arXiv:1111.0498v2 [math.AG] 17 Jul 2016

GAUSS COMPOSITION FOR P^1, AND THE UNIVERSAL JACOBIAN OF THE HURWITZ SPACE OF DOUBLE COVERS

DANIEL ERMAN AND MELANIE MATCHETT WOOD

Abstract. In this paper, we give an explicit description of the moduli space of line bundles on hyperelliptic curves, including singular curves. We study the universal Jacobian J^{2,g,n} of degree n line bundles over the Hurwitz stack of double covers of P^1 by a curve of genus g. Our main results are: the construction of a smooth, irreducible, universally closed (but not separated) moduli compactification J^{2,g,n}_{bd} of J^{2,g,n} whose points we describe simply and explicitly as sections of certain vector bundles on P^1; a description of the global geometry and moduli properties of these stacks; and a computation of the Picard groups of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} and J^{2,g,n} in the cases when n − g is even. An important ingredient of our work is the parametrization of line bundles on double covers by binary quadratic forms. This parametrization generalizes the classical number theoretic correspondence between ideal classes of quadratic rings and integral binary quadratic forms, which in particular gives the group law on integral binary quadratic forms first discovered by Gauss.

1. Introduction

The questions of how to compactify the Jacobian of a singular curve and how to extend the universal Picard variety over various moduli spaces of curves have been studied extensively in the last several decades. In this paper, we answer those questions for hyperelliptic curves. Specifically, we describe the universal Jacobian over the Hurwitz stack of double covers of P^1, as well as a larger moduli stack which acts as a sort of moduli compactification of this universal Jacobian. We use Hur^{2,g} to denote the Hurwitz stack of double covers of P^1 by a genus g curve and J^{2,g,n} to denote the universal Jacobian of degree n line bundles over Hur^{2,g}.

The Hurwitz stack Hur^{2,g} is a particularly simple moduli space since a double cover of P^1 corresponds to a homogenous binary form. Given the simplicity and concreteness of the resulting description of Hur^{2,g}, one might wonder whether there is a a similarly explicit description of its universal Jacobian. In this paper, we provide such a simple, explicit description of J^{2,g,n}, and use this simple description to provide a compactification, and to study explicit geometric questions such as unirationality and the Picard group of J^{2,g,n}.

In order to understand and compute with this universal Jacobian, we introduce some notation. We say that a map f : X → T is a double cover if f is finite, flat, and degree 2; we say that a pair (f : X → T, L) is a double covering pair if f : X → T is a double cover and

The first author was partially supported by an NDSEG fellowship and NSF Award No. 1003997. The second author was supported by an AIM Five-Year Fellowship, NSF Award Nos. DMS-1147782 and DMS- 1301690, a Packard Fellowship for Science and Engineering, and a Sloan Research Fellowship. 1

if L ∈ Pic(X) or, more generally, if L is a traceable O_X -module.^1 As a first approximation for compactifying J^{2,g,n} we consider the stack J^{2,g,n} which parametrizes arbitrary double covering pairs (f : C → P^1, L) where p_a(C) = g and where deg(L) = n.

The stack J^{2,g,n} turns out to have extraneous components (i.e. J^{2,g,n} is not always a dense open subset) and this motivates the definition of an intermediate substack where we impose some boundedness conditions: J^{2,g,n} ⊆ J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ⊆ J^{2,g,n}. This intermediate stack J^{2,g,n}_{bd} (see §5 for a definition) is smooth, irreducible, and universally closed, and hence it acts as a sort of compactification of J^{2,g,n} . Further, due to the existence of a unirational stratification of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , we are able to work quite explicitly with J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . Here we say that a stack is unirational if it admits a dominant map from a rational variety. For instance, any quotient of affine space is unirational.

The study of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is related to concrete questions about limits of double covering pairs, and we next describe one such question. Let B be a curve with a point P ∈ B. Consider a double covering pair (f : C → P^1_{B−P} , L) where C → P^1_{B−P} is a flat family of smooth hyperelliptic curves of genus g, and L is a flat family of line bundles of degree n on the curves.

Question 1.1. How can you define the limit (C_P , L_P ) of the double covering pair (f : C → P^1_{B−P} , L) over B − P ? How do you write down such a limit explicitly?

The answer to this question depends on the properties that we choose to prioritize. For instance, the Deligne–Mumford compactification of M_g provides one approach for selecting the limiting curve C_P . Further, in [6] Caporaso constructs a compactification of the universal Jacobian P_g that is compatible with the Deligne–Mumford compactification. Following this approach, one may thus obtain a unique limit pair (C_P , L_P ) where the curve C_P is stable, and where L_P is a rank one torsion-free sheaf on C_P .^2 However, the curve C_P generally does not admit a flat double cover of P^1. Thus, roughly speaking, this approach prioritizes the geometry of the limiting curve over the flatness of the double cover of P^1.

We provide a different approach to the moduli problem in Question 1.1, by prioritizing the flatness of the double cover of P^1. The explicit coordinates on the space J^{2,g,n}_{bd} that we construct gives a limit pair (f_P : C_P → P^1, L_P ) where f_P is a double cover of P^1, and where L_P is a traceable O_{CP} -module. The curve C_P is obtained by the classical construction of taking the limit of the corresponding degree 2g + 2 binary form on P^1; thus, the cost of maintaining the double cover of P^1 is that we must allow limiting curves C_P which are not semi-stable. We note that, when C_P is reducible, any line bundle L_P arising as a limit must satisfy a bi-degree balancing condition; this is analogous to Caporaso’s [6, Basic Inequality]. The other main difference between our work and much of the previous work on compactified Jacobians is that we give a completely explicit, concrete description of the points of our moduli spaces as sections of certain vector bundles on P^1. This explicitness can be seen in

1Traceable O_X -modules are a generalization of the class of line bundles on X (see Definition 1.2), used towards compactifying the Jacobian of X. When X is a reduced curve, traceable modules are exactly rank 1 torsion free sheaves.

2Strictly speaking, in [6], L_P is viewed as a line bundle on a destabilization of C_P . But [38, §10] relates this description to a description of slope semi-stable rank 1 torsion-free sheaves on C_P . 2

the ease of constructing examples of points in the space (e.g. see Sections 2.5 and 4) and in computing the Picard groups of the moduli stacks we construct (see Section 7).

Our method for constructing and studying J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is based on an extension of Gauss composition to the geometric setting. Gauss composition is a group law on binary quadratic forms which can be understood by the classical bijection between ideal classes in quadratic orders and binary quadratic forms with integral coefficients. Recent work of the second author extends this bijection from Spec(Z) to an arbitrary base scheme S. More specifically, [42, Thm. 1.4] provides an explicit and functorial bijection { isomorphism classes of linear binary quadratic forms/S } ←→ {isomorphism classes of (C, M), with

C a double cover of S, and M a traceable O_C -module } , for any base scheme S, where linear binary quadratic forms will be defined in Defn. 2.2. The definition of a traceable module essentially stems from a desire to obtain this bijection. (There is a large literature on similar structural theorems about n-fold covers, without a line bundle, when n ≤ 5 [12, 33, 39, 19, 8, 9, 41, 43]. There is also a structural theorem for 3-fold covering pairs [44].)

In essence, this paper works with P^1 to provide a model for how this generalized theory of Gauss composition over a base scheme may be applied to the study of concrete moduli problems about families of line bundles. As we will see, this requires a detailed and nontrivial analysis of families of linear binary quadratic forms.

By working with linear binary quadratic forms over P^1, we use the above bijection to provide an explicit picture of the moduli spaces J^{2,g,n}, J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , and other related moduli stacks. In [36, Chapter IIIa], Mumford also uses linear binary quadratic forms to describe Jacobians of hyperelliptic curves over C . This amounts to describing J^{2,g,n} as a set-theoretic union of certain explicitly defined loci. We extend these results in several ways. We first describe J^{2,g,n} (and J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) as the union of explicitly defined quotient stacks, thus providing the underlying stacky structure of the universal Jacobian. We then use this stacky structure to patch various pieces together to give J^{2,g,n}. This leads naturally to the moduli “compactifications” of J^{2,g,n} studied throughout this note, and it also extends simply to fields other than C .

We remark on one further difference between our work and [36, IIIa]. We represent points of J^{2,g,n} as orbits of linear binary quadratic forms over P^1. This choice of representation is easily adaptable to geometric generalizations, such as where the base P^1 is replaced by a higher genus curve or a surface. By contrast, Mumford uses linear binary quadratic forms over A^1 to represent points of J^{2,g,n}, and he selects an explicit representative within each orbit, as well as a recipe for reducing an arbitrary form to its representative. Mumford’s representation is amenable to performing explicit computations, as evidenced by the broad cryptography literature built upon those results (see [5, 27]).

1.1. Overview of results. We define a useful notion for studying degenerations of line bundles as well as line bundles themselves. Consider a double cover f : X → T . For any line bundle L on X, the sheaf f_∗L is a locally free O_T -module of rank 2, and locally f_∗L is isomorphic to f_∗O_X as an f_∗O_X -module.

Definition 1.2. Let f : X → T be a double cover and consider an O_X -module M. We say that M is traceable (as in [42]) if: 3

(i) The push-forward f_∗M is a locally free rank 2 O_T -module, and (ii) f_∗M and f_∗O_X give the same trace map f_∗O_X → O_T , i.e. the composite maps

f_∗O_X^{mult.} // End_{OT} (f_∗O_X , f_∗O_X )^{trace} // O_T

f_∗O_X^{mult.} // End_{OT} (f_∗M, f_∗M)^{trace} // O_T

agree.

Consider a double cover f : C → P^1. Theorem 6.1 shows that, when C is smooth, M is traceable if and only if M is a line bundle. Further, Theorem 6.1 shows that that if C is integral, then M is traceable if and only if M is a rank one torsion free sheaf.

Our first main result is a description of a moduli stack J^{2,g,n} which parametrizes double covering pairs (f : C → P^1, M), where p_a(C) = g and deg(M) := χ(M) − χ(O_C ) = n. (See §2.3 for a more precise definition of this stack.) In Theorem 3.1, we prove that J^{2,g,n} is a connected Artin stack, and we provide an explicit unirational stratification of J^{2,g,n} by quotient stacks Q^{i,j,k}, where each Q^{i,j,k} is the quotient of a vector space by the product of general linear groups. The unirational strata Q^{i,j,k} correspond to certain types of linear binary quadratic forms for P^1, and hence these strata provide concrete coordinates for working with J^{2,g,n}.

We then use these unirational strata to provide an explicit picture of J^{2,g,n}, exploring the strata in detail in §4.1. We also use Theorem 4.1 to write concrete equations describing interesting subloci of J^{2,g,n} (e.g. the locus where C is an integral curve and L is a line bundle.)

The stack J^{2,g,n} is a bit unwieldy, however, as it may fail to be irreducible, and it is never quasi-compact. To obtain a better approximation of the universal Jacobian J^{2,g,n}, we thus introduce a bounded substack J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ⊆ J^{2,g,n} which satisfies the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1. For g ≥ 0, we have that J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is smooth and irreducible, and it contains J^{2,g,n} as a dense open substack. Further, J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is unirational, and thus J^{2,g,n} is unirational.

The stack J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is defined in Definition 5.3 by imposing a boundedness condition, depending on g and n, on the splitting type of the rank two vector bundle f_∗(O_C ) in the double covering pair (f : C → P^1, M). This boundedness condition is only nontrivial when C fails to be integral; i.e., if C is integral, then every double covering pair (f : C → P^1, M) induces a point of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} .

