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Abstract. At the genesis of Galois theory at the end of the 19th century, enumerative geometers
were concerned with the solvability of various problems: for instance whether one can express lines
on a cubic surface in radicals in terms of the coefficients that define it. By work of Hermite and a
celebrated theorem of Harris, this is equivalent to determining whether the monodromy group of
a certain finite étale cover is solvable. This problem, as well as the related problem of computing
bitangents to plane quartics, are both unsolvable. When one restricts to the locus of G-symmetric
cubic surfaces, monodromy will drop and can become solvable. In this setting there are four flavors
of monodromy one can consider: the one from restricting the classical cover, the one over the GIT
quotient after modding out by projective transformations, and two related notions of “monodromy”
coming from the stacky cover of G-symmetric lines on G-symmetric cubic surfaces — unlike in
the non-symmetric setting these are all different. In this paper we characterize the relationships
between all four notions of monodromy in the general setting of quotient stacks, and use these
connections to compute all these monodromy groups for all 11 possible automorphism groups of
smooth cubic surfaces, as well as for all 12 possible automorphism groups for smooth planar quartics.
We demonstrate that, in the presence of any symmetry whatsoever, the problem of solving for lines
on cubic surfaces or bitangents to plane quartics is solvable.

1. Introduction

In Chapter III of Jordan’s Traité des substitutions, the first textbook account of Galois theory, he
investigates the “geometric applications” of Galois theory [Jor70]. The leap to this idea is not so
conceptually difficult—rather than considering the Galois group of one polynomial in one variable
(as in field theory), we investigate the Galois group of a system of polynomials in many variables.
When the system of equations arises in nature from geometry, the resulting Galois group is very
rich and can encode beautiful structure about the underlying geometry.

As early as the 1850’s, it was known that the Galois group of a geometric problem should be
related to the monodromy group of the associated covering space obtained by taking complex
points [Her51]. This relationship, that “Galois equals monodromy”, is now a celebrated theorem of
Harris [Har79] and has seen many applications in enumerative geometry (see [SY21] for a lovely
introduction to these ideas). In this paper we explore two related problems: solving for the 27
lines on smooth cubic surfaces (which has Galois group W (E6)), and solving for the 28 bitangents
to smooth planar quartic curves (which has Galois group W+(E7)). Both of these groups are
unsolvable, which implies there exists no formula in radicals for the general lines to a smooth cubic
surface in terms of the coefficients of its defining equation, and similarly for bitangents.

It is a theorem of the first named author that problems such as these admit an equivariant
analogue of Schubert’s conservation of number [Bra25] — for instance if G is the automorphism
group of a smooth cubic surface over the complex numbers, then any two G-symmetric cubic surfaces
admit the same G-symmetry on their 27 lines. It is natural then to ask: can we solve for the
lines on G-symmetric cubic surfaces in radicals? The first and third named author answered this
question in the affirmative in the case of G = S4, using techniques from Hodge theory and hyperbolic
geometry [BR25]. This computation was numerically certified by Duff and Lee in [DL26]. Using
entirely different techniques coming from the theory of fundamental groups of stacks [Noo04], the
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second-named author computed the Galois groups of lines on cubic surfaces for the groups G = C2,
S3, S3 × C2, and S4 [Lan26]. For G a subgroup of S5, Pichon-Pharabod and Telen numerically
certified the monodromy groups of lines on G-symmetric cubic surfaces by certifying the monodromy
action on homology in [PT25].

In this paper we introduce four related notions of monodromy that one could feasibly investigate
for equivariant enumerative geometry problems: these are parameter-level monodromy, geometric
monodromy, stacky monodromy, and marked stacky monodromy. The parameter-level monodromy
is the classical one which would be recognizable to Hermite or Jordan, the geometric one takes
place over the GIT quotient by projective symmetries, and the stacky ones are defined as in [Lan26].
While these all agree in the absence of symmetry, they become quite different once we restrict our
attention to G-symmetric objects — in Section 3, we characterize the relationships between these
different notions of monodromy. While the stacky monodromy group determines the others, in
practice it is often necessary to compute the parameter-level or geometric monodromy and deduce
the stacky monodromy from it. We compute all of these monodromy groups for the 11 possible
automorphism groups of smooth cubic surfaces and the 12 possible automorphism groups of smooth
planar quartics.

Theorem A (As Theorem 5.2). Let G be an automorphism group of a smooth cubic surface over
the complex numbers. Then the parameter-level, geometric, stacky, and marked stacky monodromy
groups of the 27 lines on G-symmetric cubic surfaces are as follows:

Type G Monpar
G (L) Monmark

G (L) Monstack
G (L) Mongeom

G (L)

1 C×3
3 ⋊ S4 0 0 C×3

3 ⋊ S4 0
2 S5 0 0 S5 0
3 H3(3)⋊ C4 C3 C3 H3(3)⋊ C4 0
4 H3(3)⋊ C2 C3 C3 W (L3) A4

5 S4 K4 K4 S4 ×K4 K4

6 D6 S3 × C2 S3 × C2 S2
3 × C2 S3

7 C8 C8 C8 C8 0
8 S3 S2

3 S2
3 S3

3 S2
3

9 C4 U2(F3) U2(F3) U2(F3) S4

10 C×2
2 C×2

2 × S4 C×2
2 × S4 (C×2

2 ⋊ C2)× S4 C2 × S4

11 C2 GO+
4 (3) GO+

4 (3) GO+
4 (3) = W (F4) PGO+

4 (3)

Theorem B (As Theorem 7.1). Let G be an automorphism group of a smooth planar quartic
curve over the complex numbers. Then the parameter-level, geometric, stacky, and marked stacky
monodromy groups of the 28 bitangents to G-symmetric planar quartics are as follows:1

Type G Monpar
G (B) Monmark

G (B) Monstack
G (B) Mongeom

G (B)

1 PSL2(7) 0 0 PSL2(7) 0
2 C×2

4 ⋊ S3 0 0 C×2
4 ⋊ S3 0

3 C4 ⊚A4 C4 C4 C4 ⊚A4 0
4 S4 C2 × C2 C2 × C2 S4 × C2 × C2 C2 × C2

5 P C4 ×K4 C4 ×K4 W (B4) S4

6 C9 C9 C9 C9 0
7 D8 D8 ×K4 D8 ×K4 [256,25876] C×4

2 ⋊ C2

8 C6 C3 × SL2(F3) C3 × SL2(F3) C3 × SL2(F3) A4

9 S3 S2
3 S2

3 S3
3 S2

3

10 K4 [256,51978] [256,51978] NW+(E7)
(K4) [384,20089]

11 C3 W (L3) W (L3) W (L3) ASL(2, 3)
12 C2 NW+(E7)

(C2) NW+(E7)
(C2) NW+(E7)

(C2) NW+(E7)
(C2)/C2

In problems such as these there is an expected answer that the parameter-level monodromy is the
centralizer of the group G in the ambient Galois group of the problem, and the stacky monodromy
is its normalizer. Interestingly this fails in a handful of cases in the above theorems.

With these computations and a bit more work we can conclude that:

1See Remark 7.2 for an explanation of the notation used here.
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Corollary 1.1 (See Section 8). Lines on symmetric cubic surfaces (with any symmetry) admit
formulas in radicals in terms of the coefficients defining the cubic surface. Similarly bitangents
to symmetric planar quartics (with any symmetry) admit formulas in radicals in terms of the
coefficients defining the quartic.

1.1. Overview. In Section 2 we recap the definitions of monodromy and Galois groups of covers
of varieties, before introducing stacky monodromy and some basic techniques used to compute
it. In Section 3 we define the four kinds of monodromy groups under consideration for a general
“equivariant enumerative problem” and discuss how they relate to one another. In Section 4 we
define the moduli space and stack of smooth degree d hypersurfaces in Pn, we show that the moduli
spaces of G-symmetric smooth cubic surfaces (resp. G-symmetric smooth planar quartics) are
irreducible, and we compute the group of projective symmetries which centralize and normalize
G in each case. In Section 5 we compute the monodromy groups of lines on G-symmetric cubic
surfaces. In Section 6 we reframe the classical correspondence between the 27 lines on a cubic
surface and the 28 bitangents to a plane quartic in the language of stacks, and investigate how
symmetry interplays with this correspondence. This is used in Section 7 to compute the monodromy
groups of bitangents to G-symmetric plane quartics. Finally we discuss solvability in radicals of the
rational Galois groups in Section 8.

1.2. Notation and conventions. We are always working over a field of characteristic zero, and
when we need it to be algebraically closed we will state this explicitly. All of our stacks will be
assumed to be algebraic.

Covers: A “covering space” or “cover” of algebraic stacks is in the sense of [Noo04], meaning a
representable finite étale morphism. A cover of schemes means a finite étale morphism of schemes.

Algebraic groups: Let P be an algebraic group over our base field k. We denote by P ◦ the
schematic connected component of the identity ([Stacks, Tag 0B7R]), and by π0(P ) = P/P ◦ the
quotient.

Notation: In this paper, f : V → U will generally denote a covering space of schemes, F : Y → X
will be a covering space of algebraic stacks, and F : Y → X the associated covering space of the
coarse moduli. We denote by πX : X → X the structure map to the coarse moduli space.

1.3. Acknowledgements. The first-named author would like to thank Kisun Lee for help with
certified tracking software in numerical algebraic geometry which was tremendously helpful in
catching errors in parameter-level monodromy groups in an early draft. TB was partially supported
by NSF Grant No. DMS-2303242. AL was partially supported by NSF Grant No. DMS-2401358.
SR was partially supported by NSF Grant No. DMS-2503485.
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+(E7) and are therefore accessible as finite groups, which have
been implemented in GAP [GAP26]. These are publicly available at the following url, where various
group theory assertions in the paper are verified:
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linked above, to sanity check computations done by hand in Theorem 4.9 and Theorem 4.11, and to
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2. Covers of stacks

2.1. Galois groups of schemes and monodromy. Attached to a suitable “cover” of schemes,
we can associate a Galois group. In this work we are always in characteristic zero, however we
remark that the general theory of Galois categories [GR71, V.4], [Stacks, Tag 0BQ6], holds in much
more generality. We refer the reader to [Sza09] for a lovely overview of these ideas, which we assert
mostly without proof.

Theorem 2.1. Let π : Y → X be a finite étale morphism of integral complex varieties. Then
the Galois group of the cover (in the sense of [GR71]) is isomorphic to the Galois group of the
normal closure of C(Y ) over C(X), which furthermore is isomorphic to the monodromy group of
the covering space Y (C) → X(C).

This can be extended to generically finite dominant morphisms by [Har79], however an extra
assumption is needed. We can only define monodromy for such a cover by restricting to an affine
open over which the cover is unbranched. In order to guarantee this is well-defined, we need to
require X to be normal, or to require both X and Y to be integral. We therefore have:

Theorem 2.2 ([Har79]). Let π : Y → X be a generically finite and dominant morphism between
integral complex varieties. Then the Galois group and monodromy group are isomorphic as
permutation groups of a generic fiber.

As a mild generalization, we do not need to require Y to be connected.

Definition 2.3. Let Y → X be a generically finite and dominant morphism, where X is integral

and normal. We define the normal core cover Ỹ → X to be the smallest cover of X which is Galois
and refines each of the irreducible components of Y .

We can see (either by the theory of Galois categories or by direct inspection), that even when Y
is disconnected, the Galois group of the normal core cover coincides with the monodromy group
of Y (C) → X(C). This is an essential observation needed to work with equivariant enumerative
geometry problems, since the covers under consideration are generally disconnected.

2.2. Stacky monodromy groups. Here we recap the key features of fundamental groups and
monodromy groups of covers of pointed stacks, as defined in [Lan26] following [Noo04]. Let us first
say what we mean by a stack being pointed.

Definition 2.4 ([Noo04, Definition 3.3]). A pointed algebraic stack is a pair (X , x), where X is an
algebraic stack and x : SpecK → X is a geometric point, i.e., K is an algebraically closed field. We
will often write simply x ∈ X , suppressing the corresponding morphism SpecK → X .

A morphism of pointed stacks (or pointed morphism) is a pair (f, ϕ) : (Y, y) → (X , x) where
f : Y → X is a morphism and ϕ : x→ f(y) is a natural transformation of functors. We will always
omit ϕ in the notation, as it will not play a direct role in the paper.
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The above definition is rather technical, but for practical purposes one can think of pointed
morphisms simply as morphisms which preserve base points.

Associated to every pointed connected algebraic stack (X , x) is a Galois category of finite étale

covers FÉt(X ,x). Mirroring the construction of the étale fundamental group, Noohi constructs the
fundamental group of the pointed stack (X , x) [Noo04], which is profinite.

We will denote the fundamental group of a pointed stack (X , x) by π1(X , x). Different choices of
base points in the same connected component yield isomorphic fundamental groups, thus we will
often suppress the notation of the base point, especially when X is connected.

Since an extensive treatment of the theory of fundamental groups is beyond the scope of the
paper, we limit ourselves to reminding the main feature of stacky fundamental groups compared to
schemes, before moving on to monodromy groups. As usual, we refer to [Noo04, Lan26] for details.

2.2.1. Stabilizers and hidden loops. We start by recalling the definition of the stabilizer of a geometric
point. Since we will need it in the future, we also introduce the inertia stack.

Definition 2.5. Let X be an algebraic stack. The inertia stack IX of X is the fiber product

IX X

X X × X

∆

∆

where ∆: X → X ×X is the diagonal morphism.
Given a scheme S and a morphism s : S → X , equivalently an object s ∈ X (S), the stabilizer or

automorphism group space of X at s is the fiber product

AutX (s) S

X X × X .

(s,s)

∆

When the object is a geometric point x : SpecK → X , so with K an algebraically closed field, we
often drop the subscript X , and denote by Aut(x) the group of K-points of AutX (x).

Remark 2.6. Note that AutX (s)
∼= IX ×X ,s S. In particular, IX → X is the ‘universal’ stabilizer

group space of X , and the fiber over a point x ∈ X is its stabilizer.

Let (X , x) be a pointed algebraic stack. The key feature of Noohi’s theory of stacky fundamental
groups is that every element g ∈ Aut(x) should be considered as an infinitesimal loop centered at x,
also called hidden loops in the terminology of [Noo04]. More precisely, Noohi constructs a functorial
natural homomorphism

ωx : Aut(x) → π1(X , x).
Moreover, if g lies in the connected component Aut(x)◦ of Aut(x), by definition g can be continuously
deformed into the identity, thus the infinitesimal loop is homotopically trivial. This shows that ωx
further factors as a homomorphism

ωx : Aut(x)/Aut(x)
◦ → π1(X , x);

see [Noo04, §3] for the rigorous construction and [Noo04, Corollary 5.4] for the characterization of
when ωx is injective. For any other choice of geometric base point y ∈ X in the same connected

component as x, there is an isomorphism αx,y : π1(X , y)
∼=−→ π1(X , x) unique up to conjugation; in

particular, we can compose ωy with αx,y to obtain maps Aut(y)/Aut(y)◦ → π1(X , x). This provides
a huge source of interesting loops that would be otherwise hard to construct.
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Example 2.7 ([Noo04, Example 4.2]). Let G be a finite group, and let BG = [Spec C/G] be
the corresponding classifying stack, together with the natural geometric point x : SpecC → BG.

Then, G ∼= Aut(x)
ωx−→ π1(BG, x) is an isomorphism, and the fundamental group is generated by

infinitesimal loops only. Note that x : SpecC → BG also defines the universal cover of BG, as it
is a G-torsor from a simply-connected scheme. This shows the necessity of including infinitesimal
loops when working with stacks.

2.2.2. Monodromy groups and Galois closures. We are ready to introduce monodromy groups.

Definition 2.8 ([Noo04, p. 71]). Let f : Y → X be a morphism of algebraic stacks. We say that
f is a covering map if f is representable, finite, and étale. It is a connected covering map (resp.
irreducible covering map) if Y is further assumed to be connected (resp. irreducible).

Attached to a cover of stacks, we can define a monodromy group, as in [Lan26, §2]. Note that we
do not require the covering map to be connected; this generality is very important for our scope, as
the covers obtained by restricting to symmetric loci naturally split in several connected components.

Definition 2.9 ([Lan26, Definition 2.17]). Let f : Y → X be a covering map of a connected stack
X , with Y not necessarily connected. Let Y1, . . . ,Yr be the connected components, with induced
maps fi : Yi → X . Let x be a geometric point of X , and for every i fix a geometric point yi such
that fi(yi) = xi. We denote by Nfi the largest normal subgroup of π1(X , x) contained in the image
of fi∗ : π1(Yi, yi) → π1(X , x). Let Nf := ∩iNfi . We define the stacky monodromy group Mon(f) of
f to be

Mon(f) = π1(X , x)/Nf .

Remark 2.10. From general principles of Galois categories, for every morphism f : (Y, y) → (X , x)
pointed morphism of stacks, there is an induced pushforward f∗ : π1(Y, y) → π1(X , x) of fundamental
groups [Stacks, Tag 0BN5, Tag 0BND]. When f is a covering map, f∗ is injective [Stacks, Tag
0BN0].

Note that Definition 2.9 is well-posed and Mon(f) is a finite group. Indeed, the image of fi∗ is of
finite index in π1(X , x), hence so is Nfi . Moreover, the normality of Nfi implies that of Nf , which
is also of finite index as π1(X , x) is profinite.

As in Galois theory, it is technically easier to work with Galois covers, which we introduce now.

Definition 2.11. Let f : (Y, y) → (X , x) be a pointed connected covering map. We say that f is
Galois if for every (equivalently, any) choice of geometric point y ∈ Y, the image of the induced
map π1(Y, y) → π1(X , f(y)) is a normal subgroup of π1(X , f(y)).

Let f : Y → X be a covering map of a connected stack X , and Y = ∪Yi the decomposition in
connected components, with induced connected covering maps fi : Yi → X . The Galois closure of f

is the smallest Galois cover f̃ : Ỹ → X that factors through fi for all i’s.

Remark 2.12. A Galois cover f with monodromy group Mon(f) is the same as a connected Mon(f)-
torsor, see [Stacks, Tag 03SF, Tag 0BMQ]. In particular, the Galois closure always exists and is
the cover corresponding to the open subgroup Nf ≤ π1(X , x), with the notation of Definition 2.9.
When Y is connected, the construction is rather explicit, see [Lan26, Proposition 2.21]. When Y is

disconnected, let Ỹi the Galois cover of each of the Yi; then Ỹ can be taken to be any connected

component of Ỹ1 ×X . . .×X Ỹr. Note that all connected components are isomorphic to each other
as they are permuted by the component-wise action of

∏
iMon(fi). Moreover, it is clear that any

Galois cover of X that factors through all Yi factors through Ỹ, and we conclude by noticing that

Ỹ → X is a torsor under the subgroup H of
∏
iMon(fi) that fixes Ỹ. Note that H ∼= Mon(f).

As for fundamental groups, we omit basepoints when the base X is connected, since the monodromy
group does not depend on it when viewed as an abstract finite group.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03SF
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BMQ
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2.2.3. Basic properties of stacky monodromy. We recall a few useful results about monodromy
groups that we will use in the following. We start with a very well-known general fact of Galois
theory, whose proof is therefore omitted.

Lemma 2.13. Let f : X → Y and h : Y → Z be Galois covers. Then, there exists a short exact
sequence

1 → Mon(f) → Mon(h ◦ f) → Mon(h) → 1.

The following result summarizes the main invariance properties of monodromy groups under
pullback.

Proposition 2.14. Let f : Y → X be a covering map, with X irreducible, and g : W → X a
morphism from a connected stack. Form the pullback diagram

g∗Y Y

W X

g∗f f

g

Then,

(1) g∗f is a covering map and there is an inclusion Mon(g∗f) ↪→ Mon(f);
(2) if g and f are Galois covers, then the cokernel of the injective map Mon(g∗f) ↪→ Mon(f) is

isomorphic to a common quotient of Mon(g) and Mon(f);
(3) if g is an open immersion and all connected components of Y are irreducible, then Mon(g∗f) =

Mon(f);
(4) if g is a faithfully flat morphism with geometrically irreducible fibers, then W is irreducible

and Mon(g∗f) = Mon(f).

