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A modular interpretation of various cubic towers

Nurdagiil Anbar, Alp Bassa and Peter Beelen

Abstract

In this article we give a Drinfeld modular interpretation for various towers of function
fields meeting Zink’s bound.

1 Introduction

Let p be a prime number and ¢ = p™ for a positive integer n. It is a central question in algebraic
geometry how many F,-rational places N(F') a function field F with full constant field F, and
genus g(F) can have. For small genus the Hasse-Weil estimate N(F) < g+ 1 + 2g(F)q'/? is
good, but the larger the genus compared to the size of the finite field F, it gets worse. For this
reason, Thara introduced the constant

N(F)

A(q) := limsup —— ,

where the limit is taken over all function fields F* with full constant field F, and genus tending
to infinity. It is known that 0 < A(q) < /g — 1, the first inequality being due to Serre [I5], while
the second inequality is known as the Drinfeld—Vladut bound [16]. Combining the work of Thara
[13] and the Drinfeld-Vladut bound, one sees that A(q) = /g — 1 if ¢ is square; i.e. n is even.

Thara used reductions of modular curves to obtain his result. It was a surprise when in [§]
completely different methods were used to prove the same result. In [8] a lower bound for A(q)
is obtained using a tower (of function fields) over Fy,

F=(F,CRCFKRC...CF,C..).

It is required that all function fields F; have full constant field Fy, and g(F;) — oo as ¢ — 0.
Also all extensions F;i1/F; are assumed to be separable. These assumptions imply that the
following limit exists:

Mﬂ:thm%
which is called the limit of the tower F. One then obtains the lower bound for Thara’s constant:
A(q) > A(F). The main ingredient in [8] was to explicitly produce a tower of function fields
over |, with limit ¢'/2. This method also turned out to be fruitful for nonsquare g. For p = 2,
using explicit towers of function fields, it was shown in [9] that A(8) > 3/2, while this result was
generalized in [5] to
2((]2 — 1) (1)

q+2

The generalization was achieved by explicitly constructing a tower of function fields over Fgs
(which we will call a cubic tower) with limit A(F) > 2(¢® — 1)/(¢ + 2). Since then several other
papers have appeared in which other towers or alternative descriptions of previously known
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towers were formulated, giving rise to various cubic towers with the same limit [I4] 6] 2]. Note
that these results generalize the statement by Zink in [I7] that A(p3) > 2(p? —1)/(p + 2) for a
prime p. For this reason the bound in Equation () is called Zink’s bound.

The different methods of using explicit towers on the one hand and reductions of modular
curves on the other hand became interlinked when Elkies showed that the towers in [8] can also
be obtained using the theory of Drinfeld modules in [7]. Despite the recent developments in [2]
and [I1], where the theory of Drinfeld modules and their moduli spaces was used to construct
sequences of curves with many rational points over any non-prime field, it remained a mystery to
what extent the original cubic towers meeting Zink’s bound, can be explained from the modular
theory. In this article we solve this problem.

2 Modular setup and first equations

We start by giving a brief introduction to Drinfeld modules, since these will be needed in the
remainder of the paper. See [12] for a more thorough and general overview.

2.1 Drinfeld modules over F,[T]

Let L be a field and L a fixed algebraic closure. Moreover, assume that « : F,[T] — L is a
F,-algebra homomorphism. The kernel of ¢ is called the F,[T]-characteristic of L. From now on,
we will always assume that L has F,[T]-characteristic (I' — 1) C F,[T"] and by slight abuse of
language also call the polynomial T'— 1 the F,[T]-characteristic of L. Note that this assumption
implies that for any P(T) € F4[T] we have «(P(T")) = P(1), the evaluation of the polynomial
P(T) at 1. Now let L{7} be the non-commutative polynomial ring generated by the Frobenius
endomorphism 7 satistying 7r = r?7 for all » € L. Then an F,[T]-Drinfeld module over L of
rank 3 is a homomorphism