Our construction of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} has some implications for the study of compactfied Jacobians of curves C that admit a double cover of P^1. Namely, if we fix a double cover f : C → P^1, this induces a point c of Hur^{2,g}, and we can consider the fiber product c ×_{Hur}2,g J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . This fiber product parametrizes certain traceable modules over C and provides a notion of a compactified Jacobian for C. There is a large literature containing different approaches to compactifying Jacobians of singular curves [1, 6, 7, 13, 15, 25, 26, 32, 37], and in §6 we compare these fiber products to other constructions of compactified Jacobians. As mentioned 4

above, when C is integral, this fiber product equals the stack of rank 1 torsion free sheaves on C, and thus this coincides with previous work on integral curves like [1, 13]. When C is reducible or nonreduced, we compare c ×_{Hur}2,g J^{2,g,n}_{bd} to the constructions of [6, 10, 32].

Finally, in Theorem 7.2, we compute the Picard groups of J^{2,g,n}, J^{2,g,n}_{bd} and related moduli stacks, in the case where n − g is even. In particular, we show that

Pic(J^{2,g,n}) = Z^2 ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z

whenever n − g is even. Note that one of the free summands comes from the fact that J^{2,g,n} is a G_m -gerbe.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Jarod Alper, Manjul Bhargava, Michele Bolognesi, David Eisenbud, Wei Ho, Martin Olsson, Matthew Satriano, Gregory G. Smith, and Ravi Vakil for useful conversations. We also thank Jesse Leo Kass for many discussions and for his comments on an earlier draft.

2. Background and setup

The purpose of this section is to establish our framework for studying J^{2,g,n} and related stacks. We work throughout over an arbitrary field k of characteristic not equal to 2, and we often use K to denote an arbitrary extension of k. We first define the moduli stacks that we are interested in studying and compactifying. For g ≥ 0, we define the Hurwitz stack Hur^{2,g}, where Hur^{2,g}(T ) is the groupoid with objects

Hur^{2,g}(T ) = {f : C → P^1_T |f is finite, flat, degree 2 and C ∈ M_g(T )},

where M_g is the moduli space of smooth genus g curves. A morphism (f : C → P^1_T ) → (f^′ : C^′ → P^1_T ) is an isomorphism ι : C → C^′ such that f^′ ∘ ι = f. Note that a morphism f : C → S is finite, flat, and degree n exactly when C is Spec of a locally free rank n O_S - module (with an O_S -algebra structure). We sometimes omit the map f from the notation, and simply refer to a point C ∈ Hur^{2,g}(T ).

For g ≥ 0, we define the universal Jacobian J^{2,g,n} of the Hurwitz stack as the stack where J^{2,g,n}(T ) is the groupoid with objects J^{2,g,n}(T ) = {(f : C → P^1_T , M)|(C, f) ∈ Hur^{2,g}(T ), M ∈ Pic^n(C)}. A morphism (f : C → P^1_T , M) → (f^′ : C^′ → P^1_T , M^′) is a pair (ι, ν) where ι : C → C^′ is an isomorphism such that f^′ ∘ ι = f, and where ν is an isomorphism between ι^∗M^′ and M.

2.1. Compactifying Hur^{2,g} and definition of H . One much studied compactification of the Hurwitz scheme uses the moduli space of admissible covers (see [20, §3.G], [21], or [34]). However, if one wants to take a limit of a family of double covers of P^1, this can be done by simply by considering the corresponding homogeneous form of degree 2g + 2 over P^1. The explicitness of this limit is useful, and we will provide a similar explicitness for limits of line bundles of double covers.

We thus consider the stack H^{2,g} where H^{2,g}(T ) is the groupoid whose objects are double covers (f : C → P^1_T ) where p_a(C_t) = g for all t ∈ T . A morphism (f : C → P^1_T ) → (f^′ : C^′ → P^1_T ) is given by an isomorphism ι : C → C^′ such that f = f^′ ∘ ι. We may also view H^{2,g} as the stack where H^{2,g}(T ) is the groupoid whose objects consist of pairs (L, σ) with L ∈ Pic(P^1_T ) such that L|_t ∼= O(g + 1) for all t ∈ T , and σ ∈ H^0(P^1_T , L^{⊗2}). A morphism 5

(L, σ) → (L^′, σ^′) is an isomorphism ι : L → L^′ such that ι^∗(σ^′) = σ. This second description follows from the fact that, in characteristic ≠ 2, a double cover C → P^1_T is equivalent to a pair (L, σ) where L ∈ Pic(P^1_T ) and σ is a global section of L^{⊗2}. See the Appendix §8 for more details (and also see [2, §2] and [40, Definition 6.1] which treat reduced cyclic covers of all degrees.).

From the second description, we see that H^{2,g} is the global quotient stack [H^0(P^1, O(2g + 2))/G_m ], where the action of G_m on H^0(P^1, O(2g + 2)) is induced by the isomorphism G_m ∼= Aut(O(g + 1)) (c.f. [2, §4]). Based on the global quotient description, we see that H^{2,g} is a smooth, irreducible Artin stack of dimension 2g + 2. When g ≥ 0, the Hurwitz stack Hur^{2,g} is a dense open substack of H^{2,g} defined by the condition that the discriminant of σ (which is a global section of a line bundle on P^1 and thus a binary form) is nonzero. As an example, the origin in H^0(P^1, O(2g + 2)) corresponds to a non-reduced double cover of P^1, supported on a reduced curve isomorphic to P^1 but with a thickening that gives it arithmetic genus g.

2.2. Background on W_{2,1}. In order to take limits of families of double covering pairs, we allow the line bundle M to degenerate to a traceable O_C -module. (Recall from Defn. 2.2 the definition of a traceable module.)

Definition 2.1. A double covering pair of S is a pair (f : X → S, M) where f : X → S is a double cover and where M is a traceable O_X -module. An isomorphism (f : X → S, M) → (f^′ : X^′ → S, M^′) is a pair (ι, ν) where ι : X → X^′ is an isomorphism such that f^′ ∘ ι = f, and where ν is an isomorphism between ι^∗M^′ and M.

In §2.3, we introduce a moduli stack which parametrizes double covering pairs of P^1. For each g and n, this allows us to study universally closed stacks which contain J^{2,g,n}. As noted in the introduction, our main constructions are related to a geometric version of Gauss composition for P^1. Hence, the following definition is essential to our approach.

Definition 2.2. A linear binary quadratic form on S is a triple (V, L, p), where V is a rank 2-bundle vector bundle on S, L is a line bundle on S, and p ∈ H^0(S, Sym^2 V ⊗ L). An isomorphism from (V, L, p) → (V^′, L^′, p^′) is given by isomophisms ι : V^∼→ V^′, ν : L^∼→ L^′ such that the induced map Sym^2(ι) ⊗ ν : Sym^2(V ) ⊗ L → Sym^2(V^′) ⊗ L^′ sends p to p^′.

We now define the moduli stack W_{2,1} by setting W_{2,1}(S) to be the groupoid whose objects consist of double covering pairs of S. This is the central object of study in [42]. From [42, Thms. 1.4 and 2.1], we know that W_{2,1} may also be viewed as the stack where W_{2,1}(S) is the groupoid whose objects are linear binary quadratic forms on S. From this description, we see that W_{2,1} is naturally isomorphic to the global quotient stack [A^3 / GL_2 ×G_m ] where GL_2 acts on A^3 by the second symmetric power of the standard representation of GL_2, and G_m acts by scalar multiplication.

The correspondence between double covering pairs and linear binary quadratic forms is as follows: given a double covering pair (f : X → S, M) and a corresponding (V, L, p), we have f_∗M^∼→ V as O_S -modules and

f_∗O_X /O_S^∼→ ∧^2V^∗ ⊗ L^∗ 6

as O_S -modules. (Note this determines V and L from the double covering pair.) We have that p ∈ H^0(S, Sym^2 V ⊗ L) is given by the map

L^∗ = f_∗O_X /O_S ⊗ ∧^2f_∗M −→ Sym^2 f_∗M = Sym^2 V γ ⊗ m_1 ∧ m_2 → γm_2 ⊗ m_1 − γm_1 ⊗ m_2 .

Conversely, let P(V ) := Proj (Sym^∗ V ) and π : P(V ) → S. We can construct

f_∗O_X := H^0Rπ_∗ ( O(−2) ⊗ π^∗L^{∗ p}→ O ) , and f_∗M := H^0Rπ_∗ ( O(−1) ⊗ π^∗L^{∗ p}→ O(1) ) . Above we are taking the hypercohomology of complexes on P(V ) with terms in degrees -1 and 0, and the algebra structure on the Koszul complex gives f_∗O_X an O_S -algebra structure and f_∗M and O_X -module structure. See [42, §3] for more details.

Locally on an open of S where V and L are free (generated by x, y and z respectively), we have that f_∗O_X is a free O_S -module generated by 1 and τ, and M is a free O_S -module generated by x and y. If p = (ax^2 + bxy + cy^2)z, then the algebra and module structures are as follows: τ^2 = −bτ − ac τx = −cy − bx τy = ax. Alternately, since we are working over a field of characteristic not equal to 2, we could change coordinates by τ^′ = 2τ + b. After clearing denominators, this yields

(2.1) (τ^′)^2 = b^2 − 4ac τ^′x = −2cy − bx τ^′y = 2ax + by.

Proposition 2.3. In the above construction, if p_s ≠ 0 for every s ∈ S, then X is the scheme cut out by p in P(V ) and M is the pull-back of O(1) on P(V ) to X.

Proof. In particular, we have that p is not a zero divisor and thus the complexes O(−2) ⊗ π^∗L^{∗ p}→ O and O(−1) ⊗ π^∗L^{∗ p}→ O(1) used to define X and M consist of injective maps. Thus f_∗O_X = π_∗ (O/p(O(−2) ⊗ π^∗L^∗)) and f_∗M = π_∗ (O(1)/p(O(−1) ⊗ π^∗L^∗)). Let X_p be the scheme cut out by p in P(V ). Then we have f_∗O_X = π_∗(O_{Xp} ) and f_∗M = π_∗(O_{Xp} (1)). If p is non-zero in every fiber, then in each fiber, X_p → S is a double cover, and hence the map is quasi-finite. Since the map X_p → S is also projective, it is finite and thus affine [18, Book 4, Chapter 18, §12] as well as flat. Thus X = X_p and the proposition follows. □

2.3. Double covering pairs of P^1 and the definition of J^{2,g,n}. The description of W_{2,1} in terms of linear binary quadratic forms enables us to provide explicit descriptions of all double covering pairs of P^1. A double covering pair (C, M) of P^1 has two deformation invariants. In the (C, M) coordinates, these invariants correspond to the arithmetic genus of C and the degree of M; in the (V, L, p) coordinates, these invariants correspond to the degree of V and the degree of L.

Fix some field K over k. A map P^1_K → W_{2,1} is equivalent to a linear binary quadratic form (V, L, p) on P^1_K . By Grothendieck’s Theorem, every vector bundle on P^1_K splits as a direct sum of line bundles [23, Thm. 4.1], and we may thus write V ∼= O(i)⊕O(j) for some i, j, and we may write L ∼= O(k) for some k. The associated double covering pair is f : C → P^1_K with 7

f_∗O_C /O_P1_K^∼→ O(−i − j − k) and a traceable O_C -module M such that f_∗M^∼→ O(i) ⊕ O(j). Thus we have that

χ(C, O_C ) = χ(P^1_K , f_∗O_C ) = χ(P^1_K , O_P1_K ) + χ(P^1_K , f_∗O_C /O_P1_K ) = 2 − i − j − k, and thus C has arithmetic genus i + j + k − 1, which equals deg(V ) + deg(L) − 1. Similarly, we have deg(M) := χ(C, M) − χ(C, O_C ) = χ(P^1_K , f_∗M) = 2i + 2j + k.

