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The rationality of the moduli space
of two-pointed ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves

Francesco Zucconi

Abstract. By the geometry of the 3-fold quadric we show that the
coarse moduli space of genus ¢ ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves
with two marked points is a rational variety for every g > 2.

0. INTRODUCTION

0.1. The result. We work over C, the complex number field. The purpose
of this paper is to show the following result:

Main Theorem The coarse moduli space S;éhyp of genus g hyperelliptic
ineffective spin curves with two marked points is an irreducible rational va-

riety.

0.2. Motivations. It is well known that the coarse moduli space of hyper-
elliptic curves H, is rational: [14], c.f. [4]. In [5] it is shown that the coarse
moduli space of n-marked hyperelliptic curves is irreducible for every n and
it is rational for every n < 2¢g + 8. In [3] it is shown that H,, is uniruled
for n < 4g + 4.

In [25] we have shown that the coarse moduli space of ineffective
spin hyperelliptic curves with one marked point is rational. Hence it is a
natural question to study the rationality of the scheme S; MYP for 0 < m <
29 + 8.

Our result fits into a vast literature concerning the rationality problem of
special subloci of moduli spaces of curves too; see the book [6]. For example
in [0, Proposition 2.2.1.5], it is studied the function field of the moduli space
of ineffective spin curves [C, 6] where C is a plane curve of degree d. We
also like to recall that ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves are crucial to
construct hyperelliptic K3 surfaces and then families of Godeaux surfaces
as in [9]. They also play a role in Mumford’s solution of the Hyperelliptic
Schottky Problem [I8]. Families of hyperelliptic curves with two marked
points play a role also in arithmetic; for example see: [21].

There is also another reason to shed some light on the geometry of some
loci of the moduli space of spin curves. Indeed it seems to exist a structural
relation between spin curves and 3-folds geometry. In [22, Cor. 4.1.1] we
showed that the geometry of trigonal spin curves is ruled by the geometry
of rational curves on the del Pezzo threefold B of degree 5 (and index 2). In
[23, Prop. 3.1.2] we constructed a theta characteristic on the general trigonal
curve from the incidence correspondence of intersecting lines on B. Indeed
we generalised and we extended Mukai’s approach to study genus twelve
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prime Fano threefold Vao: [I8, [16]. Finally we stress that the result of this
paper is directly related to the rationality results of [25] and of [24].

0.3. Spin curves. A smooth spin curve is a pair (C,0) of a smooth curve
of genus ¢ > 2 and a line bundle # on C such that #%? is isomorphic to
the canonical bundle we. The coarse moduli space Sy of such pairs has a
compactification Sy, see: [7], which is compatible with the Deligne-Mumford
compactification M, of the coarse moduli space M, of smooth curves of genus
g via stable curves [10]. For its geometry see: [11].

The natural forgetful morphism 7: §; — M, is a finite map of degree
229, By [I7], [2] we know that S is the disjoint union of two irreducible
components S; and S, where S; is the moduli space of those [C, 6] such
that h°(C, ) is an even number and S, is the one where hO(C, ) is an odd
number.

Those [C, 0] € S} with h°(C, ) = 0 fill an open subset inside S and the
class 6 is said to be an ineffective theta characteristic on C.

The geometry of S is a well-established subject of study since the begin-
nings of algebraic geometry. The hyperelliptic case has been considered in
the literature; see for example: [19], [20].

0.4. S;éhyp and the quadric 3-fold. In this paper we consider the moduli
space S;éhyp — 8;2 given by the classes [C, 6, m, n| where C'is a smooth hy-
perelliptic curve of genus g, h°(C,6) = 0 and m,n € C up to automorphism.
We show below that the geometry of the 3-fold quadric Q C P* encodes the
one of S;éhyp.
0.4.1. Linear algebra set up. Let V be a 5-dimensional vector space and
let Q C P* = P(V) be a smooth quadric threefold. Consider the couple
(Q,q) where ¢ C @ is a smooth conic. Let P(W) < P* be the projective
plane spanned by ¢ where W < V is the corresponding 3-dimensional vector
sub-space. We consider ®o: V — V'V the natural isomorphism to the dual
space V'V of V induced by anyone among the non-degenerate bilinear form
b: V xV — C associated to ). Since ¢ is smooth and W is not inside @, it
holds that :

V=WeaeWwt
where W+ := {v € V|Vw € W, b(v,w) = 0}.

0.4.2. The hyperelliptic curve. We take a general element [H] € P(V"). The
precise constrains on H are stated in Generality Conditions

Let Qg C Q be the hyperplane section @ N H. We denote by |(1,0)],
|(0,1) the linear systems which induce, respectively, the two natural rulings.

Inside Qg we take a general R € |(1,d — 1)|; the precise constrains on R
are stated in Generality Conditions Definitley R is a rational curve of
degree d with respect to the embedding Q — H C P* given by |(1,1)].

Since ¢ is of degree 2 and since the tangent hyperplane section @; :=
T:QNQ to @ at any point ¢t € ) is a cone over a smooth conic, with vertex
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t, it holds that for any ¢t € @ there exist two points a(t),a’(t) € ¢, not
necessarily distinct, such that the lines (¢, a(t)), (t,a’(t)) C Q. In particular
by a general point ¢ € R there pass (at most) two lines [(¢), I'(t) which
satisfy the following conditions:

1) 1(t), V() C Q;
i) 0 #1U(t)Ng = {a(®)},
iii) 0 #U(t)Ng={d(t)}.
By the same reason, given a point a € ¢ there exist (at most) d lines
11,....1% C Q passing through a such that I} N R = {t'},..., 14N R = {t7}.
This picture shows a [2,d] correspondence C' C R X q. The scheme C
comes equipped with a g given by the morphism C' — R induced by the
natural projection R X ¢ — R; the other projection induces a gé on C.

0.4.3. The ineffective theta-characteristic. By the geometry of () we can
also describe explicitely an ineffective theta-characteristic on C. To see it
we introduce the notion of marked line for the rational curve R with respect
to the triple (Q,q, H).

The notion of R-marked line. A R-marked line is a point [t,a] € R X ¢
such that the line Iy, ) := (t,a) C P* is actually a line inside Q. The line
l[t.q) is called the support of the marked line [t,a]. We can show that the
correspondence C' is the scheme of R-marked lines with respect to (Q, q, H).

Now consider a general market line [ = [j; 4, then by the projection
from | € Q C P* we find that there exist exactly d — 1 marked lines
[t1,a1], ., [ta—1,aq-1] such that Iy, .1 N1 # 0 and such that Iy, . N1 is
distinct from both [N q and [N R. In Proposition [2.4.1] we prove that there
exists an ineffective theta characteristic §(R) on C such that the unique
effective divisor of |#(R) + [t, a]| is exactly Zf:_ll [ti, a;].

0.4.4. The two special marked lines. Our construction comes with some con-
strains which gives two special points on C. Let {z,y} = ¢ N Qp and let
us consider the two linear series |(1,0)] and (0,1)] on Q@g. Above we have
selected a general element [R] € |(1,d — 1)|. In particular there exists a
unique line m € |(0, 1)| such that mN¢ = {z} and there exists a unique line
n € |(0,1)| such that n N ¢ = {y}. Obviously there exists a unique point
pz(R) € RNm and there exists a unique point p,(R) € RNn. For a general
R we denote by m(R) := [p(R), z], n(R) := [py(R),y] these two special R-
marked lines. Note that if we vary R the points p,(R), p,(R) vary as well,
but the respective supporting lines of m(R), n(R) do not vary. These special

points on C(R) originate the class [C(R),0(R), m(R),n(R)] € S;éhyp.

0.5. On the proof of the Main Theorem. The curve C naturally comes
equipped with a forgetful morphism fr: C' — Hilbi2 obtained associating
to any marked line the corresponding line of ). The image M is a singular
curve with two points of multiplicity d — 1; actually a line [ C @Q can be
the support of more than one marked line; see Remark Moreover M
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FIGURE 1. The surface Qg

is contained in the quadric S, C Hilb%2 which parameterises the lines of Q
which touch gq.

