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THE STEPHANOIS THEOREM WITH ONLY PRIME ISOGENIES
DESIREE GIJON GOMEZ

ABSTRACT. We present a strengthening of the proof of the Stéphanois theorem [Bar-+96].
We follow the modular version by Théoréme l]El but it also applies to the original
proof. The improvement is not in the result or the conditions, but in the need of weaker tools
on the proof itself. More precisely, we only employ modular polynomials of prime degree,
instead of polynomials of arbitrary level. Furthermore, one can restrict to primes in fixed
arithmetic sequence.

On the proof itself, the only crucial difference appears in Cinquiéme pas, page 5|
proof, and on the final contradiction in Septiéme pas, page 7], but for readability,
we present a complete proof with this modification.

This is part of a larger project to generalize the Stéphanois theorem to the Igusa invariants
of curves of genus two, as the Siegel modular polynomials in the literature are usually only
considered for prime levels.

The material is part of Chapter 7 of the author’s PhD thesis.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the elliptic j-invariant j : H — C, a SLg(Z)-invariant modular function, which
classifies elliptic curves over Q. It admits a Fourier expansion with integer coefficients:

1 .
J(q) = = + 744 4+ 196884¢ + - - ¢ = €7,
q

which defines a meromorphic function on D = {q € C: |¢| < 1}, the only pole being at ¢ = 0
and simple. This short note is about the following result.

Theorem 1 (The Stéphanoisﬂ theorem). Let ¢ € D\ {0}, then trdeg Q(q, J(q)) > 1.

It can be argued that the proof of [Bar+96| is an adaptation of what is called the Mahler
method. For more references on that matter and the Mahler method in the context of the
modular invariant, see |[Gra99|, [Pel20] and |Adal9).

We are going to present here the "modular" proof of the Stéphanois theorem (|Bar-+96|)
in [Wal96]. The main difference in both approaches lies on how to cancel out the pole at
infinity of the j-function. The original one was simply to consider J(q) := ¢J(q), and the
modular approach uses the modular discriminant form A, as it has a simple zero at infinity,
and A(q)J(q). That implies the following differences.

e The upper bounds of the auxiliary function F(q) rely on upper bound on the (integral)
Fourier coefficients of either J!(¢) or A*J(q)! for k > I. In the first case, they use
Mabhler’s bound on the coefficients of powers of the j-invariant from [Mah74, Equation
(3), page 201]. In the modular proof, one observes that, independently of 1, A*.J(q)!
is a cusp form of weight 12k, and one can invoke the classical Hecke’s bound on the
Fourier coefficients of cusp forms.

e There is a step requiring lower bounds on the auxiliary function F on ¢° for a fixed
S € Z~g, where ¢ is an (eventually impossible) point in D such that (¢, J(q)) € @2. On
the original proof, by construction F(q) = A(¢°, J(¢®)) is a polynomial with integer
coefficients evaluated in the pair of algebraic numbers (¢°, J(¢°)).

Then the lower bound follows from Liouville’s inequality on the algebraic number
F(q°,J(¢%)). In the modular proof, the auxiliary function is now F(q) = A%V A(q, J(q))
(where degy A < N and degy A < N). A?N(¢%) is not algebraic anymore, but one
combines the previous lower bound on A™2N(¢5)F(¢%) = A(¢°, J(¢%)) € Q, and a
lower bound on A%V (¢%) that is negligible in comparison with the first one.

The main strategy (in both the original and modular proof) goes back to the Mahler

method: one starts with a pair (¢, J(q)) € @2. For any n € Z~y, then (¢", J(¢")) € @2,
because J(q") is algebraic over Q(J(q)) via the modular polynomial ®,, of level n. For the
proof, one requires further information on the modular polynomial, namely upper bounds on
its degree and height.

Our original contribution is that it is possible to restrict oneself to only work with prime
powers {¢”}, prime,ﬂ hence only working with isogenies of prime level, and only use bounds for

1t was previously called the Mahler-Manin conjecture. The French name of this result is le téoréme
stéphanois. We claimed in |Gij25| that we could not find an English translation to this result, but we found
one in |Pelll| and |Adal9|, with the English translation being Stephanese. The explanation of this name is
that it was proven by a team of four people in Saint-Etienne, and in French stéphanois is the gentilic for that
region in France.

