arXiv:2406.18407v1 [math.AG] 26 Jun 2024

ENRIQUES SURFACES OF ZERO ENTROPY

GEBHARD MARTIN, GIACOMO MEZZEDIMI, AND DAVIDE CESARE VENIANI

ABSTRACT. We classify Enriques surfaces of zero entropy, or, equivalently, Enriques surfaces with a virtually abelian automorphism group.

1. INTRODUCTION

By a result of Nikulin [22] and Barth–Peters [1], the automorphism group of a very general complex Enriques surface is isomorphic to the 2-congruence subgroup of the orthogonal group of the lattice E_{10} := U ⊕ E_8. This group is infinite and not virtually solvable, that is, it does not contain a solvable subgroup of finite index (see Proposition 2.8). On the other end of the spectrum, there are families of Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism group, classified in [11, 13, 18, 23].

Therefore it is natural to ask whether there exist families of Enriques surfaces with an infinite, but less complicated (e.g., virtually abelian) automorphism group. Barth and Peters [1] found one such family over C , and Mukai [20] sketched a proof that this is the only such family. Our main result is a complete and characteristicfree classification of Enriques surfaces with virtually abelian automorphism group.

We say that X is of type Ã_7, type Ẽ_6, or, respectively, type D̃_6⊕Ã_1 if X contains (−2)-curves with the following dual graphs:

(type Ã_7) (type Ẽ_6) (type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1)

Theorem 1.1. Let X be an Enriques surface with infinite automorphism group over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic p ≥ 0. Then, the following are equivalent:

(1) The automorphism group Aut(X) is virtually abelian. (2) The automorphism group Aut(X) is virtually solvable. (3) The Enriques surface X is of type Ã_7, Ẽ_6 or D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1.

We note that Enriques surfaces of type Ẽ_6 and D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 only exist in characteristic 2 by Lemma 2.1. Therefore, if p ≠ 2, there exists a unique family of Enriques surfaces of zero entropy and infinite automorphism group, namely the family studied by Barth–Peters. This confirms Mukai’s statement in [20].

Date: July 9, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14J28 (14J27 14J50 37E30).

Key words and phrases. Enriques surface, genus one fibration, half-fiber, entropy, automorphism group. 1

The classification of Enriques surfaces with virtually abelian automorphism group is closely related to the notion of entropy of automorphisms, which we recall in Section 2.3. In Proposition 2.8, we prove that an Enriques surface has virtually abelian automorphism group if and only if it has zero entropy.

Remark 1.2. The classification of K3 surfaces of zero entropy has recently been completed by Yu [30] and Brandhorst–Mezzedimi [2]. By [2, Remark 5.5], the K3 covers of very general Enriques surfaces of type Ã_7 have zero entropy as well. In particular, their automorphism group is infinite, but virtually abelian. This is in stark contrast to the K3 covers of Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism group, which instead have an infinite, non virtually solvable automorphism group by [2, Corollary 5.4.(2)].

Remark 1.3. The automorphism group of Enriques surfaces of type Ã_7 was computed by Barth–Peters [1]. In [1, Theorem 4.12], they claim that the automorphism group of such surfaces is never larger than Z/4Z×D_∞, where D_∞ denotes the infinite dihedral group. This turns out to be false: indeed, we show in Proposition 3.4 that there exists a single surface in the family, whose automorphism group is a non-split extension of Z/2Z by Z/4Z × D_∞ (cf. also Remark 3.6).

This article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall preliminaries on genus 1 fibrations on Enriques surfaces and investigate the action of the Mordell– Weil group of the Jacobian on the fibers of the fibration. We also quickly recall the notion of entropy of automorphisms. In Section 3, we show that Enriques surfaces of type Ã_7, Ẽ_6 and D̃_6 ⊕Ã_1 have zero entropy and we compute their automorphism groups and number of moduli. Finally, in Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.1 using the connection with zero entropy given in Proposition 2.8.

Acknowledgments. We thank Shigeyuki Kondō for making us aware of Mukai’s report [20]. We are grateful to Igor Dolgachev and Matthias Schütt for helpful comments on a first draft of this article.

2. PRELIMINARIES

An Enriques surface is a smooth and proper surface X over an algebraically closed field k with numerically trivial canonical class K_X and b_2(X) = 10. We let p be the characteristic of k. For p ≠ 2, the canonical bundle ω_X of an Enriques surface X is 2-torsion. On the other hand, recall that for p = 2, there are three types of Enriques surfaces, with different torsion component Pic^τ_X of the identity of their Picard scheme: classical, with Pic^τ_X ∼= Z/2Z, ordinary, with Pic^τ_X ∼= μ_2, and supersingular, with Pic^τ_X ∼= α_2. Classical Enriques surfaces have a 2-torsion canonical bundle ω_X , while for ordinary and supersingular Enriques surfaces, ω_X ∼= O_X is trivial.

Let us briefly explain the contents of this section. In Section 2.1, we collect some known results about genus 1 fibrations, with particular focus on Enriques surfaces. In Section 2.2, we define the Mordell–Weil group of a genus 1 fibration, and we collect several results on the action of this group on the reducible fibers. Finally, in Section 2.3, we recall the definition of the algebraic entropy of automorphisms and give a characterization of Enriques surfaces of zero entropy (cf. Proposition 2.8).

2.1. Genus 1 fibrations on Enriques surfaces. For a comprehensive account on genus 1 fibrations, we refer to [5, Chapter 4]. Let X, Y be normal varieties over a field. A genus 1 fibration is defined as a proper, surjective and flat morphism f : X → Y with f_∗O_X = O_Y , such that the generic fiber X_η is a geometrically integral and regular curve of genus 1. The fibration f is called elliptic if X_η is smooth, otherwise it is called quasi-elliptic. Following Kodaira’s notation, we recall that the non-multiple singular fibers of genus 1 fibrations are either additive and denoted by II, III, IV, IV^∗, III^∗, II^∗, or I^∗_n, or multiplicative and denoted by I_n.

Now let X be an Enriques surface. A half-fiber on X is a non-trivial, connected, nef divisor F with F^2 = 0 and h^0(F ) = 1. Every Enriques surface carries a halffiber (see, e.g., [5, Corollary 2.3.4]). Moreover, every genus 1 fibration on X is induced by a linear system of the form |2F |, where F is a half-fiber on X. The following result characterizes the structure of half-fibers on X:

Lemma 2.1 ([5, Theorem 4.10.3]). Let f : X → P^1 be a genus 1 fibration on an Enriques surface X.

• If p ≠ 2, then f is an elliptic fibration with two half-fibers, and each of them is either non-singular, or singular of multiplicative type.

• If p = 2 and X is classical, then f is an elliptic or quasi-elliptic fibration with two half-fibers, and each of them is either an ordinary elliptic curve, or singular of additive type.

• If p = 2 and X is ordinary, then f is an elliptic fibration with one half-fiber, which is either an ordinary elliptic curve, or singular of multiplicative type.

• If p = 2 and X is supersingular, then f is an elliptic or quasi-elliptic fibration with one half-fiber, which is either a supersingular elliptic curve, or singular of additive type.

2.2. Mordell–Weil group of the Jacobian. In Lemma 2.1, we saw that every genus 1 fibration f : X → P^1 on an Enriques surface X has a double fiber, hence in particular no section. The associated Jacobian fibration J(f): J(X) → P^1 is a genus 1 fibration on a rational surface J(X) by [5, Proposition 4.10.1], and J(f) is (quasi-)elliptic if and only if f is (quasi-)elliptic. More precisely, by [17, Theorem 6.6], the fibers of f and J(f) have the same Kodaira types. The natural action of MW(J(f)) on the generic fiber of f extends to a regular action on X. If f : X → P^1 is the genus 1 fibration induced by the pencil |2F |, we put

MW(|2F |) := MW(J(f)),

and we identify this group with a subgroup of Aut(X) (see, e.g., [8, Theorem 3.3]). It is well-known how this group acts on simple fibers of f:

Lemma 2.2. Let f : X → B be a genus 1 fibration with Jacobian J(f): J(X) → B. Let b ∈ B be a point and let X_b and J(X)_b be the fibers of f and J(f) over b. Assume that X_b is simple. Then, there exists an MW(J(f))-equivariant isomorphism J(X)_b ∼= X_b.

