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ELLIPTIC CURVES WITH NON-ABELIAN ENTANGLEMENTS

NATHAN JONES AND KEN MCMURDY

ABSTRACT. We consider the problem of classifying quadruples (K, E,m1,m2) where K is a number field, F
is an elliptic curve defined over K and (m1, mz2) is a pair of relatively prime positive integers for which the
intersection K (E[m1]) N K(E[mz]) is a non-abelian extension of K. There is an infinite set S of modular
curves whose K rational points capture all elliptic curves over K without complex multiplication that have
this property. Our main theorem explicitly describes the (finite) subset of S consisting of those modular
curves having genus zero. In the case K = Q, this has applications to the problem of determining when
the Galois representation on the torsion of E is as large as possible modulo a prescribed obstruction; we
illustrate this application with a specific example.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field of characteristic zero and E an elliptic curve over K. For a positive integer m, let E[m]
denote the m-torsion of E and

K(E[m]) =K ({x,y €K:(z,y) € E[m]})

the m-th division field of E over K, obtained by adjoining to K the z and y coordinates of the m-torsion of
some (any) Weierstrass model of E. The restriction of Gal(K (E[m])/K) to E[m] gives rise to an embedding

Gal(K (E[m])/K) — Aut(E[m]) ~ GL2(Z/mZ),

the latter isomorphism induced by the choice of a Z/mZ-basis for E[m], which is a free Z/mZ-module of
rank 2. It is of interest to understand the image of this embedding as m varies over all positive integers, for
K and F fixed. In the present paper, we are focused on the case where m has more than one distinct prime
factor. Writing m = mims where ged(my,mz2) = 1 and each m; is greater than 1, we have

Gal(K (E[m])/K) C Gal(K (E[m1])/K) x Gal(K (E[ms])/K) C GLa(Z/miZ) x GLy(Z/msZ).

By Galois theory, the first inclusion is proper if and only if K(E[m;]) N K(E[mz]) # K. In partic-
ular, understanding Gal(K (E[m])/K) amounts to understanding each of the groups Gal(K(E[m4])/K),
Gal(K(E[mz])/K) as well as the entanglement K(E[m4]) N K(E[m2]), and “how it sits” inside K (E[m;])
and K(F[ms]). In recent years, there has been significant interest in both the nature of division fields
K (E[m)]) for composite level m (see for instance [23], [26] and [21]) and the nature of entanglements (see
[10], [6], @] and [5]). In the present paper, we are concerned with the following problem.

Definition 1.1. Let F be an elliptic curve defined over a field K and let m € N be a positive integer that is
divisible by at least two primes. We call a factorization m = mims of m permissible if the factors m; and
my are co-prime and each greater than one. Given a permissible factorization m = myms, we call the field
extension K C K(FE[m1]) N K(E[mz]) the entanglement associated to F/K and (mq,mg). We say that
FE has a non-abelian entanglement over K at level m if, for some permissible factorization m = myms,
the entanglement associated to F/K and (m1, ms) is a non-abelian extension of K. Finally, we say that F
has a non-abelian entanglement over K if it has a non-abelian entanglement over K at some level m.

Remark 1.2. In case the pair (mi,m2) is uniquely determined by m (i.e. in case m has exactly 2 prime
factors), we call the extension K C K (E[m4]) N K(E[mz]) simply the entanglement at m associated to
E/K.

Problem 1.3. For a given number field K, classify the elliptic curves E over K that have a non-abelian
entanglement over K. (This is a restatement of [4, Question 1.1].)
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It is difficult to address this problem completely, since non-abelian entanglements can correspond to K-
rational points on modular curves of genus greater than 1, and could thus occur “sporadically” for large m, a
la Faltings’ Theorem. We therefore focus at present on classifying all “one-parameter families” of non-abelian
entanglements, or in other words on the case where the associated modular curve has genus zero.

To state our main theorem precisely, we need to recall a few fundamentals about modular curves. For an
arbitrary level m € N, we let X (m) denote the complete modular curve of level m, which parametrizes pairs
(E, B), where E is an elliptic curve and B C E[m] is an ordered Z/mZ-basis of E[m]. The curve X(m) is
equipped with a natural “forgetful map”

Gt X (m) — X (1) = P
whose modular interpretation is j,, ((E,B)) = E. The group Aut(E[m]) ~ GL2(Z/mZ) acts on X (m), and
the kernel of this action is {I, —I'} C GL2(Z/mZ). For any G(m) C GLy(Z/mZ), we enlarge G(m) by setting
G(m) = (G(m), 1)

and define the modular curve X G(m) to be the quotient curve of orbits under the action of G (m):

Xé(my = X (m)/G(m).
Let F = Q(um )¢ be the subfield of Q(f,,) fixed by the subgroup

det(G(m)) = det(G(m)) C (Z/mZ)" =~ Gal(Q(pm)/Q)-
The modular curve X, is defined over F. In particular, X ¢, is defined over Q if and only if det(G(m)) =
(Z/mZ)*. Furthermore, the forgetful map j,, on X (m) induces a map

Jémy * X — X (1) =P
Note that in the above construction, the modular curves X G (m) and X Gia(m) BT€ isomorphic over Q whenever

G1(m) and Ga2(m) are conjugate inside GLa(Z/mZ). It is thus sensible to coarsen the relations of equality
and subset inclusion on the set of subgroups of GL2(Z/mZ) to = and C, where

Gi(m) = Ga(m) <5 3g € GLy(Z/mZ) with G1(m) = gGa(m)g™* ”
G1(m) € Go(m) <% 3g € GLy(Z/mZ) with Gy (m) C gGa(m)g™

Using this notation, a modular interpretation of rational points on X G(m) CAN be phrased as follows: For any
number field K with F' C K and z € K —{0,1728}, © € jjg () (X () (K)) if and only if there is an elliptic
curve E defined over K with j-invariant equal to  and for which Gal(K (E[m])/K)C G(m)'. In particular,
we are choosing to let GL2(Z/mZ) act on X (m) on the leffl. For a helpful discussion about this issue, see
[23, Remark 2.2]. For full background details, see [I1].

There is an infinite set of modular curves (see grmax o below) whose K rational points capture all elliptic
curves over K without complex multiplication that have a non-abelian entanglement. Our main theorem
explicitly describes the (finite) subset consisting of those modular curves having genus zero. Because the
level m will vary, we rephrase our definitions in terms of finite index (i.e. open) subgroups G C GLa(Z),
where

GLy(Z) = lim GLa(Z/mZ) =~ HGL2

For any open subgroup G C GLQ(Z), we denote by mg its level, i.e. the smallest m € N for which
ker (GLQ( ) — GLQ(Z/mZ)) C G, and for any m € N we define G(m) := G mod m C GLy(Z/mZ). We
extend our notation for the associated modular curve by setting

G = (G, —I) (2)

IAsis easily verified by direct computation, all subgroups G(m) C GL(Z/mZ) produced in the present paper satisfy the
property that

G(m)' = {g' : g € G(m)}
is GL2(Z/mZ)-conjugate to G(m), and so our results are not affected by the choice of left action versus right action.
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and setting the notation
Xé = Xé(mc-;)7 ]é = jé(mc) : Xé — X(l)

Definition 1.4. Let G C GLQ( ) be an open subgroup of level mg. We say that G is a non-abelian
entanglement group if there is a number field K and an elliptic curve F over K having a non-abelian
entanglement at level m¢ and satisfying G(mg) = Gal(K (E[m¢g])/K). We call G a maximal non-abelian
entanglement group if G is a non-abelian entanglement group that is maximal with respect to C among
all non-abelian entanglement groups.

Remark 1.5. One can of course define the notion of a non-abelian entanglement group in purely group-
theoretical terms (see Remark 2.g]).

Next we elaborate on a technicality that arises from the distinction between G and G in the case when
—1I ¢ G. For a given elliptic curve E over K and open subgroup G C GLQ(Z), the property of whether or not
Gal(K (E[m])/K) C G(m) is independent of twisting in the sense that it is a function just of the j-invariant
of E (i.e. of the K-isomorphism class of E). By contrast, in case —I ¢ G(m), the finer question of whether
or not Gal(K (E[m])/K) C G(m) for E corresponding to a point of X(K) may change as we twist E (i.e.
as we vary E within a fixed K-isomorphism class). This motivates the following terminology.

Definition 1.6. We say that a subgroup G C GLo (Z) is twist-independent if —I € G; otherwise we say
that G is twist-dependent.

We now fix notation used in the main theorem. Define the following subgroups G,, C GLQ(Z):

GG:—{gEGLz(Z)19 m0d6€<<(1) é)(g ;)@ 111>>}
Gm:z{geGLz(Z):g m0d10€<( ) (3 2)(; i)>}
Gy = {geGLz(Z)ZQ mod 15€<(14 134> (3 (1))’(104 g>>}
s i {QEGLQ(Z);Q mod 18€<(7 17),<137 134)’@ 134)>}'

Note that each of the underlying levels is divisible by exactly 2 primes, and thus we have the unique
permissible factorizations

6=2-3, 10=2-5, 15=3"-5, 18=2-9. 4)
Also, each of these groups is checked to be twist-independent. Next, we define the rational functions jg, j10,
J15 and jis by
go(t) =203 3 (1 — 4¢%)

3t0 + 12t5 + 80t* + 50t® — 20t* — 8¢ + 8

(t—1)2(t2+3t+1)2
5—3y—15 ()

2

le(t) ::S?O(S%O + 5810 + 40), S10 =

j15 (t) ::S§5(S%5 + 5515 + 40), S15 — t3 —
=333 —2)(3t3 — 4)3(33 — 2)3

Jis(t) = (13— 1)2
For g € Z>¢ we set
G:={GC GLQ(Z) : G is open}, G(g9) :={G € G : genus(X) = g},
Gnon-ab := {G € G : G is a non-abelian entanglement group}, Gnon-ab(9) := Gnon-ab N G(9),
grrlrtl)?lxab = {G € gnon—ab : ﬂH S gnon—ab with G C H} Ir]rz)?]xab( ) = grrlrtl)?lxab N g( )

where we are extending the definitions (@) of = and C in the obvious way to subgroups of GLg( ), and
G C H means that G C H and G # H. Furthermore, we extend the relations C and = to subsets S1,S2 C G
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by declaring that
def

Sy QSQ <— VG, € §1dGo € S with G = Gy
S1=8 &5 5 CS and S €S-

In particular, note that one could have & = Sy even though #S8; # #8So, since for any single element
G1 € 81, we could have G; = G2 for many different G € Ss.

Theorem 1.7. We have

nonab(0) = {Gs, G0, G15, Gis}, (6)
where the groups Gy, are as in [@B)). In other words, every group G € G2> . (0) is GLQ(Z)—conjugate to exactly

one of the groups Gy, appearing in the right-hand set. Furthermore, each group G, is twist-independent of
level m, and there is a parameter t on Xgq,, for which

76, () = Jm(?),
where jp,(t) is as in @). The modular curves Xy, Xa,,, and Xg,s are defined over Q, whereas the
modular curve Xa,, is defined over Q(v/—15). Finally, in all cases the underlying entanglement is an Ss-
entanglement, i.e. for each G, € G22* . (0) and for each elliptic curve E over a number field K satisfying

non-ab

J(E) € ja,, (Xa,,(K)) and Gal(K(E[m])/K) = Gp,(m), we have
Gal(K (E[m1])) N K(E[ms])/K) ~ S3,

where m = mymsy is the unique permissible factorization of m as in [@) and Ss denotes the symmetric group
of order 6.

Theorem [[.7l may be restated in terms of elliptic curves over K (t) as follows.

Theorem 1.8. Let K be a number field and let E be an elliptic curve defined over K(t). Then E has a
non-abelian entanglement over K (t) if and only if the j-invariant jp(t) € K(t) satisfies

Je(t) € {7e(f (1)), j10(f (1)), J15(f (1)), J1s(f (1)) : f(t) € K(t)},
where the rational functions js, jio, ji15 and jig are as in (@). The case jg(t) = j15(f(t)) can only happen
if V=15 € K. Finally, if ju(t) = jm(f(t)) for some f(t) € K(t), then E has a non-abelian entanglement at
level m and the underlying entanglement has Galois group Ss over K(t).

Remark 1.9. The infinite family of j-invariants jg(t) = 21933 #3(1 — 4t3) was considered in previous work
of the first author (see [4]). In that paper, it is incorrectly stated that, for any elliptic curve E over Q with
j-invariant jg, we have jg = jgs(to) for some tg € Q if and only if F ~g E’ for some elliptic curve E’ over
Q satisfying Q(E'[2]) C Q(E’[3]). Although the “only if” part is correct, the converse can fail for elliptic
curves F/Q satisfying Q(E[2]) = Q. A correct biconditional statement is as follows: For each elliptic curve
E over Q with j-invariant jr € Q — {0, 1728},

JE = js(to) for some tg € Q <= IE'/Q with E' ~g E, [Q(E'[2]) : Q] = 6 and Q(E'[2]) € Q(£"[3)).
The first author thanks Maarten Derickx for pointing this out.

