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WATKINS’ CONJECTURE FOR ELLIPTIC CURVES OVER FUNCTION

FIELDS

JERSON CARO

Abstract. In 2002 Watkins conjectured that given an elliptic curve defined over Q, its Mordell-
Weil rank is at most the 2-adic valuation of its modular degree. We consider the analogous problem
over function fields of positive characteristic, and we prove it in several cases. More precisely, every
modular semi-stable elliptic curve over Fq(T ) after extending constant scalars, and every quadratic
twist of a modular elliptic curve over Fq(T ) by a polynomial with sufficiently many prime factors
satisfy the analogue of Watkins’ conjecture. Furthermore, for a well-known family of elliptic curves
with unbounded rank due to Ulmer, we prove the analogue of Watkins’ conjecture.

1. Introduction

Let E be an elliptic curve over Q of conductor N . The modular degree mE of E is the minimum
degree of all modular parametrizations φ : X0(N) → E over Q. The modularity Theorem [24, 20, 2]
implies that it is well-defined. In 2002 Watkins [23] conjectured that for every elliptic curve E over
Q we have r ≤ ν2(mE), where ν2 denotes the 2-adic valuation and r := rankZ(E(Q)).

Let k be a finite field of characteristic p > 3, write A = k[T ] for the polynomial ring, and
let K = k(T ) be its fraction field. Let ∞ denote the place of K associated with 1/T . Let E
be a non-isotrivial (see Section 2.3 for the definition) elliptic curve defined over K. Under the
assumption that E has split multiplicative reduction at ∞, there is an analogue to the modularity
Theorem cf. Theorem 2.1. Namely, if E is non-isotrivial and has split multiplicative reduction
at ∞ and conductor ideal n, then there is a non-constant map φE : X0(n) → E, where X0(n) is
the corresponding Drinfeld modular curve. Thus, from now on we say that E is modular if it is
non-isotrivial and has split multiplicative reduction at ∞. Given a modular elliptic curve E over
K, we say that it satisfies Watkins’ conjecture if rankZ(E(K)) ≤ ν2(mE), where mE is the minimal
degree of a modular parametrization φE .

Using Atkin-Lehner involutions we prove a potential version of Watkins’ conjecture for semi-
stable elliptic curves over K (see [7] and [3] for other applications of Atkin-Lehner involutions in
the context of Watkins’ conjecture).

Theorem 1.1. Let E be a modular semi-stable elliptic curve defined over K with conductor nE =
(n)∞. Let k′ be a finite field containing the splitting field of n over k, then Watkins’ conjecture
holds for E′ = E ×SpecK SpecK ′, where K ′ := k′(T ).

It is not known whether the Mordell-Weil rank of elliptic curves over Q is unbounded or not.
Over K we know that the rank is unbounded thanks to the work of Shafarevitch and Tate [19]
in the isotrivial case and Ulmer [21] in the non-isotrivial case. The next result proves Watkins’
conjecture for one of the families given by Ulmer, thus, we obtain Watkins’ conjecture for elliptic
curves over K with arbitrarily large rank.

Theorem 1.2. Let p be a prime and n be a positive integer, such that 6 | pn+1. The elliptic curve

E : y2 + T dxy = x3 − 1

where d = (pn + 1)/6 defined over Fq(T ), satisfies Watkins’ conjecture.
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On the other hand, Esparza-Lozano and Pasten [8] prove that, over Q, the quadratic twist E(D)

of E by D satisfies Watkins’ conjecture whenever the number of distinct prime divisor of D is big
enough. Using results of Papikian [13] on L(Sym2 f, 2) over function fields, when f is a Drinfeld
modular form, we can prove an analogue over function fields. In the following we write ωK(g) for
the number of distinct irreducible factors of a polynomial g in A.

Theorem 1.3. Let E be an elliptic curve over K with minimal conductor among its quadratic
twists. Let its conductor be n∞ = (n21n2)∞, where n1, n2 are square-free coprime polynomials.
Assume that E has a non-trivial K-rational 2-torsion. Let g be a monic square-free polynomial
of even degree such that gcd(n1, g) = 1, and ωK(g) ≥ 2ωK(n) − ν2(mE), then Watkins’ conjecture

holds for E(g).

