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1 Introduction and Main Results

In this paper, we consider the elliptic curve
E=E.:y*=ux(x +epD)(x+eqD), (e==+1) (1.1)

where p and ¢ are odd prime numbers with ¢ —p = 2, and D = Dy---D,, is a
square-free integer with distinct primes Dy, ---, D,. Moreover, 2 4 D, p t D and
qt D. For each D;, denote b\l = D/D; (1/7\1 =1if D = D;). We write £ = E if

e=land E=FE_ife=—1.
Take the elliptic curve
E'=FE :y*=2°—2e(p+ q)Da* + 4D*x. (1.2)
There is an isogeny ¢ of degree 2 between FE and E’ as follows:
piE— E', (x,y)— (y*/2", ylpgD* —27)/2?).
The kernel is Efp] = {0, (0,0)}, and the dual isogeny of ¢ is

P E — B, (z,y)— (y*/42%, y(4D* —1?)/82%)
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with kernel E'[¢] = {O, (0,0)} (see [S, p.74]).

In this paper, we calculate the ¢(p)—Selmer groups S (E/Q) and S@(E'/Q)
of the above elliptic curves via descent theory (see [S, Chapter X]), in particular,
we obtain that the Selmer groups of several families of such elliptic curves can be
arbitrary large. There are many literature studying Selmer groups of elliptic curves
( see e.g., [KS], [QZ], [Sch], [ST]). The main results in the present paper are stated

as follows:
Part 1 Results for the case = +1

Theorem 1.1. Let £ = E, be the elliptic curve in (1.1) with e = +1. For

each i € {1, - n}, denote

o= (5)) - 0-(3)-0-(3)- 2, 0-(3))

where (—) is the ( Legendre ) quadratic residue symbol. And define a function
p*(D) by
- 1
+ D) = -
0 =3 )

where [x] is the greatest integer < x. Then we have

(1)  There exists a subset T'C {Dy,-- -, D, } with cardinal §7" = p* (D) such
that S®(E/Q) D < Tmod(Q*") > = (Z/QZ)”+(D) . In particular, dim,S® (E/Q) >
p (D).

(2) Ifp=T7(mod8) and D; =1, 7(mod8) (1 <i < n), then dim,S¥) (E/Q) >
pT(D)+1and S®¥(E/Q) > < TU{2}mod(Q*") > = (Z/QZ)pﬂD)Jrl for some subset

T C{D,---,D,} with T = p*(D).



Corollary 1.2. For elliptic curve £ = FE, as in Theorem 1.1, we have
S@(E/Q) ¢ (Z/22)"" . Furthermore,
(A) If the following conditions hold:
(1) Dy=1(mod4), 1<i<n;  (2) <2> — (2> 1, 1<i<m
(3) (%):1 1<i, j<n and i
Then SW(E/Q) D (Z/2Z)", so 2" < #SW(E/Q) < 2"*L.
(B) If the following conditions hold:
(1) D; =1(mod4), 1<i<m;
(2) Dy = 5(mod8) for at least one k € {1,--- ,n};
(3) (%) - (%) —1, 1<i<n
(4) (%):1 1<i, j<n and i
Then SW(E/Q)= (Z/27Z)", and #S@W(E/Q) = 2"
(C) If the following conditions hold:

(mod8); (2) D; =1(mod8), 1<i<m

Theorem 1.3. Let £/ = E'_ be the elliptic curve in (1.2) with ¢ = +1. For

each i € {1,--- ,n}, denote

s (- (52)) (- (57)) 2 (- (3) (- (57).

where (—) is the ( Legendre ) quadratic residue symbol. Take a subset I of Z(n) =

{1,---,n} asfollows: I ={ie€ Z(n): D; =1(mod8)}U{i e Z(n): (1 —l—pf?\,-)(l +



¢D;) = 0(mod16)} U {i € Z(n) : D; = 3(mod8) and p = 1(modd)} U {i € Z(n) :

D; = 7(mod8) and p = 3(mod4)}, and define a function p* (D)’ by

0 =3 |y

iel
where [x] is the greatest integer < z. Then there exists a subset T C {Dy,---, D,}

/

with cardinal T = p* (D)’ such that S@(E'/Q) D < Tmod(Q*") > = (Z/2Z)p+(D)

In particular, dim,S® (E'/Q) > p* (D).

Corollary 1.4. For elliptic curve E' = E/_ as in Theorem 1.3, we have
S@(E'/Q) c (Z/2Z)""*. Furthermore, if for each i € {1,---,n}, II7 (D) = 0
and one of the following conditions hold:

(1) D;=1(mod8); (2) (1+pD;)(1+ qD;) = 0(mod16);

D; = 3(mod8), D; = 7(mod8),
(3) { p = 1(modd): (4) { p = 3(modd).

