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ON THE COMPLETE CLASSIFICATION OF
EXTREMAL LOG ENRIQUES SURFACES

KEw1 OGuiso AND DE-QI ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We show that there are exactly, up to isomorphisms, seven rational
extremal log Enriques surfaces Z and construct all of them; among them types Dig
and Ajg have been shown of certain uniqueness by M. Reid. We also prove that the
(degree 3 or 2) canonical covering of each of these seven Z has either X3 or X4 as its
minimal resolution. Here X3 (resp. Xa4) is the unique K3 surface with Picard number
20 and discriminant 3 (resp. 4), which are called the most algebraic K3 surfaces by
Vinberg and have infinite automorphism groups (by Shioda-Inose and Vinberg).

INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, we work over the complex number field C. A normal
projective surface Z with at worst quotient singularities is called a log Enriques
surface if the canonical Weil divisor Kz is numerically equivalent to zero and if
the irregularity dim H'(Z,0z) = 0 [Z1, (1.1)]. Note that a log Enriques surface
is irrational if and only if it is a K3 or Enriques surface with at worst Du Val
singular points, and also we can regard log Enriques surfaces as degenerations or
generalizations of K3 and Enriques surfaces.

Rational log Enriques surfaces also appear as base spaces W of elliptically fibred
Calabi-Yau threefolds ®|p| : X — W with D.cy(X) = 0 [O1]. On the other hand, a
special case of [Al, Theorem 3.9] says that there are only finitely many deformation
types of minimal resolutions of rational log Enriques surfaces. This also shows the
sort, of feasibility to classify them all.

Since the minimal partial resolution of the Du Val singular points of a log En-
riques surface is again a log Enriques surface of the same canonical index (see below
for the definition), we assume throughout this paper that a log Enriques surface
has no Du Val singular points.

Let Z be a log Enriques surface and

I:=1(Z) =min{n € Z-0|0z(nKz) ~ Oz}
the canonical index of Z. The canonical covering of Z is then defined as
7: 8 = Speco, (B4 0z(—iKz)) — Z.

It follows from [K, Z1] that

(1) S is either a projective K3 surface with at worst Du Val singularities or an
abelian surface,
(2) 7 is a finite, cyclic Galois cover of degree I and is étale over Z — SingZ, and
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(3) the Galois group Gal(S/Z) ~ Z/IZ acts faithfully on H°(Og(Kg)), that
is, there exists a generator g of Gal(S/Z) such that g*ws = (jwz, where
(r = exp(27i/I) and wg is a nowhere vanishing regular 2-form on S.

One interesting problem is to determine all possible canonical indices; in this
aspect, [Bl] has shown that the canonical index is always less than or equal to 21
(see also [Z1,2]). On the other hand, in [Z1,2] for each prime number p < 19, we
have constructed a rational log Enriques surface Z,, of index p, with the canonical
covering 7 : Y, — Z,, the Galois group G = Gal(Y,/Z,) and the minimal resolution
X, — Y}, while in [OZ3] we have shown that for each p = 13,17, 19 the pair (X, G)
is unique up to isomorphisms.

Let v : S — S be the minimal resolution of S and Az the exceptional divisor of
v. Then Ay is a disconnected sum of divisors of Dynkin’s type, (©Ay,) ® (BDg) &
(®E,). Then, by abuse of language, we say that a log Enriques surface Z or the
exceptional divisor Ay is of type (®Aq) B (®Dg)B(RE,). We define rankA; as the
rank of the sublattice of the Néron Severi lattice NS(S) = PicZ generated by the
irreducible components of Az. Note that rankAy is the number Y a+> 5+ > 7y
of the exceptional curves and satisfies

rankAyz < rankNS(S) —1 < 19.

Our standpoint here is, as in previous [OZ1, 2], to consider rankA 7 as an invari-
ant measuring how “big” Sing(Z) is.

Definition. A rational log Enriques surface Z is said to be extremal if rankAy; =
19, the maximal possible value.

Note that the minimal resolution S of the canonical cover of an extremal log
Enriques surface is necessarily a singular K3 surface, that is, a smooth K3 surface
with maximal possible Picard number 20, in the terminology of [SI]. Thus, it is
very natural to ask whether we can show the uniqueness of each extremal type, up
to isomorphisms [see Question 2 below].

In [OZ2], we have determined isomorphism classes of rational log Enriques sur-
faces of type Dig (one class only) or Ajs (two classes), while in [OZ1] we gave
an affirmative answer to the following question raised to the second author by I.
Naruki and M. Reid when they saw the examples of rational log Enriques surfaces
of type D19 or Alg in [Zl]

Question 1. Are the rational log Enriques surfaces of type D19 and of type Aig
unique respectively up to isomorphisms?

This question is now naturally generalised to the following;:
Question 2. How about the extremal log Enriques surfaces?
The main purpose of this paper is to give a complete answer to Question 2:

Main Theorem.
(1) [Restriction] Each extremal log Enriques surface has one of the following
seven types:
D9, D16 ® As, D13 ® Ag, D7 © A12, D7 @® D12, Dy @ Ays, or Ajg.

(2) [Existence] Conversely, for each type A given in (1), there exists an extremal
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(3) [Uniqueness] Extremal log Enriques surfaces are isomorphic if and only if
their types are the same.

In particular, there exist exactly seven extremal log Enriques surfaces up to iso-
morphisms.

In section 1, we explicitly construct an extremal log Enriques surface of each
type given in (1) via Shioda-Inose’s pairs (S3, < g3 >) and (S2,< g2 >), that is,
pairs of the singular K3 surfaces with two smallest discriminants 3 and 4 and their
certain automorphism group of order 3 and 2 respectively. (See §1 for the detail.)
As in [OZ1], the basic strategy of the proof here for the Main Theorem is to reduce
problems of an extremal log Enriques surface to those of a singular K3 surfaces via
the canonical covering and its minimal resolution, the so-called Godeaux approach.
In section 2, we show the following proposition, which determines extremal log
Enriques surfaces except for an ambiguity of the exceptional divisor Az of S — S,
and is one of the cores of this paper:

Proposition (cf. Proposition (2.2)). Let Z be an extremal log Enriques surface,
S — Z the canonical cover of Z and S — S the minimal resolution of S. Let < g >
be the automorphism group of S induced by the Galois group of S — Z. Then, the
pair (S, < g >) is isomorphic to either one of Shioda-Inose’s pairs (Ss,< g3 >) or
(S2, < g2 >). In particular, the canonical indez of an extremal log Enriques surface
is either 3 or 2.

The hardest part of this proposition is the determination of the canonical indices
of extremal log Enriques surfaces. For this, we need some detailed analysis of the
fixed locus S<9~ based on Atiyah-Singer-Segal’s holomorphic Lefschetz fixed point
formula [AS1,2] and the usual topological Lefschetz fixed point formula (see eg. [U]).
This analysis, which describes the fixed locus of an order 6 automorphism 7 on a K3
surface T' with 7*w = (gwr, will be applicable to quite general cases. After proving
I =2 or 3, we apply the characterisation of Shioda-Inose’s pairs (S5, < g3 >) and
(S2,< g2 >) (Theorems (1.3) and (1.6)) to conclude Proposition(2.2).

In section 3, studying A as a sublattice of N.S(S), we show the Main Theorem
(1). In section 4, we prove the Main Theorem (3) along the strategy given in (4.1).

Acknowledgement. The present version of this paper was completed during
the first author’s visit to Singapore, and the authors would like to express their
gratitude to the JSPS programme and the National University of Singapore for the
financial support. The authors also would like to thank the referee for suggestions
which make the paper more comprehensive.

NOTATION

For an automorphism group G and its element g of a smooth surface or a curve
X, we set
X9 :={zx € X|g(x) =z}, the fixed locus of an element g of G,
X = Uyeq—iay X9 = {z € X|g(z) = z for some g € G — {id}}. Note that X9 is
a smooth algebraic set.
A curve C on a surface S is said to be g—stable (resp. g—fixed) if g(C') = C (resp.
C C 89). We call P € S9 an isolated point if P is not contained in any g—fixed
curves.
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We denote by (; = exp(2mi/I), a specified primitive I—th root of unity.
Let Z be an extremal log Enriques surface. We set:
I = I(Z) the canonical index of Z;
7 : S — Z the canonical cover of Z;
g the generator of Gal(S/Z)(~ Z/IZ) such that g*wg = (jwg;
v : S — S the minimal resolution of S;
A = Ay the exceptional divisor of v;
A=A ]] - ]I A, the decomposition of A into the connected components.
For the simplicity of notation, we also denote by the same letter g the induced
action of g on S.

