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CLASSIFICATION OF SEXTICS OF TORUS TYPE

MUTSUO OKA anp DUC TAI PHO

Dedicated to Professor Tatsuo Suwa on his 60th birthday

ABSTRACT. In [E]7 the second author classified configurations of the singularities on tame
sextics of torus type. In this paper, we give a complete classification of the singularities on
irreducible sextics of torus type, without assuming the tameness of the sextics. We show that
there exists 121 configurations and there are 5 pairs and a triple of configurations for which

the corresponding moduli spaces coincide, ignoring the respective torus decomposition.

1. INTRODUCTION
We consider an irreducible sextics of torus type C defined by
(1) C:{(X,Y,Z) e PLH(X,Y,Z2)* + F5(X,Y, Z)* = 0}

where F;(X,Y,Z) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree i, for i = 2,3. We consider the
conic Cy = {F5(X,Y,Z) = 0} and the cubic C3 = {F3(X,Y,Z) = 0}. Let X(C) be the set
of singular points of C'. A singular point P € ¥(C) is called inner (respectively outer) with
respect to the given torus decomposition (fl) if P € Cy (resp. P ¢ Cs). We say that C is
tame if £(C) C Cy N C5. For tame sextics of torus type, there are 25 local singularity types
among which 20 appear on irreducible sextics of torus type by [. As global singularities,
there are 43 configurations of singularities on irreducible tame torus curves. The result in [ff]
is valid for non-tame sextics of torus type as the sub-configurations of the inner singularities
on sextics of torus type. We call them the inner configuration. In this paper, we complete the
classification of configurations of the singularities on irreducible sextics of torus type.

This paper is composed as follows. In §2, we give the list of topological types for outer
singularities and explain basic degenerations among singularities. In §3, we study possible
outer configurations of singularities. We start from a given inner configuration, and we de-
termine the possible singularities which can be inserted outside of the conic Cy. We prove
that there exist 121 configurations of singularities of non-tame sextics among which there
exist 21 maximal configurations (Theorem [}, Corollary f{). In §4, we introduce the notions
of a distinguished configuration moduli space and a reduced configuration moduli space and a
minimal moduli slice. Minimal moduli slices are very convenient for the topological study of
plane curves. We prove that the dimension of a minimal slice is equal to the expected minimal
dimension (Theorem [[T). In §5, we give normal forms for the maximal configurations. In this
process, we show that the moduli spaces of certain configurations are not irreducible but their
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minimal slices have dimension zero and they have normal forms which are mutually inter-
changeable by a Galois action. However it is not clear if they are isomorphic in the classical
topology. See Proposition [[7 and Proposition [[J. We also prove that there exist 5 pairs and
a triple of configurations for which the moduli spaces are identical if we ignore the distinction
of inner and outer singularities (Theorem R(Q).

For reduced non-irreducible sextics of torus type, we will study their configurations in [[.

2. INNER AND OUTER SINGULARITIES

2.1. Inner and outer singularities. Let C' be an irreducible sextics defined by f(z,y) =0
where f = f3 + f2 and f;(z,y) is a polynomial of degree i for i = 2,3. Here (x,y) is the affine
coordinates © = X/Z,y =Y /Z. Let C3,C3 be the conic and the cubic defined by fo = 0 and
f3 = 0 respectively. We assume that the line at infinity is not a component of any of Cy, Cy
and C. Let P be a singular point of C'. A singular point P of C is called an inner singularity
(respectively an outer singularity) if P is on the intersection CoNC5 (resp. P ¢ CoNC3) with
respect to the torus decomposition ([l). We will see later that the notion of inner or outer
singularity depends on the choice of a torus expression. In [, second author classified inner
singularities. Simple singularities which appear as singularities on sextics of torus type are
Ao, As, Ag, A1, A4, A7, B, D4, Ds. We use the following normal forms.

An:y2+x"+1:0, Eﬁ:yg—‘,—[]jA:O, Dk:y2a:—|—xk_1

Non-simple inner singularities on irreducible sextics of torus type are the following ([f]):
B3,2j7j = 37 47 57 B4,67 C3,k7 k= 77 87 97 127 157 06,67 06,97 09,9 and Spl where

Byt y? + 29 = 0 (Brieskorn-Pham type)
Cpq: ¥P + 21+ 2%y? =0, %—I—% <1
Sp1: (y? —23)2 + (2y)3 =0

Note that B33 = D4. For outer singularities, a direct computation gives the following.

Proposition 1. Assume that C is an irreducible sextics of torus type and P € C is an outer
singularity with multiplicity m. Then m < 3 and the local topological type (C, P) is a simple
singularity and it takes one of the following.

1. If m =2, (C, P) is equivalent to one of Ay, Ag, ..., As.

2. If m =3, (C, P) is equivalent to one of Dy, D5, Eg.

Remark 2. The assertion is true for reduced sextics of torus type without the assumption of
irreducibility.

Proof. First observe that the sum of Milnor numbers of inner singularities is bounded by
12 from below, as the generic sextics of torus type has 6 As-singularities. By this observation
and by the genus formula (see §3), the sum of Milnor numbers of outer singularities is less
than or equal to 20 — 12 = 8. By the lower semi-continuity of Milnor number, the Milnor
number of (C, P) is greater than or equal to (m — 1)2, where m is the multiplicity of C' at P.
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Thus we get m < 3. The rest of the assertion is proved by an easy computation. We may
assume that P = O, where O is the origin. The generic form of f,, f3 are given as

fo(z,y) = ape v* + (ar1 ® + ap1) y + ago * + azp T + ago
(2) fo (@,y) := bos y* + (byz x + bo2) y® + (bos 2* 4 bys x + bos) y
+b30 :E3 + bgo :E2 + b10 T + boo

The condition P € C and P ¢ Cs says that agy = —t2,bgg = —t> for some ¢ € C*. Using the
condition f5(O) = f,(O) = 0 where f,, f, are partial derivatives in x and y respectively, we
eliminate coefficients bg; and by as
bor = g to apr, bigp = 3 to 610

We denote the Newton principal part of f by NPP(f,z,y). Assume that m = 2. Then
(C,0) = Aj generically. By the action of GL(3,C), we can assume that the tangent direction
of (C,0) is given by y = 0. The degeneration A; — A, is given by putting f,,(0) = f2y(0) =
0. A direct computation shows that the equivalent class (C,0) can be A for k < 5. For
example, to make the degeneration Ay — A3z, we put the coefficient of 23 in NPP(f,z,y) to
be zero. Then NPP(f,z,y) takes the form coy? + ciyz? + cox* with ¢ # 0 as m = 2. The
degeneration A3 — A, takes place when the discriminant of the above polynomial vanishes.
Then we take a new coordinate system (z,y1) so that coy? + c1yx? + coz? = coy?. Then we
repeat a similar argument. We can see that A5 — Ag makes f to be divisible by y? by an
easy computation.
Assume that m = 3. Generically this gives (C,O) = D,4. Assume that the 3-jet is degenerated.
We may assume (by a linear change of coordinates) that the tangent cone is defined by 3%z or
y3 corresponding either the number of the components in the tangent cone is 2 or 1. Assume
that it is given by y?2 = 0. Thus the Newton principal part of f is given by

3 (a012 + 4 age t02)2 y4

"6l I -1/8 (1615036124-121502&11 ap1 +12t02a02 a10+3a012a10) ;pyz

B 3 (4 azp t02 + (1102)2334
64 tp2

Thus (C,0) = Ds. Further we observe by a direct computation that a¥, + 4t3asy = 0 makes

f reducible. Thus no Dy (k > 6) appears. If the tangent cone is given by y* = 0, a similar
argument shows that the only possible singularity (C,O) is Eg. O

2.2. Degenerations on sextics of torus type. We consider the basic degenerations among
singularities. First, the possibility of the degeneration of outer singularities under fixing the
inner singularities is as usual: A — Ay — A3 — A4 — A5 — Eg and Dy — D5 — Eg. Of
course, some of the above singularities does not exist when the inner configuration is very
restrictive (i.e., far from the generic one = [6A2)).

The degenerations of inner singularities are studied in [[j]: Ay — A5 — Ag — A —
A1y — Ai7 and As — Eg. The degeneration of an outer singularity into an inner singularity
is described by the following.
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Proposition 3. 1. An outer Ay and two inner As’s degenerate into an Fg.
2. An outer Ay and three inner As’s degenerate into a B3g.
3. An outer Az and three inner Ag’s degenerate into a Cs 7.
4. An outer Ay and three inner As’s degenerate into a Csg.
5. An outer As and three inner As’s degenerate into a Csy.
There are no other degenerations.

Proof. The proof is computational. We show the first two degenerations in detail and leave
the other cases to the reader. We start from the normal form f = f3 + f7 where fo, f3 are
given as in (). We assume that C has a node at O which is not on the conic C5. Putting
£2(0,0) = —t2 and £3(0,0) = —t} for some ¢y € C*, we get the normal form:

fo (z,y) = ape y? + (ars T+ ap1) y + ago % + arg x — tp*
f3(2,y) = bog ¥ + (br2 @ + bo2) y* + (bas 2° + bys x4+ 3/21t9 apr) y
+b30 333 + bgg LZ'2 + 3/2 tg ajg T — t03

We can put tg — 0 in this form to see that two inner Ay singularities are used to create a
Eg singularity: 245 + A; — Eg. Note that as f(O) = —t3, to — 0 implies the conic Cy
approaches to O so that O becomes an inner singularity for t9 = 0. To check the degeneration
of inner A, singularities, we can look at the resultant R(fa, f3,y) of fo and f3 and find that
x = 0 has a multiplicity two in R = 0.

Next we consider that the case (C,0) = As. We may assume that the tangent cone at O
is given by y = 0. The corresponding normal form is given by

fo(z,y) = ape y* + (a1 T + agr) y + agg 2> + Asg to = — tp*
f3 (2,y) = bos v + (brz @ + boo) y* + (bes @ + (—3/4 ags A1g +3/2a11 tg) x) y
+3/2tg apry + b3 x® — 3/8t (A102 — 4(120) x? +3/2 t02A10:L' — t03

Here we have substituted ajg = A1ptop so that we can easily see the limit limy,_,o fi(z,y). We
can see easily (C,0) — Bsg. We observe also that the cubic C3 has a node at O as the limit
to = 0 and the intersection multiplicity of Cy and Cs at O is 3. See [ for the degeneration
Bsg — C37 — C38 — C39.

For (C,0) = As, the normal form is given as follows and the assertion is easily checked by
putting tg = 0.

fo(x,y) = aoe y® + (ar1 &+ agr) y + azo 2> + Ao tox — to°
f3 (x,y) = bys y3 + (b12x+ b(]g)yz + (bgl 332 + (—3/4 ap1 Aqp +3/2 a1 t(])x) Y
+3/2t0 a(]]y—l/lﬁA](] (A102 —|—12a20)a:3—3/8t0 (A102 —40,20) 1’2+3/2t02A103}—t03

The other cases is similar.
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2.3. List of configurations of inner singularities. For the classification of non-tame
configurations, we start from the classification of the configurations of singularities on tame
sextics of torus type [[]. The list of configurations in [f] is valid as the sub-configuration defined
by the inner singularities for a sextics which may have outer singularities. Let Cy N Cs =
{Py,...,Py}. The i-vector is by definition the k-tuple of integers given by the intersection
numbers I(Cy, Cs; P;), i = 1,..., k. There exist 43 possible configurations as follows, assuming
C' is irreducible. Put v := i-vector(C)

1Lv=[1,1,1,1,1,1] : 1 = [6As).