Remark 1.10. When K = Q, Theorem [[.7 leads in some cases to precise criteria for detecting elliptic
curves over Q for which every Gal(Q(E[n])/Q) is as large as possible, relative to a given obstruction. We
discuss this in more detail in Section 2l Another motivation to consider Problem is its relationship to
constants decorating the main term in various conjectures attached to elliptic curves (see [3]).

The proof of Theorem [[.71] breaks up into two main steps. The first is to establish Proposition [[L12] below,
which reduces the problem to a finite search and hence enables us to verify (@) by explicit computation.
The proposition is established in Section [ by a series of technical group-theoretical lemmas, essentially
deriving properties of G that are visible at the lower SLa-level whenever the GLo-level and SLa-level differ
(see Definition [[L.TTI below). For g > 1, the latter statement of Proposition [[LT2is false, in that even mazimal
non-abelian entanglement groups can have distinct SLa-level and GLs-level. The proposition also fails to
hold, even for ¢ = 0, if we remove the maximality assumption. To illustrate this fact, we have included
in Section [ an infinite family of (non-maximal) genus 0 non-abelian entanglement groups with unbounded
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GLs-level. The second main step in the proof of Theorem [[L7is to derive explicit models for the modular
curves, as well as the corresponding maps to the j-line. This work is done in Section [

For any open subgroup G C GLy(Z), we recall and extend the concept of its level m¢ in the following
definition.

Definition 1.11. For an open subgroup G C GLQ(Z), we define the positive integer
marL,(G) := min {m € N: ker (GLQ( ) — GLQ(Z/mZ)) C G}
and call it the GLso-level of GG. Furthermore, we define the SLy-level of G by
msr, (G) 1= min {m € N: ker (SLQ(Z) — SLQ(Z/mZ)) C G} .

It is straightforward to see that mgy,, (G) always divides mgr,(G); they may or may not be equal. Next, for
any level m € N, we define

Gromzn = {G € Guoneab = msr, (G) =m},  Go2 " (9) = Gronz, NG(9),
g:?)ifzb:m = {G S gnon—ab - MGL, (G) - m}7 g:?)iifb:m(g) = g:?)ifzb:m N g(g)
Proposition 1.12. With the notation just outlined, we have
gnon—ab |_| g:?)iL;;m (7)
meL

where £ = {6, 10,12, 15, 18, 20, 24, 30, 36,40, 48,60, 72,96}. Furthermore, for every G € Gm* . (0), we have
MGL,y (G) MSLy (G)

As a byproduct of the computations involved in the proof of Proposition[[.T2] we obtain, for each m € L,
an explicit list of the groups G € G, o2 " (0)/ =. Table [ lists, for each m € £ — {30,60}, the number of
groups in g;’fﬁ%;b:m (0)/ =. Furthermore, it details which entanglement groups occur. More precisely, for
any non-abelian entanglement group G of level m and elliptic curve F over K satisfying

G(m) = Gal(K(E[m])/K), (8)
there exists by definition a permissible factorization m = mjms so that
H = Gal(K(E[m1] N K(E[mz2])/K) (9)

is a non-abelian group. By () and the Galois correspondence, the group H in (@) is uniquely determined by
G and the pair (my,m2); we call H the quotient associated to G and (my,ms2). In case the level m has only
two distinct primes in its factorization, the co-prime integers m; and mo satisfying m = mymes are uniquely
determined; in this case we simply call H the quotient associated to G and define

mGL2 =m

Gt =g H) = {G € G.'*2""(g) : H is the quotient associated to G}. (10)

MGLy =
non-ab

There are exactly 3 groups H that arise as non-abelian quotients associated to G € U g m(O), namely
meL
the dihedral groups D3 (=~ S3) and Dg of orders 6 and 12 respectively, and the dicyclic grou[E Dicg of order
12. For levels m € L that are divisible by just two distinct primes, our results give the data displayed in
Table [Tl
For the remaining levels m € {30,60}, we must refine (I0) to reflect the dependence on the pair (mq, m2)

occurring in the permissible factorization m = myms, which isn’t unique in this case. We define

G2 (g (my,ma)) = {G € G.""2""(g) : the quotient associated to G' and (mj,ms) is non-abelian},

Glot2 =" (g, (my,ma), H) == {G € G-S22"" (g, (m1,m2)) : H is the quotient associated to G' and (m1,m2)}.
Regarding m € {30,60}, the non-abelian group H above is found to be either D3 or Dg, and these groups
occur with the frequencies indicated in Table 2l and Table [3

2The dicyclic group satisfies Dicg ~ ZJAZ % ZJ3Z, where the map Z/4Z — Aut(Z/37Z) defining the semidirect product
structure is the unique non-trivial group homomorphism.
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m | Gponas 0/ = | |G, ™ (0.D3)/ = | [Goondy ™ (0,D6) / =] | [ Gz, (0, Dics) / =|
6 1 1 0 0
10 ] 1 0 0
2 12 10 2 0
15 ] 1 0 0
s 10 10 0 0
20 1 3 0 1
21 51 38 6 0
36 30 2 6 0
10 7 1 0 1
13 56 10 6 0
72 38 6 32 0
96 12 1 s 0

TABLE 1. Frequencies of genus zero non-abelian entanglement groups of level € £\{30,60}

(mlv mQ) g::)iiszgo (07 (mla m2)) / = ’ ’ g::)iF:bZBO (Oa (mlv mQ)a D3) / = ’ ’ g::)iifb:go (07 (mlv mQ)a D6) / :
(2,15) 22 22 0
(3,10) 20 16 1

TABLE 2. Frequencies of genus zero non-abelian entanglement groups of level = 30

maGL, =60 mgL, =60 N maL, =60 .

(ml’ mQ) gnon—ab (O mi, m2 - gnon—ab (0’ (m17 mQ)’ D3) / - gnon—ab (07 (mlv mQ)a DG) / -
(4,15) 14 0 14
(3,20) 14 0 14
(5,12) 0 0 0

TABLE 3. Frequencies of genus zero non-abelian entanglement groups of level = 60

What can we say about groups G € Ghon-an(0) satisfying mqr, @) > 967 As mentioned earlier, we will
see that the set

{G € Guon-an(0) : msL, (G) = m, maL,(G) > m}
is infinite for some m € L (see Section [B]). We emphasize that, according to Proposition [[LT2] this does not

happen when we restrict to Ga* . (0), i.e. we have

{G € Gronan(0) : msp, (G) < mar,(G)} = 0.

1.1. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank David Zureick-Brown for insightful conversa-
tions and also Jackson Morrow and Harris Daniels for helpful comments on an earlier version of the paper.



2. AN APPLICATION TO COUNTING ELLIPTIC CURVES OVER Q WITH MAXIMAL GALOIS IMAGE MODULO A
PRESCRIBED OBSTRUCTION

In this section we discuss an application of Theorem [[L7]to the problem of determining which elliptic curves
defined over Q have Galois image as large as possible relative to a given obstruction, and also of counting
elliptic curves with this property. More precisely, here and throughout the paper, let Eios := Jo_; E[m]
denote the torsion subgroup of E over Q, let Gg := Gal(Q/Q) denote the absolute Galois group of Q and
let

pE : Gg — Aut(Eiors) ~ GLy(Z),
pEm : Gg — Aut(E[m]) ~ GLo(Z/mZ)

be the Galois representations defined by letting Gg act on Eyoy (resp. on E[m]) and fixing a Z-basis (resp.

a Z/mZ-basis) thereof. Furthermore, let G C GL2(Z) be an open subgroup and suppose that there is an
elliptic curve E over Q satisfying pr(Gg) C@G. In fact, this will imply that G is admissible in the sense of
the following definition.

Definition 2.1. An open subgroup G C GLy(Z) is called admissible if
(1) det G = Z*, and

(2) Jg € G that is GLy(Z)-conjugate either to ((1) _01> or to ((1) _11)

By considering the Weil pairing and the image under pg of a complex conjugation, we may see that
3 an elliptic curve E/Q with pp(Gg) CG = G is admissible.

Remark 2.2. Our restriction to considering only elliptic curves defined over Q applies only to this section
of the paper, and not to other sections. In particular, the computer search associated to Theorem [[.7]is not
restricted to admissible subgroups of GLQ(Z), and indeed the group G15 of @) is not admissible, failing each
of the conditions in Definition 211

Remark 2.3. Definition 2] differs slightly from the definition of admissible found in |26l p. 8], wherein it is
also demanded that —I € G and that G be of prime power level. As a consequence of the Hasse-Minkowski
theorem, assuming —I € G and X¢ has genus zero, they prove that

G is admissible and of prime power level = |X(Q)| = cc.

Given an admissible open subgroup G C GLo (Z), it is natural to wonder whether or not there exists an
elliptic curve E over Q satisfying

pe(Go) = G. (11)

Because we are working over QQ, classical class field theory motivates the following definition.
Definition 2.4. We say that a subgroup G C GL, (Z) is commutator-thick if
(G, G] = G NSLy(Z).

Note that, for any subgroup G C GLa(Z), we clearly have [G, G] € GNSLy(Z), and this containment can
be proper (indeed, it is proper even for G = GLg (Z))E Furthermore, it follows from the Kronecker-Weber

theorem that, for any elliptic curve E over Q, the subgroup pg(Gg) € GLa(Z) is commutator-thick. Indeed,
identifying pg(Gg) with Gal(Q(Eiers)/Q), we have

Qlpios) = Q(Etors)PE(GQ)mSLQ(Z) C Q(Etors)[PE(GQ))PE(GQ)] C Qab = Qo) (12)

and so we must have equality at each inclusion. In particular, (IT) can only happen if G is itself commutator-
thick. In case G is not commutator-thick, we are motivated to consider what it should mean for pg(Gg) C G
to be “as large as possible.” Following [19], we make the following definition.

3Here we are defining the commutator subgroup [G, G] to be the closure of the subgroup generated by commutators.
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Definition 2.5. Let G C GLy(Z). Given a subgroup H C G, we say that H is commutator-maximal in
G if

[H,H] =[G,G].
If HC G, we call H commutator-maximal in G just in case gH g~ ! is commutator-maximal in G, for some
(any) g € GL2(Z) for which gHg™! C G.

We will use commutator-maximality of H = pg(Ggo) € G to define the concept of pr(Gg) having maximal
image inside G. Since we are assuming that G C GLy(Z) is an open subgroup, it follows that [G, G] C SLqy(Z)
is open, which implies that the index of [G, G] in GNSLy (%) is finite. As discussed in [I9], in case det H = Z*,
Definition is equivalent to the statement that

H:G=]G,q): GmSLQ(Z)]. (13)

In case G = GLsy
maximal in GLg(

(Z), index on the right-hand side of (I3) is 2; thus in this case pp(Gg) is commutator-
Z) if and only if pp(Gg) has index two inside GLy(Z). An elliptic curve E for which
[pE (Go) : GLQ(Z)} = 2 is typically called a Serre curve, and so this motivates the following nomenclature.

Definition 2.6. Let G C GLo (Z) be an admissible open subgroup and suppose that F is an elliptic curve
over Q that satisfies pg(Gg) CG. We call E a G-Serre curve if pgp(Gg) is commutator-maximal in G, in
the sense of Definition

Remark 2.7. Definition 2:6is stronger than (and in particular not equivalent to) the condition that pg(Gg)
be maximal among commutator-thick subgroups. For example, there exist elliptic curves E over Q for which

Q(vAE) =Q(@) (14)
and with pg(Gg) C GLQ(Z) maximal among commutator-thick subgroups, but, since the index two subgroup

of GLQ(Z) corresponding to ([I4) is not commutator-thick, none of these elliptic curves will be Serre curves.
(In this case, pp(Gg) must be contained in an index four subgroup of GL2(Z).)

If F is an elliptic curve over Q with pg(Gg) C G, how can we tell whether or not E is a G-Serre curve?
We define the following two sets of proper subgroups of G:

S(G) :={H C G : H is admissible but not commutator-maximal in G},

. 15
G™M(Q) :={H € &(G) : $H, € &(G) for which H C H; C G} . (15)

Since we obviously have
E is not a G-Serre curve <= 3H € &™*(q) for which pp(Gg) C H, (16)

it is of natural interest to determine the set &™**(G). The following theorem does so, for a particular
open subgroup G C GLo(Z). As we will see, for each H € {Gg,G1s} (the two non-abelian entanglement
groups featured in Theorem [[7)), we have H N G € &™**((G). To begin with, we will observe that this is
not unexpected, since whenever H C (G is a fibered product over a non-abelian quotient and G is merely
a fibered product over a cyclic quotient, then H is not commutator-maximal in G. In particular, consider
the following two lemmas, where G; and G, are finite groups and 1; : G; — I'y, are surjective group

homomorphisms onto a common quotient group I'y,. We let

G1 %y Go :={(91,92) € G1 x G2 : ¥1(g1) = V2(g2)}

denote the fibered product group. We note that non-abelian entanglement groups may be defined in terms
of fibered products.

