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THE BRAUER GROUPS OF MODULI OF GENUS THREE

CURVES, ABELIAN THREEFOLDS AND PLANE CURVES

ANDREA DI LORENZO AND ROBERTO PIRISI

Abstract. We compute the ℓ-primary torsion of the Brauer group of the
moduli stack of smooth curves of genus three over any field of characteristic
different from two and the Brauer group of the moduli stacks of smooth plane
curves of degree d over any algebraically closed field of characteristic different
from two, three and coprime to d. We achieve this result by computing the
low degree cohomological invariants of these stacks. As a corollary we are
additionally able to compute the ℓ-primary torsion of the Brauer group of the
moduli stack of principally polarized abelian varieties of dimension three over
any field of characteristic different from two.

Introduction

Brauer groups of moduli problems. Moduli stacks of curves are among the
most studied objects in algebraic geometry. The problem of computing invariants
of Mg has attracted many mathematicians in the last sixty years: for instance,
the Picard group of Mg has been the subject of a number of papers, such as
[Mum65, AC87, FO10, FV20], and the same can be said for its rational Chow ring
(see for instance [Mum83,CF90, Iza95,CL24]).

The Brauer group is a widely studied invariant in number theory, dating back
to work of Brauer and Noether on the Brauer group of a field. It was later gener-
alized to algebraic varieties and schemes, and up to the vast generality of Topoi,
in Grothendieck’s works. Therefore, one can naturally ask what the Brauer group
of Mg is, that is in which ways we can functorially associate to any smooth curve
C → S of genus g an element φ(C) ∈ Br(S).

So far, we know the following:
g = 1: Using classical methods, Antieau and Meier [AM20] computed the Brauer

group of M1,1 over a variety of bases, most notably the integers. Follow-
ing this Shin [Shi19] computed the group over all finite or algebraically
closed fields. The authors then introduced new techniques to extend the
computation to arbitrary fields [DLP22].

g = 2: The authors computed (up to p-primary torsion) the Brauer group of the
stack Hg of hyperelliptic curves of genus g and its compactifications over
any field of characteristic different from 2 [DLP21b,DLP21c], thus obtaining
a presentation for the Brauer group ofM2.

g ≥ 4: When the base field is the complex numbers, one can consider the analytic
Brauer group, which can be computed through topological methods and is
related to the regular Brauer group; in particular, putting together works of
Arbarello-Cornalba [AC87], Korkmaz-Stipsicz [KS03] and Schröer [Sch05],
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2 A. DI LORENZO AND R. PIRISI

we get that over the complex numbers the Brauer group of Mg is zero for
g ≥ 4 (see for example [FP19, Theorem 4.1] for how to derive the result).

To the authors’ knowledge all that is known for g = 3, using [KS03, Theorem 1.2]
in the same way as for g ≥ 4, is that over C the Brauer group of M3 is contained
in Z/2Z. This paper’s main aim is to close this gap:

Theorem. Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2, and let M3 be the
moduli stack of smooth genus three curves over k.

• If char(k) = 0 the Brauer group of M3 is isomorphic to Br(k)⊕ Z/2Z.
• If char(k) = p > 2 then Br(M3) = Br(k) ⊕ Z/2Z ⊕ Bp where Bp is a

p-primary torsion subgroup.

In particular, our theorem shows that even over C the Brauer group of M3 is
not trivial, differently from what happens for g ≥ 4.

Interestingly, the Z/2Z factor in the presentation above is related to the theory
of theta-characteristics of genus three curves, which is in turn related to two famous
enumerative results: the 28 bitangents of a smooth quartic and the 27 lines over a
smooth cubic surface.

As a relatively straightforward corollary of our result, we show that the same
statement holds for the moduli stack of three dimensional principally polarized
abelian varieties.

Theorem. Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2, and let A3 be the
moduli stack of three dimensional principally polarized abelian varieties over k.

• If char(k) = 0 the Brauer group of A3 is isomorphic to Br(k)⊕ Z/2Z.
• If char(k) = p > 2 then Br(A3) = Br(k) ⊕ Z/2Z ⊕ B′

p where B′
p is a

p-primary torsion subgroup.

Moreover, let Xd be the moduli stack parametrizing smooth plane curves of de-
gree d. As an additional application of our techniques we compute, up to p-primary
torsion, the Brauer group of Xd over an algebraically closed field of characteristic
different from 2, 3 and coprime to d.

Theorem. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic different from 2, 3
and coprime to d, and let Xd be the moduli stack of smooth plane curves of degree
d over k. Then:

• If char(k) = 0 the Brauer group of Xd is isomorphic to Z/〈d, 6〉.
• If char(k) = p > 0 then Br(Xd) is isomorphic to Z/〈d, 6〉⊕Bd,p where Bd,p

is a p-primary torsion subgroup.

Cohomological invariants. Our main tool will be the theory of cohomological
invariants for algebraic stacks, first introduced by the second author in [Pir18a]
and expanded to the generality we use here by the authors in [DLP21b]; we should
note that an even more general definition is given in [DLP22] to consider p-torsion
coefficients in characteristic p, but it will not be needed here.

Classically, cohomological invariants resemble characteristic classes: as codified
in [GMS03], they are considered for an algebraic group G/k and consist of ways to
functorially assign a class α(E) ∈M•(F ) to each G-torsor E over a field F , where M
is a cycle module (the main examples of Rost’s cycle modules [Ros96] are Milnor’s
K-theory and twisted Galois cohomology Hi

D(F ) = Hi
Gal(F, D(i))). As G-torsors

over F correspond to F -valued points of the classifying stack BG, one can think
of cohomolgical invariants as invariants of the classifying stack BG rather than the
group.

The idea can be readily extended to general algebraic stacks [DLP21b, Definition
2.3] by defining a cohomological invariant as a functorial assignment of an element
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α(P ) ∈ M(k(P )) to each point of X (up to isomorphism), subject to a continuity
condition that is automatically satisfied in the classical case. When X = BG this
definition agrees with the classical one, while when X = X is a scheme we retrieve
another known invariant, unramified cohomology. The cohomological invariants of
X with coefficients in M form a graded group Inv•(X , M) and when X is a smooth
quotient stack we get the equality

Inv2(X , Hµ∨

ℓ
) = Br′(X )ℓ

where Hi
µ∨

ℓ

(F ) = Hi
Gal(F,Z/ℓZ(i−1)) denotes (−1)-twisted Galois cohomology and

Br′(X )ℓ is the ℓ-torsion of the cohomological Brauer group of X . Our result on the
Brauer group ofM3 is in fact a consequence of the computation of the low degree
cohomological invariants of M3:

Theorem. Let k be a field, let ℓ be a positive integer coprime to char(k) and let
M be a ℓ-torsion cycle module. Then

Inv≤2(M3, M) = M≤2(k) ⊕ α2 ·M0(k)2

where α2 ∈ Inv2(X , K2) is obtained on the open subset M3 rH3 as a pullback of
the second Galois-Stiefel-Whitney class α2 ∈ Inv2(BS28, K2).

Our computation of the Brauer group of the stack Xd of smooth plane curves
of degree d, on the other hand, depends on the computation of the low degree
cohomological invariants of the stack X fr

d of framed smooth plane curves of degree
d, which is a Gm-gerbe over Xd.

Theorem. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic different from
2 and coprime to d, and let ℓ be an even positive integer that’s not divisible by
char(k). Finally let id be equal to 1 if 3 divides d, and 0 otherwise. Then

Inv≤2(X fr
d , Kℓ) = Z/ℓZ⊕ Z/〈ℓ, id(d− 1)2〉 [1]⊕ Z/〈2, d〉 [2] .

Notation. Throughout the paper every scheme and stack will be assumed to be of
finite type (or a localization thereof) over a field k of characteristic different from
2. Moreover when working with the stacks of degree d plane curves we will always
assume that char(k) does not divide d.

With the letter ℓ we will always mean a positive integer coprime to the charac-
teristic of k. If A is an abelian group, by Ar we will always mean the r-torsion
subgroup of A. If A• is a graded group we write A• [s] for the graded group obtained
by shifting A• up in degree by s. We write A≤d for the subgrooup of elements of
degree at most d.

With the notation Hi(X , A) we always mean étale cohomology with coefficients
in A, or lisse-étale if X is not a Deligne-Mumford stack. If R is a k-algebra we
will often write Hi(R, A) for Hi(Spec(R), A). In particular for a field F/k we have
Hi(F, A) = Hi

ét(Spec(F ), A) = Hi
Gal(F, A).

Acknowledgements. We wish to thank the referee for a thorough review contain-
ing a number of very helpful suggestions.

1. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the theory of (equivariant) Chow groups with coefficients
in a cycle module (Section 1.1 and Section 1.2). We then give a brief overview of
the theory of cohomological invariants (Section 1.3) and explain its connection to
Chow groups with coefficients.
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1.1. Cycle modules. Let F be a field, and let T•(F ) = ⊕i(F ∗)⊗i be the tensor
algebra over F . We will write {a1, . . . , an} for the element a1 ⊗ . . .⊗ an ∈ T•(F ),
so that the multiplication reads {a1, . . . , ar} · {b1, . . . , bd} = {a1, . . . , ar, b1, . . . , bd}.

Milnor’s K-theory ring of F is the graded ring K•
M(F ) = T•(F )/I, where I is

the bilateral ideal generated by elements {a1, . . . , ar} such that a1 + . . . + ar = 1.
Some properties of K•

Mil(F ) we’ll need are:

• K•
Mil(F ) is graded-commutative, i.e.

{a1, . . . , ar, b1, . . . , bd} = (−1)rd{b1, . . . , bd, a1, . . . , ar}.

• {a1, . . . , an} is zero if a1 + . . . + an = 0.
• {a, a} = {−1, a}.

Crucially, Milnor’s K-theory induces a functor from the category of finitely gener-
ated field extensions of k, and it has a series of important functorial properties

(1) For any finitely generated extension f : F → F ′ a map

f∗ : K•
M(F )→ K•

M(F ′), f∗{a} = {f(a)}.

(2) For any finite extension f : F → F ′ a map

f∗ : K•
M(F ′)→ K•

M(F ), f∗{a} = {NF ′

F (a)}.

(3) For a DVR (R, v) with quotient field k(R) and residue field kv a ramification
map

∂v : K•
M(k(R))→ K•

M(kv), ∂v({π, a1, . . . , ar}) = {a1, . . . , ar}

where π is a uniformizer for R, which lowers degree by one.

The maps above satisfy the expected functorial compatibilities and a projection for-
mula f∗(f∗({a1, . . . ar})) = deg(F ′/F ){a1, . . . ar}. Moreover we have the following
exact sequence for Milnor’s K-theory of a purely transcendental extension

0→ K•
Mil(F )→ K•

Mil(F (t)) ∂−→
⊕

x∈A1
F

K•
Mil(k(x))→ 0

where the map ∂ is given by the sum of all ramification maps coming from points
of codimension one in A1

F .
A cycle module M is a functor from the category (F/k) of finitely generated

extensions of k to graded groups, such that M•(F ) is a graded K•
M(F )-module,

that is equipped with all of the maps and properties above and compatible with
the respective maps and properties for Milnor’s K-theory. The crucial examples to
keep in mind are

• K•
ℓ(F ) = K•

Mil(F )/ℓ where ℓ is a positive integer coprime to char(k).
• H•

D(F ) = ⊕iHi(F, D(i)) where D is a ℓ-torsion Galois module over k and
D(i) = D ⊗ µ⊗i

ℓ .