Proof. Since X_b is simple, f admits a section over an étale neighborhood U of b ∈ B. As the smooth locus of f is a torsor under the smooth locus of J(f) and X_U and J(X)_U are the unique relatively minimal proper regular models of the smooth part of the respective fibration, there is a MW(J(f))-equivariant isomorphism between X_U and J(X)_U . Restricting to a point of U lying over b, we obtain the desired isomorphism. □

Reducible fibers MW Action on dual graph of a reducible fiber

II^∗ {0} trivial I^∗_4 Z/2Z reflection along central vertex I_9 Z/3Z rotation of order 3 III^∗, III Z/2Z transitive on simple components III^∗, I_2 Z/2Z transitive on simple components I_8, III Z/4Z rotation of order 4 on I_8, transitive on III I_8, I_2 Z/4Z rotation of order 4 on I_8, transitive on I_2 IV^∗, IV Z/3Z transitive on simple components IV^∗, I_3 Z/3Z transitive on simple components I^∗_1, I_4 Z/4Z transitive on simple components I^∗_0, I^∗_0 (Z/2Z)^2 transitive on simple components I_5, I_5 Z/5Z transitive on simple components I^∗_2, I_2, I_2 (Z/2Z)^2 transitive on simple components I_6, IV, I_2 Z/6Z transitive on simple components I_6, I_3, III Z/6Z transitive on simple components I_6, I_3, I_2 Z/6Z transitive on simple components I_4, I_4, I_2, I_2 Z/2Z × Z/4Z transitive on simple components I_3, I_3, I_3, I_3 (Z/3Z)^2 transitive on simple components

TABLE 1. Extremal elliptic fibrations on rational surfaces.

Reducible fibers MW Action on dual graph of a reducible fiber

II^∗ {0} trivial I^∗_4 Z/2Z reflection along central vertex III^∗, III Z/2Z transitive on simple components I^∗_0, I^∗_0 (Z/2Z)^2 transitive on simple components I^∗_2, III, III (Z/2Z)^2 transitive on simple components I^∗_0, 4 × III (Z/2Z)^3 transitive on simple components 8 × III (Z/2Z)^4 transitive on simple components

TABLE 2. Quasi-elliptic fibrations on rational surfaces in characteristic 2.

We say that a genus 1 fibration f is extremal if MW(J(f)) is a finite group. Any quasi-elliptic fibration of a smooth and proper surface is extremal (see, e.g., [5, Theorem 4.3.3]). It will turn out that extremal rational genus 1 fibrations with 2-elementary Mordell–Weil group play a fundamental role in the classification of Enriques surfaces of zero entropy. For the convenience of the reader, we recall in Table 1 and Table 2 the classification of extremal elliptic and quasi-elliptic fibrations on rational surfaces (cf. [10, 14, 15, 19, 21]). Furthermore, we know exactly how the sections of such a fibration meet the reducible fibers, and thus, using Lemma 2.2, we observe the following:

Corollary 2.3. Let f : X → P^1 be an extremal genus 1 fibration of an Enriques surface X. If G is a simple reducible fiber of f, then MW(J(f)) acts on the dual graph of G as in Table 1 and Table 2.

Describing the action of MW(J(f)) on the half-fibers of f is, in general, more delicate. If f admits multiplicative half-fibers, then one can use the K3 cover to study this action. Recall that the symmetry group of the dual graph of a configuration of type I_n with n ≥ 3 is isomorphic to D_{2n}, the dihedral group of order 2n. In analogy with the classical representation of D_{2n} ∼= Z/nZ ⋊ Z/2Z, we call elements in the first factor rotations and all other elements reflections.

Lemma 2.4. Let f : X → P^1 be an elliptic fibration of an Enriques surface X. Let F be a half-fiber of f and assume that F is of type I_n. Then, the following hold:

(1) If g ∈ Aut(X) \ MW(J(f)) is an involution preserving each fiber of f, then g acts as a reflection on F .

(2) If g ∈ MW(J(f)) acts as a rotation of odd order r on the fiber of J(f) corresponding to F , then it acts as a rotation of order r on F .

(3) If g ∈ MW(J(f)) acts as a rotation of even order r on the fiber of J(f) corresponding to F , then it acts as a rotation of order r/2 on F .

Proof. Since f admits a half-fiber of type I_n, the Enriques surface X is ordinary if p = 2. Thus, the K3 cover π : ~X → X is étale and a quotient by a fixed point free involution τ. Since F is half-fiber, π^{−1}(F ) is a (necessarily simple) fiber of an elliptic fibration ~f on ~X, and since π^{−1}(F ) → F is étale, π^{−1}(F ) is of type I_{2n}. The only fixed point free involution of such a configuration is a rotation of order 2, hence τ acts as such a rotation. The preimage π^{−1}(E) of a component E of F is the union of two components ~E and ~E^′ on opposite sides of π^{−1}(F ).

Now, for Claim (1), observe that g lifts to an automorphism ~g of ~X that preserves the fibers of ~f and is not a translation. Since π^{−1}(F ) is a simple fiber, ~g acts as a reflection on π^{−1}(F ). Taking the quotient by τ, we see that g acts as a reflection on F , as claimed.

For Claims (2) and (3), observe that we can realize the Jacobian J( ~f): J( ~X) → P^1 as the minimal resolution of the base change of J(f): J(X) → P^1 along the morphism P^1 → P^1 given by the finite part of the Stein factorization of f ∘ π. We obtain a generically finite morphism π^′ : J( ~X) → J(X). Let F^′ be the fiber of J(f) corresponding to F . By Lemma 2.2 and since π^{−1}(F ) is simple, the MW(J( ~f))-action on π^{′−1}(F^′) can be identified with the MW(J( ~f ))-action on π^{−1}(F ). Taking the quotient by τ, we obtain Claims (2) and (3). □

If f is quasi-elliptic, we can use the existence of the curve of cusps together with some lattice theory to understand the action on additive half-fibers.

Lemma 2.5. Let f : X → P^1 be a quasi-elliptic fibration of an Enriques surface X. Let F be a half-fiber of f and let R be the curve of cusps of f. Then, the following hold:

(1) The Mordell–Weil group MW(J(f)) is 2-elementary. (2) The group MW(J(f)) preserves every component of F .

Proof. Claim (1) follows from Table 2.

For Claim (2), we use the fact that F is of type II^∗, III^∗, I^∗_4, I^∗_2, I^∗_0 or III. If F is not of type I^∗_{2n}, then there are at most two simple components in F , and R meets only one of them, so the group MW(J(f)) preserves all simple components of F and, consequently, it preserves all components of F .

Assume instead that F is of type I^∗_{2n}, and denote by C_0, . . . , C_3 the four simple components of F , with C_0 being the one meeting R. Every involution σ ∈

MW(J(f)) preserves another simple component of F , say C_1, and if n > 0 this must be the simple component near C_0. This implies that σ preserves all double components of F , and σ either preserves C_2 and C_3 as well, or it swaps them.

If n = 0, then σ has two fixed points on the central component. Since p = 2 and involutions of P^1 in characteristic 2 have only one fixed point, σ fixes the central component pointwise and thus σ preserves all components of F .

If n = 2, then |2F | has two additional reducible fibers G_1 and G_2, both of type III. We consider the invariant and coinvariant lattices of σ, which we denote by Num(X)^σ and Num(X)_σ := (Num(X)^σ )^⊥, respectively. Recall that both lattices are 2-elementary, since Num(X) is unimodular. Assume that σ does not preserve all components of F . Then, by considering fiber components and the curve of cusps, one easily checks that rk(Num(X)^σ ) = 9 − a and rk(Num(X)_σ ) = 1 + a, where a ∈ {1, 2} is the number of G_i whose components are permuted by σ. Moreover, we have (−4) ⊕ (−8)^a ⊆ Num(X)_σ , the first summand generated by C_2 −C_3 and the second summand generated by the difference of components of the G_i. This is a contradiction, since (−4) ⊕ (−8)^a has no 2-elementary overlattice.

Finally, if n = 4, then X is extra-special of type D̃_8, and by [11, Remark 12.4] we know that the group Aut(X) acts trivially on Num(X), so in particular it acts trivially on F . □

In the following, for a given genus 1 fibration f : X → P^1, we let Aut_P1(X) ⊆ Aut(X) be the subgroup of automorphisms of X preserving f and fixing the base of the fibration pointwise.

Lemma 2.6. Let f : X → P^1 be a non-isotrivial elliptic fibration of an Enriques surface X. Then, Aut_P1(X) ∼= MW(J(f)) ⋊ Z/2Z.

Every element of Aut_P1(X)\MW(J(f)) is an involution that acts with fixed points on a general fiber of f. If two such involutions fix a common point on a general fiber of f, they coincide.

