arXiv:2403.06624v3 [math.AG] 3 Oct 2024

ON THE TOPOLOGY OF THE MODULI OF TROPICAL UNRAMIFIED p-COVERS by Yassine El Maazouz, Paul Alexander Helminck, Felix Röhrle, Pedro Souza and Claudia He Yun

Abstract. — We study the topology of the moduli space of unramified Z/p-covers of tropical curves of genus g ≥ 2, where p is a prime number. We use recent techniques by Chan–Galatius–Payne to identify contractible subcomplexes of the moduli space. We then use this contractibility result to show that this moduli space is simply connected. In the case of genus 2, we determine the homotopy type of this moduli space for all primes p. This work is motivated by prospective applications to the top-weight cohomology of the space of prime cyclic étale covers of smooth algebraic curves.

Contents

1. Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 2. The moduli space of tropical G-covers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 3. Contractible loci . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4. The moduli space Δ_{g,p} is simply connected . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 5. Homotopy type in genus 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 38

1. Introduction

The moduli space M_g of smooth algebraic curves of genus g and the Deligne- Mumford compactification M_g are arguably some of the most intricate objects in modern algebraic geometry and have been studied from several perspectives [Gro61, DM69, HM82, Mum83, EH87, ACP15]. Closely related to M_g is the moduli space M_{g,Z/p} parametrizing isomorphism classes of étale Z/p-Galois covers ~C → C with C a smooth curve of genus g, see for example [BR11, Sections 5 and 6] and [ACV03]. On the level of coarse moduli spaces, this is the same as the moduli space of smooth curves C of genus g together with a non-trivial p-torsion point of their Jacobian. The space M_{g,Z/p} is itself a smooth étale cover of M_g of degree p^{2g} − 1, see [DM69, Lemma 5.7] or [ACG11, Chapter XVI] for a more recent treatment.

One of the more recent insights into the topology of M_g was achieved in [CGP21], where the authors introduce new tropical methods to investigate the cohomology

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. — 14T20, 05E14, 14H10. Key words. — Tropical Galois covers, Moduli spaces, Δ-complex, Homotopy type, Boundary complex.

of M_g and in particular find new non-zero classes in the unstable part of its cohomology. The key observation in this story was the comparison theorem [CGP21, Theorem 1.2] which identifies the top-weight cohomology of M_g with the reduced rational homology of the dual boundary complex of its compactification M_g ⊂ M_g. The latter in turn, by virtue of [ACP15, Theorem 1.2.1], can be identified with the moduli space Δ_g parametrizing stable tropical curves of genus g of volume one. This motivates a more careful study of the topology of Δ_g. To this end, [CGP22] develops a general framework to study loci in so-called symmetric Δ-complexes, of which the tropical moduli space Δ_g is an example. In particular, the authors provide criteria to prove contractibility of subcomplexes which are defined by vertex properties.

In this article, we study the topology of a tropical moduli space Δ_{g,Z/p}, which is the tropical counterpart to M_{g,Z/p} as Δ_g is to M_g. Throughout this article, a tropical curve will mean a finite metric graph Γ together with a vertex genus function g : V (Γ) → Z_{≥0}. Following [Gal22, BCK23] we define tropical Z/p-covers as harmonic morphisms π : ~Γ → Γ of tropical curves, which are unramified in the sense that they satisfies the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition everywhere, and which are additionally equipped with a Z/p-action on ~Γ and a dilation flow on Γ (see Definition 2.3). This definition is natural, because these are precisely the combinatorial objects that arise when degenerating étale Z/p-covers of smooth curves, see Section 1.4.

The moduli space M^{trop}_{g,Z/p} parametrizing tropical Z/p-covers is naturally a generalized cone complex in the sense of [ACP15]. Its link Δ_{g,Z/p} around the cone point, which is a symmetric Δ-complex, is the central object of study in this article. Its study is motivated by prospective applications to the top-weight cohomology of the moduli space M_{g,Z/p}.

1.1. Results. — For ease of notation, we shall from now on write Δ_{g,p} to denote Δ_{g,Z/p}. We define the following nested loci in Δ_{g,p}:

1. The equivariant weight locus Δ^w_{g,p} is defined as the locus (see also Lemma 4.1): { π : ~Γ → Γ | | there exists v ∈ V (Γ) such that g(v) ≥ 0 and ∑ ~v∈π^{−1}(v) g(~v) ≥ p } .

2. The equivariant loop or weight locus Δ^{lw}_{g,p} is defined as the closure of the locus of covers π : ~Γ → Γ such that π ∈ Δ^w_{g,p} or there is a loop-edge e in Γ such that π^{−1}(e) consists of p loop edges.

3. The equivariant bridge locus Δ^{br}_{g,p} is the closure of the union of Δ^{lw}_{g,p} and { π : ~Γ → Γ | | | there is a bridge-edge e ∈ Γ such that |π^{−1}(e)| = p and every ~e ∈ π^{−1}(e) is a bridge as well } . 4. The sparsely connected locus Δ^{scon}_{g,p} is the closure of the union of Δ^{br}_{g,p} and { π : ~Γ → Γ | | | there is an edge e ∈ Γ and a connected component Γ_0 ⊆ Γ \ {e} such that π^{−1}(Γ_0) is disconnected } .

5. The equivariant parallel edge locus Δ^{par}_{g,p} is the closure of the union of Δ^{scon}_{g,p} and

π : ~Γ → Γ | | | | there exists a pair of parallel edges e_1, e_2 ∈ Γ such that |π^{−1}(e_1)| = |π^{−1}(e_2)| = p and every lift of the simple closed cycle defined by e_1 and e_2 to ~Γ is again a simple closed cycle . These loci are nested as follows: Δ^w_{g,p} ⊆ Δ^{lw}_{g,p} ⊆ Δ^{br}_{g,p} ⊆ Δ^{scon}_{g,p} ⊆ Δ^{par}_{g,p} . We illustrate the moduli spaces Δ_{2,2} and Δ_{2,3}, as well as the loci defined above in Figures 5, 9, and 10, respectively. Our first result provides a very beneficial simplification for further study of the topology of Δ_{g,p}.

Theorem A. — For all g ≥ 2 and p a prime number, the loci Δ^w_{g,p}, Δ^{lw}_{g,p}, Δ^{br}_{g,p} are contractible. Moreover, when p > 2, the loci Δ^{scon}_{g,p} and Δ^{par}_{g,p} are contractible as well.

We prove Theorem A in Section 3. Except for the sparsely connected locus, all the loci we list above are generalizations of subcomplexes with similar properties in Δ_g. The contractibility of these loci follows from similar arguments to [CGP22]; we give new ideas for the sparsely connected locus. The subcomplex Δ^{par}_{g,p} is the largest locus in Δ_{g,p} that one can prove to be contractible with the vertex property techniques from [CGP22], see Remark 3.20 for a more detailed discussion.

As an application of Theorem A we show the following:

Theorem B. — The moduli space Δ_{g,p} is simply connected for all g ≥ 2 and p prime.

Theorem B is proved in Section 4. The key idea is to use [ACP22, Theorem 3.1], which states that the fundamental group of the geometric realization of Δ_{g,p} is generated by cycles supported on the 1-skeleton Δ^{(1)}g,p. This reduces the number of combinatorial types of Z/p-covers to be considered.

In Section 5, we turn to the special case g = 2 and explicitly compute the homotopy type of Δ_{2,p} for any prime number p.

Theorem C. — The number of maximal cells of Δ_{2,2} is 7 and Δ_{2,2} is contractible. The number of maximal cells of Δ_{2,3} is 9 and Δ_{2,3} is contractible as well. For p ≥ 5 a prime number, the number of maximal cells in Δ_{2,p} is

4p^2 + 9p − 13 6 and Δ_{2,p} has the homotopy type of a wedge of

(p − 1)(p − 5) 6 + (p − 3)^2 4 spheres of dimension 2.

Finally we remark that in this paper we only consider unramified tropical Z/pcovers. Naturally one could ask about an extension of our results to the more general case of Z/p-covers with prescribed ramification profiles over marked points of the target. We believe that our results and techniques carry over to this setting, and that there should be an analogue of the contractibility result for the repeated marking locus [CGP22, Theorem 1.1.3]. However, at this stage, we refrain from elaborating more on this.

1.2. Motivation and historical background. — One difficulty in studying M_g and M_g arises from the fact that the parametrized objects can have nontrivial automorphisms. To untangle these automorphisms, one can introduce auxiliary moduli spaces M_g(N) as in [Mum65] and [DM69], which parametrize smooth curves C together with a basis of the N-torsion of the Jacobian of C. For N ≥ 3, these spaces are always schemes, and this allows one to study the stacks M_g as finite quotients of M_g(N). In the special case when g = 1, the moduli spaces M_g(N) are better known as modular curves^{(1)}, see [DR73, KM85]. Here, the coarse moduli spaces of the M_g(N) are often denoted by Y (N), and their natural compactifications using generalized elliptic curves are denoted by X(N). The modular curve that describes generalized elliptic curves with a specified p-torsion point is the quotient of X(p) by the group of unipotent upper-triangular matrices in PSL_2(Z/p), and it is usually denoted by X_1(p). We similarly view the moduli space M_{g,Z/p} under consideration in this paper as a quotient of M_g(p) by a subgroup of the group Sp_{2g}(Z/p) of symplectic matrices over Z/p.

1.3. Applications. — We now describe prospective results on the (top-weight) cohomology of M_{g,Z/p}. This is based on the following general fact. Let X be a smooth and separated Deligne-Mumford stack of dimension d over C . By [Del75], there is a so-called weight filtration

W_0H^k(X ; Q) ⊆ · · · ⊆ W_{2d}H^k(X ; Q) = H^k(X ; Q)

for every k ≥ 0. One then considers the graded pieces

Gr^W_j H^k(X ; Q) := W_jH^k(X ; Q)/W_{j−1} H^k(X ; Q)

where Gr^W_{2d} H^k(X ; Q) is called top-weight cohomology of X in degree k. Now let X ⊆ X be a normal crossings compactification, D = X \ X its boundary, and denote the dual boundary complex by Δ(D) (see [CGP21, Definition 5.2]). By [CGP21, Theorem 5.8], we have an isomorphism

Gr^W_{2d} H^{2d−k}(X ; Q) ≃ H_{k−1} ( Δ(D); Q ) . (1)

In order to apply this to X = M_{g,Z/p}, we recall that there is a natural compactification of M_{g,Z/p}, the moduli space of admissible Z/p-covers M_{g,Z/p}, whose construction goes back to ideas in [HM82, Section 4] and is a special case of [AV02]. Write D = M_{g,Z/p}\M_{g,Z/p} for the boundary of M_{g,Z/p} in this compactification, which is a normal crossings divisor with dual intersection complex Δ(D). The dimension of M_{g,Z/p} is d = 3g − 3, and one can state the following analogue of [ACP15, Theorem 1.2.1], whose proof is subject to ongoing work by the fourth author. The ideas behind this proof are based on the description of the boundary of M_{g,Z/p} in the admissible covers compactification, see [BR11, Section 7.4].

Conjecture 1.1. — There is an isomorphism of symmetric Δ-complexes Δ(D) −→ Δ_{g,p}. (1)Technically speaking, one has to add a marked point as well, so that we are considering M_{1,1}(N) rather than M_1(N).

Conjecture 1.1 motivates the study of the topology of Δ_{g,p}, and combining this with Equation (1) we obtain the following:

Corollary 1.2. — Conditional on Conjecture 1.1, we have for all p ≥ 5:

dim_Q H^3(M_{2,Z/p}; Q) ≥

(p − 1)(p − 5) 6 + (p − 3)^2 4 . 1.4. Related work. — Tropical methods have been employed to study a number of moduli spaces: the moduli space of principally polarized abelian varieties was studied in [BBC^+22], and more recently [BCK23] study the moduli space of hyperelliptic curves. [CMR16] defines a tropical analogue of the Hurwitz space H_{g,d}(μ) parametrizing degree d covers of genus g curves with prescribed ramification profiles μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_n) at marked points. This is based on the notion of harmonic morphism stemming from analytic considerations, see [ABBR15]. However it was shown in [CMR16] that the natural morphism relating the dual boundary complex of the admissible cover compactification of the algebraic Hurwitz space on one hand, and tropical Hurwitz space on the other, is neither injective nor surjective. The latter is because of the Hurwitz existence problem, see [PP06, Section 1]. Therefore, the topology of H^{trop}_{g,d} (μ) cannot be directly used to compute the top-weight cohomology of H_{g,d}(μ). We now discuss two tropical spaces in the literature that mimick part of the moduli space of G-covers. In [LUZ23] a moduli space of tropical G-covers is defined for abelian groups G, but this space does not take the dilation flows into account. This space thus inherits the shortcomings of the space of tropical Hurwitz covers. Similarly, in [APS23] the space Root^p_g of tropical curves with genus g together with a p-torsion point in the tropical Jacobian is studied. Note that by [Hel23, Theorem 5.16], we have an identification between p-torsion points in the tropical Jacobian and algebraic unramified Z/p-covers that induce a tropical cover with dilation over at least one edge. We thus see that the other missing covers in this case are the ones that correspond to covers with no dilation.

