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INTEGRAL POINTS ON THE CONGRUENT NUMBER CURVE
STEPHANIE CHAN

ABSTRACT. We study integral points on the quadratic twists £p : y? = 2% — D2z of
the congruent number curve. We give upper bounds on the number of integral points in
each coset of 26p(Q) in Ep(Q) and show that their total is < (3.8)'#k €0 (@ We further
show that the average number of non-torsion integral points in this family is bounded
above by 2. As an application we also deduce from our upper bounds that the system
of simultaneous Pell equations aX? — bY? = d, bY? — cZ? = d for pairwise coprime
positive integers a, b, ¢, d, has at most < (3.6)<(@*4) integer solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION
For any squarefree positive integer D, we consider the elliptic curve
Ep:y? =12 — D%z
We are interested in the set of integral points on the curve, defined as
Ep(Z) ={(z,y) €2 : y* = 2* — D’z }.

Given an elliptic curve with Weierstrass equation y? = 2 + Az + B, Siegel [29] proved
that there are only finitely many integral points, using techniques from the theory of
Diophantine approximation. Baker |2 p.45] gave the first effective bound on the height
of integral points: if an integral point (z,y) exists, then

|z < exp ((10° max{A, B})'").

Lang [22, p.140] conjectured that the number of integral points on a (quasi)minimal
Weierstrass equation of an elliptic curve should be bounded only in terms of its rank. This
was proven for elliptic curves with integral j-invariant [32, Theorem A] and for elliptic
curves with bounded Szpiro ratio [20, Theorem 0.7]. The curves &p satisfy both of these
properties, and more specifically the theorems show that there exists some constant C'
that is computable but not made explicit, such that

(1) #gl)(Z) < CrankED(Q).

In [1I7], Gross and Silverman presented a bound with explicit constants, which in our
case gives C of order 10° in ([I). The bound was improved in [I3], which implies C' = 24
in (). In [16, Theorem 2|, the bound in [20, Theorem 0.7] was recovered by a different
method and with some additional precision. From a more general theorem by Helfgott
and Venkatesh [19, Corollary 3.11], we can deduce that

#Ep(Z) < C“P)(log D)?(1.33)"nE0 (@),

where C' is some absolute constant and w(D) denotes the number of distinct prime factors
of the integer D. We obtain an upper bound in the form of ({Il) with a smaller and explicit
base, specifically for the curves £p.
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Theorem 1.1. We have
#Ep(7) < (3.8)r2nkén(@)

Therefore if we expect the rank to be uniformly bounded for all £5(Q) (as has been
recently conjectured by various authors), then there would be a squarefree positive integer
D such that #Ep(Z) attains its maximum.

We proceed by partitioning £p(Z) into cosets of 2Ep(Q). For any R € Ep(Q), define

Zp(R) = Ep(Z) N (R + 26p(Q)).
We obtain an upper bound on the size of each Zp(R) in terms of the rank of Ep(Q):
Theorem 1.2. If D is sufficiently large and R € Ep(Q) then

#Zp(R) < 30 + (1.89)" 19"
where r := rank Ep(Q).

Since #Ep(Q)/2Ep(Q) = 22+r2nkén(Q)  Theorem [l is immediate from Theorem L2
Fix e > 0. We partition Zp(R) into the points with “small” x-coordinates,

Sp(R) = {P € Zp(R) : x(P) < D*!*9}
and the points with “large” z-coordinates,
Lp(R) = {P € Zp(R) : x(P) > D>+
which we will bound by very different techniques.
Theorem 1.3 (Points with large z-coordinates). There ezists some € > 0 such that the
following holds for any sufficiently large D and R € Ep(Q).
(2) If the abc conjecture holds, then Lp(R) = @.

We will complete the proof of Theorem by showing that #Sp(R) < (1.89)”19”1/3.
If 2(R) < D then we can improve the bound to #Zp(R) < 4.

Theorem 1.4 (Cosets with respect to points with very small z-coordinates).

(1) 2p(0 )
(2) 2 E( )) {(=D,0)} and Zp((0,0)) = {(0,0)};

(3) Zp((D, )) contains (D 0) and no more than one other pair P,—P € Ep(Z), given
by x(P) = (20> —1)D, where v+ u/D is the fundamental solution of the equation
v? — Du? =1;

(4) If R € €p(Q) and —D < z(R) < 0, then Zp(R) contains at most one pair
P,—P € Ep(Z), except for the sets

{(—98, £12376), (—1058,+21896)} when D = 1254,
and {(—5184, £398664), (—7056,+233772)} when D = 7585.
The sets considered in Theorem [[.4] (), (2) contains no non-trivial integral points, and

the upper bounds obtained in (3)), (@) are sharp. Indeed, on the curve &(Q) of rank 1,
the distinct cosets Zg(R) of integral points are {(—6,0)}, {(0,0)}, as well as

{(=3,29)}, {(—2,48)}, {(6,0), (294, £5040)}, {(12,£36)}, {(18,£72)}.

Ordering the curves £p with increasing D, Heath-Brown [I8, Theorem 1] showed that
the moments of the 2-Selmer of £p are bounded. Together with (), this implies that the
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average size of Ep(Z) is bounded. The boundedness of the average of #Ep(Z) was also
proved by Alpoge [I], but the upper bound was not explicitly evaluated.

Let Dy be the set of positive squarefree integers less than N. Define Tp to be the set of
torsion points on Ep(Q). It is standard that Tp = {O, (0,0), (£D,0)} (see for example
[27, Chapter I, Proposition 17]). Let sq (D) denote the Zy-corank of the 2-power Selmer
group of Ep(Q), and sy (D) denote the Fy-rank of the 2*-Selmer rank of £5(Q). Then
S90o (D) = limy_, 00 8o (D). Each sy (D) and hence also sy (D) provides an upper bound
on the rank of £5(Q). Heath-Brown [18] notes that it can be derived from results of
Cassels [12] and Birch and Stephens [6], that so(D) is even for D = 1, 2 or 3 mod 8, and
odd for D = 5, 6 or 7mod 8. An elementary proof of this parity condition was given
by Monsky [18, Appendix]. Furthermore, the 2¥**-Selmer group is computed from the
kernel of the Cassels-Tate pairing on the 2¥-Selmer group. Since the Cassels-Tate pairing
is always skew-symmetric [11], we have sor (D) = s9r+1(D) mod 2 for all k, so se (D) and
so(D) are of the same parity. Smith [35, Corollary 1.2] recently claimed that

{D € Dy : s9=(D) > 2} = o(N).
It then follows that for s € {0,1}, we have
, 1

Since rank £p(Q) < s9 (D), asymptotically at most half of the curves are of rank 1, and
density 0 of curves are of rank 2 or above. This allows us to focus on curves with rank 0
and 1, hence we can find a better upper bound on the average.

Theorem 1.5. We have

Y. #(Ep(@)\T) <2

DEDN

1
lim su
Noon #Dx

If we further assume the abc conjecture, the upper bound can be improved to 1.

