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ON BIRATIONAL TRANSFORMATIONS OF HILBERT
SCHEMES OF POINTS ON K3 SURFACES

PIETRO BERI AND ALBERTO CATTANEO

ABSTRACT. We classify the group of birational automorphisms of Hilbert schemes
of points on algebraic K3 surfaces of Picard rank one. We study whether
these automorphisms are symplectic or non-symplectic and if there exists a
hyperkéahler birational model on which they become biregular. We also present
new geometrical constructions of these automorphisms.

1. INTRODUCTION

Hilbert schemes of points on smooth complex K3 surfaces are examples of ir-
reducible holomorphic symplectic (ihs) manifolds, i.e. compact simply connected
Kahler manifolds with a unique, up to scalar, holomorphic two-form, which is ev-
erywhere non-degenerate. The second integral cohomology group of ihs manifolds
admits a lattice structure, provided by the Beauville-Bogomolov-Fujiki (BBF) qua-
dratic form. The global Torelli theorem for K3 surfaces has been generalized to ihs
manifolds, albeit in a weaker form, making possible to investigate automorphisms
of these manifolds by studying their action on the BBF lattice.

For an integer ¢ > 1 consider a complex algebraic K3 surface S whose Picard
group is generated by an ample line bundle H with H? = 2t, i.e. a very general
element of the 19-dimensional space of 2t-polarized K3 surfaces. A classification
of the group of biregular automorphisms of the Hilbert scheme SI" := Hilb"(S)
has been given by Boissiére, An. Cattaneo, Nieper-Wifikirchen and Sarti [5] in the
case n = 2, and by the second author for all n > 3 [8]. In particular, Aut(S™) is
either trivial or generated by an involution which is non-symplectic, i.e. it does not
preserve the generator of H*9(S [”]). If ¢t # 1, the involution is not induced by an
involution of the surface S (we say that it is non-natural). The results of [5] and [§]
provide explicit numerical conditions on the parameters n and t for the existence
of a non-trivial biregular automorphism on S, The first aim of the paper is to
give a similar classification for the group Bir(S[™) of birational automorphisms of
the Hilbert scheme, thus generalizing the results of Debarre and Macri [I1], 10] for
the case n = 2.

Section 2] briefly recalls the basic theory of Pells equations, which are the fun-
damental number theoretic tool in our study. Then, in Section Bl we combine the
description of the movable cone of SI"! due to Bayer and Macri [2] with Markman’s
results on monodromy operators [I6] to obtain numerical necessary and sufficient
conditions on n and t for the existence of birational automorphisms on S™. For
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o € Bir(SM) let o* € O(H?(SM,Z)) be its pullback action on the BBF lat-
tice. We set H2(SM,Z)7" := {v e HY(S",Z) | 0*(v) = v} and H*(S",Z),. =
(H?(S!,Z)7" )

Theorem 1.1. Let S be an algebraic K3 surface with Pic(S) = ZH, H* = 2t and
n > 2.

If t > 2, there exists a non-trivial birational automorphism o : S"l —-s Slnl 4f
and only if t(n — 1) is not a square and the minimal solution (X,Y) = (z,w) of
Pell’s equation X? —t(n — 1)Y? = 1 with 2 = 41 (mod n — 1) satisfies w = 0
(HlOd 2) and (Za ) = (jvk) € ﬁ X % with (.]7 k) € {(15 1)7 (15 _1)5 (_15 _1)}
If so Bir(S["]) (o) 2 Z/2Z and
(j,k)=(1,— ), then o is non-symplectic with H?(SM 7)7" = (2
if (j,k) = (=1, —=1), then o is non-symplectic with H>(S",Z)7" = (2(n —

)

(

4, k) = (1,1), then o is symplectic with H?>(S™ 7). = (=2(n — 1)).

Ift=1, let (X,Y) = (a,b) be the integer solution of (n —1)X? —Y? = —1 with
smallest a,b > 0. If n — 1 is a square or b = +1 (mod n — 1), then Bir(S") =
Aut(S") = 7/27. Otherwise n > 9, Bir(S") = 7./27 x 7./27. and Aut(S!") =
7)2Z.

For more details on the action o* € O(H?(S",Z)), see Proposition 3.1l We
remark that, by a classical result of Saint-Donat [26], the case ¢ = 1 is the only
one where the K3 surface S has a non-trivial automorphism (S is a double covering
of P2 ramified over a sextic curve), hence Aut(SI™) = Z/27Z is generated by the
corresponding natural (non-symplectic) involution for all n > 2.

It is interesting to notice that, differently from the biregular case, birational
involutions of S can be symplectic, for (infinitely many) suitable choices of n, . In
Proposition B3l we give examples of sequences of degrees of polarizations ¢ = tx(n)
which realize all cases in Theorem [L1]

By [16, §5.2], the closed movable cone of a projective ihs manifold X has a
wall-and-chamber decomposition

(1) Mov(X) U 9" Nef(X

where the union is taken over all non—lsomorphlc ihs birational models g : X --» X".
The chambers g* Nef(X’) are permuted by the action of any birational automor-
phism of X. By Markman’s Hodge-theoretic global Torelli theorem [I6, Theorem
1.3] biregular automorphisms are exactly those which map Nef(X) to itself. If X
admits a birational automorphism o, it is natural to ask whether there exists an ihs
birational model g : X --+ X’ such that gooog™1! is biregular on X’. We confront
this problem for Hilbert schemes S™ in Section H] by using the explicit description
of the walls between chambers coming from [2, Theorem 12.3]. For a fixed n > 2,
we say that a value t > 1 is n-irregular if, for a very general 2¢-polarized K3 surface
S, the group Bir(S[™) contains an involution which is not biregular on any ihs bira-
tional model of S™. We provide a numerical characterization of n-irregular values
in Propositions [4.3] and In particular, we verify that symplectic birational in-
volutions remain strictly birational on all birational models. On the other hand, in
the case of non-symplectic birational automorphisms there are only finitely many
n-irregular t’s for a fixed n > 2 (see Corollary [A.7]).
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Section [ provides an in-depth analysis of the case n = 3. By studying solutions
of two particular Pell’s equations we show that, when Bir(S®) is not trivial, the
number of chambers in the movable cone of SP¥! (i.e. the number of non-isomorphic
ihs birational models) is either one, two, three or five. For n = 2 it is known that
the number of chambers in Mov(S!?!) is at most three. As n increases, computing
an upper bound for the number of chambers becomes more and more difficult, since
walls arise from the solutions of an increasing number of Pell’s equations. The new
results for n = 3 are summed up in Proposition

In Section [0 we show how Theorem [Tl can be generalized to study birational
maps between Hilbert schemes of points on two distinct K3 surfaces of Picard
rank one (which need to be Fourier-Mukai partners). In the literature, isomorphic
Hilbert schemes of points on two non-isomorphic K3 surfaces are called (strongly)
ambiguous. The main result of the section is Theorem [6.2] an improved version
of the criterion [I7, Theorem 2.2] for the determination of ambiguous pairs (up to
isomorphism or birational equivalence).

In Section [ we go back to the case of biregular involutions. For ihs manifolds
of K3"-type (i.e. deformation equivalent to Hilbert schemes of n points on a K3
surface) we compare moduli spaces of polarized manifolds and moduli spaces of
manifolds with an involution whose action on the second cohomology has invariant
lattice of rank one. Theorem gives a modular interpretation of the classification
of non-symplectic involutions for manifolds of K3[™-type (see for instance [7]),
which for n = 2 has been highlighted in [4]. For n > 3 this requires some additional
care, since we deal with moduli spaces which may be non-connected.

Finally, in Section [ we give new geometrical examples of birational involutions as
in Theorem [[1] for Hilbert schemes of points on quartic surfaces. Finding similar
constructions is an interesting problem, since the Torelli-like results used in the
proof of Theorem [[.T] give no insight on the geometry. Moreover, we describe up to
deformation birational involutions of S}, when S is a general K3 surface of degree
2((n —1)k% 4+ 1) for some integer k. These involutions are obtained by deforming a
combination of Beauville involutions on the Hilbert scheme of n points of a specific
K3 surface of Picard rank two, in such a way that the deformation path goes only
through ihs manifolds which are still Hilbert schemes of points on K3’s.
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a first draft of the paper and for her precious remarks. This work has greatly bene-
fited from discussions with Samuel Boissiere, Chiara Camere and Georg Oberdieck.
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and financial support. A. C. is supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
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2047/1, |projekt-id 390685813.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON PELL’S EQUATIONS
A generalized Pell’s equation is a quadratic diophantine equation
(2) X2 —rY?2=m

in the unknowns X,Y € Z, for r € N and m € Z\ {0}. If m = 1, the equation is
called standard. If the equation (2)) is solvable and r is not a square, the (infinite)
set of solutions is divided into equivalence classes: two solutions (X,Y) and (X', Y”)
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are said to be equivalent if

XX —rYY' XY - X'y
- € 27 - = @

m m

If the equation is standard, then it is solvable and all solutions are equivalent.
Inside any equivalence class of solutions, the fundamental solution (X,Y") is the
one with smallest non-negative Y, if there is a single solution with this property
in the class. Otherwise, the smallest non-negative value of Y is realized by two
conjugate solutions (X,Y), (—=X,Y): in this case, the fundamental solution of the
class will be (X,Y) with X > 0. If (X,Y) is a fundamental solution, all other

solutions (X’,Y”’) in the same equivalence class are of the form

X' =aX +1rbY
Y' =bX +aY

€ Z.

3)

where (a,b) is a solution of the standard Pell’s equation a? — 7b? = 1.

A solution (X,Y) of () is called positive if X > 0, Y > 0. The minimal solution
of the equation is the positive solution with smallest X. In particular, the minimal
solution is one of the fundamental solutions. We also use the expression “minimal
solution with a property P” to denote the positive solution with smallest X among
those which satisfy the property P.

Let (X,Y) = (z,w) be the minimal solution of the equation X2 —rY?2 = 1. The
half-open interval [(y/m, 0), (24/m, w+/m)) on the hyperbola X2 —rY? = m contains
exactly one solution for each equivalence class. The solutions in this interval are all
the solutions (X,Y) of (@) such that X > 0 and 0 < £ < 2. Moreover, if (X,Y)
is a fundamental solution of (2l and m > 0, then:

(4) 0<|X|§\/@, ogygw,/ﬁ.

