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A DIVISIBILITY RELATED TO THE BIRCH AND SWINNERTON-DYER

CONJECTURE

MENTZELOS MELISTAS

email: mentzmel@gmail.com

Abstract. Let E/Q be an optimal elliptic curve of analytic rank zero. It follows from the
Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for elliptic curves of analytic rank zero that the order of
the torsion subgroup of E/Q divides the product of the order of the Shafarevich–Tate group of
E/Q, the (global) Tamagawa number of E/Q, and the Tamagawa number of E/Q at infinity.
This consequence of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture was noticed by Agashe and
Stein in 2005. In this paper, we prove this divisibility statement unconditionally in many cases,
including the case where the curve E/Q is semi-stable.

Keywords: elliptic curve, Shafarevich–Tate group, Tamagawa number, torsion point, BSD
conjecture.

1. Introduction

Let A/Q be an abelian variety with analytic rank 0 which is a quotient of the modular
Jacobian J0(N)/Q attached to a newform. Assume that A/Q is optimal, i.e., the associated
map J0(N) → A has connected kernel. It follows from work of Kolyvagin and Logachëv (see
[21] and [22]) that both A(Q) and the Shafarevich–Tate group X(A/Q) of A/Q are finite. Let
L(A, s) be the L-function of A/Q and let mA be the Manin constant of A/Q. Agashe and Stein
in [2, Page 468] proved that

c∞(A) ·mA · |A(Q)tors| ·
L(A, 1)

Ω(A)
∈ Z,

where c∞(A) is the number of connected components of A(R) and Ω(A) is the real period of
A/Q.

The (second part of the) Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture for analytic rank 0 abelian
varieties (see [18, Conjecture F.4.1.6]) is the following.

Conjecture 1.1. Let A/Q be an abelian variety with L-function L(A, s). If L(A, 1) 6= 0, then

L(A, 1)

Ω(A)
=

|X(A/Q)| ·
∏

p cp(A)

|A(Q)tors| · |A∨(Q)tors|
,

where cp(A) denotes the Tamagawa number of A/Q at p and A∨/Q is the abelian variety dual
to A/Q.
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Rearranging the equation of Conjecture 1.1 and multiplying both sides by c∞(A) · mA we
find the following conjectural equality

c∞(A) ·mA · |A(Q)tors| ·
L(A, 1)

Ω(A)
· |A∨(Q)tors| = c∞(A) ·mA · |X(A/Q)| ·

∏

p

cp(A).

Since c∞(A) ·mA · |A(Q)tors| ·
L(A,1)
Ω(A)

∈ Z, using the above conjectural equality, we find that
Conjecture 1.1 implies that |A∨(Q)tors| divides c∞(A) ·mA · |X(A/Q)| ·

∏
p cp(A). The first to

notice this conjectural divisibility statement were Agashe and Stein in [2, Page 468]. We state
this divisibility as a conjecture below.

Conjecture 1.2. Let A/Q be an abelian variety with L(A, 1) 6= 0 which is an optimal quotient
of J0(N)/Q attached to a newform. Then

|A∨(Q)tors| divides c∞(A) ·mA · |X(A/Q)| ·
∏

p

cp(A).

In this article we are interested in Conjecture 1.2 when A/Q has dimension 1, i.e., A = E is
an elliptic curve. In this case, A∨/Q is canonically isomorphic to E/Q. Under our assumptions
on A/Q, Manin’s conjecture (see [1, Conjecture 2.1]) predicts that mA = 1. If E/Q is in
addition semi-stable, then it follows from work of Česnavičius (see [7]) that mE = 1.

Our first Theorem confirms Conjecture 1.2 when E/Q is semi-stable.

Theorem 1.3. Let E/Q be a semi-stable optimal elliptic curve such that L(E, 1) 6= 0. Then
|E(Q)tors| divides c∞(E) · |X(E/Q)| ·

∏
p cp(E).

Our strategy for proving Theorem 1.3 is the following. By a celebrated theorem of Mazur
(see [27, Theorem (8)]) there is a classification of all the possible rational torsion subgroups
of rational elliptic curves. Using this classification, we perform a case by case analysis using
explicit equations of elliptic curves with torsion points. The hardest cases to handle are the
cases where the torsion subgroup is isomorphic to Z/2Z or Z/3Z. Along the way we prove the
following theorem, which does not require the assumption that E/Q is optimal.

Theorem 1.4. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve.

(i) If E(Q)tors ≇ Z/2Z,Z/3Z, then |E(Q)tors| divides c∞(E)·
∏

p cp(E) except for the curves

with Cremona [9] label 11a3, 14a4, 14a6, 15a3, 15a7, 15a8, 17a2, 17a4, 20a2, 21a4,
24a4, and 32a2.

(ii) Assume that E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z. If E/Q is semi-stable away from 2, then assume also
that E/Q has semi-stable reduction modulo 2. Then |E(Q)tors| divides c∞(E)·

∏
p cp(E),

except for the curves with Cremona [9] label 15a8, 39a4, and 55a4.
(iii) Assume that E/Q has analytic rank 0 with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/3Z and that jE 6= 0, 1728,

where jE is the j-invariant of E/Q. Then |E(Q)tors| divides
∏

p cp(E) · |X(E/Q)|,

except possibly if E/Q is an elliptic curve which satisfies either (a) or (b) below.
(a) E/Q is semi-stable away from 3, has at most one place of split multiplicative

reduction, and the local root number w3(E) of E/Q at 3 is equal to 1.
(b) E/Q is semi-stable away from 3 and has reduction type II or IV modulo 3.

