 0 0 0 o0
as | 0 -1 2 -1 0 o0 -1
s | 0O 0 -1 2 -1 0 o0 (2.5)
as | 00 0 -1 2 -1 0
o | 0 0 0 0 -1 2 0
ar A\ O 0 -1 0 0 2

where the ith row gives the coordinates of the simple root «; in the basis of fundamental weights. As
compared to Bourbaki’s tables, our (aq, e, a3, ay, as, ag, ay) are denoted (aq, ag, oy, a5, g, a7, i2),
respectively.

The affine Dynkin diagrams for E7 and Eg are provided in Figure 1 and Figure 2, respectively.
The Hasse diagram for the representation 56 of E7 is given in Figure 3. The affine Dynkin diagram
of type E; appears as the dual graph of the generic fiber over S for the E;-model.

G O a2 (O o7 8% 1875

Figure 1: Affine Dynkin diagram of type E7, which reduces to the Dynkin diagram of type E7 when
the black node is removed. The numbers inside the nodes are the multiplicities of the Kodaira fiber
of type IIT* and the Dynkin labels of the highest root. The root «; is the highest weight of the
adjoint representation while ag is the highest weight of the fundamental representation 56.

(7)) a7 (6% a3 (%] (075 (67 (074

Figure 2: Affine Dynkin diagram of type Eg, which reduces to the Dynkin diagram of type Eg when
the black node is removed. The numbers in the nodes are the multiplicities of the Kodaira fiber of
type IT*.



w1 o o0 o o0 o0 1 o0 w56 o o0 o0 o 0 -1 0
w3 o o0 o o0 1 -1 0 w55 o o0 o 0 -1 1 0
w3 o o0 o0 1 -1 0 O W54 o o0 o0 -1 1 0 0
wy o o0 1 -1 0 0 ©0 w53 o o0 -1 1 0 0 0
ws 0 1 -1 0 0 0 1 W52 0 -1 1 0 0 0 -1
w6 o 1 o 0 0 0 -1 w51 o -1 0 0 O 0 1
w7 1 -1 0 0 0 0 1 w50 -1 1 0 0 0 0 -1
wsg -1 0 0 0 0 0 1 W49 1 0 0 0 0 0 -1
o 1 -1 1 0 0 0 -1 w48 -1 1 -1 0 0 0 1
w10 -1 0 1 0 0 0 -1 Wy 1 0 -1 0 0 0 1
w11 1 0 -1 1 0 0 O W46 -1 0 1 -1 0 0 0
w12 -1 1 -1 1 0 0 0 w45 1 -1 1 -1 0 0 O
w3 1 0 0 -1 1 0 0 wu | -1 0 0 1 -1 0 0
w14 -1 1 0 -1 1 0 0 W43 1 -1 0 1 -1 0 O
w15 o -1 0 1 0 0 O 42 o 1 0 -1 0 0 0
w16 1 0 0 0O -1 1 0 =281 -1 0o o0 1 -1 0
w7 | -1 1 0 0 -1 1 0 wap 1 -1 0 0 1 -1 0
w18 0o -1 1 -1 1 0 O w39 o 1 -1 1 -1 0 0
w19 1 0 0 0o 0 -1 0 w38 -1 0o 0 0 1 O
w20 -1 1 0 0 0 -1 0 w37 1 -1 0 0 0O 1 0
w21 o -1 1 0 -1 1 0 w36 o 1 -1 0 1 -1 0
ww | 0 0 -1 0 1 0 1 wy | 0 0 1 0 -1 0 -1
w23 0 -1 1 0 0 -1 0 w34 0 1 -1 0 0 1 0
Wy o o0 -1 1 -1 1 1 w33 o o0 1 -1 1 -1 -1
w5 o o0 o o0 1 0 -1 w32 o o0 o 0 -1 0 1
= o o0 -1 1 0 -1 1 w31 o o0 1 -1 0 1 -1
war o o0 o0 -1 0 1 1 w30 o o0 o 1 0 -1 -1
w8 L 0 0 0 1 -1 1 —1 i w29 L 0 0 0 -1 1 —1 1

Figure 3: Left: Hasse diagram for the weights, w, of the repre-
sentation 56 of E;. A blue (resp. red) node corresponds to a
weight for which (w, ¢) is always strictly negative (resp. strictly
positive). White nodes correspond to weights such that the form
(w, ¢) can be either positive or negative. Each chamber of 1(56,
E7) is uniquely determined by the signs taken by the white nodes
(see Section (2.3)). Top right: Up to an overall sign, there are
seven weights of the representation 56 of E; which intersect the
interior of the dual fundamental Weyl chamber. The partial or-
der of weights corresponds to a decorated Dynkin diagram of type
E7. We write w; BN w; to indicate that w; — oy = w;. Bottom
right: Weights wo; of the representation 56 expressed in the basis
of fundamental weights of E-.




2.3 Chamber structure of the hyperplane I(E;,56)

In this section, we review the structure of the hyperplane arrangement I(E7,56), following the
presentation of [25].

Definition 2.1. For a choice of positive simple roots «;, the open dual fundamental Weyl chamber
is the cone of coroots ¢ such that: (a;,¢) >0 for i=1,... 7.

Given a Lie algebra g of rank r and a representation R of g, the set of weights of R is a poset
with the usual ordering relation:

W, X W < w, — Wy is a sum of positive roots.

The kernel of a weight w is the hyperplane w' := {¢|(w, ¢) = 0} in the space of coroots.

Definition 2.2. A weight @ of representation R is extremal if the hyperplane @' intersects the
interior of the dual fundamental Weyl chamber of g.

If we restrict the ambient space to the open dual fundamental Weyl chamber, the only weights
giving hyperplanes which intersect this space are the extremal weights, by definition. The corre-
spondence between weights and perpendicular hyperplanes is not one-to-one so long as two weights
can be parallel. We therefore make a choice of extremal weight for each hyperplane, fix an order

(w1, ,wq), and define a sign vector v(¢) whose kth entry is
-1 if =<0
vi(¢) = Sign({wg, ¢)) where Sign(x)=4¢ 0 if =0
1 if x>0.

A simple way to tell if a weight is extremal is to write it in the basis of simple roots and use the
following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. A weight is extremal if and only if at least two of its coefficients in the basis of simple
roots have different signs.

Definition 2.4. An open chamber of the hyperplane arrangement I(g, R) is a connected component
il

of the dual open Weyl chamber minus the union of the hyperplanes ;.

Each open chamber is uniquely determined by the entries of the sign vector, which take the
values +1, and are constant within each open chamber.

In particular, the partial order for the weights that are interior walls is (see Figure 3):
19 ~ TWo0 »~ W3 »~ W6 ~— TW29 ~ W32, T2 ~ W30. (2.6)
Our choice of sign vector for the hyperplane arrangement I(E7, 56) is as follows:*

¢ = (w19, 9), (@20, B), (w23, D), (W26, B), (@20, D), (w32, P), (@30, D)), (2.7)

‘Each weight of the representation 56 has norm square 3/2 and has scalar product +1/2 with any other weight

of 56. Our choice of signs for the entries of the sign vector is such that the highest weight [0 0 0 0 0 1 0 | has a sign
(-1,-1,—1,—1,—1,—1, —1).




which expands to

v(¢p) =Sign(¢1 — d6, —d1 + P2 — ¢, —P2 + D3 — Ps,

2.8
— @3+ P4 — G + P7, — P4 + b5 — P + b7, —P5 + P71, P4 — D6 — 7). 28)

Definition 2.5. Two chambers Iy and II; are said to be incident if they share a common wall w,ﬁ,
in which case their sign vectors differ only in their &** component.

The incidence matrix of the chambers has a dual graph which gives the geography of chambers of
the hyperplane arrangement I(g, R). The incidence graph for the hyperplane arrangement I(F7, 56)
is given in Figure 4.

Theorem 2.6. The hyperplane arrangement I(E7,56) has eight chambers, each of which is simpli-
cial. The adjacency graph of the chambers is isomorphic to the Dynkin diagram of type Eg.

Explicitly our sign vector in equation (2.7) obeys the following rules:

1. The negative sign flows as the arrows of Figure 3.

2. The forms (w3, ¢) and (woa9, @) cannot both be positive at the same time.

For example, if (w019, ¢) is negative, the same is true of all the (w;, ¢) with i = {20, 23, 26, 29, 32, 30}.
The second rule arises from the fact that wsg + we9 = —ag and (g, @) > 0, since we are restricted
to the interior of the dual fundamental Weyl chamber. To define a chamber, we just need to name
which one of the (zo;, ¢) is the first negative one with respect to the order given above. For the case
where both (w96, ¢) and (wsg, @) are positive, then (w19, @), (e, @), and (w3, @) are all positive.
Since (wsq, ¢) is positive, (wag, @) is necessarily negative, which forces (wss, ¢) to also be negative.
There are exactly eight possibilities satisfying these two rules. They are listed in Figure 5.

w30

DO @=0

Figure 4: Incidence graph of the chambers of the hyperplane arrangement I(FE;,56). A weight w
between two nodes indicates that the corresponding chambers are separated by the hyperplane w:
for example, one goes from Ch; to Chy by crossing the hyperplane wij,. The colored chambers
forming a subgraph of type D4 are those corresponding to the nef-cone of the crepant resolutions
constructed by explicit blowups in [25].



Sign vector Degeneration of the E- fiber
Cr
®

O
O
O
O-0O4
O
O

Chy OnOn02020=0,
Wiy Woo Wa3 W W29 W32 Gy Ce Ci C» C3 Ci G
w30 Cr
O ©
Chy @OOOO0O O— 0O
W19 W0 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co Ce Cy C3 Cy Cs
T30 Cr
O O
Chs ©:0:9:0 - O——C- OO
w19 W20 W23 W26 W29 W32 CO Cl Cé C'26 03 04 Co
w30 Cr
© O
Chy ©:0:0 OnO=0. O—(—)
w19 W0 W23 W W29 W32 CO &} Cy Cé 036 Cy CS
w30 Cer
“‘i@@ I
Chs ORO=0=0 O=0
Wiy W2 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co C1 Cy C3 Oy Cy  Cs
w30 Cs
O,
Chg OmOa0=2020. @
W19 W20 W23 W6 W29 W32 Co G Gy C3 Gy Oy ct
w30 Cs
®)
Chy OnOnO=0n0=0,
W9 W20 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co C1 Cy C3 Cp Csy Cy
w30
Chg “‘:@@ 0202020502020
w19 W0 W23 W26 W29 W32 CO Cl 02 CS C7 Ci CG C5

Figure 5: The eight chambers of I(E7, 56). Each chamber is uniquely defined by the signs taken
by the seven linear functions (w;, ¢) for i = {19, 20,23, 26,29, 32,30}, which together define a sign
vector for the hyperplane arrangement. The left column gives the entries of the sign vector for each
chamber. The right column gives the singular fibers observed or expected over V(s,a). In Chamber
i, the singular fiber over V(s,a) is expected to have as a dual graph the affine Eg Dynkin diagram
with the node i contracted to a point [27]. The singular fibers are observed directly in an explicit
crepant resolution in chambers 4,5,6,8 in [25] and need to be confirmed geometrically in Chambers

1,2, 3, and 7.



3 Fiber degenerations of an E;-model

Figure 5 also summarizes the structure of the singular fiber over V(s,a) in each chamber. In
this section, we explore this degeneration of the fiber IIT* (with dual graph the affine E; Dynkin
diagram) to an incomplete IT* (with dual graph Eg). We begin with the physical motivation for this
computation, as well as a a few more definitions needed to explain our strategy.