We will often make use of the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Fort > 1 and n > 2 such that t(n — 1) is not a square, let (z,w) be
the minimal solution of X2 —t(n —1)Y? =1 with z = +1 (mod n —1). Ifw =0
(mod 2), then
(i) z=1 (mod 2(n— 1)) and z = 1 (mod 2t) if and only if (z,w) is not the
minimal solution of X? —t(n —1)Y? = 1.
(1i) z = —1 (mod 2(n — 1)) and z = —1 (mod 2t) if and only if the equation
X? —t(n —1)Y? = —1 has integer solutions.
(iii) if z =1 (mod 2(n—1)) and z = —1 (mod 2t) then the equation (n—1)X?%—
tY2 = —1 has integer solutions; if t > 2 the converse also holds.
(iv) if z = —1 (mod 2(n—1)) and z = 1 (mod 2t) then the equation (n—1)X?—
tY2 =1 has integer solutions; if n > 3 the converse also holds.

Proof. Let w = 2m for some m € N.

(i) — (ii) Write 2 =2(n—1)p+1=2tqg+1 for p,qg € N. Then p((n —1)p+1) = tm?
and (n —1)p = tq, hence r := £ € N. We have r((n —1)rt£1) = m? and it
follows that there exist s, u € N such that r = s2, (n—1)tr£1 = u?, m = su,
hence u? — t(n — 1)s®> = £1. If the sign is +, notice that u < z, therefore
(z,w) is not the minimal solution of X2 — t(n — 1)Y? = 1. Conversely,
assume first that X2 —t(n — 1)Y2 = —1 has integer solutions and let (a, b)
be the minimal one. Then, by [I0, Lemma A.2] the minimal solution of
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X2 —t(n—1)Y% =1is (2,w) = (2t(n—1)b? — 1, 2ab), which satisfies z = —1
(mod 2(n — 1)) and z = —1 (mod 2¢). Similarly, if the minimal solution
(u,8) of X2 —t(n —1)Y? = 1 does not satisfy u = &1 (mod n — 1), then
by @) we have (z,w) = (2t(n — 1)s® +1,2us), hence z =1 (mod 2(n — 1))
and z =1 (mod 2t).

(iii) — (iv) Write 2 = 2(n—1)p+1 = 2tqgF 1 for p,q € N. Then p((n—1)p+1) = tm?

and (n — 1)p 4+ 1 = tq, hence pg = m?. Since ged(p,q) = 1, there exist

s,u € N such that p = s?, ¢ = u? and m = su, thus (n — 1)s? — tu? = F1.
Vice versa, let (a,b) be the solution of (n —1)X? —tY? = 41 with smallest
a > 0. By [I0, Lemma A.2], the assumption ¢ > 2 (if the sign is —) orn > 3
(if the sign is +) implies that the minimal solution of X2 —t(n —1)Y2 =1
is (z,w) = (2(n —1)a® F 1, 2ab), which satisfies 2 = F1 (mod 2(n — 1)) and
z ==+1 (mod 2t). O

3. BIRATIONAL AUTOMORPHISMS OF S[M

Let S be an algebraic K3 surface with Pic(S) = ZH, H?> = 2t, t > 1. For
n > 2, let S be the Hilbert scheme of n points on S and {h, -6} a basis for
NS(S"y ¢ H2(SIM,Z), where h is the class of the nef (not ample) line bundle
induced by H on S and 26 is the class of the exceptional divisor of the Hilbert—
Chow morphism S™ — S We consider H?(S[",Z) equipped with the (even)
lattice structure given by the Beauville-Bogomolov—Fujiki integral quadratic form.
In particular, we have H?(S", Z) = H?(S,Z)DZ6 = U3 @ Fg(—1)®?@(-2(n—1)),
where for an integer d # 0 we denote by (d) the rank one lattice generated by an
element of square d.

3.1. The action on cohomology. By [24, Corollary 5.2] the group Bir(S[™) is
finite and the homomorphism Bir(S") — O(H?(S", 7)), 0 — o* := (¢7'), is in-
jective by [3, Proposition 10]. Moreover, the kernel of ¥ : Bir(Sl") — O(NS(SI")),
o — 0*|NS(S[H]), is the subgroup of natural automorphisms, which is isomorphic
to Aut(S) (see [5, Lemma 2.4] and notice that ker(¥) C Aut(S™) by the global
Torelli theorem [16] Theorem 1.3]). By [26] §5], this implies that ker(¥) = {id}
if + > 2, while for t = 1 we have ker(¥) = (:["!), where + is the involution which
generates Aut(S) and ¢[" is the natural involution induced by ¢ on S

Let Mov(S") < NS(S")z be the movable cone of S, ie. the open cone
generated by the classes of divisors whose base locus has codimension at least two.
It contains the ample cone Agny. If there exists o € Bir(S[®) non-natural, then
the action o* on NS(S) is a non-trivial isometry and by [16, Lemma 6.22] it
preserves the movable cone; more specifically, 0* exchanges the two extremal rays
of Mov(S[™). By [2, Proposition 13.1], t(n—1) is not a square, (n—1)X2 —tY? = 1
has no integer solutions (if n # 2) and Mov(S") = (h, zh — twé)r. ,, where (2, w)
is the minimal solution of 22 —t(n — 1)w? = 1 with z = 1 (mod n — 1); moreover,
we have z = +1 (mod 2(n — 1)) and w =0 (mod 2).

By imposing the conditions o*(h) = zh — twd, o*(zh — twd) = h, one computes
that the matrix which describes o* € O(NS(S[™)) with respect to the basis {h, -6}
is

(&)
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This is an involution of NS(S[™) thus from the description of ker(¥) that we
recalled above we conclude that the group Bir(S[™) is either {id}, Z/2Z or Z /27 x
7,/27.. Assuming that there exists a non-natural birational involution o € Bir(S[™),
then if ¢t > 2 we have Bir(S!"]) = (o), while Bir(S") = (/[" o) if t = 1. Notice
that the isometry o* is the reflection of NS(SI™) which fixes the line spanned by
(n —1)wh — (2 — 1)6. Let v = bh — ad € NS(S["]) be the primitive generator of this
line with a,b > 0, (a,b) = 1.

In the following, for any even lattice L with bilinear form (—, —) we denote by
Ap, := LV /L the discriminant group, which is a finite abelian group equipped with
a finite quadratic form qr, : A, — Q/2Z induced by the quadratic form on L. If

~ Z

Ay is cyclic of order m, we write Ay, = = (a) if g1, takes value a € Q/2Z on a

generator of Ay,. For g € O(L) we denote by g the isometry induced by g on Aj.

In the case of the lattice H?(S™™), Z) we have Apz(gm 7y = Z(n%I)Z (— 2(n1_1)). For

any x € H?(S[", Z) let div(z) be the divisibility of z in H?(S[", Z), i.e. the positive
generator of the ideal (z, H2(S!"Z)) C Z. The transcendental lattice of Sl is
Tr(SM) = NS(S")+ ¢ H2(SM, 7).

Proposition 3.1. Let S be an algebraic K3 surface with Pic(S) = ZH, H? = 2t,
t > 1. Forn > 2, let 0 € Bir(SM™) be a non-natural automorphism and v =
bh — ad € NS(SI™) be the primitive generator of the line fized by o* with a,b > 0.
Then one of the following holds:
® 0"|y(stn)y = —id and
o either o* = —id and v? = 2, i.e. (a,b) is an integer solution of (n —
1)X2 Y2 = —1;
o oro* =id, v? =2(n—1) and div(v) = n—1, i.e. (a, =25) is an integer
solution of X% —t(n —1)Y? = —1.
en>9, 0*|Tr(5[n]) =id, o = —id and v? = 2t, i.e. the minimal solution of
X2 —t(n—1)Y?=1is (b;%) and b# £1 (mod n —1).
Proof. Let (z,w) be the minimal solution of X2 —t(n — 1)Y? = 1 with z = +1
(mod n—1); then, as we recalled before, 2 = £1 (mod 2(n—1)) and w =0 (mod 2).
By [16l Theorem 1.3], o* is a monodromy operator (see [16, Definition 1.1]) hence
it acts on A g (g 7y as £id by [16, Lemma 9.2]. Moreover, since Tr(S™) = Tr(S)
has odd rank, 0*|py(gi) = £id (because o* is a Hodge isometry; see [14, Corollary
3.3.5]). If t # 1, by imposing that o* |, (stn)) glues with the isometry o*|yg(gin)) of
the form (B]), we conclude (by [21, Corollary 1.5.2]) that o* |1, (gmy = id if and only
if z =1 (mod 2t) and 0" |1, (g = —id if and only if z = —1 (mod 2t). On the
other hand o* = id if and only if z = —1 (mod 2(n — 1)) and ¢* = —id if and only
if z=1 (mod 2(n —1)), for all t > 1 (see [8, Remark 5.2]).

If o* acts as —id on Tr(S™) and ¢t > 2, then the statement follows as in the
proof of [8] Proposition 5.1] and by [8, Lemma 6.3].

Assume that z = 1 (mod 2t) (hence, 0*|py gty = id or ¢ = 1). By Lemma 2.1]
and by the hypothesis that (n — 1)X? — tY? = 1 has no integer solutions we have
z=1 (mod 2(n —1)), i.e. ¢* acts as —id on the discriminant group of H?(SM, 7).
Moreover, (z,w) = (2t(n — 1)s + 1, 2us), where (u,s) is the minimal solution of
X? —t(n—1)Y? = 1. The axis of the reflection ¢*|yg (g is spanned by

(n—1)wh—(z—1)§ =2s(n — 1) (uh — tsd).
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Since ged(u,ts) = 1, we conclude that the primitive generator of the axis of the
reflection is v = wh — tsd, whose square is 2¢. By looking at quadratic residues
modulo n — 1, we see that the minimal solution (u,s) of X? —t(n —1)Y? =1 can
have u # £+1 (mod n — 1) only if n > 9. O

Remark 3.2. Let w be a generator of H2°(S[")). Then NS(SI") = wtnH?(S, 7),
therefore an automorphism o € Bir(S") is symplectic (i.e. o*w = w) if and only
if 0|y (gim) = id. As a consequence of [I8, Lemma 3.5, Corollary 5.1] (see also [8|
Proposition 4.1]) any symplectic non-trivial birational automorphism of S is not
biregular. We will return to this point in Section [l

3.2. Classification of birational automorphisms. Let L be an even lattice and
l € L such that (I,1) # 0. We define the reflection

(m,1)
(¢,0)
This map restricts to a well-defined isometry R; € O(L) if and only if the divisibility

of 1 is either |(1,1)| or |(I,1)] /2. Recall that the real spinor norm of L is the group
homomorphism snk : O(L) — R*/ (R*)* = {£1} defined as

suf(g) = (-5) o (<252} moa @

where gg = Ry, ©...0 R,, is the factorization of gg € O(Lg) with respect to
reflections defined by elements v; € L. In particular, if the signature of L is (I4,1-),
after diagonalizing the bilinear form of L over R it is immediate to check that
snk(—id) = (=1)+.