Proof. To prove point (1), eventually after taking a Galois closure of Y, we may assume f to be
a Galois cover. Then, g∗f is a Mon(f)-torsor, in particular all connected components of g∗Y are
permuted by Mon(f) and are thus isomorphic. Let Z be any of the connected components, and
H ≤ Mon(f) the stabilizer of it. Then, g∗f |Z : Z → W is Galois and

Mon(g∗f) = Mon(g∗f |Z) = H ≤ Mon(f).

Now, we prove point (2). The Galois covers f and g correspond to normal subgroups Nf and Ng

of π1(X ). Set N := Nf ∩Ng, and let ψ : D → X be the associated covering map. Note that this
cover is Galois as N is normal in π1(X ), and ψ factors through g and f , by definition of N . In

particular, ψ factors as D a−→ g∗Y b−→ X ; let A := im(a) ⊂ g∗Y be the connected component that
is the image of a. Then, A → X is a Galois cover that factors through both Y and W, hence the
associated subgroup NA ≤ π1(X ) is contained in Nf ∩Ng = N . On the other hand, the existence
of a implies the opposite containment, that is, NA = N , so D = A ⊂ g∗Y. We have proved that
Mon(g ◦ g∗f) = π1(X )/N . By Lemma 2.13, we have then an exact sequence

1 → Mon(g∗f) → π1(X )/N → π1(X )/Ng → 1.

Therefore,

Mon(g∗f) ∼= Ng/N = Ng/(Nf ∩Ng) ∼= NgNf/Nf .

This identifies the injection Mon(g∗f) ↪→ Mon(f) with the first two terms of the exact sequence

(2.1) 1 → Ng/(Ng ∩Nf ) → π1(X )/Nf → π1(X )/NgNf → 1.

The cokernel is then clearly a quotient of Mon(g) ∼= π1(X )/Ng and of Mon(f) = π1(X )/Nf , proving
point (2).

Finally, points (3) and (4) are [Lan26, Corollary 2.23] and [Lan26, Corollary 2.27], respectively. □
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Remark 2.15. The roles of f and g in the setting of Proposition 2.14(2) are completely symmetric,
hence the same statement holds for Mon(f∗g : g∗Y → Y). Moreover, the proof shows that the
quotients Mon(f)/Mon(g∗f) and Mon(g)/Mon(f∗g) coincide and are isomorphic to π1(X )/NgNf .
This can be geometrically interpreted as follows. Form the cover π : E → X corresponding to NgNf ,
which is Galois. This cover is dominated by both Y and W . The natural morphism W ×E Y → g∗Y
is both a closed and open immersion, as it is a morphism of finite étale covers with the target having
smaller degree. Its image is the stack A defined in the proof of Proposition 2.14(2). Therefore, the
sequence (2.1) can be rewritten as

1 → Mon(g∗f) → Mon(f) → Mon(π) → 1,

and similarly for Mon(f∗g).

Proposition 2.14(3) allows us to extend the definition of monodromy groups to ramified finite
covers of irreducible schemes.

Definition 2.16. Let f : Y → X be a representable, generically finite and generically étale cover
between stacks, where X and all irreducible components of Y are irreducible. Let U ⊂ X be any
non-empty open substack over which the restriction fU of f is a covering map. We define the
monodromy group of f as Mon(f) := Mon(fU ).

Example 2.17. It is extremely important that the connected components of Y are irreducible for
Proposition 2.14(3) to hold, even for schemes. As an example, let C be a rational curve with only
one node c ∈ C. Let π : P1 → C be the normalization map, and p, q ∈ P1 the (distinct) ramification
points. Let Y = P1 ∪p,q P1 be the union of two copies of P1 along the corresponding pairs of points.
Then, π induces a Galois double cover f : Y → C, whose restriction to C \ {c} ∼= P1 \ {p, q} is trivial.

Remark 2.18. If the base X is normal, then Y is always automatically normal, hence all connected
components are irreducible. In particular, every ramified finite cover of a connected normal stack
has a well-defined monodromy group.

Recall that the key computational feature of stacky monodromy is the ability to exhibit elements
of monodromy via symmetries of points in the base stack. Explicitly, for a geometric point x ∈ X ,
there is a natural group homomorphism

ωx : Aut(x) → π1(X , x).
This need not be injective in general, but the following lemma gives a useful criterion for when this
happens.

Lemma 2.19. Let f : Y → X be a covering map between connected locally-Noetherian algebraic
stacks, and let x ∈ X , y ∈ Y be geometric points with f(y) = x. If Y is an algebraic space (e.g. a
scheme) at y, then the composite

Aut(x) π1(X , x) Mon(f)
ωx

is injective.

Proof. This is already implicit in [Lan26], but we still provide a proof for completeness. Let
g : Gx → X be the residual gerbe of X at x ([Stacks, Tag 06MU]), which exists as X is locally-
Noetherian ([Stacks, Tag 0H22]), and let g∗Y → Gx be the covering map obtained by pullback. Note
that y defines a schematic point of g∗Y. By Proposition 2.14(1), it is enough to prove the result
for h : {y} → BGx, and after further base change, we may assume the existence of a trivialization
BGx ∼= BAut(x) of the residual gerbe. Then, Mon(h) ∼= Aut(x) (Example 2.7), and we are done. □

Thus when we can bound the monodromy above via geometric constraints (some of which has
been well-understood since the latter half of the 19th century), we can show that stacky monodromy
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attains this upper bound by lifting hidden loops arising from symmetries of given objects. A key
example is [Lan26, Propositions 2.33, 2.38].

Suppose that the algebraic stack X is a quotient stack X = [U/P ] for some scheme U over a
field k and a k-algebraic group P . We want to compare the monodromy of a cover over X with the
monodromy of the corresponding P -equivariant cover over U .

Remark 2.20. Note that π0(P ) is still a k-algebraic group as P ◦ is normal in P . Moreover, the
construction of P ◦ and π0(P ) commute with extension of fields, as P ◦ is geometrically irreducible
by [Stacks, Tag 0B7R].

Proposition 2.21. Let f : V → U be a covering map of schemes of finite type over a base field
k, and let P be a k-algebraic group acting on both X and Y so that f is P -equivariant. Let
F : Y = [V/P ] → [U/P ] = X be the induced covering map, and assume U to be connected. Then
we have a short exact sequence of groups

1 → Mon(f) → Mon(F) → Q→ 1,

where Q is some quotient of π0(P ). Moreover, if V is connected, then Q = π0(P ).

Proof. First, suppose that P is geometrically irreducible. Then, Proposition 2.14(4) implies that
Mon(f) = Mon(F), so Q = π0(P ) = 0. Note that these assumptions are satisfied by P ◦, hence
it is enough to compare Mon(f) with Mon([V/P ◦] → [U/P ◦]). Note that the induced map
[U/P ◦] → X = [U/P ◦] is a π0(P )-Galois cover, hence the result follows from Proposition 2.14(2).
When V is connected, then both the proof of Proposition 2.14(2) and Remark 2.15 imply that
Q = π0(V ). □

3. Four flavors of monodromy

Here we discuss the four types of monodromy which one can consider for an enumerative problem,
and demonstrate that while they classically agree for the problems under consideration in this
paper, they are quite different when one wishes to compute Galois groups of equivariant enumerative
problems. We provide a full comparison between the four types of monodromy, and show in many
cases that the stacky monodromy determines all of the others, improving the results in [Lan26, §3.4].

3.1. Marked, stacky, and geometric monodromy. We start by introducing the symmetric loci
of an algebraic stack with respect to a finite group, and define the setup we will work in.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a connected, separated, Deligne-Mumford stack which is smooth over an
algebraically closed field of characteristic zero, and let G be a finite group.

(1) Define XG to be the stack whose objects over a scheme S are pairs (x, ρ) where x ∈ X (S)
and ρ : GS ↪→ AutX (s) is a closed immersion over S.

(2) We let X=G ⊆ XG be the open substack where ρ is required to be an isomorphism.

In Definition 3.1, the stack XG is a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack with a representable, finite,
unramified forgetful map

Φ: XG → X

sending (x, ρ) to x [Lan26, Proposition 3.6]. This motivates the following definition:

Definition 3.2. Under the assumptions of Definition 3.1, we define XG ⊂ X to be the image of Φ,
and let X=G ⊆ XG the open substack where Aut(x) ∼= G.

We further denote by πX : X → X the coarse moduli space of X , and by X=G ⊂ XG ⊂ X the
images of X=G and XG along πX , respectively.

Proposition 3.3. With the assumptions of Definition 3.1, we have that
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(1) The natural map

Φ=G : X=G → X=G

is an Aut(G)-torsor, and

πX |X=G : X=G → X=G

is a G-gerbe.
(2) X=G and X=G are smooth.
(3) When X=G is connected, all connected components of X=G are isomorphic, dominate X=G,

and are permuted by the action of Aut(G).
(4) The stabilizer of a point in X=G is isomorphic to the center Z(G) of G.

Proof. The first point is [Lan26, Proposition 3.15], and it easily implies all the second and third
point. Point (4) is [Lan26, Lemma 3.12]. □

Setup 3.4. Let X be a connected, separated, Deligne-Mumford stack which is smooth over a field
of characteristic zero. Let F : Y → X be a connected covering map in the sense of Definition 2.8,
with Galois group Γ, and denote by F : Y → X the induced ramified finite cover between coarse
moduli spaces. Let G be a finite group, and assume that X=G is connected.

We are ready to define the covers induced over the G-symmetric loci, and their respective
monodromy groups.

Definition 3.5. In Setup 3.4, we define Y=G := X=G ×X Y and Y=G := X=G ×X Y, thus fitting
into a cartesian diagram

(3.1)

Y=G Y=G Y

X=G X=G X

FG FG F

Φ=G

Similarly, we define Y =G := X=G ×X Y , which fits into a cartesian diagram of smooth stacks

(3.2)

Y =G Y

X=G X

FG F

Remark 3.6. Note that the definitions of Y=G and Y=G (Definition 3.5) differ from those of X=G

and X=G (Definitions 3.1, 3.2). We nevertheless retain this slight abuse of notation, since the
distinct roles of X and Y make the intended meaning clear, and we use this notation consistently
throughout. Note also that the vertical morphisms in diagrams (3.1) and (3.2) are Γ-torsors, and
they are usually disconnected except for F and F .

Definition 3.7. Let F : Y → X , and G be as in Setup 3.4. We define:

(1) the stacky monodromy of F relative to G to be

MonstackG (F) = Mon(Y=G FG

−−→ X=G)

(2) the marked stacky monodromy of F relative to G to be

Monmark
G (F) = Mon(Y=G

FG−−→ X=G);

If X=G happens to be disconnected, we define marked monodromy by restriction to a
connected component — note that this is well-defined, as it is independent on the component
chosen by Proposition 3.3(3);
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(3) the geometric monodromy of F relative to G to be

MongeomG (F) = Mon(Y =G FG

−−→ X=G).

Remark 3.8. We show that the assumption of X=G being connected is not restrictive at all. First
of all, one could of course define the monodromy and state the next results for each connected
component Z ⊂ X=G separately. We avoid this not only to simplify the notation, but because
we can always reduce to the case where Z is the only connected component of X=G. Indeed, if
X=G =

⊔
iZi is the decomposition in connected components with Z1 = Z, let W :=

⊔
i≥2Zi ⊂ X

be the closure, which does not intersect Z1. In particular, W is a proper closed substack of X ,
hence the restriction of the cover F : Y → X to X1 := X \W has the same monodromy group Γ by
Proposition 2.14(3), and Z is now the only connected component of X=G

1 .

3.1.1. Comparison: marked, stacky, and geometric monodromy. Now, we compare the three flavors
of monodromy defined so far, in Setup 3.4 under the following further assumption.

Assumption 3.9. With the notation of Setup 3.4, we suppose further that Y=G is an algebraic
space; equivalently, for all x ∈ X=G(k) the action of Aut(x) on the fiber of FG is faithful.

Under the above assumption, by Lemma 2.19 there is an inclusion G ↪→ MonstackG (F) ≤ Γ, by
choosing any base point x ∈ X=G. It turns out that the inclusion is canonical, i.e. it is independent
of the base point. We recall the upper bounds on MonstackG (F) and Monmark

G (F) which are proven
in [Lan26], and are often attained.

Theorem 3.10 ([Lan26, Corollary 3.27]). With the notation of Setup 3.4 and Assumption 3.9,
there are natural subgroup inclusions

G ≤ MonstackG (F) ≤ NΓ(G),(3.3)

Monmark
G (F) ≤ CΓ(G) ∩MonstackG (F) = CMonstackG (F)(G),(3.4)

and an isomorphism

(3.5) MongeomG (F) ∼= MonstackG (F)/G.

Trying to understand when the upper bound of (3.3) is an equality is the core difficulty of
computing symmetric monodromy groups. The following theorem relates stacky monodromy and
marked stacky monodromy, and shows that (3.4) is actually an equality.

Theorem 3.11. In Setup 3.4 and under Assumption 3.9, let Z be any connected (therefore
irreducible, since X=G is smooth) component of X=G, and let H ≤ Aut(G) be the stabilizer of Z.
Then:

(1) there exists a factorization

Y=G Z X=Gg Φ=G|Z

of FG with Φ=G|Z Galois.
(2) There is an isomorphism

Monmark
G (F) ∼= CΓ(G) ∩MonstackG (F) = CMonstackG (F)(G),

and a short exact sequence

(3.6) 1 → Monmark
G (F) → MonstackG (F) → H → 1.

In particular, H ∼= MonstackG (F)/CMonstackG (F)(G) under the natural inclusions

MonstackG (F)/CMonstackG (F)(G) NΓ(G)/CΓ(G) Aut(G).
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Proof. Note that Y=G is an algebraic space. We start by proving (1). For any algebraic stack S
and morphism α : S → X=G, a lift of α to β : S → X=G is equivalent to giving a trivialization
GS ∼= S ×X=G IX=G of the pullback of the inertia stack IX=G of X=G. Therefore, a factorization
as in point (1) is equivalent to a trivialization GY=G

∼= Y=G ×X=G IX=G . Note that we have an
isomorphism

Y=G ×X=G IX=G
∼= StabY=G

over Y=G, where StabY=G is the stabilizer group scheme of the Γ-action on Y=G, defined as the
fiber product

StabY=G Y=G

Γ× Y=G Y=G × Y=G

φ

∆

σ

where σ(g, y) = (y, g · y). We are left with showing that StabY=G
∼= G× Y=G, which follows from

Lemma 3.12 below. This proves point (1), as the induced map Y=G → X=G can be chosen to factor
through an irreducible component Z by irreducibility of X=G. Indeed, note that any automorphism
of G induces a different trivialization of StabY=G , and this is compatible with the Aut(G) action
on X=G. In particular, different choices of trivializations yield different choices of the irreducible
component Z, as one expects. Choosing the trivialization compatibly for all irreducible components
of Y=G shows that Y=G → X=G can be chosen to factor through Z. Moreover, the morphism g is
finite and étale as FG and Φ=G are, and the cover is Galois as FG is Galois.

Point (2) follows immediately. Indeed, the map Y=G g−→ Z ⊂ X=G induces a section Y=G → Y=G,
hence an isomorphism Y=G

∼= Y=G × Aut(G). It follows that Mon(FG) = Mon(g) over Z. In
particular, the exact sequence in (3.6) follows immediately by Lemma 2.13. Moreover, recall that

Mon(FG) ≤ CΓ(G) ∩MonstackG (F) = CMonstackG (F)(G),

by Theorem 3.10, hence it is enough to show the opposite containment. In turn, this is equivalent
to saying that g : Y=G → Z factors through the projection [Y=G/CΓG(G)]. On the other hand, the
action of CMonstackG (F)(G) on Y=G ×X=G IX=G is the one induced by Γ on Y=G and trivial on IX=G

(as Γ acts by conjugation there). It follows that the isomorphism Y=G × G ∼= Y=G ×X=G IX=G

induces an isomorphism

[Y=G/CMonstackG (F)(G)]×G ∼= [Y=G/CMonstackG (F)(G)]×X=G IX=G .

Since this is a trivialization of the pullback of the inertia of IX=G to [Y=G/CMonstackG (F)(G)], this

induces the required morphism [Y=G/CMonstackG (F)(G)] → Z ⊂ Y=G. □

The following simple lemma is used in the proof of Theorem 3.11(1). Not all assumptions are
necessary.

Lemma 3.12. Let Γ be a finite group acting on an irreducible, separated algebraic space Y that is
smooth over an algebraically closed field k, and suppose that all k-valued points of Y have stabilizer
group of the same cardinality c. Then, there exists a subgroup G ≤ Γ of cardinality c and an
isomorphism StabY

∼= G× Y over Y .

Proof. Note that φ : StabY → Y is surjective and finite of constant degree |G|. Moreover, StabY
splits as the disjoint union

⊔
γ∈Γ Y

γ×{γ}, where Y γ is the closed locus of points fixed by γ. Suppose

by contradiction that for all y ∈ Y (k) there exists some gy ∈ Γ for which y ∈ Y gy ̸= Y . Then, we
have a finite decomposition Y =

⋃
Y gy in proper closed subschemes, contradicting the irreducibility

of Y . It follows that there exists some y ∈ Y (k) for which Y Stab(y) = Y . Then, G := Stab(y) is
contained in the stabilizer of all points of Y , hence equal by cardinality. The result follows. □
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3.2. Parameter-level and geometric monodromy. Here we are interested in the setting where
X and Y are quotient stacks arising from schemes. We are interested in the following general setting:

Setup 3.13. Let f : V → U be generically finite dominant morphism of schemes over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero, where U is smooth. Let Γ denote the Galois group of f . Let P be
a (geometrically) connected algebraic group acting on V and U properly and with finite stabilizers,
and suppose that f is P -equivariant. Assume further that for any x ∈ U over which f is unramified,
the normalizer NP (StabP (x)) acts transitively on the set of connected components of the subvariety

U=StabP (x) ⊆ U consisting of those points whose stabilizer in P is exactly equal to that of x. We
denote by Y = [V/P ] and X = [X/P ], and by Y and X their coarse moduli spaces, and we denote
by F and F the induced maps

F : Y → X
F : Y → X.

We represent this data by the tuple Ψ = (f : V → U,P ), and note that all the other data can be
extracted from this.

Remark 3.14. Regarding Setup 3.13:

(1) Often in Setup 3.13 we think of U as a parameter space for objects and we think of P as a
group which identifies objects in U . In this paper we will always be working with a space
of hypersurfaces in projective space, and P will be the automorphism group PGLn of that
projective space (hence the notation P ).

(2) The assumptions on Setup 3.13 are not very restrictive, by Remark 3.8.
(3) For any point x ∈ U , we have that the stabilizer G = StabP (x) acts naturally on the fibers

f−1(x), and this action lands inside the monodromy group Γ.
(4) The assumptions are sufficient to identify X and Y with the GIT quotients U//P and Y//P .

In particular F is generically finite and dominant, and unramified over the points in X with
trivial stabilizer.

Definition 3.15. For Ψ as in Setup 3.13, and G = StabP (x) the stabilizer of any x ∈ U , we have
that the conditions in Setup 3.4 and Assumption 3.9 are satisfied. We can therefore define stacky,
geometric, and marked stacky monodromy for Ψ as

MonstackG (Ψ) := MonstackG (F)

MongeomG (Ψ) := MongeomG (F)

Monmark
G (Ψ) := Monmark

G (F).

We can define a fourth monodromy group in terms of Ψ, which we call parameter-level monodromy:

Definition 3.16. In Setup 3.13, let G = StabP (x) be the stabilizer of a point x ∈ U . Denote
by UG ⊆ U be the subscheme of points which are G-fixed, and let UG◦ ⊆ UG be the connected
component containing x. We define the G-parameter-level monodromy to be

MonparG (Ψ) := Mon(V |UG◦
f |

UG◦−−−−→ UG◦).

Proposition 3.17. In Setup 3.13, let G be the stabilizer of a point in U , and suppose further that
the closure of X=G in X coincides with XG. Then,

(1) the natural morphism of stacks

[UG/NP (G)] → XG,

is a normalization. In particular, if XG is normal then StabP (u) ≤ NP (G) for all u ∈ UG.
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(2) the natural morphism of schemes

UG//NP (G) → XG,

is a normalization.

Proof. Since we are working in characteristic zero in this paper, we have that G is linearly reductive,
and therefore UG is smooth. Thus the quotient stack [UG/NP (G)] is also smooth and in particular

normal. Moreover, X=G ∼= [U=(G)/P ] ∼= [U=G/NP (G)], and its closure in X is XG by assumption.
Therefore, [UG/NP (G)] → XG is a representable birational morphism from a normal stack. Therefore,
it coincides with the normalization. Moreover, if XG is normal then the normalization map is an
isomorphism, hence Stab(u) ∼= Aut(x) ≤ NP (G) for all u ∈ UG with image x ∈ XG.

