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Congruences of models of elliptic curves
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ABSTRACT

Let Ok be a discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K and perfect residue field. Let E
be an elliptic curve over K, let L/K be a finite Galois extension and let Or be the integral
closure of O in L. Denote by X’ the minimal regular model of Er, over Or. We show that the
special fibers of the minimal Weierstrass model and the minimal regular model of FE over Ok
are determined by the infinitesimal fiber X}, together with the action of Gal(L/K), when m is
big enough (depending on the minimal discriminant of E and the different of L/K).

1. Introduction

Let Ok be a discrete valuation ring with field of fractions K and perfect residue field. Let
be an elliptic curve over K. The minimal (projective) regular model X' of E over O encodes
interesting arithmetical invariants of F (e.g. the conductor of E, and the smooth locus of X is
the Néron model of E). It is then important to be able to determine this model. Let L/K be
a finite Galois extension with Galois group G and let Op be the integral closure of Ok in L
(this is a semilocal Dedekind domain). Let X’ be the minimal regular model of E, over Or,. By
the uniqueness of minimal regular models, G acts on the Og-scheme X’. It is well known that
there exists L as above such that &’ is semi-stable. When L/K is moreover tamely ramified
and K is complete, Viehweg [29] (for curves of any genus > 1) showed that the type of the
special fiber Xy of X is determined by the action of G on the special fiber of X”.

In the present work, we consider wildly ramified extensions L/K for elliptic curves. We will
not suppose Ep, has semi-stable reduction, even though this is probably the most interesting
situation. For any Og-scheme Z and for any integer N > 0, we will denote as usual

ZN =2z XspecoK SpeC(OK/ﬂ'NJrlOK)

where 7 is a uniformizing element of Ok . For any Or-scheme Z’, the infinitesimal fiber Z}; is
by definition

ZN = 2’ Xspecoy Spec(Of /7N T Ok).

In §2] Examples 2] and 2.2 we exhibit for any positive integer [, two elliptic curves over K
having isomorphic (], G) but with non-isomorphic special fibers Xj. Hence Viehweg’s result
can not be extended directly to the wild ramification case. A natural question, attributed to
B. Mazur and pointed out to us by W. McCallum, is whether X} is determined by (X7, G) for
¢ big enough. We give a positive answer in the present work:

THEOREM [L3] Let N >0. Let A be the minimal discriminant of E. Let Dy, be the
different of L/ K. Then the scheme Xy is determined by X}, and the action of G on Xy,
for £ = 2ug (A) + 12[vg (D k)] + 18.

If the reduction type of E is neither I nor I, with » > 0 (e.g. if E has potentially good
reduction and the residue characteristic of K is different from 2), we can find such ! depending
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only on [vx (k)] Note that [vx (D, k)] is bounded by a constant depending only on the
absolute ramification index of K and on the degree [L : K] when char(K) = 0.

At this stage, let us make precise the meaning of “X is determined by X, and the action
of G on X]'VH”. Let E, be an elliptic curve over K,, let L, be a finite Galois extension of K,
of the same Galois group G. Let X,, X’ be the respective minimal regular models of E, over
Ok, and of (E,)r, over Or_. We say that

Xy is determined by X, and the action of G on Xy,

if the existence of an isomorphism ¢y ¢ : O /TN Ok ~ Ok, /710 and of G-equi-
variant isomorphisms

N+l+1 N+0+1 / /
Op /Nt O0L ~ Op, /7Y T 0L, Xyio ™~ X Ny

o

implies the existence of an isomorphism Xy ~ X, xy compatible with the isomorphism
Ok /7NT10k ~ Ok, /7N 10k, induced by ¥y, We define similar notion for minimal
Weierstrass models.

Let us present the organization of this paper. In §2] we construct the examples mentioned
above. Section Bl is a technical preliminary work. We study the invariants of an Op-module
under a semi-linear action. In §4l and Bl we study the minimal Weierstrass model W of E over
Ok, as well as the fibers Wy in relation with the action of G on the minimal Weierstrass model
of Er, over Or,.

In §6, we study the relation between Wy, and Xx. It is known that X’ is obtained by
a sequence of blowing-ups starting with W. We show in Theorem that if J) — Y is the
blowing-up morphism along a closed point in a scheme ) over Of, there exists an explicit
integer £ > 0 such that Yxn¢ determines () n for all N > 0. We then apply this result to W
and show that Wy, determines X for some explicit constant ¢ (Corollary [67).

The main result Theorem[7.3]is proved in §flusing the connection between X’ and the minimal
Weierstrass model W of E. The proof can be divided into three steps:

(1) Let W' be the minimal Weierstrass model of Er, over Or. We show that the G-action on
X\ 44, determines the G-action on Wy, in Proposition

(2) We prove that the G-action on W), , determines Wi 4y, if fo < £1 (Theorem [5.5). This
is the crucial part. We can choose ¢; — {5 such that it depends only on the valuation of the
different of L/K.

(3) Finally, as we decribed above, W4, determines Xy for some ¢5 > 0 (Corollary [6.7).

As we always work with pointed schemes Wy, X4, in the last section, we show that a Galois
invariant section of such a fiber lifts to a Galois invariant section over Spec O when N > 0
(PropositionBT]). If we use Néron models, then we get an explicit bound on N (Proposition[R3).

We should mention that the present work is similar to (and inspired by) Chai-Yu and Chai’s
articles [6], [5] where they dealt with Néron models of semi-abelian varieties, though we use
a more down-to-earth method. It is shown in [5], Theorem 7.6, that for any semi-abelian
variety A over K, the infinitesimal fiber Ay of the finite type Néron model A of A over Ok
is determined by the G-action on Ay, (where A’ is the Néron model of Ay over Op) for ¢
big enough and depending on A’. Related to his work is the computation, in case of elliptic
curves, of the base change conductor (£I7]).

Acknowledgements. This work grew from the first part of the second named author’s Ph.D
thesis. He thanks the Institut de Mathématiques de Bordeaux for the nice working environment
and financial support. We thank Jilong Tong for useful comments on the formal groups of
abelian varieties, and the referee for a careful reading of the manuscript.
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Convention Through this work, K will denote a discrete valuation field with residue field k
of characteristic p > 0, O is the valuation ring of K, 7 denotes a uniformizing element of K
and vk is the normalized valuation (vk(w) = 1), F is an elliptic curve over K and X (resp.
W) denotes its minimal projective regular (resp. minimal Weierstrass) model over O.

We will suppose the residue field k is perfect starting ﬁﬁl

We will denote by L/K a finite Galois extension with Galois group G and by Oy, the integral
closure of Ok in L. As usual, the different of L /K will be denoted by D,k . The ramification
index of L/K at a maximal ideal p of O will be denoted by e k. The exponent of D
at p will be denoted by vr(Dr k). As L/K is Galois, these invariants are independent on the
choice of p. Sometimes it is convenient to write vi (D, k) = v.(Dr/k)/er/x € Q.

2. Two Examples

In this section, we give two examples. The first one shows that, contrary to the tamely
ramified case, for any [ > 0, there exist K and F/K such that the special fiber Xy (resp. W) is
not determined by the G-action on &] (resp. the infinitesimal fiber W] ). The second example,
of similar nature, shows that in equal characteristic case, there is no bound on [ independent
on F for which Theorem holds.

EXAMPLE 2.1.  Let d > 3 be an odd integer divisible by 3. Let K = W (Fq)(7) with 7¢ = 2
where W (F2) is the Witt ring of Fo. Let E be the elliptic curve defined by the equation

y? =23 + 73,
Then E has good reduction over L = K (y/7), with
G =Gal(L/K) = (o), o(V7m)=—Vr, Drx=2V70L.
The smooth model X’ of Ef, over Oy is defined by the equation
v o= u3,

where x = m¢/4u (note that /4 € K) and y = 7%/2(1 + 2v). Hence the action of G on A is
given by o(u) = u, o(v) = =1 —v.
Now let F, be the elliptic curve over the same K defined by the equation:

y2 =23+ (1+n).
Then E, has good reduction over L, = K(y/1+ ), with
Gal(Lo/K) = (o), o(V1+m)=—V1+nm, D =20y,
The smooth model X! of E, over L, is defined by the equation:

’Ui + v, = ug,
where z, = (4(1 + 7))"/3u, with (1 +7)"/3 € K and y, = v/T + 7(1 + 2v,). The action of G
on X! is then given by o(u,) = o, 0(v,) = =1 — v,.
It is easy to see that we have an isomorphism
OL/(2) = Or/(n?) =~ O, /(%)

which sends /7 to v/1+ 7 — 1 and which is compatible with the G-action, because modulo
2, the image of o(v/7) = —y/7mis —(vV1+7—-1)=0(V/1+7—-1)+2=0(/1+7—1). Note

TWe thank Ivan Fesenko for encouraging us to remove the original hypothesis k algebraically closed.
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that vg (D k) = d+1/2 # vk (D, k) = d, hence by LemmaB.Il O /(w*H) £ Op, /(xdH).
We also have an isomorphism

/ ~ V!
Xd—l — Xo,d—l

which sends u, (resp. v,) to u (resp. v) and which is compatible with the G-action. However,
the special fibers of the minimal regular models of F and F, over Ok have different Kodaira
types: the first curve has type If by Tate’s Algorithm, and the second one has type II. Note
that this example doesn’t contradict the conclusion of Theorem [T3l

Let W (resp. W,) be the minimal Weierstrass model of E (resp. E,) over Ox. We have that
X', X! are the respective minimal Weierstrass models over Op,, Oy, . Clearly the special fibers
of W, W, are isomorphic, but using Lemma [5.3], we can show that Wy #£ W, ;.

