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GEOMETRIC DESCRIPTION OF (2)-POLARISED HILBERT SQUARES OF GENERIC K3
SURFACES

SIMONE NOVARIO

ABSTRACT. A generic K3 surface of degree 2t is a general complex projective K3 surface S2: whose Picard group is
generated by the class of an ample divisor H € Div(S2:¢) such that H? = 2¢ with respect to the intersection form. We
show that if X is the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2t with ¢t # 2 which admits an ample divisor
D € Div(X) with gx (D) = 2, where gx is the Beauville-Bogomolov—Fujiki form, then X is a double EPW sextic.

1. INTRODUCTION

A classical result in the theory of complex projective K3 surfaces says that if a K3 surface admits an ample
divisor D with D? = 2 with respect to the intersection form, then the complete linear system |D| is basepoint free
and the morphism that it induces is a double cover of the plane P? ramified on a sextic curve. This was proved by
Saint—Donat in | ].

It is natural to study a similar problem for a projective THS (Irreducible Holomorphic Symplectic) manifold of
dimension 2n with n > 2, a sort of higher dimensional generalization of K3 surfaces. The importance of these varieties
is linked to the Beauville-Bogomolov decomposition theorem, see [ ]: up to a finite étale cover, any compact
Kahler manifold with trivial first Chern class is the product of a complex torus, irreducible Calabi—Yau manifolds and
THS manifolds.

Let S be a K3 surface. We denote by T'(9) its transcendental lattice, which coincides with NS(S)*, where NS(S) is
the Néron—Severi group of S and the orthogonal is taken with respect to the intersection form. Then T'(S)q := T'(S)®Q
is a rational Hodge structure of weight 2 and we denote by

Es := Homo(T'(S)q, T(S)q)

the algebra of endomorphisms of weight 0 on T'(S)g. See [ , 83] for details on Hodge structures. By a result of
Zahrin, see | |, Es is either Q, or a totally real field or a CM field. We say that S is a K3 surface general in its
rank, or simply general, if Eg = Q. If FEg is a totally real field then S has real multiplication (RM), while if Eg is
a CM field then S has complex multiplication (CM). Then K3 surfaces with RM or CM describe a locus of positive
codimension in the analytic moduli space of K3 surfaces of fixed Picard rank, except for K3 surfaces of Picard rank 20,
which have all CM. See | | and | | for details.

A generic K3 surface is a general projective K3 surface whose Picard group has rank 1. We say that a generic K3
surface So; has degree 2t if Pic(Sy;) = ZH with H? = 2t. In this paper we focus on Hilbert schemes of 2 points on a
generic K3 surface, also known as Hilbert squares of generic K3 surfaces: the Hilbert square of a K3 surface .S will be
denoted by S?I. The main problem of this paper is to determine the geometric description of a (2)-polarised Hilbert
square X of a generic K3 surface, i.e., X admits an ample divisor D € Div(X) with ¢x(D) = 2, where ¢x is the
Beauville-Bogomolov-Fujiki quadratic form on H?(X,Z). This can be seen as a generalization of the problem studied
by Saint-Donat presented in the first lines. We denote by |D| the complete linear system associated to D € Div(X),
i.e., the set of effective divisors linearly equivalent to D, and by Bs|D| the base locus of |D|, which is the set of points
on X where all the global sections in H°(X, Ox (D)) vanish. Our aim is to study the rational map ¥|p| induced by
the complete linear system |D|, i.e.,

P|D| P X - ]P)(HO(Xv OX(D))V)7

where by definition z € X \ Bs|D| is mapped to the hyperplane in H°(X,Ox (D)) consisting of sections vanishing
at x. If Bs|D| is empty, we say that |D| is basepoint free: in this case ¢ p| is a morphism.

Let X and D be as above. Then there exists an anti-symplectic involution ¢ which generates the group Aut(X)
of biregular automorphisms on X by a result obtained by Boissiere, Cattaneo, Nieper-Wiflkirchen and Sarti in
[ ], and ¢ is such that *[D] = [D] in the Néron—Severi group NS(X). Here anti-symplectic means that
t*ox = —ox, where ox € H(X,0%) is a symplectic form of X. The main theorem of this paper, which we now
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present, gives a geometrical description of the map induced by the complete linear system |D|, cf. Theorem 6.4 and
Theorem 8.5.

Theorem. Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface Sa; of degree 2t such that X admits an ample divisor
D € Div(X) with gx(D) = 2. Suppose that t # 2, and denote by ¢ the anti-symplectic involution which generates the
group Aut(X). Then the complete linear system |D| is basepoint free, the morphism

Qp: X =Y CP°

is a double cover whose ramification locus is the surface F of points fized by v, and Y = X /(1) is an EPW sextic, in
particular X is a double EPW sextic. Moreover, if H**(X,Z) := H*(X,Z) N H>?(X), then

1
[F] = 5D?% — gCQ(X) € H**(X,7),
where co(X) € H*(X,Z) is the second Chern class of X.

Here a double EPW sextic is a double cover of an EPW sextic ramified in its singular locus: see | ] for the
definition of EPW sextic and [ ] for details on double EPW sextics. The paper | ], where O’Grady gives a
classification, up to deformation equivalence, of numerical K32, will play an important role. A numerical K32 is by
definition an THS manifold M which admits an isomorphism of abelian groups  : H*(M,Z) — H?(S!?,Z) for some
K3 surface S such that [,, a* = [ 1 (a)* for every a € H?(M,Z). In particular he showed that a numerical K31% is
deformation equivalent either to a double EPW sextic or to an IHS manifold Z admitting a rational map f: Z --» P°
which is birational onto its image Y, with 6 < deg(Y) < 12. The link between our problem and the one studied in
[ ] is given by the fact that O’Grady proved the following: a numerical K3[? is deformation equivalent to an THS
manifold Z of K3[%-type such that Pic(Z) is generated by the class of an ample divisor H € Pic(Z) with qz(H) = 2.
Let X be the Hilbert square of a general K3 surface of degree 2t and suppose that there is an ample divisor D € Div(X)
with ¢x (D) = 2. In this specific case the result obtained by O’Grady implies that X is deformation equivalent to a
double EPW sextic, while our main theorem is stronger, since it shows that X = Sézt], if t # 2, is exactly a double
EPW sextic, giving a more precise geometric description of these varieties. The case t = 2 was already studied by

Welters and Beauville in | ] and | J: the map ¢|p| is a finite morphism of degree 6 with image G(1,P?),
the Grassmannian of lines in P3.
Our strategy is to follow [ |, using the anti-symplectic involution which generates Aut(X) given by

[ ] in order to get as much information as possible on the geometry of the complete linear system.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we give basics on Pell equations and Pell-type equations. In
Section 3 we recall the definition of THS manifold, together with main properties of this family of varieties. In
Section 4 we present some useful results on THS manifolds of K3[2-type, in particular we recall the description of the
lattice H>2(S12,7) .= H*(S?,Z) n H?2(SP) of integral Hodge classes of type (2,2) on SI? obtained in [ ]
for a general projective K3 surface S: this will be extremely useful in several steps of this paper. In Section 5 we
recall the most important results on the Hilbert square X of a generic K3 surface, in particular the description of
the group of biregular automorphisms obtained in | ]: Aut(X) is not trivial and generated by a non-natural
anti-symplectic involution ¢ when X is the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2¢ admitting an ample
divisor D € Div(X) with gx (D) = 2. We also briefly describe the case ¢ = 2, already studied by Welters and Beauville
in [ ] and | ]. From now on X is the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface admitting an ample divisor D
with gx (D) = 2. In Section 6 we study the surface F' of points on X fixed by the anti-symplectic involution ¢: we
compute the class of F' in H*»?(X,Z) and we show that the rational map ¢|p| factors through the quotient with
respect to the involution ¢. In Section 7 we prove the irreducibility property: if D1, Dy € |D| are distinct and ¢ # 2,
where 2t is the degree of the underlying generic K3 surface, then D; N Da is a reduced and irreducible surface. This
is a fundamental step in the geometrical analysis of the rational map ¢ p|. When ¢ = 2, the surface D1 N Dy can be
reducible: we give a geometrical interpretation of the two irreducible components. We conclude with Section 8, where
we show the main result of this paper: keeping notation as above, if ¢ # 2 then X is a double EPW sextic and ¢ p) is
the double cover associated.

The topic of this paper is related to [ , 87]. The approach and the techniques that we use are different:
main tools are results on integral Hodge classes of type (2,2) on the Hilbert square of a generic projective K3 surface
obtained in | ], which are exploited in particular in Theorem 6.4 and in Theorem 7.3, and the papers | ]
and [ ]. Moreover, the irreducibility property of Theorem 7.3 explains geometrically why the case t # 2 is
special, compare with [ , Remark 7.7].
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2. PELL EQUATIONS AND PELL-TYPE EQUATIONS
We give a brief overview of Pell equations and Pell-type equations.

Definition 2.1. A Pell-type equation is a diophantine equation of the form
z? — dy? = n,

where d € Z~¢ is a positive integer, n € Z\ {0} is a non-zero integer and z,y are variables. We denote an equation of
this form by P;(n). We call Py(1) a Pell equation and P;(—1) a negative Pell equation.

We are interested in integral solutions of Pell equations and Pell-type equations. If d = ¢? is a square, the
only solutions of the Pell equation P;(1) are (x,y) = (£1,0), and the Pell-type equation P;(n) can be written as
(x + cy)(z — cy) = n, so it can be easily solved. From now on, we will assume that d is not a square. In this case the

Pell-type equation Py(n) can be written in Z[v/d] := Z[z] /(a:2 —d) as

(z +yVd) (& — yVd) = n.

Let z = 2+yv/d € Z[Vd]: we define its conjugate as z := x—y+/d € Z[\/d], and its norm as N(z) := 2Z = 2% —dy? € Z.
With this notation, Py(1) and P4(n) can be written respectively as N(z) = 1 and N(z) = n, where z = x + y/d.

Definition 2.2. Given a Pell equation P;(1) or a Pell-type equation Py(n), two solutions (X,Y) and (X', Y”) are
said to be equivalent if
XX —dYyy’ XY'-X'Y
— % b T F

Z.
Note that two solutions (X,Y) and (X’,Y”) of a Pell-type equation P4(n) are equivalent if 222 € Z[\/d], where
z21=X+YVdand zp = X' +Y'Vd.