§1. CONSTRUCTION OF EXTREMAL LOG
ENRIQUES SURFACES FROM SHIODA-INOSE’S PAIRS

First, we recall definitions and some properties of Shioda-Inose’s pairs (S5, <
g3 >) and (S2,< g2 >) from [SI] and [OZ1]. These pairs will play essential roles
throughout this paper. Next we construct extremal log Enriques surfaces of all
types shown in the Main Theorem (1). This will complete main Theorem (2), the
existence part.

Definition (1.1) [OZ1, Example 1]. Let E¢, be the elliptic curve of period (3.
Let S3 := Egg/ < diag((3,¢2) > be the quotient surface of the product Eg3 by
< diag((3,¢2) > and S3 — S3 the minimal resolution of Ss.

Let g3 be the automorphism of S3 (of order 3) induced by the action diag((s, 1)
on Egg. We call the pair (S3, g3) or (S3, < g3 >) Shioda-Inose’s pair of discriminant

Remark. Tt is shown in [SI] that S5 is uniquely determined by the property that S
is a singular K3 surface whose transcendental lattice is of discriminant 3. This is
the source of the name given in (1.1).

The next Proposition and Theorem are shown in [SI, OZ1].

Proposition (1.2). Let (Ss, g3) be the Shioda-Inose’s pair of discriminant 3. Then, |}

(1) Ss contains 24 rational curves: Fy, Fy, F3 coming from (E¢,)% X Ec,,
G1, Ga, G3 coming from E¢, x (E¢,)%, and Ejj, Ei; (1 <i,j < 3) the
exceptional curves arising from the nine Du Val smgular points (of Dynkin
type As) of S3 (see [SI, Fig.2] or Figure 1 at the end of this paper for the
configuration of these 24 curves),

(2) giws, = (sws, and each of the 24 curves in (1) is gs—stable,

(3) S = (II°_, Fy) H(Hj’zl G;) ]_[(]_[ijzl{Pij}), where P;; denote the point
Ei; N E;;, and

(4) gz op=ogs for all p € Aut(Ss).

Theorem (1.3). Let (S, g) be a pair of a smooth K3 surface and an automorphism
g of S. Assume that (S, g) satisfies the following four conditions:

(1) ¢° =1id,

(2) g*ws = Gaws,

(3) S9 conszsts of only mtzonal curves and isolated points, and

/4A\ O'a _ 4 _* g4 1.y g7
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Then (S,g) = (Ss3,93) up to equivariant isomorphisms. Moreover, S9 consists of
exactly six rational curves and nine isolated points.

Definition (1.4) [OZ1, Example 2]. Let E¢, be the elliptic curve of period (4.
Let Sy := Eg4/ < diag(¢4,¢}) > be the quotient surface of the product Eg4 by
< diag((y, ¢3) > and So — S5 the minimal resolution of Ss.

Let g2 be the involution of Sy induced by the action diag(—1,1) on Ea. We call
the pair (S2, g2) Shioda-Inose’s pair of discriminant 4.

Remark. It is also shown in [SI] that Sy is uniquely determined by the property
that S5 is a singular K3 surface whose transcendental lattice is of discriminant 4.

Proposition(1.5) and Theorem(1.6) below are also shown in [SI, OZ1].
Proposition (1.5). Let (Ss,g2) be Shioda-Inose’s pair of discriminant 4. Then,

(1) So contains 24 rational curves: Fy, Fy, F3 coming from (E¢,)<%>1 x E,,
G1, G2, G3 coming from Eg, ><(E<4)[<§4>], E{i+Hi1+FE1, Ef3+Hi3+E3,
Ef, + Hs1 + Es1, Efq + Hss + Ess, the exceptional curves arising from the
four Du Val singular points (of Dynkin type As) of Sy , and E13, Eas, E3y
Elq, Eby, Ebs, the exceptional curves arising from the six Du Val singular
points (of type A1) of Sz (see [SI, Fig.3] or Figure 2 at the end of this paper
for the configuration of these 24 curves),

(2) gsws, = —ws, and each of the 24 curves in (1) is ga—stable,

(3) 88 = (s £) I(IT5=, G) LIL 1 Hij). and

(4) g2 op=ogs for all p € Aut(Ss).

Theorem (1.6). Let (S, g) be a pair of a smooth K3 surface and an automorphism
g of S. Assume that (S, g) satisfies the following four conditions:

(1) g% =1id.,

(2> g*ws = —Wwg,
(3) SY consists of only rational curves, and
(4) SY contains at least ten rational curves.
Then (S, g) = (S2,92) up to equivariant isomorphisms. Moreover, S9 consists of
exactly ten rational curves.

Now, using the notation in (1.1), (1.2), (1.4), (1.5) and tracing out Figures 1
and 2, we can easily construct an extremal log Enriques surface of each type given
in the Main Theorem (1) as follows:

Proposition (1.7).
(1) Let A7) (1 <1i<6) be the divisors on Ss defined by:

A1) = En1 + Ex1 + Gy + Esy + B4y + Fs + E4q + Es3 + G + Eaz + Ebs +
Fy+ Ejy + Eos + Go + Ev9 + Efy + F1 + Ei5 (of Dynkin type D1y );

A(2) = (B} + Bl + F1 + B3 + Ei3 + G3 + Eoz + Ejg + Iy + Ejy + Eop +
G2 + FE3o + Eé2 + F3 + Eé3) + (E21 + Gl + E31> (Of Dynkin type Dig® Ag),'
AB)=(Ely+ Eis+Fi+FE{{+ FE11+G1+ Egy + ESy) + Fo + Eby + Eogo +
G2 + E32> + (Ei/%l + F3+ Eé3 + F33 + G3 + E23> (Of Dynkin type D3 ® AG),'

A(4) = (B} + Bip+ B+ B3+ E13+G3 + Eaz) + (B33 + F3+ E3y + E32 +
T/ T . T/ T oY N
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A(5) = (B + Bl + F1 + B+ B3+ G3 + Eaz) + (B33 + Ejy + F3 + B3y +
E3 + Gl + Fo1 + Eél + F5 + Eé2 + Fog + GQ) (Of Dynkm type D; & Dlg),'

A(6) = (B} + Big + B3+ Fi) + (B33 + G3 + Eaz + Bz + Fo + Egy + Eag +
Gao + Esy + Efy + F3 + EbY + E31 + G1 + E21) (of Dynkin type Dy & Ass).

Let S3 — S(i) (1 < i < 6) be the contraction of A(i). Then the auto-
morphism gs descends to automorphisms of S(i), and the quotient surfaces
Z(i):=85(i)/ < g3 > (1 <i<6) are extremal log Enriques surfaces of type
Dlg, D16 © A3, D13 ©® A6, D7 D A12, D7 D D12 and D4 @D A15 respectively.

(2) Let A(7) be the divisor on Sy defined by

A(7) = Hsy + B4y + F5+ B} + Hs3 + E33 + G3 + F13+ His + B3+ F1 +
E{y + Hi1 + E11 + Gy + Eby + Fo + Eby + Gy (of Dynkin type Ajg).

Let Sy — S(7) be the contraction of A(7). Then the automorphism go
descends to an automorphism of S(7), and the quotient surface Z(7) :=
S(7)/ < g2 > is an extremal log Enriques surface of type Aqg.

Proof. Since each connected component of SuppA(i) (1 < i < 6) is g3—stable, g3
descends to its namesake on S(7). Since in addition every 1-dimensional component
of S§? lies in Supp A(7) and since no connected component of A(i) is disjoint from
S5, it follows that the quotient map S(i) — Z(4) has no ramification curves and
that Z (i) has no Du Val singular points. Thus, Z(7) is a log Enriques surface whose
canonical cover is equal to the quotient map S(i) — Z(i). This implies the assertion
(1). The verification of (2) is also similar. [

§2. GLOBAL CANONICAL COVER OF AN EXTREMAL LOG ENRIQUES SURFACE

Note (2.1). In this section, we let Z be an extremal log Enriques surface of index
I, and we shall use the notation in the Introduction.

