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ELLIPTIC CURVES WITH MISSING FROBENIUS TRACES

NATHAN JONES AND KEVIN VISSUET

Abstract. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over Q. In 1976, Lang and Trotter conjectured an asymptotic
formula for the number πE,r(X) of primes p ≤ X of good reduction for which the Frobenius trace at p

associated to E is equal to a given fixed integer r. We investigate elliptic curves E over Q that have a

missing Frobenius trace, i.e. for which the counting function πE,r(X) remains bounded as X → ∞, for
some r ∈ Z. In particular, we classify all elliptic curves E over Q(t) that have a missing Frobenius trace.

1. Introduction and statement of results

Let E be an elliptic curve over Q of conductor NE . For a prime p not dividing NE , we consider the
Frobenius trace ap(E) ∈ Z associated to p, which satisfies the equation

#E(Fp) = p+ 1− ap(E).

The following conjecture, formulated by S. Lang and H. Trotter in 1976, articulates one distributional aspect
of the infinite sequence (ap(E) : p ∤ NE). Specifically, it states a precise asymptotic formula for the counting
function

πE,r(X) := #{p ≤ X : p ∤ NE , ap(E) = r}. (1)

Conjecture 1.1. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q without complex multiplication, let r ∈ Z and define the
quantity πE,r(X) by (1). There exists a constant CE,r ≥ 0 so that, as X → ∞, we have

πE,r(X) ∼ CE,r

√
X

logX
. (2)

In case CE,r = 0, we interpret the asymptotic of Conjecture 1.1 as

πE,r(X) ∼ 0
as X → ∞

def⇐⇒ lim
X→∞

πE,r(X) <∞.

Conjecture 1.1 was developed using a probabilistic model based upon the Sato-Tate conjecture and the
Chebotarev density theorem for division fields of E. In spite of the Sato-Tate conjecture having been proved
(see [5] and [41]), Conjecture 1.1 remains open, even assuming the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis (GRH).
In contrast, analogues of Conjecture 1.1 have been proven in the function field case (see [27], which also gives
the statement of Conjecture 1.1 over a general number field). The best known upper bounds for πE,r(X) are

πE,0(X) ≪
{

X3/4

(logX)1/2
assuming GRH (see [46], which builds upon [38] and [33]),

X3/4 unconditionally (see [19]),

and, for r 6= 0,

πE,r(X) ≪
{

X4/5

(logX)3/5
assuming GRH, (see [46], [38] and [33])

X(log logX)2

(logX)2 unconditionally (see [43]).

The only known non-trivial lower bound is due to Elkies [20] in the case r = 0, who proved that
lim
X→∞

πE,0(X) = ∞. In fact, his work gives rise to the lower bounds

πE,0(X) ≥
{

log logX assuming the GRH
log log logX

(log log log logX)1+δ ∀δ > 0 and x≫δ 1, unconditionally
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(see [21] for the unconditional lower bound). Conjecture 1.1 has also been proven to hold “on average over
E,” i.e. if we average the counting function πE,r(X) over the set of all elliptic curves of height bounded by a
function that grows appropriately with X , we obtain an asymptotic formula of the same order of magnitude
as in (2) (but with a slightly different constant Cr that is independent of E). See [21] for the case r = 0,
[12] for r 6= 0, and [1] for the same result averaged over a smaller set of elliptic curves; see [24] and also [11]
for an analysis relating the average constant Cr with the conjectural constants CE,r. Finally, see [22] for a
brief survey of some interesting variants of Conjecture 1.1.

The present paper will focus on elliptic curves E for which CE,r = 0 for some r ∈ Z. An explicit formula
(see (3) below) reveals that CE,r = 0 can only happen when there is a congruence obstruction, in which case
it follows from the Chebotarev density theorem that

CE,r = 0 =⇒ {p prime : p ∤ NE, ap(E) = r} ⊆ {p prime : p | m},
for an appropriately chosen m ∈ N. In particular, if CE,r = 0, we provably have lim

X→∞
πE,r(X) <∞. When

this is the case, we will call r a missing Frobenius trace for E.
In this paper, we consider elliptic curves E over Q that have a missing Frobenius trace, the broad goal

being to classify all such elliptic curves. Here are a few examples.

Example 1.2. Consider the elliptic curve E3 over Q defined by the Weierstrass equation

E3 : y2 + xy + y = x3 − x2 − 56x+ 163.

The finite sequence (ap(E3) mod 3 : p ≤ 150 and p ∤ NE3) is equal to

(0, 2, 0, 2, 0, 2, 0, 0, 2, 2, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0, 2, 2, 0, 2, 2, 0, 0, 2, 0, 2, 0, 2, 0, 2, 0, 0, 2, 0).

We see that the residue class 1 mod 3 is missing from this list. This is caused by the presence of a rational
3-torsion point P := (7, 5) ∈ E3[3]. Examining the effect of P on the action of Gal(Q/Q) on E3[3], it follows
that every r ∈ Z satisfying r ≡ 1 mod 3 is a missing Frobenius trace for E3.

Example 1.3. Consider the elliptic curve E6 over Q defined by the Weierstrass equation

E6 : y2 = x3 − 15876x− 777924.

The finite sequence (ap(E6) mod 6 : p ≤ 150 and p ∤ NE6) is equal to

(4, 4, 5, 2, 5, 4, 0, 5, 0, 0, 5, 0, 2, 2, 5, 1, 2, 5, 5, 4, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 5, 4, 0, 0, 4).

We see that the residue class 3 mod 6 is missing from this list. As we shall see, due to the nature of the
action of Gal(Q/Q) on the 6-torsion of E6, every r ∈ Z satisfying r ≡ 3 mod 6 is a missing Frobenius trace
for E6. Furthermore, m = 6 is the smallest level for which E6 has a missing trace modulo m.

Example 1.4. Consider the elliptic curve E28 over Q defined by the Weierstrass equation

E28 : y2 = x3 − 7138223372x+ 232131092574192.

The finite sequence (ap(E28) mod 28 : p ≤ 580 and p ∤ NE28) is equal to

(0, 1, 2, 26, 25, 22, 24, 19, 10, 9, 26, 22, 2, 24, 1, 10, 6, 10, 10, 16, 21, 21, 25, 22, 18, 23, 6, 20, 0, 19, 16, 11, 4, 17,

6, 16, 21, 16, 5, 24, 19, 15, 10, 26, 0, 14, 1, 3, 6, 14, 14, 21, 4, 18, 14, 3, 27, 14, 5, 14, 18, 21, 27, 20, 27, 16, 9, 25,

24, 0, 11, 22, 6, 3, 13, 10, 25, 2, 19, 18, 21, 20, 4, 6, 3, 2, 6, 20, 4, 12, 26, 18, 26, 21, 14, 8, 11, 26, 23, 4, 3, 16, 18).

We see that the residue class 7 mod 28 is missing from this list. As we shall see, due to the nature of the
action of Gal(Q/Q) on the 28-torsion of E28, every r ∈ Z satisfying r ≡ 7 mod 28 is a missing Frobenius
trace for E28. Furthermore, m = 28 is the smallest level for which E28 has a missing trace modulo m.

Of the above three examples, the elliptic curve E3 has a congruence obstruction at the prime level 3,
whereas E6 and E28 have obstructions at composite levels. Examples like E3 are handled in [10], which
classifies elliptic curves E over Q satisfying CE,r = 0 and admitting a rational isogeny of prime degree.
On the other hand, for E6 and E28, the congruence obstruction is caused by nontrivial entanglements (e.g.
Q(E6[2]) ∩ Q(E6[3]) 6= Q); the main contribution of the present paper lies in classifying the remaining
(genus 0) cases where CE,r = 0 due to composite level congruence obstructions, and in clarifying the role of
entanglements in those congruence obstructions.
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Towards the goal of describing explicitly the constant CE,r, we now consider the continuous Galois rep-
resentations

ρE,m : GQ −→ GL2(Z/mZ),

ρE : GQ −→ GL2(Ẑ),

where ρE,m is defined by letting GQ := Gal(Q/Q) act on E[m] and fixing a Z/mZ-basis thereof, and ρE is

likewise defined by letting GQ act on the entire torsion subgroup Etors :=

∞
⋃

m=1

E[m] of E and choosing a

Z/mZ-basis of each E[m] in a compatible manner. Here,

Ẑ := lim
←

Z/mZ ≃
∏

ℓ prime

Zℓ,

is the inverse limit of the projective system {Z/mZ : m ∈ N}, ordered according to divisibility and with the
canonical projection maps. We may likewise view ρE as being the inverse limit of the system of representa-
tions ρE,m, with m ∈ N. A famous theorem due to Serre [37] states that, if E has no complex multiplication,

then ρE(GQ) ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) is an open subgroup, or, equivalently, that the index of ρE(GQ) in GL2(Ẑ) is finite.
Consequently, there is a positive integer m for which

ker
(

GL2(Ẑ) → GL2(Z/mZ)
)

⊆ ρE(GQ).

We define mE ∈ N to be the smallest positive integer m for which this holds.
As described in detail in [28], the constant CE,r appearing in Conjecture 1.1 is given by

CE,r =
2

π
· mE |ρE,mE (GQ)r|

|ρE,mE (GQ)|
∏

ℓ prime
ℓ∤mE

ℓ|GL2(Z/ℓZ)r|
|GL2(Z/ℓZ)|

, (3)

where, for any subgroup H ⊆ GL2(Z/mZ), we are employing the notation

Hr := {g ∈ H : tr g ≡ r mod m}.
Furthermore, it can be verified by direct computation that the infinite product over primes ℓ ∤ mE in (3) is

convergent, and a straightforward computation shows that each ℓ-th factor ℓ|GL2(Z/ℓZ)r|
|GL2(Z/ℓZ)| is nonzero for any

r ∈ Z. It follows that, for any elliptic curve E over Q without complex multiplication, we have

CE,r = 0 ⇐⇒ ∃m | mE for which ρE,m(GQ)r = ∅.
To find elliptic curves E with missing Frobenius traces (i.e. which satisfy CE,r = 0 for some r ∈ Z), we are
thus led to associate such elliptic curves E with points on a modular curve of level m. Specifically, fix a
subgroup G ⊆ GL2(Z/mZ) satisfying

∃r ∈ Z for which Gr = ∅. (4)

For such a group G, let G̃ := 〈G,−I〉, and consider the modular curve XG̃, whose non-cuspidal, non-CM

rational points correspond to j-invariants of elliptic curves E with ρE,m(GQ) ⊆ G̃, up to conjugation inside
GL2(Z/mZ) (for more details, see [13]). Our main theorem focuses on the case where XG̃ has genus zero
(for a recent classification of all genus zero modular curves XG over Q for which XG(Q) 6= ∅, see [34]). Since
our goal is to classify all elliptic curves E such that CE,r = 0 for some r ∈ Z, we may as well consider only
maximal subgroups G ⊆ GL2(Z/mZ) among those satisfying (4). Furthermore, because we will be varying

the level m, we will phrase our definitions in terms of open subgroups G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ). For any open subgroup

G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ), we denote bymG its level, i.e. the smallestm ∈ N for which ker
(

GL2(Ẑ) → GL2(Z/mZ)
)

⊆ G,

and for any m ∈ N we define

G(m) := G mod m ⊆ GL2(Z/mZ).

We extend our notation for the associated modular curve by setting G̃ := 〈G,−I〉 and setting the notation

XG̃ := XG̃(mG̃).
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Furthermore, we denote by jG̃ : XG̃ −→ X(1) the map which associates to any point in XG̃ the underlying

elliptic curve E. Finally, since we are only interested in subgroups G up to conjugation inside GL2(Ẑ), we

define the following notation, for subgroups G1, G2, G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) and any integer r:

G1
.
= G2

def⇐⇒ ∃g ∈ GL2(Ẑ) with G1 = gG2g
−1,

G1 ⊆̇G2
def⇐⇒ ∃g ∈ GL2(Ẑ) with G1 ⊆ gG2g

−1,

Gr := {g ∈ G : tr g ≡ r mod mG}.

We consider the following collections of open subgroups G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ):

G := {G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) : G is open and detG = Ẑ×},
G(g) := {G ∈ G : XG̃ has genus g},
GMT := {G ∈ G : ∃r ∈ Z with Gr = ∅},
G

max
MT := {G ∈ GMT : G is maximal with respect to ⊆̇},

GMT (g) := GMT ∩G(g), G
max
MT (g) := G

max
MT ∩G(g).

(5)

As a consequence of the Weil pairing, for any elliptic curve E over Q, we have det ρE(GQ) = Ẑ× (see Lemma

4.1 below); this is the reason for the condition detG = Ẑ× in the definition of G in (5). Furthermore, for
any m ∈ N and prime p, we have

p ∤ mNE =⇒ ρE,m is unramified at p and ap(E) ≡ tr ρE,m(Frobp) mod m,

where Frobp ∈ GQ denotes any Frobenius automorphism over p (this follows, for instance, from [39, Propo-
sition 2.3, p. 134]). Consequently, for any elliptic curve E over Q, Conjecture 1.1 implies that

∃r ∈ Z with lim
X→∞

πE,r(X) <∞ ⇐⇒ ∃G ∈ G
max
MT with ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G. (6)

(The implication “⇐=” is unconditional, whereas “=⇒” depends on Conjecture 1.1.) Thus, the goal of
classifying elliptic curves E over Q satisfying the left-hand condition in (6) leads to our consideration of the
rational points of the modular curves XG̃, for each G ∈ G

max
MT (g), for each fixed g ≥ 0. We remark that, in

case G = G̃ (i.e. in case −I ∈ G) and assuming jE /∈ {0, 1728}, the property that ρE(GQ) ⊆ G does not
vary as we twist E, i.e. we have

−I ∈ G =⇒
(

∀d ∈ Q×/(Q×)2, ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G⇔ ρE(d)(GQ) ⊆̇G
)

,

where E(d) denotes the twist of E. In particular, when −I ∈ G and assuming jE /∈ {0, 1728}, the prop-
erty that ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G only depends on the j-invariant of E. By contrast, in case −I /∈ G, the property
ρE(d)(GQ) ⊆̇G depends, in general, on twist parameter d. Thus, classifying elliptic curvesE with ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G,
amounts to

(1) describing explicitly the map jG̃ : XG̃ −→ X(1),

(2) in case −I /∈ G, describing the particular twists {E(d)}d∈Q×/(Q×)2 that satisfy ρE(d)(GQ) ⊆̇G.

Our main result classifies the set of elliptic curves E over Q for which ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G for some G ∈ G
max
MT (0),

in cases according to whether or not −I ∈ G, as described above. In particular, it extends each of Examples
1.2, 1.3, and 1.4 to the following one-parameter families. We define the rational functions in Q(t,D):

j3,1(t) := 27
(t+ 1)(t+ 9)3

t3
d3,1,1(t,D) :=

6(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

t2 − 18t− 27
,

j6,1(t) := 21033t3(1 − 4t3) d6,1,1(t,D) := D,

j28,1(t) := − (49t4 − 13t2 + 1)(2401t4 − 245t2 + 1)3

t2

d28,1,1(t,D) :=
−7t(49t4 − 13t2 + 1)(2401t4 − 245t2 + 1)

823543t8 − 235298t6 + 21609t4 − 490t2 − 1
.

(7)
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Furthermore, for (m, i) ∈ {(3, 1), (6, 1), (28, 1)}, we set the Weierstrass coefficients a4;m,i(t), a6;m,i(t) ∈ Q(t)
by

a4;m,i(t) :=
108jm,i(t)

1728− jm,i(t)
, a6;m,i(t) :=

432jm,i(t)

1728− jm,i(t)
. (8)

For (m, i, k) ∈ {(3, 1, 1), (8, 1, 1), (28, 1, 1)} we have already declared the twist parameters dm,i,k(t,D) ∈
Q(t,D) in (7), and we define the elliptic curves Em,i,k over Q(t,D) by

Em,i,k : dm,i,k(t,D)y2 = x3 + a4;m,i(t)x+ a6;m,i(t). (9)

For t0, D0 ∈ Q, we denote by Em,i,k(t0, D0) the elliptic curve over Q obtained by specializing Em,i,k at t = t0
and D = D0. The elliptic curves E3, E6 and E28 of Examples 1.2 - 1.4 satisfy

E3 = E3,1,1(1, 1), E6 = E6,1,1(1, 1), E28 = E28,1,1(1, 1).
In Tables 2 and 3, which appear in Section 6, we associate j-invariants jm,i(t) ∈ Q(t) and twist parameters

dm,i,k(t,D) ∈ Q(t,D) to all of the 3-tuples1

(m, i, k) ∈































(2, 1, 1), (3, 1, 1), (3, 1, 2), (4, 1, 1), (5, 1, 1), (5, 2, 1), (5, 2, 1), (5, 2, 1), (6, 1, 1),
(6, 2, 1), (6, 3, 1), (6, 3, 2), (7, 1, 1), (7, 1, 2), (7, 2, 1), (7, 2, 2), (7, 3, 1), (7, 3, 2),

(8, 1, 1), (9, 1, 1), (9, 2, 1), (9, 3, 1), (9, 4, 1), (10, 1, 1), (10, 1, 2), (10, 2, 1),
(10, 2, 2), (10, 3, 1), (12, 1, 1), (12, 1, 2), (12, 2, 1), (12, 3, 1), (12, 4, 1), (14, 1, 1),
(14, 2, 1), (14, 2, 2), (14, 3, 1), (14, 3, 2), (14, 4, 1), (14, 4, 2), (14, 5, 1), (14, 6, 1),
(14, 6, 2), (14, 7, 1), (14, 7, 2), (28, 1, 1), (28, 2, 1), (28, 2, 2), (28, 3, 1), (28, 3, 2)































. (10)

Each j-invariant jm,i(t) in our list will correspond to the natural map XG̃ −→ X(1) associated to a group
G ∈ G

max
MT (0) and a choice of parameter t ∈ Q(XG̃), and we will have dm,i,k(t,D) = D just in case −I ∈ G.

When −I /∈ G, we will have dm,i,k(t,D) ∈ Q(t) ⊆ Q(t,D), and we may also denote it simply by dm,i,k(t)
in this case. For each j-invariant jm,i(t) corresponding to such a tuple (m, i, k) in (10), we again define the
Weierstrass coefficients a4;m,i(t), a6;m,i(t) ∈ Q(t) by (8) and consider the associated elliptic curve Em,i,k over
Q(t,D) defined by (9); for t0, D0 ∈ Q we denote by Em,i,k(t0, D0) the specialization of Em,i,k(t,D) to t = t0
and d = D0. For all pairs (t0, D0) in a Zariski open subset of A2(Q), the specialized curve Em,i,k(t0, D0) is
an elliptic curve over Q. In case −I /∈ G, since the corresponding elliptic curve Em,i,k as in (9) is defined
over Q(t), we may also denote simply by Em,i.k(t0) its specialization to t = t0, which is an elliptic curve over
Q for all but finitely many t0 ∈ Q.

Theorem 1.5. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q with j-invariant jE satisfying jE /∈ {0, 1728}. We have
that ∃G ∈ G

max
MT (0) with ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G if and only if there are t0, D0 ∈ Q and a 3-tuple (m, i, k) in the set (10)

so that E is isomorphic over Q to the elliptic curve

Em,i,k(t0, D0) : dm,i,k(t0, D0)y
2 = x3 + a4;m,i(t0)x+ a6;m,i(t0),

where the j-invariant jm,i(t) ∈ Q(t) and twist parameter dm,i,k(t,D) ∈ Q(t,D) are as listed in Tables 2 and
3 of Section 6 and the coefficients a4;m,i(t), a6,m,i(t) ∈ Q(t) are defined by (8).

The proof of Theorem 1.5 falls into two steps, the first one bounding the levels associated to each of the
groups G ∈ G

max
MT (0). In addition to (5), we make the definitions

G(g,m) := {G ∈ G(g) : levelGL2(G) = m}
GMT (g,m) := GMT ∩G(g,m)

G
max
MT (g,m) := G

max
MT ∩G(g,m).

(11)

We will establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let the set Gmax
MT (g) of open subgroups of GL2(Ẑ) be as defined in (5). We then have

G
max
MT (0) =

⋃

m∈{ 2,3,4,5,6,7,8,
9,10,12,14,28}

G
max
MT (0,m), (12)

where the set Gmax
MT (g,m) is as in (11).

1In each 3-tuple (m, i, k), the first entry m names the GL2-level of the corresponding group; for a fixed m, the index i

changes exactly if the j-invariant changes, and the last index k changes as that twist class changes for a fixed j-invariant.
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Theorem 1.6 is proved as follows. An equivalent formulation of a conjecture of Rademacher states that

{open subgroups S ⊆ SL2(Ẑ) : −I ∈ S and XS has genus 0}/ .
=

is a finite set. This conjecture was proven by Denin (see [14], [15] and [16]). More generally, in [42] and [45],
the same is shown with 0 replaced by a general g ∈ N ∪ {0}. In addition, there are several papers on the
effective resolution of Rademacher’s conjecture. In particular, Cummins and Pauli [7] have produced the
complete list of the elements of

{open subgroups S ⊆ SL2(Ẑ) : −I ∈ S and XS has genus g}/ .
=

for g ≤ 24, and our proof of Theorem 1.6 makes use of the tables therein. We extend the notion of GL2-level
of an open subgroup G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) by defining

levelGL2
(G) := min

{

m ∈ N : ker
(

GL2(Ẑ) → GL2(Z/mZ)
)

⊆ G
}

levelSL2
(G) := min

{

m ∈ N : ker
(

SL2(Ẑ) → SL2(Z/mZ)
)

⊆ G ∩ SL2(Ẑ)
}

.
(13)

It is straightforward to see that levelSL2(G) divides levelGL2(G), and in general they can be different. Using
the main result of [7], we will first show that

G ∈ G(0) =⇒ levelSL2
(G) ∈

{

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32, 36, 40, 42, 48, 50, 52, 54, 56, 60, 64, 72, 96

}

.

