arXiv:2501.03209v1 [math.NT] 6 Jan 2025

LOCAL DATA OF ELLIPTIC CURVES UNDER QUADRATIC TWIST

ALEXANDER J. BARRIOS, MANAMI ROY, NANDITA SAHAJPAL, DARWIN TALLANA, BELLA TOBIN, AND HANNEKE WIERSEMA

Abstract. Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring with a perfect residue field. In this article, we investigate how the Tamagawa number of E/K changes under quadratic twist. To accomplish this, we introduce the notion of a normal model for E/K, which is a Weierstrass model satisfying certain conditions that lead one to easily infer the local data of E/K. Our main results provide necessary and sufficient conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of a normal model of E/K to determine the local data of a quadratic twist E^d/K. We note that when the residue field has characteristic 2, we only consider the special case K = Q2 . In this setting, we also determine the minimal discriminant valuation and conductor exponent of E and E^d from further conditions on the coefficients of a normal model for E.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 3 3. v-normal models 4 4. Local data of quadratic twists when char κ ≠ 2 13 5. Local data of quadratic twists over Q_2 16 5.1. The case when v(d) = 0 21 5.2. The case when v(d) = 1 29 Appendix 36 References 39

1. Introduction

Let E be an elliptic curve defined over a number field F . The Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjecture [2] predicts the rank of the elliptic curve is related to its L-function. Moreover, the conjecture includes a precise formula for the leading term of the L-function containing various arithmetic data. Next we let E^d denote the quadratic twist of E by d for some d ∈ F^×/(F^×)^2. A natural question is how the factors of E and E^d appearing in the leading term of the L-function of E/F compare. For instance, work of Pal [8] determines how the real periods of E and E^d are related in the case when F = Q. In this article, we consider the analogous question of how the local Tamagawa numbers of E and E^d compare.

Recall that for each finite prime p of F , there is a unique minimal proper regular model of E over the completion F_p [6]. For each prime p of F , Tate’s Algorithm [11] yields the following local data of E/F_p: the Kodaira-Néron type of the special fiber of the minimal proper regular model, the local conductor exponent (via Ogg’s formula [7]), and the local Tamagawa number. For an elliptic

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11G07, 14H10, 14H52, 11G05.

Key words and phrases. Tamagawa numbers, normal models, twists, Kodaira-Néron type, minimal discriminants. 1

curve E/F , the global Tamagawa number is defined as c = ∏ p c_p, where c_p is the local Tamagawa number of E/F_p. The global Tamagawa number is one of the factors appearing in the leading term of the L-function of E/F in the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture.

More precisely, let A be a complete discrete valuation ring with perfect residue field κ of characteristic p. Let K denote the field of fractions of A, and v be the normalized valuation on K.

In order to investigate the local Tamagawa number c_v of E/K, we apply Tate’s Algorithm to E. To streamline the process, we introduce the notion of a v-normal model for E. That is, a Weierstrass model for E/K that is a v-minimal model such that its Weierstrass coefficients satisfy certain conditions (see Table 1). We note that while this terminology was previously used by Comalada [3], the v-normal models introduced in this article differ from those that Comalada considered. Specifically, the conditions on our v-normal models ensure that E/K runs through Tate’s Algorithm without having to do any additional admissible change of variables, and in addition, the models are chosen so that the computation of the local Tamagawa number c_v is reduced to verifying additional conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of a v-normal model. Our first result establishes that each elliptic curve admits a v-normal model:

Proposition 1 (Proposition 3.4). Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring with a perfect residue field of prime characteristic. If E/K is an elliptic curve, then there exists a vnormal model E^′ such that E and E^′ are K-isomorphic. Moreover, there are necessary and sufficient conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of a v-normal model to conclude the Kodaira-Néron type and local Tamagawa number.

This result was inspired by work of Cremona and Sadek [4, Proposition 2.2], who consider Weierstrass models of elliptic curves over Q_p such that Tate’s Algorithm terminates without requiring any additional change of variables. For our purposes, our v-normal models are not restricted to Q_p , and further conditions have been imposed to ease the computation of the local Tamagawa number. Having established the existence of v-normal models, we then turn our attention to determining the local Tamagawa number c^d_v of E^d from the Weierstrass coefficients of a v-normal model for E. We note that by Proposition 1, it suffices to determine a v-normal model of E^d.

In Section 4, we find the local Tamagawa number of E^d when the residue characteristic of A is odd. Our main result in this setting is the following:

Theorem 2 (Theorem 4.1). Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring with perfect residue field of odd characteristic. Let E/K be an elliptic curve given by a v-normal model. Then, there are necessary and sufficient conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of E to determine the local Tamagawa numbers c_v and c^d_v of E and E^d, respectively.

The conditions for this theorem are given explicitly in the body of the text. Theorem 2 also gives conditions to determine the Kodaira-Néron type of E^d. Since E is assumed to be given by a v-normal model, the conditions on the local Tamagawa number of E are given by Lemma 3.4. Consequently, to prove Theorem 4.1, it suffices to determine the local Tamagawa number c^d_v of E^d. Since E/K is given by a v-normal model, it has a Weierstrass model of the form E : y^2 = x^3 + a_2x^2 + a_4x + a_6. We may, therefore, assume E^d to be given by the Weierstrass model y^2 = x^3 + a_2dx^2 + a_4d^2x + a_6d^3. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is then reduced to determining a v-normal model for E^d by Proposition 1.

Finally, we consider the case when the residue characteristic is 2. This case is more complicated, and as a result, we restrict ourselves to the special case when K = Q_2 . Specifically, we prove:

Theorem 3 (Theorem 5.1). Let E/Q_2 be an elliptic curve given by a v-normal model. Then, there are necessary and sufficient conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of E to determine the local Tamagawa numbers c_v and c^d_v of E and E^d, respectively.

Theorem 3 further provides conditions to determine the Kodaira-Néron type of E^d, as well as the conductor and minimal discriminant exponents of E and E^d. Due to the length of the proof, we consider the cases corresponding to v(d) = 0 and v(d) = 1 separately. See Sections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively, for the proof of these cases.

In what follows, we will work over local fields where the normalized valuation v will be clear from context. Consequently, we omit subscripts for quantities such as c_v and simply write c. We note that the explicit determination of the Kodaira-Néron types of E and E^d in the setting of a complete discrete valuation ring with perfect residue field of prime characteristic was considered by [3]. In the process of proving Theorem 3, we uncovered several errors in [3] in the case when the residue characteristic is 2. Theorem 3 corrects the case when K = Q_2 . More specifically, the following possible Kodaira-Néron types after quadratic twists are missing in [3, Tables I and II]: I_0 → I_0, I_n → I_n, IV → IV, IV^∗ → IV^∗ and a few cases of I^∗_n when v(d) = 0, and I_0 → I_0, I_n → I_n when v(d) = 1. We further note that the authors have done a literature review of articles citing [3], and it seems that no articles used the incorrect results in said work.

Acknowledgements This paper began as a research collaboration through the workshop Rethinking Number Theory: 2021, which was organized by Heidi Goodson, Allechar Serrano López, Christelle Vincent, and Mckenzie West. The authors extend their sincere thanks to the workshop organizers, without which this paper would not have been written.

2. Preliminaries

We commence with some basic facts about elliptic curves. See [10, 9] for further details. Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring A with perfect residue field κ. In what follows, we let π be a uniformizer for A, and denote by v the normalized valuation on K. Let E/K be the elliptic curve given by the (affine) Weierstrass model

E : y^2 + a_1xy + a_3y = x^3 + a_2x^2 + a_4x + a_6, where each a_i ∈ K. We then define

b_2 = a^2_1 + 4a_2, b_4 = 2a_4 + a_1a_3, b_6 = a^2_3 + 4a_6, b_8 = a^2_1a_6 + 4a_2a_6 − a_1a_3a_4 + a_2a^2_3 − a^2_4, Δ = 9b_2b_4b_6 − b^2b_8 − 8b^3_4 − 27b^2_6.

We say that E is K-isomorphic to an elliptic curve E^′ if there exists a morphism ψ : E → E^′ defined by ψ(x, y) = ( u^2x + r, u^3y + u^2sx + w ) , where u, r, s, w ∈ K with u ≠ 0. In this case, we write ψ = [u, r, s, w]. We say that E is given by an integral Weierstrass model if v(a_i) ≥ 0 for each i. We say that E is given by a minimal model if E is given by an integral Weierstrass model that has the property that v(Δ) is minimal over all elliptic curves given by integral Weierstrass models that are K-isomorphic to E.

In our investigation, we will consider elliptic curves E/K whose Weierstrass coefficients a_i satisfy certain conditions. To ease presentation, we utilize the notation used in [4] and set

V(E) = (n_1, n_2, n_3, n_4, n_6)

if v(a_i) ≥ n_i for each i. If equality holds, say at n_2 and n_4, then we write V(E) = (n_1, = n_2, n_3, = n_4, n_6) .

If an additional condition must hold, say v(Δ) = 6, then we write

V(E) = (n_1, n_2, n_3, n_4, n_6|v(Δ) = 6) .

Tate’s Algorithm [11] provides instructions for computing the proper regular minimal model C of E over A. In particular, we obtain the following local data for E:

(1) The Kodaira-Néron type of E, denoted typ(E). We use Kodaira symbols to describe typ(E); (2) The number of components m (counted without multiplicity) defined over κ of the special fiber of C;

(3) The local Tamagawa number c of E, which is the number of components of the special fiber of C that have multiplicity 1 and are defined over κ.

From Ogg’s formula [7], we obtain the conductor exponent f = v(Δ) − m + 1, where Δ denotes the discriminant of a minimal model for E. In this article, whenever we refer to step n of Tate’s Algorithm, we are referring to step n as given in Silverman’s exposition [9]. In addition, we use the shorthand notation: a_{i,j} = a_i π^j . Now suppose that E/K and E^′/K are two elliptic curves such that their j-invariants are equal.

Then E and E^′ are K-isomorphic, and we say that E is a twist of E^′. In particular, there exists a d ∈ K^×/ (K^×)^m where m = 2 j(E) ≠ 0, 4 j(E) = 1728, 6 j(E) = 0,

such that E and E^′ are K(^m √ d)-isomorphic. In this article, we will focus on the case when m = 2, i.e., E^′ is a quadratic twist of E by d. In this case, we write E^′ = E^d. Now suppose that E/K has the Weierstrass model E : y^2 + a_1xy + a_3y = x^3 + a_2x^2 + a_4x + a_6.

Then, following [3, pp. 48-49] with α = 0, we can take the following as a Weierstrass model for the quadratic twist E^d of E by d:

E^d : y^2 = x^3 + d ( a^2_1 + 4a_2 ) x^2 + d^2 (8a_1a_3 + 16a_4) x + d^3 ( 16a^2_3 + 64a_6 ) . 3. v-normal models

In this section, we introduce the notion of a v-normal model. When the normalized valuation v is clear from context, we simply refer to these as normal models. To begin, we recall the following facts regarding complete discrete valuation rings whose residue characteristic is 2.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a complete discrete valuation ring with perfect residue field κ of characteristic 2 and uniformizer π. For each x ∈ A^×, there exists a z ∈ A^× such that z^2 ≡ x mod π.

Proof. Since κ is a perfect field of characteristic 2, the Frobenius endomorphism f : κ → κ defined by f(y) = y^2 is an automorphism of κ. Consequently, for x ∈ A^×, there exists z ∈ A such that z^2 ≡ x mod π. □

Lemma 3.2. Let κ be a field of characteristic 2, and let a, b, c ∈ κ with ab ≠ 0. Then the quadratic polynomial ax^2 + bx + c splits completely in κ[x] if and only if^{ac}_{b2} ∈ Im T , where T : κ → κ is the Artin-Schreier endomorphism defined by κ(α) = α^2 + α.

Proof. Let y = axb^{−1}. The result now follows since ax^2 + bx + c = 0 is equivalent to y^2 + y = acb^{−2}. □ Lemma 3.3. Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring A with perfect residue field of characteristic 2 and normalized valuation v. Suppose that E/K is an elliptic curve with typ(E) = I_n for some n > 0. Then,

(i) if V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , 0 ) , then v(a_6) = n.

(ii) if V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , 0, n + 1 ) with n even, then v(a_4) =^n_2 .

Conversely, suppose (i) V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) or (ii) V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) with n even. Then typ(E) = I_n.

Proof. It is verified in [1, Lemma3 3.ipynb] that the discriminant Δ of E can be written as

(3.1) Δ = a^2_3k_1 + a^2_4k_2 + a_3a_4k_3 + a_6k_4,

where each k_i ∈ A with v(k_2) = v(k_3) = v(k_4) = 0. Now suppose that typ(E) = I_n, so that v(Δ) = n. If V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , 0 ) , then by (3.1), v(Δ) = n if and only if v(a_6) = n.

Similarly, if n is even and V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , 0, n + 1 ) , then by (3.1), v(Δ) = n if and only if v(a_4) =^n_2 .

Conversely, suppose (i) V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) or (ii) V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) with n even. Then, for a uniformizer π of A, b_2 = a^2_1 + 4a_2 ≡ a^2_1 mod π. Since v(a_1) = 0, we conclude that v(b_2) = 0. By Tate’s Algorithm, typ(E) = I_{v(Δ)}. From our assumptions on V(E) and (3.1), we conclude that v(Δ) = n. □

Proposition 3.4. Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring A with perfect residue field κ of prime characteristic and normalized valuation v. Let E/K be an elliptic curve. For each Kodaira-Néron type typ(E), there exists a K-isomorphic elliptic curve E^{nor} that is a minimal model and whose Weierstrass coefficients satisfy the valuations V(E^{nor}) given in Table 1. Moreover, by T we mean the Artin-Schreier endomorphism T : κ → κ from Lemma 3.2. The table also references the polynomial P (X) = X^3 + a_{2,1}X^2 + a_{4,2}dX + a_{6,3}.

Conversely, if E/K is an elliptic curve such that V(E) occurs in the second column of Table 1, then E is given by a minimal model and typ(E) is as listed in the corresponding row.

Definition 3.5. Let K be the field of fractions of a complete discrete valuation ring A with perfect residue field κ of prime characteristic and normalized valuation v. An elliptic curve E/K is said to be given by a v-normal model if V(E) occurs in the third column of Table 1.

