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Abstract. We characterize the birational geometry of some hyperkähler four-

folds of Picard rank 3 obtained as the Fano varieties of lines on cubic fourfolds
containing pairs of cubic scrolls. In each of the two cases considered, we provide

a census of the birational models, relating each model to familiar geometric

constructions. We also provide structural results about the birational auto-
morphism groups, giving generators in both cases and a full set of relations in

one case. Finally, as a byproduct of our analysis, we obtain non-isomorphic

cubic fourfolds whose Fano varieties of lines are birationally equivalent.

1. Introduction

Cubic fourfolds are a central object in algebraic geometry, studied with respect
to rationality questions and for their connections to hyperkähler manifolds. In
a very general cubic fourfold, any algebraic surface is homologous to a complete
intersection, but a countably infinite collection of divisors Cd in the moduli space
of cubic fourfolds parametrize cubics containing extra algebraic surfaces [Has00].
Cubics contained in these divisors are often more interesting from the point of
view of rationality questions: it is conjectured that the rational cubic fourfolds are
contained in the union of certain divisors Cd. The Fano variety of lines F on a cubic
fourfoldX is a hyperkähler manifold by [BD85], and ifX ∈ Cd then F exhibits richer
birational geometry, which can be studied via the Global Torelli theorem (due to
Huybrechts, Markman and Verbitsky). Here, we focus on the Fano varieties of lines
on cubic fourfolds belonging to the family C12, whose general member contains a
cubic scroll.

The birational geometry of the Fano variety of lines F of a very general cubicX ∈
C12 was first studied in [HT10], where they exhibited a birational transformation
of infinite order. Building on their results, we prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let F be the Fano variety of lines of a very general member X ∈ C12.
Then F has three isomorphism classes of birational hyperkähler models, represented
by F itself and two non-isomorphic Mukai flops, both of which are isomorphic to
double EPW sextics. Moreover, Bir(F ) is generated by the covering involutions on
these two double EPW sextics.

In addition to amending Theorem 7.4 of [HT10], the novelty of this result is the
connection between F and double EPW sextics. In [DIM15] (see also [KP18, Propo-
sition 5.6]), the authors show that a general X ∈ C12 is birational to a Gushel-Mukai
fourfold Z containing a plane. The fourfold Z in turn determines a double EPW
sextic, a hyperkähler manifold introduced by O’Grady ([O’G05,O’G06,O’G08b]).
In [IM11], the authors show these manifolds can be constructed from considering
conics on the Gushel-Mukai fourfold. Combining both the birational map between
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X and Z and this geometric description in terms of conics on Z, we construct
birational maps between F and two non-isomorphic double EPW sextics explicitly.

The divisor C12 contains many geometrically interesting family of cubic fourfolds.
For example, there is a ten dimensional family of cubics admitting an involution
fixing a line pointwise, denoted by Mϕ2

in the notation of [Mar23]. For X ∈ Mϕ2
,

the middle algebraic cohomology of X is spanned by classes represented by cubic
scrolls, along with the square of the hyperplane class. Any pair of cubic scrolls
spanning different hyperplane sections of X is either syzygetic or non-syzygetic,
meaning they intersect in three or one points, respectively (Definition 2.9). Further,
such a cubic fourfold is conjecturally irrational [Mar23, Theorem 1.2], and one
could hope this is reflected in the birational geometry of the associated hyperkähler
manifolds.

Motivated by this, we study the birational geometry of the Fano variety F of
lines on a very general cubic fourfold X containing either a syzygetic or a non-
syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. In both cases, F has Picard rank three, and we
describe the movable and ample cones of F by identifying the wall divisors following
techniques from [Mon15]. We first consider a cubic fourfold X with a syzygetic
pair of cubic scrolls — in this case, the movable cone is bounded by infinitely many
walls corresponding to prime exceptional divisors (see Section 2.4). We prove the
following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let F be the Fano variety of lines on a very general cubic fourfold
X containing a syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Then F has five isomorphism classes
of birational hyperkähler models, represented by the following:

• F itself, and
• four non-isomorphic Mukai flops of F , each isomorphic to a double EPW
sextic.

In the non-syzygetic case, the movable cone coincides with the positive cone, but
surprisingly the birational geometry of F (X) is more complicated. This is partially
explained by the fact that cubics containing a non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls
automatically contain a third family of cubic scrolls (see Lemma 2.11).

Theorem 1.3. Let F be the Fano variety of lines on a very general cubic fourfold
X containing a non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Then F has eight isomorphism
classes of birational hyperkähler models, represented by the following:

• F itself,
• six non-isomorphic Mukai flops of F , each isomorphic to a double EPW
sextic, and

• a Mukai flop of F along a pair of disjoint planes in F , isomorphic to the
Fano variety of lines on another cubic fourfold containing a non-syzygetic
pair of cubic scrolls.

As a consequence, we obtain examples of the following phenomenon:

Corollary 1.4. There exist non-isomorphic cubic fourfolds with birationally equiv-
alent Fano varieties of lines.

These results are of interest for two main reasons. First, they provide examples
of hyperkähler fourfolds of Picard rank three whose birational geometry is explicitly
understood; to our knowledge, this has only been done in the significantly easier
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case of Picard rank two. Second, our techniques also allow us to deduce information
about the birational automorphism group of F , even though understanding the
structure of Bir(F ) is in general more difficult than enumerating the birational
models. Specifically, we obtain the following structural result for Bir(F ):

Theorem 1.5. Let F be the Fano variety of lines on X, a very general cubic
fourfold containing a syzygetic or non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Then:

(1) The infinite order group Bir(F ) is generated by the covering involutions of
the double EPW sextics obtained as Mukai flops of F.

(2) In particular, in the syzygetic case we have:

Bir(F ) ∼= ⟨a, b, c, d | a2 = b2 = c2 = d2 = 1⟩.

Outline. In Section 2, we recall the relevant definitions and results about cubic
threefolds and fourfolds containing cubic scrolls, the Fano variety of lines on such a
cubic fourfold, and the birational geometry of hyperkähler manifolds of K3[2]-type.
We also introduce Gushel-Mukai fourfolds and double EPW sextics. In Section 3,
we study the birational geometry of the Fano variety of lines F on a very general
cubic fourfold X containing a cubic scroll, proving Theorem 1.1. In Sections 4
and 5, we prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 (Theorems 4.1 and 5.1), respectively, as
well as Theorem 1.5 (Theorems 4.2 and 5.2), by carrying out an analysis of the
chambers of the movable cone of F when X contains a syzygetic and non-syzygetic,
respectively, pair of cubic scrolls. Explicit examples in Appendix A illustrate generic
behavior of such cubic fourfolds.
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Jack Petok, and Yuri Tschinkel for valuable conversations. In particular, Nicolas
Addington suggested the possible connection to double EPW sextics explored in
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gemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence
Strategy – EXC-2047/1 – 390685813. S.F. was supported in part by an AMS-
Simons travel grant.

2. Preliminaries

We consider complex cubic threefolds and fourfolds that contain rational normal
cubic scrolls, hereafter referred to as cubic scrolls.

Definition 2.1. A cubic scroll T ⊂ P4 is a non-degenerate surface of degree 3.
Equivalently, T is isomorphic to the blow up of P2 in a point embedded into P4.

In Section 2.1 we recall generalities on nodal cubic threefolds Y ⊂ P4 that contain
cubic scrolls. In particular, we recall the description of the components of the Fano
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variety of lines F (Y ) for such a threefold due to [HT10]. In Section 2.2, we focus
on smooth cubic fourfolds X ⊂ P5 containing cubic scrolls, defining the notion of
syzygyetic and non-syzygetic pairs of scrolls (Definition 2.9). In Section 2.3, we
describe the Abel-Jacobi map relating the cohomology of X to its Fano variety of
lines. In Section 2.4, we describe the structure of the movable and ample cone of
a hyperkähler manifold of K3[2]-type (Theorem 2.17). Finally, in Section 2.5 we
recall the relevant results on Gushel-Mukai fourfolds and associated double EPW
sextics, emphasizing a geometric point of view.

2.1. Cubic threefolds containing cubic scrolls. Let Y be a cubic threefold
containing a cubic scroll T , as studied in detail in [HT10]. A generic such cubic
threefold has six nodes in general position. Conversely, any cubic threefold with
six nodes in general position contains a cubic scroll. We summarize some of their
geometric properties in this section.

By [HT10, Proposition 4.7], Y contains another cubic scroll T∨ residual to T
in a quadric, and two nets of cubic scrolls homologous to T and T∨ respectively.
Each node of Y is contained in all of the cubic scrolls in Y , and the complete linear
system |IT/Y (2)| induces a rational map q : Y 99K P2, resolved by passing to a small

resolution Y + of Y as in the diagram below.

(2.2)

Y +

Y P2

pf

q

As noted in [CTZ24, Remark 7.1], the map p is a P1-bundle, and for a general line
ℓ ⊂ P2, f∗p

∗(ℓ) is a cubic scroll homologous to T∨.

Remark 2.3. If T ′ ⊂ Y is a smooth cubic scroll homologous to T∨, there are two
types of lines in T ′: an exceptional line E with E2 = −1 under the intersection
form and a pencil of lines L with L2 = 0. The first type is a section of the P1-bundle
q|T ′ : T ′ → P1 whereas the second is a fiber.

Similarly, the linear system |IT∨/Y (2)| induces a map q∨ : Y 99K P2 resolved by

a small resolution Y − which differs from Y + by six Atiyah flops [CTZ24, Section 7].
The Fano variety of lines on Y has three components:

Proposition 2.4. [HT10, Proposition 4.1] The Fano variety of lines F (Y ) on Y
decomposes as P ∪ S′ ∪ P∨ where P, P∨ ≃ P2 and S′ is a singular surface whose
normalization is a smooth cubic surface.

Remark 2.5. We summarize another account of the components of F (Y ), as outlined
in [Dol16]. Given a node y ∈ Y , a union of twisted cubic curves Cy and C∨

y

parametrizes the lines on Y passing through y [HT10, Lemma 4.4]. Hence the
surface in Y swept out by the lines through y decomposes as a union of cones
Ay ∪ A∨

y over twisted cubics; by [HT10, Proposition 4.7], the surfaces Ay and A∨
y

are homologous to T and T∨, respectively. One obtains a birational map

Hilb2(Cy ∪ C∨
y ) 99K F (Y )

by taking the residual line to the two lines determined by ξ ∈ Hilb2(Cy ∪ C∨
y ).

Considering instead bisecant lines, which intersect Cy ∪ C∨
y with multiplicity at
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least 2, Dolgachev upgrades this to an isomorphism

Bis(Cy ∪ C∨
y )

∼−−→ F (Y )

in [Dol16, Section 4]. The planes P, P∨ ⊂ F (Y ) can be identified with Bis(Cy) and
Bis(C∨

y ), i.e. the set of lines bisecant to Cy and C∨
y , respectively. The surface S′

consists of lines meeting both Cy and C∨
y .

2.2. Special cubic fourfolds in C12. For a smooth cubic fourfold X, we define
the lattice of algebraic cycles

A(X) = H4(X,Z) ∩H2,2(X,C),
and letting ηX be the square of the hyperplane class, we also define

H4(X,Z)prim = ⟨ηX⟩⊥ ⊂ H4(X,Z)
and

A(X)prim = H4(X,Z)prim ∩A(X).

Each of the above is a lattice under the intersection pairing. For a very general cubic
fourfold, A(X)prim = 0, but countably many divisors Cd in the moduli space of cubic
fourfolds parametrize those with A(X)prim ̸= 0. Whenever ηX ∈ K ⊂ A(X) where
K is a primitive sublattice of rank two, and the discriminant of the intersection
form on K is d, we say X ∈ Cd, and K is called a labeling of X.