ExAMPLE 2.2. Fix m >1 and let r=1,3. Let k£ be an algebraically closed field of
characteristic 2 and K = k((t)). Consider the elliptic curve . E :

y2+t3my:x3+tT,

whose j-invariant is 0 and whose discriminant has valuation equal to 12m. The above equation
defines a minimal Weierstrass model W of .E over k[[t]]. Let a,. be a root of the polynomial
X2+ t3mX +¢"in K and let L, = K[a,]. Then .Ej,, has a smooth model X’ over O, defined
by the equation:
y/2 4 y/ _ :C/B
- Y
where z = t>™z’ and y = t3™y’ + a,.. Hence
G=CGa(L,/K)= (o), ola,)=t""+a,; o@)=2, o@)=y +1.

For r = 1, the model 1 W is regular, hence ; E has reduction type II. For r = 3, the curve 3E has
reduction type Ij by Tate’s Algorithm. Let d = 3m — 2. We have G-equivariant isomorphisms

O, /(P 1) =2 0L, /(t*™7Y),  (1X)a = (3X)a

Hence the [ in Theorem must be bigger than 3m — 1 and it tends to infinity if m does.

3. Semi-linear O |G]-modules

Let L/K be a finite Galois extension with Galois group G. Denote the integral closure of
Ok in L by Or. The aim of this section is, given a semi-linear O [G]-module M, to compare
MEC /eN+HIME with the image of (M/aNTH"M)E in (M/7NT1M)% (Proposition B.8). The
result is used in §4 and §5.

DEFINITION 3.1. A semi-linear Or[G]-module is an Op-module M (not necessarily finitely
generated) endowed with an action of G such that
(i) g(z1 4+ 22) = g(z1) + g(z2) for all 1,20 € M and g € G,
(i) g(az) =g(a)g(z) for all a € Op,z € M and g € G.
A morphism ¢ between two semi-linear Or,[G]-modules M and N is an Op-morphism which is
G-equivariant (i.e. ¢(gz) = go(z),Yg € G,V € M).

Let us recall the following well-known lemma (see for instance [23], Proposition 1(a) for
finite dimensional vector spaces; the general situation follows easily):
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LEMMA 3.2. (Speiser’s lemma) Let V be a semi-linear L|G|-vector space. Then the
canonical morphism of semi-linear L[G]-vector spaces

Log Ve 5V

is an isomorphism.

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let M be a semi-linear Or[G]-module. Let
p: 0L Qo M® — M

be the natural morphism of semi-linear Or[G]-modules.
(1) If M is flat over Op, then ¢ is injective and rankp, M = rankp, M.
(2) The cokernel of ¢ is killed by the different ideal D1,/ of Or, over Of.

Proof. (1) comes from by tensoring ¢ by L. R R
(2) We first reduce to the case when K is complete. Let O := O, ®0, Ok and let ¢ be
the canonical map

P @L®0K MG—)@L Ko, M. (31)

As @L/OL is faithfully flat, to prove (2) it is enough to show Dy, /i coker p = 0. Let p1,...,pp

be the maximal ideals of Or. Let D; be the decomposition group of G at p;. Then Oy =
@1<1<,L(’)L ps, and O Y /Ok is Galois of group D;. Let M; = Oy, p; @0, M. Then (3I) can be
identified with the direct sum of the maps

Oy, ®a, MP" = M.
As @L/K@ = @D it is enough to show (2) for the extension 6L7m/6f< and the module
M;. Hence we can and do suppose K is complete.

Now we proceed by induction on |G|. Suppose that H C G is a normal subgroup and the
proposition holds for L/L and L /K. Let E = L*. Then

D1 /sM COLME, Dy eMP C Og(M)H = 05 MC.

As Dk =Dr/e-(DE/xOL), the proposition also holds for L/ K. As O is complete, Or, /O
can be decomposed into successive Galois monogeneous (cyclic) extensions (see for instance the
explanations in [9], proof of Theorem 4.1). Thus we are reduced to the case Oy, is monogeneous
over Og.

Let O, = Ok|f] for some 0 € O, Let P(X) € Og[X] be the monic minimal polynomial of
0. Then Op ~ Ok [X]/(P(X)). We have a decomposition in Or[X]:

P(X)= (X -0)f(X), with f(X)=0bp 1 X" 1 4b, 2X" 2 4... +by€ OL[X].

For any v € M, let

g(v) = Z biZa(eiv)GOLQ@MG.

0<i<n—1 oc€G

We have

-y (Zbia(ﬁ)i)a(v) =3 f(00)o(v) = f(O)0 = P'(O)v.

ceG % ceG

So P(0)M C O, ®0, M and the proposition is proved because Dy, = P'(0)Or. O
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REMARK 3.4. Proposition B3] is sharp for monogeneous Galois extensions Oy, = Ok|d].
Indeed, let M = O [G] with the natural structure of semi-linear Or,[G]-module:

O’(Z Ar.T) 1= Z o(Ar).(o7).

TEG TEG
This is a right Op-module by
(Z Ar.T) % = Z ArT ().
TEG TEG

Let b € Op, be such that bM C O, @ M. Let us show that b € Dp/k-Lett=3 1.7 € M.
The vectors t * 0° € M, 0 < i < n — 1, where n is the degree of the minimal polynomial P(T)
of 6, generate the left Op-module O ® ME. So, if e denotes the unit of G,

be=MXtxe+ Mtx0+--+X\_1tx (0", \e€Oy.
By expanding ¢ * %, we see that for all o # e,
Mo+ Ao(0) 4+ N_10(0)" " =0.
So F(T) =Xo+ MT + -+ + X\_1T™ 1 € OL[T] is divisible by f(T) := P(T)/(T — 6), and
b=Xo+ MO+ X 160" =F(0) € f()OL =Dy k-

DEFINITION 3.5. Let H be an Og-module. We define the exponent (H) of H to be, when
it exists, the smallest non-negative integer e such that 7¢H = 0. Note that for any Op-module
M, (M) is defined to be its exponent as Ox-module.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Let M be a semi-linear Or,[G]-module, flat over Oy,.
(1) Suppose char(K) = 0. Let I be the inertia group of G at a maximal ideal of Or,. Then
e(HY(G, M)) < wvk(|I|) (exponent as O-module).
(2) In general, we have

e(H' (G, M)) < 2[vx(Dr/x)].

Proof. (1) Let @K be the completion of O. Since O — @K is flat, we have
e(HY(G, M)) = e(H'(G, M) ®0, Ok) = (H(G, Ok ®0, M)).
Let p1,...,p, be the maximal ideals of Op,. Let D be the decomposition group of p := p;. Then
M := Ok @0, M = ®12i<,(OLp, ®0, M) ~ IndF (M),

where M; = Of, , ®0, M. By Shapiro’s lemma H'(G, M) ~ H!(D, M;). Let I be the inertia
group at p, let Op = (OL,p)I. Then Op/Ok is étale of Galois group D/I. The inflation-
restriction exact sequence

0=HYD/I,M}) — HY(D, M) — H(I, M)

implies that e(H(G,M)) <e(H'(I,M;)). As I is finite, |I| kills HY(Z, M) ([24], VIIL1,
Corollary 1). This implies the desired inequality.

Note that during this reduction step, we didn’t change the valuations of the differents:
v (Dryr) = v (Dr/k)-

(2) As we saw above, we can suppose that Ok is complete and G equal to its inertia group.
Consider the G-equivariant exact sequence of Op-modules:

0— 0L ®ok M€ — M — M/(OL ®o, MG)%().
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(The exactness at the left comes from Proposition B.3[(1)). Taking group cohomology, we get
the exact sequence

HY(G,0L @0, M%) — HY(G, M) — HYG,M/(O1, @0, M)).

Let © =Dy and e = ey k. By Proposition B3, we have D.(M/(M% ®o, Or)) = 0. Hence
D.HY (G, M/(0Of ®p, MY)) = 0. It remains to find the annihilator of H(G, 01, ®¢, M%).