¢ Fy[T] = L{r}
P(T) PP(T)

such that for all P(T") € Fy[T]\{0}, we have deg, ¢p(r) = 3deg P(T), and the constant term of
@p(r) is equal to «(P(T')), i.e., equal to P(1). This gives L the structure of an IF,[T]-module.
Since ¢ is a homomorphism, it is already fully determined by 7. Therefore by slight above of
language, we will talk about the Drinfeld module pr. Using that the rank of ¢ is 3, we see that

(pTZAT3+gT2+hT+1,

for certain A, g,h € L and A # 0.
Two Drinfeld modules ¢ and ¢ with the same F,[T]-characteristic are called isogenous if
there exists A € L{7} different from zero such that

Aowpry =vVpryoA (2)

for all P(T') € Fy[T]. The element X is called an isogeny from ¢ to 1. Since we are considering
F,[T]-Drinfeld modules, it is sufficient to require that A o ¢ = 77 o A for A to be an isogeny.
It is easy to see that ¢p(p) is an isogeny from ¢ to itself for any P(T') € F,[T]. This isogeny
is called the multiplication by P(T) map. The Drinfeld modules ¢ and ¢ are called isomorphic
(over L) if A can be chosen from L\{0}.



An isogeny A € L{r} corresponds to a linearized polynomial by identifying 7* and X9 . This
makes it possible to evaluate A at elements of L. In particular we define the kernel of an isogeny
A as follows:

ker A\ := {z € L|\(z) =0} .

From Equation (@) it follows that ker A = {z € L|\(x) = 0} is an F,[T]-submodule of L under
the IF,[T]-action given by ¢. For P(T) € F,[T], we write p[P(T)] := ker p(r). This set is
called the set of P(T)-torsion points of the Drinfeld module ¢. If P(T) is coprime with the
F,[T]-characteristic T — 1, then p[P(T)] = (F,[T]/(P(T)))? as an F,[T]-module, i.e., it is a free
F,[T]/{P(T))-module of rank 3.

An isogeny A is called a P(T')-isogeny if ker X is a free F,[T]/(P(T))-submodule of p[P(T")].
The rank of X\ is defined to be the rank of its kernel as a Fy[T]/(P(T))-module. Unlike in
the classical case of elliptic curves, nontrivial isogenies can have rank 1 or 2. For a separable
P(T')-isogeny A one can find p € L{7} such that ppr) = po A

In case P(T) = T — 1, we have ¢r_1 = A3 + g72 + h7 and therefore [T — 1] is isomorphic
to a free F,[T]/(T" — 1)-module of rank at most 2. Classically, the Drinfeld module is called
supersingular (in Fy[T]-characteristic T'—1), if the rank of ¢[T'—1] is zero, i.e., if the multiplication
by T'— 1 map @r_1 is purely inseparable. This is the case if and only if ¢ = h = 0. We will
call a Drinfeld module ¢ weakly supersingular (in Fy[T]-characteristic T' — 1), if (" — 1)-torsion
points [T — 1] form a free module of rank at most one. In this case the multiplication by 7' — 1
map has inseparability degree > ¢?> and h = 0. Comparing the inseparability degrees of ¢r_1
and ¢7_1 by Equation (2]), we see that the property of being (weakly) supersingular is preserved
under isogenies and in particular under isomorphisms. From now on we will restrict ourselves to
weakly supersingular Drinfeld modules and their isogenies.

For a weakly supersingular F,[T]-Drinfeld module of rank 3 given by o7 = A73 + g7% + 1,
we define the following J-invariant:

g9 Fatl
J() = "R

Two Drinfeld modules o7 = A173 + g172 + 1 and ¢ = As7® + go72 + 1 are isomorphic if and
only if J(p) = J(¢). Indeed, if cp = tc for some nonzero constant ¢ € L, then ¢’ TIAy = Ay
and ¢ ~lg, = gy, implying that J(p) = J(3). Conversely, if J(p) = J (1), then (A;/A)4T! =
(91/92)7 +7*1. We can find ¢ € L such that ¢! = A;/A, and from the previous we see
that (@’ ~D(@+a+1) = (gl/gg)q2+q+1. Therefore we can choose a satisfying a? +9+1 = 1 such
that ¢ := ac satisfies both (/)9 =1 = A;/As and (¢/)7 ~! = g1/go. The desired isomorphism
between ¢ and v is then given by ¢’. Note that the supersingular Drinfeld modules of rank 3
form one isomorphism class determined by J(¢) = 0. In fact any supersingular Drinfeld module
¢ and its isogenies can be defined over Fs (see [10]).

