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ON PRIMITIVE ELEMENTS OF ALGEBRAIC FUNCTION FIELDS AND

MODELS OF X0(N)

IVA KODRNJA AND GORAN MUIĆ

Abstract. This paper is a continuation of our previous works where we study maps from
X0(N), N ≥ 1, into P2 constructed via modular forms of the same weight and criteria that
such a map is birational (see [12]). In the present paper our approach is based on the theory
of primitive elements in finite separable field extensions. We prove that in most of the cases
the constructed maps are birational. We consider particular cases and their equations in P2.

1. Introduction

Let H be the complex upper half-plane with the SL2(R)-invariant hyperbolic measure
defined by dxdy/y2, where the coordinates on H are written as z = x +

√
−1y, y > 0. Let

Γ be a Fuchsian group of the first kind [7, Section 1.7, page 28]. By a theorem of Siegel [7,
Theorem 1.9.1], a discrete subgroup Γ of SL2(R) is a Fuchsian group of the first kind if and
only if the hyperbolic volume of the quotient Γ \ H is finite:

∫∫

Γ\H
dxdy
y2

< ∞. Examples of

such groups are the important modular groups such as SL2(Z) and its congruence subgroups
Γ0(N), Γ1(N), and Γ(N) [7, Section 4.2].

The quotient Γ\H can be compactified by adding a finite number of Γ-orbits of points in
R∪ {∞} called cusps of Γ and we obtain a compact Riemann surface which will be denoted
by RΓ. As it is an irreducible complete smooth algebraic curve, we are interested in finding
its plane realizations. Various aspects of modular curves has been studied in [1], [2], [3], [4],
[9], [11], [15] and [18]. We continue the approach presented in [10], [12], and [5], and start by
introducing the notation and briefly repeat some results from [12]. In the present paper our
approach is based on the theory of primitive elements in finite separable field extensions (see
[20], and [19, Section 6.10]). We especially rely on the theory and criteria for birationality
developed in [12].

Assume that Γ has at least one cusp. Let g(Γ) be the genus of RΓ. For m ≥ 2 an even
integer, let Mm(Γ) (resp., Sm(Γ)) be the space of (resp. cuspidal) modular forms of weight
m for Γ. Assume dimMm(Γ) ≥ 3. Let f, g, h be three linearly independent modular forms
in Mm(Γ). Then, we define a holomorphic map RΓ → P2 by

(1-1) az 7−→ (f(z) : g(z) : h(z)).

Since RΓ has a canonical structure of complex projective irreducible algebraic curve, this
map can be regarded as a regular map between projective varieties. Consequently, the image
is an irreducible projective curve which we denote by C(f, g, h).
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2 IVA KODRNJA AND GORAN MUIĆ

The degree d(f, g, h) of the map (1-1) is by definition the degree of the field extension of
the fields of rational functions:

C (C(f, g, h)) ⊂ C (RΓ) .

This number is studied in [12] in great detail. The main result of [12] and its proof give a
fairly detailed description of d(f, g, h) [12, Theorem 1-4]. In order to recall that result we
introduce more notation.

We recall the notion of the divisor of f ∈ Mm(Γ), f 6= 0 (see [7, Section 2.3], or Section
2 in this paper). For each a ∈ RΓ, we may define the multiplicity νa(f) of f at a. The
multiplicity νa(f) is a non-negative rational number, and, for all but finitely many points
a ∈ RΓ, νa(f) = 0. We may define the divisor of f as follows: div(f) =

∑

a∈RΓ
νa(f)a. The

degree of this divisor is given by

deg(div(f))
def
=
∑

a∈RΓ

νa(f) =
m

4π

∫∫

Γ\H

dxdy

y2
.

If −1 ∈ Γ and Γ is a subgroup of finite index in SL2(Z), then the right-hand side is given
by the following well-known expression: m

12
[SL2(Z) : Γ].

Now, [12, Theorem 1-4] gives the following equality:

d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) = m

4π

∫∫

Γ\H

dxdy

y2
−
∑

a∈RΓ

min (νa(f), νa(g), νa(h)).

Here, deg C(f, g, h) is the degree of the reduced homogeneous equation defining C(f, g, h) in
P2.

In [12, Corollary 1.5], this was further refined as follows (recall that m ≥ 2 is even):

(1-2)

d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) =










dimMm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1−
∑

a∈RΓ
min

(

c′f(a), c
′
g(a), c

′
h(a)

)

,

dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1− ǫm −
∑

a∈RΓ
min (cf(a), cg(a), ch(a)),

if f, g, h ∈ Sm(Γ),

where ǫ2 = 1 and ǫm = 0 for m even, m ≥ 4. Here, for example, c′f denotes the integral
effective divisor onRΓ obtained from div(f) by subtracting necessary contributions at elliptic
points, and, in addition, if f ∈ Sm(Γ), then we subtract necessary contribution from c′f at
cusps, to get a divisor cf . Details are standard, and they can be found in (see [12, Lemma
2.2], or Lemma 2-2 in this paper).

We need the following definition before we state the main result of the paper:

Definition 1-3. Let W ⊂ Mm(Γ) be a non-zero linear subspace. Then, we say that W
determines the field of rational functions C(RΓ) if dimW ≥ 2, and there exists a basis
f0, . . . , fs−1 of W , such that C(RΓ) is generated over C by the quotients fi/f0, 1 ≤ i ≤ s−1.

Clearly, this notion does not depend on the choice of the basis used. Also, it is equivalent
to the fact that the holomorphic map RΓ −→ Ps−1 given by az 7→ (f0(z) : · · · : fs−1(z)) is
birational onto its image in Ps−1.
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For example, if dimSm(Γ) ≥ max (g(Γ) + 2, 3), then we can take W = Sm(Γ) by general
theory of algebraic curves [10, Corollary 3.4]. We recall that RΓ is hyperelliptic if g(Γ) ≥ 2,
and there is a degree two map onto P1. By general theory [8, Chapter VII, Proposition 1.10],
if g(Γ) = 2, then RΓ is hyperelliptic. If RΓ is not hyperelliptic, then dimS2(Γ) = g(Γ) ≥ 3,
and we can take W = S2(Γ) using the fact that the holomorphic map RΓ −→ Pg(Γ)−1

attached to a canonical divisor is an isomorphism (and in particular birational equivalence)
onto its image [8, Chapter VII, Proposition 2.1], and the possibility to interpret cuspidal
forms in S2(Γ) as holomorphic 1-forms on RΓ [7, Theorem 2.3.2].

Now, the first main result of the present paper is the following theorem:

Theorem 1-4. Assume that m ≥ 2 is an even integer. Let W ⊂ Mm(Γ), dimW ≥ 3, be
a subspace which determines the field of rational functions C(RΓ) (see Definition 1-3). Let
f, g ∈ W be linearly independent. Then there exists a non-empty Zariski open set U ⊂ W
such that for any h ∈ U we have the following:

a) f, g, and h are linearly independent;
b) RΓ is birationally equivalent to C(f, g, h) via the map (1-1).

Moreover, for each h ∈ U , the degree of C(f, g, h) is given by (1-2) with d(f, g, h) = 1.

We prove Theorem 1-4 in Section 3. For ”generic” modular form h stated in Theorem 1-4,
the degree is always given by

deg C(f, g, h) =
{

dimMm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1,

dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1− ǫm, if f, g, h ∈ Sm(Γ).

This was proved in Corollary 3-7. But as the referee suggested, the degree can be significantly
lowered as we demonstrated by various results and examples in Section 5.

In Section 4 we prove the following corollary of Theorem 1-4. We recall that g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 2
unless

{

N ∈ {1− 10, 12, 13, 16, 18, 25} when g(Γ0(N)) = 0, and

N ∈ {11, 14, 15, 17, 19− 21, 24, 27, 32, 36, 49} when g(Γ0(N)) = 1.

Let g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 2. Then, we remark that Ogg [13] has determined all X0(N) which are
hyperelliptic curves. In view of Ogg’s paper, we see that X0(N) is not hyperelliptic for
N ∈ {34, 38, 42, 43, 44, 45, 51− 58, 60− 70} or N ≥ 72. This implies g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 3.

Corollary 1-5. Let m ≥ 2 be an even integer. Assume that one of the following holds:

(A) g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 1, and m ≥ 4 (if N 6= 11) or m ≥ 6 (if N = 11);
(B) X0(N) is not hyperelliptic, and m = 2.

