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Abstract

G. Hohn and G. Mason classified all finite groups acting faithfully
and symplectically on a hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type K3[. There are
15 maximal among them, call them Gf1,...,G15. Every manifold of type
K32 admitting an action of G; for some i must necessarily have Picard
rank 21 which is maximal. This fact allows us to use lattice-theoretic
methods to classify all the finite groups G acting faithfully on a hyper-
Kébhler fourfold of type K32 X such that G contains G; as a proper
subgroup and G; acts symplectically on X. We also describe examples of
fourfolds of K3[2]—type admitting an action of such groups.

Introduction

A compact Kéhler manifold X is called hyper-Kdhler if it is simply con-
nected and H>°(X) = H*(X, A\’ Qx) = Cox where ox is a nowhere degenerate
symplectic 2-form. Hyper-Kéahler manifolds are always of even dimension; K3
surfaces are hyper-Kéhler manifolds of dimension two.

An automorphism of X is called symplectic if it preserves the symplectic
form, otherwise it is called nonsymplectic.

A hyper-Kahler manifold X is called a hyper-Kéhler manifold of K3["-type
if it is a deformation equivalent of the Hilbert scheme of n points on a K3
surface. The second cohomology group H?(X, Z) has a natural lattice structure
owing to the Beauville-Bogomolov formJ)] (see [Beag3]). If X is a K3 surface,
this form induces the standard intersection pairing on the Picard group.

For any finite group action G on a hyper-Kéahler manifold X, one can write
the following exact sequence

125G =G = — 1, (1)

where g, is the group of m-th roots of unity for some natural m and Gisa
subgroup of all the symplectic automorphisms in G. In the case of K3 surfaces,

(D Sometimes also called Beauville-Bogomolov-Fujiki form.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.02900v2

this simple observation along with some bounds for possible m as seen in [Nik79]
was one of the basic tools allowing the study of large finite groups of automor-
phisms of K3 surfaces after the classification of the symplectic ones by Mukai
in [Muk88§]|. In particular Kondo in [Kon99] shows that the maximum order of
a finite group of automorphisms of a K3 surface is 3840 and describe such a K3
surface as a Kummer surface. In the works [BS21l [BH21|] the authors describe
other examples of interesting symmetric K3 surfaces.

The goal of this paper is to follow this schema using the classification (ob-
tained in [HM19]) of finite groups of symplectic automorphisms acting on hyper-
Kihler fourfolds of type K32, Among them, 15 are maximal.

In the sequel, we classify the polarized hyper-Kéhler fourfolds of type K302
admitting an action of finite groups G such that G is isomorphic to one of the
15 maximal groups; we call such manifolds very symmetric. The classification
is up to the transcendental lattice, the polarization type of the vector invariant
under the action and the invariant lattice for the symplectic part of the group
action; the results are presented in Table [1l

Section [Tl presents some needed preliminary results of the lattice theory and
the theory of hyper-Kéahler manifolds. Section 2] presents the method in which
we find the transcendental lattices of very symmetric hyper-Kahler fourfolds and
a list of these. Finally, Section[3]lists known explicit examples of very symmetric
K32 type manifolds. Those examples are constructed as Fano varieties of lines
on special cubic fourfolds as special Debarre-Voisin fourfolds or special EPW
sextics. In particular, in Section Bl we describe the most symmetric K32 type
manifold with a group of authomorphisms of order 174960 as a Fano variety
of lines on the Fermat cubic. Moreover, Section proves the existence of
birational models of Hilbert squares of two K3 surfaces that are very symmetric.

To attain our results, we use [MAGMA] and [M2] systems for computations,
the explanation for computations can be found in Appendix [Al We attach the
full codes as well as representations of the groups found in [GAP2I] format
in the auxiliary files. Appendix [Bl summarizes information on the 15 maximal
groups form [HM19] that we use.
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1 Preliminaries

1.1 Lattice theory

We define a lattice as a free Z-module L equipped with a symmetric bilinear
form

b: L xL—Z.

We will often write v - w or vw instead of b(v,w) and v? instead of b(v,v) for
v,w € L. The rank rk L is the cardinality of a basis of L. We define the dual of
LasLV={veL®Q:v-weZ, for every w € L} and the discriminant group
of L as D, = LY/L. A lattice is called unimodular if its discriminant group is
trivial. A vector v in L is said to be of divisibility k if v- L = kZ (then { lies in
LY); we write div(v) = k. The lattice is called even if for any vector v, v? is an

even number. For an even lattice, the discriminant group is equipped with the

quadratic form2)
qp,: Dr 3 [v] = (v*mod 2) € Q/27Z,

we call it the discriminant form.

For two lattices Ly and Lo with bilinear forms b; and b, respectively, we call
a module isomorphism f: L1 — Ly an isometry if it respects the bilinear forms
ie. ba(f(v), f(w)) = bi(v,w) for any v,w € Ly. We call f an anti-isometry if
it ba(f(v), f(w)) = =b1(v,w) for any v,w € Ly. For a module monomorphism
g: L1 — Lo, we call g an embedding if its an isometry onto the image. An
analogously, we call it an anti-embedding if it is an anti-isometry onto the
image. The group O(L) consists of isometries L — L.

For abelian groups equipped with quadratic forms like the ones defined for
the discriminant groups we also can define isometries, anti-isometries, embed-
dings and anti-embeddings relative to these forms. So we define O(Dy,) as the
group of isometries of the discriminant group Dy. The isometries of L naturally
induce isometries of Dy. For f € O(L), we denote the isometry it induces on Dy,
by f. We define the subgroup O(L) C O(Dy,) as consisting of all the isometries
of discriminant group induced by the isometries of the original lattice.

A sublattice M of L is said to be primitive if L/M is torsion-free. The
orthogonal complement of M is M+ = {v € L: v- M = 0}. One can show that
for any sublattice of a given lattice, its orthogonal complement is primitive.

We will often denote a lattice by a Gram matrix of its bilinear form, i.e. if
e1,€2,...,6e, is a basis of the lattice, it will be the matrix (e; - €;);',_;. Note
that to avoid confusion throughout the paper we will opt to only write matrices
with parentheses ”( )” to denote the form and its lattice; the square brackets ”|
|7 will encompass matrices representing linear transformations. By (k) (where
k is an integer) we will denote the rank 1 lattice with generator v such that
v? = k. For a lattice A and an integer m, A(m) is the lattice with the same

)1t is well defined because if u lies in L, and v lies in LY, then (v 4 u)? — v? = 2uv 4 u? is
an even integer.
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underlying Z-module and a bilinear form v - u = m(v -4 u) for u,v vectors in A
(-4 is the bilinear form on A).

A lattice is called positive (negative) definite, indefinite, hyperbolic, non-
degenerate etc if its bilinear form has the respective property. Henceforth, all
lattices are assumed to be nondegenerate.

For a lattice L and the group G acting on L via isometries, we define the
invariant sublattice (sometimes also called the invariant lattice).

LC = {v e L: gv) = v, for any g € G},
and the coinvariant sublattice (sometimes also called the coinvariant lattice).
Lg = (LSt

By simple linear algebra, both are primitive.

