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THE DENSITY OF PRIMES DIVIDING A TERM IN THE
SOMOS-5 SEQUENCE

BRYANT DAVIS, REBECCA KOTSONIS, AND JEREMY ROUSE

ABSTRACT. The Somos-5 sequence is defined by ag = a1 = a2 = a3z =aq4 =1

and ay = am*lam7a4+j5m’2am73 for m > 5. We relate the arithmetic of
the Somos-5 sequence to the elliptic curve E : y2 + zy = x° + 22 — 2z and

use properties of Galois representations attached to E to prove the density of
5087
10752

primes p dividing some term in the Somos-5 sequence is equal to

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

There are many results in number theory that relate to a determination of the
primes dividing some particular sequence. For example, it well-known that if p is
a prime number, then p divides some term of the Fibonacci sequence, defined by
Fy=0,F, =1, and F,, = Fj,_1 + F,,_2 for n > 2. Students in elementary number
theory learn that a prime p divides a number of the form n? +1 if and only if p = 2
or p=1 (mod 4).

In 1966, Hasse proved in [4] that if 7eyen(z) is the number of primes p < x so
that p|2™ + 1 for some n, then

g Telr) 17
z—oo  7(x) 24

Note that a prime number p divides 2" + 1 if and only if 2 has even order in IF;.

A related result is the following. The Lucas numbers are defined by Ly = 2,
Li=1and L, = L,—1 + Lo for n > 2. In 1985, Lagarias proved (see [9] and
[10]) that the density of primes dividing some Lucas number is 2/3. Given a prime
number p, let Z(p) be the smallest integer m so that p|F,,. A prime p divides L,
for some n if and only if Z(p) is even. In [2], Paul Cubre and the third author
prove a conjecture of Bruckman and Anderson on the density of primes p for which
m|Z(p), for an arbitrary positive integer m.

In the early 1980s, Michael Somos discovered integer-valued non-linear recur-
rence sequences. The Somos-k sequence is defined by ¢cg = ¢; = -+ = ¢c—1 = 1

and
- Cm—1Cm—(k—1) T Cm—2Cm—(k—2) T -+ Crn—| k| Cm—[%]

Cm =

Cm—k
for m > k. Despite the fact that division is involved in the definition of the Somos
sequences, the values ¢, are integral for 4 < k < 7. Fomin and Zelevinsky [3] show
that the introduction of parameters into the recurrence results in the c,, being
Laurent polynomials in those parameters. Also, Speyer [I5] gave a combinatorial
interpretation of the Somos sequences in terms of the number of perfect matchings
in a family of graphs.
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Somos-4 and Somos-5 type sequences are also connected with the arithmetic
of elliptic curves (a connection made quite explicit by A. N. W. Hone in [5], and
[6]). If @, is the nth term in the Somos-4 sequence, E : y> +y = 2® — x and
P =(0,0) € E(Q), then the z-coordinate of the denominator of (2n — 3)P is equal
to a2. It follows from this that pla,, if and only if (2n — 3) P reduces to the identity
in E(F,), and so a prime p divides a term in the Somos-4 sequence if and only if
(0,0) € E(F,) has odd order. In [8], Rafe Jones and the third author prove that
the density of primes dividing some term of the Somos-4 sequence is % The goal
of the present paper is to prove an analogous result for the Somos-5 sequence.

Let 7/(z) denote the number of primes p < z so that p divides some term in the

Somos-5 sequence. We have the following table of data.

x 7' () %
10 3 0.750000
102 12 0.480000
103 83 0.494048
104 588 0.478438

10° 4539 0.473207
106 37075 0.472305
107 314485  0.473209
108 | 2725670  0.473087
109 | 24057711 0.473134
1010 | 215298607 0.473129

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1. We have

. 7(x) 5087
] — 220 ~0.473121.
w00 w(z) | 10752

The Somos-5 sequence is related to the coordinates of rational points on the
elliptic curve E : y2 + 2y = 23 + 22 — 22. This curve has E(Q) = Z x Z/27Z and
generators are P = (2,2) (of infinite order) and @ = (0,0) (of order 2). We have
(see Lemma [3) that

2 2 3
Qa AmAm+4 4amam+2am+4 A, Om+-6 a
P Q < m+2 - , m m—+2 )

Tmt2 o
It follows that a prime p divides a term in the Somos-5 sequence if and only if the
reduction of @ modulo p is in (P) C E(F,). Another way of stating this is the
following: there is a 2-isogeny ¢ : E — E’, where E’ : y? + 2y = 23 + 22 + 8x + 10
and

22 -2 22y + 22+ 2y
¢(w7y)=< , 5 )

€T x

The kernel of ¢ is {0, @}. Letting R = ¢(P) we show (see Theorem]) that p divides
some term in the Somos-5 sequence if and only if the order of P in E(F,) is twice
that of R in E'(F,).

