arXiv:2302.10044v1 [math.NT] 20 Feb 2023

Numerical Evidence for a refinement of Deligne’s Period Conjecture for Jacobians of Curves

Robert Evans, Daniel Macias Castillo and Hanneke Wiersema

March 5, 2023

Abstract

Let A/Q be a Jacobian variety and let F be a totally real, tamely ramified, abelian number field. Given a character ψ of F/Q, Deligne’s Period Conjecture asserts the algebraicity of the suitably normalised value L(A, ψ, 1) at z = 1 of the Hasse-Weil-Artin L-function of the ψtwist of A. We formulate a conjecture regarding the integrality properties of the family of normalised L-values (L(A, ψ, 1))_ψ , and its relation to the Tate-Shafarevich group of A over F . We numerically investigate our conjecture through p-adic congruence relations between these values.

1 Introduction

Deligne’s Period Conjecture predicts that certain families of special L-values, after normalisation by appropriate periods, become algebraic numbers and moreover satisfy a natural Galois equivariance property. In many settings of interest, this conjecture constitutes a rationality prediction for normalised equivariant L-values.

In recent years, there has been much interest in the formulation and study of integral refinements of Deligne’s Period Conjecture for the equivariant L-values that are associated to the base change of an abelian variety through a Galois extension of number fields. We refer the reader to [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 11, 12, 15, 20]. However, as far as we are aware, any theoretical or numerical evidence obtained for such refinements has been restricted to the case of elliptic curves.

MSC: 11G10, 11G40 (primary), 11G30, 11G35 (secondary)

The main purpose of this note is to formulate a conjectural integral refinement of Deligne’s Period Conjecture in the case of Jacobian varieties of curves of higher genus, and to investigate it numerically through p-adic congruence relations between normalised L-values of their Dirichlet twists.

In the case of elliptic curves defined over Q, Deligne’s Period Conjecture itself is now known to be valid thanks to existing modularity results (cf. Remark 2.6 below). However, the Jacobian varieties that we study do not, in general, correspond to a classical modular form.

To be a little more precise, we now let A/Q be a Jacobian variety and F be a totally real, tamely ramified, abelian number field. Fix also a rational prime p. We will then identify simple and explicit conditions on A, F and p which we conjecture are sufficient for a canonical normalised equivariant Lvalue of A/F , belonging a priori to the complex group algebra C [Gal(F/Q)], to in fact be p-adically integral. Moreover, we predict that its (Galois) action annihilates the p-primary Tate-Shafarevich group of A over F .

We will study our explicit conditions through extended examples. We will also provide extensive supporting numerical evidence for our conjecture for Jacobians A of curves of genus 2, base changed through number fields F of degree p. In these situations, we will also make the additional partial consequences of our integrality prediction fully explicit.

Before stating our conjecture (as Conjecture 1.1 below), we will define the relevant normalised L-values and briefly recall the precise statement of Deligne’s Period Conjecture.

1.1 Deligne’s Period Conjecture

In this section we recall the statement of Deligne’s Period Conjecture.

We let A/Q be an abelian variety of dimension d. Let F be a totally real, tamely ramified, abelian number field, with Galois group G := Gal(F/Q) and character group ^G := Hom(G, C^× ). We denote the conductor of F by f and we write C for the set of (rational) prime divisors of f.

Throughout this note, we will assume that the C-truncated Hasse-Weil- Artin L-series L_C (A, ψ, z) := ∏ ℓ ∤ f P_ℓ(A, ψ, ℓ^{−z} )^{−1} of A and ψ, has an analytic continuation to z = 1. Here for each prime number ℓ and each character ψ ∈ ^G, we have written P_ℓ(A, ψ, t) for the Euler factor at ℓ for h^1(A) ⊗ [ψ], as defined in [15, Not. 15].

We also associate the Gauss sum

τ^∗(ψ) := ∑ a∈(Z/fZ)^× ψ(a) · ζ^a_f

to each ψ ∈ ^G, with ζ_f := exp(2πi/f). By abuse of notation, here we have written ψ(a) for the image under ψ of the restriction to F of the automorphism of Q(ζ_f ) given by ζ_f → ζ^a_f . We then set

L_C (A, ψ) := L_C (A, ψ, 1) · τ^∗(ψ̌)^d Ω^+_A , where ψ̌ is the contragredient character of ψ and Ω^+_A is the real period of A, as defined in [16, Section 2.4.2].

Deligne’s Period Conjecture, as formulated in [13], predicts for each ψ ∈ ^G a containment L_C (A, ψ) ∈ Q(ψ) (1) and, in addition, the Galois-equivariance property

L_C (A, g ∘ ψ) = g ( L_C (A, ψ) ) (2) for all g ∈ Gal(Q(ψ)/Q ). Here Q(ψ) is the number field generated by the values of ψ. We refer the reader to the PhD thesis [16] of the first named author for details of how to relate these properties to Deligne’s original formulation.

1.2 An integral refinement of Deligne’s Period Conjecture In this section we formulate the main conjecture of this article and we discuss some supporting evidence.

For each ψ ∈ ^G, consider now the idempotent

e_ψ := 1 |G| ∑ g∈G ψ(g^{−1})g of C [G] at ψ. It is then a straightforward exercise to verify that properties (1) and (2) are valid for every ψ in ^G, if and only if the element

Θ_C (A_F ) := ∑ ψ∈ ^G L_C (A, ψ) · e_ψ (3)

of C [G] belongs to Q[G] (see, for instance, [1, Lem. 2.8]).

Our numerical computations lead us to formulate the following conjecture, as a possible refinement of Deligne’s Period Conjecture for Jacobian varieties.

Conjecture 1.1. Assume that A is the Jacobian variety of a smooth, projective curve over Q, and has good reduction at all prime divisors of f. Fix an odd prime number p that does not divide the product f · |A(F )_{tor}|.

Then the element Θ_C (A_F ) defined in (3)

(i) belongs to Z_{(p)}[G], and

(ii) its action annihilates the p-primary Tate-Shafarevich group �(A_F )[p^∞] of A over F .

In §2.2 we will focus on the case where F has degree p and prime conductor. In this setting, we will make fully explicit some partial consequences of the integrality prediction in Conjecture 1.1 (i).

Remark 1.2. For fixed A, F and p, Conjecture 1.1 simultaneously constitutes a refinement of the a = 0 case of Prediction 8.1 in [11], and an extension of the a = 0 case of Prediction 8.4 in loc. cit., which was dependent upon additional hypotheses on reduction types and ramification. Let us note in passing that the general framework of loc. cit. may be used to relate Conjecture 1.1 to the equivariant refinement of the Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato [6] that was formulated by Burns and Flach in [10]. Conjecture 1.1 is thus also closely linked to main conjectures in Iwasawa theory, although we will not explicitly discuss these connections here.

