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LOW DEGREE HURWITZ STACKS IN THE GROTHENDIECK RING

AARON LANDESMAN, RAVI VAKIL, AND MELANIE MATCHETT WOOD,
WITH AN APPENDIX BY AARON LANDESMAN AND FEDERICO SCAVIA

ABSTRACT. For 2 < d < 5, we show that the class of the Hurwitz space of smooth
degree d, genus g covers of P! stabilizes in the Grothendieck ring of stacks as ¢ — oo,
and we give a formula for the limit. We also verify this stabilization when one im-
poses ramification conditions on the covers, and obtain a particularly simple answer
for this limit when one restricts to simply branched covers.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main results of this paper are Grothendieck ring analogues of classical theo-
rems on the density of discriminants of number fields of degree at most 5 [DH69,
Bha05, BhalOa]. Let Hury ¢ be the moduli stack of degree d covers of P! with Ga-
lois group S; by smooth geometrically connected genus g curves over a field k, see
[Definition 5.3l Let Hur} ¢k De the open substack of Hurg g corresponding to sim-

ply branched covers, i.e., the open subset where the map to P! has geometric fibers
with at least 4 — 1 points. The main results of this paper are that for each d < 5,
the classes of these moduli spaces converge in the Grothendieck ring as ¢ — oo, to
particularly nice limits. More precisely, we work in a suitably defined Grothendieck

ring of stacks Ko(Stacksy), see Definition 2.6, where as usual I := {A'} is the class
of the affine line.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem A). Suppose 2 < d < 5 and k is a field of characteristic not
dividing d!. In Ko(Stacksy),

Hur?
lim M —1-1L2

g—+0o0 ]Ldlm Hurd,g,k
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Theorem 1.2 (Theorem B). Suppose 2 < d < 5 and k is a field of characteristic not
dividing d!. In Ko(Stacksy),

1-L°2 ifd =2
i {Hur o } (1+L Y (1-1L73) ifd =3
5% pamAurg | o [eept (1L 2L =174 ifd =4
a ey 1+L2=L7*—L"%) ifd=5.

The products on the right in the cases d = 4 and d = 5 are motivic Euler prod-
ucts in the sense of Bilu [Bill7, BH21l]. Alternatively, these can be viewed as pow-
ers in the sense of power structures, as introduced by Gusein-Zade, Luengo, and
Melle-Hernandez [GZLMO04], see[§2.10]

is a special case of |Corollary 10.6| while is a special case
of |Corollary 10.7} Both are consequences of [Theorem 10.5| describing the limits of
branched covers with specified ramification, along with rates of convergence. These
results lead to conjectures in higher degree, see|§1.5

Remark 1.3. The results[Iheorem 1.1|and [Theorem 1.2|of this paper are stated above
with the restriction that the Galois group of the cover is S;. These results continue to
hold when one removes this restriction, except that when d = 4, covers with Galois
group D4 must be removed. One can deduce these claims from

1.4. Motivation. Motivations for[Theorem 1.1land [Theorem 1.2/come from number
theory, topology, and algebraic geometry.

1.4.1. Arithmetic motivation. One can also view results relating to counting number
fields of bounded discriminant as “point counting analogs” of the stabilization of
Hurwitz spaces. To spell this out, our main results on stabilization of the classes of
Hurwitz spaces, suggest the number of IF,; points of these Hurwitz spaces also stabi-
lize in g. (This is not actually implied by our results, because we work in the dimen-
sion filtration of the Grothendieck ring, and so it is possible that high codimension
substacks of these Hurwitz spaces contain many IF; points which could potentially
alter the ¢ — oo limiting behavior of the IF; point counts.) In the degree 3 case, stabi-
lization of the number of IF; points was shown by Datskovsky and Wright in [DW88].
Their results actually count S3 covers of any global field using Shintani zeta func-
tions. However a more gemetric proof counting Sz covers of any curve over a finite
tield has also been given by Gunther in [Gun]. These results have also been gener-
alized to work in degrees 4 and 5 by Bhargava-Shankar-Wang in [BSW15]. Analogs
over Q were known much earlier than these results over global function fields. That
is, instead of counting IF; points of Hurwitz spaces, corresponding to S; covers of
IPIqu, the arithmetic analog is to count S; extensions of Q. When d = 3, these counts

were carried out by Davenport and Heilbronn [DH69, DH71]. When d = 4 and
d = 5, the number field counting was done by Bhargava in [Bha05, Bhal0a, Bhal4].
Our theorems can thus be viewed as Grothendieck ring analogs of these number
field counting results. Indeed, the “Euler products” occurring in with
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IL replaced by p are exactly those that occur in the densities of discriminants of S;-
number fields of degree d < 5 [DH69, Bha05, BhalOal], which in particular demon-
strates the great success of the notion of motivic Euler products. Similarly to our
methods, the methods behind the number field counting results only apply when
d < 5 because they rely on specific parametrizations [DEF64, [Bha04, BhaO8] of low
degree covers of Spec Z.

1.4.2. Topological motivation. We now describe topological results demonstrating sta-
bilization of Hurwitz spaces. One striking result is due to Ellenberg-Venkatesh-
Westerland [EVW16], which has deep applications to number theory. Their result
[EVW16, Thm. p. 732] implies that the dimension of the ith homology h; (Hurj, ,Cr Q)
stabilizes as ¢ — co. Unfortunately, although their methods apply in the case of de-
gree 3 covers, they already fail to apply when d = 4, see the remarks in [EVW16), p.
732].

If, instead of working with covers of P!, one works with the full moduli stack
of curves with marked points, Mg, then these stacks satisfy certain homological
stabilities, due to Harer, Madsen-Weiss, and others. See, for example, [MW07] and
the survey article [Hat11].

1.4.3. Algebro-geometric motivation. Finally, from an algebraic geometric viewpoint,
there are some further related unirationality results on objects of low degree and
genus. For degrees d < 5 a simple parametrization of degree d covers was orig-
inally given in [Mir85, Thm. 1.1], [CE96, Thm. 4.4], and [Cas96, Thm. 3.8], see
also [Theorem 3.13| [Theorem 3.14} and [Theorem 3.16 (as well as [Poo08, Prop. 5.1],
[Wooll, Thm. 1.1]).

There have also been results proving stabilization of algebraic data relating to
Hur, ¢ . When d = 3, the rational Chow ring of the simply branched Hurwitz space
is known to stabilize to Q [PV15, Thm. C]. It is also known that the rational Picard
groups stabilize when d < 5, due to Deopurkar-Patel [DP15, Thm. A]. More recently,
stabilization of the rational Chow groups for d < 5 (removing D4 covers whend = 4)
was demonstrated in [CL21a, Theorem 1.1].

There have also been some related stabilization results working in the Grothendieck
ring. For example, the class of smooth hypersurfaces of degree d in IP" stabilizes as
d — oo in the Grothendieck ring. This, and various related results are shown by the
second and third authors in [VW15]. Building on this, Bilu and Howe prove more
general stabilization results for sections of vector bundles in the Grothendieck ring
[BH21, Thm. A]. We will use these results crucially in the present paper.

1.5. Conjectures and questions motivated by Theorems A and B. The most nat-
ural question following is whether the pattern continues for higher d.
The continuation of analogies of this pattern have been conjectured in several differ-
ent domains.

1.6. Arithmetic conjectures. In the context of counting degree d number fields whose
Galois closure has Galois group S;, Bhargava [BhalOb, Conj. 1.2] has conjectured
that an analog of [Iheorem 1.2/holds for all d (which, as mentioned above, is known
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for d < 5). Bhargava has given a specific conjectural expression for the Euler factors.
It is natural to ask whether holds for d > 6 using the analogous Euler
factors. That is, one may ask whether [Theorem 10.5/holds for d > 6 when all types
of ramification are allowed. Further, the heuristics of [BhalOb] also predict the ana-
log of in the number field counting setting for all d (which again is a
theorem for d < 5 [Bhal4, Thm. 1.1]). Bhargava’s heuristics more generally apply
to give a conjecture for counting S; degree d fields with various ramification restric-
tions, and the analogy in the Grothendieck ring setting would be to conjecture that
Theorem 10.5/holds for d > 6.

The heuristics above are based on a mass formula proven by Bhargava [BhalOb),
Theorem 1.1]. We prove an analogous mass formula in the Grothendieck ring in
which we now state a consequence of. To make a precise statement, let
Z 3 denote the stack over k whose T points are finite locally free degree d Gorenstein
covers Z of T Xgpeck Speckle]/ (¢2) so that for each geometric point Specx — T,

Z X1yspeckle]/(2) (Speck x Speckle]/ (¢2)) has 1-dimensional Zariski tangent space
at each point. We write R I d to mean that R is a partition of d. Given R I d
comprised of t; copies of r; for i = 1,...n, we define r(R) := Y/’ ;(r; — 1)t; to be
its ramification order. We can then deduce the following corollary of
also see by summing over partitions of d in the same way that [BhalOb)
Proposition 2.3] was deduced from [BhalOb| Proposition 2.2].

Corollary 1.7. For d > 1 and k a field of characteristic not dividing d!, in Ko(Stacksy),

d—1 ,
{2} = Z LR — 2 qg(d,d —j)IL~/,
Ri-d i=0

where q(d, d — j) is the number of partitions of d into at exactly d — j parts.

The above heuristics can be expanded to make predictions when other finite groups
replace S;. These expanded heuristics are often called the Malle-Bhargava Principle
(see [Woo16]), though in complete generality the predictions are not always correct.
This principle, as long as one is imposing only geometric local conditions, (i.e. only
local conditions on ramification,) naturally extends to the Grothendieck ring setting.
Then, one can ask in what generality the predictions of the principle hold. More-
over, in the field counting setting, one naturally counts extensions of global fields
other than Q or IF,(t), and the analog here would be replacing IP! with another fixed
curve, which is another interesting direction to try to understand.

