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Abstract

In this paper a proof is given of Sugawara’s conjecture from 1936, that
the ray class field of conductor f over an imaginary quadratic field K is
generated over K by a single primitive f-division value of the τ -function,
first defined by Weber and then modified by Hasse in his 1927 paper giving
a new foundation of complex multiplication.

1 Introduction.

Hasse’s well-known paper [9] contains the first complete proof of Kronecker’s
Jugendtraum which only uses modular functions of level one and the Weierstrass
℘-function. An earlier, different proof was given by Takagi and Fueter [7, 8, 24],
using modular functions of level four which were also defined in terms of the
℘-function. As part of his proof, Hasse shows that the ray class field Km over
an imaginary quadratic field K of a given conductor m ̸= 1 is generated over K
by j(k) and τ(k∗):

Km = K(j(k), τ(k∗));

here k∗ is a ray class in the ray class group of K modulo m, mk−1 is the ordi-
nary ideal class containing k∗, j(w) is Klein’s j-function, and τ(k∗) = τ(ρ, a) is
Weber’s τ -function, for an element ρ and ideals r, a of K satisfying

ρ ∼=
ra

m
, integral r ∈ k∗, a ∈ k,

and (r,m) = 1. (See below and [9, p. 138].) The value τ(ρ, a) is independent
of the ideals a ∈ k and r ∈ k∗ and the choice of the generator ρ, and therefore
depends only on the ray class k∗.

In [26, p. 572], Weber defines the τ -function as

τ(u, a) =


g2g3
G ℘(u), g2g3 ̸= 0,
℘(u)2

g2
, g3 = 0,

℘(u)3

g3
, g2 = 0;
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where ℘(u) = ℘(u, a), ℘′(u)2 = 4℘(u)3 − g2℘(u)− g3, and

16G = g32 − 27g23 = ∆.

On the other hand, Hasse, in [9, p. 127], sets

τ(u, a) =


−2735 g2g3∆ · ℘(u), g2g3 ̸= 0,

2834
g22
∆ · ℘(u)2, g3 = 0,

−2936 g3∆ · ℘(u)3, g2 = 0.

See also [4, p. 34]. Except for the constant factors in front, this is the same
normalization that is given in [21, p.135]. I use Hasse’s normalization in this
paper, though I am always assuming g2g3 ̸= 0, i.e., the corresponding quadratic
field is not Q(ω) (ω = (−1+

√
−3)/2) or Q(i). (We can also eliminate quadratic

fields K with class number 1, since the conjecture to be proved is obviously true
for them.) In this case, note that the factor λ multiplying ℘(u) satisfies

λ6 =
126j(a)2(j(a)− 1728)3

∆
, λ = −2735

g2g3
∆

.

As has been pointed out in [11, 12], Hasse asked Hecke whether the ray
class field Kf of conductor f ̸= 1 could be generated over K by τ(k∗) alone,
and mentioned this question also in [10, p. 85]. See the discussion in [6, pp.
88-91], especially on p. 91. This was conjectured by Sugawara to be the case in
his papers [22, 23], which give a partial answer to this question. This was also
essentially conjectured by Hasse in [10, p. 85]. Hasse’s question and Sugawara’s
papers are referred to in [5, p. 60]. Also see [20, p. 132].

Sugawara showed that the answer to Hasse’s question is yes, if one of three
conditions holds for the modulus m:

4 | m, m ̸= 4. (1.1)

There is a prime divisor p of 2 in K with p2 | m and φ(m) ≥ 6. (1.2)

Ψ(m) = N(m)
∏
p|m

(
1− 2

N(p)

)
≥ 5. (1.3)

In this paper I will complete the proof of Sugawara’s conjecture, starting with
his conditions (1.1)-(1.3). Progress on this conjecture has also been made by
Jung, Koo, Shin and Yoon, who prove in several papers [11, 12] that Sugawara’s
conjecture is true for ideals m = (n), where n is a natural number. In [11,
12] the methods are analytic, whereas the arguments I give here are algebraic
and arithmetic, though they do rely on some results for modular functions in
several previous papers. Also see [13], where the coordinates of torsion points
on specially constructed elliptic curves are shown to generate ray class fields.

The proof I give here proceeds by cases. Sugawara’s conditions show that
his conjecture is true for all but finitely many ideals m, for a fixed imaginary

2



quadratic number field K. On the other hand, this leaves open the question for
several infinite families of pairs (K,m). We note the following concerning the
possible remaining pairs.

Condition (1.3) shows that the conjecture is true for any prime ideal m = p
whose norm is at least 7, and also for any m divisible by such a prime ideal, if
m is not divisible by a first degree prime divisor of 2. The same condition (with
the same restriction on prime divisors of 2) applies if m is divisible by any inert
prime other than 2 in K/Q. If a prime ideal p of degree 1 does divide (2,m),
then p2 | m in order for m to be a conductor. In this case, if m = p2a, where
(a, 2) = 1 and φ(a) ≥ 3, then by (2), Sugawara’s conjecture is true. The same
holds if m = pea with e = 3 and a ̸= 1 or e ≥ 4. Thus, we restrict ourselves to
prime divisors of 2, 3 and 5 in building the ideal m, and we have the following
possibilities, where ℘l denotes a prime divisor of degree 1 of l and (2) is inert:

m = (2), ℘2
2
∼= 2, ℘3

2, ℘
2
2℘

′2
2
∼= 4;

m = ℘3℘
′
3, ℘

2
3, (2)℘3℘

′
3, ℘

2
2℘3; (1.4)

m = ℘5, ℘3℘5, ℘3℘
′
3℘5.

In the cases with an unramified first degree prime ideal, the discriminant dK of
K satisfies dK ≡ 1 mod 8 (for ℘2); dK ≡ 1 mod 3 (for ℘3); and dK ≡ 1, 4 mod
5 (for ℘5). Five of the above cases are covered by the results of [11, 12] and six
are not; namely, the cases

m = ℘3
2, ℘

2
3, ℘

2
2℘3, ℘5, ℘3℘5, ℘3℘

′
3℘5

require a new argument. In particular, the fifth and sixth cases in this list are by
far the most difficult. (Note that the ideal m = (2)℘3 is not a possibility because
it is not a conductor, since Km ⊇ K(2) and φ(m)/2 = φ((2)) = [K(2) : Σ].)

Converting to algebraic notation, the τ -invariants for m and K ̸= Q(
√
−3)

or Q(
√
−4) can be written in the form

τ(k∗) = −2735
g2g3
∆

X(P ) = h(P ),

where P is a primitive m-division point with X-coordinate X(P ) on an elliptic
curve E in Weierstrass normal form with complex multiplication by RK and
invariants g2, g3,∆. It is clear that the expressions h(P ) are independent of the
particular model of the elliptic curve E which is used to compute the torsion
points P . (See [21, p. 135].)

The general method presented here is to take an elliptic E of a special form
which is determined in each case by the ideal m, and give explicit formulas for
enough points in E[m] to be able to determine the τ -invariants for m. We take
E to be either: the Legendre normal form E2, the Deuring normal form E3,
or the Tate normal form En for a point of order n, where n ∈ {4, 5, 9, 12}.
In each case, the curve E is defined by certain parameters lying either in the
Hilbert class field of K or in an abelian extension of small conductor over K.
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In many of the cases, the prime ideal factorization of one of these parameters
plays a decisive role in our arguments. Most of these factorizations have been
determined in previous papers [14, 17, 18, 19, 1]. In the last two cases in (1.4)
the ray class invariants for m are computed by finding the points of order 3 on
E5, which leads to some interesting arithmetic relationships.

In each case we must show that the τ -invariants τ(k∗) for ray classes k∗

corresponding to the ideal class k and j-invariant j(k) are distinct, as k runs
over all ideal classes in the ring of integers RK of K. Hasse shows in [10, pp.
83-85] that the ray class polynomial

Tm(t, j(k)) =
∏

k∗ for k

(t− τ(k∗)) ∈ K[t, j(k)],

whose roots are the τ -invariants corresponding to a given ideal class, has coeffi-
cients in the Hilbert class field Σ = K1 and is irreducible over this field. Thus,
the set of τ -invariants for the ideal class k is a complete set of conjugates over
Σ, and different ray class polynomials are conjugate by automorphisms of Σ/K.
We will show that the invariants τ(k∗) for a given class k determine j(k). To
do this we will often assume that the automorphism ψ ∈ Gal(Km/K) takes j(k)
to j(k)ψ = j(k′) and leaves invariant the set {τ(k∗)| k∗ for k} taken as a whole.
Then our task is to show that ψ restricted to the Hilbert class field Σ is 1,
implying that j(k) = j(k′) and k = k′. Since the τ invariants corresponding to
a given class k are distinct [9, Satz 20], this proves the assertion. In Hasse’s
papers, he takes the ideal class corresponding to k∗ to be the class containing
m
k∗ , i.e., the ideal class containing the ideals m

r , r ∈ k∗. It is clear, however, that
we can take any correspondence between ray classes and ideal classes, as long
as all ray classes belonging to a given ideal class correspond to a single class k
and this correspondence is preserved by automorphisms over K.

Combining the results proved here with Suagawara’s results [22, 23] gives
the following.

Main Theorem. If Kf is the ray class field with conductor f ̸= 1 over the
imaginary quadratic field K, then Kf = K(τ(k∗)) is generated over K by a
single τ -invariant for the ideal f.

In the cases when dK ≡ 1 modulo 8 or 3, I also show that the τ -invariant
for any of the respective ideals ℘2, ℘2℘

′
2, ℘3 generates the Hilbert class field

Σ = K1 of K. Thus, for these two families of quadratic fields, the j-invariant is
not needed to generate the abelian extensions of K. See Theorems 2 and 7 in
Sections 2 and 5.

2 The case m = (2).

We begin with the easiest case (from a computational point of view). We con-
sider the Legendre normal form

E2 : Y 2 = X(X − 1)(X − a),

4



which we assume to have complex multiplication by the quadratic fieldK, whose
discriminant dK satisfies dK ≡ 5 (mod 8). Its associated Weierstrass normal
form is

E′ : Y 2
1 = 4X3

1 − g2X1 − g3,

where X1 = X − a+1
3 ,

g2 =
4

3
(a2 − a+ 1), g3 =

4

27
(a+ 1)(a− 2)(2a− 1),

and
∆ = 16a2(a− 1)2.

Thus

j(E2) = j(a) =
28(a2 − a+ 1)3

a2(a− 1)2
,

and

j(a)− 1728 =
64(a+ 1)2(a− 2)2(2a− 1)2

a2(a− 1)2
.

We compute the ray class invariants for m = (2) and a given ideal class k for
which j(a) = j(k) to be

τ0 =
−2735g2g3

∆

(
0− a+ 1

3

)
=

128(a2 − a+ 1)(a+ 1)2(a− 2)(2a− 1)

a2(a− 1)2
;

τ1 =
−2735g2g3

∆

(
1− a+ 1

3

)
=

128(a2 − a+ 1)(a+ 1)(a− 2)2(2a− 1)

a2(a− 1)2
;

τ2 =
−2735g2g3

∆

(
a− a+ 1

3

)
=

−128(a2 − a+ 1)(a+ 1)(a− 2)(2a− 1)2

a2(a− 1)2
.

We note that
τ0 + τ1 + τ2 = 0 (2.1)

and the τi are roots of the cubic polynomial

F (X, j(k)) = X3 − 3j(k)(j(k)− 1728)X + 2j(k)(j(k)− 1728)2.

Hasse proved in [10] that this polynomial is irreducible over the Hilbert class
field K1 of K. Furthermore, the formulas for the coefficients imply that

1

τ0
+

1

τ1
+

1

τ2
=

3

2(j(k)− 1728)
. (2.2)

This immediately implies that if k, k′ are two ideal classes in K for which the sets
{τ0, τ1, τ2} and {τ ′0, τ ′1, τ ′2} coincide, then j(k) = j(k′) and therefore k = k′. This
implies, by Hasse’s argument [10, p. 85], that K(τi) = Km, so that Sugawara’s
conjecture is true for m = (2) and dK ≡ 5 (mod 8).

We also note the relation
τ2 − τ0
τ1 − τ0

= a.

It follows that a ∈ K(2) and the above formulas show that K(a) = K(2).
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Theorem 1. If the Legendre normal form E2 has complex multiplication by the
ring of integers in the quadratic field K = Q(

√
dK), where dK ≡ 5 (mod 8),

then the parameter a generates the ray class field K(2) of conductor m = (2)
over K. Also, K(2) is generated over K by a single τ -invariant for the ideal (2).

Now the same formulas hold if 4 | dK and dK < −4, in which case (2) = p2

and φ(p2) = 2. In this case there are two ray class invariants τ(k∗) for each ideal
class k. This implies that the polynomial F (x, j(k)) is reducible overK(j(k)) and
factors into a linear times an irreducible quadratic. If the two ray class invariants
(mod (2)) for two ideal classes agree, i.e. {τi, τk} = {τ ′i , τ ′k}, corresponding to
k and k′, then the third ray class invariants (corresponding to m = p) must
also agree, by (2.1), and then (2.2) implies that j(k) = j(k′). Thus, Sugawara’s
conjecture also holds when m = p2 = (2). This establishes the conjecture for
the first two possibilities in the first line of Section 1, (1.4).

Lastly, suppose that (2) = p1p2 in K, so that dK ≡ 1 (mod 8). Since
φ(p1) = φ(p2) = φ(p1)φ(p2) = 1, there is one ray class invariant each for
m = p1, p2, and p1p2 = (2). Each of these invariants lies in K1. Together, they
generate K1, by (2.2).

I conjecture the following.

Conjecture 1. If dK ≡ 1 (mod 8) and (2) = p1p2, the invariants for m = p1, p2
have degree 2h(dK) over Q, so that each generates K1 over Q; while the invariant
for p1p2 has degree h(dK) over Q and generates K1 over K.

We can approach this conjecture by showing that the discriminant of F (X, j(k))
is negative, when k = o is the principal class. This discriminant is

disc(F (X, j(k))) = 2836j2(j − 1728)3, j = j(k).

If this discriminant is negative, then two of the invariants τi(k) are complex
and one is real. The complex invariants would have to be the invariants for
m = p1, p2, which are interchanged by complex conjugation. Hence, the real
invariant is the invariant for m = p1p2.

Lemma 1. If dK ≡ 1 (mod 8), then the j-invariant j(o) of the principal class
o in RK satisfies j(o) < 1728.

Proof. This will follow from the formula

j(o)− 1728 =
64(a+ 1)2(a− 2)2(2a− 1)2

a2(a− 1)2
= R(a)2,

where

R(a) =
8(a+ 1)(a− 2)(2a− 1)

a(a− 1)
.
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From [14, Eq. (7.1), p. 1979, (i)], we have

j(o)− 1728 = j(p1)
τ − 1728 = R(a)2τ = R

(
− ξ4

π4

)2τ

,

where τ =
(

Σ/K
p1

)
, a = − ξ4

π4 , and π
4 + ξ4 = 1, π ∼= p1, ξ ∼= p2. For this value of

a, we have

R

(
− ξ4

π4

)
=

8(π4 − ξ4)(π4 + 2ξ4)(2π4 + ξ4)

π4ξ4(π4 + ξ4)

=
8(π4 − ξ4)(1 + ξ4)(1 + π4)

π4ξ4
.

Also from [14], the automorphism σ : ξ → ξ+1
ξ−1 = πτ

2

is complex conjugation,

for which πσ = ξστ
−2σ = ξτ

2

. Hence

R

(
− ξ4

π4

)τσ
= R

(
− ξ4

π4

)στ−1

= −
(
8(π4 − ξ4)(1 + ξ4)(1 + π4)

π4ξ4

)τ2τ−1

= −R
(
− ξ4

π4

)τ
.

This implies that R(a)τ is pure imaginary, hence j(o) − 1728 < 0, proving the
lemma.

Theorem 2. If dK ≡ 1 (mod 8) and (2) = p1p2 in K = Q(
√
−d), the τ -

invariant τ(k∗) for any of the ideals p1, p2 or p1p2 and any ideal class k generates
the Hilbert class field K1 = Σ over K.

Proof. We have to show that each of the invariants τi generates Σ over K. By
[14, p. 1979, (ii)], we can take a = π4, where (π) = p1, as in the proof of Lemma
1.

Assume that τ0 = τ ′0 for two ideal classes k and k′. Let α ∈ Gal(Σ/K)
be such that j(k′) = j(k)α. Suppose that τ0 = τ ′0. Setting x = a = π4 and
y = a′ = π′4 ∼= π4 yields that

τ0 − τ ′0 =
(−y + x)(xy − 1)

x2(x− 1)2y2(y − 1)2
[2x4y3 + 2x3y4 − 4x4y2 − 7x3y3 − 4x2y4

+ 2x4y + 10x3y2 + 10x2y3 + 2xy4 − 7x3y − 8x2y2 − 7xy3

+ 2x3 + 10x2y + 10xy2 + 2y3 − 4x2 − 7xy − 4y2 + 2x+ 2y].

The terms in square brackets whose total degrees in x and y are at least 3 are
divisible by π12. If the expression in square brackets is zero, then

−4x2 − 7xy − 4y2 + 2x+ 2y ≡ 0 (mod π12).
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Now, the powers of π dividing the terms in this expression are, respectively,
10, 8, 10, 5, 5. It follows that 2x+ 2y ≡ 0 (mod π8) and therefore

a+ a′ = π4 + π′4 = π4 + π4α ≡ 0 (mod p71).

Hence, a− a′ = a+ a′ − 2a′ ≡ 0 (mod π5). But then

j(k)−j(k′) = 28(a2 − a+ 1)3

a2(a− 1)2
− 28(a′2 − a′ + 1)3

a′2(a′ − 1)2

=
28(aa′ − a+ 1)(aa′ − a′ + 1)(a+ a′ − 1)(aa′ − 1)(a− a′)(aa′ − a− a′)

a2(a− 1)2a′2(a′ − 1)2

=
28

a2(a− 1)2
(a− a′)(aa′ − a− a′)

a′2(a′ − 1)2
A,

where
A = [(aa′ − a+ 1)(aa′ − a′ + 1)(a+ a′ − 1)(aa′ − 1)].

Now 256
a2(a−1)2 = 256

π8ξ8 is a unit. Also, (a−a′)(aa′−a−a′)
a′2(a′−1)2 is divisible by π5π7/π8 =

π4, so
j(k) ≡ j(k′) = j(k)α (mod p41).

But the discriminant of the class equation HdK (X) is not divisible by 2, since
dk ≡ 1 (mod 8), which implies that α = 1 and j(k′) = j(k)α = j(k).

This argument applies under the assumption that the expression in square
brackets is 0. Otherwise, y = x or y = 1/x, which implies a = a′ or a = 1/a′,
and we conclude again that j(k′) = j(k).

Next suppose that τ0 = τ ′1. Setting x = a = π4 and y = a′ = π′4 ∼= π4 yields
that

τ0 − τ ′1 =
1

x2(x− 1)2y2(y − 1)2
(y − 1 + x)(xy − x+ 1)[2x4y3 − 2x3y4 − 2x4y2

+ x3y3 + 4x2y4 − x3y2 − 6x2y3 − 2xy4 + 2x2y2 + xy3 + 8x2y + 2y3

− 4x2 − 2y2 − xy2].

The terms in square brackets whose total degrees in x and y are at least 4 are
divisible by π16. If the expression in square brackets is zero, then

8x2y + 2y3 − 4x2 − 2y2 − xy2 ≡ 0 (mod π16).

But the powers of π dividing the terms in this expression are, respectively,
15, 13, 10, 9 and 12. Thus the left side is exactly divisible by π9 and this con-
gruence is impossible. Hence we must have (y− 1+ x)(xy− x+1) = 0, so that
y = 1 − x or y = x−1

x . Both expressions are anharmonic transformations in a
which fix the j-invariant. Hence j(k′) = j(k).