2. v=_[1,1,1,1,2] :  t2=1[4 Ag, A5], t3 = [4 Ag, Eg).

3. v=1_[1,1,2,2] : t4d=[2Ay, 2A5], t5 =[2 As, A5, Fgl, t6 = [2 Ao, 2 F].

4. v=[1,1,1,3] : 7 = [3 Ay, Ag], t8 = [3 A2, B3 ¢|, t9 = [3 Az, C5 7], t10 = [3 A3, (3 3],
t11 = [3 Ay, C3 g

5. v=1[2,2,2]: tl12=[3A45], t13 =[2As5, Eg|, t14 = [A5,2FE¢], t15 = [3 E§].

6. v = [1,2,3] : t16 = [AQ, A5, Ag], t17 = [AQ, A5, B3,6]7 t18 = [Ag, A5, C377], t19 =
[Aa, Eg, Ag|, 120 = [Ag, Eg, Bs ¢], t21 = [Ag, Eg, C3 7],

T.v=[1,1,4: 22 =24, Ay, 123 = [2 A4y, O} o], 124 = [2 Ay, By g, 125 = [245, Coy),
126 = [2A2, Bag].

8. v= [3,3] : 127 = [2 Ag], t28 = [Ag, B3,6]7 129 = [Ag, C377],

9. v = [24] : 30 = [As5, Ai1], t31 = [A5, O g, t32 = [A5, By s], 133 = [Eg, A1,
t34 = [Eg, C5 ], t35 = [Bg, B, s]

10. v = [1,5] 36 = [Ag, A14], t37 = [AQ, 03712], t38 = [Ag, Bg,lo], t39 = [AQ, C679],
t40 = [AQ, Spl].

11. v=1[6] : t41 = [Ay7], t42 = [C315], t43 = [Cy 9].

3. CONFIGURATIONS OF NON-TAME SEXTICS

3.1. Genus admissible configurations. For the classification, we consider two inequalities

by the positivity of the genus formula:

®) o) = T=I=D S e p) 20
Pex(C)

and by the positivity of the class number n*(C):

(4) n*(C)=d(d-1)— Y  (u(C,P)+m(C,P)—1) >0
Pex(C)

Here d = degree(C), X(C) is the set of singular points of C' and §(C, P) is the d-genus of
C at P which is equal to 3(u(C, P) + r(C, P) — 1) with r(C, P) being the number of local
irreducible components at P (see Milnor [). The class number n*(C') of C is defined by the
degree of the dual curve C* where m(C, P) is the multiplicity of C at P. See [, [ for the
class number formula (f]).

A configuration X is called a genus-admissible if the genus and the class number given by

the above formulae (), ([]) are non-negative.
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There exist 145 configurations which satisfy those inequalities. See Table 1 ~ 5 in the end of
this paper. In the list, the first bracket shows the configuration of the inner singularities and
the second is that of the outer singularities. For example, [[6A2], [3A1]] shows that C has 6 Ay
as inner singularities and 3 A; as outer singularities. The vector (g(C), u*(C),n*(C),i(C))
denotes the invariants of C, where g(C) is the genus of the normalization, p*(C) is the
sum of Milnor numbers at singular points, n*(C) is the class number and i(C') is defined by
3d(d — 2) — > p 6(P) which is the number of flex points on C. For the calculation of §(P),
we refer Oka [ff]. (In Corollary 12 of [ff], there is a trivial mistake. The correct formula is

§(Agp—1) = 6p for any p which follows from Theorem 10, [f].)

3.2. Existing configurations. The main problem is how to know those configurations which
do exist and which do not exist in the list of Table 1 ~ 5 in subsection [.1]

Theorem 4. The possible configurations of singularities of irreducible sextics of torus type
with at least one outer singularity are given by Tablel ~ Table 5 in the last subsection [61.
There are 24 configurations in the table which do not ezist (they are marked ‘No’) and the
other 121 configurations exist.

Combining the list of the configuration of tame sextics of torus type, there exist 164 config-
urations on irreducible sextics of torus type.

The column of the table “Existence ?” provides the informations about existence and non-
existence and typical degenerations. “No” implies the corresponding configuration does not
exist. “Max” implies that the configuration is maximal among irreducible sextics of torus
type. The arrow shows a possible degeneration. The last column gives the expected minimal
moduli slice dimension, which is defined in §3.

Corollary 5. The fundamental group 7 (P? — C) of the complement of a sextics C with a
configuration corresponding to one of the following is isomorphic to Zy x Z3 by [].

ntj, j=1,2,3,4,5,19,25,26,27,33,43,44,45,54,61,68,72,73, 74,90, 92

Corollary 6. There exist 21 mazximal configurations on non-tame sextics of torus type:

nt23 = [[6 A, [3A2]], nt32 = [[4 Ag, As], [E6]], ntdT = [[4 Az, Eg], [As5]]
nt64 = [[2 Ag, A5, Ee, [A4]], nt67 = [[2 A, A5, Eg|, [2 Ao]], nt70 = [[2 A2, 2 Eg), [A3]]
nt78 = [[3 Az, Ag], [Ds]], nt83 = [[3 Az, Ag], [A1, A4]], nt91 = [[3 A2, B3 6], [A2]]
nt99 = [[As, 2Eg], [A2]], nt100 = [[3E¢], [A1]], nt104 = [[A3, A5, As], [A4]]

[

nt110 = [[AQ, Eﬁ, Ag], Ag]], ntlld = [[AQ, Eﬁ, Ag], [Al, AQH, ntll8 = [[2 AQ, All]y [A4H
nt123 = [[2 Ay, Cf ], [Aa]], nt128 = [[24g], [As]], nt136 = [[Eg, A1), [As]]
nt139 = [[Ag, A14], [Ag]], ntl42 = [[Ag, A14], [Al, AQH, nt145 = [[A17], [AQH

In the table, C3 9 and C’g’g are topologically isomorphic but they are distinguished by ¢ = 3
and 4 respectively. See Pho [[.
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3.3. Proof of the non-existence of 24 configurations. In this subsection, we prove the
non-existence of the configurations nt j, j =14,16, 17, 18, 38, 39, 48, 76, 79, 84, 85, 86, 89, 93,
107, 111, 114, 121, 125, 129, 131, 132, 140, 143 in Table 1 ~ 5. It is well-known that the total
sum of the Milnor numbers p* on sextics is bounded by 19 if the singularities are all simple
([M,[B). Thus the configurations nt79, nt86, nt111, nt114, nt129, nt132, nt140, nt143 do not
exist,.

Another powerful tool is to consider the dual curves. We know that the dual singularities
of Ag,k >3, C3,,p > T and Bs4,q > 6 are generically isomorphic to themselves [f]. If the
singularity is not generic, the dual singularity has a bigger Milnor number. The singularity
Bs 3 corresponds to a tri-tangent line in the dual curve C*. By Bezout theorem, a tri-tangent
line does not exist for curves of degree < 5. Thus the existence of Bs 3 implies n*(C') > 6.

The non-existence of the configurations nt14, nt16, nt17, nt18, nt38, nt39, nt48, nt89, nt93,
and nt125 can be proved by taking the dual curve information into consideration. For example,
consider the configuration nt14 = [[6As], [A1, B3 3]]. If such a curve C exists, the dual curve
C* has degree 4, which is impossible. Next we show that the configurations nt16 ~ nt18 do
not exist. Assume a curve C' with the configuration nt16= [[6As], [A2, A3]] for example. Then
the dual curve C* has degree 5 and C* has A3, 4A5 as singularities. By the class formula, the
dual curve C** = (C*)* have degree 4 which is absurd. The other two can be eliminated in
the same discussion.

For nt93, we use the fact that the dual singularity of C 7 is again Cs 7 ( ). Assume that
there exists a sextics C' with configuration nt93. Then the dual curve C* is a quintic with
C37 and Ay. Then by the Pliicker formula, this is ridiculous as 6(Cs7) = 6. Suppose that
a sextics with the configuration nt125 exists. Then the dual curve have degree 5 and Bsg
as a singularity. However the total sum of the Milnor numbers on an irreducible quintic is
bounded by 12, a contradiction. The other configurations are treated in a similar way.

The configurations nt76, nt85, nt107, nt121 and nt131 do not exist as they are not in the list
of Yang table [[(]. The non-existence of these configurations can be also checked by a direct
maple computation. The non-existence of nt84 has to be checked by a direct computation. [

Remark 7. We remark here that a configuration in the list of Yang does not necessarily exist
as a configuration of a sextics of torus type. There are also a certain configurations with only
simple singularities which is not a sublattice of a lattice of maximal rank in Yang’s list.

4. MODULI SPACES

4.1. Distinguished configuration moduli and reduced configuration moduli. Let
31, %9 be configurations of singularities. In this paper, a configuration is a finite set of
topological equivalent classes of germs of isolated curve singularities. We say that ¥ := [X1, X5]
be a distinguished configuration on a sextics of torus type if ¥ is the configuration of inner
singularities and Yo is the configuration of outer singularities. We put X,.q := X1 U X9
and we call X,..q a reduced configuration. We now introduce several moduli spaces which we
consider in this paper. First, recall that spaces of conics and cubics are 6 and 10 dimensional
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respectively. Let 7 be the vector space of dimension 16 which is defined by
T = {f = (fo, f3); degree fo = 2, degree f3 = 3}

There is a canonical GL(3, C)-action on 7. The center of GL(3,C) is identified with C*.
It defines a canonical weighted homogeneous action on 7 and we introduce an equivalence
relation ~ by (f2, f3) ~ (f4, f3) <= f5 = fot?, f} = f3t3 for some t € C*. In particular,
(fo, f3) ~ (faw?, % f3) for j = 1,2 where w = (v/3I —1)/2). ( We use the notation I = /—1.)
Let 7 be the weighted projective space by the C*-action and let 7 : 7 — 7 be the quotient
map. Then PGL(3,C) = GL(3,C)/C* acts on 7. Each equivalence class (f) defines a sextics
of torus type C(f) defined by fa(z,y)? + f3(x,y)? = 0. We put

E(0)in = {(C(F), Bi); fo(Bi) = 0}, Blf)our := {(C(F), Bi); fo(Fi) # 0}

where {P, ..., P} are the singular points of C(f) and (C(f), P;) is the topological equivalent
class of the germ at P;. Let ¥ = [¥1, X be a distinguished configuration. The distinguished
configuration moduli M(X) C T is defined by the quotient M(X)/C*

M) = {f= (fo, f3) € T:Z(E)in = 21, D(Fout = Do}

The space of sextics, denoted by S, is a vector space of dimension 28 and its quotient by
the homogeneous C*-action is denoted by S. There exist a canonical GL(3, C)-equivariant
mapping Yreq : 7 — S which is defined by ¥yeq(f2, f3) = f3 + f2 and it induces a canonical
PGL(3, C)-equivariant mapping g : T — S. Let ¥y be a reduced configuration. The
reduced configuration moduli M,eq(Xo) is defined by M,..q(X0)/C* where C*-action is the
the scalar multiplication and

Mred(z(]) = {f € 5; ¥ = [21722]7 Yo =21 U X, df € M(E)7 qzred(f) = f}
The map 1yeq : M(X) = Myeq(Zreq) is not necessarily injective (see Observation [4)).

