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4 Zeta-functions of Curves over Finite Fields
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Mentor: Dr. Eric Wambach

Abstract

Curves over finite fields are of great importance in cryptography and
coding theory. Through studying their zeta-functions, we would be able
to find out vital arithmetic and geometric information about them and
their Jacobians, including the number of rational points on this kind of
curves. In this paper, I investigate if it is possible to construct a curve over
finite fields of a given genus g whose zeta-function is given as a product of
zeta-functions of g elliptic curves, and find out alternative methods if it is
not possible. Basically, I look for conditions which those g elliptic curves
should satisfy such that their product (of their Jacobians) is isogenous
to the Jacobian of a curve of a given genus g. Then from this isogenous
relationship I can determine the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius
endomorphism of the Jacobian of the new curve and by this characteristic
polynomial I can thus determine the zeta-function of this new curve. By
using the zeta-functions of curves in the form as generating functions, the
number of rational points on curves can even be found out, which may
lead to further researches relating to some applications in cryptography,
coding theory and even information theory.

1 Introduction

It is known that to determine all possible zeta-functions of the curves over
finite fields of a given genus g is a very difficult task. In some sense, this is
the same task of determining whether a given abelian variety is isogenous to a
Jacabian. For g = 1, the problem is completely solved by Deuring[3]. For g=2,
Serre[4] and Rück[5] give the partial answer.

In this paper, I investigate for which g it is possible to apply an elementary
construction method using elliptic curves to find some of the zeta-functions of
curves of genus g whose Jacobian is isogenous to the product of g elliptic curves.
That is to say, I find out when and how the product of g elliptic curves satisfying
certain conditions is isogenous to the Jacobian of a curve of genus g. This is
possible for g = 3 (Corollary 3.4), but it is impossible for g ≥ 4 (Remark 4.3).
A direct result of Corollary 3.4 is Theorem 4.2 where the conditions are more
numerical than those in Corollary 3.4.

There is a fact that the reciprocal of the numerator of the zeta-function of
a curve is the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius endomorphism of the
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Jacobian of the curve. Hence, it suffices to determine which polynomial can
become the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius endomorphism of the
Jacobian of a curve of genus 3 in order to determine some of the zeta-functions
of curves of genus 3.

In Section 2, I introduce some basic facts about elliptic curves and study
2-torsion points. An elementary construction method using elliptic curves is
presented in Section 3. I determine part of the characteristic polynomials of
the Frobenius endomorphisms of the Jacobians of curves of genus 3 and explain
briefly why this cannot be done for g ≥ 4 in Section 4.

I adopt the following notations throughout the paper:

• q = pr: p is a prime and r ∈ N;

• χ/Fq: a (smooth projective) algebraic curve over Fq;

• E/Fq: an elliptic curve over Fq;

• g = g(χ): the genus of χ;

• Fq(χ): the function field of χ;

• χ(Fq): the set of the Fq–rational points of χ;

• Jχ: the Jacobian variety of χ;

• πA: the Frobenius morphism of a variety A/Fq;

• π: the Frobenius morphism of P1/Fq.

2 Elliptic curve

An elliptic curve is a 1–dimensional smooth projective variety of genus 1 with a
specified base point, i.e. an algebraic curve of genus 1 having a specified rational
point. By considering the map E/Fq → P

1/Fq such that [x : y : 1] 7→ [x : 1] and
[0 : 1 : 0] 7→ [1 : 0] , we know that E is a covering of degree 2 over the projective
line P

1 with set of ramified points being the set E [2] of the 2-torsion points. It
is clear that |E [2]| = 4 for odd p and |E [2]| = 1 or 2 for p = 2.

Since I attempt to apply a similar method in [1] to do the generalization, I
need to use the following lemma from [9] as well.