The second claim for coarse moduli spaces is analogous. □

Corollary 3.18. In Setup 3.13, assuming that the closure of X=G is XG, we have an isomorphism

MongeomG (Ψ) ∼= Mon((V//P )|UG//NP (G) → UG//NP (G)).

Proof. Since the map UG//NP (G) → XG is a normalization, by Proposition 3.17 they are isomorphic
on a dense open subset, and therefore the monodromy groups agree. □

3.3. Comparing the four kinds of monodromy. The following observation is immediate:

Proposition 3.19. In Setup 3.13 if G = e is the trivial group, and the generic stabilizer of X is
trivial, then

Monpare (Ψ) ∼= Mongeome (Ψ) ∼= Monstacke (Ψ) ∼= Monmark
e (Ψ) ∼= Γ.

When G is non-trivial, these can all be different from one another. Recall that we have already
compared the marked, stacky, and geometric monodromy in Theorems 3.10 and 3.11. Therefore, we
are left with studying the parameter monodromy and compare it to the other types.

In order to compare parameter-level monodromy with marked stacky monodromy, we first show
that the projection morphism UG → XG factors through XG.
Lemma 3.20. The natural NP (G)-invariant map UG → XG factors as

UG
φ−→ XG → XG,

and φ is CP (G)-invariant. In particular, we get an induced morphism

φ : [UG/CP (G)] → XG.
Proof. For every scheme T , and object u ∈ UG(T ) mapping to x ∈ XG(T ), the equalities

Aut(x) ∼= Stab(u) = GT ⊂ PT

yield a canonical closed immersion ρ : GT ↪→ Aut(x), hence an object (x, ρ) ∈ XG(T ). Moreover,
CP (G) preserves the G-action, thus making φ invariant. □

Theorem 3.21. The restriction φ◦ : [U=G/CP (G)] → X=G of φ to X=G sits in a commutative
diagram

[X=G/CP (G)] X=G

X=G

φ◦

α β

where α is a NP (G)/CP (G)-torsor, and β is a Aut(G)-torsor. In particular, φ◦ is an open immersion.

Proof. The existence of the diagram and that α is a NP (G)/CP (G)-torsor follow immediately
from Lemma 3.20 and the isomorphism X=G ∼= [U=G/NP (G)]. Moreover, β is an Aut(G)-torsor
by Proposition 3.3. Note that there is a natural inclusion NP (G)/CP (G) ↪→ Aut(G), and φ◦ is
NP (G)/CP (G)-equivariant. By Galois theory, it follows that φ◦ is an open immersion. □
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This yields an immediate comparison between the monodromy of a cover over XG and that over
UG.

Corollary 3.22. In Setup 3.13, the following hold.

(1) There is an isomorphism

Mon([V =G/CP (G)] → [U=G/CP (G)]) ∼= Monmark
G (Ψ)

(2) Let U=G◦ be any connected component of U=G, and let H ≤ π0(CP (G)) be the stabilizer of
U=G◦ in the set of connected components of U=G. Then, there exists a quotient of Q over
H and an exact sequence

1 → MonparG (Ψ) → Monmark
G (Ψ) → Q→ 1.

(3) If CP (G) is connected, there is an isomorphism

MonparG (Ψ) ∼= Monmark
G (Ψ).

Proof. Recall that it makes sense to consider the monodromy over X=G even though X=G is not
necessarily connected, as all its connected components are permuted by the action of Aut(G), hence
isomorphic. A similar discussion holds for [U=G/CP (G)] and U

=G.
The first point follows from Theorem 3.21, as it says that [U=G/CP (G)] → X=G induces an

isomorphism between a pair of connected components.
For the second point, consider the factorization U=G → [U=G/C◦

P (G)] → [U=G/CP (G)], and note
that the first morphism induces an isomorphism between monodromy groups by Proposition 2.14(4).
The second morphism is a π0(CP (G)) = CP (G)/C

◦
P (G)-torsor, and [U=G◦/C◦

P (G)] is a connected
component of [U=G/C◦

P (G)]. Then, the result follows from Proposition 2.14(2).
Point (3) follows from the second point as H = 0. Alternatively, apply directly Proposition 2.14(4)

and the first point of this corollary. □

Corollary 3.23. In Setup 3.13, assume that X=G is irreducible, that G acts on the fibers of Y → X
faithfully (equivalently Y=G is an algebraic space). Then, there is an inclusion

MonparG (Ψ) ≤ CMonstackG (Ψ)(G).

Moreover, if CP (G) is (geometrically) connected, then the inclusion is an equality.

Proof. The inclusion follows from Corollary 3.22(2) and Theorem 3.11(2) (or Theorem 3.10 (3.4)).
When CP (G) is connected, the result follows from Corollary 3.22(3) and Theorem 3.11(2). □

Remark 3.24. The inclusion in Corollary 3.23 can also be proved via more classical methods,
as follows. As G fixes every point in UG, when we consider the covering space V |UG◦ → UG◦, we
can think about G as acting via the deck group. It then suffices to argue the deck group action
commutes with the monodromy action on the fiber. If γ ∈ π1(U

G◦, x), and y ∈ Vx, we let γy denote
the lift of γ from UG◦ to V which starts at y. Acting via g, we get that g · γy is a lift of γ which
starts at g · y. However by uniqueness of lifts, we necessarily have that g · γy = γg·y. Thus the deck
group and monodromy group actions on the fiber commute.

Proposition 3.25. In Setup 3.13, let (U=G)◦ be any connected component of U=G, and let
H ≤ π0NP (G) be its stabilizer in the set of connected components. Then we have a short exact
sequence of groups

1 → MonparG (Ψ) → MonstackG (Ψ) → Q→ 1,

and the cokernel Q is a quotient of H.

Proof. Recall that X=G = [U=G/NP (G)]. We can factor the quotient map U=G → X=G first through
the N◦

P (G)-torsor U
=G → [U=G/NP (G)], and then the π0NP (G)-torsor [U=G/NP (G)] → X=G.

Then, we can conclude as in the proof of Corollary 3.22(2), applying Proposition 2.14(4) to the first
torsor, and Proposition 2.14(2) to the second. □
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4. Moduli spaces of symmetric hypersurfaces

Recall that the parameter space of degree d hypersurfaces in Pn is given by P(
n+d
d )−1. Inside this

locus is a discriminant hypersurface ∆n,d ⊂ P(
n+d
d )−1 parametrizing singular hypersurfaces. We

make the following notational convention:

Notation 4.1. For n, d ≥ 1 we denote by Un,d := P(
n+d
d )−1 \ ∆n,d the (affine) space of smooth

degree d hypersurfaces in Pn. The convention in this paper is to let PGLn act on Un,d on the right:
a matrix M acts on a form f by M · f = f ◦M−1. Thus we denote by

Mn,d = [Un,d/PGLn+1]

the associated quotient stack, and Mn,d its coarse moduli space.

In this paper we will be primarily interested in U3,3, parametrizing smooth cubic surfaces, and
U2,4, parametrizing smooth planar quartics. Nevertheless some general facts are true of these
quotient stacks, which we record here:

Proposition 4.2 ([MM63]). Over a field of characteristic zero, we have that Mn,d is a smooth

and irreducible algebraic stack of dimension
(
n+d
d

)
− (n+ 1)2, and it is Deligne-Mumford for d ≥ 3.

The coarse moduli space Mn,d is isomorphic to the GIT quotient Un,d//PGLn+1. For d ≥ 3 in

characteristic zero, it is irreducible and quasi-projective of dimension
(
n+d
d

)
− (n+ 1)2. It is smooth

at points parametrizing hypersurfaces with trivial automorphism group.

We will be interested in studying symmetric hypersurfaces, i.e. those that are fixed under some
finite group of projective symmetries G ≤ PGLn+1. We define the isotropy group of projective
symmetries as follows:

Notation 4.3. For X ∈ Un,d, we denote by

PGLn+1,X = {g ∈ PGLn+1 | gX = X}.

Remark 4.4. For d ≥ 3, and for all (n, d) except (n, d) = (2, 3) (plane cubics) and (n, d) = (3, 4)
(quartic surfaces), we have that PGLn+1,X is equal to the automorphism group of the variety Aut(X)
[MM63].

To that end, we make the following definitions:

Notation 4.5. Let G ≤ PGLn+1 be a finite subgroup. Then we denote by

UGn,d = {X ∈ Un,d | G ≤ PGLn+1,X}
U=G
n,d = {X ∈ Un,d | G = PGLn+1,X}

In words, UGn,d is the space of hypersurfaces fixed by G, and U=G
n,d is the space of hypersurfaces fixed

by G and nothing more.

We may also want to consider hypersurfaces which are G-fixed after a change of coordinates.
That is, they may not be fixed literally by G, but by some conjugate copy of G in PGLn+1. To that
end we define the notation

U
(G)
n,d = {X ∈ Un,d | gGg−1 ≤ PGLn+1,X for some g ∈ PGLn+1}

U
=(G)
n,d = {X ∈ Un,d | gGg−1 = PGLn+1,X for some g ∈ PGLn+1}.

It is clear that

U
(G)
n,d =

⋃
g∈PGLn+1

gUGn,d.
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Since G is linearly reductive (by assumption, we are in characteristic zero), we have that UGn,d is
smooth, however note that it can fail to be irreducible. This is because the G-fixed locus may not
be a single projective space, but a union of projective spaces coming from different 1-dimensional
characters of the group.

Example 4.6. Consider the space of cubic surfaces which are fixed by the cyclic group of order two
acting via [x : y : z : w] 7→ [x : y : −z : −w]. We have two character eigenspaces, both containing

smooth cubic surfaces. Thus for this cyclic group of order two, we have that UC2
3,3 is not irreducible.2

Remark 4.7. While the specific UGn,d under consideration in this paper are in fact irreducible

(this requires proof), when we start to take orbits of them under PGLn+1, we will see overlapping

irreducible components. In particular this tells us that the U
(G)
n,d varieties are not, in general, normal.

4.1. The moduli spaces of symmetric cubic surfaces. We now explore the spaces UG3,3 as G
ranges over the possible automorphism groups of smooth cubic surfaces over the complex numbers.
Recall the following classification, which can be found for instance in [Dol12]3 (see also [BLP23]).

Theorem 4.8. ForX ∈ U3,3, there are exactly 11 possible nontrivial values for Aut(X) = PGL4(C)X ,
up to conjugacy in PGL4(C). These groups, laid out in a poset corresponding to subconjugacy in
W (E6) or PGL4

4, and decorated with their “Type,” is as follows:

II |S5 I |C×3
3 ⋊ S4 III |H3(3)⋊ C4 VII |C8

V |S4 VI |S3 × C2 IV |H3(3)⋊ C2 IX |C4

X |C×2
2 VIII |S3

XI |C2

Theorem 4.9. For each group G which appears in Theorem 4.8, we have that UG3,3 and U
(G)
3,3 are

closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3. Their dimensions, together with the normalizer of G in PGL4

is listed in the following table:

2This is not an issue for us because this C2 is not itself the automorphism group of a cubic surface. When a cubic
surface admits an involution of this form, it is necessarily of Type X, and is therefore fixed under the involution
w 7→ −w as well. Under this C2 × C2 action, we only see one character eigenspace with smooth cubic forms in it, as
we compute in Proposition A.2.

3There are errata in the table there that have been corrected in the forthcoming second edition of Dolgachev’s
Classical Algebraic Geometry.

4These two notions can be verified to agree since we are working over a closed field of characteristic zero.
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type G dimUG
3,3 dimU

(G)
3,3 NPGL4(G) CPGL4(G) ref

I C×3
3 ⋊ S4 0 15 C×3

3 ⋊ S4 0 A.11
II S5 0 15 S5 0 A.10
III H3(3)⋊ C4 1 15 A.2 C× A.9
IV H3(3)⋊ C2 2 16 A.1 C× A.8
V S4 2 16 S4 × C× C× A.7
VI S3 × C2 3 16 S3 × (C×)2 (C×)2 A.6
VII C8 3 15 (C×)3 (C×)3 A.5
VIII S3 6 17 S3 ×GL2(C) GL2(C) A.4
IX C4 6 16 GL2(C)× C× GL2(C)× C× A.3
X C×2

2 7 17 (GL2(C)× C×)⋊ C2 GL2(C)× C× A.2
XI C2 12 18 GL3(C) GL3(C) A.1

Proof. Since cubic surfaces are anticanonically embedded, the action of G = Aut(X) on P3 is
projectivized from its action on H0(X,−KX), hence each G lifts to an isomorphic copy of itself
in GL4. We can use this to explicitly compute each of the varieties UG3,3, which we include in

Appendix A. Since each G is linearly reductive and U3,3 is smooth, we have that UG3,3 is smooth as
well. □

4.2. The moduli spaces of symmetric planar quartics. Recall that a planar quartic curve is
cut out by a homogeneous degree four form in three variables – the moduli space of such forms is
PH0(P2,O(4)) ∼= P14. We again have a classification for the kinds of symmetries which can appear.

Theorem 4.10. For X ∈ U2,4, there are exactly 12 possible nontrivial values for Aut(X) =
PGL3(C)X , up to conjugacy in PGL3(C) (or W+(E7)). These groups laid out according to
subconjugacy are:

I |PSL2(7) II |C×2
4 ⋊ S3 III |C4 ⊚A4 VI |C9

IV |S4 V |P VIII |C6

IX |S3 VII |D8

X |K4 XI |C3

XII |C2

For each of the 12 possible automorphism groups of smooth planar quartics, we compute the
dimensions of their moduli, and we compute their normalizers in PGL3.

Theorem 4.11. Let G be one of the 12 possible automorphism groups for smooth quartic curves over

C (see [Dol12, 6.5.2] or [BB26, 2.4]). Then UG2,4 and U
(G)
2,4 are smooth closed irreducible subvarieties

of V , and their dimensions and normalizers are given as follows:
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type G dimUG
2,4 dimU

(G)
2,4 NPGL3(G) CPGL3(G) ref

I PSL2(7) 0 8 PSL2(7) 0 B.12
II C×2

4 ⋊ S3 0 8 C×2
4 ⋊ S3 0 B.11

III C4 ⊚A4 1 8 Eqn. (B.5) C× B.10
IV S4 1 9 S4 0 B.9
V P 2 9 Eqn. (B.5) C× B.8
VI C9 2 8 (C×)2 (C×)2 B.7
VII D8 3 10 Eqn. (B.4) C× B.6
VIII C6 3 9 (C×)2 (C×)2 B.5
IX S3 3 10 S3 × C× C× B.4
X K4 5 11 (C×)2 ⋊ S3 (C×)2 B.3
XI C3 6 10 GL2 GL2 B.2
XII C2 8 12 GL2 GL2 B.1

Proof. This is directly analogous to Theorem 4.9. The explicit computations of the UG2,4 varieties
can be found in Appendix B. □

5. Galois groups of lines on symmetric cubic surfaces

Given G some automorphism group of smooth cubic surfaces, we can ask what the parameter-level,
stacky, and geometric monodromy groups are. For Type V, the geometric and parameter-level
mondoromy groups were computed in [BR25]. The geometric and stacky monodromy groups for
Types V, VI, VIII, and XI were computed in [Lan26]. The parameter-level monodromy for Types
II, V, VI, VIII, X, XI were computed in [PT25]. Here we complete all the remaining cases.

Notation 5.1. Consider the incidence variety of lines on cubic surfaces

Lines3,3 = {(X, ℓ) ∈ U3,3 ×G(1, 3) | ℓ ⊆ X}.

This is finite and étale over U3,3, and is PGL4-equivariant. We denote by

L = (Lines3,3 → U3,3,PGL4)

the problem of lines on cubic surfaces, and we remark that it satisfies all the conditions in Setup 3.13.

Theorem 5.2. Let G be an automorphism group of a smooth complex cubic surface. Then
the parameter-level, marked, stacky, and geometric monodromy groups of solving for lines on
G-symmetric cubic surfaces are as follows:

Type G Monpar
G (L) Monmark

G (L) Monstack
G (L) Mongeom

G (L)

1 C×3
3 ⋊ S4 0 0 C×3

3 ⋊ S4 0
2 S5 0 0 S5 0
3 H3(3)⋊ C4 C3 C3 H3(3)⋊ C4 0
4 H3(3)⋊ C2 C3 C3 W (L3) A4

5 S4 K4 K4 S4 ×K4 K4

6 D6 S3 × C2 S3 × C2 S2
3 × C2 S3

7 C8 C8 C8 C8 0
8 S3 S2

3 S2
3 S3

3 S2
3

9 C4 U2(F3) U2(F3) U2(F3) S4

10 C×2
2 C×2

2 × S4 C×2
2 × S4 (C×2

2 ⋊ C2)× S4 C2 × S4

11 C2 GO+
4 (3) GO+

4 (3) GO+
4 (3) = W (F4) PGO+

4 (3)

We compute these groups row-by-row. The first few are rather boring, but we will see that the
computations get more interesting and much more geometrically rich as we move down the subgroup
poset.
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5.1. Type I. The Type I cubic surface is the Fermat, which is unique (up to projective change of
coordinates). Hence there is no parameter-level monodromy to investigate. Similarly, the geometric
monodromy is trivial, since the Fermat yields just a single point in the coarse moduli space. By
Theorem 3.10(3.3), the stacky monodromy is just equal to the group itself. The marked monodromy
group is also trivial, for instance because the center of the automorphism group C×3

3 ⋊ S4 is trivial.

5.2. Type II. The Type II cubic surface is also unique, given by the Clebsch. Thus the marked,
parameter and geometric monodromy vanish as in Type I, and the stacky monodromy is the group
itself.

5.3. Type III. Unlike the Type I and II cubic surfaces, once we fix a projective representation for
the Type III automorphism group, we do not obtain a uniquely determined cubic surface, instead we
get a 1-dimensional family. These are all projectively equivalent, hence in the coarse moduli space
there is a unique point corresponding to the Type III cubic surface, and we see that the geometric
monodromy vanishes and the stacky monodromy is equal to the Type III group, as in the previous
two cases. By Corollary 3.23, the parameter-level monodromy is the center Z(H3(3)⋊ C4) ∼= C3.
This can be witnessed geometrically by a small loop around a singular element in the 1-dimensional

family U
H3(3)⋊C4

2,4 and can be verified computationally if desired.

5.4. Type IV. Recall that Type IV cubic surfaces have automorphism group H3(3)⋊ C2.

Theorem 5.3. Letting W (L3) denote the Shephard-Todd group of the Dynkin diagram of type L3,
we have

MonstackH3(3)⋊C2
(L) ∼=W (L3)

MongeomH3(3)⋊C2
(L) ∼= A4

Monmark
H3(3)⋊C2

(L) ∼= MonparH3(3)⋊C2
(L) ∼= CW (E6)(H3(3)⋊ C2) ∼= C3.

In particular the stacky and geometric monodromy are the unique index two subgroups of the
expected monodromy.

We prove this by exploring the geometry of Type IV cubic surfaces – they are intimately related
to the geometry of elliptic curves. Recall by [Dol12, Table 9.6], Type IV complex cubic surfaces are
all projectively isomorphic to one with equation

(5.1) S(a) = V (x3 + y3 + z3 + w3 − 3axyz)

for some parameter a ∈ C. In particular, they form a 1-dimensional family. The singular members
correspond to a parameter a such that a3 = 1 or at infinity.

Every Type IV cubic surface has exactly 9 Eckardt points, which are all coplanar. In the equation

(5.1), the Eckardt points lie on the plane w = 0, and are of the form [1 : 0 : −ζj3 : 0], [1 : −ζj3 : 0 : 0],

and [0 : 1 : −ζj3 : 0], for j ∈ {0, 1, 2}.
Restricting our attention to the plane w = 0, the cubic surface intersects at a cubic curve, which

is immediately seen to be in Hesse form:

E(a) = V (x3 + y3 + z3 − 3axyz).

The 9 Eckardt points become the 9 flexes of the cubic. We will see this defines a morphism of stacks.

Definition 5.4. Let E = [(P9 \∆sing)/PGL3] be the moduli stack of embedded smooth plane cubic
curves.