Proof of Theorem L] for t > 2. By Proposition Bl Lemma 2] and the previous
discussion, the numerical conditions in the statement of the theorem are necessary
for the existence of a birational automorphism of S with non-trivial action on
NS(SM) (i.e. a non-trivial automorphism, since ¢t # 1). Assume now that these
conditions hold. If n # 2 the equation (n—1)X?—tY? = 1 has no integer solutions,
since (4, k) # (—1,1) (Lemma[2.T)). We therefore have Mov(S") = (h, zh —twd)g-,
by [2, Proposition 13.1]. Using again Lemma 2.1} we give the following definitions
depending on (j, k).
(i) If (4,k) = (1,—1), then (n — 1)X? — tY? = —1 has integer solutions. Let
(a,b) be the solution with smallest a > 0 and set v = bh — ad. By Lemma
2.1 we have (z,w) = (2(n — 1)a? + 1,2ab), since we are assuming ¢ > 2.
As v? = 2, we can define ¢ = —R, € O(H?(S",Z)). Then ¢ = —id €
O(Ap2 (st z)) by [12, Proposition 3.1].
(i) If (j,k) = (=1,—1), then X? — t(n — 1)Y? = —1 has integer solutions.
Let (a,b) be the minimal solution and set v = (n — 1)bh — ad. Then
(z,w) = (2t(n—1)b*—1, 2ab). The class v has square 2(n—1) and divisibility
n —1 (see [8, Lemma 6.3]), so we can define ¢ = —R,, € O(H?(S", 7))
and ¢ = id by generalizing [12, Corollary 3.4].

(iii) If (j, k) = (1,1), let (b, a) be the minimal solution of X2 —t(n —1)Y2 =1
and set v = bh — tad. Then (z,w) = (2t(n — 1)a® + 1, 2ab). The primitive
element v = (n — 1)ah — b§ satisfies v2 = —2(n — 1), while the divisibility
of v in H?(S[" Z) is either n — 1 or 2(n — 1). This implies that ¢ = R, €
O(H? (S 7)) and moreover ¢ = — id by [16, Proposition 9.12].

l.

Ry:Lg — Lg, m—m-—2
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Notice that there is no ambiguity in the definitions of v and ¢ when n = 2.
By construction, ¢|y sy = —id in cases (i), (ii) and ¢|py gy = id in case (iii).
Thus ¢ extends to a Hodge isometry of H?(SI™,C). Moreover, ¢ is orientation-

preserving. Indeed, let sng := sng%s["],z); then if ¢ = —R,, we have
sng(¢) = sng(—id)sng(R,) = —sng(R,) = sgn(v?) = +1

where we used the fact that H?(S!" Z) has signature (3,20). If § = R, then
sng(¢) = —sgn(y?) = +1. We conclude, by [16, Lemma 9.2], that ¢ € Mon%{dg(S["])
(in the case ¢ = R, also see [L6, Proposition 9.12]).

From the relations between (a,b) and (z,w) that we remarked for each of the
three pairs (j, k), it is immediate to check that v € Mov(S™) and that Plns(sin)
is the isometry (B fixing the line spanned by v, hence ¢(Mov(S)) = Mov(S™).
Then, by [I6, Lemma 6.22 and Lemma 6.23] ¢ € Mon3; (SI™), i.e. there exists a
birational automorphism o € Bir(S[™) such that o* = ¢. O

We are left to discuss the case t = 1. For all n > 2 the group Aut(S™) contains
the natural involution induced by the generator of Aut(S). Here, the equation
(n —1)X? —tY? = —1 has always integer solutions, while X? —t(n —1)Y? = —1
has no integer solutions if we assume that (n — 1)X? — Y2 = 1 has none.

Proof of Theorem[11] for t = 1. Let (z,w) be the minimal solution of z? — (n —
1)w? = 1 with z = &1 (mod n—1). If there exists a non-natural automorphism then
w = 0 (mod 2), which implies z = 1 (mod 2t). Thus, by the proof of Proposition
B (z,w) is not the minimal solution of the equation, i.e. b Z +1 (mod n — 1).
On the other hand, if we assume b # 41 (mod n — 1) then (n — 1)X2 - Y? =
1 has no integer solutions by [I0, Lemma A.2]. The existence of a symplectic
automorphism follows as in the proof for ¢t > 2, case (iii). By [8, Proposition 1.1],
this automorphism is not biregular. O

If S is a 2-polarized K3 surface of Picard rank one, the smallest n such that
Bir(S") = 7/27 x /27 is n = 9.

Remark 3.3. Notice that ¢ = 1 is the only value of ¢ such that the isometry
@) of NS(SI™) can be glued to both +id, —id € O(Tr(SM)). This follows from
[21, Corollary 1.5.2], since the discriminant group of Tr(S") is 5. If t = 1, let
v = bh — ad € NS(SI") be as in the proof of Theorem [Tl Then (—R,) @ (—id) €
O(NS(S™) @ Tr(S["))) extends to —R, € O(H?(S!",Z)), while (—R, ) ®id extends
to Ry, with v = (n — 1)ah — bd. If n — 1 is not a square and b # +1 (mod n — 1),
both isometries R, and —R, of the cohomology lattice are Hodge monodromies
which lift to (distinct) non-natural birational automorphisms of S, The lift of
R, is symplectic while the lift of —R, is non-symplectic. Each automorphism can
be recovered by composing the other with /"), where ¢ is the covering involution
which generates Aut(S). Indeed, (L["])*|NS(S[H]) = id and (L["])*|Tr(5[n]) = —id
(since ¢["] is a natural involution).

Remark 3.4. If for n > 2, t > 2 there exists a non-trivial birational automorphism
on S it is biregular if and only if n, ¢ satisfy condition (iii) of [8, Theorem 6.4],
which guarantees that Agm = Mov(S[™). If ¢+ < 2n — 3 the automorphism is not
biregular by [8] Proposition 1.1].
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The following proposition provides examples of polarization degrees for the K3
surface S so that S has a non-natural birational automorphism, for each of the
three different actions on cohomology of Proposition 311

Proposition 3.5. Fixn > 2. Fort > 1, we denote by S an algebraic K3 surface
with Pic(S) = ZH, H* = 2t.

(i) There exist infinitely many t’s such that Bir(SI™) contains a non-natural,
non-symplectic automorphism o with H*(S",2)7" = (2), eg. t = (n —
k% +1 for k> 1.

(i) There exists t such that Bir(S"™) contains a non-natural, non-symplectic
automorphism o with H*(S™,Z)7" = (2(n — 1)) if and only if —1 is a
quadratic residue modulo n — 1. If so, this happens for infinitely many t’s,
e.g. t = (n— 1)k? + 2qk + % fork,g>1 and ¢> = —1 (mod n — 1).

(iii) There exists t such that Bir(S™) contains a non-natural, symplectic auto-
morphism o if and only if n—1 = L,;l for some ¢ > 3,h £ 0 (mod ¢+1).
If so, H*(S™™, Z),- = (=2(n —1)) and this happens for infinitely many t’s,
e.g. t = (n—1)k?+2qk + h for k > 1.

Proof. As before, we denote by (z,w) the minimal solution of X? —t(n—1)Y? =1
with z = +1 (mod n — 1).

(i) Ift = (n —1)k?* + 1 and k > 1, then t(n — 1) is not a square and (z,w) =
(2t — 1,2k) = (2(n — 1)k* + 1,2k) by [10, Lemma A.2], since (k,1) is the
solution of (n —1)X? — tY? = —1 with smallest X > 0. We conclude with
Theorem [[T1

(i3) If there exists ¢ such that Bir(S™) contains a non-natural, non-symplectic
automorphism o with H?(S[ Z)7" 2 (2(n—1)), then by Theorem [T and
Lemma 211 the equation X2 —#(n — 1)Y2 = —1 is solvable, hence —1 is a
quadratic residue modulo n — 1. On the other hand, let t = (n — 1)k? +
2qk + % for k,q > 1 and ¢> = —1 (mod n — 1). The minimal solution of
X?2—t(n—1)Y?2 = —1is (¢+ (n—1)k,1), therefore t(n — 1) is not a square
and (z,w) = (=1 + 2t(n — 1),2¢ + 2(n — 1)k), again by [10, Lemma A.2].
The existence of the automorphism and its action on cohomology follow
then from Theorem [[1]

(4ii) Tf Bir(S!"]) contains a symplectic automorphism o, then by Theorem 1]
and Lemma 2] the minimal solution (u,s) of X? —t(n — 1)Y? = 1 has
u# +1 (mod n —1). Hence n — 1 = “:S_gl > 8 and u + 11 ts?. Let now
t = (n—1)k?+2qk+h for k, g, h as in the statement. The minimal solution
of X2—t(n—1)Y2=1is (u,s) = (g+(n—1)k,1). Since h Z 0 (mod q=+1),
we have ¢ # £1 (mod n—1), therefore (z,w) = (1+2t(n—1),2¢+2(n—1)k),
which allows us to conclude by using Theorem [L11 ([l

4. DECOMPOSITION OF THE MOVABLE CONE AND AUTOMORPHISMS OF
BIRATIONAL MODELS

We consider the wall-and-chamber decomposition (Il of the closed movable cone
Mov(Slnl) ¢ NS(S")r = Rh @ RS. As shown in [8, Lemma 2.5] by using [2,
Theorem 12.1], the walls are spanned by the classes of the form Xh — 2tYd which
lie in the movable cone, for (X,Y") a positive solution of one of Pell’s equations
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X% —4t(n — 1)Y? = o —4p(n — 1) with X = +a (mod 2(n — 1)), where the
possible values of p and « are:

p=—land 1 <a<n-—1;
(6) p=0and3<a<n-—1;
1§p<"T_1and4p+1§a§n—1.