Lemma 2.1. [9, Theorem 4.1] Let q = pr a prime p and an integer r ≥ 1. Let
t be an integer with |t| ≤ 2

√
q. Then there is an elliptic curve over Fq with

q+ 1+ t rational points if and only if t satisfies one of the following conditions:

(i) gcd(p, t) = 1;

(ii) r is even: t = ±2
√
q;

(iii) r is even and p 6≡ 1 (mod 3): t = ±√
q;
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(iv) r is odd and p = 2 or 3: t = ±√
pq;

(v) r is odd: t = 0;

(vi) r is even and p 6≡ 1 (mod 4): t = 0.

Let RE be the set of ramified points of P1 for the covering E/Fq → P
1/Fq. By

looking at the form of the covering map, we can easily know that |RE | = |E [2]|.
Conversely, if we have R ⊆ P

1 such that π(R) = R and a Q ∈ R such that
π(Q) = Q for the Frobenius map π, and if |R| = 4 for odd p and |R| = 1 or 2
for p = 2 as well, then there exists an automorphism g in the projective general
linear group PGL(2, q) such that g(Q) = [1 : 0] and an elliptic curve E/Fq such
that RE = R.

E [2]

��

E

��

RE P
1

Now if we suppose that p is odd, then an elliptic curve E is totally determined
by RE . That is to say if there exists an automorphism σ ∈ PGL(2, q) such that
σ(RE1

) = RE2
, then E1 ∼= E2. Throughout this paper, p is assumed to be odd,

so we have |RE | = |E [2]| = 4 for any elliptic curve E/Fq.
From now on, I fix the map E/Fq → P

1/Fq so that the notation RE makes
sense.

In studying elliptic curves, we sometimes use another more convenient form
of Weierstrass equation for an elliptic curve. This is called the Legendre form.

Definition 2.2. An elliptic curve E is in Legendre form if its Weierstrass equa-
tion can be written as

y2 = x(x − 1)(x− λ).

In this paper, λ is called a Legendre coefficient of E . If an elliptic curve E is
in Legendre form, then E is denoted as Eλ instead. In fact, we have the following
proposition illustrating the usefulness of Legendre form.

Proposition 2.3. [6, Proposition III.1.7 (a)(b)] Let p be an odd prime. Then
every elliptic curve E/Fq is isomorphic (over F̄q) to an elliptic curve in Legendre
form

Eλ : y2 = x(x− 1)(x− λ)
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for some λ ∈ F̄q, λ 6= 0, 1 (Note that Eλ is defined over F̄q). Moreover, the
j-invariant of Eλ is

j(Eλ) = 28
(λ2 − λ+ 1)3

λ2(λ− 1)2
.

In order to facilitate our discussion on elliptic curves, I define a new term
regarding the relation between λi of elliptic curves Eλi

.

Definition 2.4. Let λ1 and λ2 be Legendre coefficients of Eλ1
and Eλ2

respec-
tively. Then λ1 is Legendre equivalent to λ2 if

λ2 ∈ {λ1, 1− λ1,
1

λ1
,

1

1− λ1
,
λ1 − 1

λ1
,

λ1

λ1 − 1
}.

It is not difficult to check that it is indeed an equivalence relation. Then we
have an important proposition telling us when two elliptic curves in Legendre
forms is isomorphic to each other.

Proposition 2.5. [7, Proposition 4(1.3)] Let Eλ1
and Eλ2

be two elliptic curves
in Legendre forms. Then Eλ1

is isomorphic to Eλ2
(over F̄q)

1 if and only if λ1 is
Legendre equivalent to λ2.

The following lemma is also used in an essential place in the Lemma 2.7,
which is a significant lemma in this paper.

Lemma 2.6. [1, Lemma 2.3] Let Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2) be elliptic curves such that E1
is not isomorphic to E2 and |E1(Fq) ∩ E1[2]| = |E2(Fq) ∩ E2[2]|, then there exists
an elliptic curve E3/Fq such that E3 is isomorphic to E2 and |RE1

∩RE3
| = 3.

Now we have sufficient machinery to prove the Lemma 2.7, which will be
used later in an important place. Note that ji represents the j-invariant of Ei.

