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BASE POINTS OF NATURAL LINE BUNDLES ON RELATIVELY GENERIC

SURFACE SINGULARITIES

JÁNOS NAGY

Abstract. In [NNM] the author with A. Némethi computed the multiplicity of generic surface

singularities, the formula is purely topological computable from the resolution graph of the surface

singularity. In the present paper we extend the results partly to the relative case, when there is

a pair of resolution graphs T1 ⊂ T , a fixed singularity X̃1 with resolution graph T1, a relatively

generic singularity X̃ corresponding to the subsingularity X̃1 with resolution graph T .

We determine the base points of the natural line bundles (under some mild conditions) on X̃

from the resolution graph T and the analytic invariants of the subsingularity X̃1. For each base

point p we determine a lower bound for the number tp such that p is tp-simple and we compute

from it a lower bound of the multiplicity of X̃ , which is sharp in all known cases.

1. Introduction

Probably the most fundamental numerical invariant of a projective variety X embedded in some

projective space PN is its degree. Its local analogue, defined for local (algebraic or analytic) germs

(X, o) is the multiplicity mult(X, o) of (X, o). If (X, o) is embedded in some (CN , o) then it is the

smallest intersection multiplicity of (X, o) with a linear subspace germ (L, o) of dimension N −

dim(X, o). It is independent of the embedding (X, o) ⊂ (CN , o), it can also be defined via the

Hilbert–Samuel function of the maximal ideal mX,o ⊂ OX,o. By definition it is an analytic invariant,

and it guides several central geometric problems.

E.g., besides its geometric significance as the ‘local degree’ of (X, o), which obstructs (guides) the

structure of analytic functions defined on (X, o), it is the key numerical invariant of several objects

associated canonically to (X, o). See e.g. the significance of the multiplicity of the polar curve or

of the discriminant in the case of hypersurface singularities, or the multiplicities of the δ–constant

(Severi) strata of the deformation of a plane curve singularity.

In this note we focus on the multiplicity of the complex analytic normal surface singularities. The

guiding question is whether the multiplicity is computable from the topology of the link.

While the topology of the link (as an oriented 3–manifold with usually ‘large’ fundamental group)

contains a huge amount of information, the problem is still difficult.

There are ‘easy’ example, even hypersurface singularities, with the same topology but different

multiplicity (e.g. {x2 + y7 + z14 = 0} and {x3 + y4 + z12 = 0}.) In such pairs of hypersurface

singularities the link is not a rational homology sphere. Therefore, it is natural to impose for the

link to be a rational homology sphere (that is, in a resolution of (X, o) all the exceptional curves are

rational and the dual graph is a tree).

The problem can be compared with the famous Zariski’s Conjecture, which asks whether the

multiplicity of an isolated hypersurface singularity (X, o) ⊂ (Cn+1, o) can be recovered from the

embedded topological type, that is, from the smooth embedding link(X) ⊂ S2n+1. Except for some
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2 J. Nagy

particular families the answer is not known yet, it is open even for surface singularities. For a survey

see [E] (and the references therein).

In [Wa70] Wagreich proved that in the presence of a resolution X̃ → X , if Zmax is the ‘maximal

ideal cycle’ (of Yau [Y80]), so the minimal integer cycle which is the exceptional part of a divisor

of a function in the macimal ideal, and the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) has no base points, then

mult(X, o) = −Z2
max.

On the other hand in general there are two difficulties: to determine the cycle Zmax, and to

characterize the base points of O
X̃
(−Zmax).

In [NNM], instead of certain peculiar families, the author with A. Némethi focused on the ‘generic

analytic structures’.

They fixed a topological type, say a dual graph Γ, and determined the multiplicity of a singularity

(X, o), which has a resolution X̃ with dual graph Γ, and X̃ carries a generic analytic structure ( the

expression is of course independent of the choice of Γ up to the natural blow up of the graph).

For generic analytic structures in [NN18b] they already determined several analytic invariant

topologically, that package of results basically concentrated on the cohomology of (certain natural)

line bundles. It was a continuation of [NN18a], where the Abel map of resolution of normal surface

singularities was introduced and treated.

In [NN18b] the cycle Zmax was already determined for the generic analytic structure (together

with the whole ‘analytic semigroup’ of divisors of analytic functions of (X, o)).

So the main point of [NNM] was to determine the structure of the base points of the line bundle

O
X̃
(−Zmax) topologically, the number and location of them, and for each base point p the positive

integer tp for which one should blow up the base point p tp-many times until it stops remaining a

base point.

The proof of the main theorem in [NNM] was an inductive proof on subsigularities (supported

on subgaphs of the resolution graph) relying on the results of [N19] about relatively generic surface

singularities.

The setup of relatively generic surface singularities is the following:

Let T1 ⊂ T be two rational homology sphere resolution graphs, and let X̃1 be a fixed singularity

with resolution graph T1.

For every vertex v ∈ V \ V1 which has got a neighbour vertex n(v) in the subgraph V1 we fix a

smooth divisor Dv on X̃1 which intersects the exceptional divisor En(v) transversally at one point.

We call a singularity with resolution X̃ and resolution graph T a relatively generic singularity

with respect to X̃1 and the cuts Dv if we glue the tubular neighborhoods of the exceptional divisors

Ev, v ∈ V \ V1 generically to X̃1 in such a way that for every vertex v ∈ V \ V1 which has got a

neighbour vertex n(v) in the subgraph V1 we have Ev ∩ X̃1 = Dv.

If we don’t give the cuts Dv explicitely then it should be understood in the way that Dv is a

generic smooth divisor on X̃1 which intersects the exceptional divisor En(v) transversally at one

point.

For a more precise formulation of relative genericity see [N19].

In [N19] the maximal ideal cycle Zmax of the relatively generic singularity X̃ was already deter-

mined, namely it is the uniqe maximal cycle l ∈ LT , where the function χ(l) − h1(O
X̃1

(−l)) takes

its minimum.

Let’s denote L = O
X̃1

(−Zmax), we know from [N19] thatH0(O
X̃
(−Zmax))reg 6= ∅ and h1(O

X̃
(−Zmax)) =

h1(X̃1,L).
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In this manuscript we will always take the natural assumption that the resolution graphs have

rational homology sphere links and we will determine the base point stucture of the line bundle

O
X̃
(−Zmax) from the combinatorics of the resolution graph T and the analytic invariants of the

subsingularity X̃1.

In fact we will determine the base point structure more generally for all the natural line bundles

(under some mild conditions) on X̃, however for the sake of simpleness we state the theorem in the

introduction only for the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax). The teqniques and the structure of the proof will

be similar as in [NNM], but we will have to use the full machinery of the results in [N19], not just

a few less techinal results of it.

We will prove the following theorem:

Theorem. Let’s have two rational homology sphere resolution graphs T1 ⊂ T , a fixed singularity X̃1

corresponding to the resolution graph T1 and let X̃ be a relatively generic singularity with resolution

graph T (with respect to cuts Dv) such that X̃1 ⊂ X̃.

Let’s denote L = O
X̃1

(−Zmax) and assume furthermore that the line bundle L has got no base

points on X̃1, then we have the following:

1) The line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) has got no base points at the intersection points of exceptional

divisors, and it has got only simple base points.

2) If v ∈ V, then O
X̃
(−Zmax) has got base point along the exceptional divisor Ev if and only if

there exists a cycle A ≥ Ev, such that:

χ(Zmax)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 = χ(Zmax +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)),

and if there is a base point on Ev, then there are −(ld, Ev) distinct base points along the exceptional

divisor Ev.

Remark 1.0.1. Notice that since we know the cuts Dv, the line bundle L and the numbers

h1(X̃1,L(−l)) depend only on the resolution graph T and the analytic type of the fixed subsin-

gularity X̃1. Notice also that if the line bundle L has got a base point, we can use the theorem in

practice in the way that we blow up its base points and finally get a situation when the restriction

of the new line bundle O
X̃new

(−Zmax,new)|X̃1,new hasn’t got a base point, and then we can use the

theorem to get information about its base points or about the multiplicity of the singularity.

To determine the multiplicity of the singularity X̃ we also need to know for each base point p

the number tp for which for which one should blow up the base point p tp-many times until it stops

remaining a base point.

We call a simple base point p, tp-simple.

We prove the following proposition about it which has got the idea already in [NNM]:

Proposition. Let’s have two rational homology sphere resolution graphs T1, T , a singularity X̃1 with

resolution graph T1 and a relatively generic singularity X̃ with resolution graph T corresponding to

the singularity X̃1 (and cuts Dv on it) and assume that L = O
X̃1

(−Zmax) hasn’t got a base point.

Assume that v ∈ V is a vertex such that the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) has got a base point on it

and let t ≥ 1 be the maximal integer such that there exists a cycle A ≥ t ·Ev such that:

χ(Zmax)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 = χ(Zmax +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)).

Let p be a base point of the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) on the exceptional divisor Ev and let tp ≥ 1 the

integer for which p is tp-simple, then we have tp ≥ t.
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We propose the following question about the exact value of tp in general.