In a five-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theory with gauge algebra g and hypermultiplets
transforming in the representation R of g, each chamber of I(g, R) corresponds to a unique Coulomb
phase of the Coulomb of the theory. Such a gauge theory can be obtained by a compactification of
M-theory on an elliptic fibration with associated Lie algebra g and representation R.

The fibral divisors D; of the elliptic fibration correspond to the roots «; of g. In codimension-two,
the generic curve C; of D; can degenerate into a collection of rational curves. Each of these rational
curves has intersections defining a weight w, which will be an extremal weight of I(g,R). Each
crepant resolution of the underlying Weierstrass model, Y, corresponds to a relative minimal model
over Y. Each of these relative minimal models corresponds to a unique chamber of the hyperplane
arrangement I(g, R). The extremal weights depend on the minimal model.

Definition 3.1. Given a curve C, its associated weight with respect to the fibral divisor D; is
the intersection number —D; - C. To any curve C, we can associate a weight vector w(C) with

components w(C); = —D; - C.

Remark 3.2. The decomposition of the curve C; corresponding root «; in a chamber IT with face

1

-, are deduced using the linear relations connecting the extremal weights w,,.

w,

Remark 3.3. The intersection with Dy can be deduced by linearity, using Dy = — > (m;D;), where
m; are the Dynkin coefficients of the highest root of g and D; is the fibral divisor corresponding to
the root ;. If a curve C' has negative intersection number with Dg, this implies that C is contained
in Dy. In this case, Cy will split with C' being one of the components.

Figure 3, showed the Hasse diagram of the representation 56, with a clear identification of the
simple root between any two adjacent weights. We summarize the relevant data for the extremal

weights here:

w19 (1,1,1,4,0,-,4) 10000-10
ey = W19 — O (0,1,1,4,0,-3,4) |-1 1000-1 0
We3 = W9 — Q] — (9 (0,0,1,%,0,-%, %) 0-1100-1 0
wWos — W19 — X1 — (g — (3 (0,0,0,%,0,-%,%) 00-110-11 (3.1)
W99 — W19 — (] — (g — (3 — (4 (0,0,0,—%, ,—%,%) 000-11-11
W32 = W19 — 1] — Qg — Q3 — g — Q5 (0,0,0,—%,—1,—%,%) 0000-101
w30 =— W19 — 1 — Qg — 3 — (7 (0,0,0,%,0,—%,—%) 00010-1-1

including their expressions in both the basis of simple roots and the basis of fundamental weights
These two bases are used for different purposes in the analysis of the chambers.

10



Chambers Conditions Splitting curves Weights

Co — Cf + Cog Ch — —m
Chy 91— ¢ <0 Cs — 2806 +2C1 + 205 +2C3 + Cy + Cf 086 — —W19

Chy ¢1— ¢ >0 Ci1 — C1+ Cig Cl — wy
—¢1+ P2 — g <0 Cs — 2C16 + 202 +2C3 + Cy + Cr Ci6 — —w20

Chhs —¢1+ ¢2 — g >0 Cy — Ch+ Cog Cy —
—a 4+ 3 — g < 0 Cs — 2C9% +2C3 + Cy + C Cos — —to93

Chy —¢2 + ¢3 — P >0 C3 — C5 4 C3g Cy — w3
—¢3+ ¢4 — P+ 97 <0 Ce — 2036 + Cy + Cr C36 — —T026

—¢3 + ¢4 — 6 + o7 >0 Cy — Cu + Car Cu7 — wos
Chs s — 6 —p7 <0 Ce — Cu6 + Cor Ce7r — —w30
—Ps+P5 — P+ 07 <0 C7 — Cyr + Cer Cy6 — —T029

Chg —s+ @5 — g6+ 97 >0 Cs — C5 + Csy Cs7 — w29
—¢5+ 7 <0 Cr = Cy+ Cs +2Cs7 Cé — —w3g
Chy :zgizi;ﬁ”‘ﬁwo Cr — 204 + Cy + 2C5 + Cg Ch — —w3

Chg ¢4—¢6—¢)7>0 C4—>204/1+06+C7 le—>w;30

Table 1: Chambers and fiber degenerations of an E7-model. The chambers are defined with respect
to the interior walls ;- for m = 19, 20, 23, 26,29, 30. These inequalities are imposed on the interior
of the dual fundamental Weyl chamber (a;,¢) > 0 = 1,2,3,4,5,6,7. All the weights appearing
in the right column are weights of the representation 56. In chambers Chy, Chs, Chg, and Chg,
the weights are also obtained geometrically by studying the splitting of curves after a resolution of
singularities [25].

Our algorithm for determining the fiber degeneration in each chamber consists of the following
steps:

e Identifying extremal weights by noting the interior walls of each chamber. This will be some
subset of the weights appearing in the sign vector (w,, for m € {19, 20, 23, 26,29, 30}), which
can be read off of Figure 4.

e Expressing these extremal weights in the basis of simple roots (see equation (3.1)) to identify
the degeneration of the components of the generic fiber into rational effective curves.

e Expressing extremal weights in the basis of fundamental weights (see equation (3.1)) to get
the intersection numbers of the corresponding curve with the fibral divisors. As explained in
Remark 3.3, intersection with Dg can be computed using linearity. Explicitly, for any curve
C, we have

Dy-C = —(2D1+ 3Dy +4D3 + 3Dy + 2D5 + Dg + 2D7) - C. (3.2)

The above method is applied to each chamber in Appendix A and our results are summarized in
Table 1 and illustrated in Figure 6.
in [27] such as the splitting rules for the curve Cg in Chamber 1.

We confirm the analysis of [12| and correct few inaccuracies

11



Ch;

Chay

Chs

Chy

Chs

Chg

Chy

Chg

£
J

Ccy Cos

Q2
4

ci Cis

§
l

C; O

&
il

C;  Cse

e
¢

Q

16 Car

K
1

Ct  Cst

Cs

@
Cr — OO0

Cs C5

Cs— OO

Cr Cp G

Cy
Ce (OO
07 03 CQ Cl COG
Cy
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Figure 6: In each chamber, the decomposition of the III* fiber is only possible if some of the
nodes degenerate. We give the decomposition for all fibers over V(s,a). For more information, see

Appendix A.



Ch; | Chy | Chg | Chy | Chs | Chg | Chy | Chg
VIII | VII | VI A% v II III I

Table 2: Dictionary between our conventions and those of reference [12].

In [12, Section 4], Diaconescu and Entin identified the Coulomb chambers of an E;-gauge theory
with matter transforming in the representation 56.> The dictionary between our conventions (Ch;)
for the chambers of I(E7, 56) and those of [12| (I-VIII) is given in Table 2.

Reference [12] also gave the degeneration of the components of the fiber IIT*, however, the
description of chamber Ch; was incomplete as the splitting of the affine node was not specified. For
Chamber 1 we find (see Appendix A for details)

Co — Cé + Cog,

(3.3)
Cgs — 2Chs + 2C7 + 2C5 +2C3 + Cy + Cr.

Degeneration in Chamber 1: {

Our results can be compared with other findings in the literature. In [27], the chambers of an
E7-model with matter in the representation 56 were re-analyzed. In particular, the splitting for
the affine node in Chamber 1 was explicitly discussed. Unfortunately, the description of Chamber 1
in [27] has two important inaccuracies (see Section A.1): the splitting of the fiber Cg is incorrect as
written as it misses the component C4, and the weight of the node of appearing in the degeneration
of Cyp is also inaccurate. The curve representing the zero node has weights [0,0,0,0,0,1,0] in the
basis of fundamental weights and therefore corresponds to the highest weight of the representation
56. In the notation of [27], that should be L7 and not the weight (7).

Reference [11]| examined the geometry of E7-models for which the divisor S supporting the fiber
of type III* is assumed to be a smooth rational curve of self-intersection —8 or —7. For a (—8)-
curve, the authors of [11] conclude that the fibral divisors are Hirzebruch surfaces that intersect
transversally. In particular, the fiber III* does not degenerate to a more singular fiber. However
when the curve S is of self-intersection —7, there are necessarily singular fibers that carry the
weights of the representation 56. In our notation, the claim of [11] is that only one fibral divisor is
not Hirzebruch and this divisor is Dy or Dg and that only one new extremal curve appears in the
degeneration. However, the analysis of [11] does not agree with any of the chambers of an E7-model
with matter in the representation 56 and is in contradiction with both [12| and [27].

®See the inequalities listed in equations (4.6), (4.10), (4.11), (4.16), (4.19), and (4.21) of [12, Section 4], which are
reproduced here in Table 1.
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4 Dy-flops of the E;-model as flops of the orbifold C?/(Zy x Z»)

In this section, we prove that the flops between Yy, Y5, Yg, and Yg can be understood as the D4 flops
of the crepant resolution of the binomial variety t?> — ujususz = 0. Denote the blowup Xiv1 = X;
along the ideal (f1, fo,..., fn) with exceptional divisor E as:

e (fis--os [nl )X¢+1,

where Xg is the projective bundle in which the Weierstrass model is defined. We consider the

following tree of blowups:

(y, eales) (e4, egler)
X2 XY Xt

\@
oY +
7

Y o
(.Y, sle1) (»’L',’y,el\eQ)XQ (y,e1les) X, (e2,esleq) (y, eales) X (y, e2]es) X (4.1)

Xo X1 X4
@\
e
%) T x
&
)
X% (y7 62‘67) X/7

where Y4, Y5, Y, and Yg correspond, respectively, to the proper transforms X7, X, X7, and X%.
They each stem from a crepant resolution of the partial resolution Xy:

Y :esy? — 616264((1616333:17 + b€%€§€485 + 62:173) =0 (4.2)

with projective coordinates:

[eredesein : eredesely « z][esea : eaezely : s|[x : ezeqy : ereseq]y - er]le : es). (4.3)

The singularities are at ejez # 0. In that patch, Y has the singularities of the binomial variety
C[ul,UQ,U3,t]/(t2 — U1U2U3), (4.4)

which is isomorphic to the orbifold C3 /(Zo X Z3). Here the discrete group Zg X Zy is generated by
(ug,ug,us) — (—ui,u2, —ug) and (uq,ug,us) — (uy, —ug, —usz). This variety is known to have four
crepant resolutions whose flops form a Dy Dynkin diagram as shown in Figure 7.
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Figure 7: Flops between the four crepant resolutions of the singularity Cluy,us,us,t]/(t? — ujugus).

This provides a direct proof of the Dy flop structure between the chambers examined in [25].
There we considered a different set of blowups to resolve the four shaded chambers in Figure 4. To
understand the flops between Y4, Y5, and Yg, we considered

R

"

ol
@/
(9761762\63))( (y, e2leq) x (e2,e4les) (y, esles)
3 4

\ (4.5)
63,64|€6 J/@?/ X

/ y763|€7 ’
X7

('7;71/7 S|61) Xl ('7:7y7el|62)

Xo Xo

where Y4, Y5, and Yg are the proper transforms of X;r , X7, and X7, respectively. To understand
the flops between Yy, Y5, and Y, we considered

X
('7:7 Y, 8‘81) (yael‘(??) X, gl‘,y,GQ‘ES) (Z’, 62763|64) (82,64'65)

Xo X X3 X4 Xs
'}\ (4.6)
@ ‘?/P)
s
3y
Xir, (627€4|66) Xé,

where Y4, Y5, and Yg are the proper transforms of Xgr , Xg , and Xg, respectively. In addition to
allowing an explicit proof of the Dy-flops of the E7-model, the new sequence of blowups (4.1) will
simplify our triple intersection computations in Section 5.