If N is a free Ox-module (with trivial G-action), then the canonical map H*(G,0L) @0,
N — HY(G, 0L ®p, N) is an isomorphism for all i >0. As M€ is flat over O, it is
an increasing union of free Ox-modules. This implies easily that H'(G,0Or ®0, M%) ~
HYG,01) ®0, M, hence

Ann(HY(G, O, ®0, M) = Ann(HY(G,01) ®0, M) = Ann(H' (G, Oy)).
Let 71, be a uniformizing element of L. Let us show that
PP (G o) = 0 (3.2)

where p is the residue characteristic of K (the case p = 0 is considered in Part (1)). Let H be
a normal subgroup of G. Again using the inflation-restriction exact sequence

0— HY(G/H,0pn) — H(G,0r) — H'(H,0Oy)
it is easy to show that Equality 32 holds if it holds for L¥ /K and for L/L¥. Therefore,
similarly to the the proof of Proposition (2), we are reduced to the case when G is cyclic.
Using Herbrand’s quotient as in [22], Remark, pp. 38-39 or [17], p. 508, lines 4-9, we have
1engthOKH1(G7 Op) = 1engthOK Ok /Tr(Or) = v (D)].
Let f be the degree of the residue extension of L/K. Then
lengthy, H'(G, O1) < [[vz()/e]/f] = [vL(D)/ef].

As we can restrict ourselves to non-trivial wild ramified extensions, we have ef = [L: K| >
p. Hence WE’L(Q)/’)] kills H'(G, Op). This implies that WZL(QH[”L(@)/’)]Hl(G,M) =0 and the
exponent of H'(G, M) is bounded by the smallest integer bigger than or equal to (v (D) +
[vr.(D)/2])/e. The only case this might fail is when v, (D) =e+r with0<r <e—1.As L/K
is wildly ramified, this implies that L/K has no non-trivial intermediate extensions, hence G
is cyclic (of prime order) and [vg, (D)/p] = 1. But then (v (D) + [vL(D)/p])/e < 2 = 2[vk (D)].

0O

REMARK 3.7. When char(K) = 0, one has ([22], Theorem 3)
e(H'(G,01)) <vk(p)/(p—1).

For any Ox-module F' and any N > 0, we will denote Fy = F/?TN+1F. Let M be a semi-
linear Or[G]-module flat over Or. Let N > 0. We want to compare (Mx)¢ with (M%) x. For
all m > N, we have canonical morphisms of Og-modules

(Mc)m(—> (Mm)G

(M) I (My)©.

PROPOSITION 3.8.  Let M be a semi-linear Or,[G]-module, flat over Oy,. Consider the integer
h =2[vk(Dr k)] > 0. Then for all N > 0 and for allm > N + h, (M) is determined by the
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G-module M,,. More precisely, fn induces an isomorphism

(M) y = Tm fro n = (M) /(7N ).

Proof. The above diagram implies that Im fx C Im f,,, y. It remains to show the inverse
inclusion. Let us consider the following commutative diagram with horizontal exact sequences:

m+1

0 MI M M., 0
]
N+
0 M M My 0

where - means the multiplication and the maps in the rows are the canonical surjection. Then
we have the following diagram of long exact sequences by taking group cohomology:

(ME),, I (M,)¢ —2m HY(@, M) = HY(G, M)

idl fm,N l gm—N l idl
N+1

(MO)y —= (My)© =% HY(G, M) = H!(G, M),
We see that Imf,, vy CImfy if and only if Ayfr.n = 7™ NA,, = 0. This happens when
m — N > e(HY(G, M)). The latter inequality is true by Proposition 3.6 O

REMARK 3.9. (1) If L/K is tamely ramified, then & = 0 and we get the well-known equality
(My)% = (M%) y.

(2) Suppose char(K) =0 and p > 0. Then the ramification filtration of G has length at
most vz, (p)/(p — 1) ([24], IV .2, Exercise 3c). Hence v, (D, x) < [Glvr(p)/(p — 1) by [24], IV 1,
Proposition 4, and we get

vk (D) < |Glok(p)/(p —1).

When p? | |G| or vk (p) > p — 1, a better bound is given by Lenstra ([14], 4.1.1):
vk (Dr/k) <vk(|G]) + (er/x —1)/er/x-

COROLLARY 3.10. Under the hypothesis of Proposition[3.8, the canonical homomorphism
lim (M), > lim(M,) = (jim M,)°

is an isomorphism.

4. Minimal Weierstrass models

We compare in this section the minimal Weierstrass model of E over O with that of Ep,
over Op,.

DEFINITION 4.1. Let E be an elliptic curve over the field of fractions of a principal ideal
domain R (e.g. R= Ok or Op). A Weierstrass model of E over R is a triplet consisting in
(1) a scheme W proper and flat over R with geometrically integral fibers; (2) an isomorphism
W, — E where W, denotes the generic fiber of W ; and (3) a section € € W(R) in the smooth
locus of W and whose generic fiber is mapped to the origin of E by the isomorphism of (2).
To lighten the notation, we will often omit the isomorphism W, — E.
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Let us recall the correspondence between Weierstrass models and Weierstrass equations
(7, §1 or [16], §9.4.4). Let W be a Weierstrass model of E over R. Consider the invertible
sheaf Oy (ne) on W. Let L(ne) = T'(W, Ow(ne)). For all n > 1, L(ne) is free of rank n and
L((n + 1)e)/L(ne) is free of rank 1. Let {1, 2}, {1, z, y} be respective bases of L(2¢) and L(3e).
Scaling x,y by suitable units of R, we get a relation

y? + (a1z + a3)y = 22 + asx® + ayx + ag (4.1)

which (after homogenization) defines W as a closed subscheme of P%. We will call such a triplet
{1,z,y} a Weierstrass basis of WW. Denote by A(W) € R\ {0} the discriminant of the above
equation.

DEFINITION 4.2. If the ideal A(W)R is the biggest possible among all Weierstrass models
of E, then W will be called a minimal Weierstrass model of E. Such a model exists and is
unique up to isomorphism ([16], 9.4.35 or [25], VII.1.3.).

The notion of Weierstrass model depends a priori on the origin of E. However, the next
proposition says that, up to isomorphism, the choice of the origin does not matter. See also
discussions in §8

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let (E,e) be an elliptic curve over K with minimal Weierstrass model
W over O.
(1) Let g € E(K) and let Z be the minimal Weierstrass model of (E,q) over Og. Then there
exists an isomorphism W ~ Z which maps e to q.
(2) Let N >0 and let ey be the section of Wy induced by e. Let ¢ € Wy be a section
contained in the smooth locus. Then there exists an isomorphism (not unique) Wy — Wy
which maps q to en.

Proof. (1) Let ¢t : E — E be an isomorphism which maps e to ¢. Then Z endowed with
the isomorphism Z, ~ E % F is a minimal Weierstrass model of (E,e). By the uniqueness
property, we get an isomorphism W — Z as desired.

(2) As Ok and Ok coincide modulo 7¥+! we can suppose O is complete. We can lift ¢
to a rational point ¢ € E(K). Let t : E — E be as in (1). Let £° be the identity component of
the Néron model &€ of E. It is equal to the smooth locus of W. By the universal property of
&, t extends to a morphism £° — €. As t(e) € Y, t is actually a morphism £° — €9 CW. As
W\ &Y has codimension > 2 in W, t extends to a finite birational morphism W — W. It is an
isomorphism because W is normal. O

From now on W will denote the minimal Weierstrass model of E over Og. The next
lemma can be proved by direct computations using [25], VII.1.3(d) and [7], (1.6).

LEMMA 4.4. Fix a Weierstrass basis {1,z,y} of W.
(1) Let w,z € L(3¢). Then {1, w, z} is a Weierstrass basis of W if and only if {1,w} is a basis
of L(2¢), z € L(3¢) \ L(2¢) and 2% — w® € L(5¢).
(2) The set {1,w,z} is a Weierstrass basis of some Weierstrass model Z if and only if w €
L(2¢€)\ Ok, z € L(3¢) \ L(2¢), 22 —w? € L(5¢) and z € O + Og.w + Ok .y.
(3) Under the above condition, w = u?x +r, z = u®y + u?sx +t for some u,r,s,t € Ox and
we have A(Z) = u2A(W).
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Let L/K be a finite Galois extension of K with Galois group G. Let W’ be the minimal
Weierstrass model of Ey, over O, and let ¢ C W/(Oy,) be the closure in W’ of the origin of E,.
As we saw before, for all m > 1, L(ne€’) is free of rank n and L((n + 1)¢’)/L(ne’) is free of rank 1
over Op,. Similarly, L(ne')¢ is free of rank n over O and the quotient L((n + 1)¢’)¢ /(L(ne')%)
is free of rank 1 over Ok.

LEMMA 4.5. The Galois group G acts on the Ox-scheme W and induces a semi-linear
G-action (cf. §2) on L(ne€') for all n € N. Moreover, a subset {1,w, z} C L(3€') is a Weierstrass
basis of some Weierstrass model of E over O if and only if

we LR2)Y\ Ok, ze L3\ L(2€)¢
and
22 —wd e L(5¢), 2€0,+0Lw+0ry.