The norm-residue isomorphism shows that Kℓ = HZ/ℓZ, which also explains the
KMil-module structure of HD as coming from cup product.

Remark 1.1. Note that if x ∈ M•(F ) is an ℓ-torsion element and α ∈ K•(F ) then
the product α ·x only depends on the class of α in K•

ℓ (F ). This shows that we have
a well defined product

K•
ℓ (F )×M•(F )ℓ → M•(F )ℓ, ([α] , x) 7→ α · x

where α ∈ K•(F ) is any representative of [α] ∈ K•
ℓ(F ).
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1.2. Equivariant Chow groups with coefficients. Chow groups with coeffi-
cients were introduced by Rost [Ros96] and their equivariant counterpart was first
used by Guillot [Gui07], adapting ideas by Edidin-Graham and Totaro [EG98,
Tot99] to compute classical cohomological invariants.

Let X be a scheme of finite type over k, and define

Ci(X, M) =
⊕

V ⊂X,dim(V )=i

M•(k(V ))

where the sum is over all irreducible subvarieties of dimension i of X . We have a
complex

0← C0(X, M) ∂1←− C1(X, M) ∂2←− . . .
∂dim(X)←−−−−− Cdim(X)(X, M)← 0

where the differential is obtained from the ramification map ∂v we described earlier.
We define the i-th dimensional Chow group with coefficients of X as

Ai(X, M) = Ker(∂i)/Im(∂i+1).

If X is equidimensional we can also order by codimension and define Ai(X, M) =
Adim(X)−i(X, M).

The groups A∗(X, M) and A∗(X, M) are bigraded, with the two degrees coming
from dimension (resp. codimension) and the grading of M. We will always refer to
the first grading as dimension or codimension and to the second grading as degree.
When M = KMil the zero degree part of Ai(X, KMil) retrieves the usual Chow group
CHi(X) and when M = Kℓ the zero degree part of Ai(X, Kℓ) is equal to CHi(X)/ℓ.

Often we will need to keep track of a fixed degree component. To do that write

Ci(X, Md) =
⊕

dim(V )=i

Md(k(V )), ∂d
i : Ci(X, Md)→ Ci−1(X, Md−1)

so that we can define the quotient

Ai(X, Md) = Ker(∂d
i )/Im(∂d+1

i+1 )

as the component of dimension i and degree d of A•(X, M). Correspondigly we
define Ai(X, Md) = Adim(X)−i(X, Md). We will also often use the notation

Ai(X, M≤d) =
⊕

d′≤d

Ai(X, Md′

).

Chow groups with coefficients enjoy all the properties of Chow groups and more.
In the following list we’ll often use codimensional notation because it’s the notation
that will most often appear in the rest of the paper.

A) Given a morphism f : Y → X there’s a functorial pullback map f i :
Ai(X, M)→ Ai(Y, M) if f is flat equidimensional or X is smooth.

B) Given a proper morphism f : Y → X there’s a functorial pushforward map
f∗ : Ai(Y, M)→ Ai(X, M).

C) The pullback and pushforward map are compatible along cartesian dia-
grams.

D) Given a closed immersion i : V → X of codimension c with complement
U there’s a ramification map ∂V : A∗(U, M) → A∗(V, M) and a long exact
sequence

. . .→ Ai(X, M)→ Ai(U, M) ∂V−−→ Ai−c+1(V, M) i∗−→ Ai+1(X, M)→ . . .

E) Given a vector bundle E → X there are Chern classes

ci(E) : A∗(X, M)→ A∗−i(X, M)

satisfying the usal properties of Chern classes.
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F) Given a vector bundle E → X we have the projective bundle formula

Ai(P(E), M) =
⊕

r+s=i

c1(OP(E)(−1))r · As(X, M).

G) If M = KMil or M = Kℓ and X is smooth A∗(X, M) forms a ring which is
graded-commutative with respect to degree.

H) If X is smooth, then A∗(X, M) is a A∗(X, KMil)-module. if moreover M is
ℓ-torsion then A∗(X, M) is a A∗(X, Kℓ)-module.

I) The module structure above is compatible with pullbacks, pushfrowards
and ramification maps. Moreover, there is a projection formula

f∗(f∗(x) · y) = x · f∗(y).

If our scheme is being acted upon by a smooth algebraic group G/k then we can
form the equivariant Chow groups with coefficients by equivariant approximation,
that is we take a representation V of G such that the action is free on an open
subset U whose complement has codimension greater than dim(X)− i and define

AG
i (X, M) = Ai+dim(V )−dim(G)((X × U)/G, M).

Similarly if X is equidimensional and the codimension of the complement of U is
greater than i we define

Ai
G(X, M) = Ai((X × U)/G, M).

These groups do not depend on the choice of representation, and in fact do not even
depend on the particular presentation we chose for X = [X/G]: if X = [X/G] =
[Y/G′] are two different presentations of the same stack as a quotient by a smooth
algebraic group over k then we have

AG
i (X, M) = AG′

i (Y, M)

for all i. Thus we will sometimes write Ai(X , M) or Ai(X , M) when the chosen
presentation is irrelevant.

Equivariant Chow groups with coefficients enjoy all the properties that ordinary
Chow groups with coefficients do, as long as everything is G-equivariant.

1.3. Cohomological invariants. In this subsection we will briefly recall the prop-
erties of cohomological invariants which will be needed throughout the paper. For
an in-depth treatment of the subject the reader can refer to [DLP21b, Section 2].

As mentioned in the introduction, given an algebraic stack X/k we consider
[DLP21b, Definition 2.3] the functor

PtX : (F/k)→ (Set)

assigning to a finitely generated extension F/k the set X (F )/∼ of F -valued points
of X modulo isomorphism. A cohomological invariant of X will be a natural trans-
formation

α : PtX → M

satisfying a continuity condition which basically says that the natural transforma-
tion is well-behaved in regards to specializations. The cohomological invariants of
X with coefficients in M form a graded group Inv•(X , M). Cohomological invariants
enjoy the following properties

(1) A morphism of algebraic stacks f : Y → X induces a pullback map f∗ on
cohomological invariants defined by f∗(α)(P ) = α(f(P )).

(2) Cohomological invariants form a sheaf in the smooth-Nisnevich topology,
where coverings are smooth representable maps X → Y such that any F -
valued point of Y lifts to a F -valued point of X .
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(3) In particular if M = HD and X is smooth then cohomological invariants
with coefficients in HD are the sheafification of cohomology with coefficients
in D on the smooth-Nisnevich site of X .

(4) If X is smooth over k an open immersion U → X induces an injective map
on cohomological invariants.

(5) If X is smooth over k and f : Y → X is either an affine bundle, the
projectivization of a vector bundle or an open immersion whose complement
has codimension≥ 2 then f∗ : Inv•(X , M)→ Inv•(Y, M) is an isomorphism.

(6) If X is smooth over k and XD,ℓ is the order ℓ root stack of X at an irre-
ducible Cartier divisor D then the cohomological invariants of XD,ℓ are the
invariants of X rD whose ramification at D is of ℓ-torsion.

(7) If X = [X/G] is the quotient of a smooth scheme by a smooth algebraic
group over k then

Inv1(X , Kℓ) = H1
lis-ét(X , µℓ) and Inv2(X , Hµ∨

ℓ
) = Br′(X )ℓ.

(8) If X = [X/G] is the quotient of a smooth scheme by a smooth algebraic
group over k then

Inv•(X , M) = A0
G(X, M).

Therefore, computing cohomological invariants with values in a cycle module M of a
smooth quotient stack [X/G] with G smooth over k is equivalent to computing the
zero-codimension G-equivariant Chow group A0

G(X, M). Cohomological invariants
of a stack in turn give access to the Brauer group: this will be our main technical
tool for the computation of the Brauer group of the moduli stacks of interest.

2. Brauer groups of moduli of plane curves

The main goal of this section is the computation of the Brauer group of Xd,
the moduli stack of smooth plane curves of degree d, when the ground field is al-
gebraically closed (Theorem 2.15). This result is achieved via first computing the
cohomological invariants of X fr

d , the moduli stack of framed smooth plane curves
(Proposition 2.9). For this, we also need some preliminary results involving com-
putations in the equivariant Chow groups, which are the focus of Section 2.2.

Recall that, as mentioned in the notations, throughout the section we will assume
that the characteristic of k is different from 2 and does not divide d.

2.1. Moduli stacks of smooth plane curves. The moduli stack Xd of smooth
plane curves of degree d is the stack whose objects are given by the data

(C
ι→֒ P → S)

where P → S is a Severi–Brauer variety whose fibers have dimension two (some-
times these varieties are called P2-bundles), the scheme C → S is a smooth and
proper morphism whose fibers have dimension one, and ι is a closed embedding
whose restriction over any geometric point s of S realizes Cs as a smooth plane
curve of degree d in Ps ≃ P2

s. Recall from our notations that we will always assume
that the characteristic of our base field k does not divide d.

Let Wd be the vector space of trinary forms of degree d, so that P(Wd) can be
identified with the Hilbert scheme of plane curves of degree d in P2. Let Z ⊂ P(Wd)
be the divisor of singular forms. Then the moduli stack Xd admits the following
presentation as a quotient stack:

Xd ≃ [P(Wd) r Z/PGL3],

where the action of PGL3 on P(Wd) is inherited from the natural action of GL3 on
Wd.
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A related stack, useful for our computations, is the stack X fr
d of framed smooth

plane curves of degree d. Its objects are pairs

(E → S, C
ι→֒ P(E)→ S)

where E → S is a vector bundle of rank three, and ι is a closed embedding that
over every geometric point s of S embeds Cs in P(E)s ≃ P2

s as a smooth plane
curve of degree d. This stacks admits the following presentation:

X fr
d := [(P(Wd) r Z)/GL3],

where P(Wd) inherits the GL3-action from Wd.

Remark 2.1. The stack of framed smooth plane curves is of additional interest for
us because, by Proposition 3.2, we have thatM3 rH3 → X fr

4 is a Gm-torsor. This
fact will allow us to compute the invariants of M3 r H3 once those of X fr

4 are
known.

The GL3-invariant divisor Z ⊂ P(Wd) can be further stratified. For our study,
we will only deal with the following two GL3-invariant, locally closed subschemes:

Zirr = subscheme of irreducible, singular curves of degree d

Zbin = subscheme of irreducible curves of degree d with exactly two nodes.

The subscheme Zirr is open in Z, and Zbin has codimension one in Z. The divisor
Z ⊂ P(Wd) admits the following desingularization: let Z̃ ⊂ P(Wd) × P2 be the
singular locus of the universal curve over P(Wd). More explicitly, we have

Z̃ = {([f ], p) such that ∂xi
f(p) = 0, for i = 0, 1, 2.}

where [f ] is a point of P(Wd) and p is a point of P2.

Proposition 2.2. The two projections

Z̃ −→ P2, Z̃ −→ P(Wd)

realizes Z̃ respectively as a projective bundle over P2, and as a birational model of

Z. In particular, the induced morphism Z̃ → Z is an isomorphism over Zirr rZbin

and is étale of degree two over Zbin.

We will denote Z̃irr (respectively Z̃bin) the preimage of Zirr (respectively Zbin)
along Z̃ → Z. The closure of Z̃bin in Z̃ will be denoted Z̃∗

bin.