On the other hand a general element [C, 0, m,n] € S;“_’}ﬁ'g comes equipped
with a surface Q¢ ,m,n isomorphic to P! x P! and a morphism fommn: C —
Sc.0,mmn C P3 where Sc.o.m,n 1s the image of Qc g.mn given by its rulings;
see Corollary

In Proposit we build an identification between (Hilb?, Sq) and
(PS,SC(R)ﬂ(R)’m(R),n(R)), where now we have stressed the dependence of
the hyperelliptic curve by the rational curve R. Actually we can read
off the full geometry of a general element [C,0,m,n| € Sj;liyg via the
above identification. This leads to the Reconstruction Theorém, which
asserts that given [C,0,m,n] there exists R C Qg as above such that
[C(R),0(R),m(R),n(R)] = [C,8,m,n]. Finally we need a detailed but sim-
ple analysis of the automorphism group of (@, ¢, H) and of its action on the
linear system |(1,d —1)| of Qp; actually we show that we have to consider a
Z -action on |(1,d — 1)|. In Corollarywe show that |(1,d — 1)|//Z is
rational. Finally we show the Injectivity Theorem, see Theorem [£.3.2] which
claims that |(1,d — 1)|//Z is birational to S;ff; and the Main Theorem

follows; see Theorem

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Hiromichi Takagi for very useful
discussions and Gianluca Gorni since he has done the three pictures which
should strongly help the reader to follow the arguments. This research is
supported by DIMAGeometry PRIDZUCC.

1. CLASSICAL AND LESS CLASSICAL RESULTS ON HYPERELLIPTIC CURVES

1.1. Ineffective Spin Hyperelliptic curves with a marked point. Let
C' be an hyperelliptic curve of genus g and let W(C') be the set of its Weier-
strass points.



Moduli of two-pointed ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves 5

1.1.1. Partitions of W(C). It is easy to see that if we select a g+ 1 partition

Po = {{w1, - wgr1}, {wl, . wy i }}
of W(C), that is W(C) = {w1, .wg1} [ [{w}, .., wy4 1}, then wy +we + ... +
w41 is linearly equivalent to wj + ... +wy, ;. Moreover the divisor

(1.1) 0~ wi - Wy — gy ~ Wl Wy — g

gives an ineffective theta characteristic [f] inside Pic(C), where by g3 we will
denote both the linear system |p+p'| giving the 2-to-1 cover Plpp|: C — P!
than a divisor of the linear system. It is well-known that also the viceversa
is true.

Proposition 1.1.1. Ineffective theta characteristics are in one-to-one cor-
respondence to g + 1 partions of W(C).

Proof. See: cf.[1, p. 288, Exercise 32]. O

1.1.2. The case with one marked point. We recall that S;fihyp is the coarse
moduli space of 1-marked ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves. We will need
the following:

Lemma 1.1.2. Let [(C,0,m)] be any element of S;i}.lyp Let Py be a g+ 1-
partition of W(C) as above. The following assertions hold:

(1) The linear system |0 + gs + m| defines a birational morphism
2
g0|9+g%+m‘ = w: cC—P
from C' to a plane curve My, of degree g+ 2.
(2) Let Dy, = n1+no+...+ngy be the unique element of |0 +m|. Then there
exists 0 € My, such that (n1) = P(n2) = ... = ¢P(ng) = o.
For the assertions (3) and (4), we set A := {m, w1, ..., Wgi1, W], ..., Wy q}.
(3) The support of Dy, contains no point of A.
(4) The point o as in (2) is different from the -images of points of A.
Besides no two points of A are mapped to the same point by the map
p: C — P2
(5) The curve Mg, has a point of multiplicity g supported on o.
(6) There exist two lines Ly, LIG m C P? such that o & Loy U L,e m and

Le,m N M(C) = {w(w1)7 "'7w(wd)7 ¢(m)}7

Ly 1 M(C) = {th(w}), .. h(w]), & (m) }.
Proof. See: c.f. [25, Lemma 4.2.2]. O

Remark 1.1.3. By Proposition[L.1.1]an ineffective theta characteristic [f] is
invariant by the action of the hyperelliptic involution. The unique effective
divisor a1(P) + az(P) + ... + a4(P) € |6 + P| is called the theta polyhedron
associated to the point P € C. Tt holds that a}(P) + ay(P) + ... + ay(P) €
|0+ P’| is the theta polyhedron associated to P’ where P+P’ ~ a;(P)+a;(P),
1 =1,..., g is the hyperelliptic linear series.
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1.2. Ineffective Spin Hyperelliptic curves with two marked point.
We fix two general points m,n € C. In the rest of the paper we set g = d—1.

1.2.1. Theta characteristics and couples of points. If 6 is ineffective then
hY(C,0c(0 + m)) = h%(C,0c (0 + n)) = 1. Moreover there exist 2d — 2
mutually distinct points my, ..., mqg_1, n1,..., ng_1 € C such that

d—1
Z n; € |60 + m|
1=1

d—1
Z m; € |6 + nl.
i=1

Notation 1.2.1. We set

1) Lotmin = Oc(m+n+0));

2) Lw = Oc(0+ g3),

and we stress that Ly is Oc(wy + wa + ... + wy).

Lemma 1.2.2. It holds:
(1) Lyymyin is base point free and h°(C, Lotmin) = 2;
(2) Ly is base point free and h°(C, Ly ) = 2;
(3) ni+ ... +ng_1 +m' €|wr + ... +wg| >my + ... + mg_1 + 1.

Proof. (1). The divisor m + Zf;ll m; is linearly equivalent to n + Zf:_ll .

Moreover Ko —0—m—n ~ 8 —m—n. By Riemann- Roch theorem it follows
that h°(C, Ly) = 2. Since m’ # n it is easy to see that the linear system
|0 +n+m|isag). (2)is wellknown and easy to be proved. To show (3)
consider the unique g3 on C: |m + m/| and note that wy + wa + ... + wg ~
O+m+m' ~ni+..+ng_1+m ~mi+...+mg_1+n.

([
Since 26 ~ K¢ we have that for n € |[Kc + p+ p’ + m + n| it holds that
d—1
(1.2) nef+p+p +ntd n
i=1

and
00(77) = £9+m+n & ﬁW

1.2.2. The case with two marked points. We recall that SZéhyp is the coarse
moduli space of 2-marked ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves. The reader
can easily follow the proof of the following Lemma, by considering the case

where C has genus 2, that is when d = 3.

Lemma 1.2.3. Let [C,0,m,n] € S;_’}iyé) be a general element. It holds that:

(1) the map ¢y, : C — P s an embedding;
(2) the linear span (6y)(m2). 0y (1), G111, Dy (1a—1) s a BL;
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(3) the linear spans 11 := (@, (m1), - Q) (Ma—1)), ' := (B (n1), - Bl (Na—1))
are distinct and both of dimension d — 2;

(4) the linear space © :=IINII" is disjoint from ¢, (C);

(5) the composition [ := mg o ¢y : C -+ P3, where mg: P\ O — P3
is the projection from ©, is a morphism to a curve M C P3 such that
flmi) = f(mg) = ... = f(mg—1) = am € M, f(m) = f(n2) = ... =
f(ng_1) = an € M C P? and an,a, are respectively the support of a
point of multiplicity d — 1;

(6) there ewist two disjoint lines L, L' inside P3 such that L N f(C) =
{f(w1), ... f(wa)} and L' 0 f(C) = {f(w)), ..., fwy)};

Proof. By Riemann-Roch’s theorem it holds that ¢, : C' — P41 is an em-
bedding. It is easy to show that

d—1
n— an Zmz_9+p+p +n—ZmZ~p+p

Hence h°(C, O¢(n— Z 1 n;— Zf:_ll m;)) = 2. By Geometric Riemann Roch
theorem this implies that the linear span of ¢y, (m1),..., @jp(Ma-1), ¢|n|(n1)
Gyl (na—1) is a P41 < PH1. By Lemma( ) hO(C, Oc(n—"9"1my)) =
3. It follows that ¢, (m1), ..., P|,(ma—1) generates a d — 2 linear subspace
II of P41 and by the analogue reason By (M1); -5 Ppyi(na—1) generates a
d — 2 linear subspace II" < P4~1. By the Grassmann formula the subspace
W of H°(C,Oc(n)) generated by the subspaces H(C, O¢(n — Zf:_ll m;))
and H°(C,Oc(n — Z?;ll n;)) has dimension 4. Then dimAnn(W) =d — 2
and dimH%(C, O¢(n))Y/Ann(W) = 4. Denote by © := P(Ann(W)) and set
Ut = H(C,0c(n))Y/Ann(W). Then © = I NI’ is of dimension d — 3.
Let us consider the linear projection 7g: P41 ——» P(U+L) = P? from the
subspace ©. We set f: C' --» P3 to be the composition of @)y followed by the
projection mg. It is easy to show that ¢, (m;) ¢ © and that ¢y, (n;) ¢ ©
and more generally that © N ¢}, (C) = 0 since Lemma m (1) and the

remark that [n + S9! n;| = [ — 6 — g} is base point free.

This implies that f: C' — P3 is a morphism. Moreover since the span of
By (M1), ..., By (Ma—1) is of dimension d —2 and it contains © then f(m1) =
f(mg) = ... = f(mg_1) = amm € M C P3 and by the same argument f(n1) =
f(ne) = ... = f(ng_1) = an, € M C P3. Moreover a,, # a, and it clearly
holds that M has degree 2d. Then M is a singular curve with two points of
multiplicity d — 1 and f: C' — M is the normalisation morphism since C' is
of genus d — 1.

