
ALMOST ALL ELLIPTIC CURVES WITH PRESCRIBED TORSION
HAVE SZPIRO RATIO CLOSE TO THE EXPECTED VALUE

STEPHANIE CHAN

Abstract. We demonstrate that almost all elliptic curves over Q with prescribed tor-
sion subgroup, when ordered by naive height, have Szpiro ratio arbitrarily close to the
expected value. We also provide upper and lower bounds for the Szpiro ratio that hold
for almost all elliptic curves in certain one-parameter families. The results are achieved
by proving that, given any multivariate polynomial within a general class, the absolute
value of the polynomial over an expanding box is typically bounded by a fixed power of
its radical. The proof adapts work of Fouvry–Nair–Tenenbaum, which shows that almost
all elliptic curves have Szpiro ratio close to 1.
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1. Introduction

Every elliptic curve E over Q admits a unique minimal short Weierstrass equation of
the form y2 = x3 +Ax+B, where A and B are integers, and gcd(A3, B2) is not divisible
by any twelfth powers. We define the naive height of E to be

H(E) := max
{
4|A|3, 27B2

}
. (1.1)

The Szpiro ratio of E is defined by

σ(E) :=
log |∆min(E)|
logN(E)

,

where ∆min is the minimal discriminant of E and N(E) is the conductor of E. The prime
divisors of ∆min and the prime divisors of N(E) coincide, but it is possible that a prime
divides ∆min with a very large multiplicity. A deep conjecture made by Szpiro asserts
that the ratio σ(E) should be absolutely bounded.

Conjecture 1.1 (Szpiro [22, Conjecture 1]). For every ε > 0, there exists some constant
c > 0 depending only on ε, such that all elliptic curves E over Q satisfy

|∆min(E)| ⩽ cN(E)6+ε.
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Szpiro’s conjecture is closely related to the abc conjecture [19], see for example [21,
Chapter VIII.11].

We are interested in statistical versions of Szpiro’s conjecture in certain families of
elliptic curves. Fouvry, Nair, and Tenenbaum [7, Théorème 1 and Théorème 2] showed
that for any given ε > 0, the Szpiro ratio of almost all Q-isomorphism classes of elliptic
curves, whether ordered by naive height or by absolute discriminant, is at most 1+ε. Note
that this however does not imply the same is true for thin families, and indeed, as we will
see in Theorem 1.3, there are natural families with typical Szpiro ratio much larger than
1. Wong [26, Theorem 3(b)] obtained a similar result for Frey curves y2 = x(x+a)(x+b),
showing that the Szpiro ratio is at most 2 + ε outside of an exceptional set which has
density 0 in this family when ordered by naive height.

In this paper, we study certain families of elliptic curves ordered by naive height H(E).
We denote the radical of any integer n by

rad(n) :=
∏
p|n

p.

Since N(E) is bounded below by rad(∆min(E)), to show that |∆min(E)| ⩽ N(E)β for
some β > 1, it suffices to show that |∆min(E)| ⩽ rad(∆min(E))

β. We will look at families
of elliptic curves with discriminants expressible in terms of the values of some bivariate
polynomial. A key result is Theorem 1.2, which shows that, for an irreducible polynomial
F ∈ Z[x] taking a certain form, the value of |F (x)| is almost always bounded polynomially
in terms of its radical rad(F (x)) in an expanding box.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose F ∈ Z[x] is a polynomial in k ⩾ 1 variables x1, . . . , xk, is irre-
ducible in Q[x], and has total degree d ⩾ 1. Let B1, . . . , Bk ⩾ 3. Assume that there exists
some j such that the xdj -coefficient of F (x) is non-zero and

Be1
1 . . . Bek

k ≪ (maxBi)
d−1Bj (1.2)

for all integer k-tuple (e1, . . . , ek) such that the xe11 . . . xekk -coefficient of F is non-zero. Fix
a constant β > max {1, d− 2}. Then whenever

logmaxBi ≪ logminBi (1.3)

holds, we have
1

B1 . . . Bk

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, |F (x)| ⩾ rad(F (x))β

}
≪ (log logB1)

max{1,d−1}

(logB1)δ
,

where

δ =

{
1 if d ⩽ 2,

1− 2
d+1

if d ⩾ 3,

and the implied constant depends at most on β, F and the implied constants in (1.2)
and (1.3).

Notice that trivially |F (x)| ⩾ rad(F (x)) for any x ∈ Zk, so the lower bound max {1, d− 2}
for β in Theorem 1.2 is sharp when d ⩽ 3. When k = 2, as long as one of the xd1- and
xd2-coefficients of F is non-zero, there exists a choice of j such that (1.2) holds.

We prove Theorem 1.2 in Section 2 by generalising the technique of Fouvry–Nair–
Tenenbaum [7]. If we apply Theorem 1.2 to F (x, y) = 4x3 + 27y2, we recover [7,
Théorème 2] albeit with a more restrictive condition (1.3) as stated.

In Section 4, we use Theorem 1.2 to deduce the following statistical result on the Szpiro
ratio of elliptic curves within certain one-parameter families, ordered by naive height.
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Theorem 1.3. Let f, g ∈ Q[t] be coprime polynomials that satisfy

max

{
1

4
deg f,

1

6
deg g

}
∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . } ∪

{
1

2
,
1

3
,
1

4
, . . .

}
. (1.4)

Let E = (Et)t∈Q be the family of elliptic curves defined by

Et : y2 = x3 + f(t)x+ g(t), t ∈ Q. (1.5)

Fix constants β1 and β2 such that β1 < λ1(f, g) ⩽ κ1(f, g) < β2, where λ1 and κ1 are
defined in (4.3) and (4.4). Then for all H ⩾ 3 we have

# {E/Q : E ∈ E , H(E) ⩽ H, σ(E) /∈ (β1, β2)}
# {E/Q : E ∈ E , H(E) ⩽ H}

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends at most on β1, β2, f and g.

The constants λ1(f, g) and κ1(f, g) come from studying the factorisation of the dis-
criminant of Et, viewed as a polynomial in t. As an example, suppose that f, g ∈ Z[t]
are coprime in Q[t], and n = max

{
1
4
deg f, 1

6
deg g

}
is a positive integer. Write t = a/b,

where a and b are coprime integers. Then Et is Q-isomorphic to

y2 = x3 + F (a, b)x+G(a, b),

where F (a, b) := b4nf(a/b) and G(a, b) := b6ng(a/b) are integral binary forms that are
coprime because of our choice of n. Although this model is not necessarily minimal, it
turns out that it is not very far from being so. The discriminant with respect to this
model is a constant multiple of D(a, b) := b12nd(a/b), which has degree 12n. Suppose that
Di are the distinct irreducible factors of D in Q[x, y]. We expect Di(a, b) to be close to
being squarefree. To obtain the value of λ1(f, g), we estimate |∆min(E)| by |D(a, b)| and
N(E) by

∏
Di(a, b). As a and b vary in an expanding box of equal side lengths, log |Di(a,b)|

log |D(a,b)|

is usually close to degDi
degD

. This suggests that λ1(f, g) = degD∑
i degDi

is the expected value of
the Szpiro ratio in this family. When the degree of Di is greater than 3, Theorem 1.2
only provides an upper bound |Di(a, b)| ⩽ (rad(Di(a, b))

degDi−2+ε for almost all (a, b), so
κ1(f, g) is defined correspondingly with the extra weight max{1, degDi − 2} in mind.

Harron–Snowden [9] (see also Cullinan–Kenney–Voight [6]) found the order of magni-
tude for the number of elliptic curves over Q of bounded height with any given torsion
subgroup G. In their work, they utilised the fact that for a majority of permissible
groups G, there exists f, g ∈ Q[t] such that any elliptic curve E with torsion subgroup
E(Q)tors ∼= G is Q-isomophic to some Et of the form (1.5). This provides us with the
setup for dealing with families of elliptic curves with prescribed torsion.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.3, we show that almost all elliptic curves with any
prescribed torsion subgroup G have Szpiro ratio arbitrarily close to the expected value
βG, when ordered by naive height.
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Theorem 1.4. Let ε > 0. Let G be a possible torsion subgroup for elliptic curves over
Q. Define

βG :=



1 if G = C1,
3
2

if G = C2,

2 if G = C3, or C2 × C2,
12
5

if G = C4,

3 if G = C5, C6, or C2 × C4,

4 if G = C7, C8, or C2 × C6,
9
2

if G = C9, or C10,
24
5

if G = C12, or C2 × C8,

where Cn denotes the cyclic group of order n. Then for all H ⩾ 3 we have

# {E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= G, H(E) ⩽ H, σ(E) /∈ (βG − ε, βG + ε)}
# {E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= G, H(E) ⩽ H}

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends at most on ε.

