arXiv:2109.00174v2 [math.NT] 2 Dec 2022

THE RATIONAL CUSPIDAL SUBGROUP OF J_0(p^2M) WITH M SQUAREFREE

JIA-WEI GUO, YIFAN YANG, HWAJONG YOO, AND MYUNGJUN YU

Abstract. For a positive integer N, let X0 (N) be the modular curve over Q and J0(N) its Jacobian variety. We prove that the rational cuspidal subgroup of J0(N) is equal to the rational cuspidal divisor class group of X0(N) when N = p^2M for any prime p and any squarefree integer M. To achieve this we show that all modular units on X0(N) can be written as products of certain functions F_{m,h}, which are constructed from generalized Dedekind eta functions. Also, we determine the necessary and sufficient conditions for such products to be modular units on X0(N) under a mild assumption.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Construction of modular units 5 3. Criteria for modular units 13 4. Proof of Theorem 1.4 18 Acknowledgments 19 References 20

1. Introduction

For a positive integer N, let X_0(N) be the canonical model over Q of the modular curve associated to the congruence subgroup

Γ_0(N) = {(_{a b} c d ) ∈ SL(2, Z) : c ≡ 0 (mod N) } , and let J_0(N) be its Jacobian variety. We are interested in the rational torsion subgroup of J_0(N), denoted by J_0(N)(Q)_{tors}. When N is a prime, Mazur proved the following [7, Th. 1], which was known as Ogg’s conjecture [12, Conj. 2]:

Theorem 1.1 (Ogg’s conjecture). The rational torsion subgroup J_0(N)(Q)_{tors} is a cyclic group of order n, generated by the linear equivalence class of the difference of the two cusps 0 and ∞, where n is the numerator of^{N−1}_{12} .

In order to generalize this theorem, we first introduce two subgroups C (N) and C_N (Q) of J_0(N)(Q)_{tors}. Recall that a divisor on X_0(N) is called cuspidal if its support lies on the cusps of X_0(N). Also, a cuspidal divisor D is called rational if σ(D) = D for all σ ∈ Gal(Q/Q). Let C (N) be the rational cuspidal divisor class group of X_0(N), defined as a subgroup of J_0(N)(Q) generated by the linear equivalence classes of rational cuspidal divisors of degree 0 on X_0(N). Also, let C_N be the cuspidal subgroup of J_0(N), defined as a subgroup of J_0(N)(Q) generated by the linear equivalence classes of cuspidal divisors of degree 0 on X_0(N). Furthermore, let

C_N (Q) := C_N ∩ J_0(N)(Q)

be the rational cuspidal subgroup of J_0(N). Note that we have

C (N) ⊆ C_N (Q) ⊆ J_0(N)(Q)_{tors},

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11G18, 14G05, 14G35. 1

where the first (resp. second) inclusion follows by definition (resp. the theorem of Manin and Drinfeld [6, 2]). A natural generalization of the above theorem is the following.

Conjecture 1.2 (Generalized Ogg’s conjecture). For any positive integer N, we have

J_0(N)(Q)_{tors} = C_N (Q).

We also expect the following, which is [23, Conj. 1.3].

Conjecture 1.3. For any positive integer N, we have

C_N (Q) = C (N).

Note that since the structure of C (N) is completely determined by the third author [22], the computation of J_0(N)(Q)_{tors} is reduced to proving the conjectures above. (We only consider subgroups of the cuspidal subgroup of J_0(N) here. Note that subgroups of the cuspidal subgroup of J_1(N), the Jacobian variety of the modular curve X_1(N), have been also studied by many mathematicians. For instance, see [3, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 21, 25].)

In this paper, we are primarily concerned with Conjecture 1.3. (For Conjecture 1.2, See [23].) To the best knowledge of the authors, Conjecture 1.3 is only known when N is one of the following cases:

(1) N is small enough.

(2) N = 2^rM with 0 ≤ r ≤ 3 and M odd squarefree. (3) N = n^2M with n | 24 and M squarefree.

The second case is obvious as all the cusps of X_0(N) are defined over Q, and so C (N) = C_N (Q) = C_N . The third case is the main result of [19]. Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let N = p^2M for a prime p and a squarefree integer M. Then we have

C_N (Q) = C (N).

Note that the case where M is divisible by p is permitted. Here we remark that the proof of Conjecture 1.3 in the case N = n^2M with n | 24 and M squarefree relies crucially on the facts that all modular units (i.e., modular functions with divisors supported on cusps) on X_0(N) can be expressed as products of eta functions of the form η(τ + k/h) with h | 24, and one can completely determine the necessary and sufficient conditions for such an eta product to be a modular unit on X_0(N). However, as pointed out in [19], this construction and characterization of modular units work only when the level N is of the special form N = n^2M with n | 24 and M squarefree. (This is related to the fact that if n is a positive integer such that a^2 ≡ 1 mod n for all a with (a, n) = 1, i.e., if (Z/nZ)^× is an elementary 2-group, then n divides 24.) For general levels, we will need a very different method for constructing modular units. It turns out that it is possible to construct a family of functions using the Siegel functions such that every modular unit on X_0(N) can be uniquely expressed as a product of functions from the family (see Theorem 1.8 below). However, it appears rather difficult to determine the necessary and sufficient conditions for a product of these functions to be modular on X_0(N) and we are able to overcome the difficulty only for a special type of N (see Theorem 1.10 below). This is the primary reason why we restrict our attention to this special form of N in Theorem 1.4.

If [D] ∈ C_N (Q), i.e., D is a cuspidal divisor of degree 0 satisfying σ(D) ∼ D for all σ ∈ Gal(Q/Q), then using Theorem 1.10 we can now construct a modular unit f such that D + div f is rational and thereby establish Theorem 1.4. For more details, see Section 4.

Before proceeding, we fix some notation.

Notation 1.5. • Let N be a positive integer and let p denote a prime (unless otherwise mentioned). For example, we write ∏ p|n to mean that the product is over the prime divisors of n.

• For a positive divisor m of N, let ℓ(m) be the largest integer whose square divides N/m. Also, let m^′ := N m , m^{′′} := m^′ ℓ(m) = N mℓ(m) and N^′ := N ℓ(m) . If there is no confusion, we simply denote ℓ(m) by ℓ.

• Let L = ℓ(1), i.e., L is the largest integer whose square divides N. • Let D_N be the set of all positive divisors of N different from N. • For a positive integer n, let ζ_n := e^{2πi/n}.

• For any integer s prime to L, let σ_s be the element of Gal(Q(ζ_L)/Q) such that σ_s(ζ_L) = ζ^s_L. • For a meromorphic function F on a Riemann surface X, we denote by div(F ) the divisor of a function F , namely, div(F ) := ∑ P ∈X ord_P (F ) · P

where ord_P (F ) is the order of vanishing of F at a point P in X.

Recall that a cusp of X_0(N) can be represented as (^a_c ), where c is a positive divisor of N and a is an integer prime to N.^1 For example, the cusps ∞ and 0 are written as

(_1 N ) and (^1 ), respectively.

Such a cusp (^a_c ) of X_0(N) is called a cusp of level c. Two cusps (^a_c ) and (_{a′} c^′ ) (with 1 ≤ c, c^′ | N and (aa^′, N) = 1) are equivalent if and only if c = c^′ and a ≡ a^′ (mod z), where z = (c, N/c). So the number of all cusps of level c is φ(z), where φ is Euler’s totient function, and the number of all cusps of X_0(N) is ∑ 1≤c|N φ(gcd(c, N/c)). A cusp of level c is defined over Q(ζz) and so all cusps of X0(N)

are defined over Q(ζ_L). Moreover, for any σ_s ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_L)/Q) we have (1.1) σ_s (^a_c ) = (^{s∗a}_c ) , where s^∗ ∈ Z is chosen so that ss^∗ ≡ 1 (mod L) and (s^∗, aN) = 1. For more details, see [22, Sec. 2].

Let D be a cuspidal divisor of degree 0 on X_0(N) such that [D] ∈ C_N (Q). (Here, [D] denotes the linear equivalence class of a divisor D.) To prove Conjecture 1.3, we must find a rational cuspidal divisor D^′ which is linearly equivalent to D, i.e., [D] = [D^′]. In other words, it is necessary to find a modular function F on X_0(N) such that D + div(F ) is a rational cuspidal divisor. Thus, it is desirable to have a nice description of such a function F , which is called a modular unit on X_0(N). Since a modular unit on X_0(N) is also that on X(N), it can be written as a product of Siegel functions (cf. [4]). In this paper, we use generalized Dedekind eta functions which are variants of Siegel functions.