Table 1. v-normal models

typ(E) char κ V(E) Conditions c

I0 2 (= 0, 0, 2, 1, = 0) 1

(= 0, 0, 2, = 0, 1) 1

(1, 1, = 0, 0, 0) 1

≠ 2 (∞, 0, ∞, 0, 0|v(Δ) = 0) 1

I_{n>0 odd} 2 ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) a^{−2}_1 a2 ∈ Im T n

a^{−2}_1 a2 ∉ Im T 1

In>0 even 2 ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) a^{−2}_1 a2 ∈ Im T n

a^{−2}_1 a2 ∉ Im T 2

In>0 ≠ 2 ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+3}_2 , = n ) (_{a2} π ) = 1 n (_{a2} π ) = −1 2 − (n mod 2)

continued on next page typ(E) char κ V(E) Conditions c II 2 (1, 1, 1, 1, = 1) 1

≠ 2 (∞, 1, ∞, 1, = 1) 1 III 2 (1, 1, 1, = 1, 2) 2

≠ 2 (∞, 1, ∞, = 1, 2) 2 IV 2 (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2) a^{−2}_3 a6 ∉ Im T 1

a^{−2}_3 a6 ∈ Im T 3

≠ 2 (∞, 1, ∞, 2, = 2) (_{a6,2} π ) = −1 1 (_{a6,2} π ) = 1 3 I^∗_0 2 (1, 1, 2, 3, = 3) 1 + # {α ∈ κ | P (α) = 0}

≠ 2 (∞, 1, ∞, 2, 3 | v(Δ) = 6) 1 + # {α ∈ κ | P (α) = 0} I^∗_{n>0 odd} 2 ( 1, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) a^{−2}_3 a6 ∉ Im T 2

a^{−2}_3 a6 ∈ Im T 4

≠ 2 ( ∞, = 1, ∞,^{n+5}_2 , = n + 3 ) (_{a6,n+3} π ) = −1 2 (_{a6,n+3} π ) = 1 4 I^∗_{n>0 even} 2 ( 1, = 1,^{n+4}_2 , =^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) πa^{−2}_4 a6 ∉ Im T 2

πa^{−2}_4 a6 ∈ Im T 4

≠ 2 ( ∞, = 1, ∞,^{n+6}_2 , = n + 3 ) (_{−a−1} 2 a6,n+2 π ) = −1 2 (_{−a−1} 2 a6,n+2 π ) = 1 4

IV^∗ 2 (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4) a^{−2}_3 a6 ∉ Im T 1

a^{−2}_3 a6 ∈ Im T 3

≠ 2 (∞, 2, ∞, 3, = 4) (_{a6,4} π ) = −1 1 (_{a6,4} π ) = 1 3 III^∗ 2 (1, 2, 3, = 3, 5) 2

≠ 2 (∞, 2, ∞, = 3, 5) 2 II^∗ 2 (1, 2, 3, 4, = 5) 1

≠ 2 (∞, 2, ∞, 4, = 5) 1

Proof. Let E : y^2 + a_1xy + a_3y = x^3 + a_2x^2 + a_4x + a_6 be an elliptic curve over K that is minimal. Let Δ denote the minimal discriminant of E and let π be a uniformizer for K. When char κ ≠ 2, we may further assume that a_1 = a_3 = 0 by instead considering the K-isomorphic elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [ 1, 0,^{−a1}_2 ,^{−a3}_2 ] . Throughout the proof, we will consider various admissible change of variables resulting in K-isomorphic elliptic curves E^′ and E^{′′}. We denote the Weierstrass coefficients of these elliptic curves by a^′_i and a^{′′}_i , respectively. The various claims on the Weierstrass coefficients of E^′ (or E^{′′}) were verified in SageMath [5], and the reader can find this verification in the companion to this proof [1, Proposition3 4.ipynb]. Below, we consider each of the possible Kodaira-Néron types separately. For each case, we consider subcases corresponding to whether char κ is even or odd. When char κ = 2, we set T : κ → κ to be the Artin-Schreier endomorphism. We note that the verification of the converse is omitted, as this is easily checked via a case-by-case analysis using Tate’s Algorithm.

Case 1. Suppose typ(E) = I_0. If char κ ≠ 2, then there is nothing to show as we may assume that V(E) = (∞, 0, ∞, 0, 0) with v(Δ) = 0. For char κ = 2, we consider two subcases.

Subcase 1a. Suppose char κ = 2 and v(a_1) = 0. Then a^{−1}_1 ∈ A, and the isomorphism [ 1, 3a^{−1}_1 a_3, 0, 0 ] applied to E results in an elliptic curve E^′ with a^′_1 = a_1 and a^′_3 = 4a_3. So without loss of generality, we may assume that V(E) = (= 0, 0, 2, 0, 0). It is now verified that

Δ ≡ a^4_1 ( a^2_1a_6 + a^2_4 ) mod π. Thus, v(Δ) = 0 if and only if v(a^2_1a_6 + a^2_4) = 0. In particular, if v(a_4) ≥ 1, then v(a_6) = 0, and if v(a_6) ≥ 1, then v(a_4) = 0.

Now suppose v(a_4a_6) = 0, and let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [ 1, 0, 0, −a^{−1}_1 a_4 ] . Then a^′_3 = a^{−1}_1 (a_1a_3 − 2a_4), a^′_4 = 2a_4, and a^′_6 = a^2_1 ( a_1a_3a_4 + a^2_1a_6 − a^2_4 ) . By our assumptions, we have that v(a^′_6) = 0 and thus, V(E^′) = (= 0, 0, 1, 1, = 0). If v(a^′_3) ≥ 2, then we are done. So suppose that v(a^′_3) = 1. Next, consider the elliptic curve E^{′′} obtained from E^′ via the isomorphism [1, a^{−1}_1 a^′_3, 0, 0]. Then a^{′′}_3 = 2a^′_3 and a^{′′}_4 = a^{−2}_1 ( 2a_1a_2a^′_3 + a^2_1a^′_4 + 3a^{′2}_3 ) . In particular, V(E^{′′}) = (= 0, 0, 2, 1, 0).

Subcase 1b. Suppose char κ = 2 and v(a_1) ≥ 1. Then Δ ≡ a^4_3 mod π, which implies that v(a_3) = 0. Now let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [1, a_2, 0, 0]. Then V(E^′) = (1, 1, = 0, 0, 0).

Case 2. Suppose typ(E) = I_n for n > 0. By Tate’s Algorithm, we have that v(b_2) = ( a^2_1 + 4a_2 ) = 0 and v(Δ) = n.

Subcase 2a. Suppose char κ = 2. By Tate’s Algorithm, we may assume that V(E) = (0, 0, 1, 1, 1). Since v(b_2) = 0, we deduce that a_1 ∈ A^×. We may then assume that a_3 = 0 after considering the K-isomorphic elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [ 1, −a^{−1}_1 a_3, 0, 0 ] . Since a^′_1 = a_1, we may assume that V(E) = (= 0, 0, ∞, 1, 1). We first claim that there is an elliptic curve E^′ that is K-isomorphic to E such that V(E^′) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) . If v(a_4) ≥^{n+1}_2 , then Lemma 3.3 implies that v(a_6) = n. So suppose v(a_4) = k <^{n+1}_2 , and let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [ 1, 0, 0, a^{−1}_1 a_4 ] . Then, a^′_1 = a_1, a^′_3 = 2a^{−1}_1 a_4, and a^′_4 = 0. In particular, V(E^′) = (= 0, 0, = k + v(2), ∞, 1). If v(2) + k ≥^{n+1}_2 , then Lemma 3.3 implies that v(a^′_6) = n, which shows that E^′ is our desired claimed model.

By the above, for the claim, it remains to consider the case when V(E) = (= 0, 0, = k + v(2), ∞, 1) with v(2) + k <^{n+1}_2 . In this case, we consider the elliptic curve E^′ obtained from E via the isomorphism [ 1, −a^{−1}_1 a_3, 0, 0 ] . Then a^′_1 = a_1, a^′_3 = 0, and a^′_4 = a^{−2}_1 a_3 (3a_3 − 2a_1a_2). Consequently, V(E^′) = (= 0, 0, ∞, k + 2v(2), 1). If v(a^′_4) ≥^{n+1}_2 , then E^′ is our claimed elliptic curve since v(a^′_6) = n by Lemma 3.3. If v(a^′_4) <^{n+1}_2 , we proceed as above until we obtain a K-isomorphic elliptic curve E^{′′} such that V(E^{′′}) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) . With the claim established, we can now assume that V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) . We now consider the cases corresponding to n being odd or even.

Suppose n is odd. If v(a_3) =^{n+1}_2 , then E is given by a normal model. So suppose that v(a_3) >^{n+1}_2 and set r = π^{n+1}2 . Then, the K-isomorphism [1, r, 0, 0] results in the elliptic curve E^′ with Weierstrass coefficients ( a^′_1, a^′_2, a^′_3, a^′_4, a^′_6 ) = ( a_1, a_2 + 3r, a_1r + a_3, a_4 + 2a_2r + 3r^2, a_6 + a_2r^2 + r^3 + a_4r ) . By inspection, V(E^′) = ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) . Thus, E^′ is our desired normal model.

Now suppose that n is even, so that V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 ,^{n+2}_2 , = n ) . Since v(a_6) = n, we can write a_6 = π^nâ_6 for some â_6 ∈ A^×. By Lemma 3.1, there exists ŵ ∈ A^× with ŵ^2 ≡ â_6 mod π. Now set w = π^n2 ŵ, and consider the elliptic curve E^′ obtained from E via the K-isomorphism [1, 0, 0, w]. Then, E^′ : y^2 + a_1xy + (a_3 + 2w) y = x^3 + a_2x^2 + (a_4 − a_1w) x + a_6 − w^2 + a_3w.

Now observe that a_6 − w^2 π^n = â_6 − ŵ^2 ≡ 0 mod π.

It follows that E^′ is our desired normal model since V(E) = ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) . The above establishes that we may assume that E is given by a normal model satisfying V(E) = { ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) if n is odd, ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) if n is even.

By Tate’s Algorithm, we have that E has split multiplicative reduction if and only if T^2 + a_1T + a_2 splits completely over κ. By Lemma 3.2, this is equivalent to a^{−2}_1 a_2 ∈ Im T . In this case, c = n. If a^{−2}_1 a_2 ∉ Im T , then E has non-split multiplicative reduction and c = 2 − (n mod 2).

Subcase 2b. Suppose char κ ≠ 2. By Tate’s Algorithm, and the fact that the characteristic is odd, we may assume that V(E) = (∞, 0, ∞, 1, 1). Since v(b_2) = 0, we deduce that v(a_2) = 0. Next, set v(a_4) = k ≥ 1. Since 2a_2 ∈ A^×, there exists r ∈ A such that 2a_2r + a_4 = π^{n+3}2 . Note that v(r) ≥ min{k,^{n+3}_2 }. Now let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [1, r, 0, 0]. Then

E^′ : y^2 = x^3 + (a_2 + 3r) x^2 + ( π^{n+32} + 3r^2 ) x + r^3 + a_4r + a_2r^2 + a_6.

Hence, V(E^′) = ( ∞, = 0, ∞, min{2k,^{n+3}_2 }, 1 ) . If v(a^′_4) <^{n+3}_2 , we can continue as above until we obtain an elliptic curve E^{′′} that is isomorphic to E such that V(E^{′′}) = ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+3}_2 , 1 ) . By the above, we may assume without loss of generality that V(E) = ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+3}_2 , 1 ) . Then Δ = a^2_4k_1 + a_6k_2 for some k_1, k_2 ∈ A with v(k_2) = 0. It follows that v(Δ) = n if and only if v(a_6) = n. For the local Tamagawa number, observe that E has split multiplicative reduction if and only if the polynomial T^2 − a_2 splits in κ. Equivalently, (_{a2} π ) = 1. In this case, c = n. If E has non-split multiplicative reduction, then c = 2 − (n mod 2).

Case 3. Suppose typ(E) = II.

Subcase 3a. Suppose char κ = 2. By Tate’s Algorithm, we may assume that V(E) = (0, 0, 1, 1, = 1) with v(b_2) ≥ 1. Since v(b_2) ≥ 1, we must have v(a_1) ≥ 1. If v(a_2) ≥ 1, then E is given by a normal model. So, suppose that v(a_2) = 0. By Lemma 3.1, there exists s ∈ A such that s^2 ≡ a_2 mod π. Next, let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [1, 0, s, 0]. Then E^′ : y^2 + (a_1 + 2s) xy + a_3y = x^3 + ( a_2 − s^2 + a_1s ) x^2 + (a_4 − a_3s) x + a_6.

Since a_2 − s^2 + a_1s ≡ 0 mod π, we have that V(E^′) = (1, 1, 1, 1, = 1).

Subcase 3b. Suppose char κ ≠ 2. By Tate’s Algorithm, and the fact that the characteristic is odd, we may assume that V(E) = (∞, 0, ∞, 1, = 1) with v(b_2) ≥ 1. Since v(b_2) ≥ 1, it follows that v(a_2) ≥ 1. Thus, E is given by a normal model.

Case 4. Suppose typ(E) = III. By Tate’s Algorithm, and Case 3, we may assume that V(E) = (1, 1, 1, 1, 2) (resp. (∞, 1, ∞, 1, 2)) with v(b_8) = 2 if char κ = 2 (resp. ≠ 2). Now observe that v(b_8) = 2 if and only if v(a_4) = 1. Thus, E is given by a normal model.

Case 5. Suppose typ(E) = IV. By Tate’s Algorithm and Case 4, we may assume that if char κ = 2 (resp. ≠ 2), then V(E) = (1, 1, 1, 2, 2) (resp. (∞, 1, ∞, 2, 2)) with v(b_6) = v(a^2_3 +4a_6) = 2. In particular, v(b_6) = 2 if and only if v(a_3) = 1 (resp. v(a_6) = 2). This shows that E is given by a normal model. For the local Tamagawa number, we observe that c ∈ {1, 3}. Moreover, c = 3 if and only if T^2 + a_{3,1}T − a_{6,2} splits completely in κ.

Case 6. Suppose typ(E) = I^∗_0. From Tate’s Algorithm, we may assume that V(E) = (1, 1, 2, 2, 3) (resp. V(E) = (∞, 1, ∞, 2, 3)) if char κ = 2 (resp. ≠ 2), and that the following polynomial has distinct roots in κ:

P (X) = X^3 + a_{2,1}X^2 + a_{4,2}X + a_{6,3}. In particular, the discriminant of P (X) satisfies

Disc(P ) = π^{−6} ( a^2a^2_4 − 4a^3_2a_6 − 4a^3_4 − 27a^2_6 + 18a_2a_4a_6 ) ≢ 0 mod π. Moreover, c = 1+# {α ∈ κ | P (α) = 0}. Note that when char κ ≠ 2, v(Δ) = 6 since Δ = 16 Disc(P ). So it remains to consider the case when char κ = 2.

Suppose char κ = 2. Then Disc(P ) = π^{−6} ( a^2a^2_4 − 27a^2_6 ) ≢ 0 mod π. Thus, if v(a_4) ≥ 3, then v(a_6) = 3, which shows that E is given by a normal model. So, suppose that v(a_4) = 2. By Lemma 3.1, there exists a r ∈ A such that r^2 ≡^{a4}_{π2} mod π. Next, let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [1, πr, 0, 0]. Then

E^′ : y^2 + a_1xy + π^2 (a_{1,1}r + a_{3,2}) = x^3 + π (3r + a_{2,1}) x^2

+ π^2 ( 2a_{2,1}r + 3r^2 + a_{4,2} ) x + π^3 ( r^3 + a_{2,1}r^2 + a_{4,2}r + a_{6,3} ) . In particular, V(E^′) = (1, 1, 2, 3, 3) since 2a_{2,1}r + 3r^2 + a_{4,2} ≡ 4a_{4,2} mod π = 0 mod π. Since typ(E^′) = I^∗_0, it follows that v(a^′_6) = 3.

Case 7. Suppose typ(E) = I^∗_n for n > 0. Let f(t) = { t^2 + a_{3,} n+3_2 t − a_{6,n+3} if n is odd, a_{2,1}t^2 + a_{4,} n+4_2 t + a_{6,n+3} if n is even, g(t) = { a_{2,1}t^2 + a_{4,} n+3_2 t + a_{6,n+2} if n is odd, t^2 + a_{3,} n+2_2 t − a_{6,n+2} if n is even.

By Tate’s Algorithm, we may assume that E is given by a model such that f(t) has distinct roots in κ and g(t) ≡ at^2 mod π where a = a_{2,1} (resp. 1) if n is odd (resp. even). Equivalently, we have that V(E) = { ( 1, = 1,^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is odd, ( 1, = 1,^{n+4}_2 ,^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is even.

We now proceed by cases.

Subcase 7a. Suppose char κ = 2. Suppose further that v(a_3) >^{n+3}_2 (resp. v(a_4) >^{n+4}_2 ) for n odd (resp. even). Then f(t) ≡ at^2 + a_{6,n+3} mod π, where a = 1 (resp. a_{2,1}). By assumption, f(t) has distinct roots in κ. Thus, v(a_6) = n + 3. By Lemma 3.1, there are k, l ∈ A^× such that k^2 ≡ a mod π and l^2 ≡ a_{6,n+3} mod π. Consequently,

f(t) ≡ (kt + l)^2 mod π.

