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Abstract. For a prime p> 3 and a supersingular elliptic curve E defined over Fp2 with j(E) /∈ {0, 1728},
consider an endomorphism α of E represented as a composition of L isogenies of degree at most d. We
prove that the trace of α may be computed in O(n4(logn)2 + dLn3) bit operations, where n= log(p),
using a generalization of the SEA algorithm for computing the trace of the Frobenius endomorphism
of an ordinary elliptic curve. When L ∈ O(log p) and d ∈ O(1), this complexity matches the heuristic
complexity of the SEA algorithm. Our theorem is unconditional, unlike the complexity analysis of the
SEA algorithm, since the kernel of an arbitrary isogeny of a supersingular elliptic curve is defined over
an extension of constant degree, independent of p. We also provide practical speedups, including a fast
algorithm to compute the trace of α modulo p.

1. Introduction

Let p be a prime and let E be a supersingular elliptic curve defined over Fp2 . An important subroutine
in some algorithms for computing the endomorphism ring of E involves computing the trace of an
endomorphism of E. Indeed, the trace pairing on End(E) determines the structure of End(E) equipped
with the quadratic form deg as a quadratic lattice up to isometry and hence its isomorphism class as
an order in a quaternion algebra. More concretely, an efficient algorithm for computing the trace of an
endomorphism of E yields an efficient algorithm for deciding whether 4 endomorphisms are a Z-basis for
End(E): The endomorphisms α1, α2, α3, α4 span End(E) if and only if det(tr(αiαj)) = p2.

We can compute the trace of α ∈ End(E) using a generalization of Schoof’s algorithm [20], as observed
by Kohel in his thesis [12, Theorem 81]. We will assume the degree of α is smooth and thus α may be
represented as a sequence of small degree isogenies. To compute trα, we compute trα mod ℓ for enough
small primes ℓ ≤ B such that

∏
ℓ<B ℓ > 4

√
degα. We can then recover trα using the Chinese remainder

theorem. For a prime ℓ, if E[ℓ] ⊆ kerα, then trα ≡ 0 (mod ℓ). Otherwise, there exists a P ∈ E[ℓ]
such that α(P ) is nonzero, and to compute tℓ = trα mod ℓ it suffices to find a 0 ≤ c < ℓ such that and
α2(P ) + [degα]P = cα(P ). If such a P exists, then tℓ = c. And to check whether such a P exists, we
can compute the restrictions of α2 + [degα] and [c] ◦ α to E[ℓ]. This involves computing the coordinate
functions of α

∣∣
E[ℓ]

and [1]
∣∣
E[ℓ]

and then performing arithmetic in End(E[ℓ]) using the group law on E to
compute

α2
∣∣
E[ℓ]

=
(
α
∣∣
E[ℓ]

)2
, [d]

∣∣
E[ℓ]

= d[1]
∣∣
E[ℓ]

, (cα)
∣∣
E[ℓ]

= c
(
α
∣∣
E[ℓ]

)
,

and
(
α2 + [d]

)∣∣
E[ℓ]

= α2
∣∣
E[ℓ]

+ [d]
∣∣
E[ℓ]

.

These restrictions can be represented as (a(x), b(x)y) where a, b ∈ Fq[x]/(ψℓ) where ψℓ is the ℓth division
polynomial of E.

To speed up this computation, which involves polynomial arithmetic modulo the degree (ℓ2 − 1)/2
polynomial ψℓ, we might look for inspiration in the SEA algorithm, and specifically to Elkies’ improve-
ment to Schoof’s algorithm, for computing the trace of the Frobenius endomorphism πE of an ordinary
curve E. Elkies’ idea is to note that, when an odd prime ℓ splits in Z[πE ], E admits a rational ℓ-isogeny
ϕ : E → E′ and thus the division polynomial ψℓ has a nontrivial factor h ∈ Fq[x]. Indeed, the polynomial
h is the kernel polynomial of ϕ and has degree (ℓ − 1)/2. Such a prime is called an Elkies prime for E.
Asymptotically, 50% of the primes are Elkies primes for E. Since kerϕ is defined over Fq, it is invariant
under πE so πE

∣∣
E[ℓ]

has a nontrivial eigenvalue λ ∈ Z/ℓZ. Then tℓ ≡ λ + q/λ (mod ℓ). Since deg h is
smaller than degψℓ by a factor on the order of ℓ, computing πE

∣∣
kerϕ

is about ℓ times faster than comput-
ing πE

∣∣
E[ℓ]

. This gives a linear speedup in computing tℓ whenever ℓ is an Elkies prime. Primes ℓ that are
not Elkies primes are called Atkin primes due to an improvement of Atkin for speeding up the computa-
tion of tℓ. Atkin’s method does not give an asymptotic speedup, and not even the Generalized Riemann
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Hypothesis is strong enough to prove that there are enough small Elkies primes for E so that the SEA
algorithm is asymptotically faster than Schoof’s algorithm, as shown by Shparlinski and Sutherland [23,
Corollary 15]. In practice, there are enough Elkies primes and the SEA algorithm performs much better
than one is able to prove. Atkin primes are skipped entirely in Sutherland’s point-counting records using
the SEA algorithm [26] together with his algorithm for computing instantiated modular polynomials [27].
Finally, Shparlinski and Sutherland [22] show that when one averages over elliptic curves over Fq, there
are as many Elkies primes as Atkin primes ℓ < L so long as L ≥ (log p)ϵ for fixed ϵ > 0 and sufficiently
large q, and in another direction, the same authors show in [23] that for a fixed elliptic curve E over Q
and for almost all primes p of good reduction for E, the SEA algorithm is faster than Schoof’s algorithm
for computing the number of points of the reduction of E modulo p.

Returning to our setup, and with Elkies’ improvement to Schoof’s algorithm and the above discus-
sion in mind, we now leverage the assumption that E is supersingular and defined over Fp2 and that
j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}. Then every isogeny of E defined over Fp2 is actually defined over Fp2 ; we prove a more
general version of this in Proposition 2.2. Therefore every prime ℓ is an Elkies prime for E! Let α be
an arbitrary endomorphism of E and let h ∈ Fp2 [x] be the kernel polynomial of an ℓ-isogeny ψ of E.
There is no reason for kerψ to be stable under α, i.e., α is not necessarily an endomorphism of kerψ,
unlike the Frobenius endomorphism. However, we can still compute restrictions of cα, α2, [degα], add
them together, and test for equality using arithmetic in the ring Fp2 [x]/(h(x)). One can interpret this as
performing arithmetic in Hom(kerψ,E[ℓ]), see Section 3.1. This allows us to compute tℓ := trα mod ℓ
as in the SEA algorithm. We show in Theorem 3.10 that when α is the composition of L ∈ O(log p)
isogenies of degree d ∈ O(1) and ℓ ∈ O(log p) that tℓ can be computed with an expected O(n3(log n)3)
bit operations, where n = ⌈log p⌉. In Theorem 4.1, we show that trα can be computed with an expected
O(n4(log n)2) bit operations.

First, we stress that this result is unconditional and matches the heuristic complexity analysis of the
SEA algorithm: as discussed above, heuristics beyond the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis are required
to prove that the SEA algorithm is asymptotically faster than Schoof’s algorithm [23, pp. 2–3]. Next,
we observe that under our assumption on α, the input has size O((log p)2), so this is actually a quasi-
quadratic algorithm. Finally, our assumption that the separable degree of α is smooth of size pO(1) is
reasonable since the best algorithms for generating endomorphisms of a supersingular elliptic curve will
satisfy this assumption [4, 6, 8].

For another work involving computing the trace of an endomorphism of E other than the Frobenius
endomorphism, see [16], in which Morain–Scribot–Smith compute point counts on curves E/Fp2 with a
d-isogeny ϕ : E → E(p) by computing the trace of ψ = π ◦ϕ modulo Elkies primes. They observe that for
an Elkies prime ℓ such that E has precisely two rational ℓ-isogenies with kernels K1 and K2, each kernel
Ki is invariant under ψ. For another related work, see [2], where Couveignes–Morain use the existence
of an ℓn-isogeny cycle in a modified SEA algorithm to compute the trace of Frobenius modulo ℓn (while
we are modifying the SEA algorithm to compute the trace of a cycle!).

Outline. In Section 2, we prove that the kernel of every isogeny of a supersingular elliptic curve E over
Fq is defined over an extension of degree at most 3. This result implies we may use Elkies’ method to
compute the trace of an endomorphism of a supersingular curve modulo ℓ for every odd prime ℓ. In
Section 3, we give algorithms for computing the trace of a supersingular endomorphism modulo a prime.
In 3.1 we give our algorithm for computing the trace of an endomorphism α modulo an odd prime
ℓ ̸= p by restricting to the kernel K of a rational ℓ-isogeny, even when α does not fix K, and analyze
its complexity. We discuss how arithmetic with restrictions of endomorphisms to kernels is performed,
i.e., how to represent, add together, and test equality of elements in Hom(kerϕ,E[ℓ]). The results and
analysis in this section apply to any elliptic curve over a finite field of characteristic p > 3 with a rational
isogeny of degree ℓ. In 3.2 we show how to compute the trace of a separable endomorphism modulo p,
the characteristic, using the action of endomorphisms on invariant differentials. In 4 we prove our main
Theorem, Theorem 4.1, on the complexity of the SEA algorithm for supersingular endomorphisms. We
discuss some timings of our implementation1 in Section 5 and conclude in Section 6 with a discussion
of how the ideas in Section 3.1 might apply to the SEA algorithm for computing the trace of Frobenius
modulo Atkin primes, an idea already explored by Dewaghe [5].

