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RATIONAL TORSION OF GENERALISED DRINFELD MODULAR JACOBIANS OF PRIME POWER LEVEL

MAR CURCO IRANZO

ABSTRACT. For a prime p € F,[T] and a positive integer r, we consider the generalised Jacobian Jy(n),, of the
Drinfeld modular curve X, (n) of level n = p", with respect to the modulus m consisting of all cusps on the modular
curve. We show that the {-primary part of the group Jo(n)y,(F,(T ), [£°°] is trivial for all primes £ not dividing
q(g? —1). Our results establish a function field analogue to those of Yamazaki-Yang [27] for the classical case.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Torsion of modular (semi-)abelian varieties. Given a positive integer N, let X;(N) denote the modular
curve of level N for the congruence subgroup I'y(N) = {(‘C‘ 3) € SL,(Z) : ¢ =0 (mod N)}. This is a projective
nonsingular curve defined over Q. For N prime, Ogg [ 18, Conjecture 2] considered the Jacobian variety J,(N)
of X¢(N) as a natural family of candidates of higher-dimensional abelian varieties whose torsion could be
determined. His predictions on Jy(N), based on computational evidence, are now known as Ogg’s Conjecture.
To state it, write Cy for the image of the degree-zero divisors with support at the cusps of Xy(N) in Jy(N)
and define Cy(Q) := Cy NJy(N)(Q); Ogg proved that, for N > 5 prime, the cyclic group Cy(Q) has order
n= m and made the following conjecture: the cyclic group Cy (Q) of order n is the full torsion subgroup
Jo(N)(Q)ors of Jo(N)(Q). The conjecture was proved later by Mazur [ 17, Theorem I] using the Eisenstein ideal
machinery developed in his work. A natural generalisation of this conjecture is the following.

Conjecture A (Generalised Ogg’s conjecture). Let N be a positive integer. Then

CN(Q) = JO(N)(Q)torS'

Notice that by theorems of Manin [16, Corollary 3.6] and Drinfeld [5] the group Cy is finite, thus, the
inclusion Cy(Q) € Jo(N)(Q)iors always holds. Moreover, if C(N) is the subgroup formed by the equivalence
classes of Q-rational divisors in Cy(Q), i.e., the divisor classes fixed under the action of the absolute Galois
group of Q, a further conjecture states that Cy(Q) is equal to C(N).

Conjecture B (Rational cuspidal groups conjecture). Let N be a positive integer. Then
Cn(Q) =C(N).

A strategy for proving Conjectures A and B consists in decomposing the groups C(N), Cy(Q) and Jy(Q)ors
into the direct sum of their {-primary parts for all primes ¢ and showing that each respective £-primary part
equals that of the other groups. In this spirit, the strongest result to date says that C(N)[£°°] and Jo(Q)ors[£°]
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agree for all primes ¢ with £ > 5, or £ = 3 and either 32 } N or N has a prime divisor congruent to —1 modulo 3.
This result is due to Yoo [29] and is based on previous work of Ohta [19] on the Eistenstein ideal. See Section 1
in [29] for a summary of more (partial) results on Conjectures A and B. On the other hand, the elaborate task of
determining the structure of C(N) has recently been accomplished in further work by Yoo [28]. A meticulous
study of modular units, in particular of n-quotients, allows him to determine the structure and generators of
C(N)[£°°] for all £. Hence, as of today we can say that the structure of Jy(Q).rs[£°°] is understood for the
primes £ in Yoo’s result [29, Theorem 1.4].

In a parallel direction, a number of authors have moved on to determining the structure of Jo(N )y, (Q)iors»
where Jo(N)n(Q),ors is the generalised Jacobian of X,(N) with respect to a cuspidal modulus m. That is, if
we let Cusp(Xo(N)) be the set of cusps of Xo(N) and m = »_ weCusp(Xo(N)) &> the generalised Jacobian is the
group of invertible line bundles on the singular curve that results from X,(N) after the identification of all
the points in m. The general construction of this group variety can be found in [?] and [25]. In our case,
Jo(N)m(Q)iors is what is called a semi-abelian variety; that is, the extension of Jy(N) — an abelian variety
— by a commutative affine linear algebraic group L,, isomorphic to a number of copies of G,,. The group
Jo(N ) (Q) is not not necessarily finitely generated anymore, but the subgroup Jy(N ), (Q)rors is finite. Just like
the Jacobian J,(N), the generalised Jacobian Jy(N),, is an object of high (arithmetic) relevance when it come
to the study of the curve X,(N). With this underlying motivation, Yamazaki-Yang [27], Wei-Yamazaki [26],
Jordan-Ribet-Scholl [14] and the author [4] study the structure of Jy(N)y(Q)ors for different N and with
different approaches. The following result of Yamazaki-Yang is relevant for us in this paper.

Theorem 1.1. [27, Theorem 1.1.3] Let p be a prime number and n be a positive integer. For { { 2p, the group
Jo(PM)m(Q)[£°°] is trivial. Moreover, if Conjectures A and B hold, we have

1252 ) L7]
Jo"m@ors = [ | 2/2p'2) < | | 2/(20'2).
i=0 i=1

1.2. Torsion of Drinfeld modular (semi-)abelian varieties. In the current paper, we study an analogue of
the results of Yamazaki-Yang in the function field setting.

Notation 1.2. Let p be a prime and fix ¢ = p*. We fix the following notation for the rest of the paper.
Fy = finite field of characteristic p with g elements

= Fy[T] polynomial ring in T over

= IF4(T) rational function field

o = Fy((7)) the completion of K at the infinite place; 7 := 7!

= |-|co = normalised absolute value on K. ; that is, | T|so:=¢q

= F,[[7]] ring of integers in K,

oo = the completion of an algebraic closure of K,

= group scheme GL(2) over I,

= scalar matrices in G

NQﬁgCBINNﬁ:

Before introducing our main result, we present the analogue of Conjectures A and B for Drinfeld modular
curves. Given an monic element n € A, let Xy(n) denote the Drinfeld modular curve of level n for the congru-
ence subgroup I'y(n) consisting of matrices in I' = G(A) that are upper triangular modulo n — see Section 2.
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We regard X,(n) as a smooth projective curve defined over K — see [10]. Let Jy(n) be the Jacobian variety
of Xy(n) and Jy(n)(K),ors its rational torsion subgroup. The Lang-Néron theorem [15], which generalises the
Mordell-Weil theorem, asserts that Jy(n)(K) is finitely generated, and thus that Jy(n)(K),o is finite. Similar
as before, let C, be the cuspidal subgroup of J,(n), that is, the image of the degree-zero divisors with support
at the cusps of Xy(n) in Jy(n), and let C,(K) := €, NJy(n)(K) be the rational cuspidal subgroup of Jy(n).
Moreover, let C(n) be the rational cuspidal divisor class group of Xy(n), which is the subgroup of €, formed
by the equivalence classes of K-rational divisors in Cy(Q), i.e., the divisor classes fixed under the action of the
absolute Galois group of K. Since C,, is a finite group - it is generated by a finite set of torsion elements [8] —,
we have the tower of inclusions

(1) Cn) € €,(K) S Jo(m)(K)iors-
Analogues of Conjectures A and B in this setting predict the equality of two the inclusions.
Conjecture C. Let n € A be monic. Then we have

C(n) = Cy(K) = Jo(m)(K)rors-

As analogous results to those of Ogg and Mazur in this direction, Gekeler [7] computed the order of the
cyclic group €, and Pél [20] proved Conjecture C for n = p prime. Their techniques resembled those of the
classical modular setting, that is, they employed a study of the discriminant function and the development of
the appropiate Eisenstein ideal machinery in this setting. Further progress in determining the structure of C(n)
and proving Conjecture C in full generality can be found in works of e.g. Papikian-Wei [21], Papikian [22],
[23] and Ho [12], [13]- see [1] for a thorough survey on the topic.