6 While blowups (4.6) and (4.6) were sufficient to resolve the respective varieties and study the flop structure
in [25], if one were to continue to use them to compute triple intersection numbers via the techniques laid out in
Section 5, one would need to append the following additional blowups

(y,e1les) , (z,ezler) (y,e1les)

(e1,esles) o _ - " / /
Xy, X e Xy, Xeoe— X7, X e Xy (4.7)

X7
to compute triple intersections in Cha, Chs, Chg, and Chsg, respectively. This is safe to do since blowing-up a variety

along a smooth locus is an isomorphism. Such additional blowups can be interpreted as auxiliary blowups requested
by excess intersections. Upon doing so we can use the exceptional divisor as a clean Cartier divisor.
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5 Triple intersection numbers

We begin with some pushforward theorems needed to perform our triple intersection computations.

Definition 5.1 (Resolution of singularities). A resolution of singularities of a variety Y is a proper
birational morphism ¢ : ¥ — Y such that Y is nonsingular and ¢ is an isomorphism away from
the singular locus of Y.

Definition 5.2 (Crepant birational map). A birational map ¢ : Y — Y between two algebraic
varieties with Q-Cartier canonical classes is said to be crepant if it preserves the canonical class.

Theorem 5.3 (Aluffi, [1, Lemma 1.3]). Let Z C X be the complete intersection of d nonsingular
hypersurfaces Z1, ..., Zq meeting transversally in X. Let f : X — X be the blowup of X centered
at Z. We denote the exceptional divisor of f by E. The total Chern class of X is then:

d *

H 1+ f*Z;— FE

o(TX)=(1+E) ( T

) fre(TX).

i=1

Theorem 5.4 (Esole-Jefferson-Kang, see [18]). Let the nonsingular variety Z C X be a complete
intersection of d nonsingular hypersurfaces Zy, ..., Zq meeting transversally in X. Let E be the
class of the exceptional divisor of the blowup f: X —> X centered at Z. Let @(t) =, [ Qat" be a
formal power series with Q, € A.(X). We define the associated formal power series Q(t) = >, Qat®,
whose coefficients pullback to the coefficients of @(t) Then the pushforward f*@(E) 18

d d
~ Zm
LQ(E) = Z)M;,  wh M, = S
f-Q(E) ;:jlcx OM;,  where M; ,Elzm—zz
m#L

Theorem 5.5 (See [18] and [2,3,24,26|). Let £ be a line bundle over a variety B and m : Xy =
PlOp ® L%? @ £93 — B a projective bundle over B. Let Q(t) = Y., m*Qqt® be a formal power
series in t such that Qq € Ay(B). Define the auziliary power series Q(t) =Y, Qut*. Then

QU ou| QW)

mQUH) = —2 ) +3e) ,
H2 H=-2L H2 H=-3L 6L2

where L = ¢1(Z) and H = ¢1(Ox,(1)) is the first Chern class of the dual of the tautological line
bundle of 7 : Xo = P(Op ® £L%? © £%3) — B.

The above theorems are enough for most applications of intersection theory to elliptic fibrations.
Since our blowups involve regular sequences (c.f. Fulton) of length two or three, we can use:

Theorem 5.6 (See [18, Lemma 3.4| ). For a blowup f with center (Z1,Zs), exceptional divisor E
FE=0, fE?=-21Zy, fB°=—(Z1+22)01Z, [B*=—(Z}+ 723 + 2122) 21 25.
For a blowup f with the complete intersection (Z1,Za, Z3) as its center and exceptional divisor E
fE=0, f.E>2=0, f.E?=27Z:75, f.E*= (21 + Z3)71Z275.
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We are now ready to compute the triple intersection numbers of the fibral divisors for the cases for
which an explicit crepant resolution is available. The triple intersection polynomial is by definition

7 7
F:/((;]Dagba)g[y] :/BW*fl*f2*f3*f4*f5*f6*f7*f8* [(ZDa¢a)3[Y]:|, (51)

a=0

where f; is the i-th blowup and 7 : Xo = P[0p®.L*?®.£%3] — B is the map defining the projective
bundle. Using the pushforward theorems discussed above, the triple intersection polynomial can be

expressed in terms of intersection numbers in the base B.

The intersection polynomials are computed in Appendix B below. We consider the tree of
blowups (4.1) and each of the triple intersections is computed by successively applying Theorem 5.6
or Theorem 5.4 to pushforward the intersection computation to Xy and finally using Theorem 5.5
to pushforward to the base.”

In the Calabi—Yau threefold case, we have
L=-K, S-L=2-2g+ 5% (5.2)

The matter representations are the adjoint and the 56. The number of hypermultiplets charged
under these are functions of the genus and self-intersection number of S:

1 1
na=g, np= §V(a)-S:4(1—g)—|—§S2. (5.3)
The non-negativity of n4 and ng implies a bound on the self-intersection of .S:

52> —8(1—g). (5.4)

Remark 5.7. There are no adjoint hypermultiplets when g = 0 and no matter in the representation
56 when np = 0, which means S? = —8(1 — g). In particular, when ¢ = 0 and S? = —8, we find
that all four of the triple intersection polynomials (see Theorem 5.9) reduce to

F(¢) = 8(f+ &% + &5 + 65 + 65 + 62 + 8 + %) — 6(—20761 + 3d0d7)
— 6(pT + P32 + B3Ps + D3D7 — PadE + 20105 + 2075 — 20508 + 3PEds) (5.5)

Remark 5.8 (Odd self-intersection and half-hypermultiplets). When S? is odd, nr is a half-integer.
This is possible since the representation 56 is pseudo-real and thus allows half-hypermultiplets. In
particular, if g = 0 and S% = —7, we have one half-hypermultiplet at V' (a) N S since np = %

"The only challenge arises when it is not obvious how to express the fibral divisor as a neat Cartier divisor. In
some cases, when it is only defined as a complete intersection g1 = g2 = 0, we can use an excess intersection formula.
Equivalently, one can just perform another blowup with center (g1, g2) (see footnote 6).
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Theorem 5.9. For a Calabi—Yau threefold Y defined as the crepant resolution of an E; Weierstrass
model and corresponding to the chamber i (i = 4,5,6,8), the cubic intersection polynomials reduce
to F;(¢) and are as follows:

Fu(¢) = 8(1—g)(¢4 + &3 + &5 + &3 + 63 + 63) — 5793 — 2(4 — 49 + S*) ¢
—3(4—4g+ S P51 +3(2 — 29+ SH)podi + 3(6 — 69 + S?)pi s + 3(4 — 4g + 5?15
—3(8 — 8g + S°) (303 + P36 + P3dg + 2050 + 20667)
+3(6 — 69 + S%) 302 — 6(11 — 11g + S%) 2 + 6(10 — 10g + S) 55
+6(—1+ g) (8304 + 3307 + 20705 — a02)
+6(8 — 89 + %) (p3adb6 + a5 b6 + P3d6d7) 56)
5.6

Fs(¢) =8(1 — g)(¢§ + &7 + 65 + ¢35 + ¢3) — S?(¢5 + 0 + 62)
— 3(8 — 89 + S?) (¢33 — d307 + Py + Pudb? + P67 + P16 + Padr — P33 + 1)
—3(4 — 49+ 5%) 105 + 3(2 — 29 + 5%) i + 3(6 — 69 + 5%) 203 — di2)
+3(10 — 10g + S?)(2¢50% — Pada — P37) + 3(4 — 4g + S*)p1¢3 — 6(11 — 11g + S?)p2 b6
+6(—

1+ ) (20505 — d182) + 6(8 — 8g + S?)(dadsd6 + D347 + Pudbedr)
(5.7)

Fs(¢) = 8(1—g)(d5 + &} + 3 + 63 + ¢ + 63) — 5702 — 2(4 — 4g + 5°)¢3
+6(8 — 8g + S?)(¢304¢7 + Padsdr + d5d6d7) + 3(2 — 29 + S%)Po o7

—3(8 — 89 + S%) (9303 — d30% — P30% + B50% + 26507 + d2dr + 20867)

—3(4—4g + S)(p105 — P163) + 3(6 — 69 + S*) (P23 — PTdb2) — 3(14 — 14g + 5*) P2 s

(

3(10 — 10g + S*)(¢ad? — ¢367 — d364) + 3(12 — 129 + S?)(d50§ — 105)
(5.8)

Fy(¢) = 8(1 — g)(d5 + ¢ + 65 + 03 + 63 + 0 + ¢3) — 2(4 — 49 + 5%)¢}
+3(2 — 29 + 5%)po¢T — 3(4 — 4g + 5%) 5
+3(4 — 49 + S?) 105 — 3(6 — 69 + S*)pT2 + 3(6 — 69 + S)padb3 — 3(8 — 8g + S?)d3s
+6(10 — 10g + S%) 505 — 6(11 — 11g + S*)¢2s — 3(10 — 10g + S?)p367
+6(1 — g)¢ags — 3(10 — 10g + 5%) 364 + 12(—1 + g) 165
—6(8 — 89+ 52)) ¢ (92 — P56 + %) + 3(8 — 8g + S 3 (s + 7).
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6 Isomorphism classes of fibral divisors

In this section, we determine the isomorphism classes of the fibral divisors that are projective bundles
in the relative minimal models Y4, Y5, Yg, and Yg, using their known crepant resolutions. The results
are listed in Table 3.

When the fiber C,, does not degenerate, the fibral divisor D, (a = 0,1, ...
D, — S isomorphic to a P!-bundle over the divisor S supporting the E; fiber. Since we only have

,7) is a ruled surface

two line bundles available, namely .# and .7, we expect to have projective bundles of the form®
Pg (7P @ £%9),

where p and ¢ are integer numbers. There are two methods of finding p and ¢. The first method is
akin to that used in [17], where one keeps track of the rescaling freedom after each blowup in order
to identify the class of the relative projective coordinates. The second method uses intersection
theory results from the previous section. We will take the intersection theoretic approach here and

include an example scaling computation in Appendix C.

Y, Ys Y Ys
Dy | Ps(0s@ ) Ps(0s © L) Ps(0s © Z) Ps(0s © &)
D, | Pg(.¥ @ 2L%?) Ps(. © L9?) Ps( & £%?) Ps( @ £L%?)
Dy ps(y®2 D $®3) ]P)S(y®2 o $®3) Ps(y®2 D $®3) Ps(y®2 o $®3)
Ds N/A Pg(.S93 o Z91) | Pg(S93 @ L9 | Pg(S9 @ L9
D, | Ps(s0L) N/A Pg(%1 @ £9) N/A

D5 | Ps(S%2 @ Z9?) | Pg(S9? @ £%?) N/A Pg(S%? @ £9?)
Dg N/A N/A Pg(#%5 @ £97) | Pg(/®? @ £%M)
D; | Ps(S @2) N/A N/A Pg (7% @ L)

Table 3: Fibral divisors that are projective bundles. We write N/A when a divisor is not a projective
bundle. If the base is of dimension three or higher, Dg is not a projective bundle unless V' (a,b) NS
is empty. Otherwise it contains a full rational surface over the locus V'(a,b) N'S. We examine this
possibility in Section 8.

We will now describe the steps to derive Table 3. Let X be a P'-bundle over a smooth variety
S of the type

T:X:PS(ﬁ5®.@) — 5, (6.1)

where & is a line bundle over S. Let [ug : u1] be projective coordinates along the fiber of X with
ug a section of Ox (1) and u; a section of Ox (1) ® 7*Z. Let J denote the first Chern class of the
line bundle Ox (1), and D denote the first Chern class of Z. The divisors V(ug) and V(u;) define

sections of 7 corresponding to the classes J and J + 7*D in the Chow ring.

