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THE GREATEST COMMON VALUATION OF ¢, AND 2 AT
POINTS ON ELLIPTIC CURVES

PAUL VOUTIER AND MINORU YABUTA

ABSTRACT. Given a minimal model of an elliptic curve, E/ K, over a finite extension,
K, of Q, for any rational prime, p, and any point P € E(K) of infinite order, we
determine precisely min (v (¢, (P)), v (¥2(P))), where v is a normalised valuation on
K and ¢,(P) and v, (P) are polynomials arising from multiplication by n on this
model of the curve.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let E//K be an elliptic curve given by a Weierstrass equation and let {¢,,(X,Y)}, -,
be the sequence of associated division polynomials. We can also define a related family

of polynomials, ¢,(X,Y), such that
_ Onlx(P), y(P))

z(|n|P) = ,
WP = 2 aP).o(P)
for any point, P = (z(P),y(P)) € E(K), satisfying the Weierstrass equation.
For many problems related to integral (and more generally, S-integral) points on

elliptic curves, it is important to know, or at least bound, ged (¢, (P),¥2(P)). For
example, Ayad [1] used such information to find all S-integral points on some elliptic
curves of rank 1 (see his Sections 6-8 for three specific examples demonstrating his
technique). More recently, Stange [11], building on work of Ingram [41], showed that if
E/Q is an elliptic curve in minimal Weierstrass form and P € E(Q) is a non-torsion
point, then there is at most one value of n larger than a bound that can be made
effective such that [n|P is integral. This leads to results (see Corollary 1.2 and the
discussion that follows in [11]) related to the Hall-Lang Conjecture [5].

Good knowledge of ged (¢, (P), 1?2(P)) is also required for problems involving elliptic
divisibility sequences — this is not unrelated to the fact that the above two applica-
tions also involve rank 1 subgroups of E(Q). An example of this is Lemma 3.5 (and
Remark 3.6) in [13]. A weaker version of that Lemma 3.5 would have led to a weaker
version of the main result there. In fact, trying to understand and generalise that

Key words and phrases. Elliptic curves, Elliptic division polynomials, valuations.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08750v3

2 PAUL VOUTIER AND MINORU YABUTA

Lemma 3.5 is how our interest in this subject arose. In this paper, we determine this
ged precisely. This is a special case of the more general result we prove here.

Our results are significantly better than previous results. Previous results typically
depend on the resultant of ¢, (P) and 2 (P), resulting in exponents that are O (n?)
(e.g., Lemmas 4 and 5, along with the claims used in their proofs, in [3]), whereas here
our results are precise and we show that the actual growth of the exponents is O (n?).

Throughout this paper, we let p be a rational prime, K a finite extension of Q,, R
the ring of integers of K, with maximal ideal M, 7 a uniformiser for R (i.e., M = 7 R),
residue field £ = R/M and v a valuation for K normalised so that v(7) = 1.

We let A\, : E(K)\{O} — R be the local height function for £ at v as defined
by Silverman in [10]. We use this local height function to be consistent with the one
we used in our earlier papers. See [2, Section 4] for helpful notes about the various
normalisations of local height functions.

Theorem 1.1. Assume we have a minimal Weierstrass model of an elliptic curve E /K
and that P € E(K) is of infinite order. Let n be a positive integer and put

kv,n(P> = min (U (én(P)),v (lpi(P))) .
If P modulo 7 is non-singular, then k,,(P) = min (0, n?v(x(P))).
If P modulo 7 is singular, then

_ _2[K : Qp) 2
kv,n(P) = W)\U(P)n +€v7n(P),

where €,,(P) is as in Table 1.1.

Remark 1.2. (i) ¢, is the size of the component group of E at v, which we define at
the end of Subsection 2.1.

(ii) mp is the smallest positive integer such that [mp] P modulo 7 is non-singular.

(iii) If the Kodaira symbol is Iy, Iy, IT or I1*, then we cannot have singular reduc-
tion. Hence these symbols do not appear in Table 1.1.

(iv) In the entry for I with ¢, = 4 in Table 1.1, v (¢2(P)) can take only two values,
either 4 or 2m + 4 — see Lemma 2.10.

(v) ap, in the entry for I,,, in Table 1.1 is the component of the Néron model special
fibre containing P. See Lemma 5.1 and the surrounding text in [10] for more informa-
tion. We use m instead of mp for the modulus here as it results in a simpler expression
for €,,. We let n’ be the smallest non-negative representative of the congruence class
ap,n modm, so 0 <n' < m.
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Kodaira symbol mp —2[K : Qp)\,(P)/ log |k| €vn(P)

Iir- 2 3/2 0 if n =0 mod mp

-3/2 if n # 0 mod mp

v+ 3 4/3 0 if n =0 mod mp

—4/3 if n # 0 mod mp

11 2 1/2 0 if n =0 mod mp

—1/2 if n # 0 mod mp

IV 3 2/3 0 if n =0 mod mp

-2/3 if n # 0 mod mp

Ik ey =2 2 1 0 if n =0 mod mp

-1 if n £ 0 mod mp

I modd, ¢, =4 2 1 0 if n =0 mod mp

[2] P non-singular mod 7 -1 if n # 0 mod mp

I, modd, ¢, =4, 4 (m+4)/4 0 if n =0 mod mp
[2] P singular mod 7 —(m+4)/4 ifn=13modmp

-1 if n =2 mod mp

I, c, =4 2 v (pa(P)) /4 0 if n =0 mod mp

—v (¢2(P)) /4 if n # 0 mod mp
L, _m | am(moan) | WMo = mod m

ged (apy, m) m m ’

TABLE 1.1. €,,(P) values

Remark 1.3. The referee has kindly shared with us other ways that the quantities in
our theorem arise. For example, when calculating height pairings for P, € E(K), our
—é€y.n(P) is the correction term, contr,(P) = contr, (P, P), that arises in Section 11.8
of [7]. In the notation of that section, we have ¢ = j here, so the values can be read
from the first row in Table 4 on the top of page 111 of [7].

