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THE FANO VARIETY OF LINES ON SINGULAR CYCLIC CUBIC

FOURFOLDS

SAMUEL BOISSIÈRE, PAOLA COMPARIN, AND LUCAS LI BASSI

Abstract. We study the symplectic resolution of the Fano variety of lines on some
singular cyclic cubic fourfolds, i.e. cubic fourfolds arising as cyclic 3:1 cover of P4 branched
along a cubic threefold. In particular we are interested in the geometry of these varieties
in the case of cyclic cubic fourfolds branched along a cubic threefold having one isolated
singularity of type Ai for i = 2, 3, 4. On these symplectic resolutions we find a non-
symplectic automorphism of order three induced by the covering automorphism.

1. Introduction

In the context of complex projective geometry, cubic hypersurfaces have been deeply
studied by the mathematical community for many reasons, one of them being their rich
geometry. There has been a growing interest over the last fitfty years in one class in par-
ticular: cubic fourfolds. One of the reasons why cubic fourfolds are particularly interesting
resides in their Hodge structure. Indeed, they are the archetypal example of Fano varieties
of K3 type (see [Fat22] for a survey on the subject). Because of this fact they are deeply
related to the world of irreducible holomorphic symplectic (from now on IHS) manifolds.

The first example of this relation is via the construction of the Fano variety of lines
on a cubic fourfold, which is an IHS manifold of K3[2]-type by the well known result of
Beauville–Donagie [BD85]. This construction was crucial in order to establish an isomor-
phism between the moduli space Csm3 of smooth cubic threefolds and the moduli space

N ρ,ξ

〈6〉 of fourfolds deformation equivalent to the Hilbert square of a K3 surface endowed

with a special non-symplectic automorphism of order three as shown by Boissière–Camere–
Sarti [BCS19, Theorem 1.1]. In loc. cit. the authors use the cyclic fourfold, i.e. the 3:1
cyclic cover of P4 branched on a cubic threefold, and the Fano variety of lines on it to show
this isomorphism. This provides an interpretation in the framework of IHS manifolds of
the results of Allcock–Carlson–Toledo [ACT11]. In the latter, the authors consider also the
GIT compactification of Csm3 providing an extension of the period map also for GIT stable
nodal cubic threefolds, i.e. cubic threefolds having only isolated singularities of type Ak
for k = 1, . . . , 4. Also these cases have been given an IHS interpretation in the framework
of the construction of moduli spaces, period maps and period domains of nonsymplectic
automorphisms on IHS manifolds deformation equivalent to the Hilbert square of a K3
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surface, in [BCS19] for i = 1 and [Bas23] for i = 2, 3, 4.

The meaning of the degeneracy of the automorphism is that when the period point goes
to the closure of the period domain, the automorphism of the family jumps to another
family with a bigger invariant lattice. In view of this, in [BHS23] the authors studied in
detail the geometry of the Fano variety of lines of a cuspidal cyclic cubic fourfold, i.e. a
cyclic cubic fourfold having a cubic threefold with one isolated A1 singularity as branch
locus.

The aim of this paper is to supplement their results studying the Fano variety of lines
of a cyclic cubic fourfold having as branch locus a cubic threefold with one isolated Ai
singularity with i = 2, 3, 4. Therefore, the main theorem of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Ci be a complex projective cubic threefold having one isolated singularity
of type Ai for i = 2, 3, 4 and let Yi be its associated cyclic cubic fourfold. Assume that there
exist no plane Π ⊂ Yi such that Π ∩ Sing(Yi) 6= ∅. Then the Fano variety of lines F (Yi)

of Yi admits a unique symplectic resolution by an IHS manifold of K3[2]-type F̃ (Yi).
Moreover, there exist integral lattices Ri and Ti such that:

i) Pic
(
F̃ (Yi)

)
≃ Ri;

ii) there exists a non-symplectic automorphism τ ∈ Aut
(
F̃ (Yi)

)
whose invariant sublat-

tice is H2(F̃ (Yi),Z)
τ∗ ≃ Ti;

with Ti and Ri defined in the following table:

i Ti Ri
2 〈6〉 ⊕A2 〈6〉 ⊕D4

3 〈6〉 ⊕ E6 〈6〉 ⊕ E6

4 〈6〉 ⊕ E8 〈6〉 ⊕ E8
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2. Basic facts about symplectic varieties

In this section we recall some basic facts about symplectic varieties.

Let X be a normal complex projective variety and Xreg its regular part. The sheaf Ω
[p]
X

of reflexive holomorphic p-forms on X is defined as ι∗Ω
p
Xreg , where we denote by ι the
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inclusion of the regular part Xreg ⊂ X. Then a symplectic form on X is a closed reflexive

2-form ω, i.e. a global section of Ω
[2]
X , on X which is non-degenerate at each point of Xreg.

Definition 2.1 ([Bea00, Definition 1.1]). Assume that a normal projective variety X

admits a symplectic form ω. Then X has symplectic singularities if for one (hence for

every) resolution f : X̃ → X of the singularities (i.e. a birational proper map from a
smooth variety) of X, the pullback f∗ωreg of the holomorphic symplectic form ωreg = ω|Xreg

extends to a holomorphic 2-form on X̃. In this case X is called symplectic variety.

From now on we denote by X a symplectic variety, ω a symplectic form on it and

π : X̃ → X a resolution of singularities. Then the regular 2-form π[∗]ω (see the discussion in
[Keb13] for the definition of pullback of reflexive forms), in general, is degenerate. Therefore
we give the following definition.

Definition 2.2. A resolution of singularities π : X̃ → X is said symplectic if π[∗]ω is
non-degenerate.

Recall that a birational map π : Y → X between normal irreducible algebraic varieties
with canonical bundles KX and KY is called crepant if the canonical map

π∗KX → KY

defined over the non-singular locus extends to an isomorphism over the whole manifold Y .

Proposition 2.3. Let π : X̃ → X be a resolution of singularities. The following are
equivalent:

• π is crepant;
• π is symplectic;
• K

X̃
is trivial;

• for every symplectic form ω′ on Xreg, its pull-back π[∗]ω′ extends to a symplectic

form on X̃.

Proof. See [Fu05, Proposition 1.6]. �

Finally, Kaledin showed in [Kal06] that there exists a canonical stratification of a sym-
plectic variety X.

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a symplectic variety. Then there exists a canonical stratification
of closed subvarieties X = X0 ⊃ X1 ⊃ . . . such that:

• Xi+1 is the singular locus of Xi;
• the normalization of every irreducible component of Xi is a symplectic variety.

Proof. See [Kal06, Theorem 2.3] �

We call leaf each stratum of this decomposition. In particular each irreducible compo-
nent of a leaf has even dimension.
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3. Irreducible holomorphic symplectic manifolds

In this section we recall briefly a few facts about irreducible holomorphic symplectic
manifolds. For more details see [Huy03] and [Deb22]. For any integer lattice L we will
denote by LC := L⊗ C its C-linear extension.

Among the symplectic varieties it is surely notable the smooth case. Indeed, a well stud-
ied subject of modern mathematics is the geometry of irreducible holomorphic symplectic
manifolds.

Definition 3.1. An irreducible holomorphic symplectic (from now on IHS) manifold X is
a compact complex Kähler manifold which is simply connected and such that there exists
an everywhere non-degenerate holomorphic 2-form ωX such that H0(X,Ω2

X ) = CωX .

