arXiv:1806.05345v2 [math.AG] 17 Feb 2020

RATIONAL PICARD GROUP OF MODULI OF POINTED
HYPERELLIPTIC CURVES

FEDERICO SCAVIA

ABSTRACT. We determine the rational divisor class group of the moduli spaces
of smooth pointed hyperelliptic curves and of their Deligne-Mumford compact-
ification, over the field of complex numbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

The moduli stack M, of smooth curves of fixed genus g > 2, together with
its Deligne-Mumford compactification [I0], are fundamental objects in algebraic
geometry. In moduli theory, an important role is also played by the pointed versions
Mg, and M, ,,. Many geometric properties of these moduli stacks and of their
coarse moduli spaces have been established. The irreducibility of M, , and M,
was proved in the seminal paper of Deligne and Mumford [10], and the projectivity
of the coarse moduli space of M, ,, by Knudsen in [21], [22] and [23].

Of great interest is the tautological Chow ring of M, whose study was initiated
by Mumford [2§]. Relations between classes in this ring immediately inform the
enumerative geometry of families of curves. In particular, over the field of complex
numbers, the divisor class group (i.e. the Picard group) of M, , and ﬂg,n is well

understood. When g > 3, Harer proved that Pic(M, ,) is a free abelian group on
n + 1 generators in [16], and Mumford showed that Pic(M,,) and Pic(M,,,) are
free abelian groups in [27]. In [2], Arbarello and Cornalba provided explicit bases
for Pic(M, ) and Pic(M, ), when g > 3.

The stack H, of smooth hyperelliptic curves of fixed genus g > 2, its compacti-
fication H,, and their pointed generalizations H, ., and H,. ., are also basic objects
of study in moduli theory, but less is known about them compared to M, , and
Mg n. In [4], Arsie and Vistoli described H, as a moduli stack parametrizing dou-
ble covers of the projective line. They used this description to show that Pic(H,)
is finite cyclic, of order 8¢+ 4 for odd g, and 4¢ + 2 for even g. In [I5], Gorchinskiy
and Viviani produced geometrically meaningful generators for Pic(H,). A presen-

tation of Pic(H,) via generators and relations was given by Cornalba in [7]. As a
consequence of these results, Pic(#,)g = 0 and Pic(H,)g has a basis consisting of
all the boundary divisors.

In this article, we determine the rational divisor class group of the moduli of
smooth n-pointed hyperelliptic curves H, ,, and of its Deligne-Mumford compact-
ification Hg ,,, for every n > 1 (see Section 2 for the definitions). We work over the

field of complex numbers.
Theorem 1.1. For every g > 2 and n > 1, we have:
(a) Pic(Hgn)g = Cl(Hg,n)g has a basis given by -classes;

(b) Cl(Hg.n)g has a basis given by h-classes and all the boundary divisors.
1
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As we discuss in Proposition 2.2 the stack H,,, is smooth, hence Pic(Hg,n)g =
Cl(Hg,n)g- We do not know if H, ,, is smooth, but we show in Proposition [(.4(b)
that it is smooth in codimension 1. The question of the smoothness of gg,n appears
to be open.

Recall the definition of t-classes 1, ..., 1, in Pic(M,,) = Cl(M,,,): denoted
by L; the line bundle on ﬂg_’n which to a family X — S in ﬂgyn(S) with sections
o1, .-.,0n associates the line bundle ojwy,g, v; is defined as the class of £; in
Pic(My ,,); see [3, §XIIL.2].

The strategy of the proof is as follows. Using the Leray spectral sequence for the
forgetful morphism H, , — H4 together with results of Totaro [34] on cohomology
of configuration spaces, we show that H'(H, ,,Q) = 0 and that H*(H, n, Q) has
a basis consisting of all t-classes. The exponential sequence for H,,, gives (a),
from which it immediately follows that Cl(H,,)q is generated by 1)-classes and
irreducible boundary divisors. We then enumerate the irreducible boundary divisors
and show that this set of generators is linearly independent via degree computations
on suitable families of curves.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON MODULI STACKS OF CURVES

For every g,n > 0 such that 2g — 24+ n > 0, we denote by M, the moduli
stack of smooth n-pointed projective curves of genus g, and by My, its Deligne-
Mumford compactification. We also let M7’ be the moduli stack of stable curves
with rational tails. By definition, it is the inverse image of M, under the forgetful
morphism Mg, — M,. When C is a smooth curve of genus g, we will write
F(C,n) for the ordered configuration space of n distinct points in C:

F(Cn):={(z1,...,2n) € C" : z; # z; for every i # j}.
Lemma 2.1. Let g,n > 0 such that 2g —2 +n > 0.

(a) The forgetful morphism M, — M, is proper, flat, and has connected
fibers of dimension n.

(b) If C is a smooth curve of genus g, the fiber of Mgy, — My at [C] is
isomorphic to F(C,n), and the fiber of My, — M, at [C] is isomorphic
to the Fulton-MacPherson compactification of F(C,n).

(¢) The forgetful morphism Mgfn — My is proper, smooth and has irreducible
fibers.

(d) The forgetful morphism Mg, — Mg is smooth.

Proof. Let 7 : 24, — M, be the universal curve over M, ,. By definition, a
morphism S — Z,, corresponds to a family of n-pointed stable curves over .S,
together with an extra section that is allowed to pass through the nodes; see [22]
Definition 1.2]. For every morphism f : S — M, ., the pullback of Z,, — Mg,
along f is the family of n-pointed stable curves over S corresponding to f. It follows
that Z,,, — ﬂg,n is proper, flat and has connected fibers of dimension 1, and that
its restriction to 771 (M, ) is smooth.

Knudsen [22] constructed a contraction morphism ¢ : My 41 — Z,, and a
stabilization morphism s : Z,, — ﬂgmH which are compatible with 7 and the
morphism Mg 11 — My, which forgets the last section. He then proved that
¢ and s are inverse to each other in [22, Corollary 2.6]. The forgetful morphism
ﬂg,nﬂ — ﬂgyn is defined as the composition 7 o c.
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(a) We may factor the morphism M, ,, — M, as a composition
My — Myt = e Mg — M,

By the previous discussion, every intermediate map is proper, flat, and has con-
nected fibers of dimension 1. It follows immediately that M, , — M, is proper,
flat and has connected fibers of dimension n.

(b) Let &5, — Mg be the n-fold fibered product of the forgetful morphism
Mgy1 — Mg, The fiber of £, — My at [C] is isomorphic to C". We can view
Eg.n as the stack parametrizing smooth curves of genus g with n sections that are
allowed to cross each other. We have an open embedding M ,, — &, ., over My,
as the locus where the sections are disjoint. It follows that the fiber of M, ,, = M,
at [C] is the complement of the fat diagonal in C™, i.e. it is F(C,n).

In [I3] p. 194-195], the Fulton-MacPherson compactification of F(C,n) is de-
scribed as the moduli space of all configurations of n distinct smooth points on C'
with trees of P! such that the resulting pointed nodal curve has finite automor-
phism group, up to projective equivalence on the rational curves. These are exactly
the configurations that are parametrized by the fiber of the forgetful morphism
Mg, — M, at [C]; see also [30, p. 195].

(¢) The morphism M}!, — M, is flat because it is the pullback of My, — M,
along the open embedding M, < M,. By (b) its fibers are the Fulton-MacPherson
compactifications, which are smooth.

(d) This follows immediately from (c). O

Let g > 2 be an integer. A hyperelliptic curve C of genus g is a smooth complete
curve admitting a morphism C — P' of degree 2. Equivalently, there exists an
involution o of C' with quotient the projective line. It is a classical fact that such
o is unique: it is called the hyperelliptic involution of C.

