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ON THE ACYCLICITY OF REDUCTIONS OF ELLIPTIC CURVES MODULO
PRIMES IN ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS

NATHAN JONES AND SUNG MIN LEE

ABSTRACT. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over Q and, for a prime p of good reduction for E let E‘p denote
the reduction of E modulo p. Inspired by an elliptic curve analogue of Artin’s primitive root conjecture posed
by S. Lang and H. Trotter in 1977, J-P. Serre adapted methods of C. Hooley to prove a GRH-conditional
asymptotic formula for the number of primes p < x for which the group Ep(Fp) is cyclic. More recently,
Akbal and Giiloglu considered the question of cyclicity of Ep (Fp) under the additional restriction that p lie
in an arithmetic progression. In this note, we study the issue of which arithmetic progressions a mod n have
the property that, for all but finitely many primes p = a mod n, the group Ep(Fp) is mot cyclic, answering
a question of Akbal and Giiloglu on this issue.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Let E be an elliptic curve defined over QQ and let p be a rational prime of good reduction for F, i.e. assume
that the reduction Ep of E modulo p, obtained by reducing a minimal Weierstrass model of £ modulo p,
is non-singular. Then E’p is itself an elliptic curve over the finite field ), and we may consider the group
E,(F,) of F,-rational points of E,,.

There are various open questions surrounding the nature of the abelian groups Ep (F,), as p varies. One
such example is the following conjecture about the cyclicity of E,(F,), which underlies an elliptic curve
analogue of Artin’s primitive root conjecture that was proposed by S. Lang and H. Trotter in 1977 [18].

Conjecture 1.1. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q of conductor Ng. There is a constant Cg > 0 such that

‘{p <z:ptNg, E,(F,) is cyclic}
lim =CEg. 1
rroe v <ah ” M

In fact, the constant C'g is given explicitly by
p(n)
Cg = —
: Z;mxmmw@]
where p(-) denotes the Mébius function and Q(E[n]) the n-division field of E.
Regarding the positivity of Cg, J-P. Serre [22 pp. 465-466] observed that
Cg=0 < E[2]CEQ) (2)

(a proof of this may be found in [I0, p. 619]). When (2) holds, the embedding Z/2Z x Z/2Z ~ E[2] =
E(Q)[2] — E,(F,) (see for instance [24, VII, Proposition 3.1]), valid for every odd prime p { Ng, shows that

Cp =0 = |{p prime : pt Ng, E,(F,) is cyclic}| < 1.

It is well-known that E,(F,) ~ Z/d,(E)Z x Z/e,(E)Z for certain d,(E),e,(E) € N with d,(F) dividing
ep(E); obviously this group is cyclic if and only if its size |E,(F,)| is equal to its exponent e,(F). The
quantities d,(E) and e,(E) have been extensively studied (see [2], [II], [I3], [L5] and the references therein).
The question of cyclicity of E’p (F,) seems to have first appeared in a paper by I. Borosh, C. J. Moreno, and
H. Porta in 1975 [4], which calculates the structures of Ep (F,) for various elliptic curves E and many primes
p, and expresses a version of Conjecture [Tl without completely determining the constant Cg.
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In 1979, J-P. Serre [22] pp. 465-468] proved Conjecture[[] assuming the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis
(denoted GRH) by adapting techniques from C. Hooley’s GRH-conditional proof of Artin’s primitive root
conjecture [I7] (a detailed proof can be found in [20, pp. 160-161]). In 1983, M. Ram Murty [20] gave an
unconditional proof for elliptic curves with complex multiplication (denoted CM). In 2002, A.C. Cojocaru
proved a non-CM version of Conjecture [T under a weaker hypothesis than GRH [8]. Specifically, Cojocaru
proved the bound ’{p <z:pfNg, E,(F,)is cyclic}’ — Cpl{p < z}| = O(zloglog x/log? z) under a quasi-
GRH, i.e. assuming that the Dedekind zeta functions of the division fields of E' do not vanish for Re(s) > 3/4
(further improvements on this remainder term may be found in [9, Theorem 45]). In addition to the above-
mentioned results, Conjecture [ T has also been proved “on average” over elliptic curves E of bounded height
[3]. Finally, Conjecture [T has recently been considered in the more general context of elliptic curves over
arbitrary number fields [7], in which case the question of vanishing of the conjectural density becomes more
delicate.

Inspired by Conjecture[[LT} Y. Akbal and A. M. Giiloglu [I] considered the question of cyclicity of E,(F,)
for the subset of those primes p which lie in a fixed arithmetic progression (this question was also considered
in the Ph.D. dissertation of J. Brau [6]). Specifically, for any fixed a,n € N with ged(a,n) = 1, let us define
the counting function 7 4., (z) by

TEan(T) = Hp <z:pt{Ng,p=amodn and E,(F,) is cyclic}’ . (3)
Akbal and Giiloglu proved the following theorem, wherein the constant Cg 4, > 0 is given by
— 11(d)Van(Q(E[d)))
C(E,a,n = : . (4)
; [Q(E[d)Q(¢n) : Q]

In this definition, (,, denotes a primitive n-th root of unity, and

1 if o, fixes Q(E[d]) N Q(¢,) pointwise

0 otherwise,

Yan (Q(E[d])) := { (5)

where 0, € Gal(Q(¢,,)/Q) refers to the unique automorphism satisfying o,(¢,) = ¢2.

Theorem 1.2. ([I, Theorems 3 and 6]) Let E be an elliptic curve defined over Q and assume that, if E has
CM, then it has CM by the full ring of integers of an imaginary quadratic field. Furthermore, fixn € N and,

for each square-free d > 1, assume the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis for the Dedekind zeta function of
the field Q(E[d])Q(¢y). For any a € Z with ged(a,n) = 1, we then have

TE.an(2) = CpanLi(z) + O p (x5/6(10g x)2/3) 7
where Li(z) := f; @dt denotes the logarithmic integral.

In particular, under GRH, Akbal and Giiloglu proved that 7 o n(z) ~ Cg.qn Li(z) as £ — oo, provided
the constant Cg g », is positive. Furthermore, they noted [I, p. 3] that

3 a prime /£ such that Q(E[/]) € Q(¢,) and o4lge)) =1 = 1Lm TE.an(T) < 00. (6)

(The left-hand condition above implies that Cg 4., = 0, so the implication (@) is consistent with Theorem
[[2) They then posed the following question (see [I, Question 1]).

Question 1.3. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q and assume the notation as above. Is the converse of ()
true?

