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EXTENDING HYPERELLIPTIC K3 SURFACES,
AND GODEAUX SURFACES WITH =, =7/2

STEPHEN COUGHLAN

ABSTRACT. We construct the extension of a hyperelliptic K3 surface to
a Fano 6-fold with extraordinary properties in moduli. This leads us to
a family of surfaces of general type with p; = 1, ¢ = 0, K? = 2 and
hyperelliptic canonical curve, each of which is a weighted complete inter-
section inside a Fano 6-fold. Finally, we use these hyperelliptic surfaces
to determine an 8-parameter family of Godeaux surfaces with 71 = Z/2.

1. Introduction

In the 1930s Godeaux constructed the first example of a surface of general
type with p, = 0, K 2 =1, and surfaces with these invariants are now named
after him. Godeaux surfaces have cyclic torsion group of order < 5, and the
components of the moduli space with torsion Z/5, Z/4, Z/3 were constructed in
[8]. In each case the moduli space is irreducible, unirational, and 8-dimensional,
which is the expected dimension. The first simply connected example appeared
in [2], and recently another simply connected Godeaux surface was constructed
in [6] using Q-Gorenstein smoothing theory. In Theorem 1, we give an 8-
parameter family of Godeaux surfaces with topological fundamental group Z/2.
Previous constructions of Godeaux surfaces with m; = Z/2 were given in [1],
[12] but these give only 4-dimensional subvarieties of the moduli space.

To construct the Z/2-Godeaux surface, we first consider the universal cover
Y, which is a surface of general type with p, = 1, K? = 2. Such surfaces are
studied very thoroughly in [3], giving an almost complete classification of the
moduli space. It is known (see [3], Theorem 6.1 or Lemma 5.1) that if Y is the
universal cover of a Godeaux surface, then the canonical curve section must
be hyperelliptic. For brevity, we call Y a hyperelliptic surface of general type.
Such surfaces are special in the moduli space. Moreover Y is closely related to
the symmetric determinantal quartic K3 surface with ten nodes. This is our
starting point.
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The symmetric determinantal quartic K3 surface T, C P3 has a hyperelliptic
degeneration to T4 C P(1%,2), a double cover of the nonsingular quadric
surface with ten nodes, arising from nodes on the branch curve. Now T5 4 is
equipped with a Weil divisor A such that Or,,(24) = Or,,(1). Thus 75 4 has
a model T in weighted projective space P(2%,3%,4) given by Proj of the graded
ring

R(Tyu, A) = P H(T2.4, Or(nA)),
n>0
where the ten nodes become 10 x %(1, 1) points. We use the shorthand % point
to mean the image of the origin in the quotient of C™ by Z/2 acting by —1 on
all coordinates.

The K3 surface T is the “elephant” hyperplane section of a Fano 3-fold
W c P(1,2%,3% 4) with 10 x % points. In terms of graded rings, there is an
element a € R(W, —Kyw ) of degree 1 such that

R(T, A) = R(W, —Kw)/(a).

We call this 3-fold an extension of T', and iterate this process to obtain fur-
ther extensions up to a Fano 6-fold W¢ c P(1%,2%,3%,4), containing T as the
intersection of four hyperplane sections of weight 1. We obtain a one-to-one
correspondence of moduli between the surface T and the 6-fold W5.

Main Theorem. Let T' C IP(24,3%,4) be a quasismooth hyperelliptic K3 sur-
face with 10 x % points. Then T determines (and is uniquely determined by) a
unique extension to a quasismooth Fano 6-fold W C P(1%,2% 3% 4) with 10 x %
points and such that

T=WnNH NHyNHsN Hy,
where the H; are hyperplanes of weight 1 in the projective space P(1%,24,3% 4).

The point of this extension is that, given such a Fano 6-fold W, it is easy to
construct hyperelliptic surfaces of general type with p, =1, ¢ = 0, K? = 2.

Corollary 1. There is a 15-parameter family of hyperelliptic surfaces Y of
general type with p, =1, ¢ =0, K? = 2, each of which is topologically simply
connected, and a complete intersection of type (1,1,1,2) in a Fano 6-fold W C
P(1%,2%, 3%, 4) with 10 x § points.

In fact this gives the canonical model of Y, and so the genus 3 hyperelliptic
curve D € |Ky| is the unique hyperplane section of weight 1 in Y. A con-
struction for these surfaces was outlined by Catanese and Debarre in [3], but
our method has the advantage of being more explicit, and thus suitable for
the study of Godeaux surfaces. Indeed, we go on to construct a new family of
Godeaux surfaces with fundamental group Z/2.

Theorem 1. There is an 8-parameter family of Godeaux surfaces X with my =
Z/2, where each X is obtained as a Z/2-quotient of some hyperelliptic surface
Y constructed in Corollary 1.



HYPERELLIPTIC K3 SURFACES AND GODEAUX SURFACES 871

We outline the contents of this article. Sections 2 and 3 treat graded rings
over hyperelliptic curves and K3 surfaces respectively, working relative to the
hyperelliptic double cover. The Main Theorem is proved in Section 4, using
a projection—unprojection construction for T and for W°. This Theorem is a
sequel to one of the results in [5]. See also [7] and [10] for details on these
methods. Finally, in Section 5 we first prove Corollary 1, before undergoing
a careful study of Z/2 actions on our configuration. This results in an 8-
parameter family of Z/2-Godeaux surfaces, proving Theorem 1.

We do not prove that the moduli space of Z/2-Godeaux surfaces is irre-
ducible. This is a hard problem. Let ¢/ be the family constructed in Theorem
1. It remains to show that I/ covers an open set of the moduli space of Godeaux
surfaces by studying deformations of surfaces in ¢, and to study the closure of
U by studying one parameter limits (degenerations) of surfaces in U.

Remark 1.1. The arguments in Section 4 involve some explicit equations for
the 6-fold W, and a posteriori, many of the results can be checked simply by
verifying the stated formulae. We remind the reader of this at the relevant
points. All stated equations have also been checked using computer algebra
software.

2. Graded rings over hyperelliptic curves

In this section we briefly review hyperelliptic curves and their graded rings,
using the double cover of P!. This is well known material contained for example
in Section 4 of [9]. We include this section for completeness since we generalise
to hyperelliptic K3 surfaces in Section 3.

Let D be a hyperelliptic curve of genus 3. Then the canonical linear system
|K p| defines a double cover of P* embedded as a plane conic, branched in eight
points Q1,...,Qs. The corresponding ramification (or Weierstrass) points on
D are labelled P;,...,Ps. The double cover 7: D — P! determines and is
determined by the gi. Moreover, we have 2P, ~ g3 and Kp ~ 2g3. There is
a natural hyperelliptic involution & on D which swaps the two sheets of the
double cover, and 7 is the quotient map of this involution.

