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Abstract. There are no known failures of Bounded Negativity in characteristic
0. In the light of recent work showing the Bounded Negativity Conjecture fails
in positive characteristics for rational surfaces, we propose new characteristic free
conjectures as a replacement. We also develop bounds on numerical characteristics
of curves constraining their negativity. For example, we show that the H-constant
of a rational curve C with at most 9 singular points satisfies H(C) > −2 regardless
of the characteristic.

1. Introduction

Except where explicitly noted, we work over an arbitrary algebraically closed field.
Also, when we speak of the singular points of a plane curve, we mean including all
infinitely near singular points, if any, unless we specify otherwise.

The following folklore conjecture, which has been traced back at least to F. En-
riques (see [2]), is still open.

Conjecture 1.1. (Bounded Negativity Conjecture). Let X be any smooth complex
projective surface. Then there is a bound BX such that for every reduced curve
C ⊂ X we have C2 ≥ BX .

An equivalent formulation (see [2, Proposition 5.1]) is as follows.

Conjecture 1.2. (Bounded Negativity Conjecture for irreducible curves). Let X
be any smooth complex projective surface. Then there is a bound bX such that for
every reduced irreducible curve C ⊂ X we have C2 ≥ bX .

It has been known for a long time that counterexamples occur in positive charac-
teristics (see [15, Exercise V.1.10]), and recently counterexamples have been found
even for rational surfaces [6] and hence every smooth projective surface in positive
characteristic is birational to a surface for which Bounded Negativity fails. This raises
the question of whether a characteristic free formulation of Bounded Negativity can
be given.
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As a step in this direction, we will consider the case of X = P2. The failure
of Bounded Negativity for rational surfaces implies the existence of plane curves
with singular points of high multiplicity compared to the degree, at a fixed set of
points of the plane. What has never been observed in any characteristic but which
has not been shown to be impossible, are failures of what can be regarded Bounded
Negativity in which one does not bound the number of singular points of multiplicity
greater than 2 but only their multiplicities and the genus of the curves.

It is easy to construct curves of low genus with large numbers of double points
(see Example 4.1). But very few examples of reduced curves are known, in any char-
acteristic, with bounded genus if we bound the number of double points and bound
the multiplicities of the remaining singular points. This motivates the following con-
jectures. They are consistent with what we currently know. We pose them both as a
way of encapsulating our current state of knowledge, and in the hope that studying
them will enhance our understanding of bounded negativity.

To state them, we will call a positive integer sequence (d,m1, . . . ,mr) with r > 0 a
multiplicity sequence if there is a reduced plane curve C of degree d having exactly r
singular points p1, . . . , pr (possibly infinitely near) and such thatmi is the multiplicity
of pi. We say C has multiplicity bound m if mi ≤ m for all i.

Conjecture 1.3. Let K be a fixed algebraically closed ground field. There are only
finitely many multiplicity sequences arising for reduced plane curves over K with
multiplicity bound m = 3, having no points of multiplicity 2 and whose components
are all rational.

More generally, we call (g1, . . . , gs) a genus sequence if there is a reduced plane
curve with components C1, . . . , Cs where gj is the genus of the normalization C ′j of
Cj. We say C has genus bound g if gj ≤ g for all j.

Conjecture 1.4. Let K be a fixed algebraically closed ground field. For every
choice of integers n ≥ 0, m > 0 and g ≥ 0, there are only finitely many multiplicity
sequences arising for irreducible plane curves over K with multiplicity bound m,
genus bound g and having at most n singular points of multiplicity less than m.

Here is a stronger form of this conjecture:

Conjecture 1.5. Let K be a fixed algebraically closed ground field. For every
choice of integers n ≥ 0, m > 0 and g ≥ 0, there are only finitely many multiplicity
sequences arising for plane curves over K with multiplicity bound m, genus bound
g and having at most n points of multiplicity 2.

As a more accessible target for a counterexample, we also propose:

Conjecture 1.6. There is no reduced plane curve in any characteristic of degree
more than 9 whose components are all rational and whose singularities all have
multiplicity 3.

These conjectures generalize a long standing problem from combinatorics. Only
two complex line arrangements are known whose multiple points all have multiplicity
3, namely 3 concurrent lines (which has multiplicity sequence (3, 3)) and the curve
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defined by (x3 − y3)(x3 − z3)(y3 − z3) = 0 (which has multiplicity sequence (9, 312),
which we use as shorthand for the sequence with 12 consecutive 3’s). In positive
characteristics, we get two more examples. The union of the 7 lines of the Fano
plane gives an example in characteristic 2 (it has multiplicity sequence (7, 37)). For
a field K of characteristic 3, one can take the 9 k-lines of P2

k that do not contain the
point (0, 0, 1), where k ⊂ K is the subfield of order 3; it has multiplicity sequence
(9, 312). It seems not to be known if there are any others in any characteristic.

By allowing curves of higher degrees we obtain a few more multiplicity sequences
with genus bound g = 0, multiplicity bound m = 3 and having n = 0 points of
multiplicity 2, namely (4, 3), (5, 33), (6, 34), (8, 37), (8, 38) and (9, 310). We discuss
these examples in more detail in the last section of this paper. We are unaware
of any others. Of the examples we are aware of, only (4, 3) and (8, 37) come from
irreducible curves.

1.7. H-constants and connections to Bounded Negativity. Before discussing
our results, we first describe how the multiplicity sequence conjectures relate to
the Bounded Negativity Conjecture. The connection (see Theorem 1.11) is via the
concept of H-constants, which was introduced to explore the Bounded Negativity
Conjectures (see for example [1, 18, 25]). Given a reduced singular curve C ⊂ P2, let
S = {p1, ..., pr} be the set of singular points of C (including infinitely near singular
points; see [19]), let mi be the multiplicity of pi and let d be the degree of C. We
call pi an ordinary singular point if it is an actual point of P2 and has mi smooth
branches, with distinct tangents. (Thus no point infinitely near an ordinary singular
point can be singular.) We now define

(1.1) H(C) =
d2 −

∑r
i=1m

2
i

r
=

(C ′)2

r
,

where C ′ is the proper transform of C under the blowing up of the points pi. Note
that C ′ is a disjoint union of smooth curves, C1 . . . , Cs.

It is easy to see that if inf H(C) > −∞, where the infimum is taken over either
all reduced or over all irreducible, reduced singular curves C, then the Bounded
Negativity Conjecture is true. Since by [6] the Bounded Negativity Conjecture is
false in every positive characteristic, we have inf H(C) = −∞ in every positive
characteristic. Indeed, over any algebraically closed field K of positive characteristic
p > 0, it is easy to give curves C whose singularities are all ordinary but where
H(C) is arbitrarily negative (see Example 4.2). By [6], examples in every positive
characteristic can even be given with H(C) arbitrarily negative where C is reduced
and irreducible.