The theory of IHS manifolds is a well studied branch of mathematics. The deformation
types of IHS manifolds known at the state of art are those of the Hilbert scheme over n
points on a K3 surface and of the generalized Kummer manifolds, both due to Beauville
[Bea83b] except for the case of the Hilbert square over a K3 surface which is due to Fujiki
[Fuj83], plus other two examples constructed by O’Grady in dimension 6 [O’G03] and 10
[O’G99].
A very important feature of IHS manifolds is that the second cohomology group H2(X,Z)
of an IHS manifold X is torsion-free and it is equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric
bilinear form (known as Beauville–Bogomolov–Fujiki form), which gives it the structure of
an integral lattice (see [Fuj87]). This lattice is a deformation invariant and in literature
there can be found an explicit description for each example, therefore we will say that
an IHS manifold X is of type L if H2(X,Z) ≃ L implying that the deformation type is
fixed. Denote with ML the space of equivalence classes of pairs (X, η) where X is an IHS
manifold of type L and η : H2(X,Z) → L an isometry of lattices, called marking. The
equivalence relation is given by: (X, η) ∼ (X ′, η′) if and only if there exists a biregular
morphism ψ : X → X ′ such that η = η′ ◦ ψ∗. This is a coarse moduli space as proven in
[Huy03, Section 4]. On this space one can define a period map

ML → ΩL

(X, η) 7→ η(H2,0(X))

where ΩL := {ω ∈ P(LC) | (ω, ω) = 0, (ω, ω̄) > 0} is called period domain. This map is a
local homeomorphism [Bea83b, Theorem 5] and surjective when restricted to any connected
component M◦

L ⊂ ML [Huy03, Theorem 8.1].
We define the positive cone of an IHS manifold X to be the connected component CX
of the set

{
x ∈ H1,1(X,R) | x2 > 0

}
containing a Kähler class and its Kähler cone KX ⊂

H1,1(X,R) as the cone consisting of Kähler classes.
Now we continue our review talking about automorphisms on an IHS manifoldX. A natural
way to characterize them is to look at their action on the symplectic form ωX , in fact an
automorphism σ is said symplectic if its action is trivial on ωX , i.e. σ

∗(ωX) = ωX , and non-
symplectic otherwise. In this last case one can check with a simple computation that if an
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element is in the invariant lattice H2(X,Z)σ
∗

then it is orthogonal to the symplectic form
ωX . Therefore, H2(X,Z)σ

∗

is contained in the Néron–Severi lattice NS(X). Moreover,
by [Bea83a, Proposition 6], an IHS manifold admitting a non-symplectic automorphism is
always projective.

4. Cyclic cubic fourfolds and IHS manifolds

In this section we introduce the main object of our study, i.e. cyclic cubic fourfolds, and
we explain their relation with IHS manifolds.

A cubic fourfold is said cyclic if it can be obtained as a 3:1 cyclic cover of P4 branched along
a cubic threefold. We are interested in cyclic cubic fourfolds whose branch loci are cubic
threefolds that have one isolated ADE singularity. So, with a linear change of coordinates,
we can assume that the singularity is (1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0). An equation for the fourfold Y is
thus given by the vanishing of the following polynomial

(1) F (x0 : x1 : x2 : x3 : x4 : x5) = x0f2(x1, x2, x3, x4) + f3(x1, x2, x3, x4) + x35,

where fi are sufficiently generic homogeneous polynomials of degree i in C[x1, x2, x3, x4]
such that p is the only singularity of Y .

Consider now the hyperplane H ⊂ P5 defined by {x0 = 0}. In this hyperplane, which
we identify with P4 of coordinates (x1 : x2 : x3 : x4 : x5), we consider the surface Σ given
as the complete intersection of the quadric Q defined by f2 = 0 and the cubic K defined
by f3 + x35 = 0. This surface is deeply linked to the fourfold Y . The varieties Q and K
might a priori be singular, but as we want p to be the only singular point of Y , we check
that K is smooth and all singular points of Σ are given by the singular points of Q by the
following classical theorem.

Theorem 4.1 ([Wal99, Theorem 2.1]). Let q be a singular point of Σ. If both Q and K
have a singularity in q, then the entire line pq connecting p and q is singular in Y . If q is
not a singularity of both Q and K and is an ADE singularity of type T for Q or K, then
one of the following holds:

i) Q is smooth at q and the cubic fourfold Y has exactly two singularities, namely p and
p′, on the line pq and p′ is of type T.

ii) Q is singular at q, the line pq meets Y only in p and the blow-up Blp(Y ) of Y in p has
a singularity of type T at q.

Moreover, if p is a singular point of Y of type T, then by [DR01, Lemma 2.1], the

singular points of Σ are of type T̂ , as described by the following table.

T A1 A2 An≥3 D4 Dn≥5 E6 E7 E8

T̂ ∅ ∅ An−2 3A1 A1 +Dn−2 A5 D6 E7

Note that there exist cases in which there is more than one singular point on Σ, in-
deed the number of singularities of Σ depends on the number of solutions of the equation
f3(1, 0, 0, 0, x) = 0. The main reason we are interested in this surface is that it is naturally
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embedded in F (Y ), the Fano variety of lines on Y . Indeed, if we put together results from
[Leh18, Lemma 3.3, Theorem 3.6] and [Has00, Lemma 6.3.1], we deduce the following.

Theorem 4.2. Let Y ⊂ P5 be a cubic fourfold with simple isolated singularities, and
suppose that it is neither reducible nor a cone over a cubic threefold. Let p ∈ Y be a
singular point and suppose that there exist no plane Π ⊂ Y such that p ∈ Π, then the
minimal resolution of Σ ≃ F (Y, p), the Fano variety of lines in Y passing through p, is a
K3 surface. Moreover, the Fano variety of lines F (Y ) of Y is birational to Hilb2(Σ).

Proof. We write here explicitly the map ϕ : F (Y ) 99K Hilb2(Σ), as it will be useful for the
next sections.

By the assumptions of genericity made on f2 and f3, every line l ⊂ Y passing through the
singularity p cuts the hyperplane H in exactly one point and this defines the isomorphism
between Σ and F (Y, p) := {l ∈ F (Y ) | p ∈ l}. Moreover, Σ is a (2,3)-complete intersection
in P4 having only isolated ADE singularities, so it admits a minimal model which is a K3
surface.

Now, consider W ⊂ Y the cone over Σ with vertex p. This is a Cartier divisor on Y

cut out by the equation f2 = 0. Hence a generic line l ⊂ Y intersects W in exactly two
points counted with multiplicity, thus defining a closed subscheme ξl∩W of length two on
Σ. Therefore, we can define the birational map

ϕ−1 : F (Y ) 99K Hilb2(Σ)

l 7→ ξl∩W

The birational inverse of ϕ is given by the natural map

ϕ : Hilb2(Σ) → F (Y )

ξ 7→ lξ

where we define the residual line lξ as follows. The intersection between Y and 〈ξ, p〉 ≃ P2

consists of a cone over ξ and a line lξ. �

Remark 4.3. The hypothesis of not having planes through the singularity is a generic
assumption. There are many ways to see this, the easiest is to do a direct computation as
done in Appendix A.

Remark 4.4. Note that ϕ has no indeterminacy points. Moreover, note that the inde-
terminacy locus of ϕ−1 is contained in F (Y, p) ≃ Σ. Indeed, looking at the definition of
ϕ−1 in the proof above we can see that it is not defined when a line l ⊂ Y is contained in
W , the cone over Σ with vertex p. This means that either l ⊂ Σ or p ∈ l, the former is
impossible otherwise the plane Πl,p := 〈l, p〉 would be contained in Y .

