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How complicated can a Fano limit be?
Work over C. Let π : X → B ∋ o be a projective family over a curve germ, with X smooth, −KX relatively ample,
and special fiber

F = π−1(o) = F1 + · · · + Fr

reduced with simple normal crossings. If the fibers have dimension n, the dual complex D(F ) has a vertex for each Fi

and an m-cell for each irreducible component of an (m + 1)-fold intersection.

Main theorem (Loginov, Theorem A). The dual complex is a simplex ∆k with k ≤ n. If k = n and n ≤ 3, the
degeneration is unique and has trivial monodromy: it is obtained by successively blowing up, in one fiber of a smooth
Pn-family, a flag

{pt} = P0 ⊂ P1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Pn−1. (1)

Each of its n + 1 components is Pn blown up along the shorter flag P0 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Pn−2.

Hu’s construction, recalled as Proposition 3.5, shows separately that every admissible k ≤ n occurs for a degeneration
of Pn. Thus a Fano degeneration has no missing faces: once its components are known, every subset of them meets in
exactly one stratum, until dimension forbids it. This is substantially stronger than mere contractibility of the dual
complex.

Ingredient I: adjunction makes every stratum log Fano
Because F is a fiber, F ∼B 0. Adjunction on a component gives

−KX |Fi = −KFi −
∑
j ̸=i

Fj |Fi , (2)

which is ample. Hence each component, with the other components as boundary, is log Fano; the same argument
applies to every stratum. Shokurov–Kollár connectedness applied first on X shows that any two Fi, Fj meet, and
applied on Fi shows that their intersection is connected, hence irreducible by the snc assumption.
Theorem 3.3 iterates this idea. Suppose every m chosen components meet in a unique stratum Zm. Connectedness
for a suitable log Fano boundary on Zm−1 makes Zm ∩ Fim+1 nonempty; connectedness on Zm makes it irreducible.
Induction proves that every set of vertices spans exactly one face. The snc condition bounds its dimension by n,
proving the simplex statement.
The elementary model is worth keeping in mind: two components give an edge, three give a filled triangle rather than
a three-cycle with missing interior, and four give a filled tetrahedron. Blowing up the flag (1) realizes precisely these
models in all allowed dimensions.

Ingredient II: surfaces are controlled by threefold MMP
For a family of del Pezzo surfaces, choose an ample curve C ⊂ Fi. Since F ∼B 0 and Fi meets every other component,

C · Fi = −
∑
j ̸=i

C · Fj < 0. (3)

An extremal ray in a decomposition of [C] is therefore contained in Fi. There are no flipping contractions on the
smooth threefold X , so it gives a divisorial Mori contraction with exceptional divisor Fi.
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Mori’s list leaves types (E1), (E2), (E3), (E5). Their possible gluings are then constrained by Friedman’s d-semistability
condition. For D = Fi ∩ Fj it reads

ND/Fi
⊗ ND/Fj

⊗
⊗

k ̸=i,j

OD(Fk|D) ≃ OD. (4)

For surfaces this is the triple-point formula D2
Fi

+ D2
Fj

+ nD = 0, where nD is the number of triple points of F along
D. Together with the simplex theorem it reduces the possibilities to Fujita’s six configurations (Theorem 4.2), and
all six occur. In every case, a sequence of component contractions reaches a smooth family, so all six have trivial
monodromy. The maximal configuration has three components, all F1, each with boundary the negative section and a
fiber.

Ingredient III: the maximal threefold case
Here maximality gives four components and a tetrahedral dual complex. Maeda’s classification of smooth log
Fano threefolds with integral boundary supplies a finite list of possible contractions for each pair (Fi,

∑
j ̸=i Fj |Fi

).
Formula (4), imposed simultaneously on all six pairwise intersections, eliminates the Picard-rank-one, P2-bundle, and
incompatible P1-bundle cases. In the remaining case the normal bundle equations leave precisely the F1 flag-blow-up
case below.
Consequently Proposition 6.1 identifies every component with

(PF1(OF1(−s − f) ⊕ OF1), H ∪ Ms ∪ Mf ) , (5)

Here s is the negative section and f a ruling fiber of F1; for the bundle projection p, H is the tautological divisor and
Ms = p−1(s), Mf = p−1(f). The three boundary surfaces are H ≃ F1, Ms ≃ P1 × P1, and Mf ≃ F1. Equivalently,
each Fi is the blow-up of P3 along a flag {pt} ⊂ P1; the entire degeneration is toric. This is exactly the flag
construction (1), which proves uniqueness and trivial monodromy for n = 3.

Proof roadmap and hardest point
The logical chain is

relative Fano adjunction=======⇒ log Fano strata connectedness=========⇒ D(F ) = ∆k low-dimensional MMP==============⇒
(4)

unique maximal flag model.

(6)
The simplex portion is conceptual and dimension-free. The difficult part is uniqueness: one must coordinate the
classification on different components, because a locally permissible log Fano pair may have a normal bundle that
makes (4) fail on a neighboring stratum. In dimension three this becomes the case analysis leading to (5).

Scope and open edge
The uniqueness assertion is proved only for maximal degenerations in dimensions at most three; outside the complete
del Pezzo list, no general monodromy theorem is claimed. The paper asks whether maximal degenerations remain
unique in every dimension and whether an arbitrary semistable Fano family becomes smooth after a suitable relative
MMP. An explicit threefold example shows why the second question is subtle: divisorial contractions alone need not
suffice, although a flip followed by contraction can reach a smooth family. The general classification of semistable
Fano threefold degenerations also remains open.

Codex mathematical paper digest, 2026-09-03. Source paper should be consulted for full statements and proofs.
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