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PERIODIC SHARPNESS OF MIYAOKA’S BOUND FOR
SMOOTH RATIONAL CURVES

ALEX DEGTYAREV AND SEAWOMIR RAMS

ABsTrRACT. We determine the maximal number of smooth rational degree d
curves on a complex K3-surface of degree 2n provided n is sufficiently large
as compared to d > 1 (Theorem 1.3). We obtain precise characterization of
configurations of rational degree d curves for which Miyaoka’s bound is sharp
for nd odd and n > d (Corollary 1.5).

1. INTRODUCTION

Configurations of lines and conics on various classes of surfaces have been studied
for over 170 years, with numerous partial results spread over the literature. Within
the last decade our understanding of line configurations on polarized K 3-surfaces
over various fields became almost complete (c¢f. [3, 6, 10, 12, 19, 18] and further
references therein) and much has been shown for conics (see [4, 7, 5, 8, 9, 15, 17]).

Quite unexpectedly, one can use the Miyaoka—Yau-=Sakai inequality [14] to give
a very concise description of the behaviour of the maximal number of degree d
(irreducible, but not necessarily smooth) rational curves on high-degree complex
K3-surfaces. Indeed, for fixed integers d > 1 and n > 2 let us define

t(2n, d) := max{rq(X) } X is a degree 2n complex K 3-surface},

where r4(X) stands for the number of degree d (ireducible, but not necessarily
smooth) rational curves on the surface X. Then, [15, Proposition A]) implies that

(1.1) t(2n,d) <24 for n > 50d?.

If we assume n sufficiently large as compared to d, these bounds are sharp for d > 3
(see [20, Theorem 1.1]) and d = 2 (see [17, Corollary 1.2]), whereas [3, Theorem 1.5
yields

(1.2) t(2n,1) € {21,22,24} for n>> 0.

(Precise arithmetic conditions on the degree 2n of the polarization for Miyaoka’s
bound of 24 lines to be attained can be found in [3, Theorem 1.5].) Consequently,
(1.1) fails to be sharp for infinitely many n only for lines.

Until recently, far less has been known about maximal configurations of smooth
rational curves of small degrees (even for d = 3, i.e., for twisted cubics). The
classical construction of K3-surfaces with many degree d rational curves in [20,
Theorem 1.1] always results in configurations of irreducible rational curves with
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singularities. In contrast, the recent construction from [17] yields configurations of
smooth curves, but it works only when either n or d is even (and in the extra case
2n = 2d? mod 6 - see [17, Proposition 6.1]).

In the present paper we complete the picture of the asymptotic behaviour of
the maximal number of smooth degree d rational curves on K3-surfaces of high
degree. More precisely, we prove the following analogue of [3, Theorem 1.5]. In the
statement, we need a very strange arithmetic condition; for a prime g and integer m,
we denote by vy(m) = max{r eN | q" | m} the g-adic valuation of m. As usual,
this extends to Q via vy(m/n) == ve(m) — vge(n).

Theorem 1.3 (see §5.1). Let d > 1 be a fized integer. If n > d (ie. n > 0 as
compared to d) then the mazimal number of smooth rational degree d curves on a
complex K 3-surface of degree 2n equals

o 24, if either 2nd = 0 mod 4 or 2n = 2d? mod 3;

o otherwise, 22 if 2n = 4d2 mod 5 and, for each prime ¢ = 3 mod 4, either
ve(n) = vy(d) or vy(2n) is even;

e otherwise, 21.

Remark 1.4. The periodicity of the maximal number of smooth degree d rational
curves depends on d. For example, of d is square free, the period is 30 = 2-3 - 5.
In general, it is

30 [ [+, g =3mod 4.
If 9| d, the coefficient 30 can be reduced down to 10.

As a consequence, we obtain the classification of the maximal configurations of
irreducible rational degree d curves on K 3-surfaces of high degree 2n with both n
and d odd, which in this case provides a complete answer to the question posed in
[15, § 3] (see Remark 5.3 below for the discussion of the case of nd even).

Corollary 1.5 (see §5.2). Let n > d, with nd odd, and let a complex K3-surface
of degree 2n contain 24 irreducible rational degree d curves. If n # d? mod 3, then
the curves in question form the configuration 24A(’§. Otherwise, their configuration
is either 8A, (and then the curves are smooth) or 24Af§.

Observe also that a complex K3-surface of degree 2n with the configurations
given above exists for any pair of integers (n,d) that satisfy the assumptions of
Corollary 1.5 (see [20, § 10] and Proposition 4.14 below).

The arguments used in [3] (and their generalizations in [20]) suggest that the
maximal number of smooth rational degree d curves on a complex K 3-surface od
degree 2n should be a periodic function of n, with the period proportional to the
degree d of the curves in question (see Proposition 2.13 below), so its precise de-
scription for all values of d may be out of reach. In contrast to this expectation,
Theorem 1.3 shows that the behaviour of the maximal configurations for most odd
values of d is very much similar to the case d = 1 of lines.

At early stages of this project our goal was understanding the behaviour of the
maximal configurations realizing Miyaoka’s bound [15, Proposition A| for small odd
integers d. There are four major reasons why one is able to prove an analogue of
(1.2) for every odd d. Firstly, by [3] (see also [20, Corollary 6.4]), for n large, we
can restrict our attention to the configurations of rational curves that correspond
to the so-called parabolic graphs. Secondly, for each parabolic graph of interest we
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are able to find a basis of the corresponding lattice (sometimes upon tensoring the
latter by Z,) that enables us to control its discriminant forms for all pairs (n,d).
Thirdly, the fact that all exceptional classes in the discriminant group must be
orthogonal to the classes of both the polarization and the fiber (see Lemma 2.14)
lets us exclude most finite index extensions of the lattices associated to the graphs
considered (c¢f. Example 2.20). Last but not least, the assumption that d and n are
odd substantially simplifies the structure of the 2-torsion of the discriminant.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2 we recall basic facts used and introduce
the notation. We illustrate this by a very detailed study of the lattice associated
to the parabolic graph T' := 12A; (see Example 2.20). Then, §2.5 through §4.5
are devoted to finding the degrees in which various parabolic graphs are geometric.
Finally, in §5 we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Remark 1.6. One can ask whether Theorem 1.3 holds for K 3-surfaces defined over
any algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 5 (¢f. [20, § 11]). We presume
that some extra cases may appear for small p > 0 but, since our main inspiration
was Miyaoka’s paper [15] that deals with complex surfaces, we confine ourselves to
the complex case.

Although GAP [13] was a useful tool helping us guess the statements and verify
our findings, we managed to present the ultimate proofs in a human readable form,
without a reference to software.