Remark 1.3. In fact, it would be possible to use the approach of [11] to formulate an extension of Conjecture 1.1 to more general number fields F . However, if for instance the archimedean place of Q has non-trivial decomposition subgroup in G, then one would have to normalise each term L_C (A, ψ) by a different period of A, depending on the parity of ψ. Also, the presence of wildly ramified primes in F/Q would require replacing each Gauss sum τ^∗(ψ) by a suitable ‘modified global Galois-Gauss sum’ of ψ. For the computational purposes of this note, and the sake of simplicity, we have thus elected to restrict attention to totally real, tamely ramified, abelian number fields F .

We also refer the reader to Remark 3.5 below for a discussion of the weaker integrality properties for Θ_C (A_F ) that we expect to hold for Jacobian varieties A that have bad reduction at prime divisors of f.

Although the purpose of this note is to provide numerical evidence for Conjecture 1.1 in higher dimension, one may provide the following theoretical evidence in support of Conjecture 1.1 for elliptic curves A.

Theorem 1.4. Let A/Q be an elliptic curve for which L(A/Q, 1) ≠ 0. Then there exist infinitely many primes p, and for each such p, there exist infinitely many fields F , satisfying the hypotheses of Conjecture 1.1, and such that Conjecture 1.1 is valid for A, F and p.

Theorem 1.4 follows upon combining the result [3, Cor. 1.4] of Bley with the results [11, Thm. 6.5, Prop. A.1] of Burns and the second named author and with the approach used to prove Thm. 8.6 in loc. cit. For brevity, we omit the details of the proof.

Remark 1.5. Although the approach to proving Theorem 1.4 outlined above only produces extensions F/Q of p-power degree, it is possible to replace the use of Bley’s result by the approach of [11, §11.2] to prove a version of Theorem 1.4 in which the degree of each extension F/Q is divisible by arbitrarily many primes.

However, the approaches of both [3] and of [11, §11.2] rely crucially on the theory of modular symbols. Therefore, although one may be able to extend Theorem 1.4 to higher-dimensional abelian varieties that are modular (associated to a newform of weight 2), these methods cannot be applied to non-modular Jacobian varieties.

Integral refinements of Deligne’s Period Conjecture similar to that of Conjecture 1.1, both for values of the form (3) and for analogous elements constructed from derivatives of Hasse-Weil-Artin L-series, have also been numerically investigated in the articles [1, 2, 4, 5, 12]. However, as alluded to above, the investigations in these articles were undertaken exclusively for elliptic curves, satisfying moreover stricter hypotheses on reduction types than those that are in place in Conjecture 1.1.

In this note we provide extensive numerical evidence in support of claim (i) of Conjecture 1.1 for Jacobian varieties of curves of genus 2, without any additional restrictions on reduction types beyond the assumed good reduction at all prime divisors of f.

We recall again that, through the general framework of [11], one may show that our numerical evidence also supports aspects of the equivariant refinement of the Tamagawa number conjecture of Bloch and Kato [6] that was formulated by Burns and Flach in [10].

Before stating our numerical evidence, we will briefly explain the kind of p-adic congruence relations that are encoded in Conjecture 1.1, and the consequences they can entail for the vanishing of p-primary Tate-Shafarevich groups. We hope that this explanation will serve as a first step, towards a higher-dimensional exploration of the kind of ideas that were applied in [15] to study the arithmetic of elliptic curves. This will be the content of §2.

Finally, §3 we dedicate to the numerical investigation of Conjecture 1.1.

Acknowledgements

The first author would like to thank Vladimir Dokchitser for the initial suggestion and valuable subsequent discussions on the problem of providing numerical evidence for the congruences that are subject of the present article, and for comments on an earlier version of the article.

The first and second author are also very grateful to David Burns for many helpful discussions.

The second author also wishes to thank Werner Bley for several pertinent observations on a preliminary version of the article, and Christian Wuthrich for his interest in this project.

The second author acknowledges support for this article as part of Grants CEX2019-000904-S and PID2019-108936GB-C21 funded by MCIN/AEI/ 10.13039/501100011033.

During the carrying out of this work the third author was supported by the Herchel Smith Postdoctoral Fellowship Fund, and the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EPSRC) grant EP/W001683/1.

2 Congruence relations and Tate-Shafarevich groups

2.1 The general case

The following result explains certain explicit consequences encoded within Conjecture 1.1.

For any vector (x_ψ)_{ψ∈ ^G} of complex numbers and any g ∈ G, we set S_g ( (x_ψ)_{ψ∈ ^G} ) := ∑ ψ∈ ^G ψ(g) · x_ψ ∈ C .

Lemma 2.1. Fix A, F and p as in Conjecture 1.1. Then the following claims are valid.

(i) Claim (i) of Conjecture 1.1 holds if and only if for each g ∈ G, the sum S_g ( (L_C (A, ψ))_ψ ) belongs to |G| · Z_{(p)}.

(ii) Assume that Conjecture 1.1 holds, that L(A, ψ, 1) ≠ 0 for every ψ ∈ ^G and that for each g ∈ G, the sum S_g ( (L_C (A, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) belongs to |G| · Z_{(p)}. Then �(A_F )[p^∞] vanishes.

Proof. Claim (i) holds because for any vector (x_ψ)_{ψ∈ ^G} of complex numbers, the sum ∑ ψ∈ ^G x_ψ · e_ψ = ∑ g∈G |G|^{−1} ∑ ψ∈ ^G ψ(g) · x_ψ · g^{−1} = ∑ g∈G ( |G|^{−1}S_g ( (x_ψ)_ψ )) · g^{−1} (4) belongs to Z_{(p)}[G] if and only if, for each g ∈ G, the sum S_g ( (x_ψ)_ψ ) belongs to |G| · Z_{(p)}. To prove claim (ii), we first observe that the stated non-vanishing hypothesis implies that L_C (A, ψ, 1) ≠ 0 for every ψ ∈ ^G (note that L_C (A, ψ, 1) and L(A, ψ, 1) only differ by finitely many non-zero factors).

Given this fact, it is enough to show that the inverse

Θ_C (A_F )^{−1} = ∑ ψ∈ ^G L_C (A, ψ)^{−1} · e_ψ

of Θ_C (A_F ) in C [G], also belongs to Z_{(p)}[G]. By (4), the latter condition is valid if and only if, for each g ∈ G, the sum S_g ( (L_C (A, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) belongs to |G| · Z_{(p)}. Remark 2.2. The condition that L(A, ψ, 1) ≠ 0 for every ψ ∈ ^G is widely expected to hold, whenever the group A(F ) is finite.