The condition that g has even degree is necessary to guarantee that E(g) is modular (cf. Section
4). The previous Theorem will be used to deduce the following:

Corollary 1.4. Assume that E is a semi-stable modular elliptic curve over K. Then we have that
E(g) satisfies Watkins’ conjecture whenever ωK(g) ≥ 3. Furthermore, if every prime dividing n has

non-split multiplicative reduction and E(K)[2] ∼= Z/2Z then E(g) satisfies Watkins’ conjecture for
every square-free polynomial g ∈ A of even degree.

2. Preliminaries

The idea of this section is to define the associated invariants to Watkins’ conjecture over function
fields. Write K∞ for the completion of K at T−1, and let O∞ be its ring of integers. Let C∞ denote
the completion of an algebraic closure of K∞.

2.1. Drinfeld Modular Curves. We denote by Ω the Drinfeld upper half plane C∞−K∞. Notice
that GL(2,K∞) acts on Ω by fractional linear transformations, in particular, so does the Hecke
congruence subgroup associated with an ideal n of A

Γ0(n) =

{
g =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ G : a, b, c, d ∈ Fq[T ], c ≡ 0 (mod n), det(g) ∈ O∞

}
.

The compactification of the quotient space Γ0(n)\Ω by the finitely many cusps Γ0(n)\P
1(K) is the

Drinfeld modular curve. We denoted it by X0(n).

2.2. Drinfeld Modular Forms and Hecke Operators. In this section, we define an analogue
of the cuspidal Hecke newforms over C. Another way to understand Ω is the Bruhat-Tits tree T
of PGL(2,K∞), whose oriented edges are in correspondence with the cosets of GL(2,K∞)/K×

∞ · J
(see Section 4.2 [9]), where

J =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ GL(2, O∞) : c ≡ 0 (mod T−1)

}
.

This correspondence gives an action of GL(2,K∞) on the real-valued functions on the oriented
edges of T by left-multiplying the argument. Let H !(Γ0(n),R) be the finite-dimensional R-space of
real-valued, alternating, harmonic and Γ0(n)-invariant functions on the oriented edges of T having
finite support modulo Γ0(n).

For each divisor d = (d) of n, let id be the map

id : (H !(Γ0(n/d),R))
2 −→ H !(Γ0(n),R)

given by

id(f, g)(e) = f(e) + g

((
d 0
0 1

)
· e

)
,
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for every oriented edge e. The subspace of oldforms at level n is

Hold
! (Γ0(n),R) =

∑

p|n

ip((H !(Γ0(n/p),R))
2).

Denote by Hnew
! (Γ0(n),R) to the orthogonal complement of the oldforms with respect to the

Petersson-norm (see Section 4.8 Gekeler op. cit.) defined over H !(Γ0(n),R).
For any nonzero ideal m there is a Hecke operator Tm, for example, for m relatively prime to n

is defined by

Tmf(e) =
∑

f

((
a b
0 d

)
· e

)
,

where the sum runs over a, b, d ∈ A such that a, d are monic, m = (ad), and deg(b) < deg(d), see
Section 4.9 Gekeler op. cit. for a general definition. Finally, a newform is a normalized Drinfeld
modular form f ∈ Hnew

! (Γ0(n),R), and an eigenform for all Hecke operators.

2.3. Elliptic curves. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over K. Assume that E has an affine
model

Y 2 + a1XY + a3Y = X3 + a2X
2 + a4X + a6. (1)

where ai ∈ K. For this cubic equation, define the usual Weierstrass invariants:

b2 = a21 + 4a2, b4 = a1a3 + 2a4, b6 = a23 + 4a6,

b8 = a21a6 − a1a3a4 + 4a2a6 + a2a
2
3 − a24,

c4 = b22 − 24b4, c6 = −b32 + 36b2b4 − 216b6,

∆ = −b22b8 − 8b34 − 27b26 + 9b2b4b6,

jE = c34∆
−1.