These deformation invariants lead us to introduce unirational quotient stacks:

Definition 2.4. For a vector bundle V on P^1, we write GL(V ) for the algebraic group over k of automorphisms of that vector bundle. For example, if V is free of rank n, then GL(V )^∼→ GL_n(k). For fixed integers i, j, k ∈ Z with i ≤ j, we define the quotient stacks Q^{i,j,k} := [V^{i,j,k}/GL(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) × GL(O(k))] where V^{i,j,k} is the affine space V^{i,j,k} := H^0 ( P^1, Sym^2(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) ⊗ O(k) ) . Note that these groups are not necessarily reductive.

The above observations yield a set-theoretic decomposition of W_{2,1}(P^1):

(2.2) W_{2,1}(P^1_K ) = ⨆ k ⨆ i≤j Q^{i,j,k}(K). If we consider a family P^1 × T → W_{2,1}, then the double covering pairs corresponding to two different points of T might come from different Q^{i,j,k}-strata, even if T is connected. Hence, to study our motivating question, it is natural to consider how to patch these quotient stacks Q^{i,j,k} together.

The Hom-stack Hom(P^1, W_{2,1}) provides a useful answer to this patching question. We use [42, Thm. 2.1] to give two different descriptions of Hom(P^1, W_{2,1}). The T points of Hom(P^1, W_{2,1}) can be viewed either as double covering pairs of P^1_T or as linear binary quadratic forms on P^1_T .

Definition 2.5. We define J^{2,g,n} ⊆ Hom(P^1, W_{2,1}) as the substack consisting of triples (V, L, p) such that deg(V ) + deg(L) − 1 = g and 2 deg(V ) + deg(L) = n.

Since deg(V ) and deg(L) are deformation invariants, it follows that J^{2,g,n} is an open and closed substack of Hom(P^1, W_{2,1}). From the computations above, we see that J^{2,g,n} ⊂ J^{2,g,n}. Also, if we set g := i + j + k − 1 and n := 2i + 2j + k, then we have a natural map Q^{i,j,k} → J^{2,g,n} for any i, j, k.

The K-points of J^{2,g,n} thus parametrize either:

(1) Linear binary quadratic forms on P^1_K : Triples (V, L, p) where V = O(i) ⊕ O(j), L = O(k), p ∈ H^0(P^1, Sym^2 V ⊗ L), and i, j and k satisfy i + j + k − 1 = g, 2i + 2j + k = n, or (2) Double covering pairs of P^1_K : Pairs (f : C → P^1_K , M), where p_a(C) = g, and M is a traceable O_C -module with deg(M) = n. 8

Remark 2.6. The stack J^{2,g,n} fails to be quasi-compact, due to unboundedness issues. For instance, set d := n − g − 1 and k := 2g − n + 2. For any i ≤^d_2 , the topological space |J^{2,g,n}| (as defined in [29, §5]) contains a point P_i corresponding to the equivalence class of the triple (O(i) ⊕ O(d − i), O(k), 0), for which the corresponding double cover is non-reduced.

Every point of |Q^{i,d−i,k}| specializes to P_i. Further, if we fix any i, i^′ ≤^d_2 , then the point P_i specializes to P_i′ if and only if i^′ ≤ i. For instance, if d = 4, then

P_2 ⊏ P_1 ⊏ P_0 ⊏ P_{−1} ⊏ . . .

where the arrow indicates that specialization. Since this chain of specialization is unbounded, it follows that |J^{2,g,n}| is not quasi-compact. In fact, the space |J^{2,g,n}| has no closed points. In §5, we construct an open substack of J^{2,g,n} which resolves this unboundedness issue.

2.4. The discriminant of a linear binary quadratic form. In this section, we review the definition of the discriminant of a linear binary quadratic form, as this definition is useful in detecting properties of our double covering pair.

Definition 2.7. Any linear binary quadratic form (V, L, p) over a scheme S has a discriminant disc_p ∈ H^0(S, (∧^2V ⊗ L)^{⊗2} ) defined by local coordinates [42, §1]. If K is a field extension of k and S = P^1_K , then since V splits as a sum of line bundles, we can give disc_p by a global formula. Let V = O(i)x ⊕ O(j)y and L = O(k) be bundles over P^1_K , and write

(2.3) p = ax^2 + bxy + cy^2,

where a ∈ H^0(P^1, O(2i + k)), b ∈ H^0(P^1, O(i + j + k)), c ∈ H^0(P^1, O(2j + k)). Then the discriminant section of p is

disc_p := b^2 − 4ac ∈ H^0 ( P^1, O(2i + 2j + 2k) ) . Since disc_p is a binary form of degree 2i + 2j + 2k, it has a discriminant itself, which is an element of K. We denote this by disc (disc_p).

In general, a finite cover π : X → Y (in which π_∗O_X is a locally free rank n O_Y -module) has a discriminant given as a global section (∧^nπ_∗O_X )^{⊗−2 ∼}→ (∧^{n−1}π_∗O_X /O_Y )^{⊗−2} by the determinant of the trace form π_∗O_X ⊗ π_∗O_X → O_Y . By [42, Theorem 1.6], we have that disc_p is the discriminant section of the double cover corresponding to p.

Each geometric fiber of f : C → P^1_K is either two smooth points or Spec(K̄[ϵ]/ϵ^2). The zero locus of the discriminant section gives a subscheme of P^1_K which tells us in which fibers f is not étale. In other words, the geometric fiber over a point q ∈ P^1_K is a double point if and only if the discriminant is zero at q.

There is a natural map J^{2,g,n} → H^{2,g} which “forgets” the traceable module. On the level of covering pairs, this map simply sends (f : C → P^1, M) → (f : C → P^1). In terms of linear binary quadratic forms, we have

(2.4) (V, L, p) → (∧^2V ⊗ L, disc_p),

since disc_p ∈ H^0(P^1, (∧^2V ⊗ L)^{⊗2} ). 9

2.5. A global toric construction. In this section, we give a different construction of the correspondence (f : C → P^1, M) ↔ (V, L, p), using the language of toric geometry. This is useful for producing examples, and it provides a straightforward way to compute the bidegree of M in the case that C is a reducible curve (see Example 2.9).

Let K be an algebraically closed field extension of k, and let (f : C → P^1_K , M) be a double covering pair of P^1_K . (We need the algebraically closed assumption in order to apply standard results from toric geometry.) Let the corresponding linear binary quadratic form be (O(i) ⊕ O(j), O(k), p), and assume that p is nonzero in every fiber. Let X be the Hirzebruch surface X := P(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) over K with the projective bundle map π : X → P^1_K . Then, by Proposition 2.3, there exists a closed immersion ι : C → X such that ι^∗O_π(1) ∼= M, where O_π(1) is the relative O(1) for π. In particular, M is a line bundle. Since π : X → P^1_K is a map of toric varieties, we may use toric methods to study such double covering pairs explicitly.

We first realize X as a toric variety via the complete fan in R^2 spanned by the four rays ρ_s := (1, −i), ρ_t := (−1, j), ρ_x := (0, −1), and ρ_y := (0, 1).

ρ_s ρ_t ρ_xρ_y

The toric map π : X → P^1_K is defined by projection onto the first coordinate.

Let D_s, D_t, D_x, and D_y be the divisors corresponding to the four rays. The Picard group of X is Z^2, and we choose D_{hor} := D_x −jD_s and D_{vert} := D_s as our ordered basis of Pic(X). The intersection pairing on Pic(X) is given by D^2_{vert} = 0, D_{vert} · D_{hor} = 1 and D^2_{hor} = −i − j [16, §5.2].

The Cox ring of P^1_K is K[s, t] with the usual grading, and the Cox ring of X is then R := K[s, t, x, y] with the Z^2-grading given by deg(s) = deg(t) = (0, 1), deg(x) = (1, j) and deg(y) = (1, i)[28, Defn. 1]. Ideals in R induce closed subschemes of X [28, Thm. 2.2]. For instance, if f ∈ R is a polynomial of bi-degree (a, b) then the vanishing of f defines a curve in X which is linearly equivalent to the divisor aD_{hor} + bD_{vert}. A direct computation in local coordinates further yields that the divisor class of O_π(1) corresponds to D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}.

We may use the Cox ring of X to explicitly define and compute with double covering pairs of P^1. Recall that the linear binary quadratic form p defines our double covering pair (C, M). In Equation (2.3), we have used x and y formally in O(i) ⊕ O(j) = O(i)x ⊕ O(j)y, and we have written p = ax^2 + bxy + cy^2, where a, b, c are polynomials in K[s, t] of degrees 2i + k, i + j + k and 2j + k, respectively. Continuing with this notation, we may also think of p as a bihomgeneous polynomial of degree (2, 2i + 2j + k) in R. Proposition 2.3 illustrates that the scheme cut out by p in X equals our curve C; since p has bi-degree (2, 2i + 2j + k) in R, we conclude that the divisor C ⊆ X is linearly equivalent to the divisor 2D_{hor} + (2i + 2j + k)D_{vert}. 10

C • π• P^1 o π^{−1}(o)∘11∘−1M

Figure 1. The double covering pair from Example 2.9.

As an example of the kind of computation this allows, we can compute the degree of M as the degree of the pullback of O_π(1) to C, which is given by the intersection pairing computation

deg M = deg(O_π(1)|_C ) = C · (D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}) = (2D_{hor} + (2i + 2j + k)D_{vert}) · (D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}) = 2D^2_{hor} + (4i + 4j + k)D_{hor} · D_{vert} + (2i + 2j + k)(i + j)D^2_{vert} = 2i + 2j + k.

Further, if C is reducible, we can use this construction to compute the restriction of O_π(1) to each component of C, as in Example 2.9 below.

Example 2.8. Consider the Hirzebruch surface X := P(Ox ⊕ O(3)y) with π : X → P^1_K . Let R be the Cox ring of X, as defined above. The polynomial sx^2 + (s^4 + t^4)xy + (st^6 + t^7)y^2 ∈ R defines a genus 3 curve C ⊆ X. Since C has no vertical fibers, the restriction of π to C is a flat, finite 2-1 map, and the pullback of O_π(1) along the immersion ι : C → X yields a degree 7 line bundle on C. The double covering pair (π : C → P^1_K , ι^∗O_π(1)) corresponds to the linear binary quadratic form (Ox ⊕ O(3)y, O(1), p) where p = sx^2 + (s^4 + t^4)xy + (st^6 + t^7)y^2.

Example 2.9. Let i = −1, j = 6 and k = 0 and consider the point corresponding to

p = s^5xy + g(s, t)y^2 ∈ H^0(P^1, O(−2)x^2 ⊕ O(5)xy ⊕ O(12)y^2).

Then disc_p = s^{10}. Our double cover π : C → P^1 is two copies of P^1 glued over the origin. Let o be the origin and c = π^{−1}(o). The singularity over the origin is:

O_{C,c} ∼= O_P1_{,o}[x]/(x^2 − s^{10}) ∼= k[x, s]/(x^2 − s^{10}).