The goal of this section is to show the following:
Proposition (2.2).

(1) The canonical index I is either 2 or 3.

(2) In the case where I =2, (S, g) is isomorphic to Shioda-Inose’s pair (Sa, g2)
of discriminant 4 and Z is isomorphic to the extremal log Enriques surface
Z(7) defined in (1.7)(2).

(3) In the case where I = 3, (S, g) is isomorphic to Shioda-Inose’s pair (Ss, g3)
of discriminant 3 and the type of Z is either Dyg, D311 ® Dsy, or D11 @
Az, where | and m are positive integers with [ +m = 6.

This Proposition will immediately follow from Lemmas (2.4), (2.8), (2.9), (2.11)
and (2.13) below. First we remark some easy facts.
Lemma (2.3).

(1) Every curve in S[<9>1 is contained in A. In particular, SI<9>1 consists of
smooth rational curves and finite isolated points.
(2) A is g—stable, that is, g(A) = A.

Proof. Since K, = 0, the quotient map S — Z is unramified in codimension one.
This implies the assertion (1). The assertion (2) is clear. [
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Lemma (2.4). I is either 2, 3, 4, or 6.

Proof. Since S is a singular K3 surface, we know that rankTs = 2, where T's denotes
the transcendental lattice of S. Since g*wg = (jwg and wg € Ts ® C, the action g*
on Tg has an eigen value (;. Thus, p(I) < 2, where ¢ is the Euler function. This
implies the result. [J

We quote here the next two easy but useful Lemmas from [OZ1].

Lemma (2.5) ([OZ1, Lemma 3.2]). Let T be a smooth K3 surface and T an
involution of T such that T*wr = —wr.

(1) Let Cy and Cy be two g—stable smooth rational curves on T with C1-Cy = 1.
Then, exactly one of C; is T—fixed.

(2) Let C be a T—stable but not T—fizxed smooth rational curve on T. Set C'N
T™ = {P, P>}. Then, for each i = 1,2, there exists a T—fized curve D;
passing through P;.

Lemma (2.6) ([OZ1, Lemma 2.2, Proof of Lemma 2.3]). Let T be a smooth
K3 surface with an automorphism 7 of T. Assume that T is of order 3 and that
T*wr = (3wr.
(1) Let C1 +Ca+C3 be a linear chain of smooth rational curves on T. Assume
that each C; is T—stable. Then, exactly one of C; is T— fized.
(2) Let C be a T—stable but not T—fixzed smooth rational curve on T. Then,
there exists a T—fized curve D on T with C'- D = 1.
(3) Assume that T™ consists of rational curves and isolated points. Let N (resp.

M) be the number of rational curves (resp. isolated points) in TT. Then
M — N =3.

We return to our initial situation (2.1).

Lemma (2.7). Assume that I = 2. Then we have:

(1) Each connected component A; of A is g—stable.

(2) A; is of type Aoy, 41 (ni € Z>o). (See [Z1, Lemma 3.1].)

(3) Each irreducible component of A; is g—stable.

(4) Let A; = C1+Cy+ -+ Coy, 11 be the irreducible decomposition of A; such
that the dual graph of A; is C1 — Cy — -+ — Cop,41. Then, C; is g—fized if
and only if j = 1(mod2).

3
4

Remark. This Lemma requires our assumption that a log Enriques surface has no
Du Val singular points.

Proof. We proceed the proof dividing into four steps.

Step 1. Fach A; is g—stable.

Proof. This follows from our assumption that Z has no Du Val singular points. [J
Step 2. A; is of type A,, for certain integer m.

Proof. Assume the contrary that A; is not of type A,,. Then, by the classification
of Dynkin diagram, there exists a unique rational curve C' in A; which meets exactly
three rational curves in AZ, say, Dy, Dy, and D3. Note that at least one of D;, say

Y I DY Y e A I I Y A b T I A 20 A
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g(C) = C and g({D1, D2, D3}) = {D1, D2, D3}. We shall derive a contradiction
dividing into the two cases:

Case 1. g|C = id and Case 2. g|C # id.

Case 1. In this case, Dy is g—stable but not g—fixed ((2.5)(1)) and D{ consists
of two points. Since one of these two points is not in C', there exists a g—fixed curve
E(# C) which meets Dy ((2.5)(2)). This implies E C A; ((2.3)(1)), a contradiction
to the choice of D;.

Case 2. There exists exactly one D; with g(D;) = D;. Thus, CY9 contains a
point @) which does not lie in Dy U Dy U D3. Then, there exists a g—fixed curve
E(# D1, Dy, D3) passing through @ ((2.5)(2)). This implies £ C A; ((2.3)(1)), a
contradiction to the choice of C. [

Step 3. Write A; = 377", Cj with C;.Cj11 =1 (1 < j <m—1). Then each
irreducible component C; is g—stable.

Proof. Assume the contrary that g(C;) # C; for some j. Then, g(C;) = Crt1—;
for all j, because Autgraph(Am) =~ Z/2. We shall drive a contradiction dividing into
the two cases:

Case 1. m =0 (mod 2), Case 2. m =1 (mod 2).

Case 1. Since g(Cy, /2 N Chyjo41) = Crnya N Oy o401, there exists a g—fixed curve
E(# Cy,/2,Chj241) passing through the point C, /0 N Cpyjopq. Then E C A
((2.3)(1)), a contradiction.

Case 2. Since C(y,41)/2 is g—stable but not g—fixed, there exists a g—fixed curve
E meeting C(,;,11)/2. Then E C A;, a contradiction. [

Step 4. m = 1(mod2); and g|C; = id if j = 1(mod2), while g|C; is an involution
if 7 = 0(mod2).

Proof. 1t follows from Step 3, (2.5)(1) and (2.3)(1) that both Cy and C,, are
g—fixed. Now the result readily follows from (2.5)(1). O

This completes the proof of (2.7). O

Lemma (2.8). Assume that I = 2. Then (S, g) is isomorphic to Shioda-Inose’s

pair (S2,g2) of discriminant 4 and Z is isomorphic to the extremal log Enriques
surface Z(7) defined in (1.7)(2).

Proof. Let N be the number of g—fixed curves on S. Recall that A; contains
just (n; + 1) g—fixed curves (2.7) and that every g—fixed curve is contained in
A =1T_; A; (2.3)(1). Thus, we get

(1) N:Z(ni-i—l):r-l—Zni.

On the other hand, since Z is extremal, we have

(2) 19 = rankA = Z(in +1)=r+ 2(2 7).
i=1 i=1

Combining these two equalities, we get

7\ NT oy 1O N\ /oy 100 1 N/ ~ 1N
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Now we may apply (1.6) to get (S,g) ~ (S2,92) and N = 10. This implies that
r = 1 and that A is of type Ajg. In other words, Z is the most extremal log
Enriques surface of type A1g9. Now the result follows from [OZ1, main Theorem
2. O

Lemma (2.9). [ #4.

Proof. Assume the contrary that I = 4. Then h := ¢? is an involution of S with
properties that h*wg = —wg and S* C A.

Claim. FEach A; is h—stable.

Proof. Assume the contrary that h(4A;) # A; for some i. Then A;, g(4A;), h(A;),
and ¢g3(A;) are mutually different connected components of A. Thus, Z = S/ < g >
has a Du Val singular point m o v(4;), a contradiction. [

By virtue of this Claim, we may repeat the same argument as in Steps 2-4 in
(2.7) and (2.8) for the pair (S, h) to show that A is of type Ajg9. This implies that
Z is the most extremal log Enriques surface of type A;g9. However, then I = 2 by
[OZ1, main Theorem 2|, a contradiction. [

Lemma (2.10). Assume that I = 3.

(1) Each A; is g—stable. Moreover, each irreducible component of A; is also
g—stable.

(2) A; is either of type A,,, or of type D,,, with m; # 2(mod3). (See [Z1, Prop.
6.1].)

