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BOGOMOLOV PROPERTY OF SOME INFINITE NONABELIAN
EXTENSIONS OF A TOTALLY v»-ADIC FIELD

ARNAUD PLESSIS

ABsTRACT. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over a number field K, and let
v be a finite place of K. Write K*¥ for the maximal totally v-adic field, and
denote by L the field generated over KV by all torsion points of E. Under
some conditions, we will show that the absolute logarithmic Weil height (resp.
Néron-Tate height) of any element of L (resp. E(L)) is either 0 or bounded
from below by a positive constant depending only on F, K and v. This constant
will be explicit in the toric case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let h : Q — R denote the (absolute, logarithmic) Weil height. It is a non-
negative function vanishing precisely at pio, the set of all roots of unity, and 0 by
a theorem of Kronecker. It satisfies h(a™) = |n|h(e) and h({a) = h(a) for all
a € Q,( € oy and all n € Z as well as the inequality h(aB) < h(a) + h(B) for all
a, 3 € Q. For further information on this height, we refer to [7].

Given a field K < Q, an interesting question is whether there exists a positive
constant ¢ such that h(a) > ¢ for all non-zero o € K\ oo Such a field is said to have
the Bogomolov property. This notion was introduced by Bombieri and Zannier [§].
The field Q does not have the Bogomolov property since h(2'/™) = (log 2)/n — 0.

By Northcott’s theorem, each number field has the Bogomolov property. Schinzel
gave the first example of an infinite extension of QQ having the Bogomolov property
[28], namely the maximal totally real field extension Q" of Q. The p-adic version of
this theorem was proved by Bombieri and Zannier [8]. More precisely, they proved
that the maximal totally p-adic extension Q® of Q has the Bogomolov property.

In recent years, the study of this property mushroomed, see for example [2] [3]
(19, 1L (8, (T3, 17, (14, 24 23],

The study of this property is not limited to this situation and we can easily
define it for abelian varieties. Let A be an abelian variety defined over a number
field K, and let £ be a symmetric ample line bundle on A/K. Let ha : A(K) — R
denote the Néron-Tate height attached to L. It is a non-negative function vanishing
precisely at Aiors, the group of torsion points of A. Again, given a field L ¢ K,
the group A(L) is said to have the Bogomolov property (with respect to £) if there
exists a positive constant ¢ such that ﬁA(P) > cfor all P € A(L)\Ators. It is well
known that A(K) does not have the Bogomolov property.

Northcott’s theorem cited above also states that A(L) has the Bogomolov prop-
erty if L is a number field. Zhang showed the abelian analogue of Schinzel’s theorem,
that is, A(Q!") has the Bogomolov property [34]. Later, Baker and Petsche proved
that A(Q') has the Bogomolov property when p > 2 and A/Q is an elliptic curve
with semistable reduction at p [5, Theorem 6.6]. For more examples concerning the
Bogomolov property in the case of an abelian variety, see [0 23] (which handle the
case of any abelian variety) and [4, [32] [T9] 26, 25] (which treat the special case of
an elliptic curve).

A very special case of a recent conjecture due to the author predicts the following.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.07270v3

2 ARNAUD PLESSIS

Conjecture 1.1 ([25], Conjecture 1.4). Let A be an abelian variety defined over a
number field K, let L be a symmetric ample line bundle on A/K, and let L/K be
a finite extension. Then L(Ators) and A(L(Ators)) have the Bogomolov property.

Remark 1.2. The abelian part of this conjecture is due to David.

This conjecture was proved to be true when A has complex multiplication (CM).
More precisely, the toric part is due to Amoroso, David and Zannier (see Theorem
below for a more general statement) and the abelian part was proved by Baker
and Silverman [0, Section 9], see also [9, Théoréme 1.8].

The case where A has no CM is much harder. Up to my knowledge, Habegger
was the first one to provide a result going in the direction of Conjecture [L.1]

Theorem 1.3 (Habegger, [19]). Let E/Q be an elliptic curve. Then Q(Eiors) and
E(Q(FE4ors)) have the Bogomolov property.

For any elliptic curve E and any integer N € N = {1,2,...}, write E[N] for the
group of N-torsion points of E and define jg to be the j-invariant of E.

Set Maty(A) the ring of square matrices with 2 lines whose coefficients lie in a
ring A. The set of its invertible elements is denoted with GL2(A). Define SL2(A) as
the kernel of the determinant map GL2(A) — A* (here, A* is the set of invertible
elements in A).

Given a number field K, a finite place v of K and an algebraic extension L/K,
we say that L has bounded local degree at v if d,(L) = sup,,[L : K,] is finite,
where w ranges over all extensions of v to L. In such a case, we denote by e, (L|K),
resp. fu(L|K), the ramification index, resp. inertia degree, of the extension w|v.
Finally, we define K*¥ as the maximal totally v-adic field, that is, the set of a € K
such that v is totally split in K («). It is Galois over K and d,(K'") = 1.

Recently, Frey pointed out a quite remarkable fact: Conjecture [Tl may be true
for some infinite extensions L/K.

Theorem 1.4 (Frey, [16], Theorem 7.1). Let E/Q be a non-CM elliptic curve, and
let L/Q be a Galois extension such that the exponent exp(L) of its Galois group is
finite. Then there exists a rational prime p satisfying:

(a) E has supersingular reduction at p and jg # 0,1728 (p);
(b) the natural representation Gal(Q(E[p])/Q) — GL2(Z/pZ) is surjective;
(c) p = max{2sup,{d,(L)}+2;exp(L)}, where q runs over all rational primes,

and for such a p, we have, for all a € L(Ftors)*\ltoo,

1 4
hia) = (052) .
p P
Remark 1.5. By a theorem of Checcoli [I0, Theorem 1], if L/Q is Galois, then
the exponent of its Galois group is finite if and only if sup,{d,(L)} is finite, where
g ranges over all rational primes. So item (c¢) makes sense here.

The main goal of this paper is to establish that Conjecture [[LT] is true for some
Galois extensions L/K whose Galois group has infinite exponent.

Theorem 1.6. Let E be an elliptic curve defined over a number field K, and let
L/K be a finite Galois extension. If there is a finite place v of K satisfying

(a) E has supersingular reduction at v and jg # 0,1728 (v);

(b) the image of the natural representation Gal(L(E[p])/L) — GL2(Z/pZ) con-
tains SLa(Z/pZ), where pZ = v N Z;

(¢) p> max{3,2d,(L)};

() eo(K|Q) = 1 and f,(K|Q) <2,
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then for all « € LK™ (Eyors)*\hoo, we have
1 logp R F N5 7
ha) > — : .
PO 11\ 4,(0)(A0v3 + 2)[K QPP a2

Moreover, if v is unramified in L and if the natural representation in (b) is surjec-
tive, then E(LK"™ (Fios)) has the Bogomolov property.

