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Abstract

Some of the conjectures of Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer have been verified for curves with
complex multiplication by V —7. The L-function L,(1) of such curves at the point s =1 is
written as a finite sum of division values of p-functions and the integer property of L,(1) is
proved.

0. Introduction

In 1965 Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer made some conjectures about
general elliptic curves

E:y’=x’+ax+b (a, bE Z).

(See Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer (1963, 1965) and Swinnerton-Dyer (1967).)
Roughly speaking, these tell us that the group E, of rational points on E is
described to a great extent by the L-function of E. The evidence they
produced in support of these conjectures was then largely derived from curves
E, with End(E,) = Z[\/——l] (see Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer (1965)). Further
evidence was obtained by Rajwade (1968, 1969) for the curves E, with
End(E,) = Z[V —2] and for E; with End(E:) = Z[w] (0 = (- 1+ V =3)/2)
and by Stephens (1968) for the curve X*+ Y’= D. See also Damerell
(1970, 1971). In all thse verifications, Lg(1), the value of the L-function of E
at 1, is calculated in finite form in terms of Weierstrass’s p-function.
Subsequently it was realized that a different and in many cases (certainly in
principle) simpler method may be used when E is parametrizable by
L -functions; see Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer (1969), Manin (1971), Slater
(1974), and Swinnerton-Dyer (1967). On account of Weil’s conjecture that
every elliptic curve is isogenous to a curve that can be parametrized by a pair
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of functions on H/T((N), for some N, it seems that this simpler method is
applicable for all E.

The original method giving Lg(1) in terms of the Weierstrass’ p-function
was applied only to curves with complex multiplication by V —1, V-2,
V' = 3. All these three cases have special features even amongst curves E,,
with complex multiplication by V' —m, ie., with End(E,) equal to a
subring of finite index in the ring of integers of Q(V —m)
(m =1,2,3,7,11,19,43,67,163). The special features being that Q(V ~1)and
Q(—1+ Vv —-3) 3)/2 have 4 and 6 units respectively while V=1 and
(-1+ V-3 3)/2, the generators of these fields are themselves units. Also 2
being always a special prime, Q(V —2) is bound to have special features. The
m that remain, however, are pretty well alike: m = 1(mod 4), oV -m m) has
only 2 units *1. It seems, therefore, that m = = V=7 is the simplest genuinely
typical case. In this paper we verify some of the conjectures of Birch and
Swinnerton-Dyer for curves E, with End(E-) = the full ring of integers of
Q(\/Tl) by the original p-function method. As many of the results for the
case m = 7 are exactly like one (or more) of the cases m = 1,2, 3, one realizes
that after all the p-function method is itself fairly quick and will cover all the
cases of complex multiplication, in principle fully but in detail in most places,
as we shall see. It therefore seems worthwhile to examine this typical case.
Wherever proofs of results are exactly like the corresponding ones in any of
the cases m = 1,2,3, we omit them entirely; if the proof is genuinely different
from all these cases then we give it and remark whether or not it can be
adapted in the remaining cases m = 11,19,43,67, 163.

The shape of E; and multiplication by V' =7 of a generic point (x, y) of
E; may be obtained by the use of p-functions and is classical. In any case once
we have the formulae, their validity may be checked by easy computations.
The formulae are:

0.1) E»y’=x(x?+21Dx +112D% (D€ Z)
and ((—1+V =7)) (x,y)= (X, Y) where

~@B+V_Dx+2DA-V=7)

X= 8(x + 121 -V —7)D)

0.2)
yoG=V- —Ny(x+DI+V-T)(x+2D(T-V=7)
16(x + 421 -V -7)D)

We call a prime p good if p + 14D. The curve (0.1) has a good reduction
at all the good primes and our first object is to determine the number N, of
points on the complete curve
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0.1y y’z = x(x*+21Dxz + 112D?z?), modulo p.

We remark that the method of getting the N, for E; is not immediately
adaptable for the remaining m as the V'~ m-division points on E,, need to be
explicitly calculated if we are to foliow a similar method. For the present case
we have managed to calculate the /= 7-division points on (0.1) explicitly. We
now turn to these calculations as an aid to the determination of N,.

1. Determination of the \/ — 7-division points on (0.1) and N,
From ¥(— 1+ V =7) (x,y) = (X, Y) it follows that (-1 -V =7) (x,y) =
(X, Y), whence }1+V =7) (x,y)= (X,— Y). Adding gives
V=T (5y)=(X, Y)+(X,- Y).

