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Abstract

Costantini and Kappes gave an algebraic equation of the universal
family over the Kenyon-Smillie (2,3,4)-Teichmüller curve. This equation
gives rise to a family of projective plane quartic curves with three singular
members. These singular curves are: (1) an integral nodal quartic, (2) the
union of a line and a nodal cubic, and (3) a quadruple line. We determine
the limit Weierstrass points on these singular curves.

A Teichmüller curve is a rare subvariety of the moduli space of curves that
has several different characterizations (cf. [11]), one of which is: an immersed
curve in the moduli space Mg that is totally geodesic for the Teichmüller met-
ric. It is also the image in Mg of a closed GL+

2 (R)-orbit in the moduli space
ΩMg parametrizing flat surfaces. One of the few sporadic primitive Teichmüller
curves is known as the Kenyon-Smillie (2,3,4)-curve, constructed by unfold-
ing and shearing a Euclidean triangle with angles 2π/9, 3π/9, and 4π/9. M.
Costantini and A. Kappes [1] gave an algebraic equation of the universal family
over the Kenyon-Smillie (2,3,4)-Teichmüller curve. Put

G(X,Y, Z) =X4 − 3X3Y + 6X3Z − 3X2Y 2 − 6X2Y Z + 6X2Z2+

4XY 3 − 6XY 2Z − 6XYZ2 +XZ3 + 3Y 4 + 3Y 3Z

F (X,Y, Z, t) =X4 + tG(X,Y, Z) (1)

Theorem 0.1 ([1]). The universal family over the complement of the orbifold
point of the Kenyon-Smillie (2,3,4)-Teichmüller curve is given by the family
of plane quartics satisfying the equation F (X,Y, Z, t) = 0, where t varies in
P1 \ {0, 1,∞}.

In this note, we determine the limit Weierstrass points for the singular curves
in the family F (X,Y, Z, t) = 0, t ∈ P1. Since we are dealing with plane quartics,
limits of Weierstrass points are the same as limits of flexes.

The three singular fibers are quite different. When t = 1, we have an integral
rational nodal plane quartic. Such curves were studied by the author and C.
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Widland [10] and the Weierstrass points may be defined intrinsically on such a
curve using the (canonical) bundle of dualizing differentials.

When t = ∞, we have a reducible, but reduced, curve with a rational com-
ponent and a nodal cubic component. The notion of limit Weierstrass points
on reducible curves was studied by D. Eisenbud and J. Harris [2] for curves of
compact type and has been investigated by other authors for more complicated
reducible curves. However, the case in which the reducible curve has a ratio-
nal component is a difficult one, with some results having been obtained by E.
Esteves [4], and by E. Esteves and N. Medeiros [5].

When t = 0, we have the nonreduced curve X4 = 0. While some authors
have investigated some curves with multiple components (for example in [3] and
[5]), we are not aware of any examples in the literature of limit Weierstrass
points on a multiple line.

1 The fiber over t = 1

From [1], we have that F (X,Y, Z, 1) = 0 is an integral curve with three nodes.
Weierstrass points on integral Gorenstein curves were defined in [13] using the
(canonical) line bundle of dualizing differentials. The limit Weierstrass points
on such a fiber in a family are these intrinsically defined Weierstrass points by
[9]. Put

f1(x, y) = F (X,Y, 1, 1).

Using Macaulay2 [7], a Groebner basis, with respect to graded reverse lex,
for the ideal I = (f1(x, y),

∂f1
∂x

(x, y), ∂f1
∂y

(x, y)) is

{y2 − x+ 2y − 1, xy + x+ y − 1, x2 + x+ y − 1}.

From this we see that at a singular point of f1(x, y) = 0, we must have x3 −
3x + 1 = 0. The roots of this equation are ν, ν2 − 2, and 2 − ν − ν2, where
ν = 2 cos(2π/9). Thus, the nodes of f1(x, y) = 0 are

(ν, 1− ν − ν2), (ν2 − 2, ν − 1), and (2− ν − ν2, ν2 − 3).