In the theory of K3 surfaces, particularly in the study of their automor-
phisms, the following lattice-theoretic result turns out to be very useful (see e.g.
[Huy16| Chapter 14, Proposition 0.2]):

Proposition 1.1. Let L be a even unimodular lattice, M C L a primitive
sublattice, and put N = M~*. Then

L/(M&N)C MY/M&NY/N=Dy®Dy

is the graph of a an anti-isometry v: Dy — Dy. In particular, Dy and Dy
are isomorphic as groups.

One can easily show (e.g. by the proof of [Huyl6, Chapter 14, Proposition
0.2]) that in general the following holds:

Proposition 1.2. Let L be an even lattice, M C L a primitive sublattice, and
put N = M*. Then

L/(M&N)C MY/M&NY/N =Dy Dy

is the graph of an anti-isometry v: A — B for some subgroups A C Djy; and
B C Dy.

The morphism ~ above is sometimes called a gluing morphism. A more
specific result in this spirit will turn out to be of use to us.

Lemma 1.3. Let M be an even lattice, N its primitive sublattice, such that
there exists an anti-embedding

v DNL — Dy,

and M/(N+ @ N) C Dy1 @ Dy is its graph. Then for an isometry f € O(N),
f extends to an isometry of M if and only if

1. f leaves v(Dy1) invariant,
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2. v~Yo for (it is well defined by the above) is induced by an isometry of

Nt

Proof. Indeed, assume there exists f € O(M), such that f‘N = f. Take g =
}TINJ_. Then f @ g is an automorphism of Dygy: = Dy @ Dy.. Any element
of M/(N+ @ N) can be written as v(z) + = where x is an element of Dy 1. We
must have f@g(y(z)+x) = f(y(x))+g(x) still in M/(N+@®N). So yog = for,
and f indeed leaves the image of v invariant, which means we can invert v in
the last equality which concludes the proof in one direction. In the other one,
we simply define g to be an isometry which induces v~ o fo~ and f @® g extends
to an isometry of M. O

1.2 Hyper-Kahler manifolds and their lattices

Let us briefly recall some theory on lattices of hyper-Kéhler manifolds (see
[Deb18l, [Huy99] for more details). For a hyper-Kéhler manifold X, the Beauville-
Bogomolov form endows the second cohomology group H? (X,Z) with a lattice
structure of signature (3, ba(X) — 3) where by(X) is the second Betti number of
the manifold X. The Néron-Severi group (or lattice) of X is defined as

NSy = H*(X,Z) nH"(X) c H*(X,C).

The transcendental lattice Tx is the orthogonal complement of NSx in
H?*(X,Z). In the projective case, the Néron-Severi group is isomorphic to
the Picard group Pic(X). Then the induced bilinear form is hyperbolic (that
is, of signature (1, k) for some k € N), also, h? > 0 for any ample class
h € Pic(X) = NSx. For a divisor z in the Néron-Severi group, we call the
number z? a Beauville-Bogomolov degree of x.

By Aut(X) we will denote the group of biholomorphic automorphisms (we
will just call them automorphisms from now on) of X. Auts(X) will be the
subgroup of Aut(X) consisting of the symplectic automorphisms.

We note the following consequence of the existence of the exact sequence

.

Lemma 1.4. A finite simple subgroup G C Aut(X) for a hyper-Kdahler manifold
X is either cyclic or is contained in Auts(X).

Proof. By the exact sequence (), G has a normal subgroup G such that G / G
is a finite cyclic group and action of G on X is symplectic. But by simplicity of
G, G = G or G is trivial. O

Let us observe that analyzing finite group actions on a projective hyper-
Kéhler manifold X is the same as analyzing groups of polarized morphisms (i.e.
morphisms preserving the polarization) of (X, h) for some ample h € Pic(X) as
a consequence of the following result (cf. [Debl8, Proposition 4.1]).
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Proposition 1.5. For a projective hyper-Kdhler manifold, the map
U: Aut(X) > f— f* € O(Pic(X))
has a finite kernel.

Corollary 1.5.1. If X is a projective hyper-Kihler manifold, G C Aut(X) is
a subgroup, then G is finite if and only if it fixres an ample class on X.

Proof. If G is finite, then let h € Pic(X) = NSx be any ample class. Then the

class _
h=> g°h
geG

is still ample and is invariant under G.

Now assume G fixes an ample class h. Let ¥ be as in Proposition 5 and
put ¥ = V¥|g, so ker Ug is finite. Now define the quotient G = G/ ker ¥ and
note that G acts faithfully on NSx. Take N to be the orthogonal complement
of h in NSx. Since NSx is of signature (1,k) for some integer k and h? > 0
as it is ample, then N is negative definite, and therefore it has finitely many
isometries (as for any integer z, there are only finitely many vectors v € N
such that v? = z). But any isometry f € O(NSy) which fixes h is uniquely
determined by its restriction to N. In conclusion, |G| < | O(NN)| which means
that G is finite. This implies that @ is also finite as |G| = | ker Ug| - |G|. O

[Deb18l, Proposition 4.1] also contains the following:

Proposition 1.6. For a hyper-Kdihler manifold of type K3 X, the morphism
U: Aut(X) > f— f* € O(H*(X,2))
18 injective.

Because of this, in the sequel we will identify actions of groups on any hyper-
Kihler fourfold of type K3[?! with the induced actions on the isometries of their
integral second cohomology groups.

Now assume X is a projective hyper-Kahler fourfold of type K3[2l. As men-
tioned earlier, HQ(X ,Z) has a lattice structure, it turns out to be isometric to
the even latticd®) Lyse = Es(—1)®2a U3 & (-2).

Now we are ready to state the first Torelli type theorem relevant for us (for
simplicity’s sake we will only state it for hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type K3[2).

Theorem 1.7. Let (X,h) and (X', h') be two polarized hyper-Kdihler fourfolds
of type K32, and let

¢: H*(X',Z) —» H*(X, Z),

G U is the hyperbolic plane, a rank 2 lattice with the bilinear form ((1) (1]), and Eg is the

lattice corresponding to the Dynkin diagram; we adopt the convention that FEg is positive
definite.
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be an isometry of lattices such that p(h') = h and pc(H*° (X)) = H*°(X)
where g is the extension of ¢ to the automorhpism of H*(X',C) = H*(X',Z)®
C. Then there exists a biholomorphic mapping f: X — X' such that ¢ = f*.

Proof. [Marlll, Theorem 1.3]. O

There is another Torelli type theorem important to our discussion. Let us
pick a primitive element h € Ly of positive square. Let us define the manifold
Qp = {[z] € P(Lggs ®C) |z -h =22 =0, 2-% > 0} and the subgroup of the
isometry group O(Lysiz,h) = {@ € O(Lyg=) : w(h) = h, @ = +Id: Dp_ . —
Dr i} O(Lycai21, h) acts on €, which allows us to define the period domain
Py, = Qh/O(me,h). An element of &2, is called a period.