Lemma 2.7. Let Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) be pairwise non-isomorphic elliptic curves.
Suppose j3 ∈ Fq and Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) satisfy any one of the following sets of
conditions:

(i) |E1(Fq) ∩ E1[2]| = |E2(Fq) ∩ E2[2]| = |E3(Fq) ∩ E3[2]| = 2;

(ii)
λ2(1− λ1)

λ2 − λ1
is Legendre equivalent to λ3,

or

(i) |E1(Fq) ∩ E1[2]| = |E2(Fq) ∩ E2[2]| = |E3(Fq) ∩ E3[2]| = 4;

1In fact, to be more precise, Eλ1
is isomorphic to Eλ2

over Fq(j(Eλ1
)) = Fq(j(Eλ2

)).
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(ii)
λ2

λ1
is Legendre equivalent to λ3,

where λ1, λ2 and λ3 are Legendre coefficients of E1, E2 and E3 respectively.
Then there exists elliptic curves E ′

i/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) such that E ′
i is isomorphic to

Ei over Fq (∀i = 1, 2, 3) and:

(i) |RE′

i
∩RE′

j
| = 3 ∀i 6= j;

(ii) |RE′

1
∩RE′

2
∩RE′

3
| = 2.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, we may assume without loss of generality that E1 and E2
possess the property |RE1

∩RE2
| = 3. We may also assume:

E1 : y2 = (x− p1)(x − p2)(x− p3) and E2 : y2 = (x− p1)(x − p2)(x− p4).

Then we can consider RE1
= {O, [p1 : 1], [p2 : 1], [p3 : 1]} and RE2

= {O, [p1 :
1], [p2 : 1], [p4 : 1]}, where O is the point of infinity. If we change E1 and E2 into

Legendre forms, we may assume λ1 =
p3 − p1
p2 − p1

and λ2 =
p4 − p1
p2 − p1

. Now, it is

sufficient to find out an elliptic curve E ′
3/Fq which is isomorphic to E3 over Fq

and satisfies the conditions:

(i) |RE′

3
∩REj

| = 3 for j = 1, 2;

(ii) |RE1
∩RE2

∩RE′

3
| = 2.

Let φi be the covering Ei → P
1. Then φi maps Ei[2] onto REi

bijectively,
and thus φi(Ei(Fq) ∩ Ei[2]) = P

1(Fq) ∩ REi
. This implies |P1(Fq) ∩ RE1

| =
|P1(Fq) ∩RE2

| = |P1(Fq) ∩RE3
|.

Case 1. |P1(Fq) ∩REi
| = 2

In this case, REi
contains two distinct rational points and two other conjugate

points. Without loss of generality, let [p1 : 1] and [p2 : 1] be the conjugate points.
Now, we consider RE′

3
= {[p1 : 1], [p2 : 1], [p3 : 1], [p4 : 1]}. Then we have an

elliptic curve E ′
3, which is defined over Fq (since p1 and p2 are conjugate pairs

and p3, p4 ∈ Fq), with the desired conditions. It suffices to show that E ′
3 is

isomorphic to E3 over Fq.

Let σ =

[(

0 1
1 −p3

)]

∈ PGL(2, q), then σ(RE′

3
) = {O, [

1

p1 − p3
: 1], [

1

p2 − p3
:

1], [
1

p4 − p3
: 1]}. The new elliptic curve σ(E ′

3) determined by σ(RE′

3
) is therefore

5



isomorphic to E ′
3. Since a Legendre coefficient of σ(E ′

3) is

λσ =

1
p4−p3

− 1
p1−p3

1
p2−p3

− 1
p1−p3

=

p1−p4

(p4−p3)(p1−p3)

p1−p2

(p2−p3)(p1−p3)

=

p4−p1

p2−p1
(1− p3−p1

p2−p1
)

p4−p1

p2−p1
− p3−p1

p2−p1

=
λ2(1− λ1)

λ2 − λ1

which is Legendre equivalent to λ3. By Proposition 2.5, this implies σ(E ′
3)

∼= E3
(over Fq(j3)) and in turn E ′

3
∼= E3 (over Fq(j3)). Since, however, j3 ∈ Fq, E ′

3 is
in fact isomorphic to E3 over Fq.