Acknowledgements. We thank François Morain who informed us that the idea of applying Elkies’
algorithm for Atkin primes ℓ for an ordinary curve E that a rational ℓ-isogeny over a small but nontrivial
extension of Fq is due to Dewaghe [5]. We also thank Andrew Sutherland for helpful discussions, and the
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the Commonwealth of Virginia’s Commonwealth Cyber Initiative (CCI). The first author acknowledges
support of the Institut Henri Poincaré (UAR 839 CNRS-Sorbonne Université), and LabEx CARMIN
(ANR-10-LABX-59-01).

2. Background

In this section, we fix notation and cover some of the relevant background on computational aspects
of elliptic curves over finite fields.

2.1. Isogenies of elliptic curves. Let p > 3 be a prime, let q = pn, and let E be an elliptic curve
defined over Fq. Throughout, we will assume p > 3, so E is given by a short Weierstrass equation
E : y2 = x3 + Ax + B where A,B ∈ Fq and 4A3 + 27B2 ̸= 0. If E′ is another elliptic curve, an isogeny
E → E′ is a non-constant rational map that maps the identity on E to the identity on E′. If ϕ satisfies
πn ◦ϕ = ϕ◦πn, where π is the q-power Frobenius endomorphism, we will say ϕ is an isogeny of E defined
over Fqn . The degree of an isogeny ϕ is its degree as a rational map, and ϕ is separable if it is separable
as a rational map. If ϕ is separable, then deg ϕ = #kerϕ. For every isogeny ϕ : E → E′, there is a
unique dual isogeny ϕ̂ : E′ → E such that ϕ̂ ◦ ϕ = [deg ϕ] and ϕ ◦ ϕ̂ = [deg ϕ]. An endomorphism of E is
either an isogeny or the constant 0-map [0] from E to E. The degree map is a positive-definite quadratic
form on End(E). The trace of an endomorphism α ∈ End(E) is the integer trα such that α+ α̂ = [trα],
and the bilinear pairing on End(E) corresponding to the degree map is (α, β) 7→ trαβ̂.

For purposes of calculation and algorithms, we will assume our isogenies are in standard form:

Definition 2.1. Let E and E′ be elliptic curves in short Weierstrass form and let E be given by
y2 = x3 +Ax+B. Let ϕ : E → E′ be a separable ℓ-isogeny. We say that ϕ is in standard form if

ϕ(x, y) =

(
u(x)

v(x)
, cy

s(x)

t(x)

)
for polynomials u, v, s, t ∈ k[x] where

(1) v(x) is the polynomial

v(x) =
∏

Q∈kerϕ
Q̸=0

(x− xQ),

(2) s(x)/t(x) = (u(x)/v(x))′.

By Proposition 4.1 of [1], every separable isogeny may be written in standard form. Suppose E is the
curve y2 = x3 + Ax + B, that ϕ is separable and has degree ℓ, and let −σ be the coefficient of xℓ−1 in
v(x). By Proposition 4.1 of [1], if c = 1 the polynomial u(x) satisfies the relation

u(x)

v(x)
= ℓx− σ − (3x2 +A)

v′(x)

v(x)
− 2(x3 +Ax+B)

(v′(x)
v(x)

)′
.

The kernel polynomial of an isogeny ϕ is the monic polynomial that vanishes precisely once at the
collection of x-coordinates of the nonzero points in kerϕ. If h(x) is the kernel polynomial of ϕ(x) and E
is given by y2 = f(x), then v(x) above is

v(x) =
h(x)2

gcd(f(x), h(x))
.

In particular, when ϕ has odd degree, we have h(x)2 = v(x). The isogeny ϕ is normalized if ϕ∗ω′ = ω
where ω, ω′ are the invariant differentials dx/2y on E and E′ respectively. Equivalently, ϕ is normalized
if the constant c in the standard form of ϕ is 1. A normalized isogeny ϕ is defined over Fq if and only
if kerϕ is Gal(Fq)-stable, and this holds if and only if h(x) ∈ Fq[x]. Since v(x) is determined by the
kernel of ϕ, if ϕ is normalized the polynomial u(x) (and hence the polynomials s and t) are completely
determined by kerϕ and the equation y2 = x3 + Ax+ B defining E. Every finite subgroup K of E(Fq)
determines an isogeny E → E/K; here E/K is the unique elliptic curve E′ such that the separable isogeny
E → E′ with kernel K is normalized. While we do not need it, there are formulas for the coefficients
giving a Weierstrass equation defining E/K from the data E and K; see the discussion following [1,
Proposition 4.1] in Section 4.1. The constant c in the standard form results from post-composition of
the normalized isogeny E → E/K with the isomorphism (x, y) 7→ (c−2x, c−3y).
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2.2. Supersingular elliptic curves. An elliptic curve E defined over Fq is supersingular if its geometric
endomorphism algebra is a quaternion algebra. Equivalently, the trace of Frobenius tE := q+1−#E(Fq)
is congruent to 0 modulo p. This restricts the possibilities for how πE can act on the ℓ-torsion of E.
This, in turn, restricts the minimal field of definition of an isogeny between two supersingular elliptic
curves. Every supersingular elliptic curve E over Fp2 with j(E) /∈ {0, 1728} has all its isogenies defined
over Fp2 . We’ll now show more generally that a supersingular curve over Fq has all its isogenies defined
over an extension of degree at most 3.

Lemma 2.2. Let q = pe be a power of a prime p > 3 and let E be a supersingular elliptic curve defined
over Fq. Then if ψ : E → E′ is any isogeny of E, its kernel is defined over the extension Fqm with
m = 1, 2, or 3. If j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}, then we can take m = 1 if e is even and m = 2 if e is odd.

Proof. According to [19, Theorem 4.2(ii) and (iii)], the q-power Frobenius π of E satisfies a polynomial
equation π2 − k

√
qπ+ q = 0, where k = 0 for odd e and k ∈ {0,±1,±2} for even e. A calculation shows

that π4 − (k2 − 2)qπ2 + q2 = 0 and π6 − (k2 − 3)kq3/2π3 + q3 = 0.
• If k = 0, then 0 = π2 + q, hence π2 = −q ∈ Z. Use m = 2.
• If k ∈ {±1}, then 0 = π6 ± 2q

√
qπ3 + q3 = (π3 ± q

√
q)2, hence π3 = ∓q√q ∈ Z. Use m = 3.

• If k ∈ {±2}, then 0 = π4 − 2qπ2 + q2 = (π2 − q)2, hence π2 = q ∈ Z. Use m = 2.
Therefore, for all respective exponents m, we have πm ∈ Z and thus πm(kerψ) = kerψ.

Finally, for j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}, set m = 1 if e is even and m = 2 if e is odd. Then √
qm ∈ Z. Since

πm and [
√
qm] are both purely inseparable endomorphisms of degree qm, there exists an automorphism

ζ ∈ Aut(E) such that πm = ζ[
√
qm]. But the assumption j(E) /∈ {0, 1728} implies Aut(E) = {[±1]}, so

πm ∈ Z and thus πm(kerψ) = kerψ. □

In particular, Lemma 2.2 reveals that every isogeny between supersingular elliptic curves over Fq is
defined over Fq6 : This is the smallest extension of Fq containing both Fq2 and Fq3 .

2.3. Arithmetic in Fq[x]/(h(x)). Just as in Schoof’s algorithm, we will reduce computing the trace of
an endomorphism of an elliptic curve E to various algebraic operations over finite fields. For details on
the complexity of arithmetic over finite fields, see [30, § 8,11] and for an introductory overview, see [25,
Lecture 3]. Let M(n) denote the number of bit operations required to multiply two n-bit integers. Let
q = pe be a power of an odd prime and let n = ⌈log q⌉. Elements of Fq can be multiplied by lifting to
polynomials of Fp[x] of degree e− 1 and then multiplied with Kronecker substitution [30, § 8.4] requiring
O(M(d(log p+log e))) bit operations. This cost simplifies to O(M(de)) ⊆ O(M(n)) under the assumption
that log e ∈ O(log p). We can compute an inverse of an element in F×

q with O(M(n) log n) bit operations
using fast Euclidean division [30, §11.1] and Kronecker substitution. Let f, g, h be polynomials in Fq[x]
of degree at most d ∈ O(log n) and let R = Fq[x]/(h(x)). The product fg mod h can be computed
with O(M(dn)) bit operations Kronecker substitution [30, Corollary 8.28]. We can test if f ∈ R×,
i.e., if gcd(f, h) = 1, and if so compute f−1 mod h with O(M(dn) log(dn)) bit operations using fast
Euclidean division and Kronecker substitution. A root of f in Fq can be found with Rabin’s probabilistic
algorithm [17] using O(nM(dn)) bit operations, again using Kronecker substitution and our assumption
that log d ∈ O(n). The bound M(n) ∈ O(n log n) holds by [10]. We summarize this in the following table
which will be used in the complexity analysis in Section 3.1.

