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ON CERTAIN MAXIMAL HYPERELLIPTIC CURVES RELATED TO
CHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS

SAEED TAFAZOLIAN AND JAAP TOP

ABSTRACT. We study hyperelliptic curves arising from Chebyshev polynomials. The aim of
this paper is to characterize the pairs (g, d) such that the hyperelliptic curve C over a finite
field F,2 given by y? = ¢4(x) is maximal over the finite field F 2 of cardinality ¢®. Here
wd(x) denotes the Chebyshev polynomial of degree d. The same question is studied for the
curves given by y? = (z £ 2)pa(z), and also for y* = (22 — 4)pa(x). Our results generalize
some of the statements in [12].

1. INTRODUCTION

Let p be an odd prime number, let ¢ be a power of p, and denote by F,2 the finite field
with ¢ elements. Let C be a curve (complete, smooth, and geometrically irreducible) of
genus g > 0 over the finite field F;z. We call the curve C maximal over F . if the number of
rational points of C over F . attains the upper bound of Hasse-Weil, i.e,

#C(Fp) = 1+ ¢* + 2gq.

Not only have maximal curves several intrinsic geometrical properties, but also they have
been investigated in connection with Coding Theory: in some cases the best known linear
codes over finite fields of square order are obtained as one-point AG-codes from maximal
curves.

In this note we consider hyperelliptic curves given by one of the equations y? = pg(z)
or y* = (z £ 2)pa(z) or y* = (2? — 4)pa(x) over F,2. Here @y(x) denotes the Chebychev
polynomial of degree d over I, C Fj2: recall that this is the reduction modulo p of the unique
polynomial ¢(X) € Z[X] such that

e+ =gz + 27t
in Z[z,z71].

Remark 1.1. Note that @4(x) = Dy(z, 1) with D, the d-th Dickson polynomial of the first
kind with parameter 1, defined recursively by

D, (z,1) = 2D, 1(z,1) — Dy_o(z,1)

for n > 2, and Dy(z,1) = 2 and D;(x, 1) = x. Dickson polynomials are related to the classi-
cal Chebyshev polynomials 7,,(z), defined for each integer n > 0 by T,,(x) = cos(n arccos x);
indeed we have that D, (z,1) = 27,(x/2). Because of this connection, these Dickson poly-
nomials are also called Chebyshev polynomials (see [15, Page 355]), a convention we follow
here.

In Lemma [2.5] we describe the pairs (g, d) such that p4(x) is a separable polynomial (over
F,). Our main goal is to study the problem, for which pairs (¢q,d) the curve in question;
so, given by one of the equations y? = p(z) or y* = (x £ 2)p4(z) or y? = (2% — 4)p4(z), is
maximal over F . Throughout, when we write “curve with (affine) equation y* = f(x)” or
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even C': y*> = f(r) we mean that we consider the smooth, complete curve birational (over
the ground field) to the curve given by the affine equation.We have the following results.

Theorem 1.2. Let d > 0 be an even integer and let q be a prime power with ged(q,d) = 1.
Then the hyperelliptic curve C given by

y* = (z +2)¢a(2)
is maximal over F 2 if and only if either ¢ = —1 (mod 4d) or ¢ =2d+ 1 (mod 4d).

Remark 1.3. The definition of the polynomials ¢4 implies that ¢4(—z) = (—=1)%p4(x). As
a consequence, for d even and ¢ odd, using a primitive 4-th root of unity ¢ € Fj> one obtains
an isomorphism over F . given by (u,v) + (—u,iv) from the curve C' described above, to the
curve with equation y? = (z — 2)@q(x). Hence for this curve, the same maximality criteria
over [F 2 hold as those described in Theorem [I.2]

Another property that is immediate from the definition of the polynomials p4(x) is that
if d = a - b for positive integers a, b, then @u(z) = @ (@s(x)). Applying this in the situation
of Theorem with @ = d/2 and b = 2, one obtains q(z) = @a/2(2* — 2). Writing the
equation for C as y* = (z 4 2)¢@g/2(x* — 2), it already appears in [23, Proposition 3]. In fact
this will be used in Section Bl

The analog of Theorem for odd d is as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let d > 1 be an odd integer and let q be a prime power with ged(q,2d) = 1.
Then the hyperelliptic curve C given by

y* = (z +2)pa(2)
is mazimal over F 2 if and only if ¢ = —1 (mod 2d).

For the hyperelliptic curve given by y? = @4(x) our strongest results are obtained in the
case that d is even:

Theorem 1.5. Suppose d > 0 is an even integer and q is a prime power with ged(q,d) = 1.
Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) the hyperelliptic curve Cy: y* = (2* — 4)pq(x) is mazimal over Fz;
(ii) ¢= —1 (mod 4) and the hyperelliptic curve C: y* = pq(xz) is mazimal over Fpe;
(iii) ¢ = —1 (mod 2d).

For odd d > 0 we have the following somewhat weaker result.

Theorem 1.6. Let d > 0 be an odd integer and let q be a prime power. Assume that q is
coprime to 2d. If ¢ = —1(mod 4d) or ¢ = 2d+ 1(mod 4d), then the curve C: y? = pq(x) is
mazimal over F 2, and so is the curve Cy: y* = (2* — 4)pq(x). If both C and C; are mazimal
over F 2, then either ¢ = —1(mod 4d) or ¢ = 2d + 1(mod 4d).

Based on considering small cases and experiments using Magma (see also the discussion
in Remark [5.4] and the special case based on a result of Kohel and Smith which we discuss
in Remark [5.5]), we in fact have a stronger expectation for odd d > 0:

Conjecture 1.7. For any prime power q and any odd d > 0 with ged(q,2d) = 1, the
following statements are equivalent.

