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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the vanishing order of rational L-functions from a data scientific
perspective. Each L-function is represented in our data by finitely many Dirichlet coefficients, the
normalisation of which depends on the context. We observe murmuration-like patterns in averages
across our dataset, find that PCA clusters rational L-functions by their vanishing order, and record
that LDA and neural networks may accurately predict this quantity.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study rational L-functions. Notable examples include those arising from Artin
representations, arithmetic curves (such as elliptic curves and genus 2 curves defined over number
fields), and certain modular forms (such as classical, Hilbert, and Bianchi modular forms). We
apply techniques from machine learning to the Dirichlet coefficients of each of these L-functions.

We will use techniques such as principal component analysis, feed-forward neural networks, and
convolutional neural networks. We are mainly interested in the vanishing order at the central
point, which is conjecturally related to the underlying arithmetic, as per the conjectures of Birch
and Swinnerton-Dyer and, more generally, Beilinson—Bloch—Kato.

Following this introduction, Section 2 provides the necessary definitions and examines various
patterns in the averages of the coefficients. These are closely related to murmurations. Murmu-
rations were first observed in the context of elliptic curves over Q [HLOP24]. Section 3 applies
principal component analysis, linear discriminant analysis, and neural networks to datasets of ra-
tional L-functions, aiming to learn their vanishing orders. Comparable techniques were applied to
arithmetic curves in [HLO22b, HLO23, HLOP24], to number fields in [HLO22a, AHL*23], and to a
tiny heterogeneous set of rational L-functions in [Oli24]. While neural networks have been applied
to elliptic curve datasets in [KV23] and [Poz24al, the novelty of this work lies in extending these
techniques to a large, heterogeneous dataset comprising L-functions with diverse origins. Further-
more, we explore transfer learning from one sub-dataset to another. In Section 4 we summarise our
main results and offer some future directions. In Section A, we provide an appendix of murmuration
patterns for data outside of the main dataset studied in the main text.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we define the terminology used, describe our primary dataset, and document
various murmuration-like patterns in averages across the dataset.

2.1. Definitions. Loosely speaking, an L-function is a Dirichlet series L(s) := Y 7 | a,n~* that
has an Euler product and satisfies a functional equation. Each L-function is a generating function
for the sequence of coefficients {a,}5°; and the analytic properties of L(s) relate to arithmetic

properties of the coefficients. A precise axiomatisation was suggested by Selberg [Sel92].

In greater detail, the functional equation for an L-function is easier to describe after multiplying
by a function of the form N* Hle I'wis + pi), in which N € Z, w; € Ry and p; € C with
Re(p;) > 0. We refer to the integer N as the conductor of L(s) and Loo(s) = Hle T(wis + i)
as the factor at infinity. The product A(s) = N®Ls(s)L(s) is called the completed L-function
and, for each L-function we consider in this paper, satisfies a functional equation of the shape
A(s) = eA(d — s) for some 6 > 0 and ¢ with |¢| = 1.

The degree of L(s) is given by the expression d = 2 Zle w; and is conjectured to be an integer
for L-functions arising naturally in number theory. (In this paper, we consider L-functions of
degrees 1, 2, and 4). The product of two L-functions is another L-function. An L-function is said
to be primitive if it cannot be written as a product of L-functions with smaller degree. To each
L-function we associate a measure of complexity called the analytic conductor, given by

A= N-exp (2me (=01,

where Lo (s) is the factor at infinity as defined above. To compare across different degrees, we also
use the root analytic conductor, which is the dth root of the analytic conductor if L has degree d.
(With this, L(s) and L?(s) have the same root analytic conductor).

We refer to the sequence {ay}5° | as the Dirichlet coefficients of L(s). The Dirichlet coefficients
of an L-function are multiplicative in the sense that, if gcd(m,n) = 1, then a;,a, = amn. Though
we refer to the coefficients as a,, there is a choice of normalisation. For example, if L(s) satisfies
a functional equation A(s) = A(§ — s), then multiplying a,, by \/n gives another L-function with a
functional equation of the shape A(s) = A((1+ J) — s). After normalising through multiplication
by a certain power n®, we can put an L-function in the analytic normalisation L,y(s), wherein the
functional equation has shape s — 1 — s.

