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THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF KODAIRA SURFACES

ANDREA CATTANEO

Abstract. In this paper we give an explicit description of the automorphism
group of a primary Kodaira surface X in terms of suitable liftings to the uni-
versal cover C2. As it happens for complex tori, the automorphism group of
X is an extension of a finite cyclic group related to the action of the automor-
phisms on the tangent bundle of X by a group of automorphisms which acts
on X as translations (both on the base and on the fibres of the elliptic fibraion
of X). We can then characterize those automorphisms acting symplectically
and those acting trivially on cohomology. Finally, we describe the fixed locus
of an automorphism and we show that, if not empty, it is the union of a finite
number of fibres of the elliptic fibration of X. As a byproduct, we provide a
different proof of Borcea’s description of the moduli space of Kodaira surfaces.
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1. Introduction

The automorphism group of a manifold is a group naturally attached to that
manifold, which measures how much (or how little) symmetric the manifold is. it is
then not a surprise that the structure of this group is then intimately related and
deeply influenced by the geometry of the original manifold.

The automorphism group of curves reflects the tricotomy of Kodaira dimension.
In fact it is known that Aut(P1) ≃ PSL(2,C) is a non-compact 3-dimensional Lie
group, while for a genus 1 curve E we have that Aut(E) ≃ E ⋊ F (F is a finite
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2 ANDREA CATTANEO

cyclic group depending on E) is a compact 1-dimensional Lie group, and finally for
curves C with g(C) ≥ 2 the group Aut(C) is finite.

In higher dimension the picture becomes more complicated. For example, it is
still true that Aut(Pn) ≃ PGL(n + 1,C) and that the automorphism group of an
algebraic manifold of general type is finite (see [Mat63, Corollari 2]).

Let us focus on the case of compact complex surfaces, and in particular of surfaces
X of Kodaira dimension 0. The case where X is a complex torus is classical and
well known (Aut(X) is an extension of the group of group endomorphisms of X
by X acting on itself by translations), if X is a bielliptic surface then Aut(X) was
explicitly described in [BM90, Proposition 3.1]. In the case where X is a K3 surface
the study of maps between K3 surfaces with an emphasis to isomorphisms, due to
the obvious connection with the study of their moduli space, has a milestone in the
Torelli theorem of Piatetski-Shapiro and Shafarevich (see [Pvv71]) in the algebraic
case, which was later generalized to the complex case by Burns and Rapport (see
[BR75, Theorem 1]). This generated a very large literature on the subject: thanks
to Nikulin’s work (e.g., [Nik79]) it was possible to describe and produce in a very
explicit way automorphisms of K3 surfafces with given properties (e.g., [GS07],
[AST11]), from a more theoretical point of view Sterk showed in [Ste85, Proposition
2.2] that the automorphism group of aK3 surface is finitely generated. For Enriques
surfaces a description of Aut(X) can be found in [BP83, Theorem].

The knowledge of the automorphism group of manifolds of low dimension pro-
vides a useful tool for the construction of higher dimensional manifolds. For example
Borcea and Voisin, independently in [Bor97] and [Voi93], used a product/quotient
construction to obtain a Calabi–Yau threefold starting from a K3 surface and an
elliptic curve, both endowed with a suitable automorphism, which is part of the
construction. This method was later used also in [CG16] and [Dil12] and adapted
to produce Calabi–Yau fourfolds in [CGP19].

In higher dimension, the automorphism group of hyperkähler manifolds has
been intensively studied by many authors (e.g., [BCNWS16], [BKMS19], [CGM19],
[CCC21], [BCS16], [MTW18]) and as hyperkähler manifolds are higher dimensional
analogous of K3 surfaces it seems reasonable that many of the results for auto-
morphisms of K3 surfaces find an extension in the hyperkähler context. As an
example of this, consider the finite presentation of the automorphism group of a
hyperkähler manifold proved in [CF19, Theorem 1.6]. Let us observe that also the
automorphism group of holomorphically symplectic manifolds of non-Kähler type
have started to attract attention, see, e.g., [BKKY22].

In this paper we deal with primary Kodaira surfaces, and we give an explicit
description of the structure of their automorphism groups. Following [FN05, §6] we
are able to describe the automorphisms of a primary Kodaira surface X in terms of
special liftings to its universal cover C2. With this description, and exploiting the
structure of principal bundle of X over a genus 1 curve B we are able to describe
the subgroup of automorphisms inducing the identity on the base B. Our final
result is that (as it happens for complex tori) the autpmorphism group of X is an
extension of a finite cyclic group which depends on the base curve B and which
essentially encodes the behaviour of the automorphism on the tangent bundle of B
by a group of automorphisms acting as translations both on the base B and on the
fibres. Then we will focus on some property of automorphisms, such as their fixed
loci or their action on the Dolbeault cohomology of X .

The knowledge of the automorphism group of primary Kodaira surfaces may
serve as a first step for the construction of new manifolds adapting, e.g., the already
mentioned Borcea–Voisin construction and for the understanding the automorphism
group of secondary Kodaira surfaces, which have the same relationship to primary
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Kodaira surfaces as Enriques surfaces have withK3 surfaces. With respect to higher
dimensional manifolds, there are natural generalizations of Kodaira surfaces, the
so called Kodaira manifolds introduced in [FPPSr04] and [GMPP04], and it is our
belief that the study of their group of automorphisms will be a subject of great
interest.

Structure of the paper — In Section 2 we recall some general facts on primary
Kodaira surfaces, the most important is the fact that the elliptic fibration of a
primary Kodaira surface X given by its algebraic reduction coincides with the
Albanese map of X (Theorem 2.5).

In Section 3 we recall the construction of Kodaira surfaces proposed by Fujimoto
and Nakayama in [FN05, §6], which is one of our main tools. In Section 3.2 we
follow Fujimoto and Nakayama’s argument to define suitable liftings for surjective
endomorphisms of X : we must point out here that this is in fact the content of
[FN05, Proposition 6.4], but we found an inaccuracy in their proof which we amend
in Theorem 3.18 (see also Examples 3.14 and 3.15).

In Section 4 we show how it is possible to obtain a description of the moduli
space of Kodaira surfaces from Fujimoto–Nakayama’s description, thus providing a
new proof of an old result in Theorem 4.8.

In Section 5 we give explicit generators for the de Rham and Dolbeault coho-
mology of X in terms of suitable invariant forms on the universal cover C2.

In Section 6 we describe the automorphism group of a Kodaira surface, using
the special liftings provided by Theorem 3.18. In particular, we can give an explicit
description of the subgroup of automorphisms acting trivially on the base of the
elliptic fibration (Corollary 6.8) and we show that Aut(X) is an extension of a
suitable finite cyclic group by a group of automorphisms acting as translations
on both the base and the fibres of the elliptic fibration. In this regards, Aut(X)
resembles the automorphism group of a genus 1 curve.

Finally the last two sections, Section 7 and 8, give a description of the action
of an automorphism on the cohomology of X , giving an explicit characterization
of symplectic automorphisms (Proposition 7.1) and of these automorphisms acting
trivially on cohomology (Proposition 7.4), and a description of their fixed loci,
which is either empty or the union of a finite number of fibres of the elliptic fibration
(Corollary 8.2 and Proposition 8.10).

Notations and conventions — We denote by H the upper half-plane in C,
namely

H = {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0} .

For τ ∈ H we denote by Λτ the lattice in C

Λτ = Z · τ ⊕ Z.

With the only exceptions of Proposition 2.3 and Definition 2.4, the letter X
always denotes a primary Kodaira surface. The elliptic fibration is denoted by
π : X −→ B and its typical fibre is E.

A primitive nth root of unity will be denoted by ωn (e.g., ωn = e
2π
n

√
−1).

Acknowledgement — The author is a member of GNSAGA of INdAM. He wants
to acknowledge the geometry group of the Math Department of Università di Parma,
for their participation to an exposition of these results during the final stage of the
writing of the paper, which helped to put them in a clearer form.

He also wants to warmly acknowledge professor N. Nakayama, who sent to the
author a different proof of Theorem 3.18.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section we recall the definition of Kodaira surfaces, their basic properties
and how we can construct them. Our main references for this part are Kodaira’s
original paper [Kod64, §6], [Bor84] and [BHPVdV04].

Definition 2.1 (Primary Kodaira surface) — A primary Kodaira surface is a com-
pact complex surface X with trivial canonical bundle ωX ≃ OX and such that
b1(X) = 3.

In the sequel we will drop the word ‘primary’ and refer to such surfaces simply
as ‘Kodaira surfaces’.

Let X be a Kodaira surface. Then X is a minimal surface as it has trivial
canonical bundle and its Hodge diamond is

h2,2(X)

h2,1(X) h1,2(X)

h2,0(X) h1,1(X) h0,2(X)

h1,0(X) h0,1(X)

h0,0(X)

=

1

2 1

1 2 1

1 2

1,

so we immediately see that χtop(X) = 0.
From [Kod64, Theorem 11] and [Kod64, Theorem 4] we also have that X has

algebraic dimension a(X) = 1 and that it is an elliptic surface. In fact X admits
a unique elliptic fibration π : X −→ B, where B is a smooth curve of genus 1,
which is induced by any non-constant meromorphic function onX (see [BHPVdV04,
Proposition VI.5.1]) and so coincides with the algebraic reduction of X .

The elliptic fibration π has neither multiple nor singular fibres and so it follows
from [BHPVdV04, Theorem III.15.4] that π is locally trivial, and we call E any
fibre. Elliptic fibre bundles over a genus 1 curve are studied in [BHPVdV04, p. 197
et seq.] and one can conclude that π : X −→ B is not just an elliptic fibration, but
also a principal E-bundle over B.

2.1. The Albanese map. In this section we show that the elliptic fibration π :
X −→ B on a Kodaira surface X is not only the algebraic reduction of X , but it
also coincides with its Albanese morphism.

Definition 2.2 ([Uen75, Definition 9.6]) — The pair (A(V ), α) is an Albanese torus
for the compact complex manifold V if

(1) A(V ) is a complex torus and α : V −→ A(V ) is a morphism;
(2) for every morphism g : V −→ T from V to a complex torus T there exists

a unique Lie group homomorphism h : A(V ) −→ T and a unique element
a ∈ T such that g(x) = h(α(x)) + a for every x ∈ V .

By [Uen75, Theorem 9.7] every compact complex manifold admits an Albanese
torus, and it follows from the definition that this torus is well defined only up to
translations.

The main ingredient in our proof of the fact that π : X −→ B is the Albanese
morphism of X is the following result by Blanchard.

Proposition 2.3 ([Bla56, Proposition I.2.2]) — Let X and B be compact connected
complex analytic manifolds and let π : X −→ B be an analytic map. We assume
that π is a fibration in the sense of Serre (see [Ser51, p. 443]), that every fibre F
of π is a complex analytic submanifold of X and that every point of the base B has
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a neighbourhood over which there exists an analytic section for the fibred space X.
Then the following diagram is an exact sequence of Lie groups

A(F )
i∗−→ A(X)

π∗−→ A(B) −→ 0.

For convenience, we recall here the definition of a fibration in the sense of Serre.

Definition 2.4 ([Ser51, p. 443]) — A fibration in the sense of Serre is a triple
(X, π,B) where X and B are topological spaces and π is a continuous function of X
onto B with the property that for each pair of continuous functions f : P ×I −→ B
and g : P −→ X (where P is a finite polyhedron and I = [0, 1]) such that π(g(x)) =
f(x, 0) for every x ∈ P there exists a unique continuous function h : P × I −→ X
such that π ◦ h = f and h(x, 0) = g(x) for every x ∈ P .

We are now ready to prove that the elliptic fibration on a Kodaira surface X is
the Albanese morphism of X .

Theorem 2.5 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, and let π : X −→ B be its elliptic
fibration. Then (B, π) is the Albanese torus of X.

Proof. Denote by E the fibre of the elliptic fibration π and let (A(X), α) be the
Albanese torus of X . From Blanchard’s Theorem (see Theorem 2.3) we have the
exact sequence of Lie groups

E
i∗−→ A(X)

π∗−→ B −→ 0,

and so we deduce that dim(A(X)) ≥ dim(B) = 1. On the other hand we have
dim(A(X)) ≤ dim(H0(X,Ω1

X)) = 1 by [Uen75, Lemma 9.22]: hence dim(A(X)) =
dim(B) = 1 and A(X) and B are isogenous elliptic curves.

We want to show that π∗ is an isomorphism. Let K = ker(π∗), then we have the
following exact sequences:

(1) E i∗−→ K −→ 0;
(2) 0 −→ K −→ A(X)

π∗−→ B −→ 0.
Since π∗ is onto and dim(A(X)) = dim(B) = 1 we have that K is finite. Finally,
since E is connected we deduce that K = i∗(E) is connected as well. Hence K = 0
and π∗ is an isomorphism. �

3. Constructions of Kodaira surfaces

There are several ways to construct Kodaira surfaces. The first goes back to
Kodaira’s original paper [Kod64, §6], where he showed that every Kodaira surface
can be obtained as a quotient of the plane C2 by the action of a group of affine
transformations. Alternatively (see [Bor84] or [Thu76]), one can consider C2 with
the group law

(z, ζ) ∗ (z′, ζ′) = (z + ζ, ζ + z̄′z + ζ′)

and in this case a Kodaira surface is a quotient of C2 by the action of a cocompact
lattice Γ ⊆ C2, which shows that Kodaira surfaces are complex nilmanifolds.

In [FN05, §6] Fujimoto and Nakayama show another construction for Kodaira
surfaces. Let

ΛτB = Z · τB ⊕ Z, ΛτE = Z · τE ⊕ Z, τB, τE ∈ H ,

choose c ∈ ΛτE r {0} and δ ∈ C and define Π as the group of affine transformations
of C2 generated by

(3.1)
γ1(z, ζ) = (z + τB, ζ + cz + δ), γ2(z, ζ) = (z + 1, ζ),

γ3(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + τE), γ4(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + 1).
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Then we have the exact sequence

1 −→ 〈γ3, γ4〉 −→ Π −→ 〈γ̄1, γ̄2〉 −→ 1,

and C2/〈γ3, γ4〉 ≃ C × E. The residual actions γ̄1, γ̄2 descend to C × E, and we
can then form the quotient

Xc,δ = (C× E)/〈γ̄1, γ̄2〉 = C2/〈γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4〉.
It is quite easy to see that all the surfaces Xc,δ constructed with this method are

Kodaira surfaces. Actually, any Kodaira surface can be obtained in this way.