(1) the hyperelliptic curve Cy: y* = (2* — 4)pq(x) is mazimal over Fz;
(ii) ¢ = —1(mod 4) and the hypereliptic curve C: y* = pq(z) is mazimal over F.
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Clearly if Conjecture [L7 holds then a more complete and simple criterion follows (using
Theorem and similar to Theorem [L.7)).

In Sections 2] and [3] some necessary background is recalled and a general necessary condi-
tion on the characteristic is shown (Proposition [Z3]) in order for a hyperelliptic curve with
equation y* = zg(x?) over F,2 (of positive genus) to be maximal. Section H contains the
proofs of most results announced in this introduction. In Section B we prove Theorem
and discuss Conjecture [ 7. We finish with a small application /illustration of Complex Mul-
tiplication theory (Proposition [.8]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

The zeta function of a curve C over a finite field k£ of cardinality ¢ is a rational function
of the form
L(t)
1=t —qt)
where L(t) € Z[t] is a polynomial of degree 2g = 2 - genus(C) with integral coefficients (see
[18, Chapter V]). We call this polynomial the L-polynomial of C over k.

Z(C/k) =

We recall the following fact about maximal curves which can be deduced by extending the
argument on p. 182 of [I§].

Proposition 2.1. Suppose q is a square. For a smooth projective curve C of genus g, defined
over k =TF,, the following conditions are equivalent:

o C is maximal over F,.

o L(t) = (1+ /gt)>.

A common method to construct (explicit) maximal curves is via the following remark
which although commonly attributed to J-P. Serre (cf. Lachaud [14]), is implicitly already
contained in Tate’s seminal paper [22]:

Remark 2.2. Given a non-constant morphism f: C — D defined over the finite field £,
the L-polynomial of D over k divides the one of C over k. Hence a subcover D over F 2 of a
maximal curve C over [F . is also maximal.

Many examples of maximal curves have been found in this way starting from ‘standard’
known ones. In various cases this is done including explicit equations for the subcover, in
other cases by merely identifying appropriate subfields (and the genus of the corresponding
curve) of a function field F(C) of a maximal C/F;. From the abundant literature on this,
we mention [9], [1], [4], [2], [19], [20], [21], [7], [6], [3], [11].

In the present paper we work in some sense ‘the other way around’: the curves we study
are indeed subcovers D (by an morphism of degree 2) of curves C for which maximality
properties are precisely known. By identifying the L-polynomial of C essentially in terms of
that of D in the cases at hand, which is done by ‘understanding’ up to isogeny the Jacobian
variety of C in terms of that of D, we obtain necessary (and not only sufficient) maximality
criteria for D.

The following result yields a necessary condition for maximality of a special type of hy-
perelliptic curves.

Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ = p" be the cardinality of a finite field F, of characteristic p > 2.
Suppose g(x) € F,[x] is separable of degree d > 1, and g(0) # 0. Let C be the hyperelliptic
curve over F, with equation y* = xg(x?).

If the Jacobian of C is supersingular, then p = 3 (mod 4).

As a consequence, if C is mazimal over Fp, then p =3 (mod 4).
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Proof. The assumptions imply that C is a curve of genus d > 1. Let ¢ be a primitive 4-th root
of unity in some extension of IF,. The curve C admits the automorphism ¢ given by «(z,y) =
(—x,4y). The action of ¢ on the vector space of regular 1-forms on C is diagonalizable, and
has as eigenvalues =+1.

We claim that maximality of C over F, implies that the characteristic p of F, satisfies
p = 3(mod 4). Indeed, if p = 1(mod 4) then take integers a,b such that p = a® + V°.
As endomorphisms of J = Jac(C) this yields a factorization p = (a + bt)(a — be). Since
multiplication by p is inseparable, at least one of the endomorphisms a =+ bt is inseparable as
well. However, it is not possible that both are inseparable since that would imply the sum
2a to be inseparable as well, which clearly is not the case. This means that after changing
the sign of b if necessary, we have that a + bu is separable. Hence its kernel J[a + b](F,) is
a nontrivial subgroup of the p-torsion of 7, which shows that J is not supersingular.

Since the p-torsion of the Jacobian of any maximal curve over [F . is trivial, C cannot be
maximal over any finite field of characteristic = 1(mod 4). So we have p = 3(mod 4). O

Remark 2.4. The assumption that a curve C of genus ¢ is maximal over [F > implies that the
L-polynomial of C over F, (which has as zeros square roots of the zeros of the L-polynomial
of C over F2) must be (1 + ¢t*)%. In the situation described in Proposition 2.3 this means
that if ¢ is a square, then the quartic twist of C over IF, corresponding to the cocycle F, — ¢
(with F, the g-th power Frobenius) has L-polynomial (1 — ¢t?)%. In case ¢ is not a square,
the analogous cocycle results in a twist that has (again) L-polynomial (1 + ¢£?).

We finish this section with a preliminary result generalizing parts of [8, Theorem 6.1(b)]
and [11, Theorem 7.2(a)] (in fact it is based on essentially the same ideas already present in

B]).

Lemma 2.5. For d € Z~q and q a prime power, the Chebyshev polynomial pq considered
over the finite field ¥, of cardinality q is separable if and only if gcd(q,2d) =1 ord = 1.

Proof. Consider the morphism a: P! — P! given (in terms of local coordinates) by a(z) =
2% + 274, One factors a = o~ with v: P! — P! given by v(x) = 2¢ and 3: P! — P! by
B(x) = z + 271, Regarding ¢4 as the morphism P! — P! given by z — ¢4(), by definition
a = fPoy= g0 . We study separability of the polynomial ¢4, which means we examine
whether the morphism @4 is separable and moreover has no ramification points over 0 € P*.
To this end, first consider separability (and ramification) of the two morphisms v and .
Clearly [ is a separable morphism of degree 2, in every characteristic. It is only ramified
in +1, and this is one point in characteristic 2 and two points in every other characteristic.
The morphism + is inseparable precisely when ged(q,d) # 1. If this holds then also
o = [ o~y is inseparable. As a consequence, so is g since o = y o ¢4 and 7y is separable. So

ged(q,d) #1 = the polynomial ¢, is inseparable over F,.