Remark 5.5. Recall that the moduli space of E is A1, via the j-invariant. Explicitly, every plane
cubic can be put in Hesse form

(5.2) E(a) := V(x3 + y3 + z3 − 3axyz),
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which is smooth away from a3 = 1, and has j-invariant of the form

j(E(a)) =
27a3(a3 + 8)3

(a3 − 1)3
.

The pencil parametrizes elliptic curves with full level-3 structure, that is Y (3) = A1 \V(a3 − 1). In
particular, E ∼= [(A1 \V(a3 − 1))/ASL2(F3)], see for instance [Har79, Proposition, page 694]. Recall
that the Hesse group ASL2(F3) is of order 216 = 18 · 12, and it is a non-split extension

1 ((C3 × C3)⋊ C2) ASL2(F3) A4 1

It is non-split because ASL2(F3) does not contain any subgroup isomorphic to A4. The normal
subgroup (C3 ×C3)⋊C2 is the automorphism group of a generic plane cubic, hence it acts trivially
on A1, while the action of A4 is generated by the two automorphisms

a 7→ ζ3a, a 7→ a+ 2

a− 1
.

See for instance [BM17, §2] or other standard texts on elliptic curves.

Intersecting with the hyperplane containing the 9 Eckardt points then gives a well-defined
morphism of stacks

MH3(3)⋊C2

3,3 → E .

We now want to compute the automorphism group of the cubic surfaces in this moduli space with
the automorphism groups of the resulting cubic curves. Generically, the automorphism group
(C3 × C3) ⋊ C2 of a smooth planar cubic is the quotient of H3(3)⋊ C2 by C3, where C3 acts via
w 7→ ζ3w. Non-generically, the automorphism group of the planar curve grows if and only if j = 0
or j = 1728.

Proposition 5.6. Let S(a) be as above. Then

(1) j(ES(a)) = 0 if and only if S(a) is projectively equivalent to the Fermat cubic surface
(2) j(ES(a)) = 1728 if and only if S(a) is projectively equivalent to a Type III cubic surface.

Proof. If j(E(a)) = 0, then either a = 0 in which case we obtain the Fermat cubic surface, or
a3 + 8 = 0. In this latter case, we obtain a cubic surface defined by the equation

x3 + y3 + z3 + w3 + 6ζℓ3xyz

for ℓ = 0, 1, 2. Such a cubic surface is projectively equivalent to the Fermat as well,5 via the change
of coordinates

x = X + Y + Z

y = X + ζ3Y + ζ23Z

z = X + ζ23Y + ζ3Z.

If j(E(a)) = 1728, then a is a solution to the equation

27a3(a3 + 8)3 − 1728(a3 − 1)3 = 27(a6 − 20a3 − 8)2.

Thus we obtain a degree six equation whose solutions yield Type III cubic surfaces, as remarked in
[Dol12, 9.5.8]. □

Let E◦ = j−1(A1 \ {0, 1728}). Then we obtain the following result; we refer to [EHKV01, §3]
and [Gir71] for the definition of properties of (banded) gerbes.

5There is a typo in [Dol12] which says such surfaces are of Type II instead of Type I.
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Proposition 5.7. The natural map

Φ: M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 → E◦

is a banded C3-gerbe.

We are now in a position to complete the computation of MonstackH3(3)⋊C2
(L) and its non-stacky

companion.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Letting A1 be the moduli space of E , we can take W ⊂ A1 to be the
complement of j−1({0, 1728}) and V(a3 − 1). Recall that this is the space that gives Dolgachev’s
pencil restricted to Type IV cubic surface, which can also be thought of as Y (3). The above
discussion yields a commutative diagram

(5.3)

L̃=H3(3)⋊C2 W

M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 ×E◦ W W

M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 E◦

ψ
=

φ′ φ

Φ

where the square is cartesian by definition. The morphism ψ : L̃=H3(3)⋊C2 → M=H3(3)⋊C2 ×E◦ W
is obtained by the fact that by having all lines ordered we can also determine an ordered tuple
of Eckardt points. By [Har79, Proposition, page 694] or [Lan26, Proposition 2.35, Remark 2.36],
the morphism φ is a connected ASL2(F3)-Galois cover over C, and a connected AGL2(F3)-cover
over R. Since Φ is a gerbe by Proposition 5.7, also φ′ is a connected Galois cover under the
same group. Finally, the fact that over W all lines are defined over C( 3

√
a3 + 1) shows that

ψ is a finite étale morphisms of degree divisible by 3. Thus the stacky monodromy group of

L̃=H3(3)⋊C2 → M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 has order at least 648 over C, and order 1296 over R. As we already

know the bound Mon(L=H3(3)⋊C2/M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 ) ≤ NW (E6)(H3(3) ⋊ C2) = W (L3) ⋊ 2, which has
order 1296, this concludes. Geometric monodromy follows immediately, and also depends upon the
field over which we are working.

For the marked and parameter-level monodromy computation, we note that CPGL4(H3(3)⋊ C2)
is connected, hence we conclude by Theorem 3.11(2) and Corollary 3.22(3). □

Remark 5.8. Over the real numbers, the proof shows that the stacky and geometric monodromy
groups are the expected ones (the normalizer and the normalizer modulo the group, respectively).
This is really the same phenomenon appearing in [Har79, §II.2].

Remark 5.9. The C3-banded gerbe Φ studied in Proposition 5.7 is non-trivial, and this holds true
even after passing to Zariski-open subsets of E◦. Indeed, the Zariski-local triviality of the C3-gerbe
would imply that the exact sequence (for general parameter a)

1 → C3 → Aut(S(a)) ∼= H3(3)⋊ C2 → Aut(E(a)) ∼= (C3 × C3)⋊ C2 → 1

splits, which it does not. Since the C3-gerbe is banded (or by direct inspection) the extension above
is central, hence a splitting would induce an isomorphism H3(3)⋊C2

∼= C3 × (C3 ×C3)⋊C2, which
is false. In particular, the class in the Brauer group of E◦ that is associated to the C3-gerbe Φ is
non-trivial (and of degree 3); see also [Lan26, Remark 4.25].

5.5. Type V. These computations are in [BR25, Lan26]. The parameter-level monodromy is in
[BR25], and has been certified numerically in [DL26]. The marked monodromy follows as usual.
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5.6. Type VI. The automorphism group of Type VI surfaces is S3 × C2.

Proposition 5.10. The stacky and geometric monodromy groups for lines on S3 × C2-equivariant
cubic surfaces are

MonparS3×C2
(L) ∼= S3 × C2

MonstackS3×C2
(L) ∼= S2

3 × C2

MongeomS3×C2
(L) ∼= S3.

Proof. The stacky and geometric computations are [Lan26, Theorem 4.19]. Since CPGL4(S3) is
connected, the marked and parameter-level monodromy agree, and are equal to the centralizer of S3
in S2

3 × C2, which is S3 × C2. □

5.7. Type VII. In this setting, the automorphism group is C8. There is a unique C8-equivariant
cubic surface in the geometric moduli space, so the geometric monodromy is trivial. This tells us
that the stacky monodromy group is the group itself, C8. Finally, since CPGL4(C8) is connected
by Proposition A.5 and C8 is abelian, we have that the stacky and parameter-level monodromy
coincide.

5.8. Type VIII. In this setting, the automorphism group is S3. We have the following:

Proposition 5.11. The stacky and geometric monodromy for lines on S3-cubic surfaces are

MonstackS3
(L) ∼= S3

3

MongeomS3
(L) ∼= S2

3

Monmark
S3

(L) ∼= MonparS3
(F) ∼= S2

3 .

Proof. The stacky and geometric monodromy are computed in [Lan26, Theorem 4.13]. The marked
monodromy equals the parameter-level monodromy, which can be computed as the centralizer of S3
in the stacky monodromy since CPGL4(S3) is connected. □

5.9. Type IX. In this case the group is C4, and every smooth cubic surface S with Aut(S) = C4 is
isomorphic to one in the 1-dimensional family of cubic surfaces given by

(5.4) x3 + xy2 + ay3 + yz2 + zw2,

by [Dol12, Table 9.6]. We denote by Sa the corresponding cubic surface. There are two singularities
in this pencil, when a = ± 2i

3
√
3
. The resulting singular cubic surface has exactly one singular point[

∓ i√
3
: 1 : 0 : 0

]
,

where ∓ is respective to the sign on a. For a = 0, the corresponding surface S0 is smooth, but the
automorphism group grows to C8. Let

W = A1 \
{
± 2i

3
√
3

}
be the variety parametrizing the family Sa. Observe that, while each point is fixed by the action of
C4, there is an action of the Type VII group C8 via the diagonal matrix with entries [1,−1, ζ28 , ζ

3
8 ]

which sends Sa to S−a.

Notation 5.12 (Local notation). We will denote by X = [W/C8] the quotient stack of the family
W by the action of C8.

Proposition 5.13.

(1) There is no special value of a ∈ A1 for which the cubic surface in Equation (5.4) is a Type
III cubic surface.
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(2) There is a natural open immersion

X → MC4
3,3

exhibiting X as the open substack of cubic surfaces in MC4
3,3 whose automorphism group is

isomorphic to C4 or C8.

Proof. Observe MC4
3,3 is not smooth but it is irreducible. Since W is smooth, the natural map

W → MC4
3,3 factors through the normalization, inducing a map by Proposition 3.17:

W → [UC4
3,3/NPGL4(C4)]

a 7→ Sa.

This map is C4-equivariant and we can see it factors through the quotient by C8 since the generator
for C8 normalizes C4 in PGL4. Modding out by this action, it is clear we get an open immersion

X → [UC4/NPGL4(C4)].

To prove the statements in the proposition, we want to see that the Type III cubic surface is not in
the image of the morphism above. To see this, we regard the Type III cubic as a morphism of stacks

BC12 = BNH3(3)⋊C4
(C4) → [UC4/NPGL4(C4)].

In particular this cannot lie in the image of [W/C8] since C12 cannot be a subgroup of C8. □

Let f : L̃|X =: Y → X be the Galois cover of lines pulled back to X . Note that C8 = Aut(S0)
injects into the monodromy group of Mon(f) by Lemma 2.19. Let E → X be the maximal finite

étale cover which both f : L̃|X =: Y → X and W → X factor through (Remark 2.15). Let
Z := Y ×E W →W the Galois cover obtained by pullback, which by construction is a connected
component of the cover of lines over Dolgachev’s family. We get a commutative diagram

(5.5)

Z W

Y X

To compute Mon(Z → W ) ≤ Mon(Y → X ) we identify the field extension of C(a) obtained by
equation of lines on Sa.

Lemma 5.14. The field C(a) ⊂ K of definition of Eckardt lines on Dolgachev’s family W is the
splitting field of the polynomial p(t) = t3 + t− a. In particular, Mon(Z →W ) has S3 as a quotient.

Proof. We compute the equation of the three Eckardt lines, using the notation of equation (5.4).
First, note that the Eckardt involution is [1 : 1 : 1 : −1] and the Eckardt point is p = [0 : 0 : 0 : 1].
The Eckardt plane has equation z = 0, as its intersection with the cubic surface has equation

z = x3 + xy2 + ay3 = 0,

hence the three lines intersect at p. Write x3 + xy2 + ay3 = (x + α1y)(x + α2y)(x + α3y). By
equating the coefficients, we get that α1 + α2 = −α3, and α1α2 = 1 − α3(α1 + α2) = 1 + α2

3.
Moreover, a = α1α2α3 = α3 + α3

3. It follows that the field of definition of the Eckardt lines is
K := C(a)(α1, α2, α3). Note that the discriminant of the polynomial t3 + t− a = 0 is −4− 27a2,
which is not a square in C(a), hence Gal(K/C(a)) ∼= S3. □

Now, to compute the extension field of lines it is enough to compute the field of definition of the
non-Eckardt lines intersecting one chosen Eckardt line L. Let α be one between one of the −αi
appearing in the proof of Lemma 5.14, thus α3 + α+ a = 0. A tritangent plane containing the line
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z = x− αy = 0 has equation x = αy + cz, for a parameter c we want to determine. Substitute this
into our equation to get the product of z (corresponding to the line L) with the conic

w2 + c(3α2 + 1)y2 + (3αc2 + 1)yz + c3z2 = 0.

The condition for the conic to split into two lines is provided by the discriminant being zero:

(3α2 + 4)c4 − 6αc2 − 1 = 0.

Writing u = c2 and solving the above equation, we get 4 distinct solutions, corresponding to the 4
tritangent planes. The solutions are

±


√√√√3αi ± 2

√
3α2

i + 1

3α2
i + 4

 .

Now, let c be such a solution. Then, c(3α2 + 1)y2 + (3αc2 + 1)yz + c3z2 can be completed to a
square, which needs to be of the form

c(3α2 + 1)y2 + (3αc2 + 1)yz + c3z2 =
1

c3

(
3αc2 + 1

2
y + c3z

)2

.

The equation of the conic becomes the sum of w2 with the above expression, which splits if we
add

√
c. We have proved the following.

Lemma 5.15. The field extension C(a) ⊂ F induced by the cover of lines is

F = C(a)

 4

√√√√3αi ± 2
√

3α2
i + 1

3α2
i + 4

 .

In particular, the Galois group of the Galois cover Z →W is

Mon(Z →W ) ∼= U2(F3).

Moreover, its image along the inclusions Mon(Z → W ) ↪→ Mon(Y → X ) ↪→ W (E6) identifies
Mon(Z →W ) with the centralizer CW (E6)(C4) of C4 in W (E6).

Proof. The computation of the extension C(a) ⊂ F has been carried out above. The isomorphism
with U2(F3) follows from an explicit Galois computation. The last part follows either by checking
that C4 is in the center of Mon(Z →W ) or by analyzing the subgroups of the normalizer NW (E6)(C4)
of C4 in W (E6), which we know to contain Mon(Y → X ) (and hence Mon(Z →W )). □

We are ready to compute the C4-equivariant monodromy of the cover of lines.

Theorem 5.16. We have

MonstackC4
(L) ∼= CW (E6)(C4) ∼= U2(F3)

MongeomC4
(L) ∼= S4.

Proof. Since X is smooth and M=C4
3,3 is open and dense in X , by Proposition 2.14(3) we have that

MonstackC4
(L) ∼= Mon(Y → X ), where Y = L̃|X . By Lemma 5.15 and Proposition 2.14(1), we know

that CW (E6)(C4) ≤ Mon(Y → X ) as subgroups of W (E6), hence it is enough to show that the image
of π1(X ) →W (E6) commutes with C4 ≤W (E6). Diagram (5.5) yields a short exact sequence

1 → π1(W ) → π1(X ) → C8 → 1,

and the inclusion C8
∼= Aut(S0) ↪→ π1(X ) induces a section to the last map. In particular, π1(X )

is generated by π1(W ) and C8, and the canonical image of the generic automorphism group C4
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in π1(X ) is contained in C8 by construction. Since C8 is abelian, and by Lemma 5.15, the images
in W (E6) of both C8 and π1(W ) commute with C4. Therefore, the same holds for the image of
π1(X ) →W (E6), that is Mon(Y → X ) ≤ CW (E6)(C4), thus completing the proof. □

The marked and parameter-level monodromy follow as usual.

5.10. Type X. In this setting, we are considering cubic surfaces fixed by the Klein four-group
G := C2 × C2. We prove the following:

Theorem 5.17. The monodromy groups for lines on C2 × C2-symmetric cubic surfaces are

MonstackC2×C2
(L) ∼= ((C2 × C2)⋊ C2)× S4

MongeomC2×C2
(L) ∼= C2 × S4

Monmark
C2×C2

(L) ∼= MonparC2×C2
(L) ∼= C2 × C2 × S4.

As NW (E6)(C2 × C2) ∼= ((C2 × C2)⋊ C2)× S4, the inclusions from left to right always hold, so
we have to argue equality.

Recall that a cubic surface S of Type X has exactly two Eckardt points p1 and p2 that lie on a
line L ⊂ S. We denote by L1, M1 the other two lines on S passing through p1, and by L2, M2 the

lines on S passing through p2. In particular, the cover L̃=G → M=G splits as the union of three
covers:

(1) one of degree 1, thus an isomorphism, corresponding to L;
(2) one of degree 4, corresponding to the other 4 Eckardt lines;
(3) one of degree 22, corresponding to the remaining non-Eckardt lines.

Moreover, the action of C2 ×C2 on S is generated by the two Eckardt involutions σ1, σ2 centered
at p1 and p2 respectively, see [Dol12, §9.1.4] and [BLP23, §6.2] for a discussion. By [BLP23, §6.2],
we also know that σ1 : L2 ↔M2, σ1 fixes L1 and M1, and similarly for σ2.

To prove Theorem 5.17 we need to construct elements in the monodromy group. There are a few
strategies to do so, for instance using the monodromy groups of deeper strata of M3,3 that we have
already computed. To do so, we need to resort to M3,3,G, as we know it to be smooth thus allowing
us to apply 2.14(3).

Recall that MG := M3,3,G parametrizes pairs (S, ρ) where S is a smooth cubic surface and
ρ : G ↪→ Aut(S) is an injective homomorphism from G to the automorphism group of S, and
M=G ⊂ MG is the open substack where ρ is required to be an isomorphism (Definition 3.1). Note
that for any surface S with automorphism group isomorphic to C2 × C2, there are two possible
types of identifications Aut(S) ∼= C2 × C2: one in which the two generators (−1, 1) and (1,−1)
correspond to Eckardt involutions, and those where this is not true. There are 2 of the first kind,
and 4 of the second, compatibly with the fact that Aut(C2 × C2) ∼= S3.

Definition 5.18. Let G = C2 × C2. We denote by ME
=G the full subcategory of M=G of pairs

(S, ρ) such that ρ : C2 × C2
∼=−→ Aut(S) sends (−1, 1) and (1,−1) to the two Eckardt involutions, in

some order.

Remark 5.19. Note that ME
=G is an open and closed substack of M=G. Moreover, by Proposi-

tion 3.3 the composite of

ME
=G ⊂ M=G M=GΦ=G

is a C2-torsor, where C2 ≤ Aut(C2 × C2) ∼= S3 is the generated by the involution swapping the two
factors.

In order to apply Proposition 2.14(3), we need to understand the closure of ME
=G in MG, for

which we need the following definition ([Lan26, §3.3]). We will give the definition in general for any
G as it will be used in the proof of Theorem 5.17 also for groups different from C2 × C2.
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Definition 5.20. Let G be any group that is the automorphism group of a smooth cubic surface,
and let V be a G-representation V , with associated projective representation PV . We denote by
MPV

G the full subcategory of MG of pairs (S, ρ) such that action of G on PH0(ω∨
S )

∼= P3 yields a
projective representation isomorphic to PV .

Remark 5.21. Since we work over a field of characteristic 0, G is linearly reductive, hence MPV
G is

an open and closed substack of MG ([Lan26, Lemma 3.23]). See the discussion in [Lan26, §3.3] for
more details.

Lemma 5.22. Let G = C2×C2. For i = 1, 2, let V1,i be the 1-dimensional representation of C2×C2

where the i-th factor acts non-trivially, while the other acts trivially. Let V := V1,1 ⊕ V1,2 ⊕ 1⊕2.
Then, the closure of ME

=G in MG is contained in MPV
G .

Proof. This follows from the fact that the action of C2 ×C2 is generated by the Eckardt involutions,
see the discussion above. Alternatively, we can choose x2 = x3 = 0 to be the equation of the line L
passing through both Eckardt points, uniformly for all cubic surfaces of Type X. Let H1 and H2

be the fixed point hyperplanes of σ1 and σ2, respectively. Then, the line H := H1 ∩H2 can be set
to be defined by x0 = x1 = 0. Then, both σ1 and σ2 acts trivially on H, and restrict to different
non-trivial involutions on L. The statement follows. □

Lemma 5.23. For G = C2 × C2, the stack MPV
G is smooth and irreducible. In particular, ME

=G is

irreducible and MPV
G coincides with the closure of ME

=G in MG.

Proof. The smoothness is known to hold in general, see [Lan26, Proposition 3.6] and Remark 5.21.
For the irreducibility, we describe MPV

G better. Let (S, ρ) be an object over a scheme T . Eventually
after passing to a Zariski-cover, we can assume that S ⊂ P3

T and the G-action on P3
T is generated

by the matrices

σ1 =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 1

 σ2 =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 −1


The polynomials that are invariant under this action are of the form

f(x, y, z, w) = f3(x, y) + z2g1(x, y) + w2h1(x, y)

with f3 is homogeneous of degree 3, while g1 and h1 are homogeneous of degree 1. In particular,
there is a surjection from the open subset of A8 to MPV

G , corresponding to smooth polynomials f

as above. Since A8 is irreducible, also MPV
G is.