If we assume that g(s, t) is not divisible by s, then p is nonzero in all fibers. The curve C ⊆ X := P(O(−1)x ⊕ O(6)y) is given by the polynomial s^5xy + g(s, t)y^2 ∈ k[s, t, x, y]. This factors as y(s^5x + g(s, t)y). By the main computation in the proof of Theorem 5.4, we see that M has bi-degree (−1, 11).

3. Properties of J^{2,g,n}

Theorem 3.1. The stack J^{2,g,n} has the following properties:

(1) J^{2,g,n} is a connected Artin stack.

(2) When g ≥ 0, it contains J^{2,g,n} as an open substack. (3) For any integers g and n, there is a map of stacks ⨆ i≤j,k i+j+k−1=g 2i+2j+k=n Q^{i,j,k} → J^{2,g,n}

which is surjective on K-points for any field K over k. (Note that Q^{i,j,k} has more than one point if and only if 2j + k ≥ 0.)

Proof. We begin with a proof of (3). Let K be a field extension of k. We have the equality of sets Hom(P^1_k, W_{2,1})(K) = W_{2,1}(P^1_K ), and hence equation (2.2) shows that every map Spec(K) → Hom(P^1_k, W_{2,1}) factors through some Q^{i,j,k}. If we set g := i + j + k − 1 and n := 2i + 2j + k, then the induced map from the Q^{i,j,k} to Hom(P^1_k, W_{2,1}) factors through J^{2,g,n}, yielding the desired statement.

(1) Since W_{2,1} = [A^2 / GL_2 ×G_m ] is a global quotient stack, [30, Prop. 2.11] proves that Hom(P^1, W_{2,1}) is an Artin stack. For connectedness, we fix g and n. Let (i, j, k) and (i^′, j^′, k) be triples such that i + j = i^′ + j^′, and define

g := i + j + k − 1 and n := 2i + 2j + k.

Assume that j − i ≥ j^′ − i^′. By (3), it suffices to show that any point of Q^{i,j,k} and any point Q^{i′,j′,k} belong to the same connected component of J^{2,g,n}. Let (O(i) ⊕ O(j), O(k), p) represent a point of |Q^{i,j,k}|. By degenerating the section p, we may connect this point to (O(i) ⊕ O(j), O(k), 0). It thus suffices to connect any two points (O(i) ⊕ O(j), O(k), 0) and (O(i^′) ⊕ O(j^′), O(k), 0) such that i + j = i^′ + j^′.

Let E^′ = Ext^1(O(j), O(i)). Since j − i ≥ j^′ − i^′, there exists a point P in E^′ corresponding to a vector bundle of splitting type O(i^′) ⊕ O(j^′). Let ℓ be a line A^1 ⊆ E^′ where the origin o of ℓ is the origin of E^′, and where the point p ∈ ℓ passes through the point P . Let V be the restriction of the universal extension on E^′ to ℓ. Then the triplet (V, O(k) ⊗ O_ℓ, 0) induces a map A^1 → J^{2,g,n} which sends o to Q^{i,j,k} and p to Q^{i′,j′,k}. This implies Q^{i,j,k} and Q^{i′,j′,k} belong to the same connected component of J^{2,g,n}.

(2) For a double covering pair (f : C → P^1, M), both smoothness of C and invertibility of M are open conditions. (See Theorem 4.1 for the explicit equations defining these properties.) □ Remark 3.2. Although the universal Jacobian J^{2,g,n} is an open substack of J^{2,g,n}, it is not necessarily dense in J^{2,g,n}. For instance, if we take the linear binary quadratic form

(O_P1(−1)x ⊕ O_P1(1)y, O, O_P1, xy + s^2y^2),

then the corresponding point of J^{2,g,n} does not lie in the closure of J^{2,g,n}. This follows from an elementary–but rather involved–computation about linear binary quadratic forms over P^1_R, where R is a discrete valuation ring. 12

Remark 3.3. Given any line bundle I on S, there is a canonical isomorphism Sym^2 V ⊗ L^∼→ Sym^2(V ⊗ I) ⊗ (L ⊗ I^{⊗−2}). Under this isomorphism, corresponding sections in Sym^2 V ⊗ L and Sym^2(V ⊗ I) ⊗ (L ⊗ I^{⊗−2}) provide the same double cover, but induce different line bundles. This correspondence thus provides a natural isomorphism J^{2,g,n ∼}→ J^{2,g,n+2} that takes (f : C → P^1, L) to (f : C → P^1, L ⊗ f^∗O(1)).

4. Properties of the pair (C, M), and defining equations for moduli substacks of J^{2,g,n}

The following theorems provide a dictionary between geometric properties of a double covering pair (C, M) and algebraic properties of the corresponding linear binary quadratic form. As a result of this dictionary, we will describe the generic double covering pairs in each Q^{i,j,k} strata. Recall that the discriminant disc_p of a linear binary quadratic form was defined in §2.4.

Theorem 4.1. Let K be a field extension of k, let (f : C → P^1_K , M) be a double covering pair of P^1_K , and let (V, L, p) be the corresponding linear binary quadratic form. Let s, t be the variables of P^1_K , and write p ∈ K[s, t, x, y] as in Equation (2.3). We have the following:

(1) C is reduced if and only if disc_p is not uniformly 0.

(2) C is integral if and only if disc_p is not a square, which is true if and only if p is irreducible in K(s, t)[x, y].

(3) C is smooth if and only if disc (disc_p) ≠ 0. (4) M is a line bundle if and only p|_q ≠ 0 for all q ∈ P^1_K .

As part of the proof of Theorem 4.1, we record an analogous result for points of H^{2,g}.

Lemma 4.2. Let K be a field extension of k, let (f : C → P^1_K ) be a double cover of P^1_K represented by the pair (J, σ) where J ∈ Pic(P^1) and σ ∈ H^0(P^1_K , J^{⊗2}). We have the following:

(1) C is reduced if and only if σ is not uniformly 0. (2) C is integral if and only if σ is not a square. (3) C is smooth if and only if disc(σ) ≠ 0.

Proof. Let z = s/t. If J = O(d), then σ/t^{2d} is an element of the function field K(z) of P^1_K .

(1): Due to the flatness of f, we have that C is either reduced or generically nonreduced [22, Prop. III.9.7]. We may thus check reducedness over the generic point η of P^1_K . From the correspondence given in the Appendix §8, we see that over η, the double cover f is given by Spec(K(z)[τ]/(τ^2 − σ/t^{2d})) → Spec(K(z)). This is reduced if and only if σ is nonzero.

(2) As above, we can check whether C is integral over the generic point of P^1. We see that τ^2 − σ/t^{2d} is reducible in K(z)[τ] if and only if σ is a square.

(3) We will show that, for any q ∈ P^1, R := O_{C,f} −1_{(q)} fails to be a regular ring if and only if q is a root of σ of multiplicity at least 2. If σ(q) ≠ 0, then the restriction of f to Spec R is an étale cover of a regular local ring by Theorem 8.1, and thus R is regular. So we may assume that σ(q) = 0, which implies that R is a local ring. We can write O_P1_{,q} = K[z]_{(z)}, and we may thus write the restriction of σ/t^{2d} to O_P1_{,q} as

σ/t^{2d} = z^a + (higher order terms in z) = uz^a, 13

for some positive integer a and some unit u in K[z]_{(z)}. By (2.1), we have that

R = K[z]_{(z)}[τ]/(τ^2 − σ/t^{2d}) = K[z]_{(z)}[τ]/(τ^2 − uz^a).

This is a regular ring if and only if a = 1, i.e. if σ has multiplicity 1 at q. Since disc(σ) = 0 exactly when σ has a root of multiplicity > 1, this proves the claim. □

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Statements (1) and (3) of the theorem follow from the forgetting map of Equation (2.4) together with the corresponding statements in Lemma 4.2. Statement (2) follows similarly, noting that a quadratic polynomial in K(s, t)[x, y] is irreducible if and only if its discriminant is not a square.

(4) This is proven in [42, Theorem 1.5], but we give an argument here for completeness. By Proposition 2.3, we see that if p is non-zero in every fiber then M is a line bundle. If p|_q = 0, let F be the residue field of q. Then O_C |_f −1_{(q)} = F [τ]/τ^2 and τ annihilates M|_f −1_{(q)} by Equation (2.1). Thus M|_f −1_{(q)} is not a free rank 1 F [τ]/τ^2-module. It follows that M is not a locally free rank 1 O_C -module. □

4.1. Q^{i,j,k} strata. Based on Theorem 4.1, we can describe the Q^{i,j,k} strata of J^{2,g,n} where there are pairs (C, M) such that C is reduced, integral, or smooth, or such that M is a line bundle. We consider a double covering pair (O(i)x ⊕ O(j)y, O(k), p), where we write p = ax^2 + bxy + cy^2 as in Equation (2.3).

4.1.1. Smooth and integral: 2i + k ≥ 0 and i + j + k ≥ 1. Let 2i + k ≥ 0 and i + j + k ≥ 1. Then a generic point of Q^{i,j,k} corresponds to a double covering pair (C, M) where C is a connected smooth curve, and M is a line bundle. Singular curves and non-line bundles will appear non-generically.

Example 4.3. Let i = j = 1 and k = −1 and consider p = sx^2 − ty^2. In P^1 × P^1 we have a rational curve cut out by sx^2 − ty^2. Over P^1_{s,t} this is a degree 2 map with discriminant 4st and double fibers over s = 0 (at y = 0) and t = 0 (at x = 0). n this case, C = P^1 and M = O(3).

If i = j = m and k = 1 − 2m, the same form p = sx^2 − ty^2 gives the same double cover C = P^1 → P^1 but with M = O(2m + 1). This is a special case of Remark 3.3.

Example 4.4. For any g ≥ 2, let i = −g − 1, j = 0 and k = 2g + 2, and consider p =^1_4 x^2 − h(s, t)y^2, where h(s, t) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2g + 2. Let ~h(s) be the dehomogenization of f with respect to t. The form p defines the double covering pair (C, O_C ), where C is the hyperelliptic curve with affine model u^2 = ~h(s) in A^2 = Spec(k[u, s]).

Example 4.5. If i = j = 1 and k = −1, we can consider p = sx^2 − sy^2, in which case C is two copies of P^1 attached at a node, and M fails to be a line bundle over the point [0 : 1]. More precisely, M is isomorphic as an O_C -module to the ideal sheaf of the node.

Example 4.6. Let i = j = m and k = 2 − 2m. We consider

p = stx^2 + s^2xy + t^2y^2.

We have disc_p = s^4 − 4t^3s, and thus C is a smooth genus 1 curve and M is a line bundle of degree 2m + 2. 14

C f•• •• P^1 M C^′ f^′• •ij P^1 M

Figure 2. A generic double covering pair (C, M) from Q^{i,j,k} when 2i + k ≥ 0 and i + j + k ≥ 1 is a smooth hyperelliptic curve C of genus i + j + k − 1 and a line bundle M of degree 2i + 2j + k. When i + j + k = 0, then a generic curve C^′ is (geometrically) the union of two copies of P^1, and M is a line bundle of bi-degree (i, j).

4.1.2. Geometrically reducible and smooth: i + j + k = 0. Let i + j + k = 0. If i = j, then a, b, c are constants, and hence b^2 − 4ac ∈ k. If b^2 − 4ac is a (nonzero) square in k, then C is the union of two copies of P^1; if b^2 − 4ac is not a square, then C is the union of two copies of P^1 over the field extension k( √ b^2 − 4ac), but neither copy of P^1 is itself defined over k. So in the case i = j and i + j + k = 0, generically we have that C is two disjoint copies of P^1 (possibly defined over a quadratic extension of k); also generically (unless a = b = c = 0), we have that M is a line bundle.