Question 1.0.2. In the setup of the previous theorem is it true in general that tv = tp? Notice that

this is true in the case of general surface singularities as it is proved in [NNM].

Corollary. Let’s have two rational homology sphere resolution graphs T1, T , a singularity X̃1 with

resolution graph T1 and a relatively generic singularity X̃ with resolution graph T corresponding to

the singularity X̃1 (and cuts Dv on it) and assume that L = O
X̃1

(−Zmax) hasn’t got a base point.

For a vertex v ∈ V let tv be the maximal integer such that there exists a cycle A ≥ tv · Ev such

that:

(1.0.3) χ(Zmax)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 = χ(Zmax +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)).

1) The multiplicity of the singularity X̃ is at least −Z2
max −

∑
v∈V(Zmax, Ev) · tv.

2) Suppose that tv = 0 for all vertices v ∈ V, that is there doesn’t exist a cycle A > 0 which

satisfies 1.0.3, then the multiplicity of the singularity X̃ is −Z2
max.

Remark 1.0.4. If Question1.0.2 has a positive answer, then indeed we have Mult(X̃) = −Z2
max −∑

v∈V(Zmax, Ev) · tv in general.

The structure of this paper if the following:

In section 2) we summarise the necessary background on normal surface singularities.

In section 3) we recall the necessary definitions and results about effective Cartier divisors and

Abel maps from [NN18a].

In section 4) we recall our working definition about generic normal surface singularities and the

main cohomological results from [NN18b].

In section 5) we recall from [N19] the results about relatively generic analytic structures on normal

surface singularities.

In section 6) we prove our main results about the base points of natural line bundles and multi-

plicity of relatively generic surface singularities.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The resolution. Let (X, o) be the germ of a complex analytic normal surface singularity, and

let us fix a good resolution φ : X̃ → X of (X, o). We denote the exceptional curve φ−1(0) by E, and

let {Ev}v∈V be its irreducible components. Set also EI :=
∑

v∈I Ev for any subset I ⊂ V . For the

cycle l =
∑

nvEv let its support be |l| = ∪nv 6=0Ev. For more details see [?, N99b].

2.2. Topological invariants. Let Γ be the dual resolution graph associated with φ; it is a connected

graph. Then M := ∂X̃, as a smooth oriented 3–manifold, can be identified with the link of (X, o),

it is also an oriented plumbed 3–manifold associated with Γ. We will assume (for any singularity

we will deal with) that the link M is a rational homology sphere, or, equivalently, Γ is a tree with all

genus decorations zero. We use the same notation V for the set of vertices.

The lattice L := H2(X̃,Z) is endowed with a negative definite intersection form I = ( , ). It is

freely generated by the classes of 2–spheres {Ev}v∈V . The dual lattice L
′ := H2(X̃,Z) is generated by

the (anti)dual classes {E∗
v}v∈V defined by (E∗

v , Ew) = −δvw, the opposite of the Kronecker symbol.

The intersection form embeds L into L′. Then H1(M,Z) ≃ L′/L, abridged by H . Usually one also

identifies L′ with those rational cycles l′ ∈ L ⊗ Q for which (l′, L) ∈ Z (or, L′ = HomZ(L,Z) ≃

H2(X̃,Z)), where the intersection form extends naturally.
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All the Ev–coordinates of any E∗
u are strict positive. We define the Lipman cone as S ′ := {l′ ∈

L′ : (l′, Ev) ≤ 0 for all v}. It is generated over Z≥0 by {E∗
v}v. We also write S := S ′ ∩ L.

There is a natural partial ordering of L′ and L: we write l′1 ≥ l′2 if l′1 − l′2 =
∑

v rvEv with all

rv ≥ 0. We set L≥0 = {l ∈ L : l ≥ 0} and L>0 = L≥0 \ {0}.

We define the (anti)canonical cycle ZK ∈ L′ via the adjunction formulae (−ZK +Ev, Ev)+ 2 = 0

for all v ∈ V . (In fact, ZK = −c1(Ω
2
X̃
), cf. (2.3.1)). In a minimal resolution ZK ∈ S ′.

Finally we consider the Riemann–Roch expression χ(l′) = −(l′, l′−ZK)/2 defined for any l′ ∈ L′.

2.3. Some analytic invariants. The group Pic(X̃) of isomorphism classes of analytic line bun-

dles on X̃ appears in the (exponential) exact sequence

(2.3.1) 0 → Pic0(X̃) → Pic(X̃)
c1−→ L′ → 0,

where c1 denotes the first Chern class. Here Pic0(X̃) = H1(X̃,O
X̃
) ≃ Cpg , where pg is the geometric

genus of (X, o). (X, o) is called rational if pg(X, o) = 0. Artin in [A62, A66] characterized rationality

topologically via the graphs; such graphs are called ‘rational’. By this criterion, Γ is rational if and

only if χ(l) ≥ 1 for any effective non–zero cycle l ∈ L>0.

The epimorphism c1 admits a unique group homomorphism section l′ 7→ s(l′) ∈ Pic(X̃), which

extends the natural section l 7→ O
X̃
(l) valid for integral cycles l ∈ L, and such that c1(s(l

′)) = l′

[O04]. We call s(l′) the natural line bundles on X̃ and we denote s(l′) = O
X̃
(l′). By the very

definition, L is natural if and only if some power L⊗n of it has the form O
X̃
(l) for some l ∈ L.

2.3.2. Pic(Z). Similarly, if Z ∈ L>0 is a non–zero effective integral cycle such that its support

is |Z| = E, and O∗
Z denotes the sheaf of units of OZ , then Pic(Z) = H1(Z,O∗

Z) is the group of

isomorphism classes of invertible sheaves on Z. It appears in the exact sequence

(2.3.3) 0 → Pic0(Z) → Pic(Z)
c1−→ L′ → 0,

where Pic0(Z) = H1(Z,OZ). If Z2 ≥ Z1 then there are natural restriction maps, Pic(X̃) →

Pic(Z2) → Pic(Z1). Similar restrictions are defined at Pic0 level too. These restrictions are homo-

morphisms of the exact sequences (2.3.1) and (2.3.3).

Furthermore, we define a section of (2.3.3) by sZ(l
′) := O

X̃
(l′)|Z , they also satisfy c1 ◦ sZ = idL′ .

We write OZ(l
′) for sZ(l

′), and we call them natural line bundles on Z.

We also use the notations Picl
′

(X̃) := c−1
1 (l′) ⊂ Pic(X̃) and Picl

′

(Z) := c−1
1 (l′) ⊂ Pic(Z) re-

spectively. Multiplication by O
X̃
(−l′), or by OZ(−l′), provides natural affine–space isomorphisms

Picl
′

(X̃) → Pic0(X̃) and Picl
′

(Z) → Pic0(Z).

2.3.4. Restricted natural line bundles. The following warning is appropriate. Note that if

X̃1 is a connected small convenient neighbourhood of the union of some of the exceptional divisors

(hence X̃1 also stays as the resolution of the singularity obtained by contraction of that union of

exceptional curves), then one can repeat the definition of natural line bundles at the level of X̃1

as well (as a splitting of (2.3.1) applied for X̃1). However, the restriction to X̃1 of a natural line

bundle of X̃ (even of type O
X̃
(l) with l integral cycle supported on E) is usually not natural on X̃1:

O
X̃
(l′)|

X̃1
6= O

X̃1
(R(l′)) (where R : H2(X̃,Z) → H2(X̃1,Z) is the natural cohomological restriction),

though their Chern classes coincide.

Therefore, in inductive procedure when such restriction is needed, we will deal with the family

of restricted natural line bundles. This means the following. If we have two resolution spaces

X̃1 ⊂ X̃ with resolution graphs T1 ⊂ T and we have a Chern class l′ ∈ L′, then we denote by
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O
X̃1

(l′) = O
X̃
(l′)|X̃1 the restriction of the natural line bundle O

X̃
(l′). Similarly if Z is an effective

integer cycle on X̃ with maybe |Z| 6= E, then we denote OZ(l
′) = O

X̃
(l′)|Z.

Furthermore if L is a line bundle on X̃1, then we denote L(l′) = L⊗O
X̃
(l′). Similarly if Z is an

effective integer cycle on X̃ and L is a line bundle on Z, then we denote L(l′) = L ⊗OZ(l
′).

2.3.5. The analytic semigroups. By definition, the analytic semigroup associated with the

resolution X̃ is

(2.3.6) S ′
an := {l′ ∈ L′ : O

X̃
(−l′) has no fixed components}.

It is a subsemigroup of S ′. One also sets San := S ′
an ∩L, a subsemigroup of S. In fact, San consists

of the restrictions divE(f) of the divisors div(f ◦ φ) to E, where f runs over OX,o. Therefore, if

s1, s2 ∈ San, then min{s1, s2} ∈ San as well (take the generic linear combination of the corresponding

functions). In particular, for any l ∈ L, there exists a unique minimal s ∈ San with s ≥ l.