We focus in particular on smooth cubic fourfolds X ⊂ P5 that contain a cubic
scroll T , or equivalently contain a hyperplane section Y = X ∩ H with six nodes
in general position [HT10, Prop. 6.1]. A cubic scroll T ⊂ X determines a labelling
K12 ↪→ A(X) (see [Has00, Section 4.13]), so X ∈ C12. Indeed, the intersection
pairing on ⟨ηX , T ⟩ ⊂ A(X) is given by:

ηX T
ηX 3 3
T 3 7

As a consequence of Section 2.1, we immediately see the following:

Lemma 2.6. [Has96, Lemma 2.11] Let X be a general cubic fourfold containing a
cubic scroll T . Then:

(1) there is a net of scrolls homologous to T , all contained in H,
(2) there exists a residual cubic scroll T∨ ⊂ X spanning the same hyperplane

as T such that [T ] + [T∨] = 2ηX ∈ A(X).

In much of what follows, we take X to contain two cubic scrolls T1 and T2
spanning different hyperplanes H1 and H2. For a very general such X, the classes
ηX , [T1], and [T2] span A(X), and the intersection form is given by

ηX T1 T2
ηX 3 3 3
T1 3 7 τ
T2 3 τ 7

where τ ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} [Mar23, Lemma 4.11]. Note that if [T1] · [T2] = τ, then
[T∨

1 ] · [T2] = 6− τ since [T1] + [T∨
1 ] = 2ηX ; hence we can take τ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Remark 2.7. Note that there is a small error in [Mar23, Lemma 4.11], which orig-
inally ruled out τ = 2, 4: such an intersection gives a vector v = 2ηX − [T1]− [T2]
with v2 = 6, but div(v) = 1 in the full primitive cohomology H4(X,Z).
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Lemma 2.8. Let X ⊂ P5 be a general cubic fourfold containing two cubic scrolls
T1, T2 spanning distinct hyperplanes H1, H2 ⊂ P5. Then the cubic surface Σ :=
H1 ∩H2 ∩X is smooth.

Proof. We provide examples of such cubics in Appendix A when τ = 1, 3 and
since smoothness is an open condition, the result follows in those cases. A similar
example proves the claim for τ = 2 but is not included because we do not treat
such cubics in this paper. □

Thus, one can interpret the intersection of T1 and T2 in terms of the intersection
of two twisted cubics on Σ = H1 ∩ H2 ∩ X, (see [Mar23, Appendix B]). This
observation motivates the following definition:

Definition 2.9. We say that T1 and T2 are syzygetic scrolls provided [T1] · [T2] = 3,
and azygetic scrolls provided [T1] · [T2] = 2 or 4. If [T1] · [T2] = 1 or 5 we say the
pair is non-syzygetic.

Indeed, the associated twisted cubics form a syzygetic duad in the first case (see
[Dol12, Lemma 9.1.5]), and an azygyetic pair in the second.

In the non-syzygetic case, there are exactly two other algebraic cycles with the
same numerics as a cubic scroll, namely:

[T3] = 3ηX − [T1]− [T2],

[T∨
3 ] = [T1] + [T2]− ηX .

(2.10)

Lemma 2.11. The classes [T3] and [T∨
3 ] are represented by cubic scrolls in X.

Proof. Let X → B be a local universal family of marked cubic fourfolds, where we
identify each lattice A(Xb)prim with a sublattice of H4(X0,Z)prim, with X0 = X.
We let B′ ⊂ B denote the Hodge locus of the class [T3]; i.e. the locus parametrizing
fibers Xb where [T3] remains algebraic, so [T3] ∈ A(Xb). If b ∈ B′ is very general,
then the cubic Xb has A(Xb) ∼= ⟨ηXb

, [T3]⟩ and Xb contains a cubic scroll T ′,
necessarily with class [T3] [Has96, Section 4.1.2]. Then by specialization, in X the
class [T3] is also represented by an effective cycle of degree 3 in P5. Since X does
not contain a plane, this is necessarily irreducible, and since [T3]

2 = 7 the only
option is for [T3] to be represented by a cubic scroll. Since [T∨

3 ] = 2ηX − [T3], we
know [T∨

3 ] is also represented by a cubic scroll. □

We will also make use of the following fact:

Proposition 2.12. For X a general cubic fourfold in C12 or a general cubic fourfold
containing a pair of cubic scrolls, Aut(X) = 0.

Proof. The locus of cubic fourfolds with an order p automorphism has dimension
at most dimension 14 (see [GAL11, Theorem 3.8]). It follows that a general X is
not contained in any of these loci. □

Remark 2.13. Our main motivation for studying the cubics containing syzygetic and
non-syzygetic pairs of scrolls stems from the desire to investigate the rationality of
cubics X with an involution fixing a line pointwise. The twelve dimensional moduli
space of such cubics Mϕ2 is contained in C12: however, a general X ∈ Mϕ2 contains
120 classes represented by cubic scrolls, and rankA(X)prim = 8 [Mar23, Theorem
4.5]. Thus the results discussed here can be viewed as a step towards understanding
cubics contained in this family, to be treated in future work.
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2.3. The Fano variety of lines on a cubic fourfold. Let X be a smooth cubic
fourfold and F its Fano variety of lines, a hyperkähler fourfold of K3[2]-type [BD85].
Note that if Y = H ∩X is a hyperplane section of X, then F (Y ) is a Lagrangian
subvariety of F .

The Abel-Jacobi map

α : H4(X,Z) → H2(F,Z)

restricts to an isomorphism H4(X,Z)prim → H2(F,Z)prim compatible with the
Hodge filtrations and (up to sign) with the quadratic forms on each lattice; more
specifically, we have

q(α(x), α(y)) = −x · y

where q is the Beauville-Bogomolov-Fujiki form (BBF form) of F . We write v2 :=
q(v, v) for v ∈ H2(F,Z). Letting g be the Plücker polarization on F , we have that
α(ηX) = g and, moreover, g2 = 6 [BD85, Proposition 6].

If A(X) = ⟨ηX , T ⟩ where T is a cubic scroll, then setting λ = α(T − ηX), the
BBF form on NS(F ) is given by

J12 =
g λ

g 6 0
λ 0 −4

and the discriminant group of NS(F ) is

DNS(F )
∼= Z/6⊕ Z/4,

with factors generated by [ g6 ] and [λ4 ] ∈ DNS(F ).
Next, suppose A(X) = ⟨ηX , T1, T2⟩ where T1 and T2 are cubic scrolls spanning

different hyperplanes. Let λi = α(Ti − ηX). If T1 and T2 are a syzygetic pair, then
the BBF form on NS(F ) is

Jsyz =

g λ1 λ2
g 6 0 0
λ1 0 −4 0
λ2 0 0 −4

and the discriminant group

DNS(F )
∼= Z/6⊕ (Z/4)2

has factors generated by [ g6 ], [
λ1

4 ], and [λ2

4 ]. On the other hand, if T1 and T2 are a
non-syzygetic pair labeled so that [T1] · [T2] = 1, the BBF form on NS(F ) is

Jnonsyz =

g λ1 λ2
g 6 0 0
λ1 0 −4 2
λ2 0 2 −4

and the discriminant group

DNS(F )
∼= Z/6⊕ Z/2⊕ Z/6

has factors generated by [ g6 ], [
λ1

2 ], and [λ1

3 + λ2

6 ].
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2.4. Birational geometry of hyperkähler fourfolds. In order to study the bi-
rational geometry of F , we use the Global Torelli theorem for hyperkähler manifolds
of K3[2]-type due to Huybrechts, Markman and Verbitsky. In particular, we use
Markman’s Hodge-theoretic version. We denote by Mon2Hdg(F ) the subgroup of

monodromy operators in Mon2(F ) that preserve the Hodge structure. Recall that
for a manifold F of K3[2]-type, Mon2(F ) is equal to the subgroup of elements of
O+(H2(F,Z)) that act by ±Id on the discriminant group [Mar11, Lemma 9.2].

Theorem 2.14. [Mar11, Theorem 1.3] Let F be a projective hyperkähler manifold.
Let g ∈ Mon2Hdg(F ). Then there exists f ∈ Bir(F ) such that f∗ = g if and only if
g∗Mov(F ) = Mov(F ). Further, f ∈ Aut(F ) if and only if g∗Amp(F ) = Amp(F ).

Remark 2.15. In particular, it follows that a birational map f : F 99K F ′ between
hyperkähler manifolds is regular (hence an isomorphism) if and only if f∗ω is ample
for an ample class ω.

The structure of the nef and movable cones of hyperkähler manifolds are well
known: for K3[m]-type, they are described in [Mar11, §9] and [BHT15, §1] using
the extended Mukai-lattice. Here, we focus on the simpler case of manifolds of
K3[2]-type.

Let F be a projective hyperkähler manifold of K3[2]-type. Let Pos(F ) be the
component of the cone {x ∈ NS(F )⊗R | x2 ≥ 0} that contains an ample class. We

denote by Mov(F ) ⊂ Pos(F ) the (closed) convex cone generated by classes of line
bundles on F whose base locus has codimension at least 2. By [HT09, Theorem 7],

Mov(F ) =
⋃

f : F99KF ′

f∗Nef(F ′),

where f : F 99K F ′ is a birational map with F ′ a hyperkähler manifold.

Remark 2.16. For hyperkähler manifolds with b2 > 5, there are finitely many bira-
tional models (see [MY15], [AV17]). In particular, this is the case for hyperkähler
manifolds of K3[2]-type.

We define the following set of divisors:

Wpex := {ρ ∈ NS(F ) | ρ2 = −2}
Wflop := {ρ ∈ NS(F ) | ρ2 = −10,div(ρ) = 2}.

A divisor ρ ∈ Wpex∪Wflop is called a wall divisor [Mon15, Definition 1.2, Proposition
2.12], and ρ ∈ Wpex is moreover referred to as a stably prime exceptional divisor.
The following structure theorem for Mov(F ) and Amp(F ) in the case of hyperkähler
manifolds of K3[2]-type combines the results of Markman [Mar11, Lemma 6.22,
Proposition 6.10, 9.12, Theorem 9.17] and Bayer, Hassett and Tschinkel [BHT15,
Theorem 1].

Theorem 2.17. [Deb20, Theorem 3.16] Let F be a hyperkähler manifold of K3[2]-
type.

(1) The interior of Mov(F ) is the connected component of

Pos(F ) \
⋃

ρ∈Wpex

ρ⊥

that contains the class of an ample divisor.
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(2) The ample cone Amp(F ) is the connected component of

Pos(F ) \
⋃

ρ∈Wpex∪Wflop

ρ⊥

that contains the class of an ample divisor.

Note that each connected component of

Int(Mov(F )) \
⋃

ρ∈Wflop

ρ⊥

corresponds to f∗(Amp(F ′)) for a birational map f : F 99K F ′ with F ′ a hy-
perkähler manifold.

To obtain this chamber decomposition of Pos(F ) and of Mov(F ), Markman
uses a more explicit description of the group Mon2Hdg(F ) as follows. Let WExc ⊂
Mon2Hdg(F ) be the subgroup generated by reflections Rρ for all ρ ∈ Wpex, and let

WBir ⊂ Mon2Hdg(F ) be the subgroup generated by monodromy operators induced

from birational transformations of F . Let π : Mon2Hdg(F ) → O(NS(F )) be the
restriction homomorphism. We record some useful facts:

Proposition 2.18. Let F be a hyperkähler manifold of K3[2]-type. Then:

(1) Mon2Hdg(F ) =WExc ⋊WBir;

(2) Mov(F ) is a fundamental domain for the action of WExc on Pos(F );
(3) The kernel of π is a subgroup of WAut, the set of monodromy operators

induced by automorphisms of F .

Proof. The first statement is [Mar11, Theorem 6.18]. The second statement is
[Mar11, Lemma 6.22]. For the third, [Mar11, Lemma 6.23] asserts that the kernel
of π is a subgroup of WBir. By [Fuj81], a birational map acting trivially on NS(F )
is regular. □

Remark 2.19. If F is the Fano variety of lines on a cubic fourfold X with Aut(X) =
0, then Bir(F ) → O(NS(F )) is an embedding. Indeed, Aut(F, g) = Aut(X) = 0,
so no automorphisms of F act trivially on NS(F ) (see [Cha12, Proposition 4]). In
particular, by Proposition 2.12, this always applies for the cubic fourfolds we study.