Remark 2.8. By considering Definition [[.4] and the Galois correspondence, we may see that an open
subgroup G C GLQ(Z) is a non-abelian entanglement group if and only if there is a level m € N that
admits a permissible factorization m = mims and, under the isomorphism GL3(Z/mZ) ~ GL2(Z/m17Z) x
GL2(Z/m2Z) of the Chinese remainder theorem, we have G(m) ~ G(m1) x4 G(m2), where the associated
common quotient I'y, a non-abelian group.
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Lemma 2.9. With the notation as above, if the group I'y is cyclic, then we have
[Gl Xap Gg,Gl Xap Gg] = [Gl, Gl] X [GQ,GQ] .
Proof. This follows from [20, Lemma 1, p. 174]. O

By contrast, we have
Lemma 2.10. With the notation as above, if the group I'y, is non-abelian, then

[Gl Xap GQ,Gl Xap GQ] - [Gl,Gl] X [GQ,GQ].

=

Proof. Since I'y, is non-abelian, we have [['y,I'y] # {1}. Since each #; is onto, we have
{1} # [0y, Tyl =9 (G, Gi]) €Ty (1€ {1,2}),
and so the commutator subgroup
[G1 Xy Ga, Gy Xy G2] C [G1,G1] Xy [Ga, Go]

is contained in a fibered product over the non-trivial group [['y,T'y], and is therefore a proper subgroup of
[Gl, Gl] X [GQ, Gg] ]

Combining Lemma with Lemma 2T0, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.11. Let G = G1 xy G2 be a fibered product over a cyclic group I'y, and, for each i € {1,2},
let H; C G, be a subgroup. Suppose that H C G s a subgroup of the form H = H; x4 Ha, where each
¢, : H; — Ty is a surjective homomorphism onto a non-abelian group I'y. Then H is not commutator-
mazximal in G.

We now take Gy := GLy(Z/2Z) and Gy := {(3 :)} C GLa(Z/37). We let y := <

and define the maps 12 and 13 as follows:

1 1
. 0> € GLo(Z/2Z),

w2 : GLQ(Z/2Z) can GL2<(§>/QZ) ~ {:l:].},

s : {(g I)} et (2/32)% —=— {1}
We define the index eight subgroup G(6) C GL2(Z/6Z) to be the fibered product
G(6) := GLy(Z/2Z) x { (g :) } (17)

and define G := wé%ﬂ (G(6)) C GLy(Z) to be the associated open subgroup. Let E be an elliptic curve

satisfying pp(Gg) C G. Our next theorem determines precisely the conditions under which E is a G-Serre
curvedl. First, let us denote by

B(() := { <; I) } C GLy(Z/07), (£ prime) ,
Noa(6) = { <Z —xy) } U { (z _yx> } CGLs(Z/IZ)  (¢> 3 prime)

4We have [G N SLa(Z) : [G, G]] = 2, and thus, F is a G-Serre curve if and only if pg(Gg) is an index two subgroup of G.
9



respectively, the Borel subgroup and the Normalizer of a non-split Cartan subgroup of GLy(Z/{¢Z). Next,
we define the following subgroups of GL2(Z).

G211 = {g S GLQ(Z) 1 g mod 2 € B(Z)}

Gs1: {g €GLy(Z):g mod3e Nnb(?))}
ooy e .09 4 )
o fcur et )¢ ) ¢ D)
cur s miselt .68 4 D))
ey (D GG
ey mane((3 9.1 )
%{thmmﬁﬁﬂaéﬁﬁ
ool e (35 5 )

)

G1813 = {g S GLQ(Z) :

Q
=
o
Q.
—_
(0e)
m

S
/_:
© o
o ©

5 16 7 13
"\6 5 3 10
By (I6), we see that, when E is not a G-Serre curve, pp(Gg) C H for some H € G™*((G). Assuming that
such a group H satisfies H () = GLy(Z/¢Z) for each £ ¢ {2,3}, [19, Theorem 2.7 & Remark 2.8] establishes

in this case that mgr,(H) must divide 216. Thus, it becomes a finite search to determine the set &™**(G),
and, carrying out this computation, we arrive at the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. Let G(6) C GL2(Z/6Z) be the index two subgroup defined by () and let G = Wai2 (G(6))
be the associated open subgroup of GLy(Z). For each elliptic curve E over Q for which pp(Gg) € G, we have
that E is not a G-Serre curve if and only if

(1) there exists a group G, ; appearing in ([I8) for which pp(Gg) C G j, or

(2) there exists a prime £ > 5 for which pg (Gq) # GL2(Z/(Z).

Remark 2.13. The subgroups Gg1 and Gisq of (I8) are the subgroups Gg and Gis, respectively, that
appear in Theorem [[7l In particular, Theorem [ZT2 highlights the role played by non-abelian entanglement
groups in this problem. The group G4 has appeared in various previous papers (see [18], [I5] and [26]); the
groups G 1 and Gy o correspond, respectively, to the curves labeled 9C° — 9a and 9B° — 9a in the Table 1
of [26].

Remark 2.14. In the language introduced in (&), we have that

G"™(G)={HNG:H=G;;asin @}V | J{HNG: H e &™)},
£>5

where the set &™**(¢) is defined as follows: we let &(¢) denote the set of all admissible open subgroups
H C GLy(Z) for which H(f) # GLy(Z/¢Z) and define G™**(¢) C &({) to be the subset of those H € &(f)
that are maximal with respect to subset inclusion. The genera of the modular curves Xq, ; and Xgng,
associated to each of the groups G, ; in ([I8) are listed in Table [

We now turn to the question: In case pg(Gg) C G, how likely is it that F is a G-Serre curve? More
precisely, assume for simplicity that —I € G, and suppose that the modular curve Xg has genus zero
and that X¢(Q) # 0. Projecting from any rational point then yields a generic point in X¢ (Q(¢)), whose

10



| Giy from @8) || Goia | Gs1 [ Gan | Goa | Goa | Gop | Gos | Gisy | Gisge | Gisgs |
genus(Xg, ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2

genus(Xgg ) O [ 1T [ 1T [ 0 [0 [ 1T |2 0 1 2

TABLE 4. Genera of modular curves associated to G; ; from (I8)

specializations give rise to all points in X (Q). Applying the forgetful map to the j-line
ja  Py(t) = Xo — X (1) = Pg(j),
we may then construct a Weierstrass model £ defined over Q(t):
Ery? =2’ +alt)z+b(t)  (a(t),b(t) € Q1)),

with j-invariant je(t) = jg(t). The generic Galois representation

pE GQ(t) — GLQ(Z)
satisfies pg(Go)) C@G. One can show independently that in fact, pe(Goy) = G, but this may also be
deduced from the following argument.

We are interested in understanding the nature of the specializations of £ and their associated Galois
representations. More precisely, let Ag(t) € Q(¢) denote the discriminant of £ and define the finite subset

Be C Q by
Bg :={to € Q: a(t) or b(t) is not regular at to, or Ag(tg) =0, or je(to) € {0,1728}}. (19)
For each ty € Q — Bg, we denote by &, the specialized Weierstrass model y? = x3 + a(tg)z + b(to), which is

an elliptic curve over Q. We always have pg, (Gg) C G, and we would like to ask how often a specialization
&, is a G-Serre curve. More precisely, for tgp € Q, we denote by

H(tp) := max {|x0| Yol to = 70 in lowest terms} .
Yo
A standard exercise in analytic number theory (see for instance [I, Theorem 3.9]) shows that

1
Hto € Q: H(tg) < T} ~ —=T% as T — . (20)
2¢(2)

It is reasonable to ask whether the ratio

{to € Q — Bg : H(to) < T, &, is a G-Serre curve}|

{to € Q— Bs : H(to) < T}|
tends to 1 as T — co. As discussed in [19] (see also [7]), this is indeed the case; in the spirit of [I7] and [7],
one might want to compute an asymptotic formula as T' — oo for the size of the truncated exceptional set
S(T):={to € Q— Bg : H(to) <T, &, is not a G-Serre curve} . (21)

By ([d6]), we see that

ST = |J su®), (22)
HeGmax(G)
where
Su(T) :={to € Q— Be : H(to) < T, pe, (Go) CH}.

A straightforward commutator calculation shows that, for any subgroup H C G with H = G, [H, H] = [G, G].
Thus, for any H € &™*(G), we must have H # G. This observation shows that the sets Sy (T) above are
(truncations of) “thin sets” in the sense of [24]. Indeed, for H € &™**(G), let fir : Xug — X¢ denote the
forgetful map and dy := deg fg = [G : H] its degree. We have the commuting diagram

JH
Xy 1 Xo <5 PL().

11



For each tg € Q — Bg, we have

pe., (Go) CH = jg,, € ju(Xu(Q),
and thus
SH(T) = {to €Q—Bg: H(ty) <T, j&:o € JjH (XH(Q))} .
It follows from this (see [24, p. 133]) that, as T — oo, we have

~ CyT?u if genus(Xp) =0 and | Xg(Q)| = oo,
ISu(T)| < ~ Cr(logT)re/? if genus(Xpg) =1 and | X5 (Q)| = oo, (23)
<l if genus(Xpgy) > 2 or if genus(Xgy) <1 and | Xy (Q)| < oo,

where C'y > 0 denotes a constant, dy is the degree of fy in case genus(Xpy) = 0, and py > 1 denotes the
Mordell-Weil rank of X in case genus(Xpg) = 1 and | Xy (Q)| = oo. Furthermore, in [7] it is shown that the
infinite tail occurring in (22]) may be bounded, so that for any € > 0, we may write

STy =smu |J Su@

He&™*™(G)
MGL, (H)<r

for some r = r¢ . € N, where

a

Og . (T'¢) if 3 <c Z) € GL2(Q) and P(z) € Z[z] with je(t) = P (gfig) ,

O¢  (T7) otherwise.

S'(T) =

Thus, we see that the asymptotic growth in T of the truncated exceptional set S(T') is governed by the
arithmetic of the curves Xy for subgroups H € 6™*((G); in particular, such growth is governed by those
H € 6™**(@q) satisfying genus(X ) = 0, if such subgroups exist; we refine (I3]) by defining

S(G,g) :={H € 6(G) : genus(Xpy) =g}.
In case (G, 0) # 0, [23) leads us to the definitions
dmin(G,0) :=min{dy : H € 6(G,0)},
Gmin(G,0) :={H € &(G,0) and dgy = dunin(G,0)} .

In our case of the group G appearing in Theorem 2.12] a computation shows that, for each prime £ > 5
and each H € 6™*(() (see Remark 2.14)), the modular curve X7 has genus at least one. A bit more
computation shows that duyin(G,0) = 3 and

Gmin(G,0) = {G2,1,Gs,1,G9,1,G18,1}
(see Table M)). Finally, by considering the divisor div(jg), it is straightforward to verify that jg(t) is not of

t+b
the form P (at —_:d> for any (CCL Z) € GL2(Q) and any P(x) € Z[z]. Thus, the above analysis leads to the
c
following second theorem. We define the rational functions
3u? + 1 3 3 1
tQ(u) = m, tﬁ(u) =u" + 1, tg(u) = 1/U ) tlg(u) = m, (24)
and the elliptic curve
108(t2 — 1)(#2 —9)®  432(t* —1)(t* - 9)3
e e 0B DE 9P 482~ (2 =9) -

(t*+ 182 —27)2 © (4 + 18t — 27)2

Theorem 2.15. Let G(6) C GL2(Z/6Z) be the index eight subgroup defined by [[0) and let G = waiz (G(6))

be the associated open subgroup of GLa(Z). Let € be the elliptic curve over Q(t) defined by @5) and define
the corresponding finite subset Bg C Q by ([I9). We have

(1) For any to € Q — Bg, the specialized curve &, satisfies

pe,, (Go) € G.
12



(2) For any e > 0, the truncated exceptional set S(T'), defined in (21)), satisfies
[S(T)| = CT** + 0(T),
for some constant C > 0. More precisely, we have
S(T)=8(T)u U {to € Q — Be : H(tp) < T,to = t;(up) for some ug € Q}, (26)
i€{2,6,9,18}
where ta(u), te(u), to(u), t1s(u) € Q(u) are as in @24)) and the set S'(T) satisfies |S'(T)| = O(T°).
(3) In particular, we have
lim [{to € Q — Bg : H(to) < T and &, is a G-Serre curve}| 4
T—oo {to € Q — Bg : H(tp) < T} ’

i.e. almost all specializations of € are G-Serre curves.