Similarly, for any h ∈ H = L′/L set S ′
an,h : {l′ ∈ San : [l′] = h}. Then for any s′1, s

′
2 ∈ San,h

one has min{s′1, s
′
2} ∈ San,h, and so for any l′ ∈ L′ there exists a unique minimal s′ ∈ San,[l′] with

s′ ≥ l′.

For any l′ ∈ S ′
an there exists an ideal sheaf I(l′) with 0–dimensional support along E such that

H0(X̃,O
X̃
(−l′)) · O

X̃
= O

X̃
(−l′) · I(l′). The ideal I(l′) describes the space of base points of the

line bundle O
X̃
(−l′).

If l′ ∈ S ′
an and the divisor of a generic global section of O

X̃
(−l′) intersects Ev, then (l′, Ev) < 0.

In particular, if p ∈ Ev is a base point then necessarily (l′, Ev) < 0.

Choose a base point p of O
X̃
(−l′), and assume that it is a regular point of E, and that I(l′)p in

the local ring O
X̃,p

is (xt, y), where x, y are some local coordinates at p with {x = 0} = E (locally),

and t ≥ 1. Then we say that p is a t–simple base point. In such cases we write t = t(p). Furthermore,

p is called simple if it is t–simple for some t ≥ 1.

Let’s have a Chern class l′ ∈ S′
an and let’s have a base point p ∈ Ev,reg of a natural line O

X̃
(−l′),

which is simple, then there is another interpretation of the positive integer t, such that p is t-simple.

Let’s have a generic section in s ∈ H0(O
X̃
(−l′)) and D = |s|, then we know that D has a cut D′,

which is transversal at the base point p.

Let’s blow up the exceptional divisor Ev along the cut D′ sequentially, so let’s blow up first at

the point p and let the new exceptional divisor be Ev1 . Let’s denote the strict transform of the cut

D′ with the same notation. After that let’s blow up Ev1 at the intersection point Ev1 ∩D′ and let

the new exceptional divisor be Ev2 and so on.

Let’s denote the given resolution at the i-th step by X̃i with the blow up map bi : X̃i → X̃ and

let’s look at the natural line bundle Li = O
X̃i

(−b∗i (l
′) −

∑
1≤j≤i j · Evj ) = O

X̃i
(Dst), where Dst is

the strict transform of the divisor D.

Let t be the minimal number, such that Lt hasn’t got a base point along the excpetional di-

visor Evt . Equivalently t is the maximal integer, such that H0(X̃t,Lt) = H0(O
X̃t

(−b∗t (l
′))) and

h1(X̃t,Lt) = h1(O
X̃
(−l′)) + t.

In this case p is a t-simple base point ot the natural line bundle O
X̃
(−l′).

3. Effective Cartier divisors and Abel maps

In this section we review some needed material from [NN18a].

We fix a good resolution φ : X̃ → X of a normal surface singularity, whose link is a rational

homology sphere.
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3.1. Let us fix an effective integral cycle Z ∈ L, Z ≥ E. (The restriction Z ≥ E is imposed by the

easement of the presentation, everything can be adopted for Z > 0).

Let ECa(Z) be the space of effective Cartier (zero dimensional) divisors supported on Z. Taking

the class of a Cartier divisor provides a map c : ECa(Z) → Pic(Z). Let ECal
′

(Z) be the set of

effective Cartier divisors with Chern class l′ ∈ L′, that is, ECal
′

(Z) := c−1(Picl
′

(Z)).

We consider the restriction of c, cl
′

: ECal
′

(Z) → Picl
′

(Z) too, sometimes still denoted by c.

For any Z2 ≥ Z1 > 0 one has the natural commutative diagram

(3.1.1)

ECal
′

(Z2) −→ Picl
′

(Z2)

ECal
′

(Z1) −→ Picl
′

(Z1)

↓ ↓

As usual, we say that L ∈ Picl
′

(Z) has no fixed components if

(3.1.2) H0(Z,L)reg := H0(Z,L) \
⋃

v

H0(Z − Ev,L(−Ev))

is non–empty. Note that H0(Z,L) is a module over the algebra H0(OZ), hence one has a natural ac-

tion of H0(O∗
Z) on H0(Z,L)reg . This second action is algebraic and free. Furthermore, L ∈ Picl

′

(Z)

is in the image of c if and only if H0(Z,L)reg 6= ∅. In this case, c−1(L) = H0(Z,L)reg/H0(O∗
Z).

One verifies that ECal
′

(Z) 6= ∅ if and only if −l′ ∈ S ′ \ {0}. Therefore, it is convenient to modify

the definition of ECa in the case l′ = 0: we (re)define ECa0(Z) = {∅}, as the one–element set

consisting of the ‘empty divisor’. We also take c0(∅) := OZ , then we have

(3.1.3) ECal
′

(Z) 6= ∅ ⇔ l′ ∈ −S ′.

If l′ ∈ −S ′ then ECal
′

(Z) is a smooth variety of dimension (l′, Z). Moreover, if L ∈ Im(cl
′

(Z))

(the image of the map cl
′

) then the fiber c−1(L) is a smooth, irreducible quasiprojective variety of

dimension

(3.1.4) dim(c−1(L)) = h0(Z,L)− h0(OZ) = (l′, Z) + h1(Z,L)− h1(OZ).

3.1.5. Consider again a Chern class l′ ∈ −S ′ as above. The E∗–support I(l′) ⊂ V of l′ is defined

via the identity l′ =
∑

v∈I(l′) avE
∗
v with all {av}v∈I nonzero. Its role is the following.

Besides the Abel map cl
′

(Z) one can consider its ‘multiples’ {cnl
′

(Z)}n≥1 as well. It turns out (cf.

[NN18a, §6]) that n 7→ dim Im(cnl
′

(Z)) is a non-decreasing sequence, and Im(cnl
′

(Z)) is an affine

subspace for n ≫ 1, whose dimension eZ(l
′) is independent of n ≫ 0, and essentially it depends

only on I(l′). We denote the linearisation of this affine subspace by VZ(I) ⊂ H1(OZ) or if the cycle

Z ≫ 0, then V
X̃
(I) ⊂ H1(O

X̃
).

Moreover, by [NN18a, Theorem 6.1.9],

eZ(l
′) = h1(OZ)− h1(OZ|V\I(l′)

),

where Z|V\I(l′) is the restriction of the cycle Z to its {Ev}v∈V\I(l′) coordinates.

If Z ≫ 0 (i.e. all its Ev–coordinated are very large), then (3.1.5) reads as

eZ(l
′) = h1(O

X̃
)− h1(O

X̃(V\I(l′))),

where X̃(V \ I(l′)) is a convenient small tubular neighbourhood of ∪v∈V\I(l′)Ev.

Let Ω
X̃
(I) be the subspace of H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2

X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
) generated by differential forms which

have no poles along EI \ ∪v 6∈IEv. Then, cf. [NN18a, §8],

h1(O
X̃(V\I)) = dimΩ

X̃
(I).
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Similarly let ΩZ(I) be the subspace of H0(O
X̃
(K + Z))/H0(O

X̃
(K)) generated by differential

forms which have no poles along EI \ ∪v 6∈IEv. Then, cf. [NN18a, §8],

h1(OZ(V\I)
) = dimΩZ(I).

We have also the following duality from [NN18a] supporting the equalities above:

Theorem 3.1.6. [NN18a] Via Laufer duality one has V
X̃
(I)∗ = Ω

X̃
(I) and VZ(I)

∗ = ΩZ(I).

4. Analytic invariants of generic analytic type

For a precise working definition of a generic analytic type see [NN18b], [N19], in a slightly sim-

plified language we can regard the generic analytic structure in the following way as well.

Fix a rational homology sphere resolution graph T , for each Ev (v ∈ V) the disc bundle with Euler

number E2
v is taut: it has no analytic moduli. The generic X̃ is obtained by gluing ‘generically’

these bundles according to the edges of Γ (as an analytic plumbing).

4.1. Review of some results of [NN18b]. The list of analytic invariants, associated with a generic

analytic type (with respect to a fixed resolution graph), which in [NN18b] are described topologically

include the following ones: h1(OZ), h
1(OZ(l

′)) (with certain restriction on the Chern class l′), —

this last one applied for Z ≫ 0 provides h1(O
X̃
) and h1(O

X̃
(l′)) too —, the analytic semigroup, and

the maximal ideal cycle of X̃ . See above or [CDGZ04, CDGZ08, Li69, N99b, N08, ?, ?, Re97] for

the definitions and relationships between them. The topological characterizations use the Riemann–

Roch expression χ : L′ → Q.

In the next theorem the bundles O
X̃
(−l′) are the ‘restricted natural line bundles’ associated with

some pair X̃ ⊂ X̃top. In particular, it is valid even if X̃top = X̃ and the bundles are natural line

bundles. The theorem (and basically several statements regarding generic analytic structure and

restricted natural line bundles) says that these bundles behave cohomologically as the generic line

bundles in Pic−l′(X̃) (for more comments see [NN18b]).