2.5. GM fourfolds and double EPW sextics. Later, we will exhibit birational
models of the Fano variety F of lines on a general cubic fourfold X ∈ C12 as double
Eisenbud-Popescu-Walter (EPW) sextics constructed from smooth Gushel-Mukai
(GM) fourfolds. In this section we recall the relevant background and terminology.

Let V5 be a complex vector space of dimension 5.

Definition 2.20. An (ordinary) GM fourfold Z is a smooth transverse intersection
of the form

Z := Gr(2, V5) ∩ P8 ∩Q ⊂ P(
∧2

V5),

where Gr(2, V5) is given the Plücker embedding, P8 is a linear subspace, and Q is
a quadric.

Such a fourfold is a Fano variety with Picard number 1, index 2 and degree 10
[Muk89]. In [IM11], the authors relate a GM fourfold Z to an EPW sexticW in the
following way. Let I := |OZ(2)| be the linear system of quadrics in P8 containing Z,
and let Disc(Z) ⊂ I be the irreducible component of the discriminant hypersurface
that parametrizes singular quadrics that are not restrictions of the Plücker quadrics.
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Theorem 2.21 ([IM11, Proposition 2.4], [DK18, Proposition 3.18]). Let Z be an
ordinary GM fourfold. The component Disc(Z) ⊂ I of the discriminant locus is an
EPW sextic.

Taking an appropriate double cover of W := Disc(Z), one obtains a double
EPW sextic associated to Z coinciding with the one constructed and studied by
O’Grady in [O’G05, O’G06, O’G08b]. We instead review the construction of the
double EPW sextic dual to this double cover. Let W∨ ⊂ I∨ be the hypersurface
dual to Disc(Z); when Z contains no indecomposable vectors, W∨ is again an
EPW sextic [O’G08a, Corollary 3.6] (see also [DK18, Proposition B.3]). We make
use of the following geometric interpretation of W∨, explained in [IM11] (see the
construction of the map α preceding Proposition 4.9).

Lemma 2.22. The EPW sextic W∨ satisfies the following properties:

(1) Let w ∈ W∨ be a general point. Then w corresponds to a unique singular
quadric threefold Qw ⊂ P(∧2V4) ⊂ P8 for some V4 ⊂ V5, and vice versa.

(2) Let C ⊂ Z be a general conic not contained in any plane in Z. Then there
is a unique point w ∈W∨ such that Qw contains the plane spanned by C.

Proof. A point w ∈ W∨ determines a hyperplane H ⊂ I; the base locus of this
system of quadrics is a quadric threefold Qw. Since H is tangent to W ⊂ I, Qw is
singular. Moreover, for general w, [IM11, Proposition 4.7] implies there is a unique
hyperplane V4 ⊂ V5 such that Qw ⊂ P(∧2V4).

Conversely, suppose Q′ ⊂ P(∧2V4) is a singular quadric threefold. Then the
complete linear system of quadrics containing Q′ determines a hypersurface H ⊂ I
which is tangent to W since Q′ is singular. Hence we obtain a point w ∈ W∨,
proving (1).

For (2), let C ⊂ Z be a conic such that the plane ⟨C⟩ is not contained in Z.
A general such conic C is not a ρ-conic (see the discussion at the beginning of
[IM11, Section 4.4]), so there is a unique V4 ⊂ V5 such that P(∧2V4) contains C.
Let PV4

denote the intersection of the Plücker quadric G(2, V4) with P8 ⊂ P9, and
let QV4

:= Q ∩ P(∧2V4) ⊂ P8. This gives a pencil ⟨PV4 , QV4⟩ of quadric threefolds
in P(∧2V4), uniquely determined by Z and C. Since ⟨C⟩ ̸⊂ Z, there is a unique
quadric QC in the pencil containing this plane. The quadric QC is thus a singular
quadric threefold, and by (1) there exists a unique w ∈W∨ such that QC = Qw. □

Remark 2.23. In light of the above, a general point on the the double EPW sextic

W̃∨ associated to W∨ can be regarded as a ruling on one of the quadric threefolds

Qw. The covering involution on W̃∨ exchanges the rulings of each Qw.

3. Cubic fourfolds containing one cubic scroll

Let X be a smooth cubic fourfold containing a cubic scroll T , and let F be its
Fano variety of lines. We assumeX is very general, by which we mean rank(A(X)) =
2, Aut(X) = 0, and EndHdg(T (F )) = {±1}; the third assumption can be made in
light of [BFvGS24, Section 14]. In [HT10], the authors compute the ample and
movable cone of F , and they exhibit a birational automorphism of F of infinite
order. They also describe hyperkähler fourfolds birational to F as follows. The
scroll T spans a hyperplane H, and by Proposition 2.4, the Fano variety of lines on
Y := X ∩H is a Lagrangian subvariety of F decomposing as F (Y ) = P ∪ S′ ∪ P∨,
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where P and P∨ are planes. Let F1 and F∨
1 be the Mukai flops of F along P and

P∨, respectively.
We expand on their study using the more recent techniques outlined in Sec-

tion 2.4 for studying the birational geometry of hyperkähler manifolds, proving
Theorem 1.1 as follows. In Section 3.1, we study isometries of NS(F ), and in par-
ticular those induced by birational automorphisms of F . In Section 3.2, we provide
a correction to Hassett and Tschinkel’s count on the number of non-isomorphic
birational hyperkähler models, showing that F has exactly three birational models
up to isomorphism, represented by F , F1, and F

∨
1 . Finally, in Section 3.3, we prove

that F1 (and similarly F∨
1 ) is in fact isomorphic to a double EPW sextic associated

to the pair (X,T∨) (similarly, the pair (X,T )).

3.1. The Lattice NS(F ). Recall from Section 2.3 that NS(F ) is isomorphic to the
lattice J12. The discriminant group is Z/6⊕Z/4, with factors generated by [ g6 ] and

[λ4 ]. The BBF form represents −10 but not −2, so F contains no prime exceptional

divisors, and Mov(F ) = Pos(F ).
As noted in [HT10, Section 7], the isometry group of NS(F ) is the product

{±1} × Γ, where Γ is the infinite dihedral group

Γ = ⟨R1, R2 | R2
1 = R2

2 = 1⟩;

explicitly, the generators are

R1 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
and R2 =

(
5 −4
6 −5

)
.

We determine which isometries are induced by birational automorphisms of F :

Lemma 3.1. An isometry φ ∈ O(NS(F )) is induced by a birational automorphism
of F if and only if φ preserves the positive cone and acts on the subgroup H of
DNS(F ) generated by [ g3 ] and [λ4 ] by ±Id.

Proof. Recall that Mov(F ) = Pos(F ), so if φ ∈ O(NS(F )) satisfies φ = g∗ for
some g ∈ Bir(F ), then Theorem 2.14 implies that φ preserves the positive cone.
Moreover, φ restricts to a Hodge isometry of T (F ), and since F is very general,
the only Hodge isometries of T (F ) are ±IdT (F ). Such an isometry necessarily

acts on the discriminant group H ′ := DT (F ) by ±Id. The overlattice H2(F,Z) ⊃
NS(F ) ⊕ T (F ) corresponds to an index two subgroup H ′ ⊂ DNS(F ), via Nikulin’s
theory of overlattices [Nik79, Propositions 1.4.1, 1.4.2]. In particular, it follows
that (H, qNS(F )) ∼= (H ′,−qT (F )), and hence φ acts on H by ±Id.

Conversely, if φ preserves Pos(F ) = Mov(F ) and acts on H by ±Id, then by
Theorem 2.14 it suffices to show that φ ∈ Im(π : Mon2Hdg(F ) → O(NS(F ))). The
action of φ on H along with Nikulin’s theory of overlattices implies that φ extends
to an isometry φ̃ of H2(F,Z), acting as ±IdT (F ). Since by construction φ̃ preserves

T (F ), it preserves the Hodge structure, hence comes from Mon2Hdg(F ). □

Lemma 3.2. The subgroup of O(NS(F )) consisting of isometries induced by bira-
tional automorphisms of F is generated by the reflections R2 and R1R2R1. More-
over, Bir(F ) ∼= ⟨a, b | a2 = b2 = 1⟩.
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Proof. The induced actions of R1 and R2 on the subgroup
〈[

g
3

]〉
⊕
〈[

λ
4

]〉
⊂ DNS(F )

are given, respectively, by the matrices(
1 0
0 −1

)
and

(
−1 0
0 −1

)
.

By Lemma 3.1, it is easy to see that an isometry of NS(F ) is induced by a birational
automorphism of F if and only if, written as a word in R1 and R2, the generator
R1 appears an even number of times. Since the induced actions of R1 and R2 on
DNS(F ) are involutions that commute, this proves the first claim.

The second claim follows from the complete description of generators and re-
lations on Γ ⊂ O(NS(F )) and the fact that Bir(F ) embeds in O(NS(F )) by Re-
mark 2.19. □

Remark 3.3. The isometries of NS(F ) given by R1R2R1 and R2 are induced by bira-
tional involutions ι and ι∨, becoming regular on F1 and F

∨
1 , respectively (cf. [HT10,

proof of Theorem 7.3] for computing ι∗ and (ι∨)∗). We review the geometric descrip-
tions of these involutions, given in [HT10, Theorem 6.2]. Recall that T ⊂ X ⊂ P5

spans a hyperplane H ⊂ P5, and Y := H ∩X has F (Y ) = P ∪ S′ ∪P∨ (see Propo-
sition 2.4). Given a line [m] ∈ F \F (Y ), the point p = H ∩m lies on unique lines ℓ
and ℓ∨ in the families P and P∨ of F (Y ), respectively [HT10, Corollary 4.2]. Let
Πm = span⟨m, ℓ⟩ and Π∨

m = span⟨m, ℓ∨⟩. Then the decompositions

Πm ∩X = m ∪ ℓ ∪ ι∨(m)

and

Π∨
m ∩X = m ∪ ℓ∨ ∪ ι(m)

define ι and ι∨ away from F (Y ). In fact, ι extends over P∨ \ (P ∪ S′), and ι∨

extends over P \ (P∨ ∪ S′).

3.2. Census of birational models of F . The movable cone of F contains in-
finitely many chambers, corresponding to the nef cones of birational models of F ,
as outlined in [HT10, Theorem 7.4] and Section 2.4. To enumerate the chambers,
we follow [HT10, Section 7] by enumerating the wall divisors, i.e. v ∈ NS(F ) with
v2 = −10. Let ρ1 = g − 2λ, ρ2 = 3g − 4λ, ρ∨i = R1(ρi), and for all integers n,

ρ2n+i = (R1R2)
nρi

where we interpret ρi = ρ∨−i for i < 0. Using standard propagation techniques, one

sees that all the classes v with v2 = −10 and q(v, g) ≥ 0 are of the form ρi or ρ
∨
i

for some i.
Let αi be the class spanning ρ⊥i and pairing positively with g; similarly, let α∨

i

span (ρ∨i )
⊥ and pair positively with g. Then the walls of Mov(F ) are spanned by

the αi and α
∨
i . In [HT10, Proposition 7.2], it is shown that Nef(F ) = Cone(α1, α

∨
1 ),

and by [HT10, Proposition 7.3], we have Nef(F1) = Cone(α1, α2) and Nef(F∨
1 ) =

Cone(α∨
1 , α

∨
2 ). Moreover, for all n, Cone(αn, αn+1) and Cone(α∨

n , α
∨
n+1) are cham-

bers of Mov(F ) representing nef cones of birational models Fn and F∨
n .