Since almost all elliptic curves have trivial torsion over Q, Theorem 1.4 in the case
where G is trivial, can be seen as a reformulation of [7, Théorème 2] of Fouvry–Nair–
Tenenbaum. One can also recover Wong’s result on the Szpiro ratio of Frey curves [26,
Theorem 3(b)] from the case where G = C2 × C2. For any possible G, every irreducible
factor of the discriminant polynomial arising from the parameterisation has degree at
most 3. Consequently, we can establish, up to ε, matching upper and lower bounds for
the Szpiro ratio for almost all curves with given torsion subgroup G. In the cases where
we apply Theorem 1.3, the value of βG is λ1(f, g) = κ1(f, g). As a remark, we observe
that our values of βG in Theorem 1.4 agree with the lower bounds obtained in [3] for the
modified Szpiro ratio logH(E)+O(1)

logN(E)
.

Lang [13, p. 92] conjectured that there exists an absolute constant c such that for any
elliptic curve E/Q and for any non-torsion point P ∈ E(Q), the canonical height of P is
bounded below by

ĥ(P ) ⩾ c log |∆min(E)|. (1.6)

Hindry–Silverman [10] showed that Szpiro’s conjecture implies Lang’s conjecture. Quan-
titatively, their result implies that c in (1.6) can be chosen to only depend on the Szpiro
ratio. Combining our results with [10, Theorem 0.3], we see that Lang’s conjecture holds
for almost all elliptic curves in the families covered by Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.5. (1) Let f, g ∈ Q[t] be coprime polynomials that satisfy (1.4). Let
E = (Et)t∈Q be as defined in (1.5). There exists a constant c depending only on
κ1(f, g) defined in (4.4), such that for all H ⩾ 3, we have

#

{
E/Q :

E ∈ E , H(E) ⩽ H,
(1.6) fails for some P ∈ E(Q) \ E(Q)tors

}
# {E/Q : E ∈ E , H(E) ⩽ H}

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends at most on f and g.
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(2) Let G be a possible torsion subgroup for elliptic curves over Q. There exists an
absolute constant c such that for all H ⩾ 3, we have

#

{
E/Q :

E(Q)tors ∼= G, H(E) ⩽ H,
(1.6) fails for some P ∈ E(Q) \ E(Q)tors

}
# {E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= G, H(E) ⩽ H}

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

and the implied constant is absolute.

Le Boudec studied statistical versions of Lang’s conjecture in [15, 16]. In the family of all
elliptic curves defined over Q with positive rank, he showed that on fixing c < 7/24, (1.6)
holds in a density 1 subfamily [16, Theorem 1]. This result is stronger than Theorem 1.5(2)
in the case where G is trivial, as c can be taken much larger than what follows from
applying the bound in [10, Theorem 0.3].

Another immediate consequence of Theorem 1.3, Theorem 1.4 and [10, Theorem 0.7] is
the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let S be a finite set of places of Q including the archimedean place and
RS be the ring of S-integers of Q. Let E(RS) denote the set of solutions x, y ∈ RS to the
minimal short Weierstrass equation for E/Q.

(1) Let f, g ∈ Q[t] be coprime polynomials that satisfy (1.4). Let E = (Et)t∈Q be
as defined in (1.5). There exists a constant c depending only on κ1(f, g) defined
in (4.4), such that for all H ⩾ 3, we have

#
{
E/Q : E ∈ E , H(E) ⩽ H, #E(RS) ⩾ c|S|+rankE(Q)

}
# {E/Q : E ∈ E , H(E) ⩽ H}

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends at most on f and g.
(2) Let G be a possible torsion subgroup for elliptic curves over Q. There exists an

absolute constant c such that for all H ⩾ 3, we have
#
{
E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= G, H(E) ⩽ H, #E(RS) ⩾ c|S|+rankE(Q)

}
# {E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= G, H(E) ⩽ H}

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

and the implied constant is absolute.

It is probable that, with additional effort, stronger versions of Theorem 1.6 could be
derived from Alpöge and Ho’s upper bound for #E(RS) in [1, Theorem 1.2], but this will
not be explored here.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Tim Browning and Matteo Verzobio
for useful comments and discussions.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.2

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 2.1, which implies Theorem 1.2.
Fix a positive integer k. Given a k-tuple of positive real numbers B = (B1, . . . , Bk),

consider x = (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ Zk such that |xi| ⩽ Bi for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ k. Let

X := max {Be1
1 . . . Bek

k : the xe11 . . . xekk -coefficient of F is non-zero} ,
Y := maxBi,

Z := minBi.

Fix a polynomial F ∈ Z[x] which satisfies the following assumptions:
(A1) F has total degree d ⩾ 1 and has no repeated polynomial factors over Q.
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(A2) The xd1-coefficient of F (x) is non-zero.
(A3) There exists i such that Bi = Y such that F and ∂

∂xi
F have no common factor in

the ring Z[x].

Theorem 2.1. Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A1), (A2) and (A3). Let B1, . . . , Bk ⩾ 3
such that

log Y ≪ logZ (2.1)
and

X ≪ B1Y
d−1. (2.2)

If d ⩾ 3, further assume that τ > d−1
d−r , where τ := τ(d− 1) denotes the number of divisors

of d− 1, and r is the number of distinct irreducible factors of F over Q. Fix a constant
β > max {1, d− 2}. Then

1

B1 . . . Bk

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, |F (x)| ⩾ rad(F (x))β

}
≪ (log logZ)max{1,d−r}

(logZ)δd(r)
,

where

δd(r) :=


1 if d = 1 or 2,

(d− 1)(d−r
d−1

− 1
τ
)

1 + (d− 1)(1− 1
τ
)

if d ⩾ 3,
(2.3)

and the implied constant depends at most on β, F , and the implied constants in (2.1)
and (2.2).

Note that in particular τ ⩾ 2 in (2.1) whenever d ⩾ 3. Theorem 1.2 follows from
Theorem 2.1 by putting in r = 1 and relabelling the variables such that (A2) and (2.2)
are satisfied. The assumption that F is irreducible in Q[x] and d ⩾ 1 implies (A1)
and (A3).

2.1. Preliminaries. We collect some results which are the ingredients of the proof of
Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.2 (Geometric sieve [4, Lemma 2.1]). Let B1, . . . , Bk, H,M ⩾ 2 and let f1, . . . , fr ∈
Z[x] be polynomials with no common factor in the ring Z[x], and having degrees at most
d and coefficients with absolute value less than H. Let V := B1 . . . Bk. Then

#

{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi for i ⩽ k,

∃p > M, p | fj(x) for j ⩽ r

}
≪ V log(V H)

M logM
+
V log(V H)

minBi

,

where the implied constant is only allowed to depend on d and k.

Lemma 2.3 (Larger sieve [11]). Suppose that S is a set of prime powers. Let Ωq ⊂ Z/qZ
for all q ∈ S. Then

# {x ∈ Z : |x| ⩽ X, x mod q ∈ Ωq for all q ∈ S} ⩽

∑
q∈S Λ(q)− logX∑
q∈S

Λ(q)
#Ωq

− logX
, (2.4)

provided that the denominator is positive.

Lemma 2.4 (Large sieve [12, Theorem 4.1]). Let Ωp ⊂ Fkp for all prime p. Then

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, x mod p ∈ Ωp for all p ⩽ Q

}
≪
∏k

i=1(Bi +Q2)

L(Q)
,
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where

L(Q) =
∑

1⩽n⩽Q

µ2(n)
∏
p|n

pk −#Ωp

#Ωp

.

Lemma 2.5 (Tenenbaum [24, Lemme 2]). Suppose λ1 > 0 and 0 < λ2 < 2. Let f be a
multiplicative function such that

0 ⩽ f(pv) ⩽ λ1λ
v
2 for every p ⩾ 2, v ⩾ 1.

Then uniformly for all X, t, T ⩾ 2, we have∑
1⩽n⩽X
nt⩾T

f(n) ≪ X

logX
exp

(
−λ3

log T

log t
+
∑
p⩽X

f(p)

p

)
,

where λ3 depends only on λ2, and the implied constant depends only on λ1 and λ2.

2.2. Level of distribution estimates. Define

ρ(q) :=
1

qk
#
{
x ∈ (Z/qZ)k : F (x) ≡ 0 mod q

}
.

Also define
T (q,B) := #

{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, q | F (x)

}
.

We have an upper bound

T (q,B) ≪ ρ(q)qk
k∏
i=1

(
Bi

q
+ 1

)
.

When q ⩽ Z, clearly
T (q,B) ≪ ρ(q)B1 . . . Bk. (2.5)

Lemma 2.6. Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A1). Then

ρ(pv) ≪


p−1 if v = 1,

p−2 if 2 ⩽ v ⩽ 2d,

p−
v
d if v > 2d,

(2.6)

where the implied constant depends at most on F .

Proof. Lang–Weil estimates [14] implies

ρ(p) ≪ p−1.