In addition to the above conjectures on S; extensions, there are also many open
questions about Grothendieck ring versions of other extension counting problems.
One particularly accessible problem may be that of counting D4 extensions. In
[CDyDOO02, Corollary 1.4], the number of D4 extensions of Q was computed when
counted by discriminant, though the answer does not appear to have a simple closed
form, and was expressed in terms of a sum over quadratic extensions of Q. How-
ever, in [ASVW21] Theorem 1] these extensions were counted by conductor, and
there was a closed form answer, expressed in terms of an Euler product.
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Question 1.8. What is the asymptotic class of the locus of D, covers of P! in the

Grothendieck ring ﬁ (Stacksg) when counted by discriminant or conductor?
Similarly, it would be interesting to compute the class of abelian covers of IP'.

Question 1.9. Fix an abelian group G./VYhat is the asymptotic class of the locus of G

covers of P! in the Grothendieck ring Ko (Stacksy) when counted by discriminant or
conductor?

One way to approach this question could be to use that the moduli spaces of
abelian covers of IP! can be described in terms of certain configuration spaces of

(colored) points on PL. The classes of such configuration spaces can be extracted
from [VW15, §5].

1.10. Error terms and second order terms. It would be interesting to understand the
error terms in [Iheorem 10.5l More precisely, in [Iheorem 10.5, we show the equali-
ties of [Theorem 1.1|and [Theorem 1.2/hold not just in the limit, but even hold for any

fixed g up to codimension 74, := min(g;;cd, %’H — 4d_3), forcz =0,c4 = 2,05 =

—23,x3 = 4,x4 = 12, x5 = 40. We say two classes of dimension d are equal modulo

codimension 7 in Ky(Stacksy) if their difference lies in filtered part of Ko (Stacks) of
dimension at most d — r. Concretely, in degree 3, a special case of [[Theorem 10.5/says:

Corollary 1.11. Suppose k is a field of characteristic not dividing 6. Then

{ Hur3, gk }

— -1 -3
]LdimHurag,k = (1 + ]L ) (1 B ]L )

modulo codimension § in Ko(Stacksy,).

Focusing on the degree 3 case, Roberts” conjecture [Rob01] states that the number
of degree 3 field extensions of Q of discriminant at most X is aX + BX%/6 + o(X>/¢),
for appropriate constants «, 3. This was proved in [BST13] and [TT13] indepen-
dently. Moreover, the error term was further improved to aX + BX°/6 + O(X?/3+¢)
in [BTT21].

In the context of function fields, one might similarly expect a,q¥™ %k 4+ g g

o(g>/0dimHur 1) t6 count the number of degree 3 extensions of IF,(t) of genus g, for
some constants a,, B;. Progress towards this was made in [Zhal3]]. In the context

of the Grothendieck ring, as mentioned above, we were able to compute the class

of the Hurwitz stack up to codimension 73, := min(§, gTH —1) = min(§, gT_l)

Hence, once ¢ > 4,134 = %. Since dim Hurs ¢, = 2¢ + 4, we find %dim Hurs o =

5/6 dim Hurj ¢ i 4+

dim Hurs ¢y — %, and so a weakened form of Roberts’ conjecture is the following:

Conjecture 1.12. Suppose k is a field of characteristic not dividing 6. Then

{ Hur3, gk }
]Ldll’n Hur3,g,k

1+LY (1 - 1L—3)
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modulo codimension % in Ko (Stacksy).

Remark 1.13. Note that gT_l is in fact the second term in the minimum defining r3 .
There is only one step in our proof where the error term we introduce has codimen-

sion less than gT_l, namely when we apply the sieve of [BH21] in [Proposition 9.10|
and [Lemma 9.11l So if the sieving machinery could be improved, it may lead to a
proof of (Conjecture 1.12

Remark 1.14. In the degree 3 case, it would be quite interesting to actually find the
second order term, instead of just predicting the codimension of the error. The paper
[BTT21] improves the error term in Davenport-Heilbronn to O(X?/3+€), where X is
the discriminant of the relevant cubic extension. Since X?/3 = X - X~1/3 when
one translates this to a codimension bound in the Hurwitz stack, it suggests one
might hope to determine an asymptotic expression for {Hurs ¢ } up to codimension
%dim Hurj ¢ k. Such a computation would be extremely interesting to us, and we
expect it would require tools far beyond those of the current paper.

Additionally, it would be interesting, though likely more difficult, to determine
the codimension of the error and the second order terms in degrees 4 and 5.

1.15. Topological conjectures. If Conf, denotes the configuration space of points
on P!, i.e., the open subscheme of Symyp,; parameterizing reduced degree n sub-

schemes of IP!, then, for n > 3, we have % = 1 — L2 in the Grothendieck ring

of varieties. This follows from [VW15| Lem. 5.9(a)] as we explain further toward the
end of|§11.3| There is a map Hurii, ok Confy, > 124 sending a curve to its branch lo-

cus, see [FP02]. Using this, and the explicit formula for {Confye 524}

implies that the source and target of this map have classes in Ko (Stacks;), defined
in [Definition 2.6, which differ only by a class of high codimension.

Corollary 1.16. For 2 < d < 5 and k a field of characteristic not dividing d!,

s
{Hurg i} {Confyy 24}
g0 ILdimHurfi,g,k T ILdimHurfi,g,k

in Ko(Stacksy).

It was also conjectured in [EVW16| Conj. 1.5] that this map Hurii, oC Confye 2424
induces an isomorphism on ith homology for fixed d and sufficiently large g. (Tech-
nically a slight variant was conjectured in [EVW16, Conj. 1.5], with A’ base in place
of IP1.) This is in fact open for d > 3, though recent work of Zheng [Zhe21, Thm. 1.2]
proves a closely related result in the d = 3 case, by finding the stable cohomology of
Hurz e c. could be seen as an additional motivation for this conjecture,
especially for d <5.

1.17. Spelling out some questions. Despite the numerous parametrizations men-
tioned above, the question of whether there exist simple parametrizations of covers
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of degree 6, or even whether the Hurwitz stack of genus g degree 6 covers (for large
g) is unirational, remains wide open.

Returning to the simply branched case for simplicity, we have now seen several
ways in which we could ask whether the spaces Hur‘zl ok and Confy, 5,54 are similar
as § — oo. The following questions have been raised:

(1) Do they have the same points counts (asymptotically) over IF,?
(2) Do they have the same cohomology, in some stable limit?
(3) Do they have the same normalized limit in the Grothendieck ring?

We also include:
(4) Are they piecewise isomorphic up to pieces of codimension going to co?

Even though it is not technically about these spaces, in this sequence of questions
one should also include:

(1") Are the asymptotic counts of S; number fields as predicted by Bhargava in
[BhalOb]?

For d > 6, it seems progressively harder to believe the questions (1) and (1'), (2), (3),
and (4) could have positive answers, though for d < 5 the same parametrizations
lead to positive answers to (1), (1’), (3), and (4) (and nearly to (2) for d = 3).

1.18. Idea of the proof. The idea of the proof of [[heorem 1.1| and [Theorem 1.2| is
simplest to understand in the degree 3 case, so we describe this first. Miranda
[Mir85] gave a parametrization of degree 3 covers of a base scheme, and we explain
here how we can apply it for degree 3 covers of P1. Any degree 3 cover of P! has a
canonical embedding into a IP!-bundle P& over IP'. We can write & ~ ¢'(a) ® 0'(b)
where a +b = g+ 2 and a < b. We can therefore stratify the Hurwitz space by the
isomorphism type of the bundle &. The degree 3 curves lie in a particular linear
series on IP&. The idea is now to compute the locus of smooth curves in this linear
system with particular ramification conditions, and then sum over all splitting types
of bundles &. The condition for a degree 3 cover of IP! to be smooth in a fiber over p
can be checked over the preimage of the second order neighborhood of p in P&. We
directly compute the classes of such curves in such an infinitesimal neighborhood.
Using the notion of motivic Euler products, we can “multiply” these local classes to
obtain the global class of smooth curves in P& in the relevant linear system, at least
up to high codimension. We then sum these resulting classes over allowed splitting
types of &. It turns out that we must have & ~ &'(a) & 0 (b) witha < b,2a > b, and
a general member of the relevant linear system on any such bundle gives a smooth
trigonal curve. Miraculously, in the simply branched case, this motivic Euler prod-
uct exactly cancels out with the sum over splitting types of IP&, weighted by their
automorphisms. This follows from a motivic Tamagawa number formula for SL;.
To generalize this idea to the cases of degrees 4 and 5 requires substantial addi-
tional work. First, it is no longer the case that curves of degrees 4 and 5 are elements
of linear systems on a surface. Rather, there are parametrizations due to Casnati-
Ekedahl [CE96, Cas96] describing covers of degree d in terms of pairs of vector bun-
dles & and .#, where & has rank d — 1 and .# C Sym” & corresponds to a certain
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family of quadrics determined by the curve. In the d = 4 case, .# has rank 2, corre-
sponding to 4 points in IP? being a complete intersection of two quadratics, while in
the case d = 5, .7 has rank 5, corresponding to 5 points in P? being the vanishing
locus of the five 4 x 4 Pfaffians of a certain 5 x 5 matrix of linear forms. As in the
degree 3 case, we can then stratify the Hurwitz stack in terms of the splitting types
of & and .#, and compute the classes yielding curves of degree d as sections of a
certain vector bundle 7 (&,.7) on P!, depending on & and .#. It is significantly
more difficult to calculate the relevant local classes giving the smoothness condi-
tions in fibers in degrees 4 and 5 than it is in degree 3. Nevertheless, we are able to
do so by reformulating the question in terms of computing classes of certain classi-
tying stacks for positive dimensional disconnected algebraic groups, and applying
a number of results of Ekedahl. The result is Theorem [8.3] which can be viewed as
a motivic analog of Bhargava’s mass formula [BhalOb] counting extensions of local
fields in arbitrary degree. The specific splitting types of & and .# which appear are
not nearly so simple as in the degree 3 case, but it turns out that the expressions
work out modulo high codimension. For this it is important not to count Dy covers,
i.e., degree 4 covers which factor through a hyperelliptic curve. As in the degree
3 case, it turns out that, at least in the simply branched case, the sum over split-
ting types of & and .# cancel out with the local conditions we impose, again by the
Tamagawa number formula.