Essentially by construction,

R1R2 ·Nef(Fn) = Nef(Fn+2),

so the authors of [HT10] conclude in Theorem 7.4 that Fn ≃ Fn+2 for all n (again
interpreting Fn = F∨

−n when n < 0). In particular, this would mean that F has at
most two birational models up to isomorphism, represented by F and F1. However,
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by Lemma 3.2, we see that R1R2 is not induced by a birational automorphism of F
so by Theorem 2.14 need not send the nef cone of one model to the nef cone of some
isomorphic model. Instead, we provide the following correction to [HT10, Theorem
7.4]:

Proposition 3.4. Up to isomorphism, F admits exactly three birational hyperkähler
models, represented by F , F1, and F

∨
1 .

Proof. First, note (R1R2)
2 = ι∗ ◦ (ι∨)∗ by Remark 3.3, so from

(R1R2)
2 ·Nef(Fn)) = Nef(Fn+4),

we deduce Fn ≃ Fn+4 for all n. Moreover, it is straightforward to calculate

ι∗Nef(F ) = Nef(F2) and (ι∨)∗Nef(F ) = Nef(F∨
2 ),

so F2 ≃ F ≃ F∨
2 , by Remark 2.15. It follows that F has at most three birational

hyperkähler models up to isomorphism, represented by F , F1, and F∨
1 . We now

show that these three are non-isomorphic.
To distinguish F from F1 and F∨

1 , note that F1 and F∨
1 both admit nontriv-

ial involutions whereas F does not: indeed, the only nontrivial automorphism of
Nef(F ) preserving the positive cone is R1 which, by Lemma 3.2, is not induced by
a birational automorphism of F . To distinguish F1 from F∨

1 , note that the only
two isometries of NS(F ) sending Nef(F1) to Nef(F∨

1 ) are R1 and R2R1. Again,
by Lemma 3.2, neither of these lattice automorphisms are induced by a birational
automorphism of F . □

3.3. Connection with Gushel–Mukai fourfolds. Here, we show that F1 and
F∨
1 are isomorphic to double EPW sextics. This relates each birational model of F

to a familiar family of hyperkähler fourfolds and explains the birational involutions
ι and ι∨ on F—they are induced by the covering involutions associated to the
double EPW sextics.

Recalling the construction in [DIM15, Section 7.2] and [KP18, Proposition 5.6],
the complete linear system of quadrics containing the scroll T induces a rational
map q : X 99K P8 which is birational onto its image, a GM fourfold ZT ⊂ Gr(2, V5)
containing a plane Π. Projection from Π induces a rational inverse f : ZT 99K X.
We obtain the following diagram, where Y + → Y is the small resolution from (2.2),
and E is the exceptional divisor.

Y + E

Y BlTX BlΠZT Π

X ZT

∼

∼

q

Note that the isomorphism BlTX ≃ BlΠZT identifies Y + with E, so the image
of Y + in ZT is Π.

Let W be the EPW sextic associated to ZT and W∨ its dual, as defined in
Section 2.5. While ZT depends on the choice of scroll T in its homology class,

W does not [DIM15, Proposition 7.2]. Let W̃∨ be the double cover of W∨, also
introduced in Section 2.5, equipped with its covering involution τ .
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Lemma 3.5. Let Qw be a singular quadric threefold associated via Lemma 2.22 to
a point w ∈ W∨. Then either Π ⊂ Qw or Π and Qw meet in a point. For general
w, the quadric Qw is unique, and Π and Qw meet in one point which is not the
cone point of Qw.

Proof. By [DIM15, Section 7.2], Π = P(∧2V3) for some three-dimensional space
V3 ⊂ V5. For general Qw, there is a unique hyperplane V4 ⊂ V5 such that Qw =
P(∧2V4) ∩ ZT by Lemma 2.22(1). Note Π ∩Qw = P(∧2(V3 ∩ V4)) which is either a
point or all of Π depending on whether V3 ⊂ V4. Only a two-dimensional family of
hypersurfaces V4 contain V3. Moreover, by the proof of [IM11, Lemma 2.3], each
point in P8 is the cone point of Qw for at most one w ∈W∨; in particular, the cone
point of Qw belongs to Π for at most a two-dimensional locus in W∨. □

Proposition 3.6. F and W̃∨ are birational.

Proof. We define a rational map β : F 99K W̃∨ as follows. Recall that H ⊂ P5

is the hyperplane spanned by T . A general line m ⊂ X meets H in a point p,
and Cm = q(m) is a conic in ZT meeting Π in a point. In particular, Cm is not
contained in any plane of Z, thus by Lemma 2.22(2) there exists a unique singular
quadric Qm ⊂ P(∧2V4) for some V4 ⊂ P5. As Cm spans a plane contained in Qm,

it determines a ruling of Qm and hence a point β(m) ∈ W̃∨ by Remark 2.23.
To show β is a birational equivalence, we describe its inverse. A general point

w ∈ W̃∨ specifies a ruling on a singular quadric threefold Qw. Lemma 3.5 implies
there is a unique plane Pw in that ruling of Qw containing the point Qw ∩Π. The
plane Pw meets ZT in a conic Cw intersecting Π, so projection from Π yields a line
in X, which we take as β−1(w). One can check that this construction is inverse to
the construction of β. □

Proposition 3.7. The birational map β induces an isomorphism F∨
1 ≃ W̃∨.

Proof. It suffices to show that ι∨ becomes regular on W̃∨, and in particular, we
show β ◦ ι∨ ◦ β−1 and the covering involution τ agree on an open set.

Let w ∈W∨ be a point defining a singular quadric threefold Qw. By Lemma 3.5,
for general Qw we have Qw ∩Π = {x} where x is not the cone point of Qw. Hence
there is a unique plane in each ruling of Q containing x; these planes intersect Z
in conics C and τ(C). The conics C and τ(C) intersect in two points—once at x
and again along the line joining x to the cone point of Qw. In general, x and the
second point y are distinct, so y ̸∈ Π.

Projecting from Π, we obtain lines m = q−1(C) and m′ = q−1(τ(C)) intersecting
at q−1(y) ̸∈ H. Moreover, by Remark 2.3 the fiber of Y + → Π over x is a line whose
image ℓ in Y is contained in a cubic scroll T ′ homologous to T∨, and ℓ2 = 0 on T ′.
Since any two of m, m′, and ℓ intersect, but not all at the same point, the three
lines are coplanar. By [HT10, Proposition 4.7], [ℓ] ∈ P , so, recalling the definition
of ι∨ from Remark 3.3, we have ι∨(m) = m′. In other words, ι∨(β−1([C])) =
β−1(τ([C])), proving the claim. □

Starting instead with BlT∨X, one obtains an isomorphism between F1 and a
double EPW sextic whose covering involution induces ι. By Lemma 3.2 and Re-
mark 3.3, the covering involutions on the two double EPW sextics generate Bir(F ).
This observation, together with Propositions 3.4 and Proposition 3.7, completes
the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Remark 3.8. It would be interesting to know whether ZT and ZT∨ are dual GM
fourfolds, or equivalently if the double EPW sextics associated as above to (X,T )
and (X,T∨) are dual (see [DK18, Definition 3.26]). By [KP23, Theorem 1.6],
dual GM fourfolds are Fourier-Mukai partners. Kuznetsov and Perry in [KP18,
Theorem 5.8] show directly that X and ZT have derived equivalent Kuznetsov
components, which implies the same is true of ZT and ZT∨ .

4. A syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls

Let X ⊂ P5 be a smooth cubic fourfold containing a syzygetic pair of cubic
scrolls T1 and T2. We also assume X is very general, meaning rank(A(X)) = 3,
Aut(X) = 0, and EndHdg(T (F )) = {±1}. In this section, we completely describe
the birational geometry of the Fano variety F of lines on X. Specifically, we prove
the following:

Theorem 4.1. Let F be the Fano variety of lines on a very general cubic fourfold
X containing a syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Then F has five isomorphism classes
of birational hyperkähler models, represented by the following:

• F itself, and
• four non-isomorphic Mukai flops of F , each isomorphic to a double EPW
sextic.

Furthermore, we determine the birational automorphism group of F :

Theorem 4.2. Let F be as above. Then

Bir(F ) ∼= ⟨a, b, c, d | a2 = b2 = c2 = d2 = 1⟩.

Moreover, the four generators can be identified with the covering involutions on the
double EPW sextics obtained as Mukai flops of F .

The outline is as follows: in Section 4.1, we study the arrangement of Lagrangian
planes in F , showing that any two planes explained by the presence of T1 and T2
intersect. We then identify which isometries of NS(F ) are induced by birational
automorphisms of F in Section 4.2, including identifying how the involutions from
Remark 3.3 act. After enumerating the (infinitely many) walls of the movable cone
of F in Section 4.3, we enumerate the birational models and identify the birational
automorphism group in Section 4.4.

4.1. Lagrangian planes in F . Let Hi be the hyperplane spanned by Ti, and
Yi = X ∩Hi. Recall from Section 2.1 that

F (Yi) = Pi ∪ S′
i ∪ P∨

i

where Pi and P
∨
i are Lagrangian planes. The intersection F (Y1)∩F (Y2) parametrizes

lines on the cubic surface Σ = X∩H1∩H2. For a general cubic fourfold X satisfying
the hypotheses above, Σ is smooth by Lemma 2.8. The following lemma implies
the intersection F (Y1) ∩ F (Y2) is transverse in general.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a smooth cubic fourfold containing a line L, let F be the
Fano variety of lines on X, and let H1 and H2 be distinct hyperplanes containing L.
Suppose further that L passes through no singular point of Yi = X ∩Hi. Then the
surfaces F (Y1), F (Y2) ⊂ F intersect transversely at [L] if and only if Σ = Y1 ∩ Y2
is smooth along L.
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Proof. Since Yi is smooth along L, we have dim(T[L]F (Yi)) = 2. From the exact
sequence

0 → T[L]F (Σ) → T[L]F (Y1) + T[L]F (Y2) → T[L]F (X),

it is therefore clear that F (Y1) intersects F (Y2) transversely at [L] if and only if
dim(T[L]F (Σ)) = 0, which is the case precisely when Σ is smooth along L. □

We also compare intersections on X to intersections on Σ:

Lemma 4.4. Let X be as above, suppose Σ is smooth, and let yi ∈ Yi be a node.
Further, let Ai ∪A∨

i be the surface swept out by lines on X through yi, with [Ai] =
[Ti] and [A∨

i ] = [T∨
i ] as in Remark 2.5, and let γi = Ai ∩ Σ and γ∨i = A∨

i ∩ Σ.
Then γi and γ

∨
i are twisted cubic curves, and [T1] · [T2] = [γ1] · [γ2] where the first

intersection pairing happens on X and the second on Σ.

Proof. Since Σ is smooth, none of the nodes of Y1 lie on Y2. Hence the cubic
curve γ1 = A1 ∩H2 does not pass through the cone point of A1, so it is a smooth
twisted cubic. Similarly, γ2 is a smooth twisted cubic. To verify the equality of
the intersection numbers, note that A1 ∩ A2 = (A1 ∩ H2) ∩ (A2 ∩ H1) = γ1 ∩ γ2
scheme-theoretically, and [Ai] = [Ti]. □

Proposition 4.5. Let X be a cubic fourfold as above with [T1] · [T2] = 3. Then

• deg(P1 ∩ P2) = deg(P1 ∩ P∨
2 ) = deg(P∨

1 ∩ P2) = deg(P∨
1 ∩ P∨

2 ) = 1,
• deg(P1 ∩ S′

2) = deg(P∨
1 ∩ S′

2) = deg(S′
1 ∩ P2) = deg(S′

1 ∩ P∨
2 ) = 4,

• deg(S′
1 ∩ S′

2) = 7,

and these intersections are all transverse when Σ = X ∩H1 ∩H2 is smooth.

Proof. It suffices to calculate the intersection degrees for any cubic fourfold sat-
isfying the hypotheses, so by Lemma 2.8 we may assume that Σ is smooth. In
particular, Σ being smooth requires that H1 contains none of the nodes of Y2, and
H2 contains none of the nodes of Y1. Then, as mentioned in Lemma 4.3, F (Y1) and
F (Y2) intersect transversely. Hence we need only count points in the intersections
set-theoretically.