Remark 1.7. a) Lemma 510 prevents us from providing an explicit lower bound
of the Néron-Tate height for points lying in E(LK" (Fyors))-

b) Assume that K = Q(v/D) with D € N and that E/K has no CM. Then (a) is
satisfied for infinitely many places by Elkies’ thesis [12]. The natural representation
in (b) is surjective for all but finitely many rational primes by Serre’s open image
theorem [30]. Item (c¢) holds for all p large enough since d,(L) < [L : K]. Finally,
all but finitely many finite places of K are unramified in L and satisfy (d). So we
can find a place v of K satisfying all conditions of Theorem [[L6l Thus LK™ (Fjoys)
and E(LK® (Eys)) have the Bogomolov property. In particular, Conjecture [LTl is
true for elliptic curves defined over a real quadratic field.

Nonetheless, Theorem does not permit us to treat the case D < 0 in full
generality. For example, we do not know so far if the elliptic curve

E:iy> =23+ (i—2)2” + o
defined over Q(¢) has at least one place of supersingular reduction (it is however
conjectured that there exist infinitely many) [12| Section 5.2].

¢) Our lower bound is much stronger than that of Theorem [[L4l Let us see this
through a concrete example. Consider the elliptic curve

E:y*+y=2®—2?—10x —20
defined over K = Q. According to [21], elliptic curve 11.a2|, E has conductor N = 11

and j-invariant jp = —2'2 1175 313, By the same reference, (b) with L = Q holds
for all p = 7. Next, jg #£ 0 (p) for all p ¢ {2;11;31} and jr # 1728 (p), that is,

26412 61% = 11° 1728 + 212 313 £ 0 (p),

for all p ¢ {2;41;61}. Finally, E has supersingular reduction at p = 19 [33, Chapter
5, Example 4.6]. From all this, Theorem [Lf]claims that for all & € Q***(Eiors)*\ptoo,

4
h(a) > 21 < log 19 >2+ 1019%/4_5 =96 1072072.
419° + 1 \ (40v/2 + 2)19219%+2

We cannot deduce this lower bound from Theorem [[4] because Gal(Q*?/Q) has
infinite exponent. Consider a number field F < Q'? of degree d > 9. Even under
this restriction, it is not always possible to get the lower bound above from Theorem
[[4l since p = 19 is not a suitable choice here, item (c) being not satisfied.

Let n € N be an integer and write V(n) = > ;.. <, 10gp. We have the in-
equality V(n) < 1.01624n [27]. Applying |14, Theorem 4.13] to M = 2d + 2 proves
the existence of a rational prime p between n = max{2d + 2, 7654} and

8 2V(n)+ileV(n) V(n) 1,01624n
61'3 10° e 15 < e® < e°

such that E has supersingular reduction at p. For such a choice of p, items (a) — (¢)
of Theorem [[.4] are all three satisfied, which leads to the lower bound

J1.02n\ —1
Va € F(Fiors) \ptoo, h(a) = (eee ) :
We can compare the two lower bounds above and check that ours is much better.

Our theorem suggests that Conjecture [Tl can be extended as follows.
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Conjecture 1.8. Let A be an abelian variety defined over a number field K. Let L
be a symmetric ample line bundle on A/K, and let L/K be an algebraic extension.
If d,(L) is finite for at least one finite place v of K, then L(Ators) and A(L(Ators))
have the Bogomolov property.

The best argument in favor of this statement is probably the result below.

Theorem 1.9 (Amoroso-David-Zannier). Let A be a CM abelian variety defined
over a number field K. Let L be a symmetric ample line bundle on A/K, and let
L/K be a Galois extension. If d,(L) is finite for at least one finite place v of K,
then L(Ators) has the Bogomolov property.

Proof. As Ais CM, there exits a finite Galois extension M /K such that M (Agors)/M
is abelian. Choose 0 € Gal(LM (Ators)/LM) and 7 € Gal(LM (Ators)/M). If o €
M (Ators), then ot = Toa since M (Ayors)/M is abelian. If a € LM, then o(7a) =
T(oca) = Ta since LM /M is Galois (because L/K is by assumption) and o fixes
the elements of LM. From all this, we get o7 = 70, i.e., Gal(LM (Ators)/LM) is
contained in the center of Gal(LM (Ators)/M). As d,(LM) is bounded from above
by d,(L)d, (M) < +00, the theorem now arises from [I, Theorem 1.2]. O

Acknowledgement. I thank P. Habegger and L. Pottmeyer for replying to my
questions as well as F. Amoroso and L. Terracini for pointing out a mistake in

an earlier version of this text. This work was funded by Morningside Center of
Mathematics, CAS.

2. AN ELEMENTARY RESULT

Write (X) for the group generated by a subset X of a group G. Let L/K be a
Galois extension of number fields, and let w be a finite place of L. Set D(w|w n K)
the decomposition group of the extension w|w n K, that is, the set of ¢ € Gal(L/K)
such that yw = w.

Fix for this section a number field K as well as a finite place v of K. For any
finite extension L/K, we write V, for the set of places of L above v.

Lemma 2.1. Consider a totally v-adic finite Galois extension M /K and a tower
of number fields K ¢ K' ¢ L with L/K’ Galois. Assume that

H = < | D(wlwn K’)> = Cal(L/K").

’IJJEVL

Then
H:= < ) D@wlwn K’M)> = Gal(LM/K'M).

weVL M
Proof. Let w € Viu, and let Res : Gal(LM/K'M) — Gal(L/K') be the restriction
map. It is injective and induces a homomorphism from Gal((LM),,/(K'M),,) to
Gal(L,/K],), and so from D(w|w n K'M) to D(w n Llw n K’). As M is a totally
v-adic field, we have M,, = K,; whence Gal((LM),,/(K'M),,) = Gal(L,,/K},). In
particular, D(w|w n K'M) and D(w n Llw n K') have the same cardinality, and
so Res : D(w|lw n K'M) — D(w n Llw n K') is an isomorphism for all w € V.
Hence, Res : H — H' is an isomorphism too. By assumption, we have the chain
of inclusions Gal(L/K') = H' = Res(H) < Res(Gal(LM/K'M)) c Gal(L/K') and
the lemma follows. d

Keep the notation of Lemma [Z] and assume that both K’'/K and L/K are
Galois. Let w be a finite place of L. Then ¥ D(w|w n K")y~! = D(ypw|pw n K')
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for all ¢ € Gal(L/K). The fact that Gal(L/K) acts transitively on V7, leads to

(1) WD(wlw n Kyt 4 e Gal(L/K)) = U D' |w" n K’)> .

w'eVy,
Corollary 2.2. Consider a totally v-adic finite Galois extension M /K and a tower
of number fields K ¢ K' ¢ L with K'/K and L/K Galois. Let w be a place of LM
above v and assume that

Gal(L/K") = (D(w n Ljw n K"~ ¢ € Gal(L/K)).
If v € LM with oy € K., for all 0 € Gal(LM /K), then v € K'M.