We know from [10] that each of these nodes is a Weierstrass point of weight 6,
7 (if a flecnode), or 8 (if a biflecnode).

Lemma 1.1. Let Ct denote the projective plane curve F (X,Y, Z, t) = 0. If
t 6= 0,∞, then the point (0 : −1 : 1) is a hyperflex (Weierstrass point of weight
2) on Ct and the point (0 : 0 : 1) is a flex on Ct.

Proof. Note that

G(X,Y, Z) = (X+Y+Z)(X3−4X2Y+5X2Z+XY 2−7XYZ+XZ2+3Y 3). (2)

The point (0 : −1 : 1) is on Ct and, assuming t 6= 0,∞, has tangent line
X + Y + Z = 0. This tangent line meets Ct only at this point, hence has
intersection multiplicity four at this point. Therefore, (0 : −1 : 1) is a hyperflex
and a Weierstrass point of weight 2 on Ct for t 6= 0,∞. It is straightforward to
see that (0 : 0 : 1) is a common point of Ct and its Hessian.
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Since the curve C1 is integral we can use its Hessian to find its flexes (with
multiplicities). We will see that all the flexes of C1 occur in the affine xy-plane.

Let Φ(X,Y, Z) denote a homogeneous polynomial of degree d > 1 and let
φ(x, y) = Φ(x, y, 1) be its dehomogenization. Then the dehomogenization of the
Hessian of Φ, which we will call the affine Hessian AH(φ), can be written (cf.
Example 11.4 of [6]) as

AH(φ) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

d
d−1φ

∂φ
∂x

∂φ
∂y

∂φ
∂x

∂2φ
∂x2

∂2φ
∂x∂y

∂φ
∂y

∂2φ
∂x∂y

∂2φ
∂y2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

To find the flexes of φ(x, y) = 0 one finds the common zeros of φ and AH(φ).
Hence, in finding the flexes we can work “modulo φ” and so we can replace
AH(φ) by the modified affine Hessian, which we will denote AH(φ), obtained
by replacing the (1,1)-entry in the expression for AH(φ) by 0. Thus the flexes
of C1 in the xy-plane are the common zeros of f1 and AH(f1).

We used the NSolve command of Mathematica to approximate the com-
mon zeros of f1 and AH(f1). The result is that each of the three nodes
is a Weierstrass point of weight 6, (0 : −1 : 1) is a Weierstrass point of
weight 2 (as noted above), (0 : 0 : 1) is a Weierstrass point of weight 1, and
approximate values, to three decimal places, for other Weierstrass points of
weight 1 are: (0.325 : −1.140 : 1), (−0.177 − 0164i : 0.032 − 0.125i : 1), and
(−0.177+0.164i : 0.032+0.125i : 1). This accounts for all 24 Weierstrass points
(with multiplicities) of C1. We note that C1 is a curve of Case 2 from [10].

2 The fiber over t = ∞

By replacing t by −1/s, the fiber over t = ∞ in our original family is the same

as the fiber over s = 0 of the family F̃ (X,Y, Z, s) = G(X,Y, Z)− sX4 = 0. (We
have introduced a −1 coefficient for s to agree with the notation in [4].) From
(2), we see that this fiber is a reducible curve with a rational component and a
nodal cubic component with a node at (1 : 1 : 1). Of course, the Hessian of this
curve vanishes on the rational component, but one can still determine the limit
Weierstrass points on this fiber.

We wish to use Example 5.3 of [4], but in order to do that we need to perform
a change of variables. Define

F̂ (X,Y, Z, s) = F̃ (X − Y − Z, Y, Z, s).