Next, assume ged(q,d) = 1 so that 7 is separable (over F,). Then a and hence ¢, are
separable morphisms as well. To obtain the ramification points of ¢, in this case, we compute
the ramification of &« = o ~. First consider the case that ¢ is odd. Then f is only ramified
in £1 (both points with ramification index ey; = 2 and f(%+1) = £2). Moreover 7 is only
ramified in 0 and in co (both with ramification index d) and ~!(&1) consists of the 2d
pairwise distinct solutions of 22¢ = 1. Since y~!(0) = 0 and 7~ !(c0) = oo, the conclusion is
that the total map « is ramified only in the following points: {0, 00}, each with ramification
index d, and in the 2d-th roots of unity, each with ramification index 2. Moreover the image
of these points under « is {oo, +2}. Since 0 ¢ {c0, £2} and a = ¢, o 3, one concludes

q isodd and ged(q,d) =1 = the polynomial ¢, is separable over F,.
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Now consider the case 2|¢ and ged(q, d) = 1. This implies that the map « is separable over
F,. As in the previous case, the ramification of « is easily found using @ = o . Now 3
is only ramified at 1, with (1) = 0 (ramification index 2). We conclude that « is ramified
only in the following points: {0, 00}, each with ramification index d, and in the d-th roots
of unity, each with ramification index 2. The image of these points under « is {co0,0}. As
a~1(0) consists of the d-th roots of unity and only 1 € a~!(0) is a ramification point of £,
the decomposition o = 4 0 8 shows that whenever d > 1 then ¢q: P! — P! is ramified in
some points over 0 (namely, in ¢ + ¢! with ¢ # 1 satisfying (¢ = 1). We showed:

2|¢ and ged(q,d) =1 and d >1 = the polynomial ¢, is inseparable over F,.

Since the case d = 1 (so p4(x) = x) is trivial, the lemma follows. O

3. THE CURVES y? = 2%+ + 1 AND 2 = 2% + 1

Let d > 1 be an integer, and let ¢ be a prime power such that ged(q, 2d) = 1. We consider
the complete non-singular curve X over [F» birational to the plane affine curve given by

g = 2 g
The condition on the pair (¢, d) implies that X has genus d.

The following result is crucial for us (see [I9, Theorem 1]).

Theorem 3.1. The smooth complete hyperelliptic curve X given by
y? = g2t g
is mazimal over F 2 if and only if either ¢ = —1 (mod 4d) or ¢ =2d+ 1 (mod 4d).

Now let ) be the complete non-singular curve over F, given by y? = z°? + 1. Note that
the condition ged(q, 2d) = 1 implies that ) has genus d — 1.

One more result which will be used in our proofs is recalled from [20]:

Theorem 3.2. The smooth complete hyperelliptic curve Y: y?> = x*¢ 4+ 1 is mazimal over
Fp if and only if ¢ = —1(mod 2d).

4. HYPERELLIPTIC CURVES FROM CHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS

In this section we prove Theorems[LL.2] [I.4l [[.6l and we present and prove some preliminary
results which will be used in the proof of Theorem

Case d even and v* = (u + 2)pg(u).

Proof. (of Theorem [[L2)). Take d > 0 an even integer, and let ¢ be a prime power with
ged(d, q) = 1. We will show that the curve C with affine equation

o = (u+ 2)pa(u)

is maximal over F, if and only if the curve X introduced in Section B (with equation
y? = 2% 4 1) is maximal over F2. Theorem is then a consequence of Theorem B.1]

The main idea is to decompose the Jacobian variety J(X) up to isogeny over Fp. Let
7 € Aut(X) be the involution given by 7(z,y) = (1/z,y/x"). The quotient of X by 7 is
the curve C = X'/ < 7 > with equation

v = (u+ 2)a(u);
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indeed, the functions u = x+1/z and v = y(x+1)z~'~%?2 generate the subfield of T-invariants

in the function field of X, as is seen as follows. Write F,(z,y) for the function field of X
over the prime field F,, of F,. We have the inclusions of fields (where the numbers describe
the degree of the given extensions)

Fy(z,y) D F,(u,v)
U2 U2
2
Fp(z) D Fpu)
Since [Fp(z,y) : Fy(z,y)<™7] = 2 and u,v € Fy(z,y)<"", one has F,(z,y)<™” = Fy(u,v).
Moreover, u, v satisfy
v? = (2® p ) (2 4+ 24 27 D27 = (u + 2)pq(u).

We have the basis

=14
w="T1<j<d)
Yy

for the space of regular differentials on X'. A basis for the differentials invariant under 7 is
{wj —wi—jn | 1 <j < df2},

which also generate the pull-backs of the regular differentials on C (note that since we
assume gcd(q,d) = 1, Lemma implies that ¢, is separable over F . Also, p4(—2) =
0a((=1) + (=1)) = (=1)% 4+ (=1)? =2 # 0, so C has genus d/2).

Let ¢ be the hyperelliptic involution on X, so ¢(z,y) = (z, —y). The quotient of X by 7¢
(this map is an involution defined over the prime field) is the curve C; = X'/ < 7¢ > with
equation

n? = (€ —2)ea($);

indeed, the invariants under p in the function field of X are generated by £ := x + 27! and
n:=y(z — 1)z~ =42, These functions satisfy

0’ =@M+ o)z —2—2 )z = (£ - 2)pa(8).
A basis for the differentials invariant under 7¢ is
{wj +wa—jr1|l < j < d/j2},

which also generate the pull-backs to X of the regular differentials on C;.