Definition 1.6. For integers g and h not both congruent to 0 modulo N, let E_{g,h}(τ) := q^{B2(g/N)/2} ∞∏ n=1 ( 1 − ζ^h_N q^{n−1+g/N} ) ( 1 − ζ^{−h}_N q^{n−g/N} ) , where q = e^{2πiτ} and B_2(x) = x^2 − x + 1/6 is the second Bernoulli polynomial.

Motivated by the previous work of Wang and the second author [19], we construct the following.

Definition 1.7. For each m ∈ D_N , we fix a set S_m′′ ⊂ {1, . . . , m^{′′}−1} of representatives of (Z/m^{′′}Z)^×/{±1}. For each α ∈ S_m′′ , let δ ∈ {1, . . . , m^{′′} − 1} be an integer such that αδ ≡ 1 (mod m^{′′}). If m^{′′} ≠ 2, we set F_{m,h}(τ) := ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′τ). Also, if m^{′′} = 2, we define F_{m,h}(τ) := E_{mℓ,hN} ′ (N^′τ)^{1/2}. Using these functions, we can produce all modular units on X_0(N).

1In most literatures, one takes an integer a satisfying (a, c) = 1. However, since the natural map (Z/NZ)× → (Z/cZ)× is surjective, we can always take b such that (b, N) = 1 and b ≡ a (mod c). Then two cusps (^a_c ) and (^b_c ) are equivalent.

Theorem 1.8. Every modular unit on X_0(N) can be uniquely expressed as

(1.2) ϵ ∏ m∈D_N φ(ℓ(m))−1 ∏ h=0 F^{em,h}_{m,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z and ϵ ∈ C^×.

A variant of the theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.9. Every modular unit on X_0(N) can be uniquely expressed as ϵ ∏ m∈D_N φ(ℓ(m))∏

h=1 F^{em,h}_{m,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z and ϵ ∈ C^×.

Unfortunately, these results do not answer when such products are indeed modular units on X_0(N). A partial result is the following, which is a generalization of the well-known criteria of Ligozat [5, Prop. 3.2.1].

Theorem 1.10. Suppose that L is odd and squarefree. If (L, φ(N/L)) = 1, then^2 f = ∏ m∈D_N ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 F^{em,h}_{m,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z is a modular function on X_0(N) if and only if all the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) the order of f at the cusp ∞ is an integer; (2) the order of f at the cusp 0 is an integer; (3) the order of f at the cusp

(_1

N_0 ) is an integer, where N_0 is the odd part of N;

(4) (the mod L condition) we have ∑ m∈D_N mφ(m^{′′}) ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=1 he_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod L);

(5) (the mod 2 condition) for each odd prime divisor p of N, we have ∑ m:m^{′′}=p^r ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 e_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod 2),

where the first sum runs over all m ∈ D_N such that m^{′′} is a power of p.

With all these results together (and some properties of the functions F_{m,h} which are discussed in Section 2), one may try to prove Conjecture 1.3. One of the key observations is that the prime-to-φ(L) parts of C_N (Q) and C (N) coincide, which can be easily proved by an averaging method (cf. Lemma 4.1). As a result, the following is enough for our purpose.

Theorem 1.11. Let

(1.3) f = ∏ m∈D_N ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 F^{em,h}_{m,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z. Then f^L is a modular function on X_0(N) if all the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) the order of f at the cusp ∞ is an integer; (2) the order of f at the cusp 0 is an integer; (3) the order of f at the cusp

(_1

N_0 ) is an integer, where N_0 is the odd part of N;

2By Remark 2.2, this product is the most general one constructed from F_{m,h}.

(4) (the mod 2 condition) for each odd prime divisor p of N, ∑ m:m^{′′}=p^r ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 e_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod 2),

where the first sum runs over all m ∈ D_N such that m^{′′} is a power of p.

Now we hope to prove Conjecture 1.3 under the assumption that (L, φ(L)) = 1. Note that there is a difference between the ranges of h in the expressions (1.2) and (1.3). Although this is a huge obstacle in our method, we were able to overcome this when L is a prime. In the forthcoming work [24], we develop a new method to overcome this obstacle when L is divisible by at most two primes.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we study various properties of the functions F_{m,h} and prove Theorems 1.8 and 1.9. In Section 3, we discuss some criteria for a product of the functions F_{m,h} to be a modular function on X_0(N) and prove Theorems 1.10 and 1.11. Lastly, we prove Theorem 1.4 in Section 4.

2. Construction of modular units

In the 1950s, Newman constructed modular units on X_0(N) using the Dedekind eta function [8, 9]. Also, Ogg and Ligozat studied modular units on X_0(N) whose divisors are rational [10, 11]. As a result, Ligozat could prove Conjectures 1.2 and 1.3 for the case where J_0(N) is an elliptic curve over Q [5]. Then Chua and Ling computed the cuspidal subgroup of J_0(pq) for two primes p and q using the method of Ogg and Ligozat [1]. More generally, for a squarefree integer N, Takagi proved that all modular units on X_0(N) can be constructed using the Dedekind eta function and computed the size of the cuspidal subgroup of J_0(N) [16]. Lastly, Wang and the second author proved that all modular units on X_0(n^2M) with n | 24 and M squarefree can be constructed using generalized Dedekind eta functions (which are different from E_{g,h}) [19].

In this section, we prove that all modular units on X_0(N) can be constructed using the functions F_{m,h} (Theorems 1.8 and 1.9). To do so, we first study various properties of the functions F_{m,h}. Before proceeding, we recall the transformation properties of the function E_{g,h}.

Proposition 2.1 ([20, Th. 1]). The functions E_{g,h} satisfy (2.1) E_{g+N,h} = E_{−g,−h} = −ζ^{−h}_N E_{g,h} and E_{g,h+N} = E_{g,h}. Moreover, let γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ SL_2(Z). Then for c = 0, we have E_{g,h}(τ + b) = e^{πibB(g/N)}E_{g,bg+h}(τ), and for c ≠ 0, E_{g,h}(γτ) = ε(a, b, c, d)e^{πiδ} E_{ag+ch,bg+dh}(τ), where (2.2) ε(a, b, c, d) := { e^{πi}6^{(bd(1−c2 )+c(a+d−3))} if c is odd, −ie^{πi}6^{(ac(1−d2 )+d(b−c+3))} if d is odd, and δ := g^2ab + 2ghbc + h^2cd N^2 − gb + h(d − 1) N . Remark 2.2. The function F_{m,h} is dependent only on the residue class of h modulo ℓ(m) as E_{αmℓ,δ(h+ℓ)N} ′ = E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′_{+δN} = E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ by (2.1).

Remark 2.3. If α ≡ α^′ (mod m^{′′}), then (α − α^′)mℓ is divisible by m^{′′}mℓ = mm^′ = N. Also, if δ ≡ δ^′ (mod m^{′′}), then (δ − δ^′)N^′ is divisible by m^{′′}N^′ = m^′N/ℓ^2, which is a multiple of N. So by (2.1), the functions F_{m,h} defined using different choices of representatives for (Z/m^{′′}Z)^×/{±1} differ only by roots of unity.

Suppose that m^{′′} = 2. Since ℓ divides m^{′′}, we have either ℓ = 1 or ℓ = 2. If ℓ = 1, then m^′ = m^{′′}ℓ = 2, m = N/m^′ = N/2 and N^′ = N/ℓ = N. Note that E_{N/2,0}(τ) = q^{−1/24} ∞∏ n=1 (1 − q^{n− 12} )^2 = η(τ/2)^2 η(τ)^2 . Thus, we have (2.3) F_{N/2,0}(τ) = η((N/2)τ) η(Nτ) . If ℓ = 2, then m^′ = m^{′′}ℓ = 4, m = N/m^′ = N/4 and N^′ = N/ℓ = N/2. Note that E_{N/2,N/2}(τ) = q^{−1/24} ∞∏ n=1 (1 + q^{n− 12} )^2 = η(τ)^4 η(τ/2)^2η(2τ)^2 . Thus, we have (2.4) F_{N/4,0}(τ) = η((N/4)τ) η((N/2)τ) and F_{N/4,1}(τ) = η((N/2)τ)^2 η((N/4)τ)η(Nτ) . So if m^{′′} = 2, then for any γ ∈ Γ_0(N) we have F_{m,h}(γτ) = ϵF_{m,h}(τ) for some 24-th root of unity ϵ. Moreover, by the result of Ligozat [22, Prop. 3.5] we can show that F^k_{m,h} is a modular function on X_0(N) if and only if k is divisible by 24. In general, we have the following. Lemma 2.4. For any m ∈ D_N and γ ∈ Γ_0(N), we have F_{m,h}(γτ) = ϵF_{m,h}(τ) for some lcm(2m^{′′}, 24)-th root of unity ϵ depending on m, h and γ. In particular, F_{m,h}(τ)^{lcm(2m′′ ,24)} is a modular function on X_0(N).