1.1. Acknowledgements. This paper was conceived during Alex Degtyarev’s visit
to the Jagiellonian University (Cracow, Poland). A.D. is profoundly grateful to this
institution for the hospitality and excellent working conditions. Substantial part of
the paper was written during Stawomir Rams’ stay at the Department of Mathemat-
ics of Bilkent University (Ankara, Turkey) within the scope of TUBITAK “2221-
Fellowships for visiting scientists” programme. S.R. would like to thank Bilkent
University and TUBITAK for creating perfect working conditions and numerous
inspiring discussions with members of the Department of Mathematics of Bilkent
University. Both authors are would like to thank Matthias Schiitt for a number of
inspiring discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this note we work over the field C of complex numbers. Whenever we speak of
a K 3-surface of degree 2n, or a (2n-)polarized K3-surface, we mean a pair (X, h),
where X is a projective simply connected complex surface with trivial canonical
bundle and h € NS(X) is very ample with h?> = 2n. Sometimes, for the sake of
brevity, we write “a K3-surface” when we mean “a polarized K 3-surface”.

We freely extend modular arithmetic to fractions with the denominator prime
to the modulus, so that, e.g., 1/2 =2 mod 3 and 1/2 = 3 mod 5, as in GAP [13].

2.1. Fano graph of an admissible lattice. All lattices considered in this note
are even. We maintain the notation consistent with [3]:

e A,,p=>1,Dy q > 4, Eg, E7, Eg are the negative definite root lattices
generated by the indecomposable root systems of the same name (see [1]);
e U:=0,1,0] is the unimodular even lattice of rank 2;
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e L(n) denotes the lattice obtained by the scaling of a given lattice L by a
fixed integer n € Z (occasionally, we use n € Q); this is opposed to nL that
stands for the orthogonal direct sum of n copies of the lattice L;
e L :=2Eg @ 3U stands for the K3-lattice;
e for a lattice L, LY := Hom(L,Z) denotes the dual lattice;
e if L is non-degenerate, discr L := LY/L is the discriminant group, see [16];
it inherits from LY a Q/2Z-valued quadratic form ¢ (see §2.2 below);
e the inertia indices of the quadratic form L ® R are denoted by o4 o(L);
e a lattice S with 015 =1 is called hyperbolic.
Furthermore, we follow the standard lattice-theoretic notation as in, e.g., [2, 16].
Recall that a 2n-polarized lattice S 5 h is defined as a non-degenerate hyperbolic
lattice S equipped with a distinguished vector h of positive square h? = 2n, called
the degree. To simplify our exposition (¢f. [11, Lemma 2.27.3]), we assume that

n>4.
For a polarized lattice S 2 h and d € N, we define
rootq(S,h) :={re S |r*=-2r-h=d}.
Definition 2.1 (cf. [11, §2]). A polarized lattice S 5 h is called admissible if none
of the vectors e € S satisfies either of the following conditions
(1) €2 = -2 and e- h = 0 (exceptional divisor);
(2) €2 =0 and e- h = 2 (2-isotropic vector).
An admissible lattice is geometric if it admits a primitive isometry to L.
More restrictively, given an admissible (resp. geometric) lattice S 3 h and a

subset I' C rootq(S, h), we say that S is I'-admissible (resp. I'-geometric) if, for
each 1 < r < d, there is no vector e € root, (S, h) such that

(3) e-v <0 for some v € T' (I'-inadmissible root).

For an admissible lattice S 3 h (so that, in particular, rootg(S, h) = &), we put
{A*}; :=root, (S, h) and, for d > 1, we define recursively (cf. [11, §2.2])

{A"}, = {r € rootq(S, h) |r-e>0forallec {A"},, 1< r<d}.
Definition 2.2. We define the (plain) degree d Fano graph of an admissible lattice
S > h as the set of vertices
(2.3) Fn(S,h) := {Af}4,
with two vertices l; # Iy connected by an edge of multiplicity Iy - [5.

For example, the degree 1 Fano graph Fn'(S,h) is Fng(S,h) = root;(S,h) in
the sense of [11, (2.6)].

Remark 2.4. It follows immediately from the general theory of groups generated
by reflections that any root e € rooty(S,h), d > 0, is a positive linear combination

d
e= Zniei, n; €N, e € U Fn"(S,h).
i r=0
Geometrically (cf. the discussion below), this means that any (—2)-curve of positive
degree splits into a union of smooth rational components (clearly, of smaller degrees
unless the original curve is smooth). It follows that

Fng(S,h) = {r € roota(S,h) | 7 e >0 for all e € root, (S, h), 1 <r < d},
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i.e., there is no need to compute the intermediate sets Fn,.(S, h). Furthermore, the
I-admissibility condition in Definition 2.1 merely means that I' C Fng(S, h).

2.2. Primitive isometries into L (see [16]). Consider a non-degenerate even
lattice N and extend the bilinear form to a Q-valued form on N ® Q. The dual
group NV can be identified with the subgroup

NV:{xEN®Q’x-yEZforallyGN}DN,
and the discriminant group (denoted gy in [16]) is defined as the finite quotient
discr N := NV/N.

This group is equipped with a (Q/Z)-valued symmetric bilinear form and its (Q/27Z)-
valued quadratic extension:

(x mod N) ® (y mod N) — z-ymod Z, z mod N — z* mod 27Z.
We often abbreviate
N :=disec N and N, :=discr, N := N ® Z, for a prime p

and use the shorthand
[€] := & mod N e N
for the discriminant class of a vector £ € NY. We also use the notation (z) C N
for the subgroup generated by z € N, and we abbreviate (£) := ([£]) for £ € NV.
Obviously, N = @p N, over all primes p. The discriminant form on N is non-
degenerate in the sense that the map

N — Hom(WN,Q/Z), z+ (y+> x-ymodZ),

is an isomorphism. Besides, one has |discr N| = |det N|.

Remark 2.5. To find the group discr, IV, we indicate a subset therein, whereupon
it suffices to compute the Gram matrix G and check that v,(det G - det N) = 0 (cf.
Example 2.20 below): the non-degeneracy would imply that the set is a basis.

For p = 2, we distinguish between even (i.e., such that 2> = 0 mod Z for each
element = € Ny of order 2) and odd (otherwise) forms. In other words, the form A5
is odd if and only if it has an element of square +3 mod 27 (necessarily of order 2
and necessarily an orthogonal direct summand).

The length £(N) of a finite abelian group A is the minimal number of generators.
We usually describe a discriminant form by its Gram matriz [a;;] in a minimal basis
1, Ts,...: the diagonal entries a;; := xfl are defined modulo 2Z, whereas all other
entries a;; := x; - T;, 1 # j, are only defined modulo Z.

If p> 2 or p=2and N is even, one can speak about the determinant det N,:

INp| det Ny, € Z,  well defined modulo (Z)?.