Definition 4.1. For n > 2, let S be an algebraic K3 surface with Pic(S) = ZH,
H? = 2t, t > 1. The value t is said to be n-irreqular if there exists a birational
automorphism o € Bir(S™) such that for all ihs birational models g : S --» X
the involution g o 0 0 g~ € Bir(X) is not biregular.

Remark 4.2. If the decomposition of Mov(S[™) has an odd number of chambers,
and there exists a non-natural automorphism o € Bir(SI™), then the generator v of
the axis of the reflection 0*|yg(simy is in the interior of one of the chambers. This
follows from the fact that the isometry o* acts on the set of chambers by [16, Lemma
5.12], hence if their number is odd, one of them is preserved by ¢*, and therefore it
contains v. As a consequence, there exists an ihs birational model (corresponding to
the preserved chamber) on which the involution becomes biregular, by [16] Theorem
1.3]. Notice that Mov(S[") has only one chamber if and only if o € Aut(S"™). On
the other hand, if there is an even number of chambers in the decomposition of
Mov(S[), then v lies on one of the walls in the interior of the cone, and therefore
o is not biregular on any of the ihs birational models of SM.

This implies that ¢ is n-irregular if and only if Bir(S™) contains a non-natural
birational automorphism and the wall-and-chamber decomposition of Mov(S™)
has an even number of chambers.

Proposition 4.3. Forn > 2 and t > 1, assume that there exists a non-natural
birational automorphism o € Bir(SI™) and either t =1 or 0" |re(smy = 1id. Then t
is n-irreqular.

Proof. By the proof of Proposition B.1] if ¢t = 1 or 0*|Tr(s["1) = id the axis of the
reflection o* |NS(S[n]) is spanned by the class v = bh—tad, where (b, a) is the minimal
solution of X% —t(n—1)Y?2 = 1. Moreover, n > 9 and Mov(S[") = (h, zh — twd)g.,
with (z,w) = (2t(n — 1)a® + 1,2ab). Since (b+ 1)(b— 1) = t(n — 1)a?, we have
¢ :=max{ged(n —1,b—1),gcd(n — 1,b+ 1)} > 2. We define « := max{4, 2("—;1)},
which is an even integer such that 4 < a < n — 1. We consider Pell’s equation
X2 —4t(n—1)Y? = o®. The pair (X,Y) = (ba,a$) is a solution with the property
ZX — 2 We also have X = ba = +a (mod 2(n — 1)) by construction, hence v lies
on the wall (in the interior of the movable cone) spanned by the class Xh—2tYd. O

By the previous proposition, a non-natural birational automorphism of S
which acts on Tr(S[™) as id (or as +id if ¢ = 1) is not biregular on any ihs
birational model of S™, which is stronger than what we stated in Remark
By Proposition B3] for n fixed the number of n-irregular values ¢ for which this
happens is either zero or infinite.

Example 4.4. For any odd k > 5 with k # +1 (mod 8), define t = % e N. We
can readily check that S admits a symplectic non-natural involution by Theorem
[Tl hence ¢ is 9-irregular by Proposition 3]
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For non-symplectic automorphisms when ¢ # 1, the behaviour is different. We
now show that, for a fixed n > 2, there is only a finite number of n-irregular values ¢
for which the non-natural birational automorphism of S["! acts as —id on Tr(Sl"),
and we provide an algorithm to compute them.

Proposition 4.5. Let t > 2 and n > 2, such that t(n — 1) is not a square and
(n—1)X?% —tY?2 =1 has no integer solutions (if n # 2). Assume that one between
(n—1)X2—tY? = -1 and X? — t(n — 1)Y% = —1 admits integer solutions; define
¢ =1 if the first equation is solvable or £ = n — 1 if the second one is, and let
(a,b) be the solution with smallest a > 0. Then t is n-irregular if and only if
there exists a pair (o, p) as in @) and a positive solution (X,Y) of Pell’s equation
X% —4t(n —1)Y?2 =a? —4p(n — 1) with X = +a (mod 2(n — 1)) such that

4t0Y% = (o® — 4p(n — 1))a>.

Proof. Let v = fbh — ad € Mov(S™) be the class of square 2¢ as in the proof
of Theorem [l Then v lies on one of the walls in the interior of Mov(S™) if
and only if 7 = 2t§, where (X,Y) is a positive solution of one of the equations
X% —4t(n —1)Y?2 =a? —4p(n — 1) with X = +a (mod 2(n — 1)) and (a, p) as in
([©). We write the condition on the slopes as:

Y 127 B 1

X 2(n—1)a 4t(n—1)

and we observe that (2(n—1)a)? —4t(n—1)(¢b)> = —4¢(n—1). Hence this becomes:

1 a2 —4p(n—1) 1 46(n—1) B 1
Atn—1)  4t(n—1DX2 \/ 4t(n—1) + 4t(n —1)(2(n —1a)2  4t(n—1)

If we rearrange the equation, we obtain:

(7) (X2 — (n—1)(a® —4p(n —1))a® = £(a® — 4p(n — 1))
ie. 4t0Y? = (a? — 4p(n — 1))a?. O
Remark 4.6. e Notice that, by (@) and (n — 1)a® — t(¢fb)? = —¢, we have

X2 = (a®—4p(n—1))teb?. However, t/ has to divide a? —4p(n—1) (because
t{ is coprime with a), hence a? —4p(n—1) = tér? for some r € N. This gives
an easy way to compute a (finite) list of candidates for the n-irregular values
t, among the divisors of a? — 4p(n — 1) for (a, p) as in (@). In particular,
t<(n—1)(n+3).

e In order to check if a value t > 2 is n-irregular in Proposition 5] it is
enough to consider the pairs (a, p) such that a® — 4p(n — 1) > 0 and
the positive solutions (X,Y’) with smallest X in each equivalence class of
solutions of X2 —4t(n—1)Y? = a? —4p(n — 1), otherwise the wall spanned
by Xh — 2tYd is not in the interior of the movable cone.

Corollary 4.7. For a fizred n > 2, the number of n-irreqular values t for which
Bir(S ["}) contains a non-symplectic birational automorphism is finite. In particular,
for n < 8 there is only a finite number of n-irreqular values t.

Proof. By Proposition Bl assuming ¢ > 2 a non-natural automorphism o €
Bir(S") satisfies 0*|e(stny = —id if and only if the minimal solution of X?* —
t(n—1)Y2 =1has X = +1 (mod n—1). In particular, this always holds for n < 8.
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Then, by Theorem [Tl either (n — 1)X? —tY2 = 1 or X? —t(n — 1)Y? = 1 is
solvable. The statement follows from Proposition [£.5] and Remark [£.6] O

In Table [l for n < 14 we list all n-irregular values ¢t as in Corollary L7l We
separate the values of ¢ for which the middle wall of the movable cone is spanned
by a primitive class v of square 2 (i.e. £ = 1), from those where the generator has
square 2(n — 1) and divisibility n — 1 (i.e. £ =n —1). For n # 9,12, the values ¢
in the table are all the n-irregular values, 9 and 12 being the only n < 14 which
satisfy Proposition (#i1). We observe that, for n < 5, all n-irregular values are
of the form t =n or t = 4n — 3.

TABLE 1. n-irregular values t for n < 14 as in Corollary [4.7

n n-irregular £’s s.t. 1> =2 | n-irregular ¢’s s.t. ¥ = 2(n — 1)
2 )

3 3.9 7
1 113 ;i
5 5,17 i
6 6,9, 21 7
7 7.25.49 7
8 9,4,8,11,16,29,37 7
9 1,9.33,57 7
10 10,13, 37, 61,85 7
11 11,19,41,49, 121 7
12| 3,4,5,12,15,25,27, 45,125 7
3 1,13,49 7
14 | 14,17,22, 38,49, 53,77, 121,133 5

Lemma 4.8. For alln > 3, the value t = n is n-irreqular. For all n > 2, the value
t = 4n — 3 is n-irregular.

Proof. Notice that t = n and t = 4n — 3 are values of the form t = (n—1)k?+1, for
k = 1,2 respectively. By Proposition 35 the Hilbert scheme S has a non-natural
birational automorphism which acts as —id on Tr(S"™). The minimal solution of
(n—1)X%2—tY?2 = —1is (a,b) = (k, 1).

e Ift =n and n > 3, consider the equation X?—4t(n—1)Y? = a?—4p(n—1)
for p = —1 and @ = 2. Its minimal solution is (X,Y) = (2n,1), which
satisfies X = a (mod 2(n — 1)).

o If t = 4n — 3 and n > 2, consider the equation X2 — 4t(n — 1)Y? = a? —
4p(n—1) for p = —1 and @ = 1. Its minimal solution is (X,Y") = (4n—3,1),
which satisfies X = a (mod 2(n — 1)).

In both cases the relation 4tY? = (a? — 4p(n — 1))a? holds, hence the statement
follows from Proposition O

In the case t = n, it is known that the automorphism of S which acts as the
reflection in the (only) wall contained in the interior of Mov(S™) is Beauville’s
involution [3] §6], which is biregular if and only if n = 2.

In Proposition we showed that for t = (n — 1)k? + 1, k > 1 the Hilbert
scheme S has a non-symplectic birational involution. We observed in Lemma [A.8]



ON BIRATIONAL TRANSFORMATIONS OF HILBERT SCHEMES OF POINTS ON K3’S 13

that the involution is not biregular for k = 1,2, while by [8, Proposition 6.7] it is
biregular (i.e. Agm = Mov(SM)) whenever k > 243, It seems however that this
lower bound on k is far from optimal.

Conjecture 4.9. Let n > 2 and t = (n — 1)k* + 1, for k € N. Let S be an
algebraic K3 surface with Pic(S) = ZH, H? = 2t. If k > 3, then the non-natural
non-symplectic involution which generates Bir(S ["}) 18 biregular.

We checked computationally that the conjecture holds for all n < 14.
The results of [8] Proposition 6.7] can be adapted also to the other family of
polarizations in Proposition [ giving rise to non-symplectic birational involutions.

Lemma 4.10. Let n > 3 and q € N be such that ¢> = —1 (mod n — 1). Let
t=(n—1)k*+2qk + % fork>1 and S an algebraic K3 surface with Pic(S) =
ZH, H?> =2t. If k > "TJ“O’, then the non-natural non-symplectic involution which
generates Bir(S™) is biregular.