Definition 2.3. Consider a Pell equation or a Pell-type equation. The fundamental solution (X,Y) in an equivalence
class of solutions is the one with smallest non-negative Y if such a solution is unique in its class. Otherwise, there
are two solutions (X,Y"), (—X,Y), which are said to be conjugated, with smallest non-negative Y: the fundamental
solution is the one of the form (X,Y") with X > 0.

One can show that a Pell equation P;(1) is always solvable and all its solutions are equivalent. If zo = a + bVd
is the fundamental solution, then all the other solutions are of the form

z =z, m € Zso.

Similarly, if zg is a fundamental solution of P;(n) and Z, is the fundamental solution of P;(1), all the other solutions
equivalent to zg are of the form
Z:ig(r)n'?jo, m € Zsg-

We now recall the definition of positive and minimal solution of a Pell-type equation.

Definition 2.4. Let Py(n) be a Pell-type equation. A solution (X,Y") is positive if X, Y > 0. The minimal solution
of P;(n) is the positive solution with smallest X.

Remark 2.5. The minimal solution of the Pell equation P;(1) coincides with the square of the minimal solution of
the negative Pell equation P;(—1), if this exists, i.e., if a + byv/t € Z[v/1] is the minimal solution of N(z) = —1 and
¢+ dv/t € Z[\/1] is the minimal solution of N(z) = 1, then ¢ + dv/t = (a + bv/t)? = a® + b? + 2aby/t, hence

a® +th? = ¢, d = 2ab. (2.1)
We conclude this section with the following elementary result, which will be useful in Section 6 and in Section 7.
Proposition 2.6. Let (a,b) be the minimal solution of the Pell-type equation Py(—1). Then b is odd.

Proof. Suppose that b is even. Then a? + 1 is divisible by 4, since a? — db? = —1, i.e., a®> + 1 = 4X for some X € Z.
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e If a is even, i.e., a = 2Y for some Y € Z, then 4Y?2 4 1 = 4X, which is not possible.
e If g is odd, i.e., a = 2Y + 1 for some Y € Z, then 4Y? + 1 +4Y + 1 = 4X, which gives 4(X — Y2 -Y) = 2,
which is not possible.

We conclude that b is odd. O

3. GENERALITIES ON IHS MANIFOLDS

In this section we recall basics on irreducible holomorphic symplectic manifolds.

Definition 3.1. An irreducible holomorphic symplectic (IHS) manifold is a simply connected compact complex Kahler
manifold X such that H°(X, Q%) is generated by a non-degenerate holomorphic 2-form, called symplectic form.

The definition of ITHS manifold generalises to higher dimensions the one of K3 surface, the only example of IHS
manifold of dimension 2, as shown by the Enriques—Kodaira classification of compact complex surfaces. The existence
of a symplectic form implies that the dimension of an IHS manifold is necessarily even. If X is an IHS manifold, then
the C-vector space HO(X, Q%) is zero if p is odd, and it is generated by o if 0 < p < dim(X) is even, where o is
a symplectic form, see | , Proposition 3]. The Picard group Pic(X) and the Néron—Severi group, defined as
NS(X) := HY(X)r N H?(X,Z), are isomorphic: Pic(X) then embeds in the second cohomology group H?*(X,Z). We
recall that a lattice is a free Z-module L of finite rank with a symmetric bilinear form b : L x L — Z: we denote by
q : L — Z the quadratic form ¢(x) := b(z, z) for every z € L. If B := {e,...,e,} is a Z-basis of L, the Gram matric
of L associated to B is the n X n symmetric matrix

bler,e1) - bler,en)

blen,e1) -+ blen,en)

We say that a lattice L of rank n is non-degenerate if for any non-zero [ € L there exists I’ € L such that b(l,1") # 0,
equivalently, det(G) # 0 if G is a Gram matrix of L. A lattice L is even if b(l,1) € 2Z for every | € L, and odd if it is
not even. The determinant of a lattice L is the determinant of a Gram matrix G of the lattice, and the discriminant
of L is disc(L) := |det(G)]. A lattice L is unimodular if disc(L) = 1. If L is a unimodular lattice, for every « € L there
exists y € L such that b(z,y) = 1. A sublattice of a lattice L is a free submodule I’ C L with symmetric bilinear form
b := bl xrs. A sublattice L’ C L is primitive if L/L’ is a free module. We define the direct sum of two lattices Ly
and Lo as the lattice Ly @ Lo whose bilinear form is b(vy + va, w1 + wa) := by (v1, w1 ) + ba(ve, ws) for every vy, wy € Ly
and vy, wy € Lo, where by and by are the bilinear forms of L and Lo respectively. If L and L’ are two lattices with
bilinear forms b and b’ respectively, we call morphism of lattices ¢ : L — L' a morphism of Z-modules such that
for every l1,l2 € L we have b(l1,1l2) = b/'(¢(l1), ¢(l2)). Note that morphisms between two non-degenerate lattices are
injective. We say that a lattice embeds primitively in a lattice L’ if there is a morphism ¢ : L — L’ such that ¢(L) is
a primitive sublattice of L’. An isometry is a bijective morphism of lattices. The divisibility of an element [ € L in a
lattice L is the positive generator of the ideal {b(l,m)|m € L} C Z.

For a lattice L of rank n we write Lg := L ®z R and we extend R-bilinearly the bilinear form b to Lg, similarly
we extend ¢ to Lg. If the lattice is non-degenerate, the signature of L is the signature (I(;y,1_)) of the quadratic
form on Lg. A non-degenerate lattice is positive definite if [(_y = 0, similarly it is negative definite if [(4y = 0, while
it is indefinite if [y, l_y # 0.

Example 3.2. If k is a non-zero integer, let (k) be the rank one lattice L = Ze with bilinear form b(e, e) = k.

Example 3.3. Let U be the hyperbolic lattice, i.e., the unique unimodular lattice of rank 2 and signature (1,1). Its
Gram matrix is the following:

0 1

1 0/
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Example 3.4. Let Es(—1) be the even unimodular lattice of signature (0,8) whose Gram matrix is the following:

-2 1
1 -2 1
1 -2 1 1
1 -2 1
1 -2 1
1 -2 1
1 -2
1 —2

Let X be an IHS manifold. By the universal coefficient theorem, the second singular cohomology group H?(X, Z)
is torsion free, and this can be equipped with a non-degenerate integral quadratic form by the following result due to
Beauville, Bogomolov and Fujiki, see | ] and | ]

Theorem 3.5 (Beauville-Bogomolov—Fujiki form). Let X be an IHS manifold of dimension 2n. Then there exists an

integral quadratic form qx : H*(X,Z) — Z and a constant cx € Qsq such that

2n)!
/aQ":cXi'Zqu(a)" for all « € H*(X, 7).
X .

The quadratic form qx is called Beauville-Bogomolov-Fujiki (BBF) form, and cx is called Fujiki constant of X.
Moreover, (H*(X,Z),qx) is a lattice of signature (3,b2(X) — 3), where ba(X) is the second Betti number of X .

An example of THS manifold of dimension 2n, where n > 2, is given by the Hilbert scheme of n points on a K3
surface S, the scheme which parametrises zero-dimensional closed subschemes of length n on a K3 surface: we denote
it by S, Let S be the quotient of S™ = S x --- x S by the symmetric group of n elements, so S is the variety
of 0-cycles of degree n. Then the Hilbert-Chow morphism p : S™ — S is defined as follows: a point [¢] € S is
mapped to the cycle > 1(O¢ ) -z, see for instance | ]. The singular locus of S is the so-called diagonal, i.e.,
the set of cycles p; + --- 4+ p, such that there exist distinct ¢ and j with p; = p;. The Hilbert-Chow morphism is a
desingularization of S, and the pre-image of the diagonal is an irreducible divisor E on S"™. The Hilbert scheme
of n points on a K3 surface is an THS manifold by [ , Théoreme 3]. There exists a primitive class § € Pic(S")
such that 26 = [E]. Moreover, there is a primitive embedding of lattices

i HX(S,Z) — H?(S",7)

such that H2(S"Z) = i(H?(S,Z)) ® Z6, and qgm1(§) = —2(n — 1). Recall that H?(S,Z) = U®? ¢ Eg(—1)%2, in
particular H2(S,Z) is an even unimodular lattice of signature (3,19), see for instance | , §VIL.3]. Then
there is an isometry of lattices

H2(S8M 7) 2 U ¢ Es(-1)®2 @ (—2(n — 1)),

similarly Pic(S") = i(Pic(S)) @ Zd: see | , §6] for details. The Fujiki constant of the Hilbert scheme of n
points on a K3 surface S is cgim) = 1, see | , 89]. In particular for K3 surfaces the BBF form coincides with the
intersection form. Moreover, the singular cohomology ring H* (S, Z) for a K3 surface S and n > 1 is torsion free by
[ , Theorem 1]. When n = 2, the variety S is usually called Hilbert square of a K3 surface. An THS manifold
which is deformation equivalent to the Hilbert square of a K3 surface is said to be of K32-type.

The other known examples of IHS manifolds up to deformation equivalence are generalised Kummer varieties,
see | , 87], an isolated example of dimension 10 and second Betti number by = 24, see | ], and an isolated
example of dimension 6 and second Betti number by = 8, see | ]. We do not discuss details on these examples
since in this paper we deal only with Hilbert squares of K3 surfaces.

We conclude this section with the following useful correspondence between primitive elements in H?(X,Z) and
primitive elements in Hy(X,Z) s, where X is an IHS manifold and H2(X,Z) is the torsion free quotient group of the
second singular homology Ha(X,Z). See | | for details.

Proposition 3.6 (Hassett—Tschinkel). Let X be an IHS manifold and denote by Ho(X,Z)s the torsion free quotient
group of Ho(X,Z). Let (-, -) be the BBF bilinear form. Then there is a correspondence between primitive elements
in H*(X,Z) and primitive elements in Ho(X,Z)s. In particular:
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(i) For every primitive element R € Hao(X,Z)s there exists a unique class w € H*(X,Q) such that
e(RNv) = (w,v) for every v € H*(X,Z),

where € : Ho(X,Z) = 7 is the isomorphism in [ , Theorem IV.2.1] and N is the cap product. The
primitive p € H?(X,7) associated to R is the primitive element such that cp = w for some ¢ € Q.

(ii) For every primitive element p € H?(X,Z) of divisibility div(p) = d in (H*(X,Z),qx), there exists a unique
primitive R € Ho(X,Z); such that

d-e(RNwv) = (p,v) for every v € H*(X,Z).