Next, for each G ∈ G
max
MT (0), we exhibit a positive integer dG for which levelGL2

(G) divides dG · levelSL2
(G),

and this, together with a MAGMA computation, yields Theorem 1.6.
To establish Theorem 1.5, we will utilize results of [40] and [47], which describe explicitly all prime power

level modular curves with infinitely many rational points. For the prime power levels (other than the m = 8)
occurring on the right-hand side of (12) we use those results directly; for each group G of level m that is not
a prime power, the associated missing trace is caused by an entanglement, i.e. a non-trivial intersection

Q(E[m1]) ∩Q(E[m2]) 6= Q (m = m1m2, gcd(m1,m2) = 1)

implicit in the group G (for m = 8, the missing trace is caused by a “vertical entanglement” and also requires
additional work). In the cases involving entanglement, we undertake a finer analysis, identifying precisely
the underlying subfields and determining the subfamily for which those subfields agree. We remark that
entanglements of division fields comprise an area of recent interest and activity. For example, the results in
[2] classify elliptic curves E over Q for which [Q(E[2]) : Q] = 6 and Q(E[2]) ⊆ Q(E[3]) (see also [32]); this
was generalized in [26], which classifies all elliptic curves E defined over any number field K that fit into a
genus zero family and for which there exist coprime (m,n) ∈ N2 such that K(E[m])∩K(E[n]) is non-abelian
over K. In [9] the authors classify all possible elliptic curves E over Q that fit into an infinite family of genus
zero or one and for which there exist primes p and q such that Q(E[p])∩Q(E[q]) 6= Q, and the results in [8]
classify all elliptic curves E over Q and pairs (m,n) ∈ N2 for which Q(E[n]) = Q(E[m]). Finally, [4] studies
the phenomenon of entanglement for CM elliptic curves.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.6. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.5
and in Section 6 we summarize the results in three tables. Finally, in Section 7 we discuss future directions.

1.1. Remarks on computation. All of the computations necessary to justify the theorems in this paper
were performed using the computational software package MAGMA [3]. The code used to perform these
computations can be found at the following link:

https://github.com/ncjones-uic/MissingFrobeniusTraces

1.2. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Chantal David, Zeev Rudnick and Andrew
Sutherland for comments on a previous version of the paper.
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2. Notation and Group-theoretic preliminaries

In this section, we gather notation and preliminary lemmas. Given an open subgroup G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ),
throughout the paper we will often denote by mG the GL2-level of G and by mS the SL2-level of G, as

defined as in (13). For any open subgroup S ⊆ SL2(Ẑ), we may also denote by mS its SL2-level. Also, for
any such subgroups we maintain the notation from the introduction:

G̃ := 〈−I,G〉,
S̃ := 〈−I, S〉.

(14)

Proposition 2.1. Let G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) be an open subgroup. We then have

levelSL2
(G)

levelSL2
(G̃)

∈ {1, 2},

where G̃ is as in (14).

Proof. See [26, Lemma 3.1]. �

In the next lemma, for an open subgroup G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) of GL2-level mG and SL2-level mS , and for an
arbitrary positive integer m with mS | m | mG, we let πGL2

and πGm denote the canonical projection maps

πGL2 : GL2(Z/mGZ) −→ GL2(Z/mZ),

πGm : (Z/mGZ)
× −→ (Z/mZ)×.

(15)

Lemma 2.2. Let G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) be an open subgroup satisfying mG | m∞S and let m be any positive integer
satisfying mS | m and m | mG. Then there exists a unique group homomorphism

δ : G(m) −→ (Z/mGZ)
×

satisfying πGm ◦ δ = det (where πGm is the canonical projection as in (15)), and such that

G(mG) =
{

g ∈ π−1GL2
(G(m)) : δ (πGL2

(g)) = det g
}

.

If detG = Ẑ×, then δ is surjective and δ (G(m) ∩ SL2(Z/mZ)) = kerπGm .

Proof. Let πG : G(mG) −→ G(m) denote the restriction to G(mG) of πGL2
. We will first establish that

kerπG = ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/mZ)) . (16)

First, by definition of mS and since mS | m, we have

kerπG ⊇ ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/mZ)) ,

and we will now argue by induction that these kernels have the same size. Let p be any prime dividing
mG/m and factor πG as

G(mG) G(mG/p) G(m).
πp

πG

πm/p

By induction, we have that
∣

∣kerπm/p
∣

∣ = |ker (SL2(Z/(mG/p)Z) → SL2(Z/mZ))| .
Since mG divides m∞S , we see that p divides mG/p, and so

ker (GL2(Z/mGZ) → GL2(Z/(mG/p)Z)) ,

ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/(mG/p)Z))

are abelian groups of orders p4 and p3, respectively. Since mG/p is not the GL2-level of G, we have

ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/(mG/p)Z)) ⊆ kerπp ( ker (GL2(Z/mGZ) → GL2(Z/(mG/p)Z)) .

It follows that ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/(mG/p)Z)) = kerπp, so

|kerπG| =
∣

∣π−1p
(

kerπm/p
)∣

∣ = |ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/mZ))| ,
7



and (16) is thus verified.
We now define the map δ : G(m) −→ (Z/mGZ)

× as follows. For g ∈ G(m), fix any element g̃ ∈ G(mG)
satisfying πG(g̃) = g and set δ(g) := det g̃. By virtue of (16), we see that δ(g) is independent of the choice of
lift g̃ and thus δ is a well-defined group homomorphism; the condition πGm ◦ δ = det is immediately verified,
as is

δ(G(m)) = detG(mG).

In particular, if detG(mG) = (Z/mGZ)
×, then δ is surjective. Furthermore, it follows from πGm ◦ δ = det

that

δ (G(m) ∩ SL2(Z/mZ)) = kerπGm ∩ δ (G(m)) .

Thus, if δ is surjective then δ (G(m) ∩ SL2(Z/mZ)) = kerπGm . Finally, we clearly have

G(mG) ⊆
{

g ∈ π−1GL2
(G(m)) : δ (πGL2

(g)) = det g
}

,

and, from (16), the two groups are seen to have equal size, and are thus equal. �

3. Bounding the GL2-level of missing trace groups of genus zero

In this section we prove Theorem 1.6. To begin with, the main results in [7] immediately imply that
{

levelSL2
(G̃) : G ∈ G(0)

}

=

{

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,
18, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32, 36, 48

}

.

By Proposition 2.1 we then have

G ∈ G(0) =⇒ levelSL2(G) ∈
{

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24,
25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32, 36, 40, 42, 48, 50, 52, 54, 56, 60, 64, 72, 96

}

. (17)

Our next lemma is crucial in what follows and is useful in describing the Galois group of the compositum of
two fields that have a non-trivial intersection over the base field.

Lemma 3.1. (Goursat’s Lemma) Let G1, G2 be groups and for i ∈ {1, 2} denote by pri : G1 ×G2 −→ Gi
the projection map onto the i-th factor. Let G ⊆ G1 ×G2 be a subgroup and assume that

pr1(G) = G1, pr2(G) = G2.

Then there exists a group Γ together with a pair of surjective homomorphisms

ψ1 : G1 −→ Γ

ψ2 : G2 −→ Γ

so that

G = G1 ×ψ G2 := {(g1, g2) ∈ G1 ×G2 : ψ1(g1) = ψ2(g2)}.
Proof. See [35, Lemma (5.2.1)]. �

We will now establish the following proposition, which bounds mG for G ∈ G
max
MT (0) in terms of the

SL2-level of G. For an open subgroup G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ), we set

dG := gcd

(

m∞S ,

∣

∣

∣

∣

G(mS) ∩ SL2(Z/mSZ)

[G(mS), G(mS)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

(mS := levelSL2
(G)) , (18)

i.e. dG is the largest factor of
∣

∣

∣

G(mS)∩SL2(Z/mSZ)
[G(mS),G(mS)]

∣

∣

∣ supported on primes dividing mS .

Proposition 3.2. Let G ∈ G
max
MT be a maximal missing trace group of GL2-level mG and SL2-level mS.

Then mG divides dGmS, where dG is defined by (18). In particular, mG is supported on primes dividing
mS.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that mG > mS ; we let p be any prime for which vp(mG) >

vp (mS) and set m′G := mG/p
vp(mG)−vp(mS). Note that, for any prime ℓ, we have

vℓ(m
′
G) =

{

vℓ(mG) if ℓ 6= p

vℓ(mS) if ℓ = p.
(19)
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In particular, since mS divides m′G, we then have

ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/m
′
GZ)) ⊆ G(mG). (20)

Furthermore, since G is maximal among missing trace groups, it follows that

tr (G(m′G)) = Z/m′GZ. (21)

We first claim that

p | m′G. (22)

To see this, suppose for the sake of contradiction that p ∤ m′G, and define α := vp(mG) − vp(mS). Then,
since mS divides m′G, under the Chinese Remainder Isomorphism Z/mGZ ≃ Z/m′GZ × Z/pαZ, condition
(20) reads

{1} × SL2(Z/p
αZ) ⊆ G(mG). (23)

By surjectivity of det : G(pα) ։ (Z/pαZ)× and Lemma 3.1, we then have

G(mG) ≃ G(m′G)×ψ GL2(Z/p
αZ), (24)

where ψm′
G
: G(m′G) −→ Γ and ψp : GL2(Z/p

αZ) −→ Γ denote the surjective group homomorphisms onto

the common quotient group Γ implicit in the fibered product. It follows from (23) that SL2(Z/p
αZ) ⊆ kerψp,

and thus, for every γ ∈ Γ, there exists d ∈ (Z/pαZ)× for which

{g ∈ GL2(Z/pZ) : det g = d} ⊆ ψ−1p (γ).

Since tr ({g ∈ GL2(Z/pZ) : det g = d}) = Z/pαZ, it is then easy to deduce from (24) and (21) that
tr (G(mG)) = Z/mGZ, a contradiction. Therefore we have established (22), and, by (19), p | mS . Since the
prime p was arbitrary, it follows that

mG | m∞S . (25)

We now apply Lemma 2.2, which asserts that there is a surjective group homomorphism δ : G(mS) −→
(Z/mGZ)

× satisfying π ◦ δ = det : G(mS) −→ (Z/mSZ)
×, and for which

G(mG) =
{

g ∈ π−1GL2
(G(mS)) : δ (π(g)) = det g

}

.

By (25) and Lemma 2.2, we have that

mG/mS =
∣

∣ker
(

(Z/mGZ)
× → (Z/mSZ)

×)∣
∣ = |δ (G(mS) ∩ SL2(Z/mSZ))| ,

which in turn divides
∣

∣

∣

∣

G(mS) ∩ SL2(Z/mSZ)

[G(mS), G(mS)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

By (25), mG/mS also divides m∞S , and Proposition 3.2 follows. �

Theorem 1.6 follows from (17) and Proposition 3.2, together with a computer computation. The latter was
carried out using the computational package MAGMA [3]. More precisely, for any fixed g ∈ Z≥0, Proposition
3.2 bounds the GL2-level of any G ∈ G

max
MT (g) in terms of data available at the SL2-level of G. Suppose that

G ∈ G
max
MT satisfies mG := levelGL2(G) > levelSL2(G) =: mS . Defining the open subgroup Ĝ ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) by

Ĝ := π−1 (G(mS)), we have that

mĜ := levelGL2
(Ĝ) = levelSL2

(G) and G(mĜ) = Ĝ(mĜ). (26)

Note also that the quantity dG defined by (18) depends only on the group Ĝ, and we may thus denote it by
dĜ:

dG = gcd

(

m∞
Ĝ
,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ĝ(mĜ) ∩ SL2(Z/mĜZ)

[Ĝ(mĜ), Ĝ(mĜ)]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

=: dĜ.

To make our computation more efficient, it will be useful to observe other restrictions on the group Ĝ imposed
by the existence of the subgroup G ∈ G

max
MT . Momentarily forgetting about G and viewing Ĝ as a group

on its own, our next proposition establishes a necessary condition on Ĝ that will allow the possibility of a
subgroup G ∈ G

max
MT with G ( Ĝ and satisfying (26).
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Definition 3.3. Let Ĝ ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) be an open subgroup with GL2-level mĜ and let d ∈ Z≥2 be a divisor of

m∞
Ĝ
. We say that Ĝ is d-admissible if there exists t ∈ Z/mĜZ such that

∀g ∈ Ĝ(mĜ) with tr g ≡ t mod mĜ and ∀p | d, we have g ≡ λpI mod p for some λp ∈ (Z/pZ)×.

Note that a group G is d-admissible if and only if it is dsf -admissible, where dsf is the square-free part of d.
Thus, when discussing d-admissibility of a group, we may as well assume that d is square-free. Furthermore,
note that, if G is d-admissible, then G is d′-admissible for every divisor d′ of d.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that G ∈ G
max
MT satisfies mG := levelGL2

(G) > levelSL2
(G) =: mS and define the

open subgroup Ĝ ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) by Ĝ := π−1 (G(mS)). Setting d := mG/mS, we have that Ĝ is d-admissible.

Furthermore, tr
(

Ĝ(mĜ)
)

= Z/mĜZ, where mĜ denotes the GL2-level of Ĝ.

Proof. Since G ∈ G
max
MT , there exists t0 ∈ Z/mGZ such that

∀g ∈ G(mG), tr g 6≡ t0 mod mG. (27)

Choose any such t0, let p be any prime dividing mG/mS and denote by t0 ∈ Z/(mG/p)Z the reduction of
t0 modulo mG/p. Write mG =: pnm′G, with n ≥ 2 and p ∤ m′G (since mG | m∞S , we cannot have n = 1). We
then have

Z/mGZ ≃ Z/pnZ× Z/m′GZ, Z/(mG/p)Z ≃ Z/pn−1Z× Z/m′GZ, (28)

under the isomorphisms of the Chinese remainder theorem. We note that, by maximality of G among
missing trace groups, we must have that tr (G(mG/p)) = Z/(mG/p)Z. Fix any g ∈ G(mG/p) satisfying
tr g ≡ t0 mod mG/p. We claim that g ≡ λI mod p for some λ ∈ (Z/pZ)×. To see this, let πG : G(mG) −→
G(mG/p) denote the restriction of the canonical projection map and consider the fiber

π−1G (g) ⊆ G(mG).

Observe that, since mS divides mG/p, by the same reasoning as in (16), we have

kerπG = ker (SL2(Z/mGZ) → SL2(Z/(mG/p)Z)) .

Thus, denoting by g 7→ (gp, gm′
G
) (resp. g 7→ (gp, gm′

G
)) the associated element under the embedding

G(mG/p) →֒ G(pn−1)×G(m′G) (resp. under G(mG) →֒ G(pn)×G(m′G)) induced by (28), we have

π−1G (g) =

{(

gp

(

I + pn−1
(

x y
z −x

))

mod pn, gm′
G

)

∈ G(pn)×G(m′G)

}

,

where gp ∈ G(pn) is any fixed lift of gp ∈ G(pn−1). Writing gp =

(

a b
c d

)

, we see that

tr

(

gp

(

I + pn−1
(

x y
z −x

)))

= a+ d+ pn−1 ((a− d)x+ bz + cy) ,

and it follows that, if gp is not congruent to a scalar matrix modulo p, then

tr
(

π−1G (g)
)

= {t ∈ Z/mGZ : t ≡ t0 mod mG/p},
contradicting (27). Therefore gp, whence g, must be congruent to a scalar matrix modulo p. Since p and

g were arbitrary, it follows by taking t in Definition 3.3 to be t0 mod mS that Ĝ is mG/mS-admissible, as
asserted. �

3.1. An algorithm that finds all maximal missing trace groups associated to a fixed genus. Based
on the previous analysis (especially (17) and Propositions 3.2 and 3.4) we obtain the following algorithm that
explicitly computes the set Gmax

MT (0). We note that if one replaces (17) with the set {levelSL2(G) : G ∈ G(g)},
the same algorithm will explicitly compute the set G

max
MT (g). The levels m ∈ {48, 96} are computationally

intensive, and we include a separate remark about how to handle them.

For m ∈ CP0 :=

{

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 18, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32, 36, 48

}

, do the following:

(1) Exhibit all the groups G ∈ G(0,m) in a list Lm.
(2) Form the sublist LMT

m of all “new missing trace groups” in Lm, i.e. LMT
m consists of all G ∈ Lm

which satisfy tr (G(m)) ( Z/mZ and, for each prime p dividing m, tr (G(m/p)) = Z/(m/p)Z.
10



(3) Form the sublist LMT
m,max of all G appearing in LMT

m which are maximal (relative to ⊆̇) among all

the groups appearing in LMT
m .

Each list LMT
m,max constructed via (1) through (3) exhibits the groups G ∈ G

max
MT (0,m) for m ∈ CP0. It

remains to exhibit all groups G ∈ G
max
MT (0,m) for m /∈ CP0. We proceed by cases, according to whether or

not each of the conditions levelSL2
(G) ∈ CP0 and levelSL2

(G) < levelGL2
(G) is satisfied. (We just handled

the case levelSL2(G) ∈ CP0 and levelSL2(G) = levelGL2(G), so there are 3 more cases to consider.) To deal
with the case levelSL2

(G) ∈ CP0 and levelSL2
(G) < levelGL2

(G), we perform step (1) above and then proceed
as follows:

(2′) Form the sublist Lnon-MT
m of Lm consisting of all “non-missing trace groups” (i.e. groups Ĝ for which

tr
(

Ĝ(m)
)

= Z/mZ).

(3′) For each Ĝ in the list Lnon-MT
m , determine all divisors d of dĜ for which Ĝ is d-admissible and store

the pair 〈Ĝ, d〉 in a new list Lnon-MT
m,adm. just in case d > 1.

(4′) For each 〈Ĝ, d〉 ∈ Lnon-MT
m,adm. , search for new missing trace subgroups G ⊆ π−1

(

Ĝ(m)
)

of genus zero

and GL2-level dm satisfying G(m) = Ĝ(m). Form a new list Hm consisting of any such groups G
that turn up.

(5′) Form the sublist Hmax
m of G appearing in Hm that are maximal relative to ⊆̇ among all the groups

in Hm.

To handle the case levelSL2
(G) /∈ CP0 and levelSL2

(G) = levelGL2
(G), we perform steps (1) and (2′) above,

and then proceed as follows:

(3′′) Form the sublist Lnon-MT
m,−I∈ of Lnon-MT

m consisting of those groups Ĝ for which −I ∈ Ĝ.

(4′′) For each Ĝ in the list Lnon-MT
m,−I∈ , find all index two subgroups G ∈ π−1 (G(m)) with −I /∈ G,

detG = Ẑ×, levelGL2
(G) = 2m and G(m) = Ĝ(m). Collect these into a list L2m.

(5′′) Form the sublist LMT
2m of all new missing trace groups in L2m, i.e. LMT

2m consists of all G in L2m

which satisfy tr (G(2m)) ( Z/2mZ and, for each prime p dividing 2m, tr (G(2m/p)) = Z/(2m/p)Z.
(6′′) Form the sublist LMT

2m,max of all G appearing in LMT
2m which are maximal (relative to ⊆̇) among all

the groups appearing in LMT
2m .

For the final the case levelSL2
(G) /∈ CP0 and levelSL2

(G) < levelGL2
(G), we perform steps (1), (2′), (3′′) and

(4′′) above, and then proceed as follows:

(5′′′) Form the sublist Lnon-MT
2m of L2m consisting of all non-missing trace groups (i.e. groups Ĝ for which

tr
(

Ĝ(2m)
)

= Z/2mZ).

(6′′′) For each Ĝ in the list Lnon-MT
2m , determine all divisors d of dĜ for which Ĝ is d-admissible and store

the pair 〈Ĝ, d〉 in a new list Lnon-MT
2m,adm. just in case d > 1.

(7′′′) For each 〈Ĝ, d〉 ∈ Lnon-MT
m,adm. , search for new missing trace subgroups G ⊆ π−1

(

Ĝ(2m)
)

of genus zero

and GL2-level d · 2m satisfying G(2m) = Ĝ(2m). Form a new list H2m consisting of any such groups
G that turn up.

(8′′′) Form the sublist Hmax
2m of G appearing in H2m that are maximal relative to ⊆̇ among all the groups

in H2m.

We remark that, for the levelm = 48, the large number of subgroups of SL2(Z/48Z) makes it computationally
intensive (memory-wise) to determine the genus zero subgroups via a direct search. To work around this
problem, we instead started with the single unique subgroup S(48) ⊆ SL2(Z/48Z) of SL2-level 48 and genus
zero and constructed all other subgroups G(48) ⊆ GL2(Z/48Z) by initializing G0 := S(48) and recursively
defining Gn+1 := 〈g,Gn〉 with g ∈ GL2(Z/48Z) any matrix for which Gn+1 ∩ SL2(Z/48Z) = S(48). This
process generates all subgroups G(48) ⊆ GL2(Z/48Z) of SL2-level 48 and genus zero.