A result of Pink (see Proposition 3.2 on page 284 of [I1]) shows that the ¢-adic
valuation of the order of a point P (mod p) can be determined from a suitable
Galois representation attached to an elliptic curve. For a positive integer k, we
let K} be the field obtained by adjoining to Q the z and y coordinates of all
points By with 2¥8, = P. There is a Galois representation peor : Gal(K/Q) —
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AGLy(Z/2%7Z) and we relate the power of 2 dividing the order of P in E(F,) to
pE.2+(0p), where o, is a Frobenius automorphism at p in Gal(K}/Q). Using the
isogeny ¢ we are able to relate pg o (o)) and pgs oe-1(0p), obtaining a criterion that
indicates when p divides some term in the Somos-5 sequence. We then determine
the image of pg o for all k.

Once the image of pg ox is known, the problem of computing the fraction of
elements in the image with the desired properties is quite a difficult one. We
introduce a new and simple method for computing this fraction and apply it to
prove Theorem [l

Acknowledgements. The first and second authors thank the Wake Forest Under-
graduate Research and Creative Activities Center for financial support. The authors
used Magma [1] version 2.20-6 for computations.

2. BACKGROUND

If E/F is an elliptic curve given in the form y?+a12y+as3y = 23 +az2? +asx+ag,
the set F(F) has the structure of an abelian group. Specifically, if P,Q € E(F),
let R = (x,y) be the third point of intersection between E and the line through P
and Q). We define P+ @ = (z,—y — a1z — az). The multiplication by m map on
an elliptic curve has degree m?, and so if E/C is an elliptic curve and a € E(C),
then there are m? points 3 so that m3 = a.

If K/Q is a finite extension, let Ok denote the ring of algebraic integers in K. A
prime p ramifies in K if pOx = [[;_, p;* and some e; > 1, where the p; are distinct
prime ideals of Ok.

Suppose K/Q is Galois, p is a prime number that does not ramify in K, and
pOx = [17_, p;. For each i, there is a unique element o € Gal(K/Q) for which

ola) =a” (mod p;)
for all @ € Ok. This element is called the Artin symbol of p; and is denoted
[Kp—/(@] If i # 7, {Kp—/(@} and [KP—/JQ} are conjugate in Gal(K/Q) and [KT/Q} =
{{Kp—/(@] 1<i < g} is a conjugacy class in Gal(K/Q).
The key tool we will use in the proof of Theorem [ is the Chebotarev density
theorem.

Theorem 2 ([7], page 143). If C C Gal(K/Q) is a conjugacy class, then

o #{p <z :p prime, [KT/Q] =C} - |C]

s

Roughly speaking, each element of Gal(K/Q) arises as [ equally often.

Let E[m] = {P € E : mP = 0} be the set of points of order dividing m on E.
Then Q(E[m])/Q is Galois and Gal(Q(E[m])/Q) is isomorphic to a subgroup of
Aut(E[m]) = GL2(Z/mZ). Moreover, Proposition V.2.3 of [13] implies that if o, is
a Frobenius automorphism at some prime above p and 7 : Gal(Q(E[m])/Q) —
GL32(Z/mZ), then tr 7(0,) = p + 1 — #E(F,) (mod m) and det(7(o,)) = p
(mod m). Another useful fact is the following. If K/Q is a number field, p is
a prime ideal in Ok above p, ged(m,p) = 1 and P € E(K)[m] is not the iden-
tity, then P does not reduce to the identity in E(Ogk /p). This is a consequence of
Proposition VIL.3.1 of [I3].
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We will construct Galois representations attached to elliptic curves with images
in AGLy(Z/2%Z) = (Z/2FZ)* x GLa(Z/2*Z). Elements of such a group can be
thought of either as pairs (7, M), where ¥ is a row vector, and M € GL2(Z/2*Z),

a b 0
or as 3 X 3 matrices |¢ d 0], where ¥ = [e f} and M = [a Z] . In the former
e f 1

notation, the group operation is given by

(U1, My) * (Ua, Ma) = (V1 + Vo My, MaMy).

3. CONNECTION BETWEEN THE SOMOS-5 SEQUENCE AND F

Lemma 3. Define P = (2,2) and Q = (0,0) on E : y?> + 2y = 2% + 22 — 2x. For
all m > 0, we have the following relationship between the Somos-5 sequence and E:

2 2 3
a Am Gm4-4 4amam+2am+4 A am+6 — A
mP Q ( m+2 - , m m+42 )

3
a’m+2 a

m—+2
Proof. We will prove this by strong induction. A straightforward calculation shows
that the base cases m = 0 and m = 1 are true. For simplicity’s sake, we will denote

