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SINGULAR SYMPLECTIC SURFACES

ALICE GARBAGNATI, MATTEO PENEGINI, ARVID PEREGO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we classify all singular irreducible symplectic sur-
faces, i.e., compact, connected complex surfaces with canonical singularities
that have a holomorphic symplectic form ¢ on the smooth locus, and for which
every finite quasi-étale covering has the algebra of reflexive forms spanned by
the reflexive pull-back of 0. We moreover prove that the Hilbert scheme of
two points on such a surface X is an irreducible symplectic variety, at least in
the case where the smooth locus of X is simply connected.

1. INTRODUCTION AND NOTATION

Irreducible symplectic manifolds are compact Kahler manifolds that are simply
connected and carry a holomorphic symplectic form that spans the space of holo-
morphic 2—forms. They appear as one of the three building blocks of compact
Kahler manifolds with trivial first Chern class by the Bogomolov Decomposition
Theorem, the two others being complex tori and irreducible Calabi-Yau manifolds.

In dimension 2 the irreducible symplectic manifolds are exactly the K3 surfaces,
and Hilbert schemes of points on K3 surfaces provide higher dimensional examples.
Few other examples of irreducible symplectic manifolds have been described over
the years, starting from moduli spaces of sheaves either on K3 surfaces or on Abelian
surfaces.

The notion of irreducible symplectic manifold may be generalized in the singular
setting in at least three non-equivalent ways. One of them is in the context of
orbifolds, and was introduced by Campana in [9]:

Definition 1.1. An irreducible symplectic orbifold is a compact Kdhler orb-
ifold X that verifies the three following conditions:

(1) the smooth locus X*® of X is simply connected;
(2) on X* there is a holomorphic symplectic form o;
(3) the space H(X*,Q%.) is spanned by o.

It is immediate to notice that an irreducible symplectic orbifold is smooth if
and only if it is an irreducible symplectic manifold. Moreover, in [9] a Bogomolov
Decomposition Theorem for orbifolds is proved, and irreducible symplectic orbifolds
appear as one of the three building blocks of compact Kahler orbifolds with trivial
first Chern class. Examples of irreducible symplectic orbifolds appear in [29], [30],
[31], [6] as terminalization of quotients of Hilbert schemes of points on K3 surfaces
(or generalized Kummer varieties) by the action of symplectic automorphisms, or
as quotients of products of K3 surfaces; in [10] a complete family of irreducible
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sympletic orbifolds is described, as deformation of a quotient of Hilbert schemes of
two points on K3 surfaces by the action of a symplectic involution.

A second possible generalization to the singular setting of the notion of irre-
ducible symplectic manifold was proposed in [20]:

Definition 1.2. An irreducible symplectic variety is a normal compact Kdahler
space X that verifies the three following conditions:

(1) 4t has canonical singularities,
(2) it admits a holomorphic symplectic form o on its smooth locus, that we will

view as a global section of 2% 2l = (Q%)**
(3) for every finite quasi-étale covering f : Y —> X we have that

@ HO Q[P] (C[f[*]a]

as a C—algebra, where we recall that a finite quasi-étale morphism is a finite
morphism which is étale in codimension 1.

It is worthwile to mention that as a consequence of the Bogomolov Decomposition
Theorem for manifolds and of the fact that irreducible symplectic varieties are
simply connected by [I8], an irreducible symplectic variety is smooth if and only if
it is an irreducible symplectic manifold.

Moreover, in [22] and [I] a generalization of the Bogomolov Decomposition The-
orem for klt varities is proved, and irreducible symplectic varieties are one of the
three building blocks of normal compact Kéahler spaces with klt singularities and
trivial first Chern class. A consequence of this is that irreducible symplectic orb-
ifolds are irreducible symplectic varieties (see Proposition 2.14 of [38]).

Examples of irreducible symplectic varieties appear in [29], [30], [31], [6], [38] as
quotients of Hilbert schemes of points by the action of symplectic groups, in [39] as
moduli spaces of sheaves on K3 or Abelian surfaces, or in [8] using relative Prym
varieties.

A further generalization of the notion of irreducible symplectic manifold to the
singular setting was first considered in [I3] in the context of orbifolds, and then in
[34]:

Definition 1.3. A primitive symplectic variety is a compact Kdihler symplectic
variety X such that h'(X,0x) = 0 and H°(X*,Q%.) is spanned by the class of a
holomorphic symplectic form o.

It is worthwhile to mention that irreducible symplectic varieties are primitive
symplectic varieties (see Proposition 2.19 of [38]), and that since [34] and [2] we
know that on the free part of the second integral cohomology of a primitive sym-
plectic variety there is an integral non-degenerate quadratic form and that a local
and global Torelli Theorem hold. The symmetric product of a K3 surface is an
example of primitive symplectic variety.

Remark 1.4. In the definition of a primitive symplectic variety X we ask that X
is a symplectic variety: this means, following Beauville, that X has a holomorphic
symplectic form on its smooth locus, that extends to a holomorphic 2—form on
a (and hence any) resolution of the singularities. By Theorem 6 of [34] a normal
Kahler space X having a holomorphic symplectic form on its smooth locus is a
symplectic variety if and only if it has rational Gorenstein singularities.
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Remark 1.5. The notion of primitive symplectic variety appears in several papers
and the definition is not always equivalent to Definition [[L3l An important exam-
ple of this is given by the notion of primitive symplectic orbifold that appears in
[12], which is more restrictive than that of primitive symplectic variety: following
Definition [[L3] a primitive symplectic orbifold, as defined in [12], is an orbifold that
is a primitive symplectic variety with terminal singularities.

We notice that the examples in [39] are all irreducible symplectic varities which
are not orbifolds, and hence not irreducible symplectic orbifolds. Moreover, the
quotients of Hilbert schemes of 2 points on a K3 surface by a natural automorphism
of prime order at least 3 is an orbifold and an irreducible symplectic variety (see
Proposition 2.15 of [38]) but it is not an irreducible symplectic orbifold since its
smooth locus is not simply connected. The symmetric products of K3 surfaces are
examples of primitive symplectic varieties which are not irreducible symplectic.

Some examples of irreducible symplectic varieties have a symplectic resolution
of the singularities: in this case, the resolution is an irreducible symplectic mani-
fold (see [39], [38]). Other examples do not have any symplectic resolutions at all
(see again [39]). There are moreover examples of singular symplectic varieties hav-
ing a symplectic resolution of the singularities which is an irreducible symplectic
manifolds and which are not irreducible symplectic varieties (e. g. the symmetric
product of a K3 surface): they are however always primitive symplectic varieties
(see Proposition 2.19 of [3§]).

A classification of primitive symplectic varieties, irreducible symplectic varieties
and irreducible symplectic orbifolds is far from being obtained. One of the aims of
the present paper is to study the case of the smallest possible dimension, i.e., the
case of surfaces, and to construct examples of higher dimensional primitive sym-
plectic varieties, irreducible symplectic varieties or irreducible symplectic orbifolds
starting from this kind of singular surfaces. We will use the following:

Definition 1.6. Let X be a normal, compact Kdahler surface whose smooth locus
has a holomorphic symplectic form.

(1) If X is a primitive symplectic variety, we will call it primitive symplectic
surface.

(2) If X is an irreducible symplectic variety, we will call it irreducible sym-
plectic surface.

(3) If X is an irreducible symplectic orbifold, we will call it simple symplectic
surface.

The first aim of this paper is to present a classification of primitive symplec-
tic surfaces, irreducible symplectic surfaces and simple symplectic surfaces. The
smooth ones are the K3 surfaces, as well known, so we only need to classify the
singular ones.

Remark 1.7. The general discussion above shows that simple symplectic surfaces
are irreducible symplectic, and that irreducible symplectic surfaces are primitive
symplectic. As we will see there are primitive symplectic surfaces which are not
irreducible symplectic, and there are irreducible symplectic surfaces which are not
simple symplectic.

Moreover, we notice that a normal compact Kéhler surface is symplectic if and
only if it is a 2—dimensional compact Kahler holomorphic symplectic orbifold, i.e.,
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a compact Kahler orbifold of dimension 2 that carries a holomorphic symplectic
form on its smooth locus.

Indeed, if X is symplectic then the singularities of X are canonical. Since canoni-
cal singularities on a surfaces are ADE singularities, and these are all quotient singu-
larities, it follows that X is a 2—dimensional orbifold. Conversely, a 2—dimensional
compact Kahler holomorphic symplectic orbifold is a normal, compact Kéahler sur-
face with rational Gorenstein singularities that has a holomorphic symplectic form
on its smooth locus: by Theorem 6 of [34] we get that X is symplectic.

It follows that primitive symplectic surfaces are all compact Ké&hler holomorphic
symplectic orbifolds. It moreover follows that a primitive symplectic surface is
simple if and only if its smooth locus is simply connected.

The first result we will prove is the following, which provides a characterization
of the surfaces we are willing to classify:

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a normal compact Kdahler surface whose smooth locus
carries a holomorphic symplectic form.

(1) The surface X is primitive symplectic if and only if it is the contraction of
an ADE configuration B of rational curves on a K3 surface S.

(2) The surface X is irreducible symplectic if and only if it is the contraction
of an ADE configuration B of rational curves on a K8 surface S, where B
does not contain any configuration of the list appearing in Theorem [0

(3) The surface X is simple symplectic if and only if it is the contraction of an
ADE configuration B of rational curves on a K3 surface S, where B has a
primitive embedding in NS(X) and does not contain any configuration in
the list appearing in Theorem[3.6, nor Ba, B, Br,(7), B, (see Remark
for the definitions).

The proof of Theorem [[.§ is contained in sections 2 and 3. More precisely
Corollary 2.3 proves the first point, Theorem [3.7] proves the second and Theorem
BT and its lattice theoretic version, Corollary [3.20] proves the last.

Once this characterization is obtained, we see that in order to get a complete
classification of primitive symplectic, irreducible symplectic and simple symplectic
surfaces we need to get a complete list of the ADE configurations that may be
realized as ADE configurations of rational curves on K3 surfaces. This is the content
of sections 4 and 5, and the summary of the results we get is the following:

Theorem 1.9. (1) There are exactly 5836 different ADE configurations on K3

surfaces whose contraction is a singular primitively symplectic surface.

(2) There are exactly 5826 different ADE configurations on K3 surfaces whose
contraction is a singular irreducible symplectic surface.

(3) There are exactly 4697 different ADE configurations on K3 surfaces whose
contraction is a singular simple symplectic surface.

(4) There are exactly 81 different ADE configurations on K8 surfaces whose
contraction is a singular irreducible symplectic surface that admits a smooth
finite quasi-étale cover.

As contractions of different ADE configurations of rational curves on a K3 sur-
face provide surfaces with different singularities, the previous result provides 5826
different locally trivial deformation classes of irreducible symplectic surfaces.

Theorem [[.9]is a combination of some results that have been known since several
years, see [13], [46] and [42], here reinterpreted in view of the definitions of singular
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symplectic surfaces we provided before. We add the complete computations of the
ADE configurations and describe their geometric properties with respect to the
existence of quasi-étale covers.

The proof of Theorem is the content of sections 4 and 5 of the paper. In
particular: point (1) follows from point (1) in Theorem [[.§ and by the algorithm
described in section 2] see Theorem LTI} point (2) follows from point (2) in
Theorem [ and from Theorem B.7] and Proposition L9} point (3) follows from
point (3) in Theorem [[.8, see Theorem for the precise number; point (4) is a
direct consequence of [46], see Remark

Besides giving explicit proofs of all the results (in sections 3 and 4), we will
provide a computer program that allows to write explicitly the list of all the possible
contractions, and a complete list of all the possible ADE configurations of rational
curves on K3 surfaces: this is described explicitly in section 5.

The last part of the paper is about the construction of higher dimensional exam-
ples of singular symplectic varieties from singular symplectic surfaces. A classical
construction of irreducible symplectic manifolds of higher dimension is given by
the Hilbert scheme of n points on K3 surfaces. It is natural to ask if the Hilbert
scheme of n points on an irreducible (resp. primitive, simple) symplectic surface
is an irreducible symplectic variety (resp. primitive symplectic variety, irreducible
symplectic orbifold) as well.

The result we prove in this direction is that this is the case as soon as the surface
is simple and n is 2. More precisely, we have the following (see Corollary [1):

Theorem 1.10. Let X be a primitive irreducible symplectic surface.

(1) The Hilbert scheme Hilb*(X) is a 4—dimensional primitive symplectic va-
riety.
(2) If X is simple, then Hilb*(X) is an irreducible symplectic orbifold.

Finally, we will calculate the second rational cohomology of all these examples:
this is a very important locally trivial deformation invariant of a primitive sym-
plectic variety by the Global Torelli Theorem proved in [2].

By a result of Fu and Menet [12] we know that if X is a primitive symplec-
tic variety of dimension 4 which is an orbifold with terminal singularities, then
3 < bo(X) < 23. In [12], [29], [30], [31] and [6] there are examples of irre-
ducible symplectic orbifolds of dimension 4 with terminal singularities and by €
{3,5,6,8,9,10,11,14,16,23}. A natural question is if it is possible to fill the gaps
in this list. By calculating the second rational cohomology group of the irreducible
symplectic orbifolds of Theorem we prove the following:

Theorem 1.11. For every integer 3 < n < 23 there exists an irreducible symplectic
orbifold X of dimension 4 with by(X) = n.