The purpose of this note is to answer Question in the negative via a concrete example (see Example
[L4 and Theorem [T below), and to propose the following biconditional analogue of (@], giving a precise
(conjectural) interpretation of when lim 7g 4 (%) < 0o in terms of division fields of E:

Tr—r 00

<3d € N> such that Vo € Gal (Q(E[d]))Q((n)/Q) with)

oloec,) = 0a, 3 a prime £ | d for which o|ggy) =1 = im 70 (@) < oo (7)

r—r00

Note that the condition on the left-hand side of (@) implies the condition on the left-hand side of ([@). In the
following example, the former is false while the latter is true (with d = 6).
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Example 1.4. Let E be the (non-CM) elliptic curve over Q defined by the Weierstrass equation
E: y? 4+ xy+y =2+ 322716972 — 1200056843302.
The conductor of £ is 2-3-5-7-11-31; its LMFDB label is 71610.56 and its Cremona label is 71610s4.

Furthermore, we have:

(1) the counting function 7g 3 g(z) defined by (B)) satisfies 7g 3 5(z) = 0 for all z > 0;
(2) for each prime ¢, Q(E[(]) € Q((s).

We remark that, for any elliptic curve E over Q that satisfies the left-hand condition in (@), E,(F,) fails
to be cyclic for good primes p = a mod n because there exists a prime £ such that Z/(Z x Z/{Z C E,(F,) for
every such p. In contrast, for the elliptic curve FE of Example[[.4] the reason that Ep(Fp) is not cyclic for any
good prime p = 3 mod 8 is that, for any such prime, either Z/27 x Z/27 C E,(F,) or Z/3Zx Z./37 C E(F,,).
For more details, see Remark below.

We propose the following refinement of [1, Conjecture 3].

Conjecture 1.5. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q of conductor Ng and let a,n € N with ged(a,n) = 1.
Suppose that the condition on the left-hand side of ([{l) does mot hold. Then there are infinitely many primes
p = amod n for which E,(Fp) is cyclic. Furthermore, the constant Cg q.n, defined by ), is positive, and
we have

FE)a)n(JJ) ~ CE,a,n LI(LL') (8)

as x — 00, where g o n(x) is as in B).

Remark 1.6. To clarify what is known and what is conjectured: given Theorem[[.2] the asymptotic formula
@) is already known to be a consequence of the GRH (assuming in the CM case that E has CM by the
maximal order O ). We will show in Section Bl that

<3d € N>9 such that Vo € Gal (Q(E[d])Q(¢,)/Q) with

oloec,) = 0a, 3 a prime £ | d for which o|gg) = 1 ) — Cpan=0.

The implication Cgqn =0 = limy_ 0 TEan(x) < 00 is a straightforward application of the Chebotarev
density theorem, and the reverse implication limg o0 Tp on(2) < 00 = Cgqn = 0 is conjectural, but is
known conditionally on GRH via Theorem (with the above-mentioned proviso in the CM case).

The elliptic curve F in Example [[.4] belongs to an infinite family associated to a genus zero modular
curve. Viewed another way, it is a specialization of an elliptic curve E defined over Q(¢, d), where ¢ and d are
variables, infinitely many of whose specializations satisfy the conditions (1) and (2) of Example[[.4] with an
appropriately chosen a € Z and n € N replacing 3 and 8, respectively. Let the polynomials f(t), g(t) € Q[t]
be defined by

f(t) :=16t° — 24¢* — 83 + 36t> + 6t + 1,

9
g(t) == 641% + 647 4 641° — 128t° — 56t* + 16¢> + 64t — 8t + 1. ©)

Next, define the Weierstrass coefficients aq4(t), ag(t) € Q(t) by

—108 (4¢* — 1) (483 + 6t — 1)° f(t)?

(262 4 2t — 1)% (444 — 483 4 612 + 2t 4 1) (8t4 — 83 — 8t — 1)% g(t)?
—432 (463 — 1) (43 + 6t — 1)° f(1)®

(262 4+ 2t — 1)% (484 — 413 4 612 + 2t 4+ 1) (84 — 813 — 8t — 1)* g(t)2

aq(t) :=

3

(10)

)

ag (t) =

where f(t) and g(t) are as in ([@). Furthermore, define the elliptic curve E over Q(¢,d) by the Weierstrass
equation
E: y? =23 + d?as(t)x + das(t). (11)
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The j-invariant jg(t) and discriminant Ag(¢) of E are given by
) = (463 — 1)° (43 + 6t — 1)° f(¢)?
B3t —1)° 2t +1)° (12 + ¢ +1)% (422 — 2t +1)°
218312063 (¢ — 1)3(2t + 1)O(12 + ¢ + 1)3(4t% — 2t + 1)5(4t3 — 1)5(4t3 + 6t — 1)5f(¢)°
- (22 + 26— 1)° (414 — 463 + 662 + 2t + 1)° (84 — 813 — 8¢ — 1)° g(1)° '
Let ha(t), ha(t) € Q(¢) be defined by
ho(t) == t(t —1)(t2 +t + 1),
) = 6(4t3 — 1)(43 + 6t — 1)(2t2 + 2t — 1)f(t)g(t), (13)
(4¢% — 43 + 612 + 2t + 1)(8¢* — 83 — 8t — 1)

where f(t) and g(t) are as in ([@). A computation involving the appropriate division polynomials associated
to E demonstrates that

Qt.d) (Bf2) = 0t d) (VAe®),  Qt,d) (B3]) = Q(t, ) (Vdhs(t), v=3) - (14)

For any to € Q—{0,1,—1/2} and dp € Q — {0}, we may consider the specialization E;, 4, of E at (to,dp),
which is an elliptic curve over Q. Furthermore, (4) specializes to

QEuy,a0[2) = Q@ (VA2(to) ), QBig,a,[3)) = @ (VVdohslto), V=3). (15)

In particular, we see that Q(Ey, 4,[3]) is either equal to Q(v/—3) or is a biquadratic extension of Q which
contains Q(v/—3) as a subfield. In the latter case, Q(E, 4,[3]) contains three quadratic subfields, exactly
two of which are ramified at the prime 3; in either case let us denote by

dohs(to) if 3 is unramified in Q (\/d0h3 (to)) ,

—3dohs(tp) otherwise.

(12)
A]E(t) .

ng(to, do) = {

Thus, {Q(y/n3(to, do)), Q(v/=3), Q(/—3n3(to,do))} is the set of all quadratic subfields of Q(E, 4,[3]) and
{@ (V=-3),0Q ( —3n3(to, do))}

is the subset of those quadratic subfields that are ramified at 3. Finally, we define ng € N by
disc Q ( —3h2(t0)) disc Q (\/—3n3(t0, do)hg(to)) ]) . (16)

Note that, in case Q (Ey,40[3]) = Q(V—3), we simply have Q( —3n3(t0,d0)) = Q(-3) and ng =
‘disc@ (\/ —3h2(t0)) ‘ In either case, ng is the smallest positive integer for which the containment

)

ng := lem (

Q (V=3halto), v/ =Bnslto, do)ea(t0)) € Q (Guo) (17)
holds. We will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.7. Let the elliptic curve E over Q(t,d) be given by () and let ho(t), h3(t) € Q(t) be as in
@3, so that [I4) holds.

