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MALLE’S CONJECTURE AND BRAUER GROUPS OF STACKS

DANIEL LOUGHRAN AND TIM SANTENS

Abstract. We put forward a conjecture for the leading constant in Malle’s con-
jecture on number fields of bounded discriminant, guided by stacky versions of
conjectures of Batyrev–Manin, Batyrev–Tschinkel, and Peyre on rational points
of bounded height on Fano varieties. A new framework for Brauer groups of stacks
plays a key role in our conjecture, and we define a new notion of the unramified
Brauer group of an algebraic stack.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Malle’s conjecture. Let k be a number field. In [65, 66], Malle put forward
the following.

Conjecture (Malle). Let G ⊆ Sn be a non-trivial transitive subgroup. Then

#

{
K/k :

[K : k] = n,Gal(K̃/k) ∼= G,
|Nk/Q∆K/k| ≤ B

}
∼ cMalle(k,G)B

a(G)(logB)b(k,G)−1

for some cMalle(k,G) > 0, a(G) > 0, b(k,G) ∈ N.

In the conjecture ∆K/k denotes the relative discriminant of K/k, one counts

isomorphism classes of fields K/k and K̃ denotes the Galois closure of K with

Gal(K̃/k) ∼= G being an isomorphism of permutation groups. Malle gave predictions
for the invariants a(G) and b(k,G) as follows. For an element g ∈ G we denote its
index by ind(g) = n− the number of orbits of g on {1, . . . , n}. We let C∗G denote
the collection of non-identity conjugacy classes of G; this comes equipped with a
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2 DANIEL LOUGHRAN AND TIM SANTENS

natural action of Γk := Gal(k̄/k) via the anticyclotomic character (see §3.1). We
let M(G) ⊆ C∗G denote the collection of conjugacy classes of minimal index. Then

a(G) = min{ind(c) : c ∈ C∗G}−1, b(k,G) = #(M(G)/Γk). (1.1)

One of the first results on counting number fields was the seminal work of Dav-
enport Heilbronn for S3 [34], with subsequent treatments of the case of abelian
extensions [63, 64, 90, 91, 44]. Since the formulation of Malle’s conjecture, the area
has attracted considerable interest; for example [29, 8, 13, 14, 15, 51, 88, 50, 82,
40, 41, 42, 5, 4, 6, 89]. Despite this, there are two outstanding issues with Malle’s
conjecture. Firstly, the exponent of logB is wrong in general, as first observed
by Klüners [50]. Secondly, Malle offered no prediction for the leading constant
cMalle(k,G). Understanding the leading constant is significant open problem; for
example recent work of Shankar and Thorne [82] notes that “the leading constants
appearing in front of Malle’s heuristics are still shrouded with mystery”.

In our paper we solve this problem by giving a corrected version of Malle’s con-
jecture which gives the expected power of logB providing one removes an explicit
exceptional set of field extensions, and moreover we also give a precise prediction
for the leading constant. Bhargava [14] has proposed a formula for Sn, where it
is given by a product of local densities. But in examples cMalle(k,G) can exhibit
pathological properties; for example it need no longer be a product of local densities
and subgroups of G can interfere and appear in the leading constant.

To highlight the aims of the paper, we give explicit versions of our conjecture.
Firstly, counting A4-quartics of bounded discriminant is a notorious open problem in
the Malle’s conjecture literature. We make completely explicit what our conjecture
says in this case as a challenge to researchers in the community.

Conjecture 1.1.

2#
{
[K : Q] = 4 : |∆K | ≤ B,Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4

}
∼ c(Q, A4,∆)B1/2 logB,

where K̃ denotes the Galois closure of K and

c(Q, A4,∆) =
35

648

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)2

1 +

2 +
(

−3
p

)

p


 .

The factor 2 on the left has a natural interpretation via a groupoid cardinality.

1.2. The Malle–Bhargava heuristics. Ellenberg and Venkatesh [40, Ques. 4.3]
considered analogues of Malle’s conjecture where the discriminant is replaced by
a different height function. This is quite natural even from the perspective of
Malle’s conjecture, since for each transitive embedding G ⊆ Sn one obtains a dif-
ferent counting problem. Moreover, numerous works have considered the problem
of counting number fields with local conditions imposed. Bhargava [14] was the
first to study this in the case of Sn-extensions of degree n. The expectation is that
the leading constant should change in a simple way exactly corresponding in the
local conditions imposed; in the literature this is often informally referred to as
the Malle–Bhargava heuristics. For Bhargava’s original question see [15, §8.2], as
well as Wood’s [93, §6.1] for a discussion of these heuristics and problems with the
existing framework, and [92, §10] which notes that “An important open question is
to even make a good conjecture about when exactly the principle should apply”.
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We also give precise predictions for these more general problems. As an example,
the next conjecture, despite at first glance looking artificial, is the smallest non-
abelian group where the leading constant is given by a finite sum of Euler products.
This illustrates the full range of behaviour which we encapsulate in the paper, as it
corresponds to a case where there is a transcendental Brauer–Manin obstruction.

Conjecture 1.2. For an A4-quartic field K, let H(K) := |∆K |
5
2 |∆K̃ |−

1
2 . Then

2#
{
[K : Q] = 4 : Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4, H(K) ≤ B,K ⊗Q R ∼= R4

}
∼ cR4(Q, A4, H)B,

2#
{
[K : Q] = 4 : Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4, H(K) ≤ B,K ⊗Q R ∼= C2

}
∼ cC2(Q, A4, H)B,

where K̃ denotes the Galois closure of K and

cR4(Q, A4, H) =
145

3456

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p
+

1

p2




+
319

10368

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p


 = 0.0594...

cC2(Q, A4, H) =
145

1152

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p
+

1

p2




− 319

3456

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p


 = 0.0347....

From the given numerical values, an interesting prediction of Conjecture 1.2 is
that approximately 63% of A4-quartics are totally real when ordered by H . On
the other hand, when ordering by discriminant, the Malle–Bhargava heuristics (and
experimental verification) predicts that only 25% of A4-quartics are totally real.
This difference in the local behaviour for a different height function comes from the
second Euler factor, which itself comes from a transcendental Brauer group element.
We give numerical evidence towards this conjecture in §10.6.

1.3. Malle’s conjecture via stacks. Key to our paper is a viewpoint recently put
forward in [39, 32, 33] to study Malle’s conjecture via the classifying stack BG of G,
and interpret Malle’s conjecture as a version of the Batyrev–Manin conjecture [43, 9]
for an algebraic stack (see §2 for background on BG). The emphasis in these papers
was on finding common generalisations of Manin’s and Malle’s conjecture, whereas
the focus in our paper is using the stack theoretic framework to say something
new about the original Malle’s conjecture. (Kedlaya [49, §10] appears to have
been the first to suggest that one use BG to study Malle’s conjecture.) Manin’s
conjecture concerns rational points of bounded height on Fano varieties. Here Peyre
[71] has put forward a conjectural leading constant in Manin’s conjecture, and
we take Peyre’s approach as our starting point for the conjecture, though serious
modifications are required to make it work.

There are two challenges with formulating a conjecture for the leading constant.
Firstly, there may be global obstructions: by the Grunwald–Wang theorem there is
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no Z/8Z-extension of Q which realises the degree 8 unramified extension of Q2; the
leading constant should reflect this obstruction. Secondly, in some examples the
leading constant is given as an infinite sum of Euler products indexed by subfields;
this happens for example when counting D4 quartic fields [28].

We overcome both issues. We control global obstructions using a new definition of
a partially unramified Brauer group BrM(G)BG for the stack BG, depending on the
conjugacy classes M(G) of minimal index (see Definition 5.21). This group has an
explicit interpretation via central extensions of G by µn. For simplicity we assume
here that this group gives no obstruction; in the terminology we introduce later in
the paper this means precisely that BG(Ak)

Br
M(G) = BG(Ak)M(G). This condition

holds for example in the setting of Conjecture 1.1, but not Conjecture 1.2, and in
general a more complicated expression involving a sum of Euler products occurs (see
Conjecture 9.1). It is also convenient to rephrase the problem in terms of counting
continuous homomorphisms ϕ : Γk → G from the absolute Galois group, rather
than fields (for a version in terms of fields, see Conjecture 9.3).

Conjecture 1.3. Let G ⊆ Sn be a non-trivial transitive subgroup. Assume that
BrM(G)BG gives no Brauer–Manin obstruction. Let Ω ⊆ Hom(Γk, G) be the sub-
set of homomorphisms which are either not surjective or which correspond to field
extensions which are not linearly disjoint to k(µ| exp(G)|), where exp(G) denotes the
exponent of G.

(1) If the elements of M(G) generate G then

1

|G|#{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ /∈ Ω, |Nk/Q∆ϕ| ≤ B} ∼ c(k,G)Ba(G)(logB)b(k,G)−1

where

c(k,G) =
a(G)b(k,G)−1 · |BrM(G)(BG)/Br k| · Ress=1ζk(s)

b(k,G) · τ(k,G)
#Ĝ(k)(b(k,G)− 1)!

,

τ(k,G) =
∏

v∈Val(k)
v|∞

#Hom(Γkv , G)

|G|
∏

v∈Val(k)
v∤∞

(1− 1/qv)
b(k,G)

|G|
∑

ϕv∈Hom(Γkv ,G)

1

q
v(∆ϕv )
v

.

Here ∆ϕ denotes the relative discriminant of the degree n étale algebra cor-
responding to ϕ and Ĝ := Hom(G,Gm) the group scheme of characters of
G.

(2) IfM(G) does not necessarily generate G, consider the quotient map q : G→
G/〈M(G)〉. Then for any ψ ∈ Hom(Γk, G/〈M(G)〉) the limit

c(k,G, ψ) := lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ /∈ Ω, |Nk/Q∆K/k| ≤ B, q ◦ ϕ = ψ}/|G|
Ba(G)(logB)b(k,G)−1

exists. Moreover we have
1

|G|#{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ /∈ Ω,Nk/Q ∆ϕ ≤ B} ∼ c(k,G)Ba(G)(logB)b(k,G)−1

where
c(k,G) =

∑

ψ∈Hom(Γk,G/〈M(G)〉)
c(k,G, ψ)

and the sum converges.
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Heuristics and principles abound in the Malle’s conjecture literature. We could
find very few precise conjectures with no counter-examples; the main one being
Bhargava’s [14] in the case of Sn. Here the minimal index conjugacy classes are the
transpositions and the corresponding Brauer group BrM(Sn)(BSn) is constant. In
this case Conjecture 1.3 agrees with Bhargava’s heuristics (see §10.1).

Borrowing terminology from Wood [91, §2.1], we call Case (1) the fair case. Here
the factors which appear have precise analogues with Peyre’s constant [71, Def. 2.5];

for example τ(k,G) is a Tamagawa volume and a(G)b(k,G)/#Ĝ(k) is a version of
Peyre’s effective cone constant α. However, the natural height to use in Manin’s
conjecture for Fano varieties is the anticanonical height, and Peyre’s construction
applies in this setting. Part of the reason for the pathological nature of cMalle(k,G)
is that the discriminant is not the anticanonical height in general; the role of the
anticanonial height is played by what we call the radical discriminant N(rad∆K/k),
namely the norm of the ideal given by the product of ramified primes. As such
Peyre’s formalism is insufficient in general, and we also require the framework of
Batyrev and Tschinkel [11].

For Case (2), where the discriminant need not be fair, we instead consider the
subgroup M(G) := 〈M(G)〉 generated by the minimial index elements, which is
normal as it is generated by conjugacy classes. We then sort homomorphisms
according to the quotient map G→ G/M(G); we make clear in our paper that this
is a version of the Iitaka fibration from birational geometry, and this viewpoint is
inspired by the work of Batyrev and Tschinkel [11]. This sorting corresponds to
counting rational points in the fibres of the Iitaka fibration BG → B(G/M(G))
then summing over all fibres. The first key observation is that the fibres of the
Iitaka fibration can be identified with BM(G)ϕ where M(G)ϕ is a suitable inner
twist of M(G) (viewed as a group scheme). Thus one can interpret the count
in the fibres as a version of Malle’s conjecture for group schemes. Our next key
observation is that the restriction of the discriminant to a fibre now becomes a
fair height function. This allows us to in fact obtain a precise prediction for the
constants c(k,G, ψ) which appear in Conjecture 1.3, with an analogous formula
to the fair case. Altogether, this clarifies that the correct generality for Malle’s
conjecture should allow G to be a finite étale group scheme, so that one considers
G-torsors instead of fields, and allows arbitrary height functions rather than just
the discriminant. Our whole paper is written in this generality, including our most
general conjectures in §9. This more general perspective to Malle’s conjecture is
also taken in the papers [4, 5, 32, 33].

Case (2) occurs for example if G = D4, where one is counting D4-quartics of
bounded discriminant. In this case the Iiataka fibration is given by D4 → C2,
and the induced map on fields associates to the quartic extension its quadratic
resolvent. Here Malle’s conjecture is known to hold [28], and we verify in §10.2
that our conjectures agree with these results, including the exact leading constant.
Very recent work of Alberts, Lemke Oliver, Wang and Wood [6] proves many new
cases of Conjecture 1.3(2) (in their terminology, they say that G is concentrated in
〈M(G)〉).

A closely related formula to Case (1) of our Conjecture 1.3 appears in Alberts’
paper [7, Thm. 1.2]. His approach and formula is very different and stated in terms
of a random group model for number fields. However the Brauer group factor
is missing: if there is a Brauer–Manin obstruction, the leading constant needs
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to be modified to take into account a potential failure of strong approximation
(Conjecture 9.1).

1.4. Main results. Our paper introduces a new framework for Malle’s conjecture
via stacks. The difference with our work and the papers [39, 32, 33], is that the
aim of these works was seeking common generalisations of Malle’s and Manin’s
conjecture, whereas our paper is about using stacks to say something new about
the original Malle conjecture. Our framework allows to explain all outstanding
phenomena in the Malle’s conjecture literature. Let us explain our main results.

1.4.1. Mass formula, Hensel’s Lemma, and Tamagawa measures. In [14, Thm. 1.1]
and [49, Prop. 5.3], Bhargava and Kedlaya prove formulae for weighted counts of
number fields, which they call mass formulae. One of our first results concerns a
generalisation of this to finite étale group schemes. To explain this we first introduce
heights. We simplify slightly the exposition in the introduction, so some of the
notation and set up appearing later in the paper is slightly different and more
general (see §8.1 for the theory of heights).

Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over a global field k. We say that a
place v is good with respect to G if v is non-archimedean, G has good reduction
modulo v, and qv is coprime to |G|. Let ϕv ∈ Z1(kv, G) be a 1-cocycle over kv with
values in G. The tame inertia group at v is canonically isomorphic to a group of
roots of unity. Thus restricting ϕv to the tame inertia we obtain an element of the

Tate twist G(−1) := Hom(Ẑ(1), G) of G by minus −1. We consider this up to the
conjugacy action of G, and this gives rise to a map

ρG,v : Z
1(kv, G)→ CG, CG := G(−1)/conj

which we call the ramification type (see §7.1 for more details). Heights are then
defined as follows: Let w : CG → Z be a Galois equivariant function with w(e) = 0
(we call such a function a weight function). For good v we define the associated
local height function to be

Hv : Z
1(kv, G)→ Z, ϕv 7→ qw(ρG,v(ϕv))v .

For bad v we allow a local height to be an arbitrary function. A (global) height is
then a product of local heights. Our mass formula is now as follows.

Theorem 1.4 (Mass formula). Let v be a good place of G and w a weight function
with height function H. Let f : CG → C be any Galois equivariant function.

1

|G|
∑

ϕv∈Z1(kv,G)

f(ρG,v(ϕv))

Hv(ϕv)
=
∑

c∈CΓkv
G

f(c)

q
w(c)
v

.

We interpret this geometrically as a version for BG of Denef’s formula [37,
Thm. 3.1] for Igusa zeta functions of varieties; see Theorem 8.10 for details, as
well as an equivalent formulation in terms of groupoid cardinalities.

Our proof of Theorem 1.4 is stack theoretic and completely different to that of
Bhargava and Kedlaya. It uses a new version of Hensel’s Lemma for stacks. The
traditional version of Hensel’s Lemma says that X (Ov)→ X (Fv) is surjective for a
smooth stack X . Our version is very different and gives a description of BG(kv).
It uses the cyclotomic inertia stack of Abramovich–Graber–Vistoli [2, §3], which
is defined to be IµX :=

∐
nHomS,rep(Bµn,X ). They introduced this stack in the
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study of Gromov–Witten theory of stacks; our application is completely different
and arithmetic in nature. For a uniformising parameter πv, we introduce a reduction
modulo πv map which can be seen as a categorical avatar of the ramification type,
via the identification IµBG ∼= [G(−1)/G] (Proposition 4.6) .

Theorem 1.5 (Stacky Hensel’s Lemma). Let v be a good place of G. Then the
reduction modulo πv map BG(kv)→ IµBG(Fv) is an equivalence of groupoids.

In §8.2 we define a local Tamagawa measure τH,v on BG(kv) modelled on Peyre’s
definition for Fano varieties [71, §2.2.1]. To obtain a global Tamagawa measure
we define convergence factors λv coming from the local Artin L-function factors
of the collection M(w) = {c ∈ CG : w(c) 6= 0 is minimal} of minimal weight
conjugacy classes of G(−1). Our mass formula is used to prove that these indeed
form convergence factors.

Theorem 1.6 (Convergence of global Tamagawa measure). The infinite product
measure

∏
v λ

−1
v τH,v converges absolutely on

∏
v BG(kv).

With a measure in place, we are in a good position to put forward Conjec-
ture 9.1 on the leading constant in Malle’s conjecture, as well as formalise the
Malle–Bhargava heuristics through an equidistribution conjecture on the adelic
points of BG. This is Conjecture 9.10, as well as the more general problem of
imposing infinitely many local conditions, which leads to a property we call strong
equidistribution (Conjecture 9.15). Crucially however in general one should restrict
the measure to adelic points which is orthogonal to a suitable Brauer group; this
extra factor does not appear in the Malle–Bhargava heuristics in the literature. It
is necessary to take into account Grunwald–Wang-type phenomenon in the leading
constant. We discuss the corresponding Brauer group in the next section.

Remark 1.7. We give a definition of fair height functions, which generalises the
special case of abelian groups by Wood [91] (Definition 8.1). This asks that the
minimal weight conjugacy classes generate G. Our definition of fair is weaker than
Wood’s in the case of abelian extensions. In fact Wood’s notion of fairness has
strong implications for the corresponding Brauer groups which arise, so her choice
can actually be explained through the Brauer group (see §10.7.4 for details). This
framework allows us to answer Wood’s [92, §10] and Bhargava’s [15, §8.2] question
on when the Malle–Bhargava heuristics should hold: this is exactly when counting
by a fair height function and when there is no Brauer–Manin obstruction (providing
one removes a possible accumulating collection of fields, as in Conjecture 1.3).

1.4.2. Brauer groups. The Brauer group plays a key role in the leading constant in
Manin’s conjecture for a Fano variety X, where it is essential to the definition that
BrX/Brk is finite. However the Brauer group BrBG is huge in general, even in
simple cases (e.g. one has BrB(Z/2Z)/Br k = k×/k×2). A key observation in our
paper is that BrBG is not the correct Brauer group for the leading constant. When
the height is the radical discriminant, one should take the unramified Brauer group
BrunBG of BG. We define this group in §5 for more general algebraic stacks, since
we expect the theory to be of independent interest. If X is a smooth proper variety
then BrX = BrunX, however crucially BrBG 6= BrunBG in general despite BG
being smooth and proper for G finite étale.

Our main result here is a version of Grothendieck’s purity theorem [30, Thm. 3.7.1]
for the unramified Brauer group. In the version for varietiesX this is stated in terms
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of divisors on X. However BG has no non-zero divisors. Instead our result is stated
in terms of sectors ; these are the connected components of the cyclotomic inertia
stack (see §4.5). They are not divisors in any sense, but a key aspect of our theory
is that they play an analogous role to divisors on stacks.

Theorem 1.8 (Purity for the unramified Brauer group). Let X be a smooth proper
tame DM stack over a field k and b ∈ BrX . Then b ∈ Brun X if and only if for every
sector S ∈ π0(IµX ) with universal map fS : (Bµn)S → X , we have f ∗

S(b) ∈ BrS.
In the special case X = BG and k = C, we use Theorem 1.8 to recover a

famous formula of Bogomologov [18] for the unramified Brauer group of An/G (see
Remark 6.35). In particular, Theorem 1.8 can be viewed as vast generalisation of
Bogomolov’s formula to more general stacks and non-algebraically closed fields.

We use the unramified Brauer group to study the Brauer–Manin obstruction on
BG. The following theorem is a version for stacks of a famous theorem of Harari
[47, Thm. 2.1.1], which is part of Harari’s formal lemma for varieties [30, §13.4].
It shows that our definition of the unramified Brauer group has the correct formal
properties from an arithmetic perspective.

Theorem 1.9 (Harari’s formal lemma). Let X be a smooth finite type DM stack
over a number field k and b ∈ BrX . Then b ∈ BrunX if and only if b evaluates
trivially on X (kv) for all but finitely many places v of k.

The unramified Brauer group is the correct object when counting via the radical
discriminant. However for general heights it turns out that a different Brauer group
is required; this change of Brauer group depending on the choice of height function
explains many of the differences observed in the literature regarding counting with
different height functions. We call this the partially unramified Brauer group. In
the case of BG it is defined to be only those elements of BrBG which are unrami-
fied along the sectors determined by a given Galois invariant collection C ⊆ CG of
conjugacy classes, rather than all sectors as in case of the unramified Brauer group.

Calculating this group BrC BG is crucial for calculating the leading constant in
our conjecture. Firstly we prove that it is finite modulo Br k in the fair case, as
required for the leading constant to even be well-defined; given that BrBG/Br k
is infinite in general, this finiteness is non-obvious. We also obtain an algorithm to
calculate it as well as write down elements. We state this informally as a theorem
here; see §6.7 for a precise description.

Theorem 1.10 (Finiteness and computability of the Brauer group). Let G be a
finite étale tame group scheme scheme over a field k and C ⊆ CG be Galois invari-
ant which generates G. Then the group BrC BG/Br k is finite and there exists an
effective method for calculating it.

We achieve Theorem 1.10 through a systematic study of BrC BG, and we compute
it in terms of central extensions and Kummer theory (Theorem 6.21), as well as
Galois cohomology (Theorem 6.29). This latter theorem in particular describes the
algebraic part of the Brauer group in terms of the Galois cohomology of what we call
the orbifold Picard group of BG; it can be viewed as an enhancement of the well-
known isomorphism Br1X /Br k ∼= H1(k,PicXk̄) [30, Prop. 5.4.2] for any algebraic
stack X over k with a rational point. We also obtain a version of Theorem 1.9 for
the partially unramified Brauer group; this is Theorem 7.4 and is crucial to know
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that the Brauer–Manin pairing is well-defined on what we call the associated partial
adelic space.

Our description of the transcendental Brauer group of BG involves H2(G,C),
which is essentially the Schur multiplier of G. Ellenberg and Venkatesh [41, §2.4]
first postulated the appearance of the Schur multiplier in the leading constant
in Malle’s conjecture, so we explain this via transcendental Brauer groups (Re-
mark 6.37). We also relate the Brauer group to the “algebraic lifting invariants” of
Ellenberg–Venkatesh–Westerland [42, §7.4] and Wood [94]. These lifting invariants
are closely related to the components of Hurwitz spaces and feature prominently
in the study of Malle’s conjecture and the Cohen–Lenstra heuristics over function
fields. They fit into our persepective as they can be interpreted via the Brauer
group of BG.

Remark 1.11. Despite our investigation being based on Manin’s conjecture, it
also allows us to feedback into Manin’s conjecture for Fano varieties. Namely the
leading constant in Manin’s conjecture for a Fano variety X involves the factor
#H1(k,Pic X̄), which equals |Br1X/Brk| where Br1X denotes the algebraic Brauer
group of X. However we give evidence in §10.6 that for Malle’s conjecture, it should
be the cardinality of the full Brauer group which appears, i.e. one should also in-
clude the transcendental Brauer group. This is exactly the counting problem in
Conjecture 1.2. This suggests that in the leading constant in Manin’s conjecture
#H1(k,Pic X̄) should actually be replaced by |BrX/Br k|.

1.4.3. The exceptional set and the total count. Klüners [50] was the first to come up
with a counter-example to Malle’s conjecture; this has the property that the expo-
nent of logB is too large. Koymans and Pagano [52] have given counter-examples
to Ellenberg and Venkatesh’s version [40, Ques. 4.3] of Malle’s conjecture for the
radical discriminant; we give new counter-examples ourselves involving dihedral ex-
tensions in §10.4. These counter-examples come from non-trivial interactions with
cyclotomic fields, and are formally similar to the requirement in Manin’s conjec-
ture to remove an accumulating thin set to obtain the correct asymptotic formula
(e.g. lines in cubic surfaces).

We formalise all these counter-examples in §3.7, including for finite étale group
schemes G, using what we breaking cocycles. All known counter-examples come from
breaking cocycles, and moreover we show in Lemma 3.38 that in order to obtain a
Malle-type conjecture for BG which is consistent with respect to change of G, it
suffices to remove the breaking cocycles. Our main result on these cocycles is that
they form a thin set and must come from cyclotomic extensions (see Theorem 3.40
for a more general version for finite étale group schemes).

Theorem 1.12 (Breaking cocycles are thin). Let G be a finite group of order
coprime to the characteristic of k. Then the collection of breaking homomorphisms
Γk → G is thin and lies in the set

{
ϕ : Γk → G :

ϕ is not surjective or
kϕ is not linearly disjoint to k(µexp(G))

}
.

The thinness of the breaking rational points in Manin’s conjecture [57, Thm. 1.4]
is a difficult result proved used deep techniques in birational geometry. Our proof
is substantially easier, and has the advantage of giving an explicit computable
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description of the breaking thin set, something which is currently lacking in the
setting of Manin’s conjecture.

Our conjectures state that after removing the breaking cocycles, one should obtain
the correct power of logB as predicted by Malle (see Remark 9.2). More than this
however, one should remove these to obtain our predicted leading constant and a
version of the Malle–Bhargava heuristics (equidistribution in our terminology).

Despite needing to remove a thin set to get the correct leading constant, our
general conjectures imply a formula for the total count in Malle’s conjecture by
strafying the collection of all homomorphisms according to whether they lift suitable
cyclotomic fields. See §9.3 for details.

1.5. Structure of the paper. We have tried to make the paper self-contained
where possible for the benefit of readers unfamiliar with the theory of stacks. For
example, we begin the paper by recalling all the properties of BG we will need. The
exceptions are §4 and §5 which require more background in the theory of algebraic
stacks. Throughout we include numerous examples to illustrate our results and
conjectures, so as to create a new toolkit for other researchers.

In §2 we introduce the key object of study in the paper, namely the stack BG. We
give various presentations for this stack and discuss its basic properties, including
the roles of inner twists and groupoid cardinalities.

In §3 we consider the orbifold effective cone. This was introduced in [33] for
general algebraic stacks, and replaces the role of the effective cone of divisors in
Manin’s conjecture. We specialise the theory to the case of interest, namely BG.
Here we develop the theory further, and obtain a new definition for the orbifold
Picard group, which is crucial when we come to defining Peyre’s effective cone
constant in our setting. We introduce the associated Iitaka fibration and also define
breaking cocycles: the exceptional set which must be removed in Malle’s conjecture
to obtain the correct asymptotic formula.

The next three sections form the technical heart of the paper. In §4 we introduce
some of the key technical tools which we will use in our stacky framework, namely
roots stacks, the cyclotomic inertia stack, and sectors. These are used to prove a new
stacky version of Hensel’s lemma (Theorem 4.13). There already exist versions of
Hensel’s lemma in the literature, which for a smooth stack X over a complete DVR
O says that the map X (O)→ X (F) to the residue field F is surjective, similarly to
schemes (see e.g. [61, Lem. 4.2]). Our new version is completely different and has
no analogue in the world of schemes. It gives a description of X (K) where K is the
fraction field of O, and is based upon the modified valuative criterion for properness
of stacks from [20].

In §5 we create a new theory of Brauer groups for algebraic stacks, including a
new definition of the unramified Brauer group of an algebraic stack and partially
unramified Brauer group, which will appear in our conjectures. Our main result
(Theorem 5.19) gives a stacky version of Grothendieck’s purity theorem in terms
of sectors. We also define the Brauer–Manin obstruction for a stack and prove a
version of Harari’s formal lemma [47, Thm. 2.1.1] for stacks.

In §6 we specialise the preceding theory to the case of BG, and compute the
transcendental and algebraic part of the Brauer group of BG, via central extensions
(Theorem 6.21) and Galois cohomology (Theorem 6.29). This leads to a computable
procedure, explained in §6.7, to calculate the partially unramified Brauer group of
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BG. This group appears in our main conjectures, hence it is crucial for applications
that one calculate it.

In §7 we study the Brauer–Manin obstruction for BG. We include the important
definition of the partial adelic space (Definition 7.2), which is the natural space
upon which the partially unramified Brauer–Manin pairing is defined (Theorem
7.4). We also give explicit examples of the Brauer–Manin obstruction in this case,
through Stickelberger’s Theorem and the Grunwald–Wang Theorem, as well as a
gerbe which fails the Hasse principle, and a discussion of differences over global
function fields.

In §8 we introduce heights on BG following [33]. We then proceed to construct
a new Tamagawa measure on BG. We prove a mass formula for our local measures
and use these to obtain convergence factors for a global measure. We also give a
more advanced mass formula to calculate the Tamagawa measure of the Brauer–
Manin set (Theorem 8.23).

In §9 we state our conjectures. These concern general height functions on BG for
a finite étale group scheme G, and not just the case of the discriminant considered in
Conjecture 1.3. We give a conjecture regarding equidistribution, which formalises
the Malle–Bhargava heuristics, and also a conjecture we call strong equidistribu-
tion, which covers for example the problem of counting number fields of squarefree
discriminant.

We finish in §10 by studying a range of examples, including providing evid-
ence for our conjectures from existing results in the literature. This includes Sn-
extensions, D4-extensions, and abelian extensions. We also show how Klüners’s
counter-example is compatible with our conjecture, and give a new counter-example
to Ellenberg and Venkatesh’s generalisation of Malle’s conjecture for the radical dis-
criminant. We demonstrate what our conjecture says for counting A4-quartic ex-
tensions, and consider its compatibility with an existing conjecture in the literature
[29, §2.7].

1.6. Shortcut to the Conjecture: The reader looking for a quick overview to
understand the conjecture in the fair case should study §2.1 and §2.4 to get to grips
with the definition of BG. One should then look at §3.1 to understand the Galois
action on conjugacy classes and §3.4 for the definition of the Fujita invariant and
the minimal weight conjugacy classes.

The (partially) unramified Brauer group is the most subtle notion in our conjec-
ture; indeed defining and calculating this group is one of the main new technical
innovations in the paper. It should arguably be skipped on a first reading. If one
wants to know the precise definition one should read Definitions 4.5 and 5.21. Tools
for calculating it in the case of BG are contained in §6.

To understand the definition of the heights one should read Definition 3.8, §7.1
and §8.1. The corresponding local Tamagawa measures are defined in §8.2 and
computed at all but finitely many places in Corollary 8.11. This computation is
used to show that the global Tamagawa measure defined in §8.4 is well-defined.

One can now understand the conjectures in §9 regarding fair heights. A useful
statement is Lemma 8.21, which shows that the leading constant in the conjecture
is equal to an explicit finite sum of Euler products.
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After this one should look at the examples in §10 to get a feeling for what the
conjecture looks like in concrete situations, and to see some explicit Brauer group
computations.

1.7. Notation and conventions. For a finite étale group scheme G over a field

k, we denote by Ĝ = Hom(G,Gm) its group scheme of 1-dimensional characters,
by G(−1) its Tate twist by −1, and by |G| its degree. We call G tame if |G| is
not divisible by the characteristic of k. We denote by Z1(k,G) the set of 1-cocycles
with values in G(ksep). We recall that the normaliser of a subgroup scheme H ⊆ G
is the subgroup scheme given by the collection of g ∈ G such that gHg−1 = H .

All algebraic stacks are assumed to be quasi-separated. Following [1, Thm. 3.2],
we call an algebraic stack tame if all its stabilisers are geometrically reductive. A
finite étale group scheme G is tame if and only if BG is tame. (This can fail for
finite flat group schemes, e.g. µp is not tame in characteristic p, but Bµp is).

We call a groupoid X finite if the automorphism group of each object is finite and
there are only finitely many isomorphism classes of objects. We denote by [X ] the
set of isomorphism classes of classes of X, and by #X =

∑
x∈[X]

1
|Autx| the groupoid

cardinality of X (provided X is finite). Similarly, for an algebraic stack X over a
ring R, we denote by X (R) the groupoid of R-points of X and by X [R] the set of
isomorphism classes of objects in X (R).

In the Malle’s conjecture literature, functions which assign a value to a num-
ber field go by various names, e.g. “generalised discriminant”, “counting function”,
or “invariant”. We prefer the term height function to unify existing terminology
regarding heights on varieties, and to avoid confusion with the local invariant
invv : Br kv → Q/Z from class field theory. A counting function for us is the
function which gives the cardinality of the number of elements of bounded height.

To avoid possible confusion, the notation c(k,G,H) is always used to refer to
the leading constant for BG over k when counting G-torsors of bounded height H .
This has the consequence that various counting functions in the paper may have
different normalisations, given by multiplying by a suitable rational number, to
make sure that the exact leading constant c(k,G,H) is obtained. Whilst this may
look awkward, it is the correct way to normalise counts via the groupoid cardinality
and leads to more uniform formulae.

All cohomology is fppf cohomology.

Acknowledgements. This project started after Arul Shankar asked us if we could
explain the factor 1/2 which appears in Bhargava’s heuristic [14, Conj. 1.2]. We
thank Brandon Alberts, Tim Browning, Peter Koymans, Gunter Malle, Ross Pa-
terson, and Julie Tavernier for useful comments. Daniel Loughran was supported
by UKRI Future Leaders Fellowship MR/V021362/1. Tim Santens was supported
by FWO-Vlaanderen (Research Foundation-Flanders) via grant number 11I0621N.

2. The stack BG

2.1. The groupoid BG(k). Let G be an étale group scheme over a field k. The
groupoid BG(k) has multiple equivalent presentations. We follow the conventions
for torsors as in [83, §2].

Lemma 2.1. The following categories are equivalent.
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(1) The groupoid BG(k) of right G-torsors over Spec k with isomorphisms as
G-equivariant morphisms.

(2) The groupoid of left G-étale algebras over k, i.e. étale algebras A/k equipped
with a faithful left action of G such that AG = k.

(3) The groupoid which has as objects 1-cocycles ϕ : Γk → G(ksep) and morph-
isms ϕ

g−→ gϕg−1 for each cocycle ϕ and g ∈ G(ksep) with the obvious com-
position law. The cocyle gϕg−1 sends σ ∈ Γk to gϕ(σ)σ(g)−1.

(4) If G is constant, then the groupoid of (continuous) homomorphisms Γk → G,
with morphisms given by conjugation in G.

Proof. (1) ⇐⇒ (2): If A is such an étale algebra then SpecA→ Spec k is a right
G-torsor. Conversely if T → Spec k is a right G-torsor then H0(T,OT ) is a left
G-étale algebra.

(1) ⇐⇒ (3): The equivalence between this groupoid and BG(k) follows from
the fact that a cocycle is the same as a descent datum and the fact that descent for
G-torsors is effective [84, Tag 0245].

(3) ⇐⇒ (4): As G is constant, a 1-cocyle is the same as a homomorphism. �

In particular the set BG[k] of isomorphism classes of elements of BG(k) is simply
H1(k,G); but it is crucial throughout to also keep track of the automorphism groups
of the elements, which is exactly what BG does. Our standard choice of presentation
will usually be in terms of cocycles. We denote by e ∈ BG(k) the rational point
corresponding to the identity cocycle, i.e. the cocycle with constant value equal to
the identity element of G.

The category BG(k) contains many elements, some of which are not relevant to
Malle’s conjecture (e.g. the identity cocycle). We classify general elements of BG(k)
as follows.

Lemma 2.2. The equivalences in Lemma 2.1 induce equivalences between the fol-
lowing subgroupoids.

(1) The groupoid of connected right G-torsors over Spec k.
(2) The groupoid of left G-fields over k.
(3) The groupoid of surjective 1-cocycles ϕ : Γk → G(ksep).
(4) If G is constant, then the groupoid of surjective homomorphisms Γk → G.

Proof. (1) ⇐⇒ (2): This is clear from the definition.
(1) ⇐⇒ (3): Let ϕ : Γk → G be a cocycle and T the corresponding right G-

torsor. The Γk-set T (k
sep) can be identified with G(ksep) equipped with the twisted

action σ ·ϕ g := ϕ(σ) · σ(g). The scheme T is connected if and only if this Γk-action
is transitive. However the orbit of the identity e ∈ G(k) under this action is equal
to the image of ϕ, so the orbit is transitive if and only if the image of ϕ is G(ksep).

(3) ⇐⇒ (4): Clear. �

We call any element of BG(k) satisfying one of the equivalent conditions in
Lemma 2.2 surjective.

Remark 2.3 (Outer automorphisms). Assume that G is constant. Let ψ : G→ G
be an outer automorphism and ϕ : Γk → G a surjective homomorphism. Then ϕ
and ψ◦ϕ are non-isomorphic in BG, despite having the same kernel and so defining
isomorphic Galois extensions with Galois group G.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0245
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This convention is important for the theory for non-Galois extensions; for example
if G = S6 then ϕ and ψ ◦ ϕ determine non-isomorphic degree 6 extensions of k (see
Lemma 2.15 below).

However outer automorphisms do occur in a somewhat subtle way in the theory.
They arise in the following situation: given a subgroup scheme H ⊆ G with nor-
maliser N ⊆ G, any element of N induces an automorphism of H by conjugation,
which may be an outer automorphism of H . Galois twists of H by such automorph-
isms are key to our work (Lemma 2.13), and moreover keeping track of such outer
automorphisms is important to get the correct groupoid cardinalities (see Lemma
2.14). This ultimately leads to additional factors in Conjecture 9.3.

The natural way to count in a groupoid is via the groupoid cardinality, i.e. the
number of isomorphism classes of objects in the groupoid weighted by the inverse of
the cardinality of the automorphism group of each object (see §1.7 for our conven-
tions regarding sums over groupoids). To get to more elementary looking statements
(as in Conjecture 1.3), we use the following lemma. We denote by Z1(k,G) the set
of 1-cocycles with values in G.

Lemma 2.4. Let F : Z1(k,G) → BG[k] be the natural map and f : BG[k] → C
any function. Then for any finite subset W ⊆ BG[k] cwe have

∑

ϕ∈W

f(ϕ)

|Autϕ| =
1

|G|
∑

ψ∈F−1(W )

f(F (ψ)).

Proof. We may assume |W | = 1. Here it is the orbit-stabiliser theorem. �

2.2. Thin sets. Thin sets were introduced by Serre [81, §3.1] in his study of Hil-
bert’s irreducibility theorem. Peyre [72, §8] was the first to suggest that one should
remove a thin set in Manin’s conjecture to avoid counter-example. This requirement
is now part of all modern formulations of Manin’s conjecture. We will take a similar
approach and remove a thin set in Malle’s conjecture to avoid counter-examples.
Our definition of thin sets on BG is as follows.

Definition 2.5. We say that a subset of BG[k] is thin if it is contained in the finite
union of images f(X(k)) where f : X → BG is a finite morphism which admits no
generic section.

We classify these in terms of inner twists (see §2.3 for terminology).

Lemma 2.6. Any thin subset of BG[k] is contained in the finite union of the
images f(BH(k)) where H proper subgroup scheme of an inner twist of G and
f : BH → BG denotes the induced map. Conversely such subsets are thin.

Proof. Let f : X → BG be a finite morphism which admits no generic section. By
considering each component of X separately, we may assume that X is connected.
We may also assume that X is reduced, hence f is étale. Moreover we can assume
that X(k) 6= ∅. The first part now follows from Lemma 2.11. The converse is
immediate from the definition. �

In the notation of Lemma 2.6 we have deg f = |G|/|H|. Some examples of thin
sets are as follows.
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Lemma 2.7. Let K/k a finite extension and H ⊆ GK a subgroup scheme. Let
Ω ⊆ BG[k] be the subset consisting of those cocyles ϕ ∈ BG(k) such that ϕK lies
in the image of BH(K)→ BG(K). Then Ω is thin.

