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Abstract

There is a well known theorem by Deuring which gives a criterion for when the reduction
of an elliptic curve with complex multiplication (CM) by the ring of integers of an imaginary
quadratic field has ordinary or supersingular reduction. We generalise this and a similar
theorem by Goren in dimension 2, and classify the ?-torsion group scheme of the reduction
of 3-dimensional abelian varieties with CM by the ring of integers of a cyclic sextic CM
field. We also prove a theorem in arbitrary dimension 6 that distinguishes ordinary and
superspecial reduction for abelian varieties with CM by a cyclic CM field of degree 26.

As an application, we give algorithms to construct supersingular non-superspecial, and
superspecial abelian varieties of dimension 2 (surfaces) and dimension 3, and show that all
such varieties have non-integer endomorphisms of small degree.

1 Introduction

Fix some prime ? and consider elliptic curves defined over F?. A general such curve � will be
ordinary (i.e. the ?-torsion of � has ? many geometric points). The other possible case, called
supersingular (here the ?-torsion just contains the point at the origin), is far more exceptional
and in fact only occurs for finitely many elliptic curves (approximately ⌊?/12⌋ many), all of
which are defined over F?2 . It is quite hard in practice to write down “random” supersingular

elliptic curves, we either use known families of such curves (e.g. H2 = G3 + 1 if ? ≡ 2 (mod 3)
or H2 = G3 + G if ? ≡ 3 (mod 4)) or the so called CM method to construct them from reductions
of CM elliptic curves defined over some number field.

The correct way to generalise the term supersingular to higher dimension abelian varieties is
to consider those whose associated Newton polygon has slopes all 1/2. We will see how this
property is related to the ?-torsion group scheme of abelian varieties in characteristic ? and
their associated ?-rank and 0-number. For abelian surfaces, the ?-rank directly informs about
supersingularity, while in dimension 3 and higher it is no longer true that all abelian varieties
with ?-rank equal to zero are supersingular. Nevertheless, those strata of the moduli space with
?-rank zero are still interesting to study, and for example when the 0-number equals the genus
of the variety in question we find so called superspecial abelian varieties that are isomorphic to
a product of supersingular elliptic curves.
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Motivation We are interested in constructing hyperelliptic curves whose Jacobian variety has
?-rank zero. By dimension considerations of higher genus moduli spaces, we can likely only
hope for families of such curves or to construct them using a generalisation of the CM method
to higher dimension. Another necessary ingredient are reduction theorems that inform us
about the resulting types of the corresponding ?-torsion group schemes after reducing some
chosen CM abelian variety.

Organisation In the remainder of this section we will recall some important notions: The
structure of ?-torsion group schemes, those parts of complex multiplication theory of abelian
varieties necessary for us, and their associated reduction theory. An important part of this is
the Shimura–Taniyama formula which we will use in the proofs of our theorems. In Section 2
we study CM types of cyclic CM fields. Section 3 is devoted to generalising the theorems of
Deuring and Goren to dimension 3 and higher and the proofs of those theorems. In Sections 4
and 5 we use the reduction theorems to give algorithms for constructing hyperelliptic ?-rank
zero curves and work through some explicit examples. Finally, in Section 6 we study the
endomorphism rings of reductions of CM curves.

1.1 The ?-rank and 0-number of Abelian Varieties and Curves

Fix a prime ?, and an algebraically closed field : of characteristic ? containing F? . Consider the
additive group scheme G0 = Spec :[-] and the multiplicative group scheme G< = Spec :[-, -−1].
The kernel of the relative Frobenius on these yields the finite group schemes 
? � Spec :[-]/-?

and �? � Spec :[-]/(-? − 1), respectively. The Cartier dual of 
? is itself, and the Cartier dual
of �? is the constant group scheme Z/?Z.

Let �/: be an abelian variety of dimension 6 and consider its ?-torsion �[?] as a group
scheme. The ?-rank of � is given by 5 (�) = dimF? Hom(�? , �[?]). Similarly, the 0-number of �

is given by 0(�) = dim: Hom(
? , �[?]). Thus, geometrically, �[?](:) � (Z/?Z) 5 . It holds that
0 ≤ 5 ≤ 6 and 1 ≤ 0 + 5 ≤ 6.

We define the ?-rank and the 0-number of a genus g curve � as the corresponding invariants
of its Jacobian Jac(�) as a 6-dimensional abelian variety.

Example 1 (Pries [Pri08]). Let�/: be of dimension 2, i.e. an abelian surface, then we have the following
possible types:

5 (�) 0(�) �[?] Type Codim.

2 0 !2 ordinary 0
1 1 ! ⊕ �1,1 non-ordinary 1
0 1 �2,1 supersingular 2
0 2 �2

1,1
superspecial 3

Here ! = Z/?Z ⊕ �? is the ?-torsion of an ordinary elliptic curve, whereas �1,1 is the ?-torsion of a
supersingular elliptic curve. It is also the unique local-local �)1 group scheme of rank ?2 and fits into
the following non-split exact sequence: 0 → 
? → �1,1 → 
? → 0. Similarly, �2,1 is the unique �)1

group scheme of rank ?4 with ?-rank 0 and 0-number 1. The codimension of the associated strata in the
full moduli space of abelian surfacesA2 is given as well. SinceA2 is 3-dimensional, we can expect there
to be a discrete number of superspecial points only.

Note that from how supersingularity is usually defined, a superspecial abelian surface is in particular
supersingular. Hence, those abelian surfaces with ?-torsion group scheme �2,1 we should really call
supersingular non-superspecial.
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Example 2 (Pries [Pri08]). Let �/: be of dimension 3, then we have the following possible types:

5 (�) 0(�) �[?] Type Codim.

3 0 !3 ordinary 0
2 1 !2 ⊕ �1,1 non-ordinary (1) 1
1 1 ! ⊕ �2,1 non-ordinary (2) 2
1 2 ! ⊕ �21,1 non-ordinary (3) 3

0 1 �3,1 mixed (1) 3
0 2 �3,2 mixed (2) 4
0 2 �1,1 ⊕ �2,1 supersingular 5

0 3 �31,1 superspecial 6

As mentioned in Pries [Pri19], the codimension 3 and 4 strata with �[?] torsion group scheme equal
to �3,1 and �3,2, respectively, usually have Newton slopes (1/3, 2/3), but can also have slopes all 1/2
(only in this case the abelian variety � is supersingular). On the other hand, the codimension 5 stratum
only contains supersingular points.

1.2 Complex Multiplication

We call a number field  a complex multiplication (CM) field if  is a totally imaginary quadratic
extension of a totally real field  0. The generator of Gal( / 0) is complex conjugation and
commutes with all embeddings ) ∈ Hom( ,C); we denote its action on G ∈  by G. Let  be a
CM field of degree [ : Q] = 26, then a CM type of  is a set Φ = ()1, . . . , )6) of embeddings

)8 :  → C such that Φ ∪ Φ = Hom( ,C). Note that then no two embeddings )8 and ) 9 are
conjugates of each other. We say that Φ is primitive (sometimes also called simple) if it is not the
extension of a CM type on a CM subfield of  . Otherwise we say that the type is imprimitive. If
 is normal, then a type Φ is primitive if and only if it is not fixed by any automorphism of  ,
i.e. if and only if there exists no � ∈ Gal( /Q) such that Φ� = Φ. We say that two CM types Φ
and Φ′ are equivalent if there exists an automorphism � ∈ Gal( /Q) such that Φ� = Φ′.