Remark 1.8. Some authors define H(C) by restricting the sum
∑r

i=1m
2
i to multi-

plicities of actual points of P2, hence ignoring infinitely near singular points. Since
what is of concern with H-constants is how negative they can be, ignoring some of
the singular points of a curve C would be of interest if it could make H(C) more neg-
ative, but currently we are not aware of any such examples. Since each term in the
sum

∑r
i=1m

2
i is at least 4, one cannot reduce H(C) by ignoring singularities unless
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H(C) < −4. Because H-constants can be arbitrarily negative in positive character-
istics, this might be a good venue to look for such examples. No complex curves C
are yet known, however, with H(C) ≤ −4. Likewise, versions σ0

k of the quantities
σk defined below could be defined ignoring infinitely near points, and we would for
k ≤ 4 have σ0

k(C) ≥ σk(C). For k > 4 it is a priori possible to have σ0
k(C) < σk(C);

it would be interesting to know if such an example exists.

The following questions occur in [14]; see Question 2.21 and Question 2.25.

Question 1.9. Does there exist an irreducible reduced singular curve C ⊂ P2 such
that

H(C) ≤ −2 ?

Question 1.10 is open in characteristic 0, where the most negative example known
comes from the curves Cd in Example 4.1, where we have H(Cd) > −2 for all d but
limd→∞H(Cd) = −2. The curves Cd are rational, of degree d and have only double
point singularities. By Example 4.3, reduced, irreducible rational curves C of degree
d with only triple points would have would have H(C) approach −3 from above as
d increases. So a possible approach to Question 1.9 could involve finding rational
curves of high degree with only triple points, if such exist.

Reducible complex curves are known with H-constant close to −4, but no such
curve C is known with H(C) ≤ −4 (see [3, 23, 24]). This motivates the next question.

Question 1.10. Does there exist a reduced singular complex curve C ⊂ P2 such
that

H(C) ≤ −4 ?

We now state our first result. It establishes a connection between our multiplic-
ity sequence conjectures and lower bounds on H-constants which themselves relate
to the Bounded Negativity Conjecture. Since H-constants are not bounded below
in positive characteristics, such a theorem is mainly of interest over the complex
numbers even though the multiplicity sequence conjectures are of interest in every
characteristic.

Theorem 1.11. Assume over the complex numbers that we have inf H(C) > −µ for
some integer µ > 1. Then, given any n and g, Conjecture 1.4 holds for each m ≥ µ.

Remark 1.12. A version of the original Bounded Negativity Conjecture in which
one bounds the genus is known to be true. In particular, given a smooth complex
surface X and integer g ≥ 0, there is a bound bX,g such that C2 ≥ bX,g for every
reduced curve C ⊂ X, where the geometric genus of each component of C is bounded
from above by g [13].

1.13. Main results. As Questions 1.9 and 1.10 and Theorem 1.11 show, it is of
interest, over the complex numbers, to study the existence of lower bounds for H-
constants. Our approach to this problem is to identify conditions which constrain
the negativity of H-constants, and is therefore of interest in all characteristics. We
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will use the following notation:

(1.2) σk(C) := d2 −
r∑

i=1

m2
i + kr.

With this notation, a negative answer to Question (1.9) is equivalent to the following.

Conjecture 1.14. With the above notation, for any irreducible reduced singular
complex curve C ⊂ P2 one has

σ2(C) > 0.

And a negative answer to Question (1.10) is equivalent to the following.

Conjecture 1.15. With the above notation, for any reduced singular complex curve
C ⊂ P2 one has

σ4(C) > 0.

In this note we prove some inequalities for the invariant σk(C). No irreducible
complex plane curves C are known for which σk(C) < 0 when k ≥ 2. In positive
characteristics by [6] we now have for any k irreducible curves C with σk(C) < 0,
but it is still of interest to understand better how these curves arise.

Our first result is the following.

Theorem 1.16. With the above notation, assume that C is irreducible. Then one
has

σk(C) = 3d− E(C̃)−
r∑

i=1

(mi − k),

where C̃ is the normalization of the curve C and E(C̃) denotes the corresponding
Euler characteristic of C̃. Therefore Conjecture 1.14 holds exactly when

3d− E(C̃) >
r∑

i=1

(mi − 2).

Corollary 1.17. Let C be a reduced plane curve with r singularities, let m be the
average of the multiplicities of the singular points and let m be the maximum of the
multiplicities.

(a) Then σk(C) > r(k −m).
(b) Conjecture 1.14 holds when m = 2.
(c) Conjecture 1.15 holds when m ≤ 4 and hence when m ≤ 4.
(d) If C is also irreducible, then Conjecture 1.14 holds when

(1.3) 3d− 2 >
r∑

i=1

(mi − 2).

This inequality holds for every irreducible curve of degree d ≤ 20.

The fact that Conjecture 1.14 holds for irreducible curves of degree d ≤ 20 was
known, for instance it is stated towards the end of section 2 in [1]. See Example 2.2
below for curves not satisfying the inequality (1.3).
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Corollary 1.18. Assume C is reduced and irreducible. Conjecture 1.14 holds when
all the singularities of the curve C have multiplicity at most 3 and all the singularities
of multiplicity 3 are situated on a curve of degree 8. In particular, this holds when
the number of singularities of C of multiplicity 3 is strictly smaller than 45.

Our next result gives bounds on σk for certain values of k. The proof uses meth-
ods different from those used for our results above, methods we believe to be of
independent interest.

Proposition 1.19. For a reduced singular complex plane curve C whose singular
point of maximum multiplicity has multiplicity m, one has

σ2m−1(C) ≥ 2d− 1.

If C is irreducible, then
σm(C) ≥ 3d− 2.

Finally we discuss some consequences of Theorem 1.16 above. Corollary 1.20
is immediate given the obvious fact that E(C̃) = E(C) +

∑
i(mi − 1) when the

singularities are all ordinary. And Corollary 1.21 is immediate given that E(C̃) = 2
for a rational curve.

Corollary 1.20. With the above notation, assume that all the singularities of the
irreducible curve C are ordinary. Then

σ2(C) = 3d− E(C)−
r∑

i=1

(2mi − 3).

Hence, in this situation, Conjecture 1.14 is equivalent to the inequality

3d−
r∑

i=1

(2mi − 3) > E(C).

Corollary 1.21. If C is a singular rational curve with r singular points of multi-
plicities m1, . . . ,mr, then Conjecture 1.14 is equivalent to the inequality

3d− 2 >
r∑

i=1

(mi − 2) = n3 + 2n4 + 3n5 + . . .+ (d− 3)nd−1,

where nj denotes the number of singularities of C of multiplicity j.

In spite of the large number of known results on the possible configurations of
singularities of an irreducible plane curve, see for instance [10, 12], the inequality in
Corollary 1.21 does not seem to be available, although no example is known over the
complex numbers of a plane rational curve for which the inequality does not hold.