A similar analysis applies if τ1 = τ ′1 or τ1 = τ ′2. Combining this with the
previous case, which also applies to τ1 = τ ′0, shows that the conjugates of τ1
over K are distinct, hence K(τ1) = Σ.
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If we apply similar reasoning as in the previous case to the relations τ0 = τ ′2
or τ2 = τ ′2 we find that there are two terms in x and y (in square brackets) with
minimum valuation; and these terms are 2x− 2y for the first case and 2x+ 2y
for the second, both with valuation 5. In both cases the next smallest valuation
is 8, which occurs for the terms −xy and 9xy. We conclude that

2a± 2a′ ≡ 0 (mod π8),

giving that
a± a′ ≡ 0 (mod π7).

Now the same argument as in the case τ0 = τ ′0, applied to the difference j(k)−
j(k′), shows that

j(k) ≡ j(k′) (mod p41)

and hence j(k) = j(k′) and k = k′.

It follows that the sets S(k) = {τ0, τ1, τ2} are disjoint for different ideal
classes k. Since the conjugates over K of a τ -invariant for any of the ideals
p1, p2, or p1p2 are also τ -invariants for the same ideals, we conclude that the
conjugates of any τ(k∗) for one of these ideals are distinct. This proves the
theorem.

3 The case m = (4).

In this section we assume m = (4) = p21p
2
2 and the discriminant dK ≡ 1 (mod

8). We compute the ray class invariants for divisors of m = (4) using the Tate
normal form E4, on which (0, 0) has order 4:

E4 : Y 2 +XY + bY = X3 + bX2, b =
1

α4
=
β4 − 16

16β4
,

where 16α4 + 16β4 = α4β4 and Q(α) = Q(β) = Q(β4) = Σ = K1, as in [lm].
The arguments in [14] yield specific values of α and β for which E4 has complex
multiplication by RK in this case. The coefficients of the Weierstrass normal
form of E4 are

g2 =
(β4 + 4β3 + 8β2 − 16β + 16)(β4 − 4β3 + 8β2 + 16β + 16)

192β8
,

g3 = − (β4 + 16)(β2 + 4β − 4)(β2 − 4β − 4)(β4 + 24β2 + 16)

13824β12
;

with

∆ =
(β − 2)4(β + 2)4(β2 + 4)4

4096β20
.
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Thus,

j(E4) = j(β) =
(β4 + 4β3 + 8β2 − 16β + 16)3(β4 − 4β3 + 8β2 + 16β + 16)3

(β − 2)4(β + 2)4(β2 + 4)4β4
,

j(β)− 1728 =
(β4 + 16)2(β2 + 4β − 4)2(β2 − 4β − 4)2(β4 + 24β2 + 16)2

(β − 2)4(β + 2)4(β2 + 4)4β4
.

We will see that here, the (primitive and nonprimitive) ray class invariants
for divisors of m which are not divisors of (2) are roots of the polynomial

F (x, j(k)) =X6 − 15j(j − 1728)X4 − 40j(j − 1728)2X3 − 45j2(j − 1728)2X2

− 24j2(j − 1728)3X − j2(j − 1728)3(5j − 55296), j = j(k).

This implies that the ray class invariants τi = τ(k∗i ) for m = p21, p
2
2, p

2
1p2, p1p

2
2

and m = (4) satisfy
5∑
i=0

1

τi
=

−24

5j(k)− 55296
. (3.1)

We label the X-coordinates of points of order 4 on E4 in order as

X0 = 0, X1 = − (β − 2)(β2 + 4)

8β3
, X2 = −2b = − (β4 − 16)

8β4
,

X3 = X1(iβ) =
−(β + 2i)(β2 − 4)

8β3
, X4 = X1(−β) = − (β + 2)(β2 + 4)

8β3
,

X5 = X1(−iβ) =
−(β − 2i)(β2 − 4)

8β3
.

See [14, pp. 1971-1974]. The corresponding ray class invariants are given by

τi = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
Xi +

4b+ 1

12

)
, b =

β4 − 16

16β4
.

A calculation shows that these six quantities are the roots of the polynomial
F (X, j(k)) given above. In particular,

τ0 = −2735
g2g3
∆

4b+ 1

12
= −2735

g2g3
∆

5β4 − 16

48β4
.

This gives

τ3 − τ0
τ0

= −6
β(β − 2)(β + 2)(β + 2i)

5β4 − 16
, (3.2)

τ5 − τ0
τ0

= −6
β(β − 2)(β + 2)(β − 2i)

5β4 − 16
. (3.3)

We also note that the map σ : β → 2β+2
β−2 induces the permutation

τσ0 = τ4, τσ1 = τ2, τσ3 = τ5.
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By the results of [14, Prop. 8.2], σ is an automorphism of K1 = Q(β). It is
also clear that τ0, τ1, τ2, τ4 ∈ K1, while τ3, τ5 ∈ K1(i) = Km, the ray class field of

conductor m = (4), in the case that 2 = p1p2.

Since
τ1 − τ0
τ2 − τ0

=
β

β + 2
,

we see that K(τ0, τ1, τ2) = K1 = Σ.

Theorem 3. The invariants τ0, τ1, τ2, τ4 are the roots of the polynomial

G(X,τ3, τ5) = 4X4 + 4(τ3 + τ5)X
3 − 6(τ23 + 6τ3τ5 + τ25 )X

2

+ 4(τ3 + τ5)(τ
2
3 + 5τ3τ5 + τ25 )X − τ43 − 6τ33 τ5 − 6τ23 τ

2
5 − 6τ3τ

3
5 − τ45 .

Proof. Taking the resultant

Resβ((5β
4 − 16)(τ3 −X) + 6β(β − 2)(β + 2)(β + 2i)X,

(5β4 − 16)(τ5 −X) + 6β(β − 2)(β + 2)(β − 2i)X)

yields
22634X4G(X, τ3, τ5).

By the above relations (3.2) and (3.3) we see that G(τ0, τ3, τ5) = 0. Applying
the map σ gives that G(τ4, τ5, τ3) = G(τ4, τ3, τ5) = 0, since the coefficients of G
are symmetric in τ3 and τ5. Similarly, the relations

τ3 − τ1
τ1

=
12(1 + i)β(β − 2)(β + 2i)

β4 − 12β3 + 24β2 − 48β + 16
,

τ5 − τ1
τ1

=
12(1− i)β(β − 2)(β − 2i)

β4 − 12β3 + 24β2 − 48β + 16
,

and the resultant

Resβ((β
4 − 12β3 + 24β2 − 48β + 16)(τ3 −X)− 12(1 + i)β(β − 2)(β + 2i)X,

(β4 − 12β3 + 24β2 − 48β + 16)(τ5 −X)− 12(1− i)β(β − 2)(β − 2i)X)

= 22634X4G(X, τ3, τ5)

yield that τ1 is a root of G(X, τ3, τ5). Applying σ yields that τ2 is also a root.
This proves the theorem. □

Note that

disc(G(X, τ3, τ5)) = −28(τ3 + 5τ5)
3(5τ3 + τ5)

3(τ3 − τ5)
6.

Furthermore,
(τ3 + 5τ5)(5τ3 + τ5) = (j(β)− 1728)R(β),

11



where

R(β) =
36(β4 + 4β3 + 8β2 − 16β + 16)2(β4 − 4β3 + 8β2 + 16β + 16)2

β4(β + 2)4(β − 2)4

is zero exactly when j(β) = 0, which is excluded since we are assuming dK ̸=
−3,−4. Thus, in all cases we are considering, G(X, τ3, τ5) has distinct roots.

This theorem implies Sugawara’s conjecture for m = p21p
2
2. Namely, the

invariants τ3, τ5 are the ray class invariants corresponding to a given ideal class
k, since these are the only invariants for which K(j(k), τ(k∗)) = Km = K(j(k), i).

The other four invariants lie in K1 = K(β). For this note that φ(m)
2 = 2. Now, if

k, k′ are two ideal classes for which {τ3, τ5} = {τ ′3, τ ′5}, then the theorem implies
that S = {τi : i = 0, 1, 2, 4} coincides with S′ = {τ ′i : i = 0, 1, 2, 4}. Hence, (3.1)
implies that j(k) = j(k′) and k = k′.

If (2) = p and m = p2, then φ(m) = 12, in which case the conjecture follows
immediately from (1.2) in Section 1.

Finally, if (2) = p2, then m = p4 and φ(m) = 8 > 6, so this case also follows
from (1.2) in Section 1. See [23].

So far we have the following:

Theorem 4. For all divisors m of the ideals (2) or (4), for which Km ̸= K1, Sug-
awara’s conjecture holds, namely, Km = K(τ(k∗)) is generated over the quadratic
field K by a single ray class invariant for the modulus m.

4 The case m = ℘3
2.

In this section we consider the case dK ≡ 1 (mod 8) and m = ℘′3
2 , to align with

the notation in [1].

On the same curve we appealed to in Section 3,

E4(b) : Y
2 +XY + bY = X3 + bX2, b =

1

16
− 1

β4
,

the point Q = (−2b, 2bβ1β3) has order 4, where

β1β3 =
β + 2i

2β

β − 2i

2β
=
β2 + 4

4β2
.

Note that ξ = β/2 and π = β/(ζj8α) (for some odd integer j; see [14, pp. 1978,
1984]) satisfy π4 + ξ4 = 1 and are the same quantities that we encountered in
the proof of Lemma 1 in Section 2.

If P = (x, y) is a point on E4(b) for which 2P = Q, then P has order 8.
Hence, if x = X(P ), we have X(2P ) = −2b or

0 =
(x4 − bx2 − 2b2x− b3)

(x+ b)(4x2 + x+ b)
+ 2b =

x4 + 8bx3 + b(8b+ 1)x2 + 2b2x+ b3

(x+ b)(4x2 + x+ b)
.
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We now solve

f8(x) = x4 + 8bx3 + b(8b+ 1)x2 + 2b2x+ b3 = 0,

with b = 1
16 − 1

β4 = 1
16 − 1

16ξ4 . We have

f8(x− 2b) = x4 + (−16b2 + b)x2 + (32b3 − 2b2)x− 16b4 + b3

= x4 + px2 + qx+ r,

with

p =
(ξ4 − 1)

16ξ8
, q = − (ξ4 − 1)2

128ξ12
, r =

(ξ4 − 1)3

4096ξ16
.

Then the cubic resolvent of f8(x) factors completely:

x3 − 2px2 + (p2 − 4r)x+ q2 = (x− θ1)(x− θ2)(x− θ3),

with roots

θ1 =
(ξ4 − 1)

16ξ8
= − π4

16ξ8
,

θ2 = − (ξ2 + 1)(ξ2 − 1)2

32ξ8
= −π

4(1− ξ2)

32ξ8
,

θ3 =
(ξ2 − 1)(ξ2 + 1)2

32ξ8
= −π

4(ξ2 + 1)

32ξ8
.

Thus, the roots of x4 + px3 + qx2 + r = 0 are

x1 =
1

2

(√
−θ1 +

√
−θ2 +

√
−θ3

)
=

π2

8ξ4
+
π2

√
2
√

1− ξ2

16ξ4
+
π2

√
2
√
ξ2 + 1

16ξ4
;

x2 =
1

2

(√
−θ1 −

√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3

)
=

π2

8ξ4
− π2

√
2
√

1− ξ2

16ξ4
− π2

√
2
√
ξ2 + 1

16ξ4
;

x3 =
1

2

(
−
√
−θ1 +

√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3

)
= − π2

8ξ4
+
π2

√
2
√

1− ξ2

16ξ4
− π2

√
2
√
ξ2 + 1

16ξ4
;

x4 =
1

2

(
−
√
−θ1 −

√
−θ2 +

√
−θ3

)
= − π2

8ξ4
− π2

√
2
√

1− ξ2

16ξ4
+
π2

√
2
√
ξ2 + 1

16ξ4
.
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These roots correspond to points Pi for which X(Pi) = xi − 2b are the roots of
f8(x) = 0. Since

x1 + x2 =
π2

4ξ4
, x1x2 =

π6

64ξ8
,

x1 and x2 are roots of

m(X) = X2 − π2

4ξ4
X +

π6

64ξ8
∈ Σ[X].

Similarly, x3 and x4 are roots of

m̃(x) = X2 +
π2

4ξ4
X − π6

64ξ8
= X2 + (x1 + x2)X − x1x2.

The discriminant of m(X) is

disc(m(X)) =
π4

16ξ8
− 4

π6

64ξ8
=
π4(1− π2)

16ξ8
,

so the roots of m(X) lie in Σ(
√
1− π2). Furthermore,

√
1− π2

√
1 + π2 =√

1− π4 = ξ2, so Σ(
√
1− π2) = Σ(

√
1 + π2) = K℘′3

2
= F , by [1, Thm. 1].

Similarly,

disc(m̃(X)) =
π4

16ξ8
+ 4

π6

64ξ8
=
π4(1 + π2)

16ξ8
,

and a root of m̃(x) also generates F/Σ.

Note the relations

X(P1) +X(P2) = x1 + x2 − 4b =
π2

4ξ4
− 4π4

16(π4 − 1)

=
−π2 − π4

4(π4 − 1)

= − π2

4(π2 − 1)
;

X(P3) +X(P4) = x3 + x4 − 2b = − π2

4ξ4
− 4π4

16(π4 − 1)

=
π2 − π4

4(π4 − 1)

= − π2

4(π2 + 1)
.
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Setting λ = −2735 g2g3∆ , it follows that

τ(k∗1) + τ(k∗2) = λ

(
X(P1) +X(P2) + 2

4b+ 1

12

)
= λ

(
−π2 − π4

4(π4 − 1)
+

1

6

(
π4

4(π4 − 1)
+ 1

))
= −λπ

4 + 6π2 + 4

24(π4 − 1)
,

and

τ(k∗3) + τ(k∗4) = λ

(
X(P3) +X(P4) + 2

4b+ 1

12

)
= λ

(
π2 − π4

4(π4 − 1)
+

1

6

(
π4

4(π4 − 1)
+ 1

))
= −λπ

4 − 6π2 + 4

24(π4 − 1)
.

This gives that
τ(k∗3) + τ(k∗4)

τ(k∗1) + τ(k∗2)
=
π4 − 6π2 + 4

π4 + 6π2 + 4
. (4.1)

Now I claim that the pairs {τ(k∗1), τ(k∗2)} and {τ(k∗3), τ(k∗4)} are the τ -invariants
for the ideals ℘′3

2 and ℘′3
2 ℘2. They cannot be the invariants for proper divisors of

these ideals, because each of these pairs generates K℘′3
2
over Σ, and the invariants

for ℘′2
2 and ℘′2

2 ℘2 lie in Σ, since their φ-values divided by 2 are both 1. They
cannot be the invariants for larger ideals dividing (8), such as m′ = ℘′3

2 ℘
2
2,

because this ideal satisfies Sugawara’s condition (1.2) and φ(℘′3
2 ℘

2
2) = 8 >

6, so that the τ -invariant for m′ generates Km′ , which has degree 4 over Σ.
Furthermore, the field K℘3

2
is disjoint from K℘′3

2
over Σ. Finally, these are the

only two ideals dividing (8) whose corresponding conductors are ℘′3
2 , and each

of these ideals has two invariants. Thus, since m(x) and m̃(x) are quadratic and
irreducible over Σ, by the above calculations, each of the aforementioned pairs
is a pair of conjugates over Σ and corresponds to one of the ideals m1 = ℘′3

2 and
m2 = ℘′3

2 ℘2.

These considerations allow use to prove Sugawara’s conjecture for the ideal
m1. Suppose the polynomial Tm1

(X, k) equals Tm1
(X, k̄) for two ideal classes

k, k̄. Then there is an automorphism σ of Σ/K for which j(k)σ = j(k̄), but
Tm1

(X, k)σ = Tm1
(X, k̄). Since σ fixes K, it also fixes the ideals m1 and m2. Let

ψ be an extension of σ to the field Σ℘′3
2
. Then we have either that

{τ(k∗1), τ(k∗2)}ψ = {τ(k̄∗1), τ(k̄∗2)},
{τ(k∗3), τ(k∗4)}ψ = {τ(k̄∗3), τ(k̄∗4)}
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or

{τ(k∗1), τ(k∗2)}ψ = {τ(k̄∗3), τ(k̄∗4)},
{τ(k∗3), τ(k∗4)}ψ = {τ(k̄∗1), τ(k̄∗2)}.

Hence, denoting the conjugate of π corresponding to j(k̄) by π̄ = πσ, (8) yields
two possibilities:

π4 − 6π2 + 4

π4 + 6π2 + 4
=
π̄4 − 6π̄2 + 4

π̄4 + 6π̄2 + 4
(4.2)

or
π4 − 6π2 + 4

π4 + 6π2 + 4
=
π̄4 + 6π̄2 + 4

π̄4 − 6π̄2 + 4
. (4.3)

The possibility (4.2) implies that

π2 + 4
π2 − 6

π2 + 4
π2 + 6

=
π̄2 + 4

π̄2 − 6

π̄2 + 4
π̄2 + 6

.

Since both sides of this equation are linear fractional, this gives that

π2 +
4

π2
= π̄2 +

4

π̄2
. (4.4)

However,

x2 +
4

x2
− y2 − 4

y2
=

(xy − 2)(xy + 2)(−y + x)(x+ y)

x2y2
,

and (4.4) implies that π̄ equals one of π,−π, 2/π or −2/π. The last two are
impossible, since π̄ ∼= ℘2 and 2/π ∼= ℘′

2. if π̄ = −π, then π and −π would be
conjugates and bd(x), the minimal polynomial of π, would satisfy bd(−x) = bd(x)
and be a polynomial in x2. But then π2 would have degree less than the degree
of π over Q, contradicting the fact that Q(π2) = Q(π4) = Σ. (See [14, Thm.
8.1].) Hence, (4.2) implies that π̄ = π.

To show (4.3) cannot happen, we note the identity

x2 − 6x+ 4

x2 + 6x+ 4
− y2 + 6y + 4

y2 − 6y + 4
= −12

(x+ y)(xy + 4)

(x2 + 6x+ 4)(y2 − 6y + 4)
.

Thus, (4.3) would imply that π̄2 = −π2 or −4/π2, and both are impossible
because i =

√
−1 /∈ Σ.

Now, π̄ = π implies that β̄ = 2ξ̄ = ±2ξ = ±β; and the fact that the j-
invariant j(E4) is a rational function in β2 (see Section 3) shows that j(k̄) = j(k).
This proves that T (X, k) = T (X, k̄) can only happen if j(k) = j(k̄) and therefore
k = k̄. Therefore, Sugawara’s conjecture holds for the ideals m = ℘′3

2 and (by
complex conjugation) ℘3

2.

With this, we have proved Sugawara’s conjecture for all four possibilities in
the first line of (1.4). Note that if (2) = ℘2

2, then φ(℘2
2) = 2 = φ(℘3

2)/2, so
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m = ℘3
2 is not the conductor of Km = K℘2

2
. Hence, we do not have to consider

this case when 2 is ramified.

Remark. We note the cross-ratio

(x1 − x3)(x2 − x4)

(x1 − x4)(x2 − x3)
=

ξ6 + 2π4 + ξ4 − ξ2 − 1

−ξ6 + 2π4 + ξ4 + ξ2 − 1

=
ξ6 + π4 − ξ2

−ξ6 + π4 + ξ2

=
ξ6 + 1− ξ4 − ξ2

−ξ6 + 1− ξ4 + ξ2

=
(ξ2 + 1)(ξ − 1)2(ξ + 1)2

−(ξ − 1)(ξ + 1)(ξ2 + 1)2
=

1− ξ2

1 + ξ2
.

Since the τ -invariants corresponding to the points Pi are

τ(k∗i ) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
X(Pi) +

4b+ 1

12

)
= −2735

g2g3
∆

(
xi − 2b+

4b+ 1

12

)
,

the cross-ratio of the xi equals the cross-ratio of the invariants τ(k∗i ).

5 The case m = (3).

For the next three sections we work on the Deuring normal form of an elliptic
curve:

E3 : Y 2 + αXY + Y = X3.