1.19. Outline of the paper. The structure of the remainder of the paper is as follows.
In we give background on the Grothendieck ring of stacks, setup the precise
variant we will work in, and recall the notion of motivic Euler products. Then, in
§3we prove generalizations of parametrizations due to Miranda, Casnati-Ekedahl,
and Casnati regarding Gorenstein covers of degree d < 5. In degrees 3 and 4, gen-
eralizations to arbitrary covers of an arbitrary base have been previous shown by
Poonen [Poo08| Prop. 5.1] and the third author [Wooll, Thm. 1.1], but in degree 5
we require new arguments, and here we present a (mostly) uniform argument for
degrees 3,4, and 5. In we upgrade the above mentioned parametrizations for
d < 5 to describe simple presentations of the stack of degree d Gorenstein covers
as a global quotient stack. Having settled the above preliminaries, we define the
Hurwitz stacks we will work with in|§5/and prove they are algebraic. We then de-
scribe natural stratifications of these Hurwitz stacks that arise from the structure
of the parametrizations in [§6] Using these parametrizations, we give descriptions
of these strata as quotient stacks in We next begin our proof of the main theo-
rem by computing the local conditions in the Grothendieck ring corresponding to a
cover being smooth with specified ramification conditions in[§8 In[§9we establish
bounds on the codimension of the contributions to the Hurwitz stack from various
strata, which will enable us to prove our main result in The proof for the case
of degree 2 is slightly different from that in degrees 3 < d < 5, and we complete this

in§11)
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1.20. Notation. Let X7 denote the fibered product X xy Z of schemes, when Y is
clear from context. Similarly define Xz := X xy SpecR. For X an integral variety,
we use K(X) to denote its function field.

Recall that for G a group, the wreath product G S, is the semidirect product
G" x S, where S, acts on G" by the permutation action on the n copies of G. More
generally, for & a category, let & ¢ BS; denote the corresponding wreath product of
categories (see [EkeQ9b), p. 5]) so that in particular, BG ¢ BS; = B(GS;).

For 2" a stack, and G a group scheme acting on 2, we use [2 /G| to denote the
quotient stack. To avoid confusion with this notation, for 2" a stack, we use { 2"} to
denote its class in the Grothendieck ring of stacks, see [Definition 2.6l

We call an algebraic group G over a field k special if every G-torsor over a k-scheme
X is trivial Zariski locally on X.

When working in Ky(Spaces, ), defined in[Definition 2.6, we say two classes A, B €

Ko(Spaces,) of dimension d are equal modulo codimension n to mean A — B lies in the

dimension d — n filtered part of Ko(Spaces, ).
Let D := Speck[e]/(€?) be the dual numbers. For X a projective scheme over Y,

let Hilbgi( sy denote the Hilbert scheme parameterizing degree d dimension 0 sub-
schemes of X over Y.

For X — Y a finite locally free map, and Z an X-scheme, let Resx,y(Z) — Y
denote the Weil restriction. Recall (e.g., [BLRI0, §7.6]) that the Weil restriction is the
functor defined on T points by Resy,y(Z)(T) = Z(T xy X). For Z quasi-projective
over X, Resy/y(Z) is representable [BLR90, §7.6, Thm. 4].
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2. BACKGROUND: THE GROTHENDIECK RING OF STACKS AND MOTIVIC EULER
PRODUCTS

In this section, we begin by defining useful variants of the Grothendieck ring. Ulti-

mately, we will compute the classes of Hurwitz stacks in a ring we call Ko (Spaces; ),
obtained from the usual Grothendieck ring of varieties by quotienting by univer-
sally bijective (i.e, bijective on topological spaces after any base change, or equiv-
alently radicial surjective) morphisms, inverting I. = {A'}, and then completing
with respect to the dimension filtration. Following this, we recall basic definitions
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associated to motivic Euler products, following [Bill7] and [BH21]. We also prove
these Euler products satisfy a multiplicativity property (Lemma 2.14).

2.1. Variations of the Grothendieck Ring. Recall that we are working over a fixed
field k. We begin by introducing the Grothendieck ring of algebraic spaces.

Definition 2.2. Let K (Spaces, ) denote the Grothendieck ring of algebraic spaces over k.
This is the ring generated by classes { X} of algebraic spaces X of finite type over k
with relations given by {X} = {Y} if there is an isomorphism X ~ Y over k and
{X} ={Z} + {X — Z} for any closed sub-algebraic space Z C X. Applying this in
the case Z = X", we have {X} = {X"*}. Multiplication is given by {X} - {Y} =
{X Xk Y}

More generally, if S is a finite type algebraic space over k we can define Ky (Spaces, /S)
as the free abelian group generated by classes of morphisms X — S with relations
{X/S} ={Z/S} +{X — Z/S} for any closed sub-algebraic space Z C X, where the
implicit maps f|z : Z — S, f|x—z : X —Z — S are obtained by restricting the map
f: X — S. Multiplication is given by {X/S} - {Y/S} = {X x5 Y}.

We use a k-variety to mean a reduced, separated, finite type k-scheme. We let Var
denote the category of k-varieties. One can similarly define Ky (Vary ), see [BH21) §2].
Similarly, for S a k-variety, one can analogously define Ky(Vary /S), see [BH21, §2].

Proposition 2.3. Let S be k-variety. The natural map ¢ : Ko(Vary /S) — Ko(Spaces, /S),
sending {X/S} viewed as a k-variety to the same {X/S} viewed as a finite type k-space, is
an isomorphism.

Proof. We first show that for any finite type k-space X, there is a finite collection
X1,..., X, of locally closed k-subspaces isomorphic to schemes, forming a stratifi-
cation of X. Here, a stratification means that a k point of X factors through some
X;. The key input we will need is that finite type spaces are quasi-separated, and
so they contain a dense open isomorphic to a scheme [Ols16, Thm. 6.4.1]. This, to-
gether with the facts that {X/S} = {X"*¥/S} and that any finite type k-scheme has
a stratification by separated finite type k-schemes shows that any finite type k-space
X has a stratification by locally closed subschemes.

Next, let us show ¢ is surjective. For this, if {X/S} is any finite type algebraic
space, we can use the above stratification to write {X/S} = Y.I' ;{X;/S}, for X;
varieties over S, implying ¢ is sujrective.

We conclude the proof by showing that ¢ is injective. In order to show this, it is
enough to show that any single relation in Ky (Spaces, /S) is expressable in terms of
relations from Ko (Vary /S). More precisely, if {X/S} € Ky(Spaces, /S) and Z is a
closed subspace Z C X, it suffices to show that the relation {X/S} = {Z/S} + {X —
Z/S} can be expressed as the image under ¢ of a sum of relations from Ky (Vary). To
see this is the case, write {X/S} = YI' 1{X;/S} and where Xj, ..., X, are k-varieties.
Then, let Z; the the reduction of X; X x Z. Note that Z; is a scheme from the definition
of algebraic space because X; and Z are both schemes. Also, Z; is separated since it
is a closed subscheme of the separated scheme X;. Hence, Z; is a variety. We can also

write {Z/S} +{X —Z/S} =Y {Zi/S} + Y 1{Xi — Z;/S}. Therefore, it suffices
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to verify that

i{Xi/S} = i{Zi/S} + f{xi —Z;/S}
i=1 i=1 i=1

is the image under ¢ of a sum of relations in the Grothendieck ring of varieties.
Indeed, it is the sum over i of the relations {X;/S} = {Z;/S} + {X; — Z;/S}. O

We next introduce the Grothendieck ring of algebraic stacks.

Definition 2.4. The Grothendieck ring of algebraic stacks (over k) is the ring Ko (Stacksy)
generated by classes of algebraic stacks {.2"} of finite type over k with affine diagonal,
with the three relations:

(1) {2} = {#} if there is an isomorphism 2" ~ % over k,

2 {2} ={Z} +{«} for any closed substack 2 C 2 with open complement
v C X,

(3) {Spec, (Sym?, &)} = {Z xy A"} for & any locally free sheaf on 2" of rank
n.

Multiplication in this ring is given by {2} - {#'} = {2 x ¥ }.

Note that condition (3) above follows from the first two in the case of schemes,
because vector bundles on schemes are Zariski locally trivial. However, vector bun-
dles over stacks may fail to be Zariski locally trivial, as is the case for nontrivial
vector bundles on BG.

Remark 2.5. Let L := {A]} denote the class of the affine line. The natural map
Ko(Spaces;) — Ko(Stacksy) induces an isomorphism

Ko(Spaces,)[L ™!, (L" — 1);;1] — Ko(Stacksy)

[Eke09a, Thm. 1.2]. Here Ky(Spaces;)[IL™}, (L" — 1)~!] denotes the ring obtained
from Ky(Spaces, ) by inverting IL, as well as I — 1 for all positive integers n. This
isomorphism is motivated by [Definition 2.4(3) and the fact that inverting the classes
of L and IL" — 1 for all n is equivalent to inverting the classes of GL,, for all n.

In order to apply the results of [BH21] to sieve out smooth covers from all covers,
we will need to work in a slight modification of the Grothendieck ring of stacks
where we invert universally bijective (i.e., radicial surjective) morphisms and then
complete along the dimension filtration.

Definition 2.6. Let k be a field and let Ky(Spaces,) denote the Grothendieck ring
of algebraic spaces over k from [Definition 2.2 From Ky(Spaces;), we will construct

another ring, Ko(Spaces, ), in three steps.

(1) For any universally bijective map f : X — Y of finite type algebraic spaces
over k, we impose the additional relation that {X} = {Y}. Call the result
(only for the next paragraph) Ko(Spaces; )gs.
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(2) Define Ko(Spaces,) := Ko(Spaces; )rs[IL"!]. Like K (Stacksy), the ring Ko (Spaces; )
has a filtration given by dimension with the ith filtered part F'Ky(Spaces;) C

Ko (Spaces, ) denoting the subset of Ko(Spaces,; ) spanned by classes of dimen-
sion at most —1.
(3) Finally, let

Ko(Spaces,) := I'&nKo(Spacesk)/FiEO(Spacesk)
i>0
be the completion along the dimension filtration.
Similarly, for Ky (Stacksy) the Grothendieck ring of algebraic stacks over k of Definition 2.4}

—~

we analogously define Ko(Stacksy) in the same three steps, replacing the word “Spaces”
above by “Stacks”:
(1) We first impose the relation {X} = {Y} for every universally bijective map
of algebraic stacks f : X — Y of finite type with affine diagonal, and denote
the result Ky (Stacksy )gs.
(2) Define Ko (Stacksy) := Ko (Stacksy)rs[IL"1]. Like Ko(Stacksy), the ring Ko (Stacksy)
has a filtration given by dimension with the ith filtered part F iKo(Stacksy) C
Ko(Stacks;) denoting the subset of Ko(Stacks;) spanned by classes of dimen-

sion at most —i.
(3) Finally, let

Ky (Stacksy) := lim Ko(Stacksy) / F! Ko (Stacksy)
i>0
be the completion along the dimension filtration.

