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On the p-isogenies of elliptic curves with
multiplicative reduction over quadratic fields

George C. Ţurcaş

Abstract Let @ > 5 be a prime and  a quadratic number field. In this article

we extend a previous result of Najman and the author and prove that if �/ is an

elliptic curve with potentially multiplicative reduction at all primes q | @, then �

does not have prime isogenies of degree greater than 71 and different from @. As an

application to our main result, we present a new variant of the asymptotic version of

Fermat’s Last Theorem over quadratic imaginary fields of class number one.

1 Introduction

An isogeny i : � → � ′ between elliptic curves is a non-constant morphism that

preserves the group structure. In this note, we will consider elliptic curves � and

� ′ defined over a number field number field  . If, in addition, ig = i for any

g ∈ � = Gal( / ), we say that i is a  rational isogeny. In particular, this means

that i can be represented by a rational map whose coefficients lie in  . Suppose that

? is a rational prime.

In this case, the degree of an isogeny is equal to the cardinality of its kernel. If ?

is a rational prime and i : � → � ′ is of degree ? and defined over  , we will say

that � admits a rational ?-isogeny. As we will see in Section 3, the condition that

� has (or does not have) a ?-isogeny can be formulated in the language of residual

Galois representations.

Mazur [12, Theorem 1] proved that for ? > 163, the elliptic curves � defined

over Q do not have ?-isogenies. For a general number field  , a direct analogue to

Mazur’s theorem is not true. Indeed, suppose � is an elliptic curve that has complex

multiplication by an order O in some imaginary quadratic field and that ? splits in

O. If  contains the Hilbert class field of O, then � admits an endomorphism of
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degree ? defined over  . In such a situation, � admits isogenies of arbitrary large

degree.

Momose [18] showed that for any number field  , there exists a constant � ( ),
such that if � is an elliptic curve defined over  admitting a  -rational ?-isogeny,

then the isogeny falls into three types according to its isogeny character (see Section

3). We refer to the aforementioned work of Momose for a precise description of types

I, II, and III of isogeny characters. We mention that for large ?, isogenies of type I are

often ruled out using formal immersion criteria such as the result due to Kamienny

[9, Proposition 3.2], which we employ in Section 2. Momose also studied conditions

that can, in some situations, rule out isogenies of type II. More recently, these

were generalised by Banwait and Derickx [2]. In loc. cit. the authors produced an

algorithm that can, in theory, be used to find an upper bound for the possible degrees

of ?-isogenies of Type I. Moreover, assuming the Generalised Riemann Hypothesis,

the authors prove an explicit upper bound for the possible degrees of ?-isogenies of

type II. About the type III ?-isogenies, Momose [18] writes that he expects them to

appear only in the case of elliptic curves with complex multiplication.

Finally, we note that in recent work Banwait [1] described an algorithm which

finds the (known to be finitely many) primes ? for which there exists an elliptic

curve over  , admitting a  -rational ?-isogeny, when  is a quadratic field which is

not imaginary of class number one. As we shall see, Theorem 2, which is the main

result in this paper, asserts the existence of a bound for the degree of ?-isogenies

for infinite families of elliptic curves defined over quadratic fields  , including the

imaginary quadratic fields of class number one.

One of the key results that Mazur uses to classify prime isogenies in [12] and

then, in a different article [11], prime torsion is the following.

Theorem 1 (Corollary 4.4 in [12]) Let �/Q be an elliptic curve and let ? > 19

be a prime for which � admits a rational ?-isogeny. Then � has potentially good

reduction at any prime @ ∉ {2, ?}.

We are now ready to present our main result.

Theorem 2 Let  be a quadratic field and let @ > 5 be a rational prime that is

unramified in  . Suppose that an elliptic curve �/ has potentially multiplicative

reduction at all primes q of  above @. For ? > 71, the elliptic curve � does not

have ?-isogenies if the pair (@, ?) satisfies one of the following two conditions:

• @ is inert in  ;

• @ splits in  and @ ≠ ?.

We point out that the result above extends [20, Theorem 1.2], which covers the

case when @ is inert in  . In the present work, we focus on the case where @

splits in  . Applying a formal immersion criterion (see Section 2) in this case was

more difficult due to the possibility that a non-cuspidal point in H ∈ -0(?) ( )
reduces to different cusps modulo the two distinct primes above @. Dealing with this

possibility constitutes the main contribution of the present work and is what makes

it complementary to [20, Theorem 1.2] and to [16, Proposition 4.11]. We would like
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to point out that the proof of our theorem makes use, in an essential way, of a result

due to Michaud-Jacobs [14, Theorem 4.6].