2.2 Normalized Drinfeld modules

Since the expression for the J-invariant is somewhat cumbersome, rather than working with
isomorphism classes directly, we will use normalized Drinfeld modules. An Fy[T]-Drinfeld module
of rank 3 is said to be normalized if A = —1. This is a direct generalization of a similar notion
used in [7] for rank 2 Drinfeld modules. Any isomorphism class of Drinfeld modules contains
a normalized one, but two distinct normalized Drinfeld modules can be isomorphic. The J-
invariant of the normalized weakly supersingular Drinfeld module @1 = —73 4 ¢g;72 + 1 is given
by:

J(e) = gf T (3)



Since we will be working with normalized Drinfeld modules or isomorphism classes thereof, we
will take all isogenies to be monic.
Now let A : ¢ — 9 be a separable monic T-isogeny of rank 1. Then A = 7 — u; with

)\OQOT:’I/)TOA

and there exists p € L{7} such that
or = po\.
These imply that ¢ = Ao u. From
poA=pr=—-1"+gr’+1

it follows that

2
1
, 1 1 1 ud T )
H=—T"——F737— — , Wl 91 = — Q371
ult u1 ult
and ,
u‘f +atl 4

_ _ 3 2 : _
Y = —7° 4+ go7° + 1, with go = u'fZJrq

The following lemma follows which will be useful later:

Lemma 2.1 With the relations as above, we have
2 2 5
Fy(g1,92) = Fy(ur) and Fy(gf T0T g8t = 7 (u T9H1)

Proof. First observe that in the extension Fg(ui)/F4(g1/g2) only tame ramification occurs,
since ¢1/g2 = u‘{hl. In particular, the same holds for the extension Fq(u1)/Fq(g1,92). On
the other hand there exists a place of Fy(u;1) lying above the pole of g1 in Fy(g1) which has
ramification index ¢2. Since all ramification in F,(u1)/F,(g1,g2) is tame, we conclude that the
extension degree [F,(g1,92) : Fy(g1)] is at least ¢®. However, [Fy(g1,92) : Fy(g1)] also divides
[Fy(u1) : Fy(g1)] = ¢* + ¢ + 1, implying that F,(g1, g2) = F,(u1) as desired. The second part of
the lemma can be shown similarly considering the (¢? + g+ 1)-st powers of all variables involved.
]

By Equation (B]) the quantity g?ZJrqH (resp. g§2+q+1) is the J-invariant of the normalized
supersingular Drinfeld module o1 = —73 4+ g172 + 1 (resp. 7 = —7° + go72 + 1). The above
lemma is useful, since it implies that if two such Drinfeld modules are isogenous by an isogeny
A =T —uq, then u?2+q+1 can be used as a parameter to describe isomorphism classes of the data
A = with A =7 —u;.

3 Composition of T-isogenies
Next we will study composites of T-isogenies between normalized Drinfeld modules of rank 3.

The various possibilities of their structure will later on be the main ingredient in our explanation
of the cubic towers in [, 14} 6] from a modular point of view.



3.1 Composition of two T-isogenies

Let o), (2 »(3) be Drinfeld modules with <p¥) =7 4 gm2+1,and A : o) — o2 and
Ao 50(2) — 50(3) be T-isogenies of rank 1 with \; = 7 — u;. Since A\; and Ay are separable
T-isogenies, there exist p1 and ps such that go(Tl) = p1 0 A1 and <p§?) = Ao = pz0Xa. We
wish to find an algebraic relation between u; and us. Combining Equation (@) applied to ()

and A, with Equation (B) applied to ¢V and \;, we see that

2 2
ug ol g u’f totl ()
71 frng g2 - 72 .
ul® T

Clearing denominators we have
0= ( ®+q+1 _ 1) *+q _ q+1( ®+q+1 o 1)
= (Ug Uy Uy Uy
a+1, q+1 q a+1, q+1 g\t 7
=(uy uy "t u2+uy U - (U Uy T A U2 + Uy — Uy .