The points P1 = (0, 0) and

P2 =

(
−3β

α(β − 3)
,
β − 3ωi

β − 3

)
, (5.1)

where 27α3 + 27β3 = α3β3 and ω = −1+
√
−3

2 , are points of order 3 on E3. For
any discriminant dK ≡ 1 (mod 3), there are α, β which generate (separately)
the Hilbert class field Σ over Q, and for which E3 has complex multiplication
by RK . See [17]. Let (3) = ℘3℘

′
3 = p1p2 in RK . In addition (α, 3) = ℘′

3 and
(β, 3) = ℘3.

The Weierstrass normal form of the curve E3 is

E′ : Y 2 = 4X3 − g2X − g3,

where

g2 =
1

12
(α4 − 24α), g3 =

−1

216
(α6 − 36α3 + 216);
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and ∆ = α3 − 27. Thus,

j(E3) =
α3(α3 − 24)3

α3 − 27
=
β3(β3 + 216)

(β3 − 27)3
= j(k),

for some ideal class k, where the expression in β is obtained by using α3 = 27β3

β3−27 .
The ray class invariant

τ(k∗) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
X(P ) +

α2

12

)
is the invariant for a suitable ray class k∗ for the modulus m = p1, p2, or (3) =
p1p2 in K. Let

τ1 = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
0 +

α2

12

)
=
α3(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)

α3 − 27
,

τ2 = τ(k∗) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
−3β

α(β − 3)
+
α2

12

)
=

(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)

α3 − 27

α3(β − 3)− 36β

(β − 3)

be the τ -invariants for the points P1 and P2 in (5.1). These two invariants
clearly lie in Σ, so they are the invariants for the ideals p1, p2. Replacing β by
ωβ, respectively ω2β results in replacing the point P by the points

P3 =

(
−3ωβ

α(ωβ − 3)
,
ωβ − 3ωi

ωβ − 3

)
,

P4 =

(
−3ω2β

α(ω2β − 3)
,
ω2β − 3ωi

ω2β − 3

)
;

which also lie in E3[3]. The corresponding τ -invariants are

τ3 =
(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)

α3 − 27

α3(ωβ − 3)− 36ωβ

(ωβ − 3)
,

τ4 =
(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)

α3 − 27

α3(ω2β − 3)− 36ω2β

(ω2β − 3)
,

which lie in K3 = Σ(ω) and are conjugate over Σ. These are the invariants for
m = (3).

A computation shows that

τ2 − τ1
τ1

=
12

α2
X(P2) =

−36β

α3(β − 3)
.
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Replacing β by ωβ and ω2β yields

τ3 − τ1
τ1

=
12

α2
X(P3) =

−36β

α3(β − 3ω2)

τ4 − τ1
τ1

=
12

α2
X(P4) =

−36β

α3(β − 3ω)
.

Taking quotients yields that

τ2 − τ1
τ3 − τ1

=
β − 3ω2

β − 3
,
τ2 − τ1
τ4 − τ1

=
β − 3ω

β − 3
.

These are the Y -coordinates of the points P2,−P2. Replacing β again by ωiβ
for i = 1, 2 shows that the Y -coordinates of all points in E3[3] are contained in
K = Q(τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4).

Multiplying the two Y coordinates above shows that

β − 3ω2

β − 3

β − 3ω

β − 3
=
β2 + 3β + 9

(β − 3)2
∈ K.

Now, by the equation for E3, we have for P2 = (x, y) that y2 + y = x3 − αxy.

However, using α3 = 27β3

β3−27 yields by (5.1) that

x3 =
−27β3

α3(β − 3)3
= −β

2 + 3β + 9

(β − 3)2
∈ K.

This implies by the equation for E3 that αx = −3β
β−3 ∈ K. This gives, finally, that

β ∈ K, and the above formulas imply that j(k), ω ∈ K, as well. Hence K = K3.

Theorem 5. The ray class field K3 over K = Q(
√
dK), with dK ≡ 1 (mod 3),

is generated over Q by the ray class invariants τ(k∗) for the divisors m ̸= 1 of
(3) corresponding to any single absolute ideal class k.

We also have

τ2
τ1

+
τ3
τ1

+
τ4
τ1

=
−1

3β2
((β + 6)2 + (β + 6ω2)2 + (β + 6ω)2) = −1;

hence,
τ2 + τ3 + τ4 = −τ1. (5.2)

This shows that K3 = K(τ2, τ3, τ4). It remains to show that τ2 ∈ K(τ3, τ4) and
that Σ = K(τ1) = K(τ2).

Computing the other elementary functions of the τi on Maple yields:∑
m̸=n

τmτn = −6j(k)(j(k)− 1728),

∑
m̸=n ̸=l

τmτnτl = −8j(k)(j(k)− 1728)2,

4∏
i=1

τi = −3j(k)2(j(k)− 1728)2.
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Hence the polynomial satisfied by the τi is

F (X, j(k)) = X4−6j(k)(j(k)−1728)X2+8j(k)(j(k)−1728)2X−3j(k)2(j(k)−1728)2,

which gives the relation

3

8

4∑
i=1

1

τi
=

1

j(k)
. (5.3)

Using this relation we see that if the τi (1 ≤ i ≤ 4) are the same for two different
ideal classes k, k′, then j(k) = j(k′), so that k = k′.

Note the cross ratio

(τ4, τ3; τ2, τ1) =
(τ4 − τ2)(τ3 − τ1)

(τ3 − τ2)(τ4 − τ1)
= −ω. (5.4)

From above we have
τ4 − τ1
τ3 − τ1

=
β − 3ω2

β − 3ω
.

Using the fact that σ1 : β → 3(β+6)
β−3 is an automorphism of Σ/Q fixing ω and

interchanging the pairs (τ1, τ2), (τ3, τ4), we obtain

τ3 − τ2
τ4 − τ2

=
σ1(β)− 3ω2

σ1(β)− 3ω
= −ω2 β − 3ω

β − 3ω2
;

from which the above cross-ratio follows. The cross-ratio and (5.2) then yield
the following equation satisfied by x = τ2:

0 = (2τ3 + x+ τ4)(τ4 − x) + ω(2τ4 + x+ τ3)(τ3 − x)

= ω2x2 − 2(τ3 + ωτ4)x+ ω(τ3 − ωτ4)
2.

Multiplying by ω gives the equation

x2 − 2(ωτ3 + ω2τ4)x+ (ωτ3 − ω2τ4)
2 = 0, (5.5)

whose discriminant is 16τ3τ4. Multiplying this equation by the equation ob-
tained by replacing ω by ω2 gives the following quartic equation:

G(x; τ3, τ4) =x
4 + 2(τ3 + τ4)x

3 + (3τ23 − 8τ3τ4 + 3τ24 )x
2

+ 2(τ3 + τ4)(τ
2
3 − 5τ3τ4 + τ24 )x+ (τ23 + τ3τ4 + τ24 )

2.

The second root of the quadratic equation (16) is τ̃ =
(
β−6
β

)2
τ1, since

τ2 + τ̃ = 2(ωτ3 + ω2τ4). (5.6)

Proof of Sugawara’s conjecture for m = (3) = p1p2.

Now suppose k and k′ are two ideal classes for which {τ3, τ4} = {τ ′3, τ ′4}.
Then the automorphism ψ : j(k) → j(k′) over K satisfies ψ(β) = β′, for some
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root β′ of pdK (x), the minimal polynomial of β over Q. (See [17].) We may

extend this automorphism to K3 = Σ(ω) by fixing ω. Then τ ′3 = τψ3 , τ
′
4 = τψ4 .

Assume first that τ ′3 = τ3 and τ ′4 = τ4. Equation (5.5) shows that the roots

τ ′2,
(
β′−6
β′

)2
τ ′1 have to coincide with the roots τ2,

(
β−6
β

)2
τ1. If τ ′2 = τ2, then

τ ′1 = τ1 by the relation τ2 + τ1 = −(τ3 + τ4) = τ ′2 + τ ′1 (or using the cross-ratio).
In that case j(k) = j(k′) by (5.3), so k = k′. Assume instead that

τ ′2 =

(
β − 6

β

)2

τ1,

τ2 =

(
β′ − 6

β′

)2

τ ′1, or

τ ′1 =

(
β′

β′ − 6

)2

τ2.

Since ψ is an automorphism, the cross-ratio (5.4) implies that

(τ4, τ3; τ
′
2, τ

′
1) =

(τ4 − τ ′2)(τ3 − τ ′1)

(τ3 − τ ′2)(τ4 − τ ′1)
= −ω.

However, replacing τ ′2 and τ ′1 by the above expressions in terms of τ1 and τ2
gives

(τ4, τ3; τ
′
2, τ

′
1)+ω =

−ω2(ββ′ − 3β − 3β′ + 36)(3β′ + β − 12)(β − 3)

(ββ′ − 3ω2β′ − 3β − 18ω)(ωβ′ − β − β′ − 6ω)(3ω − β + 9)
.

Setting the numerator in this expression equal to zero and solving for β′ yields
that

β′ =
−β
3

+ 4, or β′ =
3(β − 12)

β − 3
.

The first relation is impossible, since β′ = βψ is a conjugate of β, but −1
3 β is not

an algebraic integer, using that (β, 3) = ℘3 = p1 from [17, Lemma 2.3, Prop.
3.2]. Thus we must have

βψ = ψ(β) =
3(β − 12)

β − 3
.

But we know that βσ1 = 3(β+6)
β−3 , and thus

βσ1ψ = ψ ◦ σ1(β) = 6− β.

Now ψ ∈ Gal(K3/K), by assumption, and σ1 /∈ Gal(K3/K), since σ1 switches
the ideals ℘3 = p1 and ℘′

3 = p2. For this, note that σ1(β) = 3 + 27
β−3 and

β = 3 + γ3, where (γ) = ℘3 in Σ. (Use [17, Thm 3.4(i), p. 868] and the
automorphism ϕ = σ1 ◦ (Σ/K, ℘2) which switches α and β from [17, Prop. 3.2,
p.865].) It follows that ψσ1 = σ1ψ /∈ Gal(K3/K), either. On the other hand

βσ1ψ − 3 = 3− β ∼= ℘3
3
∼= β − 3.
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This would show that ψσ1 does not switch ℘3 and ℘′
3, giving a contradiction.

Hence, this case does not occur and we have the desired conclusion k = k′.

Now assume that τ ′3 = τψ3 = τ4 and τ ′4 = τ3. Then we have

(τ3, τ4; τ
′
2, τ

′
1) =

(τ3 − τ ′2)(τ4 − τ ′1)

(τ4 − τ ′2)(τ3 − τ ′1)
= −ω,

which implies that
(τ4, τ3; τ

′
2, τ

′
1) = −ω2. (5.7)

This leads to the conjugate equation of (5.5), which is

x2 − 2(ω2τ3 + ωτ4)x+ (ω2τ3 − ωτ4)
2 = 0.

This equation also arises from (5.5) by applying the automorphism σ1, which
switches τ3 and τ4. Therefore, its roots are τ

σ1
2 = τ1 and(

β − 6

β

)2σ1

τσ1
1 =

(
β − 12

β + 6

)2

τ2.

Once again we have two cases, according as τ ′1 = τ1 or τ
′
1 =

(
β−12
β+6

)2
τ2. The first

case implies as before that τ ′2 = τ2, so that j(k) = j(k′) from (5.3). Otherwise
we have

τ ′1 =

(
β − 12

β + 6

)2

τ2, τ ′2 =

(
β′ + 6

β′ − 12

)2

τ1.

From (5.7) we find that the numerator of (τ4, τ3; τ
′
2, τ

′
1) + ω2 = 0 is

ν = (2ω+1)[(β′2+3β′+63)β3−9(β′2−6β′+90)β2+27(β′−12)2β−27(β′−12)2].

It follows from ν = 0 and (9) = ℘2
3℘

′2
3 that ℘′2

3 | (β′2 + 3β′ + 63)β3. However,
℘′
3 ∤ β; and

β′2 + 3β′ + 63 = (β′ − 3)2 + 9(β′ − 3) + 81

is also not divisible by ℘′
3, since β

′ − 3 = γ′3 ∼= ℘3
3. This contradiction shows

that this case cannot occur.

This proves the following.

Theorem 6. For the field K = Q(
√
dK), with dK ≡ 1 (mod 3), and m =

(3) = ℘3℘
′
3, the ray class invariants corresponding to different ideal classes k

are distinct. Hence, the ray class field Km = K(τ(k∗)) is generated over K by a
single ray class invariant τ(k∗) (= τ3 or τ4) for the conductor m.

If m = (3) = p2, then there are φ(m)
2 = 3 ray class invariants for each ideal

class, so the argument is the same as in the case m = q2 = (2) in Section 2. If
the invariants for k, k′ are the same, then by (5.2), the single ray class invariants
for these ideal classes and m = p are also equal, and then (5.3) shows that
j(k) = j(k′). Thus, Sugawara’s conjecture holds for m = (3) = p2. In this case,
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note that the conditions α, β ∈ Σ no longer obviously apply, but the algebraic
formulas, including (5.2), remain valid.

Note that if 3 ∼= p, then N(p) = 9 implies that Sugawara’s second argument
(1.3) applies. This also follows immediately from (5.3), since the 4 ray class
invariants are conjugate over K1 in this case.

This raises the question whether τ1 and τ2 individually generate K1 over K,
when m = p1 or p2 and (3) = p1p2. In the case of τ1, we have

τ1 =
α3(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)

α3 − 27
= g(α3);

g(x) =
x(x− 24)(x2 − 36x+ 216)

x− 27
.

Now factor the difference g(x)− g(y) for x = α3, y = α′3:

(x−27)(y−27)(g(x)−g(y)) = (x−y)(x3y+x2y2+xy3+3h(x, y)), h(x, y) ∈ Z[x, y].

If x ̸= y, then the cofactor in this equation is 0, which implies

xy(x2 + xy + y2) ≡ 0 (mod p1).

Since p1 = ℘3 ∤ xy, this gives that

x3 − y3 = (x− y)(x2 + xy + y2) ≡ 0 (mod p1).

Hence α9 ≡ α′9 (mod p1). We know that

j(k∗) =
α3(α3 − 24)3

α3 − 27
≡ α9 (mod p1),

which implies
j(k∗) ≡ α9 ≡ α′9 ≡ j(k′∗) (mod p1).

But j(k∗) and j(k′∗) are roots of the class equation H−d(X), whose discriminant
is not divisible by 3. It follows from the last congruence that j(k∗) = j(k′∗) and
k∗ = k′∗. If x = y, then α3 = α′3 immediately gives j(k∗) = j(k′∗) and the same
conclusion.

Now the automorphism σ1 of K1/Q satisfies τσ1
1 = τ2, so K1 = K(τ1) =

K(τ2).

Theorem 7. If dK ≡ 1 mod 3 and (3) = p1p2, then the τ -invariants for both
p1 and p2 are distinct, so that the Hilbert class field K1 of K is generated by a
single τ -invariant for either p1 or p2.
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6 The case m | 9.
The Tate normal form for a point of order 9 is

E9(t) : Y
2+(1+t2−t3)XY +(1−t)(1−t+t2)t2Y = X3+(1−t)(1−t+t2)t2X2.

(6.1)
Its j-invariant is

j(E9) =
(t3 − 3t2 + 1)3(t9 − 9t8 + 27t7 − 48t6 + 54t5 − 45t4 + 27t3 − 9t2 + 1)3

t9(t− 1)9(t2 − t+ 1)3(t3 − 6t2 + 3t+ 1)
.

(6.2)
This can be verified using the polynomial

f9(a, b) = a5−6a4+a3b+15a3−6a2b+3ab2−b3−19a2+9ab−3b2+12a−4b−3,

since f9(a, b) = 0 is the condition that P = (0, 0) represents a point of order 9
on the curve

Y 2 + aXY + bY = X3 + bX2.

(See [15, pp. 248-250]. Note that the formula for j(En) should have a minus
sign.) The curve f9(a, b) = 0 has genus 0 and is parametrized by

a = 1 + t2 − t3, b = (1− t)(1− t+ t2)t2.

Now let

g(t) =
t3 − 3t2 + 1

t(t− 1)
.

Noting that

t9−9t8+27t7−48t6+54t5−45t4+27t3−9t2+1 = (t3−3t2+1)3−24t3(t−1)3

and

(t2 − t+ 1)3 = (t3 − 3t2 + 1)2 + 3(t3 − 3t2 + 1)t(t− 1) + 9t2(t− 1)2,

t3 − 6t2 + 3t+ 1 = t3 − 3t2 + 1− 3(t2 − t),

it follows that

j(E9(t)) =
g(t)3(g(t)3 − 24)3

g(t)3 − 27
. (6.3)

This implies that E9 is isomorphic to the Deuring normal form

E3(α) : Y
2 + αXY + Y = X3, α = g(t),

whose j-invariant is

j(E3) =
α3(α3 − 24)3

α3 − 27
.
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Now by Proposition 3.6(ii) of [16] and the remark thereafter, a point P = (ξ, η)
on E3(α) satisfies 3P = ±(0, 0) whenever its X-coordinate satisfies x3 − (3 +
α)x2 + αx+ 1 = 0. But this equation implies the relation

α =
ξ3 − 3ξ2 + 1

ξ(ξ − 1)
= g(ξ).

Hence, the point P = (ξ, η) is a point of order 9 on E3(α).

We have the discriminant formula

disc(x3 − (3 + α)x2 + αx+ 1) = (α2 + 3α+ 9)2.

In order to decide whether Sugawara’s conjecture is true in the case (3) = ℘3℘
′
3

and m = ℘′2
3 , we let α ∈ Σ be as in Section 5. Then α− 3 ∼= ℘′3

3 and (α) = ℘′
3a,

with (a, 3) = 1, by [17]. It follows that the above discriminant is relatively prime
to ℘3. Furthermore,

(α2 + 3α+ 9)(α− 3) = α3 − 27 =
27α3

β3
∼= ℘′6

3 c,

for some integral ideal c prime to (3). In fact c = (1), since

(α3 − 27)(β3 − 27) = α3β3 − 27α3 − 27β3 + 272 = 36.

Thus, it is clear that (α2 + 3α+ 9) ∼= ℘′3
3 .

Assuming k(x) = x3 − (3 + α)x2 + αx + 1 is irreducible over Σ, its root ξ
generates a cyclic cubic extension of Σ; its conjugates over Σ are 1

1−ξ and ξ−1
ξ .

Also, since g2, g3 and ∆ for the curve E3(α) lie in Σ, the fact that the invariant

τ(k∗) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
ξ +

α2

12

)
=
α(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)

α3 − 27
(α2 + 12ξ)

lies in K(9) implies that L = Σ(ξ) ⊂ K(9). By the previous paragraph, the field
L has conductor f = ℘′2

3 over K, and ℘3 is unramified in L/K. This shows that

L = K℘′2
3
, since

φK(℘′2
3 )

2 = 3. This also shows that L is the inertia field for the
prime ℘3 in K(9)/K, since any subfield of K(9)/Σ not contained in L must have
a conductor which is divisible by ℘3. It remains to show that k(x) is irreducible
over Σ.

This may be shown using the Newton polygon for the shifted polynomial

k
(
x+

α

3
+ 1
)
= x3 − α2 + 3α+ 9

3
x− (2α+ 3)(α2 + 3α+ 9)

27
, (6.4)

for a prime divisor p of ℘′
3 in Σ. I claim that the additive valuation wp of the

last two coefficients is 2. For the coefficient of x, this follows from the above
remarks, since

wp

(
α2 + 3α+ 9

3

)
= 3− 1 = 2.
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For the constant term,

wp

(
(2α+ 3)(α2 + 3α+ 9)

27

)
= wp(2α+ 3) = wp(9 + 2γ3) = 2,

where α = 3 + γ3, with γ ∼= ℘′
3, by results of [17]. It follows that the Newton

polygon for the polynomial in (6.4) is the line segment joining the points (0, 2)
and (3, 0), since (1, 2) and (2,∞) lie above this line segment. The slope of this
segment is −2/3, which implies the irreducibility of k(x) over the completion
Σp. (See [25, pp. 76-77].)