We say that L(s) is an arithmetic L-function if its Dirichlet coefficients are algebraic numbers.
For an arithmetic L-function L(s) given in its analytic normalisation L,y (s), we define its motivic
weight to be the minimal w € Zx>( such that, for all n > 1, the number anpnt/?
integer. In such a case we also define the coefficient field of L(s) to be the number field generated
by {a,n®/2}°% . If the coefficient field is Q, then we refer to L(s) as a rational L-function. For
example, Dirichlet characters (resp. elliptic curves over Q) determine rational L-functions with

is an algebraic

motivic weight 0 (resp. 1).



Different normalisations can make certain number theoretic properties clearer. Taking an arith-
metic L-function in the analytic normalisation L,,(s) and scaling by the motivic weight by mul-
tiplying each a, by n*/2 gives the arithmetic normalisation, which we refer to as L(s) (so that
Lan(s) = L(s + %)). In this normalisation, the coefficients are algebraic integers, the functional
equation has the shape s — 1+ w — s, and the central point is s = (w + 1)/2. If L(s) is rational,
then, with the arithmetic normalisation, its Euler product can be written as a product over rational
primes L(s) = [, Ly(p~*)~L, with L,(T) € Z[T).

As mentioned in Section 1, the vanishing order of an L-function at its central point r :=
ord—(w41)/2 L(s) is expected to reflect underlying arithmetic structure. For example, the con-
jecture of Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer asserts that the vanishing order of the L-function attached
to an abelian variety defined over a number field is equal to the rank of that abelian variety as
a finitely generated abelian group. Moreover, in the arithmetic normalisation, the leading Taylor
coefficient is conjecturally given by a formula involving other arithmetic quantities.

2.2. Describing the dataset. Throughout this paper, we use a dataset RAT [CL25] consisting
of rational L-functions taken from [LMF24], and in particular based on work from [Cre81, Cre84,
Whi90, Cre92, BDKM™13, JR17, BSST16, DV21, BBB*21, CN21]. The RAT dataset contains
information about 248,359 rational L-functions with root analytic conductor less than 4. We
restrict to root analytic conductor < 4 because this dataset contains a relatively balanced set of
L-functions from different origins in this range. The available data from the LMFDB becomes more
skewed for larger root analytic conductor. The RAT dataset includes the sub-datasets CMF (classical
modular forms), ECNF (elliptic curves defined over number fields), DIR (Dirichlet characters) and
G2Q (genus 2 curves defined over Q). Within CMF, we find familiar sub-datasets such as ECQ (elliptic
curves over Q) and ART (Artin representations'). Similarly, within ECNF we find BMF (Bianchi
modular forms) and HMF (Hilbert modular forms). In Figure 2.1, we present an UpSet plot for RAT,
which is a method for visualising data with more than three intersecting subsets (cf. [LGST14]).

Contained within the RAT dataset is a sub-dataset PRAT consisting of 186,114 primitive rational
L-functions. Since imprimitive L-functions can be written as a product of primitive L-functions, we
expect RAT to contain theoretically redundant information (for example, all the classical modular
forms that do not arise from elliptic curves). We caution the reader that this may not be entirely
true in practice, since there is some chance that the imprimitive L-functions in RAT do not factor into
primitive L-functions that are included in PRAT. Nevertheless, for our experiments, we will restrict
to PRAT, in order to exclude the possibility of redundant information. There are other idiosyncrasies
in the PRAT dataset. For example, there is no overlap between CMF and ECNF (although this is not
true in general). The number of datapoints in each sub-dataset is given in Table 2.1, and the
number of datapoints in various pairwise intersections is given in Table 2.2.

In the (P)RAT dataset, each row contains information about one L-function and includes several
columns [CL25]. This includes the following properties of the L-function:

e primitivity of the L-function;
e N, the conductor of the L-function;
e w, the motivic weight of the L-function;

IThere is one exception. The Riemann zeta function is contained in ART but not in CMF.
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FIGURE 2.1. UpSet plot for RAT. Each row corresponds to the named subset, and each column
corresponds to an intersection of subsets. A black circle is used to indicate that a subset is involved
in a particular intersection (the vertical lines simply indicate the orientation of the plot). The
horizontal bars show the number of datapoints in each subset (row), and a vertical bar above shows
the size of an exclusive intersection, i.e., it represents the number of elements unique to that specific
intersection.

d, the degree of the L-function;

{ap}p<i000, the Dirichlet coefficients (in the arithmetic normalisation) at primes less than
1000;

r, the vanishing order at the central point;

t C {CMF,ECQ, ART, ECNF, BMF, HMF, DIR, G2Q}, identifying the type of objects present in
[LMF24] that give rise to this L-function (at time of creation of this dataset).