Define the type trace )Φ(G) =
∑

)8(G) and type norm #Φ(G) =
∏

)8(G). Define the reflex field  ′

of  (relative to a CM typeΦ) as the field generated overQ by all the elements)Φ(G)with G ∈  .
Let ! be a finite Galois extension of Q containing  with Galois group � = Gal(!/Q), then we
may lift the CM type Φ from  to !, i.e. Φ! = {� ∈ � | � induces some )8 ∈ Φ}. Note that Φ−1

!
is

a type lifted from the reflex field  ′. Define the reflex type Φ′ on  ′ corresponding to Φ on  as
the type which Φ−1

!
was lifted from. Similarly, we define the reflex norm #Φ′(G) =

∏
)′
8
(G). Note

that #Φ :  →  ′, #Φ′ :  ′ →  , and that both are multiplicative maps that are well defined
on ideals.

Let O be an order in  , for example the maximal order (ring of integers)O of  . Let � be an
abelian variety of dimension 6, and denote by End(�)Q = End(�) ⊗Q the endomorphism algebra
of �. For our purposes, we say that � has complex multiplication by (O ,Φ) if there exists an ideal
� ⊂ O such that � = C6/Φ(�). See Chai et al. [CCO14, Section 1.3] for a more general definition.
Then there exists an embedding � :  → End(�)Q, and hence the data we should consider is
the tuple (�, �). We often assume the embedding � to be given implicitly. We say that � has CM
by ( ,Φ) if � has CM by some order of  and type Φ. We call � principal, if its endomorphism
ring End(�) is exactly O and not some smaller suborder.

Theorem 3 ([ST61], Section II.8.5 Proposition 30; [Lan83], Section 3.1 Theorem 1.1). Let (�, �)
be an abelian variety with CM by ( ,Φ) and let ( ′,Φ′) be the reflex field and type. If (�, �) is defined
over a number field :, then  ′ ⊂ :.
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Lemma 4 ([ST61], Section II.8.4 Example (1)). If ( ,Φ) is a primitive CM field that is an abelian
extension of Q, then  is its own reflex field. Furthermore, the reflex type Φ′ of a type Φ is then given by
Φ′ = Φ−1.

Let now � be an abelian variety with CM by the ring of integers O of a CM field  . For an
ideal a of O let �/a be the quotient of � by the finite flat group scheme

�[a] =
⋂

0∈a
�[0],

where �[0] = ker 0 for 0 ∈ End(�). One can show that there exists an isogeny �a : � → �,
where � = �/a, and that the kernel of �a is given by ker�a = �[a], see Shimura and Taniyama
[ST61, Section II.7]. We call such an isogeny�a an a-multiplication. If a = a1a2 for coprime ideals
a1 and a2, then �[a] = �[a1] ⊕ �[a2].

1.3 Explicit Construction of CM Abelian Varieties

Shimura and Taniyama [ST61, Chapter II.6] describe an explicit construction of abelian varieties
with CM by an order O of a chosen CM field  . The following exposition is essentially proven
as Van Wamelen [Van99, Theorem 3], and considers principal abelian varieties.

Over the complex numbers C, every 6-dimensional abelian variety can be written as a
quotient of the form C6/Λ, for some lattice Λ ⊂ C. Fixing a CM field  of degree 2g, let Φ be
a CM type on  , and let O be the ring of integers of  . Let D /Q be the different of  , and
choose some fractional O -ideal a. If there exists some � ∈  such that the following holds:

1. � is totally imaginary with ℑ()(�)) > 0 for all embeddings ) ∈ Φ,

2. �O = (aaD /Q)−1,

then for all G, H ∈  the map (Φ(G),Φ(H)) ↦→ Tr /Q(�GH) extends to a unique Riemann form
� : C6 × C6 → R. The Riemann form � then determines a principal polarisation on the complex
abelian variety � = C6/Φ(a) such that � has CM by O . Two such principally polarised abelian
varieties (C6/Φ(a), �) and (C6/Φ(b), �) are isomorphic if there exists some � ∈  ∗ such that
�a = b and � = ���.

1.4 Reduction of CM Abelian Varieties

Consider an abelian variety � over some number field :. If P is a prime of :, denote the
reduction of � mod P by �̃. We will use the “reduction � mod P” as shorthand for � ×
SpecO /P, the base change of � to the residue field of P. General reduction theory of abelian
schemes shows that for primes P of good reduction, we have a degree preserving injection of
endomorphism rings

End(�) ↩→ End(�̃).
In general this is not a bĳection, as one can immediately see from the example of supersingular
reduction of CM elliptic curves: Such a curve � over a number field has endomorphism ring
an order O in an imaginary quadratic field, whereas for supersingular reduction the resulting

elliptic curve �̃ over F? has endomorphism ring a maximal order of the definite quaternion

algebra ramified at ?. Hence End(�̃) is strictly larger than End(�).
If P is a prime of good reduction for �, then for an isogeny � : �→ � we find the reduced

isogeny �̃ : �̃→ �̃. We can now ask what happens to the reduction of an a-multiplication. For
an important special case that we will use, consider the following data:
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• (�, �) is an abelian variety defined over a number field : with CM by ( ,Φ), and is
principal.

• ( ′,Φ′) is the reflex field and type of ( ,Φ). By Theorem 3 we have  ′ ⊂ :.

• P is a prime of : at which � has good reduction, p = P∩O is the prime of  ′ dividing P,
and ? = p ∩ Z is the prime of Q dividing p. Denote the reduction of � mod P by (�̃, �̃).

• As in Section 1.2, ! is a Galois extension of Q containing  . Let P! be an extension of P
to !, � = �P! a Frobenius automorphism in Gal(!/ ′) corresponding to P!.

Theorem 5. Let (�, �) be an abelian variety along with the data as above. Assume that End(�) � O ,
and that ? is unramified in  .

1. The ideal a = #Φ′(p) induces the a-multiplication � : (�, �) → (�� , ��) such that �̃ = Frp : �̃→
�̃(#(p)) is the #(p)-power Frobenius homomorphism.

2. There exists and element �P ∈ O such that �̃(�P) = FrP is the #(P)-power Frobenius endo-
morphism in End(�̃). Then the ideal (�P) has the factorisation (�P) = #Φ′(#:/ ′(P)).

Proof. This is Shimura and Taniyama [ST61, Section III.13 Theorem 1]. It can also be found in
Lang [Lan83, Section 3.3]: 1. is Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 3.4, 2. is Lemma 3.3. Note that there
is a typo in the statement of Lemma 3.3, the image of �P is rather the #(P)-power Frobenius
endomorphism FrP of �̃. �

Remark 6. Recall that for an abelian scheme � over F@ (where @ = ?A is a prime power for some

prime ?), we denote by �(?
B) = � ×Fr?B SpecF@ the ?B-Frobenius twist of � as the base change by the

?B-power Frobenius morphism. We have �(@) = �, but �(?
B) for some B ≠ A is only isogenous to �.

Hence, Fr@ ∈ End(�) is an endomorphism, but there are also the homomorphisms Fr?B : �→ �(?
B ) as

isogenies in Hom(�, �(?B)).