Since n— (w1 +...+wg) ~ n— (W) +...+w)) is the g} given by Ly it follows
that ¢, (w1), ..., |, (wq) generate a d — 1 linear subspace and analogously

for @ (wh), .., @pyy (w}y). Since n— (w1 + ... +wg + Zf:_ll m;) is effective then
the images of the Weierstrass points f(w1),..., f(wq) belong to a line L C P3
and analogousely f(w}),..., f(w/;) belong to a line L' C P3. More precisely,
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by the fact that

d—1 d—1
n+Zm6 N —wi + ... +wy| 9m+2mi
i=1 i=1

it holds that ¢, (w1), ..., ¢y (wg) span a d — 1-plane inside P4+ and that
By (W1),-+,P 1| (wa), Py(m) span a hyperplane section Il which contains

By (M), s By (Ma—1) While @y (w1), ..., Py (wa), @y (1) span a hyperplane
section I, which contains ¢y, (n1), ..., ¢y (na—1). Hence the d — 1-plane
spanned by ¢j,((w1),..., ¢ (wg) contains ©. The same holds for @y, (w)),...,

We claim that LNL' = (). By contradiction assume that LNL' # (. Then
there exists a P4=2 containing © such that P4=2 C (Pl (W1), -y Ppy (wa))

and P2 C (@), (w)), ..., ¢, (w)y). Then there exists a w; and a wi, 1 <
i,7 < d, such that <Pd_2,wi,w;> is an hyperplane. Since (O, ¢,(w;)) =
<¢\n|(w1)va¢|n|(wd)> and <®a¢77(w;)> = <¢\n\(w/1)va¢|n|(w£i)> it follows
that n ~ Zgzl ws + Zle wk. Then it easily follows that Zgzl wh o~
n -+ Zf;ll n;. Since Zle wl, ~ 0+ g and since n + Zf:_ll n; ~n+m+0 it
follows that n +m is the gi: a contradiction. g

1.3. The quadric associated to a general element of S;éhyp. We con-
sider the rational map induced by Lg4+n and respectively by Ly :
OLosmint C == PHY(C, Lotmin)"), bry: C == PHY(C, Lw)").
By Lemma both are morphisms. We denote by
O: C = P(HC, Lormin)") x P(H(C, L))

the product morphism, that is ® = ¢, . X¢r,,. Wedenote by fgmn: C —

P3 = P(U*) the morphism constructed in Lemma (5) too. We stress
that the Lemma below is crucial for the rationality result.

Lemma 1.3.1. Let [(C,0,m,n)] € S;_’}ﬁ'g be a general element. Then the
rational map ®: C — P(H(C, Loyman)") x P(H(C, L)"') is a morphism
of degree 1. Moreover there exists an embedding v: P(H(C, Loymin)Y) X
P(H(C,Lw)Y) — P3 = P(U") such that fomn =10 ®.

Proof. By the equation (1.2)) Ly ® Lg4mirn is linearly equivalent to Oc(n).
We consider the standard multiplication map:

p: HY(C, Loy min) ® H'(C, L) — H*(C, Oc(n))
By the Castelnuovo’s free pencil trick it is an injection. Set
U:= IU'(HO(C7 £9+m+n) @ HO(C7 EW))

and note that U is isomorphic to H(C, L) ® H°(C, Lo min). By Lemma
1.2.3| (3) the projectivization of the annihilator subspace of U is ©. Hence
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UY = U™'. This implies that for the projection from © it holds mg: P41\
0 — P3 =P(UY). By Lemma the claim follows where

v P(HY(C, Lw)")) x P(H(C, Lomn) ")) — P(UY)

comes from the dual of the isomorphism U ~ H(C, L) @ HY(C, Loy min)
induced by the multiplication map. O

Definition 1.3.2. The surface P(H(C, Lgymin)’) x P(H°(C, Ly)V) is de-
noted by Q¢ g.mn- We denote by S¢ g.m» the quadric «(Qc gmn) C P3.

The fact that m and n are general points is important in order the mor-
phism @ := ¢, X D0 € — Qcgmn to be of degree one. It is
also true by the above discussion that the points nq,...,ng_1 such that
Zf;ll n; € |0 + m| are all mapped by ® to the same point ¢~*(a,) and
similarly my, ..., mq_1 map to the same point :~*(a,,). We have shown that
the image ®(C) C Q¢ p,mn is a curve of class |(d,d)| with two points of
multiplicity d — 1.

The following Corollary is crucial for our rationality result. Denote by
|(1,0)] and |(0, 1)| respectively the linear systems given by the two rulings of
Qc.m.n. From now on we do not distinguish between ¢~ !(a,), " (ay,) and
respectively their (-images in S¢ p p-

Corollary 1.3.3. The image M = ®(C) is an element of |(d,d)| with
two singular points of multiplicity d — 1, one on a.,, and the other on a,.
There exist two elements L, L' € |(0,1)| such that for the partition W(C') =
{w1, . wg1} | {wl, ., wy 1} it holds that

b (w1), ..., P(wy) € L, ®(w)),..., o(w)) € L.

Moreover if Ty, Scmn, Tu,Scm,n are the two tangent hyperplanes to Scmn
at a., and respectively a, it holds that TamSQm,ch,m,n = (am, fommn(m))U
<am7f9,m,n(n/)> and TanQC,m,ch,mm = <an7n> U <anaf0,m,n(m,)>; where
<am7 f@,m,n(m)>7 <an7 f@,m,n(n)> € ’(17 O)‘ and <am7 f@,m,n(n/)>7 <an7 f@,m,n(m/)>
€ [(0,1)]. Finally if jo: P(HY(C,Lw)Y) — P(H(C,Lw)V) is the involu-
tion induced by the hyperelliptic involution Jo: C' — C then its two fixed
points are given by mw (L) and mw (L") where mw : Qcmmn — P(H(C, L)Y
is the natural projection.

Proof. The first claims follows by Lemma and by Lemma (6).
Finally an easy computation shows that 2ny +2no+...4+2ng_1+n+m’ € |n|
and that 2m; + 2mg + ... + 2mg_1 + m +n’ € |n| hence the claim follows
trivially by the proof of Lemma [1.3.1 O

2. HYPERELLIPTIC CURVES AND THE QUADRIC THREEFOLD

We use the geometry of the 3-fold quadric @) to construct spin hyperelliptic
curves with two marked points. First we recall some basic facts on rational
curves on Q.
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2.1. Lines on the quadric threefold. We need to recall the basic of the
geometry on the 3-fold quadric.

2.1.1. The Hilbert scheme of lines of the 3-fold quadric. Let K C P° be
the Pliicker embedding of the Grassmannian G(2,4) of the 2-dimensional
sub-vector spaces of a 4-dimensional vector space. It is well-known that C
is a smooth quadric, called the Klein quadric and that the Hilbert scheme
of planes contained inside K is a disconnetted union of two components
AT UA™ each of which is isomorphic to a P3. Let @ be a general hyperplane
section. For any line | C @) there exists a unique [II*] € AT and a unique
[[I~ € A7] such that [ C II* and [ C II". On the other hand since @ is a
general one, for any plane of K, say [II*] € AT, there exists a unique | C Q
such that [ C II". By the universal property of Hilbert schemes it then
follows the following well-known result:

Lemma 2.1.1. The Hilbert scheme Hilb? of lines of the 3-fold quadric Q

is isomorphich to P3. Moreover there exists an isomorphism ¢: Hilb%2 —P3
such that IT € |0*Ops (1)] iff there exists a line | C Q such that

I =1I; := {[r] EHilb?\T:lorrﬂl#m.

]?y Lemma Hilbcl‘_2 is endowed with a null-correlation V: Hilb%2 =P
P3 given by [I] — [II;] see c.f. [8, Section 3].

Since @ C P* there is a natural embedding (: Hilb? — HilbI{D4 = G(2,5).
We will use the following result by Hiroshi Tango:

Theorem 2.1.2. We identify G(2,5) to its Plicker embedding inside PY.
The natural embedding ¢: Hilb? = P3 — G(2,5) C P? is given by the 2-
Veronese embedding of P? inside P?. Moreover the rank-2 vector bundle

corresponding to the null-correlation V is the pull-back of the universal rank-
2 vector bundle on G(2,5)

Proof. See [26], Section 6]. O

2.2. Conics and hyperplane sections. We maintain notations of the Lin-
ear Algebra set up of the Introduction. Here we only recall that if ¢ C Q
is a smooth conic inside the smooth quadric threefold Q C P* = P(V)
and P(W) is the projective plane spanned by ¢ then P(Ann(W)) C B(VY)
parameterises the pencil of hyperplanes which contain P(W).