Now let

τ1 = τ(k∗1) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
ξ +

α2

12

)
=
α(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)(α2 + 12ξ)

α3 − 27
,

τ2 = τ(k∗2) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
1

1− ξ
+
α2

12

)
=
α(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)(α2ξ − α2 − 12)

(ξ − 1)(α3 − 27)
,

τ3 = τ(k∗3) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
ξ − 1

ξ
+
α2

12

)
=
α(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)(α2ξ + 12ξ − 12)

ξ(α3 − 27)
,

be the three τ -invariants corresponding to a fixed j-invariant j(k) (and ideal
class k). These invariants are roots of the polynomial

Tm(X, k) = X3 − c1X
2 + c2X − c3 ∈ Σ[X],

where

c1 =
3α(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)(α2 + 4α+ 12)

α3 − 27
,

c2 =
3α3(α3 − 24)2(α6 − 36α3 + 216)2(α3 + 8α2 + 24α+ 48)

(α3 − 27)2
,

c3 =
α3(α3 − 24)3(α6 − 36α3 + 216)3(α6 + 12α5 + 36α4 + 144α3 − 1728)

(α3 − 27)3
.

The ci are the sums of the products of the τj taken i at a time. The discriminant
of Tm(X, k) is

disc(Tm(X, k)) = 126
α6(α3 − 24)6(α6 − 36α3 + 216)6

(α− 3)6(α2 + 3α+ 9)4
.
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Tm(X, k) is irreducible over Σ by Hasse’s results [9]. Since its discriminant
is a square, any of its roots generates a cyclic cubic extension, and since the
τi ∈ K℘′2

3
, we clearly have Σ(τi) = K℘′2

3
. Furthermore,

τ1 − τ2
τ2 − τ3

= −ξ, τ2 − τ3
τ3 − τ1

=
1

ξ − 1
,
τ3 − τ1
τ1 − τ2

=
1− ξ

ξ
; (6.5)

τ1 − τ3
τ3 − τ2

= ξ − 1,
τ3 − τ2
τ2 − τ1

=
−1

ξ
,
τ2 − τ1
τ1 − τ3

=
ξ

1− ξ
. (6.6)

The values of these ratios are the negatives and the negative reciprocals of
the roots of k(x). Suppose that T1(X) = T (X, k1) = T (X, k2) = T2(X) for
two different ideal classes k1, k2, corresponding to different conjugates α1, α2

of α over K and corresponding roots ξ1, ξ2. Then the negatives and negative
reciprocals of the roots of k1(x) = x3 − (3+α1)x

2 +α1x+1 must coincide with
the corresponding expressions in the roots of k2(x) = x3− (3+α2)x

2+α2x+1.
If, for example, −ξ1 = 1

ξ2−1 , then ξ1 = 1
1−ξ2 is a conjugate of ξ2 over Σ,

whence it follows that α1 = α2. The same holds if the ratios in (6.5) for T1(X)
coincide with a permutation of the same ratios for T2(X). The ratios in (6.6)
are the reciprocals of the ratios in (6.5), so that a similar statement holds if the
ratios in(6.6) for the polynomials Ti(X) are permutations of each other. Now
suppose that −ξ1 = ξ2

1−ξ2 . Then 1
ξ1

= ξ2−1
ξ2

is a conjugate of ξ2, from which

it would follow that x3k1(1/x) = x3 + α1x
2 − (3 + α1)x + 1 coincides with

k2(x) = x3− (3+α2)x
2+α2x+1; hence, α1+α2 = −3. But this is impossible,

since this would imply

0 = α1 + α2 + 3 = (3 + γ31) + (3 + γ32) + 3 = 9 + γ31 + γ32 ,

where γ1, γ2 ∈ Σ and (γ1) = (γ2) = ℘′
3, implying that ℘′3

3 | 9.

This shows that the ratios in (6.5) for T1(X) cannot coincide with the ratios
in (6.6) for T2(X). Hence, we must have α1 = α2 and therefore j(k1) = j(k2).
This proves that the polynomials Tm(X, k) are distinct for different ideal classes.

Theorem 8. If m = p21, where (3) = p1p2, then the ray class field Km = K(τi)
is generated over K by a single τ -invariant for the conductor m.

Note that the case m = p2 = (3) has been handled in Section 5, and the
case of any higher power of a first degree prime divisor p of 3 is taken care of
by Sugawara’s condition (1.3).

7 The case m = (2)℘3℘
′
3.

On the curve E3(α), the doubling formula is

X(2P ) =
x(x3 − αx− 2)

4x3 + (αx+ 1)2
.

27



Then P = (x, y) on E3 satisfies 2P = ±(0, 0) and P ̸= ±(0, 0) if and only if
x3 − αx− 2 = 0. If this condition holds, then P has order 6 on E3. We have

α =
x3 − 2

x
=

(−x)3 + 2

−x
,

and it follows from the result of [2, Prop. 13] that

x = −2c(w/3),
1

c(w/6)
or

1

c1(w/6)
, (7.1)

where c(τ) is Ramanujan’s cubic continued fraction and c1(τ) = c(τ + 3
2 ); and

w/3 is the basis quotient of a suitable integral ideal. Each of these values lies
in the ring class field Ω2 = K2, by [2, pp. 20, 27].

Given the factorization

Y 2 + αxY + Y − x3 = Y 2 + (x3 − 1)Y − x3 = (Y − 1)(Y + x3) = 0

we set P = (x, 1) and −P = (x,−x3). Assuming 2P = (0, 0), this yields that

3P = 2P + P = (0, 0) + (x, 1) =

((
1

x

)2

+ α

(
1

x

)
− x, y1

)
=

(
−1

x2
, y1

)
.

The alternative would be that 2P = (0,−1), in which case

3P = 2P + P = (0,−1) + (x, 1) =

((
2

x

)2

+ α

(
2

x

)
− x, y2

)
= (x, y2);

and this would imply that 3P = −P , which is false. Hence 3P =
(−1
x2 ,

−1
x3

)
has

order 2, so that

τ̄ = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
−1

x2
+
α2

12

)
is the τ -invariant corresponding to 3P . By Theorem 1 and the fact that the
τ -invariants are independent of the choice of the elliptic curve, we know that τ̄
generates K2/Σ and therefore so does the root x, since α, g2, g3,∆ lie in Σ and
x ∈ K2. Hence, t(X) = X3 − αX − 2 is irreducible over Σ. This also follows
from [2, Thm. 1].

Now assume m = (6) = (2)℘3℘
′
3, where 2 is inert in K. Consider the point

of order 6:

Q = (x, 1) +

(
3β

α(β − 3)
,
β − 3ω

β − 3

)
= (X(Q), Y (Q)),

where

X(Q) =
3β[−α2(β3 − 27)x2 − 3αβ(2β + 3ω2)(β − 3ω)x+ 9β2(−β + 9ω + 3)]

α(β2 + 3β + 9)(αβx− 3αx+ 3β)2
.
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Using that the reciprocal of αβx− 3αx+ 3β is

ρ =
(β2 + 3β + 9)(β − 3)2α2

729β3
x2 − (β3 − 27)α

243β2
x− (2β2 − 12β − 9)

81β
,

this yields that

X(Q) = ρ2
3β[−α2(β3 − 27)x2 − 3αβ(2β + 3ω2)(β − 3ω)x+ 9β2(−β + 9ω + 3)]

α(β2 + 3β + 9)

= − (β2ω + β2 − 3β − 9ω)α

9β
x2 +

(βω + β − 3)

3
x

+
β(2β2ω + 2β2 + 6βω − 3β − 9ω − 9)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)

=

(
− (β2 − 9)α

9β
x2 +

β

3
x+

β(2β2 + 6β − 9)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)

)
ω

− (β2 − 3β)α

9β
x2 +

(β − 3)

3
x+

β(2β2 − 3β − 9)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)
.

Since {1, x, x2} is a basis of K2/Σ and {1, ω} is a basis of K3/Σ, it is clear
that {1, x, x2, ω, ωx, ωx2} is a basis of K6/Σ (K2K3 = K6 because the degrees
match). Hence, the above representation shows that X(Q) does not lie in any
of the subfields K2,K3 or Σ. The trace of X(Q) to K2 is

TrK6/K2
(X(Q)) = −

(
− (β2 − 9)α

9β
x2 +

β

3
x+

β(2β2 + 6β − 9)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)

)
+ 2

(
− (β2 − 3β)α

9β
x2 +

(β − 3)

3
x+

β(2β2 − 3β − 9)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)

)
= − (β − 3)2α

9β
x2 +

(β − 6)

3
x+

β(2β2 − 12β − 9)

(β2 + 3β + 9)α
.

From this expression we compute the trace of X(Q) to Σ to be

TrK6/Σ(X(Q)) = − (β − 3)2α

9β
TrK2/Σ(x

2) +
(β − 6)

3
TrK2/Σ(x)

+ 3
β(2β2 − 12β − 9)

(β2 + 3β + 9)α

= − (β − 3)2α

9β
(2α) + 0 + 3

β(2β2 − 12β − 9)

(β2 + 3β + 9)α

=
−9β(2β + 3)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)
.
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Now we have

TrK6/Σ

(
X(Q) +

α2

12

)
=

−9β(2β + 3)

α(β2 + 3β + 9)
+
α2

2

=
(α3β2 + 3α3β + 9α3 − 36β2 − 54β)

2α(β2 + 3β + 9)

= − 9β(β2 − 6β − 18)

2α(β2 + 3β + 9)(β − 3)
.

It follows from this that

TrK6/Σ(τ(k
∗)) = −2735

g2g3
∆

TrK6/Σ

(
X(Q) +

α2

12

)
= −54

(α3 − 24)(α6 − 36α3 + 216)β(β2 − 6β − 18)

(β3 − 27)(α3 − 27)

=
6(β2 − 6β − 18)2β(β4 + 6β3 + 54β2 − 108β + 324)(β3 + 216)

(β3 − 27)3
.

Now assume that the ray class invariants for two ray classes k∗1, k
∗
2 are the

same. Since the six invariants for m are conjugate over Σ, τ(k∗1) and τ(k∗2) are
conjugate and their traces to Σ must be equal. Set

f(x) =
(x2 − 6x− 18)2x(x4 + 6x3 + 54x2 − 108x+ 324)(x3 + 216)

(x3 − 27)3
.

Thus, f(x) = f(y), for x = β1, y = β2, implies that

0 = (x3 − 27)3(y3 − 27)3(f(x)− f(y))

= (−y + x)(xy − 3x− 3y − 18)(x10y8 + x9y9 + x8y10 + 3q(x, y)), (7.2)

where q(x, y) ∈ Z[x, y] and the third factor is irreducible over Z. If the third
factor is 0, we reduce it modulo ℘′

3 and find that

x10y8 + x9y9 + x8y10 + 3q(x, y) ≡ x8y8(x2 + xy + y2) ≡ x8y8(x− y)2 mod ℘′
3.

Since the left side of this congruence is 0, we have ℘′
3 | (x − y) in Σ, since

(xy, ℘′
3) = 1 and ℘′

3 is unramified in Σ/K. But this means that ℘′
3 divides

β1 − β2, which is impossible, since the discriminant of the minimal polynomial
of β over K is not divisible by ℘′

3, by [17, p.880, Eq. (4.27)]. (Apply the
automorphism switching α and β and ℘3 and ℘′

3 in that equation.) Hence, the
third factor in (7.2) is not 0. The second factor cannot be 0, either, since this
would imply that β2 = 3β1+18

β1−3 = ατ1 , by [17, Thm. 3.2, p. 865]. Hence, the first

factor must be 0, which gives that β1 = β2 and j(k1) = j(k2). (See the formula
for j(E3) in Section 5.) This proves the result we want.

Theorem 9. If m = (6) = (2)℘3℘
′
3, where 2 is inert in K, then the ray class

field Km is generated by a single τ -invariant for the ideal m.
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Note that the τ -invariant for the pointQ is certainly an invariant for the ideal
m, since the quantity X(Q) generates Km. This proves Sugawara’s conjecture
for the first three cases in line 2 of (1.4). We will postpone the discussion of the
fourth case to a later section. We have also now established the main results of
[11] using our methods. Next we turn to ideals divisible by some ℘5.

8 The case m = ℘5.

Let
E5(b) : Y

2 + (1 + b)XY + bY = X3 + bX2

be the Tate normal form for a point of order 5. We use the computations and
results of [18]. If m = ℘′

5, where (5) = ℘5℘
′
5 in K = Q(

√
−d), then d ≡ ±1 (mod

5). If b = r(w/5)5, where w is a suitable integer in RK and r(τ) is the Rogers-
Ramanujan continued fraction, then E5(b) has complex multiplication by the
ring of integers RK of K. See [18, Thm. 2.1]. By choosing w appropriately, we
can arrange for ℘′

5 to be either of the prime ideals dividing (5).

The Weierstrass normal form of E5(b) is

Y 2
1 = 4X3

1 − g2X1 − g3,

where X1 = X + 1
12 (b

2 + 6b+ 1),

g2 = g2(k) =
1

12
(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1),

g3 =
−1

216
(b2 + 1)(b4 + 18b3 + 74b2 − 18b+ 1);

∆ = −b5(b2 + 11b− 1).

Thus,

j(E5) = j(k) = − (b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)3

b5(b2 + 11b− 1)
.

Two of the X-coordinates of points in E5[5] are X = 0,−b. Hence, we let

τ0 = −2735
g2g3
∆

(0 +
1

12
(b2 + 6b+ 1))

= − (b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)(b2 + 1)(b4 + 18b3 + 74b2 − 18b+ 1)(b2 + 6b+ 1)

b5(b2 + 11b− 1)
;

and

τ1 = −2735
g2g3
∆

(−b+ 1

12
(b2 + 6b+ 1))

= − (b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)(b2 + 1)(b4 + 18b3 + 74b2 − 18b+ 1)(b2 − 6b+ 1)

b5(b2 + 11b− 1)
.
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Note that the only difference between τ0 and τ1 is in the final factor of the
numerator, so that

τ0
τ1

=
b2 + 6b+ 1

b2 − 6b+ 1
.

From [18, Thm. 4.6] we know that the ray class field Kf = F1 of conductor
f = ℘′

5 over K is generated over the Hilbert class field Σ (and even over Q) by
the quantity b = r(w/5)5. Also, σ : b → −1/b is the nontrivial automorphism
of F1/Σ. The expressions for the τi imply easily that τσ0 = τ1, so that τ0 and τ1
are quadratic over Σ and lie in F1. Furthermore, τ0 ̸= τ1, since

τ0
τ1

− 1 =
12b

b2 − 6b+ 1

and b ̸= 0.

We want to show that K(τ0) = K(τ1) = F1. We compute that

(τ0 − τ1)
2 = 12b2

j(k)(j(k)− 1728)

g2(k)
. (8.1)

and
τ0 − τ1
τ0 + τ1

=
6b

b2 + 1
. (8.2)

It follows that if {τ0, τ1} = {τ ′0, τ ′1} for two different ideal classes k, k′, corre-
sponding to the values b, b′, then

6b

b2 + 1
= ± 6b′

(b′)2 + 1
.

This equation easily implies that b′ is given by one of the possibilities b′ =
b,−1/b,−b, 1/b. If b′ = b,−1/b it follows that j(k′) = j(k) and k = k′. It remains
to eliminate the cases b′ = −b, 1/b, which are equivalent, since j(k) = j(b) is
invariant under σ.

If, without loss of generality, b′ = −b, then (8.1) implies that

j(k′)(j(k′)− 1728)

g2(k′)
=
j(k)(j(k)− 1728)

g2(k)

or, with easily understood notation,

0 = g2(b)j(−b)(j(−b)− 1728)− g2(−b)j(b)(j(b)− 1728)

= − P (b)

3b9(b2 + 11b− 1)2(b2 − 11b− 1)2
,

where

P (b) = (b2 + 1)2(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)(b4 − 12b3 + 14b2 + 12b+ 1)

× (b− 1)(b+ 1)(19b8 − 2264b6 − 8886b4 − 2264b2 + 19)

× (b8 − 26b6 − 11934b4 − 26b2 + 1).

32



Now, the roots of the first two factors yield j(b) = 1728, 0, which are excluded,
since they imply dK = −4,−3. The roots of the remaining quartic, as well
as b = ±1, yield values of j which are not algebraic integers, as can easily be
checked. We just have to eliminate the last two factors as possibilities. Let

f1(x) = 19b8 − 2264b6 − 8886b4 − 2264b2 + 19,

f2(x) = b8 − 26b6 − 11934b4 − 26b2 + 1 = b4m

(
b− 1

b

)
,

m(x) = x4 − 22x2 − 11984.

The roots of f1(x) are not algebraic integers, but b is a unit, so this polyno-
mial cannot have b as a root. Furthermore, if f2(x) occurred as the minimal
polynomial of b, m(x) would be the minimal polynomial of z = b − 1/b ∈ Σ.
However, the discriminant of m(x) is divisible by 52, and it is easily checked
that 52 | dL,where L is a root field of m(x). But this is impossible, since 5 does
not ramify in K or in Σ/K. Thus, the roots of f2(x) also cannot occur in the
present situation.

This shows that b′ cannot be −b or 1/b, and therefore b′ = b,−1/b and k = k′.
This gives the following.

Theorem 10. For m = ℘5 or ℘′
5, where (5) = ℘5℘

′
5 in K, Sugawara’s conjec-

ture holds, namely, Km = K(τ(k∗)) is generated over the quadratic field K by a
single ray class invariant for the modulus m.

If m = p, where p2 = (5), then the above computations and arguments
all hold, except for the argument which eliminated f2(x). In this case the ray
class field Σp = Q(b) is normal over Q. (See the discussion in [19, Section 5,
pp. 123-129] for this case.) However, the polynomial f2 splits modulo 41 into
distinct linears and irreducible quadratics. Since a normal polynomial splits
into irreducible factors of the same degree mod p, for all primes not dividing
the discriminant, this fact shows that f2(x) is not normal and hence can be
eliminated as a possibility. Thus, Sugawara’s conjecture also holds in this case.

9 The case m = ℘3℘
′
5.

For this case we might think of using the Tate normal form for a point of order
15. However, the coefficients of the defining equation for E15 are unwieldy, so
it turns out to be more convenient to again make use of the curve

E5(b) : Y
2 + (1 + b)XY + bY = X3 + bX2, (9.1)

where, as in [18], b ∈ K℘′
5
, and E5(b) has the Weierstrass normal form

E′ : Y 2
1 = 4X3

1 − g2X1 − g3,
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with X1 = X + 1
12 (b

2 + 6b+ 1) and

g2 =
1

12
(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1),

g3 =
−1

216
(b2 + 1)(b4 + 18b3 + 74b2 − 18b+ 1);

∆ = −b5(b2 + 11b− 1).

The doubling formula on E5(b) is

X(2P ) = F (X) =
X4 − (b2 + b)X2 − 2b2X − b3

4X3 + (b2 + 6b+ 1)X2 + 2b(b+ 1)X + b2
, X = X(P );

so setting F (X) = X,X = X(P ), yields the polynomial whose roots are the
X-coordinates of points P of order 3 on E5(b):

g(X) = 3X4 + (b2 + 6b+ 1)X3 + (3b2 + 3b)X2 + 3b2X + b3. (9.2)

Assuming that −d ≡ 1, 4 (mod 15), the ideals ℘3, ℘
′
3, and ℘3℘

′
3 = (3) are

associated to 1, 1, and 2 τ -invariants, respectively. There are four roots of
g(X), so these correspond to these three ideals in some permutation.

Now we solve g(X) = 0. First, we shift to eliminate the X2 term:

1

3
g

(
X − b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
= X4 + pX3 + qX + r, (9.3)

where

p = − 1

24
(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1) = −g2

2
,

q =
(b2 + 1)(b4 + 18b3 + 74b2 − 18b+ 1)

216
= −g3,

r = − (b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)2

6912
=

−g22
48

.

The cubic resolvent of (31) is

k(y) = y3 − 2py2 + (p2 − 4r)y + q2 = y3 + g2y
2 +

g22
3
y + g23 ,

for which we have

k
(
y − g2

3

)
= y3 − g32 − 27g23

27
= y3 − ∆

27
.
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Hence, one root of k(y) is

θ1 = −g2
3

+
∆1/3

3
(9.4)

=
−1

36
(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)− 1

3
b5/3(b2 + 11b− 1)1/3

=
−1

36
(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)− 1

3
b2
(
b− 1

b
+ 11

)1/3

=
−b2

36

(
b2 + 12b+ 14− 12

b
+

1

b2

)
− 1

3
b2(z + 11)1/3.