Proof. By the discussion above, it suffices to prove the case where m^{′′} ≠ 2, which we assume from now on.

Let γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ Γ_0(N). Note that N^′γτ = (_{a bN ′} c/N^′ d ) (N^′τ). So by Proposition 2.1, if c = 0, then E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′γτ) = e^{πibN ′B2(α/m′′ )}E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′τ) and hence F_{m,h}(γτ) = ∏ α∈S_m′′ e^{πibN ′B2(α/m′′ )} F_{m,h}(τ). Since m^{′′} divides N^′, the result follows in this case. Again by Proposition 2.1, if c ≠ 0, then E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′γτ) = ε(a, bN^′, c/N^′, d)e^{2πiAα} E_{αamℓ+δch,αbmℓN} ′_{+δdhN} ′ (N^′τ) = ε(a, bN^′, c/N^′, d)e^{2πiAα} (−ζ^{−δdh}_ℓ )^{δch/N} E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ (N^′τ), where ε(a, bN^′, c/N^′, d) is a 24-th root of unity determined by (2.2) and

A_α := (αmℓ)^2abN^′ + 2(αmℓ)(δhN^′)bc + (δhN^′)^2cd/N^′ 2N^2 − (αmℓ)bN^′ + δhN^′(d − 1) 2N ≡ α^2mab 2m^{′′} + δ^2h^2cd/N 2ℓ − αmb 2 − δh(d − 1) 2ℓ (mod Z) so that e^{2πiAα} is a 2m^{′′}-th root of unity. As α goes through S_m′′ , αa also goes through a set of representatives of (Z/m^{′′}Z)^×/{±1}. If α^′ is the element in S_m′′ such that αa ≡ ±α^′ (mod m^{′′}), then E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ and E_α′_{mℓ,δ}′_{dhN} ′ differ by a 2ℓ-th root of unity. Therefore we have F_{m,h}(γτ) = ϵF_{m,h}(τ) for some lcm(2m^{′′}, 24)-th root of unity ϵ. This completes the proof. □

Remark 2.5. Let γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ Γ_0(N) with 24 | b, 24N | c and c > 0, and let γ^′ = (_{a bM} c/M d ) for a divisor M of N. Since d is odd, by [20, Lem. 1] we have η(Mγτ) = η(γ^′(Mτ)) = ( c/M d ) e^{πid4} √ −i(cτ + d) η(Mτ), where (_· · ) is the Legendre–Jacobi symbol. Hence by (2.3) and (2.4), we have F_{N/2,0}(γτ) = ( 2 d ) F_{N/2,0}(τ) = (−1)^{d2−18} F_{N/2,0}(τ),

F_{N/4,0}(γτ) = (−1)^{d2 −18} F_{N/4,0}(τ) and F_{N/4,1}(γτ) = F_{N/4,1}(τ).

Lemma 2.6. Let m ∈ D_N . Then for an integer h, the order of F_{m,h} at a cusp (^a_c ) of X_0(N) is

ℓ(N^′, c)^2 4(c^2, N) ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( αa^′ m^{′′} + δhc^′ ℓ ) ,

where P_2(x) = B_2({x}) is the second Bernoulli function, a^′ =^{N ′a}_{(N ′,c)} and c^′ =^c_{(N ′,c)} .

Proof. Suppose that m^{′′} = 2. For a divisor M of N, the order of η(Mτ) at the cusp (^a_c ) is^{N(c,M)2}_{24M(c2,N)} by [5, Prop. 3.2.8] and so the result follows using (2.3) and (2.4).

Next, suppose that m^{′′} ≠ 2. Let b, d, b^′ and d^′ be integers such that γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ SL(2, Z) and γ^′ = (_{a′ b′} c^′ d^′ ) ∈ SL(2, Z).

We check that N^′γτ = γ^′ ( c(cτ + d) N^′(c^′)^2 − d^′ c^′ ) . Hence we have F_{m,h}(γτ) = ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ ( γ^′ ( c(cτ + d) N^′(c^′)^2 − d^′ c^′ ))

= ϵ ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αmℓa}′_{+δhN} ′_c′_{,αmℓb}′_{+δhN} ′_d′ ( c(cτ + d) N^′(c^′)^2 − d^′ c^′ )

for some root of unity ϵ. The Fourier expansion of F_{m,h}(γτ) starts from q^A, where A = c^2 2N^′(c^′)^2 ∑ α∈S_m′′ P_2 ( αmℓa^′ + δhN^′c^′ N ) = (N^′, c)^2 2N^′ ∑ α∈S_m′′ P_2 ( αa^′ m^{′′} + δhc^′ ℓ ) .

Since the width of a cusp (^a_c ) is^N_{(c2,N)} (cf. [22, Lem. 2.10]), the order of F_{m,h} at a cusp (^a_c ) is NA (c^2, N) = ℓ(N^′, c)^2 4(c^2, N) ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( αa^′ m^{′′} + δhc^′ ℓ )

as claimed. (Note that P_2(x) is an even function since P_2(−x) = P_2(1 − x) = P_2(x).) □

Corollary 2.7. The order of F_{m,h} at the cusp ∞ is m 24 ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p). Also, the order of F_{m,h} at the cusp 0 is m^{′′} 24ℓ ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k) k (ℓ, kh)^2, where μ(k) is the Möbius function. Furthermore, if N = 2N_0 for some odd integer N_0, then the order of F_{m,h} at the cusp

(_1

N_0 ) is m 24(m, 2) ∏ p|m^{′′}, p≠2 (1 − p). Proof. For the cusp ∞, we have a = a^′ = 1, c = N and c^′ = N/N^′ = ℓ. So by Lemma 2.8 below, we have ℓ(N^′)^2 4N ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( α m^{′′} ) = N^′ 24m^{′′} ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p) = m 24 ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p). For the cusp 0, we have a = c = c^′ = 1 and a^′ = N^′. Thus by Lemma 2.8, the order of F_{m,h} at 0 is ℓ 4 ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′}Z)^× P_2 ( δh ℓ ) = ℓ 4 ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′}Z)^× P_2 ( αh ℓ ) = m^{′′} 24ℓ ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k) k (ℓ, kh)^2. Lastly, let N = 2N_0 for some odd integer N_0. Since ℓ is a divisor of N_0, we have N^′ = 2N^{′′}, where N^{′′} = N_0/ℓ. Thus for the cusp

(_1

N_0 ) , we have (N^′, c) = N^{′′}, a^′ = 2 and c^′ = ℓ. Hence by Lemma 2.8, the order of F_{m,h} at the cusp

(_1

N_0 ) is N^{′′} 4 ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( 2α m^{′′} ) = N^{′′} 24m^{′′} ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k) k (m^{′′}, 2k)^2 = m 48 ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k(m^{′′}/k, 2)^2. If m is odd, then m^{′′} is even. Let n = m^{′′}/2. Then we have ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k(m^{′′}/k, 2)^2 = ∑ k|n μ(k)k(2^2 − 2 · 1^2) = 2 ∑ k|n μ(k)k = 2 ∏ p|n (1 − p). If m is even, then m^{′′} is odd. Thus, (m^{′′}/k, 2) = 1 and so ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k(m^{′′}/k, 2)^2 = ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k = ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p). This completes the proof. □

Lemma 2.8. Let x be a positive integer. Then we have ∑ α∈(Z/xZ)^× P_2 (α x ) = 1 6x ∏ p|x (1 − p). More generally, let y be a divisor of x. Then for any integer n, we have ∑ α∈(Z/xZ)^× P_2 ( αn y ) = x 6y^2 ∑ k|x μ(k) k (y, kn)^2. Proof. By the Möbius inversion formula, we have ∑ α∈(Z/xZ)^× P_2 (α x ) = ∑ k|x μ(k) x/k−1∑

j=0 P_2 ( jk x ) .