2.3. Construction of the hyperelliptic curve. Let [H] € P(VY). We
assume that:

(1) [H] ¢ @Q

(2) [H] & P(Ann(W))
Set {z,y} := ¢NH. We denote by l,,1, € [(1,0)| the two lines of the smooth
quadric Qg such that x € [, and y € [,. Analogously we denote by m,n, €
|(0,1)| the two lines of the other ruling such that x € m, and y € n,. Let
R € |(1,d — 1)| be a general element. Hence there exist 2d — 2 mutually



Moduli of two-pointed ineffective spin hyperelliptic curves 11

FIGURE 2. The conic ¢

distinct points x1, ..., Z4—1,Y1, ---, Yqg—1 such that RN, = {z1,...,z4-1} and
RNl, = {y1,..,ya—1}. We consider C(R) C R x ¢ ~ P! x P! the (2,d)-
correspondence given as in the Introduction. We will show that C(R) is
hyperelliptic. This will follow by using a dyadic structure intrinsically given
by the couple (@, q). Moreover the couple will give also the partition of set
of the Weierstrass points W (C(R)) to construct 0(R).

2.3.1. The dyadic structure. We consider the subspace Ann(W) C VV given
by functionals vanishing over W. By construction it holds that the line
P(Ann(W)) intersects the dual quadric @ in two distinct points [I1,], [IT./].
This means that there exists two points z,z’ € Q such that II, = T.Q,
I, = T,Q and II, ﬂP(W) NQR=q=11, ﬂP(W) NQ. Let Ay =11, NQy
and A’ :=II,, N Qpy. Since [H] is general it holds by direct computation
that Ay and A, are smooth (1, 1) sections of Q.

Definition 2.3.1. We call the curves Ay, A}y C Qp the Weierstrass conics
of the triple (Q,q, H).

By generality of R it follows also that Ay N R = {s1,...,sq}, Ay N R =
{s},..., s} are transversal intersections. This forces si,..., 54, s, ..., s/, to be
2d mutually distinct points. Moreover let [;, I} be respectively the line (z, s;),
(z',sl). Set i Nq := {a;} and I} Nq := {}}. Then l; = (z,s;) = (si, )
and I} = (2/,s}) = (s}, al). We have constructed 2d points of Hilb?. Set
w; = [84, ], w; = [s}, o] for the corresponding points on C(R) C R X ¢,
i=1,..d.

Generality Conditions 2.3.2. We define the open subset |(1,d — 1)|*° C
|(1,d — 1)|° given by those [R] € |(1,d — 1)| which satisfies the following
conditions:
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AgNiyNR=0,AgnNilyNR =10
AynlzNR=0,AyNl,NR =0
AgNR={sy,...,84} is a transversal intersection;
Ay N R ={s],...,s,} is a transversal intersection;
RNl ={x1,...,xq_1} is a transversal intersection;
RNly={y1,...,ya—1} is a transversal intersection.

(a)
(b)
()
(d)
(e)
(f)

Lemma 2.3.3. If R € |(1,d — 1)|°° the correspondence C(R) C R X q is a
smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus d — 1.

Proof. First we stress that C(R) € |(2,d)] inside P! x P! = R x q. Moreover
there exists a unique line (s;, ;) C @ such that w; = [s;, ;] € C and the
same for (s},a}), i = 1,...,d. Hence by construction the points w;, w; €
C(R) are smooth points of C'(R) and they are branch points for the 2-to-1
morphism 7¢(g): C(R) — R. Now let v: C — C(R) be the normalization

morphism and 7’: C — R = P! the induced morphism. By Riemann-Roch
on R x ¢ it holds that the arithmetical genus of C(R) is d — 1. On the other
hand by Riemann-Hurwitz’s theorem it holds that g(C) > d — 1. Hence
v: C — C(R) is an isomorphism and the claim follows. O

2.3.2. The notion of marked line. Consider a general point [¢,a] € C(R). By
definition the line (¢, a) is a line of ). We stress that in general (t,a) ¢ Qp.

Definition 2.3.4. The point [t,a] is called the marked line from t € R to
a € q. We also call the line I, ,) = (t,a) the support of the marked line [t, al.
If no confusion arises we sometimes call [; ;) C () the marked line from ¢ € R
toa € q.

Remark 2.3.5. There are marked lines with the same support. Indeed
denote by I,l, the element of |(1,0)| of @y which pass through z and
respectively y. By generality of ¢, H and R there exist 2d — 2 distinct
points x1, ..., T4—1, Y1, ..., Ya—1 such that RN, = {z1,...,24-1} and RN, =
{y1,...,yq—1} and for the marked lines [z;, z], [y;,y] it holds that [z;, ] #
[z, 2], i, y] # [Y5,9], t,5 = 1,...,d — 1, i # j. On the contrary for every
i,j = 1, ...,d — 1 it holds that l[:(:jﬂz} = l[zj,x] = lm and l[yj7y] = l[yj7y] = ly.

Definition 2.3.6. C(R) is called the scheme of the marked lines of (Q, q, H, R).

We can sum up the above results into the following Proposition:

Proposition 2.3.7. Let Q C P* be a smooth quadric threefold and let ¢ C Q
be a smooth conic. If H C P* is a general hyperplane with respect to (Q,q)
and R C QN H 1is a curve satisfying the generality conditions[2.3.9 then the

scheme of the marked lines of (Q,q, H, R) is a smooth hyperelliptic curve
C(R) of genus d — 1.
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2.3.3. The singular model. By construction we can associate to each marked
line a line of ). Let

fr: C(R) — Hilb¥
be the corresponding forgetful morphism, that is the morphism R x ¢ D
C(R) 3 [t,a] = [lq] € Hilbf2 = P3; see: Lemma m We will use the
following:

Proposition 2.3.8. Let M(R) := fr(C(R)). Then M(R) is a curve of
degree 2d with two singular points of multiplicity d — 1.

Proof. In this proof we set f := fr, C := C(R) and M := M(R). By
Lemmam we can and we do identify Hilb? to P3. We set £ := f*Ops(1).
Fix a line [ C @ and set IT := II;. By construction f*(II) is the subscheme

of marked lines whose support intersects [. We consider the projection from
l:

(2.1) 9
N
Q P2

Since [ is general it is easy to see that the m-images q;, R; C P? of the
pi-proper transform of respectively g, R C @ are respectively a conic and a
rational curve of degree d. Let E; C Q be the exceptional divisor, H= = ] “(H)
and L € |mOp2(1)|. Clearly L € |H — Ej|. Then the fibers of m: Q — P2
are the proper transforms of the lines r C @ such that r N1 # 0.

By Bezout’s theorem and by generality of [ with respect to R and ¢, or
even by explicit computation, it holds that ¢; intersects R; in 2d distinct
smooth points. This implies that there are 2d distinct points

[t1, al] . [tad, azq) € C

such that I Ny, o, # 0, 4 = 1,...,2d. We have shown that S22 [, ai] <

f*(II). We claim that f*(II ) = Zizl[ti,ai]. To show this we choose a
particular line of ). Indeed consider the line [, and set II, := II; . First
note that by generality of R € |(1,d—1)| the points of RNl; = {x1,...,z4-1}
are mutually distinct. Moreover let m,,n, € |(0,1)| be the unique element
of [(0,1)] such that x € m, and respectively y € n,. Let p,(R), p,(R) be
respectively the unique point of m, N R and n, N R. Let & € ¢ be the point
such that [z;,&] and [z;,z]| are the two marked lines which start from z;,
i=1,...,d — 1; we point out that by generality condition (a) it holds
that & # x. Now note that the line [, C Q. By the diagram (2.1)) applied to
L, it follows that £ (IL,) = [pa (R), ]+ [p, (R), y]+ 30 i, o] +-5, i, &1
since the strict transform of T,,Q) by py, : Q — (@ are smooth surfaces, i =
1,...,d — 1. Hence by simple degree reasons the claim follows for a general
[I] € HilbY.
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Now we show that M has two singular points. We recall Remark
The d — 1 marked lines [z;,z] have the same support on the line [,. The
same holds for /. This means that the image M has two multiple points of
degree d — 1 which have support on the point [l,] and respectively [l,]. By
standard normalization theory and by Lemma it follows that M is a
curve of degree 2d with two singular points of multiplicity d — 1 and no other
singular points. Indeed if we project m,;: P3 -5 P? then the composition
w0 f: C — P? is exactly the morphism given in Lemmam (2). Hence
the claim follows. ([

2.4. Marked lines and ineffective theta characteristics. We denote by
[t,a'] € C(R) the image of [t, a] by the hyperelliptic involution Jr: C(R) —
C(R). We also denote by gk(a) = [t,a] + [t2,a] + ... + [ta,a] the divisor
obtained by the marked lines which end on a € q.