If i < j, then a = 0, and thus the discriminant is b^2 where b is a constant. Thus, if b ≠ 0, then C is the union of two copies of P^1, each defined over k. Note that b ≠ 0 also implies that M is a line bundle. Hence, if (C, M) is a generic point of Q^{i,j,k}, then C = C_1 ⊔ C_2 is the disjoint union of two copies of P^1, and M is a line bundle with with deg(M|_{C1} ) = i and deg(M|_{C2} ) = j. (See §2.5 or the proof of Theorem 5.4 for details on this bi-degree computation.)

4.1.3. Reducible and not smooth: 2i+k < 0 and i+j +k ≥ 1. If 2i+k < 0 and i+j +k ≥ 1, then disc_p = b^2, where b ∈ H^0(P^1, O(i + j + k)). So if (C, M) is a generic point of Q^{i,j,k} then C is reduced, but neither integral nor smooth, and M is a line bundle. Generically, the roots of b are distinct, and hence C consists two copies of P^1 glued together at i + j + k nodes (where each node may only be defined over an extension of k). M is generically a line bundle of bi-degree (i, i + 2j + k).

4.1.4. Non-reduced curves: i + j + k < 0. If i + j + k < 0, then any p has a = b = 0 and hence disc_p = 0 and C is non-reduced. Since C has genus i + j + k − 1 ≤ −2 and admits a double cover of P^1, it is the unique hyperelliptic (or split) ribbon of genus i + j + k − 1 [3, p. 723]. (The hyperelliptic ribbons of genus g ≥ −1 appear non-generically from linear binary quadratic forms with i + j + k = g + 1, e.g. from the identically 0 form.) If 2j + k < 0, then the only possible p is p ≡ 0. If 2j + k = 0, then for p ≢ 0, the associated M will be a line bundle. If 2j + k > 0, then the associated M will never be a line bundle.

We can summarize the above discussion in the following table. 15

C f••i + 2j + k iM P^1

Figure 3. If 2i + k < 0 and i + j + k ≥ 1 and (C, M) is a generic point of Q^{i,j,k}, then C consists of two copies of P^1 attached at i + j + k nodes, and M is a line bundle of bi-degree (i, i + 2j + k).

Properties of C, M In which strata generic p gives this C reduced i + j + k ≥ 0

C integral i + j + k ≥ 1 and 2i + k ≥ 0 C smooth (i + j + k ≥ 1 and 2i + k ≥ 0) or i + j + k = 0 M a line bundle (i + j + k < 0 and 2j + k = 0) or i + j + k ≥ 0

4.2. Moduli substacks of J . The conditions of Theorem 4.1 can be interpreted as defining open substacks of J^{2,g,n} of geometric interest. For instance, since conditions 1, 2, and 3 are progressively weaker, we have a sequence of open substacks (for g ≠ −1) (4.1) J^{2,g,n} ⊊ J^{2,g,n}_{int} ⊊ J^{2,g,n}_{red} ⊊ J^{2,g,n}, where we allow the curve C to become increasingly singular. The subscripts indicate the pathologies we allow on the curves: J_{int} parametrizes integral curves and J_{red} parametrizes reduced curves. We also have a similar sequence of open substacks (4.2) J^{2,g,n} ⊊ J^{2,g,n}_{lb} ⊊ J^{2,g,n} where J^{2,g,n}_{lb} parametrizes double covering pairs (f : C → P^1, M) such that M is a line bundle.

We can write down explicit equations on J^{2,g,n} that describe the complements of some of the above moduli substacks. With p as in Equation (2.3), we may write

disc_p = b^2 − 4ac = 2i+2j+2k ∑ ℓ=0 d_ℓs^ℓt^{2i+2j+2k−ℓ}, where d_ℓ ∈ K. The complement of J^{2,g,n}_{red} is given by the equations d_0 = · · · = d_{2i+2j+2k} = 0. The complement of J^{2,g,n} is given by the equation disc( ∑ d_ℓs^ℓt^{2i+2j+2k−ℓ}) = 0. 16

5. Definition and properties of J_{bd}

We mentioned above that the stack J^{2,g,n} fails to be quasi-compact, and that it can have extraneous components. In this section, we introduce an open substack J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ⊆ J^{2,g,n} which resolves these issues. The following theorem illustrates some of the nice properties satisfied by J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , and they illustrate that J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is a sort of moduli compactification of the universal Jacobian J^{2,g,n}.

Theorem 5.1. For g ≥ 0, we have that J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is smooth and irreducible, and it contains J^{2,g,n} as a dense open substack. Further, J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is unirational, and thus J^{2,g,n} is unirational.

Proposition 5.2. The stack J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is universally closed.

To define J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , we first define U^{2,d} as the moduli stack of vector bundles F of rank 2 and degree d on P^1 (see [24, Example 1.14] for the basic properties of U^{2,d} and an explicit atlas). There is a natural surjection F : J^{2,g,n} → U^{2,n−g−1} where we send a triple (V, L, p) to the vector bundle V of rank 2.

To avoid the unboundedness issues that arise in the study of vector bundles on P^1, we seek to restrict to an open substack of J^{2,g,n} by imposing a boundedness condition on the splitting type of V . In particular, for a fixed integer k, we define U^{2,d}_k as the open substack of U^{2,d} parametrizing rank 2 vector bundles V where Sym^2(V ) ⊗ O(k) is globally generated. Thus, the points of U^{2,d}_k correspond to vector bundles V of the form V = O(i) ⊕ O(j) such that i ≤ j and 2i + k ≥ 0. In particular, U^{2,d}_k only has finitely many points, and all points of U^{2,d}_k specialize to the bundle O(−⌊^k_2 ⌋) ⊕ O(d + ⌊^k_2 ⌋).

Definition 5.3. Let J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ⊆ J^{2,g,n} be the open substack J^{2,g,n}_{bd} := F^{−1}(U^{2,d}_k ) where d := n − g − 1 and k := 2g − n + 2. In other words, points of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} correspond to linear binary quadratic forms (O(i) ⊕ O(j), O(k), p) in which 2i + k ≥ 0.

Restricting our attention to J^{2,g,n}_{bd} places a bound on the possible splitting type of V in the triplet (V, L, p), and we thus avoid the unboundedness issues that arise with J^{2,g,n}. This only places a restriction on double covering pairs (f : C → P^1, M) in the cases when C is non-integral. In other words, J^{2,g,n}_{int} is a dense open substack of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} (this follows from the proof of Theorem 5.1.)

When C is reducible, restricting to J^{2,g,n}_{bd} places a necessary balancing condition on the bi-degree of M. Namely, let (f : C → P^1, M) be a double covering pair where C is a reduced, reducible curve. Then C = C_1 ∪ C_2 where C_i ∼= P^1. Let d_i := deg(M|_{Ci} ) for i = 1, 2. Since the hyperelliptic involution exchanges C_1 and C_2, we may always assume that d_1 ≤ d_2 when considering a double covering pair. We define the bi-degree of M as the ordered pair (d_1, d_2) where d_1 ≤ d_2.

Theorem 5.4. Given a point Spec(K) → J^{2,g,n}_{bd} such that the associated C is reducible and M is a line bundle of bi-degree (d_1, d_2), we have d_1 ≥^n_2 − (g + 1). 17

Remark 5.5. If C is also stable, then Caporaso imposes a necessary and sufficient bi-degree condition for a line bundle L on C to define a point of her compactified Picard variety. In this case, Caporaso’s “basic inequality” reduces to the condition that n 2 − g + 1 2 ≤ d_i ≤ n 2 + g + 1 2 for i = 1, 2 [6, p. 593].

We now prove the results of this section.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Fix g and n, and let d := n − g + 1 and k := 2g − n + 2. We will show that J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is isomorphic to the stack quotient [V(F^∨ )/G_m ], where V(F^∨ ) is a vector bundle over U^{2,d}_k . This is sufficient to prove the smoothness and irreducibility of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , as these properties are then inherited by J^{2,g,n}_{bd} from U^{2,d}_k .

Let T be the open subset of the Quot scheme Quot^{2t+d+2}(O_P1(−k)^{2k+d+2}) which parametrizes vector bundles E of rank 2 and degree d, together with a surjection O_P1(−k)^{2k+d+2} → E that induces a surjection on global sections. By construction, we have that U^{2,d}_k ∼= [T/ GL_{2k+d+2}], where the GL_{2k+d+2} acts on the surjection. The universal vector bundle V_T on T × P^1 descends to a universal vector bundle V on U^{2,d}_k × P^1 in the lisse-étale topology.

Let π_1 : U^{2,g}_k × P^1 → U^{2,g}_k be the first projection map and let π_2 : U^{2,g}_k × P^1 → P^1 be the second projection. Define S := ( Sym^2(V) ⊗ π^∗_2 (O_P1(k)) ) and F := (π_1)_∗(S). We will show that cohomology and base change commute for S with respect to π_1 in all degrees. We can check this fact smooth locally in the lisse-étale topology, and hence we may pull back via the smooth cover q : T × P^1 → U^{2,d}_k × P^1 and check the corresponding fact for q^∗S. By [22, Theorem III.12.11], it suffices to show that R^i(π_1)_∗(q^∗S) vanishes for i > 0; this follows from the fact that the fibers of S are globally generated vector bundles on P^1. We conclude that cohomology and base change commute for q^∗S with respect to π_1 in all degrees. In particular, F is a vector bundle of rank 3d + 3k + 3 on U^{2,g}_k .

Let S → U^{2,g}_k be a map from a scheme, and consider the commutative diagram

P^1_S^ν //

π^′_1 fflffl U^{2,g}_k × P^1

π_1 fflffl S^ι // U^{2,g}_k

.

By cohomology and base change for S, we have the isomorphism

(5.1) (π^′_1)_∗ν^∗ (S) ∼= ι^∗(π_1)_∗ (S) = ι^∗(F).

Let V(F^∨ ) := Spec(Sym(F^∨)) and let G_m act on V(F^∨ ) by scalar multiplication along the fibers. We claim that J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ∼= [V(F^∨ )/G_m ]. To prove this, we will illustrate a natural map between these stacks which induces an isomorphism of groupoids for any test scheme S. Consider the groupoid [V(F^∨ )/G_m ](S). Since the G_m action only acts on the fibers of V(F^∨ ), we may view the objects of this groupoid as pairs (ι : S → U^{2,g}_k , ψ : ι^∗F^∨ → L) where L ∈ Pic(S). The map ι and the projection π^′_1 yield a commutative diagram as above. 18

By (5.1) just above and the fact that ι^∗ commutes with dualizing, the map ψ is equivalent to a map:

(ι^∗F)^∗ ∼= ((π^′_1)_∗ν^∗S)^∗ → L. This map is a section of Hom_S ( ((π^′_1)_∗ν^∗S)^∗ , L ) ∼ = HomS ( L^{−1}, (π^′_1)_∗ν^∗S ) . Let ~L := (π^′_1)^∗L. By adjunction for (π^′_1)_∗ and (π^′_1)^∗, we obtain a section of Hom_P1_S ((π^′_1)^∗L^{−1}, ν^∗S) ∼= Hom_P1_S (O_P1_S , ν^∗S ⊗ ~L).