By Yu [Yu04], the Dieudonné module (and hence the ?-rank and 0-number) of the reduced
abelian variety �̃ is uniquely determined by the CM type Φ and the splitting type of the
prime ? in  . Say ? is unramified and decomposes as ? =

∏=
8=1 p8 with inertia degrees 58 .

We have �[?] =
⊕=

8=1 �[p8]. Denote the Dieudonné module of �̃[?] over F? by D. Since

O ⊗ Z? =
⊕=

8=1 O ,p8 , we have that D also decomposes as a direct sum D =
⊕=

8=1D(p8),
where D(p8) has dimension 58 . For the 0-number we have that 0(D) = ∑=

8=1 0(D(p8)). Recall
that the Dieudonné module of a local-local group scheme has strictly positive 0-number. Note
that it is also possible to study these decompositions if ? ramifies, see also Goren and Lauter
[GL12].

1.5 Reduction of CM Abelian Surfaces

Let us now consider the situation where we reduce a CM abelian surface over a number field :
at a prime P of :. We expect a similar result as in the elliptic curve case, where we either find
an ordinary or a supersingular elliptic curve � over a finite field, depending on what happens
to the ?-torsion of the reduced curve. Let � be an elliptic curve defined over some number
field : with CM by the ring of integers O of an imaginary quadratic field  , and let P be a
prime of :. By a theorem of Deuring [Deu41] (see also Lang [Lan87, Chaper 13, Theorem 12]
for a modern statement), we know that the type of the reduction of � mod P, denoted by �̃,
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depends only on the splitting behaviour of ? = P ∩ Z in O : If ? splits then �̃ is ordinary, and
if ? is ramified or inert then �̃ is supersingular.

The following theorem gives the first half of the answer to the problem of generalising
Deuring’s result to the reduction of CM abelian surfaces.

Theorem 7 ([Gor97], Theorem 1). Let  /Q be a cyclic quartic CM field. Let �/Qalg be an abelian
surface. Assume that � has complex multiplication by O . Let P be a prime of Qalg, p1 = P ∩ O ,
? = p1 ∩ Z. Assume that ? is unramified in  . Then �̃, the reduction of � mod P, and 5 (�̃), 0(�̃)
are determined by the decomposition of ? in O as follows:

1. If ? = p1p2p3p4, then �̃ is ordinary and simple, 5 (�̃) = 2, 0(�̃) = 0.

2. If ? = p1p2, then �̃ is superspecial, 5 (�̃) = 0, 0(�̃) = 2.

3. If ? = p1, then �̃ is supersingular non-superspecial, 5 (�̃) = 0, 0(�̃) = 1.

We can see that in the cyclic quartic CM field case no possible reduction of an abelian surface
induces a ?-torsion of non-ordinary type, see Example 1. This type only occurs in the second
half of the answer, but we will not restate it here since it involves non-Galois quartic CM fields
which are not relevant to the rest of this work. We urge the interested reader to consult Goren
[Gor97, Theorem 2] instead.

2 Cyclic CM Types

Let 6 ≥ 1. Note that a CM type Φ ⊂ {)1, . . . , )6 , )1 , . . . , )6} can be identified with a binary

string EΦ of length 6 such that EΦ,8 = 0 if Φ8 = )8 and EΦ,8 = 1 if Φ8 = )8 . Alternatively, we can
also consider an extended representation of Φ as a binary string of length 26 by concatenating
EΦ and its complement. This does not give any extra information but will be useful.

Let �(6) be the set of binary strings of length 26 with the additional property that entries
that are at distance 6 from each other must be different. For example, 101010 ∈ �(3), but
110010 ∉ �(3). As we said, elements in �(6) can be thought of as representing CM types.

In this section we want to study CM types of cyclic CM fields. The cyclic group of order 26
acts naturally via cyclic shifts on the set of binary strings of length 26. It is easy to see that �(6)
is preserved (setwise) by this action. This induces an equivalence relation on �(6) (with the
equivalence classes given by the orbits of the group). Let �(6) be the set of equivalence classes.

The period : of a binary string 1 is the smallest positive integer such that 1 is fixed under a
cyclic shift of :. For example, 1010 has period 2, while 1110 has period 4. Clearly, the period is
preserved under cyclic shifts, so the period of elements of �(6) is also well-defined.

Let %(:) be the number of elements of �(6) of period :. Note that, as the notation suggests,
this does not actually depend on 6, as will be shown in the proof of Theorem 8. We now
determine formulas for %(:) and |�(6)|. Denote Euler’s totient function by !(G), and the
Möbius function by �(G).
Theorem 8. If :, 6 ≥ 1, then

%(:) =
∑

G |:
G odd

�(G)2:/2G

|�(6)| = 1

26

∑

3 |6
3 odd

!(3)26/3 .

6



Proof. First, note that there is a one-to-one correspondence between �(6) and the set of binary
strings of length 6, given by taking the first 6 bits of a string. (In the opposite direction, simply
append the complement of the string of length 6.) It follows that |�(6)| = 26.

Let 1 ∈ �(6) have period :. Clearly, : must divide the length of 1, that is 26. On the other
hand, : cannot divide 6, as otherwise the second half of the string would be identical to the
first half. Equivalently, 26/: is odd.

Let : be a divisor of 26 such that 26/: is odd, and let 1 be an element of �(6) of period :.
Clearly, 1 is completely determined by its first : entries. In fact, the first :/2 entries suffice
to determine 1: since 26/: is odd, the first :/2 entries of the second half of 1 must be equal
to the second set of :/2 entries, which must then be the complement of the first :/2 entries.
Conversely, if one arbitrarily chooses the first :/2 entries of an element 1 of �(6), one can
complete the rest of the entries using the procedure above to get an element of period dividing
:. In particular, %(:) does not depend on 6, as claimed earlier.

Each of the 26 elements of �(6) has some period : for : as above, so

|�(6)| = 26 =
∑

: |26
26
: odd

%(:).

Writing < = 26, we can rewrite this as

2</2 =
∑

: |<
<
: odd

%(:).

By Möbius inversion, it follows that

%(:) =
∑

G |:
G odd

�(G)2:/2G ,

proving our first claim. If 1 ∈ �(6) has period :, then its equivalence class also has size :. So

|�(6)| =
∑

: |26
26
: odd

1

:
%(:)

=
∑

: |26
26
: odd

1

:

∑

G |:
G odd

�(G)2:/2G .

Writing 3 = 26G/:, this becomes

|�(6)| = 1

26

∑

3 |26
3 odd

326/3
∑

G |3

�(G)
G

=
1

26

∑

3 |6
3 odd

26/3!(3).

�
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Denote the subset of primitive equivalence classes by �′(6) ⊂ �(6). Since the primitive
CM types correspond to elements of �(6) with period 26, Theorem 8 immediately implies the
following corollary.

Corollary 9. If 6 ≥ 1, then

|�′(6)| = %(26)/26 =
1

26

∑

G |6
G odd

�(G)26/G .

In particular, in the On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences [Inc22], |�(6)| is given by the
sequence A0000161, |�′(6)| is given by A0000482, whereas |�(6)| − |�′(6)| is given by A0537343.
Here is a table of the first few values:

6 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Total 1 1 2 2 4 6 10 16 30 52 94 172 316 586
Primitive 1 1 1 2 3 5 9 16 28 51 93 170 315 585

Imprimitive 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 2 1 1

Table 1: Number of equivalence classes of CM types for cyclic CM fields of degree 26.