In [16], this is defined as the determinant (divided by |Np|?, which is irrelevant
modulo squares) of the only Z,-lattice K, such that

tk K, = {(N,), discr K ~ N,.

(Such a lattice exists and, unless p = 2 and N is odd, is unique up to isomorphism.)
Alternatively, this is just the determinant of the Gram matrix in a carefully chosen
minimal basis for N3: e.g., it suffices to require that any two basis elements of
distinct orders must be orthogonal. Indeed, such a basis immediately gives us K:
we merely change all p~* to p¥, k € N, in the matrix.
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If N3 is odd, then det A5 is only defined modulo 5 € Z', making it redundant in
Theorem 2.6 below.

The determinant is multiplicative, det(N @& M) = (det N')(det M). Each non-
degenerate finite quadratic form splits into orthogonal direct sum of the following
elementary blocks: for a prime p > 2,

2 2
W = [p?} g.c.d.(m,p) = 1 and only p* det W = (?) € {£1} matters,
and for p = 2,
W= [;Z], m is odd and only 2¥ det W = m mod 8 € {£1,£5} matters,
or
R VS o U212k
2k -— 1/2k 0 ) 2k -— 1/2k 1/2k—1 )
we have

A mod8, it N = U,
3mod8, if N =V

Theorem 2.6. (see [16, Theorem 1.12.2]) A non-degenerate hyperbolic lattice N
admits a primitive isometry into the K3-lattice L := 2Eg @ 3U if and only if the
following conditions are satisfied simultaneously:
(1) one hasr:=22 -1k N > 2;
(2) for each prime p > 2, either
o ((N,) <r—1, or
o U(Ny) =7 and |N|det N}, = 1 mod (Z))?%;
(3) for p =2, either
o ((No) <7 =2, or
o ((N3) =7 and the form N3 is odd, or
o U(N3) =, the form Ny is even, and |N'|det No = 1 mod 8. <

2.3. Lattice associated to a graph. Let I' be a loop-free (multi-)graph. Then,
as in [3], we put ZT" to denote the lattice freely generated by the vertices of T', with
the bilinear form defined by v? = —2 and u - v = r for u,v € I' connected by an
r-fold edge (no edge meaning a 0-fold edge).

Recall that T is called elliptic (resp. parabolic, resp. hyperbolic) iff ZT" is negative
definite (resp. o4 (ZI') = 0 and 0o(ZI') > 0, resp. 04 (ZT') = 1).

Given a pair of integers n,d > 0, we mimic [3, §2.4] and associate to the graph
I" the 2n-polarized lattice

(2.7) 39.(0) := (ZI' + Zh)/ ker,  h®>=2n, h-v=dforveT,
where ker := ker(ZI' 4+ Zh) = (ZI' + Zh)* is the radical of the bilinear form.

Remark 2.8. More generally, one can consider a colored graph with the coloring
function deg: I' = {0,...,d} and let h-v = deg(v) in (2.7). Most definitions below
extend to this case in an obvious way. In this paper, most of the time we assume
that deg(v) = d is a constant fixed in advance.

22k det N = {

By [16, Proposition 1.4.1], there is a bijection between the (isomorphism classes
of) even finite index extensions N’ D N and isotropic subgroups (a.k.a. kernels)
K C N: one has

K := N'/N C discr N, discr N’ = K+/K.
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Thus, one can pick a kernel K C discer §4,, (I') and consider the extension §4, (T, K)
of §4.(T) by K. The kernel K is called I'-admissible if so is §4, (T, K).

Definition 2.9. We call a graph I" admissible in degree 2n (with respect to d) if
the lattice §4,(T') is [-admissible. An admissible graph I is called subgeometric
if there is a '-geometric finite index extension §4, (T, K); the kernel K of such an
extension is called a geometric kernel for I'. If such a geometric kernel X can be
chosen so that I' = Fng §4,,(I', K), then the graph I is called geometric.

Occasionally, we speak about a partial or, more precisely, (modp)-geometric
kernel K, C discr, 4, (T'), meaning that K, is T-admissible and the p-torsion part
(K /Kp),p satisfies respective condition (2) or (3) in Theorem 2.6.

Let X be a connected parabolic graph (a.k.a. affine Dynkin diagram). The radical
ker ZX has a unique minimal positive generator

(2.10) ks = nyv, n, €Zy,
vEX

and the degree deg(X) is defined as the coefficient sum > n,. We use the notation
¥+ C ¥ for an associated (elliptic) Dynkin diagram obtained from ¥ by removing
(any) one vertex v € ¥ with n, = 1 in (2.10). (This operation is not quite a
functor as a vertex v that can be removed is typically not unique.) In general, for a
parabolic graph I', we denote by I't the graph obtained by replacing each parabolic
component Y with % (and keeping all elliptic components intact).

If " is a parabolic graph, one has o1 (ZI' + Zh) = 1 if and only if all parabolic
components of I' have the same degree; this common value deg(T") is called the
degree of T'. In this case, we can define

- d - # d v
(2.11) k:=ky € 3§5,(T), = deg(E)kE € 55, (1),

where ¥ C T is any parabolic component: all images in §4,, (T')" are equal.

Lemma 2.12. Let T be a parabolic graph. Then any kernel (gk) C discr §4,, (),
q € Q \Z, contains an exceptional divisor or a I'-inadmissible root.

Proof. Pick a parabolic component ¥ C I" and let f := deg(X) = deg(I"). We recall
the following less known property of the elliptic Dynkin diagram X*: the set of
values taken by the coefficient sum 3 n. over all positive roots r = > n,v, v € L7,
n, € N, is precisely the set {1,..., f —1}.

We can assume that 0 < ¢ < 1/2 (and, clearly, fdg € Z). Then 0 < fg < f—1
and, letting m := [fq], we can find a positive root r € ZXT with the coefficient
sum m. As another property of Dynkin diagrams, r-v < 0 for some v € ¥*. Thus,
[—qk] contains the root e := —gk + r of degree 0 < e-h = (m — qf)d < d and such
that e - v < 0 for some v € T. |

The following statement would explain the d deg(T)-periodicity of the degree d
curve counts, but it is not strong enough; therefore, we omit the proof.

Proposition 2.13 (¢f. [3, Proposition 3.7]). Let T' be a parabolic graph, and let
fi=deg(T). If 2n',2n" > (df)? + df and 2n' = 2n” mod df, then T is geometric
in degree 2n’ if and only if so it is in degree 2n” .