Lemma 3.1 ([FN05, Lemma 6.1]) — Let X be a primary Kodaira surface. Then
there exist τB , τE ∈ H , c ∈ ΛτE r {0} and δ ∈ C such that X is isomorphic to
Xc,δ.

Remark 3.2 — From the proof of Lemma 3.1 one can see that c ∈ ΛτE has a
cohomological meaning: it is the image in H2(B,ΛτE ) ≃ ΛτE of the cocycle in
H1(B, EB) defining the principal bundle π : X −→ B (EB denotes the sheaf of
germs of holomorphic functions on B with values in E).

Remark 3.3 — The group Π = 〈γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4〉 is therefore naturally identified with
the fundamental group π1(X) seen as the group of deck transformations of the
universal cover C2. We will describe π1(X) more in detail in Section 3.1.

Definition 3.4 — According to Lemma 3.1 we will say that a Kodaira surface X
corresponds to the data (τB , τE , c, δ) to mean that τB, τE ∈ H , c ∈ ΛτE r {0},
δ ∈ C and X ≃ Xc,δ.

The projection on the first factor C2 −→ C is equivariant with respect to the
action of the group Π on C2 and the action of the group ΛτB as group of translations
of C. As a consequence it descends to the quotient and induces

π : X −→ B

which is the elliptic fibration of X , making it a principal bundle over B. Given
an element e ∈ E we denote by τe the automorphism of the principal bundle X
induced by e and we write x · e = τe(x). As it can be seen by a direct computation,
a lift for τe to C2 is provided by the affine map

Te′ : C2 −→ C2

(z, ζ) 7−→ (z, ζ + e′),

where e′ ∈ C is any lift for e ∈ E = C/ΛτE .

3.1. The fundamental group of a Kodaira surface. Let X be a Kodaira sur-
face, corresponding to the data (τB, τE , c, δ). As we recalled in Remark 3.3 the
fundamental group of X is the group of affine transformations generated by (3.1):

π1(X) = 〈γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4〉.
The only non trivial commutator among these generators is γ1 ◦ γ2 ◦ γ−1

1 ◦ γ−1
2 , in

fact

(z, ζ)
γ1◦γ2◦γ−1

1
◦γ−1

27−−−−−−−−−−→ (z, ζ + c) and so γ1 ◦ γ2 ◦ γ−1
1 ◦ γ−1

2 ∈ 〈γ3, γ4〉.
As π1(X) is a group of affine transformations we can see its elements as triangular
matrices. Following [FN05, §6] let

T (x1, x2, x3) =








1 0 0

x1 1 0

x3 x2 1







, x1, x2, x3 ∈ C,
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then π1(X) can be identified with the subgroup of triangular matrices generated
by

T1 = T (τB, δ, c), T2 = T (1, 0, 0),

T3 = T (0, 0, τE), T4 = T (0, 0, 1).

Lemma 3.5 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to the data (τB , τE , c, δ).
Every element γ ∈ π1(X) can be written as

(3.2) γ = γm1

1 ◦ γm2

2 ◦ γm3

3 ◦ γm4

4 , m1,m2,m3,m4 ∈ Z,

and the exponents m1,m2,m3,m4 are uniquely determined by γ (the γi’s are defined
in (3.1)).

Proof. We have already observed that γ3 and γ4 are central elements of π1(X) and
γ1 ◦ γ2 ◦ γ−1

1 ◦ γ−1
2 ∈ 〈γ3, γ4〉. This implies that each element γ ∈ π1(X) can be

written as
γ = γm1

1 ◦ γm2

2 ◦ γm3

3 ◦ γm4

4

for suitable m1,m2,m3,m4 ∈ Z. We only need to prove that the exponents are
uniquely determined by γ.

It is easy to prove by induction that

Tm1

1 = T
(

m1τB,m1c,
m1(m1−1)

2 cτB +m1δ
)

Tm2

2 = T (m2, 0, 0)

Tm3

3 = T (0, 0,m3τE)

Tm4

4 = T (0, 0,m4),

hence that

(3.3) Tm1

1 Tm2

2 Tm3

3 Tm4

4 = T (x1, x2, x3) with

x1 = m1τB +m2,

x2 = m1c,

x3 = m1m2c+
m1(m1−1)

2 cτB+

+m1δ +m3τE +m4.

In particular, this shows that m1,m2 are uniquely determined by γ.
Assume now that we can write γ = γm1

1 ◦γm2

2 ◦γm3

3 ◦γm4

4 = γn1

1 ◦γn2

2 ◦γn3

3 ◦γn4

4 .
Since the exponent of γ1 and γ2 are uniquely determined by γ we have that m1 = n1

and m2 = n2, which implies that γm3

3 ◦ γm4

4 = γn3

3 ◦ γn4

4 . This implies that

T (0, 0,m3τE +m4) = Tm3

3 Tm4

4 = T n3

3 T n4

4 = T (0, 0, n3τE + n4)

hence that alsom3 = n3 andm4 = n4. So all the exponents are uniquely determined
by γ. �

Lemma 3.5 says that the map

Z4 −→ π1(X)

(m1,m2,m3,m4) 7−→ γm1

1 ◦ γm2

2 ◦ γm3

3 ◦ γm4

4

is a bijection. Since Z4 is in bijection also with ΛτB × ΛτE via

Z4 −→ ΛτB × ΛτE

(m1,m2,m3,m4) 7−→ (m1τB +m2,m3τE +m4)

we see that π1(X) is also in bijection with ΛτB ×ΛτE , hence we can use this corre-
spondence to define on ΛτB ×ΛτE a group law ⋆ making (ΛτB ×ΛτE ; ⋆) isomorphic
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to π1(X). In order to write this group law explicitly in terms of (x, y) ∈ ΛτB ×ΛτE

we use the following bilinear form.

Definition 3.6 — Let τ ∈ H and Λτ = Z · τ ⊕ Z. We define Dτ : Λτ × Λτ −→ Z

as the unique skew-symmetric bilinear form on Λτ such that Dτ (τ, 1) = 1.

Thanks to this map we see that for every x ∈ ΛτB we have

(3.4) x = DτB (x, 1)τB −DτB (x, τB)

and similarly for ΛE , hence we can describe the inverse map ΛτB × ΛτE −→ Z4.

Proposition 3.7 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to (τB , τE , c, δ).
Then π1(X) is isomorphic to (ΛτB × ΛτE ; ⋆), where

(x, y) ⋆ (x′, y′) = (x+ x′, y + y′ +DτB(x, τB)DτB (x
′, 1)c).

The identity element is (0, 0) and (x, y)−1 = (−x,−y +DτB (x, τB)DτB (x, 1)c).

Proof. Let (m1,m2,m3,m4), (n1, n2, n3, n4) ∈ Z4. Using the commutation rules for
γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4, in particular the fact that γ1 ◦ γ2 ◦ γ−1

1 ◦ γ−1
2 = γα3 ◦ γβ4 for suitable

α, β ∈ Z, we have that

(γm1

1 ◦γm2

2 ◦γm3

3 ◦γm4

4 )◦(γn1

1 ◦γn2

2 ◦γn3

3 ◦γn4

4 ) = γm1

1 ◦γm2

2 ◦γn1

1 ◦γn2

2 ◦γm3+n3

3 ◦γm4+n4

4

and γm2

2 ◦ γn1

1 = γn1

1 ◦ γm2

2 ◦ γ−n1m2α
3 ◦ γ−n1m2β

4 .
The element (x, y) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE corresponds to the element

(3.5) γ
DτB

(x,1)

1 ◦ γ−DτB
(x,τB)

2 ◦ γDτE
(y,1)

3 ◦ γ−DτE
(y,τE)

4 ∈ π1(X),

and similarly (x′, y′) ∈ ΛτB ×ΛτE . Using the previous equalities with α = DτE (c, 1)
and β = −DτE (c, τE) then leads to

(x, y) ⋆ (x′, y′) = ((DτB (x, 1) +DτB(x
′, 1))τB −DτB (x, τB)−DτB(x

′, τB),

(DτE (y, 1) +DτE(y
′, 1) +DτB(x

′, 1)DτB (x, τB)DτE (c, 1))τE+

−DτE(y, τE)−DτE(y
′, τE)+

−DτB(x
′, 1)DτB(x, τB)DτE (c, τE)) =

= (x+ x′, y + y′ +DτB (x
′, 1)DτB(x, τB)c).

The final statement is easy to verify. �

As a consequence we see that the action of π1(X) as group of deck transforma-
tions of C2 translates to the following action of (ΛτB ×ΛτE ; ⋆): (x, y) ∈ ΛτB ×ΛτE

corresponds to the element defined by (3.5) in π1(X), hence to the matrix

T (x1, x2, x3) with

x1 = x,

x2 = DτB(x, 1)c,

x3 = y −DτB (x, 1)DτB (x, τB)c+

+ 1
2DτB (x, 1)(DτB (x, 1)− 1)cτB +DτB (x, 1)δ.

So (x, y) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE acts on C2 as

(3.6)

γ(x,y)(z, ζ) = (z + x, ζ +DτB (x, 1)cz + y −DτB (x, 1)DτB (x, τB)c+

+ 1
2DτB (x, 1)(DτB (x, 1)− 1)cτB +DτB(x, 1)δ

)
=

= (z + x, ζ +DτB (x, 1)cz + y+

+DτB(x, 1)
(
δ − 1

2τBc− 1
2DτB(x, τB)c+

1
2cx
))
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where we used (3.4) in the last equality.
The following propositions are well known. We include them since we want to

give proofs which make use of Proposition 3.7.

Proposition 3.8 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to (τB , τE , c, δ).
Then Z(π1(X)) = 〈γ3, γ4〉.

Proof. We want to show that an element (x, y) ∈ ΛτB ×ΛτE is central (with respect
to ⋆) if and only if x = 0.

One implication is trivial: if we consider (0, y) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE then for any other
(x′, y′) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE

(0, y) ⋆ (x′, y′) = (x, y + y′) = (x′, y′) ⋆ (0, y).

Now we show that, vice versa, if (x, y) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE is central then x = 0. Since
(x, y) is central we have that

(1 + x, y −DτB (x, 1)c) = (1, 0) ⋆ (x, y) = (x, y) ⋆ (1, 0) = (x+ 1, y),

so we deduce that DτB(x, 1) = 0. On the other hand we also have

(x+ τB, y +DτB (x, τB)c) = (x, y) ⋆ (τB , 0) = (τB , 0) ⋆ (x, y) = (τB + x, y),

from which DτB(x, τB) = 0. So

x = DτB (x, 1)τB −DτB (x, τB) = 0.

�

Consider the Kodaira surface X corresponding to the data (τB , τE , c, δ). Since
c ∈ ΛτE r {0} we can write

(3.7) c = m(pτE + q) with m ∈ Z>0 and gcd(p, q) = 1

in a unique way for a primitive element pτE + q ∈ ΛτE .

Proposition 3.9 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to (τB , τE , c, δ).
Write c = m(pτE + q) as in (3.7). Then

π1(X)/[π1(X), π1(X)] ≃ Z3 ⊕ Z/mZ.

Proof. The generators of (ΛτB×ΛτE ; ⋆) which correspond to (3.1) are (τB , 0), (1, 0),
(0, τE) and (0, 1) respectively. The only non trivial commutator of these generators
is

(τB, 0) ⋆ (1, 0) ⋆ (τB , 0)
−1 ⋆ (1, 0)−1 = (0, c) = (0,m(pτE + q)) = (0, pτE + q)m,

hence [π1(X), π1(X)] corresponds to 〈(0, c)〉 = {(0, nc) |n ∈ Z}.
Since gcd(p, q) = 1 we can find h, k ∈ Z such that ph − qk = 1 and so we can

consider the elements (0, pτE + q) and (0, kτE +h). Then (τB , 0), (1, 0), (0, pτE + q)
and (0, kτE + h) are other generators for (ΛτB × ΛτE ; ⋆). As a consequence we
find that π1(X)/[π1(X), π1(X)] ≃ Z3 ⊕ Z/mZ, where the three copies of Z are
generated (respectively) by the images of (τB , 0), (1, 0) and (0, kτE + h), while
Z/mZ is generated by the image of (0, pτE + q). �

Definition 3.10 — The abelianization of the fundamental group of X coincides
with the first singular homology group of X , so we will refer to the integer m in
Proposition 3.9 as the torsion coefficient of H1(X,Z). As a consequence, Proposi-
tion 3.9 establishes a connection between a topological invariant of X and a coho-
mological invariant of the structure of principal bundle on X .
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We conclude this section with a last result of topological nature, which can easily
adapted to the contest of smooth differentiable manifolds or complex manifolds. We
know that if Y −→ X is the universal covering of the topological space X , then any
continuous map X −→ X lifts to a continuous map Y −→ Y . Here we address the
inverse problem, i.e., we recall the condition ensuring that a map Y −→ Y descends
to X .

Theorem 3.11 — Let Y −→ X be the universal cover of the topological space X
and let Φ be a homeomorphism of Y . Then:

(1) Φ descends to X if and only if Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 ⊆ π1(X);
(2) Φ descends to a homeomorphism of X if and only if Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 =

π1(X).

Proof. We denote by [·] : Y −→ X the covering map.
For the first equivalence, we start assuming that we have a commutative square

Y

��

Φ // Y

��
X

f
// X

where f(x) = [F (y)] for any y ∈ Y such that x = [y]. For any γ ∈ π1(X) we have
that

[Φ(γ(Φ−1(y)))] = f
(
[γ(Φ−1(y))]

)
= f(Φ−1(y)) = [Φ(Φ−1(y))] = [y]

which shows that Φ ◦ γ ◦ Φ−1 is a deck transformation, i.e., Φ ◦ γ ◦ Φ−1 ∈ π1(X).
Assume now that Φ normalizes π1(X) and define f : X −→ X by f(x) = [F (y)] for
any y ∈ Y such that x = [y]. Observe that if y, y′ ∈ Y are such that x = [y] = [y′]
then y′ = γ(y) for some γ ∈ π1(X) and so, using the fact that Φ ◦ γ = γ′ ◦ Φ for a
suitable γ′ ∈ π1(X) we have that

[Φ(y′)] = [Φ(γ(y))] = [γ′(Φ(y))] = [Φ(y)],

which shows that f is well defined. It is then straightforward to conclude that such
f is continuous, open and surjective.