Proof. By Proposition we just need to prove that Agn = Mov(S"™). De-
fine Q = (n — 1)k 4+ ¢. For k > 243 we have 4t(n — 1) > (n + 3)*(n — 1)? >
(0 —4p(n — 1))2 for all (a,p) as in (@), hence the solutions of X? — 4t(n —
1)Y? = a? — 4p(n — 1) are encoded in the convergents of the continued fraction of
VAt(n — 1) = 2,/Q% + 1 = 2Q; Q,4Q) (for details see [0, Chapter XXXIII, §16]).
The proof then follows as for [8, Proposition 6.7]. O

5. KAHLER-TYPE CHAMBERS AND AUTOMORPHISMS FOR n = 3

It is known that for a K3 surface S of Picard rank one the number of Kéhler-type
chambers in the decomposition of Mov(S[) is d € {1,2,3} (see for instance [10,
Example 3.18]). We now detail the computation of the number of chambers for
n = 3 in the cases where Mov(S") = (h,zh — twé)r.,, with (z,w) the minimal
solution of X2 —#(n—1)Y2 =1 with z = +1 (mod n—1). In particular, this holds
whenever Bir(SP!) # {id}.

For an integer ¢ > 2 such that 2t is not a square, consider the following two
generalized Pell’s equations:

Pgi(9) : X2 —8tY2 =9
Pgi(12) : X? — 8tY? = 12.

Remark 5.1. o If we write the two equations as X2 — 8tY?2 = 8 + o2, with
a € {1,2}, then it is clear that all solutions (X, Y") satisfy X = +« (mod 4).
e If (X,Y) is a solution of Pg:(9) and (X', Y”) is a solution of Pg:(12), then

/ . . .
% #+ % since ,/1792 is not rational.

e Assume that Pg;(12) is solvable and let (X,Y") be a solution. Then X = 27
for some Z € Z such that (Z,Y) is a solution of Py (3) : Z% — 2tY?2 = 3.
Notice that Z = 1 (mod 2), Y = 1 (mod 2) and ¢t = 1 (mod 2), since
3 is not a quadratic residue modulo 4. By [20, Theorem 110], if P (3) is
solvable it has one equivalence class of solutions if ¢ = 0 (mod 3), otherwise
it has two classes of solutions, which are conjugate. Then one can easily
see that the same holds for Pg:(12).
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The next two lemmas give bounds for the number of equivalence classes of solu-
tions of Ps:(9) and Pg(12), depending on t.

Lemma 5.2. Ift = 3 (mod 18), then P3:(12) is either not solvable or it has one
class of solutions. If t = 5,11,17 (mod 18), then Ps:(12) is either not solvable or
it has two classes of solutions. In all other cases, Pg:(12) is not solvable.

Proof. By Remark [5.1] the equation Pg;(12), if it is solvable, has one class of solu-
tions when ¢ = 0 (mod 3), two classes otherwise. We also remarked that solutions
(X,Y) of Pg(12) are of the form (2Z,Y) for (Z,Y) solution of Py(3), and that
Ps:(12) is not solvable if t =0 (mod 2).

Ift =1 (mod 3), write t = 3¢+ 1 for ¢ € Ny and assume that (Z,Y) is a solution
of Py (3). Then Z% — (6¢+2)Y? = 3, i.e. Z? = 2Y? (mod 3). This implies that
Z =Y =0 (mod 3), which gives a contradiction. Hence, Pg;(12) has no solutions.

If t =0 (mod 9), write t = 9¢ for ¢ € N. If (X,Y") is a solution of Ps;(12), then
X = 6X’ for some X’ € N and 3(X’)? — 6¢qY2 = 1, which is impossible. Hence,
Ps:(12) has no solutions.

Ift =6 (mod 9), write t = 9¢ + 6 for ¢ € Ny. If (X,Y) is a solution of Ps;(12),
then X = 3X’ for some X’ € N and 3(X’)? — 8(3¢ + 2)Y? = 4. This implies
Y? = —1 (mod 3), which cannot be. Hence, Pg;(12) has no solutions. O

Lemma 5.3. Ift = 1 (mod 3) ort = 3,6 (mod 9), then all solutions of Ps:(9)
are equivalent to (X,Y) = (3,0). Ift =0 (mod 9), then Ps;(9) has either one, two
or three classes of solutions. If t = 2 (mod 3), then Pg:(9) has either one or three
classes of solutions.

Proof. Ift = 3q+1, for ¢ € Ng, then X2 = 2Y? (mod 3), hence all solutions (X,Y)
are of the form (3X’,3Y”), with (X’)? — 8t(Y’)? = 1. This is now a standard Pell’s
equation, which has only one class of solutions, thus the same holds for Ps;(9).

If t = 3¢ for ¢ € N and (g,3) = 1, then X = 3X’ for some X’ € Z such that
3(X")2—8qY? = 3. Since 31 g weneed (X,Y) = (3X’,3Y’) with (X')?2—24¢(Y")? =
1. There exists only one class of solutions (X', Y”) for this standard Pell’s equation,
thus also the solutions of Pg;(9) form a single class.

Assume now that ¢ = 9¢ for ¢ € N. Then a solution (X,Y") of Pg(9) is of the
form (X,Y) = (3X",Y) with (X’)? —8¢Y? = 1. Let (2, w) be the minimal solution
of Pg;(1) : 22 — 8tw? = 1. Notice that the solutions of Py (1) are the pairs (X', X)
for all solutions (X, Y) of (X’)2—8¢Y? = 1 such that Y = 0 (mod 3). Let (a,b) be
the minimal solution of (X’)? — 8¢Y? = 1. Since this is a standard Pell’s equation,
by (@) its next two solutions (for increasing values of X') are (a? + 8¢b?, 2ab) and
(a3 + 24qab?,8qb® + 3ab). We observe that one among these first three positive
solutions (X', Y) has Y = 0 (mod 3), since either a? (hence, a) or 8gb? = a? — 1
is divisible by 3. The positive solution (X’,Y") with this property and smallest X’
is therefore equal to (z,3w), thus the corresponding solution (X,Y) = (3X",Y) of
Ps:(9) satisfies % = 7, i.e. it is the first positive solution in the same equivalence
class of (3,0). We conclude that Pg:(9) has either one, two or three classes of
solutions.

Finally, assume that ¢ = 2 (mod 3). Let (z,w) be the minimal solution of Pg:(1)

and let (u1,v1), (u2,v2) be two positive solutions of Pg:(9) such that, for ¢ = 1,2:

z+1 3w
8 O<u; <34/—, O<v; < ———.
® 2 V2(z+1)
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By (@), this is equivalent to asking that either (u;, v;) or (—u;, v;) is a fundamental
solution of Ps;(9), different from (3,0). Thus w1, v1, us, ve are not divisible by three.
From u? — 8tv? = 9 and u3 — 8tv3 = 9 we get

(9) u1vg = tugvy;  (mod 9), wjug = +8tvjve  (mod 9)

where the signs in the two congruences coincide. If we now multiply u? — 8tv = 9
and u3 — 8tv3 = 9 member by member, we obtain

uiue F 8tviv 2 U1V F UV 2
(10) (129 12) —8t<12921> -1

where by ([@) the two squares in the LHS term are integers. If we assume that
(u1,v1) and (usg,ve) are distinct, then uyve Fugvr # 0. Since (z,w) is the minimal
solution of Pg(1), from ([I0) we have |ujve F usvy| > 9w. However, from (8]) we
compute |ujve F ugv1| < 9w, which is a contradiction. We conclude u; = wus,
vy = vg. Thus, there are at most three classes of solutions for Pg;(9): the class of
(3,0) and possibly the classes of (u1,v1) and (—uq,v1). Notice that the latter two
classes are always distinct: in order for them to coincide we would need

u% + 8tvf 2uiv,

z z
9 9 ©

which does not happen, since (u1,3) = (v1,3) = 1. Hence, the equation has either
one or three classes of solutions. g

We remark that all cases in the statements of Lemma [5.2] and Lemma [5.3] occur,
for suitable values of ¢.

Let S be an algebraic K3 surface such that Pic(S) = ZH, H? = 2t, t > 2. As
explained in Section[] if Bir(S1!) # {id} then 2t is not a square, 2X2—tY? = 1 has
no integer solutions and the minimal solution of X2 —2tY? =1 has Y =0 (mod 2).
As a consequence, Mov(SB)) = (h,zh — 2twd)g.,, where (z,w) is the minimal
solution of Pg;(1) : 22 — 8tw? = 1. The walls in the interior of the movable cone are
the rays through Xh—2tY§, for (X,Y) positive solution of X2 —8tY? = 8+ «? such
that o € {1,2}, X = +a (mod 4) and 0 < £ < 2. By Remark [51] this implies
that the number of chambers in the interior of the cone coincides with the number
of combined equivalence classes of solutions for Ps;(9) and Pg(12) (the class of the
solution (3,0) of Ps:(9) determines the two extremal rays of the movable cone).
Hence, Lemma and Lemma give the following result.

Proposition 5.4. Let t > 2 such that 2t is not a square, 2X% —tY? = 1 has no
integer solutions and the minimal solution of X? —2tY? =1 has Y =0 (mod 2).
The following table provides the numbers of classes of solutions for the equations
Pgi(9) and Pg;(12) and the number of chambers in the movable cone of S, for S
an algebraic K3 surface such that Pic(S) = ZH, H? = 2t.

t mod 18 0 1] 2 3 |4 5 6|7] 8
# eq. classes Pg:(9) | 1,2,3|1(1,3| 1 [1| 1,3 [1]1]1,3
# eq. classes Pg(12) 0 0| 0 |0,1]0| 0,2 [0O]|O] O
# chambers 123|113 | 1,211,351 |1]13
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t mod 18 9 10 11 12 113] 14 | 15| 16 17

# eq. classes Pg(9) | 1,2,3 | 1 1,3 111153711 1,3

# eq. classes Ps:(12) 0 0l 0,2 0]0O] O0]O0O]O0]| 0,2
# chambers 1,231 |14,3,5| 11 |1,3]1]1]13,5

In all cases where Mov(S[®l) has no walls in its interior (i.e. there is only one
chamber), then any birational automorphism is biregular by the global Torelli the-
orem for ihs manifolds.

Corollary 5.5. Let S be an algebraic K3 surface such that Pic(S) = ZH, H? = 2t,
t>1. Ift=1,4,6,7,10,12,13,15,16 (mod 18), then Bir(S!) = Aut(SP).

From Theorem [[LT] Corollary [£.77] and the results of this section we conclude the
following.