(a) For any to € Q — {0,1,—1/2} and dy € Q — {0}, the specialization E, 4, of E at (to,do) is an elliptic
curve over Q. For any elliptic curve E defined over Q satisfying jg ¢ {0,1728}, E satisfies

Q(E(2): Q<2 and [QE[]): Q] <4
if and only if E is isomorphic over Q to a specialization Ey, 4, for somety € Q—{0,1,—1/2} and dy € Q—{0}.
(b) Suppose to € Q —{0,1,—1/2} and dy € Q — {0} are chosen so that
Q (Eto,do [2]) ZQ (Et07d0 [3]) : (18)
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Let {Q (vV=3),Q ( —3ns(to, do))} denote the set consisting of every quadratic subfield of Q(Eqy,q4,[3]) in
which the prime 3 ramifies. Define ng € N by [8) (note that [IT) then holds) and let ag € Z be any integer
coprime to ng such that the automorphism o,, € Gal (Q((,,)/Q) satisfies

Oag ( —3h2(t0)> = — —3h2(t0) and Oayg (\/—3n3(t0,d0)h2(t0)) = —\/—3n3(t0,d0)h2(t0). (19)

(Note that, by ([I8), neither \/—3ha(to) nor \/—3ns(to,do)hs(to) are in Q.) We then have that, for each

prime p > 5 of good reduction for By, 4, with p = ag mod ng, the group (B ay)p(Fp) is not cyclic. In
particular, for each x>0, we have g, , agne(T) < 2.

(c) Suppose further that to € Q — {0,1,—-1/2} and dy € Q — {0} are chosen so that 3 ramifies in
Q (\/m) and 5 does not ramify in Q (\/—3h2(t0), \/—3n3(t0,d0)h2(t0)). Then, for each prime ¢, we
have Q(Ex, 4, [¢]) £ Q(Cny )-

Before proving Theorem [ 7] we first observe that there exist infinitely many values ¢ € Q — {0,1,—1/2}
for which there exists dg € Q — {0} such that the specialized curve Ey, 4, satisfies the conditions of parts (b)

and (c), and thus infinitely many j-invariants corresponding to elliptic curves E over Q that answer Question
[[3lin the negative.

Corollary 1.8. There are infinitely many jr € Q, where each jg is the j-invariant of an elliptic curve E
over Q for which there exist a € Z and n € N such that, for each x > 0, 7g on(x) < 2 in spite of the fact

that, for each prime £, Q(E[{]) € Q(¢n)-

Proof. A straightforward calculation shows that, if ug € Q N Zs N Zs N Z7 and tg := 21(15up — 1), then the
3-adic, 5-adic and 7-adic valuations of ha(to) = to(to — 1)(t3 + to + 1) are given by

vg (ha(to)) = 1, vs (ha(to)) =0, v (ha(to)) = 1.

Thus, 3 and 7 are ramified and 5 is unramified in Q ( I’LQ(to)), and in particular this implies that

5 is unramified in the field Q (\/W) (20)
Next, choosing dy € Q so that
vs (dohs(to)) =0, s (dohs(to)) =0, w7 (dohs(to)) =0,
the primes 3, 5 and 7 are unramified in Q ( dohg,(to)). It follows from this and (I3 that 7 is unramified in
Q (Et, d0[3]) and ramified in Q (Ey, 4,[2]), and so (I8) holds. Furthermore, we have that Q ( —3ng(to, do)) =
Q ( —3d0h3(t0)), and this field is evidently unramified at 5. It follows from this and (20) that 5 is unramified
in the field Q (\/—3h2(t0), v/ —3n3(to, do)ha (to)). Thus, the conditions of parts (b) and (c¢) of Theorem [[.7]

are satisfied, and so the specialized curve E := E, 4,, together with the numbers ap € Z and ng € N as
described in part (b), furnish an example with 7g 4.5, () < 2 for every 2 > 0 even though Q(E[¢])  Q(Cny,)
for every prime /. O

Remark 1.9. Taking ty = 3/5 and dyp = —28910265879522405941333082, we see that the specialization
Ey, .4, is isomorphic over Q to the elliptic curve E of Example[[4l For this specialization, we have

Q(E[2) = @ (VAll)) = QV=6), QB[] = (vshs(to), v=3) = Q(V=3).

In particular, Q(F[2]) € Q(E[3]). Furthermore, taking n = 8 and a = 3, we see that Q(FE[6]) N Q(¢s) =
Q(v/2), and (M) simply becomes
0’3(\/5) = —\/5.
Thus, any o € Gal (Q(E[6])/Q) whose restriction to Q(E[6]) NQ({s) agrees with that of o5 must act trivially
either on Q(E[2]) or on Q(E][3]), so the left-hand condition in ([7) holds with d = 6, n = 8 and a = 3. Since
2 and 3 divide Ng, we have that g 3g(xz) = 0 for all z > 0 (similar reasoning shows that 7z 5 g(z) = 0).
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Finally, 3 ramifies in Q(E[2]) and 5 does not ramify in Q(E[6]), so by part (c¢) of Theorem [ 7] we have
Q(E[d]) € Q(¢s) for each d > 2.

Remark 1.10. For any elliptic curve E over Q and a,n € N with ged(a,n) = 1, Theorems 1 and 2 of [I]
give, for any A > 2, an unconditional lower bound

x
W L TE,an(T), (21)

provided ged(a — 1,n) is a power of two and none of the following three properties is fulfilled:
(1) The containment Q(E[2]) C Q(¢,) holds and o, fixes Q(E[2]) pointwise.
(2) The containments Q C Q(v/Ag) C Q(¢,) hold and o, fixes Q(v/Ag) pointwise.
(3) The conductor ny of the field Q(v/Ag) satisfies ny = 3 - ged(n2,n) and x_s,/3(a) = —1, where d;
denotes the discriminant of Q(v/Ag).

These three properties, which represent cases which are excluded from the proof of (2II), are not mutually
exclusive. As we observed earlier, if E satisfies property (1) then Cg 4., = 0, and so (2I) cannot possibly hold
in this case (this was also observed in [I, Proposition 1]). What about elliptic curves satisfying properties
(2) or (3) but not (1)? Every specialization E = E,, 4, satisfying the conditions in part (b) of Theorem [I7]
fulfills at least one of the three properties; those specialization which additionally satisfy the conditions of
part (c) fail to fulfill properties (1) and (2), and (as can be checked independently) do indeed fulfill property
(3), this being the novelty of the family E. Any elliptic curve F which fulfills property (2) but not property
(1) satisfies [Q(E[2]) : Q] = 6. In this case, whenever Cg 4, = 0, the integer d on the left-hand side of (7))
may be taken to be odd, so that the level 2 has nothing to do with the vanishing of Cg 4 5.

It is natural to wonder whether or not there are any other examples of elliptic curves F over Q for which
CE,q,n = 0 for some relatively prime pair a,n € N in spite of the left-hand condition in (@) failing to hold,
besides specializations of E. By couching this problem in terms of modular curves, translating the condition
that Cg q.n = 0 into group-theoretical information about pg(Gg) and performing a computer calculation,
we are also able to prove the following theorem, which partially addresses the question.