5. A symplectic resolution for F (Y )

In this section we determine the existence of a symplectic resolution for F (Y ) when Y
is a cyclic cubic fourfold branched on a cubic threefold having one isolated singularity of
type Ai for i = 2, 3, 4. We will keep the same notation of Section 4.
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In order to do the computations, let us consider the following equation:

F (x0, . . . , x5) = x0Q(x2, x3, x4) +K(x1, . . . , x5) = x0q1(x2, x3, x4)+

+ x21h2(x2, x3, x4, x5) + x1q2(x2, x3, x4, x5) + k2(x2, x3, x4, x5)
(2)

with q1 = Q an homogoeneous polynomial of degree 2 and k2, q2 and h2 homogeneous
polynomials which are the part of degree, respectively, three, two and one in (x2, ..., x5) of
K(x1, ..., x5). This equation is close to the one studied by Boissière–Heckel–Sarti [BHS23,
Section 3, Equation (3.2)] for the cyclic cubic fourfold branched over a cubic threefold with
one singularity of type A1. Here we put, following their notation, h1 = 0 or, equivalently,
we considered a rank 3 quadric given by {f2 = 0}.

Remark 5.1. Consider a cyclic cubic fourfold Y whose branch locus is a cubic threefold
with one isolated singularity of type Ak and k > 1. The equation defining such cubic can
be brought to the form of Equation (2). Indeed, as noted in Section 4, an equation for Y
can be brought to the form of Equation (1). To see that the rank of f2 for these fourfolds
is three note that, in a chart containing the singular point, it is equal to the rank of the
Hessian at the origin. Consequently, by drawing a comparison with the local analytic form
of a singularity of type Ak (see [Arn72, Section 1]), specifically xk+1

1 + x22 +x23 + x24, we see
that this is three.

Now, consider F (Y ). This is a singular variety with singular locus F (Y, p) by [AK77,
Corollary 1.11]. Moreover, the latter is isomorphic, by Theorem 4.2, to the singular K3
surface Σ. All the singularities of Σ are in the affine chart x1 6= 0, so in order to resolve its
singularities we can do a local computation. The point q0 = (0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0) ∈ Sing(Σ),
so we call l0 the line pq0, i.e. the line corresponding to q0 under the isomorphism F (Y, p) ≃
Σ. Now consider the Plücker embedding Gr(2, 6) →֒ P14, the Plücker relations yield that
Gr(2, 6) is locally given by eight complex coordinates. So, in an affine neighbourhood U of
[l0] we choose Plücker coordinates (p02, ..., p05, p12, ..., p15) characterizing the lines passing
through the following points:

(1 : 0 : −p12 : −p13 : −p14 : −p15), (0 : 1 : p02 : p03 : p04 : p05).

Moreover, we put (pi2, pi3, pi4) =: pi for better readability.

On this chart a line in P5 is given by:

x0 = λ, x1 = µ, x5 = −λp15 + µp05, (x2, x3, x4) = −λp1 + µp0

with (λ : µ) ∈ P1. Then to find equations for F (Y ) we can substitute these expressions in
Equation (2) and extract the homogeneous components φi,j of degree (i, j) in (λ, µ). Then
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the equations become:

φ3,0 = q1(p1)− k2(p1, p15)

φ2,1 = −2B1(p0, p1) + q2(p1, p15) + k
2,1
2 ((p0, p05), (p1, p15))

φ1,2 = q1(p0)− h2(p1, p15)− 2B2((p0, p05), (p1, p15))− k
1,2
2 ((p0, p05), (p1, p15))

φ0,3 = h2(p0, p05) + q2(p0, p05) + k2(p0, p05).

Here we denoted with Bi the bilinear forms relative to qi and with ki,j2 the form of weight
(i, j) relative to k2.

Proposition 5.2. The blow-up map α : BlΣ F (Y ) → F (Y ) is a resolution of the inde-
terminacies of the rational map ϕ−1 : F (Y ) → Hilb2(Σ) mentioned in Theorem 4.2 and
BlΣ F (Y ) ≃ Hilb2(Σ).

Proof. The argument is the same of [BHS23, Theorem 3.1]. First, let us recall the definition
that the map ϕ is a map which associates to any closed subscheme of length two ξ on Σ the
residual line given by the intersection of the plane 〈ξ, p〉 and the cubic fourfold Y . We want
to prove that the rational map α−1 ◦ϕ is a bijection and conclude that it is an isomorphism
with Zariski’s main theorem. To prove the bijection we will compute the fibres of α and ϕ
to show that they are isomorphic.
First, note that we just need to check what happens over the singularities of Σ. Indeed,
in order to compute the fibers over nonsingular points for the K3 surface we can reduce
to the smooth case studied in [BHS23]. This is because, if we want to study the equation
locally, in a neighbourhood of a line lx̄ corresponding to a point x̄ := (0 : x̄1 : x̄2 : x̄3 : x̄4 :
x̄5) ∈ P5, then we can perform a change of variable bringing x̄ to the origin and do the
same computations done in loc.cit.. See Appendix D for the explicit transformation.
Let us now compute the fibers of the morphism ϕ. Any plane Πa containing the line l0
corresponding to the origin cuts x0 = x1 = 0 in only one point of coordinates (0 : 0 : a2 :
a3 : a4 : a5) corresponding to a := (a2 : a3 : a4 : a5) ∈ P3. The intersection Πa ∩ Y is a
plane cubic in P2 of coordinates (b0 : b1 : b2) given by the equation F (b0 : b1 : b2a) = 0. The
line l0 has equation b2 = 0 on this plane and the residual conic is given by the equation:

b0b2q1(a2, a3, a4) + b21h2(a2, a3, a4, a5) + b1b2q2(a2, a3, a4, a5) + b22k2(a2, a3, a4, a5).

The fiber of ϕ over l0 is given by those planes whose residual conic is the union of two lines
through the singular point p. Thus it is isomorphic to the cone

C̃ := {(a2 : a3 : a4 : a5) ∈ P3 | q1(a2, a3, a4) = 0}.

Now, in order to compute the blow-up BlΣ F (Y ), we compute its local expression on the
chart U . So, it is given locally as the closure of the image of the regular morphism:

U \ (Σ ∩ U) U × P3

((p0, p05), (p1, p15)) (((p0, p05), (p1, p15)), (p12 : p13 : p14 : p15)).
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Denote with a := (a2 : a3 : a4 : a5) the coordinates of the P3. Assuming a5 6= 0 put a5 = 1
and the relations of the blow-up become

p1i = p15aj

for j = 2, 3, 4. Therefore, the equations of BlΣ(F (Y )) on the local chart become:

φ̃3,0 = q1(a)− p15k2(a, 1)

φ̃2,1 = −2B1(p0, a) + p15(q2(a, 1) + k
2,1
2 ((p0, p05), (a, 1)))

φ̃1,2 = q1(p0)− p15(h2(a, 1) + 2B2((p0, p05), (a, 1)) + k
1,2
2 ((p0, p05), (a, 1)))

φ̃0,3 = h2(p0, p05) + q2(p0, p05) + k2(p0, p05).

The equation of the fiber under α of a line l0 corresponding to the origin is found putting
p0 = 0 and p15 = 0. After homogeneization:

α−1(l0) = {(a2 : a3 : a4 : a5) ∈ P3 | q1(a2, a3, a4) = 0} = C̃.

Remember that there exist no planes contained in Y passing through its singular point by
assumption. So, the blow-up map α : BlΣ F (Y ) → F (Y ) is a resolution of the indeter-
minacies of the rational map ϕ−1 since the coordinate a of a line l0 selects one plane Πa
which cuts Y in three lines: l0, l1 and l2. Then l1 and l2 (which are not necessarily distinct)
define a closed subscheme of length two on Σ as seen in the proof of Theorem 4.2. Then,
by Zariski’s main theorem, BlΣ F (Y ) ≃ Σ[2]. �

Consider now the symplectic resolution π : Σ̃ → Σ which is just a sequence of blow-ups

on the singular points. Recall that Σ̃ is a K3 surface and thus we consider its Hilbert

square Hilb2(Σ̃) which is an IHS manifold. The map π induces a birational map π[2] :

Hilb2(Σ̃) 99K Hilb2(Σ) in the following way. To a generic closed subscheme ξ
ιξ
−֒→ Σ̃ of

length 2 it associates the scheme theoretic image of ιξ ◦ π.

