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ABSTRACT. A variety is said to satisfy Condition (A) if every finite abelian subgroup of its automorphism
group has a fixed point. We show that a smooth Fano 3-fold not satisfying Condition (A) is K-polystable
unless it is contained in eight exceptional deformation families (seven of them consists of one smooth
member, and one of them has two-parameter moduli).

1. INTRODUCTION

The key to understanding the world is to see beyond the apparent
and recognize the underlying patterns and connections.

The World of Null-A, A. E. van Vogt, 1948

The study of Fano varieties in algebraic geometry offers a rich interplay between geometric structure,
arithmetic properties, and birational classification. They are characterized by their ample anticanonical
divisors, a property that endows them with a wealth of positivity and connects them to fundamental
questions in the minimal model program and moduli theory. Among Fano varieties, smooth Fano 3-
folds hold a privileged position due to their comprehensive classification into 105 deformation families, a
monumental achievement by Iskovskikh, Mori, and Mukai. This classification provides a detailed roadmap
for exploring their properties, from their Picard groups to their automorphism groups, making them an
ideal testing ground for conjectures and theories in modern geometry.

In recent years, the concept of K-polystability has emerged as a transformative invariant in the study
of Fano varieties. Rooted in the work of Tian, Donaldson, and others, K-polystability serves as a bridge
between algebraic geometry and differential geometry, determining the existence of Kahler-Einstein met-
rics on Fano manifolds. Beyond its metric implications, K-polystability has profound connections to the
construction of moduli spaces, offering a stability condition that governs the compactification of families
of Fano varieties. This development has spurred a flurry of research, uncovering surprising links between
K-polystability and other invariants, such as the existence of rational points in arithmetic settings or the
behavior of automorphism groups in the geometric setting. Our paper builds on this momentum, seek-
ing to deepen these connections by exploring a purely geometric analogue to an arithmetic phenomenon
previously identified in the context of smooth Fano 3-folds.

The inspiration for this work stems from a recent result established in prior research [1], which examined
smooth Fano 3-folds defined over subfields k € C. That study revealed that if the geometric model
of such a 3-fold is not K-polystable, then the variety typically possesses a k-rational point, barring a
small set of exceptional cases. This finding suggested an intimate relationship between K-polystability
and the arithmetic property of “pointlessness” (the absence of rational points), raising the question of
whether a similar principle might hold in a geometric framework, independent of field considerations. To
pursue this, we shift our focus from rational points to the action of finite abelian groups on the variety,
introducing a new geometric condition that mirrors the arithmetic one.

Following [21], we define Condition (A) for a smooth variety X as follows: X satisfies Condition (A)
if every finite abelian subgroup of its automorphism group Aut(X) fixes at least one point in X. This
definition draws inspiration from the Lang—Nishimura theorem and Kollar—-Szabd’s birational invariance
results, which highlight the significance of fixed points in equivariant geometry. Our primary objective is
to classify non-K-polystable smooth Fano 3-folds according to whether they satisfy Condition (A), and to

The title is inspired by the book “The World of Null-A”, A. E. van Vogt, Simon & Schuster, 1948.
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elucidate the exceptional cases where this condition fails, drawing parallels to the arithmetic exceptions
identified in [1].

Main Theorem. Every smooth Fano 3-fold that is not K-polystable satisfies Condition (A), with exactly
etght exceptions. These exceptional varieties are:
(Ne3.28) P! x Fy, where Fy is the first Hirzebruch surface.
(Ne4.10) P! x Sy, where S7 is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 7.
(Ne2.23) The blowup of a smooth quadric 3-fold Q@ C P* along a quartic elliptic curve Cy C Q such that the
unique hyperplane section of Q) containing Cy is smooth.

(Ne3.31) The blowup of a quadric cone in P* at its vertex.
(Ne4.8) The blowup of P! x P! x P! along a smooth curve of degree (0,1,1).
(Ne2.33) The blowup of P along a line.
(Ne4.12) The blowup of P3 at two distinct points followed by the blowup of the strict transform of the line

through these points.
(Ne5.2) The blowup of P3 at two distinct points followed by the blowup of the strict transforms of two
disjoint lines, one passing through the points and another disjoint from it.

In this paper, we follow the Mori—-Mukai numbering of the 105 families, written as “Family Nem.n”, in
which m is the rank of the Picard group of the 3-fold, ranging from 1 to 10, and n is simply a list number
(we follow the numbering in Fanography).

For each of the exceptions in the Main Theorem, we explicitly construct finite abelian subgroups
of their automorphism groups that act without fixed points in Section 5, confirming their failure to
satisfy Condition (A). Moreover, we observe that these varieties are not K-polystable. Note that, up
to isomorphism, each exceptional family in the Main Theorem except Family Ne2.23 contains a unique
smooth member. On the other hand, Family Ne2.23 contains a proper subfamily consisting of smooth
Fano 3-folds that are blowups of a smooth quadric 3-fold Q C P* along a quartic elliptic curve Cy C Q
such that the unique hyperplane section of () containing C4 is singular. Members of this subfamily do
satisfy Condition (A) by Remark 3.9, while all other smooth members of Family Ne2.23 do not satisfy
Condition (A), see Example 5.2. The parallels between these geometric exceptions and the arithmetic
exceptions from [1] are striking.

A key corollary follows from the Main Theorem: if a smooth Fano 3-fold is strictly K-semistable, then
it satisfies Condition (A), as all such varieties fall outside the exceptional list. Recall that K-stability
is stronger than K-polystability, and K-polystability is stronger than K-semistability, and all exceptional
cases in the Main Theorem above are K-unstable (that is not-K-semistable).

1.1. Map of the proof. Recall that smooth Fano 3-folds have been classified into 105 deformation
families by Iskovskikh, Mori and Mukai [31]. To achieve our main result, we partition 105 deformation
families of smooth Fano 3-folds into the following three sets:

(i) 53 families in which all smooth elements are K-polystable [3, 4, 6, 10, 12, 13, 14, 28, 39, 53];
(ii) 27 families where all smooth members are not K-polystable [4, 27];
(iii) 25 families in which only general members are known to be K-polystable [4].
The first 53 deformation families are
Nel.1, Ne1.2, Nel.3, Nel.4, Nel.5, Ne1.6, Ne1.7, Ne1.8, Nel.11, Ne1.12, Ne1.13, Nel.14, Ne1.15,
Nel.16, Nel.17, Ne2.1, Ne2.2, Ne2.3, Ne2.4, Ne2.6, Ne2.7, Ne2.25  Ne2 .8 Ne2.15, Ne2.18, Ne2.19,
Ne2. 27, Ne2.29, Ne2.32, Ne2.34, Ne3.1, Ne3.3, Ne3.4, Ne3.9, Ne3.15, Ne3.17, Ne3.19, Ne3.20, Ne3.25,
Ne3.27, Ned.1, Ned.2, Ned 3, Ned 4 Ned.6, Ned.7 ) Ne5.1, Ne5.3, Ne6.1, Ne7.1, Ne.1, Ne9.1, Ne10.1.
These families are irrelevant for us — we listed them for completeness of exposition. Similarly, it follows
from [27] that every smooth member of the following 26 families is K-unstable:

Ne2.23, Ne2.28, Ne2.30, Ne2.31, Ne2.33, Ne2.35, Ne2.36, Ne3.14, Ne3.16, Ne3.18, Ne3.21, Ne3.22, Ne3.23,
Ne3.24, Ne3.26, Ne3.28, Ne3.29, Ne3.30, Ne3.31, Ne4.5, Ned.8, Ned.9, Ne4.10, Ne4.11, Ne4.12, Ne5.2.
Furthermore, it was shown in [4] that N°2.26 contains exactly two deformation families, where all varieties
in each type are isomorphic. One type contains a smooth K-unstable Fano 3-fold, while the other smooth

type is strictly K-semistable. In Subsection 3.2 we show that each element in 19 of these families satisfy
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Condition (A), and describe all smooth members of the Family Ne2.23 that satisfy Condition (A), hence
producing all smooth Fano 3-folds appearing in the Main Theorem as exceptional cases. The remaining
families are
Ne1.9, Ne1.10, Ne2.5, Ne2.9, Ne2.10, Ne2.11, Ne2.12, Ne2.13, Ne2.14, Ne2.16, Ne2.17, Ne2.20, Ne2.21,
Ne2.22) Ne2.24, Ne3.2, Ne3.5, Ne3.6, Ne3.7, Ne3.8, Ne3.10, Ne3.11, Ne3.12, Ne3.13, Ne4.13.

Among these we treat Families Ne1.10, Ne2.9, Ne2.11, Ne2.13, Ne2.14, Ne2.17, Ne2.20, Ne2.22, Ne3.8, Ne3.11
in Subsection 3.1 by showing that every smooth member satisfies Condition (A), and for the remaining
15 families we prove in Section 4 that all smooth members that do not satisfy Condition (A) are K-
polystable. Note that Families Ne2.21, Ne2.24, Ne3.5, Ne3.8, Ne3.10, Ne3.12, Ne3.13, Ne4.13 are known to
have non-K-polystable members. Finally, Section 5 contains crucial examples verifying our arguments.
In Subsection 5.1 we provide examples for each of the exceptional cases in the Main Theorem. Finally,
in Subsection 5.2 we provide examples of K-polystable Fano 3-folds not satisfying Condition (A), which
confirms varieties studied in Section 4 do exist. This completes the proof of the Main Theorem.

Throughout this paper, all varieties are projective, normal, irreducible, and defined over the field of
complex numbers unless otherwise stated.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

True intelligence lies not in knowledge alone, but in the ability to
apply that knowledge in creative and innovative ways.

The World of Null-A, A. E. van Vogt, 1948

In this section, we collect some technical results that we will use in this article. Most of these results
are known to experts, so the reader may skip them and only consult them as they are referred to. We
start with the following well-known result by Janos Kollar and Endre Szabé.

Theorem 2.1 ([48, Proposition A.4]). Let X and X' be smooth varieties acted on by a finite abelian
group A. Suppose that there exists an A-equivariant birational map 1: X --» X'. Then X contains a
point fized by A if and only if X' contains a point fized by A.

Corollary 2.2. Let p be a point in P, and let m: X — P™ be the blowup of this point, where n > 2.
Then every finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X) fizes a point in X.

Proof. Since m is Aut(X)-equivariant, the required assertion follows from Theorem 2.1. O

Remark 2.3. If X is a (projective) smooth rationally connected variety, then every finite cyclic group
acting on X has a fixed point by the holomorphic Lefschetz fixed point formula.

The following lemma is a geometric counter-part of [1, Lemma 2.2], and its special cases are well-known
to experts [29]. Its proof was communicated to us by Alex Duncan.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a finite subgroup in PGL,+1(C) such that there is a G-invariant hypersurface
X C P" of degree d. Suppose that the integers d and n + 1 are coprime. Then there exists a subgroup
G C GLp+1(C) such that ¢(G) = G ~ G, where ¢: GLyp11(C) — PGL;,41(C) is the natural projection.

Proof. Recall that the restriction of ¢ to the subgroup SL,,11(C) C GL,,+1(C) gives a surjective homomor-
phism SL;,4+1(C) — PGL,,+1(C) whose kernel consists of scalar matrices and is isomorphic to Z/(n + 1)Z.
Let G be the preimage of the group G in SL;,41(C) via this epimorphism, and let f € Clzq,...,zy+1] be
the defining polynomial of the hypersurface X. Then f is a polynomial of degree d, and there exists a
character n: G — C* such that

g (f)=nlg)f

for every matrix g € G. In particular, if g = Al,41 € G for some \ € C*, then 1(g) = A4, where I,,,1 is
the identity (n+ 1) X (n+ 1) matrix. Let det: GL;,4+1(C) — C* be the character that maps every matrix
to its determinant. Then det(/\In+1) = \"*! for every A € C*. Since d and n + 1 are coprime, we can

use appropriate powers of 1 and det to construct a homomorphism 6: G — C* such that 9()\In+1) = %
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for every A € C* such that the scalar matrix Al,,4+1 is contained in G. Now, we let G be the subgroup in
GLy+1(C) defined as follows: B

G={0(g9)g | g € G}.
Then G is the required subgroup in GLy41(C). O

Corollary 2.5. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in PGL,11(C). Suppose that there is an A-invariant
irreducible rational curve C' C P™ such that deg(C') is odd, and there exists a finite subgroup A C GL,11(C)
such that p(A) = A ~ A, where ¢: GLy+1(C) — PGL;,41(C) is the projection. Then A fizes a point in C.