Let H, be the closed substack of Mg, with reduced structure, parametrizing
hyperelliptic curves of genus g. Both H, and its Zariski closure H, in M, are
smooth and irreducible of dimension 2g — 1; see [3, Lemma XI.6.15, Exercise XII.C-
1], and [][Corollary 4.7] for a presentation of H, as a quotient stack. A stable
curve C is defined to be hyperelliptic if it admits an involution ¢ with only isolated
fixed points and such that the quotient C/ {¢) is a nodal curve of genus 0; see [3], p.
101]. Such an involution is again unique and is called the hyperelliptic involution;
see [3, Lemma X.3.5]. By [3, Lemma X1.6.14], the points of H,, correspond exactly
to stable hyperelliptic curves.

We denote by Iy the hyperelliptic mapping class group. It is a standard fact that
‘H, may be constructed as an orbifold quotient of a contractible analytic subspace
of the Teichmiiller space T, by the action of T'y; see [14] or [24] §1, §3.2]. Therefore,
M, is an Eilenberg-Maclane space K (I'g, 1), in the sense of orbifolds.

The stack Hg4,, parametrizes smooth hyperelliptic curves of genus g, together
with n distinct marked points. We denote by H,, the coarse moduli space of
Hgyn. We define the stack Hgy, as the inverse image of H, under the forgetful
morphism ﬂgyn — ﬂg, with the reduced structure. Recall that the definition of
the forgetful morphism involves a contraction procedure; see [3] §X.6]. In other
words, an n-pointed stable curve of genus g belongs to H,.,, if and only if, after
forgetting its markings and contracting its unstable components, one obtains a
stable hyperelliptic curve. We denote by Fgﬁn the coarse moduli space of gg,n.
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Let ’H,gtn be the moduli stack of hyperelliptic curves with rational tails. It is the
inverse image of H, under the forgetful morphism M ,, — M,.

Proposition 2.2. Let g > 2 and n > 0.

(a) The forgetful morphism Hgy. — Hy is universally open and has connected
fibers of dimension n.

(b) If C is a smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus g, the fiber of Hyn — Hy at
[C] € Hq is isomorphic to F(C,n), and the fiber of Hgpn — Hy at [C] is
the Fulton-MacPherson compactification of F(C,n).

(¢) The forgetful morphism H;fn — Hg 1is proper, smooth, and has irreducible
fibers.

(d) The forgetful morphism Hg,, — Hg is smooth.

(e) The stacks H!', and Mgy, are smooth and irreducible.

g,n

(f) The stack H,,p is irreducible, and it is the closure of Hg, inside My p.

Proof. (a) By Lemma 21a), the forgetful morphism M,, — M, is flat, hence
universally open. It follows that gg,n — ﬂg is open (openness is a topological
property, so it holds even if we have given ﬂg,n the reduced structure), and has
connected fibers of dimension n.

(b) This follows immediately from Lemma 2.IIb).

(c) The morphism H}', — H, is the base change of M}’
inclusion Hy < M, hence it is smooth by Lemma 2.1 c).

(d) This follows immediately from (c).

(e) As Hy,p, is open in H}',, it suffices to prove the claim for #’,. We know
that #, is smooth and irreducible. By (a), the forgetful morphism H}, — H, is
open, and by (b) the fibers of H,,, — H, are irreducible. The conclusion follows
from [31], 004Z].

(f) By (e) it is enough to show that H,., is the dense in H,,. Let U C H,p
be a non-empty open substack. By (a), the image of & under H,,, — H, is open
and non-empty, hence it intersects Hy. It follows that U/ intersects ’H;‘fn. By (e),
Hj!, is irreducible. Since H, p, is open in H}',, we conclude that U intersects Hg. p
non-trivially. This shows that H,.,, is the dense in H,,,,, as desired. 0

— M, along the

If X is a topological stack, the singular (Betti) homology and cohomology of X
are defined; see [5l Definition 33]. We briefly sketch the definition, referring the
reader to [Bl p. 22, p. 27-28] for the details. One fixes a groupoid presentation of X,
takes the associated simplicial nerve, and constructs a double complex by applying
the singular chain complex functor in each degree. The total complex C,(X') associ-
ated to this double complex is, by definition, the singular chain complex associated
to the groupoid presentation. By definition, the homology of X" is the homology of
Ce(X), and the cohomology of X is the homology of the dual complex of C,(X).

In this paper, we will be exclusively interested in cohomology with rational co-
efficients of X', which we denote by H*(X,Q).

Proposition 2.3. Let X be a Deligne-Mumford stack with coarse moduli space
m: X — X.
(a) The induced map 7* : H*(X,Q) — H*(X,Q) is an isomorphism.
(b) If X is pure-dimensional, the induced map 7 : Cl(X)g — Cl(X)qg is an
isomorphism.
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(c) Let X be one of X = Mgy, My, Hgn. Then the induced maps ©* :
Pic(X)g — Pic(X)q, are isomorphisms.

Proof. (a) See [5, Proposition 36].

(b) This is a particular case of [35, Proposition 6.1].

(c) See [3, Lemma XII1.6.6] for a proof in the case of M, , and My, the case
of Hg . being entirely analogous (another reference is [17, Proposition 3.88]). O

3. COHOMOLOGY OF FIBERS OF THE FORGETFUL MORPHISM

We will understand the low dimensional cohomology of H, , by relating it to
the cohomology of H, via the Leray spectral sequence for the forgetful morphism
Tn : Hgn — Hg. In order to do so, we must first understand the cohomology of
the fibers of m,. By Proposition 2.2 the map m, is smooth, and for every point
[C] € Hg, the fiber 7, 1([C]) is the ordered configuration space F(C,n).

Let n,r > 0 and X be an oriented manifold of dimension r. Let pr; : X™ — X be
the projection onto the i-th factor, and pr;; : X™ — X2 be the projection onto the
i-th and j-th factors. Denote by A the class of the Poincaré dual of the diagonal in
H"(X?% Q). Let (Ex(n),d) be the differential bigraded commutative algebra given
by H®(X™, Q)[Gij]1<i,j<n Where elements of H*(X",Q) have degree (i,0) and the
variables G;; have degree (0,r — 1), subject to the following relations:

Gii =0,

G =0,

Gij = (=1)"Gji,

GijGik + G Gji + GriGrj = 0,

Gij(prj a —prja) =0,

for any 4,j and for any o € H*(X",Q). The differential is defined by d(G;;) =
pr;;(A) and d(a) =0 for a € H*(X",Q).

Proposition 3.1. (Totaro) Let X be an oriented manifold of dimension r. Then
the differential bigraded algebra Ex(n) is isomorphic to the E,.-page of the Leray
spectral sequence for F(X,n) < X™. The E,.-page is the first page of the spectral
sequence with non-trivial differentials.

Proof. |34, Theorem 1, Theorem 2]. O

Proposition 3.2. (Totaro) If X is a smooth projective variety over the complex
numbers, every differential in the Leray spectral sequence for F(X,n) — X" ex-
cept d, vanishes, and the rational cohomology of F(X,n) is the cohomology of
(Ex(n),d).

Proof. |34, Theorem 3]. O

We will apply these results to the case where X = C is a smooth hyperelliptic
curve of genus g (so r = 2). By the Kiinneth Formula:

(3.1) H*(C",Q) = H*(C,Q)®" @ (H'(C,Q)**)®
Fix a point p of C. For i = 1,...,n, let v; := pri([p]), where [p] € H*(C,Q)
is the Poincaré dual of the class of p in Hy(C,Q). In (BIl), the homomorphisms
H?(C,Q) < H?*(C™,Q) are induced by the projections pr; : C" — C. It follows

that under the isomorphism (B.]), 7; is a generator for the i-th summand H?(C, Q)
inside H*(C™,Q).

n(n—1)
2
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Denote by A’ the projection to H(C,Q)®? of A with respect to the Kiinneth
decomposition

(3-2) H*(C* Q)= H(C,Q)** @ H'(C,Q)*?,
and set 7;; := prj;(A’). The inclusions H'(C,Q)*? — H?(C",Q) factor as
H'(C,Q)%* = H*(C?,Q) » H*(C",Q),

where the maps on the left are cross products, and the maps on the right are induced
by the projections pr;; : C" — C?; see [I8, Appendix 3.3.B].