Remark 1.5. Since in each isogeny class of the Cremona database the curve with 1 at the
end of its label is the optimal one (with one exception; the curve with label 990H3 is optimal),
we see that none of the exceptions of Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4 is optimal. Therefore,
Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4 already prove Theorem 1.3 when E(Q)tors ≇ Z/3Z.
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In Example 2.6 below we present an elliptic curve curve E/Q with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z such
that 2 does not divide c∞(E) ·

∏
p cp(E). Thus the reduction assumption is necessary in Part

(ii) of Theorem 1.4. Moreover, in Example 3.8 below we present (non-optimal) elliptic curves
E/Q with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/3Z such that

∏
p cp(E) · |X(E/Q)| = 1. Thus we have to take into

account the exceptions (a) and (b) in Part (iii) of Theorem 1.4.
Part (i) of Theorem 1.4 builds on earlier work of Lorenzini in [26], who initiated the study

of Tamagawa numbers of abelian varieties with torsion points, as well as work of Byeon, Kim,
and Yhee in [4]. Moreover, for the proof of Part (iii) of Theorem 1.4 a variation of a technique
developed by the author in [28] is used.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we study the interaction between torsion
points and Tamagawa numbers when E(Q)tors ≇ Z/3Z and we prove Parts (i) and (ii) of
Theorem 1.4. Section 3 is more technical and is devoted to the proof of Part (iii) of Theorem
1.4. Finally, in the last section we consider semi-stable elliptic curves and we prove Theorem
1.3.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Dino Lorenzini for pointing out that
some of the author’s techniques in [28] could be applied to Conjecture 1.2. The author would
also like to thank Paul Voutier for some useful comments on an earlier version of this manuscript.
I would also like to thank the anonymous referee for many insightful comments and many
useful suggestions that greatly improved the exposition of this manuscript. This work was
performed at the Steklov International Mathematical Center, while the author was a member
there, and supported by the Ministry of Science and Higher education of the Russian Federation
(Agreement no. 075-15-2019-1614).

2. Case E(Q)tors 6∼= Z/3Z

Let E/Q be an elliptic curve and let p be a prime number. The set E0(Qp) consisting of points
with nonsingular reduction is a finite index subgroup of E(Qp). The number cp(E) = [E(Qp) :
E0(Qp)] is called the Tamagawa number of E/Q at p. We define the (global) Tamagawa number
of E/Q as c(E) :=

∏
p cp(E), where the product is taken over all the primes of bad reduction

of E/Q. We also define the Tamagawa number at infinity c∞(E) for the place at infinity as
follows: c∞(E) = 1 if ∆(E) < 0 and c∞(E) = 2 if ∆(E) > 0. Note that c∞(E) is the number
of connected components of E(R) (see [34, Corollary V.2.3.1]).

Tate, in [36], has produced an algorithm that computes the Tamagawa number of an elliptic
curve defined over Qp. We recall a small part of the algorithm that we will use in this section
and we refer the reader to [34, Section IV.9] (or [36]) for more details. Let E/Qp be an elliptic
curve given by a Weierstrass equation

y2 + a1xy + a3y = x3 + a2x
2 + a4x+ a6,

with ai ∈ Zp for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, ordp(a3) > 0, ordp(a4) > 0, ordp(a6) > 0, and such that
ordp(c4) = 0 and ordp(∆) > 0. Here ∆ is the discriminant and c4 is the c4-invariant of the
Weierstrass equation. Set b2 := a21+4a2. Since ordp(c4) = 0 and ordp(a3), ordp(a4), ordp(a6) > 0,
we obtain that ordp(b2) = 0 (see [35, Section III.1] for the standard equation involving c4 and
b2). Let k′ be the splitting field over Fp of the polynomial T 2 + a1T + a2. The curve E/Qp has
split multiplicative reduction of type In if ordp(∆) = n and k′ = Fp. In this case, the Tamagawa
number cp(E) of E/Qp is equal to n. We will use the following observations repeatedly without
explicit mention in this section.
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Observation 1: If ordp(a2), ordp(a3), ordp(a4), ordp(a6) > 0, and ordp(a1) = 0, then E/Qp has
split multiplicative reduction of type In, where ordp(∆) = n. Moreover, in this case n = cp(E).

Observation 2: When E/Qp has multiplicative but not split multiplicative reduction, then
the Tamagawa number cp(E) is 2 if ordp(∆) is even, and 1 otherwise.

Let E/Q be an elliptic curve with a Q-rational point of order 4. In [26, Remark 2.6] Lorenzini
asked whether the statement 4 divides c(E) · c∞(E) is true with only finitely many exceptions.
We prove this statement below.

Proposition 2.1. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve with a rational point of order 4. Then 4 divides
c(E) · c∞(E), except for the curves with Cremona [9] labels 15a7, 15a8, 17a4, 21a4, and 24a4.

Proof. Let E/Q is an elliptic curve with a Q-rational point of order 4. Then E/Q can be given
by an equation of the form

Eλ : y2 + xy − λy = x3 − λx2,

with λ ∈ Q (see [19, Section 4.4]). The discriminant of this Weierstrass equation is

∆ = λ4(16λ+ 1).

Write λ = s
t

where s, t are coprime integers and s > 0. Using the change of variables
x −→ x

t2
, y −→ y

t3
we obtain a Weierstrass equation of the form

y2 + txy − st2y = x3 − stx2

with discriminant
∆′ = s4t7(16s+ t).

Lorenzini (see [26, Proposition 2.4]) has proved that 2 | c(E) except for the curves with Cremona
labels 15a7, 15a8 and 17a4. Therefore, if ∆′ > 0 then we obtain that 4 | c(E)c∞(E). Hence,
we can assume that ∆′ < 0 from now on.

Assume first that s > 1. If a prime p | s, then it follows from the discussion before Proposition
2.1 that E/Q has split multiplicative reduction modulo p with ordp(∆

′) = 4ordp(s) and, hence,
4 | cp(E). Assume now that s = 1 (note that s > 0 by assumption). If ∆′ = t7(16 + t) < 0,
then −16 < t < 0. Therefore, since t is an integer there are only finitely many possibilities for
t. Using SAGE [38] and computing the corresponding curves we obtain two more exceptions
with Cremona labels 24a4 and 21a4. �

Proposition 2.2. If E/Q be an elliptic curve with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z ⊕ Z/6Z, then |E(Q)tors|
divides c(E).