Proposition 2.3. Let p be an odd prime, let e ∈ O(log p) be an integer, let q = pe, and set n := ⌈log q⌉.
Let d be a positive integer and assume d ∈ O(log n). Let a, b ∈ F×

q and let f, g, h ∈ Fq[x] be polynomials
of degree at most d. The following table gives the bit complexity of computing products and inverses of
elements of Fq[x] and Fq[x]/(h(x)) as well as root-finding in Fq.

Operation bit complexity
ab O(n log n)
a−1 O(n(log n)2)

fg mod h O(dn log(dn))
f−1 mod h O(dn(log(dn))2)
f(r) = 0 O(n2 log n)

3. Computing the trace modulo a prime

Suppose α is an endomorphism of an elliptic curve E defined over Fq. Schoof’s algorithm, originally
designed to compute the trace of the Frobenius endomorphism πE , computes trα by computing tℓ :=
trα mod ℓ for enough primes ℓ ∈ O(log p) in order to recover trα with the Chinese Remainder Theorem.
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This is possible since Z[α] is an imaginary quadratic order, so we have the bound |trα| < 2(degα)1/2.
Suppose now E is supersingular, defined over Fp2 , and that j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}. Then

tE := p2 + 1−#E(Fq) = ±p

is the trace of πE , and πE is [p] or [−p]. This implies every isogeny of E is defined over Fp2 (see 2.2);
every odd prime is an Elkies prime for E! We prove in Theorem 3.10 that tℓ may be computed in
O(n3(log n)3) time, assuming log degα ∈ O(n) and α is represented by a sequence of isogenies of degree
bounded by a constant. Note that this result is unconditional— we do not require GRH since all primes
are Elkies primes. The method is discussed in Section 3.1.

Another advantage in our case is that we can actually compute the trace of α modulo p. This
does not impact the asymptotic complexity but gives a dramatic speedup in practice. We discuss this
in Section 3.2. Another practical speedup is that #E(Fq) is easily computable since we assume E is
supersingular. Thus whenever ℓ divides #E(Fq), we can compute tℓ working directly with a rational
point of order ℓ. Again, this does not provide an asymptotic speedup, but the idea is helpful in practice.

3.1. Computing the trace modulo ℓ. In this section, we consider the computation of tℓ for an odd
prime ℓ ̸= p. We suppose E (not necessarily supersingular) has a rational ℓ-isogeny ψ and compute tℓ
for an endomorphism α. We discuss how to perform arithmetic with restrictions of isogenies to kerψ,
even isogenies which do not fix kerψ.

3.1.1. Arithmetic in Hom(E,E)h. Suppose E is an elliptic curve and ψ : E → E/ kerψ is a separable
isogeny. Consider the exact sequence

0 kerψ E E/ kerψ 0.

Taking Hom( · , E′) (whereby we mean homomorphisms of elliptic curves, i.e., isogenies and the zero
map), the isogeny ψ induces a pullback map

ψ∗ : Hom(E/ kerψ,E′) → Hom(E,E′)

ρ 7→ ρ ◦ ψ.

We also have a map Hom(E,E′) → Hom(kerψ,E′) given by restriction to kerψ. Because an isogeny
ϕ : E → E′ is zero on kerψ if and only if it factors through ψ, we have an exact sequence

0 Hom(E/ kerψ,E′) Hom(E,E′) Hom(kerψ,E′).
ψ∗ ·

∣∣∣
kerψ

Note that I := ψ∗ Hom(E/ kerψ,E) = Hom(E/ kerψ,E)ψ is a left ideal of End(E), so its image under
the restriction to kerψ is isomorphic the quotient End(E)/I. Suppose for the moment E is ordinary.
In the context of Schoof’s algorithm, the isogeny ψ is the multiplication-by-ℓ map [ℓ] on E, the ideal
I is ℓEnd(E), and End(E[ℓ]) = End(E)/ℓEnd(E) is a two-dimensional algebra over Z/ℓZ. The trace
of an endomorphism is computed by computing the characteristic equation of its image in End(E[ℓ]).
Algorithmically, arithmetic in End(E[ℓ]) requires polynomial arithmetic in Fp[x] modulo the ℓth division
polynomial. For a prime ℓ such that E admits a rational ℓ-isogeny, a so-called Elkies prime, the isogeny
ψ is a rational ℓ-isogeny and End(kerψ) = End(E)/I ∼= Z/ℓZ. Computing the trace modulo ℓ requires
arithmetic in Fp[x]/(h(x)) where h is the kernel polynomial of ψ. One can solve for the eigenvalue λ of
πE restricted to kerψ and recover the trace as tℓ = λ + q/λ mod ℓ. In both cases, the endomorphism
πE fixes kerψ and one can interpret the algorithm as performing arithmetic in End(kerψ). But as far
as asymptotics are concerned, the fact that πE fixes a one dimensional subspace of E[ℓ] is irrelevant to
the speedup. To be more precise, one could compute tℓ by computing the characteristic equation of πE
as in Schoof’s algorithm with the same time complexity. The crucial fact is that kerψ is cut out by a
degree O(ℓ) polynomial, a factor of ℓ smaller than the degree of the division polynomial. This is where
the asymptotic speedup comes from in Elkies’ improvement to Schoof’s algorithm for computing tℓ.

We now explain how to explicitly calculate with elements of Hom(kerψ,E′). Let q be a power of
a prime p > 3 and let E and E′ be elliptic curves defined over Fq by y2 = fE(x) and y2 = fE′(x)
respectively on affine points. Suppose ψ : E → E/ kerψ is an Fq-isogeny of prime degree ℓ ̸= p, so kerψ
is a subvariety of E cut out by its kernel polynomial h(x); more precisely, kerψ is given by

kerψ = Proj
Fq[X,Y, Z]

(Y 2Z − FE(X,Z), H(X,Z))
5



where FE and H are the homogenizations of fE and h respectively. Note that the affine points of kerψ
are given by SpecR, where

R =
Fq[x, y]

(y2 − fE(x), h(x))
∼=

(
Fq[x]/(h(x))

)
[y]

(y2 − fE(x))
.

Given an Fq-isogeny ϕ : E → E′, the closed embedding ι : kerψ ↪→ E allows us to form the restriction
ϕ
∣∣
kerψ

by the composition ϕ◦ι. Since we assume that degψ is prime, the intersection kerψ∩kerϕ is either
trivial or equal to kerψ. If kerψ ∩ kerϕ = {0E}, then ϕ

∣∣
kerψ

restricts to a morphism of affine varieties

from SpecR to the affine points of E; concretely, if ϕ is given in standard form as ϕ(x, y) =
(u(x)
v(x) ,

s(x)
t(x) y

)
,

then v and t are invertible in Fq[x]/(h(x)), and ϕ
∣∣
kerψ

is given on affine points by

ϕ
∣∣
kerψ

(x, y) =
(
u(x)v(x)−1, s(x)t(x)−1y

)
∈ A2(R).

In this way, such a ϕ induces an affine R-point of E′, which we denote by ϕh. If kerψ ⊆ kerϕ, we set
ϕh = 0E′ ∈ E′(R). We define

Hom(E,E′)h := {ϕh | ϕ : E → E′ an isogeny} ⊆ E′(R).

Note that Hom(E,E′)h and ι∗(Hom(E,E′)) are in bijection via the map ι∗ϕ 7→ ϕh.
The following lemma will be used to get a distinguished representative for non-zero ϕh.

Lemma 3.1. Let q be a power of a prime p > 3, let E be an elliptic curve over Fq, let ψ : E → E/ kerψ
be a separable Fq-isogeny of odd prime degree with kernel polynomial h(x) ∈ Fq[x]. Let ϕ : E → E′ be an
isogeny defined over Fq with kerϕ ∩ kerψ = {0}.
(a) For any a, b ∈ Fq[x], we have that ϕh = (a(x), b(x)y) ∈ A(R) if and only if for all P = (xP , yP ) ∈

kerψ \ {0},
ϕ(P ) = (a(xP ), b(xP )yP ).

(b) There exist unique a(x), b(x) ∈ Fq[x] with deg a < deg h and deg b < deg h satisfying the above.

Proof. Suppose that a(x), b(x) ∈ Fq[x] are such that ϕh = (a(x), b(x)y) (under the map Fq[x, y] → R).
We first show that ϕ(P ) = (a(xP ), b(xP )yP ) for any nonzero P ∈ kerψ. Write

ϕ(x, y) =

(
u(x)

v(x)
,
s(x)

t(x)
y

)
.

Then a(x)v(x) ≡ u(x) (mod h(x)) so there exists g(x) ∈ Fq[x] such that a(x)v(x) = u(x) + g1(x)h(x).
Since h(x) cuts out kerψ, for any affine P ∈ kerψ we have h(xP ) = 0. Therefore

a(xP )v(xP ) = u(xP ) + h(xP )g2(xP ) = u(xP ).