Recall that the second Bernoulli polynomial B_2(x) satisfies n−1∑ j=0 B_2 ( x + j n ) = 1 n B_2(nx), which implies_{n−1} ∑ j=0 P_2 ( x + j n ) = 1 n P_2(nx). Thus, we have ∑ k|x μ(k) x/k−1∑

j=0 P_2 ( j x/k ) = ∑ k|x μ(k) ( k x P_2(0) ) = 1 6x ∑ k|x μ(k)k = 1 6x ∏ p|x (1 − p). Next, for each divisor k of x, let z = y (y, kn) and k^′ = kn (y, kn) . Note that by definition, (z, k^′) = 1. Again by the Möbius inversion formula, we have ∑ α∈(Z/xZ)^× P_2 ( αn y ) = ∑ k|x μ(k) x/k−1∑

j=0 P_2 ( jkn y )

= ∑ k|x μ(k) x/(kz)−1 ∑ t=0 z−1∑ j=0 P_2 ( (j + zt)k^′ z )

= ∑ k|x μ(k) x/(kz)−1 ∑ t=0 z−1∑ j=0 P_2 ( j z )

= x 6 ∑ k|x μ(k) kz^2 = x 6y^2 ∑ k|x μ(k) k (y, kn)^2 as desired. □

Lemma 2.9. For an integer s prime to L, we have σ_s(div(F_{m,h})) = div(F_{m,sh}).

Proof. Let (^a_c ) be a cusp of X_0(N). By (1.1), it suffices to show that the order of F_{m,h} at (^a_c ) is equal to that of F_{m,sh} at (^{s∗a}_c ), where s^∗ ∈ Z such that ss^∗ ≡ 1 (mod L) and (s^∗, aN) = 1. By Lemma 2.6, the order of F_{m,h} at (^a_c ) is ℓ(N^′, c)^2 4(c^2, N) ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( αa^′ m^{′′} + δhc^′ ℓ ) . Note that (s^∗a)^′ = s^∗a^′ and c^′ is unchanged. Again by Lemma 2.6, the order of F_{m,sh} at a cusp (^{s∗a}_c ) is ℓ(N^′, c)^2 4(c^2, N) ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( αs^∗a^′ m^{′′} + δshc^′ ℓ ) . Since s^∗ is relatively prime to m^{′′}, the multiplication by s^∗ (and taking reduction modulo m^{′′}) defines a bijection on (Z/m^{′′}Z)^×. Since αδ ≡ 1 (mod m^{′′}) and s^∗s ≡ 1 (mod m^{′′}), we have (αs^∗)(δs) ≡ 1 (mod m^{′′}). Thus, the result follows by replacing αs^∗ and δs by α and δ, respectively. □

Corollary 2.10. Let m ∈ D_N . For any integer s prime to L, we have σ_s(div(F_{m,0})) = div(F_{m,0}).

Proof. The result is obvious by Lemma 2.9. □

Remark 2.11. By Lemmas 2.6 and 2.8, the order of F_{m,0} at a cusp (^a_c ) is ℓ(N^′, c)^2 4(c^2, N) ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× P_2 ( αa^′ m^{′′} ) = ℓ(N^′, c)^2 24m^{′′}(c^2, N) ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k(m^{′′}/k, a^′)^2. Since a is relatively prime to m^{′′}, we have (m^{′′}/k, a^′) = (m^{′′}/k, N^{′′}), where N^{′′} = N^′/(N^′, c). Thus, the order of F_{m,0} at a cusp (^a_c ) is independent of a and this gives another proof of Corollary 2.10.

Remark 2.12. By [22, Th. 3.6], F_{m,0} must be written as a product of Dedekind eta functions (up to constant). Indeed, we can explicitly write F_{m,0} as follows: If m^{′′} ≠ 2, then

F_{m,0}(τ) = ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αmℓ,0}(N^′τ)

= ϵq^A ∏ α∈S_m′′ ∞∏ n=1 (1 − q^{N ′(n−1)+αm})(1 − q^{N ′(n−1)+(m′′ −α)m})

= ϵq^A ∏ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× ∞∏ n=0 (1 − q^{m(m′′ n+α)}) = ϵq^A ∞∏ n=1,(n,m^{′′})=1 (1 − q^{mn})

= ϵq^A ∏ k|m^{′′} (_∞ ∏ n=1 (1 − q^{kmn}) )_{μ(k)} = ϵ ∏ k|m^{′′} η(kmτ)^{μ(k)}, where ϵ is a root of unity and A is the order of F_{m,0} at the cusp ∞. Note that by (2.3) and (2.4), the same holds for m^{′′} = 2.

Alternatively, by [5, Prop. 3.2.8] the order of η(kmτ) at a cusp (^a_c ) of X_0(N) is^{N(c,km)2}_{24km(c2,N)} . Thus, the order of ∏ k|m^{′′} η(kmτ) μ(k) at a cusp ( a

c ) is m^′ 24(c^2, N) ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k) k (c, km)^2 = ℓ 24(c^2, N) ∑ k^′|m^{′′} μ(m^{′′}/k^′)k^′(c, N^′/k^′)^2

= ℓ 24(c^2, N) ∑ k^′|m^{′′} μ(m^{′′}/k^′) k^′ (ck^′, N^′)^2 = ℓ(N^′, c)^2 24(c^2, N) ∑ k^′|m^{′′} μ(m^{′′}/k^′) k^′ (k^′, N^{′′})^2

= ℓ(N^′, c)^2 24m^{′′}(c^2, N) ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k(m^{′′}/k, N^{′′})^2, where k^′ = m^{′′}/k and N^{′′} = N^′/(N^′, c). Therefore by Remark 2.11, there is a constant ϵ ∈ C^× such that F_{m,0} = ϵ ∏ k|m^{′′} η(kmτ)^{μ(k)}. (Thus, the formula in Lemma 2.6 agrees with the formulas in the previous literatures.)

Remark 2.13. Let m ∈ D_N such that ℓ(m) | 24. Then for all α ∈ S_m′′ , we have α ≡ δ (mod ℓ). Thus, ζ^{δhN ′}_N = ζ^{δh}_ℓ = ζ^{αh}_ℓ and we may write E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′τ) as E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′τ) = q^{N ′B2(α/m′′ )/2} ∞∏ n=1 (1 − e^{2πi(N ′ (n−1)τ +αmτ +αh/ℓ)})(1 − e^{2πi(N ′nτ −αmτ −αh/ℓ)})

= q^{N ′B2(α/m′′ )/2} ∞∏ n=1 (1 − e^{2πi(m′′ (n−1)+α)(mτ +h/ℓ)})(1 − e^{2πi(m′′ n−α)(mτ +h/ℓ)}).

It follows that F_{m,h}(τ) = ϵq^A ∞∏ n=1,(n,m^{′′})=1 (1 − e^{2πin(mτ +h/ℓ)}) = ϵ^′ ∏ k|m^{′′} η(k(mτ + h/ℓ))^{μ(k)} for some roots of unity ϵ and ϵ^′, and A is the order of F_{m,h} at the cusp ∞. Hence the functions F_{m,h} are products of the functions η(k(mτ + h/ℓ)), which are used in [19] to construct modular units on X_0(n^2M) with n | 24 and M squarefree.

Lemma 2.14. Let m ∈ D_N such that m^{′′} ≠ 2. Suppose that γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ SL(2, Z) such that 24 | b, 24N | c and c ≠ 0. Then we have F_{m,h}(γτ) = (−1)^{(d−1)φ(m} ′′ ) 4 e^{2πiB} ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ (N^′τ), where B = h(1 − d) 2ℓ ∑ α∈S_m′′ δ. Proof. Since c ≠ 0, by the computation in the proof of Lemma 2.4 we have E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′γτ) = ε(a, bN^′, c/N^′, d)e^{2πiAα} (−ζ^{−δdh}_ℓ )^{δch/N} E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ (N^′τ). Since 24 | b and 24N | c, by (2.2) we have ε(a, bN^′, c/N^′, d) = −ie^{πid/2} = (−1)^{d−1}2 .