(3) All possible configurations of A; are given as follows, where we denote by f
(resp. s) g—fized (resp. g—stable but not g—fixed) irreducible components:

f (type A1), f—s (typeds), s—[f—s (typeAs)

s—f—-s—s—f—-s—s—--—f—s—s—f—s (typeAsp)
f—-s—s—f—-s—s—--—f—s—s—f—s (typeAsp_1)
f—-s—s—f—-s—s—--—f—s—s—f (typeAsp_2)
s
|
f—-s—s—f—-s—s—--—f—s—s—f—s (type Dsg+1)
|
s



10 KEIJI OGUISO AND DE-QI ZHANG

f—-s—s—f—-s—s—--—f—s—s—f (typeDs,)

S

In particular, the pair of
(the number of g—fixed curves, the number of g— fixed isolated points)
for each A; is as follows:

(p,p+1) if of type Asy: (p,p) if of type Aszp_1; (p,p—1) if of type Agp_a;
(q,q+ 2) if of type Dsgi1; (q,q + 1) if of type D3,

Proof. Making use of (2.3) and (2.6) (instead of (2.3) and (2.5)) and tracing out
Dynkin diagrams, we can prove (2.10) in the same manner as in (2.7). Details will
be left to the readers. [

Lemma (2.11). Assume that I = 3. Then, (S, g) is isomorphic to Shioda-Inose’s
pair (Ss,g3) of discriminant 3 and the type of Z is either Dyg, D3j11 @ D3y, or
D311 & Asp, where I and m are positive integers with | +m = 6.

Proof. Let N (resp. M) be the number of g—fixed curves (resp. g—fixed isolated
points) on S. Then by (2.6)(3), we have
(1) M — N =3.

On the other hand, we know by (2.10) that A is a disjoint sum of a+b+c+d+e
divisors whose types are:

D3ty 41, 3 D341, D3amys -+ s Damy,,

Aszpyy o5 Aspes Azg—1,7 0, Azgy—1, and Az, 9, Az 2,
where a, b, ¢, d, and e are certain non-negative integers.
Then using (2.3)(1) and (2.10)(3), we calculate

a b c d e
2) N= Lt my+d petd a+ D rm
i=1 j=1 k=1 =1 m=1

and
a b c d e
M=>530,(i+2)+ Zj:l(mj + 1)+ e+ D)+ a+ 3, (rm — 1)

a b c d e
(3) :Zli—f—zmj-f—Zpk—i—qu—i—Zrm—i—@a—l—b—i—c—e).
i=1 j=1 k=1 =1 m=1

Substituting (2) and (3) into (1), we get
(4) 3=M—-N2>2a+b+c—e.
Since Z is an extremal log Enriques surface, we calculate

19=377 (8L +1) + 22:1 3mj + > 5 3pk + Z?:1(3QZ — 1)+ 301 Brm —2)

IYNT
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where we use (2) to get the last equality. Thus,

19+ (2e+d—a)
(5) N = 3 :

Suppose that 2¢ + d —a < —2. Then a > 2e 4 d + 2. Substituting this into (4), we
get

3>2a+b+c—e>22e+d+2)+b+c—e=4+b+c+2d+3e>4,

a contradiction. Thus 2e +d —a > —1. Substituting this into (5), we get N >
(19 —-1)/3 = 6. Now we may apply (1.3) to get (S, ¢g) ~ (Ss3,93) and then N = 6.
Combining this equality with (5), we get 2¢ + d —a = —1, that is, a = 2e + d + 1.
Substituting this into (4), we calculate

3>2(2e+d+1)+b+c—e=2+2d+b+c+ 3e,

that is,
1>2d+3e+b+c.

JFrom this, we can easily see that d =e=0,a =2e+d+1=1and b+ c < 1.
Combining these formula with rankA = 19, we readily see that A is either one of
the following types: D19, D3j+1® D3y, or D31 @ Asy (I4+m = 6). This is nothing
but the last half assertion of (2.11). O

It only remains to show I # 6. For this we need the following:
Proposition (2.12). Let T' be a smooth K3 surface and T an automorphism of T.

Assume that

(1) 7 is of order 6 and T*wr = (swr, and that
(2) TI<7>1 consists only of isolated points and smooth rational curves.

Then T7 (= TT5), TTQ(: TT4), and T™ are described as follows:

2(c+1) 2(c+1) c
7 =( [T {&HTICTT (@h I T en.
i=1 i=1 j=1
) 2(c+1) 2(p+1) c c+1 2p
7 =( [T &HIICI &DTTALe) ITdT oo TICTT Fa)
i=1 k=1 j=1 =1 m=1
. c 2(c+1) 3q
7 =(Ten TICTT B0 TICTT G-
Jj=1 i=1 n=1

where ¢, p, and q are non-negative integers with c+p+ q < 2, Py, Q«, and P, are
isolated points, and Cy, Dy, E,, Fy, G, are smooth rational curves. Moreover, each
of Dy and E, is T—stable, while T acts on each set {Fy;_1, Fy;} as an involution
and on {Gsj_2,G3j-1,G3;} of order 3.

Proof. Our proof is based on the holomorphic Lefschetz fixed point formula [AS1, 2],
the topological Lefschetz fixed point formula [U], and local coordinate calculation.

XX7. 1 1Y %1Y°* * 71 41 (" 444
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Step 1.
I7 =PI TP} QU - Qi TG T - TT Ce
T ={P}I - [{P L{PHIT - - L P }
HAI---OCUOD - I A 1 Fy
7 =0 11 HCIE I L Ex1IG 1T 11 Gy
where 1, ¢, p', k and ¢ are non-negative integers and Cy, Dy, Fy, E., and G,

are smooth rational curves. Moreover Q2i—1,Q2 € D;, Pj,Q; € E;, and each of
D; and E; is T—stable.

Proof. Suppose that P is an isolated point of T7. Since 7*wp = (swr, there exist
local coordinates (xp,yp) around P such that either

(1) 7(zp,yp) = (Grp, (Gyp) or
(2) T*(zp,yp) = (Grp, CGyP)-
Denote by Py,---, P, (€ T7) (resp. by Q1,---,Qu(€ T7)) the points of type (1)
(resp. of type (2)). Then we write T = {P} [[-- - [[{Pu} TI{Q1 T - - TI{@s} TTCL IT - - TI Ce B
where C, are smooth rational curves. Let R be a point in C'y,. Then there exist
local coordinates (zg,ygr) around R such that 7*(xgr,yr) = (zr, (syr). Note that
Cy = (yr = 0) around R.

Let P be a point in {Py,..., P,}. Since (7%)%(zp,yp) = ((¢zp, (Gyp) by (1), P
is an isolated 72 —fixed point.

Let Q be a point in {Q1,...,Qp}. Since (7%)*(zq,yq) = (zg,—yq) by (2),
there exists a unique smooth rational curve, say D, such that Q € D C T,
Note that D = (yg = 0) around Q. In particular, D is 7—stable and 7|D is
an involution on D. Thus 7 has another T—fixed point @’ on D around which
(7|D)* = (¢§)~!. Since C, and D are disjoint (by the smoothness of TTZ), this
point @’ is also isolated in 77 and in fact contained in {Q, ..., Qp}. Now setting
{D;1<3<D,C T, D;n{Q1,...,Qp} # ¢}, and using the smoothness of T,
we can adjust the numbering of Qg (1 < 8 <b) as Q1,Q2 € D1, ...,Qp—1,Qp € D;.
In particular, b = 2.

Next we examine T7 . Again, let P (resp. @) be a point in {Py, ..., P,} (resp.
in {Q1,...,Qx}). Since (7*)3(zp,yp) = (xp, —yp) around P, there exists a unique
smooth rational curve E’ such that P € E/ C T™ (and that B/ = (yp = 0)
around P). Similarly, there exists a unique smooth rational curve E” such that
QeE"CT™ (and that E” = (g = 0) around Q). Using this description, we
easily see that both E’ and E” are 7—stable and that 7|E’ is a multiplication by ¢3
around P and 7|E” is a multiplication by (¢ around Q. Note also that |(E")7| = 2
and |(E")7| = 2.