2.2 Extensions of prime degree

Throughout the rest of this article, we assume given odd prime numbers p and q such that q ≡ 1 (mod p).

We then let F be the (totally real, tamely ramified) unique subfield of Q(ζ_q ) that has degree p over Q.

The following result makes some of the partial consequences of the integrality prediction in Conjecture 1.1 fully explicit in this case.

Lemma 2.3. Let A be the Jacobian variety of a smooth, projective, rational curve. Assume that A has good reduction at q, that L(A/Q, 1) ≠ 0 and that A(Q) contains no point of order p.

If claim (i) of Conjecture 1.1 is valid for A, p and F , then L_{{q}}(A/Q, 1)/Ω^+_A belongs to Z_{(p)} and, for each non-trivial character ψ of G, the following claims are valid:

1. (i) L_q(A, ψ) belongs to Z_{(p)}[ζ_p].

(ii) L_q(A, g ∘ ψ) = g ( L_q(A, ψ) ) for all g ∈ Gal(Q(ζ_p )/Q). 2. L_q(A, ψ) ≡ (−1)^d ·^{L{q}(A/Q,1)}_{Ω+A} ( mod (1 − ζ_p)Z_{(p)}[ζ_p] ) . Proof. We extend each character ψ of G to a map ψ : C [G] → C .

By [1, Lem. 2.8], the element Θ_q(A_F ) belongs to Q[G] if and only if for each ψ ∈ ^G, the element L_q(A, ψ) belongs to Q(ζ_p ) and satisfies claim 1. (ii).

If in addition Θ_q(A_F ) belongs to Z_{(p)}[G], as predicted by claim (i) of Conjecture 1.1, then for any ψ ≠ 1 one has L_q(A, ψ) = ψ ( Θ_q(A_F ) ) ∈ ψ ( Z_{(p)}[G] ) = Z_{(p)}[ζ_p],

as required to prove claim 1. (i). After observing that τ^∗(1) = −1, the same argument applied to the trivial character implies that L_{{q}}(A/Q, 1)/Ω^+_A belongs to Z_{(p)}, as was claimed.

Now, for any X in Z_{(p)}[G] and any ψ ≠ 1, one has

ψ(X) ≡ 1(X) (mod ψ(I_p)) ,

where I_p denotes the augmentation ideal in Z_{(p)}[G]. Since

ψ(I_p) = (1 − ζ_p)Z_{(p)}[ζ_p],

the congruence claimed in 2. clearly follows from this fact, with X taken to be Θ_q(A_F ), and after observing again that τ^∗(1) = −1.

Remark 2.4. The claim that L_{{q}}(A/Q, 1)/Ω^+_A belongs to Z_{(p)} would be a consequence of the p-component of the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture for A/Q (after observing that P_q(A, q^{−1}) belongs to Z_{(p)}).

Remark 2.5. For each ψ ∈ ^G, we have L_q(A, ψ) = L_{{q}}(A, ψ, 1) · τ^∗(ψ)^d Ω^+_A . Note that if ψ is non-trivial, then q is totally ramified in the Artin field of ψ. Therefore, if A has good reduction at q, using the Néron-Ogg-Shafarevich criterion, we find P_q(A, ψ, 1/q) = 1, and thus also L_q(A, ψ) = L(A, ψ, 1) · τ^∗(ψ)^d Ω^+_A

. (5)

Remark 2.6. If A is an elliptic curve, it follows from results of Shimura [18], in combination with the modularity of A [21, 19, 9], that Deligne’s period conjecture is valid for each twist of A by a Dirichlet character ψ. For an explicit statement of this claim, and a proof for some additional cases of Artin representations, see the article of Bouganis and Dokchitser [8].

Moreover, in this case, one further knows that the element L_q(A, ψ) belongs to Z[ζ_p] for any non-trivial character ψ of G which validates Stevens’s Manin constant conjecture. For details of this assertion, see [20, Thm. 2 a)].

We note that such a containment is slightly stronger than the containment of L_q(A, ψ) in Z_{(p)}[ζ_p] that is encoded in Conjecture 1.1, and that our numerical computations in §3 below have confirmed this stronger integrality property in all appropriate examples of Jacobian varieties.

3 Numerical Evidence

In this section we will provide both extended examples and data in support of the explicit predictions discussed in previous sections.

Before we provide the examples, let us note that all calculations were carried out in MAGMA [7] with the precision set to at least 10, and that all (untruncated) L-values were computed using the algorithm of T. Dokchitser [14]. To determine the L-value, note that Z[ζ_p] can be identified with a discrete subgroup of C^{p−1} and in this way we can test whether the modified L-value is close to a point in the image of Z[ζ_p].

We also stress that many of these computations are subject to our assumption that the corresponding L-series admit an analytic continuation to z = 1.

To numerically verify the full extent of Conjecture 1.1 for examples of triples (A, F, p) for which the p-primary Tate-Shafarevich group of A over F does not vanish, such as those discussed in §3.1.2 below, one would have to explicitly determine the Galois structure of this group. This seems, to us, to be a very delicate problem in any example. Nevertheless we will attempt to return to this problem in future work, and we expect that the data provided in the tables below will be helpful to carry out such full numerical verifications.

3.1 Explicit examples We first provide an explicit illustration of claim (i) of Conjecture 1.1.

Example 3.1. (p = 5, q = 11) Let A be the Jacobian variety of the genus 2 curve given by the equation

y^2 + (x^3 + 1)y = x^5 − x^4 − 5x^3 + 4x^2 + 4x − 4,

with LMFDB label 427.a.2989.1. We find good reduction at 11, and no non-trivial 5-torsion points in A(Q).

We let F be the degree 5 subfield of Q(ζ_{11} ) and let σ denote the automorphism of Q(ζ_{11} ) defined by σ(ζ_{11}) = ζ^2_{11}. We abuse notation and denote by σ its restriction to F . We then let ψ_j be the linear character on Gal(F/Q) mapping σ to ζ^j_5 . The Dirichlet character corresponding to ψ_j is the unique group homomorphism (Z/11Z)^× → C^× that maps 2 to ζ^j_5 .