Choose generators s1, sy of H’(D, gd). Then Dg C P(1,1,4) is a model of
D, with equation t? = Fg(s1,s2), where Fg vanishes at Q1 + --- + Qs. By
considering rational functions on D, we have

4gy ~ Py + - + P,
or equivalently,
Bl + (8 - a)g% ~ BQ + 4g%,

where By = P +---+ P,, Bo = Py+1 + --- + Ps. Since the B; are effective
Cartier divisors on D we can choose constant sections

Uu: OD—)OD(Bl), (O OD_>OD(B2).
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Now u?, uv,v? are sections of agl, 4g3, (8 — a)ga respectively, so we have two

relations u? = f(s1, s2), v? = g(s1,s2) and the identity ¢t = uv. Here f(s1,52)
is a homogeneous function of degree a on P' with zeros at Q1, ..., Qq, similarly
g(s1,52), so that F = fg.

Clearly every h-invariant divisor class A on D can be written in the form

A~P + -+ Py+bgy~Poy1+ -+ Ps+ (a+b—4)gs.
For such A, the graded ring

R(D,A) = @ H(D,0p(nA))

can be studied relative to the base P! via the double cover 7. We quote the
following proposition from [9] for D of genus 3, although the proposition and
subsequent graded ring calculations work for any genus with only minor alter-
ations.

Proposition 2.1. Let D be a hyperelliptic curve of genus 3 with Weierstrass
points Pi, ..., Ps, and write m: D — P! for the natural quotient by the hyper-
elliptic involution h. Then

(1) m.Op = Op1 ® Op1(—4);

(2) mOp(g3) = Op(1) ® Opi(—3);

(3) F*OD(Pl + -+ Pa) = Op1u ® Opr (a — 4)’1};
where in each case the first summand is invariant under h and the second is
anti-invariant.

Remark 2.2. Note that m,.Op is a sheaf of Op1-algebras, where the multiplica-
tion
OPI (—4) X OPI (—4) — OPI
is defined via t2 = F(s, s2).
2.1. The ineffective theta characteristic

An ineffective theta characteristic is a divisor class A on D such that h°(D, A)
=0 and 24 ~ Kp. Consider the ineffective theta characteristic

A~P +- -+ P —gs~Ps+---+Ps—ga

on D. Using Proposition 2.1, we see that R(D, A) is generated by monomials
in s, 8o, u, v:

21, 22, 23, %4 Siu, S2u, S1V, SV
t U

n H°(D,0p(nA)) H°(P', 7.Op(nA))
0 1 1

1 ¢ ¢

2 Y1, Y2, Y3 1, s182, S5

3

4
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The relations between these generators are either of the trivial monomial kind,
or derived from

u? = fa(s1,52), v = ga(s1,52)-
For example, it is clear that 27 = s?u? = y1 f(y1, y2,y3), where f(y1,y2,y3) is
a rendering of fi(s1,s2) in the quadratic monomials s%, s1s2, s3. In fact, we
can present all the equations as

Y Y2 | 21 =3
Zo Z
rank Y2 Y3 | =2 *4 <1,
21 2| fo
z3 24|t go

where fo and go are quadrics in y1, Y2, y3. Taking Proj R(D, A) gives
D c P(23,3%4),

and the double cover of P! is the conic defined by the first 2 x 2 minor of the
matrix.

3. Graded rings over hyperelliptic K3 surfaces

In this section we study the hyperelliptic degeneration of the symmetric
determinantal quartic K3 surface. First we generalise the methods of Section 2
to hyperelliptic K3 surfaces, and in 3.1 we construct a hyperelliptic K3 surface
T that extends the hyperelliptic curve D of genus 3 from Section 2.1. We go
on to give alternative descriptions for D and 7T in Section 3.2, which is used in
the proof of the Main Theorem.

A hyperelliptic K3 surface T' is a K3 surface together with a complete linear
system L such that |L| contains an irreducible hyperelliptic curve D of arith-
metic genus g = h%(T, O7 (L)) — 1. Then L determines a 2-to-1 map 7: T — F
where F' is a surface of degree g—1 in P9, and the branch locus of 7 is some divi-
sorin |[-2Kp|. See [11] for further details on the hyperelliptic dichotomy for K3
surfaces. Del Pezzo classified surfaces F' of minimal degree as rational scrolls or
the Veronese surface. Since both have very simple explicit descriptions, we can
analyse graded rings over any hyperelliptic K3 surface by calculating relative
to the base I in the same way as for elliptic curves. For brevity we treat only
the case g = 3, but more general examples are contained in [4].

We assume that F = Qo C P3 is a quadric of rank 4 and the double cover
m: T — F is branched in a curve C of bidegree (4,4), which splits into two
components C; + Cs of bidegree (3,1) and (1, 3) respectively. The components
of the branch curve intersect one another transversally in ten points which are
nodes of T'. This is the hyperelliptic degeneration of the symmetric determi-
nantal quartic K3 surface. As usual there is a hyperelliptic involution A on T
exchanging the two sheets of the double cover, and 7 is the quotient map of h.
Let Hy, Hy be the generators of Pic @, then we omit 7* to write 7*H; = H;
on T, and 7*C; = 2D;.
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Let s1,s2 be generators of HO(T, Hy), similarly t;,t, for H°(T, Hy). Then
there is an equation F4,4(51, S2,t1,t2) defining the branch curve C on Q. This
equation factors as F' = f31(s;,ti)91,3(8:,t;), which gives the splitting C' =
C1 +C5. The double cover T is given by t?> = F, and we have 2D, ~ 3H; + H,
and 2Dy ~ H; + 3Hs on T. Considering the rational function t/(t3s%) on T,
we find

2(Hy + Ha) ~ Dy + Do.

By analogy with Section 2 we write down graded rings

R(T, A) = @ H(T, Or(nA)),

n>0

where A is a divisor class which is invariant under h. Any such A can be written
in the form

A~ D1 + TL1H1 + 7’L2H2 ~ DQ + (n1 + ].)Hl + (7’L2 — 1)H2

The following proposition is a natural extension of Proposition 2.1, which allows
us to describe R(T, A) relative to R(Q, . A).

Proposition 3.1. Let T be a hyperelliptic K3 surface double cover of the rank
4 quadric Q@ C P23, with ramification properties as described above. Choose
constant sections u: Op — Op(D1) and v: Op — Orp(D2) for the components
D; of the ramification curve. Clearly we have u? = f31(si,t;), uv = t and
v? = g1,3(si,t;), where F = fg. Moreover,

(1) mOr = Og @ OQ(*Q, —2);

(2) mOr(Hy) = 0q(1,0) & Og(—1, —2);

(3) mO7r(D1) = Ogud Og(1,—1)v;

with similar results for Ha, Dy respectively.