Proof. Let F_η be the generic fiber of f. Since X is the unique minimal proper regular model of F_η , we have Aut_P1(X) ∼= Aut(F_η). Since f is non-isotrivial and elliptic, the known structure of automorphisms of elliptic curves shows that Aut(F_η) ⊆ MW(J(F )_η ) ⋊ Z/2Z, where the splitting is induced by identifying Z/2Z with the stabilizer of a geometric point of F_η . Thus, to finish the proof, it suffices to realize an involution that is not a translation.

For this, let F be a half-fiber of f and pick a half-fiber F_1 on X of some other fibration such that F.F_1 = 1. This is possible by [6, Theorem 6.1.10] and because X is not extra-special of type Ẽ_8 since f is elliptic (cf. [6, Proposition 6.2.7]). The linear system |2F + 2F_1| induces a generically finite morphism π : X → D of degree 2 by [5, Section 3] and the pencils |2F | and |2F_1| are mapped to pencils of conics on D. Since |2F | is elliptic and its image on D is a pencil of conics by [5, Theorem 3.3.11], π must be separable. We let g ∈ Aut(X) be the covering involution of π. Since the image of |2F | under π is a pencil of conics, we deduce that g preserves every member of |2F | and acts with a fixed point on a general member, hence g ∈ Aut_P1(X) \ MW(J(f)) and we are done. □

2.3. Entropy. Let X be a smooth projective surface over an algebraically closed field k of arbitrary characteristic. For an automorphism g of X, the (algebraic) entropy of g is defined as the logarithm of the spectral radius of the pullback g^∗ on Num(X)⊗C . If the base field is C , the entropy of g coincides with the topological entropy of the biholomorphism g on X.

The automorphism g has zero entropy if and only if all eigenvalues of the action of g on Num(X) are roots of unity. This happens for instance if g is periodic, i.e., if it has finite order. From the point of view of hyperbolic geometry, g has zero entropy if and only if the isometry g^∗ ∈ O^+(Num(X)) induced by pullback is elliptic (if g^∗ has finite order) or parabolic (if g^∗ has infinite order and preserves a nef isotropic vector in Num(X)), cf. [25, §4.7]. In the case of K3 surfaces, Cantat [3] gives geometric descriptions of automorphisms of zero entropy.

We say that the surface X has zero entropy if all its automorphisms have zero entropy. In this context, surfaces of zero entropy naturally stand out as the surfaces with the simplest dynamics and the simplest infinite automorphism groups, as we are going to show now.

Recall the following characterization of Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism group:

Proposition 2.7 ([11, 13, 18]). Let X be an Enriques surface. Then, the automorphism group Aut(X) is finite if and only if every genus 1 fibration on X is extremal.

The following proposition characterizes Enriques surfaces of zero entropy with infinite automorphism group in an analogous way.

Proposition 2.8. Let X be an Enriques surface with infinite automorphism group. Then, the following are equivalent:

(1) The surface X has zero entropy.

(2) The automorphism group Aut(X) is virtually abelian. (3) The automorphism group Aut(X) is virtually solvable. (4) There exists exactly one non-extremal genus 1 fibration on X. (5) There exists a genus 1 fibration that is preserved by all of Aut(X).

Proof. The proof relies on hyperbolic geometry. Denote by H_X the 9-dimensional hyperbolic space associated to the hyperbolic lattice Num(X), and consider the natural homomorphism φ: Aut(X) → O(Num(X)) ⊆ O(H_X ) sending an automorphism g to its induced action g^∗ on Num(X). The homomorphism φ has finite kernel by [7, Proposition 2.1], so we can identify Aut(X) with the discrete group of isometries Γ := φ(Aut(X)) up to a finite group. Recall that a discrete group G of isometries of H_X is elementary if it has a finite orbit in the closure H_X [25, §5.5]. The group G is elementary of elliptic type if it is finite, elementary of parabolic type if it fixes a unique boundary point of H_X , and elementary of hyperbolic type otherwise. Note that, if H is a subgroup of G of finite index, then H is elementary if and only if G is elementary of the same type.

(1) ⇒ (2): If X has zero entropy, then all isometries in Γ are either elliptic or parabolic. Hence Γ is elementary by [25, Theorem 12.2.3], and thus virtually abelian by [25, Theorem 5.5.9].

(2) ⇒ (3): This is clear.

(3) ⇒ (4): Let Γ^′ be a solvable subgroup of Γ of finite index. By [25, Theorem 5.5.10], Γ^′ is elementary, and since by assumption Γ^′ is infinite, Γ^′ is either elementary of parabolic or hyperbolic type. We claim that Γ^′ (and thus Γ) is elementary of parabolic type. Seeking a contradiction, assume that it is of hyperbolic type.

Then by [25, Theorem 5.5.8], every element of infinite order of Γ^′ is hyperbolic, and thus it has positive entropy. This is a contradiction, because by Proposition 2.7 there exists at least one non-extremal genus 1 fibration |2F | on X, which induces a parabolic element of Γ^′ of infinite order. Therefore Γ is of parabolic type, and it fixes a unique boundary point of H_X , namely the point corresponding to the class of F in Num(X). Let |2F_1| be any genus 1 fibration of X different from |2F |. The subgroup φ(MW(|2F_1|)) of Γ is elementary and it fixes at least two distinct points in the boundary of H_X , corresponding to F and F_1, and therefore it is elementary of elliptic type, hence finite.

(4) ⇒ (5): The unique non-extremal genus 1 fibration on X is preserved by all of Aut(X).

(5) ⇒ (1): Every automorphism of X preserves a genus 1 fibration, hence it preserves the class of a half-fiber F , which induces a nef isotropic class in Num(X). Thus, X has zero entropy. □

Remark 2.9. The implications (2) ⇒ (3) and (4) ⇒ (5) ⇒ (1) in Proposition 2.8 hold for every surface X. The implication (1) ⇒ (2) holds for any surface X such that the natural homomorphism Aut(X) → O(Num(X)) has finite kernel. Moreover, the implication (3) ⇒ (4) holds if one further assumes that X has a non-extremal genus 1 fibration.

In particular, the proof of the implication (3) ⇒ (4) fails for K3 surfaces. And indeed, there exist K3 surfaces of positive entropy with virtually cyclic automorphism group (see [2, Remark 3.10]). The main difference, compared with Enriques surfaces, is that all genus 1 fibrations on these K3 surfaces have finite Mordell–Weil group. So, Proposition 2.8 fails for K3 surfaces because Proposition 2.7 does.

3. EXAMPLES

The goal of this section is to show that the Enriques surfaces appearing in Theorem 1.1 have zero entropy. Along the way, we compute their automorphism groups and number of moduli.

3.1. Type Ã_7. Given an Enriques surface of type Ã_7, we let F_0 be the (multiplicative) half-fiber of type I_8 which can be found in the defining dual graph:

R_1R_2R_3R_4R_5R6R^7R8E_1E_2

Note that the divisor F_0 is indeed a half-fiber, since E_1.F_0 = 1, so F_0 is primitive in Pic(X). By Lemma 2.1, Enriques surfaces of type Ã_7 in characteristic 2 are ordinary.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be an Enriques surface of type Ã_7. Then, X admits a unique numerically trivial involution σ. More precisely, σ ∈ MW(|2F_0|) and the reduced divisorial part X^σ_1 of the fixed locus of σ is

X^σ_1 = { F_0 if p = 2, F^′_0 +

∑_3 i=0 R_{2i+1} if p ≠ 2,

where F^′_0 is the second half-fiber of |2F_0|. Moreover, F^′_0 is smooth.

Proof. Since X is ordinary if p = 2, the K3 cover π : ~X → X is étale with covering involution τ. The preimage π^{−1}(F_0) of the half-fiber F_0 of type I_8 is a fiber of type I_{16} of an elliptic fibration on ~X and the preimages of the two bisections E_1, E_2 of |2F_0| are four disjoint sections E^±_1 , E^±_2 of the induced elliptic fibration ~f : ~X → P1. Choosing E^+_1 as the zero section, the section E^−_1 is a 2-torsion section

by the height pairing [27, Section 6.5] and the quotient of ~X by the involution τ^′ obtained by composing the translation by E^−_1 with τ is birational to J(X) by [18, Lemma 2.17]. The induced generically finite morphism π^′ : ~X → J(X) sends the four sections E^±_1 , E^±_2 to four sections of J(f).

Now, we take π^′(E^−_1 ) ∈ MW(J(f)) and let σ be the induced involution of X. In other words, σ is the automorphism of X induced by τ^′ via π. We describe the divisorial part of the fixed locus of σ. By construction, σ acts as a translation on the simple fibers of f, hence the divisorial part of the fixed locus of σ is contained in the half-fibers F_0 and F^′_0 (where F^′_0 only exists if p ≠ 2).