Then S@®(E'/Q) > (2/2Z)"*, so 2" < 4S@(E'/Q) < 27H3.

p = 3(mod4), or { D — p =0,2(mod8),
a(—pg) =0 a(—pg) =0,
then S (E'/Q) = (Z/22)"*, 50 15P (F'/Q) = 2

shere a(opa) = 2 (1= (2)) (1- ()

For example, if the following conditions hold:

Furthermore, if {

(1) D;=1(mod8), 1<i<n; (2) (%)+(%>:0, 1<i<n;

(3) p = 3(mod4).
Then S@(E'/Q) = (Z/272)" , so 1S@(E'/Q) = 27*3.
Theorem 1.5. For elliptic curves £ = F, and E' = E'in (1.1) and (1.2)

with € = +1, we have

(A) If the following conditions hold:



(1) D;=1(mod4), 1<i<m

(2) Dy = 5(mod8) for at least one k € {1,--- ,n};

(3) (%):(%):1, 1<i<n;
(4) (%):1 1<i, j<n and i j:
(5) p— D =0,2(mod8).

Furthermore, if p = 3(mod4) or p — D = 0(mod8), then
SO(E/Q) = (z/22)", SP(E'/Q)=(Z/22)"", and
rank(E(Q)) + dimy TS(E/Q)[¢] + dimy TS(E'/Q)[3) = 20 + 1,
where TS(E/Q) and TS(E’/Q) are the Tate-Shafarevich groups of £ and E’ over
Q respectively (See [S, Chapter X]).
(B) If the following conditions hold:
p = 7(mod8); (2) D; =1(mod8), 1<i<n;
(3) <D> - (%) —1, 1<i<n
( ):1, 1<i, j<n and i

Then SW(E/Q) = (2/22)""", SP(E'/Q)=(Z/22)""", and

Part 2 Results for the case ¢ = -1

Theorem 1.6. Let E = E_ be the elliptic curve in (1.1) with ¢ = —1. For

each i € {1, - n}, denote

o= (=) 0-3) - 2, 0-(3))



and define a function p~ (D) by

n

=% [errm)

1=

where [x] is the greatest integer < z. Then we have

(1)  There exists a subset 7' C {Dy,---,D,} with cardinal 7" = p~(D)
such that S@(E/Q) > < {Df : D; € Ttmod(Q*") > = (Z/22)" P, where
Dr € {D;, —D;}. In particular, dim, S (E/Q) > p~ (D).

(2)  Furthermore, if one of the following conditions hold:

(a) p=T7(mod8) and D; =1, 7(mod8) (1 <i < n);

(b) p=1(mod8) and D; =1, 3(mod8) (1 <i < mn).

Then for T as in (1), we have S¥(E/Q) D < 2* > x < {Dr: D; € T} =
(/22" P where 2* € {2, —2}. In particular, dim, S (E/Q) > p~(D) + 1.

Corollary 1.7. For elliptic curve £ = E_ as in Theorem 1.6, we have
S@(E/Q) ¢ (Z/22)""" . Furthermore,

(A) If the following conditions hold:

(1) (%):(F)—l 1<i<n;
2) <&>:1, 1<i, j<n and i

%

Then SW(E/Q) D (Z/2Z)", so 2" < tSW(E/Q) < 2"*L.

(B) If the following conditions hold:

) (1)1 12150
=1
e

St

p |ub

1<i4, 7<n and 1 # j;

p = 1(mod8)
(modS) 1<i<n), & { D; = 1,3(mod8) (1< i< n).

(E/Q) = (Z/22)"", and §SW(E/Q) = 2",

oK
o
o

p
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Then S



Theorem 1.8. Let E' = E’ be the elliptic curve in (1.2) with e = —1. For

each i € {1,--- ,n}, denote

wor- (- (2)) (- (2)- £, (- 6-(2)

where (—) is the ( Legendre ) quadratic residue symbol. Take a subset I of Z(n) =

{1,--- ,n}asfollows: [ ={i€ Z(n): D;=1(mod8)}U{i e Z(n): (1 —pb\i)(l —
¢D;) = 0(mod16)} U {i € Z(n) : D; = 3(mod8) and p = 1(modd)} U {i € Z(n) :
D; = 7(mod8) and p = 3(mod4)}, and define a function p~ (D)’ by

0 =3 | i)

iel
where [x] is the greatest integer < z. Then there exists a subset T C {Dy,---, D,}

with cardinal #7 = p~ (D)’ such that S@ (E'/Q) D < Tmod(Q*) > = (z,/27)" P

In particular, dimy,S@ (E'/Q) > p~(D)'.

Corollary 1.9. For elliptic curve £ = E’ as in Theorem 1.8, we have
S@(E'/Q) < (Z/2Z)""*. Furthermore, if for each i € {1,---,n}, II; (D) = 0
and one of the following conditions hold:

(1) Di=1(mods); (2) (1—pD;)(1 - ¢D;) = 0(mod16);

D; = 3(mod8), D; = 7(mod8),
) { p = 1(modd); (4) { p = 3(modd).