Lemma 2.14. Let ' be a parabolic graph and d > 0 a fized integer. Then, for any
integer n > d, any vector e € §4, ()Y that is either
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(1) an exceptional divisor, as in Definition 2.1(1), or
(2) a 2-isotropic vector, as in Definition 2.1(2), or
(3) more generally, an r-root, i.e., 2 = -2 and r :=e-h < d
lies in k*. In case (2), this implies that e = 23¢/d is a multiple of k.
Conversely, any root e € k*+ C §4, ()Y such that 0 < r :=e-h < d generates a
I-inadmissible finite index extension of 3, (T).

Essentially, in items (1) and (3) we assert that any smooth rational curve of low
degree is a fiber component of the elliptic pencil in question, which is well known.
Though, the presence of such a curve most likely means that the pencil is not what
we think it is, ¢f. Example 4.22 below.

Proof. We compute the Gram matrix G of h, k,e and assert that det G > 0, since
the lattice is hyperbolic. In cases (1) (letting r = 0) and (3) this results in

2x(dfr —nx) + 2(df)? > 0,
where z :=e- k € Z; in case (2), we obtain
2x(2df — nx) = 0.

In all cases, since x € Z, we conclude that x = 0 for n > 0.
For the converse statement, consider the root lattice

ZI't = 7T/ ker;

in this lattice, the vertices of I'" constitute a standard Dynkin basis (a.k.a. Weyl
chamber). By Lemma 2.12; we can assume that e ¢ [¢k], ¢ € Q; hence, the root
¢ := emod (ker ZT') € (ZI'")V represents a non-trivial discriminant class. The root
lattice

(ZT't + Zeé)/ ker D ZT'"

is a proper finite index extension; hence, it has strictly smaller Weyl chambers, so
it cannot be I'-admissible. (]

Remark 2.15. Let I' be a parabolic graph and n > 0. Lemma 2.14 implies that
any exceptional divisor (r = 0) or degree r root e € §3,(I') is of the form
e = quv, where ¢, € Q, qu = 2, e2=-2 e uecZforaluel.
vel vel

De facto, we are working with the discriminant groups of root systems, which are
very well understood. In particular, we can speak about shortest representatives of
the discriminant classes. It is this fact and the periodicity of the relevant part of
the discriminant (rather than that of the lattice itself) that explains period deg(X)
(rather than ddeg(X) given by Proposition 2.13) in most statements.

Definition 2.16. With Lemma 2.14 in mind, an isotropic class o € discr §4,(T)
is called exceptional if it is represented by a root e € §4,,(I')" orthogonal to k and
such that 0 < e-h < d. According to Remark 2.15, such classes are independent
of n. An isotropic subgroup K C discr §4,(I') is called exceptional if it contains an
exceptional class. This terminology extends, in the obvious way, to the (AutT)-
orbits of isotropic classes/subgroups. We can also speak about minimal exceptional
subgroups and minimal exceptional classes as those generating such subgroups.
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2.4. Degree d smooth rational curves on K3-surfaces. A degree 2n polarized
K 3-surface is a pair (X, h), where X is a K 3-surface and h € NS(X) is a very ample
divisor, h? = 2n; cf. [3, 20, 17]. Usually, the polarization h is considered part of
the structure and omitted from the notation.

We imitate [3, 20] (¢f. also [11, 21]) and define the Fano graph of smooth rational
degree d curves as the set

(2.17) Fn(X, h) := {smooth rational curves C C X with C'- h = d},

where two vertices C,C’ are connected by an edge of multiplicity C' - C’. We focus
on curves of a fixed degree d; hence, contrary to [11, 20|, we treat Fn?(X,h) as a
plain graph; in other words, we assign a fixed color d to all vertices.

We say that the Néron—Severi lattice NS(X) is spanned by degree d curves if it is
a finite index extension of its sublattice generated by the classes of smooth rational
degree d curves on X and the polarization h.

Torelli theorem for K3-surfaces and the theory of lattice-polarized K 3-surfaces
immediately yield the following version of [11, Theorem 3.9]

Theorem 2.18. Let d > 0 and n > 4 be fized integers. A graph T' is geometric in
degree 2n with respect to d if and only if I’ ~ Fnd(X, h) for a degree 2n polarized
K3-surface (X, h) such that NS(X) is spanned by degree d curves. <

Remark 2.19. If d > 1, the realizability criterion for a graph of degree d curves
must appeal to curves of lower degree. For example, famous Schur’s quartic [22] has
(obviously admissible) Néron—Severi lattice spanned by conics, but most of these
conics are reducible, see [9]. In the parabolic context, see Example 4.22 below.

In particular, to lift the condition that NS(X) should be spanned by d-curves,
one would have to consider the full Fano graph of smooth rational curves of degree
up to d, ¢f. Remark 2.8 and (5.2) below. Clearly, the requirement that the graph
should be sub-geometric is necessary for its realizability in any case.

Theorem 2.18 justifies the fact that, once the integers d and n have been fixed,
one can identify geometric graphs with configurations of smooth rational degree d
curves on K3-surfaces. In particular, when we speak of a pencil (resp. its fiber),
we mean a parabolic graph (resp. connected parabolic subgraph).

2.5. Simplest applications: type A, pencils. We start with a simple example
illustrating the machinery described in this section.

Example 2.20. Fix an odd integer d > 1. We claim that, for an odd integer n > d,
there is no K3-surface of degree 2n with Fnd(X, h) ~ 12A;. By Theorem 2.18 it
suffices to prove that

(2.21) I := 12A; fails to be subgeometric in degree 2n with respect to d.
A basis for §4, (') is
hvkvalv sy a12,

where a;,al, i =1,...,12, are the fiber components and k = a; + a is as in (2.10).
Obviously,

det §2 (I) = —214d2,
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as can be seen from the orthogonal decomposition over Q. Then, by Remark 2.5,
discry §4,,(T) ~ (Z/2)'° @ (Z/4)? (recall that d is odd) is generated by

1 1 18 11
(222) ;= i(ai—aiﬂ), 7;:17...,10, n = ih—’_Z;a“ Ryg 1= Zk—§a12.
with the Gram matrix
1 s 1/4 . 1 7%
(2.23) Ap(3) @ {1/4 _1/2] , si=3d+on—3.
Thus,

(discry §4,(T)) 4+ vk 4, (1) = 26 = rk(L) + 4,

i.e., we need a finite index extension of §%,(T) by at least two isotropic vectors
(see Theorem 2.6). The O, (§4,(T'))-orbits of isotropic vectors in discry §4, (T') are
represented by

1 1
[2k4] = [5] 2 i(a’m —a12), [or + as] 2 §(a1 —as +az — ay),

8 12
1 1
[[061+043+045+047]]9§;ai7 [[277]]9§;ai;
Since 2n := h% = 4m + 2, we have s = 3d + m — 1 € Z in (2.23); hence, there also
is an orbit of order 4 classes [A] such that [2A] = [2n]. The first two orbits are
exceptional. Now, it is straightforward that, up to Oy (§4, (")), the only admissible
index 4 extension N’ D §4,(T) that might embed to the K3-lattice L is that by

138 12
(2.24) 3 Z a; and B Z a;,
=1 =5
with the new discriminant
. V,, if h? =0mod 4
2.25 discro N/ = KH/K~Vs@{ & ’
(2.25) et IR=V® N 02 — 2 mod 4

of length 8 = rk L — rk §4 ('), ¢f. Remark 2.26 below. The last case V3 ® Uy with
n odd violates Nikulin’s existence criterion, viz. Theorem 2.6(3). O

Remark 2.26. The isomorphism type of the form (2.25) the group (Z/2)%®(Z/4)?
is uniquely determined by its Brown invariant Br = 4 mod 8 and the number of
order 4 classes of square 0 mod Z; clearly, the latter gets divided by 4 when passing
to K1/K. However, in the sequel we choose to refrain from the discussion of various
shortcuts that can be used: all forms can be computed explicitly.