Then
F̂ (X,Y, Z, s) = XĜ(X,Y, Z)− s(X − Y − Z)4, (3)

where

Ĝ(X,Y, Z) = X3 − 7X2Y + 2X2Z + 12XY 2 − 3XYZ−
6XZ2 − 3Y 3 + 9Y Z2 + 3Z3.
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The families F̃ = 0 and F̂ = 0 are isomorphic and we have

F̃ (a, b, c, s) = 0 ⇔ F̂ (a+ b+ c, b, c, s) = 0. (4)

The curve Ĝ = 0 is an irreducible nodal cubic with a node at (3 : 1 : 1).
In Example 5.3 of [4], Esteves gives a formula involving a sum of three 0-

cycles for the 0-cycle R of the limit on the fiber over s = 0 of flexes on nearby
smooth fibers for a family like (3). One of these summands is 3[Ĝ ·X ]; i.e., three

times the intersection cycle of Ĝ = 0 and X = 0 (assuming these intersection

points are smooth points of Ĝ). Here, we have

[Ĝ ·X ] = (0 : γ1 : 1) + (0 : γ2 : 1) + (0 : γ3 : 1),

where the γj are the three roots of Y 3 − 3Y − 1 = 0. Notice that these roots
are the negatives of the roots of x3 − 3x + 1 = 0 that appeared above. To
three decimal places, approximate values for these roots are −1.532,−0.347,
and 1.879.

A second summand, which, after Esteves, we denote R
Ĝ
, is the 0-cycle of

flexes of Ĝ = 0. Let

f̂ = x3 − 7x2y + 2x2 + 12xy2 − 3xy − 6x− 3y3 + 9y + 3

denote the dehomogenization of Ĝ. Finding the common zeros of f̂ and AH(f̂),
we get that

R
Ĝ
= 6(3 : 1 : 1) + (1 : 0 : 1) + (α : β : 1) + (ᾱ : β̄ : 1),

where, to three decimal places, α ≈ 1.643 + .124i and β ≈ 0.429 + 0.083i.
The third summand is a bit more complicated. Put ĝ(Y, Z) = Ĝ(0, Y, Z) and

put f̄(Y, Z) = (−Y − Z)4 (this comes from setting X = 0 in the function mul-

tiplying s in the family F̂ = 0). One now considers the following determinant,
reminiscent of a Hessian:

ĥ(Y, Z) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂2f̄
∂Z2

∂2(Y ĝ)
∂Z2

∂2(Zĝ)
∂Z2

∂2f̄
∂Y ∂Z

∂2(Y ĝ)
∂Y ∂Z

∂2(Zĝ)
∂Y ∂Z

∂2f̄
∂Y 2

∂2(Y ĝ)
∂Y 2

∂2(Zĝ)
∂Y 2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

.

The third summand, which Esteves denotes RX , in the expression for R is then
the 0-cycle of P2 cut out on X = 0 by ĥ(Y, Z) = 0.

In our case, we find that

ĥ(Y, Z) = 972(Y + Z)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

1 2Y (Y + Z) 2Z(3Y + 2Z)
1 Z(4Y + Z) −Y 2 + 3Z2

1 2(−2Y 2 + Z2) −2Y Z

∣∣∣∣∣∣
= −1944(Y + Z)2(3Y 4 + 11Y 3Z + 12Y 2Z2 + 3Y Z3 + Z4).
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We then have that

RX = 2(0 : −1 : 1) + (0 : ξ : 1) + (0 : ξ̄ : 1) + (0 : µ : 1) + (0 : µ̄ : 1),

where ξ, ξ̄, µ, µ̄ are the roots of 3Y 4 + 11Y 3 + 12Y 2 + 3Y + 1 = 0. To three
decimal places, we have ξ ≈ −1.734 + 0.446i and µ ≈ −0.100 + 0.307i.

Now, using (4), we get the following result.

Theorem 2.1. The 0-cycle of limit Weierstrass points on the fiber over s = 0
of the family G(X,Y, Z)− sX4 = 0 is

6(1 : 1 : 1) + 3

3∑

j=1

(−γj − 1 : γj : 1) + 2(0 : −1 : 1)+

(0 : 0 : 1) + (α− β − 1 : β : 1) + (ᾱ− β̄ − 1 : β̄ : 1)+

(−ξ − 1 : ξ : 1) + (−ξ̄ − 1 : ξ̄ : 1) + (−µ− 1 : µ : 1) + (−µ̄− 1 : µ̄ : 1).