Remark 2.16. Part (3) of Theorem follows immediately from part (2) and (20). It is also is a special
case of [19, Theorem 2.11], the relevance to this paper being (26]), which highlights the involvement of non-
abelian entanglement modular curves in this problem, since tg(u) (resp. t15(u)) corresponds to the forgetful
map associated to the curve Xg,ng (resp. the curve X¢,,) featured in Theorem [T

forgetful map

te

Xaena == ]P’b(u) Pb(t) = Xg,

~

Xay, —= Ph(u) —% PL(t) —— Xg.

forgetful ma

In particular, we see that non-abelian entanglement groups arise naturally in the problem of determining and
counting elliptic curves over Q for which pr(Gg) C G is as large as possible, given the constraints dictated
by the Kronecker-Weber theorem.

3. REDUCING TO A FINITE SEARCH

In this section we prove Proposition [[[I2] which reduces the computation of G2* . (0)/ = to a finite
search. We consider the quotient set
Gnon-ab(0)/ =
of all open subgroups G C GLy (Z) of genus zero that are non-abelian entanglement groups in the sense
of Definition [L4] up to conjugation inside GLs (Z) More generally, we may fix an arbitrary genus g and
consider the quotient set G(g)/ =. In what follows, we will be discussing the corresponding set of modular
curves { X5 : G € G(g)/ =}, so it will be natural to introduce the notation

G:={G:Geq}, Gy :={G:GeG(y)},
and the associated set of modular curves
{(Xg:Geg/ =)

If we view these modular curves geometrically, i.e. if we regard two such curves as equivalent if they are
isomorphic over K, then the further quotient set

{Xe:Geblg) =} = (27)
of geometric modular curves is finite, for any fixed g € Z>¢. This may be restated in terms of the groups
G € G(g)/ = as follows. We have

Xél > X@z = él N SLQ(Z) = ég N SLQ(Z).
13



Thus, coarsening the relation = to =gi,,, defined by
G =s1, G2 €% G1 N SLy(Z) = G N SLy(2),

we have that

‘G(g)/ =31, | < 00 (9 € Z>p) . (28)

However, within each =gi,,-equivalence class, there are infinitely many =-equivalence classes, which corre-
sponds in part to the fact that any given K-isomorphism class in (7)) contains infinitely many twists, i.e.
infinitely many K-isomorphism classes. The case g = 0 of (28) is equivalent to a well-known conjecture of
Rademacher that was proven by Denin (see [12], [13] and [14]). More generally, in [28] and [29], the same
is shown for a general g € Z>(. In addition, there is a fair amount of literature on the effective resolution
of Rademacher’s conjecture. In particular, Cummins and Pauli [8] have produced the complete list of the
elements of G(g)/ =st, for g < 24; it can be seen in the tables therein that

X 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12, 13, 14, 15,
GeG(0) = msr,(G) € {16, 18,20, 21, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28,30,32,36,48}' (29)
It is possible that mgr, (G) > msr,(G), and the following lemma controls this difference.
Lemma 3.1. Let G C GLo(Z) be an open subgroup. We then have
G
msta (G) gy gy (30)
MSL, (G)

where G is as in ().

Lemma [3.1] will be established as a corollary of the Lemmas [34] and below, which are in turn aided
by the next two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. There is no proper subgroup S C SLy(Z) satisfying S = SLy(Z).
Proof. See [30] Lemma 2.3] O

Lemma 3.3. (Goursat’s Lemma) Let G1, G be groups and for i € {1,2} denote by pr; : G1 X Go — G;
the projection map onto the i-th factor. Let G C G1 x G2 be a subgroup and assume that

pry(G) = G1, pry(G) = Go.

Then there exists a group T together with a pair of surjective homomorphisms

P : G — T
Yo : Go — T
so that
G =G1 xy G2 :={(g1,92) € G1 X G2 : ¥1(g1) = Y2(g2) }.
Proof. See [22 Lemma (5.2.1)]. O

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that G C GLy(Z) is an open subgroup satisfying mst, (G) < msL, (G), and that

there is a prime p dwiding msy,(G) that doesn’t divide mgr,(G). Then p = 2 (so mgr,(G) is odd) and
msL, (G) = 2msi, (G).

Proof. First, we set S := GNSLa(Z), so that S = GNSLy(Z) as well; furthermore, we make the abbreviations

mg :=msL, (S) mg 1= mgL, (S) (31)
=MgSL, (G) = MsSL, (é)
Let p be a prime as in the statement of the lemma, let p® be the exact power of p dividing mg and let us
write mg = p*m'y, where p { m's and mg | m/s. By definition of mg, under the isomorphism of the Chinese
Remainder Theorem, we have

S(ms) € S(ms) = S(mls) x SL2(Z/p"Z),
14



In light of Lemma B3] there are 3 possibilities for the index two subgroup S(m) C S(ms):

S(ms) = S(mis) x SLa(Z/p"Z) [S(mss) : S(ms)] =2
S(ms) = S(mis) x S(p*) [SLa(Z/p*Z) : S(p™)] = 2 (32)
S(ms) = S(mls) xy SLa(Z/p°Z)  |¢pe (SL2(Z/p°Z))| = 2.

The first possibility in (32]) would imply that mg divides m/, a contradiction. The second possibility would
imply the existence of a proper subgroup S := 7T§LZ (S(p™)) € SLo(Z) satisfying S = SLa(Z), contradicting
Lemma We thus conclude that only the third possibility can occur:

S(ms) = S(mi) x4 SLa(Z/p°Z) |t (SL2(Z/p“Z))| = 2.
We now consider the map ¥pe : SLo(Z/p“Z) — {£1}. Using the well-known fact that the abelianization
map SLy(Z) —s Z/127Z factors as

SLy(Z) " 8S L,y (Z/AZ) x SLy(Z/3Z) 2228 7./47. x 7./3Z, (33)
it follows that p = 2 and that ker¢pe = nglz (Ag), where Az C S3 ~ SLy(Z/27Z) is the unique subgroup of
index 2. Since the SLa-level of S is 2*m/y and the map tso factors through reduction modulo 2, we must
then have a = 1. To finish the proof, we will show that m'y = mg. Suppose for the sake of contradiction
that

my > mg. (34)
The hypothesis that mg = 2m/s implies that ker ¢, C S(mlg) is an index 2 subgroup whose image at any

lower level mY is all of S (m%). In particular, fixing any (necessarily odd) prime p dividing m’y, we have
that ker i, (ms/p) = S(m's/p), and since ker (SL2(Z/p*Z) — SL2(Z/pZ)) is a p-group and ker PYmy, (M) C

S(m) is an index two subgroup, it follows that m/y must be square-free. Thus, by (B4) there must be a
square-free number m/ satisfying m'y = mgm’ and with

ker ¢y, =~ S(mg) x4 SLa(Z/m/Z), (35)
where the image of ¢ is a group of order 2. Again by (33), any non-trivial image of SLo(Z/mZ) must have

order divisible by 3, and thus the fibered product (33)) is a full cartesian product, so that ker ¢, = S(mj),
a contradiction. This implies that my = mg, proving the lemma. O

We now prove a lemma that handles the “vertical” situation.
Lemma 3.5. Let G C GLo(Z) be an open subgroup, and suppose that mgy,(G) < mgr,(G) and that
mst, (G) | mse, (G)*,

i.e. that any prime p dividing msy,(G) must also divide mst,(G). We then have that msy,(G) is even and
MsL, (G) = 2mg,, (G)

Proof. As before, we set S := G N SLy(Z), so that S = G N SLy(Z), and also define mg and mg by @I)).
Since [S : S] = 2 and by definitions of mg and mg, for any divisor d of mg, we have
mg |d|ms and d < mg = S(d) = S(d). (36)
Let p be any prime for which
mg divides %. (37)
Since the kernel
ker (SL2(Z/msZ) — SL2(Z/(ms/p)Z))

is an abelian p-group, it follows from (B6) that any p satisfying ([B7) must be even, and thus mg = 2*mg for
some « > 1. We now show that a = 1. Note that each matrix X in the set

{8 D0 -4 ) e
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satisfies X% = 0, and also (recall that 2 | mg) that
ker (SL2(Z/2"mgZ) — SLa(Z/2" 'mgZ)) = ({I + 2" 'mgX mod 2"mg: X € K}) (n>1). (38)
If o > 1 then, by [B0), ker (SL2(Z/2mgZ) — SLa(Z/mgZ)) € S(2mg). Fixing any X € K, we then have
I+mgX mod2mg € S(2mg).

Replacing X by an appropriate lift in Max2(Zz2) of X mod 2 (which must still satisfy X2 =0 mod 2), we
may assume that I +mgX mod 4mg € S(4mg), and so then

(I+mgX)? =T+2mgX +m3iX* =1+2mgX mod 4mg € S(4myg),

and by (B8), we then see that ker (SLa(Z/4mgZ) — SLo(Z/2mgZ)) C S(4mg). Continuing inductively,
we would then conclude that S(2%mg) = 7r§1}2 (S(mg)) = S(2*mg), a contradiction. Thus, we must have
S(2mg) € 5’(2m5), and so mg = 2mg, as asserted. O

Proof of Lemma[3 1l Lemma [B.1] follows immediately from Lemmas [3.4] and O

Applying Lemma Bl to ([29), we obtain the following corollary.
Corollary 3.6. Let G € G(0). We then have

©) < 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24,
MLy 25, 26,27, 28, 30, 32, 36, 40, 42, 48, 50, 52, 54, 56, 60, 64, 72,96 [ °

The proof of Proposition [[L.I2 involves a group theoretical analysis together with a MAGMA computation.
We now develop the group theory part.
3.1. Lemmas on fibered products. Let G; and G5 be groups, let
9 Gy — Ty
v 1 Gy — Ty
be surjective group homomorphisms and let
G1 % G2 :={(g1,92) € G1 x G2 = ¢1(g1) = ¢2(g2)},
G1 %y Go2 = {(g1,92) € G1 x G2 : ¥1(g1) = 12(g2)}
be the associated fibered products. We call I'y, the common quotient associated to G x4 G2, and likewise
with T'y.
Lemma 3.7. In the above setting, we have
G1 Xy Go = G1 Xy G2 <= kerihy x kerpg C Gq X G2 C G1 Xy Ga. (39)

Proof. Since “=" is trivial, we prove the “«<” direction. The condition ker; x kertp C G x4 G2 implies
that ker; C ker ¢; for each ¢ € {1,2}. On the other hand, the containment G1 x4 G2 C G1 X G2 implies
that ker ¢1 x ker g2 C G1 X G2, which forces ker ¢; C ker); for each ¢. Thus we have

ker (bz = ker1/)i (Z S {1, 2}) .

It follows that there are isomorphisms n; : I'y — T'y, such that, for each i € {1, 2}, we have ¢; = 1;¢;. Now,
if there exists v € T'y, with n1(y) # m2(7), then, choosing g1 € G1 and g2 € G2 with ¢;(g;) = v, we find that
(91,92) € G1 Xg G2 but (g1,92) ¢ G1 x4 Ga, a contradiction. Thus, 1 = 12 =: 7, and it follows that

G1 Xp G2 = G1 X(ngyney) G2 = G1 Xy Go,

as asserted, establishing the “«<" direction and proving the lemma. ]

The following lemma is key throughout. Let G; and G2 be groups, together with surjective group homo-
morphisms
1/)1' : Gl — T
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onto a common group I', and let Gy x, G2 be the corresponding fibered product. For ¢ € {1,2}, let
7; + Gi — G; be a surjective group homomorphisms (which we will denote by g; — g;) and consider the
induced surjection

7:Gy x Gy — Gy x G2, (g1,92) = (G1,T2)
(in other words, 7 := 7 X m2). The following lemma describes explicitly the image of G under 7. Define the
quotient group I' by
T L
" py(ker 7 )tpa (ker o)’
let @ : ' — T be the canonical surjection and let 1, := @ o v;. Note that v, induces a well defined

surjective homomorphism G; — T (via g, + ,(gi)), which we will continue to denote by ¢),. Note the
functional equation

woy; =, om;. (40)
We let 1) denote the pair (,1,) and Gy X5 G, the corresponding fibered product group.

Lemma 3.8. Let the G1 and G2 be groups and consider the fibered product G % G2 as described above.
Then, with the notation just outlined, we have

7T(G1 Xap GQ) :al XEGQ.