But this is a contradiction, as then f(t) has a double root in κ. Therefore, it must be the case that v(a_3) =^{n+3}_2 (resp. v(a_4) =^{n+4}_2 ). For the local Tamagawa number, observe that c ∈ {2, 4}. Moreover, c = 4 if and only if f(t) splits completely in κ. The result now follows from Lemma 3.2.

Subcase 7b. Suppose char κ ≠ 2. Let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [ 1, 0,^{−a1}_2 ,^{−a3}_2 ] . Then

E^′ : y^2 = x^3 + 1 4 ( a^2_1 + 4a_2 ) x^2 + 1 2 (a_1a_3 + 2a_4) x + 1 4 ( a^2_3 + 4a_6 ) . Thus,

(3.2) V(E^′) = { ( ∞, = 1, ∞,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is odd, ( ∞, = 1, ∞,^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is even.

So we may suppose that V(E) satisfies (3.2). If n is odd, then f(t) ≡ t^2 − a_{6,n+3} mod π. From this, we conclude that v(a_6) = n + 3 since f(t) has distinct roots in κ. Moreover, the Tamagawa number c depends on whether a_{6,n+3} is a square modulo π.

It remains to consider the case when n is even. If v(a_4) >^{n+4}_2 , then f(t) has distinct roots if and only if v(a_6) = n + 3. This shows that E is given by a normal model. So, suppose instead that v(a_4) =^{n+4}_2 , and set r = π^{n+6}2 − a_4 2a_2 . Observe that v(r) =^{n+2}_2 . Next, let E^′ be the elliptic curve obtained from E via the isomorphism [1, r, 0, 0]. Then

E^′ : y^2 = x^3 + (a_2 + 3r) x^2 + ( π^{n+62} + 3r^2 ) x + a_2r^2 + r^3 + a_4r + a_6.

Thus, V(E^′) = ( ∞, = 1, ∞,^{n+6}_2 , n + 3 ) . So we may assume that V(E) satisfies these valuations.

Now observe that f(t) ≡ a_{2,1}t^2 + a_{6,n+3} mod π. Since f(t) has distinct roots in κ, we conclude that v(a_6) = n + 3. Lastly, the Tamagawa number depends on whether^{−a6,n+2}_{a2} is a square modulo π.

Case 8. Suppose typ(E) = IV^∗. By Tate’s Algorithm, we may assume that if char κ = 2 (resp. ≠ 2), then V(E) = (1, 2, 2, 3, 4) (resp. (∞, 2, ∞, 3, 4)) with v(b_6) = 4. It follows that E is given by a normal model since v(b_6) = 4 is equivalent to v(a_3) = 2 (resp. v(a_6) = 4). For the Tamagawa number, we note that c ∈ {1, 3}. Moreover, c = 3 if and only if Y^2 +a_{3,2}Y −a_{6,4} splits completely in κ. If char κ = 2, then the polynomial splits completely if and only if^{a6,4}_{a23,2} =^{a6}_{a23} ∈ Im T by Lemma 3.2. If char κ ≠ 3, then the polynomial splits if and only if a_{6,4} is a square modulo π.

Case 9. Suppose typ(E) = III^∗ (resp. II^∗). It is easily verified via Tate’s Algorithm that E admits a normal model. □

Corollary 3.6. Let E/Q_2 be an elliptic curve given by a normal model such that typ(E) ∈ { I_{n>0}, IV, I^∗_{n≥0}, IV^∗ } . Then, the local Tamagawa number c of E can be determined from the conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of E as given in Table 2.

Table 2. Local Tamagawa numbers for E/Q_2 , with E given by a normal model

typ(E) V(E) Conditions c I_{n>0 odd} ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) v(a_2) = 0 1

v(a_2) ≥ 1 n I_{n>0 even} ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) v(a_2) = 0 2

v(a_2) ≥ 1 n IV (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2) v(a_6) = 2 1

v(a_6) ≥ 3 3 I^∗_0 (1, 1, 2, 3, = 3) v(a_2) = 1 1

v(a_2) ≥ 2 2 I^∗_{n>0 odd} ( 1, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) v(a_6) = n + 3 2

v(a_6) ≥ n + 4 4 I^∗_{n>0 even} ( 1, = 1,^{n+4}_2 , =^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) v(a_6) = n + 3 2

v(a_6) ≥ n + 4 4 IV^∗ (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4) v(a_6) = 4 1

v(a_6) ≥ 5 3

Proof. Suppose typ(E) ∈ { I_{n>0}, IV, I^∗_{n>0}, IV^∗ } . Since E is given by a normal model, we have that the local Tamagawa number is determined by whether the given ratio in Table 1 is in Im T . Since K = Q_2 , we have that κ = F_2 . Consequently, Im T = {0}. The result now follows, since if the ratio is in Im T , then the ratio is 0 mod 2. In particular, the valuation of the numerator must be greater than the valuation of the denominator. It remains to consider the case when typ(E) = I^∗_0. In this case, V(E) = (1, 1, 2, 3, = 3) and c = 1 + # {α ∈ F_2 | P (α) = 0}, where P (X) = X^3 + a_{2,1}X^2 + a_{4,2}X + a_{6,3} ≡ X^3 + a_{2,1}X^2 + 1 mod 2.

Consequently, c = { 1 if v(a_2) = 1, 2 if v(a_2) ≥ 2. □ Lemma 3.7. Let E/Q_2 be an elliptic curve given by a normal model. Then, there are necessary and sufficient conditions to determine the minimal discriminant valuation δ and conductor exponent f, as given in Table 3.

Proof. A case-by-case analysis of this proof can be found in [1, Lemma3 7.ipynb]. □

Table 3. Minimal discriminant valuation and conductor exponent of an elliptic curve E/Q_2 given by a normal model

typ(E) Conditions δ f I_0 0 0 I_{n>0} n 1 II v(a_3) = 1 4 4 v(a_3) ≥ 2 v(a_1) ≥ 2 6 6 v(a_1) = 1 v(a_4) = 1 7 7 v(a_4) ≥ 2 6 6 III v(a_3) = 1 4 3 v(a_3) ≥ 2 v(a_1) = 1 6 5 v(a_1) ≥ 2 v(a_2) = 1 v(a^2_3 + 4a_6) = 4 9 8 v(a^2_3 + 4a_6) ≥ 5 8 7 v(a_2) ≥ 2 v(a^2_3 + 4a_6) = 4 8 7 v(a^2_3 + 4a_6) ≥ 5 9 8 IV 4 2 I^∗_0 v(a_3) = 2 8 4 v(a_3) ≥ 3 v(a_1) = 1 9 5 v(a_1) ≥ 2 10 6 I^∗_1 8 3 I^∗_2 v(a_1) = 1 10 4 v(a_1) ≥ 2 v(a_3) = 3 13 7 v(a_3) ≥ 4 12 6 I^∗_3 v(a_1) = 1 11 4 v(a_1) ≥ 2 12 5 I^∗_{n≥4} v(a_1) = 1 8 + n 4 v(a_1) ≥ 2 10 + n 6 IV^∗ 8 2 continued on next page typ(E) Conditions δ f III^∗ v(a_1) = 1 10 3

v(a_1) ≥ 2 v(a_3) = 3 12 5 v(a_3) ≥ 4 v(a_6) = 5 v(a^2_1 + 4a_2) = 4 15 8 v(a^2_1 + 4a_2) ≥ 5 14 7 v(a_6) ≥ 6 v(a^2_1 + 4a_2) = 4 14 7 v(a^2_1 + 4a_2) ≥ 5 15 8 II^∗ v(a_1) = 1 11 3

v(a_1) ≥ 2 v(a_3) = 3 12 4 v(a_3) ≥ 4 14 6

4. Local data of quadratic twists when char κ ≠ 2 Theorem 4.1. Let K be the field of fractions of a discrete valuation ring with uniformizer π and perfect residue field κ of odd characteristic. Let v denote the normalized valuation on K, and E/K be an elliptic curve given by a normal model. For d ∈ K^×/(K^×)^2, Table 4 gives necessary and sufficient conditions to determine the Kodaira-Néron type of the quadratic twist E^d of E by d. Moreover, conditions are listed to determine the local Tamagawa number c^d of E^d. When applicable, Table 4 references the local Tamagawa number c, determined by the conditions listed in Table 1. The table also references the polynomial P_d(X) = X^3 + a_{2,1}dX^2 + a_{4,2}d^2X + d^3a_{6,3}.

Table 4. Néron-Kodaira types and local Tamagawa numbers of E^d when char κ ≠ 2

typ(E) v(d) typ(E^d) Conditions (c, c^d) I_0 0 I_0 (1, 1) 1 I^∗_0 (1, 1 + # {α ∈ κ | P_d(α) = 0}) I_{n>0} 0 I_n (_{a2d} π ) = −1 (c, 2 − (n mod 2)) (_{a2d} π ) = 1 (c, n)

1 I^∗_n (_{da6,n+1} π ) = −1 if n ∉ 2Z or (_{−a−1} 2 a6,n π ) = −1 if n ∈ 2Z (c, 2) (_{da6,n+1} π ) = 1 if n ∉ 2Z or (_{−a−1} 2 a6,n π ) = 1 if n ∈ 2Z (c, 4) II 0 II (1, 1) 1 IV^∗ (_{da6,2} π ) = −1 (1, 1) (_{da6,2} π ) = 1 (1, 3) III 0 III (2, 2) 1 III^∗ (2, 2) continued on next page

R v(d) R^d Conditions (c, c^d)

IV 0 IV (_{da6,2} π ) = −1 (c, 1) (_{da6,2} π ) = 1 (c, 3)

1 II^∗ (c, 1)

I^∗_0 0 I^∗_0 (c, c)

1 I_0 (c, 1)

I^∗_{n>0} 0 I^∗_{n>0} (_{da6,n+3} π ) = −1 if n ∉ 2Z or (_{−a−1} 2 a6,n+2 π ) = −1 if n ∈ 2Z (c, 2) (_{da6,n+3} π ) = 1 if n ∉ 2Z or (_{−a−1} 2 a6,n+2 π ) = 1 if n ∈ 2Z (c, 4)

1 I_n (_{da2,2} π ) = −1 (c, 2 − (n mod 2)) (_{da2,2} π ) = 1 (c, n)

IV^∗ 0 IV^∗ (_{da6,4} π ) = −1 (c, 1) (_{da6,4} π ) = 1 (c, 3)

1 II (c, 1)

III^∗ 0 III^∗ (2, 2)

1 III (2, 2)

II^∗ 0 II^∗ (1, 1)

1 IV (_{da6,6} π ) = −1 (1, 1) (_{da6,6} π ) = 1 (1, 3)

Proof. Since E is given by a normal model, we have that E is given by a model E : y^2 = x^3 + a_2x^2 + a_4x + a_6 such that v(a_i) = n_i is a nonnegative integer satisfying the bounds given in Table 1. For the quadratic twist E^d of E by d, we consider the Weierstrass model E^d : y^2 = x^3 + a_2dx^2 + a_4d^2x + a_6d^3.

Thus, V(E^d) = (∞, n_2 + v(d), ∞, n_4 + 2v(d), n_6 + 3v(d)). Thus, if v(d) = 0, then typ(E) = typ(E^d) since E^d is given by a normal model by Proposition 3.4. Now suppose v(d) = 1. Then, using Table 1, it is easily verified that typ(E^d) is as claimed whenever typ(E) ∉ { I^∗_{n≥0}, IV^∗, III^∗, II^∗ } . For these remaining cases, let F^d be the elliptic curve obtained from E^d via the K-isomorphism [π, 0, 0, 0]. Then,

V(F^d) =

(∞, 0, ∞, 0, 0 | v(Δ) = 0) if typ(E) = I^∗_0, ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) if typ(E) = I^∗_{n>0} and n ∉ 2Z, ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+2}_2 , = n ) if typ(E) = I^∗_{n>0} and n ∈ 2Z, (∞, 1, ∞, 1, = 1) if typ(E) = IV^∗, (∞, 1, ∞, = 1, 2) if typ(E) = III^∗, (∞, 1, ∞, 2, = 2) if typ(E) = II^∗.

We note that when typ(E) = I^∗_{n>0}, the argument in Subcase 2b of the proof of Proposition 1 demonstrates that after an admissible change of variables, we may take a K-isomorphic elliptic curve to E^d whose Weierstrass coefficients satisfy the valuations ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+3}_2 , = n ) . Consequently, we have that in each case under consideration, there is an elliptic curve that is K-isomorphic to E^d that is given by a normal model. By Proposition 3.4, we conclude that typ(E^d) is as claimed in

Table 4. Since Table 1 gives the local Tamagawa number c of E, it remains to show that the local Tamagawa number c^d of E^d is as claimed in Table 4.

When typ(E^d) ∈ {I_0, II, III, III^∗, II^∗} , the local Tamagawa number is uniquely determined. We now consider the remaining cases separately.

Case 1. Suppose typ(E^d) = I_{n>0}. Then (typ(E), v(d)) ∈ { (I_{n>0}, 0) , ( I^∗_{n>0}, 1 )} . Subcase 1a. Suppose typ(E) = I_{n>0} with v(d) = 0. By Proposition 3.4, we conclude that

c^d = n if (_{a2d} π ) = 1,

n − (n mod 2) if (_{a2d} π ) = −1. Subcase 1b. Suppose typ(E) = I^∗_{n>0} with v(d) = 1. Then,

V(E^d) = { ( ∞, = 2, ∞,^{n+9}_2 , = n ) if typ(E) = I^∗_{n>0} and n ∉ 2Z, ( ∞, = 2, ∞,^{n+10}_2 , = n ) if typ(E) = I^∗_{n>0} and n ∈ 2Z.

As remarked above, there exists a K-isomorphism ψ from E^d to an elliptic curve ~F^d such that V( ~F^d) = ( ∞, = 0, ∞,^{n+3}_2 , = n ) . Such a K-isomorphism must be of the form ψ = [π, r, 0, 0]. Thus, ~F^d : y^2 = x^3 + π^{−2} (a_2d + 3r) x^2 + π^{−4} (a_4d^2 + 2a_2dr + 3r^2) x + π^{−6} (a_6d^3 + a_4d^2r + a_2dr^2 + r^3) .

By inspection of the Weierstrass coefficient a^′_4 of ~F^d, we have that v(a_4) ≥^{n+9}_2 . Therefore,

T^2 − π^{−2} (a_2d + 3r) ≡ T^2 − a_{2,2}d mod π.

It follows by Tate’s Algorithm that c^d is as claimed in Table 4.

Case 2. Suppose typ(E^d) = IV. Then (typ(E), v(d)) ∈ {(IV, 0) , (II^∗, 1)}.

Subcase 2a. Suppose typ(E) = IV with v(d) = 0. By Proposition 3.4, we conclude that

c^d =

1 if (_{d3a6,2} π ) = (_{da6,2} π ) = −1, 3 if (_{d3a6,2} π ) = (_{da6,2} π ) = 1.

Subcase 2b. Suppose typ(E) = II^∗ with v(d) = 1. Then, we consider the elliptic curve F^d discussed at the start of the proof, whose Weierstrass model is

F^d : y^2 = x^3 + a_{2,2}dx^2 + a_{4,4}d^2x + a_{6,6}d^3.

Since F^d is given by a normal model, we conclude by Proposition 3.4 that

c^d =

1 if (_{d3a6,8} π ) = (_{da6,6} π ) = −1, 3 if (_{d3a6,8} π ) = (_{da6,6} π ) = 1.

Case 3. Suppose typ(E^d) = I^∗_0. Then (typ(E), v(d)) ∈ {(I^∗_0, 0) , (I_0, 1)}. Now set

P (X) = X^3 + a_{2,1}X^2 + a_{4,2}X + a_{6,3},

P_d(X) = X^3 + a_{2,1}dX^2 + a_{4,2}d^2X + d^3a_{6,3}.