2.2. Computation of equivariant fundamental classes. To compute the (low
degree) cohomological invariants of X fr

d , we will need explicit expressions of [Z]GL3

in CH∗
GL3

(P(Wd) × P2) and of [Z̃∗
bin]GL3

in CH∗
GL3

(Z̃). For a brief review of the
basic tools of equivariant intersection theory that are used below, the reader can
consult [DLFV21, Section 2]. Recall that the GL3-equivariant Chow ring of a point
is

CHGL3
(Spec(k)) ≃ Z[c1, c2, c3]

where ci is the ith equivariant Chern class of the standard GL3-representation.
Let T ⊂ GL3 the torus of diagonal matrices. Then the T -equivariant Chow ring

of a point is
CHT (Spec(k)) ≃ Z[l1, l2, l3]

where li is the T -equivariant first Chern class of the rank one representation deter-
mined by the formula (u1, u2, u3) · x := u−1

i x. With this choice of the generators,
the embedding of equivariant Chow rings

CHGL3(Spec(k)) ≃ Z[c1, c2, c3] −→ CHT (Spec(k))
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is given by

c1 7→ −(l1 + l2 + l3), c2 7→ l1l2 + l1l3 + l2l3, c3 7→ −l1l2l3.

Therefore, when working with T -equivariant Chow rings, the classes ci denote the
cycles above.

2.2.1. The fundamental class of Z. The locus Z̃ ⊂ P(Wd)× P2 is a complete inter-
section of the three T -invariant hypersurfaces

Hi := {([f ], p) such that ∂xi
f(p) = 0}, i = 1, 2, 3.

The T -equivariant fundamental class of Hi is then [EF09, Lemma 2.4]

[Hi]T = (h + (d− 1)t + li)

where h (respectively t) is the hyperplane class of P(Wd) (respectively P2). It
follows then that

[Z̃]T =
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li)

= (d− 1)3t2 + (d− 1)2t2(3h + l1 + l2 + l3) + t · p + q,

where p and q are polynomials in h and li. Using the fact that pr1|Z̃ : Z̃ → Z is
generically an isomorphism, together with the formulas

pr1∗(1) = pr1∗(t) = 0, pr1∗(t2) = 1, pr1∗(t3) = −c1

we obtain

[Z]T = pr1∗[Z̃]T

= −(d− 1)3c1 + (d− 1)2(3h− c1)

= (d− 1)2(3h− dc1).

We have proven the following.

Lemma 2.3. The GL3-equivariant fundamental class of Z in the equivariant Chow
ring of P(W4) is equal to

[Z]GL3 = (d− 1)2(3h− dc1).

2.2.2. The fundamental class of Z̃∗
bin. This section is devoted to the computation

of the GL3-equivariant fundamental class of Z̃∗
bin in CHGL3

(Z̃).
The GL3-action on P(Wd) × P2 × P2 can be used to define a T -action on the

same scheme. We have

CHT (P(W4)× P2 × P2) ≃ Z[l1, l2, l3, h, s, t]/I,

where h (respectively s, t) is the hyperplane section of P(Wd) (respectively of the
first P2, of the second P2).

For i = 1, 2, 3, let Hi ⊂ P(Wd)× P2 × P2 be the hypersurface of equation

Hi := {([f ], p, q) such that ∂xi
f(p) = 0},

where x1, x2 and x3 are the variables of the trinary form f . Similarly, we define
the hypersurface Fi ⊂ P(W4)× P2 × P2 as

Fi := {([f ], p, q) such that ∂xi
f(q) = 0}.

We have [EF09, Lemma 2.4]

[Hi]T = (h + (d− 1)s + li), [Fi]T = (h + (d− 1)t + li).
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Set Y =
(
∩3

i=1Hi

)
∩

(
∩3

i=1Fi

)
to be the set-theoretic intersection, and let

ξ :=
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)s + li) ·
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li)

be the intersection-theoretic product. Observe that Y is supported on the union
B ∪R, where

• the scheme B is the locus of triples ([f ], p, q) such that [f ] belongs to Zbin

and p, q are singular points;
• the scheme R is the locus of triples ([f ], p, q) where p = q, or equivalently is

the image of Z̃ through the morphism id×δ : P(W4)×P2 → P(W4)×P2×P2.

Therefore, as the intersection is transversal on B, we have ξ = [B]T + ρ where
ρ is a cycle supported on R. The cycle ρ can be computed via a simple version
of the residual intersection formula [Ful98, Proposition 9.11]. Consider the closed
embedding

ι : Z̃
j−→ P(Wd)× P2 id×δ−→ P(Wd)× P2 × P2.

For what follows, we set the following notation:

• the hyperplane class of Z̃, regarded as a projective bundle over P2, is de-
noted h

Z̃
;

• the hyperplane class of P2, pulled back along Z̃ → P2, is denoted u.

With this notation, we see that ι∗h = h
Z̃

and ι∗s = ι∗t = u. Then the residual
intersection formula tells us that

ρ = ι∗{
3∏

i=1

cT (NHi
|
Z̃

) ·
3∏

i=1

cT (NFi
|
Z̃

) · cT (Nι)−1}1

= ι∗(
3∑

i=1

(cT
1 (NHi

|
Z̃

) + cT
1 (NFi

|
Z̃

))− cT
1 (Nι))

= ι∗(2(
3∑

i=1

h
Z̃

+ (d− 1)u + li)− cT
1 (Nι))

where Nι is the normal bundle relative to the closed embedding ι : Z̃ →֒ P(W4) ×
P2 × P2. Using the exact sequence of normal bundles

0 −→ Nj −→ Nι −→ j∗Nid×δ −→ 0

we obtain

cT
1 (Nι) = cT

1 (Nj) + j∗(cT
1 (Nid×δ))

= (
3∑

i=1

h
Z̃

+ (d− 1)u + li) + 3u + l1 + l2 + l3.

In the last equality above we used the fact that for any smooth variety X , the
diagonal embedding δ : X →֒ X × X is a regular embedding and we have Nδ ≃
Ω∨

X , and cG
1 (Ω∨

X) = −cG
1 (det(ΩX)). This, applied to X = P2, gives us cT

1 (Nδ) =
−cT

1 (ωP2) = 3u + l1 + l2 + l3.
From this we deduce

ρ = ι∗(3h
Z̃

+ 3(d− 2)u) = ι∗(ι∗(3h + 3(d− 2)s)) = (3h + 3(d− 2)s) · [R]T .
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This implies that

[B]T = ξ − ρ =
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)s + li) ·
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li)− (3h + 3(d− 2)s) · [R]T

= pr∗
12[Z̃]T · (

3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li))− (3h + 3(d− 2)s) · [R]T ,

where pr12 : P(Wd)×P2×P2 → P(Wd)×P2 is the projection on the first two factors.
Observe that pr12∗([B]T ) = [Z̃∗

bin ⊂ P(Wd)×P2]T , i.e. the equivariant fundamental
class of Z̃∗

bin in the Chow ring of P(Wd) × P2. Using the previous computation of
[B]T , and applying the projection formula, we get

pr12∗[B]T = [Z̃]T · pr12∗(
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li))− (3h + 3(d− 2)s)pr12∗(ι∗[Z̃]T )

= [Z̃]T · (pr12∗(
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li))− (3h + 3(d− 2)s)).

Observe now that we have pr12∗(1) = pr12∗(t) = 0, pr12∗(t2) = 1. Moreover, using
the relation t3 + c1t2 + c2t + c3 = 0, we deduce that pr12∗(t3) = −c1. Therefore we
get

pr12∗(
3∏

i=1

(h + (d− 1)t + li))− (3h + 3(d− 2)s) =

= 3((d− 1)2 − 1)h− ((d− 1)3 + (d− 1)2)c1 − 3(d− 2)s.

Let [Z̃∗
bin]T be the fundamental class of Z̃∗

bin in the Chow ring of Z̃, so that we have
[Z̃∗

bin]T = p(h
Z̃

, u, c1). As the pullback homomorphism

j∗ : CH∗
T (P(Wd)× P2) −→ CH∗

T (Z̃)

is surjective, it follows that

[Z̃∗
bin ⊂ P(Wd)× P2]T = j∗[Z̃∗

bin]T = p(h, s, c1) · [Z̃]T .

It is easy to check that there is no non-zero polynomial q(h, s, c1) of degree one such
that q · [Z̃]T = 0: indeed, we have [Z̃]T = h3 + f(h, s, c1, c2, c3) (see Section 2.2.1),
where f has degree two with respect to the variable h. The subgroup of relations
in CH4

T (P(Wd)× P2) is generated by the cycles

h(s3+c1s2+c2s+c3), s(s3+c1s2+c2s+c3), li(s3+c1s2+c2s+c3) for i = 1, 2, 3.

In particular, there is no relation in degree four containing a monomial divisible by
h3, from which follows that q · [Z̃]T = 0 if and only if q = 0.

As we have proved that

p(h, s, c1) · [Z̃]T = (3((d− 1)2 − 1)h− ((d− 1)3 + (d− 1)2)c1 − 3(d− 2)s) · [Z̃]T

where p(h
Z̃

, u, c1) = [Z̃∗
bin]T , we finally deduce the following.

Lemma 2.4. The GL3-equivariant fundamental class of Z̃∗
bin in the equivariant

Chow ring of Z̃ is equal to

[Z̃∗
bin]GL3 = (3d(d− 2)h

Z̃
− d(d− 1)2c1 − 3(d− 2)u).
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2.3. Cohomological invariants of X fr
d in low degree. In this section, we study

the low degree cohomological invariants of X fr
d with coefficients in a cycle module

M, leveraging their interpretation as the codimension zero GL3-equivariant Chow
group of P(Wd) r Z with coefficients in M. We start with a simple lemma.

Lemma 2.5 ([DLP21b, Proposition 4.2]). Let E =
[
A3/GL3

]
→ BGL3 be the

standard representation of GL3 and let ci = ci(E) for i = 1, 2, 3. Then

A•
GL3

(Spec(k), M) = Z [c1, c2, c3]⊗M•(k).

In particular, if X is a tower of GL3-equivariant affine bundles and GL3-equivariant
projective bundles, we can apply the lemma and the projective bundle formula to
completely reduce its equivariant Chow groups with coefficients to the ordinary
(equivariant) Chow groups and the chosen cycle module.

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a GL3-equivariant scheme that is obtained from Spec(k) as
a sequence of GL3-equivariant affine and projective bundles. Then

A•
GL3

(X) = CH•
GL3

(X)⊗M•(k).

Proof. The statement follows easily by starting from A•
GL3

(Spec(k), M) and apply-
ing at each step either the projective bundle formula or homotopy invariance. �

This applies to Z̃, which by [FV18, Proposition 4.2] is an equivariant projective
bundle over P2. Using this we can deal with the divisor Z of singular plane curves.

Remark 2.7. Often the Chow groups with coefficients we work with will exhibit sur-
prisingly good behavior, working similarly to free modules and allowing us to easily
split exact sequences. The following two cases will occur repeatedly throughout the
paper:

(1) Consider a smooth algebraic group G acting on a scheme X , and let U ⊆ X
be its smooth locus. If U has a k-rational point, then the composition

A0
G(X, M)→ A0(U, M)→ A0(Spec(k), M) = M•(k)

is a retraction of the pullback M•(k) = A0(Spec(k), M) → A0
G(X, M) so

that M•(k) is a direct summand in A0
G(X, M).

Note that if the field k is finite (which is often a problem when looking
for points on an open subset) we can replace it with k(t) as the map

x 7→ ∂t=0({t} · x)

is a retraction from M•(k(t)) to M•(k).
(2) Consider a G-equivariant closed immersion D → X of codimension one. As-

sume that there exist positive integers ℓi | ℓ and elements αi ∈ A0
G(D, Kℓi

)
such that for all ℓ-torsion modules we have:
(a) The map M•

ℓi
(k)→ A•(D, M) given by x 7→ αi · x is injective for all i.