Then S@®(E'/Q) = (2/272)"*, so tS®(E'/Q) = 272,
For example, if the following conditions hold:

(1) Di=1(mods), 1<i<m () (Z)+(2)=0, 1<i<n

p q

Then S@(E'/Q) = (Z/2Z)" ", so $S@(E'/Q) = 27*2,

Theorem 1.10  For elliptic curves £ = E_ and E' = E"in (1.1) and (1.2)

with e = —1, we have



(A) If the following conditions hold:
(1) D;=1(mod4), 1<i<m

(2) Dy = 5(mod8) for at least one k € {1,--- ,n};

(3) (%):(%):1, 1<i<n;
(4) (%):1 1<i, j<n and i j:
(5) p— D = 2,4(mod8).

Then SW(E/Q) = (2/272)", S@(F'/Q)=(Z/2Z)"", and
rank(E(Q)) + dimyTS(E/Q)[¢] + dim, TS(E'/Q)[] = 2n.

(B) If the following conditions hold:

(1) p=1,7(mod8);  (2) D;=1(mod8), 1<i<nmn

(3) (%) - (%) —1, 1<i<n;

(4) (%):1 1<4, j<n and i j.

Then SW(E/Q) = (2/22)""", SP(E'/Q) = (Z/22)"", and

rank(E(Q)) + dimyTS(E/Q)[p] + dimTS(E'/Q)[p] = 2n + 1.

Remark 1.11  For each pair (p,q) above, by Chinese Remainder Theorem
(See [L]) and Dirichlet Theorem on primes in arithmetic progressions [see[IK]], it is
easy to verify that there exist infinitely many D satisfying the conditions in every

Corollaries above.

2 Proofs of Theorems

Let Mg be the set of all places of QQ, including the infinite co. For each place p,
denote by Q, the completion of Q at p, and if p is finite, denote by v, the correspond-

ing normalized additive valuation, so v,(p) = 1. Let S = {00,2,p,q, D1, -+, Dy},



and define a subgroup of @*/(@*2 as follows: Q(S,2) =< —1,2,p,q, Dy, , D, >=
(Z/2Z)"" . For any subset A C Q*, we write < A > for the subgroup of Q*/Q*’
generated by all the elements in A. For each d € Q(S,2), define the curves

Cy: dw? = d* —2e(p+ q)Ddz* + 4D?*z*, and

Clh: dw? = d* +e(p + q)Ddz* + pgD?2*.

Then by the theory of descent via two-isogeny ( see [S, chapter X]), the p—Selmer
group for the elliptic curve £/Q in (1.1) is

SCE/Q) = {dec Q(S,2): Cy(Q,) # 0 for all v € S}, and the p—Selmer group
for the elliptic curve E'/Q in (1.2) is

S@NE'/Q) = {d e Q(S,2): CY(Q,) #0 for all v € S}.

Proposition 2.1 We assume ¢ = 1 and the elliptic curve £ = E, be as in
(1.1).
(A) For d € Q(S,2), if one of the following conditions holds:
(1) d<0; (2) pld; (3) qld
Then d ¢ S (E/Q). Moreover, if d > 0, then Cy(R) # 0.
(B) For d=2¢€ Q(S,2), we have
(1) Co(Q2) #0 < D(D —2p—2) = 1(mod16).
(2) For each prime number [ | pgD, Co(Q;) #0 < (2) =1, ie., [l =1,7(mod8).
(C) For each D; (1 <i <n), we have
(1) C,(@) £0 <= D;=1(modd).
(2) For each prime number [ |qu)\i, Cp,(Q) #0 <~ (&) =1.

(3) Cn(@p) #0 = () = (%) =1



Proof. Conclusion (A) follows directly by the valuation property.
(B) In this case, Cy : w? =2 — 2(p+ q)Dz* + 2D?*z*.
(1) If C5(Qq) # 0, then there exists (z0,wp) € Q% such that wi = 2 — 2(p +
q)Dz3 + 2D?z3, from which we have vy(wg) > 1 and wve(z9) = 0. Let wy = 2w,
with w; € Qy and vy(w;) > 0. Then 2w} = 1 — (p + q)Dz% + D?z]. Note that
v9(D2z) = 0, so by lemma in [Rob], we have 22 = 8s+ 1 and D?z} = 8¢+ 1 for some
s,t € Qy with wvy(s) > 0 and vy(t) > 0. So 2w? =2 — 2(p+ 1)D(8s + 1) + 8t. Thus
va(2w?) = 13(2) = 1, s0 ve(w;) = 0, and we may assume that (w;)? = 8r + 1 for
some r € Qy and vy(r) > 0. So 2(8 +1) =1 —2(p+ 1)D(8s + 1) + D*(8s + 1)?,
from which we get D? — 2(p + 1)D = 1(mod16), i.e., D(D — 2p — 2) = 1(mod16).
Conversely, if D(D—2p—2) = 1(mod16), let f(z,w) = w?>—2+2(p+q)Dz*>—-2D?24,
then f; = 2w, and vy(f(1,2)) > 5 > 2vs(f},(1,2)), so by Hensel’s lemma (see
[S],p.322), we have Cy(Qy) # 0.
(2) Forl=p,if C2(Qp) # 0, then 3(zp, wo) € Q2 s.t. wg = 2—2(p+q)Dzj+2D?z.
If v,(20) > 0, then v,(wi —2) > 1, so <§> = 1. If v,(29) = 0 then we can obtain that
vp(Dz§ — 1) = 0. Let wy = wo(Dz5 —1)~! € Q3 then v,(wi —2) > 1, so (%) =1.1If
v,(20) < 0 then v,(z5 ") > 0, so by the equality (f—é))z =2(2, ") —4(p+1)Dzy 2 +2D?
we get v,(wy) > 0 and v,(w? — 2D?) > 1 with w; = % So (%) = 1, and then
(%) = 1. To sum up, we obtain (%) =1
Conversely, if (%) =1, then 2 = a*(modp) for some a € Z with p{ a. Then for the
above f(z, w), we have v,(f(0,a)) > 1> 0 = 2v,(f,,(0,a)). So by Hensel’s lemma ,