4. GENERALITIES ON IHS MANIFOLDS OF K3[2-TvyPE

Let X be an THS manifold of dimension 4 of K3[-type. In this section we recall the link between the intersection
pairing on H*(X, Q) and the Q-bilinear extension on H?(X, Q) of the BBF form, and we introduce the dual ¢¥% of the
BBF quadratic form. We refer to | , §2].

First of all, we state the following corollary of Verbitsky’s results in | ], obtained by Guan in | ], see
also [ , Corollary 2.5]. We denote by b;(X) the i-th Betti number of X.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be an IHS manifold of dimension 4. Then ba(X) < 23. If equality holds then b3(X) =0 and
the map

Sym*H*(X,Q) — H*(X,Q)
induced by the cup product is an isomorphism. In particular this happens when X is an IHS fourfold of K32 -type.

Since X is a compact complex manifold of dimension dim¢(X) = 4, the singular cohomology group H*(X,Z) has
an intersection pairing induced by the cup product:

() HAX,Z) x HA(X,Z) > Z, (a, B) :z/XaB.

We write (-, -) also for the Q-bilinear extension of the intersection pairing above to H*(X,Q) x H*(X,Q), obtaining
a Q-valued intersection pairing on Sym?H?(X,Q). Let X be an IHS manifold of K3[-type: the following relation
between (-, -) and the Q-extension of the BBF form on H?(X, Q) holds, see | , Remark 2.1].

Proposition 4.2 (O’Grady). Let X be an IHS fourfold of K32 -type. The intersection pairing (-, -) defined above
is the bilinear form on Sym?H?(X,Q) given by

(araz, azay) = (00, az) (03, a) + (a1, 03) (a2, as) + (00, au) (a2, as)
for every a1, az, asz,aq € H*(X,Q), where (-, ) denotes the BBF bilinear form on H*(X,Q).

Let gx be the BBF quadratic form on X. Let {eq,...,e23} be a basis of H?(X,Q) and {ey,...,e¥;3} be the dual
basis in H*(X,Q)V, i.e., e/ (e;) = §; ;. Then we have
qx = Zgi,jeiv ®ej, ax = Zmi,jeiejv
2% i,J
where g; j := (e;, e;), the matrix (g; ;) is symmetric and (m; ;) = (g; ;) ~'. The values of the products (g%, ) for every

a € H*(X,Q) are given by the following proposition, see | , Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 4.3 (O’Grady). Let X be an IHS fourfold of K3Pl-type. Let (-, -) be the bilinear form described in
Proposition 4.2. Then (-, -) is non-degenerate and

(g%, apB) = 25(a, B) for all o, B € H*(X,Q),

Recall that rational Hodge classes and integral Hodge classes of type (k, k) on a projective manifold Y are elements
belonging respectively to

H**(Y,Q) == H*(Y,Q)nH**(Y),  HMM(Y,Z):= H**(Y,Z) n HM*(Y).

O’Grady has shown in | , §3] that ¢ is a rational multiple of ¢2(X), the second Chern class of the tangent
bundle of X, in particular it is an element of H*2(X,Q), i.e., it is a rational Hodge class of type (2,2).
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Proposition 4.4 (O’Grady). Let X be an IHS fourfold of K312 -type. Then ¢% € H*%(X,Q), i.e., ¢% is a rational
Hodge class of X of type (2,2), and

6

pa = e2(X) € HP2(X,2),

Moreover, %q}/( € H?2(X,Z) is an integral Hodge class of X of type (2,2).

If S is a projective K3 surface, then H??2(S (21 Z) is a lattice, where the bilinear form considered is the cup product.
We recall | , Theorem 8.3], which gives a basis of the lattice H>?(S1?!, Z) when S is general and the Picard group
of S is known.
Theorem 4.5 (N.). Let S be a general projective K3 surface, {by,...,b,} be a basis of Pic(S) and X := SP. Then:

(i) Tk(H**(X,Z)) = 500 o 42,
(ii) The following is a basis of the lattice H*?(X,Z), which is odd:

b —bis 1 2
bibj, ~——, < (8° + Zqx | ,0?
1 Ut LK

In particular, if S = St is a generic K3 surface of degree 2t, and h € Pic(Sg]) is the class induced by the
ample generator of Pic(Sat), then

1280 7) = Zh? & 7

h? — hé 1
2

2 2
Z— (6% + Z¢¥ Z=q%.

Moreover, disc(HQ*Q(Sg],Z)) = 84t3 and the Gram matriz in the basis given above is the following:

122 6t2 2t 20t
6t t(3t—1) t 10t
2t t 1 9
20t 10t 9 92

Note that in the case of the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface So; we have substituted the element 62 in a
basis of H*?(X,Z) with 2¢Y: this choice slightly simplifies computations in Section 7.

5. GENERALITIES ON HILBERT SQUARES OF GENERIC K3 SURFACES

In this section we recall some important results on Hilbert squares of generic K3 surfaces of degree 2t and
we present the main problem of this paper. Recall that the nef cone of a projective variety Y is the convex cone
Nef(Y) C NS(Y)r generated by classes of nef divisors in NS(Y)g = NS(Y)®R, where NS(Y') is the Néron—Severi group
of Y, the mowving cone is the convex cone Mov(Y) C NS(Y)r generated by classes of divisors whose complete linear
system has base locus of codimension greater than 1, and the pseudoeffective cone is the convex cone Eff(Y') C NS(Y )
generated by classes of pseudoeffective divisors. We present the following version of the Bayer—Macri theorem, see
[ , Proposition 13.1], describes the closure of the moving cone, the nef cone and the pseudoeffective cone of the
Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface.

Theorem 5.1 (Bayer-Macrl). Let Sa; be a projective K3 surface with Pic(Se;) = ZH and H? = 2t. Let X := Sg] be
its Hilbert square. Denote by h € Pic(X) the line bundle induced by the ample generator of Pic(Sat). Then the cones
of classes of divisors can be described as follows.
(1) The extremal rays of the closure of the moving cone Mov(X) are spanned by h and h — u:8, where:
e ift is a perfect square, 1y = V't;
e if t is not a perfect square and (c,d) is the minimal solution of the Pell equation Py(1), then py =t - g.
(2) The extremal rays of the nef cone Nef(X) are spanned by h and h — 1§, where:
o if the equation Py (5) is not solvable, vy = pu;
o if the equation Py (5) is solvable and (as,bs) is its minimal solution, vy = 2t - Z—s
(3) The extremal rays of the pseudoeffective cone Eff(X) are spanned by § and h — w8, where:
e ift is a perfect square, w; = \/t;
e ift is not a perfect square, wy = 5, where (c,d) is the minimal solution of P(1).

Let X be as in Theorem 5.1. We recall the description of the group of biregular automorphisms Aut(X) given by
Boissiere, Cattaneo, Nieper-Wiflkirchen and Sarti in | ]
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Theorem 5.2 (Proposition 4.3, Proposition 5.1, Lemma 5.3, Theorem 5.5 in | ). Let Sa; be a projective
K3 surface with Pic(Sa) = ZH and H? = 2t. Let h € Pic(S’g}) be the line bundle induced by the ample generator of
the Picard group Pic(Sat).
(1) If t = 1, then Sy is the double cover of P* branched along a smooth sextic curve and if v is the covering
involution then

Aut(SP) = {id a1, 2} = 7/27.

ng] , L
(2) If t > 2, then X := Sg] admits a non-trivial automorphism if and only if one of the following equivalent
conditions is satisfied.
e The integer t is not a square, the Pell-type equation Py (5) has no solution and the negative Pell equation
Pi(—1) has a solution.
o There exists an ample class D € NS(S%J) such that ¢x (D) = 2.
In this case the class D is unique, the automorphism ¢ is unique and it is a non-natural anti-symplectic
involution. Its action on NS(Sg]) is the reflection in the span of the class D of square 2 represented in the

basis {h, =0} by the matriz
c —d
5.1
(td _c) , (5.1)

i.e., t*(xh — yd) = (cx — dy)h — (tdxz — cy)d, where (c,d) is the minimal solution of the Pell equation Py(1).

Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2¢, and suppose that X admits an ample class
D € Pic(X) with gx(D) = 2. By Theorem 5.1 the nef cone Nef(X) and the closure of the moving cone Mov(X)
coincide, and by Theorem 5.2 the action on NS(SE]) ® R of the anti-symplectic involution ¢ preserves the nef cone
of Sg], exchanging the two extremal rays. This is true also for a non-natural non-trivial birational automorphism

L€ Bir(Sg]) on the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface So; of degree 2t, whose action on NS(SE]) ®R preserves the

closure of the moving cone exchanging the two extremal rays, see | , Lemma 6.22]. For a description of Bir(Sg])
see [ , Proposition B.3], for a description of Aut(SgZ]) for n > 3 see | ] and for a description of Bir(SgZ]) for
n > 3 see | ].

Let X = Sg] be as above: the ample divisor D with ¢x (D) = 2 is unique by Theorem 5.2 and its class in Pic(X)
is bh — ad, where h € Pic(X) is the line bundle induced by the ample generator of Pic(Sa;), and (a,b) is the minimal
solution of the negative Pell equation P;(—1). By the Kodaira vanishing theorem and a Riemann—Roch formula for THS

fourfolds of K3P-type, see [ , Formula (2.2.7)], we have dim(H"(X,Ox(D))) = 6. Hence the rational map ¢|pj
induced by the complete linear system |D| has P as codomain, i.e.,
(p|D| X --» PS.

We can now state the main problem of this paper.

Problem. Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2t such that X admits an ample divisor D
with gx (D) = 2. Describe the base locus of the complete linear system |D| and describe the rational map

(p|D| X --» P5.
As observed in [ , 81], the first values of ¢ such that X = Sg] as in Theorem 5.2 has an ample divisor D
with gx (D) = 2 are t = 2,10, 13, etc. The case t = 2 was studied by Welters in [ ] and Beauville in [ ]: in

this case S; C P2 is a smooth quartic surface of P? with Picard rank 1, in particular S; does not contain any line, the
map | pj is a finite morphism of degree 6 with image G(1, P3) C P5, the Grassmannian of lines in P3, and oip|(x) == lg
is the unique line in P? which contains the support of the subscheme z of S;. Moreover, if I, NSy = = U 2/, where
x, 2’ € Sf], then the anti-symplectic involution ¢ € Aut(X) is the Beauville involution, defined as ¢(z) := a’. Since Sy
does not contain any line, ¢ is everywhere well defined. Note that ¢|p| factors through the quotient 7 : S 4[12] - S 4[12] /(L)
with respect to the Beauville involution.