Lemma 3.3. (a) The v; and the 7y;; generate the same subspace as the ~y; and
pr?j(A)-
(b) The ~y; and the prj;(A) (for i < j) are linearly independent.

Proof. (a) With respect to (3.2) we have A — A" € H*(C,Q)®?, therefore prj;(A) —
7i; is a linear combination of y; and ;.

(b) By what we have said above, under the isomorphism (B.I]) each summand
H?(C,Q) contains exactly one of the ~;, and each H*(C,Q)®? contains exactly one

of the ~;;, therefore the ~; and ~;; are linearly independent. Now (b) follows from
(a). O

Lemma 3.4. Let C' be a smooth curve, and consider the Leray spectral sequence
forv: F(C,n) — C".
(a) A basis for the image of dy" is given by the classes pry;(A) in H*(C™, Q),
where 1 < i < j < n.
(b) The differentials dy" and ds® are injective.

Proof. By Proposition Bl we may identify the Fs-page of the Leray spectral se-
quence for ¢ with (Ec(n),d).

By definition, Ec(n)%! is the Q-vector space with basis G;j, where 1 <i < j <n
(recall that Gi; = Gj;, since = 2 is even). Moreover, dy' (Gy;) = pry;(A). The
Gij (for i < j) form a basis of Ec(n)*!, and by Lemma B3(b) the pr};(A) are
linearly independent (for i < j). We deduce that the differential d3'" is injective
and that the prfj(A) form a basis of the image of dg’l. By Proposition 3] this
proves (a) and the injectivity of dy'.

We now prove that dy” is injective. The vector space Ec(n)®? has a basis
consisting of the G;;Ghy, where ¢ < j, and ¢ < h < k, together with the G;; G,
where i < j and i # k. We identify Ec(n)*! with H2(C™, Q) ® (Gi;) For
every 1, j, h, k, we have

dy*(GijGnr) = dy (Gij)Gur — Gizdy (Ghr) = pry;(A) @ Gar — prig(A) @ Gyj.
Consider an element G = Y a;jnkGijGri + D bijrGijGik, where the indices satisfy

the conditions above. Fix p < ¢, and consider the projection G, , of dg’Q(G) to the
summand H?(C™, Q) ® (Gpy) = H*(C™, Q). We have

(3.3) G;q = Z €pghkpghk PThj (A) + Z €pakbpqk pr;k (A) € H? (c",Q),
h.k k

1<i<j<n’

where €pqkn, €pgr € {£1}. By Lemma [B3(b), the pr}, (A) (for u < v) are linearly
independent. In the first sum of ([B.3]) we are considering pairs (h, k) such that
p < h < k, and in the second sum k < p. Thus, (3.3) is an irredundant linear
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combination of the pr*,(A) (for u < v). Assume now that dy?(G) = 0. Then
Gy = 0, and 50 apgni = bpr = 0. Letting p,q vary, we see that G = 0. We

conclude that dg’2 is injective, as desired. 0

A presentation of the hyperelliptic mapping class group I'y was given by Birman
and Hilden in [6]. There are 2g+ 1 generators (i, ..., (2g+1. We refer the reader to
[32, §2.2] for the statement of the theorem. For the convenience of the reader, we
transcribe the description of the images Z1, ..., Za441 of the generators under the
modular representation

p:Ty — Sp(29,Z).
The homomorphism p is given by considering the action of I'y on H1(C, Z), in the co-
ordinates given by the standard symplectic basis ay, ..., aq,b1,...,bq for Hi(C,Z).
Let

1 0 0 O
11 1 0 -11 1 0
a=(o1) =L))o= 0
1 0 -1 1
Denote by I, the m x m identity matrix. Using the standard symplectic basis
a1y ...,0q,01,...,by for H1(C,Z), we can write
Zoy=Ino®A® Iy o (1<1<yg)
Zl =B® I2g—2

Zogy1 = Iag 2@ B
Zoyg1 =Ipi—2o ®C D Iog_9i—2 (1<1<g-—1)
The group of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of C' naturally acts on C,
so it acts on C™ and on the fat diagonal of C™, hence on F(C,n) and therefore on
H*(F(C,n),Q). The subgroup of diffeomorphisms that are isotopic to the identity

of C acts trivially on H*(F(C,n),Q), hence we obtain an induced action of the
mapping class group on H*(F(C;n),Q), and a fortiori of its subgroup T',,.

Lemma 3.5. Let A’ be the projection of the Poincaré dual of the class of the
diagonal in C x C to H'(C,Q)®? under the decomposition [F3). Then the T'y-

invariant subspace of H'(C,Q)®? is exactly the one-dimensional subspace generated

by A

Proof. Using the standard symplectic basis aq,...,aq,b1,...,by for Hi(C,Z), we
may represent an element o of Hy(C,Q)®? as a square matrix P of size 2g. In these
coordinates, if o is I'g-invariant, then P satisfies

ZPZ' = P for every Z € p(Ty).
In particular, by considering Z = Z;, Zi_l, fori=1,...,29 4+ 1, we see that
Z;PZ! =Z!PZ; =P, i=1,...,29+1.
Let J be the 2 x 2 matrix
0 -1
J = (1 . )

We now impose the condition Z;PZ! = Z!PZ; = P for each i. In principle, it
suffices to impose the conditions Z;PZ! = P, however the computations become
trickier.
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0| Q@ HYC™Q) W

FIGURE 1. Ejs-page of the Leray spectral sequence for F(C,n) < C"

1=2,...,2g: P is a block diagonal matrix, with g blocks of size 2.

i = 1: the first block of P is a multiple of J.

i =2g + 1: the last block of P is a multiple of J.

i=2,...,2g — 1: every block is a multiple of J, and with the same coefficient.

Therefore, the invariants form a one-dimensional vector space, generated by the

Poincaré dual of
g
Z a; N\ b;.
i=1

By [26] Theorem 11.11], this is exactly A’. O

We are ready to prove the main results of this section. They concern the Aut(C')-
invariants and the I'g-invariants in H*(F'(C,n), Q).

Proposition 3.6. Let C' be a smooth hyperelliptic curve, let n > 0, and denote by
t: F(C,n) — C™ the natural open embedding.

(a) The pullback v* : HY(C™, Q) — H*(F(C,n),Q) is an isomorphism. More-
over, the natural action of Aut(C) on H'(F(C,n),Q) has no non-zero in-
variants.

(b) The vector space H*(C™,Q)"s has a basis given by ~; and prj;(A) (for
1<)

(¢) The pullback * : H*(C™,Q) — H2(F(C,n),Q) induces a surjective map
H2(C™,Q)'s — H?(F(C,n),Q)'s. Moreover, 1*(v1),...,t* () is a basis
for H?(F(C,n),Q)"s.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1l we may identify the Leray spectral sequence for the
inclusion F(C,n) < C™ with (Ec(n),d). By Lemma [B4] after applying the differ-
ential do, the spectral sequence becomes as in Figure 1.

In the figure, V is a subspace of Ec(n)b! = HY(C™, Q) ® (Gij;) and

1<i<j<n?
W = H*(C™,Q)/Imdy".
Recall that in the Leray spectral sequence for a map f : X — Y the edge

homomorphisms H?(Y,Q) — HP(X,Q) on the p-axis coincide with the usual pull-
back in cohomology f*. By Proposition B.2l we deduce that * : H'(C", Q) —
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HY(F(C,n),Q) is an isomorphism, and we obtain a short exact sequence
(3.4) 0—W — H*(F(C,n),Q) — V = 0.

The composition H2(C", Q) — W — H?(F(C,n),Q) is given by pullback in coho-
mology.

