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THE RING OF MODULAR FORMS FOR THE EVEN UNIMODULAR LATTICE
OF SIGNATURE (2,10)

KENJI HASHIMOTO AND KAZUSHI UEDA

Abstract. We show that the ring of modular forms with characters for the even unimodular lattice
of signature (2,10) is generated by forms of weights 4, 10, 12, 16, 18, 22, 24, 28, 30, 36, 42, and 252
with one relation of weight 504. The proof is based on the comparison of the orbifold quotient of the
symmetric domain with the root stack of the coarse moduli space.

1. Introduction

Let P be an even non-degenerate lattice of signature (1, t) for some 0 ≤ t ≤ 19. A P -polarized

K3 surface is a pair (Y, j) of a K3 surface Y and a primitive lattice embedding j : P →֒ PicY.
Lattice polarized K3 surfaces are introduced by Nikulin [Nik79a] and used by Dolgachev [Dol96] to
study mirror symmetry for K3 surfaces. The mirror moduli space of P -polarized K3 surfaces is the
moduli space of P̌ -polarized K3 surfaces, where P̌ := (P⊥U)⊥ is the orthogonal complement of the
orthogonal sum of P and the even unimodular hyperbolic lattice U of rank 2 inside the K3 lattice
L := E8⊥E8⊥U⊥U⊥U . Here we consider P as a primitive sublattice of L by the embedding j.

Let T2,3,7 be the lattice determined by the Coxeter–Dynkin diagram shown in Figure 1.1. This
lattice is isomorphic to E8⊥U as an abstract lattice. This is the most symmetric lattice from the
point of view of mirror symmetry, in the sense that the mirror dual lattice Ť2,3,7 is isomorphic to the
original one; L ∼= T2,3,7⊥T2,3,7⊥U. Let M be the coarse moduli space of T2,3,7-polarized K3 surfaces,
which is isomorphic to the quotient D/Γ of a symmetric domain D of type IV by a discrete group
Γ (see Section 2 for the definition of D and Γ). Looijenga [Loo84] proved that the graded ring of
modular forms (without characters) is a polynomial ring generated in degrees

w := (4, 10, 12, 16, 18, 22, 24, 28, 30, 36, 42),(1.1)

and Brieskorn [Bri81, Theorem 5] proved that the period map induces an isomorphism from the
weighted projective space T ∗ := P(w) of weight w to the Satake–Baily–Borel compactification M∗

of M .
Let M := [D/Γ] and P(w) := [(C11 \ 0)/C×] be the orbifold quotients, whose coarse moduli spaces

are M and T ∗ respectively. For a pair of an orbifold and a divisor on it, one can perform the root

construction [AGV08, Cad07] to introduce a generic stabilizer along the divisor. Let T∗ be the
orbifold obtained from P(w) by the root construction of order two along a divisor HP of degree 504.
The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1. There is a bimeromorphic map T∗
99K M of orbifolds, which is an isomorphism in

codimension one.

The map in Theorem 1.1 is not an isomorphism, since the orbifold T∗ has singularities coming
from the singularities of the divisor HP, whereas M is smooth (as an orbifold), and T∗ is proper,
whereas M is not. Nevertheless, as a corollary to Theorem 1.1, one obtains the following structure
theorem of the ring of modular forms:

Corollary 1.2. The graded ring of modular forms with characters for Γ is generated by forms of

weights 4, 10, 12, 16, 18, 22, 24, 28, 30, 36, 42, and 252 with one relation of weight 504.

The group of characters of Γ is isomorphic to Z/2Z and the relation in Corollary 1.2 comes from
the defining equation of the divisor HP ⊂ P(w). An explicit description of the generators in terms
of Eisenstein series and a Borcherds product is given in [DKW19].

This paper is organized as follows: We collect basic definitions on moduli spaces of lattice polarized
K3 surfaces and modular forms in Section 2. In Section 3, we recall the description of the coarse
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Figure 1.1. The Coxeter–Dynkin diagram of the lattice T2,3,7 = E8⊥U

moduli space of T2,3,7-polarized K3 surfaces, which is a particular case of a much more general result
of Looijenga [Loo84]. The exposition in this section follows Shiga [Shi] closely. In Section 4, we
lift the period map Π: T → M between coarse moduli spaces to a meromorphic map of orbifolds
and prove Theorem 1.1. We prove Corollary 1.2 in Section 5, and give a description of the defining
equation of the divisor HP in terms of a discriminant and a resultant in Section 6.