In this paper, we will be particularly interested in learning the order of vanishing r column from
the Dirichlet coefficients {ap}p<1000 -

2.3. Murmurations in PRAT. In (P)RAT, the Dirichlet coefficients {ap},<1000 are given in the
arithmetic normalisation. In the context of murmurations, it is common to (additionally) normalize
the Dirichlet coefficients of prime index by defining

)/2 € [_d\/ﬁa d\/];]

- p(w—l

(2.1) Gy = ——2
We note that the normalisation in equation (2.1) is unnatural to both number theorists and data
scientists, but, for historical and aesthetic reasons, it seems to be the right choice for the purposes
of this section. For example, equation (2.1) specialises to the normalisation in the initial papers
and correspondence on murmuration phenomena [HLOP24, Sut22]. In this section, we will plot
murmuration-like averages for sub-datasets in PRAT. True murmuration behavior relates averages

of coefficients in particular conductor ranges [Sar23]. Since our datasets include large ranges of
4



sub-dataset | number of datapoints

CMF 9,675

ECQ 5,860

ART 2,557

ECNF 113,489

BMF 81,805

HMF 31,964

DIR 274

G2Q 62,789

TABLE 2.1. Number of datapoints for various
sub-datasets of PRAT.

intersection | number of datapoints
ARTNCMF 2,556
BMFNECNF 81,805
BMFNG2Q 72
BMFNHMF 272
CMFNECQ 5,860
ECNFNG2Q 113
ECNFNHMF 31,956
G2QNHMF 50

TABLE 2.2. Intersection size for various sub-
datasets of PRAT.

conductor, these figures are not exactly murmurations. For ease of exposition, we will refer to these
plots simply as “murmurations”.

The counts for each vanishing order in PRAT and varying sub-datasets are recorded in Table 2.3.
Since PRAT only contains 9 data-points with vanishing order equal to 4, we restrict to the dataset
PRAT<3 consisting of L-functions in PRAT with vanishing order < 3. In Figure 2.2, we plot the
average value of a, for primitive rational L-functions in PRAT<3 with each vanishing order.

In Table 2.4 (resp. 2.5), we record the number of datapoints in PRAT<3 with given motivic weight
(resp. degree). We observe that the vast majority of L-functions in this dataset have degree 4
and motivic weight 1. Restricting to datapoints in PRAT<3 with this degree and motivic weight
excludes a relatively small number of outliers and leaves behind a dataset PRAT* containing 176,156
L-functions, all of which are instances of either ECNF or G2Q (and some of which are both). In
particular, the dataset ECQ is not contained within PRAT*. On the other hand, we note that ECQ is
already extensively studied in the literature [HLO23, HLOP24, Poz24a, KV23]. (For comparison,
we examine the L -functions in PRAT but not in PRAT* in Section A.)

In what follows, we analyze the murmuration patterns for PRAT* and various sub-datasets. For all
murmuration plots in this section, L-functions with larger vanishing orders yield smaller average
values of a,. This is consistent with [HLOP24, Figure 8], and is comparable to the theory of
Mestre-Nagao sums.



vanishing orders
sub-dataset 0 1 2 3 4
PRAT 59,863 93,657 29,748 2837 9

ECNF 42,558 61,243 9,661 27

BMF 28,280 44,773 8,724 26
HMF 14,443 16,582 938 1
G2Q 10,827 29,155 19,988 2,810 9
CMF 6,245 3,330 100
ECQ 2,901 2,862 97
Artin 2,557
DIR 274

TABLE 2.3. Counts for different orders of vanishing in sub-datasets of PRAT.
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FIGURE 2.2. Average value of @, for primitive rational L-functions with specified vanishing order,
excluding the 9 L-functions with vanishing order 4.

In Figure 2.3, we plot the average value of a, for L-functions in PRAT*, grouped by vanishing
order (since w = 1, we have a;, = a, in PRAT*). In Figure 2.4, we plot ECNF and G2Q separately. We
observe initial separation in the graphs. More Dirichlet coefficients would allow further exploration
of murmuration behavior.

In Figure 2.5, we present a Venn diagram for the largest sub-dataset of PRAT*, namely ECNF,
which includes BMF and all but 8 datapoints in HMF. In Figure 2.6, we plot the average value of a,
over BMF and HMF.
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FIGURE 2.5.

p vs average &, for BMF L-functions in PRAT*
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functions with vanishing order 3.
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3. MACHINE LEARNING THE VANISHING ORDER OF RATIONAL L-FUNCTIONS

We present an unsupervised approach (PCA) and two supervised approaches (LDA and neural
networks). PCA for elliptic curves was documented in [HLO22b, HLOP24], and neural networks
were applied to elliptic curves in [KV23, Poz24b].