The V — 7-division points on (0.1) are those (x, y) for which V-7 (x,y)=1
the point at infinity, i.e., for which X = X, i.e., for which Im(X)=0. This
gives the cubic:

(1.1) x*+28Dx>+2.112D%x +4.112D* = 0.

If x,, x5, x5 are the roots of this then the V= 7-division points are I,
(xi, xy) i =1,2,3. Write x for x/—4D, then (1.1) can be written as

(1.2) x*—7x°+14x - 7=0.

To obtain the roots of this we expand sin 78 in terms of powers of sin 0. We
have sin76 = 7sin @ —~56sin’0 + 112sin°9 — 64sin’8, hence 2sin78 =
7(2sin 8) ~ 14(2sin 8)’+ 7(2sin 8)° — (2sin @)’. It follows that the roots of
7x —14x>+7x°—x"=0 are

0, *2sin(2w/7), +*2sin(dw/7), =2sin(67/7)

and hence those of (1.2) are 4sin’(27/7), 4sin’(dw/7), 4sin’ (67 /7). Thus
X1, X2, X3 are given by — 16D.sin’(Qx/7), — 16D.sin’*(47/7), — 16D.sin*(67/7).
The y-coordinates are found as follows: we have y*= x{(x*+21Dx + 112D?)
where x satisfies (1.1). Substituting for x> from (1.1) gives, on simplification
y?= —7D(x + 8DY). Hence we have the following theorem:

THEOREM 1. The \/ — 7-division points on (0.1) are the following

I (—16Dsin’2m/7), £8V7.(~ DY”.cos(4m/7)),
(- 16Dsin’(47/7), =8V 7.(~ D)"*.cos(m/T)),

(— 16D.sin’(6m/7), = 8V7.(~ D)*.cos(57/7)).
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Now let P be one of these, say P=(-16Dsin’(27/7),
8V7.(— D)".cos(4m/7)). Then the remaining five proper V — 7-division
points are just — P,=2P, +*3P. We now determine which are which. The
formula for the duplication of a point on our curve is

) (x*— 112D?° (x’— 112D (x> + 14Dx + 56D?)(x* + 28Dx + 224D?)
"(‘x’ Y): 4y2 ) 8y1

This is easily computed. Using this we find that
(2P). = [16'D’sin*2m/7) ~ 112D*J/{ - 4.64.7D"cos’(4m /7)),

and letting A = 4sin’(27/7) this equals — D(A*—7)*/7(1 — A/2)’ and we have
to find out whether this equals — 16D sin*(47/7) or — 16D sin*(67r /7). It turns
out that the latter works, i.e.,

2P = (~ 16D sin’(6m/7), — 8V 7(— D)".cos(5m/7)).

Similarly 4P (= —3P) may be worked out. Hence we have the following
stronger result. If

P = (- 16Dsin*2m/7), 8V 7(— DY".cos (47 /7))

then

2P = (- 16Dsin’(6m/7), — 8V 7(— D)*.cos(57/7))
and

3P = (- 16D.sin’*(@m/7), 8V 7(~ D)**.cos (/7))

/7

and if we let { = e™" then we have the following

THeOREM 2. The six proper V'~ 7-division points on the curve (0.1) are
+ P, x2P +3P, where

P=[4D({= (7). AVT(= DY (¢ + )]
2P =[4D({°— L, = 4VT(= DY+ )]

3P =[4D (L= P 4VT(— DY + {7

We make an application of these V'~ 7-division points and prove the
following

THEOREM 3. Let N, be the number of points on the projective version of
(0.1), then
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{p + 1 if pis not a norm i.e. if p =3,5,13 (mod 14),
N, =

p+t1—(D/m)it —(D/7)smif pis a norm, ie., if p=1,9,11 (mod 14

where p = 7 is the splitting of p in the integers of Q(V — 7) and the factors ,
7 are normalized so that 7w, m =1,2 or 4 (mod \/77), and where the symbol
(D7), is the quadratic residue symbol in Z[\/ ~7]; we use the symbol (a/B)
(a, B € Z) to denote the ordinary Legendre symbol.

We note that for the three cases p = 1,9, 11 (mod 14) the factors m, # of p
respectively satisfy the conditions

w7 =1,6;3,4;2,5(mod V = 7)

and in the theorem one possibility is selected out of each of the two. Note also
that the selected possibilities, viz., 1,2,4(mod V —7) form the unique sub-
group of index 2 in the group of the non-zero residues mod V' —7.