Theorem 4.1.1. [NN18b, Theorem A] Fix a resolution graph T (tree of P1’s) and let’s have a

generic analytic type X̃ corresponding to it. Then the following identities hold:

(a) For any effective cycle Z ∈ L>0, such that the support |Z| is connected, we have

h1(OZ) = 1− min
0<l≤Z,l∈L

{χ(l)}.

(b) If l′ =
∑

v∈V l′vEv ∈ L′ satisfies l′v > 0 for any Ev in the support of Z then

h1(Z,OZ(−l′)) = χ(l′)− min
0≤l≤Z,l∈L

{χ(l′ + l)}.

(c) If pg(X, o) = h1(X̃,O
X̃
) is the geometric genus of (X, o) then

pg(X, o) = 1− min
l∈L>0

{χ(l)} = −min
l∈L

{χ(l)}+




1 if (X, o) is not rational,

0 else.

(d) More generally, for any l′ ∈ L′

h1(X̃,O
X̃
(−l′)) = χ(l′)− min

l∈L≥0

{χ(l′ + l)}+




1 if l′ ∈ L≤0 and (X, o) is not rational,

0 else.
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(e) For l ∈ L set h(l) = dim(H0(X̃,O
X̃
)/H0(X̃,O

X̃
(−l))). Then h(0) = 0 and for l0 > 0 one has

h(l0) = min
l∈L≥0

{χ(l0 + l)} − min
l∈L≥0

{χ(l)}+





1 if (X, o) is not rational,

0 else.

(f) S ′
an = {l′ : χ(l′) < χ(l′ + l) for any l ∈ L>0} ∪ {0}.

(g) Assume that Γ is a non–rational graph and set M = {Z ∈ L>0 : χ(Z) = minl∈L χ(l)}. Then

the unique maximal element of M is the maximal ideal cycle of X̃.

(Note that in the above formulae one also has minl∈L≥0
{χ(l)} = minl∈L{χ(l)}.)

5. The relative setup.

In this section we wish to summarise the results from [N19] about relatively generic analytic

structures what we need in this article, as always we again deal only with rational homology sphere

resolution graphs.

We consider an effective integer cycle Z ≥ E on a resolution X̃ with resolution graph T , and

a smaller cycle Z1 ≤ Z, where we denote |Z1| = V1 and the possibly nonconnected subgraph

corresponding to it by T1.

We have the restriction map r : Pic(Z) → Pic(Z1) and one has also the (cohomological) restriction

operator R1 : L′(T ) → L′
1 := L′(T1) (defined as R1(E

∗
v (T )) = E∗

v (T1) if v ∈ V1, and R1(E
∗
v (T )) = 0

otherwise).

For any L ∈ Pic(Z) and any l′ ∈ L′(T ) it satisfies

c1(r(L)) = R1(c1(L)).

In particular, we have the following commutative diagram as well:

ECal
′

(Z)
cl

′
(Z)

−→ Picl
′

(Z)

ECaR1(l
′)(Z1)

cR1(l′)(Z1)
−→ PicR1(l

′)(Z1)

↓ r↓ r

We can consider instead of the ‘total’ Abel map cl
′

(Z) only its restriction above a fixed fiber of r.

That is, we fix some L ∈ PicR1(l
′)(Z1), and we study the restriction of cl

′

(Z) to (r◦cl
′

(Z))−1(L) →

r−1(L).

The subvariety (r ◦ cl
′

(Z))−1(L) = (cR1(l
′)(Z1) ◦ r)−1(L) ⊂ ECal

′

(Z) is denoted by ECal
′,L(Z).

Theorem 5.0.1. [N19] Fix an arbitrary singularity X̃ a Chern class l′ ∈ −S ′, an integer effective

cycle Z ≥ E and a cycle Z1 ≤ Z and let’s have a line bundle L ∈ PicR(l′)(Z1). Assume that

ECal
′,L(Z) is nonempty, then it is smooth of dimension h1(Z1,L)−h1(OZ1)+(l′, Z) and irreducible.

Let’s recall from [N19] the analouge of the theroems about dominance of Abel maps in the relative

setup:

Definition 5.0.2. [N19] Fix an arbitrary singularity X̃ , a Chern class l′ ∈ −S ′, an integer effective

cycle Z ≥ E, a cycle Z1 ≤ Z and a line bundle L ∈ PicR1(l
′)(Z1) as above. We say that the pair

(l′,L) is relative dominant on the cycle Z, if the closure of r−1(L) ∩ Im(cl
′

(Z)) is r−1(L).

Theorem 5.0.3. [N19] One has the following facts:

(1) If (l′,L) is relative dominant on the cycle Z, then ECal
′,L(Z) is nonempty and h1(Z,L) =

h1(Z1,L) for any generic line bundle L ∈ r−1(L).
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(2) (l′,L) is relative dominant on the cycle Z, if and only if for all 0 < l ≤ Z, l ∈ L one has

χ(−l′)− h1(Z1,L) < χ(−l′ + l)− h1((Z − l)1,L(−l)).

, where we denote (Z − l)1 = min(Z − l, Z1).

Theorem 5.0.4. [N19] Fix an arbitrary singularity X̃, a Chern class l′ ∈ −S ′, an integer effective

cycle Z ≥ E, a cycle Z1 ≤ Z and a line bundle L ∈ PicR1(l
′)(Z1) as in Theorem 5.0.3. Then for

any L ∈ r−1(L) one has

h1(Z,L) ≥ χ(−l′)−min0≤l≤Z, l∈L{χ(−l′ + l)− h1((Z − l)1,L(−l)) }, or equivalently,

h0(Z,L) ≥ max0≤l≤Z, l∈L{χ(Z − l,L(−l)) + h1((Z − l)1,L(−l)) }.

Furthermore, if L is generic in r−1(L) then in both inequalities we have equalities.

5.1. Relatively generic analytic structures. In the following we recall the results from [N19]

about relatively generic analytic structures:

Let’s fix a a topological type, in other words a resolution graph T with vertex set V , we consider

a partition V = V1 ∪ V2.

They define two (not necessarily connected) subgraphs T1 and T2.

We call the intersection of an exceptional divisor from V1 with an exceptional divisor from V2 a

contact point.

For any Z ∈ L = L(T ) we write Z = Z1 + Z2, where Zi ∈ L(Ti) is supported in Ti (i = 1, 2).

Furthermore, parallel to the restrictions ri : Pic(Z) → Pic(Zi) one also has the (cohomological)

restriction operators Ri : L′(T ) → L′
i := L′(Ti) (defined as Ri(E

∗
v (T )) = E∗

v (Ti) if v ∈ Vi, and

Ri(E
∗
v (T )) = 0 otherwise).

For any l′ ∈ L′(T ) and any L ∈ Picl
′

(Z) it satisfies c1(ri(L)) = Ri(c1(L)).

In the following for the sake of simplicity we will denote r = r1 and R = R1.

Furthermore let’s have a fixed analytic type X̃1 for the subgraph T1 (if T1 is disconnected, then

an analytic type for each of its connected components).

Also for each vertex v2 ∈ V2 which has got a neighbour v1 in V1 we fix a cut Dv2 on X̃1, along we

glue the exceptional divisor Ev2 . This means that Dv2 is a divisor, which intersects the exceptional

divisor Ev1 transversally in one point and we will glue the tubular neighborhood of the exceptional

divisor Ev2 in a way, such that Ev2 ∩ X̃1 = Dv2 .

If for some vertex v2 ∈ V2, which has got a neighbour in V1 we don’t say explicitely what is the

fixed cut, then it should be understood in the way that we glue the exceptional divisor Ev2 along a

generic cut.

Let’s glue the tubular neihgbourhoods of the exceptional divisors Ev2 , v2 ∈ V2 with the above

conditions generically to the fixed resolution X̃1. We get a singularity X̃ with resolution graph T

and we say that X̃ is a relatively generic singularity corresponding to the analytical structure X̃1

and the cuts Dv2 .

For the more precise explanation of relative genericity look at [N19].

We have the following theorems with this setup from [N19]:

Theorem 5.1.1. [N19] Let’s have the setup as above and let’s have furthermore an effective cycle

Z on X̃ and let’s have Z = Z1 + Z2, where |Z1| ⊂ V1 and |Z2| ⊂ V2.

Let’s have the natural line bundle L = O
X̃
(l′) on X̃, such that l′ = −

∑
v∈V avEv ∈ L′

T , with

av > 0, v ∈ V2 ∩ |Z|, and let’s denote c1(L|Z) = l′Z ∈ L′
|Z|, furthermore let’s denote L = L|Z1, then

we have the following:
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We have H0(Z,L)reg 6= ∅ if and only if (l′,L) is relative dominant on the cycle Z or equivalently:

χ(−l′)− h1(Z1,L) < χ(−l′ + l)− h1((Z − l)1,L(−l)),

for all 0 < l ≤ Z.

Theorem 5.1.2. [N19] Let’s have the same setup as in part 1), then we have:

h1(Z,L) = h1(Z,Lgen),

where Lgen is a generic line bundle in r−1(L) ⊂ Picl
′
m(Z), or equivalently:

h1(Z,L) = χ(−l′)− min
0≤l≤Z

(χ(−l′ + l)− h1((Z − l)1,L(−l))).