Because kerϕ ∩ kerψ = {0}, we have v(xP ) ̸= 0, and we get a(xP ) = u(xP )/v(xP ) = xϕ(P ). Similarly
there exists a polynomial g2(x) such that b(x)t(x) = s(x) + g2(x)h(x) so for each affine point P of kerψ
we have

b(xP )t(xP )yP = (s(xP ) + h(xP )g2(xP ))yP = s(xP )yP .

Using again that t(xP ) ̸= 0 and h(xP ) = 0, we see b(xP ) = yϕ(P ). We conclude (a(xP ), b(xP )yP ) = ϕ(P )
for each affine P ∈ kerψ.

Suppose a(x), b(x) ∈ Fq[x] satisfy (a(xP ), b(xP )yP ) = ϕ(P ) for all affine P ∈ kerψ. Let ϕ1(x), ϕ2(x) ∈
Fq[x] satisfy ϕh = (ϕ1(x), ϕ2(x)y). Then ϕ1(x)− a(x) is zero at xP for all affine P ∈ kerψ and therefore
vanishes at all the roots of h(x) in Fq. Since h(x) is separable, we conclude h(x) divides a(x) − ϕ1(x).
We also have (ϕ2(xP ) − b(xP ))yP = 0 for all affine P ∈ kerψ. Since degψ is an odd prime, we have
kerψ ∩E[2] = 0, so yP is nonzero for each P . Therefore ϕ2(xP )− b(xP ) = 0 and again we conclude h(x)
divides ϕ2(x)− b(x). Thus as elements of R we have a(x) = ϕ1(x) and b(x) = ϕ2(x)y.

There is a unique polynomial a(x) ∈ Fq[x] of degree less than deg h interpolating the deg h many pairs
(xP , xϕ(P )). Since kerψ∩E[2] = 0, for any affine point P ∈ kerψ we have yP ̸= 0. Thus there is a unique
polynomial b(x) ∈ Fq[x] of degree less than deg h interpolating the deg h many pairs (xP , yϕ(P )y

−1
P ). By

the first part of the proof, the x and y coordinates of ϕh also respectively interpolate the sets of points
{(xP , xϕ(P ) : P ̸= 0 ∈ kerψ} and {(xP , yϕ(P )y

−1
P )}, so the polynomials a(x) and b(x)y give the x and y

coordinates of ϕh. □

The previous lemma allows us make the following definition:
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Definition 3.2. Let q be a power of a prime p, let E and E′ be elliptic curves over Fq, let kerψ ⊆ E
be the kernel of a separable isogeny of odd prime degree, and let h be the kernel polynomial of ψ. For
ϕh ∈ Hom(E,E′)h non-zero, the standard form of ϕh is the unique representative of the form

(
a(x), b(x)y

)
where a(x), b(x)y ∈ Fq[x, y] with deg a and deg b both less than deg h.

Since kerψ is cyclic of prime order, any point in kerψ generates the whole group. This allows for
interpolation of polynomials in some cases to be done with a single point, and this strategy allows us to
show the following:

Lemma 3.3. Let q be a power of a prime p > 3, let E be an elliptic curve over Fq, let ψ : E → E/ kerψ
be a separable Fq-isogeny of odd prime degree with kernel polynomial h(x) ∈ Fq[x]. Let ϕ, ρ : E → E′ be
isogenies defined over Fq with kerϕ∩ kerψ = ker ρ∩ kerψ = {0}. Let ϕh = (a(x), b(x)y) be the standard
form of ϕh and let ρh = (c(x), d(x)y) be the standard form of ρh.
(a) Either a(x) = c(x) or a(x)− c(x) is invertible in R.
(b) If a(x) = c(x), then either b(x) = d(x) or b(x) = −d(x).
(c) Finally, b(x)y is invertible in R.

Proof.
(a) We will show that a(x) = c(x) if a(xP ) = c(xP ) for a single nonzero P ∈ kerψ. Suppose there exists

a nonzero P ∈ kerψ such that a(xP ) = c(xP ). By Lemma 3.1, we have x(ϕ(P )) = x(ρ(P )). This
implies ϕ(P ) = ±ρ(P ). Since P generates kerψ, it follows that x(ϕ(Q)) = x(ρ(Q)) for all nonzero
Q ∈ kerψ. By the uniqueness part of Lemma 3.1, we have a(x) = c(x). Thus if a(x) ̸= c(x), the
polynomial a(x)− c(x) does not vanish at any root of h(x). This implies gcd(a(x)− c(x), h(x)) = 1
so a(x)− c(x) is invertible in R.

(b) Assume a(x) = c(x). As above, this implies ϕ(Q) = ±ρ(Q) for all nonzero Q ∈ kerψ. Assume
b(x) ̸= d(x). Again by Lemma 3.1, this implies b(xP ) ̸= d(xP ) for some nonzero P ∈ kerψ. Then
ϕ(P ) = −ρ(P ), so ϕ

∣∣
kerψ

= (−ρ)
∣∣
kerψ

. Again using Lemma 3.1, we get b(x) = −d(x).
(c) Since ϕh = (a(x), b(x)y) is nonzero, ϕ(P ) ̸= 0 for all nonzero P ∈ kerψ. Since ψ has odd degree,

the nonzero points in kerψ have odd order, so ϕ(P ) also has odd order. In particular, y(ϕ(P )) =
b(xP )yP ̸= 0, so b(xP ) ̸= 0. Thus b(xP ) ̸= 0 for all nonzero P ∈ kerψ so gcd(b(x), h(x)) = 1. Thus
b(x) has an inverse b(x)−1 in R. Again, the assumption that ψ has odd degree implies fE1

(x) is
invertible modulo h(x) as well (since fE1

vanishes precisely at the coordinates of the nonzero 2-torsion
of E and hence is nonzero at any root of h). Then the inverse of b(x)y in R is b(x)−1fE1

(x)−1y. □

Despite the fact that elements of Hom(E1, E2)h are defined over a ring with zero divisors, our as-
sumption that kerψ is cyclic of prime order allows for several of the usual operations on points of elliptic
curves to be translated to Hom(E1, E2)h ⊆ E(R). The following proposition checks that the usual algo-
rithms (found in [24, Group Law Algorithm 2.3], for example) are well-defined and satisfy the expected
relations. It also shows that we can compute the restriction (ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1)h of a composition of isogenies
ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 by evaluating ϕ2 at (ϕ1)h.

Proposition 3.4. Let q be a power of a prime p > 3, let E1 and E2 be elliptic curves over Fq, and let
ψ : E1 → E1/ kerψ be a separable Fq-isogeny of odd prime degree with kernel polynomial h(x) ∈ Fq[x].
(a) The usual formulas for the geometric group law on E2 make the set Hom(E1, E2)h into a group. The

map Hom(E1, E2) → Hom(E1, E2)h is a group homomorphism: for ϕh, ρh ∈ Hom(E1, E2)h, we have
that ϕh + ρh = (ϕ+ ρ)h.

(b) Let E3 be another elliptic curve over Fq, and let ϕ2 : E2 → E3 an isogeny with standard form
ϕ2 = (uv ,

s
t y). The usual formulas for evaluation

ϕ2(x, y) =

{
0 if v(x) = 0;
(u(x)v(x)−1, s(x)t(x)−1y

)
otherwise.

give a well-defined map from Hom(E1, E2)h to Hom(E1, E3)h satisfying ϕ2
(
(ϕ1)h

)
= (ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1)h for

(ϕ1)h ∈ Hom(E1, E2)h. More precisely, to compute ϕ2((ϕ1)h), we evaluate ϕ2 at (a(x), b(x)y) and
the arithmetic is performed in R.

Proof.
(a) If ϕh = (a(x), b(x)y) is nonzero, define −ϕh to be (a(x),−b(x)y). Then Lemma 3.1 implies −ϕh =

(−ϕ)h. If either ϕh or ρh is equal to zero, or if ϕh = −ρh, then the sum ϕh + ρh is set accordingly
as either ρh or ϕh or 0 directly, and the sum is well-defined.
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Suppose ϕh and ρh are nonzero with ϕh ̸= −ρh, and write ϕh = (a(x), b(x)y) and ρh = (c(x), d(x)y)
in standard form. Suppose E is given by the equation y2 = fE1

(x). If a(x) = c(x), then since
ϕh ̸= −ρh we have b(x) ̸= −d(x). In this case, by Lemma 3.3 we get that b(x) = d(x), and that b(x)y
is invertible in R. Define m(x) := 1

2f
′(a(x))f(x)−1 ∈ R. Otherwise, a(x) ̸= c(x) so a(x) − c(x) is

invertible in R. In this case, define m(x) := (b(x)−d(x))(a(x)−c(x))−1 ∈ R. We claim that in either
case m(xP )yP is the slope of the line through ϕ(P ) and ρ(P ) for all nonzero P ∈ kerψ. Indeed, any
rational function on E which is regular at the nonzero points of kerψ determines an element of R.
We have evaluation maps at P ∈ kerψ for such functions as well as for elements in R. The claim
follows because evaluation of a function on E regular at P ∈ kerψ agrees with the evaluation of its
image in R, since h(xP ) = 0. The idea is that R is the coordinate ring of kerψ−0; it is Fq[E] modulo
the ideal of functions vanishing on kerψ − {0} and this ideal is principle, generated by h(x). The
quotient map Fq[E] → R corresponds to the inclusion kerψ−{0} ↪→ E −{0}, so the two evaluation
maps agree.