We say that E is non-isotrivial when jE /∈ k. Since we assume that char(k) > 3 the conductor of
E is cubefree. Denote it by nE and by n its finite part, in particular, nE = n ·∞i, where i ∈ {0, 1, 2}.
When E has split multiplicative reduction at ∞, due to Drinfeld’s reciprocity law (Proposition 10.3
[6]) and the fact that E is automorphic (Theorem 9.8 in [5]), there is an analogue of the modularity
Theorem over Q:

Theorem 2.1 (Modularity Theorem). Let E be an elliptic curve over K of conductor nE = n0 ·∞
having split multiplicative reduction at ∞. There is a non-constant morphism X0(n) → E defined
over K.

Remark 2.2. This Theorem gives a bijection between primitive newforms f (i.e., f is a newform
such that f /∈ nHnew

! (Γ0(n),Z) for n > 1) with integer eigenvalues and isogeny classes of modular
elliptic curves over K with conductor n · ∞.

2.3.1. L-functions. There is an attached L-function to an elliptic curve with conductor nE , which
has an Euler product expansion

L(E, s) =
∑

n pos. div.

an
|n|s

=
∏

p

(
1−

αp

|p|s

)−1(
1−

βp
|p|s

)−1

,

where αp, βp are defined as follows: (1) if p ∤ nE , αp + βp = ap := |p| + 1−#E(Fp) and αpβp = |p|,
(2) if p || nE, αp = 0 and βp = ±1, and (3) if p2 | nE, αp = βp = 0.

Due to results of Grothendieck [10] and Deligne [5] L(E, s) = L(fE, s), where fE is the newform
associated to E, and L(E, s) is a polynomial in the variable q−s of degree deg(n)− 4.
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Over this newform fE we define the L-function attached to its symmetric square L(Sym2 fE, s)
with the following local factors

Lp(Sym
2 fE, s) =





1, if p2 | nE,(
1− 1

|p|s

)−1
, if p || nE ,

(
1−

α2
p

|p|s

)−1 (
1−

αpαp

|p|s

)−1 (
1−

αp
2

|p|s

)−1
if p ∤ nE .

When E is semi-stable Proposition 5.4 from [12] implies that L(Sym2 fE , s) is a polynomial in the
variable q−s of degree 2 deg(nE)− 4.

2.3.2. Upper Bounds for the Rank of the Mordell-Weil Group. The following is a geometric bound
for the Mordell-Weil rank due to Tate [18]

rankZ(E(K)) ≤ ords=1 L(E, s) ≤ deg(nE)− 4. (2)

See [22] for detailed proof. In addition, if the elliptic curve E has a non-trivial K-rational 2-torsion,
we can give an upper bound for its Mordell-Weil rank in terms of ωK(n), the number of distinct
primes that divide n in A.

First of all, notice that the change of variables X = z/4, Y = y/8− a1z/8− a3/2 transforms (1)
into

y2 = z3 + b2z
2 + 8b4z + 16b6. (3)

Let γ ∈ K be a root of the previous cubic, associated to a non-trivial K-rational 2-torsion point.
Then γ ∈ A and the change of variables z = x+ γ turns (3) into

y2 = x3 +Ax2 +Bx (4)

where

A = 3γ + b2 and B = 3γ2 + 2b2γ + 8b4.

Let ∆min be the discriminant of the minimal model (1) and let ∆ be the discriminant of (4). Notice
that ∆ = 212∆min by the standard transformation formulas, thus, (4) is a minimal model of E.
Now, recall the usual exact sequence related to a 2-descent,

0 //
E(K)
2E(K)

// Sel2(E/K) // X(E/K)[2] // 0 . (5)

Furthermore, consider the exact sequence from Lemma 6.1 of [15]

0 //
E′(K)[θ′]
φ(E(K)[2])

// Selθ(E/K) // Sel2(E/K) // Selθ
′

(E′/K). (6)

These two exact sequences imply that rankZ(E(K)) + 2 ≤ s(E, θ) + s′(E, θ), where s(E, θ) =

dimF2(Sel
θ(E/K)) and s′(E, θ) = dimF2(Sel

θ′(E′/K)). In addition, there is a correspondence
between Selmer groups and homogeneous spaces (see Chapter 4 from [14]), which shows that
s(E, θ) ≤ ωK(A