Let E; (1 < i < m) be the 7®—fixed curves which contains at least one point
in {P,,Qs|l <a <a,1<p <20}, By the smoothness of TTS, each E; coincides
with some E’ or E” found in the above process. In particular, each E; is 7—stable.
Then, using again the smoothness of T ™ and the description of 7", and regarding
the two points E7 as 0 and oo of E;(~ P!), we see that there exist bijections ¢ :
{1,...,m} = {1,..,a}and ¢ : {1,...,m} — {1,..., 2} such that E] = {P,x;, Qu)}-
Thus m = a = 2I. Then renumbering F, and P,, we have P;,Q; € F; for all i
with 1 <17 < 2[. Since T contains no isolated points, we can now easily get the
description of T’ ™ in Step 1. Now we get the desired description of T, T , T ™0



ON THE COMPLETE CLASSIFICATION OF EXTREMAL LOG ENRIQUES SURFACES33

Step 2. I =c+1,p =2p, ¢ =3q and k = 2(p+1) for some non-negative integers
p and q, where I, p', ¢ and k are integers found in Step 1.
Proof. We apply the holomorphic Lefschetz fixed point formula [AS1,2] for (T, 7):

21

21 c
L(r) =Y (~1)'tx(r*|H (T, Or)) = Z a(Py) + ) a(Q)) + Z b(Cy).

J=1

We calculate both sides and compare them.
Using the Serre duality, we get from the first equality that

(1) Lr)=1+4¢"t = 3_27@

By the definition of a(*) aa in [AS1,2] and the local description of T-action given
in Step 1, we calculate

(P) = 1 B 1 3-y/-3
T et (i =) T -0 T 6
1 3—+v=3
N [T A P
1 —g(Cy) Co oy 1 (o _ —3B-v-3)
IETTG Tamer T e YT
Using the above formula for L(o) in terms of a(x), b(x), we obtain:
2) L(7)2$.25+3_17\2/__3.21_@.&

Combining (1) and (2), we readily see that [ = ¢+ 1. Thus,

T = (P11 I{Pocerny} LI{P} LT - - TP )

O - IHC DT HDgesnry HFL LT 1T Fyr-

Using this description and the smoothness of T 72, we easily see that 7 acts on
both {F1i,...,F} and {P],..., P, } as fixed point free involutions. Thus, p’ = 2p
and k' = 2k for some integers p and k.

Next, we shall find a relation between k and p. Applying (2.6) to the pair (T, 72)
where ord(72) = 3, we obtain #(72 — isolated points) — # (72 — fixed curves) = 3,
that is,

2(c+1)+2k—(c+ (c+1)+2p) =3.

This implies £ = p + 1. Using the description of T and applying the same
argument as before for the set {G1,Ga,..., Gy} (instead of {Fy, Fy, ..., Fpy}), we
can readily see that 7 induces a fixed point free automorphism of order 3 on the
set {G1,...,Gy}. Thus, ¢’ = 3¢ for some integer g. This completes Step 2. O

Now we only remain to show the inequality ¢ 4+ p 4+ ¢ < 2. Let us consider the
action 7* on H%(T, Q). Since (7*)% = id. and 7*wr = (swr, the pairs of
(the eigenvalue of 7*|H?(T,Q), its multiplicity)
are written as

(17 Oé), (_176>7 (C377)7 (@:7)7 (C6: I+ 6)7 (@7 1+ 6):

where o, 3, and J are certain non-negative integers. Now the required inequality

c.11. 0~ 'O - Y4 4 YL O
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Step 3. With the above notation,
a=5>5c+2p+q+6,
B=—c+2p—q+4,
vy=—-c—p+q+3, and
d=—c—p—q+2.

Proof. Since dimH?(T,Q) = 22, we have
(1) a+ B+ 2y + 26 = 20.

In order to obtain other relations, we make use of the topological Lefschetz fixed
point formula [U]:

4

() Xiop(T™) = > (=1)'te((7)7 | H'(S, Q).

1=0

Using T7 = {Pi} ] [I{Po(en)} [I{Qu T -+ - TIH{@2(e+y Y HCL T - - - 1T Ce and
applying (*) with j =1, we get 4(c+1)+2c=24+a —  — v+ 0 + 1. This gives

(2) a—fB—v+86=06c+1.

Next using 77 = {Pl}]_['"H{PZ(CH)}H{P{}H'"H{Pgl(p+1)}H01H"'HCc
[IDi 1 1T Der ITF1L T -+ - T1 F2p and applying (*) with j = 2, we get
2+ ) +2p+1)+2c+2(c+1)+2-2p=2+ (a+B) — (v +5+1).
This gives

(3) a+pf—v—38=06c+6p+5.

Finally using 77 = Cy[[---[[C. 1] E: ][ -- T Ese41) LIGL 11 -+ 11 G34 and ap-
plying (*) for 73, we get 2c+2-2(c+1)+2-3¢ =2+ (a+2v) — (B+2(6 + 1)).
This implies

(4) a—f+2y—20 =6¢c+6qg+4.
Now solving the equations (1) - (4) for a, 3, v, d§, we get the result. [
This completes the proof of (2.12). O
Returning back to our intial setting (2.1), we prove the following:
Lemma (2.13). [ #6.

Proof. Assume that I = 6. Then applying (2.12) for (S, g), we see that there
are non-negative integers c, p,q such that ¢ + p + ¢ < 2 and that the irreducible
decompositions of the 1-dimensional locus of SY, S9” and S9° are written as follows
respectively:

4 H .. H C’C;

Cill---HCHDi - HDerr LT T - - - T Faps

Crll-- - IICITEL T Eogery ITGL T - - - T Gag,

where C,, D,, and E, are g—stable while the other F, and G, are not g—stable.
Note also by (2.3)(1) that these curves Cy, D, E, are all contained in A.

Let us consider the connected components A; of A. Since Z = S/ < g > has no
Du Val singular points, each A; satisfies either

(1) g3—stable or

/a2 0 1101 4 a1
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Let A; (1 < i < n) beof type (1) and A; (n+1 < j <n+m =r) of type (2).
Since g2 is of order 2 and (¢3)*ws = —wg, it follows from the argument in (2.7)
(Steps 2-4) that each A; (1 < i < n) is of the Dynkin type As,,+1 and contains
exactly (a; + 1) g3—fixed curves. On the other hand, the above description of 59°
shows that the number of all the g3—fixed curves is just 3(c + q) + 2. Thus,

n

(1) ZrankAi = Zn:(Q(ozi +1)—-1)= 22”:(% +1)—n=6(c+q) +4—n.
i=1 i=1

i=1

Let us consider the connected components A; of type (2). Since g2 is of order 3
and (¢%)*ws = (3ws, it follows from the argument in (2.10) that each A; is of
Dynkin type A, or D, and contains at least one g?—fixed curve. Moreover, only
F, are the g>—fixed curves in Aj, because C, and D, are g—stable so they are in
A; (1 <i<n). Thus,

(2) m < 2p,

and n > 1 (because there is at least one D,) and rankA; < 3. |[{F|F, C A} +1
(2.10(3)). Thus,

n+m
(3) Z rankA; <3-2p+m = 6p+m.
j=n+1

Combining (1), (2) and (3) with19=>"" | rankAi-l—Z?;ﬁl rankA; and c+p+q <
2, we get

(4) 19 <6(c+q)+4—n+6p+m =6(c+p+q)+4+m—n <6-2+4+2p—n < 19.

Thus the all inequalities in (4) must be equalities. This implies n = 1, p = 2,
m = 2p = 4, and ¢ = ¢ = 0. Combining these equalities with rank A = 19 , we
readily see that A is of type Az ® Die4. Then using (2.10), we see that A contains
2 +4 -3 = 14 isolated g2—fixed points and that g has exactly 5 fixed curves.
Thus, M > 14 and N = 5, where M is the number of the isolated g?—fixed points
and N is that of the g?—fixed curves on S. However this contradicts the equality
M — N =3 ((2.6)(3)). This completes the proof. [

§3. TYPES OF EXTREMAL LOG ENRIQUES SURFACES

The goal of this section is to finish the proof of the Main Theorem (1).

Let Z be an extremal log Enriques surface of index I and we shall use the
notation in the Introduction. By (2.11), we already know that A is either one of
the fOHOWiI’lg types: Alg, Dlg, D16 D A3, D13 D AG, D10 D Ag, D7 @D A12, D4 D A15,
D13 @ Dg, D10 ® Dy, D7 @ D12, Dy ® D1s.