In particular, the collection of non-surjective elements of BG(k), in the sense of
Lemma 2.2, is thin.

Proof. Consider the Cartesian square

X //

��

BRK/kH

��

BG // BRK/kGK ,

where RK/k denotes the Weil restriction. A diagram chase shows that cocycles ϕ
with ϕK ∈ Im(BH(K) → BG(K)) are exactly those in Im(X(k) → BG(k)). We
have RK/kG ×k ksep ∼= Gn, where n := [K : k]. The map Xksep = BGksep ×BGn

ksep

BHn
ksep → BGksep is a disjoint union of maps of the form BHksep → BGksep , each of

which is finite and of degree ≥ 2, so the image of X is thin as desired.
For the last part, let K/k be a finite field extension over which G becomes con-

stant. Then any non-surjective cocycle ϕ ∈ BG(k) becomes a non-surjective homo-
morphism over K. In particular its image is a proper subgroup of G(K). As there
are only finitely many subgroups, the result follows from the first part. �

2.3. Inner twists. We now study inner twists and the automorphism groups of
elements of BG(k). Some of the results in this section are rephrasing in stacky
terms properties of non-abelian Galois cohomology, as can be found in [80, §5].

Definition 2.8. Given a cocycle ϕ ∈ Z1(k,G) we let Gϕ be the corresponding inner
twist, i.e. the étale group scheme whose underlying group is G(ksep) and on which
Γk acts via

(σ, g) ∈ Γk ×G(ksep)→ ϕ(σ)σ(g)ϕ(σ)−1. (2.1)

From a cohomological perspective, this is the twist of G corresponding to the co-
homology class ϕ ∈ H1(k,G) where G acts on itself by conjugation (see [80, Ex-
amples, §5.3] for more details).

In the statement Z(G) denotes the centre of G, viewed as a group scheme, and
Aut(ϕ) denotes the automorphism group scheme of ϕ.

Lemma 2.9. Let ϕ ∈ BG(k) be a cocycle.
(1) We have Aut(ϕ) ∼= Gϕ.
(2) If G is constant, then Aut(ϕ)(k) is isomorphic to the centraliser of the image

of ϕ. In particular, if ϕ is surjective then Aut(ϕ)(k) ∼= Z(G).
(3) In general, there exists a thin subset Ω ⊆ BG[k] such that for all ϕ ∈

BG[k] \ Ω we have Aut(ϕ)(k) ∼= Z(G)(k).

Proof. Let K/k be a field extension and let g : ϕ→ ϕ be an automorphism defined
over K. Then gϕ(σ)σ(g)−1 = ϕ(σ) for all σ ∈ ΓK ⊆ Γk. We can rewrite this
equality as g = ϕ(σ)σ(g)ϕ(σ)−1, which from (2.1) exactly means that g ∈ Gϕ(K).
As G and Aut(ϕ) are both finite étale over k, this proves (1).

For (2), we use the action from (2.1). Let g ∈ Gϕ(k
sep). Then g is defined over k

if and only if
g = ϕ(σ)σ(g)ϕ(σ)−1 for all σ ∈ Γk.
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As σ(g) = g, this is equivalent to g lying in the centraliser of the image of ϕ.
For (3), the inclusion Z(G)(k) ⊆ Gϕ(k) is clear since the centre is preserved under

inner twists. So assume that Z(G)(k) 6= Gϕ(k). Take K/k to be a splitting field of
G. Then we have Z(GK) 6= GK,ϕK(K). By (2) we deduce that ϕK is not surjective.
The collection of such ϕ is thin by Lemma 2.7. �

Note that if G is abelian, then one may even take Ω = ∅ in Lemma 2.9, since
every inner twist is trivial.

We next observe that inner twists do not change BG (compare with [80, Prop. 35
bis]).

Lemma 2.10. Let ϕ ∈ Z1(k,G). Then BGϕ
∼= BG.

Proof. For all ϕ ∈ BG(k) we have B Autϕ ∼= BG [84, Tag 06QG]. However Autϕ ∼=
Gϕ by Lemma 2.9. �

Inner twists of G naturally arise when considering subgroups.

Lemma 2.11. Let f : X → BG be a finite étale morphism with X connected and
X(k) 6= ∅. Then X ∼= BH for some subgroup scheme H of an inner twist of G.

Proof. As X is connected and X(k) 6= ∅ we see that X must be a neutral gerbe,
hence X ∼= BH for some finite étale group scheme H over k. Let e ∈ BH(k) be
the identity cocycle. As f : BH → BG is finite it is representable, so the map
H = Aut(e) → Aut f(e) is injective. However Aut f(e) is an inner twist of G by
Lemma 2.9. �

Therefore it useful to understand the subgroup schemes of inner twists of G. Here
is one way to construct examples.

Definition 2.12. Let H ⊆ G be a subgroup scheme. Let N ⊆ G denote the
normaliser of H and let ϕ ∈ Z1(k,N). Denote by Hϕ the twist of H obtained
from ϕ where N acts on H by conjugation, i.e. Hϕ is the étale group scheme with
underlying group H(ksep) and on which Γk acts via

(σ, h) ∈ Γk ×H(ksep)→ ϕ(σ)σ(h)ϕ(σ)−1.

Definition 2.8 is a special case of Definition 2.12, as such we call Hϕ the inner
twist of H by ϕ. But note that Hϕ is not an inner twist of H in the sense of
Definition 2.8 in general as, despite the action given by conjugation, these come
from N hence can induce outer automorphisms of H . So in general we will have
BH 6∼= BHϕ, despite Lemma 2.10.

We next classify fibres of quotient maps with a rational point (compare with
Corollary 2 in [80, §5.5]).

Lemma 2.13. Let H ⊆ G be a normal subgroup scheme and f : BG → B(G/H)
the induced map. Let ϕ ∈ Z1(k,G) be a cocycle. Then f−1(f(ϕ)) ∼= BHϕ where Hϕ

is the inner twist of H by ϕ.

Proof. Let ϕ′ denote the image of ϕ in the gerbe f−1(f(ϕ)). Then Autϕ′ =
ker(Autϕ → Aut f(ϕ)) = (kerGϕ → Gϕ/Hϕ) = Hϕ. Thus by [84, Tag 06QG]
we have f−1(f(ϕ)) ∼= BAutϕ′ ∼= BHϕ. �

Lemma 2.13 applies to the following explicit problem. Let ψ ∈ Z1(k,G/H). Then
the collection of ϕ ∈ Z1(k,G) which lift ψ has the structure of a stack isomorphic
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to BHϕ for some choice of ϕ, providing a lift exists (a lift is exactly a solution to
the corresponding embedding problem). This in particular allows one to phrase
the perspective from [4] in terms of stacks. In this situation we sometimes abuse
notation and denote the corresponding stack by BHψ; this implicitly depends on
the choice of lift ϕ and is well-defined up to isomorphism.

It will also be useful to compare the groupoid cardinalities of BH and BG, where
H ⊆ G is a subgroup scheme. The functor BH(k)→ BG(k) is not full in general;
this means that the induced map on isomorphism classes of elements need not be
injective in general. This has consequences for groupoid cardinalities, which we
summarise in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.14. Let H ⊆ G be a subgroup scheme and F : BH(k) → BG(k) the
induced map. Let f : BG[k]→ C be any function. Then for any finite collection of
objects W ⊆ BH(k) with F−1(F (W )) =W we have

∑

ϕ∈[W ]

F (f(ϕ))

|(GF (ϕ)/Hϕ)(k)| · |Autϕ|
=

∑

ψ∈[F (W )]

f(ψ)

|Autψ| .

Moreover:

(1) If H ⊆ G is normal, then GF (ϕ)/Hϕ = G/H for all ϕ ∈ BH(k).
(2) If G is constant and ϕ is surjective, then |(GF (ϕ)/Hϕ)(k)| = |N/H| where

N denotes the normaliser of H in G.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that F (W ) consists of a single equivalence
class. The statement then reduces to the following: if ϕ ∈ BH(k) then

∑

ϕ′∈BH[k],F (ϕ′)=F (ϕ)

1

|GF (ϕ)/Hϕ′(k)| · |Aut(ϕ′)| =
1

Aut(F (ϕ))
.

By [80, Cor. 5.5:2] the sum in the left-hand side is equivalent to a sum over the
orbits of GF (ϕ)(k) acting on GF (ϕ)/Hϕ(k). Moreover, by [80, Prop. 36], the stabiliser
of this action for the orbit corresponding to ϕ′ is Hϕ′(k). Lemma 2.10 implies that
Aut(ϕ′) = Hϕ′(k) and Aut(F (ϕ)) = GF (ϕ)(k). The desired statement then follows
from the orbit-stabiliser theorem.

For the last parts, note that (GF (ϕ)/Hϕ) by construction is equal to the twist of
the finite étale scheme G/H by the cocycle ϕ, where H acts on G/H by conjugation,
i.e. multiplication on the left. For (1), if H ⊆ G is normal then H acts trivially
on G/H by multiplication on the left. So the twist of G/H by F (ϕ) is trivial, i.e.
GF (ϕ)/Hϕ = G/H .

For (2), if ϕ is surjective then (GF (ϕ)/Hϕ)(k) consists of those elements of G/H
on which H acts trivially. If gH ∈ G/H is such a coset then this means that for all
h ∈ H there exists a h′ ∈ H such that hg = gh′, i.e. g ∈ N . The number of such
cosets is thus |N/H|. �

2.4. Extensions with given Galois closure. In the special case of Sn, we have
the following equivalent descriptions for the groupoid BSn(k).

Lemma 2.15. The following categories are equivalent.

(1) The groupoid BSn(k) of right Sn-torsors over Spec k with isomorphisms as
Sn-equivariant morphisms.

(2) Homomorphisms Γk → Sn with isomorphisms given by conjugation in Sn.
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(3) Γk-actions on the set {1, · · · , n} with isomorphisms as conjugation by an
element of Sn acting on {1, · · · , n}.

(4) Étale k-algebras of degree n with isomorphisms given by k-algebra isomorph-
isms.

Proof. (1) ⇐⇒ (2): Immediate from Lemma 2.1.
(2) ⇐⇒ (3): Clear.
(2) ⇐⇒ (4): This is well-known and follows from the arguments in [49, Lem. 3.1,

3.2] (strictly speaking, the category in (4) is canonically equivalent to the category
of Γk-actions on sets of cardinality n; this is equivalent to the category in (3)). �

In Malle’s conjecture one is traditionally interested in field extensions with given
Galois closure G. To study this in our setting, let G ⊆ Sn be a transitive subgroup.
Then by Lemma 2.15, the image of the functor BG(k) → BSn(k) exactly corres-
ponds to étale algebras of degree n with Galois closure G acting via the inclusion
into Sn. One can calculate the correct groupoid cardinalities in this case using
Lemma 2.14. The formulae which appear this way can be quite complicated; this
all points to the fact that the most natural counting problem is counting elements of
BG(k), which boils down to counting homomorphisms Γk → G, rather than count-
ing field extensions with Galois group G. In any case we record the corresponding
groupoid cardinalities here for surjective homomorphisms.

Lemma 2.16. Let G ⊆ Sn be a subgroup and F : BG(k) → BSn(k) the induced
map. Let f : BSn[k] → C be any function. Then for any finite collection of
surjective objects W ⊆ BG[k] with F−1(F (W )) =W we have

1

|Z(G)|
∑

ϕ∈W
F (f(ϕ)) =

|N |
|C| · |G|

∑

ψ∈[F (W )]

f(ψ),

where N and C denote the normaliser and centraliser of G in Sn, respectively.

Proof. First note that Autϕ = Z(G) and Autψ = C by Lemma 2.9(2). The result
then follows from Lemma 2.14(2). �

3. Orbifold Picard group

In this section we begin by setting-up our notation. Some of our definitions are
inspired by those appearing in [33], though there are some differences (as we explain
in Remark 3.16).

3.1. Galois action on conjugacy classes. Let k be a field of characteristic p
(possibly 0) with absolute Galois group Γk := Gal(ksep/k) and let G be a tame
finite étale group scheme over k, e.g. G is a finite group of order not divisible by
the characteristic of k.

Fundamental to Malle’s conjecture is the Tate twist of G by −1.
Definition 3.1 (Tate twist). Let Ẑ(1) := lim←−n µn. We define

G(−1) := Hom(Ẑ(1), G).

This is a finite étale scheme. If G is non-abelian then G(−1) has no natural group
scheme structure. Any element of G(−1) may be represented by a homomorphism
µexp(G) → G where exp(G) denotes the exponent ofG. There is a very closely related
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scheme which appears more commonly in the Malle’s conjecture literature. Recall
that the set G(ksep) admits an action of Ẑ× via exponentiation (if G is non-abelian
then this need not preserve the group structure).

Definition 3.2 (Anticyclotomic twist). Let χcycl : Γk → Ẑ× be the cyclotomic
character. Let G(χ−1

cycl) denote the finite étale scheme whose geometric points are

G(ksep), but with Galois action twisted by χ−1
cycl:

Γk ×G(χ−1
cycl)(k

sep)→ G(χ−1
cycl)(k

sep), (σ, g) 7→ σ(g)χ(σ)
−1

.

Warning: not all authors take the anticyclotomic character χ−1
cycl, which is espe-

cially important for non-constant G. These two schemes are isomorphic, though
non-canonically.

Lemma 3.3. Choose a primitive exp(G)-th root of unity ζ. Then the map

G(−1)→ G(χ−1
cycl), (γ : µ| exp(G)| → G) 7→ γ(ζ)

is an isomorphism of schemes.

Proof. It is clearly bijective. Thus it suffices to show that it preserves the Galois
action. For this we have

(σ · γ)(ζ) := σ(γ(σ−1(ζ))) = σ(γ(ζχ(σ
−1))) = σ(γ(ζ))χ(σ)

−1

. �

We define
CG := G(−1)(ksep)/conj (3.1)

where the quotient is by the conjugacy action of G on G(−1). Let C∗G := CG \ {e}
where e denotes the identity of G(−1) (by which we mean the homomorphism with
constant value e). We call {e} the identity conjugacy class.

The scheme G(−1) arises in the following way. Heights will be determined by
the restriction of a cocycle ϕ : Γk → G to the tame inertia group. The tame inertia
is well-defined up to conjugacy, and is canonically isomorphic to a group of roots
of unity [84, Tag 09EE]. Hence we canonically obtain an element of G(−1), not of
G(χ−1

cycl) (see §7.1 and §8.1 for details). To help differentiate between G(−1) and

G(χ−1
cycl), we will write γ for an element of G(−1) and g for an element of G(χ−1

cycl).

Nevertheless, the scheme G(χ−1
cycl) is often easier to work with in examples due it

being easier to write down elements. Though we shall only do this when in the given
setting, the choice of isomorphism in Lemma 3.3 is irrelevant (see Definition 3.10

and Remark 3.11 for example). In this case we refer to the situation as Ẑ×-invariant.

Definition 3.4 (Subgroup generated by conjugacy classes). Let C ⊆ CG be Galois
invariant. We let 〈C〉 ⊆ G be the subgroup scheme generated by the image of all
γ ∈ G(−1) whose conjugacy class lies in C. This is a normal subgroup scheme as it
is generated by conjugacy classes.

Remark 3.5 (Cyclotomic twist). Define the scheme G(χcycl) in an analogous way
to Definition 3.2. In general G(χcycl) 6∼= G(χ−1

cycl), nonetheless if G is constant then

an element g ∈ G(ksep) has the same Galois orbit in both G(χcycl) and G(χ−1
cycl),

which explains why G(χcycl) also appears in the Malle’s conjecture literature.
For constantG one can determine the Galois action onG(χcycl)(k

sep)/conj through
the character table of G, see [79, Ch. 12, Thm. 25]. In particular, the Galois action
on CG is trivial if and only if the character table of G takes values in k.
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3.2. Orbifold Picard group of BG. Let Ĝ = Hom(G,Gm) be the group scheme
of 1-dimensional characters G. For any field extension k ⊆ L, we will identify

the Picard group Pic(BG)L of BG over L with Ĝ(L), the group of 1-dimensional
characters defined over L (see e.g. Lemma 6.1).

Definition 3.6. We define the age pairing1 as follows:

age : Ĝ(ksep)×G(−1)(ksep)→ Q/Z.

For (γ : µn → G) ∈ G(−1)(ksep) we let age(χ, γ) be the unique element of Z/nZ ⊆
Q/Z such that the map χ ◦ γ : µn → Gm has the form ζ 7→ ζage(χ,γ).

Lemma 3.7.

(1) n age(·, γ) = age(·, γn) for all n coprime to |G|.
(2) The age pairing is bilinear and non-degenerate on the left.
(3) age(·, γ) only depends the image of γ in CG.
(4) age(σ(χ), σ(γ)) = age(χ, γ) for all σ ∈ Γk.

Proof. Part (1) is clear from the definition. Therefore applying Lemma 3.3, as
abstract groups this is just the usual bilinear pairing

Hom(G,Q/Z)×G→ Q/Z : (χ, g)→ χ(g).

Part (2) follows immediately. Claim (3) holds because the value of a 1-dimensional
character at an element of G only depends on the conjugacy class of g.

The last statement holds because for all ζ ∈ µn and σ ∈ Γk we have

σ(ζ)age(σ(χ),σ(γ)) = σ(χ) (σ(γ) (σ(ζ))) = σ(χ) (σ (γ(ζ))) = σ (χ(γ(ζ))) = σ(ζ)age(χ,γ).

�

Our main innovation over Darda-Yasuda [33], which will allow us to compute the
effective cone constant, is an integral structure on the orbifold Picard group.

Definition 3.8. A geometric orbifold line bundle is a pair (χ,w) where χ ∈ Ĝ(ksep)
and w : G(−1)(ksep)→ Q is a conjugacy invariant function such that

(1) w(e) = 0,
(2) for all γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep) we have w(γ) mod Z = age(χ, γ).

Here e denotes the identity of G(−1). We call the function w a weight function.

Condition (2) says that ζw(γ) = χ(γ(ζ)) for all γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep) and all ζ ∈ µn
with n not divisible by the characteristic of k; via a choice of isomorphism from
Lemma 3.3 this becomes ζw(g) = χ(g) for all g ∈ G(ksep) and all such n. In particular
if χ is trivial then w takes integer values.

We usually consider w as a function w : C∗G → Q. We can add orbifold line
bundles componentwise, i.e. (χ,w) + (χ′, w′) = (χχ′, w + w′); this is well defined
since age is b e.g. ilinear. We denote the group of geometric orbifold line bundles
as Picorb(BG)ksep and call it the geometric orbifold Picard group.

Definition 3.9. An orbifold line bundle is a geometric orbifold line bundle (χ,w)

such that χ ∈ Ĝ(k) and w : CG → Q is Γk-equivariant. We denote the group of
orbifold line bundles by PicorbBG and call it the orbifold Picard group. We clearly
have PicorbBG = (Picorb(BG)ksep)

Γk .

1Darda–Yasuda [33, Def. 2.21] use a slightly different definition where they choose the canonical
representative of an element of Q/Z in Q ∩ [0, 1).
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Definition 3.10. We say that an orbifold line bundle is Ẑ×-invariant if the weight
function w satisfies w(γ) = w(γn) for all γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep) and all n coprime to |G|.
Remark 3.11. If w is Ẑ×-invariant, we may view w as function on G(ksep) in a
canonical way; namely the value of w via the induced map G(−1)(ksep)→ G(ksep)
from Lemma 3.3 is independent of the choice of primitive root of unity. This always
holds if k contains no non-trivial roots of unity and is imposed in the literature
in many cases, for example [91, §2.1] and [40, §4.2]. It gives simpler formulae for
height functions, but it is not relevant to our theory in general.

If w is not Ẑ×-invariant however, then there is no canonical way to view w as a
function on G(ksep).

Example 3.12. If G = µn then CG = Hom(µn, µn) = Z/nZ and PicBµn = Z/nZ.
The age pairing Z/nZ× Z/nZ→ Z/nZ ⊆ Q/Z is given by multiplication.

It follows that PicorbBµn = Picorb(Bµn)ksep is the group of pairs (k, r0, · · · , rn−1) ∈
Z/nZ×Qn such that r0 = 0 and ri =

ik
n

mod Z for all i. This is a free group with

n− 1 generators (1, 0, 1
n
, 2
n
, · · · , n−1

n
), (0, 0, 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, 0, . . . , 0, 1). Forget-

ting the first two coordinates embeds this into Qn−1 as a sublattice generated by
( 1
n
, 2
n
, · · · , n−1

n
), (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, 1).

In this example, the orbifold Picard group is a sublattice of a Q-vector space.
The following shows that this is always the case.

Lemma 3.13. The map Picorb(BG)ksep → Hom(C∗G,Q) : (χ,w) → w is injective
and its image contains Hom(C∗G,Z). In particular Picorb(BG)ksep is torsion free.

Proof. If (χ,w) is a geometric orbifold line bundle in the kernel of this map then
w = 0. This implies that age(χ, c) = 0 for all c ∈ C∗G. Lemma 3.2 implies that
χ = 1.

If w ∈ Hom(C∗G,Z) then (1, w) is a geometric orbifold line bundle. Torsion freeness
follows from the fact that it embeds in a Q-vector space. �

This lemma yields an isomorphism Picorb(BG)ksep ⊗Z R ∼= Hom(C∗G,R), which
shows that our definition of Picorb(BG)ksep ⊗Z R agrees with that of Darda-Yasuda
[33, Def. 8.1]. Another way to see this is because we have an exact sequence.

Lemma 3.14. The sequence

0→ Hom(C∗G,Z)→ Picorb(BG)ksep → Ĝ(ksep)→ 0

is exact. This induces an exact sequence

0→ Hom(C∗G,Z)Γk → Picorb(BG)→ Ĝ(k)→ 0.

Proof. The morphism Picorb(BG)ksep → Ĝ(ksep) sending (χ,w) to χ is surjective;

indeed for χ ∈ Ĝ(ksep) one may define w(c) to be any lift of age(χ, c) from Q/Z
to Q. Its kernel consists of pairs (1, w) where w : CG → Q is a weight function
such that w(c) ∈ Z for all c ∈ CG. The group of such pairs is isomorphic to
Hom(C∗G,Z)→ Picorb(BG)ksep . This proves the exactness of the first sequence.

For the second part we apply Galois cohomology and note that

H1(k,Hom(C∗G,Z)) = 0

by Shapiro’s Lemma. �
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Definition 3.15. The role of the canonical divisor is played by the orbifold line
bundle Korb

BG := −(1, 1) (see [33, Def. 9.1]). Here 1 denotes the trivial character and
1 : C∗G → {1} the constant function with value 1.

Remark 3.16. Our definition of orbifold line bundle is modelled on Darda and
Yasuda’s notion of raised line bundles in [33, Def 4.2]; there is a crucial difference
however, in that we impose the condition (2) which requires compatibility with the
age pairing. It is this which allows us to define the orbifold Picard group, which
is a finitely generated abelian group, whereas Darda and Yasuda are only able to
define an orbifold Néron–Severi space in [33, Def 8.1], which is a real vector space
and the tensor of our orbifold Picard group with R. This new integral structure is
crucial to be able to define the correct measure on the orbifold Néron–Severi space
and hence define the effective cone constant.

What we call a weight function, Darda and Yasuda refer to as a raising function.
We prefer the former terminology, since crucial to our framework will be the non-
trivial conjugacy classes which minimise w, which can conveniently be referred to
as the minimal weight conjugacy classes.

Remark 3.17. The sequences in Lemma 3.14 have a geometric interpretation. Let
U be a smooth variety over k with k̄×[U ] = k̄× and X a smooth compactification
of U . Write X \ U = D1 ∪ · · · ∪Dr for irreducible divisors Di. Then we have

0→
r⊕

i=1

Z[Di]→ PicX → PicU → 0. (3.2)

Therefore one gains a useful intuition in pretending that there is a smooth compac-
tification of BG with boundary divisors given by the disjoint union of (the dual of)
the non-identity conjugacy classes of G(−1).

This analogy is not perfect however, there are at least two differences. Firstly
Z/2Z has 1 non-trivial conjugacy class, but Z/2Z × Z/2Z has 3 non-identity con-
jugacy classes, whereas the product of two varieties each with a single boundary
divisor has 2 boundary divisors. In particular Picorb(BG1 × BG2) 6= PicorbBG1 ×
PicorbBG2 in general.

Secondly, for many arithmetic applications one chooses a smooth proper model
Xv over Ov and studies the intersection multiplicity of elements of Xv(Ov) with the
boundary divisors. In our situation of BG, the intersection multiplicity is always
either 0 or 1. This will help to simplify numerous formulae which appear.

3.3. Partial orbifold Picard group. Motivated by Remark 3.17, we consider a
modified version of the orbifold Picard group, which will appear in our work when
dealing with general line bundles. This offers a more flexible approach which is
easier to work with (e.g. it respects products, see Lemma 3.21).

Definition 3.18. Let C ⊆ C∗G be Galois invariant. A partial geometric orbifold line
bundle (with respect to C) is a pair (χ,w) where χ ∈ Ĝ(ksep) and w : C ∪ {e} → Q
is such that

(1) w(e) = 0,
(2) for all c ∈ C we have w(c) mod Z = age(χ, c).

Taking C = C∗G one recovers Definition 3.8. Analogously to the above theory,
one defines a partial orbifold line bundle to be one which is Galois invariant. We
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denote by PicorbC BG the group of isomorphism classes of such orbifold line bundles.
Regarding Remark 3.17, one should view PicorbC BG as the playing the role of the
Picard group of the open subset given by removing the “divisors” corresponding to
the elements of C∗G \ C. In particular, in analogy with (3.2) one easily sees that we
have the exact sequence

0→ Hom(C∗G \ C,Z)Γk → Picorb(BG)→ PicorbC BG→ 0. (3.3)

One is tempted to construct a section of the latter map by simply extending the
weight function to take value 0 outside of C; this cannot be done in general since
one will lose compatibility with the age pairing required in (2) of Definition 3.8.

Lemma 3.19. If C generates G then the map

PicorbC BGksep → Hom(C,Q) : (χ,w)→ w

is injective and its image contains Hom(C,Z). In particular PicorbC BGksep is torsion
free.

Proof. Analogous to Lemma 3.13. �

Lemma 3.20. The sequence

0→ Hom(C,Z)Γk → PicorbC BG→ Ĝ(k)→ 0 (3.4)

is exact.

Proof. Analogous to Lemma 3.14. �

Lemma 3.21. Let G1, G2 be a finite étale group schemes over k and Ci ⊆ C∗Gi
Galois invariant. Then the natural map

Picorb(G1 ×G2, C1 × {e} ∪ {e} × C2)→ Picorb(G1, C1)× Picorb(G2, C2)
is an isomorphism.

Proof. The map ̂(G1 ×G2)→ Ĝ1× Ĝ2 is an isomorphism as Hom(·,Gm) commutes
with finite products. Note also that for c ∈ C1, resp. c ∈ C2 we have age((χ1, χ2), c×
{e}) = age(χ1, c), resp. age((χ1, χ2), {e} × c) = age(χ2, c).

The group of functions w : C1 × {e} ∪ {e} × C2 → Q can be identified with the
group of pairs (w1, w2) where wi : Ci → Q. Moreover, this identification is clearly
compatible with the Galois action and it is compatible with the age pairing by the
previous paragraph. The lemma then immediately follows from the definitions. �

3.4. Orbifold effective cone.

Definition 3.22. We say that an orbifold line bundle (χ,w) is effective if w ∈
Hom(CG,Q≥0). Equivalently, (χ,w) is contained in the orbifold effective cone EffG :=
Hom(C∗G,R≥0)

Γk ⊆ Hom(C∗G,R)Γk ∼= Picorb(BG) ⊗Z R. An orbifold line bundle is
effective if it is effective as a geometric orbifold line bundle.

This definition agrees with the conventions of [33] (see [33, Cor. 9.22]).

Definition 3.23. An orbifold line bundle (χ,w) is big if (χ,w) ∈ Eff◦
G. Equivalently

we have w(c) > 0 for all c ∈ C∗G.
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Definition 3.24. Let L ∈ Eff◦
G be a big orbifold line bundle. Define the Fujita

invariant of L to be a(L) := inf{a ∈ R : Korb
BG + aL ∈ EffG}. We call ad(L) :=

Korb
BG + a(L)L the adjoint of L, which lies in a minimal face of the cone EffG. We

define b(k, L) to be the codimension of the minimal face containing ad(L).

Definition 3.25. Let L = (χ,w) ∈ EffG be an effective orbifold line bundle. We
denote by A(L) := {c ∈ C∗G : w(c) = 0} its non-identity zero locus.

We callM(L) := A(ad(L)) the collection of minimal (weight) conjugacy classes
of G(−1), as the following lemma clarifies.

Lemma 3.26. Let L be a big orbifold line bundle. Then

a(L) = (min
c∈C∗

G

w(c))−1, M(L) = {c ∈ C∗G : w(c) = a(L)−1},

b(k, L) = #M(L)/Γk.

Proof. Recalling Korb
BG := −(1, 1), this is immediate from the definitions. �

3.5. Iitaka fibration. We now consider the birational geometry of BG, and define
a version of the Iitaka fibration in our setting (see [55, §2.1.C] for the case of
varieties). This is key to our paper for understanding when the leading constant is
a sum of terms.

Definition 3.27 (Iitaka fibration). Let A(L) ⊆ G be the subgroup scheme gen-
erated by the conjugacy classes A(L) (see Definition 3.4). It is normal since it is
generated by conjugacy classes. We call I(L) = G/A(L) the Iitaka group and the
Iitaka fibration associated to L is the map BG→ BI(L).

We define the Iitaka dimension of L to be κ(L) := deg I(L)− 1.

Example 3.28. If L is big then A(L) is empty since the orbifold effective cone is
simplicial generated by the conjugacy classes of G. Thus here the Iitaka fibration
is simply the identity map BG→ BG, in particular it is birational as expected.

Remark 3.29. It is possible that there is a more convenient normalisation of the
Iitaka dimension in general. We will be mostly concerned with whether the Iitaka
dimension is 0.

Definition 3.30. An effective orbifold line bundle L is called rigid if κ(L) = 0,
equivalently the conjugacy classes A(L) generate the entire group G. We call L
adjoint rigid (or fair) if ad(L) is rigid; equivalently if the (non-identity) minimal
weight conjugacy classes M(L) := A(ad(L)) generate G (see Definition 3.4).

For example −Korb
BG is adjoint rigid (as expected in analogy with Manin’s conjec-

ture), since its adjoint line bundle is trivial. The following is an analogue of [55,
Thm. 2.1.33] in our setting.

Lemma 3.31. The restriction of L to every fibre of the (adjoint) Iitaka fibration
is (adjoint) rigid.

Proof. Rigidity can be checked after base change to ksep. Over a separably closed
fieldBI(L) has a single point and the fibre over this point is BA(L) (cf. Lemma 2.13).
The result follows from the definition of A(L). The case of adjoint rigidity is sim-
ilar. �
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Remark 3.32. Wood defined the notion of fair heights in [91, §2.1] in the case that
G is abelian. Fairness (or adjoint rigidity) is actually a property of the underlying
orbifold line bundle and not the choice of height; our definition is strictly weaker
than Wood’s in the abelian case (see §10.7.4). Our condition in fact appears in
Alberts’ paper [7, §7.6], however Alberts does not call such height functions fair since
an example is included in the abelian case where the leading constant in Malle’s
conjecture need not satisfy the Malle–Bhargava heuristics. However this example
is not actually pathological and can be explained by a Brauer–Manin obstruction;
again see §10.7.4 for more details. Thus we believe that our definition of fairness is
the correct one.

Throughout the remainder of the paper, we will be primarily interested in a big
orbifold line bundle L, and the corresponding adjoint Iitaka fibration induced by
the minimal weight conjugacy classes M(L).

3.6. Effective cone constant. We now have everything in place to define an ana-
logue of Peyre’s effective cone constant in our setting.

Let L be a big orbifold line bundle on BG and let M(L) be the corresponding
minimal weight conjugacy classes (see Definition 3.25). We define

PicorbL BG := PicorbM(L)BG.

(This definition is inspired by [11, Def. 2.3.11].)
From now on to define the effective cone constant, we assume that L is fair. We

let EffG(L) be the image of EffG inside the real vector space PicorbL BG⊗ R.

Definition 3.33. Take the Haar measure dv on the vector space (PicorbL BG⊗R)∧

such that the dual lattice Hom(PicorbL BG,Z) has covolume 1. We define the effective
cone constant in our case to be

α∗(BG,L) =

∫

v∈EffG(L)∧
e−〈L,v〉dv. (3.5)

This definition is inspired by [11, Def. 2.3.14, 2.3.16] (one should replace −KX by
L in [11, Def. 2.3.16]). In the integral we abuse notation and take the inner product
with the image of L in PicorbL BG. Note that what [11] calls “L-primitive” is now
called “adjoint rigid” in the Manin’s conjecture literature.

We calculate this by relating it to the Lebesgue measure. The exact sequence
(3.4) implies that the map

Hom(M(L),R)Γk → PicorbL BG⊗ R

is an isomorphism. We have Hom(M(L),R)Γk = RΓk\M(L). Taking duals we obtain
RΓk\M(L) ∼= (PicorbL BG⊗R)∧. This isomorphism induces a measure on (PicorbL BG⊗
R)∧, which we call the Lebesgue measure on (PicorbL BG⊗ R)∧.

Lemma 3.34. The measure dv is 1/#Ĝ(k) times the Lebesgue measure.

Proof. We have an inclusion of lattices Hom(PicorbL BG,Z) ⊆ ZΓk\M(L) of index

#Ĝ(k) by the exact sequence (3.4). The lattice Hom(PicorbL BG,Z) thus has cov-

olume #Ĝ(k) with respect to the Lebesgue measure. �

Lemma 3.35. Let L be a fair orbifold line bundle. Then

α∗(BG,L) = a(L)b(k,L)/#Ĝ(k).
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Proof. By Lemma 3.26 the image of L in PicorbL BG ⊗ R ∼= Hom(M(L),R)Γk is
the constant function c → a(L)−1. If we now apply Lemma 3.34, we see that the
integral (3.5) equals

1

#Ĝ(k)

∏

c∈M(L)/Γk

∫

r≥0

e−a(L)
−1rdr.

Thus it suffices to note that
∫∞
r=0

e−a(L)
−1rdr = a(L) and b(k, L) = |M(L)/Γk|. �

3.7. Breaking cocycles. In Manin’s conjecture, in order to obtain an asymptotic
formula with the correct leading constant, one is required to remove some thin subset
of rational points. In the literature one often says that these rational points are
accumulating or breaking (or that they come from a breaking closed subset/cover).
In this subsection we will identify the elements of BG(k) that could potentially
be contained in a breaking thin set. To do so it suffices to see how the a- and
b-invariants change along finite morphisms. Throughout this section we use the
theory of inner twists from §2.3.

It is clear from Lemma 3.26 that the a-invariant is non-decreasing when pulling-
back orbifold line bundles along BH → BG as in Lemma 2.6 (since the minimum
can only increase when passing to a subgroup scheme). So we may focus on the
b-invariant, which is Galois theoretic in nature. We will show that it suffices to
remove the following elements.

Definition 3.36. Let c ⊆ G(−1)(ksep) be a conjugacy invariant subset. Let Γc ⊆ Γk
be the subgroup which leaves c ⊆ G(−1)(ksep) invariant as a subset. Note that Γc
stays the same after any inner twist of G.

A cocycle ϕ ∈ BG(k) breaks c if the action of Γc on c ⊆ Gϕ(−1)(ksep) is not
transitive, where Gϕ denotes the inner twist of G by ϕ (Definition 2.8).

We say that a cocycle ϕ ∈ BG(k) is breaking if it breaks some conjugacy class.

Before studying the formal properties of this definition, we give an example.
Note that c is breaking if and only if cn is breaking for any n coprime to |G|. Thus

being breaking is Ẑ×-invariant and we can use the more explicit Galois action from
G(χ−1

cycl) (see Definition 3.2).

Example 3.37. Consider the case G = S3. Let ϕ : Γk → S3 be a morphism. The
group G has two non-identity conjugacy classes.

Consider c = {(1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 3)}. We have Γc = Γk and the action of Γk on
c ⊆ G(χ−1

cycl)) is trivial. The group Γk thus acts on c ⊆ Gϕ(χ
−1
cycl) by factoring ϕ

through S3 and letting S3 act on c by conjugation. The morphism ϕ thus breaks
c if and only if the image of ϕ is not transitive, in other words if the cubic étale
algebra corresponding to ϕ is not a field.

Let now c = {(1, 2, 3), (1, 3, 2)}. We have Γc = Γk and the action of Γk on
c ⊆ G(χ−1

cycl) is the action on a 2-element set which corresponds to the character

χ : Γk → Z/2Z defining k(ζ3)/k. The group Γk thus acts on c ⊆ Gϕ(χ
−1
cycl) via the

character ψ : Γk → Z/2Z given by the sum of χ and the composition Γk
ϕ−→ S3 →

Z/2Z. The morphism ϕ breaks c if and only if ψ is trivial. This only happens

if χ is equal to the composition Γk
ϕ−→ S3 → Z/2Z, i.e. if the quadratic resolvent

of the cubic étale algebra corresponding to ϕ is k(ζ3)/k, which for fields means
exactly that the extension is a pure cubic extension. The need to consider pure
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cubic extensions separately when counting cubic extensions has been observed by
Shankar and Thorne in [82, Thm. 4].

This example illustrates the two ways of being breaking, at least for constant
G: either the homomorphism is not surjective, or the corresponding field non-
trivially intersects a cyclotomic field. This will be the main result of this section
(Theorem 3.40).

We first demonstrate the relevance of breaking cocycles to Malle’s conjecture,
by showing that only breaking cocycles can be contained in accumulating thin
subsets. It is stated in terms of the minimal weight conjugacy classes M(L) from
Definition 3.25.

Lemma 3.38. Let L be a big orbifold line bundle on BG. Let f : BH → BG be a
finite map with a(L) = a(f ∗L). Let ϕ ∈ BH(k).

(1) If b(k, f ∗L) > b(k, L) then f(ϕ) breaks a minimal weight conjugacy class.
(2) If b(k, f ∗L) = b(k, L) then either f(ϕ) breaks a minimal weight conjugacy

class or 〈M(L)〉 ⊆ H.

Proof. Assume that b(k, f ∗L) ≥ b(k, L). Consider the map f∗ : M(f ∗(L))/Γk →
M(L)/Γk. If f∗ is injective, then since b(k, f ∗L) ≥ b(k, L), we deduce that f∗
is a bijection and hence b(k, f ∗L) = b(k, L). The surjectivity of f∗ implies that
M(L) ⊆ H(−1) as in the statement and shows we must be in case (2).

Now assume that f∗ is not injective. Let ϕ ∈ BH(k) and let Hϕ → Gf(ϕ) be
the induced map of inner twists. The map f is representable so Hϕ → Gf(ϕ) is an
inclusion. As f∗ is not injective, there exists a conjugacy class c ∈M(L) such that
c ∩Hϕ(−1)(ksep) breaks into a collection of conjugacy classes upon which Γc does
not transitively. In particular Γc does not act transitively on c ⊆ Gϕ(−1)(ksep)), so
f(ϕ) breaks c. �

In the case that L is fair, the condition 〈M(L)〉 ⊆ H implies that BH ∼= BG,
which is a trivial case. For unfair L however, this condition covers more cases: for
example any fibre of the Iitaka fibration will satisfy b(k, f ∗L) ≥ b(k, L). Not all
such cocycles should be removed (indeed, they cover BG(k)), but only those which
give a strict inequality should be removed.

We next show that the collection of breaking cocycles is indeed thin.

Lemma 3.39. Let K/k be a finite extension such that GK is constant. Let ϕ ∈
BG(k) be breaking. There exists a proper subgroup H ( GK such that ϕK(µexp(G))

lies in the image of BH(K(µexp(G)))→ BG(K(µexp(G))), where exp(G) denotes the
exponent of G.