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Let E/K be an elliptic curve given by the Weierstrass equation

E/K :y* + a1wy + asy = 2° + ap2® + aux + ag,

with a1, a9, 03,4, Qg € R.
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We will also require the following quantities
by = a% + 4as,
by = 2a4 + a;as,
bg = ag + 4ag,
bs = a’ag + 4asag — ayasay + axas — al,
ey = b3 — 24by,
cg = —bj + 36baby — 216bg,
A = —b3bs — 8b5 — 27b7 + bababe,
Jj=ci/A,
where A is the discriminant of the Weierstrass equation. Note that 4bg = bybg — b3 and
1728A = ¢ —c§. If char (K) # 2, then E/K is also given by y* = 4a®+bya? +2byz + be.
For positive integers n, we define the division polynomials i, ¢, € Z |ay, as, as, a4, ag| [z, y]
by
Y =1,
Py = 2y + a1x + as,
Vg = 32t 4 by + 3bya® + 3bgx + bs,
Uy = 1y (22° + bya® + 5bya’ + 10bga” + 10bs2? + (babs — babg) & + babs — b7) |

and then inductively by the formulas

Yomy1 = ¢m+2¢§n - wm—1¢§n+1 for m > 2,
Yoom = U, (¢m+2¢3n_1 - %1—2%2%1) for m > 3.
We also have
¢1 =T,
(2.1) G = T — Yp1¥Pni1 for n > 2.
We will sometimes need expressions for these polynomials that depend only on x:
(22) ¢2(I) = 1’4 — b4l’2 — Qbﬁl’ — bg,
In what follows, we will often use P as the argument of these polynomials, rather
than z(P) and y(P).
For a finite extension, L, of K, we will use Ry, M and v;, for the ring of integers
of L, its maximal ideal and the associated valuation, respectively.
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We put ¢, = |E(K)/Ey(K)|, where Ey(K) = {P €eEK):Pe E(k‘)ns}, the set of
points of E(K') with non-singular reduction modulo 7. This quotient group is known
as the component group of F at v, so ¢, is the order of the component group.

Tate’s Algorithm [12] to compute the special fibre of a Néron model will play a
crucial role in many parts of our work. We will use Silverman’s presentation of it in
[9, Chapter IV, Section 9].

2.2. Simplifying R,(a, /).

Definition 2.1. To any pair (a, f) of integers satisfying ¢ > 0, we associate an integer
sequence, {R,(a, ()}, -, defined by

n%a (€ — @) — 7a (¢ — 7a)
20 ’

where T denotes the least non-negative residue of x modulo /.

R.(a,l) =

This sequence is identical to the sequence R, (a, () defined in Definition 8.1 of [11],
but the expression here is simpler. We prove that now.

Lemma 2.2. Let a,l,n be non-negative integers with £ > 1 and let & denote the least
non-negative residue of x modulo £. Then

n?*a ({ —a) = na (¢ — na) mod 2.
As a consequence, R, (a,l) here is identical to R, (a,{) in Definition 8.1 of [11].

Proof. Write a = a1f + ay where 0 < ay < ¢ (i.e., @ = az). Then we can write
na = (nay + az) ¢ + nay — agl with 0 < nas — azl < ¢ for some integer as.
Thus

n*a (€ —a) = n*ay (0 — ay) = n®asl — n’al,
na ({ —na) = (nag — azl) (€ — nay + azl) = aynl — a3n® + 2azasnl — a30* — azl®.
Subtracting these two expressions, we obtain

n’a (¢ —a) —na({ —na) = (n* — n) axl — 2asa3nl + (a3 + as) (>,

Since 2 £ x is even for any integer x, the congruence in the lemma holds.
The simpler expression for R, (a,f) is immediate. O
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2.3. Stange’s results for v (¢,(P)). We next state some theorems from Stange’s
paper [11]. Following Definition 5.3 of [11], we let

(2.4) bepZ'U{1}, ecZ7°, heZ je€Z?° seZ°U{oo}, weZ>U{co},

and for n € Z, put

-1
Vs + —=h+e(v(n) —j)+w vy(n) >,

(25) Sn(p> b, €, h> S, 'LU) = b _b}p(n) —1

brWs 4+ ———h vp(n) < 7,
b—1
where v, is the valuation on Q associated to the rational prime, p (recall our notation
in Section 1).

We shall use the following values for these quantities here.
—b will be the smallest exponent of T with the valuation v of its coefficient less than
v(p) in the expansion of multiplication-by-p, [p|T’, in the formal group of the elliptic
curve E, or else b = 1, if no such coefficient exists.
—e=v(p).
~h will be the valuation of the coefficient of T, or else h = 0, if b = 1.
—np will be the smallest positive integer such that [np] P = O, where T is the reduction
map from E(K) to E(k) and k is the residue field, k.
—s =sp =v(x([np] P) /y([np] P)).
—7 =jp = 0 if b = 1; otherwise j will be the smallest non-negative integer such that

e<V((b—1)s+h).

—w = wp = 0 unless b > 1 and we have equality in the definition of j above. In this
case (i.e., b > 1 and we have equality in the definition of j), put

which may be equal to +oo.
To simplify our notation in what follows, we will often write S,(P) instead of

Sn (p> ba U(p)a ha Sp, ’LUP)-
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Remark 2.3. (i) In the expression for w in (2.6), we have b as the coefficient of the
second term. This corrects an error in the expression for w in Lemma 5.1(iii) of [11],
where the exponent p should be b.

(ii) We have S, € Z7° U {co}.
(iii) In keeping with the conventional notation of e for the ramification index, we
use e here, where Stange has used d.

(iv) When b = 1, we have h = 0 and j7 = 0. In this case, we use the convention
(b —1) /(b —1)h = 0 to avoid the indeterminate form (5° —1) /(b —1) = 0/0 in the
above expressions for S, (P).

Lemma 2.4. ([L1], Theorem 6.1) Assume that E is in minimal Weierstrass form and
P has non-singular reduction. Then

v(@bn(P)):min{O’“ } { Supmp(P) if np | 1,

if np {n.

Furthermore, v(xz(P)) < 0 if and only if np =

Remark 2.5. From the definition of np, v (z ([n]P)) < 0 if and only if np|n. Therefore
if np 1 n, then v (¢,(P)) > v (Y2(P)).

Lemma 2.6. ([11], Theorem 9.3) Suppose that E is in minimal Weierstrass form with
multiplicative reduction, P has singular reduction, and let np be as above. Then

_ Sn/n (pap>v(p)>0aSP>wP) np | n,
0(0u(P) = R (o) + { 570 el

>~

where {p = —v(j(E)) and ap is the component of the Néron model special fibre (
Z]pZ) containing P.

Lemma 2.7. (i) Suppose that E is in minimal Weierstrass form, P has non-singular
reduction, and np is as above. If npln or v (x ([n|P)) =0, then

v (¢, (P)) = min {0, v(x(P))} n’.

(ii) Suppose that E is in minimal Weierstrass form with multiplicative reduction
and P has singular reduction. If np|n, then

v (¢n(P)) = 2R, (ap,lp),

where p = —v(j(F)) and ap is the component of the Néron model special fibre (=
Z/UpZ) containing P.
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Proof. (i) Suppose that np|n. From Lemma 2.4,

v (¥n(P)) = min {0, ”(xgp))

} n? + Sn/nP(P).
We also have

v (¢a(P)) = v (Un(P)) + v(a([n] P)).
Since np|n, from the proof of Theorem 6.1 of [11], we have v (—xz([n]P)/y([n]P)) =
Sn/np(P). From the minimal Weierstrass equation for E, we have 3v(z([n|P)) =
2v(y([n|P)), since v(xz([n]P)) < 0. Hence v(z([n|P)) = —2v (—z([n]P)/y([n]P)) and

v ((bn(P)) =v (%%(P)) - 2Sn/np(P)
It follows from our expression above for v (1,,(P)) that v (¢, (P)) = min {0, v(z(P))} n?.
If v (z ([n]P)) = 0, then
v (¢n(P)) = v (U (P)) + v(z([n]P))v (6a(P)) = v (¥n(P))
So if np 1 n, then (i) follows immediately from Lemma 2.4.
(i) Suppose that np|n. From the proof of Lemma 11.4 in [11],

v (n(P)) = Ry (ap, Cp) + v (z([n]P)/y([n]P)).