Proof. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z⊕Z/6Z. By [32, Page 26] the curve
E/Q can be given by a Weierstrass equation

y2 + (−t2 + 4t+ 1)xy − t(t− 1)(t+ 1)2(3t+ 1)y = x3 − t(t− 1)(t+ 1)2x2,(1)

for some t ∈ Q. The discriminant of this Weierstrass equation is

∆ = t6(t− 1)6(t+ 1)6(3t− 1)2(3t+ 1)2.

If there exists a prime p with either ordp(t) = m > 0 or ordp(t− 1) = m > 0 or ordp(t+1) =
m > 0, then we find that the reduction of E/Q modulo p is split multiplicative of type I6m with
cp(E) = 6m. Moreover, if there exists a prime p such that ordp(t) = m < 0, then Equation (1)
is not integral at p, but the following equation is

y2 + (µ2 + 4µ− 1)xy − µ(1− µ)(1 + µ)2(3 + µ)y = x3 − (1− µ)(1 + µ)2x2,(2)
4



where µ = 1
t
. The discriminant of the above equation is

∆′ = µ2(1− µ)6(1 + µ)6(3− µ)2(3 + µ)2

and
c′4 = (3 + µ2)(3 + 75µ2 − 15µ4 + µ6).

Therefore, if p 6= 3, since ordp(c
′

4) = 0, then E/Q has multiplicative reduction at p with 2 | cp(E)
because ordp(∆

′) is even. Finally, when p = 3 and ord3(t) < −1, which implies that ord3(µ) > 1,
we find that ord3(c

′

4) = 2 and that ord3(∆
′) > 6. Therefore, using [31, Tableau II] we obtain

that E/Q has modulo 3 reduction of type I∗n for some n ≥ 1 and, hence, 2 | c3(E).
We now use the observations of the previous paragraph to prove that 12 divides c(E). Write

t = a
b
, with a, b ∈ Z coprime and b > 0. We then have that t(t− 1)(t+ 1) = a

b
(a
b
− 1)(a

b
+ 1) =

a(a−b)(a+b)
b2

. If a has two or more prime divisors, then 62 | c(E) and our proposition is proved.
Therefore, we can assume from now on that a has at most one prime divisor. We split the proof
into two cases, depending on whether |a| is equal to 1 or to a power of a prime.

Assume first that a = ±pm, for some prime p and some m > 0. We already have that
6 | cp(E). If b 6= 1 or 3, then 2 | cr(E) for some divisor r of b because ordr(t) < 0. Therefore,
we can assume that b = 1 or 3. We will show that (a − b)(a + b) has at least one odd prime
divisor q and, hence, 6 | cq(E). If b = 1, then (a− b)(a+ b) = (a− 1)(a+1), which cannot be a
power of 2. Therefore, we find that (a− b)(a + b) has at least one odd prime divisor q, except
for a = ±3. Consequently, we have that 6 | cq(E), except possibly for a = ±3. If b = 3, then
(a−b)(a+b) = (a−3)(a+3), but since a−3 and a+3 differ by 6, they cannot both be a power
of 2, except for a = ±5. Therefore, there exists some odd prime q that divides (a − b)(a + b)
and, hence, 6 | cq(E), except possibly when a = ±5. Thus, combining all the cases we have
proved that if a = ±pm for some prime p and some m > 0, then 12 | c(E) except possibly for
the curves that correspond to (a, b) = (±3, 1), (±5, 3).

Assume now that a = ±1. Then (a − b)(a + b) = a2 − b2 = 1 − b2 = (1 − b)(1 + b). Since
1− b and 1+ b differ by 2, they cannot both be a power of 2, except for b = 3. Therefore, there
exists some odd prime q that divides (a − b)(a + b), which implies that 6 | cq(E), except for
b = 3. On the other hand, since b 6= 3, then 2 | cr(E) for some divisor r of b. Thus, combining
all the cases we have proved that for a = ±1, then 12 | c(E) except possibly for the curve that
corresponds to (a, b) = (±1, 3).

Finally, the exceptions t = ±3,±1
3
,±5

3
correspond to either singular curves or the elliptic

curves with Cremona label 30a2 and 90c6, which have Tamagawa number divisible by 12. This
concludes our proof. �

We are now ready to proceed to the proof of Part (i) of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Part (i) Theorem 1.4. By a Theorem of Mazur (see [27, Theorem (8)]) we know that
if E/Q is an elliptic curve over Q, then E(Q)tors is isomorphic to

Z/NZ for N = 1, 2, ..., 10 or Z/2Z⊕ Z/2NZ for N = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Lorenzini in [26, Proposition 1.1] and Byeon, Kim, and Yhee in [4, Proposition 3.1 and
Proposition 3.2] have proved the following results.

Theorem 2.3. Let E/Q be a elliptic curve.

(i) (Lorenzini). If E(Q)tors ∈ {Z/5Z,Z/6Z,Z/7Z,Z/8Z,Z/9Z,Z/10Z,Z/12Z,Z/2Z ⊕
Z/8Z}, then |E(Q)tors| divides c(E) except for the curves with Cremona label 11a3,
14a4, 14a6, and 20a2.
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(ii) (Byeon, Kim, and Yhee). If E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z ⊕ Z/2Z, then |E(Q)tors| divides c(E)
except for the curves with Cremona label 17a2 and 32a2.

(iii) (Byeon, Kim, and Yhee). If E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z ⊕ Z/4Z, then |E(Q)tors| divides c(E)
except for the curve with Cremona label 15a3.