To understand the action of σ on F_0, note that τ^′ preserves all components of π^{−1}(F_0). If p = 2, the fact that involutions of P^1 have only one fixed point implies that τ^′ fixes every component of π^{−1}(F_0) pointwise, hence σ fixes F_0 pointwise. If p ≠ 2, then τ^′ is anti-symplectic, so its fixed locus has pure codimension 1. Thus, the smoothness of fixed loci of tame involutions implies that every other component of π^{−1}(F_0) is fixed pointwise. Therefore, σ fixes R_1, R_3, R_5, and R_7 pointwise.

For the action of σ on F^′_0, first note that p ≠ 2 in this case. Then, the automorphism τ^′ of the previous paragraph fixes the point F^′_0 ∩ E^+_1 , hence, again because τ^′ is anti-symplectic, it fixes F^′_0 pointwise. The smoothness of fixed loci of tame involutions implies that F^′_0 is smooth.

In particular, we see that, in all characteristics, σ preserves all components of the defining graph of X and it is easy to check that Num(X) ⊗ Q is generated by the curves in this graph, hence σ is numerically trivial. The uniqueness of σ follows from [7, Theorem on p. 1182]. □ Remark 3.2. In fact, σ is even cohomologically trivial. This is clear if p = 2, for then K_X ∼ 0, and if p = 0, this is proved in [1, Proposition 4.8]. Via specialization, this implies cohomological triviality of σ also in odd characteristic.

Theorem 3.3. Every Enriques surface of type Ã_7 has zero entropy. More precisely, |2F_0| is the unique non-extremal genus 1 fibration on X if Aut(X) is infinite. Proof. By Lemma 3.1, X admits a unique numerically trivial involution σ. Since σ is unique, the subgroup generated by σ is normal and hence central in Aut(X). Thus, Aut(X) preserves the fixed locus of σ. By Lemma 3.1, the fibration |2F_0| is the unique genus one fibration with a half-fiber contained in the fixed locus of σ, hence Aut(X) preserves |2F_0| and so X has zero entropy by Proposition 2.8. □

Recall that, by the proof of Lemma 3.1, the Jacobian J(f) of |2F_0| admits a 2-torsion section. It is well-known that torsion sections on rational elliptic surfaces are disjoint from the zero section [24, Proposition 5.4]. Thus, if p = 2, then J(f) admits no irreducible multiplicative fibers (because G_m admits no point of order 2 in this case), and if p ≠ 2, then J(f) admits no irreducible additive fibers (because G_a admits no point of order 2 in this case). If Aut(X) is infinite, J(f) has infinite Mordell–Weil group by Theorem 3.3, so the I_8-fiber is its only reducible fiber. From [16], we conclude that if p = 2, then the singular fibers of J(f) are of type I_8 and II, and if p ≠ 2, they are of type I_8 and I_1, I_1, I_1, I_1. In the following, we let D_∞ = Z ⋊ Z/2Z be the infinite dihedral group.

Proposition 3.4. Let X be an Enriques surface of type Ã_7 with infinite automorphism group. Then, the following hold:

(1) If p = 2, then Aut(X) ∼= Z/2Z × D_∞.

(2) If p ≠ 2, assume that F_0 and F^′_0 lie over [0 : 1] and [1 : 0] and let p_i = [a_i : 1] with a_i ∈ k^× be the images of the four nodal fibers of |2F_0|. Set a_1 = 1. Then, (a) if {a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4} = {1, ζ_4, ζ^2_4 , ζ^3_4 } for a primitive 4-th root of unity ζ_4, then Aut(X) is a non-split extension of Z/2Z by Z/4Z × D_∞.

(b) if there exists a ∈ k with a^4 ≠ 1 and {a_1, a_2, a_3, a_4} = {1, −1, a, −a}, then Aut(X) ∼= Z/4Z × D_∞.

(c) if (a) and (b) do not hold, then Aut(X) ∼= Z/2Z × D_∞.

Proof. Let f : X → P^1 be the elliptic fibration induced by |2F_0|. By Lemma 3.1, we know that MW(J(f)) contains an element of order 2, hence, by [24, Main Theorem], we have MW(J(f)) ∼= Z/2Z × Z. Since f is not isotrivial, because there is a multiplicative fiber, we have Aut_P1(X) ∼= Z/2Z × D_∞ by Lemma 2.6.

It remains to study the image of the homomorphism ρ: Aut(X) → PGL_2 induced by the action of Aut(X) on the base of f. Let g ∈ Aut(X). Then, by functoriality of the Jacobian, g induces an automorphism g^′ of J(X) that acts on the base of J(f) as ρ(g). By [8, Theorem 3.3], g^′ preserves the zero section, hence also the unique 2-torsion section of J(f).

If p ≠ 2, an explicit computation with Weierstraß equations using Tate’s algorithm [29] shows that J(f) can be defined by an equation of the form

(3.1) y^2 = x^3 + 2a_2(s, t)x^2 + t^4x,

where the 2-torsion section is given by (x, y) = (0, 0), the I_8-fiber lies over t = 0 and the other singular fibers lie over the roots of Δ_0(s, t) = a^2 − t^4, where Δ(s, t) = −64t^8Δ_0 is the discriminant. Since we assume that X has infinite automorphism group, the four roots of Δ_0 must be distinct. We know from Lemma 3.1 that the other half-fiber of f is smooth, and after a change of coordinates, we may assume that it lies over s = 0. In particular, both Δ_0(0, 1) and Δ_0(1, 0) are nonzero. Since ρ(g) fixes the two points corresponding to the half-fibers of f, we know that ρ(g) fixes the points t = 0 and s = 0, so that it is given by an automorphism of the form s → λs for some λ ∈ k^×.

Next, write a_2 = as^2 + bst + ct^2 with a, b, c ∈ k and recall that ρ(g) preserves the roots of

Δ_0 = a^2 − t^4 = a^2s^4 + 2abs^3t + (2ac + b^2)s^2t^2 + 2bcst^3 + (c^2 − 1)t^4

and that c^2 − 1 = Δ_0(0, 1) ≠ 0 and a^2 = Δ_0(1, 0) ≠ 0. In particular, we can rescale coordinates to assume Δ_0(1, 1) = 0. Since ρ(g) preserves the roots of Δ_0, the polynomial Δ_0(λs, t) must be a multiple of Δ_0(s, t). The automorphism ρ(g) changes the coefficients of the monomials in Δ_0(s, t) as follows:

[a^2 : 2ab : 2ac+b^2 : 2bc : c^2−1] → [λ^4a^2 : 2λ^3ab : λ^2(2ac+b^2) : λ(2bc) : c^2−1].

We deduce that λ^4 = 1, that b = 0 if λ ≠ 1, and that b = c = 0 if λ^2 ≠ 1, i.e., the order of ρ(g) is n ∈ {1, 2, 4}.

Observe that, in every case, ρ(g) sends a_2 to λ^2a_2 and that λ^4 = 1. Hence, up to composing with y → −y, we deduce from the structure of isomorphisms between Weierstraß forms (see, e.g., [28, Chapter III, Proposition 3.1]) that g^′ must be an automorphism of the following form: g^′ : (s, t, x, y) → (λs, t, λ^2x, λy). Now, we reverse the construction of Lemma 3.1: the Weierstraß model of the K3 cover ~X of X is given by replacing (s, t) by (s^2, t^2) in Equation (3.1), hence by

y^2 = x^3 + 2a_2(s^2, t^2)x^2 + t^8x,

and the Enriques involution τ is the composition of (s, t) → (−s, t) with the translation by the section with (x, y) = (0, 0). The automorphism g^′ lifts to ~X as ~g′ : (s, t, x, y) → ( √ λs, t, λ^2x, λy). This is an automorphism of order 2n, where n is the order of λ ∈ k^×, and it commutes with τ, hence it yields an automorphism g^{′′} ∈ Aut(X) of order 2n. Note that g^{′′n} = σ is the cohomologically trivial involution of X. Indeed, ~g^{′n} ∘ τ coincides with the translation by (x, y) = (0, 0), and this induces σ on X by Lemma 3.1.

We conclude that Aut(X) is generated by a g^{′′} as above with maximal n, an involution ι of the generic fiber of f as in Lemma 2.6, and the translation by a generator E of the free part of MW(J(f)). We now have three cases:

(1) n = 1: This happens if and only if b ≠ 0. In this case, the action of Aut(X) on the base of f is trivial and Aut(X) = Aut_P1(X) ∼= Z/2Z × D_∞. Note that in this case Δ_0(−1, 1) ≠ 0, so this corresponds to Case (2) (c) in the statement of the proposition.