Since E^d is given by a normal model, we have that c^d = 1+# {α ∈ κ | P_d(α) = 0} by Proposition 3.4. When typ(E) = I^∗_0 with v(d) = 0, we can improve upon this via the following observation. The local Tamagawa number c of E is given by c = 1 + # {α ∈ κ | P (α) = 0}. Now let θ_1, θ_2, and θ_3 be the distinct roots of P (X) over an algebraic closure κ of κ. Thus, P (X) = (X − θ_1) (X − θ_2) (X − θ_3). It is then checked that P_d(X) = (X − dθ_1) (X − dθ_2) (X − dθ_3) .

Since dθ_i ∈ κ if and only if θ_i ∈ κ, we conclude that c^d = c.

Case 4. Suppose typ(E^d) = I^∗_{n>0}. Then (typ(E), v(d)) ∈ {( I^∗_{n>0}, 0 ) , (I_{n>0}, 1) } . The local Tamagawa number c^d of E^d depends on whether

f_d(t) = { t^2 − d^3a_{6,n+3} if n is odd, da_{2,1}t^2 + d^2a_{4,} n+4_2 t + d^3a_{6,n+3} if n is even,

splits in κ. Since E is given by a normal model, we have that if n is even, then d^2a_{4,} n+4_2 ≡ 0 mod π. Hence,

c^d =

2 if (i) (_{d3a6,n+3} π ) = −1 if n ∉ 2Z or (ii) (_{−d2a−12,1a6,n+3} π ) = −1 if n ∈ 2Z, 4 if (i) (_{d3a6,n+3} π ) = 1 if n ∉ 2Z or (ii) (_{−d2a−12,1a6,n+3} π ) = 1 if n ∈ 2Z.

The results now follows since ( d^3a_{6,n+3} π ) = (_{da6,n+3} π ) if v(d) = 0, (_{da6,n+1} π ) if v(d) = 1, ( −d^2a^{−1}_{2,1}a_{6,n+3} π ) = (_{−a−12 a6,n+2} π ) if v(d) = 0, (_{−a−12 a6,n} π ) if v(d) = 1.

Case 5. Suppose typ(E^d) = IV^∗. Then (typ(E), v(d)) ∈ {(IV^∗, 0) , (II, 1)}.

Subcase 5a. Suppose typ(E) = IV^∗ with v(d) = 0. Since E^d is given by a normal model, Proposition 3.4 implies that

c^d =

1 if (_{d3a6,4} π ) = (_{da6,4} π ) = −1, 3 if (_{d3a6,4} π ) = (_{da6,4} π ) = 1.

Subcase 5b. Suppose typ(E) = II with v(d) = 1. Since E^d is given by a normal model, we conclude by Proposition 3.4 that

c^d =

1 if (_{d3a6,4} π ) = (_{da6,2} π ) = −1, 3 if (_{d3a6,4} π ) = (_{da6,2} π ) = 1. □ 5. Local data of quadratic twists over Q_2

Suppose E/Q_2 is given by a normal model. For such a model, Lemma 3.7 provides conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of E to determine the minimal discriminant valuation and conductor exponent. Similarly, for the Kodaira-Néron types for which the local Tamagawa number is not uniquely determined, Corollary 3.6 gives conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of E to determine the local Tamagawa number of E. Next, let E^d denote the quadratic twist of E by d ∈ Q^×_2 /(Q^×_2 )^2. Thus, we may assume that v(d) ∈ {0, 1}.

The goal for this section is to determine conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients of E to deduce the Kodaira-Néron type, conductor exponent, minimal discriminant valuation, and local Tamagawa number of E^d. The strategy is similar to that undertaken in Theorem 4.1 for the case when char κ ≠ 2, but more involved due to the complexities of working over Q_2 . Namely, we will proceed by cases based on the Kodaira-Néron type of E. Specifically, for a fixed Kodaira-type, we consider an elliptic curve E : y^2 + a_1xy + a_3y = x^3 + a_2x^2 + a_4x + a_6 given by a normal model. Consequently, v(a_i) ≥ 0 for each i. We then fix the following model for the quadratic twist E^d:

(5.1) E^d : y^2 = x^3 + d ( a^2 + 4a_2 ) x^2 + d^2 (8a_1a_3 + 16a_4) x + d^3 ( 16a^2_3 + 64a_6 ) . Each case then consists of further subcases, whose ultimate goal is to find an elliptic curve F^d that is Q_2 -isomorphic to E^d such that F^d is given by a normal model. Once we have established this, we can conclude the local data of E^d from Proposition 3.4, Corollary 3.6, and Lemma 3.7. Due to the length of the argument, we consider the cases v(d) = 0 and v(d) = 1 separately. The proofs have accompanying notebooks written in SageMath [5], and can be found in [1].

Theorem 5.1. Let E/Q_2 be an elliptic curve given by a normal model. For d ∈ Q_2 with v(d) = 0 (resp. 1), let E^d denote the quadratic twist of E by d. Then, Table 5 (resp. 6) gives necessary and sufficient conditions on the Weierstrass coefficients a_i of E to determine the Kodaira-Néron types of E and E^d.

Additional conditions are also provided to determine the local Tamagawa numbers c and c^d, the minimal discriminant valuations δ and δ^d, and conductor exponents f and f^d of E and E^d, respectively. When applicable, Table 5 (resp. 6) references n^′ = 2 − (n mod 2), as well as additional conditions on a quantity P^{v(d)}_{R,j} , whose exact value is given in Table 10. We note that in some cases, Tables 5 and 6 gives the possible pairs ( δ_2, δ^d_2 ) and ( f_2, f^d_2 ) . In these instances, the exact values of these pairs can then be determined from Lemma 3.7. Similarly, if c appears in the table, then its exact value can be obtained from Corollary 3.6.

Table 5. Local data for E/Q_2 and E^d/Q_2 with v(d) = 0

R Conditions R^d ( δ, δ^d ) ( f, f^d ) Additional conditions ( c, c^d ) I_0 d ≡ 1 mod 4 I_0 (0, 0) (0, 0) (1, 1)

d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a_1 ) = 0 I^∗_4 (0, 12) (0, 4) a_6 ≡ 1, 2 mod 4 (1, 2)

a_6 ≡ 0, 3 mod 4 (1, 4)

v(a_1 ) ≥ 1 II^∗ (0, 12) (0, 4) (1, 1)

I_{n>0} d ≡ 1 mod 4 I_n (n, n) (1, 1) v(d − 1 + 4a_2) = 2 ( c, n^′ ) v(d − 1 + 4a_2) ≥ 3 (c, n)

d ≡ 3 mod 4 I^∗_{n+4} (n, 12 + n) (1, 4) v(n) = 0, v(P_{R,1}) = n + 1 (c, 2)

v(n) = 0, v(P_{R,1}) ≥ n + 2 (c, 4)

v(n) ≥ 1, v(P_{R,2}) = n + 2 (c, 2) v(n) ≥ 1, v(P_{R,2}) ≥ n + 3 (c, 4) II v(a_3 ) ≥ 2 II (k, k) (k, k) for k ∈ {6, 7} (1, 1)

v(a_3 ) = 1 d ≡ 1 mod 4 II (4, 4) (4, 4) (1, 1)

d ≡ 3 mod 4, v(a_4) = 1 III (4, 4) (4, 3) (1, 2)

d ≡ 3 mod 4, v(a_4 ) ≥ 2 IV (4, 4) (4, 2) v(da_6 + d − 1) = 2 (1, 1)

v(da_6 + d − 1) ≥ 3 (1, 3)

III d ≡ 1 mod 4 III (k, k) (k − 1, k − 1) for k ∈ {4, 6, 8, 9} (2, 2) continued on next page

18 A. BARRIOS, M. ROY, N. SAHAJPAL, D. TALLANA, BELLA TOBIN, AND H. WIERSEMA

Table 5. Local data for E/Q_2 and E^d/Q_2 with v(d) = 0

R Conditions R^d ( δ, δ^d ) ( f, f^d ) Additional conditions ( c, c^d )

d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a_3 ) = 1 II (4, 4) (3, 4) (2, 1) v(a_3 ) ≥ 2 III (k, k) (k − 1, k − 1) for k ∈ {6, 8, 9} (2, 2) IV d ≡ 3 mod 4 II (4, 4) (2, 4) (c, 1) d ≡ 1 mod 4 IV (4, 4) (2, 2) v(da_6 + d − 1) = 2 (c, 1) v(da_6 + d − 1) ≥ 3 (c, 3) I^∗_0 d ≡ 1 mod 4 I^∗_0 (k, k) (k − 4, k − 4) v(a_2 ) = 1 (1, 1) for k ∈ {8, 9, 10} v(a_2 ) ≥ 2 (2, 2) d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a_3 ) ≥ 3 I^∗_0 (k, k) (k − 4, k − 4) v(a_1 + a_2 ) = 1 (c, 1) for k ∈ {9, 10} v(a_1 + a_2 ) ≥ 2 (c, 2) v(a_3 ) = 2, v(a_1 + a_2) = 1 I^∗_1 (8, 8) (4, 3) v(P^0_{R,1} ) = 4 (c, 2) v(P^0_{R,1} ) ≥ 5 (c, 4) v(a_3 ) = 2, v(a_1 + a_2 ) ≥ 2 IV^∗ (8, 8) (4, 2) v(P^0_{R,1} ) = 4 (c, 1) v(P^0_{R,1} ) ≥ 5 (c, 3) I^∗_{n>0} d ≡ 1 mod 4 I^∗_n n = 1 (8, 8) (4, 4) v(n) = 0, v(P^0_{R,1}) = n + 3 (c, 2) n = 2 (k, k) (k − 6, k − 6) for k∈{10,12,13} v(n) = 0, v(P^0_{R,1}) ≥ n + 4 (c, 4) n = 3 (k, k) (k − 7, k − 7) for k∈{11,12} v(n) ≥ 1, v(a_6) = n + 3 (2, 2)

n ≥ 4 (n + 8, n + 8) (n + 10, n + 10)

(4, 4) (6, 6) v(n) ≥ 1, v(a_6) ≥ n + 4 (4, 4)

d ≡ 3 mod 4 n = 1 I^∗_0 (8, 8) (3, 4) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 (c, 1) v(a_1 ) = 1 (c, 2) n = 2, v(a_1 ) = 1 III^∗ (10, 10) (4, 3) (c, 2) v(n) ≥ 1, v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 I^∗_n (n + 10, n + 10) (6, 6) v(a^2_3 + 2a_6 ) = n + 4 (c, 2) or (13, 13) (7, 7) if n = 2 v(a^2_3 + 2a_6 ) ≥ n + 5 (c, 4) n = 3, v(a_1 ) = 1 II^∗ (11, 11) (4, 3) (c, 1) n ≥ 3, v(n) = 0, v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 I^∗_n n = 3 (12, 12) (5, 5) v(P^0_{R,2} ) = n + 4 (c, 2) n ≥ 5 (n + 10, n + 10) (6, 6) v(P^0_{R,2} ) ≥ n + 5 (c, 4) n = 4, v(a_1 ) = 1 I_0 (12, 0) (4, 0) (c, 1) n ≥ 5, v(a_1) = 1 I_{n−4} (n + 8, n − 4) (4, 1) v(d − 1 + a_2d) = 2 ( c, n^′ ) v(d − 1 + a_2d) ≥ 3 (c, n − 4) IV^∗ d ≡ 1 mod 4 IV^∗ (8, 8) (2, 2) v(4d − 4 + a_6) = 4 (c, 1) v(4d − 4 + a_6) ≥ 5 (c, 3) d ≡ 3 mod 4 I^∗_0 (8, 8) (2, 4) v(a_1 ) = 1 (c, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 (c, 2) III^∗ v(a_1) ≥ 2 or d ≡ 1 mod 4 III^∗ (k, k) (k − 7, k − 7) for k ∈ {12, 14, 15} (2, 2) v(a_1 ) = 1 d ≡ 3 mod 4 I^∗_2 (10, 10) (3, 4) v(a^2_3 + 2a_6 ) = 6 (2, 2) continued on next page

LOCAL DATA OF ELLIPTIC CURVES UNDER QUADRATIC TWIST 19

Table 5. Local data for E/Q_2 and E^d/Q_2 with v(d) = 0

R Conditions R^d ( δ, δ^d ) ( f, f^d ) Additional conditions ( c, c^d )

v(a^2_3 + 2a_6 ) ≥ 7 (2, 4) II^∗ d ≡ 1 mod 4 II^∗ (k, k) (k − 8, k − 8) for k ∈ {11, 12, 14} (1, 1) d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a_1 ) = 1, v(a_3) = 3 I^∗_3 (11, 11) (3, 4) v(16d − 16 + a_6d) = 6 (1, 2) v(16d − 16 + a_6d) ≥ 7 (1, 4) v(a_1) = 1, v(a_3 ) ≥ 4 I^∗_3 (11, 11) (3, 4) v(P^0_{R,1} ) = 6 (1, 2) v(P^0_{R,1} ) ≥ 7 (1, 4) v(a_1) ≥ 2, v(a_3 ) = 3 I_0 (12, 0) (4, 0) (1, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(a_3) ≥ 4 II^∗ (14, 14) (6, 6) (1, 1)

Table 6. Local data for E/Q_2 and E^d/Q_2 with v(d) = 1

R Conditions R^d ( δ, δ^d ) ( f, f^d ) Additional conditions ( c, c^d ) I_0 v(a_1) = 0 v(a_6 ) = 0 I^∗_8 (0, 18) (0, 6) v(P_{R,1} ) = 4 (1, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 5 (1, 4) v(a_6) ≥ 1 I^∗_8 (0, 18) (0, 6) v(P_{R,2} ) = 4 (1, 2) v(P_{R,2} ) ≥ 5 (1, 4) v(a_1 ) ≥ 1 II (0, 6) (0, 6) (1, 1) I_{n>0} I^∗_{n+8} (n, n + 18) (1, 6) v(n) = 0 : v(P_{R,1} ) = n + 4 (c, 2) or v(P_{R,3} ) = n + 4 v(n) ≥ 1 : v(P_{R,2} ) = n + 2 or v(P_{R,4} ) = n + 2 v(n) = 0 : v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ n + 5 (c, 4) or v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ n + 5 v(n) ≥ 1 : v(P_{R,2} ) ≥ n + 3 or v(P_{R,4} ) ≥ n + 3 II v(a_3) = 1 I^∗_0 (4, 10) (4, 6) v(a_1 ) = 1 (1, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 (1, 2) v(a_3 ) ≥ 2, v(a_4 ) = 1 I^∗_2 (7, 13) (7, 7) v(a^2_3 + 4a_6 − d^3) = 4 (1, 2) v(a_1) = 1 v(a^2_3 + 4a_6 − d^3) ≥ 5 (1, 4) v(a_4) ≥ 2 I^∗_3 (6, 12) (6, 5) v(P_{R,1} ) = 5 or v(P_{R,2}) = 5 (1, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 6 or v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 6 (1, 4) v(a_3 ) ≥ 2, v(a_4 ) = 1 III^∗ (6, 12) (6, 5) (1, 2) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 v(a_4) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,1} ) = 4 II^∗ (6, 12) (6, 4) (1, 1) v(a_4 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 5 I_0 (6, 0) (6, 0) (1, 1) III v(a_3) = 1 I^∗_0 (4, 10) (3, 6) v(a_1 ) = 1 (2, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 (2, 2) v(a_3 ) ≥ 2 v(a_1 ) = 1 I^∗_2 (6, 12) (5, 6) v(a^2_3 + 4a_6 ) = 4 (2, 2) v(a^2_3 + 4a_6 ) ≥ 5 (2, 4) v(a_1) ≥ 2 III^∗ (k, k + 6) (k − 1, k − 1) for k ∈ {8, 9} (2, 2) continued on next page