Let ///2(::) be the moduli space of polarized hyper-Kahler fourfolds of type
K32 with polarization of Beauville-Bogomolov degree 2n (n > 0) and divisibil-
ity v € {1,2}. There exists a period map

on: A 3 X 5 [CpYox)] € 2y,

which sends an h-polarized manifold X onto the class of the inverse image of
its symplectic form by the marking n: H?*(X,Z) — Ly

Theorem 1.8. The moduli space ,///2(3) 1s iwrreducible. The period map
©Ohn: ///ég) — gzh

1s injective. The image pp, (,///2(3)) consists of periods p in Py, for which there are
no vectors v € Ly g2 such that for a choice (hence any choice) of ¢ € L g2 @ C
of class p in Py:

(i) h-v=0,
(1)) v-o=v-5=0,
(iii) v = =10, and div(v) = 2; or v? = 2.
Proof. [Debl8| Theorem 3.22 (and its proof) and Remark 3.33]. O

Divisors satisfying the last condition from the lemma (a divisor also auto-
matically will satisfy the second one) are usually called wall divisors.

2 Finding automorphisms

Lattice Lyg2 is not unimodular, but it is close to being one, as a direct
sum of a unimodular lattice and a vector of square —2, so in the situation from
Proposition we will always get a full anti-embedding in one direction. In
particular, as shown in [HM19] (Theorem 7.1, 8.3)
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Lemma 2.1. Let X be a hyper-Kdhler fourfold of type K312, G a finite subgroup
of Aut,(X). Put L :=H?*(X,Z). Then G acts on L and there exists a canonical

anti-embedding
v DL@ — DL@.
Moreover, the image of v is the subgroup of signature 2 in D, .

One can construct a natural isomorphism Dj = DL@/DLé in the above

setting using the map ~ and projections from LV to (Lé)v and (L@)V.
The following simple lemma will be of crucial importance for us.

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a projective hyper-Kdhler fourfold of type K32 L =
H? (X,7Z), G a finite group acting faithfully and symplectically on such that
tk L€ = 3. Let f be a finite nonsymplectic automorphism of X. Then f, the
induced action off on LG, has finite order k for some integer k > 1 and hence
has eigenvalues 1, (i, and Cp where (i, is a primitive k-th root of unity. In
particular:

(i) if f has order 2, then Tr f = —1, furthermore fi, = —idry ;
(ii) if f has order 3, then Tr f = 0;
(iii) if f has order 4, then Tr f = 1;

() if f has order 6, then Tr f = 2.

These are all the possibilities. Moreover, each such morphism f preserves the
isotropic lined®) in L¢ @ C .

Proof. Denote the map induced on I6®C again by f. We have f(ox) =
Ck - ox where (i is a primitive root of unity of order k, and therefore also
f(@x) = k- x. Now notice that there exists a nonzero element of L ® C that
is invariant for the whole (G, f) (a Kéhler class de@)f) g(k), where k is any
Kaéhler class).

Now for the last assertion, W = L%, ® C is a 2-dimensional space with an
induced positive definite form, so it has exactly two isotropic lines. If f is of
order 2, then it is minus identity on W by above discussion, so it preserves the
lines. If f does not preserve the lines, then it has to map one into the other,
so since it is finite, it must be of even order, that settles the case of order 3.
Order 2 and 3 cases together settle order 6 case. Now for f of order 4, f2
must be minus identity since it has order 2. Then for a vector w € W we have
w- f(w) = f(w) - f2(w) = —w - f(w), so it is 0. But since the bilinear form is
positive definite and w? = (f(w))? = 0, it must mean that w and f(w) lie on a
single line (otherwise the form would be identically 0). (]

(4)Strictly speaking, these are projections from (Lé)v @ (Lg)Y restricted to LY
(%) As always, we identify actions of G on both manifold and the lattice.
(6)1. e. lines on which the induced quadratic form is 0.
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Notation 2.3. We will call an isometry of a rank 3 lattice good if it has order
2, 3, 4 or 6 and satisfies the respective condition from Lemma 2.2

Consider a group G which is one of the 15 maximal finite groups which act
on some hyper-Kéahler fourfold of type K32 via symplectic automorphisms. Our
goal is to analyze all finite groups G containing G as a subgroup for which there
exists a hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type K312 X, such that G has a representation
as a subgroup of Aut(X) and G = G N Aut,s(X) under this representation.

_ So let us fix X, a projective hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type K32, and assume
G C Auty(X) as a subgroup. Put L = H*(X,Z). From [HMI9], we know
what LE and L& might look like; L is fixed if we know é, but there might be

multiple options for LE. Nevertheless, they are all known. So let us fix one of
them. In particular, we always have rk LY = 3, rk L5 = 20 (cf. [HM19], Table
9), and Lg contains no wall divisors (cf. [HM19], Theorem 8.3). We also have
the anti-embedding v: Dr. — D, ¢ as in Lemma 2.1]

Let us assume moreover that there exists f € Aut(X)\ G such that @, the
group generated by f and G, is finite. By Lemma [2.2] and its proof, f = f| LG

is good, and by knowing how it acts on Lé, we know the transcendental lattice
as well as the primitive ample class fixed by G (there is necessarily exactly one
such class).

2.1 The construction

Let L = Ly (treated as an abstract lattice). Our procedure is going to be

as follows. We fix G, one of the 15 maximal groups and consider its action on L
such that LY and L are as in [HM19]. Consider abstract lattices M isomorphic

to Lg and N isomorphic to LE. Let us fix a good isometry f in O(N).

We want to check whether the orthogonal sum N & M can be embedded in
L in such a way that f extends to an isometry of L. We do so by considering
all anti-embeddings v: Dy — Dy such that « is the gluing morphism for some
embedding N & M <— L and checking the conditions from Lemma [[3l The
computational details of that can be found in Appendix ATl

If f can be extended to an isometry of L, we call this isometry f. Define G as
the group generated by G and f in O(L). Because f was good, G fixes a unique
(up to sign) primitive vector H in L. Let T be the orthogonal complement of
H in N. Now we can show the existence of a polarized manifold (X, k) with a
polarized action of G.

Assuming we have a polarized hyper-Kihler fourfold of type K3[?! (X, h) and
a marking 1: X — L such that n~1(H) = h and n~(T) = Tx, then through
n we have an action of G on H*(X,Z). By construction, this action fixes h
as the action of G on L fixed H. G fixes the entire Tx, so in particular the
action linearly extended to H*(X,C) fixes the symplectic form ox; f extended
to H*(X,C) fixes Cox by Lemma since f is good. So the entire G acts
faithfully on X by Theorem [I.7
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But we can find such X by Theorem [.8as M = L which is the orthogonal
complement of A and T" in L contains no wall divisors (as mentioned before cf.
[HM19], Theorem 8.3).

The results of the procedure applied over all the groups and their isomor-
phisms are in the following table. Each row describes a set of invariants of a
triple (X, h, G) where (X, h) is a polarized hyper-Kahler fourfold of type K32,
G is a subgroup of Aut(X) fixing h (hence G is finite by Corollary [[5.]) such
that G = G'N Aut, (X) is one of the 15 maximal groups of symplectic automor-
phisms acting on the hyper-Kahler fourfolds of type K32/, The integer h? is the
usual Beauville-Bogomolov degree of h, div denotes the divisibility of h. The
integer m is the order of the cyclic group G/G, Tx is the transcendental lattice
of X. Column K3 tells if X is birational to SI? for some S a K3 surface ("-” it
is apparently not known yet, 7’ means false. L% is the invariant sublattice
of the lattice H*(X, Z) for the action of G. "Ex” gives a reference to an example
of (X, h,G) in Section Blif one is known.