As in Lemma 4.4, let γi = Ai ∩Σ and γ∨i = A∨
i ∩Σ. The strategy of the proof is

as follows: we determine the incidence relations between each line ℓ ⊂ Σ and each
of the curves γi, γ

∨
i for i = 1, 2. By Remark 2.5, ℓ is bisecant to γi or γ

∨
i if and only

if [ℓ] ∈ Pi or P
∨
i , respectively; ℓ is secant to both γi and γ

∨
i if and only if [ℓ] ∈ S′

i.
As noted in [Dol16], the linear system |γ1| defines a morphism f : Σ → P2 blowing

down a sixer E1, . . . , E6. Writing E0 = f∗O(1), and using the facts that γ1∪γ∨1 ⊂ Q
for some quadric, and Q ∩ Σ ∼ −2KΣ, we have

γ1 ∼ E0 and γ∨1 ∼ 5E0 − 2

6∑
i=1

Ei.

Now, write γ2 ∼
∑6

i=0 aiEi. By Lemma 4.4, a0 = [γ1] · [γ2] = 3. Similarly,

3 = [γ∨1 ] · [γ2] = 15 + 2

6∑
i=1

ai.

Since γ2 is a twisted cubic, we also have 1 = γ22 = 9 − a21 − · · · − a26, so, possibly
after relabeling E1, . . . , E6, we obtain

γ2 ∼ 3E0 − 2E1 − E2 − E3 − E4 − E5.
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From here, the claim follows readily using the incidence relations for lines on Σ. □

In particular, any two of the four Lagrangian planes in F studied here intersect.
This clarifies what we prove later: after flopping any one of the planes in F , one
can no longer flop any of the other three.

4.2. The lattice NS(F ). Letting λi = α(Ti − ηX), recall from Section 2.3 that
NS(F ) with the BBF form is isomorphic to the lattice Jsyz and has discriminant

group DNS(F )
∼= Z/6 ⊕ (Z/4)2 with factors generated by [ g6 ], [

λ1

4 ], and [λ2

4 ]. The
BBF form represents both −2 and −10.

The isometry group of NS(F ) with basis {g, λ1, λ2} is generated by ±1 and the
four reflections below. We calculated the isometry group O(NS(F )) via the algo-
rithm outlined in [Mer14] and implemented using the Magma package AutHyp.m.

R1 =

 5 4 0
−6 −5 0
0 0 −1

 , R2 =

1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

 ,

R3 =

1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

 , R4 =

 7 −4 4
6 −3 4

−6 4 −3

 .

The following lemma helps distinguish which isometries of the lattice NS(F ) are
induced by birational automorphisms of F .

Lemma 4.6. Any isometry φ ∈ O(NS(F )) is induced by a birational automorphism
of F if and only if φ preserves Mov(F ) and acts on the index two subgroup

H :=
〈[g

3

]〉
⊕

〈[
λ1
4

]〉
⊕
〈[

λ2
4

]〉
of DNS(F ) by ±Id.

Proof. This is similar to Lemma 3.1, the only difference being that preserving
Pos(F ) is no longer equivalent to preserving Mov(F ). □

Let Fi and F∨
i denote the flops of F along Pi and P∨

i , respectively. As men-
tioned in Remark 3.3, each of these models admits a regular involution: ιi and ι

∨
i ,

respectively. These involutions can also be regarded as birational involutions on F .

Lemma 4.7. The birational involutions ιi and ι∨i for i = 1, 2 act on NS(F ) by
ι∗1 = R1, (ι

∨
1 )

∗ = R2R1R2, ι
∗
2 = R3R1R3, and (ι∨2 )

∗ = R3R2R1R2R3.

Proof. We give the proof for ι∗1. By [HT10, Proposition 6.5], ι∗1 fixes the class
g − λ1. Using this fact, along with the properties that ι∗1 preserves the BBF form
and (ι∗1)

2 = Id, a direct computation verifies that the only involutions of NS(F )
fixing g − λ1 are given by the matrices1 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 ±1

 and

 5 4 0
−6 −5 0
0 0 ±1

 .

The first two candidates are impossible: they preserve g and therefore preserve
Nef(F ) whereas ι1 is not regular on F . To distinguish between the two remaining
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candidates, we inspect actions on the discriminant group of NS(F ). The matrix 5 4 0
−6 −5 0
0 0 ±1


acts on ⟨[ g3 ]⟩ × ⟨[λ1

4 ]⟩ × ⟨[λ2

4 ]⟩ by−1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 ±1

 .

By Lemma 4.6, the sign in the last entry of this matrix must be negative, yielding
the desired result. The other three actions are calculated similarly. □

4.3. Wall and chamber structure of Mov(F ). In order to study the birational
geometry of F and, in particular, to enumerate the birational hyperkähler models of
F up to isomorphism, we give a description of the wall and chamber decomposition
of the movable cone of F .

As before, we fix the orthogonal basis {g, λ1, λ2} on NS(F ), and we denote a
class

v = ag + bλ1 + cλ2 ∈ NS(F )⊗ R

by the vector v = (a, b, c).

Lemma 4.8. The nef cone of F is bounded by the four walls (1,±2, 0)⊥ and
(1, 0,±2)⊥. The only other walls in Mov(F ) intersecting Nef(F ) are the walls
(1, 1, 1)⊥, (1, 1,−1)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, and (1,−1,−1)⊥, each of which intersects Nef(F )
in codimension two.

Proof. By [HT10, Proposition 7.2], we know that each of the walls (1,±2, 0)⊥ and
(1, 0,±2)⊥ induces a small contraction of F , hence lies on the boundary of the nef
cone. We prove that the only walls intersecting the chamber enclosed by the above
walls are (1, 1, 1)⊥, (1, 1,−1)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, and (1,−1,−1)⊥.

To do this, consider the cross-section of Mov(F ) by the plane x = 4: the cross-
section of Cone((1,±2, 0)⊥, (1, 0,±2)⊥) is the square bounded by the four lines
y = ±3 and z = ±3. In this slice, any wall of Nef(F ) is a line cutting through this

square so a point on the line has distance at most
√
18 from the origin.

First, suppose v = (a, b, c) satisfies v2 = −2. Then any point on the line

(v⊥) ∩ {x = 4} = {6a− by − cz = 0}

has distance

6|a|√
b2 + c2

=
6
√
2|a|√

3a2 + 1

from the origin. This distance is no more than
√
18 if and only if |a| ≤ 1. The

only four such classes with |a| ≤ 1 are (1, 1, 1)⊥, (1, 1,−1)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, and
(1,−1,−1)⊥, which intersect the boundary of Cone((1,±2, 0)⊥, (1, 0,±2)⊥).

A similar calculation shows that no other classes with v2 = −10 intersect
Cone((1,±2, 0)⊥, (1, 0,±2)⊥). □
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Lemma 4.9. The nef cones of the four flops of F are

Nef(F1) = Cone((1,−2, 0)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, (1,−1,−1)⊥, (3,−4, 0)⊥),

Nef(F∨
1 ) = Cone((1, 2, 0)⊥, (1, 1, 1)⊥, (1, 1,−1)⊥, (3, 4, 0)⊥),

Nef(F2) = Cone((1, 0,−2)⊥, (1, 1,−1)⊥, (1,−1,−1)⊥, (3, 0,−4)⊥),

Nef(F∨
2 ) = Cone((1, 0, 2)⊥, (1, 1, 1)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, (3, 0, 4)⊥).

In particular, the chamber Nef(Fi) shares a face with two other chambers of Mov(F ):
Nef(F ) and ι∗iNef(F ). Similarly, Nef(F∨

i ) shares a face with the two chambers
Nef(F ) and (ι∨i )

∗Nef(F ).

Proof. First, we give the proof for F1. Since F1 is the flop of F along P1, we know
(1,−2, 0)⊥ lies on the boundary of Nef(F1). Moreover, ι1 is regular on F1 so acts on
Nef(F1) by an involution; using Lemma 4.7, we calculate ι∗1(1,−2, 0) = (−3, 4, 0),
so (3,−4, 0)⊥ must also lie on the boundary of Nef(F ). Since the prime exceptional
classes cut the movable cone out of the positive cone, we have

Nef(F1) ⊂ Cone((1,−2, 0)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, (1,−1,−1)⊥, (3,−4, 0)⊥).

Using Lemma 4.8, we see that any other wall of Nef(F1) intersecting the interior of
the cone above would also cut into Nef(F ) or ι∗1Nef(F ), a contradiction. Hence

Nef(F1) = Cone((1,−2, 0)⊥, (1,−1, 1)⊥, (1,−1,−1)⊥, (3,−4, 0)⊥).

The three other cone descriptions are proved similarly. □

Figure 1 illustrates the movable cone with labels on the chambers we have de-
scribed so far. Figure 2 gives more detail further out from the central chamber.

We finish the section by demonstrating how to propagate all of the (infinitely
many) walls of the movable cone. This is not necessary for enumerating the bi-
rational models of F up to isomorphism, but we will obtain a description of the
birational automorphism group of F as a byproduct.

Let Γ ⊂ O(NS(F )) be the subgroup generated by ι∗1, (ι
∨
1 )

∗, ι∗2, and (ι∨2 )
∗. Since

these lattice automorphisms are induced by birational automorphisms of F , they
preserve Mov(F ) and act on the setsWflop andWpex of wall divisors (see Section 2.4
for the definitions). In particular, they also act on the sets

∆flop := {ρ ∈ Wflop | ρ⊥ ∩Mov(F ) ̸= ∅}

and

∆pex := {ρ ∈ Wpex | ρ⊥ ∩Mov(F ) ̸= ∅},

which define walls between chambers in Mov(F ) and walls bounding Mov(F ), re-
spectively.

Lemma 4.10. Γ acts freely on ∆flop with four orbits, represented by the classes
(1,±2, 0) and (1, 0,±2).

Proof. Suppose v = (a, b, c) ∈ Wflop is a class such that v⊥ ∩ Mov(F ) ̸= ∅, i.e
v⊥ is a wall divisor. If a = 1, then v is one of the four vectors listed above, thus
we assume a > 1. Note that v⊥ intersects one of the walls (1, 1, 1)⊥, (1, 1,−1)⊥,
(1,−1,−1)⊥, and (1,−1, 1)⊥, from which we deduce |a| < |b| or |a| < |c|. Since
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F

F∨
2

F2

F∨
1F1

Figure 1. A cross-section of the chambers of the movable cone
of F , bounded by the positive cone. Prime exceptional walls are
drawn in red, and the remaining wall divisors are drawn in blue.

F F∨
1 F

F2

Figure 2. A detail of the figure above illustrating the chambers
adjacent to F∨

i . Chambers are labeled by the isomorphism type
of the model they represent. The involution ι∨1 exchanges the two
chambers adjacent to Nef(F∨

1 ).
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also 3a2 − 2b2 − 2c2 = −5, we have either |c| < |a| < |b| or |b| < |a| < |c|. We act
by Γ and find:

ι∗1v = (5a+ 4b,−6a− 5b,−c) ι∗2v = (5a+ 4c,−b,−6a− 5c)

(ι∨1 )
∗v = (5a− 4b, 6a− 5b,−c) (ι∨2 )

∗v = (5a− 4c,−b, 6a− 5c).

The four classes above all define walls of the movable cone of F . We claim that
exactly one of the classes above has a first coordinate with smaller magnitude than
|a|. Explicitly, if |c| < |a| < |b|, then:

• The inequality |c| < |a| implies |5a± 4c| > |a|.
• From |a| > 1, |a| > |c|, and 3a2 − 2b2 − 2c2 = −5, we obtain the inequality
|3a| > |2b|.

• If a
b > 0, then the inequalities a < b and |3a| > |2b| yield |5a − 4b| < |a|

and |5a+ 4b| > |a|.
• Conversely, if a

b < 0, then the inequalities a < b and |3a| > |2b| yield
|5a+ 4b| < |a| and |5a− 4b| > |a|.