2 − 4B) + 1 and s′(E, θ) ≤ ωK(B) + 1. Thus, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.3. Let E be an elliptic curve with K-rational 2-torsion and Weierstrass minimal
model y2 = x3 +Ax2 +Bx, then:

rankZ(E(K)) ≤ ωK(A
2 − 4B) + ωK(B),

consequently, if α (resp. µ) is the number of primes of additive (resp. multiplicative) bad reduction
of E/K. Then:

rankZ(E(K)) ≤ µ+ 2α.
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2.3.3. Modular Degree. Let E be a modular elliptic curve defined over K. Let X0(n) be the Drinfeld
modular curve parametrizing φE : X0(n) → E where φE is non-trivial and of minimal possible
degree. The modular degree mE is the degree of φE . The following Lemma relates the 2-adic
valuations of mE and L(Sym2 f, 2).

Lemma 2.4. Let E be a modular elliptic curve with conductor n∞. Then we have that

ν2(mE) = ν2(L(Sym
2 f, 2))− ν2(val∞(jE)).

Proof. Proposition 1.3 in [13] states that

mE =
qdeg n−2(c̃E)

2

−val∞(jE)
L(Sym2 f, 2),

where c̃E is the Manin constant and q = #k. By taking 2-adic valuations we obtain

ν2(mE) = ν2(q
deg n−2(c̃E)

2) + ν2(L(Sym
2 f, 2))− ν2(val∞(jE)),

and by Proposition 1.2 from [11] c̃E is a power of q which yields the desired result. �

3. Watkins’ Conjecture for Semi-stable Elliptic Curves

For any ideal m = (m), such that m | n = (n), and m and n/m are relatively primes, there is an
Atkin-Lehner involution Wm. This involution acts on H !(Γ0(n),R) as follows

Wmf(e) = f

((
ma b
nc md

)
· e

)
,

where a, b, c, d ∈ A and m2ab− nbc = γm for some γ ∈ k×. We denote by W(n) the 2-elementary
abelian group of all Atkin-Lehner involutions. Let f be a primitive newform; since f is primitive,
it is determined by its eigenvalues up to sign. By Lemma 11 from [1] the Hecke operators commute

with the Atkin-Lehner involutions, henceW
(n)
p f and f have the same Hecke eigenvalues. By Lemma

1.2 from [16] Hnew
! (Γ0(n),R) is stable under the Atkin-Lehner involutions, and consequently, we

have that Wpf = ±f .

Remark 3.1. Let E be a modular elliptic curve, and fE be its attached primitive newform, then fE
is an eigenform of every Atkin-Lehner involution.

The following Proposition gives a lower bound of ν2(mE) in terms of ωK(n).

Proposition 3.2. Let E be an elliptic curve with conductor nE = n∞. Let fE be the primitive
newform associated to E. Over this newform, we define W ′ = {W ∈ W : W (fE) = fE}, and
κ := dimF2([W(n) : W ′]) + dimF2(E(K)[2]). Then ωK(n)− κ ≤ ν2(mE).

Proof. Proposition 10.3 from [6] gives the following isomorphism

H1(X0(n)⊗Ksep
∞ ,Qℓ) ∼= H !(Γ0(n),Qℓ)⊗ sp,

where sp is the two-dimensional special ℓ-adic representation of Gal(Ksep
∞ /K∞). Furthermore, this

isomorphism is compatible with the action of the Atkin-Lehner involutions.
Since H1(X0(n) ⊗ Ksep

∞ ,Qℓ) is the dual of Vℓ(J0(n)), we have that if π : J0(n) → E is the
projection, then π([W (D)]) = π([D]) for every divisor D of degree 0 over X0(n) whenever W ∈ W ′.
By Remark 3.1 W ′ has at most index 2 in W(n). Now, as in Proposition 2.1 in [7] we construct
a homomorphism θ : W ′ → E(K)[2]. First of all, we fix a K-rational point x0 ∈ X0(n), then for
W ∈ W ′ we define θ(W ) = π([W (x0) − (x0)]). Notice that θ(W ) ∈ E(K)[2], since x0 ∈ X0(n)(K)
and

θ(W ) = π([W (x0)− (x0)]) = π([W (W (x0)− (x0))]) = −π([W (x0)− (x0)]) = −θ(W ).
5



Now, define W ′′ = ker θ. Let X = X0(n)/W
′′, and denote by ψ : X0(n) → X that is also defined

over K and by J the Jacobian of X . We can define ι : X0(n) → J0(n) based on x0, and ι
′ : X → J

based on ψ(x0), so we obtain a commutative diagram

X0(n)
ι

//

ψ

��

J0(n)

ψ∗

��

X
ι′

// J .