Let us remark that the groups are maximal in the following sense: there
exists a polarized hyper-Kahler fourfold of type K32 (X,h) such that G is
the group of all the h-polarized automorphisms on X. In particular, there are
examples of two rows where all the invariants in the table match and a group
G from one row can be realized as a subgroup of a group G’ from another, but
there are triples (X, h,G) and (X', k', G") such that an action of G cannot be
extended to an h-polarized action of G’. Note also that the triples (X, h,G)
do not necessarily contain one isomorphism class, i. e. there can be two triples
(X, h,G) and (X', h/, G) such that (X, h) and (X', h') are not isomorphic. The
notation for groups is the same as in [HM19] and [WCNS85H|.

| # | n2 ] aiv ] G [m ]| Tx |K3] LG | Ex ]
2 1 0
1. ] 2 1 L2(11) 2 (202 202) f 1 6 0 B3
0 0 22
2 0 0
2. | 2 1 L3(4) 2 (140 ﬁ]) - 0 10 4 -
0 4 10
5 0 2 1 0
3. | 2 1 Az 2 (0 70) f 1 2 0 BI0®)
0 0 70
6 o 2 0 1
4. | 2 1 Az 2 (0 70) f 0 6 0 BI0)
1 0 18
2 0 0
5| 2 1 Zo x La2(7) 2 (151 104) - 0 14 0 -
0 0 14

(M'We determine this by finding a vector in Tx which is of divisibility 2 in H?(X,Z), see
more in Appendix [AT]

(8) Actually we do not know whether our examples correspond to this row, the one below, or
one per each.

(9 See above.
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5 o 2 0 0

60. | 28 | 1 L3(4) 2 (0 12) f 0 10 4 -
0 4 10
5 0 2 0 0

61. | 28 | 1 Za x La(7) 2 (0 28) £ 0 14 0 -
0 0 14
1 0 1 2 0

62. | 28 | 1 Za x La(7) 2 (0 14> £ 2 8 0 -
0 0 14
5 o 2 0 0

63. |30 | 1 Mo 2 (0 4> £ 0 4 0 -
0 0 30
5 0 6 0 0

64. | 30 | 1 | (ZzxAs):Zy | 2 f 0 10 5 -
(0 10) 0 0

)
4 2 0

sl | s fa| (03] (2 ; 0) -
0 0 30
2 0 2 0 0

66. | 30 | 2 Mo 2 (0 4) - 0 4 0 -
0 0 30
11 4 1 0

67. 30 2 (Zg X A5) : ZQ 2 <1 4> - 1 4 0 -
0 0 30
9 o 2 0 0

68. | 40 | 1 Z3: Ss 2 (0 4> - 0 4 0 -
0 0 40
1 9 4 2 1

69. | 42 | 1 Aq 2 (2 6) f 2 6 3 -
1 3 12
2 0 2 0 1

70. | 70 | 1 Aq 2 (0 6) f 0 6 0 -
1 0 18
5 1 2 1 0

71. | 70 | 2 A7 6 (1 2) - 12 0 -
0 0 70
9 1 2 1 0

72. | 70 | 2 Az 2 (1 2) - 12 0 -
0 0 70

Table 1: List of group actions

3 Known examples of very symmetric fourfolds

3.1 Fano varieties of lines

Let V C P% be a smooth cubic fourfold, let Gr(2,6) be the Grassmannian of
planes in a 6-space (isomorphically, projective lines in the projective 5-space).
Let us consider the following subvariety:

F(V)={L e Gr(2,6)|L C V},
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it is called the Fano variety (or scheme) of lines of X. Tt is naturally embedded
in P (via its embedding in Gr(2,6)). It turns out to be a hyper-Kéhler fourfold
of type K3 for generic V. The Pliicker line bundle on Gr(2,6) restricted to
F(V) induces a polarization of Beauville-Bogomolov degree 6 on the lattice
H?(F(V),7Z) of divisibility 2, let us denote it by k. In [BDSH], it was shown
that a generic polarized manifold of K3[?-type with polarization of Beauville-
Bogomolov degree 6 and divisibility 2 can be described this way.

In this section we shall construct special cubic fourfolds V' such that F(V)
is a very symmetric hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type K3[2. We find in this way
geometric constructions of the examples for all the entries (rows) with h of
Beauville-Bogomolov degree 6 and divisibility 2 from the table (cf. [HM19, §8]
[Ful3], [Mon13}, Ch. 4]). In order to prove that a given F(V') admits the required
group of automorphisms we use the following observation from [Ful3, Thm. 0.1],
and easily conclude the following (via case-by-case analysis).

Fact. A projective isomorphism f of P® of order 2, 3 (and therefore also 6), or
4 leaving a cubic fourfold V' invariant induces a symplectic automorphism on
a Fano scheme F(V) if and only if the matrix representing f, normalized so it
has an eigenvalue 1, has determinant 1.

For the duration of the section, xg,z1,. .., x5 will be coordinates in P°.

Example 3.1. Let V be the Fermat’s cubic defined by the equation
zh + % + s + 2y +ai + 2k =0.

One easily sees the action of 3°: Sg on this variety which consists of permutations
of variables, and multiplications of variables by roots of unity of degree 3. The
action induces an action by the same group on F (V). By the above fact, one
can check that the subgroup 3*: Ag acts symplectically on F(V). By comparing
with the table, we conclude that

(6 3
= (5 3).

Proposition. The above is cardinality-wise the biggest possible group of po-
larized automorphisms acting on a hyper-Kdhler fourfold of type K32, said
cardinality being 174960.

Proof. This is because 3*: Ag is the biggest possible group that can act by sym-
plectic automorphisms on a hyper-Kihler fourfold of type K32 X and 3°: Sg
is 6 times bigger than it. By Lemma a group of automorphisms G' on such
X extending a group of symplectic automorphisms GG can be at most 6 times
bigger than G as long as rk H*(X, Z)& = 20. In general, one has |G|/|G| < 66
(cf. [Mon13, Corollary 7.1.5]). But the biggest possible G for which the rank of
the coinvariant lattice can drop below 20 has cardinality 972 (cf. [HMI19, Table
12]), and obviously 66 - 972 < 174960. O
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It makes this manifold the most symmetric hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type
K312 in a sense.

Example 3.2. Let V be the cubic fourfold defined by the equation
T3+ 2320 + Tix3 + 2324 + Tiw5 + 2231 = 0.
Now let us consider the cubic threefold V given by the equation
Yot + yiye + y3ys + y3ya + yivo = 0,

where o, ...,ys are the coordinates in P*. V has the automorphism group
Ly(11) (as proven in [AdI78]). As noted in [Monl3], V is a ramified 3 : 1 cover

of V, from which we get an obvious action of Z/3 x L3(11) on V and therefore
a polarized action on F(V'). Since Lo(11) is simple (as a projective linear group
of a field with more than 3 elements) by Lemma [[.2] Lo(11) C Z/3 x La(11) is

symplectic. So from Table [T}
22 11
Tr) = (11 22)'

Example 3.3. Let V be the cubic defined by the equation
x%—l—x?—i—x%—i—x%—i—xi—i—x% — (o + 21 + 20+ 23+ 14 +25)° =0.