In the Drinfeld case, one can also consider the generalised Jacobian J,(n),, of Xy(n) with cuspidal modulus
m=), weCusp(Xo(n)) @+ 1N [26], Wei-Yamazaki compute the structure of Jo (1), (K)rs up to q(q% — 1)-torsion.
The goal of this paper is two-fold: compute the structure of the group J,(n) for n = p” and compare the results
for this level to the ones in the classical case when N = p" given in 1.1. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let p € A monic irreducible and r an integer. For all odd primes £ with { {q(q* — 1) the subgroup
Jo(p)m(Q)[£°°] is trivial.

The results in Theorem 1.3 show that the situation in the Drinfeld case is analogous to the one in Theo-
rem 1.1.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we present some background on the Drinfeld mod-
ular curves X(n) and their cusps. In particular, in Theorem 2.2 we describe the residue fields of the cuspidal
closed points of Xy(n). We also review known results on Jy(n) and C(n) in the direction of Conjecture C.
In Section 3 we recall some results on the Drinfeld generalised Jacobian Jy(n),. We introduce a group ho-
momorphism denoted by 6 and reduce the proof of Theorem 1.3 to determining the injectivity of a related
homomorphism & on €(n). Finally, in the Sections 4 and 5 we prove the main result. The strategy of the
proof then goes as follows. In Section 4 we develop the tools to compute the image of certain cuspidal divisors
appearing in Theorem 2.8. In Section 5 we use that computation to construct the matrix that represents the
map EIQ(pr). Finally, that representation allows us to see that gle(pr) is injective.
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2. BACKGROUND

Let 2 = Co, — Koo be the Drinfeld upper half plane. The group I'y(n) acts on Q by linear fractional trans-
formations. The Drinfeld modular curve Y,(n) can be described analytically as the quotient T'y(n)\Q. The
points of Y,(n) parametrise rank 2 Drinfeld modules equipped with a cyclic subgroup of order n. Then, X,(n)
is the unique smooth projective curve over K containing Y,(n), that is, the canonical non-singular compactifi-
cation of Yy(n). The set of cusps of Xy(n) is Cusp(Xo(n)) = Xy(n) \ Yy(n). after base change to Co,, there is
a canonical 1-to-1 correspondence between cusps of Xo(n)c_ and I'o(n)\IP;(K). A divisor D of Xo(n)c_ with
supp(D) C Cusps(Xy(n)c,_ ) is called a cuspidal divisor. Then the group C, (resp. C(n)) defined in the intro-
duction is the subgroup of Jy(n) of classes of cuspidal divisors (resp. K-rational cuspidal divisors). A recent
remarkable result on Conjecture C is the following.

Theorem 2.1. [13, Theorem 1.7] Let n =p" € A be a prime power ideal with r > 2. For any prime £ {q(q—1),
we have

ClpIL™ T = Jo(p" ) K rors[€7]:

Motivated by Conjecture C, a number of authors have studied the structure of the group C(n) in order
to understand the torsion of Jy(n) better. For that, understanding the points in Cusps(Xy(n)) is crucial. We
proceed by giving some background knowledge about cusps.

Theorem 2.2. ([7, pg. 196], [21, Lemma 3.1(1)]) Let n € A be monic. The cusps of Xo(n)c_, are in bijection
with To(n)/P}(K). Every cusp in Cusp(Xo(n))c_, has a representative [ ] for some elements a,m € A, with m [ n
and ged(a,n) = 1. In particular, we can describe them as the set
Cusp(Xo(n)c )~ {[,?1] € Ty(n) \PY(K) : a,m € A monic, m | n, and ged(a,n) = 1} .
For two divisors m and wm’ of n, we have
[al= [;‘1’,] & m=m'and ka=da (mod?),
where 0 =0(m) := ged(m,n/m) and k € IF;.

A cusp w of Xy(n)c_, with a representative of the form [ 5 ] as in Theorem 2.2 is said to be of height m [11,
(2.4)]. Let (P,,) be the divisor given by the sum of all the cusps of X(n)c__ of fixed height m | n. The cuspidal
divisors (P,,) are K-rational, that is, they are invariant under the action Gal(K/K), cf. [9, Prop 6.3]. Indeed,
the cusps of X((n)c_, of the same height form an orbit under Gal(K/K). For m = p! with i € {0,...,r}, we let

P; be the closed K-point of X,(n)/K given by P; := (P,,). The following results describe the residue fields of
the closed points P;.

Proposition 2.3. Let n = p” and let m | n. Then the orbit of the cusp [t}l] under the action of GLy(A) is of size
¢(m,n/m)/(q —1).

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.2. O

Definition 2.4. For a polynomial M € F,[T], let K(M) denote the cyclotomic function field obtained after

adjoining the M-torsion of the Carlitz module in F,(T) to K = F,(T). See [3] for a survey on cyclotomic
function fields.
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Theorem 2.5. Let m = p’, 0 = 9(m) = ged(m,n/m) = pminer=} - and let P; be the closed point defined by the
cuspidal divisor (P,,). The residue field K(P;) of the point P; is the field K*(0), that is, the maximal real subfield
of the 0-th cyclotomic field K(?) of K.

Proof. By classical results of Gekeler [9, Rmk 4.7], we know that the cusps of X,(n)(Co,) are K*(n)-rational
points. Hence, we know that K(P;) is a subgroup of the cyclic group K*(n). Consider now the cusp [r}l] By
Proposition 2.3, we know that the orbit of [é] under the action of GL,(A) is of size p(m,n/m)/(q —1). It
follows that the field K(P;) is the unique degree p(m,n/m)/(q — 1) subfield of the cyclic extension K*(n)/K.
That is, we get that K(P;) = K(2)™. O

In particular, there are two points in Cusp(X,(n)) defined over K: the cusp at 0 (given by the class [(1) ]) and
the cusp at oo (given by the class [%]) We denote them by w, and w, respectively.

When n = p is a monic irreducible polynomial p € A, w, and w, are the only cusp points of X,(n). Hence,
the group C(n) is the cyclic group generated by the class of the divisor wy—w,. Gekeler shows in [7] that the
latter is an element of order N(p), see Definition 2.6. When the level n is not prime, determining the structure
of C(n) is more involved. In [12], Ho studies the structure of the group C(n) for n = p” a power of a monic
irreducible polynomial p € A. In particular, he constructs a basis of C(p") for any r > 1. The constructed basis
will be very useful to prove our results. For convenience of the reader, we reproduce the results of Ho below.

Definition 2.6. Fix a prime p € A. We define the integers M (p) and N(p) as follows:

lpl=1 . .

Ip|>—1 — . if deg(p) is even;
M) = ;2— 1 el —?:l_% otherwise
g1 :

Definition 2.7. [12, Section 3.2] Foreachi € {1,...,r—2} we define C; := P;,—deg(P;)[o0] € Divgusp(XO(n)(K)).
We further define Dy and D,_; € Divgusp(X o(M)(K)) as

Dy=Co+(g-1)| >, G+ . DbP7q

1<i<| 5] L5 +1<i<r—1

and D,_, through the case-by-case definition given in the Appendix — see Definition 6.1 — for convenience of
the reader.

