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FINITE SYMPLECTIC AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS OF
SUPERSINGULAR K3 SURFACES

HISANORI OHASHI AND MATTHIAS SCHUTT

ABSTRACT. We give a complete classification of finite groups acting
symplectically on supersingular K3 surfaces of Artin invariant one. Us-
ing work of Dolgachev and Keum, this provides the full classification of
tame finite symplectic automorphism groups on any K3 surface.

1. INTRODUCTION

Automorphism groups of K3 surfaces have been a central area of research
ever since Nikulin’s seminal works [29]. Focussing on symplectic automor-
phism, i.e. those leaving the regular 2-form invariant, Nikulin classified all
finite abelian automorphism groups acting symplectically on complex K3
surfaces. In [28], this was extended to any symplectic finite group action
over C by Mukai. In positive characteristic, however, the problem is still
open, except for a few wild group actions on supersingular K3 surfaces in
small characteristic due to Kondo [24], and important partial results for the
tame case by Dolgachev and Keum [II]. Our first main result offers the
complete classification for tame group actions. We phrase it in abstract
group theoretic terms in the spirit of Mukai’s result, involving the Legendre
symbol. A special role is taken by the supersingular K3 surface Xy, of Artin
invariant oo = 1 in characteristic p (cf. the discussion around (2))).

Theorem 1.1 (tame case). A finite group G admits a tame symplectic
action on some K38 surface X in characteristic p if and only if p 1 |G| and
G can be realized as a subgroup of Mas whose action on {1,2,...,24} has

(i) either at least 5 orbits
(ii) or exactly 4 orbits such that the orbit lengths li, ..., 14 satisfy the
condition

(1) (ll ‘2')'14) _

In this case, X = X p.

The 10 maximal groups with 4 orbits were determined in [I1] (see Table
which also lists the orbits lengths) while the 11 maximal groups with 5
orbits are reproduced in from [28].
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To take wild groups into account, we restrict to supersingular K3 surfaces.
Throughout we use the notation from [9], [I1].

Theorem 1.2 (small characteristics). A finite group G acts symplectically
on a supersingular K3 surface of Artin invariant o9 = 1 in characteristic
p < 11 if and only if G is contained in one of the following groups:

(p=2) My1.21 of order 40,320 = 27.32.5.7,
Aut(Sg) of order 1.440 = 2°.3%.5.

(p = 3) PSU(4,F3) of order 3,265,920 = 27.36.5.7,
2220y 4 of order 1152 = 27.32,
24 &33 of order 576 = 26.3%.

(p=5) PSU(3,F5) of order 126,000 = 24.32.53.7,
Ag of order 20160 = 26.3%2.5.7,
24 (3 x As) : 2 of order =27.32.5.

(p="7) Ma1.25 of order 40,320 = 27.32.5.7,
24 Az of order 40,320 = 27.32.5.7.

(p = 11) May of order 443,520 = 27.32.5.7.11 and

My of order 7,920 = 2*.33.5.11,
24 . S33 of order 576 = 26,32,

The characterization of the wild group actions follows immediately:

Corollary 1.3 (wild case). A finite group G acts wildly symplectically on
a supersingular K3 surface of Artin invariant oy = 1 in characteristic p if
and only if p < 11, p | |G| and G is contained in one of the groups from
Theorem (except for the last one in characteristic 11 which is tame).

Combined with the results from [12], we also deduce the following com-
plete classification in characteristic 11:

Corollary 1.4 (characteristic 11). A finite group G acts symplectically
on some K& surface in characteristic 11 if and only if G is contained in
Mll,MQQ or 24 . 6373.

We will employ a unified proof for both main theorems which is largely
independent of the arguments in [11]. In short, we will see in Theorem
that the action on the discriminant group is trivial (just like in the complex
case). This allows us to employ lattice theoretic arguments (in particular
the crystalline Torelli theorem in characteristic p > 3, see Theorem .
Then we translate the problem into symmetries of the Leech lattice (Theo-
rem [4.5]) and make great use of the classification by Hohn—Mason [18] which
reduces the classification of the possible groups to discriminant group com-
putations. For this purpose, we also prove a useful analogue of the Witt
cancellation theorem (Lemma . Finally existence is proven using the
crystalline Torelli theorem or, when this is not available, by exhibiting ex-
plicit models in characteristics 2, 3 admitting the required symplectic group
actions (Section [11).
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We end the introduction with two interesting corollaries. The first con-
cerns cohomology representations of finite symplectic group actions in the
spirit of [28]:

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a finite group acting symplectically on some super-
singular K8 surface X of Artin invariant oo = 1. Then, one of the following

holds:

(1) G C Mas decomposes Q2 into at least 3 orbits and HY (X, Qp) admits
a Mathieu representation of G (¢ # p)

(2) p=2, G contains a wild element and G C M1.21 or G C Aut(Sg);

(3) p=3, G contains a wild element and G C PSU(4,F3);

(4) p=5, G contains a wild element and G C PSU(3,F5).

The second corollary determines when there are no extra groups acting
symplectically in characteristic p, i.e. only case (i) in Theorem occurs:

Theorem 1.6. Mukai’s classification holds true in characteristic p if and
only if 2,3,5, and 7 are all non-zero squares modulo p. Equivalently, modulo
840, we have that p € {£12, £112, £13%, £172, £19%, +23%}.

Notation and conventions. Root lattices as well as the Leech lattice
are taken to be negative-definite (contrary to the convention in [I8], for
instance).

We use the genus symbols defined by Conway-Sloane [10, Chapter 15], in-
cluding the refinement from [2], and the gluing theory of Kneser and Nikulin
[30] almost interchangeably.

For groups, we follow [9} 13|, 18, 28] to denote

A : B — semi-direct product of subgroups A, B where A is normal
A.B — a group G with normal subgroup A such that G/A =~ B
Cmn =6, X6,

A = Gmn N Angn

n® = (Z/nZ)¢

2. SYMPLECTIC AUTOMORPHISMS ON K3 SURFACES

Let X be a K3 surface, i.e. a smooth projective surface over an alge-
braically closed field k£ of characteristic p > 0 with zero irregularity and
trivial canonical bundle:

RYX,0x) =0, wx = Ox.

An automorphism g of X is called symplectic if it leaves the regular 2-
form invariant. In [29] Nikulin proved the following result for complex K3
surfaces, algebraic or analytic:

Theorem 2.1 (Nikulin). A non-trivial symplectic automorphism g of a com-
plex K8 surface has only isolated fixed points. Their number depends only
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on the order of g as follows:

n

2 3
#TFix(g) |8 6

4 5 6 7 8
4 4 2 3 2

By [11], the same classification holds true for tame symplectic automor-
phisms of K3 surfaces in positive characteristic.

In [28], Mukai exposed a striking connection with the Mathieu group Mas,
acting on the set of 24 letters. Namely the above numbers agree exactly with
the number of fixed points of any element o € Ma3 of the given order:

n 23 45 6 7 8 11 14 15 23
#Fix(o)|8 6 4 4 2 3 2 2 1 1 1

TABLE 1. Fixed points of order n elements of Mg

For a complex K3 surface X, any symplectic automorphism acts trivially
on the transcendental lattice, the smallest sub-Hodge structure of H?(X,Z)
whose complexification contains the (invariant) 2-form. Since this has rank
at least 2 (due to the Hodge decomposition), the invariant sublattice

H*(X,7)¢

will have rank 5 at least for any finite symplectic group G of automor-
phisms, additional invariants coming from H%(X,Z), H*(X,Z) and an am-
ple or Kéhler class. This can be seen as the origin of the 5 orbits in Mukai’s
theorem (and also in Theorem [1.1{ (i); compare also Theorem [10.3]):

Theorem 2.2 (Mukai). A finite group G admits a symplectic action on a
complex K3 surface if and only if G is a subgroup of Mos with at least 5
orbits.

By [11], Mukai’s techniques carry over to tame actions on K3 surfaces in
positive characteristic (using ¢-adic étale cohomology). For K3 surfaces of
finite height, or equivalently, by the Tate conjecture ([8], [27], [26], [22]),
with Picard number p(X) < 20, this allows to recover the same results as
over C. In order to prove Theorem and the other results of this paper,
it thus remains to consider supersingular K3 surfaces.

3. TORELLI THEOREMS FOR SUPERSINGULAR K3 SURFACES

A K3 surface X is called supersingular if its Picard number p(X) equals
22, the maximum possible value. Equivalently, by the Tate conjecture, the
formal Brauer group of X is unipotent. We first state a characterization of
symplectic automorphisms in terms of the discriminant group

(2) A(NS(X)) = NS(X)"/NS(X)

of the Néron-Severi lattice NS(X). By [3], this is a p-elementary abelian
group of size 209 where oo € {1,...,10} is called the Artin invariant of X.
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The following result may be known to experts, at least for p > 2 (for
example, compare [20]), but we will crucially also need it for p = 2.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a supersingular K3 surface. Then, an automor-
phism g € Aut(X) is symplectic if and only if g acts trivially on A(NS(X)).

Proof. We first consider the case p > 2. Then Nygaard [32, Theorem 2.1]
shows that for any endomorphism g of X there exists a A\g € k such that
the action of g on the Witt vector cohomology H?(WOyx) is given by the

formula - -
STovie Y bingM v
=0 =0

under the isomorphism H?(WOx) ~ k,[[V]] as covariant Dieudonné mod-
ules [4]. From the exact sequence

0— H2(WOx) % HA(WOx) — H2(Ox) — 0,
the action of g on H?(Oy) is given by Ag. Therefore, by Serre duality, we
have
g is symplectic < g acts trivially on H(Ox)
& g acts trivially on H*(WOx).
On the other hand, [32] Theorem 1.12] gives us a canonical isomorphism
ker F7°d ~ A(NS(X)) ® k,

where d = d?’Q: H?2(WOx) — H*(WQYL) is the differential in the slope
spectral sequence and o is the Artin invariant of X. This space has a
natural basis {1, V..., V290 ~1} comprising eigenvectors of g by the formula
above. Hence, g acts trivially on H?(WOx) if and only if it acts trivially
on the discriminant group A(NS(X)) ¢ A(NS(X)) ® k.

In characteristic p = 2, some extra care is necessary because [32, Theorem
1.12] and its reference [33, Section 3] are stated only for odd characteristics.
In fact, the argument above goes through with a small modification as fol-
lows. The decomposition

(HJ%Z(X>ZP(1))7( ) )) = (Tg,p< ) >) ® (Tla( ) ))

of p-adic quadratic forms as in [33] (3.13.3)] for p = 2 can be obtained
instead by a general decomposition procedure for 2-adic lattices explained
in [I0, Chapter 15]. Using this, the proof of [32] Theorem 1.12] remains
valid and the proof is done. O

3.1. Finite group actions. It is known that the representation Aut(X) —
O(NS(X)) is faithful for supersingular K3 surfaces in positive characteristic
p > 2 [37, Section 8|. For a finite group G of isometries of a lattice L, the
invariant and coinvariant sublattices are of importance:

LY ={leL|g()=1Vge G},
Lo = (L9t c L
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We state the crystalline Torelli theorem in an adapted form.