Definition 1.11. If E is an elliptic curve over Q satisfying a given property P, we say that F belongs
to an infinite modular curve family with property P if jp € j=(X5(Q)) for some open subgroup
G C GLQ(Z) for which the modular curve X has infinitely many rational points, and for all but finitely
many j-invariants j° € j=(X(Q)), there exists an elliptic curve E’ over Q satisfying property P with jg = j’
(for more details about modular curves, see Section 2.1]).

Theorem 1.12. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q that belongs to an infinite modular curve family with
the property that there exist relatively prime a,n € N with Cg o, = 0. Then either there exists a prime
€ €{2,3,5} such that Q(E[(]) € Q(¢n) and o4lgeepy) = 1 or there exist to,do € Q for which E is isomorphic
over Q to By, 4., where E is the elliptic curve over Q(t,d) defined by [IQ) and ().

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

The proof of Theorem [[7] falls naturally into three pieces. We will first prove the statements in part (a)
of the theorem, and then we will prove the statements in parts (b) and (c) therein. At various points in the
proof (and later in the paper) we will make use of the symbols

pE : Gp — GLQ(Z),

(22)
pEn : Go — GL2(Z/nZ),

which denote the continuous Galois representations defined by letting Gg := Gal(Q/Q) act on the adelic Tate

module T(E) := lim E[n] (resp. on the n-torsion E[n]) of E, and choosing a Z-basis (resp. a Z/nZ-basis)
—

thereof. Furthermore, if G C GLgy(Z) is any subgroup and n € N, we will denote by G(n) C GLy(Z/nZ)
the image of G under the projection map GLy(Z) — GLa(Z/nZ). Note that, with these conventions, if
G := pr(Gg) then, for an appropriate choice of basis, we have G(n) = pg n(Gg). When d divides n, we will
use the symbol 7, 4 : GL2(Z/nZ) — GL2(Z/dZ) to denote the canonical projection map.
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2.1. Preliminaries on modular curves. Suppose that GC GLQ(Z) is an open subgroup (equivalently, of
finite index in GLy(Z)) which additionally satisfies

—Ie€G and detG=27%.

There is then associated to G a smooth, projective, geometrically irreducible curve X~ defined over Q. This
modular curve X5 comes equipped with a forgetful map

~

jé : XG X(l) — P!

Furthermore, for every elliptic curve E over Q whose j-invariant jg satisfies jg ¢ {0,1728}, we have pg(Gg)
is GLg(Z)-conjugate to a subgroup of G := {g* : g € G} if and only if jp € js (X5(Q)). We may also define
a generic Weierstrass model over the field Q(d) (Xz) by
@ .2 g, 108 4320,
1728 — ji | 1728 — jg’

whose j-invariant is js. For any to € X&(Q) — jgl ({0,1728}) and dy € Q — {0}, we may consider the
specialization
& 108d2j4(to 432d35 ~ (to
E§020:y2:x3+ oc_:k()x OGF)’
, 1728 — ja(to) | 1728 — ja(to)
which is an elliptic curve over Q, provided dy # 0 and o avoids a certain finite subset of X(Q) for
which the specialization is not smooth. For any elliptic curve E over Q with jp ¢ {0,1728}, we have that

JE € j& (X&(Q)) if and only if E is isomorphic over Q to such a specialization ngl)io. Henceforth, let us use

the following notation: for subgroups Hi, Hy C GLQ(Z),

Hy CHy €% 3g € GLy(Z) such that gH,g~ " C Ho. (23)
For any m € N, we define the relation H; C Hy for subgroups Hy, Hy C GL2(Z/mZ) similarly as subset
containment up to conjugation in GLy(Z/mZ). Summarizing the above, we have

VE/Q with jp ¢ {0,1728}, pr(Gg) CG! <= jr € jz (Xa(Q))

(24)
> Jty € Xz(Q),dp € Q with E ~g E

(@)
to,do”
For full details, we refer the reader to [12] (see also [21] for a helpful discussion about left versus right action
of GLs on the underlying complete modular curve, which is responsible for the appearance of the transposed
group G in @4))). In case we wish to use modular curves as above to study the question of which elliptic
curves E satisfy pp(Gg) C G for an open subgroup G C GLy(Z) for which —I ¢ G, we will always first
enlarge G by setting

G = (G, —I) C GLy(7Z). (25)

2.2. Proof of part (a) of Theorem [I.7l Let the Borel subgroup B(2) C GL3(Z/27Z) and the split Cartan
subgroup C;s(3) € GL2(Z/3Z) be defined by

B(2) := <((1) 1)> C GL2(Z/2Z),

C.(3) = {(g 2) ca,d e (Z/3Z)X} C GLy(Z/37Z).

Let G(6) € GL2(Z/6Z) be the subgroup that corresponds to B(2) x Cs(3) under the isomoprhism
GL2(Z/6Z) ~ GL2(Z/2Z) x GLo(Z/3Z)

of the Chinese remainder theorem and define Gg := 7~ (G(6)) C GLy(Z), where 7 : GLy(Z) — GLy(Z/61Z)
is the usual projection map.
Since —I € Gg¢ and det(Gg) = ZX, we are in the setting of the previous section, and so there is a smooth,
projective, geometrically irreducible modular curve X¢g, with a forgetful map jg, : Xg, — X (1) ~ P!, and
7



we denote the generic Weierstrass model E(G¢) simply by E. The specializations E:, .4, of this Weierstrass
model satisfy the property

VE/Q with jg ¢ {0,1728}, pp(Go) CGs <= jr € jo, (Xas(Q))

26
<~ ditg € XGG(Q),do € Q with £ ~q Ety,do- ( )

Moreover, a calculation shows that X, has genus zero and satisfies X¢,(Q) # 0. Thus, Xg, ~g P!,
and, fixing a parameter ¢ on Xq,, the above-mentioned forgetful map may be realized as a rational map
Jjr : PY(t) — P'(j) making the diagram

forgetful map jgg

R

Xay —= PL(t) L PL()) (27)

commute. Our goal is to produce a rational function jg(t) € Q(¢) that represents the above rational map jg.
As may be deduced from Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 of [26] (see also Tables 1 and 3 of [25]), for any elliptic
curve F over Q with j-invariant jp ¢ {0,1728}, we have that
. . (to+1)3
[Q(E2]): Q] €2 <= pr2(Gg) CB(2) < Tty € Q with jp = 256t7,

0
(to +1)3(to + 3)%(¢2 + 3)3 (28)

t3(t3 + 3to + 3)3
Thus, an elliptic curve E over Q simultaneously satisfies each of the left-hand conditions if and only jg is

simultaneously a value of each of the rational functions on the right-hand side of (28], and we are led to the
algebraic curve defined by

[Q(E[3]): Q] <4 <= pps(Gg) CCs(3) —= Tty € Q with jp = 27

(ut+1)* ks 1)3(v +3)3(v? + 3)3

u 3 (1}2 430+ 3)3 (Singlﬂar model), (29)

X, : 256

Using magma [5] to resolve the singularities, we arrive at the rational functions

4¢3 — 3t — 1 056 BE—13+t+1)3
— u= .