Proposition 5.6. Let S be an algebraic K3 surface such that Pic(S) = ZH, H? =
2t. If t = 1, then Bir(SB) = Aut(SP) = 7/27Z. Ift > 2, then Bir(SP) # {id} if
and only if:

e 2t is not a square;

e 2X? —tY? =1 has no integer solutions;
o cither 2X2? —tY?2 = —1 or X2 — 2tY? = —1 has integer solutions.

If Bir(SB) £ {id}, let d be the number of chambers in the decomposition of
Mov(S1B)). Then d € {1,2,3,5} and one of the following holds:

e d =1 and Bir(SP) = Aut(SB) = z/27;

e d=2,t=3o0rt=9, Aut(SP) = {id} and Bir(SP) = z/2Z;

e d=23,5 Aut(SP) = {id} and Bir(SP¥) = 7/27
Ift # 3,9 and o € Bir(SP)), there exists an ihs sizfold X and a birational map
g: 8Bl ——s X such that goo o g~' € Aut(X).

Table 2] lists the number d of chambers in the decomposition of Mov(SB]) and
the structure of the groups Aut(S?!), Bir(SP), for an algebraic K3 surface S with
Pic(S) = ZH, H?> = 2t, 1 < t < 30 when Bir(SP) # {id}.

TABLE 2. Chambers and automorphisms for n = 3.

t | d] Aut(SP) | Bir(SPB)
11| z2Z | Z)2Z
32| {id} 7.)27
5 13| {id 7.)27
92| {id 7)2Z
115/ {id} 7)2Z
31| z/2z | z/22
91| zp2z | z/22
9% | 1| z/22 | z/2%
27 3| {id} 7)2Z
20| 3| {id} 7)2Z
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6. AMBIGUOUS HILBERT SCHEMES AND BIRATIONAL MODELS

Having classified the group of birational automorphisms of S, for a K3 surface
S with Picard rank one, we explain in this section how the same approach can be
used to study the more general problem of whether there exists a K3 surface X,
again of Picard rank one, and a birational map ¢ : S --» X[ which do not come
from an isomorphism S — X. This is related to the notion of (strong) ambiguity
for Hilbert schemes of points on K3 surfaces, which for n = 2 (and ¢ biregular)
has been investigated in [I1] and [27]. Some of the results of this section overlap
(even though they are proved differently) with those of [I7], where birationality of
derived equivalent Hilbert schemes of K3 surfaces is studied.

It is known that, if S/ and X" are birational, then S and ¥ are Fourier-Mukai
partners and S and [ are derived equivalent (see [25, Proposition 10]). If
Pic(S) = ZH with H? = 2t, t > 1, then by [23, Proposition 1.10] the number
of non-isomorphic FM partners of S is 2°(Y =1 where p(t) denotes the number of
prime divisors of ¢ (and p(1) = 1).

We can classify the Fourier-Mukai partners ¥ of S as follows (for details see for
instance [23, Section 4]). The overlattice L = H?(3,Z) of Tr(S) @ NS(S) (with
integral Hodge structure defined by setting L?° = Tr(5)%°) corresponds to an
isotropic subgroup I, C Ay sy © Ans(s) = %(—%) &) %(%) (as in [21] Section
1.4]). Since NS(S) and Tr(S) are primitive in L, the group I, is of the form I}, =
I, == (e +an) for some a € (Z/2tZ)", a®> = 1 (mod 4t), where € (respectively, 1) is
a generator of Ar.(g) (respectively, Ang(s)) on which the finite quadratic form takes

value — - (respectively, +5). Foreacha € (Z/2tZ)*, a* =1 (mod 4t), there exists
a K3 surface ¥, (unique up to isomorphism) such that H?(3,, Z) is Hodge-isometric
to the overlattice L, of Tr(S) @ NS(S) defined by I,. Moreover, ¥, = % if and

only if b = +a (mod 2t). Indeed, 2°)=1 (which is the number of non-isomorphic
FM partners of S) is the cardinality of {a € (z/2tZ)” ;a* =1 (mod 4t)} / +id.

Remark 6.1. If there exists a birational map ¢ : S --» X[ as above, then
¢* (Mov(2[™)) = Mov(S™) ([16, Corollary 5.7]). Let {hs,ds} and {hs, s} be the
canonical bases for NS(S™) and NS(X[™) respectively, as in Section Bl Then
by [6l Theorem 1] the map ¢ is induced by an isomorphism of the underlying K3
surfaces if and only if ¢*(ds) = ds. As a consequence, if ¢ does not come from
an isomorphism S — ¥ then ¢*(hy) is the primitive generator of the extremal ray
of Mov(S!"™) not spanned by hg. This implies that ¥ is uniquely defined, up to
isomorphism: in fact, if we also have ¢’ : SI™ --» (¥/)[" which does not come
from an isomorphism S — X', then ¢/ 0 ¢~ : X" ——» (%) is induced by an
isomorphism ¥ — ¥'| since its pullback maps hss to hy (hence, also dx/ to dx).

Theorem 6.2. Let S be an algebraic K3 surface such that Pic(S) = ZH, with
H? =2t,t > 1. Forn > 2, let (2,w) be the minimal solution of X*—t(n—1)Y% =1
with z = £1 (mod n — 1). There exists a K3 surface ¥ and a birational map
¢ - S -5 21 which is not induced by an isomorphism S — ¥ if and only if:

e t(n—1) is not a square;

o ifn#2, (n—1)X2—1tY?% =1 has no integer solutions;

e z==1 (mod 2(n—1)) and w =0 (mod 2).

If so, the K3 surfaces S and ¥ are isomorphic if and only if z = +1 (mod 2t).

Moreover, ¢ is biregular if and only if, for all integers p,a as follows:



18 P. BERI AND A. CATTANEO

ep=—landl<a<n-1, or
e p=0and3<a<n-—1, or

° 1§;)<’le1 andmax{4p—|—1, [2 p(n—l)—‘}gagn—l

if Pell’s equation
X2 —4t(n—1)Y? =a® —4p(n —1)

is solvable, the minimal solution (X,Y) with X = f£a (mod 2(n — 1)) satisfies
X 2%

Proof. If there exists a birational map ¢ : S --s X[ which does not come
from an isomorphism S — ¥ then both extremal rays of Mov(S!"l) correspond
to Hilbert—Chow contractions (Remark [61]). By [2, Theorem 5.7], ¢(n — 1) is not
a square, (n — 1)X2 —tY? = 1 has no integer solutions (if n # 2) and 2z = +1
(mod 2(n — 1)), w =0 (mod 2). On the other hand, assume that these conditions
are satisfied. Let a € (Z/2tZ)", a® = 1 (mod 4t), such that S = ¥,. Since
22 —t(n — 1)w? = 1 and w is even, we can consider the FM partner X, of S.
As Tr(S!") = Tr(S) and NS(S[™) 2 NS(S) @ (—2(n — 1)), the groups I, and I,,
(defined at the beginning of the section) can also be seen as isotropic subgroups
of Apy sy ® Axg(simy (in particular, we assume 2tn = h € NS(S)). Tt is then
immediate to check that the overlattices of Tr(S!™) @ NS(SI")) defined by these two
subgroups are H2(E,[1"],Z) and H2(E[ZZ],Z) respectively. Let u € O(NS(SI)) be
the isometry (B). We have that id ©u € O(Tr(SM) @ NS(SI™)) extends to a Hodge
isometry ¢ : H2(S,2) —» H2(LY, Z), because Fi(an) = zan € Ays(stn) (here we
use the fact that w is even). Notice that the discriminant group of H?(S, 7Z) is

generated by the class of ﬁ and 1 (2(716_1)) = —(g(;l_);ﬂ)h - 2(551) = ig(,f_l)-

By [21}, Corollary 1.5.2], ¢ extends to a Hodge isometry H*(X,,Z) — H*(X.4,7)
between the Mukai lattices of the two K3 surfaces 3, ¥.,. We conclude that EE? |
and B are birationally equivalent, by [16, Corollary 9.9].

As stated before, 3, and 3., are isomorphic if and only if a = +za (mod 2t), i.e.
z =41 (mod 2t). The isomorphism ¢ : S --» B["] is biregular if and only if the
Hodge isometry ¢* : H2(X"), Z) — H? (S, Z) is effective, that is if it maps ample
classes to ample classes. Since ¢* permutes the two extremal rays of the movable
cones, this is equivalent to asking that the movable cone of S coincides with the
ample cone, i.e. that there is only one chamber in the decomposition of Mov(S").
The last part of the statement follows then as in the proof of [§8, Theorem 6.4]. O

Remark 6.3. If S 2 ¥ the existence of a birational map S --» £ which does
not come from an isomorphism of the K3 surfaces is equivalent to the existence of
a non-natural birational automorphism in Bir(S™). Indeed, in this case Theorem
gives the same conditions of Theorem [I.1]

Remark 6.4. It can be readily checked that the conditions in the first part of
Theorem [6.2] are equivalent to those of [I7, Theorem 2.2]. Write z = 2(n — 1)k + ¢
and w = 2h for k,h € N and € € {£1}. Then, 2% — t(n — 1)w? = 1 implies
k(k(n — 1) + €) = th?. Since the two factors in the LHS term are coprime, there
exist p, ¢, 7, s € Nsuch that k = sp?, k(n—1)+e = r¢*, h = pq, t = rs. In particular,
(n — 1)sp? — rq? = 1, which is what is requested in [I7, Theorem 2.2]. The FM
partner ¥ of S such that there exists a birational map S --s [ not coming
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from an isomorphism S — ¥ is the moduli space Mg(p?s, pgH, ¢*r) = Mgs(s, H, 7).
Notice that z = 1 (mod 2¢) (i.e. ¥ = S) if and only if {r, s} = {1,t}.

Corollary 6.5. Let S be an algebraic surface with Pic(S) = ZH, H?> = 2t and
n > 2 an integer such that SU admits an involution which is not bireqular. Assume
that t is not n-irregular, hence there exists an ihs birational model X of S with
a biregular involution. Then X is not isomorphic to the Hilbert scheme of n points
on a K3 surface.

Proof. Let (z,w) be the minimal solution of X2 —t(n — 1)Y?2 = 1 with z = +1
(mod n — 1). By contradiction, assume that X = X" for some K3 surface ¥. The
groups Aut(X[") and Aut(S[™) are different so S is not isomorphic to ¥, while X"
and S are birational. So z # +1 (mod 2t) by Theorem 6.2 which is in contrast
with Theorem [[T] O

By [8, Proposition 1.1], Corollary[6.5lis applicable for the values ¢t < 2n—3 which
satisfy Theorem [[.T] and which are not n-irregular (see Table[), e.g. (n,t) = (6, 2).