Proof. Let v: C — C be the normalization of the curve C. Then v is A-equivariant, and we have C ~ Pl
On the other hand, since Ais abelian, there is an A-invariant hyperplane H in P" that does not contain C,
so v*(H|¢) is an A-invariant divisor on C ~ P! of degree deg(C). Since C' ~ P! and v*(H|¢) is an effective
A-invariant divisor on C (i.e., a hypersurface in C of odd degree), we can apply Lemma 2.4 to C. Namely,
by Lemma 2.4, the action of the abelian group A on C~Plis given by a two-dimensional representation
of the abelian group A, which must be reducible (since A is abelian), so A fixes a point in 6, so it also
fixes a point in C' as claimed. O

The following lemma is a geometric counter-part of [1, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 2.6. Let S be a del Pezzo surface, A C Aut(S) a finite abelian subgroup, and C' an A-invariant
irreducible curve in S, let f: S — S be the minimal resolution of singularities, let C be the strict transform
on S of the curve C. If C? < 0, then A fizes a point in C.

Proof. Observe that the action of the group A lifts to S.IfC? < 0, then it follows from the adjunction
formula that C2 = —1 and C ~ P!, so there exists an A-equivariant contraction S — S of the curve C to
a smooth A-fixed point P. Then the curve C is identified with the projectivization of the Zariski tangent
space V = Tp(S). Since A is abelian, V splits as a sum of A-invariant one-dimensional subspaces, which
means that C has an A-fixed point. O

Corollary 2.7. Let S be a del Pezzo surface, A C Aut(S) a finite abelian subgroup, and C' an A-invariant
irreducible curve in S. Suppose that A fixes no points in S. Then C? > 0. Moreover, if C?> = 0 then C
is contained in the smooth locus of the surface S.

Corollary 2.8. Let S be a del Pezzo surface with at worst quotient singularities, let A be a finite abelian
subgroup in Aut(S), and 7: S — S" an A-equivariant birational morphism; in particular, S’ is a normal
surface. Then A fizes a point in S if and only if A fizes a point in S’.

Proof. Obviously, if A fixes a point in S, then A fixes a point in S’. Thus, to complete the proof, we may
assume that A does not fix points in S but A fixes a point p € S” and seek for a contradiction.

First, we observe that S’ also has at worst quotient singularities, and S’ is also a del Pezzo surface.
Applying relative A-equivariant Minimal Model Program to S over S’, we may assume that

rk(PicA(S)) = rk(PicA(S’)) +1
and all m-exceptional irreducible curves are mapped to p. Denote these curves by Ei,..., E.. If r =1,
then we get a contradiction by Corollary 2.7, since E? < 0. Suppose r > 2 and consider the following

A-equivariant commutative diagram:

where @ is a minimal resolution of p € S’, ¢ is the minimal resolution of singularities of singular points
of S mapped to p, and ¢ is a birational morphism. Then A does not fix points in S, so it follows from
Theorem 2.1 that A also does not fix points in S.



Denote by F1, ..., Fj the irreducible exceptional curves of the morphism w, which are all smooth and
isomorphic to P!. Every two intersecting curves among them meet transversally at one point, and the dual
graph of these curves does not contain cycles. All possibilities for the dual graphs of the curves Fi, ..., F}
are given in [30]. Since the dual graph is connected and A does not fix points in S , it immediately follows
from Iliev’s classification [30] that A leaves invariant at least one curve among Fi,..., Fi, which also
follows directly from Nadel’s [44, Theorem 4.5].

Without loss of generality, we may assume that Fy is A-invariant. Let ﬁl be the strict transform of
this curve on S. Then F} is not ¢-exceptional, since otherwise ¢(F;) would be fixed by A. Hence, we
conclude that gb(ﬁl) is one of the m-exceptional curves F1, ..., F,.. Now, applying Corollary 2.7 to qb(ﬁl),
we obtain a contradiction. 0

Lemma 2.6 and its corollaries imply the following result.

Lemma 2.9. Let S be a del Pezzo surface with at worst quotient singularities, let A be a finite abelian
subgroup in Aut(S) such that A does not fix points in S, let C' be an irreducible A-invariant curve in S,
and let A be an effective Q-divisor on S with TC + A ~g —Kg for some 7 € Qsg. Then 7 < 2.

Proof. Suppose that 7 > 2. First, let us apply A-equivariant Minimal Model Program to the surface S. If
this gives an A-equivariant birational morphism 7: S — S’, then S’ is a del Pezzo surface with at worst
quotient singularities such that rk (PicA(S ) > rk(PicA(S’ )). Moreover, it follows from Corollary 2.8 that
A does not fix points in S, and C' is not m-exceptional by Corollary 2.7, so that —Kg ~q 7C' + A/,
where C" = w(C) and A’ = w(A). Therefore, replacing S with S’, we may assume that the A-equivariant
Minimal Model Program applied to S does not give a birational morphism. Then

e cither rk(Pic?(S)) = 1;

e or rk(Pic4(S)) = 2, and there exist two A-equivariant conic bundles 7;: S — P! and 79: S — P*

whose general fibers have non-trivial intersection.
In the latter case, we obtain a contradiction by intersecting 7C' + A ~g —Kg with general fibers of
the conic bundles 771 and 70. Indeed, if F; is a general fiber of 7;, then
7C-F, < (tC+A) - Fy=(—Kg)- F;, =2,

which implies that C - F; = 0, since 7 > 2 and 7C' - F; is a non-negative integer, so C is contracted by
both conic bundles 7; and 72, which contradicts to rk(Pic?(S)) = 2. Thus, we have rk(Pic4(S)) = 1.
Increasing 7 if necessary, we may assume that A = 0, so —Kg ~g 7C. Then (S, C) has purely log terminal
singularities. This follows from [18, Lemma 2.4.10] as in the proof of [1, Lemma 3.1]. In particular, C is
smooth [32]. Moreover, applying Kawamata’s subadjunction theorem [32], we see that C' ~ P!

Let f: S — S be the minimal resolution of singularities of the surface S, and let C be the strict
transform on S of the curve C. Then f is A-equivariant, A does not fix points in S , we have C?2 >0
by Lemma 2.6, and it follows from Corollary 2.7 that either C2 > 0 or C? = 0 and C is contained in
the smooth locus of the surface S. Moreover, we have —Kg ~q rC+B , where B is an effective Q-divisor
on S whose support consists of the f-exceptional curves. Now, applying A-equivariant Minimal Model
Program to S, we obtain an A-equivariant birational morphism h: S — S such that S is a smooth surface,
and one of the following two cases holds:

e rk(Pic*(5)) =1 and S is a del Pezzo surface;

e rk(Pic?(S)) = 2 and there exists an A-equivariant conic bundle n: § — P'.
Note that C is not h-exceptional, because C2 > 0. Set C = h(C) and B = h(B). Then —Kg~g7C+B.
Hence, if rk(Pic?(S)) = 1, then it follows from [8] that S ~ P? and C is a line in S, which implies that A
fixes a point in S contradicting Theorem 2.1. Thus, we conclude that rk(Pic® (S)) = 2 and there exists
an A-equivariant conic bundle n: S — P!. Then, intersecting the divisor 7C + B with a general fiber of
the conic bundle 7, we see that C' is a fiber of 1. In particular, C? < C° = 0, so C? =C° = 0. This  implies
that A is an isomorphism in a nelghborhood of the curve C’ and the complete linear system |C | gives
the composition morphism 7o h: S — PL. On the other hand, we have C2 > 0, since rk(Pic?(S5)) = 1.

Thus, we see that S is singular, and the curve C' contains some singular points of the surface S. In
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particular, since A does not fix points in C, we conclude that C contains at least two singular points of
the surface S.

Recall that (S,C) has purely log terminal singularities. This implies that all these singular points
of the surface S contained in C' are cyclic quotient singularities, see, for example, [46, Theorem 2.1.2].
Moreover, since (Kg + C) - C = (1 — 7)C? < 0, it follows from the subadjunction formula [32] and [46,
Theorem 2.2.4(i)] that C' contains at most three singular points of the surface S (the proof of this fact is
the same as the proof of [46, Lemma 6.1.1(i)]). On the other hands, if C' contains three singular points of
the surface S, then it follows from Lemma 2.4 that the action of the abelian group A on C ~ P! is given
by a reducible two-dimensional representation of the group A, so A fixes a point in C, which contradicts
our assumption. Hence, we conclude that C' contains exactly two singular points of the surface S forming
one A-orbit. Let P; and P» be the points of this orbit. Then f-exceptional curves mapped to the points
Py and P form two disjoint Hirzebruch-Jung strings, which are swapped by the action of the group A.
Since (S, C) has purely log terminal singularities, C' intersects only the first curves of these strings, which
we denote by E; and Es. Then there exists the following A-equivariant commutative diagram:

where g is the contraction of all f-exceptional curves except for the curves E1 and Fso, and ¢ is a partial
resolutlon of singularities of the surface S that contracts the strict transforms of the curves £y and FEj.

Let C = g(C) Ey = g(En), Ey = g(E2). Then —Kg ~q 7C + a(El + Eg) for some a € Qso. But
C? = =0, C- E1 C- Eg =1, and —Kg- C=2 by adjunction formula, which gives a = 1, because

2:—KA-5:(76+a(E1+E2))~a:a(El+E2)-6:2a.

Hence, since E1 and E2 are smooth, we have —2 = deg( ) (K + E) EZ - 7C- EZ = -7 < =2
by subadjunction formula, which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 2.9 implies the following geometric counterpart of [1, Theorem A], which will be used later in
the proof of the Main Theorem.

Theorem 2.10. Let S be a del Pezzo surface with quotient singularities, and let A be a finite abelian
subgroup in Aut(S). Suppose that A does not fix points in S. Then S is K-polystable.

Proof. Suppose that S is not K-polystable. Then it follows from [27, 38, 55] that S contains an A-invariant
irreducible curve C' with 3(C) < 0, where

T

1
s :1—/Vol — Kg —uC)du
( ) (*KS)z ( )
0
in which 7 = sup{u € Rxo | — Kg — uC is pseudo-effective} and vol(D) is the volume of a divisor D.

Note that 7 € Qs¢ and —Kg N@ 7C + A for some effective Q-divisor A on the surface S whose support
does not contain C. Then 7 < 2 by Lemma 2.9.

Let f: S — S be the minimal resolution of singularities of the surface S, and let C be the strict
transform on S of the curve C. Then f is A-equivariant, A does not fix points in 5’ we have C2 > 0
by Lemma 2.6, and it follows from Corollary 2.7 that either C? > 0 or C? = 0 and C is contalned in
the smooth locus of the surface S. Then, since 7 < 2, it follows from [26, Lemma 9.7] that C? = 0, and

—Kg ~q2C +aZ

for some a € Q=g and some A-irreducible curve Z C S such that Z? = 0. In particular, C' is contained in

the smooth locus of the surface S. Hence, by Riemann—Roch formula, the linear system |C| is a pencil.

Moreover, since C? = 0 and C is irreducible, this pencil is base point free, so it gives a conic bundle

m: S — P!, because —Kg is ample. Since S is a Mori Dream Space, the linear system |nZ| is base

point free for some positive integer n. Since Z? = 0 and — Ky is ample, the linear system |[nZ| it also
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gives a conic bundle 75: S — P!, and Z is a union of fibers of this conic bundle. Hence, replacing Z if
necessary, we may assume that Z N Sing(S) = @, and irreducible components of Z are smooth fibers of
9. Write Z = Zy 4+ --- + Z,, where Z1, ..., Z, are irreducible. Then, using adjunction formula, we get
20 -7 = (20 + aZ) - Z1 = —Kg-Z1 =2, which gives C - Z; = 1. Now, taking the product of 7; and 73,
we obtain an isomorphism S ~ P! x P!, which is a contradiction, since P! x P! is K-polystable. O

The following simple lemma is very useful in our arguments.

Lemma 2.11. Let Q be a smooth quadric 3-fold in P*, and let A be a subgroup in Aut(Q) that is
isomorphic to (Z/27)%. Then A fizes a point in Q.

Proof. Note that @ is the unique smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne1.16, the action of A on the quadric @
is induced by its action on P4, and it follows from Lemma 2.4 that the action on P* is given by some 5-
dimensional representation of the group A, which must split as a sum of five 1-dimensional representations.
Since the group A has exactly four distinct 1-dimensional representations, we see that A pointwise fixes
a line ¢ C P4, so A fixes a point in £ N Q. O

Let us show how to apply Lemma 2.11 by proving the following (well-known) result.