If G is a group acting on C through homeomorphisms, then G acts diagonally
on C™ and on F(C,n), therefore it acts on the cohomology of C,C™ and F(C,n).
By the functoriality of the Leray spectral sequence, G acts on the spectral sequence
as well, and this action is compatible with the natural action on Ex(n), given by
acting trivially on the variables G;;. Therefore, the isomorphism * : H(C™, Q) —
HY(F(C,n),Q) is G-equivariant. Moreover, G acts on V and W, and the short
exact sequence of (34 is compatible with the G-action.

[(a)] We have already shown that .* : H'(C™,Q) — H*(F(C,n),Q) is an Aut(C)-
equivariant isomorphism. To show that H'(F(C,n),Q)A"() = 0, it suffices to
show that H'(C™, Q)A"(®) = 0. By the Kiinneth formula, we have an Aut(C)-
equivariant isomorphism H*(C", Q) = H'(C,Q)®", hence it is enough to show that
HY(C,Q)A"(€) = 0. Let o be the (algebraic) hyperelliptic involution of C. Tt is
an algebraic automorphism of C, and the quotient C/ (o) is isomorphic to P*. We
have

HY(C,Q)' = H'([C/ (0)],Q) = H'(C/ (0),Q) = H'(P',Q) = 0.

Here [C/ (0)] is a quotient stack, and the second isomorphism comes from Propo-
sition 23(a).

[(b)] The decomposition (B.0]) is I'y-equivariant. The summands H?(C,Q) are
clearly T'j-invariant, and (H'(C,Q)®%*)"s = QA’ by Lemma Looking back
at the definitions of v; and 7;; given after (3.1, we deduce that H2(C™,Q)"s is
generated by the v; and the v;; (i < j). By Lemma[3.3] we deduce that the v; and
the pr};(A) (for i < j) are a basis of H*(C™,Q)".

The group of orientation-preserving diffeomorphisms of C' acts on C, hence
on ([34). Diffeomorphisms that are isotopic to the identity act trivially on (34, so
we obtain an action of I'y. Taking I'g-invariants, we obtain an exact sequence

(3.5) 0— Wl & H2(F(C,n),Q)'s — VT,

Denote by 7 € I'y the hyperelliptic involution of C, in the sense of topology. It is
an element of T'y that acts on H'(C,Q) by —id; see [12, p. 215-216]. In particular,
H'(C,Q){" =0, and so H'(C™,Q)"s = (H*(C™,Q)®™")''s = 0. As V is a subspace
of HY(C™, Q) ® (Gij)1<icj<ns we deduce that V%s = 0. Combining this with (3.5,
we deduce that ¢ is an isomorphism. Consider the short exact sequence

(3.6) 0— H(C™, Q) ® (Gyj) ﬁHQ(C”,Q) W =0

which defines W. The first term of (B.0]) is a trivial I';-module. By [I9, Corol-
lary 3.3], H'(I';,Q) = 0, so [B.6) stays exact after taking I'y-invariants. By
[} H?*(C™, Q)" has a basis consisting of v; and prj;(A) (for i < j), and by
Lemma B4{(a) the image of dy' is generated by the prj;(A). Therefore, the surjec-
tive linear map H?(C™, Q)'s — W' sends 71, . ..,7, to a basis of WT's | as desired.
Since @ is an isomorphism, we conclude that the composition

o H2(Cn7Q)Fg — WTe £y HQ(F(C, n%(@)h@

i<j
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is surjective and sends 71, . ..,7, to a basis of H2(F(C,n),Q)'s, as desired. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1(A)

Let m, : Hg,n — Hq4 be the natural forgetful morphism. We intend to compute
H'(Hg ., Q) and H*(Hg,n, Q) using the Leray spectral sequence for m,,.

Recall that if f : E — X is a (topologically) locally trivial orbifold fibration, then
for any g > 0 the sheaf RIf.Q is a local system on X; see [29] §2]. The morphism
Mg n = M,y is a locally trivial orbifold fibration: it is enough to show this for
Mg ny1 = Mg, in which case the result follows from embedding Mg 11 in the
universal curve Z, , over M, ,,, which is a locally trivial fibration by Ehresmann’s
theorem. Thus, the sheaves R9m,, ,Q are local systems on H,. They satisfy

(RqT"n*Q)[C] = H1 (F(Cv n)? Q)
for every point [C] € H,.

Lemma 4.1. We have 7,,Q = Q. Furthermore

Q ifp=0,

Hp(,Hgaﬂ'n*Q):Hp(,HgaQ): {0 ifp>0.

Proof. For every point [C] € H,, the fiber of the local system ,,,Q at C is given by
H°(F(C,n),Q). This is canonically isomorphic to Q because F(C,n) is connected.
Therefore, the local system 7,,Q corresponds to the trivial one-dimensional repre-
sentation of the orbifold fundamental group of Hg4, so 7,,Q = Q.

By [20, Theorem 2.13], H, has the rational cohomology of a point, so the result
follows. O

Lemma 4.2. We have H*(H,, R'7,,Q) = 0.

Proof. Let V := R'm,,Q. Denote by f : H, — H, the structure morphism to
the coarse moduli space. We wish to compute H®(#4, V') using the Leray spectral
sequence for f and V:

B = HY(Hy, RUL.V) = HPV (M, V).

It is enough to show that all terms in the Es-page of the spectral sequence are zero.
To prove this, it suffices in turn to show that R?f.,V = 0 for every ¢ > 0. Let
C be a hyperelliptic curve. The fiber of f above [C] € H, is the classifying space
B Aut(C). This implies that the fiber of RIf.V at [C] is

HY(BAut(C), H' (F(C,n),Q)) = HY(Aut(C), H' (F(C,n),Q)).

On the right hand side we are considering group cohomology, where Aut(C) acts
diagonally on F(C,n). Since the coefficient module is a Q-vector space and Aut(C')
is finite by Hurwitz’s theorem [I, Exercise 1.F], group cohomology vanishes for
q > 0. Therefore, R,V = 0 for every ¢ > 0. By Proposition B.6(a),

H°(Aut(C), H'(F(C,n),Q)) = H (F(C,n),Q)A"(¢) =0,
so RO,V =0 as well. O
We now come to the main result of this section, which implies Theorem [[T[a).

Proposition 4.3. We have:
(a) H' (Hg,nv Q) =0;
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(b) Pic(Hgn)o = H*(Hgn, Q) has a basis given by 1-classes.

Proof. We consider the Leray spectral sequence for m,:

EPY = HP(Hy, RIQ) = HP (M, Q).
The combination of Lemma A1 and Lemma [£2] shows that in the Es-page the first
two rows are zero, with the exception of (0,0). It follows that

H'(Hgn, Q) =0
and that the edge homomorphism
0 H*(Hgn, Q) — H(Hy, R?7,. Q)

is an isomorphism. Recall that in the Leray spectral sequence for amap f: X — Y,
the edge homomorphisms HY(X,Q) — H°(Y, R:f.Q) on the g-axis are given by
sending a cohomology class a € HI(X,Q) to the section p — a|s-1(,) of RIf.Q.
Since H, is an orbifold K (T'y, 1), associating to a finite-dimensional local system
over H, its fiber at [C] € H, gives a correspondence between finite-dimensional
local systems and finite-dimensional I'g-representations. Moreover, the cohomology
of a local system over H, coincides with the group cohomology of the associated
I'g-representation. Therefore

H°(H,, R*r,,Q) = H°(T,, H*(F(C,n),Q)) = H*(F(C,n),Q)".

Since the first Chern class ¢;(-) commutes with pullbacks, we have a commutative
diagram

Pic(Hgn)o 2 Pic(F(C,n))g

lcl(') lcl(‘)

H?* My, Q) —2— HO(H,, R2f.Q) —Z— H?(F(C,n),Q),

where p and o are given by restriction to 7, }([C]) = F(C,n).