The total Chern class of X is

o(TX) = (14 J)1+ J+ 7*D)r*c(TS). (6.2)

8As in Section 2.1, we use the symbol .# to denote the line bundle for which the divisor S is the zero locus of a
smooth section.
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In particular, we have
a(TX)=2J+7"D+ 7"c1(TS). (6.3)

We can compute the pushforwards 7,J* using the functorial properties of the Segre map. The key
formula is:

ml_JmszljDQWL (6.4)
or equivalently
m(X]+JN[X]+ 2N [X]+---)=[S]-DN[S]+D?*N[S]-D*N[S]+---.  (6.5)
By matching terms of the same dimensionality, we get:
11=0, mJ=1 mJ?=-D, mJ'=(-1)*DF (k>1). (6.6)

We now assume that S is a smooth curve of genus g. Then, X is a geometrically ruled surface.
Before proceeding further, let us recall some facts about ruled surfaces.

Definition 6.1. A smooth compact projective curve is a curve isomorphic to the projective line
P'. A ruled surface is a morphism 7 : X — S such that the generic fiber is a smooth compact
rational curve. A smooth morphism 7 : X — S is called a geometric ruled surface if all its fibers are
isomorphic to a smooth projective rational curve.

Let S be a curve of genus ¢g. If we denote the class of a fiber by f, then there is an irreducible
curve of class h_ and self-intersection —n (n > 0) defining a section such that the canonical class of
X satisfies

—Kx =2h_+(n+2—-2g)f. (6.7)

There is also an irreducible curve of class hy = h_ +nf with self-intersection n. The curves of class
h+ both define sections of X and they don’t intersect

=1, hi=+n, hy-h_=0, hy-f=1 (6.8)

The integer n is called the invariant of the ruled surface.

We now apply this to the fibral divisor X defined in equation (6.1). Since a projective bundle is
a flat fibration, all fibers have the same class f. At the level of the Chow group, the generators of
A(X) are J and f. The degree of D in S is n and we have:

AJwW:LmJD:LD:/DS:m 7" D] = nlf], (6.9)

/Xf-Jz/qu(ﬁPl(l))zl, /Xf2=/ﬂmcl<ﬁw>=o. (6.10)

/XJ2:—n, /XJ-(J+7T*D):0, /X(J+7T*D)2:n. (6.11)

so that

We are now ready to derive Table 3. For a fibral divisor which is a P'-projective bundle, we can
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determine its type by identifying two non-trivial classes r; and ro which correspond to two irreducible
curves, as well as a line bundle Z over S with first Chern class D such that 7 + 73 = ryro = 0 and
[x i =DS. In that situation, we deduce that X = Pg(0s & 2):

r% + r% =0
rirg =0 :>X%]P)S(ﬁ5®.@). (6.12)
r? = DS

The results are listed in Table 4, which requires the pushforward formulas of Section 5 and divisor

class computations in Appendix B. We deduce Table 3 directly from Table 4.

The following theorem explains how different projective bundles are related to each other.

Theorem 6.2. Let p: Y — B be an elliptic fibration defined by a crepant resolution of a Weierstrass
model over a base B. Let D, and Dy, be two divisors of Y such that p.(DgDy) = S. Then

p«(D2Dy + D,D?) = (S — L)S. (6.13)
Proof. If we denote by 7, the intersection of two adjacent divisors D, and Dy, then
K,,, = Ky + D, + Dy, (6.14)
X(1ap) = =Ky, DaDy = —(Ky + Dy 4 Dy) Dy D, (6.15)
But since 7 is isomorphic to S, we also have
X(Map) = —(Kp + 5)S. (6.16)
Since Ky = Kp + L and 1y = DDy pushes forward to S for any ADE model, we get

p*(Dng —l—DaDg) =—(Kp+L)S—x(S)=—(Kp+L)S+ (Kp+5)S=(5S—-1L)S. (6.17)

7 Characteristic numbers of fibral divisors

In this section, we give the linear functions induced on H2(Y,Z) for the second Chern class of the
minimal models Y={Y4, Y5, Y¢, Ys}, as well as characteristic numbers of their fibral divisiors.
In particular, we consider the signature 7(D) and also the ordinary y(D) and holomorphic xo(D)
Euler characteristics. This data provides information about the structure of the fibral divisors. We
assume that the minimal models are threefolds, thus, these characteristic numbers are all functions of
the Chern numbers ¢?(D,) and cy(D,). Characteristic numbers for elliptic fibrations are computed

in [19,20].
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Rl R2 Y4 Y5 Y6 Yg

Dy | Di | 1H LS LS LS LS

D; | Do | Dy | —2QL—9)8 | —2L-8)S | —2L—-9)8 | —(2L-5)S
Dy | Dy | D3 | —(3L —25)S | —(3L —28)S | —(3L —25)5 | —(3L —25)S
Ds | Dy | Dy N/A —(4L —39)S | —(4L —35)S | —(4L —39)S
D, | D3 | Ds | —(L-25)S N/A (5L — 45)S N/A

Ds | Ds| z | —(2L—25)S | —(2L — 25)S N/A —(2L —28)S
Ds | D5 | v N/A N/A —(7TL—68)S | —(11L — 95)8
D; | Ds | y | —(L—S)S N/A N/A —(5L — 45)S

Table 4: For each fibral divisor D,, we present a divisor R; and a divisor Rs such that the divisor
R defines, by intersection, a section of D, — S. The divisor Ry is such that DGR% = —DGR% and
R1RyD, = 0. An N/A indicates when these conditions do not hold. When D, is a P!-bundle and
has D,R? = £(pL — qS)S, we deduce that D, is isomorphic to Pg(.#%1 @ £ ®P) as listed in Table 3.

Given a threefold Y, the second Chern class defines a linear form on H?(Y,Z)
p: HXY,Z) -7 D~ / D - c3(TY).
Y

Knowing the properties of this linear form is important for several reasons. For one, Wilson showed
that the linear form p plays a central role in the classification of Calabi-Yau varieties [39]. The sec-
ond Chern class also appears in the Hirzebruch—Riemann—Roch theorem and is used in the compu-
tation of the microscopic entropy attached to a very ample divisor D in a Calabi—Yau threefold [34].

Theorem 7.1. For each of the minimal models Yy, Y5, Yg, and Ys of an E;-model, the second
Chern class induces the following linear action on the divisors

o(TY) - o*H = 3((:2(TB) - cl(TB)L>,
a(TY) - p*r*a =121 - a,
es(TY) - Dy = 2(L — S)S,

where H = ¢1 (ﬁXO(1)>, @ is the crepant resolution, T is the projection of the projective bundle Xg
over the base B, and a is a class of the Chow ring of the base. We note the following exceptions for
each minimal model:

Yi: e(TY) D3 =2(3L—25)S, c(TY) Dg=2(7L — 55)S5,

Ys: (TY)-Dy=2(3L—25)S, (TY)-Ds=2(3L—25)S, c(TY) D;=2(3L —25)85,
Yo: (TY)-Ds=2(3L—295)S, c(TY) D7 =2(7L —55)8,

Ys: (TY)- Dy =2(7L — 55)S.

Proof. The Chern class of the variety Y is computed using Theorem 5.3 and the rest follows from
the pushforward results in Theorem 5.4 (or Theorem 5.6) and Theorem 5.5. O
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The characteristic numbers that we are interested in are

C2 C
(D)=3 [ (ard) D)= [ @ xD)= [ T (7.)

where 7(D) is the signature, x(D) is its Euler number, and xo(D) is its holomorphic Euler charac-
teristic.

Lemma 7.2. Let D be a ruled surface over a smooth curve of genus g. Then
x(D)=4(1-yg), xo(D)=(1-g), 7(D)=0. (7.2)

While the holomorphic Euler characteristic of a fibral divisor is the same for any crepant resolution,
both the signature and the ordinary Euler characteristic depend on the choice of minimal model.
We can use the FEuler characteristic and the signature to identify fibral divisors that have reducible

singular fibers. For instance, the signature is zero when the fibral divisor is a ruled variety.

Theorem 7.3. The characteristic numbers of the fibral divisors of the crepant resolution of an
E;-model are as follows for the relative minimal model Yy, Ys, Yg, and Yy:

7

XO(D):(l—g), a=0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7
v, T(Dy) = X(Dg) = 4(1 — g), a=0,1,2,4,57 (73)
7(D3) = (4L 38)S,  x(Ds3) =4(1 —g) + (4L — 39)S5,
| ~(D8) =201 -39)8. x(Dy) = 41— g) + 2041 — 35)s5.
Xo(Dq) = (1—9), a=0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7
Y5 7(D,) = X(Dy) = 4(1 — g), a=0,1,2,3,5 (7.4)
7(Dy) = (4L 39)S, x(Da) = 4(1 — g) + (4L — 35)S,  a=4,6,7
Xxo(Dg) = (1 —g), a=0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7
v d (D) =0, (Do) = 4(1 — g), a=0,1,2,3,4,6 )
7(Ds) = (4L — 35)S, x(Ds5) =4(1 — g) + (4L — 3S5)S,
| 7(Dr) =204~ 35)S, x(D7) = 4(1 - g) +2(4L — 39)S,
Xo(Dg) = (1 —g), a=0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7
Ys{ 7(D,) =0, x(D,) = 4(1 — g), a=0,1,2,3,5,6,7 (7.6)
7(D1) = 2(4L — 35)S, x(Da) = 4(1 — g) + 2(4L — 35)S.

Proof. To ease the notation, we will not write all of the pushforwards and pullbacks. The total
Chern class of a fibral divisor D is computed by adjoint from the total Chern class of the variety Y
which, in turn, can be deduced from Theorem 5.3. Namely,

c(TD) = i(ii)) =14 (c1(TY) = D) + (c2(TY) — c1(TY)D + D?) + - -- (7.7)
By adjoint for Y, we have
C1 (TY) =C (TB) — C1 (.,%), (78)
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so we deduce that
a(TD)=c1(TB)—L—D, c(TD)=co(TY)— (c1(TB)—L)D + D2, (7.9)

The second Chern class of Y will appear multiplied by the class of a fibral divisor and we can
therefore use Theorem 7.1 to express all the results as functions of the base, once we pushforward
to the base using Theorem 5.4 (or Theorem 5.6) and Theorem 5.5. 0

8 Fat fibers and loss of flatness

For a base of high enough dimension, there can be points over which the fiber is not a collection of
rational curves, but rather contains an entire rational surface as a component. This phenomena has
been studied in the case of an Eg-model by analyzing a partial resolution of its Weierstrass model
in [10]. In M-theory compactifications, the presence of a complex surface @ in the fiber results in
new light degrees of freedom in the low energy spectrum, as M5-branes wrapping the surface can
produce massless stringy modes and a tower of particle states arise by wrapping membranes on
holomorphic curves in Q.

When the base of an E;-model has dimension three or higher, the fibration is no longer flat.
When the locus s = a = b = 0 is non-empty, the divisor Dg has a fiber over the divisor S that jumps
in dimension to become a rational surface over this locus. In the minimal model Y,, we call this
rational surface QQ,. For the minimal models that are constructed explicitly by a crepant resolution,
namely Y, (e =4,5,6,8), we can identify Q, up to isomorphism, explicitly.