Proof. Let c ⊆ Gϕ(−1)(ksep) be the conjugacy class that ϕ breaks and γ ∈ c. Note
that ΓK(µexp(G)) ⊆ ΓK ∩ Γc because ΓK(µexp(G)) acts trivially on G(−1). The action

of σ ∈ ΓK(µexp(G)) ⊆ ΓK ∩Γc on c ⊆ G(−1) is γ 7→ ϕ(σ)γϕ(σ)−1. It follows from the

definition of breaking that the morphism ϕ : ΓK(µexp(G)) → G(ksep) is not surjective,

i.e. factors through a proper subgroup H ⊆ G(ksep). �

The following summarises the results of this section and is a generalisation of
Theorem 1.12. Theorem 3.40(1) should be viewed as an analogue of [57, Thm. 1.4]
in the setting of BG. More than this however, we are able to give an explicit
description of the breaking thin set, something which is currently lacking the setting
of Manin’s conjecture.
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Theorem 3.40.

(1) The collection of breaking cocycles is thin.
(2) If G is constant, then the breaking homomorphisms in Hom(Γk, G) are con-

tained in the thin subset

ΩG,k :=

{
ϕ : Γk → G :

ϕ is not surjective or
kϕ is not linearly disjoint to k(µexp(G))

}
.

(3) In general, let K/k be a splitting field of G. If ϕ is breaking, then ϕK ∈
ΩGK ,K, as in (2).

Proof. The first statement follows by combining Lemmas 3.39 and 2.7. For the
second, let ϕ : Γk → G be a breaking homomorphism. Then Lemma 3.39 implies
that ϕ is no longer surjective when restricted to Γk(µexp(G)). So either ϕ is not
surjective to begin with, or it defines a field extension kϕ which is not linearly
disjoint to k(µexp(G)). The last part follows from the (2) and the fact that if ϕ is
breaking then so is ϕK . �

The set in part (2) of Theorem 3.40 is wasteful, in the sense that it may con-
tain some non-breaking homomorphisms. Nonetheless, when counting, there is no
problem with removing a larger thin set (see Theorem 9.13).

4. Stacky Hensel’s Lemma

The main obstruction to extending arithmetic constructions such as heights to
stacks is that proper stacks fail the valuative criterion of properness, i.e. if X is a
proper stack over Zp then X (Zp) is not necessarily equal to X (Qp). In [39, §2.1] this
issue is dealt with via the role of the “tuning stack”, a certain global construction.
We will instead use an (essentially equivalent) local construction, the arithmetic
valuative criterion of properness [20, Thm. 3.2]. We remark that this valuative
criterion only holds for tame stacks, while the tuning stack exists in general. But
the non-tame case is pathological in many ways.

4.1. The stack SpecO n
√
v. The following construction plays a crucial role in the

arithmetic of stacks.

Definition 4.1. Let O be a henselian DVR with valuation v and n ∈ N. Define
SpecO n

√
v as the root stack given by taking the nth root [24, Def. 2.2.4] of the

Cartier divisor defined by the maximal ideal of O.
We will use the following abbreviations: X (O n

√
v) := X (SpecO n

√
v) for a stack X

and Hp(O n
√
v,F) := Hp(SpecO n

√
v,F) for an étale sheaf F .

Note that SpecO n
√
v is not equal to the spectrum of any ring, so the use of Spec is

an abuse of notation. Intuitively one may think of this stack as a ramified extension
of K with field of fractions K and ramification degree n.

We can now state the stacky arithmetic valuative criterion of properness [20,
Thm. 3.2], we note that this theorem seems to have been discovered independently
by Darda and Yasuda [33, Lem. 2.16].

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a tame proper stack over O. For every point x ∈ X (K)
there exists a unique n and a representable map SpecO n

√
v → X lifting x. This lift

is unique up to a unique 2-isomorphism.
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Let F denote the residue field ofO. By the definition of root stacks, the stack O n
√
v

contains a Cartier divisor which is an n-th root of the Cartier divisor defined by the
maximal ideal of O. We will call this Cartier divisor the special point and denote it
by SpecF n

√
v. There exists a non-canonical isomorphism SpecF n

√
v
∼= (Bµn)F. Let

us be more explicit.
Let π ∈ O be a uniformiser. By [24, Ex. 2.4.1] we have SpecO n

√
v
∼= [SpecO[sn−

π]/µn] where µn acts by multiplication on s. The stack SpecF n
√
v is given by the

zero locus of s under this isomorphism, which is equal to [SpecF/µn] = (Bµn)F.
We denote the composition (Bµn)F → [SpecO[sn − π]/µn] ∼= SpecO n

√
v by iπ.

The following lemma describes the dependence of iπ on the choice of π.

Lemma 4.3. For u ∈ O× consider the class u ∈ F×/F×n ∼= H1(F, µn). Let tru :
(Bµn)F → (Bµn)F denote the translation map which sends the identity cocycle e to
u. Then there exists a 2-commutative triangle

(Bµn)F O n
√
v

(Bµn)F

iuπ

tru
iπ

Proof. Unfolding the definition of iπ we can describe it as follows. Let S → SpecF
be an F-scheme. A point of Bµn(S) corresponds to a µn-torsor, which by Kummer
theory [84, Tag 03PK] is the same as a pair (L, η), where L is a line bundle on S
and η : Ln ∼= OS is an isomorphism. The map iπ sends this to the pair (L, π · η)
where π · η : Ln ∼= OS s→π·s−−−→ π ·OS is an isomorphism, (that this defines an element
of SpecO n

√
v follows from the definition.)

On the other hand, the map tru sends (L, η) to (L, u · η). The commutativity is
then clear. �

4.2. Quotients and twisting. We will encounter quotient stacks in the next sec-
tion. We will require a different description of quotient stacks in terms of twists
torsors; as far as we are aware, this description is new.

4.2.1. Twisting torsors. We first recall some facts on twisting torsors. The following
is based upon [83, p. 20–22]. Let S be a scheme, G a group scheme over S acting
on the left on an S-scheme X. Let a : P → S be a right G-torsor. It is also a
left-torsor under the inner twist Ga [83, p. 20 Ex. 1] of G by a.

The twist of X by a is the quotient stack Xa := [P × X/G] where g ∈ G acts
on the left by g · (p, x) = (p · g−1, g · x). This is an algebraic space as stabilisers
are trivial. The left Ga-action on P induces a left Ga-action on Xa. Twisting is
functorial. Note also that if a′ : P ′ → S is a G-torsor and P → P ′ is a a map then
we get an induced map Xa → Xa′ .

The torsor P also has a left G-action given by g · p := p · g−1 and we can thus
consider Pa. The diagonal map P → P × P induces a section S ∼= [P/G] →
[P × P/G] = Pa which leads to a canonical isomorphism Pa ∼= Ga.

The torsor P has a left Ga-action and thus a right Ga-action given by p ·g = g−1p.
This makes P → S a right Ga-torsor, which we will call the inverse torsor and
denote by a−1. As above we have a canonical isomorphism Pa−1

∼= G which leads
to a canonical isomorphism (Xa)a−1

∼= X. In particular (Pa)a−1
∼= P .

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03PK
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4.2.2. Quotient stacks. Recall [84, Tag 04UV] that for any scheme T → S the
groupoid [X/G](T ) consists of a pair (a, f) of a right G-torsor a : P → T equipped
with a map f : P → X such that f(p · g−1) = g · f(p). Morphisms (a, f)→ (a′, f ′)
are given by a commutative triangle

P X

P ′.

f

f ′

Consider the composition T → Pa
fa−→ Xa. This procedure defines a function of

groupoids natural in T

[X/G](T )→ {(a, x) : P → T right G-torsor and x ∈ Xa(T )} (4.1)

A morphism (a, x) → (a′, x′) in the groupoid on the right is a map of G-torsors
p : P → P ′ such that the image of x via the induced map Xa → Xa′ is x′.

Lemma 4.4. The map (4.1) is an equivalence of groupoids for all T → S.

Proof. An inverse of this map is given by untwisting, i.e. twisting by a−1. �

This alternative description of [X/G](T ) will be quite useful but we were surpris-
ingly unable to find it in the literature.

4.2.3. Maps of quotient stacks. We will now consider a construction of maps of
quotient stacks. Let G and G′ be group schemes over S acting on S-schemes X and
X ′ respectively. Consider a commutative diagram

G×X X

G′ ×X ′ X ′.

This defines a map from the groupoid scheme G×X ⇒ X to G′ ×X ′ ⇒ X ′ in the
sense of [84, Tag 0230] and thus induces a map on quotient stacks [X/G]→ [X ′/G′].

4.3. Sectors and the cyclotomic inertia stack. The arithmetic valuative cri-
terion of properness will allow us to consider the “reduction modulo π” of an element
x ∈ X (K). In this section we will describe the space where this reduction lives.
This stack is known as the cyclotomic inertia stack and was first described in [2,
§3], Darda and Yasuda [33, Def. 2.3] call this the stack of twisted 0-jets. Since we
will use integral models we extend the definition to general base schemes.

Definition 4.5. Let S be a Noetherian base scheme and X → S a finite type
tame DM stack over S. The cyclotomic inertia stack is the disjoint union IµX :=∐

nHomS,rep(Bµn,X ), where HomS,rep(Bµn,X ) is the stack parametrizing repres-
entable morphisms (Bµn)S → X over S.

A sector S ∈ π0(IµX ) of X is a connected component of IµX .
The order of a sector S is the number n such that S ⊆ HomS,rep(Bµn,X ).
A trivial sector is a sector of order 1. If X is connected, then there is a unique

trivial sector, namely X ∼= HomS,rep(Bµ1,X ) ⊆ IµX .
If k is a field and S = Spec k then a geometric sector is a sector of Xksep →

Spec ksep.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/04UV
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0230
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If X is smooth over S then so is Iµ(X ) [2, Cor. 3.1.4]. Let G be a tame finite
étale group scheme over S. We will now construct a map

IµBG→ [G(−1)/G]
where the left action of G on G(−1) is given by conjugation.

For each scheme T → S an element of IµBG(T ) is represented by a representable
map f : (Bµn)T → (BG)T of T -stacks. When we compose f with the map e : T →
(Bµn)T we get a map ϕ := f ◦ e : T → (BG)T .

The map f is representable so defines an injective map on automorphism schemes
f∗ : (µn)T = AutBµn(e) → AutBG(f)

∼= (GT )ϕ, where the last isomorphism is
Lemma 2.9 (technically Lemma 2.9 only applies when T is the spectrum of a field,
but the general case is the same).

Twisting commutes with Hom-schemes, as both products and quotients do, so we
find that

f∗ ∈ Hom(µn, Gϕ)(T ) = Hom(µn, G)ϕ(T ) ⊆ G(−1)ϕ(T ).
The pair (ϕ, f∗) defines an element of [G(−1)/G](T ) by Lemma 4.4. The above
construction is functorial in T and thus defines a map IµBG→ [G(−1)/G].
Proposition 4.6. The map Iµ(BG) → [G(−1)/G] constructed above is an iso-
morphism.

Proof. We will construct an explicit inverse.
Let T → S be a morphism. We may assume that T is connected by descent. By

Lemma 4.4, an element of [G(−1)/G](T ) is given by a pair of a torsor ϕ : P → T
and an element γ : T → G(−1)T,ϕ. As twisting commutes with Hom schemes the
map γ is represented by a map (µn)T → GT,ϕ; by the connectivity of T we may
assume that this map is injective. Let (Bµn)T → BGT,ϕ be the induced morphism,
which representable by injectivity.

Lemma 2.9 induced an isomorphism BGT,ϕ
∼= BG which sends e to ϕ. The

composition (Bµn)T → BGT,ϕ
∼= BG defines an element of IµBG. As everything

was functorial in T this leads to a map [G(−1)/G]→ IµBG.
That this map is an inverse to the map IµBG→ [G(−1)/G] is clear after unfold-

ing all the definitions. �

The following corollary, which was shown directly by Darda-Yasuda [33, Ex 2.15],
provides a geometric explanation for the role of CG in Malle’s conjecture.

Corollary 4.7. Let S = Spec k be the spectrum of a field. The map in Proposi-
tion 4.6 induces an isomorphism π0(IµBGksep) ∼= CG of Γk-sets.

Proof. We have natural identifications of sets

π0([G(−1)/G]ksep) = π0(G(−1)ksep)/G(ksep) = G(−1)(ksep)/G(ksep) = CG.
These identifications are Γk-equivariant because they are natural. �

Remark 4.8. The stack IµX should really be called the anticyclotomic inertia
stack since, as we have seen, it gives a Tate twist by (−1) of the inertia stack. We
have kept the terminology from [2, §3] for brevity and consistency.

The following lemma gives a complete description of the sectors of BG over a
normal base S. Let S be an integral normal scheme with fraction field k, important
cases are when S is the spectrum of a field or the spectrum of the ring of integers
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of a local or global field. Note that there is a surjection Γk → π1(S) by normality.
Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over S; the Γk-action on G(ksep) must
then factor through π1(S). The same holds on G(−1)(ksep) since G is tame. The
following lemma describes the sectors of BG explicitly.

Lemma 4.9.

(1) The Γk-action on CG factors through π1(S) and the set π0(IµBG) is naturally
identified with the quotient CG/π1(S).

(2) Let c ∈ CG/π1(S). The elements of G(−1)(ksep) which lie in a conjugacy
class of the orbit c are π1(S)-stable and thus define a closed subscheme Cc ⊆
G(−1).

The sector corresponding to c is Sc = [Cc/G] ⊆ [G(−1)/G]. The order n
of Sc is the order of any element of Cc(ksep).

(3) The universal map (Bµn)Sc
∼= [Cc/G×µn]→ BG is induced by the following

commutative diagram, as in §4.2.3

G×S Cc × µn Cc

G S.

(g,h,ζ)→gh(ζ) (4.2)

Proof. We will use the identification in Proposition 4.6 and the Galois correspond-
ence between finite étale schemes over S and finite π1(S)-sets freely in this proof.

(1) The connected components of [G(−1)/G] are given by G-orbits of the connec-
ted components of G(−1), which by the Galois correspondence are given by orbits
G(−1)(ksep)/π1(S). The set of G-orbits is then equal to CG/π1(S), which is (1).

(2) The same argument also shows that the pre-image of the connected component
Sc corresponding to c ∈ CG/π1(S) under the map G(−1) → [G(−1)/G] is exactly
Cc, which implies that Sc ∼= [Cc/G]

Note that by construction the map IµBG→ [G(−1)/G] sends representable maps
Bµn → BG to the closed substack [G(−1)n/G], where G(−1)n corresponds to the
elements of order n in G(−1)(ksep) = G(ksep). This implies (2).

(3) We will show that the map induced by the commutative square is the same as
the map given by applying the inverse constructed in Proposition 4.6 to the element
of [G(−1)/G](Sc) given by [Cc/G] ⊆ [G(−1)/G].

The torsor corresponding to this element is ϕ : Cc → [Cc/G]. The twist GSc(−1),ϕ is
thus given by [Cc×SG(−1)/G] where the action is given by g·(γ, ξ) = (gγg−1, gξg−1).
The element Sc → G(−1)Sc,ϕ is then given by the diagonal map [Cc/G] ⊆ [Cc ×S
G(−1)/G].

This diagonal map corresponds to the injective map (µn)Sc → GSc,ϕ given by
[Cc × µn/G] ⊆ [Cc ×G/G] induced by Cc × µn → Cc ×S G : (γ, ζ)→ (γ, γ(ζ)).

This induces the map (Bµn)Sc → BGSc,ϕ given by the commutative square

G×S Cc × µn Cc

G×S Cc ×S G Cc
(g,γ,ζ)→(g,γ,γ(ζ)) (4.3)
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On the other hand, the isomorphism BGSc,ϕ
∼= BGSc is induced by the commutative

diagram

G×S Cc ×S G Cc

G S

(g,γ,h)→gh (4.4)

Composing (4.3) and (4.4) gives (4.2), which is what we had to show. �

4.4. Reduction modulo π. Let O be a DVR with valuation v, uniformiser π,
fraction field K, and residue field F which has characteristic p and X → SpecO a
tame proper stack. We can now describe the operation of taking elements x ∈ X (K)
modulo π.

Lemma 4.2 implies that any point x ∈ X(K) extends uniquely (up to a unique
2-isomorphism) to a representable map x : SpecO n

√
v → X for some n. Composing

with the map iπ (see §4.1) defines a representable map (Bµn)F → X , i.e. an F-point
of HomF,rep(Bµn,XF)(F) ⊆ IµX (F). This procedure defines a map of groupoids

(mod π) : X(K)→ IµX (F)
which we call the reduction modulo π.

Remark 4.10. If X is a scheme then IµX = X and the above map is just the usual
reduction modulo π.

The map (mod π) in general depends on the choice of uniformiser π, unlike the
case of schemes.

4.5. The case of BG. Let G be a finite étale group scheme over O of order coprime
to p and let G be its generic fibre. We can give an explicit description of the
reduction modulo π map on BG.

Let us first describe the image IµBG(F) ∼= [G(−1)/G](F) explicitly.

Lemma 4.11. Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over F. The groupoid
[G(−1)/G](F) is equivalent to the following groupoid.

The objects are pairs (γ, ϕ) where γ ∈ Gϕ(−1)(F) and ϕ : ΓF → G(Fsep) is a
cocycle. For each g ∈ G there is a morphism (γ, ϕ) → (gγg−1, gϕg−1) and we
consider the obvious composition law.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.4. �

Let us now recall the structure of ΓK , cf. [84, Tag 09E3]. Let Γtame
k be Galois

group of the maximal tamely ramified extension of K. The kernel of ΓK → Γtame
k

is a pro-p-group. Let Itame
K ⊆ Γtame

k be the tame inertia subgroup. We have a short
exact sequence

1→ Itame
K → Γtame

K → ΓF → 1.

Let π be a uniformiser. All tamely ramified extensions of the field
⋃
p∤nK[ n

√
π] are

unramified so it defines a splitting sπ : ΓF
∼= Γtame⋃

p∤nK[ n
√
π]
⊆ Γtame

K .

Moreover, by [84, Tag 09EE] there is a canonical isomorphism

Itame
k
∼= Ẑ(1)(p′) := lim←−

n,p∤n

µn. (4.5)
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Lemma 4.12. Let G be a finite étale group scheme over O of order coprime to the
characteristic p of F. Let ϕ : Γk → G(ksep) be a cocycle.

The fact that G is finite étale over O implies that the action of ΓK on G(ksep)

factors through ΓF. The restriction to Itame
k

∼= Ẑ(1)(p′) thus defines an element
Iϕ ∈ Hom(Ẑ(1)(p′), G(ksep)) = G(−1)(ksep).

We then have that ϕ (mod π) = (Iϕ, ϕ ◦ sπ), where we use the description of
IµBG(F) from Lemma 4.11.

Proof. Let f : SpecO n
√
v → BG be a representable map for some n ∈ N. Since G

has order coprime to p we must have p ∤ n.
Let Ounr be the maximal unramified extension of O and Kunr its fraction field.

The map SpecOunr[ n
√
π] → SpecO n

√
v is a limit of finite étale maps and Ounr[ n

√
π]

is strictly henselian. This implies that

π1(SpecO n
√
v) ∼= Aut(SpecOunr[ n

√
π]/ SpecO n

√
v) = Gal(Kunr[ n

√
π]/K).

Let ϕ be the cocycle π1(SpecO n
√
v)→ G(Ounr) representing f . The composition

ΓK → Gal(Kunr[ n
√
π]/K) ∼= π1(SpecO n

√
v)

ϕ−→ G(Ounr) = G(ksep)

is the cocycle representing the generic fibre fK of f .
Consider the following diagram

SpecF SpecO[ n√π] SpecO[ n√π]

(Bµn)F [SpecO[ n√π]/µn] SpecO n
√
v.

e

=

∼=

(4.6)

We claim that the horizontal maps in this diagram are maps of µn-torsors, and
particular this means that this diagram commutes. Indeed, this is clear for both
the right and left squares.

Consider (g, ϕ) := ϕ (mod π). The cocycle ϕ ∈ BG(SpecF) is given by the
composition of

SpecF
e−→ (Bµn)F ⊆ [SpecO[ n

√
π]/µn] ∼= SpecO n

√
v
f−→ BG.

The commutativity of the diagram implies that the cocycle ϕ is given by the com-
position

ΓF
∼= Aut(Ounr[ n

√
π]/O[ n√π]) ⊆ Gal(Kunr[ n

√
π]/K)

ϕ−→ G(ksep).

This is equal to ϕ ◦ sπ by definition.
The element g ∈ G(−1)ϕ is given by the induced map µn → Aut(ϕ) ∼= Gϕ

on automorphism sheaves. To compute this we may base change diagram (4.6)
to Ounr. In this case we see by the diagram that g comes from the µn-torsor
SpecOunr[ n

√
π]→ SpecOunr

n
√
v
. This µn-torsor at the generic point is Kunr[ n

√
π]/Kunr.

The map g is thus induced by the composition

µn = Gal(Kunr[ n
√
π]/Kunr) ∼= Gal(Kunr[ n

√
π]/K)

ϕ−→ G(ksep).

This is equal to Iϕ by definition. �
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4.6. Stacky Hensel’s Lemma. Let X be a smooth proper stack over a henselian
DVR O. Then the usual version of Hensel’s lemma says that X (O) → X (F) is
surjective (see e.g. [61, Lem. 4.2] for the case where O is complete). If X is a scheme
then this automatically applies to X (K) = X (O). However in general we have
X (K) 6= X (O) due to the failure of the usual valuative criterion for properness for
stacks. The following can be viewed as generalisation of Hensel’s lemma for proper
0-dimensional stacks in light of this failure. It says that X (K) can still be related to
the F-points of a stack, not X itself, but rather the cyclotomic inertia stack. It shows
that the cyclotomic inertia stacks plays the role of a smooth proper compactification
of X (even though X itself is already smooth and proper!). This result highlights the
arithmetic significance of the cyclotomic inertia stack and will be used in the proof
of our generalisation of Bhargava’s mass formula (Corollary 8.11). The following is
a slightly more general version of Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 4.13. Let X → SpecO be proper, tame, étale DM stack. Then the map
(mod π) : X (K)→ IµX (F) is an equivalence of groupoids.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that X is connected. If O is
strictly henselian then X ∼= BG where G a finite constant group. The stack X is
tame so the order of G has to be coprime to the characteristic p of F.

By (4.5), the prime to p part of ΓF is isomorphic to Ẑ(1)(p′) so BG(K) is the

groupoid of maps ϕ : Ẑ(1) → G up to conjugacy. On the other hand, by Propos-
ition 4.6 the stack IµBG(F) is equal to the action groupoid [G(−1)/G], where G
acts on G(−1) by conjugation, since F is algebraically closed. The map (mod π)

is given by the identification Hom(Ẑ(1), G) = G(−1) by Lemma 4.12 and this is
clearly an equivalence of groupoids.

In general let Osh be the strict henselization with fraction field Fsep and fraction
field Ksh. The map of groupoids X (Ksh) → IµX (Fsep) is an equivalence and pre-
serves the ΓF = Gal(Ksh/K)-action, so the map X (K)→ IµX (F) is an equivalence
of groupoids by descent. �

Remark 4.14. If G is constant and K is a non-archimedean local field with residue
field Fq, then Theorem 4.13 recovers the standard description of BG(K) used in
e.g. [49, Proof of Prop. 5.3]. Indeed, after making explicit the Galois action on the
inner twist in Lemma 4.11 we see that [G(−1)/G](Fq) is the groupoid of pairs (γ, g)
with γq = g−1γg up to conjugation. Recall that Γtame

K is topologically generated by
two elements x, y subject to the relation xq = y−1xy, where y is a lift of Frobenius
and x generates the inertia group. Then it follows from Lemma 4.12 that the map
(mod π) : BG(K) → [G(−1)/G](Fq) sends a morphism ϕ : ΓK → G to the pair
(ϕ(x), ϕ(y)).

5. Unramified Brauer groups of stacks

The (cohomological) Brauer group of an algebraic stack X is BrX := H2(X ,Gm).
The aim of this section is to define the unramified Brauer group BrunX ⊆ BrX .
Even if X is smooth and proper, this may be different to the Brauer group of
X . It is the unramified Brauer group of X which plays a role in the Brauer–
Manin obstruction to weak approximation and the Hasse principle. A version of
this appears in the leading constant for Malle’s conjecture.



36 DANIEL LOUGHRAN AND TIM SANTENS

5.1. Purity for stacks. We will first prove a version of Grothendieck purity [30,
Thm. 3.7.1] for stacks, for which we were unable to find a reference.

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a regular algebraic stack. Let Z ⊆ X be a closed substack
of codimension ≥ 2. Then Hq(X ,Gm) = Hq(X \ Z,Gm) for q = 0, 1, 2.

Proof. Let i : X \ Z → X be the inclusion. We claim that i∗Gm = Gm,R
1 i∗Gm =

R2 i∗Gm = 0. Indeed, this is local on X so we may assume that X is the spec-
trum of a strictly henselian ring where this follows from Grothendieck purity [30,
Thm. 3.7.6]. The first part then follows from the Leray spectral sequence. �

Proposition 5.2. Let X be a regular algebraic stack. Let j : D → X be a smooth
divisor and let i : X \ D → X be the inclusion of the complement. Consider the
map i∗Gm → j∗Z of sheaves on X which is smooth locally on f : U → X given by
sending t ∈ Gm(U \f−1(D)) to its valuation at the smooth divisor f−1(D) ⊆ U . We
then have the following

(1) The sequence of étale sheaves

0→ Gm → i∗Gm → j∗Z→ 0 (5.1)

is exact.
(2) We have R1 i∗Gm = 0. Moreover, the sheaf R2 i∗Gm is torsion, supported on
D and if a prime ℓ is invertible on D then R2 i∗Gm[ℓ

∞] = 0.
(3) The sequence (5.1) induces the following long exact sequence on cohomology

0→ BrX → ker(Br(X \ D))→ H0(X ,R2 i∗Gm))→ H2(D,Z) = H1(D,Q/Z).
(4) Let ℓ be a prime invertible on D. Then the ℓ-primary part of this exact

sequence is

0→ BrX [ℓ∞]→ Br(X \ D))[ℓ∞]→ H1(D,Qℓ/Zℓ). (5.2)

Proof. The exactness of (5.1) is local and well-known for schemes. For the compu-
tation of R1 i∗Gm and R2 i∗Gm we may assume that X is the spectrum of a regular
strictly henselian ring. Then D is also the spectrum of a strictly henselian ring.

Note that PicX = BrX = 0 since X is the spectrum of a strictly henselian
ring. We thus have that R1 i∗Gm = PicX \ D = 0 because PicX = 0 surjects
onto it. Moreover, we have R2 i∗Gm = Br(X \ D). This group is torsion and the
ℓ-primary part injects into H1(D,Qℓ/Zℓ) by Grothendieck purity [30, Thm. 3.7.1].
But H1(D,Qℓ/Zℓ) = 0 because D is the spectrum of a strictly henselian ring.

We have H2(X , i∗Gm) = ker(Br(X \D)→ H0(X ,R2 i∗Gm)) by the Leray spectral
sequence. The map j is a closed immersion so Hp(X , j∗Z) = Hp(D,Z) for all p. The
exact sequence 0→ Z→ Q→ Q/Z→ 0 and the fact that Q has trivial cohomology
implies that H1(D,Z) = 0 and that H2(D,Z) = H1(D,Q/Z). The exact sequence in
(3) is thus the long exact sequence coming from 0→ Gm → i∗Gm → j∗Z→ 0. The
second exact sequence follows by taking ℓ-primary torsion because R2 i∗Gm[ℓ

∞] =
0. �

As a corollary we get the Grothendieck purity theorem.

Theorem 5.3 (Purity for the Brauer group).
Let X be a smooth integral finite type algebraic stack over a field k of characteristic
0 and Z ⊆ X a proper closed substack. Let D1, · · · ,Dn ⊆ X be the irreducible
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divisors contained in Z and Dsm
1 , · · · ,Dsm

n be the smooth loci of these divisors. Then
the following sequence is exact

0→ BrX → Br(X \ Z)→
n⊕

i=1

H1(Dsm
i ,Q/Z).

Proof. LetW = Z \(⋃n
i=1Dsm

i ). This has codimension at least 2 in X so by Lemma
5.1 we have BrX \ W = BrX . After replacing X by X \W we may thus assume
that the Di are smooth and that Z = (

⋃n
i=1Di). The theorem then follows by

applying Proposition 5.2(4) iteratively to each Di. �

An important special case of Proposition 5.2 is when X is the spectrum of a DVR.
In this case the map to H1(D,Q/Z) is known as the Witt residue. We refer to [30,
§1.4.3] for an account of this map.

Definition 5.4. Let O be a DVR with fraction field K and residue field F. Let Osh

be the strict henselization of O and Ksh its fraction field. Let j : SpecK → SpecO
be the generic point and i : SpecF→ SpecO the special point.

In this case R2 i∗Gm is concentrated at the special point and takes the value BrKsh

there, by a computation at the stalks. It follows that the sequence in Proposition 5.2
takes the form

1→ BrO → ker(BrK → BrKsh)→ H1(F,Q/Z). (5.3)

We define the Witt residue to be the map ∂O : ker(BrK → BrKsh)→ H1(F,Q/Z)
in (5.3). If F is perfect then BrKsh = 0 by Tsen’s theorem so the domain of ∂O is
BrK.

5.2. Points on stacks. We record some basic lemmas which will be used later.

Lemma 5.5. Let X be a normal algebraic stack over a field k and Y → X a
non-split finite étale morphism. There exists a field K/k such that the morphism
Y(K) → X (K) is not surjective. In other words, there exists a point x ∈ X (K)
such that Yx is non-split.

Proof. We may assume that X and Y are connected since we can glue sections on
the components. They are then both integral since they are normal. We may also
always replace X by an open substack by normality.

If X is an algebraic space then it has a dense open subscheme [84, Tag 06NH] so
we take K the function field of X .

In general apply [54, Thm. 6.5] to choose, after replacing X by a dense open
substack, a smooth atlas U → X with geometrically connected fibres, where U is
an algebraic space.

The stack X , resp. Y , is connected and U → X , resp. UY → Y , has geometrically
connected fibres so the algebraic space U , resp. UY , is connected. IfK is the fraction
field of U then YK is the spectrum of the fraction field of UY which is non-split. �

Lemma 5.6. Let k be a global field and S a finite set of places containing the
archimedean places. Let X be a connected normal finite type stack over SpecOk,S
and χ 6= 0 ∈ H1(X ,Z/nZ). There then exists a place v 6∈ S and a point x ∈ X (Fv)
such that χv(x) 6= 0 ∈ H1(Fv,Z/nZ).

Proof. By Lemma 5.5 and the correspondence between cohomology and torsors
there exists a field K/k and a point x ∈ X(K) such that χ(x) 6= 0 ∈ H1(K,Z/nZ).

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/06NH
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By spreading out we may replace K by an integral finite type Ok,S scheme U and
x by a map f : U → X such that f ∗(χ) 6= 0 ∈ H1(U,Z/nZ).

Let m | n be minimal such that f ∗(χ) ∈ H1(U,Z/mZ) ⊆ H1(U,Z/nZ), in partic-
ular m 6= 1. This implies that the Z/mZ-torsor π : V → U defined by f ∗(χ) has
the property that V is connected.

It now suffices to find a prime v 6∈ S and a point u ∈ U(Fv) such that π−1(u) is
connected. Indeed in this case we have that f ∗(χ)(u) 6= 0 ∈ H1(Fv,Z/mZ). We may
then choose x = f(u) since χ(x) = f ∗(χ)(u) 6= 0 ∈ H1(Fv,Z/mZ) ⊆ H1(Fv,Z/nZ)

By Chebotarev’s density theorem for schemes [74, Thm. B.9.], the set of closed
points u ∈ U such that π−1(u) is connected has positive Dirichlet density [74,
Def. B.6]. Moreover, the set of closed points u ∈ U whose image v ∈ SpecOk,S is
such that F(u) = Fv has Dirichlet density 1 by [74, Prop. B.8]. It follows that we may
choose u satisfying both properties. The second property implies that u ∈ U(Fv)
and the first property is exactly what we needed to conclude the proof. �

We require suitably nice atlases of our stacks.

Lemma 5.7. Let X be a finite type algebraic stack over a noetherian scheme. Then
there exists a sequence of smooth morphisms Un → X from affine schemes such that∐

n Un(K)→ X (K) is essentially surjective for any field K.
Moreover, if X is DM then we may choose U1 → X such that U1(K)→ X (K) is

already essentially surjective.

Many versions of Lemma 5.7 can be found in the literature. In [54, Thm. 6.3] one
finds the weaker claim that a given k-point of X is in the image of some smooth
morphism; this is often sufficient in proofs. In [54, Thm. 6.5] one finds the first
statement where the Un are algebraic spaces. A more general statement for certain
classes of rings is [27, Prop. 7.0.8], which implies Lemma 5.7. For an example which
demonstrates the need for the sequence Un for non-DM stacks in general, see [54,
Rem. 6.5.1].

5.2.1. Topologies of points on stacks. Let k be a topological field which is essentially
analytic [27, Def. 5.0.8] (this essentially means that the inverse function theorem
holds). Let X be a finite type algebraic stack over k. Christensen has defined in
[27, §5] a topology on the set X [k] of isomorphism classes of k-points, extending the
usual topology on the set of k-points for schemes. It has the following properties:

(1) Any morphism of stacks over k induces a continuous map on k-points [27,
Thm. 9.0.3].

(2) Any smooth morphism of stacks over k induces an open map on k-points
[27, Thm. 11.0.4].

These properties uniquely determine the topology, by Lemma 5.7.
We will consider the following examples of essentially analytic fields: R, C or

K which is the fraction field of a henselian DVR O equipped with its standard
topology, i.e. the coarsest topology for which O ⊆ K is open.

We will need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 5.8. Let K be either the field of fractions of a henselian DVR, the field R
or the field C. Let X be a finite type algebraic stack over K and V ⊆ X a dense
open. The inclusion V[K] ⊆ X [K] is then also dense.



MALLE’S CONJECTURE AND BRAUER GROUPS OF STACKS 39

Proof. Let fn : Un → X be a sequence as in Lemma 5.7. The maps Vn := f−1
n (V)→

V also satisfy Lemma 5.7 as the functor X → X (K) commutes with pullbacks.
The inclusion Vn ⊆ Un is dense so the inclusion Vn(K) ⊆ Un(K) is dense by [30,
Thm 10.5.1]. This implies the lemma. �

Lemma 5.9. Let K be either the field of fractions of a henselian DVR, the field R
or the field C. Let X be a finite type algebraic stack over K. The following pairing

X [K]× BrX → BrK : (x, b)→ b(x).

is continuous, where BrX and BrK are equipped with the discrete topologies.

Proof. Let fn : Un → X be a sequence as in Lemma 5.7. The fact that Un(K) →
X [K] is open reduces the lemma to the following statement: for all b ∈ BrX the
map Un(K)→ BrK : u→ b(f(u)) is continuous.

But b(f(u)) = (f ∗b)(u) so this follows from [30, Prop. 10.5.2]. �

5.3. Unramified Brauer group. We now define the unramified Brauer group of
a stack. It can differ from the actual Brauer group, even if the stack is smooth and
proper.

Definition 5.10. Let X be a smooth finite type algebraic stack over a field k. Let
b ∈ BrX .

(1) Let O be a DVR with fraction field K over k and x ∈ X (K) a map. We say
that b is unramified at the triple (O, K, x) if b(x) ∈ BrO.

(2) The element b is unramified if it is unramified at all possible (O, K, x);
otherwise it is called ramified.

(3) The unramified Brauer group is BrunX := {b ∈ BrX : b is unramified}.
Remark 5.11. Let g : X → Y be a map of smooth integral finite type stacks,
b ∈ BrY and (O, K, x ∈ X (K)) a triple. The definition immediately implies that b
is unramified at g(x) if and only if g∗b is unramified at x. Pullling back thus defines
a map g∗ : Brun Y → BrunX .

It suffices to check whether a Brauer class is unramified for either henselian or
complete DVRs.

Lemma 5.12. Let b ∈ BrX .
(1) If b is unramified at all triples (O, K, x) with O henselian, then b is unrami-

fied.
(2) If b is unramified at all triples of the form (F[[t]],F((t)), x) with F a field

and k ⊆ F[[t]] an inclusion 2, then b is unramified.

Proof. Let us first assume that b is unramified for all henselian triples. Let (O, K, x)
be any triple. We will show that b(x) ∈ BrO.

Let F be the residue field of O, O ⊆ Oh a henselization of O with fraction field Kh

and Oh ⊆ Osh a strict henselization with fraction field Ksh. Consider the following
commutative diagram

0 BrO ker(BrK → BrKsh) H1(F,Q/Z)

0 BrOh ker(BrKh → BrKsh) H1(F,Q/Z).

=

2The inclusion k ⊆ F[[t]] does not necessarily factor through the constant power series F.
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The rows of this diagram are special cases of the exact sequence in Proposition
5.2(3) (see Definition 5.4). We know that b(x) ∈ BrOh by assumption and a simple
diagram chase then shows that b(x) ∈ BrO.

If O is a henselian DVR with fraction field K and Ô is the completion with
fraction field K̂ then BrO = Br Ô and BrK = Br K̂ by [30, Cor. 3.4.3, Prop. 7.1.8].

But by Cohen’s structure’s theorem [84, Tag 0C0S] we have Ô ∼= F[[t]] where F is
the residue field of O. This implies the second part of the lemma. �

We next show that for varieties, our definition of the unramified Brauer group
agrees with the usual definition [30, Def. 6.2.1]. The subtle point is that we allow
DVRs with arbitrary fraction fields, but [30, Def. 6.2.1] allows only DVRs with
fraction field equal to k(X). The proof of the following lemma is inspired by [30,
Thm. 10.5.12], but works in arbitrary characteristic unlike loc. cit.

Lemma 5.13. Let X be a smooth geometrically integral variety over a field k. Then
BrunX = Brun(k(X)/k).

Proof. The inclusion BrX ⊆ Br k(X) and the definitions immediately imply that
BrunX ⊆ Brun(k(X)/k). The other inclusion is more difficult.

We have the inclusion Brun(k(X)/k) ⊆ BrX by [30, Thm. 3.7.7]. Given b ∈
Brun(k(X)/k) ⊆ BrX we thus have to show that it is unramified in our sense.
By Lemma 5.12 we have to show that for all fields F, inclusions k ⊆ F[[t]] and
points x ∈ X(F((t))) that b(x) ∈ BrF[[t]]. Moreover, by [30, Lem. 10.5.11] we
may assume that x : SpecF((t)) → X is a dominant morphism (the stated lemma
assumes that XF[[t]] arises by base change from XF, but the proof does not use this
assumption). But [30, Prop. 6.2.3] implies that b(x) ∈ Brun(F((t))/k). Now note
that Brun(F((t))/k) ⊆ Br(F[[t]]) by definition, which finishes the proof. �

5.4. Birational invariance.

Lemma 5.14. Let U ⊆ X be a dense open immersion of smooth finite type algebraic
stacks over a field. Then Brun U = BrunX
Proof. We have BrX ⊆ BrU by Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.2. The inclusion
BrunX ⊆ Brun U is then immediate from the definition.

We will next show that Brun U ∩ BrX ⊆ BrunX . Let b ∈ Brun U ∩ BrX and let
(O, K, x) be a triple. We may assume that O is henselian by Lemma 5.12. The
map x → b(x) is locally constant for x ∈ X [K] by Lemma 5.9 and U [K] ⊆ X [K]
is dense by Lemma 5.8. There thus exists an u ∈ U [K] such that b(x) = b(u). But
b ∈ Brun U so b(u) ∈ BrO. This implies that b ∈ BrunX .

The last step is to show that Brun U ⊆ BrX . If X \ U has codimension 2 then
BrU = BrX by Lemma 5.1 so we may remove a codimension 2 subset and assume
without loss of generality that D := X \ U is a smooth divisor.

Let i : U → X and j : D → X be the inclusions. Let b ∈ Brun U . We will first
show that the image of b in H0(X ,R2 i∗Gm) is trivial. This is a local question so
we may assume that X is the spectrum of a strictly henselian ring R with fraction
field K. We can then think of b ∈ BrK. The assumption that b ∈ Brun U implies
in particular that b is unramified at all triples (OX ,x, K, SpecK → X ) where x ∈ X
ranges over all codimension 1 points of X and SpecK → X is the generic point.
This implies that b ∈ BrX = 0 by [25, Thm. 1.2], which shows the claim.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0C0S
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Thus by Proposition 5.2 it remains to show that ∂D(b) ∈ H1(D,Q/Z) is trivial.
Assume for the sake of contradiction that this is false.

By Lemma 5.5 and the correspondence between H1 and torsors there exists a
field F and a point x ∈ X (F) such that ∂D(b)(x) 6= 0 ∈ H1(F,Q/Z). By Lemma 5.7
there exists an atlas f : X → X and a v ∈ X(F) with f(v) = x.