The modified, normalised L-values of A are

L_{11}(A, 1) = P_{11} ( A, 1 11 ) · (−1)^2 L(A/Q, 1) Ω^+_A = ( 1 − 1 11 + 2 11^2 − 11 11^3 + 11^2 11^4 ) · 0.01020408163 ≈

2^3 7 · 11^2

=: α_0,

L_{11}(A, ψ_1) ≈ −2(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) =: α_1, L_{11}(A, ψ_2) ≈ −2(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) =: α_2, L_{11}(A, ψ_3) ≈ 2(ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) =: α_3, L_{11}(A, ψ_4) ≈ 2(ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) =: α_4.

where ‘≈’ means ‘equal to 10 significant figures’.

We find that Θ_{11}(A_F ) belongs to Z_{(5)}[G], and thus that claim (i) of Conjecture 1.1 is valid. Explicitly,

Θ_{11}(A_F ) = 2 7 · 11^2 ( −(2 · 13^2)(1 + σ + σ^4) + 509(σ^2 + σ^3) ) .

Let us finally make explicit the congruences given in claim 2. of Lemma 2.3. On the one hand we have

α_1 = −2(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) = 2(1 − ζ_5)(2 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) − 6 ≡ −1 ( mod (1 − ζ_5)Z_{(5)}[ζ_5] ) , whilst on the other hand, we have

α_0 ≡

2^3 2 · 1^2 ( mod (1 − ζ_5)Z_{(5)}[ζ_5] ) ≡ −1 ( mod (1 − ζ_5)Z_{(5)}[ζ_5] ) . One readily computes that α_2, α_3 and α_4 are also congruent to −1.

3.1.1 Failure of the integrality claim

Let us now give some examples where the hypotheses of Conjecture 1.1 fail to hold, and so does its integrality claim.

Example 3.2. (p = 3, q = 7) Let A be the Jacobian variety of the genus 2 curve given by the equation

y^2 + (x^3 + 1)y = −2x^4 + 4x^2 − 9x − 14

with LMFDB label 294.a.8232.1. Then A has both bad reduction at 7 and points of order 3 over Q.

Let F be the degree 3 subfield of Q(ζ_7 ) and let σ be the automorphism of Q(ζ_7 ) defined by σ(ζ_7) = ζ^2_7 . We abuse notation and denote by σ its restriction to F . Let ψ to be the linear character of F mapping σ to ζ_3.

We compute

L_7(A, 1) = 1 7^2 and L_7(A, ψ) = −(1 + 2ζ_3).

We thus find

Θ_7(A_F ) = 1 3 · 7^2 ( 1 − (2 · 73) · σ + (2^2 · 37) · σ^2 ) ∉ Z_{(3)}[G]. Let us also note that L_7(A, ψ) = −(1 + 2ζ_3) = −ζ_3(1 − ζ_3) but that L_7(A, 1) is not congruent to 0 modulo (1 − ζ_3), so the congruence in claim 2. of Lemma 2.3 also fails to hold.

Example 3.3 (p = 3, q = 7). We use the notation of Example 3.2. The elliptic curve E/Q with Cremona label 27a3 has good reduction at 7, but does have points of order 3 over Q.

We compute

L_7(E, 1) = − 1 7 and L_7(E, ψ) = 1.

We thus find

Θ_7(E_F ) = 1 3 · 7 ( 13 − 2^3 · σ − 2^3 · σ^2 ) ∉ Z_{(3)}[G]. Example 3.4 (p = 3, q = 7). We use the notation of Example 3.2. The elliptic curve E/Q with Cremona label 147b1 has no non-trivial 3-torsion over Q, but does have bad reduction at 7.

We compute

L_7(E, 1) = −1 and L_7(E, ψ) = 7 13 . We thus find

Θ_7(E_F ) = 1 3 · 13 ( 1 − 20 · σ − 20 · σ^2 ) ∉ Z_{(3)}[G]. Remark 3.5. Even in the (non-equivariant) setting of the Birch and Swinnerton- Dyer Conjecture, the presence of p-torsion rational points leads to the failure of integrality at p for normalised L-values.

Let A/Q be a Jacobian variety such that A(Q)[p] = 0 but which has bad reduction at the ramified place q. Then the classical periods and Gauss sums occurring in the definition of Θ_q(A_F ) can differ from the determinants of canonical ‘K-theoretical periods’ that occur naturally in the formulation of refined conjectures of Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer type (see [11]). In our specific setting, such a difference is bounded by a factor of p^d (times a rational p-adic unit).

In this case, it would therefore be natural to expect that, after multiplication by the additional factor p^d, the element Θ_q(A_F ) would belong to Z_{(p)}[G].

Such an expectation is consistent with our numerical computations but, since it does not necessarily pin down the sharpest possible bound on the denominators at p that can occur in Θ_q(A_F ), we leave its precise formulation and its thorough numerical investigation to future work.

3.1.2 Non-vanishing p-primary Tate-Shafarevich groups

We finally provide some examples for which claim (i) of Conjecture does hold, but the p-primary Tate-Shafarevich group of A over F does not vanish. In all such instances, we have found that the condition on the sums

S_g ( (L_C (A, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) that is stated in Lemma 2.1 (ii) fails to hold. Therefore, the non-vanishing of �(A_F )[p^∞] does not provide a counterexample to claim (ii) in Conjecture 1.1.

Example 3.6. (p = 5, q = 11) We use the notation of Example 3.1. The elliptic curve E/Q with Cremona label 1246b2 has good reduction at 11 and no 5-torsion over Q. The analytic order of �(E_F ) is 625 = 5^4.

We compute

L_{11}(E, 1) =

−300 11 , L_{11}(E, ψ_1) = −8ζ^3_5 − 22ζ^2_5 − 22ζ_5 − 8, L_{11}(E, ψ_2) = 22ζ^3_5 + 14ζ_5 + 14 L_{11}(E, ψ_3) = −14ζ^3_5 +8ζ^2_5 −14ζ_5, L_{11}(E, ψ_4) = 14ζ^2_5 +22ζ_5 +14

We find that Θ_{11}(E_F ) belongs to Z_{(5)}[G]. Explicitly,

Θ_{11}(E_F ) = 2 11 ( −2^3 · (1 + σ^3) + (5 · 17) · (σ^1 + σ^2) + (2^2 · 3^2) · σ^4 ) . However, the sum S_g ( (L_{11}(E, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) does not belong to 5 · Z_{(5)} for all g ∈ G. For example, taking g = 1, we find

S_1 ( (L_{11}(E, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) = 739 300 . Example 3.7. (p = 3, q = 13) The elliptic curve E/Q with Cremona label 448c5 has good reduction at 13 and no non-trivial 3-torsion over Q. The analytic order of �(E_F ) is 729 = 3^6.