Since π([W (x0) − x0]) = 0 for W ∈ W ′′, we have that π ◦ ι(w(x)) = π ◦ ι(x) for all x ∈ X0(n), in
particular, π ◦ ι factors through X . Since the image of ι generates to J0(n) as a group, there exists
π′ : J → E such that π = π′ ◦ ψ∗, then

[mE ] = π ◦ π∨ = (π′ ◦ ψ∗) ◦ (ψ
∗ ◦ π′∨) = π′ ◦ [deg(ψ)] ◦ π′∨ = [#W ′′] ◦ (π′ ◦ π′∨).

Since the degree of [i] (multiplication by i) is i · i∗ or (i∗)2, where i∗ denotes the p-free part of i,
then #W ′′ | mE , since p 6= 2. �

The previous Proposition and Tate’s geometric bound (2) allow us to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that E′ = E ×SpecK SpecK ′. Since the conductor of E′ is also
nE = (n)∞, then by Tate’s geometric bound (2) rank(E′(K ′)) ≤ deg(n) − 4. On the other hand,
we know that ωK ′((n)) = deg(n) because k′ contains the splitting field of n. Furthermore, since
dimF2([W(n) : W ′]) ≤ 1, by Remark 3.1, we have κ ≤ 3, then by Proposition 3.2 we have that

ν2(mE′) ≥ ωK((n))− 3 = deg(n)− 3 = deg(nE)− 4 ≥ rank(E′(k′(T ))),

which yields the desired result. �

Ulmer [21] exhibits a closed formula for the rank of a family of elliptic curves. Proposition 3.2
together with this formula allow us to show Watkins’ conjecture for this family.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. First of all, we notice that E(Fp(T ))[2] = (0), since the polynomial 4x3 +

T 2dx− 4 does not have solution over Fp(T ). Notice that E is the change of base point of P1 given
by [0 : 1] 7→ ∞ of

E′ : y2 + xy = x3 − Tm,

where m = pn + 1. Theorem 1.5 in [21] shows that nE′ = T (1 − 2433Tm), then in particular
nE = (Tm − 2433)∞. We claim that f(T ) = Tm − 2433 always has a root in Fp2 . Let α ∈ Fp2 such

that α2 = 3, and notice that if α ∈ Fp, 2
23α is a root of f . If α /∈ Fp, since 6 | pn − 1 we have that

p ≡ −1(mod 3), then p ≡ 1(mod 4) by the law of quadratic reciprocity. This implies that 223α or
223αβ is a root of f , where β2 = −1. Consequently, there is a bijection between the prime divisors
of even degree of Tm − 1 and f(T ).

By definition, Tm − 1 factors over Fp[T ] as follows

Tm − 1 =
∏

e|m

Φe(T ),

where Φn(T ) is the nth-cyclotomic polynomial. Thus, the number of prime divisors over Fq[T ] of
f(T ) is

ωFq(T )(nE) =
∑

e|m

φ(e)

oe(q)
−

{
0 if Tm − 2433 has solution in Fq

1 otherwise
,
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where φ(e) is the cardinality of (Z/eZ)× and oe(q) is the order of q in (Z/eZ)×. On the other hand,
we know that rank(E(Fp(T ))) = rank(E′(Fp(T ))). Theorem 1.5 in [21] states a closed expression
for rank(E′(Fq(T )))

∑

e|m
e∤6

φ(e)

oe(q)
+

{
2 if 3 | q − 1

1 otherwise
+

{
1 if 4 | q − 1

0 otherwise
.

Since there are 4 divisors of 6 we obtain
∑

e|m

φ(e)

oe(q)
≥
∑

e|m
e∤6

φ(e)

oe(q)
+ 4

Furthermore, if 3 | q− 1 then q is a square since p ≡ −1(mod 3); which implies that Tm− 2433 has
solution in Fq. Hence, Proposition 3.2 implies that

ν2(mE) ≥ ωFq(T )(nE)− 1 =
∑

e|m

φ(e)

oe(q)
− 1 ≥

∑

e|m
e∤6

φ(e)

oe(q)
+ 3 ≥ rank(E(Fq(T ))).