Remark 3.2. Once again we note the Og-algebra structure on 7,Or. The
multiplication map

OQ(*Q, -2)® OQ(*Q, -2) = Oq
is defined via the equation t? = Fy 4(s1, s2,t1,t2).

3.1. Construction of the K3 surface T

Write A ~ D1 — Hy ~ Dy — Ho, which is an h-invariant Weil divisor class on
T, satisfying H(T, Or(A)) = 0 and O7(24) = m*Og(1). Note that A is the
analogue of the ineffective theta characteristic in Section 2.1. We can describe
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the ring R(T, A) using Proposition 3.1. The generators for R(T, A) are:

HO(T7 OT(nA) HO(Q) ﬂ-*OT(nA))
1 1
0 0

Y1, Y2, Y3, Ya Sit1, Sot1, Sito, Sato
21, 22, R3, %4 tlua tQU, 510V, S2U
t uv

AW~ oS

The relations are again mostly trivial monomial relations, together with those
derived from u? = f3; and v? = g13. For example, 27 = t2f31, and we
can render the bihomogeneous expression t7f3 ;1 as a cubic in the variables
Y1, --.,Y4. In fact, since all terms of the right hand side are divisible by either
s1t1 or soty, we have

21 =Pyt + qye,

where p1, ¢1 are suitable quadrics in y1,...,ys4. A slightly more intricate cal-
culation gives

2 /
z1t = tu”v = t1vfa 1 = S10q2,2 + S20qy 9 = P123 + q1 24,

where p; and ¢; are the same quadrics as above. The trick here is to make
f3,1 bihomogeneous by incorporating the factor ¢; into f and simultaneously
taking out the excess in s1, so. Clearly, there are certain choices involved in
writing down p; and ¢;. Fortunately, these do not matter, as any discrepancy
is accounted for by the rank condition (1) below. We present all the relations
of R(T, A) as follows

Y1 Y2 | 21
(1) rank | y3 y4 | 22 <1,

21 = i1 + Qye 25 = p3y1 + qsys
2122 = P1Y3 + quya = P2Y1 +q2Y2 2324 = P3Y2 + G3Ys = Pay1 + qay3
25 = pays + Q204 23 = pay2 + qaya
z1it = p1z3 + q124 z3t = p3z1 + @322
Zot = p2z3 + G224 z4t = paz1 + qu22

t* = F(y;) = pips + D203 + paqu + G2,

where the p;, ¢; are quadrics in yq, . . ., y4, as described above for the case i = 1.
Then Proj R(T, A) gives us the K3 surface

T c P(24,3%,4),

which has 10 x £(1,1) points. Note that the curve D of Section 2.1 is obtained
by taking a hyperplane section of weight 2 in T', avoiding the % points.
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3.2. Projection of T to a complete intersection

Let @ C P3 be the quadric of rank 4 and consider the projection Q --» P?
of del Pezzo surfaces. This map is obtained by taking the blow up B of a
point P on @, then contracting the two (—1)-curves on B arising from the
rulings of Q to get P2. Now, suppose we have a curve C on Q of type (4,4)
which splits as C = Cy + Cy where C; € (3,1), Cy € (1,3) so that C has ten
nodes. If the centre of projection P is chosen to be one of these nodes then
the two components C7, Cs are projected to nodal plane cubics, and P itself is
projected to the line L through these two nodes.

Now suppose we have a hyperelliptic K3 surface 7" which is a double cover
of @ branched in C. The classical projection @ --+ P? lifts to the double cover
as illustrated by the diagram below:

where o: T — T is the blowup of P in T and we write E = P! for the
exceptional divisor. The image T’ of the projection is a double cover of P?
branched over the two nodal cubics. The centre of projection P in T is projected
to a rational curve of arithmetic genus 2, double covering L away from the two
nodes, and branched over the residual intersection with C.

Now this diagram can also be recast as a projection—unprojection operation
in the sense of [7], [10].

Proposition 3.3. The projection from a % point of T C P(2%,3%,4) is a com-
plete intersection Tg ¢ C P(2,2,2,3,3) with equations

2 = Li(y1,y2,93)v5 + layafg + y1 f2,

25 = My(y1, Y2, Y3)y5 + may2fg + ysg®,

(2)

where L1, My are linear in y1,y2,ys but do not involve yy4, and ly, my are
scalars. The image of the exceptional curve E is defined by yo = 0.

Proof. Start from T C P(24,3%,4) with 10 x % points and polarising divisor A,

as described in Section 3.1. Choose a % point P in T'; and write o: T — T for
the (1, 1)-weighted blowup of P, whose exceptional curve is E. According to
[7], [10], the projected surface Tg ¢ C P(2,2,2,3,3) is calculated as

T' =ProjR(T,0*A — %E),
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where certain functions (to be determined) on T are eliminated by the projec-
tion, because they do not vanish appropriately along E.

We express this elimination explicitly as an operation in commutative alge-
bra. Assume the centre of projection is a % point at the coordinate point P, ,
with local coordinates z3, z4. Then adjusting the coordinates from Section 3.1
slightly, we write down the determinantal relations

y2 [ =
(3) rank | ¢y 23| <1,
zZo  Z4 t

where we reserve the right to choose f, g later. These equations are a subset of
those for T' C P(2%,3%,4) after a trivial change of coordinates. The remaining
equations for T are completely determined by

22 = L1ys + Loyaf + L3 f?,
25 = Myys + Mayag + Msg?,

where a priori L;, M; are linear in y1,...,y4. Indeed, the equations we have
written down so far are sufficient to determine the two components C; and Cs
of the branch curve, along with their defining equations fs;; and g;,3. We can
fill in the remaining equations of T" using the procedure outlined in Section 3.1.

Moreover, since we fixed a % point at P,,, the last equation for 7" can be
written as

t* = as(y1, y3)yi + bs(y1, Y2, Y3)ys + ca(y1, y2, y3).

Now the tangent cone to P must factorise, because the branch curve C splits
into two components, so we can choose coordinates

f=y+ays, g=08y+ys

so that a = y1ys. This in turn forces Ls = y1, M3 = y3 so that modulo the
rank condition (3), the equations involving 2% and z3 take the form (2).

We are finally in a position to describe the projection centred at P, in terms
of explicit equations. The local coordinates near P are z3, z4 so we expect the
projection to eliminate these variables along with y4 (see [10], example 9.13). In
fact the projection also eliminates ¢, and we are left with equations (2) defining
a complete intersection

Tge CP(2,2,2,3,3).
The image of the exceptional curve E is defined by yo, = 0. This is the hy-

perelliptic degeneration of the totally tangent conic configuration described in
[5]. O
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4. Extending hyperelliptic graded rings

In this section we consider extensions of the hyperelliptic K3 surface T' con-
structed in Section 3.1, and prove the Main Theorem. As with the symmetric
determinantal extensions of [5], the most convenient way to extend T is by using
the projection construction of Section 3.2. We describe the reverse procedure
to Proposition 3.3. Start from

P! £ TY o C P(2,2,2,3,3),

where T’ is a double cover of P(2,2,2) branched in two nodal cubics. The
image of ¢ is a curve of arithmetic genus 2, which is a double cover of the line
joining the two nodes. Constructing ¢ and T§ ¢ is equivalent to constructing T
itself, so we prove the theorem by extending ¢ and T".

