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THE 2-ADIC VALUATIONS OF THE ALGEBRAIC CENTRAL L-VALUES FOR

QUADRATIC TWISTS OF WEIGHT 2 NEWFORMS

TAIGA ADACHI, KEIICHIRO NOMOTO, AND RYOTA SHII

Abstract. Let f be a normalized newform of weight 2 on Γ0(N) whose coefficients lie in Q and let χM

be a primitive quadratic Dirichlet character with conductor M . In this paper, under mild assumptions

on M , we give a sharp lower bound of the 2-adic valuation of the algebraic central L-value L(f, χM , 1)

and evaluate the 2-adic valuation for an infinite number of M .

1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to give a sharp lower bound of the 2-adic valuations of the algebraic central

L-values for a certain family of quadratic twists of an elliptic curve defined over Q. The 2-adic valuation

of the algebraic central L-value for an elliptic curve deeply relates to the order of the 2-primary part

of the Tate–Shafarevich group if the analytic rank of the elliptic curve is zero. Also, according to the

Goldfeld conjecture, it is expected that the density of square-free integers m with the analytic ranks of

quadratic twists of an elliptic curve by the extension Q(
√
m)/Q be 0 is equal to 1/2. Therefore, we also

aim to evaluate the 2-adic valuations for an infinite number of quadratic twists.

In [12] and [13], Zhao gave a lower bound of the 2-adic valuations of the algebraic parts for a family of

CM elliptic curves of the form y2 = x3−D2x under some assumptions on D. His method using induction

on the number of prime divisors of D is highly versatile and currently has been applied to various elliptic

curves. For example in [7], the second author of this paper calculated the 2-adic valuations for a wider

family of elliptic curves than the one discussed by Zhao. Kezuka [4] applied Zhao’s method to a certain

family of elliptic curves having complex multiplication by Z[(−1 +
√
−3)/2]. For elliptic curves having

complex multiplication by a ring which is neither Z[
√
−1] nor Z[(−1 +

√
−3)/2], there are Coates–Li’s

result [2] and Coates–Kim–Liang–Zhao’s result [3].

There are also several works, using Zhao’s method, on elliptic curves defined over Q that do not neces-

sarily have complex multiplication. In [8], Zhai evaluated the 2-adic valuations for a family of quadratic

twists E(m) of elliptic curves when m satisfies m ≡ 1 mod 4 and additional assumptions. He gave the

lower bound of the 2-adic valuations for a similar family of quadratic twists in [10]. Cai–Li–Zhai [1]

determined the 2-adic valuations for a certain family of quadratic twists E(m) with m ≡ 1 mod 4. In [9],

Zhai also gave a stronger lower bound of the 2-adic valuations for a subfamily of [10] and determined the

2-adic valuation in some cases by combining the result of [1]. Moreover, Zhai gave lower bounds of the

2-adic valuations in terms of local Tamagawa factors in [11]. All results mentioned here calculated only

for quadratic twists E(m) where m ≡ 1 mod 4. In this paper, we give lower bounds of 2-adic valuations

in general setting, including the case m ≡ 3 mod 4 and most of the cases discussed in [8], [10], [1] and

[9].

Before stating theorems, we introduce several notations (See §2 for details). By the modularity

theorem, a Q-isogeny class of an elliptic curve E defined over Q corresponds to a normalized Hecke

eigenform f ∈ S2(Γ0(N))new, namely L(E/Q, s) = L(f, s). Therefore, in the rest of the paper, we write

almost everything in terms of f . Let m ≥ 1 be a square-free odd integer and ε ∈ {±1}. Then, the

L-function of the quadratic twist E(εm) is equal to the twisted L-function L(f, χM , s). Here, χM is a
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primitive quadratic character with conductor M , where M is given by

M =

{

m (εm ≡ 1 mod 4),

4m (εm ≡ 3 mod 4).

Denote the period lattice associated to f by Lf . Then, there exist periods Ω±
f ∈ R such that

Lf = Ω+
f Z+ iΩ−

f Z, or Lf = Ω+
f Z+

Ω+
f + iΩ−

f

2
.

We define the set of prime numbers as

Si := {q : odd prime | q ∤ N, v2(aq − 2) = i},

where aq is the q-th Fourier coefficient of f and v2 is the 2-adic valuation of Q normalized so that

v2(2) = 1. The main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that the Manin constant for E is equal to 1 (See §2). Write M = 4nm =

4nq1 · · · qr, where n ∈ {0, 1} and q1, . . . , qr are distinct odd primes. We set vm := min1≤i≤r{v2(aqi − 2)}.
We put wm as 0 if vm = 0 and 1 otherwise. If qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i, there exists an integer c

independent of r such that

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r + c. (1)

Moreover, there exists an infinitely many M for which the equality of (1) holds. Hence, the Mordell–Weil

group E(εm)(Q) and the Tate–Shafarevich group X(E(εm)/Q) are finite for such M .

Remark 1.2. In Theorem 1.1, the integer c is given explicitly. In addition, some of the conditions that

the equality holds can be written explicitly in terms of v2(L(f, 1)/Ω
+
f ), v2(L(f, χ4, 1)/Ω

−
f ) and qi mod 4.

More precisely, see from Theorem 4.1 to Theorem 4.4.