For the second equivalence, assume that Φ descends to a homeomorphism of X .
Then we have the following commutative diagram

Y

��

Φ //

Γ

##
Y

��

Φ−1

// Y

��
X

f
//

idX

;;X
f−1

// X

and we know from the previous point that Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦Φ−1 ⊆ π1(X). The diagram
shows that Φ−1◦Φ = Γ ∈ π1(X). Since Φ−1 also descends to X we deduce as before
that Φ−1◦π1(X)◦Φ ⊆ π1(X), hence that π1(X) ⊆ Φ◦π1(X)◦Φ−1. Finally, assume
that Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 = π1(X). By the previous point we know that Φ descends
to X , inducing a map f : X −→ X which is surjective, open and continuous. To
prove that f is a homeomorphism we only need to show that it is also injective.
Let x1, x2 ∈ X be such that f(x1) = f(x2), and let y1, y2 ∈ Y be lifts to Y of
x1, x2 respectively. Then [Φ(y1)] = [Φ(y2)] and so there exists γ ∈ π1(X) such that
Φ(y1) = γ(Φ(y2)). By hypothesis there exists γ′ ∈ π1(X) such that γ ◦ Φ = Φ ◦ γ′
and so we have

Φ(y1) = γ(Φ(y2)) = Φ(γ′(y2)).
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As Φ is bijective this means that y1 = γ′(y2) and so x1 = [y1] = [γ′(y2)] = [y2] = x2,
i.e., f is injective. �

3.2. Surjective endomorphisms of Kodaira surfaces. In this section we recall
a result of Fujimoto and Nakayama, [FN05, Proposition 6.4], which is a key ingre-
dient for our study of automorphisms of Kodaira surfaces. Their result concerns
surjective endomorphisms of a Kodaira surface X and gives a canonical form for a
lifting to the universal cover C2.

Unfortunately, there is a bug in the proof of this result and so their statement
is stronger than it should be (see also Remark 3.22). We recall their proposition in
Theorem 3.12, and show in Example 3.14 and Example 3.15 that there is a problem
with this statement. Then we provide a weaker version of the same result which
amends the inaccuracy in their proof in Theorem 3.18.

Theorem 3.12 ([FN05, Proposition 6.4]) — Let π : X −→ B be a Kodaira sur-
face, corresponding to the data (τB, τE , c, δ), and let f : X −→ X be a surjective
holomorphic map. Let h : B −→ B be the induced morphism, and let α ∈ C be
such that h∗ : H0(B, TB) −→ H0(B, TB) is given by the multiplication by α, with
αΛτB ⊆ ΛτB . Then f has a lift to C2 of the form

Φα,v(z, ζ) =

(

αz +
α− 1

c

2δ − cτB
2

, |α|2 ζ +DτB (α, 1)α

(
c

2
z2 +

2δ − cτB
2

z

)

+ v

)

,

for some v ∈ C.

Remark 3.13 — Observe that the same surjective endomorphism f : X −→ X may
have more than one lift to C2. Fujimoto–Nakayama’s Theorem provides just one of
them, of a very simple form.

The following examples show that this result is wrong.

Example 3.14 — Let X be the Kodaira surface which corresponds to the data
(τB , τE , c, δ). Choose any β ∈ C such that cβ ∈ ΛτE and consider the automorphism
Φ of C2 defined by

Φ(z, ζ) = (z + β, ζ).

We can then see that conjugation with Φ has the following effect on the generators
γ1, γ2, γ3 and γ4 for the fundamental group of X (see (3.1)): let Γi = Φ ◦ γi ◦Φ−1,
then

Γ1(z, ζ) = (z + τB, ζ + cz + δ − cβ),

Γ2(z, ζ) = (z + 1, ζ) =⇒ Γ2 = γ2,

Γ3(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + τE) =⇒ Γ3 = γ3,

Γ4(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + 1) =⇒ Γ4 = γ4.

Since we chose β ∈ C such that cβ ∈ ΛτE , we see that Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 = π1(X)
and so Φ descends to X and induces an automorphism f ∈ Aut(X) (see Theorem
3.11). It is easy to see that the automorphism induced on the base B of the elliptic
fibration is the translation by β. According to Theorem 3.12, if g ∈ Aut(X) is an
automorphism which induces a translation on the base of the elliptic fibration, then
this translation must be idB, so we find a contradiction as soon as β /∈ ΛτB .

Example 3.15 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, which corresponds to the data
(τE , τE , c, δ) (we choose τB = τE). Consider the automorphism Φ of C2 defined by

Φ(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + 2z).
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We can then see that conjugation with Φ has the following effect on the generators
γ1, γ2, γ3 and γ4 for the fundamental group of X (see (3.1)): let Γi = Φ ◦ γi ◦Φ−1,
then

Γ1(z, ζ) = (z + τE , ζ + cz + δ + 2τE) =⇒ Γ1 = γ1 ◦ γ23 ,
Γ2(z, ζ) = (z + 1, ζ + 2) =⇒ Γ2 = γ2 ◦ γ24 ,
Γ3(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + τE) =⇒ Γ3 = γ3,

Γ4(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + 1) =⇒ Γ4 = γ4.

So Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 = π1(X) and Φ descends to X and induces an automorphism
f ∈ Aut(X) (see Theorem 3.11). It is easy to see that the automorphism induced
on the base B of the elliptic fibration is the identity. According to Theorem 3.12,
if g ∈ Aut(X) is an automorphism which induces the identity on the base of the
elliptic fibration, it has a lift of the form Φ′(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + v) and so g(x) = x · v′
is the translation by the constant element v′ ∈ E identified by v. On the contrary,
we see that our f acts with a different element on each fibre, as f(x) = x · (2π(x)).
Example 3.16 — Let X be the Kodaira surface associated to (τB , τE ,m, 0) with
τB =

√
−1 and τE =

√
−1π (or any other irrational multiple of

√
−1). It is easy to

see using Theorem 3.11 that the automorphisms of C2 of the form

Φ(z, ζ) = (z + β, ζ), with β ∈ 1

m
ΛτE

descend to automorphisms of X and that the corresponding automorphism of the
base B of the elliptic fibration is the translation by β mod ΛτB . Since π is irra-
tional, all the points of the form βh = h π

m

√
−1 ∈ 1

m
ΛτE define different points

on B = C/ΛτB , and so we conclude that there is an infinite number of different
translations of B that are induced by automorphisms of X . Notice that this is in
contrast with [Shr19, Corollary 3.4], but we observe here that [Shr19, Corollary
3.4] was deduced as an immediate consequence of the particular form of the lifts
provided by Theorem 3.12.

Remark 3.17 — As we pointed out in Example 3.16 there is an issue in [Shr19,
Corollary 3.4] (and in [Shr19, Theorem 1.1(iv)]). Anyway the main result of that
paper, namely the fact that Aut(X) admits finite subgroups of arbitrary large cardi-
nalyty which can be found in ker(Ψ) (see [Shr19, Lemma 3.1] and [Shr19, Theorem
1.1(i)]) is correct. The same issue appears also in [PS20a, Lemma 2.4].

This is the weaker version of Theorem 3.12: we state it in this section while its
proof will be given in the next subsection.

Theorem 3.18 (Weak Fujimoto–Nakayama’s Theorem) — Let X π−→ B be a Ko-
daira surface, corresponding to the data (τB , τE , c, δ), and let f : X −→ X be
a surjective holomorphic map. Then f can be lifted to an automorphism of the
universal covering C2 of X of the form

(3.8)
Φ(z, ζ) =

(

αz + β, |α|2 ζ + 1
2DτB (α, 1)cαz

2+

+
(
σ1,0 +DτB (α, 1)

(
cβ + ε− 1

2DτB(α, τB)c
))
z + v

)
,

where ε = δ− 1
2 cτB, α ∈ Cr{0} is such that |α|2 ∈ Z and β, σ1,0, v ∈ C. Moreover,

a function Φ : C2 −→ C2 of the form (3.8) descends to a surjective endomorphism
f : X −→ X if and only if

(1) σ1,0 ∈ ΛτE ;

(2) σ1,0τB−ᾱ(cβ+(1−α)ε)+ 1
2cDτB (α, 1)

(

DτB(ατB , 1) |τB |2 −DτB (α, τB)τB

)

∈
ΛτE .
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Corollary 3.19 — Let f : X −→ X be a surjective endomorphism which induces
a translation on the base B. Then f ∈ Aut(X) and it has a lift to C2 of the form

(3.9) Φ(z, ζ) = (z + β, ζ + σ1,0z + v)

for suitable β, v ∈ C and σ1,0 ∈ ΛτE such that σ1,0τB − cβ ∈ ΛτE .

Proof. The fact that f induces a translation onB means that α = 1, so we get all the
conclusions of the corollary directly from Theorem 3.18, except that f ∈ Aut(X).
To see that this is indeed the case, just observe that by a direct computation on
the generators of π1(X) of Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦Φ−1 we have that Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦Φ−1 = π1(X).
By Theorem 3.11 this means that Φ descends to an automorphism of X . �

Remark 3.20 — All the maps of the form (3.8) are automorphisms of C2. Those
of the form (3.9) are particular since their inverse

Φ−1(z, ζ) = (z − β, ζ − σ1,0z + σ1,0β − v)

also satisfies the requirements to descend to X if Φ does, and so Φ−1 induces the
automorphism f−1.

Remark 3.21 — We obtain a more gentle form for a lift if we require that Im(α) = 0,
i.e., that α ∈ Z. In this case we see that

Φ(z, ζ) = (αz + β, α2ζ + σ1,0z + v)

descends to a surjective endomorphism of X if and only if σ1,0 ∈ ΛτE and σ1,0τB −
α(cβ + (1 − α)ε) ∈ ΛτE .

Remark 3.22 — Observe that all the automorphisms of C2 of the form expressed in
Theorem 3.12 are of the form (3.8) for the choices

β =
α− 1

c
ε, σ1,0 =

1

2
DτB (α, 1)DτB (α, τB)c.

Hence they define a surjective endomorphism of the quotient Kodaira surface if and
only if

(1) 1
2DτB(α, 1)DτB (α, τB)c ∈ ΛτE ;

(2) 1
2DτB(ατB , 1)DτB (α, 1)c |τB|2 ∈ ΛτE .

In particular, if c is 2-divisible (by Remark 4.4 this is equivalent to require that the
torsion coefficient m is even) then these two conditions are always satisfied, and
the same is true if α ∈ Z.

3.2.1. Proof of Theorem 3.18. The strategy of our proof is essentially the same as
the one proposed for [FN05, Proposition 6.4].

The map Ψ(f) : B −→ B is surjective, hence we can lift it to an affine map
C −→ C of the form z 7−→ αz + β, with α, β ∈ C such that α · ΛτB ⊆ ΛτB

and α 6= 0. As a consequence, we can find a lifting Ψ for f to C2 of the form
Φ(z, ζ) = (αz + β, ρζ + ϕ(z)) for a suitable ρ ∈ C with ρ · ΛτE ⊆ ΛτE , ρ 6= 0 and
ϕ : C −→ C holomorphic.

When we identify π1(X) with the group of deck transformations of the universal
covering C2, the action of f∗ on π1(X) is given by conjugation with Φ. Recall
that a biholomorhic map Φ : C2 −→ C2 descends to a surjective holomorphic
endomorphism of X if and only if Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 ⊆ π1(X) (see Theorem 3.11),
hence by a direct computation we find that the image of the element γ(x,y) ∈ π1(X)
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corresponding to (x, y) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE is g(αx,σ(x,y)) where σ(x, y) ∈ ΛτE satisfies
(3.10)

ρDτB (x, 1)cz + ρ
(
y +DτB(x, 1)

(
ε+ 1

2cx
)
− 1

2DτB (x, 1)DτB (x, τB)
)
+

+ϕ(z + x) = ϕ(z) +DτB (αx, 1)c(αz + β) + σ(x, y) +DτB(αx, 1)
(
ε+ 1

2cαx
)
+

− 1
2DτB(αx, 1)DτB (αx, τB)c

for every z ∈ C.
We discuss here briefly some property of the function σ : ΛτB × ΛτE −→ ΛτE

which arises in this context. Since conjugation with Φ defines an automorphism of
π1(X) we deduce that

σ ((x, y) ⋆ (x′, y′)) = σ(x, y) + σ(x′, y′) +DτB (αx, τB)DτB (αx
′, 1)c

for every (x, y), (x′, y′) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE . In particular, since (x, y) = (x, 0) ⋆ (0, y) for
every (x, y) ∈ ΛτB × ΛτE we have that

σ(x, y) = σ(x, 0) + σ(0, y).

By (3.10) we can explicitly compute that σ(0, y) = ρy and so

σ(x, y) = σ(x, 0) + ρy.

Following the proof of [FN05, Proposition 6.4], from the fact that DτB(αx, 1) =
DτB (α, 1)x+DτB (x, 1)ᾱ, we see that (3.10) when we choose (x, y) = (x, 0) can be
written as
(3.11)

ϕ(z + x)− ϕ(z) = (DτB (α, 1)αx+ (|α|2 − ρ))cz+

+σ(x, 0) + 1
2 cDτB(α, 1)αx

2 +DτB (α, 1)(cβ + ε)x+

+DτB(x, 1)(ᾱcβ + (ᾱ− ρ)ε) + (|α|2 − ρ)12DτB (x, 1)cx+

− 1
2c (DτB (αx, 1)DτB (αx, τB)−DτB(x, 1)DτB (x, τB)ρ) .

As a consequence, ϕ′(z + x) − ϕ(z) = (DτB (α, 1)αx + (|α|2 − ρ))c and so ϕ′′(z +
x)−ϕ(z) = 0. This means that ϕ′′ factors through B, which is compact, and so by
Liouville’s Theorem ϕ′′(z) = λ is a constant.

So ϕ′(z) = λz+u for some u ∈ C, hence ϕ′(z+x)−ϕ′(z) = λx. Comparing this
expression with the one we have obtained previously in the case x = 1 leads us to
λ = DτB (α, 1)cα and we obtain also that ρ = |α|2. From this we deduce that

|α|2 = ρ ∈ R ∩ ΛτE = Z.

Integrating ϕ′(z) we find that ϕ(z) is of the form

ϕ(z) =
1

2
DτB (α, 1)cαz

2 + uz + v

for some v ∈ C. Using this expression for ϕ in (3.11) we have that

σ(x, 0) = ux−DτB (α, 1)(cβ + ε)x−DτB (x, 1)ᾱ(cβ + (1− α)ε)+

+ 1
2 c(DτB(αx, 1)DτB (αx, τB)−DτB (x, 1)DτB (x, τB) |α|2).