Let F be the degree 3 subfield of Q(ζ_{13} ), and let σ be the automorphism of Q(ζ_{13} ) defined by σ(ζ_{13}) = ζ^2_{13}. Let ψ be the linear character of F mapping σ to ζ_3.

We compute

L_{13}(E, 1) = −90 13 and L_{13}(E, ψ) = −9 · ζ_3.

We find that Θ_{13}(E_F ) belongs to Z_{(3)}[G]. Explicitly,

Θ_{13}(E_F ) = 1 13 ( 9 · 1 − 108 · σ + 9 · σ^2 ) . However, the sum S_g ( (L_{13}(E, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) does not belong to 3 · Z_{(3)} for all g ∈ G. For example, taking g = 1, we find

S_1 ( (L_{13}(E, ψ)^{−1})_ψ ) = −1 30 .

3.2 Further numerical evidence

In this section we will provide a guide to the tables in the following section.

Let S be the set of pairs (p, q) of odd primes

{(3, 7), (3, 13), (3, 19), (3, 31), (5, 11), (5, 31), (7, 29)},

which all satisfy q ≡ 1 mod p, let F_{p,q} be the degree p subfield of Q(ζ_q ) and write G = Gal(F_{p,q}/Q). For each of the 38 abelian varieties A of conductor at most 500 that arise as Jacobians of genus 2 curves over Q that are listed in the LMFDB [17] and each pair (p, q) ∈ S, we calculated the p-tuple of modified L-values ( L_q(A, ψ) : ψ ∈ ^G ) . For presentational reasons, we only list one member of the above tuple in the tables below; however, all L-values were computed independently of one another. Moreover, by Lemma 2.3 1. (ii), if the congruence relation in claim 2. of Lemma 2.3 holds for one non-trivial character ψ ∈ ^G, then it follows for all non-trivial linear characters.

We remark that some of the curves listed below give rise to isogenous Jacobian varieties and so their (unmodified) L-values are equal. However, the hypothesis on the rational p-torsion subgroups in Lemma 2.3 is not isogeny-invariant. Indeed, we see from Table 2 below that, if A (resp. A^′) is the Jacobian variety of curve 277.a.277.1 (resp. 277.a.277.2), then A and A^′ are isogenous but A(Q)[3] has order 3 whereas A^′(Q)[3] is trivial and, as the table shows, the congruence relation in claim 2. of Lemma 2.3 is (numerically) false for A and (numerically) true for A^′.

3.2.1 How to read the tables

Note that we are using the same curve-labels as those used in the LMFDB [17]. We write N_A for the conductor of A in each case.

The tables below are colour-coded so that Lemma 2.3 can be verified ‘at a glance’. Columns 2, 3 and 7 represent the hypotheses q ∤ N_A, p ∤ |A(Q)_{tors} |, and integrality of Θ_C respectively, and are coloured blue if they are not satisfied (with ‘N’ for no in column 7). Columns 4, 5 and 6 represent the conclusions and are coloured red if they do not hold. More precisely, we write p for the prime ideal (1 − ζ_p)Z[ζ_p] of Z[ζ_p] and ord_p for the normalised p-adic valuation on Q(ζ_p ). Then column 6 (headed ‘ord_p’) denotes

ord_p ( L_q(A, ψ) − L_{{q}}(A/Q, 1) Ω^+_A ) .

In terms of this colour-coding, Lemma 2.3 can be rephrased as follows: 1) columns 2, 3 and 7 are black ⇒ column 4 is black , 2.i) column 2, 3 and 7 are black ⇒ column 5 is black , 3) columns 2, 3 and 7 are black ⇒ column 6 is black . Conversely, we can rephrase Conjecture 1.1 i) as follows • columns 2 and 3 are black ⇒ column 7 is black .

3.2.2 Tables

Table 1: p = 3, q = 7, ψ(3) = ζ_3, p = (1 − ζ_3).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 3^17^{−2}19^{−1} 0 2 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 3^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 -2 N 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^17^{−3} 1 + ζ_3 1 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^17^{−3} 1 + ζ_3 1 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 5^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 1 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 5^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 1 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 3^25^{−1}7^{−2} 9(1 + ζ_3) 5 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 3^{−1}7^{−2 1}_3 (1 + 2ζ_3) -2 N 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 7^{−2} 1 + 2ζ_3 0 N 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 2^{−1}3^17^{−3} 0 2 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 2^{−1}3^17^{−1} 0 2 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 3^17^{−3} 0 2 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^33^17^{−2} 24(1 + 2ζ_3) 2 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 2^13^17^{−2}13^{−1} 0 2 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 2^27^{−2}11^{−1} 1 + ζ_3 1 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 2^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 1 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 2^15^{−1}7^{−2} 1 10 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 2^17^{−2} 5 10 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 2^17^{−3} 1 + ζ_3 1 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 2^25^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 1 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 2^25^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 1 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 2^15^{−1}7^{−2} ζ_3 1 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 2^15^{−1}7^{−2} ζ_3 1 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 7^{−2} 4 2 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 2^27^{−3} ζ_3 1 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 3^{−1}7^{−2 1}_3 (1 + 2ζ_3) -2 N 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^23^{−1}7^{−2 4}_3 (1 + 2ζ_3) -2 N 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 7^{−2} ζ_3 1 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 7^{−2} ζ_3 1 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 2^37^{−3} 2 2 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 2^37^{−1} 98 2 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 7^{−2} ζ_3 1 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 7^{−2} ζ_3 1 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^37^{−2} 8ζ_3 1 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 2^{−1}7^{−2} 1 + ζ_3 1 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 2^17^{−2} 4(1 + ζ_3) 1 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^13^{−1}7^{−2 1}_3 (2 + ζ_3) -2 N 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 2^25^{−1}7^{−2} −1 2