Relation between Theorem 1.1 and some results. Let Ω+
E be the period associated to E defined

in §2. For a prime number q with (q,N) = 1, Nq = q+1−aq denotes the number of Fq-rational points of

reduction modulo q. We write F by the field obtained by adjoining to Q one fixed root of the 2-division

polynomial of E. For distinct odd primes q1, . . . , qr and M = m = q1 · · · qr, we state relations between

Theorem 1.1 and known results.

(i) In [8], Zhai obtained lower bounds and some equality conditions for various cases. For example

in [8, Theorem 1.1], he gave an equality condition when E has negative discriminant, E[2](Q) =

{O}, v2(L(E/Q, 1)/Ω+
E) = 0, qi is inert in F for all i and M ≡ 1 mod 4. Note that if E[2](Q) =

{O} and q is inert in F for a prime number q with (q,N) = 1, then aq is odd integer. This is a

special case of Theorem 4.2-(i).

(ii) In [10], Zhai calculated lower bounds when qi ≡ 1 mod 4 for all i and v2(Nqi) ≥ 1. Theorem

4.1-(ii) and Theorem 4.2-(ii) neither contain this result nor are contained in this one.

(iii) In [1], Cai–Li–Zhai showed that the equality holds when E[2](Q) ≃ Z/2Z, v2(L(E/Q, 1)/Ω+
E) =

−1, qi ≡ 1 mod 4 for all i and v2(Nqi) = 1. Note that if E[2](Q) 6= {O}, then aq is even integer

for a prime number q with (q,N) = 1. This result is a special case of Theorem 4.1-(ii) and

Theorem 4.2-(ii).

(iv) In [9], Zhai calculated lower bounds when L(E/Q, 1) 6= 0, E[2](Q) 6= {O}, r ≥ 2, qi ≡ 1 mod 4

for all i and there exists k (1 ≤ k ≤ r) such that qk ∈ ∪j≥2Sj . It neither includes Theorem

4.1-(ii) and Theorem 4.2-(ii) nor is included in them.
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Example of Theorem 1.1. We give a example of Theorem 1.1 in the case M = 4m (See §5 for more

details). Let f ∈ S2(Γ0(37))
new be the eigenform

f = q − 2q2 − 3q3 + 2q4 − 2q5 + 6q6 − q7 +O(q8).

We see that f corresponds to an isogeny class of the elliptic curve given by the equation y2 + y = x3 − x

with Cremona label 37a1. In this case, the integer c appearing in Theorem 1.1 is zero. Therefore, if

qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i, then we have

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r. (2)

The condition for the equality of (2) holds if all primes qi dividing m satisfy, qi 6= 37, qi ≡ 1 mod 4 and

aqi is odd. For example, the following prime numbers satisfy these conditions, and in fact, there are an

infinite number of such prime numbers.

41, 53, 73, 101, 149, 157, 173, 181, 197, 229, 337, 373, 397, 433, 509, 521, 593, 613, 617, 641, 673, 677

733, 761, 773, 821, 937, 953, 1009, 1033, 1109, 1117, 1181, 1193, 1217, 1249, 1321, 1381, 1409, 1453,

1481, 1621, 1637, 1709, 1801, 1861, 1913, 1933, 1949, 1997, 2069, 2081, 2113, 2137, 2153, 2221, 2269,

2273, 2293, 2297, 2341, 2357, 2377, 2417, 2441, 2557, 2617, 2689, 2729, 2749, 2833, 2837, 2957, 2969, · · ·
Outline of the proof. We state an outline of the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case M = m. The new

approach for a calculation of 2-adic valuations is to use the modular symbol

〈r〉±f := πi

∫ r

i∞

f(z)dz ± πi

∫ −r

i∞

f(z)dz (r ∈ P1(Q)),

and the quantity

Td,m =
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

χd(k)
1

Ω
sgn(χd)
f

〈

k

d

〉sgn(χd)

f

,

where d is a positive divisor of m. As we will discuss in detail later, for example, in [8], [10], [1], [9] and

[11], 2-adic valuations are calculated without dividing 〈r〉+f and 〈r〉−f . Separating 〈r〉+ and 〈r〉− allows

us to deal with the case where m ≡ 3 mod 4.

As in previous works, we prove the main theorem based on Zhao’s method (cf. [12], [13]). First, for a

divisor d of m, we show Td,m is equal to L(f, χd, 1)/Ω
sgn(χd)
f up to Q

×
(see Theorem 2.1 and Proposition

3.3). Next, we consider the decomposition
∑

d|m

Td,m = T1,m +
∑

d|m
d 6=1,m

Td,m + Tm,m. (3)

We calculate the 2-adic valuation on the left-hand side in Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6. The first

term on the right-hand side is equal to the algebraic part L(f, 1)/Ω+
f up to Q

×
(see Proposition 3.3).

Since the second term on the right-hand side can be calculated from the induction hypothesis, we can

consequently calculate the 2-adic valuation of the third term that is essentially equal to the algebraic

part L(f, χm, 1)/Ω
sgn(χm)
f . The proof for the case M = 4m can be done in almost the same way.

As mentioned before, other works essentially used another modular symbol

〈r〉f := 〈r〉+f + 〈r〉−f (r ∈ P1(Q))

and the quantity

Td,m :=
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

χd(k)
1

Ω
sgn(χd)
f

〈

k

m

〉

f

.