We assume that ¢ is a double cover of the line (y2 = 0) C P(2, 2,2) branched
over the points ¢(1,0) and (0, 1). Then for general 7”7 the map ¢ is

o: Pt 5 P(2,2,2,3,3)
(4) (u,v) — (u2, 0,02, u(u2 + av2),v(ﬂu2 + v2)) .

Rendering ¢*(22) in terms of y;, y3 we see that the image of ¢ is defined by
the equations

(5) Cy:zi =nf
(6) Cy: 25 = y39°,
(7) Y2 = 07

where f = y; + ays and g = By1 + y3. To define TV C P(2,2,2,3,3) we must
choose two appropriate combinations of weight 6 in equations (5)—(7). Note
that if we want the branch curves to be nondegenerate then we should ensure
that both equations for 7’ involve y, nontrivially. Moreover, after incorporating
12 into the equations we should check that there are still two bona fide nodes
on the branch locus at (—a,0,1) and (1,0,—p). So, calculating the tangent
cone to each curve at these points forces the equations of T to take the form
®) Ci+UQ1 + 12Q2 + 13Q3 + 14Qu,

Ca + m1Q1 + maQ2 + m3Qs + maQa,

where [;, m; are scalar parameters and

Q= fys, Qa=vy3 Qs=gy5, Qu=fgy.
One can check that (8) is equivalent to equations (2) of Proposition 3.3.
Strategy of proof of Main Theorem. Start with a quasismooth Fano 6-fold W C
P(1%,2%, 3%, 4) with 10 x 1 points, such that T =W N H; N Hy N H3 N Hy is a
hyperelliptic K3 surface. By the above discussion, the projection from a % point
P in T gives Tg ¢ C P(2,2,2,3,3) together with : P! — T'. Let P be the %
point on W corresponding to P on T'. The projection from P gives a Fano 6-fold



HYPERELLIPTIC K3 SURFACES AND GODEAUX SURFACES 879

Wi C P(1%,23,3?) containing the image of a map ®: P5 — P(1%,23,32), where
®lp(23,32) = . We prove that & and W' exist and are uniquely determined by
¢ and T’. Then the reverse projection shows that W exists and is uniquely
determined by 7.

We lay some groundwork for the proof, by computing a normal form for ®.
Define ¢: P! — P(2,2,2,3,3) as in (4) and write @o: Pt — P(2,2,2) for the
map

woly) =u®,  ¢i(y2) =0, @5(ys) = v*.
Then writing u, v, a, b, ¢, d for the coordinates on P?, up to automorphisms of
P® and P(1%,23) the general extension of g to ®¢: P° — P(14,23) is

5(a) = a, Po(b) =b, P5(c)=c, P4(d) =d,

Oy (y1) = u? +2av,
(9) Di(y2) =0+ bu + cv,
®;(y3) = v2+ 2du.
We prove that there is a unique map ®: P> — P(1%,23,3%) which is a lift of ®
and which extends 7§ 5 to W¢ ¢.
Lemma 4.1. The general forms of ®*(z;) are
(10) D" (21) = u(f + s4) + sauv + s5v,
D" (29) = v(g + t5) + tauv + tau.

Proof. We begin by fixing some notation. Write M, R, S for the coordinate
rings of P5, P(14,23) and P(1%,22,32) respectively. By equation (9), the map
®; induces a graded R-module structure on M with generators 1, u, v and uwv.
Similarly ®* makes M into a graded S-module with the same generators. The
presentation of M as a module over R is

0 M ") R oR(—1) @ R(—2) <X R(—2) @ 2R(~3) @ R(—4),
where A is the matrix

—ys  by1 cys  —2cdyr + dadys — 2abys

b — —2cd

(11) Y2 & CYs3
c  —2ab —ys by1
0 c b —Y2

Since ® is a lift of ¢ the general forms of ®*(z;) are
D" (z) = u® + auv? + s1u? + souv + 302 + sau + sy,
D" (29) = Buv 4+ v° + t1u® + tauv + tgv? + tau + tsv,

where the s;(a, b, ¢, d), t;(a, b, ¢, d) are homogeneous polynomials of degree 1 or
2 as appropriate. Then using the R-module structure of M, and coordinate
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changes z1 — 21 + s1y1 and similar to absorb the values of s, s3, t1, t3 into
21, 22, we get the normal form given in equation (10). O

Theorem 4.2. (I) The kernel of ®*: S — M contains equations extend-
ing (5), (6) of the form

22 —y1f? € R+ Rz + Rao,
25 —y39® € R+ Rz1 + Rz
if and only if
sy = (1 —af)a, s4=Pd*>+ad* s5=alaf—1)ad,
to=(1—af)d, ty=pfB—1)ad, ts5=p%*+ad.
(IT) Given part (I), the equations are
27 —yi(f + 54)% = —4(f + s4)s2ays — dsassdy1 + s3y1ys + s3ys
+2(1 — af)a®(3dz1 — az) — 20a(f + s4)22,
25 —y3(g +15)° = —4(g + t5)tadyr — dtatsays + t3y1ys + tin
+2(1 — af)d®(3azy — dz1) — 2Bd(g + t5)z1.

Corollary 4.3. Given the values of s;, t; stated in Theorem 4.2, the kernel
of ®* also contains (nontrivial) equations extending Q; for i = 1,....4 of the
form

(12)

(13)

fya, vs, gy3, fgy2 € R+ Rzi + Rz

respectively.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The “if” part of the theorem is proved by evaluating
equations (12), (13) under ®* with s;, ¢; taking the values stated in the theorem.
The remainder of the proof is for the “only if” part.