The tropical moduli space that we consider in this paper essentially combines these two points of view by parametrizing tropical Z/p-covers with dilation flows. From the non-archimedean point of view this space is natural because the skeleton of the non-archimedean analytification of an étale Z/p-cover of algebraic curves is a tropical Z/p-cover in our sense. Here the dilation data can be interpreted as additional gluing data on the annuli corresponding to the edges, see [ABBR15, Section 7.1] and [Hel23, Section 4.1]. In terms of algebraic geometry, a one-parameter degeneration of a smooth G-curve is a nodal curve, and the stabilizer subgroups of the nodes act on their tangent spaces. The dilation flow is the combinatorial shadow of this data, see [BR11, Section 7.4]. Conversely, we note that one we can use the material in [Hel23] to see that the stable Z/p-covers considered in this paper are always realizable as algebraic Z/p-covers: The conditions on the dilation flow allow one to define an automorphism of order p of enhanced coverings of metrized complexes as in [Hel23, Section 4.1], and the equivalence of Galois categories in that paper implies that this corresponds to a Z/p-cover of algebraic curves. A version of this argument also appeared in the proof of [LUZ23, Theorem 4.4]. In summary this shows that our tropical moduli space is expected to be the correct space for topweight cohomology applications.

The relation between all the moduli spaces mentioned above is summarized in Figure 1. M^{trop}_{g,Z/p}

Root^p_g ( H^{trop}_{g,Z/p}(∅) )_{real} H^{trop}_{g,Z/p}(∅) H^{trop}_{g,d} (∅)

M^{trop}_g (∗)

Figure 1. Summary of the different moduli spaces in the literature related to M^{trop}_{g,Z/p}. Here we denote by “real” the realizability locus and (∗) is the map which sends a Z/p-cover to its underlying degree d = |Z/p| = p Hurwitz cover.

Remark 1.3. — To find a tropical space that reflects the top-weight cohomology of H_{g,d}(μ), one can consider the branch locus map br : H_{g,d}(μ) → M_{g,b}. This map is étale over the smooth locus and, away from the primes dividing the order of the Galois group, it is tamely ramified over the boundary. Since the boundary of M_{g,b} is a normal crossings divisor, it directly follows, from Abhyankar’s Lemma and the purity of the branch locus as in [Gro71, Chapter XIII, Appendice 1], that the inverse image is a normal crossings divisor after normalizing. The normalization of this moduli space can be interpreted as the space of twisted bundles, see [ACV03]. When the covers are Galois, this space is already normal [ACV03, Theorem 4.3.2], so that the notion of a twisted cover is unnecessary. All in all we see that we only need to characterize the inverse images of these divisors and their self-intersections to obtain the correct boundary complex.

For Galois covers, we can use the results in [BR11, Section 7.4], which gives a description of the different components in the inverse image in terms of tropical Gcovers enhanced with compatible dilation data, which are called graphes modulaires de Hurwitz.

Remark 1.4. — The work in the present article started with an analysis of the space H^{trop}_{g,Z/p}(∅) in the sense of [LUZ23] and the results presented here were first found to hold for that space, as well as the realizable locus within it (the only exception being the computational result in Theorem C, where the correct formula for the homotopy type of H^{trop}_{2,Z/p}(∅) is a wedge of (p − 1)(p − 5)/12 spheres). Since the proofs for H^{trop}_{2,Z/p}(∅) are verbatim as presented here, we refrain from elaborating any further.

2. The moduli space of tropical G-covers

Let g ≥ 2 and fix a finite abelian group G. In this section we introduce the moduli space of tropical G-covers of genus g and the objects it parametrizes. The space

Δ_{g,p}, which is the main player in the rest of the article, is obtained in the special case G = Z/p. We first review the notions of graphs and their morphisms.

2.1. Weighted graphs. — A graph is a tuple Γ = (X, ι, r) consisting of:

– a finite set X, – an idempotent root map r : X → X; that is r ∘ r = r, and – an involution ι: X → X; that is ι ∘ ι = id, such that ι ∘ r = r and the fixed points of ι are exactly the elements in the image of r. The set V (Γ) = r(X) is the set of vertices of Γ and H(Γ) = X \ V (Γ) denotes the set of half-edges of Γ. The edge set E(Γ) of Γ is defined by identifying half-edges that are exchanged by the involution ι, i.e.

E(Γ) = { {h, h^′}: h, h^′ ∈ H(Γ) and ι(h) = h^′ } . A loop is an edge e = {h, h^′} ∈ E(Γ) such that r(h) = r(h^′). The tangent space T_vΓ of Γ at a vertex v ∈ V (Γ) is defined as T_vΓ := r^{−1}({v}) \ {v} and the cardinality of T_vΓ is denoted by val(v) and is called the valence of v. A subgraph of Γ = (X, ι, r) is a graph Γ^′ = (X^′, ι^′, r^′) such that X^′ ⊆ X, ι^′ = ι_{|X}′ and r^′ = r_{|X}′ . Unless explicitly mentioned, all graphs considered in this paper will be finite and connected.

A weighted graph (Γ, g) is a graph Γ together with a function g : V (Γ) → Z_{≥0}. We say that the weighted graph (Γ, g) is stable at a vertex v ∈ V (Γ) if we have:

2g(v) − 2 + val(v) > 0.

A weighted graph is called stable if it is stable at every vertex. This is equivalent to saying that vertices of weight 0 must have valence at least 3 and Γ is not an isolated vertex of weight 1. In the context of tropical geometry, the weight g(v) of a vertex v is also referred to as the genus of v and usually g is omitted from the notation. That is we will denote the weighted graph (Γ, g) simply by Γ again. Moreover, the genus of a weighted graph Γ is given by: | |E(Γ) | | − | |V (Γ) | | + 1 + ∑ v∈V (Γ) g(v), and by abuse of notation this quantity is denoted by g as well. Since the vertex genus and the genus of the graph are clearly related, we believe that confusion is unlikely.

2.2. Maps of graphs. — A map of graphs from Γ_1 = (X_1, ι_1, r_1) to Γ_2 = (X_2, ι_2, r_2) is a map f : X_1 → X_2 which is compatible with the root and involution maps in the sense that f ∘ r_1 = r_2 ∘ f and f ∘ ι_1 = ι_2 ∘ f. We say that f is finite if the inverse image of any vertex v_2 ∈ V (Γ_2) consists only of vertices in V (Γ_1). We say that f is an isomorphism if it has an inverse map.

Stable graphs of fixed genus g form a category L_g whose morphism are defined as follows.

Definition 2.1. — Let g ≥ 1 be an integer. A L_g -morphism between two genus g weighted stable graphs (Γ_1, g_1) and (Γ_2, g_2) is a (not necessarily finite) map of graphs f : Γ_1 → Γ_2 such that:

1. For each h ∈ H(Γ_2), the set f^{−1}(h) consists of only one element in H(Γ_1). 2. For each v ∈ V (Γ_2), the inverse image f^{−1}(v), which is a subgraph of Γ_1, is connected and has genus equal to g_2(v).

We say that the morphism f is an isomorphism if it has an inverse morphism. The set of automorphisms of a weighted graph (Γ, g) is denoted by Aut(Γ).

The purpose of the category L_g is to define the moduli space of genus g tropical curves in a concise way, see Section 2.5.

Example 2.2. — Let (Γ, g) be a weighted stable graph and e = {h, h^′} ∈ E(Γ) an edge of Γ. We define (Γ/e, g^′) as the weighted graph obtained from Γ by contracting the edge e and identifying its two end points v_1, v_2 ∈ V (Γ) into a single vertex v. The vertex v in Γ/e is then assigned the weight g^′(v) = g(v_1) + g(v_2) if e is not a loop and g^′(v) = g(v_1) + 1 otherwise and all other vertices in Γ/e keep their original weight as in Γ. Note that (Γ/e, g^′) has the same genus as (Γ, g) and is stable as well. The natural map (Γ, g) → (Γ/e, g^′) is a morphism of genus g weighted stable graphs. We call Γ an uncontraction of Γ/e.

11 11 1

Figure 2. A morphism of stable weighted graphs of genus 6. The bolded edges are contracted. The blue vertex in the target graph has weight 1 which is equal to the genus of the contracted subgraph colored in blue in the source graph.

2.3. Abelian Galois covers of graphs. — In this subsection, we define abelian Galois covers which are the central objects of study of the present paper. The following definition is closely related to [BCK23, Definition 3.1].

Definition 2.3. — Let G be a finite abelian group. A (stable) G-cover of graphs consists of a finite map of weighted graphs π : (~Γ, ~g) → (Γ, g) together with the following data:

1. a G-action on ~Γ, and 2. a map φ: H(Γ^{dil}) → G where Γ^{dil} is the (possibly disconnected) subgraph of Γ consisting of all elements x ∈ X(Γ) with |π^{−1}(x)| < |G|, such that the following hold:

(a) The weighted graphs (~Γ, ~g) and (Γ, g) are stable.

(b) The map π is canonically isomorphic to the quotient map ~Γ → ~Γ/G and the stabilizer Stab_G(~h) is a cyclic subgroup of G for any ~h ∈ H(~Γ).

(c) Local Riemann-Hurwitz condition: for any v ∈ V (Γ) and ~v ∈ π^{−1}(v) we have 2~g(~v) − 2 = d_π(~v) ( 2g(v) − 2 ) + ∑ ~h∈T_{~v} (~Γ) ( d_π(~h) − 1 ) , (2)

with the degree map d_π : X(~Γ) → Z_{≥1} defined by d_π(~x) = | Stab_G(~x)| for ~x ∈ X(~Γ). (d) The map φ satisfies:

(i) The fiber π^{−1}(h) is isomorphic to G/⟨φ(h)⟩ as left G-sets for any h ∈ H(Γ).

(ii) For any h ∈ H(Γ) we have φ(ι(h)) = −φ(h). (iii) For any v ∈ V (Γ) we have ∑ h∈T_v (Γ) φ(h) = 0.

Every G-cover is harmonic in the sense of [ABBR15]. More precisely, this means that for any v ∈ V (Γ), h ∈ T_v(Γ), and ~v ∈ π^{−1}(v): d_π(~v) = ∑ ~h∈π−1(h)∩T_{~v} (~Γ) d_π(~h).

Note that harmonicity implies that for any vertex v ∈ V (Γ) and any edge e ∈ E(Γ), the following sums are independent of the choice of v and e and are equal to |G| which is also the degree of π:

deg(π) := ∑ ~v∈π^{−1}(v) d_π(~v) = ∑ ~e∈π^{−1}(e) d_π(~e) = |G|. We also note that, due to the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition (2), there is a unique vertex weight function ~g on ~Γ that makes π a G-cover. Moreover, the respective genera ~g and g of ~Γ and Γ satisfy the global Riemann-Hurwitz relation ~g = |G|(g − 1) + 1. The map φ is called dilation flow^{(2)} and the (possibly disconnected) graph Γ^{dil} is the dilation subgraph of Γ. We say that elements in X(Γ) which are in X(Γ^{dil}) are dilated, every other element is called free. Moreover, we say that a G-cover is dilated if Γ^{dil} ≠ ∅ and free otherwise. The integers d_π(~v), d_π(~e) and d_π(~h) are sometimes called dilation factors.

We now discuss maps of G-covers.

Definition 2.4. — Let π_1 : ~Γ_1 → Γ_1 and π_2 : ~Γ_2 → Γ_2 be two G-covers with dilation flows φ_1, φ_2 respectively. A map of G-covers ( ~f, f) consists of two maps of

(2)In [BCK23, Definition 3.1] dilation flows were called monodromy marking.

graphs ~f : ~Γ_1 → ~Γ_2 and f : Γ_1 → Γ_2 such ~Γ_1 ~Γ_2

Γ_1 Γ_2 ~fπ1π2f

commutes and:

1. The map ~f is G-equivariant.

2. The map f is compatible with the dilation flows i.e. φ_2 ∘ f = φ_1.

Remark 2.5. — There are several possible ways to classify G-covers, depending on whether or not we want to think of the target graph as “rigid” and on whether we take automorphisms of the cover into account or not. One also encounters the same considerations when classifying covers of algebraic curves, see for example [Fri77, Moc95, Dèb99]. In this sense, we made a choice in Definition 2.4 which reflects the space we want to study in the end.

Similar to L_g , we define a category L_{g,G} whose objects are G-covers of genus g curves and, following [BR11], the morphisms of L_{g,G} are defined as follows:

Definition 2.6. — Let π_1 : ~Γ_1 → Γ_1 and π_2 : ~Γ_2 → Γ_2 be two G-covers of genus g curves. A L_{g,G} -morphism of G-covers is a map of G-covers ( ~f, f) where ~f and f are both morphisms of graphs in the sense of Definition 2.1, i.e. they are compositions of isomorphisms and edge contractions.

Example 2.7. — An edge contraction on the target graph induces a morphism of G-covers as follows. Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a G-cover and e an edge in Γ. Contracting the edge e gives a morphism of graphs f : Γ → Γ/e. Contracting the edges in ~Γ mapping to e gives a morphism or graphs ~f : ~Γ → ~Γ/π^{−1}(e). It is elementary to verify that this yields a G-cover ~Γ/π^{−1}(e) → Γ/e, which we denote by π/e. In addition, ( ~f, f) is a morphism of G-covers. We call ( ~f, f) an edge contraction and say that the G-cover π is an uncontraction of the G-cover π/e. See Figure 3.