Lemma 2.12. Let V5 be the smooth Fano 3-fold with —Ky, ~ 2H and H? =5, where H is an ample
Cartier divisor on Vs. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Note that V5 is the unique smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne1.15. Standard facts about geometry of
this 3-fold can be found in [18, 36]. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup of Aut(V5). Suppose that A does
not fix points in V5. Then A is not cyclic by Remark 2.3. On the other hand, we have Aut(Vs) ~ PGLy(C).
Recall from [5] that PGL2(C) contains a unique non-cyclic finite abelian subgroup up to conjugation, and
this group is isomorphic to (Z/27Z)%. Hence, we conclude that A ~ (Z/27)?.

Recall from [18] that |H| gives an embedding V5 < P9, so we identify V5 with its image in PS. Recall
from [36] that the Hilbert scheme of lines on Vs is isomorphic to P2, and the group Aut(Vs) acts faithfully
on this P? leaving invariant a smooth conic whose points parametrize lines in V5 with normal bundle
Op1(1) ® Op1(—1). This implies that V5 contains an A-invariant line. Then, projecting from this line, we
obtain an A-equivariant birational map V5 --+ ), where @ is a smooth quadric 3-fold. By Lemma 2.11,
the group A fixes a point in @), so A fixes a point in V5 by Theorem 2.1. O

We will also need the following classification based result, which is a direct consequence of the analysis
of Mori cone by Matsuki [43].

Lemma 2.13. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold, and let G be a finite subgroup in Aut(X). Suppose that
either Pic(X) ~ Z% and X is not contained in Families Ne2.6, Ne2.12, Ne2.21, N2.32, or X is contained
in Families MN3.5, Ne83.6, N3.7, Ne8.8, Ne§.11, MNe8.12, Me8.14, Ne3.16, Ne3.18, Ne3.21, Ne3.22, Ne3.23,
Ne3.24, Ne3.26, Ne3.29, Ne3.30, Nej.5, Nef.9, Nej.11. Then every extremal ray of the Mori cone NE(X) is
G-invariant.

Proof. We present the idea of the proof and explain it in one case. If Pic(X) ~ Z2, the required assertion
follows from [47, Theorem 1.2]. In every case, the required assertion follows from [43, § II.3]. For example,
if X is a member of Family Ne3.6, then there exists a blow up 7: X — P3 of a disjoint union of a line L
and a smooth quartic elliptic curve C, and we have the following commutative diagram:

xPl\
X/
\
/

(2.1)

Ve

/

‘\
/
\

IP



where 7wy, and m¢ are blowups of curves L and C| respectively, w; and we are blowups of the strict
transforms of the curves L and C, respectively, ¢, is a P2-bundle, ¢¢ is a fibration into quadric surfaces,
o1, is a fibration into quintic del Pezzo surfaces, ¢¢ is a fibration into sextic del Pezzo surfaces, the map 7
is a (standard) conic bundle, pr; and pry are projections to the first and the second factors, respectively.

Hence, we see that the Mori cone NE(X) is generated by extremal rays contracted by wr, we and 7,
and the group G cannot non-trivially permute these extremal rays. Similarly, one can verify the required
assertion in the remaining cases using description of the Mori cone NE(X) given in [43]. O

We now turn our attention to some certain stability threshold type invariants that enable useful esti-
mations for proving K-polystability. For a more detailed approach, we refer the reader to [2, 4]. Let X
be a smooth Fano 3-fold, and let p be a point in X. Recall that

. Ax(E)
0,(X) = f
V&)= b S B
peCx (E)

where Sx(E) = ﬁ J vol(=Kx — uE)du, the entity Ax(FE) is the log-discrepancy of E, and the
0

infimum is taken over all prime divisors E over X whose center Cx(FE) on X contains p. Let S be an
irreducible smooth surface in X that contains p. Set

T = sup{u e Ry ‘ the divisor —Kx — uS is pseudo—effective}.
For u € [0, 7], let P(u) be the positive part of the Zariski decomposition of the divisor —Kx —uS, and let
N (u) be its negative part. Then Sx(S) = ﬁ 1l (P(u))3du. For every prime divisor F' over S, following
X0

the notation in [2, 4] set

T

S(Ws,;F) = (_K?)X)E}/(P(u)’s)g'OrdF(N(u)ls)du+(_KSX)?)//VOI(P(U)‘S_UF)dUdU'
0 0 0

Theorem 2.14 ([2, 4]). For any point p € S we have
1 Ag(F
0p(X) > min{ , inf S())},

Sx(5)" Fls S(WS,F
peCs(F) ’

where the infimum is taken by all prime divisors over S whose center on S contains p.
If F is a prime divisor over X such that its center on X is a curve in S, we have a similar result:

Theorem 2.15 ([2, 4]). Let E be a prime divisor over X such that Cx(E) is a curve C C S. Then

Ax(B) _ 1 1
Sx(E) ~ ™) 5x(8) S(WE.0) [

Let us conclude this section by presenting one local result about singularities of pairs from [54], which
will be used in the proof of Lemma 4.2. To state the result, we need to recall notations introduced in [54].
Let R} = {(a1,...,a,) € R" | a1 > 0,...,a, > 0}. For every a = (ay,...,a,) € RY, let

Qa:{x:(xl,...,xn)E]R" | x120,...,xn>0,a-x<1}.
For every positive rational number A > 0, let
Tnr = min{‘(Qa NZ"| such that a € R” and (A, A,..., \) € Qa},

and let
G = min{\(Qa NZ"| such that a € R and (A, ),...,\) € @},

Note that o, \ = o 2.
8



Theorem 2.16. Let U be an (affine) variety of dimension n, let p be a smooth point of the variety U, and
let D be an effective Q-divisor on U such that the pair (U, D) is log canonical outside of the point p. For
every positive rational number € > 0, and let J. be the multiplier ideal sheaf of the log pair (U, (1 —€)D),
let Le be the subscheme defined by J.. Fizx X\ € Q=q. If h%(Or.) < op for sufficiently small € < 1, then

let,(U; D) > SUE
Similarly, if h°(Or.) < Gn. for sufficiently small € < 1, then

1
A1
Moreover, there is an absolute constant ¢ > A%H’ such that lct,(U; D) > ¢ if h%(Op.) < G for all
sufficiently small e < 1.

Proof. By [54, Remark 3.1], the first two inequalities for lct,(U; D) follows from [54, Corollary 3.5] and
its proof. The third inequality follows from the fact that the log canonical thresholds are constructible in
families, and all ideals J. can be parametrized by some scheme of finite type. 0

let,(U; D) >

If m is a positive integer, then it follows from [54, Lemma 5.1] that
4m? 4 3m + 3

2 )
and it follows from [54, Lemma 5.2] that &2, > m(2m + 1). This gives

02.m =

Corollary 2.17. Let S be an (affine) surface, let p be its smooth point, and let D be an effective Q-divisor
on S such that the pair (S, D) is log canonical outside of the point p. For every positive rational number
e >0, and let J. be the multiplier ideal sheaf of the log pair (S, (1 —¢€)D), let L be the subscheme defined

by J.. Fiz a positive integer m. If h®(Op,) < zm%# for sufficiently small e < 1, then
1

m+1

Similarly, if h°(Or,) < m(2m + 1) for sufficiently small € < 1, then
1

m+1

Moreover, there is an absolute constant ¢ > #H’ such that lct,(S; D) > ¢ if h%(Or,) < m(2m + 1) for all
sufficiently small e < 1.

let, (S5 D) >

ety (S; D) >

Letting m = 3 in Corollary 2.17, we get

Corollary 2.18. Let S be an (affine) surface, let p be its smooth point, and let D be an effective Q-divisor
on S such that (S, D) is log canonical outside of the point p. For every positive rational number e > 0,
and let Je be the multiplier ideal sheaf of the log pair (S, (1 —¢€)D), let L. be the subscheme defined by .
Suppose that h°(Or.) < 21 for all sufficiently small € < 1. Then

1
let,(S; D) > ¢ > T

where ¢ is some absolute constant larger that %.

3. SMOOTH FANO 3-FOLDS SATISFYING CONDITION (A)

Common sense, do what it will, cannot avoid being surprised occasionally. The object of
science is to spare it this emotion and create mental habits which shall be in such close
accord with the habits of the world as to secure that nothing shall be unexpected.

Bertrand Russel, quoted in The World of Null-A, A. E. van Vogt, 1948

In this section, we prove that every member in several deformation families of smooth Fano 3-folds
satisfy Condition (A). As stated in the introduction, there are 25 families of smooth Fano 3-folds con-
taining K-polystable members that either have a non-K-polystable member or the K-stability picture for
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all smooth elements is lacking. Among them, we single out 10 families and prove in Section 3.1 that
any members in those families satisfies Condition (A). These are Families Ne1.10, Ne2.9, Ne2.11, Ne2.13,
Ne2.14, Ne2.17, Ne2.20, Ne2.22, Ne3.8, Ne3.11. There are also 27 families of smooth Fano 3-folds where every
smooth member is known to be non-K-polystable. In Section 3.2 we show that every smooth member in
19 families (out of 27) always satisfies Condition (A). These are Families No2.26, Ne2.28, Ne2.30, Ne2.31,
No2.35, Ne2.36, Ne3.14, Ne3.16, Ne3.18, Ne3.21, Ne3.22, Ne3.23, Ne3.24, Ne3.26, Ne3.29, Ne3.30, Ned.5, Ned.9,
Ne4.11. This leaves 8 families that contain exceptional cases in the Main Theorem, which we deal with in
Subsection 5.1.

3.1. Families containing K-polystable members.
Lemma 3.1. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N1.10. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let A be a finite abelian group in Aut(X). By Remark 2.3, we may assume that A is not cyclic.
Recall that | — K x| is very ample and provides an A-equivariant embedding X < P'3 such that the action
of A on P'3 is given by its faithful 14-dimensional representation.

Suppose that X contains an A-invariant smooth conic C. Let ¢: X — X be the blowup along C', and
let E be the ¢-exceptional surface. Then (—K )})3 = 16, and it follows from [31, Corollary 4.4.3] that the
anticanonical divisor —K g is nef, and (—K ¢)?- .S > 0 for every surface S C X. Thus, it follows from [31,
Theorem 4.4.11] that the linear system | — K — E| gives an A-equivariant birational map x: X --» Q,
where @ is a smooth quadric 3-fold in P4. Moreover, we have an A-equivariant commutative diagram

such that 7 is the blowup of a smooth rational sextic curve I' C @, and ( is a composition of flops.
Observe that A acts faithfully on I'. Since I" ~ P!, this gives A ~ (Z/27)?, so A fixes a point in @Q by
Lemma 2.11, and A fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1.

Thus, we see that A fixes a point if X contains an A-invariant smooth conic. On the other hand, we
know from [36, Lemma 4.3.4] that A acts faithfully on the Hilbert scheme of conics in X, and this Hilbert
scheme is isomorphic to P? by [36, Theorem 1.1.1]. Moreover, it follows from [34, 52] that singular conics
on X are parameterized by a quartic curve in P2. Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that the action of the
group A on this P? is given by its three-dimensional linear representation, which must split into a sum
of one-dimensional representations, because A is abelian. Hence, we conclude A fixes a point in P2, so
X contains a (possibly singular) A-invariant conic C. If C' is smooth, we are done. If C' is singular and
reduced, then its singular point is fixed by A. Similarly, if C' = 2L for a line L C X, then A fixes a point
in L by Corollary 2.5. g

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.9. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). By Lemma 2.13, we have an A-equivariant com-
mutative diagram

2N

s

Pfﬂ 777777 > P2

in which 7 is the blowup of a smooth curve C of degree 7 and genus 5, 7 is a conic bundle with discriminant
curve A C P? of degree 5, and the dashed arrow is given by the two-dimensional linear system of all cubic
surfaces containing C. Since A is A-invariant, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that P? contains an A-invariant
line L, so m«(n*(L)) is an A-invariant cubic surface. Now, applying Lemma 2.4 again, we conclude that
there is an A-fixed point on P3, hence a fixed point on X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.11. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). By Lemma 2.13, there exists an A-equivariant
birational morphism 7: X — Y such that Y is a smooth cubic 3-fold in P*, and 7 is a blowup of an
10



A-invariant line L C Y. Applying Lemma 2.4 and its Corollary 2.5, we see that A fixes a point in L, so
it also fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.4. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.13. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. 1t follows from [17] that the group Aut(X) is finite, and it follows from Lemma 2.13 that there
exists an Aut(X)-equivariant commutative diagram

X n
™
f{, _ > P2
Q >
where Q is a smooth quadric 3-fold in P4, 7 is the blowup of a degree six smooth curve C' C @ with genus

two, 1 is a conic bundle, and the dashed arrow is given by the linear subsystem in |Og(2)| consisting of
all surfaces that contain C. Set L = Og(1)|c. Then we have natural group homomorphisms

Aut(X) ~ Aut(Q, C) — Aut(P,C) ~ Aut(C, [L]) — Aut(C),

where Aut(C, [L]) is the subgroup in Aut(C) consisting of all automorphisms of the curve C' that preserve
the class of the line bundle L in Pic(C). Therefore, in the following we will identify Aut(X) = Aut(Q, C)
and Aut(P*, C) = Aut(C, [L]), and we consider Aut(X) as a subgroup of Aut(C). Note that all possibilities
for Aut(C) can be found using the online database [35].

