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IRREDUCIBILITY OF THE ZERO POLYNOMIALS OF EISENSTEIN

SERIES

OSCAR E. GONZÁLEZ

Abstract. Let Ek be the normalized Eisenstein series of weight k on SL2(Z). Let ϕk be
the polynomial that encodes the j-invariants of non-elliptic zeros of Ek. In 2001, Gekeler
observed that the polynomials ϕk seem to be irreducible (and verified this claim for k ≤ 446).
We show that ϕk is irreducible for infinitely many k.

1. Introduction

Let Ek be the Eisenstein series of even weight k ≥ 2 on SL2(Z) given by

Ek(z) := 1−
2k

Bk

∞∑

n=1

σk−1(n)e
2πinz, (1)

and ∆ := 1
1728

(E3
4 − E2

6). Let j :=
E3

4

∆
and define the polynomial ϕk(X) by

ϕk(X) :=
∏

Ek(z)=0
j(z)6=0,1728

(X − j(z)). (2)

For example, ϕ16(X) = X− 3456000
3617

and ϕ24(X) = X2− 340364160000
236364091

X + 30710845440000
236364091

. Gekeler
observed that the polynomials ϕk seem to be irreducible, and verified this claim for k ≤ 446
([Gek01]). Here we show that the polynomials ϕk are irreducible for infinitely many k. More
precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let ϕk be as in (2). Then ϕ12·2ℓ is irreducible for any ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0}.

Our method employs Dumas’ irreducibility criterion and a recurrence for the Eisenstein
series Gk due to Popa [Pop11].

2. Preliminaries

Let Gk := 2ζ(k)Ek where ζ(k) :=
∑∞

n=1
1
nk . For k ≥ 2 write

Gk =
∑

4a+6b=k

wa,kG
a
4G

b
6, (3)

where wa,k ∈ Q. We have the following recurrence for Gk.

Proposition 2. We have

ckdkGk =

k/2−2∑

j=3
j odd

((
k/2

j

)
+

(
k/2− 2

j

))
dj+1dk−j−1Gj+1Gk−j−1

+ (k − 2)d2dk−2G2Gk−2 +
π2dk−2

2
G′

k−2 +
k

2
d2k/2G

2
k/2, (4)

1
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2 OSCAR E. GONZÁLEZ

where

f ′ :=
1

2πi

df

dz
,

ck =
k

2(k/2 + 1)(k/2− 1)
+ (−1)k/2

(k/2)!(k/2− 2)!

2(k − 1)!
, (5)

and

dk =
(−1)k/2(k − 1)!

2k+1
. (6)

Proof. This follows after some computation from equation (A.3) in [Pop11] with m = k/2,
m̃ = k/2− 2, and w = k − 2. �

Remark. The Eisenstein series G̃k in [Pop11] are normalized so that the coefficient of
q in their Fourier expansion equals 1. This differs from our Gk by a factor of πk/dk, so

that Gk = πk

dk
G̃k. The identity in Proposition 2 is equivalent (via Rankin’s identity) to the

Eichler-Shimura relations for odd periods of cusp forms and Gk.
The following proposition allows us to relate wa,k to the coefficients of ϕk.

Proposition 3 ([Gek01], (1.17.1)). For k ≡ 0 (mod 12) we have

2ζ(k)ϕk(j) =
Gk

∆
k
12

.

Let νp(m) be the highest power of the prime p that divides a non-zero integer m. Extend
this definition to Q by defining νp(a/b) := νp(a) − νp(b) and νp(0) = ∞. We will use the
following criterion of Dumas.

Proposition 4 ([JK17, Corollary 1.3]). Let F (x) = xn + an−1x
n−1 + · · · + a0 be a monic

polynomial with coefficients in Q. If there exists a prime p satisfying

(i) νp(ar)
n−r

≥ νp(a0)
n

for 0 ≤ r ≤ n− 1, and
(ii) (νp(a0), n) = 1,

then F (x) is irreducible over Q.