Remark 8. Let f = (fa, f3) € M([X1, X2]) and assume that f3+ f7 = 0 is an irreducible sextics
and assume that Y is not empty. Consider the family of sextics C; : t f3(z,y) + f3(x,y)? = 0.
By Bertini theorem, for a generic t # 0, Cy has only inner singularities and ¥(C}) = X/, where
simple singularities in 3; are unchanged in ¥} and non-simple singularities are replaced by
the first generic singularities fixing the singularities of the conic fo = 0 and the cubic f3 =0
and their local intersection numbers in Table A’ of [[i]. For example, inner singularities with
a nodal cubic and a smooth conic, with the intersection number 3, any singularity in the
series B3 g — C37 — C38 — (39 is replaced by B3g. This is the reason why we need the
information of defining polynomials fo, f3, not only the geometry of Cs and Cs.

4.2. Moduli slice and irreducibility. A subspace A C M(X) is called a moduli slice of
M(X) if its GL(3, C)-orbit covers the whole moduli space M(X) and A is an algebraic variety.
A moduli slice is called minimal if the dimension is minimum. As we are mainly interested
in the topology of the pair (P2, C) where C is a sextics defined by f3 + f2 =0, the important
point is the connectedness of the moduli. Thus we are interested, not in the algebraic structure

of the moduli spaces but in the explicit form of a minimal moduli slice, which we call a normal
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form. Note that the moduli space M(X) might be irreducible even if a minimal slice A is not
irreducible.

Points Pp, Py, ..., P, in P? are called generic if any three of them are not on a line. Let
Py, P», P3 are generic points and let L; be lines through P;, for i = 1,2. We say L; is a generic
line through P; with respect to {P;, P2, P3} if L; does not pass through any of other two
points {P;; j # i}. Observe that two set of generic four points, or of generic three points and
two generic lines through two of them are transformed each other by PGL(3, C)-action. Note
that the dimension of the isotropy group of a point (respectively a point and a line through
it) is codimension 2 (resp. 3). As dim PGL(3,C) = 8, we can fix, using the above principle
either

(a) location of four singularities at generic positions or

(b) three singularities at generic positions and two generic tangent cones.

This technique is quite useful to compute various normal forms.

4.3. Virtual dimension and transversality. In general, the dimension of the moduli space
of a given configuration of singularities is difficult to be computed. However in the space of
sextics of torus type, the situation is quite simple. Suppose that we are given a sextics defined
by (B). Take a point P = (a, 8) € C? and consider the condition for P to be a singular point
of C. For simplicity we assume that P = (0,0).

(I) First assume that P to be an inner singularity. Let o be a class of (C, P). We define the
integer i-codim(c) by (the number of independent conditions on the coefficients) —2. Here 2
is the freedom to choose P. For example, the condition for P to be an inner A, singularity
is simply fo(P) = f3(P) = 0. So i-codim(A2) = 0. Assume that (C,P) = As. Then the
corresponding condition is fo(P) = f3(P) = 0 and the intersection multiplicity of Cy and Cj
at P is 2. This condition is equivalent to (fozf3y — foyf3z)(P) = 0. Thus i-codim(As) = 1.
Similarly the condition (C, P) = FEj is given by fa2(P) = f3(P) = 0 and the partial derivatives
f3z and f3, vanishes at P. See Pho [ff] for the characterization of inner singularities. Thus
we have i-codim(Es) = 2.

Let « = I(Ca,Cs; P) be the intersection number of Cy and C3 at P. Similar discussion
proves that

Proposition 9. For the inner singularities on sextics of torus type, i-codim is given as fol-

lows.
i-codim 1 2 3 4
singularity Asg Eg, Ag A11,B36 | Aia, 05579
C3,7,Cs.6
i-codim 5 6 7 8

singularity | A17,C312 | C3,15, B3 10 | B3,12, Sp2 Be s
38,038 | C3,9,5p1

6,9, Bag | Coy9,Co,12
4,7

The proof is immediate from the above consideration and the existence of the degeneration
series where each step is codimension one ([[q]). The vertical degenerations keep the intersec-
tion number ¢ and it is observed to have codimension one for each arrow in [[J]. The first and
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the second horizontal sequence are induced by increasing ¢ by one for each arrow. Thus each
arrow has codimension one. Recall that P is Cg ¢ singularity if both of Co and C3 has a node
at P. Thus we can easily see that i-codim(Csg) = 4. The degenerations Cgg — Cs9 — Co g
or Cs9 — Cg 12 has also codimension one for each arrow ([[]). So the rest of assertion follows
immediately from the above consideration.

A5 — Ag — All — A14 — A17

| I

Es — Bsg — C39 — Cs12 — Cz15

C37 — Bsg — Bs3ig — Bz

)

Css Ces — Co9 =z Cog
l l 6,12
Cs9 By — Sp1 —  Spe
Dyr

(IT) Now we assume that P is an outer singularity. This means fo(P) # 0. Let o be
the topological equivalent class of (C, P). We define the integer o-codim(P) by the number
of conditions on the space of coefficients of f minus 2. By the argument in the proof of
Proposition [, we can easily see that

Proposition 10. For an outer singularity on sextics of torus type, we have o-codim(A;) =
i, 1 = 1,...,5 and o-codim(D;) = i, i = 4,5 and o-codim(FEg) = 6. Thus in all cases,
o-codim(o) is equal to the Milnor number.

Proof. For Ay, we need three condition f(P) = fy(P) = f,(P) = 0. Here f,, f, are partial
derivatives. Thus o-codim(A;) = 3 —2 = 1. The other assertion follows from the basic

degeneration series of codimension one:
A1—>A2—>A3—>A4—>A5, 3373:D4—>D5—>E6

Note that Bs 3 singularity is defined by 6 equations, f(P) = fz(P) = fy(P) = fa.(P) =
fay(P) = fyy(P) = 0. Thus we have o-codim (B3 3) = 4 and other assertion follows from the
above degeneration sequence.

For a given configuration ¥ = [¥1, Y] on sextics of torus type, we define the ezpected
minimal moduli slice dimension, denoted by ems-dim(3) by the integer

ems-dim(Y) := 16 — Z i-codim(o) — Z o-codim(o) — 9
oeY o€

Here 16 is the dimension of sextics of torus type and 9 is the dimension of GL(3,C). On the
other hand, we denote the dimension of minimal moduli slice of the decomposition moduli
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M(X) by ms-dim(X). By the above definition, it is obvious that
ms-dim(X) > ems-dim(X)

if it is not empty. We say that ¥ has a transverse moduli slice or the moduli M(X) is
transversal if ms-dim(¥) = ems-dim(X).

Theorem 11. For any configuration X3 of sextics of torus type, there exists a component My
of M(X) whic is transvesal.

It is probably true that M(X) is transverse for any ¥ but we do not want to check this
assertion for 121 cases. The proof of the above weaker assertion is reduced to the assertion
on maximal configurations (see the next section) and to the following proposition.

Lemma 12. Assume that X degenerates into a mazximal configuration X' which has a trans-
verse moduli slice. Then the moduli M(X) has also a component which is transversal.

Proof. By the definition, a minimal moduli slice for M(X’) can be obtained by adding v
equations on the space of coefficients where v := ems-dim(X) — ems-dim(X’). Thus we have

ms-dim(¥') > ms-dim(X) — (ems-dim(¥) — ems-dim(X'))
> ms-dim(%’) + (ms-dim(X) — ems-dim (X)) > ms-dim(%’)

which implies the assertion. O

5. MINIMAL MODULI SLICES FOR MAXIMAL CONFIGURATIONS

In this section, we give normal forms of minimal moduli slices for the maximal configura-
tions. Using the degeneration argument and Lemma [[3, this guarantees the existence of any
other non-maximal configurations in Table 1 ~ 5 in the subsection f.]. We also show that
they have transverse minimal moduli slices.

nt23. We consider the minimal moduli slice of M(X93) with Y93 = [[6A2], [3A42]] by the
following minimal slice condition:

(%) three outer Ag’s are at Py := (0,0) and P, := (1,1) and P3 := (1,—1). The (reduced)
tangent cones of C' at (1,41) are given by y = £1 respectively.

The calculation is easy. We start from the normal form f = f3 + f2 where fa, f3 are given
as in (B). Necessary conditions are

f2(Pz) = —t?, f3(Pz) = —t?, fx(Pz) = fy(Pz) =0,:=0,1,2.

The assumption on the tangential cones gives fu,(FP;) = fzz(P;) = 0, i = 1,2. Solving
these equations, we get the following normal form with one free parameter t := t3. As
ems-dim(3o3) = 1, it has a transverse minimal moduli slice.
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fo(x, y) =y? — 92212 — 322 + 6>z + 22 —

1
f3(z, y) = 5(—9y2t2$—3y2$+3y2t2+3y2 + 323 + 27232 + 5423 t* — 322 — 2722 ¢2

— 54ttt 2? + 18zt + 617 — 2th)/t
As is well-known, the corresponding sextics are the dual of smooth cubics.

nt32. We consider the moduli space M(X32) with X392 = [[4A2, A5], [Es]]. The irreducibility
is easily observed using the slice condition:
(%) an inner Aj is at (0,0) and an outer Eg is at (0,1) with respective tangent cones defined
by y=0and y = 1.

We usually use the C*-action to normalize the coefficient of 4% in f» to be 1. The normal

forms are given by

fo(x, y) = v* + (=1 — ;%) y + age 2

1 1
fa(w, y) = — (t,* + 6> =3)y> + — (6 —61,*) 9
8t1 8t1
1 1
+87(—6a02x2—6t12+6t12a02x2—3t14—3)y+g(6t12a02x2+6a02x2)
1 1

Observe that M(X32) is irreducible by this expression. We have used 6 dimension of
PGL(3,C) for the above slice. To get a minimal slice, we have two more dimension to use,
so we can fix a location of an inner A,. Here, we have two choice: either (a) to choose a
location which is on Q? or (b) to choose a simple normal form. The case (a) give as a little
complicated normal form. So we choose (b). We choose t; = ap2 = 1. This can be done by

taking an inner Ag-singularity at («, 3) where

o= —%\/6 —2IV3, B=(3+IV3)/2.