(2) n = 2: This happens if and only if b = 0 and c ≠ 0. In this case, pick d ∈ k with d^2 + 2cd + 1 = 0 and let E be the section (x, y) = (dt^2, √ 2adst^2). This is a section of height^1_2 , hence a generator of the free part of MW(J(f)) by [24]. The automorphism ~g^′ preserves the preimage (x, y) = (dt^4, √ 2ads^2t^4) of E in ~X, hence commutes with the translation by E, and hence so does g^{′′}. As g^{′′} commutes with ι, we deduce that Aut(X) ∼= Z/4Z× D_∞. Note that in this case Δ_0(−1, 1) = Δ_0(1, 1) = 0 but Δ_0(ζ_4, 1) ≠ 0, so this corresponds to Case (2) (b) in the statement of the proposition.

(3) n = 4: This happens if and only if b = c = 0. Here, Aut(X) contains the automorphism group of Case (2) as a normal subgroup of index 2, hence Aut(X) is an extension of Z/2Z by Z/4Z × D_∞. This extension does not split, since Aut(X) acts through Z/4Z on P^1, while Z/4Z × D_∞ acts through Z/2Z. Note that in this case Δ_0(ζ^i_4, 1) = 0 for i = 0, 1, 2, 3, so this corresponds to Case (2) (a) in the statement of the proposition.

Next, assume that p = 2. By [16, Section 2], the j-map of J(f) has degree 8 and it is ρ(Aut(X))-invariant, hence the order of ρ(Aut(X)) is a power of 2. On the other hand, ρ(Aut(X)) fixes the two points corresponding to the two halffibers, hence it must have odd order. We conclude that ρ(Aut(X)) must be trivial if p = 2, hence Aut(X) = Aut_P1(X) ∼= Z/2Z × D_∞. □

Remark 3.5. The proof of Proposition 3.4 shows that Enriques surfaces of type Ã_7 form a 2-dimensional family in all characteristics. If p ≠ 2, the subfamily where Aut(X) ∼= Z/4Z × D_∞ is 1-dimensional and there is a unique Enriques surface of type Ã_7 where Aut(X) is a non-split extension of Z/2Z by Z/4Z × D_∞. We also recall that there is a 1-dimensional family of Enriques surfaces of type ~A_7 with finite automorphism group in all characteristics. These are called “type I” surfaces in [13] and [18].

Remark 3.6. In [1, Theorem 4.12], it is claimed that the automorphism group of a surface of type Ã_7 is never larger than Z/4Z × D_∞. This is due to an erroneous calculation in the last lines of the proof of [1, Lemma 4.3].

The Enriques surface of type Ã_7 that corresponds to Case (2) (a) in Proposition 3.4 can be realized as a member of the family considered by Barth–Peters as follows. Consider the double cover ~X of P^1 × P^1 branched over the curve

(v^2_0 − v^2_1 )((v^2_0 − v^2_1)u^4_0 + (v^2_0 + v^2_1 )u^4_1)).

This corresponds to the parameters (a, b, c, d) = (1, 0, 1, −1) in [1, Section 4.1]. The minimal resolution of the quotient of ~X by the involution induced by

([u_0 : u_1], [v_0 : v_1]) → ([−u_0 : u_1], [−v_0 : v_1])

is an Enriques surface of type Ã_7. This surface admits an automorphism of order 8 induced by

([u_0 : u_1], [v_0 : v_1]) → ([ζ_8u_0 : u_1], [ζ_4v_1 : ζ_4v_0]).

The existence of this automorphism contradicts the last two lines of the proof of [1, Lemma 4.3].

This model can be used to give a more explicit description of Aut(X). We leave the details to the interested reader.

3.2. Type Ẽ_6. Given an Enriques surface of type Ẽ_6, we let F_0 be the (additive) half-fiber of type IV^∗ which can be found in the defining dual graph:

By Lemma 2.1, Enriques surfaces of type Ẽ_6 only exist in characteristic 2 and are either classical or supersingular.

Recall that classical and supersingular Enriques surfaces X in characteristic 2 have the property that h^0(X, Ω_X ) = 1. The divisorial part D of the zero locus Z of a global 1-form on X is called conductrix. For general X, this conductrix is empty and Z consists of 12 reduced points by the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula.

In contrast, if X is of type Ẽ_6, then D = F_0 by [9]. It is clear that all automorphisms of X preserve the conductrix, so we deduce the following theorem from Proposition 2.8.

Theorem 3.7. Every Enriques surface of type Ẽ_6 has zero entropy. More precisely, |2F_0| is the unique non-extremal genus 1 fibration on X if Aut(X) is infinite.

Proposition 3.8. If X is an Enriques surface of type Ẽ_6 with infinite automorphism group, then

Aut(X) ∼= MW(|2F_0|) ⋊ Z/2Z and MW(|2F_0|) ∈ {Z, Z^2}.

Proof. Let f : X → P^1 be the elliptic fibration induced by |2F_0|. First, assume that f is non-isotrivial, so that it admits a fiber G of type I_n with n ≥ 1. By [11, Lemma 3.2], the canonical cover π : ~X → X coincides with the Frobenius pullback of J(f) in a neighborhood of G, hence ~X has some A_1-singularities over G, so by [11, Corollary 3.7] and because X admits a quasi-elliptic fibration by [9, Theorem 1.1], X is classical.

The second half-fiber F^′_0 of f is not of type I_n by Lemma 2.1 and not of the same type as F_0, because the Picard rank of X is 10. Since Aut(X) preserves both F_0 and F^′_0, it acts on P^1 through k^×. Thus, if this action is non-trivial, then the number of fibers of type I_n for a given n must be odd, contradicting the possible configurations of singular fibers of f determined in [16, p. 5826]. Therefore, Aut(X) coincides with the automorphism group of the generic fiber F_η of f, which is MW(J(f)) ⋊ Z/2Z by Lemma 2.6, since F_η is ordinary. By [24], we know that MW(J(f)) is either Z or Z^2, depending on whether f has a second reducible fiber or not.

Next, assume that f is isotrivial. Then, by [16, p. 5834], f admits a second singular fiber G of type II or III. A computation using Tate’s algorithm shows that J(f) admits a Weierstraß equation of the form

y^2 + st^2y = x^3 + at^2x^2 + bt^6,

with a, b ∈ k, not both 0. The fibration J(f) admits a fiber of type IV^∗ over t = 0 and the other singular fiber G over s = 0. Every automorphism of J(X) is of the form g^′ : (s, t, x, y) → (λs, μt, βx + b_2(s, t), y + b_1(s, t)x + b_3(s, t)) which sends the Weierstraß form to

y^2 + λμ^2st^2y = β^3x^3 + (β^2b_2 + b^2_1 + aβ^2μ^2t^2)x^2

+ (λμ^2st^2b_1 + βb^2)x + b^2_3 + λμ^2st^2b_3 + b^3_2 + aμ^2t^2b^2 + bμ^6t^6.

Comparing coefficients of x, we see that s | b_1 and st | b_2, and then comparing the coefficients of x^2 yields b_1 = b_2 = 0. Moreover, λ = μ^{−2} and β^3 = 1, so that the above new Weierstraß equation simplifies to

y^2 + st^2y = x^3 + aβ^2μ^2t^2x^2 + b^2_3 + st^2b_3 + bμ^6t^6.

Thus, if a ≠ 0, then β^2μ^2 = 1, hence μ is a third root of unity and b_3 ∈ {0, st^2}, so that g^′, if non-trivial, is the sign involution.

If a = 0, we can rescale coordinates to assume b = 1. Then, the only additional condition we have is that b^2_3 + st^2b_3 = (1 + μ^6)t^6. If t^6 occurs on the left-hand side with non-zero coefficient, then so does st^5, which is absurd. Hence, μ^6 = 1.

But then again μ^3 = 1 and b_3 ∈ {0, st^2}, so that g^′ is either trivial or the sign involution.

This shows that Aut(J(X)) = MW(J(f)) ⋊ Z/2Z acting trivially on the base of J(f). Thus, Aut(X) acts trivially on the base of f and if F_η is the generic fiber of f, then the natural map φ: Aut(F_η ) → Aut(Pic^0_{Fη} ), whose kernel is MW(J(f)), factors through Z/2Z. The sign involution on the generic fiber of f has non-zero image under φ, so the proposition follows. □

Remark 3.9. By [26, Theorem 1], Enriques surfaces of type Ẽ_6 form a 3-dimensional family and the generic member satisfies MW(|2F_0|) ∼= Z^2. The surfaces with MW(|2F_0|) ∼= Z form a subfamily of dimension 2 and the ones with finite automorphism group form a subfamily of dimension 1. In each of these strata, the generic member is a classical Enriques surface and the supersingular Enriques surfaces form a subfamily of codimension 1.