Let 91, ..., %, € Pic(Hg4 p) be the restriction of the ¢)-classes to the hyperelliptic
locus. Recall that, by definition, v; is the class of the line bundle £; on H,,, which
to a family X — S in H,,,(S) with sections o1, ..., 0, associates the line bundle
ofwx/s. The restriction p(L;) of £; to m,*([C]) = F(C,n) is given by the pullback
of the canonical line bundle of C along the composition

F(C,n) < cm 25 ¢

Since H2(C,Q) = Q, the canonical class of C is a non-zero scalar multiple of the
Poincaré dual of the class of a point. Pulling back to F(C,n), we see that ¢1(p(L;))
restricts to a scalar multiple of t*(7;). From the commutativity of the diagram,
we see that ¢1(1);) is a non-zero scalar multiple of ¢*(v;). By Proposition B.6(c),
(Y1)y -, U5 () is a basis of H2(F(C,n),Q)'s. Therefore, H*(Hgn, Q) has di-
mension n, and ¢1(¢1),...,c1(¢y) is a basis of H2(Hgn, Q).

Recall from Proposition 23] that H,,, and its coarse space H, , have the same
rational cohomology and rational Picard group. The exponential sequence for H ,,
(see [9, §2.8]) gives

oo HY(Hy o, Z) — H' (Hy 0, O, ) — Pic(Hy ) < H2(H,y 0, Z) — -
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where ¢;(+) is given by the first Chern class. Recall that H'(Hy,,Z) is a full
lattice in H'(Hy,,, Op, ). By Proposition E3(a) and Proposition 23(a), we have
HY(Hyn,Z)g = H' (Hy,,Q) = 0, thus H*(Hgn, O, ,) = 0. It follows that the
rational Chern class Pic(H,,)o — H*(Hy,, Q) is injective. It is also surjective,
since H2(H, ,, Q) is generated by the first Chern classes of the 1-classes. O

5. DESCRIPTION OF THE BOUNDARY

Proposition 5.1. The group Cl(Hyn)g is generated by 1-classes and boundary
divisors.

Proof. By Proposition @3] Pic(Hg.n)o = Cl(Hyn)g is generated by 1)-classes. The
conclusion immediately follows from the consideration of the excision exact sequence

eQDy, — Cl(ﬁg,n)Q - CI(IHgyn)Q -0,
where Dy, are the codimension 1 components of the boundary of H, ,,; see [35, p.
614], or |25 Proposition 2.4.1]. O

In order to complete the proof of Theorem [[LT(b), we must study the geometry
of the boundary of H,., and prove that t-classes and classes of boundary divisors
are linearly independent. Our analysis requires some basic deformation theory, as
explained, for example, in [3, Chapter XI] and [10].

Recall the product decomposition for an irreducible boundary divisor of ﬂg,n
as the image of a finite morphism from a product of moduli of curves with smaller
genus and number of markings; see [22] or [3, §X.10, §XII.10] for detailed proofs.
Informally, there is an irreducible boundary divisor Diy.,.n, which is the image of
the finite map

Dy - Mg—1my2 = Mg
that glues the last two sections to a node. Moreover, there is an irreducible bound-
ary divisor D; 7, which is the image of the finite morphism

gDi,I : Mi,IU{nJrl} X Mgfi,ICU{nJrQ} — Mg,n
that glues the two curves along the sections 0,41 and g,42, for every 0 < i < %
and I C {1,...,n} such that the domain of {p,, is non-empty. These divisors
are the irreducible components of 3ﬂg7n, and the morphisms are called clutching
morphisms. More generally, ﬂgyn can be stratified by topological type, and there
is a similarly defined clutching map £a for every stratum A.

We also recall the structure of the boundary of H,. We refer the reader to [3|
§X.3, §XTIIL.8] for a more thorough discussion. For a stable curve C, and nodes
qi,---,q- of C, denote by éql,,,,,qr the partial normalization of C' at ¢1, ..., ¢,. The
irreducible divisor 7, parametrizes stable hyperelliptic curves C' with at least one
non-separating node ¢, that is, such that 611 is connected. For every 1 < i < 4,

the irreducible divisor §; parametrizes curves C' admitting a node ¢ such that C~’q
is the disjoint union of two curves of genera ¢ and g — ¢. Such a node is necessarily
fixed by the hyperelliptic involution of C, i.e., it is a Weierstrass point. Lastly, for
1< < 9%1, there is an irreducible divisor 7; parametrizing curves C' having two

nodes ¢; and ¢s that are conjugated by the involution, and such that @Mz is the
disjoint union of two curves of genera ¢ and g —¢ — 1. In the first two cases, we say
that ¢ is a node of type 7, or d;, and in the third case we say that ¢; and ¢o are
a pair of nodes of type n;; c.f. [3, p. 102].
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Our purpose is now to generalize this description to the boundary of gg,n, for
a fixed integer n > 1. We will do so by considering the inverse images of the
boundary divisors of H, under the forgetful morphism 7, : Hy, — H,. Recall
from Proposition that 7, is open. From now on, we denote by I a subset of
{1,...,n}.

Recall that we denote by ’H,gtn the moduli stack of hyperelliptic curves with
rational tails. The complement H’, \ Hyp is a union of irreducible divisors & ,
parametrizing curves having rational tails marked by I, for every I having at least
two elements (so that the resulting pointed curves are stable); see [33, §1]. We
denote by 8o 1 the divisors of H, ,, given by the closure of 80.1-

Let now D be an irreducible divisor of H, , mapping to the boundary of H,.
If D maps to some §; then D is a component of 7, !(§;). The fiber above a point
[C] € 0; contains the ordered configuration space F'(C,n) as a dense open subspace.
Here F(C,n) is defined in the same way as for smooth curves. Since a general curve
parametrized by §; has exactly two components, the general fiber of 7, over §; has
2" components. By Proposition Z2(a), Tnlr-15,) 7. 1(8;) — J; is open, hence
every irreducible component of 7, ' (;) dominates §;. By [31, Tag 0554], we deduce
that 7,1 (d;) has at most 2" irreducible components.

We now claim that 7, *(8;) has exactly 2" irreducible components. To prove this,
it is enough to exhibit 2" disjoint open subsets of 7, *(§;) and take their closures.
For every I C {1,...,n}, denote by 5” the set of points of 7, 1(§;) corresponding
to hyperelliptic curves C' obtained by glueing two smooth hyperelliptic curves C
and Cy of genera ¢ and g — i at one point (necessarily a Weierstrass point for C),
and such that ¢; € C1 if j € [ and ¢; € Cy if j € I°.

Note that 51 1 # 0 for any choice of I, because the divisor §; is defined only
for i > 1. Moreover, a point of 7, 1(d;) belongs to 5” if and only if it belongs to
Im¢p, ; and it does not belong to Im {p for any D # D; ;. The curves parametrized
by 7, 1(d;) are all singular, hence they belong to at least one Im&p. This shows
that

bir=m )\ () (mép Nt ().

D#Di.1
By [22, Corollary 3.9] the clutching morphisms are finite, hence Im &p N7, 1(5;) is
closed in 7, *(8;), and so 5” is open in 7, 1 (d;). Therefore, the 5” are 2" pairwise
disjoint open subspaces of 7, }(8;). If we denote by &; ; the closure of 51-_’1, we have
shown that

(51) ﬁ;l(éi) = U 61')]

is the irredundant decomposition of 7, (§;) in irreducible components. For every
I, the general fiber of 7,|s, , : d;;;7 — &; has dimension n, hence every d;; is an

irreducible divisor of the boundary of H, .
A similar reasoning shows that, for ¢ > 1,

(52) )= U mr
IC{1,....n}

where every n; y is an divisor of ﬁgyn. A general point of ;  represents a pointed hy-
perelliptic curve (C;p1, ..., p,) obtained by joining two smooth hyperelliptic curves
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C1 and C of genera ¢ and g — ¢ at two points that are conjugated under the invo-
lution of C, and p; € C if and only if j € I. In this case, the role of D; 1 is taken
up by the stratum A corresponding to this topological type. Finally, if ¢ = 0 and
C is a general curve parametrized by 1;.-, then C' is irreducible. It follows that in
this case 7, *([C]) is irreducible of dimension n, so by [31, 004Z]

(53) ?7:1 (771'7"7“) = Nirr,n

is an irreducible divisor of H,,. We have obtained the following description of the
boundary of H. .