Theorem 2.8. [12, Theorem 3.5] Let p € A be a prime and r > 2. The elements C;, D,_;, and D, are defined in
Definition 2.7. Then
m r—2
Clp") = (@(Ci)) ® ( @ (Ci— |P|Ci+1)) ® (D,_1) ® (Do),
i=1 i=m+1
where m := L%J and
(D) ord(C;) = lp|""'M(p) for 1<i <m;
(2) ord(C; —|p|Cis1) = p|'M(p) for m+1<i<r—2;
(3) ord(D, ) = M(p);
(4) ord(Do) = N(p).




6 MAR CURCO IRANZO

Theorem 2.8 is obtained after taking a close look at the modular units of X,(n) for n =p". In particular, in
[12] the author constructs a map g : Div’(Cusp(X,(n)) — &, ®; Q which, in analogy to the classical case,
to each degree zero cuspidal divisor D attaches a modular unit that has D as a divisor. This is done through
so-called A-quotients.

Definition 2.9. Let n € A and consider the Drinfeld discriminant function A(z) : Q — C, defined by Gekeler
in [7]. For m € A monic, let A, := A(mg). All functions A, with m | n are modular forms on Q of weight
q%> —1 and type 0 for ['y(n), see [7]. A A-quotient on I'y(n) is a function in &, ®; Q for I'y(n) of the form

[ Lo An(z)™, with ry € Qand 3} 1 = 0.
Remark 2.10. Notice that since AA € &, for all m | n, a A-quotient is indeed an element of £, ®, Q.

The map g can then be constructed by understanding the order of the zeroes of the functions A, at all the
cusps of Xy(n). In [12], the author uses the orders of such functions for n = p” described in [7] and constructs

g : Div’(Cusp(Xp(m)(K) — &,®7Q

C:= Z AP —_ l_[ A (z)™

m|n m|n
monic monic
where the linear map g is described by
b1 a
Ty 1 a,
(2) = RUCIDEN I B
(g —Dlpl"1(pl>—1) :
Tyr ayr

and the matrix T(p") = (v[i][j]); ; is described by

(UplP+D)lpImO7L, if1<i=j<r—1;
—lpl™, if [i—jl=1and j #0,r;
vlilli1= 4 (@=Dlpl, if (i,/) = (0,0) or (r,);
1—q, if (i,j) =(1,0) or (r —1,r);
0, otherwise.
Then, the strategy to prove Theorem 2.8 is to use an appropriate root of the A-quotient AA(ETZ)) to to find an

optimal way of computing the order of a cuspidal divisor D in G(n). This is also used to determine whether
two A-quotients have associated cuspidal divisors that generate groups in Jy(n) with trivial intersection. This
allows Ho to determine a cyclic decomposition of C(n).

The functions g(D) € €,®; Qfor D € {C; : 1 < i < | U{C—IpICipy : |2 < i <r—2}U{D,_4}
will play an important role in proving our results. In particular, we will need a way of computing their leading
Fourier coefficients at the different cusps of Xy(n). The following result provides such a tool and will be used
later in Proposition 3.2.
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Lemma 2.11. Let [ /,] € Cusp(X,(n)(Coo)) be a cusp with m’ = p* and ged(a’,m’) = 1. Let the matrix A =

m
b /
(;;( a’) € SL,(A) be such that A1 - oo = [fr‘l, ] Then, for a monic divisor m | n we have the identity
-1 2 d
A (A 2) = (i(—pkz+a)) A(d—z—i-n—),
m m m
where d = ged(m, p¥) and 1 € A.

Proof. By definition we have

ma’z —mb
ApA2) = A ———— | = A(a2),
(a712) = A (TR ) = e
’ / / _ak
where a = (r:E _':b). Take L = (5 3) € SLy(A) with x = m = B0 and u = —-. Then we have
L la= (3 mjd ) And since det(L™'a) = det(L™')det(a) = 1 - m = m, we infer that L™ 'a = (g I‘l‘lT/)d ), where 7

is some element in A. Since A(z) is a modular form of weight g2 — 1 under elements of SL,(A), we get the
following:
AL(A2) = A(az) = A(LL  az)

:(u(d;;dn+v)z+v)q2‘u(d;/+dn):(g(_pk2+a))qzu(§z+§).

3. THE GENERALISED JACOBIAN

Let Jo(n)y, be the generalised Jacobian of X,(n) with respect to the modulus m := ), . P, where C :=
Cusps(Xy(n)). That is, we have

Jo(Mm(K) = Div’(Xo(n) \ C)/{div(f) | f € K(Xo(n))*,f =1 (mod m)}.
Hence, Jy(n),, fits into the exact sequence
(3) 0= Ly, = Jo(n) — Jo(n),
where L, is defined by the quotient
.
0-G, — l_[ResK(pi)/K(Gm —L,—0.
i=0

After applying the exact functor H'(—,K), and the left-exact functor Hom(Q/Z,—) to the sequence in Equa-
tion (3), we obtain the exact sequence

r—1 r—1
(4) 0- @K(Pi);,rs - Jo(n)m(K)tors - Jo(n)(K)tors i @K(Pi)tors ® Q/Z
i=0 i=0

Hence, to understand Jo(n)y, (K );ors» We need to understand the kernel of the map 6 appearing in Equation (4).
The key lemma to do so is Lemma 2.3.1 in [27]. We present their result here in the form that will be useful to
us.
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Lemma 3.1 (cf. [27, Lemma 2.3.1]). Fix n = p” with p € A monic irreducible and r a positive integer. Let
D= Z::o a; - P; € DivP(X(n)) be a degree-zero divisor supported on m such that [D] € Jo(n)(K)ors- Let n € Z
sothatn-[D] =0, i.e., so that there exists f € K(Xy(n)) such that div(f) =n-D. We have

¢hai r—1 r—1
5([D]):((t{ar>(Pr)(%>(Pi)> ®%€@K(P1)X®Q/Z,
P, i=0 i=0

where tp. is a uniformiser at the closed point P; € X,(n). Notice that this description does not depend on the choice
of f nor on that of tp.

Since the map 6§ is a group homomorphism, we have the decomposition

(5) ker(8 sy (m(@)ee) = D ker(8lsym@1e 1= D ker(8lsymyenie=1):

{ prime { prime
By Theorem 2.1, for all £ t q(¢ — 1) we have
(6) ker(8| 7, (w)(@)urlt]) = Ker(8lcmyeeo1) = ker(8] o)L 1.

In other words, to compute ker(5|;,(vy)@),[¢>])> it is enough to understand the map 6 restricted to the sub-
group C(n). The next proposition takes a closer look at 6 when applied to elements of C(n) whenn=p" is a
prime power.

Proposition 3.2. Fix n = p” with p C A monic irreducible and r a positive integer. Let D € C(n) be a cuspidal
divisor such that for some integer n(D) € Z- we have g(n(D)-D) =[] Am(z)km € K(Xo(n)) for some k,, € Z.

We have
k —(q* Dk,
5(D) = (l_[ (—ng(; ’m))

mn

min

[Te 1w ged(pk, m) ) H®L
L m e n(D)’

mn

where 1, € A and e;, is the Carlitz exponential associated to a lattice L as defined in [6].