The next result gives some idea of where to look for curves for which the inequality
in Corollary 1.21 does not hold.

Theorem 1.22. If C is a singular rational curve of degree d with r singular points,
then the inequality in Corollary 1.21 holds if

(1.4) (36− 4r)d2 + d(r − 1)48 + r(8r − 32) + 16 > 0.
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In particular, the inequality in Corollary 1.21 holds for all d > 0 if r ≤ 9. However,
Inequality (1.4) fails for all d � 0 if r > 9. For example, it holds for no d ≥ 110 if
r = 10.

Remark 1.23. Note that the inequality in Corollary 1.21 puts no constraints on
n2. Indeed, it is known for each d ≥ 1 that there are degree d rational curves whose
singularities are all nodes. Thus the number n2 of nodes is the maximum allowed by
the genus formula, namely

n2 =
(d− 1)(d− 2)

2
.

These curves are discussed in more detail in Example 4.1 (also see [17]).

Remark 1.24. Assume that C is a rational plane curve, having only nodes and
ordinary triple points as singularities. Then the condition n3 < 3d − 2 in Corollary
1.21 is equivalent by the genus formula to

n2 >
d2 − 21d+ 14

2
.

Hence one way to construct counterexamples to Conjecture 1.14 might be to con-
struct a rational plane curve, having only nodes and ordinary triple points as singu-
larities, of degree d > 20 with as few nodes as possible. We have no idea whether such
counterexamples exist, but lower degree examples suggest the following variation of
Conjecture 1.6.

Conjecture 1.25. Let C be a reduced plane curve having only nodes and triple
points as singularities. If C has degree d > 9, or if C is irreducible and has degree
d > 8, then the number n2 of nodes is strictly positive.

This conjecture for irreducible C is obviously true when d ≡ 0 (mod 3), and it holds
for d ≥ 21 if Conjecture 1.14 holds in this range. In view of the existence of rational
nodal curves, as recalled in Remark 1.23, Conjecture 1.25 looks quite surprising. In
contrast, for irreducible complex C we have, as far as we know, only quartics (such
as C : (x2 + y2)2 + y3 − 3yx2 = 0, a rational curve with one ordinary triple point
and no other singularity; see Figure 1) and octics (such as the complex rational octic
curve with n3 = 7 triple points shown in Figure 2). These two examples occur (with
different equations) in every characteristic. Thus the condition d > 8 in Conjecture
1.25 is necessary. Note that in degrees d > 8, d 6≡ 0 (mod 3), the non-existence of
plane curves with

n3 =
(d− 1)(d− 2)

6

triple generic points follows from [9], since the expected dimension in this case is
negative. In low degrees d ≤ 7, we have the following easy result.

Proposition 1.26. For a rational plane curve, having only nodes and triple points
as singularities, of degree d ∈ {5, 6, 7}, the number n2 of nodes is strictly positive.
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2. The proofs of Theorem 1.11, Theorem 1.16, Corollary 1.17 and
Corollary 1.18

We begin by rewritingH-constants using adjunction (i.e., using the genus formula).

Proposition 2.1. Let C be a reduced plane curve of degree d with r singular points
pi of multiplicities mi and s components Bj. Let gj, j = 1, . . . , s be the genus of the
normalization Aj of Bj. Then we have

H(C) =
3d+

∑
j(2gj − 2)−

∑r
i=1mi

r
≥ 3d− 2s−

∑r
i=1mi

r
≥ d−

∑r
i=1mi

r
> −m,

where m is the average of the multiplicities of the singular points. Moreover, it is
clear that the first inequality is an equality if and only if all of the components of C are
rational, and the second inequality is an equality if and only if all of the components
are lines.

Proof. Let X1 → P2 be the morphism obtained by blowing up the points of P2 where
C is singular, and let X2 → X1 be the morphism obtained by blowing up the points
at which the proper transform C1 ⊂ X1 of C is singular (these will all be points
infinitely near points already blown up). Recursively, let Xi+1 → Xi be the blow up
of the singular points of the proper transform Ci of C to Xi, and let Ci+1 be the
proper transform of C to Xi+1. For some t we will have blown up all of the singular
points. Let X = Xt. Then C ′ = Ct ⊂ X is smooth.

We have (C ′)2 = d2−
∑

im
2
i and C ′ ·KXt = −3d+

∑
imi. Let A1 + · · ·+As be the

components of C ′. These are smooth by construction; let g(Aj) be the genus of the
curve Aj. By adjunction we have A2

j +Aj ·KXt = 2gj − 2, and since the components

are (again by construction) disjoint, we have (C ′)2+C ′ ·KXt =
∑

j A
2
j +
∑

j Aj ·KXt =∑
j 2gj − 2. Thus

(2.1) d2 −
∑
i

m2
i =

∑
j

(2gj − 2) + 3d−
∑
i

mi,

or, equivalently,

(2.2)

(
d− 1

2

)
−
∑
i

(
mi

2

)
− (s− 1) =

∑
j

gj,

so

H(C) =
d2 −

∑
im

2
i

r
=

∑
j(2gj − 2) + 3d−

∑
imi

r
.

We have the obvious facts that gj ≥ 0 and d ≥ s, so∑
j(2gj − 2) + 3d−

∑
imi

r
≥ 3d− 2s−

∑
imi

r
≥ d−

∑
imi

r
> m.

�

The proof of Theorem 1.11. Suppose over the complex numbers we have inf H(C) >
−µ for some integer µ > 1. Given any n and g, to show Conjecture 1.4 must hold
for each m ≥ µ, it suffices to show that failure of Conjecture 1.4 for given n, g and
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m implies inf H(C) ≤ −m. Indeed, failure of Conjecture 1.4 for given n, g and m
implies we have an infinite sequence of reduced, irreducible plane curves Ci with ri
points of multiplicity m with r1 < r2 < · · · . Let di be the degree of Ci. Since the
number ri of points of multiplicity m is increasing, for each i there is a j such that
dj > di, hence by picking a subsequence we may assume that di is increasing too.
Let γi ≤ g be the genus of the normalization of Ci and assume the other singular
points of Ci have multiplicities mi1 ≤ mi2 ≤ · · · ≤ mini

< m with ni ≤ n. Then we
have (

di − 1

2

)
−

ni∑
j=1

(
mij

2

)
− ri

(
m

2

)
= γi,

hence ri = (
(
di−1
2

)
−(
∑ni

j=1

(
mij

2

)
+γi))/

(
m
2

)
≥ ((di−1)(di−2)−(nm2+2g))/(m(m−1)).

Thus ri/di has limit 0, so we have

inf
i
H(Ci) = inf

i
((di −

∑
mi − rim)/(ni + ri)) ≤ inf

i
((di/ri)− rim/(n+ ri)) = −m.