Next we give representatives for the equivalence classes for some small values of 6. Let  be
a cyclic CM field of degree 26. Denote the generator of Gal( /Q) = �26 by �. Then complex
conjugation corresponds to �6.

6 = 2: There is one primitive class with representative {1, �}.

6 = 3: There is one primitive class with representative {1, �, �2}, and one imprimitive class
with representative {1, �2 , �4} fixed by �2 (generating �3).

6 = 4: There are two primitive classes with representatives {1, �, �2 , �3} and {1, �, �3 , �6}.

6 = 5: There are three primitive classes with representatives

{1, �, �2 , �3, �4},
{1, �, �2 , �4, �8},
{1, �, �3, �4, �7}.

There is also one imprimitive class with representative {1, �2 , �4, �6, �8} fixed by �2 (generating
�5).

1https://oeis.org/A000016
2https://oeis.org/A000048
3https://oeis.org/A053734
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6 = 6: There are five primitive classes with representatives

{1, �, �2, �3, �4, �5},
{1, �, �2 , �3, �5, �10},
{1, �, �2, �4, �5, �9},
{1, �, �2 , �5, �9, �10},
{1, �, �3, �5, �8, �10}.

There is also one imprimitive class with representative {1, �, �4 , �5, �8, �9} fixed by �4 (generat-
ing �3).

3 Reduction of Higher Dimensional CM Abelian Varieties

In this section we consider the situation of 3-dimensional abelian varieties with CM by the ring
of integers O of a cyclic sextic CM field  . We saw in Section 2 that for a cyclic sextic CM field
there exists a unique primitive CM type. We are interested in the reduction types in this case.
Abelian varieties that have CM by the other unique but imprimitive CM type (induced from an
imaginary quadratic subfield) can be analysed by reducing to lower dimension via an isogeny,
and is thus already solved. Hence, we can safely concentrate on the primitive setting.

Lemma 10 (Adapted from [Gor97], Local-Local Lemma). Let � be an abelian variety over some
finite field of characteristic ?. If the Frobenius morphism � : � → �(?) satisfies �< = 
?= for some
positive integers < ≥ =, and 
 ∈ Aut(�), then �[?] is a local-local group scheme.

Proof. Denote the Verschiebung morphism by + : �(?) → �. Then +� = ? in End(�), and
iterating < times, yields +<�< = ?< . Using the assumption, we have +<
?= = ?< and hence
(+< − ?<−=
−1)
?= = 0. Since 
?= is surjective, +< = 
−1?<−= . Now both Frobenius and
Verschiebung are nilpotent on �[?] and thus �[?] is a local-local group scheme. �

Consider the same setup as in Section 1.4: Suppose we are given a principal abelian variety
� defined over a number field : with CM by ( ,Φ). Assume here that : is Galois, and let P
be a prime of : such that � has good reduction at P. Let � be a Frobenius automorphism in
Gal(:/ ′) corresponding to P. Let F@ be the residue field O /P.

Lemma 11 (Ekedahl [Eke87], Section 2 Proposition 2.4). The reduction of � mod P is isomorphic

over F@ to a product of supersingular elliptic curves if and only if �Φ = Φ.

Now we are ready to state the generalisation of Deuring’s result about the reduction of CM
elliptic curves, and Theorem 7 in the dimension 2 case. The following theorem decides the
reduction types (see Example 2) of 3-dimensional abelian varieties with CM by a cyclic sextic
CM field.

Theorem 12. Let  be a cyclic sextic CM field. Let �/: be a principal abelian variety of dimension
3 over a number field : with CM by O and the unique primitive CM type. Let P be a prime of :,
p1 = P∩O , ? = p1 ∩Z. Assume that ? is unramified in  . Then the reduction of � mod P, �̃, and
5 (�̃), 0(�̃) are determined by the decomposition of ? in O as follows:

1. If ? = p1p2p3p4p5p6, then �̃ is ordinary, 5 (�̃) = 3, 0(�̃) = 0.

2. If ? = p1p2p3, then �̃ is superspecial, 5 (�̃) = 0, 0(�̃) = 3.
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3. If ? = p1p2, then 5 (�̃) = 0, 0(�̃) = 2.

4. If ? = p1, then 5 (�̃) = 0, 0(�̃) = 1.

Proof. By Lemma 4,  is its own reflex field. Hence we have inclusions : ⊃  =  ′ ⊃ Q.
Denote the generator of Gal( /Q) = �6 by �. According to Section 2, we have one primitive
CM type which, without loss of generality, we may assume is given by Φ = {1, �, �2}. Complex

conjugation corrsponds to the order two element �3 and so the conjugate ofΦ is Φ = {�3 , �4, �5}.
Finally, the reflex type is Φ′ = Φ−1 = {1, �4 , �5}.

If ? =
∏ℓ

8=1 p8 is the decomposition of ? in  , then �[?] =
⊕ℓ

8=1 �[p8]. Let F@ be the residue
field O /P and let FrP be the Frobenius fixing F@ . By Theorem 5, the ideal (�P) corresponding

to FrP in O ↩→ End(�̃) is a power of #Φ′(p1).
Type 1. The prime ? splits completely as ? = p1p2p3p4p5p6 and � permutes the factors

cyclically. We can assume that �(p8) = p8+1. We compute #Φ′(p1) = p1p5p6, and so FrP acts
trivially on �[p2] ⊕�[p3] ⊕�[p4]. Hence the étale part of �̃[?] has order ?3 and so �̃ is ordinary
with ?-rank 5 (�̃) = 3 and 0-number 0(�̃) = 0.

Type 2. The prime ? splits as ? = p1p2p3 and we can assume that � = �2 (generating the �3

subgroup of �6) acts as �(p8) = p8+1. Hence, � acts as the permutation (3 1 2). We compute
#Φ′(p1) = p1p3p2 = ?. By Lemma 10, �̃[?] is a local-local group scheme, and 5 (�̃) = 0. The
decomposition of the Dieudonné module of �̃[?] is D = D(p1) ⊕ D(p2) ⊕ D(p3), and all the
factors come from local-local group schemes. Hence, 0(�̃) = 3.

Type 3. The prime ? splits as ? = p1p2 and we can assume that � = �3 (generating the
�2 subgroup of �6) acts as �(p8) = p8+1. Hence, � also acts as �(p8) = p8+1. We compute
#Φ′(p1) = p1p1p2 = ?p1 and so 5 (�̃) = 0. Let � be the Frobenius automorphism in Gal(:/ ′)
corresponding to P. The decomposition group of P is �3 < �6 and so � is equal to one

of {�2 , �4}. In any case, �Φ ≠ Φ, and so by Lemma 11 �̃ is not isomorphic to a product of
supersingular elliptic curves. Hence, 0(�̃) = 2.

Type 4. Here we simply have �[?] = �[p1]. The Frobenius automorphism � corresponding
to P is equal to one of {�, �5} (since the decomposition group of P is the whole �6). Again,

�Φ ≠ Φ and so �̃ is not isomorphic to a product of supersingular elliptic curves. Thus 5 (�̃) = 0
and 0(�̃) = 1. �

Using Lemma 11 we can also decide between ordinary and superspecial reduction in arbitrary
dimension, at least for principal abelian varieties with CM by a cyclic CM field and primitive
CM type.