Case 2. |P1(Fq) ∩REi
| = 4

In this case, all points in REi
are rational points. Now, we consider RE′

3
=

{O, [p1 : 1], [p3 : 1], [p4 : 1]}. Again, we get an elliptic curve E ′
3, which is trivially

defined over Fq, satisfying the required conditions. Clearly, if we change E ′
3 into

Legendre form, we may have λ′
3 =

p4 − p1
p3 − p1

=

p4−p1

p2−p1

p3−p1

p2−p1

=
λ2

λ1
, which is Legendre

equivalent to λ3. We immediately get the desirable result E ′
3
∼= E3 (over Fq)

similarly as in case 1.

3 Construction of a curve of genus 3

Proposition 3.1. Let p be an odd prime. Let Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) be pairwise
non-isomorphic elliptic curves and REi

(i = 1, 2, 3) be the sets of ramified points
of P1 for Ei/Fq → P

1/Fq satisfy the following conditions:

(i) |RE′

i
∩RE′

j
| = 3 ∀i 6= j;

(ii) |RE1
∩RE2

∩RE3
| = 2;

Then there exists a curve χ/Fq of genus 3 such that the Jacobian Jχ is isogenous
to E1 × E2 × E3.

Proof. Fq(P
1) = Fq(t) can be seen as the subfield of Fq(Ei) (i = 1, 2, 3). Clearly,

for any i 6= j, Fq(Ei) ∩ Fq(Ej) = Fq(P
1) as Fq(Ei)(i = 1, 2, 3) is a quadratic

extension of Fq(t). Then we have a composite field Fq(E1) · Fq(E2) which is
an abelian extension of Fq(t) of degree 4. Now if Fq(E3) is not contained in
Fq(E1) · Fq(E2), we will get a new composite field Fq(E1) · Fq(E2) · Fq(E3) which
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is an abelian extension of Fq(t) of degree 8. Let Y/Fq and χ/Fq be (smooth)
algebraic curves corresponding to the composite fields Fq(E1)·Fq(E2) and Fq(E1)·
Fq(E2) · Fq(E3) respectively.

χ

~~⑥⑥
⑥⑥
⑥⑥
⑥⑥

��
❂❂

❂❂
❂❂

❂❂
❂❂

❂❂
❂❂

❂❂
❂

Y

��⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧⑧
⑧

��
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅

E1

''❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖❖

❖❖
❖ E2

��

E3

xx♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣♣
♣

P
1

Fq(χ)

zz✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈

  
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇
❇❇

❇❇

Fq(Y)

zz✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈✈
✈

$$
❍❍

❍❍
❍❍

❍❍
❍

Fq(E1)

))❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

Fq(E2)

��

Fq(E3)

vv♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥
♥♥

Fq(P
1)

The set of ramified points of P1 for the covering χ → P
1 is the union RE1

∪
RE2

∪RE3
. By Abhyankar’s Lemma [8, Proposition III.8.9], we know that every

point of this set has ramification index 2. In addition,

|RE1
∪RE2

∪RE3
| = |RE1

|+ |RE2
|+ |RE3

| − |RE1
∩RE2

| − |RE2
∩RE3

| − |RE3
∩RE1

|
+|RE1

∩RE2
∩RE3

|
= 4 + 4 + 4− 3− 3− 3 + 2

= 5.

Therefore by the Hurwitz formula [6, Theorem II.5.9], we get

2genus(χ)− 2 = (2genus(P1)− 2)(deg(φ)) +
∑

P∈χ

(eφ(P )− 1)

= (2× 0− 2)× 8 + 4× 5× (2 − 1)

= 4.
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(Note that each ramified point on P
1 has four pre-images in χ). We thus have

genus(χ) = 3. Now it only remains to prove that Fq(E3) 6≤ Fq(E1) · Fq(E2) and
the Jacobian of χ is isogenous to E1×E2×E3. The first statement can be verified
by Lemma 3.2 and the second one can be proved by a special case of Theorem
3.3.