We note that for our application to Asymptotic Fermat (Theorem 3), one really

uses the fact that the lower bound 71 for ? does not depend on @, as one applies the

main theorem to a (Frey) elliptic curve for which the prime @ depends on unknown

solutions to some Diophantine equation. In our case, we will show that @ and hence

also the solutions to the Diophantine equations do not exist.

Given an elliptic curve � over a number field  , which has a certain type of

reduction at a fixed prime q, it is sometimes possible to find a bound � ,q such that

for ? > � ,q the elliptic curve � does not have ?-isogenies. An example of such a

result is [21, Proposition 6.1], which asserts the existence of � ,q if  is Galois, �

has potentially multiplicative reduction at q and � is semistable at all primes p | ?.

In section 3 we give a brief account of some recent results of this type.

Recall that an elliptic curve �/ has potentially good reduction at a prime

ideal q of  if {q ( 9 (�)) ≥ 0, where {q is the q-adic valuation. If {q ( 9 (�)) < 0,

then � has potentially multiplicative reduction at q. We will see that, when used

for (Frey) elliptic curves within the modular method, our main theorem can give

some information about the primes q that divide 9 (�). As the 9-invariants of these

(Frey) elliptic curves depend on the solutions to some Diophantine equation, this

information can be used to show that the latter solutions do not exist.

In support of our our last point above, we show that Theorem 2 can be used to

prove the following version of Asymptotic Fermat’s Last Theorem for half of the

prime exponents ?.

Theorem 3 Let  be a quadratic imaginary field of class number one and suppose

that Conjecture 1 holds for  . Fix (, a finite set of rational primes containing 2, 3

and 5. There exists a constant �( , depending only on (, such that for all ? > �(, if

the following hold:

1. ? ≡ 1 (mod 3);
2. 0, 1, 2 ∈ O \ {0} are coprime such that 0? + 1? + 2? = 0;

3. If @ ∉ ( is a rational prime that divides Norm(012), then all primes above @

divide 012;

4. If ? splits in  , then at most one of the primes above ? divides 012 in O .

then  = Q(
√
−3) and the triple (0, 1, 2) is, up to reordering, (1, n, n2), where n is

a non-trivial third root of unity.

The reader familiar with Theorem 1.5 in [20] might note a strong similarity

between that result and the theorem stated above. We point out that the third condition

above is more relaxed than the corresponding one in Theorem 1.5, allowing for more

possible primes in the support of 012.

This result is aligned with a more general Fermat Conjecture. We refer the in-

terested reader to the discussion on page 2 of [6], where the authors note that the

Fermat Conjecture follows from the 012-conjecture for number fields. In the same

direction, assuming a different conjecture about the surjectivity of mod ? Galois

representations of non-CM elliptic curves, in previous work the author proved a
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version of the Fermat Conjecture over quadratic imaginary fields of class number

one (see Conjecture 5.2 and Theorem 5.3 in [25]).

Acknowledgements The author is indebted to Mugurel Barcău and Vicenţiu Paşol for helpful

suggestions regarding quotients of arithmetic surfaces and the proof of Propostion 1. This work is

supported by a grant from the Romanian Ministry of Education and Research, CNCS-UEFISCDI,

project number PN-III-P4-ID-PCE-2020-2498.

2 Formal immersions and the proof of Theorem 2

Throughout, we will denote by ? and @ rational primes and by p and q, respectively,

prime ideals inO , the ring of integers of . We write -0(?) for the classical modular

curve of level ?, whose non-cuspidal -rational points represent isomorphism classes

of pairs (�, �) of elliptic curves � together with a  -rational subgroup � of order

?. The curve -0(?) has two cusps, both defined overQ. We follow the convention in

[4], where ∞ is the cusp that is unramified under the 9-map -0(?) → -0(1) ≃ P1.

The 9-map is ramified of degree ? at the cusp 0. Under this convention, 0 represents

a a Néron ?-gon whereas ∞ corresponds to a Néron 1 -gon.

The symmetric square -
(2)
0

(?)