Proposition 5.2. The boundary of gg,n is a divisor. Let D C gg,n be an irre-
ducible boundary divisor, and let (C;p1,...,pn) be a general curve parametrized by
D. Then exactly one of the following holds.

(i) We have D = §;1 for some 0 < i < § and some I C {1,...,n}, C is
obtained by glueing two smooth hyperelliptic curves C1 and Cy of genera i
and g — 1 at a Weierstrass point, and p; € Cy if and only if j € I.

(i) We have D = n; 1 for some 1 < i < % and some I C {1,...,n}, C is
obtained by glueing two smooth irreducible curves Cy and Ca of genera i
and g—1 at a pair of points switched by the involutions, and p; € Cy if and
only if jel.

(iii) We have D = nipp.n, C is irreducible and has exactly one node.

If D is of the form d¢.1, a general point of D belongs to ’H;fn. Otherwise, a
general curve parametrized by D is stable even after removing the marked points.

The purpose of this section is to determine the class of the restriction of each
boundary divisor of My, in Cl(Hgn)g. If (C;p1,...,pn) is a stable n-pointed

curve, we denote by D = (p1,...,pn) the ordered n-uple of markings, and we write
(C; D) for (C;p1,...,pn). We denote by ® : M, ,, — M, the forgetful morphism.
Recall that if (X — S;01,...,0,) is a family of pointed nodal curves, the locus

of points in S having stable fiber is open; see [3| Lemma X.3.4]. It follows that
there exists an open substack ﬂ;n of M., parametrizing curves (C; D) such that

C is stable as an unmarked curve. Clearly M, , is contained in ﬂ;n.
Lemma 5.3. The restriction of ® to ﬂ;n s smooth.

Proof. We must show that for every (C; D) € M, ,, such that C is stable as a curve
without marked points, the differential d®(¢,py of ® at (C; D) is surjective.

We will use the theory of first order deformations of nodal curves; see e.g. [3
§X1.3]. We have the local-to-global Ext spectral sequences

Ey? = HP(C,Ext1(Q¢, Oc(=D))) = HP(Qg, Oc(=D)),
EDT = HP(C,Ext1(QL, Oc)) = HPT(QL, Oc).

The inclusion O¢(—D) — O¢ induces a homomorphism from the first spectral
sequence to the second. Since C'is a curve,

H?*(C,Homo (2, 00)) = H*(C, Homo. (2, Oc(—D))) = 0.

Considering the associated five-term short exact sequences, we obtain by functori-
ality a commutative diagram with exact rows:
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0 —— HYC,Homo (%, Oc(-D))) —— Ext}QG(QlC,Oc(fD)) — HO(C, Eatp,, (24, 0c(=D))) —— 0

! | !

0 —— HY(C, Homo (Q, Oc)) —— Extp, (4, 0c) ——— HO(C, Extl, (L, Oc)) —— 0.

Here the vertical maps are canonically induced from the inclusion O¢(—D) — Oc¢.
Let v : C — C be the normalization of C, D = v~Y(D), and R be the inverse
image of the nodes of C. Since C' is stable as an unmarked curve, (C; D) maps to
[C] in M. An elementary computation shows that Homo, (2%, Oc) = viTe(—R)
and Homo, (25, Oc(—D)) = v,T5(~D — R); see [3, p. 182, p. 186]. The sheaves
Exty (5, Oc) and Exty, (U, Oc(—D)) are isomorphic and concentrated at the
nodes of C, and their global sections are given by @ node Extéc’q (Qlcyq, Oc¢,q); see
B, p. 179]. Finally, using the Kodaira-Spencer map, the homomorphism in the
middle may be identified with the differential d®c;py : T(C;D)ﬂg,n — T[c]ﬂg;
see [3, Theorem XI.3.17]. We have obtained the following commutative diagram:

0 —— HYC,Ta(~D — R)) — Exty, (%, Oc(—D)) —— &g node Extly,, (U, Ocg) — 0

l“’ ld%‘”’ H

0 —— HY(C,Tz(—R)) —— Extp, (L, Oc) —— g node Ext, (., Ocy) — 0.

where ¢ is induced from the natural inclusion ¢ : T@(—E — R) — T5z(—R). The
rows of this diagram appear in [3 XI.3 (3.14)]. By the snake lemma, to prove
the surjectivity of d®(¢,p) it is enough to show that ¢ is surjective. Consider the

following short exact sequence on C'
0= T=(~D — R) % T=(~D) — Og — 0.

Since Op is supported on a zero-dimensional locus, the associated cohomology long
exact sequence

- — HY(C,Tz(—D — R)) % HY(C,T5(~D)) — H*(C,0g) =0
shows the surjectivity of . O
Let H, ,, := HgnNM, . and define Uy, € Hg,, as the union of #, and H,, .

The stack Uy ,, is open in H, ,, and it contains H, . By Proposition 5.2 U, ., is
dense in every boundary divisor, hence its complement has codimension at least 2.

o
g,m’

Proposition 5.4. (a) The morphism Uy, — H, is smooth.
(b) The stack Uy, is smooth. In particular, Hy, is smooth in codimension
one.

Proof. (a) By Proposition22} the morphism #}’, — H, is smooth. The morphism
g;,n — H, is the base change of the morphism ﬂ;n — M, along the inclusion

H, — My, hence it is smooth by Lemma 5.3 As smoothness is a local property
on the domain, the proof is complete.

(b) This follows from (a) and the smoothness of #,. O

Let f: X — Y be a morphism of smooth Deligne-Mumford stacks over C, let
Z C Y be a smooth locally closed substack, and let ¢ € Z. We say that f and Z
are transverse at ¢ if for every point p in f~!(p) we have df (T,X) + T, Z = T,Y;
cf. [I1l p. 18] and [3]. By Proposition 5.4}, U, ., is smooth. The next two lemmas
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will show that U, ,, is transverse at every point to all the clutching morphisms &p,
where D is a boundary divisor of M, ,,.

Lemma 5.5. Let (C;D) € Uy, and let D be an irreducible boundary divisor of
My, containing (C; D). Then the clutching map Ep is transverse toUy ,, at (C; D).

Proof. It (C; D) € g;)n, it follows from Lemma that the forgetful morphism
® : My, — M, is an orbifold submersion at (C;D). If (C;D) € Hy',, by
Lemma 2T)c) the forgetful morphism ® is again an orbifold submersion around
(C; D). Since Hy,, = 1 (H,) (set-theoretically), U, is locally the inverse image

of H,. Therefore, in each case we obtain
Tio:p) Uy = Tio;p) @ (Hy) = dP 0.y (TcHy)-

By [22, Corollary 3.9], {p is unramified, so if p is a point of the domain of
&p mapping to (C; D), d(ép), is injective and Imd(ép), has codimension one in
Tic, D)ﬂgm. Therefore, to prove transversality of £p it suffices to show that there
is a vector v € T(¢,pyUy,n that does not belong to the image of d({p),. Since
(C; D) belongs to D, the curve C has at least one node, so consider a first-order
deformation of C' as a point of ﬁg that smooths all the nodes of C. Via the Kodaira-
Spencer map, this deformation corresponds to a tangent vector v € T[c]gg. By
Lemma [5.3] we may lift v to a vector w € T(¢;p)yUy,n. Since not all nodes may be
smoothed inside D, the vector w does not belong to Im d(ép)p. O

Let j : Hgn < My, be the natural inclusion, and let j* and 7}, denote the
composition Pic(Mg,)o — Pic(Hgn)o — Cl(Hgn)g. Recall that since we do
not know if H,, is smooth, we do not know if Pic(H,,)o — Cl(Hgn)o is an
isomorphism, or even injective.