3t (2t + 1)3(4¢2 — 2t + 1)3
Substituting these into (29) yields equality, and the resulting rational function jr(¢) € Q(¢) is as in (I2).
Viewing t € Q(X¢g,), we have Q(Xg,) = Q(t), and jg(t) may be taken to define the rational map jg in
@7). Part (a) of Theorem [[7 then follows from this and (28)), 29) and (26]).

v =

2.3. Proof of part (b) of Theorem [L.7l The proof of part (b) of Theorem [L7 will utilize the following
lemma, which, for any elliptic curve E over Q, interprets the acyclicity of E,(F,) for a good prime p in terms
of p splitting completely in an appropriate division field of E.

Lemma 2.1. Let E/Q be an elliptic curve of conductor Ng, and p a prime with p{ Ng. Let £ # p be a
prime. Then E,(F,) contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z/VZ x Z/UZ if and only if p splits completely in

Q(E).
Proof. See [10, Lemma 2.1]. O

Now let E be as in (), let tg € Q —{0,1,—1/2} and dy € Q — {0} satisfy the conditions in part (b) of
Theorem [[7 and let E,, 4, be the specialization of E at (to,dp). Let ng € N be as in ([I6) and let ap € Z be
chosen coprime with ng and so that (I9) holds. We will verify that, for each x> 0, T, , agn0 (%) < 2.

Consider the field

QEro,a,[6]) = Q (V/halto), v/=3nalto, do), v=3)
It follows from (I9) that, for any prime p = ag mod ng, the automorphism o, = 0,4, € Gal (Q({y,)/Q) must
either act trivially on Q ( hg(to)) = Q(Eyy.q,[2]) or on Q (\/__3, “3ns(to, do)) = Q(Eyy.q,[3]). It then

—_~—

follows from Lemma 2] that, for each prime p > 5 of good reduction for Ey 4,, the group (Eto,do) (Fp)
P
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either contains a subgroup isomorphic to Z/2Z x Z/27Z or a subgroup isomorphic to Z/3Z x Z/3Z. In
particular, for every good prime p > 5, (Eto,do) (Fp) is not a cyclic group, and thus g, , aene(7) < 2 for
P

every x > 0, as asserted. O

2.4. Proof of part (c) of Theorem [I.7l To verify part (¢) of Theorem [l we will make use of the
following result, which is [16, Theorem 1.1, 1.3]

Theorem 2.2. For any elliptic curve E defined over Q, Gal(Q(E[d])/Q) is abelian only if d €
{1,2,3,4,5,6,8).

Theorem allows us to restrict our verification of Q(E¢, 4,[¢]) € Q(Cny) to just those ¢ € {2,3,5}.
By assumption, the prime 3 ramifies in Q( hg(to)), and therefore 3 does not ramify in the field

Q (\/—3h2(t0), \/—3n3(t0,d0)h2(t0)), and, by hypothesis, neither does 5. Thus, neither 3 nor 5 divides

ng, and so neither 3 nor 5 ramifies in Q((y,). Since 3 does ramify in Q ( ha (to)) = Q(Ey.40[2]) and in
Q (Eyy,40[3]), we see that

Q (Et07d0 [2]) g Q(Cno) and Q (Et07d0 [3]) g Q(Cno)

Similarly, since 5 ramifies in Q(E,, 4,[5]), we further conclude that Q(Eq, 4, [5]) € Q((n, ), finishing the proof
of part (c) of Theorem [[7l O

3. A CRITERION FOR Cg 4, = 0 AND A PROOF OF THEOREM [[L12]
Finally, in this section we give a justification of the condition (), which refines (@), detailing when an
elliptic curve E over Q and a pair (a,n) € N? with ged(a,n) = 1 should satisfy lim 7g 4. (z) < co. This
xr—r0o0

is conjecturally equivalent to the condition that Cg 4, = 0; we begin by describing the constant Cg 4 in
more detail.

3.1. Heuristics connecting Cg ., with 7g 4, (z). We begin by noting that (thanks to the Hasse bound
Ip+1—|E,(Fp)|| < 2y/p), for any prime p t 2Ng, E,(F,) is cyclic if and only if every prime ¢ # p satisfies
ZJUZ x )V & E,(F,). Thus, by Lemma 21 we have

E,(F,) is cyclic <= V prime £ # p, Frob, # 1 € Gal (Q(E[(])/Q), (30)

where here and henceforth, Frob,, denotes any choice of Frobenius automorphism at p in a given Galois group
(which should be clear from context). In particular, we have

38 C {primes} with |S| < oo satisfying that Vp ¢ S with

p = amod n, 3¢ prime and Frob, =1 € Gal (Q(E[{])/Q). (31)

lim 7g4n(z) <00 <
xT—r00

The constant Cg 4, encodes the conditional probability of the event (B0), given that p = a mod n, as follows.
Grouping the primes £ on the right-hand side of [B0]) according to whether they divide a “test level” m € N,
we are led to the biconditional

E,(F,) is cyclic <= Vm € N with p{m and V prime ¢ | m, Frob, # 1 € Gal (Q(E[(])/Q) . (32)

To study the density of such primes while conditioning on p = a mod n (equivalently, conditioning on
Frob, = 0, € Gal (Q((,)/Q)), we define the following sets:

Sg.an(m) = {o € Gal (Q(E[m])Q(¢4)/Q) : olgc,) = 0a}
Sgan(m) = {0 € Span(m): Y| m, oloumw #1},

d
S () = {7 € Span(m) s oloqiay = 1}
9



Note that Sg)an(m) = Sg.an(m). The “probability visible at level m” that E,(F,) is cyclic is reflected in
the right-hand condition in (B2]) for a fized value of m, and is given by

55t 53

|Gal (Q(E[m)Q(¢)/Q)I
For any d dividing m, we let w, 4 : Gal (Q(E[m])Q(¢,)/Q) — Gal (Q(E[d])Q(¢n)/Q) denote the restriction
map. Using the observation |Sgi)an( d)| = Yan (Q(E[d])) (see @), we see that

Prob,, (EP(IF,,) is cyclic, given that p = a mod n) =

S8, () Toa (600 @) e
| Gal (Q(E[m])Q(¢ )/Q)I oy (Gal (QEMENQG)/Q) | |Gal(Q(E[A)QG)/Q)
Moreover, since SfE7a7n(m) E an U S’g)a ,,(m), we may apply inclusion-exclusion, concluding that

lm

’SEan m

|SEan( ’Yan @(E[d]))
Gal QB[O cn Q) Z|Ga1 m)Q() /@ Z|Ga1 oyl Y

Thus, taking the limit in (B3]) as m — oo through any sequence that is cofinal with respect to divisibility

(for instance we may simply take m,, := H ") we arrive at the heuristic density
L<n

oo

”Yan ”Yan [d]))
Cpan = lim Z | Gal ) Z ) ar (35)

=1
Remark 3.1. Since Gal(Q(E[m])Q(Cn)/Q) is isomorphic to the group
{(gm: gn) € Gal(Q(E[m])/Q) x Gal(Q(¢n)/Q) : gmlo(zmmpnecc.) = InloEmpnac.) b

we may see that Sg 4., (m) is in one-to-one correspondence with the set

{o € Gal(Q(E[m])/Q) : olaEimnne.) = Talompnec.) b
and similarly with the sets S% , ,(m) and S’%)an(m) We will make use of this later.