If E(Q)tors ≇ Z/4Z,Z/2Z ⊕ Z/6Z then Theorem 2.3 shows |E(Q)tors| divides c(E) except
for the curves with Cremona label 11a3, 14a4, 14a6, 15a3, 17a2, 20a2, and 32a2. Moreover,
Proposition 2.2 implies that if E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z⊕ Z/6Z, then |E(Q)tors| divides c(E). Finally,
if E(Q)tors ∼= Z/4Z, then using Proposition 2.1, we find that E(Q)tors divides c(E) · c∞(E),
except for the curves with Cremona [9] labels 15a7, 15a8, 17a4, 21a4, and 24a4. This proves
Part (i) of Theorem 1.4.

�

Before proceed to the proof of Part (ii) of Theorem 1.4 we need the following Propositions.

Proposition 2.4. Let E/Q be a semi-stable elliptic curve with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z. Then
|E(Q)tors| divides c∞(E) · c(E), except for the curves with Cremona labels 15a8, 39a4, and
55a4.

Proof. Let E/Q be a semi-stable elliptic curve with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z. By [29, Lemme 1] the
curve E/Q has a Weierstrass equation of the form

y2 = x3 + ax2 + bx,

with a, b ∈ Z and a, b coprime. This equation is minimal outside 2 (see [29, Page 176]), with
discriminant

∆ = 16b2(a2 − 4b) and c4 = 16(a2 − 3b).

Moreover, the minimal discriminant of E/Q is ∆′ = 1
28
b2(a2 − 4b).

If p is an odd prime with p | b, then since ordp(c4) = 0 and ordp(∆) is even, the curve E/Q
has multiplicative reduction modulo p with 2 | cp(E). Therefore, we can assume from now on
that b = ±2u, for some u ≥ 0. Moreover, if u ≥ 5, then ord2(∆

′) > 0 and it is even and, hence,
E/Q has multiplicative reduction modulo 2 with 2 | c2(E). Consequently, we can assume that
4 ≥ u ≥ 0.

Now, if a2 − 4b > 0, then c∞(E) = 2. So, we can also assume that a2 − 4b < 0. This implies
that b > 0 and as a result the possible options for b are 1, 2, 4, 8, or 16. Moreover, since we
require that a2 − 4b < 0 and we have that a2 ≥ 0, we obtain only finitely many possibilities
for a. After computations we find that a can only be equal to 0,±1,±3,±5,±7. Using SAGE
and computing the curves corresponding to the above choices of a and b we find the exceptions
with Cremona labels 15a8, 39a4, 55a4. �

Proposition 2.5. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve with E(Q)tors ∼= Z/2Z and such that it has a
prime p 6= 2 of additive reduction. Then |E(Q)tors| divides cp(E).

Proof. Suppose that E/Q is given by a minimal Weierstrass equation at p and let Ẽns(Fp) be
the group of nonsigular points of the reduction of E/Q at p. There is a short exact sequence

0 −→ E1(Qp) −→ E0(Qp) −→ Ẽns(Fp) −→ 0,

where E0(Qp) consists of all points with nonsingular reduction and E1(Qp) is the kernel of the
reduction map. Let P be a Q-rational point of order 2. We claim that P ∈ E(Qp)/E0(Qp),
so 2 | cp(E) because cp(E) = |E(Qp)/E0(Qp)|. Assume that P ∈ E0(Qp) and we will find
a contradiction. Since p 6= 2, it follows that E1(Qp) cannot have points of order 2 (see [35,
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Proposition VII.3.1]) so P 6∈ E1(Qp). This implies that the point P reduces to a point of order
2 in Ẽns(Fp). This is a contradiction because E/Q has additive reduction modulo p and, hence,
Ẽns(Fp) ∼= (Fp,+), which does not contain points of order 2 because p 6= 2. �

Proof of Part (ii) of Theorem 1.4. If E/Q is semi-stable away from 2, then by our assumption
E/Q is semi-stable and, hence, Proposition 2.4 implies that |E(Q)tors| divides c∞(E) · c(E),
except for the curves with Cremona labels 15a8, 39a4, and 55a4. If E/Q is not semi-stable
away from 2, then it has a prime p of additive reduction. Using Proposition 2.5 we obtain that
|E(Q)tors| divides cp(E). This proves Part (ii) of Theorem 1.4. �

Example 2.6. Let E/Q be the elliptic curve with Cremona [9] label 48a4 (LMFDB [25] label
48.a5). Then E(Q) ∼= Z/2Z, |X(E/Q)| = 1, and c∞(E) · c(E) = 1. Therefore, |E(Q)tors| does
not divide |X(E/Q)| · c∞(E) · c(E). Note however, that E/Q is not optimal and has Manin
constant equal to 2.

3. Case E(Q)tors ∼= Z/3Z

In this section we prove Part (iii) of Theorem 1.4 using ideas from [28]. First we recall some
background material on reduction types of elliptic curves. We refer the reader to [34, Chapter
IV] for more information. If E/Q is an elliptic curve and p is a prime, then we denote by
Emin/Qunr

p the minimal proper regular model of E/Q over the maximal unramified extension
Qunr

p of Qp. There is a classification of the different configurations for the special fiber of
Emin/Qunr

p by work Kodaira and Néron. More precisely, the special fiber of Emin/Qunr
p belongs

to one of the following types; II, II∗, III, III∗, IV, IV∗, In for n ∈ Z with n ≥ 0, or I∗n for n ∈ Z
with n ≥ 0 (see [34, Theorem 8.2] for the geometric meaning of those types). If Emin/Qunr

p is of
type T that belongs in the list above, then we will say that E/Q has reduction type T modulo
p.

We now restate Part (iii) of Theorem 1.4 for the convenience of the reader.

Theorem 3.1. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve with a Q-rational point of order 3 and j-invariant
jE 6= 0, 1728. Assume that the analytic rank of E/Q is 0. Then 3 divides c(E) · |X(E/Q)|,
except possibly if E/Q is an elliptic curve which satisfies either (a) or (b) below.

(a) E/Q is semi-stable away from 3, has at most one place of split multiplicative reduction,
and the local root number w3(E) of E/Q at 3 is equal to 1.

(b) E/Q is semi-stable away from 3 and has reduction type II or IV modulo 3.