2.4. Tropical G-covers. — An abstract tropical curve C = (Γ, g, ℓ) of genus g is a weighted stable graph (Γ, g) of genus g and a length function ℓ: E(Γ) → R_{>0} . The weighted graph (Γ, g) is called the combinatorial type of the tropical curve C. The volume vol(C) of C is

vol(C) = ∑ e∈E(Γ) ℓ(e).

Definition 2.8. — A tropical G-cover is a G-cover of graphs π : ~Γ → Γ, together with a tropical curve structure – that is, edge-lengths – on the target Γ and compatible edge-lengths on ~Γ i.e. ℓ ( π(~e) ) = d_π(~e) ~ℓ(~e) for all ~e ∈ E(~Γ).

TOPOLOGY OF Δ_{g,Z/p} 11 vv^′ v^′_0 v^′_2 v_0v_1 v_2 v^{′1} π_1 w_0 w_2w^1 π_2 ~f_1 f_1 uπ_3 ~f_2 f_2 u

Figure 3. A sequence of morphisms of Z/3-covers corresponding to first contracting the green edge in the target graph, and then the blue edge. The dilation graph is empty in the first two 3-covers and it is a single vertex in the third picture, so there are no dilation flows.

Definition 2.8 justifies the terminology “dilation factor”.

We emphasize that even without the dilation flow data, tropical G-covers carry more information than tropical Hurwitz covers in the sense of [CMR16]. This is illustrated in the following example.

Example 2.9. — Figure 4 depicts two different Z/5-covers of the same weighted graph of genus 2. The covers map every vertex in the source curves to the unique vertex in the target and the edges are all sent to the one loop in the target. The group Z/5 acts on both ~Γ_1 and ~Γ_2 by permuting the vertices cyclically as the permutation (0, 1, 2, 3, 4). Note that the two source graphs are isomorphic as graphs (and as topological covers) but the Z/5-covers π_1 and π_2 are not isomorphic. This will be discussed further in Remark 3.11.

v_2v_3v_4v^0v1 v^′_2v^′_3v′_4v^{′0}v^′1 1v 1 1 1 1 π_1 π_2 ~Γ_1 ~Γ_2

Figure 4. Two non-isomorphic Z/5-covers.

2.5. The moduli space Δ_{g,G} as a symmetric Δ-complex. — In [ACP15] the authors introduced generalized cone complexes as a combinatorial shadow of

Deligne-Mumford stacks. The link around the cone point captures important topological properties of the cone complex. When the cones are simplicial, the link is a symmetric Δ-complex, which is a generalization of a Δ-complex. Here, we briefly recall the definition of a symmetric Δ-complexes and give a description of the moduli space of tropical G-covers Δ_{g,G} as a symmetric Δ-complex. For a more detailed account we refer the reader to [CGP21, Section 3] and [ACP22].

Let I be the category whose objects are the finite sets [n] := {0, . . . , n} for n ∈ Z_{≥−1} (with the convention that [−1] := ∅) and whose morphisms are injections [n] −→ [m], for m ≥ n. A symmetric Δ-complex is a functor X : I^{op} → Sets. For n ≥ 0, we refer to X_n := X([n]) as the set of n-simplices. Note that the functor X sends any injection θ : [n] → [m] to θ^∗ := X(θ): X_m −→ X_n, and in particular it induces an action of the symmetric group S_{n+1} on X_n by sending a permutation θ : [n] → [n] to θ^∗. For any element σ ∈ X_n, denote by Aut(σ) the subgroup of S_{n+1} stabilizing σ and by Orb(σ) := {θ^∗(σ): θ ∈ S_{n+1}} the symmetric orbit of σ. We say that τ ∈ X_n is a face of σ ∈ X_m and write τ ≼ σ if there is an injection θ : [n] → [m] such that τ = θ^∗(σ).

The geometric realization of the symmetric Δ-complex X as a topological space is defined as |X| := (^∞∐ n=0 X_n × Δ^n ) / ∼ , (3) where (θ^∗σ, a) ∼ (σ, θ_∗a) for any injection θ : [n] → [m], simplex σ ∈ X_m, and any point a in the standard n-simplex Δ^n. Here,

θ_∗ : Δ^n −→ Δ^m,

is the map extending an element a = (a_0, . . . , a_n) ∈ Δ^n to (b_0, . . . , b_m) with b_{θ(i)} = a_i and the remaining b_j ’s for j ∈ [m] \ θ([n]) are set to 0. Alternatively to (3), we can also describe |X| as a union of cells, |X| = ∐ n ∐ σ∈X_n (Δ^n)^∘/ Aut(σ)

where X_n is a set of representatives of symmetric orbits. Note that in this description, each cell (Δ^n)^∘/ Aut(σ) is homeomorphic to a quotient of the open simplex by the natural action of Aut(σ).

Now let G be a finite abelian group. The moduli space Δ_{g,G} of tropical G-covers of genus g tropical curves of volume 1 can naturally be viewed as a symmetric Δcomplex as follows. For n ≥ 0, we define Δ_{g,G}([n]) to be the set of equivalence classes of pairs (π, ω), where

1. π : ~Γ → Γ is a G-cover of graphs with | E(Γ) | = n + 1 and genus of Γ equal to g, and 2. ω : E(Γ) → [n] is an edge-labeling, i.e. a bijection.

Two pairs (π_1 : ~Γ_1 → Γ_1, ω_1) and (π_2 : ~Γ_2 → Γ_2, ω_2) are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism ( ~φ, φ) of G-covers such that

~Γ_1 ~Γ_2

Γ_1 Γ_2

[n] ~φπ^1 π^2 φω^1ω^2

commutes. On the level of morphisms, an injection θ : [n] → [m] sends an msimplex (π, ω) to the pair (π^′, ω^′), where π^′ : ~Γ^′ → Γ^′ is obtained from π : ~Γ → Γ by contracting all edges e ∈ E(Γ) with labels not in Im(θ) and the corresponding edges in π^{−1}(e). The function ω^′ is the induced edge-labeling, i.e. ω^′ : E(Γ^′) → [n] is the unique bijection that preserves the total ordering on E(Γ^′) given by ω. Finally, we set Δ_{g,G}([−1]) = ∅.

For the rest of this article, we shall restrict our discussion to the case G = Z/p in which case we will simply refer to Z/p-covers as p-covers. Note that, in a p-cover π : ~Γ → Γ every point in X(Γ) has either 1 or p preimages (with the dilation factor being p or 1, respectively). Also, the condition that the stabilizer subgroup in Z/p of any point in X(~Γ) must be cyclic is void in this case (see Definition 2.3). Finally, the dilation flow is simply a nowhere-zero balanced flow. For ease of notation we denote the tropical moduli space Δ_{g,Z/p} simply by Δ_{g,p}. The resulting space in g = 2 and G = Z/2 is depicted in Figure 5.

In [CGP22, Section 4] the authors develop a contractibility criterion for subcomplexes of a symmetric Δ-complex. This is the main technical ingredient we use in our proof of Theorem A. We summarize the essential results.

A property P is a subset P ⊆ X_0 of the set of vertices (i.e. 0-simplices) of X. Given P , any vertex v ∈ P is called a P -vertex. The subcomplex X_P ≤ X is generated by the set of simplices with at least one P -vertex, i.e. X_P is the closure of the star of P . The set of simplices of X_P is denoted P^∗(X). We recall the following definitions from [CGP22, Section 4]:

1. We say that τ is a co-P face of σ and write τ ≼_P σ if τ ≼ σ and the vertices of σ which do not belong to τ are all in P .

2. We say that τ has a co-P maximal face if {σ : τ ≼_P σ} has a maximal element with respect to face inclusion, σ_0 in some X_m, and which is also unique up to S_{m+1}-action.

3. A face inclusion τ ≼ σ is canonical if for any two inclusions θ_1, θ_2 : [n] → [m] by which τ is a face of σ, there is a ψ ∈ Aut(σ) such that θ_1 = ψθ_2.

4. A collection Y of simplices is co-P saturated if for all τ ∈ Y and all σ with τ ≼_P σ we have σ ∈ Y .

Now let P and Q be properties and consider the following conditions:

(CGP1) The set of simplices P^∗(X) is co-Q-saturated. (CGP2) The simplices in X \ X_P admit canonical co-Q maximal faces. (CGP3) Every simplex whose vertices are all in Q, is in X_P .

TOPOLOGY OF Δ_{g,Z/p} 14

1 1 1 12 11 1 11 11

11111 1 1

Figure 5. The moduli space Δ_{2,2} as a 2-dimensional symmetric Δcomplex. The dashed edges correspond to a folding of a triangle due to automorphisms, hence there are no 2-covers on dashed edges. In the picture we omitted any dilation flows, since in each 2-cover there is a unique one.

Under these conditions, by virtue of [CGP22, Proposition 4.11], there is a strong deformation retraction (X_P ∪ X_Q) ↘ X_P . Moreover, if we consider a sequence of properties P_1, . . . , P_N such that the conditions (CGP1) to (CGP3) hold for P = P_1 ∪ · · · ∪ P_{i−1} and Q = P_i for every i = 2, . . . , N, then we can iterate the procedure and obtain X_{P1∪···∪PN} ↘ X_{P1} . Finally, in the case where P = ∅ and Q is a property, and the pair (P, Q) satisfy conditions (CGP1) and (CGP2), then X_Q ↘ X_{Q,0} where X_{Q,0} ≤ X_Q is the subcomplex generated by simplices in X that have no non-Q vertices.

In the special case of Δ = Δ_{g,G}, we now reformulate the conditions (CGP1) to (CGP3) in terms of G-covers. In this setting, simplices correspond to G-covers, face relations correspond to edge-contractions, and the “vertices” of a G-cover π are the G-covers arising from π by contracting all but one edge. Hence a property P is a set of G-covers with a single edge. Given a G-cover π, an edge e in π is called a P -edge if contracting all the edges of π except e produces one of the covers in P . Using this dictionary, the conditions (CGP1) to (CGP3) translate as follows (we give the contrapositive of (CGP1) as this is what we use in our proofs below):

(CGP1) If a G-cover neither contains a P -edge nor does it admit an uncontraction of a P -edge, then after contracting a Q-edge, the resulting G-cover continues to hold those properties.

(CGP2) Consider a G-cover π which neither has a P -edge, nor does it allow for an uncontraction of a P -edge. Then there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) π^′ such that π = π^′/{e_1, . . . , e_r} for Q-edges e_i in π^′. Moreover, r is maximal and every automorphism of π lifts to an automorphism of π^′.

(CGP3) Consider a G-cover π all of whose edges are Q-edges. Then π has a P -edge or an uncontraction of a P -edge.

3. Contractible loci

In this section, we apply the tools from [CGP22] to prove Theorem A. To this end we work on the symmetric Δ-complex Δ_{g,p} that was defined in Section 2.5. Recall that in this space simplices correspond to p-covers of graphs π : ~Γ → Γ together with a labeling of the edges of Γ and symmetric orbits of simplices correspond to isomorphism classes of p-covers without the edge-labeling. In this setting, two pcovers π and ρ are related by face inclusion π ≼ ρ if and only if up to isomorphism π is a contraction of ρ. This face inclusion is canonical if and only if for every automorphism θ ∈ Aut(π) there exists an automorphism ψ ∈ Aut(ρ) such that ψ induces θ under this contraction. For the reader’s convenience, we have listed all vertices of Δ_{g,p} in Table 1. We will construct properties as defined in Section 2.5 by giving collections of these vertices.

Ring R_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ p − 1 Butterfly

Spirals S_a for 1 ≤ a ≤ ⌈^{p−1}_2 ⌉, see Definition 3.10. p(g − 1) ig − 1 p(g − 2) + 1

. .

g − 1 g − 1

. .

g − 1

. .

g − 1

a

g − 1

Equivariant bridges B_h for 1 ≤ h ≤ g − 1, see Definition 3.4.

Parallel bridges P_h for 1 ≤ h ≤ ⌈^{p−1}_2 ⌉

p(g − h − 1) + 1 h

. .

hg − h p(g − h − 1) + 1

. .

p(h − 1) + 1 hg − h

Table 1. The p-covers corresponding to vertices in Δ_{g,p}. Indicated are vertex genera.

3.1. The equivariant (loop or) weight locus. — This subsection and the next follow the proof of [CGP22, Theorem 1.1] closely. Let us first recall the definition of the equivariant weight locus (Δ_{g,p})^w: { π : ~Γ → Γ | | | there exists v ∈ V (Γ) such that g(v) ≥ 0 and ∑ ~v∈π^{−1}(v) g(~v) ≥ p } , and the equivariant loop or weight locus Δ^{lw}_{g,p} defined as the closure of the locus of p-covers π : ~Γ → Γ such that π ∈ Δ^w_{g,p} or there is a loop-edge e in Γ such that π^{−1}(e) consists of p loop edges.