Table 2: p = 3, q = 13, ψ(2) = ζ_3, p = (1 − ζ_3).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 13^{−1}19^{−1} ζ_3 1 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 3^113^{−2} 3 4 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^13^17^{−1}13^{−2} 0 2 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^13^17^{−1}13^{−2} 0 2 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 13^{−2} ζ_3 1 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 3^15^{−1}13^{−2} ζ_3 0 N 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 3^35^{−1}13^{−2} 9ζ_3 4 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^113^{−2} −1 4 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^13^113^{−2} −3 6 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 13^{−2} ζ_3 1 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 7^213^{−2} 49ζ_3 1 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 3^27^{−1}13^{−2} −3 2 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^43^213^{−2} 72(1 + ζ_3) 5 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 2^23^113^{−3} 0 2 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 2^411^{−1}13^{−2} −2(1 + ζ_3) 1 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 2^113^{−2} 2ζ_3 1 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 2^35^{−1}13^{−2} −2 2 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 2^313^{−2} −10 2 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 2^13^17^{−1}13^{−2} 0 2 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 3^25^{−1}13^{−2} −3 2 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 3^25^{−1}13^{−2} −3 2 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 5^{−1}11^113^{−2} ζ_3 1 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 5^{−1}11^113^{−2} ζ_3 1 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 2^213^{−2} −4(1 + ζ_3) 1 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 2^15^17^{−1}13^{−2} −(1 + ζ_3) 1 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 13^{−2} ζ_3 1 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^213^{−2} 4ζ_3 1 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^113^{−2} −4 2 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^113^{−2} −4 2 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 2^17^{−1}11^113^{−2} ζ_3 1 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 2^17^111^113^{−2} 49ζ_3 1 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 2^{−1}7^113^{−2} −ζ_3 1 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 2^{−1}7^113^{−2} −ζ_3 1 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^27^113^{−2} −8ζ_3 1 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 13^{−2} ζ_3 1 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 2^213^{−2} 4ζ_3 1 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^113^{−2} −1 4 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 2^23^15^{−1}13^{−2} 0 2

Table 3: p = 3, q = 19, ψ(2) = ζ_3, p = (1 − ζ_3).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 3^319^{−3} 3(1 + ζ_3) 2 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 3^119^{−2} 12ζ_3 3 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^13^27^{−1}19^{−2} 3(1 + ζ_3) 2 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^13^27^{−1}19^{−2} 3(1 + ζ_3) 2 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 2^{−1}5^{−1}13^119^{−2} ζ_3 1 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 2^35^{−1}19^{−2} 1 2 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 2^33^25^{−1}19^{−2} 9 6 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^119^{−2} 8ζ_3 1 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^13^119^{−2} 24ζ_3 3 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 2^23^17^{−1}19^{−2} 3ζ_3 3 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 2^23^17^119^{−2} 147ζ_3 3 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 3^119^{−2} 3 6 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^33^319^{−2} 432ζ_3 6 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 2^27^113^{−1}19^{−2} 1 2 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 11^{−1}19^{−2} 47^1 −5 2 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 3^119^{−2} −3 2 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 2^219^{−2} 8(1 + ζ_3) 1 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 2^25^119^{−2} 40(1 + ζ_3) 1 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 2^17^{−1}11^119^{−2} 1 2 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 2^219^{−2} ζ_3 1 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 2^219^{−2} ζ_3 1 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 2^45^{−1}19^{−2} 7(1 + ζ_3) 1 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 2^45^{−1}19^{−2} 7(1 + ζ_3) 1 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 2^419^{−2} 16 4 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 7^{−1}19^{−2}23^1 2ζ_3 1 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 2^{−1}5^119^{−2} −2 4 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^15^119^{−2} −8 4 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^219^{−2} ζ_3 1 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^219^{−2} ζ_3 1 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 3^17^{−1}19^{−1} 0 2 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 3^17^119^{−1} 0 2 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 7^119^{−2} −5 2 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 7^119^{−2} −5 2 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^37^119^{−2} −40 2 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 2^{−3}19^{−1} 1 + ζ_3 1 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 2^{−1}19^{−1} 4(1 + ζ_3) 1 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^219^{−2} −2 2 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 2^45^{−1}19^{−2} 8ζ_3 1

Table 4: p = 3, q = 31, ψ(3) = ζ_3, p = (1 − ζ_3).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 2^43^119^{−1}31^{−2} 0 2 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 2^23^131^{−2} 0 2 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^57^{−1}31^{−2} −1 4 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^57^{−1}31^{−2} −1 4 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 2^331^{−2} 2 2 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 2^13^131^{−2} 0 2 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 2^13^331^{−2} 0 6 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^331^{−2} 0 0 N 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^33^131^{−2} 0 2 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 2^13^15^17^{−1}31^{−2} 0 2 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 2^13^15^17^131^{−2} 0 2 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 3^17^{−1}13^131^{−2} −3(1 + ζ_3) 3 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^43^331^{−2} 0 6 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 3^15^213^{−1}31^{−2} 0 2 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 2^311^{−1}13^131^{−2} −(1 + ζ_3) 1 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 2^13^131^{−2} 0 2 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 2^15^131^{−2} −5ζ_3 1 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 2^15^231^{−2} −25ζ_3 1 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 2^43^17^{−1}31^{−2} 0 2 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 11^1 31^{−2} −2(1 + ζ_3) 1 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 11^1 31^{−2} −2(1 + ζ_3) 1 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 2^331^{−2} −4ζ_3 1 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 2^331^{−2} −4ζ_3 1 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 2^23^231^{−2} −36(1 + ζ_3) 5 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 2^23^131^{−2} 0 2 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 2^331^{−2} 0 0 N 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^531^{−2} 0 0 N 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^331^{−2} 2 2 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^331^{−2} 2 2 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 2^17^{−1}31^{−2}79^1 −1 8 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 2^17^131^{−2}79^1 −49 8 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 3^15^131^{−2} 0 2 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 3^15^131^{−2} 0 2 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^33^15^131^{−2} 0 2 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 2^{−2}3^111^131^{−2} 0 2 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 3^111^1 31^{−2} 0 2 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^23^131^{−2} 0 2 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 3^231^{−2} 3(1 + ζ_3) 2

Table 5: p = 5, q = 11, ψ(2) = ζ_5, p = (1 − ζ_5).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 7^111^{−2}19^{−1} −(1 + ζ^2_5 ) 1 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 2^23^{−1}11^{−2} 3ζ^3_5 1 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^27^{−1}11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) 1 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^27^{−1}11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) 1 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 2^{−1}11^{−2} −(2 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 0 N 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 2^13^{−1}11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 0 N 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 2^13^111^{−2} −9(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 0 N 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^13^{−1}11^{−2} −(2 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 1 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^111^{−2} −3(2 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 1 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 2^27^{−1}11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 2^27^111^{−2} −49(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 2^27^{−1}11^{−2} −(ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^43^111^{−2} −72ζ^2_5 1 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 2^311^{−2}13^{−1} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 3^211^{−3} −1 4 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 5^111^{−2} −5(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 5 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 11^{−2} −(1 + 2ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) 1 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 11^{−2} −(1 + 2ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) 1 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 1 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 1 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 2^211^{−2} 4ζ_5 1 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 2^37^{−1}11^{−2} −2(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 11^{−2} −(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^211^{−2} −4(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^111^{−2} ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 2 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^111^{−2} ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 2 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 2^47^{−1}11^{−2} −(ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 2 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 2^47^111^{−2} −49(ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 2 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 2^{−2}5^111^{−2} −(2 + 2ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 2 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 2^{−2}5^111^{−2} −(2 + 2ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 2 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^15^111^{−2} −8(2 + 2ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 2 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 2^{−2}5^111^{−2} 0 4 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 5^111^{−2} 0 4 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^13^{−1}11^{−2} −(1 + 2ζ_5 + 2ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 2^35^{−1}11^{−2} −^1_5 (7 + 4ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + 8ζ^3_5 ) -4 N