Before we proceed to our proof we give a brief overview so that it is easier for the reader to
follow. The idea is that we first examine when 3 divides c(E) using the reduction properties
of E/Q. When this divisibility fails we prove that 9 divides |X(E/Q)|. More precisely, the
strategy of the proof is as follows. Since E/Q has a Q-rational point of order 3 we can find a
very simple Weierstrass equation for E/Q. Invoking results of Kozuma in Proposition 3.2 we
find, in Lemma 3.3 and the paragraph after it, that if 3 does not divide c(E), then E/Q must
be of a very specific form. For the case where 3 does not divide c(E), we need to show that
9 divides |X(E/Q)|. We achieve this using Lemma 3.4, which takes advantage of an isogeny
φ : E → Ê coming form the point of order 3. However, in order to apply Lemma 3.4 we need

to prove that ord3(
∏

p cp(Ê)
∏

p cp(E)
) ≥ 2. This is achieved in Claim 3.7 using Claim 3.5.

Proof. Since the analytic rank of E/Q is zero, work of Gross and Zagier, on heights of Heegner
points [15], as well as work of Kolyvagin, on Euler systems [20], imply that E/Q has (algebraic)
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rank 0 and that X(E/Q) is finite (see [10, Theorem 3.22] for a sketch of the proof). Thus the
statement of Theorem 3.1 makes sense.

If E/Q be an elliptic curve with a Q-rational point P of order 3, then by translating P to
(0, 0) we find a Weierstrass equation of the form

y2 + cxy + dy = x3,

with c, d ∈ Q (see [19, Remark 2.2 in Section 4.2]). If u ∈ Z, then the transformation (x, y) →
( x
u2 ,

y
u3 ) gives a new Weierstrass equation of the same form with c replaced by uc and with d

replaced by u3d (see [35, Page 185]). Therefore, by picking u to be the product of appropriate
powers of the primes appearing in the denominators of c, d (if any), we can arrange that c, d ∈ Z.
Moreover, by using the transformation (x, y) → (x,−y) if necessary, we can arrange that d > 0.
We now show that we can find a new Weierstrass equation of the above form with coefficients,
which we will call a and b below, such that for every prime q either q ∤ a or q3 ∤ b. If there is
no prime q such that q | c and q3 | d, then set a = c and b = d. Otherwise, let q1, ..., qs be the
set of primes such that qi | c and qi3 | d, and let ni = min{ordqi(c), ⌊

ordqi (d)

3
⌋}, where ⌊−⌋ is the

floor function. If u =
∏s

i=1 q
ni

i , then using the transformation (x, y) → (u2x, u3y) we obtain a
new equation of the form

y2 +
c

u
xy +

d

u3
y = x3.

Setting a = c
u

and b = d
u3 we see that a, b ∈ Z, b > 0, and for every prime q either q ∤ a or q3 ∤ b.

Therefore, we have proved that we can choose a Weierstrass equation for E/Q of the form

y2 + axy + by = x3,(3)

where a, b are integers, b > 0, and for every prime q either q ∤ a or q3 ∤ b. Also, we must have
a3 − 27b 6= 0, since the discriminant of Equation (3) is

∆ = b3(a3 − 27b) and we also have c4 = a(a3 − 24b).

The following proposition will be used in Lemma 3.3 below. The arrows in each part point
towards the reduction type of E/Q at the prime p.

Proposition 3.2. (See [23, Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.6]) Let E/Q be an elliptic curve
given by Equation (3). Write D := a3 − 27b and let p be any prime (note that either p ∤ a or
p3 ∤ b). Then the reduction of E/Q modulo p is determined as follows:

(i) If 3ordp(a) ≤ ordp(b) :





3ordp(a) < ordp(b) → split I3ordp(b), cp(E) = 3ordp(b)

3ordp(a) = ordp(b) →

{
ordp(D) > 0 → Iordp(D)

ordp(D) = 0 → Good reduction I0

(ii) If 3ordp(a) > ordp(b) :





ordp(b) = 0 →

{
p = 3 → Go to (iii)

p 6= 3 → Good reduction I0

ordp(b) = 1 → IV, cp(E) = 3

ordp(b) = 2 → IV∗, cp(E) = 3.

(iii) If p = 3 and ordp(a) > 0 = ordp(b): ordp(D) =





3 → II or III

4 → II

5 → IV

n→ I∗n−6 , for n ≥ 6.
8



Lemma 3.3. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve given by a Weierstrass equation of the form (3). If
3 ∤

∏
p cp(E), then b = 1.

Proof. If a prime r divides b, then, by Proposition 3.2, Parts (i) and (ii), E/Q has reduction
type IV, IV∗ or split I3ordr(b), and in any of these cases 3 | cr(E). �

We assume from now on that 3 ∤
∏

p cp(E) and, hence, b = 1 by Lemma 3.3. We note that
since b = 1, we obtain from Proposition 3.2 that E/Q cannot have reduction of type IV∗ modulo
3 and Proposition 3.2 implies that E/Q is semi-stable away from 3.

Since b = 1, we have that E/Q has a Weierstrass equation of the form

y2 + axy + y = x3(4)

where a is an integer. We must have a3 − 27 6= 0, since the discriminant of this Weierstrass
equation is

∆ = a3 − 27 and we also have c4 = a(a3 − 24).

Recall that essentially by the construction of our Weierstrass equation the point (0, 0) has
order 3 and denote by< (0, 0) > the group generated by the point (0, 0). Let Ê := E/ < (0, 0) >

and let φ : E → Ê be the associated 3-isogeny. We denote by φ̂ : Ê → E the dual isogeny. The
following lemma will be used repeatedly in what follows.