Now put z + 11 = ρ3. Note that z + 11 ∼= ℘′3
5 and ρ ∼= ℘′

5. This gives that

−θ1 =
b2

36
(z2 + 12z + 16) +

1

3
b2ρ =

b2

36
(z2 + 12z + 16 + 12ρ) (9.5)

=
b2

36
(ρ6 − 10ρ3 + 12ρ+ 5)

=
b2

36
(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)(ρ2 − ρ− 1)2,

and therefore √
−θ1 =

b

6
(ρ2 − ρ− 1)

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5. (9.6)

The other two roots of k(y) are obtained by replacing ∆1/3 in (9.4) by ∆1/3ωi,
or ρ by ωiρ in (9.6), for i = 1, 2, giving√

−θ2 =
b

6
(ω2ρ2 − ωρ− 1)

√
ω2ρ2 + 2ωρ+ 5√

−θ3 =
b

6
(ωρ2 − ω2ρ− 1)

√
ωρ2 + 2ω2ρ+ 5.

The roots of g(X) are

X(P1) = x1 = −b
2 + 6b+ 1

12
+

1

2
(
√

−θ1 +
√
−θ2 +

√
−θ3),

X(P2) = x2 = −b
2 + 6b+ 1

12
+

1

2
(
√

−θ1 −
√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3),

X(P3) = x3 = −b
2 + 6b+ 1

12
+

1

2
(−
√

−θ1 +
√

−θ2 −
√

−θ3),

X(P4) = x4 = −b
2 + 6b+ 1

12
+

1

2
(−
√

−θ1 −
√

−θ2 +
√

−θ3).
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Therefore, the corresponding τ -invariants are:

τ(k∗1) = λ

(
X(P1) +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
=
λ

2
(
√
−θ1 +

√
−θ2 +

√
−θ3),

τ(k∗2) = λ

(
X(P2) +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
=
λ

2
(
√
−θ1 −

√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3),

τ(k∗3) = λ

(
X(P3) +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
=
λ

2
(−
√
−θ1 +

√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3),

τ(k∗4) = λ

(
X(P4) +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
=
λ

2
(−
√
−θ1 −

√
−θ2 +

√
−θ3),

where

λ = −2735
g2g3
∆

= −12
(b4 + 12b3 + 14b2 − 12b+ 1)(b2 + 1)(b4 + 18b3 + 74b2 − 18b+ 1)

b5(b2 + 11b− 1)
.

We know that these τ -invariants lie in K(3) = Σ(ω). By our earlier arguments
for m = (3) we also know two of them are conjugate and generate Σ(ω) over K.
The other two must therefore lie in K℘3

= K℘′
3
= Σ. Consider the sum

τ(k∗1) + τ(k∗2) = λ
√

−θ1 =
λb

6
(ρ2 − ρ− 1)

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5. (9.7)

The quantity λb lies in K℘′
5
and z ∈ Σ, so that (9.5) and (9.7)imply that ρ ∈

K℘′
5
K(3) = K℘′

5
(ω). But this extension has degree 4 over Σ, so the cubic Y 3 −

(z + 11) must have a root in Σ. Hence, we may assume ρ ∈ Σ. With this

assumption I claim that
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 ∈ K℘′

5
. Using z = b− 1/b we have

λb = −12
b6(z2 + 12z + 16)(b+ 1/b)(z2 + 18z + 76)

b6(z + 11)

= −12

(
b+

1

b

)
(z2 + 12z + 16)(z2 + 18z + 76)

z + 11
;

therefore,

(λb)2 = 144

(
b+

1

b

)2(
(z2 + 12z + 16)(z2 + 18z + 76)

z + 11

)2

.

But (b + 1/b)2 = z2 + 4, so that (λb)2 ∈ Σ and λb is a Kummer element for
K℘′

5
/Σ. It follows from (9.5) that

(τ(k∗1) + τ(k∗3))
2 = (τ(k∗2) + τ(k∗4))

2

= (λ
√
−θ2)2 =

(λb)2

36
(z2 + 12z + 16 + 12ρω);

(τ(k∗1) + τ(k∗4))
2 = (τ(k∗2) + τ(k∗3))

2

= (λ
√
−θ3)2 =

(λb)2

36
(z2 + 12z + 16 + 12ρω2).
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Now ρω and ρω2 are conjugates over Σ, whence it follows that
√
−θ2 and ±

√
−θ3

are conjugate over K℘′
5
= Σ(b). Choosing signs so that

√
−θ2 and

√
−θ3 are

conjugate, it follows from the relation√
−θ2

√
−θ3 =

g3√
−θ1

(with the sign of
√
−θ1 chosen correctly) that τ(k∗1) and τ(k∗2) are fixed by

the automorphism α = (b, ω) → (b, ω2) of K℘′
5
K(3) over Σ, while τ(k∗3) and

τ(k∗4) are interchanged. Since the squares above lie in Σ(ω)\Σ, it follows that
{τ(k∗1), τ(k∗2)} must be the pair of invariants which lies in Σ. It follows that
either

℘3P1 = O or ℘′
3P1 = O on E5(b).

Also, (λb)
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 ∈ Σ, so

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 must also be a Kummer element

for K℘′
5
/Σ.

As a corollary of the discussion so far, we have the following fact, which
follows from ρ3 = z + 11 = −(η(w/5)/η(w))6 (see [18]).

Theorem 11. If −d ≡ 1, 4 (mod 15), then for some i ∈ {0, 1, 2} we have that

ρ = −ωi
(
η(w/5)

η(w)

)2

∈ Σ = K1,

where w = v+
√
dK

2 ∈ RK satisfies 52 | N(w), as in [18, Thm. 1.1]; and

Σ(
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5) = K℘′

5
.

Our next task is to find primitive m-division points on the curve E5(b), where
m = ℘3℘

′
5.

The kernel of multiplication by ℘′
5 on E5(b) is

ker(℘′
5) = {(0, 0), (0,−b), (−b, 0), (−b, b2)} = {Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4},

since the associated τ -invariants generate K℘′
5
. Hence the points Qi+P1 satisfy

℘3℘
′
5(Qi + P1) = O or ℘′

3℘
′
5(Qi + P1) = O, depending on whether ℘3(P1) = O

or ℘′
3(P1) = O. Assume the former. Setting y1 = Y (P1), we have that

Q1 + P1 = (0, 0) + (X(P1), Y (P1)) = (0, 0) + (x1, y1);

so that

x̃1 = X(Q1 + P1) =

(
y1
x1

)2

+ (1 + b)
y1
x1

− b− 0− x1 =
−by1
x21

.

Hence, we have that

x1
b2
x̃21 −

b+ 1

b
x̃1 =

y21 + (1 + b)x1y1
x31

=
−by1 + x31 + bx21

x31
=

1

x1
x̃1 + 1 +

b

x1
;
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and x̃1 = X(Q1 + P1) satisfies the equation

x1
b2
X2 −

(
b+ 1

b
+

1

x1

)
X − 1− b

x1
= 0. (9.8)

Similarly, we find

x̃2 = X(Q2 + P1) =
by1 + b2

x21
+
b+ b2

x1
,

so that

x̃1 + x̃2 =
b2

x21
+
b+ b2

x1

is the coefficient of X in (9.8) after dividing through by x1/b
2; and

x̃1x̃2 = − b2

x1
− b3

x21
,

which is the constant term in (9.8) after dividing by x1/b
2. Now the coefficients

of (9.8) involve the quantities b and

x1 = −b
2 + 6b+ 1

12
+
τ(k∗1)

λ
,

and therefore lie in Σ(b) = K℘′
5
(recall that τ(k∗1) ∈ Σ). Thus, x̃1, x̃2 are roots

of the equation

h1(X) = X2 −
(
b2

x21
+
b+ b2

x1

)
X − b2

x1
− b3

x21
∈ K℘′

5
[X],

which I claim is irreducible over K℘′
5
. Its roots satisfy

λ

(
x̃1 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
= τ(k̄∗1),

λ

(
x̃2 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
= τ(k̄∗2),

which are the τ -invariants for m = ℘3℘
′
5 corresponding to the points Q1 +

P1, Q2 + P1. Since these invariants satisfy a quadratic equation over K℘′
5
and

must generate K℘′
5℘3

over Σ, they are conjugate over K℘′
5
. It follows that h1(X)

is irreducible over K℘′
5
. Furthermore, since the roots

x̃3 = X(Q3 + P1) =
b2y1 − bx21 − b2x1

(x1 + b)2
,

x̃4 = X(Q4 + P1) = −b
2y1 + bx21 + (b3 + 2b2)x1 + b3

(x1 + b)2
,
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are related by the same linear transformation to the invariants τ(k̄∗i ), (i = 3, 4),
as are x̃1, x̃2 to their invariants, the roots x̃3, x̃4 must satisfy the equation

h2(X) = X2 +

(
b(2x21 + (b2 + 3b)x1 + b2)

(x1 + b)2

)
X +

b2x1
x1 + b

,

where

λ−4Tm

(
λX + λ

b2 + 6b+ 1

12
, k

)
= h1(X)h2(X), m = ℘′

5℘3. (9.9)

This implies that h2(X) is also irreducible over K℘′
5
. As a corollary of this

discussion we note:

Theorem 12. If the torsion point P1 on E5(b) satsifies ℘3(P1) = O, its coor-
dinates P1 = (x1, y1) generate K℘′

5℘3
over Q.

Proof. We have that K℘′
5
(y1) = K℘′

5℘3
, since x̃1 = −by1/x21 generates this field

over K℘′
5
(recalling that τ(k∗1) ∈ Σ ⇒ x1 ∈ K℘′

5
). Moreover, if Pm denotes

(RK/m)
×
, then

P℘′
5℘3

/⟨−1⟩ ∼= (P℘′
5
× P℘3

)/⟨(−1,−1)⟩

is cyclic of order 4, generated by (2,−1), from which it follows that K℘′
5℘3

/Σ is a
cyclic quartic extension. Since y1 ∈ K℘′

5℘3
\K℘′

5
, this gives that K℘′

5℘3
= Σ(y1).

Furthermore, by the defining equation for E5(b), we have

y21 + x1y1 − x31 = b(−x1y1 − y1 + x21).

The right side is clearly nonzero, so that b ∈ Q(x1, y1). Now the fact that Q(b) =
K℘′

5
yields the assertion of the theorem. (See [18, Thm. 4.6, p. 1196].)

Now assume that

Tm (X, k) = Tm (X, k′) = Tm (X, k)
ψ

for two ideal classes k, k′, where j(k′) = j(k)ψ and ψ is an automorphism of Σ/K.
Assume ψ has been extended to an automorphism of K℘′

5℘3
/K, and denote the

images αψ = α′ under ψ by primes. It is clear that (0, 0) ∈ E5(b) maps to
(0, 0) ∈ E5(b

′) and P1 = (x1, y1) maps to P ′
1 = (x′1, y

′
1). The field K℘′

5
is

normal over K, so the polynomials h1(X), h2(X) above are mapped to the pair

of irreducible polynomials hψ1 (X), hψ2 (X) over K℘′
5
.

Assume first that {τ(k̄′∗1 ), τ(k̄′∗2 )} = {τ(k̄∗1), τ(k̄∗2)}. Then the differences

τ(k̄∗1)− τ(k̄∗2) = λ(x̃1 − x̃2)

τ(k̄′∗1 )− τ(k̄′∗2 ) = λ′(x̃′1 − x̃′2)

imply that
λ(x̃1 − x̃2) = ±λ′(x̃′1 − x̃′2). (9.10)
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There is a similar relation for x̃3, x̃4 and their images under ψ. Now

τ(k̄∗1)− τ(k̄∗2)

τ(k̄∗3)− τ(k̄∗4)
=
x̃1 − x̃2
x̃3 − x̃4

= − (x1 + b)2

bx21
.

Hence, (9.10) gives that

(x1 + b)2

bx21
= ± (x′1 + b′)2

b′x′21
. (9.11)

We now recall that z + 11 ∼= ℘′3
5 (see [18, p. 1193]). Let q be the product of

prime ideals dividing ℘′
5 in K℘′

5
, so that q2 = ℘′

5. Since z = b − 1/b and b is

a unit, this gives that b2 + 11b − 1 ≡ (b − 57)2 ≡ 0 mod q6, so b ≡ 2 mod q.
Furthermore, from (9.2) the congruence

g(X) ≡ 3X4 + 2X3 + 3X2 + 2X + 3 ≡ 3(X + 1)4 mod q

implies that x1 ≡ −1 mod q. This gives that

(x1 + b)2

bx21
≡ (−1 + 2)2

2(−1)2
≡ 3 mod q. (9.12)

Since this congruence also holds for
(x′

1+b
′)2

b′x′2
1

(and q is invariant under ψ), this

shows that only the plus sign in (9.11) can hold. It follows from

(x1 + b)2

bx21
=

(x′1 + b′)2

b′x′21
(9.13)

that b/b′ = b/bψ = B2, B ∈ K℘′
5
.

This suggests the following conjecture. For its statement recall that a
quadratic discriminant can be written as dK =

∏
p|dK p

∗, where p∗ = (−1)(p−1)/2p,
if p is odd, and 2∗ is one of the possibilities 2∗ = −4, 8,−8.

Conjecture 2. Assume that −d ≡ 1, 4 (mod 15) and the 2-factor of dk =∏
p|d p

∗ is not 2∗ = −4. If b/bψ ∈ (K×
℘′

5
)2 for some ψ ∈ Gal(K℘′

5
/K), then

ψ = 1. Moreover, there is a unique ψ ∈ Gal(K℘′
5
/K) for which b/bψ = −B2, with

B ∈ K℘′
5
. Namely, ψ : b → −1/b is the unique automorphism in Gal(K℘′

5
/K)

with this property.

The assumption on 2∗ is equivalent to the assertion that
√
−1 does not lie

in the genus field of K.

If (9.13) holds, then

(x1 + b)2

bx21
=

(x′1 + b′)2

b′x′21
=

(
(x1 + b)2

bx21

)ψ
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implies that (x1+b)
2

bx2
1

= A lies in the fixed field L of ⟨ψ⟩ inside K℘′
5
. This is the

case if
{τ(k̄′∗1 ), τ(k̄′∗2 )} = {τ(k̄∗1), τ(k̄∗2)}.

If, on the other hand,

{τ(k̄′∗1 ), τ(k̄′∗2 )} = {τ(k̄∗3), τ(k̄∗4)},

then we have, by the congruence condition (9.12), the equation

(x1 + b)2

bx21
= − b′x′21

(x′1 + b′)2
. (9.14)

Let ψ̄ denote the automorphism ψ̄ : b → −1/b in Gal(K℘′
5
/Σ). Setting τ =

τ1(k
∗
1) ∈ Σ, we have that (bλ)ψ̄ = −bλ and

xψ̄1 =

(
−b

2 + 6b+ 1

12
+
τ

λ

)ψ̄
= −b

2 − 6b+ 1

12b2
+

τ

b2λ

=
1

b2
(x1 + b).

Hence,

(x1 + b)ψ̄ =
1

b2
(x1 + b)− 1

b
=
x1
b2

and (
(x1 + b)2

bx21

)ψ̄
= − bx21

(x1 + b)2
.

Using the fact that ψ̄ commutes with ψ, (9.14) implies that(
(x1 + b)2

bx21

)ψ
=

(
(x1 + b)2

bx21

)ψ̄
. (9.15)

In either case, (9.13) and (9.15) show that

ξ =
(x1 + b)2

bx21
+

(
(x1 + b)2

bx21

)ψ̄
=

(x1 + b)2

bx21
− bx21

(x1 + b)2

=
(bx21 + b2 + 2bx1 + x21)(−bx21 + b2 + 2bx1 + x21)

bx21(x1 + b)2

is fixed by ψ and therefore lies in Σ ∩L. We compute the following polynomial

satisfied by ξ. First, note that (x1+b)
2

bx2
1

is a root of the resultant

Resx1(g(x1), bx
2
1X − (x1 + b)2) = b9(bX4 + (6b− 1)X3 + 9bX2 − (b2 + 6b)X + b)

= b9g1(X, b).
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Since b is a unit, it is clear that (x1+b)
2

bx2
1

is also a unit and ξ is an algebraic

integer. Now let

F (X) = −g1(X, b)g1
(
X,

−1

b

)
= X8 + (12 + z)X7 + (53 + 6z)X6 + (96 + 8z)X5 + (−z2 − 12z + 9)X4

− (96 + 8z)X3 + (53 + 6z)X2 − (12 + z)X + 1,

where z = b − 1
b ∈ Σ. This polynomial also has (x1+b)

2

bx2
1

as a root and has

coefficients in Σ. Since this polynomial is reverse reciprocal in X, we can write
it as a polynomial in X − 1

X :

F (X) = G

(
X − 1

X
, z

)
,

G(X, z) = X4 + (12 + z)X3 + (57 + 6z)X2 + (132 + 11z)X − z2 + 117.

Now the polynomial G(X, z) has X = ξ as a root. We write G(X, z) as a
polynomial in z1 = z + 11:

G(X, z) = −z21 + (X3 + 6X2 + 11X + 22)z1 +X4 +X3 − 9X2 + 11X − 4,

so that z1 = z + 11 is a root of

G1(ξ, Z) = −Z2 + (ξ3 + 6ξ2 + 11ξ + 22)Z + ξ4 + ξ3 − 9ξ2 + 11ξ − 4 = 0.

Since ξ lies in Σ ∩ L, z1 is at most quadratic over the latter field, i.e., [Σ :

Σ ∩ L] ≤ 2. On the other hand, zψ1 must also be a root of this polynomial.

Suppose that zψ1 ̸= z1. Then

z1 + zψ1 = ξ3 + 6ξ2 + 11ξ + 22. (9.16)

But z1 = z + 11 ∼= ℘′3
5 implies, since ψ fixes K and therefore ℘′

5, that z
ψ
1
∼= ℘′3

5 ,
as well. Hence, we have that

ξ3 + 6ξ2 + 11ξ + 22 ≡ 0 (mod ℘′3
5 );

and G1(ξ, z1) = 0 implies that its constant term satisfies

ξ4 + ξ3 − 9ξ2 + 11ξ − 4 ≡ 0 (mod ℘′3
5 ).

Now we argue 5-adically. The unique root of X3+6X2+11X +22 = 0 in Q5 is

α = 1 + 2 · 5 + 2 · 52 + 4 · 56 + 2 · 57 + 2 · 58 + · · · ,

since
X3 + 6X2 + 11X + 22 ≡ (X2 + 2X + 3)(X + 4) (mod 5).
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On the other hand,

ξ4 + ξ3 − 9ξ2 + 11ξ − 4 = (ξ + 4)(ξ − 1)3 ≡ (ξ + 4)4 (mod ℘′
5),

and we conclude that ξ ≡ 1 modulo each prime divisor of ℘′
5 in Σ and therefore

ξ ≡ 1 (mod ℘′
5). Now the expansion of α shows that the unique root of f(X) =

X3 + 6X2 + 11X + 22 modulo ℘′3
5 which is congruent to 1 mod ℘′

5 is X ≡ 61.
For example, we have

f(x)− f(y) = (x− y)(x2 + xy + y2 + 6x+ 6y + 11),

so since ξ ≡ 1 (mod ℘′
5), we have

0 ≡ f(ξ)− f(61) = (ξ − 61)(ξ2 + 67ξ + 4098) (mod ℘′3
5 ),

where ξ2 + 67ξ + 4098 ≡ 1 (mod ℘′
5) is relatively prime to ℘′

5. Thus we must
have

ξ ≡ 61 (mod ℘′3
5 ).

But now consider the equation

0 = G1(ξ, z1) = −z21 + (ξ3 + 6ξ2 + 11ξ + 22)z1 + ξ4 + ξ3 − 9ξ2 + 11ξ − 4.