7. MODULI SPACES OF POLARIZED MANIFOLDS OF K3M_TypPE

We say that an ihs manifold is of K 3[")-type if it is deformation equivalent to the
Hilbert scheme of n points on a K3 surface. Let A,, = UP3@ Eg(—1)%?@(-2(n—1)),
which is isometric to the second cohomology lattice of any ihs manifold of K3["-
type (with the BBF quadratic form). A polarization type is the choice of a O(A,,)-
orbit [k], with k& € A,, primitive and (k,k) > 0. We denote by My the moduli
space of polarized manifolds (X, D), with X of K3["-type and D a primitive ample
class on X such that there exists an isomorphism 1 : H?(X,Z) — A,, (called a
marking) such that n(D) = k. More generally, we denote by M3, the moduli

space which parametrizes manifolds of K3["-type with a polarization of square 2d
and divisibility +, for d,vy € N (for more details on these moduli spaces, we refer to
[13] and [I).

From [I6] §7.1], two polarized manifolds (X1, D1), (X2,D2) € My, are in
the same connected component of the moduli space if and only if there exists a
parallel transport operator g : H?(X1,Z) — H?*(X3,Z) such that g(D;) = Ds.
Let vx, : H*(X;,Z) — A := U% @ Eg(—1)%? be in the canonical O(A)-orbit of
primitive embeddings in the Mukai lattice (see [16, Corollary 9.5]). We denote by
T(X;, D;) the rank-two positive definite lattice which arises as saturation, inside
A, of the sublattice generated by tx,(D;) and tx, (H?(X;,Z))*". Then there exists
a polarized parallel transport operator between (X7, D7) and (X2, D2) if and only
if (T(X1,D1),tx,(D1)) and (T'(X2, D2), tx,(D2)) are isomorphic as lattices with a
distinguished vector ([I, Proposition 1.6]).

Let X be a manifold of K3!"-type with a non-symplectic biregular involution
i € Aut(X) such that H?(X,Z)" has rank one. By [7, Proposition 4.3] there
exists an i*-invariant primitive class D € Ax such that (X, D) belongs to one
of the following moduli spaces: M3 ;; M3, (non-empty only if n = 0 (mod 4));
Mg(nfl),nfl (non-empty only if (%1) = 1, using Legendre symbol).

n—1
Proposition 7.1. [I Corollary 2.4 and Proposition 3.1], [I3, Examples 3.8, 3.10]
Let n > 2 and for r € N denote by p(r) the number of distinct prime divisors of r.

e The moduli space My, is connected; the polarization type is unique.
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e Ifn=0 (mod 4), then M3 5 is connected; the polarization type is unique.

e Ifn =0 (mod 2) and (n_—jl) =1, then My, 4, _, has 20(n=D=1" con-
nected components; the polarization type is unique.

e Ifn=1 (mod 4) and (—) =1, then My, ), has 20(*7) conmected
components.

e Ifn =3 (mod 4) and (%) =1, then M3, _,
nected components.

yn—1 has 2°("3) =1 con-

Given n,t > 2 we define the property

: for an algebraic K3 surface S with Pic(S) = ZH, H? = 2t, the Hilbert
scheme S is equipped with a biregular non-natural automorphism.

Equivalently, this means that n,t¢ satisfy the numerical conditions given in [8]
Theorem 6.4].

Take n,t which satisfy Let (a,b) (resp. (a,=25)) be the integer solution
of (n —1)X? —tY? = —1 (resp. X2 —t(n — 1)Y? = —1) with minimal X > 0,
depending on which of the two equations is solvable (see Proposition B.I). We
consider the moduli space Ko; of 2t-polarized K3 surfaces and U C Ko; the subset
of elements (X, H) such that D := bh — ad € NS(Z[) is ample, where as usual
h € NS(2[") is the class of the line bundle induced by H and 26 is the class of the
exceptional divisor of the Hilbert-Chow contraction X[ — (") In particular, by
Proposition 3] U contains all 2¢t-polarized K3 surfaces of Picard rank one. For
(2, H) € U, the polarized manifold (", D) is in one of the moduli spaces M3,
M3, if (n —1)X? — tY? = —1 is solvable, otherwise (S, D) € M1yt

Assume that D? = 2. One can readily check that the d1v1s1b1hty of D is
ged(b,2(n — 1)), hence (X[, D) € My, if b is odd while (2", D) € M3, if b
is even.

If D? = 2(n — 1), we are interested in determining the connected component of
./\/l" n_1 Which contains (2", D). The canonical embedding ¢sy. in the Mukai
lattlce satlsﬁes (see [16, Example 9.6])

g - H2(2MZ) < A
h— (0,—H,0)
-0 (1,0,n —1),
where we identify A with H*(X,Z) = HY(3,Z) ® H*(%,Z) ® H* (%, Z) The image
of t5m) is the orthogonal complement of v = (1,0,1 —n). Let 8 = ﬁ € N. The
primitive sublattice T := T(£[", D) C A is generated by v and w = —=(av —

tsim (D)) = (0, 8H,—2a). With respect to the basis {v,w}, the polarization is
tsm1 (D) = av — (n — 1)w and the bilinear form of the lattice is given by the matrix

2(n—1) 2a
2a 252 )
In the following we assume that n,t satisfy and we denote by M(n,t) the
connected component (of one the moduli spaces M3 ;, M3 ,, M1y 1) Which

contains the polarized manifolds (X[, bh — ad) as above, for (X, H) € U.

Lemma 7.2. For n > 2, let t;,ty > 2 be such that X?> —t;(n — 1)Y?2 = —1 is
solvable, and let (a;, B;) be the minimal solution. Assuming that both tq,ts satisfy
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the connected components M(n,t1), M(n,t2) of My, ., coincide if and
only if a1 = +as (mod n —1).

Proof. By the previous discussion, the connected components coincide if and only
if there exists an isometry A : Tt — T2 such that A(ajv; — (n — 1)wy) = agve —
(n — 1)ws. In particular, A(w;) = fwq and A((n — 1)wy) = (n — 1wz — (a2 £ a1)vs.
Such isometry exists if and only if a; = +as (mod n —1). O

We now consider the map "¢o; : U — M(n,t), (X, H) — (X", bh — ad). Clearly
the image of "¢o; is contained in the Noether—Lefschetz locus of M(n,t), that is
the subset of polarized manifolds whose Picard group has rank at least two. Let
Co C M(n,t) be the locus which parametrizes polarized manifolds (X, D) whose
Picard group contains a primitive hyperbolic rank-two sublattice K 3 D and such
that K+ C H?(X,Z) has discriminant —2¢. The proof of [I1, Proposition 7.1] can
be generalized to obtain the following result.

Proposition 7.3. Given n,t which satisfy the subset U C Kot is open and the
rational map "oy 1 Kop -+ M(n,t) is birational onto an irreducible component of

Cot.

For n > 2, let My, be the moduli space of marked ihs manifolds of K 3[-type
and fix a connected component M ~(see [16, §1.1] for details). Let p € O(A,,)
be an involution such that (A,)? = (k), with k& primitive of square 2d > 0 and
divisibility « for some (d,7) € {(1,1),(1,2),(n — 1,n — 1)}. Notice that p = —Ry.
Following [15] and [7], we can consider the moduli space M7,  C MY of (p, (2d))-
polarized manifolds of K3[-type. An element of this moduli space is a marked
manifold (X,n) which admits a non-symplectic involution ¢ € Aut(X) such that
p = noi*on~1. Notice that i is uniquely determined, by the injectivity of Aut(X) —
O(H?*(X,Z)),i~ i*. By [7, Theorem 3.3], the moduli space My, 18 nON-empty
if and only if the induced isometry p € O(A,,) is +ida,, .

Let (X,n), (X',n') be two (p, (2d))-polarized manifolds, with involutions i €
Aut(X) and i/ € Aut(X’) such that p = noi*on™t = 5 o (i')* o (')~ L. Let
T := (A,)? and Mon®(A,,,T) := {g € Mon*(A,,) | g(T) = T'}, where Mon*(A,,) :=
nMon?(X)n~t =7/ Mon?*(X")(/)~* € O(A,,). We say that the pairs (X, 1), (X', i)
are isomorphic if there exists an isomorphism f : X — X’ such that i’ o f = f o 4.
In this case we have no f*o (/)~! € Mon?(A,,, T'); moreover, no f*o (n')~* =idy,
if and only if (X, n) and (X’,7') are equivalent in M, .

Proposition 7.4. The quotient M, := M,/ Mon?(A,,, T) is the coarse moduli
space of isomorphism classes of pairs (X,1), for (X,n) € Mgy, and i € Aut(X)

the involution such that p =mnoi*on=L.

Proof. This follows from [I5, Theorem 10.5]: since (A,)” has rank one, M, is
irreducible by [I5, Theorem 9.11], i.e. all (p, (2d))-polarized manifolds of K3["-
type deform in the same family. For the same reason every pair (X,i) € M, is
simple in the sense of [15] Definition 10.3]. O

The following statement generalizes [4, Corollary 4.1] for n = 2.

Theorem 7.5. For (d,v) € {(1,1),(1,2),(n—1,n—1)}, let p € O(A,) be an
involution such that p = £ida, and (A,)? is generated by a primitive element k
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of square 2d and divisibility v. Then M, is isomorphic to a connected component

Of M[k] C M§d7,y.

Proof. Let (X,n) be (p, (2d))-polarized, with i € Aut(X) the non-symplectic in-
volution such that p = noi* on~t. If D is the primitive ample divisor which
generates H2(X,Z)" = n~'((A,)"), then (X,D) € M3, - The morphism o :
M, = Mz, (X, i) = (X, D) is clearly well-defined at the level of moduli spaces
and its image is contained in a connected component M C M3y, . Indeed, if
(X1,m,11), (X2,m9,12) are (p, (2d))-polarized then g = 7, * o n; is a parallel trans-
port operator (because (X1,71) and (X2,72) lie in the same connected component
of My,,) such that g(D1) = Da. The connected component M is determined by
the explicit choice of the isometry p. By construction, M C M, with (A,,)? = (k).
Let now (X, D) be a polarized manifold in M. By [8, Proposition 5.3] there is a
(unique) non-symplectic involution 7 € Aut(X) such that i* = —Rp. Since (X, D)
is in the same connected component of any a(X’,i’) and p = —Rj, there exists a
marking 7 : H*(X,Z) — A, such that (X,n) € M} and p=mnoi*on~ ', hence we
have a well-defined map M — M,,, (X, D) — (X, i) which is the inverse of a. O

Remark 7.6. Let (d,vy) € {(1,1),(1,2),(n —1,n — 1)} and fix a connected com-
ponent M C M3, . For (X,D) € M let : H*(X,Z) — A, be a marking such
that (X,7) € MQ and define p = —R,(py € O(Ay). Then it is clear from the
proof of the previous proposition that M is the connected component of My,
which is isomorphic to M, via the map «.