We will now recover these two factors in Equations (@) and () using the modular theory, thus
giving them a modular interpretation. The composite Ao o A\; will be an isogeny from o) to
©®), with

ker Ao 0 Ay C <p(1) [TQ] .

Since Ay o \; defines a separable map of degree ¢, under the ¢M-action ker Ay o A\ is an
F,[T]/(T%)-module with ¢* elements. Hence it will be isomorphic to (T")/(T%) @(T)/(T?) or

F,[T]/(T?) as an F,[T]/(T?)-module. In the first case ker Ay 0 Ay is annihilated by 'Y, s0 Ay oAy
is a T-isogeny of p(1) of rank 2. In the second case ker Ay o \; is a free Fy[T]/(T?)-submodule
of @M [T?], s0 Ay 0 A; is a T?-isogeny of rank 1. We will consider these two cases separately in
detail.

e In the first case where \g o \; is a right factor of go(Tl) = p1 o A1, we have that A9 is a

right factor of u; already. Let x2 be a nonzero T-torsion point in the kernel of Ao, i.e.,

2271 = uy. Then, using Equation (@):

2 1 1
q q
i (o) = —xd — 75— —x3=0.
ul™ u1

Dividing by x2 we have

1 1 1 1
g—1\q+1 q—1 _ q+1 _
—(z ——Ty —— =—U5 ———uy—— =0.
( 2 ) u({+1 2 Uy 2 u({+1 uy
After clearing denominators, we obtain
w I s +ul =0, (7)
e In the second case where \s is a right factor of <p(T2 ) = A1 0 1, but not a right factor of

11, the kernel of Ay o A\; is annihilated by T2 but not by 7. So Ay 0 \; is a T?-isogeny of

rank 1. As before, let z2 be a nonzero T-torsion point in the kernel of As. Then, since

<p(T2) = )1 o u1, the quantity

2 1 1
q q
i (2) =~ — —ra — o
ult U1



is a nonzero element of the kernel of \; = 7 — uy, i.e., a root of T971 — ;. So we have

( q2 1 2 1 )q71
—xd — —=xd — —ux —up
2 142
ul™ u1

1 1\e1
q—1 ( q—1\q+1 q—1 )
=z . —(ac ) — T - — — Uy
2 2 )
u'fr u1

-1

1 1 1\¢

:ug-(—ug+ - q+1u2——) —u; =0.
Uq Ul

After clearing denominators, we obtain

2
g - (i ud ™ ug +ud)t —ud =0 (8)

This behaviour also occurs when working with isomorphism classes. From Lemma 2] we see
2 2
oy 1 1 . . .
that the quantities z1 := uf Tt and 29 = ul 9+ can be used to describe isomorphism classes.

By raising both sides in Equation (@) to the (¢* + ¢ + 1)-st power, we see that

(2 — )7 ot
—+1
-

e 1)q2+q+1 9

=92 T et (9)
1

or equivalently

+1 24g+1 2tg+1,4°+
zg (2'1 _ 1)q +q+1 (22 _ 1)q +aq+ Ztll -0 .
Note that
+1 24g+1 2tg+1 47+
zg (2'1 _ 1)q +g+l (22 _ 1)q +a+ Ztll 1= F - F, ,

where
Fy=29(z1 — DT 4 (21 — 1)2%(20 — 1) + 20 (2 — 1)7F! and (10)

q—1
Fy=(z1—1)29- (2:2(211 — )T (2 — 1)z (2 — 1)+ 291 (2 — 1)q+1) - 2‘112 (22— 1)‘12 . (11)

These are the analogues of the factors described in Equations (7)) and (8]).

3.2 Composition of three T-isogenies

The factor of degree ¢+ 1 found in Equation () corresponded to the situation of two T-isogenies
Ao — 0@ and Ay 1 0@ — »3) whose composition Ag o A; is a T-isogeny of rank 2. Now
we consider a third T-isogeny A3 : 3 — ©®) and assume that A3 o \s is a T-isogeny of rank 2
as well. Writing A3 = 7 — u3, we see that

Wl fug+u? =0 and  wdtudt fus+ul=0.