Under the assumption (A1), Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.8 in [5] provide the upper bound

ρ(pv) ≪ min
{
p−2, p−

v
d

}
,

when v ⩾ 2. □

Lemma 2.7 ([5, Lemma 2.5]). Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A1). Then∑
p⩽X

ρ(p) = r log logX +O(1),

where r is the number of distinct irreducible factors of F in Q[x]. The implied constant
depends only on F .
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2.3. Splitting into cases. To prove Theorem 2.1, we will largely follow the proof of
Théorème 2 in work of Fouvry–Nair–Tenenbaum [7, Section 3] with some necessary gen-
eralisations.

Define
r(n,B) := #

{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, F (x) = n

}
.

Write
V := B1 . . . Bk.

Take the following parameters

t := (logB1)
2, T :=

(
B1

logB1

)1− d−2
β

, T1 := Y (log Y )1−δ, (2.7)

where δ := δd(r) as in (2.3). We want to bound

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, |F (x)| ⩾ rad(F (x))β

}
=

∑
n∈Z

|n|⩾rad(n)β

r(n,B). (2.8)

Given n ∈ Z, we write
nt :=

∏
p⩽t

pvp(n).

We will split the sum (2.8) into the following cases:
(C1) |n| ⩽ B1

logB1
.

(C2) nt ⩾ T .
(C3) p2 | n for some t < p ⩽ T1.
(C4) d ⩾ 3 and pd−1 | n for some p > T1.
We now deduce that (C4) is enough to cover the case when (C1), (C2), (C3) all fail.

Assume that |n| > B1

logB1
, nt < T , p2 ∤ n for every t < p ⩽ T1. If d ⩽ 2, p2 | n ≪ Y d

implies that p ≪ Y , so this contradicts with p > T1 when Y is large enough. Suppose
d ⩾ 3 and recall that |n| ⩾ rad(n)β. If vp(n) ⩽ d− 2 for all p > t, then

|n|
T

<
|n|
nt

⩽
∏
p⩾t

pd−2 ⩽ rad(n)d−2 ⩽ |n|
d−2
β ,

which contradicts with |n| > B1

logB1
and T = ( B1

logB1
)1−

d−2
β . Therefore we end up with

vp(n) ⩾ d− 1 for some prime p > T1, which corresponds to (C4).

2.4. Case (C1).

Lemma 2.8. Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A2). Let F ∈ Z[x] be a non-constant
polynomial. For B1, . . . , Bk ⩾ 3, we have∑

|n|⩽B1/ logB1

r(n,B) ≪ V

logB1

,

where the implied constant depends at most on F .

Proof. Fixing x2, . . . , xk and n, we obtain a degree d polynomial in x1, so there are at
most d possible x1. The number of choices of x2, . . . , xk is O(V/B1) and the number of
choices of n is O(B1/ logB1). □
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2.5. Case (C2).

Lemma 2.9. Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A1). For B1, . . . , Bk, T ⩾ 3 and 3 ⩽ t ⩽ Z,
we have ∑

n
nt⩾T

r(n,B) ≪ V

log T

(
log t+

t1+
1
d

Z
1
d

(logX)2

log t

)
, (2.9)

where the implied constant depends at most on F .

Proof. We have ∑
n∈Z
nt⩾T

r(n,B) ⩽
∑
n

r(n,B)
log nt
log T

,

so we want to estimate∑
n∈Z

r(n,B) log nt =
∑
p⩽t

∑
v⩾1
pv⩽X

T (pv,B) log pv =
∑
p⩽t

log p
∑
v⩾1
pv⩽X

T (pv,B)v. (2.10)

Split the inner sum according to whether pv ⩽ Z or pv > Z. If pv ⩽ Z, we apply (2.5),

T (pv,B) ≪ ρ(pv)V.

By (2.6), we have∑
v⩾1
pv⩽Z

ρ(pv)v ≪ 1

p
+
∑

2⩽v⩽2d

v

p2
+
∑
v>2d

v

p
v
d

≪ 1

p
+
d2

p2
+

d2

p2(log p)2
≪ 1

p
,

so ∑
v⩾1
pv⩽Z

T (pv,B)v ≪ 1

p
V. (2.11)

If pv > Z, let mp denote the integer such that pmp ⩽ Z < pmp+1. Since t ⩽ Z, mp must
be positive. We have by (2.5),

T (pv,B) ⩽ T (pmp ,B) ≪ ρ(pmp)V,

and by (2.6),

ρ(pmp) ≪ p−
mp
d ⩽ p−

1
d
( logZ
log p

−1) ⩽ (p/Z)
1
d .

Therefore ∑
v⩾1

Z<pv⩽X

T (pv,B)v ≪ V
∑
v⩾1

Z<pv⩽X

p
1
dv

Z
1
d

≪ V
p

1
d

Z
1
d

(
logX

log p

)2

. (2.12)

Combining the two cases (2.11) and (2.12), we can bound (2.10) by

≪ V
∑
p⩽t

(
log p

p
+
p

1
d (logX)2

Z
1
d log p

)
≪ V

(
log t+

t1+
1
d

Z
1
d

(logX)2

log t

)
.

Therefore we have shown (2.9) as required. □



10 STEPHANIE CHAN

2.6. Case (C3).

Lemma 2.10. Assume that F and ∂
∂x1
F have no common factor in the ring Z[x]. Then

for all B1, . . . , Bk ⩾ 3, we have∑
n∈Z

p2|n for some t<p⩽T1

r(n,B) ≪ V log V

t log t
+
V log V

Z
+

T1
log T1

k∏
i=2

Bi, (2.13)

where the implied constant depends at most on F .

Proof. We split the sum according to whether ∂
∂x1
F mod p is non-zero∑

n∈Z
p2|n for some t<p⩽T1

r(n,B) ≪
∑

t<p⩽T1

S1(p) + S2,

where

S1(p) := #

{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, F (x) ≡ 0 mod p2,

∂

∂x1
F (x) ̸≡ 0 mod p

}
,

S2 := #

{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, F (x) ≡

∂

∂x1
F (x) ≡ 0 mod p for some p > t

}
.

We first bound S1(p). Viewing x2, . . . , xk as fixed, we can Hensel lift each solution
t mod p such that F (t, x2, . . . , xk) ≡ 0 mod p, ∂

∂t
F (t, x2, . . . , xk) ̸≡ 0 mod p to a unique

solution x1 mod p2 such that F (x) ≡ 0 mod p2. Since ∂
∂t
F (t, x2, . . . , xk) ̸≡ 0 mod p, the

degree of F (t, x2, . . . , xk) mod p in t must be positive, so we can simply bound the number
of such t mod p by the degree of F . We conclude that

S1(p) ≪
(
B1

p2
+ 1

) k∏
i=2

Bi.

Summing over t < p ⩽ T1, we have∑
t<p⩽T1

S1(p) ≪
∑

t<p⩽T1

(
B1

p2
+ 1

) k∏
i=2

Bi ≪
(

B1

t log t
+

T1
log T1

) k∏
i=2

Bi. (2.14)

For S2, apply Lemma 2.2 to get

S2 ≪
V log V

t log t
+
V log V

Z
. (2.15)

Summing the upper bounds from (2.14) and (2.15) gives (2.13). □

2.7. Case (C4). We will prove Lemma 2.11 in this subsection, which handles the re-
maining case (C4).

Lemma 2.11. Suppose d ⩾ 3. Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A1) and (A2). Let r be
the number of irreducible factors of F over Q. For all B1, . . . , Bk ⩾ 3 satisfying (2.1)
and (2.2), we have ∑

n∈Z\{0}
pd−1|n for some p>T1

r(n,B) ≪ V
(log logZ)d−r

(logZ)δ
,

where T1 = Y (log Y )1−δ and δ = δd(r) as defined in (2.3). The implied constant depends
at most on F .
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For b := (b2, . . . , bk) ∈ Zk−1, define Fb ∈ Z[x] by

Fb(x) := F (x,b) = F (x, b2, . . . , bk).

Given a non-zero integer n, we may factorise n as mzd−1, where m is (d − 1)-th power
free. If pd−1 | n for some p > T1, then p | z, so |m| ⩽ |n|

T d−1
1

. Therefore we have the upper
bound ∑

n∈Z\{0}
pd−1|n for some p>T1

r(n,B)

⩽
∑

0<|m|⩽ X

Td−1
1

µ2(|m|)
∑

b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

#

{
x ∈ Z :

|x| ⩽ B1,
Fb(x) = mzd−1 for some z ∈ Z

}
. (2.16)

Lemma 2.12. Suppose F (x) ∈ Z[x] has degree d ⩾ 3 and let ℓ be a positive integer
coprime to d. Let m be a positive integer, and

ϱ(m) := # {x ∈ Z/mZ : F (x) ≡ 0 mod m} .
Then for all B ⩾ m, we have

#
{
x ∈ Z : |x| ⩽ B, F (x) = mzℓ for some z ∈ Z

}
≪ ϱ(m)

(
B

m

) 1
τ(ℓ)

exp

 1

τ(ℓ)

∑
p|m

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1)

 ,

where the implied constant depends only on leading coefficient and degree of F .