Thanks to [17], we are not concerned with the existence of type A pencil for d
or n even. Therefore, we confine ourselves to the following negative statement.

Proposition 2.27. Let h > d > 1 be odd integers. Then neither of the graphs
12A4, 11A,

is subgeometric in degree 2n with respect to d.
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Proof. 1t suffices to imitate the argument of Example 2.20 to show that the graph
I := 11A; fails to be subgeometric. This time, discro g%, (T) ~ (Z/2)'° & (Z/8) is
generated by a,...,a10 as in (2.22) and

11

1 1 1 1 11
,:: 7h 7k; —_ iy n . 7;:0’ 72:3d - _ .
n 5 +8 +4i§:1a - n +2n 3

Up to Oy (§4,(I)), the only admissible extension N’ O §3,(T') is that of index 2
by the first vector in (2.24). We have

disero N' = U3 & Vo @ [17°],
which fails to satisfy Theorem 2.6(3) unless 2n = 0 mod 4. O

3. TYPE Ag PENCILS

In this section, we also assume that d is odd and mainly prove the non-existence
of K3-surfaces of degree 2n = 2 mod 4 with several Ag-configurations of smooth
rational curves of odd degree d. We index the Aj type components of the graph
in question and denote by a?,al,a?,a} the vertices (numbered consecutively along
the cycle Ag) of the i-th component. We also use the polarization h and isotropic
vector k = a + ...+ a} = const(i), see (2.10).

3.1. The pencil 6A3. The following proposition holds.

Proposition 3.1. Let n > d > 1 be odd integers. Then the graph T' := 6As fails
to be subgeometric in degree 2n with respect to d.

Proof. For the basis of §4, ('), we take
hokal, i=1,...,6, r=1,2,3.
Obviously, we have det §4,,(I') = —216d2 and, letting
a; = a; +2a? +3a}, af:=3a +4a?+3a}, i=1,...,6,
the group discrs §4, (1) ~ (Z/2)? @ (Z/4)* & (Z/8)? is generated by
6

2 = %h + % ;m% +a7), fs= %(aé —ad),
(3.2) ;= i(ai —Giy1), 1=1,...,4,
d, 1-n, 1g 11
ng 1= 1h+ g k—l—gga;‘, Kg = §k+Z;ai'
In this basis, the matrix of the quadratic form is
(3.3) [18/22 1{2] eA(H) e {18/88 }ﬁj ,  S9i= %n -1, sg:= é - énd?

Thus, we find that the form discry §4,,(I') depends on the residue n mod 4 only.
(For n odd, the apparent dependence of sg on the odd residue d mod 8 is irrelevant
due to the obvious isomorphism of the last summand to Us.) By Lemma 2.14,
neither n nor d affect the minimal exceptional classes; up to Oy, (%’gn (I‘)) they are

1 1 -
(34) [ns] = [24 3 5(af +al —ad —ad),  Pau] 5 (ol +ad —ab—ad).
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We conclude that, for n > d, the existence of the K3-surface does not depend on d
provided that the latter is odd; hence, as in the case d = 1 of lines (see [3]), T
cannot be subgeometric unless 2n = 4 mod 8.

Remark 3.5. We do not discuss the ezistence of surfaces with a pencil 6A3 of
degree d curves as we do not need it for the proof of Theorem 1.3. It appears
that, for d odd, apart from 2n = 4 mod 8 (c¢f. [20, § 11.1]) one should also impose a
g-balancing condition, c¢f. Lemma 4.12 and Proposition 4.21 below.

3.2. The pencil 5A; + 2A;. Below we prove the following statement.

Proposition 3.6. Let n > d > 1 be odd integers. Then the graph T := 5A3+2A,
fails to be subgeometric in degree 2n with respect to d.

Proof. We consider the following basis of §4,,(I'):
hok,al by, by, i=1,...,6, r=1,2,3,

) 19

where by, by are the two A fibers. The group discre 54, (T) ~ (Z/4)° @ (Z/8)?
generated by «aq,..., a4 as in (3.2) and

5 5
_ 1 1 _ 1 _ 7 1 _ 3
4 :Zk‘f'i;:lai‘f'ibla Rg = §k+§;:1ai+§b1»
5

1
§Z(5a +ad) + b1+ bz,

=1

. d 3—n
778~—4

the reduced intersection matrix is
7 1/2 3/4
1 -
(3.7) Ay(f) ® M @ [3/4 58} ,

where sg is as in (3.3). As in §3.1, discry 39, (I') depends on n mod 4 only. The
minimal exceptional classes are [47g] = [25] and [2a4] as in (3.4) and

1
[47s — 201 — 23] > = (at + al™? — by — by),

2
where r = 0 or 1 for n even or odd, respectively. Thus, as in the case d = 1 of lines,
see [3], ' is not subgeometric unless n is even. O

3.3. The pencil 5A3 + A,. The last Ad pencil to be considered is 5A3 + As.

Proposition 3.8. Let n>> d > 1 be odd integers. Then the graph T := 5A5 + A,
fails to be subgeometric in degree 2n with respect to d.

Proof. We take for the basis

(3.9) h,k,al,b1,be, i=1,...,6, r=1,2,3,

where b1, by are the two curves in the Ay fiber. The discriminant group
discr2 §3,(T) ~ (Z/2)* @ (Z/4)* © (Z/16)

is generated by aq,...,a4 as in (3.2) and
1
77h—|— Za +a?) b1+b2) b1 = E(a%—a?),
5

_ d 1+ 2n 1 5
e = zh_ 16 k + 82(5& + a; ) Z(bl —|—b2)

=1
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The reduced intersection matrix in the basis 72, 81, a1, . . ., ayq, 16 18

[so 1/2 0 0 0 0 0]
/2 1 12 0 0 0 1/2
/2 1/2 3/4 0 0 0
0 0 3/4 1/2 3/4 0 0|, si5:=——=—=nd
0 0 0 3/4 1/2 3/4 0
O 0 0 0 3/4 1/2 0
0 12 0 0 0 0 s

o

where sy is as in (3.3). As above, discry §4,(I') depends on n mod 4 only. The
minimal exceptional classes are [8716] = [25] and [as] as in (3.4) and, as in the
case of lines, I" is not subgeometric unless 2n = 4 mod 8. [

Remark 3.10. In fact, in the non-existence statements in this section, we do
not use the assumption n > d. The reference to Lemma 2.14 limits the set of
exceptional classes, i.e., for n small the situation can only become worse.