However,

qg—1
1 1 1 1
0= ug+ ug+ +usz +ud = (U2U3 — —) <U2U3 ('LLQU?, — —) — uw%)
Uy U1

These factors can be explained and obtained using modular theory (see Equation (I2)) and (I3))).



o If \godooN = (7 —us3)(T —u2)(7 —uq) is a T-isogeny of rank 3, then go(Tl) = —(T—ugz)(t—
u2)(7 — uy), implying that ugugu; = 1, or equivalently

1
——=0. 12
Uty — (12)

e Assume that A3 o Ay 0 \; is not a T-isogeny. Since Ay o A : (1) — () (resp. Az o g :
0 = ™) is a T-isogeny, it is a right factor of <p(T1) (resp. @%?)). This implies that

op) = <—T+
(EORNC)

Since furthermore (7 — 1)y’ = @y (T — u1), we see after canceling common factors that

(Tul)(7'+ ! )(T+ ! )(TUB)' (14)

Ujuz U2u3

U1U2> (1 — ug)(r — u) and @i = (—7- + u2u3> (7 —u3) (T —ug) . (13)

Denote by x3 a nonzero element in ker A3, so that acg_l = u3. Then x3 is in the kernel of
the righthand side in Equation (Idl). However, 23 is not in the kernel of (—7 + 1/(ujus)),
since this would give A3 = (7 — 1/(uju2)) and hence that Az o Ag 0o A\ = fgp(Tl) would be
a T-isogeny. Therefore, using Equation (Id)), we see that —zd + x3/(ujus2) is a nonzero
element of ker A1, which implies that

q—1 q—1 q—1
q 3 q—1 q—1 1 1
0=|—a3+ —up = Iy —x3  + —u; =u3 | —us + —uy ,
U1U2 Uiu2 U1u2

or alternatively

1\
UaU3 <u21L3 - u_> —wud =0. (15)
1

When passing to isomorphism classes, similar phenomena occur. First of all Equation () is
replaced by Equation (I0). Given that

2(z = )T 4 (21— D)2 (22— 1) 42T (e = 1) =0,
one then verifies that

0=z3(z0 — 1)7T + (20 — 1)2d(25 — 1)9 + 227! (25 — 1)7F!

- (3 - i) <<Z2z3 ~1) (3 - i) - (zg;nq - <zlz_g1>q> |

The analogues of Equations (IZ) and (I5]) when working with isomorphism classes are therefore
given by

1
Z9Z23 — — = 0
Z1
and )
1\ — 1)1 — 1)1
(222}3 — 1) (2’223 — —) — (22 ) — (Zl g ) =0. (16)
Z1 z9 29



3.3 Composition of more than three isogenies

We finish this section by giving some information on the composite of more than three T-isogenies.
As before let ¢ be Drinfeld modules given by ¢\ = —73 4 g;7 + 1 and let A; : ¢() s ¢(i+1 be
T-isogenies of rank 1 with \; = 7 — u; for nonzero element u; € L. In this subsection we always
assume that the composite of two T-isogenies A; 0 A\iy1 : 9 — ¢+2) is a T-isogeny of rank 2,
but that the composite of three T-isogenies Aj 0 A\j+1 0 Aito : ¢ = ¢UF3) is not a T-isogeny.
These assumptions correspond to the case in the previous subsections leading to Equations ([0
and ([0). Using this we show the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 Assume that for any i > 1, the composite of two T-isogenies \; o Aiy1 is a T-
isogeny of rank 2, but that the composite of three T-isogenies Ait2 0 A\j+1 0 \; is not a T-isogeny.
Then the composite of 2k many such T-isogenies Njyor_1 0 -0 N; is a T*-isogeny of rank 2.

Proof. First note that similarly as in Equation (I3)), the assumption that the composite of two
T-isogenies \; o A\;41 is a T-isogeny of rank 2, implies that:

Qﬁ,gf) = 771 (e} )\'L+1 o )\Z y gf"rl) = )\Z [ 771 o Ai+1 and ¢¥+2) = Ai+1 ) )\Z o 771 s (17)
where 7, = — (7 — 1/(ui+1u;)). We firstly prove that for any integers i,k > 1 we have

(4
¢Ti =1 0Mi42 0 OMit2k—2 O Ait2k—1 O Aif2k—2 0 O Xiy10N; .