�

Theorem 1.16 is an immediate corollary of Proposition 2.1, so we proceed to Corol-
lary 1.17.

The proof of Corollary 1.17. (a) By Proposition 2.1, we have H(C) > −m, hence
σk(C) = rH(C) + rk > r(k −m). Now (b) and (c) are immediate.

(d) The first claim follows immediately from Theorem 1.16, since E(C̃) ≤ 2. For
the second claim, we have by Equation 2.2 (the genus formula with s = 1) that

(2.3)

(
d− 1

2

)
≥

r∑
i=1

(
mi

2

)
.

But (
m

2

)
≥ 3(m− 2)

for integers m ≥ 2, so it follows that

(d− 1)(d− 2)

6
≥

r∑
i=1

(mi − 2)

To end the proof of Corollary 1.17, we observe that

3d− 2 >
(d− 1)(d− 2)

6
for any degree d ≤ 20. �

Example 2.2. We give three examples of irreducible curves C for which the inequal-
ity in (1.3) does not hold.

(a) In positive characteristics, [6] constructs rational curves for which H(C) < −2,
and hence σ2(C) < 0, and therefore the inequality in (1.3) does not hold.

(b) We give two more examples, (i) and (ii), for which Inequality (1.3) does not
hold.
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(i) Here we construct explicit complex irreducible curves C for which the inequality
in (1.3) does not hold. Let 3 ≤ p < q be two relatively prime integers and consider
the irreducible curve

Cp,q : (xp + yp)q − (yq + zq)p = 0.

As usual let p1, . . . , pr be the singular points of Cp,q (including infinitely near singular
points), but assume p1, . . . , ps, for some s ≤ r, are actual points of P2. One has
d = s = pq and mi = p for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, hence

3d−2−
r∑

i=1

(mi−2) ≤ 3d−2−
s∑

i=1

(mi−2) = 3pq−2−pq(p−2) = pq(5−p)−2 < 0

if p ≥ 5. Note all of the singularities of C are irreducible; this means C is irreducible
(otherwise C would have a reducible singularity where components meet). This also
means E(C̃) = E(C), and hence

E(C̃) = 2− (d− 1)(d− 2) +
s∑

i=1

µi = pq(4− p− q),

where µi = (p− 1)(q− 1) is the Milnor number of the singularity pi (so the genus of
C̃ is pq((p+ q − 4) + 2)/2).

(ii) Now we give a characteristic free construction of irreducible curves C where
Inequality (1.3) does not hold. In this example, the singular points all are ordinary,
hence there are no infinitely near singular points. The genus of the curves in this
example is large, which explains how Inequality (1.3) can fail while having H(C) >
−2. Pick 16 points on a smooth quartic plane curve Q. Pick a general element of the
linear system of curves of degree d = 5m vanishing to order m at each of the 16 points.
For m sufficiently large, we will show that a general curve C in this linear system will
be irreducible and have ordinary singular points. However H(C) = 9m2/16 while
Inequality (1.3) states 15m − 2 > 16(m − 2), which fails for m ≥ 30. For m � 0,
the genus of C is g = (9m2 + m + 2)/2. To justify our claims, let X → P2 be the
blow up of the 16 points. Let C ′, Q′ and L be the proper transforms of C, Q and a
general line, respectively. Then C ′ is linearly equivalent m(Q′+L). But Q′ is nef so
Q′ +L is ample, hence C ′ is very ample for m� 0. By Bertini’s Theorem (e.g., [15,
Theorem II.8.18]), C ′ is smooth and irreducible and meets each of the 15 exceptional
curves smoothly. Thus C is irreducible and has only ordinary singular points.

The proof of Corollary 1.18. In view of Corollary 1.17, we may assume that d > 20.
As in the proof of Proposition 2.1, let π : X → P2 be the blow up of the singular points
(including all infinitely near singular points). Let p1, . . . , pr be the singular points
and let Ei be the exceptional locus corresponding to pi. (I.e., in the construction of
X → P2 given in the proof of Proposition 2.1, if pi is an actual point of Xj, then Ei

is the scheme theoretic inverse image of pi under X → Xj.) Let L be the inverse

image under π of a general line in P2. Then the proper transform C̃ of C on X is
linearly equivalent to dL−

∑
imiEi.
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Let C ′ be a curve of degree 8 containing the singularities of C of multiplicity 3 (i.e.,
C ′ is the image of an effective divisor C ′′ on X linearly equivalent to 8L −

∑
ij
Eij

where the sum is over those i such that mi = 3.)
Since C and hence C̃ is irreducible of degree greater than the degree of C ′, C̃ and

C ′′ have no common irreducible component. Hence 0 ≤ (C̃) · C ′′ = 8d− 3n3, so

8d ≥ 3n3,

where n3 denotes the number of singular points of multiplicity 3 on C. But d > 20,
so

n3 ≤
8d

3
< 3d− 2

and the first claim follows from Corollary 1.17(d). For the second claim, note that
the space of homogeneous polynomials in 3 variables of degree 8 has dimension(

10

2

)
= 45.

Therefore, there is such a nonzero homogeneous polynomial of degree 8 vanishing at
all of the triple points of C, since n3 < 45. (More precisely, by Riemann-Roch for
rational surfaces we have h0(X,OX(C ′′)) ≥ 1

2
((C ′′)2−KX ·C ′′)+1 = 45−n3 > 0.) �

3. The proof of Proposition 1.19, of Theorem 1.22 and of
Proposition 1.26

Proof of Proposition 1.19. Let (C, q) be an isolated plane curve singularity. Then
the usual definition of the ’double point number’ δ(C, q) using the normalization
morphism can be used, and the formula δ(C, q) in terms of the multiplicities mj of
the infinitely near points qj, namely

(3.1) δ(C, q) =
∑(

mj

2

)
,

valid in any characteristic, where the sum is over all points qj equal to or infinitely
near to q, see Formula (1) and section (1.3) in [16]. If r(C, q) denotes the number
of analytic branches of the singularity (C, q), then one can define the corresponding
Milnor number by the formula

(3.2) µ(C, q) = 2δ(C, q)− r(C, q) + 1,

see section (1.3) in [16]. Assume now that C is a reduced curve in the projective
plane P2 over an algebraically closed field. Let q1, . . . , qs be the points of C which
are singular and are actual points of P2, not infinitely near. Let p1, . . . , pr be the
singular points of C, including all infinitely near singular points. Thus s ≤ r and we
may assume q1 = p1, . . . , qs = ps. Then one can define, exactly as in section (1.3) in
[16], the total δ-invariant of C and the total Milnor number of C using the formulas

(3.3) δ(C) =
s∑

j=1

δ(C, qj) =
r∑

i=1

(
mi

2

)
,
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and

(3.4) µ(C) =
s∑

j=1

µ(C, qj).