Proof. By assumption, it arises from (1) that

Gal(L/K") ) P~ K’)>.

w EVL

Using Lemma [2.T] then () applied to L = LM and K’ = K'M, gives

Gal(LM/K'M) lJ D@ n K’M)>
w'eVrm

= (YD(wlw n K' M)y~ 1) € Gal(LM/K)).

We have M, = K, since M is a totally v-adic field. Thus D(w|w n K'M) is equal
to Gal((LM)y/(K'M)y) = Gal(Ly/K.,). The lemma follows since v is fixed by
YD (w|lw n K'M)p~! for all 1 € Gal(LM/K). O

3. SOME RESULTS EXTRACTED FROM [16].

For any number field K and any finite place v of K, we denote by K, the
completion of K with respect to |.|,, the normalized v-adic absolute value, that
is, |plo = p~!, where pZ = v n Z. Then, write K*" for the maximal unramified
extension of K, and Q2 for the unramified extension of degree 2 of @, inside Qp-

In [I6] Section 3], Frey fixed the following notation: a non-CM elliptic curve
E/Q, a Galois extension L/Q whose Galois group has finite exponent, a rational
prime p satisfying the conditions (a) — (¢) of Theorem [[4] a number field K < L,
which is Galois over Q, and a finite Galois extension F'/Q,2 containing K, where
v denotes the place of K associated to a fixed field embedding Q — @p.

Actually, we can prove most of results mentioned in [I6] without involving most
of conditions above. Strictly speaking, we should reprove them all using only the
minimal conditions. But they are very technical, making it impossible without
considerably burden this text. As a compromise, we mention below the hypothe-
ses/references that Frey used to prove each one of her results, then we detail one
by one the requested conditions to use these references.

3.1. Results extracted from [16, Section 3|. Here, p denotes a rational prime.
In [I6, Lemma 3.1|, she used [F : Q] < p,Q,2 < F and [19, Lemma 3.4]. In [16]
Lemma 3.2|, she used [F : Q,] < p,Q,2 < F and [19, Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4].
In [16] Lemma 3.3, she used [F : Q)] < p,Q,2 < F and [19, Lemma 3.3]. In [16]
Lemma 3.4|, she used the fact that F'/Q,: is a finite Galois extension as well as [19)
Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4] and [22], Proposition I1.7.12]. In |16, Lemma
3.5], she used the fact that F//Q,2 is a finite Galois extension as well as [19, Lemma
2.1, Lemma 3.3] and [29, Lemme IV.5, Proposition IV.12|. In [16, Lemma 3.6], she
used [19, Lemma 3.5], [22], Proposition I1.7.13|, Goursat’s lemma, [F : Q,] < p and
Qp2 < F. In [I6, Lemma 3.7|, she used [22, Proposition 11.7.12]. In [I6, Lemma
3.8], she used results of [16].
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Thus, to prove [16, Lemma 3.1-Lemma 3.8|, we only need to assume that F'/Q, is
a finite Galois extension such that [F : Q,] < p as well as the necessary conditions so
that [19, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.3-Lemma 3.5], [22, Proposition II.7.12-Proposition
11.7.13], [29, Lemme IV.5, Proposition IV.12] and Goursat’s lemma hold. Goursat’s
lemma is a general fact about group theory, [29, Lemme IV.5, Proposition IV.12] are
general results about ramification groups and [22] Proposition I1.7.12- Proposition
I1.7.13] are general facts about cyclotomic fields. Then [19, Lemma 2.1] is a general
lemma on local fields. Finally, the results lying in [19, Section 3- 5] hold for every
rational prime p > 5 and every elliptic curve £ defined over Q,> with supersingular
reduction and whose j-invariant is neither 0 nor 1728 in the residual field of Q..

In conclusion, all results of [I6] Section 3] work in the following situation, that
we will refer from now as (S):

e p > 5 is a rational prime;

e E is an elliptic curve defined over Q,» with supersingular reduction and its
Jj-invariant is neither 0 nor 1728 in the residual field of Q,2;

e I/Q,2 is a finite Galois extension such that [F': Q,] < p.

Say N € N. Denote by ux the set of all N-th roots of unity and by AutE[N]
the set of automorphisms of E[N]. Let L/K be a finite Galois extension of local
fields, and let 7 be the prime ideal of L. For i > 0, we define G;(L/K) as the i-th
ramification group of L/K, that is, the set of ¢ € Gal(L/K) such that ¢z —z € 7!
for all x € L with |z|, < 1. Tt is well known that Go(L/K) = Gal(L/L n K*").

We can now state some results extracted from [I6, Section 3.

Lemma 3.1. Let p, E and F be as in (S). Let N € N be an integer with p-adic
valuation n. Then:
(i) The extension F(E[p™])/F(E[p]) is totally ramified of degree p**~—Y;
(i) The extension F(E[N])/F(E[p"]) is unramified;
(i) Gal(F(E[NT)/F(EIN/p])) ~ Gal(F(E[p"))/F(E[") ~ (Z/p2)? ifn > 2;
(iv) For m € N coprime to p, the image of the representation Gal(F (E[p"])/F) —
AwtE[p"™] contains the multiplication-by-m! T %21 map.
(v) For M € N coprime to p, the order of Gal(F(E[pM])/F(E[M])) divides p*—1;
(vi) Gal(F(E[N])/F(E[N/p])) € Gs(F(E[N])/F) ifn = 2, where s = p>®~Y —1.
(vii) If n > 2, then F(E[N]) 0 U,pen bpm = Hpn -
(viii) Say n = 2. If ¥ € Gal(F(E[N])/F(E[N/p])) and if a € F(E[N])* satisfy
(a/a)?” # 1, then vaja ¢ py (in particular, (ba/a)?” ¢ pisp).
Proof. See [16, Lemma 3.3-3.6, Lemma 3.8]. O

3.2. Some results extracted from [I6, Section 4]. In [I6, Lemma 4.1 (i),(ii),
(iv),(v)], Frey only used [I9, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 5.1]. In [16] Lemma
4.2-4.5], she only used results of [16, Section 4] which are not [16] Lemma 4.1 (iii)].
All these statements therefore hold in the situation (S).

Lemma 3.2. Let p, E and F be as in (S) and put € = (p* — 1)[F : Q,2]. Take an
integer N € N not divisible by p?> and denote by n its p-adic valuation. Then there
is ¢ € Gal(F(E[N])/F(E[p™])) such that:

(i) & acts on E[N/p"] as multiplication by pf;

(i) For all a € F(E[N]), we have |¢pa — ap2£|p < p~ V€ max{1, |a|p}1+p25.