The last part of the statement follows from the fact that we have an open immersion ME
=G ⊂

MPV
G by Lemma 5.22, MPV

G is (open and) closed in MG by [Lan26, Lemma 3.23], and MPV
G is

irreducible. □

We are ready to prove the monodromy groups of Type X cubic surfaces.

Proof of Theorem 5.17. Note that the geometric monodromy will follow from the stacky one by
Theorem 3.10, and MonparC2×C2

(L) ∼= Monmark
C2×C2

(L) by Corollary 3.22 since CPGL4(C2 × C2) is

connected by 4.9. Moreover, by Remark 5.19 the morphism ME
=C2×C2

→ M=C2×C2
3,3 is a C2-torsor,

and by Lemma 5.23 the total space is irreducible. It follows by Theorem 3.11(2) that MonstackC2×C2
(L)

is a C2-extension of Monmark
C2×C2

(L), hence it is enough to prove Theorem 5.17 for the marked
monodromy. In turn, this was already proved in [PT25, Theorem 2, nK4] with certified monodromy
tracking. Nevertheless, we give an alternative more conceptual proof.

By 2.14(3) and Lemma 5.23, we know that

Monmark
C2×C2

(L) ∼= Mon(LPV
C2×C2

→ MPV
C2×C2

) ≤ CW (E6)(G)
∼= C2

2 × S4,
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which has order 96. Let V2 be the standard 2-dimensional representation of S3, and let W2 =
1 ⊕ −1 ⊕ V2, where −1 is the sign representation. By [Lan26, Lemma 4.16, Theorem 4.17],

the closure of one of the two connected components M=S3×C2 in MS3×C2 is MPW2
S3×C2

, which is
irreducible. Moreover, W2 restricted to a specific subgroup C2 × C2 ≤ S3 × C2 is isomorphic to the
representation V of Lemma 5.23. It follows that there is a finite morphism MPW2

S3×C2
→ MPV

C2×C2
.

By [Lan26, Theorem 4.19] or [PT25, Theorem 2], we have that Monmark
S3×C2

(L) ∼= S3 × C2, which

then injects into Monmark
C2×C2

(L). By Theorem 3.10, we also have that the automorphism group itself
C2 × C2 injects into the monodromy (note that it is abelian). Together, they generate a subgroup
C2 × C2 × S3 ≤ C2 × C2 × S4, where the product of the two copies of C2 on the left and right
correspond to each other.

Now, consider the cover M=S4
E of M=S4

3,3 that parametrizes S4-symmetric cubic surfaces together
with a marked Eckardt point. As every Type V cubic surface has exactly 6 Eckardt points, the
cover is finite étale of degree 6. It follows that the index of the monodromy group of the cover of
lines over M=S4

E in MonstackS4
(L) divides 6. Moreover, for each Eckardt point e on an S4-symmetric

surface S, there is a unique distinct Eckardt point e′ ∈ S, that we call sibling, that lies on a same
line on the surface; see [BLP23, Figure 2]. This yields a morphism M=S4

E → MPV
C2×C2

by sending

a pair (S, e), with e ∈ S Eckardt point with sibling e′, to the surface S with the C2 × C2 action
induced by the two Eckardt involutions associated to e and e′, in this order. This shows that the
monodromy contains a subgroup of the MonstackS4

(L) ∼= C2 × C2 × S4 of index dividing 6. Putting
everything together we get the statement. □

5.11. Type XI. Finally, we consider the most general case, where the automorphism group is C2.

Proposition 5.24. The monodromy groups of lines on C2-equivariant cubic surfaces are

MonstackC2
(L) ∼= Monmark

C2
(L) ∼= MonparC2

(L) ∼= GO+
4 (3)

MongeomC2
(L) ∼= PGO+

4 (3).

Proof. The computation of the stacky and geometric monodromy groups are in [Lan26, Theorem
4.24]. Since the centralizer of C2 in PGL4 is connected, the marked and parameter-level monodromy
agree, and are the centralizer of C2 in the stacky monodromy. □

6. The moduli stacks of quartics and bitangents

In this subsection we discuss the moduli spaces and stacks parametrizing embedded plane quartics
and non-hyperelliptic genus 3 curves, together with their bitangents. Recall following Notation 4.1
that U2,4 parametrizes embedded plane quartics, and has a natural action of PGL3 with quotient
stack M2,4. This is isomorphic to the substack of genus 3 curves which are not hyperelliptic.

We are interested in constructing a natural cover of the stack M2,4 which will parametrize
bitangents to plane quartics. Recall that a family of bitangents to a family q : Q → T of plane
quartics is simply a family of lines B ⊂ P(q∗ωQ/T ) such that for every t ∈ T the restriction

Bt ⊂ P(q∗ωQ/T )t ∼= P2 is a bitangent to the quartic Qt.

Let P2∨ denote the dual space of the projective plane, whose points parametrize lines on the
plane.

Definition 6.1. We denote by Bitan2,4 ⊆ U2,4 × P2∨ the incidence variety

Bitan2,4 = {(F, ℓ) ∈ U2,4 × P2∨ : ℓ is a bitangent to V (F )}.

Since PGL3 acts diagonally on both U2,4 and P2∨, we can make the following definition:

Definition 6.2. We denote by B the stack of bitangents to plane quartics, defined as the quotient
stack

B := [Bitan2,4/PGL3].
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Since the map Bitan2,4 → U2,4 is PGL3-equivariant, it descends to a finite étale morphism of
quotient stacks G : B → M2,4.

Notation 6.3. We denote by
B = (Bitan2,4 → U2,4,PGL3)

the problem of bitangents on smooth plane quartics. We observe that it satisfies Setup 3.13.

Theorem 6.4. We have that

Monpare (B) ∼= Monstacke (B) ∼= Mongeome (B) ∼= Monmark
e (B) ∼=W+(E7),

where W+(E7) is the index two subgroup of W (E7) obtained by splitting off the Geiser involution.

Proof. Exhibiting W+(E7) as an upper bound on the parameter-level Galois group is classical,
and dates back to [Jor70, III.VI]. A rigorous proof that this is the parameter-level monodromy
group can be found in [Har79, §4]. The correspondence of the three monodromy groups follows by
Proposition 3.19. □

Similarly to the stack of lines on cubic surfaces, the action of PGL3 on the Galois closure of the

bitangents cover B̃itan2,4 is free, and thus the quotient is a scheme, as shown in the next lemma.
First, recall that the automorphism group of any plane quartic Q ⊂ P3 is naturally a subgroup
of PGL3, as it is canonically embedded. For an abstract non-hyperelliptic curve of genus 3, such
subgroup is unique only up to conjugation. In both cases, there is a natural action of Aut(Q) on
the set of bitangents.

Lemma 6.5. Let Q be a smooth plane quartic. Then, Aut(Q) acts faithfully on the set of bitangents.

Proof. Non-hyperelliptic curves Q are canonically embedded, so automorphisms of Q extend to
projective linear automorphisms. We see that a projective linear automorphism fixing the 28
bitangents must be the identity. To observe this, we pass to the dual plane (P2)∨ where the 28
bitangents become 28 points. The fixed locus on the projective plane of any element in PGL3 is at
most a line with a point off the line. This implies that 27 of the 28 bitangents are coincident at a
single point, which violates the Plücker formula for the dual curve of the quartic. □

6.1. Correspondence between Cubic Surfaces and Quartics. In this subsection we show
that the stack parameterizing cubic surfaces equipped with a basepoint not lying on any of their
27 lines is naturally isomorphic to the stack parametrizing quartics with a chosen bitangent. The
construction over a field is classical, see for instance [Har79].

Recall that we denote by M3,3 the 4-dimensional DM-stack parametrizing smooth cubic surfaces.

Definition 6.6. We denote by π : S → M3,3 the universal family of cubic surfaces, whose T -points
correspond to pairs (S, p) with S → T a family of cubic surfaces and p : T → S a section.

We denote by S◦ the open substack of S given by the complement of the lines lying on the cubic
surfaces, that is, for all t ∈ T the marked point p(t) does not intersect any line in St.

The main result of this subsection is proving that there is a natural isomorphism Φ: S◦ → B,
such that the pullback of the Galois cover of bitangents over B to S◦ is the pullback of the Galois
cover of lines along S◦ → M3,3. We start by constructing the morphism Φ.

Construction 6.7. Let T be a C-scheme and (S, p) ∈ S◦(T ), that is, a flat family f : S → T of
cubic surfaces and a section p : T → S not intersecting any line. As usual, the canonical surjection
f∗f∗ω

∨
S/T → ω∨

S/T defines a closed immersion S ↪→ P(f∗ω∨
S/T ), and the section p then corresponds

to the data of a line bundle L on T and a surjection f∗ω
∨
S/T ↠ L. Set E := f∗ω

∨
S/T ⊗ L∨, and let F

be the kernel of the induced surjection E → OT , which is a rank-2 vector bundle. Projecting from p
defines a rational map

S ⊂ P(E) P(F )
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yielding a morphism ϕ : S̃ → P(F ), where S̃ := BlpS is the blowup of S along p. Then, ϕ is a double
cover ramified over a smooth family Q ⊂ P(F ) of plane quartics over T . Moreover, the image of the

exceptional divisor of S̃ is a family of bitangents B ⊂ P(F ) over T . The association (S, p) 7→ (Q,B)
defines Φ: S◦ → B at the level of objects.

Now we deal with morphisms; for simplicity, we only consider morphisms over the same scheme
T . Suppose given two pointed families (S1, p1), (S2, p2) of cubic surfaces over T , and a morphism
ψ : S1 → S2 over T preserving the marking. For every i, we denote by (Qi, Bi) the pairs associated

to (Si, pi), and with ϕi : S̃i → P(Fi) the morphism from the blowup of Si along pi constructed

above. Since ψ preserves the marking, it lifts to a morphism ψ̃ : S̃1 → S̃2 preserving the exceptional
divisors. In particular, ψ commutes with the involutions defining the covers ϕi’s, hence it descends
to a morphism between the quotients ψ : P(F1) → P(F2). By construction, ψ needs to respect the

ramification locus of the ϕi’s, hence it restricts to a morphism Q1 → Q2. Moreover, as ψ̃ preserves
the exceptional divisors and Bi is the image of it along ϕi, ψ sends the bitangent B1 of Q1 to the
bitangent B2 of Q2. We have then defined the desired arrow ψ : (Q1, B1) → (Q2, B2).

Theorem 6.8. The morphism Φ: S◦ → B is an isomorphism.

Proof. We start by showing how to locally recover the pair (S, p) from a pair (f : Q → T,B) of
a family over T of bitangents to plane quartics. First, we can embed Q ↪→ P(f∗ωQ/T ) via the
surjection f∗f∗ωQ/T → ωQ/T . After passing to a Zariski-cover of T , we can assume f∗ωQ/T to be

trivial, and the ideal sheaf of Q in P(f∗ωQ/S) ∼= P2 to be OP(F )(−4). To construct the double cover

ϕ : S̃ → P(F ) of P(F ) ramified over Q, we set S̃ = SpecOP2
(OP2 ⊕OP2(−2)), with the OP2-algebra

structure induced by the multiplication OP2(−2) ⊗ OP2(−2) ∼= OP2(−4) ↪→ OP2 , where the last
inclusion is the one of the ideal sheaf of Q. The preimage of the bitangent B splits as the union of

two (−1)-curves L1, L2, and the two pairs (S̃, L1) and (S̃, L2) are isomorphic via the involution
induced by the double cover ϕ. Choose one of the two (−1)-curves, and contract it via Castelnuovo’s
criterion to a point p on a cubic surface S; this is the desired pair (S, p) ∈ S◦.

Now, we are ready to show that Φ is an isomorphism by showing that it is fully faithful and
essentially surjective. First of all, it is clearly faithful, as a morphism ψ : (S1, p1) → (S2, p2) over T

is trivial if and only if ψ̃ : S̃1 → S̃2 is trivial, and in turn this happens if and only if the induced

ψ : P(F1) → P(F2) is trivial, as ψ̃ preserves the exceptional divisor. Finally, since Qi is canonically
embedded in P(Fi), to check the triviality of ψ it is enough to consider its restriction to the plane
quartics.

To show that Φ is full, suppose given a morphism Q1 → Q2 with induced linear morphism
ψ : P(F1) → P(F2) sending B1 to B2. Here, (Qi, pi) is the T -object of B associated to (Si, pi) ∈ S◦(T ).

Locally, ψ induces a morphism ψ̃ : S̃1 → S̃2 via the root construction, which is unique up to the
involution induced by the double covers ϕi. However, there is only such a morphism if we ask it to

preserve the exceptional divisors, hence they glue to give a uniquely defined global morphism ψ̃.
As it preserves the exceptional divisors by construction, this in turn induces a unique morphism
ψ : S1 → S2 sending p1 to p2, as wanted.

Since we have showed Φ to be fully faithful, to show that the essential image of Φ contains a
family (Q,B) → T in B, we can work locally on the base T . Then, the result follows immediately
from the construction at the beginning of the proof. □

Our second objective is to compare the cover of bitangents over B to the cover of lines over S◦.
The relation is actually classical, so we will limit ourself in stating the result and write only a sketch
of the proof.

Definition 6.9. We denote by B̃ → M2,4 the Galois closure of the (étale finite) cover of the 28
bitangents to plane quartics.
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By definition, B̃ → M2,4 factors through B. Recall that we denote by L̃ → M3,3 the Galois
closure of the cover of 27 lines on cubic surfaces.

Theorem 6.10. The isomorphism Φ : S◦ ∼=−→ B induces a cartesian diagram

L̃ ×M3,3 S◦ B̃

S◦ BΦ
∼=

Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.8 and the fact that the image of the 27 lines under the projection
S → P(F ) are the remaining 27 bitangents distinct from B. See for instance [Har79] for more
details. □

6.2. Equivariant Correspondence. In this subsection we try to refine the correspondence proved
in Theorem 6.10, by fixing a group G and finding what cubic surfaces map to G-equivariant quartics
via the isomorphism of Theorem 6.8.

As done for M=G
3,3 in [Lan26], it is easy to show that M=G

2,4 is a smooth DM-stack. Recall that

M=G
2,4 is a smooth stack by Proposition 3.3. Moreover, it is irreducible by [Dol12, Theorem 6.5.2]

or [Bar, Theorem 16].
The table in [BB26, Theorem 1.1] also summarizes the automorphism groups of smooth plane

quartics. Moreover, for every such G, it computes the decomposition of the set of 28 bitangents
in G-orbits, in particular computing the corresponding stabilizers. This decomposition does not
depend on the G-symmetric cubic surface chosen, hence it induces a decomposition of B=G → M=G

2,4

as the disjoint union of sub-covers, according to the stabilizer of the bitangent.

Definition 6.11. Given an inclusion i : H ↪→ G we denote by B(G,H,i) the open and closed substack
of B=G of pairs (Q,B) such that the inclusion Aut(Q,B) ↪→ Aut(Q) is isomorphic to i : H ↪→ G.

Similarly, we denote by S(G,H,i) the substack of S◦ of pairs (S, p) such that the inclusion
Aut(S, p) ↪→ Aut(S) is isomorphic to i : H ↪→ G.

When i is clear or not relevant, we omit it in the above definition notations, and simply write
B(G,H) and S(G,H), respectively.

We want to refine the correspondence isomorphism in Theorem 6.8 to give a correspondence of
strata above. To obtain a full correspondence is very complicated, but it is possible to understand
the correspondence for a few strata. The first step is to study the covers S(G,H) → M=G

3,3 for some
interesting G and H.

6.3. Case H = C2. Since every type of cubic surfaces contain a subgroup isomorphic to C2,
completely describing all S(G,C2) would be complicated. We will need much less; the following is the
main result we will use.

Lemma 6.12. Let S be a smooth cubic surface, and let C2 act faithfully on S via automorphisms.
Then, SC2 is either:

(1) a union of a smooth plane cubic and an Eckardt point. In this case, the involution is

generated by an Eckardt involution, and for such involutions S(G,C2) → M=G
3,3 is a fibration

in punctured plane cubics.
(2) the union of a line and three points, each lying on some line. In this case, the involution is

the composite of two commuting Eckardt involution, and S(G,C2) is empty.

Moreover, all symmetric surfaces admit an involution of the first kind, while the second kind of
involution is present only for cubic surfaces that are specialization of C2 × C2-symmetric ones, that
is, Type I, II, V, VI, and X.
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Proof. This follows from [Dol12, §9.5], and the fact that the fixed point locus of an action of a
linearly reductive group on a smooth scheme is again smooth. Note that in [Dol12, Table 9.5]
it is inaccurately reported that the fixed locus of an involution of the second kind consists of a
line and one isolated point, while there are 3 isolated points; this is actually proved in the same
section [Dol12, §9.5]. We show that each of the 3 isolated points lies on some line. Recall that, up
to projective transformation, we can assume the cubic surface to have equation

xz(z + aw) + yw(w + bz) + x3 + y3

for some a and b, and the involution to act as [1 : 1 : −1 : −1]. Then, the fixed locus consists of the
line x = y = 0 and the isolated points [1 : −ζi3 : 0 : 0] for i = 0, 1, 2. Intersect the surface with the
plane y = −ζi3x to obtain the homogeneous equation

x[z(z + aw)− ζi3w(w + bz)],

which is the product of three linear factors. □

The above lemma shows that we can restrict our attention to Eckardt involution, and for such we
have that the morphism S(G,C2) → M=G is a fibration in punctured plane cubics.

6.4. Case H = C3. Many types of cubic surfaces contain subgroups isomorphic to C3, hence a full
description of all S(G,C3) might seem complicated to obtain. However, by Theorem 6.8, we have a
correspondence between strata S(G,C3) as B(G′,C3). By [BB26, Theorem 1.1], there is only one such

irreducible stratum B(C3,C3), that has dimension 2, making the analysis simple.

Lemma 6.13. Let S be a smooth cubic surface, and let C3 act faithfully on S via automorphisms.
Then, (S◦)C3 is either empty, finite, or a smooth cubic curve. Moreover, the last case is possible

only for Type I, III, or IV. In particular, for all inclusions i : C3 ↪→ G such that S(G,C3,i) ̸= ∅, we
have dimS(G,C3,i) ≤ dimM=G

3,3 + 1, with equality possibly only for Type I, III, or IV.

Proof. It follows immediately from [Dol12, Table 9.5]. □

Lemma 6.14. The only group G for which S(G,C3) is non-empty is G = H3(3)⋊C2, corresponding
to cubic surfaces of Type IV. Moreover, the only subgroup i : C3 ↪→ H3(3) ⋊ C2 for which

S(H3(3)⋊C2,C3,i) ̸= ∅ is the inclusion of the center. For that inclusion, S(H3(3)⋊C2,C3) → M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3

is a fibration in punctured irreducible smooth plane cubics.

Proof. By [BB26, Theorem 1.1], there is only one non-empty stratum B(G′,C3), with G′ = C3; it

is irreducible and isomorphic to M=C3
2,4 , that has dimension 2. The only group G containing C3

for which M=G
3,3 is 2-dimensional is G = S3, corresponding to Type VIII cubic surfaces. However,

one can verify using [Lan26, Theorem 4.11] that all C3-invariants points are also S3-invariant; in

particular, S(S3,C3) = ∅. By Lemma 6.13, the only possibility left are type IV cubic surfaces, that is
G = H3(3)⋊C2, whose C3-fixed point locus consisting of a punctured smooth cubic curves. Explicitly,
by §5.4, every type IV cubic surface Sa is isomorphic to one with equation x3+y3+z3+w3−3ayzw,
and the center of the automorphism group acts by x 7→ ζ3x. Then, the C3-fixed locus is the smooth
plane cubic Ea with equation x = y3 + z3 + w3 − 3ayzw = 0. This concludes, after deleting from
Ea the finite number of points that lie on some line. □

6.4.1. Case H = C6. The case H = C6 is very special.

Lemma 6.15. Let S be a smooth cubic surface, and let C6 act faithfully on S via automorphisms.
Then, (S◦)C6 is either finite or empty. In particular, when S(G,C6) ̸= ∅, we have dimS(G,C6) =
dimM=G

3,3 .
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Proof. This follows from Lemma 6.13, except possibly for smooth cubic surfaces S isomorphic to
one with equation x3 + y3 + z3 + w3 − 3ayzw, in which case the C3-invariant locus is the cubic ES
with equation x = y3 + z3 + w3 − 3ayzw = 0. Then, the statement follows from noting that all
faithful C2-actions on S that preserve ES restrict to a non-trivial action on ES . □

The above lemma shows in particular that S(G,C6) can be positive dimensional only for Type IV
or VI.