We label the global section of Hom_P1_S (O_P1_S , ν^∗S ⊗ ~L) by p. Note that ν^∗E is a rank 2 vector bundle on P^1_S . Further, since Sym^2 commutes with ν^∗, we have ν^∗S ∼= Sym^2(E) ⊗ O_P1_S (k). Thus, the object (ι : S → U^{2,g}_k , ψ : ι^∗F^∨ → L) of [V(F^∨ )/G_m ] induces a linear binary quadratic form (E, O_P1_S (k) ⊗ ~L, p), which is an object of the groupoid J^{2,g,n}_{bd} (S). The morphisms of this object in the groupoid [V(F^∨ )/G_m ] are given by the product of Aut(E) and G_m = Aut(O_P1_S (k) ⊗ ~L), and the same is true for this object in the groupoid J^{2,g,n}_{bd} (S). Hence, we have a well-defined map of stacks [V(F^∨ )/G_m ] → J^{2,g,n}_{bd} .

To produce the inverse map, we start with an object (E, ~L, p) of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} (S). We have that ~L_s ∼= O_{P1}(k) for all s ∈ S, and we may thus write ~L ∼= ((π′_1)∗L)⊗O_{P1}(k) for some L ∈ Pic(S). We may then reverse all of the equivalences in the above paragraph to produce an object of [V(F^∨ )/G_m ](S). Since the morphisms in both groupoids are given by the product of Aut(E) and G_m , this yields a well defined morphism of stacks J^{2,g,n}_{bd} → [V(F^∨ )/G_m ] which is clearly the inverse of the morphism constructed above. Hence, we have produced the desired isomorphism J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ∼= [V(F^∨ )/G_m ]. It follows that J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is a smooth, irreducible, Artin stack.

We next show that J^{2,g,n} is a dense open subset of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . Since J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is irreducible, it suffices to show that J^{2,g,n} is an open subset of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . In fact, by Theorem 4.1(1), it suffices show the containment J^{2,g,n} ⊆ J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . We prove this via the stronger statement that J^{2,g,n}_{int} ⊆ J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . Consider a double covering pair (C, M) of P^1_K with C integral, i.e. a point of J^{2,g,n}_{int} . If we write the corresponding linear binary quadratic form as in Equation (2.1), then we cannot have a = 0 by Theorem 4.1(2). It follows that J^{2,g,n}_{int} ⊂ J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , as desired.

Finally, we prove the unirationality statement. This follows immediately from the irreducibility of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} combined with Theorem 3.1(3). In particular, if we set i_0 := ⌊^d_2 ⌋ and j_0 := ⌈^d_2 ⌉, then the map V^{i0,j0,k} → J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is dense, as the image of this map contains the generic point of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . □

Proof of Proposition 5.2. Since J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is a union of Q^{i,j,k} strata, it suffices to show that each Q^{i,j,k} stratum is universally closed. For this, we use the valuation criterion of [29, Théorème (7.3)]. Let R be a valuation ring with fraction field K. Suppose we have a Spec(K) point of Q^{i,j,k}, corresponding to a linear binary quadratic form (V, L, p) on P^1_K . We write p = ax^2 + bxy + cy^2 ∈ H^0(P^1_K , Sym^2 V ⊗ L) as in Equation (2.3), so that a, b, c ∈ K[s, t]. We can use G_m ⊂ GL(V ) to clear denominators of a, b, c so that we may assume a, b, c ∈ R[s, t]. This provides the extension of (V, L, p) to Spec R that is desired. □ 19

C•L f P^1k((e)) C_P•L^P f_PP^1k

Figure 4. Taking a limit of a family of double covering pairs, as in Example 5.6.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. It suffices to prove the theorem after replacing K by its algebraic closure, and hence we assume that K is algebraically closed. We have (C, M) ∈ J^{2,g,n}(K) where M is a line bundle and where C is a reduced, reducible curve. By the stratification of Theorem 3.1(3), we may assume that (C, M) corresponds to a linear binary quadratic form (O(i) ⊕ O(j), O(k), p) over P^1_K . We have i ≤ j (without loss of generality), 2i + k ≥ 0 (by definition of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) and p is not zero in any fiber over P^1_K (by Theorem 4.1(4)). Under this correspondence, we have deg M = n := 2i + 2j + k and p_a(C) = g := i + j + k − 1. Our goal is to show that the bi-degree (d_1, d_2) of M satisfies d_1 ≥^n_2 − g − 1.

Our proof relies on the construction of §2.5, and we continue with the notation introduced there. Recall that X is the Hirzebruch surface P(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) over P^1. We have chosen an ordered basis (D_{hor}, D_{vert}) for Pic(X). The Cox ring R of X is R = K[s, t, x, y], and the section p defines a unique polynomial ax^2 + bxy + cy^2 in the degree (2, 2i + 2j + k) piece of R. We also denote this polynomial by p, and it defines the curve C ⊆ X by Proposition 2.3.

By assumption C = C_1 ∪ C_2 is reducible, and thus we may factor p = p_1p_2 as a polynomial in R. Since the closed subscheme defined by p never has any vertical fibers, it follows that p_1 and p_2 are polynomials of bidegree (1, e_1) and (1, e_2) in R, and that C_i is a curve of type (1, e_i) in X. We may assume that e_1 ≤ e_2. Since the effective cone of X is generated by rays corresponding to the torus invariant curves [11, Thm. 6.2.20], we may further conclude that e_1 ≥ i. Further, since we are considering a point in J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , we have that 2i + k ≥ 0, and thus e_1 ≥ −^k_2 .

The relative bundle O_π(1) for the map π : X → P^1 corresponds to the divisor D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}, so the degree of the pullback of M to C_i is given by the intersection pairing: d_i = deg(M|_{Ci} ) = C_i · (D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}) . A direct computation then yields that

d_i = C_i · (D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}) = (D_{hor} + e_iD_{vert}) · (D_{hor} + (i + j)D_{vert}) = (−i − j) + (e_i + i + j) + 0 = e_i Thus, the degree of M|_{Ci} equals e_i, which is at least −^k_2 =^n_2 − (g + 1), as claimed. □

Example 5.6. Returning to Question 1.1, the universal closedness of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} provides us with explicit limits of the double covering pair. For instance, consider the double covering pair over k((e)) given by

(C, L) ←→ (O_P1_{k((e))} ⊕ O_P1_{k((e))}, O_P1_{k((e))}(3), s^3x^2 + et^3xy +^1_4 s^2ty^2).

The discriminant of this form is by e^2t^6 − s^5t. Thus, the corresponding curve C over k((e)) is isomorphic to the hyperelliptic curve with affine model y^2 = s^5 − e^2.

We may extend this to a family of double covering pairs over k[[e]], where the limit over the closed point P is given by

(C_P , L_P ) ←→ (O_P1_k ⊕ O_P1_{k)}, O_P1_k(3), s^3x^2 +^1_4 s^2ty^2).

The discriminant of this form is s^5t, and thus the curve C_P is irreducible but singular, with a cusp of the form y^2 = s^5 lying over the point s = 0 in P^1. The limit sheaf L_P is rank 1 and torsion-free (c.f. Theorem 6.1), but it is not a line bundle at the cusp point. See Figure 4.

6. Comparison with compactified Jacobians

The fibers of the map of stacks J^{2,g,n}_{bd} → H^{2,g} act as compactified Jacobians. For instance, let c be a k-point of H^{2,g} corresponding to the double cover f : C → P^1 by a smooth curve C. Then c ×_H 2,g J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is isomorphic to the Jacobian stack Jac^n(C) of degree n line bundles on C. When the curve C fails to be smooth, the fiber product c ×_H 2,g J^{2,g,n}_{bd} is closely related to more standard constructions of compactified Jacobians.

Recall that a curve C is a hyperelliptic ribbon if C is an irreducible, non-reduced curve with a double cover f : C → P^1. For a ring R, we say that an R-module M is torsion-free if ann(m) is generated by zero divisors of R for every m ∈ M; we say that an R-module M has rank 1 if M ⊗_R K(R) is isomorphic to K(R), where K(R) is total quotient ring of R.

Theorem 6.1. Let (f : C → P^1_K ) be a double cover of P^1_K .

(1) If C is smooth, then a traceable module is equivalent to a line bundle on C. (2) If C is reduced, then a traceable module is equivalent to a rank 1 torsion-free sheaf on C.

(3) If C is non-reduced (and thus a hyperelliptic ribbon), then a rank 1 torsion-free sheaf is a traceable module, any traceable module is torsion-free, and a traceable module that is not rank 1 is annihilated by the nilradical of O_C .

Based on the above theorem, we see that, if C is integral but singular, then J^{2,g,n} (or, equivalently, J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) parametrizes double covers plus the data of an (arbitrary) rank 1 torsion free sheaf. This is in line with the compactifications for integral curves as in [1, 13].

If C is a reduced, reducible curve, then Theorem 5.4 implies that many double covering pairs (f : C → P^1, M) do not yield points of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . In particular,we must impose restrictions on the bi-degree of a line bundle to obtain a point of J^{2,g,n}_{bd} . This is in a similar spirit as Caporaso’s “basic inequality” [6, p. 593], which also imposes restrictions on the bi-degree of a line bundle in order to obtain a good compactification of the Jacobian of a stable curve. However, the bi-degree bounds are different in the two cases: see Remark 5.5 above for a more precise contrast between the bi-degree bound of Theorem 5.4 and that of [6]. 21

Finally, Chen and Kass [10] have recently analyzed a compactification M(O_C , P_d) of the moduli space of degree n line bundles on a ribbon. In the case when C is a split ribbon, we can compare Theorem 6.1 with [10, Theorem A], and we see that every sheaf parametrized by M(O_C , P_d) corresponds to a traceable module. It would be interesting to better understand the comparison between c ×_H 2,g J^{2,g,n}_{bd} and M(O_C , P_d) in this case.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. For (1), let (V, L, p) be a linear binary quadratic form which represents a double covering pair (f : C → P^1, M) where C is smooth. If M fails to be a line bundle, then p|_w = 0 for some w ∈ P^1 by Proposition 2.3. However, this would imply that disc_p has a double root at w, which would imply that disc(disc_p) = 0. By Theorem 4.1(3), this contradicts our assumption that C is smooth.

For (2), we first observe that traceability is a local condition on P^1, as is the condition that M is torsion free of rank 1. It therefore suffices to fix some w ∈ P^1 and show that these notions coincide over Spec(A) where A := O_P1_{,w}. Let σ be the restriction of disc(p) to O_P1_{,w}. Set R := O_{C,f} −1_{(w)} = A[τ]/(τ^2 − σ) and let M_R be the restriction of M to Spec(R). We have a double cover Spec(R) → Spec(A).

Let M be a traceable R-module. Since R is reduced, Theorem 4.1(1) and (4) imply that M is generically a line bundle, and hence that M has rank 1 over the generic point of any component of Spec(R). We thus have M ⊗_R K(R) ∼= K(R), where K(R) is the total quotient ring of R. Since K(R) ∼= R ⊗_A K(A), there is a natural isomorphism M ⊗_R K(R) ∼= M ⊗_A K(A). It follows that

(6.1) M → M ⊗_R K(R)

is injective if and only if M → M ⊗_A K(A) is injective. This latter map is injective by definition of traceability, as M is a free A-module of rank 2. Injectivity of the map in Equation (6.1) implies that M is torsion-free.

Conversely, let M be a rank 1 torsion-free R-module. Since torsion-free A-modules are free, this implies that M is a free rank 2 A-module. For a rank 2 A-module, traceability can be checked over the generic point of Spec(A). Since M is rank 1 as an R-module, it is generically a line bundle, and hence we conclude that M is traceable.