Proof. (i) Let ¢ € Gal(Q,"/Qp2) be the lift of the Frobenius squared. Write N /p" =
[ 1,1 for the decomposition of N/p™ into a product of rational primes. Let [ be a
rational prime dividing N/p™. Then [ # p and [19, Lemma 3.2] implies that ¢ acts
on E[I"] as multiplication by +p. The isomorphism @, E[I**] ~ E[N/p"] being
compatible with the action of the Galois group, we deduce that ¢ acts on E [N/p"] as
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multiplication by +p. By [16] Lemma 4.1 (ii)], there is ¢ € Gal(F(E[N])/F(E[p"]))
such that ¢ and ¢ coincide on E[N/p"]. This shows (i) since € is even.

(3) It arises from |16, Lemma 4.4] and from the equality |¢(a)|, = |a|p, which
holds since two Galois conjugates of @ have the same p-adic absolute value [29]
Chapter 11, §2, Corollaire 3]. O

A proof of the next lemma can be found in [I5] Lemma 3.5]. It is only based on
elementary calculations.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < § < 1/2, and let B € @*\,ugo be such that [Q(B) : Q] = 16
and h(B) < 1/4. Then

1
> log|rB—1|<
3.3. Some results extracted from [I6, Section 5-6]. In [I6, Lemma 5.1-5.2],
Frey only used results proved in [I6, Section 3|. So we can use [16, Lemma 5.2]
under the conditions more general of the situation (S), which gives:

40 1
5—4}1(5)575-

Lemma 3.4. Let p, E and F be as in (S), and let N € N be an integer divisible by
p?. Then for all a € F(E[N]) and all ¢ € Gal(F(E[N])/F(E[N/p])), we have

lwa?” — a?’|, < p~ V%2 max(1, |al,} %"

(Again, we exploited the fact that |val, = |alp).

The cardinality of a finite set X is denoted with #X. Apparently, [16, Lemma
5.3] seems to involve the conditions (a) — (¢) of Theorem [[LAl Actually, they are
useless and we prove a more general fact below.

Lemma 3.5. Let L/K be a Galois extension of number fields, and let H be a
normal subgroup of Gal(L/K). Let ¢ € H, and set

C ={oeGal(L/K),opo™ " =}
the centralizer of 1. Then for all finite places w of L, the cardinality of the orbit
Cw = {ow,o € C} is at least [L : K|/([Lw : Kw]|#H).

Proof. The orbit of 1) under the conjugation action of Gal(L/K) on itself is included
in H since this latter is normal in Gal(L/K). The orbit-stabilizer theorem ensures
us that #C > [L : K|/#H. Let w be a finite place of L. The Galois group
Gal(L/K) acts transitively on all places of L above w n K and the total number of
such places is [L : K|/[Lqy : Ky]. So the orbit Cw has cardinality at least

1 [L: K] - [L: K]
[Gal(L/K) : O [Luw : Ku] = [Luw: Ko|#H’
which concludes the proof of the lemma. (Il

The proof of [16, Lemma 6.1] only requires results present in |16, Section 3.

Lemma 3.6. Let p, E and F be as in (S). Let N € N be an integer whose p-adic
valuation n is at least 2. Take an integer m € N coprime to p. Then there is
Tm € Gal(F(E[N])/F) such that

(i) Tm acts as raising to the power of m2lFQ,2](* 1)

on /,Lpn ;
(i) Tm acts as multiplication by mlF Q210" =1 o E[p™];
(1i1) T acts trivially on E[N/p"].

Proof. For (i) and (i), see [16, Lemma 6.1] (Frey gave the proof for m = 2, but it
easily extends to m coprime to p thanks to Lemma BT (iv)). For (i), see the last
paragraph in the proof of [16, Lemma 6.1]. O
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The next statement is a general lemma in linear algebra.

Lemma 3.7. Consider an odd rational prime p. Let U be a Z/pZ-vector subspace
of Mata(Z/pZ) with order greater than p that contains at least one non-zero scalar
matriz. Then (AUA™, A € SLyo(Z/pZ)) = Mato(Z/pZ).

Proof. See [16, Lemma 6.4]. O

For the convenience of the reader, we give a (quick) proof of the last lemma of
this section although it is only a "copy-paste" of that of [I6, Lemma 6.5 (i)].

Lemma 3.8. Let p,E and F be as in (S), and let L < F be a number field.
Assume that E is defined over L and that the image of the natural representation
Gal(L(E[p])/L) — GL2(Z/pZ) contains SLa(Z/pZ). Take N € N such that its
p-adic valuation n is at least 2 and put G = Gal(F(E[N])/F(E[N/p])). Then

H = (4G, € Gal(L(E[N])/L)) = Gal(L(E[N1)/L(E[N/p])) = H'.

Proof. Let p : Gal(L(E[N])/L) — GL2(Z/NZ) be the natural representation. As
n = 2, it is well known that we can define an injective homomorphism £ from H' to
Mato(Z/pZ) as follows: If 0 € H’, then L(o) is the unique element of Mats(Z/pZ)
satisfying p(o) = 1+ (N/p)L(c), where 1 denotes the identity matrix.

By definition, H is the normal closure of G in Gal(L(E[N])/L); whence H < H'.
Let 7 : GL3(Z/NZ) — GL3(Z/pZ) be the natural projection. If vy € G <« H < H’
and if o € Gal(L(E[N])/L), then o¢pc=! € H < H' and an easy calculation gives

p(ove™) = p()p()ole) ™" = plo)(L + (N/p)L(W))plo) !
=1+ (N/p)p(0)L(W)p(0) ™" =1+ (N/p)mp(o) L()mp(e) ™,
leading to L(owo™!) = np(o)L(Y)mp(o)~t € L(H). By assumption, the image of
7p contains SLy(Z/pZ). 1t implies that (AL(G)A™Y, A € SLo(Z/pZ)) < L(H).

Lemma[3.1] (4i7) tells us that G, and so £(G), has cardinality p?. If £(G) contains
a non-zero scalar matrix, then Lemma [377 applied to U = £L(G) would prove that
Mato(Z/pZ) = L(H) < L(H') € Mate(Z/pZ), and so H = H’ by injectivity of L.

Let m be a generator of (Z/p"Z)*. As [F : Q] < p, and so is coprime to
p, it follows that M = mlF Q2] =1p" "% oo o der p in (Z/p"Z)*. Moreover,
M =1 (p"~!) by Euler’s theorem. Consequently, the multiplication-by-M map has
order p in AutE[p"] and acts trivially on E[p"~!].

Lemma (7i) applied to N = p™ and m = mP" " tells us that there exists
T € Gal(F(E[p"])/F) acting on E[p"] as multiplication by M. By the foregoing, 7
is an element of Gal(F(E[p"])/F(E[p™~'])) with order p.