Remark 2.7. In characteristic 0, identifying classes along universally bijective mor-
phisms does not alter the Grothendieck ring. See [BH21, Rem. 2.0.2, Rem. 7.3.2] for
some justification of why we are inverting universally bijective morphisms.

But we do not know if inverting universally bijective morphisms alters the Grothendieck
ring of spaces or stacks in positive characteristic.

Since Hurwitz stacks are not in general algebraic spaces, but the results of [BH21]
apply to the completed Grothendieck ring\ of algebraic spaces Ky (Spaces, ), it will be

useful to know that one can also obtain f(vo(Spacesk) from Kj(Stacksy) by inverting
universally bijective maps and completing along the dimension filtration, as we next
verify.

Lemma 2.8. The natural map Ko(Spaces,) — Ko(Stacksy) is an isomorphism.

Proof. First note that although we constructed Ko(Spaces,) from Ky (Spaces, ) by first
quotienting by universally bijective morphisms and then inverting I, we could have
equally well first inverted IL and then inverted universally bijective morphisms.
Since localization commutes with taking quotients, we obtain the same result by
doing these steps in either order.
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Since we can localize and take quotients in any order, using [Remark 2.5, we can

equivalently obtain Ky(Stacksy) by identifying universally bijective morphisms of
spaces and then inverting IL, IL"” — 1 and completing along the dimension filtration.

To show Ky (Spaces, ) — Kp(Stacksy) is an isomorphism, we wish to show that begin-

ning with Ky(Spaces;) and completing along the dimension filtration is equivalent
to first inverting IL” — 1 for all n > 1 and then completing along the dimension

filtration. Indeed, one may define a map Ky(Stacks;) — Ky(Spaces,) induced by
the map Ko(Spaces;)[(IL" — 1);;0] — k/v; (Spaces,) extended by sending the class
of (IL" — 1)~ s Yyu L7, Upon completing along the dimension filtration this
defines the desired isomorphism Ko(Stacksy) — Ko(Spaces, ) inverse to the natural

map Ko(Spacesk) — Ko (Stacksy) given above. O
Remark 2.9. Due to the equivalence of [Lemma 2.8| in what follows, we will work

in K (Spaces,). In particular, it makes sense to speak of classes of stacks with affine
diagonal in f(vo(Spacesk) by

2.10. Motivic Euler Products. We recall the notion of motivic Euler products in the
Grothendieck ring, which is crucial in our proof. See [Bill7] for an introduction to
motivic Euler products, and [BH21| §6] for more details.

We begin by introducing notation to give the definition of motivic Euler products
in the setting we will need. For a finite multiset y, with underlying set I, we write
i = (m;)ic;, where m; is the number of copies of i in . Let X be a reduced, quasi-
projective scheme over a field k. For any finite multiset y = (m;);c, there is a finite
surjective map p : [Tie; X™ — [L;c; Sym™ X. Let U denote the open subscheme of
[Tie; X™ where no two coordinates agree and let C*(X) denote the open subscheme
p(U) C [Tie; Sym™ X. Informally speaking, C*(X) parameterizes configurations of
p-labeled points on X.

More generally, for X = (X;);c; a collection of reduced, quasi-projective schemes
X; with morphisms to X, and u = (m;);c; a multiset, define Ck (X) as the preimage
of CH(X) C Tlie;Sym™ X under the projection [];c; Sym™ X; — [T;c; Sym™(X).
As in [BH21, Defn. 6.1.8], one can extend this definition to make sense of C?((.A) as
an element of Ky(Spaces,) where A = (a;);c; with a; in Ky(Spaces, / X).

Let IN denote the positive integers. Let P be the set of non-empty finite multi-sets
of positive integers, and for such a multiset y = (m;);enN, let || := ;i - m;. Follow-
ing [BDH22, Section 2.2.2], for A = (a;);cN a collection of classes in Ko(Spaces, /X),
define the motivic Euler product

(2.1) I (1 + iai,xti> =1+ Y Ch((a;)ien)t™! € Ko(Spaces,)[t].

xeX i=1 ueP

Here, a; , is formal notation to indicate the 2; on which the definition depends. When
we write a class b; € Ko(Spaces, ) in place of g; ,, itindicates thata; = [Y; X X]| — [Z; x
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X], where Y;, Z; are algebraic spaces of finite type over k such that b; = [Yi] — [Z;]
and Y; x X, Z; x X have the natural projection map to X.

Letr € IN, and let I be the set of r-tuples of non-negative integers, not all 0. Note
that I is a semigroup under coordinate-wise addition. Let P, denote the set of non-
empty finite multisets of elements of I, and for u € P,, let |u| € I denote the sum
of the elements of . More generally, for indeterminates t4, .. ., t, one can define, for
A = (a;)er a collection of classes in Ko (Spaces, /X),

22 I <1+Zai,xﬁ> =1+ Y Ch((a)icr)t™ € Ko(Spacesy)[t, - .-, t:]-

xeX iel uePpP,
where for i = (iy,...,i,) € I, we write £ for SRR

Warning 2.11. The left hand side of (2.1)) is merely (evocative) notation, and has no
intrinsic meaning beyond the right hand side.

In the special cases that we will use them in, motivic Euler products are the same
as the power structures of Gusein-Zade, Luengo, and Melle-Hernandez [GZLMO04].
We now specialize to the one variable case.

In good circumstances, there is an evaluation map at t = 1 sending a motivic Euler

product, viewed as an element of Ko(Spaces, )[¢] to an element of Ky(Spaces, ), as in
[BH21, Definition 6.4.1 and Notation 6.4.2]. This makes sense whenever the motivic
Euler product “converges at t = 1”, meaning there are only finitely many terms u
so that Cl /5(a) is outside any given piece of the dimension filtration.

Notation 2.12. For a motivic Euler product [T,cx (1 + axt) which convergesatt =1,

we use
xeX

to denote the evaluation at t = 1 in Ky(Spaces, ).
We will often also write [T, x (1 + ax) to also denote the evaluation of the motivic

Euler product [T,cx (1 +axt) att = 1in I?vo(Spacesk), in order to shorten notation,
but see

Warning 2.13. Due to the extreme care with which one must handle motivic Euler
products, we acknowledge that Notation 2.12]is not very good notation. It is likely
best to think of motivic Euler products as power series in t which are being evalu-

ated at values of t, rather then actual elements in K (Spaces, ), as the manipulations
one wants to make have only primarily been established in terms of the power se-

ries, and not in terms of their evaluations in I?B(Spacesk). We choose to use this
convention so as to shorten unwieldy formulas.

In particular, one must be careful that the two expressions [Tyex/s (1 + Yier 4ipi((si)je;))
and [Trex/s (14 Lier dixti) |1,—p,(s) do not necessarily agree. However, when these
sets indexing the variables t; and s; are finite, and all p;((s;) ;) are monomials, these
two expressions do agree by [BH21, Lemma 6.5.1].
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An important lemma will be that these Euler products in f(vo(Spacesk) are multi-
plicative. We now verify this, the key input being multiplicativity of motivic Euler
products in Ko (Spaces,)[t1, t2].

Lemma 2.14. Suppose a and b are two classes in Ko(Spaces, ) such that the Euler products
[Teex (1 +axt) and [Tiex (1 + byt) converge at t = 1 in Ko(Spaces, ). Then,

(2.3) H (1+ay)- H (1+0by) = H (1 +ay) (1+by))

xeX xeX xeX
in Ko(Spaces, ).

Proof. We would like to say this follows from multiplicativity of Euler products
[Bill7, Prop. 3.9.2.4], but the issue is that when we apply [Bill7, Prop. 3.9.2.4] the
left hand side of (2.3) is equal to

(H (T4axt)- JT 1+ bxt)> = (H (1+4axt) - (1 +bxt)>

(2.4) xeX xeX =1 xeX =1
= (H (1 + axt + byt + axbxt2>>
xeX =1
On the other hand, the right hand side of (2.3) is by definition
(2.5) (H (1 —|—axt+bxt+axbxt)>
xeX =1

The lemma follows because
[T (1 +axt +bxt +axbss) [sme=1 = [ ] (1+axt + bt + axbst) |11

xeX xeX
and also
xeX xeX
by [BH21, Lemma 6.5.1]. [

3. PARAMETRIZATIONS OF LOW DEGREE COVERS

The key to computing the class of Hurwitz stacks of low degree covers of P! is
the parametrization of covers of degree d < 5 of a general base scheme. In the case
d = 3, the first such parametrization was given by Miranda [Mir85, Thm. 1.1], for ar-
bitrary degree 3 covers of an irreducible scheme over an algebraically closed field of
characteristic not equal to 2 or 3. Pardini [Par89] later generalized Miranda’s result
to characteristic 3, and Casnati and Ekedahl [CE96, Thm. 3.4] generalized the result
to Gorenstein degree 3 covers of an integral noetherian scheme. Poonen [P0oo08),
Prop. 5.1] gave a complete parametrization of degree 3 covers of an arbitrary base
scheme (see also [Wool1l, Thm. 2.1]). When d = 4, Casnati and Ekedahl [CE96, Thm.
4.4] gave a parametrization of Gorenstein degree 4 covers of an integral noetherian
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scheme. The third author [Wooll, Thm. 1.1] generalized this to a parametrization
of arbitrary degree 4 covers along with the data of a cubic resolvent cover (which
is unique in the Gorenstein case) over an arbitrary base scheme. When d = 5, Cas-
nati [Cas96, Theorem 3.8] gave a parametrization of degree 5 covers, satisfying a
certainly “regularity” condition (see Remark[3.7), of an integral noetherian scheme.
(We also note that Wright and Yukie [WY92] gave these parametrizations for a cov-
ers of a field, and Delone and Faddeev [DF64] and Bhargava [Bha04, Bha0O8|] gave
these parametrizations for covers of SpecZ. Bhargava’s parametrizations require
additional resolvent data for non-Gorenstein covers. Bhargava, Shankar and Wang
[BSW15, Section 3] have refined Wright and Yukie’s work for covers of global fields.)