The proof is induction on k. By our assumption, the argument is trivially true for £ = 1. Now
suppose that it is true for k = n. Then by using Equation (7)) we obtain the following equalities,
which concludes the desired argument.

Oines = Opn ooy
(Mi 0 Mig2 00 Mitan—20° Nit2n—10 Niy2n—20 -0 Xig1 0 A;) 0 (1; 0 Aip1 0 \;)
M0 Mit2 0 O MNit2n—20 Ait2n—10°Nit2n—20---0Xiy1) 0 (AionioNiy1) o\

i+1

i O Mit2 O+ ONitan—2 0 Nit2n—1 0 Aj42p—20 -0 )\i+1) © ¢¥+ ) o\
i O Mit2 O O Nig2n—2 O Ait2n—1 0 Ait2n—20 0 Ait1) O (Mit1 0 Aig2 0 Aiy1) o\

(
= (n
(n

= 1 0Mi420 - ONit2n O Nit2n41 O Ait2n O -0 Xiy10\;.

Now set K,, := ker(Ajjon—1 0---0);) for n > 1. From above equalities we see that K, 1
is annihilated by ¢¥ZL +1, and hence K11 is an F[T]/(T™"1) module of cardinality ¢*"*2. We

consider the map mrp : K, 11 — K,, defined by mp(a) := (bgf) (a) for a € K,,+1. Note that
since K41 is annihilated by qbgfzb +1, the map mp is well-defined homomorphism. It is clear that
ker(A;+1 0 \;) lies in the set ker(my), and hence the cardinality of ker(mr) is at least ¢2. On the
other hand, ker(mr) contain at most ¢° elements since ker(mr) lies in ¢ [T7].

Now we prove that the cardinality of ker(mr) is equal to ¢2. Suppose our claim is not true.

Then ¢ [T] C K,,;1 and this implies that

Aig2n41 0 0N =1h; 0 gf):wiomo)\iﬂo)\i,

for some ¢; € L{r}. In other words, Aiyont1 0 - -0 Nipa = 1; on;, where as before 7, =
— (7 — 1/(ui1u;)). Let 1/(z;412;) be a nonzero torsion point of 7;. Since by assumption A4 o
Ai+1 © A; is not a T-isogeny, there exists an integer j with 2 < j < 2n + 1 such that 1/(z;412;)
is a nonzero torsion point of A\j;j o --- 0 \;1o but it is not a torsion point of A;y;_10---0 Aipa.



Hence the polynomial f(T) = (T — wj4j—1T) o --- o (T7 — u;42T') evaluated at 1/(xip12;) is a
nonzero torsion point of A;4 ;. This means that (f (1/(z412:)))?”" = wiy;. Note that

JT) =T +a;5T7 "+ + a7+ aoT,
where the a, are polynomials in Z[u;1j_1,...,ui+2]. As a result,
1 \"!
i = 18
s f<x+> (18)

1 q—1 1 qj72*1 1 qj73*1 1 q—1 a1
o) (Gm) welEm) emlam) v
Li41T4 Tip1T4 Tip1T4 Li41T4

. . . . —1
Since 1/(z;417;) is a nonzero torsion point of 7;, we have (1/(z;+12:))?" " = 1/(uiy1u;). By
Equation (I8]), we can express u;; as a rational function of w;yj_1,..., Uit2, Uit1, u; With coef-

ficients in the prime field. Then we have the following figure: Since z; = u;-]ZJrqH for all values of

F(ut, ..., ditj-1) pp— F(ui, ..., itj)
== tame extensions =
F(Zl,...,zi+j_1) deg—q F(zl,...,zi_,_j)
i, the extensions Fqs (ul, . ,uiJrj)/FqS (Zl, ceey ZZ'Jrj) and Fqs (’U,l, ceey ’U,iJrj,l)/Fqs (Zl, ceey ZZ'Jrj,l)
are tame. Moreover, as shown in [I} Sec.2.1], the extension degree of Fys (21, ..., zi+j)/Fgs (21, .., Zitj—1)s

equals g. Therefore we obtain a contradiction. Hence ker(mr) has ¢ elements.