Proposition 5.6. We have the following identities in Cl(Hg n)o:

j*Di,I = 51’,]; j*Dirr,n = Nirr,n +2 Zni,[-
i,

Proof. Since the complement of U, , has codimension 2 in H, ., the restriction map

Cl(Hg,n)o — ClUg,n)o

is an isomorphism. It thus suffices to prove the relations in Cl({y.)g-

Let (C; D) € My, let qi, ..., q, be the nodes of C, and let N be the dimension of
Extg o (Q4,0¢(—D)). We recall some standard facts on universal deformations of
n-pointed stable curves; good references on the topic are [I0, p. 82] (when n = 0),
or [I7, 3.B]. There exists a universal deformation (C' — Spec Oy; D) of (C; D)
with nodes ¢i, ... ., where O,y is the completed local ring of M, ,, at (C; D). The

ring Oy is (non-canonically) isomorphic to the ring of complex power series in N
variables. More precisely, one can find a presentation

Om ZCt1, .y trytrgty -5 tN]
such that for every i = 1,...,r we have
@C,(ﬁ = (C[[Ui,vi,tl, cee 7tN]]/(qu’L - tz)

for suitable u;, v;. Informally speaking, Spec Oy /(t;) is the locus where ¢; remains
a node.
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Assume now that (C;D) € Uy,. Since Uy, is locally closed in My, the
completed stalk O of U, at (C; D) is a quotient of Oy;. By Proposition [52(b),
Uy, is smooth, hence Oy is also a power series ring. If t € Oy, we denote by 7
its reduction in @H We also let m be the maximal ideal of @H If Z C ﬂgyn is a
locally closed substack passing through (C; D), we denote by Z its base change to
Spec Owu.

Let D be a boundary divisor through My, let Dy := D N Uy, let § be a
boundary divisor of U, , which appears as an irreducible component of Dy, and
assume that (C; D) € 4 is a general point. As M, ,, and Uy, are smooth, D and
§ are Cartier divisors in M,,, and U,,,, respectively. Since (C; D) is general,
is irreducible. Therefore, we have D = Spec Oy /(t) for some non-zero divisor t,
Dy = Spec O / (%), and § = Spec Op /(u) for some u such that (u) is a prime ideal
of @H

Since Dy is a Cartier divisor, we may compute the divisor class j*D by computing
the multiplicities of Dy at its irreducible components; see [31, Tags 0AZA, 0B05,
ODR4]. The multiplicity of Dy along § equals the length of the ring @DO)(; ~
(@H)(u)/(f), that is, the natural number a such that (t) = (u)* (note that (@H)(u)
is a discrete valuation ring with uniformizing parameter u). To conclude the proof,
it suffices to compute the number a in all cases.

Assume first that D = D; ;. Since D;; does not contain the general point of
any boundary divisor of Uy, other than &;; N Uy, we need only consider the
case when 6 = 0; 7 NUg . Then t = 1, and the image of dép, ; at (C; D) is the
hyperplane ¢; = 0 (recall that clutching maps are unramified by [22, Corollary
3.9]). By Lemma [£.5 we know that D; ; intersects U, ,, transversely at (C;D).
This means exactly that #; € m \ m?, and so we may complete 7; to a system of
regular parameters for Og. In particular, (f1) is a prime ideal, hence a = 1. This
proves the first equality.

Assume now that D = Dy, .. Set-theoretically, Diyy , N Uy, n coincides with the
union of all the 7,1 NUg n and Niprpn NUgpn. If & = Nipr NUyn, then ¢t = t; and
a = 1, the proof being identical to that of the previous case.

Consider the case when § = n; ; NUg,,,. Then t = t1t2, and the image of d¢p, ,
at (C; D) is the union of the hyperplanes t; = 0 and to = 0. By Lemma 5] the
clutching map &p,,, , is transverse to U, , at (C; D), hence both hyperplanes are
transverse to U, ,, at (C; D). As before, this means that #1,#2 € m\ m?, and so (f;)
and (f2) are prime ideals. It follows that (£;) = (u) = (%), hence (#1%2) = (u)? and
a = 2. This proves the second equality. (|

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L1(B)

To complete the proof of Theorem [[L1] we will use the method of test curves, as
explained in [I7] Lemma 3.94], in conjunction with Proposition

Proof of Theorem [L1l(b). By Proposition[5.1], it suffices to prove that -classes and

irreducible boundary divisors are linearly independent in Cl(#, ). Since Uy, is

smooth and its complement has codimension 2, we have Cl(H,.,)g = ClUyn)o =
Pic(Uy,n)g. Let

(6.1) D= Z a; i + Z bi,10i,1 + CirrnMirrn + Z ci, i1 € PicUgn)o
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and assume that D = 0. We may assume that all the coefficients are integers. We
will show that each coeflicient is zero by computing the degree of D on suitable
families of test curves. In order to compute degrees, we need to make sure that our
test families are entirely contained in Uy i,.

By Theorem [[T}(a), the ¢-classes are independent in Pic(H,,,)g, hence restric-
tion to Hgy,n, shows that a; = 0 for each ¢ =0,...,n. We split the rest of the proof
in several lemmas.

Lemma 6.1. We have bo; =0 if |I| = 2.

Proof. Let C be a smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus g, and let p1,...,p,—1 be
distinct points of C. Denote by X the blow-up of C'xC at (p1,p1), .-, (Pn—1, Pn—1)-
For 1 < h < n-—1, let oy, be the proper transform of {py} xC in X, and let o,, be the
proper transform of the diagonal in C' x C. Letting 7 : X — C be the composition
of the blow-up X — C' x C and the second projection C x C — C, we obtain
a family p; = (v : X — C;o01,...,0,) of n-pointed stable hyperelliptic curves of
genus g. Note that p; is contained in H’{,, hence in U, ,. By Proposition [5.6 and

g,m’

[17, Lemma 3.94], we see that for this family
60,{h.n}(P1) = 3" Do (hny(p1) = Oc(pr), 1<h<n-—1,

and all other divisors are trivial. We obtain the relation
n—1
Oc (> bo,(hnypn) = 0.
h=1
The points p;, € C were arbitrarily chosen, therefore by ¢,y = 0forh =1,...,n—1.

Changing order of the sections, we obtain by ; = 0 for every I of cardinality 2, as
desired. (]

Lemma 6.2. We have by,; =0 for every I such that |I| > 2.

Proof. Recall that in order for dg 1 to exist, we must have |I| > 2. Assume that I
does not contain n. Consider a smooth hyperelliptic curve C of genus g, a smooth
rational curve Cy, and let ¢; € C; and g2 € Cy. Consider distinct points p; on C;
different from g;, one for each j € I¢, j # n, and distinct points p, on Cy different
from g2, one for each h € I. Let X be the blow-up of C1 x C1 at (q1,¢1) and (p;,p;)
for all j € I¢, j # n. Glue X and Cy x C; along the proper transform of {¢1} x C;
in X and {¢g2} x C4. Let o; be the proper transform of {p;} x C; for j € I°, j # n,
let o, be the proper transform of {py} x C; for h € I, and let o, be the proper
transform of the diagonal of C; x C;. This gives a family (Y — Cy;01,...,04),
which we call po. Note that ps is entirely contained in H;tn

The glueing of the proper transform of {g;} x C; and {¢2} x C; corresponds to
a node ¢ in each fiber, such that o; belongs to the component of genus 0 through
q if and only if j € I; there are no isolated nodes with the same property. The
self-intersection of {g1} x C1 and {g2} x C} is zero, and blowing up decreases the
self-intersection by one, so by Proposition and [I7, Lemma 3.94]:

degp2 51‘7] =—1.