Theorem 3.2. Let N be a lattice which is isomorphic to the Néron-Severi
lattice of a supersingular K3 surface of Artin invariant og in characteristic
p > 3. Suppose we have a finite group G acting faithfully on N with the
following properties:

(1) the coinvariant lattice N¢ is negative definite and contains no vectors
of norm (—2).
(2) G acts trivially on the discriminant group N*/N.

Then, there exists a supersingular K3 surface X and an isometry N =~
NS(X) such that the induced action of G on NS(X) is realized geometrically
as a group of symplectic automorphisms of X.

Proof. We choose a positive cone C C N ® R and consider the chamber (i.e.,
connected component) decomposition C\UH;, where Hj is the hyperplane in
N ®R orthogonal to § which runs over elements 6 € N of norm (—2), the so-
called roots. By condition (1), some chamber A meets N@ @ R. Then, with
an arbitrary choice of a strictly characteristic subspace K C A(N) ® k, we
can find a supersingular K3 surface X with marking N ~ N.S(X) such that
A corresponds to the ample cone of X by Ogus’ crystalline Torelli theorem
[34, Theorem III]. The realization statement now follows from [34, Theorem
I1] since G and the crystalline first chern class map automatically commute
by the condition (2) and [34, Proposition 1.9]. Finally, the automorphisms
are symplectic by Theorem [3.1] O

Remark 3.3. For p = 3, the crystalline Torelli theorem is not proved in
[34] (see the footnote on p. 364), but the required potentially good reduction
statement for supersingular K3 surfaces in p = 3 is stated in [6]. However,
we will presently not need this since we can prove existence by exhibiting
explicit models with symplectic G-action in characteristics p = 2,3 (see
Section [11]).

In fact, the finiteness of G is not used in the proof above. In particular,
since the strictly characteristic subspaces can be chosen arbitrary, we have
the following.

Corollary 3.4. The subgroup Aut®*¥""(X) of symplectic automorphisms of
a supersingular K3 surface X depends only on the characteristic p > 3
and the Artin invariant og but not on X. This group is isomorphic to
O™ (NS(X))/Wx, where OT(NS(X)) is the subgroup of isometries which
preserves the positive cone C and acts trivially on the discriminant group
A(NS(X)), and Wx is the Weyl group generated by (—2)-reflections.

This corollary has an obvious analogue for complex K3 surfaces, the proof
of which is easy.
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4. THE SUPERSINGULAR K3 SURFACE OF ARTIN INVARIANT 1

It is known that the supersingular K3 surface with Artin invariant og = 1
is unique up to isomorphisms (see [33] for p > 3 and [36] [13] for p = 2). We
shall denote it by Xo ) or, if p is clear, by Xj.

The Néron-Severi lattice NS(X() is even, of signature (1, 21) and p-elemen-
tary with discriminant —p?. These information amount to saying that the
lattice NS(X() belongs to the genus

-1
I 1 p2, e=— () (p>3),

p
IT; 21 2ﬁ2 (p=2).

Here, we use Conway-Sloane’s genus symbol for which we refer to [10, chap-
ter 15] and the bracket is the Legendre symbol. The isomorphism class
of the lattice is unique in its genus by [37, [I0]. We shall now develop an
instrumental relation with the Leech lattice.

4.1. Relation with the Leech lattice. For p > 3, let us pick up a negative
definite lattice H® from the genus Il 4 p°2. We note that the non-emptiness
of this genus follows from [10, chapter 15, Theorem 11], and an explicit form
of H®) is given in [40] for example. For p = 2, we simply put H® = D, for
the negative definite root lattice of type D4, whose genus is indeed Ilj 4 21_12.
The next lemma is a special case of the Kneser-Nikulin’s gluing method [30].

Lemma 4.1. The orthogonal sum NS(Xg) ® H®) can be embedded into an
even unimodular lattice L1 o5 of signature (1,25), in which NS(Xo) and H®)
are both primitive.

Proof. In general, for an integral lattice L and for every prime p, the p-
Sylow subgroup A(L), of the discriminant group A(L) = L*/L, together
with the induced bilinear form can be computed from the Z,-lattice L ® Z,
([0, Proposition 1.7.1]), which in turn is specified by the p-adic symbol of
L.

In our situation, the whole discriminant groups are p-groups and A(NS(Xj))
and A(H®) are both specified by the symbol p2 (p > 3) or 2;;° (p = 2).
Since the corresponding finite forms are isometric to their own negative by
the lemma below, we can find a sign-reversing isometry

§: A(NS(Xp)) — A(H®)

and the overlattice Li 25 in question can be obtained as the submodule
of NS(Xo)* @ (HP)* consisting of elements whose residue classes modulo
NS(Xo)®H P are in the graph of §. It has index p? = #08 over NS(Xo)®H®,
and thus the lattice L1 95 is unimodular. When p > 3, the 2-adic symbol
of Lj 95 remains unchanged from NS(Xy) & H (?) since p is invertible in
Zs. Therefore, L5 is an even unimodular lattice. When p = 2, it is
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easy to directly trace the change of 2-adic symbol in the overlattice process
NS(X()) D H(p) C L1725 as

-2 -2 +4

2 @2 1y,
which shows that L 25 is again even unimodular. This completes the proof
of the lemma. O

Remark 4.2. The p-adic symbol is uniquely determined by the lattice if
p > 2, but in general not at p = 2 due to the phenomena of oddity fusion
and sign walking (see [10] p. 381]).

For later use, we record the genus symbol of the negated lattice.

Lemma 4.3. Let p be a prime and L an integral lattice whose p-adic symbol
is of the form

160”0 E1M1 (pe)&‘ene

(to) p(tl) “ e (te) JCIE
where t; € Z/8Z U {I1} appears only when p = 2. Then, the p-adic symbol
of the negated lattice L(—1) is as follows,

Loy Py Py s

where €; = (%)ni gi(p>3) ande, = ¢, t, = —t; (t; € Z/8Z), t, =11 (t; =
m (p = 2)

The proof of this lemma is immediate from the definitions of p-adic sym-
bols. An analogous statement holds for the orthogonal complement of L in
any unimodular (or p-adically unimodular) lattice Lg if p > 2, with the uni-
modular part of the p-adic symbol adjusted to the rank and determinant of
Lg. In case p = 2, however, one has to take into consideration the subtleties
of oddity fusion and sign walking (cf. Remark .

Next, suppose that G C Aut(Xj) is a finite group of symplectic automor-
phisms acting on Xj. It is known that G acts faithfully on NS(Xy) ([37])
while it acts trivially on the discriminant group A(NS(Xy)) by Theorem (3.1
Therefore, regarding H®) as a lattice with the trivial G-action, the graph
of ¢ (in the proof of Lemma is preserved under G, whence the lattice
L 25 of Lemma admits an extended action by G. Using the notation L&
and L¢ for the (co-)invariant lattices as in Section (3, we have the following
properties.

/

Proposition 4.4.
(1) H®) is contained in Lf% and (L 25)c is contained in NS(Xp).
contains an element of strictly positive norm.
(2) LY 5 contai l t of strictly positi
1.25)G 1S negative definite with no elements of norm (—2).
3) (L1.25)c i tive definite with no element P

Proof. (1) is obvious from the construction. The element in (2) is the orbit
sum of any ample divisor on Xj. (3) is a consequence of the Riemann-Roch
theorem together with the fact that G preserves the positivity on Xg. [
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We use the following variant of the approach by [19, Proposition 2.2.],
whose idea originates in the paper [16, Appendix B].

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a finite group of isometries on the even unimod-
ular lattice Ly o5 of signature (1,25). Suppose (L125)c is negative definite
and without elements of norm (—2). Then, there is a unimodular sublattice
U of signature (1,1) (the hyperbolic plane) inside Lf%, whose orthogonal
complement in Ly 25 is isomorphic to the negative definite Leech lattice A.
In particular, G is a subgroup of O(A).

Proof. We consider the chamber decomposition of the associated 25 dimen-
sional hyperbolic space L of L; 25 with respect to (—2)-roots. Since (L1725)G
is hyperbolic and not contained in any of the reflection hyperplanes by as-
sumption, we see that there exists a chamber C C £ which meets (L1725)G.
Therefore, G is contained in Aut(C) ~ Cos = A x O(A) under the cele-
brated isomorphism by Conway [10, Chapter 27]. Since G is finite and A is
free abelian, G C O(A).
To see the group actions explicitly, we choose an isomorphism

Ly g5 >~ {(m,n,\) | m,ne€Z,\eA},

where the inner product is given by (m,n, \)? = 2mn + (A\?). By the simple
transitivity of the reflection group on chambers, we can assume that C is
the fundamental chamber associated with the Weyl vector (control vector)
w = (1,0,0), namely, C is cut out by reflection hyperplanes defined by
Leech roots {(—1 — (A\?)/2,1,\) | A € A} with respect to w. Under these
coordinates, the action of Aut(C) = Coy is given by the following formula.

@(m,n,A) = (m,n, (X)) (¢ € O(A))

; (o ),

In particular, we see that G C O(A) fixes the sublattice
U={(m,n,0)| m,neZ}
pointwise and this gives the desired hyperbolic plane. (I

The relations between sublattices of L = L1 25 can be depicted as follows.

1 NS(XO) 1 H(p) ]

L | | I 1

| | e |
GAL Le L |
| | E G E

Leech | Ag } u } A I

FIGURE 1. Primitive sublattices of L = L1 25
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Corollary 4.6. Every finite symplectic subgroup G C Aut(Xy) is a subgroup
of the Conway group Cog = O(A) and the rank of AC is at least 3.

Proof. By Proposition (1) and (2), LY has rank > 5, so tkAY > 3
follows. g

From Figure |1} we see that the primitive hull of Ag @ H®) in L is the
orthogonal complement of NS(Xo)® in L. By [30], there exists a sign-
reversing isometry 7 between subgroups of the discriminant groups A(Ag)
and A(H (p)) such that the graph I' of + is a totally isotropic subgroup
of A(A¢) ® A(H®) and T*/T' is isomorphic to the discriminant group
A(NS(X)%) with negated quadratic form. Our framework is that, under the
knowledge of A(Ag) (by [18]) and A(H®), we can look for possible v with
the computation of I'" /T, thus reducing the problem to finite abelian groups
with quadratic forms. However, since we know the ranks and signatures of
Ag and H®) | [30, Corollary 1.9.4] shows in turn that the finite quadratic
form I'" /T determines the genus of the even lattice (NS(X)%)+. Therefore,
we will indicate this change of genera under Ag @ H® c (NS(X()%)* by
the symbol ~~ using the Conway-Sloane’s genus symbol, as seen many times
in the following subsections.

We conclude this section with some useful properties related to discrimi-
nant groups. For a prime p and a nondegenerate integral lattice L, we define
the p-length as follows.

l,(L) = (the number of minimal generators of A(L),).

This is easily read off from the p-adic genus symbol of L as follows. If the
symbol is as in Lemma then

lp(L)Zm—i-ng—f—---—i-n@—}—--- .
It is clear then that [,(L) < rank(L).

Corollary 4.7. Let p be the characteristic of the base field of Xg.