Proof. The containment “C” is immediate, since t1(g1) = ¥2(g2) implies that w@(¢1(g1)) = w(¥2(g2)), and
50 11 (7;) = 1¥(7s). Furthermore, it follows from the surjectivity of each m; that 7(G x4 G2) € G x G2
is a subgroup that projects onto G; and onto G via the canonical projections. Thus, by Lemma 3.3
7(G1 Xy G2) = Gy Xy G for some fibering maps (7, 72). Furthermore, we claim that

ker i, x ker 1, C Gq x, Ga. (41)

Indeed, it is sufficient to show that kerv; x {1} C G; x, G and that {1} x kerv, C Gy x, Ga. Let
7 € kerv, and let 1 € G be any lift under m; of Z;. By definition of 9,, we may adjust z; € Wfl(il) o)
that 91 (x1) € a(kerms), and thus there exists ko € kermy for which (z1,k2) € G1 xy Go. Applying «, it
follows that (Z1,1) € Gy xnég, and so kert; x {1} C G, Xnég; the argument that {1} x ker¢, C Gy x,,@
is similar. The containment ([@I]) follows.

Having established that

ker@l X ker@z - 61 Xn 62 - 61 XEGQ,
Lemma [3.7] now finishes the proof. a
Our final lemma has to do with intersecting fibered products with full cartesian products, and will later

be applied to the situation of intersecting with SLo. Let G1 Xy G2 be a fibered product and let S; C G; be
subgroups. It is clear that

(G1 Xw GQ) N (Sl X SQ) = Sl Xw SQ,

but the canonical projection maps in the right-hand expression may not be surjective, which can cause
confusion. To remedy this, let us say that I' is the common quotient group associated to the fibered product
G1 X4 G2 and put

I's :=¥1(S1) N2(S2).
Lemma 3.9. Let G xy G2 be a fibered product and let S; C G; be subgroups. Then
(G1 Xy G2) N (S1 x S2) = 5! (Ts) Xy V2|3, (Ts),

and the canonical projection maps in the right-hand expression are surjective. Moreover,

U1 (15 (Ts)) =T's = (¢alg) (Ts)) -
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3.2. Pre-twist groups and how we search for them. We will now define the notion of a pre-twist group,
as a means to aid in the search for G € G which satisfy msgy,,(G) < mar,(G). Our goal to prove Proposition
[L.I2lmay be stated more broadly as follows.

Goal 3.10. To find all (mazimal) non-abelian entanglement groups of genus 0 (or, more generally, of fized
genus g > 0).

For any given non-abelian entanglement group G, either mgr,(G) = msr,(G) or not. If mgr,(G) =
msL, (G), then G will be found when we search through all groups with GLa-level appearing in the list from
Corollary If magr,(G) # msL,(G), then we will view G as being a twist cover of some group G whose
GLs-level appears in that list.

Definition 3.11. A subgroup G C GLQ(Z) is called a pre-twist group if there exists a non-abelian
entanglement group G' C G such that

msL, (G) = mar, (G) =: m,
magL,(G) =:m >m, and (42)
G(m) = G(m).
If G is a pre-twist group, then a twist cover of G refers to any non-abelian entanglement group G C G
satisfying (2] .
If G is a non-abelian entanglement group with mar,(G) > mgr,(G) =: ™, then we define
G := g, (G(m)) C GLa(2).

Clearly G is a pre-twist group and G is a twist cover of G. Thus, to find all non-abelian entanglement groups
whose GLjy-level and SLo-level are different, it suffices to first find all pre-twist groups G and then describe
the process of constructing twist covers G of G.

Our next lemma will aid in the proof of Proposition B.14] below, which in turn implies a somewhat
restrictive necessary condition on pre-twist groups that allows us to deduce Proposition First we
observe two elementary lemmas about twist covers. The set-up is as follows: G will be a pre-twist group
of GLg-level m and G C G will be a twist cover of G of GLo-level m > 7. Suppose that m = mims with
ged(my, me) = 1, that m; := ged(m, m;) and that

G(m) = G(m1) xy G(m2),
G(m) = G(M1) x5 G(M2),

where the fibering maps 1; : G(m;) — I surject onto a non-abelian group I" and v, : G(7;) — T surject onto
the corresponding quotient T' of I' as described above in Lemma [3.8 Let @ : I' = T’ denote the canonical
surjection. Here and throughout this section, we let m; : G(m;) — G(m;) denote the reduction modulo m;
map restricted to G(m;) and

NG(m;) :=kervy;,  NO(m;) = ker,. (43)
To view things more globally, we define the open subgroups N¢ C G and N Gca by
NG :=ngl (N%my) x N%ma)),  N€:=ngi, (Na(ml) X Na(m‘ﬁ)
and the maps
v:G—T,
Y:G—T

by ¥(g) := ¢1(g mod m1) = th2(g mod my) and ¥(g) = ¥1(9 mod 1) = ¢y(g mod my). Then N =
kert), N& = ker), and we have a commuting diagram of exact sequences

1 NG a-—Y.r 1
Nt @
1 NG G-, T 1
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in which all unlabeled arrows denote either inclusion maps or trivial surjections. For any n € N, we may
now consider the subgroups N¢(n) C G(n) C GLy(Z/nZ) and N%(n) C G(n) C GLy(Z/nZ); we note that
N€(n) C N%(n) and caution the reader that this containment may be proper, especially when n = m. Since
we are considering the genus of GG, we are interested in its intersection with SLo (Z) Here and throughout
the rest of this section, we will employ the following notation: for any open subgroup H C GLQ(Z), we define

Hgy, := H NSLy(Z). (45)
Note that, for any n € N,
Hgi,(n) € H(n) N SLe(Z/nZ).
We caution the reader that this containment may be proper when n isn’t a multiple of mgr,(H). The
analogue of ([#4]) obtained after intersecting with SLy(7Z) is

Yl
1 — Nsciz e GSL2 SLg FSLg 1

| | [ (46)

el val GsL2 =
1 — Nsciz E— GSL2 ¢ FSLg 1

<

)

where FSLg = (GSLQ (ml)) N1y (GSL2 (m2)) and st2 = El (GSL2 (ml)) QEQ (aSLg (mQ)) are as in Lemma
B9 (actually, by the definition {3]), we in fact have I'sy, := ¥1 (GsL,(m1)) = P2 (GsL, (m2)) and likewise
with Ts,). In what follows, our goal is to understand the image of Gsy,, inside Gsp,,, which is equivalent to
understanding the image of Gsr, (77) inside Ggr,, (7).

Lemma 3.12. Assume the notation outlined above (in particular, assume that G is a non-abelian entangle-
ment group with SLa-level dividing ™). We have
kerw C Z(T'); (47)

in particular, for each i € {1,2}, 1; (Na(mi)) C Z(T). Furthermore, we have

(G, NO )| € NG, ().
[G(mi), G(mi)] & N, (7).

Proof. Since mgr,,(G) divides m, we have that, for each i € {1,2}, o;(kerm; N SLa(Z/m;Z)) = 1r, and so
Yi|ker n; factors through the determinant map. It follows that, for each g € G(m;) and k € ker 7;, we have

Yilgkg™") = vi(k),
and by surjectivity of 1; we thus see that t;(kerm;) is contained in the center of T'. Since kerw =
1 (ker 71 1o (ker 7o), this establishes ([@T), and it follows from w o ¢); = v, o m; that 1; (Na(mi)) C Z(I).
The first containment in ([@8) follows from this by further considering the isomorphism G(m;)/N%(m;) ~T
and then projecting modulo ;. To see why [G(m;), G(m;)] ¢ N§i_ (M), suppose on the contrary that
[G(m;), G(m;)] € N§, (m;). Since N§_(m;) = 7r§1}2 (N§,, (M), we then see that
[G(mi), G(my)] € mgr, ([G(M;), G(m;)]) € N&i, (mi) € N(ms),
contradicting the fact that I' ~ G(m;)/N%(m;) is non-abelian. This establishes that [G(m;), G(m;)] €
NS, (m;), finishing the proof. O

(48)

Corollary 3.13. Let G be a pre-twist group, let G € Guon-ap be a twist cover of G and let m, ™ be as in
[@2). Suppose that m = mimg is a permissible factorization for which G(m) ~ G(m1) x4 G(ma) has a
non-abelian common quotient T'. Then, defining m; := ged(m, m;) for i € {1,2}, the common quotient T
associated to G(m) ~ G(my) X7 G(mz2) satisfies T # {1}. Consequently we have

6,10, 12,14, 15, 18, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 28, 30,
36,40, 42, 48, 50, 52, 54, 56, 60, 64, 72, 96

If we further assume that G € G®3 . then T is abelian.
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Proof. By Lemma and ({T), we have that
kerw C Z(I") # T,

since T' is non-abelian. This establishes that T' # {1}. It follows that the factorization 7 = 717, must be
permissible, and therefore mgr, (G) = ™ must belong to the subset of those levels listed in Corollary
which admit permissible factorizations, leading to [@3J). Finally, if ' were non-abelian, then G € Gpon-a1, and
G C G, contradicting the hypothesis that G € GmaX ]

non-ab*

Proposition 3.14. Let G be a pre-twist group, let G be a twist cover of G, and assume the notation set
above. Then there exists a pair of surjective group homomorphisms ; : G(;) — T'; onto non-abelian groups
T'; with the following properties:
(1) There exist surjective group homomorphisms @; : [; - T with ker; C Z(fl) and
b, = @ 0 ;. (50)

(2) Defining I'sp, to be the common value~ 1 (GsL, (m1)) = 2 (GsL, (m2)) and fi,SL2 = 1/31 (GsL, (M),
there are isomorphisms 0; : I'sy,, — I'; s1,, satisfying fﬂi|fi sty © 0, = w|p5L2 and 0; o 1/}i|GSL2(mi) =

7/}i|GSL2 (m;) © 7Ti|GSL2 (mq)-
Finally, under the isomorphism G(m) ~ G(m1) x4 G(mg) we have that
Gsta(m) = 75, (B11G1, () (O1(T512)) Xg-105 2l my) (02(Ts1)) ) - (51)
Proof. We define
Ty := G(m;) /N, ()
and let v; : G(m;) — I'; be the ‘canonical surjection. By Lemma .12 I'; is non-abelian. By the definition
[@3), we see that N§_(m;) € N¢(m;), so there is a natural map

@; : Ty o= G(m;) /NG, (M) — G(m;) /N (m;) ~T.
We note the commuting diagram

Pi

; J

G~ Gmi) /NG, (M) —— G(mi) N ()

<7E] !

!

wi

which implies that @ o v; = @; o ¢; o m;. Using this together with (@Q), the functional equation (B0) is then
established. Futhermore, it follows from the first containment in {@8) that ker o, C Z(T;).
We now construct the maps ;. We have sy, := ¢;(Gsr,(mi)) ~ Gsi,(m;)/N§, (m;), and since

msL,(G) = m and by definition of N§j_, we have
Gsr,(mi) = mgr, (Gse, (M)
NSGLz (ml) = F§1}2 (Nsciz (mz)) )
and thus we see that the reduction modulo m; map induces an isomorphism that defines 6;:

Gsi,(mi)  Gsi,(mi) - -

0; : I'sr, >~ ~ ; (Gsr, (M) =T st,-




Furthermore, the commuting diagram

i

/\

Gsr, (mi) — Gsr,(mi)/N§i, (mi) —— TsL,

[ | Jo \ 52

Gsr, (M) —— Gsr, (M) /NS, () —= Tisr, —— Tsy, ~ Gsw, () /NG, (7)),

Vi
illustrates that ﬁi|f‘i sy © 0; = w|F5L2 and

0; 0 Vil Gy, (mi) = VilGsr, @) © Til Gar,y (m)- (53)
Finally, Lemma 3.9 together with (53] and the fact that Gsy,(m) = 7r§ﬁ2 (Gsy,(m)), imply that
Gsro (M) = 1lGe nyy (Tsa) X ¥2lg (o, (TsLy)
1 To=1 -1 7 |—1
=m |GSL2 (ml)w1|GSL2 (ﬁl)el (FSL2) X9711137T 7T2|GSL2 (m2)w2|GSL2 (ﬁ2)6‘2 (PSL2)

= T3, (151|5;L2(m1)(91(1“sm)) Xg-1 152|5;L2(m2)(92(FSL2))) :
O

The main point of Proposition B4l is that the right-hand side of (GBIl involves information just from level
7, excepting only the subgroups H; := Gsr,(77;) C Gsr, (7;), which satisfy the condition

i (]}1> ~ 1)y ([}2) . (54)
In our search for pre-twist groups, we can thus take H; C GsL, (T;) to be arbitrary subgroups that happen
to satisfy (54). Thus, we have derived necessary conditions for G' to be a pre-twist group, which can be

checked from G alone (at level 7). We emphasize this point in the following corollary, which is then used to
prove Proposition [1.12]

Corollary 3.15. Let G be a pre-twist group, let G be a twist cover of G and let
m:=mgL,(G), MM :=maL,(G).
Suppose that m = mymsq is a permissible factorization for which G(m) ~ G(m1) Xy G(mz) has a non-abelian
common quotient I'. For i € {1,2}, define T; := ged(Tm, m;), write
G(m) ~ G(m1) xy; G(m2),

and set NO(m;) = ker ;. Then there exist subgroups N; € NS(m;) N SLy(Z/miZ) (with N; # N (m;) N
SL2(Z/mi;7) in case G € G ). with each N; normal in G(T;), satisfying

non-ab

[G(m;), NC(m)) € N; 2 [G(mi), G(my). (55)
Furthermore, setting s G(m;) — @(m)/ﬁz, there exist subgroups H; C GsL,(T;) and isomorphisms
0, : B — (EIZ) (for some group B) satisfying
Vbe B, @ (01(b)) =@ (02(D)) (56)
and such that, if
Si= ‘/N’l@i (01(B)) Xg-104 1/32|;§i (62(B))
then the modular curve X & is isomorphic over Q to the modular curve Xg. In particular, there are embeddings

0;: B — ; (Gsv, (M) satisfying (G0) and such that, if
S = 1/31%;2(%) (61(B)) X100 Y2l (62(B)) , (57)

GsLy (1)
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then X is a geometric cover of Xg,, which in turn is a geometric cover of Xé'

Proof. This is essentially a direct translation of Proposition B14] taking N; = NSGLQ (m;), B = I'sy,, and
H; = Gsr, (). It is straightforward to verify that N; 9G(m;) and N; C NC(m;) N SLy(Z/miZ). The fact
that [G(m;), N (m;)] € N; and [G(m;), G(7;)] € N; can be seen directly from Lemma Finally, in
case G € G2 we have [G(7;), G(m;)] € NY(m;) N SLy(Z/,;Z), which by (58) forces N; to be a proper
subgroup of N¢(m;) N SLy(Z /T, 7).