Theorem 8.1. Let Y, (a=1,...,8) be a crepant resolution of an Ez-model with fibral divisors D,
with generic fibers Cy, (n =0,...,7). Let Q, be the surface that the fiber Cs degenerates into over
the locus V(a,b) N'S. Then for Yy, Y5, Ys, and Ys, which can be defined by the crepant resolutions
given in equation (4.1), we have:

Q4§F§2), ngFgl), Qe =T, Qg =T (8.1)

Yg : The surface Qg is isomorphic to the Hirzebruch surface Fo.

Y :  The surface Qg is isomorphic to an Fy (which is also a del Pezzo surface of degree 8).

Y5 : The surface @5 is a Hirzebruch surface F; blown-up at a point of its curve of self-
intersection —1.

Y4 : The surface @4 is the blowup of a Hirzebruch surface Fo over a point p of the curve
of self-intersection 2 followed by a blowup of the intersection point between the proper
transform of that curve and the proper transform of the fiber over the point p. The
structures of these rational surfaces are summarized in Figure 8.

The relevant computations can be found in Appendix D. Using adjunction, we compute the total
Chern class of the surface ) and its characteristic numbers. We can then use this data to identify
the surfaces.
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Figure 8: Isomorphism classes of the rational surfaces Q, (a = 4,5,6,8). For the crepant resolution
Y, the fibral divisor Dg has a generic fiber Cg that degenerates into a full rational surface @, over
the codimension-three locus V(a,b)NS. The four rational surfaces Q, are connected to each other by
blowing-up points or blowing-down (—1)-curves. The rational surfaces Qg and Qg are, respectively,
isomorphic to the Hirzebruch surfaces Fo and F1. The rational surface Qs is obtained by blowing-up
a point of the (—1)-curve of Fy or by blowing-up a point of the curve of self-intersection 2 in Fs.
Alternatively, Qg is obtained from Qs by contracting the (—1)-curve that is the proper transform
of the fiber over the point p that was blown-up to go from Qg to Q5. The rational surface Q4 is
obtained by blowing-up the intersection of the two (—1)-curves of Qs.

Lemma 8.2. The FEuler characteristic, the degree, the holomorphic Euler characteristic, and signa-
ture of the surfaces Q, (a =4,5,6,8) are:

Yi: x(Qu) =6 K3, =6, xo(Qs)=1, 7(Qs)=-2,
Ys: x(@Q5)=5 K3 =7, xo(Q5)=1, 7(Qs5)=-1,
Yo: x(Qs) =4 K3, =8, xo(Qs)=1, 7(Qs)= 0,
Yg : X(Qg) =4 Kés = 8, Xo(Qg) = 1, T(Qg) = 0.

While flops do not change the fibral divisor (namely Dg) whose generic fiber degenerates into
the surface @ over V(a,b, s), flops do change the topology of @ by blowing-up/down certain points.
Such blowups will change x(Q), K%, and 7(Q). Since we know the degeneration of the fiber Cg, we

make the following conjectures.
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Conjecture 8.1. The FEuler characteristic, the degree, the holomorphic Fuler characteristic, and
signature of the surfaces Q. (a =1,2,3,7) are expected to be:

Yi: x(@Q)=9 K3 =3, xo(Q1)=1, 7(Q1)=-5,
Yo: x(Q2) =8 K3, =4, xo0(Q2)=1, 7(Q2)=—4,
Ya: x(Q3) =7 K3, =5, xo(@3) =1 7(Q3)=-3,
Yoo x(Qr) =4 K, =8, xo(Qr)=1, 7(Q7)= 0,

We expect Q7 to be a Hirzebruch surface Fqi, and @3, @2, and @1 to be the blowup of a
Hirzebruch surface Fo at three, four, and five points, respectively. These points are on the fiber of
self-intersection —2 and then on successive intersections of the proper transform of this fiber with
the exceptional divisors.
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A Fiber degenerations

Here we derive in detail the splitting of curves in each of the eight chambers using the hyperplane
arrangement [(E7, 56).

A1l Ch;
C7

®

©20,0:0,0,0. ,

Wi W2 W23 W2 W2 W32 o Cos C1 Cr C3 Cp Cs

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber expected.

Figure 9: Chamber 1.

As we can see from Figure 4, the unique wall of chamber 1 that intersects the interior of the
fundamental open Weyl chamber is the hyperplane wﬁ) . This hyperplane separates chamber 1 and
chamber 2: the form (g, ¢) is negative in the interior of the chamber 1, vanishes on the wall wﬁ)
and is positive in chamber 2. The condition

(w19, ¢) = ¢1 — ¢ <0, (A1)

completely characterizes chamber 1 since w19 is higher than all the other weights appearing in the
sign vector. It follows that —wg (resp. wig) is an effective curve in chamber 1 (resp. in chamber
2) which we call Cj, .

Geometrically, any simple root is an effective curve in a given chamber unless it connects two

weights of different signs. In the basis of simple roots, we have w9 = (1, 1,1, %,O,—%, %) as listed

in equation (3.1), or equivalently

w9 = a1 + as + ag + %a4 — %Oﬁﬁ + %cw. (A.2)
We rewrite this equation in the following suggestive form
ag = 2(—w19) + 201 + 209 + 23 + g + ay (A.3)
and deduce that the curve Cg splits as follows:
Ce — 2C§ + 2C1 + 2Co + 2C3 + Cy + . (A.4)

This matches the description in [12]. The intersection number of C§ with the fibral divisor D; is
given by minus the coefficient of w9 written in the basis of fundamental weights. Since in the basis

of fundamental weights, we have —(—wwi9) =[ 1 0000 -1 0], we find

Dy-Ch=1 Dg-Ch=-1, D;-Cht=0, i=23457T. (A.5)
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We also note that by linearity (see equation (3.2)), we have
Dy - Ci = —1, (A.6)

which is negative and therefore implies that Dy contains C§. Since both Dy and Dg contain Cf, we
rename Cj as Cpg and we have the splitting rule

{00 — Cos + C} AT

Cs — 2Chs +2C1 +2C5 +2C5 + Cy + C

where C{ is the left-over curve in Cjy. Since Cj has weight wy and Cpg has weight —wig9, and

wy = —w19 — w1, we see that —ww is the weight of C:
Cog — —w19,
06 19 (A.8)
CH—[00000-1 0]=—w.
From the Dynkin indices of w;, we deduce the following intersection numbers
Dy-Cj=-1, D.-Ci=0 r=1,2,3,4,5,7, Dg-Cj=1, (A.9)

and the degeneration
Co+2C1+3C5+4C3+3C4+2C5+Ce+2C7 — C(/)+3006+401 +5C54+6C3+4C,+2C5+3C (A.lO)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
«q contracted to a point and the identification:

(C§, Cos, C1,Ca, Cs3,Cy, Cs,C7) — (g, a2, a3, a5, g, 7, ) 4 (A.11)

with the respective multiplicities (1, 3,4, 5,6,4,2,3).

A.2 Ch,
Cr

®

!
Wi W20 W23 W2 W2 W32 Co & Cie C2 C3 Cp Cs

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber expected.

Figure 10: Chamber 2.

In chamber 2, we see from Figure 4 that the extremal faces are wiy and wy, with

wig — a1 = wWog, wig- P >0, wo- P <O0. (A.12)
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We conclude that w9 and —wyg will correspond to effective extremal curves in this chamber. We

can also use the expression of wyg in terms of simple roots:

1 1 1 1 1 1
w19 = 1 + g + a3 + 50&4 — 5046 + 50&7, Twog = Qg + a3 + 50[4 — 5016 + 50[7 (A.13)

and solve for a; and ag as sums of weights that define a positive form in the interior of the chamber:
a1 = wig + (—WQQ), g = 2(—w20) + 2a0 + 203 + g4 + 7. (A.14)

There is an effective curve Cjg corresponding to —wsg and an effective cure Cf corresponding to
wig9. Our choice of notation is because —wsg shows up for both a; and ag while w9 only appears
in ay, which we see as follows.

Since in the basis of fundamental weights, we have —(—cg) =| -1 100 0-1 0], we deduce

Dy -Cig = -1, Dy- Cig = 1, Dg- Cig = -1, D;- Cig = 0, 2=3,4,5,7. (A15)

We also note that by linearity
Dy - Ci6 = 0. (A.16)

The negative intersection numbers imply both D; and Dg contain Cjg. Meanwhile from —(wig) =

| -1 00001 0], we deduce the intersections of C} which are the negative of those computed for

Coe above, namely
Dy-Ci=1, Dy-Cy=-1, Dg-Ci=1, D;-Cit=0, i=234>5,T. (A.17)

We then have

{C1—>C16+Ci (A 18)

Cs — 2C16 + 2C2 +2C5 4+ Cy + C.

Using these linear equations, we find:
Co+2C7 +3C5 +4C5 4+ 3C5 + Cg + 2C7 — 20{ + 4C4¢ + 5Cy + 6C3 + 4Cy + 2C5 + 3C. (A.lg)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
g contracted to a point and the identification:

(Co, C1, Ci6,Ch, C2,C5,Cy, C5,C7) = (a0, a1, i3, v, i, i, i, ), (A.20)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2,4,5,6,4,2,3).
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A.3 Ch;s c
7

= ®

OO0 OnO OnOn0R0
Cq

!
W19 W20 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co & Cy C3 Ci Cs

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber expected.

Figure 11: Chamber 3.

The interior walls are now wyy and ws3 with
o) — (\g = W3, W9 * ¢ >0, wo3-¢<O. (A.Ql)

We conclude that ey and —ws3 will correspond to effective extremal curves in this chamber. We
can also use the expressions for these weights in terms of simple roots:

w20 2012-1-()&3-1-%0&4— %046—1-%0477 (A.22)
wo3 = a3 + %a4 — %Oﬁﬁ + %a7.
Solving for as and «g, we have
Q9 = Ty + (—LTJQ3), ag = 2(—@'20) + 2a3 + a4 + ag. (A.23)

There is an effective curve Chg corresponding to —weg and an effective cure C corresponding to
w9p. We thus have

{02 — Cog + C} (A21)

Ce — 2C9% +2C5 + Cy + C.

Our choice of notation is because Cas shows up for both as and ag while CY only appears in as,
which we see as follows.

Since in the basis of fundamental weights, we have —(—cg3) =| 0 -1 100 -1 0], we deduce

Dy -Cos=—1, D3-Cos=1, Dg-Cos=—-1, D;-Cos=0, i=1,4,57. (A25)
We also note that by linearity Dy = —(2Dy + 3Dy + 4D3 + 3Dy + 2D5 + Dg + 2D7), hence,
Dy - Cy = 0. (A.26)

The negative intersection numbers imply both Dy and Dg contain Cos. Meanwhile from —(tgg) =

1 -100010 ‘, we deduce the intersections of C% which are the negative of those computed for

C16 above, namely

Dy-Ch=1 Dy -Cy=-1, Dg-Ch=1, D;-Ch=0, i=0,34,57. (A.27)
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Finally we find the degeneration
Co+2C1+3C5+4C5+3C4+2C5+Cs+2C7; — Co+2C1 —|-3Cé+5C26+603+4C4+205+3C7. (A.28)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
ag contracted to a point and the identification:

(CO, Cl, Cé, 026, 037 047 057 07) — (Oé(), a1, 02, 04, 05, Og, A7, a8)7 (A29)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2,3,5,6,4,2,3).

A4 Chy c
7

= ©

W19 W20 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co G Gy Gy Css Ci G

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber observed.

Figure 12: Chamber 4.