Note that « is not well-defined but o? is well-defined. This is enough as fa(z,y), f3(x,y) are
even in z in the above normal form and the condition implies also (—a, ) is another inner
Aso. The corresponding minimal slice has dimension 0, and consists of two points and as the
moduli is irreducible, we can take the normal form

folz,y) = ¥ —2y+2%  f3(z,y) = (¥® —3y+32%)/2
(5) flay) =W =2y +2?)° + (y* — 3y +327)%/4

Let f(32)(z,y) be the corresponding sextics.

nt47. The moduli space M (X47) is irreducible and ems-dim(347) = 0 where ¥47 := [[4A2, E¢], [A5]].
This can be checked easily using the slice as in nt32:
(%) an outer As is at (0,0) and an inner Ej is at (0,1) with respective tangent cones given

by y =0 and y = 1.
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The corresponding normal form is given as
fo(z, y) = y* + (=14 t*)y — to® + agz z°

3 1 3 3 3
fs(z, y) = (—5 to—5 to®)y® +3y* tg +y <§ to (=1 +to*) + 21, 332) —t® + 5 to a0z ?

Thus the irreducibility follows from this expression. Observe also that fo, f3 are even in
x. Now we compute the minimal moduli slice with an additional condition, an inner As at
(a, B) where «, 8 are as in nt32. As a minimal slice, we can take

f2(z, y) Zyz—gy+g+%w2
3 1, 45 3
2

( ) \/_[<__y +2y +6(—X—

1.9 9
2 2272
%)y + 5 (2 +32 )>
Let f(a7)(z,y) be the corresponding sextics. The above normal form proves ms-dim(X,7) =
ems-dim(¥47) = 0. It is easy to observe that 8 f(32)(z,y) = far)(2,y) by a direct computation.

nt67. The moduli space M(Xg7) with Xg; = [[249, A5, Eg), [242]] is not irreducible. First
we observe that ems-dim(Xg7) = 0 as before. We consider the minimal moduli slice with the
slice condition:

(%) two outer As’s are at (0,%1), an inner Eg is at (1,0) and an inner As at (—1,0).

The corresponding slice reduces to two points defined by £, = (fa4, f34) and £, = (fop, f3p)

where
£ fra =+ 12+ 312*V3-41V3
o
faa =31V18—6IV3(1—a+1V3y?—a?+ a3+ 2y?)
g, fo =y +5—322—3I122V3+11V3
fo =3 VI84+6IV3(1—z—I1V3y?—a?+ 2% +ay?)

Observation 13. They are not in the same orbit of PGL(3, C) in M (Xg7).

Proof. For a matrix A € GL(3,C), we define as usual ¢4 : P? — P? by the multiplication
from the left. Assume that there is a matrix A € GL(3,C) such that £ := ¢%(f,) = (),
it must keep the singular points (—1,0), (1,0). Moreover we observe that faq, f34, fop, f3p are
even in y variable. Thus the involution (z,y) — (x,—y) keep the above polynomials. As the
image of outer singularities must be outer singularities, we may assume that (0,1), (0, —1) are
also invariant by ¢4. This implies that A = Id in PGL(3, C). This is ridiculous. O

Observation 14. Each of ¥,.eq(fs), ¥req(fp) has two different torus decompositions in M (3g7).

Proof. We will show the assertion for f,. First , two inner A, are located at

P = (%Ix/ﬁ,éﬁu), Py = (%1[\/_,—%\/5—1)
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We choose a conic hg(x,y) = 0 which passes through four As singularities (—1,0), (1,0), P, P,
and cut x-axis vertically at (1,0). Then another decomposition is given by ¥,.cq(f,) = h3 + h3

where ha(z,y) = y? — 1 + 2% and
1
hs(x,y) ::Z( S 2? Ty’ V3—ax+1—-y*)\/18-61V3

Observation 15. h = (hg, h) and f, = (fa, f33) are in the same GL(3, C)-orbit in M (Zgr7).
In particular, 1,..q(f,) and ¥,¢q(fy) are PGL(3, C)-equivalent.

In fact, a direct computation shows that ¢7;(ha, hg) = (fap, f3p) where

3 -1
3 0 213
B= 0  V3+3I 0
21V 0

Proposition 16. The images of the moduli spaces M([[4Az2, As], [E¢]]), M([[4Az2, Es], [45]])
and M([[242, A5, Eg|, [2A42]]) by the morphism 1,cq into M([4As, As, Eg]) are the same.

The first equality ¢,eq(M([[4A2, As],[E6]])) = Yrea(M([[4Az2, Eg],[As5]])) is already ob-
served by the above normal forms. Observation [[J proves that M([[242, A5, Eg), [245]]) is
irreducible. Thus it is enough to show that ¥,eq(f,) € Vrea(M([[4A2, As], [F6]]). In fact, we
have Yred(fa) = Yrea(g) where g = (g2, 93) € Yrea(M([[4A2, A5], [E6]]) and g2, g3 are given by

g, y)=y* 1+ (1 +21V3)2? +21V3z
1

28(7:17y2 + 292+ IV3y?P + 422 +9T23V3—222+1312%V3 -8z

+31xV3-2—-1+3)\/—54—-T81V3

nt64. We consider the distinguished configuration moduli M (X¢4) with g4 = [[242, A5, Eg], [A4]].
We have ems-dim(3g4) = 0. We consider the minimal slice with respect to:

g3(z, y) =

(%) an inner As is at (0,1), an inner Fj is at (1, —1) with tangent cone z = 1 and an outer
Ay is at (0,0) with tangent cone y = 0.
The minimal slice consists of two points £, = (fa4, f34) and £, = (fop, f3p):

1
foa(z, y) = g(5y2 5—-104+5yz+4xvV5+ 162 —yvV5+ 5y + 5225 — 22
— 45+ 11yz5+592)/(1 4+ V/5)
fa, = ToF 50 + 30 v/5(250 + 11023 /5 + 8823 — 420y 2 + 1105 — 19242 /5

— 21025 — 15y /5 — 4822 /5 + 155> + 366y 22 + 348 y% /5 + 336 y 22 /5
+ 9743 V5 — 5102 — 75y +498y> x — 300y = /5 + 30 22 —330y2)/(1+\/3)3
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fgb(aj,y):é(11y$\/_—5yx—y\/5+10+5y2\/5+x2+5x2f—5y—16x
+425—4vV5 - 5y%) /(-1 +V/5)

fap(z, y) = %5[ —50 + 30 v/5(—250 4+ 11023 /5 — 8823 + 420y = + 110+/5

— 192925 — 2102 v/5 — 15y /b5 — 4822 /5 — 155y% — 366 y 22 + 3482 2 /5

+ 336y 225+ 97y V5 + 5102 + 75y — 498y = — 300y = /5 — 30 22 + 3304?)

/(—1+x/5)3

Note that the stabilizer in PGL(3, C) of three points (0,0), (1, —1), (0,1) and two lines x = 1
and y = 0 is trivial. Thus f, and f;, are not in the same orbit even in the reduced moduli
space M,.cq([2A2, A5, Fg, A4]). Thus the reduced moduli has two irreducible components.

Proposition 17. Two sextics f, := f3, + f3, and fy = fg’b + f??b are defined over Q(v/5).
Let t : Q(v5) — Q(V/5) be the involution induced by the Galois automorphism defined by
L(vB) = —V/5. Then 1(f,) = fo.

We do not know if there exists an explicit homeomorphism of the complements of the sextics
fa=0and f, =0 in P2

nt70. The moduli space M(X7g) with 79 = [[242,2F4], [A3]]. The distinguished configu-
ration moduli is irreducible and transversal and ems-dim(37y) = ms-dim(X7y) = 0. For the
computation of a minimal slice, we use the slice condition:

(%) an outer As is at the origin with tangent cone z = 0 and two inner Eg’s are at (1,£1).
The tangent cone at (1,1) is given by y = 1.

The normal form is given by

folz,y) = L1(3y% + (62 — 6)y — 222 — 22+ 1)
fs(zy) =1L (@ —1)(18y* + (92 — 9)y — 172 — 22 + 1)

~ Wl

nt78. We consider the moduli slice of M(X7g) where Y75 = [[342, Ag|, [Ds]]. We have
ems-dim(X7g) = 0. However the computation of minimal slice turns out to be messy. So we
consider the slice A under the condition:

(%) an outer Dj is at O = (0,0) with y = 0 as the tangent cone of multiplicity 1, and an
inner Ag is at (1,1) with y = 1 as the tangent cone.

The normal form f = (fs, f3) is given by

1
fo(z, y) = 8t—12(8t14y—8t14+8y2 t2+8apprt;?—8yaprt;?—8yt>+2yan’e

2 2 2
—Yap — aip x)
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f3(z, y) = 51%(—24313 a0’ t; + 48 ap? t:2 4?2 + 19242 t,* + 288 ¢, 4 2% ay? + 512 ¢, 8
—48y2 a’zt;? =16 a59° 22 t12+24ya103x2 t2+ 1152y ajpxts®
192y ap’zt;* =48y apdxt;? + 3y atx® — 768y t;% + 24y azp? 2? t,>
— 264y t14$2 a102 + 384y2 G190 T t14 + 48@/2 a103:n t12 — 384y2 a0 T t16
+ 144y apz t;t — 48 ayp? v 1t — 19293 1 + 384 ¢,%4% — 768 ayg x t4°
+ 6493 ,% — 11524592 + 768y t;% + 3 at v® — 8y2 t;2 arp® — 2443 12 agp?
— 384y apgxt;r+192¢,8y% — 642 a104$+96yt14a102)/t15

From this normal form, we see that A is irreducible and we can fix one special point f, =
(f2a, f3a), substituting ¢; = 1,a19 = —1, where

1 5} 1
foa(z, y) = —gy—l—l—y2—x+1xy—§x2
57 261 21 o 1 5 765 5 27 5 3 3 9 ,
= 1 —_ — _ —_— — —_ — — — —
f5a YT YT TR Y TaY TV 6"
The isotropy subgroup fixing (0,0), (1,1) and two lines y = 0 and y = 1 is generated by
ajy ag 0
A= 0 a; + ap 0

0 a;+as—ag ag

We can easily see that the orbit of f, by this isotropy group is the whole slice \A. Thus M (X7s)

has also a transversal minimal moduli slice which is given by one point f,. In fact, we can see
that f2 = f where A is defined by

a _ G100 a _i8t14+a102—|—17a10t12—|—8t12
T o t® ’

nt83. The moduli space M(Xg3) with Xg3 = [[3Aa, Asg], [41, A4]] is irreducible. Here we

ag = t;

compute the minimal slice § with the following slice condition:
(%) an outer Ay is at the origin, an outer A; is at (1, —1) and an inner Ag is at (1,1). The
tangent cones at the origin and at (1,1) are given by = 0 and y = 1 respectively.