Let A be an abelian subgroup in Aut(Q, C'). By Theorem 2.1, it is enough to show that A fixes a point
in Q. Suppose that this is not the case. Let us seek for a contradiction. First, A is not cyclic by Remark 2.3.
Second, it follows from Lemma 2.11 that A % (Z/27)%. Third, going through all possibilities for Aut(C)
given by [35], we see that Aut(C) ~ (Z/2Z) x D4, A ~ (Z/27) x (Z/67Z), the signature of the A-action
on C'is [0;2,2,6], and C is isomorphic to the following hyperelliptic curve:

(3.1) {22 = 2% — 45} C P(14, 14, 3,).

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that L is A-linearizable, it follows from [24, (2.2)] that the subgroup
in Pic(C) consisting of all A-linearizable line bundles is isomorphic to Z, and it follows from [24, (2.3)] that
this subgroup is generated by K. Hence, the only A-linearizable line bundle in Pic(C) of degree 6 is 3K ;.
This implies that L ~ 3Kz, and C' is projectively equivalent to the image of the curve (3.1) embedded
into P4 via the Veronese embedding P(1,,1,,3,) < P* given by [z : y : 2] — [23 : 2%y : 2y? 1 y3 : 2].
Moreover, since A is the unique subgroup in Aut(C') isomorphic to (Z/27Z) x (Z/6Z), we may assume that
it acts on (3.1) as follows:

[x:y:z]—lz:y:—2],

oy 2] Gty 2l
where (g is a primitive sixth root of unity. Hence, choosing appropriate homogeneous coordinates x1, x2,
x3, T4, 5 on P4 we may assume that C = {x% = x% — :c?l,xlm = .%'2333,%’% = m1x3,x§ = zox4} C P4 and
the action of the group A on P* is given by

[wl:xg:x3:x4:x5]»—>[w1:x2:acg:x4:—x5],
[.731 P X9 1 X3 X4 .CC5] — [ngl : Cgmg : <6$3 N /I $5].

In particular, the (hyperelliptic) involution [z1 : z2 : 3 : x4 : x5] — [x1 : 2 : T3 : T4 : —x5] pointwise
fixes a hyperplane in P%, so A fixes a point in @, which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of
Lemma 3.4. In fact, one can check that there exists no smooth A-invariant quadric in P* that contains
the curve C', which shows that there exists no smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.13 that is acted faithfully
by the group (Z/27Z) x (Z/67Z). O

Lemma 3.5. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in one of Families Ne2.14, N2.20 or Ne2.22. Then X satisfies
Condition (A).

Proof. In each case, X can be obtained by blowing up the smooth quintic del Pezzo 3-fold V5 described

in Lemma 2.12 along a smooth curve. Now, applying Lemmas 2.13 and 2.12 and Theorem 2.1, we obtain

the required assertion. O
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Lemma 3.6. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.17. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then, by Lemma 2.13, we have the following
A-equivariant Sarkisov link:

where @ is a smooth quadric 3-fold in P4, 7 is the blowup of a smooth elliptic curve C' of degree 5, f is
a blowup of a smooth elliptic curve Z of degree 5, and the dashed arrow is given by the linear system
of cubic surfaces containing Z. Now, applying Lemma 2.4 to P* and @, we see that there exists an
A-invariant hyperplane section of Q. Taking its strict transform on P3, we obtain an A-invariant cubic
surface in P3, so it follows from Lemma 2.4 that A fixes a point in P?, which implies that A fixes a point
in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.7. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N¢3.8. Then X satisfies Condition (A).
Proof. The 3-fold X can be obtained as follows. Consider a smooth divisor Y C P2

2 .
2y X ]P’uyw given by

fEfQ(U, v, ’UJ) + ng(Ua v, ’LU) + Zh?(ua ’U,’U)) = 07

where fa, g2, ho are quadratic polynomials in u, v, w, and a birational morphism 7: X — Y that blows
up a smooth fiber C' of the projection ¥ — ]P?c,y,z- Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then
it follows from Lemma 2.13 that 7 is A-invariant.

Let pry: Y — IP%’%Z and pry: Y — ngv’w be the projections to the first and the second factors,
respectively. Then both pr; and pry are A-equivariant by Lemma 2.13, and it follows from Lemma 2.4
that A fixes a point p € P2, since pry(C) is an A-invariant conic. Let F' be the fiber of pry over p.

Then F' is A-invariant, and pr{(F') is an A-invariant line, so A fixes a point in pr;(F) by Lemma 2.4.
Thus, since pr; induces an isomorphism F' ~ pr;(F'), we see that A fixes a point in F. O

Lemma 3.8. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N3.11. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let p be a point in P3, and let ¢: Vz — P3 be the blowup of this point. Then there exists a
birational morphism 7: X — V7 that blows up a smooth curve C C V; with ¢(C) a smooth quartic
elliptic curve passing through the point p. Now, let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then it
follows from Lemma 2.13 that 7 is A-equivariant, and A fixes a point in V7 by Corollary 2.2, so A also
fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

3.2. Families not containing K-polystable members.

Remark 3.9. Let @Q be a smooth quadric 3-fold in P4, let C4 be a smooth quartic elliptic curve in Q, let
S be the unique hyperplane section of @ that contains C4, let X be the blowup of @) along C4, and let
S be the strict transform on X of the surface S. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.23, and
S is Aut(X)-invariant. If S is singular, then S has a unique singular point, which must be fixed by the
group Aut(X), so, in particular, X satisfies Condition (A). On the other hand, if S is smooth, then we
will show in Example 5.2 later that X does not satisfy Condition (A).

Lemma 3.10. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.26. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. In this case, X can be obtained by blowing up del Pezzo 3-fold V5 described in Lemma 2.12 along
a line. By applying Lemmas 2.13 and 2.12 and Theorem 2.1, we obtain the required assertion. ]

Lemma 3.11. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Families Me2.28 or Ne2.30. Then X satisfies Condi-
tion (A).

Proof. The 3-fold X can be obtained by blowing up P? along a smooth plane curve C of degree 3 or 2. Let
A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then, by Lemma 2.13, this blowup is A-equivariant. Moreover,
the group A leaves invariant the plane in P3 that contains C, so A fixes a point in P? by Lemma 2.4,

which implies that A fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. a
12



Lemma 3.12. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.31. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then, it follows from Lemma 2.13 that there exists
an A-equivariant birational morphism 7: X — @ such that Q is a smooth quadric 3-fold in P*, and 7 is
a blowup of a line in ). Let E be the m-exceptional surface, then F is A-invariant and E ~ F;. Now,
applying Corollary 2.2, we see that A fixes a point in F, so it fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.13. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.35. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. The 3-fold X is unique and is often called V7 — it can be obtained by blowing up P? at a point,
so required assertion is a special case of Corollary 2.2. O

Lemma 3.14. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.36. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. In this case, X ~ P(Op2 & Op2(—2)), and it possesses two extremal contractions: a divisorial
contraction m: X — P(1,1,1,2) and a P!-bundle n: X — P2. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X). Then, by Lemma 2.13, both m and 1 are A-equivariant. Let E be the m-exceptional divisor.
Then E ~ P2, and this isomorphism gives Op(E|g) =~ Op2(—2). Moreover, since Og(E|g) is isomorphic
to the normal bundle of the surface F in X, we see that this line bundle is A-linearizable. Then the line
bundle Op(—Kg — E|g) ~ Op2(1) is also A-linearizable, which implies that the A-action on E ~ P? is
given by a 3-dimensional representation of the group A, so A fixes a point in E. O

Lemma 3.15. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in one of Families Ne3.14, Ne3.16, Ne3.23, Ne3.26, Ne3.29,
Ne3.30 or Ne4.9. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let p be a point in P?, and let ¢: Vs — P3 be the blowup of this point. Then there exists a
birational morphism 7: X — V7 that blows up a smooth curve C'. The curve C is irreducible if X is
contained in Families Ne3.14, Ne3.16, Ne3.23, Ne3.26, Ne3.29 or Ne3.30. On the other hand, if X is contained
in Family Ne4.9, then C is the strict transform of two skew lines in P? such that one of them contains
p. In every case, it follows from Lemma 2.13 that 7 is A-equivariant for any finite abelian subgroup
A C Aut(X), so A fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1, because A fixes a point in V7 by Corollary 2.2. [

Lemma 3.16. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N3.18. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. The Fano 3-fold X can be obtained as a blowup 7: X — P? along a disjoint union of a smooth conic
C and a line L. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then, by Lemma 2.13, 7 is A-equivariant.
In particular, the plane containing C is A-invariant, so, by Lemma 2.4, A fixes a point in P2, hence A
also fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.17. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N3.21. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. In this case, there exists a blowup 7: X — P! x P? of a smooth rational curve C' of degree (2,1).
Let pry: P! x P? — P! and pry: P! x P2 — P2 be projections to the first and second factors, respectively.
Then pry|c: C — P! is a double cover, and pry(C) is a line in P2

Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then it follows from Lemma 2.13, 7 is A-equivariant.
Since A leaves the line pry(C) invariant, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that A fixes a point p € pry(C). Since
the fiber of the projection pry over the point p intersects the curve C' at one point, we see that this point
is fixed by A, so A also fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.18. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N3.22. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let pry: P! x P2 — P! be the projection to the first factor, let H; be its fiber, and let C be
a smooth conic in H; = P?2. Then there is a blowup 7: X — P! x P? along the curve C. Let A be a finite
abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then it follows from Lemma 2.13 that both 7 and pr; are A-equivariant,
and both H; and C are A-invariant. Hence, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that A fixes a point in Hy, so A
also fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.19. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N3.24. Then X satisfies Condition (A).
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Proof. Let A be a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then it follows from Lemma 2.13 that there is an
A-equivariant blowup 7: X — P! x P? of a smooth A-invariant curve C of degree (1,1).

Let pry: P! x P? — P? be the projection to the second factor. Then pr, is A-equivariant, and pry(C)
is an A-invariant line in P2, and it follows from Lemma 2.4 that A fixes a point in pry(C). Then A fixes
a point in C, since pry|c: C — pry(C) is an isomorphism, so A fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.20. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N¢4.5. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. In this case, there exists a birational morphism 7: X — P! x P2 that blows up two smooth disjoint
curves C' and L such that C is a curve of degree (2,1), and L is a curve of degree (1,0). Let A be a
finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then it follows from Lemma 2.13 that 7 is A-equivariant, and both
curves C and L are A-invariant. Thus, blowing up P! x P? along C gives us an A-equivariant birational
morphism to the smooth Fano 3-folds in Family Ne3.21, and A fixes a point in this 3-fold by Lemma 3.17,
so A also fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 3.21. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N¢4.11. Then X satisfies Condition (A).

Proof. Let V = P! x Fy, let S be a fiber of the natural projection V — P!, and let C be the (—1)-curve in
S = F1. Then there exists a birational morphism 7: X — V that is the blowup of the curve C. Let A be
a finite abelian subgroup in Aut(X). Then it follows from Lemma 2.13 that 7 is A-equivariant, and S is
A-invariant, so A fixes a point in S by Corollary 2.2. Hence A fixes a point in X also by Theorem 2.1. [

4. K-POLYSTABLE FANO 3-FOLDS NOT SATISFYING CONDITION (A)

It was a pleasure to remember the crystal-like clarity of the man’s writing, the careful
semantic consideration given to every multi-ordinal word used, the breadth of intellect and
understanding of the human body-and-mind-as-a-whole.