(In either case, dimSm(Γ0(N)) ≥ 3.) Let f, g ∈ Sm(Γ0(N)) be linearly independent with
integral q-expansions. Then, there exists infinitely many h ∈ Sm(Γ0(N)) with integral q–
expansion such that we have the following:

(i) X0(N) is birationally equivalent to C(f, g, h) via the map (1-1), and
(ii) the reduced equation of C(f, g, h) has integral coefficients up to a multiplication by a

non-zero constant in C.
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Examples and improvements to Corollary 1-5 are included in Section 5 as we already
mentioned above.

The rest of the paper is based on the other practical use of Theorem 1-4. The proof of
Theorem 1-4 essentially is about the theoretical construction of primitive elements in the
finite field extension C(g/f) ⊂ C(RΓ). Methods used in the proofs of Theorem 1-4 and its
Corollary 3-7 are great theoretical tools, but not fertile result-wise. Therefore, we looked for
methods of determining primitive elements in a more direct way.

In Section 6 we discuss the special case of Theorem 1-4 when dimW = 4. The approach
is based on estimates based on the Primitive Element Theorem of finite separable field
extensions in the form stated in [19, Section 6.10] adapted to our case via general Lemma
6-2, and estimates on absolute values of roots of polynomials (see Lemma 6-5), one of them
is Mahler’s estimate [6]. The main results are Propositions 6-6 and 6-7. Proposition 6-6 is a
general result, and Proposition 6-7 is a nice example for W = S4(Γ0(14)). The application
of Proposition 6-7 is given by Corollary 6-8

In Section 7 we adapt to our case the trial method, commonly used in the cases of algebraic
number fields, [20], where an element that is chosen from a certain subset of the field extension
is tested for being primitive. We present a very efficient algorithm for computing model of
X0(N) when X0(N) is not hyperelliptic and g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 4. We use W = S2(Γ0(N)). As an
example, we consider the case X0(72).

We would like to thank the referee for suggestions on improvements of our results and
methods.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we recall necessary facts about modular forms and their divisors [7]. Let H
be the upper half–plane. Then the group SL2(R) acts on H as follows:

g.z =
az + b

cz + d
, g =

(

a b
c d

)

∈ SL2(R).

We let j(g, z) = cz + d. The function j satisfies the cocycle identity:

(2-1) j(gg′, z) = j(g, g′.z)j(g′, z).

Next, the SL2(R)–invariant measure on H is defined by dxdy/y2, where the coordinates
on H are written in a usual way z = x+

√
−1y, y > 0. A discrete subgroup Γ ⊂ SL2(R) is

called a Fuchsian group of the first kind if
∫∫

Γ\H

dxdy

y2
<∞.

Then, adding a finite number of points in R ∪ {∞}, called cusps, FΓ can be compactified.
In this way we obtain a compact Riemann surface RΓ. One of the most important examples
are the groups

Γ0(N) =

{(

a b
c d

)

∈ SL2(Z); c ≡ 0 (mod N)

}

, N ≥ 1.

We write X0(N) for RΓ0(N).
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Let Γ be a Fuchsian group of the first kind. Let m ≥ 2 be an even integer. We consider the
spaceMm(Γ) (resp., Sm(Γ)) of all modular (resp., cuspidal) forms of weight m. We also need
the following obvious property: for f, g ∈Mm(Γ), g 6= 0, the quotient f/g is a meromorphic
function on RΓ.

Next, we recall from [7, Section 2.3] some notions related to the theory of divisors of
modular forms of even weight m ≥ 2 and state a preliminary result.

Letm ≥ 2 be an even integer and f ∈Mm(Γ)−{0}. Then, νz−ξ(f) denotes the order of the
holomorphic function f at ξ. For each γ ∈ Γ, the functional equation f(γ.z) = j(γ, z)mf(z),
z ∈ H, shows that νz−ξ(f) = νz−ξ′(f) where ξ

′ = γ.ξ. Also, if we let

eξ = #(Γξ/Γ ∩ {±1}) ,
then eξ = eξ′, where Γξ is the stabilizer of ξ in Γ. The point ξ ∈ H is elliptic if eξ > 1. Next,
following [7, Section 2.3], we define

νξ(f) = νz−ξ(f)/eξ.

Clearly, νξ = νξ′, and we may let

νaξ(f) = νξ(f),

where

aξ ∈ RΓ is the projection of ξ to RΓ,

a notation we use throughout this paper.
If x ∈ R∪{∞} is a cusp for Γ, then we define νx(f) as follows. Let σ ∈ SL2(R) such that

σ.x = ∞. We write

{±1}σΓxσ
−1 = {±1}

{(

1 lh′

0 1

)

; l ∈ Z

}

,

where h′ > 0. Then we write the Fourier expansion of f at x as follows:

(f |mσ−1)(σ.z) =
∞
∑

n=0

ane
2π

√
−1nσ.z/h′

.

We let

νx(f) = l ≥ 0,

where l is defined by a0 = a1 = · · · = al−1 = 0, al 6= 0. One easily see that this definition
does not depend on σ. Also, if x′ = γ.x, then νx′(f) = νx(f). Hence, if bx ∈ RΓ is a cusp
corresponding to x, then we may define

νbx(f) = νx(f).

Put

div(f) =
∑

a∈RΓ

νa(f)a ∈ Q⊗ Div(RΓ),

where Div(RΓ) is the group of (integral) divisors on RΓ.
Using [7, Section 2.3], this sum is finite i.e., νa(f) 6= 0 for only a finitely many points. We

let

deg(div(f)) =
∑

a∈RΓ

νa(f).
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Let di ∈ Q⊗Div(RΓ), i = 1, 2. Then we say that d1 ≥ d2 if their difference d1−d2 belongs
to Div(RΓ) and is non-negative in the usual sense.

Lemma 2-2. Assume that m ≥ 2 is an even integer. Assume that f ∈ Mm(Γ), f 6= 0. Let
t be the number of inequivalent cusps for Γ. Then we have the following:

(i) For a ∈ RΓ, we have νa(f) ≥ 0.
(ii) For a cusp a ∈ RΓ, we have that νa(f) ≥ 0 is an integer.
(iii) If a ∈ RΓ is not an elliptic point or a cusp, then νa(f) ≥ 0 is an integer. If a ∈ RΓ

is an elliptic point, then νa(f)− m
2
(1− 1/ea) is an integer.

(iv) Let g(Γ) be the genus of RΓ. Then

deg(div(f)) = m(g(Γ)− 1) +
m

2

(

t+
∑

a∈RΓ, elliptic

(1− 1/ea)

)

=
m

4π

∫∫

Γ\H

dxdy

y2
.

(v) Let [x] denote the largest integer ≤ x for x ∈ R. Then

dimSm(Γ) =















(m− 1)(g(Γ)− 1) + (m
2
− 1)t+

∑

a∈RΓ,
elliptic

[

m
2
(1− 1/ea)

]

,

if m ≥ 4,

g(Γ), if m = 2.

dimMm(Γ) =

{

dimSm(Γ) + t, if m ≥ 4, or m = 2 and t = 0,

dimSm(Γ) + t− 1 = g(Γ) + t− 1, if m = 2 and t ≥ 1.

(vi) Let c′f be defined by

c
′
f =div(f)−

∑

a∈RΓ, elliptic

(m

2
(1− 1/ea)−

[m

2
(1− 1/ea)

])

a.

Then c′f is an integral effective divisor of degree
{

dimMm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1, if m ≥ 4, or m = 2 and t ≥ 1,

2(g(Γ)− 1), if m = 2 and t = 0
.

(vii) Assume that f ∈ Sm(Γ). Then, the integral divisor defined by cf
def
= c′f −

∑

b∈RΓ,
cusp

b

satisfies cf ≥ 0 and its degree is given by
{

dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1; if m ≥ 4,

2(g(Γ)− 1); if m = 2.