Let µi = µ(C, qi) and ri = r(C, qi). Then one has by (3.2)

µi =

r′i∑
j=1

mij(mij − 1)− ri + 1

where mij are the multiplicities of the infinitely near points to qi. If we replace this
in the formula (3.4), we get

(3.5) µ(C) =
r∑

i=1

mi(mi−1)−
s∑

j=1

(rj−1) =
r∑

i=1

(mi−1)2−
s∑

j=1

(rj−1)+
r∑

i=1

(mi−1).

Note that ri ≤ mi for all i = 1, ..., s, and hence we get

(3.6) µ(C) ≥
r∑

j=1

(mi − 1)2.

To prove the first claim of the Proposition, we set k = 2m1 − 1. Then one has

σk(C) = d2−
r∑

i=1

(m2
i − k) ≥ d2−

r∑
i=1

(mi− 1)2 ≥ d2−µ(C) ≥ d2− (d− 1)2 = 2d− 1.

Indeed, one clearly has
m2

i − k ≤ (mi − 1)2

for all i = 1, ..., r. On the other hand, the inequality µ(C) ≤ (d−1)2 is well known in
the complex case, see for instance the embedding of Milnor lattices (4.4.1) on p. 161
in [8], or look at the papers [5, 7]. To prove it in the case of characteristic p > 0, we
proceed as follows. Let C ′ be a smooth curve in P2 of degree d. Using the formula
(3) in [16] we get

χ(C) = 2χ(OC) + µ(C)

and
χ(C ′) = 2χ(OC′) = 2(1− g) = 2− (d− 1)(d− 2),

where χ(C) and χ(C ′) denote the corresponding `-adic Euler-Poincaré characteristic
of C and respectively of C ′. Since C and C ′ occur as fibers in a flat, proper family,
it follows that

χ(OC) = χ(OC′) = 1− g
and hence

µ(C) = χ(C)− 2χ(OC) = β0 − β1 + β2 − 2 + (d− 1)(d− 2).

Here βj are the `-adic Betti numbers of C and we know the following information,
see section (1.3) in [16].

(1) β0 = 1 since C is connected.
(2) β1 ≥ 0
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(3) β2 = h, the number of irreducible components of C. In particular β2 ≤ d.

It follows that
µ(C) ≤ 1 + h− 2 + (d− 1)(d− 2) ≤ (d− 1)2

as we have claimed. This ends the proof of the first part of the Proposition.
For the second part, when C is irreducible, we follow the same idea, just replacing

the Milnor numbers with the δ-invariants of the points qi. So for k = m1 we get the
following inequalities:

σk(C) = d2−
r∑

i=1

(m2
i−k) ≥ d2−

r∑
i=1

(mi−1)mi ≥ d2−2δ(C) ≥ d2−(d−1)(d−2) = 3d−2.

Here we have used the obvious inequality m2
i − m1 ≤ mi(mi − 1) and the genus

formula, which holds in characteristic p as well and implies 2δ(C) ≤ (d − 1)(d −
2)). �

Proof of Theorem 1.22. For a rational plane curve C of degree d with r singular
points of multiplicities m1, . . . ,mr, we can bound

∑r
i=1mi = 2n2 + 3n3 + 4n4 + · · ·+

(d− 1)nd−1 in terms of r and d:
r∑

i=1

mi ≤
r +

√
r2 + 4r(d− 1)(d− 2)

2
.

This is an equality exactly when all of the singular points have the same multiplicity.

To justify this inequality, let rµ(µ−1) = (d−1)(d−2); then µ =
r+
√

r2+4r(d−1)(d−2)
2

.
But we have (d−1)(d−2) =

∑
imi(mi−1) by the genus formula. Thus rµ(µ−1) =∑

imi(mi − 1), hence rµ ≥
∑

imi with equality if and only if the mi are all equal
(see for example [1, Lemma 3.12]).

In particular, by Corollary 1.21, if

3d− 2 >
−3r +

√
r2 + 4r(d− 1)(d− 2)

2
,

then Conjecture 1.14 holds. This inequality is equivalent to

(36− 4r)d2 + d(r − 1)48 + r(8r − 32) + 16 > 0.

It is easy to check that this holds for all d > 0 and r ≤ 9, but fails for all d � 0 if
r > 9. Setting r = 10, it is easy to see it holds if and only if 1 ≤ d ≤ 109. �

Proof of Proposition 1.26. Assume that C is a rational plane curve, having only
nodes and ordinary triple points as singularities. Let d be the degree of C, so by the
genus formula we have

n2 + 3n3 =
(d− 1)(d− 2)

2
.

We have the following case-by-case discussion.

(i) When d = 5, there is no irreducible rational quintic with only 2 triple points.
Indeed, the line L joining these two points would have intersection C ·L ≥ 3+3 = 6,
and hence L would be a component of C. This is not possible since C is irreducible.
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(iii) When d = 6, the case n2 = 0 is not possible since n2+3n3 = 10. (However, there
is an irreducible sextic having n2 = 1 and n3 = 3; see Example 3.5 and Example
3.11 in [4]. One can obtain such an example by applying a quadratic transformation
centered at the coordinate vertices to a nodal cubic for which each coordinate line
meets the cubic in three distinct points, such as F = x3 + 4x2y+ 4xy2 + y3− 6x2z−
2xyz−6y2z−xz2−yz2 +6z3, which has its node at (1, 1, 1). Applying the quadratic
transformation means substituting 1/x for x, 1/y for y and 1/z for z, and multiplying
by (xyz)3; this gives the sextic G = 6x3y3 − x3y2z − x2y3z − 6x3yz2 − 2x2y2z2 −
6xy3z2 + x3z3 + 4x2yz3 + 4xy2z3 + y3z3. It still has a node at (1, 1, 1) but it now has
ordinary triple points at the coordinate vertices.)

(iv) When d = 7, there is no irreducible rational curve C with only 5 triple points.
Indeed, if such a curve exists, then choose a conic Q passing through these 5 triple
points. We have C ·Q ≥ 3 · 5 = 15 > 14 = deg(C) · deg(Q). Hence C and Q would
have a common irreducible component. This is not possible since C is irreducible. �

4. Examples

First we exhibit two standard examples referred to earlier.

Example 4.1. Here we give a sequence of rational curves Cd of degree d such that
H(Cd) approaches −2 asymptotically from above. We define Cd to be the image
of P1 under a general map of P1 into P2 given by three degree d polynomials in
k[P1] = k[x, y] over a field k. Then Cd has

(
d−1
2

)
singular points of multiplicity 2.