Lemma 3.4. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve given by a Weierstrass equation of the form (4) and

assume that E/Q has analytic rank 0. Let Ê := E/ < (0, 0) > and let φ : E → Ê be the

associated 3-isogeny. If ord3(
∏

p cp(Ê)
∏

p cp(E)
) ≥ 2, then 9 divides |X(E/Q)|.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.4 is exactly the same as the proof of [28, Lemma 3.6, Part (i)].
The proof of [28, Lemma 3.6] (as well as the discussion after the proof of [28, Claim 3.2]) is
independent of the assumption in [28, Theorem 3.1] that the curve has reduction of type I∗n, for
some n ≥ 0. �

By a proposition of Hadano, see [16, Theorem 1.1], since b = 1, Ê/Q is given by

y2 + (a+ 6)xy + (a2 + 3a + 9)y = x3.

The discriminant of this equation is ∆̂ = (a3 − 27)3 and ĉ4 = a(a3 + 216).

Claim 3.5. The curve Ê/Q has a prime q 6= 3 of split multiplicative reduction except if E/Q
has Cremona label 27a3, 27a4, or 54a3.

Proof. If q is a prime such that q | a2 + 3a+ 9 and q | a + 6, then

q | a2 + 3a+ 9− (a+ 6)2 = a2 + 3a + 9− a2 − 12a− 36 = −9(a+ 3).

Therefore, either q = 3 or q | a + 3. If q | a + 3, then since q | a + 6, we obtain that q = 3.
This proves that if q 6= 3 is a prime divisor of a2 + 3a + 9, then Ê/Q has split multiplicative
reduction modulo q.

First, note that a2 + 3a + 9 > 1 so a2 + 3a + 9 cannot be equal to ±1. We now prove that
a2 + 3a+ 9 is not equal to a power of 3 except for a = 0,±3,−6. Assume that a2 + 3a+ 9 is a
power of 3. Then 3 | a so we can write a = 3a′ for some a′. Therefore, we have that

a2 + 3a+ 9 = 9((a′)2 + a′ + 1)
9



and (a′)2+a′+1 cannot be a power of 3 unless a′ = 1,−2 because it is always non zero modulo
9. Moreover, if (a′)2+ a′+1 = ±1, then a′ = 0 or −1. This proves that a2+3a+9 is not equal
to a power of 3 except for a = 0,±3,−6.

If a2 + 3a+ 9 is not a power of 3, then a2 + 3a+ 9 has a divisor q 6= 3 and, hence, Ê/Q has
split multiplicative reduction modulo q. The exceptions a = 0,±3,−6 give the elliptic curves
E/Q with Cremona labels 27a3, 27a4, or 54a3. �

Since Ê/Q has split multiplicative modulo q, we get that cq(Ê) = ordq((a
3 − 27)3) =

3ordq(a
3 − 27). Moreover, since E/Q is isogenous to Ê/Q and Ê/Q has multiplicative reduc-

tion modulo q, by [13, Theorem 5.4 Part (4)], we know that E/Q has multiplicative reduction
modulo q. If E/Q has nonsplit multiplicative reduction modulo q, then cq(E) = 1 or 2, depend-
ing on whether ordq(∆) is odd or even, respectively. If E/Q has split multiplicative reduction
modulo q, then cq(E) = ordq(∆). Therefore, cq(E) | ordq(∆). However, ∆ = a3 − 27 and,

hence, cq(E) | ordq(a
3 − 27) which implies that ord3(

cq(Ê)
cq(E)

) > 0.

3.6. We now recall some facts concerning root numbers that will be needed in the proof of Claim
3.7 below. Let w(E) :=

∏

p∈MQ

wp(E) where wp(E) is the local root number of E/Q at p and MQ

is the set of places of Q. The number w(E) is called the global root number of E/Q. Since the
analytic rank of E/Q is 0, using [10, Theorem 3.22], we find that X(E/Q) is finite and the
rank of E/Q is 0. Consequently, by [12, Theorem 1.4] we obtain that 1 = (−1)rk(E/Q) = w(E).
Recall that we assume that jE 6= 0, 1728. The local root number wp(E) of E/Q at p is as
follows, see [8, Page 95] and [33, Page 132] for jE 6= 0, 1728 and p ≥ 5, and [17, Page 1051] for
p = 2 or 3,





w∞(E) = −1

wp(E) = 1 if E/Q has modulo p good or nonsplit multiplicative reduction.

wp(E) = −1 if E/Q has modulo p split multiplicative reduction.

We will now show that 9 divides |X(E/Q)|, unless E/Q belongs to one of the exceptions to

Theorem 3.1. By Lemma 3.4, it is enough to show that ord3(
∏

p cp(Ê)∏
p cp(E)

) ≥ 2. We achieve this in
the following claim.

Claim 3.7. If E/Q does not belong to the families (a) or (b) of Theorem 3.1, then

ord3(

∏
p cp(Ê)∏
p cp(E)

) ≥ 2.

Proof. Let p 6= 3 be any prime such that E/Q has multiplicative reduction modulo p. If E/Q
has nonsplit multiplicative reduction modulo p, then by lines 5, 6, and 7 of [13, Theorem 6.1] we
obtain that ord3(

cp(Ê)

cp(E)
) = 0. Note that in [13, Theorem 6.1], the curve Ê is denoted by E ′ and

δ, δ′ are the valuations of the two discriminants. Since E/Q is semi-stable away from 3, we find
that ord3(

cp(Ê)

cp(E)
) = 0 if E/Q does not have split multiplicative reduction modulo p. Assume now

that E/Q has split multiplicative reduction modulo p. Recall that we assume that b = 1, which
implies that ∆ = a3 − 27 and ∆̂ = (a3 − 27)3. If ordp(∆) = γ, then ordp(∆̂) = 3γ. Therefore,

by line 3 of [13, Theorem 6.1] we obtain that ord3(
cp(Ê)
cp(E)

) = 1. Since E/Q is semi-stable away
10



from 3, the above arguments prove that if p 6= 3 is a prime, then E/Q has split multiplicative
reduction modulo p if and only if ord3(

cp(Ê)
cp(E)

) = 1.
Assume that E/Q does not have reduction type II or IV modulo 3 and that w3(E) = 1.