Remark 1.12. It is worthwhile to mention that Theorem [[.TT] does not answer to
the question about filling the gaps in the list of the possible second Betti numbers
found in [I2]: the reason is that the irreducible symplectic orbifolds realizing the
missing values of by in the list of [12] that we present have canonical but not terminal
singularities, since their singular locus has codimension 2.
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2. PRIMITIVE SYMPLECTIC SURFACES AS CONTRACTIONS OF K3 SURFACES

A primitive symplectic surface X is a normal singular surface, so there is a
smooth surface S such that X is the contraction of a family of curves on S. Of
course, not every contraction of curves on a surface is a primitive symplectic surface:
hence, the condition on X of being a primitive symplectic surface imposes several
conditions on the possible smooth surfaces S whose contraction is X. In this section
we investigate the relations between these conditions and in particular we prove that
S is necessarily a K3 surface. Moreover we discuss the geometric properties of the
contractions.

We recall that a resolution of the singularities of X is a map f : X — X from
a smooth surface X to X which is an isomorphisms outside the singularities of
X. Tt is called minimal if for every resolution g : X’ — X there is a morphism
¥+ X’ — X such that ¢ = f o). It follows that if f : X — X is a minimal
resolution and p € Sing(X), then f~1(p) does not contain any (—1)-curve.

The first result we prove is about the possible smooth minimal models of a
surface with a holomorphic symplectic form on its smooth locus.

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a possibly singular normal surface whose smooth locus
carries a holomorphic symplectic form, and let S be its minimal model.

(1) The surface S is either a K3 surface or a 2— dimensional complex torus.
(2) If K1(X,O0x) =0, then S is a K3 surface.

Proof. We notice that the surface S has the same Kodaira dimension of X, and
since X is symplectic it follows that Kx = 0. As a consequence the Kodaira
dimension of X, and hence of S, is 0.

Let now f: X —> X be a minimal resolution of X and denote E = Ui, E; the
exceptional locus of f, where Fy,--- , E, are the irreducible components of E.

The smooth locus of X is isomorphic to X — E, hence X — E is endowed with a
holomorphic symplectic form. It follows that the canonical bundle of K 3 restricted
to X — F is trivial, so that

Kg =Y a;E;, a;>0.

Since F is a contractible set, the intersection form on the lattice (Ey,--- , E,) is
negative definite. As a consequence we get

K)Qz <0 and K?”( = 0 if and only if a; = 0 Vi.

In particular K ?( = 0 if and only if K ¢ = 0. By definition of minimal resolution we
see that X contains no (—1)—curves. Indeed, suppose that R is a (—1)—curve on
X. By the genus formula we get that RK¢ = —1, so RY a,E; = —1 with a; > 0
and FE; irreducible curves. Henc~e there is 1 < ¢ < n such that R = FE;, which
contradicts the hypothesis that X is a minimal resolution.
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It follows that X is a minimal surface, and hence X = S. In particular we get
that Ks = K¢, soif Kg # 0, we have that S is a minimal surface such that K% <0
and £(S) = 0: this is of course impossible, so Kg = 0 and S is either a K3 surface
or a complex torus.

For the second point of the statement, notice that as X has ADE singularities,
then X has canonical, and hence rational singularities. By the Leray spectral
sequence we then have that

RY(X,O0x) ~ h(S,O0g),

and the result readily follows by the Enriques-Kodaira classification of compact
Kahler surfaces. O

Remark 2.2. By Remark [[L7] point (1) of Proposition[21]is equivalent to Lemma
6.6 in [13].

An immediate corollary of Proposition [2.1] is then the following, which is point
(1) of Theorem

Corollary 2.3. A normal compact Kdihler surface is primitive symplectic if and
only if X 1is the contraction of an ADE configuration of rational curves on a K38
surface.

Proof. If X is a primitive symplectic surface, then it is a symplectic variety, hence
it has canonical singularities. Since canonical singularities are ADE singularities
on surfaces, if f : S — X is a minimal resolution, then f is the contraction of an
ADE configuration of curves on S. Moreover, as h'(X,Ox) = 0, by Proposition
2. we see that S is a K3 surface.

Conversely, if X is the contraction of an ADE configuration of curves on a K3
surface S, we have that h'(X,Ox) = h'(S,0g) = 0 as in the proof of Proposition
21 and by [19, Theorem 1.5 and Remark 1.5.2] we have that

RO (X) = hO(X, Q) = n20(8) = 1,

hence H?(X*,Q%.) is spanned by the class of a holomorphic symplectic form on
X?®. The fact that X is a symplectic variety follows from the fact that S is a
symplectic resolution of X. ([

Remark 2.4. We recall that a curve on a K3 surface has negative self intersection if
and only if it is smooth and rational and its self-intersection is —2. Since the lattices
spanned by their roots are the ADE lattices we obtain that all the contractions of
a K3 surface are contractions of ADE configurations of smooth rational curves and
are in particular canonical.

As a consequence of Corollary 23] it follows that in order to classify all possible
primitive irreducible symplectic surfaces one needs to classify all ADE configura-
tions of rational curves on K3 surfaces. This will be the aim of sections 4 and
5.

We now wish to notice that there are primitive symplectic surfaces which are
not irreducible symplectic surfaces: the reason is that while conditions (1) and
(2) of Definition are always verified by all contractions of ADE configurations
of rational curves on K3 surfaces, condition (3) is not trivially satisfied, as the
following well known example shows.
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Example 2.5. Let T be a 2—dimensional complex torus and ¢ : T — T' the involu-
tion mapping p € T to —p. Let X := T'/i, so that X is a singular symplectic surface
having 16 singular points, and the resolution of the singularities f : S — X is such
that S is a K3 surface. The morphism f is a contraction of 16 disjoint (—2)—curves,
but the surface X is not irreducible symplectic: the quotient morphism ¢ : ' —> X
is a finite quasi-étale covering, but since H%(T, Q%) # 0 we see that the algebra of
holomorphic forms on 7T is not spanned by the pull-back of the symplectic form on
X.

Therefore, in order to classify the irreducible symplectic surfaces one needs not
only to classify all possible ADE configurations of rational curves on K3 surfaces,
but also to give necessary and sufficient conditions that guarantee that their con-
traction satisfies condition (3) of [[2

We will use the following notation: if S is a K3 surface and B is an ADE
configuration of (—2)—curves on S, we let fp : S — Xp be the contraction
morphism of the curves in B, and we let Xp be the singular surface obtained with
this contraction.

In order to understand under which conditions the surface Xp is an irreducible
symplectic surface, we need to consider all finite quasi-étale coverings ¥ — Xp,
and to calculate the dimension of h°(Y, ng]) for p =0,1,2. To do so we first relate
the finite quasi-étale coverings of X g with some induced coverings of the K3 surface
S, as follows:

Proposition 2.6. Let S be a K3 surface, B an ADE configuration of (—2)— curves
on S, and fp : S —> Xp the contraction of the curves in B. Let g: Y — Xp be
a finite quasi-étale covering of degree m, let Z := S xx, Y and §: Z — S be the
natural projection. Then § is a generically finite covering of degree n whose branch
locus is contained in the exceptional locus B of fp.

Proof. Let D € Xp be the branch locus of g and U := Xg\D. As g is quasi-étale,
we see that D is given by a finite number of points. Moreover, we let Yy, := g~ (U),
which is an open subset of Y, and Sy := fgl(U), which is an open subset of S.

Notice that gy, : Yy — U is étale of degree n, and if we let Zy := Sy xvy Yu
(which is an open subset of Z), then the projection gz, : Zy — Sy is étale and
has the same degree of gjy, . It follows that § : Z — S is generically finite of
degree n.

We are only left with showing that D € fp(B), where we notice that fp(B) is
the singular locus of Xg. To prove this, suppose that p € D is a smooth point of
Xp. Hence fg (p) is a single point of S which is contained in the branch locus of
g. But since S is smooth and Z is normal, by purity the branch locus of § has no
isolated points, and we get a contradiction. (|

The previous result tells us that any finite quasi-étale covering g : ¥ — Xp
induces by base change a generically finite covering (of the same degree) g : Z — S
of the K3 surface S, whose branch locus is contained in B. Next section will be
aimed to understand the geometry of Z and of the branch locus of g.

3. COVERINGS OF SINGULAR SYMPLECTIC SURFACES

Let X be an n-dimensional orbifold with only isolated singularities, such that
every singular point p of X has an open neighbourhood isomorphic to a quotient
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C™/G) for some subgroup G, of SL(n,C). Let 7 : Y — X be a covering of X: we
want to understand the geometric structure of Y. We have two possibilities: either
7 is a Galois covering, or it is not.

3.1. Galois and non Galois covers. Suppose first that 7 is a Galois covering
branched on a subset of Sing(X).

Lemma 3.1. Let X be an n-dimensional orbifold with only isolated singularities
and 7w :Y — X a Galois covering branched only on a subset of Sing(X). Then'Y
is an n—dimensional orbifold with only isolated singularities, and if q is a singular
point of Y then q has an open meighbourhood which is isomorphic to a quotient
C"/Hy where Hy is a normal subgroup of G(q)-

Proof. Consider the restriction 7 : Y\7~!(Sing(X)) — X\Sing(X) of 7. Then 7’
is an étale Galois covering of the manifold X\Sing(X), so that Y\r~1(Sing(X)) is
smooth.

Let us analyse locally what happens around a singular point p € Sing(X). The
point p has an open neighbourhood U, which is isomorphic to C"/G,, for some
subgroup G, of SL(n,C). The universal covering of U, is C", so each Galois
covering of U, is a quotient of C" by a normal subgroup H, of G;,. Each connected
component of 771(U,) is of the form C"/H,, hence each point g such taht ¢ € 7= (p)
has an open neighbourhood which is isomorphic to C"/H,. O

Suppose now that 7 : ¥ — X is not Galois. As before Y\r~!(Sing(X)) is
smooth, and we still look at what happens around a singular point p € Sing(X).
Let U, be an open neighbourhood of p in X which is isomorphic to C"/G,. Then

we have a commutative diagram

V—>U

where V), is one of the connected components of 7=1(U,): in this case the group
H,, is still a subgroup of G, but it is non necessarily normal.

In the following will be useful to compare a non Galois covering with its Galois
closure. Hence we recall the definition and well known properties of the Galois
closure.

Definition 3.2. Let w : Y — X be a finite covering and L the Galois closure of
the function fields extension k(X) < k(Y). The Galois closure of 7 is given by Z,
which is the normalization of Y in L, and the induced maps o« : Z — X, 3:Z - Y.

Notice that o and S are Galois coverings and that o does not factorize into
further Galois covers by the minimality of the extension L.

Lemma 3.3. Let 7 : Y — X be a finite covering with branch locus D, and let
a:Z — X beits Galois closure. Then the branch locus of a is D.

Proof. The Galois closure of 7 is such that o : Z — X is a Galois G-covering such
that « = Bonmfor f: Z - Y ~ Z/H for a certain subgroup H < G. So we have
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the following diagram

X =Z/G.

If p € X is a point in the branch locus of 7, then its inverse image under o = wo 3
has cardinality strictly less than |G|, therefore it is in the branch locus of a.

If ¢ € X is a point in the branch locus of a but not in that of 7, then each
point in 771(g) is in the branch locus of 3. Since 3 is a Galois cover, there exists a
subgroup K of G that stabilizes each point in 371 (771(¢)) = a~!(g). The action of
K on a~!(q) © Z is then the identity, so every k € K commutes with any element
in G: this implies that K is a normal subgroup of G. It follows that a factorizes
through the quotient Z/K, contradicting the minimality of the Galois closure. O

As a consequence, whenever we have a covering of an orbifold with isolated
singularities, we may always suppose that it is a Galois covering without changing
the branch locus.

3.2. Covers of K3 surfaces. Let us look at what happens in the case of orbifolds
of dimension 2 with ADE singularities.

Proposition 3.4. Let X be a surface with only ADE singularities and w:Y — X
a finite covering whose branch locus is contained in Sing(X). Then Y has only
ADE singularities and £(X) = s(Y).

Proof. Since X is an orbifold a singular point p of X is such that there exists an
open neighbourhood isomorphic to C?/G,, where G,, is a finite subgroup of GL(2, C).
The singularity in p is an ADE singularity if and only if G}, = SL(2,C).

As seen in Section 3.1, the surface Y is a 2—dimensional orbifold with only
isolated singularities, and if ¢ is a singular point of Y, then it has an open neigh-
bourhood isomorphic to a quotient C?/H, where H, is a subgroup of Gr(q: it
is then a finite subgroup of SL(2,C), and hence Y is a surface with only ADE
singularities.

Finally, since the restriction 7’ : Y\7n~1(Sing(X)) — X\Sing(X) of 7 is étale
and the ADE singularities are canonical singularities, the Kodaira dimension of Y’
equals the one of X. (I

As a consequence we see that finite quasi-étale coverings of contractions of ADE
configurations of (—2)—curves on K3 surfaces may only be of very special type, i.e.,
their minimal models can only be either K3 surfaces or 2—dimensional complex
tori. More precisely, we have the following;:

Corollary 3.5. Let S be a K3 surface, B an ADE configuration of (—2)—curves
on S and fg : S — Xp be the contraction of the curves in B. Let m : Y — Xp
be a finite covering of X. Then Y is a possibly singular compact complex surface
with only ADE singularities, and the minimal model of Y is either a K8 surface or
a 2-dimensional torus.
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Proof. By construction X g has only ADE singularities and x(Xpg) = 0. By Propo-
sition 3.4 we then see that Y has only ADE singularities and x(Y) = 0.

Now, let Y’ be a minimal model of Y. As the minimal model of X is the K3
surface S, we see that p,(S) = 1 and hence p,(Y’) = 1. But as k(Y') = (YY) =0,
it follows that py(Y’) = 1. The statement then follows by the Enriques-Kodaira
classification of compact Kahler surfaces. O

As a consequence of Corollary 3.5 it follows that a contraction Xg of an ADE
configuration B of (—2)—curves on a K3 surface S is an irreducible symplectic
surface if and only if Xp does not admit any finite quasi-étale covering whose
minimal model is a 2—dimensional complex torus and it is simple if and only if it
does not admit any finite quasi-étale covering at all, in particular with K3 surfaces.
For this reason, in Subsection 3.3 we consider the K3 surfaces which admit coverings
with tori, in Subsection B4l we consider the K3 surfaces which admit covering with
tori and this allows us to describe the simple symplectic surfaces in subsection

3.3. Coverings with tori. By Proposition and Corollary B.5] a contraction
Xp of an ADE configuration B of (—2)—curves on a K3 surface S is an irreducible
symplectic surface if and only if S has no generically finite covering whose branch
locus is contained in B and which is given by a surface birational to a 2—dimensional
complex torus.