We want to study the pull-back f%(I1;) where | = [, ], that is we consider
the marked line [t,a] € C(R), then we move to Hilb? via the forgetful
morphism fr: C(R) — Hilb%2 = P3, and finally we pull-back the hyperplane
section which parameterises the lines of ) which touch I.

By simple check there exists a subdivisor of f(II;) of the following form:
[t,d'] + [t,a] + [t2,a] + ... + [tq,a]. By the proof of Proposition and
by the null-correlation V: Hilbi2 = P? — P? we have that there must exist
other marked lines, not necessarily distinct, [z1, a1, ..., [z4—1,a4-1] € C(R)
such that I N1}, 4, # 0, and such that:

(22) f]E(Hl) = [Zl, al] +...+ [zd,l, ad,l] + [t, a'] + [t, CL] + [tg, a] +...+ [td, CL].

Proposition 2.4.1. There exists an ineffective theta characteristic [0(R)] €
Pic(C(R)) such that for the general point [t,a] € C(R), it holds that the
unique effective divisor Dy 4 inside |0(R) + [t, a]| is the following one:

D[t,a} = [Zl> al] + ...+ [Zd_l,ad_l].

Proof. We define Dy, o) := [21, a1]+...4[24-1, ag—1]; the claim is equivalent to
show that 6 ~ Dy, 5 —[t, a] is an ineffective theta characteristic. We consider
the set of Weierstrass points as obtained in Lemma [2.3.3} w; := [s;, 4],
w, = [s},al], i = 1,...,d. We consider the embedding (: Hilb%2 =P =
G(2,5) C P?. It is easy to show that the images (([l;]) of the supporting
lines l;, of the points [s;, ;] = w; € C(R), i = 1,...,d belong to a conic.
Hence by Proposition all the [l;] belong to a line L of P3. The same
holds for the supporting lines I}, of [s},a}], i = 1,...,d, and we call L' the
corresponding line of P3.

By LemmaIE 0 ~ S [si, ;] —gh is an ineffective theta characteristic.
We claim 6 ~ 6. Indeed we select I; = l[s;,a,] and by the proof of Proposition

2.3.8 we have f*(II;,) = [ss, o4] + [t1, ) + ... + [ta—1, ] + Z?zl[sj, ajl; see
also the identity (2.2). In other words f*(II;,) ~ 7y '(;) + g5 + 6’ where
mo: C' — q is the degree d-morphism induced by the projection R x ¢ — gq.
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We turn to equation (2.2). By definition [t, a] + [t2,a] + ... + [t4, a] = 75 ' (a)
then f*(II;) = Dpq + [t, al] + 772_1(@) ~ 0+ g} + 7r2_1(a) ~ f*IL,) ~
7y (i) + g5 + 0. Hence the claim follows if we put 6(R) := 6. O

Remark 2.4.2. We have seen in Remark[2.3.5} that is the d—1 marked lines
[x;, x] have the same support on [,, and the d — 1 marked lines [y;, y] have the
same support on l,, i = 1,...,d — 1; see also the proof of Proposition m
We point out the reader that the above construction show us four special
marked lines:

1) ny(R) == [py(R),yl;

2) ny(R) := [py(R),y'];

3) me(R) := [pz(R), ]

4) mi(R) == [p2(R), ']

where {y,y'} and {z, '} are respectively the intersection of ¢ with T}, (r)Q
and sz( R)Q

Now by our interpretation of the thetacharacteristic given in Proposition
2.4.7] we have:
Corollary 2.4.3. Using above notation it holds:
d—
1) Zézli[wi,:v] € [0(R) + ny(R)];
2) > i1 i ] € 10(R) + ma(R)].
Moreover by the forgetful morphism fr: C(R) — Hilb%2 it holds that:

fr(lz1, 7)) = fr([x2,2]) = ... = fr([za-1,2]) = [l],
fr(lyr,9]) = fr(ly2,9]) = . = fr([ya-1,9]) = [ly]-
Proof. The claim follows by Proposition [2.4.1 ([

To ease reading it is useful to sum up the results of this section.

Theorem 2.4.4. The scheme of marked lines of the 4-ple (Q,q, H, R) is
an hyperelliptic curve C(R) which comes equipped with an ineffective theta
characteristic (R) given by the incidence relation of lines of Q. The image
M(R) of the forgetful morphism fr: C(R) — Hilbf2 is contained inside the
smooth quadric S, which parameterises the lines of () which intersect q.
The two points [l], [l,] € Hilb%2 are the support of respectively two points of
M(R) each of them of multiplicity d — 1. The rational map hg: C(R) — P?
given by the forgetful morphism followed by the projection P3\ {[I;]} — P?
is the morphism ¢g(gy4 g1 4m,(r)|: C(R) = P? described in Lemma .

Proof. 1t follows by Proposition by Proposition [2.3.8] and by Propo-
sition and its proof. Finally notice that if we take two general line
I,r C Q then the hyperplane section spanned inside P* by I and r intersects
¢ in two points. Hence the last claim is trivial since the subscheme of Hilbﬁ2
given by lines intersecting ¢ is a smooth P! bundle over ¢ of degree 2 inside
Hilb¥ = Pp3, O
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FIGURE 3. The surface S,

2.5. Smooth 2-dimensional quadrics associated to the scheme of
marked lines. Actually we need to build an identification between the
quadric S, described in Theorem [2.4.4]and the quadric S¢,6,m,n of Definition
naturally associated to the point [C, 8, m,n] € S;:?’g . We do it first
in the case where [C,0,m,n] = [C(R),0(R), my(R),ny(R)].

In Theorem we have considered the 4-ple (@, q, H, R) and the as-
sociated scheme of marked lines C(R). We have set H N ¢ = {z,y} where
{z} = mz Ny, {y} = nyN1,. We have chosen R € |1,d — 1| and we have
set my N R = {pz(R)} and ny, N R = {py(R)} obtaining two special marked
lines: m(R) := [pz(R), z], n(R) := [py(R), y]; see also Remark

By Theorem [2.4.4]) we can define a rational map

ve|(Ld=1)] > STYY
given by
v: [R] = v([R]) = [C(R),0(R), m(R),n(R)] € S1%.
By Definition [1.3.2
Qe r)m(R)m(r) = [Lom) tmm)ytnm|” X [Lw (R)]Y

is the abstract surface naturally associated to the point v([R]) € S;_’}iyg ac-

cording to its Definition We also denote by Sc(r)m(r)n(r) C P3
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its projective image. To relate the quadric S, C Hille to the quadric
Sc(R),m(R).n(r) We first identify Qc(r) m(r)n(r) to an abstract model of S;.

2.5.1. Abstract definition of S;. We consider the pencil P(Ann(W)) C P(V).
Let ppo: A — P(Ann(W)) be the 2-to-1 cover induced by the 2-to-1 cover of
P(V) branched over the dual quadric V. This means that a point ([II],+) €
A is the datum of [II] € P(V) and the class of a ruling of the hyperplane
section IINQ = Q1. Let jo: A — A be the involution associated to pp: A —
P(Ann(W)). Obviously ja([II],*x) = ([II], —x) where —x is the class of the

other ruling on Q,; it deserves a definition:

Definition 2.5.1. The automorphism jx: A — A is called exchanger of
rulings.

Our picture comes with two special points 2,2’ € Q. Their projective
tangent spaces II,, IT,, obviously give two points [IL,], [II,/] € P(Ann(W)).
By constriction [II.] and [II,/] are the two branched points of pp: A —
P(Ann(W)). In the sequel we will consider [IL,], [IT,/] € A since for these two
points there is no ambiguity regarding the class of rulings to be considered.

Lemma 2.5.2. Let Qq := g x A. It holds that the embedding of Q4 as a
projective quadrics is Sq. Moreover for the two natural fibrations

mq: Qg — 4,
A Qg — A
it holds:
1) for every a € q the fiber ﬂ;l(a) = Rp, parameterises the lines of the
ruling of the tangent hyperplane section to Q at a € ¢ C Q;

2) for every ([II),%) € A, my ' ([IT], ) parameterises the lines of the ruling x
(which, obviously, intersect q since ¢ C 1IN Q).