Proof. The claims (i)–(v) are standard [7, Sections 2.3, 2.4, 2.5]. The claim (vi) follows from
(iii), (iv), and (v) (see [9, Lemma 4-1]). Finally, (vii) follows from (vi). �
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3. The proof of Theorem 1-4 and a Corollary

We begin the proof of Theorem 1-4 with the following lemma:

Lemma 3-1. Assume that m ≥ 2 is an integer. Let W ⊂Mm(Γ), dimW ≥ 3, be a subspace
which determines the field of rational functions C(RΓ) (see Definition 1-3). Let f, g ∈ W be
linearly independent. Then, there exists a non-empty Zariski open set U ⊂ W such that for
h ∈ U we have the following:

a) f, g, and h are linearly independent;
b) the field of rational functions C(RΓ) is generated over C by g/f and h/f .

Proof. We select a basis f0, . . . , fs−1 of W such that f = f0 and g = f1. By the assumption
on W , the field of rational functions C(RΓ) is generated over C by all fi/f0, 1 ≤ i ≤ s. We
let

K = C(f1/f0),

and

L = C(RΓ) = C(f1/f0, . . . , fs−1/f0) = K(f2/f0, . . . , fs−1/f0).

Since L has transcendence degree 1 over C, f2/f0, . . . , fs−1/f0 are all algebraic over K. Thus,
the field L is a finite algebraic extension of K. It is also obviously separable.

Lemma 3-2. There exists (λ2, . . . , λs−1) ∈ Cs−2 such that (λ2f2+· · ·+λs−1fs−1)/f0 generates
L over K i.e.,

L = K((λ2f2 + · · ·+ λs−1fs−1)/f0) = C(f1/f0, (λ2f2 + · · ·+ λs−1fs−1)/f0).

Proof. Since C is a subfield of K, this follows using a variant of a proof of Primitive Element
Theorem given by [19, Section 6.10] (see also the second paragraph in Section 6). �

Now, we explain a systematic way to get them all. Let us fix an algebraic closure K
of K containing L. We consider the polynomial ring K[X ] in variable X . For x ∈ L, we
define a K–linear endomorphism Tx(y) = xy, and attach usual invariants from elementary
Linear algebra: the minimal polynomial, say µ(X, x) ∈ K[X ], and characteristic polynomial
k(X, x) = det (X · IdL − Tx) ∈ K[X ], where IdL is identity on L. The degree of k(X, x) is
[L : K].

By elementary field theory, µ(X, x) is also a unique monic irreducible polynomial of x
over K. Therefore, the roots in K of µ(X, x) are all simple. Also, by elementary Linear
algebra, µ(X, x) and k(X, x) have the same set of roots in K, and the multiplicity of each
root of µ(X, x) is less than or equal to the multiplicity of the same root in k(X, x). This
immediately implies

Lemma 3-3. Let x ∈ L. Then, L = K(x) if and only if all roots in K of k(X, x) are simple.

Proof. By elementary field theory, L = K(x) if and only if the degree of µ(X, x) is [L : K]. By
above discussion, this is equivalent to the fact that µ(X, x) = k(X, x) since both polynomials
are monic, and µ(X, x) divides k(X, x) . Again, by above considerations, this is equivalent
to the fact that all roots in K of k(X, x) are simple. �
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For (λ2, . . . , λs−1) ∈ Cs−2, we consider the characteristic polynomial

P (X, λ2, . . . , λs−1)
def
= k (X, (λ2f2 + · · ·+ λs−1fs−1) /f0) .

The discriminant R of P (X, λ2, . . . , λs−1) with respect to X i.e., the resultant with respect to
the variable X of the polynomial P (X, λ2, . . . , λs−1) and its derivative ∂

∂X
P (X, λ2, . . . , λs−1)

is a polynomial in λ2, . . . , λs−1 with coefficients in K. We remark that the degree of
P (X, λ2, . . . , λs−1) is [L : K] ≥ 2, and of ∂

∂X
P (X, λ2, . . . , λs−1) is [L : K] − 1 ≥ 1. Conse-

quently, both depend on X as it is required in the definition of the resultant.

Lemma 3-4. The discriminant R is not identically equal to zero. Moreover, for (λ2, . . . , λs−1) ∈
Cs−2, R(λ2, . . . , λs−1) 6= 0 if and only if (λ2f2 + · · ·+ λs−1fs−1)/f0 generates L over K

Proof. The last claim follows from Lemma 3-3 and above definition of R. The first claim
follows from the last, and Lemma 3-2. �

Still, the discriminant is a polynomial in variables λ2, . . . , λs−1 with coefficients in K. We
recall that elements of the field K are rational functions on RΓ. So, to obtain a polynomial
with coefficients in C, we write P for the (finite) set of all poles of all non–zero coefficients
of R. Then, for a ∈ RΓ \P, R(λ2, . . . , λs−1)(a) is a polynomial in variables λ2, . . . , λs−1 with
coefficients in C. Obviously, for (λ2, . . . , λs−1) ∈ Cs−2, R(λ2, . . . , λs−1) 6= 0 is equivalent to
the fact that there exists a ∈ RΓ \ P such that R(λ2, . . . , λs−1)(a) 6= 0. Thus, the condition

(3-5) R(λ2, . . . , λs−1) 6= 0

defines a Zariski open set in Cs−2.
Also, by Lemma 3-3, if (λ2, . . . , λs−1) belongs to that Zariski open set, then

h
def
= λ2f2 + · · ·+ λs−1fs−1 ∈ Cf2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Cfs−1

generates L over K. It does not affect the thing if we enlarge h to be

h = λ0f0 + λ1f1 + λ2f2 + · · ·+ λs−1fs−1,

where λ0, λ1 are arbitrary complex numbers. This means that h can be selected from the
Zariski open subset of W given by (3-5) in coordinates

W = Cf0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Cfs−1.

We consider the discriminant R as a polynomial of all variables λ0, . . . , λs−1 but which does
not depend on the first two variables. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Now, in order to complete the proof of Theorem 1-4, we need to prove the formula for
the degree of C(f, g, h). But, since by Lemma 3-1 the curve C(f, g, h) is birational to RΓ,
we have d(f, g, h) = 1 as explained in the introduction. Finally, the formula for the degree
follows from [12] as we explained in the introduction before the statement of Theorem 1-4.

In the following corollary to Theorem 1-4 we need the next definition.

Definition 3-6. Assume that m ≥ 2 is an even integer. Let W ⊂ Mm(Γ), W 6= 0, be a
linear subspace. We say that W is a base-point-free if one of the following holds:

(i) W 6⊂ Sm(Γ), and, for each a ∈ RΓ, there exists f ∈ W , f 6= 0, such that c′f(a) = 0
(see Lemma 2-2 (vi) for notation), or
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(ii) W ⊂ Sm(Γ), and, for each a ∈ RΓ, there exists f ∈ W , f 6= 0, such that cf(a) = 0
(see Lemma 2-2 (vii) for notation).

For example, dimSm(Γ) ≥ max (g(Γ) + 2, 3), which implies m ≥ 4, then we can take W =
Sm(Γ) by general theory of algebraic curves (see [10, Theorem 3.3]). Also, if g(Γ) ≥ 3, then
W = S2(Γ) is a base-point-free using isomorphism of S2(Γ) with the space of holomorphic
differential forms on RΓ [7, Theorems 2.3.2 and 2.3.3], and the fact that the corresponding
canonical linear system is a base-point-free [8, Chapter VII, Lemma 1.14].

Corollary 3-7. Assume that m ≥ 2 is an even integer. Let W ⊂ Mm(Γ), dimW ≥ 3, be
a subspace which determines the field of rational functions C(RΓ) (see Definition 1-3), and
is a base-point-free (see Definition 3-6). Let f, g ∈ W be linearly independent. Then, there
exists a non-empty Zariski open set V ⊂ W such that for any h ∈ V we have the following:

(3-8) deg C(f, g, h) =
{

dimMm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1, if W 6⊂ Sm(Γ),

dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1− ǫm, if W ⊂ Sm(Γ).

Proof. We consider the case W ⊂ Sm(Γ). The other one is analogous. Let us fix a basis
f0, . . . , fs−1 of W such that f = f0 and g = f1. For f, g ∈ W , let us fix a Zariski open subset
U such that the conclusion of Theorem 1-4 holds. Since W is a base-point-free, for each
a ∈ supp(cf0), there exists ia ∈ {1, . . . , s − 1} such that a 6∈ supp(cfia ). Then, the rational
functions fi/fia are defined at a since we have the following (see Lemma 2-2 (vi)):

div

(

fi
fia

)

= div(fi)− div(fia) = cfi − cfia ,

where the rightmost is the difference of two effective divisors, so that the point a does not
belong to the divisors of poles because of a 6∈ supp(cfia ).