We can also assume that E/Q has 2 or more places of split multiplicative reduction because
otherwise we are in one of the exceptions to Theorem 3.1. Line 13 of [13, Theorem 6.1] implies
that ord3(

c3(Ê)
c3(E)

) = 0. If p is a prime of split multiplicative reduction, then ord3(
cp(Ê)
cp(E)

) = 1.

Moreover, if r is a prime of nonsplit multiplicative reduction, then ord3(
cr(Ê)
cr(E)

) = 0. Since E/Q

is semi-stable away from 3, the above prove that ord3(
∏

p cp(Ê)
∏

p cp(E)
) ≥ 2.

Assume now that E/Q does not have reduction type II or IV modulo 3, and that w3(E) = −1.
We claim that because the analytic rank of E/Q is zero, the curve E/Q has an even number of
places of split multiplicative reduction. Indeed, by 3.6 we have that w(E) = 1 and w∞(E) = −1.
Moreover, we have that E/Q is semi-stable away from 3, and by 3.6 for p 6= 3 we obtain that
wp(E) = −1 if and only if E/Q has split multiplicative reduction modulo p. This proves that
E/Q has an even number of places of split multiplicative reduction. On the other hand, using
the Cremona database [9] it is easy to see that that the curves with Cremona label 27a3, 27a4,
54a3 all belong to the exceptional family (b) of Theorem 3.1. Therefore, Claim 3.5 gives us that
Ê/Q has a prime q 6= 3 of split multiplicative reduction and, hence, the curve E/Q has split
multiplicative reduction modulo q (see the proof of [13, Theorem 5.1]). This proves that E/Q
has at least two places of split multiplicative reduction. If E/Q does not have split multiplicative
reduction modulo 3, then line 13 of [13, Theorem 6.1] implies that ord3(

c3(Ê)
c3(E)

) = 0 (recall that
because b = 1 the curve E/Q cannot have reduction of type IV∗ and Proposition 3.2 implies
that E/Q cannot have reduction of type II∗). If p is a prime of split multiplicative reduction,
then ord3(

cp(Ê)
cp(E)

) = 1. Moreover, if r is a prime of nonsplit multiplicative reduction, then

ord3(
cr(Ê)
cr(E)

) = 0. Since E/Q is semi-stable away from 3, the above prove that ord3(
∏

p cp(Ê)
∏

p cp(E)
) ≥ 2.

This concludes our proof. �

Example 3.8. Let E/Q be the elliptic curve with Cremona label 27a3 (LMFDB label 27.a4),
Cremona label 27a4 (LMFDB label 27.a2), or Cremona label 54a3 (LMFDB label 54.a2). Then
E(Q) ∼= Z/3Z, |X(E/Q)| = 1, and c∞(E) · c(E) = 1. Therefore, |E(Q)tors| does not divide
|X(E/Q)| · c∞(E) · c(E). Note however, that in all cases E/Q is not optimal and has Manin
constant equal to 3.

4. Semi-stable elliptic curves

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. We first recall the definition of an optimal elliptic curve.
Let E/Q be an elliptic curve of conductor N . Work of Breuil, Conrad, Diamond, Taylor, and
Wiles (see [3], [37], and [39]) implies that there exists a modular parametrization φ : X0(N) → E
defined over Q, where X0(N)/Q is the modular curve associated to the congruence subgroup
Γ0(N) (see [11, Section 1.5] for more information on the curve X0(N)). The elliptic curve E/Q
is called optimal if it satisfies the following property: if E ′/Q is an elliptic curve contained in
the isogeny class of E/Q and φ′ : X0(N) → E ′ is a modular parametrization defined over Q,
then there exists a Q-isogeny β : E → E ′ such that φ′ = β ◦ φ. Equivalently, E/Q is optimal
if ker(ψ) is connected, where ψ : J0(N) −→ E is the map that induces φ and J0(N)/Q is the
Jacobian of the curve X0(N)/Q.
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Proposition 4.1. Let E/Q be an optimal semi-stable elliptic curve with analytic rank 0. If
E/Q does not have exactly one prime of split multiplicative reduction, then |E(Q)tors| divides
c∞(E) · |X(E/Q)| · c(E).

Proof. If |E(Q)tors| 6∼= Z/3Z, then |E(Q)tors| divides c∞(E) · c(E) with only finitely many excep-
tions by Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4. However, since in each isogeny class of the Cremona
database the curve with 1 at the end of its label is the optimal one (with one exception; the
curve with label 990H3 is optimal), we find that none of the exceptions is optimal. There-
fore, we can assume from now on that |E(Q)tors| ∼= Z/3Z. Moreover, if E/Q has more than
one prime of split multiplicative reduction, then Theorem 3.1 implies that |E(Q)tors| divides
|X(E/Q)| · c(E). Hence, we can also assume that E/Q has no prime of split multiplicative
reduction. We now show that this case cannot occur. Indeed, if E/Q has no primes of split
multiplicative reduction, then w(E) = w∞(E) = −1 by 3.6, but this is a contradiction because
w(E) = 1 = (−1)rk(E/Q) = 1 again by 3.6 because we assume that E/Q has analytic rank 0. �

Lemma 4.2. Let p = 2 or 3. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve which has split multiplicative
reduction modulo p and such that 3 divides |E(Q)tors|. Then 3 divides cp(E).

Proof. Let P be a Q-rational point of order 3. There is a short exact sequence

0 −→ E1(Qp) −→ E0(Qp) −→ Ẽns(Fp) −→ 0,

where E0(Qp) consists of all points with nonsingular reduction and E1(Qp) is the kernel of
the reduction map. We now claim that P ∈ E(Qp)/E0(Qp), so 3 | cp(E) because cp(E) =
|E(Qp)/E0(Qp)|. Assume that P ∈ E0(Qp) and we will find a contradiction. It follows from
[24, Theorem 5.9.4] that E1(Qp) cannot have points of order 3 so P 6∈ E1(Qp). This implies
that P reduces to a point P̃ of order 3 in Ẽns(Fp). This is a contradiction because E/Q has
split multiplicative reduction modulo p and, hence, Ẽns(Fp) ∼= (F∗

p, ·), which does not contain
points of order 3 because p = 2 or 3. This proves our lemma. �

Proposition 4.3. Let E/Q be a semi-stable elliptic curve with exactly one prime p of split
multiplicative reduction. Assume also that E/Q is optimal and that E(Q)tors ∼= Z/3Z. Then
|E(Q)tors| divides cp(E).