A first step in the analysis of the base locus of |D| in the Problem above is given by the following result, which
is a corollary of | , Theorem 4.7].

Proposition 5.3. Let X be the Hilbert square of a projective K3 surface of Picard rank 1. Consider a big and nef
divisor D € Div(X). Then |D| has no fized part, i.e., the base locus of |D| has codimension greater than 1.
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Proof. By | , Theorem 4.7] the complete linear system has a fixed part if and only if D = mL + F, where m > 2,
the class of L is movable with ¢x(L) = 0 and F' is a reduced and irreducible divisor with ¢x(F) < 0 and (L, F) = 1.
Since Pic(X) = Zh ® ZJ, where h is the line bundle induced by the ample generator of the Picard group of the
underlying K3 surface, and (h,d) = 0, there are no elements L and F' in Pic(X) such that (L, F) = 1. We conclude
that |D| has no fixed part. O

We now describe the set H 3>3(S’5],Z) of integral Hodge classes of type (3,3) on the Hilbert square of a K3
surface So; with Pic(Se;) = ZH and H? = 2t: this will be useful in the proof of Proposition 8.3.

Theorem 5.4. Let S be a K3 surface and suppose that {by,...,b,} is a basis of Pic(SP). Then a basis of the
Z-module H*>3 (S Z) is given by {cl(bY),...,cl(bY)}, where by € Hy(SP,Z) is the primitive element associated to
b; € H*(SP,Z) by Proposition 3.6, and cl(bY) is the inverse of the Poincaré dual of by . In particular, let X = Sgl be
the Hilbert square of a projective K3 surface with Pic(So;) = ZH and H? = 2t, and let h € Pic(X) be the class induced
by the ample generator of Pic(Sa;). Consider hy := cl(hV) and 6 := cl(6V) € H*(X,Z). Then

H33(X,7) = Zhy © 78§ .
Moreover, hy = Lh3 and 6y = %h25, and the following equalities hold in H33(X,Z):

6t t

3 1
8= _Zp2 ho? = ——h3 Yh= X0 = -h%.

3t
Proof. The torsion free quotient group Ha (S m,Z) ¢ is a Hodge structure of weight —2. Moreover the cap product

H2(S7) @ Hy(SP, Z); — Ho(S?,7)

is a morphism of Hodge structures of weight 0, see for instance | ], hence if R € Hy(S1?,7) ¢ is primitive of type
(—1,—1), the corresponding p € H?(S1?|Z) is of type (1,1). Thus {bY,...,bY} is a basis of
H_17_1(S[2], Z) = HQ(S[Q],Z) N H_17_1(S[2]),
where H_1,_1(S™) is the component of type (—1,—1) of Hy(S!?,C). The Poincaré duality
PD: HS(S¥ 72) = Hy (8P 7),;

is an isomorphism of Hodge structures of weight —4, hence H>3(SP,Z) = H_; _,(S?, Z), so {cl(bY),...,cl(bY)} is a
basis of H*3(S12, 7).

Let now X = 5’5] be the Hilbert square of a projective K3 surface with Pic(Sy;) = ZH and H? = 2t, and
let h € Pic(X) be the line bundle induced by the ample generator of Pic(Sz;). The cup product with h? gives an
isomorphism between H!(X, Q) and H33(X,Q). Then H33(X,Q) is 2-dimensional and it is generated by h3 and h2§

since HY1(X,Q) = Pic(X) ® Q. We now represent 6%, hd?, g% h and ¢%d in terms of this basis. If 6* = zh® + yh?§
with z,y € Q, by Proposition 4.2 we have

hé3 =0 = x(h? h?) + y(h? hé) = 1262,  §* =3 (=2)% = x(h? hd) + y(h?,§?) = —4ty,
which give x =0 and y = —%, hence
5 = —3p2s,
t

Similarly we obtain
25 25

1
hé? = ——h3 Yh=="n3 Y6 = =—h2s.
a0 Tt XOT gy
Consider now H33(X,Z). The cohomology group H®(X,Z) is torsion free, and H33(X,Q) has dimension 2, hence
tk(H33(X,Z)) = 2. Let h¥,6Y € Hy(X,Z) be the primitive classes which correspond, by Proposition 3.6, respectively

to the primitive classes h,§ € H?(X,Z). Using Proposition 3.6 one gets hY = h and ¢ = g seen as elements in

H?(X,Q). Let PD be the Poincaré duality: then hy := PD~*(hY) and 6§ := PD~1(§V) give a basis of H>3(X,Z),
so we have
H33(X,7Z) = Zhy & 7.5y .

Moreover, if - denotes the cup product and N the cap product, we get

/Xh%/n::e(hvﬂ:z:), /Xég/~3::e(5vﬂ:17) (5.2)
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for every x € H?(X,7Z), see | , p.249], and € : H°(X,Z) = Z. Again by Proposition 3.6 we have
b Nh) = (hh)=2t,  e(hVN8) = (h,5) =0, (5.3)
If we write hy = ah® + Bh2§ for some «, 8 € Q, by Proposition 4.2 we obtain
/ he - h = a(h?, h?) + B(h? hd) = 12at?, / he -6 = a(h? hd) + B(h?,6%) = —4pt. (5.4)
X X
Then (5.2), (5.3) and (5.4) give o = - and 8 = 0, hence hy = &h®. Similarly we obtain 6§ = £h?. a

6. FIXED LOCUS OF THE ANTI-SYMPLECTIC INVOLUTION

Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface So; of degree 2¢ such that X admits an ample divisor D with
gx (D) = 2. We recall some properties of F' := Fix(¢), the locus of points of X fixed by the anti-symplectic involution
¢ € Aut(X), then we compute its integral Hodge class in H?2(X,Z) and we show that the rational map ¢|p| induced
by the complete linear system |D| factors through the quotient 7 : X — X/(¢) with respect to ¢. As usual we denote
by h € Pic(X) the line bundle induced by the ample generator of Pic(Sa;). Recall that the class of D in Pic(X) is
bh — ad, where (a,b) is the minimal solution of the negative Pell equation Pi(—1).

First of all, we prove that F' is a connected surface in our case.

Proposition 6.1. Keep notation as above. Then F = Fix (1) is a connected Lagrangian surface in X.

Proof. By | , Lemma 1] the fixed locus F is a Lagrangian surface. We now show that F' is connected. Let M’<’2>
be the moduli space which parametrizes triples (X, ¢x,ix ), where X is an IHS manifold of K3Z-type, tx € Aut(X)
is an anti-symplectic involution whose action on H?(X,Z) is the reflection in the class of an ample divisor D with
gx(D) =2 and ix : (2) < NS(X) is a primitive embedding such that i({2)) contains the class of D. Any two points
in the moduli space M€2> are deformation equivalent by [ , Corollary 4.1, Theorem 5.1]. Since deformation
equivalence preserves topological properties of Fix(¢), it suffices to find a point (X, tx,ix) € ./\/l’Z2> such that Fix(cx)

is connected. Let X = 4[12] be the Hilbert square of a smooth quartic surface of P? with Picard rank 1, and let
tx € Aut(X) be the Beauville involution: the surface Fix(1x) is connected by | , Corollary 3.4.4]. Alternatively,
if we show that the class of D, which is bh — ad, has divisibility 1 in the lattice (H?(X,Z),qx), then the surface
Fix(¢) is connected by | , Main Theorem]|. Since (a,b) is the minimal solution of the negative Pell equation
P,(—1), the integers a and b are coprime and b is odd by Proposition 2.6. Since H?(Sz,Z) is unimodular, there
exists * € H?(X,Z) such that (h,z) = 1, hence there exist a, 8 € Z such that (D,ad + Bz) = 1. We conclude that
div(bh — ad) = 1, and F is connected. O

Keep notation as above. By | , §3] the quotient variety X/(:) is singular along 7/ (F), where 7’ : X — X/(1)
is the quotient map. The desingularization of X/(¢), which we call W, is the blow-up of X/(¢) along its singular locus,
and it is a Calabi-Yau variety. Equivalently, consider the blow-up Blp(X) of X in the locus F' = Fix(:) of points
fixed by ¢. The involution ¢ gives rise to an involution 7 on Blp(X) which fixes the exceptional divisor E C Blp(X).
One can show that the quotient Blp(X)/(f) is isomorphic to W, obtaining the following commutative diagram, see
[ , Theorem 3.6] for more details:

Blp(X) —=— W

Jﬁ lﬁ/ (6.1)
X — X/ ()

We now state the following useful technical lemma. See | , Lemma 4.3] for a more general statement and for
the proof.

Lemma 6.2. Let 7 : X — Y be a double cover of a smooth projective variety such that the branch locus is a smooth
prime divisor B € Div(Y'), and denote by « € Aut(X) the involution associated to the double cover. If Pic(X)" is the
subgroup of t-invariant line bundles on X, then m*Pic(Y) = Pic(X)".

Similarly to the case in | , §2.6], since t*D = D there is an involution induced by ¢ on P(H°(X,Ox(D))V)
which has two fixed spaces P* and P’, where a + 1+ b+ 1 = 6 and a = —1 if the corresponding eigenspace of ¢*
on HY(X,0x (D)) is zero, similarly for b. See [ , p-32] for details on the action of ¢ on H°(X,Ox(D)). In
particular the rational map ¢|p| induced by the complete linear system |D| factors through the quotient X — X/(1)
if and only if the action induced by « on P(H®(X,Ox(D))V) is trivial.
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Let B € Div(W) be the branch divisor of 7 : Blp(X) — W. By [ , Lemma 1.17.1] there exists a divisor
N € Div(W) such that Ow (2N) = Ow (B) in Pic(W). Let D be the ample divisor on X with ¢x (D) = 2. We show
the following result, similar to | , Proposition 2.7, Item (2)] obtained in the case of K3 surfaces admitting a

symplectic involution.

Proposition 6.3. Keep notation as above. Consider diagram (6.1). Let D := Ox (D) and N := Ow(N). There
exists a line bundle Dy € Pic(W) such that 7™ Dw = 3*D. Moreover, the vector space H°(X, D) decomposes as

HY(X,D) = H"(W,Dw) ® H* (W, Dw — N), (6.2)
which is the decomposition of H°(X, D) into 1*-eigenspaces.