In this section, we will prove similar parametrizations, but suited for our partic-
ular application. For our purposes, we would like to parametrize only Gorenstein
covers, but over an arbitrary base. For d = 3,4, such a result could be deduced di-
rectly from [Poo08, Prop. 5.1] and [Wooll, Thm. 1.1] by specializing to Gorenstein
covers. However, for the case d = 5 some new arguments are required both to ob-
tain all Gorenstein covers and to generalize to an arbitrary base. For uniformity of
exposition, we show how all of the parametrizations of Gorenstein covers can be
obtained from the approach of Casnati and Ekedahl.

Casnati and Ekedahl [CE96] prove a structure theorem [CE96, Thm. 2.1] (a refor-
mulation of [CE96, Thm. 1.3]), which describes a minimal resolution of covers of
arbitrary degree of an integral scheme. We will need to extend this structure theo-
rem from integral schemes to arbitrary (including non-reduced) bases. Essentially
the same proof given in [CE96, Thm. 2.1] applies, suitably replacing Grauert’s the-
orem with cohomology and base change. We thank Gianfranco Casnati for helpful
conversations confirming this. We will then apply this structure theorem to obtain
our desired parametrizations of covers in degrees 3,4, and 5, analogously to how it
was done by Casnati and Ekedahl in [CE96, Thm. 3.4, Thm. 4.4] and [Cas96, Thm.
3.8].

We also upgrade Casnati’s result in degree 5 in an additional way to deal with all

Gorenstein covers, see[Remark 3.

3.1. The main structure theorem from Casnati-Ekedahl. We next recall the main
structure theorem and give its proof in the more general setting. In essence, it says
that degree d Gorenstein covers are classified by linear-algebraic data. It is conve-
nient to describe this as saying that a number of moduli stacks are isomorphic.

We first recall some terminology. We will consider degree d covers which are finite
locally free. A finite locally free degree d cover is Gorenstein if the scheme-theoretic
fiber X, over x(y) is Gorenstein for every y € Y. For k a field, a subscheme X C IP} is

arithmetically Gorenstein if the affine cone over X, viewed as a subscheme of AZ“, is
Gorenstein. For & arank d — 1locally free sheaf of 0y-moduleson Y, let 7 : P& — Y
denote the corresponding projective bundle P& := ProjSym® &. We use the term
projective bundle to describe the projectivization of a vector bundle. For ¢ a sheaf
of 0z-modules on a scheme or stack Z, we use ¢V := Homy, (¥, 07) to denote its
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dual. Finally, for « a field, a subscheme of IP} is nondegenerate if it is not contained
in any hyperplane H C IP.

Theorem 3.2 (Generalization of [CE96, Thm. 2.1], see also [CN07, Thm. 2.2]). Let
X and Y be schemes and let p : X — Y be a finite locally free Gorenstein map of degree
d, for d > 3. Fix a vector bundle & of rank d — 1 on Y with corresponding projective
bundle 7t : P := P&’ — Y, and fix an embedding i : X — P such that p = mwoi. We

further require that o~ (y) C ! (y) ~ ]Pi(yz) is a nondegenerate subscheme for each point

y €Y. Abundle & and map i satisfying the above properties exists. Any two such triples
(P, 7t,i) and (IPy, 712, ip) are uniquely isomorphic, meaning there is a unique isomorphism
Y : P ~ Py such that 7y o p = 7t and P oi = ip. Moreover, for any such triple (P, t, i)
with p = 7t o i, the following properties hold.

(i) Let p* : Oy — p,Ox denote the map defining p : X — Y and let & := (coker p*)V.
Then, P ~ P&.

(ii) The composition ¢ : p*& — p*pswx/y — wx,y is surjective, and so induces a
map j : X — P&, and (P&,0 : PE — Y, j) is a triple satisfying the properties
above. The ramification divisor R C X of p satisfies Ox(R) ~ wx,y =~ j*Opg(1).

(iii) There is a sequence Ny, M, . .., Ng_o of finite locally free Op g sheaves on PE&” with
M := Opgr and an exact sequence

0 —— Mgo(—d) ~225 M a(—d+2) —25 ..
3.1)

K (-2) — 2 Ope y Ox » 0,

such that the restriction of B.1) to the fiber (P&"), := 7t~ (y) over y is a minimal
free resolution of the structure sheaf of X, := p~1(y) for every point y € Y. Given
p, &', i as above, the exact sequence is unique up to unique isomorphism, such
that the isomorphism restricts to the identity map on final nonzero term Ox, among
all sequences with the above listed properties. The locally free sheaves F; := 1, N
on Y satisfy *.%#; ~ A;. Further AN;_, is invertible, and, fori =1,...,d — 3, one
has

(3.2) Bi = rk%zrk%z%(i_il).
Moreover, X, C Py isa nondegenerate arithmetically Gorenstein subscheme, t* 11, N ~
Nifor0 <i <d-—2, and jfomﬁw, (Mo, Ng_o(—d)) =~ Ne. Additionally, the
formation of 1t..Ne commutes with base change on Y.

(iv) For A;_5 as in (3.1), we have &' ~ & if and only if A;_, ~ * det&”.

(v) The pushforward of the map ay : AN (—2) — Op along 7T induces an injection
F — Sym?& and for d —3 > i > 2, the pushforward w; : Ni(—i —1) —
Ni_1(—1) along 7t induces an injection F; — F; 1 R &.

(vi) For any point y € Y, no subscheme X; C Xy of degree d — 1 is sent under p to a

hyperplane of w1 (y).
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Remark 3.3. The statement of differs in several ways from the original
statement [CE96, Thm. 2.1] from [CE96].

(1) As pointed out in [CNO7, Thm. 2.2], it is necessary to add a nondegenerate
hypothesis to the statement (which was an oversight in the original result).

(2) We do not require our base Y to be noetherian.

(3) We do not require our base Y to be integral.

(4) We show that given any two triples (IP, 7z, i) there is a unique isomorphism
between them, as in the sense of the statement of In [CE96, Thm.
2.1], it is only shown that the bundle IP is unique.

(5) In (ii), we additionally show that (P&,0 : P& — Y,j) is one of the unique
above mentioned triples.

(6) In (iii) we show the formation of 77,.#, commutes with base change.

(7) In (iii), we include the requirement that the isomorphism is unique among
isomorphisms restricting to the identity on Ox. This assumption was also
needed in [CE96], but not explicitly stated there.

(8) We have also added property (v).

(9) We have added property (vi).

Proof. As a first step, we reduce the proof to the case X and Y are noetherian.

Removing noetherian hypotheses. In view of the asserted uniqueness, by Zariski de-
scent, we may reduce to the case that Y is affine. Because p : X — Y is locally
finitely presented as it is finite locally free, we will next show we can spread out all
of the above data to a finite type scheme Y. More precisely, as a first step, by [Gro66),
Prop. 8.9.1], we can find some finite type schemes Yy and Xy, a map pp : Xo — Y
and a map Y — Yj so that p is the base change of pg along Y — Yj. By the various
spreading out results in [Gro66, §8] after possibly replacing Yy with another finite
type scheme, we may additionally assume pg is Gorenstein, &” is the pullback of
a vector bundle &; on Yy, and the triples (IP, 7t,i) and (IPy, 712, i) are base changes
of corresponding triples on Yy. Nearly all parts of the theorem, except the unique
isomorphism of two triples (IP, 77, i) and (P2, 712, i2) and the unique isomorphism in
(iii), follow from the corresponding statement over Yy. However, if these isomor-
phisms are not unique, there will be some noetherian scheme to which two different
such isomorphisms descend, and hence this claim can be verified after replacing Yj
with another noetherian scheme. In particular, it suffices to prove the theorem in
the case Y and X are noetherian, and even finite type over Spec Z. This removes the
noetherian hypothesis, addressing[Remark 3.3(2).

For the remainder of the proof, we assume X and Y are noetherian. The proof
given in [CE96, Thm. 2.1] is broken up into steps A, B, C, and D. Step A has a minor
inaccuracy which we next address. The only generalization needed occurs in step B,
while steps C and D go through without change.

Addressing step A. We next explain the proof of Step A, though we make the addi-
tional assumption that the field k is infinite. Before explaining this proof, we remark
on an error in the proof of Step A from [CEY6, Step A, p. 443] when k is finite.
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Remark 3.4. Let A be a finite k-algebra A with maximal ideals my,..., m,. Lety :
A — k, be a generalized trace map, i.e., a surjection of k-vector spaces such that the
only ideal contained in the kernel is the 0 ideal. It is then claimed that there exists
a € kerny — Ulemi.

This is not always true over finite fields, such as when k = SpeclF; and A = IF3
and 7 : A — k is the map given by summing the five coordinates. Indeed, the
oversight in [CE96, Step A, p. 443] is that while over infinite fields, kern C Ulemi
implies ker7 C m; for a single i, this does not always hold over finite fields. It is
straightforward to check that this claim holds over an infinite field. Since we cannot
have kery C m; by the definition of a generalized trace map, over infinite fields we
conclude that kery C Uf;lmi.

Having explained the error when k is finite, we now conclude our commentary
on the proof of Step A. As mentioned above, the proof still works correctly in the
case k is infinite. We also note that in the statement of [Sch86, Lem., p. 119] which
is cited in [CE96, Step A, p. 443], the subscheme D there should have degree 4 and
lie in P42, as opposed to degree d — 2 in P?~1. Note that in order to apply [Sch86,
Lem., p. 119], it is necessary to use the hypothesis that X C P& is nondegenerate,
a hypothesis which was omitted in [CE96, Thm. 2.1], addressing [Remark 3.3(1). At
this point, (vi) follows from [Sch86|, Lem., p. 119], addressing [Remark 3.3(8).