The classification of the branch loci of the coverings of K3 surfaces which are
birational to 2—dimensional complex tori may be obtained as a consequence of a
result of Fujiki: more precisely, in [14] the groups G of automorphisms of a 2-

dimensional complex torus A such that A/G is birational to a K3 surface ;176/7' are
classified.

In particular, in [I4, Lemma 3.19] the points of A with non trivial stabilizer
are classified. Some of them are identified by the action of the group. In [36], [5],

[43], [15], [40] the configuration of curves in the branch locus of A — A/G and the
attached lattices is given for all the groups (the order two case is studied in [36],
the other cyclic cases in [5], the remaining ones in [43], [I5] and [40]). These known
results are summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. ([14], [36], [5], [43], [15], [40] ) Let f : A — S be a finite covering
of a K38 surface S where A is a smooth surface birational to a torus, and let B its
branch locus. Then the ADE configuration type of B is one of the following:

(1) Bl = A?w;

(2) By := AYY;

(3) Bz := AP* @ APC;

(4) By := A5 ® AD* @ APS;

(5) Bs := D* @ AD® @ AP?;

(6) B := DP* @ AP3;

(7) By := D5 ® AP ®A£®2 ® Ar;
(8) Bs := Es ® Dy @ AD* ® Ay;
(9) By := AP @ Ay;

(10) BlO = A5 (—B A%JDQ (—B ASD4

This allows us to state and prove the following, which is point (2) of Theorem

2
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Theorem 3.7. Let S be a K3 surface, B an ADE configuration of smooth ratio-
nal curves on S and fp : S — Xp the contraction morphism. Then Xp is an
irreducible symplectic surface if and only if B does not contain any of the ADE
configurations of Theorem [0

Proof. Suppose first that Xp is an irreducible symplectic surface and that in B
there is an ADE configuration B’ of the list given in Theorem 3.6 By [36], [5], [43],
[15], [40], there is a Galois covering of 7 : A — S whose branch locus is B’, where
A is a 2—dimensional complex torus.

Let now g : A —> A’ be the contraction of the curves in 7= (B’): then there is
a finite quasi-étale covering 7’ : A’ — Xpg such that the diagram

A -9 ., x

ﬂl l”'

S —>fB XB

is commutative.

Notice that hlH9(A’) = hM0(A) # 0 since A is a torus, contradicting the fact
that Xp is an irreducible symplectic surface. If follows that if Xp is an irreducible
symplectic surface, then B cannot contain any ADE configuration of Theorem

Let us now suppose that B does not contain any of the ADE configurations in
the list of Theorem [3.6], and let us prove that Xp is then an irreducible symplectic
surface.

As Xp has ADE singularities and has a holomorphic symplectic form on its
smooth locus, in order to prove that it is an irreducible symplectic surface we just
need to prove that if g : Y — Xp is a finite quasi-étale covering, then

1, p=0,2

hO(Yngf])z { 0 p=1

Notice that if deg(g) = 1, then Y = X and ¢ is an automorphism of X5. By

[20] we get h°(Xp, Qgg) = h°(S,0%), and we are done in this case since S is K3.
If now deg(g) > 1, by Corollary B.5l we know that Y is birational either to a K3

surface or to a torus (see also e.g. [44, Theorem 3.4]), and by Theorem it can

not be a torus if B does not contain any of the configurations of Theorem 3.6l [

The main consequence of Theorem [3.7] for our purposes is that in order to clas-
sify all the irreducible singular surfaces, one has to classify all the possible ADE
configurations of (—2)—curves on K3 surfaces, and then exclude the ones containing
a subconfiguration that is of the form listed in Theorem B.71

3.4. Covers with K3 surfaces. Having completely characterized primitive and
irreducible symplectic surfaces in Corollary 2.3 and Theorem B.7 in terms of con-
tractions of curves on K3 surfaces, we are left with finding a similiar characterization
for simple symplectic surfaces, i.e., irreducible symplectic surfaces whose smooth
locus is simply connected.

As simple symplectic surfaces are irreducible symplectic, by Theorem B.7] they
are obtained by contractions of ADE configurations of curves on K3 surfaces that
do not contain any of the configurations in the list of Theorem By Corollary
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any finite quasi-étale covering of such a contraction has to be birational to a
K3 surface.

The possible ADE configurations of curves on K3 surfaces which are the branch
locus of a finite covering with another K3 surface have been studied and classified
by Xiao in [46]. The main result in this direction is the following.

Theorem 3.8. (Xiao, [46]) Let f : Y — S be a finite covering of a K3 surface
where Y is a smooth surface birational to K38 surface, and let B its branch locus.
Then the ADE configuration type of B is one of the 81 configuration in Table [46],
Table 2].

The proof of the previous result is contained in [46], where the Galois covers
of K3 surfaces with a K3 surface are classified. More precisely, Xiao proves that
if W is the quotient of a K3 surface by finite group, the excpetional locus of the
desingularization of W forms an ADE configuration among the 81 possibilities
listed in [46l Table 2]. Conversely, Xiao proves that for every ADE configuration B
contained in [46, Table 2] there is a K3 surface S having B as ADE configuration
of (—2)—curves, and that has a Galois covering whose branch locus is B.

We notice that each ADE configuration in [46 Table 2] corresponds uniquely to
a group G such that there exists a G-Galois cover branched on that configuration.
For this reason we denote the configuration in [46, Table 2] as B (and with B,
i = 1,2 in the cases G = Qs, Ta4, since in these cases the same group is attached to
more than one ADE configuration). We observe that if G and G’ are two different
groups, then Bg # Bgr.

Remark 3.9. It is important to notice that even if for every ADE configuration
B¢ in [46] Table 2] there is a K3 surface S (actually, a family of K3 surfaces) for
which Bg appears as the branch locus of a finite G-Galois covering of S, it is not
necessarily true that if S is a K3 surface which has Bg as an ADE configuration
of (—2)—curves, then there is a G-Galois covering of S whose branch locus is Bg.
Example [3.I1] shows this phenomenon.

In order to classify the possible covers that a K3 surface has, we need the fol-
lowing:

Definition 3.10. An (effective) divisor D is an (effective) n-divisible class in the
Picard group of a surface S if there exists L € Pic(S) such that nL ~ D.

An effective divisible class is associated to a cyclic cover of the surface branched
on it (see e.g. |3, Chapter 1, Section 17]). A priori on a K3 surface there could be
no effective divisible classes, one effective divisible class or more than one. In the
latter case one has more than one cyclic cover of the surface, and possibly a Galois
cover whose Galois group is not cyclic.

Example 3.11. Let us consider the first entry of [46] Table 2]: the group G in
this case is Z/27Z and the configuration type of By oz is A(Iag, which geometrically
corresponds to a set of 8 disjoint rational curves.

There are two different families of (non projective) K3 surfaces admitting this
configuration of curves: the first family, denoted F}, is given by the K3 surfaces
whose Néron-Severi lattice contains primitively A1®8: the generic member of this
family is a K3 surface S such that NS(S) ~ AP® and the transcendental lattice is
T(S) ~U® @ APE.
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The second family, denoted F3, is given by the K3 surfaces whose Néron-Severi
lattice primitively contains the so-called Nikulin lattice N, i.e., a negative definite
lattice of rank 8 and length 6 spanned by eight classes N;, ¢ = 1,...,8 with IV;N; =
—24; ; and by the class (3, N;)/2. This is an overlattice of index 2 of AP® and it is
the lattice obtained requiring that the 8 disjoint rational curves form a 2-divisible
set of curves. The generic member of this family is such that NS(S) ~ N and
T(S ) ~ U3 p N.

It follows that among the two families of K3 surfaces admitting By o7 ~ Al®8 as
an ADE configuration of rational curves, the K3 surfaces which are general member
of the family F; admit a double cover with a K3 surface branched on Byy7 if and
only if i = 2.

Remark 3.12. There is a fundamental difference between the list in [46, Table
2] and the one in Theorem Indeed in the latter, each ADE configuration is
necessarily the branch locus of a Galois cover with a torus. This is not the case for
the list in [46, Table 2], as the previous Example shows.

This is due to the fact that the existence of the curves of an ADE configuration
in Theorem forces the minimal lattice spanned by these curves to have some
divisibility relations, which allows to construct the required Galois cover. This was
already known by Nikulin, see [36] in the cases of the classical Kummer construction:
if a K3 surface admits 16 disjoint rational curves, it admits a double cover with a
2—dimensional complex torus. The generalizations of the Nikulin’s result to other
Galois covers with tori are contained in [B], [43], [I5], [40]. In particular, if an
ADE configuration as in the list in Theorem is present on a K3 surface, then
its contraction is not simple.

By the previous Remark, the existence of a given ADE configuration Bg of
rational curves on a K3 surface S is not enough to guarantee the existence of a
(rational) G-cover of S with a K3 surface. Nevertheless Proposition shows
that there is a lattice theoretic condition characterizing the K3 surfaces admitting
a (rational) G-cover with another K3 surface: it is not sufficient to consider the
lattice associated with the ADE configuration Bg, but one has to consider a specific
overlattice of it.

To fix the notation needed in the following, we recall that the second cohomology
group of any K3 surface, endowed with the cup product, is isometric to the unique
even unimodular lattice of signature (3,19). This lattice will be denoted Axs.

Proposition 3.13. Let G be a group acting symplectically on a K8 surface and
Bg (resp. B fori = 1,2 for G = Qs,Tes) the corresponding ADE configuration
in |46l Table 2].
(1) There is a finite index overlattice M¢ (resp. ME) of Be (resp. BE) char-
acterizing the K3 surfaces S admitting a (rational) G-cover with another
K3 surface, i.e., if there is a K3 surface Y such that G < Aut(Y') and S is
birational to Y /G then Mg (resp. M) is primitively embedded in NS(S).
(2) The quotient Mg /Bg (resp. ME/BE) is not trivial if and only if G #
As, Ag, Lo(7)(= PSL(2,7)), Mao.
(3) if Mg (resp. M¢) is embedded in NS(S) for a K3 surface S, then the
embedding is primitive and S admits a Galois cover with a K3 surface.

Proof. The complete list of the groups acting symplectically on a K3 surface is
known after [33], [25], [46]. In particular in [46] the set of points with non trivial
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stabilizer for the action of G on a K3 surface are given: this provides the list
of the lattices B¢ contained in [46, Table 2] of the ADE configurations resolving
the singular points of the quotient. The lattice Mg is by definition the minimal
primitive sublattice of the Néron—Severi group of a K3 surface which is the minimal
resolution of the quotient of a K3 by a symplectic automorphism containing the
curves arising by the desingularization of the quotient, which are the curves in Bg.
Hence it is primitively embedded in the Néron—Severi of the surface.

One can directly check that there are no different groups attached to the same
ADE configuration.

Moreover in the seventh column of [46, Table 2], there is a description of the
divisible sets of curves appearing in the lattice Mg. With the exceptions mentioned
in the statement, for all the group G appearing, there are divisible classes in Bg,
so M¢/Bg is not trivial in these cases. Since every divisible class is associated with
a cyclic cover branched on the set of curves which is divisible, we obtain that if
G appears in the list [46, Table 2] and G # A5, As, La(7), Mag, then S admits a
Galois cover. The uniqueness of Mg is proved in [46, Lemma6] and the fact that the
embedding of Mg in the Néron—Severi group of a K3 surface implies the presence
of a branched G-Galois cover is proved in [37] for the cyclic group G and in [44] for
all the other groups G ¢ {2s5,2s, La(7), Mao}.

The cases of the ADE configuration Bg where G € {s5,s, L2(7), M3} are
discussed in [44]. More precisely, if G € {5, s, L2(7), Moo}, in [44] Question 3.1]
and in the discussion below, the author proves that if Mg = Bg admits a unique
(up to isometry) embedding in A s, then all the K3 surfaces with the ADE config-
urations of curves given by Bg are G-covered by a K3 surface (essentially because
the fundamental group of surfaces obtained removing the ADE configuration Bg is
necessarily G). If G = 25, My, then the embedding of B = M¢ is Aks is unique,
while if G = 2g, La(7) there are two different embeddings of Bg = Mg in Aks (see
[44)).

Nevertheless, if G = g, L2(7) there are also two different symplectic actions of
G on a K3 surface. Indeed, a symplectic action of G on a K3 surface determines
an action of G on Agx3 and hence two lattices I'g := A?Q and Q¢ = (Aﬁg)L. In
[21] the lattices I'g are determined for each group G acting symplectically on a K3
surface. In particular, if G € {2, L2(7)} there are two different lattices I'y; and I'Z,,
meaning that G has two different actions on A ks, both related with a symplectic
action on a K3 surface.