Fixing a primitive 4-th root of unity i € F 2, the map (u,v) — (—u,iv) yields an isomor-
phism C = C; defined over F .. The discussion above shows, with ~ denoting isogeny defined
over [F 2, that

J(X)~ T () x JT(C) = T(C)>
As a consequence Ly(t) = Lc(t)* with L denoting an L-polynomial over F 2. Now Propo-

sition 2.1l implies that the curve X is maximal if and only if the curve C is maximal. This
completes the proof.

0

Remark 4.1. Theorem generalizes a part of [12, Proposition 6]. The decomposition up
to isogeny of the Jacobian variety J(X) as a product of Jacobians of quotient curves, can
also be obtained using results of Kani and Rosen [10]. There are various examples in the
literature illustrating this technique; we refer to [16, § 3.1.1] and [I7, p. 36] for situations
very similar to the ones discussed in the present paper.
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Case d odd and v? = (u + 2)pa(u).

Proof. (of Theorem [I4]). This is very similar to the proof of Theorem [[.2 Take d > 0 an
odd integer, and let ¢ be a prime power with ged(q, 2d) = 1. We will show that the curve C
with affine equation
v? = (u+ 2)pa(u)

is maximal over F 2 if and only if the curve Y: y* = 2+ 1 is maximal over F 2. Theorem [[.4]
is then a consequence of Theorem [B.21

Let o be the involution on Y defined by o(x,y) = (1/z,y/2%). The quotient of Y by o
is the hyperelliptic curve C. Indeed, the functions v = z + 27! and v = y(1 + z)z~(@+1/2
generate the field of functions invariant under o, and one computes

=yt ) e+ 1)? =@l )+ 2427 = (u+ 2)pa(u).

Multiplying o by the hyperelliptic involution on ) one obtains another quotient curve which
we denote by C;. The invariant functions under the new involution are generated by u =
r+2 ' and w = y(1—x)z~ Y72 They satisfy w? = (u—2)@4(u). The map (u, w) — (—u, w)
defines an isomorphism C; =2 C.

Analogous to the previous proof one concludes Ly(t) = Le(t) - Le, (t) = Le(t)?, in this case
for the L-polynomials over F, as well as for those over IF 2. This implies the result. 0

Case d odd and y? = p,(x).

Proof. (of Theorem [[.6]). Let d > 1 be an odd integer. Take a prime power ¢ such that
ged(q, 2d) = 1. We will consider curves over (the prime field of) F 2. Recall (see the proof
of Theorem [[.2) that the hyperelliptic curve X with affine equation y* = 22! + z admits
the involution 7 defined by 7(x,y) = (1/x,y/2%!). For odd d, the quotient of X by 7 is the

hyperelliptic curve C with equation

y* = pa(z);

indeed, a quotient map is given by
(2,y) = (2 + L/, y/aTD2)

(compare [23, Proposition 3]). Now if either ¢ = —1 (mod 4d) or ¢ = 2d + 1 (mod 4d),
then by Theorem 3.1l the curve X is maximal over [F 2 which implies that the curve C is also
maximal over F 2. This proves the first assertion of Theorem

To show the remaining parts, we will decompose up to isogeny the Jacobian J(X) of the
curve X. With the basis w; := 27 'dz/y (for 1 < j < d) for the regular differentials on X,
one checks that a basis for the differentials invariant under 7 is

W1 — W, W2 — Wa—1, "+, W(d-1)/2 — W(d+3)/2>

which also generate the pull-backs of the regular differentials on C; note that by Lemma

the condition ged(q, 2d) = 1 implies that ¢ is separable over F, hence C has genus (d—1)/2.
Let ¢ be the hyperelliptic involution on X. The quotient of X by 7¢ (this automorphism

has order 2 and it is defined over the prime field) is the curve C; = X'/ < 7¢ > with equation

y* = (2* — 4)pa();

indeed, the functions & := 2 + 1/x and 1 := —zl575(x — 1) € Fy(X) are invariant under the

action of 7¢ and [F (X)) : F,(£,n)] = 2. Hence £, n generate the function field of C;. We have

= ﬁ(wz —2+a7%) = (2" +a7%) ((x + 5)2 - 4) = (& — 4)pa(©).
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From this, the second assertion in Theorem follows: namely, by Theorem B.1] the con-
gruence condition on ¢ implies that & is maximal over F2. Since X covers C;, the same is
true for C; over [Fp..

Note that p4(2) = @4(1+ 1) = 1% + 1¢ = 2 and similarly ¢4(—2) = —2. Using Lemma
this implies that in every characteristic coprime to 2d the polynomial (2% — 4)p4(z) is sep-
arable. A basis for the differentials invariant under 7¢ is {w; + wg_i11|1 < i < (d 4+ 1)/2},
which also generate the pull-backs of the regular differentials on C;.

Since the pull-backs of a basis of the regular differentials on C together with the pull-backs
of a similar basis on C; yield a basis for the regular differentials on X, one concludes that
the Jacobian J(X) of X is isogenous to a product

J(C) x T(C1),

where J(C) and J(Cy) are the Jacobians of the curves C and Cy, respectively. This implies
that Ly (t) = L¢(t)- Le, (t) (for L-polynomials over any extension of ;). Hence if both C and
C, are maximal over F then so is &', which by Theorem 3.1l implies that ¢ = —1(mod 4d)
or ¢ = 2d + 1(mod 4d). This finishes the proof. O

Remark 4.2. The special case d = 3 of the Theorem is a part of [12) Proposition 4]. In
fact for d = 3 one finds (loc. sit.) that J(C) is the elliptic curve & with equation y? = 23 —3x
and (up to isogeny) J(Cy) is a product & x & where &, is the elliptic curve with equation
y? = 2® + z and &3 is the one with equation y?> = 23 + 1082. These two elliptic curves &;
and & are isogenous over Fp (for ¢ any prime power with ged(g,6) = 1). So in this case
maximality of any one of them over Fp is equivalent to ¢ = 3(mod 4) and to maximality

of any one of the curves C or C; over . In particular, Conjecture [. 7 holds for d = 3.