2an unavoidable unfortunate notation, ¢ is the complex variable ¢ = e

27T
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the modular polynomials of prime level. Following [Wal96, Théoréme 1|, the only modifications
come at Cinquiéme pas, on the determination on the fixed power P, and Septiéme pas, on the
final contradiction in the transcendence proof. This restriction gives a worse bound on P, but
it is still enough to conclude in the contradiction.

Morally, one should expect this modification to work, because every isogeny between elliptic
curves factors as composition of prime isogenies. In a way, all the information encoded in the
modular polynomials in every level is already encoded in the modular polynomials of prime
level.

Furthermore, it also follows from the arithmetic bounds that one can restrict even more to
work with primes in fixed arithmetic sequences.

This is part of a work to generalize this result to the Igusa invariants for genus two curves in
the author’s PhD thesis. The modular proof is more suitable for this goal: the corresponding
invariants are also defined as quotients of Siegel modular forms, with the denominator being
(powers of) a cusp form, and its zero locus is the only subset where the invariants are not
defined. Hence, as it happens with A, it can be used to cancel out the denominators. More
importantly, Hecke’s bound on Fourier coefficients on cusp forms generalizes to Siegel cusp
forms. Our contributions with the restriction to prime level isogenies is because the modular
polynomials for genus two curves (Siegel and Hilbert modular polynomials) are usually only
considered for prime levels in the literature.

1.1. List of parameters. As it happens with a transcendence proof, we work with integral
parameters, dependent on each other, such that we have an impossible inequality in the end.
Alongside, there will be an array of constants (some absolute, others dependent only on q)
appearing throughout the proof, for which we reserve the notation C; for ¢ = 0,1,.... We
start the proof with a fixed ¢ € D such that (¢, .J(¢q)) € Q. For the complex variable in D, we
set z.

: N € Z~( will appear first as degxy A < N and degy A < N, for A € Z[X,Y] the auxil-
iary polynomial. All other functions and parameters depend ultimately and explicitly
on N. Its sole purpose is being large enough for the contradiction to happen in the
end. It depends on |g| only in Equation via a lower bound for N.

: L € Z~( will appear in the application of the Siegel’s lemma for F'(z) = AN A(z, J(2)).
The polynomial A is constructed so that F' vanishes at z = 0 with order at least L.
In particular, one should have N? > 2L for the bounds of the Siegel’s lemma. It will
be set L := [N?/2], for [-] the integer part, therefore L and N are related via

2L < N? < 2(L +1).

: M € Z~qy will be defined as the actual order of vanishing of the auxiliary function F
at 0, hence
M > L.

: P € Z~ will be the prime number such that we eventually consider ¢. It is the only
parameter depending more intrinsically on ¢. In the standard Mahler’s method, this
parameter tends to infinity, but in this proof it cannot be arbitrarily large. Hence it
will be defined as the minimum P possible, and one needs it to not be too large in
terms of the other parameters for the contradiction to happen. More precisely, in @
we will prove

P2
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2. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS
Here we state the preliminary necessary results.

Proposition 2. The meromorphic function J : D — C induced by the Fourier expansion of
the j-invariant is transcendental over Q(z).

Proof. See |Bar+96, Lemme 4], or [Mah69|, that we include for completeness. Equivalently,
we are going to prove that, in the 7 variable, the functions j : H — C and q(7) = €?*"7 are
algebraically independent over Q, using that j is SLy(Z)-invariant.