20 A. BARRIOS, M. ROY, N. SAHAJPAL, D. TALLANA, BELLA TOBIN, AND H. WIERSEMA

Table 6. Local data for E/Q_2 and E^d/Q_2 with v(d) = 1

R Conditions R^d ( δ, δ^d ) ( f, f^d ) Additional conditions ( c, c^d )

IV I^∗_0 (4, 10) (2, 6) v(a_1 ) = 1 (c, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 (c, 2) I^∗_0 v(a_1) = 1 v(a_3 ) = 2 I^∗_4 (8, 14) (4, 6) v(P_{R,1} ) = 6 (c, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 7 (c, 4) v(a_3) ≥ 3 I^∗_5 (9, 15) (5, 6) v(P_{R,2} ) = 7 or v(P_{R,3}) = 7 (c, 2) v(P_{R,2} ) ≥ 8 or v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 8 (c, 4) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 v(a_3 ) = 2 II^∗ (8, 14) (4, 6) (c, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,4} ) = 7 II (10, 4) (6, 4) (c, 1) v(a_3 ) ≥ 3 v(P_{R,4} ) ≥ 8, v(P_{R,5} ) = 3 III (10, 4) (6, 3) (c, 2) v(P_{R,4} ) ≥ 8, v(P_{R,5}) ≥ 4 IV (10, 4) (6, 2) v(a^2_3 d + 4a_6d − 64) = 8 (c, 1) v(a^2_3 d + 4a_6d − 64) ≥ 9 (c, 3) I^∗_{n>0} n = 1 v(a_1 ) = 1 I^∗_4 (8, 14) (3, 6) v(P_{R,1} ) = 8 (c, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 9 (c, 4) v(a_1) ≥ 2 II^∗ (8, 14) (3, 6) (c, 1) n = 2 v(a_1) ≥ 2, v(a_3 ) = 3 II (13, 7) (7, 7) (c, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(a_3) ≥ 4 III (12, 6) (6, 5) (c, 2) n = 3 v(a_1) ≥ 2 II (12, 6) (5, 6) (c, 1) n = 4, v(P_{R,3} ) = 4 I^∗_0 (14, 8) (6, 4) v(a^2_1 d + 4a_2d + 48d − 16) = 5 (c, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 v(a^2_1 d + 4a_2d + 48d − 16) ≥ 6 (c, 2) v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ 5, v(P_{R,4} ) = 5 I^∗_1 (14, 8) (6, 3) v(P_{R,5} ) = 9 (c, 2) v(P_{R,5} ) ≥ 10 (c, 4) v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ 5, v(P_{R,4}) ≥ 6 IV^∗ (14, 8) (6, 2) v(P_{R,5} ) = 9 (c, 1) v(P_{R,5} ) ≥ 10 (c, 3) n = 5 v(a_1) ≥ 2 I^∗_0 (15, 9) (6, 5) v(a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d) = 4 (c, 1) v(a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d) ≥ 5 (c, 2) n = 6 v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,6} ) ≥ 5 III^∗ (16, 10) (6, 3) (c, 2) n = 7 v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,6} ) ≥ 5 II^∗ (17, 11) (6, 3) (c, 1) n = 8 v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,6} ) ≥ 5 I_0 (18, 0) (6, 0) (c, 1) n ≥ 2 v(a_1 ) = 1 I^∗_{n+4} (n + 8, n + 14) (4, 6) v(n) = 0 : v(P_{R,8} ) = n + 8 (c, 2) or v(P_{R,9} ) = n + 8 v(n) ≥ 1 : v(P_{R,1} ) = n + 8 or v(P_{R,7} ) = n + 8 v(n) = 0 : v(P_{R,8} ) ≥ n + 9 (c, 4) or v(P_{R,9} ) ≥ n + 9 v(n) ≥ 1 : v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ n + 9 or v(P_{R,7} ) ≥ n + 9 n ≥ 6 v(a_1) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,6} ) = 4 I^∗_{n−4} (n + 10, n + 4) (6, 4) v(n) = 0 : v(P_{R,10} ) = n + 9 (c, 2) v(n) ≥ 1 : v(P_{R,2} ) = n + 4 continued on next page

LOCAL DATA OF ELLIPTIC CURVES UNDER QUADRATIC TWIST 21

Table 6. Local data for E/Q_2 and E^d/Q_2 with v(d) = 1

R Conditions R^d ( δ, δ^d ) ( f, f^d ) Additional conditions ( c, c^d )

v(n) = 0 : v(P_{R,10} ) ≥ n + 10 (c, 4) v(n) ≥ 1 : v(P_{R,2} ) ≥ n + 5 n ≥ 9 v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,6} ) ≥ 5 I_{n−8} (n + 10, n − 8) (6, 1) v(a^2_1 d + 4a_2d − 16) = 6 ( c, n^′ ) v(a^2_1 d + 4a_2d − 16) ≥ 7 (c, n − 8) IV^∗ v(a_1) = 1 I^∗_4 (8, 14) (2, 6) v(P_{R,1} ) = 6 (c, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 7 (c, 4) v(a_2 ) ≥ 2 II^∗ (8, 14) (2, 6) (c, 1) III^∗ v(a_1) = 1 I^∗_6 (10, 16) (3, 6) v(P_{R,1} ) = 10 or v(P_{R,2} ) = 10 (2, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 11 or v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 11 (2, 4) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 v(a_3 ) = 3 II (12, 6) (5, 6) (2, 1) v(a_3) ≥ 4 III (14, 8) (15, 9) (2, 2) II^∗ v(a_1) = 1 I^∗_7 (11, 17) (3, 6) v(P_{R,1} ) = 11 or v(P_{R,2} ) = 11 (1, 2) v(P_{R,1} ) ≥ 12 or v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 12 (1, 4) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2 v(a_3 ) = 3 II (12, 6) (4, 6) (1, 1) v(a_1 ) ≥ 2, v(P_{R,3}) = 12 I^∗_0 (14, 8) (6, 4) v(P_{R,4} ) = 4 (1, 1) v(a_3 ) ≥ 4 v(P_{R,4} ) ≥ 5 (1, 2) v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ 13, v(P_{R,4}) = 4 I^∗_1 (14, 8) (6, 3) v(P_{R,3} ) = 13 (c, 2) v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ 14 (c, 4) v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ 13, v(P_{R,4} ) ≥ 5 IV^∗ (14, 8) (6, 2) v(P_{R,3} ) = 13 (c, 2) v(P_{R,3} ) ≥ 14 (c, 4)

5.1. The case when v(d) = 0.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 for when v(d) = 0. Suppose E/Q_2 is given by a normal model, and denote its Weierstrass coefficients by a_i. Then, we can take the quadratic twist E^d of E by d to given by the Weierstrass model (5.1). For a fixed R = typ(E), let F^0_{R,j} be the elliptic curve obtained from E^d via the Q_2 -isomorphism [u_j , r_j , s_j, w_j ], where u_j, r_j , s_j , w_j are as given in Table 9. For each of the conditions listed in Table 5, we associate a model F^0_{R,j} as listed in Table 7. In the SageMath [5] accompaniment to this proof [1, Theorem5 1.ipynb], we verify that V(F^0_{R,j} ) is as given in the table. This allows us to conclude that R^d = typ(E^d) is as claimed by Proposition 3.4 since E^d is Q_2 -isomorphic to F^0_{R,j} . This demonstrates that the pair ( R, R^d ) is as given in Table 5.

Table 7. Conditions to determine V(F^0_{R,j} )

R Conditions j V(F^0_{R,j} ) typ(F^0_{R,j} ) I0 d ≡ 1 mod 4 v(a1) = 0 and exactly of v(a4), v(a6) ≥ 1 1 (= 0, 0, ∞, 0, 0) I0 v(a1) ≥ 1 2 (1, 1, = 0, 0, 0) I0 d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a1) = 0 v(a4) = 0, v(a6) ≥ 1 3 (= 1, = 1, ∞, = 4, 7) I^∗_4 continued on next page

R Conditions j V(F^0_{R,j} ) typ(F^0_{R,j} ) v(a4) ≥ 1, v(a6) = 0 4 (= 1, = 1, = 4, = 4, 7) I^∗_4 v(a1) ≥ 1 5 (∞, 2, = 3, 4, = 5) II^∗ In>0 d ≡ 1 mod 4 v(n) = 0 0 ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) In v(n) ≥ 1 0 ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) In d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(n) = 0 1 ( = 1, = 1, =^{n+7}_2 ,^{n+9}_2 , n + 7 ) I^∗_{n+4} v(n) ≥ 1 1 ( = 1, = 1,^{n+8}_2 , =^{n+8}_2 , n + 7 ) I^∗_{n+4} II v(a3) ≥ 2 0 (1, 1, 2, 1, = 1) II v(a3) = 1 d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (1, 1, = 1, 1, = 1) II d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a4) = 1 0 (1, 1, = 1, = 1, 2) III v(a4) ≥ 2 0 (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2) IV III d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (1, 1, 1, = 1, 2) III d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a3) = 1 0 (1, 1, = 1, = 1, = 1) II v(a3) ≥ 2 0 (1, 1, 2, = 1, 2) III IV d ≡ 3 mod 4 0 (1, 1, = 1, 2, = 1) II d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2) IV I^∗_0 d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (1, 1, 2, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a3) ≥ 3 0 (1, 1, 3, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 v(a3) = 2 v(a1 + a2) = 1 0 (1, = 1, = 2, 3, 4) I^∗_1 v(a1 + a2) ≥ 2 0 (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4) IV^∗ I^∗_{n>0} d ≡ 1 mod 4 v(n) = 0 0 ( 1, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) I^∗_n v(n) ≥ 1 0 ( 1, = 1,^{n+4}_2 , =^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) I^∗_n d ≡ 3 mod 4 n = 1 0 (1, 1, = 2, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 n = 2 v(a1) = 1 0 (= 1, 2, 3, = 3, 6) III^∗ v(n) ≥ 1 v(a1) ≥ 2 0 ( 2, = 1,^{n+4}_2 ,^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) I^∗_n n = 3 v(a1) = 1 0 (= 1, 2, = 3, 4, = 5) II^∗ n ≥ 3 odd v(a1) ≥ 2 1 ( ∞, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) I^∗_n n = 4 v(a1) = 1 2 ( = 0, 0, ∞, 0, 0|v(a^d_4 + a^d_6 ) = 0 ) I0 n ≥ 5 odd v(a1) = 1 3 ( = 0, 0, =^{n−3}_2 ,^{n−3}_2 , = n − 4 ) In−4 continued on next page

R Conditions j V(F^0_{R,j} ) typ(F^0_{R,j} )

n ≥ 6 even v(a1) = 1 3 ( = 0, 0,^{n−2}_2 , =^{n−4}_2 , n − 3 ) In−4

IV^∗ d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4) IV^∗

d ≡ 3 mod 4 0 (1, 1, = 2, 3, = 3) I^∗_0

III^∗ v(a1) ≥ 2 or d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (2, 2, 3, = 3, 5) III^∗

v(a1) = 1 d ≡ 3 mod 4 0 (= 1, = 1, 3, = 3, 5) I^∗_2

II^∗ d ≡ 1 mod 4 0 (1, 2, 3, 4, = 5) II^∗

d ≡ 3 mod 4 v(a1) = 1 v(a3) = 3 0 (= 1, = 1, = 3, 4, 6) I^∗_3

v(a3) ≥ 4 1 (= 1, = 1, = 3, 4, 6) I^∗_3

v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a3) = 3 2 (∞, 2, = 0, 0, 0) I0

v(a3) ≥ 4 0 (2, 2, 4, 4, = 5) II^∗

It remains to show that the pairs ( δ, δ^d ) , ( f, f^d ) , and ( c, c^d ) are as given in Table 5. By Lemma 3.7, we can uniquely determine δ and f from V(E). Consequently, a case-by-case analysis of the conditions listed for each R shows that δ and f are as claimed in Table 5. Since d is odd, δ ≡ δ^d mod 12. Next, since R^d has been determined, Table 3 gives the possible pairs ( δ^d, f^d ) for a fixed Néron-Kodaira type. By inspection, the listed δ^d for a fixed Néron-Kodaira type in the table are in unique congruence classes modulo 12. Consequently, the knowledge of R^d and the fact that δ ≡ δ^d allows us to determine the exact value of δ^d. This also gives the value of f^d. This case-by-case analysis shows that the pairs ( δ, δ^d ) and ( f, f^d ) are as claimed in Table 5.

Since Proposition 3.4 determines c, it remains to show that c^d is as claimed. Observe that c^d is uniquely determined when R^d ∈ {I_0, II, III, II^∗, III^∗}. Below, we consider the cases corresponding to R^d ∉ {I_0, II, III, II^∗, III^∗}. Specifically, we split into cases corresponding to those R’s that lead to one of these R^d. We then consider the assumptions on the a_i’s which result in R^d and the corresponding Weierstrass model F^0_{R,j} determined by these assumptions as given in Table 7. We denote the Weierstrass coefficients of F^0_{R,j} by a^d_i . We note that this proof also makes reference to polynomials P^0_{R,i} given in Table 10. Since v(d) = 0 throughout this proof, we will write F_{R,j} = F^0_{R,j} and P_{R,i} = P^0_{R,i}.

Case 1. Let R = I_0 and suppose that d ≡ 3 mod 4 with v(a_1) = 0. Then one of the following holds: (i) v(a_4) = 0 and v(a_6) ≥ 1 or (ii) v(a_4) ≥ 1 and v(a_6) = 0. From Table 7, we have that F_{R,3} (resp. F_{R,4}) is a normal model if (i) (resp. (ii)) holds. Moreover, typ(E^d) = I^∗_4. By Corollary 3.6, c^d = 2 (resp. 4) if v(a^d_6) = 7 (resp. v(a^d_6) ≥ 8). We now consider the subcases (i) and (ii) separately.

Subcase 1a. Suppose v(a_4) = 0 and v(a_6) ≥ 1. Then F_{R,3} is given by a normal model with a^d_6 = 16d^3 ( a^2_3 + 4a_6 ) . Now observe that

a^d_6 64d^3 = ( a_3 2 )_2 + a_6 ≡ a_6 mod 4.

It follows that c^d = 2 (resp. 4) if a_6 ≡ 2 mod 4 (resp. 0 mod 4).

Subcase 1b. Suppose v(a_4) ≥ 1 and v(a_6) = 0. Then F_{R,4} is given by a normal model with a^d_6 = 16 ( a^2_3d^3 + 4a_6d^3 − 4 ) . Since

a^d_6 64 = (a_3 2 )_2

d^3 + a_6d^3 − 1 ≡ 3a_6 − 1 mod 4 = { 2 mod 4 if a_6 ≡ 1 mod 4, 0 mod 4 if a_6 ≡ 3 mod 4,

it follows that c^d = 2 (resp. 4) if a_6 ≡ 1 mod 4 (resp. 3 mod 4).

Case 2. Let R = typ(E) = I_{n>0}. Then V(E) = { ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) if n is odd, ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) if n is even.

From Table 7, we have that F_{R,0} (resp. F_{R,1}) is a normal model and typ(E^d) = I_n (resp. I^∗_{n+4}) if d ≡ 1 mod 4 (resp. 3 mod 4). We now consider these subcases separately.

Subcase 2a. Suppose d ≡ 1 mod 4. Then F_{R,0} is a normal model, and by Corollary 3.6, c^d is determined by whether v(a^d_2) is zero or positive. Now observe that 4a^d_2 = a^2_1(d − 1) + 4a_2d ≡ d − 1 + 4a_2 mod 8.

It follows that c^d = { 2 − (n mod 2) if v(d − 1 + 4a_2) = 2, n if v(d − 1 + 4a_2) ≥ 3.

Subcase 2b. Suppose d ≡ 3 mod 4. Then F_{R,1} is a normal model, with Weierstrass coefficient a^d_6 = 16 ( a^2_3(d^3 − 1) + 4a_6d^3 ) . We now consider the cases when n is even or odd. If n is odd, we have that a^d_6 2^{n+5} = ( a^2_3(d^3 − 1) + 4a_6d^3 ) 2^{n+1} = ( a_3 2^{n+1}2

)_2 ( d^3 − 1 ) + 2 ( a_6 2^n ) d^3

≡ d − 1 + 2 ( a_6 2^n ) d mod 8.