Lemma 6.16. There is only one conjugacy class of subgroups isomorphic to C6 in H3(3) ⋊ C2.

Moreover, S(H3(3)⋊C2,C6) → M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 is an irreducible cover of degree 27, while the induced
cover between coarse moduli spaces has degree 3 and Galois group isomorphic to S3.

Proof. The first part is a straightforward verification. For the second part, recall that every smooth
cubic surface of Type IV is isomorphic to a surface Sa with equation x3 + y3 + w3 + z2 − 3ayzw;
see §5.4. We can choose the subgroup C6 generated by the automorphism x 7→ ζ3x, and y ↔ z.
Then, the fixed locus consists of the Eckardt point [0 : 1 : −1 : 0] and three points of the form
[0 : 1 : 1 : w] with w3 − 3aw + 2 = 0. These last points do not lie on any line. The computations of
the degree and Galois group of the resulting covers follows immediately. □

Lemma 6.17. There is only one subgroup isomorphic to C6 in S3 × C2. The C6-fixed point locus
consists of the Eckardt point whose Eckardt involution generates the central C2 in S3 × C2. In
particular, S(S3×C2,C6) = ∅.

Proof. This is an immediate verification using [Lan26, Theorem 4.17]. □

6.4.2. Case H = S3. We focus on the case where H = S3. We start with a general lemma.

Lemma 6.18. Let S be a smooth cubic surface, and let S3 act on S via automorphisms. Then,
(S◦)S3 is either finite or empty. In particular, when S(G,S3) ̸= ∅, we have dimS(G,S3) = dimM=G

3,3 .

Proof. The fixed locus of any faithful S3-action on P3 is at most 1-dimensional, and each component
is linear. Therefore, SS3 is the union of a finite number of points and lines. Alternatively, see [Dol12,
Table 9.5]. □

By the above lemma, the space S(G,S3) is either empty or 0-dimensional for surfaces of Type I, II,
or III, while it is at most 1-dimensional for Type IV, V, and VI. We only study the 2-dimensional
case of Type VIII cubics, as this is the only one we will need.

Lemma 6.19. The cover S(S3,S3) → M=S3
3,3 is of degree 3 and Galois group S3; the same holds for

the induced cover between moduli spaces. In particular, dimS(S3,S3) = 2.

Proof. Using the notation of [Lan26, Theorem 4.11], the only S3-invariants points are [−ζi3 : 1 : 0 : 0],
which do not lie on any line. The action of H ∼= S3 ×C3 transitively permutes the ordering of those
points, and the conclusion for stacks follows. Since the étale cover induces an isomorphism between
the stabilizers, it descends to the coarse moduli space by Luna’s fundamental lemma. □

6.4.3. Case H = C4. We focus on the case where H = C4.

Lemma 6.20. Let S be a smooth cubic surface, and let C4 act faithfully on S via automorphisms.
Then, SC4 is either finite or empty. In particular, when S(G,C4) ̸= ∅, we have dimS(G,C4) =
dimM=G

3,3 .

Proof. It follows immediately from [Dol12, Table 9.5]. □

By the above lemma, the space S(G,C4) is either empty or 0-dimensional for surfaces of Type I, II,
III, and VII. Therefore, the only interesting cases are Type V and IX.
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Lemma 6.21. There is only one conjugacy class of subgroups isomorphic to C4 in S4. Moreover,
for every smooth cubic surface of type V and any choice of C4 ≤ S4, there are exactly three points
fixed by C4, and all lie on some line. In particular, S(S4,C4) = ∅.

Proof. The first part is clear. Using the notation of [Lan26, Theorem 4.5], if we take C4 = ⟨(1, 2, 3, 4)⟩,
then the points fixed by C4 are [0 : 1 : 1 : 2], [0 : i : 1 : 0], and [0 : −i : 1 : 0]. They do lie on lines,

hence S(S4,C4) = ∅. □

Lemma 6.22. Every smooth cubic surface of Type IX has exactly five C4-invariant points: one
is the Ecakrdt point, three lie on some Eckardt line, and only one does not lie on any line. In
particular, S(C4,C4) ∼= M=C4

3,3 .

Proof. Recall that every smooth cubic surface S with Aut(S) = C4 is isomorphic to one in the
1-dimensional family of cubic surfaces given by x3 + xy2 + ay3 + yz2 + zw2, and the automorphism
group is generated by the diagonal matrix with elements [1 : 1 : −1 : i]; see [Dol12, §9.5.3]. Then,
the C4-invariant points are the Eckardt point [0 : 0 : 0 : 1], the point [0 : 0 : 1 : 0], and the three
points [x : 1 : 0 : 0] with x satisfying x3 + x+ a = 0. In Lemma 5.14, we showed that the Eckardt
plane has equation z = 0, and its intersection with the cubic surface has equation x3 + xy2 + ay3.
Therefore, the three C4-invariant points of the form [x : 1 : 0 : 0] lie in the union of the three Eckardt
lines. One can verify that [0 : 0 : 1 : 0] does not lie on any line. □

7. Galois groups of bitangents to symmetric quartics

In this section we compute the stacky, parameter-level, and geometric monodromy groups for the
problem of 28 bitangents to a smooth planar quartic curve.

Theorem 7.1. Let G be an automorphism group of a smooth planar quartic curve over the complex
numbers. Then the parameter-level, stacky, and geometric monodromy groups of solving for the 28
bitangents to the G-symmetric planar quartics are as follows:

Type G Monpar
G (B) Monmark

G (B) Monstack
G (B) Mongeom

G (B)

1 PSL2(7) 0 0 PSL2(7) 0
2 C×2

4 ⋊ S3 0 0 C×2
4 ⋊ S3 0

3 C4 ⊚A4 C4 C4 C4 ⊚A4 0
4 S4 C2 × C2 C2 × C2 S4 × C2 × C2 C2 × C2

5 P C4 ×K4 C4 ×K4 W (B4) S4

6 C9 C9 C9 C9 0
7 D8 D8 ×K4 D8 ×K4 [256,25876] C×4

2 ⋊ C2

8 C6 C3 × SL2(F3) C3 × SL2(F3) C3 × SL2(F3) A4

9 S3 S2
3 S2

3 S3
3 S2

3

10 K4 [256,51978] [256,51978] NW+(E7)
(K4) [384,20089]

11 C3 W (L3) W (L3) W (L3) ASL(2, 3)
12 C2 NW+(E7)

(C2) NW+(E7)
(C2) NW+(E7)

(C2) NW+(E7)
(C2)/C2

Remark 7.2. When the group is too large to admit a clean structure description, we’ve opted to
simply include the small group id of the group. When the group is not in the SmallGroups library,
we describe it instead via W+(E7). Other notation: W (−) is the Weyl group of a Lie group, ⊚ is a
classical notation for central products, H3(3) is the Heisenberg group, P denotes the Pauli group of
order 16.

We prove Theorem 7.1 throughout this section.

7.1. The Klein quartic (Type I). Since the Klein quartic is a unique point in the moduli space,
the stacky monodromy is equal to the group itself, the marked-stacky monodromy coincides with
the center, while the parameter-level and geometric monodromy are trivial.

7.2. The Dyck quartic (Type II). Similarly to the Fermat, uniqueness of this quartic governs
the various monodromy groups.
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7.3. The Type III quartic. The Type III quartic defines a unique point in the moduli space,
hence the stacky monodromy is the entire group, the marked monodromy is its center, and the
geometric monodromy is trivial. Unlike the previous two types, we have seen in Proposition B.10
that UC4⊚A4

2,4 is 1-dimensional, which affects the parameter-level monodromy. Indeed, the centralizer

CPGL3(C4 ⊚A4) is connected by Theorem 4.11, hence

MonparC4⊚A4
(B) ∼= Monmark

C4⊚A4
(B) ∼= Z(C4 ⊚A4) ∼= C4.

7.4. Type IV quartics. The automorphism group for Type IV quartics is S4.

Proposition 7.3. We have that the parameter-level monodromy for bitangents to Type IV quartics
is

MonparS4
(B) ∼= C2 × C2.

Proof. Since C2×C2 is the centralizer of S4 in W+(E7), we know we have containment, so it suffices
to show this is equality. We can take a normal form for an S4-symmetric quartic as:

x4 + y4 + z4 + a(x2y2 + x2z2 + y2z2).

Up to S4-symmetry, any line has equation ux+ y + z = 0 or x+ vy = 0. For lines of the first kind,
we can plug them into the general form for the quartic, and see when we get a square. Up to scalars,
this gives us

(u− 1)2(u+ 1)2(a− 2)2(a+ 2)(u2 + a+ 1)2(au4 + 2u4 + 8au2 + 16).

The factors with multiplicity 1 are ordinary tangencies, and a few multiplicity two factors we already
know: bitangents at u = ±1, as well as a singularity at a = 2. The only remaining factor we are left
with is u2 + a+ 1. So these bitangents are defined over C(a)(

√
−a− 1).

For lines of the other type, we get

(a− 2)2(v4 + av2 + 1)(av4 + 2v4 + 2av2 + a+ 2)2.

Letting t = v2, we get

t =
−2a±

√
4a2 − 4(a+ 2)2

2(a+ 2)
=

−a± 2u

a+ 2
.

Hence these bitangents are defined over

C(a, u)

(√
−a± 2u

a+ 2

)
.

Altogether this implies that the parameter-level monodromy contains a Klein-four group, so we
must have equality. □

Corollary 7.4. We have that

MonparS4
(B) ∼= C2 × C2

MonstackS4
(B) ∼= S4 × C2 × C2

MongeomS4
(B) ∼= C2 × C2.

Proof. The parameter-level monodromy lives in the stacky monodromy but centralizes the au-
tomorphism group S4. Since the center of S4 is trivial, these must meet disjointly, therefore
MonstackS4

(G) contains C2 × C2 × S4, and this must be equality since this is the normalizer in

W+(E7). The geometric and marked monodromy computations follow from Theorem 3.10 (3.5) and
Theorem 3.11(2). □
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7.5. Type V quartics. The automorphism group for Type V quartics is the Pauli group.
To compute the stacky monodromy, we consider the 1-dimensional closed substack B(P,C4) of pairs

(Q,B) where Q is a quartic of Type V, with the order 16 automorphism group denoted by P , and

Aut(Q,B) ∼= C4; see [BB26, Theorem 1.1] for details. By loc. cit., the cover B(P,C4) → M=P
2,4 has

order 4, since P is the only automorphism group of smooth planar quartics admitting a bitangent
with isotropy group C4.

We want to find G for which there exists an injection i : C4 ↪→ G such that S(G,C4) ∼= B(P,C4).

Lemma 7.5. The type of pointed cubic surfaces mapping to B(P,C4) is type IX, with a C4-fixed
point, corresponding to the stratum S(C4,C4).

Proof. Since the family is 1-dimensional, by § 6.4.3 the only possibilities are Type V or Type IX.
Then, Lemma 6.21 excludes type V. □

Proposition 7.6. The stacky P -symmetric monodromy of the cover of bitangents is the hype-
roctahedral group W (B4) (code [384, 18139]), while the geometric monodromy is isomorphic to
S4.

Proof. Let L̃(C4,C4) → S(C4,C4) be the Galois closure of the pullback of the cover of (all) lines

to S(C4,C4). By Lemma 7.5 and the correspondence Theorems 6.8, 6.10, the order of the stacky
monodromy group is

|Mon(B̃=P → M=P
2,4 )| = |Mon(B̃=P → B=P )| · deg(B=P → M=P

2,4 )

= |Mon(L̃(C4,C4)) → S(C4,C4)| · 4
= |Mon(L=C4 → M=C4)| · 4
= 384.

In the third line we used Lemma 6.22, and in the last line we used Theorem 5.16. By Theorem 3.10,
this implies that the stacky monodromy group is an index two subgroup of NW+(E7)(C4), containing

Mon(L=C4 → M=C4) ∼= U2(F3) (Theorem 5.16). There is only one such group, as one can check
computationally. The geometric monodromy follows immediately from the stacky computation. □

The parameter-level and marked monodromy follow from Proposition 7.6, Theorem 3.11(2) and
Corollary 3.22(3), as CPGL3(P ) is connected.

7.6. Type VI Quartics. In this case, the moduli stack is 0-dimensional. Therefore, the stacky
monodromy group is isomorphic to C9 and the geometric monodromy is trivial, by Theorem 3.10.
Since C9 is abelian and CPGL3(C9) is connected, the parameter and marked monodromy are also
isomorphic to C9.

7.7. Type VII Quartics. We first compute the parameter-level monodromy.

Proposition 7.7. The parameter-level monodomy group for bitangents to Type VII quartics is
D8 × C2 × C2.

Proof. Since D8 ≤ P , we have inclusions UP ⊂ UD8 , hence MonparP (B) ≤ MonparD8
(B) by Propo-

sition 2.14(1). Therefore, MonparD8
(B) has order divisible by |MonparP (B)| = 16, and dividing

|CW+(E7)(D8)| = 32. We will show that we also have a subgroup D8 ≤ MonparD8
(B), and since

D8 ̸≤ MonparP (B), this will show that the subgroup inclusion MonparP (B) ≤ MonparD8
(B) is strict, and

therefore MonparD8
(B) = CW+(E7)(D8) = D8 × C2 × C2.

To find this D8 in the monodromy group, we consider the subcover of the bitangent cover over
UD8
2,4 consisting of those 8 bitangents whose isotropy group is conjugate to the cyclic group of order

two generated by swapping x and y (see [BB26, §4.7] for a presentation of D8 in PGL3). Generically
no bitangents are of the form z = 0, so we can assume the bitangent is given by the formula
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x+ y + uz for some u. Restricting to the z = 1 patch and restricting the equation of our quartic to
this line, we obtain

ax4 + a(−x− u)4 + d+ bx2(−x− u)2 + cx(−x− u).

This will be a square if and only if u is a root of the equation:

4a(2a− b)u4 − 8acu2 + c2 − 4d(2a+ b) = 0.

For u satisfying the equation above, the Galois group of C(a, b, c, d)(u) over C(a, b, c, d) is the same
as the Galois group of Q(a, b, c, d)(u) over Q(a, b, c, d), which we can verify is D8. Therefore this
exhibits D8 as a subgroup of MonparD8

and we are done. □

From this we can derive the stacky monodromy:

Proposition 7.8. We have that

Monmark
D8

(B) ∼= D8 × C2 × C2

MonstackD8
(B) ∼= NW+(E7)(D8)

MongeomD8
(B) ∼= C×4

2 ⋊ C2.

Proof. Since U=D8 is connected, and the map U=D8 is dominant, we have that X=D8 is connected
as well. Thus by Theorem 3.11 (Equation (3.6)), we have a short exact sequence

1 → Monmark
D8

(B) → MonstackD8
(B) → Aut(D8) → 1.

Moreover since CPGL4(D8) is connected via Equation (3.6), we can apply Corollary 3.22(3) to
conclude that parameter-level and marked stacky monodromy agree. This tells us that the size
of the stacky monodromy is |MonparD8

(B)| · |Aut(D8)| = 32 · 8 = 256. Thus the stacky monodromy

attains the upper bound given by the normalizer, since NW+(E7)(D8) also has order 256. □

7.8. Type VIII Quartics. Type VIII quartics have automorphism group C6 and form a 1-
dimensional family. By [BB26, Theorem 1.1], there is a unique bitangent with stabilizer the full C6;

equivalently, B(C6,C6) ∼= M=C6
2,4 .

Lemma 7.9. The type of pointed cubic surfaces mapping to B(C6,C6) is type IV, with a C6-fixed
point, corresponding to the stratum S(H3(3)⋊C2,C6).

Proof. This follows from §6.4.1, and the fact that Type VIII is the only type of plane quartic
admitting a bitangent with isotropy group C6. □

Proposition 7.10. The marked, stacky and parameter-level C6-symmetric monodromy of the
cover of bitangents is isomorphic to C3 × SL2(F3), of index 2 in NW+(E7)(C6), while the geometric
monodromy is isomorphic to A4.

Proof. By Theorem 3.10, the stacky monodromy group is contained in NW+(E7)(C6) ∼= C3⋊GL2(F3),
and the geometric one in NW+(E7)(C6)/C6

∼= S4. Since C3 ⋊GL2(F3) has only C3 × SL2(F3) as an
index 2 subgroup, it is enough to compute the order of the stacky monodromy.

Lemma 7.9 and Theorem 6.10 yield the usual diagram

B̃=C6

L̃(H3(3)⋊C2,C6) S(H3(3)⋊C2,C6) B(C6,C6)

L̃=H3(3)⋊C2 M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 M=C6
2,4

f

ϕ1

∼=

∼=

π ∼=

ϕ
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where L̃(H3(3)⋊C2,C6) → S(H3(3)⋊C2,C6) is the Galois closure of the pullback of the cover of (all) lines

to S(H3(3)⋊C2,C6). By the above diagram and Theorem 5.3, we have that

Mon(f) ∼= Mon(ϕ1) ≤ Mon(ϕ) ∼=W (L3).

The inclusion is a subgroup of index dividing deg π = 27, by Lemma 6.16, and divisible by 9, as
the order of the stabilizers decreases by a factor of 9. Lemma 6.16 also shows that π is not a
Galois cover. If Mon(ϕ1) was an index 27 subgroup of Mon(ϕ), it would follow that F factors
through π. The same would hold for the covers between coarse moduli spaces. The resulting

cover L̃=H3(3)⋊C2 → (S(H3(3)⋊C2,C6))mod between coarse moduli spaces would then correspond to

a subgroup of order 4 in Mon(L=H3(3)⋊C2 → M
=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 ) ∼= A4. By uniqueness, that subgroup
would be the Klein group C2 × C2, hence normal, implying the normality of π, a contradiction
by Lemma 6.16. Geometric monodromy follows immediately, while marked and parameter-level
monodromy are equal to the stacky monodromy by Corollary 3.22, since CPGL3(C6) is connected
and C3 × SL3(F3) centralizes C2. □

7.9. Type IX Quartics. Type IX plane quartics have automorphism group isomorphic to S3, and
form a 2-dimensional family. Moreover, by [BB26, Theorem 1.1], every such plane quartics admits a

unique bitangent with isotropy group S3, therefore B(S3,S3) ∼= M=S3
2,4 by consideration of dimension.

Lemma 7.11. The type of pointed cubic surfaces mapping to B(S3,S3) is Type VIII, with an
S3-invariant point, corresponding to the stratum S(S3,S3).

Proof. From §6.4.2, we know that the only group G for which S(G,S3) has dimension 2 is G = S3.
The result follows. □

Proposition 7.12. The stacky S3-symmetric monodromy of the cover of bitangents is isomorphic
to S3

3 , while the geometric monodromy is isomorphic to S2
3 .

Proof. It is enough to compute the geometric monodromy, as the exact sequence

1 → S3 → MonstackS3
(B) → MongeomS3

(B) → 1

splits by [Lan26, Corollary 3.16], being S3 a complete group; see also [Lan26, Remark 3.17].

By Lemma 7.11, we have S(S3,S3) ∼= B(S3,S3). This, the fact that S(S3,S3) → M=S3 induces an
isomorphism between stabilizers, and Theorem 6.10 yield a commutative diagram of covers of moduli
spaces

B̃=S3

L̃(S3,S3) (S(S3,S3))mod B(S3,S3)

L̃=S3 M=S3
3,3 M=S3

2,4

f

ϕ1

∼=

∼=

π ∼=

ϕ

where L̃(S3,S3) → S(S3,S3) is the Galois closure of the pullback of the cover of (all) lines to S(S3,S3).
We know that Mon(ϕ) ∼= S2

3 . By Lemma 6.19, we have that π has degree 3, hence we know that
MongeomS3

(B) ∼= Mon(ϕ1) contains a copy of S3 × C2. We are left with showing that Mon(ϕ1) is

divisible by 9. To show this, note that there is a morphism U → M=S3
3,3 from an open U ⊂ A2,

induced by the family of cubic surfaces with equations

(7.1) x3 + y3 + z3 + w3 + (ax+ by)zw = 0.
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This factors through π, see [Lan26, Theorem 4.11] and Lemma 6.19. Let us consider the family of
lines in P3 with equations

(7.2) x = αz + βw, y = γz + δw,

and assume the determinant αγ − βδ to be non-zero. Substituting (7.2) into (7.1) and imposing the
equation to be identically 0, we get the following identities:

α3 + γ3 + 1 = 0,3αβ + a = 0,

β3 + δ3 + 1,3γδ + b = 0.