Addressing step B. Having established the result when Y = Speck, it remains to carry
out the proof for general bases following [CE96, Step B, C, and D, p. 445-447]. In
what follows, we next recapitulate the argument for step B [CE96, p. 445], modifying
the application of Grauert’s theorem to one of cohomology and base change, which
allows us to remove the integrality hypothesis on Y, as in[Remark 3.3(3).

Recall the statement of Step B:

Step B: Suppose there is a factorization p = 7t o, for 7 : P — Y a projective P?~2
bundle and i : X — IP an embedding with X, a nondegenerate arithmetically
Gorenstein subscheme of IP,, for each y € Y. Then, (3.1) exists, is unique up
to unique isomorphisms, restricts to a minimal free resolution of O, over
each pointy € Y, and ", A >~ .

Note that when it is written the resolution is unique up to unique isomorphism in
Step B, the statement implicitly means such an isomorphism is unique up to those
restricting to the identity on O, as if such a specification were not given, we could
compose with multiplication by a unit. This is the reason for the modification from
Remark 3.3(7).

We next observe that it suffices to prove a version of Step B where we replace Y
with a geometric point over y. To be more precise, in order to verify Step B, it suffices
to verify Step B’, given as follows.

Step B”: Suppose there is a factorization p = o1, for 77 : P — Y a projective P42
bundle and i : X — P an embedding with X, a nondegenerate arithmeti-
cally Gorenstein subscheme of IP, for each geometric point y of Y. Then, (3.1
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exists, is unique up to unique isomorphisms, restricts to a minimal free reso-
lution of O, over each geometric point y of Y and 7t* 71,4 =~ 4.

We now explain why Step B’ implies Step B. Indeed, the conditions of X, being
a nondegenerate arithmetically Gorenstein subscheme and for a resolution of O,
being a minimal free resolution may be verified after replacing y with a geometric
point ¥ mapping to y. Therefore, Step B” implies Step B.

We next verify Step B’. In what follows, we therefore use y to denote a geometric
point of Y, as opposed to a point of the underlying topological space whose with
scheme structure given as the spectrum of the residue field at that point.

For the remainder of the verification of Step B’, we only handle the case d > 4.
The case d = 3 is quite analogous to the case d > 4, though significantly easier as
the resolution has length 2.

Define maps jy, iy as in the diagram

(3.3) x ln » l

Y «——y
ly

Letting .# denote the ideal sheaf of X in IP, we claim that j;.# is the ideal sheaf of X,
in IP,. To see this, we only need to verify that j,.¥ — j, Op — j;Ox is exact. Since
Ox is flat over Y, we will verify more generally that for J#,%,.7 three sheaves
on X with .# flat over Y, and an exact sequence 0 — % — ¢ — % — 0, the
pullback sequence 0 — j; 77 — j;¢ — j,.7 — 0is exact. Indeed, this holds because
Rl]';ﬁ = 301’?“’(9, op,) = ﬁorlﬁy(ﬁ’,x(y)) = 0. Here we are using that .% is flat
over Y for the final vanishing and .7 ®¢, Op, ~ 7 ®¢, «(y) for the equality of For

sheaves.
Next, [CE96), Step A, p. 443] provides a resolution of fxy /P, = ];J of the form

0 —— Op,(—d) -2y Op, (2 — d)Pi-s BTN

(3.4)

“1,}/

o
S RN op,(—2) > Jy? > 0.
Note here that we have only verified Step A in the case y is the spectrum of an
algebrically closed field, but at this point we are assuming that y is a geometric
point, as we are verifying Step B’.

We claim j,.# is 3-regular, in the sense of Castelnuovo-Mumford regularity, i.e.,
H'(IPy, jy-# (3 —1i)) = 0fori > 1. To verify this, it follows from the definition of
regularity that for an exact sequence 0 — #' — % — 7" — 0 of sheaves with .7’
m + 1-regular and .# m-regular, .#" is also m regular. Using this and the fact that
Op,(—k) is k-regular (and hence it is also k + 1 regular by [FGI05, Lem. 5.1(b)]),
it follows by induction that ima;_;, is d — i 4+ 2 regular. Therefore, j,.% = imay
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is 3-regular. By [FGIT05, Lem. 5.1(b)], we obtain Hl(]l’y,j;ﬂ(n)) = 0forn > 2.
Hence, by cohomology and base change, R!7..# (n) = 0 for n > 2. Note that, often,
cohomology and base change is only stated in the case y is a point (as opposed
to a geometric point) but the case that y is a point follows from the case that y is a
geometric point since the vanishing of cohomology groups can be verified after base
change to an algebraic closure, using flat base change.

For our next step, we verify that 71,.# (n) commutes with base change on Y for
n > 2. For 7 a sheaf, let us denote by ¢} (F) : R'm.7 @ x(y) — H'(Xy, #|x,) the
natural base change map. Then we have seen above that, for n > 2, gb]}(f (n)) is

an isomorphism at all y. Further, R'7,.# (n) is locally free (and in fact equal to 0)
which implies by cohomology and base change that ¢(.# (1)) is an isomorphism
for all n > 2. In other words, the formation of 7,.# (n) then commutes with base
change on Y. Further, again by cohomology and base change, 7..# (1) is a locally
free sheaf when n > 2 (since the condition from the theorem on cohomology and
base change that ¢, ! be an isomorphism is vacuously satisfied).

Set #1 := m..#(2) and A := *.%. Letay : A1(—2) — & denote the evaluation
map coming from the adjunction 7,7 (2) ® Op(—2) — F#(2) ® Op(—2) — £.
As we have shown above, the formation of .#7, and hence .41, commutes with base
change. Further, naturality of the map «1, coming from the adjunction, also implies
jy(a1) = a1,y. Therefore, a; is surjective, as its cokernel has empty support.

We next construct sheaves .%; and .4} inductively, with .4; = n*.%;, for 2 <i <
d—3. Let @ :== #. Fori > 2, assume inductively we have constructed the map
a;—1 and define «7; := kerwa;_;. Analogously to the above verification that ];f is
3-regular, it follows that ];,Q/l is i + 2 regular. Therefore, by [FGIT05, Lem. 5.1(b)],
H! (Py, jy (k) = 0fork > (i+2) —1 =i+ 1. Analogously to the above case when
i = 1, it follows from cohomology and base change that R!7t,.<% (k) = 0 fork > i+1,
.7 (k) is locally free for k > i+ 1, and the formation of 7.7 (k) commutes with
base change for k > i + 1. Then, set .%; := m, (i + 1) and A := 7*.%;.

We next construct the map «; : .4 — 4;_1. Begin with the inclusion <7 (i +1) —
A;_1(1) (obtained by twisting the inclusion & — .#;_1(—i), coming from the defi-
nition of <7, by i + 1). Apply 7" 71, to obtain a map 7* ..o (i + 1) — . A _1(1).
Twist by —i — 1 which yields the composite map

Hi(—=i—1) = (T'm(i+1)) (=i —1)
= (et (1)) (=i = 1)
~ (N @m'mo(1)) (=i —1)
— Ai-1(—i),

(3.5)

which we call a;. Since .4; commutes with base change, and this map is obtained
from adjunction, the formation of «; also commutes with base change. Also, since
pushforward is left exact, we obtain condition (v) in the theorem from the above
construction of .%;, provided we show the above construction is the unique such
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one as in the statement (which will be done later in the proof). This addresses
[Remark 3.3(9).

Finally, we similarly construct .#; ,, 43 5, and a; ,, assuming we have con-
structed ay_3. Let o/, , := keray_3. By cohomology and base change, we find
Jy“q—2 is in fact d-regular (as opposed to only d — 1 regular, as was the case for .«

withi < d —2). Therefore, by cohomology and base change, we find R!7t,.47_»(—d) =
0 and also that .97 ,(—d) is locally free and commutes with base change. We
set Fy_p = My o(—d) and A, := m*F; 5. Analogously to (3.5), there is a
canonical map ay 5 : g o(—d) = A3 3(—d + 2) coming from adjunction which
commutes with base change. Altogether, we have constructed a complex as in
which commutes with base change on Y and restricts to the minimal free resolution
on each fiber y € Y. It follows from Nakayama’s lemma that the complex
is exact, because it is exact when restricted to each fiber over y € Y.

Further, because .4 = 7t*.%;, it follows from the projection formula that 7,.4; ~
. (Op @ T F;) ~ m,.0p @ F; ~ F;, and so T N >~ N,

We next verify uniqueness of our constructed resolution .45, up to unique isomor-
phism, in the sense claimed in (iii). Suppose .#Z, is another such resolution which
restricts to a minimal free resolution over each geometric fiber over y € Y. Over any
local scheme Spec &, y C Y, there is an isomorphism ¢y : A4 |gpeC Opy ™ Me |5pec Oyy
by a sheafified version of [Eis95, Thm. 20.2]. Such an isomorphism spreads out to
an isomorphism over some affine open U C Y. Further, this isomorphism is unique
up to homotopy by a sheafified version of [Eis95| Lem. 20.3]. We claim there are no
nonzero homotopies s : |y — |- Indeed, such an homotopy would yield a
map s; : |y — A 11|u. We wish to show this map is 0. To check it is 0, it suffices
to show it is 0 over each y € Y. Over a point y € Y, this corresponds to a map
Op, (a)® — ﬁpy(c)@d with ¢ < a. It follows that there are no nonzero such maps,
so the isomorphism ¢y; is unique. Hence, by this uniqueness, we obtain via Zariski
descent an isomorphism ¢ : A ~ .#,. This isomorphism is unique because it is
unique when restricted to each member of an open cover.

Addressing steps C and D. We have completed the verification of [CE96, Thm. 2.1,
Step B] and now note that steps C and D given in the proof of [CE96, Thm. 2.1] go
through without change. Recall that Step D states that the factorization p = o
exists. However, the proof shows more: it shows that the triple (P&, 7, j) gives such
a triple, where ¢ : P& — Y is the structure map. This concludes the verification of

part (ii), as mentioned in[Remark 3.3(5).