Acknowledgement : Special thanks go to Hironori Shiga for kindly sharing the preprint [Shi]
with us. We also thank Atsuhira Nagano for valuable discussions, and Igor Dolgachev for point-
ing out the work of Looijenga. K. H. is partially supported by Grants-in-Aid for Scientific Re-
search (17K14156). K. U. is partially supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (15KT0105,
16K13743, 16H03930).

2. Lattice polarized K3 surfaces

Let L := E8⊥E8⊥U⊥U⊥U be the K3 lattice, and P := T2,3,7 be the even unimodular lat-
tice of signature (1, 9) appearing in Introduction. We can choose a subset ∆(P )+ of ∆(P ) :=
{δ ∈ P | (δ, δ) = −2} satisfying

(1) ∆(P ) = ∆(P )+
∐
(−∆(P )+) and

(2) if δ1, δ2 ∈ ∆(P )+ and δ1 + δ2 ∈ ∆(P ), then δ1 + δ2 ∈ ∆(P )+.

There are ten indecomposable elements δ ∈ ∆(P )+ (that is, δ cannot be written as δ1 + δ2 with
δ1, δ2 ∈ ∆(P )+) corresponding to the ten vertices in Figure 1.1. The choice of ∆(P )+ is unique up to
the action of the orthogonal group O(P ) of the lattice P , and O(P ) is generated by the reflections
along δ ∈ ∆(P )+. Define

C(P ) :=
{
h ∈ P

∣∣ (h, δ) ≥ 0 for any δ ∈ ∆(P )+
}
,(2.1)

C(P )◦ :=
{
h ∈ P

∣∣ (h, δ) > 0 for any δ ∈ ∆(P )+
}

(2.2)

and set

Pic(Y )+ := C(Y ) ∩H2(Y ;Z),(2.3)

Pic(Y )++ := C(Y )◦ ∩H2(Y ;Z),(2.4)

where C(Y )◦ ⊂ H1,1(Y ) ∩H2(Y ;R) is the Kähler cone of Y and C(Y ) is its closure.

Definition 2.1 (Nikulin [Nik79a]). A P -polarized K3 surface is a pair (Y, j) where Y is a K3 surface
and j : P →֒ Pic(Y ) is a primitive lattice embedding. An isomorphism of P -polarized K3 surfaces
(Y, j) and (Y ′, j′) is an isomorphism f : Y → Y ′ of K3 surfaces such that j = f ∗ ◦ j′. A P -polarized
K3 surface is pseudo-ample if j(C(P )◦) ∩ Pic(Y )+ 6= ∅, and ample if j(C(P )◦) ∩ Pic(Y )++ 6= ∅.

Fix a primitive lattice embedding iP : P →֒ L and let Q := P⊥ be the orthogonal complement
inside L, which is isomorphic to P⊥U as an abstract lattice. The period domain D is a connected
component of

{[Ω] ∈ P(Q⊗ C) | (Ω,Ω) = 0, (Ω,Ω) > 0},
which is a bounded Hermitian domain of type IV. The global Torelli theorem [PŠŠ71, BR75] and the
surjectivity of the period map [Tod80] show that the coarse moduli space of pseudo-ample P -polarized
K3 surfaces is given by M := D/Γ, where Γ := O(Q)+ is the index two subgroup of the orthogonal
group of the lattice Q preserving the connected component D, which acts naturally on D through
Γ := PO(Q)+ = Γ/{± id}. The coarse moduli space of ample P -polarized K3 surfaces is the subspace
(D \HD)/ Γ of M , where HD :=

⋃
δ∈∆(Q) δ

⊥ is the union of hyperplanes δ⊥ := {[Ω] ∈ D | (Ω, δ) = 0}.
2



Let D̃ be the connected component of {Ω ∈ Q⊗C | (Ω,Ω) = 0, (Ω,Ω) > 0} projecting onto D. A
modular form of weight k ∈ Z and character χ ∈ Char(Γ) := Hom(Γ,C×) is a holomorphic function

f : D̃ → C satisfying

(i) f(αz) = α−kf(z) for any α ∈ C×, and
(ii) f(γz) = χ(γ)f(z) for any γ ∈ Γ.