Regarding the modular curve Xg,, it is straightforward to see that S C S', so it follows immediately
from X5 ~7 Xg that X is a geometric cover of Xg,. Finally, we claim that S’ C Gsr,, (). Indeed, if
(s1,82) € 57, then for each i € {1,2}, we have 1);(s;) = 0(b) for some (fixed) b € B. Now using (50) together
with (B8], we find that

¥i(s1) = @ (151(81)) = @1 (01(b)) = @2 (62(b)) = @2 (1@2(82)) = y(s2)-
Thus (s1, s2) € Gsr, (T), which establishes that Xz, is a geometric cover of X5, finishing the proof. O

Remark 3.16. We included the group S’ O S in the statement of Corollary[3.15]since it somewhat simplifies
our computer search. Indeed, since genus(X5) > genus(Xg,), if for a given G our search produces no S’ as in
(B7) with genus(Xg,) = 0, then it follows that there are no twist covers G € Gmax of G with genus(Xg) = 0.

non-

3.3. An algorithm to search for pre-twist groups with maximal twist covers. We now describe the
algorithm used to search for pre-twist groups of genus zero that have maximal twist covers of genus zero.

Step 1. For a fixed level

_ {6,10,12,14,15,18,20,21,22,24,26,28,30,}

36,40, 42, 48, 50, 52, 54, 56, 60, 64, 72, 96 (58)

we construct (as a list) the set G™%2=(0) of open subgroups G C GLa(Z) of genus zero and GLo-level T
(see Corollary and Definition B1T)).

Step 2. For each permissible factorization 7@ = 71172, we construct the subset G,y - (0, (71, M) of
all G € gmeL2="(()) with the property that, under G(m) C G(m1) x G(mz2), the common quotient in the
fibered product associated to G() via Lemma [3.3]is a non-trivial abelian group (see Corollary B.13).
Step 3. For each G € G, ™ -m (0, (71,2)), denoting by 1 = (11, 1,) the pair of surjective group homo-
morphisms implicit in the fibered product G(m) ~ G () xaé(mg) and by N%(m;) := ker¢; C G(m;), we
search for normal subgroups N; < G(m;) satisfying N; C N (m;) N SLy(Z/m;Z) and the property (55). We
abfnp;i‘: o
found by this search. Note that a given group G(m) may belong to more than one triple in this list.

create a new list G (0, (71, T2)) of potential pre-twist groups, consisting of the triples (G(m), N1, Na)

Step 4. For each triple (G(m), Ny, Ny) € Q:ﬁ?;@jm (0, (M1, ™M2)), denoting by T; := G(m;)/N; and by

1@- : G(my;) — I'; the canonical projection, we search for finite groups B together with embeddings 6; : B —
5 (GSL2 (ml)) satisfying (B0). For each such pair (B, 0 = (01,0s)), we form the fibered product
(OUB)) Xyl (0:(B))

GsL, (T2

S/ = 1/;1 :1

GsL, (M1

MGLy =10

and form a new final list G, "2~ (0, (M1, M2)) consisting of those quadruples (G(m), N1, Ny, S") for which
the genus of Xg, is zero (see Corollary 3.15 and Remark [3.16]).

Remark 3.17. When computing the initial list of genus zero subgroups G C GLQ(Z) in Step 1, we make
use of the following memory-saving measures:
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(1) For any level T that does not appear in the list (29), by Lemma B.6] any G of genus zero and GLo-
level 77 must satisfy —I ¢ G and mqr, (G) = /2. We therefore first construct the list of subgroups
Go of GLay-level /2 satisfying —I € G and then, for each such Gy, search for index two subgroups
G C Gy of GLay-level m with —1I ¢ G.

(2) Searching directly among all subgroups of GLg-level 48 is memory-intensive enough to be prohibi-
tively difficult on most machines. To work around this problem, we instead loaded separately the
list of all genus zero subgroups of level 3 and the list of all genus zero subgroups of level 16, and then

constructed directly every possible fibered product between the groups arising in those two lists.

Proof of Proposition [L12. The above algorithm was implemented on a computer, using the MAGMA
computational algebra systenﬁ [2]. For each level i from Step 1 and permissible factorization m = m;ma,

MGLy =m

the search concluded that G,y,"g? " (0, (M1, M2)) = 0. By Remark [B.16, we conclude that
Ge glr]rz)?])fab(o) = MGL, (G) = MSL, (G)

Finally, the assertion () follows from (@3], together with a straightforward computer search that we also
carried out using MAGMA. This search also yielded the data in Tables [l Bl and [B] of Section [l O

Remark 3.18. The key takeaway from Proposition [[.12 is that we have a finite list of GLa-levels to
consider when searching for maximal genus 0 non-abelian entanglement groups G (each necessarily satisfying
maL,(G) = mgL, (G), by the proposition). This second search is then what establishes (@) in Theorem [[7]

4. EXpLICIT MODELS FOR MODULAR CURVES

In the previous section, we proved the first part of Theorem [[7] which is that (up to conjugation) there are
exactly four maximal non-abelian entanglement groups, G € {Gs, G10, G15, G1s}, for which the associated
modular curve X has genus 0. In all four cases the underlying entanglement is S3, and in all four cases
—I € G so that G = G. Three of the curves are defined over Q, while X¢,, is defined over Q(v/—15). In
this section, we complete the proof of the theorem by determining explicit equations for the modular curves.
More precisely, we determine a rational parameter ¢ on each X as well as an explicit formula for jg(t).
Work for one of the curves, X, is omitted, as this curve was previously studied in [4].

Our approach to finding the explicit models is essentially one of “gluing” along the common non-abelian
quotient I', in the decomposition of G = G, into the fiber product G(m) = G(m1) X G(mz). This process
is described in general in Section I which will also serve as a foundation for future work (when g > 0).
However, for each of the curves being considered here, the specific underlying entanglement group is I' & Ss.
Hence, we prove in Section a lemma that explicitly describes the gluing mechanism in that special case.
Once the computational framework is fully developed in principle, it is then implemented in each of the three
cases using SageMath [27].

Since the groups G(m1) and G(ms) play such a crucial role in our analysis, this data is collected below in
Table @l Note that B(3) refers to the Borel group at 3, while &g, (5) refers to the unique index 5 subgroup
of GLy (Z/5Z) containing N5 (5) (the normalizer of split Cartan). We also include for reference the usual
modular curve data vector (d, ¢z, c3, ¢oo) in each case, as well as the Cummins-Pauli label for the curve.

m G(my),G(mz) (d, ca,¢3,c0) | C-P Label
6 | GL2(Z/2Z),GL2(Z/3Z) | (6,0,3,1) 6A°
10 |  GLx(Z/2Z),Es,(5) (30,0,6,3) 10E°
15| GLx(Z/3Z),Es,(5) (15,3,3,1) 15A°
18 | GLo(Z/2Z), 75" (B(3)) | (24,0,3,4) 18C°

TABLE 5. Maximal Genus 0 Non-Abelian Entanglement Curves

SMAGMA code for this search has been made available on the arXiv.
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4.1. General Entanglement Curve Yoga. Fix a non-abelian entanglement scenario, i.e., two subgroups,
G(m1) C GLy (Z/m1Z) and G(ma) C GLg (Z/meZ) (where (mq,m2) = 1), which surject onto a common
non-abelian quotient I' with kernels N (my) and N(mz). For simplicity, assume that —I is contained in each
N(m;). We say that an elliptic curve F/K has an entanglement of type (G(m1), N(my), G(mz), N(mz)) if
bases for E[m;] and E[mz] may be chosen over K such that

(1) Gal(K(E[m1])/K) = G(ma)

( JK) = G(m
(2) Gal(K (E[ms])/K) = G(ms) an
(3 K (Bl R () — 1(Epm])¥m) — K (Bl ¥oro.

The isomorphisms in (1) and (2) are induced by the isomorphisms of Aut(E[m;]) with GLy(Z/m;Z) that are
determined by the choice of bases. Then the fixed fields in (3) are defined via those isomorphisms. Whenever
the kernels N(my) and N(mg) are uniquely determined by G(m1), G(mz) and I', we say that E/K has an
entanglement of type (G(m1),G(mz),T") and simplify (3) to the following equivalent condition.

(8") Gal(K (Elm]) N K (E[ma])/K) =T

In this section, we develop a method for determining explicit equations for a finite set of modular curves
whose K-rational points “correspond generically” to elliptic curves E/K that have an entanglement of type
(G(my), N(m1),G(mz), N(mz)), meaning that every such elliptic curve must correspond to a K-rational
point on one of the modular curves. More precisely, after an appropriate choice of basis for E[mims] over
K we have

Gal(K (E[mimz])/K) C G(m1) x4 G(mz)
for some v¢; : G(m;) — T with kervy; = N(m;) if and only if j(F) lifts to a K-rational point on one of the
modular curves.

The first step is to find an explicit model for the “full product” curve, the modular curve X := X¢(mn,),c(m2)
whose K-rational points correspond generically to elliptic curves F /K that satisfy properties (1) and (2) from
above. Since —I is contained in both groups, X can be obtained by crossing the modular curves X ()
and X¢(m,) over the j-line. Next, we determine explicit models for the modular curves, Yr; (i = 1,2),
which lie over X and whose K-rational points correspond generically to elliptic curves E/K for which
Gal(K(E[ms])/K) = N(m;). Then each Yr; is a Galois cover of X, whose Galois group, i.e., the Galois
group of the corresponding extension of function fields, is isomorphic to I'. For each choice of isomorphisms,
o; : Gal(Yr;/X) — T, it makes sense to form the diagonal quotient X, ,, of the fiber product of Yr; and
Yr o over X.

KXoy oy =Y 1 Xx Y2/ {(afl(g),ff{l(g))lg er}

Theorem 4.1. Let P be a K-rational point on XG(m,),G(ms), corresponding to an elliptic curve E/K
satisfying properties (1) and (2) from above. Then E satisfies condition (3) if and only if P lifts to a
K -rational point on some Xy, 5, .

Proof. First suppose that E/K satisfies property (3) from above. Then for some Galois extension L/K
there are injections, a; : L < K(FE[m;]) (over K), which identify L with the fixed field of N(m;). But this
fixed field is precisely the specialization of the function field of Yr; to P. Thus, «; induces an L-valued
point, &; : Spec(L) — Yp,;, which restricts to an isomorphism (over K) on the fiber over P. Identifying
Gal(L/K) with T', we define oy and o9 as follows. For 7 € Gal(Yr;/X), we set 0;(7) = a; '7a;. Consider
the L-valued point of X,, 5, given by P = (a1, ds), which clearly lies over P. For any g € Gal(L/K), we
have g(P) = (&1, dag), where § is the induced automorphism on Spec(L) over K. On the other hand, if we
act on P geometrically by (o7 (g), 05 ' (g)), we get

(61967 141, 429y ' d2) = (619, 429) = g(P).
Thus, P is actually fixed by Gal(L/K) and hence K-rational.
Conversely, suppose P lifts to a K-rational point P on some &, ,,. The key observation in this direction
is that regardless of the choice of (01, 032), no nontrivial diagonal element (g,g) fixes either Yr ;. So the
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three function fields of Yr 1, Yr 2 and X,, ,, are all linearly disjoint inside the overall extension, and the
compositum of any two contains the third.