Case d even and y? = p4(z). A preliminary result relying on an analogous reasoning as
above, is the following which will be used in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 4.3. Let d > 0 be an even integer and let q be a prime power. Assume ged(q,d) = 1.
The next two statements are equivalent.

(i) ¢ = —1(mod 2d);

(ii) the curve C with affine equation

v? = wa(u)

is mazimal over Fp, and so is the curve Cy over Fp given by

v? = (u? — 4)pq(u).

Proof. Take d = 2e for some integer e > 0 and let ¢ be a prime power with ged(q,d) = 1.
The curve Y over F, with affine equation y*> = 2%? + 1 admits the involution o given by
o(x,y) = (1/z,y/z%). The functions in F,(}) which are invariant under o are generated by
u=x+1/vand v = 2. We have

) 1
v? =272 + 1) = pa(z + ) = walu),

so the quotient of Y by o is the curve C given by v? = ¢4(u).

If g = —1 mod 2d then by Theorem the curve ) is maximal over F,2. Since this curve
covers C, it follows from Remark that also C is maximal over 2. This shows the first
claim in Proposition [4.3l

For the second claim we use the product ¢’ of o and the hyperelliptic involution on ), so
o'(z,y) = (1/z,—y/x?). The invariants in F,()) under o’ are generated by u = x + 1/x and



ON CERTAIN MAXIMAL HYPERELLIPTIC CURVES RELATED TO CHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS 9

w = 2(z — 1), and they are related by

8

w? = (22 + D) % 2? =2+ 27 = (@ + 27D ((z + %)2 —4) = (u® — 4)pq(u).

So also Cp: w? = (u? — 4)p4(u) is covered by Y. Hence by Theorem B.2] if ¢ = —1 (mod 2d)
then C; is maximal over [F 2, proving the second claim in Proposition 4.3l

For the last claim, observe that analogous to the other results shown in this section we
have that the Jacobian [J()) is isogenous over F, to the product J(C) x J(Cy). Hence the
L-polynomial of ) over any extension of I, is the product of the L-polynomials of C and
C; (over the same extension). The remaining statement in Proposition is an immediate
consequence of this. 0

5. RELATING 32 = @g4(z) AND 32 = (22 — 4)p4(x)

Here we prove Theorem and we make some remarks concerning Conjecture [L7 The
following lemma turns out to be useful.

Lemma 5.1. Let d > 1 be any integer and let q be a prime power with ged(q,2d) = 1. Then
the L-polynomial of the elliptic curve over F, given by y? = 2 + x divides the L-polynomial
of the curve Cy over F, with affine equation y* = (z* — 4)pa(z).

Proof. First consider the case that d is odd. We use the notations from the proof of Theo-
rem [[.6] and we let ¢ in some extension of I, be a primitive 4d-th root of unity. The curve
X admits an automorphism p given by p(z,y) = (¢*z,y). The quotient of X by the group
generated by p* is the elliptic curve & given by

v = 2%+
and an explicit quotient map is given by
(2,y) = (2%, 2D 2y),

Note that although the elements of the group generated by p* may not be defined over F,,
the group is, which explains why the quotient curve and the map to it are defined over F,.
A regular differential on X invariant under p?* is W(dt1)/2 = zd-1/ 2dx /y; observe that this
differential is a pull back of a regular differential on C;.

As a consequence, the elliptic curve £ is up to isogeny contained in the Jacobian J(C;).
This implies the lemma for d odd.

Now assume d = 2e is even. The curve Y: y? = 2% + 1 covers the given elliptic curve,
with an explicit covering map given by (z,y) — (2*¢, 2°y). Note that xe_li—x is a pull-back
to Y of a regular differential on the elliptic curve. The proof of Proposition shows that
J(Cy) is up to isogeny an abelian subvariety of J()), and the regular differentials on )
coming from C; are the ones invariant under the action of the automorphism denoted o’. As
the differential :1:6_1“;—”3 is invariant under ¢’, it follows that the elliptic curve is up to isogeny
contained in J(Cy). This implies the lemma for d even. O

Proposition 5.2. The analogue of Conjecture[1.7] holds in the special case d =2 (mod 4).

Proof. Write d = 2e with e a positive, odd integer and let ¢ be a prime power satisfying
ged(q,2e) = 1. One decomposes, up to isogeny, the Jacobian [J(C;) of the curve C; given
by y? = (2% — 4)pa.(z) as follows. Note that C; admits the involution « given by «a(z,y) =
(—z,y). Since o (1) = ve(p2(x)) = pe(x? —2), the quotient by « is the curve D with affine
equation v? = (t — 4)p.(t — 2) (with quotient map (z,y) — (22,y)). Using the variables v
and u :=t — 2, this equation becomes v* = (u — 2)p(u).
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Using that the curve D is isomorphic to the one with equation v? = (u + 2)p.(u) (just
change the sign of u and use that e is odd), Theorem [[.4l implies that if C; is maximal over
[F 2, then so is D, and therefore ¢ = —1(mod 2e). From Lemma [5.I] the maximality of C;
over F,» implies maximality of the elliptic curve given by y? = 2® + x over F 2. The latter
maximality is equivalent to ¢ = —1 (mod 4).