Let now Y;, ¢ = 1,2 be a K3 surface whose transcendental lattice Ty, is isometric
to FiG, Then Y; admits a symplectic action of G, and Y7 and Y5 are general members
of two different families of K3 surfaces with a symplectic action of G. Hence Y;/G
is a singular surfaces whose resolution S; is a K3 surface containing an ADEs
configuration Bg, and S7 and So are members of different families of K3 surfaces.
Each of them corresponds to one of the two different embeddings of Bg = Mg
in Ags. We conclude that each embedding of Bg = Mg with G € {g, La2(7)}
corresponds to a K3 surface admitting a GG-Galois cover. O

Remark 3.14. By a direct inspection, there are no lattices in the list of Theorem
[B7 which are contained in the list in [46] Table 2]: this means that the lattices
associated with the existence of a cover of a K3 surface S with another K3 surface
do not contain any lattice associated with the existence of a cover of S with a torus.
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Remark 3.15. Let Y be a K3 surface admitting a symplectic action of the group
G. Let S be the resolution of Y/G and B¢ the lattices generated by the curves
resolving the singularities. Let X g, the contraction of Bg. Then Xp, =Y /G and
the quasi-étale cover Y — Y /G = Xp, is smooth. Vice versa, if a Galois quasi-
étale cover of Xp (a contraction of a K3 surface S) is smooth, then it is induced
by a quotient of a group G acting symplectically on the cover surface; in particular
it is branched on all the singular points of Xp and B is either a Bg in [46, Table
2] or in the list of Theorem [3.6l

Remark 3.16. By point (2) of Proposition BI3if G € {s5,2As, L2(7), Mao}, then
B¢ = Mg. By [46] Table 2] we have the following:

if G = As, then Bg = AD* @ AP® @ AP,

if G = A, then Bg = AP* ® AT @ AP? @ Ay;

if G = Ly(7), then Bg = As @ AD* @ AP* @ Ay;

ifG = Mgo, then BG = D4 (—B A4®2 (—B ASDS (—B Al.

If welet S := {Ba,, Bag, Br,(7), By, §, we have that if Mg ~ Bg € S the existence
of an embedding of Bg € S in the Néron—Severi group of a K3 surface S guarantees
that S admits a G-Galois cover even if there are no divisible classes in Bg.

3.5. Simple symplectic surfaces. We are now in the position to prove a charac-
terization of simple symplectic surfaces in terms of contractions of curves on a K3
surface, which is as follows:

Theorem 3.17. Let S be a K3 surface, B an ADE configuration of smooth rational
curves on S, fp: S —> Xp the contraction morphism, and suppose that Xp is an
irreducible symplectic surface. The following are equivalent:
(1) the surface Xp is simple symplectic;
(2) for every subconfiguration B’ of B appearing in [46, Table 2], there is no
Galois covering of S branched along B';
(3) there is no lattice Mg as in [46, Table 2] which is embedded NS(S) and
whose corresponding ADE configuration Bg is contained in B.

Proof. Suppose first that X g is simple, and let B’ be a subconfiguration of B that
appears in [46l Table 2]. Suppose that there is a Galois covering 7 : W — S
branched along B’. Let g : W — W’ be the contraction of the curves in 7=1(B’):
hence there is a finite quasi-étale covering 7’ : W’ — Xp whose degree is the one
of . This implies the existence of a non-trivial element of the fundamental group
of the smooth locus of Xp, contradicting the fact that Xp is simple.

Conversely, suppose that for every subconfiguration B’ of B appearing in [46
Table 2], there is no Galois covering of S branched along B’. If X5 was not simple,
there would be a non-trivial finite quasi-étale covering 7 : Y — Xp. Since Xp is
an irreducible symplectic surface, the surface Z := Y x x, S has a K3 surface as a
minimal model, and it is a finite covering of S. As in the proof of Theorem 3.7 this
implies that S has a Galois covering by a surface that is birational to a K3 surface,
hence by Theorem [3.8 the branch locus B’ is in [46, Table 2]. Since B’ is contained
in the exceptional locus of fp, which is B, we get a contradiction.

By Proposition [3.13] the existence of a Galois cover branched on B’ implies that
B’ is one of the ADE configurations B¢ appearing in [46] Table 2] and that the
overlattice Mg of B is embedded in the Néron—Severi group of S. (I

As a particular case we get the following:
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Corollary 3.18. Let S be a K3 surface and B an ADFE configuration of (—2)— curves
on S that does not contain any configuration of [46, Table 2]. Then the contraction
Xp of the curves in B is a simple symplectic surface.

Proof. Since all the configurations listed in Theorem contain at least one con-
figuration in [46, Table 2], by Theorem B.7 it follows that Xp is an irreducible
symplectic surface. Now simply apply Theorem B.17 which can be applied because
B has no subconfigurations appearing in [46, Table 2]. ([l

Example 3.19. We may now consider again the contraction of the ADE configura-
tion Bz a7 =~ A?g for the K3 surfaces of the families F} and F; that were described
in Example B.111

By Theorem B.I7 and Example 311l and using the fact that there is no subcon-
figuration of Byoz appearing in [46, Table 2] beside By oz itself, we then get that
the contraction of the curves of By/oz on a K3 surface in the family F} is a simple
symplectic surface, while the contraction of the curves of Bz oz on a K3 surface in
the family F5 is a non-simple irreducible symplectic surface.

Besides the cases of the configurations having a subconfiguration in the set &
defined in Remark B.16] Theorem [B.17 allows us to get a complete characterization
of simple symplectic surfaces. More precisely, we get the following, which is point
(3) of Theorem

Corollary 3.20. Let S be a K3 surface, B an ADE configuration of (—2)— curves
on S, and suppose that the contraction Xp of B is an irreducible symplectic surface.
Then Xp is a simple symplectic surface if and only if the embedding of B in NS(S)
is primitive and B does not contain any configuration in the set S defined in Remark
3. 16l

Proof. Suppose first that B is primitively embedded in NS(S) and B does not
contain any configuration in the set S. If Xp admits a finite quasi-étale cover,
then S admits a G-Galois cover branched on a subconfiguration of B. This implies
that B contains a configuration Bg of curves and that N.S(S) contains primitively
Mg. Since B does not contain any of the configuration of the set S, we see that
G # A5, Ag, L2(7), Moy (see Remark B.10]), so by Proposition the lattice Mg
is a proper finite index overlattice of Bg, so Bg is not primitively embedded in
NS(S), getting a contradiction. It follows that X p is simple.

Conversely, suppose that Xp is simple and that B is embedded in NS(S), but
either the embedding is not primitive or B contains a configuration in S. This
implies that either there is a divisible class in NS(S), which forces the existence
of a cyclic cover of S branched on the curves of the divisible class, or S admits a
G-cover with G € {5,2s, Lo(7), Ma}. Hence S admits a Galois cover branched
on some curves in B: this implies that Xp admits a quasi-étale Galois cover,
contradicting the fact that Xp is simple. O

As a conclusion of this section, we may summarize all the previous results in the
following;:

Theorem 3.21. Let S be a K3 surface, B an ADE configuration of (—2)— curves
on S and Xp the contraction of the curves in B.

e If B does not contain any configuration in the list[3.7, then:
(1) the surface Xp is irreducible symplectic;
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(2) the surface Xp is simple symplectic if and only if B is primitively
embedded in NS(S) and does not contain any configuration in S.
e If B contains a configuration in the list in[3.7, then Xp is primitive sym-
plectic but not irreducible symplectic.

Remark 3.22. In the proof of Theorem we will consider the ADE configura-
tions which can appear on a K3 surface and which contains an ADE configuration
which is an element of S. In particular we obtain that there are exactly nine
ADE configurations which do not satisfy the hypothesis “B does not contain any
configuration in §” of the previous theorem.

4. THE ADE CONFIGURATIONS ON K3 SURFACES

As we saw in the previous section, in order to classify all primitive symplectic
surfaces, we need to provide a complete classification of all possible ADE configu-
rations of (—2)—curves on K3 surfaces: the primitive symplectic surfaces are then
the contractions of these ADE configurations; the irreducible symplectic surfaces
are those obtained by contracting the configurations which do not contain any ADE
configuration in the list of Theorem [B.7, and the simple ones are obtained by con-
tracting a configuration which is primitively embedded in the Néron—Severi group
and does not contain moreover the configurations in the set S.

The aim of this section is to provide a complete list of the ADE configurations
of (—2)—curves on K3 surfaces.

A synthetic description of the possible ADE configurations of (—2)—curves on
K3 surfaces is provided in [42], where some conditions to find a complete list of
these configurations are given, even if there is neither an explicit algorithm nor a
complete list. The purpose of this section is to describe an explicit algorithm which
provides such a complete list. Moreover, we identify the ADE configurations whose
contraction produce irreducible or simple symplectic surfaces.

In order to do so, recall that an ADE configuration of rational curves on a K3
surface S corresponds to a lattice, namely the lattice spanned by the classes of
these curves in the Néron-Severi lattice of S. A given ADE configuration B exists
on a K3 surface S if and only if the associated lattice A can be embedded (not
necessarly primitively) in the Néron—Severi of S. Hence, a K3 surface with a given
ADE configuration B of (—2)—curves exists if and only if the lattice associated to
B can be embedded (not necessarly primitively) in the lattice Ags.

Let A = @9, A, @(—Bgledj @D &5,_; E., be the lattice associated to an ADE
configuration. The lattice A is a negative definite even lattice of rank

e o €
rank(A) = Z a; + Z d; + Z €h.-
i=1 j=1 h=1

Given a lattice L, the length ¢(L) of L is the minimal number of generators of
the discriminant group Ay, := LV /L. Recall moreover that the discriminant group
Ap of a lattice L is naturally endowed with a quadratic form ¢y induced by the
bilinear form on L and called discriminant form.
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The discriminant group and form of the ADE lattices are as follows:

Z/(i + 1)z, [—?D L=A,
Z/AL, [#]) L = Dapss
(Ap,qr) = <(Z/2Z)2,[ :? :% ]) L =Dy,
d-) LB
(z/2z,[-3]) L=FE;
(z/3z, L%}) L = Eg.

Finally, we recall that the discriminant group of a direct sum of lattices is the
product of the discriminant groups of each summands and the discriminant form
is the one induced, i.e., two different summands are orthogonal with respect to the
discriminant form and on each summand the discriminant form is the one of the
associated lattice. This allows to compute the discriminant group, the discriminant
form and the length of each possible ADE configuration.

Lemma 4.1. If a negative definite lattice L is primitively embedded in Aks, then
rank(L) < 19 and ¢(L) < min(rank(L), 22 — rank(L)).

Proof. The lattice Ag3 is the unique unimodular even lattice of signature (3,19)
and the lattice A is an even negative definite lattice, so the result follows by [35]
Theorem 1.12.2]. For the reader convenience we write an explicit proof.

Since L is negative definite, the rank of L has to be less than or equal to the one
of the negative part of Ax3. Moreover, for every lattice M, ¢(M) < rank(M ), which
clearly implies that ¢(L) < rank(L). Since Axs is unimodular and L is primitively
embedded in Ags, its orthogonal complement L1Axs has the same discriminant
group of L (see [35, Proposition 1.6.1]) and in particular the same length. So
{(L) = ¢(L*»xs) < rank(L12xs) = 22 — rank(L), which concludes the proof. [

Lemma 4.2. Let A := @ A,, DD}_, Dy, DD;,_, Ee, .

(1) If there exists a K3 surface S on which there is the ADE configuration of
rational curves of type @, Aq, P (—Bgledj D@5, _, Ee,, then the lattice A
is embedded in NS(X) and hence in Ags.

(2) If the lattice A is primitively embedded in Ags, then there exists a K3
surface S with an ADE configuration @5, Aq, (—B(—Bg:lde @e5,_,E., of
smooth disjoint rational curves.

Proof. If S is a K3 surface on which there exists the required configuration, each
curves of such a configuration is an algebraic class on X. Hence the lattice spanned
by these curves is contained in N.S(S).

Conversely, if A can be primitively embedded in Ax3 and A is a negative definite
lattice, by the surjectivity of the period map there exists a K3 surface S (indeed
a family of A-polarized K3 surfaces) such that NS(S) ~ A. Then S is a non—
projective K3 surface. By Riemann—Roch theorem, each class with self intersection
—2 contained in the Néron—Severi group of a K3 surface is either effective, or the
opposite of an effective class. So, up to a sign, we assume that the generators of
A are effective and represent a possibly reducible curve. Since the ADE lattices
are generated by their roots and p(X) = rank(A), one obtains that there exists
irreducible rational curves with the required configuration. O
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4.1. Divisible classes. Consider an ADE lattice A that is not primitively embed-
ded in the lattice Axs. There might be an overlattice A’ of A of finite index which
can be primitively embedded in A ks, and in this case A is embedded (but not prim-
itively) in Axs. Under precise conditions on A’/A, this guarantees that the ADE
configuration of curves attached to A appears on a K3 surface. This is exactly the
case of the lattices A = Bg and A’ = Mg considered in Proposition 3131

Our aim is to produce such an overlattice A’ for a given lattice A. To do so, we
will add to A some divisible classes, which are the generators of A’/A, as we explain
now.

Let L be a lattice and n € N. Let v be a linear combination of the elements of a
basis of L with coefficients in 1Z. If (L,v) is an even lattice, the linear combination
v has to satisfy some conditions: first of all, in order to get that (L, v) is a lattice
(with the natural pairing induced by Q—linear extension by the one of L), we need
to have \ - v € Z for every A € A, which implies v € LY. Moreover, in order to have
that (L, v) is even, we need v - v € 2Z. The two conditions we mentioned are well
known and are equivalent to require that v € Ay, spans an isotropic subspace of Ay,
with respect to the discriminant form gy .

In our context, L is an ADE lattice A which is embedded in the Néron—Severi
group of a K3 surface S, so we need moreover that the (—2)-classes generating
A represent (up to a sign) smooth irreducible curves on S. This imposes several
further restrictions on v, which in particular can not represent a —2 class, see e.g.
[15] and [41].

So, to construct an overlattice A’ of finite index of A, we have to add a class v
such that v e LY, v-v € 2Z and v - v < —2. By construction, nv € A is an effective
class, which is divisible since v € NS(S5).

Conversely, assume that a given set of smooth rational curves on a K3 surface
S is divisible. Hence there exists a linear combination D (with integer coefficient)
of these curves such that 1D € N.S(S) for some positive integer n. This implies
that the lattice A spanned by the set of these smooth rational curves is embedded
in NS(S), but not primitively embedded, and that the lattice A’ := (A, D) is an
overlattice of finite index of A embedded in N.S(S5).