4. TYPE Ap_l PENCILS FOR ODD PRIME p

We consider graphs of the type
r ::mAp_l ®sAi, p=3,5, m=>=4, s<3.

The vertices of the i-th Ap,l—subgraph of T are denoted as a?, ... ,af_l, where
i=1,...,m, and the vertices of the A{-components are by,...,bs. We put
p—1
k ::Zaf = const (), cf. (2.10), b:=0b+ - +bs
r=0
and define
ai = a} +a?, o; = 1(al —a) for p =3,

aj = 2a} +3a? + 3a} + 2a}, ;= L(al +2a7 + 3a} +4a}) for p=5.
Note that —a} is the intrinsic polarization of the component in the sense of [3].
4.1. Preliminaries. Apart from the lattice §4,(I') generated by

hok,ai,b;, i=1,....m, r=1,...,p—1, j=1,...,s,
we consider the auxiliary lattice
d < * d
(41) 64,(T) = (mA,_1 ®sAy) ® (Zk + Zh), where h:=h+d» af + b
i=1
with the Gram matrix
d h?

Obviously, for s = 0 we have &4, (I') = §4,('). In general,
e the discriminants of the two lattices are of the same order, i.e.,

(4.2) | discr §4,,(T)| = | discr &4, (T)| = p*>T™ - 2° . 42

(indeed, this is an immediate consequence of the definition of &);
e for each prime ¢ > 2 we have §3,(I') ® Z, = 64, (T') ® Z,, resulting in

(4.3) discr, §3,(T) = discr, &4, (1) ;

0 d
mAp,1 @ SAl @ |:p p :| .
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e one has
On (85, (1)) = stabh C O, (§9,(I));

e the orthogonal complements k- in the two lattices are equal; in particular,
we can use the concepts of shortest representatives (c¢f. Remark 2.15) and
exceptional classes/orbits (cf. Definition 2.16).

The splitting (4.1) results in the direct sum decomposition

(4.4) discry (§3,(I)) =Dy &N,  for ¢ > 2

with “the standard part” D, := discry(mAs & sA;) and the group
N, := discry(Zk + Zh)

that will play a crucial role in our arguments. For ¢ = p (4.4) reads

o —1
(4.5) discr, §4,,(T) = @(0@) ONp, af= pT mod 27Z.

i=1
We start with a few useful observations. By the definition, we have (still ¢ > 2)
(4.6) UN) < 2.

This group is nontrivial if and only if v,(pd) > 0, and it is cyclic, i.e., £(Ny) = 1, if
and only if v,(h%) = 0.

Lemma 4.7. Let ¢ > 2 be a prime. If N is cyclic, i.e., {(N;) =1, then
det Ny = (—1) - h* mod (Z,)* .

In this case, all isotropic classes in Ny are those of rational multiples of k, and they
are all exceptional due to Lemma 2.12. <

We need to make use of the discriminant class of i/q, which is well defined upon
tensoring by Z,. However, to be on the safe side, we introduce the vectors

1
5y = gkz, Ny = ——hegs (),

certainly, at this point we assume that v,(pd) > 0 and v,(h?) > 0 to make sure
that the two vectors are indeed in the dual lattice.

Lemma 4.8. Let ¢ > 2 be a prime. If {(N,) = 2, then
det My = (—1) mod (Z))?.
In this case, the order q classes in Ny are of the form
usxg + v,  w,v € Z/p.
An isotropic class of this form is exceptional if and only if v = 0. <
In the sequel we will use the following general lemma on group forms.

Lemma 4.9. Let K C M, be an isotropic subgroup of order q generated by a
certain element o € M. If there exists another order g element 8 € M, such that
a-f #0mod Z, then

UKH/K) =0(Mg) =2 and  det(K/K) = — det Mg mod (Z))*.
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Proof. Abstractly, o and 3 generate (Z/q)? with the Gram matrix
0 ¢/q
[s/q . }, e # 0 mod g,
of determinant —1 mod (Z)?. Since the form is obviously nondegenerate, a and

B are independent in M, and generate an orthogonal direct summand. It is this
summand that disappears in /K. O

Observation 4.10. Let ¢ = p. If N, is cyclic, as in Lemma 4.7, the orbits of the
action of Op,(§2,(I')) on the isotropic order p subgroups of discr,(§4, (I')) are

e the exceptional orbit of (k) and,

e typically, two orbits of (w1), (we) C D), one exceptional and one not.
(This fact is to be established on the case-by-case basis. Note that xk +w; ~ w; and
that any isotropic class of order p” > p is exceptional, see Lemma 2.12.) Hence,
with one exception (see §4.3 below), each I'-admissible kernel K must be cyclic of
order p. Lemmata 4.9 and 4.7 imply that

¢(discr,, 34T, K)) = ¢(discr), 39, T)) —2
and discr, §4,, (T, K) satisfies condition (2) of Theorem 2.6 if and only if
pm+s<21 or pm+s=21 and h? = (—1)"2° mod p.

Observation 4.11. Still ¢ = p. If N, is not cyclic, as in Lemma 4.8, in addition
to the orbits of (k), (w1), (we) we also have that of (n, + ) for some [G] € D,.
Since we assume m > 4, we can redecompose

o flo (e Ble -

’D/ ’D//
so that [ws] € D’. Thus, no matter what 12 mod 27 is, we can find [8], [7] € D”
(obviously orthogonal to [ws]) with the property that (1, + 8)? = 0 mod 2Z and
(np + B) - v # 0 mod Z. Then, the kernel K := (Jw2], [n + B]) is I'-admissible and,
applying Lemma 4.9 twice and Lemma 4.8, we find that
{(discr,, 34 (T, K)) = ¢(discr, 34, T)) —4
and a sufficient condition for discr, 4, (T, K) to satisfy Theorem 2.6(2) is

pm+s<22 or pm+s=22 and (—1)"" =2° mod p.
The last relation holds in all applications below; therefore, we do not need to engage

into a study of isotropic elements of higher order (¢f. Lemma 4.12).