Note that non-torsion integral points come in pairs of (x,+y). The upper bound from
Theorem comes from the possible existence of a pair of small points in the range
D?/(log D) < z < D*™, and a pair of large points of size z > exp(exp(32+/log D))
left from an application of Roth’s Theorem, which we are unable to eliminate on most
curves of rank 1.

We expect the order of ., #(Ep(Z) \ Tp) to be roughly N'/2. To obtain a lower
bound, we attempt by counting a subset of integral points. Suppose u > v are squarefree
positive coprime integers. Let w be the squarefree part of u? — v2, so u, v, w are pairwise
coprime. If D = uvw, then (v?w, u?w®?vu? —v2) € £p(7Z), since w(u? — v?) is a square
by the definition of w. If uv(u® — v?) < N, then D € Dy, so counting the number of
squarefree coprime positive integers u, v in the range v < u < N/, gives a lower bound
of > N2,

Now we give a heuristic on the maximum size of } . #(Ep(Z) \ Tp). The larger
points (z,y) € Ep(Z) with > D?*T¢ can be removed by assuming the abc conjecture as
in Theorem [[3] so let’s look at D € Dy and |z| < D**. If x = —j, j — D, or D + j
for 1 <j < D/2 then 2® — D%r ~ jD? If %D < x < N3 then 23 — D%z ~ 2®. Then we
expect the number of pairs (D, z) such that 2® — D%z is a square to be approximately

y (v (%)”Z 3 (;)W <N

IN<D<N \1£j<D/2 J 3 D<a<D3
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To prove Theorem [[.2] we bound #Sp(R) and #Lp(R) separately. We prove that
#Sp(R) is bounded above by

#{PeR+aaﬂQpﬁgngga+@bgD+0a&,

where h denotes the canonical height. Then viewing & p(Q) as an r-dimensional Euclidean
space, we apply sphere packing bounds to get an upper bound of (1.89)”19"1/3 after fixing
some appropriate €.

On the other hand, we show that #Lp(R) is bounded by some constant depending
only on e. Assume z(R) > D and R ¢ Tp + 2Ep(Q), otherwise the result follows from
Theorem [[L4l We first prove that points in Lp(R) obey a gap principle. Then, for
points with larger heights in £p(R), we apply Roth’s theorem in a way that is similar
to a classical argument of Siegel’s Theorem, which also appeared in Alpoge’s work [I].
Suppose P =2Q + R € Zp(R) and z(P) is large, P is close to the point at infinity. Let
K be the minimal number field containing the z-coordinates of all points in %ED(Q). If
48 = R and 2Q = Q, where Q, S € Ep(Q), then S and Q are close together. Making this
precise, we can show that x(Q) gives a K-approximation to z(S) with exponent close
to 8. Roth’s theorem show that there are finitely many such Q. In [1], large integral
points of the form P = 3@ + R were considered, where (), R are rational points on
a general elliptic curve. The main difference of our approach is that we apply Roth’s
theorem over K instead of Q. Given a class in Ep(Q)/nEp(Q), the exponents of the
Q-approximations obtained from the argument in [I] are close to %nQ. If we had taken
n = 2, the exponent would be just under 2 which would not be large enough to apply
Roth’s theorem. Applying the argument over K instead gives a large enough exponent.

2. APPLICATIONS TO OTHER DIOPHANTINE EQUATIONS

Given positive integers a, b and ¢, Bennett [4, Theorem 1.2] proved that there exists
at most one set of three consecutive integers of the form ¢Z2, bY2?, aX?. In other words,
the simultaneous equations

aX?—-bpy?=1, bY? —cZ? =1, (X,Y,2)eZ?,

possess at most one solution. We can ask a more general question replacing the 1 in the
equations with an integer d.

Theorem 2.1. Let a,b, c,d be pairwise coprime positive integers and set D = abed. Then
for any sufficiently large D, the system of equations

(3) aX?—bY?=d, b —cZ2=d

1/3

has at most 15+ (1.89) 197" < 154 (3.58)«D)+122(DI* golutions (X,Y, Z) € 73, where

r = rank Ep(Q).

A different upper bound on the number of solutions to the system (B]) depending only
on b and d, but involving implicit constants, can be deduced from [16, p.41].

We prove Theorem [2.1] by relating the problem to our result in Theorem If we
take D = abed and © = ac(bY')?, then x — D = ab(cZ)? and = + D = be(aX)?. Therefore
(ac(bY)?, (abc)®? XY Z) € Ep(Z). The image of such a point under the injective homomor-
phism

0: £p(Q)/26p(Q) — Q/(Q")* x Q/(Q")* x Q/(Q")*
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given at non-torsion points by
(xay) = (SL’—D, z, .T—l—D),

is (ab,ac,bc). If P and R are both integral points on £p that correspond to solutions
to @), then P — R € 2Ep(Q). Moreover, z(P) > 0 and b? | x(P). Theorem 21 is a
corollary of Theorem as £P corresponds to the same solution for (3]).

More general forms of simultaneous Pell equations have been studied previously. For
nonzero integers ay, as, by, by, u, v, let N'(ay, as, by, ba, u,v) denote the number of solutions
to the system of equations

a1X2 — b1Y2 =u, b2Y2 — CLQZQ =0

in positive integers X, Y, Z such that ged(X,Y, Z,u,v) = 1. Theorem 2.1 provides an
upper bound to N (a, ¢, b,b,d, —d), where a,b, ¢, d are pairwise coprime positive integers.
Transforming the equations @) by X — aX and Z — ¢Z, we get N(a,c,b,b,d,—d) =
N(1,1,ab,bc, ad, —cd). Assuming a, b are distinct positive integers and —av # bu, Ben-
nett [3, Theorem 2.1] showed that

N(1,1,a,b,u,v) < 20w} Jo0(|u| + |v]).

This implies N (a, ¢, b, b, d, —d) < 2@ min{w(@)w()} |og( (g + ¢)d). Bugeaud, Levesque and
Waldschmidt [10, Théoreme 2.2] gave the bound

N(al, as, blu b2, u, U) <2+ 23996(w(a1a2uv)+1)_

Translating to our case, this gives an upper bound N (a, ¢, b,b,d, —d) < 2 -+ 23996(w(acd®)+1)
Theorem [2.1] can also provide an upper bound to a different Diophantine equation. In
1942, Ljunggren [24] showed that for a fixed integer d, the equation

X' —dy?=1, (X,Y)eZ?