Then ems-dim(Xg3) = 0 and it has a transverse minimal slice which consists of a single
point {(f2, f3)} where

folz,y) = = (565y% + 126y x — 176y + 405 2% — 936 z + 16)
f3(z,y) = 3055 I V/565(13321 y3 + 28215y x — 6294 y* + 16767y 2® — 31644y «
11056y + 18225 2% — 45198 2% + 5616 2 — 64)

nt91. We consider the moduli space M(Xg;) with Xg; = [[3A2, B3], [A2]]. The distinguished
configuration moduli is irreducible and transversal and ems-dim(Xg3) = ms-dim(Xg3) = 2. For
the computation of a minimal slice, we use the slice condition:

(%) an outer Ay is at O = (0,0) with the tangent cone z = 0, an inner Bsg is at (1,1) with
the tangent cone y = 1 and an inner A is at (1, —1)
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The normal form are given by the following polynomials with two-parameters t1,ts (t; # 0,

ta #0):

fo(z,y) =9%— (tax —t2)y + (1 +t2 — t3)z? + (22 —tg — 2)z — 2

f3(w,y) = g (6tay® + ((—6tg + 1267 — 3t3)x — 127 + 3t3)y® + ((6t2 + 615 — 12t57)2?
+ (—6t3 + 24t9t3 — 12t0)x — 126013 )y + (—8tF + 12t3 — 6t9 — 3t3 + 12t9t2)23

+ (3t3 + 24tT — 24t9t3 + 12ty — 36t7)2% + (2413 — 24t] + 12t9t3)x + 8t1)

nt99. The moduli space M(Xgg) with g9 = [[A5,2F¢], [A2]] is not irreducible. First we
observe that ems-dim(Xgg) = 0 as before. We consider the minimal moduli slice with the slice
condition:
(%) an outer Ay is at (—1,0), two inner Ej’s are at (0,41) and an inner As is at (1,0).
The corresponding slice reduces to two points f, = (f2q, f3a) and f, = (fop, f3p) where

foa(zy) =—9(5+4V3)(5y? —5+2322 — 18z — 42 V3 —4y*V3+43)
faa(z,y) =2V3+2V3(1+V3)(V3+322—2vV3-32—y>V3)zx

fon(z,y) = o5 (=5 +4V3) (5y® —5+2322 — 182 + 42 V3 +4y* V3 - 4V3)
Fan(w,y) =—2v3-2V3(-14+V3)(—V3+32> +2V3 -3z + 4> V3)a

The isotropy subgroup fixing the configuration of singularity, except possibly exchanging two
Es is generated by the involution ¢(x,y) — (2, —y). However the defining conics and cubics
are even in y. Thus f,, f;, are invariant under this involution. Thus the moduli spaces M (Xgg)
and M.¢q((X99)req) has two irreducible components, like the case nt64. Also we have a similar

assertion:

Proposition 18. Both sextics Ppeq(fs) = f3,+f3, = 0 and Yyeq(fy) = fg’b—i—f??b = 0 are defined
over Q(v/3). Let 1 : Q(v3) — Q(V/3) be the involution induced by the Galois automorphism
defined by L(\/g) = _\/g- Then L(¢red(fa)) = ¢T’ed(fb)'

nt100. Let us consider the moduli space M(X1g0) with X199 = [[3Fs], [A1]]. The distinguished
configuration moduli is irreducible and transversal and ems-dim(X199) = ms-dim(X199) = 0.
For the computation of a minimal slice, we use the slice condition:

(%) an outer A is at (—1,0) and three inner Eg’s are at (0,41), and (1,0).

The normal forms are given by

folz,y) =y> = 52" + 62— 1,  fa(z,y) = 6V3a(z+y—1)(z —y—1)
This curve has been studied in our previous paper [H]

nt104. The moduli space M(3194) with 3194 = [[A2, 45, Ag|, [A4]] is not irreducible. First
we observe that ems-dim(X;04) = 0 as before. We consider the minimal moduli slice with the

slice condition:
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(%) an outer Ay is at (0,0) with the tangent cone x = 0, an inner Ag is at (1,1) with the
tangent cone y = 1 and an inner As is at (1,—1).
The corresponding slice reduces to two points f, = (faa, f34) and £, = (fop, f3p) Where

foaly) =y +5yr—Fy—ga® —Rao+G+I(-2ya+iy—ga®+go—1i)
f3a(2,Y) = Tmessos V— 37594690 — 620415330 1 (—14148 > + 7532 — 25008 =
+ 392523 — 4189512 & — 21546 y 2 + 72522y x — 36828y + 12849 22 + 42597 /2
+ I(—24093 22 — 18324 + 25497 y 22 — 29529 y? — TAT54y = + 42696 y + 43956 =

+ 656113 + 27990 % z))

flzy) =y +Sys—Yy—1a? - Ba+ L —T(-Zya+iy—ta2+ 10— 3
Fsu(2,Y) = m3eas005 V — 537594690 + 620415330 I (—14148 y3 + 7532 — 25008z
+ 392523 — 41895 3% = — 21546y 22 + 72522y x — 36828y + 12849 22 + 42597 ¢/
— I(—24093 22 — 18324 + 25497 y 2 — 29529 y% — 74754y = + 42696y + 43956 x

+ 6561 43 + 27990 )

Proposition 19. Let f, := f3 + f3, and f, := fg’b + f??b and we consider the sextics Cy :=
{fa =0} and Cy := {fp, = 0}. Let ¢ : Clz,y] — C[z,y] be the Galois involution defined by the
complex conjugation on the coefficients. We first observe that f, = ¢(fa). Let & : P? — P? be
the homeomorphism defined by the complex conjugation £(X,Y,Z) = (X,Y, Z), or, £(z,y) =
(Z,y) in the affine coordinate. The above observation gives the homeomorphism of the pairs
of spaces & : (P2, Cy) — (P2, Cy). In particular, their complements P2 — C, and P%2 — C), are
homeomorphic.

nt110. We consider the moduli space M(X119) with X119 = [[A2, Es, Ag|, [A3]]. The distin-
guished configuration moduli is irreducible and transversal and ems-dim(X119) = ms-dim(Xq0) =
0. For the computation of a minimal slice, we use the slice condition:

(%) an outer As is at (0,0) with the tangent cone x = 0, an inner Ag is at (1,1) with the
tangent cone y = 1 and an inner Fjg is at (1, —1).

The defining polynomials are given by

folz,y) = £ (15y* +12yz — 12y + 52?2 — 222 + 2)

1/30
fa(z,y) = % (8193 +1809%z — 99y + 117y 2* — 234y + 36y + 4023

— 18322 + 662 — 4)

nt113. We consider the moduli space M(X113) with X113 = [[Ag, Es, Ag], [A1, A2]]. First we
observe that ems-dim(X113) = 0. We first compute the minimal slice of M([[2A42, Es, As], [A1, A1]])
with respect to:

(%) an outer A; is at P := (0,—1), an outer A; is at O := (0,0), an inner Eg is at
Q@ :=(—1,-1) and an inner As is at R := (—1,1).

The corresponding normal form is given by
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fa(z,y) =—(—y?tap + PP+ +ytag — Yt — 2 y* —xtag y+yxag
—apryt+apy+a?td +522t2 —2a%tag; —4x%ag; — 622 —3xtay;
—3apx—6x+4xt? +2xt> +t—1) /(¢ —1)
fa(z,y) = —%(—2+2t+12ymt2+6y2+4y3—20x2—3a01yt—9mta01
—152%tagr — 9y’ tap; +92%tap y —8yxtd +16yxt — 92?12 apy
—dyztt —6yzap +6t2y> +2t3y° — 16y + 422t + 2022 13 + 622 2
—20yx?+2t* 23 +1613 23 — 292213 — 2922t + 292 2t + 26y 2%t
—2ya?tt — 10y 2 3+ 6ya?t? — 18t a3 + 2y — 1022t — 213
+6t2y3 — 12t ap; 2® — 1222 agr y +3apr y — 9 apr © — 643 t apy
+3y% t2ap; +3y2 t2aps +3vy* aprx — 1242t +6y% ag; + 623 + 122 ¢2
— 1222 ap; +3y2 agr — 1093 t +3ya?t?ag; — 182 — 3y tags x
—62%ag; t* +6yatiag) /(t—1)

Now the conditions for R (respectively O) to be Ag (resp. Ag) singularities are given by
g1 =2ap; —2ag; S—ap; s> +4—4s—-5524+3s3=0 or

go =16 —Tag;2+12a9; +595° —49s* — 2355 + 357 +85ap; s2+253

Ag:
—40s24+8ap; s+ 565 — 118 apy s> + 44 ap; s* — 2 ap; s® — agy s°

+23a012s—3a012s2—7a012s3+2a01254:0

Ay Hy = =205 +1208° +12ap; s° — 12ag; s* — 144 s* — 24 ay; % 3 — 448 63
— 240 ap; s34+ 768 agy s> + 1344 s + 108 ap; 2 s* — 768 ag; s — 1152 s
— 144 ap;% s+ 192 ap; + 48 aps? + 256 = 0

where we put t = s — 1. It turns out that g1 = H; = 0 gives three points, defined by

17 7
fo(x, y):((xz—1—5yx+a:—5y+y2)32+(—2—7a:—4yx—7y2—4y+§x2)3
11 11 11 11
+2—|—?y2—2x2+7y+7y$+7x)/(—2+25+52)

fy(x, y) = (6yz? — 15y + 1923 —2 —36y° z — 339> + 39> — 6y x + 32 + 21 2?) 52

33 51 33 33
+(—21x+9y2x—7y2—7y3—12y—7m2—4—25m3—21yaz+7yw2)s
33 33 27 33
—|—4+7y3+30y2—|—3x2—12yx2+7x+7$3+7y2$+21y$+7y)/(

—4+45+25%)
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where —1 4253 = 0. The other pair g» = H; = 0 is equivalent to go = 0 and 2 s2% — 13523 +
27522 — 1952 +5 = 0. As go has degree 2 in ag1, this gives 8 points. Anyway we have that
ms—dim(EHg) = 0.

nt118. We consider the moduli slice of M(X115) where Y118 = [[2A42, A11], [A4]]. We have
ems-dim(X115) = 0. However the computation of minimal slice turns out to be complicated.
So we consider the slice A under the condition:

(%) an inner Ay is at O = (0,0) with the tangent cone x = 0 and an outer Ay is at (1,0)
with z = 1 as the tangent cone.

The normal form is given by

folz,y) =—-55% afjﬁjfﬁ +apzy+(—aw — 25 a2’ +apa

f3(2,9) = gemmang (— 155271168 y° az; 3 + 59719680 y2 asg s/ x
+ 34214400 % azp* x az72 — 59719680 4% azp az12 — 31104000 az9° 22y ay;
— 2700000y a19® 22 az; + 31104000 az9® zy a;q + 2700000 azp? 23
+ 8640000 a5 23 + 78125 azp'? 23 — 2700000 a1y ° 22 — 17280000 22 a;9®

+ 8640000 a10® ) /a5

We can easily see that A is irreducible and we can fix one special point f, = (fa4, f34),
substituting a11 = a19 = 1, where

__ 864 ,2 601 .2
f2a($ay) = 133 Y +y:17——576:13 +x

— 11232 ,,3 1359 , 2 864 , 2 313 2 18 18269 ,.3 37 .2
faal®,y) = "G5 T 5 YT 5 Y TR YT T S YT g L T g T

The isotropy subgroup Gy fixing (0,0), (1,0) and two lines x = 0 and = = 1 is given by

U 0
G(]: 0 w
0

u—2

€ PGL(3,C); u,v,w € C*

S O O

We can also show that the orbit of f, by this isotropy group is the whole slice A. Thus
M (X118) has also a transversal minimal moduli slice which is given by one point f,.

nt123. For the normal forms of M(X123) with X195 = [[242, 0579], [As]], see the next section.

nt128. Now we consider the moduli space M(X12g) with X198 = [[245],[A43]]. The distin-
guished configuration moduli is irreducible and transversal and ems-dim(3125) = 0. For the
computation of a minimal slice, we use the slice condition:

(%) an outer Ag is at (—1,0) with the tangent cone z = —1, an inner Ag is at (0,1) with
the tangent cone y = 1 and another inner Ag is at (0, —1).