This shows that the existence of an overlattice A’ of A of finite index which is
embedded in NS(S) is equivalent to the existence of a divisible class in NS(5),
and hence of a branched cover of S.

We preliminarily fix some notation:

e given an integer n = 1, let C1,--- ,C),, be the irreducible curves in an A, -
configuration on a surface S numbered in such a way that C;C;1, = 1 for
everyi=1,...,n—1and C;C; =0 if [i — j| = 2;

e given integers ni, -+ ,ny, = 1, we let C’i(j ) be the irreducible curves in the
configuration A,;, and Cl(J ), e ,Cq(fj) are numbered as described in the

previous point.

e we denote Z:l; 1 [ai]nC’i(J ) the linear combination such that a; € Z and [a]n
is the class of o in Z/nZ.

o we let

4

V1) = i[i]ncf”, [kV]9) o= 3 [ki].C.

=1 i=1
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In particular we observe that [V]g ) /n spans the discriminant group of A, ;.

Proposition 4.3. Let A be the lattice of an ADE configuration of rational curves
on a K3 surface S and A’ be an overlattice due to the presence of effective divisible
classes. Then there are only a finite number of ways to construct A’, each of them
obtained by adding a finite number of divisible classes, and in each case the lattice
A has to contain a particular sublattice I that depends on the divisible classes one
has to add. The lattices A with minimal rank which admit an overlattice with a
prescribed lattice A'/A are listed in Table [I: the first column gives the number of
divisible classes that are added; the second column gives the divisibility of the added
classes; the third column gives the sublattice I'; the fourth column gives the class
that becomes divisible; the fifth column gives the Galois group of the cover branched
on all the divisible classes; the last column has a T if the cover is a torus, and has
K3 otherwise.

Proof. As a title of example we discuss the cases related with 2—divisible classes,
which are essentially contained in [36] and [37].

In [36] it is proved that the 2—divisible classes of disjoint rational curves consists
either of 8 or of 16 curves. In the first case the double cover surface is birational to
a K3 surface, in the latter to a 2—dimensional complex torus.

Moreover, it is also proved that on a K3 surface there are at most 16 disjoint
rational curves and if there are 16 rational curves, then they form a divisible set.
In this case there are also other divisible classes, which are the one described in the
case 5).

Assume now that there are less than 16 disjoint rational curve. Each divisible
classe is of the sum of 8 curves, and two different divisible classes have share some
curves. Moreover, If v; and vy are two 2—divisible classes sharing k curves, then
v1 + vy gives a divisible class which is the sum of 16 — 2k curves, so that k = 4.

It follows that all the 2—divisible classes are given by the sum of 8 disjoint
rational curves, and that two classes have exactly 4 curves in common. This forces
the choice of the classes v, v2, v3 and vy to be as described. This is due to Nikulin
and contained in [37].

All the other cases in which the cover is a K3 surface are discussed in [37], the
ones in which the cover is a torus are discussed in [5]. (]

We now notice that the existence of a divisible class of order pg with (p,q) =1 is
equivalent to the existence of both a p-divisible class and of a g-divisible class. Since
by [37] the order of the divisible class is at most 8, combining the previous results
one obtains the cases which are covers with Galois groups Z/6Z (composition of
cyclic covers by Z/37Z and Z/2Z) and Z/6Z x Z/2Z (composition of the Galois cover
with Galois groups (Z/2)? and Z/37Z).

Remark 4.4. In Proposition 3] we consider the lattices A with minimal rank
among those admitting a given set of divisibile classes. Of course, the configurations
listed in Proposition 4.3 may appear as sublattices of other ADE configurations of
higher rank. For example, the lattice A7 contains the lattice A?Q, and so if one is
looking for e.g. the configuration A3®4®A1®2, one can find it embedded in A7®2®A1®2.
Similar phenomena appear considering the lattices D,,, Eg and E;. For example,
the lattice D5 contains A3z @ A; and the generator of Ap, contains classes both in
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ABLE 1. Possibilities for overlattices of a given attice
T Possibilities f 1 f ADE 1
Lm [ ni | r | | = A'/A
1] 2 A®8 Zizl[V]gf) 727 K3
2 21y
2| APP? 4 Gl o (z/)22)? K3
2 VST + 2o VIS
5 vy
@14 4 7) 12 (h) 3
31 2 Aj 21V + 2 seV]s (z)27,) K3
2 Z?:o ([V]é1+4ﬂ) + [V](4J+2)
N vy
4 7) 12 (h)
2 2 VI + 2 selVs
4 AP J : 7./27,)* K3
2 1 ijo ([V]él+4_]) + [V](4J+2) ( / )
2 _
v
) v
4 j 12
) S VI + Sevis”
50 2 A1 Sz (VIS + v+ (z/22° | T
2 S VI
e
’ 5 v
1] 3 A®S Sy 7/3Z K3
6
9 3 A2@8 5 Z](:l[v]é;) ) (Z/3Z)2 K3
3 Y2V + 5:7[V]
3 3 zjj_:mé;) "
313 AS° Zj:1[2v 5+ h:7.[V]3 (Z/37.)* T
3 Zj:1 ([V éQJ_l) + [2V]§2J)) + [V](9)
1] 5 AP 32 vi® Y 4 v 7/57 K3
1] 7 AD3 VI8 + 2v19 + 3V 777 K3
L] 4| AY'@ap” vy + 3, =5 vy Z,/AZ K3
1 ) 6 ()
2| 5| APeaP ZimalVls 2V L)AL X 720 | K3
Zi:1[2v]4()+2j:5[2/)]2'
4 7 5
4 2V]y +[3V] + 30 [V
4 7
4 S [V >+27 sV ]<”
3| 2| Af'@Af X2Vl + 55 vy (Z/4Z) x (2/22)* | T
3
2 L2VIE + 30 VI s S
1] 8 | A2 4504, mg> BVIE + v + v 7/8Z K3

the copy of Az and in the copy of A; embedded in Ds.

If one is looking for e.g.

the configuration A3®4 @A?Q, one can find it embedded in D?Q @A?z (with each of
the two copies of A3 @ A; embedded in on Ds5). We don’t describe all these kinds
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of embeddings, since this would produce a long and tedious list, but the program
described in Section [l recognises and uses all of them.

All the previous results lead to the main one of this section:

Theorem 4.5. A K3 surface S contains an ADE configuration of smooth rational
curves associated to a lattice A if and only if either A or an overlattice of finite
index A’ of A obtained as in Proposition [{.3 is primitively embedded in Axs.

Proof. The result is a consequence of Lemmal£.2 and of the fact that when one adds
the divisible classes described in Proposition L3} one is not adding (—2)—classes.
This guarantees that the (—2)-classes generating A are (up to a sing) classes of
smooth irreducible rational curves, see e.g. [I5, Proposition 3.2] and [41] Corollary
1.2]. O

Hence, in order to establish if a K3 surface with a given ADE configuration B of
rational curves exists, one just needs to understand if the lattice A associated to B,
or an overlattice A’ obtained from A by adding divisible classes as in Proposition 43
is primitively embedded in Ags. This is a completely lattice theoretical problem,
and will be treated in the next section.

4.2. Finding the list of all the ADE configurations of rational curves.
In order to determine if a given lattice A or one of the overlattices A’ one may
construct as described in Proposition[4.3] are primitively embedded in A g3, we start
by recalling some of the results of Nikulin about the existence of an embedding of
a lattice into a unimodular one. We observe that A (and hence its overlattice A’)
is, in our context, a negative definite lattice, since the ADE-lattices are negative
definite.

The main result is [35, Theorem 1.12.2], that we state here under the assumption
that the unimodular lattice is Axs and the lattice A is negative definite, which is
the case of our interest. In the following, if A is a lattice, we will let A, be the
p-adic lattice.

Theorem 4.6. Let M be a negative definite even lattice with discriminant form
qr - The following properties are equivalent:

o There is a primitive embedding of M into A ks with rank rank(M), signature
(rank(M),0) and discriminant form qus.
e The following conditions are simultaneously satisfied:
(1) rank(M) < 19, 22 — rank(M) = ¢(M);
(2) if p is an odd prime such that 22 — rank(M) = €(M,), then we have
that —|Ap| = d(qAMp) mod (Z;)Q;
(3) if 22 — rank(M) = £(Mz) then either qpr = qeoy @ quv for a certain
lattice M or |An| = £d(ga,,,) mod (Z%)2.

The previous Theorem has an important consequence, which is [35, Corollary
1.12.3], that again we state here under the assumption that the unimodular lattice
is Axs and A is negative definite.

Corollary 4.7. If M is a lattice such that rank(M) < 19 and £(M) < 21—rank(M),
then there exists a primitive embedding of M in Aks.
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We first construct all the possible ADE configurations whose corresponding lat-
tice A is such that rank(A) < 19, and we let L;,; be the list of all the corresponding
lattices.

Starting from L:,; we extract the sublist L,.q; of the ADE configurations that
are realized as ADE configurations of (—2)—curves on some K3 surfaces. To do so
we consider the following procedure which has to be applied to each A € L.

(1) First, construct the overlattice A’ of A of maximal finite index r (possibly
r = 1) as in Proposition [£3] If A’ satisfies Corollary [£7] then A’ can be
primitively embedded in Ags: in this case A € L., and the procedure
ends.

(2) If Ais not as in (1), and ¢(A’) > 22 — rank(A) = 22 — rank(A’), then A is
not in L,.q; and the procedure ends.

(3) If Ais not as in (1) and (2), then £(A’) = 22 —rank(A) = 22 —rank(A'); we
check if conditions (2) and (3) of Theorem [.6] are satisfied: A is contained
in Lyeq if and only if both conditions are satisfied (for every prime p) and
the procedure ends.

By Corollary 23] the list L,cq; gives the list of all possible primitive symplectic
surfaces. The calculations to compile the list L., described in the previous pro-
cedure will be performed using some GAP4 and SAGE programs, that we describe
in the next section.

Remark 4.8. There is a delicate point in step (3) of the previous procedure. If
A # A and ¢(A) = 22 — rk(A’), then one has to check the discriminant form of
the overlattice A’ in order to determine if it admits a primitive embedding in Aks
(indeed one has to check the conditions (2) and (3) in Theorem F6]).

The discriminant form depends on the divisibile classes we are adding. It is

possible that there exists two overlattices A] and A% of A such that ’% %

(so £(A}) = £(A})) but the discriminant forms of A} and of A} are different: this

’

implies that the generators of % are not mapped to the ones of % by an isometry
of A.

As a consequence it is possible that exactly one between A] and A} admits a
primitive embedding in Ags. Of course if at least one of them admits such an
embedding, A is an admissible ADE configuration, i.e., A € L;cq;.

This implies that if a lattice A does not fall into the steps (1) and (2) of the
previous procedure, in order to establish if A € L,..,; one has to check the conditions
(2) and (3) of Theorem for all the possible overlattices of A such that ¢(A’) =
22 — rk(A’) (and not just for one). If the conditions are satisfied for at least one
overlattice, then A € L,.cq;.

For computational reasons our algorithm produces only one overlattice A’ and
not all of them. Hence a priori it is possible that the algorithm discards lattices
which have to be considered because the choice of the divisible classes is not the
right one. However, we are able to recognise these cases by comparing our list with
the criterion given by Shimada, as explained in Remark 5.1

To conclude the proof of Theorem [[.9 we will finally provide a partition of £,
into two subsets Lxym and Ly where A is in Ly, if and only if A contains one
of the lattices listed in Theorem 3.6t as a consequence, by Theorem B.7] the list L;;.,
provides the list of all possible irreducible symplectic surfaces, while the list Lxym
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provides the list of all primitive symplectic surfaces having a finite quasi-étale cov-
ering by a 2—dimensional complex torus. We now characterize these configurations:

Proposition 4.9. There are exactly 10 ADE configurations on K8 surfaces whose
contraction is a singular K3 surface which admits a quasi-étale cover by a complex
torus and in particular is not a singular irreducible symplectic surface. These ADE
configurations are exactly those listed in Theorem [3.0

Proof. By Theorem B, the ADE configurations whose contraction is a singular
surface having a finite quasi-étale cover that is a torus have to contain one of the
ADE configurations By, -- - , Big listed in Theorem [B.6l As the ADE configurations
on a K3 surface have rank at most 19, and as the configurations Bs, - - - , B1g have
rank 19, it follows that if B is an ADE configuration of (—2)—curves on a K3 surface
contains B; for ¢ = 5,---,10, then B = B;.

Suppose now that B is an ADE configuration of (—2)—curves on a K3 surface S
that contains B; = AP'. The finite index overlattice of AP'® which is contained
in Agg contains five 2—divisible classes, and there are no overlattices of an ADE
configuration on K3 surfaces which contain more than five 2—divisible classes (see
[36]).

If B contains properly B, its rank has to be r = 16 + h for some h > 0, and
its length has to be £ = 16 + x for some = > 0. The finite index overlattices of the
lattice A associated to B which are due to the presence of 2-divisible classes in A
have rank r and length ¢ = 6 + z. The condition ¢’ < min(r,22—r)is6+z <6—h
therefore £ < —h which is impossible, so B = Bj.

Let us now suppose that B contains By = A?gz the finite index overlattice of
A?g which is contained in A g3 contains three 3—divisible classes and there are no
overlattices of ADE configurations on K3 surfaces which contain more than three
3-divisible classes. The argument for this is similar to the one of the previous case:
if there were other divisibile classes, the minimal model of the cover branched on
the associated curves should be a surface with trivial canonical bundle and Euler
characteristic different from 0 and 24, which is impossible.