Theorem 5.1.3. [N19] Let’s have a natural line bundle L = O
X̃
(l′) on X̃, such that l′ = −

∑
v∈V avEv,

and assume that av 6= 0 if v ∈ V2 ∩ |Z|.

Let’s denote c1(L|Z) = l′Z ∈ L′
|Z| and L = L|Z1.

Assume that H0(Z,L)reg 6= ∅, and pick an arbitrary D ∈ (cl
′
Z (Z))−1L ⊂ ECal

′
Z ,L(Z). Then

cl
′
m(Z) : ECal

′
m,L(Z) → r−1(L) is a submersion in D, and h1(Z,L) = h1(Z1,L).

In particular the map cl
′
Z (Z) : ECal

′
Z ,L(Z) → r−1(L) is dominant, which means that (l′m,L) is

relative dominant on the cycle Z, or equivalently:

χ(−l′)− h1(Z1,L) < χ(−l′ + l)− h1((Z − l)1,L(−l)),

for all 0 < l ≤ Z.

Remark 5.1.4. In the theorems above in any formula one can replace l′ with l′Z , since for every

0 ≤ l ≤ Z one has χ(−l′)− χ(−l′ + l) = χ(−l′Z)− χ(−l′Z + l) = −(l′, l)− χ(l).

6. Base points of natural line bundles on relatively generic surface singularities

In the following we want to determine the base points of natural line bundles on relatively generic

surface singularities, so the set up is the following:

Let T1 ⊂ T be two resolution graphs, and let X̃1 be a fixed singularity corresponding to T1 (If T1

is nonconnected then a bunch of singularities still denoted by X̃1).

For every vertex v ∈ V \V1 which has got a neighbour n(v) in V1 we fix a smooth divisor Dv on X̃1

which intersects En(v) transversally in a regular point, such that we glue the tubular neighborhood

of the exceptional divisor Ev along Dv.

Now let’s have a relatively generic singularity X̃ with resolution graph T , with respect to X̃1 and

the cuts Dv.

Let’s also fix a natural line bundle L on X̃, we wish to determine the base point structure of

the line bundle L, so that what are the base points on different exceptional divisors, and how much

times we should blow up them until they stop being base points.

We have the following theorem about it, we state in a bit more general form because of technical

reasons:

Theorem 6.0.1. Let’s have three rational homology sphere resolution graphs T1 ⊂ T ⊂ T ′ and a

fixed singularity X̃1 corresponding to the resolution graph T1 and for every vertex v ∈ V ′ such that

v has a neighbour in V a cut Dv.
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Let X̃ ′ be a relatively generic singularity with resolution graph T ′ with respect to X̃1 and the cuts

Dv, then the subsingularity X̃ with resolution graph T is certainly also a relatively generic singularity

with respect to X̃1 and the cuts Dv. Let’s have furthermore an element l′top ∈ L′
T ′ , such that if v ∈ V

we have (l′top)v > 0. Let’s denote R(l′top) = l′d ∈ L′
T and L = O

X̃1
(−l′top), Ld = O

X̃
(−l′top). Assume

that (−ld,OX̃1
(−l′top)) is relatively dominant, which by Theorem5.1.1 is euqivalent to the fact that

H0(X̃,Ld)reg 6= ∅ and h1(X̃1,L) = h1(X̃,Ld).

Assume furthermore that the line bundle L has got no base points on X̃1, then we have the

following:

1) The line bundle Ld has got no base points at the intersection points of exceptional divisors,

and it has got only simple base points.

2) If v ∈ V, then Ld has got base point along the exceptional divisor Ev if and only if there exists

a cycle A ≥ Ev, such that:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 = χ(l′d +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)),

and if there is a base point on Ev, then there are −(l′d, Ev) distinct base points along the exceptional

divisor Ev.

Proof. Notice that the fact that the pair (−l′d,OX̃1
(−l′top)) is relatively dominant is by Theorem5.0.3

equivalent to:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l)),

for all 0 < l ∈ LT .

We will prove statements 1) and 2), by a simultaneous induction on the parameter pg(X̃)−pg(X̃1).

6.1. Proof in the base case pg(X̃) = pg(X̃1). We will first prove the theorem in the following in

the simplest case pg(X̃) = pg(X̃1).

In this case since the line bundle L has got no base points on X̃1, we get that Lm hasn’t got also

any base points.

Indeed if s ∈ H0(X̃1,L)reg is a generic section and D = |s|, then if we have a divisor D′ on

X̃ such that the restriction of D′ equals D, then by the condition pg(X̃) = pg(X̃1) we get that

O
X̃
(D′) = Ld. This proves indeed that the line bundle Ld hasn’t got any base points too.

So in this case we only need to prove that if −(l′d, Ev) > 0 and A > 0, A ∈ LT , such that Ev ∈ |A|,

then one has:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 < χ(l′d +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)),

Asume to the contrary that:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 = χ(l′d +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)),

Let’s have the only line bundle Lgen ∈ Pic−l′d(X̃), such that r(Lgen) = L, we know that Lgen = Ld

and it is oviously relatively generic.

Let’s have the following exact sequence:

0 → H0(X̃,Lgen(−Ev)) → H0(X̃,Lgen) → H0(Ev,Lgen) → H1(X̃,Lgen(−Ev)) → H1(X̃,Lgen) → 0.

By Theorem5.1.2 we have:

h1(X̃,Lgen(−Ev)) = χ(l′d + Ev)− min
0≤l∈LT

(χ(l′d + Ev + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l − Ev))).
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h1(X̃,Lgen(−Ev)) = χ(l′d+Ev)−(χ(l′d+A)−h1(X̃1,L(−A))) = χ(l′d+Ev)−(χ(l′d)−h1(X̃1,L)+1).

h1(X̃,Lgen(−Ev)) = −(l′d, Ev) + h1(X̃1,L).

It means by the exact sequence that the dimension of the image of the map H0(X̃,Lgen) →

H0(Ev,Lgen) is 1, which means that Ld = Lgen has got a base point on Ev, which is a contradiction.

Since there are no base points of the line bundle Ld part 2) is obvious, which means we are done

with the case pg(X̃) = pg(X̃1).

Let’s consider next the induction step, so assume that pg(X̃)− pg(X̃1) = k and we know part 1)

and 2) in cases when pg(X̃)− pg(X̃1) < k.

6.2. Proof that there are no base points at the intersection points of exceptional divisors.

Assume that the line bundle Ld has got a base point at the intersection point of two exceptional

divisors Ev and Ew, and let’s blow up this intersection point, and let the new exceptional divisor

be Enew .

Let X̃1,new, X̃new, X̃
′
new be the blow up of X̃1, X̃, X̃ ′ (notice that X̃1,new = X̃1 if and only if

v, w /∈ V1).

Notice that X̃ ′
new is a relatively generic singularity with respect to X̃1,new and the strict transforms

of the original cuts.

We are enough to prove that the pair (−π∗(l′d),OX̃1,new
(−π∗(l′top))) is relatively dominant on

X̃new, because it would yield H0(O
X̃new

(−π∗(l′top)))reg 6= ∅, which is a contradiction to the fact that

the line bundle Ld has got a base point at the intersection point of the two exceptional divisors Ev

and Ew.

Let’s denote L′ = O
X̃1,new

(−π∗(l′top)), so we have to prove that for all cycles l ∈ L and nonnegative

integer a ≥ 0, such that if l = 0, then a > 0, we have:

χ(π∗(l′d))− h1(X̃1,new,L
′) < χ(π∗(l′d + l) + aEnew)− h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−π∗(l)− aEnew)).

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l) +
a(a+ 1)

2
− h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−π∗(l)− aEnew)),

where we have L′ = O
X̃′

1,new
(−π∗(l′top)).

The conditions for the cycle l and the number a express the facts that π∗(l′d) + π∗(l) + aEnew >

π∗(l′d) and π∗(l′d + l) + aEnew ∈ S′
new .

First assume that l = 0 and a > 0.

Now we have two cases:

If v, w /∈ V1, then we have h1(X̃1,new,L′(−π∗(l)−aEnew)) = h1(X̃1,L), so we have to prove that:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d) +
a(a+ 1)

2
− h1(X̃1,L),

which is trivial.

In the other case if v or w is in V1, then we have Enew ∈ V1,new and we have to prove that:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,new,L
′) < χ(l′d) +

a(a+ 1)

2
− h1(X̃1,new ,L

′(−aEnew)).

−h1(X̃1,new,L
′) <

a(a+ 1)

2
− h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−aEnew)).
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We know thatH0(X̃1,new,L′(−aEnew)) ⊂ H0(X̃1,new,L′) andH0(X̃1,new ,L′(−aEnew)) 6= H0(X̃1,new,L′)

because the line bundle L doesn’t have a base point on X̃1, from which we get:

h1(X̃1,new,L
′)− χ(−c1(L′)) > h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−aEnew))− χ(−c1(L′) + aEnew).

This exactly gives:

h1(X̃1,new,L
′) +

a(a+ 1)

2
> h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−aEnew)).