Combining the structure theorem for finitely generated modules over a principal ideal domain
with the fact that ker(mz) has ¢? elements, we may conclude that K,, 11 is isomorphic to a direct
sum of exactly two cyclic submodules, i.e.:

Kp1 2 (T9) /(1) @ (T) /(1)

2n+2

for some integers ¢1,¢5 > 0. Further, since the cardinality of K, is ¢ , we obtain that

{1 = {5 = 0. In other words, A\j12,410---0); is a T"Flisogeny of rank 2. m

4 Two recursive cubic towers of function fields

A sequence of function fields F = (Fy C Fy C ...) over F, is called recursive if there exists
f(X,Y) € F,[X,Y] such that

(i) there exists x1 € Fy transcendental over F,, such that Fy = Fy(z1), and
(ii) Fiy1 = Fi(zi41) for some x;41 satisfying f(z;,z;41) = 0, for all ¢ > 1.

The polynomial f(X,Y) may not determine the sequence F uniquely, since it may happen that
the polynomial f(z;,T) € F;[T] is reducible for some 7. In such cases, there may exist distinct
sequences of function fields satisfying the same recursion. In other words, the polynomial f(X,Y)
may give rise to several recursive sequences of function fields as given in Remark 1

A recursive sequence of function fields F is called a recursive tower with constant field F, if



(i) for all ¢ > 1, the finite field Fy is the full constant field of F;, and

(i) lim;— o0 g(F;) = 0.
Recursive towers of function fields have been used to achieve good lower bounds on Ihara’s
constant A(q), see [2]. Cubic, recursive towers (whose field of definition we will denote by Fs)
can be obtained from the modular setting in a natural way. For i > 1, let »(Y be normalized
weakly supersingular Drinfeld modules given by gogf) = —734 g2+ 1 and let A : () — L+
be T-isogenies of the form A} = 7 — u;. In the previous section we have seen that the variables
g; and u; are related to each other in an algebraic way. These relations give rise to several
recursive towers of function fields. As Lemma 2T suggests, it is natural to pass to the variables
Z; = u32+q+1. We then find two cubic, recursive sequences of function fields:

We denote by D = (D; C Dy C --+) a recursive sequence of function fields satisfying

D1 = Fqs (Zl) and Di+1 = Di(zi+1), with

29(z1 — )T 4 (29 — 1)2{(z2 — 1)7 + Zi]+1(2'2 — 1)t =0

and

7 =0fori>2.
Zi Zi—1

1\t (z — 17 (21— 1)1
izit1 — 1 iZi+1 — - -
(zizit1 )(zzH o 1)

Further we denote by £ = (FE1 C Ey C ---) a recursive sequence of function fields satisfying
E1 = Fqs (Zl) and EiJrl = Ei(zi+1), with

2

(zi = 1zita- (Zi+1(zi )T (2= 1)z (i = DO+ 20 (2041 — 1)q+1)q71 —2f (21— 1T =0
for ¢ > 1.
Remark 4.1 By definition, the sequence £ satisfies the recursion
(X —1)Y - (Y(X )9t (X — )XY — 1)7 4 XY — 1)‘1+1)q_1 —XT(Y -1 =0.
Comparing the definition of sequence D with Equations [I0) and ([I6l), we see that sequence D
satisfies the recursion
V(X - 1) (X - 1)X (2 — 1)7 + XY — 1)7T! = 0.

Since Equations (I0) and ) arise as factors of the same function given in Equation (@), we
conclude that both sequences D and & satisfy the same recursion, namely

yq+1(X _ 1)q2+q+1 _ (y _ 1)q2+q+1Xq2+q =0 .