Let D = f−1(D) and i′ : U ⊆ X the pullback of i. The sequence (5.1) is functorial
in f so the following diagram is commutative and has exact rows by Proposition 5.2

0 BrX ker(BrU → H0(X ,R2 i∗Gm)) H1(D,Q/Z)

0 BrX ker(BrU → H0(X,R2 i′∗Gm)) H1(D,Q/Z).

f∗

∂D

f∗ f∗

∂D

We then have the equality ∂D(b)(x) = f ∗(∂D(b))(v) = ∂D(f
∗b)(v) by the com-

mutativity of the above diagram. This implies that ∂D(f
∗b) 6= 0 and thus that

f ∗b 6∈ BrX.
However b ∈ Brun U implies that f ∗b ∈ Brun U . But from Lemma 5.13 we de-

duce that Brun U = Brun(k(U)/k) = BrunX ⊆ BrX which provides the desired
contradiction. �

We now show that the unramified Brauer group is a stable birational invariant.
For this we need the following lemma; by a projective bundle over X we mean
an algebraic stack over X isomorphic to P(V) for some vector bundle V over X .
Note that a vector bundle on an algebraic stack need only be locally trivial for
the smooth topology, and not necessarily the Zariski topology. We start with some
basic lemmas.

Lemma 5.15. Let X be a smooth algebraic stack over a field and f : Y → X a
projective bundle. Then f∗Gm = Gm, we have R1 f∗Gm = Z generated by OY(1),
and R2 f∗Gm = 0.

Proof. It suffices to consider the case X = SpecR where R is a regular strictly
henselian local ring. In this case we have Y ∼= PnR for some n.

The lemma follows from the fact that OPn
R
(PnR)

× = R×, PicPnR
∼= Z, generated

by OPn
R
(1), and BrPnR

∼= BrR = 0 by [30, Cor. 6.1.4]. �

Lemma 5.16. Let X be smooth finite type algebraic stack over a field k and f :
Y → X a projective bundle. The map f ∗ : BrunX → Brun Y is an isomorphism.

Proof. By Lemma 5.15 and the Leray spectral sequence we have an exact sequence

PicY → H0(X ,Z)→ BrX → BrY → H1(X ,Z).
We also deduce from Lemma 5.15 that the image of OY(1) ∈ PicY generates
H0(X ,Z) = Z. Moreover, we have H1(X ,Z) = 0 since X is smooth. We deduce
that BrY = BrX .

Let R be a DVR with fraction field K. Any point x ∈ X (K) can be lifted to a
point y ∈ Y(K); indeed the base change Yx is a projective bundle over K and thus
isomorphic to PnK for some n and this variety always has a K-point.

It follows immediately from the definition that BrunX = Brun Y . �

Remark 5.17. It also follows from the above lemma that if V → X is a vector
bundle then Brun V = BrunX since the unramified Brauer group is a birational
invariant and V ⊆ P(V ⊕ OX ) is a dense open immersion.
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Example 5.18. Let G be a finite group scheme over a field k of characteristic 0
and G→ GLn a faithful representation. The map [An

k/G]→ BG is a vector bundle
so by the above remark we have BrunBGk = Brun[An

k/G].
The action of G on An

k is faithful so the stack [An
k/G] has trivial generic stabiliser

and is thus birational to its coarse moduli space An
k/G. Let X be a proper smooth

variety birational to An
k/G. We deduce that BrunBG = BrunX = BrX. This

provides a new proof of the fact that BrX is independent of the choice of faithful
representation G → GLn (the usual proof passes by the so-called no-name lemma,
see [18, §3].)

When k = C the group BrX is a known invariant of the group G, the Bogomolov
multiplier, introduced by Bogomolov [18]. We revisit this group in §6.8.

5.5. Purity. We now obtain a version of the purity theorem for the unramified
Brauer group (stated as Theorem 1.8 in the introduction). It is a version of Theorem
5.3 but with sectors (see §4.3) in place of divisors.

Theorem 5.19 (Purity for the unramified Brauer group).
Let X be a smooth proper tame DM stack over a field k. The following are equivalent
for b ∈ BrX :

(1) b is unramified.
(2) For every field K/k, n ∈ N and representable map f : (Bµn)K → X we have

f ∗b ∈ BrK.
(3) For every algebraic stack S, n ∈ N and representable map f : (Bµn)S → XS

we have f ∗b ∈ BrS.
(4) For every sector S ∈ π0(IµX ) of order n let fS : (Bµn)S → X be the

universal map. We have f ∗
S(b) ∈ BrS.

Remark 5.20. The fact that X is tame DM implies that the stabiliser groups are
tame finite étale groups. This implies that every representable map (Bµn)S → XS
in the above theorem is such that n is coprime to the characteristic of k.

The proof of this theorem is quite technical so we postpone it to §5.7, 5.8, 5.9.
Theorem 5.19 naturally leads to the following definition.

Definition 5.21. Let X be a finite type tame DM stack over a field. Let S ∈
π0(IµX ) be a sector and fS : (Bµn)S → X the universal map. We say that b ∈ X
is unramified along S if f ∗

S(b) ∈ BrS.
Let C ⊆ π0(IµBG) be a subset of sectors. We define the Brauer group partially

unramified with respect to C as

BrC(X ) := {b ∈ BrX : b is unramified along S for all S ∈ C}.
This group satisfies the following functoriality. For a map f : X1 → X2 and

a collection of sectors C2 of X2, denote by C1 the sectors of X1 above C2. Then
f ∗ : BrX2 → BrX1 restricts to a map

f ∗ : BrC2 X2 → BrC1 X1 (5.4)

It is this partially unramified Brauer group which will appear in the leading constant
in Malle’s conjecture. This definition naturally begs the question whether it is
possible to define the residue of a Brauer group element along a sector; this is
indeed possible and we achieve this in Definition 5.25 below.

We now turn to arithmetic applications.
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5.6. Brauer–Manin obstruction. We now define the Brauer–Manin obstruction
on a stack. There are actually two kinds of Brauer–Manin obstruction on a stack;
both contain useful information, however it seems that it is the unramified Brauer–
Manin pairing which is more fundamental. For background on the Brauer–Manin
obstruction for varieties, see [30, §13.3]. We denote by invv : Br kv → Q/Z the
local invariant from class field theory. We present some examples of Brauer–Manin
obstructions on algebraic stacks in §6.

5.6.1. Brauer–Manin pairing. Let X be a smooth integral stack over a global field
k. We have the Brauer–Manin pairing

〈·, ·〉BM : X (Ak)× BrX → Q/Z, ((xv), b) 7→
∑

v

invv b(xv).

We define X (Ak)
Br to be the left kernel of this pairing; the usual argument shows

that X (k) ⊆ X (Ak)
Br. This pairing can be used for example to prove Stickelberger’s

theorem that the discriminant of a number field is 0 or 1 modulo 4 (see §7.4).
We equip X [kv] with the topology from §5.2.1. The space X [Ak] is then equipped

with the restricted product topology as in [27, §13].
In what follows we use the following abuse of notation: Let f : X (kv) → Y

be a map to a topological space Y which is constant on isomorphism classes of
kv-points. Then we say that f is continuous if the induced map from X [kv] is
continuous (similarly for adelic points).

Lemma 5.22. The Brauer–Manin pairing on X (Ak) is well-defined and continuous
on the left.

Proof. Let b ∈ BrX . It suffices to show continuity when restricted to the basic
open

∏
v/∈S X (kv)

∏
v∈S X (Ov) for a finite set of places S. However the usual ar-

gument [30, Prop. 13.3.1] shows that b evaluates trivially on X (Ov) providing S
is sufficiently large; this shows that the pairing is well-defined. Continuity follows
from Lemma 5.9. �

Thus the Brauer–Manin pairing can be used to obtain obstructions to strong
approximation (here we say that X satisfies strong approximation if the image of
X (k) in X [Ak] is dense in the collection of connected components).

5.6.2. Unramified Brauer–Manin pairing. The Brauer–Manin pairing can however
be quite unwieldy in general since BrX/Br k can be infinite, even for X = BG. So
we define the unramified Brauer–Manin pairing to be

〈·, ·〉BM :
∏

v

X(kv)× BrunX → Q/Z, ((xv), b) 7→
∑

v

invv b(xv).

We similarly define (
∏

vX(kv))
Brun to be the left kernel of this pairing and have

X(k) ⊆ (
∏

vX(kv))
Brun. This pairing seems to be more fundamental to the theory

and can be used to give obstructions to weak approximation. (Here we say that
X satisfies weak approximation if the image of X [k] in

∏
v X [kv] is dense; some

background on this for stacks can be found in [61, §4].) For example, it allows
one to recover Wang’s counter-example to Grunwald’s theorem as a Brauer–Manin
obstruction (see §7.5). To verify that this pairing is well-defined we require the
following result, which is a minor generalistion of Theorem 1.9. For varieties this is
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well-known and part of Harari’s formal lemma [30, Thm. 13.4.1]. We generalise this
result to the case of the partially unramified Brauer group of BG in Theorem 7.4.

Theorem 5.23. Let X be a smooth finite type DM stack over a global field k and
let b ∈ BrX . If b ∈ BrunX then b evaluates trivially on X (kv) for all but finitely
many places v of k. The converse holds if k is a number field.

Proof. Suppose that b is unramified. Let f : U → X be an atlas as in Lemma 5.7.
The pullback f ∗b ∈ BrU is unramified by Remark 5.11. We can thus reduce the
lemma to the case of schemes where it is well-known.

Now assume that b is ramified and k is a number field. Let O be a DVR over
k with fraction field K and f : SpecK → X a map such that f ∗(b) 6∈ BrO. By
spreading out we may replace SpecO by a smooth finite type scheme Y over k, K
by an open subscheme V ⊆ Y and the map f by a map f : V → X such that
f ∗(b) 6∈ BrY . We may assume without loss of generality that Y is connected. It
follows from Harari’s formal lemma [30, Thm. 13.4.1] that there exists infinitely
many places v such that f ∗(b) evaluates non-trivially on V (kv). This implies that b
evaluates non-trivially on f(V (kv)) ⊆ X (kv). �

5.6.3. Partially unramified Brauer—Manin pairing. For the partially unramified
Brauer group (Definition 5.21), it makes sense to modify the adelic space to obtain
a different topological space between X (Ak) and

∏
v X (kv) and upon which the

Brauer–Manin pairing is well-defined. This can be done in general, though to
simplify the exposition we only do this in the case of BG (see §7.)

5.7. Brauer groups of µn-gerbes. We now prepare for the proof of Theorem 5.19.
The proof will rely on the computation of the Brauer groups of neutral µn-gerbes
and root stacks.

The inclusion µn ⊆ Gm induces a map Bµn → BGm defining a canonical element
O( 1

n
) ∈ PicBµn.

Lemma 5.24. Let X be an algebraic stack, n ∈ N an invertible number on X
and f : (Bµn)X → X the structure map. Then f∗Gm = Gm, R1 f∗Gm

∼= Z/nZ,
generated by O( 1

n
), and R2 f∗Gm = 0.

Proof. We may assume that X = SpecR for R a strictly henselian local ring. Let
π : SpecR → (Bµn)R be the corresponding µn-torsor. The scheme SpecR has
trivial cohomology so the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence associated to this tor-
sor implies that for all i ∈ N we have Hi((Bµn)R,Gm) ∼= Hi(µn, R

×). Where µn acts
trivially on R×.

We have H0(µn, R
×) = R×, H1(µn, R

×) = Hom(µn, R
×) ∼= Z/nZ with a generator

given by the inclusion µn ⊆ R×. A cocycle computation shows that this inclusion
corresponds to O( 1

n
) ∈ H1((Bµn)R,Gm). The group µn is cyclic so H2(µn, R

×) =
R×/R×n = 0 since R is strictly henselian and n ∈ R×. �

The map f has a section so the Leray spectral sequence Hp(X ,Rq f∗Gm) =⇒
Hp+q((Bµn)X ,Gm) splits. We deduce from Lemma 5.24 the existence of a residue
map ∂X ,n : Br((Bµn)X )→ H1(X ,Z/nZ). This yields a split exact sequence

0→ BrX → Br((Bµn)X )
∂X ,n−−→ H1(X ,Z/nZ)→ 0. (5.5)

The sequence (5.5) suggest the following definition of the residue along a sector.
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Definition 5.25. Let X be a finite type tame DM stack over a Noetherian base
S. Let S ⊆ IµX be a sector of order n. Consider the universal map (Bµn)S → X .
The residue along S is the composition

∂S : BrX → Br(Bµn)S
∂S,n−−→ H1(S,Z/nZ) ⊆ H1(S,Q/Z).

We verify that the residue has the expected property with respect to the partially
unramified Brauer group from Definition 5.21.

Lemma 5.26. Let X be a finite type tame DM stack over a field k and C ⊆
π0(IµBG) a subset of sectors. Then the sequence

0→ BrC X → BrX →
⊕

S∈C
H1(S,Q/Z)

is exact.

Proof. Immediate from (5.5) and Definition 5.21. �

For cup products there is an explicit description of ∂X ; the following argument
is inspired by the proof of [83, Thm. 4.1.1].

Lemma 5.27. Let T be a group of multiplicative type over an algebraic stack X
and T̂ := Hom(T,Gm) the sheaf of characters. Let π : Y → (Bµn)X be a T -torsor
corresponding to a map (Bµn)X → (BT )X . Let p : µn → T be the induced map on
automorphism sheaves and p̂ : T̂ → Z/nZ the Cartier dual.

Let [π] ∈ H1((Bµn)X , T ) be the class of π. Then for all α ∈ H1(X , T̂ ) one has
∂X ,n(α ∪ [π]) = p̂∗(α), where the cup product is induced by the bilinear pairing
T̂ × T → Gm.

Proof. The map ∂X ,n is a boundary map of the Leray spectral sequence of f :
(Bµn)X → X . The Leray spectral sequence has cup products [85, Cor. 8.8] which

implies that ∂X ,n(α ∪ [π]) is the cup product of α ∈ H1(X , T̂ ) and the image of [π]
under the boundary map d : H1((Bµn)X , T )→ H0(X ,R1 T ). The same computation
as in Lemma 5.24 shows that R1 f∗T ∼= Hom(µn, T ).

Consider the bilinear pairing T̂ × R1 f∗T ∼= T̂ × Hom(µn, T ) → R1 f∗Gm =
Hom(µn,Gm) induced by the cup product. The functoriality of the isomorphism
R1 f∗T ∼= Hom(µn, T ) implies that this bilinear pairing is given by the formula
(χ : T → Gm, t : µn → T ) → χ(t) ∈ Hom(µn,Gm). We find that ∂X ,n(α ∪ [π]) =
α ∪ d([π]). It suffices to show that d([π]) = p since α ∪ p = p̂∗(α).

This is a local statement so we may reduce to the case that X is the spectrum of
a strictly henselian ring. In this case d is the identity and [π] = p by definition. �

5.8. Brauer groups of root stacks. There is an analogue of Lemma 5.24 for root
stacks.

Lemma 5.28. Let X be an algebraic stack, n ∈ N invertible on X and D ⊆ X an
effective Cartier divisor. Let i : D → X be the inclusion. Let p : X [ n

√
D] → X be

the forgetful map and q : G → D be the µn-gerbe over D.
Then p∗Gm = Gm, the map R1 p∗Gm → i∗R

1 q∗Gm
∼= i∗Z/nZ is an isomorphism

and R2 p∗Gm = 0.
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Proof. We may assume that X = SpecR for R a strictly henselian local ring. Let
f ∈ R be the section defining D and S = R[x]/(xn− f), it is finite over R and thus

strictly henselian. Let SpecS → X [ n
√
D] be the defining µn-torsor and SpecR→ G

the defining µn-torsor of G.
The map H1(X [ n

√
D],Gm)→ H1(G,Gm) ∼= Z/nZ is an isomorphism by the com-

putation of the Picard group of root stacks [24, Cor. 3.1.2].
The cohomology of S and R is trivial so by the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence

we find that H0(X [ n
√
D],Gm) = H0(µn, S

×) = (S×)µn = R× and H2(X [ n
√
D],Gm) =

H2(µn, S
×). The group µn is cyclic so H2(µn, S

×) is isomorphic to R× modulo
norms. The norms of R× ⊆ S× are R×n = R× so H2(µn, S

×) = 0. �

Let O be a DVR with fraction field K, valuation v and residue field F. Let n ∈ N
be invertible on O. We now consider the special root stack SpecO n

√
v from §4.1.

We next deduce the existence of a residue map from the Leray spectral sequence.
Fix an isomorphism SpecF n

√
v
∼= (Bµn)F and let ∂O,n : BrO n

√
v → H1(F,Z/nZ) be

the composition of the map BrO n
√
v → Br SpecF n

√
v
∼= Br(Bµn)F with ∂F,n.

The Leray spectral sequence implies that the following sequence is exact (compare
with (5.5)).

0→ BrO → BrO n
√
v

∂O, n
√
v−−−−→ H1(F,Z/nZ) (5.6)

If O is henselian then this exact sequence splits after a choice of uniformiser. The
following lemma also shows that the map ∂O, n√v is independent of the choice of
isomorphism SpecF n

√
v
∼= (Bµn)F.

Lemma 5.29. Let π ∈ O be a uniformiser. Consider the µn-torsor p : SpecO[π
1
n ]→

SpecO n
√
v. For all α ∈ H1(O,Z/nZ) we have ∂O, n√v(α ∪ [p]) = α|F.

If O is henselian then H1(O,Z/nZ) ∼= H1(F,Z/nZ) so · ∪ [p] defines a section of
∂O, n√v. Moreover, the map BrO n

√
v → Br(Bµn)F is an isomorphism.

Proof. The fibre SpecF ∼= π−1(SpecF n
√
v)→ SpecF n

√
v
∼= (Bµn)F is a µn-torsor such

that the induced map (Bµn)F → (Bµn)F is the identity on automorphism groups
(but the induced map is not necessarily equal to the identity). The lemma then
follows from functoriality of the cup product and Lemma 5.27.

If O is henselian then H1(O,Z/nZ) ∼= H1(F,Z/nZ). Comparing (5.5) and (5.6)
shows that BrO n

√
v → Br(Bµn)F is an isomorphism �

We can relate the residue ∂O, n√v to the Witt residue ∂O.

Lemma 5.30. Let v be the valuation of O and n ∈ N coprime to the characteristic of
F. The group BrO n

√
v is contained in ker(BrK → BrKsh). Moreover, the following

square commutes

BrO n
√
v ker(BrK → BrKsh)

H1(F,Z/nZ) H1(F,Q/Z).

⊆

∂O

⊆

∂O, n
√
v

This is a minor generalization of [62, Thm. 1]; at first sight there seems to be a
sign difference, but this is due to different sign conventions for the Leray spectral
sequence.
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Proof. Both ∂O and ∂O, n√v are compatible with unramified base change so we may
assume that O is henselian. Let π be a uniformiser and consider the µn-torsor
p : SpecO[π 1

n ] → SpecO n
√
v. Let A ∈ BrO n

√
v. By Lemma 5.29 and the exactness

of (5.6) there exists an A0 ∈ BrO such that A = A0 + ∂O, n√v(A) ∪ [p]. We have

∂O(A0) = 0. As A0 ∈ BrO and ∂O, n√v(A) ∈ H1(F,Q/Z), these both become trivial

after base change to Ksh. So A ∈ ker(BrK → BrKsh).
The class [p] ∈ H1(K,µn) ∼= K×/K×n is equal to π by Kummer theory. So

∂O(A) = ∂O(∂O, n√v(A) ∪ π) + ∂O(A0) = ∂O, n√v(A), where the last equality follows
from [30, (1.29) p. 36] and the fact that ∂O(A0) = 0 by (5.3). �

5.9. Proof of Theorem 5.19. Recall from Remark 5.20 that all the n ∈ N which
will appear are coprime to the characteristic of k.

That (3) implies (2) is immediate. We also have that (4) implies (3). Indeed, we
may assume that S is connected and in that case any representable map (Bµn)S →
X factors through the universal map fS : (Bµn)S → X for some map S → S and a
sector S ∈ π0(IµX ).

Let us now show that (2) implies (4). Assume for the sake of contradiction that
f ∗
Sb 6∈ BrS. The exactness of (5.5) implies that ∂(f bS) ∈ H1(S,Z/nZ) is non-

zero. By Lemma 5.5 there exists a field K/k and a point x ∈ S(K) such that
∂(f ∗b)(x) 6= 0. The point x corresponds to a map fS(x) : (Bµn)K → X such that
∂(fS(x)

∗b) = ∂(f ∗
Sb)(x) 6= 0. The exactness of (5.5) implies that f ∗

Sb 6∈ BrK which
contradicts (2).

We now show that (1) is equivalent to (2). Let O be a DVR over k with fraction
field K, residue field F, valuation v and uniformiser π. Let f : K → X . By the
arithmetic valuative criterion for properness (Lemma 4.2) there exists an n ∈ N
and a representable map f : O n

√
v → X whose generic fibre is f . Let f̄ := f ◦ iπ :

(Bµn)F → X be the restriction to the special point.
By definition of ∂ we can combine (5.5) and (5.6) into the following commutative

diagram with exact rows.

0 BrO BrO n
√
v H1(F,Z/nZ)

0 BrF Br(Bµn)F H1(F,Z/nZ)

∂O, n
√
v

i∗π

∂F,n

A diagram chase then shows that for β ∈ BrO n
√
v we have β ∈ BrO if and only if

i∗πβ ∈ BrF. We will apply this to the case β = f ∗b = f ∗b, where i∗πβ = i∗πf
∗b = f̄ ∗b.

If (2) holds then let O and f be arbitrary. We then have that f̄ ∗b ∈ BrF by (2).
This implies that f ∗b ∈ BrO and thus that (1) holds.

Let F/k be a field and f̄ : (Bµn)F → X a map. Let f̃ : SpecF[[t]] n√t → X be
the composition with the map SpecF[[t]] n√t → (Bµn)F defined by the composition

F[[t]] n√t
∼= [SpecF[[t

1
n ]]/µn] → (Bµn)F, where µn acts by multiplication on t

1
n , to

get a map f̃ : SpecF[[t]] n√t → X . We have f̄ = f̃ ◦ it by the definition of it so the
above argument in reverse shows that (1) implies (2). �

Remark 5.31. Some of the tools in this section also appear in recent work of
Achenjang [3], though ours aims and focus are quite different, in particular Achen-
jang does not consider the unramified Brauer group. For example a version of our
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Proposition 5.2(3) be found in [3, Prop. 8.5] for stacks over a 1-dimensional base,
with the Grothendieck purity theorem for stacky curves in [3, Prop. 8.15]. A ver-
sion of our sequence (5.5) and Lemma 5.27 appear in [3, Prop. 3.9, Prop. 3.15], but
Achenjang allows µn for arbitrary n (see also [56, Prop. 4.1.4] for a version over
fields). A version of our sequence (5.6) appears in [3, Prop. 6.11], though again
Achenjang allows arbitrary n.

5.10. A geometric interpretation of the residue. We finish with a description
of the residue for certain algebraic Brauer group elements, which we will require
when studying the Brauer group of BG. The construction works in the follow-
ing generality. Let X be a stack and G an étale group of multiplicative type over
X . Consider the map f : BG → X . Let T be another group of multiplicative
type. A similar computation as in Lemma 5.24 shows that f∗T = T and R1f∗T =
Hom(A, T ), where Hom denotes the Hom sheaf. The Leray spectral sequence
leads to a boundary map r : H2

1(BG, T ) := ker(H2(BG, T ) → H0(X , R2f∗T )) →
H1(X ,Hom(G, T )). The goal of this section is give a geometric description of this
map. In practice we will mostly care about the case T = Gm and G = µm in which
case r = ∂X ,n.

An element of [π] ∈ H2(BG, T ) corresponds to a T -gerbe π : T → BG as in [69,
§12.2.7]. The condition that [π] ∈ H2

1(BG, T ) means that the gerbe is locally neutral
on X (rather than just locally neutral on BG), i.e. locally on X of the form BT ×G.
In particular, T is a gerbe with banded by an abelian group scheme A over X . The
map π : T → BG induces a map A→ G on bands. Moreover, this map is surjective
and has kernel T , both of these facts are checked locally on X . In particular, A
defines an element of Ext1X (G, T ). Moreover, this extensions splits locally on X and
by the Leray spectral sequence Hp(X ,Extq(G, T )) =⇒ Extp+q(G, T ) thus lives as
a class [A] ∈ H1(X ,Hom(G, T )).

This gives a geometric description of r.

Proposition 5.32. We have the equality r([π]) = [A].

To prove this we will use the language of derived categories. We remark that this
can be proven up to a sign by essentially only using functoriality. But something
more is needed if one wants to understand the sign.

For any algebraic stack X let D(X ) denote the derived category of sheaves on
the (small) fppf site of X . Given a map X → Y we let Rf∗ : D(X )→ D(Y) be the
derived pushforward. We let τ≤n : D(X ) → D(X ) be the functor which truncates
complexes to cohomological degree ≤ n. The following lemma provides a geometric
interpretation of the class [π].

Lemma 5.33. Let π : Y → X be a T -gerbe and T ′ a sheaf of abelian groups over
X . We have a canonical isomorphisms π∗T ′ ∼= T ′ and R1π∗T

′ ∼= Hom(T, T ′).
Moreover the map d in the following distinguished triangle in D(X )

T ′[1]→ τ≤0Rf∗T
′[1]→ Hom(T, T ′)

d−→ T ′[2]

sends h ∈ Hom(T, T ′) to h∗[π] ∈ T ′[2].

Proof. The first computation is local and can thus be done in the case X is the
spectrum of a strictly henselian ring R, in which case Y ∼= BT and the computation
is completely analogous to the proof of Lemma 5.24. An important point is that
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the identification R1π∗T
′ ∼= Hom(T, T ′) is independent of the choice of isomorphism

Y ∼= BT as T -gerbes (which is unique up to non-unique isomorphism.)
For the second statement we are reduced by functoriality to the case that T ′ = T

and h = idT . We thus have to study the map Hom(T, T ) → H2(X , T ). This is
known as the transgression map and the statement in the lemma then follows from
unfolding [46, Prop. V.3.2.1]. �

Proof of Proposition 5.32. By Lemma 5.33 we have that [π] is the image of idT in
the distinguished triangle in D(BG).

T [1]→ τ≤0Rπ∗T [1]→ Hom(T, T )→ T [2]

Applying the functor τ≤0Rf∗ and using the fact that τ≤0Rf∗τ≤0Rπ∗T [1] ∼= τ≤0R(f ◦
π)T [1] by [84, Tag 015M] we get a triangle

τ≤0Rf∗T [1]→ τ≤0R(f ◦ π)∗T [1]→ Hom(T, T )→ τ≤1Rf∗T [2]. (5.7)

We claim that the triangle (5.7) is distinguished. Indeed, it suffices to show that
the corresponding long exact sequence of cohomology is exact. To see this we apply
Lemma 5.33 to Rf∗ and R(f ◦π)∗ to see that the corresponding long exact sequence
is

0→ T → T → 0→ Hom(G, T )→ Hom(A, T )→ Hom(T, T )→ 0

The exact sequence 0 → T → A → G → 0 splits locally on X which implies that
this long exact sequence is exact.

The description of spectral sequences in terms of derived functors (as explained
in e.g. [83, pp. 67–68]) shows that r([π]) is equal to the image of idT under the
composition of the maps Hom(T, T )→ τ≤1Rf∗T [2]→ R1f∗T [1] ∼= Hom(G, T )[1].

The locally split exact sequence 0 → T → A → G → 0 leads to a distinguished
triangle

Hom(G, T )→ Hom(A, T )→ Hom(T, T )→ Hom(G, T )[1]

where the last map sends idT to [A]. It thus suffices to show that the following
diagram commutes, which is clear by the functoriality of Lemma 5.33.

τ≤0Rf∗T [1] τ≤0R(f ◦ π)∗T [1] Hom(T, T ) τ≤1Rf∗T [2]

Hom(G, T ) Hom(G, T ) Hom(T, T ) Hom(G, T )[1].

=

�

6. Brauer group of BG

In this section we specialise the general theory from §5 to the case of BG, and use
it to calculate the partially unramified Brauer group of BG. The ultimate goal is to
give an effective method to compute it, which we achieve using central extensions
and Kummer theory (Theorem 6.21), as well as Galois cohomology (Theorem 6.29).
This method is described in §6.7. Let k be a field of characteristic p and G a finite
étale group scheme over k.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/015M
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6.1. Brauer group of BG. For a stack X over a field k, we denote by Br1X =
ker(BrX → BrXksep) its algebraic Brauer group. An element which is not algebraic
is called transcendental.

Lemma 6.1. For all p > 0 there exist functorial isomorphisms Hp(BGksep ,Gm) ∼=
Hp(G(ksep), ksep,×) , where the latter cohomology is group cohomology. In particular,
PicBGksep = Hom(G(ksep), ksep,×) and BrBGksep = H2(G(ksep), ksep,×).

Proof. Follows from applying the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence to the G-torsor
Spec ksep → BGksep , since Spec ksep has trivial cohomology. �

Note in particular that this lemma describes the Galois module structure of the
finite group BrBGksep . Moreover it allows us to identify the Picard scheme of BG

with Ĝ. Inspired by Sansuc [78, p. 42], we define BreBG = {β ∈ Br1BG : β(e) = 0}
where e is the identity cocycle.

Lemma 6.2. The map r : Br1BG → H1(k, Ĝ) from the Hochshild–Serre spectral
sequence induces an isomorphism Br1BG/Br k ∼= H1(k, Ĝ).

The map r is an isomorphism when restricted to BreBG.

Proof. The first part is well-known in the case of smooth proper varieties with a
rational point (see e.g. [30, Prop. 5.4.2]); the same proof works here.

For the second part the map β → β − β(e) defines an inverse to the morphism
BreBG→ Br1BG/Br k. �

A version of Lemma 6.2 for different base schemes can be found in [3, Cor. 5.15],
under the additional assumption that the transcendental Brauer group is trivial.

Corollary 6.3. The group BrBG/Br k is | exp(G)|2-torsion and BrBGksep is finite,
where exp(G) denotes the exponent of G.

Lemma 6.2 shows that the natural map Br1BG
ab → Br1BG is an isomorphism.

This need not be true for the partially unramified algebraic Brauer group from
Definition 5.21, but see Lemma 6.31 for a partial result. For algebraic Brauer group
elements, the Brauer pairing admits an interpretation via the cup product.

Lemma 6.4. Assume that G is tame. The diagram

BreBG×BG(k) //

��

Br k

��

H1(k, Ĝ)× H1(k,Gab) // H2(k,Gm)

commutes, where the bottom row is induced by the cup product.

Proof. Consider the fibre of the map BG → BGab over e. This is the Gab-torsor
π : B[G,G] → BG. The type, as defined in [83, Def. 2.3.2], of this Gab-torsor is a

map Hom(Gab,Gm) = Ĝ→ PicBG = Ĝ. It is the identity map, which can be seen
by unfolding the definitions.

Consider the map · ∪ [π] : H1(k, Ĝ) → BrBG given by the cup product with

[π] ∈ H1(BG,Gab). This map factors through Br1BG since elements of H1(k, Ĝ)
become trivial after base change to ksep. Moreover, it factors through BreBG since
[π](e) = [π(e)] is the identity cocycle.
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It follows from [83, Thm. 4.1.1] that · ∪ [π] : H1(k, Ĝ)→ BreBG is an inverse to
r (this result is only stated for varieties, but the proof for stacks is analogous. To
finish the lemma it suffices to notice that the map BG(k)→ H1(k,Gab), χ→ [π](χ)
is by construction the map induced by BG→ BGab. �

6.2. Representation by central extensions. We next explain how to write down
elements of BrBG for G a finite étale group scheme over a field k.

Recall that for an abelian group scheme N , the isomorphism classes of N -gerbes
over a stack X are classified by the cohomology group H2(X , N) [69, Thm. 12.2.8].

Definition 6.5. Let

1→ µn → E → G→ 1

be a central extension of group schemes. Then BE → BG is a µn-gerbe. The
image of this gerbe under the induced map H2(BG, µn) → H2(BG,Gm) = BrBG
is a Brauer group element, which we denote by bE .

We call such an extension tame if E is a tame group scheme.

This element has the property that bE(e) = 0 for e is the identity of G; we next
show that every such element arises this way. (This is not a major restriction, since
every Brauer group element satisfies this up to translation by an element of Br k.)
We begin with some Kummer theory.

Lemma 6.6. The Kummer sequence gives rise to the short exact sequence

0→ PicBG/nPicBG→ H2(BG, µn)→ H2(BG,Gm)[n]→ 0.

This map sends a character χ ∈ PicBG = Ĝ(k) to the central extension

Gχ,n := {(g, ζ) ∈ G×Gm : χ(g) = ζn} → G.

Proof. The sequence is immediate from Kummer theory. The corresponding gerbe

is described as the fiber product of the following diagram BG
f−→ BGm

·n←− BGm by
the construction in [69, §12.2.5]. A simple computation shows that this is BGχ. �

Lemma 6.7. Every element b ∈ BrBG with b(e) = 0 arises by the construction in
Definition 6.5.

Proof. Let X → BG be a gerbe and P ∈ X (k) a lift of e, let E := Aut(P ). The stack
X is a gerbe over k and has a rational point P so X ∼= BE. This procedure defines
an equivalence of categories between the category of gerbes over BG equipped with
a lift P ∈ X (k) and the category of surjective maps of group schemes E → G, see
[46, Thm. 7.2.5]. Moreover, if A is an abelian group scheme and X → BG is an
A-gerbe then the analysis of §7.3 of loc. cit. shows that the corresponding extension
E → G is a central A-extension (see also §7.1 of loc. cit.)

By Lemma 6.6 any b ∈ BrBG may be represented by a µn-gerbe X over BG for
some n. The fact that b(e) = 0 ∈ H2(k,Gm) and Hilbert Theorem 90 implies that
the fibre of X over e has a rational point. By the above reasoning this gerbe is
given by BE → BG for some central µn-extension E → G and functoriality implies
that b = bE . �

Remark 6.8. Another way of seeing the relation between elements of BrBG and
central extensions is via Hochschild cohomology, see [3, §2.1].
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6.3. Central extensions and the residue. From now on we assume that G is
tame. We begin to study the residue of a Brauer group element in terms of the
corresponding central extension. In the next lemma we use the following notation.
Let C ⊆ C∗G and let c ∈ C. We denote by Sc be the sector corresponding to the
Galois orbit of c and Cc ⊆ G(−1) the subscheme corresponding to the Galois orbit
of c, as in Lemma 4.9. Then we write BrC BG for the partially unramified Brauer
group with respect to these sectors.

Lemma 6.9. Let 1 → µn → E
f−→ G → 1 be a tame central extension with corres-

ponding Brauer group element bE and c ∈ C∗G/Γk a Galois orbit of order n. Note
that the G-action on Cc lifts to f−1(Cc) ⊆ E(−1) because f is a central exten-
sion. Moreover, translation by Z/nZ = µn(−1) ⊆ E(−1) defines a Z/nZ-action
on f−1(Cc) which commutes with the G-action and such that f−1(Cc) → Cc is a
Z/nZ-torsor. We thus get a Z/nZ-torsor

[f−1(Cc)/G]→ [Cc/G] ∼= Sc (6.1)

The residue ∂Sc(bE) ∈ H1(Sc,Z/n) is represented by the torsor (6.1).

Proof. Let d be the order of c and X → (Bµd)Sc the pullback of BE → BG. This
is an gerbe with abelian automorphism group over Sc and by Proposition 5.32 we
have to understand the automorphism group scheme A.

We can directly compute XCc using Lemma 4.9 and find that ACc = {(ζ, e, h) ∈
µd × E × Cc : f(e) = h(ζ)}. Moreover, G acts on A by acting by conjugation on E
and Cc. One checks using this description that A is obtained by twisting µn × µd
by the torsor (6.1), i.e. the class [A] ∈ H0(Sc,Hom(µn, µd)) is equal to (6.1), as
desired. �

We deduce the following criterion for being partially unramified. This will be
crucial for calculating the partially ramified Brauer group.

Lemma 6.10. Let 1→ µn → E
f−→ G→ 1 be a tame central extension with Brauer

group element bE ∈ BrBG. Let C ⊆ C∗G be Galois invariant and let C ⊆ G(−1)(ksep)
be the corresponding collection of elements.

We have bE ∈ BrC BG if and only if there exists a Galois and conjugacy invariant
subset E ⊆ E(−1)(ksep) such that f induces a (Galois equivariant) bijection between
C and E .
Proof. By Lemma 5.26 we have to show that the given condition is equivalent to
the vanishing of all residues. Without loss of generality, we may assume that C
consists of a single Galois orbit of conjugacy classes. Let c ∈ C and d be its order.

By Lemma 6.9 we have to show that the torsor (6.1) splits if and only if the
conditions of the lemma hold.

We claim that (6.1) splits if and only if there exists a G-equivariant section
of f−1(Cc) → Cc. Indeed, a section [Cc/G] → [f−1(Cc)/G] defines by pullback a G-
equivariant section Cc → f−1(Cc). Conversely, a G-equivariant section Cc → f−1(Cc)
defines a section [Cc/G]→ [f−1(Cv)/G] after quotienting by G.

It now remains to notice that the condition in the lemma is equivalent to the
existence of a G-equivariant section of f−1(Cc) → Cc. If such a section exists then
E is equal to the ksep points of the image. On the other hand given a E as in the
lemma the subscheme of E(−1) defined by it is G-equivariantly isomorphic to Cc
due to the fact that E → Cc(ksep) is a bijection. �



MALLE’S CONJECTURE AND BRAUER GROUPS OF STACKS 53

6.4. Marked central extensions. Lemma 6.10 naturally leads us to the following
definition. This definition is also inspired by [42, §7.4], but we allow G and E to be
group schemes instead of just groups and consider a marking to be a subscheme of
E(−1) instead of E. We remark that the definition of E(−1) makes sense when E
is a profinite étale group scheme of order coprime to p.

Definition 6.11. Let C ⊆ G(−1)(ksep) be a conjugacy and Galois invariant subset.
A C-marked central extension of G is a central extension 1 → A → E → G → 1,
where A and E are profinite étale group schemes, equipped with a conjugacy and
Galois invariant subset E ⊆ E(−1)(ksep) such that E → C is a (Galois equivariant)
bijection. We call E the marking.

The trivial marked extension (with kernel A) is the central extension G×A→ G
equipped with the trivial marking C × {0} ⊆ G(−1)×A(−1).

A morphism of marked central extensions is a morphism of extensions which
preserves the marking.

We will denote the set of isomorphism classes of central marked extensions with
kernel A by H2,orb

C (BG,A). As the notations suggests, it should be viewed as some
version of orbifold cohomology.

Definition 6.12. The Baer sum of two marked central extensions 1→ A→ E1 →
G → 1, 1 → A → E2 → G → 1 with respective markings Ei ⊆ Ei(−1) is the Baer
sum extension [84, Tag 010I] 1 → A → E1 + E2 → G → 1. Note that E1 + E2 is
a subquotient of E1 ×G E2 and the marking (E1, E2) ⊆ (E1 ×G E2)(−1) defines a
marking of E1 + E2 ⊆ (E1 + E2)(−1).
Lemma 6.13. Baer sum defines a commutative group structure on H2,orb

C (BG,A).

Proof. The Baer sum of group extensions defines a group structure. It remains
to check that the isomorphisms witnessing commutativity, associativity and the
existence of an inverse, all preserve the marking. This is a straightforward but
tedious calculation, which is omitted. �

The following allows one to change the kernel of a marked central extension.

Lemma 6.14. Let 1→ A→ E
f−→ G→ 1 a central extension with marking E ⊆ E.

For any profinite abelian group scheme A′ and map A → A′ there exists a unique
marked central extension 1 → A′ → E ′ → G → 1 and map of marked central
extensions E → E ′ which restricts to A→ A′ on the kernel.

Moreover, if C generates G then E ′ is unique up to unique isomorphism.