Proof. Fix w € g and let | C @ be a line such that v € [. If T,,Q is the
tangent hyperplane section to ) at u we see that [ gives the point [I] € S,,.
Let II := (g, 1) be the hyperplane generated by [ and ¢q. Obviously we have
also marked the ruling * of Qur := II N Q given by [. Then 7 ([l]) = [IL, %].
The rest is easy by the definition of S; and of Hilb?. ([

2.5.2. Identification of quadrics. To short we denote

Qr = [Lorytm(ry ()| X [Lw (R, Sk = Sc(r) 6(R)m(R)n(R)-
We are going to identify Qr to Q. By Proposition we have a mor-
phism fr: C(R) — Sg such that M(R) := fr(C(R)) is an element of
(d,d) with two points a,,(g) and a,(gy of multiplicity d — 1 where a,,(g)
is the image of the unique effective divisor of |0(R) + n(R)| while a,g) is
the image of the unique effective divisor of |§(R) + m(R)|. We denote by
{(am(ry, fR(M(R))) and respectively (a, (), n(R?)) the corresponding fibers of
TR QR = |Lo(R)+m(R)+n(r)"- By construction the two Weierstrass con-
ics Ay and Ap gives respectively the two fibers L, L of myr: Qr —
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|Lw (R)|Y formed respectively by the two pieces wi(R) + ... + wg(R) and
wy(R) + ... + w,(R) of the partition Po(r)- We denote by

PR C(R) — QR
the product morphism, that is &g = ¢£9(R)+m(R)+n(R) X QL (C(R))- We stress
that if Jp: C(R) — C(R) is the hyperelliptic involution then we have two
other points m/(R) = Jr(m(R)) and n'(R) = Jr(n(R)). Finally we think it
helps the reader to remind him that we have the isomorphisms tr: Qr —
Sr C P(H(C(R), (Lo(ryrm(R)+n(r)’ x H(C(R), (Lw(R))Y) = P?, and
lg: Qg — Sy C HilbY.
Proposition 2.5.3. Let C(R) be the scheme of marked lines of the 4-ple
(Q,q,H, R). There is a natural identification

IR: QR—)Qq(ZqXA)

such that:

1) the fiber Trq_l(a?) IR(Wl_Jlg(Trl R(t Rl(am(R))))
2) the fiber m; (y) = Ir(m p(m1R(1g (an(r))))
3) the fiber w3 '[1,]) = Ir(Lg)

4) the fiber my '[IL]) = Ip(Lly)

(
5) lla] = ta(Ir (15 (am(m))))
(

6) [ly] = 1q(Ir Lj_zl(an(R))))

1) o)) = taIr(eg! (fR(M'(R)))))
8) [, (ryy)] = taIr(tg (fR(W(R)))))
9) Upa(r),a1] ZLq(IR(%l(fR(m(R)))))
10) [lp,(r) ) = taIr(e7 (fR(R(R)))))

Proof. Let [t,a] € C(R) C R x q be a general marked line. The hyperplane
IT:= (t,P(W)) is such that [II] € P(Ann(W)). The line ;) identifies only
one of the two rulings of Qr := @NII. By the same construction we see that
via the hyperelliptic involution j(R): C(R) — C(R), j(R): ([t,a]) — [t,d]
the line [|; ) identifies the other ruling of Qri. This makes possible to identify
naturally [Ly ()| to A. Indeed Ly gy = Oc(r)(0(R) + g3) hence the fiber
containing the support of the unique effective divisor of |#(R) + [t, a]| is the
one passing through [¢,a’] and the claim follows by Proposition By
self-explaining notation we have identified |Lyy(g)|Y to A in a way such that
it holds the following:

i) T, p(m2, R (PR(M(R))) <

i) 5 4 (o R(R(n(R)))) ¢

([(BW), pa(R))], [(p2(R), )));
(W ) ()>] [(py(R), )]

) (r(n ,
iii) 75 5 (m2,R(PR(M/(R)))) ¢ ([(B(W), pz(R))], [(p=(R), 2")]);
iv) my p(m2,R(PR(0'(R)))) ¢ ((B(W ) ( N [(py(R), y)]);
V) LR ~ 11,
vi) Ly ¢ 1L
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We consider the embedding ¢;: Q; — S;. We want to stress that by our
identification it holds that the point Lq_l ([lz)) € W;’}z(ﬂ'g’R(q)R(n,(R)). Indeed
for the line I, it holds that [, C (P(W),py(R)) since its two points  and
ly NV, y belong to II = (P(W),py(R)). By construction also the line
(py(R),y") belongs to Q NII, but since I N}, . # 0 it holds that I, belongs
to the same ruling of @ N II which contams the line (py(R),y’). Hence
the point ¢, ([l.]) € 4 is a point on 7T2_’}2(7T27R((I)R(HI(R)) and analogously
tg ' ([ly]) € w5 p(m2,R(PR(M'(R)).

Te quadric @y which contains R has two projections 77? . Qu — PbHﬂ-,

= 1,2. Since R € |(1,d — 1)| the restriction nglg: R — Pé?H,Q is an
isomorphism. Now we take the embedding C(R) C R x gq. We consider the
composition of the two elementary transformations centred on [p,(R), x| €
C(R) and respectively on (the strict transform of ) [py(R),y] € C(R) and
which maintain the fibration m]f " Rxq—q
(2.3)

Rxq

R=P}, , q = |Lo(R)4m(R)+n(R)|" |Lw (R

Now we show that if a € ¢ and if H, is the hyperplane section given
by the (projective) tangent space to @ at a then H, N R consists on d
points, t1(a), ..., t4(a) € R such that % [t;(a),a] € |#(R) + m(R) + n(R)).
Indeed this is easy to be checked over the two points z,y € H N ¢ and
|C(R) : C(R) — q is given by the linear
system |#(R) + m(R) + n(R)|. This induces a natural identification ¢ =
|Lo(R)y+m(R)+n(r)|” and by the previous identification A = [Ly (R)|Y the
claims 1), 2), 3), 4), 5), 6) follow. It remains to show that also 7), 8), 9),
10) hold. We only show 7) and 9) since the proof of the other claims are
analogue. First we show 9). Inside S, the point [l (g) 4] is given by 7 *(x)N
T ([(P(W), p2)], [{(p2(R), x)]). On the other hand we have that the unique
effective divisor inside |#(R) + m(R) + n(R)| which contains m(R) in its
support is the one given by the unique effective divisor of |#(R) +n(R)| plus
m(R), which, by Proposition is given by the marked lines through the
point z. We also have that the unique effective divisor inside | Ly (R)| which
contains m(R) is given by the hyperplane section (P(W), p,(R)) N Q where
we consider on it the ruling given by [pz(R),z]. Finally we show 7). Inside
S, the point [ly, 4] is given by 77 1(z) Ny L ([(BOV), pe(R))], [(pe(R), 2')])-
On the other hand we have that the unique effective divisor inside |#(R) +
m(R) + n(R)| which contains m/(R) is the one given by the marked lines
through the point z’. We also have that the unique effective divisor inside
| Ly (R)| which contains m/(R) is given in our interpretation [Lyw (R)|Y <> A

this shows that the restriction 7
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by the hyperplane section (P(W),p,(R)) N Q where we consider on it the
ruling given by [p.(R), '] O

3. THE RECONSTRUCTION THEOREM

3.1. Reconstruction via space singular models. In Lemma [1.2.3| we

have constructed a model M C P3 of (C, §, m, n) which shares many common

features with the singular model M(R) C Hilbi2 constructed in Proposition

Let [H] € P(VV) be a general element with respect to (Q,q). We

denoted by My the open subscheme |(1,d —1)|°® C (1,d — 1)| given by the

smooth elements inside Qg which satisfy the generality conditions [2.3.2]
We are ready to show the Reconstruction Theorem:

Theorem 3.1.1. The morphism mwaq, : My — Sj_’}iyg 1s dominant.

Proof. The proof is divided in four steps.

First Step. Identification of Qc6,mn to Qq-
Let [(C,0,m,n)] € ST be a general element. In Corollary [1.3.3( we
have constructed the morphism

¢: C — QC’ﬂ,m,n = ’£9+m+n’v X |£W’v
and its image M = ®(C). We recall that the support of 3% n; € |0 +m| is
a point a,, € M of multiplicity d — 1 and analogously the image a,, € M of
Z?:_ll m; € |6 +n| is the other point of multiplicity d — 1: it is not necessary
here to distinguish between Q¢ and its image inside P? denoted by Sc. On
the contrary it is better to distinguish between @, = ¢ x A and its image

1q(Qq) =S4 C Hilb?. Let us denote by

T0,m,n: QC — ’£9+m+n’v and W - QC — ‘ﬁw‘v

the two natural projections. We know that ®(n) € W&%’n(ﬂgymyn(an)),
®(n) # a, and that the two points my (an), 7w (®(n)) € [Lw|Y are also
distinct. The same holds for m and a,,.