(b) An equality

Im(∂D : A0
G(X r D, M)→ A0

G(D, M)) = ⊕iαi ·M•(k)ℓi
.

Then picking M = Kℓi
we can find elements βi ∈ A0

G(X rD, Kℓi
) such that

∂D(βi) = αi and the map

⊕iαiM•(k)ℓi
→ A0

G(X r D, M), αi · x 7→ βi · x

is a splitting of ∂D as by the compatiblity of product and boundary map
[Ros96, R3f, p.330] we have ∂D(βi · x) = αi · x.
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Proposition 2.8. We have

A0
GL3

(Z, M≤1) = A0
GL3

(Zirr, M≤1) =

{
M≤1(k)⊕M0(k)2 [1] if d is even,
M≤1(k) if d is odd.

where M0(k)2 [1] = α ·M0(k)2 for an element α ∈ A0
GL3

(Zirr, K2) of degree one.

Proof. The first equality follows from the fact that the complement of Zirr in Z has
codimension ≥ 2.

Recall that as Z̃ is obtained as a sequence of projective bundles over Spec(k) we
have

A•
GL3

(Z̃, M) = CH•
GL3

(Z̃)⊗M(k)

so in particular A0
GL3

(Z̃, M) = M•(k). As the complement of Z̃irr has codimension

2 in Z̃ we must have that A0
GL3

(Z̃irr, M) is trivial as well.

The projection Z̃irr → Zirr induces the following commutative diagram of equi-
variant Chow groups with coefficients

A0
GL3

(Z̃irr, M)

��

// A0
GL3

(Z̃irr r Z̃∗
bin, M)∂

// A0
GL3

(Z̃∗
bin, M)

2:1

��

i∗
// A1

GL3
(Z̃irr, M)

A0
GL3

(Zirr, M) // A0
GL3

(Zirr r Zbin, M)∂
// A0

GL3
(Zbin, M)

We are only interested in the cohomological invariants of Zirr of cohomological
degree ≤ 1.

From the diagram above, and the fact that Z̃irr r Z̃∗
bin has a point, we have that

A0
GL3

(Z̃irr r Z̃∗
bin, M≤1) splits as the direct sum of A0

GL3
(Z̃irr, M≤1) and

ker(i∗ : A0
GL3

(Z̃∗
bin, M0)→ A1

GL3
(Z̃irr, M0)).

Observe that, as Z̃∗
bin is irreducible, we have A0

GL3
(Z̃∗

bin, M0) ≃M0(k).
The pushforward i∗ sends any x ∈ M•(k) to [Z̃∗

bin]GL3
· x ∈ A1

GL3
(Z̃irr, M). The

complement of Z̃irr in Z̃ has codimension 2, thus the pullback

A1
GL3

(Z̃, M)→ A1
GL3

(Z̃irr, M)

is injective. As [Z̃∗
bin]GL3

· x comes from the left hand side, we can check whether
it is zero there. Then the element [Z̃∗

bin]GL3 · x is zero if and only if [Z̃∗
bin]GL3 ⊗ x

is zero in CH1
GL3

(Z̃irr) ⊗M•(k). As the group on the left of the tensor product is
finitely generated and free, all that matters is how divisible [Z̃∗

bin]GL3
is (because the

subgroup generated by a primitive element is a direct summand in CH1
GL3

(Z̃irr)).
By Lemma 2.4 we conclude that

A0
GL3

(Z̃irr r Z̃∗
bin, M≤1) = M≤1(k)⊕M0(k)r [1] .

Here r = gcd(d(d−1)2, 3(d−2)), and the M0(k)r [1] component is equal to β·M0(k)r ,
where β ∈ A0

GL3
(Z̃irr r Z̃∗

bin, Kr) is an inverse image of 1 ∈ A0
GL3

(Z̃∗
bin, Kr). We

have a direct sum as explained in 2.7, case (2).
Now we need to understand

A0
GL3

(Zirr, M≤1) = Ker(A0
GL3

(Zirr r Zbin, M≤1) −→ A0
GL3

(Zbin, M≤1)).

We know that A0
GL3

(Zirr r Zbin, M) = A0
GL3

(Z̃ r Z̃∗
bin, M) and that the kernel of

A0
GL3

(Z̃irr r Z̃∗
bin, M) −→ A0

GL3
(Z̃∗

bin, M)
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is exactly M•(k), so by the compatibility of pushforward and ramification map we
conclude that

A0
GL3

(Zirr, M≤1) = M≤1(k)⊕Ker(M0(k)r −→ A0
GL3

(Zbin, M0)) [1] .

The map M0(k)r → A0
GL3

(Zbin, M0) is just the restriction to M0(k)r of multiplica-
tion by 2 on M•(k), so

Ker(M0(k)r −→ A0
GL3

(Zbin, M0)) =

{
M0(k)2 if d is even,
0 if d is odd

where in the first case the kernel is generated by α = (r/2)β. �

Now we are ready to compute the low degree cohomological invariants of X fr
d .

Proposition 2.9. Set id = 1 when 3|d, and zero otherwise. Then for d even we
have

A0
GL3

(P(Wd) r Z, M≤2) = M≤2(k) ⊕ β1 ·M≤1(k)3id (d−1)2 ⊕N [2]

where N ⊆ M0(k)2 is the kernel of

i∗ : α ·M0(k)2 ⊂ A0
GL3

(Z, M2) −→ A1
GL3

(P(Wd), M1).

For d odd, we have

A0
GL3

(P(Wd) r Z, M≤2) = M≤2(k)⊕ β1 ·M≤1(k)3id (d−1)2 .

Proof. The claim is an immediate consequence of the exact sequence

0→ A0
GL3

(P(Wd), M)→ A0
GL3

(P(Wd) r Z, M)→ A0
GL3

(Z, M)→ A1
GL3

(P(Wd), M)

and the fact that by Lemma 2.3 the class [Z]GL3
is divisible by 3id(d − 1)2 in

A1
GL3

(P(Wd), M) ≃ CH1
GL3

(P(Wd))⊗M•(k). The splitting of the exact sequence is
as in Remark 2.7, case (1). We know there is always a point in P(Wd) r Z thanks
to [Poo05]. �

Recall that for a smooth quotient stack [X/G], we have an identification

Inv•([X/G], M) ≃ A0
G(X, M).

Moreover, note that if k is algebraically closed and M is equal to Kℓ or HD for
some ℓ-torsion Galois module there are no elements of positive degree in M•(k)
and consequently by the projective bundle formula in A1

GL3
(P(W4), M), so we can

conclude that N = M0(k)2. Then using Proposition 2.9 we can easily deduce the
following:

Theorem 2.10. Assume that the ground field k is an algebraically closed field
whose characteristic is not 2 and does not divide d, and that M is equal to Kℓ or
HD for some ℓ-torsion Galois module. Set id = 1 if 3|d, and zero otherwise. Then
we have

Inv≤2(X fr
d , M) ≃






M≤2(k)⊕M≤1(k)3id (d−1)2 [1]⊕M0(k)2[2] if d is even,

M≤2(k)⊕M≤1(k)3id (d−1)2 [1] if d is odd.

Moreover, for d odd the presentation above holds for any field without the assump-
tion of k being algebraically closed and for any cycle module M.
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2.4. Brauer group of moduli of smooth plane curves. As an immediate ap-
plication of Theorem 2.10 we obtain the following result on the Brauer group of
X fr

d .

Corollary 2.11. Let k be an algebraically closed field whose characteristic is not
2 and does not divide d. Then

(1) if char(k) = 0, we have Br(X fr
d ) ≃ Z/〈2, d〉.

(2) if char(k) = p > 0, we have Br(X fr
d ) ≃ Z/〈2, d〉 ⊕ Bd,p, where Bd,p is of

p-primary torsion.

Remark 2.12. If d is odd we can describe the Brauer group of X fr
d without assuming

that k is algebraically closed:

(1) if char(k) = 0, we have Br(X fr
d ) ≃ Br(k)⊕H1(k,Z/3id(d− 1)2Z).

(2) if char(k) = p > 0, we have Br(X fr
d )ℓ ≃ Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/3id(d− 1)2Z)ℓ.

the H1(k,Z/3id (d− 1)2Z) component comes from the cup products of

β1 ∈ Inv1(X fr
d , K3id (d−1)2) = H1(X fr

d , µ3id (d−1)2)

and elements of H1(k,Z/3id(d− 1)2Z). The splitting is because X fr
d always has a

k-rational point.

Recall from Section 2.1 that X fr
d is a Gm-gerbe over the moduli stack of smooth

plane curves Xd. We want to leverage this result to get to the Brauer group of Xd.
First, let us recall the following.

Theorem 2.13 ([Shi21, Theorem 1.2]). Let S be a scheme, and let π : G → S be
a Gm-gerbe, corresponding to a torsion class [G] in the cohomological Brauer group
Br′(S). Then we have the following exact sequence

H0(S,Z) −→ Br′(S) −→ Br′(G) −→ 0

where the first map maps 1 to [G].

Assuming that the gerbe G is q-torsion for q coprime with char(k), the result
above easily generalizes to the case when S = [X/G] is a quotient stack with X a
quasi-projective scheme and the action of G is linearized.

Indeed, with these hypotheses there exists a G-representation V and G-invariant
open subset U ⊂ V whose complement has codimension > 2 on which G acts freely,
such that X ×G U := X × U/G is a scheme [EG98, Proposition 23]. Then for any
ℓ we have the equality Br′(X ×G U)ℓ = Br′([X/G])ℓ.

We have a natural morphism f : X ×G U → [X/G] which realizes X ×G U as
an open subset of a vector bundle over [X/G]. Given a Gm-gerbe G → [X/G], we
obtain a Gm-gerbe f∗G → X ×G U . Applying Shin’s theorem, we obtain an exact
sequence

H0(X ×G U,Z) −→ Br′(X ×G U) −→ Br′(f∗G) −→ 0

where the left arrow maps 1 to f∗[G]. Now if G is q-torsion the sequence above can
be extended to a commutative diagram

H0(X ×G U,Z) Br′(X ×G U)ℓ Br′(f∗G)ℓ 0

H0([X/G],Z) Br′([X/G])ℓ Br′(G)ℓ 0

≃ ≃ ≃

where the bottom left arrow sends 1 to [G], and the vertical arrows are the pullbacks
along f , which by construction are all isomorphisms. Then from the exactness of
the top sequence we immediately deduce the exactness of the bottom sequence.
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Before getting to the proof the main theorem, we need an intermediate result.
Recall that given a PGLn-torsor P → S we have

H1(S, PGLn) ∋ (P → S) 7→ ([P/GLn]→ S) ∈ H2(S,Gm).

On the other hand the PGLn-torsor P corresponds to the Brauer-Severi variety
(P ×S Pn)/PGLn. In particular the universal Brauer-Severi variety [Pn/PGLn]
corresponds to the PGLn-torsor Spec(k) → BPGLn which in turn maps to the
Gm-gerbe BGLn → BPGLn.