Therefore,

v (¢n(P)) = v (¥n(P)) + v(z([n]P))
= 2Ry (ap, lp) + 20 (x([n] P) /y([n]P)) + v(z([n] P)).
Since 3v(z([n]P)) = 2v(y([n|P)), we have

v (z([n]P)/y([n}P)) = v(z([n]P)) = v(y([n]P)) = —v(z([n]P))/2.
Hence v (¢, (P)) = 2R, (ap,lp). O

2.4. Non-integral z(P). By Proposition 2.2(iii) of [11], if E is given by a v-integral
Weierstrass equation, where v is a nonarchimedean valuation, and v(z(P)),v(y(P)) <
0, then v (¢,,(P)) = n*v(z(P)). From the minimal Weierstrass equation for F, we have
3v(z(P)) = 2v(y(P)), so it suffices that v(z(P)) < 0.

The degree of ¥2(P) as a polynomial in z(P) is n? — 1 (see Proposition 2.2(ii) of
[11], for example). So if E is given by a v-integral Weierstrass equation, where v is a
nonarchimedean valuation, and v(z(P)) < 0, then v (2(P)) > (n? — 1) v(z(P)).

Thus ky,,(P) = n?v(z(P)) in this case. Also notice that if v(z(P)) < 0, then P = O
and so P is non-singular modulo 7. This establishes Theorem 1.1 in this case.
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2.5. Points with singular reduction. The following lemma will allow us to use the
Weierstrass equations obtained in the course of Tate’s Algorithm to simplify our work.
Throughout this section, we will let P* = (z/,¢') be the image of P = (x,y) under a
change of variables of the form x = u?2' +r and y = u?y’ + u?sx’ +t with r, s, t,u € R.

Lemma 2.8. (i) Let P = (z,y) € K? satisfy the equation
flz,y) = y* + arzy + agy — 2* — ara® — ayx — ag = 0,

with a1, as, as, as, a6 € R and v (az) >0, v(ay) > 0 and v (ag) > 0.

P has singular reduction if and only if v(x) > 0 and v(y) > 0.

(ii) Let np be as defined in Subsection 2.3. If v(u) =0, then npr = np.

(iii) Suppose that E has multiplicative reduction and P € E(K) has singular reduc-
tion. Let ap be the component of the cyclic group E(K)/Ey(K) that contains P. If
v(u) =0, then apr = ap.

(iv) If v(u) = 0, then ky,(P) = kyn(P'). As a consequence, if E is in minimal
Weierstrass form, then the changes of variable in Tate’s Algorithm leave k, ,(P) un-

changed.
Proof. (i)
P has singular reduction <= v a—f(P) > 0 and v 0_f(P) >0
(2.7) v (a1y — 3% — 2a,x) > 0 and
v (2y + ayz) > 0.

The last logical equivalence here holds using the expressions for 0f /0x(P) and 0 f /0y(P)
since we assume that v (a3) > 0 and v (aq) > 0.

If v(x) > 0 and v(y) > 0, then it is immediate that P has singular reduction. So
we may assume that P has singular reduction.

Subtracting 2 times the first expression in (2.7) from a; times the second one, we
can eliminate y and obtain

v (z (62 + af +4as)) > 0.
Similarly, using the second expression in (2.7) to eliminate y from f(x,y), we have
v (172 (4:B +a? + 4a2)) > 0,

since v (a3z) > 0 and v (aq) > 0.
If v(z) > 0, then from f(z,y) =0, v(az) > 0 and v (ag) > 0, we have v(y) > 0.
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Assume that v(z) < 0. Then
v(4z +ai +4az) >0 and v (62 + ai +4az) > 0.

Subtracting these two expressions, we obtain v(2z) > 0, which contradicts v(z) < 0
when v(2) = 0.

If v(2) > 0, then from (2.7), we have v (a;y — 3z%) > 0 and v (a;z) > 0. Subtracting
y times the second expression from x times the first expression, we obtain v (32%) > 0,
so v(x) > 0. As above, v(z) > 0 also implies that v(y) > 0.

(i) We know that P = O if and only if v(z) < 0.

Suppose that v(z’) < 0. We have v(z) = v (uv?z’ +r) > min {v(2’),v(r)} with
equality if v(z") # v(r). Since r € R, we have v(r) > 0. Therefore v(z) = v(z') < 0
and np|np. The same argument also shows that np/|np, so np = np.

(iii) This follows from the expression for ap in Lemma 5.1 of [10] (denoted there as
n), using the facts that A = u'2A’, 2y + ayx + a3 = v® (2y' + a2’ + a}) and v(u) = 0.

(iv) By Proposition 2.2(iv) of [11], our change of variables gives

(28) Un(P) = a1, (P).
From this and (2.1), we obtain

¢n(P) = $¢121(P> - wn—l(P)¢n+1(P)
= (W (P) +7) @* 720 (P) = " sy (P) o ()
(2.9) = u? 2 (WP, (P') + 192 (P')) .

From (2.8) and v(u) = 0, we have v (2(P’)) = v (2(P)).

If v (¢n(P)) < v (U7(P)) = v (¥7(F)), then v (¢n(F')) = v(a(P)) from (2.9). So
kv,n(P/) =0 (¢n(P/)) = kv,n(P)'

Suppose that v (¢,(P)) = v (U3(P)) = v (YR (P)). If v(dn (P) = v (ry; (P)),
then k,,,(P') = v (¢2 (P')), as desired. If v (¢, (P')) < (r? (P’)), then v (¢,(P)) =
v (¢ (P')), from (2.9). So v (¢, (P')) > v (¥2(P')), as required.

The statement regarding the changes of variables in Tate’s Algorithm now follows
because it is only in Step 11 (i.e., when we do not start with a minimal model) that
we perform a change of variables with v(u) # 0. O

2.6. Additive reduction. In order to use Stange’s results above, we will often need to
work in a finite extension of K. Here we present results on how the valuations behave
when we work in such extensions. In addition, in Lemmas 2.10 and 2.11 we provide
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some results we will need for the valuation of ¢, (P) and 1, (P) in order to finish the
proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 2.9. Let E/K be an elliptic curve having additive reduction and P € E(K)
having singular reduction.