The quadratic and linear terms in z1 on the right are each divisible by ℘′6
5 . This

gives that
ξ4 + ξ3 − 9ξ2 + 11ξ − 4 ≡ 0 (mod ℘′6

5 ). (9.17)

However, ξ ≡ 61 + h (mod ℘′6
5 ), where ℘

′3
5 | h. Setting

k(x) = x4 + x3 − 9x2 + 11x− 4 = (x+ 4)(x− 1)3,

we have

k(x+h) = h4 +(4x+1)h3 +(6x2 +3x− 9)h2 +(4x3 +3x2 − 18x+11)h+ k(x),

where the coefficient of h is

a3 = 4x3 + 3x2 − 18x+ 11 ≡ (4x+ 1)(x+ 4)2 (mod 5).

Thus,

k(ξ) ≡ k(61 + h) ≡ (4 · 613 + 3 · 612 − 18 · 61 + 11)h+ k(61)

≡ (24 · 33 · 53 · 17)h+ k(61)

≡ k(61) = 26 · 33 · 54 · 13 (mod ℘′6
5 ),

which is not zero modulo ℘′6
5 , contradicting (9.17)!

This contradiction shows that zψ = z and therefore j(k′) = j(k)ψ = j(k).
This completes the proof of Sugawara’s conjecture in this case. It is immaterial
whether we take the ideal ℘3 or ℘′

3 in this argument, since we have only argued
5-adically. Thus, we have proved

43



Theorem 13. If m = ℘3℘
′
5 or ℘′

3℘
′
5, where dK ≡ 1, 4 (mod 15), then the ray

class field Km is generated by a single τ -invariant for the ideal m.

It remains to consider the cases when (3) = ℘2
3 or (5) = ℘2

5 in K. In
case (5) = ℘2

5, we appeal to the result of [19, Prop. 5.1, pp. 124-125] and
its proof, which applies to any fundamental discriminant dK divisible by 5,
and which shows that b = r5(wi/5) (denoted ρi, i = 1, 2 in [19]) has the same
properties with respect to the curve E5(b) as in the cases discussed above.
Namely: E5(b) has complex multiplication by RK , the ring of integers in K =
Q(

√
−d); K℘5 = K(b) and ψ : b→ −1/b is the non-trivial automorphism of the

quadratic extension K℘5/Σ; and b − 1/b + 11 ∼= ℘3
5 in Σ. The same arguments

above apply, up to and including the first sentence after equation (9.16) (with
℘′
5 = ℘5). In this case the final argument does not lead to a contradiction, since

54 ∼= ℘8
5. However, the constant term of G1(X, z) gives that

−k(ξ) = −(ξ + 4)(ξ − 1)3 = z1z
ψ
1
∼= ℘6

5.

Let p̄ | ℘5 be a prime divisor of ℘5 in Σ. The ideal p̄6 exactly divides ℘6
5, since

℘5 is unramified in Σ/K. Now p̄ divides at least one of ξ + 4 and ξ − 1 and
therefore both, since (ξ +4)− (ξ − 1) = 5. Furthermore, p̄2 divides at least one
of these factors – otherwise, the left side would only be divisible by p̄4. But
p̄2 | 5, so p̄2 must divide both factors, which leads to a contradiction, since then

the left side would be divisible by p̄8. Hence, zψ1 = z1 and the same conclusion
follows.

Finally, suppose that (3) = ℘2
3 in K. Here,

[K(3) : Σ] =
φ(℘2

3)

2
= 3,

so that K(3) is a cubic extension of Σ. In this case, there are three τ -invariants
corresponding to m = ℘2

3 and one invariant corresponding to m = ℘3. Thus,
one of the four τ -invariants lies in Σ and the other three generate K(3) over Σ.
I claim that ρ3 = z + 11, where ρ generates K(3) over Σ. If ρ were an element

of Σ, then since ω ∈ Σ, the square-roots
√
−θi would be quadratic over K℘′

5
(or

K℘5
, if 5 | dK), and their sums could not generate the cubic extension K℘′

5
K(3)

of K℘′
5
.

Let σ be the generator of Gal(K(3)/Σ), for which ρ
σ = ωρ, and define√

−θ1
σ
=
√
−θ2,

√
−θ2

σ
=
√

−θ3.

Then
√
−θ3

σ
=

√
−θ1

σ3

=
√
−θ1. Extending σ to K℘′

5
K(3) so that it fixes K℘′

5
,

it follows that

τ(k∗1) =
λ

2
TrK℘′

5
(
√

−θ1) ∈ K℘′
5
,

which implies that τ(k∗1) cannot generate K(3) and must therefore lie in Σ. Now
the rest of the calculations are the same. Hence, we have proved the following.
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Theorem 14. If m = ℘3℘5, where ℘3, ℘5 are first degree prime divisors of 3, 5
in K, then the ray class field Km is generated by a single τ -invariant for the
ideal m.

Before proceeding to the next case we consider the following example.

Example. Let K = Q(
√
−11). Even though this field has class number 1,

it is interesting to use the arithmetic of this section to compute the various
τ -invariants. Using j(o) = −323, we find that b is a root of

B(x) = x4 + 4x3 + 46x2 − 4x+ 1,

and we take

b = −1 +
√
−11 +

3−
√
−11

4

√
−2

√
−11 + 6.

With this value of b we compute the roots of g(X) = 0 in K℘′
5
= K(b) =

K(
√
−2

√
−11 + 6) to be

x1 = −2

3
+

√
−11

6
+

7−
√
−11

24

√
−2

√
−11 + 6,

x2 = −5

6
−

√
−11

3
+

1 +
√
−11

8

√
−2

√
−11 + 6.

Now x̃1, x̃2 are roots of the polynomial

h1(X) = X2 +

(
−31

4
− 7

√
−11

4
+

13 + 7
√
−11

8

√
−2

√
−11 + 6

)
X

− 63

2
− 15

√
−11 +

23 + 47
√
−11

8

√
−2

√
−11 + 6;

while x̃3, x̃4 are roots of

h2(X) = X2 +

(
−15 +

√
−11

4
+

11 +
√
−11

8

√
−2

√
−11 + 6

)
X

− 11 + 5
√
−11

4
+

1 + 2
√
−11

4

√
−2

√
−11 + 6.

Note that the polynomials h1, h2 are not conjugate over K, but the polynomials

h̃1(X) = λ2h1

(
X

λ
− b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
= X2 +

(
−19712− 16128

√
−11 + 5376

√
−11

√
−2

√
−11 + 6

)
X

− 2684616704− 1271660544
√
−11 + 423886848

√
−11

√
−2

√
−11 + 6
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and

h̃2(X) = λ2h2

(
X

λ
− b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
= X2 +

(
−19712− 16128

√
−11− 5376

√
−11

√
−2

√
−11 + 6

)
X

− 2684616704− 1271660544
√
−11− 423886848

√
−11

√
−2

√
−11 + 6

are conjugate over K, and their product is the polynomial

Tm(X, k) = X4 + (−39424− 32256
√
−11)X3

+ (−5934415872− 2543321088
√
−11)X2

+ (−44563506921472 + 36461051117568
√
−11)X

+ 1277724870452445184 + 2874880958518001664
√
−11.

This question of conjugacy is the source of the difficulty in proving Sugawara’s
conjecture. The roots of Tm(X, k) are the τ -invariants τ(k̄∗i ) for the ideal m =
℘3℘

′
5 and the four ray classes mod m. Note in this case that

z = −2 + 2
√
−11, ρ =

−3 +
√
−11

2
, ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 =

3−
√
−11

2
,

where (ρ) = ℘′
5 in K. (In Theorem 11, the value i = 0, so ρ = −η(w/5)2/η(w)2,

where w = (33 +
√
−11)/2.) Taking the product of Tm(X, k) with its image

under complex conjugation yields the interesting polynomial

T (X) = T℘3℘′
5
(X, k)T℘′

3℘5
(X, k)

= X8 − (210 · 7 · 11)X7 + (221 · 72 · 11)X6 + (230 · 75 · 112)X5

+ (240 · 74 · 112 · 271)X4 − (250 · 5 · 75 · 113 · 29)X3

− (260 · 76 · 113 · 883)X2 + (271 · 78 · 115)X
+ 280 · 78 · 114 · 907.

If we were to replace x1 with the root x2 of g(X) we would obtain the polynomial
T̃ (X) = T℘′

3℘
′
5
(X, k)T℘3℘5

(X, k).

10 The case m = ℘3℘
′
3℘5.

We can use the same points Pi, Qj and the calculations from Section 9 to deal
with the case m = ℘3℘

′
3℘

′
5.

By the results of Section 5 and the arguments preceding Theorem 11, the
invariants τ(k∗3) and τ(k

∗
4) generate K(3) = Σ(ω) and

℘3℘
′
3P3 = ℘3℘

′
3P4 = O on E5(b).
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The points P3, P4 are primitive (3)-division points; otherwise the associated τ -
invariants would lie in Σ, which we showed in Section 9 is not the case. Hence,
the points Pi +Qj , for i = 3, 4 and 1 ≤ j ≤ 4, are primitive m-division points.
We also know that φ(m) = 16, so that

[Km : Σ] = 8;

Km is quadratic over K℘3℘′
5
and quartic over K(3) = Σ(ω). The X-coordinates

of the points P3 +Qj are obtained by replacing x1 by x3 in the formulas for x̃j
in Section 9, where P3 = (x3, y3):

x̃5 = X(P3 +Q1) =
−by3
x23

,

x̃6 = X(P3 +Q2) =
by3 + b2

x23
+
b+ b2

x3
,

x̃7 = X(P3 +Q3) =
b2y3 − bx23 − b2x3

(x3 + b)2
,

x̃8 = X(P3 +Q4) = −b
2y3 + bx23 + (b3 + 2b2)x3 + b3

(x3 + b)2
.

The coordinates X(P4+Qj) are formed by replaicng x3 by x4 in these formulas.
See the discussion just before Theorem 11. Now the quantity

τ(k̄∗5) = λ

(
x̃5 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
= λ

(
−by3
x23

+
b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
must generate Km over Σ, while the quantity we considered in Section 9,

τ(k∗3) = λ

(
x3 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)
=
λ

2

(
−
√

−θ1 −
√
−θ2 +

√
−θ3

)
,

generates K(3) = Σ(ω) over Σ. It follows that x3 ∈ K℘′
5
(ω) and Km = Σ(b, x3, y3).

Thus, the trace of x̃5 to F (ω) = K℘′
5
(ω) is

TrKm/F (ω)(x̃5) = x̃5 + x̃6 =
(b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
,

since

x̃5x̃6 = −b
2(x3 + b)

x23
,

as in Section 9, so that x̃5, x̃6 satisfy a quadratic polynomial with coefficients in
F (ω):

h3(X) = X2 − (b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
X − b2(x3 + b)

x23
.

Hence,

TrKm/F (x̃5) =
(b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
+

(b2 + b)x4 + b2

x24
,
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since τ(k∗3) and τ(k∗4) are conjugates over F = K℘′
5
. Similarly, x̃7, x̃8 are roots

of the polynomial

h4(X) = X2 +
b(2x23 + (b2 + 3b)x3 + b2)

(x3 + b)2
X +

b2x3
x3 + b

,

which is irreducible over F (ω). Hence, setting

s1 = x̃5 + x̃6 =
b2

x23
+
b+ b2

x3
,

s2 = x̃7 + x̃8 = −b(2x
2
3 + (b2 + 3b)x3 + b2)

(x3 + b)2
,

we have

s1 − s2 = x̃5 + x̃6 − x̃7 − x̃8 (10.1)

= b
(b2 + 1)x33 + (3b2 + 3b)x23 + (3b3 + 3b2)x3 + b3

3x23(x3 + b)2
= u(x3, b), (10.2)

on reducing the numerator modulo g(x3). With the automorphism ψ̄ : b→ −1/b
from Section 9, extended to K℘′

5
(ω) to fix ω, a similar calculation to the displayed

lines following (9.14), using that τ = τ(k∗3) ∈ K(3) = Σ(ω), shows that

xψ̄3 =
1

b2
(x3 + b).

Furthermore, with

τ(k̄∗5) + τ(k̄∗6) = λ

(
s1 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

6

)
,

we have

(
τ(k̄∗5) + τ(k̄∗6)

)ψ̄
= λψ̄

(
s1 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

6

)ψ̄
= λb2

(
sψ̄1 +

b2 − 6b+ 1

6b2

)
= λ

(
b2
(1− b)x3 + b

(x3 + b)2
+
b2 − 6b+ 1

6

)
= λ

(
(b2 − b3)x3 + b3 − 2b(x3 + b)2

(x3 + b)2
+
b2 + 6b+ 1

6

)
= λ

(
−b(2x

2
3 + (b2 + 3b)x3 + b2)

(x3 + b)2)
+
b2 + 6b+ 1

6

)
= λ

(
s2 +

b2 + 6b+ 1

6

)
= τ(k̄∗7) + τ(k̄∗8).
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Therefore, the traces to K℘′
5
(ω) of the τ -invariants for m are

S = {λ(s1 + β), λ(s2 + β), λ(s3 + β), λ(s4 + β)},

where

s3 = sα1 , s4 = sα2 , α : (b, ω) → (b, ω2); β =
b2 + 6b+ 1

6
.

The traces in S are the respective images of λ(s1 +β) by the automorphisms in

Gal(K℘′
5
(ω)/Σ) = {1, ψ̄, α, ψ̄α}.

Lemma 2. The conjugates over Σ of the trace τ(k̄5) + τ(k̄6) = λ(s1 + β) are
distinct.

Proof. If λ(s1 + β) = λ(s3 + β), then s1 = s3, or

0 = s1 − s3 =
(b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
− (b2 + b)x4 + b2

x24

=
−b(x3 − x4)[(b+ 1)x3x4 + b(x3 + x4)]

x23x
2
4

.

Now the roots of g(X) are distinct, since

disc(g(X)) = −27b10(b2 + 11b− 1)2 = −27∆2.

Hence, x3 ̸= x4. It follows that (b+ 1)x3x4 + b(x3 + x4) = 0. But

Resx4(Resx3((b+ 1)x3x4 + b(x3 + x4), g(x3)), g(x4))

= b28(b4 + 2b3 − 32b2 + 14b− 1)(b4 + 3b3 + 2b2 − 10b+ 1)2.

However, the discriminants of these quartics are 212 · 19 · 103 and −73 · 701,
neither of which is divisible by 5. Therefore, their product cannot be 0 and
s1 ̸= s3. From (s2 − s4)

ψ̄ = 1
b2 (s1 − s3) we also know s2 ̸= s4. (See the proof of

Lemma 3 below.)

Now suppose that s1 = s2. Then

0 = s1 − s2 =
(b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
+
b(2x23 + (b2 + 3b)x3 + b2)

(x3 + b)2

=
b

x23(x3 + b)2

×
(
2x43 + (b2 + 4b+ 1)x33 + (3b2 + 3b)x23 + (b3 + 3b2)x3 + b3

)
.

In this case we have

Resx3
(2x43 + (b2 + 4b+ 1)x33 + (3b2 + 3b)x23 + (b3 + 3b2)x3 + b3, g(x3))

= b14(b2 + b− 1)(b2 + 11b− 1).
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Since the roots of x2 + x − 1 are real and K ⊂ Q(b), this polynomial cannot
have b as a root. Hence s1 ̸= s2. Applying α gives that s3 ̸= s4.

Finally, suppose s1 = s4. In this case

0 = s1 − s4 =
(b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
+
b(2x24 + (b2 + 3b)x4 + b2)

(x4 + b)2

=
b

x23(x4 + b)2

×
(
(2x24 + (b2 + 3b)x4 + b2)x23 + ((b+ 1)x24 + (2b2 + 2b)x4 + b3 + b2)x3

+ b3 + 2b2x4 + bx24
)

=
b

x23(x4 + b)2
k(x3, x4).

We compute that

Resx4
(Resx3

(k(x3, x4), g(x3)), g(x4))

= b55(b2 + b− 1)(b2 + 11b− 1)3

× (b10 + 15b9 + 47b8 + 44b7 + 1014b6 + 58b5 − 1014b4 + 44b3 − 47b2 + 15b− 1).

The tenth degree factor L(b) has a nonsolvable Galois group, since L(b) =
b5G

(
b− 1

b

)
, where

G(x) = x5 + 15x4 + 52x3 + 104x2 + 1160x+ 176

has Galois group S5. It follows that s1 ̸= s4 and s2 ̸= s3. This proves the
lemma.

Lemma 3. The cross-ratio κ = (s1, s2; s3, s4) =
(s1 − s3)(s2 − s4)

(s1 − s4)(s2 − s3)
lies in the

Hilbert class field Σ. We also have

s1 − s2 + s3 − s4 = ηb, η ∈ Σ.

Proof. We compute that

κα = (s3, s4; s1, s2) =
(s3 − s1)(s4 − s2)

(s3 − s2)(s4 − s1)
= κ.

Using λψ̄ = b2λ, we find that

(s1 − s3)
ψ̄ =

(
λs1 − λs3

λ

)ψ̄
=
λs2 − λs4

b2λ
=

1

b2
(s2 − s4).
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The same idea yields that

(s2 − s4)
ψ̄ =

1

b2
(s1 − s3), (s1 − s4)

ψ̄ =
1

b2
(s2 − s3), (s2 − s3)

ψ̄ =
1

b2
(s1 − s4).

It follows that

κψ̄ =
b−4(s2 − s4)(s1 − s3)

b−4(s2 − s3)(s1 − s4)
= κ.

Thus, κ is fixed by Gal(K℘′
5
(ω)/Σ). This proves the first assertion. The second

follows from the calculation

ηψ̄ =

(
s1 − s2 + s3 − s4

b

)ψ̄
=

−1
b2 (s1 − s2) +

−1
b2 (s3 − s4)

−1
b

=
s1 − s2 + s3 − s4

b
= η,

together with the fact that the quantity η is obviously fixed by the automorphism
α. Hence, η ∈ Σ.

Lemma 4. We have that ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25 = ν2ρ2, where ν ∈ Σ is an
algebraic integer.

Proof. On one hand, we have√
−θ2

√
−θ3 =

b2

36
(ω2ρ2 − ωρ− 1)(ωρ2 − ω2ρ− 1)

×
√
(ω2ρ2 + 2ωρ+ 5)(ωρ2 + 2ω2ρ+ 5)

=
b2

36
(ρ4 + ρ3 + 2ρ2 − ρ+ 1)

√
ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25. (10.3)

We also have√
−θ2

√
−θ3 =

g3√
−θ1

=
−b2

36

(
b+

1

b

)
z2 + 18z + 76

(ρ2 − ρ− 1)
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

=
−b2

36

z2 + 18z + 76

ρ2 − ρ− 1

√
z2 + 4√

ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5
.

The last equation and (10.3) give that

(ρ4 + ρ3 + 2ρ2 − ρ+ 1)
√
ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25 = −z

2 + 18z + 76

ρ2 − ρ− 1

√
z2 + 4√

ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

= − (ρ2 − ρ− 1)(ρ4 + ρ3 + 2ρ2 − ρ+ 1)

ρ2 − ρ− 1

√
z2 + 4√

ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

= −(ρ4 + ρ3 + 2ρ2 − ρ+ 1)

√
z2 + 4√

ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5
.
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Hence, √
ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25 = −

√
z2 + 4√

ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5
.

Now we know that both square roots on the right side of this equation are
Kummer elements for K℘′

5
/Σ, so the quotient lies in Σ. Hence,

ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25 = γ2, γ ∈ Σ.

But ρ ∼= ℘′
5 also lies in Σ and ρ2 divides the left side of this equation. It follows

that γ = νρ, with ν ∈ RΣ. This proves the lemma.

Corollary 1. For the quantity ν in Lemma 3 we have

ν2 + 12 =

(
ρ− 1 +

5

ρ

)2

.

Proof. This follows directly from

ν2 =
ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25

ρ2
=

(ρ2 − ρ+ 5)2 − 12ρ2

ρ2
.

Lemma 5. If 5 ∤ dK , then Q(ρ) = Σ; while if 5 | dK , then K(ρ) = Σ.