For x = 1 this means that

u = σ(1, 0) +DτB (α, 1)

(

cβ + ε− 1

2
DτB (α, τB)c

)

.
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It follows that we can find an explicit expression for σ(x, y):

(3.12)

σ(x, y) = σ(1, 0)x−DτB (x, 1)ᾱ(cβ + (1 − α)ε)+

+ 1
2c(DτB (αx, 1)DτB (αx, τB)−DτB (α, 1)DτB (α, τB)x+

− |α|2DτB (x, 1)DτB (x, τB)) + |α|2 y.
This shows the first part of Theorem 3.18, namely that we can find a lifting for

f of the form

Φ(z, ζ) =
(

αz + β, |α|2 ζ + 1
2DτB(α, 1)cαz

2+

+
(
σ1,0 +DτB(α, 1)

(
cβ + ε− 1

2DτB (α, τB)c
))
z + v

)
,

where α ∈ Cr {0} is such that |α|2 ∈ Z and β, σ1,0, v ∈ C.
We have now to understand when a function of this form defined on C2 descends

to X . Given such a function, we consider the map

σ : ΛτB × ΛτE −→ C

defined by the expression (3.12) (with σ(1, 0) replaced by σ1,0). As a consequence
the action of Φ by conjugation on π1(X) ≃ ΛτB × ΛτE is given by

γ(x,y) 7−→ γ(αx,σ(x,y))

when we identify π1(X) with (ΛτB ×ΛτE ; ⋆) as in Proposition 3.7. By Theorem 3.11
it follows that Φ descends toX if and only if σ(τB , 0), σ(1, 0), σ(0, τE), σ(0, 1) ∈ ΛτE .
The conditions σ(0, τE) ∈ ΛτE and σ(0, 1) ∈ ΛτE are always satisfied as

σ(0, τE) = |α|2 τE , σ(0, 1) = |α|2

and |α|2 ∈ Z. Finally we compute that

σ(τB , 0) = σ1,0τB − ᾱ(cβ + (1− α)ε)+

+ 1
2cDτB(α, 1)

(

DτB (ατB , 1) |τB|2 −DτB (α, τB)τB

)

,

σ(1, 0) = σ1,0

which justifies the last conditions expressed in the statement of the theorem.

4. A description of moduli

In this section we want to show that a given Kodaira surface X can be described
as the Kodaira surface associated to the data (τB , τE , c, δ) for a very simple choice
of the parameters involved in the construction. At the end we deduce a description
of the moduli space of Kodaira surfaces, thus providing a different approach from
the one used by Borcea (see [Bor84]).

Proposition 4.1 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to (τB , τE , c, δ).
Then X is isomorphic to the surface corresponding to the data (τB , τE , c, 0).

Proof. We know by Lemma 3.1 that X is the Kodaira surface associated to some
data (τB , τE , c, δ), where we recall that τB , τE ∈ H , c ∈ ΛτE r {0} and δ ∈ C.

Consider the biholomorphism

F : C2 −→ C2

(z, ζ) 7−→
(
z + δ

c
, ζ
)

and use it to conjugate each of the γi’s in (3.1). We find that F ◦ γi ◦F−1 = γi for
i = 2, 3, 4, while (F ◦ γ1 ◦ F−1)(z, ζ) = (z + τB, ζ + cz). This shows that in fact F
induces an isomorphism Xc,δ ≃ Xc,0. �
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Remark 4.2 — The map F in the proof of Proposition 4.1 descends to the translation
f : B −→ B by the quantity δ

c
. Hence we see that the isomorphism Xc,δ ≃ Xc,0 is

not an isomorphism as principal bundles in general, unless δ
c
∈ ΛτB . What is true

is that, as principal E-bundles over the curve B, Xc,δ is the pull-back of Xc,0 via
f : this is easy to check using the explicit representation of the cocycle of Xc,δ and
of Xc,0 computed in Section 5.1.

We want to present now a similar result, concerning a way to normalize the
parameter c. As we recalled in Remark 3.2, the parameter c ∈ ΛτE corresponds to
the image in H2(B,ΛτE ) ≃ Λτe of the cocycle in H1(B, EB) corresponding to the
principal bundle π : X −→ B.

Proposition 4.3 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to (τB , τE , c, δ),
and denote by m ∈ Z>0 the torsion coefficient of H1(X,Z). Then X is isomorphic
to the surface corresponding to the data

(
τB , τ

′
E ,m,

m
c
δ
)

for a suitable choice of τ ′E.

Proof. We can write c = m(pτE +q) in a unique way for m ∈ Z>0 and p, q ∈ Z such
that gcd(p, q) = 1 as in (3.7). Complete pτE + q to a Z-basis for ΛτE adding the
element kτE + h, which can be chosen in such a way that qk − ph = 1. It is then
straightforward to check that τ ′E = kτE+h

pτE+q
satisfies Im(τ ′E) > 0 and that the map

C −→ C

ζ 7−→ 1
pτE+q

ζ = m
c
ζ

sends the lattice ΛτE to the lattice Λτ ′

E
. So it induces the following isomorphisms:

C/ΛτE −→ C/Λτ ′

E

[ζ]ΛτE
7−→

[
m
c
ζ
]

Λτ′

E

and

F : C× C/ΛτE −→ C× C/Λτ ′

E
(

z, [ζ]ΛτE

)

7−→
(

z,
[
m
c
ζ
]

Λτ′

E

)

.

Now we consider the residual action γ̃1 and γ̃2 of γ1 and γ2 (see (3.1)) on the
quotient C×C/ΛτE and conjugate it by the isomorphism F to obtain an action on
C× C/Λτ ′

E
: we find that

(1) (F ◦ γ̃1 ◦ F−1)
(

z, [ζ]Λτ′

E

)

=

(

z + τB,
[
ζ +mz + m

c
δ
]

Λτ′

E

)

;

(2) (F ◦ γ̃2 ◦ F−1)
(

z, [ζ]Λτ′

E

)

=
(

z + 1, [ζ]Λτ′

E

)

.

So we have seen that starting from a description of E and B given by τE and τB
respectively and the data c and δ to construct X , then we are able to produce a
new (equivalent) description of E by τ ′E which allows us to see that X is in fact
isomorphic to the quotient of C2 by the action of the group generated by

γ′1(z, ζ) =
(
z + τB , ζ +mz + m

c
δ
)
, γ′2(z, ζ) = (z + 1, ζ),

γ′3(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + τ ′E), γ′4(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + 1),

which concludes the proof. �

Remark 4.4 — It follows from the proof of Proposition 4.3 that the image of c ∈ ΛτE

in Λτ ′

E
is the torsion coefficient m.
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Remark 4.5 — Observe that given p, q ∈ Z with gcd(p, q) = 1, then the equation
qk − ph = 1 is a diophantine equation in k, h. If k̄, h̄ is a solution of this equation
then all the other solutions are k = k̄ + pt, h = h̄+ qt for t ∈ Z; as a consequence
we can make the ‘suitable choice for τ ′E ’ more precise: it is of the form τ ′E = τE + t
for some t ∈ Z.

Let X and X ′ be two Kodaira surfaces, with elliptic fibrations π : X −→ B and
π′ : X ′ −→ B′ respectively. Call E the typical fibre of π and E′ that of π′. If
f : X −→ X ′ is an isomorphism, then it is easy to see that f induces isomorphisms
B ≃ B′ and E ≃ E′. As a consequence, if X is the Kodaira surface associated to
the data (τB, τE , c, δ) it is interesting to see how these data change if we change the
parameter τB and τE used to describe B and E.

Corollary 4.6 — Let X and X ′ be the Kodaira surfaces associated to the data
(τB , τE ,m, 0) and (τB , τ

′
E ,m, 0)respectively. Then X ≃ X ′ is and only if τ ′E = τE+t

for some t ∈ Z.

Proof. Assume that X ≃ X ′. As we observed this implies that

τ ′E =
kτE + h

pτE + q
,




k h

p q



 ∈ SL(2,Z),

so we define F : C2 −→ C2 by F (z, ζ) = (z, (pτE + q)ζ) and we let γ̃i = F ◦γi ◦F−1

for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Observe that γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 are the generators for π1(X) obtained
as in (3.1) using the data (τB , τ

′
E ,m, 0). Explicitly we find that

γ̃1(z, ζ) = (z + τB , ζ + (pτE + q)mz),

γ̃1(z, ζ) = (z + 1, ζ),

γ̃1(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + kτE + h),

γ̃1(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + pτE + q).

The group generated by these four elements is π1(X ′) ≃ π1(X) when we use as
generators the transformations obtained from the data (τB, τE ,m, 0). In particular,
this means that (z, ζ) 7−→ (z + τB , ζ +mz) can be written in terms of γ̃1, γ̃2, γ̃3, γ̃4,
which implies that pτE + q = 1 and so that




k h

p q



 =




1 h

0 1



 .

But this means precisely that τ ′E = τE + h.
Vice versa, assume that τ ′E = τE + t for some t ∈ Z. It follows from Proposition

4.3 and Remark 4.5 that (τB , τE + t,m, 0) defines the same Kodaira surface as
(τB , τE ,m, 0) (up to isomorphism). �

Proposition 4.7 — Let τB , τ ′B ∈ H be such that

τ ′B =
kτB + h

pτB + q
,




k h

p q



 ∈ SL(2,Z).

Let X be the Kodaira surface associated to the data (τ ′B , τE , c, δ). Then X is asso-
ciated also to the data (τB , τE , c, δ

′) with

δ′ =
1

2
q(q − 1)cτ ′B + qδ +

1

2

pc

pτB + q
τ2B −

(
1

2
p(p− 1)cτ ′B − pδ +

1

2

pc

pτB + q

)

τB.
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Proof. It is well known that the map mpτB+q : C −→ C defined by mpτB+q(z) =
(pτB + q)z induces an isomorphism between C/Λτ ′

B
and C/ΛτB . Let now

F : C2 −→ C2

(z, ζ) 7−→ ((pτB + q)z, ζ),

we want to see how conjugation by F changes the generators γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 of π1(X)
associated to (τ ′B, τE , c, δ). For i = 1, 2, 3, 4 let γ̃i = F ◦ γi ◦ F−1, then

γ̃3(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + τE) = γ3(z, ζ), γ̃4(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + 1) = γ4(z, ζ)

while

γ̃1(z, ζ) =
(

z + kτB + h, ζ + c
pτB+q

z + δ
)

,

γ̃2(z, ζ) = (z + pτB + q, ζ).

Define Γ1 = γ̃−h
2 ◦ γ̃q1 and Γ2 = γ̃k2 ◦ γ̃−p

1 , we can then see that

Γ1(z, ζ) =
(

z + τB , ζ +
qc

pτB+q
z + 1

2q(q − 1)cτ ′B + qδ
)

,

Γ2(z, ζ) =
(

z + 1, ζ − pc
pτB+q

z + 1
2p(p+ 1)cτ ′B − pδ

)

.

Now, following the proof of [FN05, Lemma 6.1] (and using the same notation), we
consider the holomorphic functions C −→ E = C/ΛτE defined by

xτB (z) =
[

qc
pτB+q

z + 1
2q(q − 1)cτ ′B + qδ

]

ΛτE

,

x1 =
[

− pc
pτB+q

z + 1
2p(p+ 1)cτ ′B − pδ

]

ΛτE

,

which identify the cocycle for the principal bundle structure on X and we observe
that the function

φ(z) =

(

−1

2

pc

pτB + c
z2 +

(
1

2
p(p+ 1)cτ ′B − pδ +

1

2

pc

pτB + q

))

is such that

x1(z) = φ(z + 1)− φ(z), xτB (z) = cz + δ′ + φ(z + τB)− φ(z),

where δ′ is as in the statement. As a consequence, X is isomorphic to the Kodaira
surface associated to the data (τB , τE , c, δ

′). �

We can then provide a description of the moduli space of Kodaira surfaces. As
we have already recalled this result dates back to Borcea’s paper [Bor84].

Theorem 4.8 ([Bor84, Theorem 4]) — Let ∆ = {z ∈ C | |z| < 1} and ∆∗ = ∆ r

{0}. The moduli space of Kodaira surfaces X with a fixed torsion coefficient m ∈
Z≥1 can be identified with C×∆∗.

Proof. Let X and X ′ be two Kodaira surfaces, which correspond to the data
(τB , τE , c, δ) and (τ ′B , τ

′
E , c

′, δ′) respectively. Assume that X ≃ X ′, then the bases
B and B′ of the elliptic fibrations of X and X ′ are also isomorphic and so by
Proposition 4.7 we have that X ′ is associated to the data (τB, τ

′
E , c

′, δ′′). Applying
Proposition 4.3 first and then Proposition 4.1 to the two sets of data, we see that
X and X ′ are associated to

(τB , τE + t,m, 0) and (τB , τ
′
E + t′,m, 0).

respectively. By Corollary 4.6 we deduce that then τ ′E = τB + T for a suitable
T ∈ Z.
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Vice versa, assume that τ ′B = kτB+h
pτB+q

and τ ′E = τE+T for a suitable




k h

p q



 ∈

SL(2,Z) and T ∈ Z. Applying Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.1 to the first data
and Proposition 4.7, Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.1 to the second data we see
that X and X ′ can be described respectively by (τB , τE + t,m, 0) and (τB , τE +
t′,m, 0). By Corollary 4.6, this means that X ≃ X ′.

This shows that any Kodaira surface with torsion coefficient m can be described
by a single pair of parameters, namely (τB, τE) ∈ H 2, and that two such pairs
(τB , τE) and (τ ′B , τ

′
E) define isomorphic Kodaira surfaces if and only if

τ ′B =
kτB + h

pτB + q
, τ ′E = τE + t

for suitable




k h

p q



 ∈ SL(2,Z) and t ∈ Z. A moduli space for Kodaira surfaces

with torsion coefficient m is then the quotient of H
2 by this action of SL(2,Z)×Z,

and this is given by the map

H
2 7−→ C×∆∗

(τB, τE) −→
(

j(τB), e
2π

√
−1τE

)

where j is the usual j-invariant function. �

Remark 4.9 — Let (j, ι) ∈ C × ∆∗. For any choice (τB , τE) ∈ H 2 such that
j(τB) = j and e2π

√
−1τE = ι we have that the Kodaira surface associated to the data

(τB , τE ,m, 0) is a representative for the isomorphism class of Kodaira surfaces with
torsion coefficient m represented by (j, ι).

5. Explicit generators for cohomologies

In this section we describe the de Rham cohomology and the Dolbeault cohomol-
ogy of a Kodaira surface X in term of some π1(X)-invariant forms on the universal
cover C2. We also describe the cohomology space H1(B, EB) using Čech cycles.
These results will be used in Section 7 to study the action of automorphisms on
cohomology.