Consider the vertex B_1 ∈ Δ_{g,p} corresponding to the p-cover ~Γ → Γ with – Γ consisting of a single edge e = (v_1, v_2) with v_1 ≠ v_2 and g(v_1) = g − 1 as well as g(v_2) = 1, and – ~Γ having a single vertex over v_1 and p vertices over v_2.

See Table 1 for a sketch of B_1. Moreover, for any given p-cover of graphs ~Γ → Γ we will call an edge e ∈ Γ an equivariant 1-bridge if contracting all edges in E(Γ) \ {e} takes π to B_1. In the following we will abuse notation and denote the property {B_1} simply by B_1 as well.

Note that B_1 is a vertex of Δ_{g,p}, but it is also a vertex of the equivariant weight locus Δ^w_{g,p} considered as a symmetric Δ-complex in its own right. The closed stars of B_1 in these two complexes are

(Δ_{g,p})_{B1} = Δ^{lw}_{g,p} and (Δ^w_{g,p})_{B1} = Δ^w_{g,p}

and therefore, Lemma 3.1 below, combined with [CGP22, Proposition 4.11] proves the parts of Theorem A about the contractibility of Δ^w_{g,p} and Δ^{lw}_{g,p}, see Corollary 3.3.

Lemma 3.1. — The properties P = ∅ and Q = B_1, considered as properties in Δ_{g,p} (resp. Δ^w_{g,p}) satisfy conditions (CGP1) and (CGP2).

The key to proving Lemma 3.1 is a good understanding of uncontractions of equivariant 1-bridges. This is achieved in the next lemma. The upshot is that the number of possible uncontractions of 1-bridges at any given vertex is an intrinsic property of that vertex, i.e. it is preserved under isomorphism.

Lemma 3.2. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover and let v ∈ Γ be a vertex. Denote by l(v) the number of loop-edges rooted at v which have p loop-edges as preimages under π. Denote by g^↑(v) = ∑ ~v∈π^{−1}(v) g(~v) the total vertex genus in the fiber over

v. Then the maximal number of possible uncontractions of equivariant 1-bridges at v, which still preserve stability of the cover is given by: { 0 if 2g(v) − 2 + val(v) = 1 min ( g(v), ⌊_{g↑(v)} p ⌋) + l(v) otherwise. (4) Proof. — It is not so hard to see that if 2g(v)−2+val(v) = 1, then any uncontraction (of any type) breaks the stability of the target graph at the vertex v. So without loss of generality we assume that 2g(v) − 2 + val(v) > 1. A priori we claim that for each loop with p preimage loops and for each unit of p in the total vertex genus in the fiber over v, an equivariant 1-bridge can be uncontracted. There are three things that can go wrong with this, namely the suggested uncontractions can:

1. break stability (hence the case distinction), 2. produce negative genus on the target (hence the minimum), 3. break any of the conditions of p-covers in Definition 2.3, i.e. the Z/p-action, harmonicity, local Riemann-Hurwitz (2), or the dilation flow condition.

One can check that the third issue does not arise. In fact, the only part of this issue which requires some care, is that the uncontractions due to vertex genus are possible without violating the Riemann-Hurwitz condition. Indeed, if v is free, i.e. it has p preimages, then π is a local isomorphism and the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition is trivial. If v is dilated with π^{−1}(v) = {~v}, then the proposed uncontraction lowers the genus of ~v by p and that of v by 1. This subtracts 2p on both sides of Equation (2), so the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition still holds. The second issue is taken care of by the minimum in the formula.

Concerning the first issue, note that after performing all the uncontractions suggested above, the remaining genus of v is

g(v) − min ( g(v), ⌊ g^↑(v) p ⌋)

and the new valence of v is

val(v) + min ( g(v), ⌊ g^↑(v) p ⌋) − l(v). Plugging these new values into the definition of stability in Equation (2.1) shows that the suggested uncontractions render the cover unstable if and only if:

2 ( g(v) − min ( g(v), ⌊ g^↑(v) p ⌋))

≥0 + val(v) − l(v) ≥l(v)≥0 + min ( g(v), ⌊ g^↑(v) p ⌋)

≥0 ≤ 2.

Consider the term in the middle: the assumption val(v)−l(v) = 0 leads to val(v) = 0 which is not possible. So the middle term is positive and hence we also obtain g = min ( g(v), ⌊_{g↑(v)} p ⌋) and are left with

val(v) − l(v) ≥1 + g(v) ≥_0 ≤ 2. Now distinguish cases for g(v).

Case g(v) = 1: In this case we have val(v) − l(v) = 1 and the only possibilities are val(v) = 1 and l(v) = 0 or val(v) = 2 and l(v) = 1. If val(v) = 1 and l(v) = 0 then we were in the first case of (4) to begin with, which is a contradiction. So val(v) = 2 and l(v) = 1 and in this case the graph Γ has to be Butterfly cover in Table 1 and one can easily check that the formula in Equation (4) holds in this case.

Case g(v) = 0: In this case we either have val(v) − l(v) = 1 in which case the graph Γ is not stable at v which is a contradiction. So we deduce that val(v) − l(v) = 2 and hence we have either val(v) = 3 and l(v) = 1, in which case we are back in the first case of Equation (4) again. The other option is val(v) = 4 and l(v) = 2, but this situation does not arise because of the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition (2).

To sum up, Equation (4) is correct in every case, thus finishing the proof.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. — Notice that taking P = ∅ makes Condition (CGP1) void, so we focus on proving Condition (CGP2). The argument is practically the same for Δ_{g,p} and Δ^w_{g,p}, so let us work with the former first. Let π : ~Γ → Γ be an arbitrary p-cover, corresponding to some simplex σ in Δ_{g,p}. We have to show that σ has a canonical maximal co-B_1 face, or equivalently, that there is a unique (up to isomorphism) maximal stable uncontraction ρ of π by equivariant 1-bridges and that this is canonical.

To this end, let v ∈ Γ be a vertex. The exact statement about the possible uncontractions of said type at v is given in Lemma 3.2. In particular, we see that the number of possible uncontractions at v is a property which is preserved under isomorphism. Note further, that all new vertices that are created in such an uncontraction are either 1-valent of genus 1 or 3-valent of genus 0, so that the new vertices cannot be uncontracted any further. As a consequence, we see that if we perform all the uncontractions suggested by Lemma 3.2 at each vertex individually, then we arrive at a unique maximal ρ.

Moreover, ρ is canonical because any automorphism of π can only permute vertices of the same genus and valence. Hence, again by Lemma 3.2 every automorphism of π permutes only vertices with the same uncontraction behavior and thus we obtain a lift to an automorphism of ρ. This proves the claim when P and Q are considered properties of Δ_{g,p}.

To see that P and Q still satisfy Condition (CGP2) when considered as properties of Δ^w_{g,p}, we simply note that if the cover π was in Δ^w_{g,p}, then after the uncontractions suggested by Lemma 3.2 there is still a fiber of total vertex genus at least p. So the maximal uncontraction lives in Δ^w_{g,p} as well and we have proved the entire claim.

Corollary 3.3. — The loci Δ^w_{g,p} and Δ^{wl}_{g,p} are contractible in Δ_{g,p}.

Proof. — Lemma 3.1 shows via [CGP22, Proposition 4.11] that Δ^{lw}_{g,p} deformation retracts to the locus (Δ_{g,p})_{B1,0}, which is the locus of p-covers all of whose edges are equivariant 1-bridges. There is a unique maximal cell in (Δ_{g,p})_{B1,0} and its automorphism group acts on the simplex as S_{g−1} by permuting the vertices. In particular, [ACP22, Proposition 5.1] shows that (Δ_{g,p})_{B1,0} is contractible. This shows the claim for Δ^{lw}_{g,p}. To see that Δ^w_{g,p} is contractible, we simply note that (Δ_{g,p})_{B1,0} = (Δ^w_{g,p})_{B1,0}.

3.2. The equivariant bridge locus. — We move on to showing contractibility of the equivariant bridge locus Δ^{br}_{g,p} in Δ_{g,p}, still following the strategy used to prove [CGP22, Theorem 1.1]. Recall that Δ^{br}_{g,p} is defined as the closure of the union of Δ^{lw}_{g,p} and { π : ~Γ → Γ | | | | there is a bridge-edge e ∈ Γ such that |π^{−1}(e)| = p and every ~e ∈ π^{−1}(e) is a bridge as well } . We start by defining a generalization of the p-cover B_1.

Definition 3.4. — Let 1 ≤ h ≤ g−1. Define the p-cover B_h : ~Γ → Γ (see Table 1) with:

– Γ consisting of a single edge e = (v_1, v_2) with v_1 ≠ v_2 and g(v_1) = g − h, g(v_2) = h, and – ~Γ having a single vertex covering v_1 and p vertices covering v_2.

We will abuse notation and denote the vertex of Δ_{g,p} corresponding to B_h, as well as the property consisting only of this vertex by B_h again. Moreover, an edge e ∈ Γ in a p-cover π : ~Γ → Γ is called equivariant h-bridge if contracting all edges in Γ \ {e} takes π to B_h.

The following Lemma 3.5 is the technical core of this subsection. Combining this with [CGP22, Corollary 4.18] gives a strong deformation retraction from the equivariant bridge locus Δ^{br}_{g,p} = (Δ_{g,p})_{B1∪···∪Bg−1} to the contractible subcomplex Δ^{lw}_{g,p} = (Δ_{g,p})_{B1} .

Lemma 3.5. — Consider the sequence B_1, B_2, . . . , B_{g−1} of properties in Δ_{g,p}. Let 1 < h < g be an integer and set P = B_1 ∪ · · · ∪ B_{h−1} and Q = {B_h}. Then P and Q satisfy conditions (CGP1) to (CGP3). Consequently, there is a strong deformation retraction Δ^{br}_{g,p} = (Δ_{g,p})_{B1∪···∪Bg−1} ↘ (Δ_{g,p})_{B1} = Δ^{lw}_{g,p}. In order to verify Condition (CGP2) in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we introduce the concepts of “cut components” and “bridge articulation points”.

Definition 3.6. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover and let v be a vertex in Γ. Then there exist connected subgraphs Γ_1, . . . , Γ_r of Γ, each containing v, such that Γ = Γ_1 ∨_v · · · ∨_v Γ_r, where ∨_v means gluing these subgraphs at v. Moreover, there exists a unique sequence of such subgraphs (up to relabeling) such that r is maximal. These are what we call the cut components of Γ at v. In this situation we say that Γ_i has trivial preimage away from v if one the the following hold:

1. the preimage π^{−1}(Γ_i) consists of p disjoint copies of Γ_i, 2. the preimage π^{−1}(Γ_i) is the gluing of p-many copies of Γ_i at the vertex v.

Table 2 depicts a few examples.

Trivial preimage Trivial preimage Non-trivial preimage Non-trivial preimage v. . . v. . . v . . . v. . .A

Table 2. In the first and second 3-cover the cut component Γ_1 at v (colored in blue) has trivial preimage away from v. This fails to be the case in the remaining two examples.

Definition 3.7. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover and let v be a vertex in Γ. We call v a bridge articulation point of type h in π if and only if there is a cut component Γ_0 of Γ at v which has trivial preimage away from v (see Definition 3.6) and g(Γ_0) = h+g(v).

The idea of Definition 3.7 is as follows. Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover subject to the following:

Assumption 3.8. — There are no equivariant h^′-bridges and no vertices at which an uncontraction of an equivariant h^′-bridge is possible, for any 1 ≤ h^′ < h.

Under this assumption, a vertex v of Γ is a bridge articulation point of type h if and only if it is incident to an equivariant h-bridge or an uncontraction of an equivariant h-bridge is possible at v. It is important to note that the vertex v cannot supplement any genus to the uncontraction of an equivariant bridge: if this were possible, then an equivariant 1-bridge could be uncontracted at v, which contradicts Assumption 3.8.

The upshot of the following lemma is similar to Lemma 3.2; that is, the number of possible uncontractions of equivariant bridges of type h at any given vertex v is a local and intrinsic property of v.

Lemma 3.9. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover and let 2 ≤ h ≤ g − 1. Suppose that π satisfies Assumption 3.8. Let v be a vertex in Γ and denote by Γ_1, . . . , Γ_r, Γ_{r+1} . . . , Γ_n the cut components of Γ at v. Without loss of generality we order them such that Γ_1, . . . , Γ_r are all of the cut components with trivial preimage away from v, with genus g(Γ_i) = h + g(v), and val_{Γi} (v) ≥ 2. Finally, we denote by Γ^′ the remaining graph Γ_{r+1} ∨_v · · · ∨_v Γ_n. Then the maximal number of equivariant h-bridges that can be uncontracted at v is precisely: { r − 1 if 2g(v) − 2 + r + val_Γ′ (v) ≤ 0 r otherwise. (5) Moreover, we have π ∈ B^∗_h(Δ_{g,p}) if and only if there is a bridge articulation point of type h in π.

Proof. — Analogous to Lemma 3.2: a priori every cut component of genus h with trivial preimage away from v is a candidate for uncontracting an equivariant hbridge. These uncontractions do not break the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition nor do they impact the dilation flow conditions in Definition 2.3. The only thing that might prevent some of these uncontractions is the stability condition. For example, uncontracting an equivariant bridge from a cut component Γ_i with val_{Γi} (v) = 1 would produce a 2-valent vertex of genus 0, since by Assumption 3.8 the vertex v cannot supplement any genus to the uncontraction of an equivariant bridge. This explains the definition of r.