The World of Null-A, A. E. van Vogt, 1948

In this section, we work through the 15 families of Fano 3-folds that contain K-polystable elements but
K-polystability is not known or does not hold for all elements. These are Families Ne1.9, Ne2.5, Ne2.10,
Ne2.12, Ne2.16, Ne2.21, Ne2.24, Ne3.2, Ne3.5, Ne3.6, Ne3.7, Ne3.10, Ne3.12, Ne3.13, Ned.13. They also exhibit
the phenomenon that their smooth elements do not always satisfies Condition (A). We will constantly
use the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold, and G be a finite subgroup in Aut(X). Suppose that X is
not K-polystable. Then there exists a G-invariant prime divisor F over X such that
_ Ax(F)

Sx(F)’

Proof. Tt follows from the valuative criterion for K-stability [27, 38] that §(X) < 1. Since 6(X) < 1, it
follows from [40, Theorem 1.2] that there exists a prime divisor F over X such that

Ax(F
5(x) = 2xE)
Sx (F)
Moreover, if 6(X) < 1, then it follows from [55, Theorem 4.4] that we may choose F to be G-invariant.
Similarly, if 6(X) = 1, then we can also assume that F is G-invariant by [55, Corollary 4.14], because X
is not K-polystable. ]

1> §(X)

In the arguments in this section, we will use Lemma 4.1 as follows. In each case, we denote by X
the smooth Fano 3-fold which does not satisfy Condition (A), and we denote by A a finite abelian
subgroup in Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. We aim to prove that X is K-polystable. We assume
that X is not K-polystable. Then, by Lemma 4.1, there exists an A-invariant prime divisor F over X
such that




Let Z C X be the center of the divisor F. Then, in each case under consideration, Z is not a surface
by [4, Theorem 3.17]. On the other hand, since A does not fix points on X, we conclude that Z is an
irreducible curve (it is irreducible because it is a center of the prime divisor F'), and d,(X) < 1 for every
point p € Z. Then, we will seek for a contradiction, often by showing that ,(X) > 1 for a sufficiently
general point p € Z.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N1.9, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Observe that the linear system | — Kx| gives an A-equivariant embedding X < P! such that the
action of the group A on P! is induced by its faithful 12-dimensional representation. In the following,
we identify X with its anticanonical image in P'!.

Suppose that X is not is K-polystable. Let F be an A-invariant prime divisor whose existence is asserted
by Lemma 4.1, and let Z be its center on X. Then, as we explained above, Z is an irreducible A-invariant
curve. Note that Z is not a line, since otherwise Z would contain A-fixed point by Lemma 2.4. Moreover,
arguing as in the proofs of [19, Proposition 7.5] and [4, Theorem 1.51] and using Nadel vanishing theorem,
we see that Z is a smooth rational curve of degree 2, 4 or 6, which is projectively normal. In particlar,
the action of the group A on the curve Z induces a group homomorphism A — Aut(Z) ~ PGLy(C)
whose image must be (Z/27)?, because A does not fix points in Z, and (Z/27)? is the only finite abelian
subgroup in Aut(Z) that does not fix points in A by [5]. We believe that one can use this to obtain a
contradiction. However, we decided to use a more sophisticated approach, which is used in the end of the
proof of [3, Theorem 5.12]. Our proof is almost identical what is done there.

Let S be a very general surface in | — Kx|, let Hs = —Kx]|g, and let C' be a general curve in |Hg]|.
Then Pic(S) = Z[Hg], and CN (SN Z) = @. Let V be the Z>o-graded linear series associated to —Kx,
let W5 be its refinement by S (see [2, Example 2.1]), and let F be the filtration induced by C. Then it
follows from [2, Theorem 3.4] that

dsnz(S; We, F) < L.

Let us estimate lctgnz(S; D) for an m-basis type divisor D of the refinement W5 compatible with F
for sufficiently large m > 0. If we show that lctgnz(S; D) is greater than a fixed number > 1 for all
sufficiently large m, this would contradict to the inequality dsnz(S; Ws, F) < 1.1

Suppose that m is sufficiently large. By [2, § 3.1], there exists an effective Q-divisor I" such that

D=S,(WssC)C+T.

Since CN (SN Z) = @, we have Ictgnz(S; D) = lctsnz(S;T'). Note that I' ~g A, Hg for some Ay, € Qso,
since Pic(S) = Z[Hg]. On the other hand, it follows from [2, (3.1)] that

e1(Ws) = (e1(Va) — 5(Va: )S) s ~q - Hs.

Hence, by [2, Lemma 2.13] and the calculation above we get

3 1
li m(Wes; C) = :C)=-5(Hs;0) = —,
mgnooS (Wg;C) = S(W5; C) 45( 5;C) 1
because C' ~ Hg. Therefore, we have \,,, = % — S (W5; C), because

T g D = Sy(Wa; C)C = %Hs — 8, (Wa: C) H.

In particular, we have lgn Am = % On the other hand, it follows from the proof of [2, Lemma 2.9] that
m oo

there exists a sequence of numbers r,,, € (0,1) with li_r)n rm = 1 such that
m—00

TmSm (W E) < S(W5; E)

1lctSQZ(S; D) is not defined anywhere in the literature!
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for any prime divisor £ over S, and the numbers r,, are independent of the choice of E. Moreover, the
sequence can be slightly perturbed so that we also have rpA, < % Then the log pair (5, 4r,,I") has
Kawamata log terminal singularities away from finitely many points, because
3 1
ordg(rmI) < rpSm(We E) < S(W5; E) = ZS(HS;E) < i
for every prime divisor £ C S. Let J = J (S, 4r,,,I") be the multiplier ideal sheaf of the log pair (.S, 47y,I").
Then J is co-supported at finitely many points, and it follows from Nadel vanishing theorem that

H'(S,J ® Os(2Hg)) =0,
because 2Hg — (Kg + 4r,,I') is ample. Hence, applying Riemann—Roch theorem, we get
U(0s/T) < h°(S,05(2Hs)) = 2(H3) +2 = 38.

On the other hand, the intersection SNZ consists of at least two points, because Z is not a line. Therefore,
there exists a point p € S N Z such that

UOsp/Tp) <19 < 21.
So, it follows from Corollary 2.18 that lct, (S, 4ry,I") > ¢ for some absolute constant ¢ > %. This gives
letsnz(S; D) = letgnz(S,T') = let, (S, 1) = 4rpc.

Since lgn rm =1 and ¢ > %, we conclude that letgnz(S, D) is greater than a fixed number > 1 for all
m—0o0

sufficiently large m, which contradicts the inequality dsnz(S; Wg, F) < 1 obtained earlier. O

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Families Ne2.5, Ne2.10 or Ne8.7, and let A be a finite
abelian subgroup in Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. In the following diagram
(4.1)

™ X\@i\
V/ P!

V is one of the following 3-folds: if X is contained in Family Ne2.5 then V is a smooth cubic 3-fold in P*
(belonging to Family Ne1.13), if X is contained in Family Ne2.10 thenV is a smooth complete intersection
of two quadrics in P (belonging to Family Nel1.14), and if X is contained in Family Ne3.7 then V is a
smooth divisor of degree (1,1) in P? x P? (belonging to Family N¢2.32). The morphism 7 is the blowup
of an A-invariant smooth elliptic curve C' C V, and ¢ is a fibration into del Pezzo surfaces of degree d,
where
3 if X contained in Family Ne2.5
d = { 4 if X contained in Family Ne2.10,

6 if X contained in Family Ne3.7.

Note that every fiber of ¢ is irreducible, reduced and normal. Indeed, if F' is a fiber of ¢, then ¢(F) is
a surface in V that is smooth along the curve C, because otherwise C' would be singular, since C' is a
complete intersection of ¢(F') add another surface in the linear system |¢(F)|. In particular, we see that
F ~ ¢(F), and ¢(F') has isolated singularities, because C' is cut out by an ample divisor on ¢(F'). This
implies that F' is irreducible, reduced and normal. Moreover, if X is contained in Family Ne2.10 or in
Family Ne3.7, then all fibers of ¢ have at worst Du Val singularities. Furthermore, in each case (4.1) is
A-equivariant by Lemma 2.13.

Suppose that X is not K-polystable. Let F be an A-invariant divisor whose existence is asserted by
Lemma 4.1, and let Z be its center on X. Then, as explained above, Z is an irreducible A-invariant curve.

Let E be the m-exceptional surface. Then the natural projection F — C' and the restriction ¢|g: E —
P! gives an isomorphism E ~ C x P!, because every fiber of the restriction ¢|g: E — P! is a section of
the natural projection £ — C. We claim that Z ¢ E. Indeed, suppose that Z C E. Then n(Z) = C,
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since otherwise m(Z) would be an A-fixed point which is impossible by Theorem 2.1. Let H be the class
of a divisor in Pic(V') such that —Ky ~ 2H, and let u be a non-negative real number. Then

—KX —ukl ~R 7T*(2H) — (1 +U)E
which implies that the divisor —Kx — uF is pseudoeffectlve if and only if u < 1 and for every u € [0,

1],
the divisor —Kx — uF is nef. This gives Sx(F 4df( Kx —uE) du = 4dfd ud — 6u + 4)du = %
Then we have S(WE,; Z) > 1 by Theorem 2.15, where S(Wk,; Z) = 2 f f vol((—=Kx —uE)|s—vZ)dvdu.

00

Let s be a fiber of the restriction ¢|g: E — P!, and let f be a fiber of the natural projection £ — C.
Then Z = as + bf for some non-negative integers a and b, where a > 1, since w(Z) = C. This gives

1 oo 1 oo
S(W,E,, il//vol —Kx— uE)‘ —v(as—i—bf dvdu zf:i//VOl —Kx— uE)‘ —vs)dvdu—
0 0 0 0
1 1+u 1 14u
3// (1 +u—v)s+ d(1 — w)f) dod 3//2d1— )1+ u — v)dvdu — —
= u—0) U vdu = U u = v)dvdu = -,
0 0 0 0

which is absurd. Hence, we conclude that Z ¢ E.
Let p be sufficiently general point in Z, and let S be the fiber of ¢ that contains p. Then

Ax(F)

1246X)= = 0,(X),
because p € Z. Note that p € E, since Z ¢ E. Thus, if S has Du Val singularities, then
16 16
(4.2) 1> 6,(X) > mm{ = 155(3)}

Indeed, if X is contained in Family Ne2.5, this follows from [10, Lemma 2.1]. Meanwhile, even if X is in
the Family Ne2.10 or Ne3.7, then the similar argument as in the proof of [10, Lemma 2.1] can be applicable
to obtain (4.2). To be more precise, for the Family Ne2.10 (resp. Ne3.7), we have only to substitute d = 4
(resp. d = 6) in the proof of [10, Lemma 2.1]. Hence, if S has Du Val singularities, then (4.2) gives
§(8) < 1, so S is K-unstable. On the other hand, if ¢(Z) = P!, then the surface S is smooth and it is
known to be K-polystable [4]. Hence, we conclude that ¢(Z) is a point in P!, so Z C S, which implies
that S is A-invariant. Moreover, if S has Du Val singularities, then the surface S is K-polystable by
Theorem 2.10, which is a contradiction. Hence, we see that X is contained in Family Ne2.5 (because all
fibers of ¢ admit at most Du Val singularities as remarked), and S is a cubic cone, so its vertex is fixed
by A, which is a contradiction. d

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.12, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Assume that X is not K-polystable. Then there exists an A-invariant prime divisor F over X such
that B(F) < 0 and its center Z on X is a point contained in the intersection of the exceptional divisors
of extremal contractions by [15, Theorem A]. Then Z is an A-fixed point, a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.16, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.13, we see that there exists an A-equivariant birational morphism f: X — V such
that V is a smooth complete intersection of two quadrics in P, and f is a blowup of a conic C C V.
Moreover, we have the following A-equivariant commutative diagram:

PR

V- >~ P2



where 7 is a conic bundle whose discriminant curve is a (possibly singular) reduced quartic curve Ay C P2,
and the dashed arrow is the projection from the plane in P5 containing C. Note that A does not fix points
in V by Theorem 2.1, but it follows from Lemma 2.4 that A fixes a point in P?.

We claim that A does not fix points in the curve Ay4. Indeed, suppose that A fixes a point p € Ay.
Let Z be the fiber of the conic bundle 7 over p with reduced structure. Then Z is an A-invariant curve.
Moreover, if p is a smooth point of the curve Ay, then Z has one singular point, so this point must be
fixed by A, which contradicts our assumption. Thus, we see that p is a singular point of the curve Ay.
Then f(Z) is aline in V' that intersects the conic C' by one point, so the intersection point f(Z)NC must
be fixed by A, which is impossible. Thus, we see that A does not fix points in Ay.