By considering a transformation k 7→ −k, we see that Tm,m = Tm,m. However, whereas each term in

Td,m is algebraic, each term in Td,m is not necessarily algebraic. Therefore, unlike equation (3), it is

necessary to decompose
∑

d|m Td,m properly so that each term is algebraic. On the other hand, since we

have separated 〈r〉+ and 〈r〉−, we can calculate more simply and obtain a sharp lower bound.
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Organization of the paper. In §2, we give definitions of periods and modular symbols. In §3, we

discuss various properties of the quantity TD,M . In §4, we state the exact statement of Theorem 1.1 in

four theorems and prove them. In §5, we give numerical examples of Theorem 1.1.
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2. Preliminaries

Let f ∈ S2(Γ0(N))new be a normalized Hecke eigenform. Assume that f is defined over Q, that is, all

coefficients of the q-expansion of f lie in Q. Then, f corresponds to a Q-isogeny class of elliptic curves

defined over Q. We write the optimal elliptic curve in the isogenous class as E. There exists a non-

constant rational map Φ : X0(N) → E defined over Q. Fix a global minimal Weierstrass model of E and

let ω be the Néron differential form on E. Since f(q)dq/q is a basis for the Q-vector space S2(Γ0(N)),

there exists νE ∈ Q× such that

νEf(q)
dq

q
= Φ∗ωE. (4)

The number νE is called the Manin constant. It is well-known that νE ∈ Z and conjectured that νE = 1.

In the rest of the paper, we assume that νE = 1. We define the period lattice Lf for f as

Lf :=

{∫

γ

f(q)
dq

q
γ ∈ H1(X0(N)(C),Z)

}

⊂ C.

Since there exists a surjective map Γ0(N) −→ H1(X0(N),Z) (for example, see [6, Theorem 12.1]), we

can take some r ∈ P1(Q) and have

Lf =

{

2πi

∫ g·r

r

f(z)dz g ∈ Γ0(N)

}

.

Similarly, one can define the period lattice LE of ωE . It is known that LE is of the form

LE =











Ω+
EZ+ iΩ−

EZ (∆(E) < 0),

Ω+
EZ+

Ω+
E + iΩ−

E

2
Z (∆(E) > 0),

where ∆(E) is the discriminant of the fixed model of E. By the equation (4) and the assumption νE = 1,

we see that LE = Lf . Therefore we have

Lf =











Ω+
f Z+ iΩ−

f Z (∆(E) < 0),

Ω+
f Z+

Ω+
f + iΩ−

f

2
Z (∆(E) > 0),

(5)

where Ω±
f = Ω±

E . For r ∈ P1(Q), set

〈r〉± = 〈r〉±f := πi

∫ r

i∞

f(z)dz ± πi

∫ −r

i∞

f(z)dz.

It is straightforward to check that 〈r〉+ ∈ R and 〈r〉− ∈ iR. We also set

[r]+ :=
1

Ω+
f

〈r〉+, [r]− :=
1

iΩ−
f

〈r〉−.

Then, for any r ∈ P1(Q), we have [r]± ∈ Q (cf. [5, Chapter IV, §2]) and [−r]± = ±[r]±. Note that [0]+

is equal to the algebraic part L(f, 1)/Ω+
f .
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Let m = q1 . . . qr be the product of distinct odd primes and M = 4nm with n ∈ {0, 1}. We write the

primitive quadratic Dirichlet character with conductor M as χM . Note that for a odd prime number q,

the sign sgn(χq) := χq(−1) is +1 if and only if q ≡ 1 mod 4.

Theorem 2.1 (cf. [6, Theorem 9.9]). Let χM be a quadratic character with conductor M and τ(χM ) =
∑

amodM χM (a)e2πia/M . Then, we have

τ(χM )
L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

χM (k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χM )

.

In particular, L(f, χM , 1)/Ω
sgn(χM )
f is algebraic.

3. Twisted L-function and Modular Symbols

In the rest of the paper, we fix a normalized Hecke eigenform f ∈ S2(Γ0(N))new defined over Q. Let

M = 4nm = 4nq1 · · · qr be an integer with (M,N) = 1, where n ∈ {0, 1} and q1, . . . , qr are distinct odd

primes.

Lemma 3.1. For k ∈ Z with (k,M) = 1, the following holds.

ν

(

[

k

M

]+

− [0]+
)

∈ Z, ν

[

k

M

]−

∈ Z,

where ν = 1 if Lf is rectangular and ν = 2 otherwise. In particular, we have

v2

(

[

k

M

]+

+

[

k

M

]−
)

≥ min
{

0, v2

(

[0]
+
)}

Proof. Since (M,kN) = 1, we can take a, b ∈ Z such that aM − bkN = 1. Then the matrix

γ+ :=

(

a k

bN M

)

.

belongs to Γ0(N) and γ+ · 0 = k/M holds. Similarly, there exists γ− ∈ Γ0(N) such that γ− · 0 = −k/M .

Therefore it holds that

Ω+
f

[

k

M

]+

± iΩ−
f

[

k

M

]−

= 2πi

∫ γ±·0

i∞

f(z)dz

= 2πi

∫ 0

i∞

f(z)dz + 2πi

∫ γ±·0

0

f(z)dz

= Ω+
f [0]

+
+ 2πi

∫ γ±·0

0

f(z)dz.