Now, we can form the following product of non-zero linear forms in (λ0, . . . , λs−1) ∈ Cs:

(3-9)
∏

a∈supp(cf0 )

(

λ0
f0
fia

(a) + λ1
f1
fia

(a) + · · ·+ λs−1
fs−1

fia
(a)

)

.

Let U ′ ⊂W be the Zariski open subset U ′ ⊂W consisting of all
∑s−1

i=0 λifi ∈ W such that

the product in (3-9) is not equal to zero. For
∑s−1

i=0 λifi ∈ U ′, neither of a ∈ supp(cf0) belong

to the divisor of zeros div0
(

(
∑s−1

i=0 λifi)/fia
)

of the corresponding rational function. Since
a 6∈ supp(cfia ), and

div0

(

∑s−1
i=0 λifi
fia

)

− div∞

(

∑s−1
i=0 λifi
fia

)

= div

(

∑s−1
i=0 λifi
fia

)

= c∑s−1
i=0 λifi

− cfia ,

where the rightmost expression is the difference of two effective divisors, we obtain

(3-10) a ∈ supp(cf0) =⇒ a 6∈ supp(cλ0f0+λ1f1+···+λs−1fs−1).
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Finally, we define the Zarski open subset U by V = U ∩U ′. For h defined by h =
∑s−1

i=0 λifi
in V, we have

deg C(f, g, h) = dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1− ǫm −
∑

a∈RΓ

min (cf(a), cg(a), ch(a))

by Theorem 1-4. Now, since f = f0, using (3-10), we obtain
∑

a∈RΓ

min (cf(a), cg(a), ch(a)) = 0,

proving the corollary. �

4. Proof of Corollary 1-5

In this section we use the following notation: ν∞(Γ0(N)) is the number of inequivalent
cusps, ν2(Γ0(N)) (resp., ν3(Γ0(N))) is the number of inequivalent elliptic points of order 2
(resp. 3) of the congruence subgroup Γ0(N).

We begin with the proof of Corollary 1-5 assuming that (A) holds (see the statement of
Corollary 1-5). First, we need to assure thatW = Sm(Γ0(N)) determines the field of rational
functions C(X0(N)) (see Theorem 1-4). By general theory of algebraic curves [10, Corollary
3.7], it is enough to require

dimSm(Γ0(N)) ≥ max (g(Γ0(N)) + 2, 3).

Since we assume that

g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 1,

We only need to require that

dimSm(Γ0(N)) ≥ g(Γ0(N)) + 2.

Using Lemma 2-2 (v), we obtain

dimSm(Γ0(N)) = (m− 1)(g(Γ0(N))− 1) +
(m

2
− 1
)

ν∞(Γ0(N))+

+
[m

4

]

ν2(Γ0(N)) +
[m

3

]

ν3(Γ0(N)).

By [7, Theorem 4.2.7], we have

ν∞(Γ0(N)) =
∑

d>0,d|N
φ((d,N/d)) ≥ 3

unless N is prime number in which case ν∞(Γ0(N)) = 2. Next, unless ν2(Γ0(N)) =
ν3(Γ0(N)) = 0, above formula shows that for m = 4 we have

dimS4(Γ0(N)) ≥ 3(g(Γ0(N))− 1) + 2

(

4

2
− 1

)

+ 1 = 3g(Γ0(N) ≥ g(Γ0(N)) + 2,
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since we assume that g(Γ0(N) ≥ 1. Then, for an even m ≥ 6, we have

dimSm(Γ0(N)) ≥ dim (S2(Γ0(N) · Sm−2(Γ0(N)) ≥ · · · ≥
≥ dim (S2(Γ0(N) · S4(Γ0(N)) ≥ dimS4(Γ0(N)) ≥ g(Γ0(N)) + 2.

Similarly, the same inequality holds if ν2(Γ0(N)) = ν3(Γ0(N)) = 0 but N is not a prime.
It remains to consider the case N is a prime and ν2(Γ0(N)) = ν3(Γ0(N)) = 0. In this case

dimS4(Γ0(N)) = 3g(Γ0(N))− 1 ≥ g(Γ0(N)) + 2

if and only if g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 2. It remains to consider the case N is prime, ν2(Γ0(N)) =
ν3(Γ0(N)) = 0, and g(Γ0(N)) = 1. In this case [7, Theorem 4.2.11] gives us [SL2(Z) :
Γ0(N)] = 12. Applying [7, Theorem 4.2.5], we see that ψ(N) = N + 1 = 12 since N is
prime. Hence, N = 11. In this case, we use [7, Theorem 4.2.5] to check that we indeed have
ν2(Γ0(11)) = ν3(Γ0(11)) = 0 and g(Γ0(11)) = 1. This gives us dimS4(Γ0(11)) = 2 and

dimS6(Γ0(11)) = 4 > 3 = g(Γ0(6)) + 2.

Again, for an even m ≥ 8, we have

dimSm(Γ0(11)) ≥ dim (S2(Γ0(11) · Sm−2(Γ0(11)) ≥ · · · ≥
≥ dim (S2(Γ0(11) · S6(Γ0(11)) ≥ dimS6(Γ0(11)) ≥ g(Γ0(11)) + 2.

Above considerations show that we can apply Theorem 1-4. Next, by Eichler–Shimura
theory [14, Theorem 3.5.2], for each even integer m ≥ 2 the space of cusp forms Sm(Γ0(N))
has a basis as a complex vector space consisting of forms which have integral q–expansions.
So, if we have f, g ∈ Sm(Γ0(N)) with integral coefficients in their q–expansions, then we can
select infinitely many h which also have integral coefficients in their q–expansions in the set
U for f and g (see Theorem 1-4). This is because Zl is Zariski dense in Cl for any l ≥ 1.
This proves (i).

In order to prove (ii), we write a reduced equation of C(f, g, h) as follows:
P =

∑

α=(α1,α2,α3)∈Z3
≥0

|α|def= α1+α2+α3=l

aαx
α1
0 x

α2
1 x

α3
2 ,

where x0, x1, and x2 are variables, coefficients aα ∈ C, and

l = deg C(f, g, h).
Next, since f, g, h ∈ Sm(Γ0(N)), we have that

fα1gα2hα3 ∈ Slm(Γ0(N)),

and those forms have integral q–expansions for all α ∈ Z3
≥0 such that |α| = l. Let us write

their q–expansions as follows:

fα1(z)gα2(z)hα3(z) =

∞
∑

n=1

bαnq
n.

Then,
P (f(z), g(z), h(z)) = 0, for all z ∈ H
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is equivalent to an infinite system of homogeneous equations for coefficients aα given by

∑

α=(α1,α2,α3)∈Z3
≥0

|α|def= α1+α2+α3=l

bαnaα = 0, n ≥ 1.

By elementary theory of algebraic curves, this homogeneous system has, up to a multipli-
cation by a non-zero constant in C, unique solution in complex numbers for coefficients aα.
By the theory of homogeneous systems, this means that its rank is l− 1. But coefficients bαn
are all integers, and the system has rank l−1. This means that the homogeneous system has,
up to multiplication by a non-zero constant in Q, unique solution in integers for coefficients
aα. This proves (ii). This completes the proof of Corollary 1-5.

The proof of Corollary 1-5 assuming (B) is very similar. First, we have

dimS2(Γ0(N)) = g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 3.

Also, since X0(N) is not hyperelliptic, W = S2(Γ0(N)) determines the field of rational
functions C(X0(N)) by general theory of algebraic curves [8, Chapter VII.2, Proposition
2.1]. Now, we complete the proof in the same way as we completed the proof of Corollary
1-5 assuming (A).

5. Examples and Improvements

In this section we give examples of equations of the corresponding curves using SAGE and
compute degrees. It is demonstrated how useful is the theory developed in [12] especially
the test for birational equivalence stated in the Introduction of [12].

The following example came out from the remarks of the referee. The q–expansions are
computed using SAGE.

Proposition 5-1. Consider three linearly independent forms from the four dimensional space
S4(Γ0(14)) of cusp forms of weight four for Γ0(14):

f = q2 − 2q5 − 2q6 + q7 − 6q8 + 12q10 + 4q11 + 2q13 − 5q14 + 4q15 + 10q16 + · · · ,
g = q3 − q5 − 2q6 − q7 − 4q8 + 6q9 + 10q10 − 6q11 + 4q12 − 3q13 − 2q14 + · · · ,
h = q4 − 2q5 + q7 + q8 − 4q10 + 4q11 − 2q12 + 2q13 + 2q14 + 4q15 − 5q16 + · · · .