(1) The subgroup T C A(Ag) ® A(H®)) from the proof of Corollary 18
p-elementary of order either 1, p or p?.

(2) For primes q different from p, the q-Sylow subgroup A(NS(Xo)%), coin-
cides with the negative of the form A(Aq)y. In particular, we have l,(Ag) <
rank(NS(X)%).

Proof. Statement (1) follows since the abelian group A(H®)) is p-elementary
of order p? and H® is a primitive sublattice. Since the Sylow subgroups at
different primes are orthogonal to each other (Jordan decomposition), (2)
follows by the same reasoning. O

5. OUTLINE OF THE PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

In what follows, we will consider the groups G acting on A with A“ of
rank three at least (by Corollary [4.6). We use the classification of [I§] to
check whether Ag embeds into NS(Xj ;) at some suitable prime, though
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sometimes, especially if p = 2, it will be more straight forward to check
whether Ag ® H®) embeds into L1 25. If it does not embed for some p, then
the given G-action on A can be excluded (though G may admit another
admissible action on A). If there is an embedding, then we can appeal to
the crystalline Torelli theorem (Theorem or to our explicit geometric
realizations (Section to detect the symplectic G-action (and the action
of all subgroups of G).
In more detail, the arguments are organized as follows:

Section [6] develops fairly general lattice criteria which will be applied through-
out the remainder of this paper; with this, some group actions can
be excluded immediately.

Section [ treats the case tkA® = 3; for use at p = 2, it also develops an
analogue of the Witt cancellation theorem (§7.4)).

Section 8 covers the tame groups G with rk A® = 4; it also provides an inde-
pendent confirmation of the results in [13].

Section [ treats the wild groups G with rk A = 4, thus completing the anal-
ysis in rank 4.

Section [[Q covers all remaining cases with rk A® > 5 needed for our main theo-
rems. It also gives another independent proof of Mukai’s results [2§]
over C (§10.2).

Section [[1] completes the ingredients needed for the proofs of our main theo-
rems by exhibiting explicit realizations of the required group actions
on the supersingular K3 surfaces of Artin invariant g = 1 in char-
acteristics 2 and 3 where no crystalline Torelli theorem is available.

Section collects the proof of all theorems from the introduction.

6. LATTICE CONDITIONS
In this section, we collect useful criteria for immediate and later applica-

tion.

6.1. Length criterion.
Lemma 6.1. If there is some prime p such that
l,(Ag) >tk AY — 2,

then the G-action on A can only correspond to a symplectic action on a
supersingular K3 surface in characteristic p.

Proof. This follows directly from the analogue of Corollary [4.7] for arbitrary
Artin invariant o as NS(X) is always p’-unimodular at any prime p’ # p. O

Corollary 6.2. If some G-action on A admits two primes as in Lemmal6.1
then it does not correspond to a symplectic action on any supersingular K3
surface.
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Lemma determines p in several cases of small rank (see Section [7).
Meanwhile Corollary directly rules out the G-actions from [I§] with no.s

62, 96,140, 142, 150, 151, 155 — 159, 161, 176, 187, 191,
195, 198, 200, 204, 206, 208 — 211,214, 217 — 220.

6.2. Constituent criterion.

Lemma 6.3. Assume that there is some prime p such that l,(Ag) = rk AC.
If

Z ng > rk AG —2

a>p
where the ng are as in Lemma for AC or equivalently Ag, then the G-

action on A cannot correspond to a symplectic action on a supersingular K3
surface.

Proof. Let 7 = 1k A®, exceeding the rank of the purported invariant lattice
NS(XO)G by 2, so that any supersingular K3 surface X with a symplectic
G-action lives in characteristic p by Lemma[6.1} Denote the minimal orders
of generators of A(Ag), by ¢1 < ... < ¢,. To embed into NS(Xjy), the
coinvariant lattice Ag has to glue to NS(X), of rank r — 2, along a subgroup
of A(Ag) whose length does not exceed r — 2. For length reasons, it follows
that resulting overlattice NS(X) has some constituents with ¢; > q1, ¢, > ¢2
but then it cannot be p-elementary since g2 > p by assumption. O

Applied to the group actions from [I8] at the prime p = 2, we can rule
out the following no.s:

57,64,78,86,93,107,117,130, 132, 143,147,153, 160, 164, 174,

177,181,184, 185,190, 192,196, 197, 202, 207, 213, 215, 216, 221.
Remark 6.4. At p = 2, the genus symbols in [I8] do not always attain
the correct form according to [10] (cf. the discussion in [I]), but we correct
this on the way whenever necessary. For instance, for no. 197, [18] lists
2;{14# 16?1, but the trace of the order 2 constituent is clearly not compatible
with the determinant as 3 is a non-square modulo 8. The correct genus

symbol reads 2#4?116#. Anyway, for this case, the precise values turn
out to be irrelevant for applying Lemma [6.3

6.3. Determinant condition.

Lemma 6.5. Assume that Ag — NS(Xp,) such that ly(AL) = tk AY — 2
at some prime p'. Write d’ for the prime-to p’'-part of —det Ag. Then

(5)- 11

where the product runs over the signs of the p'-adic constituents of Ag.
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Proof. Since det(NS(Xo,)) = —p?, the square classes of the determinants of
Aq and Aé‘; agree up to sign. Thus d’ gives the prime-to p’-part of the square
class of Aé, and is just the standard p’-adic determinant condition (cf.
[10, p. 383]). Here we use that A has no unimodular p’-adic constituent
because rank and length agree by assumption. U

The determinant condition can also be applied in case p = p/, but it is
most readily used when p’ # p (where p could be determined by Lemma
and Ly (Ag) = tk(A%) — 2, for then the p’-adic genus symbol of A%
is obtained from that of Ag as in Lemma (with the usual extra care
because of sign walking if p’ = 2). This directly excludes the G-actions from
[18] with no.s

104, 114, 127, 136, 139, 144, 166, 168, 173, 186, 189, 193, 199.

(For no. 186 with symbol 4f13+3, we note that the single non-unimodular
2-adic constituent 4?1 does not allow for any sign walks by [10, pp. 381/2],
so Ag would have symbol 411, but (—3/2) = —1.)

We will see more applications of this criterion throughout this paper,
notably in Proposition We emphasize that it can equally well be applied
to the primitive closure of Ag ® H® embedding into L1 95. This will be
especially useful in characteristic p = 2, see[7.3

7. CLASSIFICATION IN RANK 3

Let G be a group acting on A such that rank(A®) = 3. For the cases
remaining after we will proceed with a close inspection of the

discriminant groups.

7.1. The discriminant group A(Ag) has length 1. In this case, the
characteristic of k a priori can be any prime p dividing det(Ag), but for Ag
to glue to some positive vector v (with v2 = |det(Ag)|) to give NS(Xp), the
quadratic forms on the p’-Sylow groups of the discriminant groups of Ag
and Zv have to agree up to sign for any prime p’ # p. It turns out that for
each G-action with discriminant group A(Ag) of length 1, this determines
the characteristic p uniquely. This is easily checked using the genus symbol
as indicated in Table 2l

Summary 7.1. The groups in Table [2| admit no symplectic action on any
supersingular K3 surface in characteristic p’ # p (the prime indicated in
the last column), but by Theorem they can be realized symplectically in
characteristic p.

Remark 7.2. Kondo asserted this already for the simple and perfect groups
in [24]. However, he follows [10, Table 10.3] to list one of the maximal
subgroups as 2% : (3 x G5). Since this group contains elements of order 12,
but Ms3 doesn’t (cf. Table , this cannot be correct. The group structure
given in [9], 2% : (3 x 2A5) : 2, appears to be correct (while it is listed as
[243].S5 under #183 in [18]).
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no. G genus symbol of Ag | v? | genus symbol of Zv | glues at P
165 Moo 4z 111+t 44 47111HT 2 11
170 L3(4).2 47137171 84 4z 1371 2,3 7
172 24 Ay 87t 56 CHEVaR 2 7
175 Ag 41315+ 60 4131571 2,3 5
2131111 2,3 11
182 My, [P 66 2f13t111-1 ’
25137111~ 3 _
183 | 2% : (3 x As) : 2 81371571 120 813 +l5t! 2,3 5

TABLE 2. 6 groups acting symplectically on some X

7.2. There is an odd prime p such that [,(Ag) > 2. By Corollary
(i), this implies that char(k) = p, and the quadratic forms of the p’-Sylow
groups of the discriminant groups of Ag and Zv agree up to sign for any

prime p’ # p (as in . (In particular, ly(Ag) < 1.)

no. 163. G = U4(3),Ag € 471372 leads directly to p = 3 and v? = 4,
satisfying the requirement. The symplectic action is realized geometrically
on the Fermat quartic, see Section

no. 167. G = Us(5), Ag € 11072127“5_2 directly leads to p = 5 and v? = 2.
This is immediately verified to meet the requirement (and thus admits a
symplectic action on the supersingular K3 surface of Artin invariant 1 in
characteristic p = 5) by Theorem (realized in [I1], §6], for instance).

no. 169. G = 3%*.4¢.2, Ag € 1107212#3*19*1 implies that char(k) = 3 and
v? = 6, but then all order 3 elements in w € A(Ag) have square w? %
mod 27 — just like v/3 — or w? =0 mod 27, so in either case, they cannot
glue to v/3, and this group is excluded.

no. 201. G = [23%], Ag € 1T 212'3%2971 50 p = 3 and v? = 18. Here it is
more straight forward to first glue Ag to H®) inside U & A. We get

1107212}F13+29_1 S5, 110743+2 ~ 1107252;—19_1
which visibly does not glue to v at 9 (because Zv € 111702#9_1).

Summary 7.3. This completes the classification of symplectic group ac-
tions with rank(A¢g) = 3 outside characteristic 2.

7.3. Groups with [3(Ag) > 2. Having ruled out plenty of the groups from
[18] such that rank(A%) = 3, we are left with issues in characteristic p = 2
where lo(A(Ag)) > 2. Assuming that the G-action comes from the super-
singular K3 surface X2, we consider the auxiliary lattice L' which is the

saturation of A¢ @ H® inside L1 25:

L'=(A¢®HPY N Ly s
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Since L' has orthogonal complement generated by a single positive vector
v (as before in this section), we infer that Ag and H® glue along the
full discriminant group A(H®) = v(2) in standard notation. This has
immediate consequences, the first of which is valid in greater generality:

Lemma 7.4. Assume that the 2-adic lattice L has either an odd constituent
at 2 of dimension 1 or 2, or 2-adic symbol 2;52 ... without odd constituents
at level 4. Then v(2) 4 A(L).

Proof. For v(2) to embed into A(L), we need 2 odd integral 2-torsion ele-
ments in A(L) with half-integer intersection. In the first alternative, how-
ever, all odd integral 2-torsion elements are orthogonal in A(L). The second
alternative admits essentially only one odd integral 2-torsion element; more
precisely, we distinguish the summand u(2) of A(L) corresponding to the
level 2-constituent, and its orthogonal complement u(2)*. By construction,
any two-torsion elements elements u,us € u(2)* are even integral and or-
thogonal while u(2) contains a unique odd integral class u. Hence any two
odd integral two-torsion elements can be written as v + u1,u + ug and con-
tinue to be orthogonal. In each case, we thus derive a contradiction. O

Summary 7.5. The lemma allows us to rule out several cases in rank 3,
and also analogously in higher rank whenever lo(Ag) > rk(A%) — 2, namely
no.s

48,56, 58,80, 91,95, 116, 123,131, 139, 148, 152, 154, 178, 180, 193, 203, 205, 212.