Using the graded module structure of k[u, v] over k[y1, y2, y3] via ¢ we write

©"(21) = fu, ¢*(22) = gv.
2

Then squaring each of these expressions and rendering u2, v? as yi, y3 re-
spectively, gives equations (5), (6) immediately. We attempt to do the same
rendering calculation for the extended map ®*. Since

u? = ®*(y1) — 2av,
v? = ®*(y3) — 2du,
we can eliminate all terms involving u? or v? from ®*(2?) to obtain
% (27 — y1(f + s4) + 4(f + s4)s2ay3 + 4sas5dys — s3y1ys — s2ys3) =0,
" (25 — y3(g + t5)® + 4(g + ts)tadys + Atatsays — t3y1ys — tjy1) =0
modulo (a,b,c,d)M. The residual parts to these congruences are

K =Kyu+ Ky,v+ Kyyuv,
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L =L,u+ Lyv+ Ly,uv

respectively, where

K, =8(f + s4)s2ad — 25§d — 25§dy1 + 259553,
(14) Ky, = =2(f + s4)’a+ 8sassad + 2(f + s4)s2y1 — 2s5ays,

Koy = 2(f + 54)85 + 4s2ad,
and
L, = —2(9 + t5)2d + 8totsad + 2(g + t5)t2y3 — 2t§dy1,

(15) Ly, = 8(g + ts5)toad — 2t2a — 2t3ays + 2tatayy,

Luyw = 2(g + t5)ts + 4t3ad.
Now K, L are homogeneous expressions of degree 6 in (a,b,c,d)M, and we
prove that if they are to be contained in the submodule R 4+ Rz; + Rzo C M
then s;, t; must take the values stated in the theorem.

From the definition of ®*(z;) in (10), the submodule R + Rz; + Rz is the
image of the composite map

(1,u,v,uv)

M R®2R(—1)® R(—2) <& R®2R(—-3)® R(—2) ®2R(—3) & R(—4)

where B is the matrix

1 0 0 —ys  byy cys  —2cdyr + dadys — 2abys
0 f+s4 ty b —ys —2cd cy3
0 S5 g+ts| ¢ —2ab —ys b1
0 S9 tQ 0 C b —Y2

The first three columns of B are the generators 1, z;, zo and the last four
columns are the matrix A from (11), which is mapped to 0 under the composite.
Thus we seek vectors £, € R® 2R(—3) & R(—2) ® 2R(—3) ® R(—4) such

that
(16) K= (1, u, v, uv) B¢,
L= (1, u, v, uv) Bn.

Proposition 4.4. The only solution to equation (16) is
& = 6(1 — af)a’d me = —28d(g + t5) — 2(1 — aB)d?
& = —2aa(f +s4) — 2(1 —aB)a® 13 =6(1 — af)ad?,

and the other & =n; = 0.

We postpone the proof of this proposition to the end of the section. The
extended equations (12), (13) are obtained by writing out the vectors &, 7 in
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terms of the generators of R 4+ Rz1 + Rzo
28—y (f + s4)? = —4(f + s4)s2ays — dsassdys + s5y1ys + s3ys
+ €221 + €322,
25 —ys(g +ts5)® = —4(g + ts)tadys — dtatsays + t3y1ys + tiy
+ m221 + N322.
This concludes the proof of Theorem 4.2. (I
Proof of Corollary 4.3. First observe that the fourth column of B is equivalent

to y2 = bu + cv. Thus the extension of @) is calculated by expressing (f +
s4)y2(bu+ cv) in terms of the other columns of B. We have to find y such that

(f + sa)y2(bu+cv) = (1, u, v, wv)Bp.

The solution to this linear algebra problem is

o = 2bys + 2(Bab — cd)c ps = 2(ab?® + c*)a
g = —Pasays — 2ac(g +ts) + 2(cd — Bab)ss  ps = b(f + s4) — Pabssy
e = —c(f + s4) — Pacsa + 2bss w7 = 2bsa,

where p1 = yapa — by1ps — cysps — (—2cdyr + dadys — 2abys )y uses the first
column of B to remove any excess terms. Thus the equation extending @1 is
Qu: (f + s4)ys = 1 + paz1 + pazo.

Similar linear algebra considerations give the equations extending Q2, @3,
@4, and we list the corresponding vectors below. The equation extending @2
is

@2! y% = Q1+ poz1 + pzze,

where

p1 = yapa — byips — cyspe — (—2cdys + 4adys — 2abys )z,

pa = (0 G
pa = (0 + )
P =7 —2aﬁ (b*(f + s4) + (g +t5)) + (Bac + abd)ys + 2(2 — aB)abed,

s = —bys + 2¢%d + (Bac + abd)b,
e = —cy2 + 2ab® + (Bac + abd)c,
w7 = —2bc.

The equation extending Q3 is

@31 (9+ t5)y§ = p1 + p221 + p3ze,
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where
1 = yapa — byipis — cyspe — (—2cdyr + dadys — 2abys)pr
po = 2(b* + Bc)d us = 2cys — 2(ab — aed)b
g = —adtays — 2bd(f + s4) + 2(ab — acd)ty ps = —b(g + t5) — abdts + 2cty
e = c(g +ts) — acdts w7 = 2cts.

Finally, Q4 is extended by

@42 (f +54)(g +ts5)y2 = 1 + paz1 + paze,

where
pi1 = Yapia — byipis — cyspe — (—2cdyr + dadys — 2abys) iz
2 = b(g +t5) + cta — tays p3 = c(f + sa) + bss — s2y2
pa = —S5l4 ps = —ta(f + s4) — Sals
pe = —s2(g +ts5) — ssto 7 = —259to.
This completes the proof of the corollary. (I

Proof of Main Theorem. Given Theorem 4.2 and its Corollary, we can prove
that there is a unique hyperelliptic Fano 6-fold Wg 5 C P(1%,23,32) extending
any given projected hyperelliptic K3 surface Tg ¢, as claimed in the Introduc-

tion. Simply take the combination of equations (12), (13) and @Z corresponding
to the choice (8) made in the definition of 7§ 5. According to our strategy, the
unprojection of W’ is the unique extension of T'. This proves the Main Theo-
rem. (|

Proof of Proposition 4.4. In order to solve for £, n and consequently fix the
values of s;, t; we stratify K, L according to degree in yi,¥y2,ys. In other
words, write

K=K+ KW+ K®,
L=LO4+10 43
where K L) have degree i in y1,y2, y3 and similarly we write
£=¢0 1+,
0 =1 4 0.
We begin with K(?) which is calculated from (14) as
K® = 2f(y159 — fa)v.
We must find €V such that
(17) K® = (1, u, v, wv) BeW + lower order terms.
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Comparing coefficients of y? and y32, the only solution is

2
9 = Z(s2 — a)yr — 20%ays,

B
with the other EZ-(l) = 0. Then the coefficient of y1y3 in (17) dictates that

s2=(1—-aB)a
and therefore §§1) = —2aaf. An exactly similar calculation with L(®) and 7751)
yields

tg = (1 — aﬁ)d

and nél) = —2fdg.
Proceeding to K, we must solve
(18)
KM — fgl)(mu + t5v + touv) = (1, u, v, uv) BE(O) + lower order terms
where the term involving Eél) is necessary to account for the lower order terms
from equation (17). Now examining the coefficient of wv in (18), we see that

2f(85 + aatg) = ngéo) + tgfgo).
However, £(9 has degree 0 in y; by construction, so the left hand side must be
identically 0. Hence
S5 = —aats
and by considering the coefficient of uv in L™ we find
t4 = 7ﬂd52.
Comparing coefficients of u and v in equation (18) we obtain
6(1 — af)a’df = (f + s4) éo) + t4£§0) + lower order terms,
2a(—s4(f + ag) + afts — siy3) = 3550) + (g + t5)£§0) + lower order terms.