By Lemma B] (i74), the restriction map G — Gal(F(E[p"])/F(E[p"~1])) is an
isomorphism. Let 7 € G be the element that gets mapped to 7 under this map. As
7 acts on E[p"] as scalar multiplication, we deduce that £(7) € L(G) is a scalar
matrix, which cannot be zero since 7 has order p and £ is injective. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4l TORIC CASE

Fix for this section the notation (and assumptions) of Theorem in the toric
case and a field embedding K — K,,. As everything is now fixed, we ease notation
by putting M (N) = M(E[N]) for any field M < K, and any integer N € N.

Item (d) leads to either K, = Q, or K,, = Q2. Our elliptic curve is therefore de-
fined over Q2. Moreover, by (a), it has supersingular reduction and its j-invariant
is neither 0 nor 1728 in the residual field of Q2. Then, put F' = L,,,Qy>, where wq
is the place of L associated to the fixed embedding K — K,,. It is Galois over Qp2
since L/K is Galois. Next, it follows from (c) that p > 5 and

(2) p > 2d,(L) = [Qp2 : Qp][Lu, : Ky] = [F : Q).
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To summarize, our scope is a particular case of the situation (S). By (b), E is
defined over L < F and the natural representation Gal(L(p)/L) — GL2(Z/pZ)
contains SLy(Z/pZ). We thus have access to all the results of Section Bl

The next two results will serve us both in the toric case and in the elliptic case.
Start by putting in place our descent argument.

Lemma 4.1. Let N € N be an integer divisible by p(p?> — 1) such that
($pGal(F(N)/F(N/p))¢y~", 4 € Gal(L(N)/L)) = Gal(L(N)/L(N /p)).

Let M/K be a totally v-adic finite Galois extension. If v € LM(N) with oy €
F(N/p) for all 0 € Gal(LM(N)/K), then v € LM(N/p).

Proof. Since N/p is divisible by p? — 1, basic properties of the Weil pairing prove
that (21 € K(N/p). As Qpz = Qp((p2—1), we get Q2 < K\(N/p) € Ky(N).
Denote by w the place of LM (N) associated to the fixed embedding K — K,.
Then L(N)y = LywyQue(N) = F(N). Similarly, L(N/p), = F(N/p). In con-
clusion, Gal(F'(N)/F(N/p)) = D(w|w n L(N/p)). The lemma now arises from
Corollary [Z2 applied to K’ = L(N/p) and L = L(N). O

Lemma 4.2. Take an integer N € N of p-adic valuation n and ¢ € Gal(F(N)/F).
If ¢ acts as scalar multiplication on both E[p"™] and E[N/p"], then it belongs to
the center of Gal(LK'™ (N)/K). In particular, the elements ¢ and T, introduced in
Lemmal32 and Lemma [T, respectively, lie in the center of Gal(LK'™ (N)/K).

Proof. Clearly, v fixes LK*™ < F. Taking the sum of points gives an isomor-
phism between E[p"] x E[N/p"] and E[N], which is compatible with the action of
Gal(K/K). We infer that ¢ must lie in the center of Gal(LK®(N)/K). O

A proof of the well-known result below can be found in [II] Lemma 2 (i)].

Lemma 4.3. Leta € @*, and let 1 € Gal(Q/Q). If a ¢ poo, then vYab/a® ¢ pey for
all integers b, c € N distinct.

Let o € LK® (Eiors)*\ftoo- There is a totally v-adic finite Galois extension M /K
such that o € LM (Fiors). For brevity, put L' = LM.
The proof of the proposition below is largely inspired by that of [16, Lemma 4.6].

Proposition 4.4. Let N € N be an integer with p-adic valuation n, and let a €
L/(N)*\liop. Assume that n <1 or that n =2 and a?” ¢ F(N/p). Then

- < log p >2+pp2du<4L>/42
© \dy(L)(40v2 + 2)[K : Q]p2P2dv(L)+2 '

Proof. Construct ¢ € Gal(L'(N)/L’) as follows: If n < 1, then ¢ is the homo-
morphism ¢ of Lemma Otherwise, v is any element of Gal(F(N)/F(N/p))

satisfying wap2 # a” (such an element exists by assumption). Next, put

L 0ifn<1 £ (p? —1[F:Qp]ifn<1
C4ifnz=2 77 |[F: Q] ifn > 2

ha) =k

) (bv C) =

and z = ¥a® — a®. Note that the latter is non-zero (for n > 2, it is by construction
and for n < 1, it is by Lemma [.3)).

Denote by vy the place of L’(IN) associated to the fixed embedding K — K,,. Let
C be the centralizer of ¢ in Gal(L'(N)/K). Lemma 2 gives C = Gal(L'(N)/K) if
n < 1, and so the orbit Cvg is the set of all places of L'(N) above v. In particular,
it has cardinality [L'(N) : K]/[L' (N )y, : Ky]. If n = 2, then Lemma B3] applied to
L =L'(N)and H = Gal(L'(N)/L'(N/p)), which has cardinality at most p*, proves
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that Cvg has cardinality at least [L/(N) : K|/(p*[L'(N)., : Ky]). To summarize,
Cup has cardinality at least [L/(N) : K]/(p'[L'(N )y, : Ko])-
Let w be a place of L'(N). If w is a finite place, the ultrametric inequality gives

(3) 2] < max{[ppa®|u, alg,} < max{1, [al,} max{1, |a|,}*.

If we further assume that w € Cvg, then there is ¢ € C such that w = o0~ 'vg. Thus,
|‘T|w = |‘T|U*1vo = |U$|U0 = |0(¢a)b - Uac|vo = WJ(Ua)b - 0’a0|U0.

Lemma [32] (if n < 1) or Lemma B4 (if n > 2) applied to a = oa gives

(4) |]w < p V¢ max{1, |oal,, }*T¢ = p V¢ max{1, |al,}’ .

If w is an infinite place, we have to take a little detour. Put 3 = 1a®/a® # 1 and
note that h(8) < h(vab) + h(a®) = (b + c)h(a) < 2p25h( ). Moreover, 3 ¢ pioo (it
is clear by Lemma 3] (viii) if n > 2 and by Lemma [3 otherwise). Clearly,

() |2l = 8 = wlal, < |8 — 1w max{1, alg}.