For every j € I¢, j # n, there is exactly one fiber admitting a node ¢’, such that
o; and o, belong to the component of genus 0 through ¢, and no other section
does. Finally, there is one fiber consisting of a curve of genus g and a tree with two
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rational components, such that o; marks the tree if and only if ¢ € T U {n}. By
Proposition 5.6l and [17, Lemma 3.94]:

deg,, do,1u(ny = 1, deg,, do,(jmy =1 (J€I°]#n),

and the other divisors have degree zero. By Lemma bo,{jny = 0, it follows
that bo,; = by, rufn}- Permuting sections and letting I vary, we deduce that by is
independent of I. By Lemma [6.I] we conclude that by ; = 0 for every I. O

In [3] Theorem XIII.8.4], where the independence of boundary divisors is shown
for H, (see [8, §4.(b)] for the original proof), one-parameter families Fi,. .., Fb,
of unmarked stable hyperelliptic curves of genus g are constructed, such that the
general fiber is smooth and:

(i) any singular fiber of F; has one node of type 7., and no other node;
(ii) for 4 > 1, any singular fiber of Fy;;1 either has a pair of nodes of type 7;,
and no other node, or has a node of type 7;,., and no other node;
(iii) for ¢ > 1, any singular fiber of Fy; either has a node of type d;, and no other
node, or has a node of type 7;,-, and no other node.

We now endow suitably modified versions of the Fj, with n sections, and use them
as test curves.

Lemma 6.3. We have cirpn, = 0.

Proof. We start by recalling the construction of Fy; see [3, Theorem XIII.8.4] for
more details. In P! x P!, consider general divisors By, By of bidegree (1, 1), general
divisors Bs, ..., Bagto of bidegree (1,0), and set B := > Bj. Then B has bidegree
(29 + 2,2) and its singular locus B® consists of 4g + 2 nodes. If R is the blow-up
of P! x P! at B*, and D; are the proper transforms of the Bj, the family R — P!
induced by the second projection is a family of nodal curves of genus 0, stable when
marked with the D;. Moreover, O(>_ D;) is a square, hence one may consider the
double cover X — R branched along the D;. The composition X — R — P! is a
family of (unmarked) semistable curves; c.f. [3l p. 392]. Using the stable model
construction (see [3, Proposition X.6.7]), one may contract the unstable rational
components in X — P!, to obtain a family of hyperelliptic stable curves over P,
called Fy. By construction, F is as in (i).

Let now k > 0, and consider k points p, ..., py in PL. If we require the p; to be
sufficiently general, then the {p;} x P! are not contained in B, and do not intersect
B®. Let C; C X be the inverse image of the strict transform of {p;} x P!. It is
a ramified double cover of P!, possibly split. Now a base change along a suitable
ramified cover C' — P! produces a family X’ = X xp1 C — C, together with 2k
disjoint sections of X’ — C. For example, if C; — P! is not already split, one
might base change via the map C; — P! itself to split it, then do the same for
the base change of C, — P! to (4, and so on. Note that the curves appearing as
fibers of X’ — C are the same as those appearing in X — P'. The stable model
construction of [3, Proposition X.6.7] also applies to pointed curves. It yields a
family F| of 2k-pointed stable hyperelliptic curves over C, such that every fiber is
stable as an unmarked curve, the general fiber is smooth, and the singular fibers
have exactly one node, which is of type 7;,.. Since k was arbitrary, we may assume
that 2k > n, and after forgetting some sections we obtain a family contained in
Hg n» hence in Uy . By Proposition and [I7, Lemma 3.94], it follows that
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degpr (Nirr,n) = degpr (Dirr,n) > 0, and the degree of every other divisor is zero. We
have 0 = degFl, (D) = cirrn degFl, (Dirr.n), hence cippn = 0. O

Lemma 6.4. We have ¢; 1 =0 for every i > 1 and every I.

Proof. We first recall the construction of Fp;i 1. Let p € P! x P! be a point,
and choose divisors By, ..., Ba;t2 of bidegree (1,1), generic among those passing
through p, and general divisors Ba; 3, ..., Bagt2 of bidegree (1,0). Set B := )" B;.
The singular locus B® of B consists of an ordinary (2¢ + 2)-fold point at p, and
(i + 1)(4g — 2i + 1) nodes. Let R — P! x P! be the blow-up at B*. If D; is
the proper transform of Bj, then O(>_ D,) is a square, hence we may consider
the two-sheeted double covering X — R ramified at the D;. The composition of
X — R — P! x P! with the second projection pry : P x P! — P! is a family of
semi-stable curves, and we let Fb;41 be its stable model. By construction, Fy;1 is
as in (ii).

Let now h,k > 0, and consider h general points p1,...,ps € P! and k divisors
Lni1,---y Lpyx € P x P! of bidegree (1,1) passing through p. By choosing the
configuration to be sufficiently general, we may assume that all intersections be-
tween the Bj, the L;, and the {p,;} x P! are transverse, that all intersection points
other than p are nodes mapping to different points of P! under pr,, and that all
intersections are transversal.

For j =1,...,h, denote by C; C X the inverse image of the proper transform
of {p;} x P!, and for j = h+ 1,...,k let C; C X be the inverse image of the
proper transform of L;. The C; are ramified double covers of P'. As in the proof
of Lemma [63 using the C; we construct a ramified cover C — P! such that the
pullback of C; along C' — P! splits as the disjoint union of two sections a;-L and
o; . We denote by X’ — C the base change of X — P! along C' — P'.

Let I' C X be the fiber of X — P! at pry(p). Then T is a stable nodal curve
of genus g with a pair of nodes of type 7;, and no other nodes. It is the only fiber
of X — P! with a pair of nodes of type 7;. Moreover, the C; intersect I' in the
genus ¢ component when 1 < 7 < h, and in the genus g — 7 — 1 component when
h+1<j<h+k. Thus, in every fiber of X’ — C isomorphic to I, the ojj-[ mark
the genus ¢ component when 1 < 5 < h, and the genus g — ¢ — 1 component when
h+1<j<h+k Wenow pick h and k such that 2h > |I| and 2k > |I¢|. For
every m € I we let o, be one of the oji (1 <j < h), and for every m € I° we let
om be one of the U;t (h+1<j<h+k), in such a way that each oji is selected at
most once.

By our genericity requirement, all the intersections between the C; are trans-
verse, and the morphism C' — P! is unramified at the images of the intersection
points. Therefore, the intersections between the o, belong to a smooth fiber of
X’ — C and are transverse. Blowing up the intersection points of the o,,, we obtain
a family of semistable n-pointed curves X" — C marked by the proper transforms
€m of the o,,. After blow-up, some smooth fibers of X’ — C acquire a smooth
rational component with two markings in X" — C the other fibers are unchanged.
Let Fy; == (X" — C;71,...,7,) be the stable model of (X" — Cie,...,€,);
see [3, Proposition X.6.7]. It is a family of stable n-pointed hyperelliptic curves of
genus g with the following properties:

e the general fiber is smooth;
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e a singular fiber either admits a pair of nodes of type 7; and no other node,
or exactly one node of type 7;,,, or is the union of a smooth curve of genus
g and a smooth rational curve with exactly two markings;

o for every fiber admitting a pair of nodes of type 7;, a section 7; marks the
component of genus 4 if and only if j € I.

In particular, Fy; , is entirely contained in Uy .

By Proposition5.6and [17, Lemma 3.94], degpy | (ni,1) = 2degpy, | (Dirr,n) > 0.
By Lemmal[6Iland Lemmal6.3] we have 0 = deng/v+1 (D)=ci1 degFQ/_+1 (ni,1), hence
ci,1 = 0, as desired. O
Lemma 6.5. We have b; ;1 =0 for every ¢ > 1 and every I.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Lemma [6.4] using the families

Fy; of [3, Theorem XII1.8.4] instead of the Fb; ;. O

Combining all the steps, we get D = 0 in Pic(Uy,n)g. This completes the proof

of Theorem [I11 O
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