The claim implies that if we define r(x) := m(x)f(x)−a(x)−c(x) and s(x) := m(x)(r(x)−a(x))+
b(x), then

(r(xP ), s(xP )yP ) = (ϕ+ ρ)(P )

holds for all nonzero P ∈ kerψ. Then by Lemma 3.1, we get that (ϕ+ ρ)h = ϕh + ρh.
(b) Write the isogeny ϕ2(x) = (uv ,

s
t y) in standard form, and let ϕ1 ∈ Hom(E1, E2) with (ϕ1)h =

(a(x), b(x)y) in standard form. Since kerψ is of prime order, we have that either ϕ1(kerψ) ⊆ kerϕ2
or that ϕ1(kerψ) ∩ kerϕ2 = {0}. In the former case we have that v(xQ) = 0 for all Q ∈ ϕ1(ker(ψ));
equivalently, v(x(ϕ1(P ))) = 0 for all P ∈ kerψ, so by Lemma 3.1 we have v(a(xP )) = 0 for all nonzero
P in kerψ so v(a(x)) = 0 in R. Therefore the evaluation formula is well-defined as ϕ2((ϕ1)h) = 0. In
the latter case, v(x) is nonzero at a(xP ) for all P ∈ kerψ, so v(a(x)) is nonzero at xP for all P ∈ kerψ.
Again, this implies v(a(x)) is invertible in R, and again the evaluation formula is well-defined. The
same argument above together with part (a) of Lemma 3.1 imply the equality ϕ2((ϕ1)h) = (ϕ2 ◦ϕ1)h
holds, since the coordinates of ϕ2((ϕ1)h) interpolate the values of ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 at the nonzero points in
kerψ. □

The following proposition shows that the remainder modulo ℓ of the trace of an endomorphism of E
can be determined using arithmetic in Hom(E,E)h.

Proposition 3.5. Let p > 3 be prime, let E be an elliptic curve over Fq, let kerψ ⊆ E[ℓ] be the kernel
of an ℓ-isogeny with kernel polynomial h(x), and let α ∈ End(E). If αh is nonzero and the integer
0 ≤ t ≤ ℓ− 1 satisfies

(α2)h + [degα]h = tαh

then trα ≡ t (mod ℓ). If ψ1 and ψ2 are two ℓ-isogenies of E with distinct kernel polynomials h1 and h2
such that αh1 and αh2 are zero, then trα ≡ 0 (mod ℓ).

Proof. First suppose αh is nonzero. Then for any nonzero point P ∈ kerψ we have α(P ) ̸= 0. Assume
that (α2)h + [degα]h = tαh. Proposition 3.1 implies (α2 + [degα])(P ) = tα(P ) for any nonzero P ∈
kerψ. This equation also holds when replacing t with trα, so subtracting the two equations yields
0 = (trα− t)α(P ). Since α(P ) ̸= 0 and P has order ℓ, the point α(P ) has order ℓ too. Therefore trα ≡ t
(mod ℓ).

If αhi is zero for two distinct kernel polynomials h1, h2 then α(E[ℓ]) = 0 because the ℓ-torsion is
generated by the corresponding kernels and α is zero on the generators. This implies there exists
β ∈ End(E) such that α = ℓβ, so

trα = tr(ℓβ) = ℓ trβ ≡ 0 (mod ℓ). □

Proposition 3.4 also gives a concrete method for computing with restrictions, and yields the following
complexities:

Corollary 3.6. Let q be a power of a prime p > 3, let E1 and E2 be elliptic curves over Fq, and let
ψ : E1 → E1/ kerψ be a separable Fq-isogeny of odd prime degree ℓ with kernel polynomial h(x) ∈ Fq[x].
Let n = ⌈log q⌉ and assume log ℓ ∈ O(n).
(a) Given ϕh, ρh ∈ Hom(E1, E2)h in standard form, the standard form of (ϕ+ ρ)h can be computed with

O(ℓn(log ℓ)2) bit operations. When ℓ ∈ O(n), this simplifies to O(n2(log n)2).
(b) Given ϕh ∈ Hom(E1, E2)h in standard form and an integer 1 ≤ c < ℓ− 1, the standard form of cϕh

can be computed with O(ℓn(log ℓ)2) bit operations. When ℓ ∈ O(n), this simplifies to O(n2(log n)2).
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(c) Let E3 be another elliptic curve over Fq. Given an isogeny ϕ2 : E2 → E3 in standard form of degree
d, and (ϕ1)h ∈ Hom(E1, E2)h in standard form, one may compute the standard form of (ϕ2 ◦ϕ1)h in
O(dℓn log(ℓ)+ ℓn(log ℓ)2) bit operations. When ℓ ∈ O(n), this simplifies to O(dn2 log n+n2(log n)2).

Proof. By Proposition 3.4 part (a), we can compute αh + ρh and cαh using the group law applied to
R-points on E. Two points in E(R) can be added in O(M(ℓn) log ℓ) bit operations, the cost of an
inversion in R. We can compute cαh in the same time with the usual double-and-add approach, using
projective coordinates so that at most one inversion is required. We can compute (α2◦α1)h by evaluating
ϕ2 at (ϕ1)h by Proposition 3.4 part (b); this can be done using naive modular composition with O(d)
multiplications and O(1) inversions in R for a total cost of O(dℓn log(ℓ) + ℓn(log ℓ)2) bit operations. □

We will also need to compute compositions in longer chains:

Corollary 3.7. Let q be a power of a prime p, and let E1, . . . , EL+1 elliptic curves over Fq with E =
E1 = EL+1 connected by isogenies ϕi : Ei → Ei+1 for i = 1, . . . , L. Let ψ : E1 → E1/ kerψ be a separable
Fq-isogeny of odd prime degree ℓ with kernel polynomial h(x) ∈ Fq[x].

Suppose that the ϕi are all given in standard form, let d be an upper bound on the degree of all ϕi,
and assume log ℓ ∈ O(log p). Let n = ⌈log q⌉. The standard form of the restriction (ϕL ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1)h ∈
Hom(E,E)h can be computed in

O(dLℓn log ℓ+ ℓn(log ℓ)2)

bit operations. In the case that d ∈ O(1) and L, ℓ ∈ O(n), the total complexity is O(n3 log n).

Proof. Write each ϕi as ϕi(x, y) =
(ui(x)
vi(x)

, si(x)ti(x)
y
)

in standard form, and suppose we have already com-
puted (ϕn−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1)h for some n = 1, . . . , e in the form(

a(x)

b(x)
,
c(x)

d(x)
y

)
for some u, v, s, t ∈ Fq[x] reduced modulo h(x), where we take the n = 1 case to be (idE1)h = (x, y). Note
that this is not the standard form of this restriction, but would become so after computing the divisions
modulo h(x). Let di = deg ϕi = deg ui = deg vi + 1. Since si/ti = (ui/vi)

′, we have deg si = deg ti. We
then have by Proposition 3.4(b) that

(ϕn ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1)h =

un(
a(x)
b(x) )

vn(
a(x)
b(x) )

,
sn

(a(x)
b(x)

)
tn
(a(x)
b(x)

) c(x)
d(x)

y


=

(
Un(a(x), b(x))

b(x)Vn(a(x), b(x))
,
Sn(a(x), b(x))

Tn(a(x), b(x))

c(x)

d(x)
y

)
,

where the polynomials Un, Vn, Sn, Tn ∈ Fq[X,Z] denote the homogenizations of un, vn, sn and tn respec-
tively Note that we have degree bounds

degUn,deg Vn,degSn,deg Tn ≤ d

and
deg a,deg b,deg c,deg d ≤ deg h ∈ O(ℓ),

and so −d ≤ rx, ry ≤ d. The polynomial compositions and multiplications shown above may thus be
computed modulo modulo h(x) in O(dM(ℓ log p)) bit operations. Applying this iteratively, we find that
computing (ϕL ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1)h as

(a(x)
b(x) ,

c(x)
d(x)y

)
takes O(dLM(ℓ log p)) bit operations, and performing the

two inversions modulo h(x) to arrive at the standard form takes an additional O(M(ℓ log p) log ℓ) bit
operations, yielding the stated complexity. □

The method outlined in Corollary 3.7 gives an asymptotic time savings over computing the standard
forms of the restrictions of the intermediate compositions when d ∈ O(1) and L ∈ O(n). Essentially, we
are working with projective coordinates, allowing us to compute the restriction of the chain of isogenies
with just 2 inversions in R instead of 2L inversions in R.

Our algorithm for computing the trace modulo ℓ requires the kernel polynomial of an ℓ-isogeny
of E, just as in the SEA algorithm. The idea is to first compute the instantiated modular polyno-
mial Φℓ(j(E), Y ) with Sutherland’s algorithm [27], find a root j′ of Φℓ(j(E), Y ) to get the j-invariant
of a curve E′ which is ℓ-isogenous to E, and then computing the corresponding ℓ-isogeny using Elkies’
algorithm [7].
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Theorem 3.8 (Sutherland [27]). Assume the generalized Riemann Hypothesis. Let E be an elliptic
curve over Fq and let n = ⌈log q⌉. The instantiated modular polynomial Φℓ(j(E), Y ) can be computed in
expected O(ℓ2B(logB)2) time and O(ℓn+ ℓ2 logB) space, where B ∈ O(ℓ log ℓ+n). When ℓ ∈ O(n), the
expected runtime is O(n3(log n)3) and the space complexity is O(n2 log n).