Using that e is odd, one concludes that if C; is maximal over F2, then ¢ = —1 (mod 4e).
Hence Proposition [£3] implies the implication (i) = (ii) of Conjecture [T in this case.

For the other implication, assume that C: y* = ¢ (2) is maximal over F,2 and that
q=—1 (mod 4). Writing ps.(z) = pe(x? — 2) it is clear that the map (z,y) — (2 — 2, zy)
yields a nonconstant morphism from C to the curve with equation s* = (¢ + 2)p.(t). Hence
the latter curve is maximal over F,2, which by Theorem implies ¢ = —1 (mod 2e). So

again one concludes ¢ = —1 (mod 4e), and the maximality of C; over F,p follows from
Proposition [£.3] O

Similar ideas allow one to obtain some results in the case d = 0 (mod 4):

Proposition 5.3. Suppose the integer d > 0 satisfies 4|d, then the analogue of Conjecture[1.7]
holds.

Proof. With notations as above, write d = 2e. The map (z,y) — (2* — 2,y) shows that C,
covers the curve given by v? = (u —2)p.(u). Hence as before, by Theorem [[.2] one concludes
that if C; is maximal over 2, then either ¢ = —1 (mod 4e) or ¢ = 2¢ + 1 (mod 4e).

Similarly, the map (z,y) — (2*—2, zy) shows that C; covers the curve with affine equation
w? = (u*—4)p.(u). Hence maximality of C; over F 2 implies using Lemmal5.T] that the elliptic
curve with equation y* = 2% + z is maximal over F2. As a consequence ¢ = —1 (mod 4).

Combining the congruences for ¢ we conclude that maximality implies ¢ = —1(mod 2d).
Hence by Proposition the curve given by y* = ¢4(z) is maximal over F 2, which is what
we wanted to show.

Vice versa, is C with affine equation y* = p4(z) maximal over F 2 and is moreover ¢ =
—1 (mod 4), then since (z,y) — (2? — 2,zy) shows that C covers the curve given by
v? = (u + 2)p.(u), we conclude using Theorem that either ¢ = —1 (mod 4e) or q =
2e+1 (mod 4e). However, the additional condition on ¢ shows that the latter congruence is
impossible, so one concludes ¢ = —1 ( mod 4e). But then Proposition [.3]implies maximality
of C; over F,2, which is what we wished to show. 0

Evidently, combining Lemmas and 5. and Propositions and one obtains a
proof of Theorem

We will now discuss Conjecture [L7. To this end, we first describe an attempt to prove
the conjecture which unfortunately seems to fail.

Remark 5.4. We continue with the notations introduced in the proofs of Theorem and
Lemma [5.1} in particular, the integer d > 0 is assumed to be odd. A natural way to describe
a decomposition of a Jacobian variety such as J(X') is in terms of suitable endomorphisms
of this Jacobian. We refer to the paper of Kani and Rosen [I0] which studies the special
endomorphisms generated by those coming from automorphisms of the curve.

Consider the action of 1+ 7 and of 1+ p*+ p®+ ...+ p** on J(X). As endomorphisms
on J(X) these maps are defined over the prime field of F,. Moreover since 1 + 7 acts as 0
on the regular differentials on X which are pulled back from C, and as multiplication by 2
on the regular differentials pulled back from Cy, it follows that (1 + 7)(J (X)) is isogenous
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to J(C;). An analogous argument shows that
(Lot 4 M) (14 ) (T ()

is isogenous to the elliptic curve £. Since 14 p* + ... 4 p*¥~* acts as multiplication by d
on the differential wa;1y/2 and as 0 on the differentials w; + wqy1—; (1 < j < (d—1)/2), it
follows that the abelian variety A C J(X) defined by

A= (=d+1+p'+. .. +p"HA +7)(T (X))

is defined over the prime field of F,, and dim(A) = (d—1)/2, and J(C,) ~ € x A (an isogeny
defined over the prime field of F,). As a result,

J(X)~T(C) xExA.

Suppose that we would know that A and J(C) are isogenous over F2. Then in particular
the L-polynomial L¢(t) divides Le, (t) (here we take L-polynomials over F,2). Clearly, this
would imply the case d odd of Conjecture [L.71

A rather natural idea for showing that indeed the abelian varieties A and J(C) are isoge-
nous over Fp, is to look for endomorphisms in the subalgebra Z[p, 7| C End(J (X)) and
restrict those to A or to (1 —7)(J (X)) ~ J(C). Unfortunately, this cannot work, as is seen
by the following argument.

Consider the regular differentials on X’ that correspond to A and to J(C). The action of
Zlp, 7] on the regular differentials on X has the invariant subspaces V; spanned by w; and
Wat1—j- 1f d > 1 then dim(V;) = 2 and 7, p act on V; by the matrices (81_10) and (04_491),
respectively. We look for an element in the Z-algebra generated by these two matrices that
sends one of the two lines spanned by (}) or by (fl), to the other. However, such an element
does not exist.

Remark 5.5. In fact Conjecture [[7is true in the case that d is (an odd) prime. Namely,
as a special case of Proposition 14 in the paper [13] by Kohel and Smith, one obtains that
J(X) is isogenous to £ x J(C) x J(C) with & the elliptic curve given by y* = z3 — x and
C: y* = @4(x). This means that the L-polynomial of X over F, is the product of that of £
and two copies of that of C.

As we saw in the proof of Theorem [L.5] the L-polynomial of X is also the product of that
of C and that of C;: y*> = (22 — 4)p4(x). Combining the two factorizations, one concludes
that for d > 2 prime, the L-polynomial of C; equals the product of that of C and that of £.
This shows Conjecture [[L7] in this case. And so by Tate’s classical work [22] we have that
J(Cy) is isogenous to € x J(C).