Theorem 13. Let be a cyclic CM field of degree 26. Let�/: be a principal abelian variety of dimension
g over a number field : with complex multiplication by O such that the CM type is primitive. Let P
be a prime of :, p1 = P ∩ O , ? = p1 ∩ Z. Assume that ? is unramified in  . Then the reduction of �
mod P, �̃, and 5 (�̃), 0(�̃) are determined by the decomposition of ? in O as follows:

1. If ? = p1 · · · p26 , then �̃ is ordinary, 5 (�̃) = 6, 0(�̃) = 0.

2. If ? = p1 · · · p6 , then �̃ is superspecial, 5 (�̃) = 0, 0(�̃) = 6.

Proof. Again,  is its own reflex field and : ⊃  =  ′ ⊃ Q. Fix a generator � of Gal( /Q) = �26.

Assume the CM type is given byΦ = {�81 , �82 , . . . , �86 }with distinct exponents 8< ≠ 8= for< ≠ =.
Without loss of generality, we can always write it as Φ = {1, � 92 , . . . , � 96} (again with distinct
exponents) by multiplying through by �−81 and so passing to an equivalent type. Complex
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conjugation corresponds to �6 and generates �2 < �26, and so Φ = {�6 , � 92+6 , . . . , � 96+6}. For

the reflex type we have Φ′ = Φ−1 = {1, �26−92 , . . . , �26−96 }.
If ? =

∏ℓ
8=1 p8 is the decomposition of ? in  , then �[?] =

⊕ℓ
8=1 �[p8]. Let F@ be the residue

field O /P and let FrP be the Frobenius fixing F@ . By Theorem 5, the ideal (�P) corresponding

to FrP in O ↩→ End(�̃) is a power of #Φ′(p1).
Type 1. Here ℓ = 26 and the prime ? splits completely as ? = p1 · · · p26 and � permutes the

factors cyclically. We can assume that �(p8) = p8+1. We compute#Φ′(p1) = p1p26−92+1 · · · p26−96+1.
Let & = {p1} ∪ {p2 , . . . , p26} ∩ {p26−92+1 , . . . , p26−96+1}, a set of size 6. Then FrP acts trivially

on
⊕

q∈& �[q]. Hence the étale part of �̃[?] has order ?6 and so �̃ is ordinary with ?-rank

5 (�̃) = 6 and 0-number 0(�̃) = 0.
Type 2. Here ℓ = 6 and the prime ? splits as ? = p1 · · · p6 . The decomposition group of ? is

equal to �2 < �26 and so the Frobenius automorphism � in Gal(:/ ′) corresponding to P is

equal to complex conjugation �6. Hence, �Φ = Φ and so Lemma 11 implies that �̃ is isomorphic
to a product of supersingular elliptic curves. In other words, �̃ is superspecial and so 5 (�̃) = 0,
0(�̃) = 3. �

Remark 14. Of course Theorem 13 immediately implies the first two cases of Theorem 12, but we find it
useful to have a self-contained proof in that case since it give an example of applying the decomposition
theory of Dieudonné modules to reason about 0-numbers.

4 Constructing Supersingular Genus 2 Curves

Recall that in dimension 1, for elliptic curves, the Hilbert class polynomial � ∈ Z[-] of an
imaginary quadratic number field K has as roots the 9-invariants of elliptic curves with CM by
the ring of integers O of  . The roots also generate the Hilbert class field of  , the maximal
abelian unramified extension of  . The CM method for elliptic curves uses the reduction of
� (mod ?) for special primes ? to construct elliptic curves defined over F? with a prescribed
number of points. In Section 1.5 we explained that it is also possible to control the type of the
resulting elliptic curve. It is either ordinary or supersingular, depending on whether ? splits
or is inert in O , respectively. Bröker [Brö09] used this idea to give an algorithm to construct
supersingular elliptic curves.

The generalisation of the CM method to dimension 2, for abelian surfaces, follows from the
Igusa class polynomials � ,8 for 8 ∈ {1, 2, 3} of a quartic CM field  . The roots of these three
polynomials are the Igusa invariants of all genus 2 curves whose Jacobian has CM by the ring
of integers of the quartic field  . The Igusa class polynomials can be explicitly calculated by
computing the Igusa invariants of all possible abelian surfaces with CM by O following the
construction described in Section 1.3, see Van Wamelen [Van99], Weng [Wen03], and Streng
[Str14].

The roots again generate class fields, and the reduction of � ,8 (mod ?) can be used to con-
struct genus 2 curves whose Jacobian has a fixed number of points. Previous work considered
only two reduction types of these curves: Ordinary and non-ordinary genus 2 curves, see Weng
[Wen03], and Hitt O’Connor et al. [Hit+11]. Recall Example 1 for the ?-torsion structure of
those types.

Let us quickly recall the structure theory of quartic CM fields. They arise in one of three
possible structure types:

•  /Q is Galois with Gal( /Q) = �2×�2, each CM type is non-primitive and induced from
an imaginary quadratic subfield.
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•  /Q is cyclic Galois with Gal( /Q) = �4, all four CM types are equivalent and primitive,
see Section 2.

•  /Q is non-Galois. Denote its normal closure be !, then Gal(!/Q) = �4, and each CM
type is primitive. There are two equivalence classes of CM types, generated by ()1, )2)
and ()1, )2), respectively.

We may put aside the first case of a biquadratic quartic CM field, since the only CM type is
non-primitive and hence every abelian surface with CM by such a field would be non-simple.
This reduces us to the case of elliptic curves, for which the CM method is already described
in terms of the reduction of the corresponding Hilbert class fields. Non-ordinary reduction
is only possible in the case of a non-Galois quartic CM field. Even though for such fields all
possible reduction types as in Example 1 occur (see Goren [Gor97, Theorem 2]), we will deal
with the simpler cyclic Galois case which is sufficient for our purpose.

Theorem 7 motivates Algorithm 1 for constructing supersingular non-superspecial, and
superspecial genus 2 curves.

Algorithm 1

Input: A cyclic quartic CM field K and a type: supersingular non-superspecial, or superspecial.
Output: A prime ? and a genus-2 curve � defined over (possibly an extension of) F? such that

Jac(�) has the required type.
1: Construct a genus 2 curve � which has CM by the ring of integers O of  .
2: If the type is superspecial, then find a prime ? which splits as ? = p1p2 in  . Otherwise, if

the type is supersingular non-superspecial, then find a prime ? which remains inert in  .
3: Output the tuple (?, � mod ?).

A cyclic field has infinitely many inert primes and hence the runtime of Algorithm 1 is
dominated by constructing the genus 2 curve � in step 1. If the CM field  used as input
has known Igusa class polynomials, then the algorithm runs in expected time $(1). For a
fixed cyclic CM field we can determine the splitting behaviour of unramified primes using the
following lemma.

Lemma 15. Let  be a cyclic CM field. Let 5 be the smallest integer such that  ⊂ Q(� 5 ) is a subfield
of the cyclotomic fieldQ(� 5 ) (i.e. 5 is the finite part of the conductor f of  ). Let ? be a prime unramified
in  . Then the decomposition type of ? in  depends only on the residue of ? (mod 5 ).