Proof. Let c0 be the leading coefficient of F (x). Let

N(p) := #
{
(x, z) ∈ F2

p : F (x) ≡ mzℓ mod p
}
.

Since d and ℓ are coprime, F (x)−mzℓ is irreducible in Fp[x, z] as long as p ∤ mc0 by [20,
Chapter III Theorem 1B]. Therefore Lang–Weil estimates [14] imply that N(p) = p +
O(

√
p) when p ∤ mc0. Let α1, . . . , αϱ(m) denote the solutions of F (x) ≡ 0 mod m. Split

the set according to x mod m to obtain

#
{
x ∈ Z : |x| ⩽ B, F (x) = mzℓ for some z ∈ Z

}
=

ϱ(m)∑
i=1

#

{
x ∈ Z :

|x| ⩽ B, x ≡ αi mod m,
F (x) = mzℓ for some z ∈ Z

}
.

Take P to be a parameter which will be specified later. For each fixed i, we apply
Lemma 2.3 with

Ωq :=

{
{αi mod q} if q | m,

{x mod p : F (x) ≡ mzℓ mod p for some z} if q = p ⩽ P and p ∤ m,

and S the union of primes c0 < p ⩽ P and all prime powers dividing m. Note that when
p ∤ m, given a ∈ F×

p , mzℓ ≡ a mod p has gcd(ℓ, p − 1)-many solutions for z mod p. We
find that

#Ωq =

{
1 if q | m,

1
gcd(ℓ,p−1)

(N(p)− ϱ(p)) + ϱ(p) if p = q ⩽ P and p ∤ m,
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so the denominator from the upper bound in (2.4) becomes∑
q∈S

Λ(q)

#Ωq

− logB = logm+
∑

c0<p⩽P
p∤m

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1)

(
1 +O

(
1
√
p

))
− logB

= log
(m
B

)
+
∑

c0<p⩽P

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1)−

∑
p|m

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1) +O(1).

We can rewrite the second term as∑
c0<p⩽P

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1) =

∑
k∈(Z/ℓZ)×

gcd(ℓ, k − 1)
∑

c0<p⩽P
p≡k mod ℓ

log p

p

=
1

#(Z/ℓZ)×
∑

k∈(Z/ℓZ)×
gcd(ℓ, k − 1) · logP +O(1)

= τ(ℓ) · logP +O(1),

where the last equality follows from Menon’s identity. Then∑
q∈S

Λ(q)

#Ωq

− logB = log
(m
B
P τ(ℓ)

)
+O(1)−

∑
p|m

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1). (2.17)

Taking

P := c

(
B

m

) 1
τ(ℓ)

exp

 1

τ(ℓ)

∑
p|m

log p

p
gcd(ℓ, p− 1)


for some large enough constant c ensures that (2.17) is greater than 1. The bound
from (2.4) now becomes

≪
∑
q∈S

Λ(q)− logB ⩽ logm+
∑
p⩽P

log p− logB ≪ P,

which is sufficient. □

For Fb(x) = F (x,b), define

ϱb(m) := # {x ∈ Z/mZ : Fb(x) ≡ 0 mod m} .

The degree of Fb(x) is d and the leading constant does not depend on b because of the
assumption (A2). Applying Lemma 2.12 to Fb and −Fb, we can bound (2.16) by

∑
n∈Z\{0}

pd−1|n for some p>T1

r(n,B) ≪
∑

1⩽m⩽ X

Td−1
1

µ2(m)

(
B1

m

) 1
τ

f(m)
∑

b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(m), (2.18)

where τ = τ(d− 1) and

f(m) :=
∏
p|m

(
1 +

2(d− 1)

τ
· log p

p

)
(2.19)

is a multiplicative function.
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Lemma 2.13. Assume that F ∈ Z[x] satisfies (A1) and (A2). Suppose that F has r
irreducible factors over Q. Write

mT2 :=
∏
p⩽T2

pvp(m).

Then for all T2, B2, . . . , Bk,M ⩾ 2, we have∑
1⩽m⩽M
mT2⩽

√
B

µ2(m)f(m)
∑

b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(m) ≪M
(logM)d−1

(log T2)d−r

k∏
i=2

Bi,

where B := min{B2, . . . , Bk}, f is the multiplicative function defined in (2.19), and the
implied constant depends only on F .

Proof. First fix a positive squarefree integer m such that mT2 ⩽
√
B.

Fixing b, we have ρb(p) ⩽ d as long as p does not divide the coefficient of xd1 in F , so
by (A2) there are only finitely many exceptions to this upper bound. Then∑

b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(m) ≪ d#{p>T2:p|m}
∑

b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(mT2).

Take B′ to be a multiple of mT2 such that B′ ⩾ B2. Then∑
b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(mT2) ≪
mT2

B′ #

{
x ∈ Zk : |x1| ⩽ B′, |xi| ⩽ Bi for 2 ⩽ i ⩽ k,

F (x) ≡ 0 mod m

}
.

To apply Lemma 2.4, define

Ωp :=

{{
x ∈ Fkp : F (x) ≡ 0 mod p

}
if p | mT2 ,

Fkp otherwise.

Let

cp :=
1

pk−1
#
{
x ∈ Fkp : F (x) ≡ 0 mod p

}
.

We apply the large sieve in Lemma 2.4 with

L(
√
B) =

∑
1⩽t⩽

√
B

t|mT2

∏
p|t

pk −#Ωp

#Ωp

⩾
∑
t|mT2

∏
p|t

pk −#Ωp

#Ωp

⩾
∏
p|mT2

pk

#Ωp

⩾
∏
p|mT2

p

cp
.

We obtain ∑
b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(mT2) ≪
mT2

B′ B
′
k∏
i=2

Bi

∏
p|mT2

cp
p

=
k∏
i=2

Bi

∏
p|mT2

cp. (2.20)

The next step is to sum (2.20) overm with the multiplicative factor µ2(m)f(m)d#{p>T2:p|m}.
By (2.6) and (A1), cp is bounded by some constant depending only on F . Lemma 2.7
and (A1) imply that∑

p⩽T2

cp
p

= r log log T2 +O(1) and
∑
p⩽T2

cp log p

p2
= O(1).
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Therefore by [25], we have∑
1⩽m⩽M
mT2⩽

√
B

µ2(m)f(m)
∑

b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(m) ≪
n∏
i=2

Bi ·
∑

1⩽m⩽M
mT2⩽

√
B

µ2(m)f(m)
∏
p|mT2

cp
∏
p|m
p>T2

d

≪ M

logM

n∏
i=2

Bi · exp

(∑
p⩽T2

f(p)

p
cp +

∑
T2<p⩽M

f(p)

p
d

)

≪M · (logM)d−1

(log T2)d−r
·
n∏
i=2

Bi

as claimed. □

Lemma 2.14. Let d > 0 and let f be the multiplicative function defined in (2.19). There
exists some constant c > 0 depending only on d such that∑

m⩽M
mT2>

√
B

µ2(m)f(m)dω(m) ≪M(logM)d−1 exp

(
−c logB

log T2

)

for all T2, B,M ⩾ 2. The implied constant depends only on d.

Proof. Apply Lemma 2.5 to the multiplicative function f(m)dω(m). We get an upper
bound

≪ M

logM
exp

(
−c logB

log T2
+
∑
p⩽M

d · f(p)
p

)
≪M(logM)d−1 exp

(
−c logB

log T2

)
.

□

Proof of Lemma 2.11. We will bound (2.18). We use the fact thatB = min{B2, . . . , Bk} ⩾
Z. Take

T2 := exp

(
c logZ

(d− r) log logZ

)
,

where c is the constant from Lemma 2.14. Then it follows from Lemma 2.13 and
Lemma 2.14 that∑
M<m⩽2M

µ2(m)f(m)

(
B1

m

) 1
τ ∑
b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(m) ≪
(
M

B1

)1− 1
τ

V (logM)d−1

(
log logZ

logZ

)d−r
.

Now splitting the sum (2.18) over dyadic intervals, we have

∑
1⩽m⩽ X

Td−1
1

µ2(m)f(m)

(
B1

m

) 1
τ ∑
b∈Zk−1

|bi|⩽Bi

ϱb(m)

≪
(

X

B1T
d−1
1

)1− 1
τ

V · (log Y )d−1

(
log logZ

logZ

)d−r
.

