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Abstract
Two families of surfaces arise from considering cyclic branched covers of P? over smooth quartic
curves. These consist of degree 2 del Pezzo surfaces with a Z/2Z action and K3 surfaces with a Z/47Z
action. We compute the monodromy groups of both families. In the first case, we obtain the Weyl group
W (E7), corresponding to the automorphisms of the 56 lines contained in a degree 2 del Pezzo surface.
In the second case we obtain an arithmetic lattice: the unitary group U (h L_) of a type (1,6) quadratic
form over Z [i] by building on results of Kondo and Allcock, Carlson, Toledo.

1 Introduction

Given a smooth degree d curve C in P? and an integer k | d, we may associate to it a degree k cyclic branch
cover S of P? branching over it. A natural, often difficult, question that arises from this construction is
to determine the monodromy representation of the family of surfaces it induces. This has been extensively
studied in the case of universal families of a given type of varieties. By considering subfamilies of the
universal ones and computing their monodromy representation, one obtains a better global picture of the
one associated to the universal family, as well as of its acting fundamental group (see, e.g. [McM13]). In this
paper we compute the monodromy of branched covers of P? whose branch locus is a smooth quartic curve.
The parameter space of homogeneous degree d polynomials in variables z,y, z is given by
d(d+3)

P (Sym” (C%)) =PV where N (d) = =

The vanishing locus of f € PN(4) is defined as the set V (f) = {P € P? | f (P) = 0}. The discriminant locus
is the subset Ay € PN consisting of polynomials whose vanishing locus is singular. The parameter space
of smooth degree d plane curves in P? is therefore defined as

Uy =PND\ A,

Let f € Uy and let C = V (f) be its vanishing locus. Then [C] = d[H] € H; (P?;Z), where [H] is the
hyperplane class in P2. The curve C is a complex codimension 1 submanifold of P2, so there exists a cyclic
k-fold branched cover X of P? with branched locus equal to C' if and only if [C] is a multiple of k of [H]
(see [Mor01], Proposition 4.10) and this is equivalent to k | d. It is a classical result (see [Zar29]) that the
fundamental group of the complement of a smooth degree d curve in P? is cyclic of order d. In light of this,
for f € Uy consider the cyclic 2-fold and 4-fold covers branched over V (f):

Xy
Py Z/AZ
7.)2T
P? «+——— V (f)



The surface Py is a degree 2 del Pezzo surface, and X is a K3 surface. We define the universal (2,4)-branched
and (4,4)-branched covers of P? as the fiber bundles

52,4:{(P,f) G'Pf X Uy | PGPf} 5474:{(P,f) EXf X Uy | P€Xf}

given respectively by the fibrations

Pr— Eay (P, f) Xy —— &4 (P, f)
| | | |
Uy f Uy f

where the fibers P and X are diffeomorphic to a degree 2 del Pezzo surface and a K3 surface, respectively.
Fixing a base point f € Uy, we simply refer to these fibers by P and X. The action of w1 (Us) on H? (P;Z)
and H? (X;Z) induces monodromy homomorphisms

p2 1 (Us) — Aut (H2 (P; Z)) pa i1 (Us) — Aut (H2 (X;Z)) .

The images of py and p4 can be further restricted by noting that the respective intersection forms in H? (P; Z)
and H? (X;Z) remain invariant under the actions of p and py.
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Figure 1: The Schlafli graph (left) and Gosset graph (right).

As explained in Section [2] this implies that the image of ps is contained in the automorphism group of the
56 lines contained in P. The intersection pattern of these lines is given by the Gosset graph (see Figure7
whose automorphism group is W (E7), the Weyl group of E7. This fact restricts the image of ps, so that:

p2 i m (Us) = W (Er).
This cannot be further restricted, as this map is onto. Namely, we have the following:
Theorem 1.1. The monodromy representation

p2:m (Uy) = W (Er)
of the universal (2,4)-branched cover of P? is surjective.

Each fiber of & 4 comes equipped with a Z/2Z deck group action induced by its cyclic branched cover
structure. The generator 7 of this action is refered to as the Geiser involution on P, it corresponds to the
generator of the center of W (Ey) . As explained in Section the 56 lines contained in P lie in pairs
over each of the 28 bitangents to the underlying quartic curve V (f). The quotient W (E7) / (1) = Spg (Z/2Z)
corresponds to the Galois group of these 28 bitangents, as discussed in .



Corollary 1.2. The action of 7 on H? (P;Z) is realized as an element of the monodromy group Im (ps).

In order to determine the image of p4, we make use of the action T on H? (X;Z) induced by its Z /47
deck group action. This action determines two sublattices of H? (X;Z), namely:

Ly ={z € H*(X;Z) | T?z = z} L_={2ze€ H*(X;Z) | T?x = —x}.