Running the above algorithm, we obtain G
max
MT (0) as an explicit list of 52 groups which are presented in

Section 5, grouped in subsections according to GL2-level. For exactly two of these groups G (of GL2-levels
8 and 9), the corresponding modular curves XG satisfy XG(Q) = ∅; the 50 remaining groups give rise to
Weierstrass models with j-invariants and twist parameters as described in Tables 2 and 3 of Section 6.
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4. Preliminaries on division fields of elliptic curves

In this section, we gather various preliminary results to be used in the following section to develop explicit
models for the modular curves associated to the groups occurring in Theorem 1.6. We recall the general

set-up: G ⊆ GL2(Ẑ) is an open subgroup, G̃ := 〈G,−I〉 and XG̃ is the modular curve associated to G̃.

Denoting by m the GL2-level of G̃ and by jG̃ : XG̃ −→ X(1) ≃ P1 the forgetful map, we have that, for any
j ∈ Q− {0, 1728},

j ∈ jG̃ (XG̃(Q)) ⇐⇒ ∃E/Q with ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃ and jE = j. (29)

We will use repeatedly the following consequence of the Weil pairing on an elliptic curve. Let K be a field,
let E an elliptic curve defined over K, let m ∈ N be a positive integer co-prime with charK and let

ρE,m : GK −→ Aut(E[m]) ≃ GL2(Z/mZ)

be the Galois representation defined by letting GK act on the m-torsion of E. On the other hand, let

χm : GK −→ Aut(µm) ≃ (Z/mZ)×

be the mod m cyclotomic character, defined by letting GK act on µm.

Lemma 4.1. We have det ◦ρE,m = χm.

Proof. This follows from properties of the Weil pairing; see [39, Ch III, §8]. �

We remark that, whenever the level m of a maximal missing trace group may be written in the form
m = m1m2 with m1,m2 > 1 and gcd(m1,m2) = 1, the group G(m) decomposes via the Chinese Remainder
Theorem as a fibered product

G(m) = G(m1m2) ≃ G(m1)×ψ G(m2) := {(g1, g2) ∈ G(m1)×G(m2) : ψ1(g1) = ψ2(g2)}, (30)

where ψi : G(mi) −→ H are each surjective homomorphisms onto a common non-trivial quotient group H
(if H were trivial, then G(m) would decompose as a full cartesian product, implying that either G(m1) or
G(m2) would have a missing trace, contradicting maximality of G).

There are various methods for obtaining an explicit model for such a modular curve XG̃(m). For example,

one can use Siegel functions as was done in [9] and [40], but we will proceed differently. By Theorem 1.6, the
levels m1 and m2 in (30) are always equal to prime powers in the cases we consider. We will work directly
with existing models for XG̃(m1)

and XG̃(m2)
coming from [40], constructing the desired cover XG̃(m) by

explicitly computing appropriate subfields of L1 ⊆ Q(E[m1]) and L2 ⊆ Q(E[m2]) and setting them equal to
one another. This highlights the role played by entanglements in these examples.

The following lemma will be useful for determining when ρE,m1m2(GQ) ⊆̇G(m1) ×ψ G(m2). In general,
let G1 and G2 be finite groups and let

Gi, G
′
i ⊆ Gi (i ∈ {1, 2})

be subgroups. Let

ψi : Gi −→ H, ψ′i : G
′
i −→ H ′ (i ∈ {1, 2})

be surjective homomorphisms onto the finite groups H and H ′, respectively, and denote by G1 ×ψ G2 and
G′1 ×ψ′ G′2 the corresponding fibered products. In particular, these fibered products are honest in the sense
that, for each i ∈ {1, 2}, the canonical projections G1×ψG2 −→ Gi and G

′
1×ψ′G′2 −→ G′i are each surjective.

Lemma 4.2. With the notation just outlined, we have

G′1 ×ψ′ G′2 ⊆ G1 ×ψ G2

if and only if

(1) ∀i ∈ {1, 2}, G′i ⊆ Gi,
(2) there exists a group homomorphism ̟ : H ′ −→ H such that ∀i ∈ {1, 2}, ̟ ◦ ψ′i = ψi|G′

i
.

Proof. For the direction “⇒”, condition (1) is immediate. To verify condition (2), we first note that kerψ′1×
kerψ′2 ⊆ G1 ×ψ G2, which implies that

kerψ′i ⊆ kerψi (i ∈ {1, 2}) .
12



We thus have a well-defined group homomorphism ̟ : H ′ −→ H , given by ̟ (ψ′1(g
′
1)) := ψ1(g

′
1). We observe

that ̟ ◦ ψ′i = ψi|G′
i
by definition when i = 1 and by G′1 ×ψ′ G′2 ⊆ G1 ×ψ G2 when i = 2. This establishes

(2).
For the converse, assume that (1) and (2) hold and let (g′1, g

′
2) ∈ G′1×ψ′ G′2. By (1), g′1 ∈ G1 and g′2 ∈ G2.

Furthermore, ψ′1(g
′
1) = ψ′2(g

′
2), and thus

ψ1(g
′
1) = ̟ (ψ′1(g

′
1)) = ̟ (ψ′2(g

′
2)) = ψ2(g

′
2).

Thus, (g′1, g
′
2) ∈ G1 ×ψ G2, and we have proved the converse, establishing the lemma. �

By (29), we need only consider such groups up to conjugation inside GL2(Z/mZ), i.e. up to the relation
.
=. It is straightforward to see that, for any inner automorphisms η1, η2 : H −→ H , we have

G(m1)×(η1ψ1,η2ψ2) G(m2)
.
= G(m1)×(ψ1,ψ2) G(m2).

However, the same is not always true for outer automorphisms η1, η2 ∈ Aut(H); given such a pair (η1, η2) ∈
Aut(H)2, we clearly have

G(m1)×(η1ψ1,η2ψ2) G(m2) = G(m1)×(ψ1,η
−1
1 η2ψ2)

G(m2).

Thus, it suffices to consider postcomposing the pair (ψ1, ψ2) with pairs of automorphsims of the form (1, η2),
or of the form (η1, 1).

Definition 4.3. Given the notation above, we say that an automorphism ηi ∈ Aut(H) is GL2(Z/miZ)-
induced if there exists gi ∈ GL2(Z/miZ) satisfying giG(mi)g

−1
i = G(mi) and for which the diagram

G(mi) G(mi)

H H

Conjgi

ψi ψi

ηi

commutes.

The following useful lemma is straightforward to prove.

Lemma 4.4. With notation as just outlined and with η1, η2 ∈ Aut(H), we have

G(m1)×(ψ1,η2ψ2) G(m2)
.
= G(m1)×(ψ1,ψ2) G(m2) ⇐⇒ η2 ∈ Aut(H) is GL2(Z/m2Z)-induced,

G(m1)×(η1ψ1,ψ2) G(m2)
.
= G(m1)×(ψ1,ψ2) G(m2) ⇐⇒ η1 ∈ Aut(H) is GL2(Z/m1Z)-induced.

We will now describe an interpretation of ρE,m1m2(GQ) ⊆̇G(m1)×ψ G(m2) in terms of entanglements. It
will be convenient to decompose the representation ρE as

GQ Aut(Etors) GL2(Ẑ),
ρ̃E

ρE

ιB

where B = {B(m) := (b1,m,b2,m) : m ∈ N} is a collection of ordered Z/mZ-bases of E[m] ⊆ Etors, one for
each m ∈ N, chosen compatibly. This decomposition has a corresponding a finite level analogue

ρE,m = ιB(m) ◦ ρ̃E,m (31)

for any m ∈ N. We will denote simply by ι either of the the isomorphisms Aut(E[m]) → GL2(Z/mZ) or

Aut(Etors) → GL2(Ẑ) induced by such a collection B, suppressing the dependence on B. Thus, for any
m ∈ N, we have

ρE,m(GQ) ⊆̇G(m) ⇐⇒ ∃ι : ρ̃E,m(GQ) →֒ G(m).

Unraveling (29), we find that

∃ι : ρ̃E,m1m2(GQ) →֒ G(m1)×ψ G(m2) =⇒ ∃ι1 : ρ̃E,m1(GQ) →֒ G(m1), ∃ι2 : ρ̃E,m2(GQ) →֒ G(m2),

and Q(E[m1])
ι−1
1 (kerψ1) = Q(E[m2])

ι−1
2 (kerψ2),

where we are understanding the subfield Q(E[mi])
ι−1
i (kerψi) ⊆ Q(E[mi]) via the natural isomorphism

Gal (Q(E[mi])/Q) ≃ ρ̃E,mi(GQ). The following corollary states conditions under which the converse holds.
13



Corollary 4.5. Let AutGL2(Z/miZ)(H) ⊆ Aut(H) denote the subgroup of GL2(Z/miZ)-induced automor-
phisms, and suppose that either AutGL2(Z/m1Z)(H) = Aut(H) or AutGL2(Z/m2Z)(H) = Aut(H). We then
have

ρE,m1m2(GQ) ⊆̇G(m1)×ψ G(m2) ⇐⇒ ∃ι1 : ρ̃E,m1(GQ) →֒ G(m1), ∃ι2 : ρ̃E,m2(GQ) →֒ G(m2),

and Q(E[m1])
ι−1
1 (kerψ1) = Q(E[m2])

ι−1
2 (kerψ2).

We would like to apply Corollary 4.5 to groups G ∈ G
max
MT (0). Our computation shows that, for every such

group G whose GL2-level m is divisible by at least two primes, and for any m1,m2 > 1 with m = m1m2 and
gcd(m1,m2) = 1, writing G(m) ≃ G(m1)×ψ G(m2) and denoting by H := ψi(G(mi)) the common quotient
group implicit in the fibered product, we have

H ∈ {Z/2Z,Z/3Z,Z/6Z, S3}. (32)

When H ∈ {Z/2Z, S3}, all automorphisms of H are inner, whence GL2(Z/miZ)-inner (no matter what the
level mi is. For the case H ∈ {Z/3Z,Z/6Z}, we will now look in more detail at the particulars.

The common quotient H = Z/3Z arises as an entanglement between the groups G(2) and G(7), and in
all such cases, we have

G(2) =

〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

⊆ GL2(Z/2Z), ψ2 :

〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

≃ Z/3Z. (33)

Thus, the image H = Z/3Z is isomorphic to G(2), an index two (and hence normal) subgroup of GL2(Z/2Z).
Since

(

0 1
1 0

)(

1 1
1 0

)(

0 1
1 0

)−1
=

(

0 1
1 1

)

,

it follows that the conjugation action of GL2(Z/2Z) on G(2) gives rise to all automorphisms of H , i.e. that
Aut(H) = AutGL2(Z/2Z)(H) in this case.

The common quotient H ≃ Z/6Z arises as an entanglement between G(4) and G(7), and in all such cases,
we have

G(4) = π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

⊆ GL2(Z/4Z), kerψ4 = kerπGL2 ∩ SL2(Z/4Z),

where πGL2
: GL2(Z/4Z) → GL2(Z/2Z) denotes the canonical projection map. Therefore the map ψ4

decomposes as

π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

Z/3Z× Z/2Z Z/6Z,
ψ2×det

ψ4

≃

where ψ2 denotes the function g 7→ ψ2(g mod 2), with ψ2 as in (33). Thus, it follows from the discussion
in the previous paragraph that AutGL2(Z/4Z)(H) = Aut(H) in this case as well. Taking these observations
together with the computation that establishes (32), we thus have

Corollary 4.6. For each group G ∈ G
max
MT (0) with the property that m := levelGL2

(G) is divisible by at
least two primes, choose any m1,m2 ∈ N with gcd(m1,m2) = 1 and m1,m2 > 1 and write G(m) ≃
G(m1)×ψ G(m2). For any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE,m1m2(GQ) ⊆̇G(m1)×ψ G(m2) ⇐⇒ ∃ι1 : ρ̃E,m1(GQ) →֒ G(m1), ∃ι2 : ρ̃E,m2(GQ) →֒ G(m2),

and Q(E[m1])
ι−1
1 (kerψ1) = Q(E[m2])

ι−1
2 (kerψ2),

where the basis-induced embeddings ι1 and ι2 and the representations ρ̃E,mi are as in (31), and the subfield

Q(E[mi])
ι−1
i (kerψi) ⊆ Q(E[mi]) is understood via the natural isomorphism ρ̃E,mi(GQ) ≃ Gal (Q(E[mi])/Q).
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4.1. Cyclic cubic fields. Since we will be dealing with cyclic cubic extensions of Q(t,D), we now state two
lemmas about such field extensions that will be used in what follows. Our first lemma allows us to exhibits
explicit polynomials for generators of each of the cyclic cubic subfields of a given Z/3Z × Z/3Z-extension.
In general, let K be any field, let

fS(x) = x3 − S1x
2 + S2x− S3,

fT (x) = x3 − T1x
2 + T2x− T3

(34)

be two monic irreducible polynomials with coefficients in K, and denote by KfS (resp. by KfT ) the splitting

polynomial of fS (resp. of fT ), viewed as subfields of a fixed algebraic closure K of K. Assume that

KfS 6= KfT (35)

and that the discriminants ∆S := disc(fS) and ∆T := disc(fT ) are each in (K×)
2
, or equivalently that

Gal(KfS/K) ≃ Gal(KfT /K) is a cyclic group of order 3. The assumption (35) then implies that the
composite field KfSfT = KfSKfT satisfies

Gal(KfSfT /K) ≃ Z/3Z× Z/3Z, (36)

and this field contains 4 cyclic cubic subfields. Fix square roots
√
∆S ,

√
∆T ∈ K and define the coefficients

R1, R2, R3, R
′
3 ∈ K by

R1 :=S1T1,

R2 :=S2
1T2 + T 2

1S2 − 3S2T2,

R3 :=S3
1T3 + T 3

1S3 − 3S1S2T3 − 3T1T2S3 + 9S3T3

+
(

S1S2 − 3S3 +
√

∆S

)(

T1T2 − 3T3 +
√

∆T

)

/4

+
(

S1S2 − 3S3 −
√

∆S

)(

T1T2 − 3T3 −
√

∆T

)

/4,

R′3 :=S3
1T3 + T 3

1S3 − 3S1S2T3 − 3T1T2S3 + 9S3T3

+
(

S1S2 − 3S3 +
√

∆S

)(

T1T2 − 3T3 −
√

∆T

)

/4

+
(

S1S2 − 3S3 −
√

∆S

)(

T1T2 − 3T3 +
√

∆T

)

/4.

(37)

Define the cubic polynomials fR(x), fR′(x) ∈ K[x] by

fR(x) := x3 −R1x
2 +R2x−R3,

fR′(x) := x3 −R1x
2 +R2x−R′3.

(38)

Lemma 4.7. Let K be a field, let fS(x), fT (x) ∈ K[x] be irreducible monic cubic polynomials as in (34),
and assume the setup and notation laid out above (in particular, assume that the splitting field KfSfT of
fS(x)fT (x) satisfies (36)). Then the four cyclic cubic subfields of KfSfT are the splitting fields of the
polynomials fS(x), fT (x), fR(x) and fR′(x), where fR(x) and fR′(x) are defined by (38) and (37).

Proof. An exercise in symmetric polynomials. �

Given a field K and elements S1, S2, S3, T1, T2, T3 ∈ K, we may consider the following system of equations
in the variables a, b and c.

T1 =a
(

S2
1 − 2S2

)

+ bS1 + 3c,

T2 =a
2S2

2 − 2a2S1S3 + abS1S2 − 3abS3 + 2acS2
1 − 4acS2 + b2S2 + 2bcS1 + 3c2,

T3 =a
3S2

3 + a2bS2S3 − 2a2cS1S3 + a2cS2
2 + ab2S1S3 + abcS1S2 − 3abcS3

+ ac2S2
1 − 2ac2S2 + b3S3 + b2cS2 + bc2S1 + c3.

(39)

Lemma 4.8. Let K be a field, let fS(x), fT (x) ∈ K[x] be irreducible monic cubic polynomials as in (34)
and denote by KfS (resp. by KfT ) the splitting field of fS(x) (resp. of fT (x)), viewed as subfields of a

fixed algebraic closure K of K. Assume that the discriminant ∆S of fS(x) satisfies ∆S ∈ (K×)
2
, so that
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Gal(KfS/K) is a cyclic group of order 3. We then have that KfS = KfT if and only if the system of equations
(39) has a solution (a, b, c) ∈ K3.

Proof. Let α ∈ K denote a root of fS(x). Then KfS = K(α), and so we may write an arbitrary element
β ∈ KfS in the form

β = aα2 + bα+ c (a, b, c ∈ K) . (40)

The elementary symmetric polynomials Ei(aα
2 + bα + c) of such an element are then readily computed to

be

E1(aα
2 + bα+ c) =a

(

S2
1 − 2S2

)

+ bS1 + 3c,

E2(aα
2 + bα+ c) =a2S2

2 − 2a2S1S3 + abS1S2 − 3abS3 + 2acS2
1 − 4acS2 + b2S2 + 2bcS1 + 3c2,

E3(aα
2 + bα+ c) =a3S2

3 + a2bS2S3 − 2a2cS1S3 + a2cS2
2 + ab2S1S3 + abcS1S2 − 3abcS3

+ ac2S2
1 − 2ac2S2 + b3S3 + b2cS2 + bc2S1 + c3.

(41)

Thus, if (39) have a solution (a, b, c) ∈ K3, we see that fT (x) has a root in KfS , thus fT (x) splits completely
over KfS , and so KfT = KfS . Conversely, if KfT = KfS , then let β ∈ KfT be a root of fT (x). Writing β in
the form (40), we see that (a, b, c) ∈ K3 is then a solution to (39). �

4.2. Division fields of elliptic curves and their subfields. In this section, we exhibit explicitly various
subfields of the mth division field Q(t,D) (E [m]) for various levels m and elliptic curves E over Q(t,D). The
Borel subgroup

B(ℓ) :=

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⊆ GL2(Z/ℓZ)

plays a key role, as do the two multiplicative homomorphisms ψℓ,1, ψℓ,2 : B(ℓ) −→ (Z/ℓZ)× defined by

ψℓ,1

((

a b
0 d

))

:= a, ψℓ,2

((

a b
0 d

))

:= d. (42)

For any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE,ℓ(GQ) ⊆ B(ℓ) ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable cyclic subgroup 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[ℓ]. (43)

When this is the case, we denote by E′〈P 〉 := E/〈P 〉 the quotient curve, which is isogenous over Q to E. We

have ρE′
〈P〉

,ℓ(GQ) ⊆ B(ℓ), or in other words,

∃ a GQ-stable cyclic subgroup 〈P ′〉 ⊆ E′〈P 〉[ℓ] (44)

(this is the kernel of the dual isogeny E′〈P 〉 → E). In these terms, the Galois representations ψℓ,1 and ψℓ,2
above are simply defined by restricting the action of GQ respectively to 〈P 〉 and to 〈P ′〉, i.e. we have

σ : P 7→ [ψℓ,1(σ)]P, σ : P ′ 7→ [ψℓ,2(σ)]P
′ (σ ∈ GQ) . (45)

Finally, we note that ψ
(ℓ−1)/2
ℓ,i (g) ∈ {±1} ⊆ (Z/ℓZ)×, and that this value agrees with the Legendre symbol

evaluated at ψℓ,i (g), i.e. we have

ψ
(ℓ−1)/2
ℓ,1

((

a b
0 d

))

≡
(a

ℓ

)

mod ℓ, ψ
(ℓ−1)/2
ℓ,2

((

a b
0 d

))

≡
(

d

ℓ

)

mod ℓ.

4.2.1. The level m = 2. The group GL2(Z/2Z) is a non-abelian group of order 6, and since there is only one
such group up to isomorphism, we see that it is isomorphic to the symmetric group of order 6:

GL2(Z/2Z) ≃ S3. (46)

As such, there is a unique proper non-trivial normal subgroup
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

⊆ GL2(Z/2Z)

which has index two (corresponding under (46) to the alternating subgroup A3). This index two subgroup
happens to be the commutator subgroup SL2(Z/2Z)

′ of SL2(Z/2Z); as we shall see, both this fact and the
next classical, well-known lemma generalize to levels 3 and 4.
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Lemma 4.9. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q and let ∆E denote the discriminant of any2 Weierstrass
model of E. We have that Q(

√
∆E) ⊆ Q(E[2]). Furthermore, this subfield corresponds via Galois theory to

the subgroup ρE,2(GQ) ∩ SL2(Z/2Z)
′, i.e. we have

Q(E[2])ρE,2(GQ)∩SL2(Z/2Z)
′

= Q
(

√

∆E

)

.

Proof. See for instance [28, pp. 218]. �

Throughout the paper, the role played by restriction map Gal (Q(E[2])/Q) → Gal
(

Q
(√

∆E

)

/Q
)

is
significant enough to warrant our giving it an explicit name. We make the definition

ε : GL2(Z/2Z) S3
S3

A3
{±1}.≃ can ≃ (47)

Thus, we have

ker ε =

〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

and Q(E[2])ker ε = Q
(

√

∆E

)

.

4.2.2. The level m = 3. Using the classical theory of modular functions (see [47]), it can be shown that there
is a rational parameter t on the genus zero modular curve X0(3) such that the forgetful map X0(3) −→ X(1)
takes the form

P1(t) −→ P1(j), t 7→ 27
(t+ 1)(t+ 9)3

t3
.

We define j3(t) := 27
(t+ 1)(t+ 9)3

t3
∈ Q(t) and the elliptic curve E3 over Q(t,D) by

E3 : y2 = x3 +
108D2j3(t)

1728− j3(t)
x+

432D3j3(t)

1728− j3(t)
. (48)

By restricting the action of Gal (Q(t,D)(E3[3])/Q(t,D)) to E3[3] and fixing a Z/3Z-basis thereof, we obtain
an isomorphism

Gal (Q(t,D)(E3[3])/Q(t,D)) ≃
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⊆ GL2(Z/3Z). (49)

The following lemma explicitly characterizes the subfields cut out by the characters ψ3,1 and ψ3,2.