The vector spaces Ak(Γ, χ) of such modular forms constitute the ring

A(Γ) :=

∞⊕

k=0

⊕

χ∈Char(Γ)

Ak(Γ, χ)(2.5)

of modular forms. We have Char(Γ) ∼= Z/2Z (see Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2).

3. Moduli space of T2,3,7-polarized K3 surfaces

Let P = P(6, 14, 21, 1) be the weighted projective space of weight (6, 14, 21, 1) and consider the
family

ϕT
∗ : Y =

{
([x : y : z : w], t) ∈ P× T

∗
∣∣∣ f(x, y, z, w; t) = 0

}
→ T

∗
= A11 \ 0(3.1)

of hypersurfaces of P, where

f(x, y, z, w; t) = z2 + y3 + g2(x, w; t)y + g3(x, w; t),(3.2)

g2(x, w; t) = t4x
4w4 + t10x

3w10 + t16x
2w16 + t22xw

22 + t28w
28,

g3(x, w; t) = x7 + t12x
5w12 + t18x

4w18 + t24x
3w24 + t30x

2w30 + t36xw
36 + t42w

42,
(3.3)

t = (t4, t10, t12, t16, t18, t22, t24, t28, t30, t36, t42) ∈ T
∗
.(3.4)

The group C× acts onP and T
∗
in such a way that α ∈ C× sends [x : y : z : w] ∈ P to [x : y : z : α−1w]

and t = (ti)
42
i=4 to α · t = (αiti)

42
i=4. Since f is invariant under the C×-action, the family ϕT

∗ : Y → T
∗

descends to a family ϕT ∗ : Y → T ∗ over the weighted projective space T ∗ = P(w) with weight

w = (4, 10, 12, 16, 18, 22, 24, 28, 30, 36, 42).(3.5)

The fiber of ϕT
∗ : Y → T

∗
over t ∈ T

∗
will be denoted by Y t. Let T be the set of t ∈ T

∗
such that

Y t has at worst rational double points, and T := T/C× be the quotient variety.
The following fact is well-known:

Proposition 3.1 (cf. e.g. [Mir89, Proposition III.3.2]). An elliptic surface of the form

z2 + y3 + g2(x)y + g3(x) = 0(3.6)

has a singularity worse than rational double points in the fiber over x = a if and only if orda(g2) ≥ 4
and orda(g3) ≥ 6.

It follows that Y t has a singularity worse than rational double points if and only if one can set

g2(x, w) = ax4w4,

g3(x, w) = x7 + 7bx6w6
(3.7)

by a change of coordinates. By a simple change of coordinate from (3.7) to (3.3), one obtains the
following:

Corollary 3.2. The complement T ∗ \ T consists of points parametrized as

t = [a : −4ab : −21b2 : 6ab2 : 70b3 : −4ab3 : −105b4 : ab4 : 84b5 : −35b6 : 6b7](3.8)

for [a : b] ∈ P(4, 6).

The adjunction formula shows that Y t has the trivial canonical sheaf. Since the minimal resolution
of a surface is crepant if and only if it has at worst rational double points, one obtains the following:

Corollary 3.3. The minimal model Yt of Y t is a K3 surface if and only if [t] ∈ T .
3



Let P = T2,3,7 = E8⊥U be the lattice appearing in Introduction.

Proposition 3.4. The minimal model Yt for any [t] ∈ T has a natural structure of a pseudo-ample

P -polarized K3 surface.

Proof. The divisor Y t ∩ {w = 0} of Y t at infinity is given by

Y∞ =
{
[x : y : z] ∈ P(6, 14, 21)

∣∣ x7 + y3 + z2 = 0
}
,(3.9)

which is a rational curve. The hypersurface Y t has

• an A6-singularity at [0 : −1 : 1 : 0],
• an A2-singularity at [−1 : 0 : 1 : 0], and
• an A1-singularity at [1 : −1 : 0 : 0],

all coming from the singularity of the ambient space P. It follows that the minimal resolution
Yt → Y t has a configuration of (−2)-curves, whose dual intersection graph is given by T2,3,7. �

We call the singularities appearing in the proof of Proposition 3.4 as generic singularities of the

family.

Proposition 3.5. The P -polarized K3 surface Yt for [t] ∈ T is ample if and only if Y t has only

generic singularities of the family.