Then, the map (1-1) is a birational equivalence of X0(14) and C(f, g, h). Moreover, deg C(f, g, h) =
3.

Proof. Let a∞ be the Γ0(14)–orbit of the cusp ∞. Since the forms have at least double zero
at a∞, and f has exactly double zero, we have

∑

a∈X0(14)

min (cf(a), cg(a), ch(a)) ≥ min (cf (a∞), cg(a∞), ch(a∞)) = 1.

Now, in view of (1-2), we have

(5-2) 1 ≤ d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ dimS4(Γ0(14)) + g(Γ0(14))− 1− ǫ4 − 1 = 3
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since
g(Γ0(14)) = 1.

Using (5-2), we must have
deg C(f, g, h) ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

But deg C(f, g, h) = 1 means that C(f, g, h) is a line which is clearly impossible since
f, g, and h are linearly independent. The case deg C(f, g, h) = 2 means that C(f, g, h) is an
irreducible conic. Using

2d(f, g, h) = d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ 3,

we must have
d(f, g, h) = 1

This means that X0(14) is birationally equivalent to the conic C(f, g, h). But irreducible
conic is non-singular. This means that X0(14) isomorphic to a conic. This is a contradiction
since conic has genus 0 while X0(14) has genus 1.

Thus, deg C(f, g, h) = 3. Consequently, d(f, g, h) = 1 proving the proposition. �

We were also informed by the referee that

g3 + 3h3 + f 2h− fg2 + gh2 + fgh = 0.

We remark that Proposition 5-1 implies that the polynomial

(5-3) P = x31 + 3x32 + x20x2 − x0x
2
1 + x1x

2
2 + x0x1x2.

is irreducible. The equation has been computed using SAGE.

Using other three elements of the basis for S4(Γ0(14)) we obtain the following result:

Proposition 5-4. Consider three linearly independent forms from the four dimensional space
S4(Γ0(14)) of cusp forms of weight four for Γ0(14):

f = q − 2q5 − 4q6 − q7 + 8q8 − 11q9 − 12q10 + 12q11 + 8q12 + 38q13 · · · ,
g = q2 − 2q5 − 2q6 + q7 − 6q8 + 12q10 + 4q11 + 2q13 − 5q14 + 4q15 + · · · ,
h = q3 − q5 − 2q6 − q7 − 4q8 + 6q9 + 10q10 − 6q11 + 4q12 − 3q13 + · · · .

Then, the map (1-1) is a birational equivalence of X0(14) and C(f, g, h). Moreover, deg C(f, g, h) =
4.

Proof. This case is different that previous one since now f does not have a double zero at
a∞. Consequently, we do not know anything about

∑

a∈X0(14)

min (cf (a), cg(a), ch(a))

besides it is ≥ 0. Now, in view of (1-2), we have

1 ≤ d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ dimS4(Γ0(14)) + g(Γ0(14))− 1− ǫ4 − 1 = 4.
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This implies that
deg C(f, g, h) ≤ 4.

Using SAGE we compute that P (f, g, h) = 0, where

(5-5)
P = −3x20x

2
1 − 6x0x

3
1 − 4x41 + 3x30x2 + 6x20x1x2 − 3x0x

2
1x2 − 2x31x2+

+ 10x20x
2
2 + 2x0x1x

2
2 − 21x21x

2
2 + 23x0x

3
2 + 16x1x

3
2 + 11x42.

Also, using SAGE system, we checked that this polynomial is irreducible. Hence,

deg C(f, g, h) = 4.

Consequently, we have

4d(f, g, h) = d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ 4.

Hence, we have
d(f, g, h) = 1.

This proves the proposition. �

Proposition 5-6. Let N ≥ 1 such that g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 3. Then, there exists f, g, and h linearly
independent in S2(Γ0(N)) such that d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ g(Γ0(N)) + 1. In particular,
deg C(f, g, h) ≤ g(Γ0(N)) + 1. Moreover, if (g(Γ0(N)) + 1) /2 < deg C(f, g, h), then X0(N)
is birational to C(f, g, h) via the map (1-1).

Proof. We use standard elementary argument (see for example [9, Lemma 4.3]). We let

(5-7) Wi = {f ∈ S2(Γ0(N)); f = 0 or νa∞(f) ≥ i} ,
for all i ≥ 1. Then, all Wi are linear subspaces of S2(Γ0(N)). Moreover,

S2(Γ0(N) = W1 ⊃W2 ⊃ W3 ⊃ · · · ,
whereWi =Wi+1, orWi+1 is of codimension one inWi for all i ≥ 1. Now, since dimS2(Γ0(N)) =
g(Γ0(N)), by counting dimensions, we see that

dimWg(Γ0(N))−2 ≥ 3

Let us select linearly independent f, g, h ∈ Wg(Γ0(N))−2. Then, we obtain
∑

a∈X0(N)

min (cf(a), cg(a), ch(a)) ≥ min (cf(a∞), cg(a∞), ch(a∞)) ≥ g(Γ0(N))− 3.

Finally, we have (see (1-2))

d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) = 2g(Γ0(N))− 2−
∑

a∈X0(N)

min (cf(a), cg(a), ch(a)) =

≤ 2g(Γ0(N))− 2− (g(Γ0(N))− 3) = g(Γ0(N)) + 1.

This proves the first claim of the proposition. Other claims follow from this immediately. �

We give the following corollaries to Proposition 5-6:
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Corollary 5-8. Let N = 63. Then, g(Γ0(63)) = 5. A computation of the basis of S2(Γ0(63))
in SAGE implies that the basis of W3 (see (5-7)) is given by

f
def
= q3 − q6 + q9 − q12 − 2q15 − q18 − q21 + 3q24 + · · · ,

g
def
= q4 + q7 − 4q10 + 2q13 − 2q16 − 4q19 + 5q22 + · · · ,

h
def
=2q5 − q8 − 3q11 − q14 + 2q17 + q23 + · · · .

The curve X0(63) is birational to the curve C(f, g, h) via the map (1-1). The curve the
curve C(f, g, h) has degree deg C(f, g, h) = g(Γ0(N))+ 1 = 6, and it is defined via irreducible
polynomial

−2x40x
2
1 − x0x

5
1 + x50x2 + 2x20x

3
1x2 + x30x1x

2
2 − x41x

2
2 + 3x0x

2
1x

3
2 − 3x20x

4
2

Proof. The equation of the curve is computed in SAGE. Except indicated computations in
SAGE, the claim follows from Proposition 5-6. �

Corollary 5-9. Let N = 93. Then, g(Γ0(93)) = 9. A computation of the basis of S2(Γ0(93))
in SAGE implies that the basis of W7 (see (5-7)) is given by

f
def
= q7 + q8 + 2q9 − 4q10 − q11 + 2q12 + 3q13 − · · · ,

g
def
=2q8 + 2q9 − 6q10 + 3q12 + 5q13 − 4q14 − 6q15 − · · · ,

h
def
=4q9 − 4q10 − 3q11 − q12 + q13 − 3q15 + 2q16 + · · · .

The curve X0(93) is birational to the curve C(f, g, h) via the map (1-1). The curve C(f, g, h)
has degree deg C(f, g, h) = g(Γ0(N)) + 1 = 10, and it is defined via irreducible polynomial

−30000x80x
2
1 + 172400x70x

3
1 − · · ·+ 14065x0x

9
2 + 355x1x

9
2 − 1825x102 .

Proof. The equation of the curve is computed in SAGE. Except indicated computations in
SAGE, the claim follows from Proposition 5-6. �

Corollary 5-10. Let N = 110. Then, g(Γ0(110)) = 15. A computation of the basis of
S2(Γ0(93)) in SAGE implies that the basis of W13 (see (5-7)) is given by

f
def
= q13 + q14 − 3q16 − 5q18 + 5q20 − 2q21 − q22 − · · · ,

g
def
=2q14 − 3q16 − q17 − 6q18 + q19 + 6q20 − 3q21 − · · · ,

h
def
=3q15 + 4q16 − 4q17 + 7q18 + 5q19 − 2q20 − q21 + · · · .