4.2. Other torsion in the discriminant. A necessary realizability condition that
cannot be achieved by a finite index extension of the lattice is Theorem 2.6(1).
Therefore, we always assume that

(p—1)m+s < 18.

If ¢ # p is an odd prime, then discr, §%,(I') = N, and £(N,) < 2, see (4.6). We
need the following arithmetic condition: given a prime g, a pair (h,d) of rational
numbers is called g-balanced if either

ve(h) = vy(d) or wv,(h)is even,
cf. the statement of Theorem 1.3.
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Lemma 4.12. Letn > d > 0 and q # p a prime. ThenT has a (mod q)-geometric
kernel if and only if either

e ¢=1mod4, or
e (p—1)ym+s<17, or
e the pair (h%,d) is q-balanced.

Proof. The case (p—1)m+ s < 17 is trivial (as then we need ¢(N;) < 3), and so is
the case ¢ = 1 mod 4 (as then —1 mod ¢ is a quadratic residue). Therefore, in the
rest of the proof we assume (p —1)m + s = 18 and ¢ = 3 mod 4. Condition (2) of
Theorem 2.6 is immediately satisfied whenever

o N, =0, ie., vy(d) =0, or
o ((Ny) =1, e, v,(h%) =0 < v, (d).
Note that, in the last two cases, the pair (A%, d) is ¢g-balanced.
Thus, assume that u := v4(d) > 0 and v := v,(h?) > 0 and let ¢ := min{u, v}.

Then,
2e 2e
No= ] @ )

generated by some classes x,y. If t = u, this group has at least two cyclic isotropic
subgroups K of order u, viz. those generated by = + y, and at least one of them
does not contain s, and, hence, is I'-admissible. In this case, Kt/K =o.

If t = v < uiseven, t = 2r, we can take y = [li/q"'] to see that the isotropic
subgroup K generated by ¢"y is I'-admissible and ¢(K+/K) = 1.

Finally, assume that ¢ = v < w is odd, t = 2r + 1, i.e., the only case where the
pair (h2,d) is not g-balanced. The subgroup

K=N;:={zeN; | ¢ z=0}

is isotropic, but it does not suffice: we have K/K ~ (Z/q**~?") @ (Z/q). Hence,
we need at least one isotropic class 7y of order ¢"t!. Modulo N,; , all such classes
are multiples of z; since, on the other hand, all rational multiples of k are isotropic,
any “suitable” kernel must contain the exceptional class [s¢,] = [¢"z]. O

Observation 4.13. We can also compute the 2-torsion. If d is odd, then
1 1
discry §4 () = s [—2} , generated by f; := §(k +b;)
by (4.2) and Remark 2.5. It is odd and, since s < 3, has no isotropic subgroups.
Thus, condition (3) in Theorem 2.6 is satisfied if and only if
(p—1)m+ 2s < 20.

If d is even, then (4.1) is a valid change of basis over Z and we can use (4.4) for
q = 2. We conclude that discry §4,(T') is of length s + 2 and odd (unless s = 0 and
vo(h?) > 2) and the inequality

(p—1)m+2s <18

is sufficient for condition (3) in Theorem 2.6. For some values of n, d it may not be
necessary; the tedious analysis of isotropic subgroups is left to the reader, cf. the
proof of Lemma 4.12.
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4.3. The pencil 8A2. For I' := 8;&2 we have

h? = 2n + 1642,
see (4.1). The following claim strengthens [17, Proposition 6.1]; at the same time,
it serves as an example of the machinery explained in this section.

Proposition 4.14. For integers n > d > 1, the statements below are equivalent:

the graph I' .= 8A, is geometric in degree 2n with respect to d;
the discriminant group N3 = discr3(Zk + Zh) is not cyclic;

h? =0 mod 3;

2n = 2d? mod 3.

Proof. The last three statements are obviously equivalent.

We have rk §3,(I') = 18 and ¢(discrs §4,(I')) = 8 4+ £(N3) > 9.

If N3 is cyclic, i.e., h? # 0 mod 3, cf. Observation 4.10, then, apart from (),
there are two Oy, (§3,, (I'))-orbits of isotropic order-3 subgroups, with representatives
generated by the classes of

(4.15) w1 :=a1+as+ag or we:=ay+ o+ ag+ ag+ as+ ag.

(We freely use the notation of §4.1.) The former is exceptional, the latter is not, as
its shortest representatives have square (—4). This is the only case where we can
have a I'-admissible kernel K of length 2, e.g., the one generated by

Jwe] and [wi] 2 a3+ as — a5 —ag + a7 + as.

Hence, we can reduce ¢ (discr3 Sgn(f‘)) = 9 down to 5, which is still not enough for
condition (2) in Theorem 2.6.

If N3 is not cyclic, 72 = 0 mod 3, then, arguing as in Observation 4.11, we can
find a I'-admissible kernel K of length 3, viz. the one generated by [wo], [ws], and
an element of the form [ns + 8], B C D3, and reduce ¢(discrs §3,(I')) = 10 by six
units, down to 6. Since Lemma 4.9 is applied three times, Lemma 4.8 yields

(4.16) det3(K*/K) = 1 mod (Z5)?,
which fits condition (2) in Theorem 2.6.
For the other primes ¢q # 3, see Lemma 4.12 and Observation 4.13. ([l

Remark 4.17. We do not assert the uniqueness of a family of K3-surfaces that
contain an 8A, configuration we just constructed. The primes ¢ | d, ¢ # 3, often
result in several admissible extensions.

The assumption h? > 0 may be relevant as occasionally there are (—2)-vectors
orthogonal to h but not to k.

4.4. Other type A, pencils. The other three type A, pencils that we need for
the proof of Theorem 1.3 are straightforward: for discr, §4, (T), we use

e the identity discr, §4,(I') = N, and Lemma 4.12 for ¢ > 3,
e Observations 4.10, 4.11 and the list (4.15) for ¢ = 3, and
e Observation 4.13 for g = 2.

For the readers convenience, we compute
B2 =2n+ (Qm + %) d?> for T:= mAg + sAq,

whereupon we merely state the ultimate results.
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Proposition 4.18. For integers n > d > 1, the statements below are equivalent:
o the graph T := TA, is geometric in degree 2n with respect to d;
e 72 # 2mod 3;
e 2n # d?* — 1 mod 3. O
Proposition 4.19. For integers n > d > 1, the statements below are equivalent:

the graph I := TA, ® A, is geometric in degree 2n with respect to d;

[ ]

e the discriminant group N3 := discr3(Zk + Zh) is not cyclic;

e h?2 =0mod 3;

e 2n = 2d? mod 3. |

Proposition 4.20. For integers n > d > 1, the statements below are equivalent:

o the graph T := 6A, & 3A is geometric in degree 2n with respect to d;
e 72 # 1 mod 3;
e 2n # 1 mod 3. (]

4.5. The pencil 4A, + 2A;. In this section, we do have to assume that d is odd,
cf. Observation 4.13. We keep using the notation of §4.1.