This yields an irreducible polynomial equation

27α6 + (−a3 + b3 + 27)α3 − a3 = 0,

together with γ = − 3
√
1 + α3. The two equations yield a tower over extensions over C(a, b), each of

which has order divisible by 3. By Proposition 2.14(1), it follows that Mon(ϕ1) is divisible by 9. It
follows that MongeomS3

(B) ∼= Mon(ϕ1) ∼= S3 × S3. □

Proposition 7.13. We have that Monmark
S3

(B) ∼= MonparS3
(B) ∼= S2

3 .

Proof. Since CPGL3(S3) is connected, we can apply Theorem 3.11, Corollary 3.23, and Proposi-
tion 7.12 to conclude. □

7.10. Type X Quartics. As in Proposition B.3, we let the Klein 4-group K4 ≤ PGL3 act via
y 7→ −y and z 7→ −z. With this action, we have that UK4

2,4 is given by

a0x
4 + a1y

4 + a2z
4 + b0x

2y2 + b1x
2z2 + b2y

2z2.

We can compute the parameter-level monodromy by identifying two codimension two families in
here whose monodromy we already understand.

Proposition 7.14. Let W1,W2 ⊆ UK4
2,4 be the subspaces given by

W1 = UK4
2,4 ∩ {a0 = a1} ∩ {b1 = b2}

W2 = UK4
2,4 ∩ {a1 = a2} ∩ {b0 = b1}

Then each of W1 and W2 are PGL3-equivalent to U
D8
2,4 , albeit for different D8’s.

Proof. We show this computation forW1 and observe that the computation forW2 is almost identical
by symmetry. Applying the change of basis x = X + iY , y = iX + Y , z = Z to a quartic with
a0 = a1 and b1 = b2, we get

(2a0 − b0)X
4 + (2a0 − b0)Y

4 + a2Z
4 + (−12a0 − 2b0)X

2Y 2 + 4ib1XY Z
2,

which we can see is the same family as UD8
2,4 (see Proposition B.6). □

We can in fact take this a step further, and write W1 = U
D1

8
2,4 and W2 = U

D2
8

2,4 , where

D1
8 =

〈
K4,

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

〉

D2
8 =

〈
K4,

1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

〉 .
With this in mind, we can now prove:

Proposition 7.15. We have that the marked and parameter-level monodromy for bitangents to
Type X quartics is the centralizer of order 256.
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Proof. Since we have U
D1

8
2,4 , U

D2
8

2,4 ≤ UK4
2,4 , we know by Proposition 7.7 that CW+(E7)(D

1
8) ≤ MonparK4

(B)

and CW+(E7)(D
2
8) ≤ MonparK4

(B). We can compute that an object in the intersection of the centralizers
must lie in the centralizer of S4, where S4 is generated by the K4-action together with the S3-action
obtained by permuting x, y, and z. Indeed, this follows from the fact that W1 ∩W2 is the family

a0(x
4 + y4 + z4) + b0(x

2y2 + x2z2 + y2z2),

which is precisely US4
2,4. Hence the monodromy only intersects at CW+(E7)(S4), and we therefore

have that

|MonparK4
(B)| ≥

|Monpar
D1

8
(B)| · |Monpar

D2
8
(B)|

|MonparS4
(B)|

=
32 · 32

4
= 256.

Thus the upper bound given by the centralizer of K4 in W+(E7) is attained. The computation
of the marked monodromy follows from this and Corollary 3.22, as the centralizer CPGL3(K4) is
connected. □

Proposition 7.16. We have that the stacky monodromy for bitangents to Type X quartics is the
normalizer NW+(E7)(K4) of order 1536.

Proof. This is directly analogous to Proposition 7.8. Since CPGL3(K4) is connected, we have by
Corollary 3.22 the parameter-level monodromy agrees with the marked stacky monodromy. Thus by
Theorem 3.11 (3.6), we obtain the short exact sequence

1 → MonparK4
(B) → MonstackK4

(B) → Aut(K4) → 1.

Thus |MonstackK4
| = 1536, and therefore must be equal to NW+(E7)(K4). □

The geometric monodromy follows immediately by Theorem 3.10 (3.5).

7.11. Type XI Quartics. Type XI quartics have automorphism group isomorphic to C3, and
form a 2-dimensional family. By [BB26, Theorem 1.1], for every C3-quartic there exists exactly one

C3-invariant bitangent; in particular, B(C3,C3) ∼= M=C3
2,4 .

Lemma 7.17. The type of pointed cubic surfaces mapping to B(C3,C3) is Type IV, with a C3-fixed
point, corresponding to the stratum S(H3(3)⋊C2,C3).

Proof. This follows immediately from §6.4 and the fact that Type XI is the only type of quartic
admitting a bitangent with isotropy group C3. □

Proposition 7.18. The stacky C3-symmetric monodromy of the cover of bitangents is isomorphic
toW (L3), the unique index two subgroup in NW+(E7)(C3). The geometric monodromy is isomorphic
to W (L3)/C3

∼= ASL2(F3).

Proof. As usual, it is enough to compute the stacky monodromy. Lemma 7.17 together with
Theorem 6.10 yield a commutative diagram of moduli stacks

B̃=C3

L̃(H3(3)⋊C2,C3) S(H3(3)⋊C2,C3) B(C3,C3)

L̃=H3(3)⋊C2 M=H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 M=C3
2,4

f

ϕ1

∼=

∼=

π ∼=

ϕ
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where L̃(H3(3)⋊C2,C3) → S(H3(3)⋊C2,C3) is the Galois closure of the pullback of the cover of (all) lines to

S(H3(3)⋊C2,C3). By Lemma 6.14, the morphism π is faithfully flat with irreducible fibers. Then, Propo-
sition 2.14(4) implies that MonstackC3

(B) ∼= Mon(f) ∼= Mon(ϕ1) ∼= Mon(ϕ). By Theorem 5.3, Mon(ϕ)
has order 648. It follows that Mon(f) is a subgroup of index 2 in NW+(E7)(C3) ∼= NW (E6)(H3(3)⋊C2),
hence again Mon(f) ∼=W (L3). The parameter-level monodromy is equal to the marked and stacky
monodromy by Theorem 3.11 and Corollary 3.22, as CPGL3(C3) is connected. The geometric
monodromy follows by Theorem 3.10(3.5). □

7.12. Type XII Quartics. Plane quartics of Type XII have automorphism group C2, and form a
family of dimension 4. Any such plane quartic is isomorphic to one with equation

x4 + y4 + z4 + x2(ay2 + byz + cz2) + dy2z2,

for some parameters a, b, c, d.
By [BB26, Theorem 1.1], the cover B(C2,C2) → M=C2 has degree 4.

Lemma 7.19. The stack B(C2,C2) is generically isomorphic to S(C2,C2), and in particular irreducible.

Proof. The isomorphism follows from the fact that the only G for which S(G,C2) has dimension 4 is
G = C2, in which case the only inclusion is the identity by §6.3. Since S(C2,C2) → M=C2 is faithfully
flat with irreducible fibers and base, S(C2,C2) is itself irreducible. □

Proposition 7.20. The marked, parameter-level, and stacky C2-symmetric monodromy of the
cover of bitangents are isomorphic to NW+(E7)(C2) of order 4608, while the geometric monodromy
is isomorphic to NW+(E7)(C2)/C2, of order 2304.

Proof. Note first that the marked, parameter-level, and stacky monodromy all coincide, hence it is

enough to compute the latter. Let L̃(C2,C2) → S(C2,C2) be the Galois closure of the pullback of the
cover of (all) lines to S(C2,C2). By Lemma 7.19, we have a commutative diagram of moduli stacks

B̃=C2

L̃(C2,C2) S(C2,C2) B(C2,C2)

L̃=C2 M=C2
3,3 M=C2

2,4

f

gϕ1

ψ

∼=

π h

ϕ

where ψ is a generic isomorphism, which we can treat as an actual isomorphism by Proposition 2.14(3).
Since π is faithfully flat with irreducible fibers (Lemma 6.12), by Proposition 2.14(4), [Lan26,
Theorem 4.24] and the diagram above, we have Mon(f) ∼= Mon(ϕ1) ∼= Mon(ϕ) ∼=W (F4), of order
1152. It follows from this and Lemma 7.19 that

|Mon(g)| = |Mon(f)| · deg h = 4608 = |NW+(E7)(C2)|.

Since Mon(g) ≤ NW+(E7)(C2), and the geometric monodromy is isomorphic to Mon(g)/C2, the
result follows. □

8. From monodromy to formulas in radicals

Recall that solvability of the Galois group of a cover implies the existence of formulas in radicals for
the solutions in terms of the defining equations. In Theorem 5.2, for instance, it can be easily verified
that all the parameter-level monodromy groups are solvable, and therefore there are formulas in
radicals over C for lines on a G-symmetric smooth cubic surface, defined in terms of the coordinates
of U=G

3,3 .
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While this is already valuable, it says nothing about the complexity of the coefficients which
will appear in the formulas in radicals - a priori they could be arbitrary complex numbers. When
possible, we would like to get a formula in radicals over the rationals. To that end, we introduce
the following notation:

Notation 8.1. For each G ≤ PGL4(C) in Theorem 5.2, presented as in Appendix A, we let KG ⊇ Q
denote the smallest number field for which G ≤ PGL4(KG). Therefore U=G

3,3 is a well-defined

KG-variety which is geometrically irreducible by Theorem 4.9. Letting Ṽ|U=G
3,3

denote the normal

core cover taken over KG, we define

MonparG,KG
(L) := Gal(KG(Ṽ|U=G

3,3
)/KG(U

=G
3,3 )).

Arguing that these groups are solvable will guarantee the existence of formulas in radicals defined
over KG for the lines on G-symmetric cubic surfaces in terms of the local coordinates of U=G

3,3 . An
explicit example is the formula in radicals for lines on Type V cubic surfaces, which is defined over
the rationals and worked out explicitly in [BR25, §7].

We have the following:

Corollary 8.2. For each G in Theorem 5.2, we have that MonparG,KG
(L) is solvable.

Proof. Since each element of g acts via deck transformations defined overKG, it necessarily commutes
with teh action of MonparG,KG

(L) on the geometric fiber. Therefore we have that MonparG,KG
(L) ≤

CW (E6)(G). Since CW (E6)(G) is solvable for each G in Theorem 5.2, we conclude that MonparG,KG
(L)

is solvable as well. □

Similarly for quartics, for any G ≤ PGL3 in Theorem 7.1, we can let KG ⊇ Q be the smallest
number field for which G ≤ PGL3(KG), and define MonparG,KG

(B) similarly. An analogous proof

shows it is a subgroup of CW+(E7)(G), which we may verify is solvable as well.

Remark 8.3. Recall that, under the assumptions of Setup 3.4, in [Lan26, Corollary 3.27] the author
proved that there exists a short exact sequence

1 G Mon(FG) Mon(FG) 1,
ωx

showing in particular that Mon(FG) ≤ NMon(F)(G). In particular, it is assumed that the base
field is algebraically closed. However, note that the proof of [Lan26, Corollary 3.27] (as most of
the results in [Lan26]), holds over an arbitrary field k. Indeed, the corollary is an immediate
consequence of [Lan26, Lemma 2.28] and [Lan26, Proposition 3.15], neither of which make use of
that assumption. Indeed, [Lan26, Lemma 2.28] is based on [Noo04, Theorem 7.11], which works in
much larger generality.

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 4.9

For a given G ≤ GL4, what would it mean for a cubic form in H0(P3,O(3)) to be G-invariant? It
does not mean that it is literally fixed by G, instead it means that the form F ∈ H0(P3,O(3)) has
the property that, for every g ∈ G there is some nonzero scalar λg ∈ C× for which g ·F = λgF . This
assignment g 7→ λg necessarily defines a 1-dimensional character of G. Thus we need to understand
for which characters there exist smooth G-equivariant cubic surfaces in its character eigenspace. Up
to conjugating the group in PGL4, we will see that this character can always be taken to be the
identity.

Proposition A.1. We have that UC2
3,3 and U

(C2)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 12 and 18, respectively.
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Proof. The cyclic group of order 2 acts via the diagonal matrix with entries [1, 1, 1,−1]. The cubic
forms in x, y, z, w decompose into two character eigenspaces, depending on how many w’s there
are. The nontrivial character eigenspace has an odd number of w’s in every monomial, hence every
cubic surface given by such a cubic form is singular, as it contains the hyperplane w = 0. Therefore
the smooth cubic surfaces lie in the trivial character eigenspace, and the closure of UC2

3,3 is the
projectivization of

Wχ1 = span{x3, x2y, x2z, xy2, xyz, xz2, xw2, y3, y2z, yz2, yw2, z3, zw2}

Hence UC2
3,3 is 12-dimensional. We can compute that the normalizer of C2 in PGL4 is equal to its

centralizer, and consists of block matrices of the following form:

NPGL4(C2) =



∗ ∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ ∗ 0
0 0 0 ∗


 ≤ PGL4.

This is isomorphic to GL3. We conclude that

dimU
(C2)
3,3 = dimUC2

3,3 + dimPGL4 − dimNPGL4(C2) = 12 + 15− 9 = 18.

□

Proposition A.2. We have that UC2×C2
3,3 and U

(C2×C2)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 7 and 17, respectively.

Proof. The action of the Klein 4-group is via the diagonal matrices [1, 1,−1, 1] and [1, 1, 1,−1].
Since this contains the action of C2 in Proposition A.1, any smooth cubic surfaces must lie in the
trivial character eigenspace for C2 (and by symmetry, for the other order two generator). Therefore

UC2×C2
3,3 is given in the projectivization of the vector space

Wχ1 = span{x3, x2y, xy2, xz2, xw2, y3, yz2, yw2}.

Thus UC2×C2 is 7-dimensional. The normalizer is given by all matrices of the form
∗ ∗ 0 0
∗ ∗ 0 0
0 0 ∗ 0
0 0 0 ∗

 or


∗ ∗ 0 0
∗ ∗ 0 0
0 0 0 ∗
0 0 ∗ 0

 .

We see then that

NPGL4(C2 × C2) ∼=
GL2 × C× × C×

C× ⋊ C2
∼= (GL2 × C×)⋊ C2.

This is 5-dimensional, so U
(C2×C2)
3,3 is 17-dimensional. Only the matrices of the left shape centralize

C2 × C2, so the centralizer is connected. □

Proposition A.3. We have that UC4
3,3 and U

(C4)
3,3 are irreducible closed subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 6 and 16, respectively.

Proof. The cyclic group of order 4 is generated by the diagonal matrix [1, 1,−1, i] in PGL4. As this
group contains C2, we can restrict our attention to the trivial character eigenspace for C2. This
leaves us with two character eigenspaces, depending on whether the generator for C4 rescales the
monomial by +1 or −1. These give

Wχ1 = span{x3, x2y, xy2, xz2, y3, yz2, zw2}
Wχ−1 = span{x2z, xyz, xw2, y2z, yw2, z3}.
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We can observe that any cubic surface in Wχ−1 is singular, hence the nonsingular cubic surfaces lie

in the trivial character eigenspace. Thus UC4 is 6-dimensional.
To compute the normalizer, we first note that the generator of C4 and its inverse have different

eigenvalues, hence are not conjugate in PGL4. Therefore the normalizer of C4 in PGL4 is equal to
its centralizer, and this can easily be computed to be those block matrices of the form

NPGL4(C4) =



∗ ∗ 0 0
∗ ∗ 0 0
0 0 ∗ 0
0 0 0 ∗


 ≤ PGL4.

This is isomorphic to GL2 × C×, which is 5-dimensional, hence U
(C4)
3,3 is 16-dimensional. □

Proposition A.4. We have that US3
3,3 and U

(S3)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 6 and 17, respectively.

Proof. The action of S3 is via the tranposition interchanging z and w and the diagonal matrix with
entries [1, 1, ζ3, ζ

2
3 ]. It is easy to see that any matrix normalizing this S3 must be block diagonal,

with the upper 2× 2 block arbitrary, and the lower 2× 2 block agreeing (up to a scalar) with the
lower 2× 2 block of some element in S3. From this we clearly have that

NPGL4(S3)
∼= GL2 × S3.

Since Sab
3 = C2, there are two character eigenspaces to consider. There is a one-dimensional space

of cubic forms which are invariant under the sign character, and this is spanned by z3 − w3, hence
singular. Therefore the space of smooth invariant cubics is given by

Wχ1 = span{x3, x2y, xy2, y3, xzw, yzw, z3 + w3}.

This is 6-dimensional, hence U
(S3)
3,3 is 17-dimensional. □

Proposition A.5. We have that UC8
3,3 and U

(C8)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 3 and 15, respectively.

Proof. The cyclic group C8 acts via the diagonal matrix with entries [1,−1, ζ28 , ζ
3
8 ]. Squaring this and

invoking Proposition A.3, we have that smooth cubic surfaces lie in the trivial character eigenspace
for C4, hence there are only two character eigenspaces to C8 to consider, namely if it sends the
generator to +1 or −1. These eigenspaces are exactly

Wχ1 = span{x3, xy2, yz2, w2z}
Wχ−1 = span{x2y, xz2, y3, }

The only smooth cubic forms are in the trivial character eigenspace, hence it is 3-dimensional.

The normalizer is equal to the central torus in PGL4, which is (C×)3, therefore U
(C8)
3,3 is 15-

dimensional. □

Proposition A.6. We have that US3×C2
3,3 and U

(S3×C2)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 3 and 16, respectively.

Proof. As S3 is subconjugate to S3 × C2 in PGL4, we can give a slightly different normal form for
these symmetric cubic surfaces than what is found in [Dol12], as this will streamline our computations.
In particular we may present S3 × C2 in PGL4 as the S3 above, together with the involution which
interchanges x and y. Smooth cubic surfaces must be in the trivial character eigenspace for S3, so
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we have two eigenspaces to consider depending on the character attached to this extra involution.
We obtain two character eigenspaces

Wχ1 = span{x3 + y3, x2y + xy2, xzw + yzw, z3 + w3}
Wχ−1 = span{x3 − y3, x2y − xy2, xzw − yzw}.

Everything in Wχ−1 splits off the hyperplane x = y, so the smooth cubics are only in the first

character eigenspace. Thus US3×C2
3,3 is irreducible and 3-dimensional.

To compute the normalizer, we remark that this additional involution centralizes S3 in PGL4,
therefore we can compute that

NPGL4(S3 × C2) = CPGL4(S3 × C2) · (S3 × C2).

This can be computed as the torus

(C×)2 =



a b 0 0
b a 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 : a2 − b2 ̸= 0

 ,

multiplied with S3, and this multiplication is external. Therefore U
(S3×C2)
3,3 is 16-dimensional. □

Proposition A.7. We have that US4
3,3 and U

(S4)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 2 and 16, respectively.

Proof. Here S4 is most easily presented by the permutation matrices in PGL4. Its abelianization is
C2, so there are two character eigenspaces to consider. After conjugating C×2

2 in PGL4, we see that
it is a non-normal subgroup of S4 - in particular it is not contained in the alternating group A4,
and therefore since smooth cubic surfaces must lie in the trivial character eigenspace for C×2

2 by
Proposition A.2, they must lie in the trivial character eigenspace for S4 as well. It is immediate to
see that this is given by the elementary homogeneous symmetric polynomials, hence of projective

dimension two in U3,3. The normalizer was computed in [BR25, 2.10] hence we can see that U
(S4)
3,3 is

16-dimensional. □

Proposition A.8. We have that U
H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 and U
(H3(3)⋊C2)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of

U3,3 of dimensions 2 and 16, respectively.

Proof. We observe that S3 ≤ H3(3)⋊C2 is not killed by the abelianization of H3(3)⋊C2, hence by
Proposition A.4 all smooth cubic forms must lie in the trivial character eigenspace for H3(3)⋊ C2.
We can see that the trivial character eigenspace is

Wχ1 = span{x3 + y3 + z3, w3, xyz}.