Proof. This result is due to Sutherland [27, Theorem 4]. The algorithm for computing Φℓ(j(E), Y ) with
the stated complexity is [27, Algorithm 1]. An inspection of the proof of [27, Theorem 4] shows that the
stated runtime of O(ℓ2B(logB)2 llogB) can be replaced with O(ℓ2B(logB)2) after the replacement of
Schönhage and Strassen’s bound M(n) ∈ O(n log n llog n) [18] with Harvey and van der Hoeven’s result
M(n) ∈ O(n log n) [10]. □

We also will make use of Elkies’ algorithm for computing the kernel polynomial of an ℓ-isogeny. This
algorithm uses the modular polynomial Φℓ(X,Y ); given a nonsingular zero (j, j′), the algorithm first
computes models E and E′ with j-invariants j and j′ and then computes the kernel polynomial. The
algorithm fails when (j, j′) is a singular point (but see [15] for an extension in this case). For our purposes,
we will just prove that if p is sufficiently large relative to ℓ and if j = j(E) is not 0 or 1728, then there
is at most one singular point of the form (j(E), j′) of multiplicity at most 2.

Lemma 3.9. Let E be a supersingular elliptic curve defined over Fp2 and assume j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}. Let
ℓ < (p/4)1/4 be a prime. Then there is at most one root j̃ of Φℓ(j, Y ) such that the multiplicity of j̃ is
larger than 1, and its multiplicity is at most 2.

Proof. Assume ϕℓ(j(E), Y ) has a multiple root j of multiplicity m. Then there are m cyclic ℓ-isogenies
ϕi : E → E′ with j(E′) = j′, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, and with distinct kernels. Any pair of distinct ℓ-isogenies
ϕi ̸= ϕj gives rise to a ℓ2-endomorphism αij := ϕ̂jϕi of E. Since we assume ϕi and ϕj have distinct
kernels and that j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}, we have that ϕj ̸= uϕiv for any automorphisms u ∈ Aut(E′) and
v ∈ Aut(E) = {[±1]}. Thus αij is a cyclic ℓ2-endomorphism of E. The discriminant Dij of αij satisfies
−4ℓ2 ≤ Dij < 0, so by [11, Theorem 2’] and our hypothesis that ℓ < (p/4)1/4, any two αij must commute
and therefore be integral elements of norm ℓ2 all contained in the same imaginary quadratic field. We
then are left with counting the maximal number of elements of norm ℓ2 in a single quadratic imaginary
order contained in End(E). Let α = α12 and let K = Q(α) and let OK be the ring of integers of K.

The order Z[α] is maximal at ℓ, i.e., the conductor of Z[α] is coprime to ℓ, because discα is coprime
to ℓ. Indeed, if ℓ | discα then ℓ | trα since degα = ℓ2. This implies α2 = ℓ(α+ ℓ), so α2(E[ℓ]) = 0. This
would imply ϕ2ϕ̂1 = uℓ for some u ∈ Aut(E′), which would imply

ϕ1ϕ̂2 = ℓu = ϕ1 ◦ ϕ̂1 ◦ u.
This would imply ϕ2 = u−1 ◦ϕ1, contradicting the assumption that ϕ1 and ϕ2 have distinct kernels. Let
O = Z[α].

We claim that the prime ℓ splits in O. Since the conductor of O is coprime to ℓ, the ideal ℓO factors
uniquely into a product of primes of O coprime to the conductor of O, and the primes p appearing in
this factorization are in bijection with the primes pOK appearing in the factorization of ℓOK . Let l be
a prime above ℓ in O. If ℓ ramifies in OK then since nrdα = ℓ2 we have

αOK = l2OK = ℓOK

implying
αO = l2 = ℓO

which shows α = uℓ for some u ∈ O× ⊆ Aut(E) = {[±1]}, contradicting the fact that kerα is cyclic.
Similarly ℓ is not inert, i.e., l ̸= ℓO, because again this would imply αO = ℓ2O which would imply α
does not have cyclic kernel. So ℓ must split in O as ℓO = ll, and αO = l2.

The only ideals of norm ℓ2 are ℓO, l2, l2, hence the only elements of norm ℓ2 are ±ℓ,±α,±α̂. Thus
there exist at most two cyclic ℓ-isogenies of E which extend to cyclic endomorphisms of E of degree ℓ2.

□

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section on the complexity of computing the trace
reduced modulo ℓ of a supersingular endomorphism.

Theorem 3.10. Let α = ϕL ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1 be an endomorphism of a supersingular elliptic curve E defined
over Fq, let n = ⌈log p⌉, and let ℓ ∈ O(n) be an odd prime Let d = max{deg ϕi}. Then tℓ := trα mod ℓ
can be computed in an expected O(n3(log n)3+dLn2 log n) bit operations. Assuming GRH, the space com-
plexity is O(ℓ3 log ℓ+dLn+ ℓn). The time and (conditional) space complexities simplify to O(n3(log n)3)
and O(n3 log n), respectively, when d ∈ O(1) and L, ℓ ∈ O(n).
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Proof. All isogenies of E will be defined over an extension of degree either 1, 2, or 3 of Fq, and the
cost of arithmetic operations in this extension increase only by a constant factor. We will proceed with
assuming E already has all its isogenies defined over Fq.

To compute a kernel polynomial for an ℓ-isogeny ψ of E, we first compute Φℓ(X,Y ) a cost of
O(ℓ3(log ℓ)3) bit operations; this can be done using the algorithm of Kunzweiler and Robert [13, The-
orem 5.2, Remark 5.3]. With Φℓ we can compute φℓ(Y ) := Φℓ(j(E), Y ) by evaluating at X = j(E)
in time O(ℓ2M(ℓ log ℓ + n)) ⊆ O(n3 log n). Alternatively, one could first compute the instantiated
modular polynomial Φ(Y ) := Φℓ(j(E), Y ), along with the partial derivatives ΦX(Y ) and ΦXX(Y ), in
O((log q)3(llog q)3) expected time and O(ℓ3 log ℓ) ⊆ O(n3 log n) space under GRH [27, Algorithm 1,
Theorem 4]. Next, compute a kernel polynomial h1. To do this, compute a random root j1 ∈ Fp2 of
Φℓ(j(E), Y ) in expected O(ℓn2 log(ℓn)) ⊆ O(n3 log n) time. The root j1 that is necessarily the j-invariant
of a supersingular elliptic curve E1 with the property that there exists an ℓ-isogeny ψ : E → E1, and this
isogeny is defined over Fp2 since E is supersingular. Assuming for the moment j(E1) is a simple (i.e.,
multiplicity 1) root of Φ(Y ), we proceed to compute h1 by first computing a model for the curve E1 such
that the isogeny ψ1 : E → E1 is normalized, meaning ϕ∗ω1 = ω where ω, ω1 are the invariant differentials
dx/2y of E and E1 respectively. This is done via Elkies’ algorithm [7]; see also [20, Section 7] and [9,
Chapter 25, Algorithm 28] for details. The model E1 can be computed with O(ℓ) operations in Fp2 .
The isogeny ψ : E → E′ can then be computed in O(M(ℓ) log ℓ) operations in Fp2 with the algorithm
of Bostan, Morain, Salvy and Schost [1, Theorem 1]. If j1 is not a simple root of Φ(Y ), we compute
random roots of Φ(Y )/(Y −j1)e, where e is the multiplicity of j1 as a root of Φ(Y ), until finding a simple
root. Assuming ℓ ≤ p/4, there are at most 2 roots of Φ(Y ) which are not simple roots, counted with
multiplicity, by Proposition 3.9.

We then compute αh1 , requiring O(dLℓn log ℓ + ℓn(log ℓ)2) bit operations. If αh1 = 0, we repeat the
above, computing a second kernel polynomial h2 and the restriction αh2 . If αh2 = 0 a second time, then
trα ≡ 0 (mod ℓ) by Proposition 3.5. So suppose αh ̸= 0 for h = h1 or h2. We can then compute (α2)h,
[degα]h, and (α2)h + [degα]h. The cost is dominated by the O(deℓn log ℓ + ℓn(log ℓ)2) bit operations
required to compute αh. If (α2)h + [degα]h = 0 we return 0; otherwise we compute cαh for increasing
c = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ− 1 until cαh = (α2)h + [degα]h, requiring O(ℓ2n(log ℓ)2) operations by Corollary 3.6(a).
The algorithm is correct by Proposition 3.5. □

3.2. Computing the trace modulo p. In this section, we give a fast algorithm for computing the trace
modulo p of a separable endomorphism of an elliptic curve over a field of characteristic p. If E ∼= C/Λ
is an elliptic curve over C, then α ∈ End(E) lifts to a map C → C given by multiplication by a complex
number a. The complex number a ∈ C satisfies degα = aa and trα = a + a, where · is complex
conjugation. The element a is the scaling factor in C such that α∗ω = aω, where ω is any invariant
differential on E. Thus trα may be computed by computing the trace of the scaling factor of α2. We’ll
adapt this idea to the case that α is a separable endomorphism of a supersingular elliptic curve.