7.4. Witt cancellation theorem. On the other hand, if v(2) embeds into
A(Ag), then it will be very useful to know its complement. In fact, the
following analogy of the Witt cancellation theorem for finite quadratic forms
holds in our case. Recall that there are two building blocks of finite quadratic
forms,
u(2> = A(Qi’iQ)v U(Q) = A(21_12)7

whose quadratic forms take integer values. The underlying groups are el-
ementary abelian of order 4 for both cases and the Gram matrix is given

" 0 1/2 1 1/2
1“2)::(1/2 0 )’ 1“2>::<1/2 1 >’

where the diagonal (resp. off-diagonal) entries are considered as elements
in Q/2Z (resp. Q/Z). (For instance, they can be realized as discriminant
forms of U(2) or Dg resp. Djy.)

Lemma 7.6. Let A be a nondegenerate finite quadratic form and QQ be a
fized direct sum of u(2) and v(2) such that there exists an embedding Q — A.
Then, Q+ C A is determined uniquely up to isometries by A and Q, and is
independent of the chosen embedding.

Proof. First we recall the theorems which we utilize. One is Nikulin’s strong
approximation theorem [30, Theorem 1.9.1], which states that for a given
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finite quadratic form A on a p-group, there exists a unique p-adic lattice L
such that A(L) ~ A and rank(L) = length(A), except when discriminant
form restricted to the 2-torsion subgroup of A is not integer valued. In the
latter case, the theorem moreover states that there are exactly two p-adic
lattices with these properties. The second input is the definition and exis-
tence of (refined) canonical symbols for 2-adic lattices by [2]. It corrects the
one given in [I0] as follows. Instead of trains in [I0], the authors of [2] intro-
duce signways to precisely describe the interactions of signs at various scales
under sign-walkings. Signways subdivide trains at certain compartments of
dimension 2. See [2| Section 6]. Thus, the (refined) canonical symbol is
defined by the property that it has at most one minus sign in each signway,
and it is at the leftmost scale of the way if exists. Then two 2-adic lattices
are isometric if and only if they have the same (refined) canonical symbols.

Now, let A, @ be given as in the statement. By the Jordan decomposition
of general finite forms into the orthogonal sum of p-Sylow subgroups, it is
enough to show the lemma at p = 2. So, we may assume that A is a 2-
group. Since @ is nondegenerate, A = Q ® Q- holds as finite quadratic
forms. By strong approximation, there are 2-adic lattices L, M, N such that
A= A(L), Q = A(M), Q- = A(N) and whose respective ranks are equal
to the lengths of A,Q,Q+. By assumption, we have M = 2(" for some
e € {£1}, m € 2Z~( uniquely. We have to separate the cases in some
detail.

7.4.1. If the 2-torsion subgroup of A is integer valued, and hence so is Q=+,
then the 2-adic lattices L and N are determined uniquely, too. We consider
the canonical 2-adic symbol of N.

7.4.2. 1If it begins with one of the following expressions,

(4) qi{l...’ flnv fI”’

where ¢ > 8, X € Z/8Z U {Il},e € {£1} and n > 0, then the canonical
symbol of M & N will be

5) a2 2

respectively. These are the cases where the signway of N does not extend
in M @ N, in the sense that for each signway of N, the set of its scales
constitute an (entire) signway in M @& N again. In fact, in the former two
cases of ([5)) the constituent 2f" is itself a signway and the remaining symbols
and its signways are the same as that of V. In the last case, the signways of
N and M & N correspond with the same set of scales. These observations
ensure that the omitted symbols in --- are completely the same in and

(©)-

7.4.3. On the other hand, if the canonical symbol of N begins with an odd
constituent of scale 4, i.e. N = [4° ... (where | denotes the beginning of a
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compartment), then the canonical symbol of M @& N will be either
(6) 2[4t or 2t

according as € = +1 or —1. This is the case where the signway of N extends
in M & N, as the new constituent of scale 2 becomes a part of a signway
which extends the signway of N that contains the least scale 4. We note
that even in this case, the omitted symbols in - - - are unchanged from those
of N. Comparing the possible canonical symbols and @ case-by-case,
we see that the isomorphism class of N is uniquely determined by that of
M & N. In turn, the 2-adic lattice M & N ~ L is uniquely determined from
A as we noticed before. Hence Q+ = A(N) is also uniquely determined.

7.4.4. Next we consider the case where the 2-torsion subgroup of A is not
integral valued, and so isn’t Q. In this case, the strong approximation
theorem states that there correspond two 2-adic lattices to each A and QL.
We choose one representative N for Q. Since Q is even, we know that the
canonical symbol of N begins with odd constituent of scale 2 at which its
first compartment begins, so it is

(7) [257 - ‘(a)]t o (b) (t€Z/8Z,e € {+1},n > 0),

where - --(4) and ---(;) are appropriate symbols, possibly empty. Again, we
separate the cases by distinguishing whether signways of N extend in M &N
or not. A careful inspection of cases (see [2, Lemma 6.1]) shows that the
signway of N extends in M @ N if and only if

N has 1-dimensional constituents at scales 2 and 4 and they

constitute a 2-dimensional compartment of total oddity 0 or 4.

If this is not the case, the canonical symbol of M @ N is given simply by

(9) [2(ee)(mtn) .. @l ) -

If holds true, the canonical symbol of NV is one of

2784 gy, 2704y
with € = £1. The canonical symbol of M & N then becomes
(10) [26(1+m)4+1]2725 ) s [2(—6)(1+m)4+1]2725 )

respectively. Now, our lemma follows if the two possible representatives
L,L' of A both lead to (possibly several N but) the same discriminant
group A(N).

7.4.5. Suppose that L has the symbol (9 (and that (8) does not hold true).
Then, the other representative L’ is given by

(e Ly

by the strong approximation theorem. (Note that this is just @ applied
with “fake” sign-walking at scales 1 and 2. The same holds in general, see
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[30]). By inspection of the possible symbols (9) and ([10), we can recover the
lattices N, N as follows, omitting illegal symbols right away:

(e,n ( )st) possible N, N’

(1, 1,4 ',0) 2714 oy, 2774 sy
(1, 1, 4+1 4) [271471]0 () [2+1471]4 ()
(—1,1,4% +1 ,0) 2ty gy, 2787 oy
(—1,1,471 4) 2714t -y, 2714 g ®
(otherw1se) [an o ‘(a)]t SNOE [z—sn “(a)lt+4 " " (b)

In each case, the strong approximation theorem implies again that the
two possible entries for N, N’ belong to the same discriminant form A(N) &
A(N"). Thus the lemma follows in this case.

7.4.6. It remains to consider the case where L has the symbol (and
where holds true as well). Then the corresponding L’ has the symbol

(11) [2(_6)(1“")4“]6725 ) [26(1+m)4+1]672€ )
respectively. Again we go through the possibilities to check the next table.

£ L, L' (omitted ---@)) | possible N, N’ (omitted - - ()
1 [26 1+m)4+1] 0, [2(76)(14’7’”)4*‘1’1]4 [2+14+1]0, [2714+1]4

-1 [26 1+m)4+1] 4, [ (—e)(1+m)4+1]0 [2—14—1]07 [2+14—1]4
1 [2 1+m)4+1] 0, [26(1+m)4+1]4 [2+1471]47 [271471]0

-1 [2 —e) 1+m)4+1] 4, [26(1+m)4+1]0 [2—14—1-1]47 [2+14+1]0

In every case, we see as before that A(N) = A(N’) is uniquely determined
as a finite quadratic form. This completes the proof of Lemma O

7.5. Remark. The Witt cancellation theorem has been known to hold in
several other situations since the classical theory of quadratic forms over
fields. We want here to exhibit an example in which the cancellation fails
for general embeddings of finite quadratic forms. Thus, the assumption on
the quadratic form of () attaining integer values is really necessary.

Example 7.7. Let A be the finite quadratic form defined by the following
underlying group and the Gram matrix,

A= ((Z/2Z)2 @ (Z/AZ)?, (1/2 3/2> © (3/4 3/4>> .

We consider the embedding of the following form

o= (wmr. (™ ,,)

into A. We denote by e, es, f1, fo the basis of A corresponding to the
above matrices, i.e., e; has order 2 (i = 1,2) and f; has order 4 (i = 1,2),
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(e1)? = 1/2, (e2)® = 3/2, (f;)> = 3/4 (i = 1,2) and every two distinct
elements are orthogonal. We then find two subspaces isomorphic to @ by

Q1 = (e1, e2), Q2= (e1+2f1, e2 +2f2).

We compute their orthogonal complements as follows.
Q5 =t + poeat )= (@azp, (M),

It is easy to see that the quadratic form of Qi does not attain the value
1/4 € Q/2Z. Therefore, the embeddings @)1 and Q2 do not have isometric
complements, contrary to the situation of Lemma

7.6. Conclusion of the classification in rank 3. With the help of Lemma
, we can easily continue by computing v(2) for the five remaining cases
in rank 3 and check whether L’ glues to v:

no. G genus symbol of Ag | genus symbol of L' | v | glues?
162 | 2. My 2,785 85" 8| no
171 M2y 24371 2571 14| ok
179 | 24: &g 22811311 8/ t3+t 24| no
188 | 2°.6; 2,284 1571 81571 40 | no
194 | Aut(Sg) 20337151 2;137 151 30| ok

TABLE 3. Groups G with v(2) = A(Ag)

As an explanation for no.s 171 and 194, we denote orthogonal half-integral
generators of A(Ag)2 by w1, we, ws, each of square 7/2. Then v(2) C A(Ag)
comprises the sums w; + w;, and the two-torsion in v(2)* is generated by
w1 4+ we + w3 of square 5/2 as stated (uniquely by Lemma .

We conclude by pointing out that G = M»;.2; was realized in [I3]. Mean-
while we shall see in Section that Aut(Sg) can also be realized as a
group of symplectic automorphisms on Xgo (preserving a polarization of
degree 30 indeed).

8. CLASSIFICATION IN RANK 4 — TAME CASE

We turn to the tame case in rank 4 and start with an easy observation
which surely is well-known.

Lemma 8.1. Let p be prime and G a finite group such that p t |G|. If G
acts on some p-unimodular lattice L, then p{ det(LY) det(Lg).