3.3. Type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1. Given an Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1, we let F_1 be the following (additive) half-fiber of type I^∗_2 which can be found in the defining dual graph:

Lemma 3.10. The following hold:

(1) An Enriques surface is of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 if and only if it admits a genus 1 fibration with half-fibers of type I^∗_2 and III. This fibration is quasi-elliptic.

(2) Every Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 is a classical Enriques surface in characteristic 2.

(3) Enriques surfaces of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 exist and form a 2-dimensional family. (4) The conductrix of an Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 looks as follows:

112111

(5) Every Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 admits a unique non-trivial numerically trivial involution σ. Moreover, σ ∈ MW(|2F_1|).

(6) Every Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 has infinite automorphism group.

Proof. For Claim (1), observe from the defining graph of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 that the fibration |2F_1| has a second half-fiber F^′_1 of type III or I_2, and a third reducible fiber:

In particular, this fibration is extremal. As X admits an additive half-fiber, we are in characteristic p = 2 by Lemma 2.1, and so F^′_1 must be of type III . By Table 1, there exists no extremal rational elliptic fibration with these fibers if p = 2, so f must be quasi-elliptic. Conversely, if an Enriques surface admits a genus 1 fibration with the given fiber types, then p = 2 and the fibration must be quasi-elliptic by [16, Section 4], so the dual graph of components of fibers and curve of cusps contains the graph of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1.

Claim (2) follows from Claim (1) and Lemma 2.1.

For Claim (3), note that with the alternative description given in Claim (1), surfaces of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 have first been constructed in [8, Example 7.9] and the conjectural number of moduli for these surfaces given in [8, Corollary 7.8] has recently been confirmed to be 2 in [12, Proposition 14.1].

Claim (4) follows from [11, Table 6].

For Claim (5), we combine Corollary 2.3 and Lemma 2.5 with Table 2 to deduce that there exists a unique non-trivial σ ∈ MW(|2F_1|) that preserves all curves in the defining graph of X. The curves in the graph generate Num(X) over Q, hence σ is numerically trivial. Conversely, if σ^′ is a numerically trivial automorphism of X, then it preserves f and acts trivially on the base, since it preserves the three reducible fibers. If σ^′ had odd order, then, by the known structure of fixed loci of automorphisms of cuspidal curves, the fixed locus of σ^′ would contain an integral curve that has intersection number 1 with every fiber, which is absurd. Hence, σ^′ has even order, so it must come from MW(|2F_1|), and so σ^′ = σ.

Claim (6) follows from the classification of Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism group given in [11]. □

Lemma 3.11. Let X be an Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 and let σ be its non-trivial numerically trivial involution. Then, the support of the union of the conductrix of X and the divisorial part of the fixed locus of σ forms a configuration G_0 of type Ẽ_7:

Proof. Since σ is numerically trivial, it preserves all curves that appear in the defining graph of X. Since non-trivial involutions on P^1 in characteristic 2 have a unique fixed point, we deduce that σ fixes pointwise the curves corresponding to the black vertices in the following graph: RC_1 C^′_1C_2 C^′_2

By Corollary 2.3, the Mordell–Weil group of the genus 1 fibration |2F_2| with fiber of type I^∗_4 in the defining diagram induces a horizontal reflection on the graph obtained by removing the right-most vertex, so we may assume without loss of generality that C_1 and C^′_1 resp. C_2 and C^′_2 are interchanged by this involution. Since σ is the only non-trivial numerically trivial automorphism, the whole automorphism group Aut(X) commutes with σ, and hence preserves the fixed locus of σ. We conclude that, as σ fixes C_1 pointwise, it must also fix C^′_1 pointwise.

It remains to show that the remaining components of the fixed locus of σ lie in the conductrix. Since σ ∈ MW(|2F_1|) by Lemma 3.10, the fixed locus of σ is contained in the union of the curve of cusps R and fibers of |2F_1|. By [10], the sections of the Jacobian of |2F_1| are disjoint, hence by Corollary 2.3, every fixed point of σ on a simple fiber of |2F_1| lies on R. We conclude that C_2 is not in X^σ, so neither is C^′_2. Finally, because X^σ is stable under the involution in MW(|2F_2|) described in the previous paragraph, the right-most vertex of the defining graph of X is also not in X^σ . This finishes the proof. □

Proposition 3.12. Let X be an Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 and let G_0 the configuration of type Ẽ_7 on X described in Lemma 3.11. Let F_0 be a half-fiber with G_0 ∈ |2F_0| and let σ ∈ Aut(X) be the numerically trivial involution. Then, the following hold:

(1) The fiber G_0 is preserved by all of Aut(X). (2) The involution σ exchanges the two half-fibers of |2F_0|. (3) The fiber G_0 ∈ |2F_0| is simple and the only reducible fiber of |2F_0|. (4) The fibration |2F_0| is elliptic and not isotrivial with singular fibers of type III^∗, I_1, I_1.

Proof. For Claim (1), recall that by Lemma 3.11, the support of the fiber G_0 ∈ |2F_0| is the union of the conductrix of X and the divisorial part of the fixed locus of the numerically trivial involution of X, hence it is preserved by the whole Aut(X).

For Claim (2), assume by contradiction that σ preserves the two half-fibers F_0, F^′_0 of |2F_0|. Then, σ fixes the base of |2F_0|, hence it induces an involution on the generic fiber (F_0)_η of |2F_0|. By [24], MW(|2F_0|) is torsion-free, hence σ is not a translation, so it has fixed points on (F_0)_η. This would produce an irreducible component of the fixed locus of σ not contained in G_0, contradicting Lemma 3.11.

For Claim (3), let σ be the numerically trivial involution. By Claims (1) and (2) we have σ(G_0) = G_0 and σ(F_0) = F^′_0, so G_0 is not a half-fiber. Moreover, if |2F_0| has another reducible fiber G^′_0, then G_0 and G^′_0 are the only reducible fibers of |2F_0| (otherwise the rank of the lattice spanned by their components would be too big). Then, σ preserves G_0 and G^′_0, hence it fixes the base of |2F_0|, contradicting the fact that σ exchanges the two half-fibers of |2F_0|.

For Claim (4), first note that |2F_0| is not extremal by Claim (3), hence it is elliptic. By [16], the singular fibers of |2F_0| are either III^∗, I_1, I_1, or G_0 is the unique singular fiber of |2F_0| and |2F_0| is isotrivial with j-invariant 0. Since X is classical, Lemma 2.1 implies that |2F_0| admits a smooth ordinary elliptic curve as half-fiber, so the latter case cannot occur. □

We note the following immediate consequence of Proposition 3.12 and Proposition 2.8.

Theorem 3.13. Every Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 has zero entropy. More precisely, |2F_0| is the unique non-extremal genus 1 fibration on X.

We are also able to describe the structure of the automorphism group of Enriques surfaces of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1.

Proposition 3.14. If X is an Enriques surface of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1, then Aut(X) ∼= Z/2Z × D_∞. Proof. The subgroup Aut_P1(X) of Aut(X) acting trivially on the base of |2F_0| is isomorphic to D_∞ by Lemma 2.6, since |2F_0| is elliptic and not isotrivial by Proposition 3.12 and MW(|2F_0|) ∼= Z by [24]. By Proposition 3.12 (2) and (4), the image of Aut(X) → PGL_2 is generated by the numerically trivial involution σ. Since σ is central in Aut(X), this yields the claim. □

4. CLASSIFICATION

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. Our strategy can be summarized as follows. By Proposition 2.8, there exists a unique genus 1 fibration |2F_0| with infinite Mordell–Weil group on X. Thus, |2F_0| is preserved by all automorphisms of X and hence, in particular, by the Mordell–Weil groups of the other genus 1 fibrations on X. It turns out that this puts heavy restrictions on the Mordell–Weil groups that appear, eventually leading to the dual graphs of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be an Enriques surface with two genus 1 fibrations |2F_0| and |2F_1| such that F_0.F_1 = 1. Suppose that MW(|2F_1|) preserves |2F_0|, and that |2F_0| or |2F_1| is elliptic. Then, |2F_1| is extremal with reducible fibers (II^∗), (I^∗_4), (III^∗, I_2), (III^∗, III), (I^∗_0, I^∗_0), (I^∗_2, III, III) or (I^∗_2, I_2, I_2).

In particular, MW(|2F_1|) ∼= (Z/2Z)^a with a ≤ 2.