Proof. Existence is given by letting E ′ := E
∐

AA
′ be the pushout and letting E ′

be the image of E . Uniqueness follows from the universal property of pushout.
To see that it is unique up to unique isomorphism note that the automorphism

group of E ′ which fixes A′ is isomorphic to Hom(G,A′), where χ ∈ Hom(G,A′) acts
by sending ǫ ∈ E to ǫ + χ(f(ǫ)). An automorphism which preserves the marking
thus has the property that χ(g) = 0 for all g ∈ C. But C generates G so this implies
that χ = 0. �

6.4.1. The universal central marked extension. In [42, §7.4] a specific marked central
extension is identified which is initial with respect to all marked central extension.
This extension was also studied in [94]. Its kernel is closely related to the compon-
ents of Hurwitz spaces.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/010I


54 DANIEL LOUGHRAN AND TIM SANTENS

There are two main difference with our approach and the construction in [42, 94].
The first that we allow group schemes over fields, the second is that we since we
define a marking as living in E(−1) the universal marked central extension will be
a non-constant group scheme even if G is constant.

For the rest of this section to keep notation light, we will use the non-standard

definition Ẑ := lim←−p∤n Z/nZ instead of Ẑ(p′). We also consider the Ẑ×-torsor Ẑ(1)× =

lim←−p∤n µ
×
n , where µ×

n ⊆ µn denotes the subscheme of primitive roots of unity.

Definition 6.15. Let C ⊆ CG be a Galois invariant subset of conjugacy classes
which generate G.

Define Û(G, C) to be the profinite group scheme such that Û(G, C)(ksep) is the
profinite group generated by symbols of the form [γ]ζ for all γ ∈ c ∈ C and all

ζ ∈ Ẑ(1)×. These generators are subject to the relations [γ]λζ = ([γ]ζ)λ for all

λ ∈ Ẑ× and [ξ]η[γ]ζ [ξ]−η = [ξ(η)γξ(η)−1]ζ for all ξ ∈ c′ ∈ C and η ∈ Ẑ(1)×.

The Γk-action on Û(G, C) is given by the formula σ([γ]ζ) = [σ(γ)]σ(ζ) where
σ ∈ Γk and γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep).

The presence of ζ in the generators is to give the correct definition of the Galois
action and to be able to define the morphism Û(G, C) → G : [γ]ζ → γ(ζ). This
morphism preserves the relations and is equivariant with respect to the Galois action
and is thus well-defined. It is a central extension by the same argument as in [94,
Lem. 2.1].

We now define orbifold homology.

Definition 6.16. We denote by HC
2,orb(G, Ẑ) := ker(Û(G, C) → G). We consider

Û(G, C)→ G as a marked central extension by giving it the marking consisting of

the functions Ẑ(1)× → Û(G, C) : ζ → [g]ζ for all g ∈ c ∈ C.
We then have the following analogue of [42, §8.1.6].

Proposition 6.17. If C generates G then Û(G, C) → G is an initial object in the
category of C-marked central extensions.

Proof. Let E → G be a marked central extension and for each γ ∈ c ∈ C let eγ :

Ẑ(1)× → E be the corresponding marked element. The only possible map of central

extensions Û(G, C) → E which preserves the markings has to send [γ]ζ 7→ eγ(ζ).
Conversely, we note that the formula [γ]ζ → eγ(ζ) defines a map of extensions since
it is compatible with the relations by the definition of a marking. �

Following this proposition, providing C generates G, we will call Û(G, C) → G
the universal central C-marked extension. Note that since initial objects are unique
up to unique isomorphism this property defines Û(G, C).

An immediate consequence of Proposition 6.17 and Lemma 6.14 is the following
formula for H2,orb

C (BG,A), which is analogous to the universal coefficient theorem.

Proposition 6.18. Assume that C generates G. For all profinite tame abelian group
schemes A the map Hom(HC

2,orb(G, Ẑ), A) → H2,orb
C (BG,A) is an isomorphism of

groups.

Remark 6.19. If G is constant then Û(G, C)(ksep) agrees with what Wood [94, p.

7] denotes Ûk(G, C) equipped with the Galois action given by σ(u) = χcycl(σ) · u,
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where σ ∈ Γk, u ∈ Ûk(G, C), χcycl : Γk → Ẑ× denotes the cyclotomic character and
· is defined in loc. cit. page 7.

It is immediate from the construction that universal marked central extensions
are compatible with products.

Proposition 6.20. Let G1, G2 finite étale tame group schemes over k. Let Ci ⊆ CGi
generate Gi for i = 1, 2. Let C = C1×{e} ∪ {e}× C2 ⊆ CG1×G2. Then the canonical
map Û(G1 ×G2, C)→ Û(G1, C1)× Û(G2, C2) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Consider the definition of Û(Gi, Ci) in terms of generators and relations. This

leads to a construction of the product Û(G1, C1)× Û(G2, C2) in terms of generators

and relations which is exactly the same as the definition of Û(G1 × G2, C). The
induced isomorphism is clearly the canonical map. �

6.5. Orbifold Kummer exact sequence. Lemma 6.10 implies that base change
from µn to Gm defines a morphism H2,orb

C (G, µn)→ BrC BG[n]. We will now describe
the kernel of this morphism. To do this we first construct a morphism PicorbC (BG)→
H2,orb

C (G, µn).

For χ ∈ Ĝ(k) consider the central extension 1→ µn → Gχ,n → G→ 1 defined in
Lemma 6.6. Let n | m ∈ N be such that Gχ,n ⊆ G× µm ⊆ G×Gm. We then have
(γ, r) ∈ Gχ,n(−1) ⊆ G(−1) × Z/mZ ⊆ G(−1) × Q/Z if and only if for all ζ ∈ µm
we have χ(γ(ζ)) = ζnr, or in other words age(χ, γ) = nr.

For (χ,w) ∈ PicorbC (BG) consider the marking

C(χ,w),n ⊆ Gχ,n(−1) (6.2)

given by all pairs (γ, w(C)
n

mod Z) ∈ Gχ,n(−1), where C ∈ C, γ ∈ C and w(C)
n
∈ Q.

This is well-defined because w(C) = age(χ, γ).

Then the map PicorbC (BG)→ H2,orb
C (G, µn) sending (χ,w) to the central extension

Gχ,n equipped with the marking Cχ,w is a group homomorphism. We then have the
following analogue for the partially unramified Brauer group of the Kummer exact
sequence (Lemma 6.6).

Theorem 6.21. Assume that C generates G. The following sequence is exact for
all tame n

PicorbC (BG)
n−→ PicorbC (BG)→ H2,orb

C (BG, µn)→ BrC BG/Br k
n−→ BrC BG/Br k.

Proof. Exactness at BrC BG/Br k is due to Lemmas 6.7 and 6.10.

Consider now exactness at H2,orb
C (G, µn). An element maps to 0 in BrC BG if and

only if it is a marking on the extension Gχ,n → G for some χ ∈ Ĝ(k), by Lemma 6.6.
Note that in Gχ,n(−1) ⊆ G(−1)×Q/Z one has that (γ, r) lies in the same G-orbit
as (γ′, r′) if and only if γ is conjugate to γ′ and r = r′. It follows that all markings
consist of the elements (γ, r(C)) where γ ∈ C ∈ C and r is a function C → Q/Z
such that age(χ, g) = nr(C).

Let w : C → Q be a Γk-equivariant lift of nr : C → Q/nZ. We then have
(χ,w) ∈ PicorbC BG since age(χ,C) = nr(C) = w(C) mod Z for all C ∈ C and the
marking is equal to C(χ,w),n from (6.2).

It remains to prove exactness at PicorbC (BG). Let (χ,w) ∈ PicorbC (BG) be such
that that there exists an isomorphism f : G × µn → Gχ,n which sends the trivial
marking to the marking C(χ,w),n.
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As f is a map of extensions which preserves µn we have f(g, ζ) = (g, ψ(g)ζ)
where ψ : G → Gm is a morphism such that χ(g) = ψ(g)n for all g ∈ G. The
condition that f preservers the markings is then equivalent to age(ψ, g) = w(C)/n
mod Z for all g ∈ C ∈ C. This means that (ψ,w/n) ∈ PicorbBG which implies that
(χ,w) = n · (ψ,w/n) ∈ nPicorbC BG.

Conversely, if (χ,w) ∈ nPicorbC BG then there exists ψ ∈ Ĝ(k) such that we
have (ψ,w/n) ∈ PicorbC BG. The same reasoning as above then implies that the
map G × µn → Gχ,n : (g, ζ) → (g, ψ(g)ζ) is an isomorphism of central extensions
which sends the trivial marking to C(χ,w),n. This implies that the image of (χ,w) in

H2,orb
C (G, µn) is 0. �

Unfolding the definitions we see that for all n | m we have the commutative
diagram

0 // PicorbC (BG)/nPicorbC (BG) //

·m/n
��

H2,orb
C (BG, µn) //

��

BrC BG[n] //

��

0

0 // PicorbC (BG)/mPicorbC (BG) // H2,orb
C (BG, µm) // BrC BG[m] // 0

This diagram has exact rows by Theorem 6.21. Define H2,orb
C (BG,Q/Z(1)) :=

lim→nH
2,orb
C (BG, µn). Taking the colimit of the above diagram over n we thus

find the following.

Corollary 6.22. The following sequence is exact

0→ PicorbC (BG)⊗Q/Z→ H2,orb
C (BG,Q/Z(1))→ BrC BG/Br k → 0

Remark 6.23. One can interpret H2,orb
C (BG,Q/Z(1)) as being the group of all

marked central extensions with kernel Q/Z(1). The group PicorbC (BG) ⊗ Q/Z ∼=
Hom(C,Q/Z) can then be thought of as corresponding to different markings.

An important consequence of this is that even though the Brauer group itself
is not compatible with products, it turns out that the partially unramified Brauer
group is, providing one is in a fair case.

Proposition 6.24. Let G1, G2 finite étale tame group schemes over k. Let Ci ⊆ CGi
and assume that Ci generates Gi for i = 1, 2. Let C = C1×{e}∪{e}×C2 ⊆ CG1×G2.
Then the map

BrC B(G1 ×G2)/Br k → BrC1 BG1/Br k × BrC2 BG2/Br k

induced by BGi → B(G1 ×G2) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Combining Propositions 6.18 and 6.20 and we find that

H2,orb
C (B(G1 ×G2),Q/Z(1)) ∼= H2,orb

C1 (BG1,Q/Z(1))×H2,orb
C2 (BG2,Q/Z(1)).

We then conclude using Corollary 6.22 and Lemma 3.21. �

6.6. Algebraic Brauer group. Let k be a field and G a finite étale tame group
scheme over k with C ⊆ CG Galois invariant. We now calculate the partially un-
ramified algebraic Brauer group BrC,1BG. We call a central extension algebraic
if the corresponding Brauer group element is algebraic. One can construct such
extensions as Galois twists of the trivial central extension µn ×G.
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Definition 6.25. Let n be coprime to p and α ∈ H1(k,Hom(G, µn)). We define the
central extension 1→ µn → Eα → G→ 1 by defining Eα(k

sep) = µn(k
sep)×G(ksep)

equipped with the twisted Galois action σ(ζ, g) = (σ(ζ) · α(σ)(g), σ(g)) for σ ∈ Γk
and (ζ, g) ∈ µn(ksep)×G(ksep).

We next show that they all arise this way.

Lemma 6.26. We have bEα ∈ Br1BG. The image of bEα under Br1BG →
H1(k,PicBG) is the image of α along the map H1(k,Hom(G, µn))→ H1(k,PicBG).
Hence every element of BreBG arises via the construction in Definition 6.25 for
some n | exp(G).
Proof. By definition Eα becomes isomorphic to the trivial central extension µn×G
after a finite field extension, hence bEα ∈ Br1BG. For the second part, we have
Br1BG ∼= Br1BG

ab so by functoriality we may assume that G is abelian. This
then follows after unfolding Proposition 5.32 for the case X = Spec k. �

We next study in detail the residue for algebraic Brauer group elements, and give
various different interpretations.

6.6.1. Stacky residue. We make explicit Definition 5.25 for algebraic Brauer group
elements. Let SC be the sector corresponding to C from Lemma 4.9. Consider the
composition induced from Lemma 6.2:

H1(k, Ĝ) ∼= BreBG ⊆ BrBG
∂SC−−→ H1(SC,Q/Z). (6.3)

Elements of BreBG become trivial after base change to ksep so the image of this
map is contained in the kernel of the map H1(SC,Q/Z) → H1(SC,ksep ,Q/Z). This
is equal to H1(k,H0(SC,ksep ,Q/Z)) by the Hochschild-Serre spectral sequence. The
geometrically connected components of SC,ksep are in a Γk-equivariant bijection with
C by Lemma 4.9. We thus have H0(SC,ksep ,Q/Z) = Hom(C,Q/Z) as a Γk-module.

The map in (6.3) thus factors through a map H1(k, Ĝ) → H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z))
which we will call the stacky residue ∂C,Stacky.

6.6.2. Picard residue. By Lemma 3.20 and Shapiro’s Lemma we have for all subsets
C ⊆ C∗G an exact sequence

0→ H1(k,PicorbC BGksep)→ H1(k, Ĝ)→ H2(k,Hom(C,Z)). (6.4)

Note that Hp(k,Hom(C,Q)) = 0 for p > 0 because Hom(C,Q) is divisible. The
short exact sequence

0→ Hom(C,Z)→ Hom(C,Q)→ Hom(C,Q/Z)→ 0

then induces an isomorphism H2(k,Hom(C,Z)) ∼= H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)).
We define the Picard residue via the composition

∂C,Pic : H
1(k, Ĝ)→ H2(k,Hom(C,Z)) ∼= H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)). (6.5)

6.6.3. Age residue. Recall the age pairing from Definition 3.6. Consider the Γk-
equivariant map

age(·, C) : Ĝ(ksep)→ Hom(C,Q/Z) : χ→ (c ∈ C → age(χ, c)).

Let ∂C,age : H1(k, Ĝ) → H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)) be the induced map on cohomology;
we call it the age residue.

The following lemma gives an alternative description of the age residue.
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Lemma 6.27. Let C ∈ C and k(C) its field of definition. The age residue is equal
to the composition

H1(k, Ĝ)→ H1(k(C), Ĝ)→ H1(k(C),Q/Z) ∼= H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)).
The first map is the restriction with respect to the field extension k ⊆ k(C), the
second is the map induced by age(·, c) : Ĝ(ksep) → Q/Z on H1 and the last iso-
morphism is due to Shapiro’s lemma.

Proof. The isomorphism H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)) ∼= H1(k(C),Q/Z) given by Shapiro’s
Lemma has the following description. It is the composition

H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z))→ H1(k(C),Hom(C,Q/Z))→ H1(k(C),Q/Z).

The first map is restriction and the second map is given by Hom(C,Q/Z)→ Q/Z :
f → f(C). The lemma then follows the commutativity of the following diagram

H1(k, Ĝ(ksep)) //

��

H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z))

��

H1(k(C), Ĝ(ksep)) // H1(k(C),Q/Z) H1(k(),Hom(C,Q/Z)).oo

�

This version of the age residue seems to be the most amenable for explicit com-
putations.

6.6.4. Comparison of residues.

Lemma 6.28. The maps ∂C,Pic, ∂C,Stacky and ∂C,age are equal for all Galois orbits
C ⊆ C∗G.

Proof. We will first show that ∂C,Pic = ∂C,age. For this consider the following diagram
with exact rows

0 Hom(C,Z) PicorbC BGksep Ĝ(ksep) 0

0 Hom(C,Z) Hom(C,Q) Hom(C,Q/Z) 0.

=

(χ,w)→w age(·,C)

This diagram commutates because for all (χ,w) ∈ PicorbC BGksep we have age(χ, C) ≡
w mod Z by Definition 3.18. This diagram induces the following commutative dia-
gram in cohomology

H1(k, Ĝ(ksep)) H2(k,Hom(C,Z))

0 H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)) H2(k,Hom(C,Z)) 0.

∂C,age

=

∼=

The commutativity of this diagram shows that ∂C,Pic = ∂C,age.
We will now compare ∂C,age and ∂C,Stacky. Let b ∈ Br1BG, let α = r(b) ∈

H1(k,PicBGksep), and fix n coprime to p such that α ∈ H1(k,Hom(G, µn)). Let Eα
be as in Definition 6.25. We may then assume that b = bEα by Lemma 6.26.

Let Cc ⊆ G(−1) denote the subscheme of G(−1) corresponding to c ∈ C, as in
Lemma 6.9. Let Ec be the pre-image of Cc ⊆ G(−1) under the map Eα(−1) →
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G(−1). By the definition of Eα we have Ec(ksep) = Z/nZ × C equipped with
the twisted Galois action σ(r, γ) → (r + age(α(σ), γ), σ(γ)), where σ ∈ Γk and
(r, γ) ∈ Eα(ksep).

We have that ∂C,Stacky(α) is equal to the cocycle representing the Z/nZ-torsor
[Ec/G] → [Cc/G] by Lemma 6.9. This cocycle is computed to be σ ∈ Γk →
age(α(σ), γ). This is exactly the definition of ∂C,age(α). �

This leads to the following description of the algebraic Brauer group. Part (2)
in particular shows that the partial orbifold Picard group plays the expected role
in the classical isomorphism H1(k,PicXksep) ∼= Br1X/Brk for any variety X with
ksep[X ]× = ksep,× [30, Prop. 5.4.2].

Theorem 6.29. Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over a field k and
C ⊆ C∗G a Galois invariant collection of conjugacy classes. The following subgroups
of H1(k, Ĝ) are equal:

(1) The image of BrC,1BG under the map r : Br1BG→ H1(k, Ĝ).
(2) The subgroup H1(k,PicorbC BGksep) embedded via (6.4).
(3) The kernel of the residue map H1(k, Ĝ)→ H1(k,Hom(C,Q/Z)).

In particular BrC,1BG/Br k ∼= H1(k,PicorbC BGksep). If C generates G then this
group is finite.

Proof. Immediate from Lemma 5.26, Lemma 6.28 and the exact sequence (6.4).
Finiteness then follows from the fact that PicorbC BGksep is a finitely generated free
abelian group (Lemma 3.19). �

We can now show the finiteness from Theorem 1.10.

Corollary 6.30. If C generates G, then BrC BG/Br k is finite.

Proof. Immediate from Theorem 6.29 and Corollary 6.3. �

The following lemmas assist with computing the partially unramified Brauer
group. The stated property in the first lemma holds for example if G → Gab

admits a section.

Lemma 6.31. Let f : G→ Gab be the abelianisation and C ⊆ C∗
Gab Galois invariant.

Assume that for all Galois orbits C′ ⊆ C there is a Galois orbit T ⊆ f−1(C′) such
that k(C′) = k(T ). Then the map BrC,1BG

ab → Brf−1(C),1BG is an isomorphism.

Proof. We may assume that C consists of a single Galois orbit. The map Br1BG
ab →

Br1BG is an isomorphism by Lemma 6.2. With respect to this we have an embed-
ding BrC,1BG

ab ⊆ Brf−1(C),1BG. Choose a Galois orbit T ⊆ f−1(C) as in the
statement. Then any b ∈ Brf−1(C),1BG is unramified along T .

The assumption k(C′) = k(T ) implies that age(·, C′) = age(·, T ) (as maps on
PicBG = PicBGab). We then have that ∂age,C′ = ∂age,T , which implies the state-
ment by Lemma 5.26. �

Lemma 6.32. Assume that C generates G and that the Galois action on C is trivial.
Then BrC,1BG = Br k.

Proof. By Lemmas 3.20 and 3.19, we know that PicorbC BGksep is a free Z-module
with trivial Galois action. Its first Galois cohomology group is therefore trivial.
The result now follows from Theorem 6.29. �
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Remark 6.33. Lemma 6.2 shows that Br1BG/Br k ∼= H1(k,Pic(BG)ksep). How-

ever this group is huge in general; for example for G = Z/nZ we have ̂(Z/nZ) = µn,
thus Br1B(Z/nZ)/Br k ∼= k×/k×n. The unramified Brauer group is much smaller,
as Theorem 6.29 shows.

6.7. Procedure for calculating BrC BG/Br k. We summarise our theoretical in-
vestigations and explain how it leads to a procedure to calculate BrC BG/Br k as
a group, as well as write down elements, when C generates G. We use the exact
sequence

0→ BrC,1BG→ BrC BG→ (BrC BGksep)
Γk . (6.6)

The first step is to calculate PicorbC (BGksep). This is a finitely generated free
abelian group with Galois action. If one is very lucky there is no transcendental
Brauer group (see Lemma 6.38 for example computations) and one only has to
calculate the algebraic Brauer group. By Theorem 6.29 it suffices to compute
H1(k,PicorbC BGksep), for which standard computer algebra systems can be applied.
This gives a description of the Brauer group as an abstract group. To actually write
down elements, one can use either cup products using Lemma 6.4, or represent ele-
ments via marked central extensions using Lemma 6.26.

If there are transcendental elements then by the orbifold Kummer sequence (Co-

rollary 6.22) it suffices to calculate the orbifold cohomology H2,orb
C (BG,Q/Z(1)).

One achieves this by calculating the universal marked central extension (Defini-
tion 6.15); if G is constant then this is computable by [94, Thm. 2.5]. Then the
orbifold cohomology is calculated using Proposition 6.18.

An approach which works for non-constant G but is less efficient, is as follows.
Once the algebraic Brauer group has been calculated, by Corollary 6.3 one enumer-
ates all relevant central extensions of G by µ| exp(G)|2 . Given such a central extension
E, one needs to determine whether there is a Galois action on E(ksep) which pre-
serves both a marking induced by C and the kernel µ| exp(G)|2 ; if a Galois action
exists then it is unique as C generates G. The relevant Galois action must factor
through Gal(L/k), where L is a splitting field of G which contains µ| exp(E)|. This is
a finite group so it is a finite computation. Altogether this procedure allows one to
compute BrC BG/Br k as a group and write down explicit representatives in terms
of cup products and marked central extensions.

Naturally in special cases there are all kinds of tricks which can be used to simplify
various steps of the process. In the next section we give some methods to calculate
BrC BGksep . This additional information can help to speed up the above algorithm.
But a description of BrC BGksep alone is insufficient in general, as a Galois invariant
element need not descend to k, and the sequence (6.6) need not split.

6.8. Transcendental Brauer group. Let k be a separably closed field, G be a
finite group of order coprime to the characteristic of k and C ⊆ CG a collection
of conjugacy classes. We finish with a method to calculate the partially unrami-
fied transcendental Brauer group. Recall from §6.2 that elements of β ∈ BrBG
correspond to central extensions 1→ Q/Z(1)→ Gβ → G→ 1

Proposition 6.34. Let β ∈ BrBG ∼= H2(G,Q/Z(1)) correspond to the central
extension 1 → Q/Z(1) → Gβ → G → 1. Then β ∈ BrC BG if and only if for all
γ ∈ c ∈ C and g ∈ G such that gγg−1 = γ there exist lifts γ̂ ∈ Gβ(−1) and ĝ ∈ Gβ

of γ, g respectively such that ĝγ̂ĝ−1 = γ̂.
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Proof. We use Lemma 6.10. Assume that there exists a marking E ⊆ Gβ(−1)(ksep).
Let γ ∈ c ∈ C and g ∈ G such that gγg−1 = γ. Let γ̂ ∈ E be the unique lift of γ
and ĝ ∈ Gβ any lift of g. Since γ̂ is unique we must have ĝγ̂ĝ−1 = γ̂ as desired.

For the converse we may assume that C consists of single conjugacy class c. Fix
one element γ ∈ c and choose any lift γ̂ ∈ Gβ(−1). Consider the map of centralizers
CGβ(γ̂) → CG(γ). This map is surjective if the condition in the statement is satis-
fied. Moreover Q/Z(1) ⊆ CGβ(γ) because Gβ → G is a central extension. It follows
that the map of quotients Gβ/CGβ(γ̂)→ G/CG(γ) is a bijection. This implies that
the conjugacy class of γ̂ bijects onto the conjugacy class of γ. The conjugacy class
of γ̂ thus defines a marking. �

Remark 6.35. Fix a system of primitive roots of unity to identify G(−1) with G
and Q/Z(1) with Q/Z. Then the condition in Proposition 6.34 translates to asking
that all bicyclic groups A ⊆ G such that one of the generators is contained in some
c ∈ C can be lifted to a bicyclic group of Gβ, i.e. βA = 0 ∈ H2(A,Q/Z) for all such
bicyclic groups A ⊆ G. In the case that C = C∗G this recovers Bogomolov’s formula
[18, Thm. 3.1] for Brun An/G, hence gives a new stacky proof of Bogomolov’s formula
(see Example 5.18).

For general C, one should interpret Proposition 6.34 as giving a description for
the Brauer group of certain open subsets of a smooth proper model of An/G.

There exists a (non-unique) central extension

1→ H2(G,Z)→ G̃→ G→ 1

such that for each β ∈ H2(G,Q/Z(1)) = Hom(H2(G,Z),Q/Z(1)) (the isomorphism
being due to the universal coefficient theorem) the extension Gβ → G is given by

the pushout of G̃ along the map H2(G,Z) → Q/Z(1). The group G̃ is known as a
Schur covering group.

Lemma 6.36. For each pair of commuting elements g, h ∈ G let g̃, h̃ ∈ G̃ be
lifts of these two elements. The commutator [g̃, h̃] = g̃h̃g̃−1h̃−1 ∈ H2(G,Z) is
independent of the choice of G̃ and of the choices of lifts g̃, h̃. Then the subgroup
BrC BG ⊆ H2(G,Q/Z(1)) ∼= Hom(H2(G,Z),Q/Z(1)) of Proposition 6.34 is given
by
{
β ∈ Hom(H2(G,Z),Q/Z(1)) :

[γ̃(ζ), h̃](β) = 0 for all γ ∈ c ∈ C, ζ ∈ Ẑ(1)
and h ∈ G such that gγg−1 = γ.

}
.

Proof. Let n,m be the orders of γ, h and A = 〈γ(ζ), h〉. It is well-known (e.g. it
can be deduced from [48, Lem. 2.9.1, Thm. 2.9.3]) that H2(A,Q/Z) = 0 if A is
cyclic and H2(A,Q/Z) ∼= Z/ gcd(n,m)Z otherwise. In the second case k

gcd(n,m)
∈

Z/ gcd(n,m)Z is represented by the extension

1→ Q/Z→ A k
gcd(n,m)

→ A→ 1

The group A k
gcd(n,m)

is generated by Q/Z and two elements ĝ, ĥ. It is defined by the

relations ĝn = ĥm = 1 and [ĝ, ĥ] = k
gcd(n,m)

.

We claim that if β ∈ H2(G,Q/Z(1)) = Hom(H2(G,Z),Q/Z) then βA ∈ H2(A,Q/Z)
is equal to β([g̃, h̃]). The lemma then follows from Proposition 6.34.

The claim is clear if A is cyclic so assume otherwise. Since Gβ is the pushout

of G̃ we have that β([γ̃(ζ), h̃]) is equal to [γ̃(ζ)β, h̃β] ∈ Q/Z(1) where γ̃(ζ)β, h̃β are
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lifts of g, h along Gβ → G. The claim is functorial in G so we may assume that
G = A, this case follows immediately from the explicit description of A k

gcd(n,m)
. �

Remark 6.37. The group H2(G,Q/Z(1)) from Lemma 6.1 is the (dual of the)
Schur multiplier of G. The appearance of the Schur multiplier in Malle’s conjecture
was proposed in [41, §2.4]. We have H2(G,Z) = H2(G,Q/Z)∼ by the universal
coefficient theorem. Lemma 6.36 shows that BrC BG ∼= H2(G, C;Z)∼ where the
later group is defined by Ellenberg, Venkatesh and Westerland in the retracted
preprint [42, Def. 7.3]. We refer to [94] for a published account of this group.

We explain these observations via the transcendental Brauer group of BG. In
particular, Ellenberg-Venkatesh consider the (dual of) BrC BGk in [41, (4)] in the
case that C consist of a single conjugacy class. They believe that the size of this
group should play a role as long as the number field k contains sufficiently many
roots of unity, but the relevant factor could be smaller otherwise. This is explained
by the fact that in general the transcendental Brauer group will be a subgroup of
(BrC(BG)k)

Γk , and its cardinality appears in Conjecture 9.1.

The following will be used in §10. In this proof we fix a system of compatible
roots of unity to identify G(−1) with G and Q/Z(1) with Q/Z, via Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 6.38. Let k be a separably closed field, G be a finite group of order coprime
to the characteristic of k and C ⊆ CG a collection of conjugacy classes. In the
following situations we have BrC BG = 0.

(1) G is abelian and C generates G.
(2) G = Sn and C contains a transposition.
(3) G = Dn and C contains a reflection (i.e. an element whose image under the

map Dn → C2 is non-trivial).
(4) G = A4 and C contains an element of order 2.

Proof. We will use Lemma 6.36 to compute BrC BG.
(1) If G = A is abelian then H2(A,Q/Z)∼ = ∧2A and any Schur covering group

0→ ∧2A→ Ã→ A→ 0 has the property that [ã, b̃] = a ∧ b.
The elements of C ⊆ CA = A(−1) generate A so every pure wedge a ∧ b with a, b

arbitrary can be written as a sum of pure wedges with a ∈ C, b ∈ A. We deduce
that BrC BA = 0 since the pure wedges generate ∧2A.

(2a) If G = S3 then H2(G,Q/Z) = 0 by [48, Thm. 2.12.3].
(2b) If G = Sn and n ≥ 4 then by [48, Thm. 2.12.3] one Schur covering group

is the group 2 · S−
n which has generators z and si for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 subject to the

relations z2 = 1, s2i = z, [si, z] = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, (sisi+1)
3 = z for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 2

and [si, sj] = z for |i − j| ≥ 2. The map G̃ → Sn is given by sending z to the
identity and si to (i, i+ 1).

The central subgroup H2(Sn,Q/Z) ⊆ 2 · S−
n is the copy of Z/2Z generated by z.

We may then choose g̃ = s1 and h̃ = s3.
(3a) If G = Dn and n is odd then H2(G,Q/Z) = 0 by [48, Prop. 2.11.4].
(3b) If G = D2n then by the proof of [48, Prop. 2.11.4] a Schur covering group is

given by D4n → D2n. This map has kernel Z/2Z generated by (1, 2n + 1)(2, 2n +

2) · · · (2n, 4n). A choice for g̃ is then any lift of the reflection and h̃ = (1, n+1, 2n+
1, 3n + 1)(2, n + 2, 2n + 2, 3n + 2) · · · (n, 2n, 3n, 4n). The images of these elements
commute since h = (1, n+ 1)(2, n+ 2) · · · (n, 2n) lies in the center of D2n.
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(4) If G = A4 then its Schur covering group is unique by [48, Thm. 2.12.5] and it
is the subgroup 2 ·A4 ⊆ 2 · S−

4 which is the pre-image of A4 ⊆ S4. We may assume
without loss of generality that g = (1, 2)(3, 4) ∈ c ∈ C. A possible g̃ is then s1s3. If

we pick h̃ = s2s4 then [g̃, h̃] = z. �

The earliest examples of groups with non-trivial unramified transcendental Brauer
group (via Example 5.18) are due to Saltman [77]. He constructed such groups of
order p9 for any prime p. We give a new example which forms the basis of Con-
jecture 1.2, namely in §10.5 we show that A4 has a non-trivial partially unramified
transcendental Brauer group for certain choices of generating conjugacy classes.

7. Brauer–Manin obstruction on BG

We now study the Brauer–Manin pairing on BG for a finite étale tame group
scheme G, as defined in §5.6. We begin by defining the ramification type of a
cocycle.

7.1. Ramification type. Let O be a DVR with fraction field k, residue field F of
characteristic p, and π a uniformizer. Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme
over k with good reduction.

Definition 7.1. We define the ramification type map ρG : BG(k)→ CΓkG via taking
ρG = π0 ◦ (mod π) where (mod π) is the modulo π map from §4.4 and we use the

identification π0(IµBG(k)) = CΓkG from Lemma 4.9.

This has the following explicit description. An element ϕ ∈ BG(k) is represented
by a cocycle Γtame

k → G(ksep). Moreover being continuous, it factors through some
finite tamely ramified Galois extensionK/k of some ramification degree e. Enlarging
K if necessary, we assume that K contains µe. Let ̟ be a uniformiser of K/k and
denote by IK/k ⊆ Gal(K/k) the inertia group. By [84, Tag 09EE] the map

µe → IK/k, ζ 7→ (σζ : ̟ 7→ ζ̟), (7.1)

is an isomorphism, where σζ is defined to act trivially on the residue field of K.
Hence composing with ϕ we obtain a cocycle

µe → IK/k
ϕ→ G. (7.2)

However, as G has good reduction the action of Ik on G(ksep) is trivial, thus this is
actually a homomorphism, hence yields an element of G(−1). Changing the cocycle
ϕ changes the homomorphism by conjugation in G(ksep). This map thus defines an
element of CG, which is checked to be invariant under Γk and equals the ramification
type ρG(ϕ) by Lemma 4.12.

Thus the ramification type of ϕ is the induced map on the inertia subgroup,
viewed up to conjugacy (this is more data than simply the image of the inertia
subgroup).

7.2. Partial adelic space. We next define a partial adelic space for BG. This is
important as it the natural space on which the Brauer–Manin pairing is well-defined
for partially unramified Brauer group elements, and moreover the measure of this
space will appear in our conjecture. For the rest of this section we let G be a finite
étale tame group scheme over a global field k.
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Definition 7.2. Let C ⊆ C∗G be Galois invariant. Then for a non-archimedean place
v of good tame reduction we define

BG(Ov)C = {ϕv ∈ BG(kv) : ρG,v(ϕv) ∈ C ∪ {e}},
BG(Ak)C = lim

S

∏

v∈S
BG(kv)

∏

v/∈S
BG(Ov)C,

where the limit is over all finite sets of places S, i.e. BG(Ak)C is the restricted direct
product of the BG(kv) with respect to BG(Ok)C. We call this the partial adelic
space with respect to C and an element of BG(Ov)C a partial v-adic integral point
with respect to C.

The space BG(Ak)C is locally compact. It is compact if and only if C = C∗G (this
is compatible with Remark 3.17).

If G is constant, then an element of BG(Ov)C exactly corresponds to a continuous
homorphism ϕ : Γkv → G whose ramification type (from §7.1) is either trivial or
lies in C. With respect to the boundary divisor analogy (Remark 3.17), the set
BG(Ov)C should be viewed as exactly the collection of Ov-points of the space given
by removing the divisors not in C.

7.3. Brauer–Manin pairing. We now return to the partially unramified Brauer
group from Definition 5.21. We first give a description of the local evaluation map
for Brauer elements in terms of the residue maps ∂S. The following should be viewed
as an analogue of [30, Thm. 3.7.5] in our setting. (In loc. cit a valuation appears,
but the corresponding valuation always equals 1 in our case, c.f. Remark 3.17.)

Lemma 7.3. Let O be a DVR with fraction field K, valuation v, residue field F
and fix a uniformizer π. Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over O with
generic fibre G. Let ϕ ∈ BG(K) and S := ρG(ϕ) ∈ π0(IµBG) its ramification type,
viewed as a sector. Let n be the order of S and ϕ := ϕ (mod π) ∈ S(F).

The following square is then well-defined and commutes

BrBG H1(S,Z/nZ)

ker(BrK → BrKsh) H1(F,Q/Z).

∂S

b→b(ϕ) f→f(ϕ)

∂O

Proof. Let ϕ : SpecO n
√
v → BG be the extension of ϕ using the arithmetic valuative

criterion of properness (Lemma 4.2). By the definition of ϕ (mod π) and ρG we get
the following commutative diagram

Spec kv SpecO n
√
v (Bµn)F

BG BG (Bµn)SF
.

ϕ ϕ

iπ

(Bµn)ϕ
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The functoriality of Br and ∂·,n applied to this diagram and Lemma 5.30 shows that
the following diagram commutes

H1(F,Q/Z) H1(F,Z/nZ) H1(F,Z/nZ)

ker(BrK → BrKsh) BrO n
√
v Br(Bµn)F

BrBG Br(Bµn)SF
H1(SF,Z/nZ).

=

∂O ∂O,n ∂F,n

b→b(ϕ) b→b(ϕ)

∂SF,n

The lemma follows as the composition of the bottom maps is by definition ∂S
composed with the restriction map H1(S,Z/nZ)→ H1(SF,Z/nZ). �

Motivated by Harari’s formal lemma (Theorem 5.23) we now prove the following.
It demonstrates that BG(Ov)C and BrC BG interact in the expected way, i.e. as if
they were the Ov-points and the Brauer group of some open subset of BG. The
second part of this proof is inspired by Harari’s formal lemma for varieties [30,
Thm. 13.4.1].

Theorem 7.4. Let k be a global field and G a finite étale tame group scheme over
k, C ⊆ CG Galois invariant, and b ∈ BrBG. Then b ∈ BrC BG if and only if b
evaluates trivially on BG(Ov)C for all but finitely many v.

More precisely, let v be a place of good reduction coprime to the order of G and
Gv a group scheme model of G over Ov. Then any b ∈ BrBGv ∩ BrC BG evaluates
trivially on BG(Ov)C.
Proof. Let b ∈ BrBG. Fix S a finite set of places containing the archimedean ones
such that G has a finite étale tame model G over Ok,S. In which case BG is a tame
proper étale DM stack over Ok,S. By enlarging S we may assume that b ∈ BrBG.

Let v 6∈ S, let ϕv ∈ BG(Ov)C and S = ρG,v(ϕv) ∈ C. If b ∈ BrC BGkv then ∂S(b) =
0 ∈ H1(SOv ,Q/Z) ⊆ H1(Skv ,Q/Z). Lemma 7.3 then implies that ∂Ov(b(ϕv)) = 0.
The exactness of (5.3) implies that b(ϕ) ∈ BrOv = 0, as required.

Assume now that b 6∈ BrC BG. Then there exists a sector S of order n such
that ∂S(b) 6= 0 ∈ H1(S,Z/nZ). By Lemma 5.6 there exists v 6∈ S and a point
x ∈ S(Fv) such that ∂S(b)(x) 6= 0 ∈ H1(Fv,Z/nZ). By Theorem 4.13 there exists
an x ∈ BG(Kv) such that x (mod π) = x. It then follows from Lemma 7.3 that
∂O(b(x)) 6= 0 from which we deduce that b(x) 6= 0, as required. �

Lemma 7.5. Let C ⊆ C∗G be Galois invariant. Then the Brauer–Manin pairing
yields a well-defined continuous pairing

BrC BG× BG(Ak)C → Q/Z.

Proof. By Lemma 5.9, Theorem 7.4, and the proof of Lemma 5.22. �

7.3.1. Via central extensions. Let

1→ µn → E → G→ 1

be a tame central extension with corresponding Brauer group element bE ∈ BrBG
(see §6.2). Let k ⊆ L be a field extension. Applying Galois cohomology, by [80,
Prop. 5.7.43] we obtain the exact sequence of pointed sets

H1(L,E)→ H1(L,G)→ H2(L, µn) = BrL[n].
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Given a cocycle ϕ ∈ BG(L), the image of ϕ under this map is exactly the evaluation
of bE(ϕ) ∈ BrL. This description can be used to calculate the Brauer–Manin
obstruction in terms of E. For example, from exactness we see that bE(ϕ) = 0 if
and only if ϕ lifts to E, i.e. if and only if the corresponding embedding problem
has a solution. We use this approach to calculate the Brauer–Manin obstruction
for Conjecture 1.2.

7.4. Stickelberger’s Theorem as a Brauer-Manin obstruction. Consider the
stack BSn classifying Sn-extensions, or equivalently degree n extensions (Lemma
2.15). It has a Z/2Z-torsor given by BAn → BSn. Consider the image of the cup
product α := −1 ∪ [BAn → BSn] ∈ H2(BSn, µn) in the Brauer group BrBSn. We
can use the Brauer–Manin obstruction coming from this Brauer element to reprove
Stickelberger”s theorem.

Theorem 7.6. Let k/Q be a number field. Then ∆k/Q ≡ 0, 1 mod 4. This is
explained by a Brauer–Manin obstruction to strong approximation on BSn.

Proof. Let n ≥ 2 and (kv)v ∈ BSn(AQ)
α. It suffices to show that

∏
v∆kv/Qv ≡

0, 1 mod 4. By Lemma 2.1, each kv corresponds to a homomorphism χv : ΓQv → Sn.
The Z/2Z-torsor [BAn → BSn](χv) is equal to the composition ΓQv → Sn → Z/2Z,
which corresponds to the quadratic resolvent of kv/Qv. Since ∆kv/Qv is equal to a
square times the discriminant of the quadratic resolvent we may assume that n = 2.

If k2/Q2 is ramified then 4 | ∆k2/Q2 as there are no extensions of Q2 with discrim-
inant 2. So we may assume that k2/Q2 is unramified. We compute invv(−1, χv) for
all places v of Q.