Proof. Since LY and L embed primitively as orthogonal complements into
L, p dividing one’s determinant is equivalent to p dividing both. But then
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LE and L¢ glue along a subgroup of size p inside their discriminant groups,
i.e. there are primitive vectors v € LY v € Lg such that

1
w=—(u+wv) € L.
p

But then the orbit under G gives

G
G e Zg uu since Z )€ LN LY = {0}.
geG geG
As u was primitive in LE, we infer that p | |G| as claimed. O

We use the lemma for the following abstract characterization of tame
group actions in rank 4:

Proposition 8.2. Let G be a finite group acting on A such that AS has
rank 4. Then the G-action is compatible with a tame symplectic action on
some supersingular K3 surface X in characteristic p with tk NS(X)& = 2 if
and only if the following conditions hold
(i) pt1Gl;
(i) A(A%) has length at most two;
(iii) oo(X) =
(iv) det A€ is a non-square mod p, i.e. <%) =—1.
(v) at every pmme P’ | det AC such that 1y (A(A®)) = 2, write d' for the
prime to p'-part of det AG. Then the signs €4 in the p'-adic symbol

of Aq satisfy

(12) [z = ( ‘,1,> .

q'>1

Proof. Let G act tamely on some supersingular K3 surface in characteristic
p. Condition (i) is obvious, and p { det A¢ by Lemma By assumption,
Ag = NS(X)¢ glues to M’ := NS(X)%, a hyperbolic even lattice of rank
two, so

Ly (AAD)) = 1y (A(Ag)) < kM’ =2

holds trivially at all primes p’ # p while the p-length is zero as we have seen.
Hence (ii) follows, and we also infer that

[,(NS(X)) = 1,(M") < rk(M') = 2.
This implies (iii).
We conclude that the p-Sylow subgroup A(M),, is anti-isometric to A(H®)).

Since the rank is even, this amounts to the p-adic symbol of M’ agreeing
with the non-unimodular factor of the p-adic symbol of H®) i.e.

(13) s =- (2

p
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But then by construction, we have det(M’) = —p?det A%, so the standard
determinant condition as in [6.3| implies

. (—detAG>
P » .

Comparing with we infer condition (iv).

Condition (v) follows in a similar way. In fact, this is just Lemma
because the sign products [| g4 agree for A% Ag, Ag and M’ by Lemma
4.0l

Conversely, given G with A® satisfying conditions (i), (i), (iv) and (v),
we have to make sure that Ag glues to some rank two hyperbolic even lat-
tice M’ to give NS(Xj) and check the conditions of the crystalline Torelli
theorem. By what we have seen above, the genus symbol of M’ is predicted
as that of A, augmented by a factor p°2. The existence of M’ (as an inte-
gral lattice) amounts to checking the conditions from [10, 15.7.7]. Here the
compatibilities of determinants are encoded in conditions (iii) and (iv) by
the same argument as above; for completeness we comment on the case of
primes p’ # p such that lp/(A(AG)) = 1. Here the p’-adic symbol contains a
factor ¢°e! (derived from Ag by Lemma , so we are free to set the other

factor to be 10! where
—d
eg=¢¢ | —
! ( I )

accommodating the p’-prime part —d’ of the determinant of M’.

We conclude by claiming that everything else from [10, 15.7.7] needed to
infer the existence of M’ is inherited from A, (which surely exists). Indeed,
the only non-trivial condition is the congruence relation of signature, p-
excess and oddity modulo 8:

q’'>1

(14) signature + Z p’-excess = oddity mod 8.
p!'>2

When moving from A to M’, the signature drops from 20 to 0, but other
than that only the p-excess changes from 0 (since p { det A%) to 2(p — 1) +
2(1 —¢p). But the last expression is congruent to 4 modulo 8 for any odd p,
so the two correction terms balance out modulo 8 and remains valid for
M’. Thus the required integral lattice M’ exists, and it remains to verify that
M’ can be taken to be even. This can be confirmed explicitly case by case
going though the classification [I8], but there is an independent structural
argument as follows: Ag and A, are even, so the unimodular constituent
at p = 2 has type 1{} where m is even by the usual parity constraints. This
enters with trace 0 in the oddity, so for M’ we can (and should) also take
17" for some appropriate m/ € 27 (where m’ is even, since rk Ag =k M
mod 2 and the non-unimodular parts of the 2-adic symbols of A and M’
agree by construction). Thus, with this genus symbol, M’ is automatically
even. O
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Remark 8.3. By inspection of the proof, the arguments only require that
p 1 det AC (as inferred in the tame case from Lemma, so they also apply
to certain wild cases (see for instance).

We shall now apply Proposition to the classification in [I§]. In prin-
ciple we can just go through the single cases, but our main goal is to infer
a characterization in the spirit of [28]. This also provides an independent
proof of the classification of possible groups G in [I1], but now supplemented
by the existence decision.

Theorem 8.4. A finite group G admits a tame action on some supersingular
K3 surface X in characteristic p with NS(X)C of rank two if and only if
X = Xop and G can be realized as a subgroup of Moag acting with 4 orbits
on {1,...,24} such that the orbit lengths ly,...,ls satisfy

(15) (h 'f) —

Proof. By Proposition we have 0¢(X) = 1 and the group G admits an
action on A with A“ of rank 4. The tables of [I8] give exactly the 10 maximal
groups from Table (For all other groups in [I8] with rank(A%) = 4,
A% has either length greater than 2 (not satisfying Proposition (ii)) or
determinant a perfect square (incompatible with Proposition (iii)).)

no. G |G| genus symbol li,l9,13,14
102 My 2732 5.7 22371771 1,1,1,21
106 2% : A 27325 41813+t 1,1,6,16
108 A, 23.32.5.7 3tigtig+l 1,1,7,15
110 My : 2 27.3.5 47181571 } ; g ?g
111 2% : Ly(7) 26.3.7 4527+ 11’,17”88’7184
112 229 27.32 852371 1,3,4,16
118 S 21325 2,23 +25+1 1,2,6,15
119 My 24325 24315+ 1,1,10,12
121 2%: 633 26,32 418 13+2 1,3,8,12
134 3%2: 5Dy 24,32 2141371971 1,2,9,12

TABLE 4. Maximal tame groups with 4 orbits

We continue by checking in the tables of [I8] whether the conditions from
Proposition are satisfied. This turns out to be true for all 10 eligible
(maximal) groups listed in Table The existence of the symplectic G-action
on the appropriate Xy, then follows from Theorem (since p # 2,3 by
the tameness assumption).

Then we verify that all these groups are subgroups of Ms3 with 4 orbits
(so the claim holds true also for their 17 subgroups with less than 5 orbits as



SYMPLECTIC AUTOMORPHISMS OF K3 SURFACES 23

classified in [I1]), and that the product of orbit lengths are in the same square
class as det A¢ for some G-action on A, so condition (iii) from Proposition
translates exactly into (15). This confirms the theorem for all tame
maximal groups from [I§].

Of course, if some group G can be realized, then so can all its subgroups
G'. However, it remains to cover the case where the maximal group G is
wild in a given characteristic p while some subgroup G’ with Ay = Ag is
tame. By Lemma this implies that p { det AC" = det A%, so Proposition
8.2 gives the same existence conditions for G and G’ (with the adjustment
to the wild case from Remark . With G, the subgroup G’ is also a
subgroup of Mg, so it remains to verify the translation of the determinant
condition into the product of orbit lengths from Theorem [8.4] But then a
close inspection of Table [4] learns us that for p | |G| we have

p\detAG<:>p\l1...l4,
so Theorem [8.4] also holds for all non-maximal groups G alike. O

Remark 8.5. Due to the determinant condition, symplectic actions of the
groups from Table [d] can be realized in exactly half of the characteristics,
but there is one subgroup with 4 orbits, namely Oyg, which has two different
actions on {1,...,24} with orbit lengths 1,1, 6, 16 resp. 1,3, 4,16 such that
their respective products lie in two different square classes. The group Oys,
which can be represented as a subgroup of both 2% : 2 and 22.2l474, can
thus be realized in 75% of all characteristics.

Remark 8.6. The groups in Tablewere determined in [11] as the maximal
possible tame finite symplectic automorphism groups of (supersingular) K3
surfaces. Existence, however, was left open. Our result covers both aspects;
in addition, our approach offers the additional advantage of being completely
independent of the arguments in [11].

We take this opportunity to note two corrections to [13]. For the group
#121 in Table 4| [13] states an isomorphism 2% : 633 = Gyu = 64 X Gy
This cannot be correct since the group on the right hand side contains
elements of order 12, but Ms3 does not.

In [I3, Rem. 5.3 (1)], it is stated that M3 admits another subgroup,
namely MJ, : 2, which does not act tamely symplectically on any supersin-
gular K3 surface. However, with orbit lengths (1,2,5,16) as stated in loc.
cit., this would necessarily act symplectically on X, whenever (10/p) = —1,
for instance by the geometric construction explained in the next remark. In-
deed, the Mathieu character applied to MJ, : 2 does not return an integer,
so this group cannot be a subgroup of Mass.

Remark 8.7. For the tame groups with 4 orbits from Table [} there is
an alternative approach along the lines of Kondo-Mukai [23] and Xiao [44].
Namely, one can pursue a case by case-analysis and
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e consider G-quotients of Xy ,, whose minimal resolutions are again
isomorphic to X, to rule out all those characteristics not satis-
fying by checking that the (primitive closure of the) root lat-
tice spanned by the exceptional curves on the minimal resolution of
the quotient (uniquely determined using [38]) does not embed into
NS(X(),p) and

e use that G C Ma3 to endow the Niemeier lattice N = N(A?*) with
a G-action to exhibit the rootfree lattice Ng encoded in the orbit
lengths; then check that Ng embeds into NS(Xj ;) for those charac-
teristics satisfying and apply Theorem

We emphasize that this approach does not lend itself to the wild case as the
quotients need not be K3.

9. CLASSIFICATION IN RANK 4 — WILD CASE

We continue with the wild case in rank 4. Recall that, by [II], this
reduces the possible characteristics to p < 11. Independently, this can also
be inferred from the classification in [I8].

9.1. Wild group actions in characteristic 2. We start by ruling out the
bulk of G-actions with lo(Ag) > rk AY — 2 where Lemma determines the
characteristic to be p = 2. As lattices with v(2) & A(Ag) have already been
excluded in we can glue Ag to H®) along v(2) and use Lemmato de-
termine the genus symbol of the saturated lattice L' = (Ag®H®) C Ly 25.
Whenever the 2-constituent of A(Ag) is even, this excludes sign walking
between this costituent and the unimodular one; then the determinant con-
dition as in Lemma [6.5] gives an immediate contradiction for no.s

8,11,12, 14,16, 25,27, 32 — 34, 36, 40, 42, 49, 50, 54, 62, 65 — 67, 71, 75,
79,81, 83,88 — 90,99, 100, 103, 105, 113, 115, 125, 126, 135, 136, 145, 146.

As an illustration, we give details for the cases where the genus symbol
given in [I8] has to be corrected. As before, d’ denotes the 2-primary part
of —det(L’) (or, equivalently, of —det(Ag)).

no. | G | genus symbol of A¢ | genus symbol of L' | d’

81 | [27] 2;2457811 45,7817 1

103 | [2'23] 2;245 181 47181 -1
125 | [273] 2 4418131 418131 -3
145 | [243] 2724518 478! -1

TABLE 5. Some groups G with v(2) — A(Ag)

9.2. Wild group actions in odd characteristic. There are a few group
actions in rank 4 where Lemma[6.1] determines the characteristic p to be odd.
Having excluded a few of them in Section [6] the remaining three groups are
covered below.
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No.s 101,109. These groups are subgroups of Uy(3) and thus occur.
No. 122. This group is a subgroup of Uz(5) and thus occurs.