As discussed in Section [4] these sublattices have discriminant 2% and discriminant group (or glue group as
referred to in [McMO09]) isomorphic to (Z/2Z)®® and the action of T on this group is induced by the Geiser
involution on P. By considering the branched cover X — P, we obtain the pullback map

H?(P;Z) — H? (X;7)

and L is then generated by the pullbacks of generators of H? (P;Z). As discussed in Section 4 of [AS11],
the action T is purely non-symplectic, meaning that Tw = Ziw on the invariant line H*° (X;C). The
Néron-Severi, or Picard, group NS (X) := H? (X;Z) N HY! (X;C) of a generic fiber X is then

Pic(X) = NS (X)L, = (2) @ AP,

This determines the Hodge decomposition on Ly ® C since Ly ® C ¢ H*! (X;C) and therefore L_ ® C
contains the lines H*% (X;C), H%2 (X;C), hence L. @ C=Ca C? @ C.

The monodromy map p2 then determines the action of ps on L., and it remains to study the action of
pg on L_. To do this, we observe that the action of py commutes with the deck group action T, therefore
having its image lie in the centralizer Cy,_ (T') of T in L_. Since L_ is equipped with an action 7" satisfying
T? 41 = 0, this centralizer can be regarded as a Z [i]-module. Following [A1102] and [Kon20], we obtain that
as a Z [i]-lattice,

L= (Z [¢]7,th)
where hy_ is quadratic form of signature (1,6) given by (see Proposition
hi = =2 (l20* + |21 + 2ol + [2sf + [2a]® = R (2175 + 2571 + 25%5) — S (17 + 2971 + 26%) )
Since p4 preserves the intersection form on L_, and therefore the hermitian form hy_, it follows that

Im (p4 |L7) C U(hLi).

Using a result by [Kon00] on the characterization of the moduli space of smooth quartic curves as a ball
complement quotient, we show that these two groups coincide. Analogous results have been used to study
the monodromy and fundamental group of cubic surfaces (see, e.g. [Lib78|). Furthermore, as explained in
Section the lattices L. are pairwise orthogonal and therefore primitive within H? (X;Z). By virtue of
the relation between the actions of p; on the discriminant groups of L, we obtain that if ps acts trivially
on L_ then it follows that the action on L. is trivial too. This implies that the monodromy map py is
completely determined by its action on the sublattice L_, namely:

Theorem 1.3. The monodromy representation
P4 T (Z/{4) - U (th)

of the universal (4,4)-branched cover of P? is surjective. In particular, its monodromy is arithmetic.
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2 Degree 2 del Pezzo Surfaces

2.1 General facts

Degree 2 del Pezzo surfaces are realized as blow-ups of P? at 7 points in general position. Given a degree
2 del Pezzo surface P, its anticanonical linear system | — Kp| defines a rational map p : P — P? which
has as branch locus a smooth quartic curve V (f). Such surface P contains exactly 56 exceptional divisors
corresponding to the pullbakes of the 28 bitangents of V (f). These 56 divisors can be labeled as follows:

Let Py, P, ..., P; be the seven points at which P? is blown up to obtain P and let Lq, Lo, ..., L7 be
the exceptional divisors corresponding to the blow-ups at these points. Let e; be the Poincaré dual of each
divisor L; and ey = p* (PD [H]) be the Poincaré dual of the pullback of the hyperplane class [H] in P2. Then
the 56 exceptional divisors contained in P have corresponding cohomology classes given by

(L] = e 1<i<7
[L:(] 3 €y — €; — (61 —+ €9 + -4 67)
[Lig) =eo—ei—e; 1<i<j<7
[L ] 20 +e+e;—(er+ex+---+er)
These 56 classes span H? (P;Z), whose intersection form with respect to the basis {eg,e1,...,er} is
(,Vp: H*(P;Z) x H? (P;Z) — 7 (a,b) > al L0y,
P 0 —Ir

2.2 The Gosset and Schlafli graphs

As explained in Section 8 of [Doll2], the classes of the 56 exceptional divisors of P are in correspondence
with the vertices of the Gosset graph, where two vertices share an edge if and only if the inner product of
the corresponding cohomology classes is equal to 1. Moreover, the induced subgraph given by the vertices
adjacent to a given vertex form a graph isomorphic to the Schléfli graph, which gives the intersection pattern
of the 27 lines contained in a smooth cubic surface. The automorphim group of the Schlafli and Gosset graphs
are the Weyl groups W (Eg) and W (Er) respectively. A depiction of both graphs is shown in Figure

This phenomenon is fundamentally related to the following geometric construction in [Har79]. A degree
2 del Pezzo surface P may be regarded as a blow-up of a cubic surface S over a point () not contained in any
of its 27 lines. The projections of the strict transforms of the 27 lines contained in S and the exceptional
divisor over @ via p : P — P? are in correspondence with the 28 bitangents of the quartic curve V (f) C P2
Moreover, the 56 exceptional divisors contained in P lie over each bitangent of V (f) in pairs. Each pair of
such exceptional divisors has inner product 2 with respect to the intersection form in H? (P;Z) and they are
precisely the pairs

{(L], LD 11 <i<7h and  {([Lig], [L7,]) [1<i<j<T}.

We call each pair of such lines dual and we denote the dual of a line L by L*. Let Lg be the exceptional
divisor over @), S be the set of strict transforms of the 27 lines in the cubic surface S, and §* be the set of
dual lines to those in S. A direct computation shows that

0 LesS

(iLal. L)y = {1 e

Moreover, the intersection pattern of the lines in S and in &* is given by the Schlafli graph. Hence, for any
line L contained in P we may define the following sets of 27 lines associated to L:

Sp={L <P (L], [L])p =0} S ={L' cP (L], [L)p =1}
where Sy« = §7. With this notation, we also have that

LeS, < L'eS, and LeS; < L eS;.