Proof. The group G acts on E and fixes the generic fiber of €. By the uniqueness of the
minimal Weierstrass model over O, G acts on W’ and semi-linearly on L(ne’) for all n > 1.
The remaining part of the lemma results easily from Lemma [£.4)(2). O

THEOREM 4.6. Let vy, denote the normalized valuation on L associated to a maximal ideal
of Or,. Let W, W' be the respective minimal Weierstrass models of E and E;,. Then

0 <vr(AW)) —vr(AW')) < 12(vp(Dr/x) +er/x — 1)

Proof. The filtration O C L(2€¢')¢ C L(3¢')% has successive quotients free of rank 1 over
Op. This implies the existence of a basis {1,wp, 20} of L(3¢/)¢ over Of such that {1,wq}
is a basis of L(2¢/)¢ over Ok. Let {1,2',y'} be a Weierstrass basis of W’. Then there exist
ai,...,as € O, such that wg = a12’ + as, z9 = a3y’ + a4z’ + a5 and a1, a3 # 0. There exist
ag,a3 € K* such that ajwg, azzo € L(3e) @ K define a Weierstrass equation of E over K.
This implies that ¢ := a3/a} = aj/a? € K.

Now let us construct a Weierstrass model Z of E over O. If t € Ok, set

B = 2", By = 71"t € Ok
where n is the smallest integer such that a;|7". If t7! € Ok, set
Bi=m*"tt By =712 € Ok
where m is the smallest non-negative integer such that a;|7™t=1.
Consider w = Bywg € L(2€')% and z = B3z € L(3¢')“. We have
w = fra1x’ + Prag, z = Pzazy’ + Bzasx’ + Paas.

We can check that (f1a1)® = (B3a3)?, and B3/(B1a1) = a7 ' (7"t) € O if t € Ok, and that
B3/ (Bra1) = al_l(wmt_l) € Ok otherwise. Thus S3a4 € $1a10p and z € Op + Opw + Opy'.
By Lemma L3 {1, w, z} is a Weierstrass basis of some Weierstrass model Z of E over Ok. In
particular v (A(Z)) > v (A(W)).
Now let us compute vy, (81a1). We have
Bray — (a7 7™)%a3 if te Ok
T (a7t 1)2a2  otherwise.

By Proposition (2),

Dpx-L(3') C L(3e)°OL = O, + Opwo + Opz0.
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Hence vz (a3) <vp(Dp/k). Therefore
’UL(A(Z)) - ’UL(A(WI)) = 61}L(ﬁ1a1) < 12('UL(©L/K) + €L/K — 1).
0O

COROLLARY 4.7. Keep the notation of Theorem LGl Let {1,z,y} be a Weierstrass basis of
W and let {1,2',y’} be a Weierstrass basis of W'.
(1) Then

J):blxl-f—bg, y=b3y/+b4l‘/+b5, b, € Op
with
vr(b1) <2(vp(Dr/k) +eryx — 1), vr(bs) <3(vL(Dp/k) +erL/x —1).

(2) The O-modules L(2¢')%/L(2¢) and L(3¢)°/L(3¢) are annihilated by 72 (®x/11+% and
7T2['UK(®L/K)]+4 respeCtiVely-

Proof. (1) Asxz € L(2¢') and y € L(3¢€), we can write x = byz’ + be, y = b3y’ + baz’ + b for
b; € Op. By Lemma L4 we have b3 = b2 and v, (A(W)) — v, (A(W')) = 6vz,(b1). The bounds
on v, (by) and v, (b3) are then a consequence of Theorem L6 and of the relation b3 = b3.

(2) Keep the notation in the proof of [ As Siwg, 8320 € L(3€), it is enough to bound
vi(f1) and vk (Bs). The computations in the proof of Theorem imply that v (81) <
vr(Brar) < 2vr(Dp k) +2er/x —2 and B3 = fraryr with v =7"/a; if t € O and v =
(7™t)/a1 otherwise. Hence vr(83) < wvr(B1) + ek — 1. Dividing by the ramification index
er/k we then get (2). O

COROLLARY 4.8. Suppose E has good reduction over some Galois extension L. Then

vk (AOW)) < 12(v2(Dr/K) — 1)/er k] +12.

REMARK 4.9. (Absolute bound for the minimal discriminant) Let f be the conductor of
E and let m be the number of geometric irreducible components of the special fiber of the
minimal regular model X of E over O. Then Ogg-Saito’s formula ([2I], Corollary 2, [26],
§IV.11) is

v (AW)) = f+m — 1.

Suppose that E has potentially good reduction and K is a finite extension of Q,, by [4],
Theorem 6.2, f < 2+ 6vk(2) + 3vk(3). Hence

v (AW)) < 10 + 60k (2) + 3ug (3).

To be more precise, [4] gives a bound on the Artin conductor f(V,L/K) for any G-module
V ([, §5), and the bound on f is then deduced using the G-module of the ¢-torsions
E[{] for a prime number ¢ # p. Our Corollary . is of different nature because it gives a
bound of v (A(W)) in terms of the Artin conductor for the representation r¢ — I (regular
representation minus unit representation). It is better when vz, (D, k) is small with respect to
max{vr(2),vr(3)}.

REMARK 4.10. Suppose E has potentially multiplicative reduction. Consider c4(WV)
the invariant c; associated to Equation (@I)). Then j(E) = cs(W)3/A(W). Similarly to
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Theorem 8], we have 0 < vr(ca(W)) —vr(caWV')) < 4(v(Dp k) +er/x —1). Hence
vk (ca(WV)) < (oL (Dp/x) — 1)/ er/k] +4

for any (quadratic) extension L/K such that E;, has multiplicative reduction.

4.11. Base change conductor. Suppose K henselian. In [6] and [5], C-L. Chai and J-K.
Yu introduced the notion of base change conductor for algebraic tori and abelian varieties
over K. Let L/K be a Galois extension such that Ej has semi-stable reduction. Consider the
Néron model & (resp. £’) of E (resp. Er) over Ok (resp. Or). Let we/ 0, (resp. wej0,) be
the module of the translation invariant differential forms on & (resp. &) over O (resp. Op).
By definition, the base change conductor c(E) € Q of E is the length of (we,0, ® Or)/wer /0,
as Or-modules divided by the ramification index ey x of L/K.

PROPOSITION 4.12. Suppose K henselian. Let VW be the minimal Weierstrass model of E
over Ok . Then the base change conductor ¢(E) is given by

o(B) = min{ o (AOW)), Jorc(es W)}

Proof. 1t is known that we o, (resp. wer /o, ) is a free Ox-module (resp. Op-module)
generated by some canonical differential form w = dz/(2y + a1x) (resp. w’) ([16], Proposition
9.4.35). By Lemma B4 there exists u € Op such that w’ =wuw and AW) = u!2AW'),
cs(W) = utes(W'). Hence ¢(E) =vr(u)/er/k. If E has potentially good reduction, then
v, (AW')) =0, ¢(E) = v (A(W))/12 and

1 1 1

TVE (W) = Sok(AW)) = vk (7) 2 0.

Similarly, if F has potentially multiplicative reduction, then we have v (c4(W')) =0, ¢(E)
v (ca(W))/4 and vk (ca(W))/4 < v (A(W)) because vk (j) < 0.

O

COROLLARY 4.13. Let L/K be a finite Galois extension such that Fj has semi-stable
reduction. Then

C(E) < 'UK(:DL/K) + 1.
In particular, if char(K) = 0, then ¢(E) < 24vk(p)/(p — 1) + 1.

Proof. The first part comes from Corollary [£8 and Remark LT0l For the second part, note
that E has semi-stable reduction over an extension L/K of degree dividing 24 and then use
Remark [l

5. Congruences of minimal Weierstrass models

From now on, we will suppose that K has perfect residue field. For any scheme Z over Ok
(including Op-schemes), recall that

ZN = 2 XSpecOx Spec(OK/WNHOK)
for any non-negative integer N. Similarly, recall that for any Ok or Op-module M, we denote

My = M/zNT1M.
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For any morphism f of schemes over Ok, fy denotes the canonical morphism obtained by
base change to O /7N 1 O.

We keep the notation of § In particular, YW and W’ are the respective minimal Weierstrass
model of E and Ep, over Ok and Op, and € is the closure in W’ of the origin of E;. We will
also work with another discrete valuation field K, with perfect residue field, a Galois extension
L,/ K, of group G and an elliptic curve E, over K,. We will denote the analogous construction
by the same notation with a subscript 0. We will say Wy is determined by the G-action on
W/ (or by (W],,G) for short) for some m > N if the existence of compatible G-equivariant
isomorphisms:

OK,m I OKo,ma
(ISOm) 9m : OL,m = OLO,mv
W~ W(',’m, e e'o’m
implies Wy ~ W, . Let us stress that W;, — W, is supposed to map ¢, to ¢,,, (the
Weierstrass models should be regarded as pointed schemes). The aim of this section is to show
that Wy is determined by (W), G) when m > 0 (Theorem [G.5]).

m?