The argument for the case |b| < |a| < |c| is similar. From this, we observe that
the action by Γ must be free and that there is a unique element of Γ taking v to a
(−10)-class whose first coordinate is 1. Hence there are exactly four orbits of the
action of Γ on ∆flop. □

Lemma 4.11. Γ acts freely on ∆pex with four orbits, each containing one of the
classes (1,±1,±1) and (1,±1,∓1)

Proof. The argument is essentially identical to the proof of Lemma 4.10. □

Remark 4.12. In the proof of Lemma 4.10, we did not just prove that there is a
unique element of Γ taking v = (a, b, c) ∈ ∆flop to a class with first coordinate 1:
we proved there is a unique reduced word in the generators ι∗i and (ι∨i )

∗ (subject
to (ι∗i )

2 = ((ι∨i )
∗)2 = 1). From this, we deduce the relations on Γ.

Corollary 4.13. There is an isomorphism

⟨a1, b1, a2, b2 | a21 = a22 = b21 = b22 = 1⟩ ∼−→ Γ

given by ai 7→ ι∗i and bi 7→ (ι∨i )
∗.

We will return to the group Γ at the end of this section, proving that it is
isomorphic to Bir(F ) in Proposition 4.17.

4.4. Birational geometry of F . With our understanding of the geometry of
Mov(F ), we conclude by enumerating the birational hyperkähler models of F up to
isomorphism, completing the proof of Theorem 4.1. We also describe the birational
automorphism group of F completely.

Lemma 4.14. The only birational automorphism φ of F such that φ∗Nef(F ) =
Nef(F ) is the identity.

Proof. We know the walls of Nef(F ) from Lemma 4.8, and the isometries permuting
these walls and preserving the positive cone belong to the dihedral group D8

∼=
⟨R2, R3⟩. Inspecting actions on the discriminant group, Lemma 4.6 verifies that
the only one of these isometries that can be induced by a birational automorphism
of F is the identity. By Proposition 2.18(3), such a birational automorphism is
thus an automorphism of F , and it is one that preserves the polarization g. By
Remark 2.19, it must be the identity. □
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Proposition 4.15. The five birational models F , Fi, and F∨
i for i = 1, 2 are

pairwise non-isomorphic.

Proof. By Lemma 4.14, we verified that no isometry of NS(F ) induced by a bi-
rational automorphism of F fixes Nef(F ); from this, we see F has no nontrivial
regular automorphisms. This distinguishes F from the four models Fi and F

∨
i .

To see that F1 is non-isomorphic to the other four flops of F , first suppose
φ ∈ O(NS(F )) sends Nef(F1) to Nef(F2). Then either φ or ι∗2 ◦ φ acts on Nef(F )
by a nontrivial automorphism. Similarly, if φ sends Nef(F1) to Nef(F∨

i ), then
either φ or (ι∨i )

∗ ◦ φ acts on Nef(F ) by a nontrivial automorphism. Again using
Lemma 4.14, we conclude that φ cannot be induced by a birational automorphism
of F . In particular, no isomorphism exists between F1 and any of the other three
flops of F .

A symmetric argument shows that any two flops of F are non-isomorphic. □

Proposition 4.16. Up to isomorphism, F has exactly five birational hyperkähler
models.

Proof. By Proposition 4.15, F has at least five birational hyperkähler models, each
of which can be obtained from F by flopping a plane in F . We will prove there are
no more.

Any birational hyperkähler model of F can be obtained via a finite sequence of
Mukai flops, shown in [WW03, Theorem 1.2], building on [BHL03, Theorem 1.1].
Starting from F , the Mukai flops are Fi and F

∨
i for i = 1, 2. Using Lemmas 4.7,

4.8, and 4.9, we see by Remark 2.15 that the two Mukai flops of Fi (respectively
F∨
i ) are both isomorphic to F . Thus any sequence of two Mukai flops starting from
F yields a model isomorphic to F . Inductively, we see that any birational model of
F can be obtained via a single Mukai flop. □

Together with the content of Section 3.3, identifying the flops of F with pairs
of dual double EPW sextics, Propositions 4.15 and 4.16 complete the proof of
Theorem 4.1.

As mentioned previously, Proposition 4.5 explains geometrically why, after flop-
ping any one of the four planes in F , the other three planes cannot also be flopped.
We see this in Figure 1, where the nef cones of Fi, F

∨
i have two flopping walls and

two prime exceptional walls.

We conclude by characterizing the birational automorphism group of F .

Proposition 4.17. The involutions ι∗i and (ι∨i )
∗ for i = 1, 2 generate the birational

automorphism group of F , i.e. Γ ∼= Bir(F ).

Proof. Let φ ∈ Bir(F ), and let v⊥ be one of the walls of φ∗Nef(F ). By Lemma 4.10,
there is some ψ ∈ Γ such that ψ(v) has first coordinate 1. We will argue that
φ∗ = ψ−1 ∈ Γ.

There are five chambers of Nef(F ) having a wall of the form w⊥ where w ∈ Wflop

has first coordinate 1: they are Nef(F ), Nef(Fi), and Nef(F∨
i ) for i = 1, 2, so ψ ◦

φ∗Nef(F ) is one of these five. Since ψ ◦φ∗ is induced by a birational automorphism
of F , if ψ◦φ∗Nef(F ) = Nef(F ′), then F ≃ F ′. Using Proposition 4.15, we conclude
ψ ◦ φ∗Nef(F ) = Nef(F ), and Lemma 4.14 forces ψ ◦ φ∗ = 1.

It follows that Γ is the image of Bir(F ) → O(NS(F )). This map is an embedding
by Remark 2.19, completing the proof. □
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Along with Corollary 4.13, Proposition 4.17 proves Theorem 4.2.

5. A non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls

Let X ⊂ P5 be a smooth cubic fourfold containing a non-syzygetic pair of cubic
scrolls. We also assume X is very general, meaning rank(A(X)) = 3, Aut(X) = 0,
and EndHdg(T (F )) = {±1}. As with the syzygetic case, we describe the birational
geometry of the Fano variety F of lines on X, proving the following main result:

Theorem 5.1. Let F be the Fano variety of lines on a very general cubic fourfold
X containing a non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Then F has eight isomorphism
classes of birational hyperkähler models, represented by the following:

• F itself,
• six non-isomorphic Mukai flops of F , each isomorphic to a double EPW
sextic, and

• a Mukai flop of F along a pair of disjoint planes in F , isomorphic to the
Fano variety of lines on another cubic fourfold containing a non-syzygetic
pair of cubic scrolls.

As before, we also obtain generators for Bir(F ):

Theorem 5.2. Let F be as above. There is a surjection

⟨a, b, c, d, e, f | a2 = b2 = c2 = d2 = e2 = f2 = 1⟩ ↠ Bir(F )

identifying each generator with a covering involution on one of the double EPW
sextics obtained as a Mukai flop of F .

In contrast to Theorem 4.2, this surjection has nontrivial kernel; for further
discussion, see Remark 5.17.

The outline of this section is similar to that of Section 4: in Section 5.1, we
study the arrangement of Lagrangian planes in F , showing that some pairs of
planes intersect and others do not. We outline in Section 5.2 properties of the
lattice NS(F ) and describe the actions on this lattice by the various involutions on
the flops of F . This allows us to describe the structure of the movable cone of F
in Section 5.3, which further enables a census of the birational hyperkähler models
of F and a description of Bir(F ) in Section 5.4.

5.1. Lagrangian planes in F . For a general cubic X containing a non-syzygetic
pair of cubic scrolls T1 and T2, we saw in Lemma 2.11 that there is a third cubic
scroll T3 ⊂ X and [Ti] · [Tj ] = 1 for all i, j. Let Hi be the hyperplane spanned by
Ti, and Yi = X ∩Hi. As in Section 2.1, we have

F (Yi) = Pi ∪ S′
i ∪ P∨

i ⊂ F,

where Pi and P∨
i are Lagrangian planes. For i ̸= j, let Σij = X ∩ Hi ∩ Hj ; for

general X, all three cubic surfaces Σij are smooth, by Lemma 2.8. The lines on Σij

are parametrized by F (Yi) ∩ F (Yj).

Proposition 5.3. Let X be a cubic fourfold containing a non-syzygetic pair of
cubic scrolls Ti and Tj, with [Ti] · [Tj ] = 1. Then

• deg(Pi ∩ Pj) = deg(P∨
i ∩ P∨

j ) = 6;
• deg(S′

i ∩ S′
j) = 15;

• all other pairwise intersections between a component of F (Yi) and a com-
ponent of F (Yj) are empty.
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Moreover, these intersections are all transverse when Σ = X ∩Hi ∩Hj is smooth.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.5, we use Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 to reduce the
problem to studying incidence relations between the twisted cubics γi, γj , γ

∨
i , γ

∨
j ,

and the lines on Σij . After finding that

γi ∼ γj ∼ E0 and γ∨i ∼ γ∨j ∼ 5E0 − 2

6∑
k=1

Ek

on Σij , the result follows from the incidence relations for lines on Σij . □

In particular, there are six pairs of disjoint planes among the Pi and P
∨
i , namely,

Pi ∪ P∨
j for i ̸= j. This means that in addition to the six flops of F along a plane

Pi or P
∨
i , there are six models which can be obtained by flopping a pair of disjoint

planes. Perhaps surprisingly, we will show in Lemma 5.12 that all six models of the
last type are isomorphic to one another.

5.2. The lattice NS(F ). Again, let λi = α(Ti − ηX). Recall from Section 2.3 that
NS(F ) with the BBF form is isomorphic to the lattice Jnonsyz and has discriminant

group DNS(F )
∼= Z/6⊕Z/2⊕Z/6 with factors generated by [ g6 ], [

λ1

2 ], and [λ1

3 + λ2

6 ].
It is easy to check that this quadratic form represents −10 but not −2.

The isometry group of NS(F ) with basis {g, λ1, λ2} is generated by ±1 and the
four transformations below. We calculated Aut(NS(F )) via [Mer14] and the Magma
package AutHyp.m.

R1 =

 5 4 −2
−6 −5 2
0 0 −1

 , R2 =

 3 2 −2
−2 −1 2
2 2 −1

 ,

R3 =

1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

 , R4 =

1 0 0
0 1 −1
0 1 0

 .

Note that R1, R2, and R3 are reflections whereas R4 has order 6. The transforma-
tions R3 and R4 generate the dihedral group D12.

Lemma 5.4. An isometry φ ∈ O(NS(F )) is induced by a birational automorphism

of F if and only if φ preserves Pos(F ) and acts on the index two subgroup〈[g
3

]〉
⊕

〈[
λ1
2

]〉
⊕
〈[

λ1
3

+
λ2
6

]〉
of DNS(F ) by ±Id.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as in Lemma 3.1. □

Let Fi and F
∨
i denote the flops of F along Pi and P

∨
i , respectively, for i = 1, 2, 3.

Recall from Remark 3.3 that each of these models admits a regular involution ιi or
ι∨i . These involutions can also be regarded as birational involutions on F .

Lemma 5.5. The birational involutions ιi and ι
∨
i act on NS(F ) by ι∗1 = R1, (ι

∨
1 )

∗ =
R3

4R1R
3
4, ι

∗
2 = R2

4R1R
4
4, (ι

∨
2 )

∗ = R5
4R1R4, ι

∗
3 = R4

4R1R
2
4, and (ι∨3 )

∗ = R4R1R
5
4.
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.7, and we omit most details. By
[HT10, Proposition 6.5] and (2.10),

ι∗1(1,−1, 0) = (1,−1, 0) (ι∨1 )
∗(1, 1, 0) = (1, 1, 0)

ι∗2(1, 0,−1) = (1, 0,−1) (ι∨2 )
∗(1, 0, 1) = (1, 0, 1)

ι∗3(1, 1, 1) = (1, 1, 1) (ι∨3 )
∗(1,−1,−1) = (1,−1,−1).