Thus there is no upper bound (in any characteristic) to the number of double points
on plane curves of genus 0. (This relates in a weak way to Bounded Negativity. If
X → P2 is the morphism given by blowing up these points, then the proper transform
C ′d of Cd on X has C ′ = d2 − 2(d − 1)(d − 2) = −d2 + 6d − 4 and thus becomes
arbitrarily negative as d grows.) We have

H(Cd) =
d− 2

(
d−1
2

)(
d−1
2

) = −2 +
d(

d−1
2

) > −2,

thus H(Cd) achieves −2 only in the limit.

Example 4.2. Here we give an easy construction of reduced curves C to show that
H(C) can be arbitrarily negative in any positive characteristic. Take C to be the
union of all lines defined over a finite subfield k of the ground field K when K has
positive characteristic. If q is the order of k, then there are q2 + q+ 1 lines, hence C
has degree q2 + q + 1. The singular points of C are precisely the k-points of P2

k and
each has multiplicity q+1, so H(C) = (q2+q+1−(q2+q+1)(q+1))/(q2+q+1) = −q.

Example 4.3. A reduced, irreducible rational curve C of degree d with only triple

points would, by Equation 2.1, have r = (1/3)
(
d−1
2

)
, hence H(C) =

3d−2−(d−1
2 )

(1/3)(d−1
2 )

=

−3 + 3(3d−2)
(d−1

2 )
, and this approaches −3 asymptotically from above as d increases.
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4.4. The multiplicity sequences of the form (d, 3r) and genus bound 0 cur-
rently known for complex plane curves. Here we exhibit complex curves all of
whose singular points are triple points. We do this for every multiplicity sequence
for which we are aware of such a curve. It happens that in each case we can give a
curve with only ordinary singularities. The examples we give here are not new; we
include explicit constructions for the convenience of the reader.

We begin with reduced, irreducible examples. Figure 1 shows a reduced, irreducible
complex curve having multiplicity sequence (4, 3).

Figure 1. The rose r = sin(3θ), or (x2 + y2)2 + y3 − 3yx2 = 0.

Figure 2 shows a reduced, irreducible complex curve having multiplicity sequence
(8, 37). It is an example of a homaloidal curve, meaning that it can be brought to a
straight line by a Cremona transformation. Using this fact one can give an explicit
equation for it. The curve C we show here was chosen not because its equation
was attractive, but rather because its graph makes our claims obvious. It is clear
from the graph that the curve is irreducible of degree 8. Its graph shows it has at
least 7 singular points of multiplicity at least 3 each. By the genus formula, this
already makes the curve rational, and shows there are no further singularities and
that the multiplicities are at most 3 and now we see the the points are ordinary
singular points. Taking z = 1, the affine coordinates (x, y) of the singular points
are: (−3, 2), (−2.4, 3.6), (−1.2,−0.2), (0.5, 3), (1.4, 4.2), (2,−0.1) and (2.5, 2.25).
The curve also contains the smooth points (−2.8, 0.6) and (1.8, 1.9). The number
of conditions imposed by 7 triple points and two smooth points on the

(
8+2
2

)
= 45

dimensional space of octics is at most 7
(
3+1
2

)
+2 = 44. Thus there is at least one such

octic; Macaulay2 [11] confirms there is exactly one and by upper semicontinuity, for
a general set of 9 points, there will be exactly one octic curve for which the first 7
points are triple points and the last two points are smooth.

The general octic C with triple points at 7 general points can be brought to a line
by applying quadratic transforms as follows. Apply a quadratic transform centered
at three of the triple points. The multiplicity sequence of the image C1 of C is
(7, 23, 34). Applying a quadratic transform centered at three of the triple points of C1

gives a curve C2 with multiplicity sequence (5, 3, 23) (the three triple points became
smooth). Applying a quadratic transform centered at the three double points of C2

gives a curve C3 with multiplicity sequence (4, 3) (the three double points became
smooth). Applying a quadratic transform centered at the triple point and at two
smooth points of C3 gives a curve C4 with multiplicity sequence (3, 2). Applying a
quadratic transform centered at the double point and at two smooth points of C4

gives a curve C5 which is a smooth conic. Applying a quadratic transform centered
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at the any three points of C5 gives a curve C6 which is a line. Running the sequence
of quadratic transforms in reverse takes a line to the octic.

Figure 2. Irreducible complex rational octic with 7 triple points.

Now we consider reduced, reducible examples. First there is the case of 3 concur-
rent lines, so three members of a pencil of lines. The multiplicity sequence for this
case is (3, 3).

Figure 3 shows a reduced curve having multiplicity sequence (5, 3, 3, 3).

Figure 3. A conic and 3 lines with multiplicity sequence (5, 3, 3, 3).

Figure 4 shows a reduced curve having multiplicity sequence (6, 3, 3, 3, 3). It con-
sists of the union of 3 irreducible conics in a pencil of conics.

Figure 4. Three conics in a pencil of conics with multiplicity sequence
(6, 3, 3, 3, 3): y2 +x2−4 = 0, x2−9+9y2 = 0 and x2−9+9y2 +3(y2 +
x2 − 4) = 0.
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Figure 5 shows a reduced curve having multiplicity sequence (8, 38), two of which
are bolded merely for visual clarity. It consists of the union of 4 conics, each conic
containing 6 of the 8 triple points. An example of such conics is 9x2+16y2−3002z2 =
0, 16x2 + 9y2 − 3002z2 = 0, 16x2 − 7xy + 16y2 − 3002z2 = 0 and 16x2 + 7xy +
16y2 − 3002z2 = 0. These conics are components of four cubics in the pencil of
cubics whose 9 base points are the 8 singular points of the union of the four conics
(namely (±75 : 0 : 1), (0,±75 : 1), (±60 : ±60 : 1)) and the point (0 : 0 : 1).
The four cubics are A = x(16x2 + 9y2 − 3002z2), B = y(9x2 + 16y2 − 3002z2),
C = (x+y)(16x2−7xy+16y2−3002z2) and D = (x−y)(16x2+7xy+16y2−3002z2).
Note that A+B = C and A−B = D.

Figure 5. Four conics giving an octic with multiplicity sequence (8, 38).

We can obtain the multiplicity sequence (9, 310) using a curve in a Halphen pencil
of order 3. A Halphen pencil of order m > 1 is a pencil of curves of degree 3m
with 9 base points where the general member is irreducible. There is a unique cubic
through the 9 base points; one of the members of the Halphen pencil is thus this
cubic taken with multiplicity m. For our example we want m = 3, we want none
of the 9 base points to be infinitely near another, and we want the pencil to have a
reducible member C consisting of three rational curves which together have ordinary
singularities at the base points and which meet in one more ordinary singular point
away from the 9 base points. (Thus C gives rise to a curve C ′ in the elliptic fibration
corresponding to the Halphen pencil, where C ′ has the topological type of three
concurrent lines. In Kodaira’s classification of singular fibers of elliptic fibrations, C ′

has type IV.)
It is easy to construct a pencil of cubics having a type IV member; see Figure

6. It is also easy to construct a Halphen pencil of order 2 with a type IV member:
basically take three conics with a given point in common (see Figure 7; also see
[27] for constructions of various Halphen pencils of order 2). Constructing examples
of order m > 2 is much harder. One of the problems in our case is that it is not
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easy to ensure that one gets a curve of type IV instead of type I3 (the latter has
the topological type of three lines in the plane which are not concurrent). We now
sketch the construction of a Halphen pencil with a nonic having 10 ordinary triple
points.