Let (2 be the symmetric group with two elements. This group acts on -0(?) ×-0(?)
by permuting the factors. We write -

(2)
0

(?) for the quotient of -0(?) × -0(?) under

this action. This is called the symmetric square of -0(?) and we will denote its

points by (unordered) pairs (H, I).

We write g for the generator of Gal( /Q), which can also be viewed as an element

of Gal(Q/Q) by choosing an automorphism of Q that extends g. In this case, a

quadratic point G ∈ -0(?) ( ) gives rise to a rational point (G, Gg) ∈ -
(2)
0

(?) (Q).
As -0(?) can be seen as a smooth scheme over SpecZ[1/?], it follows that -

(2)
0

(?)
can also be seen as a smooth arithmetic scheme over SpecZ[1/?]. This is true

because one can parameterise the local rings of -
(2)
0

(?) by elementary symmetry

functions, as is explained, for instance, in the proof of [17, Proposition 3.2].

The surface -|
0
(?)

It is known that the Fricke involution |? acts on -0(?). We define a new action of

the group (2 on the product -0(?) × -0(?), as follows. The non-trivial element of

(2 sends a pair of points (H, I) to (|? (I), |? (H)).
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The existence of this quotient of -0(?) × -0(?) as a scheme over SpecZ
[

1
?

]

follows from [SGA I, Exposé V, Proposition 1.8]. We shall denote it by -|
0
(?). Our

next result shows that this scheme -|
0
(?) is smooth.

Proposition 1 The arithmetic surface -|
0
(?) is smooth over SpecZ

[

1
?

]

.

Proof We follow the classical arguments used in the proof of the smoothness of the

symmetric power -
(2)
0

(?).
Let c : -0(?)×-0(?) → -|

0
(?) be the projection map. The fact that the structure

morphism -|
0
(?) → SpecZ [1/?] is flat follows immediately from [8, Proposition

9.7]. Following [19, Theorem 3’ on pp. 221], it is enough to show that the fiber over

any geometric point SpecΩ → SpecZ [1/?] of this structure morphism is regular

(where Ω is an algebraically closed field).

If & ∈ -|
0
(?) is a point such that c−1(&) consists of two distinct points %1, %2,

then c is étale at %1 and induces an isomorphism Ô& → Ô%1
of complete local

rings. Since %1 is a regular point, it follows that & is a regular point of -|
0
(?).

If & ∈ -|
0
(?) is such that c−1(&) consists of a single point % = (H, |? (H)) (a

fixed point of the (2 action), then notice the following. The completed local ring

Ô% ≃ Ω[[C, B]], where C is a local parameter at H and B = C ◦ |? is a local parameter

at |? (H). Notice that the induced action of (2 on the pair (C, B) is trivial, therefore

we have the ring isomorphisms Ô& ≃ Ω[[C, B]](2 = Ω[[C, B]] ≃ Ô% , which imply

that & is a regular point of -|
0
(?). �

Moreover, we have the following commutative diagram

(H, I) (|? (H), I)

-0(?) × -0(?) -0(?) × -0(?)

-
(2)
0

(?) -|
0
(?)

∼

proj c (1)

(H, I) (|? (I), H)

Since the top horizontal map is an isomorphism, proj and c have the same degree,

we can deduce that the quotient surfaces -|
0
(?) and -

(2)
0

(?) are in fact isomorphic

over SpecZ[1/?].
We write �0 (?) for the Jacobian of -0(?) and let ℎ : -

(2)
0

(?) (Q) → �0 (?) (Q) be

such that ℎ(H, I) = [H + I − 2∞]. This map is injective if the genus -0(?) is greater

than one and if -0(?) is not hyperelliptic. Thus, ℎ is injective if ? > 71 (see the

discussion preceding Proposition 3. 2 in [9]).

Let �? be the Eisenstein quotient of �0(?) (see [11] for the definition). Mazur

[10, Theorem 4] proved that the rank of �? (Q) is zero.

We point out the existence of the following commutative diagram over SpecZ
[

1
?

]

.
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-|
0
(?) -

(2)
0

(?) �0 (?)

�0(?) �?

ℎ|

∼

ℎ

ℎ

proj
id

proj

(2)

The top left isomorphism above is given by (H, I) ↦→ (|? (I), H) and ℎ| : -|
0
(?) →

�0 (?) is defined as

ℎ|(H, I) = [H + |? (I) − 2∞] .

Note that the injectivity of ℎ| follows from that of ℎ and the commutativity of the

diagram.