4= am, b= ani1, ¢= Ani2, d= Qni3, € = Qpid, f= am4s5 and g = Gm46- Our
inductive hypothesis is that

mP Q= <02 —Qae, 4ace—a?;2g—cg> .
c c
We will now compute (m + 2)P + Q.
To find the z and y coordinates of (m+2)P+@Q, we add 2P = (1, —1) to mP+Q.
If w is the slope and v is the y-intercept, the line between 2P and mP + @ is
y = wz + v with w = ag—dce apd p = —agtsce Substituting this into the equation

ce :
for F, we find the z-coordinate of 2P 4+ (mP + Q) to be r, = “292—7“C§zj2aeg+90262.
A straightforward but lengthy inductive calculation shows that if

F(a,c e, g) = a’g* — Taceg + ae® + c*g + 8c€?,

then F(ay, ant2,nia,ant+¢) = 0 for all n. Since F(a,c,e,g) = 0, we know that
ry — F(a,c,e,g) = r,. Therefore, we know that r, = _czj€2.
Denote the y-coordinate of (m+2)P+@Q as r,. We compute that r, = %.
U 3 — F(a,c,e,g) _ 4ceg—c2i—e3 o e .
sing that r, = r, ———7==, we find that r, = —————. Therefore, it is evident
that

2 2 3
Ariya = Amg20m+6 40mi20m4Gmis — Qry 00mas — Aoy
(m+2)P+Q:< m+ ; , m+ m-+ .

3
am+4 am+4

O

Let E' be given by E' : y* + 2y = 23 + 22 + 8x + 10 and let R = (1,4) € E'(Q).
We have a 2-isogeny ¢ : E — E’ given by

2?2 —2 2%y + 21+ 2y
¢(w7y)=< , 5 )

€T X

Theorem 4. If p is a prime that divides a term in the Somos-5 sequence, the order
of P = (2,2) in E(Fp) is twice the order of R = (1,4) in E'(F,). Otherwise, their
order is the same.
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Proof. If p divides a term in our sequence, say a,,, we know from our previous
lemma that the denominators (m —2)P+Q are divisible by p. Therefore, modulo p,
(m—2)P+@Q = 0. The point @ has order 2, so adding @ to both sides we know that
(m —2)P = Q. Therefore, we can deduce that @ € (P). We have ker(¢) = {Q, 0}
(see Section 3.4 of [I4]). Therefore, if ¢ is restricted to the subgroup generated by
P, we have |ker(¢)| = 2. Since ¢(P) = R, by the first isomorphism theorem for
groups, ‘k‘éiy)‘ = |(R)|. Tt follows that |P| =2 |R).

Alternatively, assume p does not divide a term in the Somos-5 sequence. So,
there is no m such that mP + @ = 0 modulo p, which implies that @ ¢ (P).
Therefore, the kernel of ¢ restricted to (P) is {0} and so |P| = |¢(P)| = |R|. O

4. GALOIS REPRESENTATIONS

Denote by E[2"] the set of points on E with order dividing 2". Denote K, as the

field obtained by adjoining to Q all z and y coordinates of points § with 2”3 = P.

For a prime p that is unramified in K,, let o = [K;—/Q} for some prime ideal p;
above p. Given a basis (A, B) for E[27], for any such o € Gal(K,/Q), we have

o(f)=p0+eA+ fB. Also, 0(A) = aA+bB and o(B) = cA+ dB. Define the map
pp.or : Gal(K,/Q) = AGLy(Z/2FZ) by pg ox (o) = (U, M) where M = {CCL b} and

d
7=le f]. Let 7: Gal(K,/Q) — GL3(Z/2*Z) be given by 7(c) = M.

Let S= {8 € E(C):m-p € E(K)} and let L be the field obtained by adjoining
all z and y coordinates of points in S to K. Then the only primes p that ramify
in L/K are those that divide m and those where E/K has bad reduction (see
Proposition VIIL.1.5(b) in [13]). For E : y? 4+ xy = 2® + 2% — 22, the conductor of
FE is 102 =2-3-17 and so the only primes that ramify in K,./Q are 2, 3 and 17.

Note that, if p is unramified, there are multiple primes p; above p which could
result in different matrices M; and v;. However, properties we consider of these ;
and M; do not depend on the specific choice of p;. The map depends on the choice
of basis for E[2"], we choose this basis as described below in Theorem [

Let 3. € E(C) be a point with 273, = P. We say that 3, is an 7" preimage of
P under multiplication by 2. Let p be a prime with p # 2, 3 or 17, 0 = [K;—{Q},
and (¥, M) = pgar(0). Assume that det(I — M) # 0 (mod 27). This implies that
#E(Fp) #0 (mod 27).

Theorem 5. Assume the notation above. Then 2" P has odd order in E(F,) if and
only if 27 is in the image of I — M.

Proof. First, assume 2" is in the image of I — M. This means that & = 2"5+ ZM
for some row vector & with coordinates in (Z/2"Z)?. If this is true for = [e f],
define C' := 2"3, + eA + fB. We know then that o(C) = C. We have 2"C =
2"(27B,) = 2" P. If |C| is odd, then clearly |[2"C| = |2"P| is also odd.