Lemma 2.14. Suppose that char(k) 6= 3 and that 3 | ℓ. Then

Br′(BPGL3)ℓ ≃ Br(k)ℓ ⊕ Z/3Z · γ
where γ is the class of the Gm-gerbe BGL3 → BPGL3 or, equivalently, the class of
the universal Severi-Brauer variety over BPGL3

Proof. First observe that the class of the Gm-gerbe BGL3 → BPGL3 is of 3-torsion
as it corresponds to the universal PGL3-torsor Spec(k)→ BPGL3 which has index
3. Therefore, applying Shin’s theorem we get the exact sequence

Z/3Z −→ Br′(BPGL3)ℓ −→ Br′(BGL3)ℓ = Br′(k)ℓ.

We observe that the first map is injective, as BGL3 → BPGL3 is a non-trivial gerbe,
and the last map has a retraction as BPGL3 has a k-rational point. This concludes
the proof. �

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section. Recall [EHKV01,
KV04] that for a smooth, generically tame and separated Deligne-Mumford stack
whose coarse moduli space is quasi-projective the Brauer group and cohomological
Brauer group coincide. As these conditions are always verified for Xd we have
Br′(Xd) = Br(Xd).

Theorem 2.15. Let k be an algebraically closed field whose characteristic is not
2, 3 and does not divide d, and let Xd be the moduli stack of smooth plane curves
of degree d over k. Then:

• if char(k) = 0 then Br(Xd) ≃ Z/〈d, 6〉.
• if char(k) = p > 0 then Br(Xd) ≃ Z/〈d, 6〉⊕B′

p,d, where B′
p,d is of p-primary

torsion.

Proof. Observe that we have a cartesian diagram

X fr
d BGL3

Xd BPGL3

f

g

where the horizontal maps come from the presentations of Xd and X fr
d as quotient

stacks. From this we deduce that X fr
d → Xd is a Gm-gerbe whose class in Br′(Xd) is

of 3-torsion. By applying Shin’s theorem and Lemma 2.14, we obtain a commutative
diagram

(1)

Z/3Z Br′(Xd)ℓ Br′(X fr
d )ℓ 0

0 Z/3Z Br′(BPGL3)ℓ Br′(k)ℓ 0.

g∗ g∗ g∗

Suppose that 3 | d. Then Wd is a PGL3-representation, where the action is defined
as

[A] · F (x1, x2, x3) = det(A)
d

3 F (A−1(x1, x2, x3)).
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This implies that g : Xd → BPGL3 is a composition of an open embedding and a
projective bundle, hence the induced pullback homomorphism g∗ : Br′(BPGL3) →
Br′(Xd) is injective. From this it follows that the top left morphism in the sequence
above is injective, proving Br′(Xd)ℓ ≃ Br′(X fr

d )× Z/3Z.
Suppose instead that 3 ∤ d. Then the pullback of the universal Severi-Brauer

variety to Xd is a projective bundle (hence its class is trivial in the Brauer group):
indeed, denoting this Severi-Brauer variety as π : P → Xd, we have that over P
there are two well defined line bundles, namely the relative dualizing line bundle
ωP/Xd

and O(C), where C ⊂ P is the universal smooth plane curve.
Then there exist integers a and b such that L := O(aC)⊗ (ωP/Xd

)⊗b has degree
1 on every fiber of π : P → Xd, which implies that P ≃ P(π∗L). As the class in the
Brauer group of P coincides with the one of the gerbe X fr

d → Xd, we conclude that
the top left arrow in (1) is zero, thus proving that Br′(Xd) ≃ Br′(X fr

d ). �

Remark 2.16. If d is odd we can again describe the Brauer group of Xd without
assuming that k is algebraically closed:

(1) if char(k) = 0 we have

Br(X fr
d ) ≃ Br(k)⊕H1(k,Z/3id (d− 1)2Z)⊕ Z/〈3, d〉.

(2) if char(k) = p > 0 we have

Br(X fr
d )ℓ ≃ Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/3id(d− 1)2Z)ℓ ⊕ Z/〈3, d〉ℓ

To see the splitting of exact sequence note that the torsion in the Picard group
of Xd is the same as the torsion in the Picard group of X fr

d , which can be seen
using [Shi19, Eq. 2.9.2] and the fact that the character group of Gm is Z. This
shows that H1(X fr

d , µ3id (d−1)2) contains an element β̃1 which maps to the element
β1 ∈ H1(X fr

d , µ3id (d−1)2) generating the corresponding component in Br(X fr
d ). Then

the map

Br(X fr
d ) = Br(k)⊕H1(k,Z/3id(d− 1)2Z)→ Br(Xd), (a, x) 7→ a + β̃1 · x

is a splitting of Br(Xd)→ Br(X fr
d ).

3. The Brauer group of M3

We want to compute the Brauer group ofM3, the moduli stack of smooth curves
of genus 3, over a ground field k (not necessarily algebraically closed). We do this by
computing the low-degree cohomological invariants of M3 (Theorem 3.15). Inter-
estingly, the generator for the (normalized) low-degree cohomological invariants of
M3 comes from the theory of theta-characteristics, and its non-triviality is proved
via an argument involving the 28 bitangents of a smooth quartic and the 27 lines
over a smooth cubic surface (see Section 3.4).

3.1. Genus three curves, their canonical model and theta-characteristics.
Recall that the canonical model of a smooth, non-hyperelliptic curve of genus three
over a field is a plane quartic curve in P2

k
. Therefore, we have the following guiding

principle: every intrinsic geometric property of a non-hyperelliptic curve of genus
three has an interpretation in terms of plane quartic curves, and viceversa.

Let M3 be the moduli stack of smooth genus three curves, which is a smooth,
connected Deligne–Mumford stack, and letH3 be the divisor of hyperelliptic curves.
A first instance of the principle above is then the following.

Proposition 3.1. There is an isomorphism M3 rH3 ≃ X4.
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Proof. Given an object (C →֒ P → S) of X4, by forgetting the inclusion we get
a smooth, non-hyperelliptic genus three curve (C → S). This defines a morphism
f : X4 →M3 rH3.

Viceversa, given a smooth, non-hyperelliptic, genus three curve π : C → S, we
have the canonical, surjective morphism π∗π∗ωπ → ωπ, where ωπ is the relative
dualizing sheaf. This induces a morphism C →֒ P(π∗ωπ) → S, which is a closed
embedding and realizes each geometric fiber as a smooth plane curve of degree four.

In this way we have a morphism g : M3 rH3 → X4 which constitutes an inverse
to the previous map. Indeed, it is straightforward to check that g ◦ f = id. On
the other hand, given an object C

ι→֒ P
ρ→ S, observe that L := ωP/S ⊗ O(C)

has degree one on every fiber of P → S, hence we have a canonical isomorphism
P ≃ P(ρ∗L).

Observe that there is an isomorphism L|C ≃ ωC/S⊗π∗M for some line bundle M
on the base. This implies that P(π∗ωC/S) is canonically isomorphic to P(π∗(L|C)).
The morphism ρ∗L → ρ∗(ι∗(L|C)) ≃ π∗(L|C) is an isomorphism, because both
ρ∗L(−C) and R1ρ∗(L(−C)) are zero; this implies that P(π∗(L|C)) ≃ P(ρ∗L) ≃ P ,
hence f ◦ g = id. �

We will also need the following.

Proposition 3.2 ([DL21, Proposition 3.1.3]). Let W4 be the vector space of quar-
tic forms in three variables, endowed with the GL3-action A · f(x0, x1, x2) :=
det(A)f(A−1(x0, x1, x2)), and let ∆ ⊂W4 be the divisor of singular quartic forms.
Then we have an isomorphism of Deligne–Mumford stacks

M3 rH3 ≃ [(W4 r ∆)/GL3].

A second instance of the principle above is provided by theta-characteristics. Re-
call that a theta-characteristic on a smooth curve C over a field k is an isomorphism
class of a line bundle θ such that θ⊗2 ≃ ωC , where ωC denotes the canonical bundle
of the curve. The set of theta-characteristics in the Picard variety Picg−1(C) forms
a torsor under the additive group Jac(C)2 of 2-torsion points in the Jacobian of C,
i.e. the connected component of the identity of Pic(C). In particular, a smooth
curve of genus g has exactly 22g theta-characteristics.

Theta-characteristics can be further subdivided in even or odd, depending on
the parity of h0(C, θ). A smooth curve C of genus g has 2g−1(2g − 1) odd theta-
characteristics and 2g−1(2g + 1) even theta-characteristics.

If C is a smooth curve of genus three, we deduce that there are exactly 28 odd
theta-characteristics, and for each of them we must have h0(C, θ) = 1, because
h0(C, θ) ≤ deg(θ) = 2. On the other hand, global sections of θ correspond to
effective divisor of degree two on C, hence there are exactly 28 distinct pairs of (non
necessarily distinct) points p + q such that O(2p + 2q) ≃ ωC . Given a canonical
embedding C ⊂ P2, we have that ωC ≃ OP2(1)|C , hence the previous statement
can be reformulated as follows.

Proposition 3.3. Given a canonically embedded, smooth genus three curve C ⊂
P2

K over a field K, there is a bijection between the set of odd theta-characteristics
of C and the set of lines in the plane that are bitangent to C. In particular, every
canonically embedded smooth curve of genus three has exactly 28 bitangents.

The notion of theta-characteristics can be extended to families of curves: given
π : C → S a smooth curve of genus three, a theta-characteristic consists of a line
bundle θ on C and an isomorphism θ⊗2 ∼→ ωπ. It is known (see for instance
[Mum71]) that the parity of the rank function of the sheaf π∗θ is constant, thus the
definition of odd or even theta-function extends to families of curves as well. The
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datum
(π : C → S, θ, α : θ⊗2 ∼→ ωπ)

with θ an odd (respectively even) theta-characteristic is called an odd spin curve
(respectively an even spin curve).

Proposition 3.4. There exists a smooth Deligne–Mumford stack S−
3 whose objects

are odd spin curves. The morphism S−
3 →M3 that forgets the theta-characteristic

is a representable, finite and étale morphism of degree 28.

3.2. Extending invariants from moduli of plane curves. In this subsection
we will build on the results of the previous section to obtain a partial computation
of the cohomological invariants of M3 and M3 rH3. First we show that the low
degree invariants of X fr

d and M3 rH3 coincide.

Proposition 3.5. The Gm-torsor M3 r H3
π−→ X fr

4 induces an isomorphism on
cohomological invariants.

Proof. First note that the pullback π∗ is injective because a Gm-torsor is always
a smooth-Nisnevich covering. We know by Proposition 3.1 that the composition
M3 rH3 → X4 is an isomorphism, which implies that the composition

Inv•(X4, M)→ Inv•(X fr
4 , M)→ Inv•(M3 rH3, M)

is an isomorphism (note that we can pullback cohomological invariants through non
representable maps), showing that π∗ must be surjective as well. �

The stackH3 of hyperelliptic curves of genus three is a smooth Deligne–Mumford
stack, whose generic stabilizer is isomorphic to µ2, and it forms a Cartier divisor
in M3. The open embedding M3 rH3 →֒ M3 induces an inclusion at the level of
cohomological invariants. We will show that this inclusion is surjective on 2-torsion
invariants.

Lemma 3.6. Let M sm
3 , H sm

3 respectively be the smooth locus of the moduli space of
smooth genus three curves and hyperelliptic smooth genus three curves. Then:

(1) M sm
3 is the locus of curves which either have no nontrivial automorphisms

or whose only nontrivial automorphism is the hyperelliptic involution.
(2) H sm

3 is the Cartier divisor in M sm
3 of hyperelliptic curves whose automor-

phism group is exactly Z/2Z.
(3) M3 r M sm

3 has codimension ≥ 2 in M3.