8. GEOMETRICAL CONSTRUCTIONS

Let S be a 2¢-polarized K3 surface of Picard rank one and n > 2. Theorem [I]
allows us to determine the values n,t for which Bir(S[) # {id}, however it does
not provide any indication on how to construct these automorphisms geometrically.
If t = n, then Bir(S™) is generated by Beauville’s (non-symplectic) involution [3|
§6]. For 2 <n < 10,2 <t <7, t#n, the pairs (n,t) such that Bir(S[") # {id}
are the following:

(n,t) =(2,5),(3,5),(4,7),(6,2),(8,2),(8,4),(9,3),(9,5).

The involution which generates Bir(S[™) is symplectic for (n,t) = (9,3),(9,5),
non-symplectic in the other cases.

The general K3 surface S of degree 2t = 10 is a transverse intersection Gr(2,5)N
I'NnQ c PY, where I' = P and Q is a quadric. The birational involution of S was
constructed by O’Grady in [22] Section 4.3], while a geometric description for the
involution of S has been provided in [I0, Example 4.12].

We give new constructions of the non-symplectic involutions for (n,t) = (6, 2),
(8,2). Let K4 be the moduli space of 4-polarized K3 surfaces. We denote by
D, C K4 the Noether—Lefschetz divisor corresponding to polarized K3 surfaces
(S, H) for which there exists B € Pic(S) with (H, B) = x, B?> = y and such that
the sublattice of Pic(S) generated by B, H is primitive. A general K3 surface S of
degree 4 can be embedded as a smooth quartic surface in P® and we consider the
polarization H € Pic(S) given by a hyperplane section.

Example 8.1 (n =6, t = 2). Let S C P? be a smooth quartic surface which does
not contain any twisted cubic curve, e.g. (S, H) ¢ D3 _o. If p1,...,ps € S are in
general linear position there exists a single rational normal curve (i.e. a twisted
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cubic) passing through them, which we denote by C3. Since C5 does not lie on S,
the intersection S N C5 consists of twelve points. By associating the p;’s with the
six residual points of intersection, we obtain a birational involution of S[6!,

For n = 6, t = 2 the equation X2 — t(n — 1)Y? = —1 is solvable, with minimal

solution (a, b) = (3,1). Thus for (S, H) € K4 with Pic(S) = ZH, the birational non-
symplectic involution o which generates Bir(S1%) satisfies H?(S[6,Z)"" = Zv =
(10) with v = 5h — 34.
Example 8.2 (n =8, t = 2). Let S C P? be a smooth quartic surface such that,
if a curve C' C IP? of degree four is contained in two different quadric surfaces, then
C ¢ S. This holds for instance outside the divisors Dy, D42 (notice that we do
not have to exclude Dy _», since a rational quartic curve in P? is contained in a
unique quadric surface). Consider pi,...,ps € S in general linear position. The
linear system of quadric surfaces in P? passing through pi,...,ps is a pencil. Its
base locus is a quartic curve Cy, given by the intersection of two different divisors in
the pencil. By the initial assumption C4 is not contained in S, hence Cy intersects
S along sixteen points, eight of which are the p}s. This gives rise to a birational
involution of S8,

For n = 8,t = 2 the equation (n — 1)X? — tY? = —1 is solvable, with minimal
solution (a, b) = (1,2). Thus for (S, H) € K4 with Pic(S) = ZH, the birational non-
symplectic involution o which generates Bir(S!®) satisfies H2(S[®, Z)7" = Zv = (2)
with v = 2h — 4.

Take n, t which satisfy [(x)] If (n—1)X?—tY? = —1 admits solutions let (a, b) be
the minimal one, otherwise we take (a,b) such that (a, %) is the minimal solution
of X? —t(n —1)Y? = —1. Consider the rational map "¢a; : Koy --+ M(n,t) and
U C Ky as in Proposition[[33l In the following, for a K3 surface S and L € Pic(S)
we denote by L € Pic(S[™) the line bundle induced by L on Sl (and, with a small
abuse of notation, its class in NS(S)).

Proposition 8.3. Forn > 2, t > 2 which satisfy and (Q,0) € Ko, assume that
there is j € Bir(Q™) which acts on H2(Q™ Z) as —Rp, for D = b© — ad. Then
for every (S, H) € U there exists a deformation family of ths manifolds 7 : X — B
over an analytic connected base B, a line bundle L on X and points 0,p € B such
that
o (770, L, ) = QM08 —ad) and (v (p), £, ) = (S, bH — ad);
o for every b € B\ {0} the pair (7= 1(b), E‘W is of the form (Z[”] , bz—aé)
for some (X,L) € U.
Proof. Since U is path-connected, for any (S1,H1), (S2, H2) € U there exists a
polarized deformation of K3 surfaces n’ : (X', H) — B’ between (Si,H;) and
(So, Hy) with B’ C U. Passing to the Hilbert schemes, this gives a polarized
deformation 7 : (X, F) = B := "¢ (B') between (SI", bH; — ad) and (S§,bH, —
ad), whose fibers are all of the form (X", bL — aé) for (£,L) € U.

Consider now (£2,0) as in the statement. If D is ample then (Q,0) € U, hence
the previous argument allows us to conclude. On the other hand, if j is not biregular
then D is movable. However, since U is open, we can still find a family of ihs
manifolds with a line bundle 7 : (X, £) — B such that the fiber over a point 0 € B
is (071, D), while for all b € B, b # 0 the fiber 7~ 1(b) is of the form (X[, bL — ad)
for (X,L) e U. O

i)
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Combined with the results of Section [l the proposition gives a description of
a deformation path of ihs manifolds with an involution, from (QM, j) to (S, ¢),
where ¢ is the non-symplectic involution of the Hilbert scheme of n points on a
very general 2t-polarized K3 surface S. This deformation path has the advantage
to be explicit, in the sense that it is induced by a deformation of K3 surfaces from
Q to S. Hence it lies in a 19-dimensional subspace of the 20-dimensional moduli
space of ((2d), p)-polarized ihs manifolds of K3[-type with the prescribed action
on cohomology. This allows us to keep track of the action of the involution on
length n subschemes of K3 surfaces, along the deformation path.

As an application of Proposition B3 we give a geometrical description (up to
deformation) of the biregular involutions of Hilbert schemes of very general K3
surfaces of degree 2t = 2((n — 1)k? + 1). This extends the results of [4, §6] for
n=2.

For n,k > 2 we consider the hyperbolic rank two lattice M,, ;, whose Gram
matrix, with respect to a suitable basis, is

2n 2n+k—1
2n+k—1 2n '

By [19, Corollary 2.9] there exists a K3 surface ¥ whose Picard group is iso-
morphic to M, k. Let di,ds € Pic(X) be primitive generators such that (dyi,d;) =
(dg,dg) =2n, (dl,dg) =2n+k—1.

Lemma 8.4. For n > 2 and k > 3, there exists H € Pic(X) ample with H*> =
2((n — 1)k? +1). The Hilbert scheme X" has a birational involution whose action
on H*(S"Z) is =R g_ys-

Proof. Let L = (k + 1)d; — dy € Pic(X), which satisfies L? = 2((n — 1)k? + 1).
Consider the chamber decomposition of {z € Pic(X)g : (x,x) > 0} where the walls
are orthogonal to (—2)-classes. We show that dy, d2, L are in the interior of the same

chamber. Any (—2)-class in Pic(X) is of the form N = (W)dl + yda,
with y € Z and A = y*(k — 1)(4n + k — 1) — 4n. A direct computation shows
that (N,dz2) - (N, L) > 0, hence dz and L are in the interior of the same chamber.
By convexity, the same holds for d; = d,?LL . By [14, Corollary 8.2.9] there exists
an isometry o € H?(X,Z) which maps d1, d2, L to the ample cone. We denote
D; = o(d;) and H = o(L).

For i = 1,2, we observe that D; is very-ample by [26, §8], since there is no
B € Pic(X) such that (B,B) = 0 and (B,D;) € {1,2}. As a consequence, we
have two distinct embeddings ¢|p,| : 3 — P"*+1 whose image is a surface of degree
(D;, D;) = 2n. Each of these embeddings gives rise to a Beauville involution ¢; €
Bir(X[™), which acts on H?(X["Z) as the reflection fixing the line spanned by
E — 9. Now we take j = t11911 € Bir(E["]): its invariant lattice is generated by

13(Dy — 6) = H — kb. 0

Recall that for t = (n—1)k?+ 1 the minimal solution of (n—1)X? —tY? = —1 is
(k,1). Thus, from the lemma and Proposition 8.3 we obtain the following geometric
description.

Proposition 8.5. For n > 2 and k > ”T+3, the non-natural, non-symplectic in-

volution of the Hilbert scheme of n points on a K3 surface of Picard rank one in
Ka((n—-1)k241) can be described, up to a deformation as in Proposition [8.3, as the
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conjugation of a birational Beauville involution with respect to another birational

Beauwville involution.

Remark 8.6. e The proposition holds for all £ > 3 such that the birational

involution which generates Bir(S™), for S a 2((n — 1)k? + 1)-polarized K3
surface of Picard rank one, is biregular (cfr. Conjecture [L.9)).

e For k = 2 (i.e. t = 4n — 3) the wall orthogonal to the (—2)-class d; — da
separates di; and do, therefore the construction of Lemma [B4] cannot be
performed. We already know that this value of t is n-irregular (Lemma
[£3)), hence Proposition B3 is not applicable.

For n = 2 both Beauville involutions in Proposition [8.5 are biregular, as one can

show that there are no lines on the quartic surfaces ¢p,|(X) C P3. For k odd, this
construction is [4, Theorem 6.1].
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