Yra Xx Xoy oo =Y 1 Xx Y120 =Yr2 Xx X5y 0y

Specialization to P determines an isomorphism between the fibers of Yt ; and Yr 2 over P. As noted above,
this is equivalent to an isomorphism between the fixed fields of K(E[m;]) and K(E[mz]) by N(m1) and
N(mg). So Condition (3) holds for F/K. O

While there are clearly (AutT')? choices for (o1,02), not all of the corresponding curves (i.e., function
fields) of the form Xy, ., are distinct. Moreover, the elements of the Galois group of Yp 1 xx Yr 2 over
X may restrict to isomorphisms between some of these (distinct) intermediate fields. Therefore, it is not
immediately clear from Theorem 1] how many distinct modular curves exist for each fixed entanglement
type. The following theorem answers this question.

Theorem 4.2. There are |AutT| distinct curves of the form Xy, o, lying over Xg(m,),G(ms)- However,
each isomorphism class (over Xc(m,),c(m»)) s acted on faithfully by InnT'. Hence, there are no more than
[Aut T : InnT] modular curves for each fized (G(mq), N(m1),G(mz), N(mz)) entanglement type.

Proof. The group, Aut' x AutI" acts transitively on the set of curves, X, »,, by post-composition on both
sides.

(7'177'2) : Xm,@ = XT1U17‘F202

However, the diagonal subgroup acts trivially, since the group of geometric transformations by which the
quotient of Yr 1 X x Yr 2 is being taken remains the same. In fact, for any 7, € AutI’ x AutI’ we have

{(07(9), 02 (9)} = {((mo1) 7 (9), (r202) "} (9))} ¢ 71 = 7.

So, the set {X,, »,} actually only contains | Aut T'| distinct curves, i.e, diagonal quotients of Yr 1 X x Yp 2.

Now, fix (01,02), which in turn fixes an isomorphism of Gal(Yr1 X x Yr2/X) with I' x I'. With this
perspective, we may view the function field of X, », as the fixed field of the diagonal subgroup, {(g,g)}.
Moreover, any element (g1, g2) then defines an isomorphism (via Galois) from this curve onto the one whose
function field is fixed by {(glggl_l, 92992_1)}. It’s easy to check that this curve is none other than X7 4, 7,0.,
where 71,72 € Aut ' are given by

mn(9) =919 7(9) =95 992

So, when 71,72 € InnT', the aforementioned action of AutI" x AutI" actually corresponds to an isomorphism
between the two curves. Clearly, if we fix 75 to be the identity, the resulting action of InnT" is faithful, which
proves the theorem. O

Remark 4.3. Any specific choice of maps, (¢1,12), determines exactly one of the above modular curves.
We have specified only the kernels in the entanglement type in order to highlight the distinction and facilitate
the counting of the modular curves. In addition, it is often more difficult in practice to nail down the maps
than it is to specify the kernels.

4.2. S; Entanglement Modular Curves. The above construction can be made completely explicit in the
case where I' = S3. Recall that the first step in the process is to determine the function field L for the full
product modular curve Xg(m,),G(m,) by crossing the modular curves X¢g(,,,) and Xg(m,) over the j-line.
Then, the ¢ maps on either side of the fiber product, G(m1) X G(mz2), or more precisely their kernels, N (m;)
and N(ms), will give rise to two S3 extensions L; and Ly of L. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that these extensions are the splitting fields of two irreducible cubic polynomials over L, 3 + Ax? + Bz + C
and 3+ Dz? + Ex+ F, whose roots in L are {s1, s2, s3} and {t1,t,t3} (respectively). Identifying the Galois
group of the compositum L L, over L with S5 x S5, the function field for the entanglement modular curve
will then be the subfield fixed by the diagonal subgroup. But this subfield is clearly generated over L by
the element r := s1t1 + sato + sst3. Hence, an explicit equation for the S3 entanglement modular curve, as
an extension of Xg(m,),G(ms), Will be given by the minimal polynomial for r over L. The following lemma
provides an explicit formula for that minimal polynomial.
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Lemma 4.4. Let {s1,s2,53} and {t1,t2,t3} be the roots of the polynomials, 2° + Ax? + Bx + C and 2° +
D2? 4+ Ex + F, respectively, in the compositum of the two splitting fields. In the same field, set

0= (81 — 82)(81 — 83)(82 — S3)(f1 — tg)(tl — tg)(tg — tg)

and r = s1t1 + Sate + ssts. (So, 62 is the product of the two cubic discriminants.) Then r is a root of the
cubic, 2 + Ga? + Hx + I, where

G=—AD
H=A’E+ DB - 3BE
I=-1(2CD?+ ABDE +2A*F —9CDE — 9ABF + 27CF +6) .

Proof. This is easily verified by interpreting the coefficients as symmetric functions in the roots.

A B C
—81 — 82 — 83 | S1S2 + 8183 + S283 | —S15283
D FE F

—t1 —ta —t3 | tito +t1t3 + 1oty | —t1tals

G H I
—T1—T2—=T3 | TT2 + 7173 + 12Tz | —T1r273
Take r1 =1, ro = s1to + sot3 + s3t1 and rg = s1t3 + Sot1 + S3ts. ]

Remark 4.5. It is irrelevant how we identify with S5 on each side, i.e., which “diagonal quotient” we choose.
Once the kernels of 1, and 15 are specified, there is only one entanglement modular curve up to isomorphism
by Theorem [4.2] since [AutT : InnT] = 1 when I' = S;.

4.3. Level 10. Let G(m1) = GL3(Z/2Z), and let G(ms) = Es,(5) € GL2(Z/5Z) be the unique index 5
subgroup containing N (5) (the normalizer of split Cartan) as an index 3 subgroup. The group PGLy(Z/5Z)
contains as a subgroup an isomorphic copy of Sy, and Eg,(5) may also be described as the full pre-image
of that copy of Sy under the canonical projection GLy(Z/5Z) — PGL2(Z/5Z) (it is often referred to as an
exzceptional subgroup). We may fix an isomorphism 7 : G(m1) — S3 and a surjection v : G(mz) — S3
whose kernel is contained in N;(5) with index 2. Moreover, G := w(_}iQ (G(m1) xy G(mg)) is conjugate to
the non-abelian entanglement group G in Theorem [[L7 In this section we determine a parameter on the
genus 0 modular curve X := X, as well as an explicit formula for the map from X down to the j-line.

Closely following the general yoga of Section [l our first step is to find an explicit model for the full
product modular curve. However, since G(mq) is “full,” i.e., all of GLa(Z/2Z), this is simply the curve
X = X¢G(m,). From [30] we know that X¢(p,) is a genus 0 curve with parameter ¢, such that the map to
the j-line is as follows[d

§(t) = t3(t* + 5t + 40). (59)

The next step is to define a universal family of elliptic curves E; over K(t), and then find two cubic
polynomials over K (¢) that generically generate the S3 subextensions of K (F;[2]) and K (FE;[5]), respectively.
A convenient family can be found by substituting j(¢) into the following universal family over the j-line.

2_ .3, 1.2 36 1
Yy =2+ 327 — 5778 T — j=i7es (60)

After a linear change of variables over Q, we arrive at the family E; given by y? = 23 + B(t)x + C(t), where
B(t) and C(t) are as follows.

B(t) = =3(t — 3)t(t* + 5t +40)  C(t) = 2(t — 3)*(t* + 4t + 24)(t* + 5t + 40) (61)

The cubic polynomial that generically generates the Ss subextension of K (E;[2]), i.e., the full 2-torsion field
of FEy, is simply the Weierstrass polynomial. In the next lemma, we determine a cubic polynomial over Q(t)
that generically generates the S5 subextension of K (F;[5]). Thus we are in position to apply Lemma 4] to
determine first a singular equation for the genus 0 entanglement curve, X', and then a parameter over Q.

80ur group G(mz) is referred to as Gy in [30].
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Lemma 4.6. The S; subextension of K(F:[5])/K is (generically) generated by the roots of the cubic poly-
nomial, 3 + E(t)x + F(t), where

E(t) = =3 (t* + 5t + 40)
F(t) = =2 (t+3) (> + 5t 4 40) .

Proof. Recall that kery C N;(5) C G(m2), with indices of 2 and 3, respectively. Therefore, the S5 subex-
tension of K (FE;[5]) that is determined by ker, must be generated (generically) by the natural extension
from X (m,) up to X (5) = Xpr,(5). More precisely and in the language of Section {1] the function field
of the modular curve, Ys, 2, in this case, is just the normal closure of the function field of X (5) in the
function field of X (5), once X (5) is viewed as a degree 3 extension of X¢(m,)-

So, essentially, we just need to find an explicit equation for the natural projection from X (5) to X¢(m.,)-
One way to do this is to think of the desired extension as an irreducible component of X (5) X x (1) X¢(m,)
that lies over X¢(p,,) with degree 3 by the canonical map (projection onto the second factor). The j-map
for the genus 0 curve, X (5), is also given in [30] and copied below for convenience.

(s+5)3 (s> — 5)3 (s* 4 5s + 10)3
(s2+5s+5)°

J(s) = (62)

Setting j(s) = j(t) to compute the fiber product, we then factor to find two irreducible components, which
lie over Xg(pm,) with degrees 3 and 12. The former is given by
s34 (=t +5)s? + (=5t — 5)s — 5t — 25 = 0.

The substitution, x = 3s — t + 5, yields the polynomial that is given in the statement of the lemma. g

Theorem 4.7. Let X be the modular curve of level 10 whose K -rational points correspond generically to
elliptic curves E/K satisfying:

(1) Gal(K (E[2))/K) = GLa(Z/2Z)
(2) Ga(K(E[5])/K) =2 Es,(5) (from above)
(3) Gal(K(E[5]) N K(E[2])/K) = Ss.

Then X is a genus 0 curve with a parameter u (over Q) that lies over Xg(m,) via the map given below.

L 3u® 4 12u® 4 80u* + 50u® — 20u? — 8u + 8
(u—1)2 (u2 + 3u+1)°

Proof. When we begin to apply the construction of Lemma [£4] to the cubic polynomial from the previous
lemma and the Weierstrass polynomial of E;, we find that

5% =28.312.5(t — 3)% (1 + 5t + 40)" .

For simplicity, we make the substitution, § = 2% - 3%(¢ — 3) (t2 + 5t + 40)2 y. Then y is a parameter on the
genus 0 modular curve (lying over X (y,,)) whose K-rational points correspond generically to elliptic curves
E/K for which E[2] and E[5] have the desired quadratic entanglement. The map from this curve to X¢(m,)
is given by y? = 5(t — 3).

Continuing on with Lemma4], we then compute the coeflicients of the cubic equation, 2> +Gz?+Hz+1 =
0, over Q(¢,d) = Q(y), which describes the full S5 entanglement modular curve. After making the simplifying
substitution, z = 3 - 53y (y2 — b5y + 40) Tp, we arrive at the equation, 23 + Hozo + Iy = 0, where

Holy) = =3 (4 + 15) (42 + 5y + 40)”
Io(y) = (4% + 5y +40)” (2° + 10y* + 125y% + 225y + 1125y — 3375) .
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It is easy to check that the equations given below define a map from P! (with parameter u) to this singular
curve.

-5 (4u2 + 2u — 1)

u—1)(u?+3u+1)

25 (2u® +u+2)” (3u® + 10u? 4 25u° + 102 + 2)
B (u—1)3 (u® + 3u+1)°

The map must be a birational isomorphism, as y defines a degree 3 function on both curves. Composing
with t = %yz + 3 yields the formula for ¢ in terms of w that is given in the statement of the theorem. O

Y

Zo

Example 4.8. If we substitute u = 0 into Theorem [£7] we arrive at j = 73728 and the following elliptic
curve.

E :y? = 23 — 120z 4 500

Let p(z) be the 5-torsion polynomial of E, which has degree 12. Then p(z) is irreducible over Q, and
its splitting field is a degree 48 extension. Adjoining the corresponding y coordinate for any particular
root of p(x) generates a further quadratic extension. Since Gal(Q(E[5])/Q) C &s,(5) (up to conjugation),
and the order of &g,(5) is 96, this confirms that Gal(Q(E[5])/Q) = &s,(5). However, over Q(«) for any
root « of the Weierstrass polynomial, p(z) factors into the product of a degree 4 polynomial and a degree
8 polynomial. Hence, we must have Q(a) C Q(E[5]). But Q(E[2]) is just the Galois closure of Q(«).
Therefore, since the intersection of Galois extensions must be Galois, it follows that Q(E[2]) C Q(E[5]), i.e,
Gal(Q(E[2]) NQ(E[5])/Q) = Ss.