Table 6: p = 5, q = 31, ψ(3) = ζ_5, p = (1 − ζ_5).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 2^43^119^{−1}31^{−2} 3(3 − 2ζ_5 + 3ζ^2_5 ) 1 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 2^23^131^{−2} −3(8ζ_5 − 5ζ^2_5 + 8ζ^3_5 ) 1 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^57^{−1}31^{−2} 5 + 3ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 2 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^57^{−1}31^{−2} 5 + 3ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 2 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 2^331^{−2} 1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 1 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 2^13^131^{−2} −(ζ_5 − 3ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 2^13^331^{−2} −9(ζ_5 − 3ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^331^{−2} −(2 + 2ζ_5 + 3ζ^3_5 ) 1 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^33^131^{−2} −3(2 + 2ζ_5 + 3ζ^3_5 ) 1 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 2^13^15^17^{−1}31^{−2} 0 4 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 2^13^15^17^131^{−2} 0 4 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 3^17^{−1}13^131^{−2} 5 − 3ζ_5 + 5ζ^2_5 1 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^43^331^{−2} 72(5 + 3ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 ) 2 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 3^15^213^{−1}31^{−2} 3 − ζ_5 + 3ζ^2_5 2 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 2^311^{−1}13^1 31^{−2} −(2ζ_5 − 3ζ^2_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 1 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 2^13^131^{−2} −2(ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 2^15^131^{−2} 5(1 + ζ^2_5 ) 5 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 2^15^231^{−2} 25(1 + ζ^2_5 ) 9 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 2^43^17^{−1}31^{−2} −ζ^3_5 1 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 11^131^{−2} 4 + ζ_5 + 4ζ^2_5 0 N 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 11^131^{−2} 4 + ζ_5 + 4ζ^2_5 0 N 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 2^331^{−2} 2 − ζ_5 + 2ζ^2_5 1 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 2^331^{−2} 2 − ζ_5 + 2ζ^2_5 1 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 2^23^231^{−2} 4(1 + ζ_5 + 2ζ^3_5 ) 1 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 2^23^131^{−2} 3(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 2^331^{−2} 2 − ζ_5 + 2ζ^2_5 1 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^531^{−2} 4(2 − ζ_5 + 2ζ^2_5 ) 1 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^331^{−2} −4(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^331^{−2} −4(1 + ζ_5 + ζ^3_5 ) 1 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 2^17^{−1}31^{−2}79^1 −(9 + 4ζ_5 + 4ζ^2_5 + 9ζ^3_5 ) 1 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 2^17^131^{−2}79^1 −49(9 + 4ζ_5 + 4ζ^2_5 + 9ζ^3_5 ) 1 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 3^15^131^{−2} 4 + 3ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 2 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 3^15^131^{−2} 4 + 3ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 2 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^33^15^131^{−2} 8(4 + 3ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 ) 2 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 2^{−2}3^111^131^{−2} ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 1 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 3^111^131^{−2} 4(ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 ) 1 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^23^131^{−2} −(3 + ζ_5 + ζ^2_5 + 3ζ^3_5 ) 1 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 3^231^{−2} ζ_5 + 3ζ^2_5 + ζ^3_5 0 N

Table 7: p = 7, q = 29, ψ(2) = ζ_7, p = (1 − ζ_7).

Curve Label N_A |A(Q)_{tors} | L(A, 1) L(A, ψ) ord_p Θ_C 169.a.169.1 13^2 19^1 2^43^119^{−1}29^{−2} −(1 + ζ_7 + ζ^4_7 ) 1 196.a.21952.1 2^27^2 2^23^2 2^23^129^{−2} −12(1 + ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 249.a.249.1 3^183^1 2^17^1 2^229^{−2} 2(1 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 − ζ^5_7 ) 0 N 249.a.6723.1 3^183^1 2^27^1 2^229^{−2} 2(1 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 − ζ^5_7 ) 0 N 256.a.512.1 2^8 2^25^1 5^{−1}17^129^{−2} 2(ζ^3_7 − ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 277.a.277.1 277^1 3^15^1 3^{−1}5^{−1}29^{−2}59^1 1 + ζ_7 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 1 277.a.277.2 277^1 5^1 3^15^{−1}29^{−2}59^1 9(1 + ζ_7 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 ) 1 294.a.294.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^329^{−2} −4(1 + ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 294.a.8232.1 2^13^17^2 2^23^1 2^33^129^{−2} −12(1 + ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 295.a.295.1 5^159^1 2^17^1 2^13^129^{−2} 2 + 2ζ_7 + ζ^3_7 + 3ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 0 N 295.a.295.2 5^159^1 2^1 2^13^17^229^{−2} 49(2 + 2ζ_7 + ζ^3_7 + 3ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 12 324.a.648.1 2^23^4 3^17^1 7^129^{−2} 2 + 2ζ_7 + ζ^4_7 0 N 336.a.172032.1 2^43^17^1 2^1 2^43^329^{−2} −288(ζ^2_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 2 349.a.349.1 349^1 13^1 2^613^{−1}29^{−2} 1 − 2ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 − 2ζ^5_7 2 353.a.353.1 353^1 11^1 2^45^111^{−1}29^{−2} 3(2 + 2ζ_7 + ζ^3_7 + 3ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 360.a.6480.1 2^33^25^1 2^5 2^13^129^{−2} −4(ζ^2_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 2 363.a.11979.1 3^111^2 2^25^1 2^13^35^{−1}29^{−2} 2(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 363.a.43923.1 3^111^2 2^15^1 2^13^329^{−2} 10(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 388.a.776.1 2^297^1 3^17^1 2^13^129^{−2} 2(1 + ζ_7 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 ) 1 389.a.389.1 389^1 2^15^1 2^15^{−1}19^129^{−2} 2(1 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 − ζ^5_7 ) 2 389.a.389.2 389^1 2^15^1 2^15^{−1}19^129^{−2} 2(1 − ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 − ζ^5_7 ) 2 394.a.394.1 2^1197^1 2^15^1 2^43^15^{−1}29^{−2} −2(1 + 2ζ^2_7 + 2ζ^5_7 ) 2 394.a.3152.1 2^1197^1 2^25^1 2^43^15^{−1}29^{−2} −2(1 + 2ζ^2_7 + 2ζ^5_7 ) 2 400.a.409600.1 2^45^2 2^13^2 2^429^{−2} −4(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 − ζ^3_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 427.a.2989.1 7^161^1 2^17^1 2^15^129^{−2} 2(1 + ζ^3_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 0 N 448.a.448.2 2^67^1 2^23^1 2^15^129^{−2} −4ζ^2_7 1 448.a.448.1 2^67^1 2^13^1 2^35^129^{−2} −16ζ^2_7 1 450.a.2700.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^23^129^{−2} −4(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 450.a.36450.1 2^13^25^2 2^33^1 2^23^129^{−2} −4(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^4_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 461.a.461.1 461^1 7^1 2^429^{−2} 2(3 + 5ζ_7 − 2ζ^2_7 − 2ζ^3_7 + 5ζ^4_7 + 3ζ^5_7 ) 0 N 461.a.461.2 461^1 1 2^47^229^{−2} 98(3 + 5ζ_7 − 2ζ^2_7 − 2ζ^3_7 + 5ζ^4_7 + 3ζ^5_7 ) 12 464.a.464.1 2^429^1 2^3 3^15^129^{−2} 2(2 + ζ_7 − 2ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + 2ζ^4_7 ) 1 464.a.29696.1 2^429^1 2^4 3^15^129^{−2} 2(2 + ζ_7 − 2ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + 2ζ^4_7 ) 1 464.a.29696.2 2^429^1 2^2 2^33^15^129^{−2} 16(2 + ζ_7 − 2ζ^2_7 + ζ^3_7 + 2ζ^4_7 ) 1 472.a.944.1 2^359^1 2^4 2^{−2}5^229^{−2} −2(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 472.a.60416.1 2^359^1 2^3 5^229^{−2} −8(ζ_7 + ζ^2_7 + ζ^5_7 ) 1 476.a.952.1 2^27^117^1 2^13^2 2^15^129^{−2} 4(1 − ζ^2_7 − ζ^5_7 ) 2 484.a.1936.1 2^211^2 3^15^1 2^23^129^{−2} −(3 + 3ζ_7 + 3ζ^2_7 + 3ζ^3_7 + 4ζ^5_7 ) 1