Recall that x # 0. Collecting [B)-(), it follows from the product formula that

0= Z [L'(N)w : Qp]1og|]w

< 3 K (N)w @y log (7% max{1, Jalu}*)

weCvg

6
©) + > [ (N)w : Qullog (max{1, [¢al,, }* max{1, |a].,}°)

w¢Cvg,wtoo
+ D [L(N)w : Qu]log (|8 — 1|y max{1, |al5}) .

w]oo

As L'(N)/K is Galois, the degree of the extension L'(N),,/K, does not depend on
the place w of L'(N) above v. Thus

[Ko: Qp][L/(N) : K]
pt '

2 [L'(N)w : Qp] = [Ky : Qp][L/(N)w, : Ku]#(Cvo) =

weCvg

After dividing (@) by [L'(N) : Q], we infer, thanks to a small calculation, that

[K,: Qp]logp 1 ,

7 ————— < (b+o)h(a) + ————= L'(N)y : Qullo — 1|p.
If h(B) = 1/4, then the proposition follows from the inequality h(3) < 2p?*h(a). If
[Q(B) : Q] < 15, then Dobrowolski’s inequality [11] gives

1 1 [loglog15\°® e
h - I+ =10
®) =3 Og( - 1200( log 15 )
and the proposition arises from the inequality h(8) < 2p*¢h(a). If h(B8) < 1/4 and
[Q(B) : Q] = 16, then Lemma B3 applied to § = 1/p/* gives

m DL (N ) - Qu]log|B—1], < 40p°h(8) /270 < 40v/2p* h(a) /D —0

w]oo
The proposition is trivial if A(a) = 1. Otherwise, h(a) < 1 and from (), we get

log p

W < 2p2€h(a) +40\/§p28h(a)(1/2)—6 < (40\/§+2)p28h(a)1/2_5
:Qlp
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since b + ¢ < 2p€. Recall that [F : Q,] = 2[F : Q2] < 2d,(L) by @). So we have
& < p*dy(L) and 2€ + t < 2p*d,(L). We finally get

2
1ng >126
h(a) =
(@) (dv(L)(zLO\/i 1 2)[K : Qperide ()42
The proposition follows since 2/(1—26) = 2+4/(pf/4—2) > 2+4/(p?" @ D)/A_2). O

Proof of Theorem[L8, toric case: Let N € N be an integer such that aw € L'(N).
By enlarging N if needed, we can assume that it is divisible by p?(p? — 1). Let
n > 2 denote the p-adic valuation of N. Recall that [F': Q,] < 2d,(L) by (@).

Put 7 = 75 € Gal(F(N)/F) the homomorphism introduced in Lemma B.6l as well

as v = (ta)/a? € L'(N), where D = AP Q2] (0" 1) ¢ gpdu(L) | We get
h(7) < h(ra) + h(aP) = (1 + D)h(a) < (1 + 47" @ E))p(a)
and v ¢ pe by Lemma 3 Our theorem would follow if we get h(y) = k (see
Proposition @4). Let n’ € N be the least integer such that oy € F(p™ ~"N) for all
o€ Gal(L'(N)/K). We have n' < n since v € L'(N).
Show by decreasing induction on ¢ that v € L'(p*~"N) for all t € {n/,...,n}. The
base case t = n is obvious. We now assume that our assertion is true for t > n’ > 1

and show that it also holds for ¢ — 1. Recall that p™ divides N.
Clearly, p?(p? — 1) divides N; = p'~"N. Lemma [3.8 applied to N = N; gives

<1/;Gal(F(Nt)/F(Nt/p))1/)_1,1/) € Gal(L(Nt)/L)> = Gal(L(N¢)/L(Nt/p)).
By assumption, oy € F(N;/p) for all o € Gal(L'(N;)/K) and Lemma 1] applied
to N = N; ends the induction. In particular, v € L'(N’) where N’ = N,,.

Casen’ =1. As v € L'(N’) is neither 0 nor a root of unity, we can apply
Proposition @4l to N = N’ and a = -, which gives us h(y) = k.

Case n/ > 2. The minimality of n’ proves that there is o € Gal(L'(N)/K) such
that oy ¢ F(N'/p). We want to apply Proposition £l to N = N’ and a = o7,
which would prove our theorem since h(y) = h(oy). As v € L'(N’), it remains to
show that o+?" ¢ F(N'/p). For this, assume by contradiction that it is the case.

Since oy ¢ F(N'/p), there is ¢ € Gal(F(N)/F(N'/p)) such that yoy # ov.
Moreover, 1/)07?’2 = O”}/pz by assumption. Thus oy = (o for some ¢ € ju,2\{1}.
As 7 commutes with both 1 and o by Lemma [£32] we get

Yoy _ l(ora)/eal) _rlboa) ()P _

= oy - (ora)/oal  T(oca) (Yoa)P :n_D’

where ) = (Ypoa)/oa. As € py, we have ) € g, by the contrapositive of Lemma
B3l Let T € N be an integer coprime to p such that n” has order a power of
p. Lemma B1] (vii) gives n7 € pyn and Lemma [B.6] proves that 7 = (n)P. We
conclude C”2 = (T =1, and so ¢ = 1since T and p are coprime, a contradiction. [

5. PROOF OF THEOREM ELLIPTIC CASE

We now fix the notation (and assumptions) of Theorem [[L6lin the elliptic setting
as well as a field embedding K — K,. Let wg be the place of L associated to this
embedding and put F' = L,,Q,2. Recall that E,p and F' satisfy the conditions of
the situation (S) and that every result of [I9, Section 3-5| works in this setting. For
the convenience of the reader, we state [I9, Lemma 3.3 (iii), Lemma 3.4 (ii), (iv)].

Lemma 5.1. Let N € N be an integer with p-adic valuation n. Then:

(1) Gal(Qp2(p™)/Qp2) acts transitively on the torsion points of order p";
(1t) The extension Qu2(N)/Qpu2 (N /p™) is totally ramified;
(i) If n =1, then Gal(Q,2(N)/Qu2(N/p)) is cyclic of order p* — 1.
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Note that F'/Q,2 is unramified since v is unramified in L by assumption. The
proof of the next lemma becomes obvious thanks to Lemma [B.1] (47).

Lemma 5.2. Let N € N be an integer with p-adic valuationn. Then F(N)/F(N /p™)
is totally ramified and Gal(F(N)/F(N/p")) ~ Gal(Qp2(N)/Qp2 (N /p™)).

We now state our argument descent.

Lemma 5.3. Let N € N be an integer divisible by p(p? — 1) with p-adic valuation
n, and let M/K be a totally v-adic finite Galois extension. If v € LM(N) with
oy € F(N/p) for all 0 € Gal(LM(N)/K), then v € LM (N /p).

Proof. By Lemma [T it suffices to establish that
H := (YGy~" ¢ € Gal(L(N)/L)) = Gal(L(N)/L(N/p)),

where G = Gal(F(N)/F(N/p)). This holds when n > 2 by Lemma 3.8 So assume
that n = 1. The left-hand side is the normal closure of G < Gal(L(N)/L(N/p)) in
Gal(L(N)/L); it is therefore contained in the right-hand one. Moreover, as p does
not divide N/p, we know that Gal(L(N)/L(N/p)) can identify with a subgroup of
GL2(Z/pZ). To obtain what we wish, it suffices to get #H > #GLy(Z/pZ).