4.4. Level 15. Let G(m1) = GL2(Z/3Z), and let G(m2) = Es,(5) C GL2(Z/5Z) be the same subgroup as in
Section 3] Each G(m;) surjects via some 1); onto Ss, so that G := wéi2 (G(m1) x4y G(m2)) is conjugate to
the group G15 in Theorem[I.7 In this section we derive an explicit equation for the modular curve X := X¢
that corresponds to this scenario. All of the essential information on the 5-side carries over directly from
the previous section. In particular, there is a genus 0 modular curve, Xg(m,), whose K-rational points
correspond generically to elliptic curves E/K for which Gal(K (E[5])/K) = G(mz). The map from X¢(m.,)
(with parameter t) to the j-line is given in (B9), and we have a universal family of elliptic curves F; over
K (t), which is described by (@I). In the language of Section A1l we may once again view X = X (y,,) as
the full product curve, since G(m) = GL2(Z/3Z).

The cubic polynomial over K(¢) that generically generates the S3 subextension of K(E[5]) was de-
rived in Lemma On the other hand, we have the classical result that for elliptic curves E/K with
Gal(K(E[3))/K) = GLy(Z/3Z), the S3 subextension of K (E|[3]) is the splitting field of 2° — j. Therefore, in
order to find an explicit model for the entanglement modular curve in this case, we work over K (t) and apply
Lemma 4] using the cubic polynomial from Lemma 46 and the cubic polynomial 23 — j(¢) (where j(t) is as
given in (B9)). Note that we already know, a priori, when the quadratic subfields of K (F;[3]) and K (E;[5])
coincide. The two quadratic subfields are K (v/—3) and K(v/5), respectively. Hence, they will coincide if
and only if v/—15 € K.

Theorem 4.9. Let X be the modular curve of level 15 whose K -rational points correspond generically to
elliptic curves E/K satisfying:

(1) Gal(K (E[3))/K) = GL(Z/3Z)
(2) Ga(K(E[5])/K) =2 Es,(5) (from above)
(8) Gal(K(E[5])) N K(FE[3])/K) = Ss.

Then X is a genus 0 curve with a parameter u over K(v/—15) such that the map to Xg(m,) is as given
below.

_ .3 _ 5-3/-15
t=u®— =315
Proof. We begin by computing the discriminants of the two cubic polynomials over K (t).

Ay = =33 5(t2 + 5t +40)* Ay =3%.5. (12 + 5t + 40)?
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Then the first step in applying Lemma F4l is to adjoin 6 to Q(t), where
6% = AjAy = =375 1%(t? + 5t + 40)*.

This clearly implies, as was noted above, that Q(¢,0) = Q(¢,v/—15), and so we may continue by taking
§ = 3%/=15-t3(t% + 5t + 40)2. Applying Lemma L4 we arrive at the model,

233348 (t—l— 5—3\2/—15)2 (t I 5+3\2/—15)3 —0
The model given in the statement of the theorem can be obtained by letting
_ 5—3v/—15 543v/=15 ), —1
p= e (14 2 (54 21248
O

4.5. Level 18. Let G(m1) = GLy(Z/27Z) and let G(mz) be the full pre-image of the Borel group B(3) under
the canonical projection from GL3(Z/9Z) onto GL3(Z/37Z). Then G(mz) has an index 6 normal subgroup
N (ms3) consisting of all upper triangular invertible matrices for which the diagonal entries are congruent mod
3. Moreover, the quotient is isomorphic to Ss3. Fixing a surjection 15 : G(msz) — S5 with ker s = N(mz),
and an isomorphism ¢ : G(m;) = S3, we arrive at a group G := w(_}iQ (G(m1) xy G(m2)) which is conjugate
to the group Gig in the statement of Theorem [I.7l In this section we derive an explicit equation for the
corresponding genus 0 modular curve X := Xg.

Following the yoga, we want to build X’ as an extension of the full product curve X := X¢g(n,),c(ms), but
this is again just Xy, since G(m1) = GL2(Z/27Z). Hence, X is canonically isomorphic to the well-known
modular curve X(3), for which we may choose the following parameter and map to the j-line.

i (m 2 () = (t +27)(t + 243)3
N = t3

Substituting j(t) into (G0) as before, and making a linear change of variables, we arrive at the family E; of

elliptic curves over X given by y? = 23 + B(t)z + C(t), where

B(t) = —3(t 4+ 27)(t +243)  C(t) = 2(t + 27)(t> — 486t — 19683).

Our next step is to determine the two cubic polynomials with coefficients in Q(t) that generically generate
the corresponding S5 subextensions of K(FE:[2]) and K(FE;[9]) over K, respectively, for a given K-rational
point of X. The first is simply the Weierstrass polynomial, while the second is addressed in the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.10. The S5 subextension of K(F:[9])/K which is fized by N(mg) (as above) is generically gen-
erated by the roots of the cubic polynomial, x3 + E(t)x + F(t), where

BE(t) = —3t(t +27)
F(t) = —t(2t + 27)(t + 27).

Proof. Note that N(mg), the kernel of the map from G(mz) to Ss, is contained in the Borel group B(9).
Hence, the corresponding S3 subextension of Gal(K (F;[9])/K) will be (generically) generated by a certain
degree 3 factor in the fiber product of X (y,,) with Xo(9) over the j-line. Identifying X¢(m,) with Xo(3),
it is the factor whose points correspond in moduli-theoretic terms with triples (E, C, D), where D is cyclic
of order 9 and C' = 3D. In order to determine this factor explicitly, we need an explicit parameter on the
genus 0 modular curve X((9), along with an equation for the map to the j-line. One choice of parameter is
given by the eta product function s = (1;/ 779)3, for which the map is as follows.

(5 +9)® (5% + 2432 + 21875 + 6561)°

is) = s9 (82 +9s+27)

Factoring j(s) — j(t), we find a unique factor of degree 3 over K (t).

s — ts? — Ots — 27t
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So the roots of this polynomial in s would indeed (generically) generate the desired S5 subextension of
K(FE[9]) over K. The substitution, s = §(z + t), yields the equivalent cubic given in the statement of the
lemma. 0

Theorem 4.11. Let X be the modular curve of level 18 whose K -rational points correspond (generically) to
elliptic curves E/K satisfying:

(1) Gal(K (E[2])/K) = GLo(Z,/27)
(2) Gal(K(E|9])/K) = G(mz) (the full pre-image of B(3) in GLy(Z/97Z))
(3) Gal(K(E[9)) N K(FE[2])/K) = S5 (fized field of N(mz) as above)

Then X is a genus 0 curve with a parameter u (over Q), such that the map to X¢(m,) is given by

t=—27(u*—1)"".
Proof. In order to apply LemmalZ4] we first set 2 equal to the product of the discriminants of the cubic poly-
nomial in Lemma and the Weierstrass polynomial of F;. Then § generates the quadratic entanglement
curve over X.
6% = =283t + 27y
If we set 6 = 2% 37(¢ + 27)%t2y, this simplifies to 52 = —3t, so that y is clearly a parameter (over Q) for the
genus 0 curve.
Now that we have J, we are able to apply Lemma [£4] to obtain an initial singular equation for X" of the
form, 2® + H(y)z + I(y) = 0. After making the substitution, 2 = —%(y 4+ 9)z, we arrive at the equation,
x3 4+ Ho(y)zo + Io(y) = 0, where Hy(y) and Iy(y) are as follows.

Holy) = =3y*(y — 27)(y + 27)(y — 9)°
In(y) = —v%(y — 9)%(2y° — 18y* 4 2997y> — 32805y% — 177147y + 1594323)

It is easy to check that a birational isomorphism over Q from P! to this singular curve is given by the
following equations.

-9 _ T29u? (3u® — 3u® — 4u® + 2)
YT o= (u — 1)
Composing with ¢ = —%y2 results in the formula for the forgetful map from X to Xg(y,,) that is given in
the statement of the theorem. |

5. AN INFINITE FAMILY OF Dg-ENTANGLEMENTS

In this section, we exhibit an infinite family of D¢ entanglements, which in particular demonstrates that,
for fixed G € Gnon-ab(0), the set

{mcr,(G) : G € Guon-an(0), G =s1, Go} (63)
is in general unbounded. First, let G5 € GLy(Z) be defined by

Gai={oc L@ imio e { (5 7)1}

where, here and in what follows, we are denoting by 7, : GL2 (Z) — GL2(Z/mZ) the canonical projection
map. Next, fix an arbitrary fundamental discriminant D € Z and define

b CLa(Z) — (£1},  xplg) = (dgg) |

We fix isomorphisms
7T3(G3) ~ Sg X {:l:l}, 7T2(G3) ~ Sg, (64)
30



and define the fibering maps 3 and ¢ p by

Y3 Gy — 2 m3(G3) —=—— S x {£1}

Up Gz X8 o (Gs) x {£1} —= S5 x {£1};

we note that 1 p is surjective, provided D # 1. Finally, we define the open subgroup Gg,p € GL2 (Z) by

Ge,p :=={g9 € G3: ¥3(9) =¥p(9)}.
It is straightforward to see that, under (64]), we have

Ws (03 N SLg(Z)) = Ay x {£1},

W (G3 N SLQ(Z)) — Sy x {1},
and it follows from this that
GG,D N SLQ(Z) = ’@/13 S?jg(Z) (Ag X {1}) ﬁ¢D|§£2(Z) (A3 X {1})

Thus, the groups Gg,p all have SLo-level 6. Since the GLy-level of G p is lem (6, | DY), this example demon-
strates that the set (63) is indeed unbounded. Furthermore, we note that —I ¢ Gg p, and that the group
é& p has level 6. Since this group does not depend on D, let us denote it by Ge.

Under what conditions do we have pg(Gx) C Ge,p? Define the map

a

0 w5(Gy) — {£1}, ”((o Z)) — a € (Z/30) ~ {£1}.

Assume for simplicity that
ps K, VD ¢ K(us). (65)
Then, for an appropriate choice of the isomorphism 75(G) ~ S3 x {£1} in (64, we have that for any elliptic
curve E over K, pp(Gx) C G p if and only if E admits a K-rational isogeny of degree 3 and also satisfies
the three conditions
K(us) C K(E[2]),  K(EB]) = K(E[2,VD), K(EB])"=K(VD).

In particular, setting mp := lem (2,|D|), we have that, under the hypothesis (63, elliptic curves E/K
with pp(Gx) C Gs.p have the entanglement K(E[3]) C K(E[mp]). Furthermore, since generically we have
Gal(K(E[3])/K) ~ 3(G3) ~ S3 x {1} ~ Dy, this is an example of a Dg-entanglement.

For each fundamental discriminant D, there is an elliptic curve £p over Q(t) satisfying pe(Go)) = Ge,p-
To describe it, we first define

A(t) == =31°(12 — 2) (2 + 2)> (2 + 4),
B(t) = —2t"2(t3 + 2)*(t* — 263 + 4t — 2)(t® + 2t7 + 4t° 4 8> + 10t* + 8> + 16t* + 8¢t + 4),
and then set
Ep: y* =a® + D*A(t)x + D3B(t). (66)
The discriminant Ag, () and j-invariant jg, (t) are given by
Agp, (1) =223 D0t (¢ + 1)0(# —t +1)°(#* + 2)8,
, —27t3(t3 — 2)3(£3 + 2)(t3 + 4)3
Jen(t) = (t+ 1)5(t2 —t + 1)
By [9, Theorem 1.6], the elliptic curve £;/Q(t) has the property that pg, 6(Gg()) belongs to one of the two

index two subgroups of the level 6 group G corresponding to elliptic curves E over Q satisfying Q(E[2]) =
Q(E[3]); its twist £_3 by Q(v/—3) has mod 6 image belonging to the other such index two subgroup. Given
this, it is straightforward to verify (e.g. by explicitly computing a Galois-stable cyclic subgroup C C Ep[3])
that £p admits a Q(t)-rational isogeny of degree three and that the three conditions

Q) (1) € Q) (Epl2)), QW) (EpI3) = Q) (£n[2), VD), Q1) (Ep[3)*" = Qt) (VD)
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hold. Thus pe,, (Gg(t)) € Ge,p, and by examining specializations, we may see that in fact pe,, (Go()) = Ge,p-

Remark 5.1. A curious feature of the underlying group Gy in the above example is that, given any elliptic
curve E over Q for which pg(Gq) C Gg, we have —I ¢ pg(Gg), in spite of the fact that —I € Gg. The
reason for this is as follows: a computation shows that

I ¢ [Go(6), Go(6)]

In the language of Section 2] this implies that there are no commutator-thick subgroups of G that contain
—I. In particular, since pg(Gg) is commutator-thick (see ([I2])), we conclude that —I ¢ pr(Gg). By the
same reasoning, the same conclusion holds for the group G appearing in Theorem 2.12]
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