The defining polynomials are given by

fo(z,y) = —3y?> —6zy — 2% + 62+ 3
fs(z,y) = £(81y3 + 252y2x + 20722y — 162zy — 81y + 382> — 18022 — 90z)
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nt136. We consider the moduli space M(3136) with Y136 = [[Eg, 411], [A2]]. The distin-
guished configuration moduli is irreducible and transversal and ems-dim(X;36) = ms-dim(X136) =
0. For the computation of a minimal slice, we use the slice condition:

(%) an inner Aj; at (0,0) with the tangent cone z = 0, an outer Ay at (1,1) with the
tangent cone y + = = 2 and an inner Fg at (1, —1).

The normal form is given by

4 11
fol, y) =y’ + oy — 2 +4dx
3 3
1
f3(z, y) = == T (143> + 1832 x + 12y — 5422y + 2y — 1023 — 36 22 4+ 48 2) V6

36

nt139. We consider the moduli slice of M(X139) where Y139 = [[A2, A14], [A3]]. We have
ems-dim(3139) = 0. We consider the slice A under the condition:

(%) an inner Ay4 is at O = (0,0) with the tangent cone = 0 and an outer As at (1,0) with
x =1 as the tangent cone, and an inner Ay at (—1, —1).

The corresponding slice is reduced to a single point and we can take the normal form as

follows.
10 41 1
f 2o Al o 1
20z, y) =y 3 Yt g~ ¢
7 433 1 27 1
f. = —— IV + — T2V — — T2V — —Tyvsa2+ —Ty\vb
3(z, v) T fy+192 > Vo T 3 yvVbhx + 55 yvVbhx
1771 97 1
kil N/ S 24 g
+ 1153 1 V3T~ grag VBt g IVEe

nt142. We consider the moduli slice of M(X142) where X140 = [[Ag, A14], [A1, A2]]. We have
ems-dim(X142) = 0. The minimal slice under the condition:

(%) an inner A4 is at O = (0,0) with the tangent cone x = 0, an outer A is at (1,0) with
the tangent cone x = 1 and an outer A; at (—1,1).

The normal form is given by one point described by

1 1
fo(x, y):y2+§6xy+—4056x2—2x
41 403 5 122 1354
= _—Jy3 —— Iy? — —Iy? ——Tya®’V5-61 —— Ia?
f3 o 35+ 15 > x5 5 y2 V5 + 5 yz?\Vb—6IyzVs+ 575 35

136 10
Sy 4 7
15 X \/5—!— 9 \/533

nt145. We consider the moduli slice of M(X145) where 3145 = [[A17],[A2]]. We have
ems-dim(X145) = 0. However the computation of minimal slice turns out to be complicated.
So we consider the slice A under the condition:

(%) Ai7 is at O = (0,0) with the tangent cone x = 0 and As is at (1,0).

We note that the tangent cone at A, can not be generic. In fact, we see, by computation,
that the tangent cone at As must pass through A;7. The normal form is given by three

dimensional family:
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fo(z,y) = aiboe y* + 5 a1o by wy + (a0 — & aro*) 2> + agp @
f3(2,y) =3 boobir v — Zy?wai0®bos — boe yPx + 2P w by + boo y?

9 2 3 2 3 9 .3 3 27 .3 6
——bux Y ajzp — by y—i—bllxy—Fx —i-ﬁx aip +m$ ajg

96332(110 — 222+ 2

We can easily see that A is irreducible and we can fix one special point f, = (faq, f34),
substituting b;; = 0 and a9 = bpe = 1, where
_ 23 91 5 5 827 5 41 ,
f2a(l‘ y) y _a:E + T, f3a(l‘,y) _6_45173/ +y +5E!E _E:E +x

The isotropy subgroup J fixing (0,0),(1,0) and one lines x = 0 is 3-dimensional and it is
given by

v+s 0 O
J={ M= 0 u 0 | € PGL(3,C); u, s #0,v # —1
voow S

We can also show that the orbit of f, by this isotropy group is the whole slice A. Thus
M (X145) has also a transversal minimal moduli slice which is given by one point f,.

6. COINCIDENCE OF SOME MODULI SPACES

We have seen that there exist 121(= 145 — 24) different distinguished configurations. On
the other hand, we assert

Theorem 20. For the following sixz reduced configurations, the corresponding distinguished
configurations are not unique: [6As, As|, [6As, Es], [6A2, A1, As], [4A42,2A45], [4A2, A5, E¢], [3A2,C39].
More precisely, we have

L. ¥rea([[6A2], [A5]]) = Vrea([[4A2, A5], [242]]) ( nt5 and nt37).

Vrea([[6A2], [E6]]) = Vrea([[4A2, Eg), [242]]) (nt8, nt52).

VYred([[6A2], A1, A5]) = Prea([[4A2, As], A1,2A2]) (nt 13, ntf2).

Vrea([[4A42, As), [A5]]) = Vreal[[242,245], 245]) (nt29, nt60).

Vrea([[4A42, As], E5]) = Yrea([[4A2, Eg), [A5]]) = Yreal([[242, A5, B¢, [2A2]]) (nt32, nt47,
nt67).

6. Vrea([[242, C5 9], [A2]]) = Yrea([3A2, Cs]) ( nt123 and t11 ).

AN

Proof. We prove the assertion by giving explicit torus decompositions for a given f &
Mq(2) using minimal moduli slices.

I. We will show that the respective images of M(X5) and M(X37) into the reduced moduli
space M,.q([6A2, As]) coincide, where X5 = [[6A2], [A5]]) and 337 = [[4A42, A5], [242]]). As
their minimal slice dimensions are both equal to two, this case requires a heavy computation.
So we need a special device for the computation. We first compute the normal form of the
minimal moduli slice of M(X5), with the slice conditions:

(%1): an outer As is at O := (0,0) with the tangent cone z = 0.
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(%2) Two inner Ay are at P := (1,1) and @ := (1,—1). The tangent cone at P is given by
y =1

First, we can easily observe that M (35) is irreducible, by looking at the slice with respect
to (x1). Then we compute the minimal slice with respect to (x; 4+ x2). There are several
components but we can use the following component A by the irreducibility of M (%5).

.
fg(x, y) = y2 + (—1 — a9 + t02) %+ ajp T — t02

1
f3(z, y) = —5(—3y2xt02 +3y% a0+ 6y%x —3tp2y? + 42>ty — 93 ty?
323 a0 tp®? +32% a0 +6x3 —622t)r + 1522 tp2 + 622 ayp tp? — 622 agy

—12%2 — 3a10 t02x + 2t04)/t0

\

Note that tg = f3(0,0)/f2(0,0). We observe that fo(z,y), f3(z,y) are even in y-variable and
to is even in fo(w,y) and in to f3(x,y). Thus the sextics f3 + f2 = 0 is symmetric with respect
to z-axis and the change t) — —to does not change the class of (f2, f3) in M(X5). In fact,
this is the reason we consider the above slice condition. For the computation of the minimal
slice M(X37), we consider the slice B with the condition:

(%3) Two outer Ay at P, @ and an inner As at O. The tangent cone at O and P are given
by =0 and y = 1.

The normal form is given by g(z,vy) = g2(z,y)® + g3(z, y)? where

)
gz, y) =y +aga® + (=1 —ag — t;)z

1
gg(.’L’, ): —g(—Gxt12+6a20x—6a20 +6—6x—6t12)y2/t1
—§(6x2 t12 — 6 ag a:2+3xt14+6xt12+6a20x—9x—3x3+3x3 a202
—623 az0 t12 — 3 t14—|—6332 t14—|—12:172 — 622 a202 + 3z a202 + 6z ag t12)/t1

Here t; = f3(P)/f2(P). We observe that g2, g3 are also even in y-variable, while ¢; is even in
fo and in 1 f3. The assertion follows from

Proposition 21. There are canonical bijective morphisms & : A — B and & : B — A so
that & o &a and &2 0 & induce the identity maps on the images w(A) and 7(B).

Proof. First we construct &;. Take a f, = (f2, f3) in A written as (). First we show the
existence of a conic ga(r,y) = 0 which contains 4 As singularities of f3 + f2 = 0 other than
P, ) and A5 with the tangent line y = 0 at O. Four As are symmetric with respect to z-axis
and their x-coordinates are the solutions of

Ry = 3$2t02 +6b52 a:2t0 +4a:2b122 +3$t02 4+ 6bssxty + 3t02 =0

We do not need to solve these solutions explicitly. We start from the form ho(z,y) = y? +
ax® + bx + c. First we put the condition h2(0,0) = 0. Then we compute the resultant S(x)
of hy and f3 in y. Then by the above symmetry condition, S can be written as S(x) = Sy (x)?
where S7 is a polynomial of degree 3. Then S; must be divisible by R;. This condition is
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enough to solve the coefficient of hy up to a multiplication of a constant, and we have

hg(x, y) = (4 t04$ + 8 2 t04 — 1922 t02 —2ayg t02a; + t02y2 — 1022 azo t02 - 6t02{L'
+ 1222 azg +122% + 3 a9 22) /1>

Now we have to find the partner cubic polynomial g3(z,y) such that f(x,y) = ho(x,y)3t +
hs(z,y)? for some polynomial h3(z,y). The argument by Tokunaga [[J] can not be used as we
have As. Instead of using that, we introduce a systematic computational method. For that
purpose, we consider the family of polynomial f;(z,y) := f(z,y) — ha(z,y)>t. Assuming the
existence of such hs, this family of sextics f; = 0 has 4 Ay at the same location as f = 0 and
Ajs at the origin. (Note that the tangent line of the conic ho = 0 at O is the same with that
of f3 =0.) If there is a 79 such that f,, is a square of a cubic polynomial, fr,(z,y) = 0 has
an non-isolated singularity at O. So we look for a special value for which the singularity at
O is bigger than As. In fact such a 79 is given by 79 = 1 and then we see that f;, is a square
of a polynomial of degree 3. This technique is quite useful to find the partner cubic for other
cases and hereafter we refer this technique as degeneration method. The corresponding cubic
form is given by

hs(z, y) = _711(15043/2 — Attt e+ 25 — 62wt +5y2 wtp* + 3622 9% — 5322 ty*
+ 20 22 t06 — 4823 + 11423 t02 — 9323 t04 + 2623 t06 — t04:17 arg — 3y2 a1g t02:17
+ 3022 arp t02 — 22272 t04 arg — 72 z3 a9 + 11723 arp t02 — 4923 t04 a9
+ 622t agp® — 362> arp? + 3023 azp® ty? — 6 aze® 23)V3/ty>

Thus we define & (f2, f3) = (ha, h3). In terms of the parameters, &; is defined by & (a9, t0) =
(ag0,t1) where

a 3a;02 —10a59 t9®> +12a59 — 1992 + 8tp* + 12 ; [\/g(alg—2t02+2)
20 = .t =
to? to

Now the construction of the morphism & : B — A is done in exact same way. Take
g = (92,93) € B as in ([]). First find a conic which pass through 645 of g(z,y) = 0, and then
find the partner cubic by degeneration method. In term of parameters, we define £2(agg,t1) =
(a10,t9) where

13asp?+basti?—6ag —t;2+3+2t4 -1 I\/g(—1+t12+a20)
app = —5 3 v o=
2 t 2 ty
We can easily check that & o &2(g2,93) = (92, —g3) and &3 o &1(f2, f3) = (f2, —f3) which
implies the assertion. (Recall that (f2, f3) ~ (f2, —f3)-) O

Remark 22. We remark that the generic element of A is contained in the moduli space M (25).
However for non-generic element (f2, f3) € A, the slice condition (x; +*2) guarantee only that
3+ f?? = 0 has an outer As at O and two inner As at P, (). As Y13 or Y99 has an outer As
and 4 inner Ao, their slices with respect to the slice condition (*; + *2) are subvarieties of
A. Here ¥; is the configuration corresponding to nt-j in the table at the end. Similarly the
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slices of M(X42), M(Xg0) with respect to the slice condition (%3) are subvarieties of B. This
observation will be used in the next two pairs.