Any two of the seven summands can be transformed into each other without
altering the original equation, giving us an action of S which induces a
polarized action on (F(V'),h). Noting that A; is simple, we can again deduce
from () that it acts symplectically on F(V'). This leads us to

(2 1
Tr) <1 18) .

Example 3.4. Let V be the cubic defined by the equation
x%xl + 23e + 2523 + x%:z:l + a3+ xg =0.
In[Mon13], the cubic C' C P? defined by the equation
Tiwy + iwg + w3 + 2371 = 0,

is considered, by use known classifications, the author concludes that C' is iso-
morphic to the surface in P* given by the equations

Yo+t +us + 3 +ui =0,
Yo+ y1+y2+ys+ys=0.

(10) [Mon13] claims the existence of an action of S7.3 with the Z/3 action construed analo-
gously to the previous example, considering V' as a ramified covering. However such morphisms
will not be automorphisms.
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The last variety has automorphism group isomorphic to S5. Obviously they all
induce automorphisms of V. However, only the subgroup As will induce sym-
plectic automorphisms on F(V), but remaining members of S5 will uniquely
correspond to members of Auts(F(V)) by first composing them with the trans-
position ¢: (zo,...,74,75) = (To,...,25,24) on V C P> There is also an
automorphism diag((is, (i3, (fs, (75, (5, 1) where diag(A1,...,\,) denotes the
diagonal n x n matrix with the given values on the diagonal (in order) and (15
is a fixed primitive root of unity of order 15, it will induce a symplectic auto-
morphism of F(V) too, its order when restricted to V is 3, it commutes with
previously discussed A subgroup. Together the aforementioned morphisms gen-
erate a group isomorphic to ((Z/3) x As): Z/2. We note however that there are
also other, nonsymplectic, polarized automorphisms of F(V). We will get all the
finite polarized automorphisms if we extend the group inducing symplectic auto-
morphisms, the morphism ¢, and the order three morphism diag(1, 1,1, 1,1, ({5),
so in PGL(6,C) we will get a group six times larger than ((Z/3) x As): Z/2
and normalizing it, so we must have the following transcendental lattice

({10 5
TF(V)_<5 10).

Example 3.5. One of the Fano schemes originally constructed in [HM19] is
F(V) for V the cubic defined by the equation

3 3 3 3 3 3
xy + @7 + x5 + x5 + 2 + 25 + Maoz122 + T3T4T5),

where A = 3(i — 2¢e% — 1). Aside from the obvious permutations and the
variable-wise multiplications by the third degree roots of unity, the authors also
find an additional linear isornorphis leaving the equation invariant. The
group generated by their images in PSL(6,C) is isomorphic to a group of the
form 3%+1:2.22. This group will act symplectically on the Fano scheme, and
a calculation shows that images of the generators in PGL(6,C) will give us
the group extended by 4 which according to means F(V') has an action of the
maximal possible overgroup of the studied group, and

(6 0
Tr= (5 0)-

Remark. In [LZI9] Therem 1.8], the authors describe all the smooth cubic
fourfolds which admit actions of some of the 15 maximal groups from [HM19].
In particular, the above 5 examples are the only such cubics which admit actions
strictly containing any such group. That means other examples from Table [T] of
polarized hyper-Kéhler fourfolds of type K3[? of Beauville-Bogomolov degree 6,

w w? 1
1 1 1
(11 Given by the matrix L w? 1 for w = 2e e
V3 w? w 1]’ ’
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divisibility 2 cannot be described as varieties of lines of such manifolds. Note
that not all hyper-Kéhler fourfolds admitting polarization like this are related
to smooth cubics. The cases where it does not happen are described in detail
in [Loo09].

3.2 Debarre-Voisin varieties

Let us fix a ten dimensional complex vector space Vig = C'° and a three-
form o € (A*Vio)* = A*Vy5. We define a subvariety of the Grassmannian
GF(G, Vlo)i

DV(o) = {Vs € Gr(6,V10): 0| g3y, = 0} (2)

In [DV0Y], it is proven that it is a hyper-Kihler fourfold of type K3[? for which
there exists a polarization of Beauville-Bogomolov 22 of divisibility 2 (and a
generic such polarized manifold is of the form (2)).

Example 3.6. Let us consider G a subgroup of the general linear group of Vig.
Its action on Vi induces an action on the Grassmannian Gr(6, Vyp). If for all
g € G, and u,v,w € Vjg, there exists a nonzero constant Ay 4, 4, such that

U(Q(U) A g(’l)) A g(w)) = )‘g,u,v,’wa(u AR ’U}),

then by simple linear algebra, G restricts to an action on DV (o). Consider now
the representation 2] of the group G = Lo(11) on Vg given by the following
two generators:

(I2)1t is one of the two irreducible representations of L2(11) in dimension 10, the other one
yields no results however.
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0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
o 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
o 0o 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
=10 o o 1 0 0 0 0 0 0]
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1 1 o0
o 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0o 0 0 1 0 1 -1 0 -1 -1
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0O
00 0 1 0 0 0000
10 -1 0 0 0 000 0
000 0 0 0 1000
o 1 0 -11 0 0000
210 0 0 0 0 0 0100
O 1.0 0 0 0 0000
00 0 0 0 0 0001
10 0 -10 =110 11
(00 0 0 0 1 00 0 0

After computing the induced mappings in the 120-dimensional space /\3 Vi,
one finds that there are two eigenspaces for the respective induced actions of g;
and go which intersect non-trivially, the intersection is a 1-dimensional space. A
form o from this space gives rise to X = DV(oy), the manifold sought after. Tt
has the action of Lo(11) which must be symplectic because the group is simple.
Now the invariant lattice for X must be

(21
o= (3 1)

As mentioned in the previous section we know we can extend actions in the
L5(11) case, so there exist a nonsymplectic involution for this manifold.

That example has been independently considered in [Son21] where much
more thorough study of the manifold follows. Note that while we can prove
the existence of an additional nonsymplectic automorphism, we do not know its
geometric description.

3.3 Hilbert squares of quartics in P3
Before giving the two examples, let us start with the following lemma.

Lemma. Let (S, h) be a polarized K3 surface, where h is a class of a hyperplane
section of S and h® = 4, and S does not contain a line. Then there exists
(X,h — &) a birational model of (S, h — &) in which (the image of) h — & is

ample.
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Proof. The ample cone is one of the (open) chambers inside the interior of the
movable cone in NSy ®R cut by the -10 classes of divisibility 2. The movable
cone itself is cut by -2 classes inside the positive cone ([Debl8], section 3.7).
Birational isomorphisms hyper-Kéhler fourfold of type K32 type manifolds in-
duce isometries of the second cohomology lattices which transform the ample
cone into one of the remaining chambers (and for each chamber there exists an
appropriate birational isomorphism). The line bundle associated with h is nec-
essary nef (hence it lies in the closure of the ample cone); furthermore it lies on
the boundary of the boundary of the movable cone as the -2-class £ lies in NSx.
So h is on the boundary of both the movable and ample cones; the movable
cone is in the direction of —&. So for h — £ to lie inside one of the chambers, it
is both necessary and sufficient for it to not be orthogonal to any -10-classes of
divisibility 2 (so it does not lie on the boundary of a chamber) and for there to
be no vector orthogonal to a -2-class on the segment from h to h — £ with the
exception of h for which £ (and —&) must be the only such vector (so that the
segment is contained in the movable cone) .