Addressing uniqueness of the triples. At this point, we have proved everything except
the uniqueness of the triple (IP, 77,7). We conclude the proof by verifying this state-
ment, which will complete the verification of the modification noted in[Remark 3.3(4).
We have shown so far in part (i) that if (IP1, 711,71) and (IPy, 712, i2) are two triples as
in the statement of then there is an isomorphism yu : IP; ~ IP,. Since
p is an isomorphism of projective bundles over Y, we have 711 o u ~ 715. Using this
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and (ii), we can reduce to the case that IP; ~ IP, ~ IP&": it suffices to find an automor-
phism ¢ : P — IP over Y so that i oi = i, and moreover show this automorphism
Y is the unique one with this property.

To verify existence and uniqueness of ¢, we first reduce to the case Y is the spec-
trum of a local ring. We know that both if Op () (1) ~ wx/y and 5 Op ) (1) ~ wx/y,
by Theorem 3.2(ii). Hence, we obtain that the automorphism ¢ is induced by some
automorphism ¢ of .wyx,y, determined up to unit. The maps i; and i, induce two
surjections q1,42 : T«wx;y — Oy with the maps i1 and i, coming via the linear
subsystems ker(q1) and ker(gz). To show we have an induced map between ker(q;)
and ker(g2), which are both abstractly isomorphic to &, it is enough to show that, up
to unit, g1 = g2 o ¢. We may verity this locally, and hence assume Y is the spectrum
of a local ring.

We conclude by verifying existence and uniqueness of ¢ in the case Y is the spec-
trum of a local ring. Using [Theorem 3.2(vi), in both of the maps i; and i, there is
no subscheme of degree d — 1 on the closed fiber contained in a hyperplane, and
hence the same holds over the whole local scheme Y. We may rephrase this as the
condition that the two relative hyperplane sections of P& associated to q; and g, do
not meet i1(X) and i»(X). Equivalently the two hyperplane sections associated to
g1 and g, are nowhere vanishing on X, and therefore related by a unit. By modi-
tying ¢ by this unit, we may assume q; = g o ¢. This verifies that ¢ is unique up
to unit, and hence that 1 is unique. Under the above identifications, the image of
& — mywy/y is identified with the kernel of the natural map m.wx,y — Ox dual
to p*. Since this map is also fixed by the resulting automorphism ¢, the automor-
phism ¢ of m.wx,y restricts to an automorphism of & which induces the desired
automorphism ¢ : P& — P& O

The following useful corollary tells us that any two “canonical embeddings” of a
Gorenstein cover are related by an automorphism of P& coming from &. A special
case of this was stated in [CN07, Corollary 2.3], though the proof there seems quite
terse, as it omits the verification of uniqueness of the triple (IP&”, 7t,i) which we
carry out in

Corollary 3.5. With notation as in [Theorem 3.2) suppose we are given p : X — Y and two
embeddings iy : X — P& and iy : X — P& so that p = woiy = moiyand p~L(y) is
arithmetically Gorenstein and nondegenerate under both embeddings iy and iy. Then, the
unique isomorphism p : P& — P& taking i1(X) to ip(X) is induced by an automorphism
of &.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the uniqueness property for triples (IP, 7, i) as

stated in applied to two triples (P&, 71,i1) and (P&, 71, i3). O

3.6. Low degree parametrizations. We now apply Theorem [3.2] as in the work of
Casnati and Ekedahl, to obtain parametrizations of Gorenstein covers of degrees 3,
4, and 5.

Remark 3.7. Our parametrization in degree 5, [Theorem 3.16, is stronger than previ-
ous work in several ways. The similar result in degree 5 proven in [Cas96, Thm. 3.8]
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has certain additional restrictions on the covers and sections that Casnati refers to as
being “regular.” This regularity condition amounts to the assumption that the map
N2FV ® det& — & associated to a section 17 € (&, .F ) is surjective. Additionally,
[Cas96, Thm. 3.8] does not claim there is a bijection between covers and sections
up to automorphisms of & and .#, but only gives constructions of maps in both di-
rections. Further, [Cas96, Thm. 3.8] is stated for degree 5 finite flat surjective maps
X — Y with Y integral and noetherian, whereas ours hold for arbitrary schemes Y.

To introduce notation simultaneously in the cases of degrees 3,4, and 5, we use
the following notation.

Notation 3.8. Letd € {3,4,5}. Let Y be a scheme. Fix a locally free sheaf & on Y of
rank d — 1. If d = 4, let .# be a locally free sheaf on Y of rank 2 and if d = 5, let 7
be a locally free sheaf on Y of rank 5. We use the tuple (&,.%,) to denote the pair
(&, F) whend = 4 ord = 5 and to denote & when d = 3. Define the associated
sheaf

Sym® & @ det&Y  ifd =3
(3.6) H(E,F) = F' ®Sym?> & ifd=4
NFRERdetsY  ifd=5.

We will often use . to denote .77 (&,.%.) when the data (&,.%,) is clear from
context. We will see that sections of the above sheaf .77 define subschemes of P&’.
When these subschemes have dimension 0 in fibers, we will see they induce degree
d locally free covers. The parametrizations for degrees 3,4, and 5 essentially say
that the resulting covers are in bijection with such sections, up to automorphisms of

(&, ).

3.9. The resolutions in low degree. In order to state the parametrizations in de-
grees 3,4, and 5, we now want a way of associating a subscheme of P& to a section.
We will give a description of this association separately in the cases that d = 3,4,
and 5.

Renaming the sheaf &’ appearing in (3.I) as & and renaming .7; as .#, in the cases
d =3,4,and 5, becomes respectively

(3.7) 0 —— m*det&(—3) — 2= Op s Ox > 0,

ag

38) 0 —— n*det&(—4) — n*F(-2) > Op » Ox —— 0,

0 —— n*det&(—5) —— *FV @ n*det&(—3) ——
(3.9)

— 7 77 (-2) » Op y Ox — 0,

with the rank of the locally free sheaves & and .# in the degree 3, 4, and 5 cases
given in
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3.10. The maps ®; in low degree. In the above 3 cases, corresponding to degrees
3,4, and 5 respectively, we have isomorphisms

(3.10) @3 : HY(Y,Sym?® & @ det&Y) —» H(P&, r* det £V (3)).
(3.11) @, : H(Y,Sym? & @ .FV) — HY (P&, "7V (2))

(312) D5:HUY,N2Z @& ®detésY) = HY(PE, N°*.F @ ¥ det £V (1)).

3.11. The maps ¥, in low degree. For p : X — Y a finite locally free surjective
Gorenstein map of degree d, we will use &% to denote the Tschirnhausen bundle
coker(Oy — p.0x)" and .ZX to denote the bundle .#; in the case we take &’ in
Theorem 3.2(iii) to be the Tschirnhausen bundle &%.

Next, for 3 < d < 5, given a section 77 € HO(Y, H (8, %)), we define an associ-
ated scheme ¥;(#) over Y.

When d = 3, we begin with a section 7 € H Oy, Sym3 & @ det&Y), which, via &3
can be viewed as an element of H’(IP&, 7* det &V (3)). Such a section corresponds
to a map Opg — 7* det &V (3), or equivalently a map 7t* det &(—3) — Opge. We let
¥3(77) denote the support of the cokernel of this map. Thatis, we define ¥3() C P&
so that on P& we have an exact sequence

(3.13) n*det&(—3) —— Ops —— Oy,) — 0.

n

When d = 4, given 7 € H(Y, .#" ® Sym? &), define ¥4(77) to be the subscheme
of P&, considered as the support of the cokernel of the map "% (—2) — Ops
corresponding to ¥4(7).

Finally, when d = 5, given 1 € H)(Y,\2.7 @ n*det&" ® &), from ®5(n) we
obtain a corresponding alternating map %" ® n* det&(—3) — 7*%(—2). The
five 4 x 4 Pfaffians of this map determine a map of sheaves 7*.7 (—2) — Ops), as

may be computed locally. Define ¥5(#) as the support of the cokernel of the map

Definition 3.12. Letd € {3,4,5}, Y be a scheme, and (&, %, ), # (&, %) be sheaves
on Y as in[Notation 3.8l Wesay 7 € H°(Y, 7#(&, %.)) has the right Hilbert polynomial
at a point y € Y if the fiber of ¥;(77) over y has dimension 0 and degree d. We say 7
has the right Hilbert polynomial if it has the right Hilbert polynomial at every y € Y.

Finally, we are ready to state the low degree parametrizations. The parametriza-
tion in degree 3 is as follows.

Theorem 3.13 (Generalization of [CE96, Thm. 3.4], Specialization of [Poo08, Prop.
5.1]). Fix a scheme Y and a rank 2 locally free sheaf & on Y. The map n — ¥3(n) induces
a bijection between

(1) sectionsyy € HO(Y,Sym? & ® det &) having the right Hilbert polynomial at every
y €Y, up to automorphisms of &,
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(2) and finite locally free Gorenstein covers p : X — Y of degree 3 such that &Y ~
coker p*.

The following proof extends that given in [CE96, Thm. 3.4]. We note that there
the base is assumed to be reduced and noetherian, and the bijection is not explicitly
stated. We outline the proof for the reader’s convenience.

Proof. We start by constructing the map from (2) to (1). Givensuchap: X — Y, we
obtain from[Theorem 3.2} a resolution of Op« as in (3.7), unique up to unique isomor-
phism. The map ¢ in (3.7) can be viewed as a section o € H*(IP&, r* det &V (3)). For
@3 as defined in (3.10), we obtain a section 77 := ®; ' (¢) € HO(Y,Sym> & @ det&").
Note that the resulting 7 has the right Hilbert polynomial at every y € Y because
X — Y is finite by assumption.