Now assume in the following that l > 0 and a ≥ 0, in this case we have to prove:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l) +
a(a+ 1)

2
− h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−π∗(l)− aEnew)).

We know that (−l′d,L) is relatively dominant, which means:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l)).

It means that we only have to prove that a(a+1)
2 −h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−π∗(l)−aEnew)) ≥ −h1(X̃1,L(−l)).

We know that h1(X̃1,L(−l)) = h1(X̃1,new,L′(−π∗(l)))and H0(X̃1,new,L′(−π∗(l) − aEnew)) ⊂

H0(X̃1,new,L
′(−π∗(l))) , so we get:

h1(X̃1,new,L
′(−π∗(l)))−χ(−c1(L′(−π∗(l)))) ≥ h1(X̃1,new,L

′−(π∗(l)+aEnew))−χ(−c1(L′(−π∗(l)−aEnew))).

This exactly gives:

h1(X̃1,new,L
′(−π∗(l))) ≥ h1(X̃1,new,L

′(−π∗(l)− aEnew))−
a(a+ 1)

2
.

Now we have proved that the line bundle Ld hasn’t got a base point at the intersection point of

exceptional divisors.

6.3. Proof that the line bundle Ld has got only simple base points. In the following we

want to prove that the line bundle Ld has got only simple base points.

We know that pg(X̃) > pg(X̃1), which means by [NN18a] that there is a vertex u ∈ V \ V1 such

that, there are differential forms in H1(O
X̃
)∗ ∼= H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2

X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
), which have got pole

on the exceptional divisor Eu.

Let’s blow up Eu in generic points sequentially and let the new vertices be u0 = u, u1, · · · , ut and

let t be the maximal positive integer, such that there are nonzero differential forms in H1(O
X̃
)∗ ∼=

H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2
X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
) having pole on Eut

.

Let’s denote the new blowed up singularities by X̃b,1 = X̃1, X̃
′
b, X̃b and let’s denote the subsingu-

larity with resolution graph T \ut∪u1, · · · , ut−1 by X̃s, notice that in the case t = 0 the singularity

X̃s is not nessecarily connected.

If t > 0 then let’s denote the intersection point Eut−1 ∩ Eut
by q and if t = 0 then let’s denote

the set of intersection points Eu ∩ (E − Eu) by (q1, · · · , qk).

We know that pg(X̃s)−pg(X̃1) < pg(X̃)−pg(X̃1) and X̃s is relatively generic to X̃1, which means

that we can use our statements for the pair of singularities (X̃s, X̃1).

Let’s look at the line bundle Ls = O
X̃s

(−π∗(l′top)), first notice that the pair (−Rs(π
∗(l′d)),L) is

relatively dominant on X̃s because of H0(X̃s,Ls)reg 6= ∅, so by induction we know that Ls has got

only simple base points only at regular points of the exceptional divisors Ev, where v ∈ Vs.

We also know by simultaneous induction hypothesis that if Ls has got base point on Ev, where

v ∈ Vs, then it has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint base points at regular points of Ev.
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This of course would mean that O
X̃b

(−π∗(l′top)) and then also Ld has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint base

points at regular points of Ev, and then trivially they are simple base points.

So we can assume in the following that v ∈ V and Ls hasn’t got a base point on Ev, it means in

particular that a generic section s ∈ H0(X̃s,Ls) has got a divisor which has got −(l′d, Ev) dijsoint

transversal cuts on the regular part of the exceptional divisor Ev.

Let’s have a large number N , such that dim(Im(c−NE∗
ut )) = e

X̃b
(ut), and let’s blow up the

exceptional divisor Eut
in N distinct generic points p1, · · · pN , and let the new exceptional divisors

be Ew1 , · · · , EwN
.

Let’s denote the new singularity by X̃new and let’s denote its subsingularity with vertex set

V ∪ u1, · · · , ut by X̃u, we have obviously pg(X̃u) = pg(X̃new) = pg(X̃).

We know again that X̃new has got a relatively generic analytic structure with respect to X̃1 and

the cuts.

Indeed by the defniniton of t the differental forms in H0(X̃ \E,Ω2
X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
) have got no pole

along the exceptional divisors Ew1 , · · · , EwN
.

It means also that Pic−π∗(l′d)(X̃new) ∼= Pic−Ru(π
∗(l′d))(X̃u) and the isomorphism map is given by

the restriction map ru (Ru is the corresponding cohomological restriction operator).

Next we will deform the analytic structure of X̃new in such a way that doesn’t change the analytic

type of X̃1 and the cuts.

We fix the analytic type of the subsingularity X̃u and change the plumbing with the tubular

neighborhood of the exceptional divisors be Ew1 , · · · , EwN
in such a way that we move the contact

points p1, · · · , pN .

Notice that from the definition of the number t the cohomological cycle of X̃u has got multiplicity

one on the vertex ut, which means, that if D′ is a smooth divisor intersecting the exceptional divisor

Eut
at a regular point transversally then the line bundle O

X̃u
(D′) depends only on the intersection

point D′ ∩Eut
.

We will use the fact that if we move the contact points p1, · · · , pN and the plumbing with the

tubular neighborhood of the exceptional divisors be Ew1 , · · · , EwN
minorly then the given analytic

type on X̃new remains relatively generic.

Notice that if we move the contact points p1, · · · , pN , then the possible values of the restricted

line bundle Lu = ru(π
∗(Ld)) cover an open set in r−1

s (Ls) ⊂ Pic−Ru(π
∗(l′d))(X̃u), because of

dim(Im(c−NE∗
ut )) = e

X̃b
(ut) and the fact that the coefficients of Ew1 , · · · , EwN

are positive in

π∗(l′top).

It means that for a generic choice of the contact points p1, · · · , pN along the deformation process

the line bundle Lu becomes a generic line bundle in r−1
s (Ls).

Notice that a generic section s ∈ H0(X̃s,Ls) has got a divisor which has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint

cuts on the exceptional divisor Ev, which means that for a generic line bundle Lu ∈ r−1
s (Ls) the

generic section in H0(X̃u,Lu) has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint cuts on the exceptional divisor Ev.

Indeed it follows from the existence of the two dominant mapsH0(X̃s,Ls)reg,q → ECa−π∗(l′top),Ls(Z) →

r−1
s (Ls), where H0(X̃s,Ls)reg,q is the open set of regular sections, which don’t vanish at the point

q ( or at the points q1, · · · , qk, if t = 0) and Z is a very large cycle.

The first map simply takes a section to its divisor and the second map is the Abel map c−π∗(l′top)(Z)

restricted to the subset ECa−π∗(l′top),Ls(Z) ⊂ ECa−π∗(l′top)(Z), so the relative Abel map.

The first map is clearly surjective since every divisor D ∈ ECa−π∗(l′top),Ls(Z) determines the line

bundle Ls on the subsingularity X̃s and the second map is also dominant since for a generic line

bundle Lu ∈ r−1
s (Ls) we have H0(X̃u,Lu)reg 6= ∅.
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Since the generic section in H0(X̃s,Ls)reg,q has got a divisor which has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint

arrows on the exceptional divisor Ev it indeed follows that the generic section in H0(X̃u,Lu) has

got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint arrows on the exceptional divisor Ev.

Using the isomorphism Pic−π∗(l′d)(X̃new) ∼= Pic−Ru(π
∗(l′d))(X̃u), and the fact that Lu doesn’t have

base points at the intersection of exceptional divisors we get that the line bundle O
X̃new

(−π∗(l′top))

has got a section which has got −(l′d, Ev) dijsoint arrows on the exceptional divisor Ev, which means

that it can have only simple base points on the exceptional divisor Ev and we have proved part 1).

6.4. Proof of part 2). For part 2) let’s prove first the easier direction that if v ∈ V , and there

exists a cycle A ≥ Ev, such that:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 = χ(l′d +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)),

then there are −(l′d, Ev) distinct base points along Ev.

Let’s look at the the following exact sequence:

0 → H0(X̃,Ld(−Ev)) → H0(X̃,Ld) → H0(Ev,Ld) → H1(X̃,Ld(−Ev)) → H1(X̃,Ld) → 0.

Notice that h1(X̃,Ld) = h1(X̃1,L) and we have the following by Theorem5.1.2:

h1(X̃,Ld(−Ev)) = χ(l′d + Ev)− min
0≤l∈LT

(χ(l′d + Ev + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l − Ev)).

h1(X̃,Ld(−Ev)) = χ(l′d + Ev)− (χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1) = −(l′d, Ev) + h1(X̃1,L).

This means that the dimension of the image of the map H0(X̃,Lm) → H0(Ev,Ld) is 1, and since

there are only simple base points on Ev by part 1), we get that there −(l′d, Ev) disjoint base points

along Ev.

Now assume in the following that v ∈ V and for every A ≥ Ev, one has:

χ(l′d)− h1(X̃1,L) + 1 < χ(l′d +A)− h1(X̃1,L(−A)),

By the same calculation as before we immediately get that the dimension of the image of the map

H0(X̃,Ld) → H0(Ev,Ld) is more than 1, so at least we get that there can’t be −(l′d, Ev) disjoint

base points along the exceptional divisor Ev.