LEMMA 5.1. Let N > vk (D /) — 1. If O n ~ Opy N as G-modules, then vy, (D, /k,) =
’UL(:DL/K) and eL/K = eLo/KO'

Proof. The maximal ideals p1,...,p, of O correspond to the maximal ideals of the semi-
local ring Oy, n. Hence there is a one-one correspondence between the maximal ideals of Of,
and that of Or,_. We have

OL/kOLp: =95, , 16,

It is therefore enough to deal with the case when K and K, are complete.

The isomorphism Op/7nO0p ~ O, /7,0, implies the equality of ramification indexes
er/k = er,/Kk,- Let G=Go2 G122 G2 2 ... 2 Gy = {1} be the ramification filtration of G
acting on Oy, (with G,_; non-trivial). Then

vL(Dr/x) = (Z(|Gz| -1))=r
>0
([24], IV.1, Proposition 4@) Aswvp(o(rr) — ) < rforallo € G\ {1}, the same property holds

for 77, thanks to the isomorphism ¢y and because (N + 1)er/x > vr.(Dp k) > 7. Thus the
ramification filtration of G’ acting on L, is the same as that of G’ acting on L, and v, (D /x) =

v, (DL, /K,)- O

Fix N > 0 and let m > N. Suppose we are given isomorphisms (Iso,,) as above. Then they
induce canonically isomorphisms (Iso;) for all integers 0 < ¢ < m. The isomorphisms W, — Wé,z
(0 <4 < m) induce G-invariant isomorphisms

@i+ L(6€)); ~ L(6€');, i<m
which respect the filtration by the order of the pole and are compatible with the multiplications

L(nel); x L(rel); = L((n + r)€));. For any element z € M in some Og-module, we denote by
Z its image in M; if no confusion is possible.

LEMMA 5.2. Let {1,2),y.} be a Weierstrass basis of W.. Then {1, om(Z.), pm(7.)} C
L(3€'), lifts to a Weierstrass basis of W'.

THere the hypothesis k perfect is used. We don’t known whether it is really necessary.
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Proof.  Lift arbitrarily o (Z), pm (7)) to w' € L(2€') and 2’ € L(3¢€’). There exist A\; € Of,
such that w' = A\a’ + Aa, 2" = A3y’ + Mw’ + A5 (recall that {1,2',y'} is a Weierstrass basis
of W). As ¢, is an isomorphism, A, \3 € O%. The relation (y))? — (2,)3 € L(5¢,) implies
that A3 — A3 =0 in Of . Therefore X := A3/\} € 1+ 7™T1O;. Replacing w' (resp. z’) by
Aw' (resp. A\z’), we find new liftings w, z such that 22 — w?® € L(5¢') and {1,w, z} is a basis of
L(3€¢’). This implies that {1,w, z} is a Weierstrass basis of W'. O

The next lemma is used in Example [2.1] and in Proposition [Z.7

LEMMA 5.3. Let N >0, let W, W, be respective Weierstrass models of E, E, over Ok and
let {1, 2,9y}, {1, 20, Y0} be corresponding Weierstrass basis. Suppose there exists an isomorphism
en : WN ~ W, n. Then the following properties are true:

(1) there exist u,s,r € Ok n such that u € O  and

on(To) = u?T + 1, on(To) = udG + u?sT + t.
(2) If N > 5, then W is minimal if and only if W, is minimal.

Proof. (1) is an immediate consequence of Lemma and of Lemma [1.7)(3).

(2) First the minimality of W can be checked over the strict henselization of Ok. As k is
perfect, we can suppose k is algebraically closed. By Tate’s algorithm [27], §7-8, W is not
minimal if and only if there exist r,s,t € Ok such that v(a}) > i. This condition is checked
modulo 7%, so can be detected in Wi. O

LEMMA 5.4. Let 0 > M — H — T — 0 be an exact sequence of Og-modules such that
7" T =0 for some r > 1. Then for all m > r, ker(M,,, — Hp,) C ker(M,,, = Mp,—.).

Proof. Use the Snake Lemma. O

THEOREM 5.5. Let N > 0. If
m> N + 12[”K(DL/K)] + 19,
then Wy is determined by the G-action on W,

Proof. By hypothesis, we have isomorphisms (Iso,,) (hence (Iso;) for all i < m). Denote by
pi the canonical maps L(3¢); — (L(3€¢')%); and by p,; the analogue maps for E,. We have a
commutative diagram

Po,m

L(Beo)m —22% (L(36)%) > (L(3e)m) * > L(3el)rn

l Pm l Pm

L(36)m —22 (L(3€')C) > (L(3€¢ ) )¢ —— L(3¢)m

where the vertical arrows are isomorphisms. We want to complete this diagram with an iso-
morphism L(3€,)m, = L(3€)m, (for some ms < m) sending a Weierstrass basis to a Weierstrass
basis. Let {1,x,,y,} be a Weierstrass basis of W,.

Step 1. Let © =D k. Let my = m — 2[vg (D)]. We first construct images of z,,y, in
(L(3€¢")%)m,. According to Proposition B8 the above commutative diagram induces a new
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commutative diagram at level m; with isomorphic vertical arrows

L(3e0)my —3 (L(3€,)% )y > (L(3¢} ), ) > L(3¢,)m,

l‘ﬁml l‘Pml \L Pmy

L(3€)m, — (L(3¢')%)m, > (L(3€')m, )9 L(3¢')1m,
Let w € L(2€')%, 2 € L(3€¢')¢ be liftings of ¢m, (T,) and @m, (7o)-

Step 2. Now we modify w, z to x,y so that {1,z,y} is a Weierstrass basis of a Weierstrass
model of E over Og. We can write

Lo = bo,lx; + bo,27 Yo = bo,gyé + bo,4l‘/o + bo,5; bo,i € OLO

where {1,z],y.} is a Weierstrass basis of W. By Corollary 7] (1), Lemmas 5.1l and [£4] (3),
we have

L, (bo1) < 2(vr, (D1, /x,) + L, /x, =1) <M, v, (bon) < i, (bo,a).
Let {1,2',y'} be a Weierstrass basis of W' lifting {1, ¢ (Z)), om (7,)} (Lemma [5.2)). Then

w=c17 +c, z=c3y +cax’ +c5, ¢ €O0p. (5.1)
For all i <5, ¢ = 0O, (1_7071-) € Or m,- Therefore
vr(c1) <2(vp(D) +epyx — 1) <my, wvr(er) <wp(ea). (5.2)

We have
Eg - Elli = b, (50,3)2 — O, (50,1)3 =0¢ OLJVH
(Lemma [£7](3)). Writing w, z in a Welerstrass basis of E (with coefficients in K'), we see that

A= c3/c} € K. Moreover, the inequality on v (c1) implies that v (c})/e < 6[vx (D)] + 12,
hence

Let 2 = Mw and y = Az and let ma = m; — 6[vk (D)] — 11. Then y? — 2® € L(5¢') and z,y €
L(3€")¢ coincide with w, z in (L(3¢')),,,. Multiplying Equation (5.1 above by A, and using
the second inequality of Equation (5.2]) and Lemma [0 we see that {1,z,y} is a Weierstrass
basis of a Weierstrass model Z of E over O. This implies that © € L(2¢),y € L(3e¢).

Step 3. Let us show that {1, z,y} is a Weierstrass basis of W. The above construction shows
that we have a canonical commutative diagram

-1
Py Prng

(L(3€Io)c)m2 - (L(3€I)G)m2 - (L(ge’o)G)m2

J J J

Im(ﬂo,mz) —Im(pp,) ——— Im(pomw)

Pmo T Pmoy T Pmo T

L(3€5)ms, L(3€)m, L(3€0)ms

which implies that @, (Im(po.m,)) = Im(pm,). Thus {1,z,y} generate L(3¢) in (L(3€')F)m,.
As mg > 2[vg (D)] + 4, it follows from Corollary [7[(2) that

ker(L(3€) — (L(3¢)%)m,) € 7™ T1L(3e)Y = m(n™2 L(3€')C) C wL(3¢).

By Nakayama’s lemma, {1,z,y} generate, hence is a basis of, L(3¢). Therefore {1,z,y} is a
Weierstrass basis of W.
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Last step: Let’s show Wxn ~ W, n. Let
Y2 + (A0,1%0 + G0,3)Yo = T3 + A0222 + A04T0 + o g
be an equation of W,. Let a; € Ok be such that G; = @m,(G0;). Then
y? + (a7 + a3)y = 2 + ax® + agx + ag

holds in (L(6€¢')%),,,. By Lemma .4 and Corollary EZ7(2), the same relation holds in L(6€) .,
where mg = mg — (4[vk (D)] + 8). Therefore W, >~ Wo m,. As mg > N, we have Wy ~ W, n.
O

REMARK 5.6. The bound on m in is not optimal. Indeed, when L/K is unramified,
Wh is determined by the G-action on W), with m = N.

PROPOSITION 5.7. Suppose E has semi-stable reduction over Q. Then for any N > 0,
Wy is determined by (W), G) if m > 2[vk (D k)] + N. In particular, Wy is determined by
Wy, G) if L/K is tamely ramified.