The interior walls are now sz and wwag with
wWog — (3 = wiog, oz P >0, - ¢ <O. (A.30)

We conclude that o3 and —w9g will correspond to effective extremal curves in this chamber. We
can also use the expressions for these weights in terms of simple roots:

w3 = a3+ $ay — 306 + 507, (A.31)
w6 = %a4 — %046 + %047.
Solving for ag and ag, we have
a3 = w3 + (—w%), g = 2(—WQO) + oy + ar. (A.32)

There is an effective curve Cig corresponding to —wgs and an effective cure C% corresponding to

wogz. We thus have

{03 — Cs6 + C4 (A.33)

Cs — 2C36 + Cy + CY.

Our choice of notation is because Csg shows up for both a3 and ag while C% only appears in g, which

we see as follows. Since in the basis of fundamental weights, we have —(—tw9g) = | 00-110-11 |,

we deduce
Ds - C36 = —1, Dy - C36 =1, Dg - C36 = —1, D7 - C36 =1, D; - C26 =0, 2=1,2,5. (A.34)
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We also note that by linearity Dy & —(2D1 + 3Ds + 4D3 + 3Dy + 2D5 + Dg + 2D7), hence,
Dy - Cy6 = 0. (A.35)

The negative intersection numbers imply both D3 and Dg contain Csg. Meanwhile from —(was3) =

|0 1-1001 0], we deduce the intersections of C% which are the negative of those computed for

Cs6 above. Namely,
Dy -Ch=-1, D3-Cj=1, Dg-C,=-1, D;-Ct=0, i=0,1,4,57. (A.36)
Finally we find the degeneration
Co+2C1 +3C24+4C5+3C, +2C5+Cs+2C7 — Co+2C1 +3Co+4C5+6C36+4C1+2C5+3C7. (A.37)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
ay contracted to a point and the identification:

(Co, Cy, Cs,C4,Cs6,Cy, Cs,C7) — (g, 1, a2, a5, g, 7, ) 4 (A.38)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2,3,4,6,4,2,3).

maQQ

W19 Woo Wa3 Wae T29 TI32 Co C1 Cy O3 Cy Cis Cs

A.5 Ch;

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber observed.

Figure 13: Chamber 5.

The interior walls are now wsyg, w9, and wsgy with
Woe — Qq = Wag, W — Q7 = W30, w6 P >0, w9 <0, w9 <O0. (A.39)

We conclude that weg, —wag, and —w3g will correspond to effective extremal curves in this chamber.
We can also use the expressions for these weights in terms of simple roots:

1 1 1
wog = §a — §a6 + §a7,
1 1 1
wag = —504 — 506 + 507, (A.40)
1 1 1

w30 = 5&4 — §a6 — §a7.
Solving for a4, ag, and ay we have

ay = woe + (—wag), a7 =+ (—wsg), s = (—w2)+ (—w30). (A.41)
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There is an effective curve Cy7 corresponding to wsg, an effective curve Cyg corresponding to —woag,
and an effective cure Cg7 corresponding to —w3g. We thus have

Cy — Cy6 + Cyr,
Cs — Cug + Cor, (A.42)
C7; — Cy7 + Cgr.

Our choice of notation is because Cyg shows up for both ay and ag, Cy7 shows up for both a4 and
a7, and Cg7 shows up for both ag and a7, which we see as follows. Since in the basis of fundamental

weights, we have —(twag) = 0 01-101 -1], we deduce

D3'047:1, D4'C47:_17 D6‘C47:1, D7'047:_1, DZ'026:07 Z:0,1,2,5-

The negative intersection numbers imply both Dy and D7 contain Cy7. Meanwhile, from —(—tog9) =
|0 00-11-1 1} we deduce

Dy-Cy=—1, D5-Cys6=1, Dg-Cy6=—1, D7-Cys6=1, D;-Cs57=0, 1=0,1,2,3.

The negative intersection numbers imply both Dy and Dg contain Cyg. Finally, from —(—wo39) =
| 00010-1 -1|, we deduce

Dy -Cer=1, Dg-Cer=-1, D7 -Cer=-1, D;-Ct=0, i=0,1,2,3,5

and the negative intersection numbers imply both Dg and D7 contain Cgz.

In the end, we find the degeneration
Co+2C1 +3C5+4C3+3C, +2C5 + Cg+2C7 — Cy+2C + 3C +4C35 4+ 5Cy7 +4Cy6 + 2C5 + 3C47.

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
as contracted to a point and the identification:

(Co,C1,C4,C3,Ca7,Clu6,C5,Cor) = (ap, a1, oz, a3, i, g, 7, 0g)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2, 3,4,6,4,2,3).

A.6 Chg ‘
6

= ©

W19 W0 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co Oy Cy Cs Cy Cs7 Cé

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber observed.

Figure 14: Chamber 6.
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The interior walls are now wsyg and w3y with
wWog — (5 = w32, wog- P >0, wsz0-¢ <O. (A.43)

We conclude that o9 and —ww30 will correspond to effective extremal curves in this chamber. We
can also use the expressions for these in terms of simple roots:

w9 = —3a4 — 306 + 307, (A.44)
w3y = —%044 — Q5 — %aﬁ + %047.
Solving for as and ay, we have
a5 = wo9 + (—w:;g), a7 = 2wog + a4 + ag. (A.45)

There is an effective curve Cy; corresponding to wag and an effective cure Cf corresponding to —wss.

We thus have

{05 —)C57+Cé (A 46)

C7 — 2C57 + Cy + Cs.

Since in the basis of fundamental weights, we have —(a9) =| 0 00 1-11 -1} we deduce

Dy-Cos7=1, D5-Csy=-1, Dg-Cs7=1, D7-Csy=-1, D;-C5r=0, i=1,23. (A47)
We also note that by linearity Dy & —(2D1 + 3Ds + 4D3 + 3Dy + 2D5 + Dg + 2D7), hence,
Dy - Cs7 = 0. (A.48)

The negative intersection numbers imply both D5 and D7 contain Cs7. Meanwhile from —(—w3y) =

| 0000-101 |, we deduce the intersection of Cf, namely

Ds-Ct=—1, D;-C=1, D;-Ct=0, i=1,234,6, (A.49)

and, by linearity,
Dy -Cs7 =0. (A.50)

Finally we find the degeneration
Co+2C1+3C5+4C53+3C4+2C5+Cs+2C7; — Co+2C1 —|-302—|—4C3+5C4+6C57+20§—|—306. (A.51)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
ag contracted to a point and the identification:

(007 Ola 027 037 047 0577 Oé? Oﬁ) — (Oé(], ag, G2, a3, (4, A5, A7, a8)7 (A52)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2,3,4,5,6,2,3).
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A.7 Ch; .
6

= ©

!
W19 W20 W23 W26 W29 W32 Co i G CG3 Gy G Cr

(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber expected.

Figure 15: Chamber 7.

The interior wall is now wsy with

w32 - ¢ > 0. (A.53)

We conclude that wse will correspond to an effective extremal curve in this chamber. Recalling its

expression in terms of simple roots:

1 1 1
w2 = —50u — 05 — 5a6+ 507, (A.54)

we have
a7 = 2ws30 + ag + 2a5 + ag. (A.55)

There is an effective curve C? corresponding to w3z, and we have

C7 > Cy+2C5+ Cg + 204. (A.56)

Since in the basis of fundamental weights, we have —(ws3s) = [0 00010 -1, we deduce the
intersections of C%, namely

Ds-Ch=1, D;-Ch=-1, D;-C,=0, i=0,1,23,4,6, (A.57)

which are the negative of those found for C} in the previous chamber.

Finally, we find the degeneration
Co+2C143Cy+4C5+3C4+2C5+Cs+2C7 — C0+2C1+3CQ+403+5C4+605+4C§+3C6. (A.58)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
a7 contracted to a point and the identification:

(Co, C1,C4,C3,Cy, Cs, C7, Cg) = (g, o1, iz, 3, a, 05, g, Q) (A.59)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2,3,4,5,6,4,3).
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A.8 Chg

w30
Wiy W20 W23 W W29 W32 Co Ci G Gy G Cp G Cs
(a) Sign vector. (b) Singular fiber observed.

Figure 16: Chamber 8.

Chamber 8 is only adjacent to chamber 5 and the two chambers are separated by the hyperplane

w3 (as seen in Figure 4). In particular, chamber 8 is characterized by:

w30 - ¢ = Pa — ¢ — P17 > 0. (A.60)
We conclude that in this chamber, the weight wsg will correspond to an effective extremal curve.

Recalling its expression in terms of simple roots:

1 1 1
w30 = 5044 — 50(6 — 5047, (A61)

we have
oy = 2wy + ag + ag. (A.62)

There is an effective curve C)j corresponding to wsg, and we have

Cy— Ceg+Cr+ 204/1. (A.63)

Since in the basis of fundamental weights, we have —(wsg) = | 000-101 1|, we deduce the
intersections of Cj, namely

Dy-Cy=-1, Dg-Cy=1, D;-Cy=1, D;-Cy=0, i=1,235, (A.64)

and by linearity Dy = —(2Dy + 3Do + 4D3 + 3Dy + 2D5 + Dg + 2D7) hence,
Dy -Cj = 0. (A.65)
Finally we find the degeneration
Co+2C143C5+4C3+3C, +2C5+Cs+2C7 — Cop+2C1+3C2+4C5+5C7+6C) +4Cs+2C5. (A.66)

We get a fiber whose dual graph is the affine Dynkin diagram Eg with the node corresponding to
ag contracted to a point and the identification:

(Co, C1,C4,C5,C7,C4, C, Cs) = (g, o1, iz, a3, 05, g, 7 ), (A.67)

with the respective multiplicities (1,2,3,4,5,6,4,2).
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B Triple intersection computations

Here we compute the triple intersection polynomials in each chamber for which we have an explicit

resolution of singularities.

B1 Y,

Y, is the proper transform of the Weierstrass model of equation (2.2) after the blowups leading to
X7 in (4.1). The result is

Yy esesey’ — 616264(136%6364666%35 + aejessix + 6265:173) =0, (B.1)
where the relative projective coordinates are

2 . 2235 ) 2.3 . 2
[e2eseseserx @ esesejesegery S| [T 1 eseqesegery @ eresesepes]

(B.2)
[esecery = e1] [ezes : e3] [esery : ea] [y : eser] [eq : eg).
The total transform of s is selegegeieg,e%e‘% and we have the following fibral divisors
1Dy : s = ezegy’ — 616%64:173 =0,
2 Dl : €1 = €3 = O,
3 Do : es =e4 =0,
4 Dy : er = ezesegy’ — ereseq(aeressds + egeszd) = 0, (B.3)

3Dy eq =e5 =0,
2D5: 6226520,

1 D6 : €5 = b€1€364666%82 +ar = 0,
2 D7 : eg = aejezs® + esesax? = 0.
The classes of the Cartier divisors defined by the zero loci of s, z,y,e; (i =1,---,7) are

[S]:S—El, [$]:H—|—2L—E1—E2, [y]:H+3L—E1—E2—E3—E5—E6,
le1] = E1 — Ey — E3, leo) = B — By — E5,  [e3] = E3 — Ey, (B.4)
les] = Ey — Eg — B, les] = E5, [es] = Eg — E7, [e7] = Er,

where E; is the total transform of the i** exceptional divisor and [e;] is the proper transform of the
ith exceptional divisor.

We have the linear relations

le1] = D1, le2] = Ds, [e3| = D1+ Do, [eq] = Do+ Dy,

les] = Dy + Ds + Dg, [eg] = D7, |er] = Ds, (B.5)
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and can thus solve for the D; in terms of the E; to get?