For the terms involving A_α, we compute that ∑ α∈S_m′′ (α^2 + (m^{′′} − α)^2) = ∑ α∈(Z/m^{′′} Z)^× α^2 = ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k^2 m^{′′}/k−1 ∑ j=0 j^2

= 1 6 ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)k^2 ( m^{′′} k − 1 ) m^{′′} k ( 2m^{′′} k − 1 )

= (m^{′′})^2φ(m^{′′}) 3 + m^{′′} 6 ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p)

and consequently ∑ α∈S_m′′ α^2 = m^{′′} ∑ α∈S_m′′ α − (m^{′′})^2φ(m^{′′}) 12 + m^{′′} 12 ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p). The same equality holds when we replace α by δ. Thus, in particular, we have 12 m^{′′} ∑ α∈S_m′′ α^2 ≡ 12 m^{′′} ∑ α∈S_m′′ δ^2 ≡ 0 (mod Z).

Therefore, since 24 | b and 24N | c, the following are all integers: ∑ α∈S_m′′ α^2mab 2m^{′′} , ∑ α∈S_m′′ δ^2dh^2c 2ℓN , ∑ α∈S_m′′ αmb 2 , and hence ∑ α∈S_m′′ A_α ≡ h(1 − d) 2ℓ ∑ α∈S_m′′ δ (mod Z).

Similarly, we have ∑ α∈S_m′′ δ^2 dh^2c

ℓN ∈ Z and hence ∏ α∈S_m′′ (−ζ −δdh ℓ )^{δch/N} = 1. This completes the proof. □

We finish this section by proving Theorems 1.8 and 1.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. By the same argument as in the proof of [19, Th. 2], we can deduce the result. Indeed, let U (N) := {modular units on X_0(N)}/C^×. and S (N) := ⋃ m∈D_N {(m, h) : 0 ≤ h ≤ φ(ℓ(m)) − 1}. We shall prove the following four claims.

(a) The cardinality of the set S (N) is equal to the rank of U (N), i.e., the number of the cusps of X_0(N) minus one.

(b) There are no multiplicative relations among F_{m,h} for (m, h) ∈ S (N). (c) Let U_0 be the subgroup of U (N) formed by the products of F_{m,h} for (m, h) ∈ S (N). Then U_0 has the same rank as U (N), i.e., U_0 is of finite index in U (N).

(d) If g ∈ U (N) and k is a positive integer such that g^k ∈ U_0, then g ∈ U_0. To prove Claim (a), we first define a bijection ι on the set of all positive divisors of N as follows:

For r ∈ Z, let ι_r(f) := ⌊_{r+f+1} 2 ⌋ (resp. ⌊_{r−f} 2 ⌋ ) if f is even (resp. f is odd). Then for a positive integer r, ι_r induces a bijection on the set {0, . . . , r}. Note that for any 0 ≤ f ≤ r, we have ⌊(r − f)/2⌋ = min(ι_r(f), r − ι_r(f)). Thus, we have

(2.5) p^{⌊(r−f)/2⌋} = (p^{ιr(f)}, p^{r−ιr(f)}) for any primes p.

Now, let N = ∏_t i=1 p^{ri}_i be the prime factorization of N. For a divisor m = ∏_t i=1 p^{fi}_i of N, let

ι(m) := t∏ i=1 p^{ιri (fi)} i . Then the map ι yields a bijection on the set of all positive divisors of N as claimed. Furthermore, by (2.5) we have ℓ(m) = t∏ i=1 p^{⌊(ri−fi)/2⌋} i = t∏ i=1 (p^{ιri (fi)} i , p^{ri−ιri (fi)} i ) = (ι(m), N/ι(m)). Hence for any positive divisor m of N, the cardinality of the set {(m, h) : 0 ≤ h ≤ φ(ℓ(m)) − 1} is equal to the number of cusps of level ι(m). Since ι(N) = ∏_t i=1 p^{ιri (ri)}_i = ∏_t i=1,r_i∈2Z p r_i i , the number of cusps of level ι(N) is 1. Thus, Claim (a) follows.

To prove Claim (b), we observe that for m^{′′} ≠ 2, the Fourier expansion of F_{m,h} is of the form: ∏ α∈S_m′′ q^{B2(α/m′′ )/2} ∞∏ n=1 (1 − ζ^{δh}_{ℓ(m)}q^{N ′(n−1)+αm})(1 − ζ^{−δh}_{ℓ(m)}q^{N ′n−αm})

= ϵq^A ∏ α∈S_m′′ ∞∏ n=1 (1 − ζ^{δh}_{ℓ(m)}q^{N ′(n−1)+αm})(1 − ζ^{−δh}_{ℓ(m)}q^{N ′(n−1)+(m′′ −α)m})

= ϵq^A m^{′′}−1∏

α=1,(α,m^{′′})=1 ∞∏ n=0 (1 − ζ^{δh}_{ℓ(m)}q^{N ′n+αm}) = ϵq^A(1 − ζ^h_{ℓ(m)}q^m + · · · ).

(If m^{′′} = 2, then the Fourier expansion of F_{m,h} is defined over Q.) Assume that ∏ (m,h)∈S (N) F e_{m,h} m,h is a constant function. Considering the second term of the Fourier expansion, we find φ(ℓ(1))−1 ∑ h=0 e_{1,h}ζ^h_{ℓ(1)} = 0.

Since 1, ζ_{ℓ(1)}, . . . , ζ^{φ(ℓ(1))−1}

ℓ(1) form a basis for Q(ζℓ(1)) over Q, we have e1,h = 0 for all h. Similarly, for

the next divisor m of N, we easily prove that e_{m,h} = 0 for all h by considering the Fourier coefficient of q^{m+A}. Continuing this way, we conclude that e_{m,h} = 0 for all (m, h) ∈ S (N).

Claim (c) follows from Lemma 2.4, which states that for each F_{m,h}, there exists a positive integer k such that F^k_{m,h} ∈ U_0. Finally, to prove Claim (d) we follow the argument as in the proof of [19, Th. 2]. The key properties used in the proof are that 1, ζ_{ℓ(m)}, . . . , ζ^{φ(ℓ(m))−1}_{ℓ(m)} form an integral basis for Q(ζ_{ℓ(m)}) over Q and that the second Fourier coefficient of F_{m,h} is ζ^h_{ℓ(m)} (after normalizing the first Fourier coefficient to 1) seen as above. This completes the proof of the theorem. □

Proof of Theorem 1.9. The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 1.8. The fact we use is that ζ_{ℓ(m)}, . . . , ζ^{φ(ℓ(m))} ℓ(m) form an integral basis for Q(ζℓ(m)) over Q. □

3. Criteria for modular units

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.10 and 1.11. Before proceeding, we verify that Theorem 1.10 is a direct generalization of the well-known criteria of Ligozat [5, Prop. 3.2.1]. More specifically, let N be an odd squarefree integer. Then L = 1 and m^{′′} is a prime power p^k if and only if m = N/p and m^′ = m^{′′} = p. Thus, the conditions in Theorem 1.10 reduce to

(1) the order of f at ∞ is an integer, (2) the order of f at 0 is an integer, and (3) for any prime divisor p of N, e_{N/p,0} is even.

According to Remark 2.12, we have F_{m,0}(τ) = ϵ ∏ k|m^{′′} η(kmτ)^{μ(k)} for some root of unity ϵ. Note that ∏ k|m^{′′} (km)^{μ(k)} ∈ p^a(Q^×)^2,

where a = 1 if m^{′′} = p^r is a prime power, and a = 0 if m^{′′} has at least two distinct prime divisors. Thus, the conditions above are equivalent to saying that ∏ δ|N η(δτ)^{rδ} (with r_δ ∈ Z) is a modular function on X_0(N) if and only if (0) ∑ r_δ = 0, (1) ∑ r_δδ ≡ 0 (mod 24), (2) ∑ r_δ(N/δ) ≡ 0 (mod 24), (3) ∏ δ^{rδ} ∈ (Q^×)^2.

As an application of Theorem 1.11, we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.1. Let n = (3, L). If L is odd, then ∏ m∈D_N ℓ(m)−1∏

h=1 ( F_{m,h} F_{m,0} )_{nLam,h} for some a_{m,h} ∈ Z

is a modular function on X_0(N).