The curve X0(110) is birational to the curve C(f, g, h) via the map (1-1). The curve C(f, g, h)
has degree deg C(f, g, h) = 15 < g(Γ0(N))+1 = 16, and it is defined via irreducible polynomial

− 198700267941x130 x
2
1 + 1714521491172x120 x

3
1 − · · ·+ 48120x20x

13
2 −

− 91118x0x1x
13
2 + 43558x21x

13
2 + 173x0x

14
2 − 138x1x

14
2 + x152
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Proof. The equation of the curve is computed in SAGE. Except indicated computations in
SAGE, the claim follows from Proposition 5-6. �

Let us explain conjectural generalization of above corollaries. We say that Γ0(N)–orbit
a∞ = Γ0(N).∞ is a Weierstrass point for X0(N) if g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 2, and there exists a non-zero
f ∈ S2(Γ0(N)) such that νa∞(f) ≥ g(Γ0(N)) + 1. This a particular case of the much more
general definition of a Weierstrass point on a compact Riemann surface [16, Definition 6.1].
By the same reference, if a∞ is not a Wierestrass point, then there exists a basis h1, . . . , hg
of S2(Γ0(N)) such that νa∞(hi) = i for 1 ≤ i ≤ g. We have that Wg(Γ0(N))−2 (see (5-7)) has
a basis hg−2, hg−1, hg. Obviously, computing the base of S2(Γ0(N)) in SAGE system it is
easy to check whether or not a∞ is a Weierstrass point on X0(N). Using this method, one
check that a∞ is not a Weierstrass point on X0(63), X0(93), and X0(110) (see Corollaries
5-8, 5-9, and 5-10). Also, by [13], X0(63), X0(93), and X0(110) are not hyperelliptic curves.
We remark that the conditions g(Γ0(N)) = 3, a∞ is not a Wierestrass point for X0(N), and
X0(N) is not hyperelliptic imply N ∈ {34, 43, 45}. Let f = h1, g = h2, and h = h3. Then,
the map (1-1) is a canonical isomorphism of X0(N) onto C(f, g, h). By general theory, the
degree of C(f, g, h) is 2g(Γ0(N))− 2 = 4 which is equal to g(Γ0(N)) + 1. We have computed
many more examples of above sort that indicate validity of the following conjecture:

Conjecture 5-11. Let N ≥ 1 be such that g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 3, a∞ is not a Wierestrass point
for X0(N), and X0(N) is not hyperelliptic. Let f, g, h ∈ S2(Γ0(N)) be such that νa∞(f) =
g(Γ0(N)) − 2, νa∞(g) = g(Γ0(N)) − 1, and νa∞(h) = g(Γ0(N)). Then, the map (1-1) is
birational equivalence, and the curve C(f, g, h) has degree deg C(f, g, h) ≤ g(Γ0(N)) + 1.

Let us show that the assumption that X0(N) is not hyperelliptic in above conjecture is
necessary. First, a∞ is not a Wierestrass point for X0(48) since g(Γ0(48)) = 3, and the basis
of S2(Γ0(48)) is given by

f = q − 2q5 + q9 − 2q13 + 2q17 − q25 + 6q29 − 4q33 + 6q37 − 6q41 + · · · ,
g = q2 − q6 − 2q10 + q18 + 4q22 − 2q26 + 2q30 + 2q34 − 4q38 − 8q46 + · · · ,
h = q3 − 4q11 − 2q15 + 4q19 + 8q23 + q27 − 8q31 − 2q39 − 4q43 + · · · .

The corresponding reduced equation of C(f, g, h) is given by the irreducible polynomial
−x21 + x0x2. Thus, deg C(f, g, h) = (g(Γ0(48)) + 1)/2 = 2. By [13], X0(48) is hyperelliptic.
Then, since the map (1-1) is a canonical map, it has degree two by general theory [8, Chapter
VII, Proposition 2.2]. Thus, it is not a birational equivalence.

Let us show that the assumption that a∞ is not a Wierestrass point for X0(N) in above
conjecture is necessary. The curve X0(72) is not hyperelliptic [13], g(Γ0(72)) = 5, and a∞ is
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a Wierestrass point for X0(72) since the basis of W3 is given by

f = q3 − q9 − 2q15 + q27 + 4q33 − 2q39 + · · · ,
g = q5 − 2q11 − q17 + 4q23 − 3q29 + · · · ,
h = q7 − q13 − 3q19 + q25 + 3q31 + 4q37 + · · · .

The reduced equation of C(f, g, h) is given by the irreducible polynomial−x0x21+x20x2−2x1x
2
2.

Hence, deg C(f, g, h) = 3. Now, since the proof of Proposition 5-6 implies that

3 · d(f, g, h) = d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ g(Γ0(74)) + 1 = 6,

we obtain d(f, g, h) ≤ 2. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 5-12. Under above assumptions, we have d(f, g, h) = 2.

Proof. First, using the reduced equation, it easy to check that (1 : 0 : 0) is a non–singular
point on C(f, g, h). Then, the implicit function theorem implies that the local coordinate in
that point is x1/x0. Next, (1-1) maps a∞ onto (1 : 0 : 0). The local coordinate at a∞ is q.
Thus, in terms of local coordinates, the map (1-1) is given by

(5-13) q 7−→ g

f
= q2

1− 2q6 − q12 + 4q18 − 3q24 + · · ·
1− q6 − 2q12 + q24 + 4q30 − 2q36 + · · · .

Now, we use deeper properties of the proof of [12, Theorem 1-4]. Since a∞ is mapped onto
a non–singular point, the paragraph before the statement of [12, Lemma 3-4], shows that
the multiplicity of the map (1-1) at point a∞ is well–defined. Using (5-13), we see that the
multiplicity at a∞ is at least two. But since d(f, g, h) ≤ 2, [12, Lemma 3-4] implies that the
multiplicity at a∞ is exactly two, and d(f, g, h) = 2. �

On the other hand, X0(54) is not hyperelliptic by [13], g(Γ0(54)) = 4, and a∞ is a Wiere-
strass point for X0(54) since the basis of W2 is given by

f = q2 − 2q8 − q14 + 5q26 + 4q32 − 7q38 + · · · ,
g = q4 − q10 − 3q13 − q16 + 3q19 + q22 + 3q25 − q28 + 3q31 − 3q37 + · · · ,
h = q5 − q8 − q11 + q20 − 2q23 + 3q26 + 2q29 + q32 − q35 − 3q38 + · · · .

The corresponding reduced equation of C(f, g, h) is given by the irreducible polynomial

−x20x31 + 3x0x
3
1x2 + x30x

2
2 − 3x31x

2
2 − x20x

3
2 + 3x0x

4
2 − 3x52.

Thus, deg C(f, g, h) = g(Γ0(54)) + 1. Now, Proposition 5-6 impies that the map (1-1) is a
birational equivalence.

6. Estimates for Primitive Elements

In this Section we will look for applications and improvements on Theorem 1-4 in the case
when the subspace W has dimension 4 (see Theorem 1-4 for the notation and assumptions
on W ). We use the Primitive Element Theorem of finite separable field extensions in the
form stated in [19, Section 6.10]. We start by recalling certain facts from [19, Section 6.10].
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Let K ⊂ L be a finite algebraic field extension. We assume that L is generated over K by
two elements α and β. We are interested in the field of characteristic zero, but we work in
a greater generality. We assume that K is infinite and K ⊂ L is separable. By the general
theory [19, Section 6.10], since K is infinite, there exists a primitive element of the field
extension K ⊂ L of the form α + cβ for some c ∈ K. We just need to take c ∈ K different
than all

αi − α

β − βj
, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 2 ≤ j ≤ m

where α1 = α, . . . , αm, and β1 = β, . . . , βn are all conjugates of α and β in some algebraic
closure of K containing L. Let us recall a simple argument [19, Section 6.10]. Let P and Q
be irreducible polynomials of α and β over K, respectively. We write them in the form:

(6-1)
P (X) = amX

m + am−1X
m−1 + · · ·+ a1X + a0 = am(X − α1) · · · (X − αm)

Q(X) = bnX
n + bn−1X

n−1 + · · ·+ b1X + b0 = bn(X − β1) · · · (X − βm).