Besides this scenario, stability can only fail if we reduce the valence of v to ≤ 2 while having g(v) = 0 at the same time. This is equivalent to saying that after the suggested uncontractions, v is still supposed to be stable, which by definition translates to 2g(v) − 2 + r + val_Γ′ (v) > 0.

This explains the case distinction in Equation (5).

Now we turn our attention to the last statement. The “only if” part of the statement is clear. For the other direction, suppose that π has a bridge articulation point v of type h. This means that there is a cut component Γ_0 at v with trivial preimage away from v and genus h + g(v). If Equation (5) gives a positive number of uncontractions, then we are done. So let us assume that either r = 0 or r = 1 and 2g(v) − 1 + val_Γ′ (v) ≤ 0. In the first case, val_{Γ0} (v) = 1 and therefore Γ_0 is connected to v via an equivariant h-bridge and we are done. Otherwise, r = 1 and g(v) = 0 as well as val_Γ′ (v) ≤ 1. Note that every dilated edge incident to v necessarily lies in Γ^′ and moreover that the dilation flow conditions of Definition 2.3 force val_Γdil (v) ≠ 1. Hence, the one edge e in Γ^′ incident to v has to be free. But then the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition forces v to be free as well. Combining these observations we conclude that e is already an equivariant h bridge.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. — Let h ∈ {2, . . . , g − 1} and set P = B_1 ∪ · · · ∪ B_{h−1} and Q = B_h. We check that P, Q ⊆ Δ_{g,p} satisfy conditions (CGP1) to (CGP3).

Condition (CGP1). Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover. We prove that, if π is not in P^∗(Δ_{g,p}) then contracting an equivariant h-bridge will still not take us to P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). Let e = (v_1, v_2) be an equivariant h-bridge of π and denote the two connected components of Γ\{e} by Γ_1 and Γ_2. Assume for a contradiction that π/e ∈ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). This means that there is a 1 ≤ h^′ < h such that:

1. there is an equivariant h^′-bridge in π/e, or 2. there is a vertex v_0 in Γ/e where such a bridge can be uncontracted.

In the first case, this means that π already contained that equivariant h^′-bridge, contradicting π ∉ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). If we are in the second case, then we show that the uncontraction is possible in π as well. This is clear, if the vertex v_0 is a vertex of π as well. It is therefore without loss of generality that we assume that v_0 is the image of e under the edge contraction π → π/e.

Suppose the h^′-bridge which we can uncontract at v_0 is a 1-bridge. At least one of the endpoints of e – without loss of generality assume it is v_1 – is a free vertex in π (this is because e is an h-bridge). If π admits an uncontraction of a 1-bridge at v_1, then we are done. So without loss of generality, it does not. But this means that g(v_1) = 0 and similar for every preimage of v_1. This implies that the genus profile in the fiber over v_0 is the same as the genus profile in the fiber of v_2 and similarly the val_Γdil (v_2) = val_Γdil (v_0). Therefore all parameters that determine whether an 1-bridge can be uncontracted are the same for v_0 and v_2, leading to the desired contradiction.

It remains to argue that uncontractibility of an h^′-bridge with 1 < h^′ at v_0 implies the same for either v_1 or v_2. Since v_0 is an articulation point of π/e of type h^′, then at least one of the cut components Γ_1, . . . , Γ_n of π/e at v_0 has trivial preimage and genus g(v_0) + h^′. Now, uncontracting the bridge e, we deduce one of v_1 or v_2 is an articulation point of π of type h^′. Then from Lemma 3.9 we conclude that π ∈ B^∗_h′ (Δ_{g,p}) ⊆ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}) which is the desired contradiction.

Condition (CGP2). Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover which does not lie in P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). We have to show that π admits a unique canonical maximal uncontraction ρ by equivariant h-bridges. We are in the setting of Lemma 3.9 which shows that at every vertex v ∈ Γ there is an intrinsically defined maximal number of uncontractions by equivariant h-bridges. These uncontractions at various vertices do not interfere, in particular the order in which we perform these steps does not matter. Combining these uncontractions for all vertices yields a p-cover ρ corresponding to the unique maximal co-Q face of π. Furthermore, the face inclusion is canonical because any automorphism of π only permutes h-bridge articulation points with isomorphic cut components and therefore it lifts to an automorphism of the uncontraction ρ as well.

Condition (CGP3). Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover such that every edge is an equivariant h-bridge. In particular, Γ is a tree and there is a leaf vertex v which is free of genus h. But then, each preimage of v has genus h as well and therefore π ∈ B^∗_1 (Δ_{g,p}) ⊆ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}).

This finishes the proof of the main part of the statement. The second assertion is obtained by virtue of [CGP22, Proposition 4.11].

3.3. The sparsely connected locus. — In this subsection we assume that p is an odd prime number. We show in this case that the sparsely connected (scon for short) locus Δ^{scon}_{g,p} deformation retracts onto the equivariant bridge locus. Combined with the results of the previous subsection, this shows that Δ^{scon}_{g,p} is contractible. The proof we give does not hold for p = 2, see Remark 3.18. As of now we do not know if the sparsely connected locus is contractible for p = 2 or not. Recall that Δ^{scon}_{g,p} is defined as the closure of the union of Δ^{br}_{g,p} and { π : ~Γ → Γ | | | | there is an edge e ∈ Γ and a connected component Γ_0 ⊆ Γ \ {e} such that π^{−1}(Γ_0) is disconnected } . The key idea in this section is to study “spiral properties”. To that end we define:

Definition 3.10. — Let a ∈ (Z/p)^× and define the spiral of type a as the free p-cover S_a : ~Γ_a → Γ_a such that:

– The target graph Γ_a consists of a single loop edge e rooted at a vertex v of genus g − 1.

– Choose an orientation for e and a preimage ~v ∈ S^{−1}_a (v). In particular, this gives a Z/p-equivariant identification of S^{−1}_a (v) and Z/p. The source graph ~Γ_a is now defined by connecting every ~w ∈ S^{−1}_a (v) = Z/p with ~w + a along the orientation of e.

We refer the reader to Table 1.

We say that a is the ascent of the spiral S_a. By abuse of notation, we denote the vertex in Δ_{g,p} corresponding to S_a by S_a again. Furthermore, we set S = {S_1, . . . , S_{(p−1)/2}}. We call an edge e in a p-cover π : ~Γ → Γ a spiral edge of type a if contracting all edges in E(Γ) \ {e} yields the p-cover S_a. See Figure 4 for an example.

Remark 3.11. — We collect some basic properties of spirals.

1. We stress that an edge e for which π|_π−1_{(e)} = S_a is NOT necessarily a spiral edge! For example, none of the edges in Figure 3 is a spiral edge, not even those in the middle column.

2. The idea behind “spiral ascents” is the following observation. For a finite abelian group G, and a G-torsor T there is no canonical identification of T and G. However, there is a canonical G-equivariant identification of Aut(T ) and G. Now every simple closed oriented cycle γ rooted at a vertex v in the target graph of a free p-cover defines a Z/p-equivariant automorphism of the fiber over v. The ascent of γ is the element of Z/p to which this automorphism corresponds. If γ is taken to be a loop-edge, we recover Definition 3.10.

3. We emphasize that spirals of different types are all isomorphic as Hurwitz covers, but not as p-covers. To see this, suppose there is a Z/p-equivariant isomorphism θ : S_a → S_b. Choosing a vertex ~v ∈ ~Γ_a to be identified with 0 ∈ Z/p automatically gives an identification V (~Γ_b) ∼= Z/p based on setting θ(~v) = 0. Now θ being an isomorphism ~Γ_a → ~Γ_b means that the endpoint of a lift of e starting at ~v is mapped to the endpoint of a lift of θ(e) starting at θ(~v), i.e. θ(a) = ±b, depending on the choice of lift of θ(e). But θ being a Z/pequivariant isomorphism means that under the identifications Z/p ∼= V (~Γ_a) and Z/p ∼= V (~Γ_b) we have θ = ± id_{Z/p}. This shows that a = ±b.

4. From the previous observation, there are precisely^{p−1}_2 different spiral types up to isomorphism: a = 0 is not a valid ascent as this would correspond to a disconnected cover. Moreover, ascents a and −a define isomorphic covers corresponding to the automorphism of the target graph given by flipping the loop (i.e. reversing the choice of orientation in the definition). From now on we will always consider ascents of spiral edges in {1, 2, . . . ,^{p−1}_2 }.

The core technical statement of this subsection is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. — For all g ≥ 2 and p > 2, the properties P = {B_1, . . . , B_{g−1}} and Q = S = {S_1, . . . , S_{(p−1)/2}} satisfy the conditions (CGP1) to (CGP3) in Δ_{g,p}. Consequently, there exists a strong deformation retraction Δ^{scon}_{g,p} = (Δ_{g,p})_{P ∪Q} ↘ (Δ_{g,p})_P = Δ^{br}_{g,p}. In the proof of Lemma 3.12, given a p-cover π : ~Γ → Γ, we will describe maximal sequences of uncontractions by spiral edges in π. Similar to the treatment of equivariant bridges we work with a suitable notion of “articulation point”, i.e. vertices v ∈ V (Γ) at which an uncontraction of a spiral edge can be carried out. However, similar to Assumption 3.8, in the proof of Lemma 3.12 we will have the liberty to assume that π is not in the equivariant bridge locus. The following definition already makes use of this, i.e. we claim that up to breaking stability, at every spiral articulation point a spiral edge can be uncontracted (Lemma 3.17), but we do not claim that uncontractions of spirals are possible only at spiral articulation points (Lemma 3.15).

Definition 3.13. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a free p-cover. Let v ∈ V (Γ) be a vertex and Γ_0 a cut-component at v. We say that Γ_0 is a spiral cut component of ascent a ∈ Z/p if there exists a non-empty set of half-edges H^′ ⊆ T_v(Γ_0) with associated set of edges E^′ = { {h, ι(h)}: h ∈ H^′ } such that the following hold:

– Γ_0 \ E^′ is still connected and has trivial preimage, and

– for each h ∈ H^′ with associated edge e = {h, ι(h)} and a (equivalently any) simple closed cycle γ in (Γ_0 \ E^′) ∪ {e} passing through e has ascent a (with γ oriented such that it enters v through h).

We call v a spiral articulation point if there exists a ∈ (Z/p)^× such that every cut component Γ_i of v is a spiral cut component of ascent a, see Figure 6.

Remark 3.14. — In Definition 3.13, taking the complement of H^′ in T_v(Γ_0) instead of H^′ makes Γ_0 a spiral cut component of ascent −a. Hence the ascent of a spiral cut component, and that of a spiral articulation point, is well defined up to sign. ΓavH^′ w^1w^2e0a w1w2eaΓ^′ Γ^′=

Figure 6. Uncontracting a spiral edge of type a at a spiral articulation point of ascent a. Here, v has only one (spiral) cut component. Depicted is a p-cover in gain graph presentation, see Definition 3.16. The shaded area denotes an arbitrary connected graph and all edges without a specified gain have gain equal to 0, including those in the shaded area.

Lemma 3.15. — Let π^′ : ~Γ^′ → Γ^′ be a p-cover and e ∈ E(Γ^′) a spiral edge of type a. Then π^′ is free and one of the following holds:

1. There is exactly one dilated vertex v in π^′/e (which is the image of e) and every cut component of π^′/e at v has trivial preimage.

2. Or π^′/e is still free and every cut component of Γ^′/e at the image vertex of e is either a spiral cut component of ascent a, or has trivial preimage.

Proof. — Performing an edge contraction on a dilated cover produces again a dilated cover. So, since S_a is free, the same has to hold for π^′. If e is a loop, then contracting e produces a dilated vertex. Since e was a spiral edge, π^′ \ {e} has trivial preimage and we are done.

Thus let us assume that e = {h_1, h_2} is not a loop. Since e is a spiral edge, it is clear that Γ^′ \ {e} is connected and that (π^′)^{−1}(Γ^′ \ {e}) consists of p disjoint copies of Γ^′ \ {e}. Let v_i be the root vertex of h_i for i = 1, 2 and define H^′ := T_{v1} (Γ^′) \ {h_1}. Then it is clear that any lift of a simple closed cycle γ^′ in Γ^′ that uses e has to pass through exactly one half-edge in H^′ and furthermore, the ascent of γ^′ is necessarily equal to a. But now keeping the set H^′, any cycle γ in Γ^′/e as in Definition 3.13 is necessarily the image of some cycle γ^′ in Γ^′ and hence the ascent of γ is a as well. This shows that every cut component of Γ^′/e at v, which is the image of a subgraph of Γ^′ containing both end vertices of e is a spiral cut component of ascent a in π^′/e. Any cut components of v_1 and v_2 with trivial preimage in π^′ are still cut components at v with trivial preimage in π^′/e. This proves the claim.

Before we continue our study of spiral edges, we would like to introduce some helpful language, see [GT01, Chapter 2].