We will pick 9 points on the nodal cubic A : 27xyz − (x + y + z)3 = 0. This
cubic A has a node at (1, 1, 1) and flexes at F0 = (−1, 1, 0), F1 = (−1, 0, 1) and
F2 = (0,−1, 1). The curve A will occur with multiplicity 3 in the Halphen pencil we
will construct. Using a nodal cubic has the advantage of having a parameterization
and hence a lot of rational points. Using this particular nodal cubic has the advantage
that its flexes and node are rational (but the branches at the node, unfortunately,
are not real).

Our pencil will also have a reducible nonic curve C of type IV. Two of the compo-
nents of C will be irreducible quartics Q1 and Q2 with three nodes each. The third
component of C will be a line, L. The 9 base points p1, . . . , p9 of the pencil will be
chosen so that Q1 has nodes at p1, p2, p3 and is smooth at p4, . . . , p9, while Q2 has
nodes at p4, p5, p6 and is smooth at the other 6 base points. In addition L will contain
p7, p8 and p9, and all three curves, Q1, Q2 and L, will meet pairwise transversely at
a tenth point p10.

We can parameterize A as x = −(t + 1)3, y = t3 and z = 1. If we use (−1, 1, 0)
as the identity in the group law on the smooth points of A, the inverse of a point
(a, b, c) on A is (b, a, c). Given smooth points (−(t+ 1)3, t3, 1) and (−(s+ 1)3, s3, 1),
the line through these points meets A in a third point, and this third point is ((st−
1)3,−(st+ s+ t)3, (s+ t+ 1)3). Thus the group law is

(−(t+ 1)3, t3, 1) + (−(s+ 1)3, s3, 1) = (−(st+ s+ t)3, (st− 1)3, (s+ t+ 1)3).

In the group law on A, the intersection of Q1 and A can be written as 2(p1 + p2 +
p3)+p4 + · · ·+p9 = 0. Then the intersection of Q2 and A is p1 +p2 +p3 +2(p4 +p5 +
p6)+p7+p8+p9 = 0. And the intersection of L and A is p7+p8+p9 = 0. Subtracting
the second from the first gives p1 + p2 + p3 − (p4 + p5 + p6) = 0, Subtracting the
third from the first and adding the fourth gives 3(p1 + p2 + p3) = 0, and hence also
3(p4 + p5 + p6) = 0. We do not want p1 + p2 + p3 = 0 or p4 + p5 + p6 = 0 since this
would mean the points are collinear (which would mean that Q1 and Q2 would not
be irreducible and thus we would not get a type IV fiber). Thus we want p1 +p2 +p3
to have 3-torsion, so p1 + p2 + p3 = F1, for example, and likewise p4 + p5 + p6 = F1.
Thus we want p3 = F1 − p1 − p2 and p6 = F1 − p4 − p5. (We could use F2 in place
of F1, but we cannot take p1 + p2 + p3 = F1 and p4 + p5 + p6 = F2, since then
p1 + · · ·+ p6 = F1 + F2 = 0, which means the points p1, . . . , p6 lie on a conic, which
would mean the conic is a component of both Q1 and Q2.)

So we get to pick p1, p2, p4, p5, p7, p8 ∈ A; then p1, p2 determine p3, while p4, p5
determine p6, and p7, p8 determine p9 (since p7, p8, p9 are where L and A intersect).
Now Q1 and Q2 meet L in 4 points each, including p7, p8, p9. One must be careful
to pick p8 so that Q1 and Q2 both meet L in the same fourth point, which we will
designate as p10.
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Here are the choices we made: p1 = (−8, 1, 1), p2 = (−216, 125, 1), p4 = (−64, 27, 1),
p5 = (−125, 64, 1), p7 = (−1, 1, 0) and p8 = (−(t + 1)3, t3, 1). This forces p3 =
(−113, 73, 43), p6 = (−193, 83, 113) and p9 = (t3,−(t + 1)3, 1). By computation, the
condition on t to guarantee that Q1 and Q2 both meet L at the same fourth point
p10 is 117008(t+ 1

2
)6 + 4295799(t+ 1

2
)4− 3637629

2
(t+ 1

2
)2 + 4822335

16
= 0. (This is a cubic

in a square, so in principle we can find t exactly. In fact, two of the roots give a
purely imaginary conjugate pair and the other 4 comprise two conjugate pairs which
are not real and not purely imaginary.)

One can now check by brute force computation that the union of Q1, Q2 and L
is a curve of degree 9 with 10 ordinary triple points (namely, p1, . . . , p10) and no
other singular points. The fact that Q1 (and likewise for Q2) is a quartic whose only
singular points are three noncollinear nodes implies that it is irreducible (consider
cases to verify this; for example a cubic and a line can have 3 nodes, but the nodes are
collinear). The points p8 and p9 are not real, and probably p10 is not also. Moreover,
L is not real, and probably neither are Q1 and Q2. (It would be interesting to know
if there is a real example of a curve of degree 9 with 10 triple points.)

Figure 6. The nine base points of a cubic pencil defined by a Ko-
daira type IV member (i.e., three concurrent lines) and a smooth cubic
(dashed), with a third smooth cubic in the pencil (dotted), giving a
curve with multiplicity sequence (9, 310) and genus bound 1. Including
another smooth cubic curve from the pencil gives an overall curve with
multiplicity sequence (9, 310) and genus bound 1.

Finally, we have the union of 9 lines, consisting of the three singular members of
the pencil of cubics given by x3 − y3 and y3 − z3, the other singular cubic in the
pencil being the sum, x3 − z3. This curve cannot be defined over the reals, so we do
not provide a sketch, but the singular points consist of the 9 base points of the pencil
plus the 3 coordinate vertices of P2. This curve has multiplicity sequence (9, 312).
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Figure 7. The nine base points of a pencil of sextics (i.e., a Halphen
pencil of order 2) with a Kodaira type IV member (viz., the three
concurrent conics) and a smooth cubic of multiplicity 2 (dashed). The
sextic and the cubic together give a curve with multiplicity sequence
(9, 310) and genus bound 1.