Select c as above and let γ = α + cβ. Then β is a common root of P (γ − cT ) and Q(T )
which are the polynomials with coefficients in K(γ). Since β is separable, all roots of Q are
simple, and because of our assumption β is the only common root. So, computing greatest
common divisor, we conclude that X − β has coefficients in K(γ). Hence β ∈ K(γ). So,
α = γ − cβ ∈ K(γ). The claim follows. In this classical argument α is not necessarily
separable but we would like to explain how to compute such c without assuming that we
know all roots. For this we need the assumption that α is separable.

The following lemma is an improvement of above argument in the case of finite extensions
of algebraic function fields. The case of number fields is considered in [20].

Lemma 6-2. Let K = k(T ), a field of rational functions in one variable T over a field k.
Consider a finite separable algebraic field extension K ⊂ L. We assume that L is generated
over K by two elements α and β. Let P and Q be irreducible polynomials of α and β over
K, respectively. Clearing denominators, we can write them in the form:

P (X, T ) = am(T )X
m + am−1(T )X

m−1 + · · ·+ a1(T )X + a0(T ),

Q(X, T ) = bn(T )X
n + bn−1(T )X

n−1 + · · ·+ b1(T )X + b0(T ) ∈ k[X, T ],

where ai, bj ∈ k[T ]. Assume that λ ∈ k is selected such that the following holds:

(a) P (X, λ) and Q(X, λ) have degrees m and n as polynomials in k[X ], respectively, and
(b) Q(X, λ) considered as a polynomial in X with coefficients in k, has simple roots in

some (hence, any) algebraic closure of k.

Then, if we write α1, . . . , αm (resp., β1, . . . , βn) for all roots of P (X, λ) (resp., Q(X, λ)) in
some algebraic closure of k, then for c ∈ k different than all

αi − αi1

βj1 − βj

, 1 ≤ i, i1 ≤ m, 1 ≤ j, j1 ≤ m, j 6= j1,

we have that α + cβ is a primitive element for the extension K ⊂ L.
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Proof. Consider k–algebra k[T ]λ of all a/b, a, b ∈ k[T ], b(λ) 6= 0. Let mλ be the maximal

ideal in k[T ]λ consisting of all functions vanishing at λ. Let k(T ) be the algebraic closure

of K = k(T ) containing L. Let k[T ]λ be the integral closure of k[T ]λ in k(T ). Let M be a

maximal ideal in k[T ]λ lying above mλ. Then,

k[T ]λ/M

is the algebraic closure of

k[T ]λ/mλ.

Let us write in k(T )[X ]

(6-3)
P (X, T ) = am(T )(X − α1) · · · (X − αm)

Q(X, T ) = bn(T )(X − β1) · · · (X − βn).

Then, clearly α = α1, . . . , αm, β = β1, . . . , βn are integral over k[T ]λ. Hence, they belong to

k[T ]λ. Let Λ be the reduction homomorphism

k[T ]λ −→ k[T ]λ/M.

Applying Λ to (6-3), we may assume that

(6-4)
Λ(αi) = αi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

Λ(βi) = βi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Now,

c(βj1 − βj) 6= αi − αi1

implies that

c(βj1 − βj) 6= αi − αi1 ,

for all 1 ≤ i, i1 ≤ m, 1 ≤ j, j1 ≤ m, j 6= j1. By the results recalled in the beginning of this
Section, we obtain that α + cβ is primitive for the extension K ⊂ L. �

To apply Lemma 6-2, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 6-5. Let f(X) = anX
n + an−1X

n−1 + · · · + a0 = an
∏n

i=1(X − αi) ∈ Z[X ]. be a
polynomial of degree n ≥ 1. Then, we have the following:

|αi − αj| < 2L(f).

If, in addition, f has no multiple roots i.e., αi 6= αj for i 6= j, then we have the following:

|αi − αj| >
√
3n

−(n+2)
2 L(f)−(n−1).

Here L(f) = |an|+ |an−1|+ · · ·+ |a1|+ |a0|.
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Proof. The first bound is elementary and well-known. It follows from the Rouché theorem
in Complex analysis. We sketch the argument. If R > 0 is selected such that

|an|Rn >
n−1
∑

i=0

|ai|Ri,

then all roots of f belong to |z| < R. We may select

R = max

{

1,
|a0|+ · · ·+ |an−1|

|an|
,

}

≤ max

{

1,
L(f)

|an|

}

.

Now, we apply that f has integral coefficients: |an| ≥ 1.
The second bound is more complicated. It can be found in [6]. �

Finally, the main result of the present section is the following proposition.

Proposition 6-6. Assume that m ≥ 2 is an even integer. Let W ⊂ Mm(Γ), dimW = 4,
be a subspace which determines the field of rational functions C(RΓ) (see Definition 1-3).
Select a basis {f = f0, g = f1, f2, f3} of W . We assume that all fi has integral q–expansions.
Then, there exists an explicitly computable c0 ∈ Z such that for all c ∈ Z, |c| ≥ c0, RΓ

is birationally equivalent to C(f, g, hc) via the map (1-1) with h = hc, where hc
def
= f2 + cf3.

Proof. We use the notation of Lemma 6-2. Put

K
def
= C(g/f) and L

def
= C(RΓ) = C(f1/f0, f2/f0, f3/f0) = C(g/f, f2/f, f3/f).

In the notation of Lemma 6-2, α = f2/f and β = f3/f .
Next, by the argument used in the proof of Corollary 1-5, since we assume that fi has

integral q–expansions, we may assume that curves C(f, g, f2) and C(f, g, f3) have have their
reduced equations with coefficients in Z. Dehomogenizing the reduced equations, we obtain
two polynomials P (X, T ) and Q(X, T ) in Z[X, T ] such that

P (f2/f, g/f) = 0 and Q (f3/f, g/f) = 0.

They are both irreducible as polynomials in Q[X, T ].
We select λ ∈ Z as required by (a) and (b) in Lemma 6-2. For (b), one might compute the

discriminant of Q(X, T ) with respect to X i.e., the resultant of Q(X, T ) and its derivative
with respect toX . Since Q(X, T ) is irreducible inQ[X, T ], the resultant R(T ) is a polynomial
in Z[T ] not identically equal to zero. Now, in the notation used in Lemma 6-2, we select
λ ∈ Z such that am(λ)bn(λ)R(λ) 6= 0.

Finally, one can apply Lemma 6-2 combined with bounds of Lemma 6-5 applied to polyno-
mials P (X, λ) and Q(X, λ) in Z[X ]. The details are left to the reader as an easy exercise. �

The bound mentioned in the proof of Proposition 6-6 is not very optimal as we observed
by various computations using SAGE. The problem is with the Mahler’s estimate (see the
second inequality in Lemma 6-4). But in some cases we can obtain good results. We include
the following example:
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Proposition 6-7. Consider the four dimensional space W
def
= S4(Γ0(14)) of cusp forms of

weight four for Γ0(14). It has a basis:

f = f0 = q − 2q5 − 4q6 − q7 + 8q8 − 11q9 − 12q10 + 12q11 + 8q12 + 38q13 · · · ,
g = f1 = q2 − 2q5 − 2q6 + q7 − 6q8 + 12q10 + 4q11 + 2q13 − 5q14 + 4q15 + · · · ,

f2 = q3 − q5 − 2q6 − q7 − 4q8 + 6q9 + 10q10 − 6q11 + 4q12 − 3q13 + · · · ,
f3 = q4 − 2q5 + q7 + q8 − 4q10 + 4q11 − 2q12 + 2q13 + 2q14 + 4q15 − 5q16 + · · · .

Put hc
def
= f2+cf3, c ∈ Z, as in the statement of Proposition 6-6. Then, X0(14) is birationally

equivalent to C(f, g, hc) via the map (1-1) with h = hc for |c| ≥ 7.

Proof. We apply Proposition 6-6. First, W = S4(Γ0(14)) determines the field of rational
functions on X0(4) by Proposition 5-1. Next, we recall form the proof of Proposition 6-6
that α = f2/f and β = f3/f . Then, (5-5) imply that we have

P (X, T ) = 11X4+(23+16T )X3+(10+2T−21T 2)X2+(3+6T−3T 2−2T 3)X+(−3T 2−6T 3−4T 4),

and using similar computation in SAGE we obtain:

Q(X, T ) = 11X4 − (18 + 24T )X3 − (5 + 9T + 3T 2)X2 − (1 + 2T + 4T 2 + 6T 3)X + T 4.