Proof. A P -polarized K3 surface Yt is strictly pseudo-ample if and only if its period Ω = H2,0(Yt)
is on the reflection hyperplane Hδ of a root δ ∈ ∆(Q). This happens if and only if the element δ
or −δ considered as a cohomology class by the embedding Q ⊂ H2(Yt;Z) (which is induced by the
P -polarization) is Poincaré dual to a (−2)-curve, since the orthogonal lattice of Ω inside H2(Yt;Z)
is the Néron-Severi lattice. This (−2)-curve is contracted in Y t since δ is orthogonal to P , so that
it appears as a singularity of Y t, which must be distinct from the generic singularities in the family
since the class δ is not contained in P . �

Proposition 3.6. For any pseudo-ample P -polarized K3 surface Y , there exist [t] ∈ T and an

isomorphism Y
∼−→ Yt of pseudo-ample P -polarized K3 surfaces.

Proof. We identify P with its image by j : P →֒ Pic(Y ). Choose a basis {e, f} of the orthogonal
summand U of P = U⊥E8 in such a way that (e, e) = (f, f) = (e, f) − 1 = 0 and f ∈ C(P ). The
pseudo-ampleness of Y implies that f is nef. Then one can show (cf. [PŠŠ71, §3, Theorem 1]) that
Y admits a unique structure of an elliptic K3 surface with a section such that f is the class of a fiber
and e− f is the class of a section.

An elliptic K3 surface with a section admits a Weierstrass model of the form

z2 + y3 + g2(x, w)y + g3(x, w) = 0(3.10)

in P(1, 4, 6, 1) (cf. e.g. [SS10, Section 4]). Since the sublattice E8 ⊂ P is orthogonal to f ∈ U , it is
generated by irreducible components of a fiber of Kodaira type II*. One can choose a coordinate in
such a way that this fiber lies over the point x = ∞ (or w = 0) in P1. In order for the elliptic surface
(3.10) to have a singular fiber of type II* at ∞, one needs

ord∞ g2(x, w) ≥ 4, ord∞ g3(x, w) = 5, and ord∞∆(x, w) = 10,(3.11)

where ∆ = 4g32 + 27g23 (cf. e.g. [Mir89, Table IV.3.1]). This requires

g2(x, w) =
4∑

i=0

six
iw8−i,(3.12)

g3(x, w) =
7∑

i=0

s′jx
jw12−j .(3.13)

Since ord∞ g3(x, w) = 5, one can set s′7 = 1 and s′6 = 0 by a change of coordinates of (x, w). The
birational map ( x

w
,
y

w4
,
z

w6

)
7→
( x

w6
,

y

w14
,

z

w21

)
(3.14)

4



of the ambient space from P(1, 4, 6, 1) to P(6, 14, 21, 1) sends (3.10) to (3.1). This map is compatible
with P -polarizations because the map j : P →֒ Pic(Y ) is uniquely determined by identifying the
configuration of (−2)-curves contained in the fiber over x = ∞ with that in Figure 1.1. Hence
Proposition 3.6 is proved. �

The proof of Proposition 3.6 also shows the following:

Proposition 3.7. For an isomorphism φ : Yt → Yt′ of pseudo-ample P -polarized K3 surfaces, there

exists an element α ∈ C× such that the following diagram commutes;

Yt
ϕ−−−→ Y t

ι−−−→ P(6, 14, 21, 1)

φ

y
yφα

Yt′
ϕ′

−−−→ Y t′
ι′−−−→ P(6, 14, 21, 1).

(3.15)

Here ϕ and ϕ′ are minimal resolutions, ι and ι′ are inclusions, and φα is the automorphism of

P(6, 14, 21, 1) sending [x : y : z : w] to [x : y : z : αw].

Proof. The proof of Proposition 3.6 shows that the embeddings ι and ι′ given by the Weierstrass mod-
els (3.1) are determined by the pseudo-ample P -polarization up to an automorphism of P(1, 6, 14, 21).
The automorphism group of P(1, 6, 14, 21) consists of transformations of the form

x 7→ β1x+ β2w
6,(3.16)

y 7→ γ1y + γ2xw
8 + γ3x

2w2,(3.17)

z 7→ δ1z + δ2xyw + δ3xw
15 + δ4x

2w9 + δ5x
3w3,(3.18)

w 7→ αw.(3.19)

The only automorphism which preserves the Weierstrass model (3.1) is w 7→ αw. �

By applying the global Torelli theorem [PŠŠ71, BR75] and the surjectivity of the period map
[Tod80], one concludes that the period map ΠT : T → M , which is induced by [t] 7→ H2,0(Yt), is an
isomorphism. We study the period map ΠT and its lifts in details in the next section.