Let x = v?a’ +r and y = uy' + u?sx’ +t be a change of variables from E to an
elliptic curve E' in minimal Weierstrass form with r,s,t,u € Ry, where L is a finite
extension of K. Write P’ for the image of P under this change of variables. Put

T(E) = { v (Ag) /6 if E' has good reduction,
vr, (ea(E)) /2 if E' has multiplicative reduction.
(i) We have vp(u) =T(FE)/2 and

0 vr (Yu(P)) = (n* = 1) T(E)/2 + vr, (¥ (P'))
1 v (9u(P)) = (n* = 1) T(E) + vy, (¢, (P') + 1 (P)) .

(2

10)
(2.11)
ii) If [n|P has non-singular reduction, v (az) > 0, v (as) > 0 and v (ag) > 0, then

(
(2.12) vr, (¢n(P)) = (n* = 1) T(E) + v, (¢, (P')) .

Proof. (i) Equation (2.10) follows from [11]. We use Theorem 7.1 when FE has potential
good reduction and Theorem 9.3 when E has potential multiplicative reduction.
For Equation (2.11), we use (2.9) in the proof of Lemma 2.8(iv):

on(P) = ™72 (e, (P') + 12 (P'))

Suppose that E’ has good reduction. Since Ap = u 2Ag, we have vy (Ap) =
vr, (Ag) — 12vg(uw). It must equal 0, since E” has good reduction. Therefore, vy (u) =
vy, (Ag) /12.

Now suppose that E’ has multiplicative reduction. Since ¢4 (E') = u™%cy(E), we
have vy, (¢4 (E')) = vp (c4(F))—4vp(u). By [8, Proposition VIL5.1(b)], vy, (¢4 (E')) =0,
since E' has multiplicative reduction. Therefore, vy (u) = v, (c4(E)) /4.

(ii) Putting Vpr,, = vg, (u?¢y, (P') + rip2 (P')), we will show that Ve, = vy, (u?¢, (P')).

Since [n] P has non-singular reduction, by our assumptions on the a;’s and Lemma 2.8(i),
we have vy, (¢,(P)) < v (V2(P)).

From (2.11), we have Vpr,, = vy, (¢,(P)) — (n* — 1) T(E). Applying vy, (¢,(P)) <
vy, (¥2(P)) and then (2.10), we obtain

(2.13) Vi < vp (¢ (P1).

We now consider the case when v, (r) > 0. Combining Vpr,, > min (vy, (u?¢, (P')),vr, (rp2 (P')))
with (2.13), since vy, (r) > 0, it follows that Vpr,, = v, (u?¢, (P')).
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Next we consider the case when vy(r) = 0. Since P has singular reduction, by
Lemma 2.8(i), we have vy (z(P)) > 0. Since vi(r) = 0, we have v (x(P) —r) = 0.
Therefore

op (& (P')) = g (u2(@(P) — 1)) = —up (4?) <0,
the last inequality holding by [8, Proposition VIL.5.1(c)], our definition of T'(F) and
the relationship between T'(F) and u.

Hence vy, (z ([n]P")) < v (xz(P')) < 0. The first inequality here follows from
the our arguments in Subsection 2.4, which show that v (¢,(P")) = n?v (z(P’)) and
v (¥ (P) = (n* = 1) (x(F)). Hence vy (¢n (P))—vz (¢7 (P')) < —vg (u?), which im-
plies that vz (u?e, () < vp (U7 (P')) = vp (g5, (P1)). o (w¢n (P')) < g (rvy; (P'))
then Vpr,, = vp, (U2, (P')). Tvg (uPey, (P')) = v (12 (P')), then Vi, > vy, (12 (P)).
Combining this with Vpr,, < vg (r2 (P')) (from (2.13) and vz (r) = 0), we obtain
Vprn = v (12 (P') = vy, (v, (P)). O

Lemma 2.10. Let E/K be an elliptic curve having Kodaira type I}, with m > 1, and
P € E(K) having singular reduction. By Tate’s algorithm, we may assume that the
Weierstrass equation for E has v(a;) > 1, v(az) = 1, v(az) > [m/2] + 2, v(ay) >
|(m —1)/2] 4+ 3 and v (ag) > m + 3.

(i) Let m be odd. If v(x(P)) = 1, then [2]P has non-singular reduction. Here
v (p2(P)) = v(¢3(P)) = 4 and v(W3(P)) > 4. 1 < v(z(P)) < (m + 3)/2 is not
possible. If v (z(P)) > (m+ 3)/2, then [2]P has singular reduction. Here v (pa(P)) =
v(Y3(P)) =m+4 and v (V(P)) = m + 3.

(ii) If m is even, then [2]|P has non-singular reduction. If v(x(P)) = 1, then
v (o(P)) = v (¢Y3(P)) =4 and v (Y3(P)) > 4. 1 < v (x(P)) < (m+2)/2 is not possible.
If v(z(P)) > (m+2)/2, then v (¢a(P)) = v (¢¥3(P)) = m + 4 and v (¢¥3(P)) = m + 4.

Proof. We write x in place of x(P) for convenience in what follows. Since v (a3) > 0,
v(ag) > 0, v(ag) > 0 and P has singular reduction, from Lemma 2.8(i), we have
v(z) > 0.

(i) Since m is odd, write m = 2k—1 for some positive integer k. From the inequalities
in the lemma, we have v (a;) > 1, v(az) = 1, v(az) > k+ 1, v(ag) > k + 2 and
v (ag) > 2k + 2. In addition, from Proposition 1(a) in Section III of [6] (note that n
there equals our k+ 1), we have v (bg) = 2k +2 and v (bg) = 2k + 3. As a consequence,
for p > 3, we also have v (bg) = 1 and v (by) > k + 2. For p = 2, we have v (by) > 2
and v (by) > k + 2. Furthermore, from the proof of Proposition 1(a) in Section III of
[6], we find that v (a3) = k+ 1 when m is odd and p = 2.
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(i-a) Let p > 3. For use with the expression for ¢o(P) in (2.2), we have v (z?) =
4o(x), v (byx?®) > 2v(x)+k+2, v (2bz) = v(x)+2k+2 and v (bg) = 2k+3. Similarly, for
use in the expression for ¢3(P) in (2.3), we have v (423) = 3v(z), v (bez?) = 2v(x) + 1,
v (2b47) > v(x) + k+ 2 and v (bg) = 2k + 2.

If v(x) = 1, then these inequalities imply that v (¢2(P)) = v (') = 4 and v (¢3(P)) >
4 (the expression for ¥3(P) in (2.3) shows that v (¢3(P)) > v (42®) = 3, but v (3(P))
is even), so [2] P has non-singular reduction.

If 2 < w(z) <k, then from the inequalities above, we have v (2byx) > v(z)+k+2 >
20(x) + 2 and v (bg) = 2k + 2 > 2v(z) + 2. Hence v (¥3(P)) = v (byx?) = 2v(x) + 1,
which is not possible.