Thus, in order to get the Main Theorem (1), we may prove the following;:

Lemma (3.1).
(1) A is not Of types D13 D D6, D10 D Dg, D4 D D15.

/fa\N\ A g4 LTy o~ A
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Proof of (1). We shall argue by contradiction. Since (S,g) ~ (Ss,g3) by (2.2),
we may identify (S,g) with (S3,g3). We denote SuppA = (UH1C;) (U™ Ej)
where the numberings are given as C;.C3 = C2.C5 = C;.C;31 = 1(¢ > 3) and
E\.E3 = Ey.E3 = E;.Ej11 = 1(j > 3). By A, we also denote the sublattice of
PicS3 generated by the irreducible components of A. Let us consider the primitive
closure A of A in PicSs. Since [A : A]?2 = (discrA)/(discrA) = 16/(discrA), [A : A
is either 1, 2 or 4. Dividing into these three cases, we shall derive a contradiction.

First assume that [A : A] = 4. Then discrA = 1. Thus, we have an othorgonal
decomposition of PicS3: PicS; = A @ Z - H. This implies H2 discr PicS3 = 3 #
0(mod2), a contradiction.

Next assume that [A : A] = 2. Then there exist integers a;, 3; € {0,1} such
that L := %(ZSZH Ci + Zj’ml B;E;) € A — A. Substituting i = 31 +1,3l,...,3
and j =3m,3m —1,...,3 into L.C; € Z and L.E; € Z, we readily find that

L (E6 +E4—|—E2) or = (E6 + E4+ E5) in the case where A is of type D13 ® Dg,

(010 + Cs +Cg + Cy + CQ) or —(010 +Cs +Cs + Cy + Cl> in the case
Where A is of type Do @ Dg, and
L= %(E4 + E5) or %(E4 + FE4) in the case where A is of type Dy @ Dys.
But this contradicts the next Lemma due to Nikulin [N]:

Lemma (3.2). Let C1,Cy,...,C; be mutually disjoint smooth rational curves on a
smooth K3 surface T'. Assume that Cy +---+C; € 2- PicT'. Then, | is either 0, 8,
or 16. [J

Finally assume that [A : A] = 1. That is, A is primitive in PicS3. Then there
exists an element h € PicS3 such that PicS3 =7Z < Cq, ..., Cgl+1,E1, vory By b >
Set Z-H = At in PicSs and n = [PicS3 : A ® Z - H]. Then n? = (discrA -

H?)/(discr PicS3) = 16H?/3, that is, H* = =n?. On the other hand, by replacing
h by —h if necessary, we can find integers a;, b such that H = nh+)_ a;C;+> b E;
in PicSs, that is, £ = h+3> 2 C;+ 3 % E; in PicS;® Q. Using H.C, = H.Eg =0
and the negative definiteness of (C; - Cy) and (E; - Eg), we see that (£, %) is the
unique solution of

(h—i—inCi—l—Zijj)- h—l-ZIZJO +Zyj E,g—O

(a=1,..,3l+1;8=1,...,3m).
Since discr(C; - Cy) = discr(Ej - Eg) = 4, this implies that 4%, % € Z. Thus,
A — gh+ 320+ 3 %Ej € PicS;. This implies n|4. However, then H? =

2n? # 0(mod2), a contradiction. This proves the assertion (1). O

Proof of (2). The verification of (2) is quite similar to that of (1). Assuming the con-
trary, we identify (S, g) with (S3,gs) and set SuppA = (U;2, C;) [1(U}_, E;) where
the names are given as: »_ C; is of type D1g, C1.C3 = C2.C5 = C;.C;11 = 1(i > 3),
>_Ej is of type Ag and E;.E;;1 = 1(j > 1). Let A be the primitive closure of
the sublattice A in PicS3. Again, it follows from [A : A]? = (discrA)/(discrA) =
40/(discrA) that [A : A] is either 1 or 2. In each case, we shall derive a contradic-
tion.

First assume that [A : A] = 2. Then there exists integers a;, 8; € {0,1} such

Y1 . T 1T/« ~ , <N N M\ - A A TT.* T 7Y T M - O 141 LT
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is either one of %(010 +Cs+Cs+Cy+C;) + %(Eg + E; + E5 + E3 + Fy), where
i€ {1,2}, (01,92) € {(0,1),(1,0),(1,1)}. However this is against (3.2).

Next assume that [A : A] = 1, that is, A is primitive in PicS3. Then, as before,
there exists an element h € PicS3 such that Pich =A+7Z-h. SetZ-H = A"
in PicS3 and n = [PicS3 : A ® Z - H]. Then n? = ((discrA) - H?)/(discr PicSs3) =
40H?/3 and (by replacing h by —h if necessary,) we can find integers a;, b; such
that H = nh+ Y a;C; + > b;E; in PicSs, that is, £ = h+ > %“C; + 3 %Ej in
PicS3 ® Q. Using H.C, = H.Eg = 0 and the negative definiteness of (C; - C,) and
(E; - Eg), we see that (%2, %ﬂ) is the unique solution of

(h-l-Zl’iCi-i-Zijj)- h-l—szC —I-Zyj -Eg =0,

(a=1,..,10;8=1,...,9).

Since discr(C; - C,) = 4 and discr(E; - Eg) = 10, this implies that % € £ and
% € Z. Thus, 2 = 20h+ Y 20%C; + 3 Z(Lbj E; € PicS; and in particular, n|20.
Combining this with H? = 3n?/40 = 0(mod2), we find that n = 20 and H? = 30.
Thus, H = 20h + Y a,C; + > b;E;, a; € 5-Z and b; € 2-Z. Set a; = ba; and
bj = 2. Then,

(1) H= 20h—|—5(2a Ci) +2(3 B;E;), and
2) 400h2 (20h)% = H? + 25(>" o O) +4(3° B E;)?,
) 0=H- (). a;C;) =20(h-> a;C;) + 50> o;C ),and
) 0=H- (3 BE;) =20(h- 30 B5E5) + 2(3 B E;)*.
) and ( ), we see that 5(3° a;C;)?) = 2(3° 8;F;)?) = 0(mod20). Substituting
thls into (2), we get H? = 0(mod20). However this contradicts the previous equality
H? = 30. Now we are done. [J

(
(3
(4
y (3

§4. CLASSIFICATION OF EXTREMAL LOG ENRIQUES SURFACES

In this section, we prove the Main Theorem (3). Throughout this section, we
again work in the setting (2.1). By the Main Theorem (1), we know that A is now
one of either Alg, Dlg, D16 D A3, D13 D AG, D7 D Alg, D4 D A15, or D7 D D12.

In the case where A is either of type Aig9 or of type Dig, the result follows from
[OZ1, Theorems 1 and 2]. So we may consider the remaining cases:

Case 1. D1g @ As, Case 2. D13 @ Ag, Case 3. Dy ® Aqa, Case 4. Dy ® Aqs, and

Case 5. D7 D D12.

Since in each case (5,¢g) ~ (S3,93) ((2.1)), we identify these two in the sequel.
Set A = (U1 Cy) [[(U3™ E;) where in Cases (1) - (5), > C; is of type Dsjq1,
031+1.031_1 = 031.031_1 = Ci-Ci—i—l = 1(i S 3l — 1), ZE]‘ is of type Agm and
E;.Ej1; = 1(j > 1), and in Case (5), Y. C; is of type D7, C7.C5 = C5.C5 =
Oj.Cj+1 = 1(] S 4), ZE] is of type D12 and E12.E10 = Ell'ElO = Ej.Ej+1 =
1(j < 9). We also denote by the same letter A the sublattice of PicS; generated
by the irreducible components of A and by A its primitive closure in PicS3 as in
Section 3. Set Z - H = At =Alin PicS3. Here we may take H as the pull back

of the ample generator of PicS. For convenience of notation, we sometimes set
Proposition (4.1). In each case, Z is unique up to isomorphisms if the following
two conditions are satisfied:

(1) H? is determined only by the type of Z and is independent of particular

17 L r7z
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(2) The dual graph of the divisor A determines, uniquely up to graph isomor-
phisms rational numbers a;j, b,by (1 < 4,5,k < 19), such that e; :=
ZZ 1aiiGi (1 < j < 19) form a Z—basis of A and e;’s, eso := bH +
Zk:l b Dy form a Z—basis of PicSs.