Recall that T1 = Y (log Y )1−δ. The assumptions (2.2) and (2.1) implies that
X

T d−1
1

≪ B1

(log Y )(1−δ)(d−1)
≪ B1

(logZ)(1−δ)(d−1)
.
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Therefore we conclude that∑
n∈Z\{0}

pd−1|n for some p>T1

r(n,B) ≪ V

(logZ)(1−δ)(d−1)(1− 1
τ
)
(log Y )d−1

(
log logZ

logZ

)d−r

≪ V
(log logZ)d−r

(logZ)(d−1)( d−r
d−1

−δ(1− 1
τ
)− 1

τ
)
,

where we have applied the bound (2.1). The proof is complete on verifying that the choice
of δ satisfies (d− 1)(d−r

d−1
− δ(1− 1

τ
)− 1

τ
) = δ. □

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Put together the error terms from Lemma 2.8, Lemma 2.9, Lemma 2.10
and Lemma 2.11 with the choice of parameters given in 2.7. □

3. Some consequences of Theorem 1.2

To facilitate the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4, we establish two variants of
Theorem 1.2 in this section, namely Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose F ∈ Z[x] has total degree d ⩾ 1. Write

F (x) = c0F1(x)
e1F2(x)

e2 . . . Fr(x)
er ,

where c0 ∈ Q, Fi ∈ Z[x] are pairwise coprime, irreducible over Q, and having total degrees
di ⩾ 1. Let B1, . . . , Bk ⩾ 3 such that (1.3) holds. Assume that for every Fi, there exists
some j such that xdij -coefficients is non-zero and

Be1
1 . . . Bek

k ≪ (maxBi)
di−1Bj

for all integer k-tuple (e1, . . . , ek) such that the xe11 . . . xekk -coefficient of Fi is non-zero. Let
wi := max {1, di − 2}. Fix a constant β > 1. Then we have

1

B1 . . . Bk

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, |F1(x)|

1
w1 · · · |Fr(x)|

1
wr ⩾ rad(F (x))β

}
≪ (log logB1)

2

(logB1)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends at most on β, F and the implied constants in (1.3).

Theorem 3.3 provides a result that is specific to binary forms. To state Theorem 3.3,
we require the following definition.

Definition 3.2. Let F (x, y) ∈ Z[x, y] be a binary form of degree d ⩾ 1. Write

F (x, y) = c0F0(x, y)
e0F1(x, y)

e1F2(x, y)
e2 . . . Fψ(x, y)

eψ ,

where F0(x, y) = y, e0 ⩾ 0, e1, . . . , eψ ⩾ 1, c0 ∈ Q and such that Fi ∈ Z[x, y] are pairwise
coprime homogeneous polynomials that are irreducible over Q. For a positive integer m,
define

κ(m,F ) :=
md

δ0
w0

+ δ1
w1

+ · · ·+ δψ
wψ

, (3.1)

and
λ(m,F ) :=

md

δ0 + δ1 + · · ·+ δψ
, (3.2)

where

δi :=

{
m degFi if 1 ⩽ i ⩽ ψ,

1e0⩾1 if i = 0,



16 STEPHANIE CHAN

and

wi :=

{
max {1, δi − 2} if x ∤ Fi(x, y),

1 if x | Fi(x, y).

Define
B(B1, B2) :=

{
(a, b) ∈ Z2 : |a| ⩽ B1, |b| ⩽ B2

}
.

Theorem 3.3. Let F ∈ Z[x, y] be a binary form of degree d ⩾ 1. Fix a constant β >
κ(m,F ), where κ is defined in (3.1). Then for all X ⩾ 3 we have

1

X
m+1
md

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B

(
X

1
d , X

1
md

)
: rad(F (a, bm))β ⩽ X

}
≪ (log logX)2

(logX)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends at most on β, F , and m. Moreover

rad(F (a, bm))λ(m,F ) ≪ X for all (a, b) ∈ B
(
X

1
d , X

1
md

)
,

where λ is defined in (3.2) and the implied constant depends only on F and m.

3.1. Common prime factors of polynomials. We will prove Theorem 3.1 through the
next two lemmas. As before, write

V := B1 . . . Bk.

Lemma 3.4. Let F1, F2 ∈ Z[x] be coprime in Q[x]. Then for B1, . . . , Bk, X ⩾ 2, we have

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, rad (gcd(F1(x), F2(x))) ⩾ X

}
≪ V

logX
+
V log V

minBi

,

where the implied constant depends only on F1 and F2.

Proof. Let Z = minBi. By Lemma 2.2, we can assume that any p | gcd(F1(x), F2(x)) is
less than Z with

≪ V log V

Z
many exceptions.

Let
r(g,B) := #

{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, rad (gcd(F1(x), F2(x))) = g

}
and

T (p,B) := #
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, F1(x) ≡ F2(x) ≡ 0 mod p

}
.

Suppose g = rad (gcd(F1(x), F2(x))). Since F1, F2 are coprime, for sufficiently large p,

T (p,B) ≪
k∏
i=1

(
Bi

p2
+ 1

)
≪ V

p2

as long as p ⩽ Z. Then ∑
g⩾X

p|g⇒p⩽Z

r(g,B) ⩽
∑
g

p|g⇒p⩽Z

r(g,B)
log g

logX
. (3.3)

We have the bound∑
g

p|g⇒p⩽Z

r(g,B) log g =
∑
p⩽Z

T (p,B) log p≪ V
∑
p⩽Z

log p

p2
≪ V.

Putting this back into (3.3) gives the required upper bound. □
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Lemma 3.5. Let F1, F2, . . . , Fr ∈ Z[x] pairwise coprime in Q[x]. Then for B1, . . . , Bk, X ⩾
2, we have

#
{
x ∈ Zk : |xi| ⩽ Bi, rad(F1(x)) · · · rad(Fr(x)) ⩾ X rad(F1(x) . . . Fr(x))

}
≪ V

logX
+
V log V

minBi

,

where the implied constant depends only F1, . . . , Fr.

Proof. Observe that

rad(F1(x)) · · · rad(Fr(x)) ⩽ rad(F1(x) . . . Fr(x))
∏
i,j
i ̸=j

gcd(rad(Fi(x)), rad(Fj(x))).

By Lemma 3.4, gcd(rad(Fi(x)), rad(Fj(x))) ⩽ X
1
r2 holds for all i ̸= j with at most

O( V
logX

+ V log V
minBi

) exceptions. □

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Apply Theorem 1.2 to each of F1, . . . Fr. Therefore we can assume
that |Fi(x)| < rad(Fi(x))

βi for all i by fixing some βi > wi. Then

|F1(x)|
1
β1 |F2(x)|

1
β2 . . . |Fr(x)|

1
βr < rad(F1(x)) rad(F2(x)) · · · rad(Fr(x)).

Let Z := minBi. By Lemma 3.5, we can assume that

rad(F1(x)) rad(F2(x)) · · · rad(Fr(x)) ⩽ rad(F (x))Zε,

where ε > 0. By Lemma 2.8, we can assume Z
logZ

< |Fi(x)|. Pick ε small enough so that
1
wiβ

< 1
βi
− 2

r
ε for all i, then

|F1(x)|
1

w1β |F2(x)|
1

w2β . . . |Fr(x)|
1

wrβ < rad(F (x)).

The number of exceptions is acceptable noting the assumption (1.3). □

3.2. Binary form estimates. To prove Theorem 3.3, we have to utilise the fact that F
is a binary form.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose F (x, y) ∈ Z[x, y] is a binary form of degree d ⩾ 1 with non-zero
discriminant. Let m be a positive integer and 0 < ε < 1

m
. Then for all Y ⩾ 2, we have

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B

(
Y, Y

1
m

)
: 0 < |F (a, bm)| ⩽ Y d−ε

}
≪ Y 1+ 1

m
− 1
md

ε,

where the implied constant depends at most on F , m and ε.

Proof. Let

δ :=

{
1
m

(
1− 1

d−1
ε
)

if d ̸= 1,
1
m
− ε if d = 1.

Trivially
#
{
(a, b) ∈ Z2 : |a| ⩽ Y, |b| ⩽ Y δ

}
⩽ Y 1+δ,

so it suffices to bound

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B

(
Y, Y

1
m

)
: |b| > Y δ, 0 < |F (a, bm)| ⩽ Y d−ε

}
. (3.4)

Let f(t) = F (t, 1), so F (a, bm) = bmdf( a
bm
) and 0 < |F (a, bm)| ⩽ Y d−ε implies

0 <
∣∣∣f ( a

bm

)∣∣∣ ⩽ Y d−ε

|b|md
,
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when b ̸= 0. By hypothesis we have that the degree of f is d or d−1, and the discriminant
of f is non-zero. The degree of f is at least 1 unless F (x, y) = cy for some integer c.
If F (x, y) = cy, there are O(Y )-many possible a and |bm| ≪ Y 1−ε, so we have an upper
bound of O(Y 1+ 1

m
(1−ε)) as required. Therefore let us assume that deg f ⩾ 1.