3.1. Feature selection and normalisation. As in Section 2.3, we will define our features using
the Dirichlet coefficients column {ay,},<1000. Since the machine learning techniques we will be using
are sensitive to the scale of features and we want to prevent features with larger magnitudes from
dominating the learning algorithm, we switch normalisation methods. The normalisation used in
Section 2.3 produced feature vectors with bounds depending on d and p. We now normalize the
Dirichlet coefficients with prime index by:

_p =
d/p

where @, is as in equation (2.1), d and w are the degree and motivic weight of the L-function, see
Section 2.1. Whilst there are several techniques to create features with a similar scale, we chose
equation (3.1) due to its arithmetic nature (reflecting Hasse bounds). As noted in Section 2.3,

the majority of the data has degree 4 and motivic weight 1, so to eliminate outliers we restrict to

datapoints in PRAT*. For L-functions in PRAT*, equation (3.1) amounts to division by 4,/p. Each
8
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L-function in PRAT* is then represented by the following vector:

(3.2) v(L) = (a9, as, as, - - - , dgey) € R,

which is indexed by primes < 1000. Equation (3.2) determines a pointcloud:
D = {v(L) : L € PRAT*} C R'®.

3.2. Principal component analysis on D. As depicted in Figure 3.1, we ran 2-dimensional
PCA on the pointcloud D. Though some separation is visible, we observe that 2-dimensional PCA
on D does not fully distinguish the data by vanishing order. One observes similar behavior for
3-dimensional PCA.

The projection onto each principal component is given by a linear combination of @,
(3.3) > wpay, w, €R
p<997

We refer to w), as the weight at p. We may calculate the weights by diagonalising the covariance
matrix for D. Equation (3.3) is somewhat analogous to Mestre-Nagao sums of the form

(3.4) S(B) = logtB) Z ap lopg(p)7
p<B

which have been used in the detection of high rank elliptic curves. Murmurations for Mestre-Nagao
sums were observed in [BKN24].

PCA colored by order of vanishing PCA colored by order of vanishing

pPC2

FIGURE 3.1. Two-dimensional PCA for the PRAT* dataset. Each datapoint is colored by the van-
ishing order for the underlying L-function at its central point. In the left (resp. right) image we
plot the points in ascending (resp. descending) order for the order of vanishing.

3.3. LDA for vanishing order. We used Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA) to predict the
order of vanishing for L-functions in subsets of PRAT* from the feature vectors v(L). We divide the
data into training and validation sets, with a ratio of 80 : 20, stratified by the order of vanishing
to ensure that we preserve the proportions of the classes in both the training and validation sets.
Table 3.1 shows the results both for the full PRAT* dataset and various sub-datasets. Over all the
data, LDA predicts the vanishing order with an accuracy of 95.9% with an explained variance ratio
of 0.982. This means that our linear discriminant is highly accurate at separating the classes and
is thus highly informative for the classification of vanishing order. If we consider a specific subsets,
we find some have higher accuracy. For example, LDA predictions on just G2Q are 97.1% accurate
with an explained variance of 0.997.



Dataset | Training obs. Validation obs. Accuracy Explained Variance | Counts

PRAT* 140,924 35,232 0.959 0.982 53,344
90,327
29,648
2,837

28,280
44,773
8,724
26
42,558
61,243
9,661
27
10,827
29,155
19,988
2,810
14,443
16,582
938

1

BMF 65,442 16,361 0.958 0.979

ECNF 90,791 22,698 0.956 0.983

G2Q 50,224 12,556 0.971 0.997

HMF 25,571 6,393 0.963 0.988

W O WNRFRFOWNRFREOWNRFEO|IIWND -~ O

TABLE 3.1. LDA results for predicting vanishing order in PRAT and various subsets.

3.4. Neural networks for vanishing order. We may also apply other supervised learning tech-
niques to classify the order of vanishing. To that end, we trained two neural networks: one with
inputs given by the principal components, and the other with inputs given by v(L). In both cases,
the dataset D is randomly split into training and test sets exactly as in Section 3.3.

For the network architecture, we tested both feed-forward neural networks (FNN) and 1D con-
volutional neural networks (CNN). We will focus on CNN from this point onward, as it achieved
better accuracy than FNN. We also experimented with different problem types, namely, classifica-
tion (outputting the probability of each vanishing order) and regression (outputting the estimated
value for the vanishing order). We observe that most of the phenomena appear to be consistent
regardless of the network architecture and problem type.