Remark 5.3. The inverse morphism (π[2])−1 restrict to an isomorphims on Hilb2(Σ) \ Z
where Z := {ξ ∈ Hilb2(Σ) | supp(ξ)∩ Sing(Σ) 6= ∅}. It is easy to see that Z has dimension
at most 2.

Proposition 5.4. If there exists a birational map f : X 99K Y between a normal, irre-
ducible, projective variety X and an IHS manifold Y and a closed subscheme Z ⊂ X of
codimension at least 2 such that f|X\Z : X \ Z → Y ′ ⊂ Y is an isomorphism, then X is a
symplectic variety with the symplectic form induced by f .

Proof. The argument is close to [Leh18, Theorem 3.6] and stated explicitly in [BHS23,
Theorem 3.1], we write it here for the sake of completeness. From the fact that X ′ is iso-
morphic to an open subset of Y we deduce that the canonical bundle is trivial on X ′. Then
as X is a normal, irreducible variety and the codimension of Z is at least two, we obtain
KX = 0 as a Cartier divisor. We want to prove now that X has symplectic singularities
using [Nam85, Theorem 6], i.e. we need to prove that X has rational Gorenstein singular-
ities and the regular locus Xreg of X admits an everywhere non-degenerate holomorphic
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closed 2-form. Let W be the desingularization of an elimination of indeterminacies for f ,
so that the following diagram exists and commutes

W
p

~~⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤
⑤⑤ q

  
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇

X
f

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ Y.

Then H0(W,OW (KW )) = H0(W, q∗(OY (KY )) = H0(Y,OY (KY )) = C since Y is an IHS
manifold, so KW is effective. But KW − p∗KX = KW as we proved that KX is trivial and
thus the singularities of X are canonical. This implies that X has rational singularities
by Elkik–Flenner theorem ([Rei85, Section 3, page 363]). It remains to prove that f
induces an everywhere non-degenerate holomorphic closed 2-form on Xreg. Note that
clearly Xreg \ Z ≃ X ′ as X ′ is isomorphic to a smooth open subset of Y . Since X ′ is
isomorphic to an open subset of Y it admits a symplectic form inherited from that of Y ′.
Now, H0(X ′,Ω2

X′) ≃ H0(Xreg,Ω2
Xreg) as Ω2

Xreg is reflexive and by [Har80, Theorem 1.6]
any reflexive sheaf is normal . So any symplectic 2-form on X ′ extends to the whole Xreg

and it is still closed as X has rational singularities (see [KS21, Theorem 1.13]). Moreover,
it is also non-degenerate otherwise it would degenerate along a divisor cutting also X ′.
Therefore by [Nam85, Theorem 6] we deduce that X has at most symplectic singularities
and thus it is by definition a symplectic variety. �

Corollary 5.5. The varieties Hilb2(Σ) and F (Y ) are symplectic varieties which admit a
symplectic resolution.

Proof. Note that both (π[2])−1 and (π[2])−1 ◦ϕ−1 respect the hypotheses of Proposition 5.4.
Moreover, they admit a symplectic resolution by [Leh18, Corollary 5.6] and [Yam22, Propo-
sition 3.5]. �

Remark 5.6. The fact that both the varieties Hilb2(Σ) and F (Y ) admit a symplectic
resolution can be proven with a more general approach, see [KLSV18, Remark 5.4] for the
details.

We will call ˜Hilb2(Σ) a symplectic resolution of Hilb2(Σ) and, thus, of F (Y ) by Proposi-

tion 5.2. This does not imply that every symplectic resolution F̃ (Y ) of F (Y ) is of this form.
Indeed, a priori, it is not true that any symplectic resolution of a variety factors through its
blow-up on the singular locus, but using the fact that F (Y ) is a four-dimensional variety
we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Every symplectic resolution R of F (Y ) factors through the blow-up BlΣ F (Y ).

Proof. Consider the symplectic resolution:

γ : ˜Hilb2(Σ) → F (Y )

By [WW03, Theorem 1.1] the exceptional locus E of γ can be either a divisor or 2-
dimensional. In the latter case dim(γ(E)) = 0 by [WW03, Lemma 2.1]. Therefore, as
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the singular locus Σ of F (Y ) is a surface, the map γ contracts a divisor E into Σ. More-

over, as ˜Hilb2(Σ) is smooth the divisor E is Cartier and by the universal property of

blow-up there exists a unique map γ′ : ˜Hilb2(Σ) → BlΣ F (Y ) which factors γ through the
blow-up. �

Thus, we proved that every symplectic resolution of F (Y ) is isomorphic to a symplectic
resolution of Hilb2(Σ). Nevertheless, in order to highlight the point of view which we are

using we will also denote by F̃ (Y ) a symplectic resolution of F (Y ).

6. Geometry of F (Y )

In this section we investigate some geometric properties of F (Y ) when Y is a cyclic four-
fold branched on a cubic threefold having one isolated singularity of type Ai for i = 2, 3, 4.

First, we want to study the nature of the singular points of F (Y ) on the 2-dimensional
leaf, i.e.

Sing(F (Y )) \ Sing(Sing(F (Y ))) ≃ Σ \ {Sing(Σ)}.

Proposition 6.1. For every point of Σ \ {Sing(Σ)} ⊂ F (Y ) there exists a neighbourhood
of F (Y ) which is analytically isomorphic to (C2, 0)× (Γ, t) with (Γ, t) the germ of a point
on a surface having an isolated singularity on t of type:

i) D4 if C has an isolated A2 singularity;
ii) E6 if C has an isolated A3 singularity;
iii) E8 if C has an isolated A4 singularity.

Proof. In order to do local computations we want to change the local chart given by Plücker
coordinates given in Section 5 in a way that a point of the 2-dimensional leaf, which we
can assume to be (0 : 0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : 0), is the origin in the new chart. Therefore, we choose
Plücker coordinates characterizing the lines passing through the points:

(1 : −p11 : 0 : −p13 : −p14 : −p15), (0 : p01 : 0 : p03 : p04 : p05).

Moreover we may assume (with a slight abuse of notation) that after a linear coordinate
change q1(x2, x3, x4) = x2h1(x3, x4) + q1(x3, x4) and K(x1, . . . , x5) = x22h3(x1, x3, x4, x5)+
x2q3(x1, x3, x4, x5) + k2(x1, x3, x4, x5). With computations analogous to Section 5 we get
the following equations for F (Y ):

φ3,0 = q1(p̄1)− k2(p11, p̄1, p15)

φ2,1 = −2B1(p̄0, p̄1) + q3(p11, p̄1, p15) + k
2,1
2 (p01, p̄0, p05, p11, p̄1, p15)− h1(p̄1)

φ1,2 = q1(p̄0) + h1(p̄0)− h3(p11, p̄1, p15)− 2B2(p01, p̄0, p05, p11, p̄1, p15) + k
1,2
2 (p01, p̄0, p05, p11, p̄1, p15)

φ0,3 = h3(p01, p̄0, p05) + q3(p01, p̄0, p05) + k2(p01, p̄0, p05).

Here we put p̄i = (pi3, pi4). In order to determine the nature of the singularity at the origin
we use the same argument of [BHS23, Theorem 4.1 item (2)]. Note that in a neighbourhood
of a nonsingular point of Σ the hypersurfaces Q := {Q = 0} and K := {K = 0} meet
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transversally, therefore h1 and h3 are not proportional. Hence we can suppose that after a
linear change of coordinates h1(x3, x4) = x3 and h3(x1, x3, x4, x5) = x4. Therefore, we can
use the equations φ1,2 and φ0,3 to obtain complex analytic local expressions p̃03, p̃04 for p03
and p04 in terms of p01, p05, p11, p13, p14, p15. Thus, there exists a local biholomorphism in
a neighbourhood of the origin between our variety and the variety χ ⊂ C2 × C4 described
by the equations:

φ3,0 = q1(p̄1)− k2(p11, p̄1, p15)

φ2,1 = −2B1(p̃03, p̃04, p̄1) + q3(p11, p̄1, p15) + k
2,1
2 (p01, p̃03, p̃04, p05, p11, p̄1, p15)− h1(p̄1).