3 Computing Im (p2)

In this section we prove Theorem [1.1} namely, we show that
Im (po = m (Us) = Aut (H? (P;Z))) X W (Er).

The proof consists of 3 main steps: computing the stabilizer of a line L in P, restricting the Im (p2) and
showing that Im (p2) acts transitively on th 56 lines contained in P.

3.1 Stabilizer of a line L

In [Har79|], Harris studies the monodromy groups of the 28 bitangents of a smooth quartic and the 27 lines
in a smooth cubic surface are studied. It is a classical result of Klein and Jordan (see [Har79] for a proof)
that the monodromy group of 27 lines in a cubic surface S is isomorphic to

W (Eg¢) = Oq4 (Z/2Z) .
The monodromy group of the 28 bitangents of a smooth quartic curve V (f) is isomorphic to
W (E7)" = 06 (Z/27) = Spg (Z,/27)

and moreover, we have that W (E;) = W (E7)* x Z/2Z. Tt follows that an element of the monodromy group
of the 28 bitangents of a quartic curve that fixes one bitangent is determined by its monodromy action on the
27 lines on S corresponding to the remaining bitangents. It is then shown in [Har79] that automorphisms of
the 27 lines in S preserving a set of 6 of these lines generate W (FEs) and can be realized as the monodromy
action given by a path in the parameter space of smooth quartic curves Uy, implying the following key lemma.

Lemma 3.1 (Harris, [Har79), Section I1.4). The stabilizer of any bitangent in the monodromy group of the
28 bitangents of a smooth quartic curve is isomorphic to W (Eg).

Now we turn to the monodromy action of interest on the 56 lines in P, proving the following.
Proposition 3.2. The stabilizer in Im (p2) of any line in P is isomorphic to W (Eg).

Proof. Suppose g € 71 (Uy) lies in the stabilizer of a line L in P. Then g must lie in the stabilizer of its dual
line L*. Moreover, since the intersection form is preserved by the monodromy action, the set Sy, must be
permuted, and its permutation completely determines that of &7, hence the action of g. The automorphism
group of Sy, is then isomorphic to the automorphism group of their underlying bitangents, and by Lemma
this is precisely the stabilizer of the bitangent lying under L, which is isomorphic to W (Ej). O

3.2 Restricting Im (p,)

We proceed now to reduce Im (p3) to two possibilities with the aid of the following two lemmas.
Lemma 3.3. Im (ps) is contained in W (E7).

Proof. We have seen that the automorphism group of the Gosset graph is isomorphic to W (E7) and the
intersection pattern of the 56 lines in P is given by this graph. Since the monodromy action preserves the
intersection form in H? (P;Z) and the classes of the 56 lines in P generate H? (P;Z), it follows that the
monodromy action of any element in my (Uy) is determined by an automorphism of the Gosset graph, thus
giving the desired restriction. O

Lemma 3.4. Im (py) contains W (E7) 7.

Proof. The action of Im (p2) on the 56 lines in P preserves the 28 pairs of lines lying over each bitangent
of V (f). Recall that the automorphism group of the 28 bitangents of V (f) is isomorphic to W (E7)". As
noted in Proposition above, any such automorphism is realized by an element of 71 (U;), which in turn
induces an automorphism of the 28 pairs of lines in P. This implies the desired contention. O
Since W (E7)Jr is a subgroup of index 2 in W (E7), Lemma and Lemma imply the following:

Proposition 3.5. Im (py) is isomorphic either to W (E;)" or to W (Ey).



3.3 Transitivity on the lines contained in P
Finally, we see Im (p3) acts transitively on the 56 lines, which will allow us to conclude our proof.
Lemma 3.6. For any line L contained in P, the group Im (p3) acts transitively on Sy, and on Sj.

Proof. By Proposition the stabilizer of L is isomorphic to W (Fjg), which is the automorphism group of
Sr. Since the W (Ejg) action on the lines in a smooth cubic surface is transitive, so is the action on S. Since
Im (p2) permutes pairs consisting of a line and its dual, transitivity on S} follows from that on Sg. O

Lemma 3.7. The Im (p3)-orbit of a line L in P contains lines in both Sy, and S} .