Thus we have

Ω+
f

(

[

k

M

]+

− [0]
+

)

± iΩ−
f

[

k

M

]−

∈ Lf .

and the claim follows by (5). �

For each prime p not dividing N , the Hecke operator Tp acts on modular symbols as follows:

Tp[r]
±
= [pr]

±
+

∑

k∈Z/pZ

[

k + r

p

]±

.

Moreover, since f is a Hecke eigenform, we see that Tp[r]
±

= ap[r]
±

, where ap is the p-th Fourier

coefficient of f .

We put

TM :=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

χM (k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χM )

,

5



T1 := [0]
+

= L(f, 1)/Ω+
f and T4 := 2[1/4]

−
= τ(χ4)L(f, χ4, 1)/Ω

−
f . Moreover, for each positive divisor

D of M , we set

TD,M :=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

χD(k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χD)

.

Obviously, we have TM,M = TM . By Theorem 2.1, TM is essentially equal to the algebraic part of

L(f, χM , 1). First, we show that TD,M is also essentially equal to the algebraic part of L(f, χD, 1) (see

Proposition 3.3).

Lemma 3.2. For an odd prime q dividing M and a positive divisor D of M/q, we have

TD,M = (aq − 2χD(q))TD,M
q
.

Proof. We can identify (Z/MZ)× with the set
{

k′
M

q
+ k

∣

∣

∣

∣

k ∈ (Z/(M/q)Z)
×
, k′ ∈ (Z/qZ)

×

}

.

Therefore it holds that

TD,M =
∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)×

∑

k′∈(Z/qZ)×

χD(k)

[

k′Mq + k

M

]sgn(χD)

=
∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)×





∑

k′∈Z/qZ

χD(k)

[

k′Mq + k

M

]sgn(χD)

− χD(k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χD)




=
∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)×

χD(k)
∑

k′∈Z/qZ

[

k′Mq + k

M

]sgn(χD)

− χD(q)
∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)×

χD(k)

[

kq

M

]sgn(χD)

. (6)

Note that the last equality follows from the transformation k 7→ qk in the second term. We temporarily

fix k ∈ (Z/(M/q)Z)×. Considering the action of the Hecke operator Tq at the prime q, we have

aq

[

kq

M

]sgn(χD)

=

[

kq2

M

]sgn(χD)

+
∑

k′∈Z/qZ

[

k′Mq + k

M

]sgn(χD)

. (7)

Taking the sum
∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)× χD(k) in the equation (7) yields the identity

∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)×

χD(k)
∑

k′∈Z/qZ

[

k′Mq + k

M

]sgn(χD)

= (aq − χD(q))
∑

k∈(Z/(M/q)Z)×

χD(k)

[

kq

M

]sgn(χD)

. (8)

Substituting (8) into (6) leads to the claim. �

Proposition 3.3. For a positive divisor D of M , it holds

TD,M = TD ·
∏

q|M
D

(aq − 2χD(q)).

In particular, we have

T1,m = T1
r
∏

i=1

(aqi − 2), T4,4m = T4
r
∏

i=1

(aqi − 2χ4(q)).

Proof. The claim follows by using Lemma 3.2 iteratively. �

In the rest of the paper, for some function F ,
∑

d|m F (d) denotes the summation over all positive

divisor d of m. Moreover,
∑′

D F (D) denotes
∑

d|m F (d) if n = 0 and
∑

d|m F (4d) if n = 1. For example,

the sum
∑′

D TD,M is given by

∑′

D

TD,M =

{

∑

d|m Td,m (n = 0),
∑

d|m T4d,4m (n = 1).

6



Next, we calculate a lower bound of v2(
∑′

D TD,M ) in Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6. Proposition

3.5 states a lower bound under no conditions. Proposition 3.6 states it in the case where sgn(χq) is +1

for all odd prime divisors q of M .

Lemma 3.4. For each k ∈ (Z/MZ)×, the following holds:

∑′

D

χD(k) =

{

∏r
i=1(1 + χqi(k)) (n = 0),

χ4(k)
∏r

i=1(1 + χqi(k)) (n = 1).

In particular, we have v2(
∑′

D χD(k)) ≥ r.

Proof. One can prove the claim by using the induction on the number of prime divisors of m. �

Proposition 3.5. We have

v2

(

∑′

D

TD,M

)

≥ r +min{0, v2(T1)}.

Proof. From the facts that (−1)-multiplication map on (Z/MZ)× is bijective and [−r]± = ±[r]± holds

for each r ∈ Q, we see that

∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D
sgn(χD)=+

χD(k)

[

k

M

]− sgn(χD)

=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D
sgn(χD)=−

χD(k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χD)

= 0.

Therefore we have

∑′

D

TD,M =
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D

χD(k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χD)

=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D
sgn(χD)=+

χD(k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χD)

+
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D
sgn(χD)=−

χD(k)

[

k

M

]sgn(χD)

=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D
sgn(χD)=+

χD(k)

[

k

M

]+

+
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

∑′

D
sgn(χD)=−

χD(k)

[

k

M

]−

=
∑

k∈(Z/MZ)×

(

∑′

D

χD(k)

)(

[

k

M

]+

+

[

k

M

]−
)

(9)

The claim follows from Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4. �

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that sgn(χq) is +1 for all odd prime divisors q of M .