Lemma 4.10. Let E3 be the elliptic curve over Q(t,D) defined by (48) and define the characters

ψ3,1, ψ3,2 : Gal (Q(t,D)(E3[3])/Q(t,D)) → {±1}
to be the restrictions under (49) of the characters defined in (42). We then have

Q(t,D)(E3[3])kerψ3,1 = Q(t,D)

(
√

6D(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

(t2 − 18t− 27)

)

,

Q(t,D)(E3[3])kerψ3,2 = Q(t,D)

(
√

−2D(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

(t2 − 18t− 27)

)

.

(50)

Proof. We compute that the 3rd division polynomial associated to E3 has the Q(t,D)-rational factor

x− 18D(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

t2 − 18t− 27
,

and this leads us to the point

P :=

(

18D(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

t2 − 18t− 27
,
24Dt(t+ 9)

t2 − 18t− 27

√

6D(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

(t2 − 18t− 27)

)

∈ E3[3].

Since Q(t,D)(E3[3])kerψ3,1 = Q(t,D) (P ), this establishes the first formula in (50); the expression for the
fixed field of kerψ3,2 then follows from the fact that ψ3,1(g)ψ3,2(g) = det g, whose corresponding fixed field

is Q(t,D)
(√

−3
)

. �

2Note that the field Q(
√
∆E) (resp. the fields Q(∆

1/3
E ) and Q(∆

1/4
E ) appearing in Lemmas 4.11 and 4.12) does not depend

on the choice of Weierstrass model for E, even though the discriminant ∆E does.
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We will also make use of the following classical fact about the third division field of an elliptic curve. Note
that the commutator subgroup SL2(Z/3Z)

′ := [SL2(Z/3Z), SL2(Z/3Z)] is a normal subgroup of GL2(Z/3Z)
and the quotient group is dihedral of order 6:

GL2(Z/3Z)

SL2(Z/3Z)′
≃ D3.

Thus, the associated fixed field Q(E[3])ρE,3(GQ)∩SL2(Z/3Z)
′ ⊆ Q(E[3]) is generically a D3-extension of Q; the

next lemma specifies generators for this subfield.

Lemma 4.11. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q and let ∆E denote the discriminant of any Weierstrass

model of E. We have that Q
(

µ3,∆
1/3
E

)

⊆ Q(E[3]). Furthermore, this subfield corresponds via Galois theory

to the subgroup ρE,3(GQ) ∩ SL2(Z/3Z)
′, i.e. we have

Q(E[3])ρE,3(GQ)∩SL2(Z/3Z)
′

= Q
(

µ3,∆
1/3
E

)

.

Proof. This is a classical result; see for instance [28, pp. 181–183] and the references therein. �

4.2.3. The level m = 4. The following lemma details the relevant classical facts surrounding the fourth divi-
sion field of an elliptic curve. Note that the commutator subgroup SL2(Z/4Z)

′ := [SL2(Z/4Z), SL2(Z/4Z)]
is a normal subgroup of GL2(Z/4Z) and the quotient group is dihedral of order 8:

GL2(Z/4Z)

SL2(Z/4Z)′
≃ D4.

Thus, the associated fixed field Q(E[4])ρE,4(GQ)∩SL2(Z/4Z)
′ ⊆ Q(E[4]) is generically a D4-extension of Q; we

now specify generators for this subfield.

Lemma 4.12. Let E be an elliptic curve over Q and let ∆E denote the discriminant of any Weierstrass

model of E. We have that Q
(

µ4,∆
1/4
E

)

⊆ Q(E[4]). Furthermore, this subfield corresponds via Galois theory

to the subgroup ρE,4(GQ) ∩ SL2(Z/4Z)
′, i.e. we have

Q(E[4])ρE,4(GQ)∩SL2(Z/4Z)
′

= Q
(

µ4,∆
1/4
E

)

.

Proof. See [28, pp. 172–173] and [28, pp. 218–220]. �

We will sometimes need to deal with this subfield in the case that ρE,4(GQ) is contained in a specific
proper subgroup of GL2(Z/4Z). In particular, we will be interested in the subgroup

GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε := {g ∈ GL2(Z/4Z) : χ4(det g) = ε(g mod 2)}

=

〈(

1 1
0 3

)

,

(

1 0
1 3

)

,

(

1 3
1 0

)〉

,
(51)

where χ4 : (Z/4Z)× → {±1} is the unique nontrivial multiplicative character and ε : GL2(Z/2Z) → {±1} is
as in (47). For any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE,4(GQ) ⊆ GL2(Z/4Z)ε=χ4 ⇐⇒ Q
(

√

∆E

)

= Q(i).

There is a rational parameter t on the genus zero modular curve XGL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε
with the property that the

forgetful map XGL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε
→ X(1) takes the form t 7→ j4(t), where

j4(t) := −t2 + 1728.

As detailed in [40], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , we have

ρE,4(GQ) ⊆ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q with jE = j4(t0). (52)

In particular, defining the elliptic curve E4 over Q(t,D) by

E4 : y2 = x3 +
108D2j4(t)

1728− j4(t)
x+

432D3j4(t)

1728− j4(t)
, (53)

we have that ρE4,4(GQ(t,D))
.
= GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε. The following lemma summarizes the situation and will be

useful in what follows.
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Lemma 4.13. For any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE,4(GQ) ⊆̇ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q with E ≃Q E4(t0, D0), (54)

where E4 is the elliptic curve over Q(t,D) defined by (53). Furthermore, when this is the case, we have

Q(µ4,∆
1/4
E ) = Q

(

µ4,∆
1/4
E4(t0,D0)

)

= Q

(

i,
√

D0t0(t20 − 1728)

)

. (55)

In particular, when (54) holds, the subfield Q
(

µ4,∆
1/4
E

)

⊆ Q(E[4]) is either biquadratic or quadratic over

Q.

Proof. The assertion (54) follows immediately from (52). The equality (55) follows from

∆E4 = −
(

2936D3(t2 − 1728)

t3

)2

,

using the fact that (−1)1/4 = ζ8 =
√
2
2 +

√
2
2 i, and from (55) one sees that Q

(

µ4,∆
1/4
E

)

is either biquadratic

or quadratic over Q. �

4.2.4. The level m = 5. The subgroups

G5,1 :=

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

, G5,2 :=

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

⊆
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⊆ GL2(Z/5Z) (56)

correspond to two genus zero modular curves XG5,1 and XG5,2 , each of which is a 2-fold cover of X0(5). As

discussed in [47], the maps P1(t) → P1(j) corresponding to the forgetful maps XG5,i −→ X(1) are given
respectively by the rational functions

j5,1(t) :=
(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)3

t5(t2 − 11t− 1)
, j5,2(t) :=

(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)3

t(t2 − 11t− 1)5
.

We define the elliptic curves E5,i over Q(t,D) by

E5,i : y2 = x3 +
108D2j5,i(t)

1728− j5,i(t)
x+

432D3j5,i(t)

1728− j5,i(t)
(i ∈ {1, 2}) ; (57)

we have

ρE5,i,5(GQ(t,D))
.
= G5,i ⊆ GL2(Z/5Z) (i ∈ {1, 2}) . (58)

The next lemma explicitly characterizes the subfields cut out by the characters

ψ5,1, ψ
2
5,2ψ5,1 :

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1} ⊆ (Z/5Z)
×
,

ψ5,2, ψ
2
5,1ψ5,2 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

−→ {±1} ⊆ (Z/5Z)× .

Lemma 4.14. For each i ∈ {1, 2}, let E5,i be the elliptic curve over Q(t,D) defined by (57) and let

χ
(i)
5,1, χ

(i)
5,2 : Gal (Q(t,D)(E5,i[5])/Q(t,D)) −→ {±1} ⊆ (Z/5Z)×
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denote the restrictions under (58) of the characters χ
(i)
5,1 := ψ5,i and χ

(i)
5,2 := ψ5,iψ

2
5,3−i, where ψ5,i are as in

(42). We then have

Q(t,D)(E5,1[5])kerχ
(1)
5,1 = Q(t,D)

(
√

− 2D(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)

((t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)

)

,

Q(t,D)(E5,1[5])kerχ
(1)
5,2 = Q(t,D)

(
√

− 10D(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)

((t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)

)

,

Q(t,D)(E5,2[5])kerχ
(2)
5,1 = Q(t,D)

(
√

− 2D(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t− 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)

)

,

Q(t,D)(E5,2[5])kerχ
(2)
5,2 = Q(t,D)

(
√

− 10D(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t− 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)

)

.

(59)

Proof. For any elliptic curve E over Q with ρE,5(GQ) ⊆ B(5), define 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] and 〈P ′〉 ⊆ E′〈P 〉[5] as in

(43) and (44). By (45) and (56), we have

ρE,5(GQ) ⊆̇G5,1 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] with [Q(P ) : Q] ≤ 2,

ρE,5(GQ) ⊆̇G5,2 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] and
∃ a GQ-stable 〈P ′〉 ⊆ E′〈P 〉[5]

with [Q(P ′) : Q] ≤ 2,
(60)

and the same statement holds when the base field Q is replaced by Q(t,D). Furthermore, we have

Q(t,D) (E5,1[5])kerχ
(1)
5,1 = Q(t,D) (P ) , Q(t,D) (E5,2[5])kerχ

(2)
5,1 = Q(t,D) (P ′) , (61)

where P ∈ E5,1[5] and P ′ ∈ (E5,2)′〈P 〉[5] are as in (60).

Using the linear factor of the 5th division polynomial of E5,1, we find the point P1 = (x1, y1) ∈ E5,1[5],
where

x1 := −6D(t2 − 6t+ 1)(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)
,

y1 :=
216dt(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)

√

−2D(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)
.

By (61), this proves the first equality in (59). We now consider the character ψ2
5,2 : G5,1 → {±1}, whose value

ψ5,2(g1)
2 agrees with

(

5

det g1

)

, and thus has corresponding fixed field Q(t,D)
(√

5
)

. Since χ
(1)
5,2 = ψ2

5,2ψ5,1,

this observation establishes the second equality in (59).
For the second pair of equalities in (59), we reason as follows. The 5th division polynomial associated to

E5,2 has a quadratic factor that is irreducible over Q(t,D), and this leads to a GQ(t,D)-stable cyclic subgroup

〈P 〉 ⊆ E5,2[5]. We find that the isogenous elliptic curve (E5,2)′〈P 〉 = E5,2/〈P 〉 is given by

(E5,2)′〈P 〉 : y2 = x3 − 67500D2(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)2

(t2 + 1)2(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)2
x

− 6750000D3(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)3

(t2 + 1)2(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)3
.

The 5th division polynomial of (E5,2)′〈P 〉 is seen to have a linear factor, which leads to the point P ′2 =

(x′2, y
′
2) ∈ (E5,2)′〈P 〉 [5], where

x′2 := −150
D(t2 − 6t+ 1)(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)
,

y′2 := 27000
Dt(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)

√

−2D(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)
.
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As before, this, together with the fact that for g2 ∈ G5,2, the value ψ5,1(g2)
2 agrees with

(

5

det g2

)

and that

χ
(2)
5,2 = ψ2

5,1ψ5,2, establishes the second two equalities in (59), proving the lemma. �

4.2.5. The level m = 7. We begin by describing an explicit Weierstrass model E7 over Q(t,D) that is
generic in the sense that its specializations E7(t0, D0) give rise to all elliptic curves E over Q for which
ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇B(7), where we recall that

B(7) =

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⊆ GL2(Z/7Z)

denotes the Borel subgroup. We then describe explicitly certain subfields of Q(E7[7]) that will be useful in
the next section.

Define j7(t) ∈ Q(t) by

j7(t) :=
(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(t2 + 13t+ 49)

t7
,

and the elliptic curve E7 over Q(t,D) by

E7 : y2 = x3 +D2a4;7(t)x+D3a6;7(t),

a4;7(t) :=
108j7(t)

1728− j7(t)
, a6;7(t) :=

432j7(t)

1728− j7(t)
.

(62)

As proved in [47], we have

ρE7,7(GQ(t,D))
.
= B(7) ⊆ GL2(Z/7Z). (63)

The next lemma explicitly characterizes the subfields cut out by the quadratic characters ψ3
7,1 and ψ3

7,2.

Lemma 4.15. Let E7 be the elliptic curve over Q(t,D) defined by (62) and let

ψ3
7,1, ψ

3
7,2 : Gal (Q(t,D)(E7[7])/Q(t,D)) → {±1}

denote the restrictions under (63) of the cubes of the characters defined in (42). We then have

Q(t,D)(E7[7])kerψ
3
7,1 = Q(t,D)

(
√

14D(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)

)

,

Q(t,D)(E7[7])kerψ
3
7,2 = Q(t,D)

(
√

− 2D(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)

)

.

(64)

Proof. A computation reveals that the 7th division polynomial of E7 has the cubic factor

x3 − 126D(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)
x2

+
108D2(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)2(33t2 + 637t+ 2401)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)2
x

− 216D3(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(881t4 + 38122t3 + 525819t2 + 3058874t+ 5764801)

7(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)3
,

(65)

which is irreducible over Q(t,D) and whose discriminant is in (Q(t,D)×)
2
. Writing this polynomial in the

form f(x) = (x − α1)(x − α2)(x − α3), we have that Q(t,D) (α1) is cyclic cubic over Q(t,D) and that the
point

P :=

(

α1,
√

α3
1 +D2a4;7(t)α1 +D3a6;7(t)

)

(66)

generates a cyclic submodule 〈P 〉 ⊆ E7[7] on which GQ(t,D) acts through the eigenfunction ψ7,1 via

σ : P 7→ [ψ7,1(σ)]P. (67)
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We have

Q(t,D) (P ) = Q(t,D)

(

α1,
√

α3
1 +D2a4;7(t)α1 +D3a6;7(t)

)

⊇ Q(t,D)



α1,

√

√

√

√

3
∏

j=1

(α3
j +D2a4;7(t)αj +D3a6;7(t))



 ;

(68)

a computation using the third equation in (41) shows that

Q(t,D)





√

√

√

√

3
∏

j=1

(α3
j +D2a4;7(t)αj +D3a6;7(t))



 = Q(t,D)

(
√

14D(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)

)

,

establishing the first equality in (64) (and also showing that we have equality in (68)). The second equality

follows from the fact that the product ψ3
7,1(g)ψ

3
7,2(g) agrees with

( −7

det g

)

, whose fixed field is Q(t,D)
(√

−7
)

.

�

Our next lemma explicitly characterizes the subfields cut out by the cubic characters ψ2
7,1, ψ

2
7,2 and

ψ2
7,1ψ

4
7,2, where ψ7,i is defined as in (42).

We define the polynomials

f+
cyc,7(X) := X3 +X2 − 2X − 1,

fT (X) := X3 − T1(t)X
2 + T2(t)X − T3(t),

fR(X) := X3 −R1(t)X
2 +R2(t)X −R3(t),

fR′(X) := X3 −R1(t)X
2 +R2(t)X −R′3(t),

(69)

where

T1(t) := −21(t2 + 13t+ 49),

T2(t) := 3(t2 + 13t+ 49)(33t2 + 637t+ 2401),

T3(t) := −1

7
(t2 + 13t+ 49)(881t4 + 38122t3 + 525819t2 + 3058874t+ 5764801),

R1(t) := 21(t2 + 13t+ 49),

R2(t) := −21(t2 + 13t+ 49)(9t2 − 91t− 343),

R3(t) := −7(t2 + 13t+ 49)(223t4 + 3542t3 + 3381t2 − 62426t− 117649),

R′3(t) := −(t2 + 13t+ 49)(3289t4 + 24794t3 + 23667t2 − 436982t− 823543).

(70)

Lemma 4.16. Let E7 be be the elliptic curve over Q(t,D) defined by (62) and let

ψ2
7,1, ψ

2
7,2 : Gal (Q(t,D)(E7[7])/Q(t,D)) −→

(

(Z/7Z)×
)2 ≃ µ3

denote the restrictions under (63) of the squares of the characters ψ7,i defined in (42). Let us denote
by Q(t,D)f+

cyc,7
, Q(t,D)fT , Q(t,D)fR and Q(t,D)fR′ the splitting fields over Q(t,D) of the polynomials

f+
cyc,7(X), fT (X), fR(X) and fR′(X), respectively, where these polynomials are defined by (69) and (70).
We then have

Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ
2
7,1 = Q(t,D)fT , Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ

2
7,1ψ

2
7,2 = Q(t,D)f+

cyc,7
,

Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ
2
7,2 = Q(t,D)fR , Q(t,D)(E7[7])ψ

2
7,1ψ

4
7,2 = Q(t,D)fR′ .

(71)

Proof. Since ρE7,7
(

GQ(t,D)

)

= B(7), it is straightforward to see that Q(t,D) (E7[7]) has exactly 4 cyclic cubic
subfields. Furthermore, we have

Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ
2
7,1ψ

2
7,2 = Q(t,D) (µ7)

+ ⊆ Q(t,D) (µ7) ,
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the first equality above following from the fact that ψ7,1(g)ψ7,2(g) = det g, which implies that the fixed field

of kerψ2
7,1ψ

2
7,2 is the maximal real subfield Q(t,D) (µ7)

+
, i.e. the unique subfield of Q(t,D) (µ7) that is

cyclic cubic over Q(t,D). We have Q(t,D) (µ7)
+
= Q(t,D)

(

ζ7 + ζ−17

)

, so Q(t,D) (µ7)
+
is the splitting field

of

f+
cyc,7(X) = X3 +X2 − 2X − 1,

the minimal polynomial over Q(t,D) of the generator ζ7 + ζ−17 . This establishes the second equality in (71).
For the equality in (71) involving the fixed field of kerψ2

7,1, we reason as follows. By (67) and (66), we

see that Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ7,1 = Q(t,D)(P ), where 〈P 〉 ⊆ E7[7] is a cyclic GQ(t,D)-stable subgroup, and since
this extension is cyclic of degree 6 over Q(t,D), it follows that

Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ
2
7,1 = Q(t,D) (α1) . (72)

where α1 is the x-coordinate of P . Finally, the substitution x = − 6D(t2+245t+2401)
(t4−490t3−21609t2−235298t−823543)X trans-

forms the cyclic cubic polynomial (65) into
(

− 6D(t2+245t+2401)
(t4−490t3−21609t2−235298t−823543)

)3

fT (X), and the first equality

in (71) follows.
The discriminants ∆T and ∆+

cyc,7 associated to the polynomials fT (X) and f+
cyc,7(X) satisfy

√

∆T =
2633t4(t2 + 13t+ 49)

7
,

√

∆+
cyc,7 = 7.

Applying Lemma 4.7, we find that Q(t,D)fR and Q(t,D)fR′ are the remaining two cyclic cubic subfields of
Q(t,D) (E7[7]). To see which subfield is which, we first note that, just as in (72), we have

Q(t,D) (E7[7])kerψ
2
7,2 = Q(t,D) (x(P ′)) ,

where P ′ ∈ (E7)′〈P 〉 is any generator of a cyclic GQ(t,D)-stable subgroup 〈P ′〉 ⊆ (E7)′〈P 〉[7]. A direct compu-

tation reveals that the isogenous curve (E7)′〈P 〉 has Weierstrass equation

(E7)′〈P 〉 : y2 = x3−223374D2(t2 + 5t+ 1)(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)2

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)3
x

−243376D3(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(t4 + 14t3 + 63t2 + 70t− 7)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)3
,

and that its 7th division polynomial has the cubic factor

x3+
2 · 3272D(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)
x2

+
223374D2(t2 + 13t+ 33)(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)2

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)2
x

+
233376D3(t2 + 13t+ 49)(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(t4 + 26t3 + 219t2 + 778t+ 881)

(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)3
.

Finally, applying Lemma 4.8 (and some extensive, tedious calculations), we see that the splitting field of this
polynomial agrees with the splitting field of fR(X), and this finishes the proof. �

5. Developing explicit models for missing trace groups

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.5. Specifically, for each m appearing in the union on
the right-hand side of (12), we will now

(1) list the groups G ∈ G
max
MT (0,m), up to conjugation in GL2(Ẑ);

(2) for each such group G, exhibit a rational function jG̃(t) ∈ Q(t) which defines the forgetful map
jG̃ : XG̃ −→ X(1);

(3) in case G ( G̃, identify each twist parameter dG(t) ∈ Q(t) for which the elliptic curve EG over Q(t)
given by

EG : dG(t)y
2 = x3 + a4,G̃(t)x+ a6,G̃(t)
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satisfies ρEG,m(GQ(t)) = G. (Here the Weierstrass coefficients a4,G̃(t), a6,G̃(t) ∈ Q(t) are chosen as

usual according to (8), so that the j-invariant of EG is jG̃(t).)

Throughout this section, we denote by πGL2
the canonical projection map

πGL2
: GL2(Ẑ) −→ GL2(Z/mZ),

suppressing the dependence of πGL2
on the level m.

5.1. The level m = 2. We have G
max
MT (0, 2) = {G2,1}, where G2,1(2) ⊆ GL2(Z/2Z) is given by

G2,1(2) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)〉

and G2,1 = π−1GL2
(G2,1(2)). Note that −I ∈ G2,1, so G2,1 = G̃2,1. Define the function j2,1(t) ∈ Q(t) by

j2,1(t) := 256
(t+ 1)3

t
.

As detailed in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , one has

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G2,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j2,1(t0). (73)

We define the coefficients a4;2,1(t) and a6;2,1(t) by (8) and the elliptic curve E2,1,1 over Q(t,D) by

E2,1,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;2,1(t)x + a6;2,1(t).