Here (p01, p05) are local coordinates for Σ. By [Kal06, Theorem 2.3] (see also [LMP23,
Proposition 2.2]) we know that every point in Σ \ Sing(Σ) has a neighbourhood which is
locally analytically isomorphic to (C2, 0)× (Γ, t) with (Γ, t) the germ of a smooth point or
a rational double point on a surface. Therefore, as we want to understand the structure
over the origin, we put p01 = p05 = 0. Thus we can consider the surface Γ given by the
following equations in C4:

φ3,0 = q1(p̄1)− k2(p11, p̄1, p15)

φ2,1 = q3(p11, p̄1, p15)− h1(p̄1).

Again we can consider h1(p̄1) = p13 and use a local inversion of the second equation
to obtain a locally p̃13 for p13 as a quadratic expression in p11, p14, p15. Now to draw
conclusions we need to specialize our manifold to our case. Let us begin with putting the
condition of being a cyclic cubic fourfold, then an equation for Γ in C3 given by p11, p14, p15
becomes:

φ3,0 = q1(p̃13, p14)− k2(p11, p̃13, p14) + p315.

Then the following things can happen (see Appendix B for explicit computations):

i) p311 appears in k2(p11, p̃13, p14): then the equation is semiquasihomogenous (SQH) of
degree (13 ,

1
2 ,

1
3 ) thus it has a D4 singularity at the origin. The condition on K is

equivalent to ask an isolated A2 singularity for the cubic threefold C.
ii) p411 appears in φ3,0 and p311 does not appear in k2(p11, p̃13, p14): this monomial appears

thanks to both q1 and k2, so if it is not eliminated then the equation is SQH of degree
(14 ,

1
2 ,

1
3) yielding an E6 singularity. This condition is obtained when C has an isolated

A3 singularity.
iii) p511 appears in k2(p11, p̃13, p14), p

4
11 does not appear in φ3,0 and p311 does not appear

in k2(p11, p̃13, p14): the equation is SQH of degree (15 ,
1
2 ,

1
3), yielding an E8 singularity.

This condition is satisfied when C has an isolated A4 singularity.

Therefore (Γ, 0) is determined by the above calculations. �

As also noted in [Bas23] the behaviour of F (Y ) when Y is branched on a cubic fourfold
of type A2 is very different from the A3 and A4 cases, therefore, we will divide the study
in two different sections.
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6.1. Cubic fourfold branched on a threefold with an A3 or A4 singularity.

We start by studying the geometry of F (Yi) in the case where Yi is branched on a cu-
bic threefold having one isolated singularity of type A3 or A4.

Consider the covering automorphism σ defined on Yi. This automorphism is just the
identity on the first 5 coordinates and maps x5 7→ ξ3 · x5 with ξ3 a third primitive root of
the unity. It is a projectivity and, thus, maps lines to lines. Therefore it induces a linear
automorphism on F (Yi). This is a linear automorphism mapping the singular locus to itself,
therefore there exists only one automorphism on BlΣ F (Yi) commuting with the blow-up
morphism by the universal property of blow-ups. This automorphism corresponds via the

isomorphism of Proposition 5.2 to the natural automorphism σ
[2]
i induced on Hilb2(Σi)

by the action of σ on Σi. By [Yam18, Section 2] if Σi has an isolated singularity then
˜Hilb2(Σ) is obtained by a sequence of blow-ups along the successive singular loci, therefore

we can iterate the above argument and induce an automorphism σ̃
[2]
i on ˜Hilb2(Σi) (see

appendix C for the details). In [Bas23, Section 7.2, Section 7.3] the author studies the

manifolds obtained considering the Hilbert square Hilb2(Σ̃i), where Σ̃i is the K3 surface
which is the minimal resolution of Σi, and proves that on these manifolds there exists a
non-symplectic automorphism of order three whose action in cohomology is represented by
ρi ∈ O(L). To be more precise, let ρ ∈ O(L) be the automorphism induced in cohomology
by σ, Ti := Pic(Σi) and Si := T⊥

i ; then ρi ∈ O(L) is the lifting of idTi ⊕ρ|Si
to the whole

L whose existence is proven in [Bas23, Section 7].

Proposition 6.2. In the hypotheses of Theorem 6.3, the automorphism σ̃[2] induces ρ in

cohomology, i.e. there exists a marking η on ˜Hilb2(Σ) such that ρ = η−1 ◦ (σ̃[2])∗ ◦ η.

Proof. The only irreducible component E1 of the exceptional divisor of the first blow-up
α is clearly preserved by the induced automorphism. If C had one isolated singularity of,
respectively, type A3 or A4 then Σ has, respectively:

• one isolated singularity of type A5. Then by [Yam18, Section 2] ˜Hilb2(Σ) is obtained
by Hilb2(Σ) via 3 blow-ups, two of them introducing each one two irreducible
components of the effective divisor and the third another one. At every blow-up,
the induced automorphism maps the subgroup of the Picard group generated by the
irreducible components of the exceptional divisor into itself because it commutes
with the composition of blow-ups by the universal property of blow-ups. As the
automorphism has order three it cannot swap two irreducible components, thus it
preserves all the 6 irreducible components of the exceptional divisor introduced at
each blow-up.

• One isolated singularity of typeE7. Then by [Yam18, Section 2] the successive blow-

ups introduce on ˜Hilb2(Σ) 7 irreducible exceptional divisors in an E7 configuration.
The induced automorphism maps the subgroup of the Picard group generated by
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these divisors into itself as it commutes with the composition of blow-ups by the
universal property of blow-ups. We recall here the picture of the blow-ups needed.

E7

D6

D4

A1 A1

A1

A1

Each arrow represents a blow-up. Each line represents an irreducible component of
the exceptional divisor which are coloured with a different colour at each blow-up.
So, with the same argument of above we deduce that the irreducible components
introduced at the first three blow-ups are preserved. Finally, the three irreducible
components introduced by the last blow-up cannot be permuted as the intersec-
tion between different irreducible components needs to be preserved (as the first 4
irreducible components are preserved).

Therefore the invariant lattice has, respectively, rank at least 7 or 9. By [Bas23, Section
7.2, Section 7.3], the Picard lattice is isomorphic, respectively, to 〈6〉 ⊕ E6 or 〈6〉 ⊕ E8

which have, respectively, rank 7 or 9. By [BCS16, Corollary 5.7], the action of natural

automorphisms on IHS manifolds of K3[2]-type are uniquely determined by the action on
the invariant lattice and the possibilities are listed in [BCS16, Table 1]. Thus, checking all
the possibilities, the invariant lattices must be isomorphic to the Picard lattices and the

action of σ̃
[2]
i induces ρi in cohomology. �

When a cubic threefold C has an isolated singularity of type A3 or A4 then the cyclic
cubic fourfold Y associated to C has, respectively, an isolated singularity of type E6 or E8

by Theorem 4.1.
Therefore, considered also the results of Section 5, we can state the following theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Let Ci be a complex projective cubic threefold having one isolated singularity
of type Ai for i = 3, 4 and let Yi be its associated cyclic cubic fourfold. Assume that there
exist no plane Π ⊂ Y such that Π ∩ Sing(Yi) 6= ∅. Then the Fano variety of lines F (Yi) of

Y admits a unique symplectic resolution by an IHS manifold of K3[2]-type F̃ (Yi).
Moreover, there exists an integral lattice Ti, defined below, such that:

i) Pic
(
F̃ (Yi)

)
≃ Ti;

ii) there exists a non-symplectic automorphism τ ∈ Aut
(
F̃ (Yi)

)
whose invariant sublat-

tice is H2(F̃ (Yi),Z)
τ∗ ≃ Ti

with Ti and Ri defined in the following table:

i Ti
3 〈6〉 ⊕ E6

4 〈6〉 ⊕ E8
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Proof. First, note that by [Yam18], the symplectic resolution ˜Hilb2(Σ) of Hilb2(Σ) is unique
when Σ has one isolated singularity of type ADE.