Proof. We give a somewhat constructive proof. The cyclic CM field is a subfield ofQ(� 5 )by the
Kronecker–Weber theorem (Neukirch [Neu99, Chapter V Theorem 1.10]), and  andQ(� 5 ) have
the same ramified primes by the conductor-discriminant formula (Neukirch [Neu99, Chapter
VII Corollary 10.8]). By Cassels and Fröhlich [CF76, Chapter III Lemma 1.3] the usual inertia
degree 5? of ? in Q(� 5 ) is also equal to the least integer 5? ≥ 1 such that ? 5? ≡ 1 (mod 5 ).
Since ? is unramified we may assume that it splits in Q(� 5 ) as ? = p1 · · · p6 for some integer
6. We have that [Q(� 5 ) : Q] = !( 5 ) (where !( 5 ) is Euler’s totient function) for cyclotomic
fields, and also [Q(� 5 ) : Q] = 6 5? from the decomposition of ?. Hence, the assertion for Q(� 5 )
follows from the formula 6 = !( 5 )/ 5? . Now let � < (Z/ 5Z)× correspond to the subgroup
Gal(Q(� 5 )/ ) < Gal(Q(� 5 )/Q) fixing  . Then the inertia degree 5 ′? of ? in  is equal to the

least integer 5 ′? ≥ 1 such that ? 5
′
? ≡ ℎ (mod 5 ) for ℎ ∈ �. Assume [Q(� 5 ) :  ] = 3, then

[ : Q] = !( 5 )/3. Hence, if ? = p1 · · · p6′ in  then 6′ = !( 5 )/( 5 ′?3). Thus the assertion follows
for  . �
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Fix now a cyclic quartic CM field  and let 5 as in Lemma 15, then using the ideas of the
proof of Lemma 15 we can determine the possible residue classes modulo 5 that correspond to
each prime splitting type in  . These can then be used in step 2 of Algorithm 1 instead of trial
decomposition.

Using Lemma 15 works for general cyclic CM fields of degree 26, but in the case that 6 = 2
we have a much more direct characterisation if we are only interested in superspecial non-
supersingular primes of reduction. This follows from the following observation. Since for a
cyclic quartic field there are only three splitting types, and two of them are determined by an
even number of factors, we can alternatively use the following theorem of Stickelberger to pin
down a prime of supersingular non-superspecial reduction.

Theorem 16 (Stickelberger, see Carlitz [Car53]). Let be a number field of degree = with discriminant
�. If ? is an unramified prime in  , then the number < of primes over ? satisfies

(
�

?

)
= (−1)=−< ,

where (�/?) denotes the Kronecker symbol.

As we said above, using Theorem 16 we obtain an explicit version of Algorithm 1 to generate
supersingular non-superspecial genus 2 curves over F? , where we can also conveniently control
the size of ?.

Algorithm 2

Input: A cyclic quartic CM field K and a positive integer =.
Output: A prime ? of size ? ∼ 2= and a genus-2 curve � defined over (possibly an extension

of) F? such that Jac(�) is supersingular non-superspecial.
1: Construct a genus 2 curve � which has CM by the ring of integers O of  . Let � be the

discriminant of  .
2: Find a prime ? of size ? ∼ 2= in  such that (�/?) = −1.
3: Output the tuple (?, � mod ?).

4.1 Alternate Construction with Base Supersingular Genus 2 Curve

Superspecial abelian surfaces form a subset of supersingular abelian surfaces. In fact, they
belong to the same isogeny class by definition. However, if we were to restrict to separable iso-
genies only, then superspecial surfaces form an isogeny class of their own that is not connected
to any supersingular non-superspecial surface.

Lemma 17 ([Oor75], page 36). Let � be an abelian variety of characteristic ? and of dimension 2, and
let ) : �6 → � be an isogeny of degree 3 for some supersingular alliptic curve �. If ) is separable (i.e.
? ∤ 3) then � is superspecial (i.e. � � �6).

We can utilise this fact to construct a supersingular non-superspecial surface as an alternative
to Algorithm 2.

To produce a base supersingular non-superspecial surface to begin our random walk, we
turn to the next proposition, which is a special case of Theorem 7 and Lemma 15. It states
that the ?-rank and 0-number of the fixed hyperelliptic curve H2 = G5 − 1 over a finite field :
depends only on the residue of the characteristic of : modulo 5.
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Proposition 18 ([IKO86], Proposition 1.13). Let � : H2 = G5 − 1 be a hyperelliptic curve over F?A ,
where ? ≠ 5, then � is

1. ordinary if ? ≡ 1 (mod 5),

2. supersingular non-superspecial if ? ≡ 2, 3 (mod 5),

3. superspecial if ? ≡ 4 (mod 5).

Proof. The Jacobian of the curve H2 = G5−1 has CM by the ring of integersZ[�5] of the cyclotomic
field Q(�5). The statement then follows immediately from Theorem 7 and Lemma 15. �

In conjunction with Lemma 17, we can generate supersingular non-superspecial abelian
surfaces for ? ≡ 2, 3 (mod 5) by taking random walks from the base hyperelliptic curve in
Proposition 18 where the steps in the random walk are (ℓ , ℓ )-isogenies with ℓ coprime to ?. For
practical applications and in characteristic different from 2, one would use (2, 2)-isogenies that
can be efficiently computed, see Richelot [Ric37].

4.2 Examples

We can find a list of quartic CM fields in the genus 2 section of the Echidna4 databases. It
lists quartic CM fields  = &[G]/(G4 + �G2 + �) in the form of tuples (�, �, �)where � is the
discriminant of the totally real subfield  0 ⊂  . Hence, �2 − 4� = <2� for some <.

Let us for example consider the cyclic quartic CM field  given by the tuple [5, 65, 845].
Hence, the discriminant of the totally real subfield is � 0 = 5 and for the discriminant of  we
compute � = 53 · 132.

We find that the integer part of the conductor of  is 5 = 5 · 13 = 65, and using Lemma 15
the we can compute the splitting behaviour of unramified primes ? in  based on their residue
? mod 65. We find the following rule:

? =





p1 , if ? mod 65 ∈ {±2,±3,±7,±8,±12,±17,±18,±22,±23,±27,±28,±32},
p1p2, if ? mod 65 ∈ {−24,−19,−16,−1, 4, 6, 9, 11, 14, 21, 29, 31},
p1p2p3p4, if ? mod 65 ∈ {−31,−29,−21,−14,−11,−9,−6,−4, 1, 16, 19, 24}.

The class group of O is cyclic of order 2 and using the ideas of Section 1.3 or the Igusa class
polynomials of  we can explicitly construct two genus 2 curves with CM by O :

�1 : H2 = −1331G6 + 1936G5 + 6160G4 − 4760G3 − 8800G2 − 748G − 552,

�2 : H2 = −103259G6 − 29744G5 − 348400G3 + 293172G − 79888.

Consider for example ? = 2128 + 51 which satisfies ? ≡ −18 mod 65. Then the reduced
curves �̃1 = �1 mod ? and �̃2 = �2 mod ? are supersingular non-superspecial and defined
over F?. Both curves are isogenous to a product of supersingular elliptic curves and so their
endomorphism algebras are isomorphic to the matrix algebra "2(�?,∞) of 2 × 2 matrices over
the definite quaternion algebra �?,∞ ramified at ?. Their endomorphism rings are maximal

orders in that algebra, and the ring of integers O of the CM field  injects into End(�̃1) and
End(�̃2).