Let ξ1, . . . , ξr be the real roots of f . By [8, Lemma 2.3(ii)], there exists some i such
that

0 <
∣∣∣ a
bm

− ξi

∣∣∣≪ Y d−ε

|b|md
,

equivalently

0 < |a− ξib
m| ≪ Y d−ε

|b|m(d−1)
.

Given b, there are

O

(
Y d−ε

|b|m(d−1)
+ 1

)
many possible a.

Now sum over Y δ < |b| ⩽ Y
1
m . We have

∑
Y δ<|b|⩽Y

1
m

(
Y d−ε

|b|m(d−1)
+ 1

)
≪


Y d−ε−δ(m(d−1)−1) + Y

1
m if m(d− 1) ⩾ 2,

Y 2−ε log Y + Y if d = 2 and m = 1,

Y 1+ 1
m
−ε + Y

1
m if d = 1.

This allows us to bound (3.4) by

≪

{
Y 1+δ if m(d− 1) ⩾ 3 or d = 1,

Y 2−ε log Y + Y ≪ Y 2− 1
2
ε if d = 2 and m = 1,

which is sufficient. □

We remove the non-zero discriminant by applying Lemma 3.6 to each irreducible factor
of F (x, y). It will also be convenient for our later applications to drop the contribution
from the primes 2 and 3 to the size of F (x, y).

Lemma 3.7. Suppose F (x, y) ∈ Z[x, y] is a binary form of degree d ⩾ 1. Let m be a
positive integer and 0 < ε < 1

m
. Then

#

{
(a, b) ∈ B

(
Y, Y

1
m

)
: 0 <

∏
p ̸=2,3

pvp(F (a,bm)) ⩽ Y d−ε

}
≪ Y 1+ 1

m

log Y
,

where the implied constant depends at most on F , m and ε.

Proof. Write
F (x, y) = c0F1(x, y) . . . Fψ(x, y),

where F1, . . . , Fψ ∈ Z[x, y] are irreducible polynomials with positive degrees (not neces-
sarily distinct), and c0 ∈ Q. Let di be the degree of Fi.

Apply Lemma 2.9 to each F (a, bm) with t = 3, then we can assume that

2v2(Fi(a,b
m))3v3(Fi(a,b

m)) ⩽ Y
1
2ψ
ε

with the number of exceptions bounded by

≪ Y 1+ 1
m

log Y
.
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If 0 < |F (a, bm)| ≪ Y d− 1
2
ε, then there must be some i such that 0 < |F (a, bm)| ≪

Y di− 1
2ψ
ε. Apply Lemma 3.6 to each Fi, we have an upper bound

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B

(
Y, Y

1
m

)
: 0 < |Fi(a, bm)| ⩽ Y di− 1

2ψ
ε
}
≪ Y

1+ 1
m
− 1

2mdiψ
ε
.

Summing this upper bound over i completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Take ε > 0 small enough such that there exists β0 satisfying
( 1
κ(m,F )

− ε)β > β0 > 1. By Theorem 3.1, we may assume that

rad(F (a, bm))β0 ≫ |b|
1
w0

1e0⩾1 |F1(a, b
m)|

1
w1 · · · |Fψ(a, bm)|

1
wψ .

Apply Lemma 3.6 with Y = X
1
d , we may assume that |Fi(a, bm)| > X

degFi
d

− 1
ψ+1

ε. Then

rad(F (a, bm))β0 ≫ X
1

κ(m,F )
−ε,

which implies that rad(F (a, bm))β > X for large enough X as required.
For the final claim,

rad(F (a, bm)) ≪ |F0(a, b
m)|1e0⩾1|F1(a, b

m)| · · · |Fψ(a, bm)| ≪ X
1
md

(δ0+···+δψ),

where δ0, . . . , δψ are as in Definition 3.2. □

4. Szpiro ratio of one-parameter families

In this section, we work towards a proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose EA,B : y2 = x3 +
Ax + B is a minimal short Weierstrass model of an elliptic curve over Q, so A,B ∈ Z,
and there exists no prime p such that p4 | A and p6 | B. The discriminant of EA,B is

∆(EA,B) = −16(4A3 + 27B2),

which is minimal at primes p ̸= 2, 3, so∏
p ̸=2,3

pvp(∆(EA,B)) ⩽ |∆min(EA,B)| ⩽ |∆(EA,B)|.

By Tate’s algorithm [23], the conductor of EA,B is

N(EA,B) =
∏
p

pfp ,

where

fp


= 0 if p ∤ ∆(EA,B),

= 1 if p | ∆(EA,B) and p ∤ A and p ̸= 2, 3,

= 2 if p | ∆(EA,B) and p | A and p ̸= 2, 3,

⩽ 8 if p = 2, 3.

Therefore

rad(∆(EA,B)) ≪
∏

p|∆(EA,B)
p ̸=2,3

p ⩽ N(EA,B) ≪ rad(gcd(A,B)) · rad(∆(EA,B)), (4.1)

where the implied constants are absolute.

Definition 4.1. Let ν ∈ {1, 2}. Define Pν to be the set of (f, g), where f, g ∈ Q[t] are
coprime polynomials such that
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• there exists positive integers n,m such that

ν ·max

{
1

4
deg f,

1

6
deg g

}
=

n

m
(4.2)

with m = 1 or n = 1,
• n = 1 if ν = 2.

We are interested the Szpiro ratio in families of elliptic curves of the form

Et : y2 = x3 + f(t)x+ g(t), t ∈ Q,

where (f, g) ∈ P1 or P2. Given t ∈ Q, write t = a/bm for some integers a, b such that
gcd(a, bm) is not divisible by any m-th power. Define the parameter height of Et by
max{|a|, |bm|}. In this section, we will study the Szpiro ratio of such families ordered by
the parameter height and by the naive height (defined in (1.1)).

We first define some constants depending on (f, g), which will serve as upper and lower
bounds for the Szpiro ratio in our results.

Definition 4.2. Suppose (f, g) ∈ Pν for some ν ∈ {1, 2}. Let m,n be the integers that
satisfy (4.2). Let d(t) := 4f(t)3 + 27g(t)2 and

D(x, y) := y
12n
νm d

(
x

ym

)
.

Define

λν(f, g) := λ(m,D) =
12n/ν

δ0 + δ1 + · · ·+ δψ
(4.3)

and

κν(f, g) := κ(m,D) =
12n/ν

δ0
w0

+ δ1
w1

+ · · ·+ δψ
wψ

, (4.4)

where λ, κ, δi and wi are as in Definition 3.2.

4.1. Ordering by parameter height. We show that σ(Et) is bounded above for almost
all t, when ordered by its parameter height.

Theorem 4.3. Let (f, g) ∈ P1. Let m,n be the integers that satisfy (4.2). Fix β >
κ1(f, g). For any H ⩾ 3, we have

1

H
m+1
12n

#
{ a

bm
∈ Q : (a, b) ∈ B

(
H

m
12n , H

1
12n

)
, σ(E a

bm
) ⩾ β

}
≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constants depend on f, g and β.

We will deduce Theorem 4.3 from the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let (f, g) ∈ Pν, ν ∈ {1, 2}. Let m,n be the integers that satisfy (4.2). Fix
β > κν(f, g). Given any a, b, c ∈ Z, let (A,B) :=

(
b

4n
ν c2f( a

bm
), b

6n
ν c3g( a

bm
)
)
. There exists

some ε > 0 depending only on β such that for any H ⩾ 3 and uniformly for 1 ⩽ c ⩽ Hε,
we have

1

H
ν(m+1)

12n

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B

(
H

νm
12n , H

ν
12n

)
: σ(EA,B) ⩾ β

}
≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constants depend on f, g and β.



SZPIRO RATIO OF ELLIPTIC CURVES WITH PRESCRIBED TORSION 21

Proof. Let F (a, bm) = b
4n
ν f(a/bm), G(a, bm) = b

6n
ν g(a/bm), andD(a, bm) = b

12n
ν (4f(a/bm)3+

27g(a/bm)2). Then
∆min(EA,B) ≪ c6D(a, bm) ⩽ H6εD(a, bm).

Applying Lemma 3.7 to D, we may assume that H1−ε ≪ |D(a, bm)| ≪ H, so

∆min(EA,B) ≪ H1+6ε.

As for the conductor, we see from (4.1) that

N(EA,B) ≫
rad(D(a, bm))

rad(gcd(F (a, bm), G(a, bm))
.

Lemma 3.4 allows us to assume that rad(gcd(F (a, bm), G(a, bm)) ⩽ Hε. Taking ε > 0 is
small enough, the claim follows from applying Theorem 3.3 with F = D, d = 12n

νm
, and

X = H. □

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Put ν = 1 and c = 1 into Lemma 4.4 and note that the curve
Et : y2 = x3+f(t)x+g(t) with t = a

bm
is Q-isomorphic to y2 = x3+F (a, bm)x+G(a, bm). □

4.2. Ordering by naive height. Now we will use the setup in [9] to convert the ordering
from parameter height to naive height.