7

Dy =5-—En,

Dy =E— Ey— Es,

Dy = —E1+ By +2E3 — Ey,
Ds = Ex,

(B.6)
Dy, =FE)—FEy—2FE3+2E,— Eg — L7,

Ds = E;—Es— Es,
D¢y =—F+2FE3— E;+2FE5+ Eg + FEr,
D; =FEg— FE7.

\

Now that we have the classes of the fibral divisors, the sequence of blowups and the pushforward
theorems will be enough to compute the triple intersection numbers.

The triple intersection polynomial is by definition

7 7
F= /(Z Da¢a)3[y] :/ ﬂ*fl*f2*f3*f4*f5*f6*f7*f8* [(Z Da¢a)3[Y]}7 (B7)
a=0 B a=0

where f; is the i*® blowup and 7 : X = P[0 ® L®? @ £®3] — B is the map defining the projective
bundle. Noting that

[Y4] =3H+6L -2k —2FEy — B3 — Ey — Es — Eg — Ex, (BS)
we can use the pushforward theorems from Section 5 to get:

Fy(¢) = 4S(L — S)(¢4 + 6% + é3 + o + 62 + ¢3) — S268 +25(S — 2L) ¢
+35(=2L + S)¢2¢1 + 3LShod? + 3S(—3L + 25)d2ds + 3S(2L — S) b1 2

+35(3S — AL) (¢3¢ + $366 + P35 + 207306 + 20667 (B.9)
+35(3L — 25) 2 + 3S(9S — 11L)d26 + 6S(5L — 4S) 52 '
+35(S — L) (¢34 + d35¢7 + 205¢5 — $adh3)

—65(35 — 4L)(p30406 + Pap506 + P30607)-

B2 Y;

Y5 is the proper transform of the Weierstrass model of equation (2.2) after the blowups leading to
X+ in (4.1). The result is

Ys - eseseqy’ — 616264(1)6%6%64656785 + aere3s3z + esegerz®) = 0, (B.10)

9Were we to only use the sequence of blowups described in (4.5) and (4.6) without the additional (4.7) one would
not be able to invert the equations for F; in terms of the D;.
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where the relative projective coordinates are

2. 2324 . . 2 2 .
[eaesesecesx @ egesejesegery S| [T 1 eseqesegeny @ eregeqeser)

(B.11)
lesesery : e1] [ezeser @ e3] [esy = eq] [y : eaer] [ea : e5).
The total transform of s is selegegeiege(ge% and we have the following fibral divisors
1 Dy: s = eseseqy’ — 6165646667333 =0,
2 D1 . €] — €3 = 0,
3 D2 . €3 — €4 — 0,
4 D3 : eq =e5 =0,
’ T (B.12)
3 Dy : er = esegy’ — ae%ege4s3x =0,
2 D5 . €y = €5 = 0,
1 D6 : g = b€1€364e56782 +axr = O,
2 Dy : e5 = aejess® + esegera® = 0.

The classes of the Cartier divisors defined by the zero loci of the variables s, x,y, e; are

[S]:S—El, [$]2H+2L—E1—E2, [y]:H+3L—E1—E2—E3—E5—E6,
le1] = E1 — By — B3, [es] = By — By — Eg — Er,  [es]| = E3 — Ey, (B.13)
lea] = By — E5, [es] = E5 — E7,  [ee] = B, [er] = B,
where E; is the total transform of the i** exceptional divisor and [e;] is the proper transform of the
ith exceptional divisor.

We have the linear relations

le1] = D1, le2] = Ds, [es| = D1+ Do, [eq] = Do+ Ds,

(B.14)
les] = D3 + D7, [e] = D5 + Dg, [er] = Du,
and can thus solve for the D; in terms of the F; to get
Dy =F| - E;— E3,
Dy =—FE1+ Ey+2FE3 — Ey,
D3 =F,— FEy—2E3+2FE, — Es,
3 1 2 3 4 5 (B15)
Dy =Ey,
Ds =F;—FEy— Eg— Ex,
Dg =—-FEy+ Ey+2FEs+ Er,
D; =—-F1+ FEy+2F3 —2FE,+ 2E5 — Er.

Now that we have the classes of the fibral divisors, the sequence of blowups and the pushforward
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theorems will be enough to compute the triple intersection numbers. Noting that
[Y%] =3H +6L —2F, —2Fy — B3 — Fy — E5 — Eg — E7, (B16)
we can use the pushforward theorems from Section 5 to get:

Fy5(¢) =4S(L — 8)(¢ + 63 + 65 + 03 + ¢3) — S*(8 + 6§ + 62)
+35(35 — 4L)(¢385 — P393 + Padls + 183 + P% + Pide + dadr — d3d% + Pre3)
+3S¢1903(S — 2L) + 3LS¢3¢o + 3S(3L — 25) (203 — 1)
+3S(5L — 45) (20555 — d364 — d367) + 3S(2L — S)p1¢b + 35(95 — 11L) 3¢

+3S(S — L) (20365 — ¢ad?) + 6S(4L — 35)(dads6 + ¢304d7 + Padbr).
(B.17)

B3 Y

Ys is the proper transform of the Weierstrass model of equation (2.2) after the blowups leading to
X in (4.1). The result is

Ys esesey’ — 616264(()6%6%646585 + aejessix + egeﬁegw?’) =0, (B.18)

where the relative projective coordinates are

[6264656(;6%1' : 6263636%6%6?]4 8] [z ege4e§eﬁe7y : e1ezeqes) (B.19)
[esesery : e1] [626(56% s es] legery : eq] [y i eger] [ea : eg).
The total transform of s is selegegeiege(;eg and we have the following fibral divisors
(
1 Dy : s = 6365y2 — ele%e4e%:ﬂ3 =0,
2 D1 : €] = €3 = 0,
3 Dy : es3 =e4 =0,
4 Ds : eq =e5 =0,
s T (B.20)

3Dy es =e5 =0,

2 Dy : er = esegy’ — a6%626483$ — be‘z’egegeie5s5 =0,
1 DG : g = b€1€3€46582 +ar = 0,
(2 D7 e5 = aeje3s’ + esegerr? = 0.

The classes of the Cartier divisors defined by the zero loci of the variables s, x,y, e; are

[S]ZS—El, [ﬂj‘]:H—l-QL—El—EQ, [y]:H+3L—E1—E2—E3—E5—E6,
le1] = E1 — Ey — E3, |eg) = By — By — Eg — E7, |e3] = B3 — Eu, (B.21)
lea] = B4 — E5, les| = E5, [eg] = Es — E7, |er] = Ex,
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where E; is the total transform of the i** exceptional divisor and [e;] is the proper transform of the
ith exceptional divisor.

We have the linear relations

le1] = D1, le2] = D4, [e3| = D1+ Dy, [eq] = Do+ Ds,

B.22
les] = D3 + Dy + D7, [eg] = Dg, [e7] = Ds, ( )
and can thus solve for the D; in terms of the F; to get

[Do] =8 —Ex,

[D1] = FEi1 — Ey — Es,

[Dy] = —FE1+ Ey +2E5 — Ey,

D =F —FEy—2F3+2FE, — FE5,

[Ds] 1 2 3 4 5 (B.23)

[D4] = E; — Ey — Eg — Ex,

[Ds] = Ex,

[Ds] = Eg — Er,

[D7] = —E1+2E3 — Eq+2E5 + Eg + Er.

Now that we have the classes of the fibral divisors, the sequence of blowups and the pushforward
theorems will be enough to compute the triple intersection numbers. Noting that

[YG] =3H +6L -2k —2FEy — B3 — FEy — Es — Eg — Ex, (B.24)
we can use the pushforward theorems from Section 5 to get:

Fs(¢) = 4S(L — S)(8 + & + ¢3 + 63 + ¢ + o3) — S?¢% — 2S(2L — S)¢
+6S(AL — 3S)($304¢7 + dadsd7 + dsd6¢7) + 3LSho BT
+35(3S — AL)($3¢5 — d30] — d387 + d507 + 20367 + G5 + 205¢7) (B.25)
+35(S — 2L)(p1¢95 — d165) + 3S(3L — 25)(¢203 — Biha) + 35(65 — TL) P26
+3S(5L — 45)(pad3 — D57 — $3¢a) + 3S(6L — 55)(d5 05 — Pi¢s)-

B4 Ys

Y3 is the proper transform of the Weierstrass model of equation (2.2) after the blowups leading to
X, in (4.1). The result is

Ys: esesery’ — 616264(1)6%6%64656685 + aere3s3z + esegerz®) = 0, (B.26)
where the relative projective coordinates are

[ege4e5e§ew : egegeiegeée%y s8] [z 63646%6%673} : e1eszeqeseq] (B.27)
[esecery @ e1] [eaeger : es] [ery : eq] [eser i es] [y : ea]. '
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The total transform of s is selegegeiege%w and we have the following fibral divisors

1 Dy: s = ezesy’ — 61636466353 =0,
2Dq: e1 =e3 =0,
3 Dy : es3 =eq4 = 0,
4 Dj: eq =e5 =0,

(B.28)
3 Dy : eg = esery’ — ae%ege4s3x =0,
2 D5 : es = ey =0,
1 D6 : €7 = b61€3€4€5€682 +axr = O,
2 Dy : e5 = aejess® + esegera’ = 0.

The classes of the Cartier divisors defined by the zero loci of the variables s, x,y, e; are

[S]:S—El, [x]:H+2L—E1—E2, [y]:H+3L—E1—E2—E3—E5—E7,
le1] = E1 — By — E3, [es) = By — By — Eg — E7,  [e3] = B3 — Ey, (B.29)
les] = B4 — E5, [es| = Es — Eg, [es] = Es, [er] = Er,

where E; is the total transform of the i*"exceptional divisor and [e;] is the proper transform of the

ith exceptional divisor.

We have the linear relations

le1] = D1, le2] = Ds, [es| = D1+ Do, [eq] = Do+ Ds,

B.30
les] = D3 + D7, leg] = D4, ler] = D5+ De, (B-30)
and can thus solve for the D; in terms of the F; to get
[Do] =S — Exy,
[D1] = Ey — Ey — E3,
[Dy] = —Ey+ Ey+2E5 — Ey,
D =F1 — FEy —2F3+2E4 — FEs,
[Ds] 1 2 3 4 5 (B.31)
[D4] = Eg,
[Ds] = FEs— Ey— Eg — Er,
[Ds] = —FEs+ E;+ Eg + 2E7,
[D7] =—F1+FEy+2F3 —2F, + 2FE5 — Eg.

Now that we have the classes of the fibral divisors, the sequence of blowups and the pushforward

theorems will be enough to compute the triple intersection numbers. Noting that

[Yg] =3H +6L -2k —2FEy — B3 — Ey — Es — Eg — Ex, (B.32)

42



we can use the pushforward theorems from Section 5 to get:

Fy(¢) = 4S(L — S)y + 3LSdodT + 35(S — 2L)dg¢n
+4S(L — 8)(¢7 + 65 + ¢3 + 03 + 6 + ¢3) + 25(S — 2L)4]
+3S(2L — S)p102 + 35(2S — 3L) 2 g + 3S(3L — 25) a3 + 3S(3S — 4L) P23

(

( (B.33)
+6S(5L — 45) 502 + 35(9S — 11L)¢2 s + 35(4S — 5L) 2y

(

(

+35(L — )(254(255 +35(4S — 5L)(;53(254 +65(S — L)(b4(255
+65(3S — AL) ¢4 (B — d506 + 07) + 3S(AL — 35)d3(ps + ¢7)°.