3.2. The constant Cg , , as an “almost Euler product.” We will presently describe the constant Cg 4.
as a convergent Euler product multiplied by a certain rational number, which will allow us to verify (and
refine) the biconditional statement (7). In particular, we will be able to add the condition that any prime £
occurring on the right hand-side of [BI]) be restricted to lie in a finite set. Toward this end, let us describe in
some detail the nature of the image of the Galois representation pg in (22]). In case E has CM by the order
Ok,f € Ok of conductor f € N inside an imaginary quadratic field K, the image of pg is not open inside
the profinite group GLQ(Z), but it is open inside a particular subgroup, which we now specify, following [19].
Let Ax € Z denote the discriminant of K and define the integers § = dx 5 and ¢ = ¢x 5 by

AKTfQ,o) if Agf2=0mod 4,
B f2 f) i Axcf? = 1mod 4.
Then define the subgroups Cs »(n) C Ns,4(n) C GLa2(Z/nZ) by

Cs.(Z/nZ) := { (a ngb¢ 2) ca,b € Z/nZ,a* + pab — 6b* € (Z/nZ)X} :

Ni.o(Z/nZ) = <c5,¢(Z/nz>, <‘¢1 ;’>> _

Finally, set Ng@(Z) := lim Ny 4(Z/nZ). If E has CM by the imaginary quadratic order O s then, for an
—

appropriate choice of basis, we have

(0,9) :=

pE(Gg) € Nio(Z). (36)

10



(Henceforth we will assume that, in the CM case, the underlying choice of basis is made so that (36) holds.)
To uniformize notation, let us define Gg(Z/nZ) by

GL2(Z/nZ) if E has no CM,

Gg(Z/nZ) =
B(Z/nZ) {N&QB(Z/HZ) if £ has CM by Ok ¢,

and Gg(Z) := limGg(Z/nZ). Thanks to Serre’s open image theorem in the non-CM case and class field
—
theory in the CM case, we have [G(Z) : pp(Gg)] < co. It follows that there exists m € N for which

ker (GE(Z) = GE(Z/mZ)) C pr (Gy). (37)

We define mg € N to be the smallest m € N for which 1) holds, and call it the level of the group pr(Gg).
We are now ready to analyze the constant Cg 4, in further detail. Suppose that f : N — C is any function
for which there exists M € N so that

le,dg S N, ng(Mdl,dg) =1 = f(dldg) = f(dl)f(dg), (38)

and for which the infinite sum Z wu(d) f(d) converges absolutely. Writing any d € N as d = didy with d;
d=1
only divisible by primes dividing M and ged(da, M) = 1, it follows from (B8] that

S o) f(d) = > pldr)f(dy) > plda)f(da)
d=1

dlIM doeN

ged(da, M)=1 (39)
= Y utdnfa@n) | I a-rw@).
di|M £ prime
“M
Ya,n (Q(E[d]))

We will apply the above with f(d) := and M = mpg. This application is justified by

[Q(E[NQ(¢n) - Q)]

our next lemma.

Yan (Q(E[d]))
[Q(E[ENQ(C) : QG)]

ged(dimp, dz) =1 = f(didz) = f(d1)[(d2), (40)
where mg is defined as above to be the smallest m € N for which [B7)) holds.

Lemma 3.2. Define the arithmetic function f : N — R by f(d) :=

For any

di,ds € N, we have

Proof. Tt suffices to prove ([d0) with f replaced by its numerator (resp. by its denominator). For any d,d’ € N,
with d dividing d’, we have

dalaE@nec,) # 1 = dalam@)nec,) # 1
and thus v, (Q(E[d])) = 0 implies that v,, (Q(E[d'])) = 0. Thus, the only way (@) can fail with
Ya.n (Q(E[d])) in place of f(d) is in case V4.n (Q(E[d1])) = Ya.n (Q(E[d2])) = 1 but v4. (Q(E[d1d2])) = 0. If
this is the case, it follows that

(Q(E[d1]) NQ(¢n)) - (Q(E[d2]) NQ(¢n)) & (QEd1d2]) N Q(Cn)) - (41)

We will presently show that this strict containment cannot happen, but first let us consider in tandem the
denominator of f. In what follows, we set

K = @(Cﬂ)
By Galois theory, we have
[K(Eldida]) : K] # [K(E[d1]) : K] [K(E[d2]) : K] & K(E[di]) N K(E[da]) # K.

Assuming that gcd(dymg, d2) = 1, a Galois theoretic analysis of an appropriate field diagram further implies
that
(Q(Eldids]) N K : (QUE[d1]) N K) - (QElda]) N K)] = [K(E[d1]) N K(Elda]) : K].
11



Therefore, if [{@0) fails then ([@I]) must hold; our goal is now to prove that ([@I]) cannot hold if ged(dymp, d2) =
1.

Assume for the sake of contradiction that (£I)) holds for some dy,ds € N with ged(dimpg,ds2) = 1.
Replacing each of di, d2 and n with a proper divisor as necessary, we may and will assume that, for any
proper divisor db of dy, () is false (i.e. the strict inclusion becomes an equality) when ds is replaced with
dy and likewise with any proper divisor d} of d; and any proper divisor n’ of n. In particular, this together
with (@) implies that

n = cond (Q(E[d1dz]) N Q((r)) - (42)

We now write N := lem (n, d1dz) and consider the image pp n(Gg) =: G(N) C GL2(Z/NZ). Write N =

Ny Ny (resp. n = ning) with Ny (resp. n1) supported on primes dividing mg and ged(Na,mpg) = 1 (resp.

ged(ng,mE) = 1). We then have ds | N and, since ged(Nympg, No) = 1, under the isomorphism of the
Chinese remainder theorem,

G(NlNg) >~ G(Nl) X GLQ(Z/NQZ) - ﬂ—;/ll,dl (G(dl)) X GLQ(Z/NQZ) (43)

Let us set A := Gal (Q(F[d1dz2]) N Q(¢,)/Q) and define the surjective group homomorphisms

U, X Ty g, (G(d1)) X GLo(Z/NaZ) — A,

by declaring ¢ to be the reduction map modulo d;ds followed by the map which corresponds under G(dy) x
GL2(Z/d2Z) ~ G(d1ds2) ~ Gal (Q(E[d1d2])/Q) to the restriction map and setting x be the determinant map
modulo n followed by the map which corresponds under (Z/nZ)* ~ Gal(Q(¢,)/Q) to the restriction map
onto Gal(Q(FE[d1dz]) N Q(¢n)/Q).