Proof. Since MW(|2F_1|) preserves the numerical classes of F_0 and F_1, it acts on Num(X) ∼= U ⊕ E_8 through the finite group O(E_8). Since the kernel of Aut(X) → O(Num(X)) is finite by [7, Proposition 2.1], we conclude that MW(|2F_1|) is finite, that is, |2F_1| is extremal.

Let G_1 ∈ |2F_1| be a reducible fiber. Since F_0.F_1 = 1, there exist either at most two simple components of G_1 or one double component of G_1 that meets F_0. Since MW(|2F_1|) preserves the numerical classes of F_0 and F_1, the set of such components is preserved by MW(|2F_1|).

If G_1 is simple or multiplicative, we understand the action of MW(|2F_1|) on G_1 by Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4, and Tables 1 and 2. Combining this with the previous paragraph, we see that either a simple component of G_1 has a MW(|2F_1|)-orbit of length ≤ 2, or a double component of G_1 has a trivial MW(|2F_1|)-orbit. In particular, G_1 must be of type II^∗, III^∗, I^∗_4, I^∗_2, I^∗_0, III, or I_2. In order to see this, assume for instance that G_1 is simple of type I^∗_n. The orbit of a simple component of G_1 has length ≤ 2 if and only if n = 4, and a double component has a trivial orbit if and only if n is even (the fixed component is the central one). The other cases are analogous.

By Table 1, the previous discussion already gives the desired claim if |2F_1| is elliptic. Thus assume that |2F_1| is quasi-elliptic; in particular, p = 2 and the halffiber F_1 is additive. There is a subgroup H ⊆ MW(|2F_1|) of index at most 2 (resp. at most 1 if X is not classical) and which preserves the half-fiber F_0. Let E_1 be the component of F_1 meeting F_0. Since H fixes F_0 ∩ E_1 and any singular point of F_1 on E_1 and these points are distinct by [7, Lemma 3.5], it fixes E_1 pointwise. Here, we use again the fact that involutions of P^1 and the cuspidal cubic have only one fixed point in characteristic 2. Thus, H fixes the base of |2F_0| and acts with a fixed point on a general fiber of |2F_0|, hence, as |2F_0| is elliptic, H contains at most one non-trivial involution (cf. Lemma 2.6). Thus, MW(|2F_1|) ∼= (Z/2Z)^a with a ≤ 2 (resp. a ≤ 1 if X is not classical) and the claim follows by Table 2. □

Corollary 4.2. In the setting of Proposition 4.1, assume that |2F_0| is not extremal. Then, |2F_1| is extremal with reducible fibers

(I^∗_4), (III^∗, III), (III^∗, I_2), (I^∗_2, III, III) or (I^∗_2, I_2, I_2).

Moreover, |2F_1| admits a simple reducible fiber G_1 such that F_0 meets two distinct simple components of G_1.

Proof. It suffices to prove the last statement. Indeed, a fiber of type II^∗ has only one simple component and we know from the proof of Proposition 4.1 that a simple fiber of type I^∗_0 can only appear if its central component meets F_0.

To prove the last statement, it suffices to note that if F_0 meets only one component of every fiber of |2F_1|, then the lattice spanned by fiber components of |2F_1| that are orthogonal to F_0 has rank 8, hence |2F_0| is extremal. Thus, there must be a fiber of |2F_1| which has two distinct components meeting F_0, and this fiber is necessarily simple and reducible. □

Recall that by Proposition 2.8, any Enriques surface of zero entropy with infinite automorphism group admits a unique non-extremal genus 1 fibration (necessarily elliptic), which we always denote by |2F_0|. Being preserved by the whole Aut(X), the fibration |2F_0| is preserved by MW(|2F |) for every fibration |2F | on X.

Lemma 4.3. Let X be an Enriques surface of zero entropy with infinite automorphism group. Let |2F_0| be the unique non-extremal fibration and let F_1 be a halffiber with F_0.F_1 = 1. Assume that X is not of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1. Then, |2F_1| is extremal with reducible fibers

(I^∗_4), (III^∗, III) or (III^∗, I_2).

Proof. By Corollary 4.2, we have to show that if the reducible fibers of |2F_1| are of type (I^∗_2, III, III) or (I^∗_2, I_2, I_2), then X is of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1. Denote by G_1 ∈ |2F_1| the fiber of type I^∗_2.

Assume first that the fiber G_1 is simple. By the proof of Proposition 4.1, the union Γ of the components of G_1 orthogonal to F_0 is of type A_3 ∪ A_3. If Γ is contained in a single fiber G_0 ∈ |2F_0|, then G_1 must be simple of type I_8, since the central component of G_1 is a bisection of |2F_0|, so the adjacent components must be simple in G_0. If instead there are two fibers G_0, G^′_0 ∈ |2F_0| containing Γ, then, one of them, say G_0, must be of type I_4, for otherwise |2F_0| would be extremal. We get three possible diagrams (the last two according to whether G_0 is double or simple):

R_1R^2R

In the first (resp. third) diagram, we find a half-fiber F_2 of type I_6 (resp. I_4) such that F_0.F_2 = 1, contradicting Corollary 4.2. In the second diagram, the (−2)- curve R is a bisection of |2F_1|. Let G^′_1 and G^{′′}_1 be the other two reducible fibers in |2F_1|, with components R_3, R^′_3 and R_4, R^′_4 respectively. If G^′_1 (or G^{′′}_1 ) is double, then R meets one of its components with multiplicity 1, say R_3 (resp. R_4). If instead G^′_1 is simple, then, by Corollary 2.3, there is an element in MW(|2F_1|) exchanging its components, and therefore F_0.R_3 = F_0.R^′_3. In particular, R.R_3 = R.R^′_3 = 1. In both cases, we have that R.R_3 = R.R_4 = 1, obtaining the following diagram: R_3R^4

However, the simple fiber G_2 in bold of type I^∗_0 satisfies G_2.F_0 = 2, contradicting Corollary 4.2.

On the other hand, assume that G_1 ∈ |2F_1| is a double fiber, say G_1 = 2F_1. Then p = 2 and the fibration |2F_1| is quasi-elliptic by [15, §2A] or alternatively by Table 1, because the 2-torsion subgroup of an elliptic curve in characteristic 2 has order at most 2. Denote by R its curve of cusps. By the last paragraph of the proof of Proposition 4.1, |2F_0| has two half-fibers, hence X is classical. Thus, by Lemma 3.10, it suffices to prove that the second half-fiber F^′_1 of |2F_1| is reducible (and therefore of type III). If by contradiction F^′_1 is irreducible, then every g ∈ MW(|2F_1|) preserves its singular point and the smooth point F^′_1 ∩ R, so MW(|2F_1|) acts trivially on F^′_1. Since F^′_1 is a bisection of |2F_0|, the group MW(|2F_1|) fixes the base of the elliptic fibration |2F_0| pointwise, and it fixes the point(s) G_0 ∩ F_1 for a general G_0 ∈ |2F_0|, so |MW(|2F_1|)| ≤ 2 by Lemma 2.6, a contradiction. □

By Theorems 3.3, 3.7 and 3.13, every Enriques surface of type Ã_7, Ẽ_6 or D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 has zero entropy. Thus, to finish the proof of Theorem 1.1, it suffices by Proposition 2.8 to show that if an Enriques surface X admits a unique genus 1 fibration with infinite Mordell–Weil group, then X is of type Ã_7, Ẽ_6 or D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let X be an Enriques surface with a unique non-extremal fibration |2F_0|. In particular, |2F_0| is preserved by every automorphism of X. By [4, Theorem 3.2.1] or [5, Theorem 2.3.3], there exists a half-fiber F_1 with F_0.F_1 = 1.

By Lemma 4.3, we may assume that there is a reducible fiber G_1 ∈ |2F_1| of type I^∗_4 or III^∗. Let Γ be the union of the components of G_1 orthogonal to F_0, and let G_0 ∈ |2F_0| be the fiber containing Γ.

Assume first that G_1 is of type I^∗_4. By Corollary 4.2 and the proof of Proposition 4.1, G_1 is simple and Γ is of type A_7. Since |2F_0| is not extremal, G_0 is a (simple or double) fiber of type I_8, or a simple fiber of type III^∗, leading to the following three possible graphs.

In the first case, X is of type Ã_7. In the second case, any half-fiber F_2 of type I_4 in the graph satisfies F_0.F_2 = 1, contradicting Proposition 4.1. In the third case, any half-fiber F_2 of type I^∗_2 in the graph satisfies F_0.F_2 = 1, so X is of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 by Lemma 4.3.