Proof. Let m ∈ D_N . Suppose that ℓ(m) > 1 and let G_{m,h} := (_{Fm,h} F_{m,0} )_n . It suffices to show that G^L_{m,h} is a modular function on X_0(N). By Theorem 1.11, it suffices to check that all the four conditions for

G_{m,h} are satisfied. By Corollary 2.7, the orders of G_{m,h} at the cusps ∞ and

(_1

N_0 ) are 0, so the first and third conditions are satisfied. Also, the order of G_{m,h} at 0 is A = nm^{′′} 24ℓ ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k) k ((ℓ, kh)^2 − ℓ^2).

For simplicity, let d = (ℓ, k) (which depends on k), k = dk^′ and ℓ = dℓ^′. Since (k^′, ℓ^′) = 1, we have (ℓ, kh) = d(ℓ^′, k^′h) = d(ℓ^′, h). Also, a :=^{m′′}_{k′ℓ′} ∈ Z as k^′ and ℓ^′ both divide m^{′′} and (k^′, ℓ^′) = 1. Thus, we have A = n 24 ∑ k|m^{′′} m^{′′}d^2μ(k) kℓ ((ℓ^′, h)^2 − ℓ^{′2}) = n 24 ∑ k|m^{′′} μ(k)a((ℓ^′, h)^2 − ℓ^{′2}).

Note that since ℓ^′ is odd (we assume that L is odd), we have (ℓ^′, h)^2 ≡ ℓ^{′2} ≡ 1 (mod 8). Thus, if L is divisible by 3, then we have A ∈ Z. Otherwise, ℓ^′ is not divisible by 3 and so (ℓ^′, h)^2 ≡ ℓ^{′2} ≡ 1 (mod 3). Therefore we have A ∈ Z in both cases, and hence the second condition is also satisfied. Lastly, the fourth condition is obviously satisfied. Thus, the result follows. □

For the proof of Theorem 1.10 and 1.11, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be the subgroup of Γ_0(N) generated by (^{1 1}_{0 1} ) and

(_{1 0} N 1 ) . (i) Let f(τ) = ∏ m∈D_N ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 F_{m,h}(τ)^{em,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z. Suppose that the orders of f at the cusps 0 and ∞ are integers. Then for any γ ∈ Γ_0(N), the value of the root of unity ϵ in f(γτ) = ϵf(τ) depends only on the right coset Gγ of γ in Γ_0(N).

(ii) Every right coset of G in Γ_0(N) contains an element (_{a b} c d ) such that 24 | b, 24N | c and c > 0.

Proof. Part (i) is the content of Lemma 7 in [19].^3 In Lemma 8 of op. cit., we have shown that every right coset of G in Γ_0(N) contains an element (_{a b} c d ) such that 24N | c. Now we have (_{1 k} 0 1 ) (_{a b} c d ) = (_{a+kc b+kd} c d ) . Since 24 | c, we have (d, 6) = 1 and hence there exists an integer k such that 24 | (b+kd). Furthermore, we have (_{1 0} 24kN 1 ) (_{a b} c d ) = (_{a b} c+24akN d+24bkN ) . Thus, there is an integer k such that c + 24akN > 0. This proves (ii). □

Lemma 3.3. Let m ∈ D_N such that m^{′′} ≠ 2 and let a be an odd integer prime to m^{′′}. If L is odd, then we have ∏ α∈S_m′′ (−1)^{⌊αa/m′′ ⌋} = (−1)^{(a−1)φ(m′′ )}4 if m^{′′} is even, (_a p ) if m^{′′} = p^k for some odd prime p, 1 otherwise.

Proof. For α ∈ S_m′′ , let α^∗ be the unique element in S_m′′ such that αa ≡ α^∗ (mod m^{′′}) or αa ≡ −α^∗ (mod m^{′′}). Let s be the number of α in S_m′′ such that the latter case occurs. Then we have ∑ α∈S_m′′ ⌊ αa m^{′′} ⌋ = ∑ α:αa≡α^∗ (mod m^{′′}) αa − α^∗ m^{′′} + ∑ α:αa≡−α^∗ (mod m^{′′}) αa − (m^{′′} − α^∗) m^{′′} = −s + (a − 1) ∑ α∈S_m′′ α m^{′′} + 2 ∑ α:αa≡−α^∗ (mod m^{′′}) α^∗ m^{′′} . 3Let γ = ( 1 1_{0 1} ) and γ′ = ( 1 0_{N 1} ). Since γ (resp. γ′) is a generator of the isotropy subgroup of the cusp ∞ (resp. 0), f(γτ ) = f(τ ) (resp. f(γ^′τ ) = f(τ )) for all τ if and only if the order of f at the cusp ∞ (resp. 0) is an integer.

So we have m^{′′}_0 ∑ α∈S_m′′ ⌊_{αa} m^{′′} ⌋ = −m^{′′}_0s + 2^{1−v2 (m′′)}C, where m^{′′}_0 is the odd part of m^{′′} and C = a − 1 2 ∑ α∈S_m′′ α + ∑ α:αa≡−α^∗ (mod m^{′′}) α^∗ is an integer. Since we assume that N is not divisible by 4, v_2(m^{′′}) is either 0 or 1. Hence we have ∏ α∈S_m′′ (−1)^{⌊αa/m′′ ⌋} = { (−1)^s if m^{′′} is odd, (−1)^{s+C} if m^{′′} is even.

First, suppose that m^{′′} is odd. Note that ∏ α∈S_m′′ (αa) ≡ (−1)^s ∏ α∈S_m′′ α^∗ ≡ (−1)^s ∏ α∈S_m′′ α (mod m^{′′}).

Thus, we have (−1)^s ≡ a^{φ(m′′ )/2} (mod m^{′′}). If m^{′′} has at least two distinct prime divisors, then the exponent of the group (Z/m^{′′}Z)^× is a divisor of φ(m^{′′})/2, and hence (−1)^s = 1. If m^{′′} = p^k is an odd prime power, then a^{φ(m′′ )/2} ≡ (_a p ) (mod m^{′′}) by (a generalization of) Euler’s theorem.

Next, suppose that m^{′′} is even. Then for any α ∈ S_m′′ we have α ≡ 1 (mod 2). Thus, we have C ≡ (a − 1) 2 × φ(m^{′′}) 2 + s (mod 2).

This completes the proof. □

Proposition 3.4. Let f(τ) = ∏ m∈D_N ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 F_{m,h}(τ)^{em,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z and Γ := {(_{a b} c d ) ∈ Γ_0(N) : a ≡ d ≡ ±1 (mod N/L) } . Suppose that L is odd. Then f is a modular function on X_Γ if and only if all the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) the order of f at ∞ is an integer; (2) the order of f at 0 is an integer; (3) the order of f at the cusp

(_1

N_0 ) is an integer, where N_0 is the odd part of N;

(4) (the mod L condition) we have ∑ m∈D_N mφ(m^{′′}) ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 he_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod L). Proof. The first three conditions are clear, which we assume from now on.

First, we consider the case where N = 2N_0 for some odd integer N_0. For simplicity, for n ∈ {0, 1} let D_n := {m ∈ D_N : m^{′′} = 2^np^r for some p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and an integer r ≥ 1}.

Then, for any m ∈ D_N different from N_0, we have φ(m^{′′}) ≡ 0 (mod 2); and moreover

(3.1) ∏ p|m^{′′} (1 − p) ≡ 2 (mod 4) ⇐⇒ φ(m^{′′}) ≡ 2 (mod 4) ⇐⇒ m ∈ D_0 ∪ D_1.

Since L is odd, m is odd if and only if m^{′′} is even. Thus by Corollary 2.7, the first condition implies that

e_{N0,0} ≡ 0 (mod 2) and e_{N0,0} 2 + ∑ m∈D_1 ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 e_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod 2), and the third condition implies that

e_{N0,0} ≡ 0 (mod 2) and e_{N0,0} 2 + ∑ m∈D_0∪D_1 ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 e_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Combining these, we get

(3.2) e_{N0,0} ≡ 0 (mod 2) and ∑ m∈D_0 ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 e_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod 2).

Let m ∈ D_N and γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ Γ. Replacing γ by −γ if necessary, we assume that a ≡ d ≡ 1 (mod N/L). Note that multiplication by (^{1 1}_{0 1} ) or

(_{1 0} N 1 ) on the left of γ does not change the residue class of a modulo N. Therefore by Lemma 3.2, we may further assume that 24 | b, 24N | c and c > 0. If m^{′′} = 2, i.e., m = N_0, then by Remark 2.5 we have F_{N0,0}(γτ) = (−1)^{a2−18} F_{N0,0}(τ).