We next define 91,x1 : 71';,11)(11 (G(d1)) — A by ¥1(g1) = ¥(g1,1) and x1(91) := x(g91,1) and
Yo, x2 : GL2(Z/N2Z) — A by a(g2) := ¥(1,92) and x2(g2) = x(1,g92). We then clearly have
¥(91,92) = ¥1(g1)v2(g2) and x(g1,92) = Xx1(g1)x2(g2), and

G(N1N2) C{(g1,92) € Ty, 4, (G(d1)) x GLa(Z/NaZ) : ¢1(g1)x7 ' (91) = 5 (g92)x2(92)}- (44)

We will now show that this contradicts (43]).

Case 1: x2 # 12. In this case, the right-hand side of (@) is either a non-trivial fibered product, or else
G(N2) € GLo(Z/N2Z), contradicting ([@3) either way. Thus, we arrive at a contradiction in this case.

Case 2: x2 = t9. In this case, by ([42), we have cond xo = mg, and since 9 factors through pro-
jection modulo da, it follows that ns divides da, and so Na = ds. Furthermore, by (@4) we have

(91,92) € G(N1N2) = 41(g1) = x1(g1), and so
QGny) 2 QE[N)) "X = QE[N])*"¥* € Q(E[du]), (45)
the last subset containment implied by kert; O ker mn, 4, We now extend v to all of 7T;[117d1 (G(d1)) x
GLo(Z/N2Z) via 11 ((g1,92)) := ¥1(g1), so that, by (@5,
QEND* = QE[N)*" € Q(E[d1]) N Q(G). (46)
Considering also the map det omy g, : 7r;,117d1 (G(dy)) x GLo(Z/N2Z) — (Z/d2Z)*, i.e. the determinant map
modulo ds, we will now observe that
ker 4 D ker by Nker (det omy 4,) - (47)

Indeed, if (g1, g2) € ker @[;1 Nker (det omn 4,), then det go = 1 mod da, and so x2(g2) = 1 = ¥2(g2). Therefore

¥ ((91,92)) = ¥1(g1)2(92) = 1/31((91,92))1/12(92) = 1, establishing ([@T). By the Galois correspondence
together with (4g]), this implies that

Q(E[dldz]) N Q(Cn) _ Q(E[N])kcrw C Q(E[N])kcr’lz'l . Q(E[N])kcr(dCtOﬂ-N’dQ)
C (Q(E[d1]) NQ(¢n)) - Q(Cas)
€ (Q(E[d1]) NQ(¢n)) - (QE[d2]) NQ(Gn)) 5

contradicting ([@I]). Thus, we have also arrived at a contradiction in this second case. This establishes in all
cases that (I is inconsistent with ged(dimpg, d2) = 1, as desired. O
12



Yan (Q(E[d]))

Returning to (B9), we set f(d) := [Q(E[d)Q((n) : Q)]

(B3) and (B4), we conclude that

and M = mpg. By Lemma together with

CE,a,n =

S5 0 (rad(mp)) |
a1

1
| Gal (Q(E[rad(mg)])Q(¢n (1 - IGE(Z/KZ)I) ’

£ prime
Umg

where rad(mpg) := H ¢. Since the infinite product converges, it follows that

lmg
Cean =0 < Sg,, (rad(mg)) =0

3d | rad(mg) such that Yo € Gal (Q(E[d])Q(¢,)/Q) with
olaec,) = 0a, 3 a prime £ | d for which o|gg) = 1

In particular, conjecturally, any prime ¢ appearing on the right-hand side of ([BI]) may be assumed to divide
rad(mg), and (7)) may be stated in the refined form

(Ed | rad(mg) such that Vo € Gal (Q(E[d])Q(¢,)/Q) With>

oloe¢,) = 0a, 3 a prime £ | d for which olggj) = 1 & lim 7g0n(7) < oo

Tr—r00

3.3. Proof of Theorem [I.12] To prove Theorem [[.I2] we will first make a definition and then prove a
proposition that reduces the proof to a computation.

Definition 3.3. We call a subgroup G C GLQ(Z) an acyclicity group if there is a triple (E, a,n) where E is
an elliptic curve over Q with pg(Gg) =G and a,n € N are relatively prime and satisfy Cg 4., = 0. We will
call such a triple (E, a,n) an acyclicity witness for G. We define the acyclicity level of G to be the smallest
d € N for which

Si.an(d) =0, (48)
as (F, a,n) ranges over all acyclicity witnesses of the group G. When d is the acyclicity level of G, we call any

acyclicity witness (E, a,n) of G that satisfies ([@8]), and for which n is minimal with respect to this condition,
a minimal acyclicity witness for G.

Remark 3.4. If E is any elliptic curve over Q and (a,n) € N? is a relatively prime pair with Cg 4., = 0,
then G := pr(Gg) is an acyclicity group, since (E,a,n) is an acyclicity witness. Furthermore, when this is
the case, the acyclicity level of pg(Gg) is the smallest d € N for which the left-hand condition in () holds.
In particular,

3 a prime ¢ and coprime a,n € N such — pe(Gq) is an acyclicity group
that Q(E[(]) € Q(¢n) and o4|qe) =1 with prime acyclicity level

whereas

3d € N>5 and 3 coprime a,n € N such that

Vo € Gal (Q(E[d])Q(¢,)/Q) with olgc,) = 0a, pe(Gg) is an acyclicity group
3 a prime / | d for which o|ggy) =1, with composite acyclicity level
but this condition fails whenever d is prime

Of course, since any acyclicity witness (E, a,n) satisfies pp(Gg) = G, the property of being an acyclicity
group is inherent in the group G. Proposition B.7 below lays out some conditions that G must satisfy in
order to be an acyclicity group with composite acyclicity level. First, we state a key group-theoretical lemma,
whose proof is straightforward.

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a group and let N1, No <G be normal subgroups of G. Suppose that gN1,g' N1 € G/N;
satisfy gN1No = g’ N1 No. Then there exist n € Ny for which gnNo = g’ N».