Since v(a^d_6) = n + 7 is equivalent to^{ad6}_{2n+5} ≡ 4 mod 8, we conclude by Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v(2^{n−1}(d − 1) + a_6d) = n + 1, 4 if v(2^{n−1}(d − 1) + a_6d) ≥ n + 2.

Now suppose that n is even, and observe that a^d_6 2^{n+6} = ( a^2_3(d^3 − 1) + 4a_6d^3 ) 2^{n+2} = ( a_3 2^{n+2}2

)_2 ( d^3 − 1 ) + 2 ( a_6 2^{n+1} ) d^3 ≡ a^2_3 2^{n+1} + 2 ( a_6 2^{n+1} ) mod 4.

It follows from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v(a^2_3 + 2a_6) = n + 2, 4 if v(a^2_3 + 2a_6) ≥ n + 3.

Case 3. Let R = II and suppose that V(E) = (1, 1, = 1, 2, = 1). From Table 7, we have that F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and R^d = IV. By Corollary 3.6, c^d is determined from the Weierstrass coefficient a^d_6 of F_{R,0}. In particular, c^d = 1 (resp. 3) if v(a^d_6) = 2 (resp. ≥ 3). The condition for c^d_2 as given in Table 5 now follows since

(5.2) a^d_6 = a^2_3(d^3 − 1) + 4a_6d^3 4 = (a_3 2 )_2

(d^3 − 1) + a_6d^3 ≡ (d − 1) + a_6d ≡ d + a_6d − 1 mod 8.

Case 4. Let R = IV and suppose that V(E) = (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2) with d ≡ 1 mod 4. From Table 7, we have that F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and R^d = IV. By Corollary 3.6, c^d = 1 (resp. 3) if v(a^d_6) = 2 (resp. ≥ 3). Since a^d_6 also satisfies the equality and congruence given in (5.2), we conclude that c^d is as claimed.

Case 5. Let R = I^∗_0 and suppose that V(E) = (1, 1, 2, 3, = 3). Below, we consider the four cases listed in Table 7. We note that in each case, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d. The Weierstrass coefficient a^d_2 satisfies

(5.3) a^d_2 = (a_1 2 )_2

(d − 1) + a_2d ≡ { a_2 mod 4 if d ≡ 1 mod 4, a_1 + a_2 mod 4 if d ≡ 3 mod 4.

We now proceed by cases.

Case 5a. Suppose d ≡ 1 mod 4 or d ≡ 3 mod 4 with v(a_3) ≥ 3. From Table 7, we have that F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and R^d = I^∗_0. By Corollary 3.6, c^d = 1 (resp. 2) if v(a^d_2) = 1 (resp. ≥ 2). If d ≡ 1 mod 4, then the result follows since (5.3) implies that v(a^d_2) ≥ 2 if and only if v(a_2) ≥ 2. Thus, c^d = 1 (resp. 2) if v(a_2) = 1 (resp. ≥ 2).

Similarly, if d ≡ 3 mod 4 with v(a_3) ≥ 3, then (5.3) shows that v(a^d_2) ≥ 2 if and only if v(a_1 +a_2) ≥ 2. Consequently,

c^d = { 1 if v(a_1 + a_2) = 1, 2 if v(a_1 + a_2) ≥ 2.

Case 5b. Suppose that d ≡ 3 mod 4 and v(a_3) = 2 with v(a_1 + a_2) = 1 (resp. ≥ 2). From Table 7, we have that F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and R^d = I^∗_1 (resp. IV^∗). If v(a_1 + a_2) = 1, then Corollary 3.6 implies

c^d = { 2 if v(a^d_6) = 4, 4 if v(a^d_6) ≥ 5.

Similarly, if v(a_1 + a_2) ≥ 2, then Corollary 3.6 implies

c^d = { 1 if v(a^d_6) = 4, 3 if v(a^d_6) ≥ 5.

Next, we recall that in both cases, v(a_3) = 2, v(a_6) = 3, and d ≡ 3 mod 4. The quantity a^d_6 only depends on a_3, a_6, and d. Thus, it suffices to determine conditions for when v(a^d_6) is 4 or greater than 4. To this end, observe that

a^d_6 = 4 (( a_3 4 )_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6d 4 ) . Since ( a_3 4 )_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6d 4 ≡ (d − 1) + a_6d 4 mod 8,

we conclude that v(a^d_6) = { 4 if v(4(d − 1) + a_6d) = 4, ≥ 5 if v(4(d − 1) + a_6d) ≥ 5.

Thus, the local Tamagawa number c^d is as claimed.

Case 6. Let R = I^∗_{n>0}. Since E is given by a normal model, we have that V(E) = { ( 1, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is odd, ( 1, = 1,^{n+4}_2 , =^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is even.

We now proceed by cases, following the order in Table 7.

Subcase 6a. Suppose that d ≡ 1 mod 4 with v(n) = 0. By Table 7, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_n. Now observe that

a^d_6 = 1 4 ( a^2_3 ( d^3 − 1 ) + 4a_6d^3 )

= 2^{n+1} (( a_3 2^{n+3}2

)_2 ( d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 2^{n+1} d^3 ) . Since v (_{a6} 2^{n+1} ) ≥ 2, we have that ( a_3 2^{n+3}2

)_2 ( d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 2^{n+1} d^3 ≡ d − 1 + a_6 2^{n+1} mod 8.

By Corollary 3.6, we conclude that

c^d = { 2 if v(2^{n+1}(d − 1) + a_6) = n + 3, 4 if v(2^{n+1}(d − 1) + a_6) ≥ n + 4.

Subcase 6b. Suppose that d ≡ 1 mod 4 with v(n) ≥ 1. By Table 7, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_n. Now observe that

a^d_6 = 1 4 ( a^2_3 ( d^3 − 1 ) + 4a_6d^3 )

= 2^{n+2} (( a_3 2^{n+4}2

)_2 ( d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 2^{n+2} d^3 ) . (5.4)

Since ( a_3 2^{n+4}2

)_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 2^{n+2} d^3 ≡ a_6 2^{n+2} mod 4,

Corollary 3.6 implies tha

c^d = { 2 if v(a_6) = n + 3, 4 if v(a_6) ≥ n + 4.

Subcase 6c. Suppose that d ≡ 3 mod 4 with n = 1. In particular, V(E) = (1, = 1, = 2, 3, 4). By Table 7, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_0. Now observe that

a^d_2 = ( a_1 2 )_2

(d − 1) + a_2d ≡ 2 (a_1 2 )_2

+ 2 mod 4

=⇒ v(a^d_2) = { 1 if v(a_1) ≥ 2, ≥ 2 if v(a_1) = 1.

This shows that c^d is as claimed by Corollary 3.6.

Subcase 6d. Suppose that d ≡ 3 mod 4, v(n) ≥ 1, and v(a_1) ≥ 2. By Table 7, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_n. From (5.4), we obtain a^d_6 2^{n+2} = ( a_3 2^{n+4}2

)_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 2^{n+2} d^3 ≡ a^2_3 2^{n+3} + a_6 2^{n+2} mod 4.

We conclude from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v(a^2_3 + 2a_6) = n + 4, 4 if v(a^2_3 + 2a_6) ≥ n + 5.

Subcase 6e. Suppose d ≡ 3 mod 4, v(a_1) ≥ 2, and n ≥ 3 is odd. Thus, V(E) = ( 2, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) . By Table 7, F_{R,1} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_n. To compute c^d, we must determine when equality holds in v(a^d_6) ≥ n + 3 by Corollary 3.6. To this end, we have that

16a^d_6 = a_1a^2_3d(a_1 + 4d) + 4a^2_3(d^3 − 1 + a_2d) + 8a_3a_4d^2 + 16a_6d^3 + 2a^3

= 2^{n+5} ( a_1a^2_3d 2^{n+5}

(a_1 + 4d) + a^2_3 2^{n+3}

(d^3 − 1 + a_2d) + a_3a_4d^2 2^{n+2} + a_6d^3 2^{n+1} + a^3 2^{n+4} ) . Considering the cases v(a_1) = 2 and v(a_1) ≥ 3, it is easily checked that v (_{a1a23d} 2^{n+5} (a1 + 4d) ) ≥ 3.

Thus, a^d_6 2^{n+1}

≡ d^3 − 1 + a_2d + a_3a_4d^2 2^{n+2} + a_6d^3 2^{n+1} + ( a_3 2^{n+3}2

)_2 a_3 2 mod 8

≡ d − 1 + a_2d + a_3a_4 2^{n+2} + a_6 2^{n+1} + a_3 2 mod 8.

It follows from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v(2^{n+2}(d − 1 + a_2d) + a_3a_4 + 2a_6 + 2^{n+1}a_3) = n + 4, 4 if v(2^{n+2}(d − 1 + a_2d) + a_3a_4 + 2a_6 + 2^{n+1}a_3) ≥ n + 5.

Subcase 6f. Suppose d ≡ 3 mod 4, n ≥ 5, and v(a_1) = 1. By Table 7, F_{R,3} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I_{n−4}. To compute c^d, it suffices to determine when a^d_2 is even by Corollary 3.6. Since 4a^d_2 = (a_1 2 )_2

(d − 1) + a_2d ≡ d − 1 + a_2d mod 8, we conclude by Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 − (n mod 2) if v(d − 1 + a_2d) = 2, n − 4 if v(d − 1 + a_2d) ≥ 3.

Case 7. Let R = IV^∗. Then V(E) = (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4) and by Table 7, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = { IV^∗ if d ≡ 1 mod 4, I^∗_0 if d ≡ 3 mod 4.

We now consider these two cases separately.

Subcase 7a. Suppose d ≡ 1 mod 4 so that typ(E^d) = IV^∗. Now observe that a^d_6 4 = (a_3 4 )_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 4 d^3 ≡ d − 1 + a_6 4 mod 8.

We conclude from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 1 if v(4d − 4 + a_6) = 4, 3 if v(4d − 4 + a_6) ≥ 5.

Subcase 7b. Suppose d ≡ 3 mod 4 so that typ(E^d) = I^∗_0. Since

a^d_2 = (a_1 2 )_2

(d − 1) + a_2d ≡ a^2_1 4 mod 4,

it follows from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 1 if v(a_1) = 1, 2 if v(a_1) ≥ 2.

Case 8. Let R = III^∗, suppose that v(a_1) = 1 with d ≡ 3 mod 4. Since E is given by a normal model, we have that V(E) = (= 1, 2, 3, = 3, 5). From Table 7, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_2. Now observe that a^d_6 16 = (a_3 8 )_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 16 d^3 ≡ 2 ( a_3 8 )_2 + a_6 16 mod 4.

We can now conclude from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v(a^2_3 + 2a_6) = 6, 4 if v(a^2_3 + 2a_6) ≥ 7.

Case 9. Let R = II^∗ and suppose that v(a_1) = 1 with v(a_3) ≥ 3. In particular, V(E) = (= 1, 2, 3, 4, = 5). By Table 7, F_{R,0} (resp. F_{R,1}) is a normal model for E^d if v(a_3) = 3 (resp. ≥ 4). In both cases, typ(E^d) = I^∗_3. By Corollary 3.6, it suffices to determine when equality occurs in v(a^d_6) ≥ 6. We now consider these two cases separately.

Subcase 9a. Suppose v(a_3) = 3, and consider the normal model F_{R,0}. Then a^d_6 16 = (a_3 8 )_2 (

d^3 − 1 ) + a_6 16 d^3 ≡ d − 1 + a_6 16 d mod 8.

Consequently, c^d = { 2 if v(16d − 16 + a_6d) = 6, 4 if v(16d − 16 + a_6d) ≥ 7.

Subcase 9b. Suppose v(a_3) ≥ 4, and consider the normal model F_{R,1}. Then a^d_6 16 = (a_1 2 )_{10} a^2_1 + (a_1 2 )_5 a_3 4 d^2 + (a_1 2 )_8

a_2d + (a_1 2 )_4 a_4 4 d^2 + (a_3 8 )_2 d^3 + ( a_1 2 )_{10} d − (a_6 2^5

)_2 + a_6 16 d^3

≡ 4 + (a_1 2 ) a_3 4 + a_2d + a_4 4 + (a_3 8 )_2

d + d − 1 + a_6 16 d mod 8

≡ 3 + a_2d + a_4 4 + d + a_6 16 d mod 8.

We conclude from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v(48 + 16a_2d + 4a_4 + 16d + a_6d) = 6, 4 if v(48 + 16a_2d + 4a_4 + 16d + a_6d) ≥ 7. □

5.2. The case when v(d) = 1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1 for when v(d) = 1. Let E/Q_2 be an elliptic curve given by a normal model, and denote its Weierstrass coefficients by a_i. Next, let E^d denote the elliptic curve with Weierstrass model (5.1). In particular, E^d is a model for the quadratic twist of E by d. For a fixed R = typ(E), let F^1_{R,j} denote the elliptic curve obtained from E^d via the Q_2 -isomorphism [u_j , r_j , s_j, w_j ], where u_j, r_j , s_j , w_j are as given in Table 9. For each of the conditions listed in Table 6, we associate a model F^1_{R,j} as listed in Table 8. In the SageMath [5] accompaniment to this proof [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], we verify that V(F^1_{R,j} ) is as given in the table. Consequently, by Proposition 3.4, we conclude that R^d = typ(E^d) is as claimed since E^d is Q_2 -isomorphic to F^1_{R,j} . This shows that the pair (R, R^d) is as given in Table 6.