Let us consider now the following diagram

Hilb2(Σ̃) ˜Hilb2(Σ) F̃ (Y )

Sym2(Σ̃) Hilb2(Σ) BlΣ F (Y )

Sym2(Σ) F (Y )

π[2]
ψ

≃

ϕ

≃

hc α

The left side of this diagram shows that Hilb2(Σ̃) and ˜Hilb2(Σ) are both symplectic resolu-
tions of the same object Sym2(Σ); thus, by [WW03, Theorem 1.2], there exists a sequence

of Mukai flops mapping Hilb2(Σ̃) to ˜Hilb2(Σ). This in particular means that Hilb2(Σ̃),
˜Hilb2(Σ) and F̃ (Y ) have the same period as IHS manifolds of K3[2]-type. The manifolds

Hilb2(Σ̃) and the presence of a non-symplectic automorphism of order 3 have been deeply
studied in [Bas23, Section 7.1, Section 7.2]. The existence of the automorphism τi and its
action in cohomology is determined by Proposition 6.2. The details of this automorphism
follow from the study made in [Bas23]. �

Moreover, we can say more about the geometry of F̃ (Y ).

Proposition 6.4. The variety H, obtained by F (Y ) after a suitable number of succes-
sive blow-ups on the singular loci, has transversal ADE singularities, thus its blow-up on
Sing(H) is a crepant resolution.

Proof. In [Yam18] the author shows with his computations that if Σ has an isolated sin-
gularity of type Tn with Tn a singularity of type ADE then BlSing(Hilb2(Σ)) Hilb

2(Σ) has

the same singularities of Hilb2(Γ) with Γ a surface with an isolated singularity of type T ′
m

and m < n. In particular after a suitable number of blow-ups the variety H, obtained
by successive blow-ups along singular loci, will not have 0-dimensional symplectic leaves,
i.e. Sing(H) will be smooth. So, by Proposition 6.1, the variety H has only transversal
singularities. The blow-up is then a crepant resolution by [Per07, Proposition 4.2]. �

6.2. Cubic fourfold branched on a threefold with a A2 singularity.

Now we want to focus to the case where C has an isolated singularity of type A2 and
thus Σ has three A1 singularities, namely q0, q1 and q2.

First, we want to describe the singular locus Sing(Hilb2(Σ)).
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Proposition 6.5. Suppose that Σ has three A1 singularities q0, q1 and q2, then Sing(Hilb2(Σ))

consists of three irreducible components Σ̃i ≃ Blqi Σ. An irreducible component Σ̃i inter-
sects the other two components in qj + qi, with j 6= i.

Proof. Consider the Hilbert–Chow morphism hc : Hilb2(Σ) → Sym2(Σ). This morphism
can be identified with the blow-up along the diagonal ∆, so

hc−1(Sing(Sym2(Σ)) \∆) ⊂ Sing(Hilb2(Σ)) ⊂ hc−1(Sing(Sym2(Σ))).

Now, Sing(Sym2(Σ))\∆ consists of cycles where at least one point lies in Sing(Σ), therefore
all the length two subschemes ξ such that their support consists of two different points on
Σ and at least one of them is in Sing(Σ) are also singular points for Hilb2(Σ). Therefore,
the remaining points of Hilb2(Σ) which might possibly be singular are those on the fibers
over 2qi for i = 0, 1, 2. These points are length 2 closed subschemes of Σ entirely supported
on an isolated singularity of type A1. Therefore, using the computations about Hilb2(Γ)
with Γ a surface having one isolated singularity of type Ai done in [Yam18, Section 2.1],
we can see that hc−1(2qi) ∩ Sing(Hilb2(Σ)) is isomorphic to the exceptional divisor Li of
Blqi Σ. Thus, the embedding:

Σ → Sing(Sym2(Σ))

p 7→ p+ qi

induces an embedding:

Blqi Σ → Sing(Hilb2(Σ))

p 6∈ Li 7→ p+ qi

p ∈ Li 7→ p.

Finally, the point qi + qj with i 6= j is a point which is mapped through the two different

isomorphisms to qi + qj ∈ Σ̃i and qj + qi ∈ Σ̃j. �

Remark 6.6. This proposition in particular implies that Sing(Hilb2(Σ)) has three singular
points, namely q0 + q1, q0 + q2 and q1 + q2. Indeed, the three connected components

Σ̃i ≃ Blqi(Σ) are smooth on the preimage of qi under the blow-up as qi is a singularity of
type A1 for Σ.

Now, we want to prove that the symplectic resolution ˜Hilb2(Σ)
ψ
−→ Hilb2(Σ) is unique.

Proposition 6.7. The symplectic resolution ˜Hilb2(Σ) of Hilb2(Σ) is unique up to isomor-
phism.

Proof. We want to use again [WW03, Theorem 1.2] and prove that the central fiber does not
contain components isomorphic to P2. Recall that, as they are both symplectic resolutions

of Sym2(Σ), the variety ˜Hilb2(Σ) is obtained by Hilb2(Σ̃) via a sequence of Mukai flops

µ : Hilb2(Σ̃) 99K ˜Hilb2(Σ) performed over the 2-dimensional fibers of Hilb2(Σ̃) → Sym2(Σ).
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Moreover, the birational map π[2] restricts to an isomorphism between

Hilb2(Σ̃) \ (
⋃

Πi ∪
⋃

Λij)

and
Hilb2(Σ) \ (

⋃
hc−1(2qi) ∪

⋃
hc−1(qi + qj))

with i 6= j. Here we denoted by Πi ≃ P2 and Λij ≃ P1 × P1 the subspaces of Hilb2(Σ̃)
which are, respectively, hc−1(2Li) and hc

−1(Li + Lj). The central fiber is ψ−1(qi + qj) ≃
Λij ≃ P1 × P1 and, thus, it does not contain any component isomorphic to P2. �

In analogy with Section 6.1 we want to prove that ˜Hilb2(Σ) is obtained by Hilb2(Σ) via
successive blow-ups on the singular loci. Let S := Sing(Hilb2(Σ)).

Lemma 6.8. The blow-up map β : BlS Hilb
2(Σ) → Hilb2(Σ) is crepant.

Proof. As the canonical bundle of Hilb2(Σ) is trivial the statement is equivalent to ask that
X := BlS Hilb

2(Σ) has trivial canonical bundle. First, note that

dim(β−1(qi + qj)) = codim(β−1(qi + qj)) = 2

so if we prove that KX is trivial on X \
⋃
β−1(qi+ qj) then as X is normal and irreducible

we get KX = 0. By Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.5, Hilb2(Σ) at each point of Σ̃i \
qi + qj admits a local description as C2 × Γ with Γ a surface with a singularity of type
A1. Therefore, as shown in [Per07, Proposition 4.2], the blow-up is locally isomorphic to

Γ̃×C2, where Γ̃ denotes the minimal resolution of Γ, which is crepant as Γ̃ → Γ is so. �

We can now prove the following proposition.

Lemma 6.9. BlS Hilb
2(Σ) is a symplectic variety.