Assume now that G_1 is of type III^∗. If G_1 is a double fiber, then Γ is of type E_7. Since |2F_0| is not extremal, we deduce that G_0 is of type III^∗. Since G_0 and G_1 share components, G_0 must be simple by [7, Lemma 3.5]. Thus, X contains (−2)- curves with the following dual graph:

As in the previous case, the half-fiber F_2 of type I^∗_2 satisfies F_0.F_2 = 1, so X is of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 by Lemma 4.3.

If instead G_1 is a simple fiber, then Γ is of type A_7 or E_6, by Corollary 2.3, Table 1 and Table 2. In the first case, G_0 is a (double or simple) fiber of type I_8, while in the second case, G_0 is a (double or simple) fiber of type IV^∗, or a simple fiber of type III^∗. We get the following possible dual graphs:

In the second and fourth graph, we find a half-fiber F_2 of type I_6 with F_0.F_2 = 1, contradicting again Proposition 4.1. As above, the last graph leads to Enriques surfaces of type D̃_6 ⊕ Ã_1 by Lemma 4.3. In the first and third case, the component of G_0 that is not contained in G_1 meets at least one component of the other reducible fiber of |2F_1| transversally by Corollary 4.2. Thus, in these cases, we obtain the graph of types Ã_7 and Ẽ_6), respectively. □

REFERENCES

[1] W. Barth and C. Peters. “Automorphisms of Enriques surfaces”. In: Invent.

Math. 73.3 (1983), pp. 383–411. DOI: 10.1007/BF01388435. [2] S. Brandhorst and G. Mezzedimi. “Borcherds lattices and K3 surfaces of zero entropy”. Preprint, arXiv:2211.09600 [v2]. 2023.

[3] S. Cantat. “Dynamique des automorphismes des surfaces K3”. French. In:

Acta Math. 187.1 (2001), pp. 1–57. DOI: 10.1007/BF02392831. [4] F. Cossec and I. Dolgachev. Enriques surfaces. I. Vol. 76. Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1989, pp. x+397. ISBN: 0-8176-3417-7. DOI: 10.1007/978-1-4612-3696-2.

[5] F. Cossec, I. Dolgachev, and C. Liedtke. “Enriques surfaces I”.

Unpublished, with an appendix by S. Kondō. Apr. 2024. URL: www.math.lsa.umich.edu/~idolga/EnriquesOne.pdf.

[6] I. Dolgachev and S. Kondō. “Enriques surfaces II”. Unpublished. Apr. 2024.

URL: www.math.lsa.umich.edu/~idolga/EnriquesTwo.pdf. [7] I. Dolgachev and G. Martin. “Numerically trivial automorphisms of Enriques surfaces in characteristic 2”. In: J. Math. Soc. Japan 71.4 (2019), pp. 1181–1200. DOI: 10.2969/jmsj/78867886.

[8] I. Dolgachev and G. Martin. “Automorphism groups of rational elliptic and quasi-elliptic surfaces in all characteristics”. In: Adv. Math. 400 (2022), Paper No. 108274, 46. DOI: 10.1016/j.aim.2022.108274.

[9] T. Ekedahl and N. I. Shepherd-Barron. “On exceptional Enriques surfaces”.

Preprint, arXiv:math/0405510 [v2]. 2021.

[10] H. Ito. “The Mordell-Weil groups of unirational quasi-elliptic surfaces in characteristic 2”. In: Tohoku Math. J. (2) 46.2 (1994), pp. 221–251. DOI: 10.2748/tmj/1178225759.

[11] T. Katsura, S. Kondō, and G. Martin. “Classification of Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism group in characteristic 2”. In: Algebr. Geom. 7.4 (2020), pp. 390–459. DOI: 10.14231/AG-2020-012.

[12] T. Katsura and M. Schütt. “Normal forms for quasi-elliptic Enriques surfaces and applications”. In: Epijournal Geom. Algebr. 8 (2024). DOI: 10.46298/epiga.2024.11410.

[13] S. Kondō. “Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism groups”. In: Japan.

J. Math. (N.S.) 12.2 (1986), pp. 191–282. DOI: 10.4099/math1924.12.191.

[14] W. E. Lang. “Extremal rational elliptic surfaces in characteristic p. I.

Beauville surfaces”. In: Math. Z. 207.3 (1991), pp. 429–437. DOI: 10.1007/BF02571400.

[15] W. E. Lang. “Extremal rational elliptic surfaces in characteristic p. II.

Surfaces with three or fewer singular fibres”. In: Ark. Mat. 32.2 (1994), pp. 423–448. DOI: 10.1007/BF02559579.

[16] W. E. Lang. “Configurations of singular fibres on rational elliptic surfaces in characteristic two”. In: Comm. Algebra 28.12 (2000). Special issue in honor of Robin Hartshorne, pp. 5813–5836. DOI: 10.1080/00927870008827190.

[17] Q. Liu, D. Lorenzini, and M. Raynaud. “Néron models, Lie algebras, and reduction of curves of genus one”. In: Invent. Math. 157.3 (2004), pp. 455–518. DOI: 10.1007/s00222-004-0342-y.

[18] G. Martin. “Enriques surfaces with finite automorphism group in positive characteristic”. In: Algebr. Geom. 6.5 (2019), pp. 592–649. DOI: 10.14231/ag-2019-027.

[19] R. Miranda and U. Persson. “On extremal rational elliptic surfaces”. In:

Math. Z. 193.4 (1986), pp. 537–558. DOI: 10.1007/BF01160474. [20] S. Mukai. “Enriques surfaces with small/large automorphism groups”. In:

Oberwolfach Rep. 9.2 (2012). Ed. by O. Debarre et al., pp. 1845–1893. DOI: 10.4171/OWR/2012/30.

[21] I. Naruki. “Configurations related to maximal rational elliptic surfaces”. In:

Complex analytic singularities. Vol. 8. Adv. Stud. Pure Math. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1987, pp. 315–347. DOI: 10.2969/aspm/00810315.

[22] V. V. Nikulin. “Factor groups of groups of automorphisms of hyperbolic forms with respect to subgroups generated by 2-reflections. Algebrogeometric applications”. In: J. Math. Sci. 22 (1983), pp. 1401–1475. DOI: 10.1007/BF01094757.

[23] V. V. Nikulin. “On a description of the automorphism groups of Enriques surfaces”. Russian. In: Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 277.6 (1984), pp. 1324–1327. URL: www.mathnet.ru/eng/dan9492.

[24] K. Oguiso and T. Shioda. “The Mordell-Weil lattice of a rational elliptic surface”. In: Comment. Math. Univ. St. Pauli 40 (Jan. 1991). URL: https://rikkyo.repo.nii.ac.jp/record/10006/files/AA00610867_40-01_08.pdf.

[25] J. G. Ratcliffe. Foundations of hyperbolic manifolds. Third. Vol. 149.

Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, Cham, 2019, pp. xii+800. DOI: 10.1007/978-3-030-31597-9.

[26] P. Salomonsson. “Equations for some very special Enriques surfaces in characteristic two”. Preprint, arXiv:math/0309210. 2003.

[27] M. Schütt and T. Shioda. Mordell-Weil lattices. Vol. 70. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics. Springer, Singapore, 2019, pp. xvi+431. DOI: 10.1007/978-981-32-9301-4.

[28] J. H. Silverman. The arithmetic of elliptic curves. 2nd edition. Vol. 106.

Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, Dordrecht, 2009, pp. xx+513. DOI: 10.1007/978-0-387-09494-6.

[29] J. Tate. “Algorithm for determining the type of a singular fiber in an elliptic pencil”. In: Modular functions of one variable IV (Proc. Internat. Summer School, Univ. Antwerp, Antwerp, 1972). Vol. 476. Lecture Notes in Math. Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 1975, pp. 33–52. DOI: 10.1007/BFb0097582.

[30] X. Yu. “K3 surface entropy and automorphism groups”. In: J. Algebraic Geom. (2024). DOI: 10.1090/jag/828.

MATHEMATISCHES INSTITUT, UNIVERSITÄT BONN, ENDENICHER ALLEE 60, 53115 BONN, GERMANY

Email address: gmartin@math.uni-bonn.de

MATHEMATISCHES INSTITUT, UNIVERSITÄT BONN, ENDENICHER ALLEE 60, 53115 BONN, GERMANY

Email address: mezzedim@math.uni-bonn.de

FACHBEREICH MATHEMATIK, UNIVERSITÄT STUTTGART, PFAFFENWALDRING 57, 70569 STUTTGART, GERMANY

Email address: davide.veniani@mathematik.uni-stuttgart.de