Corollary 3.6. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q and let d,d';n € N with d' a divisor of d. If o,0' €
Gal(Q(E[d'])/Q) satisfy oloeia)nac.) = o loE@)nac,), then there exist lifts 6,6" € Gal(Q(E[d])/Q) of
o,0" respectively which satisfy &|o(ed)nac,) = 0 loEE) Q) -
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Proof. We apply Lemma B3l with G := Gal(Q(F|[d])/Q), N1 := ker m; and Nj := ker 7, where
w1 : Gal(Q(E[d])/Q) — Gal(Q(E[d'])/Q),
m2 : Gal(Q(E[d])/Q) — Gal(Q(E[d] N Q(¢r))/Q)

are the restriction maps. O

— ~—

Proposition 3.7. Let G C GLQ(Z) be an acyclicity group with composite acyclicity level d. Then there
exists a surjective group homomorphism x : G(d) = A onto an abelian group A whose kernel N(d) := ker x
satisfies the following three properties:

(1) Defining N(d) := [Ta N () and viewing N(d) < N(d) via the Chinese remainder theorem, there
exists an element T € N(d) N G(d) such that, for each o € TN(d) C G(d), there exists a prime
£ | d for which o = I mod ¢, and for each ¢ | d there exists o' € TN(d) such that, for each prime ¢/
dividing d/¢, ' # I mod ¢'.

(2) For each prime £ dividing d, we have |N(£)| > 1.

(3) For any prime £ dividing d, writing d = € -d' (with £ 1 d'), we have N(d) Nkermgq = {1}. In
particular, the group N ({) is isomorphic to a quotient of the group N(d').

Proof. Let (E,a,n) be a minimal acyclicity witness for G; define A := Gal (Q(E[d]) NQ({,)/Q) and let
X : G(d) — A be the surjective homomorphism corresponding under G(d) ~ Gal (Q(E[d])/Q) to the restric-
tion map Gal (Q(E[d])/Q) — Gal (Q(E[d]) N Q(¢,)/Q). To prove item (1), pick any 7 € x~!(0,) and note
that then y~!(0,) = 7N(d). Fixing any prime ¢ | d, we observe that 7 mod £ € N({), or else for each
o € TN(d), o # I mod ¢, implying that the acyclicity level of G must divide d/¢, a contradiction. Thus
reN (d); the final two stated properties in item (1) are equivalent to the fact that d is the acyclicity level
of GG. Indeed, the equivalence

SEan(d) =0 < Yo € 7N(d) 3¢ | d for which 0 = I mod /

follows directly from the definitions (through the lens of Remark [B]), the identification G(d) =~
Gal(Q(E[d])/Q) and the other identifications mentioned above. For the second of the final two conditions,
let £ be a prime divisor of d and let d’ := d/{. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that

Vo' € TN(d) 3 a prime ¢ | d’ for which ¢/ = I mod ¢'. (49)
We then claim that SIE’,a,n(dl) = (). To see this, let 0 € Gal(Q(E[d'])/Q) be any automorphism satisfying

oloEnec,) = Talo(El@))nac,)- By Corollary 3.6 we may find a lift & € Gal(Q(Ed])/Q) of o satisfying
&|Q(E[d])ﬂ@)(§n) = O'a|(Q)(E[d])ﬁQ(Cn)- By m), there exists a prime A | d' for which &|Q(E[é’]) = 1, and since
loeen) = oloee)), we may see that Si . (d') = (), contradicting the assumption that d is the acyclicity
level of G. This establishes item (1).

To prove item (2), assume for the sake of contradiction that N(¢) = {1} for some prime ¢ dividing d.
Then N(d) C ker my, and thus

Q) 2 Q(E[]) N Q(¢n) = QE[A) "™ 2 QB[] ™ = Q(E]).
Consider now the restriction to Q(E[(]) of 0, € Gal(Q(¢,)/Q). If 0dalgey) = 1, then Sg, () = 0,
contradicting that the acyclicity level of G is composite. If on the other hand
Oalo(ml) # 1, (50)
then consider the group G(d'), where d = £-d’ and £1d'. If 0 € G(d') is any Galois automorphism satisfying

IloBnnac.) = %aleE@nac.), (51)
then by Corollary we may find a lift 6 € G(d) for which 7lgz)nac,) = TaloEd)nac,). Since
S%.an(d) = 0, there must exist a prime ¢ | d with &|gg) = 1, and by B0), ¢’ # . Since 0 € G(d')
satisfying (&) was arbitrary, it follows that Sy , ,,(d") = 0, contradicting that d is the acyclicity level of G.
We therefore conclude that N(¢) # {1}, for any prime ¢ dividing d, establishing item (2).

To verify item (3) we note that, by Goursat’s lemma, there exists a group I" and surjective homomorphisms
¥ :N({)—T and ¢’ : N(d') — T such that
N(d) = N(€) xy N(d') :={(n,n') € N(£) x N(d') : ¢o(n) = ¢'(n)}. (52)
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Since N(£) x4 N(d') Nkermg g = kert x {1}, it suffices to show that keriyp = {1}. To see this, fix any T =
(r,7') € x " *(04), and note that, if | kert| > 1 then for each o = (0,0") € (1,7 )N(£) xy N(d') = x"1(04),
there exists 1 € kerty) — {I} such that the element v := (0,0")(n,1) € x"*(04) satisfies v|g(g)) # o and
V|gelay) = o'. Since Si , ,(d) = 0, this implies that, for each o € X 1(0,), there must be a prime ¢ | d’
with &|g(g[e) = 1, implying (as before via Corollary B.6) that S , ,,(d’) = 0 and contradicting that d = £d’
is the acyclicity level of G. Therefore ker ¢ = {1}, and thus N(d) Nker mq 4 = {1}. Moreover, it now follows
from (B2) that N(¢) ~ T is a quotient of N(d'), as asserted. This establishes item (3), finishing the proof. [

Proposition[ B reduces the proof of Theorem[T.I2lto a computation. Indeed, define the following collection
of open subsets of GLy(Z):

~. (G is an open acyclicity group of composite
= - : . . . .
® {G C GL2(Z) level that is equal to its acyclicity level ’

Let E be an elliptic curve over QQ that belongs to an infinite modular curve family with the property that
there exist relatively prime a,n € N with Cg 4, = 0, and assume that there is no prime ¢ € {2,3,5} for
which Q(E[/]) € Q(¢n) and o4g(e)) = 1. By Theorem 2.2, Remark B4l and (24]), we must then have that
jr € j& (X5(Q)) for some G € & (where G is as in (25)) and by Faltings’ theorem [14], genus(Xg) < 1.
Moreover, Proposition B.7 taken together with a computer calculation using the computational software
package Magma [5], shows that

VG €®, genus(Xg5) <1 = G C G, (53)
where Gg C GLy(Z) is the group introduced in Section Thus,

jre U ia(Xa(Q) = jos (Xas (Q).
Geo
genus(X 5)<1

By (26)), this finishes the proof of Theorem [[LT21

Remark 3.8. Serre’s uniformity question (see [23] §4.3, p. 299] and also [26, Conjecture 1.12]) asks whether,
for each prime ¢ > 37 and for each elliptic curve E over Q, one has pg ¢(Gq) = GL2(Z/¢Z). Assuming an
affirmative answer to this question, we may see that the conclusion of Theorem holds for each elliptic
curve E over Q whose j-invariant does not lie in a certain finite set.
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