Proof. Consider a line N # L, L* in the orbit of L, and suppose N € S}. The intersection pattern of the
lines in Sy is given by the Schléfli graph, where each vertex has valence 16. Since L € Sy, this implies that
Sy intersects both sets Sz and S7. By Lemma [3.6} the stabilizer of N acts transitively on S}, and thus the
result follows. In the case NV € Sy, the proof is analogous. O

Proposition 3.8. Im (p3) acts transitively on the 56 lines of P.
Proof. For a line L in P, the orbit-stabilizer theorem implies that
[Im (p)| = |Orbit (L) - [Stab (L)].
Proposition [3.2] and Proposition [3.5] imply that
|Stab (L)| = |W (Fg)| = 51840
IIm (p)| € {\W (E7)|, W (E7)* |} = {2903040, 1451520}

so it follows that |Orbit (L)| € {28,56}. By Lemma the orbit of L intersects both Sy, and S; and by
Lemma the Im (p2)-action is transitive on each of Sy, and S}, implying that

|Orbit (L)| > 1+ 27 + 27 > 28

and therefore |Orbit (L)| = 56. This implies that Im (p2) = W (E7). O

4 Lattices

In this section we dwelve into the lattice theory of associated to the K3 surface. We will restrict py to two
sublattices Ly and L_ of H? (X;7Z) associated to the cyclic Z/4Z deck group action on X. In doing so, our
goal is to relate these two restrcitions via the commutative diagram given in Proposition (4.4

4.1 Preliminaries

We recall general facts and definitions about lattices which will be used in the treatement of the monodromy
of the family of K3 surfaces of interest in this paper. This exposition is contained in chapter 2 of [Kon20].

A lattice (L,(,),) of rank r is a pair consisting of a free abelian group L of rank r together with a
symmetric bilinear form (,); : L x L — Z. The quotient

AL =L*/L

denoted as the discriminant group of L. If Ay, is trivial, we say that L is unimodular.
A sublattice S C L is primitive if L/S is torsion-free. If L is non-degenerate, the orthogonal complement
S+ of any sublattice S C L is primitive.



The group of automorphisms of L is denoted by O (L) and is called its orthogonal group. For an even
lattice L, we define its discriminant quadratic form by

qr : A, — Q/2Z qr (z) = (2, %) 50

where <,>L®Q is a bilinear extension of (,), to L ® Q. A subgroup H C Ay, is called isotropic if qr|p = 0.
We denote the group of group automorphisms of Ay, preserving g, by O (qr). Any automorphism of L can
be extended to L*, thus inducing an automorphism of Ay which respects qr. This induces a natural group
homomorphism

O(L) = O(qr)-

A lattice L is called 2-elementary if A = (Z/2Z)®" for some I. If L is an indefinite 2-clementary lattice,
then the homomorphism O (L) — O (¢q.) is known to be surjective.
Let L be an even unimodular lattice, S C L a primitive sublattice and 7' = S* its orthogonal complement.

There are natural embeddings
SeTCcLEL"CS*aT".

Then L/ (S @ T) is embedded as an isotropic subgroup of Ag & Ar. This gives the commutative diagram

o Ag
%
L/(SeT) s Ag® Arp YsT (%)
%
>~ AT

where the maps pg o ¢ and pr o ¢ induce group isomorphims between L/ (S @ T) and Ag, Ar. In particular,
there is an isomorphism Ag = Ap. Furthermore, the isomorphism

-1
vsT = pr © (Pslur/sary))  :As = Ar

satisfies that gs = —yg7 0 ¢r, hence O (¢s) = O (¢r) via the map c,,,. given by conjugation by vsr. Let cg
and cp be the conjugation map given by

cs:0(gs) = Aut (L/ (S T)) cr:O(qr) = Aut (L/ (S T))
o (psor) opo(psou) ¢ (prot)  opo(prou)

By commutativity of the diagram (), the images of cg and cr coincide, and we denote O (L/ (S @ T)) by
this image. Therefore, the following commutative diagram is induced:

O (gs)

O(L/(SaT)) | Cysr ()

4.2 K3 lattices

A K3 surface X is a simply connected complex surface whose canonical class Kx is trivial. The K3-lattice
is the lattice given by H? (X;Z) together with its intersection pairing given by the cup product. This lattice
is isomorphic to the even unimodular lattice of signature type (3,19):

U® @ Eg (-1)%°



where U is the hyperbolic lattice and Eg (—1) is the negative Eg lattice. Namely,

-2 1
1 -2 1
1 -2 1
0 1 1 -2 1

U:(l 0) Bs (=) = 1 -2 1 1

1 -2 1

1 -2
1 ~2

We now turn to our family of K3 surfaces X branching over a smooth quartic curve. Before computing
the monodromy of this family, we introduce two auxiliary sublattices of H? (X;Z) crucial to its computation.
These lattices arise from the Z/4Z deck group action on X, and are extensively used in [Kon00| in order to
describe the moduli space of smooth quartic curves in P? as a ball complement quotient. The deck group
action on X induces an action T : H? (X;Z) — H? (X;Z) which satisfies T* = I and commutes with the
action of py. Two sublattices associated to T' that arise naturally are

Ly ={x€ H*(X;Z) | T?z =z} L_={xe€ H*(X;Z) | T?x = —x}.