Let p: Gal(L(N)/L) — GL2(Z/pZ) be the composition of the two natural maps
Gal(L(N)/L) — Gal(L(p)/L) and Gal(L(p)/L) — GL2(Z/pZ). It is surjective by
assumption and Galois theory tells us that its kernel is Gal(L(N)/L(p)). Thus,

p(H) = {p(¥)p(G)p(¥) ™', ¢ € Gal(L(N)/L)) = (hp(G)h™", h € GLa(Z/pL)).
Combining Lemma 5] (i4¢) with Lemma 5.2 shows that G is a cyclic group of order
p? —1. As G n Gal(L(N)/L(p)) = Gal(L(N)/L(N/p)) n Gal(L(N)/L(p)) = {1}, it
follows that p restricted to G is injective. Hence, p(G) is a cyclic group of order
p? — 1. This finishes the proof since [19, Lemma 6.1] gives p(H) = GL2(Z/pZ). O

The rest of the proof faithfully follows the lines of [I9, Section 8.2].

Lemma 5.4. Let N € N be an integer with p-adic valuation n = 1. We have
E(F(N)) 0 Upen Elp™] = E[p"].
Proof. The inclusion > is obvious. Let T' € E(F(NN)) be a torsion point of order
p" and obtain n' < n. By Lemma .1 (i), for each T” € E[p"], there is o in
Gal(Q,2 (p”/)/sz) such that 7" = ¢T. The field F(IN) being Galois over Q,2, we
get T' € E(F(N)). Hence, E[p"] c E(F(N)) or, equivalently, F(p™) ¢ F(N).
The lemma is obvious if n’ = 0. So assume that n’ > 1. By Lemma 31 (4),
the extension F(p™)/F(p) has ramification index p*™~1. Next, F(N)/F(p") is
unramified by Lemma [B1] (47). Again, Lemma B.J] (i) shows that the ramification
index of F(N)/F(p) is p> ™. We conclude n’ < n since F(p"') c F(N). O

As E/Q,> has good reduction, the Criterion of Néron-Ogg-Shafarevich asserts
that F'(N)/F is unramified for all integers NV € N coprime to p.

Lemma 5.5. Let N = p"M € N be an integer with M coprime to p and n = 1.
Consider ¢ € Gal(F(N)/F(N/p)) and A€ E(F(N)) such that B = Y A— A € Eiors.
Then B € E[Q(n)], where Q(n) = p*(p?> — 1) if n =1 and Q(n) = p? otherwise.

Proof. The order of B is N’ = p™ M’ for some integers n’ > 0 and M’ € N coprime
to p. Put 7' = [p™]B and note that T has order M’.

The extension F'(M M’)/F is unramified since M M’ is coprime to p. As F(M)(T)
is included in F(MM’), we infer that F(M)(T)/F(M) is unramified. Moreover,
T € E(F(N)), which implies that F(M)(T)/F (M) is totally ramified by Lemma
In conclusion, T' € E(F(M)). In particular, T is fixed by 1.
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The order of [M'|B € E(F(N)) is p". So Lemma [5.4 yields [M']B € E[p"].
Hence, [pM'|B € E[p"~'] = E[N/p] is fixed by 9 too.

Bézout’s identity tells us that 1 = ap"/ + bM’ for some integers a,b € Z. Then
B = [a]T + [bM'] B and by the foregoing, we conclude that [p]B is fixed by . Let
t be the order of ¥. A small calculation proves that B € E[pt] since

[pt]B = (W' + -+ 1)([p]B) = [p) (¥ + -+ 1) (A~ A) = [p](¥'A— A) = 0.
Lemma B.1] (#47) (when n > 2) and Lemma Bl (v) (if n = 1) prove the lemma. O

Recall that b = hp : E(K) — R denotes the Néron-Tate height. It is non-
negative, invariant under the action of Gal(K/K) and vanishes precisely at Fyos.
It is also quadratic, that is

Vm € Z,VP € E(K), h([m]P) = m?*h(P).
This implies
VP € E(K),VT € Eyops, h(P +T) = h(P).

Finally, it also satisfies the parallelogram law, that is
VP.Q € E(K).h(P + Q) + h(P - Q) = 2(h(P) + h(Q)).
For more information on h, we refer to [33, Chapter VIII, §9].

Lemma 5.6. Let P e E(K), and let 0 € Gal(K/K). If [n]oP — [m]P € Eios for
some n,m € N distinct, then P € Fyoys.

Proof. Some properties of h recalled above show that
m2h(P) = h([m]P) = h([m]P + [n]oP — [m]P) = n*h(cP) = n*h(P)
and the lemma follows since n, m € N are distinct. [l

Let O be the neutral element of E. For each place w of a finite extension M of K,
denote by Ay, : E(M,)\{O} — R the local Néron height function on E associated
to w. It can be described in a totally explicit way, see [31, Chapter VI|. For the
purpose of our text, we only need to know that if F has good reduction at w, then
Aw(P) = (1/2) max{0;log |x(P)|w}, where x(P) is the first coordinate of a point
P e E(M,,) with respect to some Weierstrass model of E/K that we fix from now.

Let Ae E(M). If v is a place of K, we define the partial height function at v as

hy(A) = m ;U[Mw : QulAw(4),

where w ranges over all places of M above v. It is well known that h,, does not
depend on the choice of the finite extension M /K (A). By |31, Chapter VI, Theorem
2.1], we have h = Z h, on E(M), where v runs over all places of M. Finally, put
ho the sum of all h,,, where v runs over all infinite places of K.

Lemma 5.7. Take an integer N € N with p-adic valuation n > 1. If A €
E(LK®™(N)) satisfies [Q(n)]A ¢ E(F(N/p)), then there exists a non-torsion point
B e E(K) with h(B) < 4h(A) and

logp
2p'[K : Q][F(p) : Qp]
Proof. Let L'’ <« LK® < F be a number field, Galois over K, such that A €
E(L'(N)). By hypothesis, there is ¢ € Gal(F(N)/F(N/p)) < Gal(L'(N)/L'(N/p))
such that ¥[Q(n)]A # [Q(n)]A. Note that B = )A — A ¢ Eiors by Lemma
Moreover, the parallelogram law implies A(B) < 2(h(vA) + h(A)) = 4h(A).

iLU(B) =>1:=
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Prove the lower bound for E(B) Denote by wq the place of L'(N) associated
to the fixed embedding K — K,. Let C be the centralizer of ¢ in Gal(L'(N)/K).
Let w € Cwg = {1pwo, ) € C}. Then w = o~ wy for some o € C, and so

[2(B)lw = [2(B)lo-1uw, = [2(0(PA = A))|w, = [x(ocA — o A)l,.

As 0B =)o A — A # O, we get A\y(B) = N\, (Yo A — 0 A).