We consider the hyperelliptic involution Jo: C' — C. It induces an in-
volution jo: |Lw|Y — [Lw]|Y. Tt holds that jo(mw(an)) = 7w (®(m)) and
that jo(mw (am)) = mw (®(n)) since Cortollary Now we consider also
the rulings exchanger jp: A — A; see Definition [2.5.1] By construction
aa(maleg (L)) = maleg([ma])) and ja(ma(eg ' ([l]) = 7aleg (Iny)))-
Any two non trivial involution over P! are conjugate. Then

((Lwl”,de), mw (an), 7w (am), 7w (2(m)), 7w (2(n)))
can be identified to
(A, 3a) ma (g (D) maeg (D) maeg H (fmal)) ma (g ([y)]))-
This forces the identification of the set given by the two fixed points of

the rulings exchanger, [IL,],[II,/] to the set given by the fixed points of
jo: [Lw|Y — |Lw]|Y. Now consider the other projection mg;mn: Qo —
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|Lg4m+n]” and we can identify g, »(am) to « and mg ;. n(ay) to y. In other
words we identify (|£9+m+n|v7 ﬂ@,m,n(am)a 0, m,n (an)) to (Q7 xr, y) Since QC’ =
|Lotmin|” x|Lw|’ and Q4 = ¢ x A we have built an identification Q¢ + @,
such that:

(1) am <ty L([1));

( ) an < L ([ly])a

3) {L, L’}H{WA ([ML.]), my (L)) )5
(4) @(m) <> [mg]

(5) @(n) < [ny]

Second step. Identification of (P2, Sc) to (Hilb?, Sq). By the First step we
have Q¢ <+ Q4. Then by the |(1,1)| linear system on each one of the two

surfaces we can identify P3 to Hilb%2 and respectively Q¢ to Sy.

Third step. Construction of the rational curve [R] € M. By Lemma- (6
and by the above identification of P3 to Hllb?, the points f(w1), ..., f(wq) €
L and f(w)),..., f(w)) € L' give d lines Iy, ..., lq of T.Q = II, such that [l;] =
f(w;), and respectively d lines I}, ..., 1/, of T,,Q = II/ such that [l;] = f(w; ,
i,j = 1,...,d; (we have taken L < 7, ([TI,]), L’ <> 7, ([I.]), but there is
no problem if it were true the opposite case. Actually the curve C'(R) has
not yet been built; here there is no hidden Z/2Z-action).

Then there exist s1,...,5¢ € Ay = Qu NT.Q and §},...,s), € Ay =
Qu NT.Q such that {s;} =1, N H and {s,} =1, N H.

We claim that there exists a unique R C Qu, R € |(1,d — 1)| such
that si,..., 84,7, ...,5;_; € R. Indeed consider a curve R C Qg such that
[R] € |(1,d—1)| which passes through 2d—1, say s1, ..., Sq, 5], ..., S;_;, among
the 2d points s1, ..., Sq, 5, ..., s of Qu. For every other R’ € |(1,d — 1)] it
holds that R- R’ = 2d — 2. Hence R is the unique element of |(1,d —1)| such
that si,...,s4,5],....,8,_, € R.

We claim that R is smooth. Indeed since [(C, 8, m,n)| € S;r_’}ig’ is general
the points f(w1), ..., f(wq) are general inside L and the points f(w}), ..., f(w))
are general in L’. This implies that Iy, ...,I; are d general lines of the cone
QNT.Q and I}, ...,1); are d general lines of Q' NT,/Q. In particular s1, ..., 5q
are d general points of Ay and s/, ..., s/, ; are general points of Ag. This
forces R to be smooth otherwise it would be reducible since p,(R) = 0. But
if R is reducible this contradicts the fact that the above points of Ay and
respectively of Aps are in general position. (Note that we are not claim-
ing that the couple of the two d-uples ((s1, ..., 4, ), (s}, ..., s)) is general in
G4 A) x G4(A’) where &4(Z) is the symmetric product of a variety Z).

Fourth step: C' = C(R). From now on we can identify @, to S,. By construc-
tion the images M, M(R) C Sy pass through the points [I;], [l,], [mz], [ny].
They have a point of multiplicity d — 1 on [I,] and on [l,].

Moreover the line [, ,q and the image f(m') belong to the fiber of
ma: Sy — A which passes through [l,] and analogously the line Ij, .
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and the image f(n') belong to 7, (ma([lz])). Now we project WTRE P32\
{[lz]} — P2. Tt is obvious that the morphism .1 © foommn: C — Mo, C
P? is exactly the morphism \<p9+m+g%| of Lemma and that 7,y o
fC(R),@(R),m(R),n(R) : C(R) — M@(R),m(R) c P?is exactly the morphism given
by |0(R)+m(R)+gi(R)|. In particular by Lemma Mg, and Mp(gy m(r)
are two plane curves of degree d + 1 which have in common the follow-
ing pOthS W[lz]([ny]) w[lz}([mx]), W[lz}(fc797m7n(n/)) = W[lz]([l[py,y’])' Moreover
both have a point of multiplicity d—1 on 7y, ([ly]) and they share also 2d —1
points where they meet tangentially. It holds that

Mg - Mo(rym(ry = (d—1)* +2(2d — 1) + 2+ 1= (d+ 1)* + L.

By Bezout’s Theorem My, = Mg(g) m(r)- Since the restriction of 7y, ;: P3\
{[lz]} = P2 to S, \ {[lz]} is birational then M = M(R). By unicity of the
normalisation morphism it holds C' = C(R) and fomn = fo(r)m(Rr)n(R)-
Then 0 = 0(R), m = m(R) and n = n(R).

Corollary 3.1.2. The moduli space of spin hyperelliptic curves with two
marked points is irreducible and unirational.

Proof. Since My is an open subscheme of a projective space the claim
follows by Theorem [3.1.1 U

4. THE RATIONALITY OF S, P

We need to consider a small group action.

4.1. On the automorphisms of (). To show our rationality result we need
a Lemma on the automorphism group of Q.

Lemma 4.1.1. Let Q C P* be a smooth quadric, let ¢ C Q be a smooth
conic and let H be a general hyperplane with respect to (Q,q). Then
_z .z
27 27
Proof. We denote by V := C® the 5-dimensional vector space such that
Q C P(V). Let U C V be the 4-dimensional sub-vector space such that
P(U) = H and let W be the 3-dimensional sub-vector space such that P(1V)
is the space generated by ¢. We fix an equation of @ that is: @ = V(bg).
We consider b: V x V' — C the symmetric bilinear form associated to bg.
Our claim is equivalent to show that

& . 19 eGLV) [ 3u e Cst. g"bg = pbg, g(W) = W,g(U) = U}

) {AIdy | A € C+}

is isomorphich to % X %. By generality assumption the pole py of Q with
respect to H is not in Q. This means that the subvector space ULt CV is

generated by a vector u € V such that bg(u) = b(u,u) # 0. In particular it
holds that

Aut(Q,q, H)
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(4.1) V=UeoUb.

Since ¢ is smooth W N W+t = {0}. Then

(4.2) V=Waow

By generality assumptions u & W U Wb, that is:
(4.3) Utrnwt = {0}
and

(4.4) Ute nw = {0}.

Let us fixany g € {g € GL(V) | 3u € C*s.t. g*bg = pbg, g(W) =W, g(U) =
U}. By our construction there exists A7,, € C* such that

g(u) = )\gUi ©u,

and there exist a unique ug € W+, and a unique u; € W, u; # 0, i = 0,1
such that

U= U1 + Ug

It holds that g(u1) = A/, - u1, g(uo) = A, - up. Note that by generality
assumption uy, ug ¢ U. Then bg(u;) # 0

By generality assumption the sub-vector space Z := UNW is of dimen-
sion 1. Then there exists a non-zero vector v1 € Z such that Z is generated
by v and bg(v1) # 0. By construction there exists Y € C* such that
g(v1) = A{ - v1. We have shown that

Wt =C-uya™ C-u.
Indeed u € ULt and u; € W hence
0 = b(u,v1) = b(u1,v1) + b(uo, v1) = 0 + b(ug,v1) = 0.

Since v1 € U and bg(v1,v1) = 1, there exists a 3-dimensional vector space
U such that

U:C-vl@lbﬁ

and by generality assumption W N U is generated by a non zero vector
@. By construction there exists Al € C* such that g(uw) = X, - @. By
construction Wi := C - u; @ C - w is a subvector space of W (and in the
paper P(T¥7) is the line between the two points z,y obtained by H N q).
By generality b(u;,u) # 0. Let (w) C W be the vector subspace which is
orthogonal to C-u; @ C- 4. By construction there exists A\, € C* such that
g(w) = Ay -w. Now we put vy := ug, vg := w, v3 := uy,vq := u and we stress
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that B := {vg, v1,v2,v3,v4} is a basis of V. The matrix of g with respect to
B is the following:

Mo 0 0 0 0

0 A, 0 0 0

Ma(g))=| 0 0 X, 0 0
0 0 0 AN, 0

0o 0 0 0

Up to rescaling the vectors of B we can write
bo(v) = b(ug, uo)xd + o3 + 23 + b(uy, u1)23 + 203 - 24 + 4

where v = Z?:o z;v;. Since [g*bg] = [bg] it holds that that for every such g
there exists A9 € C* such that:

(0% = ()2 = (A)° = (1) = N - A = X0

In particular )\gU . = Ag. Since in the projective space we can work up to +A
the claim follows. O

Lemma 4.1.2. The representation py : G- GC Aut(Qpg) is faithful.