4. Orbifold structure in codimension one

The natural projection π : D̃ → D is a principal C×-bundle, which is trivial since it admits a
section {

e− ((v, v)/2)f + v ∈ D̃
∣∣∣ v = v1 +

√
−1v2 ∈ P ⊗ C, (v2, v2) > 0

}
.(4.1)

It induces a principal C×-orbi-bundle

[π] :
[
D̃
/
Γ
]
→ M := [D/Γ] ∼=

[
D̃
/(

Γ× C×
)]

(4.2)

since π is equivariant with respect to the natural action of Γ. The section (4.1) of π is not a section
of [π] since it is not Γ-equivariant. The line bundle associated with the principal C×-orbi-bundle
(4.2) will be denoted by OM(1).

The fixed locus Dg of an element g ∈ Γ is the intersection of a proper linear subspace and D. The
element g is said to be a reflection if Dg is the intersection of a hyperplane with D.

Lemma 4.1. Any reflection in Γ is given by z 7→ z + (z, δ) · δ for some δ ∈ ∆(Q).

Proof. We may assume rank(Qg)⊥ = 1 by taking −g instead of g if necessary. Let δ 6= 0 be a
primitive element in (Qg)⊥. Then we have g(δ) = −δ and g is given by z 7→ z − (2(z, δ)/(δ, δ)) · δ.
Since Q is unimodular, there exists an element z ∈ Q such that (z, δ) = 1. Since g(z) ∈ Q, it follows
that 2/(δ, δ) ∈ Z. Hence (δ, δ) = ±2. Since g ∈ O+(Q), we have (δ, δ) = −2. �

Lemma 4.2. The action of Γ on ∆(Q) is transitive.
5



Proof. For any δ1, δ2 ∈ ∆(Q), it follows from Nikulin’s theory of discriminant forms of lattices
[Nik79b] that δ⊥i

∼= 〈2〉⊥U⊥E8 and that there exists an element g ∈ O(Q) such that g(δ1) = δ2. We
may assume g ∈ O+(Q) since O+(δ⊥i ) ( O(δ⊥i ). �

Now we construct the following diagram:

Ũ −−−→ U −−−→ U −−−→ V −−−→ T \ STyΠ
Ũ

yΠ
U

yΠU

yΠV

yΠT

D̃ \ SD̃

{±1}−−−→ D \ SD

C×/{±1}−−−−−→ D \ SD
Γ2−−−→ M2 \ SM2

µ−−−→ M \ SM

(4.3)

where horizontal arrows are principal bundles and vertical arrows are isomorphisms.
Let SD ⊂ D be the locus where the stabilizer of the action of Γ is non-trivial and does not coincide

with a group of order two generated by a reflection. The locus SD contains not only intersections of
more than two reflection hyperplanes, but also points where the corresponding lattice polarized K3
surface has an automorphism other than [x : y : z : w] 7→ [x : y : z : −w] = [x : y : −z : w]. The
action of Γ on D \ (HD ∪ SD) is free, and the stabilizer of a point in HD \ (HD ∩ SD) is a group of
order two generated by a reflection.

Since the group Γ is countable, the locus HD is a countable union of hyperplanes, and the locus
SD is a countable union of linear subspaces of codimension greater than one. The images of HD and
SD in M will be denoted by HM and SM respectively.

Let Γ2 and µ be the kernel and the image of the determinant map det : Γ → C×. Set M2 := D/Γ2,
HM2

:= HD/Γ2, and SM2
:= SD/Γ2. The map M2 \ SM2

→ M \ SM is a double cover branched along
HM \ SM , and the map D \ SD → M2 \ SM2

is the universal cover since the action of Γ2 on D \ SD is
free.