Table 8. Conditions to determine V(F^1_{R,j} )

R Conditions j V(F^1_{R,j} ) typ(F^1_{R,j} ) I0 v(a1) = 0 v(a6) = 0 1 (∞, = 1, 6, = 6, 11) I^∗_8 v(a6) ≥ 1 2 (∞, = 1, 6, = 6, 11) I^∗_8 v(a1) ≥ 1 0 (∞, 1, ∞, 2, = 1) II In>0 v(n) = 0 v(P^1_{R,1}) = n + 3 1 ( ∞, = 1, =^{n+11}_2 ,^{n+13}_2 , n + 11 ) I^∗_{n+8} v(P^1_{R,1}) ≥ n + 4 2 ( ∞, = 1, =^{n+11}_2 ,^{n+13}_2 , n + 11 ) I^∗_{n+8} v(n) ≥ 1 v(P^1_{R,2}) = n + 1 3 ( ∞, = 1, ∞, =^{n+12}_2 , n + 11 ) I^∗_{n+8} v(P^1_{R,2}) ≥ n + 2 4 ( ∞, = 1, ∞, =^{n+12}_2 , n + 11 ) I^∗_{n+8} II v(a3) = 1 0 (∞, 1, ∞, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 v(a3) ≥ 2 v(a1) = 1 v(a4) = 1 1 (∞, = 1, = 3, = 3, 5) I^∗_2 v(a4) ≥ 2, (PR,1) = 4 2 (∞, = 1, = 3, 4, 6) I^∗_3 v(a4) ≥ 2, (PR,1) ≥ 5 3 (2, = 1, = 3, 4, 6) I^∗_3 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a4) = 1 1 (∞, 2, = 3, = 3, 5) III^∗ v(a1) ≥ 2, v(a4) ≥ 2, v(a^2_3 + 4a6 − 4d) = 4 1 (∞, 2, = 3, 4, = 5) II^∗ v(a1) ≥ 2, v(a4) ≥ 2, v(a^2_3 + 4a6 − 4d) ≥ 5 4 (∞, 1, = 0, 0, 0) I0 III v(a3) = 1 0 (∞, 1, ∞, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 v(a3) ≥ 2 v(a1) = 1 0 (∞, = 1, ∞, = 3, 5) I^∗_2 v(a1) ≥ 2 0 (∞, 2, ∞, = 3, 5) III^∗ IV 0 (∞, 1, ∞, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 I^∗_0 v(a1) = 1 v(a3) = 2 1 (∞, = 1, 4, = 4, 7) I^∗_4 v(PR,2) = 6 2 (∞, = 1, = 4, 5, 8) I^∗_5 continued on next page

R Conditions j V(F^1_{R,j} ) typ(F^1_{R,j} ) v(a3) ≥ 3 v(PR,2) ≥ 7 3 (∞, = 1, = 4, 5, 8) I^∗_5 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a3) = 2 0 (∞, 2, ∞, 5, = 5) II^∗ v(a1) ≥ 2, v(a^2_3d + 4a6d − 64) = 7 4 (1, 1, = 1, 1, = 1) II v(a3) ≥ 3 v(a^2_3d + 4a6d − 64) ≥ 8, v(a4 − 4a2) = 3 4 (1, 1, = 1, = 1, 2) III v(a^2_3d + 4a6d − 64) ≥ 8, v(a4 − 4a2) ≥ 4 4 (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2) IV I^∗_{n>0} n = 1 v(a1) = 1 1 (∞, = 1, ∞, = 4, 7) I^∗_4 v(a1) ≥ 2 1 (∞, 3, ∞, = 4, = 5) II^∗ n = 2 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a3) = 3 2 (= 1, 1, = 2, = 1, = 1) II v(a3) ≥ 4 2 (= 1, 1, 3, = 1, 2) III n = 3 v(a1) ≥ 2 2 (= 1, 1, = 2, 2, = 1) II n = 4, v(PR,3) = 4 3 (= 1, 1, = 2, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(PR,3) ≥ 5 v(PR,4) = 5 3 (= 1, = 1, = 2, 3, 4) I^∗_1 v(PR,4) ≥ 6 3 (= 1, 2, = 2, 3, 4) IV^∗ n = 5 v(a1) ≥ 2 2 (= 1, 1, = 3, 3, = 3) I^∗_0 n = 6 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a^2_1 + 4a2 − 4d) ≥ 5 2 (= 1, 2, 4, = 3, 5) III^∗ n = 7 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a^2_1 + 4a2 − 4d) ≥ 5 2 (= 1, 2, = 4, 4, = 5) II^∗ n = 8 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a^2_1 + 4a2 − 4d) ≥ 5 4 (= 0, 0, ∞, = 0, 1) I0 n ≥ 2, v(n) ≥ 1 v(PR,1) = n + 7 5 ( ∞, = 1, =^{n+8}_2 , =^{n+8}_2 , n + 7 ) I^∗_{n+4} v(a1) = 1 v(PR,1) ≥ n + 8 1 ( ∞, = 1, ∞, =^{n+8}_2 , n + 7 ) I^∗_{n+4} v(n) = 0 v(PR,8) = n + 7 6 ( ∞, = 1, =^{n+7}_2 ,^{n+9}_2 , n + 7 ) I^∗_{n+4} v(PR,8) ≥ n + 8 7 ( ∞, = 1, =^{n+7}_2 ,^{n+9}_2 , n + 7 ) I^∗_{n+4} n ≥ 6, v(PR,6) = 4 v(n) ≥ 1 2 ( = 1, = 1,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n − 1 ) I^∗_{n−4} v(a1) ≥ 2 v(n) = 0 8 ( = 1, = 1, =^{n−1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , n − 1 ) I^∗_{n−4} n ≥ 9, v(PR,6) ≥ 5 v(n) = 0 9 ( = 0, 0, =^{n−7}_2 ,^{n−7}_2 , = n − 8 ) In−8 v(a1) ≥ 2 v(n) ≥ 1 9 ( = 0, 0,^{n−6}_2 , =^{n−8}_2 , n − 6 ) In−8 IV^∗ v(a1) = 1 1 (∞, = 1, = 4, = 4, 7) I^∗_4 v(a2) ≥ 2 0 (∞, 3, ∞, 5, = 5) II^∗ continued on next page

R Conditions j V(F^1_{R,j} ) typ(F^1_{R,j} )

III^∗ v(a1) = 1 v(PR,1) = 9 1 (∞, = 1, = 5, = 5, 9) I^∗_6

v(PR,1) ≥ 10 2 (∞, = 1, ∞, = 5, 9) I^∗_6

v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a3) = 3 3 (∞, 1, ∞, = 1, = 1) II

v(a3) ≥ 4 3 (∞, 1, ∞, = 1, 2) III

II^∗ v(a1) = 1 v(PR,1) = 10 1 (∞, = 1, = 5, 6, 10) I^∗_7

v(PR,1) ≥ 11 2 (∞, = 1, = 5, 6, 10) I^∗_7

v(a1) ≥ 2 v(a3) = 3 3 (∞, 1, ∞, 2, = 1) II

v(a1) ≥ 2, v(PR,3) = 12 4 (∞, 1, = 2, 3, = 3) I^∗_0

v(a3) ≥ 4 v(PR,3) ≥ 13 v(PR,4) = 4 4 (∞, = 1, = 2, 3, 4) I^∗_1

v(PR,4) ≥ 5 4 (∞, 2, = 2, 3, 4) IV^∗

It remains to show that the pairs ( δ, δ^d ) , ( f, f^d ) , and ( c, c^d ) are as given in Table 6. Since E is given by a normal model, a case-by-case analysis with Lemma 3.7 shows that δ and f are as claimed. Since R^d has been determined, we obtain δ^d and f^d from Table 3. This case-by-case analysis establishes that the pairs ( δ, δ^d ) and ( f, f^d ) are as claimed in Table 6.

We now turn our attention to the computation of the pair ( c, c^d ) . In fact, it suffices to show that c^d is as claimed since Proposition 3.4 determines c. To this end, we note that c^d is uniquely determined if R^d ∈ {I_0, II, III, II^∗, III^∗}. Below, we proceed by considering the cases for a fixed R that correspond to a R^d ∉ {I_0, II, III, II^∗, III^∗}. Specifically, for each fixed R, we consider the conditions given in Table 8 and the corresponding normal model F^1_{R,j} and determine c^d by means of Corollary 3.6. In what follows, we denote the Weierstrass coefficients of F^1_{R,j} by a^d_i . We note that this proof also makes reference to polynomials P^1_{R,i}, given in Table 10. Since v(d) = 1 throughout this proof, we will write F_{R,j} = F^1_{R,j} and P_{R,i} = P^1_{R,i}.

Case 1. Let R = I_0. By Table 8, the local Tamagawa number c^d is not uniquely determined if V(E) is either (= 0, 0, 2, 1, = 0) or (= 0, 0, 2, = 0, 1). We consider these two cases separately.

Subcase 1a. Suppose V(E) = (= 0, 0, 2, 1, = 0) and consider the Weierstrass model F_{R,1}. By Table 8, typ(E^d) = I^∗_8. Since v(a_1a_3 +^1_4 a^2_3) ≥ 3, we deduce that

a^d_6 64d^3

= 9a^6_1 + 4a^4_1a_2 + a^3_1a_3 + a^2_3 4 + 2a^2_1a_4 − d 2 · 1 + a^2_6 + 2a_6 2 + a_6

≡ 1 + 4a_2 + 2a_4 − d 2 · 1 + a^2_6 + 2a_6 2 + a_6 mod 8.

It follows from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v ( 4 + 16a_2 + 8a_4 + 4a_6 − d − da^2_6 − 2a_6d ) = 4, 4 if v ( 4 + 16a_2 + 8a_4 + 4a_6 − d − da^2_6 − 2a_6d ) ≥ 5.

Subcase 1b. Suppose V(E) = (= 0, 0, 2, = 0, 1) and consider the Weierstrass model F_{R,2}. By Table 8, typ(E^d) = I^∗_8. Now observe that a^d_6 64d^3

= 68a^6_1 + 16a^4_1a_2 + 2a^3_1a_3 + 4a^2_1a_4 + a^2_3 − a^2_6d 4 + a_6 ≡ a^2_3 − a^2_6d 4 + a_6 mod 8.

It follows from Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 2 if v ( a^2_3 − a^2_6d + 4a_6 ) = 4, 4 if v ( a^2_3 − a^2_6d + 4a_6 ) ≥ 5. Case 2. Let R = typ(E) = I_{n>0}. Then V(E) = { ( = 0, 0, =^{n+1}_2 ,^{n+1}_2 , = n ) if n is odd, ( = 0, 0,^{n+2}_2 , =^n_2 , n + 1 ) if n is even.

By Table 8, there are four possible normal models F_{R,j} to consider, which depend on conditions for P_{R,i} for i = 1, 2. Note that in each case, typ(E^d) = typ(F_{R,j} ) = I^∗_{n+8}. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that v(P_{R,1}) ≥ n + 3, v(P_{R,2}) ≥ n + 1, and

(5.5) a^d_6 =

16d^3 ( P_{R,1} − 4a_1a^2_3 − 8a^3 − 8a_3a_4 ) if v(n) = 0 and v(P_{R,1}) = n + 3, 16d^3P_{R,1} if v(n) = 0 and v(P_{R,1}) ≥ n + 4, 64d^3a^{−3}_1 ( P_{R,2} − a^3_1a^2_4d ) if v(n) ≥ 1 and v(P_{R,2}) = n + 1, 64d^3a^{−3}_1 P_{R,2} if v(n) ≥ 1 and v(P_{R,2}) ≥ n + 2.

We also have the following equalities: P_{R,3} = P_{R,1} − 4a_1a^2_3 − 8a^3 − 8a_3a_4,

P_{R,4} = P_{R,2} − a^3_1a^2_4d.

If v(n) = 0, then v(4a_1a^2_3 +8a^3 +8a_3a_4) = n+3. Thus, v(P_{R,1}) = n+3 if and only if v(P_{R,3}) ≥ n+4. Similarly, if v(n) ≥ 1, then v(a^3_1a^2_4d) = n + 1. Hence, v(P_{R,2}) = n + 1 if and only if v(P_{R,4}) ≥ n + 2. From these facts, we obtain the claimed local Tamagawa number by Corollary 3.6 since

c^d = { 2 if v(a^d_6) = n + 11, 4 if v(a^d_6) ≥ n + 12.

It is now easily checked using (5.5) and the assumptions on V(E) that c^d is as claimed in Table 6.

Case 3. Let R = II, so that V(E) = (1, 1, 1, 1, = 1). We now proceed by cases, following the order in Table 8, to verify the local Tamagawa number c^d for those Néron-Kodaira types for which c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 3a. Suppose v(a_3) = 1. Then, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and by Table 8, typ(F_{R,0}) = I^∗_0. Since 4a^d_2 d = a^2_1 + 4a_2 ≡ a^2_1 mod 8,

we conclude by Corollary 3.6 that

c^d = { 1 if v(a_1) = 1, 2 if v(a_2) ≥ 2.

Subcase 3b. Suppose v(a_3) ≥ 2 and v(a_1) = v(a_4) = 1. Then, F_{R,1} is a normal model for E^d and by Table 8, typ(F_{R,1}) = I^∗_2. Corollary 3.6 now implies that c^d is as claimed since 4a^d_6 d^3

= a^2_3 + 4a_6 − d^3.

Subcase 3c. Suppose v(a_3) ≥ 2, v(a_1) = 1, and v(a_4) ≥ 2. By Table 8, F_{R,2} (resp. F_{R,3}) are normal models for E^d if v(P_{R,1}) = 4 (resp. ≥ 5). In both cases, typ(E^d) = I^∗_3. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 4a^d_6 d^3 = { P_{R,2} if v(P_{R,1}) = 4, P_{R,1} if v(P_{R,1}) ≥ 5.

It now follows from Corollary 3.6 that c^d is as claimed. We note that the conditions for c^d are mutually exclusive since the equality P_{R,2} = P_{R,1} + 4a^2_1 + 4a_1a_3 + 16a_2 + 8a_4 + 32 implies that v(P_{R,1}) = 4 if and only if v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 5.

Case 4. Let R = III, so that V(E) = (1, 1, 1, = 1, 2). We now proceed by cases, following the order in Table 8, to verify the local Tamagawa number c^d for those Néron-Kodaira types for which c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 4a. Suppose v(a_3) = 1 so that V(E) = (1, 1, = 1, = 1, 2). Then, by Table 8 , F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_0. By Corollary 3.6, it is verified that c^d is as claimed since^{4ad2}_d = a^2_1 + 4a_2 ≡ a^2_1 mod 8.

Subcase 4b. Suppose v(a_3) ≥ 2 and v(a_1) = 1. Thus, V(E) = (= 1, 1, 2, = 1, 2). By Table 8 , F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_2. Since 4a^d_6 d^3

= a^2_3 + 4a_6,

it follows from Corollary 3.6 that c^d is as claimed.

Case 5. Let R = IV so that V(E) = (1, 1, = 1, 2, 2). Then, by Table 8, F_{R,0} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_0. By Corollary 3.6, it is verified that c^d is as claimed since^{4ad2}_d = a^2_1 + 4a_2 ≡ a^2_1 mod 8.

Case 6. Let R = I^∗_0 so that V(E) = (1, 1, 2, 3, = 3). Next, we consider the cases appearing in Table 8 for which the local Tamagawa number c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 6a. Suppose v(a_1) = 1 and v(a_3) = 2. Then, F_{R,1} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_4. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that^{ad6}_{4d3} = P_{R,1} and that v(P_{R,1}) ≥ 6. It follows that c^d is as claimed by Corollary 3.6.

Subcase 6b. Suppose v(a_1) = 1 and v(a_3) ≥ 3. Thus, V(E) = (= 1, 1, 3, 3, = 3). By Table 8, F_{R,2} (resp. F_{R,3}) are normal models for E^d if v(P_{R,2}) = 6 (resp. ≥ 7). In both cases, typ(E^d) = I^∗_5. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that

(5.6)

4a^d_6 d^3 = { P_{R,3} + 16a^2_1d^2 + 8a_1a_3d + 64a_2d^2 + 256d^3 + 16a_4d if v(P_{R,2}) = 6, P_{R,2} if v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 7.

Since v(4a_6) = v(16d) = 5, we obtain that v(P_{R,3}) = v(a^2_3 + 4a_6 − 16d) ≥ 6. Similarly, as v(4a^2_1d^2) = 6, v(4a_1a_3d + 16a_2d^2 + 32d^3 + 8a_4d) ≥ 7, and (5.7) P_{R,2} = P_{R,3} + 4a^2_1d^2 + 4a_1a_3d + 16a_2d^2 + 32d^3 + 8a_4d, we deduce that v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 6. In fact, (5.7) implies that v(P_{R,2}) = 6 if and only if v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 7. Next, we observe that v(16a^2_1d^2 + 8a_1a_3d + 64a_2d^2 + 256d^3 + 16a_4d) ≥ 8.

As a consequence of the above and (5.6), we conclude that

v(a^d_6) = { 8 if v(P_{R,2}) = 7 or v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 7, ≥ 9 if v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 8 or v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 8.

The local Tamagawa number c^d now follows from Corollary 3.6.

Subcase 6c. Suppose v(a_1) ≥ 2, v(a_3) ≥ 3, v(a^2_3d + 4a_6d − 64) ≥ 8, and v(a_4 − 4a_2) ≥ 4. By Table 8, F_{R,4} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = IV. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 256a^d_6

d^2

= a^2_3d + 4a_6d − 64.

It now follows that c^d is as claimed by Corollary 3.6.

Case 7. Let R = I^∗_{n>0}. Since E is given by a normal model, we have that V(E) = { ( 1, = 1, =^{n+3}_2 ,^{n+5}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is odd, ( 1, = 1,^{n+4}_2 , =^{n+4}_2 , n + 3 ) if n is even.