If v(z) > k+1 = (m+3)/2, then v (¢2(P)) = v(bs) = 2k + 3 and v (Y3(P)) =
v (bg) = 2k + 2. Thus v (z ([2]P)) = 1, so [2]P is singular.

(i-b) Let p = 2. For use with the expression for ¢y(P) in (2.2), we have v (z?) =
do(z), v (byx?) > 2v(x) + k + 2, v (2bgx) > v(z) + 2k + 3 and v (bg) = 2k + 3. For
the expression for ¥2(P) in (2.3), we have v (423) > 3v(x) + 2, v (byx?) > 2v(x) + 2,
v (2byx) > v(x) + k4 3 and v (bg) = 2k + 2.

We consider separately three cases according to the value of v(z).

If v(z) = 1, then we have v (¢o(P)) = v (2?) = 4 and v (¢¥3(P)) > v (byx?®) > 4, so
[2] P has non-singular reduction.

Next assume that 2 < v(z) < k. Using our inequalities for the v (a;)’s, we see that
v (23 + ag2® + ayr + ag) = v (ax?) = 2v(x)+1, since v (agz) > k+2+v(x) > 2v(x)+2
and v (ag) > 2k+2 > 2v(x)+2. We also have v (y?) = 2v(y), v (a12y) > 1+v(z)+v(y),
v(azy) =k+1+0v(y) > v(azy).

If v(y) < v(z), then v (y* + aixy + azy) = v (y?) < 2v(z). If v(y) > v(x), then
v (y* + a1vy + azy) > 2v(z)+1. In both cases, the valuation of the left-hand side of the
Weierstrass equation differs from the valuation of the right-hand side, so 2 < v(x) < k
is not possible.

Lastly, assume that v(z) > k+ 1 with £ > 1. Then v (¢o(P)) = v (bg) = 2k + 3 and
v (3(P)) = v (bg) = 2k +2, so v (z ([2]P)) = 1. Therefore [2] P has singular reduction.

(ii) Since m is even, write m = 2k for some positive integer k. From the inequalities
in the lemma, we have v (a;) > 1, v(az) = 1, v(ag) > k+ 2, v(ag) > k + 2 and
v(ag) > 2k + 3. In addition, from Proposition 1(b) in Section III of [6], we have
v (bs) = 2k + 4. So, for p > 3, we have v (by) =1, v(by) > k + 2 and v (bg) > 2k + 3.
For p = 2, we have v (by) > 2, v (bs) > k + 3 and v (bs) > 2k + 4. Furthermore, from
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the proof of Proposition 1(b) in Section III of [6], we find that v (a4) = k + 2 when m
is even and p = 2.

(ii-a) Let p > 3. For use with the expression for ¢,(P) in (2.2), we have v (z) =
4o(z), v (byx?) > 2v(x) + k + 2, v (2bgx) > v(z) + 2k + 3 and v (bg) = 2k + 4. For use
with the expression for ¢3(P) in (2.3), we have v (423) = 3v(z), v (boz?) = 2v(z) + 1,
v (2by4z) > v(x) + k4 2, and v (bg) > 2k + 3.

If v(z) =1, then v (¢o(P)) = v (z*) = 4 and v (3(P)) > 4, so [2] P is non-singular.
If 2 < v(z) <k, then v (¥3(P)) = v(byx?) = 2v(x) + 1, which is not possible. If
v(z) > k+ 1, then v (3(P)) > 2k +4 and v (¢(P)) = v (bs) = 2k + 4. Therefore [2]P
has non-singular reduction.

(ii-b) Let p = 2. From the expression for ¢o(P) in (2.2), we have v (z?) = 4v(z),
v (byz?) > 2v(x) + k + 3, v (2bsx) > v(x) + 2k + 5 and v (bs) = 2k + 4. From the
expression for ¥2(P) in (2.3), we have v (42®) > 3v(z) + 2, v (ba2?) > 20(z) + 2,
v (2b4z) > v(x) + k+ 4 and v (bg) > 2k + 4.

If v(z) = 1, then v (¢2(P)) = v (2*) = 4 and v (¢3(P)) > 4, so [2] P has non-singular
reduction.

Assume that 2 < v(z) < k. We proceed in the same way as for such v(x) in
case (i-b).

Assume that v(x) >k + 1. We have v (423) > 3k + 5, v (bya?) > 2k + 4, v (2byx) >
2k +5 and v (bg) > 2k +4. Therefore v (2(P)) > 2k +4. We also have v (z%) > 4k +4,
v (by?) > 3k + 5, v (20gz) > 3k + 6 and v (bg) = 2k + 4. Therefore v (¢p2(P)) = 2k + 4
and hence [2]P has non-singular reduction. O

Lemma 2.11. Let E/K be an elliptic curve. Suppose P € E(K) has singular reduc-
tion. Upon applying Tate’s algorithm, we have the following relationships.

(i) I mp = 2, then v (65(P)) = v (Us(P)).

(ii) If mp = 3 and E/K has additive reduction, then v (¢3(P)) = 3v (v3(P)).

Proof. All assertions below for the values of the v (a;)’s and v (b;)’s can be found in
Silverman’s presentation of Tate’s Algorithm in [9, Chapter IV, Section 9]. We will also
use, sometimes implicitly, the fact that v(z(P)) > 0. This follows from Lemma 2.8(i).

(i) Since mp = 2, it follows that v (¢o(P)) < v (¥3(P)). From Lemma 2.8(i), we
have v(z(P)) > 0. So from the formula ¢o = 23 — th;1h3 (which follows from (2.1)
with n = 2) we obtain v (¢2(P)) = v (1 (P)s(P)) = v (¢¥3(P)).
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(i) We again use (2.1), here with n = 3, so we have ¢3 = x)2 — 1)91)4. Since
mp = 3, it follows that v (¢3(P)) < v (¢3(P)) by Lemma 2.8(i). Thus v (¢3(P)) =
v (1o (P)y(P)), so the result would follow if we showed that v (¢4(P)) = 5v (¢o(P)).

Since mp = 3, it follows that 3|c,, so since F'/K has additive reduction, either £ /K
has Kodaira type I'V or Kodaira type IV*. We consider these two cases separately.

If F/K has Kodaira type IV, then we are in Step 5 of Tate’s Algorithm. We
have v (bg) > 1, v(by) > 2, v(bg) = 2 and v (bs) > 3. By using the expression for
¥2(P) in (2.3), we obtain v (¢3(P)) = v (bs) = 2. From the expression for ¢4(P) in
Subsection 2.1, we have v (¢4(P)) = v (¢2(P)) + v (b2) = 5 = 5v ()o(P)), as desired.