It follows from (73) that

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G2,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E2,1,1(t0, D0).

5.2. The level m = 3. We have G
max
MT (0, 3) = {G3,1,1, G3,1,2}, where G3,1,1(3), G3,1,2(3) ⊆ GL2(Z/3Z) are

given by

G3,1,1(3) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 2

)〉

=

{(

1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G3,1,2(3) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

2 0
0 1

)〉

=

{(

∗ ∗
0 1

)}

and G3,1,k = π−1GL2
(G3,1,k(3)) for k ∈ {1, 2}. Note that −I /∈ G3,1,k. We have

G̃3,1,1(3) = G̃3,1,2(3) =

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

;

let us denote this group by G̃3,1(3), omitting the last subscript. Define the function j3,1(t) ∈ Q(t) by

j3,1(t) := 27
(t+ 1)(t+ 9)3

t3
.

As detailed in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , one has

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃3,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j3,1(t0). (74)

We define the coefficients a4;3,1(t) and a6;3,1(t) by (8), the twist parameters d3,1,1(t), d3,1,2(t) ∈ Q(t) by

d3,1,1(t) :=
(t+ 1)(t2 − 18t− 27)

6(t+ 9)
, d3,1,2(t) := −3d3,1,1(t),

and the elliptic curves E3,1,k over Q(t) by

E3,1,k : d3,1,k(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;3,1(t)x + a6;3,1(t) (k ∈ {1, 2}) .

As may be found in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , one has

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G3,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E3,1,1 (t0) ,
ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G3,1,2 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E3,1,2 (t0) .
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5.3. The level m = 4. We have G
max
MT (0, 4) = {G4,1,1}, where G4,1,1(4) ⊆ GL2(Z/4Z) is given by

G4,1,1(4) =

〈(

1 1
0 3

)

,

(

3 2
0 3

)

,

(

1 1
1 2

)〉

and G4,1,1 = π−1GL2
(G4,1,1(4)). Note that −I /∈ G4,1,1. We have

G̃4,1,1(4) = GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε,

defined as in (51). Let us set G̃4,1 := G̃4,1,1. We define the j-invariant j4,1(t) := −t2 + 1728 and the elliptic
curve E4,1 over Q(t,D) by

E4,1 : y2 = x3 +
108D2j4.1(t)

1728− j4,1(t)
x+

432D3j4,1(t)

1728− j4,1(t)
;

see (53). By Lemma 4.13, for any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃4,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q with E ≃Q E4,1(t0, D0)

and

Q(t,D)
(

i,∆
1/4
E4,1

)

= Q(t,D)
(

i,
√

Dt(t2 − 1728)
)

. (75)

Regarding the index two subgroup G4,1,1(4) ⊆ G̃4,1(4), a computation reveals that

G4,1,1(4) ∩ SL2(Z/4Z)
′ = G4,1,1(4) ∩ SL2(Z/4Z),

and G4,1,1(4) is the unique maximal subgroup (relative to ⊆̇) of G̃4,1(4) with this property. By Lemmas 4.12
and 4.13, together with the Galois correspondence and (75), it follows that

ρE4,1(t0,D0)(GQ) ⊆̇G4,1,1 ⇐⇒ Q
(

i,∆
1/4
E4,1(t0,D0)

)

= Q(i)

⇐⇒ D0 = ±t0(t20 − 1728).

Noting that t 7→ t(t2−1728) is an odd function of t and j4,1(t) is even, we are led to the single twist parameter

d4,1,1(t) := t(t2 − 1728),

and we define the elliptic curve E4,1,1 over Q(t) by

E4,1,1 : d4,1,1(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;4,1(t)x + a6;4,1(t).

For each elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , we evidently have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G4,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E4,1,1 (t0).

5.4. The level m = 5. We have G
max
MT (0, 5) = {G5,1,1, G5,1,2, G5,2,1, G5,2,2}, where the groups G5,i,k(5) ⊆

GL2(Z/5Z) are given by

G5,1,1(5) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 2

)〉

=

{(

1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G5,1,2(5) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

4 0
0 2

)〉

=

{(

a2 ∗
0 a

)

: a ∈ (Z/5Z)×
}

,

G5,2,1(5) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

2 0
0 1

)〉

=

{(

∗ ∗
0 1

)}

,

G5,2,2(5) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

2 0
0 4

)〉

=

{(

a ∗
0 a2

)

: a ∈ (Z/5Z)×
}

,

and G5,i,k = π−1GL2
(G5,i,k(5)) for i, k ∈ {1, 2}. Note that −I /∈ G5,i,k, for each i, k ∈ {1, 2}. We have

G̃5,1(5) := G̃5,1,1(5) = G̃5,1,2(5) =

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃5,2(5) := G̃5,2,1(5) = G̃5,2,2(5) =

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

.
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Define the functions j5,1(t), j5,2(t) ∈ Q(t) by

j5,1(t) :=
(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)3

t5(t2 − 11t− 1)
,

j5,2(t) :=
(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)3

t(t2 − 11t− 1)5
.

As detailed in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , one has

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃5,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j5,1(t0),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃5,2 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j5,2(t0).

We define the coefficients a4;5,i(t), and a6;5,i(t) for each i ∈ {1, 2} by (8), the twist parameters d5,i,k(t) ∈ Q(t)
for each i, k ∈ {1, 2} by

d5,1,1(t) := − (t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)

2(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)
, d5,1,2(t) := 5d5,1,1(t),

d5,2,1(t) := − (t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)

2(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)
, d5,2,2(t) := 5d5,2,1(t),

and the elliptic curves E5,i,k over Q(t) by

E5,i,k : d5,i,k(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;5,i(t)x + a6;5,i(t) (i, k ∈ {1, 2}) .

As detailed in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q and for each i, k ∈ {1, 2}, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G5,i,k ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E5,i,k (t0) .

5.5. The level m = 6. We have G
max
MT (0, 6) = {G6,1,1, G6,2,1, G6,3,1, G6,3,2}, where G6,i,k(6) ⊆ GL2(Z/6Z)

are given by

G6,1,1(6) =

〈(

1 1
0 5

)

,

(

5 1
3 2

)

,

(

3 2
4 3

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(1,1) GL2(Z/3Z),

G6,2,1(6) =

〈(

1 1
0 5

)

,

(

1 2
0 1

)

,

(

2 3
3 5

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(2,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G6,3,1(6) =

〈(

5 0
0 1

)

,

(

5 5
0 5

)

,

(

4 3
3 1

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(3,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G6,3,2(6) =

〈(

1 0
0 5

)

,

(

5 5
0 5

)

,

(

4 3
3 1

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(3,2)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

(76)

and G6,i,k = π−1GL2
(G6,i,k(6)). In the fibered product involving ψ(1,1) = (ψ

(1,1)
2 , ψ

(1,1)
3 ) on the right-hand

side of G6,1,1(6) above, the common quotient Γ is D3, the dihedral group of order 6, the map ψ
(1,1)
2 is any

isomorphism GL2(Z/2Z) ≃ D3, and the map ψ
(1,1)
3 : GL2(Z/3Z) −→ D3 is a surjective homomorphism,

whose kernel is

kerψ
(1,1)
3 =

〈(

0 2
1 0

)

,

(

2 1
1 1

)〉

= SL2(Z/3Z)
′ ⊆ GL2(Z/3Z).

In the fibered products involving ψ(2,1), ψ(3,1) and ψ(3,2), the underlying homomorphisms are as follows:

ψ
(2,1)
2 = ψ

(3,1)
2 = ψ

(3,2)
2 = ε, where ε is defined by (47), and ψ

(2,1)
3 , ψ

(3,1)
3 , and ψ

(3,2)
3 are defined by

ψ
(2,1)
3 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(2,1)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

ad

3

)

,

ψ
(3,1)
3 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(3,1)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

d

3

)

,

ψ
(3,2)
3 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(3,2)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

:=
(a

3

)

.
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Note that −I ∈ G6,1,1 and −I ∈ G6,2,1, but −I /∈ G6,3,k for each k ∈ {1, 2}. We have

G̃6,3,k(6) ≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

(k ∈ {1, 2}) . (77)

Let us set G̃6,i := G̃6,i,k and note that G6,i,1 = G̃6,i for i ∈ {1, 2}. Also note that levelGL2
(G̃6,3) = 3. The

group G6,1,1 is studied in [2] (see also [26] and [32]); for any elliptic curve E over Q we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G6,1,1 ⇐⇒ [Q(E[2]) : Q] = 6 and Q(E[2]) ⊆ Q(E[3]), or
Q(E[2]) = Q(µ3) and ρE,3(GQ) ⊆̇Nns(3),

where Nns(3) denotes the normalizer in GL2(Z/3Z) of a non-split Cartan subgroup. Define j6,1(t) ∈ Q(t)
and the elliptic curve E6,1,1 over Q(t,D) by

j6,1(t) :=21033t3(1− 4t3),

E6,1,1 : Dy2 =x3 +
108j6,1(t)

1728− j6,1(t)
x+

432j6,1(t)

1728− j6,1(t)
.

As detailed in [2], for any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G6,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E6,1,1(t0, D0).

Regarding the group G6,2,1 = G̃6,2: by (76), Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 4.9, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G6,2,1 ⇐⇒ Q
(

√

∆E

)

= Q(µ3) and ρE,3(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

. (78)

Recall j3,1(t) ∈ Q(t), defined by j3,1(t) := 27 (t+1)(t+9)3

t3 and the coefficients a4;3,1(t) and a6;3,1(t) defined by
(8); consider the elliptic curve E3,1 over Q(t,D) defined by

E3,1 : y2 = x3 +D2a4;3,1(t)x +D3a6;3,1(t).

The discriminant ∆E3,1 of E3,1 satisfies

∆E3,1 = 21839
D6t3(t+ 1)2(t+ 9)6

(t2 − 18t− 27)6
. (79)

In particular, Q
(√

∆E3,1
)

= Q(
√
3t), so by (78), we see that ρE3,1(t0,D0)(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃6,2 = G6,2,1 if and only if

t0 ∈ −(Q×)2. We therefore set

j6,2(t) := j3,1(−t2), a4;6,2(t) := a4;3,1(−t2), a6;6,2(t) := a4;3,1(−t2)
and define the elliptic curve E6,2,1 over Q(t,D) by

E6,2,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;6,2(t)x + a6;6,2(t).

For any E over Q, we then have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G6,2,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E6,2,1(t0, D0).

Finally, we turn to the groups G6,3,1 and G6,3,2. By (77) and (74), for any E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃6,3 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E3,1(t0, D0).

On the other hand, (76), Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 4.9 imply that

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G6,3,k ⇐⇒ ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃6,3 and Q
(

√

∆E

)

= Q(E[3])kerψ
(1,k)
3 (k ∈ {1, 2}) .

Thus, by Lemma 4.10 together with (79), we are led to the twist parameters

d6,3,1(t) :=
2t(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

t2 − 18t− 27
, d6,3,2(t) := −6t(t+ 1)(t+ 9)

t2 − 18t− 27
.

We furthermore set
a4;6,3(t) := a4;3,1(t), a6;6,3(t) := a6;3,1(t)

and define the elliptic curves E6,3,k over Q(t) by

E6,3,k : d6,3,k(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;6,3(t)x+ a6;6,3(t).
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Our discussion demonstrates that, for any elliptic curve E over Q and for each k ∈ {1, 2}, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G6,3,k ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E6,3,k (t0) .

5.6. The level m = 7. We have G
max
MT (0, 7) = {G7,1,1, G7,1,2, G7,2,1, G7,2,2, G7,3,1, G7,3,2}, where the groups

G7,i,k(7) ⊆ GL2(Z/7Z) are given by

G7,1,1(7) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 3

)〉

=

{(

1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G7,1,2(7) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

6 0
0 2

)〉

=

{(

±1 ∗
0 a2

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G7,2,1(7) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

3 0
0 1

)〉

=

{(

∗ ∗
0 1

)}

,

G7,2,2(7) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

2 0
0 6

)〉

=

{(

a2 ∗
0 ±1

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G7,3,1(7) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

5 0
0 2

)〉

=

{(

±a2 ∗
0 a2

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G7,3,2(7) =

〈(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

2 0
0 5

)〉

=

{(

a2 ∗
0 ±a2

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

and G7,i,k = π−1GL2
(G7,i,k(7)) for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and k ∈ {1, 2}. Note that −I /∈ G7,i,k, for each i, k. We

have

G̃7,1(7) := G̃7,1,1(7) = G̃7,1,2(7) =

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃7,2(7) := G̃7,2,1(7) = G̃7,2,2(7) =

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

G̃7,3(7) := G̃7,3,1(7) = G̃7,3,2(7) =

{(

a ∗
0 ±a

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

.

(80)

Define the functions j7,1(t), j7,2(t), j7,3(t) ∈ Q(t) by

j7,1(t) :=
(t2 − t+ 1)3(t6 − 11t5 + 30t4 − 15t3 − 10t2 + 5t+ 1)3

t7(t− 1)7(t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1)
,

j7,2(t) :=
(t2 − t+ 1)3(t6 + 229t5 + 270t4 − 1695t3 + 1430t2 − 235t+ 1)3

t(t− 1)(t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1)7
,

j7,3(t) := − (t2 − 3t− 3)3(t2 − t+ 1)3(3t2 − 9t+ 5)3(5t2 − t− 1)3

(t3 − 2t2 − t+ 1)(t3 − t2 − 2t+ 1)7
.

(81)

As detailed in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , one has

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃7,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t ∈ Q for which jE = j7,1(t),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃7,2 ⇐⇒ ∃t ∈ Q for which jE = j7,2(t),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃7,3 ⇐⇒ ∃t ∈ Q for which jE = j7,3(t).

(82)
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We define the coefficients a4;7,i(t), and a6;7,i(t) for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} by (8), the twist parameters d7,i,k(t) ∈
Q(t) for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and k ∈ {1, 2} by

d7,1,1 := − t
12 − 18t11 + 117t10 − 354t9 + 570t8 − 486t7 + 273t6 − 222t5 + 174t4 − 46t3 − 15t2 + 6t+ 1

2(t2 − t+ 1)(t6 − 11t5 + 30t4 − 15t3 − 10t2 + 5t+ 1)

d7,2,1 := −

(

t12 − 522t11 − 8955t10 + 37950t9 − 70998t8 + 131562t7 − 253239t6+
316290t5 − 218058t4 + 80090t3 − 14631t2 + 510t+ 1

)

2(t2 − t+ 1)(t6 + 229t5 + 270t4 − 1695t3 + 1430t2 − 235t+ 1)

d7,3,1 :=
7(t4 − 6t3 + 17t2 − 24t+ 9)(3t4 − 4t3 − 5t2 − 2t− 1)(9t4 − 12t3 − t2 + 8t− 3)

2(t2 − 3t− 3)(t2 − t+ 1)(3t2 − 9t+ 5)(5t2 − t− 1)

and d7,i,2 := −7d7,i,1 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}; define the elliptic curves E7,i,k over Q(t) by

E7,i,k : d7,i,k(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;7,i(t)x+ a6;7,i(t) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, k ∈ {1, 2}) .

As may be found in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , and for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and
k ∈ {1, 2}, one has

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G7,i,k ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E7,i,k (t0) .

5.7. The level m = 8. We have G
max
MT (0, 8) = {G8,1,1, G8,2,1}, where G8,1,1(8), G8,2,1(8) ⊆ GL2(Z/8Z) are

given by

G8,1,1(8) =

〈(

1 1
0 7

)

,

(

3 0
0 7

)

,

(

5 5
5 2

)〉

,

G8,2,1(8) =

〈(

5 6
6 7

)

,

(

3 0
0 7

)

,

(

5 5
5 2

)〉

,

and G8,i,1 = π−1GL2
(G8,i,1(8)) for each i ∈ {1, 2}. Note that −I /∈ G8,i,1, and we define groups G̃8,1 := G̃8,1,1

and G̃8,2 := G̃8,2,1.
As a consequence of [40, Lemma 28] and [40, Proposition 3.1], for any group G ∈ G(0, 8), we have

XG̃(Q) 6= ∅ ⇐⇒ ∃g ∈ G̃ that is GL2(Z/8Z)-conjugate to

(

1 0
0 −1

)

or

(

1 1
0 −1

)

. (83)

A computation shows that G̃8,2(8) fails the condition on the right-hand side of (83), whereas G̃8,1(8) satisfies

it. Thus,
∣

∣

∣XG̃8,2
(Q)
∣

∣

∣ = 0 and
∣

∣

∣XG̃8,1
(Q)
∣

∣

∣ = ∞, and we will therefore restrict our consideration to the groups

G̃8,1 and G8,1,1. The group G̃8,1 has GL2-level 4, and one may verify by direct computation that

G̃8,1(4) ⊆ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε, G̃8,1(2) = GL2(Z/2Z) and

ker (GL2(Z/4Z) → GL2(Z/2Z)) ∩ SL2(Z/4Z)
′ ∩ G̃8,1(4) = {I},

where the group GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε is as in (51). Furthermore, G̃8,1(4) is the unique subgroup (up to
.
=) of

GL2(Z/4Z) satisfying these three conditions. By the Galois correspondence and Lemma 4.12, it follows that,
for any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃8,1 ⇐⇒ ρE,4(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃8,1(4)

⇐⇒ Q(
√
∆E) = Q(i), [Q(E[2]) : Q] = 6,

and Q(E[4]) = Q(E[2],∆
1/4
E ).

(84)

Define the rational functions g8,1(t), f8,1(t) and j8,1(t) ∈ Q(t) by

g8,1(t) := − t
2 + 2t− 2

t
, f8,1(t) := 4t3(8 − t), j8,1(t) := f8,1(g8,1(t)).

The group G̃8,1 appears under the label 4D0-4a in [40], wherein it is shown that, for any elliptic curve E
over Q of j-invariant jE , we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃8,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j8,1(t0).
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The group G8,1,1 entails an additional vertical entanglement. Specifically, we have

G8,1,1 ∩ πGL2
(SL2(Z/4Z)

′) = G8,1,1 ∩ πGL2
(SL2(Z/8Z)) ,

and G8,1,1 is the unique maximal subgroup of G̃8,1 (with respect to ⊆̇) that satisfies this. It follows that, for
any elliptic curve E over Q,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G8,1,1 ⇐⇒ Q(
√
∆E) = Q(i), Q(E[4]) = Q(E[2],∆

1/4
E ),

[Q(E[2]) : Q] = 6 and Q(i,∆
1/4
E ) = Q(µ8).

(85)

We define the coefficients a4;8,1(t) and a6;8,1(t) by (8) and consider the elliptic curve E8,1 over Q(t,D) defined
by

E8,1 : y2 = x3 +D2a4;8,1(t)x +D3a6;8,1(t).

By (84), for any t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E8,1(t0, D0) is an elliptic curve, we have Q
(√

∆E8,1(t0,D0)

)

= Q(i) and

Q(E8,1(t0, D0)[4]) = Q
(

E8,1(t0, D0)[2],∆
1/4
E8,1(t0,D0)

)

. The discriminant ∆E8,1 satisfies

∆E8,1 = −216312
D6t4(t2 + 2t− 2)6(t2 + 10t− 2)2

(t2 + 2)6(t2 + 8t− 2)6
,

and thus, using ζ8 =
√
2
2 +

√
2
2 i, we find that

Q
(

i,∆
1/4
E8,1(t0,D0)

)

= Q

(

i,

√

2D(t2 + 2t− 2)(t2 + 10t− 2)

(t2 + 2)(t2 + 8t− 2)

)

.

Thus, it follows from (84) and (85) that

ρE8,1(t0,D0)(GQ) ⊆̇G8,1,1 ⇐⇒ D = ± (t2 + 2t− 2)(t2 + 10t− 2)

(t2 + 2)(t2 + 8t− 2)
.

Thus, we are led to the pair of twist parameters d±8,1,1(t) := ± (t2+2t−2)(t2+10t−2)
(t2+2)(t2+8t−2) . Finally, noting that

j8,1(−2/t) = j8,1(t) and d
±
8,1,1(−2/t) = d∓8,1,1(t), we are led to the single twist parameter

d8,1,1(t) :=
(t2 + 2t− 2)(t2 + 10t− 2)

(t2 + 2)(t2 + 8t− 2)
,

and, defining the elliptic curve E8,1,1 over Q(t) by

E8,1,1 : d8,1,1(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;8,1(t)x + a6;8,1(t),

we have that, for each elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE ,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G8,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E8,1,1 (t0).