we have Cy(Q,) # 0. The case | = ¢, D; (1 <1i < n) are similar. This proves (B).

(C) In this case, Cp, : w? = D; — 2(p + q)Dz% + 4DD;z*,



(1) If Cp,(Qs) # 0, then I(zp,wo) € Q% s. t. wi = D; — 2(p + q) D22 + 4D D,z

If va(29) > 0, then wvo(wd) = wo(D;), va(wy) = 0 and wve(wi — D;) > 2. Since
vo(wi—D;) > 3 ('see lemma in [Rob]), we have vy(D;—1) = vo((wi—1)+(D;—w3)) >
2. So D; = 1(mod4).

If v3(29) < 0, then vy(z5") > 1, 50 by (£9)2 = D;(222)72 — (p+ 1) Dz, 2 + DD;, we

2
224

—2

get v2((3%)%) = v3(DD;) = 0, s0 va((2%) = 0 and va(D;D; — (2%)2) > 2, hence
0 0 0

[\

2 2z,

vo(D; — (%)2) > 2. Since 1)2((%)7)2 —1) > 3, we get va(D; — 1) = va((D; —

(525)°) + (55%5)" = 1)) 2 2. So D; = 1(mod4).
Conversely, if D; = 1(mod4), then for the polynomial f(z,w) = w? — D; + 2(p +
q)Dz* — ADD;z*, we have fl = 2w. So if D; = 1(mod8), then vy(f(0,1)) > 3 >
2 = 2u9(f1(0,1)); If D; = 5(mod8), then vy (f(1,1)) > 3 > 2 = 2u,(f! (1,1)). So by
Hensel’s lemma, we have Cp,(Qs) # 0.
(2) Forl=p,if Cp,(Qp) # 0, then 3(zp,wo) € Q2 s. t. wg = D; — 2(p+ q)Dz5 +
ADD;zt = —4pD22 + D;(2D;22 — 1)2.
If v,(20) > 0, then v,(w3) = v,(D;) = 0, so v,(wy) = 0 and v,(wi — D;) > 1, so
(5)-1

P
If v,(2) = 0, then v,(wp) > 0. If v,(2D;22 — 1) > 1, then v,((2D;22 — 1))2 > 2 >
1 = vy(—4pD23), so vy(wi) = vy(—4pD23), i.e., 2v,(wi) = 1, which is impossible !
So v,(2D;22 — 1) = 0, and then we have v,(D; — (—=22—)2) > 1, which shows that

2D;22—1
Di) _1q
> .

If v,(29) < 0, then v,(z;") > 1. By the above equation of Cp, we have (2%1?2)2 =
i2(

D;(2D;23)72 — &L L D S0 v, ((=22)2) = v,(D;) = 0, hence v,(D; — —20_) > 1,

(Ez%)z 25\22'8 o 25\22'8

which shows <%> =1.




Conversely, if <%> =1, then D; = a?(modp) for some a € Z with v,(a) = 0. Then
vp(f(0,a)) > 1 > 0 = 2u,(f!(0,a)). By Hensel’s lemma, we get Cp,(Q,) # (. The
other cases follow the same line. We omit the details. The proof of Proposition 2.1

is completed. [
Corollary 2.2 We assume ¢ = 1 and the elliptic curve £ = E be as in (1.1).
(A) 2€ SY(FE/Q) = p=T(mod8) and D; =1,7(mod8) (1 <i<n).
(B) For each D; (1 <i < n), we have D; € S¥(FE/Q) if and only if

D; = 1(mod4) and (%Z) = (D%) = (Dii) =1 (1<j<n, and j#1i).
Proof. The results follow easily from Proposition 2.1. [

Proposition 2.3 We assume ¢ = 1 and the elliptic curve £’ = E/, be as in
(1.2).