A natural approach to proving Conjecture [L.7 would be, to show that also for composite
odd d one has an isogeny J(X) ~ & x J(C) x J(C) defined over F,2. Although we have
not been able to show this, we can in fact prove the weaker statement that these abelian
varieties are isogenous over the algebraic closure IF_q. Indeed, consider the subgroup G of
Aut(X) generated by r := p? and s := 7. Then r has order d and s has order 2. Moreover
srs =r~1 so G is a dihedral group of order 2d (and in the case considered here, d is odd).

Following Paulhus [16, § 3.1.2], who applies Kani-Rosen theory (specifically, [10, Theo-
rem BJ) to the subgroups H; = (r) and H; = (sr’) (2 < j <2d+1) of G, and who observes
that because d is odd, all groups H; (j # 1) are conjugate in G and therefore the quotients
X /H; are isomorphic, one concludes

J(X) x J(X/G) x T(X]G) ~ T (X/(r)) x T(X[{s) x T(X/(s))-

We analyze the quotient curves appearing here. As we saw in the proof of Theorem [L.6]
X/(s) = X/(r) = C since d is odd. Moreover, the proof of Lemma [E1] shows X' /(r) =
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X /{p") = &, and up to scalars, (¥"Y/2dz /y is the only regular differential on X’ invariant
under the action of r. As this differential is not fixed by s = 7, no regular differentials
fixed by every automorphism in the group G exist. Therefore the genus of X' /G equals 0, so
J(X/G) = (0). So the displayed isogeny in fact reads

J(X) ~EXxT(C) x T(C),

which is what we wished to show. Adapting this line of reasoning so that it works over [F .
as well, would lead to a proof of Conjecture [L.7 but unfortunately, so far we have not been
able to do so.

Remark 5.6. Let d > 0 be any integer, and let ¢ be a prime power with ged(q,2d) = 1.
If 3|d, then v? = p4(u) covers the elliptic curve v? = @3(u) = u® — 3u since in this case
(see Remark [L3) we have ¢4(u) = ¢3(pa/3(u)). Hence if in this case the curve given by
v? = p4(u) is maximal over F 2, then the elliptic curve v* = ¢3(u) is also maximal over F .
The latter maximality occurs precisely when ¢ = —1(mod 4). As a consequence, for d a
multiple of 3 the assumption ¢ = —1(mod 4) mentioned in statement (ii) of Conjecture [L.7]
can be deleted.

Remark 5.7. In [23], the curve C: y* = ¢4(z) is denoted by Cy; one of the results of that
paper ([23] Section 3.2]) is that in case d = ¢ is an odd prime number, then the endomorphism
algebra of J(C) contains the field K := Q(v/=1,{, + ¢; ). Note that [ : Q] =¢—1=2g
where g is the genus of C. Moreover, provided ¢ # 5, regarding J(C) as an abelian variety
in characteristic 0, by [23, Proposition 5] it has no nontrivial abelian subvarieties (over any
field extension). This means that J(C) is a so-called CM abelian variety. The extension
K/Q is Galois (even abelian), with Galois group G = Z /27 x F; / £ 1; note that this group
is cyclic precisely when ¢ = 3(mod 4).

The CM type corresponding to J(C) is computed in [23]. One identifies it with the subset
® C G given by

o = {(0,%1), (1,£2), (0,£3),...}

of cardinality (¢ —1)/2.

In [5, Theorem 3.1] it is explained how the slopes of the Newton polygon of Frobenius on
a reduction of C modulo a prime p can be determined from the decomposition group D C G
at p: the possible slopes are #(Dg N ®)/#Dg with g an element of G. Note that the group
D (at any prime p with ged(p, 2¢) = 1 which means, at any prime that does not ramify in
K) is the cyclic group generated by ((p — 1)/2(mod 2),£p(mod ¢)). In particular, taking
p = 1(mod 4) one has that D C (0) x F;/ + 1. Hence taking g = (1,£1) € G one finds
DgN® = (). As a result, one of the slopes is 0, implying that the p-rank of 7 (C) is positive.
In particular, this provides an alternative proof of Proposition 23] for the special case of
the polynomial ¢4(x) with d > 1 odd. Indeed, taking ¢ any prime divisor of d, the equality
@a(x) = pi(@ase(x)) implies that the curve with equation y* = ¢y(z) is covered by the curve
given by y? = pg(x). Hence if the latter curve is maximal over F 2 (and ged(gq, 2¢) = 1), then
so is the first, and therefore the characteristic of F 2 is = 3(mod 4).

We illustrate the use of CM theory also in the next result.

Proposition 5.8. Let q be a prime power with ged(q,10) = 1. If the hyperelliptic curve
given by y* = x° — 5a® + bx is mazimal over F 2, then the characteristic of F, is either
11(mod 20) or 19(mod 20).

Proof. Note that 2° — 52 + 5z = p5(x). We will show the result by using the CM theory
described above in Remark (.7 We therefore use the notations introduced in that remark,
for the special case ¢ = 5.
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Let p be the characteristic of F,. By Proposition 23] (and alternatively, by Remark [5.7]),
maximality of the given curve C implies that p = 3(mod 4). Hence the decomposition group
D at pin G = Gal(K/Q) = Z/2Z x FZ/ £ 1 is generated by (1, £p(mod5)).

In case p = £2(mod 5), this means

D ={(1,%£2), (0,£1)}.

Clearly D - (0,£2) N ® = () where ® C G describes the CM=type of the curve C. As before,
this implies that C cannot be maximal in characteristic p.

So a necessarily condition for maximality in characteristic p is besides p = 3(mod 4) that
also p = £1(mod 5). From this, the result follows. O

Remark 5.9. In the proof above we only used the fact that for a maximal curve, the slopes
of Frobenius are all positive. A stronger condition is that in fact they need to be equal to %
Exploiting that, one obtains similar results for other values of ¢. For example, with ¢ = 17
one can exclude characteristic p = £2(mod 17) in this way.