Proof. Consider 7 : Blp(X) — W appearing in diagram (6.1): by Lemma 6.2 we obtain a divisor Dy € Div(W)
whose class Dy in Pic(W) is such that 7* Dy =2 5*D in Pic(Blp(X)). Note that Lemma 6.2 can be applied: F C X
is smooth and connected by Proposition 6.1, so the exceptional divisor of 8 and the branch divisor of 7 are smooth
prime divisors. Since 3 is a birational morphism, we have H°(X,D) = H°(Blr(X), 3*D), which is isomorphic to
HO(Blgp(X), 7*Dy ), being 3*D = n*Dy,. Moreover,

T (7" Dw) = m (7" Dw @ Opip(x))
= Dw @ mOBlp(x)s
where in the second isomorphism we use the projection formula. By | , Lemma 1.17.2] we have

T Oglp(x) = Ow © Ow (=N),

where B € Div(W) is the branch divisor and N € Div(W) is the divisor such that Ow (2N) = Ow (B) in Pic(W).
Thus we obtain the isomorphism

W*(W*'Dw) =Dy ® (OW @Ow(—N)) = Dy @ (DW —N)

Hence decomposition (6.2) holds. Moreover, this is the decomposition of H°(X,D) in t*-eigenspaces. Indeed, two
global sections s,t € H°(X, D) are in the same eigenspace if and only if the rational function f = s/t is t-invariant,
and this is true when the sections belong both to H°(W, D) or H(W, Dy — N) in the decomposition, hence each
of these two spaces is contained in an eigenspace of H(X,D). We conclude that H°(W, Dy,) and H°(W, Dy — N)
are isomorphic to the two eigenspaces by decomposition (6.2). O

We then see from Proposition 6.3 that the action induced by ¢ on P(H°(X,Ox(D))V) is trivial, i.e., ¢|p| factors
through the quotient X — X/(1), if and only if either H*(X, Dy) or H*(W, Dy — N) is zero. We can now prove the
main theorem of this section, which is the first step of the geometrical description of the rational map ¢|p| induced
by the complete linear system |D|.

Theorem 6.4. Let X = Sg] be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2t. Suppose that X admits an
ample divisor D with qx(D) = 2. Let v : X — X be the anti-symplectic involution which generates Aut(X) and
F :=Fix(¢) be the locus of points of X fixed by v. Then

2
[F] :5D2_5q}/( €H272(X5Z)5 (63)

where [F] denotes the fundamental cohomological class of F in H**(X,Z). Moreover, let gip| : X --» P® be the
rational map induced by the complete linear system |D|. Then ¢|p| factors through the quotient X — X/(1), i.e., the
following diagram is commutative:

N (6.4)

Proof. By Proposition 6.3 there exists Dy € Pic(W) such that 7*Dy = f*D, using the notation of diagram (6.1).
Applying | , Proposition 7.3] we have
1

dim(H"(W, Dw)) = 16

N =

+—(DIr)?,
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hence by decomposition (6.2) and dim(H°(X, D)) = 6 we get dim(H°(W,Dw)) € {0,1,...,6}. Thus we obtain the
following possible values for (D|r)?:

dim(H°(W,Dw)) =0 < (D|r)? = —56, dim(H'(W,Dw)) =4 < (D|r)? =S8,
dim(H°(W,Dw)) =1 < (D|r)* =~ dim(H°(W,Dw)) =5 < (D[p)* =24, 6.5)
dim(H'(W,Dw)) =2 < (D|r)? = —24, dim(H°(W,Dw)) =6 < (D|r)? = 40.
dim(H°(W,Dw)) =3 & (D|r)* = -8,

Since D is ample, (D|r)? > 0 by the Nakai-Moishezon criterion. This implies that dim(H°(W, Dy )) € {4,5,6}. We
show that dim(H°(W, Dy )) = 6 by computing [F] € H*>?(X,Z), where [F] is the fundamental cohomological class of
the fixed locus F' = Fix(¢) of the involution ¢. Let h € Pic(X) be the line bundle induced by the ample generator of
Pic(S2:). We can write, see for instance | , Proposition 7.1],

2
[F] = xh® + yhd + 26% + wgq)v( € H**(X,7), (6.6)

with z,y,z,w € Q to determine. We write D also for its class in Pic(X): then D = bh — ad, with (a,b) minimal
solution of the Pell-type equation P;(—1). We denote by (-, -) the bilinear form of H*(X,Z) of Proposition 4.2. We
have the following four conditions.

(1) ([F], (0 +)?) = 0, where o is the symplectic form o € H°(X,Q%), since by | , Lemma 1] the surface F
is Lagrangian. If n := (0 + 7,0 4+ &), we have:

2

(W (0 +0)%) =2tn, (6%, (0+0)*)==2n, (W6, (040)*) =0, (Zax,(0+0)*)=100.  (6.7)

Note that n # 0, see | , Definition 22.10, Theorem 23.14], so we obtain from ([F], (¢ + &)%) = 0 and
(6.6) the following condition:

te — z + 5w = 0. (6.8)

(2) Applying [ , Theorem 2] in our case we have co(F) = 192, i.e., ([F],[F]) = 192. This gives, together with
(6.6), the following condition:

3t?2% — ty? + 32% + 23w? — 2txz + 10tzw — 102w = 48. (6.9)

(3) Recall that by Theorem 5.2 the action of ¢+ on Pic(X) ® Q =2 HV1(X, Q) is described in the basis {h, —6} by
the matrix (5.1). Consider the action induced by ¢ on H*?(X,Q), described in the basis {h?, hd, 2, ¢%} by

(%) = 1*h-1*h, ((hé) =" h - 16, F(6%) = 1*6 - 1*0, Hg¥%) = qx, (6.10)

where - denotes the cup product: the last equation comes from the equality co(X) = gq}/( of Proposition 4.4
and the fact that ¢ is an automorphism. Since F' is the locus of points fixed by ¢, we have *([F]) = [F], i.e., if

2
C([F)) = &h* 4 Ghd + 267 + gﬁ)q}/(,

with Z,9,Z,w € Q, then x =2, y =9y, 2 = Z, w = w. Imposing x = & we obtain the following condition:
x — 2z — cdy — d*z = 0, (6.11)

where (c,d) is the minimal solution of the Pell equation P;(1). One remarks a posteriori that y = ¢, z = 2
and w = W give the same condition (6.11).

(4) By (D|r)? € {8,24,40} we have ([F], D?) € {8,24,40}, since the bilinear form (-, - ) represents the intersection
form by Proposition 4.2. This gives, together with (6.6), the following possibilities:

(t+2t20%)x + 2abty + (20> — 1)z + 5w =2 <= ([F],D?) =8,

(t+ 2t20?)x + 2abty + (202 — 1)z + 5w =6 <= ([F],D?) = 24, (6.12)
(t+2t0%)x + 2abty + (20 — 1)z + 5w =10 <= ([F], D?) = 40.
)

If ([F], D?) = 8, which is equivalent to dim(H°(W, Dw)) = 4 by (6.5), the system given by (6.8), (6.9), (6.11) and the
first condition in (6.12) has solutions with x,y, z, w € Q, which is impossible. Similarly we cannot have ([F], D?) = 24,
i.e., dim(H°(W,Dw)) = 5. We conclude that ([F], D?) = 40, which is equivalent to dim(H°(W, Dy/)) = 6. W1th the
help of a computer, the system given by (6.8), (6.9), (6.11) and the third condition in (6.12) implies w € {—12,—1}.



GEOMETRIC DESCRIPTION OF (2)-POLARISED HILBERT SQUARES OF GENERIC K3 SURFACES 13

By Theorem 4.5 we cannot have w = —%, hence w = —1. Imposing w = —1, we necessarily obtain only one admissible
solution, which is the following:

x = 5b2,

y = —10ab,

z = 5a?,

w=—1.

We conclude that 5

[F] =5D? — gq}/( € H**(X,7).
Moreover, we have obtained H°(X,D) 2 H°(W, Dw ), so H*(W, Dy —N) = {0}, which shows that the action induced
by ¢ on P(H®(X,D)Y) is trivial, i.e., ¢|p| factors through the quotient X — X/(1). O

Remark 6.5. Ferretti in | , Lemma 4.1] obtained the same relation of (6.3) in the Chow ring of a smooth double
EPW sextic X: in that case F is the branch locus of the double cover f : X — Y C P5, where Y is an EPW sextic.

7. IRREDUCIBILITY PROPERTY

Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2t such that X admits an ample divisor D with
gx (D) = 2. In this section we prove the irreducibility property when t # 2, which will be, together with Theorem 6.4,
fundamental to obtain the main result of this paper. This can be seen as an analogue of the irreducibility property
in [ , Proposition 4.1.(1)]. First of all we show that every divisor in the complete linear system |D| is a prime
divisor.

Proposition 7.1. Keep notation as above. Then every divisor D’ € |D| is reduced and irreducible.

Proof. By abuse of notation, we write D for an effective divisor D’ € |D|. Since ¢x (D) = 2, the divisor D is reduced,
i.e., it is not of the form D = oF with @ € Z, o # +1, and F € Div(X). Suppose that

D =D+ D,y (71)

where Dy = ). n;Dy; and Dy = Zj m;Do ; are effective divisors with Dy ;, Do ; prime divisors which are pairwise
distinct, and n;, m; € Z~o. Without loss of generality we can assume that D; has only one component. By abuse
of notation, we write D; and D; ; also for their classes in H?(X,Z): we show that (7.1) seen in H*(X,Z) gives a
contradiction. We have

qx (D) =2 = qx(D1) + qx (D2) + 2(D1, D2). (7.2)
Since D; and Dy are effective divisors with no common components, we can apply | , Proposition 4.2.()],
obtaining (D1, D2) > 0. Note that we cannot have neither ¢x(D1) = 0 nor gx(D3) = 0. Indeed, the equation
qx (xh — y8) = 0 has a non zero solution (x,y) € Z? only when t is a perfect square. If t was a perfect square, the
Pell-type equation P;(—1) would be solvable only for ¢ = 1, which is a case that we are not considering. Hence ¢ is
not a perfect square and gx (D7) # 0, ¢x(D2) # 0.