Since we use Fujimoto–Nakayama’s description of Kodaira surfaces, the π1(X)-
invariant forms on C2 we use are different from the one introduced by Borcea in
[Bor84, §3].

5.1. Čech cohomology. Let X be a Kodaira surface, corresponding to the data
(τB , τE , c, δ), and consider its principal bundle structure π : X −→ B with structure
group E. As in Section 2, recall that τB, τE ∈ H and

ΛτB = Z · τB ⊕ Z, ΛτE = Z · τE ⊕ Z,

are lattices such that B = C/ΛτB and E = C/ΛτE . Define the following four open
sets of C

V1 = {sτB + t | 0 < s, t < 1} , V2 =
{
sτB + t− 1

2

∣
∣ 0 < s, t < 1

}
,

V3 =
{
sτB + t− 1

2τB
∣
∣ 0 < s, t < 1

}
, V4 =

{
sτB + t− 1

2 − 1
2τB

∣
∣ 0 < s, t < 1

}
,

and let Ui ⊆ B be the image of Vi in B for i = 1, . . . , 4. Then the set

(5.1) UτB = {U1, U2, U3, U4}
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is an open cover of B by simply connected open sets, with the property that the
intersection of any number of them is the disjoint union of at most four simply
connected open sets.

Remark 5.1 — The quotient map C −→ C/ΛτB induces homeomorphisms Vi −→ Ui

for every i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Remark 5.2 — As the notation suggests, the covering UτB depends on the choice
of τB . When it is clear from the context we will simply write U instead of UτB .

Lemma 5.3 — Let B,E be two smooth curves of genus 1 and denote by EB the
sheaf of germs of holomorphic functions on B with values in E. For any simply
connected open subset U ⊆ B we have that

Hq(U, EB) = 0, q = 1, . . . , 4.

Proof. As pointed out in [BHPVdV04], the exact sequence

0 −→ ΛτE −→ C −→ E −→ 0

induces the exact sequence of sheaves of holomorphic functions on B

0 −→ ΛτB −→ OB −→ EB −→ 0.

Restrict this sequence to U and consider its induced long exact sequence. We see
that

(1) Hq(U,ΛτE) = 0 for q ≥ 1 since U is simply connected and ΛτE ≃ Z2;
(2) Hq(U,OB) = 0 for q ≥ 1 by the ∂̄-Poincaré Lemma (see [Huy05, Proposi-

tion 1.3.8]).

Hence Hq(U, EB) = 0 for q > 0. �

Corollary 5.4 — Let B,E be two smooth curves of genus 1 and denote by EB

the sheaf of germs of holomorphic functions on B with values in E. Then the
cohomology space Hi(B, EB) for i ≥ 0 can be compued using the Čech cohomology
of the open covering U defined in (5.1).

Proof. As we observed, any intersection Ui0∩. . .∩Uiq of elements in U is the disjoint
union of at most four simply connected open sets. By Lemma 5.3 we deduce that
EB is acyclic with respect to the open covering U and so we can apply Leray’s
Theorem (see [Voi07, Theorem 4.41] or [GH94, Leray Theorem (p. 40)]) to get the
result. �

Fujimoto and Nakayama’s description of Kodaira surfaces (see Section 3) is useful
to describe the cocycle η ∈ H1(B, EB) of π : X −→ B.

Let (τB, τE , c, δ) be data corresponding to the Kodaira surface X . By Corollary
5.4 we can describe the cocycle η by means of a Čech cocycle on the open covering
U = UτB . To fix the notation, observe that π is trivialized on each Ui ∈ U

and recall that η = {ηij}1≤i,j≤4 is described by the transition functions of the
principal bundle π, namely the holomorphic functions ηij : Uij = Ui ∩ Uj −→ E
which are defined requiring that the point (P,Q) ∈ Uj×E corresponds to the point
(P,Q + ηij(P )) ∈ Ui × E. We only need to compute ηij for i < j, in fact ηii = 0
while for i > j we have that ηij = −ηji.

As we mentioned before, Ui ∩ Uj is the union of at most four simply connected
open sets. In particular, U1 ∩U2, U1 ∩U3, U2 ∩U4 and U3 ∩U4 consist of the union
of two simply connected open sets, while U1 ∩ U3 and U2 ∩ U4 consist of the union
of four simply connected open sets. In these last cases, the four components are



THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF KODAIRA SURFACES 21

the image in B of the following open subsets of V1:

V
(i)
1 =

{
sτB + t

∣
∣ 1
2 < s, t < 1

}
, V

(ii)
1 =

{
sτB + t

∣
∣ 0 < t < 1

2 < s < 1
}
,

V
(iii)
1 =

{
sτB + t

∣
∣ 0 < s < 1

2 < t < 1
}
, V

(iv)
1 =

{
sτB + t

∣
∣ 0 < s, t < 1

2

}
.

Since our aim is not only to compute the ηij ’s explicitly but also to compute c(η) ∈
H2(B,ΛτE ), we will describe ηij on each component V (i)

1 , V (ii)
1 , V (iii)

1 , V (iv)
1 and we

will use the following convention: for a point P ∈ Uij we let z ∈ V1 be the unique
lift of P to V1 and we write P = [z]ΛτB

.
With these notations it is then straightforward to compute that η is described

in the following way:
(1) on U12 we have η12 = 0;
(2) on U13 we have

η13(P ) =







[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(i)
1 ,

[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(iv)
1 ;

(3) on U14 we have

η14(P ) =







[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(i)
1 ,

[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(iv)
1 ;

(4) on U23 we have

η23(P ) =







[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(i)
1 ,

[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(iv)
1 ;

(5) on U24 we have

η24(P ) =







[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(i)
1 ,

[cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE
for z ∈ V

(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(ii)
1 ,

0 for z ∈ V
(iv)
1 ;

(6) on U34 we have η34 = 0.

Remark 5.5 — We show here the explicit computation of η14 as an example. Let
P ∈ U4 be a point whose representative z in V1 lies in V

(i)
1 : this means that the

representative of P in V4 is of the form z − τB − 1. As a consequence, a point
(z−τB−1, [ζ]ΛτE

) ∈ V4×E is identified first with the point (z−τB, [ζ]ΛτE
) and then

with the point (z, [ζ+ cz− cτB + δ]ΛτE
) ∈ V1×E. Hence η14(P ) = [cz− cτB + δ]ΛτE

if z ∈ V
(i)
1 . If P ∈ U4 is such that P = [z]ΛτB

with z ∈ V
(ii)
1 , then we have

P = [z− τB]ΛτB
with z− τB ∈ V4. So a point (z− τB, [ζ]ΛτE

) ∈ V4 ×E is identified
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with (z, [ζ+cz−cτB+δ]ΛτE
) ∈ V1×E and so η14(P ) = [cz−cτB+δ]ΛτE

if z ∈ V
(ii)
1 .

If P ∈ U4 is such that P = [z]ΛτB
with z ∈ V

(iii)
1 , then we have P = [z− 1]ΛτB

with
z−1 ∈ V4. So a point (z−1, [ζ]ΛτE

) ∈ V4×E is identified with (z, [ζ]ΛτE
) ∈ V1×E

and so η14(P ) = 0 if z ∈ V
(iii)
1 . Finally, if P ∈ U4 is such that P = [z]ΛτB

with

z ∈ V
(iv)
1 , then we have P = [z]ΛτB

with z ∈ V4 and so a point (z, [ζ]ΛτE
) ∈ V4 ×E

is identified with itself, i.e., with (z, [ζ]ΛτE
) ∈ V1×E. As a consequence η14(P ) = 0

if z ∈ V
(iv)
1 .

The other cocycles are computed in the same way, we only want to point out that
η24(P ) on V (i)

1 is a little different from the others: in this case we have that a point
(z−τB−1, [ζ]ΛτE

) ∈ V4×E is identified with (z−1, [ζ+cz−cτB−c+δ]ΛτE
) ∈ V2×E,

so we can compute that η24(P ) = [cz − cτB − c + δ]ΛτE
= [cz − cτB + δ]ΛτE

since
c ∈ ΛτE .

The image of the cocycle η in H2(B,ΛτE ) is then easy to compute: with the same
convention as above, c(η) = {c(η)ijk : Uijk −→ ΛτE}1≤i,j,k≤4 is the trivial cocycle,
except for

c(η)124 = −c(η)142 = c(η)412 = −c(η)421 = c(η)241 = −c(η)214 = −c,
c(η)234 = −c(η)243 = c(η)423 = −c(η)432 = c(η)342 = −c(η)324 = c.

5.2. De Rham cohomology. In this section we want to give explicit generators
for the de Rham cohomology of a Kodaira surface, which are described by differ-
ential forms on C2 invariant with respect to the action described by Fujimoto and
Nakayama. The Betti numbers of a Kodaira surface X are well known, and they
are

b0(X) = b4(X) = 1, b1(X) = b3(X) = 3, b2(X) = 4.

Let (z, ζ) ∈ C2 and identify C2 with R4 by means of

(x, y, u, v) ∈ R4 7−→ (z, ζ) = (x +
√
−1y, u+

√
−1v) ∈ C2.

The maps γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 of (3.1) act on R4 as

γ1(x, y, u, v) = (x+Re(τB), y + Im(τB),

u+Re(c)x− Im(c)y +Re(δ), v + Im(c)x+Re(c)y + Im(δ)),

γ2(x, y, u, v) = (x+ 1, y, u, v),

γ3(x, y, u, v) = (x, y, u+Re(τE), v + Im(τE)),

γ4(x, y, u, v) = (x, y, u+ 1, v).

It is then straightforward to check that the 1-forms

e1 = dx, e3 = du − Re(c)
Im(τB)ydx+

Im(c)
Im(τB)ydy,

e2 = dy, e4 = dv − Im(c)
Im(τB)ydx− Re(c)

Im(τB)ydy,

are invariant, and so they descend on the quotient Kodaira surface X (we will use
the same name for the corresponding forms on X).

Observe that e1 and e2 are d-closed, while

de3 =
Re(c)

Im(τB)
e1 ∧ e2, de4 = − Im(c)

Im(τB)
e1 ∧ e2.

Let

ε1 = e1, ε2 = e2, ε3 = Im(c)e3 − Re(c)e4, ε4 = Re(c)e3 + Im(c)e4,

then in Table 1 we can see a set of generators for the de Rham cohomology of X .
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k Generators of Hk
dR(X,C)

0 1

1 ε1 = dx

ε2 = dy

ε3 = |c|2
Im(τB)ydy + Im(c)du − Re(c)dv

2 ε1 ∧ ε3 = |c|2
Im(τB)ydx ∧ dy + Im(c)dx ∧ du− Re(c)dx ∧ dv

ε1 ∧ ε4 = Re(c)dx ∧ du+ Im(c)dx ∧ dv
ε2 ∧ ε3 = Im(c)dy ∧ du− Re(c)dy ∧ dv
ε2 ∧ ε4 = |c|2

Im(τB)ydx ∧ dy +Re(c)dy ∧ du+ Im(c)dy ∧ dv
3 ε1 ∧ ε2 ∧ ε3 = Im(c)dx ∧ dy ∧ du− Re(c)dx ∧ dy ∧ dv

ε1 ∧ ε3 ∧ ε4 = |c|2
Im(τB)y(Re(c)dx ∧ dy ∧ du+ Im(c)dx ∧ dy ∧ dv)

ε2 ∧ ε3 ∧ ε4 = − |c|2
Im(τB)y(Im(c)dx ∧ dy ∧ du− Re(c)dx ∧ dy ∧ dv)

4 ε1 ∧ ε2 ∧ ε3 ∧ ε4 = |c|2 dx ∧ dy ∧ du ∧ dv
Table 1. Generators for the de Rham cohomology of a Kodaira
surface X .

5.3. Dolbeault cohomology. From the complex point of view, the holomorphic
1-forms on C2

ϕ1 = dz, ϕ2 = − c

τB − τ̄B
(z − z̄)dz + dζ

are invariant, and so they descend to holomorphic 1-forms on X (with the same
name).

These forms satisfy

dϕ1 = 0, dϕ2 = ∂̄ϕ2 =

√
−1

2

c

Im(τB)
ϕ1 ∧ ϕ̄1,

and can be used to describe the Dolbeault cohomology of X , according to Table 2.
We observe here that ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 is a holomorphic symplectic form on X .

6. Automorphisms of Kodaira surfaces

Let X,X ′ be Kodaira surfaces. As we showed in Section 2.1 the elliptic fibra-
tions π and π′ of X and X ′ respectively are also their Albanese morphisms. As a
consequence every holomorphic map f : X −→ X ′ induces a map B −→ B′ such
that the diagram

X
f

//

π

��

X ′

π′

��
B // B′

commutes. In particular, when we have X = X ′ and f ∈ Aut(X) then the in-
duced map Ψ(f) is an automorphism of the base curve B, and we have a group
homomorphism

ψ : Aut(X) −→ Aut(B)

f 7−→ Ψ(f).
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(p, q) Generators of Hp,q

∂̄
(X)

(0, 0) 1

(1, 0) ϕ1 = dz

(0, 1) ϕ̄1 = dz̄

ϕ̄2 = − c̄
τB−τ̄B

(z − z̄)dz̄ + dζ̄

(2, 0) ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 = dz ∧ dζ
(1, 1) ϕ1 ∧ ϕ̄2 = − c

τB−τ̄B
(z − z̄)dz ∧ dz̄ + dz ∧ dζ̄

ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 = − c
τB−τ̄B

(z − z̄)dz ∧ dz̄ + dζ ∧ dz̄
(0, 2) ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2 = dz̄ ∧ dζ̄
(2, 1) ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 = dz ∧ dζ ∧ dz̄

ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄2 = − c̄
τB−τ̄B

(z − z̄)dz ∧ dζ ∧ dz̄ + dz ∧ dζ ∧ dζ̄
(1, 2) ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2 = − c

τB−τ̄B
(z − z̄)dz ∧ dz̄ ∧ dζ̄ + dζ ∧ dz̄ ∧ dζ̄

(2, 2) ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2 = dz ∧ dζ ∧ dz̄ ∧ dζ̄
Table 2. Generators for the Dolbeault cohomology of a Kodaira
surface X .

To study Aut(X) we will study first the group ker(ψ) and then im(ψ).

6.1. Automorphisms acting trivially on the base. In this section we will study
the group ker(ψ) in detail. We recall here the notation used throughout the section:
X denotes a Kodaira surface, whose principal bundle structure is π : X −→ B where
B is a smooth genus 1 curve while the structure group is an elliptic curve E.