If £/K has Kodaira type IV*, then we are in Step 8 of Tate’s Algorithm, where
v(ay) > 1,v(ag) > 2,v(az) > 2,v(as) > 3and v (ag) > 4. In addition, v (a3 /7* + dag/7*) =
v(az+4ag) —4 = 0. If p = 2, then v(by) > 2, v(by) > 3, v(bg) = 4 (from
v (a3 + 4ag) — 4 = 0 above) and v (bg) > 6. If p > 3, then v (by) > 2, v(by) > 3,
v (bg) = 4 and v (bg) > 4. Proceeding in the same way as for Kodaira type IV, we have
0 (3(P)) = v (bs) = 4 and v (14(P)) = v (4a(P)) + v () = 10 = 5o (4o(P)). [

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

3.1. Multiplicative reduction. Suppose that F has multiplicative reduction and
that P is singular modulo 7.
As in the proof of Lemma 11.3 of [11], we have

kv,n(P) =20 (wn(P)) —2v (Dn) = 2Rn (aP,va m) )

where ap, is the component of the Néron model special fibre (=2 Z/mZ) containing P.
For non-split multiplicative reduction, we still have k, ,(P) = 2R, (ap,, m) with m
even and ap, = m/2.
From Proposition 5(c) in [2], we see that the coefficient of n? in 2R, (ap,,m) is
as stated in our theorem and in the entry for [, in Table 1.1. The remaining term
matches €, ,,(P) in the entry for [, in Table 1.1 by a simple elementary manipulation.

3.2. Additive reduction. Throughout this section, by Tate’s algorithm, we may as-
sume that the Weierstrass equation for £ has v (a3) > 0, v (as) > 0 and v (ag) > 0.
By Proposition 5.5 in Chapter VII of [8], E has potential good reduction if and only
if its j-invariant is integral. By Tableaux I, IT and I'V of [(], we compute the values of
v (jg) = v (cl(F)/Ag), and find that if the Kodaira type of F is I[T1, IV, III*, IV* or
I5, then v (jg) > 0. For Kodaira type I}, with m > 1,if p > 3, then v (Ag) = 6+m and
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v (cq(F)) =2, 80 v(jg) = —m < 0. Therefore such E have potential good reduction if
and only if p =2 and v (jg) > 0.
We write x(P) = x and x(P’) = 2’ for convenience.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that E/K is an elliptic curve having additive reduction and
P € E(K) having singular reduction.

(i) There exists a finite extension, L, of K such that E has either good or multiplicative
reduction over K. So there exists a change of variables, v = u?x’ +r and y = udy’ +
u?sx’'+t, from E to an elliptic curve E' in minimal Weierstrass form withr, s, t,u € Ry.
Let P’ be the image of P under this change of variables.

(ii) Let P’ be as in part (). If P has singular reduction, then {pr = 2ap = vy (Ap),
where {pr = —v(j(E')) and apr is the component of the Néron model special fibre
(2 Z/lpZ) containing P'.

Proof. (i) This is the semi-stable reduction theorem. See Proposition VII.5.4 of [8].
(ii) Since P’ has singular reduction, E’ has multiplicative reduction by part (i) and
E has Kodaira type I, with m > 1 (see, for example, the passage below Théoreme 2
on page 121 of [0]) and v (jg) = v (c¢}(E)/AEg) < 0. Here ¢, = 2 or 4.
From Tableaux I-III and Théoreme 3 on page 121 in [6], we find that
(3.1) v(Ag)=m+4+v(c(E)).

From Lemma 2.9, we know that vy (u) = T(E)/2 = v (c4(E)) /4. Combining this
with the expression for vy (Ag/) in Table 3.1 on page 45 of [8], it follows that

(32) vy, (AE/) = vy, (AE) — 31)[, (C4(E)) = (m -+ 4)6L — 2’UL (C4(E)) .

By Proposition 2.2(iv) of [I 1] and vy (u) = vy, (c4(E)) /4,

v (e (P')) = vr, (¥2 (P)) — 3ur(u) = vr (¥2 (P)) — %JL (ca(E))-
By Lemma 5.1 of [10],
apr = min {vr, (Y2 (P')) ,vr (Apr) /2}.
Applying (3.1) and then (3.2), we have
gp/ = —vL, (]E) = —Ur, (Ci(E)/AE) = (m + 4)6L — 2’UL (C4(E)) =L (AE/) .
We consider two cases in order to determine apr.

(a) First, assume that [2] P has non-singular reduction. We establish some informa-

tion about npr.
If vy (z(P')) <0, then np = 1.
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Next we consider vy, (z (P’)) > 0. We saw above that vy, (u?) = v, (cs(E)) /2. So
vy, (u?) > 0, by Proposition VIL5.1(c) of [3]. Since v, (z (P')) > 0 and vy, (u?) > 0, it
follows that vz (z(P) —r) > v (u?) > 0. Thus, since vz (z(P)) > 0 by Lemma 2.8(i),
we must also have vy (r) > 0. Since [2]P is non-singular, by Lemma 2.8(i) we have
v, (z([2]P)) < 0. As a result,

v (z ([2]P") = v, (w2 (2(2]P) — r)) < —2vp(u) <0,

and hence np/|2.

With this information about np/, we proceed to determine ap:.

Suppose that vy (¢ (P')) < vy (Ag) /2. Then ap = v, (2 (P')). From (p =
vy (Agr), we have £pr > 2ap. Then ap = apr and 2/a;/ = 2aps, where T denotes the
least non-negative residue of x modulo ¢p,. Hence

Ry (apr, lpr) = far (ngm ap) _ 2ap (g) ép/ 2ap) _ apr,
where R,, is as defined in Definition 2.1.

From Lemma 2.7(ii), we have vy (¢2 (P')) = 2R (ap,lp). So v (¢ (P')) =
2ap = v, (Y3 (P')). Therefore vy, (z ([2]P')) = 0, which contradicts np = 1 or 2.
So v, (Y2 (P')) > v (Agr) /2. Hence apr = vy, (Agr) /2 and it follows that {pr = 2ap:.

(b) Next, assume that [2]P has singular reduction. From Lemma 2.10, this only
happens when m is odd and v (¢3(P)) = m + 3. Using this, Proposition 2.2(iv) of
[11] (again noting that our change of variables is defined using Silverman’s convention,
which differs from Stange’s in [11]) and vy (u) = vy, (c4(E)) /4, we find that

v, (Yo (P') = v (o (P)) — 3up(u) = (m 4-23)6L B 3vr, (24(E))

We find that v (¢y(F)) > 2 from Tableaux I-V of [6]. Applying this and (3.2) to
the preceding expression for vy, (¢ (P’)), we obtain

/ A ’ cC E _ 2
vL(¢2(P))_UL(2E):UL(4( 4)) °L 5 g,
So vr, (Yo (P')) > v (Ap) /2. Hence ap = vp (Ag) /2 and it follows that (p =
2apr. -

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that E/K is an elliptic curve having additive reduction and
P € E(K) having singular reduction. Let E', L, P" and r be as in Lemma 3.1(i).
(i) If n = 0 mod mp and P’ has non-singular reduction, then

(3.3) kon(P) = v (on(P)) = { :((z(f));z_ o Z Zi g Ei/ii igf
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(ii) If n = 0 mod mp and P’ has singular reduction, then

(3.4) bon(P) = 0 (6a(P)) = (m + 4)n”
(iii) If n = £1 mod mp and P’ has non-singular reduction, then
(3-5) bun(P) = v (¥n(P)) = v(x(P) = r)(n* = 1).