Proposition 4.1. The lattices L, and L_ are the orthogonal complement of each other in H? (X;Z).
Proof. We will show that L+ = L_ only, as the proof that L+ = L, is analogous. For x € L, and y € L_,
(z,y) = (T°2, T%) = (z, ~y) = — (z,y)

and thus (z,y) = 0. This shows that L_ C L. To see the reverse inclusion, suppose y € Li. Then
<m,(T2—|—I)y>:O Vo € Ly
We have that (T2 + I) y € Ly since T* = I. Since L, is non-degenerate, (T2 + I) y=0,s0ye L_. O

Proposition implies that L, and L_ are primitive lattices in H? (X;Z). Let P be the intermediate
double branched cover of P? corresponding to X. Then X is also a double branched cover of P, and the
branched cover map p : X — P induces the pullback

p*: H*(P;Z) — H* (X;Z)

e; — éz
The lattice L, is generated by €, €1, ...,é7. Letting H = H? (X;Z) /(L @& L_), we have that
H=AL =A, =(2/22)%®

and thus Ly and L_ are 2-elementary even lattices. In |[Nik80|, Theorem 3.6.2, 2-elementary even lattices
are classified by their rank and minimal number of generators, hence

Ly = (2)@ AT L2 AP?oDP?oUaU(2).

In [Kon00] it is shown that O (qz, ) is isomorphic to a split extension of Spg (Z/27Z) by Z/27Z, thus a semidirect
product. Since Aut (Z/27) is trivial, it is a direct product so O (¢1) = W (E;). Diagram then gives

O(az,) =0 (qr) =W (Er).



4.3 A useful diagram

In order to relate py to the lattices L4, L_, we will use a commutative diagram consisting of quotient and
restriction maps. The key observation lies in the fact that ps acts on each summand L and L_.

Proposition 4.2. The action of p; can be restricted from H? (X;Z) to Ly and to L_.
Proof. Since the action of ps and T' commute, we have
Tpa(y)x=pa(7) T?x = £ps (7) x
for x € Ly and v € m (Uy), and hence py (y)x € L. O

We proceed to define the necessary maps for our diagram. Proposition tells us that there are well
defined restriction maps res (L) and res (L_) given by

res(Ly) - Tm (p1) = O (L+) res(L_) : Tm (p1) > O (L_)
pa (¥) = pa (V) I, pa(v) = pa() L.
We define the composition maps p} = res (Ly) o ps and p; = res(L_) o ps. This gives the map
mod (Ly & L_) : Im (ps) — O (H)

—_~—

p)es (50 (mod Ly)upi () (mod £ )|

H

which is well defined regarding H as a subgroup of Ay, © Ar_. Finally, since L and L_ are even indefinite
2-elementary lattices, we have the surjective homomorphisms

mod (L) : O (Ly) — O (qr,) mod (L_): O (L_) = O (qr_)
o+ @ (mod Ly) =@ (mod L_)
Before putting these maps together, we compute Im (pi‘).
Proposition 4.3. Im (pf) = W (Ex).

Proof. The action of py on H? (P;Z) completely determines that of py on L; by conjugation ¢y« with the
pullback p* : H? (P;Z) — L. Together with Theorem this gives the following commutative diagram:

™ (Us) — Tm (ps)

AN

W (E7) o Im (104 )
Since p] is surjective, so is ¢p=. Since the pullback p* is a group isomorphism between H? (P;Z) and L,
we have that c,« is injective. Hence, ¢,+ is an isomorphism and Im (p}f) > W (E7). O

The restriction of mod (L) to Im (p} ) is surjective and is thus an isomorphism since O (g, ) = W (Ex).
Putting together the discussion above, we obtain the following.

Proposition 4.4. The following diagram commutes:

Iy O(L-) O(qr.)
res(L_) CL_
mod(L DL _ =
71 (Us) —2 Tm (py) COt) o (m) = |er
ot W(Br) —— iy O(a.)



5 Computing Im (py)

In this section we prove Theorem To do so, we first show that Im (p4) and Im (p4_) are isomorphic. We
then proceed to study Z [i]-lattice structure on L_ to describe Im (pZ). Finally, we use Kondo’s description
of the moduli space of smooth quartic curves proved in [Kon00| in order to compute Im (py4).

5.1 Reduction to p;
Proposition 5.1. Im (ps) = Im (py ).

Proof. First, we show that for any v € 1 (Uy), if py () is trivial, so is pf (7). Using the diagram in
Proposition [£.4] we have that
py (7) =0 = mod(L_)opy (v) =0
= C’YL+L, o mod (L-‘r) o pi (’Y) =0
(¢yo, . I8 injective) = mod (L4 )o pr(v)=0

(mod (L4 ) is injective) = pf () = 0.
Finally, we show that the map res (L_) is injective. Let p4 (7y) € ker (mod (L_)) for some ~ € m (Uy). Then

py (1) =0 = pf(7)=0.

Hence, the action of py () on Ly @ L_ is trivial. Since Ly @ L_ is a finite index sublattice of H? (X;Z),
pa (7y) acts trivially on H? (X;Z), so ps (7) = 0, implying the desired injectivity. Altogether, res(L_) is an
isomorphism onto its image and the proposition follows. O

5.2 Z]i]-module structure on L_

The action T endows L_ with a Z [i]-module structure since T2 + I acts trivially on L_. Furthermore, the
Hodge decomposition on H? (X;C) provides L_ a hermitian form induced by its intersection form. We study
this structure on L_ following the technique in |AlI02].