Proof. From the explicit expression in Lemma 3.1 we see that to prove the result we want to find a formula for

(% (P;) for all closed points P;. Since P; is a Galois orbit, it is enough to consider one representative
t 1

P;

w € Cusp(Xy(n)(Cy)) for each i. Take a cusp representative w = [1?1//] € Cusp(Xy(n)(Cyo)) and a matrix
A € SLy(A) such that A7 - oo = [‘i/, ] The Fourier expansion of A,,(z) at w is the expansion of A (A" !z)
at weo. Take t,, € K(Xo(n))* to be a uniformiser at w,, which has 1 as the leading term of its Fourier
expansion. Let h(z) :=[].,, An(2)'™ € &, ®; Q be any A-quotient. Then we have

h(z)
(tordoo(g)> (Weo) =1.

Now take the uniformiser at [w] given by

min

te = Ly, ©AE K(Xy(n)).
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The identity in Lemma 2.11 yields

h(2) h(z) oA™1
(tordw(g) ) (w) = ( tordw(g) )(woo) -

k
ged(pk,m)? N, k)gcd(pkm) m
(o) [l (B2 Rt

ord,,(g)
mn twoo

(woo);
m

where 7, ;) is some element in A. The product formula for the function A found by Gekeler in [6, Theorem
pg.137] finishes the proof. O

Remark 3.3. Take the notation as in the statement of Proposition 3.2. Note that the Fourier expansion of A
at a cusp of height m = p' has K(P;)-rational coefficients, see [6]. For a fixed m | n, recall that 0 = ?(m) =
ged(m,n/m). Let O, := (p) € (K(0)*)* be the subgroup of (K(d)*)* generated by p. The previous proposition
shows that im(§]eq) € D25 (0 - u(K(P))) ® Q/Z.

For the rest of the paper we fix n = p” with p € A monic irreducible and r a positive integer.

Definition 3.4. Consider the subgroup A, given by the image of O, in the quotient K(P;)*/u(K(P;)). We
denote A := Py Ao(m)-

By Remark 3.3 and since all torsion units x € u(K(P;)) with n | ord(x) satisfy x ® § = 1 ® -+ and the latter
is in turn the identity element in K(P;) ® Q/Z, the map & factorises as

|

C(n) > A®Q/Z

7) > ¢

o K(P) ®Q/Z
Lemma 3.5. The map ¢ in the diagram of (7) is an injection.

Proof. For each m = p! with m | n, let 9 = 9(m) = ged(m, n/m) as before. Consider the following tensoring map
on Z-modules:

GPom) : Q/Z— K(P)* ®Q/Z, x—p®x.
If we prove that for each ? the map ¢, is a split injection, then the injectivity of ¢ follows since A ® Q/Z =~
@.(A, ®Q/7Z) and (P; K(Pix)) ®Q/Z ~ P;(K(P;)*®Q/Z). Since Q/Z is an injective module, splitting of ¢,
follows automatically if we prove its injectivity. Now the prime p € K(P;) is not torsion, thus its image O, is a
free Z-module (note that F, is the only torsion part in K(P;)*). Hence, the ¢, is injective for all m. O

Remark 3.6. The factorisation given in Equation (7) together with Lemma 3.5 show that we have the equality
ker(0|¢(n)) = ker(6|¢(ny)- Since the map 6 no longer takes the torsion units into account, it is relatively easier
to compute. In the next section we will explicitly compute the images of the generators in Theorem 2.8 under

0.
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As a result of a technical study of & we obtain the main result which we recall below.

Theorem 3.7. Fix n = p" with p € A monic irreducible and r a positive integer. The map g|@(n) is an injection.
In particular, for all odd primes £ with £ q(q? — 1) the subgroup Jo(p" )y, (Q)[£°] is trivial.

Proof. This is a consequence of Equations (6), Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 5.3 proven in Section 5, which states
that 0|e(y) is injective. O

The goal of the coming two sections is to prove Theorem 5.3. In Section 4 we compute the image of the
cuspidal divisors appearing in Theorem 2.8. This will allow us to find a matrix representation of the map
8 |egry- In Section 5 we will use this representation to determine the kernel of 6|¢(y)-

4. THE IMAGE OF &.

Now we proceed with the computations of the map &. The main goal of this section is to compute im(gle(pr))
in Proposition 4.3.

ged(p,m)
m

(qz_]-)km d k km
) l_[m|n er (nm gcnfp >m)) ap-

pears in the expression of §(D) for D € C(n). From [3, Theorem 8.4] we have that the factor of the product

Remark 4.1. Recall from Proposition 3.2 that the product l_[ml n (

k km —_
l_[mln er (W) € K(P;) is a torsion unit. Hence, by Lemma 3.5, in order to show that the map &

ged(pk,m)
m

)(qz_l)km

in Equation (7) is injective we will only need to control the product l_[mln( in the product

expression.

The product expression appearing Proposition 3.2 together with Remark 4.1 is used in the following for the
r=1 —
L {C;—Ci_1} 2 | and {D;};—o ,—; under the map 0.

computation of the images of the divisors {C;},_| °, el
= i I

Letting r > 2, by Theorem 2.8 we have

m r—2
C(p") = (@(E)) ® ( P - |p|ci+1>) ® (D,_;) ® (Do),

i=1 i=m+1

where m := [%J.
Notation 4.2. Let o € A a tuple of the form
o =(p7)Zo;
where each for each k, the element p° lies in A, with o = 2(p).
Proposition 4.3. The images of C; fori € {1,..., [%J} under the map & are given by

q+1

8 5@y =(p oyl 1T
®) (=00 ® Ligpp—1)
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where
(r=0(pP=2lpl+ ) +Ipl-1  FO<k<i-1;
9 o= (r=DUpP=2lpl+1) +2[p|-1 ifk=1;
(r=Kk)(Ipl>=2|p|+ D)+ |p|—-1 ifi+1<k<r-—1.
Similarly, fori e {L%J, ..., —2} we have

qg+1

(10) 5(Ci—1IplCip) = (D)t ———,
PR = 0 ® i pe)

where

(p|-1)* fo<k<i—1;
Ipl2—=lpl+1 ifk=1;

o i Rt

0 fi+2<k<r—1.
Finally, we have
(12) aabzwﬂﬂmwnj®%%% where o (0); =1
forall0 <k <r—1, and
(13) 5D, )= ) le th%

where the exponents o(r — 1), can be found in Appendix 6 — see Remark 6.2.