Proof. Consider the symplectic resolution ψ : ˜Hilb2(Σ) → Hilb2(Σ) and the composition

of birational maps f := ψ−1 ◦ β : BlS Hilb
2(Σ) 99K

˜Hilb2(Σ). As β is crepant the map
f is defined and injective on a complement to a closed subset Z ⊂ BlS Hilb

2(Σ) of codi-
mension codim(Z) ≥ 2 by [Kal01, Lemma 2.3 (i)]. Then BlS Hilb

2(Σ) has only symplectic
singularities follows from Proposition 5.4. �

Indeed we can say more. As it turns out BlS Hilb
2(Σ) is smooth and it is the symplectic

resolution of ˜Hilb2(Σ).

Proposition 6.10. The symplectic resolution ˜Hilb2(Σ) of Hilb2(Σ) is isomorphic to BlS Hilb
2(Σ).

Proof. In order to prove that ψ : ˜Hilb2(Σ) → Hilb2(Σ) factors through BlS Hilb
2(Σ) we

want to use the same argument of 5.7. With the same argument the exceptional locus of
ψ must be a Cartier divisor contracted to the singular locus S of Hilb2(Σ). Then, by the
universal property of the blow-up the map ψ factors through β : BlS Hilb

2(Σ) → Hilb2(Σ)

via a map ψ′ : ˜Hilb2(Σ) → BlS Hilb
2(Σ). The Picard group of ˜Hilb2(Σ) is isomorphic to
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the Picard group of Hilb2(Σ̃) as they are two symplectic resolutions of the same symplectic

variety Sym2(Σ). Moreover, by [Bas23, Section 7.4], it is Pic( ˜Hilb2(Σ)) ≃ D4(−1) ⊕ 〈6〉.

Therefore, ψ : ˜Hilb2(Σ) → Hilb2(Σ) has relative Picard number 3. By Proposition 6.5 we
deduce that β : BlS Hilb

2(Σ) → Hilb2(Σ) has at least relative Picard number 3, but, as
proven before, the resolution ψ factors through β, thus, by confrontation of the relative
Picard groups we deduce that ψ′ is a small symplectic contraction (see [WW03, Definition
2]). Therefore, by [WW03, Theorem 1.1], if it is not an isomorphism it can be either a
sequence of Mukai flops or a contraction of some planes. Both cases are impossible as ψ
factors through ψ′ and in the 2-dimensional fibres of ψ there exist no planes. �

Now, we are interested in the presence of an automorphism on ˜Hilb2(Σ). Indeed, with

the same argument of Section 6.1, we can induce an automorphism σ̃[2] on ˜Hilb2(Σ). We are

interested now in the action of σ̃[2] in cohomology. First note that by [Bas23, Proposition

6.3] the automorphism σ on Σ induces also a natural automorphism τ2 on Hilb2(Σ̃), where

by Σ̃ we denote the minimal resolution of Σ. As both σ[2] and τ2 are natural automorphisms
induced by σ we can see that π[2] ◦ τ2 = σ[2] ◦ π[2] (see Section 5 for the definition of π[2]).

Proposition 6.11. The automorphism σ̃[2] has the same action of τ2 in cohomology.

Proof. In order to prove this it is enough to show that the respective fixed loci are iso-
morphic, as by [BCS16, Corollary 7.5] the action of such automorphism is uniquely de-
termined by the fixed locus. By the description of τ2 made in [Bas23, Section 7.4] we
can see that it maps Li to Li+1 mod 3. Moreover, σ maps qi to qi+1 mod 3. Therefore,

Fix(τ2) ⊂ Hilb2(Σ̃) \ (
⋃

Πi ∪
⋃

Λij) is mapped isomorphically through π[2] to Fix(σ[2]) ⊂

Hilb2(Σ)\(
⋃
hc−1(2qi)∪

⋃
hc−1(qi+qj)). So we are left to prove that Fix(σ[2]) ≃ Fix(σ̃[2]).

The automorphism σ̃[2] is defined as the only automorphism such that β ◦ σ̃[2] = σ[2] ◦ β.
Then as σ maps qi to qi+1 mod 3 it is immediate to see that σ[2] maps the irreducible

component in the singular locus Σ̃i to Σ̃i+1 mod 3. So Fix(σ[2]) ≃ Fix(σ̃[2]). �

Then we can state the following theorem.

Theorem 6.12. Let C2 be a complex projective cubic threefold having one isolated singu-
larity of type A2 and let Y2 be its associated cyclic cubic fourfold. Assume that there exist
no plane Π ⊂ Y such that Π ∩ Sing(Yi) 6= ∅. Then the Fano variety of lines F (Y2) of Y2

admits a unique symplectic resolution by an IHS manifold of K3[2]-type F̃ (Y2).
Moreover, there exists an integral lattice Ti, defined below, such that:

i) Pic
(
F̃ (Yi)

)
≃ 〈6〉 ⊕D4(−1);

ii) there exists a non-symplectic automorphism τ2 ∈ Aut
(
F̃ (Yi)

)
whose invariant sublat-

tice is H2(F̃ (Yi),Z)
τ∗2 ≃ 〈6〉 ⊕A2(−1)
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Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 6.7, Proposition 6.11 and the description of

Hilb2(Σ̃), made in [Bas23, Section 6]. �

7. Final considerations

In this section we draw some considerations of the results in the context of nodal degen-
erations of cubic threefolds studied in [BCS19] and [Bas23]. This interpretation is linked
to the issue brought up by [BHS23, Section 4.2] in the generic nodal case.

Consider a one parameter family {Ct}t6=0 of smooth cubic threefolds degenerating to a
nodal cubic threefold C0. Then, consider the family of cyclic cubic fourfolds {Yt} where
each Yt is branched along Ct and the family of their associated Fano varieties of lines
{F (Yt)}. On each element of the family F (Yt) there exists a non-symplectic automorphism
σt of order 3 naturally induced by the covering automorphism. Moreover, in [BCS19, Sec-
tion 3] the authors showed that for t 6= 0 the pair (F (Yt), σt) endowed with a properly

defined marking naturally lives in the moduli space Mρ,ζ
〈6〉 of (ρ, 〈6〉)-polarized IHS mani-

folds of K3[2]-type. The period map Pρ,ζ

〈6〉 is then surjective on the complement of the nodal

hyperplane arrangement H.

Suppose now that C0 has one isolated singularity of type Ai for i = 1, . . . , 4. Then

lim
t→0

Pρ,ζ
〈6〉 ((F (Yt), σt) = ω0 ∈ H.

In [Bas23], the author proved that the choice of the manifold Σ̂[2] = Hilb2(Σ̂) over the

period ω0 with the automorphism τ̂i
[2] extends holomorphically the period map Pρ,ζ

〈6〉 over

the subloci ∆Ai

3 . This choice was motivated by the analogy with the work of [BCS19] but,

as proven in Theorem 1.1, it is not the only possible choice. Indeed, the pairs (Σ̂[2], τ̂ [2])

and (F̂ (Y0), σ̂0) are equivariantly birational and, thus, if not isomorphic, they are non-

separated points in Mρi,ζ
Ti

. In this case they just correspond to two different choices of
Kähler chambers.

Appendix A. Computation of planes through the singular point

Here we write the explicit computation of the equations needed to define a generic plane
through the singular point p = (1 : 0 : ... : 0) contained in the cubic fourfold Y of equation

F (x0, . . . , x5) = x0Q(x1, . . . , x5) +K(x1, . . . , x5) = 0.

Let (a0 : a) and (b0 : b) with a, b ∈ C4 be two points of Y . Then the plane Π passing
through these points have equation

(3) (λ+ µa0 + νb0 : µa+ νb) (λ : µ : ν) ∈ P2.
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Imposing the condition of being in Y we get:

(λ+ µa0 + νb0)Q(µa+ νb) +K(µa+ νb) =

= (λ+ µa0 + νb0)(µ
2Q(a) + µνB(a, b) + ν2Q(b))+

+ µ3K(a) + µ2νK2,1(a, b) + µν2K1,2(a, b) + ν3K(b) = 0

using the same notations of Section 5. In order this to be identically zero all the coefficients
of the different homogeneous components have to be trivial. Therefore:

Q(a) = 0

B(a, b) = 0

Q(b) = 0

K(a) = 0

K2,1(a, b) = 0

K1,2(a, b) = 0

K(b) = 0.