The only matrices satisfying these conditions, squaring to the identity, preserving
the quadratic form, and acting by±Id on the index two subgroup of the discriminant
group from Lemma 5.4 are the ones proposed. □

5.3. Wall and chamber structure of Mov(F ). As in the syzygetic case, we
enumerate birational models of F by studying the geometry of the movable cone.
Unlike before, there are no prime exceptional divisors, so Mov(F ) = Pos(F ).

Lemma 5.6. The nef cone of F is bounded by the six walls v⊥ where

v ∈ {(1, 2, 0), (1, 2, 2), (1, 0, 2), (1,−2, 0), (1,−2,−2), (1, 0,−2)}.
These are the six classes with first coordinate 1 that square to −10.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 4.8, we know each of these walls induces a
small contraction of F so lies on the boundary of Nef(F ). Moreover, there are six
pairs of disjoint Lagrangian planes in F by Proposition 5.3; therefore, the six edges
of the cone

Cone((1, 2, 0)⊥, (1, 2, 2)⊥, (1, 0, 2)⊥, (1,−2, 0)⊥, (1,−2,−2)⊥, (1, 0,−2)⊥)

also lie on the boundary of Nef(F ). It follows that no other walls cut into Nef(F ).
□

Corollary 5.7. The six planes in F coming from components of F (Yi) where Yi =
X ∩Hi for i = 1, 2, 3 are the only Lagrangian planes in F .

Using the involutions on the six flops of F , we can also describe the nef cones of
the flops:

Lemma 5.8. The nef cones of flops of F are

Nef(F1) = Cone((1,−2, 0)⊥, (1, 0, 2)⊥, (3,−4, 0)⊥, (1,−2,−2)⊥),

Nef(F∨
1 ) = Cone((1, 2, 0)⊥, (1, 0,−2)⊥, (3, 4, 0)⊥, (1, 2, 2)⊥),

Nef(F2) = Cone((1, 0,−2)⊥, (1, 2, 0)⊥, (3, 0,−4)⊥, (1,−2,−2)⊥),

Nef(F∨
2 ) = Cone((1, 0, 2)⊥, (1,−2, 0)⊥, (3, 0, 4)⊥, (1, 2, 2)⊥),

Nef(F3) = Cone((1, 2, 2)⊥, (1, 0, 2)⊥, (3, 4, 4)⊥, (1, 2, 0)⊥),

Nef(F∨
3 ) = Cone((1,−2,−2)⊥, (1,−2, 0)⊥, (3,−4,−4)⊥, (1, 0,−2)⊥).

Proof. We give the argument for Nef(F1), the other calculations being similar.
Since F1 is the flop of F along P1, we know (1,−2, 0)⊥ lies on the boundary of
Nef(F1). The involution ι1 is regular on F1, so ι

∗
1(1,−2, 0)⊥ = (3,−4, 0)⊥ also lies

on the boundary of Nef(F1) by Theorem 2.14. Moreover, the walls (1, 0, 2)⊥ and
(1,−2,−2)⊥ meet each of (1,−2, 0)⊥ and (3,−4, 0)⊥, and ι∗1(1, 0, 2)

⊥ = (1,−2,−2)⊥,
so

Nef(F1) ⊂ Cone((1,−2, 0)⊥, (1, 0, 2)⊥, (3,−4, 0)⊥, (1,−2,−2)⊥).
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Since P1 ∩ P∨
i = ∅ for i = 2, 3 by Proposition 5.3, one can flop F1 along the strict

transform of P∨
i , so the lines

(1,−2, 0)⊥ ∩ (1, 0, 2)⊥ = span(2,−1, 1)

and
(1,−2, 0)⊥ ∩ (1,−2,−2)⊥ = span(2,−2,−1)

lie on the boundary of Nef(F1). Their images, under ι∗1,

span(4,−5,−1) = (1,−2,−2)⊥ ∩ (3,−4, 0)⊥

and
span(4,−4, 1) = (1, 0, 2)⊥ ∩ (3,−4, 0)⊥,

must also lie on the boundary of Nef(F1). It follows that

Nef(F1) = Cone((1,−2, 0)⊥, (1, 0, 2)⊥, (3,−4, 0)⊥, (1,−2,−2)⊥),

as claimed. □

For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3, let Fij be the flop of F along Pi and P
∨
j .

Lemma 5.9. The nef cones of the Fij are

Nef(F12) = R2 ·Nef(F ), Nef(F21) = ι∗2(ι
∨
3 )

∗ι∗1R2 ·Nef(F ),

Nef(F13) = ι∗1R2 ·Nef(F ), Nef(F31) = ι∗3(ι
∨
2 )

∗R2 ·Nef(F ),

Nef(F23) = (ι∨3 )
∗ι∗1R2 ·Nef(F ), Nef(F32) = (ι∨2 )

∗R2 ·Nef(F ).

Proof. Since R2 preserves the BBF form, it acts by an automorphism on Mov(F ),
sending chambers to chambers. It is straightforward to verify that the only four
chambers of Mov(F ) containing (2,−1, 1) are Nef(F ), Nef(F1), Nef(F∨

2 ), and R2 ·
Nef(F ). The edge span(2,−1, 1) of Nef(F ) corresponds to simultaneously flopping
P1 and P∨

2 , since

(1,−2, 0)⊥ ∩ (1, 0, 2)⊥ = span(2,−1, 1).

Hence Nef(F12) contains (2,−1, 1), from which we deduce Nef(F12) = R2 ·Nef(F ).
The other five verifications are similar. □

Corollary 5.10. The model F12 contains exactly six Lagrangian planes, six pairs
of which are disjoint.

Proof. By Lemmas 5.9 and 5.6, the nef cone of F12 is a cone over a hexagon, the
same as Nef(F ). The six faces of this chamber correspond to Lagrangian planes in
F12; the six edges correspond to pairs of disjoint Lagrangian planes in F12. □

We illustrate the movable cone as described so far in Figure 3. In the next
section, we will need to know the chambers bordering Nef(F12), enumerated by the
following lemma and illustrated analogously for Nef(F32) in Figure 4.

Lemma 5.11. Let {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}. Then the chambers sharing a face with
Nef(Fij) are Nef(Fi), Nef(F∨

j ), ι∗iNef(F∨
k ), (ι∨j )

∗Nef(Fk), (ι∨j )
∗ι∗kNef(F∨

i ), and
ι∗i (ι

∨
k )

∗Nef(Fj).

Proof. This is verified by direct calculation: using Lemmas 5.9 and 5.8, one can
identify the walls of Nef(Fij) and Nef(Fi) for all i, j, k. Using Lemma 5.5, one
can check that each of the chambers above shares a face with Nef(Fij). By Corol-
lary 5.10, these six faces cover the entire boundary of Nef(Fij). □
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Figure 3. A slice of the chambers of the movable cone of F ,
bounded by the positive cone.

5.4. Birational geometry of F . We now classify birational hyperkähler models
of F up to isomorphism, proving Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 5.12. The six birational models Fij for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 are all isomorphic.

Proof. Since, by Theorem 2.14, ι∗i and (ι∨i )
∗ act on Mov(F ) by exchanging chambers

corresponding to the same isomorphism type, this follows from Lemma 5.9. □

Proposition 5.13. The eight birational models F , Fi, F
∨
i , and F12 are pairwise

non-isomorphic.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to show that no isometry of NS(F ) taking a chamber
of one of the models above to a chamber of another satisfies the conditions of
Lemma 5.4. We begin with F1. Since the chamber Nef(F1) has four walls, whereas
Nef(F ) and Nef(F12) each have six walls, we know F1 ̸≃ F and F1 ̸≃ F12.

Let φ be an isometry sending Nef(F1) to Nef(Fi) for i ̸= 1 or Nef(F∨
i ) for

i = 1, 2, 3. The four edges of Nef(F1), corresponding to simultaneous flops of
disjoint planes, are rays spanned by the vectors

v1 = (2,−1, 1), v2 = (2,−2,−1), v3 = (4,−4, 1), and v4 = (4,−5,−1);

let wi = φ(vi), so the vectors wi span the edges of the chamber φ(Nef(F1)). Then

φ(0, 1, 2) = φ(v1 − v2) = w1 − w2.
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Figure 4. A detail of the figure above illustrating the chambers
adjacent to F3 and F32. Chambers are labeled by the isomorphism
type of the model they represent.

For φ to be induced by a birational automorphism of F , we must have φ([λ1/2]) =
[λ1/2] in the discriminant group, by Lemma 5.4. Hence φ(0, 1, 2) = (a, b, c) where
a and c are even and b is odd. By direct inspection, the only chamber other than
Nef(F1) having walls w1, w2 such that w1 − w2 = (a, b, c) with a and c even and b
odd is Nef(F∨

1 ). Hence F1 is not isomorphic to Fi or F
∨
i for i = 2, 3.

We now verify F1 ̸≃ F∨
1 . There are eight possibilities for w1 and w2:

(a) w1 = (2, 2, 1), w2 = (2, 1,−1)
(b) w1 = (2, 1,−1), w2 = (2, 2, 1)
(c) w1 = (2, 1,−1), w2 = (4, 4,−1)
(d) w1 = (2, 2, 1), w2 = (4, 5, 1)

(e) w1 = (4, 4,−1), w2 = (4, 5, 1)
(f) w1 = (4, 5, 1), w2 = (4, 4,−1)
(g) w1 = (4, 5, 1), w2 = (2, 2, 1)
(h) w1 = (4, 4,−1), w2 = (2, 1,−1).

Since ι∨1 is regular on F∨
1 , and (ι∨1 )

∗(2, 2, 1) = (4, 4,−1) and (ι∨1 )
∗(2, 1,−1) =

(4, 5, 1), composing φ with (ι∨1 )
∗ reduces cases (e), (f), (g), and (h) to (a), (b), (c),

and (d), respectively. In case (a), we find φ = R4R3; in (b), we find φ = R3
4; in

case (c), we find φ = R3
4R2; in case (d), we find φ = R4R3R2. We again check the

action of φ on the discriminant group, concluding by Lemma 5.4 that φ cannot be
induced by a birational automorphism of F .

By symmetry, all six models Fi and F
∨
i are pairwise non-isomorphic. It remains

to check that F ̸≃ F12. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that φ is an isometry
of NS(F ) induced by an isomorphism F12

∼−→ F , so φ(Nef(F )) = Nef(F12). Then φ
maps the six chambers Fi, F

∨
i for i = 1, 2, 3 to the six chambers sharing faces with

Nef(F12). In light of Lemma 5.11 and the above, we deduce φ(Nef(F1)) = Nef(F1)
and φ(Nef(F∨

2 )) = F∨
2 . Direct computation verifies that the only isometry with

φ(Nef(F )) = F12 satisfying these conditions is R2, but by Lemma 5.4, R2 is not
induced by a birational automorphism of F , yielding a contradiction. □
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Proposition 5.14. Up to isomorphism, F has eight birational hyperkähler models.

Proof. By Proposition 5.13, F has at least eight birational hyperkähler models, each
of which can be obtained from F by flopping a single plane or a pair of disjoint
planes. We will prove there are no more.

As in Proposition 4.15, any birational hyperkähler model of F can be obtained
via a finite sequence of Mukai flops. Starting from F , the Mukai flops are Fi and F

∨
i

for i = 1, 2, 3. Using Lemmas 5.8 and 5.9, the four Mukai flops of Fi (respectively
F∨
i ) are isomorphic to F , Fij , and Fik (respectively F , Fji, and Fki). Applying

Lemma 5.12, we see that a sequence of two Mukai flops starting at F yields a
model isomorphic either to F or to F12. By Lemma 5.11, a third flop yields a
model isomorphic to Fi or F∨

i for some i = 1, 2, 3. Inductively, we conclude that
an odd number of Mukai flops starting from F yields a model isomorphic to Fi or
F∨
i , and an even number of Mukai flops yields a model isomorphic to F or F12; in

particular, any birational hyperkähler model of F is isomorphic to one of these. □

The content of Section 3.3 identifies each flop of F with a double EPW sextic.
To complete the proof of Theorem 5.1, we identify F12 with the Fano variety of
lines on another smooth cubic fourfold:

Proposition 5.15. There is a unique smooth cubic fourfold X ′ containing a non-
syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls whose Fano variety of lines is isomorphic to F12.
Moreover, X ̸≃ X ′.