The same proof of the previous case implies that B = By or B = Bo @ A;. In
the latter case the rank is 19, and the length of the finite index overlattice obtained
adding the 3—divisible classes is 3. Hence one has to check the discriminant form
and in particular condition (2) in Theorem A direct computation shows that
this lattice does not admit a primitive embedding in Akgs, so B = Bs.

Similar arguments apply to the cases (3) and (4) of Theorem O

Remark 4.10. There is a more geometric argument to show that an ADE configu-
ration A which properly contains a configuration I" in Theorem does not appear
on a K3 surface, at least when A = I' @ R for an ADE configuration R. Indeed,
let S be the K3 surface containing the ADE configuration A, f : A — S be the
cover of S branched on I" and 8 : A — A’ be the contraction of A to its minimal
model A’. The inverse image f~!(R) of R consists of rational curves, which are not
(—1)-curves and are disjoint from the curves contracted by /3 (the curves contracted
by B lie on f~1(I')). So A’ would be a torus containing rational curves, which is
impossible. The argument is more delicate if I is not a direct summand of A, since
in this case the rational curves in A intersect some (—1)-curves and one should
exclude that they are contracted by .
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We are now ready to state and prove the following, which provides the proof of
points (1) and (2) of Theorem [[.O

Theorem 4.11. The list L cq; contains 5836 lattices and for all A € L, cq; the exists
a 20 — rank(A) dimensional family of K3 surfaces whose generic element contains
an ADE-configuration B of smooth rational curves associated A.

The list Lgym contains 10 lattices. For each A € Liyum, the contraction Xp
of a configuration B associated to A is a primitive symplectic surface which is not
irreducible symplectic.

The list L;r contains 5826 lattices. For each A € L;., the contraction Xg of a
configuration B associated to A is an irreducible symplectic surface.

Proof. The number of lattices contained in each list is the output of the algorithm
implemented on SAGE and described in details in the next Section. By Theorem
EH if A € Lyeq and A’ is constructed as in point (1) of the previous algorithm,
the family of the K3 surfaces such that A’ is primitively embedded in their Néron—
Severi group generically contains K3 surfaces which admits the ADE configuration
described by A as set of rational curves. Since A’ is an overlattice of finite index of
A, rank(A) = rank(A’) and the family of the K3 surfaces such that A’ is primitively
embedded in their Néron—Severi group has dimension 20 — rank(A’). The results
on the sublist Lxym and L;.. are a consequence of Theorem 3.7 [l

The algorithm described above can be refined in order to obtain the ADE config-
urations whose contraction produce a simple symplectic surface, and hence proving
point (3) of Theorem [0

Definition 4.12. We consider the following two sets of lattices:

T= (Di@ AP R AP DA, Ds @ AV @ AY* ® AP, D; @ Ay @ AD® @ AT,
Ec@ AP ® A, @ AP, Es ® Ay @ AD* @ AP}
§= {Bi’lszlevBLz(ﬂv BMQO}'

Theorem 4.13. There are 4697 ADE configurations which correspond to simple
symplectic surfaces. They are the ADE configuration whose lattice A is primitively
embedded in A3 (without adding further divisible classes) with the exception of the
lattices contained in S U T.

Proof. By Corollary 3.20] we have to consider the ADE lattices A € £;;, such that
A admits a primitive embedding in A3, and in particular it is not necessary to add
a divisible class (since each divisible class gives rise to a cyclic cover). Moreover,
the lattices in S correspond to Galois covers even if they do not contain divisible
classes, by [46, Table 2].

The lattices Bag, Br,(7); Bay, € S have rank 19, so there are no higher rank
lattices containing one of them and which is contained in L;..

The lattice By, = AD? ® AP® ® AP* has rank 18. If a rank 19 lattice A contains
primitively By, then there exists a Galois 2s-cover of the K3 surfaces containing
the ADE configuration corresponding to A, because these K3 surfaces are at the
boundary of the family of K3 surfaces whose Néron—Severi group is By, and the
K3 surfaces in this family admit the required cover by [46]. So we look for the
rank 19 lattices containing Bg,. These may be obtained in four ways: by adding
to Bai, a copy of A;; by adding a root to one of the A; lattices appearing as direct
summands of By ; by connecting two direct summands A; and A; of By, with an
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extra root; by connecting three direct summands A4;, A; and Ay of By, with an
extra root. The lattices one obtains in this way are:
AP @ AP @ AP,
A2 @ AP @ 4D,
AP @ Az @ AF* @ AP,
A5 @ A @ AP @ AD",
Ds @ Ay @ AF° @ AP,
AP @ A3 @ AP’ ® AP?,
AP @ AP @ AP,
A ® A1 @ AP @ AP,
Es® Ay @ AF® @ AP,
A D AP @ Ay @ AP,
A7 @ Ay @ AP @ AY",
Er ® Ay ® AP @ AP,
Ao ® AP @ AP,
Dy @ AP ® AP @ A,
Ds @ AD? @ AF” @ AP?,
D7 @ Ay @ AF® @ AP?,
Es® A" @ Ay @ AP,
Es® Ay ® AF* @ AP,
A direct inspection on the output of the program described in Section [l shows
that exactly the last five lattices are primitively embedded in Agxs. These are the
lattices contained in the set T defined above.
By [46, Table 2] and the discussion above, the lattices in & U T correspond to
the branch locus of a cover of a K3 surface by a surface birational to a K3, hence
they do not correspond to simple symplectic surfaces. O

For each A € L,.q we now consider again point (1) of the previous algorithm:
the lattice A’ is the finite index overlattice of A (constructed as in Proposition [1.3))
with maximal index r. If r = 1, A = A’ and A is necessarily primitively embedded
in Ags: this determines at least one family of K3 surfaces whose Néron—Severi
group contains primitively A. We don’t known a priori if the primitive embedding
of A in A3 is unique up to isometries, so we don’t know if this determines just one
family or more than one.

If r > 1, A’ is primitively embedded in A3 and this determines at least one fam-
ily of K3 surfaces whose generic member admits an ADE configuration associated
to A. But it is possible that there exists another lattice A” such that A — A” — A/,
where all the inclusions are of finite non trivial index, and A” admits a primitive
embedding in Ags. In this case there is also a family of K3 surfaces associated to
the primitive embedding A” in Ags, and the generic member of this family admits
as well the ADE configuration associated to A. As A’ # A”, we conclude that there
are at least two different families of K3 surfaces whose generic member admits the
same ADE configuration of curves, described by the lattice A. This is exactly the
phenomenon described in Example 31T with A = A” = AP® and A’ = N; see also
Theorem .14 below for the the cases A = A(Iak, k=1,...,15.

In conclusion, the same ADE configuration of rational curves may correspond to
more than one family essentially for two different reasons: either there are several
different finite index overlattices of A which can be primitively embedded in Ags;
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or there is an overlattice of finite index (possibly 1) of A having more than one
primitive embedding in Ag3. This second phenomenon appears for example for the
lattices Ba, and By, (7, see [44, Discussion below Question 3.1] and the proof of
Proposition

As a matter of example we focus our attention on irreducible symplectic surfaces
with the simplest possible singularities, i.e., A; singularities. In this case the same
configuration of curves may corresponds to more than one family, and the first
phenomenon described above appear. As above we denote A’ the overlattice of
maximal finite index of an ADE configuration A obtained as in Proposition 4.3

Theorem 4.14. Let X be a symplectic surface with k singular points, all of type A; .
Then k <16 and X is obtained by contracting an ADE configuration associated to
the lattice A ~ Al®]C on a K3 surface S. Let moreover X be an irreducible symplectic
surface, then k < 15 and:

(1) if 1<k <7, then A=A and X is simple;

(2) if k =8,9,10,11 then A'/A = Z/2Z and there are two possibilities: either
A is primitively embedded in Axs and X is simple or A is primitively
embedded in Axs and X is not simple;

(3) if k =12, then X is not simple and the following possibilities appears:

o if k =12 then AN'/A = (Z/27)* and either A’ is primitively embedded
in NS(S) or A" is primitively embedded in NS(S), where A" is an
overlattice of index 2 of A;

o if k = 13,14,15 then A'/A = (Z/2Z)*'* and the minimal primitive
overlattice of A primitively embedded in NS(S) is necessarily A’.

(4) there are 21 drreducible families of symplectic surfaces with singularities
of type A1, among them 20 correspond to irreducible symplectic surfaces
and among them 11 correspond to simple surfaces. The general member is
non-projective.

Proof. The Theorem follows directly by checking the overlattices of A(Iak con-
structed in Proposition which admit a primitive embedding in Ags (applying
the algorithm described above). See also [36] and [16, Theorem 8.6, Corollary 8.9,
Remark 8.10] for more detailed computations in case k = 16 and k < 15 respec-
tively. 0

By the previous theorem (as by Example [3.11]) we see that the same ADE con-
figuration could correspond to different families of irreducible symplectic surfaces,
and it could happen that one of them is a family of simple symplectic surfaces, the
others are not.

5. ABOUT THE GAP4 AND SAGE SCRIPTS FOR SINGULAR K3 SURFACES

In this section we explain the GAP4 program ADE_K3_Vectors_for_SAGE.gap
and the SAGE program ADE_X_SAGE_v2.sage we used to determine the singular
symplectic surfaces whose quasi-étale covers are birational only to K3 surfaces, and
therefore yielding irreducible symplectic surfaces.

As explained in section Ml the first step is to present the list L, of all possible
ADE configurations according to the Picard rank rk of their associated lattices for
a potential primitive symplectic surfaces.

By Lemma [4.J] we have that 1 < rk < 19. Recall that, geometrically, lattices
of ADE type occur as configurations of exceptional divisors of minimal resolutions
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of rational double points. Therefore they come with a natural intersection matrix
(see e.g. [24] Chapter 14]).

The list A11_Possible_ADE_List presents the list Ly of all of ADE type lat-
tices, and it is provided by the function CompileADEList, which takes as input a
positive integer rk (the rank of the lattice) and returns the list of all possible ADE
configurations whose associated lattice has rank rk.

This function is purely combinatoric: it takes the rank of ADE singularities and
adds them up until it reaches the rank. As a matter of example, the rank of the
configuration As @ Dy @ Eg is 14. These data are then stored into a record dato of
the form:

dato:=rec(SingTypeA=[0,1], SingTypeD=[1], SingTypeE=[0,0,1]).

Of course this does not mean that there exists a K3 surface that is the resolution
of this configuration of singularities: as explained in section M only few of these
lattices are really attached to a K3 surface, and one needs a more delicate analysis
of each lattice.

The second step is to attach to each ADE configuration its intersection ma-
trix. This is done by the functions BM_ADE, that take as input the record dato
and presents as output the enriched record dato (with the same name) with the
intersection matrix of the configuration.

We are now in the position to check if the configuration yields a primitive sym-
plectic surface.

To do so we first make use of the following algorithm applying Lemma (.3}

Require: List L :=A11_Possible_ADE_List of data, where each dato is a record

containing the singularities and the intersection matrix
for dato e L do

if We can add a two divisible class to dato then

Add a two divisible class to dato updating with it the record;

end if
end for
return (All_Possible_ADE_List)

After running the previous algorithm, the list A11_Possible_ADE_List contains
the data that are updated, i.e if one can add a 2—divisible class it has been added
to the record. Then we perform the very same algorithm in the search of a second
2—divisible class, and we do this four times adding up to four 2-divisible indepen-
dent vectors.

Afterwards, instead of considering 2—divisible classes we look at 3—divisible
classes and add all of them. We perform this new algorithm two times.

Finally we look for 4—divisible classes and we perform the algorithm only once.

The function Compile_ADE_List_with_vectors of the program, which has as
input the list A11_Possible_ADE_List, outputs a printed list of lattices providing
their intersection matrices, and with the list of divisible classes that we have been
added.

This last list deserves now a more careful analysis since we have to check the
conditions ¢ < 22 — rk, and if we have equality we have to check the conditions
given in Theorem [35, Theorem 1.12.2].
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To do so we transfer the list to SAGE, where associated_dynkin_lattice re-
turns the intersection matrix of the overlattice of each given lattice adding the
divisible classes, whenever there are divisible classes that can be added.

Now we calculate the length ¢ of the discriminant group of all these overlattices
and check if £ < 22 — rk. If this is the case then the lattice is added to the list
GoodList of lattices that correspond to a K3 surface and also to an irreducible
symplectic surface (see the Remark [5.2)).

If £ > 22 — rk, the data is added to the list DistList of discarded cases. Finally,
if £ = 22 — rk the lattice is added to the list NikList of the cases that deserve the
study of the genus of their bilinear intersection form.

At this point SAGE’s implemented routines calculate the genus of each lattice (or
intersection matrix) and we can read from it the conditions of Theorem .6 in a
case by case analysis: this is done by the function Nikulin_Test_Final.

The final product of this program is the required list of configurations that
correspond to irreducible symplectic surfaces.

All the scripts of the programs and the lists (SAGE input and output) can e
found at the following web site.

https://github.com/TeoGini/Singular-K3-Surfaces

Remark 5.1. We have checked the consistency of our algorithm with the results
provided by Shimada in [42]. Initially, we found some discrepancies, which we
determined were due to the following reasons: our algorithm does not account for
8-divisible classes for example, and when searching for divisible classes to add, it
does not ensure they are sufficient to achieve the optimal overlattice as explained
in Remark L8 Through a meticulous, case-by-case examination, our list is now
consistent with Shimada’s. All the initially different cases are pointed out in the
github files Input_ADE_SAGE.zip.