(iv) If n = +£1 mod mp and P has singular reduction, then

(3. bun(P) = 0 ($3(P)) = 7 (m+4)(a ~ 1)

Proof. We will first show that when n = 0 mod mp, we have np:|n.
If vy (z (P")) < 0, then npr = 1, and so nps | n. If vy (x (P")) > 0, then using the
same argument as in case (a) of the proof of Lemma 3.1(ii), we find that np/|n.

(i) Since v (z ([n]P)) < 0, we have v (¢,(P)) < v (42(P)) by Lemma 2.8(i). There-

fore ky n(P) = v (¢n(P)).
We first assume that vy (x (P')) < 0. We can apply Lemma 2.7(i), and obtain
vr, (¢n (P") = vg (x (P"))n?. So by (2.12) in Lemma 2.9(ii) with T(E) = vy, (u?),

vr (0n(P)) = (n2 — 1) vy, (u2) + v (u2¢n (P')) = (’UL (u2) + g (x (P'))) n?
= vp, (2(P) —r)n?.

Now assume that vy, (z (P’)) > 0. Applying Lemma 2.7(i), we obtain vy, (¢, (P’)) =
0. As above, we have

v (9n(P)) = (n* = 1) vy, (u?) + v (W, (P')) = v, (u®) 0.

(ii) Since P’ has singular reduction, it follows that E’ has multiplicative reduction.
From Lemma 3.1(ii), we know that {p = 2ap = v, (Ag).
Since mp is even for [}, from our assumption that n = 0 mod mp, we see that n is

even. So nap = 0 mod ¢p:. Therefore
n2ap/ (2ap/ — ap/) apn

4a p! 4

2

(37) Rn (ap/,fp/) =

Since n = 0 mod mp, we have k,,(P) = v(¢,(P)). Since E’ has multiplicative
reduction and np/|n, from Lemma 2.7(ii) we have vy (¢, (P')) = 2R, (ap,{p/). From
(2.12) in Lemma 2.9, followed by (3.2) and (3.7), and noting that vy (u) = vy, (cs(F)) /4,
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we obtain
vr (6n(P)) = vg, ( ) (n2 — 1) + vy (u2¢n (P'))
= (u ) n? + 2R, (ap, lp)
(v)
(v)

Hence .
ko.p(P) = v (¢a(P)) = 7 (m + 4)n?.

If n = +1 mod mp, then [n]P has singular reduction and v (z ([n]P)) > 0, by
Lemma 2.8(i). Hence v (¢, (P)) > v (¢2(P)) and s0 ky,(P) = v (Y2 (P)).

We can write n = k 4 1 for some positive integer k with £k = 0 mod mp.

(iii) We break the proof into two parts, depending on vy, (x (P’)).

Assume first that vy (x (P')) > 0. By the same argument as at the start of the
proof, we have np/ | k and since np: > 1 (by our assumption that vy, (x (P’)) > 0), we
have nps ¥ n. So by Lemma 2.4 we have v, (¢, (P')) = 0. By using (2.10) in Lemma 2.9
with T(E) = v, (u?), we obtain

vp (Va(P)) = vp, (u®) (n® — 1) = v (z(P) —r) (n* — 1).
Now assume that vy, (z (P’)) < 0. Then npr = 1 and np/|n. From Lemma 2.4,
v (V2 (P) = vy (z (P))n® + 28, (P').

From the definition of S, (P’) in (2.5) along with the conditions in (2.4), we have
Sn (P") > spr = v (x (P') /y(P")). Noting that 3vy, (z (P’)) = 2v., (y (P’)), we obtain
spr = —vg (x (P’)) /2. Hence

v (@DTQL (P')) > v (z (P)) (n2 — 1)
and so, from (2.10) in Lemma 2.9(i),
vp (V2(P)) >vp, (u?) (n* = 1) +vp (2 (P)) (n® = 1) = vp(x(P) —7) (n* = 1).

We can write

(3.8) vr, (@bfL(P)) = (x(P)—r) (n2 — 1) + ap,



20 PAUL VOUTIER AND MINORU YABUTA

where «,, > 0. Since npr = 1, this argument works for any value of n, not just
n = +1 mod m,. Hence (3.8) holds for all n too.

We will now prove that, in fact, vy, (¢2(P)) = v (x(P)—r) (n? — 1). Since vg(z([k]P)) <
0 and vg(z(P)) > 0, we have vy, (¢ (P)) < vg (V3 (P)) < v, (x(P)y3(P)), so from the
formula ¢, = 2¢f — 1y 19,41 and applying (3.8) with k£ — 1 and k + 1 instead of n, we
obtain

(3.9) v (¢x(P)) = v (Va1 (P)hrs1(P)) = vp, (£(P) — ) k? + ap_1/2 + gy /2.

On the other hand, since & = 0 mod mp, from part (i) of this lemma, we have
vr (¢r(P)) = v (z(P) — r) k. Therefore a1 = a1 = 0.

(iv) Here E’ has multiplicative reduction. So by Lemma 3.1(ii), we know that
apr = v (Ap)/2 and lpr = 2ap:.

Since mp = 2 or 4, we see that n is odd. So nap: = ap mod 2ap,. From {pr = 2ap:,
we have apr = ap and nap = ap/, where T denotes the least non-negative residue of x

modulo ¢p/. Hence
ap(n®—1)

(3.10) v (Un (P)) = B (apr, bpr) = =———
By (2.10) in Lemma 2.9, followed by (3.2) and (3.10), and noting that vy (u) =
vy, (e4(E)) /4, we obtain
1 (m+4)er

vy, (wi(P)) = §UL (cs(E)) (n2 — 1) + % (n2 — 1) (f — g (04(E)))

1 2
- 1(m+4)eL (n*—1).

Hence
bun(P) =0 (42(P) = 3 (m+ ) (* = 1).
O

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that E/K is an elliptic curve having additive reduction and
P € E(K) having singular reduction.
(i) If ¢, = 2, then

[ v (¥3(P))n?/4 if n = 0 mod 2,
Fon(P) = { v (s(P)) (n? — 1) /4 ifn=1mod 2.

(ii) If ¢, = 3, then
L (P) — v (¥3(P))n?/3 if n =0 mod 3,
ol )_{ v(2(P))(n?*—1)/3 4ifn=1,2mod 3.

(iii) Assume that ¢, = 4.



GREATEST COMMON VALUATION OF ¢, AND 2 21

If [2] P has non-singular reduction, then

[ v (¥3(P))n?/4 if n =0 mod 2,
Fon(P) = { v (Ws(P)) (n? — 1) /4 ifn=1mod 2.