Let E be a supersingular elliptic curve defined over Fp2 and let ω be an invariant differential on E.
We have a ring homomorphism

End(E) → Fp2
α 7→ aα,

where aα ∈ Fp2 satisfies
α∗ω = aαω.

Proposition 3.11. Let q be a power of a prime p and let E be an elliptic curve over Fq. Suppose
α ∈ End(E). Then modulo p we have

trα ≡

{
aα + a−1

α degα if α is separable;
aα̂ if α is inseparable.

Suppose now that E is supersingular. Then the above simplifies to

trα ≡ TrFp2/Fp(aα) (mod p),

where TrFp2/Fp a = a+ ap is the field trace of the extension Fp2 of Fp.

Proof. As stated above, the map α 7→ aα is a ring homomorphism. The endomorphism α satisfies its
characteristic polynomial χα(x) := x2 − (trα)x+ degα, so

a2α − (trα)aα + degα = 0

2The idea to compute trα from the action of α on an invariant differential appears to be known to experts; see [3].
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holds as an identity in Fq. Similarly, aα̂ is also a root of χα in Fq. The kernel of the map α 7→ aα consists
precisely of the inseparable endomorphisms of E [24, Theorem III.5.5(b)], so aα = 0 for all inseparable
endomorphisms. If α is inseparable, the polynomial χα mod p reduces to x(x − trα) modulo p. Since
aα = 0 is one root of χα in Fq, the other root is aα̂ = trα. If α is separable, then aα ̸= 0 ∈ Fq. Since
the map α 7→ aα is a ring homomorphism, we have

aαaα̂ = adegα = degα

as an identity in Fq, from which the congruence in the proposition follows.
Now assume that E is supersingular. We will show

trα ≡ TrFp2/Fp(aα) (mod p).

That aα ∈ Fp2 is clear since aα satisfies a quadratic polynomial with coefficients in Fp. If α = m ∈ Z,
then m̂ = m and [m]∗ω = mω, as ω is an invariant differential. Thus

am̂ = am = m ≡ mp (mod p).

Now assume that α ̸∈ Z. Then the prime p cannot split in Z[α], so the polynomial χα has either zero or
one roots in Fp. Suppose first that χα has no roots in Fp, i.e., p is inert in Z[α]. Then χα mod p is the
minimal polynomial of aα, so

trα ≡ TrFp2/Fp aα (mod p)

as desired. If instead χα has exactly one root aα = aα̂ = m ∈ Fp, we conclude

trα ≡ atrα ≡ aα + aα̂ ≡ 2m ≡ m+mp ≡ TrFp2/Fp aα (mod p). □

Remark 3.12. It is not true that the reduced trace of α is congruent modulo p to the field trace of aα
when α is an endomorphism of an ordinary elliptic curve E. For example, let α = πE be the Frobenius
endomorphism of E. Then aπE = 0 and thus has trace zero but trα ̸≡ 0 (mod p) since E is ordinary.

Remark 3.13. When E is supersingular, Proposition 3.11 shows the map α 7→ aα is a homomorphism
of algebras with involution, where the involution on End(E) is the dual map and the involution on Fp2
is the p-power Frobenius automorphism, i.e., the generator of Gal(Fp2/Fp). More precisely, we claim
that aα̂ = apα. This can be seen directly via the Deuring Lifting Theorem [14, Theorem 14]: given the
endomorphism α ∈ End(E), there is a number field L, an elliptic curve A over L with endomorphism ϕ
and a prime P of L above p such that A and ϕ reduce modulo P to E and α, respectively. There is an
isomorphism End(A) → O where O is an imaginary quadratic order given by θ 7→ aθ. This isomorphism
respects the involutions on End(A) and O: we have aθ̂ = aθ. Let p = P ∩ O. Suppose the prime p is
inert in O, so the Frobenius element at p corresponds to complex conjugation. This implies

aθ̂ = aθ ≡ apθ (mod p).

We also have aϕ ≡ aα (mod p) since ϕ reduces to α modulo P. Together, the congruences imply aα̂ ≡ apα
(mod p) as claimed. If p is ramified in O, the same conclusion holds, since

aθ̂ = aθ ≡ aθ ≡ apθ (mod p).

When α is inseparable, so too is α̂ since E is supersingular. Then aα = aα̂ = 0, so the claim holds in
this case as well.

Proposition 3.11 suggests a simple approach to computing the trace of a separable endomorphism
α modulo p: compute the action of α on the space of invariant differentials. In particular, compute
aα ∈ Fp2 and then compute TrFp2/Fp aα = aα+a

p
α. Recall that we assume α is represented by a sequence

of isogenies, which in turn are represented by rational maps. If α = ϕL ◦· · ·◦ϕ1 where ϕi : Ei → Ei+1 are
isogenies, and if we choose the standard invariant differential ωi = dx/2y on each Ei, then ϕ∗iωi+1 = ciωi
for some ci ∈ Fp2 for i = 1, . . . , L− 1. Then

aα =

L∏
i=1

ci.

Thus to compute aα we must compute ci.

Lemma 3.14. Let E and E′ be elliptic curves in short Weierstrass form and let E be given by y2 =
x3 +Ax+B. Let ϕ : E → E′ be an ℓ-isogeny in standard form ϕ(x, y) = (u/v, cys/t). Then the leading
coefficients of u(x) and s(x) are both equal to c2. In particular, if cx and cy are the leading coefficients
of u(x) and cs(x), respectively, then c = c−1

x cy.
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Proof. The proof involves simply inspecting the arguments in [29] and [1, Proposition 4.1]. First assume
that ϕ is normalized, i.e., c = 1. We claim that the leading coefficient of u(x) is 1. Let F = kerϕ and let
F+ ⊆ F contain precisely one of Q or −Q for all nonzero Q ∈ F . Vèlu’s formulas [29] express u(x)/v(x)
as

Ix(x) := x+
∑
Q∈F+

(
tQ

x− xQ
+ 4

x3Q +AxQ +B

(x− xQ)2

)
,

where tQ = 3x2Q + A if Q has order 2 and otherwise tQ = 2(3x2Q + A). When written as a rational
function, the denominator of Ix is v(x). Note when written with common denominator v(x), the terms
tQ

x−xQ and 4
x3
Q+AxQ+B

(x−xQ)2 will have numerators of degree ℓ − 2 and ℓ − 1, respectively, since the degree of
v(x) is ℓ− 1. Thus the top degree term in the numerator of Ix will be x · xℓ−1 = xℓ, so we conclude u(x)
is monic.

Since Iy(x) = (u(x)/v(x))′, and since u and v are monic of respective degrees ℓ and ℓ−1, the numerator
of Iy(x) = (u(x)/v(x))′ has leading term equal to

xℓ−1 · ℓxℓ−1 − xℓ · (ℓ− 1)xℓ−2 = (ℓ− (ℓ− 1))x2ℓ−2 = x2ℓ−2.

This settles the case when ϕ is normalized.
Suppose now ϕ : E → E′ defined by (x, y) 7→ (u(x)/v(x), c(u(x)/v(x))′y), where c is arbitrary. Con-

sider the isomorphism ι : E′ → E′′ given by (x, y) 7→ (c−2x, c−3y). Then ι∗ωE′′ = cωE′ . Thus ϕ′ = ι ◦ ϕ
is normalized:

(ιϕ)∗ωE′′ = ϕ∗ι∗ωE′′ = ϕ∗cωE′ = c · c−1ωE = ωE .

The coordinate functions of ϕ′ are (
c−2u(x)

v(x)
, c−3y

(u(x)
v(x)

)′
)
.

The leading coefficient of c−2N(x) must be 1, so the leading coefficient of u(x) must be c2. Similarly
the leading coefficient of the numerator of c−3(u(x)/v(x))′ must be 1 (and the denominator is clearly
monic), so the leading coefficient of the numerator of (u(x)/v(x))′ must be c3. □

Lemma 3.14 implies that, given an isogeny ϕ(x, y) = (Ix, cyIy) in standard form, we may calculate
c by finding the leading coefficients cx and cy of the numerators of Ix and cIy and then calculating
c = c−1

x cy.

Proposition 3.15. Let p > 3 be a prime and let E be a supersingular elliptic curve defined over Fq. Let
α ∈ End(E) be an endomorphism. Let α = ϕL ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1 ◦ πpr where ϕi are isogenies of degree at most
d defined over Fq and πpr is the pr-power Frobenius. Let (ϕx(x), ciyϕy(x)) be a representation of ϕ in
standard form. Let n = ⌈log q⌉. Then trα mod p can be computed with O(Ldn + Ln log n + n(log n)2)
bit operations.

Proof. If α is inseparable, i.e., r ≥ 1, then trα ≡ 0 (mod p) by Proposition 3.11. Suppose r = 0 so α is
separable. For i = 1, 2, . . . , e, let ci,x and ci,y be the leading coefficients of the numerators of ϕi,x and cϕi,y
respectively. By Lemma 3.14, we have ci = c−1

i,xci,y. We then have aα =
∏
i ci =

(∏
i ci,x

)−1(∏
i ci,y

)
.