Definition 3.16. — A gain or voltage graph is a graph Γ together with an orientation of its edges and an element x_e ∈ Z/p for each oriented edge e, which is called the gain^{(3)} of e. The opposite edge is thought to have gain −x_e.

This is related to p-covers as follows. If π : ~Γ → Γ is a free p-cover, then we can represent it as a gain graph by identifying each vertex-fiber Z/p-equivariantly with {0, 1, . . . , p − 1} and choose an orientation for each edge in Γ. The gain of an edge e is then the unique x_e ∈ Z/p such that the preimages of e are precisely the edges (i, i + x_e) for i ranging over Z/p. It is easy to see that π can be reconstructed from the gain graph presentation^{(4)}. We remark that the gain graph presentation of a free p-cover is not unique: indeed, changing the identification of a vertex fiber with Z/p will add a constant to the gain of every incident half-edge. This procedure is called switching. To contract an edge in the gain graph presentation we switch to the presentation where that edge has gain 0, then we contract the edge in question while keeping the gains on the other edges.

Lemma 3.17. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be free and v a spiral articulation point of ascent a. Then a spiral edge e of type a can be uncontracted at v unless this uncontraction results in an unstable graph. Moreover, if p is odd, this uncontraction is unique.

Proof. — A spiral edge can be uncontracted at v by the following construction. Let Γ_i be the spiral cut components of Γ at v and choose sets H^′_i as in Definition 3.13 such that all Γ_i have the same ascent a. This might involve replacing some of the H^′_i with T_v(Γ_i) \ H^′_i. Let F := ⨆ i H^′_i and define the uncontracted p-cover ρ: ~Γ^′ → Γ^′ where:

1. Γ^′ is obtained from Γ by replacing the vertex v with a new edge e = (w_1, w_2) and defining w_1 as the root vertex of all half-edges in F and w_2 as the root vertex of the half-edges in T_v(Γ) \ F .

2. We describe the cover ρ based on a gain graph presentation of π: the gains of the old edges in Γ are kept the same and the gain of the new edge e is set to 0.

The resulting p-cover ρ is depicted in the middle of Figure 6. To show that the new edge e is a spiral edge of type a, notice that by switching at the vertex w_1 we can rewrite ρ as in the right side of Figure 6, i.e. with every edge having gain 0 except for e. In this picture it is now clear that contracting every edge except for e produces the spiral S_a.

Now we assume p is odd and we turn to proving uniqueness. We start by fixing a cut component Γ_0 of v. We show that the set H^′ as in Definition 3.13 is unique up to complement in T_v(Γ_0). This is clear if Γ_0 consists of a single loop edge, so assume this is not the case. Choose such a set H^′ and let E^′ = { {h, ι(h)}: h ∈ H^′ } . By contracting all the edges not in Star_{Γ0} (v) and choosing a gain graph presentation, we may reduce to the case where the cut component Γ_0 is the graph with two vertices v, w, the edges in E^′ with gain 0, and the edges in Star_{Γ0} (v) \ E^′ which have gain

(3)We view the gain of an edge as the topological counterpart of dilation flow. (4)In the topological graph theory literature this is called the derived cover of the gain graph, see [GT01].

a. Now let H^{′′} be any other set satisfying Definition 3.13 and E^{′′} = { {h, ι(h)}: h ∈ H^{′′} } . Without loss of generality we may assume that there is a half-edge h_0 ∈ H^′∩H^{′′} wih associated edge e_0 = {h_0, ι(h_0)}. Then for any h ≠ h_0 we have h ∈ H^′ if and only if the cycle consisting of {h, ι(h)} and e_0 has trivial preimage. But the same holds for H^{′′}. Hence, up to taking the complement of H^{′′} we have H^′ = H^{′′}.

To finish the proof, we note that π is free and hence by Lemma 3.15 the only possible uncontraction of a spiral edge is given by the construction carried out at the begining of the proof with respect to some set F ⊆ T_v(Γ). We have just shown that the sets H^′_i = F ∩ T_v(Γ_i) are unique for any cut component Γ_i. From this it follows that the set F is unique for the ascent a (see also Remark 3.14 and note that for odd p we have a ≠ −a).

Remark 3.18. — The uniqueness statement in Lemma 3.17 does not hold for p = 2, see Figure 7 for a counter example.

=

Figure 7. Two non-isomorphic uncontractions of a spiral edge (blue) in p = 2. Depicted are gain graph presentations, where edges with a cross are understood to have gain 1 (orientation does not matter in this case) and the remaining edges have gain 0.

If a p-cover has multiple spiral articulation points, then this imposes severe restrictions on the geometry of the cover, see Figure 8. As a consequence, we find the following lemma.

v_1v^2 v_3v4v_5

Figure 8. Cartoon of the shape of a p-cover with 5 spiral articulation points which does not lie in the equivariant bridge locus. The shaded areas denote arbitrary connected graphs with trivial preimage.

Lemma 3.19. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover. Then all spiral articulation points in π have the same ascent.

Proof. — Let v_1, v_2 be two spiral articulation points in Γ. Denote by ρ: ~Γ^′ → Γ^′ the p-cover resulting from uncontracting spiral edges e_1 and e_2 at v_1 and v_2 and then contracting every edge except for e_1, e_2. Assume for a contradiction that one of the e_i (and hence both of them) are loops. The e_i are spiral edges, so both have the property that contracting the other edge a cover of the form S_a. But that means that the other edge has to have ascent zero which is a contradiction. We conclude that Γ^′ in fact consists of two vertices w_1, w_2 with the two spiral edges e_1, e_2 joining them. The p-cover ρ has an automorphism exchanging the edges e_1, e_2 and the vertices w_1, w_2. This implies that whatever the ascent of e_1 after contracting e_2 may be, it is the same as the ascent for e_2 after contracting e_1.

Proof of Lemma 3.12. — Recall that (Δ_{g,p})_P is the equivariant bridge locus Δ^{br}_{g,p} and that by Lemma 3.9 a p-cover π is in P^∗(Δ_{g,p}) if and only if π possesses a bridge articulation point.

Check Condition (CGP1). Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover and e ∈ Γ a spiral edge. In particular, π is a free cover. Assume that π/e ∈ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). We want to show that this implies π ∈ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). Consider the possible shapes of π/e as worked out in Lemma 3.15. In the first case we see that π/e has a (g − 1)-bridge articulation point (the image of e). But in this case, e was a loop to begin with and therefore, the root vertex of e already was a (g − 1)-bridge articulation point in π. So π ∈ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}).

In the second case of Lemma 3.15, the contracted cover π/e is in P^∗(Δ_{g,p}) if and only if there is at least one cut component Γ_0 of some vertex v with trivial preimage. Without loss of generality, v is the image of e under the edge contraction, because otherwise we are already done. Let Γ_1 ⊆ Γ be the preimage of Γ_0 under the contraction of e (so in particular, Γ_1 contains e). Then π^{−1}(Γ_1) is disconnected if and only if e is a bridge in Γ_1. On the other hand, (π/e)^{−1}(Γ_0) = π^{−1}(Γ_1)/π^{−1}(e) is disconnected. This means that in fact e must be a bridge in Γ_1, and hence Γ_1 \ {e} is simply a copy of Γ_0 rooted at one of the ends of e. But this means that Γ_0 is a cut component with trivial preimage in π as well. This implies that π has a bridge articulation point (see Definition 3.7), hence π ∈ P^∗(Δ_{g,p}).

Check Condition (CGP2). Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover which is not in P^∗(Δ_{g,p}). We have to show that π admits a unique maximal uncontraction ρ by spiral edges (of any type) and that the corresponding face inclusion π ≼ ρ is canonical.

Combining Lemmas 3.15 and 3.17 and the assumption that π is not in the bridge locus, we see that spiral edges can only be uncontracted at spiral articulation points. By Lemma 3.17 this is in indeed possible, unless it breaks stability. By Lemma 3.19 all of these possible uncontractions produce spiral edges of the same type a. Note that uncontracting a spiral edge at any vertex does not affect any other spiral articulation points in the p-cover. Summing up: by going over all the spiral articulation points and uncontracting wherever possible, we obtain a unique maximal uncontraction ρ or π by spiral edges.

The corresponding face inclusion π ≼ ρ is canonical by the same argument as before: any automorphism of π would permute the spiral articulation points and therefore it can be lifted to ρ.

Check Condition (CGP3). A simplex in Δ_{g,p} with all vertices in Q corresponds to a stable p-cover all of whose edges are spiral edges (of whatever type). From

Lemma 3.19 we can see that the only such covers are in fact free p-covers of a cycle graph with positive genus at every vertex. All of these are in the equivariant bridge locus (Δ_{g,p})_P since the fiber over any vertex has enough genus to allow for the uncontraction of an equivariant bridge.

This finishes the proof of the main part of the statement. The second assertion is obtained by virtue of [CGP22, Proposition 4.11].

3.4. Proof of Theorem A. — By Corollary 3.3 the loci Δ^w_{g,p} and Δ^{lw}_{g,p} are contractible. Combining this with Lemma 3.5 we deduce that Δ^{br}_{g,p} is contractible as well. Note that so far no assumption on the prime p has been made. For p > 2, Lemma 3.12 shows that the sparsely connected locus Δ^{scon}_{g,p} deformation retracts onto Δ^{br}_{g,p} and is therefore contractible as well.

Finally, recall that the equivariant parallel edge locus Δ^{par}_{g,p} is defined as the closure of the union of Δ^{scon}_{g,p} and

π : ~Γ → Γ | | | | there exists a pair of parallel edges e_1, e_2 ∈ Γ such that |π^{−1}(e_1)| = |π^{−1}(e_2)| = p and every lift of the simple closed cycle defined by e_1 and e_2 to ~Γ is again a simple closed cycle .

For this locus, we use the following observation from [ACP22, Sections 5 and 6]. Suppose we have a topological space X defined by gluing a quotient of a simplex Δ^n/G for a subgroup G ≤ S_{n+1} along its surface ∂(Δ^n/G) = ∂(Δ^n)/G to some topological space ~X. If G contains a reflection, then ∂(Δ^n/G) is contractible and the glued space X is the mapping cone of ∂Δ^n/G → ~X. So if ~X was contractible, then the same is true for X.

Now let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover in Δ^{par}_{g,p} . If π has equivariant parallel edges, i.e. a pair of parallel edges e_1, e_2 such that both e_i have p preimages and every lift of the simple closed cycle defined by e_1 and e_2 is a simple closed cycle, then we notice two things. First, π has an automorphism (given by exchanging e_1 and e_2) which acts on the corresponding simplex of the moduli space as a reflection. Second, if we contract any arbitrary edge in π, then the result will have equivariant parallel edges or equivariant loops. More generally, this shows that for any π in Δ^{par}_{g,p} , any edge contraction will yield a p-cover in Δ^{scon}_{g,p} . Combined, these observations show that Δ^{par}_{g,p} is an iterated mapping cone over Δ^{scon}_{g,p} . For p > 2 the latter is contractible, and hence so is Δ^{par}_{g,p} . □

Remark 3.20. — We currently do not believe that our findings in Theorem A can be extended any further for large p. Indeed, looking at the list of vertices in Δ_{g,p} given in Table 1, the stars of the ring vertices, the butterfly, and the parallel bridges all contribute to the non-trivial topology of Δ_{2,5}, see Section 5 below. However, we leave the following open question:

Question 3.21. — For g ≥ 2 and p = 2, is the locus generated by the parallel bridges (Table 1) contractible? And if so, can this be combined with the contractibility of Δ^{br}_{g,2}?

4. The moduli space Δ_{g,p} is simply connected

In this section we prove that the geometric realization of Δ_{g,p} is simply connected for all g ≥ 3 and all primes p. This constitutes most of the proof of Theorem B. The remaining case g = 2 will follow from the explicit computations in the Section 5. The key for our discussion here is [ACP22, Theorem 3.1] which states that the fundamental group of a symmetric Δ-complex X is generated by the fundamental group of its 1-skeleton X^{(1)}. More precisely, let x ∈ |X^{(1)}| be a base point. Then there is a natural surjection

π_1 ( |X^{(1)}|, x ) −→ π_1 ( |X|, x ) . If γ ⊆ | |Δ^{(1)}_{g,p} | | is a simple closed cycle which is fully contained in the equivariant bridge locus, then by Theorem A it is clear that γ is contractible in | |Δ_{g,p} | |. Therefore, a cycle γ can only be non-trivial in π_1 ( |Δ_{g,p}|, x ) if is is partly supported on the geometric realization of 1-simplices which are not contained in the equivariant bridge locus. In order to give a complete list of the combinatorial types of p-covers corresponding to these 1-simplices, we first state a handy criterion to decide if a given cover is in the equivariant weight locus.

Lemma 4.1. — A p-cover ~Γ → Γ is in the equivariant weight locus if and only if one of the following holds:

1. There is a free vertex v ∈ Γ with g(v) ≥ 1.

2. There is a dilated vertex v ∈ Γ with d incident dilated half-edges such that:

(a) d ≥ 2 (_p p+1 + 1 ) , or (b) d ≥ 2 and g(v) ≥ 1, or (c) g(v) ≥ 2.