9.3. Wild group actions with square determinant. The considerations
in Sectionexcluded all those tame group actions in rank 4 such that det A¢
is a perfect square (by Proposition (iii)). Here we verify which actions
are compatible with the wild setting. It turns out that each group action can
be realized on the supersingular K3 surface of Artin invariant 1 in exactly
one characteristic p (indicated in the last column of Table @

To see this, we make use of Remark and apply Proposition (iii)
whenever p’ { det A¢. Other wild primes can be excluded by the determinant
condition applied to a putative invariant lattice NS¢ (whose determinant
agrees with that of Ag up to sign and squares, so d’ denote the p/-primary
part of —det A® as usual).

no. | G | genus symbol of A¢ | p' tdet Ag | (d'/p) #ep | p
120 | Lo(11) 1172 2,3,5 — 11
128 | (3 x A5):2 372572 2 3 5
129 | Ly(7) x 2 2} 27+2 3 2 7

TABLE 6. Groups G in rank 4 with square determinant

Summary 9.1. The supersingular K3 surface X, admits a wild symplectic
action by G exactly for the prime p indicated in the last column of Table
[6l The geometric realizations follow from Theorem but they can also
be exhibited explicitly, see Each of these three groups is contained in
a maximal group from Table [2] namely in Msy, g resp. Ms1.22. Note that
this is in perfect agreement with Theorem [1.2

Remark 9.2. It can be shown using Theorem that the symplectic ac-
tions from Summary extend over any supersingular K3 surface of Artin
invariant og < 2 in the specified characteristic p.

9.4. Groups from the tame rank 4 case. We conclude this section by
discussing the 10 groups from Table [4| for the primes p < 11, especially in
the wild setting.

Proposition 9.3. A group from Table[]] is realized in characteristic p < 11
if and only if it is contained in a maximal group from the rank 3 case, with
the exceptions of 2244 (no. 112) in characteristic 3 and 2* : S35 (no.
121) in characteristics 3 and 11.

Proof. Of course, existence can be derived as a consequence of any subgroup
relation with a group from the rank 3 setting. Here, next to the tables of
[9], the supplementary files available with the paper are very useful. For
the two cases with G = 24 : G353, existence follows in characteristic p = 11
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from Theorem and in characteristic p = 3 from the explicit construction
in For the remaining group 22.91474 in characteristic 3, the same is
achieved in 11.3.2]

For non-existence, we apply the determinant criterion from Proposition
8.2] using Remark whenever possible. The remaining cases, indicated by
asterisks in Table [7], will be explained below.

9.4.1. Reason*. By Lemma v(2) 4 A(Ag), so these two discriminant
groups can only glue along a single odd integral 2-torsion vector. In each
case, the glue vector in A(Ag) can be taken to be any element 2v for v
an odd 4-torsion element. Writing v(2) = (e, f), we thus postulate that
e+2ve L/ =(Ac®H®) C Ly But then w = v + f generates A(L')
together with the other orthogonal generators of A(L), and with w? = v?+1
we obtain the genus symbol of L’ which is immediately verified not to satisfy
the determinant condition as it has exactly one sign switched compared to
the genus symbol of Ag.

9.4.2. Reason™*. All 2-torsion elements in A(A¢) are isotropic, so there can-
not be any glue with H®, and L' = A¢ ® H® L1 o5 attains length 4,
exceeding the rank of its purported orthogonal complement NS&, contradic-
tion.

9.4.3. Reason™*** By considering the values attained by A(Ag) on the 3-
torsion elements, we detect that Ag can only glue to H®) along a non-
isotropic 3-torsion element of the respective discriminant group. The re-
sulting lattice L' = (Ag ® H®)) C Lj 5 turns out to have genus symbol

2#4#3“9*1, so the determinant condition at 3 gives the contradiction
(—-8/3) =1. O

9.5. Concluding remark in rank 4. For all the remaining G-actions
in rank 4 (no.s 124, 133, 137, 141, 149), the group G is contained in
M>51.21 or Aut(Sg). This is easy for all groups except for no. 141 where
the supplementary files of [I8] provide an inclusion G C 2s.2. By [9],
there are 3 such extensions (&g, M19, PGU3(9)), but each is contained in
.22 = M1.2 = Aut(Sg) confirming the claim.

In consequence, each of these groups acts symplectically on the supersin-
gular K3 surface X ».

10. RANK > 5 CASE

With subgroups of the maximal groups automatically realized, one can
check that all groups in odd characteristic are in fact settled as the only
open cases concern characteristic 2 by Lemma 6.1, For completeness and
future reference, we record the statement for Mukai’s 11 maximal groups
from the complex setting [28]:

(16)  Lo(7), As, S5, Mo, F384, Asa, Thg2, Hi92, N72, Mg, Tus.
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no. ‘ G ‘ gen. symb Ag H ex. \ subgroup of H non-ex. \ reason

102 | My 2,237 1771 2 My1.24 5 (21/5) =1
3 Us(3)
7 M21.22
11 Moy

106 | 2%: 2 41813+t 3 U(3) 2 *
7 24 A7 5 (6/5) =1
11 Moy

108 27 37+ 3 Us(3) 2 (105/2) = 1
5 As
7 24 Ay
11 Moy

110 | Mao:2 | 45781571 5 | [2%3].65 2 *
7 241 2Azs 3 (10/3) =1
11 Mo

111 | 23 : Ly(7) 4727+ 5 Asg 2 *
7 241 Ay 3 (7/3) =1
11 Moy

12| 229, 852371 3 - 2 ok
5 | [2%3].65 11 (3/11) =1
7 24 A7

118 S 2,;°3725+1 2 | Aut(Sg) 11 (5/11) =1
3 Us(3)
5 As
7 My;.25

119 My | 2514137 I5H1 | 2 My1.24 7 (30/7) =1
3 Us(3)
5 Us(5)
11 Moy

121 2%: G55 | 4d'8713%2 3 — 2 *
5 As 7 (2/7) =1
11 -

134 [ 3%2: 5D | 277477371971 2 | Aut(S) 3 *
7 My;.25 5 (6/5) =1
11 My

TABLE 7. Groups G in rank 4 in small characteristic

Proposition 10.1. (1) If p > 2 is prime, then all groups from act
symplectically on some K38 surface in characteristic p;
(2) more precisely, the symplectic action can be realized on X, and,
(3) if 2 < p < 11, then each group from 18 contained in one of the
mazimal rank 3 groups (listed in Theorem .
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(4) The groups La(7), s, S5, Mag, N72, My act symplectically on Xo 2 as
they are all contained in May1.21 or Aut(Sg).

(5) The groups Fsga,Uaa,Ti92, Hi92,Tug cannot act symplectically on
XO’Q.

Proof. (3) and (4) are easy to check and prove (1) and (2) for all odd primes
p < 11.

To see (1) (for the remaining primes, but also for many groups for p < 11),
one can argue directly with the equations given in [28], noting that

e If p 1 |G|, then the model has good reduction at p.

e If p? { |G|, then the model has good reduction or acquires isolated
rational double point singularities upon reducing modulo p, so the
minimal resolution is a K3 surface.

At a tame prime p > 11, we have p { det A¢ by Lemma so (2)
can be proved similar to Proposition Namely Ag glues into the K3
lattice Ags with orthogonal complement 7' of signature (3,0). We derive
an auxiliary lattice M’ of signature (1,2) by postulating the same genus
symbol as for T, but with p*®? added. As in the proof of Proposition
the discrepancies in signature and p-excess balance out, and evenness of
M’ follows accordingly. Hence Ag glues into NS(Xj ), and the symplectic
action follows from Theorem

As for (5), we consider the single cases. To start with, A(T4s) does not
glue at all to v(2), so we get the same contradiction as in

For G = 24 4, the coinvariant lattice Ag glues to H (2) along a single vector
of the discriminant groups (by Lemma[7.4), and L' = (Ag ® H®)' C Ly o5
has genus symbol 2;;°8713%2, so the determinant condition (9/2) = 1 gives
a contradiction for its putative orthogonal complement.

The three remaining groups have no 2-constituent, so they can be treated
as in leading to the same kind of contradiction based on the determi-
nant condition. U

10.1. Remaining group actions. Considering all subgroup relations among
the groups acting on A with tk A® > 3, and groups excluded so far, there
are only three G-actions uncovered as of yet, namely no.s 28, 39, 43. Each
implies p = 2 by Lemma [6.1| can be ruled out along the same lines as in the
proof of Proposition We therefore omit the details.

Conclusion 10.2. For each group from [I8], we have decided whether it
acts symplectically on X, in any given characteristic p.

10.2. Connection with complex setting. In fact, we can turn the above
arguments around to give an independent proof of Mukai’s classification over
C (Theorem [2.2)). It can be derived from [18] and our findings based on the
following general result:

Theorem 10.3. The following are equivalent for a finite group G:
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o G acts tamely symplectically on the supersingular K3 surface Xo,
such that Tk NS(Xo,)a < 19.
o (G acts symplectically on some complex K3 surface.

Proof. With G acting symplectically, we are comparing the orthogonal com-
plements of NSg: M’ of signature (1,7 + 2) inside NS(Xy,) and T of sig-
nature (3,r) inside Aks (for some suitable 7). It is immediate to adjust the
proof of Proposition to arbitrary rank to go back and forth between M’
and T'. Then we conclude using the complex or crystalline Torelli theorem
in characteristic p > 3 while the existence of the group actions in charac-
teristics p = 2,3 can be inferred from the explicit models constructed in
the next section (using Theorem whose proof does not rely on Theorem
10.3)). O

11. EXPLICIT REALIZATIONS

Explicit symplectic actions have been constructed for Us(3) on the Fermat
quartic surface in [43] or [I1], and for Us(5) on the double cover of P2
branched along the Fermat sextic curve in [11]. For more explicit realizations
of symplectic group actions in characteristics 5,7 and 11, albeit not maximal,

see [[T.4l

11.1. Maximal subgroups in characteristic 2. In [13], Dolgachev and
Kondo exhibit an explicit symplectic action of the maximal group Mos1.2¢
on Xpo. They also claim that the group is the unique maximal finite group
acting symplectically on X 2. This is in contrast to our result in Theorem
[L.2l which will be substantianted in the next subsection. Here we comment
on the gap in the argument of [13].

The uniqueness claim relies on the general argument that for a finite group
G acting on Xg 9, any G-invariant ample vector h can be mapped to the
fundamental domain D for the action of the Weyl group (intersected with the
positive cone) by a composition of certain reflections. Hence G is conjugate
to a subgroup of Aut(D) = Mas;.D12 (using work of Borcherds). The authors
conclude using the fact that Djs contains elements corresponding to non-
symplectic automorphisms of order 3 and to the Frobenius endomorphism
of Xy (which is, of course, not given by an automorphism of Xj). From this
they would like to deduce that, if G acts symplectically, then G C Ms;.2.