(i) If n = 0, then

v2





∑

d|m

Td,m



 ≥
{

r + 1 +min{0, v2(T1)} (Lf : rectangular),

r + 1 +min{−1, v2(T1)} (Lf : non-rectangular).

(ii) If n = 1, then

v2





∑

d|m

T4d,4m



 ≥
{

r + 1 (Lf : rectangular),

r (Lf : non-rectangular).

Proof. We only prove the case where n = 1 (For n = 0, one can prove similarly). Note that we have the

identification

(Z/4mZ)× =
{

4k +m, 4k −m
∣

∣ k ∈ (Z/mZ)×
}

.

From the equation (9), we have

∑

d|m

T4d,4m =

4m
∑

k=1
(k,4m)=1





∑

d|m

χ4d(k)





(

[

k

4m

]+

+

[

k

4m

]−
)
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=

2m
∑

k=1
(k,4m)=1





∑

d|m

χ4d(k)





(

[

k

4m

]+

+

[

k

4m

]−
)

+

2m
∑

k=1
(k,4m)=1





∑

d|m

χ4d(4m− k)





(

[

4m− k

4m

]+

+

[

4m− k

4m

]−
)

=

2m
∑

k=1
(k,4m)=1





∑

d|m

χ4d(k)





(

[

k

4m

]+

+

[

k

4m

]−
)

+

2m
∑

k=1
(k,4m)=1





∑

d|m

χ4d(−k)





(

[

k

4m

]+

−
[

k

4m

]−
)

.

Since sgn(χ4d) = −1 for all positive divisors d of m by the assumption, we obtain

∑

d|m

T4d,4m = 2

2m
∑

k=1
(k,4m)=1





∑

d|m

χ4d(k)





[

k

4m

]−

.

The claim follows from Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4. �

Finally, we calculate a lower bound of T1 and T4 in Proposition 3.9. This proposition is related to

whether the assumptions of the main theorem are empty or not. The details are mentioned in Remark

4.5.

Lemma 3.7. The rational numbers

T1,m −#(Z/mZ)× · T1, T4,4m
belong to 2Z (resp. Z) if Lf is rectangular (resp. non-rectangular).

Proof. First, we calculate T1,m −#(Z/mZ)× · T1. Dividing T1,m into two summations, we have

T1,m =
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[

k

m

]+

=

(m−1)/2
∑

k=1
(k,m)=1

[

k

m

]+

+

(m−1)/2
∑

k=1
(k,m)=1

[

m− k

m

]+

= 2

(m−1)/2
∑

k=1
(k,m)=1

[

k

m

]+

.

Therefore it holds

T1,m − 2

(m−1)/2
∑

k=1
(k,m)=1

[0]
+
= 2

(m−1)/2
∑

k=1
(k,m)=1

(

[

k

m

]+

− [0]
+

)

and the claim follows from Lemma 3.1. Second, we caluclate T4,4m. By using the identification

(Z/4mZ)× =
{

4k +m, 4k −m
∣

∣ k ∈ (Z/mZ)×
}

,

we have

T4,4m =
∑

k∈(Z/4mZ)×

χ4(k)

[

k

4m

]−

=
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

(

χ4(4k +m)

[

4k +m

4m

]−

+ χ4(4k −m)

[

4k −m

4m

]−
)
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= χ4(m)
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

(

[

4k +m

4m

]−

−
[

4k −m

4m

]−
)

.

Since

−
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[

4k −m

4m

]−

=
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[−4k +m

4m

]−

=
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[

4k +m

4m

]−

,

we have

T4,4m = 2χ4(m)
∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[

4k +m

4m

]−

. (10)

The claim follows from here. �

Lemma 3.8. If there exists an odd prime q dividing m such that aq is even, then we have

T4,4m ∈
{

4Z (Lf : rectangular),

2Z (Lf : non-rectangular).

Proof. By the equation (10), it is sufficient to show

∑

k∈Z/mZ

[

4k +m

4m

]−

∈
{

2Z (Lf : rectangular),

Z (Lf : non-rectangular).

Let q be a prime dividing m such that aq is even. Recall the identification

(Z/mZ)× =

{

k′
m

q
+ k

∣

∣

∣

∣

k ∈ (Z/(m/q)Z)×, k′ ∈ (Z/qZ)×
}

.

Then we see that

∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[

4k +m

4m

]−

=
∑

k′∈(Z/qZ)×

∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

[

4(k′mq + k) +m

4m

]−

.

We temporarily fix k ∈ (Z/(m/q)Z)× and calculate as follows:

aq

[

(4k +m)q

4m

]−

=

[

(4k +m)q2

4m

]−

+
∑

k′∈Z/qZ

[

k′ + (4k+m)q
4m

q

]−

=

[

4kq2 +m

4m

]−

+

[

4k +m

4m

]−

+
∑

k′∈(Z/qZ)×

[

4(k′mq + k) +m

4m

]−

. (11)

Note that [q2/4]± = [1/4]± since q2 ≡ 1 mod 4. Taking the sum
∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)× in the equation (11)

yields

∑

k′∈(Z/qZ)×

∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

[

4(k′mq + k) +m

4m

]−

=
∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

{

aq

[

(4k +m)q

4m

]−

−
[

4k +m

4m

]−
}

−
∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

[

4kq2 +m

4m

]−

=
∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

{

aq

[

(4k +m)q

4m

]−

− 2

[

4k +m

4m

]−
}

,

where the last equality is obtained by using the transformation k 7→ q−2k on the latter sum. Therefore,

we see that

∑

k∈(Z/mZ)×

[

4k +m

4m

]−

= aq
∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

[

(4k +m)q

4m

]−

− 2
∑

k∈(Z/(m/q)Z)×

[

4k +m

4m

]−

.