Check that ¢ lies in the ramification group G(F(N)/F), where s = p>(»=1) —1,
It is obvious when n > 2 thanks to Lemma Bl (vi). If n = 1, then it suffices to
check that F(N)/F(N/p) is totally ramified, which is true thanks to Lemma

Let B be the maximal ideal of the ring of integers of F(N). Then oA and oA
map to same element on E reduced modulo 87", Thus, log |z(Yo A —cA)|, =
(p*>™=Y /e) log p, where e denotes the ramification index of F(N)/Q,. By Lemma
B0 (4), we have e < p>(""D[F(p) : Q,]. From all of this, we get

logp
2[F(p) : Qp]
for all w € Cwy. As L'(N)/K is Galois, we have [L'(N)y : Ky] = [L/(N)w, : Ky
for all places w of L'(N) above v. In conclusion,

. Ky : Q[ (N)u, : K Qp
ho(B) = L [L]’E : ZA /% 2 Au(B)

Aw(B) =

weCwg
)

L'(N)y, : Q lo lo
[ (, ) U. p] gp #(C’lﬂo)} - . gp .
[L'(N) = Q] 2[F(p) : Q] 2p'[K - Q[F(p) : Q)
the last inequality coming from Lemma applied to L = L'(N) and H =
Gal(L'(N)/L'(N/p)), which has cardinality at most p*. The lemma follows. d

=

Let ® € Gal(%/x) be the Frobenius element, where s denotes the residual field
of F. By [20, Chapter 13, Theorem 6.3], there are k,m € N satisfying ok = [p]
on E, the reduction of E modulo v. As F /Q, is unramified, ® identifies with an
element ® € Gal(Q,"/F).

Lemma 5.8. Take N € N divisible by p>—1, but not by p>. If A€ E(LK*(N))\Eiors,
then there is B € E(K)\Eyors with h(B) < 4p*™+8h(A) and h,(B) > L.

Proof. By replacing N with pN if needed, we can assume that p|N and p? { N.

Let M < K™ be a number field, Galois over K, such that A € E(LM(N)).
Suppose that some conjugate A’ of A over K satisfies [p?(p* — 1)]A’ ¢ E(F(N/p))
Then the lemma is a trivial consequence of Lemma [B.7] applied to A = A’. So
assume that 0 A’ = [p?(p? —1)]cA € E(F(N/p)) for all 0 € Gal(LM (N)/K), where
A" = [p?(p? —1)]A. We can apply Lemma [5.3]to the coordinates of A’ with respect
to our fixed Weierstrass model to find that A’ actually lies in E(LM (N /p)).

The extension F(N /p)/F is unramified since p does not divides N/p. By abuse of
notation, we call ® again the restriction of ® to F'(N/p). As N/p is coprime to p, we
have E[N/p] ~ E[N/p]. As ®* = [p™], we deduce from the last isomorphism that
®* acts on E[N/p] as multiplication by [p™]. By Lemma B2 applied to N = N /p,
we conclude that ®* belongs to the center of Gal(LM(N/p)/K).

Put B = ®* A’ — [p™]A’, which is non-zero by Lemma 5.6l We have

R(B) < 2(h(@"A') + h([p™ A7) = 2(1 + p*™h(A) < 4p>"5h(A).

Denote by vy the place of LM (N /p) associated to the fixed embedding K — K,.
Let w be a place of LM (N /p) above v. There is o € Gal(LM (N /p)/K) such that
w = 0 'vy. A small calculation gives

Aw(B) = %logmax{l, |2(B)|w} = %1ogmax{1, |x(0B)|ve} = A\o(oB).
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As ®* commutes with o, we get 0B = ®FgA’ — [p™]cA’ # O. However, it is
clear that 0B reduces to O modulo v. Thus |z(cB)|, = p since F(N/p)/Q, is
unramified. In conclusion, A, (B) = (logp)/2 for all places w of LM (N /p) above v
and the definition of h, leads to hy(B) = (log p)/2 = I, which finishes the proof. [

Proposition 5.9. Let A € E(LK'" (Fiors))\Fiors- Then there is B € E(K)\Eiors
with h(B) < 16D%p*™+8h(A) and hy(B) = 1, where D = 9lF:Q2](r*~1)

Proof. There are an integer N € N divisible by p? — 1 and a number field M < K,
Galois over K, such that A € E(LM(N)). Put L' = LM and write n for the p-adic
valuation of N. Let 7 = 75 be the homomorphism coming from Lemma [3.6] and set
C =717A—[D]Ae E(L'(N)). It is not a torsion point by Lemmal[5.6] Moreover, the
parallelogram equality and other basic properties of the Néron-Tate height give

h(C) < 2(h(TA) + h([D]A)) < 4D*h(A).

Let n/ > 0 be the least integer such that C'e E(L/(p™ ~"N)). Of course, n’ < n.
If n” < 1, then Lemma .8 applied to A = C provides a non-torsion point
B e E(K) satisfying h(B) < 4p*>™*8h(C) < 16D2p*"*+8h(A) and h,(B) = I, which
proves the proposition. So assume that n’ > 2. By minimality of n’ and by Lemma
B3 there exists o € Gal(L'(N)/K) such that C' = oC ¢ E(F(N'/p)), where
N’ = p"'~"N. Choose ¢ € Gal(F(N)/F(N'/p)) such that $:C’ # C".
Set A’ = 0cA. As 7 and o commute by Lemma 2] we obtain

C' = 1A' —[D]A € E(L'(N')).

To deduce the proposition, it suffices to apply Lemma BT to A = C/ and N = N'.
For this, we only need to show that [p?]C” ¢ E(F(N'/p)). Suppose that the contrary
is true and derive a contradiction. Then ¢C’ — C’ = T € E[p?|\{O}. As ¢ and
commute by Lemma [£2] it follows from the definition of C’ that

C'+T =C' = rpA — [D]pA'.

A short calculation proves that T'= 7P — [D]P, where P = ¢ A’ — A’ € E(L'(N)).
By Lemma 5.6 P is a torsion point. We fix M’ € N coprime to p such that [M']|P
has order a power of p. By Lemmal5.4 [M']|P € E[p"] and Lemma (i) ensures
us that 7([M']P) = [DM']P. Hence, [M']T = [p*]T = O, which is possible only if
T = O since M’ and p are coprime, a contradiction. ]

A proof of the next lemma can be found in [25, Lemme 4.4].

Lemma 5.10. Let (Q,,) be a sequence of E(K)\Eiors such that h(Q,) — 0. Then
liminf, o ho(Qrn) = 0. We also have liminf,, o h,(Qr) = 0 if v is a finite place
of K. More precisely, h,(Qn) = 0 for all n if E has good reduction at v.

Proof of Theorem [1.0, elliptic case: Assume by contradiction that there exists
a sequence (A,,) of non-torsion points in F(LK" (FEs)) with h(An)_—> 0. Propo-

sition yields a new sequence (B,) of non-torsion points in E(K) such that
h(B,) — 0 and h,(By) =1 for all n. Lemma 510 shows that

h(Bn) =Y hu(By) = hy(Bp) + heo(Bp) + Y. hu(Bn) = 1+ heo(Bp) + Y hu(Bn),
v veEM veM

where M is the (finite) set of places of K with bad reduction. Again, Lemma 510

allows us to conclude that liminf,, o h(B,) = [, a contradiction. O
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