However, as Mukai points out, the reflections required for mapping A into
D may involve the induced action of the Frobenius endomorphism. This
facilitates that the class of Frobenius in Aut(D) actually is conjugate to a
proper automorphism in G under the reflection in question — as seems to
happen for G = Aut(&g), the only other possible maximal finite symplectic
group by Theorem [1.2]

11.2. Symplectic action by Aut(Sg). In this section we focus on the su-
persingular K3 surface Xo = X2 of Artin invariant ¢ = 1 in characteristic
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2. In [13] it is stated that any finite group acting symplectically on Xy nec-
essarily is a subgroup of M»1.21. Here we provide a counterexample to this
claim (affirming a conjecture from [2I] and, most importantly, supporting
Theorem despite the absence of a valid crystalline Torelli theorem in
characteristic 2):

Proposition 11.1. The group Aut(Sg) admits a symplectic action on Xj.

Proof. The action by &g was already stated in [21I]. Here we exhibit an
independent argument starting from the natural degree 6 surface

}/0:{8128228320}C]P)5

where s; denotes the elementary symmetric polynomial of degree i in the
homogenous variables of P°. Note that this surface appears prominently
in [28] for the symplectic 20 action over C (where Yj is smooth and thus
defines a K3 surface).

In characteristic 2, Yy contains 15 isolated singular points at the Gg-orbit
of [1,1,0,0,0,0] which are in fact A; singularities. We resolve them to obtain
a K3 surface Y to which the &g action extends from Y. Since the group
action is defined over Fa, it is in fact automatically symplectic.

In addition, Y contains (the strict transforms of) 15 lines given by

bitmm =21+ =xj+x=2m+2,=0 {i,5,l,m,n} ={2,3,4,5,6}

(which we can equally well identify as €1; j; or £1;mn). Together with the
exceptional curves above the 15 nodes, the lines form a (153)-configuration
where each line meets three exceptional curves, and vice versa, each excep-
tional curve meets three lines. These 30 smooth rational curves exhibit a
nice &g symmetry which obviously preserves the set of lines and likewise
the set of exceptional curves. To obtain the claimed action by Aut(Sg), it
remains to exhibit an involution on Y which acts as a switch between lines
and exceptional curves (and to prove that Y = Xj). This can be achieved
with the help of a special elliptic fibration with two fibres of Kodaira type
I1p. By the standard theory of elliptic K3 surfaces, the fibration is induced
by either fibre, so we continue to exhibit two disjoint 10-cycles on the graph
of lines and exceptional curves. To this end, we introduce the notation E;;
for the exceptional curve in Y above the node with non-zero coordinates
x;, xj, so that F;; meets the three lines /;; . Then two disjoint 10-cycles
can be given by

Fy = li234+ E12 + {1236 + Eas + 1345 + E13 + 1325 + Eos + {1634 + E34
Fy = liy56 + E1a + l1a26 + B35 + {1624 + Eog + {1536 + E15 + {1523 + Ea3

Note that the 10 remaining lines and exceptional curves form sections of the
fibration. In fact, picking one curve as zero section, say the line £;3 35, the
remaining four lines give 5-torsion sections by inspection of the height being
zero in the theory of Mordell-Weil lattices [41]. It then follows from the
general theory of modular surfaces that Y is a base change of the elliptic
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modular surface with a point of order 5. By [25], this is a rational elliptic
surface with two fibres of type Is. Hence the base change has to ramify
at these two fibres, so it is inseparable of degree 2, and there are two more
reducible fibres of type Is (comprising some twisted cubics on Yy defined over
Fy, but we omit them for space reasons). In particular, p(Y) = 22 by the
Shioda—Tate formula, so Y is supersingular. Now consider the remaining 5
exceptional curves which also serve as sections. Again, by the Shioda—Tate
formula, they have finite order, so we find that MW 2 Z/10Z. Then the
determinant formula [39, Cor. 6.39] shows that NS(Y') has determinant —4,
i.e. Y has Artin invariant ¢ = 1, in agreement with [I5] and [21].

Since Y = X by [34], we have exhibited a symplectic Gg-action on Xj.
Consider the automorphism given by translation by the 2-torsion section
Ey6. (This is the special case of a peculiar torsion section which is not dis-
joint from the zero section /12 35; this may only happen if the characteristic
divides the group order.) By construction, this involution switches lines and
exceptional curves while preserving the elliptic fibration structure. It thus
exhibits exactly the outer automorphism of G4 that we need. ([

Conclusion 11.2. Both maximal possible finite symplectic groups in char-
acteristic 2, Mj1.21 and Aut(Sg), as classified in the course of this paper,
are supported by explicit geometric realizations on Xg 2.

11.3. Maximal subgroups in characteristic 3. We have seen in Proposi-
tion that next to Us(3) there are two more maximal groups G admitting
a symplectic action on Xo = X3, the supersingular K3 surface of Artin
invariant o9 = 1 in characteristic 3, namely

G = 24 . 6373 and G = 22.914’4.

For lack of a crystalline Torelli theorem in characteristic 3 (cf. Remark ,
we give an explicit geometric realization for both groups.

11.3.1. G = 2% : &3,3. This is a degree 3 extension of the group Gy =
Higo = 2* : Dqy from Theorem We shall realize it in characteristic 3
starting from Mukai’s realization of Gy over the complex numbers via the
degree 8 K3 model given by

23+ 23+ 22 =2+ 23 + 23
(17) X = c P,

:U%—}—J:i:x%—kxg :$§—i—x%
While this is smooth over C, it attains 8 nodes in characteristic 3 at the
points
(18) [0,1,0,+1,0,+1], [1,0,41,0,41,0].
In addition, there are 16 lines given by

{lis A, g, X £, £0]; [, A € P

One directly verifies that each node is met by exactly 4 lines, and two
nodes are connected by a (unique) line if and only if they take the two
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different shapes in . On the minimal resolution X, this means that the
exceptional divisors and the strict transforms of the lines form the standard
double Kummer configuration of 24 smooth rational curves on a Kummer
surface of product type Km(E x E'), as introduced in [42]. In particular,
there are two isotrivial elliptic fibrations

o X —>P!

with four fibres of Kodaira type Ifj (given by lines and the exceptional
curves above four nodes of fixed shape from (I8)) and full two-torsion in
the Mordell-Weil group (given by the other exceptional curves) such that
the general fibre is isomorphic to E resp. E’. (Here the fibrations 7,7’ are
induced by the projections to each factor of E x E’.) Together, these 24
smooth rational curves generate a lattice L C NS(X) of rank 18 and de-
terminant —16, an index 4 overlattice of U @ D3, generated by the torsion
sections.

Claim 11.3. X is supersingular; in particular, X =~ X,.

Proof. We argue with the complex K3 surface X¢ which has Picard number
p(Xc) = 20 and transcendental lattice T'(Xc) = diag(4,12) by [17]. It
follows from [42] that X¢ = Km(Ec x E¢) where E is the elliptic curve
with complex multiplication by Z[/—3] and j-invariant 243353, Since E has
potentially good reduction everywhere, yielding the elliptic curve Ey with j-
invariant 0 in characteristic 3, we infer that X = Km(Ey x Fp). This proves
both claims. (]

The above argument also shows that the generic fibre of 7 (and of 7’)
admits a wild automorphism of order 3, say ¢, which is automatically sym-
plectic. Explicitly, this can be described by the affine model

(19) (t3 — t)y2 = (:E3 —x).

This makes the two fibrations to P}, PL visible, with singular fibres at the
F3-points of P! and 2-torsion sections

Py = (070)7 P = (1,0), Py = (_170)

for © mapping X to P}, and analogously for 7’ over PL.

Each base curves admits the symmetric group &4 as automorphisms, but
the resulting action on H*?(X) involves the fourth roots of unity. However,
the subgroup 244 admits a symplectic action on X which can be extended
by the switch of fibrations

®o : (ta x’y) = (ﬂf,t, _1/y)
to give a group G of size 576 acting symplectically.
Proposition 11.4. G = 2% : S33.
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Proof. To prove the proposition, we start by considering the normal sub-
group N <1 Gy which is generated by sign changes in the homogeneous coor-
dinates of . From the action on the nodes, one infers that N corresponds
to compositions of the translations by 2-torsion sections of the two fibrations
m, 7. In terms of , these translations correspond to the involutions of
either base curve P}, P which preserve no point over F3, such as t > —1/t
(each forming the Klein group Vj).

The subgroup D12 of automorphisms inherited from Mukai’s model can
be generated by the order 6 automorphism

pr: (bwy) = (e +1,14+1,-1/y)
(such that ¢g = $) and the involution
®2 : (t,x,y) = (_t7 -, _y)'
It follows that G can be obtained from Gy (acting on both X¢ and X) by
adding the wild automorphism
p=p3: (tw,y) = (Lr+1y)
of the generic fibre of 7 to which we already alluded above.

Claim 11.5. N < @G.

Proof. Since N <1 Gy, it suffices to prove that ¢ N = Ny for the remaining
generator ¢ of G. Since ¢ preserves the fibration m over P} fibrewise, i.e.
it acts trivially on the corresponding nodes, the claim already follows from
the standard fact that V4 <t &4 for the Klein 4-group Vj generated by the
translations of the two-torsion sections of 7. O

To complete the proof of Proposition it remains to exhibit a sub-

group G335 C Aut™™P(X) such that
(20) G/N = 6373 = 63 X 63.
For this purpose, we consider automorphisms which act linearly on x, ¢ in the
affine model (so that they preserve the zero sections of both fibrations
7 and 7/, as suggested by the quotient G/N). In detail, we augment the
subgroup &3 2 (p?, 2 0 ¢y) C D12 by the commuting copy given by

&3 = (p1 0 3, o)
and verify explicitly by computing all products that holds true. This
completes the proof of Proposition O
11.3.2. G = 22.214,4. The group G = 22.914’4 contains Gg = Higs as an
index 6 subgroup, so we start again with Mukai’s model X arising from

. We will argue with the fixed lattice NS(X )0 which clearly contains
the classes of

Dy = 13" (exceptional curves),
(21)
Dy = 1 3 (strict transforms of the lines).
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Together, they generate a rank two lattice Ly € NS(X)%° which in fact
equals
_ (4 8 ) ~ ~ e
Lo = = <47 _8> = NS(X)
8 -8

for G' = 2* : &3 3 from the previous section (in agreement with [I8, Table 1]).
For NS(X)%, we need a further invariant generator which can be derived
as follows.

Start with a certain conic Q C X; on X, this induces a section for both
fibrations m,7’. In terms of 7, with Weierstrass form , we can write ) =
(t,1) and compute that the Go-orbit of @) comprises the eight sections +£Q +
R, where R runs through the 2-torsion sections (including the zero section
O) and the signs indicate, here and below, opposite sections with respect to
the group structure. By [41], their orbit sum is zero modulo Triv(r), the
lattice generated by fibre components and zero section; in particular, the
orbit sum lies in Ly for symmetry reasons, so ) does not contribute the
missing generator for NS(X)Co.

Lemma 11.6. A Z-basis of MWL(7) is given by the four sections @,
Q= (t—1,1), Q= (-t,i) and ¢*'Q=(—t—1,i) (i*=-1)
where ¢ : (x,y) — (—z,iy) denotes an order 4 automorphism of the generic

fibre E.