Lemma 3.2. Let p be an odd prime and Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) be pairwise non-
isomorphic elliptic curves. Then Fq(E3) 6≤ Fq(E1) · Fq(E2). Here Fq(Ei) (i =
1, 2, 3) is viewed as a fixed degree 2 extension of Fq(P

1).

Remark. An elementary proof of lemma 3.2 is included here for convenience.
However it should be noted that this lemma indeed follows from theorem 3.3.

Proof. Since Char(Fq) 6= 2, we can assume Ei/Fq is given by the equation y2 =
fi(x), where fi(x) is a cubic polynomial in Fq[x]. Let’s standardize fi by fi(x) =
4x3+bi,2x

2+2bi,4x+bi,6. Now let K = Fq(x). Then by considering y2−fi(x) ∈
K[y], we may have

Fq(Ei) = Frac(Fq[x, y]/(y
2 − fi(x)))

= Fq(x)(yi)

= K(yi),

where yi is a root of the polynomial y2 − fi(x) in K[y]. It suffices to prove
K(y3) 6≤ K(y1) ·K(y2) instead.

Suppose the contrary is true, then y3 is a linear combination of the basis
{1, y1, y2, y1y2} of K(y1) ·K(y2) = K(y1, y2) over K. Let y3 = c0+c1y1+c2y2+
c3y1y2, where cj ∈ K (j = 0, 1, 2, 3). Then

y23 = c20 + 2c0c1y1 + 2c0c2y2

+y21(c
2
1 + 2c1c2y2) + y22(c

2
2 + 2c2c3y1)

+2c0c3y1y2 + c23y
2
1y

2
2

= C0 + f1(x)C1 + f2(x)C2 + C3f1(x)f2(x), (1)

where















C0 = c20 + 2c0c1y1 + 2c0c2y2 + 2c0c3y1y2
C1 = c21 + 2c1c2y2
C2 = c22 + 2c2c3y1
C3 = c23

∈ K(y1, y2).

However, since y23 = f3(x) which is a cubic polynomial in Fq[x] and f1(x)f2(x)
is a polynomial of degree 6 in Fq[x], by comparing coefficients in (1) we know
that c23 = C3 = 0. Therefore, C0 + f1(x)C1 + f2(x)C2 = y23 ∈ K. It implies that
∀σ ∈ Gal(K(y1, y2)/K),

σ(C0 + f1(x)C1 + f2(x)C2) = C0 + f1(x)C1 + f2(x)C2

⇒ (σ − ι)C0 + f1(x)(σ − ι)C1 + f2(x)(σ − ι)C2 = 0, (2)
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where ι ∈ Gal(K(y1, y2)/K) is the identity. Since 2(σ−ι)C2 = 2c2c3(σ−ι)y1 = 0
for c3 = 0, instead of (2) we should have

(σ − ι)C0 + f1(x)(σ − ι)C1 = 0. (3)

Now we know that
{

(σ − ι)C0 = 2c0c1(σ − ι)y1 + 2c0c2(σ − ι)y2
(σ − ι)C1 = 2c1c2(σ − ι)y2

.

Consider the automorphism σ in Gal(K(y1, y2)/K) defined by






y1 7→ ȳ1 = −y1
y2 7→ ȳ2 = −y2
y1y2 7→ ȳ1ȳ2 = y1y2

(Since yi and ȳi both satisfy the equation y2 − fi(x) = 0, yiȳi = −fi(x) =
−y2i ⇒ ȳi = −yi as yi 6= 0). Then we obtain

{

(σ − ι)C0 = −4c0c1y1 − 4c0c2y2
(σ − ι)C1 = −4c1c2y2

which are linearly independent over K if both (σ − ι)C0 and (σ − ι)C1 are
non-vanishing. This is a contradiction to (3) and hence the lemma follows. If
(σ− ι)C0 = 0 or (σ− ι)C1 = 0, then we get f1(x)(σ− ι)C1 = 0 or (σ− ι)C0 = 0
respectively, which also implies (σ− ι)C0 = (σ− ι)C1 = 0. Then we can merely
consider a few cases:

(i) c0 = 0, c1 = 0 and c2 6= 0;

(ii) c0 = 0, c1 6= 0 and c2 = 0;

(iii) c0 = 0, c1 = 0 and c2 = 0;

(iv) c0 6= 0, c1 = 0 and c2 = 0.