Since £ has degree 0 in y; we must have §§O) = 6(1 — aB)a®d. Moreover the
coefficient of v must be divisible by g, which is equivalent to

(19) ats — sy = —B(1 — af)a®.

By considering the coefficients of u, v in L") in the same way we get 7
6(1 — aB)ad? and a further restriction on sy4, t5:

(20) ts — Bss = a(l — ap)d>.
Solving equations (19), (20) simultaneously forces
54 = Ba* + ?d?,

ts = 52(12 + ad2,

(0) _
s =

which in turn means that

éo) = —2(1 - af)a® — 2aasy,
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0 = —2(1 — af)d® — 28dts.

We can finally write out £ and 7 in full, and we get the values stated in Proposi-
tion 4.4. Tt is necessary to check that £ and 1 actually solve equations (16) when
all the lower order terms are replaced, and this can be verified directly. [l

5. Godeaux surfaces with 7y = Z/2

In this section we construct Godeaux surfaces with m; = Z/2 by considering
the Galois étale double cover. This double cover is a surface Y of general type
with p, = 1, ¢ = 0, and K? = 2 with hyperelliptic canonical curve section,
and we find such surfaces as complete intersections inside a key variety W
constructed in the Main Theorem. The problem is to find those W having
a Z/2-action which restricts to an appropriate fixed point free Z/2-action on
some Y C W.

5.1. Covers of Godeaux surfaces

Let X be the canonical model of a surface of general type with p, = 0, K2 =
1. We call X a Godeaux surface, and we assume that the torsion subgroup
Tors X C Pic X has order 2. Write o for the generator of Tors X, and consider
the Galois étale double cover f: Y — X induced by o. The cover is constructed
by taking Y = Proj R(Y, Kx, o), or written out in full

Y =Proj@ (H°(X,nKx) ® H'(X,nKx + 0)).
n>0

The surface Y is the canonical model of a surface of general type with p, =1,
q =0, K? =2, and the extra Z/2-grading on the ring R(Y, Kx, o) determines
a fixed point free Z/2 group action on Y, where the first summand is invariant
and the second is anti-invariant. The quotient by this group action is the map

f

An analysis of R(Y, Kx,0) reveals that the canonical curve of ¥ must be
hyperelliptic.

Lemma 5.1. IfY is the unramified double covering of a Godeaux surface with
torsion Z/2, then the canonical curve section D in |Ky| is hyperelliptic.

This lemma was proved in [3], using a monomial counting proof. We use a
Hilbert series approach which has some advantages, and yields slightly more
information about the group action for use later.

Proof. Define the bigraded Hilbert series of the ring R(Y, Kx,0) by
Py (t,e) = Z (WX, nKx)t" + h°(X,nKx + o)t"e)
n>0

where t keeps track of the degree, and e keeps track of the eigenspace, so that
€2 = 1. Then using the Riemann-Roch theorem,

Py (t,e) =1+ et + 2t + 2t%e + 4> + 4t3e + - - -
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which can be written as the rational function

Pl 1+ (e — 1)t + (=2 — 2)t° + (—4e — 6)t° + (Te + 8)t8 + - -
v(te) = (1 —et)(1—¢2)(1 —et?)2(1 —t3)2(1 — et3)?

Using well-known Hilbert series properties would normally indicate that Y

is a subvariety of P(1,23,3%). However, the first nontrivial coefficient in the

numerator is not negative, due to the bigrading. Thus we must introduce an

extra generator of degree 4 in the negative eigenspace, dividing Py (t,e) by

(1 — et?) so that the numerator becomes

1—t* 4+ (=2 — 2)t° + (—de — 6)t° + - -

The extra —t* term in the numerator suggests that it is necessary to introduce
a relation in degree 4, which does not eliminate the new generator of degree 4.
Thus the canonical curve section of Y must be hyperelliptic, and is given by
D C P(23,3%,4). (|

Now, we can construct hyperelliptic surfaces Y of general type using the key
variety of the Main Theorem.

Theorem 5.2. There is a 15-parameter family of hyperelliptic surfaces Y of
general type with p, =1, ¢ =0, K* = 2, each of which is topologically simply
connected, and a complete intersection of type (1,1,1,2) in a Fano 6-fold W C
P(1%,2%,3%,4) with 10 x 3 points.

The proof is a simple application of adjunction, vanishing, and Riemann—
Roch. The parameter count follows from the Main Theorem and by consid-
ering the number of additional parameters involved in choosing a complete
intersection (1,1,1,2). Note that we obtain the canonical model of Y using
this construction. In order to find Godeaux surfaces with m = Z/2, we must
determine which surfaces Y have an appropriate Z/2-action. Our method is to
examine the Z/2-action on the hyperelliptic curve D, and extend it to the key
variety W.

5.2. The canonical curve

Now let f: Y — X be the étale double cover of a Godeaux surface X
and suppose D is a nonsingular curve in |Ky|, similarly C' in |Kx + o|. By
Lemma 5.1, D is a hyperelliptic curve and C has genus 2 so is automatically
hyperelliptic too. Let 7p: D — @ = P! denote the quotient map of the
hyperelliptic involution on D, similarly 7o : C — P'. Since D is an unramified
double cover of C via f|p, this induces a double cover of Immc = P! by Q.
We get the following picture:

E—sD——C
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There is a fixed point free involution on D corresponding to the unramified
double cover f|p, which we call the Godeaux involution. We use the same
notation for the Godeaux involution and the torsion element o € Pic X.

Consider the ineffective theta characteristic Ap = Ky|p on D which is
determined by the surface Y. Now Ap is invariant under both o and the
hyperelliptic involution, and the Weierstrass points of D must be invariant
under o. Since

Ap~Pi+Py+P3+ Py — g3~ Ps+ Ps+ Pr + Py — g3,
there are two possibilites: either {Pi,..., Py} is invariant under o, so that Ap
is a o-invariant divisor, or {P,..., Py} and {Ps,..., Ps} are interchanged by
o, in which case Ap is only a o-invariant divisor class.