The action T induces a decomposition

H?(X;C) = P H* (X;0) = P Ve

¢i=1 ¢i=1

where V; = H? (X (C)< := ker (T' — (I). The eigenspaces V;, V_; are conjugate and L_ ®;,C =V, ®V_,. Let
j: L_ — V; be the Z [i]-linear composition map given by

H?(

X;C)
J v,

where v : H? (X;Z) — H? (X;C) is the natural inclusion and projy, : H? (X;C) — V; is a projection.
The bilinear form on L_ can be extended Z [i]-linearly to L_ ®z[; C and V; can be given a hermitian form

L_

induced by the intersection pairing, given by h (a,b) = 2 <a,5>.

Proposition 5.2. The map jc : L ®z;) C — V; is an isometric isomorphism.
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Proof. Let a € L_. Since V;,V_; are conjugate, a = j (a) + j (a). We then have that

(a,a) = (ji(a) +7 (@), (@) + (@)
= (i (@) (@) + (7 (@, (@) +2(j (@).j (@)
h(i(a).i (@) =2(j(a),i@)

hence jc is an isometry. Since dimc V; = dim¢ L ®zj;) C = 7, it follows that jc is an isomorphism. O

5.3 The Hodge structure on H? (X;C)
The Hodge structure on H? (X;C) is given by
H?(X;C) = H*" (X;C)® H"' (X;C) ® H** (X;C)
~CaC?aC
and it is determined by the line H?° since H%2? =2 H20 and H"! = (Hz,o &3] HO’Q)L. Since T is of finite

order, it is a biholomorphism and therefore respects the Hodge decomposition on H? (X;C). This further
decomposes the spaces V¢ into mutually orthogonal subspaces

~ 2,0 1,1 0,2
VC:V( EBV< ®VC .

with respect to the intersection pairing on H? (X;C), given by
(0, ) = / o NB.
b's

Let h' = |z|> = |z1]° — -+ - — | 26| be the standard quadratic form of signature (1, 6).
Proposition 5.3. The hermitian vector space (V;, h) is isomorphic to C16 = ((C7, h’).

Proof. We will show that h is positive-definite on Vf’o &) VZ-O’2 and negative-definite on Vil’l. We will also
show the former and latter spaces are 1 and 6 dimensional respectively, concluding the proof.

Let w € H*Y(X;C) be a holomorphic form. Then Tw must be holomorphic too. Since V3 & V_; is
spanned by rational clases, Vi @ V_; C H%! (X;C) and hence Tw # 4w. This implies that Tw = 4iw and
therefore Tw = Fiw, hence

Viz,o @ V¢O’2 o~ V_2;0 @ fo ~C.

Moreover, the intersection pairing on w satisfies

h(w,w):2<w,w>:2/ wAw >0
X

SO Vf’o @ Vio’2 is positive-definite. The Kihler form x associated to X lies in H! (X;C) and has positive
intersection pairing with itself being an integral cohomology class, so (k,%) > 0. Since H?(X;C) has
signature (3,19), the classes w,w, k span a maximal positive-definite subspace of H? (X;C). This implies
that V"' and V';' are negative-definite and

1,1 o 1/1,1 A 6
Viot=vos =C.
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5.4 Z]i]-lattice structure on L_

We now turn to describe L_ as a Z [i]-lattice. A Z [i]-lattice structure is induced on L_ via the action T by
endowing L_ with the hermitian form

(@, 9)zp = (z,y) —i(z, Ty).
Proposition 5.4. As a Z [i]-lattice, L_ is isomorphic to Z [1]7 equipped with the type (1, 6) quadratic form
hp = -2 (‘Z0|2 +lal® + |2l + |zsl* + 2al® — R (2172 + 2575 + 25%) — S (2172 + 2571 + 25%)> :
Proof. In Chapter 10 of [Kon20|, the action of T on
L_=AP?oDf?oUU(2)

is described. This action is diagonal, acting on A?Q, U @ U (2) and each copy of Dy by blocks. This implies
that each of these summands carries a Z [i]-lattice structure, and in order to determine the quadratic form
on L_, it suffices to determine the quadratic form on each summand separately.

° A?z : As a Z-lattice, it is generated by u,v and T acts by Tu = v. Hence, u generates A?Q as a
Z[i]-module. Since (u, u)z;,; = —2, the quadratic form on A$? is given by the (0,1) form

2
hAi” = <Zaz>z[i] = —2|2".

e U U (2): As a Z-lattice, it is generated by e, f,¢’, f’ where e, f generate U and ¢, f' generate U (2).
The action of T is given by
Te=—ec—¢ Tf=f—-Ff

and thus e, f generate U @ U (2) as a Z [i]-module. We then have
<<e>€>Z[i] <e>f>z[i]> _ ( 0 1 —i)
(fr€a  (f> Py I+i 0
hence the quadratic form on U @ U (2) is given by the (1,1) form
hugu(z) = ((2,w) , (z,0))7;,) = 2R (20) + 23 (W) -
e D, : As a Z-lattice, D, is isomorphic to

{(z1,20,23,24) CZ* |21 + 22+ 23 +24 =0 (mod 2)}.

equipped with the negative dot product. The basis {(1,1,0,0),(-1,1,0,0),(0,—1,1,0),(0,0,—1,1)}
gives the usual Cartan matrix describing the Z-lattice structure of Dy. The action of T is given by