Proof. Let Z be an extremal log Enriques surface with A, G;, H as defined above

r (2.1). Let Z(a) be the extremal log Enriques surface in (1.7) of the same type
as that of Z. As for Z, we can define similarly A(a), G;(«), H(«), etc. Then,
by the conditions (1) and (2), there exists an isometry ¢ : PicS3 — PicSs such
that ¥(D;) = D;(a), v(H) = H(«a) and that 1) preserves ample classes. The
last condition follows from the fact, which is derived from Kleiman’s criterion on
ampleness, that there are sufficiently small positive numbers ~; such that both
H — > vDy and H(a) — > v D () are ample divisors. Then by [V, page 13|,
1 extends to an effective Hodge isometry v of H?(S3,Z). Now we may apply the
Torelli Theorem for K3 surfaces to get an automorphism ¢ of S3 such that ¢* = 1.
By construction, ¢ maps the exceptional divisor A to A(«). Combining this with
the result gsop = @ogs in (1.2), we see that ¢ is an equivariant isomorphism between
the triplets (Ss, g3, A) and (S3, 93, A()). Thus ¢ descends to an isomorphism
Z — Z(a). O

Now we may check the conditions (1) and (2) for each case.
Case 1, the case where A is of type D1g & As

Claim (4.2).
(1) [A:A]=2.
(2) Up to AUtgraph(D16)7 e = %(Cl +C3+Cs5+---4 Ciz + Cis), € = Ci7_;
(2 <i<16), e17 := F1, e1s := Ea, e19 := E3 form a Z—basis of A.

Proof. Since [A : A]? = (discrA)/(discrA) = 16/(discrA), [A : A] is either 1, 2 or
4.

If [A: Al =1 or 4, we will get a contradiction as in Section 3, noting that we
also have discr(C; - C) = discr(E; - Eg) = 4 here. This proves (1) of (4.2).

The fact that [A : A] = 2 and the argument in (3.1) imply that A — A con-
tains, after interchanging C; and Cy by the non-trivial element in Autgrapn(D16)
if necessary, either L = $(Cy 4+ C5 + --- + C13 + Ci6), or L = L(E; + E3), or

= %(Cl +C3+ -4+ Ci13+ Cr) + %(El + Fs5). Combining this with Nikulin’s
result (Cf Lemma, (3.2)), we get L = %(Cl +C3+---4+Ci3+ ClG) + %(El + Eg).
This implies the assertion (2). O

Claim (4.3).
(1) H? =12.
(2) Up to Autygrapn(A), €1, €2, ..., €19 and %(H — Fy — 2E5 — 3E3) form a
Z—basis of PicSs.

Set n = [PicS3 : A@® Z - H] and PicS3 = A + Z - h. Then, we have n? =
(discrA - H?)/(discr PicS3) = 4H?/3, that is, H?> = 3n?/4 and replacing h by
—h if necessary we can write H = nh + Y age (for some integers ay). Using
discr(e; - € )i,a=1,..,16 = 1 and discr(e; - €q)i,a=17,...,190 = 4, We see that = € Z for
i=1,..,16and T € % fori =17, ...,19. In particular, 4H =4h+) = doy ek € PICS3
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H? = 12. Thus, there exist integers ¢; (i = 1,...,16), d; (j = 17,...,19) such

that H = 4h + 2321 deze; + 2}9:17 d;je;. Replacing h by h — > myer (my € Z),

and using ej16 = F; if j = 1,...,3, we can adjust h like h = %H — % ?:1 a;jl;

for some integers a; € {0,1,2,3}. We shall determine a; up to Autgrapn(As).
Using h - E; € Z, we get —2a1 + az = 0(mod4), a1 — 2a2 + a3 = 0(mod4), and
as—2a3 = 0(mod4). Thus, up to Autgrapn(As), we have either (1) a1 = as = a3 =0,
or (2)a; =az=2and ay =0or (3) a; =1, az =2 and a3z = 3.

In case (1), we calculate h? = (1H)? = 3 ¢ 7Z, a contradiction. Also, in case (2),

4

we calculate h? = (1H)? + 1(E1 + E5)? = 2 — 1 ¢ Z, a contradiction. Thus, the
only possible values of a; are a; = 1, az = 2 and a3 = 3. Since we already know

the existence of such a;, this gives the assertion (2). O

Remark. It does not seem easy at least for the authors to find directly for which a;,
%H — % ?:1 ajE; is really in PicS3. This is the reason why we argued as above.

Case 2, the case where A is of type D13 @ Ag

Claim (4.4). The sublattice A is primitive in PicSs, i.e., A is equal to its primitive
closure A in PicSs.

Proof. Since discrA = 47, if (4.4) is false we have [A : A] = 2. Then we will reach
a contradiction to (3.2) as in the proof of (3.1). O

Claim (4.5).
(1) H? =84 and
(2) Up to Autgmph(A), 01, coey 012, El, coey EG and %H - %(201 + 203 + -
2Cy + 2C11 4+ C12 + 3C13) — %(Z?Zl JE;) are Z—basis of PicSs.

Proof. Set PicS3 = A+ Z-h and n = [PicS3 : A@® Z - H|. Then by the same
argument as before, we see that

n? = (dicsrA - H?)/(discr PicS3) = 28H?2/3,

H = nh + Zz OéiOZ' + Zj 5jEj7 and

o g Z BicZ Thus ZH =28h+7(Y. 2%C;) +4(3. "2 E}) € PicSs and then

n|28. Combining this with H? = 2n? = 0(mod2), we get n = 28 and H? = 84.
Thus, replacing h by h — 37, m;C; — >, n;E; (mi,n; € Z), we may adjust h such
ash=5H — (3, a;,C;) — %(23 b;E;) where a; € {0,1,2,3} and b; € {0,1,...,6}.
We determine a; and b; up to Autgrepn(A). By Autgrepn(A), we may assume
a12 < a3 and by < bg. Using h - Cy € Z, we can readily see that a; = ia;(mod4)
for 1 < i <11, a1 + a12 + a13 — 2a11 = 0(mod4), —2a12 + a1; = 0(mod4), and
—2a13 + a;1 = 0(mod4). These formulas imply that a; are either,

(1) ag =ay=---=a13=0,

(2) a1:a2:-~-:a11:O,a12:a13:2,0r

(3) al:a3:---:a9:a11:2,a2:a4:---:a10:0,a12:1and
a13:3.

Using h- E; € Z, we have b; = jb;(mod7) and b, is either 0, 1,2, 3. The assertion
here follows from our assumption that by < bg. Thus, according to (1), (2), (3),

2 2 2
=2+ b71 (modZ), = & —1+ b71 (modZ), and = 2 — L2 4 b71 (modZ). Thus, by
h? = 0 (mod2-Z), we see that b; = 1 and that a; satisfy (3). This proves (4.5). O

:
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By the same argument as in case 2, we get the following two claims, which
guarantee the conditions (1) and (2) in (4.1).

Claim (4.6). A is primitive in PicSs.
Claim (4.7).
(1) H? =156 and
(2) Up to Autgrapn(A), Ci,...,Cr, Ex, ..., E1p and &5 H — 2(2C, + 2C5 + 2C5 +
Cs + 3C7) — %(Z;il 2jE;) are Z—basis of PicSs, where we denote by 2j
the integer determined by 25 = 2j(modl3) and 0 < 25 < 12.

Case 4, the case where A is of type Dy & Aqs
This is the hardest case.

Claim (4.8).
(1) [A: Al =4 and AJA ~7Z/4.
(2) €1 = 01, €9 = 02, €3 = 03, €4 = 04, €5 = EQ, €g . — Eg, e 17 = E14,
e1g 1= E15 and €19 1= %(Cl + 02) + i(El + 2E2 — E3 + E5 + 2E6 — E7 -+
Eg + 2E10 — Ell + E13 + 2E14 — E15) are Z—basis Of A.