Assume that m^{′′} ≠ 2, i.e., m ≠ N_0. Then by Lemma 2.14, we have^4 F_{m,h}(γτ) = (−1)^{(d−1)φ(m} ′′ ) 4 ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ (N^′τ). Let k =^{a−1}_{(N/L)} ∈ Z.^5 Since N/L is a multiple of m^{′′} for any m, we have k_m :=^{a−1}_{m′′} ∈ Z. By (2.1), we have E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ (N^′τ) = (−ζ^{−δh}_ℓ )^{αkm} E_{αmℓ,δhN} ′ (N^′τ). If k_m is odd, then m^{′′} must be even and so α is odd for any α ∈ S_m′′ . Since αδ ≡ 1 (mod ℓ) and k_m =^{kmℓ}_L , we have (whether k_m is odd or even) F_{m,h}(γτ) = (−1)^{kmφ(m} ′′) 2 (−1)^{(d−1)φ(m} ′′ ) 4 ζ^{−hkmφ(m′′)/2} ℓ F_{m,h}(τ) = (−1)^{( φ(m} ′′ ) 2 )(^{kmℓ}_L +^{d−1}_2 )ζ−^{kmhφ(m} ′′ ) 2 L F_{m,h}(τ). Since ℓ and L are both odd, we have^{kmℓ}_L ≡ km (mod 2). Also since e_{N0,0} is even by (3.2), we have f(γτ) = ϵμf(τ), where ϵ = ∏ m∈D_N ,m≠N_0 ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 (−1)^{( φ(m} ′′ ) 2 )(km+^{d−1}_2 )e_{m,h} and μ = ∏ m∈D_N ,m≠N_0 ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 ζ^− kmhφ(m′′ )em,h 2 L . Since ϵ ∈ {±1} and μ is an L-th root of unity with odd L, ϵμ = 1 if and only if ϵ and μ are both equal to 1.

First, if a ≡ d ≡ 1 (mod 4), then k must be even, and hence ϵ = 1. If a ≡ d ≡ 3 (mod 4), then k is odd. Therefore by (3.1), ϵ = 1 if and only if ∑ m∈D_0 ∑_{ℓ(m)−1} h=0 e_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod 2), which follows by (3.2).

Next, μ = 1 if and only if k ∑ m∈D_N ,m≠N_0 mφ(m^{′′}) ℓ(m)−1 ∑ h=0 he_{m,h} ≡ 0 (mod L). 4The factor e2πiB disappears since d ≡ 1 (mod N/L) and d, ℓ are both odd.

5Note that since a can be any integer congruent 1 modulo N/L, k can be any integer. Also, since multiplication by ( 1 1_{0 1} ) or (^{1 0}_{N 1} ) on the left of γ does not change the residue class of a modulo N, the residue class of k modulo L does not change.

Since k can be arbitrary if we vary γ ∈ Γ, the result follows in this case.

If N is odd, the argument is much simpler as m^{′′} ≠ 2. We leave the details to the readers. □

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.10.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. We use the same notation as in the proof of Proposition 3.4. Also, we assume that N = 2N_0 for some odd integer N_0 and leave the simpler case for odd N to the readers.

By Proposition 3.4, in order for f to be a modular function on Γ_0(N), conditions (1), (2), (3) and (4) must hold, which we assume from now on. In particular, we have (3.2).

Let γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ Γ_0(N). As before, by Lemma 3.2 we may assume that 24 | b, 24N | c and c > 0. By Lemma 2.14 and (2.1), for any m ∈ D_N with m^{′′} ≠ 2, we have F_{m,h}(γτ) = (−1)^{(d−1)φ(m} ′′ ) 4 e^{2πiB} ∏ α∈S_m′′ E_{αamℓ,δdhN} ′ (N^′τ)

= (−1)^{(d−1)φ(m} ′′ ) 4 e^{2πiB} ∏ α∈S_m′′ (−ζ^{−δdh}_ℓ )^{⌊αa/m′′ ⌋}E_α∗_{mℓ,δ}∗_{hN} ′ (N^′τ)

= (−1)^{(d−1)φ(m} ′′ ) 4 e^{2πiB} ∏ α∈S_m′′ (−ζ^{−δdh}_ℓ )^{⌊αa/m′′ ⌋} F_{m,h}(τ),

where B =^{h(1−d)}_{2ℓ} ∑ α∈S_m′′ δ and for α ∈ Sm^{′′} , we let α

∗ be the element in S_m′′ such that αa ≡ α^∗ (mod m^{′′}) or αa ≡ −α^∗ (mod m^{′′}), and δ^∗ ∈ Z satisfies α^∗δ^∗ ≡ 1 (mod m^{′′}). Since a ≡ d (mod 4) and e_{N0,0} ≡ 0 (mod 2), by Remark 2.5 and Lemma 3.3 we have f(γτ) = ϵ_1ϵ_2μf(τ), where

ϵ_1 = ∏ m∈D_N ,m^{′′}∉2Z ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 (−1)^{( a−12 )( φ(m} ′′ ) 2 )e_{m,h} ,

ϵ_2 = ∏ m:m^{′′}=p^r,p≠2 ℓ(m)−1∏

h=0 ( a p )_{em,h}

and μ is an L-th root of unity depending on γ. As seen in the proof of Proposition 3.4, since L is odd, ϵ_1ϵ_2μ = 1 if and only if ϵ_1ϵ_2 = 1 and μ = 1. Also, we have ϵ_1 = 1 by (3.1) and (3.2). Furthermore, for each prime divisor p of N, there is always an integer a such that (a, 24N) = 1, (_a p ) = −1 and (_a q ) = 1 for all odd prime divisors q of N different from p. Thus, ϵ_2 = 1 if and only if the last condition is satisfied.

Now the key observation is that γ^{φ(N/L)} ∈ Γ. Thus, by the condition (4) and Proposition 3.4 we have f(γ^{φ(N/L)}τ) = μ^{φ(N/L)}f(τ) = f(τ) and so μ^{φ(N/L)} = 1. Since (φ(N/L), L) = 1, we get μ = 1, as desired. This completes the proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Suppose that all the conditions are fulfilled. By the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.10, it suffices to show that for each γ = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ Γ_0(N) with 24 | b, 24N | c and c > 0, we have f^L(γτ) = f^L(τ). Again, by the same argument as above, we have f(γτ) = μf(τ) for some L-th root of unity μ. Thus, f^L(γτ) = μ^Lf^L(τ) = f^L(τ) and the result follows. □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4. For a positive integer N, we note that the following two statements are equivalent:

(1) We have C (N) = C_N (Q). (2) For any primes q, we have

(4.1) C (N)[q^∞] = C_N (Q)[q^∞],

where A[q^∞] denotes the q-primary subgroup of A.

As mentioned before, a cuspidal divisor D on X_0(N) is rational if and only if σ(D) = D for all σ ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_L)/Q).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that q does not divide φ(L). Then we have

C (N)[q^∞] = C_N (Q)[q^∞].

Proof. Let D be a cuspidal divisor of degree 0 such that [D] ∈ C_N (Q)[q^∞]. Since C (N) ⊂ C_N (Q), it suffices to show that D is linearly equivalent to a rational cuspidal divisor. Assume that [D] has order q^r in J_0(N), so we have q^rD ∼ 0. Since q does not divide φ(L), there is an integer k such that kφ(L) ≡ 1 (mod q^r). Let a =^{kφ(L)−1}_{qr} ∈ Z and let

D^′ = ∑ σ∈Gal(Q(ζ_L)/Q) σ(D),

which is a rational cuspidal divisor by its construction. Since σ(D) ∼ D for any σ ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_L)/Q), we have D^′ ∼ φ(L)D. Thus, we have D ∼ (1 + aq^r)D = kφ(L)D ∼ kD^′. This completes the proof. □

From now on, let N = p^2M, where p is a prime and M is a squarefree integer. Note that if p = 2, then all the cusps of X_0(N) are defined over Q, so Theorem 1.4 obviously holds. Thus, we henceforth assume that p is an odd prime. In this case, L = p is odd and φ(L) = p − 1 is relatively prime to p. So in order to prove Theorem 1.4, it suffices to prove (4.1) for a prime q different from p by Lemma 4.1. Thus, we further assume that q is a prime different from p. Since L = p is an odd prime, ℓ(m) = p if ℓ(m) ≠ 1. Let D^∗_N = {m ∈ D_N : ℓ(m) = p}.