>0

has at most two solutions, through a study of units in certain quadratic and biquadratic
fields. More recently, Bennett and Walsh [5] used the theory of linear forms in logarithms
of algebraic numbers, to show that for squarefree positive integers b, d > 2, the equation

VX —dy? =1, (X,Y) €72,
has at most one solution. We prove the following as a corollary to Theorem 2.1

Theorem 2.2. Let A, B,C be pairwise coprime positive squarefree integers. Then there
are < 2°ABC*) integral solutions (X,Y) to

A’X*'— BY? = %
Proof. Let g := ged(X, C'). Observe that

(5 -5) (0 () )2 ()"

The factors on the left hand side have common factor 1 or 2. Therefore we can write

x\* ¢ x\* ¢

(4) Ag <—) — — = BY? and Ag <—) + — = ByYy,
g g g g

where B; and B, are positive integers such that BBy = B or 4B, and Y Y29 =Y. Now

applying Theorem B.I] the system of equations (@) has < 2¢(4BC) solutions. There are

2¢(€) choices of g | C and < 2*(®) choices of pairs (By, By). This proves Theorem Z2. [
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2.1. The abc conjecture. In Theorem[L3] if we are allowed to assume the abc conjecture,
we can show that there exists some € (determined by the conjecture) such that the set
Lp(R) is empty when D is sufficiently large. The abc conjecture states that for every
e > 0, for any pairwise coprime positive integers a, b, ¢, with a + b = ¢, we have

¢ <, H plte.

plabe

Suppose that (x,y) € Ep(Z) and x > 0. Let g = ged(x, D). Dividing y* = 23 — D*z by
rg? and rearranging, we have
2 9 2
(5) =)
g g g

Assuming the abc conjecture,

2\ 2
<5> (_) <. H pl—l—e.

9

If p | (%)2(5)2§, then p | (2)(2)2: = %{{2. By construction g | D and ¢* | y*. Since g
utting this back to (Hl),
2\ 2
(3

1+e€ Dl‘3/2 14+e
<(%)
g
since g < D,

2(1+e) \ L3¢
T <, (Df) < p2(5) < D215
g €

is squarefree, so g2 | y. Therefore p

A
N
A
~— U

1
Then for € < 1z,

This proves the last assertion in Theorem

3. HEIGHT ESTIMATES

Notice that if (z,y) € Ep(Q), then either z > D or —D < 2 < 0. For a € Q, define
height functions H(«) := [], max{1, |a|,} and h(a) = log H(a) = 3", log"* |al,, where v
is taken over the set of places of Q(a) and log™ is a function on the positive real numbers,
defined as log™t = max{0,logt}. For any point P € £p(Q), define H(P) = H(z(P)),
denote the (Weil) height by h(P) := h(x(P)) and the canonical height by

h(P) = 1im PP

n—o0 ’I’L2

Lemma 3.1. Let P € Ep(Q) be a non-torsion point. Write x(2P) = =, where r and s
are coprime integers and s > 0. Then ged(r, D) = 1.

Proof. Suppose P € Ep(Q), then 6(2P) = (1,1,1), so write
2 w2
z(2P) = z(2P) — D = ol

?7
where 7, s,u,v € Z and ged(r, s) = ged(u, v) = 1. Combining gives
r?v? —u?s? = Dv?s?.

IThis is sometimes defined with an extra factor of % in literature.
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We see that v = s, since ged(r, s) = ged(u,v) = 1. Rewriting
r? —u? = Ds%.
Since ged(r, s) = ged(u, s) = 1 and D is squarefree, ged(r, D) = 1. O

We prove for points on £p(Q) that the Weil height and the canonical height are close
together.

Lemma 3.2. Let P = (z,y) € Ep(Q) \ {0, (0,0)}. Write x = %, where v and s are
coprime integers and s > 0. If v > D, then

. 2

(6) —log | ged(r, D)| — 2log2 < h(P) — h(P) < —log | ged(r, D)| + 3 log 2.
If =D < x <0, then
(7) 1 D logt |z|—21log2 < h(P)—h(P) <1 D 1 +||+21 2

og | ———=|—log™ |z|]-21o - og |[———=|—log™ |z|+ - log 2.

& ged(r, D) & 2= =08 ged(r, D) g 30
In particular,
. . 2

(8) —2log2 < 4h(P) — h(2P) = h(2P) — h(2P) < 3 log 2.

Proof. Focusing on the h(2"P) terms in the limit defining h(P), we can express the
canonical height as a telescoping series

(9) h(P)=h(P)=)_ 4% (h(Q"P) - ih(Q”“P)) .

n=0
Consider a point P € Ep(Q) \ {0, (0,0)}. Write #(P) = Z, where 7,5 are coprime
integers and s > 0. Then
2| 242)2
wop) = — T EDS)
drs(r — Ds)(r + Ds)
If an odd prime p divides both (r?+4 D?s?)? and 4rs(r— Ds)(r+ Ds), then since ged(r, s) =
1, p divides both 7 and D. If 72 4+ D?s? is even, either r, D, s are all odd, or 7, D are even
and s is odd. The first case implies that r? + D?s?> = 2 mod 8, so 4 || (r* + D?s*)%. The
second case note that D is squarefree so 2 || D. If 2 || » we have 4 - 2% || (r? + D?s%)?,
otherwise the 2% || (r? + D?s%)2.
Therefore
ged ((r* 4+ D*s*)?, 4rs(r — Ds)(r + Ds)) = (ged(r, D))* or 4(ged(r, D))*.
Since x(2P) > D, we have
h(2P) =log(r* 4+ D*s*)* — log ged ((r* + D?s®)?, 4rs(r — Ds)(r + Ds))
= 2log(r* + D*s*) — 4log ged(r, D) — 15 oda} L{ords r=ord, p}2 log 2.
We first prove ([6). Suppose x(P) > D. Then

(10)

2.2

(11) h(P)—ih(QP) - —% log (1 +

Apply () to ([@). Then

r2 ) +1Og ng(Ta D) +]l{s odd}ﬂ{ordg r=ordsa D}2 lOg 2.

2.2

O<log<1+ ><log2.

r2
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Writing z(2"P) = ;g:g in lowest term, we know from Lemma 3.1l that ged(r(2"P), D) =
1 for any n > 1. The conditions 2 1 s and ords 7 = ords D can only hold simultaneously
at most once in the sequence 2" P. For if s,r, D are all odd, then subsequent terms would
have even s. On the other hand, since the z-coordinates of double points must be squares,
2 || r can only happen in the first term. Noting that > & = 3, we get (@).

For (), suppose instead —D < x(P) < 0. Then from (I0), we have

hUﬂ——ih@Pﬂ

D
D2s? ged(r, D
Apply this to ([@). Similar to the argument for (), but here instead

1 r?
= 1{r>s} lOg |l‘| - 5 lOg (1 + —) - log ) ‘ + ]l{s odd}]l{ordg r=ords D}2 10g2

2

r
D252

0<log<1+ )<log2,
we get ().
Finally (&) follows from ([6l) and Lemma 3.1 O

Estimates equivalent to (8) were obtained in [9, Section 2] by analysing the local height
functions specifically for £p. The inequalities (@)),(7) with larger constant terms can be
obtained via a study of local heights by applying theorems for general elliptic curves [34]
Theorem 4.1, Theorem 5.4], and [33, Theorem 5.2].

For general algebraic points on £p, we obtain the following estimate by applying [34]
Equation(3)], noting that the discriminant of £p is Ap = (2D)% and j-invariant is 1728.