3. Divisibility results

In this section we prove results about the divisibility of certain binomial coefficients which
will be needed in the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 5. For any even k ≥ 4 we have

ν2

(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2− 1

))
=

{
1 if k + 2 = 2ℓ for some ℓ ≥ 3,

0 otherwise.

Proof. By Lucas’ theorem (see, for example, [Fin47, Thm. 1]) we have
(

k

k/2− 1

)
≡

{
1 (mod 2) if k + 2 = 2ℓ for some ℓ ≥ 3,

0 (mod 2) otherwise.

When k + 2 = 2ℓ with ℓ ≥ 3 we see from [Gra97, Theorem 1] that
(

k
k/2−1

)
≡ 3 (mod 4).

Then, (−1)k/2 +
(

k
k/2−1

)
≡ 2 (mod 4) and the result follows. �
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Lemma 6. Let ck and dk be as in (5) and (6), respectively. Then, for any even k ≥ 4 and
any j ≤ k/2− 2 the following inequalities hold:

ν2

(
dk−2

2ckdk

)
≥ 1, (7)

ν2

(
kd2k/2
2ckdk

)
≥ 0, (8)

ν2

(((
k/2

j

)
+

(
k/2− 2

j

))
dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
≥ 0. (9)

Proof. Recall that for any m ∈ N we have

ν2(m!) = m− s2(m), (10)

where s2(m) is the sum of the digits of m in base 2. We begin by rewriting
dk−2

2ckdk
as

dk−2

2ckdk
=

−2(k − 2)!

(k/2− 1)!(k/2)!
(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2−1

)) .

Using (10) and Lemma 5 we see that

ν2

(
dk−2

2ckdk

)
= 1 + ν2 ((k − 2)!)− ν2 ((k/2− 1)!)− ν2 ((k/2)!)− ν2

(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2− 1

))

= s2(k/2)− ν2

(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2− 1

))

=

{
s2(k/2)− 1 if k + 2 = 2ℓ,

s2(k/2) otherwise.

Clearly s2(k/2) ≥ 1, so we only need to consider the case when k+2 = 2ℓ. Since in this case

s2(k/2) = s2(2
ℓ−1 − 1) ≥ 2, we conclude that ν2

(
dk−2

2ckdk

)
≥ 1, proving (7).

To show (8), we start by rewriting
kd2

k/2

2ckdk
as

kd2k/2
2ckdk

=
(k/2− 1)

(−1)k/2 +
(

k
k/2−1

) .

From this we see that

ν2

(
kd2k/2
2ckdk

)
= ν2(k/2− 1)− ν2

(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2− 1

))

=

{
ν2(k/2− 1)− 1 if k + 2 = 2ℓ,

ν2(k/2− 1) otherwise.

When k + 2 = 2ℓ we have ν2(k/2− 1) = ν2(2
ℓ−1 − 2) = 1. Thus, ν2

(
dk−2

2ckdk

)
≥ 0.
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Finally, to prove (9) we work with
(
k/2
j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk
and

(
k/2−2

j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk
separately. First,

rewrite
(
k/2
j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk
as

(
k/2

j

)
dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk
=

(
k−j−2
k/2−2

)

(−1)k/2 +
(

k
k/2−1

) .

Then,

ν2

((
k/2

j

)
dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
= ν2

((
k − j − 2

k/2− 2

))
− ν2

(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2− 1

))

=




ν2

((
k−j−2
k/2−2

))
− 1 if k + 2 = 2ℓ,

ν2

((
k−j−2
k/2−2

))
otherwise.

When k + 2 = 2ℓ we can use Lucas’ theorem to obtain

(
k − j − 2

k/2− 2

)
=

(
2ℓ − j − 4

2ℓ−1 − 3

)
≡

{
0 (mod 2) if j < k/2− 2,

1 (mod 2) if j = k/2− 2.