Proof. — If v ∈ Γ is free then each of the p preimages of v has genus equal to g(v). If v is dilated then by the local Riemann-Hurwitz condition (2) the genus of the preimage ~v of v is g(~v) = p ( g(v) − 1 ) + 1 + 1 2 d(p − 1). (6)

The claim follows by a case-by-case analysis which is left to the reader.

Proposition 4.2. — Let p be a prime number and suppose that g ≥ 4. Then | Δ_{g,p} | is simply connected.

Proof. — Suppose that g ≥ 4. The first Betti number of the target graph Γ is β = |E(Γ)| − |V (Γ)| + 1. If the cover corresponds to a 1-simplex in Δ_{g,p}, then |E(Γ)| = 2, so that β = 3 − |V (Γ)|. Going through all possible values for |V (Γ)|, we see that in every case there must be a vertex v with g(v) ≥ 2. Consequently, in every case we find the cover to lie in the equivariant weight locus by Lemma 4.1, so we see that all 1-simplices lie in the contractible part of Δ_{g,p}. Hence the moduli space is simply connected.

Proposition 4.3. — Let p be a prime number. Then | |Δ_{3,p} | | is simply connected.

Proof. — Let π : ~Γ → Γ be a p-cover such that g(Γ) = 3 and Γ has exactly 2 edges. We first show that the only such covers which are not contained in the equivariant bridge locus are

111 and

11

. (7)

To this end, note first that Γ has to be one of the graphs depicted in Table 3. For each of these we now discuss the possible covers which are not in the equivariant bridge locus.

Γ_1 Γ_2 Γ_3 Γ_4 Γ_5

20 11 1

111 11

Table 3. All stable weighted graphs with two edges and genus 3.

– Target graph Γ_1: The genus 2 vertex automatically places any cover of Γ_1 in the equivariant weight locus.

– Target graph Γ_2: By Lemma 4.1 both vertices need to be dilated and the loop needs to be free. But then the cover has an equivariant loop and thus lives in the (contractible) equivariant weight or loop locus.

– Target graph Γ_3: Same argument: in order to avoid the equivariant weight locus, the vertex needs to be dilated and the loops need to be free. But then these are equivariant loops.

– Target graph Γ_4: The vertices all have to be dilated or else the cover would be in the equivariant weight locus by Lemma 4.1. The edges all have to be free because they are bridges. This leaves the first cover in (7) as only option.

– Target graph Γ_5: Again by Lemma 4.1 both vertices need to be dilated and at least one edge needs to be free. But then both edges need to be free or else there is no dilation flow. It remains the second cover in (7).

This shows the first claim. To show that the covers in (7) do not support any nontrivial cycle we note the following general fact. If a combinatorial type π : ~Γ → Γ of X^{(1)} has an automorphism which exchanges the two edges of Γ, then the 1-simplex σ_π in X^{(1)} corresponding to π is folded in half and has only one zero-dimensional face. Therefore, σ_π is not contained in the support of any simple closed cycle in X^{(1)}. This applies to both covers in (7) and we are done.

5. Homotopy type in genus 2

In this section, we prove Theorem C and thereby conclude the proof of Theorem B. We start by verifying the claim for p = 2, 3. This can be easily done by constructing the moduli spaces explicitly by gluing the cells they consist of, see Figures 5 and 9. We use this opportunity to highlight the various contractible loci discussed in Section 3, see Figure 10. However, from the pictures it is clear that Δ_{2,2} and Δ_{2,3} are contractible. From now on we work in p ≥ 5.

TOPOLOGY OF Δ_{g,Z/p} 31 1 1 1 1 21 1 1 111 1 13 11 1 1 1 11 11 1 11

Figure 9. The moduli space Δ_{2,3}. The same explanations as in Figure 5 apply. Again we do not draw dilation flows: it turns out that every 3-cover in the picture has up to isomorphism a unique dilation flow.

The locus Δ^w_{2,3}.

The loci Δ^{lw}_{2,3} = Δ^{br}_{2,3}.

The loci Δ^{scon}_{2,3} = Δ^{par}_{2,3} .

Figure 10. The different loci discussed in Section 3 highlighted in the case g = 2 and p = 3.

In order to determine the homotopy type of Δ_{2,p}, we are going to list all p-covers corresponding to the maximal cells of Δ_{2,p}. For this and the remainder of the section we use the following convention for drawing these. This is a refinement of the gain graph presentations that we used in Section 3.3.

Convention 5.1. — We depict a p-cover π : ~Γ → Γ by simply drawing the target graph Γ with the following decorations:

1. the dilation subgraph Γ_{dil} together with the dilation flow with respect to some orientation in bold, 2. the free part of π in gain graph presentation, i.e. with gains in Z/p with respect to some orientation indicated in thin print. In case one or both endpoints of a free edge are dilated, there is no gain to be specified.

Table 4 gives a few examples of decorated graphs and the p-covers they represent.

1 1 1

01 0 10 11

Table 4. Examples of 3-covers and their respective depictions using Convention 5.1.

In Table 5, we list all maximal cells in the moduli space Δ_{2,p} for p ≥ 5. These are obtained by listing all possible p-covers of the dumbbell graph D and theta graph T , i.e. D =T = since these correspond to the two maximal cells of M^{trop}_2 .

Let X be the symmetric Δ-complex generated by the cells corresponding to covers in the first and last column of Table 5. Then Δ_{2,p} is homotopy equivalent to X. Indeed, the covers in the second column of Table 5 all have an automorphism which acts as reflection on the corresponding simplex in Δ_{2,p}. This makes it possible to deformation retract their interior down to their 1-skeleton in Δ_{2,p}. After further contracting some edges, we arrive at the subcomplex X.

Let us now focus on a careful study of the cells in the third column of Table 5.

Lemma 5.2. — Up to isomorphism, there are^{p2−1}_{12} free covers of T such that every edge in the graph has a distinct gain. This counts the total number of covers in the entries (3,2) and (4,3) in Table 5.

Proof. — Every free cover of T can be represented as some T^{i,j,k} where i, j, k ∈ Z/p are pairwise distinct values for the gains of the three edges. This representation is not unique, since the same p-cover can also be written as:

1. T^{σ(i),σ(j),σ(k)} where σ is any permutation of {i, j, k}, 2. T^{i+a,j+a,k+a} for a ∈ Z/p (this is switching of the gain graph presentation), 3. T^{−i,−j,−k}, or a combination of these. Let T = { [T^{i,j,k}]: i, j, k ∈ Z/p distinct } where [−] denotes isomorphism class. Note that there is a natural bijection between T and the set B of binary 3-bracelets of length p, i.e. configurations of subsets of size 3

Covers in Δ^{par}_{2,p}

Covers with automorphism acting as reflection on

the cell in Δ_{2,p}

All other p-covers in Δ_{2,p}

0i1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 ii1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 D^j_iji1 ≤ i, j ≤^{p−1}_2

0i1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 ii1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 D^{i,j}ji1 ≤ i < j ≤^{p−1}_2 0i 1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 0i−i 1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 D_{i,j}ji1 ≤ i < j ≤^{p−12} 0i−i

1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 T^{0,i,j}

0ij

see Equation (8) i−2i

1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 T_{i,j,k}

ijk

see Equation (9)

Table 5. The p-covers corresponding to maximal cells in Δ_{2,p}. We use Convention 5.1.

in a regular p-gon, up to the natural action of the dihedral group D_{2p}. Counting the number of elements in B can be carried out using the Redfield-Pólya counting theorem, see the theorem on page 98 of [PR87]. This theorem uses the cycle index polynomial Z_{D2p} (T_1, . . . , T_p) of the dihedral group D_{2p} acting on the regular p-gon by rotations and reflections, which is given by:

Z_{D2p} (z_1, . . . , z_p) := 1 |D_{2p}| ∑ σ∈D_{2p} z^{c1(σ)}_1 · · · z^{cp(σ)}_p = 1 2p ( z^p_1 + p z_1z^{p−12}_2 + (p − 1)z_p ) , where c_k(σ) is the number of k-cycles in the cycle decomposition of the permutation of the p-gon induced by σ ∈ D_{2p}. By Pólya’s theorem, the size of B for p ≥ 5 is the t^3-coefficient in the following expression: |B| = |T | = [t^3] ( Z_{Dp} (1 + t, 1 + t^2, . . . , 1 + t^p) ) = p^2 − 1 12 .

Moreover, it is not so difficult to see that the following form a system of representatives in T : T^{0,i,j} for 1 ≤ i < p + 1 3 and 2i ≤ j ≤ ⌊ p + i 2 ⌋ . (8)

This finishes the proof.

Some of the free covers T^{i,j,k} we just counted in Lemma 5.2 do actually have automorphisms acting as reflections. The following lemma shows which of these covers have such an automorphism, justifying the grouping in Table 5.

Lemma 5.3. — Suppose p ≥ 5 and let i, j, k be distinct elements in Z/p and T^{i,j,k} the corresponding free cover. Let ϵ_{i,j} ∈ Aut(T ) denote the automorphism that swaps the two vertices and the two edges decorated by i, j. Then ϵ_{i,j} lifts to an automorphism ~ϵ_{i,j} of the p-cover T^{i,j,k} if and only if i + j = 2k. Moreover, we have the following: Aut(T^{i,j,k}) ∼= { D_{2p} if i + j + k ∈ {3i, 3j, 3k}, Z/p otherwise.

In particular, the 2-simplex in Δ_{2,p} corresponding to the p-cover T^{i,j,k} is folded in half if and only if i + j + k ∈ {3i, 3j, 3k}.

Proof. — We trivialize the cover T^{i,j,k} along the edge with gain equal to k, hence without loss of generality we take k = 0. To simplify notation we denote the pcover T^{i,j,k} by π : ~T → T . Choosing a vertex v_0 ∈ π^{−1}(v), the Z/p-action gives a canonical labeling of the preimages of v by v_0, . . . , v_{p−1} and by compatibility with the trivialization k = 0 for the vertices above v^′ by v^′_0, . . . , v^′_{p−1}.

Since π is a p-cover, Z/p is a normal subgroup of Aut(π). We show that the quotient Aut(π)/(Z/p) is either trivial or Z/2. For this let ( ~f, f) be an automorphism of π with ~f(v_0) ∈ {v_0, v^′_0}.

Suppose first that ~f(v_0) = v_0. In this case we claim that ~f is the identity. Indeed, since the gains of the three edges of T are distinct, ~f is fully determined as a graph automorphism of ~T by its action on the fiber π^{−1}(v^′). Moreover, ~f|_π−1_{(v}′_) is an automorphism of the Z/p-torsor π^{−1}(v^′), and hence the action of ~f on that fiber is fully determined by its action on any vertex over v^′. In particular, this implies that the order of ~f divides p. Furthermore, since ~f maps edges to edges it permutes the vertices {v^′_0, v^′_i, v^′_j} so its order divides 6. Combined, this implies that the order of ~f is 1 and hence ~f = id as claimed.

Now suppose that ~f(v_0) = v^′_0. Since ~f must map edges to edges we then have ~f(v′_0) ∈ {v_0, v_{−i}, v_{−j}}. We distinguish the following three cases:

Case 1: Suppose that i + j ∉ {0, 3i, 3j}. We show that this assumption gives a contradiction. Indeed, if ~f(v^′_0) = v_0 then by Z/p-equivariance we have ~f(v′_i) = v_i. Since edges are mapped to edges the edge (v_0, v′_i) is mapped to the edge (v^′_0, v_i) which implies that 0 ∈ {i, 2i, i + j} which is a contradiction. If ~f(v^′_0) = v_{−i} then by Z/p-equivariance we find ~f(v^′_j) = v_{j−i} and the edge (v_0, v^′_j ) is then mapped to the edge (v^′_0, v_{j−i}) which implies that 0 ∈ {j − i, j, 2j − i} which is a contradiction. Similarly if ~f(v^′_0) = v_{−j} we obtain a contradiction. So in this case we have Aut(π) = Z/p.

Case 2: Suppose that i + j = 0. We claim that in this case ~f(v^′_0) = v_0 and ~f lifts ϵ_{i,j} . To see why, suppose for instance that ~f(v′_0) = v_{−i}. Then the edge (v_0, v^′_j) is mapped to (v_{j−i}, v^′_0) which implies that 0 ∈ {j − i, 2j − i, j}. This implies that 2j − i = 0. Since i + j = 0 we then deduce that 3j = 0. Because 3 is invertible in Z/p we then find j = 0 which is a contradiction. So ~f(v′_0) ≠ v_{−i} and similarly we can also obtain ~f(v′_0) ≠ v_{−j} . Hence ~f(v′_0) = v_0. By Z/p-equivariance we get: ~f(v_ℓ) = v^′_ℓ and ~f(v^′_ℓ) = v_ℓ

and one can check that ( ~f, ϵ_{i,j}) is a valid Z/p-equivariant automorphism of T^{0,i,j} that maps edges Z/p-equivariantly as

(v_0, v^′_0) −→ (v^′_0, v_0), (v_0, v^′_i) −→ (v^′_0, v_i), (v_0, v^′_j ) −→ (v^′_0, v_j )

and we denote ~f by ~ϵ_{i,j} . So, in this case we deduce that Aut(π) is the dihedral group D_{2p} generated by the reflection ~ϵ_{i,j} and the rotations in Z/p.