If [2]P has singular reduction, then

v (YP3(P))n?/4 if n = 0 mod 4,
kon(P) =14 v(¥3(P))(n*—1) /4 if n=1,3 mod 4,
v(3(P))n?/4—1  ifn=2mod 4.

Proof. Let E’, L, P" and the change of variables be as in Lemma 3.1(i).
(i) Since ¢, = 2, it follows that F has Kodaira type I1I, I11* or I, and that

mp = 2, since P has singular reduction.

(i-a) We first assume that P’ has non-singular reduction and vy (z (P')) > 0.
From (3.3) with n = 2, we have v (¢2(P)) = 4v (v?). From (3.5) with n = 3, we
have v (¢3(P)) = 4v (z(P) —r). From Lemma 2.11(i) along with Lemma 2.10, we
have v (¢2(P)) = v (13(P)), so v (13(P)) = v (u?) if n = 0 mod 2 and v (3(P)) =
v(xz(P)—r)if n=1mod 2.

Therefore, by parts (i) and (iii) of Lemma 3.2, k, ,,(P) = v (u?) n? = v (¢3(P)) n?/4
if n = 0mod 2 and k,,(P) = v(z(P)—7r)(n*—=1) = v(¢3(P)) (n*—1) /4 if n =
1 mod 2.

(i-b) Next assume that P’ has non-singular reduction and vy, (z (P’)) < 0. From
(3.5) with n = 3, we have v (¢3(P)) = 4v (x(P) —r).

Therefore, by parts (i) and (iii) of Lemma 3.2, k, ,(P) = v (x(P) — r)n?® = v (¢3(P )) n?/4

if n = 0mod 2 and k,,(P) = v(z(P)—7r)(n*—1) = v(¢3(P)) (n*—1) /4 if n =
1 mod 2.

(i-c) Next assume that P’ has singular reduction. This can only happen if F has
Kodaira type I, so by Lemma 2.10, we have again v (¢3(P)) = m + 4. Therefore, by
parts (ii) and (iv) of Lemma 3.2, we obtain the desired result here too.

(ii) Since ¢, = 3, F has Kodaira type IV or IV* and mp = 3, since P has singular
reduction. This case happens when E has potential good reduction. So P’ has non-
singular reduction.

From (3.3) with n = 3, we have either v (¢3(P)) = 9v (u?) or v (¢3(P)) = v (z(P) — 7).
In either case, we find by (3.3) that v (¢,(P)) = v (¢3 P)) n?/9 holds for n = 0 mod
3. By part (ii) of Lemma 2.11, we have v (¢3(P)) = 3v (¢3(P)), so v(¢,(P)) =

v (3(P))n?/3.
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From (3.5) with n = 2, we have v (¢3(P)) = 3v (x(P) —r). So if n = +1 mod 3,
then v(¢,(P)) = v (¥3(P)) (n? — 1)/3, using (3.5) again.

(iii) Lastly, we consider ¢, = 4. This case happens only when the Kodaira type is
I.
(ili-a) Assume that [2] P has non-singular reduction. Thus, mp = 2 and v (¢2(P)) <
v (Y2(P)) by Lemma 2.8(i). Since P has singular reduction, we have v(xz(P)) > 1

(again, by Lemma 2.8(i)).

If n = 0mod 2, then (3.3) or (3.4) holds. As shown in the proof of part (i),
kyn = v (¥3(P)) n?/4.

Similarly, if n = 1 mod 2, then we can apply (3.5) and (3.6) as in the proof of
part (i) to show that k,, = v (¢3(P)) (n* — 1) /4.

(ili-b) Assume that [2]P has singular reduction. From Lemma 2.10(ii), this case
happens only when m is odd. In this case, mp = 4.

If n = +1 mod 4, then [n]P is singular, so k,, = v (¥2(P)). By Lemma 2.10(i),
v(Y3(P)) = m + 4. If P’ has singular reduction, then by (3.6), we obtain k,, =
v(¥3(P)) (n® — 1) /4.

If P’ has non-singular reduction, then by (3.5), we obtain k,,, = v (z(P) — r) (n® — 1).
Applying (3.5), but with n = 3, we find that 8v (z(P) — ) = 2v (¢»3(P)), so the desired
result follows.

Assume that n = 0 mod 4. If P’ has singular reduction, then (3.4) applies. So, from
Lemma 2.10(i) we have v (3(P)) = m + 4. Therefore k,,, = v (3(P)) n*/4.

If P’ has non-singular reduction, then by (3.3), we obtain k,,, = v (z(P) —r)n? if
vr (z (P')) <0 and k,,, = v (u*)n?, if vy (z (P')) > 0.

We saw above that 8v (z(P) — r) = 2v (¢3(P)), 50 ky,, = v (¥3(P)) n?/4, if vy, (z (P')) <
0.

Applying (3.3) with n = 4, we find that 16v (u?) = v (¢4(P)) if vy (x (P')) > 0. So
kyn = v (04(P))n?/16, if vy, (z (P')) > 0.

Using (3.9) with £ = 4 (note that it is applicable since [4]P is non-singular and
P is singular), we have v (¢4(P)) = v (¢3(P)Ys(P)). By (3.5) and part (iii) of this
lemma with n = 5 (note that we have already proven part (iii) for such n), we have
v (¥3(P)) = 6v (¢3(P)), so v (¢V5(P)) = 3v (¢¥3(P)). Hence v (64(P)) = 4v (15(P)), and
our desired result follows.

Assume that n = 2 mod 4. Since [n]P has singular reduction and [2n]P has non-
singular reduction, from Lemma 2.10(i), it must be that v (x ([n]P)) = 1. Therefore
v (V2(P)) = v (¢,(P)) — 1. Lemma 2.10(i) tells us that v(z(P)) > 2, so v (¢,(P)) <
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v (z(P)Y2(P)). From the formula ¢, = z¢2 — 1, 11,41 along with the expressions
just found when n = +1 mod 4, we obtain

0 (60 (P) = v (Wt (P (P)
= 20 @s(P) (0= 1% = 1) + J0 (@s(P)) ((n+ 1)* ~ 1)

1 2
10 (Wa(P)) .

We now show how Theorem 1.1 follows when £ has additive reduction.
If £ has Kodaira type I'V or IV*, then

(3.11) S0 (U3(P)) = —2%%’]AU<P>,
by Proposition 5(d) in [2] (noting that our definition of \,, following [10], is one-half
that in [2]).

If £ has Kodaira type I1I, I1I*, I; or I} then

(3.12) o (s(P) = —2%%(1%,
by Proposition 5(e) in [2].

Applying (3.11) and (3.12) with Table 2 of [2] to Lemma 3.3, we complete the proof
of Theorem 1.1. For [ and ¢, = 4, we use v (¢2(P)) = v (¢»3(P)) from Lemma 2.10

to get an expression in terms of v (¢o(P)) rather than v (¢3(P)).
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