If |C| is even, then every multiplication of C by 2 cuts the order by a factor of 2
until we arrive at a point of odd order. Since |E(F,)| = det(I — M) # 0 (mod 27),
the power of 2 dividing |C| is also less than r, and so [2"C| = [2"P| is odd.

Conversely, assume that |2" P| is odd. Let a be the multiplicative inverse of 2"
modulo [2"P| and define C := a2"P € E(F,). Then 2"S = 2"P and so 2"(C —
2"3,) = 0. It follows that C' = 2"8, + yA + 2B € E(F,) for some y,z € Z/2"Z.
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This implies that there is a Frobenius automorphism o € Gal(K,/Q) for which
o(C) = C (mod p;) for some prime ideal p; above p.

We claim that o(C) = C (as elements of E(K,)). Note that o(C) — C € E[2"]
and o(C) — C reduces to the identity modulo p;. Since reduction is injective on
torsion points of order coprime to the characteristic, and p is odd, it follows that
o(C) = C. It follows that if pg2-(0) = (¢, M) then 2"5 = (I — M) [y z], which
implies that 2"% is in the image of I — M. O

The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 6. Let o be the smallest positive integer so that 2°0 = (I — M)Z for
some T with entries in (Z/2"Z)*. Then 2° is the highest power of 2 dividing |P)|.

The following theorem gives a convenient choice of basis for E[2¥] and E'[2¥].

Theorem 7. Given a positive integer k, there are points Ay, B € E(C) that
generate E[2%] and points Cy, Dy, € E'(C) that generate E'[2¥] so that ¢(Ay) = Ck
and ¢(By) = 2Dy,. These points also satisfy the relations:

2Ak = Akfl, 2Bk = kal, 2Ck = Ckfl, and 2Dk = Dkfl.

Proof. We will prove this by induction. Recall that ¢ : E — E’ is the isogeny with
ker ¢ = {0,T} where T = (0,0). Let ¢/ : E/ — E be the dual isogeny, and note
that ¢ o ¢/(P) = 2P. Base Case: Let k = 1. We want to find (A4, B;) to generate
E[2] and (Cy, D) to generate E'[2] so that ¢(A;) = C; and ¢(B1) = 2D;. We set
B; = (0,0), and choose A; to be any non-identity point in F[2] other than (0,0).
We set C; = ¢(A41) = (=5/4,5/8) and choose D1 to be any non-identity point in
E'[2] other than C;. Note that ¢'(D;) =

Inductive Hypothesis: Assume <Ak,Bk> = E[2k] and (Cy, Dy) = E’[2¥] so that
(b(Ak) = Ok, (b(Bk) = 2Dk, and (b/(Dk) = Bk. MOI‘GOVGI‘, Dk Q gf)(E[?k])

Since | ker ¢| = 2, we have that ¢(E[2¥+1]) D E’[2¥]. Hence, we can choose Byy1
so that ¢(By11) = Di. Then 2Byy1 = ¢'(¢(Biy1)) = ¢'(Di) = Bi. We choose
Dj.y1 so that ¢'(Dy41) = Biy1. Note that 2D 1 = ¢(Bgy1) = Dy, and so Dyy1 €
E'[2F1]. Now we pick Ag 1 so that 24,1 = Ay and define Cyy1 = ¢(Asy1).

By our Inductive Hypothesis, (A, Bx) = E[2¥]. This implies that (A;) N (Bx) =
0, which in turn implies that (2A4541) N (2Bk11) = 0. Let C € (Ag41) N (Bit1)-

_ _ m _ gl _ok+1t o ok+l
Then, C = aAjy1 = bByy1. Because [g"] = ged(milg))’ le| = Jordz(a) — ordz(b)»

where ordz(n) is the highest power of 2 dividing n, it follows that either a and b
are both even, or they are both odd. If a and b are even, then C' € (A) N (By) =0,
which is a contradiction. If @ and b are odd, then |C| = 281 but 2C € (A,)N(By) =
0, which is also a contradiction. It follows that (Axy1) N (Bi4+1) = 0, which gives
that E[2k+1] <Ak+1 N Bk+1>

Now we show that (Cii1, Dry1) = E'[28TY], by way of showing that (Cyy1) N
(Dj41) = 0. We have shown that (A1, Bry1) = E[28], and so ¢(E[2F1]) =
(Cky1,2Dg41). We want to show that Dyy1 ¢ ¢(E[2FH1)).