Assume then there exists a polynomial P € Q[X, Y] such that, as function in H, P(q,7) =0,

or

(1) Pa(i)d" + ... +1po(j) =0,

for p; € Q[X], p, # 0. For v = (CCL Z) € SLy(Z) set y7 = gig the corresponding linear

fractional transformation.
Consider 7 such that p,(j(7)) # 0 and the polynomial

n o Prn=1((7) yn1 Po(7)
PO =X @ X ey
Then P(q,j) = 0 implies P(qo~,jo~) =0 for any v € SLy(Z), and as j oy = j, then P;
vanishes on {q(y7), for all v € SLy(Z)}.
It is then enough to check that {q(y7)},esr,(z) has infinitely many distinct elements. The

1

argument from |Bar+96| takes 7. = <c , for ¢ € Z~p and 7 = it with t > 1 a tran-

0
1
scendental number. Then if ¢ # ¢, q(7.(it)) # q(y«(it), for that they can only be equal if
Ye(it) — e (it) = k for some k € Z, which is equivalent to (¢ — ¢ + ke )t? —ik(c+ )t —k = 0,
which as t is transcendental implies k = ¢ — ¢/ = 0.

Therefore p;(j(it)) = 0 for all ¢ > 1 transcendental, and as j attains all its real values on
the vertical line, necessarily p; =0 for [ =1,...n — 1, and hence P = 0.

An alternative argument comes from [Mah69|. For a rational number 6 € Q, there exists a

sequence 7, = <a" b”) € SLy(Z) with

¢ dp
Pk b,
¢ & =0, |endn| = 00, with d, > 0. Note then that ¢, (caT + dp)| — oo for any 7 € H.
ar+b _ a

As y1 =

1
ct+d — ¢ cle(rHd)’ then

, an _omi 1 ,
2T — 2T o TA M a2 when n — oo.

Taking limits in , it follows that the set of roots of P; contains infinitely many roots of
unity, and we also arrive at the same conclusion. O

Remark 3. In [Mah69], it is furthermore proven that the four functions
q(1) = €™ j(1),5'(1),7"(T) are algebraically independent over C(7) (and this is best possible
as j solves a differential equation of order three). This result was extended to any dimension

in [BZ03] and [BZ01].

As we said before, we rely on results for the Fourier coefficients of the Fourier expansion of
a holomorphic cusp form.
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Lemma 4 (Hecke bound on cusp forms). There ezists a constant C; > 0 such that the
following holds. For any N € Zwq and any 1 <1 < N, the functions AN J' are modular cusp
forms of weight 24N, and if we consider their Fourier expansions at infinity:

AN g) = ena(k)d,

k>1

then cn (k) € Z for all N, k,l and

‘CNJ(]?)’ S C{VkmN.

Proof. First A2N J! is holomorphic and vanishes at infinity, for that A has a simple zero at
infinity that cancels out with the pole of J for our choices of parameters | < N. Integrality
of the Fourier coefficients follows from A and J having integral Fourier coefficients. It is a
modular form of weight 24N, and by the classical Hecke estimate for cusp forms, |en (k)| =
O( k12N )

More precisely, we have a convenient choice of explicit constant, from the proof of the Hecke
estimate (see [Ser73, Chapter VII, Section 4, Theorem 5|). For a cusp form f =", f(k)¢*
of weight w then the function ¢(7) := Im(7)*/2f(7) is bounded in H, and setting C(f) :=
2™ supy, | ¢, then |f(k)| < C(f)k“/? for all k > 1. Observe that then C(gh) < C(g)C/(h) for

any cusp forms g and h, hence we can deduce explicit constants for the forms C(A2N J!). Set
Cy == max{1,C(A?),C(A2J)}, then for any N and 1 <[ < N,

C(A2NJI) - C <A2(N_l)(A2J)l> < C{V*l‘i’l _ C{V,
and the result follows. OJ

The auxiliary function to consider in the proof is a polynomial with integer coefficients that
solves a suitable linear system over Z. There is a standard result to use in this situation, known
as Siegel’s lemma. Roughly, for an homogeneous system of X variables and Y equations with
coefficients in Z, and if we allow X > Y, then the kernel is positive dimensional as a vector
space, and we can find integral solutions in that kernel. Siegel’s lemma gives one such solution
that it is small in terms of the size of the system.