11

Proof. We first determine g(a) fori e {1,..., L%J}. Let m = min{i,r —i}. Then [12, Theorem 3.6] states

that

1
241 1 = (|p|2—1)(q—1
Alpl + ALprll Alpl [pIF=m(|p|2—1)(q—1)

Since by Theorem 2.8 we have ord(C;) = |p|"~'M(p), using Proposition 3.2 we have

oWy -1 —o(i qg+1
5(C)_( ol ) @ ————= :( U(l)k)r_ Q ——
P e ® miep—ny ~ P =0 gpiqee—1)

with o (i), as in Equation (9).
On the other hand, for i = [%J, ...,r—2 and m = min{i,r —i}, [12, Lemma 3.8] computes

1
[pl2+Ipl+1 A lpl \ IpEQRE-1)(g—D)
A i A i+2
p p
[pl A [p[2+|p|+1
Apl lAp1+1

g(C;—1IplCit1) =
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Since by Theorem 2.8 we have ord(C; — |p|C;41) = |p|!M(p), using Proposition 3.2 we obtain
et
Ipl(Ip|>—1)

qg+1

=( _U(i)k)r_  —+
P =0 @ (1)

e oy
O(Ci—1IplCiy1) =(p 7 ) ®

with o (i), as in Equation (1 .
We are left with computing 6(D;) for i = 0,r — 1. We start with i = 0. By [12, Lemma 3.9], we have

Apr—l w%l
Dy) = s
g(Dy) A,

and Theorem 2.8 gives ord(D,) = N(p). Hence, Proposition 3.2 yields Equation (12). Finally for i = r — 1 we
have a case distinction for the definition of D,_; —see [12, Section 3.2]. The modular units g(D,_;) are given
in [12, Lemma 3.8] for all different cases. Using this lemma, if o(r — 1), denotes the exponent at p of the
leading coefficient of the g-expansion of the modular unit g(M(p)- D,_;) at the cusp pik for0 <k <r—1, then
we have

— ; +1

6(D,—1) = (p_g(r_l)k )}rc;%) ® |g|2 1°
For convenience of the reader, the computation of the entries o(r — 1), for 0 < k < r — 1 can be found in the
Appendix 6. O

5. INJECTIVITY OF THE MAP §.

In this section, we show that the map 6 is injective to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3. Using Proposi-
tion 4.3, we will first find a matrix representing the map 6. To do so, we introduce the following notation.

Notation 5.1. Recall that for a divisor D € {C; : 1 <i < L%J} U{C; —Ip|Ciy1 : L%J <i<r—2}u{D,_;},
we denote by o (i), the exponent of p at the k-th coordinate of the tuple of element in the tensor product

@Z;%)K (P)* ® Q/Z of the representatives 3(5) given in Equations (9), (11) and (13).

Notice that, since we can take MW%F‘% € Q/Z as common factor of the images of the divisors {C;}

{Ci—1IplCitq :;LZ%J

2
and D,_; computed in Proposition 4.3, the r x r matrix (M;(i, j)); ; given by

Ipl"(q —1)o(0); fori=0, j=0,...,r—1;

io(i); fori=1,...,|5%], j=0,...,r—1;
My, ) = —1-{ L) Tl
o(i); fori=|=~],...,r—1,j=0,...,r—1;
Ipl o (i); fori=r—1, j=0,...,r—1;

represents the map & defined in Equation (7). Notice that the entries of M5 are labelled from O to r—1 instead
of the ususal 1 to r. To finish the proof of Theorem 1.3, we need to check the injectivity of . That is, we want
to show that det(Mj5) # O.

Notation 5.2. For a matrix M = (m; j)o<i<n—1,0<j<m—1 Of dimension n x m, we use the following notation
throughout the section.

- For 0 <i <n—1, we denote by M[i] the i-th row of M.
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- For 0 < j <m—1, we denote by M[[j]] the j-th column of M.

-For0<i<n—1and0<j<m—1, we denote by M(i, j) the (i, j)-th entry of M.

- For a given i, we represent the row M[i] of M as M[i] = (xo,--.,%y_1), where x; is the entry M(i, j).
We will write the subindex j only when necessary to clarify the position of the entries of a given tuple.

Theorem 5.3. The matrix Mg representing the map 6 has maximal rank.
We will take the rest of the section to prove Theorem 5.3. To do so, ill use the following auxiliary matrix.
Let
o(0); fori=0, j=0,...,r—1;
o(i); fori=1,..., r;zlj,j=0,...,r—1;
o(i); fori=L%J,...,r—1,j=0,...,r—1;
o(r—1); fori=r—1,j=0,...,r—1.

M5(l:v]) =

The matrices Mgz and My differ only from each other by rescaling the rows. Hence, to check that Mg has
non-zero determinant, it is enough to check that det(Mz) # 0. If r < 6, showing det(M5) # 0 can be done by a
straightforward computation. However, to prove the result in more generality for r > 7, we will first transform
the matrix Mj into a matrix M g with the same determinant that is easier to manipulate. We will do that in
two steps: we will first do a row reduction to produce many zeroes above the main diagonal of the matrix,
and then we will do a column reduction to create many zeroes in the first column. The combination of these
steps will be enough to allow us to prove that det(Ms) # 0.

Step 1: Letr > 7. Let M ? be the matrix obtained from My after applying the following row transformations:

- MJ[1]= M5[1]—M;s[2], for i =1;

- ME[i]=2M;[i]—M;[i—1]— Mé[i+1] for1<i<|5H]—1;
-MH[L”J]—ZMs[L”HZ” A (pk —1)M; [r—l k]—M;[(r —3)/2];
- MY )] = M1 5] - (Mgu" : ]+Z“ 2 pk = 1M5[r —1-K]);

- MH[i]= M;[i]1—M;[i— 1], forLr+1J<LSr—1.

Claim 5.4. The matrix M ? is a matrix of the form

1 1 1 1 1 1
[ (b= P—lpl+1 gl 0 0 o
0 —Ipl |p|2+1 —lpl 0 (0)

0 0 —|p| |p|2+1 —|p] 0 0

r
@ e e a atlpl pr2ll |p|(|p| 1) o 0
—a —a e —a —a— |p| —pl J+|p|2+1 |p| 0 8
0 —|p| lp>+1 —Ip| 0
\ 0 —|p] [p2+1 —|p] j
o(r—1)y o(r—1); e e 0(r—1),3 0(r—1),_5 o(r—1),4

where o = |p| 15 —Ipll%1J and f3 = |p|LrTHJ—lpIL%lJJrlpIZ—ZIle. More formally, we have
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((Ipl=1)% [p|*~Ipl+1,~Ipl,0,...,0) fi=1
(O:"':0)_|p|i—1>(|p|2+1)ia_|p|i+1301"'50) lf]- <i< I.%J;

ML= { (@ (ot oDy B ol 2 1) Loy 0,0, 0) ifi=13;
(—a,...,—a,(—a— |P|)LrT—1J,(—|p|L%1J+|p|2+1)L%J,—|]3|L%3J, 0,...,0) ifi= L%J,
(0,...,0,=Ipli—1, (pI*+1);, —=Ipli+1,0,...,0) if 5] <i<r—1;
(o(r—1); ]r.;é ifi=r—1.

Proof. Notice that, for 1 <i < [%J — 1, we can rewrite the transformations as follows:
M [i]= (M5[i]—Ms[i +1]) — (M5 [i — 1] = M[i]).