Definition 4.5. Suppose (f, g) ∈ Pν for some ν ∈ {1, 2}. Let S(H) := Sf,g,ν(H) be the
set of pairs (A,B) ∈ Z2 satisfying all of the following conditions:

• 4A3 + 27B2 ̸= 0,
• gcd(A3, B2) is not divisible by any 12th power,
• |A| ⩽ (1

4
H)

1
3 and |B| ⩽ ( 1

27
H)

1
2 ,

• there exists u, t ∈ Q such that A = u
4
ν f(t) and B = u

6
ν g(t).

Theorem 1.3 is a special case of Theorem 4.6.

Theorem 4.6. Let (f, g) ∈ Pν, ν ∈ {1, 2}. Let m,n be the integers that satisfy (4.2).
Fix constants β1 < λν(f, g) ⩽ κν(f, g) < β2. Then for all H ⩾ 3 we have

# {(A,B) ∈ S(H) : σ(EA,B) /∈ (β1, β2)}
#S(H)

≪ (log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

,

where the implied constant depends on (f, g) and (β1, β2).

If (A,B) ∈ S(H), then EA,B : y2 = x3+Ax+B is a minimal short Weierstrass equation
with height at most H. The discriminant of EA,B is

∆(EA,B) = −16(4A3 + 27B2) = −16u12d(t).

We collect some results needed for the proof of Theorem 4.6. The first is the order of
S(H) obtained in [9].

Theorem 4.7 ([9, Theorem 1.7 and Proposition 4.1]). Let (f, g) ∈ Pν, ν ∈ {1, 2}. Let
m,n be the integers that satisfy (4.2). Then

#S(H) ≍ H
ν(m+1)

12n .

The following lemma combines [9, Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.6] and their analogues used
in the proof of [9, Proposition 4.1].
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Lemma 4.8 ([9]). Let (f, g) ∈ Pν, ν ∈ {1, 2}. Let m,n be the integers that satisfy (4.2).
There exists a finite set Q of non-zero rational numbers such that the following holds.
Suppose (u, t) ∈ Q2 such that

(
u

4
ν f(t), u

6
ν g(t)

)
∈ S(H). Write t = a

bm
, where a, b ∈ Z

such that b > 0 and gcd(a, bm) is not divisible by any m-th power. Then

u = qcbn, where q ∈ Q and

{
c = 1 if ν = 1,

c is a positive squarefree integer if ν = 2.

Moreover
a≪ (H/c6)

νm
12n and b≪ (H/c6)

ν
12n , (4.5)

where the implied constants depend only on f and g.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4.6.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Theorem 4.7 gives #S(H) ≫ H
ν(m+1)

12n , so it suffices to bound
# {(A,B) ∈ S(H) : σ(EA,B) /∈ (β1, β2)}.

Given a positive integer c, take
H̃ ≍ H/c6

such that any (a, b) satisfying (4.5) lies in B(H̃ νm
12n , H̃

ν
12n ). If ν = 1, then c = 1. If ν = 2,

by assumption n = 1, so∑
c>H

1
6 ε

#B(H̃
m
6 , H̃

1
6 ) ≪

∑
c>H

1
6 ε

(H
1
6
ε/c)m+1 ≪ H

m(1−ε)+1
6 .

Therefore we may assume c ⩽ H
1
6
ε. Since H̃ ≫ H/c6 ⩾ H1−ε, we also have c≪ H̃

ε
6(1−ε) .

First we bound the exceptions to σ(EA,B) ⩾ β2. By Lemma 4.8, if (A,B) ∈ S(H), then

A = (qcb)
4
ν f(a/bm) and B = (qcb)

6
ν g(a/bm),

where a, b satisfy (4.5), q ̸= 0 lies in some finite set, and c is squarefree. By Lemma 4.4,
choosing ε is small enough, we have uniformly for all 1 ⩽ c ⩽ H

1
6
ε, the bound

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B(H̃

νm
12n , H̃

ν
12n ) : σ(EA,B) ⩾ β2

}
≪ H̃

ν(m+1)
12n

(log log H̃)2

(log H̃)
1
2

. (4.6)

Next we bound the exceptions to σ(EA,B) ⩽ β1. Let F (a, bm) = (qbn)
4
ν f(a/bm),

G(a, bm) = (qbn)
6
ν g(a/bm), and D(a, bm) = 4F (a, bm)3 + 27G(a, bm)2, so when (A,B) ∈

S(H), we have
∆(EA,B) = −16c6D(a, bm)

We can assume by Lemma 3.4 that rad(gcd(A,B)) < H̃ε|c| ≪ H̃ε(1+ 1
6(1−ε) ) since F and G

are coprime polynomials over Q, and |c| ≪ H̃
ε

6(1−ε) . By (4.1), the conductor is bounded
by

N(EA,B) ≪ rad(gcd(A,B)) · rad(∆(EA,B)) ≪ H̃ε(1+ 1
3(1−ε) ) · rad(D(a, bm)), (4.7)

under the above assumptions. Then from (4.7) and Theorem 3.3, we have

H̃−ε(1+ 1
3(1−ε) )N(EA,B) ≪ rad(D(a, bm)) ≪ H̃

1
λν (f,g) .

Applying Lemma 3.7 to D(a, bm), we may assume that

∆min(EA,B) ≫
∏
p ̸=2,3

pvp(D(a,bm)) ≫ H̃1−ε,
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as long as (A,B) ∈ S(H). Therefore taking ε small enough such that 1
λν(f,g)

+ ε(1 +
1

3(1−ε)) < 1−ε
β1

, then putting together all the error terms, we see that the number of
exceptions to σ(EA,B) > β1, uniformly for all 1 ⩽ c ⩽ H

1
6
ε, is bounded by

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B(H̃

νm
12n , H̃

ν
12n ) : σ(EA,B) ⩽ β1, (A,B) ∈ S(H)

}
≪ H̃

ν(m+1)
12n

log H̃
. (4.8)

Combining (4.6) and (4.8), we have

#
{
(a, b) ∈ B(H̃

νm
12n , H̃

ν
12n ) : σ(EA,B) /∈ (β1, β2), (A,B) ∈ S(H)

}
≪ H̃

ν(m+1)
12n

(log log H̃)2

(log H̃)
1
2

.

When ν = 1, c = 1 so we are done once we put in H̃ ≪ H. When ν = 2, we sum the
bound over c to get

# {(A,B) ∈ S(H) : σ(EA,B) /∈ (β1, β2)} ≪
∑

1⩽c⩽H
1
6 ε

(
H

c6

)m+1
6 (log log(H/c6))2

(log(H/c6))
1
2

.

Since m ⩾ 1, the exponent of c is −(m + 1) ⩽ −2, so the sum over c in the case ν = 2
converges and we obtain the required upper bound. □

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Theorem 1.3 is a corollary of Theorem 4.6 with ν = 1. □

5. Szpiro ratio in families with prescribed torsion

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4 using Theorem 4.6. The possible
torsion subgroups of elliptic curves over Q were classified by Mazur.

Theorem 5.1 (Mazur [17, 18]). Let E be a rational elliptic curve. Then E(Q)tors is
isomorphic to one of the following groups:{

Cn for n = 1, 2, . . . , 10, 12,

C2 × C2n for n = 1, 2, 3, 4.
(5.1)

For any G permitted by (5.1), we are interested in the family of elliptic curves E/Q
with torsion subgroup E(Q)tors ∼= G. We treat the following four cases separately:

• G ̸= C3, C2, C2 × C2,
• G = C3,
• G = C2 × C2,
• G = C2.

5.1. When G ̸= C3, C2, C2 × C2. Suppose G is one of the groups in (5.1) and G ̸=
C3, C2, C2 × C2. By [9, Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.3], there exists f, g ∈ Q[t]
coprime with degrees given in Table 3, such that whenever E(Q)tors ∼= G, then E must
be Q-isomorphic to

Et : y2 = x3 + f(t)x+ g(t)

for some t ∈ Q. The explicit polynomials f(t) and g(t) given in Table 1 can be recovered by
dehomogenising the polynomials from [2, Proposition 4.3] and [2, Tables 4 to 6]. In Table 2
we give the factorisations of d(t) = 4f(t)3 + 27g(t)2. Then we can apply Theorem 4.6
with ν = 1. Since every irreducible factor of Di has degree at most 3 in all cases, we can
take wi = 1 for all i and βG = λ1(f, g) = κ1(f, g). The values of

βG =
12n

δ0 + δ1 + · · ·+ δψ



24 STEPHANIE CHAN

are computed in Table 3 from the polynomials in Table 1 and Table 2, noting that e0 =
12n
m

− deg d ⩾ 0. This proves Theorem 1.4 when G ̸= C3, C2, C2 × C2.