If Dg4q € ¢(E[2k+1]), then Dgy1 = aCy41+2bDgy1. So, aC’k+1+(2b—1)Dk+1 =
0. Since (2b — 1) is odd, (2b — 1)Dy1 has order dividing 2**1. Hence, aCyy1 has
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order dividing 2¥*!. We can then see that
2aCh 11 + 2(2b — 1) Dysy =0
aCy, + (2b — 1)Dy = 0
— a=(20—1)=0 (mod 2"),

which is a contradiction. This implies that ¢(E[2¥*1]) is an index 2 subgroup of
(Cha1, Diy1) of order 22%+1 and so (Cyi1, Diy1) = E’[2FT!]. This proves the
desired claim. g

Recall the maps pgor @ Gal(Kj/Q) — AGLy(Z/2"Z) and 7 : Gal(K;/Q) —
GL2(Z/2*7), defined at the beginning of this section. In [I2], an algorithm is given
to compute the image of the 2-adic Galois representation 7. Running this algorithm
shows that the image of 7 (up to conjugacy) is the index 6 subgroup of GLa(Z/2*7Z)
generated by [(1) ﬂ, B ﬂ, and B ﬂ Moreover, the subgroup generated by
the aforementioned matrices is the unique conjugate that corresponds to the basis
chosen in Theorem [7}

Theorem 8. If pgox(0) = (U, M) where ¥ = (e, f), then e = 0 (mod 2) if and
only if M =1,7 (mod 8).

Proof. We will show that e = 0 (mod 2) and M = 1,7 (mod 8) if and only if
(V) = V2.

Let 81 be a point in E(K7) so that 287 = (2,2). We pick a basis (4, By)
according to Theorem [l We have o(8;) = 31 + eA; + fB1, where e, f € Z/2FZ.

Let ¢ : E — E’ be the usual isogeny and note that By € ker ¢. Thus, ¢(c(81)) =
¢(P1+ eAr + fB1) = ¢(B1) + ed(Ar). It follows that e = 0 (mod 2) if and only
if o((B1)) = ¢(a(B1)) = &(B1). A straightforward computation shows that the
coordinates of ¢(31) generate Q(v/2). It follows that e = 0 (mod 2) if and only if
o(V3) = V3.

Finally, suppose that o is the Artin symbol associated to a prime ideal p above

a rational prime p. By properties of the Weil pairing (see [13], Section IIL.8), we
have that Cor = €2™/2" € Q(E[2¥]), and that o(Cor) = S,St(M) = (.. Since
V2 = (g4 (g ! it follows easily that 0(v/2) = V2 <= p=1,7 (mod 8) and hence
o(v/2) = v/2 if and only if det(M) = 1,7 (mod 8). O

For k > 3, define Ij, to be the subgroup of AGLy(Z/2*Z) whose elements are
ordered pairs {(¢, M)} where 7 = [e f], the reduction of M mod 8 is in the

0 1 2 1 2 1
if det(M) =1 or 7 (mod 8). By Theorem [§ and the discussion preceeding it, we
know that the image of p : Gal(K},/Q) — AGLy(Z/2%Z) is contained in Ij.
We now aim to show that the map pgor : Gal(Ky/Q) — I is surjective for

k > 3. By [13] (page 105), if we have an elliptic curve E : y?> = 23 + Az + B, the
division polynomial ¥, € Z[A, B, z,y] is determined recursively by:

1 = 1,1hy = 2y, 1h3 = 3zt + 6Az* + 12Bx — A,

Yy = 4y(a® + 5Az* + 20B2 — 5A%2? — 4ABx — 8B? — A3),

Yomi1 = Vmtas, — Ym—1¥2 01, 2ytom = Ym (Vmi1¥2_1 — Ym—2V2i1).

group generated by F 1} F O}, and {5 O} and e = 0 (mod 2) if and only
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We then define ¢,, and w,, as follows:
(bm = 1'2/17271 - wm-l-l"/]m—l
dyw,, = wm+21/}'r2n71 - 1/}m721/}72n+1'

If A = —16(4A3 + 27B?) # 0, then ¢,,(z) and vy, (z)? are relatively prime. This
also implies that, for P = (z9,y0) € E,

_ Sm(P)  wm(P)
[l = (%(P)?’ %(PP) |

Lemma 9. The map pgs: Gal(K3,Q) — I3 is surjective.

Proof. The curve E is isomorphic to B : y? = 23 —32672x+45630. The isomorphism
that takes E to Ey takes P = (2,2) on F to P, = (87,648) on FEs.

We use division polynomials to construct a polynomial f(z) whose roots are
the z-coordinates of points 83 on E5 so that 883 = P». By the above formulas,

8P = (f;((PP;))Z, 588((1-52))3)' Since P, = (87, 648),

f(x) = ¢s(P2) — 8TYps(P2)* =0

will yield the equation with roots that satisfy our requirement. This is a degree 64
polynomial. By using Magma to compute the Galois Group of f(x), we find the
order to be 8192. A simple calculation shows that I3 has order 8192 and since f(x)
splits in K5/Q, we have that Gal(K3/Q) = I5. O

To prove the surjectivity of pg o+, we will consider the Frattini subgroup of Ij.
This is the intersection of all maximal subgroups of I;. Since I is a 2-group, every
maximal subgroup is normal and has index 2. It follows from this that if g € I,
then g% € ®(Iy).

Lemma 10. For 3 < k, ®(I;) contains all pairs (¥, M) such that 7 = 0 (mod 4)
and M =1 (mod 8).