Let HT and ST be the inverse images of HM and SM by the period map Π: T
∼−→ M. The pull-backs

of HT and ST by the projection T → T will be denoted by HT and ST . Let further ∆T ∈ C[t] be the
defining equation of HT , and

V = V /C×, where V =
{
(t, s) ∈ (T \ ST )× A1

∣∣ s2 = ∆T (t)
}
,(4.4)

be the double cover of T \ ST branched along HT \ ST . Here α ∈ C× acts on A1 in (4.4) by s 7→
αdeg∆T /2s. (We will show deg∆T = 504 in Proposition 5.2.) The restriction Π|T\ST

: T \ST
∼−→ M \SM

of the period map lifts to an isomorphism ΠV : V → M2 \ SM2
, since both V and M2 \ SM2

are the
double covers of isomorphic varieties branched along smooth divisors which are identified under the
isomorphism.

The isomorphism ΠV can further be lifted to an isomorphism ΠU : U → D \ SD, where U is the
universal cover of V . This isomorphism is equivariant under the action of the covering transformation
group Gal ((D \ SD) / (M \ SM)) = Γ.

Set (x1, x2, x3, x4) = (x, y, z, w) and (q1, q2, q3, q4) = (6, 14, 21, 1). The Griffiths–Dwork method
provides the element

Ω = Res

∑4
i=1(−1)iqixidx1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂xi ∧ · · · ∧ dx4

f

ofH0
(
Ω2

Y/T

)
, which gives a 2-form Ωt on Y t for each t ∈ T , whose pull-back to Yt gives a holomorphic

2-form Ωt.
Let LT → T \ (HT ∪ ST ) be the local system whose fiber over t ∈ T \ (HT ∪ ST ) is the second

homology group H2(Yt;Z). For any t ∈ T \(HT ∪ST ), the fiber of the projection T → T above [t] ∈ T
can be identified with C×/{±1}, and the monodromy of LT along the generator of π1(C

×/{±1}) ∼= Z

is induced by the automorphism [x : y : z : w] 7→ [x : y : z : −w] of Y t, whose induced action on Q is
− idQ.

The monodromy of LT along HT is the Picard–Lefschetz transformation with respect to the van-
ishing cycle C, which is the reflection along the homology class [C] of the vanishing cycle. Note that
the class [C] is equal to the class of the (−2)-curve which defines the reflection hyperplane. It follows

6



that the pull-back of LT to the double cover V does not have a monodromy along the ramification
divisor HV , and hence extends to a local system LV on V .

Let LU be the pull-back of LV to U := U ×T T . One has π1(U) ∼= π1(C
×/{±1}) since U is

the universal cover of V . The monodromy of LU along the generator of π1(U) ∼= π1(C
×/{±1}) is

given by − idH2(Yt;Z). It follows that the pull-back LŨ of LU to the non-trivial double cover Ũ → U

is trivial. The period map ΠT : T → M is defined in such a way that the lift ΠŨ : Ũ → D̃ \ SD̃

is given by integration of Ωt along a basis of LŨ obtained by choosing a global trivialization of
LŨ . It follows from the construction that the map ΠŨ is equivariant with respect to the natural

action of the central extension Γ of Γ by {±1}, where Γ acts on the bases of the principal C×-

bundles
(
Ũ → U

)
∼=
(
D̃ \ SD̃ → D \ SD

)
, and {±1} acts on the fibers. The map ΠŨ induces an

isomorphism ΠU : U → D \ SD, where D := D̃/{±1} and SD := SD̃/{±1}.
The action of α ∈ C× on T sends a point (ti)i to (αiti)i. The change of f caused by this action can

be absorbed by the coordinate change sending w 7→ α−1w and keeping x, y and z fixed. This sends
Ω to α−1Ω, so that the period will be multiplied by α−1. This shows that ΠŨ is C×-equivariant.

Let HP be the hypersurface of P(w) :=
[
T/C×

]
defined by ∆T . The orbifold P(w) has a generic

stabilizer of order 2, and the natural morphism to the orbifold P(w/2) :=
[
T/(C×/{±1})

]
without a

generic stabilizer is a B{±1}-bundle. Let T∗ be the stack obtained from P(w) by the root construction
[AGV08, Cad07] of order 2 along the divisor HP. The orbifold quotient

T :=
[
V
/ (

µ× C×
)] ∼=

[
Ũ
/(

Γ× C×
)]

(4.5)

is an open substack of T∗. Since ΠŨ is Γ× C×-equivariant, one obtains an isomorphism

ΠT : T
∼−→ M \ SM(4.6)

of orbifolds where SM :=
[
SD̃/(Γ× C×)

]
. Since the codimension of SD̃ in D̃ is greater than one,

Theorem 1.1 is proved.