Remark 5.2. Warnings: the algorithm we described discharges the configurations
listed in Theorem [B.6] for example A(Iaw that corresponds to the Kummer K3
surface. This is because we perform the algorithm adding 2—divisible classes only
four times, and in order to get the configuration Al®16 we would have needed to run
the algorithm a fifth time to find the missing fifth 2—divisible class one needs to add.
As we are not interested in this case, since we already know that its contraction
gives a primitive symplectic surface which is not irreducible symplectic, we decided
to remove it from the analysis. The same happens to all the configurations which
contains 16 disjoint lines. In the very same way all the configurations given in
Theorem [3.6] are not included in our good lists. This means that the list we provide
is not the list of all possible ADE configurations of rational curves on K3 surfaces,
but the list of all possibile ADE configurations of rational curves on K3 surfaces
whose contraction is an irreducible symplectic surface. By Proposition [£9, the
complete list of the ADE configurations is the output of the program plus the ten
ADE configurations in the list of Theorem

6. FURTHER REMARKS ON SINGULAR IRREDUCIBLE SURFACES

Before moving to the study of Hilbert schemes of points on singular irreducible
symplectic surfaces, we wish to add some further observations about irreducible
symplectic surfaces.
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We first notice that if B is an ADE configuration of smooth rational curves that
may be realized on a K3 surface, the general member of the family of K3 surfaces
admitting B as an ADE configuration of rational curves is non-projective, but there
is at least one projective K3 surface in this family. This is made precised by the
following, that was already used by Shimada in [42].

Lemma 6.1. Let B be an ADE configuration appearing on a K3 surface, and let
F be the family of K3 surfaces admitting B as an ADE configuration of rational
curves.

(1) The general member of the family F is non-projective.
(2) There are K3 surfaces in the family F that is projective.

Proof. The ADE configuration B corresponds to a negative definite lattice A. Since
B appears as an ADE configuration of rational curves on a K3 surface, we see that
A is embedded in the Néron-Severi group of some K3 surface. It follows that A is
embedded in Agg: its saturation A® in Ag3 is then a lattice which is primitively
embedded in A3 and which has A as a finite index sublattice. Notice that a priori
A® is not uniquely determined by A, since it depends on the embedding of A in
Aks.

By the surjectivity of the period map, there is a K3 surface S such that NS(S) =
A?® and the transcendental lattice I' is the lattice orthogonal to A® in Ags. The
existence of S is due to the surjectivity of the period map. Since NS(S) ~ A® is
negative definite, we see that S is non-projective. Moreover, since A € N.S(S), the
surface S contains an ADE configuration B of rational curves.

Now, the transcendental lattice ' of S has signature (3,19 —rank(A)). Let Ae T
be a class with positive self-intersection, and let A be the lattice that is orthogonal
to AinT'. Then A is primitively embedded in I'; and hence in A3, and its signature
is (2,19 — rank(A)).

By the surjectivity of the period map there is a K3 surface S’ whose transcen-
dental lattice is A. By construction, the Néron—Severi of S’ contains the positive
class A and the lattice A. It follows that S’ is a projective K3 surface admitting B
as an ADE configuration of rational curves. O

Remark 6.2. The self-intersection of the class A in the proof of the previous
Lemma may verify some further conditions. This means that each ADE configu-
ration which is admissible for a non-projective K3 surface is admissible also for a
projective one, but a priori the degree of the polarizations of the projective model
may assume only particular values. For example, it is known that there exist pro-
jective K3 surfaces admitting sixteen disjoint rational curves and an orthogonal
polarization of degree d if and only if d is a multiple of 4 (see [36])

As a consequence of the previous Lemma we get the following result, showing
that all examples of singular irreducible symplectic surface may be realized by
projective surfaces. More precisely, we have the following:

Theorem 6.3. For every ADE configuration B in the list L. there is a projective
irreducible symplectic surface whose singularities are the contraction of B.

Proof. By Lemma there is a projective K3 surface S which admits the ADE
configuration B of rational curves. Since B € L;,, by Theorem [3.7] the contraction
of the curves in B produces a singular irreducible symplectic surface, which is
projective since S is. O
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Another interesting property is that the transcendental lattice of every singular
irreducible symplectic surface may be realized as the transcendental lattice of a K3
surface, as the following proves:

Proposition 6.4. Let X be an irreducible symplectic surface. The transcedental
lattice T(X) of X and its Néron—Severi group NS(X) are primitively embedded in
Aks, and there is a K3 surface S such that T(X) ~ T(S). Moreover, if X is non
simple we have that rank(T'(X)) < 14.

Proof. By Corollary 23] the surface X is the contraction of an ADE configuration
B of rational curves on a K3 surface S. Let f : S — X be the contraction map and
let A be the lattice corresponding to the ADE configuration B. Then H?(S,Z) ~
H2(X,Z)® A and A = NS(S). It follows that T(X) ~ T(S) and that NS(X) is
isometric to the orthogonal lattice of A in N.S(S). Since T'(S) and NS(S) admit
primitive embeddings in A3, the same holds for T'(X) and NS(X).

Finally, notice that if X is non-simple, by Proposition 2.6l there is a Galois cover
of S: by [46, Table 2], the rank of N.S(S) is at least 8, concluding the proof. [

We now look at the automorphism group of a singular irreducible symplectic
surface:

Proposition 6.5. Let X be a primitive symplectic surface obtained as a contraction
of a K3 surface S. Then Aut(X) < Aut(S).

Proof. Let B be the ADE configuration of rational curves on S whose contraction
gives X, and let f: S — X be the contraction morphism. Let o € Aut(X): then
« restricts to an automorphism of the smooth locus X*® of X. As X*® ~ S\B, it
follows that « induces an automorphism o’ of S\B.

As a(Sing(X)) = Sing(X), we may define an automorphism & € Aut(S) such
that a‘s\B =a.

To do so, notice that if z € Sing(X) and a(x) = z, then « is defined in a
neighbourhood of z (in particular on the tangent space of such a neighbourhood)
and hence it extends to the blow-up which resolves the singularity in x, and this
action glues with the one defined on the smooth locus.

If z € Sing(X) and a(z) = y # x, then x and y are singularities of the same
type, hence in particular resolved by the same configuration of curves. Then «
maps a neighbourhood of x to one of y, and as before this allows to extend « to
the blow-up in = and y which resolves the two singularities. Gluing this with the
action of the smooth locus we define &. O

Remark 6.6. Let X be a primitive symplectic surface and a € Aut(X) a finite
order automorphism. The quotient X /« is a primitive symplectic surface if and only
if a is symplectic, i.e., it preserves the symplectic form defined on the smooth locus
of X. Moreover, X/« is obtained by contracting an ADE configuration of rational
curves on S/& (see the proof of Proposition [6.5 for the definition of &). If W is the
minimal model of S/@&, since S/& is obtained contracting an ADE configuration on
W we obtain that X /a is obtained contracting an ADE configuration on the K3
surface W.

It is interesting to remark how the fundamental group of the smooth part of
an irreducible symplectic surface is related with the lattice properties of the ADE
configuration considered. So we recall the following result, due to Xiao |46, Lemma
2] but re-written in our context
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Proposition 6.7. Let S be a K3 surface which contains and ADE configuration
B. Let A be the lattice spanned by the curve of B and A’ the minimal primitive
overlattice of A contained in NS(S). Let S — Xp the contraction of B, X3 the
smooth locus of Xp and G := m(X§) ~ m1(S — B). Then

G \" N
(@a) ~%
where (G/[G, G])* is the dual of G/[G,G].

We observe that G is necessarily one of the group acting symplectically on a
K3 surface and that [G—GG] is an Abelian group acting on a K3 surface. So the
Abelianization of the fundamental group of the smooth part of an irreducible sym-
plectic surface is trivial or contained in {Z/nZ, (Z/aZ)?,Z/2Z}, 7./ j7 x 7./]2Z} where
n=2...,8a=234,1=3,4,j=4,6. For each group G, the datum A’/A is
given in [46, Table 2].

7. HILBERT SCHEMES OF POINTS ON SINGULAR IRREDUCIBLE SYMPLECTIC
SURFACES

Let X be a primitive symplectic surface, and let S be the K3 surface which is
the smooth minimal model of X. The aim of this section is to discuss the following
questions:

(1) Is Hilb™(X) an irreducible (or primitive) symplectic variety?
(2) Does Hilb™(X) admit a symplectic resolution Hilb™(X)? In this case, is
Hilb™(X) an irreducible symplectic manifold?

(3) If yes, is HWX) deformation equivalent to Hilb"(S)?

Many contributions to answer these questions exist in the literature and we firstly
summarize here the state of art. Then, we state our main result: the Hilbert scheme
of two points of a simple singular irreducible symplectic surface, is an irreducible
symplectic variety, see Corollary [[’7l This allows us to prove that there exists

irreducible symplectic orbifolds of dimension 4 with by = b for every values of
be{3,...,22} (see Corollary [[10).

Lemma 7.1. Let X be a primitive symplectic surface and S its smooth mini-
mal model. Then any resolution of the singularities of Hilb™(X) is birational to
Hilb™(S).

Proof. The surfaces S and X are birational by definition. Hence S™ and X™ are
birational. The symmetric product Sym™(S) is the quotient of S™ by the natural
action of the group &, and the action of &,, on S™ induces an action of &,, on
X™, whose quotient is Sym™(X).

Let B be the ADE configuration of rational curves on S whose contraction is
X, and X*® be the smooth locus of X. Then X* and S\B are isomorphic, and the
action of &,, on the open subset (S\B)™ of S™ and on the open subset (X*)" of
X™ coincide.

It follows that Sym™(S) and Sym™(X) are birational. Since Hilb™(Y") is bira-
tional to Sym™(Y) for any variety Y, we obtain the statement. O

An immediate consequence of the previous Proposition is the following, which
answers question 3.
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Corollary 7.2. Let X be a primitive symplectic surface and S its smooth minimal
model. If Hilb"(X) admits a symplectic resolution Hilb™(X) which is an irreducible
symplectic manifold, then Hilb™(X) is deformation equivalent to Hilb™(S).

—_—

Proof. The two manifolds Hilb™(X) and H4ilb"(S) are two irreducible symplectic
manifolds which are birational by Lemmal[7.I] hence they are deformation equivalent
by [23, Theorem 4.6]. O

The problem of the existence of a symplectic resolution for Hilb"(X) where X
is a primitive symplectic surface is still open to our knowledge. A partial result is
the following:

Proposition 7.3. Let X be an irreducible sympectic surface surface with a unique
singular point. Then Hilb™(X) admits a symplectic resolution.

Proof. The existence of such a resolution is a local problem. In [I1, Theorem 5.5]
is proved that Hilb"(A2?/T") admits a unique symplectic resolution if I' = SL(2,7Z),
i.e., if A2/T has an ADE singularity. The proposition follows. (|

We observe that if X has more than one singular point, one cannot simply
interate the previous result since one has to consider also the point (p1,...,p,) € X"
where the points p; are different singular points of X.

Other results in this direction are obtained when Hilb*(X) is birational equiva-
lent to the variety of lines on a certain singular cubic fourfold see [7, 27, [45].

Even if X and S (resp. Hilb"(X) and Hilb"(S)) are deformation equivalent,
the deformation is not locally trivial, and hence Hilb"™(X) and Hilb™(S) belong to
different locally trivial deformation classes.

Our aim is to answer to the first question we asked, i.e., if Hildb"(X) is an
irreducible (resp. primitive) symplectic variety as soon as X is a singular irreducible
(resp. primitive) symplectic surface, at least in the case n = 2.

To do so, we first need a result about the fundamental group of a Hilbert scheme
of points on a smooth surface, not necessarily compact. The following is a classical
result for compact complex surfaces (see for example [26]), and the proof for the
non-compact case is identical: we write a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 7.4. Let S be a (non necessarily compact) smooth complex surface. Then
there is an isomorphism

m1(5)
[71(S), m1(S)]°
Proof. Consider a path « : [0,1] — S and let pg := a(0) and p; := a(1). We
suppose that p1 # pg, and consider the two continuous paths
a1:[0,1] — S xS,  ai(t) := (po, a(t)),
az: [0,1] — S xS, as(t) := (a(t),po).

Clearly we have a1 (0) = (po,po), a1(1) = (po,p1), @2(0) = (po,po) and az(1) =
(p1,p0)-

It then follows that the path 5 := afl * g 18 a path in S x S starting at (po, p1)
and ending at (p1,po)-

Let now

Wl(HZle(S)) >~

c:8x8—8x%x8, opq) :=(qgp),
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and notice that 3 = o o f7!: indeed, for every t € [0,1/2] we have
B(t) = a7 (2t) = ar (1= 2t) = (po, (1 — 21))

and
oo f7Ht) = a(B(1 —1)) = o(ax(2(1 — 1) — 1)) =
= (o(a(l = 2t),po)) = (po, (1 — 2t)),
] we have
(¢

) = 22t = 1) = (a(2t = 1), po),

while for every ¢t € [1/2,1
B

and
go T t)=o(B(l —1) =o(a(l —2(1—1)) =
= o(po, a(2t — 1)) = (a(2t — 1), po).
Let now Ag be the diagonal of S x S, and notice that Ag has real codimension
4in S x S: it follows that there is a path v in S x S which is path-homotopic to 8

and such that for every ¢ € [0,1] we have v(t) ¢ Ag.

Notice that since v and 8 are path-homotopic, we have that

goy tx(00f ) =By,

where ~ denotes the path-homotopy equivalence. Notice that both v and o oy~
do not intersect Ag, and as Ag has codimension 4 in S x S, the path-homotopy
equivalence between v and o o y~! may be realized in S x S\Ag. It follows that
v o~ oo’y_l inS x S\As.

Let now Z be the blow-up of S x S along Ag with reduced structure and let p’ :
7 —> S x S be the blow-up morphism. If we let E’ be the exceptional divisor of p/,
we have that p’ gives an isomorphism between Z\E’ and S x S\Ag: as consequence,
the path 7 defines a path 4/ in Z\E’ whose starting point is 2 := (p') " (po, p1) and
whose ending point is z1 := (p')~(p1,po). Moreover, if we let 0/ : Z — Z be the
lifting of o, then the path-homotopy between 7 and o oy~! gives a path-homotopy
between 4/ and o’ o (')t in Z\E'.