(1) inv2(−1, χ2) = 0 since k2/Q2 is unramified.
(2) inv∞(−1, χ)∞ = 1/2 if and only if k∞ ∼= C, in which case ∆k∞/R = −1 ≡

3 mod 4. Otherwise ∆k∞/R = 1.
(3) If p ≡ 1 mod 4 then −1 is a square in Qp so invp(−1, χp) = 0. In this case

∆kp/Qp is a power of p so ∆kp/Qp ≡ 1 mod 4.
(4) If p ≡ 3 mod 4 then −1 is not a square in Qp so invp(−1, χp) = 1/2 if and

only if kp/Qp is ramified. In this case ∆kp/Qp = p ≡ 3 mod 4. Otherwise we
have ∆kp/Qp = 1.

The relation
∑

v invv(−1, χv) = 0 thus shows that the number of places v for which
∆kv/Qv ≡ 3 mod 4 is even. Stickelberger’s theorem follows. �

Remark 7.7. The Brauer group element α we use in the proof is ramified, i.e. lies
in BrSn but not in Brun Sn. To see this we note that invp(−1, χp) 6= 0 for all
p ≡ 3 mod 4 where χp ramifies. As χp varies there are an infinite number of such
places, so α is ramified by Theorem 5.23.

We conclude that Stickelberger’s theorem is an obstruction to strong approxima-
tion on BG, but not to weak approximation.

7.5. Grunwald–Wang as a Brauer–Manin obstruction.

Theorem 7.8. There is no Z/8Z-extension k of Q such that k ⊗Q Q2 is the un-
ramified Z/8Z-extension of Q2. This is explained by a Brauer–Manin obstruction
to weak approximation on BZ/8Z.

Proof. Let π : SpecQ → BZ/8Z be the defining Z/8Z-torsor with class [π] ∈
H1(BZ/8Z,Z/8Z). Let 16 ∈ Q×/Q×8 ∼= H1(Q, µ8) and consider the cup product
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b := [π] ∪ 16 ∈ H2(BZ/8Z,Gm) = BrBZ/8Z induced by the standard pairing
Z/8Z× µ8 → Gm.

Let (χv)v ∈
∏

v BZ/8Z(Qv) with χ2 a character ΓQ2 → Z/8Z which defines an
unramified Z/8Z-extension. Note that by construction [π](χ2) = χ2. It is classical
that 16 ∈ Q×8

v for all v 6= 2 thus bQv = 0 ∈ Br(BZ/8Z)Qv for v 6= 2. Hence
∑

v

invv(b(χv)) = inv2(b(χ2)) = inv2(χ2 ∪ 24) = inv2(4 · χ2 ∪ 2).

The character 4 ·χ2 corresponds to Q2(
√
5)/Q2 so inv2(4 ·χ2∪ 2) = (5, 2)2 =

1
2
6= 0.

Thus there is a Brauer–Manin obstruction to the existence of a character χ ∈
BZ/8Z(Q) such that χQ2 defines an unramified Z/8Z-extension. �

Remark 7.9. We emphasise that the Brauer group element b used in the proof
is unramified, contrary to Stickelberger’s theorem. Indeed, in the above proof we
saw that bQv = 0 for all places v 6= 2. Theorem 5.23 implies that b is unramified.
Therefore Grunwald–Wang is an obstruction to weak approximation on BZ/8Z.

7.6. A gerbe which fails the Hasse principle. The above examples all concern
failures of weak approximation on stacks with rational points. We give an example
of a Brauer–Manin obstruction to the Hasse principle on a gerbe. It arises through
considering which fibres of the map BZ/16Z(k)→ BZ/2Z(k) have a rational point;
this is relevant to Malle’s conjecture through consideration of the Iitaka fibration. In
more classical language, this corresponds to trying to solve an embedding problem
in the sense of Galois theory.

7.6.1. Cohomological argument. The existence of such a gerbe follows from the fol-
lowing. Poitou–Tate duality [67, Thm. 8.6.8] yields a perfect pairing

X
1(k, µn)×X

2(k,Z/nZ)→ Q/Z

for any number field k. It is well-known that the group X
1(k, µ8), can be non-trivial

for suitable k [67, Thm. 9.1.3]; indeed, this is closely related to the Grunwald–Wang
theorem already discussed. In such cases one deduces that X

2(k,Z/8Z) is non-
trivial. However H2(k,Z/8Z) classifies Z/8Z-gerbes, and a non-trivial element of
X

2(k,Z/8Z) exactly corresponds to a non-neutral Z/8Z-gerbe which is everywhere
locally neutral, i.e. fails the Hasse principle. But then [70, Thm. 1.1] can be inter-
preted as the statement that the only obstruction to the Hasse principle for gerbes
with constant abelian stabilisers is the Brauer–Manin obstruction, so this failure
can be explained by the Brauer–Manin obstruction.

7.6.2. An explicit example. The above shows existence; more challenging is to ac-
tually construct an explicit such gerbe and to give an explicit Brauer–Manin ob-
struction. We do this now; the following is more-or-less rephrasing an example of
Conrad [31, Ex. 2.1].

Let k = Q(
√
7), L = k(

√
15 + 4

√
7) and χL ∈ BZ/2Z(k) the character defining

L/k. Let f : X → BZ/16Z be the fibre product of χL : Spec k → BZ/2Z and
the map BZ/16Z → BZ/2Z. The stack X is a Z/8Z-gerbe over k which becomes
neutral over L, as can be checked after base change to L.

For any field K/k the image of the map f : X [K] → BZ/16Z[K] consist of
morphisms ϕ : ΓK → Z/16Z such that the composition ΓK → Z/16Z → Z/2Z is
(ϕL)K : ΓK → Γk → Z/2Z, i.e. solutions to the embedding problem posed by χL
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and Z/16Z → Z/2Z. (The map X [K] → BZ/16Z[K] is actually injective, but we
will not need this.)

Using this description Conrad has shown [31, Ex. 2.1] (in our language) that
X (k) = ∅ but X (kv) 6= ∅ for all places v of k, i.e. X is a gerbe which fails the Hasse
principle. We will now show that this is due to a Brauer-Manin obstruction.

Theorem 7.10. The gerbe X has a Brauer-Manin obstruction to the Hasse prin-
ciple.

Proof. We use the following facts from Conrad [31, Ex. 2.1]. Firstly he shows
using local class field theory that χL, viewed as a character with values in Q/Z, is
everywhere locally an 8th power, thus can be lifted everywhere locally to a Z/16Z-
character. This implies that X (kv) 6= ∅ for all v. Secondly, the character χL is only
ramified at the primes of k dividing 113 and there is a unique place w of k which
divides 2 at which kw ∼= Q2(

√
−1) and L⊗k kw ∼= Q2(

√
−1,
√
5).

Let now β ∈ BreBZ/16Z ∼= H1(k, µ16) be the element corresponding to 16 ∈
k×/k×16. We will show that f ∗β induces a Brauer-Manin obstruction to the Hasse
principle on X . Let (xv)v ∈

∏
v∈Ωv X [kv] and write ϕv := f(xv) ∈ BZ/16Z[kv]. By

Lemma 6.4 we have the equality

f ∗(β)(xv) = β(ϕv) = ϕv ∪ 16

where the relevant cup product is H1(kv,Z/16Z)× H1(kv, µ16)→ Br kv.
We can now compute the local invariants.

(1) If v is an infinite place then 16 = 1 ∈ H1(kv, µ16) so invv(f
∗(β)(xv)) = 0.

(2) For v | 113 we check that 416 ≡ 16 (mod 113). Hensel’s lemma then implies
that 16 ∈ Q×16

113 . Thus invv(f
∗(β)(xv) = 0.

(3) If v ∤ 113 then 16 = α8
v where αv ∈ {

√
2,
√
−2, 1 +

√
−1}. We have ϕv =

f(xv) so 8ϕv = χL ∈ H1(k,Z/2Z). We then have ϕv ∪ 16 = (8ϕv) ∪ αv =
χL ∪ αv. The character χL is unramified since v ∤ 113.
• If v is coprime to 2 then αv ∈ O×

v which implies that χL ∪ αv = 0 and
thus that invv(f

∗(β)(xv)) = 0.
• If v = w then αw = 1 +

√
−1. We then have invw(f

∗(β)(xw)) =
invw(χL ∪ αw) = (5, 1 +

√
−1)w = 1

2
.

To summarize
∑

v invv(f
∗(β)(xv)) = invw(f

∗(β)(xw)) = 1
2
6= 0. This means that

f ∗(β) induces a Brauer-Manin obstruction to the Hasse principle. �

7.7. Brauer–Manin obstruction over global function fields. In the preced-
ing sections we have seen numerous examples of Brauer–Manin obstructions over
number fields. We show now that surprisingly, Brauer–Manin obstructions are a lot
rarer over global function fields.

Theorem 7.11. Let K ⊆ L be a field extension in which K is algebraically closed.
Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over K and C ⊆ C∗G Galois invariant
which generates G. Then pull-back via BGL → BG induces an isomorphism

BrC BG/BrK ∼= BrC BGL/BrL.

Proof. By the orbifold Kummer sequence (Corollary 6.22), it suffices to show that
the maps

PicorbC (BG)→ PicorbC (BGL), H2,orb
C (BG, µn)→ H2,orb

C (BGL, µn)
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are isomorphisms for all tame n. The Galois action on GL(−1) arises exactly from
the field extension of K which gives the Galois action on G(−1). Thus the iso-
morphism of orbifold Picard groups follows immediately from Definition 3.18. For
the orbifold cohomology, we use the definition in terms of marked central extensions
(Definition 6.11). Injectivity is clear. For surjectivity let 1 → µn → E → GK → 1
be the corresponding central extension with marking E . As E → C is a Galois
equivariant bijection, it follows that the Galois action on E is uniquely determined
by the Galois action of C, thus factors uniquely through a finite extension of K. As
C generates G it follows that E and µn together generate E. Thus the Galois action
on E factors through a finite field extension of K, hence E is actually defined over
K, as required. �

The map BrBG/BrK → BrBGL/BrL need not be an isomorphism in general
(even forG = Z/2Z). This gives further evidence for the naturality of the (partially)
unramified Brauer group. Note that there is no reason to expect an analogue of
Theorem 7.11 for non-constant group schemes in general. Non-constant G are rel-
evant in Malle’s conjecture when counting with unfair heights (see Conjecture 9.6).
From our results one obtains the following significant strengthening of Theorem 7.4
for constant G.

Corollary 7.12. Let k be a global function field and G a finite group of order
coprime to the characteristic of k. Let C ⊆ C∗G be Galois invariant and generate G.
Then every element of BrC BG has constant evaluation on BG(Ov)C for all places v.
In particular

∏
v BG(kv) = (

∏
v BG(kv))

BrunBG, i.e. there is no unramified Brauer–
Manin obstruction.

Proof. Let κ be the field of constants of k and b ∈ BrC BG. Translating by an
element of Br k, we may assume that b evaluates trivially at the identity cocycle. By
Theorem 7.11 this element arises from base change from κ. Moreover by Lemma 6.7
it has everywhere good reduction. Thus by Theorem 7.4 the element b evaluates
trivially on BG(Ov)C for all v. The result follows. �

The reason why Corollary 7.12 holds over function fields, but not number fields, is
that over function fields BG has everywhere good tame reduction. We believe that
Corollary 7.12 corroborates the observation that the Brauer–Manin obstruction does
not appear in the literature on field counting problems over function fields, where
often the leading constant is given by a single Euler product. It also highlights
the limitations of using heuristics and results over global function fields to give
predictions over number fields.

8. Heights and Tamagawa measures

8.1. Heights. We now prepare for considering Malle’s conjecture. We first define
heights on BG. Our definition is inspired by the papers [32, 33], as well as the “f -
discriminant” of Ellenberg and Venkatesh [40, §4.2] and Wood’s “counting function”
[91, §2.1]. Let G be a finite étale tame group scheme over a global field k.

Let L = (χ,w) be an orbifold line bundle (Definition 3.9). A local height function
at a place v is simply a map

Hv : BG(kv)→ R>0,
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which is constant on isomorphism classes of objects. An adelic height on L is a
collection H = (Hv)v of local heights for all places v of k such that for all but
finitely many tame places v we have

Hv(ϕv) = qw(ρG,v(ϕv))v for all ϕv ∈ BG(kv), (8.1)

where ρG,v denotes the ramification type at v from §7.1 and w the weight function
of L. The height of ϕ ∈ BG(k) is then defined to be H(ϕ) :=

∏
vHv(ϕ), where we

consider the image of ϕ under the (possibly non-essentially injective) map BG(k)→∏
v BG(kv). For simplicity we often call an adelic height simply a height.

Definition 8.1. We call H fair if L is fair in the sense of Definition 3.30, i.e. if the
minimal weight conjugacy classes M(H) generate G.

8.1.1. Examples.

Example 8.2 (The discriminant). Let G ⊆ Sn be a transitive subgroup. We take
the orbifold line bundle ∆ = (1, ind) where

ind : G→ Z, g 7→ n−#{number of orbits under multiplication by g}.
The absolute value of the norm of the discriminant of the associated degree n
extension (see Lemma 2.15) is a height function corresponding to ∆ (see [65, §7]).

Example 8.3 (The radical discriminant). We take the orbifold line bundle−Korb
BG :=

(1, 1) where 1 denotes the trivial character and 1 denotes the constant function
C∗G → {e} (see Definition 3.15). A choice of associated height is given by the local
heights

Hv(ϕv) =

{
1, if ϕv is unramified,

qv, if ϕv is ramified.

The corresponding orbifold anticanonical height is thus the radical discriminant.

Remark 8.4. From Lemma 3.13 the weight function w determines the character
χ, hence it is not suprising that χ does not appear in the definition of the height. It
implicitly plays a role as w satisfies some compatibility with χ via the age pairing
(Definition 3.8). In particular, for non-trivial χ the height function can take non-
integer values. This happens for example when G = Sn and L = (sign, ind /2), with
corresponding height function the square root of the absolute value of the norm
of the discriminant. This is seen to be an orbifold line bundle using the relation
sign(g) = (−1)ind(g) for all g ∈ Sn.

Line bundles play a larger role in the theory of heights in [33] for general stacks.
It is important moreover to keep track of χ to make sure that one has the correct
integral structure on the orbifold Picard group. This is relevant to the effective cone
constant and the algebraic Brauer group (see Theorem 6.29).

8.1.2. Ẑ×-invariance. Assume that L is Ẑ×-invariant in the sense of Definition 3.10.
Then by Remark 3.11 we may canonically view w as a function on G(ksep) and not
just on G(−1)(ksep). This is the case for example for the discriminant and radical
discriminant above.

Here the formula for the height is slightly more explicit, in terms of a generator of
tame inertia. Choose a suitably large finite field extension K/k such that ϕ factors
through Gal(K/k) and K contains the µ|G|th roots of unity.
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Lemma 8.5. Assume that L is Ẑ×-invariant. Let v be a tame place for G and w
a place of K above v. Let σv be any choice of generator for the inertia subgroup of
w over v. Then

w(ρG,v(ϕv)) = w(ϕv(σv)).

Proof. Our assumptions imply that w(σv) is independent of the corresponding choice
of primitive root of unity in (7.1) and Lemma 3.3. �

We give an example of a non-Ẑ×-invariant height for completeness.

Example 8.6. Let k = Q(ω) where ω = e2πi/3 and G = Z/3Z. We take the orbifold
line bundle (1, w) with weight function

w : Z/3Z(−1)→ Q, γ 7→ γ(ω)

where we view γ(ω) as an element of {0, 1, 2}. We let H be an associated adelic
height whose local heights take the constant value 1 for v | 3∞. Let ϕ : Γk → Z/3Z.
Then the description in §7.1 shows that

H(ϕ) =
∏

v∤3∞
ϕv ramified

qw(σω,ϕv )v

where σω,ϕv denotes the element of the inertia group of ϕv which multiplies a uni-
formiser by ω.

This height genuinely depends on the choice of generator for tame inertia and
hence not only on the inertia group as a subgroup of the Galois group.

8.1.3. Pull-back heights. One can pull-back heights. Let f : G1 → G2 be a morph-
ism of finite étale tame group schemes over k and H an adelic height on G2 with
associated orbifold line bundle L = (χ,w). Then the map

f ∗Hv : BG1(kv)→ R>0, ϕv 7→ Hv(f ◦ ϕv),
is easily checked to determine an adelic height f ∗H on BG1 with weight function

f ∗w : CG1 → Q, c 7→ f(w(c)).

In particular, given a cocycle ψ ∈ Z1(k,G) and a normal subgroup scheme N ⊆ Gψ,
by Lemma 2.10 one can pull-back an adelic height on BG via BN → BGψ = BG.

8.2. Local Tamagawa measures. Let H be a height associated to a big orbifold
line bundle L. In [71, §2.2.1], Peyre defines a Tamagawa measure on X(kv) for
a Fano variety X by taking an atlas of X(kv) and gluing measures locally. He
introduces a factor coming from a v-adic metric to ensure that these measures glue.
Measures for other adjoint rigid line bundles are defined in [11, §3.3].

In our case of BG, the natural stack-theoretic atlas is simply a point Spec k.
Obviously this one atlas does not cover all of BG(kv), in fact it only gives rise the
identity cocycle. Therefore we need to take multiple atlases to cover all kv-points;
one atlas for each kv-point. The conclusion is that our Tamagawa measure should
simply be a sum over all elements of BG[kv] weighted by the metric corresponding
to our height function. Moreover we should naturally use the groupoid cardinal-
ity which weights each element by the inverse of its automorphism group. These
considerations lead us to the following definition. (This generalises Kedlaya’s “total
mass” from [49, Def 2.2, (2.3.1)]; note also that the papers [32, 33] do not define
Tamagawa measures.)
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Definition 8.7. Let v be a place of k and Wv ⊆ BG[kv]. We define the Tamagawa
measure τH,v associated to our choice of adelic height to be

τH,v(Wv) =
∑

ϕv∈[Wv]

1

|Aut(ϕv)|Hv(ϕv)a(L)
.

The fact that G is tame implies that this sum is finite. This determines a well-
defined measure on the set BG[kv] of isomorphism classes of kv-points of BG.

Lemma 2.4 allows one to rewrite this in terms of a count over 1-cocycles with a
different weighting. Namely if F : Z1(kv, G) → BG(kv) denotes the natural map
then

τH,v(Wv) =
1

|G|
∑

ϕv∈F−1(Wv)

1

Hv(F (ϕv))a(L)
. (8.2)

8.3. Mass formula. We now prepare for our mass formula (Theorem 1.4 from the
introduction). The following will be crucial.

Lemma 8.8. Let X be a proper étale gerbe over Fq. Then #X (Fq) = 1. In
particular X (Fq) 6= ∅.
Proof. We apply the version of the Grothendieck–Lefschetz trace formula for stacks
from [12, Thm. 2.5.2]. This says that

#X (Fq) =
∞∑

n=1

(−1)nTr(Frobq |Hn(XF̄q ,Qℓ))

where Frobq denotes the arithmetic Frobenius and ℓ is a sufficiently large prime.
However over F̄q the gerbe X becomes neutral, thus there exists a finite group G
such that XF̄q

∼= BGF̄q . But then

Hn(XF̄q ,Qℓ) = Hn(BGF̄q ,Qℓ) = Hn(G,Qℓ), n ≥ 0,

as vector spaces, where the latter cohomology is group cohomology. For n > 0
the group cohomology Hn(G,Qℓ) is torsion of order dividing |G|, but Qℓ is torsion-
free so this cohomology group is trivial providing ℓ ∤ |G|. Hence only H0(XF̄q ,Qℓ)
contributes, and here Frobq acts trivially, thus the trace is 1, as required. �

We say that v is a good place for G and H if G has good reduction as a group
scheme, if v is tame for G (i.e gcd(qv, |G|) = 1), and v is tame for Hv in the sense
that the formula (8.1) holds.

In this case G has a unique finite smooth group scheme model Gv over Ov; by
abuse of notation we denote by BG(Ov) := BGv(Ov). If G is constant, then BG(Ov)
is equivalent to the groupoid of homomorphisms ΓFv → G. Warning: BG(Ov) 6=
BG(kv) in general despite BG being smooth and proper at v. This is because the
valuative criterion for properness for stacks only guarantees a lift after a possibly
ramified base-change; our replacement for this is Theorem 4.13.

Lemma 8.9. Let v be good place for G and H. Then the natural map BG(Ov)→
BG(Fv) is an equivalence of categories and τH,v(BG(Ov)) = #BG(Fv) = 1.

Proof. The equivalence easily follows from the isomorphism π1(Ov) ∼= Gal(F̄v/Fv)
The first equality follows from the fact that Hv(ϕv) = 1 for all ϕv ∈ BG(Ov). The
last equality is Lemma 8.8. �
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We next obtain a generalisation of Bhargava’s [14, Thm. 1.1] and Kedlaya’s [49,
Prop. 5.3] mass formulae. Our proof is completely different and uses our stacky
Hensel’s Lemma (Theorem 4.13). We consider a certain zeta function in a complex
variable s, which can be viewed as an analogue in our setting of an Igusa integral in
the sense of [26, §4.1]. Our formula may be interpreted as an analogue of Denef’s
formula [26, Prop. 4.1.6] for BG, using the philosophy that the boundary divisors
of BG should correspond to the non-identity conjugacy classes of G, and moreover
that they should be disjoint (see Remark 3.17). There are differences however in our
setting. For example Denef’s formula for varieties contains the term (qv−1)/(qs+1

v −
1), which arises from a geometric series keeping track of the possible valuations at
which a v-adic point meets the boundary divisors; in our case only the valuation 1
occurs. In the statement ρG,v denotes the ramification type at v from §7.1.

Theorem 8.10 (Igusa integral formula). Let v be a good place of G and for a height
H with weight function w : CG → R. Let f : CG → C be any Galois equivariant
function. Then for any s ∈ C we have

∑

ϕv∈BG[kv]

f(ρG,v(ϕv))

|Aut(ϕv)|Hv(ϕv)s
=
∑

c∈CΓkv
G

f(c)

q
w(c)s
v

.

Proof. By Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.13 the reduction modulo πv induces an
equivalence of groupoids BG(kv)→ [G(−1)/G](Fv). We can therefore perform our
groupoid count on [G(−1)/G](Fv), which gives

∑

ϕv∈BG[kv]

f(ρG,v(ϕv))

|Aut(ϕv)|Hv(ϕv)s
=
∑

c∈CΓkv
G

f(c)#Sc(Fv)
q
w(c)s
v

,

where Sc is the sector corresponding to c. For this equality we use that the height

function takes constant value q
w(c)
v on Sc(Fv), and that if a sector has an Fv-point

then it must be Galois invariant. As Sc is a proper étale gerbe over Fv, the result
then follows from Lemma 8.8. �

We use this to calculate the Tamagawa measure of BG(kv) and the partial adelic
space from Definition 7.2.

Corollary 8.11 (Mass formula). For good places v we have

τH,v(BG(kv)) =
∑

c∈CΓkv
G

q−w(c)a(L)v , τH,v(BG(Ov)M(L)) = 1 +
#M(L)Γkv

qv
.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 8.10 by taking s = a(L) and f to be the identity and
indicator function forM(L), respectively. �

Following Kedlaya [49, Def. 5.1], given a set of places T of k, we say that there
is a uniform mass formula on T if there is an integer polynomial P such that
τH,v(BG(kv)) = P (q−1

v ) for all v ∈ T . Kedlaya [49, Cor. 5.5] has shown that for
constant G, there is a uniform mass formula away from some finite set of places if
and only if the character table of G is rational. The following generalises this to
non-constant G (new cases include for example G = µn).

Corollary 8.12. G has a uniform mass formula with respect to H away from some
finite set of places if and only if the Galois action on CG is trivial.
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Proof. Immediate from Corollary 8.11 and the Chebotarev density theorem. �

Remark 8.13. More generally, Corollary 8.11 shows that there is a partition of the
set of places of k into finitely many frobenian sets such that there is a uniform mass
formula on each set in the partition. Moreover if G is constant, then the frobenian
sets are determined by finitely many congruence conditions (since the Galois action
factors through a cyclotomic extension).

Remark 8.14. Corollary 8.11 recovers Bhargava’s mass formula [14, Thm. 1.1] at
the tame places. To see this one notes that the character table of Sn is rational and
that q(k, n− k) equals the number of conjugacy classes of Sn of index k. It would
be interesting to obtain a stack-theoretic explanation at the wild places.

Lemma 8.15. Let v be archimedean. Then

τH,v(BG(kv)) =

{
1
|G|
∑

ϕv∈Z1(kv,G)
1

Hv(ϕv)a(L) , if v is real,
1
|G| · 1

Hv(e)a(L) , if v is complex.

Proof. Immediate from the definition and Lemma 2.4. �

In particular if G is constant, v is real, and Hv takes constant value 1, then

τH,v(BG(kv)) =
#G[2]

|G| (8.3)

where G[2] denotes the set of 2-torsion elements of G.

Remark 8.16. Peyre shows in [71, Lem. 2.2.1] that for a Fano variety X, we have
τv(X(kv)) = #X(Fv)/qdimX

v for all but finitely many places v. This is not true in
our case; indeed we showed in Lemma 8.9 that #BG(Fv) = 1. This difference all
comes from the modified valuative criterion for properness for stacks.

8.4. Global Tamagawa measure. We now wish to take the product of the local
Tamagawa measures. To do so we need to introduce convergence factors. In exact
analogy with the convergence factors of Peyre, these should come from the Artin
L-function of PicorbM(L)BGksep . However from Lemma 3.20 we can take the following

equivalent L-function. The collectionM(L) of minimal weight conjugacy classes is
a finite Γk-set. We denote by L(M(L), s) := L(C[M(L)], s) the Artin L-function
of the corresponding permutation representation, with corresponding local Euler
factors Lv(M(L), s). Then for each place v of k we define

λv =

{
Lv(M(L), 1), v non-archimedean,
1, v archimedean.

We emphasise that our convergence factors depend on the orbifold line bundle L.
Our global Tamagawa measure is now defined to be

τH = L∗(M(L), 1)
∏

v

λ−1
v τH,v. (8.4)

We let L∗(M(L), 1) := lims→1(s− 1)b(k,L) L(M(L), s), which is non-zero as b(k, L)
is the order of pole at s = 1. We now show that these λv are indeed a family of
convergence factors on the partial adelic space (see Definition 7.2). The following
is a slightly more general version of Theorem 1.6

Theorem 8.17. The infinite product measure
∏

v λ
−1
v τH,v converges absolutely on

BG(Ak)M(L) and
∏

v BG(kv).
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Proof. By Corollary 8.11 there exists an ε > 0 such that for all sufficiently large v

τH,v(BG(kv)) = 1 +
∑

c∈M(L)Γv

q−1
v +O(q−1−ε

v ),

and similarly for τH,v(BG(Ov)M(L)). However we also have

λ−1
v = 1−

∑

c∈M(L)Γv

q−1
v +O(q−2

v ).

Thus the resulting product converges absolutely, as required. �

It is important for topological reasons that one considers the measure on the
partial adelic space, particularly when considering the Brauer–Manin obstruction
(cf. Lemma 7.5). However for the total measure one has a simple Euler product.

Lemma 8.18.

τH(BG(Ak)M(L)) = L∗(M(L), 1)
∏

v

λ−1
v τH,v(BG(kv)).

Proof. Follows immediately from Definition 7.2 and absolute convergence. �

Our convergence factors have the nice property that
∏

v λ
−1
v τH,v is absolutely

convergent. There are alternative convergence factors which appear in practice,
but are only conditionally convergent in general.

Lemma 8.19. We have

τH = (Ress=1ζk(s))
b(k,L)

∏

v|∞
τH,v

∏

v∤∞
(1− 1/qv)

b(k,L)τH,v

where the product is convergent.

Proof. Write C[M(L)] = Cb(k,L) ⊕ V where V is an Artin representation contain-
ing no non-zero trivial subrepresentations. Then L(M(L), s) = ζk(s)

b(k,L) L(V, s).
Moreover L(V, 1) =

∏
v Lv(V, 1) and the product is conditionally convergent (this

follows from analyticity and non-vanishing of L(V, s) along Re s = 1, together with
Newman’s Tauberian theorem [68] applied to both L(V, s) and log L(V, s).) The
result now follows from (8.4) and Theorem 8.17. �

8.5. Measure of the Brauer–Manin set. We now consider the Tamagawa meas-

ure of BG(Ak)
Br
M(L) := BG(Ak)

BrM(L) BG

M(L) . To study this we assume that H is fair,

since this implies that BrM(L)BG/Br k is finite (Corollary 6.30).
There is an analogue of Lemma 8.18 for the orthogonal complement to the Brauer

group, though it is somewhat subtle. For any finite set of places S, there is a well-
defined Brauer–Manin pairing

BrBG×
∏

v∈S
BG(kv)→ Q/Z

given by the sum of local invariants. For a subset B ⊆ BrBG, we let
∏

v∈S BG(kv)
B

denote the orthogonal complement to B.
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Lemma 8.20.

τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L)) = lim

S

∏

v∈S
λ−1
v τH,v

(∏

v∈S
BG(kv)

BrM(L) BG

)

where the limit is over all finite sets of places S. Moreover τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L)) 6= 0.

Proof. By Corollary 6.30 the group BrM(L)BG/Br k is finite. Let B be a finite
group of representatives. By Theorem 7.4 we have that there is a finite set of places
S0 such that for all finite sets of places S0 ⊆ S we have

BG[Ak]
B

M(L)

⋂(∏

v∈S
BG[kv]

∏

v/∈S
BG[Ov]C

)
=

(∏

v∈S
BG[kv]

)B∏

v/∈S
BG[Ov]C.

The limit now follows from Definition 7.2 and absolute convergence. The non-

vanishing is because
(∏

v∈S BG[kv]
)B∏

v/∈S BG[Ov]C has positive measure by Co-
rollary 8.11. �

If the Brauer–Manin pairing restricted to BG(Ak)M(L) is trivial at all but finitely
many places, then one can take the limit inside the product in Lemma 8.20. However
by Theorem 5.23, this only happens if the Brauer group elements are unramified.

In many examples in the literature, the leading constant in Malle’s conjecture is
not given by a measure, but rather a sum of Euler products. This is compatible
with our perspective (in practice the following actually seems a more useful formula
than Lemma 8.20). We use the map Q/Z→ S1 : x→ e2πix.

Lemma 8.21. For each b ∈ BrM(L)BG consider the Euler product

τ̂H(b) :=

∫

BG(Ak)M(L)

e2πi〈b,ϕ〉BMdτH(ϕ)

= L∗(M(L), 1)
∏

v

λ−1
v

∫

BG(kv)

e2πi invv b(ϕv)dτH,v(ϕv).

Then
|BrM(L)BG/Br k| · τH(BG(Ak)

Br
M(L)) =

∑

b∈BrM(L) BG/Br k

τ̂H(b)

is a finite sum of Euler products.

Proof. Immediate from character orthogonality, which implies that

∑

b∈BrM(L) BG/Br k

e2πi〈b,x〉BM =

{
|BrM(L)BG/Br k|, if ϕ ∈ BG(Ak)

Br
M(L),

0, otherwise.

�

The method of proof for the Igusa integral formula (Theorem 8.10) is powerful
enough to allow one to calculate the integrals which appear in Lemma 8.21 at the
tame places. We start with a lemma on exponential sums over gerbes.

Lemma 8.22. Let X be a proper étale gerbe over Fq and let χ ∈ H1(X ,Q/Z) be
such that χF̄q 6= 0. Then

∑

x∈X (Fq)

e2πiχ(x)(Frobq)

|Aut(x)| = 0.
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Proof. Let n be such that χ ∈ H1(X ,Z/nZ). Note that evaluation at Frobq defines
an isomorphism H1(F,Z/nZ) ∼= Z/nZ. For each element a ∈ H1(F,Z/nZ) let
ψa : Ya → X be the Z/nZ-torsor corresponding to χ − a ∈ H1(X ,Z/nZ). We will
frequently abuse notation by identifying a with a(Frobq)

Note that if x ∈ X (Fq) then x lies in the image of ψa if and only if (χ− a)(x) is
trivial. This later statement is equivalent to χ(x)(Frobq) = a ∈ Z/nZ. In this case

the fibre product of SpecFq
x−→ X ψa←− Ya is the trivial Z/nZ-torsor so in terms of

groupoid cardinality the map Ya(Fq)→ X (Fq) is n to 1. It follows that

∑

x∈X (Fq)

e2πiχ(x)(Frobq) =
1

n

∑

a∈Z/nZ
e2πia#Ya(Fq).

If a connected component of Ya is geometrically connected then it is a gerbe so
the Fq-points have cardinality 1 by Lemma 2.4. If it is not geometrically connected
then it contains no Fq-points. We thus have #Ya(Fq) = π0(Ya,F̄q)ΓFq .

Let χ : π1(X ) → Z/nZ be the character corresponding to χ and let mZ/nZ ⊆
Z/nZ be χ(π1(XFq)). The fact that XFq is geometrically connected implies that

π0(Ya,F̄q) naturally has the structure of a (Z/nZ)/χ(π1(XFq))
∼= Z/mZ-torsor over

ΓF. The assumption that χ 6= 0 implies that m 6= n.
Let π0(χ) be the quotient map ΓF ∼= π1(X )/π1(XFq)→ Z/mZ induced by χ. The

Z/mZ-torsor π0(Ya,F̄q) corresponds to the map χ− a : ΓF → Z/mZ.
Since Frobq generates ΓFq it follows that if π0(χ)(Frobq) = a(Frobq) (mod m)

then #π0(Ya,F̄q)ΓFq = m and that #π0(Ya,F̄q)ΓFq = 0 otherwise. Let b ∈ Z/nZ be a
lift of π0(χ)(Frobq) ∈ Z/mZ. Letting c = a− b we find that

∑

x∈X (Fq)

e2πiχ(x)(Frobq) =
m

n

∑

a∈Z/nZ
a≡b (mod m)

e2πia =
me2πib

n

∑

c∈mZ/nZ

e2πic = 0. �

Theorem 8.23. Let v be a good place for G and for a height H with weight function
w : CG → Q. Let G be the Ov-model of G and b ∈ BrBG. We define a function
χv : CΓkvG → C as follows. For each c ∈ CΓkvG let Sc ⊆ IµBG be the corresponding
sector.
Transcendental residue: If ∂c(b)k̄v ∈ H1((Sc)k̄v ,Q/Z) is non-zero then χv(c) = 0.
Algebraic residue: Otherwise ∂c(b) ∈ ker(H1(Sc,Q/Z) → H1((Sc)k̄v ,Q/Z)),
thus by the Hochshild–Serre spectral sequence we may view ∂c(b) ∈ H1(kv,Q/Z) =
Hom(Γkv ,Q/Z). Moreover as b ∈ BrBG this is unramified. So we define χv(c) =
e2πi∂c(b)(Frobv) where Frobv denotes the Frobenius element in Γkv .

Then for all s ∈ C and all Galois equivariant functions f : CG → C we have

∑

ϕv∈BG[kv]

f(ρG,v(ϕv))e
2πi·invv(b(ϕv))

|Autϕv|Hv(ϕv)s
=
∑

c∈CΓv
G

f(c)χv(c)

q
w(c)s
v

.

Proof. By Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.13 the modulo πv map defines an equi-
valence BG(kv)→ [G(−1)/G](Fv) of groupoids. On the other hand by Lemma 7.3
and the definition of invv for all ϕv ∈ BG[kv] we have

invv(b(ϕv)) =
(
∂ρG,v(ϕv)(b) (ϕv mod πv)

)
(Frobv).
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Combining these two facts, and noting that a sector Sc only has an Fv-point if it
corresponds to an element c ∈ CΓvG , we find that

∑

ϕv∈BG[kv]

f(ρG,v(ϕv))e
2πi·invv(b(ϕv))

|Autϕ|Hv(ϕ)s
=
∑

c∈CΓv
G

f(c)

q
w(c)s
v

∑

x∈Sc[Fv]

e2πi(∂c(b)(x))(Frobv)

|Aut(x)| .

If χv(c) = 0 then Lemma 8.22 applied to ∂Sc(b) ∈ H1(Sc,Q/Z) implies that the sum
over Sc[Fv] is 0.

If χv(c) 6= 0 then e2πi(∂Sc(b)(x))(Frobv) takes the constant value χv(c) since the
residue is constant. In this case the sum over Sc[Fv] is χc(v) by Lemma 8.8. �

This theorem allows us for any b ∈ BrBG to compute τ̂H,v(b) for all but finitely
many places. For algebraic residues, the formula is in terms of a Galois character,
which can be viewed as a Dirichlet character by class field theory. In particular
the local integrals can be viewed as character sums. One can then compute τ̂H,v(b)
at the remaining places by hand (or computer). See Lemma 10.20 for a worked
example.

Remark 8.24. It is presumably possible to give a proof of Lemma 8.22 in the style
of the proof of Lemma 8.8, by using a suitable version of the Lefschetz trace formula
for lisse ℓ-adic sheaves on stacks.

Remark 8.25 (Hierarchy for the Tamagawa measure). Lemma 8.21 leads to a
natural hierarchy for τH(BG(Ak)

Br
M(L)), with three cases, providing that H is fair.

(1) If BrM(L)BG 6= BrunBG, then τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L)) is a sum of finitely many

Euler products with different Euler factors at infinitely many places. This
follows from Theorem 5.23, and is the situation in Conjecture 1.2.

(2) If BrM(L)BG = BrunBG, then τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L)) is a sum of finitely many

Euler products, where the Euler factors may differ at only finitely many
places. This again follows from Theorem 5.23. This is the situation which
has occurred so far in the literatue, for example in Wood’s paper [91] (see
§10.7.4 for details).

(3) If BrunBG = Br k, then τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L)) is given by a single Euler product.

This is the case in Bhargava’s paper [14], for example, and is typical in many
examples in the literature.

Moreover in cases (1) and (2), Theorem 8.23 implies that the local Euler factors are
determined by frobenian conditions.

9. Conjectures

We now state our conjectures on the leading constant for Malle’s conjecture,
inspired by Peyre’s conjecture [71] concerning the leading constant in Manin’s con-
jecture, as well as the generalisations of Batyrev and Tschinkel [11]. Recall that for
a Fano variety X equipped with the anticanonical height function, the asymptotic
formula in Manin’s conjecture is

α∗(X)β(X)τ(X(Ak)
Br)

(ρ(X)− 1)!
B(logB)ρ(X)−1 (9.1)

where ρ(X) = rankPicX, Peyre’s (renormalised) effective cone constant is denoted
by α∗(X), and β(X) = |H1(k,Pic X̄)| = |Br1X/Brk|. (The constant β(X) first
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appeared in [10, 11, 76].) Here τ is Peyre’s Tamagawa measure and X(Ak)
Br is the

collection of adelic points orthogonal to BrX. Peyre considered the anticanonical
height only; for general line bundles we follow the dichotomy presented in [11, §3.4],
as well as the predictions from [11, §3.3] (note that what Batyrev-Tschinkel call
“L-primitive” is now called “adjoint rigid” in the literature; in our paper we prefer
the softer terminology “fair”).

Throughout this section, we let H be a height function associated to a big orbifold
line bundle L = (χ,w) on BG, for some non-trivial finite étale group scheme G over
a number field k (see §8.1). We expect analogous conjectures to hold over global
function fields providing G is tame, but one needs to be slightly more careful with
the statements due to the nature of asymptotic formulae over function fields, one
often needs to take a weighted average over the count for different fixed height
values (see e.g. [90, Thm. I.3] for example of this).

9.1. Fair heights. We say that H (and L) is fair if the line bundle L is adjoint
rigid; equivalently if the collection M(L) of minimal weight elements generates G
(Definition 8.1). Recall that we denote by BG[k] the set of isomorphism classes of
elements of the groupoid BG(k) (see §2.1 for basic properties of this groupoid).

Conjecture 9.1. Assume that H is fair. Then there exists a thin subset Ω ⊆ BG[k]
such that

1

|Z(G)(k)|#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} ∼ c(k,G,H)Ba(L)(logB)b(k,L)−1

where

a(L) = (min
c∈C∗

G

w(c))−1, M(L) = {c ∈ C∗G : w(c) = a(L)−1},

b(k, L) = #M(L)/Γk,

and

c(k,G,H) =
a(L)b(k,L)−1 · |BrM(L)BG/Br k| · τH(BG(Ak)

Br
M(L))

#Ĝ(k)(b(k, L)− 1)!
.