Lemma 3.3. Any P € Ep(Q) satisfies
(12) |h(P) — h(P)| < log D + 4.6.
Since h(2P) = h(2P) + O(1) by (B), we have

A~

(13) h(2P) = h(2P) —2log2 > log D — 2log 2.
Therefore for any P € Ep(Q) \ Tp,

. 1 1

The equation (I4)) is a version of Lang’s conjecture, which says that the canonical height
of a non-torsion point on an elliptic curve should satisfy

h(P) > log|Al,
where A is the discriminant of the elliptic curve. This conjecture was proven for elliptic
curves with integral j-invariant [30], for elliptic curves which are twists [31], and for
elliptic curves with bounded Szpiro ratio [20]. The curves &p are in all three of these
categories, as remarked in [9]. The bound (I4) for curves £p with the explicit constant
factor 1 was first given in [9, (11)].

4. BOUNDING SMALL POINTS VIA SPHERICAL CODES

In this section we prove the following lemma, which gives the upper bound of #Sp(R)
for Theorem .2
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose R € Ep(Q) with x(R) > D. Let € < gis. Then for any sufficiently
large D we have

#{P € R+2Ep(Q) : h(P) < 2(1+ €)log D} < (1.89)" 19",

We first show how Lemma 1] implies the required upper bound of #Sp(R). This
follows from the claim that

~

Sp(R) C{P e R+2Ep(Q) : h(P) <2(14+e€+o0(1))log D}.

Suppose P € Sp(R), we need to show that h(P) < 2(1 + €) log D implies h(P) < 2(1 +
€)log D+O(1). If 2(P) > D, from (@) we have h(P) < h(P)+0(1) < 2(1+€)log D+O(1).
If —D < z(P) <0, from (7) we have h(P) < h(P) +1log D + O(1) < 2log D + O(1).

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 4.1l We know that the the canonical height of the
difference between any two distinct points in R + 2Ep(Q) is at least log D + O(1) from
equation (I3]). Viewing R+2Ep(Q) as a Euclidean space R” of dimension r, we can bound
the number of points by the maximum number of spheres of radius %\/ log D + O(1) with

centres lying inside a sphere S}”{l of radius R = /2(1 + ¢)log D. This is similar to the
covering argument used in [8] to obtain bounds on the number of rational points with
bounded height on elliptic curves with full rational 2-torsion.

A spherical code in dimension r with minimum angle 6 is a set of points on the unit
sphere S]~! in R” with the property that no two points subtend an angle less than 6 at
the origin. Let A(r, 6) denote the greatest size of such a spherical code.

We can obtain an upper bound in terms of the function A via a classical argument (see
for example the proof of (2.1) in [14]). Project the sphere centres in S}, ' onto the upper
hemisphere of S}, orthogonally to the hyperplane. The projections of the sphere centres
are still at least distance \/log D + O(1) apart, and thus separated by angles of at least

0 1

0, where sin 5 = e 0(1). Therefore the number of small points is bounded above

by < A(r+1,0).

4.1. For large dimensions. Kabatiansky and Levenshtein proved the following upper
bound on A(r, @).

Theorem 4.2 ([21, (52)]). Let r > 3 and a = 52, and let t§ be the largest root of

k
1 k+a\ (k+« ‘ b
PX(t) = — E DYt — 1)
Take any k such that cos@ < ty. Then

A(r.0) < 4 (k—l—'r’—Q).

R e 7 r

From the proof of 21, Lemma 4], we know that

27T2/3
<t <
((kj‘|‘0[)(k’+0[+].)7’k)1/3 Sl S Tk,

Tk —

where

a?—1
T’“:\/l_<k+a)(k+a+1)'
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Therefore if we take k& such that
271'2/3
(k+ a)(k+a+1)7)/3

(15) cosf < T, —

and since tj/,; < 711, we have

A(r,e)gi(kJﬂ_Q).

1 — Trq r

Take 6 such that sin § = —-2— — o(1). Let
21/2(1+¢)

1—sind 2(1+¢€ 1
N = - 4o
2snd  virse 2 oW

1
SN (I -
T \/ (2N +1)2

so that

ask—)ooandf—>N.
Fix some
(16) C? > 167N (N + 1)(2N + 1)°

Take k —2 = LTN + CT1/3J, so (IH) is satisfied for large enough r. By Stirling’s formula,
we have

k+r—2 e (k+r—2)kr: < € 1 Crilots (14 N)HFVNT
r 27r7«7"+ 2(k —2)F 2tz T 2m/r NN

for large enough r. Therefore for large enough r, we have the upper bound

(1+ N)HN ”*(1+N)g1((vlgT1]<vr)N)logNNlogNC"I/S
(17) A('f’, 9) < T

taking some small C' in the range (I0]).
We can now prove Lemma BT for r > 2000. Take ¢ < &5 and C' = 22, so (I0) is

satisfied. Then we can rewrite the bound in (I7) as A(r,) < (1.89)" 19"/,

4.2. For small dimensions. To prove Lemma [.1] it remains to check the same bound
holds for r < 2000. The two following bounds, obtained respectively by Rankin and
Shannon, are weaker asymptotically when r — oo but are better bounds for small r.

Theorem 4.3 ([26, Theorem 2]). If0 < 6 < Z and sin f = v/2sin6, then
V7L (551) sin Btan

2T°(%) foﬁ sin” 2 z(cos ¥ — cos B)dx

< 2\{_1F(T+3)cosﬁ N \/%mj?’ 00529.
[(g)sin"' (1 — Z5tan’B)  (V2sinf) !
Theorem 4.4 ([28, (21),(27)]). Suppose 0 < 0 < 7. Then
\/_F( ) < 270 (5L cos 6 V27 cos
fo sin"2xdr — T(3)sin" 1 0(1 — L tan? ) sin"~tg -

Evaluating the bounds in Theorems [4.3] and [£.4] for » < 2000 proves Lemma [£1] in
those cases.

A(r,0) <

A(r, 0) <
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5. REPULSION BETWEEN MEDIUM POINTS

Suppose P = (X,Y) and R = (z,y) are integral points in the same coset of 2Ep(Q).
Assume D?%9 < 1 < X and Yy > 0. Suppose P = 2Q + R for some Q € Ep(Q).
Replacing @ with one of @ + (0,0), @ + (D,0), Q 4+ (=D, 0) if necessary, we can assume

2(Q) > (1++/2)D
Lemma 5.1. Suppose P, = (x1,y1), P» = (x2,y2) € Ep(Q) and D < x1 < wy. Let
B =2 cmd,u:l;—;. Then

1

B+pu ’ VB +\/ (1—p
(18) (\/BQ—M+\/B(1—M)> zy < x(P+ ) S( )

Moreover

(19) ix(Pl) <z(P+B) < (ﬂ) z(Py).

Proof. Assuming vy, > 0,

x<P1:tP2>:<\/B2_M:F\/B(1_'u)>2x1:< B+ ))211.

B-1 VB =t /B(1 -

This shows that z(P; + P,) have to attain the lower bound in (I8]) when 352 > 0, and
attain the upper bound in (I8) when y;y, < 0.
Noting that B > 1 and p < 1 by assumption, we deduce (I9) from (Ig]). O

We now show that z(Q + R) is properly bounded away from D. If (1 ++/2)D <
z(Q) < 4(1 ++/2)D, since we assumed z(R) > D*!*9 by the lower bound in (I8)
we have 2(Q + R) > 2(1 + v2)D for large enough D. If z(Q) > 4(1 + v2)D, then
z(Q + R) > (1 ++/2)D by the lower bound in (IJ).