This is also the 0-cycle of limit Weierstrass points on the fiber over t = ∞ of
the family F = 0.

We can check this result by computing the Weierstrass points (flexes) on a
fiber of F = 0 over a large value of t. Put

fm(x, y) = F (X,Y, 1, 106).

We computed estimates for the flexes on fm(x, y) = 0 by using the NSolve
command in Mathematica to find approximate values for the common zeros of
fm and AH(fm). As we already know, (0,−1) is a hyperflex and (0, 0) is a flex.
There are 21 other flexes for which we give approximate values to three decimal
places and we give the coordinates in the xy-plane for the point in the 0-cycle
in Theorem 2.1 that these flexes are approaching:
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(1.025, 1.020), (1.010, 1.005)≈ (1, 1)

(0.995− 0.008i, 0.998− 0.004i), (0.995+ 0008i, 0.998+ 0.004i) ≈ (1, 1)

(0.988− 0.020i, 0.990− 0.016i), (0.988+ 0.020i, 0.990+ 0.016) ≈ (1, 1)

(0.529,−1.527), (0.533+ 0.002i,−1.534− 0.004i),

(0.533− 0.002i,−1.534+ 0.04i) ≈ (−γ1 − 1, γ1)

(−0.665,−0.357), (−0.647− 0.012i,−0.342− 0.008i),

(−0.647 + 0.010i,−0.342+ .008i) ≈ (−γ2 − 1, γ2)

(−2.874, 1.857), (−2.882+ 0.005i, 1.891− 0.019i),

(−2.882− 0.005i, 1.891+ 0.019i) ≈ (−γ3 − 1, γ3)

(0.214 + 0.041i, 0.429+ 0.082i) ≈ (α− β − 1, β)

(0.214− 0.041i, 0.429− 0.082i) ≈ (ᾱ− β̄ − 1, β̄)

(0.733− 0.446i,−1.733+ 0.446i) ≈ (−ξ − 1, ξ)

(0.733 + 0.446i,−1.733− 0.446i) ≈ (−ξ̄ − 1, ξ̄)

(−0.900− 0.307i,−0.100+ 0.307i) ≈ (−µ− 1, µ)

(−0.900 + 0.307i,−0.100− 0.307i) ≈ (−µ̄− 1, µ̄)

3 The fiber over t = 0

To find the limit Weierstrass points on the fiber over t = 0 (i.e., X4 = 0) of
our family (1) we will use ideas from section IV.1.3 of [3]. Put B = A1

C
=

Spec C[t] and let C denote the curve over B given by our family (1). Put
B∗ = Spec C[t, t−1], the punctured affine line.

Let W denote the scheme of flexes of C. As in [3], let W∗ be the inverse
image in W of B∗. The scheme W∗ is finite and flat over B∗, with the fiber of
W∗ over a (nonzero) value of t consisting of the 24 flexes (with multiplicity) on
the fiber of C over that value of t. (This is true even for t = 1.)

Let W ′ denote the closure of W∗ in P2
B, and let W ′

0 denote the fiber of W ′

over t = 0. Since B is nonsingular and one-dimensional, it follows from III.9.8
of [8] that W ′ is flat over all of B. Hence W ′

0 has dimension 0 and degree 24
over C. Since we have shown that (0 : −1 : 1) is a hyperflex and (0 : 0 : 1) is a
flex on every fiber of W∗ over B∗, we may infer that (0 : −1 : 1) is a point of
multiplicity at least 2 in W ′

0 and (0 : 0 : 1) is a point in W ′

0.
Let I denote the ideal of W in the affine open subset Spec C[t][x, y] ∼= A2

B ⊂
P2
B. Then

I = (f(x, y, t), AH(f(x, y, t))),

where f(x, y, t) = F (x, y, 1, t) is the dehomogenization of F . Then, as in [3], we
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have that, in this affine open subset,

I∗ = I · C[t, t−1][x, y] is the ideal of W∗

I ′ = I∗ ∩C[t][x, y] is the ideal of W ′

I ′0 = (I ′, t) is the ideal of W ′

0 over t = 0.