By the assumption, aq is an even integer. Therefore, the lemma holds from Lemma 3.1. �
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Proposition 3.9. We put wm as 0 if vm = 0 and 1 otherwise. Then, for any prime q dividing m, the

following holds.

(i) If Lf is rectangular, then

v2(aq − (q + 1)) ≥ wm + 1− v2(T1), v2(aq − 2χ4(q)) ≥ wm + 1− v2(T4)

(ii) If Lf is non-rectangular, then

v2(aq − (q + 1)) ≥ wm − v2(T1), v2(aq − 2χ4(q)) ≥ wm − v2(T4)

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, we have

T1,q −#(Z/qZ)×T1 = (aq − (q + 1))T1, T4,4q = (aq − 2χ4(q))T4.

The claim follows from Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8. �

4. The 2-adic valuations of the algebraic parts

Let M = 4nm be a positive integer with (M,N) = 1, where n ∈ {0, 1} and m is a square-free odd

integer. We define r(m) as the number of the prime divisors of m. We set

vm = min
q|m:prime

{v2(aq − 2)}

and

wm =

{

0 (vm = 0),

1 (vm ≥ 1).

Moreover, for an integer i, we define

S±
i = {q : odd prime | q ∤ N, sgn(χq) = ±1, v2(aq − 2) = i}

and set Si = S+
i ∪S−

i . Note that if S±
i is non-empty, by Chebotarev’s density theorem, S±

i has positive

density.

In the following, we state Theorem 1.1 in four cases, according to whether Lf is rectangular or not,

and whether n = 0 or not. Since proofs are the same in all cases, we only prove Theorem 1.1 for the case

where Lf is rectangular and n = 1 in Theorem 4.3. In the following, δi,j denotes the Kronecker delta.

Theorem 4.1 (Rectangular, n = 0). We assume that Lf is rectangular and n = 0 and write m =

q1 · · · qr(m).

(i) If qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χm, 1)

Ω
sgn(χm)
f

)

≥ wm · r(m) + min

{

δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)}

.

(ii) If qi ∈ S+
0 ∪ S+

1 ∪ S+
2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χm, 1)

Ω
sgn(χm)
f

)

≥ wm · r(m) + min

{

1 + δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)

+ δvm,2

}

(12)

In particular, if v2(L(f, 1)/Ω
+
f ) = 1 and qi ∈ S+

0 for all i, or v2(L(f, 1)/Ω
+
f ) < 1 and qi ∈ S+

1

for all i, then the equality of (12) holds.

Theorem 4.2 (Non-rectangular, n = 0). We assume that Lf is non-rectangular and n = 0 and write

m = q1 · · · qr(m).

(i) If qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r(m) + min

{

δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)}

. (13)

In particular, if v2(L(f, 1)/Ωf ) = 0 and qi ∈ S0 for all i, then the equality (13) holds.
10



(ii) If qi ∈ S+
0 ∪ S+

1 ∪ S+
2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r(m) + min

{

δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)

+ δvm,2

}

.

In particular, if v2(L(f, 1)/Ω
+
f ) = 0 and qi ∈ S+

0 for all i, or v2(L(f, 1)/Ω
+
f ) < 0 and qi ∈ S+

1 ,

then the equality of (12) holds.

Theorem 4.3 (Rectangular, n = 1). We assume that Lf is rectangular and n = 1 and write m =

q1 · · · qr(m).

(i) If qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r(m)

+ min

{

−1 + δvm,0,−1 + δvm,0 + v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)

, v2

(

L(f, χ4, 1)

Ω−
f

)

+ δvm,2

}

.

(ii) If qi ∈ S+
0 ∪ S+

1 ∪ S+
2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r(m) + min

{

δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, χ4, 1)

Ω−
f

)

+ δvm,2

}

(14)

In particular, if v2(L(f, χ4, 1)/Ω
−
f ) = 0 and qi ∈ S+

0 for all i, then the equality of (14) holds.

Theorem 4.4 (Non-rectangular, n = 1). Assume that Lf is non-rectangular and n = 1 and write

m = q1 · · · qr(m).

(i) If qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r(m)

+ min

{

−1 + δvm,0,−1 + δvm,0 + v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)

, v2

(

L(f, χ4, 1)

Ω−
f

)

+ δvm,2

}

.

(15)

In particular, if v2(L(f, χ4, 1)/Ω
−
f ) = −1 and qi ∈ S0 for all i, then the equality of (15) holds.

(ii) If qi ∈ S+
0 ∪ S+

1 ∪ S+
2 for all i, then

v2

(

L(f, χM , 1)

Ω
sgn(χM )
f

)

≥ wm · r(m) + min

{

−1 + δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, χ4, 1)

Ω−
f

)

+ δvm,2

}

. (16)

In particular, if v2(L(f, χ4, 1)/Ω
−
f ) = −1 and qi ∈ S+

0 for all i, then the equality of (16) holds.