Let D be a cuspidal divisor of degree 0 such that [D] ∈ C_N (Q)[q^∞]. As above, it suffices to show that D is linearly equivalent to a rational cuspidal divisor. Assume that [D] has order q^r in J_0(N) and let f be a modular function on X_0(N) such that q^rD = div(f). By Theorem 1.8, (up to constant) we have f(τ) = ∏ m∈D_N φ(ℓ(m))−1 ∏ h=0 F_{m,h}(τ)^{em,h} for some e_{m,h} ∈ Z. We claim that

(a) q^r | e_{m,h} for any m ∈ D^∗_N and 1 ≤ h ≤ p − 2; and (b) the product F = ∏ m∈D^∗_N p−2∏ h=1 ( F_{m,h} F_{m,0} )_{npq}−r_{em,h}

is a modular function on X_0(N), where n = (3, p).

Assume that the two claims hold. Let D^′ = npD − div(F ). Then we assert that σ(D^′) = D^′ for any σ ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_L)/Q). For simplicity, let G = ∏ m∈D^∗_N p−2∏ h=1 ( F_{m,h} F_{m,0} )_{em,h} .

Then we easily have F^{qr} = G^{np} and so

q^rD^′ = q^rnpD − q^rdiv(F ) = div(f^{np}) − div(F^{qr} ) = div ((f/G)^{np}) .

By direct computation, we have f/G = ∏ m∈D_N ∖D^∗_N F^{em,0}_{m,0} ∏ m∈D^∗_N F^{Am}_{m,0} ,

where A_m := ∑_{p−2} h=0 e_{m,h}. Hence by Corollary 2.10, the assertion follows.

Since np is relatively prime to q^r, there is an integer k such that npk ≡ 1 (mod q^r). Let a =^{npk−1}_{qr} ∈ Z. Then we have D ∼ (1 + aq^r)D = npkD = k(D^′ + div(F )) ∼ kD^′

as desired. So it suffices to prove two claims above.

Proof of (a). Let s ∈ {1, . . . , p − 1}. By Lemma 2.9, we have

σ_s(q^rD) = σ_s(div(f)) = div ∏ m∈D_N φ(ℓ(m))−1 ∏ h=0 F^{em,h}_{m,sh} ,

where the integer sh in the subscript is understood to be taken modulo p. Since σ_s(D) − D is assumed to be a principal divisor, the product ∏ m∈D^∗_N p−2∏ h=1 ( F_{m,sh} F_{m,h} )_{em,h}

must be the q^r-th power of some modular unit. By Theorem 1.9, this implies that { q^r | e_{m,h} if h ≡ −s (mod p) or sh ≡ −1 (mod p), q^r | (e_{m,s}∗_h − e_{m,h}) otherwise,

where s^∗ ∈ Z such that ss^∗ ≡ 1 (mod p). By taking s ∈ {2, . . . , p − 1}, we conclude that q^r | e_{m,h} for any m ∈ D^∗_N and 1 ≤ h ≤ p − 2. □

Proof of (b). Since q^{−r}e_{m,h} ∈ Z by (a), the claim follows by Corollary 3.1. □

Acknowledgments

J.-W. G. was supported by Grants 109-2115-M-002-017-MY2 of the Ministry of Science and Technology, Taiwan (Republic of China). Y.Y. was supported by Grants 109-2115-M-002-010-MY3 and 110-2115- M-002-010 of the Ministry of Science and Technology, Taiwan (Republic of China). H.Y. was supported by National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIT) (Nos. 2019R1C1C1007169 and 2020R1A5A1016126). M.Y. was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIT) (No. 2020R1C1C1A01007604), by Korea Institute for Advanced Study (KIAS) grant funded by the Korea government, and by Yonsei University Research Fund (2022-22-0125).

References

[1] Seng-Kiat Chua and San Ling, On the rational cuspidal subgroup and the rational torsion points of J0(pq), Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc., Vol. 125, no. 8 (1997), 2255–2263.

[2] Vladimir Drinfeld, Two theorems on modular curves, Functional Anal. Appl., Vol. 7 (1973), 155–156. [3] Fumio Hazama, Determinantal formula for the cuspidal class number of the modular curve X1(m), J. Number Theory, Vol. 68(2) (1998), 229–242.

[4] Daniel Kubert and Serge Lang, Modular units, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Vol. 224, Springer (1981).

[5] Gerard Ligozat, Courbes modulaires de genre 1, Bull. Soc. Math. France, Mémoire, tome 43 (1975), 5–80. [6] Yuri Manin, Parabolic points and zeta functions of modular curves (in Russian), Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., Vol. 36 (1972), 19–66. Translation in Math USSR-Izv, Vol. 6 (1972), 19–64.

[7] Barry Mazur, Modular curves and the Eisenstein ideal, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci., tome 47 (1977), 33–186. [8] Morris Newman, Construction and application of a class of modular functions, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., Vol. 3-7 (1) (1957), 334–350.

[9] Morris Newman, Construction and application of a class of modular functions (II), Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., Vol. 3-9 (3) (1959), 373–387.

[10] Andrew Ogg, Rational points on certain elliptic modular curves, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Vol. 24, AMS, Providence, R.

I. (1973), 221–231.

[11] Andrew Ogg, Hyperelliptic modular curves, Bull. Soc. Math. France, tome 102 (1974), 449–462. [12] Andrew Ogg, Diophantine equations and modular forms, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., Vol. 81 (1975), 14–27. [13] Hae-Sang Sun, Cuspidal class number of the tower of modular curves X1(Np^n), Math. Ann., Vol. 348(4) (2010), 909–927. [14] Toshikazu Takagi, Cuspidal class number formula for the modular curves X1(p), J. Algebra, Vol. 151(2) (1992), 348–374. [15] Toshikazu Takagi, The cuspidal class number formula for the modular curves X1(p^m), J. Algebra, Vol. 158(2) (1993), 515–549.

[16] Toshikazu Takagi, The cuspidal class number formula for the modular curves X0(M) with M square-free, J. Algebra, Vol.

193 (1997), 180–213.

[17] Toshikazu Takagi, The cuspidal class number formula for the modular curves X1(2p), J. Math. Soc. Jpn., Vol. 64(1) (2012), 23–85.

[18] Toshikazu Takagi, The Q-rational cuspidal group of J1(2p), J. Math. Soc. Jpn., Vol. 66(4) (2014), 1249–1301. [19] Liuquan Wang and Yifan Yang, Modular units and cuspidal divisor classes on X0 (n^2M) with n | 24 and M squarefree, J.

Algebra, Vol. 562 (2020), 410–432.

[20] Yifan Yang, Transformation formulas for generalized Dedekind eta functions, Bull. London Math. Soc., Vol. 36(5) (2004), 671–682.

[21] Yifan Yang, Modular units and cuspidal divisor class groups of X1(N), J. Algebra, Vol. 322(2) (2009), 514–553. [22] Hwajong Yoo, The rational cuspidal divisor class group of X0(N), J. Number Theory, Vol. 242 (2023), 278–401. [23] Hwajong Yoo, The rational torsion subgroup of J0(N), preprint, arXiv:2106.01020v1 [math.NT]. [24] Hwajong Yoo and Myungjun Yu, The cuspidal subgroup of J0(N), preprint.

[25] Jing Yu, A cuspidal class number formula for the modular curves X1(N), Math. Ann., Vol. 252(3) (1980), 197–216.

Jia-Wei Guo, Department of Mathematics, National Taiwan University, Taipei 10617, Taiwan Email address: jiaweiguo312@gmail.com

Yifan Yang, Department of Mathematics, National Taiwan University and National Center for Theoretical Science, Taipei 10617, Taiwan

Email address: yangyifan@ntu.edu.tw

Hwajong Yoo, College of Liberal Studies and Research Institute of Mathematics, Seoul National University, Seoul 08826, South Korea

Email address: hwajong@snu.ac.kr

Myungjun Yu, Department of Mathematics, Yonsei University, Seoul 03722, South Korea Email address: mjyu@yonsei.ac.kr