IT. The equalities ca(M(E13)) = Vrea(M(Z42)) and Yrea(M(X29)) = Yrea(M(Zeo)) follow
from the above argument ( Proposition R1]), where X135 = [[6A2], [A1, 45]], Y42 =

[[4A2, As], [A1,2A5]], 39 = [[4A2, A5], [A5]] and Xgo = [[242,2A45],[245]]. First we consider
the equality Vyeq(M(213)) = Yrea(M(X42)). In fact, we may consider the slice A’, B’ of
M(213) or M(X42) subject to the slice condition (%1 4*2) or (x3). Then we have the canonical
inclusions A’ ¢ A, B’ C B. For example, A’ consist of (f2, f3) € A such that f3+ f2 = 0 has
also an outer Aj. As fo, f3 are symmetric with respect to x-axis, A; must be on y = 0. Thus
the condition for (fo, f3) to be in A’ is given by the vanishing of the discriminant polynomial
of f(x,0)/z? in x, which is

(—8+12 t02 +3ayg t02 —6 t04)(3 a104 —24 a103 t02 + 30 a103
+ 72 t04 a102 — 180 t02 a102 + 120 (1102 — 96 t06 azg + 360 t04 ag — 47 agp t02
+ 216 azg + 48 tp® — 240 £ + 469 tp* — 420t + 144) = 0

Similarly B’ is described in B by the equation

(27 — 45 agy +9a202+9a203—|—19t12—|—18t12a20 +27t12a202+9t14+27t14a20
+9t,%)(t* ago® +3agp® —6agy — 6,2 agg +2t,%ag0 +2t1% agg + 6%+ ;8
+dtt+3+24°% =0

One can check that the generic sextics in A’ is contained in M (313), putting explicit values
to parameters. It is obvious that & (A’) C B’ and & (B') € A’. Thus the assertion follows.
Next we consider the equality ©,eq(M(X29)) = Vrea(M(Zgp)) with Xog = [[4A2, A5], [45]]
and g0 = [[242,245], [2A2]]. Consider the slice A", B” of M(Xa9) and M (Xg0) subject to the
slice condition (x1+%2) or (x3). Then we have the canonical inclusions A” C A, B” C B. The

)

slices A", B” are at the “boundary” of A, B respectively. For example, consider (fa, f3) € A.
Then if the sextics f3 + f2 = 0 has one inner Aj, it must be on z-axis. Thus this is the case
if and only if the resultant S(y) of fao(z,y) and f3(z,y) in x, which is an even polynomial in

Y, has y = 0 as a solution. This condition is described as

— 96 t06 arg — 180 a102 t02 —24 a103 t02 + 72 t04 a102 — 240 t06 + 469 t04 + 360 azo t04
+3a50* — 420t + 216 azp + 48 1p® + 144 + 30 azp® + 120 azp® — 474 azp tp* = 0
Now we consider B”. Take (g2,93) € B and let S(y) be the resultant of g and g3 in -
variable. As it has an inner A5 at O, S(y) is divisible by y2. The condition that the sextics

gs + 93 = 0 has two inner Aj is equivalent to S(y) is divisible by y*. Thus the slice B” consist
of (g2, g3) € B which satisfy

1%+ 2a90 t,% + 245+ agp® t;* + 4t  +2ag0 t;* — 6112 azp + 6%+ 3az® — 6 ag
+3=0
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Then after checking that a generic sextics of A”,B” have the prescribed singularities, the
assertion follows from &;(A”) C B”, &(B") c A”.
IIT. We show that the coincidence of moduli spaces 1ycq(M(Xg)) = Yred(M(X52)) where Xg =
[[6A2], [Es]] and X520 = [[4A2, Eg], [2Az2]]. First we observe that ems-dim(Xg) = ems-dim(X52) =
1. In fact, it is easy to see that both moduli spaces are irreducible and have transverse slice.
We consider the minimal slices Szo of M (352) (respectively Sg of M(3g)) with respect to the
slice condition:

(%) : two outer (resp. inner) Ay are at P = (1,1) and @ = (1,—1) and an inner (resp.
outer) Fg is at O = (0,0). The tangent cones at P and O are given by y = 1 and = = 0
respectively.

The normal forms of the slice Sso and Sg can be given as follows.

fo(z, y) =y> + (=3 — t;2)2® + 22

Ss2 ! e, y) = L —6y°z -3y at;>+ 69> + 625 +92% 4,2 +22% ;1 — 622 ¢,% — 622
34y = -5
2 ty

g2 = y>+ (3 —tp2) 2 + (=4 + 2t x — tp?
Sg: gg 1= %(Gy%: 320 tp?> +39y%tp?> + 623 — 923 )2 + 223 tp? — 1222 + 2122 1,
—622tgt — 1222 + 6yt — 2tp*) /1y
We can see that f3 -+ f?? =g5+ g§ under the correspondence tg = 21+/3/t;.

IV. We have already seen the coincidence of the images of three moduli spaces M([[4 A2, A5], [Es]]),
M([[4As, E¢], [A5]]) and M([[2A42, As, Eg], [2A2]]) in the previous section (Proposition [I§ ).

V. We show that teq(M(2123)) = Yrea(M (1)) where 193 = [[24z, C5 ], [A2]] and Zpq =
[3A3,C39]. By Maple computation, we can show that both moduli spaces are irreducible and
the dimensions of minimal moduli slices are 1. First, we consider the minimal moduli slices
A of M(X123) and B of M(X;11) with three singularities are specialized as follows.

(%1) for A: C3 g-singularity is at (0,0) with y = 0 as the tangent line, P := (0, 1) is an outer
Ag-singularity with x = 0 as the tangent line and @ := (1, —1) is an inner As-singularity.

(%2) for B: C3 g-singularity is at (0,0) with y = 0 as the tangent line, P := (0, 1) is an inner
Ay-singularity with x = 0 as the tangent line and @ := (1, —1) is an inner As-singularity.

The normal form of A is given by

1 1
fo(z, y):y2—y—yt02—ymt02+§Iy$t02\/§—2:172t02—2x2+§Ix2t02\/§

1
f3(z, y) = Z(2y3 to2+312%t9° V3 —13ya?ty? —6y% 92 =523 tp> + Tyx ty> V3

+ T2 2 tp®>V3+3Tyz? 9> V3 —3yaty> =32z ty? +6y> —62° — 642
—Ty?zV3-3yx+TyzV3+3y2x+2123V3—12y2?)ty

We observe that f3(x,y) = 0 has a node at O and the intersection number I(Cs, Cs; fgO) = 4.
See also [[]. Now we look for another torus decomposition f(x,y) = ga(x,y)® + g3(z,y)? so
that I(g2, g3; O) = 3 and thus the conic go(x,y) = 0 passes through three As singularities and
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(3 g-singularity. By an easy computation, we find g is given by

1
ga, y) = =2 (=6y" —6y" lo* + 6y +6yt” —3yaty” + Tyxty” V3
+ 122102 V3 + 922192 +122%) /(1 + t9?)

To look for a partner cubic form g3, we apply the degeneration method to the family ¢g; :=
f—tga3. We can take t = (1 + t%)?’ and the partner cubic form is given by

1
g3(z, y) = g(lox?’ to> +Ayat)? +2Tyx? tp> V3 —6y>xtp? +6yxty® — 3y ty?

— I3t + 3%t + Iy )2 V3 + 1222 + 6ya’ +2Tya® V3 —6y°x+6yx

— 3y — I3y + 3> + 12 V3)\/ -2+ 213 1

where to = f3(0,1)/f2(0,1). This gives an isomorphism ¢ : A — B which completes the proof.
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6.1. Configuration table.

Table 1
i-vector No z [g,n*,n*,i(C)] | Existence? | ems-dim
LLL1,10] | ntl | [[6As], [A1] [3,13,10,18] = t3,nt2 6
nt2 [[6A2], [A2]] [3,14,9,16] — t8,nt3 5
nt3 | [[64s], [A3]] [2,15,8,12] 5 t9,nt4 4
ntd | [[6As], [A4]] 2,16,7,9] s £10,1t5 3
nt5 | [[6As)], [As]] [1,17,6,6] | — t11,nt29 2
nt6 | [[6As], [Bs.s]] [1,16,6,6] | — nt30,nt7 3
nt7 | [[64s], [Ds]] [1,17,54] | — nt31,nt8 2
nt8 | [[64s], [Ee] 1,18,4,2] — nt32 1
ntd | [[64s], [241]] 2,14,8,12] | — ntd3ntl0 | 5
nt10 | [[6As],[A1, As)] | (215,700 | — nt4dntll | 4
nt1l | [[64s],[A1, As)] | [1,16,6,6] | —ntd5nt12 3
nt12 | [[6A42], [A1, A4]] [1,17,5,3] — nt46,nt13 2
nt13 | [[642], [A1, A5]] [0,18,4,0] — nt47 1
ntl4 [[6142], [Al, 3373“ [0,17,4,0] No 2
nt15 | [[6As], [245]] [2,16,6,8] — nt23 3
ntl6 | [[6A42], [Ag, As]] [1,17,5,4] No 2
ntl7 | [[642], [Ag, A4]] [1,18,4,1] No 1
nt18 | [[6As], [243]] [0,18,4,0] No 1
nt19 | [[6A4s], [341]] [1,15,6,6] | — 15,120 4
nt20 | [[6A42],[241, A3 [1,16,5,4] — nt69,nt21 3
nt21 | [[6A42],[241, A3]] [0,17,4,0] — nt70 2
nt22 | [[64s], [A1,245)] | [1,17,4,2] | — nt52nt23 | 2
nt23 | [[6As], [34s]] [1,18,3,0] Max 1
nt24 | [[6As], [44;]] [0,16,4,0] — 1t100 3
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Table 2