Finally, if 3 ∤ q − 1 we obtain

ν2(mE) ≥ ωFq(T )(nE)− 1 ≥
∑

e|m

φ(e)

oe(q)
− 2 ≥

∑

e|m
e∤6

φ(e)

oe(q)
+ 2 ≥ rank(E(Fq(T ))),

which gives the desired result. �

4. Watkins’ Conjecture for Quadratic Twists

Let E be a modular elliptic curve with conductor nE , since char(k) > 3 there exist square-free
coprime polynomials n1, n2 ∈ A such that nE = (n21n2)∞. For g ∈ A be a monic square-free

polynomial, with (n1, g) = 1, we define the quadratic twist E(g) of E by g as follows

E(g) : y2 = x3 +Agx2 +Bg2x.

We assume that deg(g) is even to ensure that E(g) is modular. To see that, notice that if the change
of variables x 7→ T 2nx and y 7→ T 3ny makes E a minimal T−1-integral model, then the change
x 7→ T 2(n+m)x and y 7→ T 3(n+m)y makes E(g) a minimal T−1-integral model, where deg(g) = 2m;
since g is a monic polynomial, both reductions modulo T−1 are the same. Note that the conductor

n
(g)
E of E(g) is equal to nE(g

2/d), where d = gcd(n2, g). We denote by f (g) to the associated Drinfeld

newform to E(g).
The following lemma gives an upper bound for the Mordell-Weil rank of E(g).

Lemma 4.1. With the notation above, we have that

rankZ(E
(g)(K)) ≤ ωK(n2) + 2(ωK(n1) + ωK(g)).

Proof. First of all, we notice that E(g) has multiplicative reduction at p if p | n2/d, E
(g) has additive

reduction at p if p | n1g, and otherwise E(g) has good reduction at p. Then by Proposition 2.3 we
obtain that

rankZ(E
(g)(K)) ≤ ωK(n2/d) + 2(ωK(n1) + ωk(g)),

since ωK(n2/d) ≥ ωK(n2) we obtain the desired result. �
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To find a lower bound for ν2(mE(g)), we need to relate L(Sym2 f (g), 2) and L(Sym2 f, 2), so, we
can use Lemma 2.4 and the fact that jE = jE(g) (since this two elliptic curves are isomorphic in a
quadratic extension of K), but before, we need the following lemma

Lemma 4.2. Let p be a prime ideal of A and let
(

·
p

)
: Fp → {−1, 0, 1} be the extended Legendre

symbol. Then

ap(E
(g)) =

(
g

p

)
ap(E).

Proof. If E(g) has additive reduction at p, we have that p | n1 or p | g, then ap(E
(g)) = 0 and

there is nothing to prove. On the other hand, assume that E(g) has multiplicative reduction at p.

By Lemma 2.2 in [4] E has split multiplicative reduction at p if and only if
(
−c6(E)

p

)
= 1, as a

consequence, this quantity is equal to ap(E). Furthermore, since c6(E
(g)) = g3c6(E), we have

ap(E
(g)) =

(
−c6(E

(g))

p

)
=

(
−g3c6(E)

p

)
=

(
g

p

)
ap(E).

Finally, assume that p ∤ n(g), Define M = {x ∈ Fp : x
3 +Ax2 +B 6= 0}. Consequently, we obtain

#E
(g)
p (Fp) = |p|+ 1 +

∑

x∈M

(
x3 +Agx2 +Bg2x

p

)

= |p|+ 1 +
∑

x∈M

(
g3(x3 +Ax2 +Bx)

p

)

= |p|+ 1 +

(
g

p

) ∑

x∈M

(
x3 +Ax2 +Bx

p

)

= |p|+ 1−

(
g

p

)
ap(E

(g)),

by recalling the definition of ap(E) we get the desired result. �

Proposition 4.3. Let E be a modular elliptic curve with conductor nE and associated primitive
newform f . Assume that E′ is a quadratic twist of E, with conductor n′E and associated primitive
newform f ′, such that ordp(nE) ≤ ordp(n

′
E) for all p. Thus, there exist n1, n2, d, g square-free monic

polynomials with 1 = gcd(n1, g), and d = gcd(n2, g) such that nE = (n21n2)∞ and n′E = nEg
2/d.