Proof. Suppose we are given a system of isomorphisms (Iso,,). Then the special fiber of
W, is semi-stable because it is isomorphic to the special fiber of W. Hence W, is semi-stable.
The minimal Weierstrass model W commutes with base changes by Dedekind domains when
E has semi-stable reduction. Therefore W' = Wo,, W, = (W,)o,,, and

HY (G, L(6€)) = HY(G, L(6¢) ® Or) = H'(G,Or) @ L(6¢)

is killed by 72vx(@1/x)] (Proposition [3.6). Let m; = m — 2k (Dr/x)] > N. As in the proof
Theorem 5.5 we have a commutative diagram

L(3€0)m, = (L(3¢5) % )m, ——= (L(3€,)m, )

l‘ﬂml l‘ﬂml

L(3€)m, = (L(3¢))m, —— (L(3¢)m, )

As in Lemmal[52] the image of a Weierstrass basis {1, Z,, Yo} of W, by ¢, lifts to a Weierstrass
basis {1, z,y} of W. Therefore Wy,, ~ W, - O

THEOREM 5.8. Suppose K is henselian, char(K) = 0, and the residue field is algebraically
closed of characteristic p > 0. Then there exists a positive integer [, depending only on the
absolute ramification index v (p), such that for any elliptic curve E over K, and for L/ K the
minimal extension such that E has semi-stable reduction, Wy is determined by the G-action
on Wy, for any N > 0.

Proof. The extension L/K is Galois ([8], théoréme 5.15), and it is well known that |G| =
[L : K] divides 24. The corollary then follows from Remark [3.9] and Theorem O

6. From Weierstrass models to regular models

Recall that the residue field of K is perfect (to use Kodaira-Néron’s classification, and Ogg-
Saito’s formula). The minimal regular model X' is the minimal desingularization of W ([16],
Corollary 9.4.37). The models we consider are pointed with the Zariski closure of the neutral
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element of E. In this section, we will prove that Wy . determines Xy for an explicit constant ¢
depending on the type of E (Corollary[6.7)). The next lemma results from an easy computation
on the tangent spaces.

LEMMA 6.1. Let )Y be a scheme flat and locally of finite type over Ok, of pure relative
dimension d and with regular generic fiber. Let yy be a closed point of the special fiber ),
of Y. Then Y is regular at yo if and only if either dim 1Y), 4, = d, or dimTy, 4, = d+ 1 and
e m%,,yo. In particular, the singular locus of ) is determined by ).

Notation For any Og-algebra A and for any n > 0, we denote by
Ar" ={z € A| 7"z =0}, Ators = Up>14[7"].

By convention 7% = 1 and A[r°] = 0. We use similar notation when A is replaced with a sheaf
of Ok-algebras. The next lemma is easy.

LEMMA 6.2. Let U’ be a noetherian Ok -scheme, and let U = V() be the closed subscheme
of U’ defined by a coherent sheaf of ideals J. Suppose U is flat over Ok and contains Uj,.
Then
(1) J = Ouv tors = Oy [w°] for some ¢ > 0;

(2) the composition of the closed immersions Uy — Uy — Ul . induces an isomorphism

UN >~ V(OU]/\H_C [7‘(’0]).
Next we will give a bound for ¢ in a specific situation.

PROPOSITION 6.3. Let Z be a noetherian regular scheme, let p : Z — Z be the blowing-up
of Z along a closed point q, let J be an integral hypersurface in Z (thus an effective Cartier
divisor) passing through q and let ) be the strict transform of ). Then the following properties
hold:

(1) Y is an integral hypersurface in Z and, if p*) denotes the pullback of ) as Cartier divisor,

PV =Y+ pu,V)E

where uq~()}) is the multiplicity of J at q and E' is the prime exceptional divisor p 1(q).

(2) Let ¢ € Y be a closed point lying over q. Then pg(Y) < pq(Y).

(3) Suppose further that Z is an Ok-scheme, ) is flat over Ok and q belongs to the closed
fiber of Y. Let rg > 1 be the multiplicity of E in the special fiber of Z (equal to the
multiplicity at q of the special fiber of Z) and let ¢ = [uq())/rE] be the smallest integer
bigger than or equal to pq(Y)/rg. Then

Op*y,tors = Op*y[’frc] 2 Op*y[,]-r671]'

Proof. (1) is well known and (2) is a particular case of [2], Chap. I, Theorem 0.
(3) The decomposition p*Y = Y + pE gives an exact sequence

0= Oz(=V)|ue = 05(-Y)/05(=Y — puE) = Opy — O3 — 0.

As Y is flat over Ok, and OZ~(—)~))|HE is of torsion (namely killed by 7¢ because, by the
definition of ¢, uF is contained in ¢ times the closed fiber of Z), we have

Op*y,tors = Og(fy)hl‘E = Op*y[ﬂ—c]
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and Wc_lOp*ymrs #0. O

THEOREM 6.4. Let Y be a flat O -scheme of finite type and let q be a closed point of Y
contained in the closed fiber. Suppose further that Y is locally at q a hypersurface in a regular
Ox-scheme of finite type. Let Y — ) be the blowing-up along q, and let { > ¢ (the constant
defined as inl6.3 (3)). Then Yy, determines (¥)n for all N > 0.

More precisely, suppose we have a discrete valuation ring Ok, and (Y,,q,) over Ok, with
similar properties and such that c, < {. If we have an isomorphism ¢n+¢ : Ox n+¢ = Ok, N+e
and a compatible isomorphism

YVNye yo,NJrE;

then we have an isomorphism
V)n = Vo)

compatible with the isomorphism Ok n ~ Ok, n induced by ¢n4¢.

Proof. We can suppose ) is singular at ¢ (then ), is also singular at ¢, by Lemma
B1). Then dimyg) Ty,q =d+1 if d=dim Oy 4. Let fo,..., fa be a system of generators of
myOy g, let V' be the gluing of ¥\ {q} and of Proj Oy 4[Tv, ..., Tul/(fiTj — fiTi)o<i,j<a along
Spec(Oy ) \ {¢}- Then Y is a flat closed subscheme of )}’ with generic fiber equal to that of
). Therefore ) = V(Oyr tors)- Using a lifting in Oy, 4, of the images of the f;’s in O(y),
we define ) and clearly we have an isomorphism

)N£,900

/ ~
Ve = Vo Nt

extending the isomorphism Vn4¢ =~ Vo ne. S0, by Lemmal6.2] to show that (ﬁ)N ~ ()70)1\/, it
is enough to show that 7¢Oy tors = 0. This property is local on Y. As it trivially holds outside
of g, it is enough to work with a small open neighborhood of ¢ in Y.

Write locally Y = Spec(C/ fC) with (C,m¢) local and regular. Lift fo, ..., fa to to,...,tq €
C. Since m¢g/m%, — m,/ mg is surjective and both vector spaces have the same dimension over
k(q), this is an isomorphism and ¢, . .., tq is a system of coordinates of C. Consider

B = C’[T’Q7 ceey Td]/(f, tiTj — thi)i,j-

Let p: Z 2= SpecC' be the blowing-up of Z along ¢. Then )’ = ProjB = p*) and
Proposition shows that 7¢Oy 1ors = 0 and we are done. O

REMARK 6.5. Note that one can not determine ())y with a blovxup of V¢ because the
latter process produces a scheme which is birational to V¢, while () y has more irreducible
components than Yy .

REMARK 6.6. Let f : X — W be the desingularization morphism of W. If W is singular, the
pre-image of the singular point of W consists in (—2)-curves. It is well known that such singular
points are rational singularities (one can apply [I], Theorem 3, because the fundamental cycle
7 satisfies 2p,(Z) —2 = Z2? < 0). Let Z — W be the blowing-up of the singular point of W.
Then Z is normal ([15], Proposition 8.1) and its singular points are rational singularities ([15],
Proposition 1.2). Therefore the morphism f : X — W consists in successive blowing-ups

x =wh S5 wt=1 5 . oyw@ 0 —

along (reduced and discrete) singular loci.
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COROLLARY 6.7. Let W be the minimal Weierstrass model of E. Let X be the minimal
regular model of E over Ok and let t be the number of blowing-ups defined as above. Then
(1) Wn4¢ determines Xy (in the sense of Theorem[6.4) if £ > 2t + 1.

(2) t+ 1 is bounded by the number of irreducible components of Xy. In particular, t < 8 if the
Kodaira type of E is different from I,, and I7.

(3) Let A be the minimal discriminant of E. Then t < vk (A) — 1, except when E has good
reduction.