Since H?(X,Z) is an even lattice, we have only two possibilities: either one between D; and D is zero, or (at
least) one of the two has negative square with respect to the BBF form. We show that ¢x (D;) > 0 for ¢ = 1,2. Assume
by contradiction that at least one between D; and D, has negative square. This can happen only if there exists a
component D;; or Dy ; whose square with respect to the BBF form is negative. Without loss of generality, we can
suppose that gx(D1.1) < 0. Recall that H?(X,Z) & H?(S9,Z) & (—2), where Sy, is a K3 surface, and H?(Sq,Z) is
a unimodular lattice. Then the divisibility in H?(X,Z) of a primitive class can be only 1 or 2. Hence we have either
gx(D1,1) = —2or gx(D11) = -4 by | , Lemma 3.7], see also | , Lemma 3.5]. We show that gx (D1,1) = —4
is not possible. Indeed, if ¢t = 2, the class of Dy 1 in NS(X) is necessarily h — 20, which is outside the pseudoeffective
cone, whose extremal rays are generated by ¢ and 2h — 3§ by Theorem 5.1, obtaining a contradiction. If ¢ # 2, there
exists a (—4)-class if and only if the Pell-type equation P;(2) is solvable: since by assumption P;(—1) has solutions, by
[ , p-106-109], see also | , Proposition 1], we have that P;(2) has no solution, hence there are no (—4)-classes.
We conclude that Dq 1 must be a (—2)-class, hence it is either ¢ or ¢*§, where ¢ is the anti-symplectic involution on X
which generates Aut(X), see Theorem 5.2. Since (*D = D, it is enough to show that D;; = ¢ is not possible. If
D11 =0, from (7.1) we get D = n1d + D, where ny > 1 since D is effective by assumption, hence

DQZD—H15:bh—(Q+n1)5,
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where as usual (a,b) is the minimal solution of the negative Pell equation P;(—1). We show that Dy is outside the
pseudoeffective cone. By Theorem 5.1 the extremal rays of the pseudoeffective cone are generated by the classes § and
1*6 = dh — ¢d, where (c,d) is the minimal solution of the Pell equation P;(1). Then t*§ = 2abh — (a? + tb?)é by (2.1),
hence we need to check that a +ny; > % in order to show that D is outside the pseudoeffective cone. This is
true since a? — tb? = —1. We obtain a contradiction, so gx(D;) > 0 for i = 1,2. Moreover, we have already remarked
that ¢x(D;) # 0 for ¢ = 1,2, thus ¢x(D;) > 0. We get a contradiction with (7.2), so one between D; and D is zero.
If Dy = 0, then ny = 1 since ¢x (D) = n%qx (D1,1) = 2, so D is reduced and irreducible. If D; = 0, we repeat the

argument for D = D5 until we obtain a D which is reduced and irreducible. O

Suppose now that Dy, D2 € |D| are two distinct divisors. We want to study the surface D1 N Do and see if it

is reduced and irreducible. We first show what happens when ¢ = 2, i.e., when X = 4[12] is the Hilbert square of a
smooth quartic surface of P? with Picard rank 1, a case already studied in [ ] and [ ]. We briefly recall
some notation from [ , §1.5, §6.2] on Schubert varieties of G(1,P?). Fix a complete flag in P3| i.e., let vy be a

point in P3, let Ly be a line in P? and let Hy be a plane in P3 such that vg € Ly C Hy. Consider the following two
Schubert varieties of dimension 2 of the Grassmannian G(1,P?),

Y11 :={L€G(1,P?)|L C Hy}, Yo :={L € G(1,P¥)| vy € L}, (7.3)

and denote by o1 and og the corresponding classes in H*(G(1,P3),Z). Recall that G(1,P?) can be embedded
in P° as a quadric. Then 011 + 03 = 0%, where oy is the hyperplane class of P° restricted to G(1,P?), moreover
Jepsyor1 02 =0and [o pay 0ty =[5 ps) 03 = 1. Recall that Sy does not contain any line, since it has Picard
rank 1. Let f := o p| be the map seen in Section 5, i.e.,

Fi8¥ LGP P,z (7.4)

where I, is the unique line in P? which contains the support of the subscheme z. Moreover, the class of D is h — &,
where as usual h € Pic(S 4[12]) is the class induced by the ample generator of Pic(S4). Since f is the map induced by the
complete linear system |D|, we have f*o1 = ¢1(Ox (D)), hence f*(01,1+02) = ¢1(Ox(D))?. This shows that, given two
distinct divisors Dy, Dy € |D|, the surface D1 N D3 can be reducible, and if so, we have [D1 N D3] = A+ B € H**(X,Z),
where A, B € H*?(X,Z) are the effective classes of the two irreducible components of D; N Dy. Moreover, A = froia
and B = f*op. If Sy is generic it is possible to compute the classes of f*o1, and f*o9, obtaining the following
equalities:

1 1 1 1 1 5 3 1
* = _h?— =62 — —hd — —q¥, *og = =h*+ 267 — Shé + —q¥. 7.5
ffo1 5 1 5 Todx [To2 5"t 50+ T54x (7.5)
See | , Proposition 4.4.4] for details. It is also possible to geometrically describe the surface F' C S 4[12] of points fixed

by the Beauville involution. We call bitangent of Sy C P? a line of P? which intersects Sy either in two points both
with multiplicity 2 or in a point with multiplicity 4. Let Bit(S4) C G(1,P?) be the surface of bitangents of S; C P2.
Then we have f|r : F' = Bit(Sy). If Sy is generic, starting from [Bit(S4)] = 1202 + 2801 1 € H*%(G(1,P?), Z), see for
instance [ , Proposition 3.3], it is possible to show that f*[Bit(S4)] = 20h? + 85% — 32h6 — 2q¥ € HQ’Q(SA[E],Z),
see [Nov, Proposition 4.4.4].

We come back to the general problem of the Hilbert square X of a generic K3 surface admitting an ample divisor
D € Div(X) with gx (D) = 2. Before stating the irreducibility property, we show the following technical lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let X and D be as in Theorem 6.4, and let D1, Dy € |D| be two distinct divisors. Denote by ¢ the
anti-symplectic involution which generates the automorphism group Aut(X). Suppose that there is no decomposition
of the form

[D1NDy) = A+ B € H**(X,Z),
where [D1 N Dy) is the fundamental cohomological class of the surface Dy N D, and A, B € H*%(X,7Z) are effective
classes such that 1*(A) = A and *(B) = B with «* described in (6.10). Then the surface D1 N Dy is reduced and
irreducible.

Proof. Suppose that

[DiNDs)=A1 +As+ -+ A, € H?(X,Z),
where A; € H?2(X,Z) are effective classes, not necessarily pairwise distinct. By Theorem 5.2 we have (*[D] = [D],
hence ¢*[D1 N Do] = [D1 N Ds]. If n > 1 is odd, then there exists ¢ such that +*A; = A; since ¢ is an involution, hence
we take A:= A; and B:= A1 +---+A;_ 1+ A1+ -+ A,. Thus 1*A = A and .*B = B. We obtain a contradiction



GEOMETRIC DESCRIPTION OF (2)-POLARISED HILBERT SQUARES OF GENERIC K3 SURFACES 15

with the assumption that there is no decomposition of this form. Suppose now that n = 2 and t*A; = A;. We show
that this is not possible. Recall that the class of D in Pic(X) is bh — ad, with (a,b) minimal solution of the Pell-type
equation P;(—1). By Theorem 4.5 the classes A; and Ay in H?2(X,Z) are of the form

Ay = (z+4)h* + 262 — Lho + (52 +w) 2q%,
Ay = (b —z— %) h? + (a — g) 6% + (—2ab—|—%) ho — (%Z—Fw) %q}/(,
for some z,y, z,w € Z. By Theorem 5.2 and (6.10), we obtain
A = (P ) e (-F) + 1)
(t2d2 (33 + %) —cdty + czg) 52
+ (=2cdt (x+ %) + 4 + td*¥ — 2cdZ) ho
+ (g2 +w) 3a¥,
and similarly
Ay = (PP —x—Y) +cd(4-2ab) +d? (a® - )) h?
+ (t2d? (0> —x — %) + (4 — 2ab) cdt + * (a® — )) 6°
+ (—2cdt (b2 —x— %) + (c? + td?) (2ab — %) — 2cd (a2 — %)) hé
- (57 +w) 3ax-
Imposing t*A; = As, we obtain a system whose solution is

_ 132
xr = 5b° —ab,

y = 2ab,
z = 4a?,
w=—%.

2

Recall that b is odd by Proposition 2.6, so x ¢ Z, which is not possible. Since by assumption we cannot have 1*A; = Ay,
one between A; and Ay is zero, so D1 N Do is reduced and irreducible. If n > 1 is even, if there exists an ¢ such that
1*A; = A;, we proceed as in the case of n odd, otherwise without loss of generality we can assume that t*A; = As.
Then, taking A := A; + Ay and B := A3 +---+ A,, we have 1*A = A and +* B = B, which contradicts the assumption.
We conclude that D; N D5 is reduced and irreducible. O]

We can now state the main theorem of this section, the irreducibility property.

Theorem 7.3. Let X be the Hilbert square of a projective K3 surface Soy with Pic(Se) = ZH and H? = 2t and such
that X admits an ample divisor D € Div(X) with gx(D) = 2. Let Dy, Dy € |D| be two distinct divisors.

(i) If t = 2, then the surface D1 N Dy can be reducible. If [D1N D3] = A+ B, where [D1 N Ds] is the fundamental
cohomological class of D1 N Dy in H**(X,Z), then A= f*o11 and B = f*o2, where f: X — G(1,P3) is the
map given in (7.4) and 01,1, o2 are the classes in H*(G(1,P3),Z) of the Schubert varieties in (7.3). Moreover,
if Sy is generic, then the effective classes A and B in H*?(X,Z) are

Ll e Lo Loy L2y 252 350 1oy
A== 25 h5 GOk B—h+5 Sho + 0%

(i) If t # 2 and So; is generic, then D1 N Dy is a reduced and irreducible surface.