Assume that there exists y, a -10-class of divisibility 2 perpendicular to h—¢.
For y to be a primitive class of divisibility 2, it must be of the form 2kz+ (21+1)¢
for some nonzero integers I, k, and  a primitive element from the K3 latticd(?).
Writing y? = —10 and h -y = 0, we arrive at

{x2 _ 212212—1,
_ =211

h-x===—.

Notice that the lattice generated by x and h must be embedded in the Picard

lattice of S, so because h? > 0, then h? - 22 < (h-x)? by the Hodge index

theorem. Together with the above system of equations, it gives us the following

possible Gram matrices for the lattice (up to the change of sign of x):

() ®
G5 @

We notice that the lattice @) contains the lattice [B]) as a sublattice with the
basis 3z — 2h and h.

Now assume there exists a -2-class perpendicular to some vector hy = h — t&
where 0 < t < 1 is a real number (i.e. there’s a wall separating h and h — &).
Write that -2-class as y = kx + [£ where z is a primitive vector from Pic(S) and
I, k are integers. Since k must be nonzero for ¢ # 0, | must be nonzerd!*), from

(13)Le. the unimodular lattice H?(S,Z = Lygi2) = FEg(—1)®2 @ U®3 which naturally embeds
in H2(S[2, 7).

(14) Otherwise there would be 22 = —2 and h - ¢ = 0, but h is ample on the K3 surface S, so
it must have nonzero intersection with every -2-class.
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the equalities y2 = —2 and h; - y = 0, we get

{:v2 =Lzt

_ ol
Since the sublattice generated by z and h must again be embedded in the
Picard group, so again by the Hodge index theorem h? - 22 < (h-x)?, we arrive

at t2 > 212l;1 which given the fact ¢2 is at most 1, means [? = 1, and because

2t% is an integer, t = % and k? = 1. So we again arrive on the lattice generated
by x and h having a Gram matrix of the form (3.

In the case t = 0, let us show that £ and —¢ are the only —2-classes per-
pendicular to hy = h. Put y = kx + [ as before and assume k # 0. We

have

1172 — 2l2k;15

h-x=0.
By the Hodge index theorem, 422 = h? - 22 < 0. So [? = 0. But then kz is a
—2-class on S, so because h is ample, (kz) - h # 0. A contradiction.

To end the proof, assume that there exists a class = such that 2 = —2 and
x-h =1. Because h is ample and z - h > 1, x is effective. So because 2 = —2,
there exists a curve I' C S of class z. Now h is a class of an intersection of
S with a hyperplane, so since x - h = 1, I" has intersection number 1 with a

hyperplane. So it is a line. But there are no lines inside S. A contradiction.
O

Remark. In fact in the Lemma above the polarisation i — ¢ is of degree 2
and induces a 6 : 1 map to a quadric in P°. The map associates to a length 2
sub-scheme of the quartic the line spanned by it.

Example 3.7. Consider the surface S C P? given by the equation
:Cg:vl + (Ei’.’[]g + x%xo + :vé =0.

It turns out to be the K3 surface with the transcendental lattice
(14 0
Ts = (0 14) '
It admits a symplectic action of a group Hy = Lo(7) (effectively acting on
the first three summands), and a nonsymplectic isometry of order four ¢ (last
summand) that commutes with the action of Hy, H = (Hy, 1) leaves an ample
class h of square 4 invariant. One notices that the curve given by the equation
x3 = 0 is a hyperplane section of S invariant under the action of H. So it is of

class h. Now by the lemma above, there exist X a birational model of S (I with
h = h — ¢ ample where via identification we write

Lx =Ls® (),
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for Lg = H*(S,Z), Lx = H*(X,Z) and £? = —2. Then X inherits the H action
from S with Hy still being symplectic. We shall identify action of H on both S
and X. Notice that the action of H still preserves the vector h and that h? = 2;
also h- Tx = h-Tg = 0. Define the reflection p by h as

p:Lx >v— —v+ (h-v)h € Ly.

Note that p is an isometry of Lx, and it also commutes with the action of H on
X. It acts as minus identity on Tx, but so does 1. Therefore the composition
¢ = po is a symplectic mapping not in Hy and commuting with its elements.
So we have a holomorphic action of G = (H,p) = Z/2 x Z/4 x Ly(7) with a

subgroup of symplectic mappings G = (H,¢) 2 7/4 x La(7).

Example 3.8. Consider the surface S C P? given by the equation
Z:z:jl — Zx?m? =0.
i i,j

It is studied extensively in [BS21], Section 4. It turns out to be the K3 surface
with the transcendental lattice
~ (4 0
T = <0 40> .

It admits a symplectic action of a group Hy = M3y and a nonsymplectic invo-
lution v such that |H| = 1920 where H = (Hp, ) and H leaves a hyperplane
section class h of square 4 invariant. As S again contains no lines, we find X
a birational model of S?I which inherits the action of H with an additional
anti-symplectic involution p commuting with H. So X has a symplectic action
of G = (H, po ¢) of order 1920 which by the classification [HM19] (Table 12) is
the group Zj : S5 that appears in our classification.

3.4 Double EPW sextics

Example 3.9. In [Monl3] (Example 4.5.2), a so called double EPW sextic
X (which is hyper-Kahler fourfold of type K32/, introduced in [O’G06]) with
a symplectic action of L2(11) and an additional antisymplectic involution is
constructed. Then we have
(22 0
Tx = (o 22> ’

and the action fixes a polarization h with h? = 2.

Example 3.10. In [BW22], a joint work with Simone Billi, we construct two
double EPW sextics with an action of Z/2 x A7. We prove that they are non-
isomorphic as polarized manifolds, but we cannot say which correspond to which
entry in the Table[I] (or even whether they correspond to different entries).
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A Codes

This subsection contains the coded®) for the computer aided computations
done for the purpose of this paper as well as rationale for them.

A.1 Gluing isometries

To recall the situation, we have a good isometr f on LE. We want to
check whether it extends to an isometry of the entire lattice L. We do so by
checking the conditions from Lemma using the anti-embedding v: D, —
D, & which exists by Lemma [2.11

We note that according to [HMI9, Theorem 2.2] the pair (La(—l),é) is

isometrid®7) to (Aé,,é’) where A is the Leech latticd®™) and G’ is a group

isomorphic to G. That isometry induces an isometry of discriminant groups
Dy (-1) and Dy, which in turn gives an anti-isometry of Dy, and Dy, . Com-
bined with the above paragraph, we may consider 7: Dy, — D, c, an isometric
embedding.