Hence, it is enough to look at the differences Ms[i] —Mgs[i+ 1] for 1 <i < [r;zl — 1. From Equation (9) it
follows that

M5[i]1—Ms[i +1]= ((Ipl*=2p|+1),..., (IpI*=2lp|+1)i—1, (pI*—lpl+1);,—Ipli+1,0, ..., 0),
for1<i< [%J. Hence, we have

MZ 111 = ((Ipl=1)% pP=Ipl+1,~Ipl,0,...,0)

fori=1and

(M5[i]=M5[i+11) = (Ms[i = 11=M[iD) = (0,...,0,~Ipli—1, (p*+1);, =|pli21,0, ..., 0)

forl<i< L%J. Similarly, from Equation (11) it follows that
Mgl[l] = M5[l] _M5[l - 1] = (OJ LR} 0)_|p|i—1) (|p|2+1)i3_|p|i+1305 LR} 0))

for [izlj <i<r—1. Hence, we are left with computing M gz [[%J] and M ? [[%J]. Recall from Step 1 that

r—1 o1, TSP
ML 5 11=2M5(l 11+ Z (p* = DM;[r—1—k]—Ms[(r —3)/2] =
k=1
r—1 & k r—1
Mol S (- DMl —1-K] - (M50 =3y/21- M1 72 1)

and

! r+1 r—1 . IS r
Mgl 2 11=Msll 2 =1 M5l 2 1+ Z (" —1DMs[r—1—k] |.
k=1

Hence if we show that
[r=3/2]

0+ D) @F =DMl 1=k =(B,.... 5, (B + pDysa ol (e 7-1) ., 0., 0)

k=1 : 1=

r—1

(14)  Ms[l
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then the equalities

a1 1
ML= 1= (@, (et ol gy, (B + 2lpDy g ol 1) Loy 0,0, 0)
and )
r+ r+1
ML= 1= (mae o (e = Bl (ol 2 P4 1) 1 ol 2,0, 0)

follow and finish the proof of the claim. Thus, to complete the proof we only need to verify Equation (14). Fix
j = [H2]. Forall || < i < r —2 we have M[i1[j] = (p|—1)2 if i > j + 1, M[i1[j] = Ipl2—Ipl+1 if i = j,
Mslilljl=—Iplifi=j—1 and M;[i][j] =0if i < j—2. Hence,

g 32
(Mg[L n+ . (pk—l)Mg[r—l—k]) =
j

2 k=1

(r = )CpP=21pl+1) + [pl=1 — pl(lpI™=1) + (pP=lpl+1)(Ipl 7'~ 1)+

r—2—j
(pl=1)% D> (pl 7 7—1) =
k=1
(r = )b IP=2lp14+1) + [p|=1 = [plClpI"7—1) + (IpP—lpl+1)(pl 7~ =1)+
r—2—j

(Ipl=1)*lpI" Z oI~ ~(pl=1)*(r —2—j) =
k=1

(r = )UpP=2[p[+1) + [pl=1 = |p|(IpI"™=1) + (IpP—Ip+1)(Ipl =1+
(Upl=1)Upl™ T =lpl) = (Ip|=1)*(r —2—j) = 0.

Moreover, for j € {[%J, [%J} we have

h_q . 3
Msll—=11+ > 0F—=DMs[r—1—k]| =
1552 ]

2 k=1

r+1

B s
5 DUpP=2lp 1) +[pl=1 + (lpP~lpl+ D)(lpl 77 1)+

(r—1

r—1—j
(pl=12 > (pl 7 *-1) =
k=1

r+1 e
5 DUpP=2lp 1) +[pl=1 + (lpP~lpl+ D)(lpl 1)

(pl=D)(pH T =) = (p—1)2(r—1—j) =

p(pF 1) =p(plT - 1);

(r—1

and

2 k=1

h_q lrapl
Ms[l—==11+ > 0F—DMs[r—1—k]| =
155 ]
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r+1
2

152]
r=1 r+l
L= J(RIP—lpl+1) + Ipl—1 + (p=1)* D (0" — 1) = 1 — [pl+[pP—lpl T L+ [p | 5.
k=1

Finally, for 0 < j < [r;zlj] we have

h_q1 . L
Ms[l—=11+ > (o*—DMs[r—1-k]| =
k=1 |4

2
r+1 .z -1 +1
= J(lpP=2lpl+1) + [pl=1 + (Ipl-1)* D> (Ipl*=1) = 1= 2[p|-+[p|*~[p|- 7 -+ [p[L 7.
k=1
This completes the proof of the claim. O

Step 2: Letr = 7. Let M g be the matrix obtained after performing the column transformation to M gz :
- M[[11] = Mg [[1]]— M5 [[2]].

Claim 5.5. The matrix M g is a matrix of the form

0 1 1 1 1 1
[ —Ipl [plP=lpl+1 —lpl 0 0 0 \
[pl —lpl  plP+1 —fp| 0 0
0 0 —lpl IpP+1 —lpl © 0
0 0
0 e =lpl lplP+1 —Ipl 0 0
@ o oa arl g2l (Rl 2 1) o 0
0 = ST
—a —a  —a—|p| —|p|' 2 +p|*+1 —|p| O 8
0 o —lpl IpP4+1 —lpl 0
\ 0 —lpl IpP+1 —[p| )
o(r—1)p—o(r—1); o(r—1); o(r—1),4

where a = [p|F—lp|l'Z ), B = |p|lF I~ [p| T 4 pP—2[pl+1 and o (r — 1) — o (r — 1) = £1 + |p|gy(Ip]) for
some g, € Z[x]. More formally, we have

(O’""O’_|p|i—1’(|p|2+1)i,_|p|i 1,0,...,0) lf2 <i< Lr;lJ,
MEi] =1 * 2

r—1 oo —1.
(0,a,...,a,(a+pl) 2, (B +2na|)LrT-11J,no|(na|L 1) 00000 =15
r+

(OJ —a,...,—a, (_a_ |p|)|_rT_1JJ(_|p|LTJ+|p|2+1)LﬂJJ_|p||_%3jz0) v )O) lfl = L%J)

2

(O: LR )O:_|p|i—1> (|p|2+1)i5_|p|i+1305 LR )O) lfI.%J <i<r-— 1)
(oc(r—=1)g—o(r—1),0( —1),...,0(r—1),_4) fi=r—1.
Proof. The proof follows from Claim 5.4 after a direct computation. O

Remark 5.6. Notice that since the determinant of a matrix is invariant under row and column transformations,
we have det(M;) = det(M gz ) = det(M g). Hence, verifying det(Ms) # 0 is equivalent to proving det(M g) # 0.
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Example 5.7. Take r = 7. The matrix M; is given by

1 1 1 1 1 1 1

6lpl>—11|p|+5 6lp|>—10[p|+5 5lp[>—9lp|+4 4lpI*=7Ipl+3 3Ipl>=5|p|+2 2[p[>=3lp|+1 (Ip|—1)Ip|
5lpl>—9lp|+4  5lp|>—9lp|+4  Slp|>—8lpl+4 4lpl>—7Ip|+3  3lpl>=5lpl+2 2|p|2=3[pl+1 (Ip|-1)lpl
Ms=| 4lpl*=7Ipl+3  4lp|>=7Ipl+3  4lp|>~7Ip|+3  4lp|*—6lp|+3 3Ip|*=5lpl+2 2[p[*=3[p[+1 (lp|—1)Ip|

-

(Jpl-1)2 (=12 (pl=1?  (pl=1?  |pP—lplt1 Jpl 0
(Jpl-1)? (p=1?  (pl=1?  (p=1®  (pl=1>  lpP—lpl+1 |
o(6), (6), (6)s (6)s (6)s (6)s o(6);

where
o (6) =(4lp[*—12[p[>+5|p|>—Ip|+4, 4lp|*—12|p|>+4[p|*+|p|+3, 4lp|*—11|p*+4[p>+2]p|+1,
Ipl(4lpI>—101p|*+3Ip|+3), Ip|(3lpP—8lpI2+2Ip|+3), Ipl(2lpP—5Ip2+Ip|+2) , Ipl(IpP—2]p[*+2)).
After Step 1 we obtain

[ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 \
(pl—-1)*  [plP—Ipl+1 —|p] 0 0 0 0
0 —[p| Ip>+1 —[p| 0 0 0
ME =1 Upl=DIpP  Upl=DIpl®  Ipl(IplP=IpP=1) Ipl*~lplP+IplP+1  Ipl(Ip*-1) 0 0
—(Ipl=DIplP —Upl-DIplP  —Upl=DIplP  —lpl*+IplP—lpl  —lpl*+lp>+1  —[p] 0
0 0 0 0 —Ipl Ipl>+1  —[pl
\ o) (6, (6); o(6); o(6)s  o(6) 0(6);)
After Step 2 we obtain
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
—lpl  IplP=lpl+1 —Ipl 0 0 0 0
Ip| —|p] Ip[2+1 —|pl 0 0 0
M} = 0 Upl=DIpP  Ipl(lpP—IplP=1) Ipl*—lpP+Ipl2+1  Ipl(Ipl*—1) 0 0
0 —(Ipl=DIpl? —(pl-DIpl? —lpl*+IplP=lpl  —Ipl*+Ipl*+1  —[p] 0
0 0 0 0 —|pl Ipl2+1  —lpl
\(pl-12  o(6) o(6); o(6)s o(6)s  0(6)s 0(6);)

Notice that, from Claim 5.5, to compute the determinant of the matrix M g we need to take a look at the
determinant of the (r—1) x (r—1) submatrix of M g obtained by deleting the (r —1)th row and the 1st column;
call this submatrix M. In particular, M is a Hessenberg matrix (after moving the first row to the last one), that
is, it satisfies M[i][j] = O for all j > i+1. We will use the following theorem about determinants of Hessenberg
matrices to prove Theorem 5.3.

Theorem 5.8. [2] Let M = (m; ;)1<; j<m be an m x m Hessenberg matrix. Let M (k) denote the submatrix of M

given by
myy 0
M(k) := ( )
i i
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Set det(M(0)) = 1. Then the determinanats {det(M(k))};>o satisfy det(M(0)) = 1, det(M (1)) = m, ; and

n—1 n—1
det(M(n)) = m,, ,det(M(n—1)) + »_ ((—1)”—fmn,i (]_[ m; ;41 det(M(i — 1)))) .

i=1 j=i
Now we are ready to show that det(M g) # 0.
Proposition 5.9. We have det(Mg) =1+ |p|f(Ip]) for some f(x) € Z[x].

Proof. For r < 6, a quick computation shows:

- Case 1: r = 2. We have det(Mg) =1.

- Case 2: r = 3. We have det(Mg) =1.

- Case 3: r = 4. We have det(Mg) =—1.

- Case 4: r = 5. We have det(Mg) =1.

- Case 5: r = 6. We have det(Mg) =—1—|p2+|pP+|p|*—Ip|°.
Hence, the statement is true for r < 7. Assume r > 7. Then M g has the form stated in Claim 5.5. Hence, if we
develop the determinant of M g from the first column, from Claim 5.5 we have

det(M(’;) = |P|(M§)2,0 + |P|(M§)3,0 +(o(r—1)g—o(r— 1)1)(M§)r—1,0,

where (M g)i’ ; denotes the minor of the matrix M g formed after deleting the i-th row and j-th column. Hence,
to prove the result, it is enough to check that

(0(r —=1)g—0o(r —1)))(ME),—1,0 = £1 +Iplg(lp])

for some g(x) € Z[x]. By the expression of o(r — 1), computed in the Appendix — see Remark 6.2 — we
have that (o(r — 1) —o(r —1);) = £1 + |p|g,(|p|) for all r > 2. We will now use Theorem 5.8 to show that
(Mg)r_u =1+ |p|g2(lp|) for some g, € Z[x]. Let M = Mg and M(n) be the upper left n x n matrix block of
M. We proceed by induction on n. We claim that for all n € {1,...,r — 1} there exists f,(x) € Z[x] such that

det(M(n)) =1+ |plfullpD.

Base case: n = 1. We have M(n) = 1 — |p|+|p|?. Hence, the claim is satisfied.
Induction step: Assume the statement is true for all M (i) with i < n. Notice the following two facts of the
matrix M:

- M[i][i] =1+ [plh;(Ip]);
- M[i][i + 1] = [pll;(Ipl);
for all 0 < i < n, where h;(x),l;(x) € Z[x]. Hence, by Theorem 5.8 we have

n—1 n—1
det(M(n)) = m,, ,det(M(n—1))+ > ((—1)”_imn’l~ (]_[ m; ;. det(M (i — 1)))) -
i=1 j=i

n—1 n—1
(1 + plRa(pDICL + [Pl foca (D) + D ((—1)”‘imn,i (l_[(noujupn)(l - |p|fl~_1(|p|)))) =
i=1 j=t

(1 +plra (D) + Iplfaa (D) + [plt,(Ip]) = 1 + [plgnllp]),
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for some t,(x) € Z[x]. Finally, we conclude that det(M(n)) =1 + |p|f,(|p|) for all n.
Taking g4(x) = f,_1(x) we get
(0(r —=1)g—0(r =1))(ME),_1,0 = (1 +[plg1())(L + plg2(x)) = £1 + [p|g (x),
for g(x) € Z[x], which proves the proposition. 0
As a corollary, we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.10. The matrix M g satisfies det(M g) # 0.

Proof. By Proposition 5.9 we have det(Mg) ==x1+|p|f(|p|) for some f(x) € Z[x]. If det(Mg) = 0, then we
have £1 = |p|f(|p|). But then we would get that |p| divides either 1 or —1, which is not possible because
Ip|= q4¢8®) > 3. Hence, det(Mg) # 0 as we wanted. O

Now we can prove Theorem 5.3.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. This follows from Corollary 5.10 together with Remark 5.6. U
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6. APPENDIX

Definition 6.1. ([12, 3.2]) The following case distinction defines the cuspidal divisor D,_; for all r > 2 in
Theorem 2.8.

(1) Ifr= 2, let Dr—l = Cl'
(2) If r=3 and r =3 mod 4, let

Dr—l = Cr—l - (|p|r_|p|r—2)cl
+ (pl™ =l 2 —lp™ 2 1+ |p| ) C;
2<i<h

. r—1 . r—1
- (Ipl'=Ip[Z +[pl™ = =1)(C; = [p|Ci41)-

| S <i<r—2

(3) If r=4and r =0 mod 4, let

Dr—l = Cr—l - (|p|r_|p|r—2)cl
+ >0 (el =lpl 2= lpl 2 p )G

2<i<z—1
+ > Upl P =2lpl +lpl 2=l 5 +1)(C; — IpICiy)

<i<r—2
i: even

— >0 (el =lpl I 5 =1)(C — [pICig)-
+1<i<r-3
: i: odd

r
2

(4) If r=5and r =1 mod 4, let

Dr—l = Cr—l - (|P|r—|P|r_2)C1
+ (pl™ =Ip 2= |p| "2 4 [p|"2)C;

2<i< St

: P r—1 j—I=1
- 2lpI™=[pl*=Ip| = +[p|"Z —1)(C; — Ip|Cis1)