(A) (1) Forany d € Q(S,2), C)(R) £ 0. £ 2 | d, then d ¢ S@)(E'/Q).
(2) {1,pg,—pD,—¢D} C SP(E'/Q).

(B) For each D; (1< i < n), we have
(1) C% (Qz) # 0 if and only if one of the following conditions holds:
() D;=1(mod8); (b) (1+pDi)(1+ qDi) = 0(mod16);
(¢) Di=3(mod8) and p = 1(mod4); (d) D; = T(mod8) and p = 3(mod4).
(2) Cp,(Qp) # 0 and Cp, (Qy) # 0.
(3) Foreach j #i, Cp,(Qn) # 0= (1- (%)) (1-(22)) =0
@) Ch(@n) £ 0= (1= (52)) (1- (7)) -

(C) For d= —pq € Q(S,2), we have

(1) C7,,(Q2) #0 <= p=3(mod4) or D —p=0,2(mods).



(2) C',,(Q,) #0and C’, (Qg) # 0.

(3) For each D; (1 <i<n), we have
o) 41— (1= (3)) (- () -0

Proof. (A) (1) Obvious.
(2) For C': dw* = (d + pDz?)(d + qDz?), if d = —pD, then (1,0) € C’(Q); and if
d = —¢D, then (1,0) € C"(Q), so the group < —pD, —qD >= {1,pq, —pD, —qD} C
E(Q)/3(E'(Q)) C SP(E'/Q).
(B) C. : w®=D;+ (p+q)D2* + pgDDz* = Dy(1 + pD;2*)(1 + ¢D,z2).
(1) If Cp,(Qq) # 0, then I(zp, wo) € QF, s. t. w§ = D;+ (p+q) Dz} + pgDD;zt.
If v (z9) > 0, then va(wp) = 0. By Lemma 4 in [C, p.11], we get vo(D; — 1) > 3 and
then D; = 1(mod8).
If vy(z9) < 0, then by the equality (l:—é))Z = Di(z% + pb\i)(zg2 + qb\i), we have
vg(f—g) > 0. Denote W' = 28, Z = 2%, then vp(Z) > 0, vp(W) > 0 and W? =
Di(Z? + pD)(Z2 + qDy) = Dy(V? — Dy ) with V = Z2 + (p + 1)D; € Q. Obviously,

’UQ(V) > 0.

—2

i) If va(V) = 0, then v2(V? — 1) > 3 and v3(Z) = 0. So vo(V? — D; ) = vo((V? —
1) = (D;’ — 1)) > 3. Thus va(W?2) = 0p(V> — D;) > 3, 50 vs(W?2) > 2, and then
vo((1 4 pD;)(1 + ¢D;)) > 4, ie., (14 pD;)(1 + ¢D;) = 0(mod16).

ii) If va(V) > 1, then vy(W) = 0.

If va(V) =1, then vo(VZ —4) > 5. So ve(W? —3D;) = vy((V2 —4) — (/D\22 —1)) > 3.
Thus vo(1 — 3D;) > 3, hence D; = 3(mod8). Since V = Z% + (p + l)b\i, we get
va(p+ 1) =ve(V — Z2) =1, so p = 1(mod4).

If v2(V) > 2, then vy(V?) > 4,50 W2+ D; = Di(V2+1—I)\i2), hence vy(W?2+D;) > 3,



and then vy(1 + D;) = vp(W? + D; +1 — W?) > 3, so D; = 7(mod8). Since
V =2%+ (p+ 1)D;, we get va(p+ 1) = vo(V — Z2) > 2, which shows p = 3(mod4).
To sum up, we have proved that if C, (Qz) # ), then one of the following conditions
holds:

(a) D;=1(mod8); (b) (1+ pD;)(1+ ¢D;) = 0(mod16);

(¢) D; =3(mod8) and p = 1(mod4); (d) D; = 7(mod8) and p = 3(mod4).
Conversely, we assume one of the above conditions holds. Let f(z, w) = D; + (p+
q)Dz? + pgDD;2* — w?, then 1 (z,w) = —2w.

(a) If D; = 1(mod8), then vy(f(0,1)) > 3 > 2 = 2vy(f/(0,1)). So by Hensel’s
lemma, we get Cp, (Q2) # 0.

(b) It (1+pDy)(1+qDy) = 0(mod16), then va(1+pD;) > 3 or va(1+¢D;) > 3. Let
g(z) =1+ lb\izz, where | = p or ¢ according to the above first or second inequali-
ties. Then ¢'(z) = 21D; 2. So v2(g(1)) > 3 > 2 =2uvy(¢'(1)), and by Hensel’s lemma,
9(20) = 0 for some zy € Q,. Therefore (29,0) € C}, (Q2).

(¢c) If D; = 3(mod8) and p = 1(mod4), let g(w) = w* — D;(2% + pD;) (2% + D),
then ¢'(w) = 2w, and va(g(1)) > 2 = 2v5(¢’(1)). So by Hensel’s lemma, g(wy) = 0
for some wy € Qo. Thus (3, “2) € O (Qo).