Proposition 5 (Siegel’s lemma). Consider the linear system with coefficients in Z in X
variables and Y equations with X > Y :

X
Zmi,jﬂ%,j =0, 1<;5<%,
=1

Set B = max |m; j|, then there exists a non zero solution in Z* such that
Y
i 4] < (XB)X-Y,

A standard extra assumption for applying Siegel’s lemma is to have X > 2Y, so that
Y/(X-Y)<1.
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2.1. Height lemmas. We also state Liouville’s inequalityﬁ for algebraic numbers, and another
results of height nature. We use the following notations for a € Q:
: deg() for its degree, i.e. deg(a) = [Q(«) : Q);
: h(a) for its logarithmic (Weil) height;
: M(a), for a € Q for the Mahler measure of the minimal polynomial of « in Z[X];
: m(a) = log M(«) for its logarithmic Mahler measure; remark then that m(«a) =
deg(a)h(a);
: for any polynomial P € Z[X;,...X,| we denote its height and its length as H(P) :=
max |c| and L(P) := ) |c| with ¢ ranging over the coefficients of P. Likewise, we have
lowercase notation for its logarithms: h(P) := log h(P), and [(P) = log L(P).

Lemma 6 (Liouville’s inequality). Let 0 # o € Q, then it holds that
log|a| > — deg(a)h(a).

Proof. See |[BG06, Theorem 11.5.21]. O

The following lemma allows us, for a, 3 € Q linked via P(a,3) = 0 for P € Z[X,Y], to
control arithmetic information of 5 in terms of arithmetic information of & and P. It will be
used for the modular polynomials.

Lemma 7. Consider o, 3 € Q and a polynomial P € Z[X,Y] such that P(a, 3) = 0. Assume
that P(a,Y) is not a constant polynomial. Then

m(f) < deg(a) (log L(P) + deg, (P)h(a)) .

Proof. See |Bar+96, Lemme 5]. O

Finally, we are going to require bounds of the height of the evaluation of an integral poly-
nomial in algebraic values. Remark that this is a generalization of the standard properties of

the height for a, 8 € Q:
h(aB) < h(a) + h(B), and h(a £ B) <log2+ h(a) + h(p).

Lemma 8. Consider P € Z[X1, ... X,] a non zero polynomial, and o, ...a, € Q. Then the
following holds

h(P(ai,...,an)) <log L(P) + > degx, (P)h(a).
=1

Proof. See [Wal00, Lemma 3.7|. O

This result, together with the properties of the the modular polynomials from the follow-
ing subsection, was the original approach in |Bar+96| for comparing h(J(¢")) with h(J(q)).
Alternatively, there is a more geometric approach in [Ber97, Lemma 2|, by passing through
the Faltings height.

3There appears to be various results in Diophantine approximation with this name.
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Proposition 9. There exists Co > 0 such that for any ¢ € D such that J(q) € Q, and any
n € 7,

h(J(q")) < 2h(J(q)) + 6log(1 4 n) 4 Co.

Proof. See |Ber97, Lemma 2. O

2.2. Modular polynomials. Another main character are the modular polynomials & (X,Y) €
Z[X,Y] for N > 1. They are characterized for being the (irreducible and monic) polynomial
in two variables such that ®x(j1,72) = 0 if and only if j; and jo are the j-invariants of elliptic
curves which are isogenous via a cyclic isogeny of degree N. We have the following results on
its degree and height from [BGP25].

Lemma 10. Consider the modular polynomial ® N (X,Y) € Z[X,Y] for a general level N.
o Its degree deg(Py) = degx (Pn) = degy (Pn) = Y(N) where ¢ is the Dedekind psi

function given by
y(N)=N ] (1+1>.

p|N prime p
e (Cohen’s bound) It follows that

h(¢n) = 69(N)(log N — 26N + O(1)),

logp

where KN = Zp|N prime p

e (Explicit bound) If one replaces Ky with Ay = ZP"HN % log p, then one can
take the explicit constants:

610(N) (log N — 2\x — 0.0351) < h(®y) < 69(N) (log N — 2\y + 9.5387)..

We state the best results known so far, but for the sake of the proof, Mahler’s bound
h(¢n) = O(N3/?) from [Mah74] would have been enough. We specialize for prime level, for
future use. The explicit bound in this case is from |BS10].