We know that pg(X̃) > pg(X̃1), which means similarly as in the proof of part 1) that there is a

vertex u ∈ V \ V1, such that there are differential forms in H1(O
X̃
)∗ ∼= H0(X̃ \E,Ω2

X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
),

which have got pole on the exceptional divisor Eu.

Let’s blow up Eu in generic points sequentially and let the new vertices be u0 = u, u1, · · · , ut and

let t be the maximal positive integer, such that there are nonzero differential forms in H1(O
X̃
)∗ ∼=

H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2
X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
) having pole on Eut

.

Let’s denote the blown up singularities by X̃b,1 = X̃1, X̃
′
b, X̃b and let’s denote the subsingularity

with resolution graph T \ ut ∪ u1, · · · , ut−1 by X̃s, notice that in the case t = 0 the singularity X̃s

is not nessecarily connected.

Notice that X̃s is a relatively generic singularity corresponding to X̃1 and the cuts and X̃b is a

relatively generic singularity corresponding to X̃s (and generic cut or cuts).

We know that pg(X̃s)−pg(X̃1) < pg(X̃)−pg(X̃1) and X̃s is relatively generic to X̃1, which means

that we can use our statements for the pair (X̃s, X̃1).

Let’s denote Ls = π∗(Ld)|X̃s.
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From the fact that the dimension of the image of the map H0(X̃,Ld) → H0(Ev,Ld) is more than

1 we get immediately that the dimension of the image of the map H0(X̃s,Ls) → H0(Ev,Ls) is more

than 1.

Now we can use the induction hipothesis for the pair (X̃s, X̃1) to get that the line bundle Ls

hasn’t got a base point on Ev.

If Ls has got some base points on X̃s outside of Ev, then we can blow them up.

This means that we reduced the statement of part 2) to the case, when |V \ V1| = 1, say this is

a vertex called u, and the differential forms in H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2
X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
) have got a pole on the

divisor Eu with order at most 1.

We have to prove that if v ∈ V arbitrary and the dimension of the image of the map H0(X̃,Ld) →

H0(Ev,Ld) is more than 1, then Ld hasn’t got a base point along the exceptional divisor Ev.

We prove first the next key lemma:

Lemma 6.4.1. Let’s have the setup above and a vertex v ∈ V such that the dimension of the image

of the map H0(X̃,Ld) → H0(Ev,Ld) is more than 1 and let p ∈ Ev be a generic point and let’s blow

up the exceptional divisor Ev in p.

Let’s denote the new exceptional divisor be Enew and the new singularities be X̃1,new, X̃new, X̃
′
new.

1) Assume that v ∈ V1 and let’s have the line bundle Lnew = π∗(L)(−Enew) on X̃1,new, we claim

that (−π∗(l′d)− Enew,Lnew) is relatively dominant on X̃new.

2) Assume that v = u, we claim that (−π∗(l′d)− Enew,L) is relatively dominant on X̃new.

Proof. For 1) by Theorem5.0.3 we have to prove that for all cycles 0 < π∗(l)+ aEnew ∈ LTnew
, such

that π∗(l′d) + (a + 1)Enew + π∗(l) ∈ S′
Tnew

and H0(X̃1,new, π
∗(L)(−π∗(l)− (a + 1)Enew))0 6= ∅ one

has:

χ(π∗(l′d)+Enew)−h1(X̃1,new,Lnew) < χ(π∗(l′d)+(a+1)Enew+π∗(l))−h1(X̃1,new, π
∗(L)(−π∗(l)−(a+1)Enew)).

We know that h1(X̃1,new,Lnew) = h1(X̃1,L) since the line bundle L hasn’t got a base point at

the point p.

χ(l′d) + 1− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l) +
(a+ 1)(a+ 2)

2
− h1(X̃1,new, π

∗(L)(−π∗(l)− (a+ 1)Enew)).

If l > 0 we know that:

χ(l′d) + 1− h1(X̃1,L) ≤ χ(l′d + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l)).

It means that we only have to prove:

(a+ 1)(a+ 2)

2
− h1(X̃1,new , π

∗(L)(−π∗(l)− (a+ 1)Enew)) > −h1(X̃1,L(−l)).

However it immediately follows from H0(X̃1,L(−l))reg 6= ∅, H0(X̃1,new, π
∗(L)(−π∗(l) − (a +

1)Enew)) ⊂ H0(X̃1,L(−l)) and H0(X̃1,new, π
∗(L)(−π∗(l) − (a + 1)Enew)) 6= H0(X̃1,L(−l)), since

the line bundle L(−l) hasn’t got a base point at p, because p is a generic point on Ev.

If l = 0, then we have a > 0 and we have to prove:

1− h1(X̃1,new , π
∗(L)(−Enew)) <

(a+ 1)(a+ 2)

2
− h1(X̃1,new, π

∗(L)(−(a + 1)Enew)).



18 J. Nagy

For this we only have to prove that H0(X̃1,new, π
∗(L)(−Enew)) 6= H0(X̃1,new, π

∗(L)(−(a +

1)Enew)), but this immediately follows from the fact that L hasn’t got a base point on Ev, so

the generic section s ∈ H0(X̃1,L) has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint arrows on Ev.

For part 2) we have to prove that for all cycles 0 < π∗(l) + aEnew ∈ LTnew
, such that π∗(l′d) +

(a+ 1)Enew + π∗(l) ∈ S′
Tnew

and H0(X̃1,L(−π∗(l)− (a+ 1)Enew))reg 6= ∅ one has:

χ(π∗(l′d) +Enew)− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(π∗(l′d) + (a+1)Enew + π∗(l))− h1(X̃1,L(−π∗(l)− (a+1)Enew)).

χ(l′d) + 1− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l) +
(a+ 1)(a+ 2)

2
− h1(X̃1,L(−l)).

If lv > 0 we know that:

χ(l′d) + 1− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l)).

The statement immediately follows in this case, since (a+1)(a+2)
2 ≥ 0.

On the other hand if l > 0, but lv = 0, then we have a ≥ 0 and so (a+1)(a+2)
2 ≥ 1, and

χ(l′d) + 1− h1(X̃1,L) ≤ χ(l′d + l)− h1(X̃1,L(−l)) and the statement follows again immediately.

If l = 0, then we have a > 0 and we have to prove:

χ(l′d) + 1− h1(X̃1,L) < χ(l′d) +
(a+ 1)(a+ 2)

2
− h1(X̃1,L).

Notice that this is also trivial, because if a > 0, then one has (a+1)(a+2)
2 > 1. �

Now let’s continue to prove part 2) of our main theorem.

Assume that v ∈ V1, which is equivalent to v 6= u.

We know that there is a large positive integer N , such that dim(Im(c−NE∗
u(Z))) = e

X̃
(u) where

Z is a large cycle on X̃ and let’s blow up Eu in N different generic points p1, · · · pN and let the new

exceptional divisors be Ew1 , · · · , EwN
.

Let’s denote the new singularites we get by X̃new, X̃
′
new and let’s denote its subsingularity with

vertex set V by X̃u.

We know that the differential forms in H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2
X̃
)/H0(X̃,Ω2

X̃
) haven’t got a pole along

the divisors Ew1 , · · · , EwN
, which means that e

X̃new
(wi) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and it yields

pg(X̃u) = pg(X̃).

We know that the differential forms in H0(X̃ \ E,Ω2
X̃u

)/H0(X̃,Ω2
X̃u

) have got a pole on the

exceptional divisor Eu of order at most 1 which means that if D′ is a smooth divisor in X̃u which

intersects the exceptional divisor Eu at a regular point then the line bundle O
X̃u

(D′) depends only

on the intersection point D′ ∩Eu.

Let’s denote l′u = Ru(π
∗(l′d)), we know that Pic−π∗(l′d)(X̃new) ∼= Pic−l′u(X̃u) and the isomorphism

map is given by the restriction map ru.

As before we will again deform the relatively generic analytic structure X̃ ′
new by changing the

plumbing with the tubular neighborhoods of the exceptional divisors be Ew1 , · · · , EwN
while moving

the contact points p1, · · · , pN .

If we do such a minor deformation then the analytic structure on X̃ ′
new still remains relatively

generic with respect to X̃1 and the cuts.

Now notice that if we move the contact points p1, · · · , pN , then the restricted line bundle Lu =

ru(OX̃new
(−π∗(l′top))) cover an open set in r−1(L) ⊂ Pic−l′u(X̃u), because of dim(Im(c−NE∗

u)) =

e
X̃
(u) and the fact that the coefficients of Ew1 , · · · , EwN

are positive in π∗(l′top).
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It means that for a generic choice of the contact points p1, · · · , pN the line bundle Lu is a generic

line bundle in r−1(L).

This means that we have to prove that a generic line bundle Lu ∈ r−1(L) hasn’t got a base point

on Ev.