Proof. Each section meets the non-identity fibre components at t = 0,1, —1
as indicated by the z-coordinate, evaluated at the respective t. In terms
of the height pairing of the Mordell-Weil lattice [41], it follows that the
sections have height 1 and that

<Q7<)0*Q> = <L*Q390*L*Q> = _1/2
(because for both pairs, the two sections meet transversally on the fibre at

t = o0), the other pairings being zero. Hence we get an inclusion of the
sublattice

MWL(7) 2 (Q,9"Q) @ (" Q. ¢" " Q) = As[1/2]%.
Then the statement about the Z-basis follows from the determinant formula
[39, Cor. 6.39] by comparing the determinants —16 of L and 9/16 of the
above sublattice of MWL(7) to det NS(X) = —9. O

Remark 11.7. It follows that MW (7) is generated by the above 4 sections
and the 2-torsion sections, and analogously for MW (/).

For later use, we compute the missing generator of the rank 3 fixed lattice
NS(X )&0. To this end, we consider the action of the generators ¢y, ¢? and
2 of D12 on MW (7) to find that the divisor

1
D3 = 5(90*@ + (=(¢*)*Q) + (translates by torsion sections))

is invariant under Gj.
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Claim 11.8. NS(X)% = (D, Do, D3).

Proof. Since each given divisor is Gg-invariant, it suffices to compute their
Gram matrix to verify that they do not only generate a full rank sublattice of
NS(X G0, but, by inspection of its determinant —384 which agrees with that
of A up to sign by [I8, Table 1], the whole invariant lattice NS(X)%0. O

The main idea to realize a symplectic action of G on X is to combine the
action of Gy with that of another subgroup of G, namely G = Tyg in the
notation of [28]. Over C, this group acts on the smooth double sextic given
by

Y w?=azy(zt 4+ yt) + 25
where the group action essentially is given by GL(2,F3) acting on the homo-
geneous z,y coordinates. It will be useful to note that, in any characteristic
# 2, the group Tyg contains an element of order 8, defined affinely by

(U (xvva) = <C8x7 C§y7 _w)

for a primitive 8th roots of unity (s. Especially, characteristic 3 leads to 8
singular points Pi, ..., Py, two at each root of 2% 4+ y*. All singular points
have type Ag, forming a single G-orbit. On the minimal resolution Y, the
exceptional curves EljE above the P, form two G-orbits distinguished by the
sign.

In addition, Y contains 14 pairs of lines (i.e. pairs of smooth rational
curves on Y which map to a line in P?). The first 8 pairs, Zzi, form again
two orbits, distinguished by the signs starting from the lines Eiﬁ given by

r+y+2=0,

say. On Y, each line £} meets exactly three E¥ (with the same sign), while
being disjoint to the line with the opposite sign which also meets the opposite
exceptional curves. Moreover, Z; meets exactly one other line, with opposite
sign. The other 6 pairs of lines, given by the zeroes of the homogenous form
zy(z* +y*), will not be relevant to us, so we only depict the first named 28
smooth rational curves on Y in Figure Note that, for ease of presentation,
the 20 future fibre components (printed in black) appear only once while the
12 future sections (printed in green) are indicated at each fibre component
which they meet.

Lemma 11.9. (1) Y is supersingular of Artin invariant oo = 1.
(i) NS(Y)C = (2) @ A[8], generated by the pull-back of a hyperplane
section and the sums ) E3.

Proof. (i) Since Y¢ has transcendental lattice Aa[—8] by [17], this follows as
in the proof of Claim (Alternatively, one can verify that the Gram
matrix of the given 44 smooth rational curves has rank 22, and exhibit a
maximal minor of determinant —9.)

(ii) Computing é—invariants, consider the hyperplane section and the

sums > Ef as stated. This gives NS(Y)® = (2) @ Ay[8], in agreement
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FIGURE 2. 32 smooth rational curves Eii, ch onY

with [I8| Table 1]. (It will be crucial in what follows that each sum ) £? is
G-invariant, t00.) O

To connect between the two groups Gy = Higo and G = Tyg, we work
with the isotrivial elliptic fibration which we derived from X in .
On Y, this can be exhibited by identifying the following disjoint divisors of
Kodaira type I:

Dy =Ef +Ef +Ef +47 +2¢§, Do =ES +Ef+Ef+0; +20,
Di=Ef +0; +¢5 +1g +2Ey;, Do=FE§ +15 +1l; +¢; +2E;.

This has twelve disjoint sections given by the remaining six exceptional
curves E; (i # 2,6) and six lines Ej (7 > 2). It follows from Lemma (i)
that the fibration can be converted to the shape of because the fibration
is automatically isotrivial, leading to Km(E x E’) as before. This Kummer
surface is supersingular if and only if £ and E’ are, but there is only one
supersingular elliptic curve in characteristic 3, namely Ey & E = E'. We
then use Mobius transformations to locate each fibre at the point of P!
indicated by the index. After choosing P, as zero section, there is still
enough freedom, using the automorphisms 3 and ¢, to arrange for

Po =Py, I =PR, (f=P.
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For the remaining eight sections, we can read off from the fibre components
intersected that, after composing with the involution of the generic fibre, if
necessary,

Py =¢"Q and Py =—(¢")%Q
where the sign follows from the property that P, , P, are disjoint (cf. the
proof of Lemma [11.6]).

Lemma 11.10. Under these identifications, let G = (Go, G). Then
N 1 . 1 _ -8 16
G _ [~ -+ - + ~
Nse0f = (3o X )= (G )

Proof. This follows directly from our descriptions of NS(X )% and NS(Y )
since the given curves exactly give fibre components, torsion sections and
the sections supporting the effective divisor 2Ds. O

Corollary 11.11. Under the above identifications, G is finite.

Proof. Since NS(X )G is hyperbolic, it follows that G preserves a positive
class. Hence it acts faithfully on some negative definite lattice and thus is
finite. (]

Remark 11.12. Other identifications lead to NS(X )G of smaller rank, pos-
sibly even empty, where thus G is forced to be infinite.

Proposition 11.13. Under the above identifications, G=G= 2220y 4.

Proof. By Lemma the determinant of NS(X )G lies in the square class
of —3. Among the adrmssable subgroups of O(A) with fixed lattice AY of
rank 4, as classified in the previous sections, there is only one maximal
group other than G with det(A%) =3 mod (Q*)? in [I8, Table 1], namely
314 : 2,22, Since its order 1944 is not divisible by #Gg = 192, we infer that
G can only be GG or a subgroup thereof. Clearly, G # G since G contains an
element of order 8 (namely 1) € G) while Gy doesn’t. Assuming that G C G,
it follows that G is a subgroup of index 2 (since it contains Gg). Since G
and also G are subgroups of Mos acting with 4 orbits, these subgroups are
known, and indeed G = 22.(24 x A4). But this group does not contain an
element of order 8, either. This contradiction proves that G = G. O

Remark 11.14. The above argument provides a recipe to exhibit actions of
all maximal groups from Theorems explicitly in a given characteris-
tic. Indeed, one can not only use Mukai’s models from [28] to get isomorphic
supersingular reductions, but also those from [5] or [7], for instance.

11.4. Explicit realizations of wild groups in rank 4. To supplement
Table [0 we note that the abstract realizations in the given characteristics
can also be exhibited explicitly.
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11.4.1. Characteristic 11. For Ly(11), an explicit realization on the super-
singular K3 surface of Artin invariant o = 1 in characteristic 11 is given in
[11].

11.4.2. Characteristic 7. For the group Lo(7) X 2, one can consider the el-
liptic fibration

v =2+ (1 + 1)z
as in [11]. In characteristic 7, the K3 surface (supersingular of Artin invari-
ant 1) inherits a symplectic action of the simple group PSU(2,F49) = Lo(7)
induced from the base of the fibration. The group is in fact to be found
in Mukai’s list of maximal groups with 5 orbits, but presently the group
action can be extended by translation by the 2-torsion section (0, 0) to yield
a symplectic group action by L2(7) x 2 (and its subgroups).
11.4.3. Characteristic 5. Consider the K3 surface given by

v+ (0 + 1y =2,
In characteristic 5, this comes with a natural symplectic action by the simple
group La(5) = A5 acting on the base P! of the fibration. Together with the
translations by the 3-torsion sections, this realizes 3 x 5. Note that this
group admits a degree 2 extension given by composing the involution of the

fibers with the involution of the base (¢t — —t); this yields the maximal
subgroup 235 = (3 X As) : 2 C Moz from Table @

12. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

We conclude the paper by collecting the proofs of the theorems from the
introduction.

12.1. Proof of Theorem For K3 surfaces of finite height, Theorem
was proved in [I1] (to the extent that, just like in Theorem over C,
only subgroups of Ms3 with 5 orbits may occur).

For supersingular K3 surfaces, Theorem follows from the combination
of Theorem [R.4] and Theorem [10.3] which also settles the existence of each
group action.

12.2. Proof of Theorem Theorem is a consequence of all the
groups from [I§] being excluded or realized (sometimes in speciific charac-
teristics) in the course of this paper (using the crystalline Torelli Theorem
and the explicit geometric models in Section whenever there is no
crystalline Torelli theorem available). Indeed, we checked the hierarchy of

subgroups continuously to confirm the maximality statement of Theorem
1.2 [l

12.3. Proof of Corollary By [11], wild finite group actions may only
occur in characteristic p < 11. Hence the corollary follows directly from
Theorem O
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12.4. Proof of Corollary By [12], a wild group G acts symplectically
on some K3 surface in characteristic 11 if and only if G C M1 or Mos, in
agreement with Corollary ([12] p. 800] states Lo(11) as third maximal
group, but that group is contained in both, M7, and Mas.)

The possible tame groups in characteristic 11 are classified in Theorem
By Theorem|[I.2)and its proof, each tame group is contained in M1, Mo
or 24 : G33 as stated. O

Remark 12.1. It also follows that each finite symplectic group G acting
symplectically on some K3 surface in characteristic 11 admits a symplectic
action on X 11.

12.5. Proof of Theorem [1.5l Theorem [LH is an immediate combination
of Theorem [I.T] and Theorem [I.2] since the groups listed separately in The-
orem (2) — (4) are exactly the groups from Theorem which are not
contained in Mos. O

12.6. Proof of Theorem To prove Theorem we note that char-
acteristics p = 2,3,5,7 are excluded by the condition that p be a non-zero
square, and p = 11 by the square condition at 2 or 7. Thus we reduce to the
case p = char(k) > 11 whence it follows from [I1] that any finite symplectic
group is automatically tame, and we can apply Theorem

To see that the square condition is sufficient, we note that any group G
from Table {4| has det(A¢g) (or orbit lengths) a product of primes p’ < 7. If
these are all squares modulo p, then obviously cannot return —1.

To see that the square condition is necessary, we simply note that for each
prime p’ < 7, there is a group G’ in Table 4| such that det Agr = p’ modulo
squares (or equivalently, the product of orbit lengths is p’ times a square, cf.
Theorem . Therefore, if p’ were a non-square modulo p, then G’ could
be realized on X, by Theorem

Spelling out the square condition, we arrive at the equivalent characteri-
zation of the primes p where Mukai’s classification holds true. O
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