Therefore, when k + 2 = 2ℓ and j < k/2 − 2 we have ν2

((
k/2
j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
≥ 0 and when

j = k/2−2 we have ν2

((
k/2
j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
= −1. We will see below that in the case j = k/2−2

we have ν2

((
k/2−2

j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
= −1, so that ν2

(((
k/2
j

)
+
(
k/2−2

j

)) dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
≥ 0.

Now we calculate ν2

((
k/2−2

j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
. We start by rewriting

(
k/2−2

j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk
as

(
k/2− 2

j

)
dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk
=

(
k−j−2
k/2

)

(−1)k/2 +
(

k
k/2−1

) .

Thus,

ν2

((
k/2− 2

j

)
dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
= ν2

((
k − j − 2

k/2

))
− ν2

(
(−1)k/2 +

(
k

k/2− 1

))

=




ν2

((
k−j−2
k/2

))
− 1 if k + 2 = 2ℓ,

ν2

((
k−j−2
k/2

))
otherwise.

When k + 2 = 2ℓ we have

(
k − j − 2

k/2

)
=

(
2ℓ − j − 4

2ℓ−1 − 1

)
≡

{
0 (mod 2) if j < k/2− 2,

1 (mod 2) if j = k/2− 2.

Therefore, when k + 2 = 2ℓ and j < k/2 − 2 we have ν2

((
k/2−2

j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
≥ 0 and when

j = k/2− 2 we have ν2

((
k/2
j

)dj+1dk−j−1

ckdk

)
= −1. �
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4. Proof of Theorem 1

We start by showing that mina (ν2(wa,k)) ≥ 0 for all even k.

Theorem 7. Let wa,k be as in (3) and let k ≥ 4 be an even integer. Then mina (ν2(wa,k)) ≥ 0.

Proof. By induction. The base case is clear. Suppose that r is even and that mina (ν2(wa,k)) ≥
0 for all even k ≤ r − 2. We will show that mina (ν2(wa,r)) ≥ 0. From (4) we have

Gr =

r/2−2∑

j=3
j odd

((
r/2

j

)
+

(
r/2− 2

j

))
dj+1dr−j−1

crdr
Gj+1Gr−j−1

+ (r − 2)
d2dr−2

crdr
G2Gr−2 +

π2dr−2

2crdr
G′

r−2 +
rd2r/2
2crdr

G2
r/2.

Note that π2G′
4 = G2G4 −

7
2
G6 and π2G′

6 = 3
2
G2G6 −

15
7
G2

4. From (3) we see that Gr−2 =∑
4a+6b=r−2 wa,r−2G

a
4G

b
6. Since (Ga

4G
b
6)

′ = aGa−1
4 Gb

6G
′
4 + bGa

4G
b−1
6 G′

6 and d2 = −1/8 we have

(r − 2)
d2dr−2

crdr
G2Gr−2 +

π2dr−2

2crdr
G′

r−2

=
dr−2

2crdr

∑

4a+6b=r−2

wa,r−2

(
G2G

a
4G

b
6

(
2d2(r − 2) + a +

3b

2

)
−

7a

2
Ga−1

4 Gb+1
6 −

15b

7
Ga+2

4 Gb−1
6

)

= −
dr−2

2crdr

∑

4a+6b=r−2

wa,r−2

(
7a

2
Ga−1

4 Gb+1
6 +

15b

7
Ga+2

4 Gb−1
6

)
.

We also see from (3) that

Gj+1Gr−j−1 =

(
∑

4a+6b=j+1

wa,j+1G
a
4G

b
6

)(
∑

4a+6b=r−j−1

wa,r−j−1G
a
4G

b
6

)
.

Using Lemma 6 and the induction hypothesis we conclude that mina (ν2(wa,r)) ≥ 0. �

We have the following precise conjecture about the value of mina (ν2(wa,k)).

Conjecture 8. Let wa,k be as in (3) and let k ≥ 4 be an even integer. Then,

min
a

(ν2(wa,k)) =

{
s(k)− 2 if k 6= 2j,

0 if k = 2j.