Proof. If p = 2 or 3, then Lemma 4.2 implies that 3 divides cp(E). Therefore, we can assume
from now on that p > 3. Since E/Q has a point of order 3, proceeding exactly as in the
second paragraph of the proof of Theorem 3.1, we find that E/Q can be given by a Weierstrass
equation of the form

y2 + axy + by = x3,

where a, b ∈ Z, b > 0, and for every prime q either q ∤ a or q3 ∤ b. If p is a prime with p | b, then,
since E/Q is semi-stable, it follows from Proposition 3.2 that 3 | cp(E) and our proposition
is proved. Hence, we can assume from now on that b = 1. Moreover, it follows from work
of Miyawaki [30] that the only semi-stable elliptic curves E/Q with exactly 1 prime of bad
reduction and a Q-rational point of order 3 are the curves with Cremona labels 19a1, 19a3,
37b1, and 37b3. Out of those, the curves with Cremona labels 19a1 and 37b1 are optimal and
they both satisfy c(E) = 3. Therefore, we can assume that E/Q has at least 2 primes of bad
reduction and that p > 3.

The rest of our proof is inspired by an argument that appeared in [6, Page 225]. Let N be
the conductor of E/Q. Note that N is square free because E/Q is semi-stable. Since N is
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square free, using [11, Page 103] we find that a system of representatives for the cusps of X0(N)
can be obtained by considering for each positive divisor d of N all fractions of the form a

d
, with

(a, d) = 1 and a taken modulo (d, N
d
) (see also [40, Section 2]). For each positive divisor d of

N , we define a divisor (Pd) of X0(N) as the sum of all the cusps of the form a
d
, with a and d

as above.
Write N = pq1 · · · qs, where p and qi for i = 1, ..., s are distinct primes. Since E/Q has

split multiplicative reduction modulo p and p 6= 3, we obtain, using [6, Lemma 3.1], that
p ≡ 1 (mod 3). Moreover, since E/Q has non-split multiplicative reduction modulo qi for all i
we see, again using [6, Lemma 3.1], that either qi ≡ 2 (mod 3) for all i = 1, ..., s or qi0 = 3 for
some i0 and qi ≡ 2 (mod 3) for i = 1, ..., s with i 6= i0. Note that 3 ∤ qi − 1 in both of the above
cases.

Let φ : X0(N) → E be the modular parametrization and let ψ : J0(N) → E be the
induced morphism. We denote by ψ̂ : E(Q)tors → J0(N)(Q)tors the map induced by the dual
of ψ. Let ΦN (p) be the group of components of the Néron model of J0(N)Qp

/Qp and let
πN,p : J0(N)(Q)tors → ΦN (p) be the reduction map. If r : E(Q)tors → E(Qp)/E0(Qp) is the
reduction map of E/Q and ψ̂′ : E(Qp)/E0(Qp) → ΦN (p) is the map induced by by the dual of
ψ, then ψ̂′ ◦ r = πN,p ◦ ψ̂ (see [6, Page 225]).

Let N ′ = q1 · · · qs. By [6, Theorem 2.3] (see also [5] and [14]) we find that E/Q has a
Q-rational point P of order 3 such that

ψ̂(P ) =
2(p− 1)

3h

s∏

i=1

(q2i − 1)[(PN ′)− (PN)],

where h = (u, 24) and u = (p − 1)
s∏

i=1

[(q2i − 1)(p − 1)]. We note that 3 divides h because

p ≡ 1 (mod 3). Since πN,p((PN ′)− (PN)) = (0)− (∞) (see [6, Section 2.4]), we find that

πN,p(ψ̂(P )) =
2(p− 1)

3h

s∏

i=1

(q2i − 1)[(0)− (∞)].

The order of (0) − (∞) in ΦN (p) is p−1
k

s∏

i=1

(qi + 1), for some k which is equal to 2, 4, 6, or 12

(see [6, Theorem 2.4]). Therefore, since 3 | h and 3 ∤ qi − 1 for all i, we find that πN,p(ψ̂(P )) is
non-trivial in ΦN (p). This implies that we must have that P 6∈ E0(Qp) because ψ̂′ ◦r = πN,p ◦ ψ̂.
Finally, since P has order 3 we see that 3 | cp(E), which proves our proposition. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let E/Q be an optimal semi-stable elliptic curve with analytic rank 0.
Since E/Q is semi-stable we must have that jE 6= 0, 1728. Indeed, every elliptic curve with j-
invariant jE = 0 or 1728 has everywhere potentially good reduction by [35, Proposition VII.5.5]
and if E/Q is, in addition, semi-stable then it has everywhere good reduction. However, there
is no elliptic curve over Q that has everywhere good reduction. This proves that jE 6= 0, 1728.
If E/Q does not have exactly one prime of split multiplicative reduction, then |E(Q)tors| divides
c∞(E) · |X(E/Q)| · c(E) by Proposition 4.1. Therefore, we can assume from now on that E/Q
has exactly one prime of split multiplicative reduction. If |E(Q)tors| 6∼= Z/3Z, then |E(Q)tors|
divides c∞(E) · c(E) with only finitely many exceptions by Parts (i) and (ii) of Theorem 1.4.
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However, none of the exceptions is optimal. Finally, if |E(Q)tors| ∼= Z/3Z, then |E(Q)tors|
divides cp(E) by Proposition 4.3. This proves our theorem. �
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