T (x1, 22,23, 74) = (T2, —X1, T4, —X3) .
Altogether, p = (1,1,0,0) and ¢ = (0, —1,1,0) generate Dy as a Z [i]-module. We then have
<<p7p>z[i] (p, Q>Zm> _ ( -2 1- z)
(@P)zp (@D I+i =2
and thus the quadratic form on Dy is given by the (0,2) form

hoy = ((z.0) , (z,0)) gy = ~2 |2 — 2 [w]? + 2R () + 2 ().
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5.5 Realization of the Deck group via monodromy

Before proceeding to compute Im (p; ), we will show that the action 7" on H? (X;Z) induced by Deck group
is realized via monodromy. By Corollary [I.2] there is a loop v realizing the Geiser involution action on
H? (P;Z). Then the following holds:

Proposition 5.5. py(v) =1T.

To prove this, we show that v realizes the Deck group action on P, and consequently on X. We will see
this by first observing that + fixes P2, as it fixes every bitangent to a base point quartic in .

Lemma 5.6. If n bitangents to a smooth quartic curve are concurrent, then n < 4.

Proof. Suppose n bitangents are concurrent at a point. We may lift these lines to n concurrent lines in P.
Letting L; be one of these n lines, blowing down L} produces a smooth cubic surface S and the remaining
n—1 lines are concurrent within S. Nevertheless, every line in a cubic surface intersects 10 other lines, which
can be separated into 2 disjoint sets of 5 pairwise non-intersecting lines. This implies that any 4 lines in S
cannot be pairwise intersecting, and thus n — 1 < 3 or n < 4, as we wanted. O

Lemma 5.7. ~ fixes every point in every bitangent to a given smooth quartic curve.

Proof. Let f € Uy be a base point curve, and let £, /s, ..., 25 be the 28 bitangent lines to V (f) in P2. For
each pair of indices 1 < i < j < 28 let
Pij = El N gj'

Let L;, L be the pair of lines in P lying over the bitangent ¢;. The lines {L;, L}} are interchanged by ~,
thus leaving each bitangent ¢; fixed. Therefore, v fixes each point P;; in P?. Any two distinct bitangents
to V (f) must intersect due to Bezout’s theorem. Some of these bitangents may be concurrent, but at any
concurrence point, at most 4 bitangents may meet by Lemma [5.6] Hence, v fixes at least 9 points within
each bitangent ¢;, therefore fixing all of ¢;. O

Let ¢, : V(f) = V (f) be the automorphism on V (f) induced by 7. Let ®, : P> — P? be an extension
of ¢, such that ®, |y () = ¢, (see Theorem 4.2 in [Hir05]) and &, agrees with the monodromy action of ~y
on V (f). Namely, ®., fixes each bitangent ¢; and ®., is an isometry of P2.

Proposition 5.8. @, is the identity map on P2

Proof. Note ¢~ must be the identity map since ~ fixes all bitangents to V' (f), which completely determine
the quartic curve curve V (f). At each point P;; in P?, the differential

Dp,,®, : Tp,, P> — Tp, P

is the identity map, as it is the identity in the directions spanned by ¢; and ¢; by Lemma Since ®. is
an isometry and PP? is a complete compact Riemannian manifold, @, must be the identity as well. O

Hence, ®., fixes P? and v acts as the Deck transformation w — —w on P = {w2 = f}
Proposition 5.9. v acts as the Deck transformation w — iw on X = {w4 = f}

Proof. Choose a point P in P? not lying in V (f). The preimages of P via the branched cover P — P? are

Py = (w, P)
P_=(—w,P)

and the preimages of P,, P_ via the branched cover and X — P are, respectively

Q1= (v, P) Qi = (iw, P)
Q71 = (—U}, P) in = (—zw, P)

The action of ¥ maps P, — P_ in P and thus, without loss of generality, v maps
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Qr —— Q;

Q—; AR Q-1

Let t be the Deck group action of the branched cover X — P2. Then t2 is the Deck group action of the
branched cover X — P. In particular, t? fixes the points P, , P_ and therefore 2 must interchange the pairs
of points within the pairs Qq,@_1 and @Q;,Q_;. This implies, without loss of generality, that ¢ maps the

points Q1,Q;, Q_1,Q_; as folows:
Q1 —— Qi
tT lt
Q-i +— Q1

Now suppose v maps @; — @1 (and therefore Q_; — @Q_1). Observing how ¢ and v permute the set of
points {Q1,Q;, Q—_1,RQ—;}, we see that ¢t acts as the 4—cycle (1234) while v acts as the involution (12)(34).
This is a contradiction because the permutations (1234) and (12)(34) do not commute, while ¢ and ~ do.
Hence, v cannot map @; — @1 and thus it maps the points as

Q1 —— Qi
J s
Q-i 55— Q1
coinciding with ¢. Our initial choice of P in P2\ V (f) was arbitrary, so v coincides with ¢ on all of P2,

concluding that the monodromy action of v is given by that of the Deck transformation t. O

5.6 The moduli of smooth quartic curves

The image of p; must lie in the centralizer C,_ (T) of T in L_ since py and T commute. This is equivalent
to respecting the Z [i]-module structure on L_. Moreover, p; is norm-preserving, which translates to the
corresponding Z [i]-lattice automorphisms to be unitary. Therefore

Im (p;) cCr_ (T) ﬂO(L,) =U (h[_) .
For simplicity and consistency with the notation in [Kon00], we let
r=u (th) .