Proof. The first statement is proven in [Oor75]. The same reasoning, restricted to
H3 and its image, proves the second statement, and the third is [Oor75, Lm. 2]. �

SetMsm

3 :=M3 ×M3 M sm

3 . Observe that as the complement ofMsm

3 in M3 has
codimension ≥ 2 we have

Inv•(M3, M) ≃ Inv•(Msm
3 , M).

Proposition 3.7. Let M sm
3,root be the order two root stack of M sm

3 along the Cartier
divisor H sm

3 . We have an isomorphism:

Msm
3 ≃M sm

3,root.

Proof. The coarse moduli space morphism Msm
3 → M sm

3 ramifies with order two
over H sm

3 , thus [GS16, Theorem 1] we have a factorization

Msm
3 −→M sm

3,root −→M sm
3 .

The first morphism in the factorization above is representable by schemes: it is
representable by algebraic spaces because it induces an isomorphism on automor-
phism groups, and it is quasi finite, so by [LMB00, Théoréme A.2] it is repre-
sentable by schemes. Moreover it is by construction universally closed, generically
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an isomorphism and surjective. Applying Zariski’s main theorem, we deduce that
Msm

3 →M sm
3,root is an isomorphism. �

As a consequence, we have an isomorphism of cohomological invariants

Inv•(M3, M) ≃ Inv•(Msm
3 , M) ≃ Inv•(M sm

3,root, M)

and we get

Proposition 3.8. We have an equality

Inv•(M sm
3 r H sm

3 , M) = Inv•(M3 rH3, M)

and the subgroup

Inv•(M3, M) ⊆ Inv•(M3 rH3, M)

is composed of those invariants whose ramification at H sm
3 is of 2-torsion.

In particular this implies that

Inv•(M3 rH3, M)2 ≃ Inv•(M3, M)2.

Proof. Applying the formula for the invariants of a root stack [DLP21c, Thm. 1.5]
we have that Inv•(M sm

3,root, M) is equal to the subset of Inv•(M sm
3 rH sm

3 , M) whose
elements have 2-torsion ramification at H sm

3 .
On the other hand, we have an isomorphism M sm

3 rH sm
3 ≃Msm

3 rHsm
3 , and the

complement of the latter in M3 rH3 has codimension ≥ 2. We deduce that

Inv•(M sm
3 r H sm

3 , M) = Inv•(M3 rH3, M).

The last statement follows trivially as the ramification of a 2-torsion invariant is
always of 2-torsion. �

This shows that the subgroup N [2] ⊂ Inv•(M3 r H3, M), which is 2-torsion,
belongs to the cohomological invariants ofM3. All that’s left to do is understanding
if the same happens for the 9-torsion subgroup β1 ·M•(k)9.

Corollary 3.9. We have

Inv•(M3, M≤2) = Inv•(k, M≤2)⊕N [2]

where N [2] restricts on M3 rH3 to the pullback of the corresponding summand in
Inv•(X fr

4 , M).

Proof. We want to see which elements of

Inv•(M3 rH3, M≤2) = M≤2(k)⊕ β1 ·M•(k)9 ⊕N [2]

extend to M3. First note that obviously all invariants coming from the base field
extend, and by Proposition 3.8 the 2-torsion component, which includes N [2],
extends to M3. Now, by [DL21, Theorem 3.1.5] we know that Pic(M3) = Z, and
it’s well known that O∗(M3) = k∗. Finally, recall that by [DLP21b, Lemma 2.18]
we have Inv1(M3, Kℓ) = H1(M, µℓ). Then the Kummer exact sequence for ℓ = 9
reads

k∗/(k∗)9 → Inv1(M3, K9)→ Pic(M3)9 = 0

the component on the left is just K1
9(k) so we conclude that there are no elements

in Inv1(M3, K9) outside those coming from the base, which implies that the rami-
fication of β1 on H3, which belongs to A0(H3, H0

9) = Z/9Z, must be coprime to 3.
But then the ramification of β1 · x must be nonzero for any x ∈ M•(k)9, proving
our claim. �
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3.3. Ètale algebras and Stiefel-Whitney classes. To explicitly construct a
generator for the factor N [2] of the ring of cohomological invariants ofM3 we will
make use of some results in the theory of classical cohomological invariants, to the
authors’ knowledge due to Serre.

An étale algebra E over F is a finite F -algebra which is isomorphic to (F ′)n

for some n after passing to some finite extension F ′/F , i.e. Spec(E) → Spec(F )
is a finite étale morphism. Passing to the group scheme TE(R) = AutR(E ⊗ R)
we obtain a Sn-torsor over F . The category of finite étale algebras of rank n over
k forms a Deligne-Mumford stack Étn isomorphic to BSn, and any finite étale
morphism S → X of constant degree n induces a morphism X → Étn, meaning we
can pull the cohomological invariants of Étn back to X .

The cohomological invariants of Étn are fully understood [GMS03, Ch. 7], and
can be described as follows:

Given E/F ∈ Étn(F ), we can define a scalar product on E, seen as a F -vector
space, by 〈x, y〉tr = tr(·xy), that is the couple x, y is sent to the trace of the
multiplication by xy seen as an endomorphism of E. Diagonalizing this product
yields an n-uple of coefficients (d1, . . . , dn) ∈ F n; obviously picking two different
diagonal representations will yield different coefficients: it’s immediate that an
invariant of E must be left unchanged when multiplying coefficients by a square or
permuting them. We define the i-th Stiefel-Whitney class of E as

αSW
i (E) = σi(d1, . . . , dn) ∈ Ki

2(F )

where σ0 = 1 ∈ K0
2(F ) and σi is the i-th elementary symmetric polynomial in

d1, . . . , dn seen as element in Ki
2(F ) = Hi(F,Z/2Z(i)), e.g.

σ2(a, b, c) = {a, b}+ {a, c}+ {b, c} ∈ K2
2(k(a, b, c)).

We have

Inv•(Étn, M) = M•(k)⊕ αSW
1 ·M•(k)⊕ . . .⊕ αSW

⌊n/2⌋ ·M•(k).

Now we will define new generators for the cohomological invariants of Étn, the
Galois-Stiefel-Whitney classes, which have better properties. Set [GMS03, Thm.25.10]

αi =

{
αSW

i i odd
αSW

i + {2}αSW
i−1 i even

Moreover, define the total Galois-Stiefel-Whitney class of E as αtot(E) =
∑

i αi(E).
Then the following properties hold:

(1) Inv•(Étn, M) = M•(k)⊕ α1 ·M•(k)⊕ . . .⊕ α⌊n/2⌋ ·M•(k).
(2) αi(E) = 0 if i is greater than ⌊n/2⌋.
(3) αtot(F n/F ) = 1.
(4) αtot(F (

√
a)/F ) = 1 + {a}.

(5) αtot(E × E′) = αtot(E) · αtot(E′).

The following examples will be helpful later on.

Example 3.10. Consider the field F = k(a, b), and the étale algebra over F

E = F (
√

a)× F (
√

b)× F (
√

ab).

Then we have

αtot(E) = αtot(F (
√

a)) · αtot(F (
√

b)) · αtot(F (
√

c)) = (1 + {a})(1 + {b})(1 + {ab})
= 1 + {a}+ {b}+ {ab}+ {a, b}+ {a, ab}+ {b, ab}+ {a, b, ab} =

1 + 2{ab}+ 3{a, b}+ {−1, a}+ {−1, b} − 2{−1, a, b} =

= 1 + {a, b}+ {−1, a}+ {−1, b} = 1 + {a, b}+ {−1, ab}.
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Example 3.11. Consider again F = k(a, b) and let K = F (
√

a,
√

b), seen as an étale
algebra over F . We know that αi(K) = 0 for i > 2, so we are interested in com-
puting α1(K) and α2(K). Consider the trace form on K. By direct computation
we obtain

tr(·
√

a) = tr(·
√

b) = tr(·
√

ab) = 0, tr(·1) = 4, tr(·a) = 4a, tr(·b) = 4b, tr(·ab) = 4ab

which shows that the matrix representing the trace form is



4 0 0 0
0 4a 0 0
0 0 4b 0
0 0 0 4ab




which shows that

α1(K) = αSW
1 (K) = {a}+ {b}+ {ab} = 0

and in degree two we have

α2(K) = αSW
2 (K) + {2}αSW

1 (K) = {a, b}+ {a, ab}+ {b, ab} = {a, b}+ {−1, ab}.

3.4. An explicit generator: bitangents and lines on cubic surfaces. In this
section we will produce an explicit étale algebra S overM3 and X fr

4 whose second
Galois-Stiefel-Whitney class is non-trivial, or more specifically such that the map
M•(k)2 → Inv•(X fr

4 , M) given by x 7→ α2(S) ·x is injective for any cycle module M .
Recall from Section 3.1 that there is a finite étale morphism S−

3 → M3 of
degree 28, which is given by the functor (C, θ) 7→ C that forgets the odd theta-
characteristic θ.

There are two maps

M3 rH3 → X4, X4 →M3 rH3

the first being the composition of M3 rH3 → X fr
4 and X fr

4 → X4 and the second
given by the forgetful map (C → P → S) 7→ (C → S). It’s immediate to check that
their composition is the identity onM3rH3. This shows that the restriction of S−

3

toM3rH3 induces a corresponding étale covering of X fr
4 and X4, and everything we

do can be applied to either of these. By Proposition 3.3, given a non-hyperelliptic
curve C/F and an embedding C → P2

F the fiber S−
3 (C) parametrizes bitangent

lines to C.
Name S the corresponding étale algebra on M3 and X fr

4 ; We will show:

Proposition 3.12. Let N [2] be the subgroup of Inv•(X fr
4 , M) and Inv•(M3, M) in

Proposition 2.9 and Corollary 3.9. We have

N [2] = M•(k)2 [2] = α2(S) ·M•(k)2

where S is the étale algebra coming from the finite étale morphism of degree 28

S−
3 →M3.

and the corresponding morphism on X fr
4 .

This will complete the computation of low degree cohomological invariants of
M3 as well as X fr

4 and M3 rH3.
We recall now a very well known construction of a smooth cubic surface as

a two-sheeted covering of P2, branched along a smooth quartic (see for example
[Har79a]).

Proposition 3.13. Assume char(F ) 6= 2, and consider a smooth cubic surface
X ⊂ P3

F , an F -valued point P ∈ X which does not lie on any line of X. Let
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X̃ = BlP X be the blow-up of X at P . Then there is a finite morphism of degree
two

f : X̃ → P2
F

whose ramification locus is a smooth quartic BX ⊂ P2
F . Moreover the bitangent

lines to BX correspond to the lines on X plus the exceptional divisor.

Proof. Let H be a hyperplane in P2
F , not containing P . We can define a map

X r P → H by sending Q ∈ X to the intersection of H and the line through P
and Q. By taking the blow-up of X at P we can extend this map to a projection

f : X̃ = BlP X → H.

This is a finite morphism of degree two as every line in P3 which passes through
P ∈ X intersects X in two more points, counted with multiplicity.

Observe that the canonical divisor K
X̃

is equal to f∗KH + RX , where RX is the
ramification divisor. From this we deduce

f∗(K
X̃

) = deg(f) ·KH + BX = −6L + BX ,

where BX is the branching divisor and L is the class of a line in H . On the
other hand, from the formula for the canonical divisor of a blow-up, we have that
K

X̃
= b∗KX + E, where b : X̃ → X is the blow-down morphism and E is the

exceptional divisor.
As X ⊂ P3 is a cubic hypersurface, by the adjunction formula KX = −S|X ,

where S ⊂ P3 is a hyperplane. Moreover, from the formula for the fundamental
class of a strict transform, we have b∗(S|X) = C + E, where C is the proper
transform of S|X . We deduce that K

X̃
= −C.