We now let 7’ : Z — Hilb*(S) be the morphism such that the following diagram

1

/

Z L S xS

Hilb®(S) —2— Sym?(S)
is commutative, where m : S x S —> Sym?(S) is the quotient morphism for the
action of &g, and p : Hilb*(S) —> Sym?(S) is the Hilbert-Chow morphism.

Let E be the exceptional divisor of p, and 7 := 7’ o 4/: then 7 is a loop in
Hilb*(S)\E whose base point is yo := 7'(20) (i.e., the subscheme of S given by the
two distinc points pg and p;), and we have

T = w0 () = oo o () a0 =7,
and hence 7 := [§] € w1 (Hilb*(S)\E, o) is an element of order 2.

Now, notice that since Ag has real codimension 4 in .S x S, we have the following

chain of group isomorphisms

T (Z\E', z0) ~ 71 (S x S\Ag, (po,p1)) =~ m(S x S, (po,p1)) ~
=~ (S xS, (po,po)) =~ m1(S,po) x 71(S, po)-
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But now notice moreover that 7’ : Z\E' — Hilb?(S)\E is a topological covering
of degree 2, so there is an exact sequence

1 — 1 (2\F', z0) —> 71 (Hilb*(S)\E, yo) —> Z/27 — 1.

Since tha class T € m (Hilb?(S)\E, yo) is the class of the path 7 whose lift to Z\E’
is the path +/, which is not a loop, we see that 7 maps to the generator of Z/2Z.

Moreover, since 7 has order 2, we see that the previous exact sequence splits,
and hence we get an isomorphism

T (Hilb*(S)\E, yo) ~ m1(Z\E', z9) »x Z/2Z,
and 7 acts on the normal subgroup as
T-[6]:= [y (0" 0 8) * (v)7'].
Under the isomorphism 71 (Z\E’, z9) ~ m1(S,po) x m1(S,po), this action becomes
the action tha flips the two factors, i.e., we have an isomorphism
71 (Hilb*(S)\E, yo) ~ 71(S, po) x 71(S,po) x Z/27

where the action of 7 on the normal subgroup is

7 - ([a], [0]) == ([0]; [a])-

Now, consider a tubular neighborhood U of E in Hilb?*(S), and let r : U — E be
the retraction. Then r is a homotopy equivalence, and its restriction rg : U\E —
E is a topological fibration whose fibers are homotopicaly equivalent to S'. We
now may choose yo € U\E and 7 to be a generator of the fundamental group of

F =15 (r(y0))-
Using the Seifert-van Kampen Theorem we see that 7y (Hilb?(S), yo) is the push-
out of the commutative diagram

7T1(U\E, yo) —> M1 (H’le2(S)\E, yo)

l l

m(U,y0) ——  mi(Hilb*(S),yo)

and notice that w1 (U, yo) ~ m1(E,r(v0)).
Now, the topological fibration ry gives an exact sequence

1 (F,y0) — m(U\E,y0) — m1(E,7(y0)) — 1,

and 1 (F,yo) = Z7. The image of 7 under the morphism 7 (F, yo) — m (U\E, yo)
is simply 7 itself: we then conclude that

w1 (Hilb*(S), yo) =~ m1 (Hilb*(S)\E, yo)/{(T)) =~ m1(S,po) x m1(S, po) x {1)/{(T)).

Finally, consider two elements a,b € 71(S,pg). The action of 7 gives 7(a,1)T =
(1,a), and (a,1) and (1,b) commute. It follows that when one takes the quotient
under the relation 7 = 1, we get an identification of (a,1) and (1,a), and the
resulting class commutes with the class of (b,1). As a consequence, the morphism

m1(S,p0) % m1(S,po) x {1)/{T)) —> 71(S, po)/[m1(S; po), m1 (S, po)]

mapping (a, b, 7) to ab is an isomorphism. O
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We now recall that if Y is a normal compact Kihler space, we let hlP}:0(Y) be
the dimension of the space of reflexive p—forms on Y, i.e.,

hPLO(v) = dim HO(Y, QW)
These numbers are birational invariants, as the following shows:

Lemma 7.5. Let X and Y be two normal compact Kdahler spaces with canonical
singularities. If X and Y are birational, then hP10(X) = hlPLO(Y) for every p > 0.

Proof. Let X (resp. Y) be a resolution of the singularities of X (resp. of Y). Then
by [20] we have that

plPO(X) = pp0(X),  AlPRO(y) = pPO(Y).

Since X and Y are birational, it follows that 5( and Y are birational, and since they
are compact Kéhler manifolds we have h??(X) = h?°(Y), so the result follows. [

The two previous lemmas allow us to prove the following, which describes the
fundamental group of the smooth locus of Hilb?(X) for a singular irreducible sym-
plectic surface, and calculates the numbers hP10.

Proposition 7.6. Let X be primitive symplectic surface and U its smooth locus.
Let Hilb*(X)* be the smooth locus of Hilb*(X).
(1) We have a group isomorphism 71 (U)/[71(U), 71 (U)] — m1 (Hilb*(X)*).
(2) For every p = 0 we have that

1, p=0,2,4
0, otherwise

RIPLO(HIb? (X)) = {

Proof. Let Z := {p1,...,pn} be the singular locus of X, i.e., Z = X\U. Moreover
let 7: X x X — Sym?(X) be the quotient under the action of &5 interchanging
the two factors and p : Hilb?*(X) —> Sym?(X) be the Hilbert-Chow morphism. Let
Ax be the diagonal of X x X and Dy := 7(Ax). So p: Hilb*(X) — Sym?(X)
is the blow-up of Sym?(X) along Dx.

Notice that U x U € X x X is the smooth locus of X x X, and the image of
U x U in Sym?(X) under 7 is Sym?(U). Let Z; := w({p;} x X) = 7(X x {p;}), and
notice that Sym?(X) is singular along Dx U Z; U ... U Z,. Notice that Dx and
Z; are isomorphic to X for every i = 1,...,n, hence the singular locus of Sym?(X)
has codimension 2 in Sym?(X).

Moreover, Sym?(U) = Sym?*(X)\(Z1 U ... U Z,). We let Ay be the diagonal
of U and Dy := myxy(Ay), then Dy = Dx n Sym?(U) < Sym?(X), therefore
Sym?2(U) is singular along Dy = Sym?(U) n Dx.

It follows that p~!(Sym?(U)) is the blow of Sym?(U) along Dy: we then have
that p~1(Sym?(U)) = Hilb*(U), and since Sym?(U) is open in Sym?(X) it follows
that Hilb*>(U) < Hilb*(X) is an open subset.

Moreover, notice that Hilb*(U) is smooth, since U is a smooth surface, and
hence Hilb?*(U) is contained in the smooth locus Hilb?(X)® of Hilb*(X). Notice
that 2p; := 7({pi} x {pi}) € Z; for every i = 1,...,n, and let W, := p~1(Z;\{2ps}).
We see that the singular locus of Hilb*(X)is Wi u...u W,.

Notice that p~1(2p;) is isomorphic to the projectivization of the Zariski tangent
space T, X of X at p; (see for example [28], Prop. 2.19). As p; is an ADE
singularity, and as ADE singularities on surfaces are hypersurface singularities, the
dimension of the Zariski tangent space of X at p; is 3, so that p~1(2p;) ~ P2.
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Then W; n p~!(2p;) is isomorphic to a closed subset of P2, and hence V :=
Hilb*(X)*\Hilb*(U) is given by a finite number of dense open subsets of P2: it
follows that V has real codimension 4 in Hilb*(X)*, and hence there is a group
isomorphism 71 (Hilb?(U)) — 71 (Hilb*(X)*®). ([I7, Theorem 2.3, Chapter X]).

As U is a smooth surface, by Lemma [T4] we get the first item of the statement.

To conclude the proof we only have to calculate the numbers hlPLO(Hilb?(X)).
To do so, recall that from Theorem [[.§ there is a K3 surface S such that X is a
contraction of an ADE configuration of smooth rational curves on S. By Lemma
[TIwe then have that Hilb?(X) and Hilb?(S) are two compact Kihler spaces with
canonical singularities which are birational: by Lemma we then have

hPLO(Hip? (X)) = hPO(Hilb?(S)),

and the second item of the statement follows since Hilb?(S) is an irreducible sym-
plectic manifold. O

As a corollary we get the following, which proves Theorem [[.10}

Corollary 7.7. Let X be a primitive symplectic surface.
(1) The variety Hilb*(X) is primitive symplectic.
(2) If X is a simple symplectic surfaces, then Hilb*(X) is an irreducible sym-
plectic orbifold of dimension 4.

Proof. We first remark that since X has quotient singularities, the same holds
for Hilb?*(X), which is then an orbifold. It then follows that the singularities of
Hilb*(S) are rational Gorenstein. Moreover we know by [I1] that on the smooth
locus of Hilb?(X) there is a holomorphic symplectic form: by [34] it then follows
that Hilb?(S) is a symplectic variety.

By point (2) of Proposition[Z.6 we know that 2210 Hilb?(X)) = 1, so the space of
holomorphic 2—forms on the smooth locus of Hilb?(S) is spanned by a holomorphic
symplectic form.

Moreover, let W — Hilb?>(X) be a resolution of the singularities. As the
singularities of Hilb?*(X) are rational, the Leray spectral sequence implies that
RY(Hilb*(X), Oz (x)) = b (W, Ow ). As W is smooth, we have that b (W, Ow ) =
hYO(W), and by Lemma [Tl we have that W is birational to Hilb?(S), where S is
the smooth minimal model of X. As S is a K3 surface by Proposition 2.1l we get
that h1O(W) = AMO(Hilb?(S)) = 0, so we conclude that Hilb?(X) is a primitive
symplectic variety.

Let us now suppose that X is simple. Then the smooth locus U of X is simply
connected. It follows that 71 (U) = {1}, and by point (1) of Proposition it
follows that Hilb*(X)* is simply connected as well. It then follows that Hilb?(X)
is an irreducible symplectic orbifold. O

We now conclude with the proof of Theorem [[LT1] for which we still need an
important ingredient about the Hodge numbers and the Betti numbers of quotients
of projective orbifolds by the action of a finite group:

Lemma 7.8. Let Z be a complex projective variety that is an orbifold, G a finite
group action on Z and Y := Z/G. Then for every n,p,q = 0 we have

H™(Y,Q) ~ H"(Z,Q)¢, HPI(Y)~ H"(Z)%,

where if k is a field and V is a k—vector space on which G acts, we let VE be the
G—invariant subspace of V.
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Proof. This result is well-known when Z is smooth. In the singular case notice that
Z is a CW-complex, and as it is an orbifold we have Poincaré duality. It follows
that there is the Cartan-Leray spectral sequence in cohomology

EP? = HP(G, HY(Z,Q)) « EP*Y = HPT1(Y,Q).

As G is finite and HY(Z, Q) is a Q—vector space, we have that H?(G, H4(Z,Q)) =0
for every p = 1, so we get an isomorphism

H™Y,Q) ~ H(G,H"(Z,Q)) ~ H"(Z,Q)°

for every n = 0.

Finally, recall that as Z and Y are both orbifolds, we have a Hodge decomposition
on H™"(Z,Q) and H"(Y,Q) for every n = 0, so for every p,q = 0 such that p+¢ =n
we have

HPA(Y) ~ HWZ(z)G7
concluding the proof. (|

This allows us to prove that the second Betti number of the Hilbert scheme of 2
points on a singular irreducible symplectic surface X is one more than the second
Betti number of X, generalizing a well-known result on K3 surfaces (see for example
[]). More precisely, we have:

Proposition 7.9. Let X be a primitive symplectic surface. Then
H?(Hilb*(X),Q) ~ H*(X,Q) ® Q.

Proof. The proof is exactly as in the smooth case, using the fact that as X is all
the varieties that are involved are orbifolds: more precisely, let Z be the blow-up
of X x X along the diagonal. Then as in the smooth case we have

H?(Z,Q) ~ H*(X,Q) ® H*(X,Q) ® Q.

The action of G2 on X x X extends to an action on Z, whose quotient is Hilb?*(X).
But then by Lemma [.8 the statement follows. O

Now, let X be a primitive symplectic surface obtained by contracting an ADE
configuration B of rational curves on a K3 surface S (the case where X is smooth
is the case where B is empty and X = S). Let A be the lattice associated to B.
Then we have

ba(X) = ba(S) — rank(A) = 22 — rank(A).
Using this, we then get Theorem [[.11t

Corollary 7.10. For every 3 < b < 23 there is a 4—dimensional irreducible sym-
plectic orbifold X such that ba(X) = b.

Proof. The classification of simple symplectic surfaces we provided shows that for
every 0 < r < 19 there is a simple symplectic surface X obtained by contracting
an ADE configuration B of rational curves on a K3 surface such that the rank of
lattice A associated to B is r (the case r = 0 corresponds to the case where B is
empty, i.e., the irreducible symplectic surface is smooth). Moreover, by Theorem
we may suppose that X is projective.

By Corollary [T.7] and Proposition then Hilb*(X) is a 4—dimensional irre-
ducible symplectic variety whose second Betti number is

bo(Hilb*(X)) = ba(X) +1 =23 — -
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Since 0 < r < 19 we see that 4 < by (Hilb?*(X)) < 23, and be(Hilb*(X)) = 23 if and
only if X is smooth.

This provides an example of a 4—dimensional irreducible symplectic orbifold
whose second Betti number is any 4 < b < 23. The case by = 3 may be realized
as in [I2]: by [32] there is an irreducible symplectic manifold X of dimension 4
which carries a symplectic automorphism o of order 11. The quotient X /o is an
irreducible symplectic variety by Proposition 2.15 of [38], and as in [12] we have
that by(X /o) = 3. O
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