Lemma 5.2. Suppose Q € Ep(Q) \ {0, (0, O) (£D,0)} and z(Q) € R. Then

z(2Q) = Ix( )l

Moreover, if in addition z(Q) > %D for some § > 1, then

17(Q) < 2(20) <5 2(Q).

Proof. 1f (Q) > D, this follows immediately from the formula

(1+( ( ))2)2
z(Q).
4 (1 - (x(Q))2>

If —D < z(Q) < 0, then it is straightforward to check that z(2Q) > D, so z(2Q) >
[2(Q)]. U

Trivially h(Q) > logz(Q) and h(Q + R) > logz(Q + R). By Lemma [5.2] and the lower
bounds on z(Q) and x(Q + R), we have z(Q) > x(2Q) = (P — R) and z(Q + R) >
z(2Q + 2R) = x(P + R). Also (P £ R) > « by Lemma 5.1l Putting together we have

z(2Q) =
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h(Q),h(Q + R) > logx 4+ O(1). Now apply (@) to P and P — R, then to @ and Q + R,
it follows that

A~ A~

log X +logx 4+ O(1) > h(P) + h(R) = 2h(Q) + 2h(Q + R) > 4logx — 4log D + O(1).
Rearranging gives

(20) log X > 3logx —4log D + O(1).

6. LARGE INTEGRAL POINTS GIVING DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATIONS

Fix an embedding ¢+ : Q < C and write | - | for the corresponding absolute value. In
this section we will prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose P € Ep(Z) such that P = 4Q + R, for some Q € %SD((@) and
R € Ep(Q) \ 26p(Q). Assume that x(R) > D and h(P) > max{sh(R), 3 log D}, where
0<6 <A< g5 Take S € {S € £p(Q) : 45 = R} such that |x(Q) — x(S)| is minimum.
Then

log |z(Q) — 2(S)| 1 — 63\ — 4185

) =8 (L2 + 166 o)

Suppose P, Q, R satisfies the assumptions of Lemma .1l Since 2Q € £5(Q), we have

z(Q) € R. Then

(21) +(Q) < 2(4Q) = «(P — R) < (R),

where the lower bound follows from applying Lemma twice, and the upper bound is
taken from (I9). The upper bound does not depend on A as we have assumed that A is
bounded from above.

6.1. Height estimates. Since P = 4Q + R, we obtain from the triangle inequality

(22) 1/h(@) = (R < \Ji(P) < /1@ + /iR,

Apply the assumption log D < dh(P) to (@), we obtain

(23) (1 —8)h(P)—0O(1) < h(P) < h(P)+O(1).
Similarly using (@) and h(R) < Ah(P), we have

(24) h(R) < h(R) + O(1) < Ah(P) + O(1).

On the other hand, by (IZ) and the assumption log D < 8h(P),

(25) Q) = 6h(P) — O(1) < h(Q) < h(Q) + 5h(P) + O(1).

Applying ([23) and (24) to (22), then squaring, we have

(26) (V1I=6—-VN)?=166 —o(1) < 12?;3?) < (14+ V) + 166 + o(1).




INTEGRAL POINTS ON THE CONGRUENT NUMBER CURVE 13

6.2. Approximation of algebraic numbers. If S € £5(Q) such that 45 = R, write

_ _ $(S)
() = a(48) = 24
where 1, is the nth-division polynomial of £p and ¢,, = x9)? — 1, 119,_1. Define
(27) fr(T) = [1 (T ==(5)) = 64(T) — a(R)¢a(T)*.
S:45=R

Note that every elliptic curve has 16 4-torsion points over Q. The two expressions in @
are equivalent as they are both monic polynomials of degree 16 with roots {z(S) € Q :

45 = R}. Put T = z(Q), then
[ @(@) = (5)) = ¢4(Q) — 2(R)a(Q)*.

Substitute ¢4(Q) = 14(Q)*x(4Q), we get
(28) [T @(@) —(5)) = vu(Q)*(x(4Q) — x(R))

Now

Using (28), we have

(29) «(P) ( [T (@ - 56(5))>

= 0u(@)* (~y(Q)y(R) + 2(4Q)*a(R) + v(4Q)a(R)* = D(a(4Q) + 2(R)))
If (z,y) € £p(Q) and x € R, then we must have y? < max{z, D}?, so

15

Yu((z,9))* = (4y(2® — 5D%*s* — 5D*2* + D%))* <« max{x, D}* 7,
and we can bound (29) by
< £(4Q)z(R)? max{z(Q), D}** « z(R)® <« z(P)**,
where we have applied (2I]). Taking logs,

log [[,5— \x(@)—x(Sﬂ 1 33 )
(30) = Rh(P) §—§+5/\+O<logD>.

Let a = x(.S) be a root of fr. Apply |25, p.262 last line],
[ Fr(@)] > (AR frllT
where A(-) denotes the discriminant and || - [|; denotes the £;-norm. Write z(R) = %,

where ged(r,s) = 1. Since sfr(T) € Z[T), so |A(fr)| > s, Also we can check that
I frll1 < D*¥max{z(R), D*}. Therefore noting that H(R) =r > Ds,

[T 12(9) = 2(9)] = [ fr(@)] > |s| (D" max{x(R), D*})"** > H(R) "D,
S#8:45=R
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Take S € {S € £p(Q) : 45 = R} such that |2(Q) — z(S)| is minimum. By the triangle
inequality
[2(8) = 2(5)| < 2(Q) — 2(5)| + |2(Q) — z(5)| < 2[2(Q) — z(5)].
Taking products
I[I 1@ -=S> ][I =) -S> HR)"D*.
S#S5:45=R S#5:45=R
Take logs
log [ [|2(Q) —«(S)] > —15A(R) — 20910g D + O(1).
S#S5:45=R
Put this back to (30),
log|(Q) —a(S)| _ 1 63
<-4 2 .
h(P) < 2+ 2)\+2095+0(1)
Applying the upper bound in (28) proves Lemma

7. RoTH’s THEOREM

In this section we follow the proof of Roth’s Theorem in Chapter 6 of [7], specialising
in the bivariate case.

Let K C E be number fields such that m = [E : K|. Suppose o € E. Let v; be the
infinite place of E given by the embedding t|z : E < C, where ¢ : Q «— C is as fixed
in Section [6] so we can write |- | = |- |,,. We call § € K a K-approzimation to o with
exponent K, if

18— al < H(B)™

Approximations obey the following strong gap principle.