References

[1] W. Bley, Numerical Evidence for the Equivariant Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture, Experiment. Math. 20 (2011), 426–456.

[2] W. Bley, Numerical Evidence for the Equivariant Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture (Part II), Math. Comp. 81 (2012), 1681– 1705.

[3] W. Bley, The Equivariant Tamagawa Number Conjecture and Modular Symbols, Math. Ann. 356 (2013), 179–190.

[4] W. Bley, D. Macias Castillo, Congruences for Critical Values of Higher Derivatives of Twisted Hasse–Weil L-functions, J. Reine Angew. Math. 722 (2017), 105–135.

[5] W. Bley, D. Macias Castillo, Congruences for Critical Values of Higher Derivatives of Twisted Hasse–Weil L-functions, III, Math. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc. 173 (2022) 431-456.

[6] S. Bloch, K. Kato, L-functions and Tamagawa Numbers of Motives, in: The Grothendieck Festschrift, vol. 1, Prog. Math. 86, Birkhäuser, Boston (1990), 333–400.

[7] W. Bosma, J. Cannon, C. Playoust, The Magma Algebra System. I:

The User Language, J. Symb. Comput. 24 (1997), 235–265.

[8] T. Bouganis, V. Dokchitser, Algebraicity of L-values for elliptic curves in a false Tate curve tower, Math. Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc. 142 (2007) 193-204.

[9] C. Breuil, B. Conrad, F. Diamond, R. Taylor, On the modularity of elliptic curves over Q, J. Am. Math. Soc. 14 (2001), 843—939.

[10] D. Burns, M. Flach, Tamagawa Numbers for Motives with (Noncommutative) Coefficients, Doc. Math. 6 (2001), 501–570.

[11] D. Burns, D. Macias Castillo, On Refined Conjectures of Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Type for Hasse–Weil–Artin L-series, to appear in Memoirs of the Amer. Math. Soc.. arXiv:1909.03959

[12] D. Burns, D. Macias Castillo, C. Wuthrich, On Mordell–Weil Groups and Congruences between Derivatives of Twisted Hasse–Weil L-functions, J. Reine Angew. Math. 734 (2018), 187–228.

[13] P. Deligne, Valeurs de Fonctions L et Périodes d’Intégrales, in: Automorphic Forms, Representations and L-functions, Part 2, Proc. Symp. in Pure Math. 33, AMS, Providence, R.I. (1979), 313–346.

[14] T. Dokchitser, Computing Special Values of Motivic L-Functions, Experiment. Math. 13 (2004), 137–150.

[15] V. Dokchitser, R. Evans, H. Wiersema, On a BSD-type Formula for L-values of Artin-twists of Elliptic Curves, J. Reine Angew. Math. 773 (2021), 199–230.

[16] R. Evans, Artin-twists of Abelian Varieties: Periods, L-values and Arithmetic. PhD Thesis, King’s College London (2021).

[17] The LMFDB Collaboration, The L-functions and Modular Forms Database, http://www.lmfdb.org (2021).

[18] G. Shimura, The special values of the zeta functions associated with Hilbert modular forms Duke Math. J. 45, No 3 (1978), 637–679.

[19] R. Taylor, A. Wiles, Ring theoretic properties of certain Hecke algebras Ann. Math., 141 (1995), 553—572.

[20] H. Wiersema, C. Wuthrich, Integrality of twisted L-values of elliptic curves, to appear in Doc. Math., arXiv 2004.05492.

[21] A. Wiles, Modular elliptic curves and Fermat’s last theorem, Ann.

Math., 141 (1995), 443–551.

R. Evans, University of Chichester, Bognor Regis Campus, Upper Bognor Road, Bognor Regis, West Sussex, PO21 1HR

E-mail address: rob.evans@chi.ac.uk

D. Macias Castillo, Departamento de Matemáticas, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, 28049 Madrid (Spain); and Instituto de Ciencias Matemáticas, 28049 Madrid (Spain).

E-mail address: daniel.macias@uam.es

H. Wiersema, Department of Pure Mathematics and Mathematical Statistics, Centre for Mathematical Sciences, Wilberforce Road, Cambridge CB3 0WB E-mail address: hw600@cam.ac.uk