Proof. We begin by observing that for r = k, (0,I) € ®(I). We prove the result
by backwards induction on r.

Inductive Hypothesis: ®(I)) contains all pairs (0,M),M = I (mod 2"). Let
g=I+2""2N,andlet h=1I+2""'N. If r > 5, then a straightforward calculation
shows that (0,g) € Ix. So, (0,9)* = (0,¢%) € ®(Ix). Therefore, for r > 3,

G =T+2""'N+2"4N? =h (mod 2°"%).

By the induction hypothesis, (0, g?h~!) € ®(I}), and so (0,h) € ®(I}).

So, for k > r > 4, all pairs (0, M), M =1 (mod 2") € ®(I}). We will now con-
struct Iy, compute ®(I4), and determine if ®(Iy) € {(7, M) : ¥ =0 (mod 8),M =1
(mod 8)}. A computation with Magma shows that

0 0

1 0 >
0 1

/

110 7 0 0 )

14_<o10,210,2
0 0 1 0 0 1 1

We then construct ®(I4) and then ¢ : ®(I4) — GL3(Z/8Z). We check that ker ¢

has order 64 and this proves the desired claim about ®(Iy).
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nd so (2’(71,[) = (171,])2 S

Now, observe that if ¥ = (2z,2y), then (v1,1) € I,
th ¥ = 0 (mod 4). Finally, for any

®(Ix), and so ®(I)) contains all pairs (¢, I) wi
matrix M = I (mod 8), we have
(Ulal) * (OvM) = (UlaM) € (I)(Ik)

and this proves the desired claim. ([

a
0

Finally, we prove the desired surjectivity.
Theorem 11. The map pg o+ : Gal(Ky/Q) — I, is surjective for all k > 3.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary the map is not surjective. Lemma [I0] implies that
if pg or is not surjective, the image lies in a maximal subgroup M which contains
the kernel of the map from I, — I3, and so the image of pg g must lie in a maximal
subgroup of I3. This contardicts Lemma [ and shows the map is surjective. (|

Now, we indicate the relationship between pg or and pgs ox. Let o € Gal(K}/Q).
If 8, is chosen so 2¥3; = P, then

o(Ar) = aAy + bBy,
o(By) = cAy + dBy,
o(Br) = Br + eAp + fBy.
Applying ¢ to these equations, we have
¢(0(Ar)) = aCr + 2bDy, = o(p(Ax)) = o(Cr),
¢(0(Br)) = cCy + 2dDy, = 0(¢(Bi)) = 0(2Dy),
¢((Bk)) = 6(Br) + eCr + 2f Dy = 0 (d(Br)) = o(By),

where 2’“6,’C = R on E’. Using the relations from Theorem [7, we have that 2Dj =
D1 and 2Cy = Ci_1. This gives

U(Ck_l) =aCk_1 + 2bDj_1,
c
0(Dg-1) = Eckfl +dDy_1.

Thus, the vector-matrix pair associated with pgs ox—1 is (v/, M'), where &/ = [e  2f]

and M’ = |¢ 2b
3 df

Let (v, M) be a vector-matrix pair in Iy. Suppose that o is the smallest non-
negative integer so that 2°¢ is in the image of (I — M). Thus there are integers c;
and co (not necessarily unique) so that 2°0 = ¢1 &1 + co@e, where 77 and Ty are the
first and second rows of I — M.

Lemma 12. Assume that det(M —1I) # 0 (mod 2F). If c1 ) + caFo = d1 71 + doia,
then ¢; = d; (mod 2).

Proof. The assumption on det(M — I) implies that ker(M — I) has order dividing
2k=1_ However, if c1Z1 + coo = d1Z1 + daoTs, then [cl —dy co— dg] is an element
of ker(M — I). If ¢; # di (mod 2), then this element has order 2¥, which is a
contradiction. g

The above lemma makes it so we can speak of ¢; mod 2 unambigously. We now
have the following result.
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Theorem 13. Assume the notation above. Let o' be the smallest positive integer
so that 2°°v' is in the image of I — M. If det(M —I) 2 0 (mod 25~1), then o # o

if and only if c1 is even.

Proof. Let 71 and 7> be the first two rows of I — M’. A straightforward calculation
shows that if 2°7 = 171 + ca@e, then 2°0" = 191 + 2c2%2. If ¢1 is even, then it
follows that 2°71%" = (¢1/2)¥1 + c2%2 and so 0 # 0.

Conversely, if 0 # o, then o/ = 0 — 1 and so 2°~ ' = dy 4}y + doij>. We have then
that

2°0 = 2dlfl + deQ (HlOd Qk_l).