Proof. This is clear from z = ρ3−11 and j = − (z2+12z+16)3

z+11 , using thatQ(z) = Σ
from [18, Prop. 3.2] when 5 ∤ dK ; and K(z) = Σ from [19, Prop. 5.1] when
5 | dK .

Lemma 6. We have:

(a) For any root x of g(X) = 0,

1

x
=

−1

b3
(3x3 + (b2 + 6b+ 1)x2 + (3b2 + 3b)x+ 3b2)

and
1

x+ b
=

1

b5
(3x3 + (b2 + 3b+ 1)x2 + (−b3 + 2b)x+ b4 + b2).

(b)

s1 = f1(x3) =
(b2 + b)x3 + b2

x23
=

−3(b− 2)

b2
x33 −

(b3 + 4b2 − 8b− 2)

b2
x23

− (4b2 + 3b− 5)

b
x3 − 6b+ 3.
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(c)

s2 = f2(x3) =
−b(2x23 + (b2 + 3b)x3 + b2)

(x3 + b)2

=
3(2b+ 1)

b3
x33 +

(2b3 + 10b2 + 5b+ 1)

b3
x23 −

(b3 + b2 − 5b− 2)

b2
x3

− (b2 − 3b− 1)

b
.

Proof. This follows by straightforward calculation, using the formula in (a) for
x = x3.

Note that the formulas for s3 = f1(x4) and s4 = f2(x4) are the same as the
formulas in (b) and (c), with x3 replaced by x4.

Proposition 1.

s1 − s2 − s3 + s4 = (x3 − x4)

(
−(ρ+ 1)

√
z2 + 4

2
+

(ρ3 − 2ρ− 7)
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

2

)
(10.4)

= (x3 − x4)

((
ρ3 + νρ2 + (ν − 2)ρ− 7

)√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

2

)
.

(10.5)

Proof. Write s1 = f1(x3), s3 = f1(x4), s2 = f2(x3), s4 = f2(x4). We start by
noting the polynomial identity

s1 − s2 − s3 + s4 = f1(x3)− f2(x3)− f1(x4) + f2(x4)

=
(x3 − x4)

b3
[(x3 + x4 + 3)b4 + (6x3 + 6x4 + 2)b3

+ (3x23 + 3x24 + 2x3 + 2x4 + 3x3x4)b
2

+ (3x3 + 3x4 + 2)b+ 3x23 + 3x24 + x3 + x4 + 3x3x4]

Now substitute

x3 + x4 = −b
2 + 6b+ 1

6
−
√
−θ1, x23 + x24 = (x3 + x4)

2 − 2x3x4

into the last expression. This yields

s1 − s2 − s3 + s4 =
−(x3 − x4)

b3
3b
√

−θ1

+
(x3 − x4)

b3
(b2 + 1)(b4 + 12b3 + 2b2 − 18b+ 1 + 36x3x4 + 36θ1)

12
.

(10.6)
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Putting 36θ1 = −b2(z2 +12z+16+ 12ρ) from (33) with z = b− 1
b in (51) gives

s1− s2− s3+ s4 =
−(x3 − x4)

b3

(
3b
√
−θ1 + (b2 + 1)

(
(ρ+ 1)b2 +

b

2
− 3x3x4)

))
.

(10.7)
Now use the result of the calculation

x3x4 =

(
−b

2 + 6b+ 1

12
− 1

2

√
−θ1 +

(
√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3)

2

)
×
(
−b

2 + 6b+ 1

12
− 1

2

√
−θ1 −

(
√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3)

2

)
=

(
b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)2

+
b2 + 6b+ 1

12

√
−θ1 −

θ1
4

− (
√
−θ2 −

√
−θ3)2

4

=

(
b2 + 6b+ 1

12

)2

+
b2 + 6b+ 1

12

√
−θ1 −

θ1
4

+
θ2 + θ3 + 2

√
−θ2

√
−θ3

4
,

with

θ2 + θ3 =
−b2

36
(2z2 + 24z + 32 + 12ωρ+ 12ω2ρ) =

−b2

36
(2z2 + 24z + 32− 12ρ)

in (10.7), giving

s1 − s2 − s3 + s4 =
−(x3 − x4)

b3

×
(
(−b4 − 6b3 − 2b2 + 6b− 1)

√
−θ1

4
+

(b2 + 1)(−3
√
−θ2

√
−θ3 + (ρ+ 1)b2)

2

)
= (x3 − x4)

(
(b4 + 6b3 + 2b2 − 6b+ 1)

√
−θ1

4b3
−

(b2 + 1)(− 3
√
−θ2

√
−θ3

b2 + (ρ+ 1))

2b

)
.

Now we use

(b4 + 6b3 + 2b2 − 6b+ 1)

b2
= z2 + 6z + 4, b+

1

b
=
√
z2 + 4,√

−θ1 =
b

6
(ρ2 − ρ− 1)

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5,

−3
√
−θ2

√
−θ3

b2
=

(ρ4 + ρ3 + 2ρ2 − ρ+ 1)
√
z2 + 4

12
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

,

(the last from the proof of Lemma 4) to write the factor in the large parenthesis
as

A = −2(ρ+ 1)
√
z2 + 4

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5− z(ρ4 + ρ3 + 2ρ2) + (z2 + 7z + 4)ρ+ z2 + 5z + 4

4
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

.

The final terms in the numerator of A factor on setting z = ρ3 − 11:

−z(ρ4 + ρ3 +2ρ2)+ (z2 +7z+4)ρ+ z2 +5z+4 = −2(ρ3 − 2ρ− 7)(ρ2 +2ρ+5),
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giving

A = −2(ρ+ 1)
√
z2 + 4

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5− 2(ρ3 − 2ρ− 7)(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

4
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

=
−(ρ+ 1)

√
z2 + 4 + (ρ3 − 2ρ− 7)

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

2
.

This proves (10.4). Equation (10.5) follows from (10.4) on using√
z2 + 4 = −

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

√
ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25 = −νρ

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

by Lemma 4 and its proof.

Corollary 2. The quantity s1 − s2 − s3 + s4 ̸= 0.

Proof. This follows from (10.4), since

(ρ+ 1)2((ρ3 − 11)2 + 4)− (ρ3 − 2ρ− 7)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5) = 12(ρ− 2)(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

and ρ = −1± 2i gives z = ±2i and j = 1728, which is excluded.

A similar calculation leads to the following result.

Proposition 2.

s1 + s2 − s3 − s4 = (x3 − x4)

×

(
−(ρ4 + 3ρ3 − 15ρ− 23)

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 + (ρ2 + 4ρ+ 5)

√
z2 + 4

2
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

)
(10.8)

= −(x3 − x4)
(ρ4 + 3ρ3 − 15ρ− 23) + (ρ2 + 4ρ+ 5)νρ

2
. (10.9)

Proof. This follows from

s1 + s2 − s3 − s4 = f1(x3) + f2(x3)− f1(x4)− f2(x4)

=
−(x3 − x4)

b3
B1,

B1 = (x3 + x4 + 5)b4 + (2x3 + 2x4 + 4)b3

+ (3x23 + 3x24 − 18x3 − 18x4 + 3x3x4 − 10)b2

+ (−12x23 − 12x24 − 7x3 − 7x4 − 12x3x4 − 2)b

− 3x23 − 3x24 − x3 − x4 − 3x3x4,

using the same substitutions as in the proof of Proposition 1. This leads to

B =
−1

b3
B1 =

−(ρ4 + 3ρ3 − 15ρ− 23)
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 + (ρ2 + 4ρ+ 5)

√
z2 + 4

2
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

.
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Now we find a formula for the quotient of the sums in Propositions 1 and 2.
A straightforward calculation establishes the following result.

Theorem 15. If A and B are the respective cofactors of (x3−x4) in (10.4) and
(10.8), we have

s1 + s2 − s3 − s4
s1 − s2 − s3 + s4

=
B

A
=

(−2ρ+ 3)
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5 +

√
z2 + 4

(ρ− 2)(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
(10.10)

=

(
3− (ν + 2)ρ

)√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

(ρ− 2)(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
. (10.11)

Remark. It is clear that the quotient in (10.10) is the quotient of sums and
differences of the traces of the eight τ -invariants for ℘3℘

′
3℘

′
5 in K(3)℘′

5
/K℘′

5
(ω).

Now assume that ψ ∈ Gal(K(3)℘′
5
/K) is an automorphism fixing the set of

τ -invariants for ℘3℘
′
3℘

′
5. Then the set of traces of these invariants to K℘′

5
(ω) is

also fixed, and

{λ(s1 + β), λ(s2 + β), λ(s3 + β), λ(s4 + β)}ψ

is a permutation of

S = {λ(s1 + β), λ(s2 + β), λ(s3 + β), λ(s4 + β)}.

This permutation must respect the orbits of S under the automorphisms α, ψ̄, αψ̄,
since they commute with ψ. The numerator on the left side of (10.10) is the
difference of the orbit sums of S under ψ̄ divided by λ, while the denominator
is the difference of orbit sums under αψ̄ divided by λ. Hence, the quotient is
preserved up to sign, and we have the relation((

3− (ν + 2)ρ
)√

ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

(ρ− 2)(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

)ψ
= ±

(
3− (ν + 2)ρ

)√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

(ρ− 2)(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
.

Now (ρ) = ℘′
5 (see the line just before (9.5)) implies that ρψ = aρ, for some

unit a ∈ Σ. Furthermore,
√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5

ψ
= ε

√
ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5, with ε ∈ Σ, since

both square-roots are Kummer elements for K℘′
5
/Σ. This implies the relation(

3− (νψ + 2)aρ
)

(aρ− 2)

1

ε
= ±

(
3− (ν + 2)ρ

)
(ρ− 2)

.

This implies that ε ≡ ±1 mod (ρ), i.e., mod ℘′
5. On the other hand, we also

have
(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)ψ = a2ρ2 + 2aρ+ 5 = ε2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5),

or
(a2 − ε2)ρ2 + 2(a− ε2)ρ+ 5− 5ε2 = 0.
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Dividing this equation by ρ gives

(a2 − ε2)ρ+ 2(a− ε2) + 5
1− ε2

ρ
= 0,

hence
a ≡ ε2 ≡ 1 (mod (ρ))

and
ρψ = aρ ≡ ρ (mod (ρ)2). (10.12)

Now we appeal to the formula

j(k) = j = − (z2 + 12z + 16)3

z + 11
.

Putting z = ρ3 − 11 implies that

j(k) = j = − (ρ6 − 10ρ3 + 5)3

ρ3
= −

(
ρ5 − 10ρ2 +

5

ρ

)3

.

Since 5/ρ is an algebraic integer, this gives further that

jψ − j = −
(
ρ5ψ − 10ρ2ψ +

5

ρψ
−
(
ρ5 − 10ρ2 +

5

ρ

))
Ξ, (10.13)

for some algebraic integer Ξ. Now by (10.12),

ρ5ψ ≡ ρ5, ρ2ψ ≡ ρ2 (mod (ρ)2),

and
5

ρψ
− 5

ρ
= 5

ρ− ρψ

ρρψ
≡ 0 (mod (ρ)),

since ρρψ ∼= ρ2. Thus, (10.13) yields that

j(k)ψ ≡ j(k) (mod ℘′
5);

which implies ψ|Σ = 1 when 5 ∤ dK , since the discriminant of HdK (X) is not
divisible by 5 in this case. This proves that j(k)ψ = j(k) and the polynomials
Tm(X, k) are distinct for different ideal classes k.

This proves:

Theorem 16. If K = Q(
√
d), where d = dk ≡ 1, 4 (mod 15), then Sugawara’s

conjecture holds for K and the ideal m = ℘3℘
′
3℘

′
5, i.e., Km is generated over K

by a single τ -invariant for the ideal m.

Note that the ideal m = ℘2
3℘5 satisfies Sugawara’s condition (1.3), so there

is no need to consider fields in which 3 ramifies.
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10.1 Proof of the conjecture when (5) = ℘2
5.

All the above arguments apply in the case that (5) = ℘2
5, except for the final

conclusion. In this case, namely, when 5 | dK , the conjugates of j(k) can be
congruent to each other modulo prime divisors of ℘5. To handle this case we
set

R(ρ, ν) =

(
3− (ν + 2)ρ

)2
(ρ− 2)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

.

This is the square of the expression in (10.11). Then we must show:

ψ ∈ Gal(Km/K) ∧ R(ρ, ν)ψ = R(ρ, ν) ⇒ ψ|Σ = 1. (10.14)

As before, we know ρψ = aρ for some unit a and (ρ2+2ρ+5)ψ = ε2(ρ2+2ρ+5),
where ε ∈ Σ and

a ≡ 1, ε ≡ ±1 (mod (ρ)).

In this case, dividing the equation

a2ρ2 + 2aρ+ 5 = ε2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

by ρ yields that

(a2 − ε2)ρ+ 2(a− ε2) + 5
(1− ε2)

ρ
= 0,

and implies the congruence

a ≡ ε2 (mod ρ2).

Proposition 3. There are at most 2 automorphisms ψ ∈ Gal(Σ/K) for which
R(ρ, ν)ψ = R(ρ, ν).

Proof. Expanding R(ρ, ν) and using Corollary 1 to Lemma 4 gives that

r = R(ρ, ν) =

(
3− (ν + 2)ρ

)2
(ρ− 2)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

=
2(2ρ− 3)ρν

(ρ− 2)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
+
ρ4 − 2ρ3 + 3ρ2 − 22ρ+ 34

(ρ− 2)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
.

Squaring and using Corollary 1 again shows that

r2 = R(ρ, ν)2 =
4(ρ4 − 2ρ3 + 3ρ2 − 22ρ+ 34)ρ(2ρ− 3)ν

(ρ− 2)4(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2

+
ρ8 − 4ρ7 + 26ρ6 − 136ρ5 + 281ρ4 − 452ρ3 + 1532ρ2 − 3056ρ+ 2056

(ρ− 2)4(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2
.

Solving for ν in terms of r in the first equation yields that

ν =
ρ4 − 2ρ3 + ρ2 − 12ρ+ 20)r

2(2ρ− 3)ρ
+

−ρ4 + 2ρ3 − 3ρ2 + 22ρ− 34

2(2ρ− 3)ρ
.
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Now substitute for ν in the expression for r2:

r2 =
(2ρ6 + 8ρ4 − 52ρ3 + 10ρ2 − 84ρ+ 340)r

(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2(ρ− 2)2

+
−ρ6 + 10ρ4 + 16ρ3 − 25ρ2 − 80ρ− 64

(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2(ρ− 2)2

=
2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)(ρ4 − 2ρ3 + 3ρ2 − 22ρ+ 34)r

(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2(ρ− 2)2
− (ρ3 − 5ρ− 8)2

(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2(ρ− 2)2
.

Rearranging gives the polynomial identity

0 = F (r, ρ) = (ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)2(ρ− 2)2r2

− 2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)(ρ4 − 2ρ3 + 3ρ2 − 22ρ+ 34)r

+ (ρ3 − 5ρ− 8)2. (10.15)

If r = 1, then a computation using the above formula for ν above gives

ν =
−ρ2 + 5ρ− 7

(2ρ− 3)ρ
,

and substituting yields

0 = R

(
ρ,−ρ

2 − 5ρ+ 7

ρ(2ρ− 3)

)
− 1 = −4

ρ4 − ρ3 − ρ2 − 9ρ+ 11

(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)(2ρ− 3)2
.

Thus, ρ would satisfy the irreducible equation

ρ4 − ρ3 − ρ2 − 9ρ+ 11 = 0.

But this is impossible, since (ρ) = ℘5 ∤ 11.

Rewriting equation (10.15) as a polynomial in ρ gives us an equation satisfied
by ρ over the field K(r), where r = R(ρ, ν):

0 = F (r, ρ) = (r2 − 2r + 1)ρ6 + (2r2 − 8r − 10)ρ4 + (−20r2 + 52r − 16)ρ3

+ (r2 − 10r + 25)ρ2 + (−20r2 + 84r + 80)ρ+ 100r2 − 340r + 64. (10.16)

Dividing through in (10.16) by the leading coefficient gives an equation with
constant term

c =
100r2 − 340r + 64

(r − 1)2
=

4(5r − 1)(5r − 16)

(r − 1)2
.

Since

r =

(
3− (ν + 2)ρ

)2
(ρ− 2)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)

∼=
a

b℘5
,

where a, b are integral ideals which are relatively prime to ℘5, it is clear that

c = 4(5r−1)(5r−16)
(r−1)2 is exactly divisible by ℘2

5
∼= ρ2. Furthermore, the coefficients
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of the scaled equation are integral for ℘5, and its roots are therefore integral
for ℘5. Also, since the conjugates of ρ are aψρ ∼= ρ, there can be at most two
such conjugates which are roots of (10.16). Hence, there can be at most two
automorphisms 1, ψ, for which ρψ is a root of (10.16). Therefore, either ψ = 1
is the only such automorphism; or ψ2 = 1 and Σ is quadratic over K(r). This
proves the proposition.

Assume that R(ρ, ν)ψ = R(ρ, ν), where ψ has order 2. Then ρψ = aρ implies

that ρψ
2

= aψaρ = ρ, giving that aψ = 1
a .

From the proofs of Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 5.3 in [19, pp. 124-129]
(which are also valid for fundamental discriminants dK = −5d in place of the
discriminants −5l considered in that paper), we know that, for some w ∈ RK

λ =

(
η(w/5)

η(w)

)6

= −ρ3

is conjugate to the value

λσ℘5 =
53

λ

over K, where σ℘5 =
(

Σ/K
℘5

)
. (See Theorem 11 in Section 9.) Since the cube

roots of unity are not in Σ, this implies that

ρσ℘5 =
5

ρ
.

Now the automorphism σ = σ℘5
acts on a = ρψ

ρ by

aσ =
(5/ρ)ψ

5/ρ
=

ρ

ρψ
=

1

a
. (10.17)

But we also have aψ = 1
a from above. Now there are two cases.

Case 1: K(a) = Σ. In this case aψ = aσ implies that ψ = σ = σ℘5
. This implies

further, using the notation of (10.16), that

0 = F (r, ρ)ψ = F (r, ρσ) = F

(
r,
5

ρ

)
.

Thus, ρ must be a root of the resultant

Resr
(
F (r, ρ),ρ6F

(
r,
5

ρ

))
= 256(ρ2 − 5)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)4(11ρ4 − 14ρ3 − 86ρ2 − 70ρ+ 275)

× (11ρ8 − 164ρ7 + 829ρ6 − 1980ρ5 + 3685ρ4 − 9900ρ3 + 20725ρ2

− 20500ρ+ 6875).
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ρ cannot be a root of the irreducible quartic or octic factor, since ρ is an algebraic
integer. Further, ρ2+2ρ+5 ̸= 0, since the discriminant of this quadratic is −16
and not divisible by 5. Thus, ρ2 − 5 = 0. A simple computation shows this is
only possible for the discriminant dK = −20: in this case

Resρ(ρ
2 − 5, z + 11− ρ3) = z2 + 22z − 4,

Resz(z
2 + 22z − 4, (z + 11)j + (z2 + 12z + 16)3)

= −53(j2 − 1264000j − 681472000) = −53H−20(j).

Hence, K = Q(
√
−5) and Σ = K(

√
5) = K(

√
−1); since ℘5 splits in Σ, we

have σ℘5
=
(

Σ/K
℘5

)
= 1, so ψ ̸= σ℘5

. Notice that for ρ =
√
5 the nontrivial

automorphism ψ of Σ/K satisfies a = ρψ

ρ = −1, which is certainly not congruent

to 1 (mod ρ). Thus, ψ does not fix r = R(ρ, ν), proving (10.14). This is an
instance of Case 2, which we consider next.

Case 2: K(a) ̸= Σ. Assume that ψ ̸= σ℘5
fixes r = R(ρ, ν), so that F (r, ρ) = 0,

as in Case 1. Then ψ also fixes

s = rσ = R(ρσ, νσ), σ = σ℘5 .