(d) similar to (c) above. This proves (1).

(2) Let f(z) = Di+ (p+q)Dz2+ pgDD;z*, then f(z) = D;(1+2D;22)(modp), also
f(z)=D;(1— 2f)\iz2)(modq). Take g =1, h = f(modp) (if D; is a square modp,
then take § = D;(modp)), then degg = 0 and it is easy to verify that h is square

free. So by lemma 14 in [MSS], w* = f(z) has solutions in @, i.e., C}, (Q,) # 0.

Similarly, Cp, (Qq) # (. This proves (2).



(3) If Cp (Qp,) # O (j # i), then I(zo,wo) € Q3 s. t. wi = Di(1 +pDzd)(1 +
aDiz}).

i) If vp,(z9) > 0, then vp, (wo) = 0 and D; = w§(modD;), so (%) =1.

ii) If vp,(z) < 0, then vp,(25") > 1 and vp,(wo) = 1 + 2vp,(z20) < 0. Now
(1;_(%))2 =Dizg* +(p+q) Dz + quib\iz. By the above discussion, we get pgD; =

(%)%modDj) with UDj(w—%\i), SO (7%?1') = 1. To sum up, we get (1 — (%)) (1 — (’%})) =

2
20

0.

Conversely, if (1 - (g-;)) (1 - (M>> = 0, then D; = a*(modD;) or pgD; =

D;
b*(modD;) for some a,b € Z and D, 1 ab.
For the former, let f(z,w) = w?* — D; — (p+q)Dz> +qu,~b\i224, then f (z,w) = 2w
and vp, (f(0,a)) > 0 = 2vp,(f,(0,a)). So by Hensel’s lemma, C, (Qp,) # 0.
For the later, let g(z,w) = wz—Dib\iz — (p+q)b\iZDz2 —quiI?\fz‘l, then ¢/ (2, w) =
2w and vp, (g(f)\i_l, b)) > 0 = 2uvp, (g{u(b\i_l, b)). So by Hensel’s lemma, 3(zp,wy) €
Q3, s t. g(z0,wo) = 0, and so (2o, %‘z) € Cp,(Qp,). This proves (3).
(4) If C} (Qp,) # 0, then 3(zp,wp) € Q% s. t. w? = Di(1 + pDiz3)(1 + ¢D;22).
It is easy to see that vp,(29) = 0 and vp,(wy) > 0. Set wg = D;wy with w; € Qp,
and vp, (wy) > 0. Then Dyw? = (1+pD;zd)(1+¢Dizd), so (1+pDizd)(1+qDizd) =
otmoaD). s (1~ (42)) (1 - (42)) =0

Conversely, if <1 — <%§i>> <1 — <%l?>> = 0, then da € Z such that —lf)\i =
a?(modD;) for [ = por q. Obviously, D; { a. Let g(z) = 1+1D;22, then ¢/(2) = 21D;z.
Sovp,(g(a™')) > 0= 2vp,(¢'(a™t)), by Hensel’s lemma, g(zp) = 0 for some 25 € Qp,.
Thus (29,0) € Cp, (Qp,), so Cp, (Qp,) # 0. This proves (4), and (B) is proved.

(C) (1) IfC", (Qq) # 0, then I(zp,wo) € Q3 s. t. w3 =—pg+ (p+q)D23 — D?z;.

—Ppq



i) If va(20) < 0, then vy(25') > 1, so by the equality 72 = —pqzy* 4+ (p+q) D2y % — D?
with ro = 48, we get va(ro) = 0, va(rg 4+ D?) > 4. Thus vy (rg + D?) = va((rd — D?) +
2D?%) = 1, a contradiction! So we must have vy(2g) > 0.

i) If ve(z9) > 0, then wva(wg) = 0, va(wi + pg) > 4. So we get vo(1 + pqg) =
va(1 — wg + w¢ + pq) > 3, which shows p = 3(mod4).

iii) If va(20) = 0, then vg(22 — 1) > 3, va(zg — 1) > 4. Since wg = —(D — p)(D —
q)+ (p+ q)D(22 — 1) — D*(z} — 1), we have vy(w? + (D — p)(D — ¢)) > 4. But
(D — p)(D — ¢q) = 0(mod8), so va(wp) > 2. Thus vy((D — p)(D — ¢)) > 4, which
shows D —p =0, 2(mod8).

Conversely, if p = 3(mod4), we get —pg = 1(mod8). So —pg = a? for some a € Q.
Hence (0,a) € C”, (Q2).

If D—p=0, 2(mod8), then (D —p—1)? = 1(mod16). Let f(z,w) = —[(p+1)2* —
D]? + 2* — w?, then fl(z,w) = —4(p+ 1)[(p+ 1)2* — D]z + 42>

If vo((D —p—1)2—1) > 4, then vy(f(1,0)) > 4 = 2uy(f(1,0));

If vo((D —p—1)2—1) = 4, then vo(f(3,0)) > 5 > 4 = 2uy(f2(3,0)). So by Hensel’s
lemma, J(z9,wp) € Q3 s. t. f(z0,wg) = 0. It is easy to prove 2y # 0. Hence
(20" wozg ') € CLy(Qa).