For (3), we continue with the notation from (2), except we now have R ∼= A[τ]/(τ^2) is reduced. Note that R is local and has only two primes: the maximal ideal m_R = m_A + (τ), and the minimal prime (τ). The implication M rank 1 and torsion-free ⇒ M traceable follows from the same argument as in the proof of (2).

Let M be traceable. If ann(m) ⊆ (τ) for every m ∈ M, then M is torsion-free. So we assume, for contradiction, that there exists m ∈ M such that ann(m) ⊈ (τ). Then (τ) cannot be the only maximal element of the set {ann(m)|m ∈ M}, and hence m_R is an associated prime of M [31, Prop. 7.B]. This implies that M contains a copy of the residue field. Since R/m_R ∼= A/m_A, we conclude that m_A is an associated prime of M as an A-module [31, Prop. 7.A]. This contradicts our traceability hypothesis, as M is a free A-module. Thus we conclude that M is torsion-free.

If the linear binary quadratic form p corresponding to (C, M) is not uniformly 0, then M is generically a line bundle, and thus M has rank 1. Otherwise p = 0, and we see from Equation (2.1) that locally, the nilpotent τ annihilates M. □ 22

7. Picard groups

We can compute the Picard group of the various stacks considered in this paper, by using the explicit descriptions we have seen. In [35], Mumford first used a stack presentation to compute a Picard group. Examples of similar Picard computations from explicit descriptions of moduli stacks appear in [2, §5], [40, §6] and [4, Thm. 1.1]. The first two papers both compute the Picard group of a stack H_{sm}(1, 2, g + 1) similar to Hur^{2,g}. However, the T points of H_{sm}(1, 2, g + 1) correspond to double covers of relative one dimensional Brauer- Severi schemes over T , while the T points of Hur^{2,g} correspond to double covers of P^1_T .

Theorem 7.1. We have the following

(1) Pic(H^{2,g}) = Z for all g ∈ Z.

(2) Pic(Hur^{2,g}) = Z/(8g + 4)Z for all g ≥ 0. (3) (a) Pic(H^{2,g}_{red}) = Pic(H^{2,g}) for all g ≥ 0.

(b) Pic(H^{2,g}_{int} ) = Pic(H^{2,g}) for all g ≥ 1.

The main contribution of this paper is the explicit description of the stack J^{2,g,n} and its moduli substacks, and we also make Picard group computations for these stacks below.

Theorem 7.2. Fix g > 0 and n ∈ Z, and such that n − g is even. Then we have the following:

(1) Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) = Z^3.

(2) Pic(J^{2,g,n}) = Z^2 ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z. (3) Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) = Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd, lb}).

Theorem 7.2 ignores the cases when n − g − 1 is even, because we do not know how to compute that Picard group in those cases. However, we can produce a partial answer in those cases, which we discuss in Remark 7.5 below. There are also a small number of additional cases, such as Pic(H^{2,−1}_{red} ), which we also ignore in Theorems 7.1 and 7.2. We only avoid these cases in order to clarify the statements of the theorems; these boundary cases can be handled by the same techniques as used in the proofs of these two theorems.

Definition 7.3. We set P^g := H^0(P^1, O(2g+2)) so that H^{2,g} = [P_g/G_m ]. Let the coordinates of P^g be p_0, . . . , p_{2g+2} when g ≥ 0. For fixed integers i, j, k ∈ Z with i ≤ j, recall that V^{i,j,k} = H^0 ( P^1, Sym^2(O(i)x ⊕ O(j)y) ⊗ O(k) ) and has coordinates a_i, b_i, c_i, where a = ∑ a_ℓs^ℓt^{2i+kℓ}, and b = ∑ b_ℓs^ℓt^{i+j+kℓ}, and c = ∑ c_ℓs^ℓt^{2j+kℓ}, and p ∈ V^{i,j,k} is written as in Equation (2.3). We use the subscripts red, int, sm, lb to define subspaces of P^g, V^{i,j,k}, and Q^{i,j,k} corresponding to the moduli substacks defined in §4.2.

We first prove Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. (1) As in the proof of [40, Theorem 6.6], we have Pic(H^{2,g}) = Pic^{G m} (P^g) = ^G_m = Z for all g ∈ Z.

(2) For g ≥ 0, we have that P^g \ P^g_{sm} is a hypersurface defined by disc(σ), where σ ∈ P^g is a binary form of degree 2g + 2. The discriminant disc(σ) is irreducible (e.g. by [17, Chapter 1, 1.3 and 4.15]), and hence P^g \ P^g_{sm} is an irreducible hypersurface in P^g. Recall that G_m acts by degree 2 on the p_i. For g ≥ 0, we have that disc(σ) is degree 2(2g + 1) in the p_i. 23

So G_m acts by degree 8g + 4 on disc(σ) for g ≥ 0. Thus we can use the restriction exact sequence

⟨disc(σ)⟩ → Pic(H^{2,g}) → Pic(Hur^{2,g}) → 0

to compute that Pic(Hur^{2,g}) = Z/(8g + 4)Z for g ≥ 0, as in the proof of [40, Theorem 6.6].

(3) (a) Note that P^g \ P^g_{red} is defined by {p_i = 0|1 ≤ i ≤ 2g + 3}. Hence, if g ≥ 0, it follows that P^g \ P^g_{red} has codimension > 1. Thus Pic(H^{2,g}_{red} ) = Pic(H^{2,g}) = Z for g ≥ 0 (by [14, Lemmma 2]).

(b) For g ≥ −1, the space P^g \ P^g_{int} is the image of the degree g + 1 forms under the squaring map, and thus has dimension g + 2 and codimension g + 1. Thus, if g ≥ 1, then Pic(H^{2,g}_{int} ) = Pic(H^{2,g}) = Z since P^g \ P^g_{int} has codimension > 1. □

The following lemma is essential in the proof of Theorem 7.2.

Lemma 7.4. Fix i, j, k ∈ Z and set g := i + j + k − 1. We have the following:

(1) Pic(Q^{i,j,k}) = { Z^3 if i ≠ j Z^2 if i = j

(2) For g > 0 and 2i + k > 0, we have P ic(Q^{i,j,k}_{sm} ) = { Z^2 ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z if i ≠ j Z ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z if i = j . (3) Pic(Q^{i,j,k}) = Pic(Q^{i,j,k}_{lb} ) if 2i + k ≥ 0.

Proof of Lemma 7.4. (1) We let G = GL(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) × GL(O(k)) and compute ^G. Of course, GL(O(k)) = G_m . If i < j, we have an exact sequence

0 → k^{j−i+1} → GL(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) → (k^∗)^2 → 1,

where we can think of elements of GL(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) as upper triangular matrices (^{r s}_{0 t} ) with r, t ∈ k^∗ and s ∈ H^0(P^1, O(j − i)). This gives two characters of O(i) ⊕ O(j), and from the exact sequence above we see that any further characters would have to be characters of the additive group. Thus for i < j, the character group of GL(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) is Z^2 and ^G = Z^3. For i = j, we have that GL(O(i) ⊕ O(i)) = GL_2 and thus has character group Z given by the determinant. So for i = j, we have ^G = Z^2. We thus conclude that

Pic(Q^{i,j,k}) = Pic_G(V^{i,j,k}) = { Z^3 if i ≠ j Z^2 if i = j

for all i, j, k.

(2) Let g ≥ 0 and 2i + k > 0. We have that V^{i,j,k} \ V^{i,j,k}_{sm} is a hypersurface given by disc(b^2 − ac) = 0, which is irreducible by Lemma 7.6 below. We see that disc(b^2 − 4ac) is degree 2(2i + 2j + 2k − 1) in the b_ℓb_m, a_ℓc_m. If i < j, the characters coming from GL(V ) each act by degree 1 on the b_ℓ. One of the characters acts by degree 2 on the a_ℓ and degree 0 on the c_ℓ and the other acts by degree 2 on the c_ℓ and degree 0 on the a_ℓ. Thus if i < j, we have disc(b^2 − 4ac) is degree 4(2i + 2j + 2k − 1) in each of the characters coming from GL(V ) and degree 4(2i + 2j + 2k − 1) in the character from GL(L) (which acts by degree 1 on a_ℓ, b_ℓ, c_ℓ). Similarly, if i = j, then disc(b^2 − 4ac) is degree 4(4i + 2k − 1) in the determinant character from GL(V ) and degree 4(4i + 2k − 1) in the character from GL(L). We thus have an exact 24

sequence:

⟨disc(b^2 − 4ac)⟩ ( 8g+4 8g+4 8g+4 ) −→ Pic(Q^{i,j,k}) → Pic(Q^{i,j,k}_{sm} ) → 0 Applying (1), we conclude

Pic(Q^{i,j,k}_{sm} ) = { Z^2 ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z if i < j Z ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z if i = j. (3) The locus Q^{i,j,k} \ Q^{i,j,k}_{lb} has codimension > 1, since it is given by the triple resultant of a, b, c. It follows that Pic(Q^{i,j,k}_{lb} ) = Pic(Q^{i,j,k}) for 2i + k ≥ 0. □ We are now prepared to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 7.2. (1) Assume that n−g is even, and let i =^{n−g}_2 −1−δ and j =^{n−g}_2 +δ for any δ ≥ 0. We have that dim V^{i,j,k} = 3g + 6, and dim GL(O(i) ⊕ O(j)) × GL(O(k)) = 2δ + 4. Thus, we have dim Q^{i,j,k} = 3g + 2 − 2δ. We have that J^{2,g,n} \ Q^{d−g2 −1, d−g2 ,2g+2−d} = Q^{d−g}2^{−2, d−g}2^{+1,2g+2−d}, which has codimension 2. Thus, Pic(J^{2,g,n}) = Pic(Q^{d−g2 −1, d−g2 ,2g+2−d}) = Z^3.

(2) By assumption, we have g > 0 and n − g even. In addition, since every Q^{i,j,k} locus appearing in J^{2,g,n}_{bd} satisfies 2i + k ≥ 0, the above argument implies that Pic(J^{2,g,n}) = Pic(Q^{d−g2 −1, d−g2 ,2g+2−d} sm ) = Z^2 ⊕ Z/(8g + 4)Z, where the last equality is by Lemma 7.4.

(3) Essentially the same arguments as in parts (1) and (2) yield Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{lb} ) = Pic(Q^{d−g2 −1, d−g2 ,2g+2−d} lb ) = Z^3. □ Remark 7.5. Much of the proof of Theorem 7.2 goes through in the case when n−g−1 is even. The difficulty lies in computing Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) in this case. In particular, if we choose i_0, j_0 so that Q^{i0,j0,k} is the generic stratum in J^{2,g,n}_{bd} , then the next largest stratum, Q^{i0−1,j0+1,k}, has codimension 1. Thus, to compute Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ), we would obtain an exact sequence: Z → Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) → Z^2 → 0 where the image of Z in Pic(J^{2,g,n}_{bd} ) is determined by the divisor Q^{i0−1,j0+1,k}. The remaining question is to determine the image of the map on the left.

We finally prove the following as required by the proof of Lemma 7.4 above. Lemma 7.6. Let g = i + j + k − 1 ≥ 0 and 2i + k > 0. Then disc(disc_p) is an irreducible polynomial in the a_i, b_i, c_i. 25

Proof. We have that π : P(V ) → P^1, and we let O_π(1) denote the relative O(1) for this bundle. We claim that O_π(2) ⊗ π^∗O_P1(k) is very ample under the conditions of the lemma. We prove the claim by applying the discussion in §2.5. The line bundle O_π(2) ⊗ π^∗O_P1(k) corresponds to the divisor (2D_{hor} + (2i + 2j)D_{vert}) + kD_{vert}. If we assume that i ≤ j, then the effective cone of P(V ) is generated by D_{vert} and D_{hor} + iD_{vert} [11, Thm. 6.2.20]. The divisor O_π(2) ⊗ π^∗O_P1(k) is thus very ample if it has strictly positive intersection with the generators of the effective cone. This is equivalent to asking that 2i + k > 0.