So if & = [2j1] we have F(I — M) = 2°7 (mod 2*~1). If there is a vector # with
2

F# 7 (mod 2) so that (I — M) = 2°0 (mod 2*~1!), then ¥ — 7’ is in the kernel
of I — M (mod 2¥~1). However, the order of & — & is 2¥~1 and this contradicts the
condition on the determinant. This proves the desired result. (|

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [I]

Theorem [ states that a prime p divides a term in the Somos-5 sequence if and
only if the order of (2,2) € E(Q) is different than the order of (1,4) € E'(Q). Recall
that o, the power of two dividing the order of P, is the smallest positive integer
such that 2°0 € im(I — M), and o’ is the power of two dividing the order of R.

Suppose that det(I — M) # 0 (mod 2¥~1). We have 2°7 € im(I — M) if and only

if ¢1@1 + cody = 2°U, where M = Z , ¥ = [1—a —b],and Ty = [—c 1—d}.

We know that o # o' if and only if ¢; is even. For the remainder of the argument,
a b 0

we will consider elements of I, as 3 x 3 matrices |¢ d 0. Welet I — M =
e f 1

a B 0

v 6 0 and define A =~f — de, B = af — e, and C = ad — . We define

e f O
MZ3(Z/2*7) to be the set of 3 x 3 matrices with entries in Z/2¥Z whose third
column is zero. We will use ordz(r) to denote the highest power of 2 dividing r for
r € 7Z)2"Z. If r = 0 € Z/2*Z, we will interpret ords(r) to have an undefined value,
but we will declare the inequality ords(r) > k to be true.

Solving the equation ¢1Z1 + coZs = 2°0 using Cramer’s rule gives that ¢;C =
—2°A and ¢2C = 2°B. Assuming that ¢; is even and o > 0 implies that ¢y must
be odd, and this implies that ords(B) < ords(C). Moreover, since the power of
2 dividing ¢;C must be higher than that dividing coC' it follows that ords(B) <
orda(A). Conversely, if orda(B) < orda(A) and ordy(B) < orda(C), then o > 0 and
¢1 is even. Therefore, our goal is counting of elements of I, with ords(A) > ords(B)
and ordz(C') > orde(B). For an My € MY(Z/2"Z), define

n(Mo,r k) = #{M € M(Z/2*Z) : M = My mod(2"), ord>(A), ord2(C) > orda(B)},
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Roughly speaking, u(Mo,r) is the fraction of matrices M = My (mod 2") in I
with the property that pg or(0,) = M implies that p divides a term of the Somos-5
sequence.
Theorem 14. We have

™' (x)

lim = Y uI-M,3).

r—0o0 T
Mels

Before we start the proof, we need some lemmas. The first is straightforward,
and we omit its proof.

Lemma 15. Ifa € Z/2*Z, then the number of pairs (z,y) € (Z/2*Z)* with vy = a
(mod 2%) is (orda(a) + 1)28~1, where if a =0 (mod 2%), we take ords(a) = k + 1.

Lemma 16. The number of matrices M € My (Z/2*7) with det(M) =0 (mod 2*)
is3- 23k71 _ 22k71.

Proof. We counting quadruples (a, b, ¢, d) with ad = bc (mod 2¥). By Lemma [I5]
this number is equal to

3 ((orda(a) +1)251)7,

Q€Z/2F7,
which can easily be shown to equal 3 - 231 — 92k—1, (|

Proof of Theorem[Ij For k > 1, let G = Gal(K}/Q) and o € G have the property
that o = [K’“T/Q} for some prime ideal p C O, with pNZ = (p). Assume that p is
unramified in K/Q and E/F, has good reduction at p. Let M be the 3 x 3 matrix
corresponding to pp ok (0), and A, B and C be the corresponding minors of I — M.
Then one of three alternatives occurs:

(a) B #0 (mod 2%), and a higher power of 2 divides both A and C.

In this situation (the good case), previous results ensure that the order of P
in E(F)) is twice the order of R in E'(F,), and hence p divides some term in the
Somos-5 sequence.

(b) One of A or C is not congruent to 0 mod 2* and the power of 2 dividing B
is equal or higher than for A or C.

In this situation (the bad case), previous results ensure that the order of P in
E(F),) is equal to the order of R in E'(FF,) and p does not divide any term in the
Somos-5 sequence.

(c) A=B =C =0 (mod 2¥).

In this situation (the inconclusive case), we do not have enough information to
determine if p divides a term in the Somos-5 sequence or not.

Fix € > 0 and choose a k large enough so that both of the following conditions
are satisfied:

(i) \ZM% ISR S s, 1T~ M,3)| < ¢/3, and

(ii) the fraction of elements M in I3 with C' = det(I — M) = 0 (mod 2¢1) is
less than €/3. (This fraction tends to zero by Lemma [T6])

Let C C I, be the collection of “good” elements of I, and let C’ be the collection
of “good or inconclusive” elements.

By the statements above, we have that

> uld = M,3)—2¢/3 < i)
Mels |Ik|
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and

< > u(I —M,3)+¢/3.