Proof. We begin with ¢t = 2, so X = S’E] is the Hilbert square of a smooth quartic surface of P? with Picard rank 1
and the class of D is h — d € Pic(X), where h is the class induced by the ample generator of Pic(S4). For the reader’s
convenience, we work under the assumption that S is generic: the procedure that we will develop in this way is
exactly the same that we will use for Item (i), where So; is generic by assumption, but easier to follow for the case
t = 2. By Lemma 7.2, the surface D1 N Dy can be reducible only if there exist effective classes A, B € H>?(X,Z) such
that [D1N D3] = A+ B and 1*(A) = A, .*(B) = B, where ¢ is the Beauville involution. Since (h—§)? = h?+ 6% — 2hd,
by Theorem 4.5 we can write, for some z,y, z,w € Z,

A= (z+Y%)h?+26% — Lhé + (2 +w)

2q% € H*?*(X,7Z),
B=(l-w— )k + (1= §) 8+ (§ - 2) ho -

(32 +w) 2q% € H**(X,Z).
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e By assumption A and B are effective. Moreover, h € Pic(X) is nef by Theorem 5.1. By Kleiman’s theorem

we have (A, h?) > 0 and (B, h?) > 0, where (-, -) is the bilinear form of H*(X,Z) given in Proposition 4.2,
which coincides with the intersection pairing. We obtain the following condition:

0 <12z + 6y + z + 10w < 10. (7.6)

Let 0 € H°(X,Q%) be the symplectic form. Then, since A and B are effective classes in H*?(X,Z) by
assumption, we have

/(0—0—6)2:2/0/\620, /(0—0—6)2:2/0/\620,
A A B B

since 0 A g € H*?(X) is a volume form on A and on B. Note that 0 A & can be zero on A or B, for instance
when A or B are Lagrangian. Hence (A, (0 + 5)?) > 0 and (B, (¢ + )?) > 0. Using (6.7) we obtain the
following condition:

0<4r+2y+2z+ 10w < 2. (7.7)

By abuse of notation we write D also for its class in Pic(X). Since D is ample and by assumption A and B are
effective, by the Nakai-Moishezon criterion we have (A, D?) > 0 and (B, D?) > 0, and we obtain the following

condition:
0 <40z + 12y + 3z + 20w < 12. (7.8)

By Theorem 5.2 and (6.10) we have

3 1 9 7 3 1 2
A= <9x—|— §y+ §z> h? + <16x+2y+ §> 62 — <24a:—|— §y+ §z> hd + <§z—|—w> gq}/(

Since t*A = A, we obtain the system

16z + 2y + 32 = %,
4+ Iy + 32 =14,
which gives the following condition:
16z 4+ 2y + 2z = 0. (7.9)

We look for z,y, z,w € Z which satisfy (7.6), (7.7), (7.8) and (7.9). Since —2 < 8z 4+ 4y < 10 by (7.6) and (7.7), and
x,y € Z, we have

2z +y € {0,1,2}.

e Suppose that 2z +y = 0. By (7.9) we have z = —12z, and (7.8) becomes 0 < w — x < 2. Since w —z € Z,

this condition is never satisfied.
Suppose that 2z +y = 1. By (7.9) we have z = —12z — 2, and (7.8) becomes —3 < w —x < 3. Since
w—x € Z, we get x = w, and (7.7) gives x € {—1,0}. We obtain the following two solutions:

x =0, = -1,
=1, =3,
Y and Y
z = —27 z = 10,
w =0, w=—1.
which coincide with the effective classes f*o11 and f*oq respectively, see (7.5) and [Nov, Proposition 4.4.4].

Moreover, with the same technique it is possible to show that f*o; 1 and f*o3 are reduced and irreducible.
The case 2x + y = 2 is symmetric to the case 2x +y = 0, i.e., if A is a class obtained in this case, then A
coincides with a class B obtained in the case 2x + y = 0. Since there are no classes in the case 2z + y = 0,
there are no classes in the cases 2x + y = 2.

We conclude that if Dy N D5 is a reducible surface, then it is reduced with two irreducible components whose classes
in H*%(X,Z) are f*o11 and f*os.

Suppose now that ¢ # 2 and Sy, is generic. We want to show that the surface D1 N Dy is reduced and irreducible.

By Lemma 7.2 it is enough to show that we cannot have [D; N D] = A + B for effective A, B € H*?(X,Z) such
that 1*A = A and *B = B. The technique is the same seen before. By abuse of notation we write D also for its
class in Pic(X). Recall that D = bh — ad, where (a,b) is the minimal solution of the Pell-type equation P,(—1). We
have already remarked that the first value of ¢ different from 2 which satisfies our assumptions is ¢ = 10, and in this
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case a = 3, hence for other values of ¢ that we consider we have a > 3. Thus we can suppose that ¢ > 10 and a > 3.
Since Sy; is generic by assumption, by Theorem 4.5 we can write

A:(x+%)h2+§52—%h5+(§z+w) %q}/(,
B = (bQ—x—%)hQ—I—(a2—§)52+(—2ab+%)h5—(%z—l—w) %q)v(,

for some x,y, z,w € Z. Proceeding as for the case t = 2 we obtain the following conditions:

0 < 6tz + 3ty + 2 + 10w < 6tb* — 242, (7.10)
0<2tr+ty+ 2+ 10w < 2, (7.11)

0 < (4t + 8t20%)x + (2t + 4t%b% — 4abt)y + (1 + tb*)z + 20w < 12, (7.12)
8tdr + 4(td — ¢)y + dz = 0. (7.13)

where condition (7.10) is given by (A,h?) > 0 and (B,h?) > 0, condition (7.11) is given by (o + &)%) > 0 and
(B, (0 +5)?) > 0, condition (7.12) is given by (A, D?) > 0 and (B, D?) > 0 and condition (7.13) is given by 1*A = A.
Note that (7.10) and (7.11) implies —1 < 2z +y < 2b* 4+ 1. Since 2z +y € Z and t > 10 we have

2z +y € {0,1,...,2b%}.

Note that, similarly to the case t = 2 seen above, a class A obtained by imposing 2z +y € {b? + 1,...,2b?} coincide
with a class B obtained for 2z +y € {0,1,...,b*}. Hence it suffices to study 2z +y € {0,1,...,b*}. Suppose that
2z +y =k, where k € {0,1,...,,b*}. By (7.11) we have —tk < z + 10w < 2 — tk, and since z + 10w € Z we have

z+ 10w € {—th, —tk + 1, —tk + 2}.

Suppose that z + 10w = —tk. Then (7.12) gives, after some computations, —4t2b?k < —dabty + a’z < —4t>b%k + 12.
Since —4abty + a*z € Z, we have —dabty + a*z = —4t?b%*k + h, where h € {1,2,...,,11}. With the help of a computer

we obtain
B —5a%tk + 2ha® — 4tk + h

Y= 1042

Then w is an integer only if 4tk — h = 0 (mod a?). If k = 0, then —h =,2 0 only if h = 9 and a = 3, being a > 3.
This happens only when ¢t = 10, and we get w = %, which is not an integer. Suppose now that k # 0. Since k < b2,
we have 4tk — h < 4a® + 4 — h, hence in order to get 4tk — h =,2 0 we must have 4tk — h € {a?,2a?,3a?,4a?}. If
Atk — h = a?, then k = %' If h £ 1,11, then h — 1 is not divisible by ¢ > 10, and k is not an integer. If h = 1,
then k = %, which is not an integer by Proposition 2.6. If h = 11, then h — 1 = 10 is divisible by ¢ > 10 if and only if
t = 10, which implies b = 1: thus k = %, which is not an integer.

In a similar way it is possible to show that all the other remaining cases are not possible: we omit the details,
which can be found in [Nov, Appendix B]. We conclude that there are no effective classes A, B € H*%(X,Z) such that
[D1 N Ds] = A+ B, hence D; N Dy is a reduced and irreducible surface. O

8. GEOMETRIC DESCRIPTION

Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface of degree 2¢t. Suppose that X admits an ample divisor D
with ¢x (D) = 2 and t # 2. In this section, using Theorem 6.4 and Theorem 7.3, we show that ¢p| : X =Y C P5 is
a double cover of an EPW sextic Y, hence X is a double EPW sextic. Our idea is to follow the strategy developed by

O’Grady in [ | with remarkable simplifications obtained thanks to the existence of the anti-symplectic involution
given by Theorem 5.2. We will omit proofs which are identical to the ones in | ].
Let X and D be as above. We introduce the following notation from | , §4]. We choose an isomorphism

~

|D|¥Y = P® and we denote by f : X --» P® the composition X --» |D|Y = P5: this is basically the rational map ¢|p.
Let B be the base locus of |D|, and 8p : X — X be the blow-up of X in B. We denote by f: X — P® the regular
map which resolves the indeterminacies of f. Let ¥ := Im( f ), which is a closed subset of P°. We obtain a dominant
map, which we call f by abuse of notation:

f:X--»Y
Note that deg(f) is even by Theorem 6.4. Let Yy be the interior of f(X \ B), thus Yy C Y is open and dense. Let
Xo:= (X \ B)N f~1(Ypy), so Xo € X is open and dense. We call f; the restriction of f to X, which is a regular
surjective map:

Jo: Xo — Yo.

We now summarize the main steps which will lead us to the main theorem of this section:
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(i) dim(Y) = 4.
(ii) deg(f) - deg(Y) < 12 and the equality holds if and only if Bs|D| = 0.
(iii) Either deg(f) = 2 and deg(Y) = 6 or deg(f) = 4 and deg(Y) = 3. In particular Bs|D| = () and f is a
morphism.
(iv) The case deg(f) = 4 and deg(Y) = 3 never holds.
(v) The variety X is a double EPW sextic.

The following corollary of Theorem 7.3 will be fundamental to prove the other results of this section.

Corollary 8.1. Let X and D be as in Theorem 7.3.(ii), and keep notation as above.

(i) If L C P5 is a linear subset of codimension at most 2, then LNYy is reduced and irreducible and, if non empty,
it has pure codimension equal to cod(L,P?).

(ii) The base locus B = Bs|D| has dimension at most 1. Let Byeq be the reduced scheme associated to B and B}, be
the union of the irreducible components of Brea of dimension 1. If D1, Do, D3 € |D| are linearly independent,
then D1 N D2 N D3 has pure dimension 1 and there exists a unique decomposition

[DyNDyN D3] =T+ %,

where T', X are (classes of ) effective 1-cycles such that
e Supp(I") N Byeq s either 0-dimensional or empty.
e Supp(X) = BL,.

We only prove Item (i), even if it is almost the same as | , Corollary 4.2.(i)], since in our setting it is a direct
consequence of Proposition 7.1 and of Theorem 7.3.(ii).

Proof. 1f L = P®, there is nothing to prove. If cod(L,P°) = 1, let Dy € |D| be the divisor which corresponds to L in
the isomorphism |D|Y 2 P°. Then [D; N Xo] = f§[L], where [D; N Xo] and [L] are the fundamental cohomological
classes of D1 N Xy and L respectively. Since X is open and dense in X and fy is surjective, Proposition 7.1 implies
that L NYj is reduced and irreducible of pure codimension 1 if non-empty. If cod(L,P%) = 2, then L = L; N Ly with
L1, Ly C P5 hyperplanes, hence [D1 N Dy N Xo] = f§[L], where Dy, Dy € |D| corresponds to L; and Lo respectively.
Hence L NYj is reduced and irreducible of pure codimension 2 if non-empty by Theorem 7.3.(ii). For Item (i7) see
[ , Corollary 4.2.(ii)] (one needs Theorem 7.3.(ii) once again). O

Note that [D; N Dy N D3] in the statement of Corollary 8.1.(i7) denotes the fundamental cycle of D1 N Dy N Dy,
see | , §1.5]. The following proposition corresponds to | , Corollary 4.3].