For the hyperparameters of the CNN, we use three 1D convolutional layers, with 16, 32 and 64
channels, kernel size K = 3 and padding P = 1, each followed by a ReLLU activation function and
Max Pooling layer with K = 2 and P = 1. After a dropout layer D = 0.5, the convolutional blocks
are followed by two fully connected layers, each with 128 neurons, and an output layer whose width
is equal to the number of possible orders of vanishing in the dataset. The networks are trained with
cross-entropy loss using Adam optimizer, setting batch size to 3000 and learning rate to 0.001. We
use the same set of hyperparameters for both cases.

When training with principal components, we observe that a CNN can achieve an 91% overall

accuracy using only the first two principal components. The percentage accuracy curves and the
10



final test accuracies for the named subsets of PRAT* in this case are presented in Figure 3.2 and
Table 3.2. In Figure 3.3, we present the weights of each principal component. We note that similar
results were observed in [KV23] using different datasets and features.

When training with v(L), the CNN can achieve over 95% accuracy across all different types of
L-functions. The results are shown in Figure 3.4 and Table 3.3. To show the capability of transfer
learning of the neural network, we first train on only the ECNF subset and test on G2Q, then reverse
the process by training on G2Q and testing on ECNF. The results are shown in Figure 3.5, with both
achieving over 90% accuracy on the test set. This suggests that the features learned from ECNF
and G2Q are highly transferable and the model generalizes well across PRAT*, indicating a strong
similarity between L-functions with the same motivic weight and degree.

Test Accuracy over Epochs for Different Types (Trained with PC1 and PC2)

0 5 10 15 20 25
Epochs

FIGURE 3.2. Learning the vanishing order the first and second principal components: percentage
accuracy against epoch with CNN. Each colour corresponds to one category of L-functions

sub-dataset | test accuracy

ECNF 91.22%
BMF 91.48%
HMF 90.54%
G2Q 91.13%

TABLE 3.2. Test accuracy at the last epoch for each category of L-functions in PRAT*, trained with
the first and second principal components.

TABLE 3.3. Test accuracy at the last epoch for each sub-dataset in PRAT*, trained with v(L).

sub-dataset | test accuracy
ECNF 95.37%
BMF 95.48%
HMF 95.04%
G2Q 95.71%

11
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4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The work in this paper gives rise to many open questions about mathematical structure to be
found in a data-focused study of rational L-functions. Predictions using both LDA and neural
networks were highly accurate; however, an analysis of the model inaccuracies could give insight
into cases where vanishing orders are harder to predict.

Our work also considered an exploration of transfer learning and augmented training sets, using
principal components, for example. We showed that transfer learning is possible, but further
exploration is warranted. For example, to what extent is the accuracy of our classifiers dependent
on the conductor range? Can we train our model using L-functions from a minimal conductor
range and then use that model to predict order of vanishing across larger ranges? If we train on
one data subset, how effective are we at predicting in others? Which Dirichlet coefficients are most
important in predicting the vanishing order? Additionally, how does the prediction of vanishing
order trained by principal component results compare to Mestre-Nagao sums?

APPENDIX A. MURMURATION PATTERNS

In what follows, we analyze the murmuration patterns for the various sub-datasets in PRAT<3
that were not contained in PRAT*. The murmuration patterns are quite different for these subsets
of the data, most likely because the ranges for conductors in the dataset for those L-functions are
much smaller. The L-functions not included in PRAT* include CMF, which includes ARTIN and ECQ,
and DIR. The L-functions in ARTIN and DIR all have vanishing order 0, so we do not include those
graphs. Murmurations of Dirichlet characters, grouped by parity (as opposed to vanishing order),
were rigorously studied in [LOP25]. In Figure A.1, we present a Venn diagram for CMF, which
includes ARTIN and ECQ. In Figure A.2, we plot the average value of a, over CMF and ECQ.

CMF

FIGURE A.1. (left) Venn diagram for CMF

Previous work on murmurations has shown that normalizing the z-axis by dividing by the con-
ductor is the correct normalisation for plots. By restricting to root analytic conductor < 4 in [CL25],
the conductor range for L-functions of degree 2 is much smaller than the conductor range for L-
functions of degree 4. Thus when we restrict the dataset PRAT to L-functions of degree 2, e.g., CMF
and ECQ, we obtain tighter conductor ranges. This yields murmuration plots with more definition

when compared to those plots in Section 2.3.
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