We will compute these ideals, over the rationals, using Macaulay2. First, we
construct the ideal I with the following inputs:

R=QQ[x,y,t]

G=(x+y+1)*(x^3-4*x^2*y+5*x^2+x*y^2-7*x*y+x+3*y^3)

F=x^4+t*G

F1=diff(x,F)

F2=diff(y,F)

F12=diff(x,F2)

F11=diff(x,F1)

F22=diff(y,F2)

M=matrix{{0,F1,F2},{F1,F11,F12},{F2,F12,F22}}

AHbar=det M

I=ideal(F,AHbar)

Now we want to compute I∗, the extension of I to the ring Q[t, t−1][x, y].
We first create this extension ring as a quotient ring Q[x, y, t, s]/(st− 1) so that
s plays the role of t−1. Then we consider the embedding ψ of our original ring
into this new ring, then take the image of I under this mapping. Next, we
compute I ′ by taking the preimage of I∗ under this embedding. The Macaulay2
inputs are:

S=R[s]/(s*t-1)

psi=map(S,R,{x,y,t})

Istar=psi I

Iprime=preimage_psi Istar

Then we compute the ideal I ′0:

use(R)

Izeroprime=Iprime+ideal(t)

gens gb Izeroprime

AGroebner basis for I ′0 (with respect to graded reverse lex) is {t, x4, g1, g2, g3, g4}
where
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g1 = 8x3y3 + 3x2y4 − 8x3y2 − 4x3y

g2 = 3x2y5 + 3x2y4 − 12x3y2 − 4x3y

g3 = 48xy7 + 12y8 − 24xy6 + 12y7 + 45x2y4 − 72xy5 − 448x3y2+

144x2y3 − 12xy4 − 196x3y + 24x2y2 + 12x3 − 6x2y

g4 = 24y9 + 60y8 − 216xy6 + 36y7 + 525x2y4 − 240xy5 − 1056x3y2+

480x2y3 − 36xy4 − 524x3y + 60x2y2 + 36x3 − 18x2y.

From this Groebner basis, we see that, in the affine open set in which we are
working, the scheme W ′

0 is supported only at the two points (0, 0) and (0,−1).
By [12], we can compute the multiplicity of W ′

0 at (0, 0) by using the “saturate”
command in Macaulay2 as follows:

degree(Izeroprime : saturate(Izeroprime))

and we get 22 as the multiplicity at the origin. Since we know that the multi-
plicity ofW ′

0 is at least 2 at (0,−1) and the total degree ofW ′

0 is 24, we conclude
that W ′

0 is not supported at any points outside our affine subset and we have
shown the following result.

Theorem 3.1. The 0-cycle of limit Weierstrass points on the fiber X4 = 0 over
t = 0 of our family F = 0 is 22(0 : 0 : 1) + 2(0 : −1 : 1).

We note that when we tried to check this result using NSolve to estimate
the values of the flexes on the fiber over t = 10−7 by finding common roots of
fǫ(x, y) = F (x, y, 1, 10−7) and AH(fǫ), there were errors (for example, NSolve
found more than 24 approximate roots, some of them very large). However,
when we used NSolve to estimate flexes on this same curve by estimating com-
mon zeros of Fǫ(X,Y, Z) = F (X,Y, Z, 10−7) and the (projective) Hessian of Fǫ

we did get appropriate answers: (0 : −1 : 1) a hyperflex, (0 : 0 : 1) a flex, and 21
other flexes in the affine xy-plane whose x-coordinates were 0.00 to two decimal
places and whose y-coordinates had modulus less than 0.3 and usually less than
0.1. The convergence to the 0-cycle in the theorem appears to be “slow.”
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