Proposition 8.2. Let X and D be as in Theorem 7.3.(ii). Keep notation as above. Then dim(Y') € {3,4}.

We want to prove that the case dim(Y') = 3 never holds. First of all, similarly to | , Proposition 4.5], we give
boundaries to deg(Y). We show the proof, which has little differences with the one by O’Grady: the anti-symplectic
involution ¢ of Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 6.4 are strongly used.

Proposition 8.3. Keep notation as above and suppose that dim(Y) = 3. Then 3 < deg(Y) < 6. Moreover, if
deg(Y) = 6, then the base locus Bs|D| is 0-dimensional.

Proof. Let dy := deg(Y). Since Y C P® is a non-degenerate subvariety, by | , Proposition 0] we have dy > 3. Let
now L1, Ly, Lz C IP° be three generic hyperplanes. Then the intersection Y N Ly N Lo N L3 is transverse and it is given
by dy points, which we call py,...,pq4,. Let I'g; := f(fl(pl-) fori=1,...,dy, and let I'; be the closure of I'y; in X.
Let Dy, Dy, D3 € |D| be the divisors which correspond to Ly, Lo, L3 in the isomorphism |D|Y = P°. Since L1, Lo, L3
are generic, D1, Dy, D3 are linearly independent, and by Corollary 8.1.(i7) we have

dy
[DyNDyNDg] =Y T+,
=1

where the equality is in H33(X,Z) and we write by abuse of notation I'; and ¥ for their classes in H33(X,Z). We
write again D also for its class in Pic(X): recall that D = bh—ad with (a, b) minimal solution of the Pell-type equation
P,(—1), and b is odd by Proposition 2.6. Using Proposition 3.6 one obtains DV = bh" —2ad" with b = h and ¥ = §
in H?(X,Q). Moreover, as already remarked, the divisibility of D in H?(X,Z) is div(D) = 1, hence by Proposition 3.6
we have

DDV = (bh—a5,bh—2ga) — 9.
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Since Dl, DQ, D3 S |D| and *D = D, we have * [Dl n D2 n Dg] = [Dl N D2 N Dg], hence

dy dy

DTN =) Ii+3.

i=1 i=1
By Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 5.4 the only class fixed by the action induced by ¢ on H33(X,Z) is DV. Moreover,
from Theorem 6.4 we know that f factors through the quotient by ¢, so .*I'; 2 I';, since I'; = f Y(p;). Then the class
of T'; is either some positive multiple of DV, or it is of the form T'; = ', 4+ .*T"}, where I'} is an effective class. Since
qx (D) = 2, which gives [, ¢1(Ox(D))* = 12 by Theorem 3.5, we have

dy
12=(D,) T;+%).
1=1

Note that (D,T;) is either (D,aD") = 2a, where a € Z>1, or (D,I, + *T';) > 2, being D ample. Hence we have
12 > (D,X) + 2dy, i.e., dy < 6. Moreover, if dy = 6, then ¥ = 0, otherwise (D, %) > 0 by the Nakai-Moishezon
criterion, thus the base locus Bs|D| is 0-dimensional, since the 1-dimensional component of Bs|D| is contained in ¥
by Corollary 8.1.(i7). O

Using exactly the same techniques in | |, with important simplifications due to Theorem 6.4, we obtain the
following proposition.

Proposition 8.4. Let X and D be as in Theorem 7.3.(ii). Consider the map f : X --» Y C P® induced by the
complete linear system |D|. Then dim(Y') = 4. Moreover, |D| is basepoint free, i.e., f is a morphism, and one of the
following holds.

(i) deg(f) =2 and deg(Y") = 6.

(i) deg(f) =4 and deg(Y') = 3.

Proof. After having obtained Proposition 8.3, following [ , §5] one shows that dim(Y’) = 4. Then, one obtains
results which correspond to | , Proposition 4.6, Corollary 4.7], and proceeding as in [ , §4] we have the
following possibilities:

(1) deg(y) =2

(2) deg(Y) =3, deg(f) =3, Bs|D| # 0

(3) deg(Y) =3, deg(f) = 4, Bs|D| =

(4) deg(Y) = 4, deg(f) = 3, Bs|D| =

(5) deg(Y) =6, deg(f) =2, Bs|D| =

(6) deg(f) = 1.

As already remarked, deg(f) is even by Theorem 6.4, hence (2), (4) and (6) are not possible. Case (1) does not
hold, otherwise one can find a linear subset L C P° of dimension 3 such that L NYj is reducible, which contradicts
Corollary 8.1.(7), see [ , §5.2] for details. O

Note that in [ ] much longer discussions are needed to show that (2) and (4) in the proof of Proposition 8.4
never hold: the existence of the anti-symplectic involution and Theorem 6.4 simplifies the situation a lot. Moreover,
recall that Corollary 8.1.(i) is a consequence of the irreducibility property of Theorem 7.3.(ii). When ¢ = 2, the
irreducibility property does not hold, see Theorem 7.3.(i), hence Corollary 8.1.(i) is not true and case (1) in the proof
of Proposition 8.4 is possible, actually it holds: as we have already seen in Section 7, in this case deg(f) = 6 and
deg(Y) = 2, in particular Y is the Grassmannian G(1,P3) of lines in P3.

The final step is to show that Item (i) of Proposition 8.4 is impossible and in Item (i) the variety Y C P® is an
EPW sextic, X is a double EPW sextic and f is the double cover associated. See | | for the definition of EPW
sextic and | ] for details on double EPW sextics. We remark that we cannot proceed following | , §5.5]: in
that case, the fact that the variety is a deformation of the Hilbert square of a K3 surface plays a central role in the
proof. If M is an THS manifold of K3?-type and h € H*(M, Q) is an element such that gy (h) # 0, O’Grady shows
that H*(M,C) can be decomposed as

H*(M,C) = (Ch? ® Cqy;) ® (Ch® ht) @ W (h),

where the orthogonality is with respect to the BBF form and W(h) := (g),)* N Sym?(ht), where (g,)* is the
orthogonal with respect to the intersection product. Then O’Grady takes an THS manifold X deformation equivalent



20 SIMONE NOVARIO

to M such that properties (1)-(6) of | , Proposition 3.2] hold. In particular property (4) says that if V. H*(X)
is a rational sub Hodge structure, then Vo = V3 @ Vo @ V3, where V; C ((Ch2 EB(Cq}/(), V5 is either 0 or equal to Ch® h*
and Vj is either 0 or equal to W (h). In our case, there is no reason why a similar result holds, without deforming the
variety X = Sgl that we are studying: instead we exploit once again the anti-symplectic involution ¢+ and Theorem 6.4.
We can finally prove the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 8.5. Let X be the Hilbert square of a generic K3 surface Soy of degree 2t such that X admits an ample
divisor D with qx (D) = 2. Suppose that t # 2, and denote by ¢ the anti-symplectic involution which generates Aut(X).
Then the complete linear system |D| is basepoint free, the morphism

Qp: X =Y CP°

is a double cover whose ramification locus is the surface F' of points fized by 1, and Y = X /(1) is an EPW sextic, so X
is a double EPW sextic.

Proof. We show that deg(f) = 4 and deg(Y) = 3 in Proposition 8.4 never holds. Suppose by contradiction that
deg(f) = 4 and deg(Y) = 3. First we show that Y C P° is a normal variety. Since Y C P is a hypersurface,
by | , Proposition 11.8.23] we have that Y is normal if and only if cody (Sing(Y)) > 2. Suppose now that
dim(Sing(Y)) = 3. Note that Y does not contain planes, otherwise we get a contradiction with Corollary 8.1.(7). As
observed by O’Grady in | , Claim 5.10], since in P> hyperplanes and quadrics contain planes, a cubic hypersurface
of P? which is either non-reduced or reducible contains planes. Hence in our case Y is reduced and irreducible. Then,
as in | , Lemma 5.17], the intersection between the variety Y and a generic plane of P is a singular cubic curve
which is reduced and irreducible. In particular this has only one singular point, so Sing(Y") has exactly one irreducible
component ¥ 22 P3 of degree 1. Thus Y D ¥, and it contains planes. This contradicts Corollary 8.1.(i). We conclude
that cody (Sing(Y')) > 2, hence Y is normal. The commutative diagram (6.4) gives the following:

— vy cp
\%
X/ ().

Since deg(f) = 4 by assumption, by the commutativity of the diagram above we have deg(f) = 2. Let Y := X/(1).
Since X is smooth and Aut(X) 2 (1) is a finite group, the quotient Y is a normal variety. Both Y and Y are normal
varieties, hence by | , Remark 2.4] there is a non trivial involution 7 : Y — Y such that ¥ = Y/ (1). We show

that 7 lifts to an automorphlsm on X. We use a technique from | , p-179] and | , Proposition B.8]. Let

F' = Fix(¢) be the fixed locus of the anti-symplectic involution ¢. Since Sing(Y) = 7/(F) and 7 is an automorphism
on Y, we have 7(Sing(Y)) = Slng( ). Let Y/ := Y \ Sing(Y). Then the restriction of 7 to Y gives an involution
Tly Y =Y of Y. We set 7/ := 7|y. Since codx(F) =2 and X is simply connected, we have that X' := X \ F is
simply connected. Thus if we restrict 7’ to X’ we obtain the following universal cover:

7TI|X/ : X/ — Y/.

By the lifting criterion 7’ lifts to an automorphism on X’. Thus we obtain a birational map 7 : X --» X which is not
defined a priori on the fixed locus F. By | , Proposition B.3] we have Bir(X) = Aut(X) = (1), so 7 is either the
identity or ¢. This implies that the involution 7 : ¥ — Y is the identity, which is a contradiction. We conclude that
deg(f) cannot be 2, hence we get deg(f) = 2 and deg(Y) = 6. It remains to show that Y is an EPW sextic and f is a

double cover ramified over F, so that X is a double EPW sextic. This is true by | , Theorem 1.1], and we are
done. ]
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