We next show the map 77 — ¥3() indeed defines a map from (1) to (2). Given
1 of the right Hilbert polynomial at every y € Y, we obtain a right exact sequence
(3.13). The assumption that 7 has the right Hilbert polynomial yields that the first
map in this sequence is injective, and hence X — P& has a resolution of the form
(B.7). This resolution shows X is locally finitely presented over Y. Further, X is finite
as it is locally of finite presentation, proper, and quasi-finite [Gro66, 8.11.1]. Flatness
of X — Y may be verified locally, in which case it holds as X is cut out of P} by
a single equation of degree 3 not vanishing on any fibers. Therefore, X is a finite
locally free degree 3 cover of Y. Finally, exactness of (3.7) implies & ~ coker p*
from [Theorem 3.2(iii) and (iv).

It remains to see that these two maps we have defined establish a bijection. For
this, we show the compositions of these maps in both orders are equivalent to the
identity map. If we begin with a cover p : X — Y, (3.7) defines a resolution of
X — P& giving X as the vanishing locus ¥3(77) C P&. To show the other composi-
tion is equivalent to the identity, begin with some 7 € H(Y,Sym>® & ® det&"), and
let X denote the associated cover ¥3(7). The Tschirnhausen bundle &% as in [§3.11
associated to X from is then isomorphic to & using [Theorem 3.2(iv),
as we may view y as a map 71" det&(—3) — Opg. Upon choosing such an iso-
morphism & ~ &%, we obtain a section 7X € HO(Y,Sym®&X ® det(6X)Y) ~
H(Y,Sym® & ® det&"). Using [Theorem 3.2(iv), there is an automorphism of P&
taking ¥3(77) to ¥3(7%). From [Theorem 3.2(iv) and the fact that the leftmost term of
the resolution (3.7) is 7t* det &(—3), we find & is isomorphic to ker(p.wx,y — Oy).
By this automorphism of P& is induced by an automorphism of &.
Hence, after composing with the automorphism of &, we can assume 7 and % de-
tine isomorphic subschemes of IP&’, and so are related via multiplication by a global
section s~ € 0y (Y). By composing with an automorphism of & multiplying by s~*,
17 and 7% are identified. U

We next verify the parametrization in degree 4.

Theorem 3.14 (Generalization of [CE96, Thm. 4.4], Specialization of [Wool1, Thm.
1.1]). Fix a scheme Y, a rank 3 locally free sheaf & on Y, and a rank 2 locally free sheaf .% on
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Y such that there exists an unspecified isomorphism det & ~ det.#. The map 1 — ¥4(1)
induces a bijection between

(1) sections 3 € HO(Y, .7V @ Sym?® &) having the right Hilbert polynomial at every
y € Y, up to automorphisms of & and .7,

(2) and, finite locally free Gorenstein maps p : X — Y of degree 4 with associated
sheaves &%, 7% as in[§3.11|which are isomorphic to & and 7.

Proof. First we construct the map from (2) to (1). Beginning with a cover X — Y, we
obtain a resolution (3.8), and, upon choosing isomorphisms &% ~ & and X ~ .7,
we obtain a section 7 € HO(Y,.Z7" ® Sym? &) having the right Hilbert polynomial
ateveryy €Y.

To construct the map from (1) to (2), we must show ¥4(#) satisfies the properties
listed in (2). We first verify ¥4(7) is a finitely presented Gorenstein cover of Y. On
fibers, ¥4(#) is described as a dimension 0 intersection of two quadrics. Since # has
the right Hilbert polynomial at y € Y, it has degree 4 over y. (We parenthetically
note that by Bezout’s theorem, having the right Hilbert polynomial is equivalent
to having dimension 0, which then matches with Casnati-Ekedahl’s notion of hav-
ing “the right codimension” from [CE96, Definition 4.2].) Gorensteinness follows
because ¥4(7) is a local complete intersection.

We next deduce flatness of ¥4(77) over Y. We first explain how to reduce to the case
that Y is smooth. Let Z denote the moduli space parameterizing pairs of quadrics
in IP? which comes with a universal 7r : U — Z whose fiber over a pair [(Q1, Q2)]
is Q1 N Qy. There is an open locus Z° C Z where the intersection of these quadrics
is 0-dimensional, and hence has constant degree 4 by Bezout’s theorem. Let U° :=
n=1(Z°). Since Z is a product of projective spaces, Z° is an open in a product of
projective spaces, hence, in particular, smooth. Working fppf locally on Y, we can
express X — Y as an intersection of relative quadrics in IP?, in which case X — Y is
pulled back from U° — Z° viaa map Y — Z°. Hence, it suffices to show that U° —
Z° itself is flat. In this case, since Z° is reduced, flatness follows from constancy of
the degree.

To conclude the construction of the map from (1) to (2), we will show it is possible
to choose identifications &X ~ &, .ZX ~ . so that we obtain an associated section
nX € HO(Y, 7V @ Sym? &) ~ HO(Y, (%)Y ® Sym? &X).

First we show &% ~ &. Indeed, there is a Koszul complex
(3.14)

0 —— n*detF ® Opg(—4) —— T"F ® Opg(—2) —— Opsg — Ox.

It also follows from [Eis95, Theorem 20.15] (using the comments on [Eis95, p. 503]
and the fact that Gorenstein schemes are Cohen-Macaulay) that yields a mini-
mal free resolution of X, in IP&}, for every y € Y. Because det.# ~ det & by assump-
tion, Theorem 3.2(iv) implies & ~ &%.

Using the isomorphism & ~ &%, we also verify . ~ ZX. Leti : X — P&
and iX : X — P&X denote the two embeddings. By pushing forward the twist of
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by Ope(2) along 7, we find .#X ~ ker <Sym2 EX =, (ifox @ ﬁ]péax(Z))).
Similarly, the analogous resolution from for X in terms of &% and X
yields . ~ ker <Sym2 E = 1 (Ix Ox ® ﬁ}pg(Z))). Hence, the isomorphism & ~ &%

induces the desired isomorphism .7 ~ .7 X,

The isomorphism & ~ & X is compatible with the above restriction map, and so
induces an isomorphism .# ~ .#X. This concludes the verification that the map we
have produced indeed goes from (1) to (2).

It remains to prove the compositions of the above maps in both directions are
equivalent to the identity. As in the degree 3 case, if we start with a cover, and
produce the associated section 7%, ¥4(7%) is isomorphic to X via the construction.
For showing the reverse composition is equivalent to the identity, start with some
section 77. Let X denote the resulting cover ¥4(77).

Given the above identifications &X ~ &, X ~ Z, we wish to show 17X is
related to 7 by automorphisms of & and .#. Note also here that any automor-
phism of & and .# sends 7 to another section defining an isomorphic cover. Us-
ing there is an automorphism of P& taking the subscheme ¥4 (%)
to ¥4(77). From [Theorem 3.2(iv) and the fact that the leftmost term of the reso-
lution (3.8) is 71* det&(—4), we find & is isomorphic to ker(p.wx,y — Oy). By
the above automorphism of P& is induced by an automorphism of &
By composing with the inverse of this automorphism, we may assume the resulting
map is the identity on P&, and so the automorphism of P&’ is then induced by some
automorphism of & via multiplication by a section s € Oy(Y). After composing
with multiplication by s !, we may reduce to the case s is the identity. Since .7 is a
subsheaf of Sym? & by Theorem 3.2(v), the image of the induced map .# — Sym? &
is uniquely determined by X, but the precise map is only determined up to auto-
morphism of .#. Upon composing with such an automorphism, we may identify
not just the images of .% in Sym? &, but further we may identify the maps. Under
these identifications, 77 agrees with 7%, when viewed as maps .# — Sym? &. g

We next state and prove the analogous parametrization in degree 5. As prepara-
tion, we will need the following application of the structure theorem for codimen-
sion 3 Gorenstein algebras due to Buchsbaum-Eisenbud.

Lemma 3.15. Let Y be a scheme, and let & and F be locally free sheaves on Y of ranks 3
and 5. A finite locally free Gorenstein map p : X — Y of degree 5, described as ¥s(1) for
n € HYY,N2.Z @ & @ det &), has a resolution of the form

(3.15)

0 —— m*det&" ® i* det.F (—5) Py etV @ ot 7V(-3) N

i ? ﬂ*ﬁ(—Z) i > ﬁ}pg > ﬁx,
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which restricts to a minimal free resolution over each y € Y, where B is alternating and B3
is identified with the dual of By tensored with * det &Y @ m* det Z (—5).

Proof. In (3.15), the map B, is obtained from 7, interpreted as a section of H(Y, A\2.# ®
& @det&Y) ~ HOUP&, n* (A2 det&V)(1)). The map B3 is obtained by taking
tive 4 x 4 Pfaffians of B,. To make sense of this, one may first construct B3 lo-
cally upon choosing trivializations of .# and &. One then obtains a global map
F(—2) — Opg because the formation of the Pfaffians are compatible with restric-
tion to an open subscheme of Y. Finally, B; is obtained as the dual to B3, tensored
with 7t* det &Y & t* det Z# (—5).

Since we have constructed the maps in (3.15) globally over P&, it is enough to
verify they furnish a minimal free resolution on geometric fibers. To this end, we
may work locally on Y and choose a trivialization u : det& ~ &y. Upon choosing
this trivialization and composing with the isomorphism u for the two left nonzero
sheaves in (3.15), we obtain a sequence
(3.16)

0 — n*det F(=5) -2 w7V (=3) -2y ez (—2) Py Gpe —— oy,
where )} is still alternating, i.e., it corresponds to an element of H(Y, A\2.7 ® &),
and B} remains identified with the dual of B, now tensored with 77* det.%(-5).
Since the sequence (3.16) commutes with base change on Y, we may further restrict
to a geometric point y € Y, and hence assume Y is the spectrum of an algebraically
closed field.

We wish to show is a minimal locally free resolution. To do so, we wish to
apply [BE77], and so we translate the above to the setting of commutative algebra.
By [Theorem 3.2(iii), X — P& is an arithmetically Gorenstein subscheme. Writing
P& = Projx(y)[xo, x1, X2, x3], the cone over X defines a Gorenstein subscheme of
Speck(y)[x0, X1, X2, X3 (xy x, xp,x5), the localization of Ai(y) at the origin. Taking R :=

K(y)[X0, X1, X2, X3] (xy 1, x0,x5), W can identify 71*.7 with a rank 5 free R-module F.
Let | denote the ideal of the cone over X in R. The resolution (3.16) can then be
reexpressed in the f