Proof. (1) If W is regular, then X =W and there is nothing to prove. So we suppose
W is singular. The scheme W is embedded 1r1 Z= lP’2 as a cubic. Around the singular
point ¢, W is defined by a regular function y? + (a1x+a3)y —(z*+..)em% q\m'Z ¢ S0
puqg(W) =2. Let £>1 be any positive integer. Applying Theorem [64] we see that Wyye
determines VVJ(V_)H 5 As WW is embedded (and has codimension 1) in Z which is regular,
Proposition[6.3] and Theorem 6.4l imply that W](V r_o determines WN ¢4 Repeating the same
arguments we see that Wy, determines WJ(\Z-E—Qt' This means that Wy ~ W, ny4¢ implies
that Wz(\lle 9 ™ Wotz)v+e o+~ Note that by Lemmalﬁ:ll the isomorphism WJ(\;)H 9 & chilVM %
maps the singular locus of W to that of Wo , SO VV(“r1 — Wo is the blowing-up of the
singular locus of W

Now taking ¢ = 2t mlght not be enough (when N = 0) because we don’t know whether Wo(t)
is the minimal regular model of F,. We have to go one step further Namely if WN+2t+1
Wo,N+2t+1, then WN+1 ~ V\/(tN+1 By Lemma [6.1] we know that Wo is regular and Wo
is singular. Therefore, ¢t = t, and VV(lt o) = X,.

(2) As each blowing-up W+ — W(’) introduces at least one irreducible component, we
see that ¢ + 1 is at most equal to the number of irreducible components of Aj.

(3) This is a direct consequence of (2) and Ogg-Saito’s formula. O

REMARK 6.8. Tate’s algorithm shows that Ws determines whether F has type I, (for some
indeterminate n > 0), II, III, IV, II*, IIT*, IV* or I} (for some indeterminate n). But Ws can
not determine the value of n in general in the case I, or I},. Below is a table with more precise
value of ¢, the number of blowing-ups necessary to solve the singularities of W.

typeof B 1o, 1,11 III, IV IT* TIT* v I, I*

value of ¢ 0 1 <8 <7 4 [n/2] <n+4

EXAMPLE 6.9. Suppose char(k) # 2. Let n > 1 and consider the elliptic curves
E:y? =@+ (2 +1), E,:y*=*+7""")(x+1).
We have Why, > W, 9, but &y %2 X, 9. Here t =n but t, =n+ 1.

7. Congruences of minimal regular models

In this section we prove the main theorem of this paper (Theorem [(3]). The idea is to show
that X} 44,10, determines Wy 4,10, Which determines Wy, for some ¢ and finally that
Wn 40, determines X for some ;.
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As W is regular in a neighborhood of ¢, X — W is an isomorphism above a neighborhood
of €. So denote again by € the closure in X of the neutral element of E. The effective Cartier
divisor € on X" is ample on the generic fiber and meets in the special fiber Ay only in the strict
transform Wy of the irreducible component of Wy. Therefore W is the contraction in X’ of the
components different from W,. By construction, there is a canonical isomorphism

W = Proj(@,>0H° (X, Ox (ne))) (7.1)
(see [3], Theorem 6.7/1).

LEMMA 7.1. Let N > 0. Then
Wy 2 Proj(@n>oH" (Xn, Ox(nen)))

Proof. We have to show that the canonical map
HO(./Y7 Oy (’I’LG))N — HO(XN, Ox(’I’LG)N)

is an isomorphism for all n > 0. By standard arguments ([16], Theorem 5.3.20), it is enough to
show that HY(X, Oy (ne))o — H (Xy, Ox(neo)) is surjective. By duality, the latter is isomorphic
to HO(Xp, Ox,(—nep)) = 0 and we are done. O

PROPOSITION 7.2. Let W', X’ be the minimal Weierstrass (resp. minimal regular) model
of Ey, over Op. Let N > 0. Then (W}, G) is determined by (X}, Q).

Proof. Tt is enough to apply the isomorphism (1)) and the previous lemma to the models
W' and X’ of Er,. Note that the isomorphism of [[1]is compatible with the action of G because
€ is invariant by G. O

THEOREM 7.3. Let K be a discrete valuation field with perfect residue field. Let EE be an
elliptic curve over K of minimal discriminant A. Let L/K be a Galois extension of group G,
of different D,/ . Then for any N > 0, the scheme Xy is determined by (X}, ,, G), where

Proof. By Proposition [[.2, (Xy,,, G) determines (W} _,, G). Theorem says that the
latter determines Wy {9, (a)—1. Finally Corollary implies that Xy is determined by the
previous data. O

COROLLARY 7.4. Suppose K is strictly henselian of mixed characteristics (0,p). Let L/ K
be the minimal extension such that E;, has semi-stable reduction. Then the special fiber X} is
determined by the G-action on X for some {y > 0 depending only on the absolute ramification
index vi (p) of K.

Proof. If E has potentially multiplicative reduction, D. Lorenzini ([18], Theorem 2.8)
showed that [L: K] <2, E has reduction type I, ,, where n = —vg(j(E)) >0 and s =
v, (D k) —1>0. The curve of type I} is unique up to isomorphism for each r > 0 ([20],
Theorem 5.18). Hence, using Lemma [B.Jl Ap is determined by Ay with lo = v (D k) <

dvg(p)/(p — 1) (Remark B.9).
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If E has potentially good reduction, then vr (A) < 12(vk (D k) + 1) with [L : K] dividing
24, hence vi (D k) < 24vk(p)/(p — 1). Then we conclude with Theorem [7.3l O

Next we give some inverse results of Theorem and Theorem [7.3}

PROPOSITION 7.5. Let N > vg(A). Then Wy determines (W), G) for any finite Galois
extension L/ K.

Proof. Let K,,E, and L,/K, be as at the beginning of §5 and suppose we have
isomorphisms

Ok,n Ok, N, WN—=Won, Onv:0pn>~0r, N,
the last one being G-equivariant. We have to find a G-equivariant isomorphism Wy — W(’) N

Let {1,z,y} (resp. {1,2',y'}) be a Weierstrass basis of W (resp. of W’). By Lemma (4], we
have a change of coordinates of Ey:

z=uv?r"+r, y=uy +ulst’ +t, wu,r s teOg.

Let ¢n : L(6€)n =~ L(6€,)n be the isomorphism induced by W, v >~ Wy Let {1,z,,y,} be
a Weierstrass basis of W, lifting the image by ¢xn of the class of {1,z,y} in L(6¢)y. Let
Uy Toy S0y to € O, be liftings of the images by fn of the classes 4, 7,5, € Or n. Let

Tg = (o — 7o) /U2, Yo = (Yo — u28074 — to)/ud € L(6e,) @ L.
We claim that {1,2,y.} is a Weierstrass basis of W!. First, the fact that {1,z,y} defines a
Weierstrass model
y2 +ai1xy + azy = 8 —+ a2x2 “+ a4 + ag

over O implies that

u | ay + 2s, u2|a2—sa1+3r—52,..., uﬁ|a6+7“a4+7“afi—ta3—t2—7“ta1

(see [7], page 57, (1.6)). As
6vz,(u) = (vr(A) = v (A")/2 S vr(A)/2 < v (xV),

the above divisibility relations hold in L(6¢}). Therefore {1, z),y.} is a Weierstrass basis of
some Weierstrass model over Oy, . In particular

v (A" = v (A) — 120 (u) = vr, (A,) — 1201, (ug) > v (AL).

But by symmetry, vr, (AL) > vr (A’), so the equality holds and the Weierstrass model associated
to {1,z,,y,} is minimal over Oy, .

As the change of variables from {1,z,y} to {1,2’,y'} and from {1,z,,y,} to {1,2),y.}
are given by the same relations modulo 7™V*! (up to fy), and {1, 2,4}, {1,7,,%,} define the
same equation up to Og,n =~ Ok, ~, we have an isomorphism W}y — Wg N corresponding to
7' — x4 and ¥ — 75 O

PROPOSITION 7.6. Let A be the minimal discriminant of E. Then for any N > 0, (X}, G)
is determined by Xy, (A)—1-

Proof. Let ¢ = 2uk(A) — 1. First, by Proposition[[2 (for L = K), X determines Wy 4.
Second, Wy 4¢ determines (Wy , ,, G) by Proposition[Z.3] Finally, the latter determines (X, G)
by similar arguments than Corollary [6.7] (note that vy (A) is bigger than or equal to the vy,
valuation of the minimal discriminant of Ef,). O
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PROPOSITION 7.7. Suppose char(K)=p > 0. Let N > 0. Then there exists a discrete
valuation field K, of characteristic 0, with residue field equal to k, and an elliptic curve E,
over K, such that

Ok, N 2Org N, Won =Wy, Xon~A&N.