Lemma 11. Consider ®,(X,Y) € Z[X,Y] for p a prime number.

o [ts degree deg(¢,) =p+ 1.
o We have that

h(¢p) = 6plogp + O(p).
e (Ezxplicit bound) We have that

h(¢,) < 6plogp + 16p + 14,/plogp.

Therefore, we have the bound on L(¢,) < (¢(p) + 1)2eM%r) | 50
log L(¢p) < 2log(p +2) + 6plogp + 16p + 14,/plogp = O(plogp)

Finally, we state the following result about the degree of the specialization of the modular
polynomials, from [Ber97, lemma 2 ii)].

Proposition 12. Let q € D such that J(q) € Q, and let E the elliptic curve with J(E) = J(q).
Then
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o If E is CM, consider T € H a period for E and equation at® +br +c=0. Then if p
does not divide a:

e [f E is not CM, consider pg the prime number given by Serre’s theorem in [Ser72,
Théoréme 2/. Then if p > pg,

p+1=1[Q(J(q), J(¢") : Q(J(q))]-
FEquality to p+ 1 also holds in the first case for p being inert in the CM field of E.

2.3. Bounds on sums of primes. This last subsection is for stating some results of classical
analytic number theory, as consequences of the prime number theorem.

Proposition 13. Let w(x) := #{p prime, p < x} the prime counting function.
o forx > 2,

") = s T g O (@) '

But we may use the following weaker fuersz'onﬁ There exists an absolute constant

Cha > 0 such that
T

< 7'('(17) < Ci4

log logx
e For x large enough,
2 2
T T
< < .
2logx — Z p_logx
p prime, p<x

Let 6 € Z~o and a € Z~q such that ged(a,d) = 1, and consider
m(x,a,d) := #{p prime, p=a (mod §)}.

e For x large enough only in terms of 6,

B x x 0 x
)= e + ey O (T
for ¢ Euler’s totient function.

e For x large enough only in terms of §.
2 2

x x
#(6)2logx = Z P #(6)logz

p prime, p=a(9),p<z

Proof. The first statement is the quantitative version of the prime number theorem in [MV07,
Chapter 6, equation under (6.15)]. For the second statementﬂ set 2(2) = 3 prime, pe<a P- We
require the prime number theorem until the second order term solely to have cleaner constants
in our bounds. By Abel’s summation formula and the prime number theorem above,

S(z) = (z)e — /t;w(t)dt - 15;55 + (1021)2 +0 <(10§$)3> - /t;ﬂ(t)dt.

sometimes called Tchebychev’s theorem.

4

Swe saw this here.
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For any m > 1, by integration by parts,

z t z 1 2
t: t =
/2 (gt / Qg ™ = 3

hence

* t t x? 3 [ t x? 3 2 x?
L (mgt " <1ogt>2> = gz 3 ) T O = Fiegz T ogay O ((bgw)?’) '
S0
ac 22 3 42 72
t)dt = = Ol ——=
/tgﬂ( ) 2log x 1y (log z)?2 + <10gx3> ’

z? x? z?
(x) = O .
(z) 2logx + 4(log x)? + <(logm)3>
And one can check computationally with SageMath [Sage| that already for x > 11,
2 2

€T T
< <
2logx — Z p_logx
p prime, p<x

+ / ol a-_ T o i
, Jo m(logt)m 1 2(logz)™ m(logz)m+t )’

and it follows

For the statements on primes in arithmetic progression, the relevant statement is [MV07,
Corollary 11.21]. Also, for more explicit versions see |Ben+18, Theorem 1.1] O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE AUXILIARY FUNCTION

Our auxiliary function is a polynomial A € Z[X,Y] with degx A < N and degy- A < N such
that the auxiliary function F(z) = A(2)?Y A(z, J(z)) is holomorphic and with high vanishing
order at z = 0, say at least L. If we write A(z,y) = Zogi,l<N ai x'y!, we can consider the

Fourier expansion of A(2)*VA(z, J(z)) and set the first L of them to be zero. More precisely,
for A2N Jl = D k1 CNl(k')Zk as in Lemma 4| we write

A(2)* N Az, J(2 Z a; 2" ( 2)2N J (2 )) = Z ai,lziZcN,l(k)zk:

0<i,I<N 0<i,I<N k>1
(2)
i+k . v
E E a;icn 1 (k)z —g g a; ey (v —1) | 2%
0<i,l<N k>1 v>0 | 0<i<miny,N—1
0<L<N

We consider the system in N? variables and L equations,
minv,N—1 N—1

Z Z eng(v —i)agy, for 0 <v < L,

0=i =0
and we apply Siegel’s lemma Proposition under N2 > 2L. The upper bound on the
coefficients on the system comes from Lemma {4} that gives us |ey (v —i)| < CN (v — )12V,
so B < C{VLHN, and hence
|ai,l‘ < N2C{VL12N,
(3) LA) = Y al < N*CNLN <o¢, OF LN,
0<i,l<N

Finally, F' is not the constantly zero function by Proposition
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4. UPPER BOUND ON |F(z)|

Set M = ord,—oF(z), for F' our auxiliary function. By construction, M > L. The following
is an upper bound on F on closed disks for 0 < r < 1, D,, C Dy of the form |F(2)| = Oy (™).
As =M F(2) is holomorphic on D1, by definition of M, we could apply the maximum principle
to G(z) := 2™ F(z) on closed disksﬂ D,, but then we would need the the dependence of
maxp, G in terms of N, M, r. Instead, one uses that the Taylor expansion of G(z) = 3. dy2*
is of polynomial growth, meaning the terms dj, = O(k™) for r € Z~, so they are comparable
to derivatives and powers of 1= =3 ;2"

With more details, by ,

G(z) =2 MF(2) = Z dy, 2,
k>0
for
dp = Y agen (M + ki),
0<il<N
where the sum has N2 termsﬂ leny(M + k — i) < CN(M + k — i)12Y by Lemma [4f and
la;;| < N?2CN LN by (3), therefore exists Cy > 0 with

dk SN4CNL12NCN M+ k 12N SCNL12N M+ k 12N'
1 1 4

The following is a pretty general argument for power expansion with coefficient of this type of
growth: bound a function >°5°, (M + )2V via comparing it with the expansion of 1/(1 — ),
powers of it, or derivatives.

Lemma 14 (Explicit Schwarz lemma for integral series of polynomial growth). Assume

h(z) = 3150 hnz™ € Z[[2]] is a holomorphic function on D such that |h,| < (M +n)X for
fizred K € Z~qo. Then

1

|h(z)| < (M + l)KK!W.

Proof. (From |Nes96, proof of Lemma 2.1]) Note that the Taylor expansion for any k£ > 1 and
any 0 <z <1,

k! -
S TS R
n=0
hence '
l—i—anxk < Z(n—}—l)---(n—l—k‘)xk: Lk“,
n>1 n>0 (1-2)

so we have the bounds (remark (M + n)% < (M + 1)Kn%):

K

D+ m) el < (4 DR (1SS | < 4 DR e

n>0 n>1
O
6The boundary of ID; is the natural boundary of modular forms, so these arguments need to be carried out

on D,.
"Remark that the restriction i < k from does not apply anymore.
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By Lemma [14] above, it follows that

1

M ~N 712N 73 712N 7712N
[F(2)] < [2[7C5T L™ MPPEN (= [opn

We establish now the only dependence of N on g, setting N large enough so that for r = Eaa U}

2
W () =(5)

that in turn it is upper bounded by M. In addition, L < M and 2L < N? < 2(L + 1) <
2(M +1) <3M,

12N
(LMN)HN < (M2 /73N> _ 36N /512N < M3

We can gather all powers in terms of M, so for all z with 0 < |z] <7 = HTM

Y

() [F(2)] < =M.