Proof. Lemma 5.9 states Nef(F12) = R2 · Nef(F ), so F12 contains an ample class
of square 6 and divisibility 2, namely g′ = R2 · g. Hence the pair (F12, g

′) defines

a point in the moduli space M(2)
6 of hyperkähler fourfolds of K3[2]-type with a

polarization of square 6 and divisibility 2. Let Mcub be the moduli space of marked
cubic fourfolds, so there is a commutative diagram of period maps

Mcub
F //

p′
""

M(2)
6

p}}
P(2)
6

.

By [Laz09] and [Loo09], the complement of the image of p′ is the union of the

Heegner divisors D(2)
6,2 and D(2)

6,6; for more discussion, see [Deb20, Appendix B].
Hence to show that F12 is the Fano variety of lines on a smooth cubic fourfold,
it suffices to check that there are no classes v ∈ g′⊥ ∩ NS(F12) with div(v) = 2
and v2 ∈ {−2,−6}. Indeed, if such a vector existed, then R2 · v would have the
same numerics and lie in g⊥ ∩ NS(F ); recalling the Abeli-Jacobi map described in
Section 2.3, this would force X to be of discriminant 2 or 6. But X is smooth, so
X ̸∈ C2 ∪ C6, and no such class v exists.

We have shown F12 is the Fano variety of a smooth cubic fourfold X ′. Moreover,
X ′ is unique since p′ is injective [Cha12, Proposition 6]. The Abel-Jacobi map
allows us to deduce the intersection form on A(X ′), proving that X ′ contains a
non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Finally, the fact from Proposition 5.13 that
F ̸≃ F12 forces X ̸≃ X ′. □

We end by providing some information about the structure of Bir(F ). Let

Γ = ⟨ι∗i , (ι∨i )∗ | i = 1, 2, 3⟩ ⊂ O(NS(F )).
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Unlike in the syzygetic case, we are not able to make use of the action of Γ on ∆flop

in order to deduce generators and relations for Bir(F ); largely, this is because in the
syzygetic case, each wall of Mov(F ) was adjacent to finitely many chambers whereas
in the non-syzygetic case, each wall borders infinitely many chambers. On the other
hand, the fact that the movable cone coincides with the positive cone somewhat
streamlines the argument in the following lemma, analogous to Lemma 4.10.

Lemma 5.16. The group Γ acts on the set {v ∈ NS(F ) | v2 = 6} with at most seven
orbits, represented by the classes (1, 0, 0), (3,±2,±4), (3,±4± 2), and (3,±2,∓2).

Proof. As in Lemma 4.10, one starts with an arbitrary class v = (a, b, c) such that
v2 = 6 and a > 3 and finds that at least one of the involutions (ιi)

∗ or (ι∨i )
∗ for

i = 1, 2, 3 reduces the magnitude of the first coordinate. Iterating this process, one
obtains one of the seven classes v ∈ NS(F ) with v2 = 6 and first coordinate no
larger than 3. □

Remark 5.17. Unlike in the syzygetic case, there is not a unique sequence of (ιi)
∗

and (ι∨i )
∗ taking an arbitrary class v ∈ NS(F ) with v2 = 6 to one with first

coordinate at most 3: indeed, for {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}, we note ιi◦ι∨j ◦ιk = ι∨k ◦ιj ◦ι∨i .
In particular, the action of Lemma 5.16 does not afford a characterization of the
relations among the generators of Γ. Nevertheless, we obtain generators for Bir(F ).

Proposition 5.18. The birational involutions ι∗i and (ι∨i )
∗ for i = 1, 2, 3 generate

the birational automorphism group of F , i.e. Γ ∼= Bir(F ).

Proof. Let φ ∈ Bir(F ), and let φ∗Nef(F ) = Nef(F ′). Then φ∗(g) = v for some
class v with q(v) = 6. By Lemma 5.16, there is some f ∈ Γ such that f(v) has first
coordinate at most 3. Moreover, since the generators of Γ are induced by birational
automorphisms, we have f = ψ∗ for some ψ ∈ Bir(F ). Now,

(φ ◦ ψ)∗(g) ∈ {(1, 0, 0), (3,±2,±4), (3,±4,±2), (3,±2,∓2)},

but on the other hand, (φ◦ψ)∗Nef(F ) = Nef(F ′′) where F ′′ ≃ F . Using Lemma 5.9,
the classes (3,±2,±4), (3,±4 ± 2), and (3,±2,∓2) belong to the nef cones of Fij

for 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ 3, so by Proposition 5.13 we obtain (φ ◦ ψ)∗(g) = g. The subgroup
of O(NS(F )) of isometries fixing g is the dihedral group generated by R3 and R4,
and using Lemma 5.4, the only one of these isometries induced by a birational
automorphism of F is the identity. By Remark 2.19, the map Bir(F ) → O(NS(F ))
is an embedding, so φ ◦ ψ = Id, and φ = ψ−1 ∈ Γ. □

This completes the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Appendix A. Examples

Here, we provide explicit examples of cubic fourfolds containing pairs of cubic
scrolls in order to justify earlier assertions about generic behavior (cf. Lemma 2.8).
The computational claims in the proof below can be verified with Magma code
provided on the arXiv as an ancillary file.

We work over the field F29, but the choices made in producing our examples
amount to picking a point in a tower of projective bundles, as can be seen in the
Magma code. Hence our examples lift to characteristic zero.
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A.1. An explicit cubic fourfold with a syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls. Let
X be the smooth cubic fourfold with defining equation

f = 17x0x1x2 + 19x21x2 + 9x0x
2
2 + 10x1x

2
2 + 18x32 + 12x20x3 + 10x0x1x3 + 8x0x2x3

+ 4x1x2x3 + 27x22x3 + 2x0x
2
3 + 3x2x

2
3 + 20x20x4 + 11x0x1x4

+ 23x21x4 + 11x0x2x4 + 24x1x2x4 + 14x22x4 + 7x0x3x4 + 26x1x3x4

+ 19x2x3x4 + 15x0x
2
4 + 10x1x

2
4 + 7x20x5 + 16x0x1x5 + 18x21x5

+ 22x0x3x5 + 8x1x3x5 + 23x23x5 + 18x0x4x5 + 5x1x4x5 + 7x3x4x5

+ 22x24x5 + 21x1x
2
5 + 5x3x

2
5 + 28x4x

2
5 + 2x35.

The hyperplanes H1 and H2 defined by by x5 = 0 and x2 = 0, respectively, intersect
X in six-nodal cubic threefolds Y1 and Y2. The cubic scroll T1 ⊂ H1, defined by
the vanishing of the minors of the matrix

M1 =

(
x0 x1 x2
x2 x3 x4

)
,

is contained in Y1. Similarly, the cubic scroll T2 ⊂ H2, defined by the vanishing of
the minors of the matrix

M2 =

(
l0 l1 l2
l2 l3 l4

)
,

where

l0 := 17x0 + 12x1 + 12x2 + 17x3 + 7x4 + 6x5,

l1 := 17x0 + 4x1 + 17x2 + 25x3 + 18x4 + 13x5,

l2 := x5,

l3 := 10x0 + 13x1 + 12x2 + 15x3 + 14x4 + 17x5,

l4 := 16x0 + 13x1 + 9x2 + 10x3 + 19x4 + 7x5,

is contained in Y2. The pair of cubic scrolls is syzygetic; T1 and T2 intersect
transversely in three points, namely (1 : 1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0), (0 : 0 : 0 : 1 : 1 : 0), and
(0 : 1 : 0 : 1 : 0 : 0). The cubic surface Σ = Y1 ∩ Y2 is smooth, as desired.

A.2. An explicit cubic fourfold with a non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls.
Let X be the smooth cubic fourfold with defining equation

f = 20x0x1x2 + 4x21x2 + 15x0x
2
2 + 17x1x

2
2 + 6x32 + 9x20x3 + 25x0x1x3 + 27x0x2x3

+ 15x1x2x3 + 19x22x3 + 5x0x
2
3 + 19x2x

2
3 + 14x20x4 + 14x0x1x4

+ 9x21x4 + 23x0x2x4 + 25x1x2x4 + 21x22x4 + 14x0x3x4 + 10x1x3x4

+ 18x2x3x4 + 8x0x
2
4 + 11x1x

2
4 + 10x20x5 + 4x0x1x5 + 24x21x5

+ 22x0x3x5 + 16x1x3x5 + 17x23x5 + 5x0x4x5 + 18x1x4x5 + 25x3x4x5

+ 27x24x5 + 2x0x
2
5 + 28x1x

2
5 + 21x3x

2
5 + 28x4x

2
5 + 13x35.

We consider the following hyperplanes:

H1 := {x5 = 0},
H2 := {x2 = 0},
H3 := {x0 + 24x1 + x2 + x3 + 20x4 + 9x5 = 0}.
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One sees that H1, H2 and H3 intersect X in six-nodal cubic threefolds Y1, Y2, and
Y3 respectively. The cubic scroll T1 ⊂ H1 defined by the vanishing of the minors of
the matrix

M1 =

(
x0 x1 x2
x2 x3 x4

)
,

is contained in Y1. The cubic scroll T2 ⊂ H2, defined by the vanishing of the minors
of the matrix

M2 =

(
l0 l1 l2
l2 l3 l4

)
,

where

l0 := 26x0 + 2x1 + 8x2 + 4x3 + 5x4 + 24x5,

l1 := 13x0 + 11x1 + 22x2 + 18x3 + 6x4 + 15x5,

l2 := 12x0 + 19x1 + 15x2 + 16x3 + 17x4 + 14x5,

l3 := 18x0 + 3x1 + 18x2 + 26x3 + 18x4 + 10x5,

l4 := 28x0 + 14x1 + 5x2 + 21x3 + x4 + 3x5.

is contained in Y2. The cubic scroll T3 ⊂ H3, cut out by the quadrics

Q31 := x21 + 17x1x3 + 27x2x3 + 9x23 + 27x1x4 + 23x2x4 + 11x3x4 + 14x24 + 24x1x5

+ 13x2x5 + 10x3x5 + 2x4x5 + 8x25,

Q32 := x1x2 + 25x1x3 + 20x2x3 + 5x23 + 5x1x4 + 6x2x4 + 23x3x4 + 5x24 + 20x1x5

+ 2x2x5 + 24x3x5 + 3x4x5 + 8x25,

Q33 := x22 + 28x1x3 + 5x2x3 + 25x23 + 20x1x4 + 14x2x4 + 15x3x4 + x24 + 27x1x5

+ 15x2x5 + 10x3x5 + 2x4x5 + x25,

is contained in Y3. The pairs (T1, T2), (T1, T3), and (T2, T3) all form non-syzygetic
pairs. Indeed, any two intersect transversely in one point; explicitly,

T1 ∩ T2 = {(0 : 1 : 0 : 1 : 0 : 0)},
T1 ∩ T3 = {(22 : 19 : 15 : 9 : 1 : 0)},
T2 ∩ T3 = {(15 : 9 : 0 : 15 : 9 : 1)}.

To verify that [T3] = 3ηX − [T1]− [T2], it suffices to check [T3] ∈ ⟨ηX , [T1], [T2]⟩.
If not, then each of the non-syzygetic pairs gives rise to another F29-rational hy-
perplane slicing X in a cubic threefold singular along at least a length 6 zero-
dimensional subscheme. In that case, X has at least six such hyperplane sections.
Direct computation verifies that X has only four six-nodal hyperplane sections, cut
out by H1, H2, H3, and

x0 + 16x1 + 8x2 + 11x3 + 26x4 + 13x5 = 0.

So, T3 represents the desired class in cohomology.
Now, let Σij = Yi ∩ Yj . All three cubic surfaces Σij are smooth, so the same is

true for a general cubic fourfold containing a non-syzygetic pair of cubic scrolls.
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