(2) is similar to that of (B)(2).

(3) If C",,(Qp,) # 0, then 3(zo, wo) € Q}, 5. t. w§ = —pg + (p+ q)Dz5 — D?2;.

i) If vp,(z0) > 0, then we get (%17) = 1.

i) If vp, () < 0, then vp, (25 ") > 1. Since (%)% = —D " 2pgzy *+ (p+q) D125 2 — 1,

2
Dz

we have (%) = 1. To sum up, we get (1 — <;ﬁ1>) (1 — (%’f)) =0.

Conversely, if (1 - <;ﬁi>> <1 — (})”iq)) =0, then Ja,b € Z s. t. —pq = a*(modD;)




or —1 = b*(modD;) with D; { ab. For the former, let f(z,w) = w? + pq — (p +
q)Dz* + D?z*, then f/(z,w) = 2w and vp,(f(0,a)) > 0 = 2vp,(f!(0,a)). So by
Hensel’s lemma, we get C” | (Qp,) # 0.

For the later, let f(z,w) = w? + D*pq — (p + q)D3*2* + D*z*, then f, (z,w) = 2w
and vp,(f(D™1,b)) > 0 = 2vp,(f,(D",b)). So by Hensel’s lemma, 3(z9, wo) € QF,
s. t. f(z0,wo) = 0. Thus 3(zo, weD™"') € C”_(Qp,). This proves (C), and the proof

of proposition 2.3 is completed. [

Corollary 2.4 We assume € = 1 and the elliptic curve £’ = E’_ be as in

(1.2).
(A) Denote a(—pq) = Z?:l (1 _ (L})) <1 _ <_[iq>> Then
—pq € S(@(E'/Q) — { Z;(E_pél;lii‘l);, or { 5(:p];)?£,§‘(mod8),

(B)Damm/%—Dy:§j;<1—<§»)(1—(i)).Tmm-J)eS@MEv@)

7

if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

D = 7(mod8), p =1, 7(mod8),
S R e

D = 1(mod8), D = 5(mod8),
(3) { p = 3(mod8), (4) { p = 5(mod8),

B(=D) = 0; p(=D)" = 0.

(C) For each D; (1 <1i < n), denote

wor= (- (57)) (- () £, 0- G 0-(5)

Then D; € S®(E'/Q) if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

D; = 1(mod8), 14 Z)\Z 1+ I)\Z = 0(mod16),
“){Hﬂpy:m @){%ﬂgyzm 10 = Omodit)
D; = 3(mod8), D; = 7(mod8),
(3) ¢ p=1(mod4), (4) ¢ p=3(mod4),
I (D) = 0; I (D) = 0.

Proof. The results follow easily from Proposition 2.3. [



Proposition 2.5 We assume £ = —1 and the elliptic curve £ = E_ be as in
(1.1).
(A) For d € Q(S,2), if one of the following conditions holds:
(1) pld; (2) qld; (3) d=—1L
Then d ¢ S (E/Q).
(By) Ford=2¢eQ(S,2), we have
(1) C3(Q2) #0 < D(D+2p+2) = 1(modl16).

(2) For each prime number [ | pgD, Co(Q) # 0 < (3) =1,1ie, ! =1,7(mods).

(By) Ford = —2 € Q(S,2), we have
(1) C_o(Q@y) #0 <« D(—D +2p+2) = 3(mod16).
(2) For each prime number I | pgD, C5(Q) # 0 < (F) =1, 1ie, 1 =
1,3(mod8).
(Cy) For each D; (1 <i <n), we have
(1) Cp,(Q2) #0 <= D; = 1(mod4).
(2) For each prime number [ | pgD;, Cp,(Q) # 0 < (B) =1.

(3) Cp,(Qp,) #0 (‘g?) = (‘%’?) =1

(Cy) For each D; (1 <i<mn), we have

(1) C_p,(Qy) #0 <= D, = 3(mod4).

(2) For each prime number [ | paD;, Cop,(Q) #0 <= (=) =1
(3) Cop(@p) #0 = (1) = () =1

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 2.1, we omit the details.

Corollary 2.6 We assume ¢ = —1 and the elliptic curve £ = E_ be as in



(1.1).
(A)) 2€ SW(E/Q) +—= p=T(mod8) and D;=1,7(mod8) (1 <i<n).
(Ay) —2€ SYW(E/Q) = p=1(mod8) and D; =1,3(mod8) (1 <i<n).
(By) For each D; (1 <i<n), we have D; € SW(E/Q) if and only if

D; = 1(mod4) and (%) = (D%_ = (D%-) =1 (1<j<n,and j#1i).
(By) For each D; (1 <i<n), we have —D; € S¥(E/Q) if and only if

D; = 3(mod4) and (g—j) = (D%) = (Dii) =1 (1<j<n,and j#1i).