Remark 4.2 In [1] (see the proof of Lemma 2.6 there) it is shown that the sequence D is in
fact a tower with full constant field IFys. More precisely, it is shown there that for the tower D it
holds that [Ds : D1] = q+ 1 and [D;41 : D;] = q if i > 1. Moreover, it is shown that

21 = (a1 +1)/a?™ and  z=aot 4 ay

where oy := (2122 — 1)/(21 + 1). This shows in particular that the second function field Do is
rational. If for i > 1 we define C; := D;y1 and «; := (2;zi41 — 1)/(z; + 1), we obtain a tower
C=(Cy C Cy C---) with variables a1, s, ... satisfying the recursion

i1 +1

q+1
i+1

— g+1
fO[i +O[i.
(0%
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Remark 4.3 Tower &£ is in fact (up to a change of variables) the same as the particular case
n=3,7=2andk =1 of the tower H studied in [2]. It turns out that £ can be seen as a
subtower of D, see [1] for details. This relation can be depicted as in Figure [l

deg=q+1

D, Do Ds Dy oo Do; Do ——— Dajyg
R e N Co dumt g e ol

deg=q+1 deg=q+1 deg=q+1 deg=q+1
E, deg=q® ) E; deg=q" ol p—

Figure 1: Relationship between towers C, D and &

5 Relation to previously known cubic towers

In this section we give an overview of several previously studied, cubic, recursive towers for which
no modular interpretation was known. These towers all have limit at least 2(¢®> — 1)/(q¢ + 2),
which is Zink’s bound for A(q®). We will also see that they essentially all are equal to tower D.
Since the defining equations of tower D are explained by the theory of Drinfeld modules, we will
then have reached our goal.

The first explicit tower known to achieve Zink’s bound was given in [9]. This tower is defined
recursively over the field Fg by the equation

1
Y24V ==—+1+X.
+ <z 1+

In [B] this tower was generalized for any ¢g. The tower found in [5] is recursively defined by the

equation
Y4 X

1-Y Xi+Xx-1°
or equivalently, after the change of variables x = 1/X and y = 1/Y, by

1
q _ 971 — _
vyt =S +1—=z. (19)
We denote the tower recursively defined by Equation (Id) by A = (41 C A3 C---) and the
variables by x1, 22, .... Given in this form, it is clear that for ¢ = 2, the tower A reduces to the

tower in [9].
In [14] [6] it was shown that the tower in [5] also can be defined by the reducible equation

u+1

q+1 — _
v +v it

(20)
More precisely, the observations in [14] imply that the quantities U = 29 — 29~ and V =
1/297 1 + 1 — z satisfy the equation

-V U-1

(1—V)ett — yetl ~
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After the substitution of variables u = —141/U and v = —1+1/V, Equation (20) follows. Note
that the polynomial v + v — (u + 1) /udt! € Fs(u)[v] is the product of v + (u + 1)/u and an
irreducible factor of degree ¢ given by the left-hand-side of the equation:

q q—1
. 1
1+ v<“: ) =0. (21)
1=0

This equation is used to define a tower B = (By C By C ---) with constant field [F;s. Note that
since u and v generate the rational function field Fys(z) (since 1/x = u(v + 1)), the towers A
and B recursively defined by Equations ([9) and (ZI) are essentially the same. To be precise,
for ¢ > 1 we have A; = B;;1 or in other words: if one deletes the first function field of the tower
defined by Equation (2I]), one obtains the tower defined by ([Id). The towers therefore have the
same limit. This limit was computed in [4] (using results from [3] and [5]) to be 2(¢®> —1)/(q+2).

Given a recursive tower F satisfying the recursion F(x,y) = 0, we define the dual tower of
F to be the recursive tower satisfying the recursion F(y,z) = 0. Essentially, the order of the
variables is interchanged. In particular, this means that reversing the order of the variables, gives
an isomorphism between the i-th function fields of tower and its dual. Comparing Remark
and Equation (20), we conclude that the towers C and B are duals of each other. In particular
that C; = B; for all ¢+ > 1. In particular, the towers A and B can be obtained and explained
using the theory of normalized Drinfeld modules of rank 3.

Concluding, an overview of the relation between towers A, 3,C and D is as in the following figure:

Dldeg:q-l—lD2 D Dy D —— Dz+1 ______________
_C“l deg_q_CQ deg_q_c3 ............................. ;'1—1 deg=q _Ci ................

EBL deg_tuQ deg_tug ............................. ;il deg=g uBZ. ................

J R I

Figure 2: Relationship between towers A, B, C and D.
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