Since O_π(2) ⊗ π^∗O_P1(k) is very ample, we can embed P(V ) into a projective space via its complete linear series. Note that H^0(P(V ), O_π(2)⊗π^∗O_P1(k)) = H^0(P^1, Sym^2 V ⊗L) = V^{i,j,k}. Since P(V ) is irreducible, its projective dual (in the sense of [17, Chapter 1]) is irreducible by [17, Chapter 1, Proposition 1.3]. By definition, the projective dual is the variety of p ∈ P((V^{i,j,k})^∗) such that P(V ) ∩ {p = 0} (i.e. the subscheme of P(V ) cut out by p) is nonsmooth. If p has no vertical fibers over P^1, then we know by Proposition 2.3 that the double cover C corresponding to p is the subscheme of P(V ) cut out by p, and by Theorem 4.1(3) that it is non-smooth exactly when disc(disc_p) vanishes. If p has a vertical fiber over P^1, then the subscheme of P(V ) cut out by p is not smooth, and also disc_p = 0 has at least a double vertical fiber so that disc(disc_p) = 0. Thus we conclude that disc(disc_p) is irreducible. □

8. Appendix: Double Covers over Spec Z[1/2]

In this section, we work with schemes over Spec Z[^1_2 ]. First, we note that given a double cover f : C → S, we have that f_∗O_C is an O_S -algebra and a locally free rank 2 O_S -module. This construction gives an equivalence between double covers and locally free rank 2 O_S - algebras (and Spec gives the inverse construction).

Given a locally free rank 2 O_S -algebra Q, we can construct a line bundle L := Q/O_S on S. We have a canonical splitting L → Q given by x → x − Tr(x) 2 . We see the image of L is exactly the traceless elements of Q, and we now have Q = O_S ⊕ L. We also can construct a map L^{⊗2} → O_S . Let, u, v be sections of L, anywhere locally, and we claim uv ∈ O_S . We can work on an open where L is free, and generated by τ. We have τ^2 = bτ + c, but since τ is traceless, we have b = 0, as desired. Thus we have a map L^{⊗2} → O_S .

Theorem 8.1. Over Z[^1_2 ], the above construction gives an equivalence between the stack of double covers and the stack representing the groupoid

S → { line bundle L on S and a map L^{⊗2} → O_S }

(or equivalently S → { line bundle J on S and a global section of J^{⊗2}}). In this equivalnce, étale covers correspond to nowhere zero sections. Up to a factor of 4, the section of J^{⊗2} is the discriminant of the double cover.

Proof. A map L^{⊗2} → O_S gives an O_S -algebra structure on O_S ⊕L. We can take Spec(O_S ⊕L) to obtain the inverse construction.

Locally, we have τ^2 = c, which is étale exactly when c is a unit, i.e. when the map L^{⊗2} → O_S is an isomorphism. When the map L^{⊗2} → O_S is the zero map, we get a fat copy of the base (depending on the choice of L, for any line bundle L). At points of this base 26

for which c is zero, when we take the fiber we get a double point, and thus the map is not étale over those points. Over a component of S on which c is not zero, the double cover is generically étale. □

References

[1] Allen B. Altman and Steven L. Kleiman, Compactifying the Jacobian, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 82 (1976), no. 6, 947–949. MR 0429908 (55 #2917) [2] Alessandro Arsie and Angelo Vistoli, Stacks of cyclic covers of projective spaces, Compos. Math. 140 (2004), no. 3, 647–666. MR 2041774 (2004m:14019) [3] Dave Bayer and David Eisenbud, Ribbons and their canonical embeddings, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

347 (1995), no. 3, 719–756. MR 1273472 (95g:14032) [4] Michele Bolognesi and Angelo Vistoli, Stacks of trigonal curves, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 364 (2012), no. 7, 3365–3393. MR 2901217 [5] David G. Cantor, Computing in the Jacobian of a hyperelliptic curve, Math. Comp. 48 (1987), no. 177, 95–101. MR 866101 (88f:11118) [6] Lucia Caporaso, A compactification of the universal Picard variety over the moduli space of stable curves, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 7 (1994), no. 3, 589–660. MR 1254134 (95d:14014) [7] Sebastian Casalaina-Martin, Jesse Leo Kass, and Filippo Viviani, The local structure of compactified Jacobians, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 110 (2015), no. 2, 510–542. MR 3335286 [8] G. Casnati and T. Ekedahl, Covers of algebraic varieties. I. A general structure theorem, covers of degree 3, 4 and Enriques surfaces, J. Algebraic Geom. 5 (1996), no. 3, 439–460. MR 1382731 (97c:14014) [9] Gianfranco Casnati, Covers of algebraic varieties. II. Covers of degree 5 and construction of surfaces, J.

Algebraic Geom. 5 (1996), no. 3, 461–477. MR 1382732 (97c:14015) [10] Dawei Chen and Jesse Leo Kass, Moduli of generalized line bundles on a ribbon, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 220 (2016), no. 2, 822–844. MR 3399392 [11] David A. Cox, John B. Little, and Henry K. Schenck, Toric varieties, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 124, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[12] B. N. Delone and D. K. Faddeev, The theory of irrationalities of the third degree, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 10, American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1964. MR 0160744 (28 #3955) [13] Cyril D’Souza, Compactification of generalised Jacobians, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. Sect. A Math. Sci.

88 (1979), no. 5, 419–457. MR 569548 (81h:14004) [14] Dan Edidin and William Graham, Equivariant intersection theory, Invent. Math. 131 (1998), no. 3, 595–634. MR 1614555 (99j:14003a) [15] Eduardo Esteves, Compactifying the relative Jacobian over families of reduced curves, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 353 (2001), no. 8, 3045–3095 (electronic). MR 1828599 (2003b:14036) [16] William Fulton, Introduction to toric varieties, Annals of Mathematics Studies, vol. 131, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993, The William H. Roever Lectures in Geometry. MR 1234037 (94g:14028) [17] I. M. Gel’fand, M. M. Kapranov, and A. V. Zelevinsky, Discriminants, resultants, and multidimensional determinants, Mathematics: Theory & Applications, Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 1994. MR 1264417 (95e:14045) [18] A. Grothendieck, Éléments de géométrie algébrique. IV. Étude locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas IV, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. (1967), no. 32, 361. MR 0238860 (39 #220) [19] David W. Hahn and Rick Miranda, Quadruple covers of algebraic varieties, J. Algebraic Geom. 8 (1999), no. 1, 1–30. MR 1658196 (99k:14028) [20] Joe Harris and Ian Morrison, Moduli of curves, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 187, Springer- Verlag, New York, 1998. MR 1631825 (99g:14031) [21] Joe Harris and David Mumford, On the Kodaira dimension of the moduli space of curves, Invent. Math.

67 (1982), no. 1, 23–88, With an appendix by William Fulton. MR 664324 (83i:14018) [22] Robin Hartshorne, Algebraic geometry, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1977, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 52. MR MR0463157 (57 #3116) 27

[23] Michiel Hazewinkel and Clyde F. Martin, A short elementary proof of Grothendieck’s theorem on algebraic vectorbundles over the projective line, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 25 (1982), no. 2, 207–211. MR 662762 (83k:14016) [24] Jochen Heinloth, Lectures on the moduli stack of vector bundles on a curve, Affine flag manifolds and principal bundles, Trends Math., Birkhäuser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2010, pp. 123–153.

[25] Masa-Nori Ishida, Compactifications of a family of generalized Jacobian varieties, Proceedings of the International Symposium on Algebraic Geometry (Kyoto Univ., Kyoto, 1977) (Tokyo), Kinokuniya Book Store, 1978, pp. 503–524. MR 578869 (81h:14025) [26] Tyler J. Jarvis, Compactification of the universal Picard over the moduli of stable curves, Math. Z. 235 (2000), no. 1, 123–149. MR 1785075 (2001m:14040) [27] Neal Koblitz, Hyperelliptic cryptosystems, J. Cryptology 1 (1989), no. 3, 139–150. MR 1007215 (90k:11165) [28] Antonio Laface and Mauricio Velasco, A survey on Cox rings, Geom. Dedicata 139 (2009), 269–287.

MR 2481851 [29] Gérard Laumon and Laurent Moret-Bailly, Champs algébriques, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], vol. 39, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000. MR MR1771927 (2001f:14006) [30] Max Lieblich, Remarks on the stack of coherent algebras, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2006), Art. ID 75273, 12. MR MR2233719 (2008c:14022) [31] Hideyuki Matsumura, Commutative algebra, second ed., Mathematics Lecture Note Series, vol. 56, Benjamin/Cummings Publishing Co., Inc., Reading, Mass., 1980. MR 575344 (82i:13003) [32] Margarida Melo, Compactified Picard stacks over M_g , Math. Z. 263 (2009), no. 4, 939–957.

MR 2551606 [33] Rick Miranda, Triple covers in algebraic geometry, Amer. J. Math. 107 (1985), no. 5, 1123–1158.

MR 805807 (86k:14008) [34] Shinichi Mochizuki, The geometry of the compactification of the Hurwitz scheme, Publ. Res. Inst. Math.

Sci. 31 (1995), no. 3, 355–441. MR 1355945 (96j:14017) [35] David Mumford, Picard groups of moduli problems, Arithmetical Algebraic Geometry (Proc. Conf.

Purdue Univ., 1963), Harper & Row, New York, 1965, MR: 0201443, p. 33–81.

[36] , Tata lectures on theta. III, Modern Birkhäuser Classics, Birkhäuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 2007, With collaboration of Madhav Nori and Peter Norman, Reprint of the 1991 original. MR 2307769 (2007k:14088) [37] Tadao Oda and C. S. Seshadri, Compactifications of the generalized Jacobian variety, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 253 (1979), 1–90. MR 536936 (82e:14054) [38] Rahul Pandharipande, A compactification over M_g of the universal moduli space of slope-semistable vector bundles, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 9 (1996), no. 2, 425–471. MR 1308406 (96f:14014) [39] R. Pardini, Triple covers in positive characteristic, Ark. Mat. 27 (1989), no. 2, 319–341. MR 1022284 (91b:14012) [40] Matthieu Romagny and Stefan Wewers, Hurwitz spaces, Groupes de Galois arithmétiques et différentiels, Sémin. Congr., vol. 13, Soc. Math. France, Paris, 2006, pp. 313–341. MR MR2316356 (2008e:14040) [41] Melanie Matchett Wood, Moduli spaces for rings and ideals, Ph.D. Thesis (2009). [42] , Gauss composition over an arbitrary base, Adv. Math. 226 (2011), no. 2, 1756–1771. [43] , Parametrizing quartic algebras over an arbitrary base, Algebra Number Theory 5 (2011), no. 8, 1069–1094. MR 2948473 [44] , Parametrization of ideal classes in rings associated to binary forms, J. Reine Angew. Math.

689 (2014), 169–199. MR 3187931

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, East Hall, Ann Arbor, MI USA 48109-1043

E-mail address: erman@umich.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 480 Lincoln Drive, Madison, WI 53705 USA, and American Institute of Mathematics, 360 Portage Ave, Palo Alto, CA 94306-2244 USA

E-mail address: mmwood@math.wisc.edu