Theorem 7.1 (strong gap principle 7, Theorem 6.5.4]). Let 5,5 € K be distinct ele-
ments such that |a — 5| < H(B)™", |a — B'| < H(B')™" and h(5') > h(5). Then

h(B') = —2log2 + (k — 1)A(B).
Proof. We have

log |8 — f] = log |(a = §') = (a = B)| < max (log |a — |, log |o = f]) + log 2
< —kmin (h(8'), h(B)) + log2 = —kh(B) + log 2.
Also
log |8 = p'| = —h(B—B) = —h(B) — h(B') —log2.
Combining the upper and lower bounds of log |5 — 5| gives the required inequality. [

Theorem 7.2. Let ¢ < 1, M > 72 and L = (M2 4 4)M. Assume

-1 9
m c +1
1 — 44— 1 2m.
(31) /{>(c ”M) (+ A )\/m
Suppose By, Po € K are both approzrimations to o € E with exponent k. If h(51) > L,
then h(B2) < Mh(5y).
We prove Theorem by contradiction. Suppose we can find (;, f under the assump-

tions in Theorem [7.2] and such that i(8;) > L and h(f8s) > Mh(fB:). Let o := /2 and

t = c\/%.
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7.1. The auxiliary polynomial. Take N large. Choose

N
d; = {WJ for j =1,2.

Let t <1, a = (a,a) € E? and B = (3, 52) € K% Let
1
Vo(t) == vol ({(z1,22) 121+ 22 <t, 0<2; <1}) = §t2.
For a polynomial F(z1,7,) = > ;a;x0 € Qlz1,29], define |F|, = max;|a;|,, H(F) =

IL, |F|, and h(F) = log H(F).
We apply the following lemma to construct an auxiliary polynomial.

Lemma 7.3 ([7, Lemma 6.3.4]). Suppose mV,(t) < 1. Then for all sufficiently large
dy,dy € Z, there exist F' € K[x1,x5], F' # 0, with partial degrees at most dy,dy such that

ind(F;d, @) := min {ﬂ + Kz 0. F (o) # O} >t

v dy do
and
2
h(F) < % ;w(aj) +1log2 + o(1))d
as dj — o00.
Since 3mt* < 1, we have
mVa(t)  mt? 1

1—mVa(t) 2—-mt2 2m~1t2-1

Take C = %, so L = (Cy; +4)M. Then we can obtain a non-trivial polynomial

F € K|z, o] with partial degrees at most dy, ds such that

2C1N
(32) ind(F;d,a) >t and h(F)< C}/ :

7.2. Non-vanishing at the rational point. Next we apply Roth’s lemma to construct
a suitable derivative of F' that does not vanish at .

Lemma 7.4 (Roth’s lemma [7, Lemma 6.3.7)). Let F' € Q[x1, 25] with partial degrees at

most di,dy and F' # 0. Let (§1,&2) € Q and0 < 02 < 5. Suppose that dy < o*d; and
min; d;h(&;) > o~ 2(h(F) 4 8dy). Then ind(F;d, &) < 4o.

Since L > 207%(Cy +4) and M > 2072, we can apply the lemma to get ind(F;d, 3) <
40. Now we can take p such that 0, F(8) # 0 and 42 + 22 = ind(F;d, B). Let G = 9, F.

Since ind(G;d, &) > ind(F;d, ) — £ — 22 by [7, 6.3.2(c)], we deduce from (32)) that

(33) ind(G;d, @) > t — 4o, G(B)#0, and h(G) < 4621\].
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7.3. The upper bound. For places v # v, we have
2
(34) log|G(B)l. <1og |G, + ) d;(log™ Bl + £u0(1)),

j=1
where o(1) — 0 as d; — oo, and

[K:Q]

Ky: . . .
0:Qu]  4f 4, is archimedean
Ey = . . .
0 if v is non-archimedean.

For the place vy, expand G in Taylor series with center «

(35) G(B) =Y _ hG(a)(Br — )" (B2 — )"
K
We have from (B3)), that
KhG(a) =0 if @‘F@ <t — 4o,
dy  dy
and
log |G () |y, < logl|Gly, + Z ) 1og™ |aly, + €4, (log2 + o(1))d;,

7j=1

so putting back to (BH) and taking absolute values and logs,

(36)
2 2
log |G(B)],, < maxlog|dhG(a) [ [(5; — )| +en ) log(d;+1)
j=1 . j=1
: 1
< — min kjlogt ——— | +1log|G],,
ZiJrZ; >t—4o (; ! |ﬁj - O‘|v1>

2
+ Z (10g+ ‘Bj‘vl + 10g+ |aly, + €y, (log 2 + 0(1))) d;.

j=1

We now suppress the subscript vy, as |-| is defined to be |-|,,. Adding up the bounds (34))
and (B6]) for all places v, and noting that > e, = 1, we have

2
Y log|G(B)l, <~ min (Z kylog o L a|) +h(G)
v j=1 J

k1 2
a+@2t—4a

2

+ Z (h(ﬁj) +log" |a| + 2log2 + 0(1)) d;

J=1

<— min (Zklog 5= ‘>+(2+2)N+0(N)

k1, k2
o T2t 4o =1

where Cy = 4C, + 4log2 + 2log™ |al.
From the assumption that 5, and 3, are both K-approximation to a with exponent x,
we see that

kh(B;) < log™

1
185 —af’
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we have

2 2 bk
kjlog™ 1~ Nk (= —2> .
b8 [y 23 (KA (3
This gives us the upper bound

(37) > log|G(B)]y < —k(t—40) N + (2 + i

) N +o(N).
7.4. Obtaining the bound. Since G(3) # 0, we have ) log|G(B)|, = 0. Put this
into (B7) and let N — oo, we get

t Cy
—Kk|=—2 14+—=>0.
/@(2 o)+ +2L_0

Since by assumption o < %, we have

-1
t Cy
<(Z-2 14+ =2
=(a) (o),
which contradicts (3I)). The completes the proof of Theorem [7.2

8. BOUNDING THE NUMBER OF POINTS

In this section we prove the explicit upper bound of #Lp(R) given in Theorem [L.3]
when z(R) > D and R ¢ Tp +2Ep(Q). Take R to be the point with minimum canonical
height in the coset R + 2Ep(Q). Let ¢ = 0.00153, which satisfies the assumption in
Lemma ATl

For each @ € 3Ep(Q), define Ly = (ME)Hos2 | 4y 0f as in Theorem [7.2, where S is

c2-1
chosen in R such that |z(S) — 2(Q)| is minimum, with absolute constants M and ¢ to
be specified later. We bound the number of medium points

~ ~ 1
Ay = {P € Lp(R) : h(Q) < Ly for some Q) € Z(P - R)}
and large points
~ ~ 1
Ay = {P € Ln(R): h(Q) > Ly, for all Q € =(P — R)}.
4
For each S € iR, define
~ 1 ~ ~ 1
By(S) = {Q € 5€0(Q) :4Q + R € Ay, [2(S) — 2(Q)| minimum over § € ZR}.

8.1. Medium points. Let P, P, ..., P, be points in A; with strictly increasing height.
From (20), we deduce that
h(Pit1) 2 3h(P;) —4log D + O(1)
for every 1 = 1,...,s — 1. Iterating this,
h(Pi1) > 3'h(P)— (1434 --+3"1(4log D+O(1)) = 3'h(P1) —2(3'—1)(log D+ O(1)).