Note that the isogeny) : Jac(�̃8) → �×�has to be inseparable, as separable isogenies leave the
?-torsion group scheme invariant. Denote by �[Fr?] the kernel of Fr? : �→ �(?). Then we have

4See https://www.i2m.univ-amu.fr/perso/david.kohel/dbs/index.html .
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that Jac(�̃8) = (� ×�)/#0,1(
?) via some appropriate embedding of the form #0,1 : 
? ↩→ � × �
induced by the two isomorphisms 
?

0→ �[Fr?]
1−1

→ 
? such that 0/1 ∈ F? � End(
?) and
0/1 ≠ F?2 , see Oort [Oor75].

5 Constructing Higher Genus Curves with ?-rank Zero

Unlike in genus 2, not every genus 3 curve is hyperelliptic. We restrict ourselves to the 5-
dimensional hyperelliptic locus ℋ3 of the 6-dimensional moduli spaceℳ3 of genus-3 curves.
The genus 3 analogue of the Igusa class polynomials as described in Section 4 are the (hyper-
elliptic) Shioda class polynomials � ,8 for 8 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} of a sextic CM field  . As with the
Igusa class polynomials in genus 2, the Shioda class polynomials can be explicitly calculated by
computing the Shioda invariants of all possible 3-dimensional abelian varieties coming from
hyperelliptic genus 3 curves with CM by O following the construction described in Section 1.3,
see Balakrishnan et al. [Bal+16], Ionica et al. [Ion+19], and Dina and Ionica [DI20]. Theorem 12
the motivates an algorithm analogous to Algorithm 1 for constructing hyperelliptic genus 3
curves with ?-rank zero and prescribed 0-number.

5.1 Complex Multiplication by Cyclotomic Integers

A different generalisation (also related to the construction of Section 4.1) to higher genus can
be found in Shimura and Taniyama [ST61, Section IV.15.4 Example 2)]: Fix a prime ? and
consider the hyperelliptic curve � : H2 = Gℓ − 1 whose Jacobian � = Jac(�) has CM by the ring
of integers Z[�?] of the ℓ -th cyclotomic field  = Q(�ℓ ). Note that the right hand side Gℓ − 1
of the curve equation factors as Gℓ − 1 = (G − 1)Φℓ (G) for the ℓ -th cyclotomic polynomial Φℓ (G).
We immediately see that the genus of � is 6(�) = (ℓ − 1)/2 and so the dimension of � is also
(ℓ −1)/2. Again, by Lemma 15 and the discission in Section 1.4, the reduction type of � mod P

for some prime P of  lying above some prime ? = P ∩ Z depends only on the residue of ?
(mod ℓ ).

5.2 Examples

Weng [Wen01] has computed a few examples of hyperelliptic genus 3 curves with complex
multiplication. We consider the totally real field  0 = Q[H]/(H3 − H2 − 2H + 1) and a quadratic
imaginary extension  =  0(G)/(G2 + 1) such that  contains Q(8). Then the curve

� : H2 = G7 + 7G5 + 14G3 + 7G

has CM by O .
Let : be some finite field with char(:) ≠ 2 and consider a genus 6 hyperelliptic curve defined

by an equation H2 = 5 (G) for 5 (G) ∈ :[G] of degree 26 + 1 or 26 + 2. Let 28 denote the coefficient
of G 8 in the expansion of 5 (G)(?−1)/2, and define for ℓ = 0, . . . , 6 − 1 the 6 × 6 matrix �ℓ with

entries (�ℓ )8, 9 = (28?−9 )?
ℓ
. Following Yui [Yui78] and heeding Achter and Howe [AH19] we

define the matrix " = �6−1 · · ·�1�0, and have the following lemma.

Lemma 19. Let � be a genus g hyperelliptic curve defined by H2 = 5 (G). Let �0 and " be the matrices
as defined above.

1. The ?-rank of � is 5 (�) = rank(").
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2. The 0-number of � is 0(�) = 6 − rank(�0).

Using Lemma 19 we can explicitly compute the ?-rank and 0-number of the reduction �̃ = �
mod ? for various small primes and compare the results to Theorem 12.

? = 13: The prime splits as (13) = p1 · · · p6. As expected, we compute the ?-rank 5 (�̃) = 3
and 0-number 0(�̃) = 0. Hence the curve �̃ is ordinary. For the !-polynomial we find
!�̃()) = 2197)6 + 676)5 + 91)4 + 40)3 + 7)2 + 4) + 1, which has Newton slopes (0, 1).

? = 43: The prime splits as (43) = p1p2p3. In this case, we compute the ?-rank 5 (�̃) = 0
and 0-number 0(�̃) = 3. Hence the curve �̃ is superspecial and isomorphic to a product of
supersingular elliptic curves. The !-polynomial ends up factoring as !�̃()) = (43)2+1)3, which
has Newton slopes all 1/2.

? = 17: The prime splits as (17) = p1p2. For this example we compute the ?-rank 5 (�̃) = 0 and
0-number 0(�̃) = 2. Hence the curve �̃ lies in the codimension 4 or codimension 5 stratum of
the moduli space. For the !-polynomial we find !�̃()) = 4913)6−136)3+1, which has Newton

slopes (1/3, 2/3). Hence �̃ cannot lie in the codimension 5 stratum and so the Jacobian Jac(�̃)
has a ?-torsion group scheme isomorphic to �3,2.

? = 11: The prime ? = 11 is inert in  . As expected, we compute the ?-rank 5 (�̃) = 0 and
0-number 0(�̃) = 1. Hence the curve �̃ lies in the codimension 3 stratum of the moduli space.
The Jacobian Jac(�̃) has a ?-torsion group scheme isomorphic to �3,1. For the !-polynomial we
find !�̃()) = (11)2 + 1)(121)4 − 11)2 + 1), which has Newton slopes all 1/2. In Example 2 we
said that a ?-torsion group scheme �3,1 usually has Newton slopes (1/3, 2/3), but can also have
slopes all 1/2. Hence, this curve �̃ is one of these outliers. Looking at how the !-polynomial
factors, we can deduce that Jac(�̃) is isogenous to � × � for some supersingular elliptic curve
and some supersingular abelian surface �. Note that this has to be an inseparable isogeny,
similar to the case of supersingular non-superspecial abelian surfaces that we discussed in
Section 4.2.

6 Endomorphisms of Supersingular Abelian Surfaces

Let � be an abelian surface, then we can infer the structure of the endomorphism algebra of �
from Poincaré’s reducibility theorem.

Theorem 20 (Mumford [Mum08], page 174, Corollary 2). For - simple, the ring EndQ(-) is a
division ring. For any abelian variety - , if - = -=1

1
× · · · × -=:

:
, with -8 simple and not isogenous,

and �8 = EndQ(-8), then
EndQ(-) = "=1(�1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ "=: (�:),

where ":(') is the ring of : × : matrices over '.

More explicitly, let �1 and �2 be elliptic curves. Then, for a reducible (i.e. non-simple) abelian
surface given by �1 × �2,

EndQ(�1 × �2) =
(

EndQ(�1) HomQ(�2 , �1)
HomQ(�1 , �2) EndQ(�2)

)
.
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In the case where �1 and �2 are not isogenous, we have that EndQ(�1 × �2) = EndQ(�1) ×
EndQ(�2).