5.8. The level m = 9. We have G
max
MT (0, 9) = {G9,1,1, G9,2,1, G9,3,1, G9,4,1, G9,5,1}, where G9,i,1(9) ⊆

GL2(Z/9Z) are given by

G9,1,1(9) =

〈(

1 3
0 1

)

,

(

5 0
3 2

)

,

(

4 2
0 5

)〉

,

G9,2,1(9) =

〈(

2 1
0 5

)

,

(

4 0
3 5

)〉

,

G9,3,1(9) =

〈(

1 3
0 1

)

,

(

5 2
3 5

)

,

(

4 0
0 5

)〉

,

G9,4,1(9) =

〈(

0 2
4 1

)

,

(

4 3
5 4

)

,

(

4 5
0 5

)〉

,

G9,5,1(9) =

〈(

5 7
2 8

)

,

(

1 0
0 4

)〉

and G9,i,1 = π−1GL2
(G9,i,1(9)) for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. We have that −I ∈ G9,i,1 for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5};

as usual we define G̃9,i := G̃9,i,1, which equals G9,i,1 in this case. The group G̃9,5(9) fails the right-hand
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condition in (83), whereas, for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, the groups G̃9,i(9) satisfy it. Since XG̃9,5
is a thus conic with

no rational points, we will restrict our consideration to the first four groups in our list, which appear in [40]
under the labels 9H0-9c, 9I0-9b, 9J0-9c, and 9F0-9a, respectively. We define the functions

f9,1(t) := (t+3)3(t+27)
t g9,1(t) := 729

t3−27 h9,1(t) := −6(t3−9t)
t3+9t2−9t−9

g9,2(t) := t(t2 + 9t+ 27) h9,2(t) := −3(t3+9t2−9t−9)
t3+3t2−9t−3

g9,3(t) := t3 h9,3(t) := 3(t3+3t2−9t−3)
t3−3t2−9t+3

and the j-invariants

j9,1(t) := f9,1 (g9,1 (h9,1(t))) , j9,2(t) := f9,1 (g9,2 (h9,2(t))) , j9,3(t) := f9,1 (g9,3 (h9,3(t))) ,

j9,4(t) :=
37(t2 − 1)3(t6 + 3t5 + 6t4 + t3 − 3t2 + 12t+ 16)3(2t3 + 3t2 − 3t− 5)

(t3 − 3t− 1)9
.

As demonstrated in [40], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE and for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, we
have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃9,i ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j9,i(t0).

We define the coefficients a4;9,i(t) and a6;9,i(t) by (8) and consider the elliptic curve E9,i over Q(t,D) defined
by

E9,i : Dy2 = x3 + a4;9,i(t)x + a6;9,i(t).

Since G9,i,1 = G̃9,1 for each i, it follows immediately that, for each elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant
jE and for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G9,i,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E9,i (t0, D0).

5.9. The level m = 10. We have G
max
MT (0, 10) = {G10,1,1, G10,1,2, G10,2,1, G10,2,2, G10,3,1}, where

G10,i,k(10) ⊆ GL2(Z/10Z) are given by

G10,1,1(10) =

〈(

9 9
0 9

)

,

(

6 5
5 1

)

,

(

1 0
0 3

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(1,1)

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G10,1,2(10) =

〈(

9 9
0 9

)

,

(

6 5
5 1

)

,

(

9 0
0 3

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(1,2)

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G10,2,1(10) =

〈(

9 9
0 9

)

,

(

6 5
5 1

)

,

(

3 0
0 9

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(2,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

G10,2,2(10) =

〈(

9 9
0 9

)

,

(

6 5
5 1

)

,

(

7 0
0 1

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(2,2)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

G10,3,1(10) =

〈(

4 9
9 6

)

,

(

1 3
9 8

)

,

(

9 0
0 1

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(3,1) GS4(5)

(86)

and G10,i,k = π−1GL2
(G10,i,k(10)). In the fibered product on the right-hand side of G10,3,1(10), the group

GS4(5) denotes the unique (up to conjugation in GL2(Z/5Z)) subgroup of GL2(Z/5Z) of index 5 (its image
in PGL2(Z/5Z) is isomorphic to S4, the symmetric group on 4 symbols), and in that fibered product, the

underlying maps ψ
(3,1)
5 = (ψ

(3,1)
2 , ψ

(3,1)
5 ), surject onto a common quotient isomorphic to D3, the dihedral

group of order 6. The map ψ
(3,1)
2 is any isomorphism GL2(Z/2Z) ≃ D3, and the map ψ

(3,1)
5 : GS4(5) −→ D3

is the restriction of the projection map GL2(Z/5Z) −→ PGL2(Z/5Z), followed by any surjection S4 −→ D3;
its kernel is Ns(5), the normalizer in GL2(Z/5Z) of a split Cartan subgroup. In the fibered products involving

ψ(1,1), ψ(1,2), ψ(2,1) and ψ(2,2), the underlying homomorphisms are as follows: ψ
(1,1)
2 = ψ

(1,2)
2 = ψ

(2,1)
2 =
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ψ
(2,2)
2 = ε as in (47), whereas ψ

(1,1)
5 , ψ

(1,2)
5 , ψ

(2,1)
5 and ψ

(2,2)
5 are defined by

ψ
(1,1)
5 :

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(1,1)
5

((

a b
0 d

))

:= a ∈ {±1},

ψ
(1,2)
5 :

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(1,2)
5

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

d

5

)

a ∈ {±1},

ψ
(2,1)
5 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(2,1)
5

((

a b
0 d

))

:=
(a

5

)

d ∈ {±1},

ψ
(2,2)
5 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(2,2)
5

((

a b
0 d

))

:= d ∈ {±1}.

We note that −I ∈ G10,3,1 and −I /∈ G10,i,k, for each i, k ∈ {1, 2}; we have

G̃10,1,k(10) ≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×
{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃10,2,k(10) ≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

(k ∈ {1, 2}) .
(87)

Let us set G̃10,i := G̃10,i,k and note that G10,3,1 = G̃10,3. Also note that levelGL2
(G̃10,i) = 5 for i ∈ {1, 2}.

The group G̃10,3 is studied in [26]; for any elliptic curve E over Q we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃10,3 ⇐⇒ Q(
√
5) ( Q(E[2]) ⊆ Q(E[5]) and ρE,5(GQ) = GS4(5), or

Q(E[2]) = Q(
√
5) and ρE,5(GQ) ( GS4(5).

Define f10,3(t), g10,3(t) ∈ Q(t) by

f10,3(t) := t3(t2 + 5t+ 40), g10,3(t) :=
3t6 + 12t5 + 80t4 + 50t3 − 20t2 − 8t+ 8

(t− 1)2(t2 + 3t+ 1)2

and the j-invariant j10,3(t) ∈ Q(t) and elliptic curve E10,3,1 over Q(t,D) by

j10,3(t) :=f10,3 (g10,3(t)) ,

E10,3,1 : Dy2 =x3 +
108j10,3(t)

1728− j10,3(t)
x+

432j10,3(t)

1728− j10,3(t)
.

As proved in [26], for any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G10,3,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E10,3,1(t0, D0).

Regarding the groups G10,i,k for i, k ∈ {1, 2}, we first consider the groups G̃10,i. Given (87), we may apply
results in [47], which exhibits the j-invariants

j5,1(t) :=
(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)3

t5(t2 − 11t− 1)
, j5,2(t) :=

(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)3

t(t2 − 11t− 1)5

and shows that, for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃10,1 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j5,1(t0),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃10,2 ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j5,2(t0).

If E is an elliptic curve satisfying ρE,5(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

then there is a GQ-stable cyclic subgroup 〈P 〉 ⊆
E[5]; given any such Galois-stable cyclic subgroup 〈P 〉, we let E′〈P 〉 := E/〈P 〉 denote the associated isogenous

curve (which is necessarily defined over Q). By (87), we have that

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃10,1 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] with [Q(P ) : Q] ≤ 2,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃10,2 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] and
∃ a GQ-stable 〈P ′〉 ⊆ E′〈P 〉[5]

with [Q(P ′) : Q] ≤ 2.
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Furthermore, by (86), Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 4.9, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G10,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] with Q(P ) = Q(
√

∆E),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G10,1,2 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] with Q(P ) = Q(
√

5∆E),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G10,2,1 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] and
∃ a GQ-stable 〈P ′〉 ⊆ E′〈P 〉[5]

with Q(P ′) = Q(
√

5∆E),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G10,2,2 ⇐⇒ ∃ a GQ-stable 〈P 〉 ⊆ E[5] and
∃ a GQ-stable 〈P ′〉 ⊆ E′〈P 〉[5]

with Q(P ′) = Q(
√

∆E).

(88)

We define the coefficients a4;10,i(t) a6;10,i(t) defined by (8); consider the elliptic curves E10,i over Q(t,D)
defined by

E10,1 : y2 = x3 +D2a4;10,1(t)x+D3a6;10,1(t),

E10,2 : y2 = x3 +D2a4;10,2(t)x+D3a6;10,2(t).

We have

∆E10,1 =
218312D6t5(t2 − 11t− 1)(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)6

(t2 + 1)6(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)6
,

∆E10,2 =
218312D6t(t2 − 11t− 1)5(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)6

(t2 + 1)6(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)6
,

and thus

Q
(√

∆E10,1

)

= Q
(√

∆E10,2

)

= Q
(

√

t(t2 − 11t− 1)
)

.

By Lemma 4.14, we are led to the twist parameters

d10,1,1(t) :=
−2t(t2 − 11t− 1)(t4 − 12t3 + 14t2 + 12t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 18t3 + 74t2 + 18t+ 1)
, d10,1,2(t) := 5d10,1,1(t),

d10,2,1(t) :=
−10t(t2 − 11t− 1)(t4 + 228t3 + 494t2 − 228t+ 1)

(t2 + 1)(t4 − 522t3 − 10006t2 + 522t+ 1)
, d10,2,2(t) := 5d10,2,1(t),

and to the elliptic curves E10,i,k over Q(t), defined by

E10,i,k : d10,i,k(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;10,i(t)x + a6;10,i(t) (i, k ∈ {1, 2}) .

By (88) and Lemma 4.14, for each elliptic curve E over Q and for each i, k ∈ {1, 2}, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G10,i,k ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E10,i,k (t0).

5.10. The level m = 12. We have G
max
MT (0, 12) = {G12,1,1, G12,2,1, G12,3,1, G12,4,1, G12,4,2}, where

G12,i,k(12) ⊆ GL2(Z/12Z) are given by

G12,1,1(12) =

〈(

7 7
0 5

)

,

(

5 7
3 2

)

,

(

2 9
9 8

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×ψ(1,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G12,2,1(12) =

〈(

5 8
0 1

)

,

(

5 11
0 11

)

,

(

7 6
3 7

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×ψ(2,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G12,3,1(12) =

〈(

5 11
0 11

)

,

(

5 11
0 7

)

,

(

2 1
9 11

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×ψ(3,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G12,4,1(12) =

〈(

5 1
3 2

)

,

(

7 6
0 11

)

,

(

7 0
0 7

)〉

≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×ψ(4,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G12,4,2(12) =

〈(

5 1
3 2

)

,

(

11 6
0 7

)

,

(

7 0
0 7

)〉

≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×ψ(4,2)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

(89)
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and G12,i,k = π−1GL2
(G12,i,k(12)); as usual, the representations of the groups on the right-hand are to be under-

stood via the Chinese Remainder Theorem. In the fibered products ψ(i,k), the underlying homomorphisms

are as follows: the maps ψ
(i,k)
4 , are defined by

ψ
(i,1)
4 : GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε −→ {±1}, kerψ

(i,1)
4 =

〈(

3 2
0 3

)

,

(

3 3
1 0

)

,

(

1 1
0 3

)〉

(i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) ,

ψ
(4,k)
4 : π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

→ {±1}, ψ
(4,k)
4 (g) = det g (k ∈ {1, 2}) ,

(90)

and the maps ψ
(i,k)
3 are defined by

ψ
(1,1)
3 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(1,1)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

ad

3

)

,

ψ
(2,1)
3 = ψ

(4,2)
3 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(2,1)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

= ψ
(4,2)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

d

3

)

,

ψ
(3,1)
3 = ψ

(4,1)
3 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(3,1)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

= ψ
(4,1)
3

((

a b
0 d

))

:=
(a

3

)

.

We note that −I ∈ G12,2,1, G12,3,1 and −I /∈ G12,1,1, G12,4,k, for each k ∈ {1, 2}. We have

G̃12,1(12) := G̃12,1,1(12) ≃ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃12,4(12) := G̃12,4,k(12) ≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

(k ∈ {1, 2}) .
(91)

As detailed in [40], for any elliptic curve E over Q with j-invariant jE , we have

ρE,4(GQ) ⊆̇ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = −t20 + 1728,

ρE,4(GQ) ⊆̇π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = t20 + 1728,

ρE,3(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = 27
(t0 + 1)(t0 + 9)3

t30
.

To obtain models for the modular curves corresponding to the groups in (91), we are led to the equations

−t2 + 1728 = 27
(s+ 1)(s+ 9)3

s3
, t2 + 1728 = 27

(s+ 1)(s+ 9)3

s3
,

each of which is a singular model of a conic. Resolving the singularities in MAGMA, we are led to the

substitutions s = − 27
u2 , t = u4−18u2−27

u for the first equation and s = 1
27u2 , t = 1−486u2−19683u4

u for the
second, and these lead to the j-invariants

j12,i(u) := − (u2 − 27)(u2 − 3)3

u2
(i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) , j12,4(u) :=

(27u2 + 1)(243u2 + 1)3

u2
.

(Note that G12,i,1 ⊆ G̃12,1 for any i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.). We thus have

ρE,12(GQ) ⊆̇ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q with jE = j12,1(u0),

ρE,12(GQ) ⊆̇ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q with jE = j12,4(u0).

We define the coefficients a4;12,i(u), a6;12,i(u) ∈ Q(u) by

a4;12,i(u) :=a4;3,1

(

−27

u2

)

, a6;12,i := a6;3,1

(

−27

u2

)

, (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) ,

a4;12,4(u) :=a4;3,1

(

1

27u2

)

, a6;12,4 := a6;3,1

(

1

27u2

)
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and consider the elliptic curves E12,i over Q(u,D) defined by

E12,i : Dy2 = x3 + a4;12,i(u)x+ a6;12,i(u) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}) .
(Note that E12,1 = E12,2 = E12,3.)

Applying Lemma 4.13 with u4−18u2−27
u substituted for the variable, we find that

Q
(

i,∆
1/4
E12,i

)

= Q

(

i,

√

Du(u2 − 27)(u2 − 3)

u4 − 18u2 − 27

)

(i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) .

By (89) and Corollary 4.5, we see that, for any specialization E12,1(u0, D0) that is an elliptic curve,

ρE12,1(u0,D0)(GQ) ⊆̇G12,1,1 ⇐⇒ Q

(
√

±D0u0(u20 − 27)(u20 − 3)

u40 − 18u20 − 27

)

= Q
(√

−3
)

⇐⇒ D0 ∈ ∓3u0(u
2
0 − 27)(u20 − 3)

u40 − 18u20 − 27
(Q×)2.

By (89) and (90), and noting that u 7→ − 3u(u2−27)(u2−3)
u4−18u2−27 is an odd function of u, we are led to the twist

choice

d12,1,1(u) := −3u(u2 − 27)(u2 − 3)

u4 − 18u2 − 27
and the model E12,1,1 over Q(u), defined by

E12,1,1 : d12,1,1(u)y
2 = x3 + a4;12,1(u)x+ a6;12,1(u).

Regarding the groups G12,2,1 and G12,3,1, we apply Lemma 4.10 with − 27
u2 substituted for the variable,

obtaining

Q(t,D) (E12,2[3])kerψ
(2,1)
3 = Q(t,D)

(
√

6D(u2 − 27)(u2 − 3)

u4 − 18u2 − 27

)

,

Q(t,D) (E12,3[3])kerψ
(3,1)
3 = Q(t,D)

(

√

−2D(u2 − 27)(u2 − 3)

u4 − 18u2 − 27

)

.

Noting also that for i ∈ {2, 3}, the Weierstrass coefficients satisfy a4;12,i(−u) = a4;12,i(u) and a6;12,i(−u) =
a6;12,i(u), we are thus led to the models E12,2,1, E12,3,1 over Q(v,D)

E12,2,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;12,2(6v
2)x+ a6;12,2(6v

2),

E12,3,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;12,3(−2v2)x+ a6;12,3(−2v2).

For any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G12,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E12,1,1 (u0) ,
ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G12,2,1 ⇐⇒ ∃v0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E12,2,1(v0, D0),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G12,3,1 ⇐⇒ ∃v0, D0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E12,3,1(v0, D0).

We now find models for the remaining two groups G12,4,1, G12,4,2. Applying Lemma 4.10 with 1
27u2 substi-

tuted for the variable, we find that

Q(t,D) (E12,4[3])kerψ
(4,1)
3 = Q(t,D)

(

√

−6D(27u2 + 1)(243u2 + 1)

19683u4 + 486u2 − 1

)

,

Q(t,D) (E12,4[3])kerψ
(4,2)
3 = Q(t,D)

(

√

2D(27u2 + 1)(243u2 + 1)

19683u4 + 486u2 − 1

)

.

By (89) and (90), we obtain the appropriate twist classes by setting each of these fields equal to Q(i), which
leads to the definitions

d12,4,1(u) :=
6(27u2 + 1)(243u2 + 1)

19683u4 + 486u2 − 1
, d12,4,2(u) := −2(27u2 + 1)(243u2 + 1)

19683u4 + 486u2 − 1
.
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We define the elliptic curves E12,4,k over Q(u) by

E12,4,k : d12,4,k(u)y
2 = x3 + a4;12,4(u)x+ a6;12,4(u) (k ∈ {1, 2}) .

It follows from our discussion that, for any elliptic curve E over Q,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G12,4,1 ⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E12,4,1 (u0) ,
ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G12,4,2 ⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q for which E is isomorphic over Q to E12,4,2 (u0) .

5.11. The level m = 14. We have

G
max
MT (0, 14) = G

max
MT,2(0, 14) ⊔G

max
MT,3(0, 14),

with

G
max
MT,2(0, 14) = {G14,1,1, G14,2,1, G14,2,1, G14,2,2, G14,3,1, G14,3,2, G14,4,1},

G
max
MT,3(0, 14) = {G14,5,1, G14,6,1, G14,6,2, G14,7,1, G14,7,2},

where the groups G14,i,k(14) ⊆ GL2(Z/14Z) for G14,i,k ∈ G
max
MT,2(0, 14) are given by

G14,1,1(14) =

〈(

9 2
1 9

)

,

(

12 5
11 6

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(1,1)

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G12,1,2(14) =

〈(

13 0
3 1

)

,

(

6 1
9 7

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(1,2)

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G14,2,1(14) =

〈(

1 11
4 7

)

,

(

9 4
13 7

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(2,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

G14,2,2(14) =

〈(

0 9
9 3

)

,

(

1 6
7 13

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(2,2)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

G14,3,1(14) =

〈(

9 4
3 5

)

,

(

1 7
11 6

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(3,1)

{(

a ∗
0 ±a

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G12,3,2(14) =

〈(

7 13
3 0

)

,

(

1 12
3 13

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(3,2)

{(

a ∗
0 ±a

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G14,4,1(14) =

〈(

9 3
13 6

)

,

(

1 6
7 3

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×ψ(4,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

(92)

the groups G14,i,k(14) ⊆ GL2(Z/14Z) for G14,i,k ∈ G
max
MT,3(0, 14) are given by

G14,5,1(14) =

〈(

3 7
9 2

)

,

(

6 13
7 11

)〉

≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(5)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G14,6,1(14) =

〈(

5 1
7 4

)

,

(

7 13
9 10

)〉

≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(6)

{(

a2 ∗
0 ∗

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G14,6,2(14) =

〈(

9 11
7 12

)

,

(

7 11
9 12

)〉

≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(6)

{(

∗ ∗
0 d2

)

: d ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G14,7,1(14) =

〈(

3 1
1 10

)

,

(

9 7
11 6

)〉

≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(7)

{(

a2 ∗
0 ∗

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

G14,7,2(14) =

〈(

0 3
9 13

)

,

(

9 11
13 4

)〉

≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(7)

{(

∗ ∗
0 d2

)

: d ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

(93)

and each G14,i,k = π−1GL2
(G14,i,k(14)). In all cases, the representations of the groups on the right-hand are

to be understood via the Chinese Remainder Theorem as subgroups of GL2(Z/2Z)×GL2(Z/7Z). For each

group G ∈ G
max
MT,2(0, 14), the associated common quotient ψ

(i,k)
2 (GL2(Z/2Z)) is a cyclic group of order 2,

whereas for each group G ∈ G
max
MT,3(0, 14) the associated common quotients φ

(i)
2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

is a cyclic
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group of order 3 (i.e. φ
(i)
2 is a group isomorphism). These homomorphisms are defined as follows: the maps

ψ
(i,k)
2 : GL2(Z/2Z) −→ {±1} are all equal to the map ε as in (47), whereas the maps ψ

(i,k)
7 are given by

ψ
(1,k)
7 :

{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}; ψ
(1,1)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

d

7

)

, ψ
(1,2)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:=
(a

7

)

,

ψ
(2,k)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(2,1)
2

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

d

7

)

, ψ
(2,2)
2

((

a b
0 d

))

:=
(a

7

)

,

ψ
(3,k)
7 :

{(

a ∗
0 ±a

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(3,1)
2

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

d

7

)

, ψ
(3,2)
2

((

a b
0 d

))

:=
(a

7

)

,

ψ
(4,1)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(4,1)
2 (g) :=

(

det g

7

)

.

(94)

For G ∈ G
max
MT,3(0, 14), the common quotient will be ((Z/7Z)×)

2
, which is cyclic of order 3. The map

φ
(i)
2 :

〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

−→ ((Z/7Z)×)
2
is any isomorphism, whereas the maps φ

(i)
7 are defined by

φ
(5)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→
(

(Z/7Z)×
)2
, φ

(5)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= (a/d)2,

φ
(6)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→
(

(Z/7Z)×
)2
, φ

(6)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= d2,

φ
(7)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→
(

(Z/7Z)×
)2
, φ

(7)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= a2.

(95)

We note that −I ∈ G14,4,1, G14,5,1, whereas −I /∈ G14,i,k for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 6, 7} and k ∈ {1, 2}. For i ∈ {1, 2, 3},
G14,i,k ∈ G

max
MT,2(0, 14), and in this case we have

G̃14,1(14) := G̃14,1,1(14) = G̃14,1,2(14) ≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×
{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃14,2(14) := G̃14,2,1(14) = G̃14,2,2(14) ≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

G̃14,3(14) := G̃14,3,1(14) = G̃14,3,2(14) ≃ GL2(Z/2Z)×
{(

a ∗
0 ±a

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

.