We now proceed by cases, following the order in Table 8 for those cases for which the local Tamagawa number c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 7a. Suppose n = 1 and v(a_1) = 1. By Table 8, F_{R,1} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_4 . In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that v(P_{R,1,}) ≥ 8 and

16a^d_6 d^3 = P_{R,1,}. Consequently, c^d is as claimed by Corollary 3.6.

Subcase 7b. Suppose n = 2 and v(a_1) ≥ 2. By Table 8,

(5.8) typ(E^d) =

I^∗_0 if v(P_{R,3}) = 4, I^∗_1 if v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 5, v(P_{R,4}) = 5, IV^∗ if v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 5, v(P_{R,4}) ≥ 6,

and F_{R,3} is a normal model for E^d in each of the three cases appearing in (5.8). In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 16a^d_2 = P_{R,4} and 256a^d_6d^{−3} = P_{R,5}. The local Tamagawa number c^d now follows from Corollary 3.6.

Subcase 7c. Suppose n = 5 and v(a_1) ≥ 2. By Table 8, F_{R,2} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_0. The local Tamagawa number c^d now follows from Corollary 3.6 since 16a^d_2d^{−1} = a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d.

Subcase 7d. Suppose n ≥ 2 and that v(a_1) = 1. By Table 8, there are four possible normal models F_{R,j} to consider, which depend on conditions for P_{R,i} for i = 1, 8. In each case, typ(E^d) = I^∗_{n+4}. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that v(P_{R,1}), v(P_{R,8}) ≥ n + 7 and

16a^d_6 d^3 = P_{R,8} − 8a_1a^2_3 − 4a^3 − 16a_3a_4 if v(n) = 0 and v(P_{R,8}) = n + 7, P_{R,8} if v(n) = 0 and v(P_{R,8}) ≥ n + 8, P_{R,1} − 4a^2_4d if v(n) ≥ 1 and v(P_{R,1}) = n + 7, P_{R,1} if v(n) ≥ 1 and v(P_{R,1}) ≥ n + 8.

We also have the following equalities: P_{R,9} = P_{R,8} − 8a_1a^2_3 − 4a^3 − 16a_3a_4, P_{R,7} = P_{R,1} − 4a^2_4d.

If v(n) = 0, then v(8a_1a^2_3 +4a^3 +16a_3a_4) = n+7. Thus, v(P_{R,8}) = n+7 if and only if v(P_{R,9}) ≥ n+8. Similarly, if v(n) ≥ 1, then v(4a^2_4d) = n + 7. Hence, v(P_{R,1}) = n + 7 if and only if v(P_{R,7}) ≥ n + 8. From these facts, we obtain the claimed local Tamagawa number by Corollary 3.6 since

c^d = { 2 if v(a^d_6) = n + 7, 4 if v(a^d_6) ≥ n + 8.

Subcase 7e. Suppose n ≥ 6, v(a_1) ≥ 2, and v(a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d) = 4. We note that P_{R,6} = a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d. By Table 8, there are two normal models F_{R,j} to consider, depending on whether v(n) = 0 or v(n) ≥ 1. In each case, typ(E^d) = I^∗_{n−4}. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that

a^d_6 =

{_1

1024 PR,10 if v(n) = 0, −d^3 256 P_{R,2} if v(v) ≥ 1.

Loc. cit. also verifies that v(P_{R,10}) ≥ n + 9 (resp. v(P_{R,2}) ≥ n + 4) if v(n) = 0 (resp. ≥ 1). It is now verified that c^d is as claimed from Corollary 3.6 since

c^d = { 2 if v(a^d_6) = n − 1, 4 if v(a^d_6) ≥ n.

Subcase 7f. Suppose n ≥ 9, v(a_1) ≥ 2, and v(a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d) ≥ 5. By Table 8, F_{R,9} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I_{n−8}. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 64a^d_2 = a_2d + 4a_2d + 6a_3 − 16 and that v(64a^d_2) ≥ 1. By assumption, v(6a_3) ≥ 7. Consequently, by Corollary 3.6 we conclude that

c^d = { 2 − (n mod 2) if v(a_2d + 4a_2d − 16) = 6, n − 8 if v(a_2d + 4a_2d − 16) ≥ 7.

Case 8. Let R = IV^∗ so that V(E) = (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4). Next, we consider the case appearing in Table 8 for which the local Tamagawa number c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 8a. Suppose v(a_1) = 1. Then, F_{R,1} is a normal model for E^d and typ(E^d) = I^∗_4. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that^{ad6}_{4d3} = P_{R,1} and that v(P_{R,1}) ≥ 6. It follows that c^d is as claimed by Corollary 3.6.

Case 9. Let R = III^∗ so that V(E) = (1, 2, = 2, 3, 4). Next, we consider the case appearing in Table 8 for which the local Tamagawa number c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 9a. Suppose v(a_1) = 1. By Table 8, F_{R,1} (resp. F_{R,2}) are normal models for E^d if v(P_{R,1}) = 9 (resp. ≥ 10). In both cases, typ(E^d) = I^∗_6. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 4a^d_6 d^3 = { P_{R,2} if v(P_{R,1}) = 9, P_{R,1} if v(P_{R,1}) ≥ 10.

It now follows from Corollary 3.6 that c^d is as claimed. We note that the conditions for c^d are mutually exclusive since the equality P_{R,2} = P_{R,1} − 256d implies that v(P_{R,1}) = 9 if and only if v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 10.

Case 10. Let R = II^∗ so that V(E) = (1, 2, 3, 4, = 5). Next, we consider the case appearing in Table 8 for which the local Tamagawa number c^d is not uniquely determined.

Subcase 10a. Suppose v(a_1) = 1. By Table 8, F_{R,1} (resp. F_{R,2}) are normal models for E^d if v(P_{R,1}) = 10 (resp. ≥ 11). In both cases, typ(E^d) = I^∗_7. In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 4a^d_6 d^3 = { P_{R,2} if v(P_{R,1}) = 10, P_{R,1} if v(P_{R,1}) ≥ 11.

It now follows from Corollary 3.6 that c^d is as claimed. We note that the conditions for c^d are mutually exclusive since the equality

P_{R,2} = P_{R,1} + 16d(a^2_1a_3 + 4a^2_1d + 2a_1a_3 + 4a_2a_3 + 3a^2_3 + 16a_2d + 24a_3d + 64d^2 + 4a_4) implies that v(P_{R,1}) = 10 if and only if v(P_{R,2}) ≥ 11.

Subcase 10b. Suppose v(a_1) ≥ 2 and v(a_3) ≥ 4. By Table 8,

(5.9) typ(E^d) =

I^∗_0 if v(P_{R,3}) = 12, I^∗_1 if v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 13, v(P_{R,4}) = 4, IV^∗ if v(P_{R,3}) ≥ 13, v(P_{R,4}) ≥ 5, and F_{R,4} is a normal model for E^d in each of the three cases appearing in (5.9). In [1, Theorem5 2.ipynb], it is verified that 16a^d_2 = P_{R,4} and 256a^d_6d^{−3} = P_{R,5}. The local Tamagawa number c^d now follows from Corollary 3.6. □ Appendix

Table 9. The isomorphism [u_j, r_j , s_j , w_j ] from E^d onto F^{v(d)}_{R,j} v(d) R j u_j r_j s_j w_j 0 R 0 2 0 a_1 4a_3 I_0 1 2 0 a_1 0 2 2 0 a_1 4 3 1 0 a_1 0 4 1 0 a_1 8 5 1 0 0 4 I_{n>0} 1 1 0 a_1 4a_3 I^∗_{n>0} 1 2 2a_3 0 4a_3 2 4 0 a_1 0 3 4 0 a_1 4a_3 II^∗ 1 2 a^4_1 a_1 a_6 2 4 a^2_1d + 4a_2d 0 4a_3 continued on next page

Table 9. continued v(d) R j u_j r_j s_j w_j 1 R 0 2 0 0 0 I_0 1 1 8a^2_1d 0 4(a_6 + 1)d^2 2 1 16a^2_1d 0 4a_6d^2 I_{n>0} 1 1 −4a_3d 0 4a_3d^2 2 1 4a_3d 0 4a_3d^2 3 1 −4a^{−1}_1 a_3d 0 8a_4d^2 4 1 −4a^{−1}_1 a_3d 0 0 II 1 2 0 0 4d^3 2 2 8d 0 8d^2 3 2 0 a_1 − d 8d^2 4 4 a^3_2d 0 4d^3 I^∗_0 1 2 4d^2 0 8a_2d^2 2 2 16d^2 0 16d^2 3 2 8d^2 0 16d^2 4 4 0 2a_2 32d I^∗_{n>0} 1 2 2a_3d 0 0 2 4 0 2d 4a_3d^2 3 4 16d 4 32d^2 4 8 0 2d 0 5 2 2a_3d 0 4a_4d^2 6 2 −2a_3d 0 4a_3d^2 7 2 2a_3d 0 4a_3d^2 8 4 2a_3 4 8a_3 9 8 2a_3 4 8a_3 IV^∗ 1 2 4d^2 0 16d^2 III^∗ 1 2 2a_3d 0 32d^2 2 2 2a_3d 0 0 continued on next page

Table 9. continued v(d) R j u_j r_j s_j w_j 3 4 0 0 0 II^∗ 1 2 2a_3d + 16d^2 0 32d^2 2 2 2a_3d 0 32d^2 3 4 0 0 0 4 4 a_4d 0 32d^2

Table 10. The polynomials P^{v(d)}_{R,j} to determine Tamagawa number of E^d v(d) R j P^{v(d)}_{R,j} 0 I_{n>0} 1 2^{n−1}(d − 1) + a_6d 2 a^2_3 + 2a_6 I^∗_0 1 4(d − 1) + a_6d I^∗_{n>0} 1 2^{n+1}(d − 1) + a_6

2 2^{n+2}(d − 1 + a_2d) + a_3a_4 + 2a_6 + 2^{n+1}a_3 II^∗ 1 48 + 16a_2d + 4a_4 + 16d + a_6d 1 I_0 1 4 + 16a_2 + 8a_4 + 4a_6 − d − da^2_6 − 2a_6d 2 a^2_3 − a^2_6d + 4a_6 I_{n>0} 1 a^2_1a^2_3 + 2a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 4a^3 − a^2_3d + a^2_3 + 4a_3a_4 + 4a_6 2 a_1a_2a^2_3 − a^2_1a_3a_4 + a^3_1a_6 − a^3 3 a^2_1a^2_3 − 2a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 − 4a^3 − a^2_3d + a^2_3 − 4a_3a_4 + 4a_6 4 a_1a_2a^2_3 − a^3_1a^2_4d − a^2_1a_3a_4 + a^3_1a_6 − a^3 II 1 a^2_3 + 4a_6 − 4d

2 4a^2_1 + 4a_1a_3 + a^2_3 + 16a_2 + 8a_4 + 4a_6 − 4d + 32 I^∗_0 1 a^2_1d^2 − 4a^2d + 2a_1a_3d + 4a_2d^2 + 4d^3 + a^2_3 + 4a_4d + 4a_6 2 4a^2_1d^2 + 4a_1a_3d + 16a_2d^2 + 32d^3 + a^2_3 + 8a_4d + 4a_6 − 16d 3 a^2_3 + 4a_6 − 16d 4 a^2_3d + 4a_6d − 64 5 a_4 − 4a_2 continued on next page

Table 10. continued v(d) R j P^{v(d)}_{R,j} I^∗_{n>0} 1 a^2_1a^2_3 + 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 2a^3 + 4a^2_3 + 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 2 a^2_3d − a^2_3 − 4a_6 3 4a_1 + 4a_2 + a_3 − 4d 4 a^2_1d + 4a_2d + 48d − 16 5 16a^2_1 + 8a_1a_3 + a^2_3 + 64a_2 + 16a_4 + 4a_6 − 64d + 256 6 a^2_1 + 4a_2 − 4d 7 a^2_1a^2_3 + 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 2a^3 + 4a^2_3 + 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 − 4a^2_4d 8 a^2_1a^2_3 + 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 2a^3 − 4a^2_3d + 4a^2_3 + 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 9 a^2_1a^2_3 − 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 − 2a^3 − 4a^2_3d + 4a^2_3 − 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 10 a^2_1a^2_3d + 4a_1a^2_3d^2 + 4a^2_3d^3 + 4a_2a^2_3d + 8a_3a_4d^2 + 16a_6d^3 + 2a^3 − 16a^2_3 IV^∗ 1 a^2_1d^2 + 2a_1a_3d + 4a_2d^2 + 4d^3 + a^2_3 + 4a_4d + 4a_6 − 16d III^∗ 1 a^2_1a^2_3 + 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 2a^3 + 4a^2_3 + 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 2 a^2_1a^2_3 + 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 2a^3 + 4a^2_3 + 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 − 256d II^∗ 1 a^2_1a^2_3 + 4a_1a^2_3 + 4a_2a^2_3 + 2a^3 + 4a^2_3 + 8a_3a_4 + 16a_6 − 256d 2 P^1_{II}∗_{,1} +16d(a^2_1a_3 +4a^2_1d+2a_1a_3 +4a_2a_3 +3a^2_3 +16a_2d+24a_3d+64d^2 +4a_4) 3 a^2_1a^2_4 + 8a_1a_3a_4 + 4a_2a^2_4 + a^3_4 + 16a^2_3 + 16a^2_4 + 64a_6 − 1024d 4 a^2_1 + 4a_2 + 3a_4

References

[1] Alexander J. Barrios, Manami Roy, Nandita Sahajpal, Darwin Tallana, Bella Tobin, and Hanneke Wiersema, Computations for twists, https://github.com/manamiroy/Twists, 2022.

[2] B. J. Birch and H. P. F. Swinnerton-Dyer, Notes on elliptic curves. II, J. Reine Angew. Math. 218 (1965), 79–108.

MR 179168 [3] Salvador Comalada, Twists and reduction of an elliptic curve, J. Number Theory 49 (1994), no. 1, 45–62.

MR 1295951 [4] John E. Cremona and Mohammad Sadek, Local and global densities for Weierstrass models of elliptic curves, Math. Res. Lett. 30 (2023), no. 2, 413–461. MR 4649636 [5] The Sage Developers, Sagemath, the Sage Mathematics Software System (version 9.6), 2024,

http://www.sagemath.org.

[6] André Néron, Modèles minimaux des variétés abéliennes sur les corps locaux et globaux, Inst. Hautes Études Sci.

Publ. Math. (1964), no. 21, 128. MR 179172 [7] A. P. Ogg, Elliptic curves and wild ramification, Amer. J. Math. 89 (1967), 1–21. MR 207694 [8] Vivek Pal, Periods of quadratic twists of elliptic curves, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 140 (2012), no. 5, 1513–1525, With an appendix by Amod Agashe. MR 2869136

[9] Joseph H. Silverman, Advanced topics in the arithmetic of elliptic curves, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol.

151, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1994. MR 1312368 [10] , The arithmetic of elliptic curves, second ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 106, Springer, Dordrecht, 2009. MR 2514094 [11] J. Tate, Algorithm for determining the type of a singular fiber in an elliptic pencil, Modular functions of one variable, IV (Proc. Internat. Summer School, Univ. Antwerp, Antwerp, 1972), 1975, pp. 33–52. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 476. MR 0393039

Department of Mathematics, University of St. Thomas, St. Paul, Minnesota 55105, USA Email address: abarrios@stthomas.edu

Department of Mathematics, Lafayette College, Easton, PA 18042, USA Email address: royma@lafayette.edu

Department of Data, Media and Design, Nevada State University, Henderson, NV, 89002, USA Email address: nandita.sahajpal@nevadastate.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Colorado, Boulder, Boulder, CO 80309, USA Email address: Darwin.Tallana@colorado.edu

Department of Mathematics, Agnes Scott College, Decatur, GA 30030 USA Email address: btobin@agnesscott.edu

Department of Pure Mathematics and Mathematical Statistics, University of Cambridge, Cambridge CB3 0WB, UK

Email address: hw600@cam.ac.uk