Therefore it follows from the assumptions z(P;) > D*1+9) that

(38)  h(P) > (1 - 2log£1jl)0(1)) 31 (Py) > < - 0(1)) 31 (Py).

1+e€
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Take
1+e€ 1
T and 0 > 3 31
so that Ah(Ps) > h(Py) > h(R) and 0h(P;) > 2(1+ )h(Pl) > log D.
For each S € 1R, since 16A(S) = h(R) < h(P,), we have by applying ([I2) to i(S) and

@) to h(P,),

(39) A >

h(S) < 1—6h(P1) +log D — o(1).

Writing P, = 4Q, + R and using the lower bound in (28],

[P (VIZ5 = VAP 165~ o(1)) < (@)
<16h(P)+IOgD+lOg2+O(1)+5) M.

<Ly <
Qs — _1

Now apply (B8) and divide both sides by =h(Py),
€ a1 — 2 8 M
(1+e o(1 ))3 ((VT=3=vA)? =165+ o(1)) < < T (1)) ——
Simplifying we have

9 M )
(40) 3571 < (1 + 6) - ((ﬂ— NG 165> +o(1).

Let sy be the maximum integer satisfying (40), then taking s = sy + 1 would be a
contradiction as long as (B9)) is satisfied. Therefore #.4; < 2sy, where the factor of 2
comes from the possible existence of —Py, ..., —F;, .

8.2. Large points. Now fix some S € 1R and consider the set By(S). Let K be the
minimal number field containing the z-coordinates of all points in %5 p(Q), and let E be
the field K (z(9)).

Suppose Q € By(S). Fix A = 0.000137 and § = 0.0000684 so that (39) holds with
s = 15, and take kK = 7.516 , which satisfies

1 —63\—4180
K<8- +o(1),

(14+ V)2 + 166
then LemmaB Ilimplies that (Q) is a K-approximation to z(S) with exponent x. Now we
can apply Theorem [[2with m = [E : K| <4, M = 276.1 and ¢ = 0.861, noting that (51
is satisfied. Take 8; = x(Q) such that h(Q) is minimum over all ) € By(S). Then Theo-
rem [7.2] shows that all points in By(S) must have height in the interval [h(5;), Mh(51)].
By Theorem [71] if ¢ is the smallest integer such that

(k —1)" > M,
then #B(S) < t. This is achieved by ¢ = 3. There are 16 choices of S, but since
Ep(Q)[4] € 3Ep(Q), if 2(Q) is a K-approximation to z(S), then z(Q + T) is also a
K-approximation to z(S + T) for any T' € £p(Q)[4]. Therefore #.A4, < 3.

Returning to the medium points with our choice of constants, we have #.4; < 28. If
Pe (‘:D(Z) then —P € 5D<Z), SO #(.Al UAQ) < 30.
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9. INTEGRAL POINTS IN OTHER COSETS OF 2Ep(Q)

We now prove the upper bounds in Theorem [L.4l

9.1. Cosets with respect to a non-torsion point. Here we will treat the case in
Theorem [[4] (), assuming R ¢ Tp + 2Ep(Q). Suppose z(R) < 0. If P € Zp(R),
then —D < z(P) < 0 and so h(P) < log D + 2log2 by (7). Following the argument in

Sectiond, we obtain an upper bound of A(r+1,6) where sin § = 1, /laD=3l82 _ 1_5(1),

2 logD+§log2 )
For D > 97353, applying the following estimate by Rankin gives us an upper bound of
3. Since non-torsion integral points in comes in pairs of =P, we can reduce the upper

bound to 2 if R ¢ Tp + 2Ep(Q).
Theorem 9.1 ([26, Lemma 2]). If 7 <0 < %, then

2sin? 0
A(rg) < 28 Y
(r0) < aZa -1

Checking all the integral points in the range —D < z(P) < 0 on &p for each D < 97353,
we see that the only exceptions are those listed in Theorem [I.4] ().

9.2. Integral points in 2Ep(Q) + 7p. We now prove cases (), ([2) and (B]) in Theo-
rem [[L4. We first show that if a rational point has a multiple which is an integral point,
then the original point must also be integral.

Lemma 9.2. Suppose P € Ep(Q). If mP € Ep(Z) for some integer m > 2, then
Peé&p(Z).

Proof. Suppose P = m@Q), where @ € Ep(Q). We have

6@
") =0

where 1, is the mth division polynomial, and ¢,, = x@bfn — Uma1¥m_1 as usual. The
polynomials ¢,,(z) and 1,,(x)? have leading terms 2™ and m2z™ ! respectively. Putting

r(Q) = % with ged(u,v) = 1, and clearing denominators we have

u™ + vF (u,v)
v(m?um™ =t + vG(u,v))’

2(Q) =

for some polynomials F, G € Z[x,y|. Therefore x(P) € Z implies v | u, so v =1 and @Q is
also integral. O

We show that 265(Q) contains no integral points.
Lemma 9.3. Suppose P € Ep(Q) is non-torsion. Then 2P & Ep(Z).

Proof. Suppose P € Ep(Q) and 2P € &p(Z), then P must be an integral point by
Lemma [0.21 Write P = (z,y), so
22 4+ D2)2

om- (21

Suppose 2P € Ep(Z). Then 4y* = 4x(x + D)(z — D) | (2® + D?)?. Therefore z | D
and so z is squarefree. Write d = —£, and we have 4(d — 1)(d + 1) | #(d* 4+ 1)®. Since
we assumed that P is not a torsion point, x # D and —D < x < 0. Suppose d is odd,
then (d* +1)2 = 4mod 8 and 8 | (d — 1)(d + 1), so 8 | x, but this contradicts with z
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being squarefree. Now suppose d is even, then (d* + 1)? is odd, so 4 | z, which is also a
contradiction. O

We now look at points of the form 2P + (—D,0) or 2P + (0, 0).
Lemma 9.4. Suppose P € Ep(Q). For each T € {(—D,0), (0,0)}, we have 2P +T €
Ep(Z) if and only if P is a torsion point.
Proof. Notice that (2P + (0,0)) = (=D, —1, D) and 9(2P +(=D,0)) = (-2D,-D,?2).
If 2P+ (—D,0) € Ep(Z), taking x(2P + (O 0)) = , we see that the equation
s>+ Dt* =D

is solvable for s,t € Z. Similarly if 2P+ (0,0) € Ep(Z), taking x(2P + (—D,0)) = —Du?,
then

Du?+20*=D
is solvable for u,v € Z. The only solutions to each of these equations over the integers
are given by s = 0 and u? = 1. This implies that in both cases P is a torsion point. [

The only possible non-torsion integral points in 2Ep(Q) + Tp are in (D, 0) + 2Ep(Q)
and satisfies the property in the following theorem.

Lemma 9.5. Then there exists some P € Ep(Q) such that 2P + (D,0) € Ep(Z) if and
only if the system

(41) s — 1 =2Du? 241 =207

is solvable for some s,u,v € Z~y. Furthermore, (@) has at most one solution for each
D. If a solution (s,u,v) exists, then x(2P + (D,0)) = Ds?,

(42) 5% + 2uvV'D = (v + uVD)?,

and v + u\/D is the fundamental solution to v? — Du? = 1.