Observe that for a generic hyperplane S ⊂ P3, the curve S|X is a plane curve of
degree three in S ≃ P2, hence a curve of genus one. On the other hand, the closure
of the image of S ⊂ P3

F through the projection P3
99K H is a line L, because

the projection from a point maps generic hyperplanes to lines. These two facts
together imply that the induced morphism f |C : C → f(C) = L is a 2:1 covering,
hence f∗C = 2L.

Putting everything together we deduce that BX = 4L, hence f : X̃ → H is a
two-sheeted covering whose ramification locus is a smooth plane quartic BX .

Let D ⊂ X be a line, which by hypothesis does not contain the point P . Then
its image through X r P → P2

F is a curve; on the other hand, the projection of D
through P3

F rP → P2
F is either a line or a point, hence it must be a line. If L ⊂ P2

F

is this line, then the restriction of f |D : D → L has degree one, where with a little
abuse of notation we are denoting both D and its strict transform in X̃ with the
same letter.

As f−1(L)→ L is finite of degree two, and D ⊂ f−1(L) is not contained in the
branching locus, we must have f−1(L) = D∪C for some other curve C ⊂ X̃ which
is mapped 1:1 onto L.

Let S ⊂ P3
F be the hyperplane obtained as the closure of the preimage of L

through the projection P3
F r P → P2

F ; then S ∩X = D ∪ C, where C is the image
of C through the blow-down.

As D ∪C ⊂ S is a plane curve of degree three, we must have that C has degree
two, hence it meets D in two points, counted with multiplicity (which must be
different from P ). By construction, the ramification points of D∪C → L coincides
with D ∩ C, hence L is a line meeting the branching divisor in two points. We
deduce that L is bitangent to BX .

Finally, observe that the exceptional divisor E is also mapped to a line L: this
follows from the fact that the morphism BlPP3

F → P2
F maps the exceptional divisor
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1:1 onto P2
F , and the map E → f(E) factors through the embedding of E in the

exceptional divisor of BlPP3
F .

Then as before we must have f−1(L) = E ∪C for some curve C ⊂ X̃ that maps
1:1 onto L. Let C be its image in X : then C is equal to the intersection of X with
some hyperplane S, hence must have genus one. The only option left is that C is
singular at P , from which we deduce that C meets E in two points (counted with
multiplicity).

As the branching locus of f−1(L)→ L coincides with f(E ∩C), we deduce that
L is also a bitangent to the ramification locus.

As the number of bitangents of BX is 28, we deduce that the 27 lines on X are
sent 1 : 1 to the 27 bitangents of BX , with the last bitangent being the image of
the exceptional divisor. �

Thus if we pick BX ∈ X4(F ) obtained this way, the fiber S−
3 (BX) is equal to

Spec(F ) ∪ LX , where LX is the Fano scheme of lines on X .
Our goal is then to produce a cubic surface X ⊂ P3

F such that the scheme LX

representing lines on X , or more precisely the associated étale algebra EX/F has
a second Galois-Stiefel-Whitney class which satisfies x 7→ α2(EX) · x 6= 0 for any
cycle module M and x ∈M•(k).

Let F be the field k(a, b). A well known way to produce a cubic surface in P3,
see e.g. [Har79b, Ch. V, Section 4], is to blow up six points in general position
on P2; we want to make a more arithmetic version of this construction, taking
inspiration from Example 3.10. Consider three length two points P1, P2, P3 on P2

F ,
defined respectively over E1 = F (

√
a), E2 = F (

√
b) and E3 = F (

√
ab). If we write

K = F (
√

a,
√

b) and Gal(K) = 〈σ, τ〉 where

σ(
√

a) = −
√

a, σ(
√

b) =
√

b, τ(
√

a) =
√

a, σ(
√

b) = −
√

b

this is equivalent to picking six points Q1, Q′
1, Q2, Q′

2, Q3, Q′
3 on P2

K where the same-
numbered points are exchanged by the Galois group and are fixed by respectively
τ, σ and τ · σ. We moreover ask for these points to be in general position, i.e. no
three points belong to the same line and the six points are not all on a conic. An
example of six such points that works for every base field is

Q1, Q′
1 = (±

√
a : 1 : 0), Q2, Q′

2 = (±
√

b : 0 : 1), Q3, Q′
3 = (0 : ±

√
ab : 1)

Blowing up these three points yields a cubic surface X/F , as can be seen by passing
to K.

The 27 lines on a cubic surface obtained this way can be easily described. Over
K, they are the six exceptional divisors corresponding to the points, the fifteen
lines passing through two points each, and the six conics passing through five of
the six points. Then to describe the étale algebra EX/F it suffices to look at the
action of the Galois group on EX ⊗F K = K27. We immediately see that:

(1) The six lines given by the exceptional divisors are fixed by the stabilizer of
the corresponding point and thus are defined over the same field.

(2) The three lines passing by conjugate points are fixed by the whole group
and thus defined over F .

(3) The twelve lines passing by two non-conjugate points are only fixed by the
identity and thus are defined over K.

(4) The six conics passing through five of six points are stabilized by the sta-
bilizer of the sixth point and thus are defined over the same field.

This shows that

EX = F 3 × E2
1 × E2

2 × E2
3 ×K3
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We know that αtot(Spec(F )) = 1 and αtot(Spec(Ei)) is equal to 1 + {a}, 1 + {b}
and 1 + {ab} respectively, which shows

αtot(EX) = (1 + {a})2(1 + {b})2(1 + {ab})2αtot(Spec(K))3

expanding the first three components we get

(1 + {a})2(1 + {b})2(1 + {ab})2 = (1 + {−1, a})(1 + {−1, b})(1 + {−1, ab}) =

1 + {−1, a}+ {−1, b}+ {−1, a}+ {−1, b}+ r = 1 + r

Where every term in r has degree higher than 2. This shows that the degree two
term of αtot(EX) is the degree two term of αtot(K)3. By example 3.11 we know
that

α1(K) = 0, α2(K) = {a, b}+ {−1, ab}
so

αtot(EX) = (1 + r)αtot(K)3 = (1 + r)(1 + {a, b}+ r′)3 = 1 + {a, b}+ {−1, ab}+ r′′

Where again every term in r′′ has degree higher than 2, showing that

α2(EX) = {a, b}+ {−1, ab}.
Observe that for any x ∈ M•

2(k) by the compatibility of the K2-module structure
and differential we have

∂a=0(∂b=0({a, b}+ {−1, ab}) · x) = ∂a=0({a} · x) = x

showing that the map M•(k) → Inv•(X fr
4 , M) given by x 7→ α2(S) · x is injective.

This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.12.

Remark 3.14. Pick the base field k to be a completely real field, so that the elements
{−1, . . . ,−1} are all nonzero (because H•(R,Z/2Z) ≃ Z/2Z [ε] where ε = {−1}),
and define F ′ = k(a, b, c).

If we repeat the construction above using K ′ = k(
√

a,
√

b,
√

c) and picking points
points Q1, . . . , Q′

3 defined over F ′(
√

a), . . . , F ′(
√

c) we obtain

αtot(EX′) = 1 + {−1, abc}+ {a, b}+ {a, c}+ {b, c}+ {−1,−1,−1, abc}+
{−1}3{a, b, c}+ {−1}5{abc}+ r

where every term in r has degree at least 8. Note that the classes

1, α2(EX′), α4(EX′), α6(EX′)

are all K2(k)-linearly independent, which shows that there must be at least two
K2(k)-linearly independent cohomological invariants ofM3 of degree three or more
that do not belong to the submodule generated by invariants of degree two or less.

3.5. Main results. We are ready to assemble our main results. Combining Corol-
lary 3.9 and Proposition 3.12 we immediately obtain a full computation of the low
degree cohomological invariants of M3. Moreover we can combine Theorem 2.10
and Proposition 3.5 with Corollary 3.12 to additionally compute the low degree
cohomological invariants ofM3 rH3 and X fr

4 over a non algebraically closed field.

Theorem 3.15. Assume our base field k has characteristic different from 2, and
let M be an ℓ-torsion cycle module. We have

Inv≤2(M3, M) = M≤2(k)⊕ α2 ·M0(k)2

Inv≤2(M3 rH3, M) = M≤2(k)⊕ β1 ·M≤1(k)9 ⊕ α2 ·M0(k)2

Inv≤2(X fr
4 , M) = M≤2(k)⊕ β1 ·M≤1(k)9 ⊕ α2 ·M0(k)2

where α2 the second Galois-Stiefel-Whitney class of the étale covering S−
3 → M3

and β1 ∈ Inv1(M3 rH3, K9).
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Restricting the result above to M = Hµ∨

ℓ
, and using the fact [EHKV01, KV04]

that for a smooth, generically tame and separated Deligne-Mumford stack whose
coarse moduli space is quasi projective the Brauer group and cohomological Brauer
group coincide we obtain the computation of the Brauer groups ofM3 andM3rH3.

Corollary 3.16. Assume our base field k has characteristic different from 2, and
let ℓ be a positive integer divisible by 2 and coprime to char(k). Then

Br(M3)ℓ = Br(k)ℓ ⊕ Z/2Z

where the Z/2Z is the pullback of a generator of Br(BS28)/Br(k) through the map
induced by S−

3 →M3. Moreover we have

Br(M3 rH3)ℓ = Br(X fr
4 )ℓ = Br(X4)ℓ = Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/9Z)ℓ ⊕ Z/2Z

where when char(k) is coprime to 3 the H1(k,Z/9Z) component comes from the
cup products of β1 ∈ Inv1(M3 r H3, K9) = H1(M3 r H3, µ9) and elements of
H1(k,Z/9Z).

We would like to highlight three remaining questions:

(1) What is the image of Br(M3) inside Br(H3)?
(2) Is it possible to compute the full cohomological invariants of M3, at least

over an algebraically closed field?
(3) Do the étale algebras obtained by odd and even theta characteristics induce

any nontrivial invariants onMg for g ≥ 4?

4. The Brauer group of A3

Let A3 be the moduli stack of three-dimensional principally polarized abelian
varieties (p.p.a.v.) over a field k of characteristic different from 2. We will show
that understanding the Brauer groups ofM3 andM3rH3 is sufficient to compute
the Brauer group of A3 as well.

Remark 4.1. We already know the Brauer groups of A1 and A2.

(1) The mapM1,1 → A1 is an isomorphism, so by [DLP22, Thm. 9.1] we know
that its Brauer group is





Br(A1
k
)⊕H1(k,Z/12Z) if char(k) 6= 2,

Br(A1
k
)⊕H1(k,Z/3Z)⊕ J if char(k) = 2, F4 6⊂ k,

Br(A1
k
)⊕H1(k,Z/12Z)⊕ Z/2Z if char(k) = 2, F4 ⊆ k,

where H1(k,Z/4) ⊂ J ⊆ H1(k,Z/8) sits in an exact sequence

0→ H1(k,Z/4)→ J→ Z/2→ 0.

(2) The Torelli morphism induces an isomorphism Mct
2 = M2 r ∆0 ≃ A2,

where ∆0 is the divisor parametrizing curves with a non-separating node.
This can be seen as the map is finite, representable and birational [Lan,
Sek82, MG24]. Then by [DLP21c, Prop. 5.2, 5.3] we get that for a base
field k of characteristic different from 2 and an even ℓ not divisible by the
characteristic

Br(A2)ℓ = Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/2Z)⊕ Z/2Z.