We note that not any embedding will work, i.e. not all such embedding will
"glue” the two lattices into the lattice Ly 2;. However, based on [CS88, Chapter
5, Theorem 13(b)], Ly is the unique even lattice of signature (3, 20) such
that its discriminant group has order 2 and the value of the quadratic form on
the nontrivial element of the group is % mod 2. The lattice "glued” from L% and
L by any embedding v: Dy, — D¢ will necessarily satisfy all conditions but
the last one (up to change of the sign), so it is the only one we need to check.

So we begin by defining Gram to be the Gram matrix of the Leech lattice
and initializing three lists: group names, invariant_lattices, and
coinvariant_lattices as empty. Below, we describe the code for constructing
entries of the three lists based on an example of G = Ly(11).

//L_2(11)

latticesl := [];

Append ("latticesl, LatticeWithGram(
Matrix ([[2,1,0],[1,6,0]1,[0,0,2211))

);

Append (“latticesl, LatticeWithGram(
Matrix ([[6,2,2],[2,8,-3]1,[2,-3,8]1]1))

);

//generators for G1 skipped for conciseness

Gl := MatrixGroup<24, IntegerRing () | /* ... */ >;
//Leech lattice with action of G1
LGl := LatticeWithGram(G1l, Gram);

(15) Sometimes abbreviated for conciseness; the full version can be found in the auxiliary files
attached on arxiv.

(16)See Notation 23]

(I7)1L.e. there exists an isometry ¢: Lé(—l) — AG'/ and a group isomorphism ¢: G — H such
that pogod™! = (g) for any g € G.

(18) The unique positive-definite, unimodular, even lattice of rank 24 without vector v such
that v? = 2.
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//coinvariant sublattice of LGl under the action of GI
//the above, now treated as an abstract lattice

temp := Gperb(LGl, GInvLat (LG1));

LGlco := LatticeWithGram(Group(temp), GramMatrix (temp));
Append (“group_names , "$L_2(11)$");

Append (“invariant_lattices , latticesl);

Append (“coinvariant_lattices , LGlco);

The list group_names contains the names of the 15 maximal groups in the
tex format like "$L_2(11)$". The entries of the list invariant_lattices are
the lists of the possible invariant lattices LE according to the [HMI9, Table 9],
in the case of Ly(11) they are stored in the lattices1 which then becomes an
entry of invariant lattices. Now G1 is a 24-dimensional representation of
Ly(11) as described in the auxiliary computational files for . LG1 is the
coinvariant sublattice of the Leech lattice under the action of G1, Gperb is the
function perb computing the orthogonal complement of a sublattice inside the
Leech lattice also to be found in the auxiliary files to [HM19] modified to work
on a GLattice (i. e. a lattice with a defined group action) and the function
GInvtLat (defined in the auxiliary files) computes the invariant sublattice of a
GLattice L under its associated group action via simple linear algebra.

The final result of our computations is the list tuples whose entries corre-
spond to the rows in Table [l We obtain them by feeding the entries of the
three lists described above to the function ExtendableIsometries.
tuples := [];
for i in [1..15] do

for t in ExtendableIsometries(
invariant_lattices[i],
coinvariant_lattices[i],
group_names [i]

) do
Append (“tuples, t);

end for;
end for;

Let us introduce some auxiliary functions (the implementation is simple
enough to skip it an interested reader is invited to check attached file). The
body of

GoodIsometries := function(L)
/ *
takes a 3-dimensional positive definite lattice L
and returns the list its good tsometries
(as defined in the paper)
*/

end function;

Divisibility := function (h, Ld, im, proj)
/*

h - a wector from LG whose divisibility
in the K37 [2] lattice we want to find;
im - an image of D(L_G) in D(L"G);
proj - a projection form the dual (L"G)*;
to the discriminant group D(L"G);
Ld - a dual lattice to LG



A CODES

*/

end function;

Then, the body of ExtendableIsometries is as follows:

ExtendableIsometries := function (lattices, L_coinvariant , GName)
//Autdisc defined in auz. files of [HM19]
//it returns information on the discriminant group
//and its isometries
Isos_DL_coinv, /* multiple other wariables */
:= Autdisc(L_coinvariant);
BaseG := Group(L_coinvariant);

list_of_tuples := [];
extendable_isos := [];
gens := [Matrix(g) : g in Generators (BaseG)];
for lat in lattices do
//invariant sublattice of BaseG in the K3 [2] lattice
L_inv := LatticeWithGram(
ChangeRing (
GramMatrix (lat),
Integers ()
)
)
Isos_DL_inv, /* multiple other wariables */
:= Autdisc (L_inv);

Iso_emb := IsometricEmbeddings/(
DL_coinv, q_L_coinv, DL_inv, q_L_inv
)
isos := GoodIsometries(L_inv);
extendable_by_gamma := [];
for gamma in Iso_emb do
im := Image (gamma);
/ *

below we check whether the discriminant form
has the aproptiate wvalue
*/
square := 0; //dummy value
for x in DL_inv do
if x in im then

continue;
end if;
orthogonal := true;
for y in im do
product := (q_L_inv(x+y) - q_L_inv(x) - q_L_inv(y))/2;

if product in Integers () then
continue;
else
orthogonal := false;
break;
end if;
end for;
if orthogonal then
square := q_L_inv(x);
break;
end if;
end for;
if square ne 3/2 then
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continue;
end if;
gamma_extendable := [];
for iso in isos do
//h will be the polarization fized by the group
h := Basis(
InvariantLat(L_inv, MatrixGroup<3,
IntegerRing () | [isol>)
) [11;
//CheckGlueable will check %f our good isometry
//can be exztended to an isometry of the whole lattice
//and return true and the function on the coinvariant
//more on that later

bo, f_coinv := CheckGlueable(/* many a wvariable */);
if not bo then
continue;
end if;
TranscendentallLattice := function(L, h)
/%

computes the complement of h in L
which will be the transcendental latiice
*/

end function;
T := Transcendentallattice(L_inv, h);
//L_inv_d is the dual of L_inv (defined by Autdisc earlier)
//we treat h as an element of it to calcualte
//the divisibility
hli := L_inv_d ! h;
h_div := Divisibility(hl, L_inv_d, im, pi_L_inv);
//below we check if there exzists a vector
//of divisibility 2 in the transcendental lattice
//if there is no corresponding manifold
//can be a Hilbert scheme of a K3 surface

B_Td := [L_inv_d!t : t in Basis(T)];
T_div := 1;
if (

Divisibility(B_Td[1], L_inv_d, im, pi_L_inv) eq 1 and
Divisibility(B_Td[2], L_inv_d, im, pi_L_inv) eq 1 and
Divisibility(B_Td[1] + B_Td[2], L_inv_d, im, pi_L_inv)
eq 1
) then
T_div
else
T_div
end if;
T := GramMatrix (T);
if T[1]1[2] 1le O then
T[1][2] *:= -1;
T[2][1] *:= -1;
end if;
tuple := [x x];
Append (“tuple, (h, h));
/* we gather all the relevant information in tuples*/

1;

2;