5. The canonical bundle and the total coordinate ring

A character of C× × Γ gives a C× ×Γ-equivariant structure on the trivial line bundle on D̃, which

in turn gives a line bundle on the orbifold quotient M ∼=
[
D̃
/
(C× × Γ)

]
. We write the line bundle

on M associated with the character C× × Γ ∋ (α, g) 7→ α−k · (det g)l as OM(k)⊗ detl .

Proposition 5.1. The canonical bundle on M is given by ωM
∼= OM(10)⊗ det .

Proof. We first consider the canonical bundle of D ∼=
[
D̃
/
C×
]
, which is an open subset defined by

(
Ω,Ω

)
> 0 of a quadratic hypersurface in P(Q⊗C) defined by (Ω,Ω) = 0. In general, the canonical

bundle of a degree k hypersurface X in Pn is given by OX(k − n− 1). We follow our convention for

OM(k) and write the line bundle on D ∼=
[
D̃
/
C×
]
associated with the character α 7→ α−k of C× as

OD(k). Since this is inverse to the usual convention, one has ωD
∼= OD(10).

Now we take the action of Γ into account and consider the canonical bundle ofM ∼=
[
D̃
/
(C× × Γ)

]
.

Since a reflection changes the sign of a top differential form, one concludes that ωM
∼= OM(10) ⊗

det. �

It follows from Theorem 1.1 that PicM is isomorphic to PicT∗. Let OT∗(1) := p∗OP(1) be the
pull-back of the positive generator OP(1) of PicP(w) ∼= Z by the structure morphism p : T∗ → P(w),
and OT∗(HT∗) be the tautological bundle on the root stack satisfying

OT∗(HT∗)⊗2 ∼= p∗OP(HP).(5.1)

It follows from [Cad07, Section 3.1] that PicT∗ is generated by OT∗(1) and OT∗(HT∗) with relation
(5.1). This shows that PicT∗, and hence PicM, is isomorphic to Z⊕Z/2Z. The free part is generated
by OT∗(1), which is isomorphic to Π∗

TOM(1) since ΠT comes from the (C××Γ)-equivariant morphism
7



ΠŨ . The identification of the torsion part is determined uniquely by the group structure of the Picard
group as Π∗

T (OM ⊗ det) ∼= OT∗(− deg∆T/2)⊗OT∗(HT∗).

Proposition 5.2. One has deg∆T = 504.

Proof. Since the root stack is the quotient of the branched double cover, the ramification formula for
the canonical bundle gives

ωT∗
∼= p∗ωP ⊗OT∗(HT∗)
∼= OT∗(−242)⊗OT∗(HT∗)
∼= OT∗(−242 + deg∆T/2)⊗ (OT∗(− deg∆T /2)⊗OT∗(HT∗)).

Since this is isomorphic to Π∗
TωM, one has −242 + deg∆T/2 = 10 and hence deg∆T = 504. �

One has

A(Γ) :=

∞⊕

k=0

⊕

χ∈Char(Γ)

Ak(Γ, χ)(5.2)

∼=
⊕

L∈PicM

H0(L)(5.3)

∼=
⊕

L∈PicT∗

H0(L),(5.4)

which is generated by the polynomial ring
⊕∞

k=0H
0(OT∗(k)) ∼=

⊕∞
k=0H

0(OP(k)) and the canonical
section s ∈ H0 (OT∗(HT∗)) satisfying s2 = ∆T . This concludes the proof of Corollary 1.2.

6. Discriminant and resultant

The discriminant of y3 + g2(x, w; t)y + g3(x, w; t) as a polynomial of y is given by 4g2(x, w; t)
3 +

27g3(x, w; t)
2, which defines a hypersurface of degree 84 in P(6, 1) = ProjC[x, w]. In other words,

[4g2(x, w; t)
3 +27g3(x, w; t)