Write 5 : -
(2)
0

(?) → �? for the composition between ℎ and the natural projection

from �0(?) to �? on the diagram above. A result of Kamienny [9, Proposition 3.2]

states that for @ > 5 and ? > 71, the map 5 is a formal immersion at (∞,∞)Fq .
Note that the isomorphism -|

0
(?) → -

(2)
0

(?) sending (H, I) ↦→ (|? (I), H) maps

(∞, 0) ∈ -|
0
(?) to (∞,∞) ∈ - (2)

0
(?). Now, if we similarly denote by 5| : -|

0
(?) →

�? the composition between ℎ| and the natural projection proj on the diagram (2),

the proof of the following result follows directly.

Proposition 2 For @ > 5 and ? > 71, the map

5| : -|0 (?)/SpecZ[1/? ] → �?/SpecZ[1/? ]

is a formal immersion at (∞, 0)F@ .

We are now ready to present the proof of the main result.

Proof (of Theorem 2) To prove our claims, we use the following standard argument.

Suppose that there is an elliptic curve � , defined over  , that satisfies the hypotheses

of the theorem. Suppose that the pair (@, ?) satisfies either of the two conditions stated

in the theorem and that � admits a ?-isogeny for ? > 71. The elliptc curve� together

with the kernel of the isogeny gives rise to a non-cuspidal point G ∈ -0(?) ( ).
As explained in the beginning of the section, this gives rise to a rational point

H = (G, Gg) ∈ -
(2)
0

(?) (Q), where g ∈ Gal(Q/Q) is an extension to Q of the

generator of Gal( /Q). The fact that � has potentially multiplicative reduction at

all primes q | @ implies that G reduces modulo every such q to one of the two cusps

of -0(?) (Fq). We therefore deduce that H = (G, Gg) ∈ - (2)
0

(?) (Q) reduces modulo

@ to

(∞,∞)F@ , (0, 0)F@ or (∞, 0)F@ .

If (G, Gg)F@ = (∞,∞)F@ or (G, Gg)F@ = (0, 0)F@ , the theorem follows from a result

of Michaud-Jacobs [16, Proposition 4.11]. This always happens when @ is inert in

O , a case that was already settled in previous work by Najman and the author [20,

Theorem 1.2].
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Suppose now that the prime @ splits in  and that H = (G, Gg) ∈ - (2)
0

(Q) reduces

to (∞, 0)F@ modulo @. In this situation, using Siksek’s relative symmetric Chabauty

criterion, Michaud-Jacobs [14, Theorem 4.6] proved that the action of the Fricke

involution |? on G ∈ -0(?) ( ) coincides with the action of g on the same point.

To be precise, from the aforementioned result it follows that |? (G) = Gg on -0(?)
and hence H = (G, Gg) can also be regarded as a rational point (i.e. stable under

Gal(Q/Q)) on -|
0
(?). Indeed, the action on g on the quotient (G, Gg) ∈ -|

0
(?) ( )

can be written as

(G, Gg)g = (Gg , G) = (|? (G), G) = (G, |? (G)) = (G, Gg),

where the third equality follows from the mere definition of -|
0
(?). We would like

to emphasise that the restriction @ ≠ ? is imposed by the hypotheses of Theorem 4.6

in [14] and the application of the latter result is the only place where we used this

restriction.

Proposition 2 above asserts that 5| is a formal immersion at (∞, 0)F@ . An impor-

tant consequence of this fact is that there exists at most one point on -|
0
(?) (Q) re-

ducing to (∞, 0)F@ (see, for instance, [15, Lemma 3.1]). Since we know that (∞, 0) ∈
-|

0
(?) (Q) reduces to (∞, 0)F@ , it follows that (G, Gg) = (∞, 0) ∈ -|

0
(?) (Q). This

contradicts the hypothesis that G ∈ -0(?) ( ) is non-cuspidal and hence finishes our

proof. �

•? Questions

1. Can one adapt the techniques above and prove a statement analogous to Theorem 2

for a general number field  of degree 3 > 2? Assuming that � has multiplicative

reduction at all primes q | @, one has to be able to handle cases in which

the corresponding point on -
(3)
0

(?) (Q) reduces to (∞,∞, 0). Proving a result

similar to [5, Lemma 1.7] for -
(3)
0

(?) might help.