Let F be the f-exceptional surface, and let H be the preimage on X of a sufficiently general hyperplane
section of the complete intersection V. Then 7 is given by |H — E|. We claim that F ~ P! x P! or E ~ Fs.
Indeed, the normal bundle of the conic C' ~ P! is Op1(a) ®Op1 (b), where a < b and a+b = 2. Set n = b—a.
Then E ~ F,. Let 1 be a fiber of the natural projection £ — C', and let s be a section of this projection
such that s* = —n. Then H|g ~ 2l and —E|, ~ s+ 2=2]. Thus, since (H — E)|g is nef, we get

2—n

2 )
son =0 orn =2 as claimed. If n = 0, the restriction 7|g: E — P? is a double cover ramified in a conic.
Similarly, if n = 2, then 7|g is a contraction of the (—2)-curve s followed by the double cover ramified in
a union of two distinct lines.

Now, we are ready to show that X is K-polystable. Assume the contrary and let F be an A-invariant
divisor whose existence is asserted by Lemma 4.1, and let Z be its center on X. Then, as explained above,
Z is an A-invariant curve in X. We claim that Z ¢ E. Indeed, suppose that Z C E. Then f(Z) = C, since
A does not fix points in C. Let u be a non-negative real number. Then —Kx — uF is pseudoeffective
if and only if u < 1. Moreover, the divisor —Kx — uFE is nef for u € [0,1]. Therefore, integrating
(—Kx —uE)3 = 2u3 — 6u? — 18u + 22, we obtain Sx(E) = 22. Then, it follows from Theorem 2.15 that

Ax(F) (44 1
» > 2 = i {5 s )

1
where S(WE,; Z) = %of

0§(H—E)|E~S=

Vol( —Kx — uE)‘E — vZ)dvdu. On the other hand, we have

u)s + (3 —u)lif B =P x P!,
u)s + 41 if F = Ty,

(

1+
(~Kx —uB)|p ~m {(1 +

Hence, if E = P! x P!, then

1 o
S(W.]?,;Z) 232//V01 Kx—uE)} — vs)dvdu =
0 0

1 1+u
3 67
(1+u—v)s+ (3-u)) dvdu—— 23— u)(1 +u—v)dvdu = —
0/ 0/

u

3

22 22 88’

o _
o7

because |Z — s| # @, since f(Z) = C. Similarly, if £ = Fy, we estimate S(Wf,; Z) < £. In both cases,
we have S (Wf,; Z) < 1, which contradicts (4.3). This shows that Z ¢ E as claimed.
Since A does not fix points in Ay, we see that m(Z) is not a point in the curve A4. Then
(1) either 7(Z) is a point in P? and Z is a smooth fiber of the conic bundle ,
(2) or 7(Z) is a curve in P?, which can be an irreducible component of the curve Ay.
In both cases, let p be a sufficiently general point in Z, let ¥ be the fiber of the conic bundle 7 that

contains p, and let S be a general surface in |H — E| that contains ¢. Then % is reduced, which implies
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that the surface S is smooth. Recall that

because p € Z. Note that p ¢ F, since Z ¢ F.

We claim that S is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 4. Indeed, since—Kg ~ H|g and (—Kg)? = 4,
the divisor —Kg is nef and big, and the only curves that have trivial intersection with it are the fibers of
the natural projection £ — C contained in S. On the other hand, the intersection £ NS is an irreducible
curve that is not a fiber of the projection £ — C unless E ~ [Fs and ¥ = s. The latter possibility cannot
hold in our case, since p € € and p ¢ E. Thus, we see that S is a smooth del Pezzo surface of degree 4.

Let us apply Theorem 2.14 to S to estimate J,(X) from below. Since —Kx —uS ~r (2—u)H —(1—u)E,
the divisor —K x —uS is pseudoeffective for u € [0, 2], and it is not pseudoeffective for u > 2. For u € [0, 2],
let P(u) be the positive part of the Zariski decomposition of the divisor —Kx — wS and let N(u) be its
negative part. Then

P 2-—uH-(1-uw)Eif0<u<l,
W= wHif1<u<2

and

2 1 2
Thus, integrating, we get Sx(S) = & [ (P(w))’du = 55 [ 6u? — 24u + 22du + & [4(2 — u)*du = £, so
0 0 1

it follows from Theorem 2.14 that

_f22 As(F)
4.4 0p(X) = —, f 7,
(44) p(X) > min { 13" rs S(WS,; F)
peCs(F) 7
2 oo
where S(Wf,;F) =2 [ [vol(P(u ‘S — vF)dvdu, since p ¢ E, and the infimum in (4.4) is taken by all
00
prime divisors over S whose center on S contains p. To estimate this infimum, we note that
—Ks+(1—-uw)?if0<u<l,
|5~ (2—u)(—Ks) if 1 <u<?2,

we set D, = —Kg + (1 — u)%, and we let

As(F)

0,(S5,Dy) = inf ,

P( ) F/S SD( )
peCs(F)

where the infimum is taken over all prime divisors F' over the surface S whose center on S contains p, and

o

1

Sp, (F /Vol w—vF)d =3_ 4u/vol w — vF)du.
0 0

Then if follows from [13, Lemma 24] that

24

uZ — 10u + 28
48 — 24u

12u? — 54w + 61
19

if € is irreducible,
(4.5) 0p(S,Dy) =
if ¥ is reducible,




and it follows from [4, Lemma 2.12] that 6,(S, D1) = 6,(S) = 6(S) > 3. Thus, if € is irreducible, then

1 oo 2 oo
3 3
S(WJ F) 22//vol — Kg + (1 —u)C — vF)dvdu + 22//vol ((2 — u)(—Ks) — vF)dvdu <
0 0 10
3 F (8 — 4u)(u? — 10 28) 3 F 7
u)(u” — 10u +
< —Ag(F — l (2—-u)(—Kg) —vF =
59 s( )/ 51 22//VO u) s) — vF)dvdu
0 10
2 o0
—A 3//2—u )*vol( — Kg — v F)dvdu =
165U+ 53 T2 -
10
13 3 2 T 13 3 2 4
= —As(F)+ = [ (2—u)® [ vol(— Kg — vF)dvdu < —As(F)+ == [ (2—u)? Ag(F)du <
T As(F) + g5 [(2=w® [ vol(= Ks = oR)dviu < ZAS(F) + 5 [ (2= o As(P)iu
1 0 1
13 3 2 13 161
< —As(F)+ — [ 32— u)*Ag(F)du = — Ag(F A F
5As(F) + 55 [ 32— WP As(F)du = SAS(F) + g AS(F) = e As(F)
1
for every prime divisor F over S such that p € Cs(F), so it follows from (4.4) that 6,(X) > 120 in this case.
Similarly, if € is reducible, get d,(X) > %. So, d,(X) > 1 in both cases, which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family M2.21, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. The required assertion follows from [41, 42]. Indeed, it follows from [41] that there exists an
involution 7 € Aut(X) such that such that Pic(X)(" = Z[—Kx], and we have the following commutative
diagram:

X T X

where Q is a smooth quadric 3-fold in P4, 7 is the blowup of a smooth rational twisted quartic curve C,
and ¢ is a birational involution given by the linear subsystem in |Og(2)| consisting of surfaces passing
through C'. Moreover, since 7 is Aut(Q; C)-equivariant, we can identify Aut(Q; C') with a subgroup of the
group Aut(X). Then we can choose 7 € Aut(X) such that 7 commutes with every element in Aut(Q; C),
so, in particular, we have
Aut(X) ~ Aut(Q; C) x Z/27Z.

The paper [41] also lists all possibilities for the group Aut(Q;C). Furthermore, it follows from [42] that
X is K-pollystable if and only if Aut(Q;C) contains a subgroup isomorphic to (Z/27)2. Now, it is very
easy to deduce from [41] that X is K-polystable.

Alternatively, we can prove the required assertion using only technical results obtained in [42]. Namely,
suppose that X is not K-polystable. Let F be an A-invariant divisor provided by Lemma 4.1, let Z be its
center on X, and let p be a general point in Z. Then, as explained above, Z is an irreducible A-invariant
curve, and 0,(X) < 1. Then it follows from [42, Technical Theorem 1] that p is contained in the union of
the exceptional surfaces of the blowups 7 and 7 o 7. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Z
is contained in the m-exceptional surface. Then it follows from [42, Technical Theorem 2| that 7(Z) is a
point, which implies that 7n/(Z) is a line. Hence, the group A preserves both extremal rays of the Mori
cone NE(X), and the diagram above must be A-equivariant. Then A fixes the point 7(Z), which is
impossible by Theorem 2.1. O

Lemma 4.7. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N2.24, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.
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Proof. Suppose that X is not K-polystable. Then it follows from [4, § 4.7] that X is a smooth divisor of
degree (1,2) in P2, . x P2 such that either

T,Y,% uU,U,W
(4.6) X = {(vw+vu*)z + (vw + v*)y + w?z = 0},
or

(4.7) X = {(vw+u2)x+02y+w2,z:0}.

Let pry: X — P2 and pry: X — P2 be the projections to the first and the second factors, respectively.
Then pr; is an A equivariant conic bundle, and pry is an A-equivariant P!-bundle. Let Az be the dis-
criminant curve of the conic bundle pr;. Then Ag is a cubic curve with at worst nodal singularities.

We claim that A does not fix points in Ag. Indeed, suppose A fixes a point p € As. Let F' be the fiber
of the conic bundle pr; over p taken with reduced structure. Then F'is A-invariant. Thus, if p is a smooth
point of Ag, then F' has one singular point, and this point must be fixed by A. Similarly, if p € Sing(As3),
then pry(F) is a A-invariant line in P}, ,, so Lemma 2.4 implies that A fixes a point in pry(F), so that
A fixes a point in F, since pry induces an A-equivariant isomorphism F' — pry(F'). Thus, in both cases
the group A fixes a point in F' which is impossible by assumption. Hence, we conclude that A does not
fix points in As. If X is given by (4.6), then Aj is an irreducible cubic curve with one singular point, so
A fixes the singular point of Ag, which is impossible. Similarly, if X is given by (4.7), then A3 = L + C,
where L is a line, and C' is a smooth conic. In this case, applying Lemma 2.4 to ]P’%y%, we see that A
fixes a point in p € L, which we proved to be impossible. O

Lemma 4.8. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family MN3.2, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. It is well-known that —Kx is very ample and gives an A-equivariant embedding X < PY, and
quadrics in P? containing the image cuts out a 4-fold V' C PY such that V = P(Op1(2) ® Op1(2) ® Op1 (1) ®
Op1(1)), and X is contained in the linear system [3M — 4F|, where M is the tautological line bundle on
V, and F is a fiber of the natural projection V — P!. In the notation of [50, §2], we have V = F(2,2,1,1),
and X is given by the following equation:

ay(ty, t2)a} + a3 (tr, t2)atas + o (t1, t2)zias + of (1, to)ziag+
+ ab(t, to) 13 + of (t, t2) m1@aws + o (t, ta)v1@0xs + b (t1, t2)z125+
+ 03 (t1, to)m1 3wy + (b, to)z12? + a5 (t1, t2)xs + of (ty, to)x3x3+
+ a8 (ty, ta) 232y + (b, to)maxl + af(t1, t2)zoxsry 4+ aS(t1, ta) oz = 0,

where each o/y(t1,t2) is a polynomial of degree d. This family is denoted by 731 in [16].

Let m: X — P%1,tz be the morphism induced by the natural projection V' — P!, and let S be the surface
in X that is given by 1 = 23 = 0. Then 7 is A-equivariant, fibers of 7 are cubic surfaces in P3, the
surface S is A-invariant, S = P! x P!, the normal bundle of S in X is Opiyp1(—1,—1), and S contains a
line on every fiber of . Moreover, by Lemma 2.4 and Corollary 2.5, A acts without fixed points on ]P’%m.

Suppose that X is not K-polystable and let F be an A-invariant divisor whose existence is asserted by
Lemma 4.1, and let Z be its center on X. Then, as explained above, Z is an irreducible A-invariant curve,
and (7)) = IP’%LQ, since A does not fix points in IP)%LQ. Applying [7, Lemma 6.1] and [7, Lemma 6.2], we
see that 6,(X) > 1 for a general point p € Z, which contradicts the existence of F. O

Lemma 4.9. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family M3.5, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Set S = P! x P! and let C C S be a smooth curve of degree (5,1) and construct X as follows.