Proof. Note that 0(2P + (D,0)) = (2,D,2D). If 2P + (D,0) € Ep(Z), then writing
z(2P + (D,0)) = Ds? finds us a solution (s, u,v) to the system (@Il). Conversely if (&)
is solvable, it is easy to check that Ds? is the z-coordinate of an integral point on &p,
and this point must be in the same coset of 26p(Q) as (D, 0) since 6 is injective.

If (4T is solvable, taking the difference of the two equations in ([&1l), we get v*>—Du? = 1.
From (&), we see that (42) holds, and also s* — D(2uv)? = 1. Cohn showed that such
equation has at most one solution unless D = 1785. More precisely, the main theorem
n [15] implies that s* + 2uv\/D is either a + bv/D or (a + b\/ﬁ)2 if a + b\V/D is the
fundamental solution to v?2 — Du? = 1. This proves the final claim. O

10. AVERAGE NUMBER OF INTEGRAL POINTS
In this section we prove Theorem From Theorem [Tl

#8D<Z) < 4rank5p(@).
Heath-Brown [I8, Theorem 1] proved that]

2To be precise, the theorem was only stated for odd D, but it is possible to extend the proof to even
D.
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Therefore

lim sup
N—oo #DN

Suppose Gy C Dy. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Y #Ep(2) < < 2. <#5D(Z))2>1/2(#QN)1/2 < (#Dw)" 2 (#Gn)'2.

Degn DeDy

> (#Ep(Z)) < 1.

DEDN

Therefore the contribution from any subset Gy of Dy of size o(N) to the average of
#Ep(Z) over Dy tends to 0 as N — o0.
Assuming (2]) implies that we only need to consider the contribution from the curves
Ep with rank 0 or 1. A theorem by Le Boudec [23], Proposition 1] shows that
N2

N
> # {P €En(2): 2(P) < N)K} < Tog N

D>1

where we take k > 12. Therefore we can also exclude all £p with any integral point
2

H(P) < (10{5\771\/)11 since there are o(N) of them.

If rank Ep(Q) = 0, then there are automatically no non-torsion integral points. In
the following we consider £p such that rankEp(Q) = 1 and any P € Ep(Z) \ Tp
satisfy H(P) > ﬁ. This removes the need to consider the points arising from

cases (1), ), @) in Theorem L4l

Our aim is to prove the following.

Theorem 10.1. Assume that rank Ep(Q) = 1 and that any P € Ep(Z) \ Tp satisfy

D2
H(P) > W. Then

#(Ep(Z) \ Tp) < 4.

We now demonstrate that the integral points that appear in Theorem [[.4] (3]) are rare
for D € Dy and do not contribute to the average average in Theorem [LLAl Recall that
these points are classified in Lemma[0.5 Dirichlet class number formula for real quadratic
number fields states that the class number of Q(v/D) equals

\/EL(L XD)

logep

where yp is the Kronecker symbol (2) and ep is the fundamental unit of Q(v/D). Since
the class number is at least 1, this gives an inequality

lOg €D < @L(l, XD)
It is well-known that L(1, xp) < log D. Therefore together with ([42), we have
(43) logs < 2logep < VDlogD.

On the other hand, since s> — 20> = —1 and 1 + v/2 is the fundamental unit of Q(ﬂ),
we the possible values of s is given by

1
s=5 (VR + - v2P).
where k is any positive odd integer. For large values of k, [(1 — v/2)*| is bounded, so
(44) s> (1+V2)",
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Putting together the inequalities (43) and (44]), we get

k< VDlogD.

Therefore for D € Dy, there are < /N log N integral points of the form 2P + (D,0),
which does not contribute to the average in Theorem

10.1. Odd multiples of a generator. It now remains to treat the points not covered
by Theorem [[L4l Notice that if m is odd, mP +T = m(P + T) for any P € Ep(Q) and
T € Tp, so any integral points not in 26p(Q) + Tp are odd multiples of a generator of
the free part of £p(Q). By Lemma 0.2 if mP € Ep(Z) then P € Ep(Z).

If P € Ep(Z) and H(P) > s, then (P +(0,0)), 2(P+(=D,0)), z(P+(D,0)) <
D, therefore by assumption P + (0,0), P+ (—D,0), P+ (D,0) ¢ Ep(Z). Therefore it is
enough to consider odd multiples of one integral point that is also generator.

We show that small multiples of a reasonably sized rational point, as assumed in
Theorem [I0.1l which we wish to prove, cannot be integral.

Theorem 10.2. Let k > 0 and C; < ,/glog 2. Suppose D is some sufficiently large
squarefree integer, P € Ep(Q) and assume x(P) > ﬁ, then mP ¢ Ep(Z) for all
1 <m < exp(Civ/log D).

We have shown that 2P cannot be integral, so assume m > 3. With the formulae

(45) Yomt1 = Ymtal, = Ym 1P
(46) me - g—z (¢m+2¢7%1—1 - ¢m—2¢51+1) )

we prove the following by induction.

Lemma 10.3. Fiz some Cy > 21(‘:’?. Let x > D such that (x,y) € Ep(Q). Then for any

positive integer m satisfying Cy(logm)? < 2(logxz — log D), we have
D

U () > (1 — exp (Cy(logm)?) (_)2> maE

X

Proof. Write 1y, (x) = (1—Em(%)2)m:p#. Assuming E,, (%)2 < 1, we obtain from (45])
m3(m + 2)

47 FEoms1 < B\ 3E,,
(47) om+1 1+ +1+ o1

from ([46])

1
(48) En0 < B +E, +

(Em+1 + 3Em)>

(m—1)*(m +2)
4
Assuming E,, < exp (Co(logm)?) for all m < N, we obtain an upper bound for Ey <
exp (C(log N)?) from [@T) and [AS). Checking the base cases 1y = 22%/2(1 — (£2)2)!/2

and 3 = 3x4(1 — 2(%)2 — %(%)4) completes the induction. O

1
(Bm1 +2Em42) + é(Em—Z + 2Em11).

Write uniquely z(mP) = -5, where ged(u, vp,) = 1 and v, > 0. By [36, Lemma 11.4]

1
(49) log vy < log [¢m ()] < logvm + gm*log [Ap],

where Ap = (2D)% is the discriminant of Ep.
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Proof of Theorem T2 Let x = x(P) > —2-—  Suppose mP € Ep(Z), then (@J)

(log D)®
reduces to

(50) Y (2) < (2D)T™
Fix € > 0 such that

1
logm < \/5 (log(1 —€) + 2log D — 2k loglog D),
2

then by Lemma [10.3],

m2o1 D m2—1
wm(l’) > €mx 2 > €m W s

which contradicts (B0) for sufficiently large D. O

Now following Section [§, we have #.4; = 0 for the medium points using Theorem [T0.2]
and #A, < 3 for the large points. Since non-torsion integral points come in pairs £P,
#(A; U Ay) < 2. Therefore the possible points contributing to the upper bound in
Theorem [I0.1] comes from the generator and its corresponding negative point, together
with the pair of large points in #As.
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