Proof of (1). Since discrA = 4 -16 = 64, we have either (i) [A : A] = 8, (ii)
[A: Al =1, (iii) [A : A] =2, (iv) [A : A] = 4 and A/A ~ (Z/2)%2, or (v)
[A:A] =4 and A/A ~Z/4.

We elminate the cases (i) - (iv) by arguing by contradiction.

Case (i). In this case discrA = 1. Then, H? = discr PicS3 = 3 # 0(mod2), a
contradiction.

Case (ii). We have A = A. Set n = [PicS3 : A® Z - H]. Then, n*? = & H? and

H =nh+3,a;C;+ ), b;E; for some integers a;, b;. Since discr(C; - Cy) = 4 and
discr(E; - Eg) = 16, we see that 1%, 16nbj € Z and that 18H = 16h + > 1%%C; +
> 1?5” E; € PicS3. Thus n|16. Combining this with H? = 2:n? = 0(mod2), we get
n =16 and H?> = 12. Then H = 16h + >_, 40;,C; + >_; biEj, where o = % (€ Z).
Using this formula, we calculate 162h% = H? + 16(>; a;Ci)? + (25 b;E;)?%. On
the other hand, since 0 = H - (3_;b;E;) = 16h - (3_,b;E;) + (3_; bjE;)?, we find
(32, bE;)? = 0(mod16). Then 12 = H? = 0(mod16), a contradiction.

Case (i17). In this case, there exist integers «;,3; € {0,1} such that L :=
%(Zle a;C; + Z;il B;E;) € A — A. Since L.C; € Z and L.E; € Z, we readily
find that L = %(El + E3 + o+ E13 + E15) anithat Cl, ceey 04, Gl_: El,GQ =
Es, ..., G4 1= E14, and G5 := L are Z—basis of A. Set n = [PicS3 : AGZ- H| and
PicS3 = A+ Z-h. Then n® = 1£H? and H = nh + Y, a;C; + >, bjG; for some
integers a;, b;. Since discr(C;-Cy) = discr(Gj-Gg) = 4, we have 7%, % € %, that is,
AL — gh+ Y2, 40y + Y, G, € PicSs. Thus n|d. Then H? = n? # 0(mod2),
a contradiction. B

Case (iv). In this case there should exist at least two Ly, Ly € A — A. However,
the same argument as in case (3) shows that such L; is unique, namely %(El + FEs+
-+-+ E13+ E15), a contradiction.

Now the assertion (1) is proved. [

Proof of (2). By (1), there exist subsets I C {1,2,3,4}, J C {1,2,...,15} and inte-

1 0o 41 N~ (1 O 14 1 41l 4L AT 1/ 2 T ) 2 T\ -




ON THE COMPLETE CLASSIFICATION OF EXTREMAL LOG ENRIQUES SURFACE21

A — A and that 2N ¢ A. We determine N. Set I’ := {i € I|a; # 2}, J' :=
{7 € JIB; # 2} and N’ := 3 . 1 |ailCi + 3 ic ;0 [Bj|Ej. Then 0 = 4N =
N’(mod2 - PicS3). On the other hand, since 2N ¢ A, I' # ¢ or J # ¢. Us-
ing N'-C; = N' - E; = 0(mod2) and (3.2), we find that I' = ¢ and J' =
{1,3,5,...,13,15}. Replacing N by —N if necessary, we may assume that §; = 1.
Set M := E1—|—2E2—E3—|—E5—|—2E6—E7—|—Eg+2E10—E11+E13—|—2E14—E15. Then us-
ing N-C; € Zand N-E; € Z, we readily see that (up to Autgrepn(A),) N is either (1)
$(C1 4+ C2) + T M or (2) 1 M. However, in case (2), N? = = M? = —3 # 0(mod2),
a contradiction. Thus N = $(Cy + C2) + 1M = ejg. This implies the assertion
(2). O
Claim (4.9).

(1) H? =12.

(2) (up to Autgrapn(A),) €1, €2, ..., €19 and egp := L(H —e; —3ey—2e4 —2e6 —

4
2e7 — 2eg — 2e9 — 2e14 — 2e15 — 2e16 — 2e17 — 2e19) are Z—basis of PicSs.

Proof. Set n = [PicS3 : A® Z - H] and PicS3 = A + Z - h. Then using the same
argument as in case 1 based on discrA = 4, we get n = 4, H?> = 12 and find integers
ar, € {0,1,2,3} (1 < k < 19) such that ey,...,e19 and e := {(H — Y, ayer) are
Z— basis of PicS3. We determine a; up to Autgrapn(A). Since (3, arer) - e =
—4e - ¢; = 0(mod4), we see that ay are either

(1) a9 =a1s=+--a5 =a4 =---a1 =0,
(2) a19:a18:"'&5:0,a4:"':a1:2,0r
(3) a9 =2,a18=0,a17=---a1u =2, a13=---a10 =0, a9 = --- = ag = 2,

a5 =0, a4 =2, a3 =0, az =3, and a1 =1 (up to Autgrepn(Da)).
However, in cases of (1) and (2), we see that e? ¢ Z, a contradiction. Thus the
case (3) occurs, that is, e = egg. [

Case 5, the case where A is of type D7 & D12
The verification is also quite similar. We only indicate Claims needed to check
the conditions (1) and (2) in (4.1).
Claim (4.10).
(1) [A:A]=2.
(2) (Up to Autgrapn(A)) €1 := Ci, ez := Cs,...,e6 := Cs, e7 := 5(C + C7 +
EFi+FEs+---+ FEg + E11>, eg := FB1, eg := FE>, ..., e19 := E19 are Z—basis

of A.
Claim (4.11).
(1) H? =12.
(2) Up to an element of Aut grapn(A) which keeps e, ..., e1g invariant, eq, ..., e19
cmdego = i(H—261 —262—"'—267—68—610—"'—616+618—619)

are Z—basis of PicSs.

Now we have completed the proof of the Main Theorem (3). Q.E.D.

REFERENCES

[Al] V. A. Alexeev, Boundedness and K? for log surfaces, Intern. J. Math. 5 (1995), 779 - 810.
[AS1] M. F. Atiyah and G. B. Segal, The index of elliptic operators, II,, Ann. of Math. 87

S a N\ s [



22

[AS2]
[BPW]

[BI]

KEIJI OGUISO AND DE-QI ZHANG

M. F. Atiyah and G. B. Singer, The index of elliptic operators, III,, Ann. of Math. 87
(1968), 546 - 604.

W. Barth, C. Peters, and A. Van de Ven, Compact complex surfaces, Springer-Verlag
(1984).

R. Blache, The structure of l.c. surfaces of Kodaira dimension zero, I, J. Alg. Geom. 4
(1995), 137 - 179.

Y. Kawamata, The cone of curves of algebraic varieties, Ann. of Math. 119 (1984), 603
- 633.

V. Nikulin, On Kummer surfaces, Math. USSR Izv. 9 (1975), 261 - 275.

K. Oguiso and D.-Q. Zhang, On the most algebraic K3 surfaces and the most extremal
log Enriques surfaces, Amer. J. Math. 118 (1996), 1277 - 1297.

K. Oguiso and D.-Q. Zhang, On extremal log Enriques surfaces, II, Tohoku Math. J. to
appear. (1996).

K. Oguiso and D. -Q. Zhang, On Vorontsov’s theorem on K38 surfaces with non-symplectic
group actions, preprint (1997).

M. Reid, Campedelli versus Godeaux, in: the Theory of surfaces and their classification,
Trento, October 1988, Academic Press (1991), 309 - 365.

T. Shioda and H. Inose, On singular K3 surfaces, in: Complex analysis and algebraic
geometry, Iwanami Shoten and Cambridge University Press (1977), 119 - 136.

K. Ueno, A remark on automorphisms of Enriques surfaces, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. of Tokyo
23 (1976), 149 - 165.

E. B. Vinberg, The two most algebraic K3 surfaces, Math. Ann. 265 (1983), 1 - 21.
D.-Q. Zhang, Logarithmic Enriques surfaces, I, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 31 (1991), 419 -
466.

D.-Q. Zhang, Logarithmic Enriques surfaces, II, J. Math. Kyoto Univ. 33 (1993), 357 -
397.