(96)

By contrast, for i ∈ {6, 7} and k ∈ {1, 2}, the group G14,i,k ∈ G
max
MT,3(0, 14), and in this case the fibering

does not disappear under G 7→ G̃. Indeed, we have

G̃14,6(14) = G̃14,6,k(14) ≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(6)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃14,7(14) = G̃14,7,k(14) ≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(7)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

.

(97)

Since the arguments are quite different, we will handle separately the levels of G ∈ G
max
MT,2(0, 14) and G ∈

G
max
MT,3(0, 14).

5.11.1. The case G ∈ G
max
MT,2(0, 14): quadratic entanglements. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over Q. By

virtue of (96), we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,1 ⇐⇒ ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

±1 ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,2 ⇐⇒ ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ±1

)}

,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,3 ⇐⇒ ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

a ∗
0 ±a

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,4 =⇒ ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

.

(98)
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Comparing (98) with (80) and considering (82), we are thus led to define the j-invariants j14,i(t) ∈ Q(t) by

j14,i(t) := j7,i(t) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) ,

j7,4(t) :=
(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(t2 + 13t+ 49)

t7
,

(99)

where j7,i(t) ∈ Q(t) are as in (81). Combining results in [47] with (98), for each E over Q with j-invariant
jE , we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,i ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j14,i(t0) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) ,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,4 =⇒ ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j7,4(t0).

(100)

We further define the Weierstrass coefficients a4;14,i(t), a6;14,i(t) for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} (resp. for i = 4 the
coefficients a4;7,4(t) and a6;7,4(t)) by (99) and (8) and the elliptic curves E14,i and E7,4 over Q(t,D) by

E14,i : Dy2 = x3 + a4;14,i(t)x + a6;14,i(t) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) ,
E7,4 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;7,4(t)x+ a6;7,4(t),

By computing directly the discriminants ∆E14,i and ∆E7,4 , we find that

Q
(√

∆E14,i

)

= Q
(

√

t(t− 1)(t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1)
)

(i ∈ {1, 2}) ,

Q
(√

∆E14,3

)

= Q
(

√

−7(t3 − 2t2 − t+ 1)(t3 − t2 − 2t+ 1)
)

,

Q
(√

∆E7,4

)

= Q
(√

t
)

.

(101)

We now note that the j-invariant functions j14,i(t) ∈ Q(t) satisfy

j14,i(t) = j7,4 (ui(t)) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) ,

where

u1(t) :=
49t(t− 1)

t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1
, u2(t) :=

t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1

t(t− 1)
, u3(t) := −7(t3 − t2 − 2t+ 1)

t3 − 2t2 − t+ 1
.

Applying Lemma 4.15 with ui(t) in place of t, we find that

Q(t,D)(E14,1[7])kerψ
(1,1)
7 = Q(t,D)











√

√

√

√

√

14D(t2 − t+ 1)(t6 − 11t5 + 30t4 − 15t3 − 10t2 + 5t+ 1)
(

t12 − 18t11 + 117t10 − 354t9 + 570t8 − 486t7+
273t6 − 222t5 + 174t4 − 46t3 − 15t2 + 6t+ 1

)











,

Q(t,D)(E14,2[7])kerψ
(2,1)
7 = Q(t,D)











√

√

√

√

√

−2D(t2 − t+ 1)(t6 + 229t5 + 270t4 − 1695t3 + 1430t2 − 235t+ 1)
(

t12 − 522t11 − 8955t10 + 37950t9 − 70998t8 + 131562t7−
253239t6 + 316290t5 − 218058t4 + 80090t3 − 14631t2 + 510t+ 1

)











Q(t,D)(E14,3[7])kerψ
(3,1)
7 = Q(t,D)

(
√

14D(t2 − 3t− 3)(t2 − t+ 1)(3t2 − 9t+ 5)(3t4 − 4t3 − 5t2 − 2t− 1)

(5t2 − t− 1)(t4 − 6t3 + 17t2 − 24t+ 9)(9t4 − 12t3 − t2 + 8t− 3)

)

.
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Thus, by (101), (92) and (94), we are led to the twist parameters

d14,1,1(t) :=

14

(

t12 − 18t11 + 117t10 − 354t9 + 570t8 − 486t7+
273t6 − 222t5 + 174t4 − 46t3 − 15t2 + 6t+ 1

)

(t2 − t+ 1)

t(t− 1)(t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1)(t6 − 11t5 + 30t4 − 15t3 − 10t2 + 5t+ 1)
,

d14,2,1(t) :=

(

t12 − 522t11 − 8955t10 + 37950t9 − 70998t8 + 131562t7−
253239t6 + 316290t5 − 218058t4 + 80090t3 − 14631t2 + 510t+ 1

)

(t2 − t+ 1)

−2t(t− 1)(t3 − 8t2 + 5t+ 1)(t6 + 229t5 + 270t4 − 1695t3 + 1430t2 − 235t+ 1)
,

d14,3,1(t) :=
−2(t2 − 3t− 3)(t2 − t+ 1)(3t2 − 9t+ 5)(3t4 − 4t3 − 5t2 − 2t− 1)(t3 − 2t2 − t+ 1)

(5t2 − t− 1)(t4 − 6t3 + 17t2 − 24t+ 9)(9t4 − 12t3 − t2 + 8t− 3)(t3 − t2 − 2t+ 1)
,

and

d14,i,2(t) := −7d14,i,1(t) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) .
Defining the elliptic curves E14,i,k over Q(t) by

E14,i,k : d14,i,k(t)y
2 = x3 + a4;14,i(t)x+ a6;14,i(t) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, k ∈ {1, 2}) ,

we see that, for each E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,i,k ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,i,k (t0)
(

i ∈ {1, 2, 3}
k ∈ {1, 2}

)

.

Finally, we see from (101), (92) and (94), that, defining the elliptic curve E14,4,1 over Q(u,D) by

E14,4,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;7,4(−7u2)x+ a6;7,4(−7u2),

we have, for any elliptic curve E over Q,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,4,1 ⇐⇒ ∃u0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,4,1 (u0, D0) .

5.11.2. The case G ∈ G
max
MT,3(0, 14): cubic entanglements. By (97), we have

G̃14,i(14) ⊆
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⊆ GL2(Z/2Z)×GL2(Z/7Z) (i ∈ {5, 6, 7}) .

As outlined in [47], we have

ρE,2(GQ) ⊆̇
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = t20 + 1728,

ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = j7,4(t0).

(102)

where j7,4(t) as in (99). We further define the Weierstrass coefficients a4;7,4(t), a6;7,4(t) ∈ Q(t) as usual by
(8), the twist parameters d′7,1(t), d

′
7,2(t) ∈ Q(t) by

d′7,1(t) :=
(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)(t2 + 13t+ 49)

14(t2 + 245t+ 2401)
,

d′7,2(t) :=
(t4 − 490t3 − 21609t2 − 235298t− 823543)(t2 + 13t+ 49)

−2(t2 + 245t+ 2401)

(103)

and the elliptic curves E ′7,6, E ′7,7 over Q(t) by

E ′7,i : d′7,i(t)y2 = x3 + a4;7,4(t)x + a6;7,4(t) (i ∈ {1, 2}) ,
As demonstrated in [47], for any elliptic curve E over Q we have

ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

a2 ∗
0 ∗

)

: a ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E ′7,1(t0),

ρE,7(GQ) ⊆̇
{(

∗ ∗
0 d2

)

: d ∈ (Z/7Z)×
}

⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E ′7,2(t0).
(104)
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To first obtain a model for the modular curve corresponding to the level 14 group
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

we consider the equation

s2 + 1728 =
(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(t2 + 13t+ 49)

t7
, (105)

which is a singular conic. Resolving the singularities in MAGMA, we are led to the substitutions

t =
1

u2
, s =

823543u8 + 235298u6 + 21609u4 + 490u2 − 1

u
; (106)

this gives rise to the j-invariant j′14(u) ∈ Q(u), Weierstrass coefficients a′4;14(u), a
′
6,14(u) ∈ Q(u) and twist

parameters d′14,1(u), d
′
14,2(u) ∈ Q(u), given by

j′14(u) = j7,4(1/u
2) =

(49u4 + 13u2 + 1)(2401u4 + 245u2 + 1)3

u2
,

a′4;14(u) = a4;7,4(1/u
2), a′6;14(u) = a6;7,4(1/u

2),

d′14,1(u) = d′7,1(1/u
2), d′14,2(u) = d′7,2(1/u

2),

(107)

(where d′7,i(t) are as in (103)) and to the elliptic curves E ′14,5 over Q(u,D) and E ′14,6 and E ′14,7 over Q(u),
defined by

E ′14,5 : Dy2 = x3 + a′4;14(u)x+ a′6;14(u),

E ′14,∗,i : d′14,i(u)y2 = x3 + a′4;14(u)x+ a′6;14(u) (i ∈ {1, 2}) .
(108)

By (102) and (104), for any elliptic curve E over Q we have

ρE,14(GQ) ⊆̇
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃u0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E ′14,5(u0, D0),

ρE,14(GQ) ⊆̇
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

a2 ∗
0 ∗

)}

⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E ′14,∗,1(u0),

ρE,14(GQ) ⊆̇
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 d2

)}

⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E ′14,∗,2(u0).

(109)

Fixing an elliptic curve E over Q satisfying ρE,14(GQ) ⊆̇
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

, we will next identify

conditions under which

Q(E[2]) ⊆ Q(E[7]).

By (109), such an elliptic curve E must satisfy E ≃Q E ′14,5(u0, D0) for some u0, D0 ∈ Q. We define the

homomorphisms ηi : B(7) −→ ((Z/7Z)×)
2
for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} by

η1(g) := det(g)2, η2(g) := φ
(7)
7 (g), η3(g) := φ

(6)
7 (g), η4(g) := φ

(5)
7 (g), (110)

where φ
(i)
7 are as in (95). The following lemma specializes Lemma 4.7 to the present case, allowing us to

exhibit explicit polynomials for generators of each of the four cyclic cubic subfields Q(u,D)
(

E ′14,5[7]
)ker ηi ⊆

Q(u,D)
(

E ′14,5[7]
)

. Define the polynomials fi(x) ∈ Q(u)[x] by

f1(x) = x3 + x2 − 2x− 1,

f2(x) = x3 − T1(u)x
2 +R2(u)x− S3(u),

f3(x) = x3 − T1(u)x
2 + T2(u)x−R3(u),

f4(x) = x3 − T1(u)x
2 + T2(u)x− T3(u),

(111)
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where

T1(u) := 3

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)

,

R2(u) := 3

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

33

2401

)

,

S3(u) :=

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)(

u8 +
26

49
u6 +

219

2401
u4 +

778

117649
u2 +

881

5764801

)

,

T2(u) := 3

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)(

u4 +
13

49
u2 − 9

343

)

,

R3(u) :=

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)(

u8 +
26

49
u6 − 69

2401
u4 − 506

16807
u2 − 3289

823543

)

,

T3(u) :=

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)(

u8 +
26

49
u6 − 69

2401
u4 − 506

16807
u2 − 223

117649

)

.

(112)

Lemma 5.1. Let E ′14,5 be the elliptic curve over Q(u,D) defined by (108). The four cyclic cubic subfields

of Q(u,D)
(

E ′14,5[7]
)

are as follows. For each i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, the field

Q(u,D)
(

E ′14,5[7]
)ker ηi

,

where ηi is as in (110), is equal to the splitting field of fi(x), where fi(x) is defined by (111) and (112).

Proof. Setting t := 1/u2 in Lemma 4.7 and performing variable substitutions of the form x 7→ g(u)x proves
the lemma. �

Turning back to our elliptic curve

E : y2 = x3 +D2
0a4;14,5(u0)x+D3

0a6;14,5(u0) (u0, D0 ∈ Q)

over Q satisfying ρE,14(GQ) ⊆̇
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

, we have the polynomials

ψE,2(x) = x3 +D2
0a4;14,5(u0)x+D3

0a6;14,5, fi(x) (i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}) ,
(where fi(x) is as in (111)); we would like to determine conditions under which their splitting fields agree.
To illustrate how we use the above results to compute explicit models of the modular curves XG associated
to groups G ∈ G

max
MT,3(0, 14), we will go through the details for the first of the groups in (93); the other

computations are done similarly. We wish to find a rational function g(v) ∈ Q(v) so that, defining the
elliptic curve E14,5,1 over Q(v,D) by

E14,5,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a′4;14(g(v))x + a′6;14(g(v)), (113)

we have, for each elliptic curve E over Q,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,5,1 ⇐⇒ ∃v0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,5,1(v0, D0).

In other words, we need

Q (E14,5,1[2]) = Q (E14,5,1[7])kerφ
(5)
7

= Q (E14,5,1[7])ker η4 .
By Lemma 5.1 we are led to apply Lemma 4.8 to the polynomials

fS(x) = x3 + a′4;14(u)x+ a′6;14(u),

fT (x) = x3 − T1(u)x
2 + T2(u)x− T3(u),

where the coefficient functions Ti(u) are as in (112) (the twist parameter D occurring in (113) has been
absorbed into the variable). Setting S1(u) := 0, S2(u) := a′4;14(u) and S3(u) := −a′6;14(u), the condition (39)
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now reads

T1(u) =− 2aS2(u) + 3c,

T2(u) =a
2S2(u)

2 − 3abS3(u)− 4acS2(u) + b2S2(u) + 3c2,

T3(u) =a
3S3(u)

2 + a2bS2(u)S3(u) + a2cS2(u)
2 − 3abcS3(u)

− 2ac2S2(u) + b3S3(u) + b2cS2(u) + c3.

(114)

Setting c := (T1(u)+2aS2(u))/3, the first equation above is satisfied. Inserting this into the second equation,
we obtain a quadratic equation of the form

A(u)b2 +B(u)ab+ C(u)a2 + c(u) = 0. (115)

Viewing the left-hand side as a quadratic polynomial in b with coefficients in Q(a, u), its discriminant

∆(a, u) := (B(u)a)
2 − 4A(u)

(

C(u)a2 + c(u)
)

is equal to

− 214311u2
(

u4 + 13
49u

2 + 1
49

)2 (
u4 + 5

49u
2 + 1

2401

)6

714
(

u8 + 2
7u

6 + 9
343u

4 + 10
16807u

2 − 1
823543

)6 a2 +
2834

(

u4 + 13
49u

2 + 1
49

)2 (
u4 + 5

49u
2 + 1

2401

)3

73
(

u8 + 2
7u

6 + 9
343u

4 + 10
16807u

2 − 1
823543

)2 ; (116)

we would like this to be a perfect square. Under the substitution

ã :=
2333u

(

u4 + 5
49u

2 + 1
2401

)2
a

73
(

u8 + 2
7u

6 + 9
343u

4 + 10
16807u

2 − 1
823543

)2 , (117)

we see that ∆(a, u) is equal modulo (Q(a, u)×)
2
to

−3ã2 + 75
(

u4 +
5

49
u2 +

1

2401

)

.

Further substituting u = ũ/7 and setting this expression equal to a perfect square, we arrive at the equation

X2 + 3ã2 = 7
(

ũ4 + 5ũ2 + 1
)

,

which we view as a conic over Q(u). Since 7 = 22 + 3 · 12 and ũ4 + 5ũ2 + 1 = (ũ2 + 1)2 + 3ũ2 are each
represented by the left-hand norm form, we discover the Q(u)-rational point

(X, ã) =
(

2ũ2 − 3ũ+ 2, (ũ+ 1)2
)

on this conic. Projecting from this point, we arrive at the Q(u, v)-rational point

X := 2
ũ6 − 3

2 ũ
5 − ũ4v + 6ũ4 − 15

2 ũ
3 + 1

7 ũ
2v2 − 5ũ2v + 6ũ2 − 3

14 ũv
2 − 3

2 ũ+ 1
7v

2 − v + 1

ũ4 − 4
7 ũ

2v + 5ũ2 + 6
7 ũv +

1
7v

2 − 4
7v + 1

,

ã :=
(ũ+ 1)2

(

ũ4 + 5ũ2 − 1
7v

2 + 1
)

ũ4 − 4
7 ũ

2v + 5ũ2 + 6
7 ũv +

1
7v

2 − 4
7v + 1

=
(7u+ 1)2

(

16807u4 + 1715u2 − v2 + 7
)

16807u4 − 196u2v + 1715u2 + 42uv + v2 − 4v + 7
.

(118)

Inserting this into (117), we find that

a = a(u, v) =
73(7u+ 1)2

(

16807u4 + 1715u2 − v2 + 7
) (

u8 + 2
7u

6 + 9
343u

4 + 10
16807u

2 − 1
823543

)2

2333u
(

u4 + 5
49u

2 + 1
2401

)2
(16807u4 − 196u2v + 1715u2 + 42uv + v2 − 4v + 7)

;

inserting this into (116) (or alternatively working from the expression for X in (118)), we find that the
discriminant ∆(u, a(u, v)) ∈ Q(u, v) of the original quadratic (115) is now equal to









2532
(

u4 + 13
49u

2 + 1
49

) (

u4 + 5
49u

2 + 1
2401

)

(

u6 − 3
14u

5 − 1
49u

4v + 6
49u

4 − 15
686u

3 + 1
16807u

2v2 − 5
2401u

2v
+ 6

2401u
2 − 3

235298uv
2 − 3

33614u+ 1
823543v

2 − 1
117649v +

1
117649

)

72
(

u4 − 4
343u

2v + 5
49u

2 + 6
2401uv +

1
16807v

2 − 4
16807v +

1
2401

) (

u8 + 2
7u

6 + 9
343u

4 + 10
16807u

2 − 1
823543

)









2

.
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In particular, we have ∆(u, v) = ∆(u, v)2 ∈ (Q(u, v)×)2, and applying the quadratic formula to (115), we
obtain functions

b±(u, v) :=
−B(u)±∆(u, v)

2A(u)
∈ Q(u, v).

By construction, the first two equations of (114) are satisfied when a = a(u, v), b = b±(u, v) and c :=
(T1(u) + 2a(u, v)S2(u))/3. We now insert these rational functions into the third equation in (114). For
instance, choosing to insert b+(u, v), gathering all terms to one side and factoring into irreducible polynomials
leads to an equation of the form

(

u4 +
13

49
u2 +

1

49

)

f1(u, v)f2(u, v) = 0, (119)

where

f1(u, v) :=u
13 − 1

7
u12 − 1

72
u11v +

15

72
u11 − 15

73
u10 +

1

75
u9v2 − 16

74
u9v +

78

74
u9 − 3

76
u8v2 − 1

75
u8v

− 78

75
u8 +

1

78
u7v3 +

18

77
u7v2 − 87

76
u7v +

155

76
u7 +

6

79
u6v3 − 32

78
u6v2 − 10

77
u6v − 155

77
u6

+
1

710
u5v3 +

81

79
u5v2 − 172

78
u5v +

78

78
u5 +

55

711
u4v3 − 81

710
u4v2 − 27

79
u4v − 78

79
u4 +

1

712
u3v3

+
88

711
u3v2 − 61

710
u3v +

15

710
u3 +

55

713
u2v3 +

18

712
u2v2 − 10

711
u2v − 15

711
u2 +

8

714
uv3 +

15

713
uv2

− 6

712
uv +

1

712
u− 1

714
v3 +

1

713
v2 − 1

713
v − 1

713

and f2(u, v) ∈ Q[u, v] is another polynomial of degree 13. The polynomial equation f1(u, v) = 0 defines a
singular conic S that is found (by a computation in MAGMA) to be birational to the smooth conic

C : r2 − 9

49
s2 + 600250r+ 32242s+ 90392079680 = 0;

we denote by τ : S −→ C be the birational map produced by our MAGMA calculation. Projecting from the
rational point (r0, s0) = (−300125, 184877) gives rise to a isomorphism P1(w) → C with coordinate functions

r = r(w) = −300125(9w2 − 47w − 3920)

(3w − 79)(3w + 46)
,

s = s(w) = −84035(w2 − 11w + 8624)

(3w − 79)(3w + 46)
.

Furthermore, composing this isomorphism with τ−1 : C −→ S, we obtain

u = u5(w) := − w3 + 546w2 − 10003w− 205807

13w3 − 777w2 − 43414w+ 504259
. (120)

We define the elliptic curve E14,5,1 over Q(w,D) by

E14,5,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a′4,14 (u5(w)) x+ a′6,14 (u5(w)) , (121)

where the Weierstrass coefficients a′4,14(u), a
′
6,14(u) ∈ Q(u) are as in (107) and u5(w) ∈ Q(w) is as in (120).