Proof. Let n > max{5, N + 2vg (A) — 1} so that Xy is determined by W,, (Corollary [6.1).
Let Ok, = W(k)[t]/(#" " — p) with uniformizing element 7, = t. Then O, ,, ~ Of . Lifting
Wi, to a Weierstrass equation W, over Ok, then we have vk, (A,) = vi (A) and W, is minimal
by Lemma [5.3(2). By construction, W,, ¥ W, ,, (hence Wx ~ W, n). Again by Corollary [6.7]
we have an isomorphism Xy >~ &, . O

8. Lifting equivariant infinitesimal sections

In our settings, Weierstrass models come with a fixed section. But in Proposition[£3] we saw
that up to isomorphism, the choice of a section does not really matter. We can wonder whether
in Theorem [5.5] we can dismiss the given section of W/, . Note that, at least in our proof, we use
the fact that this section of W/, is G-equivariant and even more, that it extends to a section
of W' over Oy, induced by a rational point in E(K). Now suppose we are given (Iso,,) as at
the beginning of §5 but without the condition that the isomorphism Wy, ~ W, , maps €, to
€5m- The image of €, is a G-equivariant section of W, ,,, contained in the smooth locus of
W, - If for some my < m, the image of €, in W, extends to a section @ of W, induced
by a rational point of ¢ € E,(K,) (equivalently, @ is a G-equivariant section of W), then by
Proposition .3 we have a G-equivariant isomorphism Wy, ~ W, . which maps €,,, to €, ,,
and we can apply Theorem with m; instead of m. See Corollary [B4] for some results on
mi.

Let S be a scheme. Let f : X’ — S’ be a morphism of S-schemes and let H be a group acting
on the S-schemes X', S’ compatibly with f (in other words, f is H-equivariant). Then H acts
on the set of sections X'(S’) in the following way: for any section p: S’ — X’ and for any
o€ H,weput oxp=copoo € X'(5). A section p is said H-equivariant if o x p = p for
all 0 € H. The set of H-equivariant sections will be denoted by X'(S”)#. The above question
is to study the image of the canonical map

W(Or)¢ — W (Or/m™ 1 Or)C.

Suppose from now on that S’ — S is finite and locally free and X’ — S’ is quasi-projective.
Then the Weil restriction Rg /s X" exists ([3], Theorem 7.6/4) over S and is endowed with a
canonical action of H. Moreover, for any S-scheme T', letting H act trivially on 7" and denoting
Y = Rg/ys X', X'(S" xg T)" is canonically isomorphic to Y (T)¥. Suppose further that H is
finite. Let Y be the scheme of fixed points under H (see e.g. [10], §3). Then by definition
Y(T)H = YH(T).

Let S = Spec Ok, S’ = Spec O1,, Sy, = Spec(Ok /7 1Ok) and S!, = S" X5 Sy

PRrRoPOSITION 8.1. Let Z' be a flat quasi-projective scheme over S’ endowed with an
equivariant action of G = Gal(L/K). Then the following properties hold.
(1) Let Z = Z'/G. Then the canonical map Z(S) — 2'(S')¢ is bijective.
(2) Suppose S — S is étale. Then the canonical morphism Z' — Z xg S’ is an isomorphism
and the canonical morphism Z — (Rg/ /52’ )¢ is an isomorphism.
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(3) Suppose that K is henselian, Z' is smooth over S’ and L/K is tamely ramified. Then the
canonical map

Z'(8"% = 2'(S,,)°
is surjective for all m > 0.
(4) Suppose that K is henselian and that Z] is smooth over L. Then there exist mg,r9 > 0

such that for all m > mg, and for any t,, € Z'(S/,)¢, the image of t,, in Z'(S,_, )¢ lifts
to a section in Z'(S")¢

Proof. (1) First notice that the quotient Z’'/G exists because Z’ is quasi-projective over
Op. The canonical morphism Z; — (Zk)r is an isomorphism by Lemma The canonical
map

Z'(0)¢ = 2(0k) C 2K (K)

is injective. Conversely, any section in Z(Ox) induces a rational point in Zx (K) = 2} (L) C
Z7(L). The valuative criterion of properness for 2’ — Z implies that the point in Z} (L)
we obtain actually belongs to Z'(O1) N 2} (L)% = Z'(01)Y. Therefore Z'(01)¢ — Z(OK) is
surjective.

(2) The canonical morphism Z’ — Z xg .5’ is an isomorphism by Proposition B3 For
any Og-module M with trivial action of G, the canonical map M — (M ®o, Or)¢ is an

isomorphism (use a normal basis of O, /Ok). For any S-scheme T', the canonical map
Z(T) = Rsr /52 (T) = (2'(T x5 8")% = (2(T x5 8)¢ = Z(T)

is bijective. So Z — (RS//SZ’)G is an isomorphism.
(3) Let Y = Rg/ys2’. We saw above that Z’(S")% — 2/(5},)¢ can be identified with the
canonical map

VE(S) = Y& (Sm).
Let I C G be the inertia group, let Ly = LI, H = G/I and let S* = S’/I. Denote by Z! =

Rg /st 2. It is smooth over S* ([3], Proposmon 7.6/5) as well as Z; := (2*)! ([10], Proposition
3.4). Let T be an S-scheme with trivial action of G. Then

ZNT x5 8% = (2'(T x5 8" = (Z,(T x5 )
Let 25 = Z1/H. By (2), 25 is smooth over S and (Z1(T x5 S))# = Z5(T). Thus Z'(T x5
S"G = Z5(T). As Of is henselian and Z; is smooth, Z5(S) — Z2(S,,) is surjective and (3) is
proved.
(4) Applying (2) to Spec L — Spec K, we see that Zx is smooth over K and (V%)x =

(Vi) = Zk. Our statement then results from Elkik’s approximation theorem ([11], Corollaire
1, page 567) and the identity Y& (T') = Z/(T xg S')¢ for all S-schemes T . O

REMARK 8.2. Keep the notation of Proposition 811
(i) If K is henselian, L/K is tamely ramified and Z’ is smooth, it is probably true that the
canonical map

2'(01)% — 2'(Spec(Or, /7T OL))“

is surjective for all m > 0. Note that the right-hand side is not Z’(S’)€.
(ii) The constants mg,ro inBI(4) depend on the scheme Z’. When the latter is smooth over
S, it is probably true that one can find bounds mg, o depending only on vk (D).

Next we give an explicit bound on the constants mg, o of Bl (4) for abelian varieties.
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PROPOSITION 8.3. Suppose K is complete with char(K) =0 and residue characteristic
p>0. Let h = 2[vg (D k)| and let

vk (p)
p—1°
(m >0ifp=0.) Let A be an abelian variety over K and let A’ be its Néron model over Oy,.

Then for any G-equivariant section t,, € A'(Or /7™F1O1)¢ of A, there exists a G-equivariant
section in A'(O)% = A(K) whose image in A'(Or /7™ *+'="Op) coincides with that of t,,.

m+1>h+ovg(p) —1+

Proof. Let A’ be the formal group over Op, attached to A’. Let r be the smallest integer
> h/vk(p). For all integers n > rvg (p) > 0, we have a canonical commutative diagram with
exact horizontal lines

0 A(7m0Oy) A(Op) A(OL /7Oy

L |

0—— :4\’(7T"p7"(’)1:) e .A/(OL) e .A/(OL/TI'npﬂ"OL) —0.

0

Taking Galois cohomology, we get
A(0L)C A (O /7"0L)¢ ——— HY(G, A'(z"OL))

| -

A(0L)¢ ——= A(Op/7"p~"OL)¢ —=HY(G, A (x"p~"OL)).

So it is enough to show that f,, =0 when n > rvg(p) + vk (p)/(p — 1). By general results
on the formal groups of abelian varieties (see [19], §1, [13], Theorem 1, or [28], §2.4, p. 196),
A'(7*Oy) is canonically isomorphic to 7¢Oy, for all £ > v (p)/(p — 1). So the canonical map
fn.r can be identified with the multiplication-by-p” map on H!(G,Op). This is the zero map
by Proposition [3.612), thus f,, = 0. As rvg (p) < h + vk (p) — 1, the proposition is proved. [J

COROLLARY 8.4. Let K, K, be henselian discrete valuation fields. Let E, E,, L, L,,G and
W', W! be as at the beginning of §i
(1) Let €, €, be the unit sections of W/, W! respectively. Then there exists an integer r such

that for any m > r, if there are compatible G-equivariant isomorphisms
O : OL,m =~ OLO,mv fm : W':n ~ Wé,m’
then there exists a G-equivariant isomorphism Wy, . ~W, .
isomorphism Op, m—r =~ OL, m-r and which maps €, . to €, ,,_,.
(2) Suppose that K is complete of characteristic 0. Then one can take r = 2[vk (D k)]
provided m satisfies the inequality of Proposition

compatible with the

Proof. The image of €, by f.' is a G-equivariant section of W;,. Let r be the

maximum of mq, ro given in Proposition BI] (4). Then f.1, (¢, .. .) € W), _(OLm—,) lifts
to a G-invariant section a € W/(Op). Let ¢ : W — W’ be the translation by a. This is
a G-equivariant isomorphism, and the composition fu,—potm—r: Wy, . =W, is an

isomorphism compatible with Or, y— >~ OL,, m—r, and taking €, _,. to €, ,,_,.. This proves (1).

To prove (2), it is enough to notice that the smooth locus of W’ is the neutral component of £’.
As €, . is contained in the smooth locus, we have f,, ' (¢, ) C £,(OLm). ByB3, L (€ )

o,m o,m—r

lifts to a section in £'(OL)¢ € W (OL)¢. The proof is then achieved as in Part (1). O
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