Consider the embedding S < P! x P2 given by ([u : v], [z : y]) = ([u: v],[z% : zy : ¥?]), and identify

S and C with their images in P! x P? using this embedding. Then there exists a birational morphism

7: X — P! x P? that blows up C. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 2.13 that 7 is A-equivariant, both C

and S are A-invariant, projection to the first factor pr;: P! x P2 — P! and projection to the second factor

pry: P! x P2 — P2 are both A-equivariant. Note that A does not fix points in P* x P2 by Theorem 2.1.
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On the other hand, applying Lemma 2.4 to P? and the conic pry(S), we see that A fixes a point in P2,
Then A does not fix points in P!, so X is K-polystable by [4, Corollary 5.70]. O

Lemma 4.10. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N3.6, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Let us use the commutative diagram (2.1) together with all notations introduced in that diagram.
Note that (2.1) is A-equivariant by Lemma 2.13. Moreover, A does not fix points in the left P! in (2.1).
Indeed, if A were to fix a point in the left P! in (2.1), the fiber of ¢, over this point would be A-invariant,
so its image in P? would be an A-invariant plane, which would imply that A also fixes a point in P3 by
Lemma 2.4, so A would fix a point in X by Theorem 2.1, contradicting our assumption.

Now, the K-polystability of X follows from [9]. Indeed, suppose that X is not K-polystable. Let F be
an A-invariant divisor whose existence is asserted by Lemma 4.1, and let Z be its center on X. Then Z
is an irreducible A-invariant curve with ¢ (Z) = P!, since A does not fix points in the left P! in (2.1).
Now, applying [9, (%)] and [9, Corollary 2] to a general point p € Z, we obtain

Ax (F)
1246X)= > 1,
which is absurd. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.11. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne3.10, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Suppose that the 3-fold X is not K-polystable. It follows from [4, §5.17] that there is a birational
morphism 7: X — @ such that @ is a smooth quadric 3-fold in P*, the morphism 7 is a blowup of two
disjoint smooth conics C; = {x = 0,y = 0,w? + 2t = 0} and Cy = {z = 0, = 0,w? + xy = 0}, and either

(4.8) Q:{w2+xy+zt+xt+xz:0},
or
(4.9) Q= {w2+xy—|—zt—|—a(xt—|—yz)—|—x220}

for some a € C with a # £1. o
The description of the Mori cone NE(X) is given in [43, § II1.3, p.80-p.81]. Using this description, we
see that the morphism 7 is A-equivariant, and we have the following A-equivariant commutative diagram:

where  is a rational map given by [z :y: z:t:w]— ([z:y],[z:1]), and n is a (standard) conic bundle.
Here, and below, we use ([x : y], [z : t]) as coordinates on P;’y X Pi,ta which may create a minor ambiguity.

Let A be the discriminant curve of the conic bundle 7. Then A is an A-invariant curve of degree (2,2),
which has at worst nodal singularities. Moreover, if we are in case (4.8), then

A= {x(t2:z + 2txz — Atyz + x2?) = 0} C le X IP’;t.
Similarly, if we are in case (4.9), then
A = {a*t*2® + (20° — d)zyzt + 2atza” + a’y*2” + 2ay2’r + 2°2” =0} C Py, x Pl

If a # 0, this curve is irreducible with a node at ([0 : 1],[0 : 1]). If a = 0, then A = {zx(zx — 4yt) = 0},
and the curve A splits as a union of curves of degrees (0,1), (1,0), (1,1). We claim that A does not fix
points in A. Indeed, suppose that it does and let F' be the fiber of the conic bundle 1 over an A-fixed
point in A. Then F is singular. If F' is reduced, then it has one singular point, and A must fix this point,
which contradicts our assumption. If F'is not reduced, then F' = 2¢ for a smooth A-invariant curve £
with 7(¢) an A-invariant line in ). On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that the action of
the group A on the quadric @ is induced by a five-dimensional faithful representation of the group A,
so the line 7(¢) corresponds to a two-dimensional subrepresentation, which must split as a sum of two
22



one-dimensional representations, since A is abelian. This shows that A fixes a point in 7(¢), so A fixes a
point in X by Theorem 2.1, which contradicts our assumption.

Hence, we see that A does not fix point in A. This implies that we are not in case (4.9). Thus, we are
in case (4.8). In this case, we have A = L + Z, where L is a curve of degree (0,1), and Z is an irreducible
curve of degree (2,1). Set S = m.(n*(L)). Then S is a hyperplane section of the quadric ), which is cut
out on @ by the hyperplane {x = 0}. One can check that S is a quadric cone with one singular point, so
the vertex of S is fixed by A, which contradicts our assumption. O

Lemma 4.12. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N83.12, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. There is a birational morphism 7: X — P3 which is the blowup of a line L and a twisted cubic C,
which are disjoint. Let f: V — P2 be the blowup of the curve L, and let C be the strict transform of
the curve C' on V. Then there exists a Sarkisov link:

1%
f g
IP’3/ \Pl

where g is a P2-bundle over P'. Moreover, the map ¢ induces a finite morphism w: C — P! of degree
3. Note that the description in [43, § II1.3, p.83-p.84] implies that the blowup X = Blz(V) — V is
A-equivariant, and both f and g are A-equivariant. Furthermore, it follows from [23] that X is not K-
polystable if and only if the triple cover w: C — P! has a unique ramification point of ramification index
3. Thus, if X is not K-polystable, then the ramification point of index 3 of the finite morphism w is fixed
by A. Hence, if X is not K-polystable, then A fixes a point in X by Theorem 2.1, which contradicts our
assumption. ]

Lemma 4.13. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne3.13, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. Suppose that X is not K-polystable. Then it follows from [4, Lemma 5.97], [4, Lemma 5.98] and [4,
Proposition 5.99] that Aut(X) ~ G, x &3, which implies that either A is trivial, A ~ Z/2Z, or A ~ 7, /3Z,
which is impossible by Remark 2.3. 0

Lemma 4.14. Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne4.13, and let A be a finite abelian subgroup in
Aut(X) that does not fix points on X. Then X is K-polystable.

Proof. In this case, there exists is a birational morphism 7: X — P} 0.1 X Péo?y ) xIP’iO’ », Which is the blowup

of a smooth rational curve C' such that C'is a curve of degree (1, 1,3). Suppose that X is not K-polystable.
Then it follows from [4, § 5.22] that, up to a change of coordinates, we have

C = {xgyl —x1Yp = xgzo + xi’zl + a:oa:%zo = O}.

Moreover, it follows from the description of the extremal rays of the Mori cone NE(X) given in [43,
§ 1I1.3, p.84-p.85] that 7 and the projection X — P _ given by ([xo, z1], [yo, y1], 20, 21]) = [20, 1] are
both A-equivariant, so C' is A-invariant. On the other hand, the projection X — IP);M1 induces a triple
cover C' — P, ., which has a unique ramification point with ramification index 3, so this point must be

fixed by A, which contradicts out assumption. d

5. EXAMPLES OF SMOOTH FANO 3-FOLDS NOT SATISFYING CONDITION (A)

What is all this games stuff, anyway? In a way, it’s easy enough to see what happens to
winners who stay on Earth. They get all the juicy jobs; they become governors and such.

The World of Null-A, A. E. van Vogt, 1948

In this section, we provide examples of smooth Fano 3-folds that do not satisfy Condition (A).
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5.1. K-unstable smooth Fano 3-folds not satisfying Condition (A). To complete Main Theorem,
in this subsection we will give eight exceptions of non K-polystable smooth Fano threefolds which do not
satisfy Condition (A) as mentioned in Main Theorem.

Example 5.1 (Families Ne3.28 and Ne4.10). Let X = P! x S, where S is a blow up of P? in one or two
points. Then Aut(X) contains a subgroup isomorphic to (Z/27)? that acts trivially on the second factor,
and does not fix points in X.

Example 5.2 (Family N¢2.23). Let X be a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.23. Then X is the blowup of a
smooth quadric 3-fold in @ C P* along a smooth quartic elliptic curve Cy. Let S be the unique hyperplane
section of @ that contains Cy4. If S is singular, then X satisfiess Condition (A) by Remark 3.9. On the
other hand, if S is smooth, then X does not satisfy Condition (A). Indeed, suppose that S is smooth.
Then it follows from [49, Proposition 2.1] that we can choose coordinates 1, z2, 3, 4, x5 on P* such that
Q = {2} + 23 + 23 + 22 + 22 = 0}, and the curve Cj is given by the following equations:

5 5
a:5:§ xfzg A,mf:o
i=1 i=1

for some A1,..., A5 € C. Let A be the abelian subgroup in Aut(Q)) consisting of projective transformations
that change signs of coordinates w1, ...,25. Then A ~ (Z/27Z)*, the group A does not fix points in Q,
and the curve Cy is A-invariant, so the action of the group A lifts to X, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.3 (Family Ne3.31). Let Q be a quadric cone in P* with one singular point, and let f: X — Q
be the blowup of its vertex. Then choosing appropriate coordinates on P*, we may assume that Q =
{22 + 23 +23+2% = 0}. Let A be the abelian subgroup in Aut(Q) consisting of projective transformations
that change signs of coordinates z1,...,r5. Then A ~ (Z/27Z)*, the only A-fixed point in @ is its vertex
[0:0:0:0: 1], and the action of the group A lifts to X. Note that there exists A-equivariant commutative
diagram

where S is the quadric surface in P? given by 22 + 22 + 23 + 22 = 0 equipped with the same action of the
group A, 7 is a Pl-bundle, and y is given by [z1 : ¥2 : 23 : @4 : 75] = [21 : T2 : 23 : 74]. Since A does not
fix points in S, we see that A does not fix points in X either.

Example 5.4 (Family Ne4.8). Let X be the blowup of P, x P} xP} . along asmooth curve C' of
degree (0,1,1). Then, changing coordinates if necessary, we may assume that C' = {y; = 0, zoys — x3y2 =

0}. Let A be the subgroup in Aut(P; , x P, . x Pl ) generated by the following transformations:

x2,Y2 x3,Y3
(lzr 2 an]s [w2 gl [os s ys]) = ([21 2wl (w2 2 o), [23 2 —y3)),
([z1 1], [z2 2 yal, [23 : ys]) = ([21 2 9], [y © @2, [ys © 23])-
Then A ~ (Z/27)?, it does not fix points in PL ~xPL = x P! and it leaves the curve C invariant.

Z1,Y1 Z2,Y2 r3,Y3’

Hence, the action of the group A lifts to X, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.5 (Families Ne2.33, Ne4.12, Ne5.2). Let A be the subgroup in Aut(P?) generated by
[X1:@o : gty > [T1 1 —To 1 T3 1 —14],
[x1 1 @o t g wy] > [w2 w1 2 Ty 2 T3]

Then A ~ (Z/27)? and it does not fix points in P?, and A leaves invariant the lines L1 = {z1 = 29 = 0}
and Ly = {23 = 24 = 0}. Blowing up P? along L;, we obtain the exceptional case (6) in the Main
Theorem. Blowing up the points [0: 0:1:0] and [0:0:0 : 1], and then blowing up the strict transform
of the line L, we obtain the exceptional case (7). Finally, blowing up [0:0:1:0] and [0:0:0 : 1], and
then blowing up the strict transforms of the lines L; and L9, we obtain the exceptional case (8). In each
case, the action of the group A lifts to the resulting Fano 3-fold, and A does not fix points in it.
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5.2. K-polystable smooth Fano 3-folds not satisfying Condition (A).
Example 5.6. Let X3 be the cubic 3-fold {x17973 + (21 + T2 + 23)x475 + 2025(z3 + 22) = 0} C P4, and
let A be the subgroup in Aut(X3) generated by the following transformations:

[X1: @9 :x3:xy 5] = [X2 1 X3 1 X1 1 2y : TH),

[1:@9:x3:xy 5] — [x1 1 2 3 1 (374 : C32x5],

where (3 is a primitive cube root of unity. Then X3 has three ordinary double point singularities (nodes)

t[1:0:0:0:0/,[0:1:0:0:0],[0:0:1:0:0], A=~ (Z/3Z)? and the group A does not fix points
in X3. Moreover, it follows from [20, Section 4] that we have the following A-equivariant commutative
diagram:

bR .
/ xv/ﬂ \
Xg—————---= A > Pl

where ¢ is the blowup of the nodes of X3, « is the small birational morphism that contracts the strict
transform of three lines in X3 that contain two nodes of X3, ( is a pseudoautomorphism that flops curves
contracted by «, V is a Fano 3-fold with three nodes such that Pic(V) ~ Z and (—Ky)3 = 18, B is a
small birational morphism, 7 is a fibration into del Pezzo surfaces of degree 6, and x is a rational map
that is given by [z1 : x2 : @3 : x4 : x5) — [x4 : x5]. Moreover, the abelian group A does not fix points
in V. Furthermore, by Namikawa [45], V' is smoothable. Infinitesimal deformations are parametrized by
the complex vector space H!(V,Ty/) on which A acts linearly. As A is abelian, this representation splits
and we can choose an A-equivariant smoothing by [51], cf. [25, Lemma 3.7]. Let X be a general such
smoothing. Then A does not fix points on X as well, and X is a smooth Fano 3-fold belonging to Family
Ne1.9 which does not satisfy Condition (A).