It follows from our discussion that, for each elliptic curve E over Q, we have

∃w0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,5,1(w0, D0) =⇒ ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,5,1. (122)

Now suppose we instead consider the singular conic S2 defined by f2(u, v) = 0 (where f2(u, v) is as in (119)),

and obtain a degree three function u
(2)
5 (w) ∈ Q(w) similar to (120), and thus to an elliptic curve E(2)

14,5,1 over

Q(w,D) as in (121) with u5(w) replaced by u
(2)
5 (w). The elliptic curve E(2)

14,5,1 then satisfies property (122),

and by considering the degrees of the associated j-invariants, it follows that u
(2)
5 (w) = u5(µ(w)), where µ(w)

is a linear fractional transformation, i.e. an automorphism of P1. The same is true if we instead use the
function b−(u, v) in place of b+(u, v) and consider any irreducible factor resulting from the third equation of
(114). We have thus established that, for any elliptic curve E over Q,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,5,1 ⇐⇒ ∃w0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,5,1(w0, D0).
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The arguments and computations that lead to explicit models associated to the groups G14,6,k and G14,7,k

are similar, and we skip most of the details, only summarizing the results. An analogous computation for
the group G̃14,6(14) involves applying Lemma 4.8 to the polynomials

fS(x) := x3 + a′4;14(u)x+ a′6;14(u)

fT (x) := x3 − T1(u)x
2 + T2(u)x−R3(u),

where T1(u), T2(u) and R3(u) are as in (112). Continuing as above, we are led to the rational function

u6(w) := − 4(w + 2)(w + 25)(5w + 33)

71w3 + 357w2 − 5243w− 23513
, (123)

and we define the elliptic curve E14,6 over Q(w,D) by

E14,6 : Dy2 = x3 + a′4;14 (u6(w)) x+ a′6;14 (u6(w)) . (124)

For each elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,6 ⇐⇒ ∃w0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,6(w0, D0). (125)

Considering (104) and (93), we are led to define the twist families E14,6,1 and E14,6,2 over Q(w) by

E14,6,k : d′14,k(u6(w))y
2 = x3 + a′4;14 (u6(w)) x+ a′6;14 (u6(w)) (k ∈ {1, 2}) ,

where d′14,k(u) := d′7,k(1/u
2) and d′7,k(t) is defined by (103). By (125) and (109), for any elliptic curve E

over Q we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,6,k ⇐⇒ ∃w0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,6,k(w0) (k ∈ {1, 2}) .

Similarly, the group G̃14,7(14) leads us to apply Lemma 4.8 to the polynomials

fS(x) := x3 + a′4;14(u)x+ a′6;14(u)

fT (x) := x3 − T1(u)x
2 +R2(u)x− S3(u),

where T1(u), R2(u) and S3(u) are as in (112). Continuing as above, we are led to the rational function

u7(w) :=
91w3 − 42w2 − 28w + 8

28w(w − 2)(5w − 2)
, (126)

and we define the elliptic curve E14,7 over Q(w,D) by

E14,7 : Dy2 = x3 + a′4;14 (u7(w)) x+ a′6;14 (u7(w)) . (127)

For each elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃14,7 ⇐⇒ ∃w0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,7(w0, D0). (128)

We define the twist families E14,7,1 and E14,7,2 over Q(w) by

E14,7,k : d′14,k(u7(w))y
2 = x3 + a′4;14 (u7(w)) x+ a′6;14 (u7(w)) (k ∈ {1, 2}) ,

where d′14,k(u) is as before. By (125) and (109), for any elliptic curve E over Q we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G14,7,k ⇐⇒ ∃w0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E14,7,k(w0) (k ∈ {1, 2}) .
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5.12. The level m = 28. We have G
max
MT (0, 28) = {G28,1,1, G28,2,1, G28,2,2, G28,3,1, G28,3,2}, where

G28,i,k(28) ⊆ GL2(Z/28Z) are given by

G28,1,1(28) =

〈(

5 19
21 8

)

,

(

9 3
14 1

)

,

(

1 10
0 17

)〉

≃ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×ψ(1,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G28,2,1(28) =

〈(

5 9
19 10

)

,

(

2 23
13 5

)

,

(

27 10
14 11

)〉

≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×ψ(2,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G28,2,2(28) =

〈(

4 19
11 9

)

,

(

3 12
2 5

)

,

(

22 9
9 19

)〉

≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×ψ(2,2)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G28,3,1(28) =

〈(

20 1
5 7

)

,

(

15 14
2 11

)

,

(

7 12
10 21

)〉

≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×ψ(3,1)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G28,3,2(28) =

〈(

17 5
3 24

)

,

(

26 19
1 23

)

,

(

0 13
27 5

)〉

≃ π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

×ψ(3,2)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

and G28,i,k = π−1GL2
(G28,i,k(28)). In all cases, the representations of the groups on the right-hand are to be

understood via the Chinese Remainder Theorem as subgroups of GL2(Z/4Z)×GL2(Z/7Z), and as before, we
are making the usual use of the abbreviation GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε := {g ∈ GL2(Z/4Z) : χ4(det g) = ε(g mod 2)} .
In the fibered products ψ(i,k), the underlying homomorphisms are as follows: the maps ψ

(i,k)
4 are defined by

ψ
(1,1)
4 : GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε −→ {±1}, kerψ

(1,1)
4 =

〈(

3 2
0 3

)

,

(

3 3
1 0

)

,

(

1 1
0 3

)〉

,

ψ
(i,k)
4 : π−1GL2

(〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉)

−→ (Z/7Z)
×
, kerψ

(i,k)
4 =

〈(

1 2
2 1

)

,

(

3 2
0 3

)

,

(

3 0
0 3

)〉 (

i ∈ {2, 3}
k ∈ {1, 2}

)

,

(129)

Note that, by Corollary 4.6, we need only specify the kernels of these automorphisms, since if we post-compose

(say) ψ
(i,k)
4 by an automorphism of (Z/7Z)×, the resulting fibered product group would be GL2(Z/28Z)-

conjugate to the original group. On the “7 side,” the maps ψ
(1,1)
7 , ψ

(2,1)
7 , ψ

(2,2)
7 , ψ

(3,1)
7 and ψ

(3,2)
7 are defined

by

ψ
(1,1)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ {±1}, ψ
(1,1)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:=

(

ad

7

)

,

ψ
(2,1)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ (Z/7Z)× , ψ
(2,1)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= a3d2,

ψ
(2,2)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ (Z/7Z)
×
, ψ

(2,2)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= d,

ψ
(3,1)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ (Z/7Z)
×
, ψ

(3,1)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= a,

ψ
(3,2)
7 :

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

−→ (Z/7Z)
×
, ψ

(3,2)
7

((

a b
0 d

))

:= a2d3.

(130)

We note that −I /∈ G28,i,k for each i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and k ∈ {1, 2}, and we have G̃28,2,1 = G̃28,2,2 = G̃14,6, and

G̃28,3,1 = G̃28,3,2 = G̃14,7. In particular, denoting by G̃28,2 the common value of the two groups G̃28,2,k and

by G̃28,3 the common value of the two groups G̃28,3,k, we see that each of the groups G̃28,2 and G̃28,3 have

GL2-level 14, whereas G̃28,1 := G̃28,1,1 has GL2-level 28. Precisely, we have

G̃28,1(28) = G̃28,1,1(28) ≃ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ×
{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃28,2(14) = G̃28,2,k(14) ≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(6)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

G̃28,3(14) = G̃28,3,k(14) ≃
〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

×φ(7)

{(

∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}

,

(131)
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where the fibering maps φ
(6)
2 and φ

(7)
2 are isomorphisms

〈(

1 1
1 0

)〉

−→ ((Z/7Z)×)
2
and φ

(6)
7 , φ

(7)
7 are as in

(95). By (97), it is then natural to define the elliptic curves E28,2 and E28,3 over Q(w,D) by

E28,2 := E14,6, E28,3 := E14,7,
where E14,6 is as in (124) and E14,7 is as in (127). By (125) and (128), for each elliptic curve E over Q we
have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃28,2 ⇐⇒ ∃w0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E28,2(w0, D0),

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃28,3 ⇐⇒ ∃w0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E28,3(w0, D0).

We note by (129) that, for each i ∈ {2, 3} and k ∈ {1, 2}, kerψ(i,k)
4 ⊆ SL2(Z/4Z), and it follows that

Q(u,D) (E28,i[4])kerψ
(i,k)
4 = Q(u,D) (E28,i[2], i)

(

i ∈ {2, 3}
k ∈ {1, 2}

)

.

On the other hand, a computation shows that

Q(u,D) (E28,i[7])kerψ
(i,k)
7 = Q(u,D) (E28,i[7])kerφ

(4+i)
7 ·Q(u,D)

(

√

Dfk(u)
)

(

i ∈ {2, 3}
k ∈ {1, 2}

)

,

where

f1(u) :=
−14(49u4 + 13u2 + 1)(2401u4 + 245u2 + 1)

823543u8 + 235298u6 + 21609u4 + 490u2 − 1
,

f2(u) :=
2(49u4 + 13u2 + 1)(2401u4 + 245u2 + 1)

823543u8 + 235298u6 + 21609u4 + 490u2 − 1
.

This leads us to define the twist parameters dk(u) ∈ Q(u) by

d1(u) := −f1(u) =
14(49u4 + 13u2 + 1)(2401u4 + 245u2 + 1)

823543u8 + 235298u6 + 21609u4 + 490u2 − 1
,

d2(u) := −f2(u) =
−2(49u4 + 13u2 + 1)(2401u4 + 245u2 + 1)

823543u8 + 235298u6 + 21609u4 + 490u2 − 1
,

and the elliptic curves E28,i,k over Q(w) by

E28,2,k : dk(u6(w))y
2 = x3 + a′4;14,4(u6(w))x + a′6;14,4(u6(w)),

E28,3,k : dk(u7(w))y
2 = x3 + a′4;14,4(u7(w))x + a′6;14,4(u7(w)),

where a′4;14,4(u), a
′
6;14,4(u) are as in (107), u6(w) is as in (123) and u7(w) is as in (126). By the above

discussion taken together with Corollary 4.6, for each elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G28,i,k ⇐⇒ ∃w0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E28,i,k(w0)

(

i ∈ {2, 3}
k ∈ {1, 2}

)

.

To handle the group G28,1,1, we first recall that, as detailed in [40], one has

ρE,4(GQ) ⊆̇ GL2(Z/4Z)χ4=ε ⇐⇒ ∃t0 ∈ Q for which jE = −t20 + 1728. (132)

This, together with (131) and (100), leads us to the equation

− s2 + 1728 =
(t2 + 245t+ 2401)3(t2 + 13t+ 49)

t7
=: j7,4(t) (133)

which is quite close to (105). The replacement u 7→ iu in (106) leads us to the substitutions

t = − 1

u2
, s =

823543u8 − 235298u6 + 21609u4 − 490u2 − 1

u
, (134)

which satisfy the equation (133). We set

j28,1(u) := j7,4(−1/u2),

where j7,4(t) is as in (133), we define a4;28,1(u), a6;28,1(u) ∈ Q(u) as usual by (8) and finally the elliptic curve
E28,1 over Q(u,D) by

E28,1 : Dy2 = x3 + a4;28,1(u)x+ a6;28,1(u).
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By (131), (132) and (100), we see that, for any elliptic curve E over Q, we have

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇ G̃28,1 ⇐⇒ ∃u0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E28,1(u0, D0).

Applying the substitution (134) to Lemma 4.13 and using (130), we find that

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G28,1,1 ⇐⇒
∃u0, D0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E28,1(u0, D0) and

Q
(√

D0u0(49u4
0−13u2

0+1)(2401u4
0−245u2

0+1)

823543u8
0−235298u6

0+21609u4
0−490u2

0−1

)

= Q
(√

−7
)

,

and this leads us to the condition

D = d28,1,1(u) :=
−7u(49u4 − 13u2 + 1)(2401u4 − 245u2 + 1)

823543u8 − 235298u6 + 21609u4 − 490u2 − 1
.

We define the elliptic curve E28,1,1 over Q(u) by

E28,1,1 : d28,1,1(u)y
2 = x3 + a4;28,1(u)x+ a6;28,1(u).

We have verified that, for any elliptic curve E over Q,

ρE(GQ) ⊆̇G28,1,1 ⇐⇒ ∃u0 ∈ Q for which E ≃Q E28,1,1(u0).

6. Tables of j-invariants and twist parameters associated to G ∈ G
max
MT (0)

We first define the auxiliary rational functions fm,i(t), gm,i(t) and hm,i(t) in Table 1. These functions
allow us to express some of the j-invariants in the subsequent tables in a reasonably compact way (these
functions would otherwise not have fit on the page). Next, we list the j-invariants jm,i(t) ∈ Q(t) in Table 2.
Finally, in Table 3 we define the relevant twist parameters dm,i,k ∈ Q(t,D).

(m, i) fm,i(t) gm,i(t) hm,i(t)

(9, 1) (t+3)3(t+27)
t

729
t3−27

−6(t3−9t)
t3+9t2−9t−9

(9, 2) t(t2 + 9t+ 27) −3(t3+9t2−9t−9)
t3+3t2−9t−3

(9, 3) t3 3(t3+3t2−9t−3)
t3−3t2−9t+3

(10, 3) t3(t2 + 5t+ 40) 3t6+12t5+80t4+50t3−20t2−8t+8
(t−1)2(t2+3t+1)2

(14, 1) (49t4+13t2+1)(2401t4+245t2+1)3

t2

(14, 2) (49t4+13t2+1)(823543t8+235298t6+21609t4+490t2−1)
−14t8(2401t4+245t2+1)

(14, 5) − t3+546t2−10003t−205807
13t3−777t2−43414t+504259

(14, 6) − 4(t+2)(5t+33)(t+25)
71t3+357t2−5243t−23513

(14, 7) 91t3−42t2−28t+8
28t(t−2)(5t−2)

Table 1: Some auxiliary rational functions
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j2,1(t) := 256 (t+1)3

t j3,1(t) := 27 (t+1)(t+9)3

t3

j4,1(t) := −t2 + 1728 j5,1(t) :=
(t4−12t3+14t2+12t+1)3

t5(t2−11t−1)

j5,2(t) :=
(t4+228t3+494t2−228t+1)3

t(t2−11t−1)5 j6,1(t) := 21033t3(1− 4t3)

j6,2(t) :=
−27(t2−9)3(t2−1)

t6 j6,3(t) := 27 (t+1)(t+9)3

t3

j7,1(t) :=
(t2−t+1)3(t6−11t5+30t4−15t3−10t2+5t+1)3

t7(t−1)7(t3−8t2+5t+1)

j7,2(t) :=
(t2−t+1)3(t6+229t5+270t4−1695t3+1430t2−235t+1)3

t(t−1)(t3−8t2+5t+1)7

j7,3(t) := − (t2−3t−3)3(t2−t+1)3(3t2−9t+5)3(5t2−t−1)3
(t3−2t2−t+1)(t3−t2−2t+1)7 j8,1(t) :=

−4(t2+2t−2)3(t2+10t−2)
t4

j9,1(t) := f9,1 (g9,1 (h9,1(t))) j9,2(t) := f9,1 (g9,2 (h9,2(t)))

j9,3(t) := f9,1 (g9,3 (h9,3(t)))

j9,4(t) :=
37(t2−1)3(t6+3t5+6t4+t3−3t2+12t+16)3(2t3+3t2−3t−5)

(t3−3t−1)9

j10,1(t) :=
(t4−12t3+14t2+12t+1)3

t5(t2−11t−1) j10,2(t) :=
(t4+228t3+494t2−228t+1)3

t(t2−11t−1)5

j10,3(t) := f10,3 (g10,3(t)) j12,1(t) := − (t2−27)(t2−3)3
t2

j12,2(t) := − (36t2−27)(36t2−3)3
36t2 j12,3(t) := − (4t2−27)(4t2−3)3

4t2

j12,4(t) :=
(27t2+1)(243t2+1)3

t2

j14,1(t) := j7,1(t) j14,2(t) := j7,2(t)

j14,3(t) := j7,3(t)

j14,4(t) := − (49t4−1715t2+2401)3(49t4−91t2+49)
823543t14 j14,5(t) := f14,1(g14,5(t))

j14,6(t) := f14,1(g14,6(t)) j14,7(t) := f14,1(g14,7(t))

j28,1(t) := − (49t4−13t2+1)(2401t4−245t2+1)3

t2 j28,2(t) := f14,1(g14,6(t))

j28,3(t) := f14,1(g14,7(t))

(see Table 1 for the definitions of fm,i(t), gm,i(t) and hm,i(t))

Table 2: j-invariants associated to maximal genus zero missing trace groups
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d2,1,1 := D d3,1,1 := 6(t+1)(t+9)
t2−18t−27 d3,1,2 := −3d3,1,1

d4,1,1 := t(t2 − 1728) d5,1,1 := − (t2+1)(t4−18t3+74t2+18t+1)
2(t4−12t3+14t2+12t+1) d5,1,2 := 5d5,1,1

d5,2,1 := − (t2+1)(t4−522t3−10006t2+522t+1)
2(t4+228t3+494t2−228t+1) d5,2,2 := 5d5,2,1

d6,1,1 := D d6,2,1 := D d6,3,1 := −td3,1,1

d6,3,2 := 3td3,1,1

d7,1,1 := − t12−18t11+117t10−354t9+570t8−486t7+273t6−222t5+174t4−46t3−15t2+6t+1
2(t2−t+1)(t6−11t5+30t4−15t3−10t2+5t+1)

d7,2,1 := − t12−522t11−8955t10+37950t9−70998t8+131562t7−253239t6+316290t5−218058t4+80090t3−14631t2+510t+1
2(t2−t+1)(t6+229t5+270t4−1695t3+1430t2−235t+1)

d7,3,1 := 7(t4−6t3+17t2−24t+9)(3t4−4t3−5t2−2t−1)(9t4−12t3−t2+8t−3)
2(t2−3t−3)(t2−t+1)(3t2−9t+5)(5t2−t−1)

d7,1,2 := −7d7,1,1 d7,2,2 := −7d7,2,1 d7,3,2 := −7d7,3,1

d8,1,1 := (t2+2t−2)(t2+10t−2)
(t2+2)(t2+8t−2) d9,1,1 := D d9,2,1 := D

d9,3,1 := D d9,4,1 := D

d10,1,1 := −2t(t2−11t−1)(t4−12t3+14t2+12t+1)
(t2+1)(t4−18t3+74t2+18t+1) d10,1,2 := 5d10,1,1

d10,2,1 := −2t(t2−11t−1)(t4+228t3+494t2−228t+1)
(t2+1)(t4−522t3−10006t2+522t+1) d10,2,2 := 5d10,2,1 d10,3,1 := D

d12,1,1 := − 3t(t2−27)(t2−3)
t4−18t2−27 d12,2,1 := D d12,3,1 := D

d12,4,1 := 6(27t2+1)(243t2+1)
19683t4+486t2−1 d12,4,2 := −3d12,4,1

d14,1,1 := t12−18t11+117t10−354t9+570t8−486t7+273t6−222t5+174t4−46t3−15t2+6t+1
14t(t−1)(t2−t+1)(t3−8t2+5t+1)(t6−11t5+30t4−15t3−10t2+5t+1)

d14,2,1 := t12−522t11−8955t10+37950t9−70998t8+131562t7−253239t6+316290t5−218058t4+80090t3−14631t2+510t+1
−2t(t−1)(t2−t+1)(t3−8t2+5t+1)(t6+229t5+270t4−1695t3+1430t2−235t+1)

d14,3,1 := −2(t4−6t3+17t2−24t+9)(3t4−4t3−5t2−2−1)(9t4−12t3−t2+8t−3)
(t2−3t−3)(t2−t+1)(3t2−9t+5)(5t2−t−1)(t3−2t2−t+1)(t3−t2−2t+1)

d14,1,2 := −7d14,1,1 d14,2,2 := −7d14,2,1 d14,3,2 := −7d14,3,1

d14,4,1 := D d14,5,1 := D d14,6,1 := f14,2(g14,6(t))

d14,6,2 := −7d14,6,1 d14,7,1 := f14,2(g14,7(t)) d14,7,2 := −7d14,7,1

d28,1,1 := −7t(49t4−13t2+1)(2401t4−245t2+1)
823543t8−235298t6+21609t4−490t2−1 d28,2,1 := −d14,6,1 d28,2,2 := −7d28,2,1

d28,3,1 := −d14,7,1 d28,3,2 := −7d28,3,1

Table 3: Twist parameters associated to maximal genus zero missing trace groups
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7. Concluding remarks

Serre’s open image theorem may be stated as follows: for each number field K and each elliptic curve
E defined over K, there is a constant CE,K > 0 such that, for each prime ℓ ≥ CE,K , we have ρE,ℓ(GK) =
GL2(Z/ℓZ). Serre’s uniformity question asks whether the constant CE,K above may be chosen independent
of E, i.e. it asks whether, for each number field K there exists a constant CK such that, for each elliptic
curve E defined over K and for each prime ℓ ≥ CK , we have ρE,ℓ(GK) = GL2(Z/ℓZ). In case K = Q, it is
generally believed that Serre’s uniformity question has an affirmative answer with CQ = 41. Furthermore,
assuming that it does, then as a corollary of [23, Lemma 4.10], we may see that, for any non-CM elliptic
curve E over Q, levelSL2

(ρE(GQ)) divides
∏

ℓ≤CQ
ℓ∞. This, taken together with Proposition 3.2 implies that

that

G ∈ G
max
MT =⇒ levelGL2 (G) divides

∏

ℓ≤CQ

ℓ∞, (135)

Recent work establishes vertical bounds on the largest possible n for which ℓn divides mG when G = ρE(GQ)
when ℓ = 2 (see [36]) and it is of general interest to establish such vertical bounds for all ℓ; clearly such
bounds are relevant to the problem of determining the set Gmax

MT , even conditionally on an affirmative answer
to Serre’s uniformity question. In any event, together with the tables of Cummins-Pauli, (135) reduces the
determination of Gmax

MT (g) to a targeted computer search, for any fixed genus g. It would be interesting to
extend the results in the present paper to g = 1, in the spirit of Sutherland-Zywina, to find all modular
curves (or Weierstrass models in case −I /∈ G) that have infinitely many rational points. We leave this to
future work.
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