Our goal is to show that Im (p; ) = I, thus computing the monodromy group of ps by Proposition [5.1} In
order to do this, we appeal to the moduli space of smooth quartic curves Ms. Theorem 2.5 in [Kon00]
characterizes this moduli space as the quotient

M3z = (Ds —H) /T

where Dg is a complex 6-dimensional ball and H is a locally finite union of hyperplanes in Ds. Following a
similar treatment to that in |All02], we consider a cover M3 of M3 as follows:

For a given smooth quartic curve V (f) along with the coresponding K3 surface X lying over it in the
fibration &£4 4, define a framing A on V (f) as an isomorphism

A (Z [z‘]ﬂhL) S L. CH?(X;:7Z).
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which respects the intersection form on each lattice. Define //\/IVS as the moduli space of framed smooth
quartic curves, where P (I') = I'/Z[i]" acts on M3 by precomposition. That is, I" acts on M3 up to scalar
equivalence and for g € I' we have

g-(V(),A)=(V(f),Aog™)

where framings A, \" differing by a unit in Z [i] are equivalent. The composition jc o A¢ : C16 — V; gives a
negative-definite hyperplane

(jc o /\C)—l (Vim) c CLe.

These hyperplanes are parametrized by the ball Dg and provide the period map g : ./\’;l; — Dg. In [Kon00]
it is shown that those points in Dg which are not in the image of o correspond precisely to roots in L™,
namely, those § € L_ satisfying (4, ) = —2. Each root § € L_ has an associated hyperplane

Hs ={z € Ds | (2,0) =0} C Dg

and we denote the union of these hyperplanes by

By the Torelli theorem for K3 surfaces (|IR 71]) it follows that the period map g : Ms — Dg — H is an
isomorphism. This provides a commutative diagram

My —2— D —H

]P’(F)J J{P(F)

My —— (D —H) /T

5.7 Proof of the main theorem
A loop in Uy may be regarded as one in Ms. This induces the map p : 71 (M3) — T given by u (€) = py (£).
Proposition 5.10. The monodromy map pu : m (Ms) — T is surjective.

Proof. Surjectivity to P (T") follows from the connectedness of /\/;113 Fix a smooth quartic curve V (f) and a
point (V (f),Ao) € Ms. For any g € P(I') there is a path { starting at (V (f), Ao) and ending at (V (f), \¢)
such that \p = A\g o g~ 1. Hence, ¢ descends to a loop £ in M3 based at V (f) such that

w(l)=Atox =g.

This shows surjectivity to I' up to scalar equivalence, so it remains to show scalars are realized by u.
Indeed, scalars in I" correspond to powers of the action T induced by the Deck transformation ¢ of the
branched cover X — P2. By Proposition these are realized by a path v inducing the Geiser involution
on P, and thus surjectivity to I" follows. O

It remains to relate p to 71 (Us). Note that Ms is given by an PGL3 (C) quotient ¢ : Uy — M3 as
Mz =U,/PGLs (C).

Moreover, M3 embeds in the moduli space of genus 3 curves .#3 since every smooth quartic curve is a genus
3 curve. The moduli M3 is obtained by removing the moduli J#3 of hyperelliptic genus 3 surfaces from .#3
since every genus 3 curve is either planar quartic or hyperelliptic. That is,

Mz = M3 U 4.

The moduli 773 is also refered to as the genus 3 hyperelliptic locus.
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Proposition 5.11. The natural map g, : m; (Uy) — 71 (M3) induced by the quotient ¢ is surjective.

Proof. Consider the subvariety O C .#3 of genus 3 curves with a nontrivial automorphism group. Then O
is the union of irreducible components for each topological type of faithful finite group action on a genus
3 surface X3. Using the Riemann-Hurwitz formula, the dimension over C of each component is at most 5,
with equality only holding for the hyperelliptic locus .#73. In particular, the remaining components distinct
of 74 lie within M3 and are of dimension at most 4. Since M3 is 6-dimensional, we have that

codimpg, (O —4) >2  and  codimy, (¢7' (O — 94)) > 2.

By excising ¢=! (O — %) from U, we obtain a PG L3 (C) fibration

q:Us—q (O —B) = Mz — (0 —8).

The long homotopy exact sequence induced by this fibration is given by

C— M (PGL3 ((C)) — T (U4 —q_l (O—%)) — T <M3 — (O—%)) — T (PGLg ((C)) =1

implying that the map m; (U4 —q O - %”3)) — 1 (M3 — (O — 543)) is surjective. Furthermore, we have

st (Mg)g’ﬂ'l(Mg—(O—%)) and T1 (L{4)’£7r1 (Z/l4—q71 (O—%))

since the excised spaces are of codimension at least 2. Therefore, g, : w1 (Uy) — 71 (M3) is surjective. O

The composition of the maps p o g, gives precisely the monodromy map p,. Proposition and
Proposition combined give surjectivity of p; , concluding our computation.
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