2]/w84 is a polynomial of degree 14 in x/w6. Let k(t) be the discriminant
of this polynomial in one variable, which is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 14 · 13 · 6 = 1092
in t. A general point on the divisor D ⊂ P(w) defined by k(t) corresponds to the locus where two
fibers of Kodaira type I1 collapse into one fiber. The divisor D is a linear combination of two prime
divisors D1 and D2. A general point on the component D1 corresponds to the case when there exists
a point p = [x : w] on P(6, 1) such that neither g2 nor g3 vanishes at p, and a general point on the
other component D2 corresponds to the case when both g2 and g3 vanish at p. In the former case,
the resulting singular fiber is of Kodaira type I2, and the surface Y t acquires an A1-singularity. In
the latter case, the resulting singular fiber is of Kodaira type II, and the surface Y t does not acquire
any new singularity. The defining equation of D1 is ∆T . The defining equation of D2 is the resultant
of g2 and g3, which is given as the determinant

f2 =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

t28 t22 t16 t10 t4
t28 t22 t16 t10 t4

t28 t22 t16 t10 t4
t28 t22 t16 t10 t4

t28 t22 t16 t10 t4
t28 t22 t16 t10 t4

t28 t22 t16 t10 t4
t42 t36 t30 t24 t18 t12 0 1

t42 t36 t30 t24 t18 t12 0 1
t42 t36 t30 t24 t18 t12 0 1

t42 t36 t30 t24 t18 t12 0 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

(6.1)

of the Sylvester matrix, which is homogeneous of degree d2 = 196.

Lemma 6.1. For a polynomial f(x, y, t) = y3 + g2(x, t)y + g3(x, t) in three variables, let h(x, t) =
4g2(x, t)

3 +27g3(x, t)
2 be the discriminant of f(x, y, t) as a polynomial in y, k(t) be the discriminant

8



of h(x, t) as a polynomial in x, and r(t) be the resultant of the pair (g2(x, t), g3(x, t)) as polynomials

of x. Then one has k(t) = r(t)3 · ℓ(t) for some polynomial ℓ(t) ∈ C[t].

Proof. We may assume that coefficients of g2(x, t) and g3(x, t) are generic. In general, if we set
h(x, t) = g2(x, t)

n − g3(x, t)
m for n > m ≥ 1, then the order of vanishing of the discriminant k(t) of

h(x, t) along the resultant r(t) of g2(x, t) and g3(x, t) is given by n(m − 1). This follows from the
fact that the set of solutions of

(x− α)n − (x− β)m = 0(6.2)

for n > m near α = β consists of m solutions of the form

ai = β + ζ im(β − α)n/m + o((β − α)n/m), i = 0, . . . , m− 1(6.3)

and n−m solutions of the form

bj = α + ζjn−m − m

n−m
(β − α) + o(β − α), j = 0, . . . , n−m− 1,(6.4)

so that the leading term of the discriminant
(∏

i<i′

(ai − ai′)
2

)
·
(∏

j<j′

(bj − bj′)
2

)
·
(∏

i,j

(ai − bj)
2

)
(6.5)

is given by
∏

i<i′

(ai − ai′)
2 ∼ ((β − α)n/m)m(m−1) = (β − α)n(m−1).(6.6)

�

Since degD − 3 degD2 = 1092− 3 · 196 = 504 = degD1, one has D = D1 + 3D2 and

∆T (t) =
k(t)

r(t)3
.(6.7)
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[Cad07] Charles Cadman, Using stacks to impose tangency conditions on curves, Amer. J. Math. 129 (2007), no. 2,
405–427. MR 2306040 (2008g:14016)

[DKW19] C. Dieckmann, A. Krieg, and M. Woitalla, The graded ring of modular forms on the Cayley half-space of

degree two, Ramanujan J. 48 (2019), no. 2, 385–398. MR 3911795
[Dol96] I. V. Dolgachev, Mirror symmetry for lattice polarized K3 surfaces, J. Math. Sci. 81 (1996), no. 3, 2599–

2630, Algebraic geometry, 4. MR 1420220 (97i:14024)
[Loo84] E. Looijenga, The smoothing components of a triangle singularity. II, Math. Ann. 269 (1984), no. 3, 357–387.

MR 761312
[Mir89] Rick Miranda, The basic theory of elliptic surfaces, Dottorato di Ricerca in Matematica. [Doctorate in

Mathematical Research], ETS Editrice, Pisa, 1989. MR 1078016 (92e:14032)
[Nik79a] V. V. Nikulin, Finite groups of automorphisms of Kählerian K3 surfaces, Trudy Moskov. Mat. Obshch. 38

(1979), 75–137. MR 544937 (81e:32033)
[Nik79b] , Integer symmetric bilinear forms and some of their geometric applications, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR

Ser. Mat. 43 (1979), no. 1, 111–177, 238. MR 525944 (80j:10031)
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