Now fix b, the equations imply that a = (a1, ..., a5) resolves five equations. Recall now
that we want the plane Π to be non-degenerate so the points p, a and b are distinct. In
particular, a, b ∈ C4 \ {0} so we can suppose e.g. that a5 = 1. This shows that if Q and K
are sufficiently generic the system has not solutions.

Appendix B. Computations in Proposition 6.1

There are many ways to find explicit equations for a generic cubic threefold with one
singularity of type Ai for i = 2, 3, 4. A very interesting approach is given by Heckel in his
Ph.D. thesis [Hec20, Section 1]. In loc. cit., the author writes an explicit algorithm using
the Recognition Principle [BW79, Lemma 1] and the Generalized Morse Lemma [GLS07,
I, Theorem 2.47]. This approach has the disadvantage of being too computational heavy
in rapport to the results we need in Proposition 6.1, so we propose here another one.

Keeping the notation of Proposition 6.1 we want to prove the following proposition.

Proposition B.1. Suppose that a cubic threefold Ci defined by the equation:

F = x0q1(x2, x3, x4) +K(x1, . . . , x4) =

= x0(x2h1(x3, x4) + q1(x3, x4)) + x22h3(x1, x3, x4) + x2q3(x1, x3, x4)+

+ k2(x1, x3, x4) = 0.

has one isolated singularity of type Ai for i = 2, 3, 4. Then the surface Γ locally defined by

φ3,0 = q1(p̃13, p14)− k2(p11, p̃13, p14) + p315

has a singularity in the origin of type Tias defined in the following table:
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i Ti

2 D4

3 E6

4 E8

Proof. We consider the different cases:

• i=2. In this case the polynomial F (1, x1, . . . , x4) is SQH of degree (13 ,
1
2 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ) if and

only if the coefficient of x31 is non-trivial. As noted in the proof of Proposition 6.1
this implies that Γ has a D4 singularity in the origin.

• i=3. Clearly, the coefficient of x31 is trivial otherwise we would be in the case i = 2.
Indeed, in this case the polynomial F (1, x1, . . . , x4) is SQH of degree (14 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ,

1
2).

So, x21 must be multiplied by a non-trivial linear form in x2, x3, x4. Remember that
p̃13 is a local expression for p13 obtained substituting it with a local expression of
q3(p1,1, p13, p14) = p13. Therefore, in φ3,0 appears, non-trivially, either the term

p41,1 (if in q3 depends from x1) or a term in p21,1p1,4. In both cases φ3,0 is SQH of

degree (14 ,
1
2 ,

1
3 ), thus Γ has an E6 singularity.

• i=4. Clearly we need to exclude the above cases. In this case the polynomial
F (1, x1, . . . , x4) is SQH of degree (15 ,

1
2 ,

1
2 ,

1
2) and there exist no quadratic term in

x1. In particular, q3(p1,1, p13, p14) = q3(p13, p14). So, φ3,0 = q1(p̃13(p14), p14) −
k2(p1,1, p̃13(p14), p14) + p315. Therefore, if F (1, x1, . . . , x4) is SQH with weight (15 )

with respect to x1 then the same is true for φ3,0, implying that it is SQH of degree
(15 ,

1
2 ,

1
3 ), thus Γ has an E8 singularity.

�

Appendix C. The action of the automorphism on BlΣi
(F (Yi))

In this section we explain better the induction of the automorphism on BlΣi
(F (Yi)).

First, by the universal property of blow-ups there exists only one automorphism τ on
BlΣi

(F (Yi)) commuting with the blow-up morphism α. Consider the following diagram:

Hilb2(Σi) BlΣi
(F (Yi))

F (Yi).

µ

ϕ
α

Remember that µ is an isomorphism. Moreover, note that µ◦σ[2]◦µ−1 ∈ Aut(BlΣi
(F (Yi))),

so if we show that this automorphism commutes with α we obtain that it is τ . In order to
show this we prove the following lemma.

Lemma C.1. The automorphisms σ[2] and σ are ϕ-equivariant, i.e. ϕ ◦ σ[2] = σ ◦ ϕ.

Proof. This is a straight-forward computation. We assume that the singular point p ∈ Y

has coordinates (1 : 0 : ... : 0). Moreover, we assume that p1 := (0 : P11 : ... : P15)
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and p2 := (0 : P21 : ... : P25) are two distinct points of Σi. Therefore, ϕ(σ[2](p1 + p2)) =
ϕ(σ(p1)+σ(p2)) = lσ(p1)σ(p2) with lσ(p1)σ(p2) the residual line of the intersection of the plane
Π := 〈p, σ(p1), σ(p2)〉 with Yi. As the action of σ is the identity on the first five coordinates
we obtain that Π = σ(Π′) with Π′ = 〈p, p1, p2〉, thus ϕ◦σ

[2](p1+p2) = σ◦ϕ(p1+p2). Now it
remains to check the equivariance on the pairs p1 + p2 where p1 ∈ Σi and p2 ∈ P(Tp1(Σi)).

Then, σ[2](p1 + p2) = σ(p1) + dσ(p2) with dσ the differential of σ at the point p1. As
the map σ is linear its differential has the same action of σ component-wise. Thus the
same computation of the previous part show that the automorphisms σ[2] and σ are ϕ-
equivariant. �

Now it is easy to show that µ ◦ σ[2] ◦ µ−1 commutes with α as:

α ◦ µ ◦ σ[2] ◦ µ−1 = ϕ ◦ σ[2] ◦ µ−1 = σ ◦ ϕ ◦ µ−1 = σ ◦ α.

Appendix D. Translation of the equation

In this section we write the explicit translation mentioned in the proof of Proposition 5.2.
Keeping the notation of Section 5, note that at least one coordinate x̄i 6= 0, for simplicity

suppose x̄1 = 1. Then the translation to bring x̄ to (0 : 1 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0) is ti = xi − x̄ix1
when i 6= 0, 1 and ti = xi in the other cases. So we write the Equation (2) in the following
way:

(4) F (t0, . . . , t5) = t0Q(t2 + x̄2, t3 + x̄3, t4 + x̄4) +K(t1, t2 + x̄2, . . . , t5 + x̄5).

Now, remember that (0 : 1 : x̄2 : · · · : x̄5) satisfies Q(x̄2, x̄3, x̄4) = K(1, x̄2, . . . , x̄5) = 0 as
x̄ ∈ Σ. So, we can write

Q(t2 + x̄2, t3 + x̄3, t4 + x̄4) = q1(t2 + x̄2, t3 + x̄3, t4 + x̄4) = q1(t2, t3, t4) + 2t1B1(ti, x̄j)

= q1(t2, t3, t4) + t1h1(t2, t3, t4)

and

K(t1, t2 + x̄2, . . . , t5 + x̄5) = t21h2(t2 + x̄2, . . . , t5 + x̄5) + t1q2(t2 + x̄2, . . . , t5 + x̄5)+

+ k2(t2 + x̄2, . . . , t5 + x̄5) =

= t21(h2(t2, . . . , t5) + k1,2(ti, x̄j)) + t1(q2(t2, . . . , t5)+

+ 2B2t1(ti, x̄j) + k2,1(ti, x̄j))+

+ k2(t2, . . . , t5) =

= t21h̃2(t2, . . . , t5) + t1q̃2(t2, . . . , t5) + k2(t2, . . . , t5).

If we substitute the expressions of Q and K in Equation (4) we see that it has the same
form of [BHS23, Equation (3.2)].
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