Let us now consider the situation of supersingular abelian surfaces. For this, let ? be a prime

and let � be a supersingular elliptic curve over F?. Then we have that the endomorphism
algebra EndQ(�) = End(�) ⊗ Q = �?,∞, where �?,∞ is the definite quaternion algebra ramified
at ?. Recall that a superspecial abelian surface is isomorphic to a power of a supersingular
elliptic curve, whereas a supersingular non-superspecial abelian surface is only isogenous to
such a power (via an inseparable isogeny as we have noted in Section 4.2), see Oort [Oor75].
Hence, the endomorphism algebra of a supersingular abelian surface is given by "2(�?,∞), a
central simple algebra over Q of dimension 16 and degree 4.

Recall that the endomorphism ring End(�) of a supersingular elliptic curve � is a maximal
order in �?,∞. Now we show that a similar statement holds for supersingular abelian surfaces:

The endomorphism ring of a supersingular abelian surface over F? is a maximal order in
"2(�?,∞).

Theorem 21. Let�/F? be a supersingular abelian surface, then End(�) is a maximal order in"2(�?,∞).

Proof. Let O = End(�) ⊆ EndQ(�) and consider = > 0 such that ? ∤ =. Then there exists an
isomorphism of abelian groups

�[=] � (Z/=Z)4

by [Mum08, page 64, Proposition 1(3)]. The endomorphism ring of this abelian group is given
by "4(Z/=Z) and we will denote it by End(�[=]).

We claim that O/=O � End(�[=]). Firstly, consider the map O/=O → End(�[=]). Our first
task is to prove that this map is injective, i.e. that �[=] is a faithful module over O/=O.

Let ) ∈ O such that ) annihilates �[=], then one can factor out the multiplication-by-[=]map
[Mum08, page 111, Theorem 1]. Hence, there exists some # ∈ O such that ) = [=] ◦ #, and so
) ∈ O/=O. Now, we have that #�[=] = =16. Since EndQ(�) is preserved under isogenies and
we have that dim End(�1 × �2) = 16, we have that #(O/=O) = =16, and so O/=O � End(�[=]).

Now, because O is a free Z-module, we have that

O ⊗Z Zℓ = O ⊗Z lim←−−Z/ℓ
=Z By definition.

� lim←−−O ⊗Z Z/ℓ
=Z O finitely presented, Z/ℓ =Z finite length.5

� lim←−−O/ℓ
=O Commutivity between tensor and quotient.

� lim←−−End(�[ℓ =]) Preceding discussion.

= EndZℓ (�[ℓ∞])
� "2(Zℓ )

This gives us that Oℓ � "4(Zℓ ) as a Zℓ -algebra, and so Oℓ is maximal.
Now all that is left is to show that O is maximal at the last remaining place ?. To do so, we

use [Voi21, Proposition 13.3.4] which states that the valuation ring consisting of all elements of
EndQ(�) ⊗ Q? that are integral over Z? is the unique maximal Z?-order in EndQ(�) ⊗ Q?. So
we need to prove that O? is a valuation ring and that EndQ(�) ⊗Q? is a central simple division
algebra.

5Note that O is finitely generated as a Z-module, and Z/ℓ=Z has finite length (equal to =).
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Let ) ∈ O, and denote the inseparable degree of ) by deg8 ). Then @ | deg8 ) if and only if
) = �@ ◦ # for some #, where � denotes Frobenius. Set deg8 0 = ∞, then the valuation

E : EndQ(�) → Q ∪ {∞}

0) ↦→ ord?(0) +
1

4
ord?(deg8 ))

for 0 ∈ Q and ) ∈ O is well-defined. Factoring an isogeny into its separable and inseparable
components gives

ord?(deg8 )) = ord?(deg )) = ord?(nrd)),
so the map E is indeed a valuation on EndQ(�).

Denote by Z(?) the localisation of Z at the ideal (?). Let 
 ∈ O(?) = O ⊗ Z(?), then deg 
 ∈ Z(?),
so 
 is in the valuation ring.
Now let 
 ∈ EndQ(�) such that E(
) > 0, then we can write 
 = 0), where ) is an isogeny
that does not factor through any multiplication-by-: map. Then E(
) = ord?(0) + E()) ≥ 0.
Furthermore, we have that 0 ≤ E()) since the degree of a morphism must be an integer. Also,
we have that E()) ≤ 3/4 since if ) = �: ◦ #, where � is Frobenius, then : < 4. Hence we get
0 ≤ E()) ≤ 3/4. Hence we have that ord?(0) ≥ −3/4 and thus 0 ∈ Z(?), and finally 
 ∈ O(?).

So we have shown that O(?) is maximal, and using [Voi21, Lemma 9.4.6], O? is maximal, and
using [Voi21, Lemma 10.4.2], we are done. �

6.1 Small Non-Integer Endomorphisms

Consider the setting of Section 1.4: We have an abelian variety �̃ which is the reduction of
a principal abelian variety � with CM by a field  of degree 26. There is an embedding
of endomorphism rings End(�) ↩→ End(�̃) and hence an embedding O ↩→ End(�̃). In
particalular, � has maximal real multiplication (maximal RM), that is we have an embedding
O 0 ↩→ End(�̃)where O 0 is the ring of integers of the maximal real subfield  0 of  .

For 6 = 2, we have  0 = Q(
√
3) and  =  0(

√
A), where 3 is a real quadratic fundamental

discriminant and A ∈ O 0 is totally negative. Let

0 =

{√
3 if 3 ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4),

1+
√
3

2 if 3 ≡ 1 (mod 4),

then the principal ideal a = (0) ⊂ O 0 has norm # 0/Q(a) = −3 or # 0/Q(a) = (1 − 3)/4 in
 0, and norm # /Q(a) = (# 0/Q(a))2 = 32 or # /Q(a) = (3 − 1)2/16 in  , respectively. Hence,

there exists a non-integer endomorphism in End(�̃) of degree 32 or (3 − 1)2/16, respectively,
depending on the residue of 3 (mod 4).

Example 22. We can return to our previous example of Section 4.2. The totally real subfield  0 of the
cyclic quartic CM field  had discriminant 3 = 5 and so the Jacobians Jac(�̃1) and Jac(�̃2) both have a
nontrivial non-integer endomorphism of degree 1.

6.2 Superspecial Surfaces with Small Endomorphisms

Given the structure of the endomorphism ring of reducible surfaces earlier in this section,
we are able to write down reducible surfaces that are products of elliptic curves with small
endomorphisms, see also [LB20].
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Definition 23. Given an integer ", we say that an abelian variety � over a field of characteristic ? is
"-small if there exists 
 ∈ End(�) with deg 
 ≤ " such that 
 is not multiplication by integer.

This allows us to identify obvious superspecial abelian surfaces with small endomorph-
isms; such as those that are products of "-small supersingular elliptic curves, and their close
neighbours in the isogeny graph.

Lemma 24. If two supersingular elliptic curves�1 and�2 are"-small, then we have that the superspecial
abelian surface �1 × �2 is "2-small.

Proof. Let 
8 ∈ End(�8) such that deg(
8) < ". Then 
 = 
1 × 
2 ∈ End(�1 × �2) has degree
deg(
) < "2. �

Lemma 25. Let � be a superspecial abelian surface such that there exist "-small curves �1 and �2 and
an isogeny ) : �→ �1 × �2 such that deg()) = # . Then � is "#2-small.

Proof. Let 
8 ∈ End(�8) such that deg(
8) < ". By composing the isogenies as )̂◦(
1×
2)◦) ∈
End(�), we find an endomorphism of degree "#2. �
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