Now let’s have a large cycle Z on X̃u and let’s look at the space ECa−l′u,L(Z) ⊂ ECa−l′u(Z)

consisting of divisors D ∈ ECa−l′u(Z), such that r(D) gives the line bundle L on X̃1, this is a

smooth and irreducible subspace by Theorem5.0.1.

Assume that a generic line bundle Lu ∈ r−1(L) has got a base point on the exceptional divisor

Ev.

Since the relative Abel map ECa−l′u,L(Z) → r−1(L) is dominant and ECa−l′u,L(Z) is irreducible,

this means that there is open subset U ∈ ECa−l′u,L(Z) and a map f : U → Ev, such that f(D) ∈ |D|

is a base point of the line bundle O
X̃u

(D).

Now let’s have a generic divisor D ∈ U which has got −(l′d, Ev) disjoint arrows on the regular

part of Ev and let’s blow up Ev at the generic point f(D), let the new exceptional divisor be Ef(D).

Let the blown up of X̃1, X̃u, X̃
′ be respectively X̃1,b, X̃b, X̃

′
b and let’s denote the line bundle

Lb = π∗(L)⊗O
X̃1,b

(−Ef(D)), and let’s denote Zb = Z + (Zv − 1)Ef(D).

We know that ECa−l′u,L(Z) ∩ ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(Zb) = ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D),Lb(Zb).

Of course we can assume thatD is so generic such that the intersection ECa−l′u,L(Z)∩ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(Zb)

is transvesal in D.

If we look at a small open neighborhood U1 ⊂ ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D),Lb(Zb) of D, then we get by the

continuity of the map f that if D′ ∈ U1, then f(D′) = f(D).

This means that f(D) = f(D′) is a base point of the line bundle O
X̃u

(D′), so h1(O
X̃b

(D′)) =

h1(O
X̃u

(D′)) + 1 = h1(X̃1,L) + 1.

We get that the map ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D),Lb(Zb) → r−1(Lb) ⊂ Pic−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(X̃b) cannot be

a submersion in any of the points D′ ∈ U1, because otherwise we would have h1(O
X̃b

(D′)) =

h1(X̃1,b,Lb) = h1(X̃1,L).

Indeed we know by [NN18a] that h1(O
X̃b

(D′)) equals the codimension of the image of the tangent

map TD′(c−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(Zb)) and h1(X̃1,b,Lb) equals the codimension of the image of the tangent

map Tr(D′)(c
−R(π∗(l′u)−Ef(D))(Z1,b)).

On the other hand if the map ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D),Lb(Zb) → r−1(Lb) ⊂ Pic−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(X̃b) would

be a submersion in the point D′ then the image of the tangent map TD′(c−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(Zb)) would

contain the tangent space of r−1(Lb).

Also we know that the projection of the image of the tangent map TD′(c−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D)(Zb))

is exaxtly the image of the tangent map Tr(D′)(c
−R(π∗(l′u)−Ef(D))(Z1,b)), so we would get indeed

h1(O
X̃b

(D′)) = h1(X̃1,b,Lb), which is impossible.

On the other hand by part 1) of Lemma6.4.1 we know that the map ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D),Lb(Zb) →

r−1(Lb) is dominant, and this is a contradiction, since U1 ⊂ ECa−π∗(l′u)−Ef(D),Lb(Zb) is open.

If v = u the proof is the very same if one use part 2) of Lemma6.4.1 just even simpler, so we have

proved our main theorem completely. �

7. Multiplicity of relatively generic surface singularities

In the previous section we proved our main Theorem6.0.1 about the number of simple base points

of natural line bundles on relatively generic surface singularities.

In this section we aim to ivestigate the multiplicity of a relatively generic singularity X̃.
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The first step to is to determine the maximal cycle Zmax ∈ L, so the minimal cycle, such that

H0(O
X̃
(−Zmax))reg 6= ∅, however we know from [N19] that Zmax is the minimal cycle, such that:

χ(Zmax)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax)) < χ(Zmax + l)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax − l)),

for all cycles l > 0.

Notice that this can be computed combinatorially just from the subsingularity X̃1 and the cuts

Dv.

In order to determine the multiplicity of the singularity we need to know the base point structure

of the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax).

From Theorem6.0.1 we know how many simple base points the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) has on

the regular part of an exceptional divisor Ev, however to compute the multiplicity of the singularity

we also need to know for a base point that for which number t it is t-simple.

We have the following inequality about it in the following proposition:

Proposition 7.0.1. Let’s have two rational homology sphere resolution graphs T1, T , a singularity

X̃1 with resolution graph T1 and a relatively generic singularity X̃ with resolution graph T with

respect to the singularity X̃1 (and cuts Dv on it). Assume that the line bundle O
X̃1

(−Zmax) hasn’t

got a base point.

Assume that v ∈ V is a vertex such that the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) has got a base point on it

and let t ≥ 1 be the maximal integer such that there exists a cycle A ≥ t ·Ev such that:

χ(Zmax)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax)) + 1 = χ(Zmax +A)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax −A)).

Let p be a base point of the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) on the exceptional divisor Ev and let tp ≥ 1 the

integer for which p is tp-simple, then we have tp ≥ t.

Proof. Let’s blow up Ev sequentially, and let the new exceptional divisors be Ev1 , · · ·Evi , let’s denote

the singularity we get after the i-th blowup by X̃i and the blow up map by π∗
i : X̃i → X̃

At the first step we blow up Ev at the base point p. At the i-th step if the line bundle

O
X̃i

(−π∗
i (Zmax)−

∑
1≤j≤i jEvj ) has got a base point on the divisor Evi , then we blow it up again

at the base point.

Let’s denote
∑

1≤j≤i jEvj = Ai.

Assume that i ≤ t− 1, then we will prove that O
X̃i

(−π∗
i (Zmax)−Ai) has got a base point on the

exceptional divisor Evi , from the alternative definition of tp we indeed get from it that tp ≥ t.

We will prove it by induction on i, if i = 0 this follows from our main Theorem6.0.1.

Now assume that the statement holds for 0, · · · , i−1 and notice that this means h1(O
X̃i

(−π∗
i (Zmax)−

Ai)) = i+ h1(O
X̃
(−Zmax)).

Let’s look at the following exact sequence, and let’s denote Li = O
X̃i

(−π∗
i (Zmax)) :

H0(X̃i,Li(−Ai)) → H0(Ei,Li(−Ai)) → H1(X̃i,Li(−Ai − Ei)) → H1(X̃i,Li(−Ai)) → 0

Notice first that h0(Ei,Li(−Ai)) = 2 and h1(X̃i,Li(−Ai)) = i+ h1(O
X̃
(−Zmax)).

It means that we only have to prove h1(X̃i,Li(−Ai − Ei)) ≥ i+ 1 + h1(O
X̃
(−Zmax)).

We know that there is a cycle A ≥ tEv such that:

χ(Zmax)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax)) + 1 = χ(Zmax +A)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax −A)).

It means that dim
(

H0(O
X̃
(−Zmax))

H0(O
X̃
(−Zmax−A))

)
= 1.
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Notice that H0(X̃i,OX̃i
(−π∗

i (Zmax +A))) ⊂ H0(X̃i,Li(−Ai − Ei)), which means that:

h1(X̃i,Li(−Ai − Ei)) ≥ h1(O
X̃i

(−π∗
i (Zmax +A))) + χ(π∗

i (Zmax) +Ai + Ei)− χ(π∗
i (Zmax +A)).

h1(X̃i,Li(−Ai − Ei)) ≥ h1(O
X̃
(−Zmax −A)) + χ(Zmax) + (i+ 2)− χ(Zmax +A).

We also know that h1(O
X̃
(−Zmax)) = h1(O

X̃
(−Zmax −A)) + χ(Zmax)− χ(Zmax +A) + 1.

We get from this that h1(X̃i,Li(−Ai − Ei)) ≥ i+ 1 + h1(O
X̃
(−Zmax)) and we are done.

�

Corollary 7.0.2. Let’s have two rational homology sphere resolution graphs T1, T , a singularity X̃1

with resolution graph T1 and a relatively generic singularity X̃ with resolution graph T with respect

to the singularity X̃1 (and cuts Dv on it). Assume that the line bundle O
X̃1

(−Zmax) hasn’t got a

base point.

For a vertex v ∈ V let tv be the maximal integer such that there exists a cycle A ≥ tv · Ev such

that:

χ(Zmax)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax)) + 1 = χ(Zmax +A)− h1(O
X̃1

(−Zmax −A)).

1) The multiplicity of the singularity X̃ is at least −Z2
max −

∑
v∈V(Zmax, Ev) · tv.

2) Suppose that tv = 0 for all vertices v ∈ V, that is there doesn’t exist a cycle A > 0 which

satisfies 7.0.2, then the multiplicity of the singularity X̃ is −Z2
max.

Proof. Part 1) follows from the fact that Mult(X̃) = −Z2
max +

∑
p∈B tp where B is the set of base

points and tp ≥ tv if p ∈ Ev.

Under the conditions of part 2) the line bundle O
X̃
(−Zmax) hasn’t got any base points from our

main Theorem6.0.1, so indeed we get Mult(X̃) = −Z2
max. �
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