Example 5.7 ([4, Example 4.25]). Consider the smooth cubic 3-fold V = {23+ 23+ 23+ x3+23 = 0} C P,
let C' be the smooth cubic curve in V' that is cut out by the plane {x; = xo = 0}, and let 7: X — V be
the blowup of the curve C, where z1, xa, 3, 24, x5 are coordinates on P%. Then X is a smooth Fano
3-fold in Family Ne2.5. Let A be the abelian subgroup in Aut(V') that is generated by transformations

(1 @9 s w3t gt ws] = [(51 - (GPag : (5Pws : (et ws),

where (3 is a primitive cube root of unity, and each a; € {0,1,2}. Then A ~ (Z/3Z)*, and A does not fix
points in V. Moreover, since C' is A-invariant, the action of the group A lifts to X, so we can identify A
with a subgroup in Aut(X). Then A does not fix points in X by Theorem 2.1,

Example 5.8. In P°, we consider the following complete intersection of two quadrics:

2 5
{Zx —;ale O}C]P’,

where a1, as,as, a4, a5, a6 are general complex numbers. Let C' = {1 = zo = 0} NV, and let A be
the subgroup in V' generated by the following involutions:

[X1:@9:X3: @y x5 T6| > [—T1 1 T2 1 T3 Ty TH 2 T

)

[1 @9 @31y w5 wg) > [w1 1 —T2 T3 Ty X5 0 X,
[X1: @2 :x3: Ty x5 T)
[z )
[

X1 :Tg X3 Ty X5 Tg)

TXToIX3:X4:T5:T

—_

)

]

E ]
=[xyt we t —wg g s wg),
[z i we twg  —xg x5 0 X
[y s @e twg i xgt —a5 0 xg)
Then V is smooth, C is smooth and A-invariant, A ~ (Z/27Z)°, the group A does not fix points in V.
Now, let m: X — V be the blowup of the curve C. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.10 on

which the lifted action of A does not fix points.
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Example 5.9. In [15, Section 2.1], there is an explicit example of a smooth sextic curves Cg C P3 of
genus 3 such that Aut(P3, Cg) contains a subgroup G ~ &,. The generators of the subgroup G are listed
in the proof of [15, Lemma 10]. Let A be the unique subgroup in G that is isomorphic to (Z/2Z)?. Then
A does not fix points in P2. By blowing up P3 along Cg we obtain a smooth Fano 3-fold X in Family
Ne2.12 with Aut(X) containing a subgroup isomorphic to (Z/27)? that does not fix points in X.

Example 5.10. Let C = {x% + :C% =+ m% = 0,74 = 0,25 = 0,276 = 0} C P° let V be the complete
intersection of two quadrics in P° that is given by

2 2 2 2 2 2
$1+$2+$3+5L’4+$5+x6 :0,
axr1r4 + bxroxs + crzxrg = 0,

with abe # 0, and let A be the subgroup in Aut(V) generated by the following involutions:

[

—T1 T X3 —T4 T T,
[X1: —x9 X3 xy: —x5 : Tg),

[x1 @923 241 25 1 6] >
[x1 2923241 25 1 6] >

[1:x9: @3 :xq x5 6| > [T2 1 21 w3 w5 Tyt T

Then C' C V, both C and V are smooth, A ~ (Z/27)3, A does not fix points in V, and C' is A-invariant.
Let m: X — V be the blowup of the conic C. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.16, the action
of the group A lifts to X, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.11. Let Q be the quadric 3-fold in P* given by 4xoxy — x125 — 31‘% = 0, and let C be the
twisted quartic curve in P* that is given in the parametric form as [u : v] = [u? : vv : ©?0? : w? : V1,
where [u : v] € P'. Then Q is smooth and contains C. Let m: X — @ be the blowup of the curve C.
Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.21, and it follows from [4, § 5.9] or from [41] that the group

Aut(X) contains an involution o creating the following commutative diagram:

X z X
yr
Q- -~Q
where 7 is a birational involution of the quadric 3-fold @ that is given by
[x1 222324 5] — [4(3513:3 — x%) :2(x1xq4 — wows) (T2 — x%) : 2(xoxs — w3wy) : 4(x375 — xi)]
Now, we let A be the subgroup in Aut(X) generated by ¢ and the lifts of the following two transformations:
[xl2.292::63:.7}421'5]'—)[x52$4:$32x221‘1],
[xl Z$2:£C3Z.%’42£L’5]'—>[$1Z—x2:$3:—$4:x5].
Then A ~ (Z/27)3, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.12. Let X be the divisor in P2, x P? that is given by the following equation:

T,Y,2 UV, W
zu? + yo? + zw? + p(rvw + yuw + zuv) = 0,

where p € C such that p? # —1. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne2.24, and every K-polystable
smooth member in Family Ne2.24 can be obtained in this way [4, § 4.7]. Let A be the subgroup in Aut(X)
that is generated by the following transformations:

([:y:zjutviw]) = ([y:z:a),[v:w:w)]),
([wry:z)[usv:w) = ([Gr: Gyt 2], [Gu: G w).

Then A ~ (Z/37)? and A does not fix points in X.
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Example 5.13. Let V = P(Op1(2) ® Op1(2) ® Op1(1) & Opi1(1)), let M be the tautological line bundle
on V, and let F be a fiber of the natural projection V — P!. In the notations used in [50, §2], let X be
the 3-fold in the linear system |3M — 4F| that is given by the following equation:
T1T3T4 + 3x9 (l’% + xi) + 1007t1t23}? — 301t1t2x1x§+
+ (12 + 13)(T1atwg — 5dxd) + 111123 (taxs + tys) — 9925 (taas + t1as) = 0.
Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in the family Ne3.2. This family is denoted by 711 in [16]. Note that

the natural projection V' — P! induces a morphism 7: X — IP’,}M2 whose general fiber is a smooth cubic
surface in P3. Let A be the subgroup in Aut(V) that is generated by the following transformations:
(t1,t2; 21, T2, T3, 4) = (t2, 11571, T2, T4, T3),
(t1,to; 21, xo, T3, 4) > (t1, —t2; 21, —T2, T3, —T4).
Then A ~ (Z/27)?, the 3-fold X is A-invariant, the group A acts faithfully on X, and the morphism 7 is

A-equivariant. Moreover, the group A does not fix points in ]P’%1 1,» S0 that it does not fix points in X.

Example 5.14. Let § = ]P’}w X ]P’in,y, and let A be the subgroup in Aut(S) generated by

([w: o], ([ y]) = (fo:ul, [y - ),
([w: o], [z y]) = ([mu: o] [=2 2 y)).

Then it follows from [4, Lemma A.54] that S contains an A-invariant smooth curve C' of degree (5,1).
Now, we consider the A-equivariant embedding S < P! x P? given by

(fu:v],[z:y]) = ([u:v], [2? 2y : y?)).

We identify S and C with their images in P! x P2, and we identify A with a subgroup in Aut(P' x P?).
Then A does not fix points in P! x P2, Let 7: X — P! x P? be the blow up along C. Then X is a smooth
Fano 3-fold in Family Ne 3.5, the action of the group A lifts to X, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.15. Let L be the line {1 — 23 = 23 — 24 = 0} C P3, let C be the curve
{o} + a3+ a(ad +23) = 0,a(af — 23) + 2§ — 2§ = 0}.

with a # 0,1. Then LNC = @, and C is a smooth elliptic curve. Let 7: X — P2 be the blow up along L
and C. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family N¢3.6. Let A be the subgroup in Aut(P3) generated by

[1'12.%'2:33321'4]'—)[.%2:2?1:.%'4:333],
[T1: @ @3 wg] = X1 1 —2 k3 1 —24].

Then A ~ (Z/27)%, and both curves L and C are A-invariant, so the action of the group A lifts to X.
Moreover, the group A does not fix points in P3, so that it does not fix points in X.

Example 5.16. Let A be the subgroup in Aut(PP?2 xP?) that is generated by the following transformations:
([z1 @2 @], [y s y2 s ys]) = ([w2 s @3 2], [y2 1 3 - ),
([w1: @ : ws], [yn 2 ys)) = (GG« Gaa = s, [Gayn < G3ya : s]),
where (3 is a primitive cube root of unity. Then A ~ (Z/37Z)?, and A acts on P? x P? without fixed points.
Let W, W', W" be divisors of degree (1,1) in P2 x P? that are given by
T1y1 + zoy2 + x3y3 = 0,

(sz1y1 + (3aay2 + 3ys = 0,
z1Y2 + x2y3 + x3y1 = 0,
respectively. Then they are smooth and A-invariant. Set C = W NW’'NW”. Then C is a smooth elliptic
curve. Let m: X — W be the blowup of the curve C'. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne3.7,

and the action of the group A lifts to X, and A does not fix points in X.
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Example 5.17. Let Q be the smooth quadric 3-fold in P* that is given by 23 + 22 + x% + 23 + x% =0,
let I} = {x1 = 22 = 0} and IIs = {z2 = x4 = 0}, and let A be the subgroup in Aut(Q) generated by

[$1:$21x32$4: [ X9 X3 T4 - 1‘5],

5] =
[.1‘1 0 2y N v S v R 5] [ CTX2 T3 X4 5]7
[.1‘121‘2:.7}32.%4: 5] [ —33‘3:.7}421‘5],
[.1‘121‘2:.7}32.%4: ] [ Y U R i T 421‘5]

Then A ~ (Z/27)*, and A does not have fix points on @, planes IT; and I are A-invariant. Let 7: X — Q
be the blowup of the disjoint conics @ NII; and @ NIl;. Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne3.10,
the action of the group A lifts to X, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.18. Let L be the line {7 = x4 = 0} C P3, let C be the twisted cubic ¢(P!) for p: Pt — P3
given by [u: v] = [v3 : wv? 1 v?v 1 w3]. Then LNC = @. Let 7: X — P3 be the blowup along L and C.
Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne3.12. Let A be the subgroup in Aut(P?) generated by

[21: 29 : @3 x4] = x4 23 29 1 2],

[T1: 29 x3 : wy] > X1 1 —20 k3 1 —24].

Then A ~ (Z/2Z)?, both curves L and C are A-invariant, so the action of the group A lifts to X.
Moreover, the group A does not fix points in P3, hence it does not fix points in X.

Example 5.19. In P? x P2 x P2 we let

X1,22,T3 Y1,Y2,Y3 21,22,237
X = {z1y1 + woyo + 23y3 = 0, w121 + @220 + w323 = 0, 5121 + Y222 + Y323 = 0}.

Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne3.13, and Aut(X) ~ PGLy(C) x &3 by [4, Remark 5.100].
Let A be the subgroup in Aut(X) generated by

(ley @3], [yn sy syl (210 22 0 23]) = (=20 s 22 as], [—yn s w2 s ysl [—21 0 221 23)),
([xl ] :xg] [ LYot y3],[ L Z9 23]) — ([1’1 =T .Tg], [y1 Y2t yg], [21 =29 23]),
([x1 cxo 3], [yr Y2t ys), [z 2 Z3]) — ([y1 ty2 tys), (X1t we i xs, [z 0 20 23])

Then A ~ (Z/27)3, and A does not fix points in X.

Example 5.20 ([4, § 5.22]). Let V. =P, , x Pl ~x P!

P 1 21,200 and let A be the subgroup of Aut(V)
generated by the transformations

([w1 = wal, [y = w2, [21 2 22]) = ([er s —22], [y1 = —w2), [21 - —22]),
([z1 s @2], [yn = w2, [21 2 22]) = ([w2 2 2], [y2 2 o), [22 2 21)),
([xl sz, (Y1t y2ls (21 22]) — ([y1 Sy2l, (1 @a, 21 ¢ 22]).
Then A ~ (Z/27)3, and A does not fix points in V. Let C be the curve of degree (1,1,3) in V given by
T1Yo — Toy1 = oz 4 Tazg + M@12321 + 232029) = 0,

where A € C\ {£1,43}. Then C is smooth and A-invariant. Let 7: X — V be the blowup of V along C.
Then X is a smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne4.13, and it follows from [4, § 5.22] that every K-polystable
smooth Fano 3-fold in Family Ne4.13 can be obtained in this way. Since C' is A-invariant, the action of
the group A lifts to X, and S does not fix points in X.
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