We constructed the graded ring R(D, Ap) in Section 2.1. Furthermore by
the adjunction formula, it is clear that 2g3 ~ 2Ap ~ Kp. However, these two
divisor classes Ap and g3 are distinct, because the g3 is effective whereas Ap
is ineffective. Thus we have a 2-torsion class

T=Ap—g;
on D, which corresponds to a genus 5 unramified double cover E of D, where
E =ProjR(D, Ap,7) = Proj@) (H*(D,nAp) & H*(D,nAp + 7)) .
n>0
We outline the construction of the bigraded ring R(D, Ap, 7). Using the nota-
tion of Section 2, write sy, so for the sections of the g4 and

USOD*)OD(P1+"'+P4), U:OD*)OD(PE,‘F""FPg).

We can very quickly write down generators and relations for R(D, Ap,7):

n H°(D,nAp) H°(D,nAp + 1)

0 k 0]
1 ¢ S1, 52
2 52,5182, 52 U,
3

Thus FE is a complete intersection
E,4 CP(1,1,2,2),

defined by equations u? = f4(s1,s2) and v? = g4(s1,s2). The polynomials
f and g are functions on P! whose vanishing determines the splitting of the
Weierstrass points of D into two sets of four.

The curve E comes bundled at no extra cost with the fixed point free in-
volution 7: E — FE associated to the torsion 7 of D. We recover the re-
stricted algebra R(D, Ky|p) of Section 2.1 by taking the 7-invariant subring
of R(D, Ap,T):

R(D,Ap) = R(D, Ap, 7).
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For future reference, we write out the action of 7 on E using the above
eigenspace table:

81— —S1, S~ —S82, U —UuU, V— —0U.

Now, we claim that E completely determines the Godeaux involution ¢ on
D. First observe that D is a quotient of E, and that this cover only exists
because D is the curve section of |Ky|. Thus o lifts to the curve E and should
be compatible with the involution 7 on E, so that 0> =1 or 7 on E.

Proposition 5.3. The action of o on E is given by
S1 > 181, So > —1S3, UV, ViU,

so that 0% = 7 and the group (o, 7) is isomorphic to Z/4. Moreover, o has no
fized points on D, and interchanges {Py, ..., Py} with {Ps,..., Ps}.

Proof. The Hilbert series of Lemma 5.1 gives the eigenspace decomposition of
o on D, which we must abide by. In particular, R(D, Ap) should have only
one invariant generator in degree 2, and the generator in degree 4 should be
anti-invariant. This forces 02 = 7, so that the group (o, 7) acting on E is Z/4
rather than Z/2 & Z/2.

Now, there are two possibilities for o depending on whether Ap is an invari-
ant divisor or only invariant as a divisor class. The correct choice is

§1 > 181, S > —iSg, UV, V> iU,
which corresponds to the second possibility. Indeed, the alternative
§1 > 181, So > —iSo, U iU, V> 1V,

is obliged to have two fixed points on D at the coordinate points P,, and Py,
and so can not possibly be the Godeaux involution. Hence the corresponding
action on R(D, Ap) is given by

Y Y2 | Z21 =3 —U Y2 —Z3 —Z1
z Z. — Z. V4
rank Y2 Ys | 22 24 <1 o rank Y2 Y3 4 2 <1,
z1 2| fa —23 24 | —g2 —t
23 z4 |t go —z1 2z | —t —fa
where

fo = 1y} + aoyiya + azyiys + auys + asyeys + agys
g2 = —Q1Yi + Q2y1Ys — A3Y1Y3 — Y3 + A5Y2Y3 — 046%2,

and the involution has no fixed points as long as a1 and «g are not zero. This
proves the proposition. O
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5.3. Involution on the K3 surface

Moving one step up the tower, we lift the involution ¢ on the canonical
curve section D to the hyperelliptic K3 surface T' C P(2%, 3%, 4), which contains
D as a quadric section. The whole argument becomes quite transparent when
viewed in terms of commutative algebra. The graded ring R(T', Ar) is described
explicitly in Section 3.1, and after eliminating one of the generators in degree
2, we obtain R(D, Ap).

Proposition 5.4. Let D be the unramified double cover of a Godeaux curve
C' with its involution o: D — D from Proposition 5.3. Then there is at least
one K3 surface T containing the curve D such that the involution o on D has
a unique lift to T'. Moreover, such a lift o: T — T has four fixed points which
are %(1, 1) points of T. We call o the Godeaux involution on T .

Remark 5.5. This is surprising because the involution is assumed to be fixed
point free on Y, so one might expect that the involution on the K3 surface T’
is also free.

Proof. Step (1) Determining the character of o. Temporarily choose coordi-
nates on T so that D =T N (y4 = 0), where y4 must be semi-invariant under
any putative involution. Then the determinantal equations (1), which partially
define T, take the general form

yitays y2+Pys =
rank | yo+ys Yz +0ys 22 | <1,
z3 zZ4 t
where «, 3,7, d are scalars. Now if ¢ lifts to T', then our choice of coordinates
means that the action of o on T is predetermined by o|p of Proposition 5.3,
excepting the new variable y4. Since T is a double cover of a quadric Q C P2 of
rank 4, the determinantal equations imply y4 is anti-invariant, and the signature
of o on @ is (1,3). We now recalibrate the coordinate system so that the
determinantal equations and involution on 7" are

Y1 Y2 | ~21 — Y3 —Zz3
rank | y3 wya | 22 <1 +~ rank Yo —Ya| 24 <1,

zZ3  Z4 t —Z1 z9 ‘ —t

where the original curve D is obtained from 7" by taking the anti-invariant
quadric section ys = ys3.

Step (2) Fized points of o. The involution on T swaps the two branch curves,
and also swaps the sheets of the hyperelliptic double cover 7: T — . Thus
any fixed points of ¢ lie on both components of the branch curve, and so must
be % points of T'.

For a % point of T" to be fixed under o, one of two things must happen:

n=ys=y2—y3=0,0ry2 +y3=0.
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The only case we need to worry about is when y2 4+ y3 = 0 since the other case
reduces to considerations on the curve D, on which ¢ is fixed point free by
hypothesis. Now recall that Q = P! x P! with coordinates Y1 = s1t1, Yo = Satq,
Y3 = S1ta, ys = Sato and to ensure C; and Cs are interchanged under o, their
equations must be of the form

fa1= 155t + ansisat + azsisat + agssty

+ Busits + Pasisata + Bssisata + Basita,
91,3 = —alsltf + agsltftg — a331t1t§ + a431t%

+ Brsat] — Basatits + Basatits — Pasats.

Note that there is more than one possible choice of fs1, g1,3 for which TN
(y2 = y3) = D, so we can not claim that T is unique in the statement of the
proposition. Since P,,, P,, are not contained in 7" we may assume y; = 1,
ys = —1, and then for a general choice of branch curve there are four fixed
points on 7. These are (A, 1,—1,—1/X,0,0,0,0,0), where X is a root of the
quartic equation derived from evaluating equations (21)

a1 At + (a2 — B1)N? + (a3 — B2)A? + (au — B3)A — Ba,

which proves the proposition. (I

(21)

5.4. Involution on the Fano 6-fold

We extend the involution on the K3 surface T' to the Fano 6-fold W con-
structed in the Main Theorem. To do this we use a Z/2-equivariant form of
the projection—unprojection construction described in Section 3.2.