Our starting point is the following almost tautological lemma (of which we omit
the proof).

Lemma 6.1 — We have ker(ψ) = {f ∈ Aut(X) |π ◦ f = π}.

As E is the structure group of the principal bundle structure on X , we have
E ⊆ Aut(X) (actually, E ⊆ ker(ψ)). Recall that the action of en element e ∈ E on
X is denoted by τe(x) = x · e.

Proposition 6.2 — We have E = Aut◦(X), i.e., E is the connected component of
the identity in the group Aut(X).

Proof. The surface X is holomorphically symplectic, hence we have a natural iso-
morphism between the holomorphic tangent bundle and the holomorphic cotangent
bundle: TX ≃ Ω1

X . In particular h0(X,TX) = h0(X,Ω1
X) = h1,0(X) = 1 and so

dim(Aut(X)) = 1.

Moreover E is a connected subgroup of Aut(X), so we have that E ⊆ Aut◦(X).
Since these two groups are connected and of the same dimension they must coincide
(see, e.g., [SM21, Proposition 6.6]). �

Our next step is to show that ker(ψ) is the group of gauge transformations of π.
Recall that a gauge transformation of a principal bundle is an automorphism f of
X which induces the identity on B and commutes with the action of E, i.e., it such
that f ◦ τe = τe ◦ f for every e ∈ E (equivalently, f(x · e) = f(x) · e).
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Proposition 6.3 — Let π : X −→ B be a Kodaira surface. An automorphism f ∈
Aut(X) induces the identity on the base B if and only if it is a gauge automorphism
of π.

Proof. If f ∈ Aut(X) is a gauge automorphism of π, then Ψ(f) = idB by definition.
Assume now that f ∈ Aut(X) induces idB and let e ∈ E, we want to prove that
f ◦ τe = τe ◦ f . It follows from Theorem 3.18 and Corollary 3.19 that f and τe can
be respectively lifted to C2 as

φ(z, ζ) = (z + β, ζ + σ1,0z + v) and Te(z, ζ) = (z, ζ + e′)

for suitable β, σ1,0, v ∈ C and e′ ∈ C lifting e. Since φ and Te commute, the same
must hold for f and τe. �

Remark 6.4 — We have then the following equalities:

ker(Ψ) = {f ∈ Aut(X) |π ◦ f = π} =

= {f ∈ Aut(X) |π ◦ f = π and f(x · e) = f(x) · e for every e ∈ E} .

The gauge group of a principal bundle whose structure group is abelian is easy
to describe. Let π : X −→ B be a principal bundle with structure group E, and let
F be any manifold on which E acts on the left. Then E acts on the right on the
product X × F via

(x, f) · e = (x · e, e−1 · f)
and the quotient

X ×E F = (X × F )/E

is a well defined manifold. In particular, when we consider F = E acting on itself
by the adjoint action

e · g = ege−1

we call X ×Ad E the adjoint bundle of X , and denote it by GX .

Proposition 6.5 ([dB91, Proposition 17]) — Let X be a principal bundle with
structure group E. Then the group of gauge transformations of X is naturally
isomorphic to the group of sections of the gauge bundle GX of X.

Lemma 6.6 — Let π : X −→ B be a principal bundle with structure group E,
and let F be any manifold. Let E act on F trivially (on the left) and consider the
manifold X ×E F . Then X ×E F ≃ B × F

Proof. Denote by [x, f ]E the E-orbit of (x, f) in X ×E F . It is easy to show that
the map

X ×E F −→ B × F

[x, f ]E 7−→ (π(x), f)

is well defined with inverse

B × F −→ X ×E F

(b, f) 7−→ [x, f ]E

where x ∈ π−1(b) is any point. �

Proposition 6.7 — Let π : X −→ B be a principal bundle with structure group
E. If E is abelian, then the gauge group GX of X is trivial, i.e., GX ≃ B × E.

Proof. Since E is abelian, its adjoint action is trivial. It follows from Lemma 6.6
that then GX = X ×Ad E is trivial. �
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Corollary 6.8 — Let π : X −→ B be a Kodaira surface, with fibre E. Then

ker(Ψ) ≃ EB(B) ≃ E ×Hom(B,E),

where Hom(B,E) is the group of group homomorphism from B to E.

Proof. By Proposition 6.3 the group ker(Ψ) is identified with the group of gauge
transformations of π, hence to the group of sections of the gauge bundle GX . By
Proposition 6.7 the gauge bundle is trivial, and so we can identify its group of
sections with the group of holomorphic maps B −→ E, i.e., with the group EB(B).
In the case of elliptic curves it is known that EB(B) is isomorphic to E×Hom(B,E).

Following all the isomorphisms involved, we have that an explicit isomorphism
is

E ×Hom(B,E) −→ ker(Ψ)

(e, h) 7−→ f(e,h)

where
f(e,h) : X −→ X

x 7−→ x · (h(π(x)) + e).

�

Remark 6.9 — As a consequence, the neutral component of ker(Ψ) is isomorphic
to E.

Remark 6.10 — As an abstract group, we have that

ker(Ψ) ≃ E × Zm

for some 0 ≤ m ≤ 4 by [BL04, Proposition 1.2.2].

6.2. The automorphism group of a Kodaira surface. In the previous section
we have determined the structure of the group ker(Ψ), here we want to study im(Ψ)
and the structure of the group Aut(X).

In Theorem 3.18 we saw that any surjection f : X −→ X admits a lift to C2 of
the form

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

αz + β, |α|2 ζ + 1

2
DτB (α, 1)cαz

2 + uz + v

)

,

where α ∈ C r {0} satisfies α · ΛτB ⊆ ΛτB (in particular, α ∈ ΛτB) and |α|2 ∈ Z.
We also know that a function of this form is the lift of some surjective holomorphic
map X −→ X if and only if

(1) u−DτB(α, 1)
(
cβ + ε− 1

2DτB (α, τB)c
)
∈ ΛτE ,

(2) uτB −DτB (ατB , 1)(cβ + ε) + |α|2 ε+ 1
2DτB(α, 1)DτB (ατB , 1) |τB |2 c ∈ ΛτE ,

where ε = δ − 1
2cτB.

Definition 6.11 — Let f : X −→ X be a surjective endomorphism of a Kodaira
surface, and let Φ : C2 −→ C2 be a lifting of f of the form (3.8), as in Theorem
3.18. We call such Φ a special lift for f .

The special lifts of automorphisms can be easily characterized among all the
other special lifts.

Theorem 6.12 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, associated to the data (τB , τE , c, δ).
Let Φ : C2 −→ C2 be a map of the form (3.8)

Φ(z, ζ) =
(

αz + β, |α|2 ζ + 1
2DτB(α, 1)cαz

2+

+
(
σ1,0 +DτB(α, 1)

(
cβ + ε− 1

2DτB (α, τB)c
))
z + v

)
,
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which lifts a surjective map f : X −→ X. Then f ∈ Aut(X) if and only if α is a
root of unity.

Proof. We call π : X −→ B the elliptic fibration of X . Assume that f is an
automorphism, then Ψ(f) : B −→ B is an automorphism, which admits as lift to
C the map z 7−→ αz + β. Hence α must be a root of unity.

Vice versa, assume that α is a root of unity. We write here (see the end of Section
3.2.1) the action of Φ by conjugation on the generators of π1(X) ≃ (ΛτB ×ΛτE ; ⋆):

(τB , 0) 7−→ (ατB , σ1,0τB − ᾱ(cβ + (1− α)ε)+

+ 1
2c(DτB(ατB , 1)DτB(ατB , τB)−DτB (α, 1)DτB (α, τB)τB)

)
,

(1, 0) 7−→ (α, σ1,0),

(0, τE) 7−→ (0, |α| τE) = (0, τE),

(0, 1) 7−→ (0, |α|) = (0, 1).

As a consequence, in the image of π1(X) under conjugation by Φ we have all the
elements of the form (0, λ) for λ ∈ ΛτE and so we have also the elements (ατB , 0)
and (α, 0). More precisely,

Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 = 〈(ατB , 0), (α, 0), (0, τE), (0, 1)〉.

It follows from (3.4) that

ατB = DτB(ατB , 1)τB −DτB (ατB , τB),

α = DτB (α, 1)τB −DτB (α, τB),

hence the matrix representing the multiplication by α on ΛτB with respect to the
Z-basis {τB , 1} is




DτB (ατB , 1) DτB (α, 1)

−DτB(ατB , τB) −DτB(α, τB)



 .

We can then compute the determinant of this matrix and we find that it is

−DτB(ατB , 1)DτB(α, 1) +DτB (α, 1)DτB (α, τB , τB) = 1.

This means that the multiplication by α is an isomorphism, with inverse the mul-
tiplication by α−1 = ᾱ. In particular, we have that ᾱ, ᾱτB ∈ ΛτB and since the
inverse of the previous matrix is




−DτB(α, τB) −DτB(α, 1)

DτB (ατB , τB) DτB(ατB , 1)





we easily obtain that

ᾱτB = −DτB(α, τB)τB +DτB (ατB , τB)

ᾱ = −DτB(α, 1)τB +DτB(ατB , 1).
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Finally, observe that

(ατB , 0)
−DτB

(α,τB) ⋆ (α, 0)DτB
(ατB ,τB) = (−DτB (α, τB)ατB , 0) ⋆ (DτB (α, τB)α, 0) =

= ((−DτB (α, τB) +DτB (ατB , τB))α, λ) =

= (ᾱτBα, λ) =

= (τB , λ),

(ατB , 0)
−DτB

(α,1) ⋆ (α, 0)DτB
(ατB ,1) = (−DτB (α, 1)ατB , 0) ⋆ (DτB (α, 1)α, 0) =

= ((−DτB (α, 1) +DτB (ατB , 1))α, λ
′) =

= (ᾱα, λ′) =

= (1, λ′)

for suitable λ, λ′ ∈ ΛτE . As a consequence

〈(τB , 0), (1, 0), (0, τE), (0, 1)〉 ⊆ Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦ Φ−1 ⊆ π1(X)

which proves that Φ ◦ π1(X) ◦Φ−1 = π1(X): by Theorem 3.11 this means that f is
an automorphism. �

Remark 6.13 — We already observed in Corollary 3.19 that the particular case
where α = 1 in (3.8) always leads to an automorphism of X (see also Remark
3.20).

Remark 6.14 — At the beginning of the proof of Theorem 6.12 we used the notation
Ψ(f) even if f was not assumed to be an automorphism. This is anyway consistent
with the fact that every map X −→ X ′ between Kodaira surfaces induces a map
B −→ B′ between the corresponding Albanese tori.

Remark 6.15 — Denote by ωn a primitive nth root of unity (e.g., ωn = e
2π
n

√
−1). It

follows from the proof of Theorem 6.12 that we have the following possibilities for
α:

(1) if B ≃ C/ (Z⊕ Z · ω4) then α4 = 1;
(2) if B ≃ C/ (Z⊕ Z · ω6) then α6 = 1;
(3) in all the other cases we have α2 = 1.

Despite the number of possibilities is small, we will treat all the cases simultaneoulsy
as if α were any nth root of unity.

In view of Theorem 6.12 we define G as the set of all the maps Φ as above such
that α is a root of unity:

G =
{
Φ : C2 −→ C2

∣
∣Φ is of the form (3.8) with α a primitive nth root of 1

}
=

=
{
Φ : C2 −→ C2

∣
∣Φ is a special lift of some f ∈ Aut(X)

}
.

Lemma 6.16 — The set G is a group (under composition).

Proof. Let Φ1,Φ2 ∈ G, first of all we want to show that Φ1 ◦ Φ2 ∈ G. Write

Φ1(z, ζ) =
(
α1z + β1, ζ +

1
2DτB (α1, 1)cα1z

2 + u1z + v1
)
,

Φ2(z, ζ) =
(
α2z + β2, ζ +

1
2DτB (α2, 1)cα2z

2 + u2z + v2
)
,
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where α1, α2 are root of unity, and let f1, f2 ∈ Aut(X) be the automorphisms of X
lifted by Φ1,Φ2 respectively. Then

(Φ1 ◦ Φ2)(z, ζ) = (α1α2z + α1β2 + β1,

ζ + 1
2 (DτB (α2, 1)α2 +DτB (α1, 1)α1α

2
2)cz

2+

+(u2 +DτB (α1, 1)cα1α2β2 + u1α2)z+

+v2 +
1
2DτB(α1, 1)cα1β

2
2 + u1β2 + v1

)
,

and we observe that since α1 is a root of unity

DτB (α2, 1)α2 +DτB (α1, 1)α1α
2
2 = α1α2(DτB (α2, 1)ᾱ1 +DτB (α1, 1)α2) =

= α1α2DτB (α1α2, 1).

As a consequence, Φ1 ◦ Φ2 is of the same form as Φ1 and Φ2. To check that
Φ1 ◦Φ2 ∈ G it is then equivalent to show that Φ1 ◦Φ2 descends to an automorphism
of X , which is obvious as Φ1 ◦ Φ2 lifts f1 ◦ f2 ∈ Aut(X).

Let Φ ∈ G, we now want to show that Φ−1 ∈ G. Write

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

αz + β, ζ +
1

2
DτB (α, 1)cαz

2 + uz + v

)

and observe that

Φ−1(z, ζ) =
(
ᾱz − ᾱβ, ζ − 1

2DτB (α, 1)cᾱz
2+

+(DτB (α, 1)cᾱβ − uᾱ) z − 1
2DτB (α, 1)cᾱβ

2 + uᾱβ − v
)
.

As DτB (ᾱ, 1) = −DτB (α, 1) we have that Φ−1 is of the same form as Φ, and so
Φ−1 ∈ G if and only if it descends to an automorphism of X . This is easy since if we
call f ∈ Aut(X) the automorphism lifted by Φ, then Φ−1 lifts f−1 ∈ Aut(X). �

6.2.1. An automorphism of order n. In this section we show that the group G of
special liftings of automorphisms of X admits a notable cyclic group.

Let ωn be a primitive nth root of unity and consider an automorphism of C2 of
the form

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

ωnz + β, ζ +
1

2
DτB (ωn, 1)cωnz

2 + uz + v

)

for β, u, v ∈ C. Observe that at this moment we are not requiring these parameters
to satisfy any further relation.

We show that there exist (explicit!) sequences {βm}m∈N, {um}m∈N and {vm}m∈N

such that for every m ≥ 0

Φm(z, ζ) =

(

ωm
n z + βm, ζ +

1

2
DτB (ω

m
n , 1)cω

m
n z

2 + umz + vm

)

.