Remark 4.5. In Theorem 4.1-(i), we can show that the equality holds when v2(T1) < 1 and qi ∈ S0 for

all i. However, Proposition 3.9 shows that such a condition does not hold. This means that the equality

v2

(

L(f, χm, 1)

Ω
sgn(χm)
f

)

= wm · r(m) + min

{

δvm,0, v2

(

L(f, 1)

Ω+
f

)}

is not necessarily determined only by v2(T1) and v2(aqi − 2). Tabel 1 shows, for each theorem, the condi-

tions under which the equality holds and the conditions under which is non-empty, taking Proposition 3.9

into account (The non-empty conditions are the same as those described in the claim for each theorem).
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Table 1. Equality condition and non-empty condition

Claim Equality Condition Non-empty Condition

Theorem 4.1-(i) v2(T1) < 1, qi ∈ S0 -

Theorem 4.1-(ii)
v2(T1) < 2, qi ∈ S+

0

v2(T1) < 1, qi ∈ S+
1

v2(T1) = 1, qi ∈ S+
0

v2(T1) < 1, qi ∈ S+
1

Theorem 4.2-(i) v2(T1) < 1, qi ∈ S0 v2(T1) = 0, qi ∈ S0

Theorem 4.2-(ii)
v2(T1) < 1, qi ∈ S+

0

v2(T1) < 0, qi ∈ S+
1

v2(T1) = 0, qi ∈ S+
0

v2(T1) < 0, qi ∈ S+
1

Theorem 4.3-(i)
v2(T4) < min{1, 1 + v2(T1)}, qi ∈ S0

v2(T4) < min{0, v2(T1)}, qi ∈ S1
-

Theorem 4.3-(ii)
v2(T4) < 2, qi ∈ S+

0

v2(T4) < 1, qi ∈ S+
1

v2(T4) = 1, qi ∈ S+
0

Theorem 4.4-(i)
v2(T4) < min{1, 1 + v2(T1)}, qi ∈ S0

v2(T4) < min{0, v2(T1)}, qi ∈ S1
v2(T4) = 0, qi ∈ S0

Theorem 4.4-(ii)
v2(T4) < 1, qi ∈ S+

0

v2(T4) < 0, qi ∈ S+
1

v2(T4) = 0, qi ∈ S+
0

Proof of Theorem 4.3. We only prove (ii) in the theorem. For the claim (i), we can prove it similarly.

Note that (14) is equivalent to

v2(T4m) ≥ wm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2}.

We show the claim by induction on the number of the prime divisors of m.

We suppose sgn(χqi) = +1 for all i. Then, from Proposition 3.6, we have the following estimation:

v2





∑

d|m

T4d,4m



 ≥ r(m) + 1. (17)

Moreover, we see that

wq1 +min
{

1 + δvq1
,0, v2(T4) + δvq1

,2

}

=















min{2, v2(T4)} (vq1 = 0),

1 + min{1, v2(T4)} (vq1 = 1),

2 + min{0, v2(T4)} (vq1 = 2).

We consider the case r(m) = 1. By (17), we have

v2





∑

d|q1

T4d,4q1



 ≥ 2 ≥ wq1 +min
{

1 + δvq1
,0, v2(T4) + δvq1

,2

}

. (18)

By Proposition 3.3, we see that

v2(T4,4q1) = v2(aq1 − 2χ4(q1)) + v2(T4)
≥ vq1 + v2(T4) (19)

≥ wq1 +min
{

1 + δvq1
,0, v2(T4) + δvq1

,2

}

. (20)

Note that the inequality (19) follows from qi ∈ S0 ∪ S1 ∪ S2 for all i. Therefore, from (18) and (20), we

obtain

v2(T4q1 ) = v2





∑

d|q1

T4d,4q1 − T4,4q1





≥ min







v2





∑

d|q1

T4d,4q1



, v2(T4,4q1)







≥ wq1 +min
{

1 + δvq1
,0, v2(T4) + δvq1

,2

}

.
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Moreover, if v2(T4) = 1 and vq1 = 0, then the left-hand side is strictly larger than the right-hand side in

(18), and the both sides are equal in (20). Therefore, we have v2(
∑

d|q1
T4d,4q1) > v2(T4,4q1 ) and

v2(T4q1 ) = v2





∑

d|q1

T4d,4q1 − T4,4q1





= v2(T4,4q1)
= wq1 +min

{

1 + δvq1
,0, v2(T4) + δvq1

,2

}

.

Thus, the claim holds for r(m) = 1. Suppose it is true for 1, . . . , r(m)− 1. Then, by (17), it holds that

v2





∑

d|m

T4d,4m



 ≥ r(m) + 1

≥ wm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2} (21)

and by Proposition 3.3, we see that

v2(T4,4m) =

r(m)
∑

i=1

v2(aqi − 2χ4(qi)) + v2(T4)

≥
r(m)
∑

i=1

v2(aqi − 2) + v2(T4)

≥ vm · r(m) + v2(T4)
≥ wm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2}. (22)

For a divisor d of m with d 6= 1,m, by Proposition 3.3 and the induction hypothesis, it holds that

v2(T4d,4m) = v2(T4d) +
∑

q|m
d

v2(aq − 2χd(q))

≥ v2(T4d) +
∑

q|m
d

v2(aq − 2)

≥ wd · r(d) + min{1 + δvd,0, v2(T4) + δvd,2}+ vm · (r(m) − r(d))