Proor. To prove the theorem we use a well known result of Deuring’s
(see Deuring (1941)), namely:

p+1if pis not a norm
v- |

ptl1—7—mif p= a7 is a norm.

The problem is the normalization of = and 7 since p also equals (— 7)(— 7)
Deuring’s theorem also tells us that that sign + 7 or — 7 is the correct one
for which multiplication of points of (0.1) by the # with the correct sign has
the same effect as has the Frobenius automorphism

fp; (x’ y)—-)(xp, yp) (modp)

We try the action of the Frobenius map on the points of Theorem 2. We split
cases as follows:

Case 1. p =1 (mod14).

Let P=(A, ), then f,(P)=(A", u?). We have AP =) (modp) and
u?=(-7D/p).n (modp). Hence f,(P)=(—7D/p).P, but also equals wP by
the very definition of 7 with the correct sign. Hence (7w —(—7D/p)).P =1
and P being a proper V' = 7-division point we get w =(—7D/p) (mod \/j),
i.e., the normalized = is (- 7D/p).w where 7 =1 (mod \/?/).

Case 2. p =9(mod 14).
Here {7 = — {? and so as before it follows that f,(P)=(—7D/p).(—3P)

and this equals 7P again whence 7 = —3(—7D/p)_(Ln_od\/~7). Thus the
normalized 7 is (—7D/p).m where 7 = —3(mod V — 7).
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Case 3. p =11(mod 14).

As above, since ¢{? = — {* we find that the normalized 7 is (= 7D/p).7
where 7 =2 (mod \/—_7).

Thus in all cases we have

N, =p+1-(-7D/p).m—(—7D/p).m,

where 7, # =1,2,— 3(mod \/——7). This gives the theorem since for any
rational integer d, (d/p)=(d/m),=(d/7), and 7= —(V = T7)%.

2. The L-function of E-

THEOREM 4.

Lo(s)= > (D/A)A/(NA))
A=1.24(mod V' -7)

Proor. As for the cases m =1,2,3. See Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer
(1965) and Rajwade (1968, 1969).

Now write D = AF where F is the product of powers of \/_——7, 2 and
units =1 of Z[3(1+ \/—_7)], and where all the primes in A (necessarily to the
first power since without loss of generality D is square-free) are normalized
=1,2,4(mod V = 7). Let ¢ = (— 1/A), and let K be such that (i) V — 7| K (ii)
(eF/X) depends on the class of A mod K. Then we have

TheoreM 5. K =2V —7. (Or we may take K = 14 if we wish.)

Proor. Easily worked out by considering reciprocity laws in
ZIA+V=T7).

Now let B be a set of representatives for the residue classes mod A and C
a set of representatives for those residue classes mod K which are =
1,2,4(mod \/——7). Then A may be written as

A=Kau+(KB+Ay), BEB, yEC w€ZE(I+V-T)
= KAu +p, say.
We now have the following

THEOREM 6.

___KA p/KA+
Lo =mkay & PP 2 WpiKa+wy

ProoF. As for the case m =2,3. See Rajwade (1968, 1969).
We have now to continue this analytically as far as s = 1. Proceeding as
for the case m =2 (see Rajwade (1968)), we obtain the following
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THeorREM 7. Let A#1 and let ©® and V=7 © be the periods of the
Weierstrass’ p-function p(z) which satisfies the equation

p7(2)=p(2).(p*(2)+21sp(z)+ 11257)

for some convenient s (which does not matter at this stage but which will be
fixed later). Then
0 g@B/A)‘P’((")Y/K)>
Lo() =505 = (DIp).. ( .
»0=3xa & P/ (G ©p/) - p(6v/K)
PrOOF. As for the case m =2 (See Rajwade (1968)).
We have used the following results (analogous to the cases m =2,3):
1. (s = Dlon-n(s)—=m/V7 as s—>1+.
2. Thesum 2, czpuo muro @/ |p [ —afinite limit = Z,ass > 1+.

Remark. The finitely many cases A = 1 require a lot of calculations and
are treated in the appendix. These will get more and more messy as m takes
values 11,19, -,

3. The integer property of L,(1)

THEOREM 8. Let D > 1 be a square-free integer and O the real period of
the Weierstrass’ p-function satisfying

p7(z)=pz)(P(z)+21p(z) + 112).
Then 14V D.Ly(1)/® and 14VID.L »(1)/© are rational integers.