Remark 6.17 — The first terms of the three sequences are known, namely:

β0 = 0, β1 = β;

u0 = 0, u1 = u;

v0 = 0, v1 = v.
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For m ≥ 2 we have a recursive definition of these sequences: assume that βm,
um, vm are known and that Φm has the desired form, then

Φm+1(z, ζ) = Φ
(
ωm
n z + βm, ζ +

1
2DτB(ω

m
n , 1)cω

m
n z

2 + umz + vm
)
=

=
(
ωm+1
n z + ωnβm + β, ζ + 1

2cω
m+1
n (DτB (ω

m
n , 1)ω̄n +DτB (ωn, 1)ω

m
n )z2+

+(um +DτB (ωn, 1)cω
m+1
n βm + uωm

n )z+

vm + 1
2DτB (ωn, 1)cωnβ

2
m + uβm + v

)
=

=
(
ωm+1
n z + ωnβm + β, ζ + 1

2DτB (ω
m+1
n , 1)cωm+1

n z2+

+(um +DτB (ωn, 1)cω
m+1
n βm + uωm

n )z+

vm + 1
2DτB (ωn, 1)cωnβ

2
m + uβm + v

)
.

As a consequence Φm+1 has the prescribed form and we deduce the recursive rela-
tion for m ≥ 2

βm = ωnβm−1 + β,

um = um−1 +DτB (ωn, 1)cω
m
n βm−1 + uωm−1

n ,

vm = vm−1 +
1
2DτB(ωn, 1)cωnβ

2
m−1 + uβm−1 + v.

It is then easy to verify by induction that {βm}m≥0 is given by

(6.1) β0 = 0, βm =

(
m−1∑

i=0

ωi
n

)

β (m ≥ 1).

Concerning {um}m≥0, observe that for m ≥ 2

um = um − u0 =
∑m

i=1 ui − ui−1 =
∑m

i=2(ui − ui−1) + u =

= DτB (ωn, 1)c
∑m

i=2 ω
i
nβi−1 + u

∑m
i=2 ω

i−1
n + u.

Using the expression for {βm}m≥0 found in (6.1) we have that
(6.2)

u0 = 0, u1 = u, um = DτB (ωn, 1)cωnβ

m−1∑

i=1

i−1∑

j=0

ωi+j
n +u

m−1∑

i=0

ωi
n (m ≥ 2).

Finally, the argument to find the explicit expression of {vm}m≥0 is essentially the
same as the one we have just used: the final result is
(6.3)

v0 = 0, v1 = v, vm =
1

2
DτB (ωn, 1)cωn

m−1∑

i=1

β2
i +u

m−1∑

i=1

βi+mv (m ≥ 2).

The fact that ωn is an nth root of unity implies that DτB (ω
n
n , 1) = DτB (1, 1) = 0.

Moreover it follows from well known results in number theory that
∑n−1

i=0 ω
i
n = 0

and that
∑n−1

i=1

∑i−1
j=0 α

i+j = 0: as a consequence we deduce that βn = un = 0.
Finally, as n ≥ 0 we can choose v = v1 such that also vn = 0 and we observe that
from (6.3) such a choice depends ony on ωn and β.

Proposition 6.18 — Let X be the Kodaira surface associated to (τB , τE , c, δ) and
let ωn be a primitive nth root of unity such that ωnΛτB = ΛτB . Then X admits an
automorphism fωn

of order n.
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Proof. Let Φ be an automorphism of C2 of the form

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

ωnz + β, ζ +
1

2
DτB (ωn, 1)cωnz

2 + uz + v

)

.

In view of Theorem 3.18 we choose σ ∈ ΛτE and β ∈ C such that

σ = 0,

στB − ω̄n(cβ + (1− ωn)ε) +
1
2cDτB(ωn, 1)

(

DτB (ωnτB , 1) |τB |2 −DτB (ωn, τB)τB

)

= 0,

which amounts to

σ = 0,

β = ωn−1
c

ε+ 1
2DτB (ωn, 1)ωn(DτB(ωnτB, 1) |τB|2 −DτB (ωn, τB)τB).

Let then

u = DτB(ωn, 1)
(

ωnε+
1
2cDτB(ωn, 1)ωn(DτB (ωnτB, 1) |τB|2 −DτB (ωn, τB)τB)+

− 1
2DτB (ωn, τB)c

)
.

With these choices for β and u, let v ∈ C be such that vn = 0 in (6.3). Then the
corresponding map Φωn

descends to X and induces an automorphism fωn
: observe

that this automorphism depends only on ωn. The fact that ωn is primitive ensures
that the order of Φωn

is exactly n, and the same must hold for fωn
. �

For ωn as in the statement of Proposition 6.18 we denote with fωn
the cor-

responding automorphism of X and with Φωn
its special lift to C2. Finally, we

denote
Hn = 〈Φωn

〉 ⊆ G

and we observe that we have Hn ≃ Z/nZ.

Remark 6.19 — As Hn ∩ π1(X) = {idC2} we have that the image of Hn in Aut(X)
is still a cyclic group of order n, i.e.

Z/nZ ≃ 〈fn〉 ⊆ Aut(X).

6.2.2. Semidirect product decomposition. Let us consider the subgroup of G con-
sisting of special liftings of those automorphisms f ∈ Aut(X) such that Ψ(f) is a
translation:

N =






Φ(z, ζ) = (z + β, ζ + σz + v) ∈ G

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

σ ∈ ΛτE

στB − cβ ∈ ΛτE






=

= {Φ ∈ G |Φ lifts some f ∈ Aut(X) such that Ψ(f) is a translation} .

Lemma 6.20 — The group N is a normal subgroup of G.

Proof. Let φ(z, ζ) =
(
αz + β, ζ + 1

2DτB (α, 1)cαz
2 + uz + v

)
be an element of G

and Φ(z, ζ) = (z + β′, ζ + σ′z + v′) be an element of N . Then we can compute
that

(φ ◦ Φ ◦ φ−1)(z, ζ) = (z + αβ′, ζ + (DτB(α, 1)cβ
′ + σ′ᾱ) z + v′+

+ 1
2DτB (α, 1)cαβ

′2 + uβ′σ′ᾱβ −DτB (α, 1)cββ
′
)

and we need to verify that this map is in N .
As ᾱ = DτB (ατB , 1)−DτB (α, 1)τB we deduce that

DτB (α, 1)cβ
′ + σ′ᾱ = DτB (ατB , 1) σ′

︸︷︷︸

∈ΛτE

−DτB(α, 1) (σ
′τB − cβ′)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈ΛτE

∈ ΛτE .



32 ANDREA CATTANEO

On the other hand

(DτB (α, 1)cβ
′ + σ′ᾱ)τB − cαβ′ = σ′(DτB (ᾱτB , 1)τB −DτB(ᾱτB, τB))+

+(DτB (α, 1)τB − α)cβ′ =

= DτB (ᾱτB , 1)(σ
′τB − cβ′)+

−DτB(ᾱτB , τB)σ
′ ∈ ΛτE ,

which shows that φ ◦ Φ ◦ φ−1 ∈ N . �

Consider a primitive nth root of unity ωn and let

Φωn
(z, ζ) =

(

ωnz + βωn
, ζ +

1

2
DτB(ωn, 1)cωnz

2 + uωn
z + vωn

)

be the automorphism of order n defined in the previous section, and Hn = 〈Φωn
〉.

Observe that N ∩Hn = {idC2}. Let fωn
∈ Aut(X) be the automorphism induced

by Φωn
.

Lemma 6.21 — We have that G = N ·Hn.

Proof. First of all, observe that N can be described as the subgroup of G consisting
of the special liftings (3.8) having α = 1.

Let Φ ∈ G, so the first component of Φ can be written as (z, ζ) 7−→ ωm
n z+ β for

a suitable m ∈ N. The first component of Φm
ωn

is of the form (z, ζ) 7−→ ωm
n z + βm,

hence we can see that the first component of Φ ◦Φ−m
ωn

is (z, ζ) 7−→ z − βm + β. As
a consequence Φ ◦ Φ−m

ωn
is an element of G which corresponds to the choice α = 1

in the notations of (3.8). So Φ ◦ Φm
ωn

∈ N . �

Corollary 6.22 — We have a semidirect product decomposition G = N⋊Hn. This
decomposition descends to Aut(X), namely

Aut(X) = Ψ−1(B)⋊ 〈fωn
〉.

Proof. Indeed, N is a normal subgroup of G such that N ∩ Hn = {idC2} and
G = N ·Hn. �

6.2.3. Study of im(Ψ). From the discussion in the previous sections we know that
if X is the Kodaira surface associated to the data (τB , τE , c, δ) then

(1) π1(X) E G and Aut(X) ≃ G/π1(X);
(2) G ≃ N ⋊Hn, where N is the subgroup of special liftings of automorphisms

inducing the a translation on B and Hn is the order n subgroup of G
generated by the map Φn (see Proposition 6.18).

As π1(X) ≤ N , we can then deduce that

Aut(X) ≃ G/π1(X) ≃ N ⋊Hn

π1(X)
≃ N

π1(X)
⋊Hn.

In this section we are interested in the study of the following group:

K = {Φ ∈ N |β ∈ ΛτB} =

= {Φ ∈ G |Φ lifts some f ∈ ker(Ψ)} .

The precise link between K and ker(Ψ) is given by the following commutative
diagram: observe that π1(X) E K E N , then we have this diagram, with exact



THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP OF KODAIRA SURFACES 33

rows and columns:

1

��

1

��

1

��
1 // π1(X)

id //

��

π1(X) //

��

1 //

��

1

1 // K //

��

N ⋊Hn
//

��

N
K

⋊Hn
//

��

1

1 // ker(Ψ) //

��

Aut(X) //

��

im(Ψ) //

��

1

1 1 1.

As a consequence it is clear that

(6.4) im(Ψ) ≃ N

K
⋊Hn,

so we are interested in the study of N/K. The map

ΛτE × ΛτE × C −→ N

(λ, σ, v) 7−→ Φ(λ,σ,v)

where

Φ(λ,σ,v) : C2 −→ C2

(z, ζ) 7−→
(
z + 1

c
(στB − λ), ζ + σz + v

)

is a bijection of sets, which can be used to induce on ΛτE × ΛτE × C the group
structure of N . Explicitly, we have that for (λ, σ, v), (λ′, σ′, v′) ∈ ΛτE × ΛτE × C

the product is given by

(λ, σ, v) ∗ (λ′, σ′, v′) =

(

λ+ λ′, σ + σ′, v + v′ +
1

c
(στB − λ)σ′

)

.

Moreover,

K ≃ {(λ, σ, v) ∈ ΛτE × ΛτE × C |στ : B − λ ∈ c · ΛτB} .
As a consequence we have the following result.

Lemma 6.23 — We have that
N

K
≃ ΛτE × ΛτE

{(λ, σ) ∈ ΛτE × ΛτE |στB − λ ∈ c · ΛτB}
.

As a consequence, im(Ψ) is a virtually abelian group.

Observe that ΛτE × ΛτE is a free abelian group of rank 4, isomorphic to Z4.
As a consequence rk (N/K) ≤ 4, and we want to understand which are the actual
possibilities for this rank.

Lemma 6.24 — We have rk (N/K) ≤ 2.

Proof. Let T = {(hc, kc) ∈ ΛτE × ΛτE |h, k ∈ Z}, then T ≤ K ′ where

K ′ = {(λ, σ) ∈ ΛτE × ΛτE |στB − λ ∈ c · ΛτB} .
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By the previous lemma we have

N

K
≃ ΛτE × ΛτE

K ′ ≃ (ΛτE × ΛτE)/T

K ′/T
,

so the lemma follows as we observe that
ΛτE × ΛτE

T
≃ Z⊕ Z⊕ Z

mZ
⊕ Z

mZ
.

�

The following examples show that rk (N/K) can attend all the admissible values.

Example 6.25 — Let τB = τE =
√
−1 and c = 1. In this case all the couples

(λ, σ) ∈ ΛτE×ΛτE satisfy στB−λ ∈ c·ΛτB , i.e., {(λ, σ) ∈ ΛτE × ΛτE |στB − λ ∈ c · ΛτB} =
ΛτE × ΛτE . So

N

K
≃ Z

mZ
⊕ Z

mZ
has rank 0.

Example 6.26 — Let τB =
√
−1, τE = π

√
−1 and c = m ∈ Z>0. Write λ =

mλ + nλ

√
−1 and σ = mσ + nσ

√
−1, then στB − λ ∈ m · Λ√

−1 if and only if
nσ = nλ = 0 and m divides both mλ and mσ, which amounts to require that (λ, σ)
is of the form (λ, σ) = (mh,mk) for some h, k ∈ Z. As a consequence, in this case
we have that

N

K
≃ Z⊕ Z⊕ Z

mZ
⊕ Z

mZ
has rank 2.

Example 6.27 — Let τB = τE = π
√
−1 and c = m ∈ Z>0. In this case

N

K
≃ Z⊕ Z

mZ
⊕ Z

mZ

has rank 1.

7. Action on cohomology

Let X be the Kodaira surface associated to the data (τB , τE , c, δ) and let f ∈
Aut(X). Let Φ ∈ G be a special lifting of f to C2 and write

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

αz + β, ζ +
1

2
DτB (α, 1)cαz

2 + uz + v

)

with α an nth root of unity.
Let ϕ1 and ϕ2 be the invariant (1, 0)-forms defined in Section 5.3. We describe

the action of f∗ on the Dolbeault cohomology H∗,∗
∂̄

(X) of X .
As Φ∗(dz) = α dz we have that f∗ϕ1 = αϕ1 and we can compute in the same

way that

(7.1) f∗ϕ2 =

(

−c Im(αz + β)

Im(τB)
α+DτB(α, 1)αcz + u+ c

Im(z)

Im(τB)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ρ

ϕ1 + ϕ2.

Then the action on the Dolbeault cohomology is described in Table 3.
Starting from Table 3 it is possible to compute the trace and the determinant of

f∗, the results can be found in Table 4.

Proposition 7.1 — Let X be a Kodaira surface and let f ∈ Aut(X). Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(1) Ψ(f) is a translation;
(2) f is symplectic (i.e., f∗ acts trivially on H2,0

∂̄
(X)).
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(p, q) Class in Hp,q

∂̄
(X) Image via f∗

(0, 0) [1] [1]

(1, 0) [ϕ1] α[ϕ1]

(0, 1) [ϕ̄1] ᾱ[ϕ̄1]

[ϕ̄2] ρ̄[ϕ̄1] + [ϕ̄2]

(2, 0) [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2] α[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2]

(1, 1) [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ̄2] α[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ̄2]

[ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1] ᾱ[ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1]

(0, 2) [ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2] ᾱ[ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2]

(2, 1) [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1] [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1]

[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄2] αρ[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1] + α[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄2]

(1, 2) [ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2] ᾱ[ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2]

(2, 2) [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2] [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1 ∧ ϕ̄2]

Table 3. Action of f∗ on the Dolbeault cohomology.