: r=1 =1
— D0 Upl=lpl T +pl™ T =1)(C; — [pICi11)-

H3<i<r—3
i: even
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(5) If r=6and r =2 mod 4, let
Dr—l = Cr—l - (|p|r_|p|r—2)cl
+ >0 (el =lpl 2= lpl 2 p )G
2<i<5—1
— D> (el oIz +pl T2 =1)(C — [plCi).
5 <i<r—2
Proposition 6.2. The following table contains the computations of o(r — 1) for all possible r > 2 and 0 < k <
r—1L
- Case 1: r = 2. Then
—1 ifk=0;
bl k=1
- Case 2: r = 3. Then
—2[pP+3[plP+lpl—2 if k=0;

o(r—1) = { =2[pPP+2lp/*+Ip|-1 ifk=1;
—IplP+Ip|*+1p| if k= 2.
- Case 3: r=4.
—2p[*+3(p|-3 ifk=0;
=2|plP+lpl*+3lpl—2 ifk=1;
o(r—1) = s
=2+ 2|pl+p|*=Ip|® ifk=2;
—Ipl(Ipl*—2) ifk=3.
- Case4: r =5.
(—3lp*+4lpl>+2lp|—3  ifk=0;
=3|plP+3Ipl2+2lp|—2 ifk=1;
o(r — 1) = { —2p>+3p|>+[p|—2 ifk=2;
—=2[plP+Ip*+Ipl(Ip1*—2) ifk=3;
Ipl? if k = 4.
- Case 5: r =6.

—3lpl*+3|p|*+4Ip|—4 ifk=0;
—=3lpl*+2[p*+4p|-3 ifk=1;
—2[pPP+2[p[*+3lp|—-3 ifk =2;
Ip|*+3p|—2p|—2 ifk=3;
—[p[>+2p|—1 ifk=4;
Ip] if k=5.

o(r—1) =




[44

Case 6: r > 7 and r =3 (mod 4).

72 ((5=30)+ (r = Dlpl+2(r = DIpP+(r =3)lpl T ~(r + Dlpl 7 ) ifk=0;
)((7—3r)+(r+1)|p|+2(r—1)|p|2+(r—3)|p| F—(r+ Dlpl 7)) ifk=1;
”P' D ((7-3r)+ (r = Dlpl+2(r — 2)lp2+(r = 3)lpl = —(r + Dlpl =) ifk=2;
= 1 (-2 +3r—3)— (r— Dlpl 20— Pl — 3ol PR DRlT)  r2<k<igh
o(r—1)=1- ('”' D (—2(r - D+ (= DIpb+r+ DlplP+r =3l = =+ Dlpl = ) ifk ="
- B (—2(r —3) + (r = Dlpl+(r — DIplP+(r —3)lpl T —(r = Dlp| T ) ifk=|"L];
(|p|—1)( 20k —r + 1)+ (k= Plpl+k—Plp+(k —r + DIpl T +(r —k)p| T ) if G <k <r—2;
—2 + 4|p|—2[pl+|p| T —3|p| T +2|p| T ifk=r—2;
[ 2Ip|—lpP—lp| = +lp| T ifk=r—1.
Case 7: r > 8 and r =0 (mod 4).
(— 8 ((4—3r) + (r + 2)lpl+2(r — 2)[pI+(r — 2)lp| 272 —(r +2)lp|2 ") ifk=0;
— LD (—3(r —2) + (r + D) pl+2(r — 2)lp+(r — 2)|p|22—(r + 2)|p| =) ifk=1;
— LD (—3(r —2) + (r + 2)[pl+2(r — 3)p[2+(r — 2)|p|272—(r + 2)[p|Z ) if k =2;
W(( —2k + 31 —2)— (r + 2)[pl+2(k — r + Dlp|*—~(r — 2)[p|>2+(r +2)lp| =) if2<k< ;-
— B (—2r + (r + 2)[pl+r[pl>+(r — 2)[pl 772=(r + 2)[p|2 ") ifk=5—1;
o(r = 1) = { =52 (=20 = D+ rlpl+(r = 2)lpl*+(r — 2)lp|2 2 =rlp] = 7") gfk:ri,k
r r ifs<k<r—2,
(pl—1) (—2(k—r + 1)+ [pl(k — 1 —2) + [p2(k — 1) + (k= + Dlp|22+(r — K)lp|>7") k:féﬂandjm;
r r ifo<k<r-—2,
(pl=1) (2K +2r = 1)+ (e = lpl+(e = + DlpP+Ce —r + DIpli 2(r = RIpl27Y) i Ly and ) odd:
—(lpl—1) (=3 + 2lp|+Ip[*+|p|272—2[p|27) ifk=r—2;
3lpl—IpI*—IpI*—Ip[2 7 +|p|2 ifk=r—1.




€T

o(r—1) =1

o(r—1) = {

((pl=

Case 8: r =9 and r =1 (mod 4).

D (2(r —2)+ (r = Dlpl-3(r = Dlp|>~(r — 3)[p| = +(r+1)|p| z)

) U (—2(r —3) = (r = 3)pH3(r — DIp2+(r —3)lp| T —(r + Dlp
_(pl=1)
2

(pl=1)
T2

)

&3
(=20 =3)= (r = DIpl+Gr = S)IplP+(r = 3)lp| = —(r + Dlp| T )
(=2 —r +1) + (r = DIpl+2k —3r + DIplP—(r —3)|p| T +(r + Dlp| T )

~GED ((r — 1) — (r = Dlpl42r|p P+ = )| T —~(r + Dpl )

_(lplz_l)( 5)—(r—5)|p|+2(r—1)|p|2+(r—3)|p|%3—(r_1)|p|%1)

(Ipl—1) (K +r = 2) + (=k + 1 —2)lpl+2k — P)lpP+(k —r + Dlp| = +(r — K)lp] =)

(Ipl—l)((—k +r—1)+ (r—K)lp|+(2k — 2r + Dp2+k —r + Dlp| T +(r _k)|p|%)

—(Ipl=1) (4lp1+1p] = —2lp] T
20plP~IpPP~lp| T +lp| T

Case 9: r > 10 and r =2 (mod 4).
1 (20r —2) + (r — 2)lpl+(4 = 30)plP—(r —2)[p|2~2+(r +2)Ip|2 )
D (2(r —3) + (r — )lp|=3(r — 2)lp[2+(4 = 3r)[p|>~(r — 2)lp| 52 +(r + 2)|p|7 ")
D (2(r —3) + (r — 2)lp|—(r — 2)Ip|32+(r + 2)|p|7 ")
(-
2 (

| N

| [

| [

20k =1+ 1)+ (r = 2)lpl+(2k —3r + 2)[plP~(r = 2)lp|=>+(r +2)|p|=™")
o+ (r = 2)lpl=2r[pP—(r = 2)lplE 2 +(r + 2)lpl5 ")
7 ((r=2)+ (= Dlpl=2(r = DlplP~(r = 2)lplF+rlpl5 ™)

| N

| N

~(Ipl=1) (=1 + 3|p[?lp|3~2—2]p|z 1)

Upl+Ipl2—IpP—Ip|z 1 +pl2

(|p| 1)(( —k+1—1)+ (=k +r —2)|p|+(2k — 2r + D)|p[*+(k — r + Dlp|22+(r — k)|p|> !

ifk=0;
fk=1,
ifk=2;
if2 <k <5
ifk =5
k=1
if 2 <k<r-—2,
k= r+3+jandjodd;
¢”1<k<r—2
k= r+3+] and j even;

B

fk=r—2;

ifk=r—1.
ifk=0;
fk=1;
ifk=2;
f2a<k<sz—
ifk=1-1;
ifk=17;

) ifs<k<r—2.

ifk=r—2.
ifk=r—1.
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