Proposition 4.21. Let n > d > 1 be integers with d odd. Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

e the graph T’ := 4AL D 2A, is geometric in degree 2n with respect to d;

e the discriminant group N5 := discrs(Zk + Zh) is not cyclic and the pair
(h?,d) is q-balanced for each prime ¢ = 3 mod 4;

e 1?2 =0mod 5 and (h?,d) is g-balanced for each prime ¢ = 3 mod 4;

e 2n = 4d? mod 5 and (2n,d) is g-balanced for each prime q¢ = 3 mod 4.

Proof. We have
h? = 2n + 4142,
and it is clear that the last three statements are equivalent.
The 5-torsion is handled by Observations 4.10 and 4.11: shortest representatives
in [+a;] and [+£2«;] have squares —4/5 and —6/5, respectively, and the two orbits
in Observation 4.10 are those of

w1 = a1 + 2aa, we = a1 + 200 + a3 + 2auy;

the former is exceptional, the latter is not. We conclude that a (mod 5)-geometric
kernel exists if and only if A5 is not cyclic.

For the other primes ¢ # 5, we use Lemma 4.12 and Observation 4.13: since
rkF4, (T') = 20 is maximal, the g-balancing condition does play a role. O

Example 4.22. Let d = 3. Consider the pencil I' := 4A, @ 2A; and the lattice
N :=33,.(I',K), where K is a geometric kernel containing \ := k/3, see (2.10). The
latter vector is represented by the roots of the form

7= -A+a2 + a2 €rooty (N, h), i=1,....,4, r=0,...,4.

(Here and below, the upper index should be understood mod 5. We assume that
n > 0 and, hence, there are no other vectors of interest.) Thus, we do obtain a
2n-polarized K 3-surface X with an elliptic pencil with four type A, fibers, but the
fiber components are the lines [], whereas the anticipated original cubics are split:

r __ 13r 3r+1 3r+2
af = 13 4 13 4 e,
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Of course, the two type A; fibers remain cubics.

In this particular case, there is another, geometric kernel; we chose this example
because it is more transparent geometrically. To illustrate the importance of the
g-balancing condition, one would have to take, e.g., d = 9 and 2n = 24 mod 90:
instead of degree 9 curves, each fiber would have to consist of five twisted cubics.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3 AND COROLLARY 1.5

5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let n > d. By [15, Proposition A], the maximal
number of smooth rational degree d curves on a 2n-polarized K 3-surface does not
exceed 24. If either d or n is even, the existence of surfaces with 24 smooth rational
degree d curves follows from [17, Theorem 1.1]. Thus, we can assume that both n
and d are odd.

For all n > d > 0, Propositions 4.18 and 4.20 give us surfaces with 21 curves;
therefore, we concentrate on those with at least 22 curves, in which case (still
assuming that n > d), all smooth rational curves of degree at most d must be
fiber components of an elliptic pencil, see [20, Theorem 1.1(ii)] or [3]. In other
words, to construct a K3-surface with N = 22, 23, or 24 smooth rational curves,
we need a graph r appearing on Shimada’s list [23] of elliptic pencils, with a certain
number N < F' < 24 vertices, and such that, upon assigning color d to N vertices
and a color other than d to the remaining § := F' — N vertices, the weighted degree
Y ves M deg(v), cf. (2.10), of the components X C I is constant. Then our graph I
is obtained from I" by removing all vertices of degree other than d.

Denote by f the “expected” plain degree deg(T), i.e., the common degree of the
components of I' that are to remain parabolic.

If 6 = 0, then deg(X) = f for each component ¥ C I, leaving but four pencils:

(5.1) =T=12A,, 11A;, 8A,, or 6Aj,

see Propositions 2.27, 4.14, and 3.1.

If § = 1, then T has one distinguished component ¥’ of deg(¥') < d (as otherwise
the vertex removed would have to have the same degree d), and then I' is obtained
from T by “stripping” the ~ from X':

F=7A,®A; or 5A3® A,,

see Propositions 4.19 and 3.8.
Finally, if § = 2, then either I" has two components %', X" of deg(X*) < d:

[ =5A;®2A; or 4A,®2A,,

see Propositions 3.6 and 4.21, or T' has one distinguished component Y/, of any
degree (assuming d > 1), with 3 < |¥/| < f+ 1:

(5.2) I =7A, & (Ag — Aj) or 5A5 B (A3 — Ag or 2A4).

It is this last case where we would have to use a version of Theorem 2.18 that
does not assume that NS(X) is spanned by degree d curves (c¢f. Remark 2.19).
Fortunately, all three configurations have just been discussed as obtained by other
means, satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.18.

Summarizing, Proposition 4.14 gives us an extra family (in addition to the case
nd = 0 mod 2, see [17, Theorem 1.1]) of pairs (n,d) realized by a K3-surface with
24 curves, whereupon Propositions 2.27, 3.6, 3.8, and 4.19 assert that the other
type Ap graphs I', p = 2,3,4, with |T'| > 22 do not give us anything new. The
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only case where 22, but not more, curves can be obtained is 4A, @ 2A; that is
considered in Proposition 4.21. ([l

5.2. Proof of Corollary 1.5. Assume that a complex K3-surface contains 24
rational degree d curves and 2n > d. By [20, Theorem 1.1(ii)] (see also [3]) the
rational curves are components of singular fibers of a genus one fibration on X.
Since the topological Euler—Poincaré characteristic of X is 24 and general fiber
of the fibration is smooth, all components of singular fibers must be irreducible
rational degree d curves (see e.g. [20, (5.4)]).

Thus, if one singular fiber is irreducible, then so are the others (all fibers are of
degree d). This results in the configuration 24A3. This configuration exists for all
pairs (n, d) provided that d > 2, see [20, § 10].

Otherwise, all singular fibers are reducible and, hence, all 24 curves are smooth.
In view of (5.1), Propositions 2.27, 4.14, and 3.1 complete the proof. |

Remark 5.3 (¢f. Corollary 1.5). Let n > d with nd even. For completeness, we
collect all known (to us) facts about the existence of configurations of 24 irreducible
rational degree d curves on a complex K 3-surface of degree 2n in this case.

24A} exists for all (n,d) provided that d > 2, see [20, § 10];

12A, exists for all (n,d) by [17, Theorem 1.1];

8A, exists if and only if n = d? mod 3 by Proposition 4.14;

we conjecture that 6A3 exists if and only if n. = 2d? mod 4d, cf. [20, §11.1].
The proof of the last conjecture, which seems too technical for the present paper,
will appear elsewhere.
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