Remark 4.5. All of the examples of complex curves with only triple point singu-
larities that we know of fall into one of two categories. The irreducible curves are
homaloidal, and the rest are related to pencils of curves, either a pencil of lines,
conics, cubics or an elliptic pencil. For example, the multiplicity sequence (3, 3) is
represented by three members of a pencil of lines. For (5, 33) we have the union of
a conic and three lines. Adding a line to the conic gives two cubics which define a
pencil; the conic is a component of one member of the pencil and the lines comprise
another member. The case (6, 34) comes from three members of a pencil of conics,
while (8, 38) comes from taking one component from each of four reducible members
of a pencil of cubics. Next, (9, 310) comes from a reducible member of an elliptic
pencil and (9, 312) is given by three reducible members of a pencil of cubics.

A similar situation holds for the examples (7, 37), which arises in characteristic
2, and the version of (9, 312) which arises in characteristic 3, except the pencils in
question are quasi-elliptic.

The sequence (7, 37) consists of the lines of the Fano plane (here the characteristic
is 2). If p is a general point of the plane, there is a unique cuspidal cubic C with
its cusp at p where C also contains the 7 points of the Fano plane. The 7 points
together with p are the base points of a unique cubic pencil (the ninth base point
of the pencil is infinitely near to p). The pencil has 7 reducible members, each one
consisting of one of the 7 lines together with a conic. After blowing up the 9 base
points we get a quasi-elliptic fibration, whose general fiber is a cuspidal cubic and
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which has 8 reducible fibers corresponding to the 7 lines with their respective conics
and the fiber coming from C.

Finally, consider the case (9, 312) which arises in characteristic 3. The 9 points
of the finite projective plane over Z/3Z away from infinity (i.e., the points (a, b, 1)
where a and b are each either −1, 0 or 1) determines a quasi-elliptic pencil of cubics
with 4 reducible members, each of which consists of three lines which meet at infinity,
with one line of each triple containing the point (0, 0, 1). Then (9, 312) comes from
taking these reducible members, excluding one component from each one (viz., the
component that contains (0, 0, 1)) and adding in the line at infinity (i.e., z = 0). In
fact, the construction here is very similar to that of (8, 38) in characteristic 0, except
instead of four irreducible conics, the four conics are reducible and their singular
points are collinear. Adding the line through the four singular points increases the
degree from 8 to 9 and adds 4 more triple points, thus (8, 38) becomes (9, 312).

Remark 4.6. If we ignore infinitely near points, there are additional examples of
curves with only triple points. For example, let C be the union of three smooth
members of the pencil of conics defined by yz − x2 and x2. If we ignore infinitely
near points, this has one singular point, and this point has multiplicity 3. But in fact,
after taking into account infinitely near points, its multiplicity sequence is (6, 34),
the same as in Figure 4.

Similarly, the curve F = x5 + 4y5 + 4xy3z + x2yz2 = 0 is reduced and irreducible,
and has only one singular point, a triple point, if we ignore infinitely near points,
but its multiplicity sequence is (5, 3, 2, 2, 2) since it has infinitely near double points.
It is reduced since one can resolve the triple point by a sequence of blow ups. It
is irreducible since the resolution by blow ups of its sole singular point shows the
singular point has only two branches, thus if C were reducible it would have 2
components, whose tangents would be x and y. Neither x nor y divides F , so F
must be a conic and a cubic. Since there are only two branches, the cubic must
have a cusp, hence giving the tangent cone x2, and the conic must have tangent cone
y. But then the intersection multiplicity of the components at the triple point is 2,
which means the C would have another singular point elsewhere. Thus C must be
irreducible.

Remark 4.7. We comment here on the most negative currently known values of
H-constants. For irreducible C, the infimum for H(C) is at most −2 [1], but no
cases with H(C) ≤ −2 are known. For reducible C, the infimum for H(C) is at
most −4 [23], but no cases with H(C) ≤ −4 are known. For reducible C with only
ordinary singularities, the infimum for H(C) is at most −25/7 [19], but no cases with
H(C) ≤ −25/7 are known.

For reducible C whose components are all lines, the most negative example known
has H(C) = −225/67 ≈ −3.358 and there is a theoretical bound H(C) > −4 [1].
Indeed, by Proposition 2.1 we have

H(C) =
d−

∑r
i=1mi

r
.
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In order for this to be −4 or less, the excess beyond 4 of the sum of the terms mi

with mi > 4 must be at least as much the sum of d and the terms mi equal to 2 or
3. I.e., H(C) ≤ −4 if and only if 2n2 + n3 + d ≤

∑
k>4(k − 4)nk. It is easy to see

2n2 + n3 + d >
∑

k>4(k − 4)nk if the lines are concurrent or if all of but one of the
lines are concurrent. To see that 2n2 + n3 + d >

∑
k>4(k− 4)nk otherwise, the proof

uses a result of Hirzebruch:

n2 + (3/4)n3 ≥ d+
∑
k>3

(k − 4)nk.

We thus have 2n2 + n3 + d > n2 + (3/4)n3 − d ≥
∑

k>4(k − 4)nk.
In case C has components which have degree at most 2 and all singularities are

ordinary, under some mild additional assumptions we have H(C) ≥ −4.5 [22, 21],
but the most negative value known is −225/68 ≈ −3.309 [20]. When C is reducible,
the components of C are smooth and the singularities are ordinary, from [20] we have
H(C) ≥ 4.5d− 2.5d2 − 4.

Remark 4.8. Only four examples of complex line arrangements are known which
have no points of multiplicity exactly 2 [1]. These are: 3 or more concurrent lines;
the curves given by (xn − yn)(xn − zn)(yn − zn) = 0 for n > 2; an arrangement due
to F. Klein with 21 lines and n3 = 28 and n4 = 21; and an arrangement due to A.
Wiman with 45 lines and n3 = 120, n4 = 45 and n5 = 36.

In contrast, there are lots of singular curves with n2 = 0, even irreducible curves.
For example, for each d > 2 there is a reduced rational curve C of degree d with an
ordinary singularity of multiplicity d− 1.

For 9 sufficiently general points, there are infinitely many multiplicity sequences
for reduced irreducible rational curves with n2 = 0, for example, (3m(m + 1),m2 +
2m, (m2 +m)7,m

2−1) for every m > 1. One can show that these are all homaloidal,
and hence irreducible and rational. If one blows up the 9 base points of a general
pencil of cubics, these curves still arise, and the proper transform of each of them
gives a section of the elliptic fibration given by the pencil of cubics. They are thus
points on the generic fiber, and translation under the group law on the generic fiber
gives many additional examples of rational curves whose image in the plane have no
double points, but the multiplicities of their singular points are not bounded.

References

[1] Th. Bauer, S. Di Rocco, B. Harbourne, J. Huizenga, A. Lundman, P. Pokora and T. Szemberg,
Bounded Negativity and Arrangements of Lines, International Math. Res. Notices (2015) 9456–
9471. 1.7, 1.13, 3, 4.7, 4.8

[2] Th. Bauer, B. Harbourne, A.L. Knutsen, A. Küronya, S. Müller-Stach and T. Szemberg.
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