By Lemma 4,

(ν2ρ2)σ = (ρ4 − 2ρ3 − ρ2 − 10ρ+ 25)σ

=

(
5

ρ

)4

− 2

(
5

ρ

)3

−
(
5

ρ

)2

− 10

(
5

ρ

)
+ 25

=
52

ρ4
(52 − 10ρ− ρ2 − 2ρ3 + ρ4)

=
52

ρ4
× ν2ρ2 =

52

ρ2
ν2.

This yields that νσ = ±ν.

Assuming first that νσ = ν, we obtain that

s = R(ρσ, ν) = R

(
5

ρ
, ν

)
=

(3ρ− 5v − 10)2ρ2

(5(−5 + 2ρ)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
.

Proceeding as we did in Proposition 3 with R(ρ, ν), we compute that

0 = F2(s, ρ) = (100s2 − 340s+ 64)ρ6 + (−100s2 + 420s+ 400)ρ5

+ (25s2 − 250s+ 625)ρ4 + (−2500s2 + 6500s− 2000)ρ3

+ (1250s2 − 5000s− 6250)ρ2 + 15625s2 − 31250s+ 15625.

Next, we compute the resultant

Resr(F (r, ρ), F (r, aρ)) = 256ρ2(a− 1)2A,
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where
A = (a10 + 2a9 + a8)ρ18 + · · ·+ 540000

is a polynomial in a and ρ. Similarly, we compute

Ress(F2(s, ρ), F2(s, aρ)) = 160000ρ4(a− 1)2B,

where
B = 21600a10ρ18 + · · ·+ 152587890625

is also a polynomial in a and ρ. Now we compute

Resa(A,B) = ρ80(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)20(11ρ4 − 14ρ3 − 86ρ2 − 70ρ+ 275)

× (11ρ8 − 164ρ7 + 829ρ6 − 1980ρ5 + 3685ρ4 − 9900ρ3 + 20725rho2

− 20500ρ+ 6875)

× (2488869ρ8 − 9142380ρ7 − 12557677ρ6 + 46638270ρ5 − 3856021ρ4

+ 233191350ρ3 − 313941925ρ2 − 1142797500ρ+ 1555543125)

× P,

where P is a product of 7 primitive, irreducible polynomials of degrees 12, 20, 24:

P = (6543999ρ12 − 23871960ρ11 − 93034852ρ10 + 328442160ρ9 + 296712789ρ8

+ 1001170920ρ7 − 9112922960ρ6 + 5005854600ρ5 + 7417819725ρ4 + 41055270000ρ3

− 58146782500ρ2 − 74599875000ρ+ 102249984375)

× (47989326ρ20 − 687672216ρ19 + · · ·+ 468645761718750)

× (18251706ρ20 − 636597576ρ19 + · · ·+ 178239316406250)

× (195570225ρ20 − 944115600ρ19 + · · ·+ 1909865478515625)

× (1363919525ρ20 − 15974832650ρ19 + · · ·+ 13319526611328125)

× (125164944ρ24 − 1106740704ρ23 + · · ·+ 30557847656250000)

× (872908496ρ24 − 5290763616ρ23 + · · ·+ 213112425781250000).

For each factor of this resultant (with degree at least 4), the leading coefficient
does not divide the next coefficient, from which we conclude that ρ cannot be
a root of any of these factors. It follows that Resa(A,B) ̸= 0, and therefore at
least one of A or B is nonzero, giving that a = 1. Hence, ψ = 1 in Gal(Σ/K).

A similar calculation works if νσ = −ν. In this case, we have that

t = R(ρσ,−ν) = R

(
5

ρ
,−ν

)
=

(3ρ+ 5v − 10)2ρ2

(5(−5 + 2ρ)2(ρ2 + 2ρ+ 5)
.

This leads as in Proposition 3 to the equation

0 = F3(t, ρ) = (100t2 − 340t+ 64)ρ6 + (−100t2 + 420t+ 400)ρ5

+ (25t2 − 250t+ 625)ρ4 + (−2500t2 + 6500t− 2000)ρ3

+ (1250t2 − 5000t− 6250)ρ2 + 15625t2 − 31250t+ 15625,
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which is the same as the equation 0 = F2(s, ρ). This case also leads to a = 1
and ψ = 1.

The only other alternative is that ψ = σ℘5
, and in this case the same calcu-

lation as in Case 1 shows that ψ = 1. This completes the proof of (10.14) and
shows that Theorem 16 also holds in the ramified case, when (5) = ℘2

5 in K.

In connection with the result of this section, I put forward the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 3. Assume 5 | dK , (5) = ℘2
5 and 1 ̸= ψ ∈ Gal(Σ/K). If ρψ = aρ,

then a ̸≡ 1 mod ℘5 in Σ = K1.

It can be shown in the situation of this conjecture that a = ε2 is a square in
Σ. The congruence just after equation (10.14) shows that Sugawara’s conjecture
for this case would also follow immediately from Conjecture 3.

11 E12 and the case m = ℘2
2℘3.

The Tate normal form for a point of order 12 can be given in the form

E12(t) : Y
2 +

3t4 + 4t3 − 2t2 + 4t− 1

(t− 1)3
XY − t(t+ 1)(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)4
Y

= X3 − t(t+ 1)(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)4
X2.

Denote the nontrivial coefficients in this equation by

a1 =
3t4 + 4t3 − 2t2 + 4t− 1

(t− 1)3
, a3 = a2 = − t(t+ 1)(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)4
.

For the curve E12(t) we have

g2 =
(3t4 + 6t2 − 1)(3t12 + 234t10 + 249t8 + 60t6 − 27t4 − 6t2 − 1)

12(t− 1)12
,

g3 =
(3t8 + 24t6 + 6t4 − 1)

216(t− 1)18

× (9t16 − 1584t14 − 3996t12 − 3168t10 + 30t8 + 528t6 − 12t4 + 1),

∆ =
(t+ 1)12t6(t2 + 1)3(3t2 + 1)4(3t2 − 1)

(t− 1)24
.

Its j-invariant is

j(E12(t)) =
(3t4 + 6t2 − 1)3(3t12 + 234t10 + 249t8 + 60t6 − 27t4 − 6t2 − 1)3

t6(t2 − 1)12(t2 + 1)3(3t2 + 1)4(3t2 − 1)
.

Note that j12(t) = j(E12(t)) is invariant under the map t2 → A(−t2), where

A(x) =
x− 1

3x+ 1
.
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If E12(t) has complex multiplication by RK , then j12(t) is an algebraic integer,
and putting t = 1/t′ shows that t′ = 1/t is an algebraic integer.

Using the standard formulas, the point P = (0, 0) satisfies

X(2P ) =
−b8
b6

= −a2a
2
3

a23
=
t(t+ 1)(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)4
,

with corresponding Y -coordinate

Y (2P ) = − t
2(t2 + 1)(t+ 1)2(3t2 + 1)2

(t− 1)7
.

The point

2P =

(
t(t+ 1)(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)4
,− t

2(t2 + 1)(t+ 1)2(3t2 + 1)2

(t− 1)7

)
has order 6. Furthermore, the point

4P =

(
(t2 + 1)t(t+ 1)

(t− 1)2
,−2t2(t+ 1)2(t2 + 1)2

(t− 1)5

)
has order 3. Hence

6P = 2P + 4P =

(
(t+ 1)(3t2 + 1)

4(t− 1)
,− (t+ 1)2(3t2 + 1)2

8(t− 1)3

)
has order 2. We also have the points

3P = P + 2P =

(
− t(t+ 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)3
,
t2(t+ 1)2(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)4

)
,

5P = P + 4P =

(
−2t(t+ 1)(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)

(t− 1)5
,
t(t+ 1)2(t2 + 1)(3t2 + 1)2

(t− 1)7

)
,

which have order 4 and 12, respectively.

The τ -invariant for m = ℘2
2℘3 and a given point Q is given by

τ(k∗) = −2735
g2g3
∆

(
X(Q) +

a21 + 4a2
12

)
.

Let τk denote the τ -invariant for the point kP .

Lemma 7. Assume that E12(t) has complex multiplication by RK , where ℘2, ℘3

are first degree prime divisors of 2 and 3 in RK , and P = (0, 0) is a primitive
a-division point on E12(t) for the ideal a = ℘2

2℘3. The invariants τ2, τ3, τ4, τ6 lie
in Σ, and t generates K℘2

2℘3
over Σ. Moreover, the invariants τi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 6

are all algebraic integers.
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Proof. For the ideal a = ℘2
2℘3, there are always a-division points on an elliptic

curve E with RK as its multiplier ring. This is because, by [4, p. 42], the
number of primitive (“echten”) a-division points is∑

d|a

µ(a/d)N(d)

= µ(1)N(℘2
2℘3) + µ(℘2)N(℘2℘3) + µ(℘3)N(℘2

2) + µ(℘2℘3)N(℘2)

= 12− 6− 4 + 2 = 4.

If a point P̃ is one such division point on E, then P̃ has order 12 in E[12], so
there must be a value of t and an isomorphism E → E12(t) for which P̃ →
P = (0, 0), and P is a primitive a-division point on E12(t). (See [15, p. 250],
where the assignment y → u3y + vx + d in the proof of Lemma 4 should be
y → u3y+ vu2x+ d.) Now let K be the elliptic function field defined by E12(t).
Since N(a) = 12 = ord(P ) and aP = O, the field Ka is the fixed field of the
translation group

Gal(K/Ka) = ⟨σo,p⟩
generated by the translation σo,p taking o to the prime divisor p of K cor-
responding to P = (0, 0). This gives an isogeny ϕ : E12 → Ea

12 for which
ker(ϕ) = {Q ∈ E12 : aQ = O} = ⟨P ⟩ is generated by P . (In Deuring’s termi-
nology [3], Ka has the same multiplier-ring RK as K, so that ϕ : E12(t) → Ea

12

is a Heegner point on X0(12).)

The following containments follow from these considerations:

2P ∈ ker(℘2℘3), 3P ∈ ker(℘2
2), 4P ∈ ker(℘3), 6P ∈ ker(℘2).

Since the conductors of each of these ideals is f = 1, it follows that τ2, τ3, τ4, τ6
all lie in Σ. On the other hand, τ1 and τ5 do not lie in Σ, since the τ -invariants
for m = ℘2

2℘3 must generate the quadratic extension Km/Σ.

Note that

τ1 − τ6
τ4 − τ6

= − (3t2 + 1)(t− 1)

(1 + t)3
,

τ2 − τ3
τ6 − τ3

=
4t2

t2 − 1
,

τ3 − τ6
τ3 − τ4

=
3t2 + 1

4t2
.

It follows from the above arguments that t2 ∈ Σ but t /∈ Σ, so that t is a Kummer
element for K℘2

2℘3
over Σ. Hence, the nontrivial automorphism of K℘2

2℘3
/Σ is

ρ : t→ −t.
Finally, τ3, τ4, and τ6 are algebraic integers by the formulas for F (X, k)

in Sections 2, 3 and 5, since they correspond to points of orders 4, 3 and 2,
respectively. Also, τ1, τ2 and τ5 are algebraic integers by Hasse’s results [9, eq.
(35), p. 134], since they are invariants for the ideals ℘2

2℘3, ℘2℘3 and ℘2
2℘3,

respectively.
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Corollary 3. For the value of t in this Lemma, [K(t) : K] = [K℘2
2℘3

: K] =
2h(dK).

Proof. This statement holds because j(E12(t)) ∈ K(t) and K(j(E12(t)), t) =
Σ(t) = K℘2

2℘3
.

Now assume that ψ is an automorphism of K℘2
2℘3

/K for which j(k′) = j(k)ψ

and {τ1, τ5}ψ = {τ1, τ5}. If the fixed field of ⟨ψ⟩ is L, and L ⊆ Σ, with ψ ̸= 1,
then the nontrivial automorphism ρ : t → −t of K℘2

2℘3
/Σ lies in ⟨ψ⟩. In that

case, for some i, τψ
i

1 = τρ1 = τ5.

Lemma 8. In K℘2
2℘3

we have t ∼= q−1
3 , where q23 = ℘3, i.e., q3 is the product of

the prime divisors of K℘2
2℘3

lying over ℘3. The same holds if (3) = ℘2
3.

Proof. First assume that (3) = ℘3℘
′
3 in RK . Put t = u/

√
3 in j12(t) = j(E12(t)).

This gives that

j12(t) =
(u4 + 6u2 − 3)3(u12 + 234u10 + 747u8 + 540u6 − 729u4 − 486u2 − 243)3

(u2 − 3)12u6(u2 + 3)3(u2 + 1)4(u2 − 1)
.

Hence, u is an algebraic integer, so that u2 = 3t2 is an algebraic integer. This
shows that the denominator of t is divisible at most by prime divisors of (3) =
q23℘

′
3. It follows that no prime divisor of ℘′

3 can divide this denominator, and
furthermore, at most the first power of any prime divisor of q3 can divide the
denominator. If σ ∈ Gal(K℘2

2℘3
/K), then tσ = tα, for some α ∈ Σ, since tσ

is also a Kummer element for K℘2
2℘3

/Σ. But since the reciprocals of t and tσ

are algebraic integers, the numerators in their ideal factorizations are both 1, so
that the prime divisors of tσ/t = α occur in the numerator and denominator at
most to the first power. I claim that at least one prime ideal divisor of q3 divides
the denominator of t. If not, t2 ∈ Σ would be a unit and the prime divisors of
℘3 would not be ramified in Σ(t)/Σ, which is false. But since α ∈ Σ is only
divisible by (ramified) prime divisors of ℘3, the ideal (α) must be a square in
the group of ideals in K℘2

2℘3
. This can only be the case if (tσ) = (t). Since the

prime divisors of q3 are conjugate to each other over K, this shows that all of
them must divide the denominator of t. If (3) = ℘2

3, then the denominator of
t2 is divisible by at most the square of a prime divisor of ℘3 in Σ. But if the
square of q divides the denominator, then q would not be ramified in K℘2

2℘3
/Σ,

since it divides an odd prime. Hence, exactly the first power of q divides the
denominator. The rest of the argument is the same. This proves the lemma.

Corollary 4. If σ ∈ Gal(K℘2
2℘3

/K), then tσ = αt, where α is a unit in Σ.
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Now we use the fact that both

τ1 + τ5 =
2(3t4 + 6t2 − 1)(3t12 + 234t10 + 249t8 + 60t6 − 27t4 − 6t2 − 1)

(t2 − 1)12t6(t2 + 1)3(3t2 + 1)4(3t2 − 1)

× (3t8 + 24t6 + 6t4 − 1)(3t8 − 42t4 − 24t2 − 1)

× (9t16 − 1584t14 − 3996t12 − 3168t10 + 30t8 + 528t6 − 12t4 + 1)

=
N1(t)

D1(t)

and

τ1 + τ5
τ1 − τ5

= − 3t8 − 42t4 − 24t2 − 1

12t(t2 − 1)(3t2 + 1)(t2 + 1)

=
N2(t)

D2(t)

are invariant (up to sign) under ψ : t → αt. Assuming first that
(
N2(t)
D2(t)

)ψ
=

N2(t)
D2(t)

, we compute the resultant

Rt(a) = Rest

(
N1(at)D1(t)−N1(t)D1(at),

1

t
(N2(at)D2(t)−N2(t)D2(at))

)
= 25723170(a− 1)108(a+ 1)50a362(a8 − 68a6 − 570a4 − 68a2 + 1)2

× (a8 − 24a7 + 28a6 − 168a5 + 582a4 − 168a3 + 28a2 − 24a+ 1)2

× (a16 + 72a14 − 1412a12 + 3960a10 + 11142a8 + 3960a6 − 1412a4 + 72a2 + 1)2

× (3a2 − 1)6(a2 − 3)6(a2 + 3)8(3a2 + 1)8(a2 + 1)12 ×R192(a)
2,

where R192(a) ∈ Z[a] is an irreducible polynomial of degree 192 with leading
coefficient 11664 = 24 ·36 and coefficient of a equal to −2970432 = −26 ·35 ·191.
It follows that the unit α is a root of Rt(a), but cannot be a root of R192(a) or
of any of the factors in the last line of the resultant formula, other than a2 + 1.
The three nontrivial factors (of degrees 8, 8 and 16) are symmetric in a, and in
these cases x = α+ 1/α satisfies the polynomial, respectively, given by

A1(x) = x4 − 72x2 − 432,

A2(x) = x4 − 24x3 + 24x2 − 96x+ 528,

A3(x) = x8 + 64x6 − 1824x4 + 10240x2 + 256.

The discriminants of A1(x) and A2(x) are

disc(A1(x)) = −24 · 39, disc(A2(x)) = −236 · 33.

Since α+ α−1 lies in Σ, which is normal over Q, it would follow that
√
−3 ∈ Σ

if α + α−1 is a root of A1(x) or A2(x). But this is impossible in the case that
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(3) = ℘3℘
′
3 is unramified in K. The same argument holds for (α + α−1)2 and

A3(x) = f3(x
2), where disc(f3(x)) = 240 · 37 · 112.

If (3) = ℘2
3, then the Galois groups of A1(x) and A2(x) are both D4, and

Gal(A3(x)/Q) ∼= (Z/2Z)3 ⋊D4

is a semi-direct product of order 64. The last is impossible, since the normal
closure of Q(α + α−1)/Q is abelian over the quadratic field K, and is thus at
most quadratic over the root field Q(α + α−1). Hence, α + α−1 cannot be a
root of A3(x). If it were a root of A1(x) or A2(x), then since the normal closure
L of Q(α + α−1) ⊆ Σ has Galois group D4, it would have to contain the field
K; otherwise L and K would be linearly disjoint and Gal(LK/K) ∼= Gal(L/Q)
would not be abelian. In that case only 2 and 3 can divide the discriminant of
K. The only possibility is then K = Q(

√
−6), with discriminant dK = −24.

(This because Q(
√
−3) is excluded and Q(

√
−2) has class number 1.) In this

case we have
H−24(X) = X2 − 4834944X + 14670139392

and from the formula for j(E12(t)) and [K℘2
2℘3

: Q] = 8 we find that the minimal
polynomial of t can only be

f(t) = 9t8 − 36t6 − 18t4 + 12t2 + 1.

But then

Resy(f(xy), f(y)) = 316(x8 + 60x6 + 134x4 + 60x2 + 1)2

× (x4 − 10x2 + 1)4(x4 + 6x2 + 1)4(x− 1)8(x+ 1)8.

This shows that α cannot be a root of either of the 8-th degree polynomials
dividing Rt(a).

Now suppose that α is a root of a2 + 1 = 0. Then α = ±i and ψ(t) = αt

implies that ψ(t2) = −t2. Now computing N2(αt)
D2(αt)

and setting it equal to ±N2(t)
D2(t)

,

we find that t is a root of the 20-th degree polynomial

P1(t) = (−9t10 + 3it8 + 126t6 + 30it4 − 21t2 − i)

× (9t10 + 3it8 − 126t6 + 30it4 + 21t2 − i)

= −(81t20 − 2259t16 + 16434t12 − 4398t8 + 381t4 + 1) = −P2(t
4).

But Gal(P2(t)/Q) ∼= S5 is not solvable, showing that this is impossible. Hence
α cannot be a root of a2 + 1.

On the other hand, if
(
N2(t)
D2(t)

)ψ
= −N2(t)

D2(t)
, then

Rest

(
N1(at)D1(t)−N1(t)D1(at),

1

t
(N2(at)D2(t) +N2(t)D2(at))

)
= Rt(−a)
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is obtained by replacing a by −a in the above resultant, and the argument is
the same.

Hence, whether 3 is ramified in K or not, the only possibilities are α = ±1,
in which case ψ : t→ ±t fixes L = Σ. Hence, we find that j(k′) = j(k)ψ = j(k).
Thus, Sugawara’s conjecture holds for these fields and m = ℘2

2℘3.

Theorem 17. If m = ℘2
2℘3, where ℘2, ℘3 are first degree prime ideals in K,

then K(τ1) = Σ℘2
2℘3

and Sugawara’s conjecture holds for K and m.

This completes the proof of Sugawara’s Conjecture for all ideals m of K
listed in (1.4). All other ideals satisfy one of Sugawara’s conditions (1.1)-(1.3),
and for these Sugawara’s arguments in [22, 23] apply. This completes the proof
of the Main Theorem.
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