As all the stacks in the section will be smooth, separated and generically tame
Deligne Mumford stacks with quasiprojective coarse moduli space, by [EHKV01,
KV04] the ℓ-torsion parts of their Brauer groups and cohomological Brauer groups
coincide. For simplicity we will always refer to the Brauer group even when in
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practice we are working with the cohomological Brauer group. Recall that the
Torelli morphism

M3
τ−→ A3, (C → S) 7→ (Jac(C)→ S, Θ(C))

(1) induces an open immersion of moduli spaces, whose image is the locus
of indecomposable p.p.a.v. (i.e. not isomorphic to a product of lower
dimension p.p.a.v.) of dimension three [Col87,Lan];

(2) is representable, and the automorphism group of Jac(C) is equal to Aut(C)
if C is hyperelliptic and Aut(C)×Z/2Z if C is not. The extra Z/2Z comes
from the canonical involution on a p.p.a.v. that sends an element to its
inverse [Sek82];

(3) is étale of degree two overM3 rH3, and a locally closed immersion when
restricted to H3 [MG24,Lan21].

We denote by A0
3 the substack of indecomposable p.p.a.v. of dimension three.

The following lemmas are the key to our computation.

Lemma 4.2. The ℓ-torsion part of the Brauer group of A3 (resp. A3 r τ(H3)) is
isomorphic to that of A0

3 (resp. A0
3 r τ(H3)).

Proof. The boundary to A0
3 inA3 is the substack of p.p.a.v. which can be written as

a product. There is an obvious surjective map A2×A1∪(A1)3 → A3rA0
3, showing

that it has dimension at most four, and thus it is a closed subset of codimension at
least two, so removing it does not modify cohomological invariants and in particular
it does not change the ℓ-torsion of the cohomological Brauer group. �

Lemma 4.3. The map from M3 r H3 to the rigidification of A0
3 r τ(H3) with

respect to the canonical involution is an isomorphism.

Proof. The map in question is representable by schemes exactly as in Prop. 3.7 as
it is finite and the objects on both sides have the same automorphism groups. It
is moreover birational, which implies that it must be an isomorphism by Zariski’s
main theorem. �

This is sufficient to show that the Brauer group of A3 contains that of M3.

Proposition 4.4. The Brauer group of A0
3 contains a copy of Br(k)⊕Z/2Z which

maps bijectively to the corresponding component in the Brauer group of M3.

Proof. The lemma above and our computation of Br(M3 r H3) shows that the
Brauer group of A0

3 r τ(H3) contains a copy of Br(k)⊕ Z/2Z which pulls back to
the appropriate elements in the Brauer group of M3 rH3. We just need to show
that the element α generating the copy of Z/2Z does not ramify on τ(H3).

The map M3 → A3 is flat (being a representable finite map between smooth
Deligne-Mumford stacks). Consider the following diagram which is commutative
by the compatibility of ramification and flat pullback:

A0(A0
3 r τ(H3), K2)

∂1

��

τ ∗

// A0(M3 rH3, K2)

∂2

��

A0(τ(H3), K2) τ ∗

// A0(H3, K2)

the bottom map is the identity as the Torelli map is an immersion when restricted
to the hyperelliptic locus. But then we have

τ∗(∂1α) = ∂2(τ∗α) = 0

showing that ∂1α = 0. �



28 A. DI LORENZO AND R. PIRISI

Lastly we need to compute the image of the hyperelliptic locus in the Picard
group of A3.

Lemma 4.5. The class of τ(H3) is divisible by 18 in the Picard group of A0
3. In

particular if char(k) 6= 3 then H1(A0
3 r τ(H3), µ18) contains an element β of order

18. If char(k) = 3 then we can find an element β of order 2 in H1(A0
3 r τ(H3), µ2).

Proof. Let X3 → A3 be the universal abelian variety and consider the Hodge bundle
on A3. We can see it as the pullback of ΩX3/A3

through the zero section. Recall
that for a smooth projective scheme π : X → S, the relative tangent sheaf of the
Picard variety Pic0

X/S is canonically identified with R1π∗OX . Applying this to the
case of a smooth curve C → S of genus three, we deduce that the pullback of the
Hodge bundle on A3 through the Torelli map is equal to the Hodge bundle onM3.

Now, in the Picard group ofM3 we have [H3] = 9λ1, where λ1 is the first Chern
class of the Hodge bundle, and the class of τ(H3) is equal to τ∗ [H3] as the Torelli
map is an immersion when restricted to H3. Using the projection formula we get

[τ(H3)] = τ∗(9λ1) = 9τ∗(τ∗λ1) = 18λ1.

We prove the second statement for char(k) 6= 3: the proof for char(k) = 3 is
identical. Consider the exact sequence

A0(A0
3, K18)→ A0(A0

3 r τ(H3), K18)→ A0(τ(H3), K18) i∗−→ A1(A0
3, K18)

By the projection formula the image of 1 ∈ A0(τ(H3), K18) through i∗ is zero, so
there must be an element β ∈ A0(A0

3 r τ(H3), K1
18) mapping to it. We conclude

by observing that A0(A0
3 r τ(H3), K1

18) = H1(A0
3 r τ(H3), µ18) by [DLP21b, Lm.

2.18]. �

We first compute the Brauer group of A3 r τ(H3).

Proposition 4.6. Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2, and let ℓ be
an even positive integer not divisible by char(k). Then

(1) If char(k) = 0 then Br(A3 r τ(H3)) = Br(k)⊕H1(k,Z/18Z)⊕ Z/2Z.

(2) If char(k) 6= 0 then Br(A3 r τ(H3))ℓ = Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/18Z)ℓ ⊕ Z/2Z.

Proof. It suffices to prove the statement for A0
3 r τ(H3). Consider the Z/2Z-gerbe

A0
3 r τ(H3)→M3 rH3 induced by the rigidification. We know that the induced

pullback is injective on cohomology as there is a splitting. The seven-terms exact
sequence obtained applying the Leray spectral sequence for Gm gives us

0→ H2(M3 rH3,Gm)→ Ker(H2(A0
3 r τ(H3),Gm)→ H0(M3 rH3, R2π∗Gm))

→ H1(M3 rH3, R1π∗Gm).

The stalks of our morphism are equal to BZ/2Z×Spec(R) where R is a regular (in
fact, smooth over the base) strictly Henselian ring. Using the projection formula
we see that

H1(BZ/2Z× Spec(R),Gm) = Pic(BZ/2Z× Spec(R))

is 2-torsion. Then we have to check the image of

H1(BZ/2Z× Spec(R), µ2)→ H1(BZ/2Z× Spec(R),Gm)2 → 0.

The group on the left is equal to Inv1(BZ/2Z × Spec(R), K2) which by [DLP21b,
Prop. 4.4] is equal to

Inv1(Spec(R), K2)⊕ Inv0(Spec(R), K2) [1] = Z/2Z

because the cohomological invariants with coefficients in HD of an Henselian ring
that is smooth over the base field are equal to its cohomology (Sec. 1.3, point
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3) and H•(R, D) = H0(R, D) = D. The copy of Z/2Z cannot map to zero as its
pullback to

Inv1(BZ/2Z× Spec(R/m), K2) = Z/2Z

is nonzero. This allows us to conclude that R1π∗Gm = Z/2Z. Our exact sequence
is now

0→ H2(M3 rH3,Gm)→ Ker(H2(A0
3 r τ(H3),Gm)→ H0(M3 rH3, R2π∗Gm))

→ H1(M3 rH3,Z/2Z).

we are only interested in the ℓ-torsion part of these groups, so we can restrict to

0→ H2(M3 rH3,Gm)ℓ → Ker(H2(A0
3 r τ(H3),Gm)→ H0(M3 rH3, R2π∗Gm))ℓ

→ H1(M3 rH3,Z/2Z).

Now we consider H2(BZ/2Z× Spec(R),Gm)ℓ. We have that

H2(BZ/2Z×Spec(R),Gm)ℓ = Br′(BZ/2Z×Spec(R))ℓ = Inv2(BZ/2Z×Spec(R), Hµ∨

ℓ
)

and again by [DLP21b, Prop. 4.4] this is equal to

Inv2(Spec(R), Hµ∨

ℓ
)⊕ Inv1(Spec(R), Hµ∨

2
) [1] = 0

which immediately implies that

H0(M3 rH3, R2π∗Gm)ℓ = 0

and our sequence becomes

0→ H2(M3 rH3,Gm)ℓ → H2(A0
3 r τ(H3),Gm)ℓ → H1(M3 rH3,Z/2Z).

We know that

H2(M3 rH3,Gm)ℓ = Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/9Z)ℓ ⊕ Z/2Z.

Moreover, by our description of the low degree cohomological invariants ofM3rH3

and identifying µ2 = Z/2Z we get

H1(M3 rH3,Z/2Z) = Inv1(M3 rH3, K2) = H1(k,Z/2Z)

so we get

0→ Br(k)ℓ ⊕H1(k,Z/9Z)ℓ ⊕ Z/2Z→ Br(A0
3 r τ(H3))ℓ → H1(k,Z/2Z).

We will now construct a splitting of the last map.
Consider the 2-torsion element 9β ∈ H(A0

3 r τ(H3), µ2) = H(A0
3 r τ(H3),Z/2Z)

we defined earlier. Looking at the low degree exact sequence

0→ H1(M3 rH3,Gm)→ H1(A0
3 r τ(H3),Gm)→ H0(M3 rH3,Z/2Z) = Z/2Z

we conclude that the boundary map must send 9β to 1. Now if we take the subgroup
9β ∩H1(k,Z/2Z) ⊂ Br(A0

3 r τ(H3)), by the compatibility of the spectral sequence
with the cap product structure the image of 9β ∩ x in H1(M3 rH3,Z/2Z) is x, so
that the map x 7→ 9β ∩ x is the splitting we were looking for. �

All we have to do now is showing that the extra elements in Br(A3 r τ(H3))
ramify on the image of the hyperelliptic locus.

Theorem 4.7. Let k be a field of characteristic different from 2, and let A3 be the
stack of three-dimensional principally polarized abelian varieties over k. Then

(1) If char(k) = 0 we have Br(A3) = Br(k)⊕ Z/2Z.
(2) If char(k) = p we have Br(A3) = Br(k) ⊕ Z/2Z ⊕ B′′

p where B′′
p is a p-

primary torsion subgroup.
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Proof. It suffices to prove the statement for A0
3. We already know that the Br(k)⊕

Z/2Z component of the Brauer group of A0
e r τ(H3) belongs to the Brauer group

of A0
3, so all that is left is to check the H1(k,Z/18Z) component. Assume for

simplicity that char(k) 6= 3. Consider the exact sequence

A0(A0
3, Hµ∨

18
)→ A0(A0

3 r τ(H3), Hµ∨

18
)→ A0(τ(H3), Hµ∨

18
).

By construction β ∈ A0(A0
3, K1

18) maps to 1 in A0(τ(H3), K0
18), so by the com-

patibility of the boundary with the product [Ros96, R3f, p.330] we see that the
subgroup β · H1(k,Z/18Z) ⊂ A0(A0

3, H2
µ∨

18
) maps injectively to H1(k,Z/18Z) ⊂

A0(τ(H3), H1
µ∨

18
), proving that it does not belong to the Brauer group of A0

3.
If char(k) = 3 we can just repeat the same reasoning using 2 and 9β instead of

18 and β. �
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