2. We expect that the conclusion of Theorem 2 holds if � has potentially multiplica-

tive reduction at one prime q | @. Furthermore, we believe that the restriction

@ ≠ ? is not necessary. Can any of these conditions be relaxed using similar

techniques?

3 Elliptic curves with bad reduction at a known fixed prime q

In this section, we will restrict our attention to elliptic curves � over  that are

semistable at all primes p | ?. This last condition is satisfied by the (Frey) elliptic

curves used in the modular method, where ? is an unknown exponent appearing
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in some Diophantine equation. Throughout, we assume that ? ≥ 17 and that ? is

unramified in  .

Suppose that � admits a ?-isogeny i defined over  . Then, its kernel is a

 -rational cyclic subgroup of � [?] and, hence, the mod ? Galois representation

d�,? : � → Aut(� [?]) � GL2 (F?) of � is reducible and

d�,? ∼
(

\ ∗
0 \′

)

,

where \, \′ : � → F×? are characters whose product \\′ is equal to j?, the mod

? cyclotomic character. The character \ is called the isogeny character of (�, ker i)
and dictates the action of � on ker i. To be precise, if % ∈ ker i, then

%f = \ (f)%, for all f ∈ � .

Let us now fix q, a prime ideal of  .

Proposition 6.1 in [21] asserts that for � as above, if one knows that q is a prime

of potentially multiplicative reduction, then there exists a constant � ,q such that if

� has a ?-isogeny, then ? ≤ � ,q. This result is proved using a careful study of the

isogeny character \. The authors show that the 12-th powers of \ or \′ are everywhere

unramified, a fact that implies that � or an elliptic curve that is isogenous to � admits

a ?-torsion point defined over a fixed degree extension of  . The upper bound on ?

is then obtained applying Merel’s uniform boundedness theorem for torsion points

[13].

Now assume that q is a prime of potentially good reduction for � . It is known

that the character \12 is unramified at the infinite places of  and at all finite places

of  that are coprime to ?. Moreover, if p | ?, restricting to �p < � the inertia

subgroup at p, we have that \12 |�p = j
Bp
? |�p , where Bp ∈ {0, 12}. Recall that g is the

generator of Gal( /Q), so g(p) is also a prime ideal above ?. The tuple (Bp, Bg (p))
is called the isogeny signature of the character \ and is equal to one of

(0, 0), (12, 12), (12, 0) or (0, 12).

If we add the assumption that ? is inert in  , then the signatures (12, 0) and (0, 12)
are not possible. In this case, the isogeny signature is (0,0) or (12, 12). It follows from

Lemma 34 in [16] that, replacing � with a ?-isogenous elliptic curve if necessary,

one can assume that the isogeny signature is (0, 0). The existence of a bound � ,q
such that ? < � ,q is guaranteed by [16, Corollary 4.7].

The discussion above can be summarised in the following proposition.

Proposition 3 Let � be an elliptic curve which has bad reduction at some fixed

prime q and is semistable at all primes p above some rational prime ?. Suppose the

pair (q, ?) satisfies one of the following conditions

• q is of potentially multiplicative reduction;

• q is of potentially good reduction and ? is inert in  .
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Then there exists a bound � ,q such that for ? > � ,q, the elliptic curve � does not

have ?-isogenies.

In the next section, we shall present the proof of the following Diophantine

application of this result.

Theorem 4 Let  be a quadratic imaginary field of class number one and suppose

that Conjecture 1 holds for  . Then, there is an effective constant � such that

for every prime ? > � , ? ≡ 1 (mod 3) and ? inert in  the only solutions

0, 1, 2 ∈  \ {0} to the equation

0? + 1? + 2? = 0 (3)

are, up to reordering, (1, n, n2), where n is a non-trivial third root of unity.

4 The Asymptotic Fermat’s Last Theorem over some quadratic

imaginary fields

Most of the literature discussing the resolution of certain Diophantine equations

using the modular method is restricted to the case where  is totally real. This is

mostly due to the progress in proving modularity lifting theorems over such fields.

On the other hand, modularity results over number fields with complex embeddings

are mostly conjectural, with a few notable exceptions such as those presented in the

recent extraordinary work of Caraiani and Newton [3].

In this section, we will restrict to the case in which  is a quadratic imaginary

field of class number one and ? ≥ 5 a rational prime that does not ramify in  .