We begin with a Z/2-equivariant unprojection construction for the K3 sur-
face T' with a Godeaux involution. Let Py, be one of the fixed points of the
Godeaux involution from Proposition 5.4, and project from P to obtain

P! 5 TE o C P(2,2,2,3,3).

There is an induced involution on 7”7, which swaps the two branch cubics and
leaves the image of ¢ invariant. We call this a Z/2-equivariant projection.
Following Section 3.2, the determinantal equations for T" are:

v2 [ =
rank | ¢ w4 23| <1,
z9  Z4 t
where here f = y; + ays, ¢ = ay1 + ys because the two branch curves are
interchanged by o. Proposition 5.4 fixes the involution on T as
=9 y2m -y, g— [ 21— —2, 22— —2z,

(22)
Ya > —Y4, 2Z3v> 24, 24> 23, t— —1

and we note that this implies o(y1) = ys3, o(y3) = y1. Hence referring to
equations (2) of Section 3.2, T§ ¢ C IP(2,2,2,3,3) must be defined by equations



HYPERELLIPTIC K3 SURFACES AND GODEAUX SURFACES 891

of the form
2t =y f? + s (I f + laye + Isg) + laya fyg
25 =y39° + ys(Isf — laya + lg) — laya fg,

where the [; are scalars. The remaining equations of T' can be calculated from
those of T using the unprojection procedure outlined in Section 3.2.

There are three isolated fixed points on 7" when z; = 25 = y1 + y3 = 0,
which correspond to three of the 9 x % points as expected. Moreover, T’ has
two fixed points on the image of ¢ which arise because the centre of projection
P was itself a fixed point. Indeed, suppose we have a local orbifold chart for
the (1,1) point P in 7. We choose coordinates u,v on C? so that P is the
Z/2-quotient acting by —1 on both w and v. Then by equation (22), o lifts to
the chart as

(23)

U —v, UV —iu.
The (1, 1) weighted blowup of T at P introduces the ratio (u : v) as the excep-
tional P!, which is then mapped into T by ¢. Thus the induced action of ¢
on the image of ¢ inside 7" has two fixed points at ¢(1,1) and ¢(—1,1).

Remark 5.6. The Z/2-equivariant projection—unprojection construction for T
relies on the choice of % point P. As such we can no longer assume there is a
canonical choice for the curve D C T defined by setting f = g, as we did in the
proof of Proposition 5.4. Instead D is defined by any anti-invariant quadric
section of T which avoids the 10 x % points. Indeed, the quadric f = g contains
the point P and so is no longer a valid choice.

Now, we claim that the involution on 7" can be extended to the Fano 6-fold
W at the top of the tower.

Proposition 5.7. Suppose T C P(2*4,3%,4) is a K3 surface with 10 x % points
ando: T — T is a Godeauz involution lifted from some quadric section D C T.
Then there is a lift of o to the unique Fano 6-fold W C P(1%,2%,3% 4) extend-
ing T which was constructed in the Main Theorem. Moreover the involution
o: W — W has fized locus consisting of four isolated % points.

Proof. Project from one of the fixed % points on T to get
@: Pt — T§ o C P(2%,3%).
Following the extension procedure outlined in the proof of the Main Theorem,
the extended map
®: P° — Wi, C P(1%,2°,3%)
must be
®: (a,b,c,d,u,v) — (a,b, c,d,u® + 2av, bu + cv,v* + 2du, hy, ha),
where

hi =u (f + a(a® + ad®)) + (1 — o*)auv + a(a® — 1)adv,
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ho =v (g + a(aa® + d*)) + (1 — &®)duv + a(a® — 1)adu.

To make ® compatible with the lift of o: T'— T defined by equation (22), the
action on P° must be

U —v, v——u, a——d, b—c, c—b d— —a.

Thus @ is o-equivariant, so the equations defining the image of ® are invariant
and consequently W’ C P(1%,23,32) can be chosen to be invariant. Alter-
natively, a direct calculation following the proof of the Main Theorem demon-
strates explicitly that the equations of the image of ® are invariant. Hence by
7 /2-equivariant unprojection, the involution lifts to the 6-fold W.

Now outside the image of ®, there are just three isolated points on W’ that
are fixed under 0. These are the same % points that were fixed under o|p/. On
the image of ® itself there are two copies of P? C P5 whose image under ® are
fixed by o. These are defined by

PPN (u=va=db=—c), P°N(u=—v,a=—db=c),

and they are the analogue of the two fixed points on p(P!) C T’. These
nonisolated fixed loci are contracted to the centre of projection P on W, so
that o fixes just four isolated % points there. This proves the proposition. [l

5.5. Godeaux surfaces with 7y = Z/2

Let D be a double cover of a Godeaux curve C as described in Section 5.2,
and construct a hyperelliptic tower D C T' C W, where W is the unique Fano
6-fold extending the K3 surface 7. Now further suppose that the tower is
constructed so that the Godeaux involution o on D lifts to T" and therefore W,
as described in Propositions 5.4 and 5.7. Write A for the hyperplane class on W
so that Ow (A) = Ow (1), and —Kw = 4A. Then o induces a Z®Z/2-bigrading
on the ring R(W, A) according to eigenspace:

n  HO(W,nA)* HO(W,nA)~
1 a—d,b+c a+db—c
2 Y1+ Y3 Y1 — Y3, Y2, Y4
3 21— 22,23+ 21 21+ 22,23 — 24
4 t

Now by Theorem 5.2, we obtain a topologically simply connected surface Y
of general type with p, = 1, ¢ = 0, K? = 2 as a complete intersection inside W
as long as Y avoids the % points of W, which is an open condition. Referring
to the above table and the eigenspace decomposition on Y given by Lemma
5.1, if we take Y to be a complete intersection of type (17,1%,17,27) inside
W then o|y will be the fixed point free Godeaux involution. Hence we have:

Theorem 5.8. There is an 8 parameter family of Godeaux surfaces with m =
Z/2.
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The parameter count is a matter of calculating the moduli of W using the
Main Theorem, Section 5.4 and then counting the number of free parameters
involved in choosing the complete intersection (11,1%,17,27).

Remark 5.9. From Section 5.2 onwards, we assumed that D is nonsingular. A
posteriori, we see that this assumption is not necessary. For example, we can
choose the degree 27 equation defining Y to be y4 = 0. Then D is a double
cover of the rank 2 conic fg = 0 in P? and so D is singular. On the other hand,
we used the computer to check that we can still choose a nonsingular surface
Y containing D.
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