An equivalent conjecture can be obtained from Lemma 2.4, which allows one to
replace the sum over ϕ ∈ BG[k] by a sum over 1-cocycles Γk → G and replace
the weighting by 1/|G| (if G is constant then a 1-cocycle is simply a homorphism,

cf. Lemma 2.1). We denote by BG(Ak)
Br
M(L) := BG(Ak)

BrM(L) BG

M(L) .

Let us motivate this expression using (9.1) as a guide. Firstly, since we are per-
forming a groupoid count, we weight each element by its reciprocal automorphism
group, which away from a thin set is 1/|Z(G)(k)| by Lemma 2.9(3). The expo-
nents a(L) and b(k, L) come from Lemma 3.26. The effective cone constant is

α∗(BG,L) = a(L)b(k,L)/|Ĝ(k)| by Lemma 3.35. There is also an additional Fujita
invariant a(L) on the denominator coming from the exponent of B (since in Peyre’s
formula the exponent of B is 1). For the Tamagawa measure, we mimic the setting
considered in [11, Def. 3.3.10] where the Tamagawa measure is taken on an open
subset U of X. For the cohomological constant, we use the cardinality of the cor-
responding Brauer group of the mimicked open subset U (cf. [11, Def. 3.4.3]); this is
exactly the partially unramified Brauer group from Definition 5.21 and the partial
adelic space from Definition 7.2.



80 DANIEL LOUGHRAN AND TIM SANTENS

The Brauer group BrM(L)BG is indeed finite modulo Br k by Corollary 6.30. In
the case of the anticanonical height function given by the radical discriminant, the
corresponding Brauer group is the unramified Brauer group BrunBG.

The Tamagawa factor τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L)) which appears is quite complicated in

general; it is best viewed via the hierarchy explained in Remark 8.25. It is non-zero
by Lemma 8.20.

Conjecture 9.1 is a more precise version of [32, Conj. 1.3.1] and [4, Conj. 3.10],
which gave no prediction for the leading constant.

Remark 9.2 (The thin set Ω). We have allowed flexibility in the choice of Ω in
Conjecture 9.1. However once one has found an Ω which works, any larger choice of
thin set will also do (see Theorem 9.13). Nevertheless, we also have a conjecture for
which Ω to take. This should be the collection of breaking cocycles from §3.7. In
the case where G is constant, one can instead take the larger set from Theorem 3.40.
As Conjecture 9.1 is phrased, for general group schemes G one should also restrict
to ϕ with Autϕ ∼= Z(G)(k); this is cothin by Lemma 2.9(3).

We also give a version of the conjecture for field extensions. In the statement

we consider field extensions up to isomorphism, denote by K̃ the Galois closure of

K, and consider Gal(K̃/k) as a permutation group. This is the original setting for
Malle’s conjecture, and we give a precise prediction for the asymptotic providing
the discriminant is fair.

Conjecture 9.3. Let G ⊆ Sn be a transitive subgroup with normaliser N and
centraliser C. Assume that the discriminant is a fair height function. Then

|N |
|C| · |G|#

{
[K : k] = n :

|Nk/Q∆K/k| ≤ B,Gal(K̃/k) ∼= G,

K̃ ∩ k(µexp(G)) = k

}

∼ c(k,G,∆)Ba(G)(logB)b(k,G)−1

where c(k,G,∆) is as in Conjecture 9.1 and (a(G), b(k,G)) are as in (1.1).

Lemma 9.4. Conjecture 9.1 for Ω as in Theorem 3.40 implies both Conjectures
1.3(1) and 9.3.

Proof. The implication for Conjecture 1.3(1) follows from Lemmas 2.4 and 8.19. For
Conjecture 9.3 as we are counting field extensions, rather than homomorphisms, by
Lemma 2.15 the count is actually taking place in the essential image of the functor
BG(k)→ BSn(k). The result then follows from Lemma 2.16. �

Remark 9.5 (Transcendental Brauer group). In Manin’s conjecture (9.1), the lead-
ing constant contains the term |Br1X/Brk|, i.e. only algebraic Brauer group ele-
ments are considered. In our setting however, we allow transcendental Brauer group
elements. Evidence for this comes from Ellenberg–Venkatesh [41, §2.4], who heur-
istically observed that the Schur multiplier can play a role in Malle’s conjecture.
The Schur multiplier arises for us via the transcendental Brauer group of BG (see
Remark 6.37). Moreover we provide numerical evidence in §10.6 of an explicit ex-
ample that the transcendental Brauer group should play a role. This suggests that
in (9.1) it is actually the term |BrX/Br k| which should appear instead of β(X).
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9.2. Unfair heights. Assume now that H is not necessarily fair. Here one reduces
to the fair case as follows. Let M := 〈M(L)〉 ⊆ G be the subgroup scheme gen-
erated by the minimal weight conjugacy classes with respect to H . We consider
the associated (adjoint) Iitaka fibration BG → B(G/M) from §3.5. The counting
problem is then given as a sum of the counting problems of the fibres of the Iitaka
fibration, with the restriction of H to each fibre now being fair by Lemma 3.31. So
the setting from §9.1 applies. We thus apply Conjecture 9.1 to each fibre, and keep
track of groupoid cardinalities using Lemmas 2.9 and 2.14(1), with the expectation
that the sum over all the fibres converges. This leads to the following.

Conjecture 9.6. There exists a thin subset Ω ⊆ BG[k] such that

1

|Z(G)(k)|#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} ∼ c(k,G,H,Ω)Ba(L)(logB)b(k,L)−1

where a(L) and b(k, L) are as in Conjecture 9.1, and

c(k,G,H,Ω) =
1

|(G/M)(k)|
∑

ψ∈Im(BG[k]→B(G/M)[k])
BMψ(k)6⊆Ω

c(k,Mψ, H)

with the resulting sum being convergent.

Here Mψ denotes the inner twist of M by a lift of ψ along BG(k)→ B(G/M)(k),
as defined in Definition 2.12; this is a minor abuse of notation which naturally
requires that ψ is in the image of BG(k), and BMψ is independent of the choice of
lift. The stack BMψ is a fibre of the Iitaka fibration by Lemma 2.13. The constant
c(k,Mψ, H) is as in Conjecture 9.1; this is admissible as the pull-back of H to
BMψ is fair by Lemma 3.31. If G is constant, this fibre is exactly the collection of
G-extensions of k which realise a given G/M-extension.

Implicit in this conjecture is that a positive proportion of G-extensions of k
contain any given G/M-extension, providing the set of such G-extensions is non-
empty. In particular the leading constant c(k,G,H,Ω) depends on the choice of
Ω, since adding to Ω a fibre of the Iitaka fibration changes the leading constant.
However, as in Remark 9.2 we conjecture that a valid choice of Ω is given by the
collection of breaking cocycles from §3.7 which, when G is constant, can be replaced
by the larger set from Theorem 3.40.

Warning: even if G is constant, the group scheme Mψ need not be constant
(this happens when counting D4-quartics of bounded discriminant; see §10.2). So
in Malle’s conjecture one needs to work with general height functions on finite
étale group schemes, even if one is only interested in number fields of bounded
discriminant. The appearance of finite étale group schemes in Malle’s conjecture
appears to have been first noticed by Tükelli [87, Conj. 4.8] (see also [4, Lem. 1.3]
and [33, §9.5]).

9.3. The total count. Despite our conjectures requiring the removal of a thin set,
it is also possible to use Conjecture 9.6 to give a formula for the total number of
surjective elements of BG of bounded height. By Lemma 2.6, one stratifies the thin
set Ω into a finite union of images of maps of the form BT → BG, then applies
Conjecture 9.6 and Lemma 2.14 to each such BT to get a precise prediction; a
further stratification of BT may be required so this gives an inductive description
for the total count.
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We explain this process in detail when G is a finite group and Ω is the thin set
from Theorem 3.40(2). We represent elements of BG(k) by homorphisms Γk → G
of bounded height H . Writing the thin set from Theorem 3.40(2) as a union of
images of BT → BG corresponds to stratifying all homorphisms Γk → G according
to whether they lift suitable cyclotomic fields; this latter perspective is also con-
sidered in a recent paper of Wang [89]. The leading constant obtained will be quite
complicated, as it can be a mix of both fair and unfair cases, and finite étale group
schemes (even though G itself is constant). This leads to

Hom(Γk, G) =
⊔

N⊆G

⊔

ψ:Gal(k(µexp(G))/k)→G/N

{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ is an exact lift of ψ}

where N runs over all normal subgroups of G. We say that ϕ lifts ψ if the diagram

Γk //

��

G

��

Gal(k(µexp(G))/k) // G/N

commutes. An exact lift is a lift for which ϕ(Γk(µexp(G))) = N ; it is easy to see that

this is equivalent to ϕ not lifting any other homomorphism Gal(k(µexp(G))/k) →
G/M with M ( N ⊆ G. This therefore leads to the equality

#{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ surjective, H(ϕ) ≤ B} (9.2)

=
∑

N⊆G

∑

surjections
ψ:Gal(k(µexp(G))/k)→G/N

#{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ is a surjective exact lift of ψ}

of counting functions. We consider each inner cardinality separately using our
framework as follows. For each ψ fix a choice of lift ϕψ, providing it exists. Then by
Lemma 2.13, the collection of lifts is the k-rational points of the stack BNϕψ , where
Nϕψ denotes the inner twist of N with respect to the ϕψ. To ensure that breaking
cocycles, as in §3.7, will not cause problems, we verify that they give non-exact lifts.

Lemma 9.7. The image of a breaking cocycle for BNϕψ in BG is a non-exact lift.

Proof. The base change of a breaking cocycle is still breaking. Moreover if the base
change of a homomorphism to k(µexp(G)) is an exact lift, then the homomorphism
itself must be an exact lift. Therefore we may assume that k(µexp(G)) ⊆ k.

So let ̟ ∈ BNϕψ(k) be breaking. As ϕψ(Γk) ⊆ N , the group scheme Nϕψ is an
inner twist of N . So let ̟′ be the image of ̟ under the isomorphism B(Nϕψ)

∼= BN
from Lemma 2.10. As ̟′ : Γk → N is breaking, Lemma 3.39 implies it is not
surjective, so it cannot correspond to an exact lift. �

Therefore applying Conjecture 9.6, we obtain the following prediction for the
terms in (9.2). To emphasise the dependence on the group, we include this in the
exponents.

Conjecture 9.8. Assume that G is constant. Let N ⊆ G be a normal subgroup
and ψ : Gal(k(µexp(G))/k)→ G/N surjective. Assume that a lift ϕψ of ψ exists. Let
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Ωψ be the collection of lifts of ψ which are either non-surjective or non-exact. Then

1

|G|#{ϕ ∈ Hom(Γk, G) : ϕ is a surjective exact lift of ψ,H(ϕ) ≤ B}

∼|N ||G| c(k,Nϕψ , H,Ωψ)B
a(Nϕψ ,H)(logB)b(k,Nϕψ ,H)−1

where c(k,Nϕψ , H,Ωψ) is as in Conjecture 9.6.

The factor |N |/|G| comes from groupoid cardinality considerations: Lemma
2.14(1) implies that each fibre of BNϕψ(k) → BG(k) has groupoid cardinality
|(Gϕψ/Nϕψ)(k)|. But Gϕψ/Nϕψ = (G/N)ψ = G/N because G/N is abelian.

Remark 9.9. Klüners [50] was the first to observe that fields which contain a given
cyclotomic field can be accumulating in Malle’s conjecture. Türkelli [87, Conj 4.8]
proposed a possible fix to Malle’s conjecture by taking into account these cyclotomic
fields. A recent paper of Wang [89, Conj. 7] gives a counter-example to Türkelli’s
original conjecture and suggests a modification for finding the power of logB, with
a key observation that one discounts those subfields of k(µexp(G)) for which no
lift exists. A priori it could be possible that one should remove further thin sets
from each BNϕψ ; but we have shown in Lemma 9.7 that this is unnecessary. Our
work builds on Wang’s paper by also putting forward a conjecture for the leading
constant.

9.4. Equidistribution. There are numerous papers in the Malle’s conjecture lit-
erature which concern counting number fields with “local specifications” imposed,
and ask whether the quotient of this count with respect to the total count has the
expected local behaviour; see for example [14, 91, 17, 82]. In the Malle conjecture
literature this is informally referred to as the Malle–Bhargava heuristics.

In the Manin’s conjecture literature the property is called equidistribution, since
it stipulates weak convergence of a sequence of measures, and was first considered by
Peyre [71, §3] (see [73, 3.21] for this perspective, as well as the Portmanteau theorem
[59, Thm. 13.16] for various equivalent formulations). With the relevant Tamagawa
measure now in hand for BG, we are able to state the following equidistribution
conjecture. Recall that a continuity set is set whose boundary has measure 0.

Conjecture 9.10 (Equidistribution). Assume that H is fair. Let W ⊆∏v BG[kv]
be a continuity set. Then there exists a thin subset Ω ⊆ BG[k] such that

lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ W,H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} =

τH(W ∩ BG[Ak]
Br
M(L))

τH(BG[Ak]Br
M(L))

.

In the statement, we abuse notation and the condition ϕ ∈ W means that the
image of ϕ under the map BG[k] → ∏

v BG[kv] lies in W (this map need not be
injective if G is non-constant). The following shows that this conjecture is equivalent
to a more elementary statement regarding approximating at finitely many places
(as in the Malle–Bhargava heuristics). In the statement we denote by ϕv the image
of ϕ in BG[kv] and λv the convergence factors from §8.4.

Proposition 9.11.
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(1) Conjecture 9.10 holds for (G,H) if and only if there exists a thin subset
Ω ⊆ BG[k] such that for all finite sets of places S and all ψv ∈ BG(kv) we have

lim
B→∞

#

{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv = ψv for all v ∈ S,
H(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} =
L∗(M(L), 1)

τH(BG(Ak)Br
M(L))

×

1

|BrM(L)BG/Br k|
∑

b

∏

v∈S

λ−1
v e2πi invv b(ψv)

|Aut(ψv)|Hv(ψv)a(L)

∏

v/∈S
λ−1
v

∫

BG(kv)

e2πi invv b(ϕv)dτH,v(ϕv)

where the sum is over b ∈ BrM(L)BG/Br k.
(2) Assume that BrM(L)BG = BrunBG. Conjecture 9.10 holds for (G,H) if and

only if there exists a thin subset Ω ⊆ BG[k] such that for all finite sets of places S
and all ψv ∈ BG(kv) with

∏
v∈S{ψv} ×

∏
v/∈S BG(kv) ⊆

∏
v BG(kv)

BrunBG we have

lim
B→∞

#

{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv = ψv for all v ∈ S,
H(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

=
L∗(M(L), 1)

τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L))

∏

v∈S

λ−1
v

|Aut(ψv)|Hv(ψv)a(L)

∏

v/∈S
λ−1
v τH,v(BG(kv)).

Proof. Let W be as in Conjecture 9.10. We first obtain a lower bound. As W
and its interior have the same measure, we are free to replace W by its interior, so
assume that W is open. The set BG[kv] is finite with the discrete topology. Thus
W may be written as a disjoint union of open sets of the form

∏

v∈S
{ψv} ×

∏

v/∈S
BG[kv] (9.3)

for some varying finite set of places S and some ψv. Moreover for all ε > 0, there
exists finitely many such sets Wj for j ∈ Jε whose union has measure within ε of
the measure of W . However a minor variant of Lemma 8.21 shows that τH(Wj ∩
BG[Ak]

Br
M(L)) equals

L∗(M(L), 1)

|BrM(L)BG/Br k|
∑

b

∏

v∈S

λ−1
v e2πi invv b(ψv)

|Aut(ψv)|Hv(ψv)a(L)

∏

v/∈S
λ−1
v

∫

BG(kv)

e2πi invv b(ϕv)dτH,v(ϕv)

as in the statement. Thus applying our assumptions, altogether we obtain

lim inf
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ W,H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

≥
∑

j∈Jε

lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ Wj , H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

≥
τH(W ∩BG[Ak]

Br
M(L))− ε

τH(BG[Ak]Br
M(L))

.

Thus taking ε → 0 gives the required lower bound. For the upper bound, as W
is a continuity set so is its complement. Hence applying the lower bound to the
complement we obtain the correct upper bound for W . Part (1) now follows.

For Part (2) let B be a finite group of representatives of BrunBG/Br k with
trivial evaluation at the identity cocycle. By Theorem 5.23 there is a finite set of
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places S0 such that the local invariant of each b ∈ B is constant away from S0,
hence by our choice trivial away from S0.

First assume Conjecture 9.10. Let
∏

v∈S{ψv}×
∏

v/∈S BG(kv) ⊆
∏

v BG(kv)
BrunBG.

The only option is that the local invariant of each b ∈ B is constant on BG(kv) for
v /∈ S, thus it is trivial. We deduce

∑
v∈S invv b(ψv) = 0 hence

∏
v∈S e

2πi invv b(ψv) = 1
for all b ∈ B. The stated formula now follows from Part (1).

Next let W as in (9.3). We may assume that S0 ⊆ S. As S0 ⊆ S we have either
W ∩ BG[Ak]

Br
M(L) = W or ∅. In the first case, our assumptions in (2) imply the

formula in (1) since the sum of all local invariants is 0. In the second case character
orthogonality shows that the both sides in (1) equal 0. Thus Part (1) shows that
Conjecture 9.10 holds, as required. �

The Malle–Bhargava heuristics as they usually appear in the literature are stated
in a version which more closely resembles the formula from (2) from Proposi-
tion 9.11. This is the second case of the hierarchy explained in Remark 8.25.
However for general height functions the Brauer group need not be unramified
and the more complicated formula in (1) is the correct one. We could not find any
cases of this more general formula in the literature.

Peyre shows in [71, Prop. 3.3] in the setting of Manin’s conjecture that the
equidistribution property is equivalent to proving his asymptotic with respect to
arbitrary choices of adelic metric on the line bundle (see also [26, Prop. 2.10] for a
general topological statement). We have an analogous property in our case.

Lemma 9.12.

(1) Assume that Conjectures 9.1 and 9.10 hold for (G,H). Then Conjecture 9.1
holds for all choices of height on L.

(2) Assume that Conjecture 9.1 holds for all choices of height on L. Then Con-
jecture 9.10 holds for (G,H).

Proof. Recall from §8.1 that we allow our local heights to be arbitrary positive
functions at finitely many places (in particular one cannot take indicator functions
for the local heights, since this would break the Northcott property).

(1) Let H ′ be a different choice of height on L. Then H ′/H :
∏

v BG[kv]→ R>0

is a well-defined continuous function with finite image. Thus for any c ∈ R>0 the
inverse image, which we denote by Wc, is open. We obtain

lim
B→∞

#
{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H ′(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

=
∑

c∈Im(H′/H)

lim
B→∞

#
{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ Wc, H(ϕ) ≤ cB

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} .

Applying Conjectures 9.1 and 9.10 shows that this limit equals

ca(L)τH(Wc ∩ BG[Ak]
Br
M(L))

τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L))

=
τH′(Wc ∩ BG[Ak]

Br
M(L))

τH(BG(Ak)
Br
M(L))

.

Summing over all c now shows that Conjecture 9.1 holds for H ′.
(2) By Proposition 9.11 it suffices to consider the case where W =

∏
v∈S{ψv} ×∏

v/∈S BG(kv) for some ψv ∈ BG(kv) and finite set of places S. We begin with an
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upper bound. Let ε > 0 and let Hε be the height on L such that

Hε,v(ϕv) =

{
Hv(ϕv), if v /∈ S or v ∈ S and ϕv = ψv,

ε, otherwise,
.

Thus applying Conjecture 9.1 and Lemma 8.21 we find that

lim
B→∞

#

{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv = ψv for all v ∈ S,
H(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

≤ lim
B→∞

#
{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : Hε(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

=
L∗(M(L), 1)

τH(BG(Ak)Br
M(L))|BrM(L)BG/Br k|

∑

b

∏

v

λ−1
v

∫

BG(kv)

e2πi invv b(ϕv)dτHε,v(ϕv),

where the sum is over b ∈ BrM(L)BG/Br k. Taking ε → 0, we obtain the correct
upper bound (see Proposition 9.11). For the lower bound, W is closed as BG(kv)
is finite. Thus applying the upper bound to the complement of W , which is open,
we obtain the correct lower bound for Conjecture 9.10. �

The equidistribution conjecture adds further evidence to the need to remove a
thin set, since in general equidistribution can only hold after removal of a thin
set (this has been shown for example in the case of cubic extensions of bounded
radical discriminant [82, Thm. 6]). But more than that, once equidistribution has
been obtained, the following result shows that removing an additional thin set does
not change the asymptotic formula. This means that actually there is no danger
in removing a larger thin set than required in Conjecture 9.1. This property for
Manin’s conjecture was first verified in [22, Thm. 1.2].

Theorem 9.13. Assume that Conjecture 9.10 holds for (G,H). Let Υ ⊆ BG[k] be
thin. Then

lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ Υ \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, it suffices to consider the case of Υ = f(BT [k]) where f :
BT → BG for T a proper subgroup scheme of some inner twist of G. For any finite
set of places S of k, the equidistribution property implies that

lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ f(BT [k]) \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

≤ lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B,ϕ ∈ f(BG[kv]) for all v ∈ S}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

≤L∗(M(L), 1)
∏

v∈S
λ−1
v τH,v(f(BT (kv))

∏

v/∈S
λ−1
v τH,v(BG(kv)).

It thus suffices to show that this product diverges to 0 as S → Ωk.
Let K/k be a splitting field for G and T . Let v be completely split in K.

By Lemma 8.9 the map BT (Ov) → BG(Ov) corresponds to Hom(ΓFv , Tkv) →
Hom(ΓFv , Gkv), which is injective as Tkv ⊆ Gkv . However, by (8.2), Lemma 8.9, and
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Corollary 8.11, for such v we have

τH,v(f(BT (kv))) = τH,v(f(BT (Ov))) +O(τH,v(BG(kv) \BG(Ov)))

=
|T |
|G| +O(1/qv).

The claim now follows from the Chebotarev density theorem as T 6= G. �

Remark 9.14. Conjecture 9.10 implies that the map

BG[k]→ (
∏

v

BG[kv])
BrunBG

has dense image. This can be interpreted as saying that the Grunwald problem
(with Brauer–Manin obstruction) always has a solution for G. (See for example
[35, 36, 19] for background on the Grunwald problem).

9.5. Strong equidistribution. Conjecture 9.10 considers counting problems re-
lated to imposing finitely many local conditions. However there are results in the
Malle’s conjecture literature which give results with infinitely many local conditions
imposed; see e.g. [16, Thm. 1.1], [17, Thm. 2], [44, Thm. 1.7], or [8, Thm. 3]. We
finish by considering a strengthening of Conjecture 9.10 which covers this case.

Conjecture 9.15 (Strong equidistribution). Assume that H is fair. Let W ⊆
BG[Ak]M(L) be a continuity set. Then there exists a thin subset Ω ⊆ BG[k] such
that

lim
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ W,H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} =

τH(W ∩ BG[Ak]
Br
M(L))

τH(BG[Ak]
Br
M(L))

.

We forgive the reader for not appreciating the difference between the two equidistri-
bution conjectures at first glance, which comes from the important difference between
the topologies of BG(Ak)M(L) and

∏
v BG(kv).

Let S be a sufficiently large finite set of places of k. In Conjecture 9.15 one may
take W =

∏
v∈S BG(kv)

∏
v/∈S BG(Ov)M(L). When G is constant, the correspond-

ing counting function counts those G-extensions of k whose ramification type at
all v /∈ S is either trivial or lies in the collection M(L) of minimal weight con-
jugacy classes. One can thus view this as counting number fields with prescribed
ramification imposed. For example, this recovers as a special case the problem of
counting Sn-extensions of degree n of bounded discriminant whose discriminant is
a squarefree; this latter problem was considered by Ellenberg and Venkatesh in [41,
§2.3]. We have the following analogue of Proposition 9.11.

Proposition 9.16. Conjecture 9.15 holds for (G,H) if and only if there exists a thin
subset Ω ⊆ BG[k] such that for all finite sets of places S containing the non-good
places, and all ψv ∈ BG(kv) with

∏
v∈S{ψv} ×

∏
v/∈S BG(Ok)M(L) ⊆ BG(Ak)

Br
M(L)

we have

lim
B→∞

#

{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv = ψv for all v ∈ S, ϕv ∈ BG[Ov]M(L) for all v /∈ S,
H(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

=
L∗(M(L), 1)

τH(BG(Ak)Br
M(L))

∏

v∈S

λ−1
v

|Aut(ψv)|Hv(ψv)a(L)

∏

v/∈S
λ−1
v τH,v(BG(Ov)M(L)).
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 9.11, so we shall be brief.
Firstly

∏
v∈S{ψv} ×

∏
v/∈S BG(Ok)M(L) is obviously a continuity set, being both

open and compact. Thus Conjecture 9.15 gives an asymptotic formula, which is
easily verified to agree with the formula in the statement.

Next let W be as in Conjecture 9.15. It suffices to prove a lower bound in the
case where W is open. The set BG(Ak)

Br
M(L) is open and closed by Corollary 6.30

and Lemma 7.5. Thus we may assume that W ⊆ BG(Ak)
Br
M(L). Recall from Defin-

ition 7.2 that

BG(Ak)M(L) = lim
S

∏

v∈S
BG(kv)

∏

v/∈S
BG(Ov)M(L).

For any finite set of places S we let WS = W ∩ (
∏

v∈S BG[kv]
∏

v/∈S BG[Ov]M(L)).
Then for any such S we have

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ W,H(ϕ) ≤ B} ≥ #{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ WS, H(ϕ) ≤ B}.
However WS is open in

∏
v∈S BG[kv]

∏
v/∈S BG[Ov]M(L), thus may be well approx-

imated by a disjoint union of sets as appearing in the statement. Hence applying
our assumptions we obtain

lim inf
B→∞

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ W,H(ϕ) ≤ B}
#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} ≥ τH(WS)

τH(BG(Ak)Br
M(L))

.

But limS τH(WS) = τH(W ): this follows from the fact that the Tamagawa measure
is inner regular and WS is compact. This gives the correct lower bound. The upper
bound comes from applying the lower bound to the complement of W . �

We also have the following version of Lemma 9.12. The proof is analogous, hence
omitted (a similar converse can be formulated).

Lemma 9.17. Assume that for all choices of height H on L and all finite sets of
places S we have

1

|Z(G)(k)|#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B,ϕ ∈ WS}

∼
a(L)b(k,L)−1 · |BrM(L)BG/Br k| · τH(WS ∩BG(Ak)

Br
M(L))

#Ĝ(k)(b(k, L)− 1)!
Ba(L)(logB)b(k,L)−1

where WS =
∏

v∈S BG[kv]
∏

v/∈S BG[Ov]M(L). Then Conjecture 9.15 holds for all H
on L.

Naturally Conjecture 9.15 implies Conjecture 9.10. One can obtain the converse
providing one shows a suitable tail estimate, which is reminiscent of the condition
in Ekedahl’s geometric sieve (see e.g. [21, Lem. 3.1], [16, Thm. 3.3]), [17, Thm 17],
[38, Thm. 1.2], [75]).

Proposition 9.18. Assume that Conjecture 9.10 holds for (G,H) and that

lim
M→∞

lim sup
B→∞

#

{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv /∈ BG(Ov)M(L) for some qv ≥M,
H(ϕ) ≤ B

}

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : H(ϕ) ≤ B} = 0.

Then Conjecture 9.15 holds for (G,H).
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Proof. By Proposition 9.16, it suffices to consider the case where W =
∏

v∈S{ψv}×∏
v/∈S BG(Ok)M(L) ⊆ BG(Ak)

Br
M(L) for some finite set of places S. We have

#{ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω : ϕ ∈ W,H(ϕ) ≤ B}

=#



ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv = ψv for all v ∈ S,
ϕv ∈ BG(Ov)M(L) for all v /∈ S, qv < M
H(ϕ) ≤ B





+O

(
#

{
ϕ ∈ BG[k] \ Ω :

ϕv /∈ BG(Ov)M(L) for some qv ≥M,
H(ϕ) ≤ B

})

for all M ≥ 0. Conjecture 9.10 gives an asymptotic for the first term as B → ∞,
which is absolutely convergent as M → ∞ by Corollary 8.11. Our assumption
shows that the error term is negligible. Conjecture 9.15 follows. �

Conjecture 9.15 has applications to the Cohen–Lenstra–Martinet heuristics on
class groups of number fields. This will be explored in forthcoming work.

The proof of the following is a minor variant of Lemma 8.20. However its sig-
nificance (assuming Conjecture 9.15) is that it suffices to find a single cocycle in
the intersection, which may be non-surjective, and this allows one to deduce the
existence of a surjective cocycle in the intersection (as follows from Theorem 9.13).
This flexibility can be crucial for applications.

Lemma 9.19. Let W ⊆ BG[Ak]M(L) be a open. If the intersection of W and
BG[Ak]

Br
M(L) is non-empty then it has positive Tamagawa measure.

Remark 9.20. Peyre [71, §3] only considered equidistribution for anticanonical
heights. We could not find any results in the Manin’s conjecture literature regarding
equidistribution for non-anticanonical heights. However it seems very reasonable to
expect that the equidistribution property should hold for height functions associated
to big adjoint rigid line bundles, providing equidistribution takes place in the adelic
points of the open subset given by removing the adjoint divisor. Conjecture 9.15 is
exactly modelled on this situation (cf. Remark 3.17).

9.6. Equidistribution for unfair heights. If H is not fair then we follow the pro-
cedure from §9.2. Namely we pass to the Iitaka fibration, and then Conjecture 9.10
predicts that the rational points in each fibre are equidistributed with respect to
the induced Tamagawa measure on the fibre.

This explains the phenomenon, first observed by Wood [91, Prop. 1.4] when count-
ing abelian extensions of bounded discriminant, that the equidistribution property
need not hold when counting all extensions. The fix is very simple: to get equidistri-
bution one should only count extensions which lie in a given fibre of the Iitaka
fibration.

Remark 9.21. Darda and Yasuda define in [32, §3.5] a Radon measure in the
case of abelian G via an abstract process. It is not clear how this relates to our
Tamagawa measure. The fact that they obtain equidistribution in [32, Thm. 3.5.8]
for unfair heights suggests it is of a very different nature.

9.7. Products. We next consider compatibility of our conjectures with respect to
products. We focus on the fair case as it is more fundamental. Let G1 and G2 be
finite étale group schemes over k with fair heights H1 and H2. We define a height
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H := H1 ⊠ H2 on G := G1 × G2 by taking the product of height functions. To
ensure that a product of fair heights is fair, we assume that the Fujita invariants
are equal.

Proposition 9.22. Assume that Conjecture 9.1 holds for (G1, H1) and (G2, H2)
and that a(H1) = a(H2). Then Conjecture 9.1 holds for (G,H).

Proof. Firstly, by [43, §1.1], one finds that

#{ϕ ∈ BG(k) \ Ω1 × Ω2 : H(ϕ) ≤ B}

∼a(H1)Γ(b(H1))Γ(b(H2))c(k,G1, H1)c(k,G2, H2)

Γ(b(H1) + b(H2))
Ba(H1)(logB)b(H1)+b(H2)−1.

(The cited result assumes that a(H1) = a(H2) = 1, but one obtains the stated
formula by rescaling the height.) However one easily checks that

Ĝ1 ×G2 = Ĝ1 × Ĝ2,

M(H) =M(H1)× {e} ∪ {e} ×M(H2),

a(H) = a(H1), b(H1 ⊠H2) = b(H1) + b(H2).

This allows one to match up all factors in the conjecture, except the Brauer group
and Tamagawa measure. For the Tamagawa measures, the above description of
M(H) shows that the convergences factors match up. We also have Aut(ϕ1, ϕ2) ∼=
Aut(ϕ1 × ϕ2), so the groupoid cardinalities match. We obtain the equality τG,H =
τG1,H1τG1,H2 of measures. The partially unramified Brauer group is compatible
with products by Proposition 6.24, which by functoriality implies that B(G1 ×
G2)(Ak)

Br
M(H) = BG1(Ak)

Br
M(H1)

× BG2(Ak)
Br
M(H2)

. The proposition follows. �

Example 9.23. Beware that a product of anticanonical heights need not be an
anticanonical height in general (contrary to Manin’s conjecture). Take G = Z/2Z×
Z/2Z. Let H1 (resp. H2) be the conductor of the quadratic extension corresponding
to the first (resp. second) factor. Then each Hi is an anticanonial height on the
quadratic field, and Proposition 9.22 implies an asymptotic formula for H1 ⊠ H2.
However H1 ⊠ H2 is not an anticanonical height: an anticanonical height can be
given by taking the square root of the product of the discriminants of the three
quadratic subfields of the corresponding biquadratic extension.

Remark 9.24. Wang [88] has studied Malle’s conjecture for Sn ×A where A is an
abelian group. The height is the discriminant coming from the embedding Sn×A ⊆
Sn × S|A| ⊆ Sn|A|. On the level of étale algebras the inclusion Sn × S|A| ⊆ Sn|A|
corresponds to the tensor product.

This work is not a special case of Proposition 9.22 as the discriminant of a tensor
product of étale algebras is not a product (of powers) of the individual discriminants.
(This is related to the phenomenon described in Example 9.23).

Remark 9.25 (Weil restriction). The compatibility of the Weil restriction with
Manin’s conjecture has been studied in [58]. It would be worthwhile to investigate
this in the context of Malle’s conjecture, since Weil restrictions of constant group
schemes appear in practice as the fibres of Iitaka fibrations (see §10.2.2 and §10.3).
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10. Examples

We now study explicit examples of groups G and compare our conjectures with
existing results in the literature, as well as consider some new examples. We focus
on some of the more well-known results in the literature which moreover exhibit
the wide range of behaviour we wish to encapsulate. A nice survey of the current
state of the art in Malle’s conjecture can be found in [23]. Unless otherwise stated,
we work over a number field k.

10.1. Sn-extensions. Recall from Lemma 2.15 that the category of Sn-torsors is
equivalent to the category of degree n étale k-algebras, with the irreducible torsors
corresponding to field extensions with Galois closure Sn. Bhargava [14, Conj. 1.2]
put forward a conjecture on the number of such extensions of bounded discriminant.
We explain here how this is a special case of our conjectures.

We take the orbifold line bundle ∆ whose corresponding height is the discrimin-
ant, as in Example 8.2.

Lemma 10.1. The orbifold line bundle ∆ is fair on BSn.

Proof. The conjugacy classes of minimal index are exactly the transpositions, which
generate Sn. �

Therefore in this case the adjoint Iitaka fibration is trivial and the discriminant
is a fair height function, thus we are in the situation of Conjecture 9.1.

Lemma 10.2. Ŝn = µ2 and Br∆BSn = Br k.

Proof. There is only one non-trivial 1-dimensional representation of Sn, given by the
sign representation. This is defined over Q thus always Galois invariant. We have
Br∆BSn = Br∆,1BSn by Lemma 6.38(2) and Br∆,1BSn = Br k by Lemma 6.32. �

The minimal index conjugacy class is the transpositions with trivial Galois action,
thus the convergence factors for the Tamagawa measure come from the Dedekind
zeta function ζk(s). The leading constant [14, (4.2)] in Bhargava’s conjecture is
thus seen to agree with Conjecture 9.1 on applying Lemma 2.15. (Bhargava has a
missing factor of 1/2 in the case n = 2 which is necesary to account for the centre
of S2; the correct factor appears in [17, Thm. 1]).

Bhargava also conjectures a version of equidistribution in [14, Conj. 5.1], though
only for a single prime. This conjecture is a special case of our Conjecture 9.10.
Moreover [17, Thm. 2] is a version of our Conjecture 9.15.

Remark 10.3. Understanding the factor 1/2 which appears in Bhargava’s heuristic
was in fact the initial problem which started this project. Bhargava appears to
introduce this factor 1/2 into his constant in [14, (4.2)] as an extra archimedean
factor coming from sign considerations. In our case it is arises more naturally as
the effective cone constant, since α∗(BSn,∆) = 1/2 by Lemma 3.35.

10.2. D4-quartics.

10.2.1. Groupoid cardinalities. D4 admits a unique embedding into S4, up to con-
jugation. A D4-quartic extension of k is a degree 4 extension K/k such that its

Galois closure K̃ has Galois group isomorphic to D4 (as a permutation group).
In the literature one usually counts isomorphism classes of such extensions. This
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means counting in the image of the map BD4(k)→ BS4(k). To relate to our conjec-
ture we therefore need to keep track of the correct groupoid counts; this is achieved
using Lemma 2.16. The conclusion is that we need to multiply counts which appear
in the literature by a factor of 1/2 (the normaliser of D4 in S4 being D4 and the
centraliser having order 2, generated by the double transposition (1, 3)(2, 4)).

Remark 10.4. A GaloisD4 extension L/k contains two non-isomorphicD4-quartics,
namely L(1,3) and L(1,2)(3,4). This is due to the existence of non-trivial outer auto-
morphisms of D4, see [8, §2.1].

10.2.2. Discriminant. Malle’s conjecture is known here when k = Q by [28, Thm 1.3].
The character table of D4 is rational so the Galois action on the conjugacy classes
is trivial. Here is an important difference with the case of Sn.

Lemma 10.5. The subgroup generated by the minimal index elements is M =
{(), (1, 3), (2, 4), (1, 3)(2, 4)}. The adjoint Iitaka fibration of the orbifold line bundle
∆ is given by BD4 → BC2. In particular ∆ is not fair.

Proof. The non-identity conjugacy classes of D4 have the following indices:

c (1,3) (1,2)(3,4) (1,3)(2,4) (1,2,3,4)
ind(c) 1 2 2 3

The minimal index elements are the reflections fixing two points, which gives M . �

The discriminant is not a fair height function in this case. The adjoint Iitaka
fibration is by definition the map which sends a D4-extension L/k to its quad-
ratic subfield L(1,3),(2,4). By the Galois correspondence this is the unique quadratic
subfield of the corresponding D4-quartic L(1,3).

We conclude from §9.2 that the counting function should be sorted by the quad-
ratic subfield which each D4-quartic contains. The leading constant is thus given
by a sum of leading constants, as occurs in [28, Thm 1.3]. To determine this sum
we compute the fibres of the Iitaka fibration.

Lemma 10.6. Let A/k ∈ BC2(k) be a quadratic étale k-algebra. The fibre of this
point along BD4 → BC2 is the Weil restriction RA/k BC2 = B RA/k C2.

Let ∆A be the orbifold line bundle which is the restriction of ∆ to BRA/k C2.
Then a(∆A) = 1 and b(∆A) = 1 for A 6= k × k.
Proof. Let ψA : Γk → C2 be the character defining A. Note that ψA lifts to a
map ϕA : Γk → D4 whose image is generated by the reflection (1, 2)(3, 4). It
follows from Lemma 2.13 that the fibre of A/k of BD4 → BC2 is BMA, where
MA := {1, (1, 3), (2, 4), (1, 3)(2, 4)} and ψA acts by permuting (1, 3) and (2, 4). We
see that MA

∼= RA/kC2.
We have MA(−1) = MA as group schemes. The conjugacy classes c of MA for

which ind(c) are minimal are (1, 3) and (2, 4), where ind(c) = 1. If A 6= k × k then
these lie in the same Galois orbit. The lemma follows. �

For a field A the groupoid B RA/k C2(k) = BC2(A) classifies quadratic étale
A-algebras. Let HA be the restriction of the discriminant height along the map
B RA/k C2 → BD4

Lemma 10.7. For K ∈ BRA/k C2(k) a field HA(K) = Nk(∆A/k)
2|NA(∆K/A)|.
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Proof. The discriminant formula for an extension of étale algebras gives that ∆K/k =
∆2
A/k NA/k(∆K/A). The lemma follows by taking absolute values of the norms. �

Conjecture 9.6 then predicts that

1

2
#{[K : Q] = 4, |∆K | ≤ B,Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4} ∼

1

2

∑

[A:Q]=2

c(Q,RA/Q C2, HA)B.

Let A = Q(
√
D) for a fundamental discriminant D. We have the equality

B RQ(
√
D)/Q C2(Q) = BC2(Q(

√
D)) hence an equality c(Q,RQ(

√
D)/Q C2, HQ(

√
D)/Q) =

c(Q(
√
D), C2, D

−2∆) of leading constants. It is simple to verify here that the lead-
ing constant agrees with Conjecture 9.1 (we expect a more general result about
Weil restrictions, c.f. Remark 9.25). But in any case the leading constant for C2 is
well-known, which gives us

c(Q,RQ(
√
D)/Q C2, HQ(

√
D)/Q) =

1

2

1

D2
2−i(D)ζ∗

Q(
√
D)
(1)
∏

p

(1− N(p)−1)(1 + N(p)−1)

=
2−i(D)

2D2
ζ∗
Q(

√
D)
(1)ζQ(

√
D)(2)

−1.