For notation, relevant definitions, and a detailed discussion concerning complex and

mod ? eigenforms for GL2 over  , we refer the reader to [24, Section 2].

The results concerning the Fermat equation presented in this work are conjectural

upon the veracity of the following version of Serre’s modularity conjecture [25,

Conjecture 2.2].

Conjecture 1 Let ? > 3 be a prime and � an elliptic curve defined over  .

Suppose that the mod ? Galois representation d� : � → GL2(F?), induced

by the action of� on the ?-torsion of E, is absolutely irreducible, continuous

with Serre conductor N (prime-to-? part of its Artin conductor). Assume that

d� |� p
arises from a finite-flat group scheme over O p

for every prime p |?.

Then there is a mod ? eigenform 2 ∈ �1(.0(N), F?) such that for all prime

ideals (c) ⊆ O , coprime to ?N

)c (2) = Trace(d� (Frob(c )))
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Suppose that 0, 1, 2 ∈  \ {0} are such that 0? + 1? + 2? = 0. Let

� = �0,1,2 : .2 = - (- − 0?) (- + 1?). (4)

As we are working in quadratic imaginary fields of class number one, one can assume

that 0, 1, 2 ∈ O , where O is the ring of integers of  , and that their are coprime.

From the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [25] it follows easily that if  is quadratic

imaginary of class number one and ? ≥ 19, assuming Conjecture 1 holds for  ,

there are no solutions to the Fermat equation 0? + 1? + 2? = 0 for which d�,? is

absolutely irreducible. Furthermore, the author shows that if 2 | Norm /Q(012),
then for ? ≥ 19, the representation d�,? is absolutely irreducible. The latter implies

that for such  and ?, the Fermat equation

0? + 1? + 2? = 0,

does not have solutions in coprime 0, 1, 2 ∈ O \ {0} such that 2 | 012.
We start proving Theorems 3 and 4 in parallel, following the same strategy as

in [20, Section 3]. Recall that the quadratic imaginary fields of class number one

are  = Q(
√
−3), where 3 is one of 1, 2, 3, 7, 11, 19, 43, 67 or 163. The cases

3 ∈ {1, 2, 7} follow by more general results in [24]. From now on we will assume

that  is one of the six remaining fields. In each of the latter quadratic fields, the

prime 2 is inert. From the proof of [25, Theorem 1.3] it is easy to deduce that the

following hold simultaneously:

• The prime ideal 2O does not divide 012.

• If � : .2 = - (- − 0?) (- + 1?) is the Frey elliptic curve attached to this

solution, then � has additive potentially good reduction at the prime 2O 
and � is semistable at every prime ideal q ≠ 2O .

• The mod ? Galois representation d�,? is absolutely reducible and unrami-

fied outside the primes above 2?.

If we assume ? ≥ 53, it follows from [23, Lemme 18’] that the image of d�,? (� )
under the projection GL2(F?) → PGL2 (F?) contains an element whose order is at

least 13. We point out that the validity of the proof for Lemme 18’ in loc. cit. extends

beyond the case  = Q, as long as ? does not ramify in  . The existence of such an

element ensures that the image of d�,? (� ) in PGL2(F?) is not contained in any

of its exceptional subgroups �4, (4 or �5 (see [22, Subsection 2.5] for more details).

From the discussion in [22, Section2] we deduce that if d�,?⊗F?F? is diagonalisable,

then the image d�,? (� ) is contained in a Cartan subgroup of GL2(F?).

Assume additionally that ? ≡ 1 (mod 3), as it is specified in the hypotheses

of both theorems 3 and 4.
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We can distinguish the following two cases.

Suppose first that d�,? is irreducible but absolutely reducible. In this situation,

it follows that the image d�,? (� ) is contained in a Cartan non-split subgroup. We

have that d�,? ⊗F? F? ∼
(

\ 0

0 \ ?

)

, where \ : � → F×
?2 is a character. The latter

is not F?-valued and \ ?+1 = j?, where j? : � → F×? is the mod ? cyclotomic

character.