i-vector | No b)) lg,p*,n*,i(C)] | Existence? | ems-dim
[1,1,1,1,2] [ nt25 | [[4As, As], [A1] 2,14,10,16] | — t5,1t26 5
nt26 | [[4As, As], [As]] 2,15,9,14] | —t17, nt27 4
nt27 | [[4As, As], [A5]] [1,16,8,10] | — t18,nt28 3
nt28 | [[4A4s, As], [A4]] 1,17,7,7] — 129 2
nt29 | [[4As, As], [As]] 0,18,64] | — nt32ntd7 | 1
nt30 | [[4As2, As], [Bs3]] [0,17,6,4] — nt31 2
nt3l | [[4As, As], [Ds)] [0,18,5,2] — nt32 1
nt32 | [[4A, As), [Ee]] [0,19,4,0] Max 0
nt33 | [[4As, As), [241]] [1,15,8,10] t14,nt34 4
nt34 | [[442, As], [A1, As)] | [1,16,7.8] | — nt62,nt35 | 3
nt35 | [[4As, As], [A1, As]] | [0,17.6,4] | — nt63.nt36 | 2
nt36 | [[44s, As], [A1, Ad)] | [0,18,5,1] — nt64 1
nt37 | [[4As, As], [245)] 1,17,6,6] 5 nt60 2
nt38 | [[4As, As], [Asg, A3]] [0,18,5,2] No 1
nt39 | [[44s, As], [Ag, A4]] [0,19,4,-1] No 0
ntd0 | [[4As, As], [341]] 0,16,6,4] | — nt65nt41 | 3
ntdl | [449, As), [241, As]] | [0,17,5,2] | —nt66,nt42 2
nt42 | [[4As, As], [A71,2A5]] [0,18,4,0] — nt67 1
nt43 [[4A2, Egl, [A1]] [2,15,8,12] —t6,nt44 4
ntdd | [[4As, Eg), [As]] 2,16,7,10] | — t20,nt45 3
ntd5 | [[4As, Eg), [As] [1,17,6,6] | — t21,nt46 2
nt46 [[4A2, Egl, [A4]] [1,18,5,3] — nt47 1
nt47 [[4A2, Egl, [As5]] [0,19,4,0] Max 0
nt48 [[4A2, EG], [3373“ [0,18,4,0] No 1
ntd9 | [[4As, Eg), [241]] [1,16,6,6] | —nt68,nt50 3
nt50 | [[44s, Eg), (A1, As)] | [1,17.54] | — nt69.nt51 | 2
nt51 | [[4As, Eg, [A1, A3]] [0,18,4,0] — nt70 1
nt52 | [[4As, Eg), [24s]] [1,18,4,2] — 167 1
nt53 | [[4As, Eg), [341]] [0,17,4,0] — nt71 2

Table 3
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i-vector | No b)) [g, p*,n*,1(C)] | Existence? |ems-dim

[1,1,2,2] | nth4 [[242,2A5], [A1]] [1,15,10,14] — t13 4
ntbHs [[242,2A5], [A2]] [1,16,9,12] — nthH6 3
ntbH6 [[242,2A5], [As]] [0,17,8,8] — ntb7 2
nthH7 [[242,2A5], [A4]] [0,18,7,5] — nt64 1
nthHy [[242,2A5], [244]] [0,16,8,8] — nt96, ntd59 3
nth9 | [[242,245], [A1, Ag]] [0,17,7,6] — 1nt97,nt60 2
nt60 | [24,245], [24s]] 10,18,6,4] s nt67 1
nt61 [[242, A5, Egl, [A1]] [1,16,8,10] — t14,nt62 3
nt62 [[242, A5, Egl, [A2]] [1,17,7,8] — nt63 2
nt63 [[242, A5, Fgl, [As]] [0,18,6,4] — nt64 1
nt64 | [[24s, As, Eg), [Ad]] 10,19,5,1] Max 0
nt65 | [[242, As, Es], [244]] [0,17,6,4] —nt98,nt66 2
nt66 [[QAQ, As, Eﬁ], Ay, AQH [0,18,5,2] — nt67 1
67 | [24, As, Eg), 245)] | [0,19,4,0] Max 0
nt68 [[242,2Es], [A1]] [1,17.,6,6] —t15,nt69 2
nt69 | [[24s, 2E], [As]] [1,18,5,4] s nt70 1
nt70 [[242,2Es], [As]] [0,19,4,0] Max 0
nt71 [[242,2F¢], [2A1]] [0,18,4,0] — nt100 1

[1,1,1,3] | nt72 [[3A42, Ag], [A1]] [2,15,10,15] — t19,nt73 4
nt73 [[3A42, Ag], [A2]] [2,16,9,13] — t28,nt74 3
nt74 [[8A2, As], [As]] [1,17.8,9] — t29,nt75 2
nt75 | [34s, Ag], [Ad]] 1,18,7,6] s nt78 1
nt76 [[3A2, Ag], [Ag,]] [0,19,6,3] No 0
nt77 [[3A2, Ag], [B3.3]] [0,18,6,3] — nt78 1
nt78 [[8As2, As], [Ds]] [0,19,5,1] Max 0
nt79 | [[3As, As], [Eg]] 10,20,4,-1] No 1
nt80 [[3A42, As], [2A1]] [1,16,8,9] — nt108,nt81 3
nt81 [[3A42, Ag], [A1, As]] [1,17,7,7] — nt82 2
nt82 [[3A2, Ag], [Al, Ag“ [0,18,6,3] — nt83 1
nt83 [[8A2, As], [A1, A4]] [0,19,5,0] Max 0
nt84 [[8A2, As], [2A2] [1,18,6,5] No 1
nt85 [[3A2, Ag], [AQ, Ag“ [0,19,5,1] No 0
nt86 [[3A2, Ag], [AQ, A4H [0,20,4,—2] No -1
nt87 [[8A2, As], [3A1]] [0,17,6,3] — nt112 nt88 2
nt88 | [[3A42, Ag],[2A41, As]] [0,18,5,1] — ntl113 1
nt89 [[3A2, Ag], [Al, 2142]] [0,19,4,—1] No 0
nt90 [[3A2, B3 6], [A1]] [0,17,7,6] — t20,nt91 3
ntol | [3As, Bag), [As)] [0,18,6,4] Max 2
nt92 [[3A42,C5.7], [A1]] [0,18,6,3] — 121 2
nt93 | [[38As, Cyql. [As) 10,19,5,1] No 1
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Table 4
i-vector | No z lg, n*,n*,i(C)] Existence? ems-dim
2,2,2] | nto4 [345], [A1] 0,16,10,12] | — nt95,nt100 3
nt95 [[345], [As]] [0,17,9,10] s nt97 2
nt96 245, Eg], [A1]] [0,17,8,8] — nt97,nt98 2
nt97 | [[24s, Eg), [As]] [0,18,7,6] 5 nt99 1
nt9s [As, 2Eg], [A1]] [0,18,6,4] s 1t99,nt100 1
nt99 [[45,2F¢], [A2]] [0,19,5,2] Max 0
nt100 [3E], [A1] [0,19,4,0] Max 0
[1,2,3] | nt101 | [[As, A5, As], [A1]] [1,16,10,13] — nt102 3
nt102 | [[As, As, As], [As]] 1,17,9,11] — nt103 2
nt103 | [[As, As, As], [As] [0,18,8,7] — nt104 1
nt104 | [[Asz, As, As], [Ad]] [0,19,7,4] Max 0
nt105 | [[As, As, As], [241]] 0,17,8,7] s nt106 2
nt106 | [As, As, Ag], [A1, Ao]] | [0,18,7.5] — nt113 1
nt107 [[AQ, As, Ag], [2142]] [0,19,6,3] No 0
nt108 | [[As, Eg, As], [A1] 1,17,8,9] — nt109 2
nt109 | [[As, Es, As], [As]] [1,18,7,7] — nt110 1
nt110 | [[A2, Fs, As], [As]] [0,19,6,3] Max 0
nt111 [[AQ, Fg, Ag], [A4H [0,20,5,0] No -1
nt112 | [[As, Eg, As], [241]] [0,18,6,3] — nt113 1
nt113 | [[A2, Eg, As], [A1, A2]] | [0,19,5,1] Max 0
nt114 | [[Asg, Es, As), [242]] [0,20,4,-1] No -1
(1,14 |ntl15 | [[242, Ay, [A1]] [1,16,10,14] | — 33, nt116 3
nt116 | [[242, A, [Ao]] 1,17,9,12] — nt117 2
nt117 [[242, A11], [As]] [0,18,8,8] — nt118 1
nt118 [[2A2, A11]7 [A4H [0,19,7,5] Max 0
nt119 | [[24s, Ap1], [241]] 0,17,8,8] | — nt135, nt120 | 2
nt120 | [[2A42, A11], [41, A3]] [0,18,7,6] — nt136 1
nt121 | [[242, A1, [24]] [0,19,6,4] No 0
nt122 | (24, C5 ], [A1]] [0,18,7.,5] — £34,nt123 2
nt123 | [[242, C5 o], [A2]] 0,19,6,3] Max 1
nt124 [[2A2, B3,8]7 [Al]] [0,19,6,2] — 135 1
nt125 | [[242, Bss), [As]] [0,20,5,0] No 0
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Table 5
i-vector | No ) [g, p*,n*,i(C)] | Existence? | ems-dim

[3,3] | nt126 [[245], [A1]] [1,17,10,12] — nt127 2
nt127 ([245], [42]] [1,18,9,10] | — nt128 1

nt128 [[2A4s], [A3]] [0,19,8,6] Max 0

nt129 [[245], [A4]] [0,20,7,3] No -1

nt130 [[245], [241]] [0,18,8,6] — nt128 1

nt131 | [[24s], [A1, A2]] [0,19,7,4] No 0

nt132 | [[24s], [242]] 0,20,6,2] No -1

[2,4] | nt133 [[45, A11], [A1]] [0,17,10,12] — nt134 2
nt134 [[As5, A11], [As2]] [0,18,9,10] — nt136 1

nt135 [[Es, A11], [A1]] [0,18,8,8] — nt136 1

nt136 [[EG, A11]7 [AQ]] [0,19,7,6] Max 0

[1,5] [ nt137 | [[As, A1d], [A1]] [1,17,10,13] | — nt138 2
nt138 | [[As, A14], [As]] 1,18,9,11] — nt139 1

nt139 [[AQ, A14], [Ag]] [0,19,8,7] Max 0

nt140 [[AQ, A14], [A4 ] [0,20,7,4] No -1

nt141 | [[As, Avd], [244]] 0,18,8,7] — nt142 1

nt142 | [[As, A14], [A1, As]] [0,19,7,5] Max 0

nt143 [[Ag, A14], [2A2H [0,20,6,3] No -1

6] |nt144 [[A7], [A1]] 0,18,10,12] | — ntl145 1
nt145 [[A17], [A2]] [0,19,9,10] Max 0
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