Now that we have the triple intersection polynomial for each chamber, we conclude this appendix
with a brief discussion of how to use this data to learn about the geometry of the fibral divisors. In
particular, a necessary condition for a divisor D; to be a P'-bundle without singular fibers is that

D} =4S(L - 9). (B.34)

By looking at the Fermat terms of the triple intersection polynomials Fg, Fg, F5, and Fy4, we see
that we recover the following information:

1. In Chy, D3 and Dg are not P'-bundles.
2. In Chs, Dy, Dg, and D7 are not P'-bundles.
3. In Chg, D5 and D7 are not P'-bundles.

4. In Chg, Dy is not a P'-bundle.

We note that these conclusions are consistent with the analysis in [25].

For example, in chamber 8, since the divisors D, for a = 0,1,2,3,5,6,7 have fibers that do not
degenerate, they are projective bundles. We can check that their triple intersection numbers are as

expected:
D3 =D} = D3 = D3 =D3 =D} =D3=4(L—S)S. (B.35)

The divisor Dy has a fiber that degenerates with the appearance of two new curves over V(a,s).

This is also reflected in its triple intersection:
D} =2S(-2L 4+ 9), (B.36)
which differs from that of a projective bundle over S by 2 for each point of V'(a, s):
D3 =4(L — S)S — 2(4L — 35)S = 4(L — S)S — 2][al.S, (B.37)

where we used

(4L — 3S5)S = [a] - [s]. (B.38)

We see Dy has the same self-triple intersection as a projective bundle with 2[a].S points blown-up.
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C Fibral divisors from scaling

In this appendix, we demonstrate an alternate route to Table 3 via scaling methods, using D3 as
an example. The fibral divisor D3 is not a projective bundle for Y4 since there the curve C3 can
degenerate in codimension-two. For Ys, Yg, and Yg, the fibral divisor D3 is the same P'-bundle up
to isomorphism and we will now determine its isomorphism class. It is enough to focus on the first
5 blowups these varieties have in common. Our divisor is defined by

D3 Leq = €5 = O, (Cl)
and on this locus, we have the coordinates
[0:0: £15] [(1€a2: 0: 0)[0 : €7 alser] [y aen : Laly es][l102ls05y : O], (C.2)

where we have included the relevant rescaling factors.

S| T |Y| €1 €9 €3 €4 €5
1|11} -1{ 010710710
{011} 1 |—-1101]07]0 (C.3)
l310101] 1 -1] 0 0
£y 10100 0 1 1 |-1(0
1010|110 ] 0 1 ]-1

We recall that the components of a given set of projective coordinates cannot be simultaneously
zero. Thus, the fibral divisor D3 is defined in the patch

sxye; # 0. (C4)

To normalize the coordinates [0: 0 : s][z:0:0][0: eq][y: 0] to [0:0: 1][1:0:0][0: 1][1 : 0], we take

(=51, ly=sz7t, ly= 61_18_21', ls = e s’y L. (C.5)
This implies that the fiber is
2
[egE : 61638—] > [egx? : e1e3s7], (C.6)
s x
and we deduce that
D3 = Pg(S9 @ 2%, (C.7)

which agrees with the corresponding entries in Table 3.

D Vertical rational surfaces
In this appendix, we prove Theorem 8.1 by analyzing the isomorphism class of the curve Cg over

the locus V(a,b) N S. This requires a careful analysis of the projective space defined from X by the
sequence of blowups.
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D.1 The vertical surface Qg

In the case of Yg, the defining equation for Cg is
Cs: e7=bejesesesess’ + ax = 0. (D.1)
The projective coordinates of the fiber of X7 over X are:
[0:0:s][z:0:ereseqeses][0: e1][0 : e3]]0: eq][0 : e5][y : ea], (D.2)
which shows Cg is defined in the open patch
sereszeqes # 0. (D.3)

The scaling symmetries due to the respective blowups from X, to X7 are:

Xi|ls|lax|y|e | e |es|es|es|es| er
4 |1]1)1|-=1] 010 0|0} 0]|O0
fy 1O|1|1| 1 |-1]0 0|0} 0]|O0
f3 1010 |1] 1 0O|-1]{ 0] 0| O0]O0 (D.4)
£y 10100 O 1 1 (-1 0] 01|O0
b5 |0]0|1| 0] 0] O 1 (-1 010
lg 10100 O 1 0 0 1 [—-1]0
£z 1010]|1| 0 1 0 0| 0] 0|-1
We introduce the following linear redefinitions:
X7 s|loz|y|le|ex|es|es|es5| es | er
,1:€1+€3+£4+£5+€6 1/1(3]0]2]0]0]0}|-1]20
,2:€2—€3—£4—£5—€6—|—3£7 oO(1r{2{0(0]0]01]0 1 |-3
Uy =l3+ Uy + U5+ g 002|172 ]10]010|-1]20 (D.5)
Oy =Ly + U5+ lg 0joj1j012|11j010|-1]20 '
0L = U5 + Lg 0joj1jo0(1j0}j110|-1]0
6t =1s 0jojojoj1j10j011{-1]0
U =17 0joj1j0}1|10]010] 0 |-1

We fix (s, e1,e3,eq,e5) by using (¢}, 05,0, 05, 05), respectively. Then, after imposing e7 = 0, we are

left with:

Qs T|y|e2|es
6/2262—&3,—@4—65—664-367 112101 (DG)
/7: 4y 01,110

which is the toric description of the Hirzebruch surface Fo.
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D.2 The vertical surface Qg
In the case of Y, the defining equation for Cg is
Cs: eg=bejesesess® + ax = 0. (D.7)
Imposing eg = 0 gives the following projective coordinates
0:0:8] [x:0:ereseqes] [0:e1] [0:e3] [0:eq] [y: ezer] [e2: 0], (D.8)

which implies that
seregezey # 0. (D.9)

The defining equation of Cg gives a full rational surface Qg when a = b = 0. The successive blowups
that produced X~ give the following scalings:

Xo |s|x|yle | e |e3|es|e5 | e | er
fp [1]1(1|-1] 0 0 0 0 0 0
by |01 1|1 |—-1]0 0 0 0 0
£3 |00 1| 1 0O |-1| 0 0 0 0 (D.10)
£y {0100 O 1 1 |1-1]0 0 0
l5 |10]0|1] O 0 0 1 -1 0 0
lg |10]0|1] O 1 0 0 0O |—-1| 0
lz {0100 O 1 0 0 0 1 |-1

We conveniently redefined them as follows:

X s|lx| y |e1| e |es|es| es | eg | e7

b+l +0ly+405—¥0g |11 2|10 00]0]-1]1 0

by — b3 — 0y —Fls+07 |01 |—-1]0|—-1]01]0 1 1 |-1
Uy + Ly + U5 — g 0Ojoj 110/ 0|0]|-1]1 0 (D.11)

by + s — g 0|0y 00| 0 |1|0]|-1]1 0

b5 — bg + 07 00| O 0 0 0O|1]-1] 2 |-1

by —0l3—0y—F0s+206 101 ] 1 O] OO0 1 |-2|0

bg — L7 0joj 10|00 |0]O0]|-21

We can then fix (s, e1,e2,es,eq) by using (€7, 5, 04, 0}, 0L), respectively, and after imposing eg = 0,

we are left with:

Qo T|y|es|er
K% =0y —Vl3—0y—l5+20| 11| 1|0 (D.12)
[/ o[1lo0]1

which shows that Qg is isomorphic to a Hirzebruch surface F;.
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D.3 The vertical surface Qs

The surface Q5 is defined by

. _ 2 _
Cs: eg = bereszesesers” +ax =0,

which reduces to eg = 0 over V(a,b) NS in Y5. The projective coordinates are:

0:0:8] [z:0:ereseqeser][0:e1] [0:e3] [0

which imply that

sereseq # 0.

The successive blowups defining X}" give the scalings:

eq] [y : ezer] [es : es],

X;r s|lx|y|le | e | e3|es|es | es | er

£ |1]1{1|—-1] 0| 01|O0 0|01} O0

by 1O 11| 1 |=1,01]0 0| 01|O0

l3 10|01 ] 1 0 [—-1] 0 0] 01|O0

£y 10]0(10] O 1 1 {-1, 01010

s 0|01} 0| 0] O 1 ]1-11010

bg 1O10O|1| O 1 010 0 |—-1] 0

lg 10]0[0]| O 1 010 1 0| -1

which we redefine as follows:

X;r s|lx|ylel|exles|es| e5 | e | er
6/1:€1+€3+€4+€5_€6 1({1]12]0]0]0(0|—-1]1 0
€/2:£2—£3—€4—€5—|—2€6 O0j1yj1;y0(00 0 1 |—-2] 0
b =103+ Ly + U5 — Lg 0/(0j1y1j0|10|0]-1]1 0
Uy =0y + U5 — Lg 0/0j{0j0j0O|1|0]-1]1 0
0L =05 — lg + U7 0/(0{0{0]JO|O0|1]O0 1 | -1
6 =10 0(0j1{0j1jJ010]0/|-1]0
v =4 0/0j0j0] 1|00} 1 0| -1

We can then fix (s, e1,es,eq) using (¢4, 04, 0}, 0%). After imposing eg =

Qs x|y|les|es| e7
55252—€3—€4—£5—|—2€6 111 1 0
= (g 01 00
5/7257 010 1] -1

(D.13)

(D.14)

(D.15)

(D.16)

(D.17)

(D.18)

which shows that Qs is a Hirzebruch surface F; blown-up at a point (namely e; = e5 = 0) of its

unique curve of self-intersection —1.
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D.4 The vertical surface Q4

The surface Q4 is defined by
Ce: e5= belege4666332 4+ ax =0,
which reduces to es = 0 over V' (a,b) NS. The projective coordinates are
[0:0:8] [2:0:erezeqese?] [0:e1] [0: es] [esery : ea] [y : eseq] [ea : eq),

which means that we have
sereg # 0.

The successive blowups defining X give the scalings:

X ls|aoz|y|e | e |e3|es|es|es| er

fp [1]1(1]-1] 0 0 0 0 0 0

by {0111 1 |—-1]0 0 0 0 0

I3 {001 1 0O (-1 0 0 0 0

£y 10]010] O 1 1 |1-110 0 0

l5 |0]0(1] O 1 0 -1 0 0

lg |1O0]0[1] O 0 0 0O |—-1(20

£z 10]0]0] O 0 0 0 1 |-1

We redefine them as follows:

X7 s|laz|y|le | e |e3| es | e5 | es | er
0=t + b 12(2]0]-1]0]o0]o0]o0]oO
5/2252—53—544—255 o(1r{2{0} 00| 1 |-2]0 0
g =3+ 4y 0011 1 10]-1]0 0 0
=14 0j0oj0j 0|1 1]-110 0 0
0L =t O{o|jr{o|1j)0}|]071]-1]0 0
lg = Lg 0{0|j1{0| 0 ]0] 1 0O |—-1(20
€/7 = {7 0j0j0j 0| 0|0 0 1 |-1

which allows us to fix (s, eq, e3) using (¢7, 65, ¢5). After imposing e5 = 0, we are left with:

Q4 r|y|e |es| €6 | €7
€/2:€2—£3—£4—|—2£5 1121011 0 0
0L =145 O|1{1]0] 0 0
lg = lg O|1{0|1]-1]0
=1t ojojo|1]1|-1

(D.19)

(D.20)

(D.21)

(D.22)

(D.23)

(D.24)

which is a Hirzebruch surface Fy (parametrized by (x,y, 2, e4)), blown-up at a point P : y =e4 =0

of its curve of self-intersection 2, followed by a blowup of the intersection point (e, = e5 = 0) of the

resulting exceptional fiber and the proper transform of the fiber over the point P.
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