5.2. When G = C3. By [9, Lemma 3.5 and Proposition 3.6], other than exceptional
curves of the form y2 = x3 + b2 with b ∈ Z, any elliptic curve admitting a 3-torsion point
admits an equation of the form

y2 = x3 + f(t)x+ g(t)

with f(t) = 2t − 1
3

and g(t) = t2 − 2
3
t + 2

27
. There are O(H

1
4 )-many exceptional curves

up to height H. Scaling t appropriately transforms f and g to the polynomials given in
Table 1. Then as in the previous case, the case when G = C3 follows from Theorem 4.6
with ν = 1.

5.3. When G = C2 × C2. By [9, Proposition 4.2], an elliptic curve given by y2 = x3 +
Ax+B has full rational 2-torsion if and only if there exist u, t ∈ Q, such that A = u2f(t)
and B = u3g(t), with f(t) = −1

3
(t2 − t + 1) and g(t) = 1

27
(−2t3 + 3t2 + 3t − 2). We

compute
d(t) = 4f(t)3 + 27g(t)2 = −t2(t− 1)2.

Apply Theorem 4.6 with ν = 2 proves Theorem 1.4 when G = C2 × C2.

5.4. When G = C2. By [9, Lemma 5.1], an elliptic curve given by y2 = x3 + Ax + B
with A,B ∈ Z has a point of order 2 if and only if there exist a, b ∈ Z, such that A = a
and B = b3 + ab. By [9, Lemma 5.2], A≪ H

1
3 and B ≪ H

1
2 , implies that |a| ≪ H

1
3 and

|b| ≪ H
1
6 . The discriminant can be expressed as

∆(EA,B) = −16(4a3 + 27(b3 + ab)2) = −16(a+ 3b2)2(4a+ 3b2) ≪ H.

Theorem 3.1 allows us to assume that∣∣(a+ 3b2)(4a+ 3b2)
∣∣ < rad(∆(EA,B))

1+ 1
4
ε ≪ N(EA,B)

1+ 1
4
ε.

We can assume by Lemma 3.7 that∣∣(a+ 3b2)(4a+ 3b2)
∣∣ > H

2
3
− 1

4
ε.

Therefore
∆(EA,B)

2
3
− 1

4
ε ≪ N(EA,B)

1+ 1
4
ε.

For large enough H, we have

|∆min(EA,B)| ⩽ |∆(EA,B)| ⩽ N(EA,B)
3
2
+ε.

We can assume by Lemma 3.4 that gcd(rad(A), rad(∆(EA,B))) < H
1
4
ε, so

H− 1
4
εN(EA,B) ≪ |(a+ 3b2)(4a+ 3b2)| ≪ H

2
3 .

By Lemma 3.7, we can assume also that

|∆min(EA,B)| ⩾ H1− 1
4
ε.

Combining we have
|∆min(EA,B)| ⩾ N(EA,B)

3
2
−ε

for large enough H.
Collecting all the error terms we see that

#

{
E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= C2, H(E) ⩽ H, σ(E) /∈

(
3

2
− ε,

3

2
+ ε

)}
≪ H

1
2
(log logH)2

(logH)
1
2

.
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Finally [9, Theorem 5.6] gives a sufficient lower bound for the denominator

# {E/Q : E(Q)tors ∼= C2, H(E) ⩽ H} ≫ H
1
2 .

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.4 when G = C2.

Table 1: The polynomials f(t) and g(t)

G −3f(t) 27
2
g(t)

C3 −24t+ 1 216t2 − 36t+ 1

C4 16t2 − 16t+ 1 (8t− 1)(8t2 + 16t− 1)

C5 t4 + 12t3 + 14t2 − 12t+ 1 (t2 + 1)(t4 + 18t3 + 74t2 − 18t+ 1)

C6 (t+ 3)(t3 + 9t2 + 3t+ 3) (t2 + 6t− 3)(t4 + 12t3 + 30t2 + 36t+ 9)

C7 (t2 − t+ 1)(t6 + 5t5 − 10t4 − 15t3 + 30t2 − 11t+ 1) (t12 + 6t11 − 15t10 − 46t9 + 174t8 − 222t7 + 273t6 −
486t5 + 570t4 − 354t3 + 117t2 − 18t+ 1)

C8 t8−16t7+96t6−288t5+480t4−448t3+224t2−64t+16 (t4 − 8t3 + 16t2 − 16t+ 8)(t8 − 16t7 + 96t6 − 288t5 +

456t4 − 352t3 + 80t2 + 32t− 8)

C9 (t3 − 3t+ 1)(t9 − 9t7 + 27t6 − 45t5 + 54t4 − 48t3 +

27t2 − 9t+ 1)

(t18 − 18t16 + 42t15 + 27t14 − 306t13 + 735t12 −
1080t11 + 1359t10 − 2032t9 + 3240t8 − 4230t7 +

4128t6 − 2970t5 + 1557t4 − 570t3 + 135t2 − 18t+ 1)

C10 t12 − 8t11 + 16t10 + 40t9 − 240t8 + 432t7 − 256t6 −
288t5 + 720t4 − 720t3 + 416t2 − 128t+ 16

(t2−2t+2)(t4−2t3+2)(t4−2t3−6t2+12t−4)(t8−
6t7 + 4t6 + 48t5 − 146t4 + 176t3 − 104t2 + 32t− 4)

C12 (t4 − 6t3 + 12t2 − 12t+ 6)(t12 − 18t11 + 144t10 −
684t9 + 2154t8 − 4728t7 + 7368t6 − 8112t5 +

6132t4 − 3000t3 + 864t2 − 144t+ 24)

(t8 − 12t7 + 60t6 − 168t5 + 288t4 − 312t3 + 216t2 −
96t+24)(t16 − 24t15 +264t14 +8208t12 − 27696t11 +
70632t10−138720t9+211296t8−248688t7+222552t6−
146304t5 + 65880t4 − 17136t3 + 1008t2 + 576t− 72)

C2×C4 t4 + 16t3 + 80t2 + 128t+ 256 (t2 + 8t− 16)(t2 + 8t+ 8)(t2 + 8t+ 32)

C2×C6 (21t2 − 6t+ 1)(6861t6 − 2178t5 − 825t4 + 180t3 +
75t2 − 18t+ 1)

(183t4 − 36t3 − 30t2 + 12t− 1)(393t4 − 156t3 +
30t2 − 12t+ 1)(759t4 − 228t3 − 30t2 + 12t− 1)

C2×C8 t16 + 32t15 + 448t14 + 3584t13 + 17664t12 +

51200t11 + 51200t10 − 237568t9 − 1183744t8 −
1900544t7 + 3276800t6 + 26214400t5 + 72351744t4 +

117440512t3 + 117440512t2 + 67108864t+ 16777216

(t8+16t7+96t6+256t5−256t4−4096t3−12288t2−
16384t− 8192)(t8 + 16t7 + 96t6 + 256t5 + 128t4 −
1024t3 − 3072t2 − 4096t− 2048)(t8 + 16t7 + 96t6 +

256t5 + 512t4 + 2048t3 + 6144t2 + 8192t+ 4096)

Table 2: The polynomials d(t)

G − 1
28
d(t)

C3 t3(−27t+ 1)

C4 t4(−16t+ 1)

C5 t5(−t2 − 11t+ 1)

C6 t2(t+ 9)(t+ 1)3

C7 t7(−t+ 1)7(t3 + 5t2 − 8t+ 1)

C8 t2(t− 2)4(t− 1)8(t2 − 8t+ 8)

C9 t9(−t+ 1)9(t2 − t+ 1)3(t3 + 3t2 − 6t+ 1)

C10 t5(t− 2)5(t− 1)10(t2 + 2t− 4)(t2 − 3t+ 1)2

C12 t2(t− 2)6(t− 1)12(t2 − 6t+ 6)(t2 − 2t+ 2)3(t2 − 3t+ 3)4

C2×C4 t2(t+ 8)2(t+ 4)4

C2×C6 (2t)6(−9t+ 1)2(−3t+ 1)2(3t+ 1)2(−5t+ 1)6(−t+ 1)6

C2×C8 (2t)8(t+ 2)8(t+ 4)8(t2 − 8)2(t2 + 8t+ 8)2(t2 + 4t+ 8)4
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Table 3: Data for computing βG

G deg f deg g n m 12n
m+1

1e0⩾1
1
m

∑ψ
i=1 δi βG

C3 1 2 1 3 3 0 2 2

C4 2 3 1 2 4 1 2 12
5

C5 4 6 1 1 6 1 3 3

C6 4 6 1 1 6 1 3 3

C7 8 12 2 1 12 1 5 4

C8 8 12 2 1 12 1 5 4

C9 12 18 3 1 18 1 7 9
2

C10 12 18 3 1 18 1 7 9
2

C12 16 24 4 1 24 1 9 24
5

C2×C4 4 6 1 1 6 1 3 3

C2×C6 8 12 2 1 12 0 6 4

C2×C8 16 24 4 1 24 1 9 24
5
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