Thus U
H3(3)⋊C2

3,3 is irreducible and 2-dimensional.

To compute the normalizer, we observe that H3(3)⋊ C2 as presented fixes the point [0 : 0 : 0 : 1]
and preserves the plane w = 0. We can therefore study how G acts on this hyperplane P3. The
center Z(H3(3)) ∼= C3 acts trivially, and since H3(3)/C3

∼= C×2
3 , we have that the image in PGL3 is

given by C×2
3 ⋊ C2. We now claim that

NPGL3(C
×2
3 ⋊ C2) = H216,

where H216 = C×2
3 ⋊ SL2(F3) is the order 216 Hessian group (c.f. [AD09]). Since C×2

3 is the 3-Sylow

subgroup of C×2
3 ⋊ C2, it is characteristic, and therefore

NPGL3(C
×2
3 ⋊ C2) ≤ NPGL3(C

×2
3 ) = C×2

3 ⋊ SL2(F3).
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Conversely, we can see that C×2
3 ⋊ C2 ≤ C×2

3 ⋊ SL2(F3) is normal, and hence we get the other

inclusion NPGL3(C
×2
3 ) ≤ NPGL3(C

×2
3 ⋊C2). Putting this all together, we get a short exact sequence

(A.1) 1 → C× → NPGL4(H3(3)⋊ C2) → H216 → 1.

Thus the normalizer is 1-dimensional, and hence U
(H3(3)⋊C2)
3,3 is 16-dimensional. □

Proposition A.9. We have that U
H3(3)⋊C4

3,3 and U
(H3(3)⋊C4)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of

U3,3 of dimensions 1 and 15, respectively.

Proof. We have that Type III cubic surfaces can be presented with the same subgroup has Type IV,
but where we add on one more additional automorphism, this one is given by:

ζ12 + ζ−1
12

3


1 1 1 0
1 ζ23 ζ3 0
1 ζ3 ζ23 0
0 0 0 3

ζ12+ζ
−1
12

 .

Since UH3(3)⋊C4 ⊆ UH3(3)⋊C2 , we can find that a cubic surface in the latter space admits this
additional symmetry if and only if it is of the form

a(x30 + x31 + x32) + bx33 + 3(
√
3− 1)ax0x1x2.

In particular we get that UH3(3)⋊C4 is irreducible of projective dimension 1.
To compute the normalizer, a similar line of reasoning to the proof of Proposition A.8, taking

into account this new generator, gives us that the image in PGL3 by restricting to the plane w = 0
is C×2

3 ⋊ C4, where the new element has order four. This new element has normalizer Q8 in PGL3,

so we obtain that NPGL3(C
×2
3 ⋊ C4) = C×2

3 ⋊Q8, of order 72. Thus we get a short exact sequence

(A.2) 1 → C× → NPGL4(H3(3)⋊ C4) → C×2
3 ⋊Q8 → 1.

Thus U
(H3(3)⋊C4)
3,3 is 15-dimensional, and CPGL4(H3(3)⋊ C4 = Gm. □

Proposition A.10. We have that US5
3,3 and U

(S5)
3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of U3,3 of

dimensions 0 and 15, respectively.

Proof. Since S4 ≤ S5 is not killed by the abelianization, every smooth S5-symmetric cubic form
lies in the trivial character eigenspace. There is a unique such form (up to a scalar), given by the
Clebsch cubic surface

x3 + y3 + z3 + w3 − (x+ y + z + w)3.

The normalizer is quite easy to compute – it is straightforward to see that CPGL4(S5) is trivial, hence

since S5 is complete, we obtain that the normalizer must be S5 itself. Thus U
(S5)
3,3 is 15-dimensional.

The centralizer is trivial. □

Proposition A.11. We have that U
(C×3

3 ⋊S4)
3,3 and U

(C×3
3 ⋊S4)

3,3 are closed irreducible subvarieties of
U3,3 of dimensions 0 and 15, respectively.

Proof. It is clear that there is a unique cubic surface fixed by this automorphism group, namely the
Fermat cubic

x3 + y3 + z3 + w3.

Any matrix in PGL4(C) which normalizes the automorphism group of the Fermat cubic must be a
generalized permutation matrix. By considering its conjugation action on the permutation matrices
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in C×3
3 ⋊ S4, it is clear that the entries of this matrix must be third roots of unity. But all such

matrices are in the group, hence

NPGL4(C)(C
×3
3 ⋊ S4) = C×3

3 ⋊ S4.

Thus U
(C×3

3 ⋊S4)
3,3 is irreducible of dimension 15. The centralizer of this group must therefore be equal

to its center, which we can verify is trivial. □

Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 4.11

We prove this throughout this section, working upwards through the poset of subconjugacy classes
of these groups in PGL3. As in the case of cubic surfaces, when the group is presented by diagonal
matrices, the monomials form an eigenbasis for the action of the group on the space of ternary
quartic forms, which makes computations easier.

Proposition B.1. Let G = C2. Then U
C2
2,4 is irreducible of dimension 8.

Proof. Here the group C2 is defined by

C2 =

〈1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1

〉 ≤ PGL3.

There are two character eigenspaces to consider, which are χ1 and χ−1, and are spanned by:

Wχ1 = span{x4, x3y, x2y2, x2z2, xy3, xyz2, y4, y2z2, z4}(B.1)

Wχ−1 = span{x3z, x2yz, xy2z, xz3, y3z, yz3}.(B.2)

Nothing in P(Wχ−1) defines a smooth planar quartic, since they all split off the line z = 0, hence

since dimWχ1 = 9, we have that UG2,4 = P(Wχ1) is 8-dimensional.
We can easily compute that the normalizer is equal to its centralizer, which is

NPGL3(C2) ∼=


∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ 0
0 0 1

 ∼= GL2.

Therefore

dimU
(C2)
2,4 = dimUC2

2,4 + dimPGL3 − dimNPGL3(C2) = 8 + 8− 4 = 12.

□

Proposition B.2. Let G = C3. Then U
C3
2,4 is irreducible of dimension 6.

Proof. We have that

C3 =

〈1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ζ3

〉 ≤ PGL3.

This gives three character eigenspaces, which are

Wχ1 = span{x4, x3y, x2y2, xy3, xz3, y4, yz3}
Wχζ3

= span{x3z, x2yz, xy2z, y3z, z4}

Wχ
ζ23

= span{x2z2, xyz2, y2z2}.
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The latter two consist of singular quartics, hence we have that UC3
2,4 = P(Wχ1) is 6-dimensional. We

again compute the normalizer as

NPGL3(C3) ∼=


∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ 0
0 0 1

 ∼= GL2,

hence U
(G)
2,4 is 10-dimensional. □

Proposition B.3. We have that UK4
2,4 is irreducible of dimension 5.

Proof. Here we have that the Klein-4 group is given as

K4 =

〈1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1

 ,

1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Since C2 ≤ K4 ≤ PGL3, any smooth K4-symmetric planar quartics must have the property
that the first generator acts trivially. By conjugating C2 inside PGL3, an identical argument to
Proposition B.1 shows that smooth planar quartics must lie in the trivial eigenspace for the other
generator of K4. Hence altogether, smooth planar K4-symmetric quartic forms must lie in the trivial
eigenspace for K4. This is given as

Wχtriv = span{x4, x2y2, x2z2, y4, y2z2, z4}.

Hence UK4
2,4 is 5-dimensional.

We remark that all three non-identity elements in K4 are conjugate inside PGL3, hence NPGL3(K4)
surjects onto S3 via its permutation action on these elements. It is straightforward to see that the
kernel of this action (the centralizer of all three elements) is just the diagonal torus in PGL3, hence
we get a short exact sequence

0 → (C×)2 → NPGL3(K4) → S3 → 0.

This is split by the inclusion of the permutation matrices. Thus we get that NPGL3(K4) ∼= (C×)2⋊S3,
and thus U

(K4)
2,4 is 11-dimensional. □

Proposition B.4. US3
2,4 is irreducible of dimension 3.

Proof. We have that

S3 =

〈ζ3 0 0
0 ζ23 0
0 0 1

 ,

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Since Sab
3 = C2, the order 3 elements must act trivially. Considering the monomial basis for W ,

this restricts our attention to the subspace

span{x3z, x2y2, xyz2, y3z, z4}.

We now ask how the element of order two acts, and we obtain two eigenspaces, given by

Wχ1 = span{(x3 + y3)z, x2y2, xyz2, z4}
Wχ−1 = span{(x3 − y3)z}.

Hence the moduli of S3-symmetric smooth planar quartics lies in the trivial character eigenspace
for S3, which is 3-dimensional.
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Since S3 is complete, we have that NPGL3(S3)
∼= S3 × CPGL3(S3). The centralizer can easily be

computed as

CPGL3(S3) =


1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ∗

 ,

hence NPGL3(S3)
∼= S3 × C×. We therefore obtain that U

(S3)
2,4 is 10-dimensional. □

Proposition B.5. UC6
2,4 is irreducible of dimension 3.

Proof. We have that

C6 =

〈−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ζ3

〉 ≤ PGL3.

We get six character eigenspaces, depending upon how the generator acts. These are spanned by

Wχ1 = span{x4, x2y2, y4, yz3}
Wχζ3

= span{x2yz, y3z, z4}

Wχ
ζ23

= span{x2z2, y2z2}

Wχ−1 = span{x3y, xy3, xz3}
Wχ−ζ3

= span{x3z, xy2z}

Wχ−ζ23

= span{xyz2}.

The only locus containing any smooth quartic forms is the trivial character eigenspace, hence UC6
2,4

is 3-dimensional.
We can compute directly that no element in PGL3 can conjugate the generator of C6 to its

inverse, hence since these are the only two order 6 elements in the group, they must be fixed by
the normalizer, and therefore NPGL3(C6) = CPGL3(C6). It is clear that the centralizer is simply the

diagonal matrices, which are isomorphic to (C×)2. Altogether we get that U
(C6)
2,4 is 9-dimensional. □

Proposition B.6. UD8
2,4 is irreducible and 3-dimensional.

Proof. Here we have

D8 =

〈i 0 0
0 −i 0
0 0 1

 ,

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Since the copy of K4 in Proposition B.3 is subconjugate to D8 in PGL3, any smooth D8-symmetric
forms must have the property that they lie in the trivial character eigenspace for the corresponding
subgroup K4 ≤ D8. The relevant copy of K4 here is〈1 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 −1

 ,

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

〉 .
The trivial character eigenspace for this copy of K4 is given by symmetric polynomials in x and y
times even powers of z. This is 6-dimensional, spanned by:

span{x4 + y4, x3y + xy3, x2y2, (x2 + y2)z2, xyz2, z4}.
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This vector space decomposes to our two relevant character eigenspaces for D8, depending upon

whether the element

i 0 0
0 −i 0
0 0 1

 acts by +1 or −1. We get

Wχ1 = span{x4 + y4, x2y2, xyz2, z4}
Wχ−1 = span{x3y + xy3, (x2 + y2)z2}.

Anything in Wχ−1 has a singularity at [0 : 0 : 1], hence all the smooth quartics lie in the trivial

eigenspace, and hence UD8
2,4 is 3-dimensional.

To compute the normalizer, we fix some notation for the generators. Let

r =

i 0 0
0 −i 0
0 0 1


s =

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

 .

We note that Z(D8) = ⟨r2⟩ ∼= C2, hence any element g ∈ NPGL4(D8) must centralize r2. This tells
us that

(B.3) NPGL4(D8) ≤


∗ ∗ 0
∗ ∗ 0
0 0 1

 .

That upper left 2 × 2 block, considered in GL2, must either fix or interchange r and r3 under
conjugation (as they are the unique things of order 4). Hence this upper block must be diagonal or
anti-diagonal. If it is diagonal, then by conjugating with the transposition, we geta 0 0

0 b 0
0 0 1

 s

a−1 0
0 b−1

0 0 1

 =

 0 ab−1 0
a−1b 0 0
0 0 1.


In order for this to be in D8, we must have that a/b ∈ {i,−1,−i, 1}. Hence every such matrix is of
the form ikb 0 0

0 b 0
0 0 1

 =

ik 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 b


for some power of k. If the block were anti-diagonal, a similar analysis shows that a/b = ik for some
k, hence it differs from a diagonal matrix as before by a transposition in the group. Altogether, we
get that the normalizer is given by

NPGL3(D8) = D8 ·

〈1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ∗

 ,

i 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ∗

〉 .
We therefore obtain a short exact sequence

(B.4) 0 → D8 → NPGL3(D8) → C× → 0.

Putting everything together, we get that U
(D8)
2,4 has dimension 10. □

Proposition B.7. UC9
2,4 is irreducible and 2-dimensional.
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Proof. We have that

C9 =

〈ζ39 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 ζ9

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Since this generator cubed is the generator of C3 in Proposition B.2, we can only obtain smooth
symmetric quartics in the trivial eigenspace for this character. Hence if powers of z exist, they must
be z3’s. Among the remaining monomials, they break into character eigenspaces:

Wχ1 = span{x3y, y4}
Wχ

ζ39

= span{x4, xy3, yz3}

Wχ
ζ69

= span{x2y2, xz3}

Interestingly, the only smooth quartics are not in the identity character eigenspace, but in the
character eigenspace where the action of the generator scales the form by ζ39 . We therefore obtain

that UC9
2,4 is 2-dimensional.

The normalizer necessarily coincides with the centralizer, which we can see is the diagonal torus.
Thus

NPGL3(C9) =


∗ 0 0
0 ∗ 0
0 0 ∗

 ∼= (C×)2.

Therefore U
(C9)
2,4 is 8-dimensional. □

Proposition B.8. UP2,4 is irreducible of dimension 2.

Proof. The Type V Pauli group is given by

P =

〈−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 ,

i 0 0
0 −i 0
0 0 1

 ,

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Observe that the dihedral group in Proposition B.6 is a subgroup of this group P , hence any smooth
symmetric quartics lie in the trivial eigenspace for this group, which was a 4-dimensional vector
space spanned by x4 + y4, x2y2, xyz2, and z4. There are two relevant character eigenspaces for the
Pauli group, corresponding to whether the order two element x 7→ −x scales the generator by +1 or
−1. We obtain

Wχ1 = span{x4 + y4, x2y2, z4}
Wχ−1 = span{xyz2}.

Hence we again land in the trivial character eigenspace for the group, which in this case has
dimension dimUP2,4 = 2.

To compute the normalizer, we observe the center of the Pauli group is cyclic of order 4,

generated by

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 i

. In particular the normalizer has the same block diagonal structure as in

Equation (B.3). There is therefore a map

NPGL3(P ) → PGL2(
A 0
0 1

)
7→ A,
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and its image consists of every 2 × 2 matrix which normalizes the 2 × 2 upper left blocks of the
elements of the Pauli group when considered in PGL2. It is clear though that the first two generators
of P become identified under this map to PGL2, hence the image is the normalizer of the image of
P , which is a Klein 4-group. We therefore obtain a short exact sequence

0 → C× → NPGL3(P ) → NPGL2(K4) → 0.

We can compute that the normalizer of K4 is given by the rigid symmetries of the fixed points of
the involutions in K4, which is precisely the octahedron on P1 with vertices {0,±1,±i,∞}. Thus
NPGL2(K4) ∼= S4 is the octahedral group, and we obtain a non-split short exact sequence

(B.5) 0 → C× → NPGL3(P ) → S4 → 0.

With this we obtain that U
(P )
2,4 has dimension 9. □

Proposition B.9. US4
2,4 is irreducible and 1-dimensional.

Proof. Here our S4 is given by

S4 =

〈0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 1

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Since Sab
4 = C2 is detected on transpositions, which lie in conjugates of the S3 from Proposition B.4,

we conclude that the smooth S4-symmetric quartics must all lie in the trivial character eigenspace
for S4. Such forms are symmetric in cycling x, y, z, and are invariant with swapping x with −y. It
is clear that the vector space of such forms is

span{x4 + y4 + z4, x2y2 + x2z2 + y2z2}.

Hence US4
2,4 is 1-dimensional.

Since the projective representation of S4 given here is irreducible, Schur’s lemma says that the
endomorphisms of this representation (after lifting to GL3) are all scalar multiples of the identity
matrix. That is, every linear matrix in GL3 commuting with this copy of S4 is a linear multiple of
the identity, and thus the centralizer of S4 in PGL3 is trivial. Since S4 is complete, we therefore
obtain that

NPGL3(S4)
∼= S4.

Thus U
(S4)
2,4 is 9-dimensional. □

Proposition B.10. We have that UC4⊚A4
2,4 is irreducible and 1-dimensional.

Proof. The Type III group is given by

C4 ⊚A4 =

〈1+i
2

−1+i
2 0

1+i
2

1−i
2 0

0 0 ζ3

 ,

 1+i
2

−1−i
2 0

−1−i
2

−1+i
2 0

0 0 ζ23

〉 ≤ PGL3

In particular the Pauli group in Proposition B.8 is a subgroup of this group, hence the smooth
C4 ⊚A4-symmetric quartics lie in the trivial character eigenspace for the Pauli group, which was
generated by x4 + y4, x2y2, and z4. Let M be the first generator of the group above:

M =

1+i
2

−1+i
2 0

1+i
2

1−i
2 0

0 0 ζ3

 ,
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so that C4 ⊚A4 is generated by P and M . Then we can divide into three eigenspaces depending
upon how M acts on the relevant forms. Under the change of basis above, we can compute that

M · (x4 + y4) = −1

2

(
x4 + y4

)
− 1

2
(x4 + y4) + 3x2 + y2

M · (x2 + y2) = −1

4
(x4 + y4)− 1

2
x2y2

M · z4 = ζ3z
4.

Hence in the 3D basis for the trivial eigenspace for P , we have that M is represented by the matrix−1
2 3 0

−1
4 −1

2 0
0 0 ζ3

 .

The eigenvalues are therefore ζ3 and ζ23 , and the eigenspaces are given by

Mζ3 = span{x4 + y4 − 2i
√
3x2y2, z4}

Mζ23
= span{x4 + y4 + 2i

√
3x2y2}.

The latter is singular, so UC4⊚A4
2,4 is 1-dimensional.

To compute the normalizer, we remark that the Pauli group is the unique Sylow 2-subgroup of
C4 ⊚A4, therefore

NPGL3(C4 ⊚A4) ⊆ NPGL3(P ).

However we can observe that every normalizer of the Pauli group will also normalize C4 ⊚A4. Thus

U
(C4⊚A4)
2,4 is 8-dimensional. □

Proposition B.11. We have that U
C×2

4 ⋊S3

2,4 is a single point, and U
(C×2

4 ⋊S3)
2,4 is a closed 8-dimensional

subvariety of U2,4.

Proof. The Type II quartic’s automorphism group is given by

C×2
4 ⋊ S3 =

〈0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0

 ,

−i 0 0
0 0 1
0 i 0

〉 ≤ PGL3.

Observe that the S4 from Proposition B.9 is a subgroup of this group as listed above, hence we can
consider the character eigenspace

span{x4 + y4 + z4, x2y2 + x2z2 + y2z2},
and consider how the additional generator of C×2

4 ⋊ S4 acts on these elements. Let

N =

−i 0 0
0 0 1
0 i 0

 .

Then

N · (x4 + y4 + z4) = x4 + y4 + z4

N · (x2y2 + x2z2 + y2z2) = −x2y2 + x2z2 − y2z2.

This latter action is not even in an eigenspace for a 1-dimensional character. Thus there is a unique
Type II quartic, given by x4 + y4 + z4.

The normalizer of this group is the group itself, since if any other matrix normalized it, then the
image of the Type II quartic under that matrix would again be the Type II quartic, however this

cannot happen as the quartic is unique. We conclude then that U
(C×2

4 ⋊S3)
2,4 is 8-dimensional. □



54 THOMAS BRAZELTON, ALBERTO LANDI, AND SIDHANTH RAMAN

Proposition B.12. We have that U
PSL2(7)
2,4 is a single point, and U

(PSL2(7))
2,4 is a closed 8-dimensional

subvariety of U2,4.

Proof. We have that PSL2(7) is as presented in [BB26, 2.4]. It is simple and perfect so abelianizes
to the identity, hence any symmetric quartic must lie in the trivial character eigenspace. It is
straightforward to see that the only quartic form fixed by this group is the Klein quartic. By an

analogous argument to Proposition B.11, the normalizer is then the group itself, and U
(PSL2(7))
2,4 is

8-dimensional. □
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