5. LOWER BOUND ON PRIME POWERS |F (¢

Consider a prime number P such that F(¢”) # 0. Remark that such a P exists, for that
arguing over closed disks on D), C D, F' # 0 is a holomorphic function, so it can only have

finitely many zeros. Set now a = A(q”, J(¢")), then F(q”) = A(¢”)?*N . First observe that
as 27 'A(z) is holomorphic and nonvanishing on D, by the minimum principle we have an
absolute constant Cg > 0 such that |A(g”)| > Cs|q|”, hence

(6) AP = C§Vg| Y = exp(—(Crlog(lg| )N P).
Let us focus now on a = A(¢F,J(¢")). As ¢,J(q) € Q, ¢ € Q and J(¢¥) € Q as

®p(J(q),J(g¥)) = 0, therefore @ € Q and we will use Liouville’s inequality Lemma @ We
then need upper bounds on deg(a) and h(a). As a € Q(q,J(¢")) and J(¢*) belongs to an
algebraic extension of Q(J(q)) of degree bounded by P + 1, we have

deg(a) < [Q(q,7(¢")) : Q] < [Q(q) : QQ(J(¢")) : Q] = deg(q) deg(J(¢"))
< (P +1)deg(q) deg(J(q))-
For the height, by Lemma
hA(q", J(¢")) <log L(A) + Nh(q") + Nh(J(¢")) = log L(A) + N Ph(q) + Nh(J(¢")).

For h(J(q")), the original proof of [Bar+96] compared the h(J(¢q")) with h(J(g)) via Lemma
with the modular polynomial ®p and J(q),

deg(J(¢")h(J(q")) < deg(J(q)) (log L(®p) + deg, (®p)h(J(q)))
< deg(J(q)) (C"(P +1)log P + (P +1)h(J(q))) -
Alternatively, for a more geometric version, we use Proposition [0}

h(J(q")) < 2h(J()) + 6log(1 + P) + Cb.

8This is simply so one argues on a disk containing ¢ in its interior, and this is an easy enough choice of
radius.
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Therefore,
deg(a)h(a) < deg(e) (log L(A) + NPh(q) + Nh(J(¢"))),
< (P +1)deg(J(q)) deg(q) (log L(A) + NPh(q) + N (2h(J(q)) + 6log(1 + P) + C2)),
<3¢, (P +1)deg(J(q)) deg(q) (log L(A) + NPh(q) + NC7log(P) + 2Nh(J(q)))
and as log L(A) < log(CY (N?/2)12V) < 25N log N, if we set
Cs(q) = deg(q) deg(J(g)) max{1,25,C7, h(q), h(J(g))}, then
deg(a)h(e) < Cs(q)N(P + 1) (P +1log N +1log P + 1) <3¢,y Co(q)NP (P +log N).

Then Liouville’s inequality log|a| > — deg(a)h(a) and our previous bound (6) allow us to
conclude that exists C1o(q) such that

(7) [F(¢")] > exp (~=Co(q) NP (P +log N)).

6. DEFINITION OF P AND UPPER BOUND ON P

Combining and :
exp (—=Cio(¢)NP (P +1og N)) < |¢| "™ MY = exp (—log(|g| ) PM + 31N log M) ,
log(|q| ™ )PM < C11(q)NP (P +log N) + 31N log M,

31log M
M SHCm(q) Clz(q)N (P+logP+logN+ Pg> s
and as N2 < 2(L+1) < 2(M + 1) < 3M, it follows that log N < log M and N < v/3M and

there exists C13(q) such that
(8) M < Ci3(q)V'M (P +log M).

Observe that at this point we are aiming for a contradiction of the sort M = O(v/M log M),
and we would have that as long as we may control P well enough in terms of N, M. This is
also the step where the strategy differs from the original Mahler’s method.

The only condition that we impose on P is that F(¢”) # 0. We said before that such an P
exists, so we may define now P such that F(¢P) = 0 for all primes p < P.

Set r = 1+TM|. We can think of the following standard construction of holomorphic function

on D,,
F(z) 1
M H z—qP’

p prime, p<P

and we are simply going to change the factors ﬁ to the following inverse Blaschke-type
product

F(2) r? — 2qP
o= I emer
p prime, p<P

We consider these modified factors because at the boundary {|z| = r}ﬂ

i} lz o i}
2 —qPz| = |1 — qulu = 2= =l = @ = Ir(z - @),

9this argument is from [Nes96, paragraph under Equation (6)].
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so max|,—, |H(z)| = r~™|F(2)|. By the maximum principle, for z € D,:

(=)l < MF(2)] < M,
by (5). On the other hand, H(0) = do I1, prime, p<p go» With do the first coefficients of the

expansion of G(z) = 2™ F(z). By construction, dy € Z and it is not zero, so |do| > 1.
Together with |H(0)| < M3V, we have our bound involving P, M, N. We require to bound
w(P) := Zp prime, p<p 1 and Zp prime, p<p P, and we use Proposition Therefore, we have:

(P)’q|_2p prime, p<P P S MSlN,
1 —C14P/log P 1 P2/2log P
O I ()
r lq|

2
P
— 1 Y Cyulog(r ) —— < 31Nlog M
Tos P og(lg|™") — Cialog(r )logp_ og M,

and as r > |q| it follow that —logr~! > —loglq|™!, so there exists Ci5 > 0 such that
(P/2 — 014) > (015)_1P and

P2 . 1 P P 1 P2 , 1
— > N .
2log P 10g(‘q| ) Ca log(T ) log(!q| ) < Cl4> = log 1 g(‘q’ )0157

logP — log P
hence
p? 1
9 —— < (Ci5———31Nlog M.
©) og P = “Clog(qr ) 8

7. FINAL CONTRADICTION

In @D we can take 1 5 > P+/P, so the following arguments are easier. Using N < v/3M,
it follows
Pg /2 < C'15
~ log(lg71)
Therefore, together with (8], there exists C17(q) such that

2/3 2/3
M < Ci7(q)VM (logM + (\/M log M) > <3015(q) C18(q)VM (\/M log M) ,

M < Cis(q)M®/%(log M)?/3,

31N log M <5¢,4(g) C16(q)V M log M.

which is a contradiction for M large enough. As M > [N?/2], and N can be taken arbitrarily
largeﬂ we have our final contradiction.

APPENDIX A. OTHER BOUNDS ON P THAT DO NOT YIELD A CONTRADICTION

This section is no part of the proof, but it is included with sights to generalizations for
genus 2.

The following bounds are weaker, of P = O(N) and P = O(N log M), and one can see that
in the previous section that they do not yield a contradiction. Actually, any bound of the
form P'*¢ = O(N log M) for any € > 0 gives the contradiction, but not for ¢ = 0.

10recall that the only dependence of N on q is in Equation .
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A.1. Jensen’s formula. We have a holomorphic function G(z) = 2=™ F(z) such that on D,
it follows |G(z)] < M3V and we want to derive information of the zeroes form the growth of
G. Jensen’s formula (JMVO07, Lemma 6.1] with ' = |¢| < r = HTM) implies that the number
of zeros of G in {|z| < |q|} does not exceed

1 1
log(M3™V) = O, (N log M),
og(r/r) [G(0)] 8 = Oal N log M)
>1

as G(0) = dy € Z. In particular, P = O4(N log M). From this perspective, one can understand
the strategy in the last section as an strengthening of the bound given by Jensen’s formula,
by using that the zeros one is counting are in a geometric sequence {¢”} for p prime.

A.2. A purely algebraic argument. This argument shows well-definedness of P without
using complex analysis. Suppose A(¢?, J(¢?) = 0 for p prime, with (¢, J(q)) € @2. This
realizes J(gP) as a root of a polynomial in Q(¢?)[X] C Q(q)[X] of degree N, so

deg(J(¢")) = [Q(J(¢")) : Q] < [Q(J(¢") : Q9)][Q(g) : Q] < deg(g)N,

but this bound is independent of p, which is absurd: by Proposition [I2] for p large enough in
terms of J(q),
p—1
—— = [QU(0). I (@) : Q(J(a))]-
This lower bound is only necessary for CM elliptic curves, for the non-CM for p large enoughB
the degree is generically p + 1.

Hence, as deg(J(¢")) = [Q(J(¢") : Q] > [QU(@)(J(@®) : QU(@)] = [QJ(9), J(¢")) :
Q(J(q))], it follows that

—1
pT < deg(q)N,

so taking P as the smallest p such that this bound does not hold (and among the large enough
primes for Proposition [12]to apply, but this does not depend on N), we have A(q”, J(¢")) # 0
and a bound P = O4(N).
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