RemMark. From the formula for L,(1) in theorem 7 it follows that
L 5 = L, since 7= —(V —7)%. Hence it is enough to show that the first of
the two expressions of theorem 8 is a rational integer. We shall be taking
K = 14. As for the cases m =2,3 (see Rajwade (1968, 1969)), we let k =
Q(V —7)and & = k(), where the % are the 14A-division points on the curve

3.1) yi=x(x’+21sx +112s?),

where we shall be taking s = 1, an essential choice as we shall soon see. Then
St/k is normal and Gal(8t/k) is isomorphic to a subgroup of the multiplicative
group G*.. of residues mod14A prime to 14A in Z[}(1+ V=) It re
Gal($t/k ), we let the map Gal(8t/k)— G 1.s take 7 — t. For each such ¢, there
exists a unit e(¢)= =1 such that e(t).t =1,2,4 (mod \/‘—_7), for if ¢ is not
already =1,2,4 (mod \/.——7) then —t will be. We shall show that if we take
s =1 in (3.1) then e(¢) = 1 always. In other words we have the following
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NORMALIZATION LEMMA. If s =1 then the automorphisms 1 of St/k with
Tt—1t, e(t)= — 1 are inadmissible (i.e. do not exist).

ProoF. Write P = (xp, yp) the proper V' = 7-division point on (0.1) given
by Theorem 3. Write the others as *2P = (xzp, Z y2p), =3P = (Xap, £ yap).
Let

N =yr+ Yot ysr

=4sV = Ts.({ =+ =+ 5= %), by Theorem 3,
=45V ~7s. X say.

The simplest way to calculate X is the following: On squaring X we get
X?*=6-5X whence (X+6)(X-1)=0 giving X =1 or —6. Hence
Real(X)=1 or ~6. But now

Real(X) = cos(7/7)—cos(Rm[T)+ -+ — cos(6m/7)

and so |Real(X)| <1+ 1+---+1=6.1It follows that X =1 (and not —6). So
that n =4sV —7s. By choosing s =1 we see that 7 € Q(V —7) so that
™ = n always. However, since 1 = yp + v, + ysp we see that

n if r—r=12,4(modV -7)

™ =

~m if ro1=-1,-2,—4(modV -7).
It follows that 7>t = ~1,-2,—4(mod \/_—~7) are inadmissible. This com-
pletes the proof of the normalization lemma.

The remaining points in the proof of Theorem 8 are exactly the same as
for the case m =2 (or 3). The exact ennunciation of the corresponding
theorems A and B read as follows:

__Tueorem A. Suppose the hypothesis as in theorem 8 holds; then
V' D.Lp(1)/® is a rational number.

12
THEOREM B (WEAKER ForMm). 144 éLD ! -(7AY" is an algebraic
infeger.

RemMark. All this would go through for the other m except the normal-
ization lemma which would need case wise handling.
We now look at the appendix.
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Appendix

Ly(1) when A=1.

When A=1 we have only four cases viz.eF = *1,+2, since *7=
F(V =77 and D is square-free not only in Z but also in Z[}(1+V =7)].

We proceed as in paragraph 5 of Rajwade (1968). The definitions and
resuits needed here are exactly the same as for the cases m = 2,3. We find
that B takes just one value, viz. 1. And y takes twelve values, viz., the
residues mod2V —7 that are = 1,2,4 (mod \/j); they are: 2, 4, 8,
24V =7, 4+V =7, 8B+ V=7, X=3+V =7, 1+V =T, {9+V=7),
=-3+3V=7), 1+3V=7), 9+3V -7).

a=1+y/2V =7, (D/p).=(Fly). and so we get

1 _ 5 T o~
Lo() =~ S (F/y) |60+ y/K) =214 7/R)- Jo= 21+ y/K) |

where

R D I e

2
wezia Ty T kop
u#0

is the Weierstrass’ £-function with periods 1, V-7
We also use:
(i) E(+u)=E)+2m/VT+S
(i) £Q1/2)==/NT+E2
(i) V=7.£(1/2)- &V =T/2) = i
. _ 4 _— !
() £+ v)=£(0)+ £(0)+5 (EESI—LEE).

Using all this information we can get Lp(1) (for A = 1) purely in terms of the
p-functions.
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