For cases (i), y3 = c2y2 ⇒ f3(x) = y23 = c22y
2
2 = c22f2(x). Again, by comparing

coefficients we may have c22 = 1. This implies that y3 = ±y2, which is not
possible. Similarly, case (ii) is impossible as well. Cases (iii) and (iv) are
trivially excluded, so the proof is completed.

Theorem 3.3. [2, Theorem C] Let C be a (smooth, projective) algebraic curve
defined over an arbitrary field. Let H1, ...Hk ≤ Aut(C) be (finite) subgroups
with Hi ·Hj = Hj ·Hi i 6= j, and let gij denote the genus of the quotient curve
C/Hi ·Hj . Then, for n1, ..., nk ∈ Z, the conditions

∑

ninjgij = 0,
∑

j

njgij = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

2Note: (σ − ι)Ci is only a notation used for convenience to represent σCi − Ci

9



are each equivalent to
∑

niεni
= 0, where ε ∈ End0(JC) are idempotents, and

hence both imply the isogeny relation

∏

ni>0

J ni

C/Hi
∼

∏

ni<0

J |ni|
C/Hi

.

In particular, if gij = 0 for 2 ≤ i < j ≤ k and if

gC = gC/H2
+ ...+ gC/Hk

then we have (by taking H1 = {1} above):

JC ∼ JC/H2
× ...× JC/Hk

.

By considering C = χ, and taking Hi as the following subgroups of
Aut(χ) = AutFq(t)(Fq(χ)):















H1 = {1}
H2 = < σ2, σ3 >
H3 = < σ1, σ3 >
H4 = < σ1, σ2 >

where

σ1 :







y1 7→ −y1
y2 7→ y2
y3 7→ y3

σ2 :







y1 7→ y1
y2 7→ −y2
y3 7→ y3

σ3 :







y1 7→ y1
y2 7→ y2
y3 7→ −y3

,

we can easily check that the condition Hi · Hj = Hj · Hi ∀i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 is
satisfied. Since Fq(χ/H2) = Fq(χ)H2

= Fq(t)(y1) = Fq(E1), we have χ/H2
∼= E1.

Similarly, we can also derive χ/H3
∼= E2 and χ/H4

∼= E3, and thus we know
g12 = g13 = g14 = 1. Moreover, as Fq(χ/Hi ·Hj) = Fq(χ)Hi·Hj

= Fq(t) = Fq(P
1)

for 2 ≤ i < j ≤ 4, χ/Hi ·Hj
∼= P

1 (2 ≤ i < j ≤ 4), which implies gij = 0 for
(2 ≤ i < j ≤ 4). Therefore, gχ = gχ/H2

+ gχ/H3
+ gχ/H4

. Then using the
particular case in the Theorem 3.3, we have

Jχ ∼ Jχ/H2
× Jχ/H3

× Jχ/H4

= JE1
× JE2

× JE3
.

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1.
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Corollary 3.4. Let p be odd. Let Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) be pairwise non-isomorphic
elliptic curves. Suppose j3 ∈ Fq. Then there exists a curve χ/Fqof genus 3 such
that the Jacobian Jχ is isogenous to E1 × E2 × E3 if one of the following is
satisfied:

(i) |E1(Fq) ∩ E1[2]| = |E2(Fq) ∩ E2[2]| = |E3(Fq) ∩ E3[2]| = 2 and
λ2(1− λ1)

λ2 − λ1
is Legendre equivalent to λ3;

(ii) |E1(Fq) ∩ E1[2]| = |E2(Fq) ∩ E2[2]| = |E3(Fq) ∩ E3[2]| = 4 and
λ2

λ1
is

Legendre equivalent to λ3.

Proof. This is the direct consequence of Lemma 2.7 and Proposition 3.1.