Case 3: Suppose that i + j = 3i. This case reduces to the previous case by replacing {i, j, 0} with {i^′, j^′, 0} where i^′ = −i and j^′ = j − i.

All the cases have been exhausted so this finishes the proof.

Lemma 5.4. — There are^{(p−1)(p−5)}_{12} isomorphism classes of fully dilated covers of T which have no nontrivial automorphisms (entry (5, 3) in Table 5) and^{p−1}_2 which have an automorphism that acts on T by swapping two edges (entry (5, 2) in Table 5).

Proof. — After choosing an orientation for the edges of T , the fully dilated p-covers of T are obtained by decorating the 3 edges with elements (i, j, k) ∈ ((Z/p)^×)^3 such that i + j + k = 0. It is clear that p-covers of the form T_{i,i,−2i} have an automorphism that swaps the two edges of T with the same dilation flow. There are^{p−1}_2 isomorphism classes of covers of the form T_{i,i,−2i}, one for each 1 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 .

On the other hand, it is not so hard to see that if i, j, k are three distinct elements in (Z/p)^× such that i + j + k = 0 then the cover T_{i,j,k} has no non-trivial automorphisms. Now we shall count the isomorphism classes of such covers. The covers in the isomorphism class of T_{i,j,k} are the p-covers represented by: 1. T_{−i,−j,−k}, and 2. T_{σ(i),σ(j),σ(k)} for σ a permutation of {i, j, k}.

So the number of these isomorphism classes is |A|/(2 · 6), where A is the following set: A = { (i, j, k) ∈ ((Z/p)^×)^3 : i + j + k = 0 and i, j, k are distinct } = { (i, j, −i − j) ∈ ((Z/p)^×)^3 : j ∉ {i, −i, −2i, −i/2} are distinct } . (9) So we easily see that |A| = (p − 1)(p − 5) and hence the count^{(p−1)(p−5)}_{12} .

This finishes the enumeration of top-dimensional cells in Table 5. We now work towards the proof of Theorem C.

Lemma 5.5. — We define a subcomplex Y of X as the complex generated by the following cells (see Table 5):

1. D^i_1 and D^1_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ (p − 1)/2, and 2. D_{i,j} and D^{i,j} for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ (p − 1)/2.

The complex Y is contractible.

Proof. — We define the following nested subcomplexes in Y :

1. Y_1 is generated by the cells D^i_1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ (p − 1)/2, and 2. Y_2 is generated by Y_1 and D^1_i for 2 ≤ i ≤ (p − 1)/2.

To see why Y is contractible, we argue repeatedly as follows: if in a complex W , there is a 2-dimensional cell σ with a facet τ which is not a facet of any other top dimensional cell in W , then W deformation retracts to the subcomplex of W which omits σ.

Start with the complex Y . Each of the cells D_{i,j} and D^{i,j} have a unique such facet, which correspond to the covers (drawn in Convention 5.1)

ji and ji

for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ (p − 1)/2, respectively. Therefore, we have a deformation retraction from Y onto Y_2.

Now we repeat the same argument with the cells D^1_i for 2 ≤ i ≤^{p−1}_2 , each of which has the facet corresponding to

1i

which does not belong to any other two dimensional cell of Y_2 (in the picture both vertices are dilated). Therefore, Y_2 deformation retracts to Y_1.

Finally, the complex Y_1 is a cone made out of (p − 1)/2 triangles that are joined along two edges (its cone point corresponds to the cover R_1, see Table 1). So Y_1 is contractible. In summary, Y is contractible.

Proof of Theorem C. — The statements about Δ_{2,2} and Δ_{2,3} can be seen from Figures 5 and 9, respectively. Now let p ≥ 5. The total number of 2-dimensional cells in Δ_{2,p} can be counted from Table 5 and Lemmas 5.2 and 5.4. Concerning the homotopy type, recall that X is the complex generated by all the maximal cells in the first and third columns of Table 5 and that Δ_{2,p} is homotopy equivalent to X.

The complex Y of Lemma 5.5 is contractible and Δ^{par}_{2,p} is contractible by virtue of Theorem A. Their intersection is the star-shaped 1-dimensional subcomplex depicted in Figure 11 with the butterfly (see Table 1) as its central vertex. Clearly the intersection is contractible and hence Y ∪ Δ^{par}_{2,p} is contractible as well.

TOPOLOGY OF Δ_{g,Z/p} 37

1

2

p−1 2

. . .

12 p−1 2

1 11 1

Figure 11. The intersection of Y and Δ^{par}_{2,p} .

The cells in X that are not in Y ∪ Δ^{par}_{2,p} are the following:

1. D^j_i for 2 ≤ i, j ≤ (p − 1)/2 in entry (1, 3) of Table 5. There are^{(p−3)2}_4 of these. 2. T^{i,j,k} in entry (4, 3) of Table 5. There are^{(p−1)(p−5)}_{12} of these cells. 3. T_{i,j,k} in entry (5, 3) of Table 5. There are^{(p−1)(p−5)}_{12} of these cells as well.

Note that the boundary of each of these remaining cells belongs to the complex Y ∪ Δ^{par}_{2,p} , so that in the quotient X/(Y ∪ Δ^{par}_{2,p} ), each of these cells becomes a 2-dimensional sphere. We deduce that the quotient X/(Y ∪ Δ^{par}_{2,p} ) is the wedge of (p−1)(p−5)/6+(p−3)^2/4 spheres of dimension 2. Since Y ∪Δ^{par}_{2,p} is contractible, we deduce that X (and consequently also Δ_{2,p}) is homotopy equivalent to this quotient.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Melody Chan and Martin Ulirsch and the anonymous referee for helpful comments. This work started during the authors’ visit to Durham University, which was partially sponsored by Future Leaders Fellowship programme MR/S034463/2, being part of PH’s Postdoctoral Fellowship. The project was advanced further during FR’s visit to RWTH Aachen University and YEM’s visit to the University of Tübingen. We thank the aforementioned institutions for their generous hospitality.

YEM, FR, and CY gratefully acknowledge support from the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) SFB-TRR 195 “Symbolic Tools in Mathematics and their Application”. PH was supported by UK Research and Innovation under the Future Leaders Fellowship programme MR/S034463/2 as a Postdoctoral Fellow at Durham University, and the JSPS Postdoctoral Fellowship 23769 and KAKENHI 23KF0187 as a Postdoctoral Fellow at the University of Tsukuba. FR and PS acknowledge support from the DFG through SFB-TRR 326 “Geometry and Arithmetic of Uniformized Structures”, project number 444845124, as well as Sachbeihilfe “From Riemann surfaces to tropical curves (and back again)”, project number 456557832. PS was also partially funded by the Deutscher Akademischer Austauschdienst (DAAD) under the scholarship program “Forschungsstipendien -

Promotionen in Deutschland”, 2020/21 - No. 57507871. There is no additional computational data associated to this paper.

References

[ABBR15] Omid Amini, Matthew Baker, Erwan Brugallé, and Joseph Rabinoff. Lifting harmonic morphisms I: metrized complexes and Berkovich skeleta. Res. Math. Sci., 2:Art. 7, 67, 2015.

[ACG11] Enrico Arbarello, Maurizio Cornalba, and Phillip A. Griffiths. Geometry of algebraic curves. Volume II, volume 268 of Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften. Springer, Heidelberg, 2011. With a contribution by Joseph Daniel Harris.

[ACP15] Dan Abramovich, Lucia Caporaso, and Sam Payne. The tropicalization of the moduli space of curves. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 48(4):765–809, 2015.

[ACP22] Daniel Allcock, Daniel Corey, and Sam Payne. Tropical moduli spaces as symmetric Δ-complexes. Bull. Lond. Math. Soc., 54(1):193–205, 2022.

[ACV03] Dan Abramovich, Alessio Corti, and Angelo Vistoli. Twisted bundles and admissible covers. Commun. Algebra, 31(8):3547–3618, 2003.

[APS23] Alex Abreu, Marco Pacini, and Matheus Secco. On moduli spaces of roots in algebraic and tropical geometry. Journal of Algebra, 634:832–872, 2023.

[AV02] Dan Abramovich and Angelo Vistoli. Compactifying the space of stable maps. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 15(1):27–75, 2002.

[BBC^+22] Madeline Brandt, Juliette Bruce, Melody Chan, Margarida Melo, Gwyneth Moreland, and Corey Wolfe. On the top-weight rational cohomology of A_g. arXiv:2012.02892, 2022.

[BCK23] Madeline Brandt, Melody Chan, and Siddarth Kannan. On the weight zero compactly supported cohomology of H_{g,n}. arXiv:2307.01819, 2023.

[BR11] José Bertin and Matthieu Romagny. Champs de Hurwitz. Mém. Soc. Math. Fr. (N.S.), 125-126:219, 2011.

[CGP21] Melody Chan, Søren Galatius, and Sam Payne. Tropical curves, graph complexes, and top weight cohomology of M_g. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 34(2):565–594, 2021.

[CGP22] Melody Chan, Søren Galatius, and Sam Payne. Topology of moduli spaces of tropical curves with marked points. In Facets of algebraic geometry. Vol. I, volume 472 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 77–131. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2022.

[CMR16] Renzo Cavalieri, Hannah Markwig, and Dhruv Ranganathan. Tropicalizing the space of admissible covers. Math. Ann., 364(3-4):1275–1313, 2016.

[Dèb99] Pierre Dèbes. Arithmétique et espaces de modules de revêtements. In Number theory in progress, Vol. 1 (Zakopane-Kościelisko, 1997), pages 75–102. de Gruyter, Berlin, 1999.

[Del75] Pierre Deligne. Poids dans la cohomologie des variétés algébriques. In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians (Vancouver, B.C., 1974), Vol. 1, pages 79–85. Canad. Math. Congr., Montreal, QC, 1975.

[DM69] Pierre Deligne and David Mumford. The irreducibility of the space of curves of given genus. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., 36:75–109, 1969.

[DR73] Pierre Deligne and Michael Rapoport. Les schémas de modules de courbes elliptiques. In Pierre Deligne and Willem Kuijk, editors, Modular Functions of One Variable II, pages 143–316, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1973. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

[EH87] David Eisenbud and Joe Harris. The Kodaira dimension of the moduli space of curves of genus ≥ 23. Invent. Math., 90(2):359–387, 1987.

[Fri77] Michael Fried. Fields of definition of function fields and Hurwitz families— groups as Galois groups. Comm. Algebra, 5(1):17–82, 1977.

[Gal22] Mattia Galeotti. Moduli of G-covers of curves: geometry and singularities. Ann. Inst. Fourier, 72(6):2191–2240, 2022.

[Gro61] Alexander Grothendieck. Techniques de construction en géométrie analytique I. Description axiomatique de l’espace de Teichmüller et de ses variantes. Séminaire Henri Cartan, 13(1):1–33, 1960-1961. talk: 7 et 8.

[Gro71] Alexander Grothendieck. Revêtements étales et groupe fondamental (SGA 1), volume 224 of Lecture notes in mathematics. Springer-Verlag, 1971.

[GT01] Jonathan L. Gross and Thomas W. Tucker. Topological graph theory. Dover Publications, Inc., Mineola, NY, 2001.

[Hel23] Paul Alexander Helminck. Skeletal filtrations of the fundamental group of a non-Archimedean curve. Adv. Math., 431:38, 2023. Id/No 109242.

[HM82] Joe Harris and David Mumford. On the Kodaira dimension of the moduli space of curves. Invent. Math., 67(1):23–88, 1982. With an appendix by William Fulton.

[KM85] Nicholas M. Katz and Barry Mazur. Arithmetic Moduli of Elliptic Curves. (AM-108), Volume 108. Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1985.

[LUZ23] Yoav Len, Martin Ulirsch, and Dmitry Zakharov. Abelian tropical covers. Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, page 1–22, 2023.

[Moc95] Shinichi Mochizuki. The geometry of the compactification of the Hurwitz scheme. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 31(3):355–441, 1995.

[Mum65] David Mumford. Picard groups of moduli problems. In Arithmetical Algebraic Geometry (Proc. Conf. Purdue Univ., 1963), pages 33–81. Harper & Row, New York, 1965.

[Mum83] David Mumford. Towards an enumerative geometry of the moduli space of curves. In Arithmetic and geometry, Vol. II, volume 36 of Progr. Math., pages 271–328. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1983.

[PP06] Ekaterina Pervova and Carlo Petronio. On the existence of branched coverings between surfaces with prescribed branch data. I. Algebr. Geom. Topol., 6:1957– 1985, 2006.

[PR87] G. Pólya and R. C. Read. Combinatorial enumeration of groups, graphs, and chemical compounds. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1987. Pólya’s contribution translated from the German by Dorothee Aeppli.

Y. El Maazouz, (RWTH Aachen University) • E-mail : yassine.el-maazouz@rwth-aachen.de P. A. Helminck, (University of Tsukuba) • E-mail : p.a.helminck@math.tsukuba.ac.jp F. Röhrle, (University of Tübingen) • E-mail : roehrle@math.uni-tuebingen.de P. Souza, (Goethe University Frankfurt) • E-mail : souza@math.uni-frankfurt.de C. H. Yun, (University of Michigan) • E-mail : clyun@umich.edu