Proof. We use the basis B constructed in the proof of Lemma We
know that the pole of H is the point [1:0:0:1:0]. Then

H := (bpxo + byzs + axy = 0),

where we have set by := b(vg, v9) # 0 and b; = b(vs, v3) # 0 and by generality
assumptions by # Fb.

The group G is represented inside PGL(5,C) as
1 0 0 0 0 10 0 00 1 0 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0 O 01 0 00 0O -1 0 0 0
(Id,|jo o 1 0 0O[,|0 O =1 0 Of,(0 O -1 0 0})
0O 0 0 10 00 0 1 0 O 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1 00 0 01 0 O 0 01

We can take coordinates x1,x2, 23,24 on H. The claim now follows by a
trivial computation. O

Remark 4.1.3. Using notation of the proof of Lemma and of Lemma
we know that H = (bgzo + b123 + axy = 0) and letting xo := —b””g%
we can write

b b ?
Qu = (22 + 23+ b (1+ bfl)l’% + 2a(1 + b—l)xgm + 01+ %)“7421 =0).
0 0 0

Since P(W) = (z¢p = x1 = 0) we also have that

q:= (23 + b2 + 2ax3 - x4 + 25 = 0)
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and P(Ann(W)) is the pencil po - zo + p1 - 1 where [ug : 1] € PL. We also
have that II, = (z1 + ivbozo = 0), I1» = (z1 — iv/boxro = 0) and that:

1 1 0 0
—iv/bo iv/bo 0 0
= 0 =10 |,x=| B |,y=|-0],
0 0 1 1
0 0 —bu —h
(0% (0%

where = bl(% —1)

Remark 4.1.4. By a trivial coordinate change on H we can assume that
Qg = yoy1 — yoys and that if ¢p: IP’[ltO:tl] X IP’[ISO:SI} — Qp is the Segre

embedding then z is the image of ([1 : 0],[1 : 0]), y is the image of ([0 :
1],[0 : 1]) and the group G inside Aut(IP’[ltO:tl] x P1 ) is generated by

[s0:s1]
g,h € Aut(IP[ltD:tl] x P!

[s0:s1]
([to : tl], [So .81 ) ([to : —tl], [So : —51])

) %
h
([to = ta]; [so = s1]) = ([s1 = so], [t1 : to])
Proof. 1t is easy by Remark O

4.2. The action on |(1,d—1)|. By Remark we see that the subgroup
of G which does not exchange the rulings is

G = (g).
We recall that we have denoted by My the open subscheme |(1,d —1)[°° C
(1,d —1)| given by the smooth elements inside g which satisfy the gener-

ality conditions [2.3.2l We need to compute the action of the group G’ on
M.

Lemma 4.2.1. Let P! = P(HY(Qpu,Og, (I1 + rl))Y) where l; is the
fiber of the natural projection 7rzH: Qu — Pl i=1,2. Then P¥*1//G" is a
rational variety.

) where

Proof. For any o € HY(Qp, Oq,, (l1+7l2)) there exists unique ag, ..., ar; by, ...b, €
C such that

T T
oc=tgy- E a;sys) "+t E bisgs| "
=0 1=0

The induced action of g on [ag : a1 :, ..., @y : by 2 by ¢ oy: by] € PZHL g
given as follows:

ag al eee Qp bo by .. b,
3 ) o 3 1 o
(—I)Tao (—1)7171&1 e Qp (—1)T+1b0 (—l)rbl ... —b,

since Remark Then the quotient variety is a cone over a Veronese
embedding of P". In particular it is a rational variety. O
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Corollary 4.2.2. My//G' is a rational variety of dimension 2d — 1.

Proof. Trivial by Lemma [4.2.1
O

4.3. The injectivity result. In Theorem |3.1.1] we have shown that he
morphism maq, : My — S; 12 18 dominant. By construction we see that
it induces a morphism

T Mpy//G — S;_’}i}"Qp.

Now to finish we need to show that the above morphism is injective. We need
to make explicit the generality conditions on H. We denote by Polg([H])
the pole of H with respect to (). Using the notation of the proof of Lemma
4.1.1) we can write: Polg([H]) = (u).

Generality Conditions 4.3.1. We use the notation of Lemma From
now on [H| € P(VV) satisfies the following generality contitions:

[H] & Q;

[H] & P(Ann(W));
Polg([H]) ¢ P(W);
Polg([H ])%ZIP’(WL)

P(U) N IP(W) = {(v3)} where U = (v)) &+ U;
) The points z, 2/, z,y, (v2) € P(V) are in general position.

Now we can show the Injectivity Theorem:

Theorem 4.3.2. Let [H] € P(VV) be a point satisfying the generality condi-
tions of Remark[{.3.1 Let M be the open subscheme |(1,d—1)|°° C (1,d—1)|
given by the smooth elements inside Qg which satisfy the generality condi-
tions|2.3.2. Then the morphism7: M//G" — S+ hyp 18 generically injective.

Proof. Let [R1] € M be a general element. Assume that there exists an
Ry such that maq([R1]) = mam([Re]). This means that there exists an auto-
morphism y: C(R;) — C(R2) such that x*(6(Rz)) = 0(R1), x*(m(R2)) =
m(R1), x*(n(Rz2)) = n(R1). In particular for the partitions giving the
thetacharacteristic it holds that x*Py(r,) = Py(r,)- By Theorem C(Ry)
is a general hyperelliptic curve and the general hyperelliptic curve has only
one non trivial automorphism. Snce m(R;) + n(R;) is not the hyperelliptic
linear system x is unique.

We recall that Q(R;) = |Lo(r,)tm(ry)n(r)|” X [Lw (Ri)["), i = 1,2 and
that @y = ¢ x A. Then there is an isomorphism given by the obvious
isomorphism on each factor; we still denote it by x: Qr, — Qr,. By the
construction of C(R;) and of C(R2) as schemes of marked lines and by
Proposition it induces an automorphism xgxa: Qg — Qg Where xgxp =
Ip,oxo(Ig,)" . We denote by x: S; — S, the induced automorphism and
we have that the following diagram is commutative:
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(4.5) C(Ry) —> Qr, — Q S,
o el o

C(Ry)

We definitely have: x([l.]) = (L], x([l]) = [,]. We can set L := 7 (II,),
L' == 7y'(I) and it holds that x4xa(L) = L and x4xa(L') = L' since
Proposition We claim that xzxa = Xq X Idp. Indeed by Proposi-
tion the four points [I;], [l,], [ms] and [n,] are fix points of xgxa.
Moreover their my-images are four distinct points of A and they are fixed
by the induced automorphism. This implies the claim. Now we study the
automorphism x,: ¢ — ¢. By its construction we know that if t € Ry and
[t,al, [t,a'] € C(Ry) then there esists s € Ry such that [s, xq(a)], [s, x(a/)] €
C(R2). Moreover thank to the two identifications Ir, and Ir, we actually
know that if IT is the hyperplane section (P(W),t) then I, o), l|; o) are two
lines inside Q@ = @ N II. Obviously they belong to distinct rulings of Qr
since they meet on ¢. The same holds for l5 y (a)], l[s,x(a)]- Set theoretically

we have defined a map Ry Ot £> s € Ry. The same trick enable us to define
amap ¢: Q — Q. Indeed let p € Q and let a(p), a/(p) € ¢q be the two points
of intersection between ¢ and 7,Q. We define as above II := (P(W),p).
Obviously the two lines (p,a(p)), (p,a/(p)) belongs to distinct rulings of
Qm. Now consider the two points xq(a(p)), xq(c/(p)) € ¢ and consider the
two lines [,I" C Qn such that x4(a(p)) € I, xq(¢/(p)) € I’ and such that I
belongs to the same ruling of (p, a(p)), while I’ belongs to the same ruling
of (p,a/(p)). We define ¢(p) to be the unique intersection point of | and
I'. By definition ¢: Q — @ and it extends ¢: Ry — Rs. By construction
¢: Q@ — @ sends lines to lines. Then ¢ € Aut(Q,q, H). By the proof of
Lemma [4.1.1] and by its construction we see that it fixes the points z, 2’ and
¢(lz) = lz, ¢(ly) = ly. Then ¢|g,, € G'. This shows the claim. O

4.4. The rationality result. Finally we can put together our previous
results to show:

Theorem 4.4.1. S"VP is a rational variety.

9.2
Proof. Tt follows straightly by the Reconstruction Theorem by Theo-
rem and by Corollary O
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