We finish this manuscript by briefly mentioning some small cases of Conjecture [L.7]

d = 1: here statement (i) asserts the maximality of the elliptic curve given by y? = 2* — 4z
over 2. This holds precisely when ¢ = —1(mod 4). Statement (ii) asserts, besides
this congruence condition, also the maximality of the hyperelliptic curve given by v? =
w. Since this maximality holds over any F,2 (the curve has genus 0), Conjecture [L.7]
holds for d = 1.

d > 5: we verified using Magma for all prime powers ¢ < 100 and d € {9,15,21} Con-
jecture [L7] holds. In fact, the experiment shows for these cases, as we saw in
Remark for the case d is an odd prime, that the curves C: y* = ¢4(z) and
Ci: y* = (2* —4)pa(z) over F, are related by J(C;) ~ J(C) x £ with £: y* = 2° +z.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

The first author was supported by FAPESP /SP-Brazil grant 2017/19190-5. The second
author thanks Marco Streng and Nurdagiil Anbar Meidl for helpful suggestions. We also
thank the referee for various comments which helped us improve the exposition.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Abdén and L. Quoos, On the genera of subfields of the Hermitian function field, Finite Fields Appl.,
10 (2004), 271-284.
[2] N. Anbar Meidl, A. Bassa and P. Beelen, A complete characterization of Galois subfields of the gener-
alized Giulietti-Korchméros function field, Finite Fields Appl., 48 (2017), 318-330.
[3] P.Beelen and M. Montanucci, A new family of maximal curves, J. Lond. Math. Soc., 98 (2018), 573-592.
[4] E. Cakcak and F. Ozbudak, Curves related to Coulter’s maximal curves, Finite Fields Appl., 14 (2008),
209-220.
[5] C. Blake, A Deuring criterion for abelian varieties, Bull. London Math. Soc. 46 (2014), 1256-1263.
[6] M. Giulietti, M. Montanucci, L. Quoos and G. Zini, On some Galois covers of the Suzuki and Ree
curves, J. Number Theory, 189 (2018), 220-254.
[7] M. Giulietti, L. Quoos and G. Zini, Maximal curves from subcovers of the GK-curve, J. Pure Appl.
Algebra, 220 (2016), 3372-3383.
[8] A. Garcia and H. Stichtenoth, On Chebyshev polynomials and maximal curves, Acta Arith. 90 (1999),
301-311.
[9] A. Garcia, H. Stichtenoth and C. P. Xing, On subfields of Hermitian function fields, Composito Math.
120 (2000), 137-170.
[10] E. Kani and M. Rosen, Idempotent relations and factors of Jacobians, Math. Ann. 284 (1989), 307-327.
[11] A. Kazemifard, S. Tafazolian and F. Torres, On maximal curves related to Chebyshev polynomials,
Finite Fields Appl. 52 (2018), 200-213.



14
12
13

14

SAEED TAFAZOLIAN AND JAAP TOP

] T. Kodama, J. Top and T. Washio, Maximal hyperelliptic curves of genus three, Finite Fields Appl. 15
(2009), 392-403.

] D. Kohel and B. Smith, Efficiently computable endomorphisms for hyperelliptic curves. Algorithmic
number theory, 495-509, Lecture Notes in Comput. Sci., 4076, Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 2006.

] G. Lachaud, Sommes d‘Eisenstein et nombre de points de certaines courbes algébriques sur les corps
finis, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 305 (1987), 729-732.

] R. Lidl, H. Niederreiter, Finite fields, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997.

] J. Paulhus, Decomposing Jacobians of curves with extra automorphisms, Acta Arith. 132 (2008), 231—
244.

[17) M.A. Soomro, Algebraic curves over finite fields, PhD thesis, University of Groningen, 2013.

http://hdl.handle.net/11370/024430b9-3e8e-497f-8374-326f014a26e7 .

] H. Stichtenoth, Algebraic function fields and codes, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, Berlin- Heidelberg,
1993.

| S. Tafazolian, A note on certain maximal hyperelliptic curves, Finite Fields Appl. 18 (2012), 1013-1016.

| S. Tafazolian, A family of maximal hyperelliptic curves, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 216 (2012), 1528-1532.

] S. Tafazolian and F. Torres, On the curve y™ = ™ + x over finite fields, J. Number Theory 145 (2014),
51-66.

] J. Tate, Endomorphisms of abelian varieties over finite fields, Invent. Math. 2 (1966) 134-144.

] W. Tautz, J. Top and A. Verberkmoes, Explicit hyperelliptic curves with real multiplication and per-
mutation polynomials, Canad. J. of Math. 43 (1991), 1055-1064.

UNIVERSITY OF CAMPINAS (UNICAMP), INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, STATISTICS AND COMPUTER

SciENcE (IMECC), RUA SERGIO BUARQUE DE HOLANDA, 651, CIDADE UNIVERSITARIA, 13083-859,
CAMPINAS, SP, BRAZIL

JOHAN BERNOULLI INSTITUTE FOR MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, NIJENBORGH 9, 9747

AG GRONINGEN, THE NETHERLANDS

E-mail address: tafazolian@ime.unicamp.br
E-mail address: j.top@rug.nl


http://hdl.handle.net/11370/024430b9-3e8e-497f-8374-326f014a26e7

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. The curves y2=x2d+1+x and y2=x2d+1
	4. Hyperelliptic curves from Chebyshev polynomials
	Case d even and v2=(u+2)d(u)
	Case d odd and v2=(u+2)d(u)
	Case d odd and y2=d(x)
	Case d even and y2=d(x)

	5. Relating y2=d(x) and y2=(x2-4)d(x)
	Acknowledgement
	References