Extracting the coefficients ci,x and ci,y from ϕi,x and ϕi,y can be done in time O(Ldn), i.e., the time
required to read in the input. Finally aα may be computed with O(L) multiplications and one inversion
in Fp2 at a cost of O(Ldn+LM(n)+M(n) log n) ⊆ O(Ln log n+n(log n)2) bit operations. This correctly
computes trα mod p by Proposition 3.11. □

Remark 3.16. In practice, an endomorphism α will be represented by a sequence of L isogenies of
small (likely prime) degree; presumably these isogenies are computed by Vélu’s or Kohel’s formulas and
therefore are normalized. Thus one can expect the first L − 1 will be normalized and ϕL is not. Thus
we can find aα by calculating the normalizing coefficient of the final isogeny ϕL.

3.3. Computing with rational points. We can exploit the fact that E is supersingular in another.
For simplicity, assume E is defined over Fp2 and that j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}. Then πE = [p] or [−p] so
#E(Fp2)) = (p − 1)2 or (p + 1)2 and as abelian groups we have E(Fp2) ∼= Z/(p − 1) × Z/Z(p − 1) or
Z/(p+ 1)Z× Z/(p+ 1)Z accordingly [19, Lemma 4.8]. We can easily decide which is the case given E,
for instance by testing whether a random point has order dividing p+ 1. Assume #E(Fp2) = (p+ 1)2.

Suppose ℓe | (p+ 1). Then we can compute the trace tℓ as follows:
(1) Find a point P of order ℓe;
(2) compute Q = α(P ) and R = (α2 + deg(α))(P );
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(3) Find d = dlogQ(R);
(4) Then d ≡ trα (mod ℓe

′
), where ℓe

′
is the order of α(P ). (Note e′ ≤ e.)

Even better, one can compute t mod ℓe using the discrete logarithm betweenQ = P andR = α(P ) + α̂(P ).
In a group of order ℓk, discrete logarithms can be computed with O(k log ℓ log log

(
ℓk
)
) group operations

using the Pohlig–Hellman algorithm as described in [21, § 11.2.3]. Since ℓk ∈ O(p) this requires O(n log n)
group operations totaling O(n2(log n)2) bit operations, where n = ⌈log p⌉. Therefore, this procedure is
faster than the algorithm in 3.1 for primes ℓ dividing p− 1. Moreover, we recover more information than
before: we can recover trα modulo the order of P .

When ℓ | (p − 1), the quadratic twist of E has a point of order ℓk for some k ≥ 1. Conjugating α
by a twisting isomorphism preserves its trace, so we can again compute the trace of α modulo a power
of ℓ efficiently by solving a discrete logarithm between points of order ℓk on the twist. In isogeny-based
cryptography, one often uses primes such that p2− 1 has a large smooth factor. Therefore, this trick will
be particularly useful for cases of practical interest.

4. Computing the trace

We now describe our algorithm for computing the trace of an endomorphism α ∈ End(E) of a super-
singular elliptic curve E defined over Fq where q is a power of a prime p > 3. As in the SEA algorithm,
we compute trα by computing tℓ := trα mod ℓ for enough primes ℓ in order to recover trα with the
Chinese Remainder Theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let α = ϕL ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1 be a separable endomorphism of a supersingular elliptic curve E
defined over Fq with j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}. Let n = ⌈log q⌉. Assume that L log d ∈ O(n). Then trα can be
computed with O(n4(log n)2 + dLn3) bit operations. When d ∈ O(1) and L ∈ O(n), the complexity is
O(n4(log n)2).

Proof. Let tℓ := trα mod ℓ. We need tℓ for ℓ < B such that
∏
ℓ≤B ℓ > 4dL/2 > 4

√
degα. By the Prime

Number Theorem, we may take B ∈ O(L log d) ⊆ O(n), so the largest prime used is O(n). We can
compute tℓ = trα mod ℓ in time O(n3(log n)3 + den2 log n) by Theorem 3.10. The number of primes
used is π(B) ∈ O(n/ log n). The total cost is O(n3(log n)2 + dLn3). □

Remark 4.2. If α ∈ End(E) is not separable, then α factors as α = αs ◦ πpr = ϕL ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ1 ◦ πpr . We
can compute tℓ = trα mod ℓ by computing the restriction of πpr to kerψ where ψ is an ℓ-isogeny as in
the SEA algorithm, i.e., by computing xp

r

modulo the kernel polynomial h of ψ with the square-and-
multiply algorithm and then computing αh = αs(πpr ) as in Section 3.1. This has the same complexity
(see e.g. [23, Theorem 13]) under the assumption that r ∈ O(L). Thus we can compute the trace of any
endomorphism of a supersingular elliptic curve in time O(n3(log n)2 + dLn3) assuming L log d ∈ O(n)
and r ∈ O(L).

5. Timings

Our implementation of our algorithm in Sage [28] is available at https://github.com/travismo/
beyond-the-SEA/. To demonstrate the asymptotic speedup from Elkies primes and the practical speedup
from computing the trace modulo p, we ran the following experiment. For each bit length b ∈ {16, . . . , 32},
we computed a random b-bit prime p, 5 supersingular elliptic curves E/Fp2 , and for each curve, we
computed an endomorphism of degree 2L for L = 4⌈log2 p⌉ using the cycle-finding algorithm in [6].
We then computed the trace of α with Schoof’s algorithm (i.e., using division polynomials), with the
SEA-algorithm (i.e., using kernel polynomials of ℓ-isogenies), and then the SEA algorithm with the
trace-modulo-p algorithm, and finally the SEA algorithm, trace-modulo-p, and using points whenever
ℓ | #E(Fp2). We observe a substantial speedup from using kernel polynomials rather than division
polynomials. We also see the speedup offered from computing the trace modulo p: we very efficiently
get about log p bits of the trace. Since the input endomorphism always has degree 24⌈log p⌉, and we need
to compute the trace modulo N = p

∏
ℓ<B ℓ so that N > 4 · 22⌈log p⌉ when using the trace-modulo-p

algorithm, we might expect that calculating the trace using the modulo p-information makes the cost of
a 32-bit instance roughly as expensive as a 16-bit instance that does not use the modulo-p information
and computes the trace modulo N ′ =

∏
ℓ<B ℓ so that N ′ > 4 · 22⌈log p⌉. The data in the second figure

supports comparison.
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Figure 1. All four methods
Figure 2. The same timings for
methods 2 through 4

6. Dewaghe’s algorithm for Elkies’ method applied to Atkin primes

We conclude with a discussion connecting the material in Section 3.1 with the method of Dewaghe
for extending Elkies’ method for computing tℓ = trπE mod ℓ for an ordinary curve E and Atkin prime
ℓ for E. For simplicity, suppose E is defined over Fp. Additionally assume j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}. Define
φℓ(x) := Φℓ(j(E), x) and suppose φℓ has no roots in Fp so E has no Fp-rational ℓ-isogenies. Then ℓ is
not an Elkies prime for E, but it could be that it is an Elkies prime for E after a small extension of
the base field. Schoof proves in [20, Proposition 6.2(iii)] (under our assumptions that E is ordinary and
j(E) /∈ {0, 1728}) that if φℓ has no roots in Fp, it factors into (ℓ+1)/r factors of degree r, where r is the
order of the image of πE in PGL(E[ℓ]). The integer r can be computed by computing gcd(xp

i−x, φℓ(x))
for i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ+ 1 as is done in Atkin’s modification of Schoof’s algorithm [20, § 6].

Let f be an irreducible factor of degree r of φ(x) and let Fpr = Fp[t]/(f(t)). The division polynomial
ψℓ has a factor h of degree (ℓ − 1)/2 over Fpr corresponding to the kernel polynomial of a Fpr -rational
ℓ-isogeny with kernel K. It is not the case that πE induces an endomorphism of K, but we can still use
the algorithm in 3.1 to compute tℓ := trπE mod ℓ. We may compute tℓ = trπE mod ℓ by, as before,
computing c such that

π2
E

∣∣
kerϕ

+ p
∣∣
kerϕ

= cπE
∣∣
kerϕ

.

In the worst case, this is no faster than Schoof’s algorithm for computing tℓ: the degree of f can be ℓ+1,
and the degree of h will be (ℓ− 1)/2, so the polynomial arithmetic in Fpr [x]/(h) will be as expensive as
the arithmetic in Fp[x]/(ψℓ). But it is possible that φℓ(x) can have irreducible factors of degree strictly
less than ℓ+ 1.

Because E has a Fpr -rational ℓ-isogeny with kernel polynomial h, there is a factor of ψℓ of degree
r(ℓ − 1)/2 in Fp[x] given by g =

∏r
i=1 h

(pi). Then the roots of g are the x-coordinates of affine points
in the orbit of K under πE . Let V be the subscheme of E cut out by g. Then one may compute tℓ by
computing c = tℓ such that π2

E

∣∣
V
+ q

∣∣
V

= cπE
∣∣
V

. At a high level, this is the method of Dewaghe [5,
Section 4] for applying Elkies’ method to Atkin primes.
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