≥ wm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2}. (23)

Therefore, we have

v2(T4m) = v2









∑

d|m

T4d,4m − T4,4m −
∑

d|m
d 6=1,m

T4d,4m









= min















v2





∑

d|m

T4d,4m



, v2(T4,4m), v2









∑

d|m
d 6=1,m

T4d,4m























≥ wm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2}. (24)

Moreover, if v2(T4) = 1 and vd = 0 for a divisor d of m with d 6= 1,m, then the left-hand side is strictly

larger than the right-hand side in (21), and both sides are equal in (22) and (23). In addition, since the

number of divisors of m is even, we see that

v2









∑

d|m
d 6=1,m

T4d,4m









≥ 1 + vm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2}

> wm · r(m) + min{1 + δvm,0, v2(T4) + δvm,2}.
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Thus, we have

v2(T4,4m) < v2





∑

d|m

T4d,4m



, v2









∑

d|m
d 6=1,m

T4d,4m









.

Therefore the equality of (24) holds. This completes the proof. �

5. Numerical Example

In this section, we give examples for the case N = 34 in Theorem 4.1 and for the case N = 37 in Theorem

4.3.

5.1. Example of Theorem 4.1. Let f1 ∈ S2(Γ0(34))
new be the normalized Hecke eigenform

f1 = q + q2 − 2q3 + q4 − 2q6 − 4q7 + q8 + q9 +O(q10)

By computation, we see that the period lattice of f1 is rectangular, v2(L(f1, 1)/Ω
+
f1
) = 0 and the global

minimal Weierstrass model of Ef1 is given by the equation y2 + xy = x3 − 3x + 1 with Cremona

label 34a1. In TABLE 2, we give the comparison between the 2-adic valuation of the algebraic part

v2

(

L(f1, χm, 1)/Ω
sgn(χm)
f1

)

and the lower bound in Theorem 4.1 for various integers m with r(m) = 1.

Here, items for which the equality condition holds are colored by red, that is, the items for m = q ∈ S+
1 .

5.2. Example of Theorem 4.3. Let f2 ∈ S2(Γ0(37))
new be the normalized Hecke eigenform

f2 = q − 2q2 − 3q3 + 2q4 − 2q5 + 6q6 − q7 +O(q8).

We see that the period lattice of f2 is rectangular, v2(L(f2, χ4, 1)/Ω
−
f2
) = 0 and the global minimal

Weierstrass model of Ef2 is represented as y2 + y = x3 − x with Cremona label 37a1. In TABLE 3, we

give the comparison between the 2-adic valuation of the algebraic part v2(L(f2, χ4m, 1)/Ω
sgn(χ4m)
f2

) and

the lower bound in Theorem 4.3 for various integers m with r(m) = 1.
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Table 2. Comparison between the 2-adic valuation of the algebraic part and the lower

bound in Theorem 4.1 for N = 34 and r(m) = 1.

m = q sgn(χq) v2(aq − 2) v2

(

L(f1, χm, 1)/Ω
sgn(χm)
f1

)

Lower bound

5 +1 1 1 1

7 −1 1 1 1

11 −1 2 +Infinity 2

19 −1 1 2 1

23 −1 1 1 1

29 +1 1 1 1

31 −1 1 1 1

37 +1 1 1 1

41 +1 2 +Infinity 2

43 −1 1 4 1

47 −1 1 +Infinity 1

59 −1 1 +Infinity 1

61 +1 1 1 1

67 −1 1 2 1

71 −1 1 1 1

79 −1 1 1 1

83 −1 1 +Infinity 1

97 +1 2 +Infinity 2

103 −1 1 +Infinity 1

109 +1 1 1 1

127 −1 1 +Infinity 1

137 +1 2 2 2

149 +1 2 +Infinity 2

151 −1 1 +Infinity 1

157 +1 2 +Infinity 2

167 −1 1 1 1

173 +1 1 1 1

179 −1 1 2 1

181 +1 1 1 1

191 −1 1 +Infinity 1

15



Table 3. Comparison between the 2-adic valuation of the algebraic part and the lower

bound in Theorem 4.2 for N = 37 and r(m) = 1.

m = q sgn(χq) v2(aq − 2) v2

(

L(f2, χ4m, 1)/Ω
sgn(χ4m)
f

)

Lower bound

3 −1 0 +Infinity 0

5 +1 2 +Infinity 2

7 −1 0 +Infinity 0

11 −1 0 +Infinity 0

13 +1 2 +Infinity 2

17 +1 1 +Infinity 1

19 −1 1 1 1

29 +1 2 +Infinity 2

31 −1 1 +Infinity 1

41 +1 0 0 0

47 −1 0 +Infinity 0

53 +1 0 0 0

59 −1 1 3 1

61 +1 1 +Infinity 1

67 −1 1 +Infinity 1

71 −1 0 +Infinity 0

73 +1 0 0 0

79 −1 1 1 1

83 −1 0 +Infinity 0

89 +1 1 +Infinity 1

97 +1 1 +Infinity 1

101 +1 0 0 0

107 −1 1 +Infinity 1

109 +1 1 +Infinity 1

113 +1 2 +Infinity 2

127 −1 0 +Infinity 0

131 −1 1 1 1

139 −1 1 +Infinity 1

149 +1 0 0 0

151 −1 1 +Infinity 1
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