As 2O is a prime of potentially good reduction for � , one knows that

{2O ( 9 (�)) ≥ 0. Using [7, Lemma 3.7], we deduce that 3 divides #d�,? (�2O ),
where �2O ⊆ � is the inertia subgroup at 2O . By Cauchy’s Theorem, there

exists an element 6 ∈ �2O such that d�,? (6) and \ (6) have both order 3 in

GL2(F?2 ). As ? > 2, we know that j? is unramified at places above 2. It follows

that j? (6) = \ ?+1 (6) = 1, and hence 3 | ? + 1, a contradiction to the choice ? ≡ 1

(mod 3).
We are now left with the case that d�,? is reducible, meaning that

d�,? ∼
(

\ ∗
0 \′

)

,

where \, \′ : � → F×? are the isogeny characters. Now we discuss the proofs of

theorems 3 and 4 separately.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 3 as an application to Theorem 2

Suppose that 0, 1, 2 are as above. Since

9 (�) = 24(12? − 0?2?)
(012)2?

,

we see that if q is a prime that divides 012, then {q ( 9 (�)) < 0. This means that �

has potentially multiplicative reduction at q.

Recall that ( is a finite set of rational primes containing 2, 3 and 5. The third

condition in the hypothesis of Theorem 3 guarantees that if @ ∉ ( is a prime that

divides Norm /Q(012), then � has multiplicative reduction at all primes q of O 
above @. At the same time, from the formula for the discriminantΔ(�) = 24(012)2?

we note that if @ ∉ ( and @ ∤ Norm /Q(012), then � has good reduction at all

primes q above @.

If we ensure that �( > 71, from Theorem 2 it follows that � cannot have

multiplicative reduction at the primes above @ if @ ∉ (. Notice that here we use

the fourth hypothesis of the theorem, namely that if ? splits in  , then at most one

of the primes above ? divides 012. This is to exclude the possibility that @ = ?

when @ splits in  , as that case is not covered by Theorem 2. Therefore, � has good
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reduction at such primes and, therefore, 9 (�) is integral outside of (. In particular,

012 is supported only on primes that lie above those in (.

Writing the Fermat equation as (−0/2)? + (−1/2)? = 1, we note that (−0/2)?
and (−1/2)? are solutions to the (-unit equation G + H = 1, where G, H ∈ O×

 ,(
.

Using Siegel’s theorem, we deduce that every such (-unit equation has finitely

many solutions. Suppose that one of 0, 1 or 2 is not a unit in O . Without losing

generality, we can assume that 0 is divisible by some prime ideal q of  . As the

equation G + H = 1 has finitely many solutions G, H ∈ O×
 ,(

, the possible valuations

of {q (G) belong to a finite set. A contradiction can be reached by increasing the

exponent ?. This proves that there is a bound � ,( such that if ? > � ,( then 0, 1, 2

are units in O .

Let us now take�( to be larger than all the constants � ,( arising from all the six

possibilities for  . For each of the number fields  , there are finitely many units in

O . Verifying all the possibilities, we find that if ? and 0, 1, 2 are as in the hypothesis

of Theorem 3, the only possible solutions arise when  = Q(
√
−3) and these are

(0, 1, 2) = (1, n, n2), up to reordering.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4 as an application to Proposition 3

Suppose that 0, 1, 2 ∈ O \ {0} are coprime and satisfy the Fermat equation 0? +
1? + 2? = 0. Following carefully the discussion at the beginning of this section,

one can see that the conclusion of Theorem 4 follows if d�,? is irreducible. Hence,

for ? > � (a constant that depends on the field  ), if 0, 1, 2 ∈ O \ {0} is a

solution such that {0, 1, 2} ≠ {1, n, n2}, then d�,? must be reducible, that is, � has

a ?-isogeny.

We remarked previously that 2O is a prime of potentially good reduction for � .

Recall that we are under the assumption that ? is inert in  . Applying Proposition

3, it follows that there exists a constant � ,2 such that ? ≤ � ,2. The conclusion of

Theorem 4 follows if we set � := max(� , � ,2).

Remark 1 We note that if  = Q(
√
−3), the prime ? splits in  if and only if

? ≡ 1 (mod 3). In that case, Theorem 4 is stronger than Theorem 3. However, for

the other five quadratic imaginary fields discussed here, namely  = Q(
√
−3)

where 3 ∈ {11, 19, 43, 67, 163} the set � = {? is prime | ? ≡ 1 (mod 3)}
has strictly larger (Dirichlet) density than the set � = {? is prime | ? ≡ 1

(mod 3) and ? is inert in  }. Hence, for these latter choices of  , Theorem 3 as-

serts that a version of the Asymptotic Fermat’s Last Theorem holds for a larger set

of exponents ? than Theorem 4.
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