One sees that we can select λ = 0 to ensure that the assumptions (a) and (b) of Lemma 6-2
hold.

Using SAGE, it is easy to compute roots of both polynomials P (X, 0) and Q(X, 0) with
required precision. From that we obtain for the roots αi of P (X, 0) the bound

|αi − αj | < 1.638,

and for the roots βi of Q(X, 0) we have

|βi − βj | > 0.2595.

Thus, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

αi − αi1

βj1 − βj

∣

∣

∣

∣

< 6.308 < 7,

for all 1 ≤ i, i1 ≤ 4, and 1 ≤ j, j1 ≤ 3, j 6= j1. Thus, by Lemma 6-2, we can select |c| ≥ 7,
c ∈ Z, to obtain the claim of the proposition. �

The estimate given by Proposition 6-7 is quite good. They depend on our choice of λ = 0.
It is also possible to select for example λ = 1 which results in a weaker estimate |c| ≥ 9, or
λ = −1 which results in a better estimate |c| ≥ 4.

We remark that the methods used in the proof of Proposition 5-4 imply that

d(f, g, hc) · deg C(f, g, hc) ≤ 4, c ∈ Z.

As in Section 5, we use SAGE to compute the reduced equation of deg C(f, g, hc), for c =
0, . . . , 6. The degree is always equal to 4. In particular, in view of above estimate, we see
that X0(14) is birational to C(f, g, hc) via the map (1-1) with h = hc for c ∈ {0, . . . , 6}.
Combining with Proposition 6-7, we obtain the following corollary:
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Corollary 6-8. X0(14) is birationally equivalent to C(f, g, hc) via the map (1-1) with h = hc,
for all integers c ≥ 0.

It seems that this result can not be established by the methods of Section 5. This shows
the usefulness of the methods of the present section.

7. The Trial Method for Primitive Elements

Let W ⊂ Sm(Γ), m ≥ 2, be a non-zero subspace that determines the field of rational
functions C(RΓ) (see Definition 1-3). Furthermore, we assume that dimW = s ≥ 4. Let
f0, . . . , fs−1 be a basis of W . We let f = f0 and g = f1. Then, Theorem 1-4 guarantees that
in W we can find infinitely many forms h such that RΓ is birationally equivalent to C(f, g, h)
via (1-1). But the proof does not provide a computable manner of determining at least one
such h. In this section, we present a simple algorithm for this. We adapt to our case the
trial method, commonly used in the cases of algebraic number fields, [20], where an element
that is chosen from a certain subset of the field extension is tested for being primitive.

As in the proof of Lemma 3-1, we denote K
def
= C(f/g), and

L
def
= C(RΓ) = C(f1/f0, f2/f0, . . . , fs−1/f0) = C(f/g, f2/f, . . . , fs−1/f).

We observe L is a finite algebraic extension of K, and we have the following:

L = K(f2/f0, . . . , fs−1/f0).

We are interested in finding a primitive element of L over K which has the form of linear
combination of the generators f2/f0, . . . , fs−1/f0. From the proof of Lemma 3-1, we know
that the coefficients of this linear combination must be from a Zariski open set in Cs−2, and
since Zs−2 is Zariski dense in Cs−2, we can find a Z–linear combination which is primitive
for L. The trial method consist of testing various Z–linear combinations for the condition
of being primitive element.

For a
def
= (a2, a3, . . . , as−1) ∈ Zs−2, we let

(7-1) h
def
= ha

def
= a2f2/f0 + · · ·+ as−1fs−1/f0 ∈ L.

Since, by our assumption W ⊂ Sm(Γ), we have

d(f, g, h) · deg C(f, g, h) ≤ dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1− ǫm,

using (1-2). Thus, if

(7-2) deg C(f, g, h) > dimSm(Γ) + g(Γ)− 1− ǫm
2

,

then we obtain
d(f, g, h) = 1.

This means that RΓ is birationally equivalent to C(f, g, h) via (1-1).
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We organize (s− 2)–tuples in Zs−2 as follows:

SM
def
=

{

a2f2/f0 + · · ·+ as−1fs−1/f0; ai ∈ Z, 2 ≤ i ≤ s− 1,

s−1
∑

i=2

|ai| =M

}

,

for all M ∈ Z≥1. For M ≥ 1, we order elements of SM using the lexicographical order.

In order to apply this simple method, we perform the following algorithm which stops
after finitely many steps:

(1) Let M = 1. Repeat the following:
(2) For a ∈ SM , we repeat the following: compute deg C(f, g, h), and test (7-2) for h = ha.

If (7-2) holds, then the algorithm stops. OUTPUT: h such that h/f is a primitive
element for the extension K ⊂ L.

(3) Increase M by one, and return to step (2).

Let Γ = Γ0(N) such that g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 4, and X0(N) is not hyperelliptic [13] (or Introduc-
tion). Then, it is well–known that S2(Γ0(N)) determines the field of rational functions on
X0(N). Since also its dimension is equal to g(Γ0(N)) ≥ 4, we may select W = S2(Γ0(N)).
In this case, the inequality (7-2) is

(7-3) deg C(f, g, h) > g(Γ0(N))− 1.

As an example, we consider the case N = 72. Then, g(Γ0(72)) = 5, and we may take

f = f0 = q3 − q9 − 2q15 + q27 + 4q33 − 2q39 + · · · ,
g = f1 = q5 − 2q11 − q17 + 4q23 − 3q29 + · · · ,

f2 = q7 − q13 − 3q19 + q25 + 3q31 + 4q37 + · · · ,
f3 = q − 2q13 − 4q19 − q25 + 8q31 + 6q37 + · · · ,
f4 = q2 − 4q14 + 2q26 + 8q38 + · · · ,

The example N = 72 already appears in Section 5 in the text after Conjecture 5-11 (see
Proposition 5-12). Applying above algorithm, we obtain the following:

(1) For M = 1, we have three cases in their lexicographical order a = (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 0),
and (1, 0, 0). We have deg C(f, g, ha) = 3, 2, and 3, respectively. In any case,
deg C(f, g, ha) ≤ g(Γ0(72))− 1 = 4. So, we go to the next step.

(2) For M = 2, in the lexicographical order, we have the following:
1. a = (0, 0, 2), deg C(f, g, ha) = 3 ≤ g(Γ0(72))− 1 = 4;
2. a = (0, 1, 1), deg C(f, g, ha) = 3 ≤ 4;
3. a = (0, 2, 0), deg C(f, g, ha) = 2 ≤ 4;
4. a = (1, 0, 1), deg C(f, g, ha) = 7 > 4; STOP.
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Hence, the map (1-1) with h = h(1,0,1) is a birational equivalence ofX0(72) and C(f, g, h(1,0,1)).
The reduced equation of C(f, g, h(1,0,1)) is given by the irreducible polynomial

x70 − 4x60x1 − 3x40x
3
1 − 8x30x

4
1 − x20x

5
1 − 4x0x

6
1 − 4x71 − 4x50x1x2+

+ 2x30x
3
1x2 − 4x20x

4
1x2 − x40x1x

2
2 + 8x30x

2
1x

2
2 − 4x0x

4
1x

2
2 + 8x51x

2
2+

+ 4x20x
2
1x

3
2 − 4x31x

4
2.
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[1] R. Bröker, K. Lauter, A. V. Sutherland,Modular polynomials via isogeny volcanoes, Math-
ematics of Computation 81, 1201–1231 , (2012)

[2] B. Cho, N. M. Kim, J. K. Koo, Affine models of the modular curves X(p) and its application,
Ramanujan J. 24 , no. 2, 235-257, (2011)

[3] S. Galbraith, Equations for modular curves, Ph.D. thesis, Oxford (1996)
[4] N. Ishida, Generators and equations for modular function fields of principal congruence subgroups,

Acta Arithmetica, 85 no 3, 197–207, (1998)
[5] I. Kodrnja, On a simple model of X0(N), Monatsh. Math. 186 (2018), no. 4, 653–661.
[6] K. Mahler, An inequality for the discriminant of a polynomial, Michigan Math. 5, 257–262, (1964)
[7] T. Miyake, Modular forms, Springer-Verlag, (2006)
[8] R. Miranda,Algebraic Curves and Riemann Surfaces, Graduate Studies in Mathematics 5, (1995)
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