Proof. The results follow easily from Proposition 2.5. [

Proposition 2.7 We assume ¢ = —1 and the elliptic curve E' = E’ be as in
(1.2).
(A) (1) For any d € Q(S,2) and d > 0, C4(R) # 0. 12 | d or d < 0, then
d ¢ SP(E'/Q).
(2) {L.pg,pD,qD} € SP(E'/Q).
(B) For each D; (1< i < n), we have
(1) Cl,(Qy) # 0 if and only if one of the following conditions holds:
(a) Di=1(mod8); (b) (1—pD;)(1—qD;) = 0(mod16);
(¢) D; =3(mod8) and p = 1(mod4); (d) D; = 7(mod8) and p = 3(mod4).
(2) Cp,(Q) # 0 and Cp, (Q,) # 0.
(3) Foreach j#i, C} (Qp,) # 0= <1 — (%)) (1 — (’%Ij)i)) = 0.
(4) C}.(Qp,) # 0 <= (1 . (”D—A)) (1 _ (%)) —0.
(C) (1) CH(Q2) # 0 if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

(a) D =1(mod8); (b) p=1,T7(mod8);



(¢) D =3(mod8) and p = 5(mod8); (d) D = 7(mod8) and p = 3(mod8).
(2) Cp(Qy) # 0 and ChH(Q,) # 0.
(3) Foreachi, C,(Qp,)#0 <= (1 - (%)) <1 — (Diz)) =0.

Proof. The proof is similar to Proposition 2.3, we omit the details.

Corollary 2.8 We assume ¢ = —1 and the elliptic curve £ = E’ be as in
(1.2).

For each D; (1 < i < n), denote

wor-(-(2) (- () £.0- @) 6-(2)

Then D; € S®)(E'/Q) if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

D; = 1(mod8), 1 —pD;)(1 — ¢D;) = 0(mod16),
1) { - (DY = 0; 2 { 51;(5)/ NP et
D; = 3(mod8), D; = 7(mod8),
(3) ¢ p=1(mod4), (4) < p=3(mod4),
I (D) =0; II; (D) = 0.

Proof. The results follow easily from Proposition 2.7. [

Now we come to prove the Theorems.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (1) For each i € {1,---,n}, we have [m] =

0, 1. Furthermore, [m] =1 «— If (D) =0 (;ﬁ}) =1 and
()= (%)= (B)=10<j<nadj#i) < D eSIE/Q by
Proposition 2.1. Then the conclusion (1) follows.

(2) Conclusion (2) follows easily from the above (1) and Corollary 2.2 (A). This

proves Theorem 2.1. [

Proof of Corollary 1.2. By Proposition 2.1, we know that d ¢ S (E/Q)

for any d € Q(S,2) satisfying one of the following conditions holds: (1) d < 0;



2) p|d; (3) q| d. Since SY(E/Q) c Q(S,2) =< —1,2,p,q¢,D1,---,D, >
, we get SY(E/Q) c< 2,Dy,---,D, > . Furthermore, if condition (A) holds,
then by Proposition 2.1, we have Dy,---,D, € S¥)(E/Q), so < Dy,---,D, >
c SY(E/Q) c <2,Dy,---,D, > . If condition (B) holds, then by Proposition
2.1, we have Dy,---, D, € S®Y(E/Q) but 2 ¢ S¥(E/Q), hence S¥W(E/Q) = <
Dy,--+, D, >= (Z/2Z)" . If condition (C) holds, then by Proposition 2.1, we have
2,Dy,--,D, € S¥(E/Q), hence SW(E/Q) = < 2,Dy,---,D, > (Z/2Z)""" .

This proves Corollary 1.2. [

Proof of Theorem 1.5. The results of the Selmer groups are given in Corol-

laries 1.2 and 1.4 above.

Now E(Q)[2] = {0, (0,0), (—epD,0), (—e¢D,0)}, (E(Q)[2]) = {0, (0,0)} = E'(Q)[7],
by the exact sequences ([S] p.298, 314, 301 )

0— L@, 56(E/Q) — TS(E/Q)[g] — 0,

0 — sy — SP(E/Q) — TS(E'/QIF] — 0.

E (Q)[g] E (@ E(Q) B(Q)
0— w(E(Q)[2]) — »(E(Q)) - 2E(Q) — 2(E'(Q)) — 0, we get

rank(E(Q)) + dimy(TS(E/Q)[¢]) + dimy(TS(E'/Q)[7])
= dimy(SW(E/Q)) + dimy(S@(E'/Q)) — 2.

From this and Corollaries 1.2 and 1.4, the results in Theorem 1.5 follow, and the

proof is completed. [
Depending on the corresponding results in Propositions 2.3, 2.5, 2.7, the The-
orems 1.3, 1.6, 1.8, 1.10 and their Corollaries can be similarly proved.
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