Here 2−i(D) is the archimedean density where i(D) = 0 if D > 0 and i(D) = 1 if
D < 0, and 1/2 is the effective cone constant. The Euler product is over primes of

Q(
√
D) and the factors (1−N(p)−1) are the convergence factors. Thus

∑

[A:Q]=2

c(Q,RA/QC2, HA)B =
1

2

∑

D

2−i(D)

D2
ζ∗
Q(

√
D)
(1)ζQ(

√
D)(2)

−1.

This is exactly the same sum as in [28, Thm 1.3].

10.2.3. An Artin conductor. A different height to the discriminant is considered
in the paper [8]. This is given by the conductor of the irreducible 2-dimensional
representation of D4. Let χ be the character of this representation.

We put this conductor into the height framework on BD4 from §8.1. Note that it
follows directly from the definition of the Artin conductor that it is a height given
by the weight function C such that for c ∈ CD4 we have C(c) = χ(1)−χ(〈c〉), where
χ(〈c〉) denotes the average value of χ on the subgroup 〈c〉 generated by an element
of c. A computation of these values is given in the following table

c (1,3) (1,2)(3,4) (1,3)(2,4) (1,2,3,4)
C(c) 1 1 2 2

with each conjugacy class being Galois invariant, as the character table is rational.
(Note that this weight function is Ẑ×-invariant, as in Remark 3.11, hence can be
defined on A4 rather than A4(−1).) Contrary to the discriminant, we have the
following.

Lemma 10.8. We have a(C) = 1, b(C) = 2. The orbifold line bundle C is fair.

Proof. The minimal value of C is a(C) = 1 and it is achieved by the b(C) = 2
conjugacy classes (1, 3) and (1, 2)(3, 4). These generate D4. �

We can now compare our leading constant from Conjecture 9.1 with the leading
constant of [8, Thm. 3]. First the effective cone constant and Brauer group.
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Lemma 10.9. We have D̂4(Q) ∼= Z/2Z× Z/2Z and BrC BD4 = BrQ.

Proof. There are four 1-dimensional representations and they are all defined over Q.
The structure is easily verified. We have BrC BD4 = BrC,1BD4 by Lemma 6.38(3)
and BrC,1BD4 = BrQ by Lemma 6.32. �

Recalling from §10.2.1 that one should multiply results in the literature by 1/2
to compare with Conjecture 9.1, we obtain from [8, Thm. 3] the correct factor of
1/4. It remains to compare the products of local densities. Our convergence factors
come from ζ(s)2, which agrees with the convergence factors from [8, Thm. 3]. The
local densities in their Euler products involve a sum over pairs (Lp, Kp) where Lp
is a quartic étale algebra and Kp ⊆ Lp us a quadratic subfield. Let Cp(Lp, Kp) :=
Discp(Lp)/Discp(Kp) as in [8, p. 2735]. The following lemma shows that these local
terms agree with our prediction.

Lemma 10.10.

τp,Cp(BD4(Qp)) =
∑

(Lp,Kp)

1

|Aut(Lp, Kp)| · Cp(Lp, Kp)
.

Proof. Let k be a field. We define Q to be stack over k which classifies pairs (L,K)
where K is a degree 4 étale algebra and K ⊆ L is a quadratic subalgebra. There is
a functor BD4(k) → Q(k) given by associating to a homomorphism Γk → D4 the
corresponding quartic étale algebra and its quadratic subalgebra coming from the
composition with D4 → C2. We claim that this is an equivalence of groupoids.

To see this, we note that they are both neutral gerbes. Therefore it suffices to
show that the automorphism group of the trivial point is D4 in both cases. For BD4

this is clear. For Q, the trivial point is given by k ⊆ k2 ⊆ k4 embedded diagonally,
and the automorphism group corresponds to the subgroup of S4 which preserves a
partition of {1, 2, 3, 4} into subsets each of size 2; such a group is isomorphic to D4.
To finish it suffices to note that the local height function Cp on Q corresponds to
the conductor on BD4 under this isomorphism by [8, Prop. 2.4]. �

We have explained how [8, Thm. 3] is a special case of Conjecture 9.1, which
contains the correct factor 1/2. The reader should beware that the asymptotic in
[8, Thm. 1] is missing this factor of 1/2.

Remark 10.11. The effective cone constant factor 1
2
= 2α∗(BD4, C) is considered

in [8, Assumption 3.2], and a heuristic is given to justify it coming from multiplying
#Aut(L) = 2 for a D4-quartic L by 1

4
which comes from two global obstruction

related to Stickelberger’s theorem.
We argue that this is not a reasonable explanation since the Brauer element which

causes Stickelberger’s theorem is ramified. For example Stickelberger’s theorem does
not cause a global obstruction if k = Q(i) since the norm of any ideal of Q(i) is
0, 1 mod 4, but the 1

4
factor is still expected in this case from the effective cone

constant. This can also be seen from the fact that the Brauer element b in the
proof of Theorem 7.6 becomes trivial after base change to Q(i).

10.3. Klüners’s counter-example. Let G := C3 ≀C2 be the wreath product of C3

and C2, i.e. G is the semi-direct product (C3×C3)⋊C2 where C2 acts on C3×C3 by
permuting the two factors of C3. This embeds into S6 via C3 × C3 ⊆ S3 × S3 ⊆ S6
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and C2 = 〈(1, 4)(2, 5)(3, 6)〉. Let ∆ be the orbifold line bundle corresponding to the
discriminant height.

The minimal index ind(g) of 1 6= g ∈ G is 2 and there are two conjugacy classes
c with ind(c) = 2, namely (1, 2, 3) and (1, 3, 2). These are Galois conjugate, so

b(D) = 1. Thus Malle’s conjecture predicts order of magnitude B
1
2 .

The group generated by these two conjugacy classes is C3×C3 so the discriminant
is not fair and the Iitaka fibration is BG→ BC2.

Klüners’s counter-example comes from the fibre of the Iitaka fibration of the
point Q(ζ3)/Q ∈ BC2(Q). We can lift C2 to G and conjugating by this lift acts by
permuting the two factors of C3, so a computation using Lemma 2.13 shows that this
fibre is given by the Weil restriction RQ(ζ3)/QBC3 = BRQ(ζ3)/QC3. The restriction
of ∆ to this Weil restriction has b(Q,∆) = 2 > 1. So the number of points in this

fibre has order of magnitude B
1
2 logB. These come from breaking cocycles, and

by Theorem 3.40 they are removed when counting, since the corresponding fields
are not linearly disjoint with Q(µ3). Thus Klüners’s counter-example to Malle’s
conjecture is compatible with Conjecture 9.6.

10.4. A new dihedral counter-example. In [52], Koymans and Pagano consider
the expected generalisation of Malle’s conjecture to counting by radical discrimin-
ant, as first put forward by Ellenberg and Venkatesh [40, Ques. 4.3]. They obtain
in [52, Thm. 1.3] a counter-example to the log-factor for certain nilpotent groups.

We obtain a new counter-example coming instead from the dihedral group over
Q. Let n ≥ 3 be odd and consider the radical discriminant height H on Dn ⊆ Sn.

The non-identity conjugacy classes of Dn are as follows: there is one correspond-
ing to reflections and there are n−1

2
corresponding to rotations. Two rotations lie in

the same Gal(Q(µn)/Q) ∼= (Z/nZ)× orbit via Definition 3.2 if one is equal to the
other after multiplication by an element of (Z/nZ)×.

There is thus one Q-conjugacy class of rotations for each divisor 1 6= d | n and
b(Q, Dn) = τ(n) is the number of divisors of n.

Let d | n be square-free. LetKd := Q(
√

(−1)dd be the quadratic subfield of Q(µn)
corresponding to the Dirichlet character

( ·
d

)
: (Z/nZ)× → {−1, 1}; we identify this

with the corresponding Galois character χd : ΓQ → {−1, 1}.
The collection of Dn-extensions which contain Kd is given by the fibre of χd

for the map BDn(Q)→ BC2(Q). The character χd lifts to Dn by sending −1 to a
reflection. Conjugation by a reflection sends a rotation to its inverse so Lemma 2.13
shows that the fibre is equivalent to BGd(Q) where Gd is the group scheme with
underlying group Cn and on which σ ∈ ΓQ acts via the formula σ(g) = gχd(σ).

Lemma 10.12. Let d | n be such that d ≡ 3 mod 4. Then

#{ϕ ∈ BDd(Q) : ϕ ∈ Im(BGd(Q)→ BDn(Q)), H(ϕ) ≤ B} ≫ B(logB)τ(n)+τ(n/d)−2.

Proof. An element r ∈ Gal(Q(µn)/Q) ∼= (Z/nZ)× acts on γ ∈ Gd(−1)(Q) by
γ 7→ γχd(r)r. Consider the map (Z/nZ)× → (Z/nZ)× : r 7→ χd(r)r. As d ≡ 3 mod 4
we have χd(−1) = −1, so the kernel has order 2, hence the image has index 2. Thus
there are two Galois orbits in Gd(−1)(Q) of elements of order n.

More generally, let d | m | n and consider the map (Z/nZ)× → (Z/mZ)× : r 7→
χd(r)r mod m. The class χd(r) mod m only depends on r mod m as d | m and the
image again has index 2. Thus there are two Galois orbits in Gd(−1)(Q) of elements
of order m.
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The map (Z/nZ)× → (Z/mZ)× : r 7→ χd(r)r mod m is surjective for d ∤ m | n
because the function χd(r) attains both 1 and −1 on each fibre. This implies that
Gd(−1) only has one Galois orbit of elements of order m in this case.

The group scheme Gd is abelian so we have

b(Q, Gd) =
∑

m|n
d|m

2 +
∑

16=m|n
d∤m

1 =
∑

m|n
d|m

1 +
∑

16=m|n
1 = τ(n/d) + (τ(n)− 1).

To count the number of such cocycles we apply Darda–Yasuda [32, Thm. 1.3.2]. �

In the case n = 3 we obtain S3, and one is counting non-cyclic cubic fields of
bounded radical discriminant. The collection of points in the image of BG3 is
weakly accumulating: it needs to be removed before equidistribution is obtained.
These correspond to exactly the pure cubic extensions; cf. Example 3.37. In fact
this has been proven by Shankar and Thorne [82, Thm. 4].

For n composite with a prime divisor p ≡ 3 mod 4, the points in the image of BGp

are strongly accumulating, and need to be removed to obtain the correct exponent
of logB in Conjecture 9.1.

10.5. A4-quartics of bounded discriminant. In the following sections we per-
form a detailed study of the problem of counting A4-quartic fields of bounded height.
This is to make clear that, despite the abstract nature of Conjecture 9.1, in practice
the terms which appear can be made completely explicit and lead to explicit and
elementary predictions for the counting problem.

Counting A4-quartics of bounded discriminant is a notorious open problem in
the Malle’s conjecture literature. We make completely explicit what our conjecture
says in this case as a challenge to researchers in the community. Here we recall
Conjecture 1.1 from the introduction.

Conjecture 10.13.

2#
{
[K : Q] = 4 : |∆K | ≤ B,Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4

}
∼ c(Q, A4, D)B1/2 logB,

where K̃ denotes the Galois closure of K and

c(Q, A4, D) =
35

648

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)2

1 +

2 +
(

−3
p

)

p


 .

There is in fact already a conjecture regarding this problem in [29, §2.7], but the
expression is more complicated than ours and involves a limit process and sorting
A4-quartics by their cubic resolvent. It is not immediate how to compare the two
conjectures directly. Nonetheless, in [29, §2.7] the numerical value 0.074 . . . is given
for the leading constant, and a simple computation shows that our constant satisfies
2c(Q, A4, D) = 0.0729 . . . after considering the product over 3 < p < 100, 000. (In
private communication, Henri Cohen has confirmed that this minor discrepancy
is not a problem and an artifact of using a least squares approximation in their
calculation). The convergence is very slow, as one would expect, since it involves a
conditionally convergent product; a faster converging product can be obtained by
using the convergence factors from Theorem 8.17. We count isomorphism classes of
fields, whereas [29] counts subfields of Q̄. To compare the two counts, we note that



MALLE’S CONJECTURE AND BRAUER GROUPS OF STACKS 97

there are 4 distinct embeddings of any A4-quartic into Q̄, which matches with our
factor 2 in front and additional factor 1/2 in the leading constant.

10.5.1. Deduction of Conjecture 10.13. Let us explain how Conjecture 10.13 follows
from Conjecture 9.3. Firstly the normaliser of A4 in S4 is S4 and the centraliser of
A4 in S4 is trivial. This gives the factor of |S4|/|A4| = 2 outside the front of the
counting function.

The non-identity conjugacy classes of A4 have the following indices:

c (1,2)(3,4) (1,2,3) (1,3,2)
ind(c) 2 2 2

with the latter two classes being swapped by Gal(Q(ζ3)/Q). It follows that a(D) =
1/2 and b(Q, D) = 2 (taking into account the Galois action). Since all conjugacy
classes have minimal index, it follows that together they generate the group and
hence the Iitaka fibration is trivial. Moreover the discriminant is the square of an
anticanonical height; this may explain why this problem is so difficult, since the
anticanonical height is generally the most difficult height in Manin’s conjecture.

We have Â4 = µ3, so there are no non-trivial 1-dimensional characters defined
over Q. The effective cone constant is thus a(L)b(Q,L)−1 = 1/2. Since our height is
a multiple of an anticanonical height, the relevant Brauer group is the unramified
Brauer group.

Lemma 10.14. BrunBA4 = BrQ.

Proof. We have BrunBA4 = Brun,1BA4 by Lemma 6.38(4). The abelianisation
map A4 → C3 admits a section given by the subgroup generated by (1, 2, 3),
hence Brun,1BA4 = Brun,1BC3 by Lemma 6.31. However Brun,1BC3 = BrQ by
Lemma 10.21 since X

1
ω(Q, µ3) = 0 (Grunwald–Wang). �

It thus suffices to calculate the Tamagawa numbers. We use the convergence
factors from Lemma 8.19, which come from the L-function ζ(s)2.

Lemma 10.15.

τp(A4(Qp)) =





1/3, p =∞,
15/8, p = 2,

14/9, p = 3,

1 + 3
p
, p ≡ 1 mod 3,

1 + 1
p
, p ≡ 2 mod 3.

Proof. The cases p 6= 2, 3 are tame so the result follows from our mass formula
Corollary 8.11. For p =∞, we use (8.3) and the fact that #A4[2] = 4.

For p = 2, 3 we take a computational approach. We have by definition

τp(BA4(Qp)) =
∑

ϕp∈BA4[Qp]

1

|Aut(ϕp)|Hv(ϕp)1/2
.

We pushforward the groupoid count to BS4. By Lemma 2.15, this allows us to
write the count in terms of quartic étale algebras. We then use Lemma 2.14 and
the fact that A4 ⊆ S4 is normal to keep track of the correct normalisations for the
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groupoid cardinalities. This yields

τp(BA4(Qp)) = 2
∑

[K:Qp]=4

Gal(K̃/Qp)⊆A4

1

|Aut(K)|pv(∆(K))/2

where the sum is over isomorphism classes of quartic étale algebras K over Qp

whose Galois closure has Galois group a subgroup of A4. We have the following
possibilities with stated order of the automorphism group.

étale algebra #Aut
Q4
p 24

L× L, L/Qp quadratic 8
Qp × L, L/Qp cyclic cubic 3
L, L/Qp biquadratic 4
L, A4-quartic field 1

Using the LMFDB and Sage, we enumerate all such étale algebras over Q2 and Q3

weighted by the reciprocal discriminant and the automorphism group. This gives
the stated formulas. �

To obtain the formula stated in Conjecture 10.13 we use the local densities at p =
∞, 2, 3 as well the convergence factors (1− 1/2)2(1− 1/3)2 = 1/9, and the effective
cone constant 1/2. This gives (1/2)× (1/3)× (15/8)× (14/9)× (1/9) = 35/648.

Finally Conjecture 9.3 states that we should remove K̃ for which K̃∩Q(µ12) 6= Q.

However there are no such fields; indeed we have Q(µ12) = Q(i,
√
3), but K̃ cannot

contain a quadratic subfield as A4 has no subgroup of index 2.

10.6. A4-quartics with a transcendental Brauer group. We now consider a
different height function which exhibits new behaviour. Namely, there exists a fair
height function on A4 for which the partially unramified transcendental Brauer
group is non-trivial.

Recall that A4 has 4 irreducible representations. The trivial one, two non-trivial
1-dimensional representations which factor through Aab

4 = C3, and a 3-dimensional
representation. Let 1, χ, χ, ψ be the respective characters of these representations.

Lemma 10.16. Let K/Q be an A4-quartic, K̃/Q its Galois closure and L/Q the
cubic resolvent. Let H(K) be the Artin conductor of K̃/Q with respect to the virtual
character ψ − (χ+ χ)/2. We then have

H(K) = |∆K | · |∆L|−
1
2 = |∆K |

5
2 · |∆K̃ |−

1
2 .

Proof. The Artin conductor of the trivial character 1 is trivial. The Artin conductor
of a sum is the product of Artin characters. The lemma then follows from the
following, which all follow from the conductor-discriminant formula.

(1) |∆K | equals the Artin conductor of the permutation representation corres-
ponding to A4 ⊆ S4. The character of this representation is 1 + ψ.

(2) |∆L| equals the Artin conductor of the permutation representation given by
A4 → C3 ⊆ S3. The character of this representation is 1 + χ+ χ.

(3) |∆K̃ | equals the Artin conductor of the representation C[A4]. The character
of this representation is 1 + χ+ χ+ 3ψ. �
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Let H be the height on BA4 given by one of the above equivalent formulas. We
recall Conjecture 1.2.

Conjecture 10.17. For an A4-quartic field K, let H(K) := |∆K |
5
2 |∆K̃ |−

1
2 . Then

2#
{
[K : Q] = 4 : Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4, H(K) ≤ B,K ⊗Q R ∼= R4

}
∼ cR4(Q, A4, H)B,

2#
{
[K : Q] = 4 : Gal(K̃/Q) ∼= A4, H(K) ≤ B,K ⊗Q R ∼= C2

}
∼ cC2(Q, A4, H)B,

where

cR4(Q, A4, H) =
145

3456

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p
+

1

p2




+
319

10368

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p


 = 0.0594...

cC2(Q, A4, H) =
145

1152

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p
+

1

p2




− 319

3456

∏

p>3

(
1− 1

p

)
1 +

1 +
(

−3
p

)

p


 = 0.0347....

The numerical values were computed by using the primes p < 100, 000. An inter-
esting prediction of the conjecture is that 63% of A4-quartics are totally real when
ordered by H . On the other hand, when ordering by discriminant Conjecture 9.10
(and experimental verification) predicts that only 25% of A4-quartics are totally
real. This difference in the local behaviour when using a different height function
is explained by the existence of a partially unramified Brauer element.

10.6.1. Numerical experiments. We test Conjecture 10.17 experimentally by count-
ing the number of A4-quartics K in the LMFDB such that H(K) ≤ 100, 000 and
dividing this number by 100, 000. We also consider the value of the first Euler
product, these are the values predicted by applying the Malle–Bhargava heuristics
to our setting, equivalently the value predicted by Conjecture 9.10 if the Brauer
group were trivial. The results of this test are as follows.

cR4(Q, A4, H) cC2(Q, A4, H) % totally real
Conjecture 10.17 0.0595... 0.0348... 63%

LMFDB 0.0463... 0.0298... 61%
Malle–Bhargava 0.0355... 0.1066... 25%

We make two remarks about this numerical test. Firstly, if Conjecture 10.17 had
logarithmic factors then we would expect the relative error term to be O(1/ logB)
and so it would not be surprising if the error term dominated the main term for
B = 100, 000. But Conjecture 10.17 contains no logarithmic factors so we should
expect a power-saving error term and the numerical value should be relatively close
to the true value. Assuming a strong error term of the shape O(

√
B), we would

therefore expect the data to be correct to within 10−5/2 ≈ 0.003.
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A second remark is that the LMFDB does not necessarily contain all quartic
A4 fields K with H(K) ≤ 100, 000 (it contains 3, 808 such fields). One should
therefore expect that the numerical value computed from the LMFDB is smaller
than the actual proportion. Moreover, one should expect the LMFDB to be biased
against totally real extensions since only 27% of the A4-quartic fields in the LMFDB
are totally real.

Taking these two remarks into account we see that the numerical data agrees
quite well with our conjecture. On the other hand, the prediction from the Malle–
Bhargava heuristics is rather different to the numerical data. This provides strong
evidence that the transcendental Brauer group plays a role in the leading constant.

10.6.2. Deduction of Conjecture 10.17. Let us now explain how Conjecture 10.17
follows from Conjecture 9.10. The same reasoning as in §10.2.3 shows that the
height H is given by the weight function C where

c (1,2)(3,4) (1,2,3) (1,3,2)
C(c) 2 1 1

Let C consist of the minimal conjugacy classes (1, 2, 3), (1, 3, 2). Note that we have
a(C) = 1 and b(Q, C) = 1. The height is fair since (1, 2, 3) and its conjugate (1, 2, 4)
generate A4.

We now construct the relevant Brauer group element using the construction from
§6.2. Consider the double cover SL(2,F3) → A4. This is a central extension and
thus defines a Brauer element which we will denote by β ∈ BrBA4.

Lemma 10.18. We have β ∈ BrC BA4 and βQ 6= 0.

Proof. For the first statement note that the sector SC corresponding to C has order
3 so ∂SC(β) ∈ H1(SC,Z/3Z) is 3-torsion. But β is 2-torsion so ∂SC(β) = 0.

For the second part note that Pic(BA4)Q = Â4
∼= µ3 so the long exact sequence

in cohomology induced by the exact sequence 0→ µ2 → Gm → Gm → 0 shows that
H2((BA4)Q,Z/2Z)

∼= Br(BA4)Q[2]. It thus suffices to show that the Z/2Z-gerbe
(BSL(2,F3))Q → (BA4)Q is not neutral. This is true because the map SL(2,F3)→
A4 of groups has no section. �

Lemma 10.19. We have BrC BA4/BrQ ∼= Z/2Z generated by β.

Proof. We have Â4 = µ3. The Galois module PicorbC BA4 is by definition the submod-
ule of elements w ∈ Hom(C,Q) such that w((1, 2, 3)) + w((1, 3, 2)) ∈ Z. Consider
the two elements w1, w2 ∈ PicorbC BA4 defined as

w1((1, 2, 3)) =
1

3
w1((1, 3, 2)) =

2

3
; w2((1, 2, 3)) =

2

3
w2((1, 3, 2)) =

1

3
.

The two elements w1, w2 form a basis for PicorbC BA4 and ΓQ acts by permuting them
through the quotient Gal(Q(ζ3)/Q). It thus follows from Shapiro’s lemma that
H1(Q,PicorbC BA4) = 0. We deduce from Theorem 6.29 that BrC,1BA4/BrQ = 0.

It follows that BrC BA4/BrQ embeds into BrC(BA4)Q. This group is a sub-

group of Br(BA4)Q
∼= H2(A4,Q/Z) ∼= Z/2Z by Lemma 6.1 and [48, Thm. 2.12.5].

Lemma 10.18 shows that the embedding has to be surjective. �

We can now compute local densities. We use the notation from Lemma 8.21 as
well as the fact BA4[R] = {R4,C2}.
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Lemma 10.20. At ∞ we have the local densities

τH,∞(R4) =
1

12
, τH,∞(C2) =

1

4
, τ̂H,∞(β)(R4) =

1

12
, τ̂H,∞(β)(C2) = −1

4
.

At the primes we have the local densities

τH,p(BA4(Qp)) =





145/128 p = 2,

4/3 p = 3,

1 + 2
p
+ 1

p2
, p ≡ 1 mod 3,

1 + 1
p2
, p ≡ 2 mod 3.

τ̂H,p(β)(BA4(Qp)) =





29/32 p = 2,

11/9 p = 3,

1 + 2
p
, p ≡ 1 mod 3,

1, p ≡ 2 mod 3.

Proof. We first deal with the large primes. The fact that β ∈ BrC BA4 implies that
∂C(β) = 0. Let S be the sector corresponding to the conjugacy class of (1, 2)(3, 4).
In Lemma 6.38(4) it has been shown that Brun Br(BA4)Q = 0. Since βQ 6= 0 this

implies that ∂S(β)Q 6= 0. The class is defined over Z[1
6
] and the only bad places for

H are 2, 3 so the cases p 6= 2, 3,∞ follow from Corollary 8.11 and Theorem 8.23.
The computation of τH,∞(R4) and τH,∞(C2) follows from Definition 8.4, recalling

that we are considering them in BA4 and not BS4. For τH,p(BA4(Qp)) and p = 2, 3
the calculation is exactly as in Lemma 10.15, namely from the LMFDB.

It suffices to calculate τ̂H,p(β)(BA4(Qp)) for p ∈ {2, 3,∞}. Let ϕp ∈ BA4(Qp).
We will describe in the rest of this proof how one determines the value invp(β(ϕp))
in terms of the image of ϕp in BS4(Qp). Given this description one can compute
τ̂H,∞(β)(C2), τ̂H,∞(β)(R4) and τ̂H,p(β)(BA4(Qp)) in a completely analogous way to
Lemma 10.15.

The local invariant invp(β(ϕp)) ∈ Z/2Z ⊆ Q/Z is either trivial or equal to 1
2
. It

thus suffices to determine when it is trivial. Since invp is injective it is trivial if and
only if β(ϕp) is trivial. We achieve this using the procedure described in §7.3.1. We
use the map π : SL(2,F3)→ A4 defining β.

The class β(ϕp) ∈ BrQp[2] ∼= H2(Qp,Z/2Z) is represented by the Z/2Z-gerbe

given by the fibre product of the diagram SpecQp
ϕp−→ BA4 ← BSL(2,F3). The

class β(ϕp) is thus trivial if and only if this gerbe is neutral, i.e. if ϕp : ΓQp → A4

lifts to a morphism ϕ̃p : ΓQp → SL(2,F3).

Consider the image H := Im(ϕp) ⊆ A4 and H̃ := π−1(H). The image Im(ϕ̃p) has

to be contained in H̃ . We now consider two cases: first H̃ ∼= H × Z/2Z, where a
lift ϕ̃p clearly exists, or secondly the central extension 1 → Z/2Z → H̃ → H → 1

is non-split, where Im(ϕ̃p) = H̃. In the latter case we can use the LMFDB to

enumerate all Galois H̃ extensions of Qp and check explicitly if one of them is a lift

of ϕp (the LMFDB contains all H̃ extensions as SL(2,F3) ⊆ S8).
All possibilities are enumerated in the following table.
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étale algebra H H̃ H̃ ∼= H × Z/2Z?
Q4
p 1 Z/2Z Yes

L× L, L/Qp quadratic Z/2Z Z/4Z No
Qp × L, L/Qp cyclic cubic Z/3Z Z/6Z Yes
L, L/Qp biquadratic (Z/2Z)2 Q8 No
L, A4-quartic field A4 SL(2,F3) No

For example, we find that inv∞β(R4) = 0 and inv∞β(C2) = 1
2
. �

To obtain the formula stated in Conjecture 10.17 we put these local densities into
the sum of Euler products using Proposition 9.11(1). The convergence factors at
2, 3 are (1− 1/2)(1− 1/3) = 1/3 and the effective cone constant is 1. As explained
at the end of §10.5 there are no accumulating fields to remove.

10.7. Abelian groups. Let now G be a tame finite étale abelian group scheme.
For G constant, counting by discriminant was obtained in [63, 90] (for k = Q and
k general, respectively), and by conductor in [64, 91] (for k = Q and k general,
respectively). Moreover Wood’s work [91] obtained asymptotics for a suitable class
of fair height functions. Non-constant G have been considered in [4, 5, 32].

10.7.1. Brauer group of BG. We begin with BrBG with k a general field. We recall
the following notation. Let K/k be a choice of splitting field for G. Then we define

X
1
ω(k,G) = ker


H1(Gal(K/k), G)→

∏

g∈Gal(K/k)

H1(〈g〉, G)


 .

This group is finite and is seen to be independent of the choice ofK, since X1
ω(K,G) =

0. Moreover if k is a global field, then the Chebotarev density theorem implies that

X
1
ω(k,G) =

{
c ∈ H1(Gal(K/k), G) :

cv = 0 ∈ H1(kv, G)
for all but finitely many v

}
.

For these facts see [78, Lem. 1.1, 1.2]. We use the map from Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 10.21. Let C ⊆ C∗G generate G. Then BrC BG ⊆ Br1BG. Moreover the
image of BrunBG in H1(k, Ĝ) equals X

1
ω(k, Ĝ).

Proof. The first statement follows from Lemma 6.38(1). For the second statement,

observe that CG = G(−1) as G is abelian and that Ĝ = Hom(G(−1),Q/Z). Let

ψ : Γk → Ĝ = Hom(G(−1),Q/Z) be a cocycle. We will use Theorem 6.29 in terms
of the age residue to determine when ψ is unramified.

Let γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep) and k(γ) its field of definition, i.e. Γk(γ) ⊆ Γk consists of

all σ such that σ(γ) = γ. By Lemma 6.27 we have that ∂γ(ψ) ∈ H1(Γk(γ),Q/Z) is
given by the cocycle σ → ψ(σ)(γ).

Applying this description shows that ψ is unramified if and only if for all σ ∈ Γk
and γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep) with σ(γ) = γ we have ψ(σ)(γ) = 0.

Let K/k be an extension which splits G(−1) and such that ψ factors through
Gal(K/k). The group cohomology of cyclic groups is well-known, in particular the

restriction ψ|〈σ〉 ∈ H1(〈σ〉, Ĝ) is trivial if and only if it is trivial in the coinvariant

group Ĝ(K)〈σ〉. As coinvariants are dual to invariants this is equivalent to ψ being
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trivial in Hom(G(−1)(K)〈σ〉,Q/Z). More explicitly, the restriction of ψ to 〈σ〉 is
trivial if and only if for all γ ∈ G(−1)(K) with σ(γ) = γ we have ψ(σ)(γ) = 0.

Ranging over σ ∈ Gal(K/k) we see ψ ∈ BrunBG if and only if ψ ∈X
1
ω(k, Ĝ). �

10.7.2. Conductor. We now assume that G is constant and that k is a number
field. The conductor is an orbifold anticanonical height function. It agrees with
the radical discriminant at the tame places. We use the expression for the leading
constant obtained in [45, Thm. 3.22]. This reads:

ck,G =
(Ress=1ζk(s))

̟(k,G)

(̟(k,G)!− 1) · |O∗
k ⊗G| · |G||Sf |

∏

v/∈S


 ∑

χv∈Hom(O∗
v ,G)

1

Φv(χv)


 1

ζk,v(1)̟(k,G)

×




∑

χ∈Hom
(∏

v∈S k
∗
v,G
)

1∏
v∈S Φv(χv)ζk,v(1)

̟(k,G)

∑

x∈X (k,G)

∏

v∈S
〈χv, xv〉


 .

Here S is a large finite set of places and Sf is the non-archimedean places in S, we
have ̟(k,G) =

∑
g∈G
g 6=0

1/[k(ζord g) : k], and

X (k,G) = {x ∈ k× ⊗G∼ : xv = 1 ∈ k×v ⊗G∼ for all but finitely many places v}.
Here G∼ denotes the Q/Z-dual of G (this canonically isomorphic to the Pontryagin
dual via the map Q/Z→ S1, t 7→ exp(2πit).) Here 〈·, ·〉 denotes the Pontryagin du-
ality pairing (see [44, §3.1] for details). We first identify the effective cone constant.

Lemma 10.22.
1

|O∗
k ⊗G| · |G||Sf |

=
|G|

|Ĝ(k)| · |G||S|
.

Proof. We use Dirichlet’s unit theorem to write

|O∗
k ⊗G| = |µ∞(k)⊗G| · |G||S∞|−1.

However a simple calculation shows that |µ∞(k)⊗G| = |Ĝ(k)|. �

To identify the Brauer group, we use the following version of Kummer theory.

Lemma 10.23. There is a canonical isomorphism k× ⊗G∼ ∼= H1(k, Ĝ).

Proof. Firstly we claim that G∼ ∼= Ext1(G,Z). To see this, apply Hom(G, ·) to the
exact sequence

0→ Z→ Q→ Q/Z→ 0

and use Hom(G,Q) = Ext1(G,Q) = 0. We deduce that each element of G∼ gives
rise to an exact sequence

0→ Z→ E → G→ 0 (10.1)

for some finitely generated abelian group E. We now take Cartier duals to obtain

0→ Ĝ→ Ê → Gm → 0.

By Galois cohomology we have a map k× → H1(k, Ĝ). Applying this to each element

of G∼ yields a map k× ⊗G∼ → H1(k, Ĝ). To prove that this is an isomorphism we
may choose a presentation of G, so that G = Z/nZ for some n ∈ N. In which case,
the sequence (10.1) corresponding to the element 1 ∈ (Z/nZ)∼ = Z/nZ is simply

0→ Z→ Z→ Z/nZ→ 0.
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Unravelling our construction, the corresponding map k× ⊗ Z/nZ = k×/k×n →
H1(k, µn) is just the usual isomorphism from Kummer theory. �

Next the Tamagawa measure.

Lemma 10.24.

|BrunBG/Br k| · τ(
∏

v

BG(kv)
Brun) =

(Ress=1ζk(s))
̟(k,G)

|G||S|
∏

v/∈S


 ∑

χv∈Hom(O∗
v ,G)

1

Φv(χv)


 ζk,v(1)

−̟(k,G)

×




∑

χ∈Hom
(∏

v∈S k
∗
v ,G
)

1∏
v∈S Φv(χv)ζk,v(1)

̟(k,G)

∑

x∈X (k,G)

∏

v∈S
〈χv, xv〉


 .

Proof. For the local Euler factors we have

∑

χv∈Hom(O∗
v ,G)

1

Φv(χv)
=

1

|G|
∑

χv∈Hom(k∗v ,G)

1

Φv(χv)
=

1

|G|
∑

χv∈Hom(Γkv ,G)

1

Φv(χv)
.

Indeed, the first equality follows from the fact that multiplication by an unramified
character does not change the conductor, and the second equality is local class field
theory. We deduce that the right hand side in the statement equals

(Ress=1ζk(s))
̟(k,G)

∑

x∈X (k,G)

∏

v

1

|G|
∑

χv∈Hom(Γkv ,G)

〈χv, xv〉
Φv(χv)ζk,v(1)̟(k,G)

.

We relate this to the stated Tamagawa measure with Lemma 8.21, using the con-

vergence factors from Lemma 8.19. By Lemmas 10.23 and 6.2 we have k× ⊗ Ĝ =
H1(k, Ĝ) = BreBG, and similarly over each kv. Thus via Lemma 10.21, we can
canonically identify X (k,G) with Brun,eBG. Moreover Lemma 6.4 identifies the
Brauer–Manin pairing with the cup product, which identifies with the Pontryagin
pairing 〈·, ·〉 by local Tate duality [67, Thm 7.2.6]. The result now easily follows. �

Combining the above lemmas we deduce that ck,G = |G|c(k,G,H). The addi-
tional factor of |G| matches with the groupoid cardinality factor Z(G) = G from
Conjecture 9.1, hence the leading constant agrees with Conjecture 9.1.

10.7.3. Discriminant. Let G be a finite abelian group and consider G ⊆ S|G| the
obvious embedding. Let ∆ be as in Example 8.2. For g ∈ G we have

ind(g) = |G|(1− 1/ ord(g)).

Thus the index function is minimised when g has minimal order, in other words
when the order is the minimal prime Q dividing |G|.
Lemma 10.25. We have a(∆) = 1/|G|(1−Q−1), b(D) = (|G[Q]| − 1)/[k(µQ) : k].
Moreover ∆ is fair if and only if G = G[Q], i.e. G is an elementary abelian group.

Proof. The group generated by the minimal index elements is exactly G(−1)[Q].
This equals G(−1) if and only if G = G[Q]. �
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Wright [90] was the first to obtain an asymptotic formula in this case, and his
method can yield an explicit formula for the leading constant. This is given by a
finite sum of Euler products (see [44, (4.13)] for such an expression). However this
is different to the sum that we have in Lemma 8.21, since Wright’s sum arises from
a Möbius inversion argument.

It is possible by Poisson summation on the base of the Iitaka fibration and a
Möbius inversion argument to rewrite Wright’s constant in the form given in Con-
jecture 9.6. However this argument is slightly convoluted, and it seems simpler to
give a more direct argument. We give a sketch of the details; a full proof, including
for general height functions, will appear in forthcoming work of Tavernier [86].

Firstly as Conjecture 9.6 predicts, we should sort G-extensions according to the
Iitaka fibration BG→ B(G/G[Q]). By Lemma 2.13 the fibres over rational points
are isomorphic to the classifying stack of an inner twist of G[Q]. However since
G is abelian, any such inner twist is trivial. The discriminant becomes fair when
restricted to a fibre, and the rational points in each fibre can be counted using
the harmonic analysis techniques from [44, 45]. Conjecture 9.6 then predicts that
the sum over all the fibres is absolutely convergent. This can be shown using the
dominated convergence argument from Step 1 of the proof of [53, Thm. 1.1]. This
gives a formula which is in agreement with Conjecture 9.6.

10.7.4. Other fair height functions. For G abelian, in [91, §2.1] Wood calls a height
function H fair if 〈M(H)〉 ∩ G[r] generates G[r] for all r ∈ N. This is strictly
stronger than our condition that H be fair, which states only thatM(H) generates
G. Wood’s condition turns out to have strong consequences for the Brauer group.

Lemma 10.26. Assume that 〈M(H)〉 ∩ G[r] generates G[r] for all r ∈ N. Then
BrM(L)BG = BrunBG.

Proof. Lemma 6.38 implies that BrM(L)BG = BrM(L),1BG. Let ϕ ∈ BrM(L),eBG ⊆
H1(k, Ĝ). We will show that ϕ ∈ Brun,eBG. To do this we will use Theorem 6.29
in terms of the age residue.

We use a similar approach to the proof of Lemma 10.21. Represent ψ by a cocycle
Γk → Hom(G(−1)(ksep),Q/Z). Let γ ∈ G(−1)(ksep) and identify the age residue
at γ with the morphism Γk(γ) → Q/Z : σ → ψ(σ)(γ).

We now use that G is constant to see that k(γ) = k(µr) where r is the order of
γ. The assumption of the lemma implies that γ =

∑
m∈〈M(H)〉∩G[r] amm for some

am ∈ Z. For all m ∈ G(−1)[r] we have k(m) ⊆ k(µr).
As ψ ∈ BrM(L),eBG we have ψ(σ)(m) = 0 for all m ∈ 〈M(H)〉(−1) ∩ G(−1)[r]

and all σ ∈ Γk(µr) ⊆ Γk(m). As ψ(σ) ∈ Hom(G(−1)(ksep),Q/Z) we have ψ(σ)(γ) =∑
m∈〈M(H)〉∩G[r] amψ(σ)(m) = 0 for all σ ∈ Γk(µr). This implies that ψ is unramified

at γ, and we are done as γ was arbitrary. �

Lemma 10.26 explains the fact that Wood was able in [91, Thm. 3.1] to state and
prove a much simpler version of the equidistribution conjecture (Conjecture 9.10).
Namely her conditions imply that she lay in case (2) of Proposition 9.11 and Re-
mark 8.25. For general fair heights the equidistribution property is more complic-
ated as the corresponding Brauer group can be larger; the conjecture in this case
will be proven in forthcoming work of Tavernier [86].

An example of a height function which is fair in our sense, but not in the sense
of Wood, would be a height on BZ/4Z with weight function 1 7→ 1, 2 7→ 2, 3 7→ 1.
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This explicit example was provided by Wood and presented in Alberts’s paper
[7, §7.6] as pathological to cast doubt on whether the definition of fair is correct,
since the leading constant is a sum of two Euler products even though there is no
Grunwald–Wang phenomenon. But the presence of this second Euler product is
actually not pathological, and occurs as the relevant partially unramified Brauer
group has two elements (modulo constants): the non-trivial element is given by
−4 ∈ Br1BZ/4Z ∼= H1(k, µ4) ∼= k×/k×4 (this can be shown using Theorem 6.29(3)).
This leads to a sum of Euler products as explained in Lemma 8.21.
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