(p, q) tr
(
Hp,q

∂̄
(X)

)
det (f∗)

(0, 0) 1 1

(1, 0) α α

(0, 1) 1 + ᾱ ᾱ

(2, 0) α α

(1, 1) α+ ᾱ 1

(0, 2) ᾱ ᾱ

(2, 1) 1 + α α

(1, 2) ᾱ ᾱ

(2, 2) 1 1

(*, *) 4(1 + α+ ᾱ) 1

Table 4. Trace and determinant of f∗ on the Dolbeault cohomol-
ogy spaces and on the whole Dolbeault cohomology (in the last
line, labelled as (∗, ∗)).

Proof. In fact, observe that all these conditions are equivalent to α = 1. �

Remark 7.2 — In [Cai09, Theorem 0.1] it is shown that if S is a smooth projective
surface of Kodaira dimension 1 with either χ(OS) ≥ 2 or χ(OS) = 1, pg(S) > 0
or χ(OS) = 0, pg(S) ≥ 3, then the subgroup of autpmorphisms acting trivially on
H2(S,Q) is finite. Kodaira surfaces X are then an example of smooth non-projective
elliptic surfaces whose subgroup of autpmorphisms acting trivially on H2(X,Q)
cohomology is infinite.
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Now we discuss when f∗ is diagonalizable. As the Hodge numbers of a Kodaira
surface are either 1 or 2, we only need to study the diagonalizability only on the
Dolbeault cohomology spaces of dimension 2. Looking at Table 3 we observe that
f∗ is already in diagonal form onH1,1(X), and that f∗ is diagonalizable onH0,1(X)
if and only if f∗ is diagonalizable on H2,1(X). So we have reduced the problem of
diaglnalizability of f∗ on all H∗,∗(X) to the problem of diagonlaizability of f∗ only
on H0,1(X).

Remark 7.3 — Let f ∈ Aut(X) be an automorphism lifting to Φ ∈ G with α 6= 1.
Then f∗ has two distinct eigenvalues on H0,1(X), namely 1 and ᾱ, and so it
is diagonalizable. A basis of H0,1(X) in which f∗ is in diagonal form is pro-
vided by

{
[ϕ̄1], ρ̄[ϕ̄1] + (1 − ᾱ)[ϕ̄2]

}
, and the corresponding basis for H2,1(X) is

{
αρ[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1] + (1 − α)[ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄2], [ϕ1 ∧ ϕ2 ∧ ϕ̄1]

}
.

As a consequence, we are left only with those automorphisms f ∈ Aut(X) such
that Ψ(f) is a translation.

Proposition 7.4 — Let f ∈ Aut(X) be such that Ψ(f) is a translation. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(1) f acts trivially on cohomology;
(2) f∗ is diagonalizable;

(3) f has a special lifting of the form Φ(z, ζ) =
(

z + β, ζ + c Im(β)
Im(τB)z + v

)

for
some β ∈ C such that mβ ∈ ΛτB .

Proof. Observe that on H0,1(X) the map f∗ has only 1 as a eigenvalue with alge-
braic multiplicity 2. As a consequence f∗ is diagonalizable if and only if it is the
identity, which proves the equivalence of (1) and (2).

In terms of a special lifting Φ for f , by Table (3) we also deduce that f∗ is
diagonalizable if and only if α = 1 and ρ = 0. By (7.1) we deduce that this is
equivalent to require that α = 1 and u = c Im(β)

Im(τB) , hence that f has a special lifting
of the form

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

z + β, ζ + c
Im(β)

Im(τB)
z + v

)

.

The fact that Φ ∈ G means that

c
Im(β)

Im(τB)
∈ ΛτE , c

Im(β)

Im(τB)
τB − cβ ∈ ΛτE .

Recall that c ∈ ΛτE is m times a primitive element, so the first condition is equiv-
alent to Im(β)

Im(τB) =
n
m

for some n ∈ Z, i.e.,

Im(β) =
n

m
Im(τB).

With this information, we can compute that n
m
τB−β = n

m
Re(τB)−Re(β) and so we

see that c Im(β)
Im(τB)τB − cβ = c

(
n
m
τB − β

)
∈ ΛτB if and only if n

m
Re(τB)−Re(β) = h

m

for some h ∈ Z. But this means that

Re(β) = − h

m
+
n

m
Re(τB).

As a consequence we find that β must be of the form

β = − h

m
+
n

m
Re(τB) +

√
−1

n

m
Im(τB) =

1

m
(−h+ nτB) ,

and finally this condition is equivalent to require that mβ ∈ ΛτB . �

Remark 7.5 — It follows from Proposition 7.4 that, in particular, the translations
Te(x) = x · e act trivially on cohomology for all e ∈ E.
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8. Fixed loci

Let f ∈ Aut(X) be an automorphism. By Table 4 we can then compute that
the Lefschetz number Λf of f is

Λf =
4∑

k=0

(−1)k tr
(
f∗|Hk(X,Q)

)
= 0,

and so we can not deduce from the Topological Lefschetz ixed Point Theorem the
existence of fixed points for f . In this section we study the structure of the fixed
point set Fix(f) of an automorphism f of X . We show that if it is not empty then
Fix(f) always consists of the disjoint union of a finite number of fibres of the elliptic
fibration π : X −→ B.

Proposition 8.1 — Let X be a Kodaira surface and let f ∈ Aut(X) r {idX}. If
f ∈ ker(Ψ), then Fix(f) is either empty or it is the union of a finite number of
fibres of π.

Proof. We know by Corollary 6.8 that we can write

f(x) = x · (h(π(x)) + e)

for some holomorphic homeomorphism h : B −→ E and e ∈ E. Then we have two
possibilities.

(1) h = 0: in this case f(x) = x · e. As the action of E on X which defines the
principal bundle structure is free, in this case the presence of a fixed point
implies that f = idX .

(2) h 6= 0: in this case h : B −→ E is onto. Let x ∈ Fix(f), from the fact
that x = f(x) = x · (h(π(x)) + e) we deduce that h(π(x)) + e = 0. As a
consequence all the fibre Xπ(x) consists of fixed points: if y ∈ Xπ(x) then

f(y) = y · (h(π(y)) + e) = y · (h(π(x)) + e) = y · 0 = y

and so Xπ(x) ⊆ Fix(f). In this case we have that

Fix(f) =
⋃

b∈h−1(−e)

Xb.

�

Corollary 8.2 — Let X be a Kodaira surface and let f ∈ Aut(X) r {idX}. If f
induces a translation on B then Fix(f) is either empty or it is the union of a finite
number of fibres of π.

Proof. If Fix(f) = ∅ we are done. On the contrary, let x ∈ Fix(f). In this case
we have that π(x) is a fixed point of Ψ(f) and so Ψ(f) = idB. This means that
f ∈ ker(Ψ), hence the result follows from the Proposition. �

Remark 8.3 — Assume that f ∈ Aut(X) induces a translation on B. If f = idX

then obviously Fix(f) = X, so we can assume that f 6= idX . It follows from the
proof of Proposition 8.1 that Fix(f) = ∅ if and only if f is of the form f(x) = x · e
for some e ∈ E.

Lemma 8.4 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, and let F ≤ Aut(X) be a finite
subgroup. If F ≤ ker(Ψ) then F ≤ E.

Proof. We know by Corollary 6.8 that ker(Ψ) ≃ E ⊕ Zt for a suitable 0 ≤ t ≤ 4,
so we can consider the projection f̃ of f on Zt. As f |F | = idX we deduce that
|F | · f̃ = 0, hence that f̃ = 0. This means that f ∈ E. �
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Remark 8.5 — As a consequence of Lemma 8.4 we deduce that if F ≤ ker(Ψ) is
a finite subgroup then F acts on X without fixed points (see also [PS20a, Lemma
2.5]).

Corollary 8.6 (cf. [PS20b, Lemma 8.3]) — Let X be a Kodaira surface. Then
Aut(X) has the Jordan property, i.e., there exists a constant J ∈ Z≥0 such that
every finite subgroup F ≤ Aut(X) has a normal abelian subgroup A ≤ F of index
at most J .

Proof. Let F be a finite subgroup of Aut(X). As ker(Ψ) is normal in Aut(X) we
deduce that F ∩ ker(Ψ) is normal in F . By Lemma 8.4 we have that F ∩ ker(Ψ)
is a subgroup of E, hence it is abelian. Finally, the quotient F/(F ∩ ker(Ψ)) is
identified with a finite subgroup of im(Ψ). By (6.4) and Lemma 6.23 we see that
the index [F : F ∩ ker(Ψ)] is bounded by a constant J which is independent of F ,
e.g., we can choose J = n · #(Tors(N/K)), where Tors(N/K) denote the torsion
subgroup of N/K. �

Proposition 8.7 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, and let F ≤ Aut(X) be a finite
subgroup. If F ≤ ker(Ψ), then X/F is a Kodaira surface, which is a principal
(E/F )-bundle over B.

Proof. As the elliptic fibration π : X −→ B is preserved by Aut(X), in particular
it is preserved by F and so we have a commutative diagram

X //

π

��

X/F

π′

��
B // B/Ψ(F ).

As F ≤ ker(Ψ), we have Ψ(F ) = {idB} and so B/Ψ(F ) = B. By Lemma 8.4
we have that F ≤ E, i.e., that F is a finite subgroup of translations on X . As a
consequence F acts freely on X , which implies that X/F is again a smooth complex
surface. Moreover the fact that F ≤ E also implies that F acts on E by translations,
and we have that E/F is another elliptic curve.

Define

E/F −→ Aut(X/F )

F + e 7−→ ρF+e

where
ρF+e : X/F −→ X/F

Fx 7−→ F (x · e).
These maps are well defined and it is easy to show that they define a principal
(E/F )-bundle structure over X/F , which is then a Kodaira surface. �

Finally we consider automorphisms which do not induce translations on the base
curve B and we describe their fixed locus.

Lemma 8.8 — Let π : Y −→ X be the universal covering, let f : X −→ X be a
(continuous) map which lifts to Φ : Y −→ Y . Then

π−1 (Fix(f)) =
⋃

γ∈π1(X)

Fix(γ ◦ Φ).

Proof. Let y ∈ π−1 (Fix(f)), i.e., f(π(y)) = π(y). As a consequence π(y) = π(Φ(y))
and so there exists γ ∈ π1(X) such that y = γ(Φ(y)), which means that y ∈
Fix(γ ◦ Φ).

Vice versa, let y ∈ Fix(γ ◦ Φ) for some γ ∈ π1(X). Then

f(π(y)) = π(Φ(y)) = π(γ(Φ(y))) = π(y),

which shows that y ∈ π−1 (Fix(f)). �
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Corollary 8.9 — We have that

Fix(f) =
⋃

γ∈π1(X)

π (Fix(γ ◦ Φ)) .

Proof. This follows from the proposition, in fact as π is onto we have that Fix(f) =
π (π−1 (Fix(f))). �

Proposition 8.10 — Let X be a Kodaira surface, and let f ∈ Aut(X). Assume
that Ψ(f) is not a translation, then the fixed locus of f is either empty or it is the
union of a finite number of fibres of π, more precisely

Fix(f) =
⋃

b∈I

π−1(b)

for a suitable I ⊆ Fix(Ψ(f)).

Proof. If Fix(f) = ∅ there is nothing to prove. Assume that Fix(f) 6= ∅ and let
P0 ∈ Fix(f). Choose a lifting (z0, ζ0) ∈ C2 for P0: if Φ ∈ G is a special lifting for
f , then we can assume that (z0, ζ0) ∈ Fix(Φ). In fact, in case (z0, ζ0) is not fixed
by Φ then the special lifting Φ′ = γ ◦ Φ ∈ G fixes (z0, ζ0) for a suitable choice of
γ ∈ π1(X) ≤ G. Then Φ is of the form

Φ(z, ζ) =

(

αz + β, ζ +
1

2
DτB (α, 1)cαz

2 + uz + v

)

, α 6= 1

and the fact that (z0, ζ0) ∈ Fix(Φ) implies that

(8.1) z0 =
β

1− α
,

1

2
DτB(α, 1)cαz

2
0 + uz0 + v = 0.

This shows that Fix(Φ), which is non empty, is a hyperplane whose image in X is a
fibre of π. Any γ ∈ π1(X) is a linear transformation of C2, and Fix(γ ◦Φ) is either
empty or another hyperplane mapping to a fibre, of the form

z =
1

1− α
(β +m1τB +m2)

for some m1,m2 ∈ Z. By Corollary 8.9 we deduce that Fix(f) is a union of fibres
of π.

Observe finally that the first condition in (8.1) means that π(P0) ∈ B is a fixed
point for Ψ(f), and we know that Fix(Ψ(f)) is finite as Ψ(f) is not a translation. �

Example 8.11 — LetX be the Kodaira surface associated to the data (τB , τE , c, δ),
and consider a special lifting Φ of an automorphism f of X which is of the form

Φ(z, ζ) = (−z + β, ζ + σz + v)

with σ ∈ ΛτE and στB + cβ + 2
(
δ − 1

2cτB
)
∈ ΛτE (it corresponds to the choice

α = −1). By (3.3) a deck transformation γ of C2 is

γ(z, ζ) =

(

z +m1τB +m2, ζ +m1cz +m1m2c+
m1(m1 − 1)

2
cτB +m1δ +m3τE +m4

)

for some m1,m2,m3,m4 ∈ Z and so we can compute explicitly that

(γ ◦ Φ)(z, ζ) = (−z + β +m1τB +m2, ζ + (σ −m1c)z + v +m1cβ +m1m2c+

+m1(m1−1)
2 cτB +m1δ +m3τE +m4

)

.

As a consequence, a fixed point for γ ◦ Φ has z = 1
2 (β +m1τB +m2) and satisfies

1

2
σβ + v +

1

2
m1(στB + cβ + 2δ − cτB

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈ΛτE

) +
1

2
m2(σ +m1c

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈ΛτE

) +m3τE +m4 = 0.
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As a consequence:

(1) if we choose v = − 1
2σβ, then we find an automorphism of X having fixed

points;
(2) if we choose v ∈ C such that 1

2σβ + v /∈ 1
2 · ΛτE , then we find an automor-

phism of X which has no fixed points.
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