4 Main Result

Before we go through the main result, we should first know some facts. If
there are three distinct integers ti (i = 1, 2, 3) satisfying one of the conditions
in Lemma 2.1, then there exist three pairwise non-isomorphic elliptic curves
Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) such that |Ei(Fq)| = q + 1 + ti. Ei is called an elliptic curve
corresponding to ti in this paper.

Definition 4.1. Let ti (i = 1, 2, 3) be three distinct integers satisfying one of
the conditions in Lemma 2.1. If there exists Ei/Fq (i = 1, 2, 3) which are elliptic
curves corresponding to ti with Legendre coefficients λi such that:

(i)
λi2(1 − λi1)

λi2 − λi1

is Legendre equivalent to λi3 , where {i1, i2, i3} = {1, 2, 3},
and ji3 ∈ Fq; Then ti (i = 1, 2, 3) are said to be weakly Legendre consistent
and Ei are called elliptic curves corresponding to ti weakly. Or else

(ii)
λi2

λi1

is Legendre equivalent to λi3 , where {i1, i2, i3} = {1, 2, 3}, ji3 ∈ Fq

and no Ei has the property |Ei(Fq) ∩ Ei[2]| = 2; Then ti (i = 1, 2, 3) are
said to be strongly Legendre consistent and Ei are called elliptic curves
corresponding to ti strongly.

With this new definition, the main theorem in this paper can thus be for-
mulated.

Theorem 4.2. Let q = pr for a prime p > 2 and an integer r ≥ 1. Let ti
(i = 1, 2, 3) be three distinct integers satisfying one of the conditions in Lemma

2.1. Then the function
∏3

i=1(T
2 + tiT + q) is the characteristic polynomial of

the Frobenius endomorphism of the Jacobian of a curve of genus 3 over Fq if
one of the following conditions is satisfied:
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(i) q+1+ti ≡ 2 (mod 4) ∀i = 1, 2, 3 and ti (i = 1, 2, 3) are weakly Legendre
consistent;

(ii) q + 1 + ti ≡ 0 (mod 4) ∀i = 1, 2, 3 and ti (i = 1, 2, 3) are strongly
Legendre consistent.

Proof. In the case (i), let Ei/Fq be the elliptic curves corresponding to ti weakly.
Then it is trivial that |E1(Fq) ∩ E1[2]| = |E2(Fq) ∩ E2[2]| = |E3(Fq) ∩ E3[2]| = 2

and by definiton (without loss of generality)
λ2(1− λ1)

λ2 − λ1
is Legendre equivalent

to λ3 and j3 ∈ Fq. Therefore by Corollary 3.4, there exists a curve χ/Fqof
genus 3 such that the Jacobian Jχ is isogenous to E1 × E2 × E3. In other word,
the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius endomorphism of the Jacobian
of this curve is

∏3
i=1(T

2 + tiT + q).
In the case (ii), let Ei/Fq be the elliptic curves corresponding to ti strongly.

Then similarly by definiton, |E1(Fq)∩E1[2]| = |E2(Fq)∩E2[2]| = |E3(Fq)∩E3[2]| =
4,

λ2

λ1
is Legendre equivalent to λ3 and j3 ∈ Fq. Thus by applying Corollary

3.4, we get the same result as in the previous case.

Remark 4.3. By adopting similar method in [1], we are only able to do the case
up to g = 3. For the cases g ≥ 4, the method is invalid since the Proposition
3.1 breaks down. Strictly speaking, we cannot construct a curve of genus g by
just considering the corresponding (smooth) algebraic curve to the composite
field of the function fields of g pairwise non-isomorphic elliptic curves, and then
applying the Hurwitz formula to prove it is of genus g.

5 Further Research

1. Find out all of the zeta-functions of curves of genus 2 over finite fields,
including those not being determined in the paper [1].

2. Find out the intrinsic reason(s) why curves of genus 4 or above cannot be
constructed by similar method in the case g = 2 or 3.

3. Improve the method used in this paper such that the conditions used for
the construction are weaker.
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