This has been verified for k ≤ 3500.

Lemma 9. Let k ≡ 0 (mod 12) and let r ≥ 0. Write

ϕk(X) = X
k
12 + tk, k

12
−1X

k
12

−1 + · · ·+ tk,1X + tk,0. (11)

Then,

tk,r =
πk

ζ(k)
(−1)k/12−r

r∑

a=0

w3a,k
22k/3−6r−2a−1

3k/4+3r5a+k/67k/6−2a

(
k/12− a

k/12− r

)
.
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Proof. We have

Ek

∆
k
12

=
Gk

2ζ(k)∆
k
12

=

∑k/12
a=0 w3a,kG

3a
4 G

k/6−2a
6

2ζ(k)∆k/12

=
πk

3k/2ζ(k)

k/12∑

a=0

w3a,k · 2
k/6−2a−1

5k/6+a7k/6−2a
ja(j − 1728)k/12−a

=
πk

3k/2ζ(k)

k/12∑

a=0

k/12−a∑

i=0

w3a,k · 2
k/6−2a−1

5k/6+a7k/6−2a

(
k/12− a

i

)
jk/12−i(−1728)i.

From Proposition 3 we see that

Ek

∆
k
12

= ϕk(j) = j
k
12 + tk, k

12
−1j

k
12

−1 + · · ·+ tk,1j + tk,0.

Comparing coefficients, the result follows. �

Lemma 10. Let k = 12 · 2ℓ with ℓ ≥ 0 and let wa,k be as in (3). Then v2(w0,k) = 0 and
v2(w3a,k) ≥ 1 for 1 ≤ a ≤ k

12
− 1.

Proof. By induction on ℓ. From [Rad73, (59.6)], we have

(k/2− 3)(k − 1)(k + 1)Gk = 3

k/2−2∑

p=2

(2p− 1)(k − 2p− 1)G2pGk−2p. (12)

Note that G12 =
25
143

G2
6 +

18
143

G3
4, so the result holds for ℓ = 0. Suppose that for some m ≥ 0

we have ν2(w0,12·2m) = 0 and ν2(w3a,12·2m) ≥ 1 for 1 ≤ a ≤ k
12

− 1. Then, paring the terms
arising from p and 12 · 2m − p in (12) gives

G12·2m+1 =
3

(12 · 2m − 3)(12 · 2m+1 − 1)(12 · 2m+1 + 1)
(
2
12·2m−1−1∑

p=2

(2p− 1)(12 · 2m+1 − 2p− 1)G2pG12·2m+1−2p + (12 · 2m − 1)2G2
12·2m

)
.

Thus, using Theorem 7, we have ν2(w0,12·2m+1) = 0 and ν2(w3a,12·2m+1) ≥ 1 for 1 ≤ a ≤
k
12

− 1. �

Corollary 11. Let k = 12 · 2ℓ with ℓ ≥ 0 and let tk,r be as in (11). Then, ν2(tk,0) =
2k−3
3

and for 1 ≤ r ≤ k/12− 1 we have ν2(tk,r) ≥
2k
3
− 8r.

Proof. Recall (see, for example, [Rad73, (5.5), (9.1)]) that

ν2(B2n) = −1,

and that

ζ(2n) = (−1)n−1 (2π)
2nB2n

2(2n)!
.

Thus, ν2

(
ζ(k)
πk

)
= 0. The result now follows from Lemmas 10 and 9. �
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We can now prove the main theorem.
Proof of Theorem 1: Let tk,r be as in (11). For 0 ≤ r ≤ k

12
− 1, Corollary 11 gives

ν2(tk,0)

k/12
≤

ν2(tk,r)

k/12− r
(13)

and (
v2(tk,0),

k

12

)
= (2k/3− 1, 2ℓ) = (22ℓ+1 · 3ℓ−1 − 1, 2ℓ) = 1.

Thus, the result follows from Proposition 4 with p = 2.
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