Then one has

L(Sym2 f ′, 2) = L(Sym2 f, 2)
|d|

|g|3

∏

p|d

(|p|2 − 1)
∏

p|g/d

(
(|p| + 1)2 − ap(E)2

)
(|p| − 1).

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 we have that when ordp(n) = ordp(n
′) the local factors are equal, i.e.

Lp(Sym
2 f ′, 2) = Lp(Sym

2 f, 2). If p | d, we have that

Lp(Sym
2 f ′, s) = Lp(Sym

2 f, s)(1− |p|−s),

thus, at s = 2 we obtain

Lp(Sym
2 f ′, 2) = Lp(Sym

2 f, 2)
1

|p|2
(|p|2 − 1).

Finally, assume that p | (g/d). The local factors are related as follows

Lp(Sym
2 f ′, s) = Lp(Sym

2 f, s)
(
1− α2

p|p|
−s
) (

1− αp
2|p|−s

) (
1− |p|1−s

)
,
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therefore at s = 2 we obtain

Lp(Sym
2 f ′, 2) = Lp(Sym

2 f, 2)
1

|p|3
(
(|p| + 1)2 − ap(E)2

)
(|p| − 1),

putting all together, we achieve the desired result. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Since E and E(g) are isomorphic over C∞, we have that jE = jE(g) , thus by
Lemma 2.4 we obtain

ν2(mE(g)) = ν2(mE) + ν2(L(Sym
2 f (g), 2)) − ν2(L(Sym

2 f, 2)).

On the other hand, Proposition 4.3 implies that

ν2(L(Sym
2 f (g), 2)/L(Sym2 f, 2)) =

∑

p|d

ν2(|p|
2 − 1) +

∑

p|g/d

ν2
(
((|p| + 1)2 − ap(E)2)(|p| − 1)

)
.

We know that |p|2 − 1 ≡ 0 (mod 8), meanwile |p| − 1 ≡ 0 (mod 2). As E(K)[2] is non-trivial and
it maps injectively into Ep(Fp) for every prime p ∤ n∞, then |p| + 1 − ap(E) ≡ 0 (mod 2), which
implies (|p|+ 1)2 − ap(E)2 ≡ 0 (mod 4). As a consequence

ν2(L(Sym
2 f (g), 2)) − ν2(L(Sym

2 f, 2)) ≥ 3ωK(g).

Putting all together, we achieve the result.

ν2(mE(g)) ≥ ν2(mE) + 3ωK(g). (7)

By Proposition 2.3 we know that rank(E(g)) ≤ 2(ωK(n) + ωK(g)). By our assumptions on g we
obtain that

ν2(mE) + 3ωK(g) ≥ 2(ωK(n) + ωK(g)),

consequently, rank(E(g)) ≤ ν2(mE(g)). �

Proof of Corollary 1.4. By Proposition 3.2 we have that ν2(mE) ≥ ωK(n) − 3. Since E is semi-

stable, n is square-free, consequently, Lemma 4.1 implies that rank(E(g)) ≤ ωK(n)+2ωK(g). Using
the equation (7), we have

ν2(mE(g)) ≥ ν2(mE) + 3ωK(g) ≥ ωK(n)− 3 + 3ωK(g) ≥ ωK(g)− 3 + rank(E(g)), (8)

hence Watkins’ conjecture holds for E(g), whenever ωK(d) ≥ 3. Furthermore, if a prime ideal p
divides n and has non-split multiplicative reduction, by Theorem 3 in [1] Wpf = f , consequently,
W = W ′. Therefore, if every prime p which divides n has non-split multiplicative reduction and
E(K)[2] ∼= Z/2Z Proposition 3.2 implies that ν2(mE) ≥ ωK(n)− 1, thus, equation (8) turns into

ν2(mE(g)) ≥ ωK(g) − 1 + rank(E(g)),

accordingly, Watkins’ Conjecture holds for every square-free polynomial g of even degree. �
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[18] Tate, J. (1965). On the conjectures of Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer and a geometric analog. Séminaire Bourbaki,
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