Append (“tuple, GramMatrix (L_inv));
duplicate := false;
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for tu in gamma_extendable do
/*
we check for duplicates by comparing values
*/
end if;
end for;
Append ("extendable_by_gamma , gamma_extendable);
end for;
for tuples in extendable_by_gamma do
for old_tuple in tuples do
/% here we construct the tuples
containing the info from the table
as well as the generators of
the overgroup of BaseG found
(they can be found in a separate file)
and check for duplicates
*/
Append (“extendable_isos , tuple);
end for;
end for;
end for;
return extendable_isos;
end function;

Now to conclude, we present the body of the CheckGlueable function which
actually checks the conditions from Lemma

CheckGlueable := function(/*many a wariablex*/)
/*
the use of permutation representations below may appear contrived
but was probably used by Hohn and Mason for computational efficiency

LO - the coinvariant sublattice lattice im our setting;

L - the invarinat sublattice;

DLO and DL - respective determinant groups;

gamma : DLO -> DL - a gluing tsomorphism;

250 - the tsomoephism of L we wish to exztend;

Isos_DL - permutation group representation of isometries of DL;
Isos_DLO - ditto for DL;

Im_Isos_DL - permutation group representation of

the group of isometries of DL induced by isometries of L;
phi_LO - a function from automorphisms of DLO to Isos_DLO
pi_L - the projection from the dual of L onto DL

g_LO0 - a map from tsometries of LO to Isos_DLO

*/

ordiso := Order (iso);

f_L := ChangeRing (iso, RationalField());

gens := Generators (DLO);

//below we check the condition 1. from the lemma
im := Image (gamma);

for g in gens do
if not pi_L((gamma(g) @@ pi_L) * £f_L) in im then
return false, _;
end if;
end for;
//now we proceed the condition 2.
f_DLO := hom<DLO -> DLO |
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[<x, pi_L((gamma(x) @@ pi_L) * f_L) @@ gamma>:
x in Generators (DLO)]
>;
ff := (AutomorphismGroup (DLO)!f_DLO)@phi_LO;
if ff in Im_Isos_DLO then
ff := Im_Isos_DLO!ff;
else
return false, _;
end if;
//below we define the tisometry of the coinvariant lattice
//which can be glued with the isometry of L we started with
f_LO := ff @@ g_LO;
//now we try to find f a possible //different preimage of ff
//with higher order relative to G
//knowing that such f must normalize G
BaseG := ChangeRing (Group(LO), Rationals ());
flag_order := false;
for i in [1..Floor(ordiso/2)] do
if £f_LO"i in BaseG then
flag_order eq true;
break;
end if;
end for;
if flag_order then
for f in Isos_LO do
if not f"ordiso in BaseG then
continue;
end if;
flag_order2 := false;
for i in [1..Floor(ordiso/2)] do
if £f_LO"i in BaseG then
flag_order2 := true;
break;
end if;
end for;
if flag_order2 then
continue;
end if;
normalizes := true;
for g in gens do
if not f*xgxf~(ordiso - 1) in BaseG then
normalizes := false;
break;
end if;
end for;
if normalizes and g_LO(f) eq ff then
f_LO := f£f;
end if;
end for;
end if;

//we return true and f_LO as an inter 20z20 matriz
return true, ChangeRing (Matrix(£f_LO), Integers ());
end function;
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A.2 No lines in a quartic

The following [M2] code checks that there are no lines in the two quartics of
interest to us in Section 3.3

We work over three rings R = Q|zg, 1, x2, x3], P = Q|a, b, ¢, d], and P =
Py[s,t]. The polynomial p defining the quartic we are interested in lies in R. We
consider a line in the three-dimensional projective space given by a parametriza-
tion, e.g. (s,t,as + bt,cs + dt) where we treat a,b, ¢, d as constants and s,t as
parameters. We have

p(s,t,as + bt,cs + dt) = Z Pa,p(a,b, e, d)so‘tﬁ,
a+f—degp

for some polynomials p, g of four variables. If the line is to be contained in
the variety defined by p, all the p, g must vanish on (a,b,c,d). So we check if
they have a common zero. If they do not (so the radical of the ideal generated
by them is not proper or is the irrelevant ideal), there is no line of the form
(s,t,as + bt,cs + dt) for the constants a, b, ¢,d and the parameters s,¢. After
checking over every possible parametrization, we determine there are indeed no
lines in the variety p=1(0).

R = QQ[x0, x1, x2, x3];

P1 = QQla,b,c,d];

P2 = P1[s,t];

pl = x073*x1 + x173*%x2 + x273%x0 + x374;

p2 = x074 + x174 + x274 + x374 + 12*%x0*x1*x2%*x3;

f1 = map (P2, R, {s, t, a * s + b x t, ¢ * s + d * t});
f2 = map (P2, R, {s, a * s + b * t, t, ¢ * s + d * t});
f3 = map (P2, R, {s, a * s + b x t, c * s +d *x t, t});
f4 = map (P2, R, {a * s + b x t, s, t, ¢ * s + d * t});
f6 = map (P2, R, {a * s + b * t, s, c * s +d * t, t});
f6 = map (P2, R, fa * s + b *x t, ¢ * s +d *x t, s, t});
listf = {f1, f2, £f3, f4, f5, f6};

for f in listf do (
print radical ideal new List from
((coefficients f(pl1))_1)_0

)

for f in listf do (
print radical ideal new List from
((coefficients f(p2))_1)_0

)
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B 15 maximal groups

As always, notation for groups is the same as in [HM19] and [WCNB85].

%
™
h

Q

2 1 0 6 2 2
1. Lo(11) 1 6 0,2 8 -3
0 0 22 2 -3 8
2 0 0 4 2 0
2. L3(4) 0 10 4,2 4 o0
0 4 10 0 0 14
2 1 2 0 1 4 2 1 6 3 1
3. Ay 1 2 0 6 0],[2 6 3 3 6 1
0 0 1 0 18 1 3 12 1 1 8
4 0 0
4. 73 : La(7) (0 6 2 )
0 2 10
2 0 0 4 2 0
5. Za x La(7) 0 14 0,2 8 o0
0 0 14 0 0 14
2 0 0 4 0 0
6. Zs : Ag 0 4 o0},l0 6 0
0 0 24 0 0 8
2 0 0 4 0 0
7. Z3: Ss (0 4 0),(0 8 0)
0 0 40 0 0 10
4 2 0
8. Se 2 4 0
0 0 30
2 0 0 4 2 0
9. Mo 0 4 o0],(2 6 o0
0 0 30 0 0 12
4 1 0 6 0 O
10. | (Z3 x As) : Zo 1 4 o],({o 10 5
0 0 30 0 5 10
6 2 2
11. Q(Z3 : Zs) (2 6 —2>
2 -2 14
4 0 0
12. | Z4:(S3 x S3) (0 6 0)
0 0 24
4 2 0
13. 72 : QD16 (2 10 0)
0 0 12
6 0 0
14. 31+4.9.92 0 6 0
0 0 6
6 3 0
15. 34 Ag 3 6 0
0 0 6

Table 2: 15 maximal groups acting symplectically on fourfolds of type K3[2!
and the invariant sublattices
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