By the Chebotarev density theorem, we have

#{p prime : p < x is unramified in K} and [K’“T/Q} cct e

lim ==
200 (x) i
and the same with C’.
Let r be the number of primes that either ramify in K /Q or for which F/Q has
bad reduction. Then there is a constant N so that if z > N, then

Z W(IM.3)—ct ro_ #{p prime :p < z is unramified in K} and [ } ccC}
L ML)y @) ’
and

#{p prime : p < x is unramified in K} and [Kk/Q] Cc'}

) < MZGI w(I—M,3) —I—e—m.

It follows from these inequalities that for z > N, then

—e< m(@) Z w(I —M,3) <e

7T($) Mels

This proves that
!/

lim &) Sl - M,3).

T—r00 w(x eyt
3

O

Our goal is now to compute -, u(I — M,3). To do this, we will develop
rules to compute p(M,r) for any matrix M € Ms3(Z/2"Z) whose third column is

zero. Observe that p(Mp,r) < #{MeMy (Z/|213|)62{ ,gM“ (mod 27)} _ 2'641%1.

Also, if all the entires in M are even, then u(M,r) = & pu(%,r —1). This allows
us to reduce to matrices where at least one entry is odd. If M € MJ(Z/2Z) is the
zero matrix, we have

1
p(M,1) = 64 HM/2,0)= = Y u(N,l)—6—4u<M D+ > uV,0).
NeM(Z/2Z) NeM(z/27)
N#M

It follows that p(M,1) = & > Nem(zyazy M, 1).
N#M
In order to determine p( Mo, 7), it is necessary to consider a matrix M € M5(Z/2*Z)
and examine the behavior of matrices M’ € M3(Z/2*+1Z) with M’ = M (mod 2).
We refer to these as ‘lifts’ of M. We define A, B and C' to be functions defined on
a B 0
amatrix M = |v § 0f,given by A =~f —de, B=af — e and C = ad — 3.
e f O



THE SOMOS-5 SEQUENCE 13

a B 0
Theorem 17. Let M = |v & 0| € M{(Z/2*Z) and suppose A= B =C =0
e f O

(mod 2F).
(1) If v or § is odd, then u(M,k) = 0.
(2) If v and & are both even, but one of a, B, e or f is odd, then u(M,k) =
1

6-64F—1 "

Proof. Suppose that M € MY(Z/2*7) is a matrix with v or § odd and with A =
C =0 (mod 2%). In the case that v is odd, the congruences A = 0 (mod 2*) and
C =0 (mod 2*) imply that f = £ (mod 2¥) and § = 22 (mod 2"). We then find

that B = af — fe = « (%) - (0‘7‘5) e = 0 (mod 2%). Tt follows that none of the

lifts of M have ordz(B) < min{ordz(A),ordz(C)} and so u(M,k) = 0. A similar
argument applies in the case that J is odd.

Suppose now that v and § are both even. Consider M’ to be a lift of M mod
2F+1 Then we have

o B0 a+a28 B+ 528 0
M = ’}// o 0f = ”Y+’712k 5+512k 0],
e' f/ 0 e+ 612k f + f12k 0

where a1, 81,71,01,e1, f1 € Fo. If A’, B’ and C’ are the values of A, B, and C
associated to M’, then

A = A4 28y f —61e)  (mod 2FF1)
B' =B+ 2"(ouf+ afi — re — Ber) (mod 2~
C'=C +2%ad; — By1) (mod 281,

Suppose that e or f is odd. Then the map F§ — F2 given by (a1, 81,71, 61, €1, f1) —
(mf —die,anf + afi — Bre — Ber) is surjective. It follows that of the 64 lifts
of M', one quarter have (A’ mod 2**! B’ mod 2¥*1) equal to each of (2%,2%),
(0,2%), (2¥,0) and (0,0). Moreover, if A’ = 0 (mod 2¥*1), then we must have
C" =0 (mod 2F*1). This is because if €’ is odd, then §' = % (mod 2F*1), and
B = O‘fe;,B/ (mod 2F+1). Plugging these into C' = o'6' — 'y gives C' = B;,'Yl
(mod 2F+1). Since 4/ is even, it follows that ¢’ = 0 (mod 2¥*1). A similar argu-
ment shows that C’ =0 (mod 2*+1) if f/is odd. As a consequence, of the 64 lifts of
M, 32 have p(M', k+1) = 0, 16 have ords(B’) < orda(A’) and ords(B’) < ordz(A").
For these, we have u(M’, k + 1) = 5s2=+. The remainder have A’ = B’ = C' =0

2.64% -
(mod 25F1). Tt follows that

1 1
Mk)= ———F— = M k+1).
WM, k) = gy g F > p(M'k +1)
M'=M (mod 2F*1)

A'=B'=C'=0 (mod 2kF*+1)

Applying the above argument repeatedly gives

1 1 1 1

Mk =—— (o — 4t — Mk +0).

(M) = ey <4+16+ +4¢)+ > p(M' K+ 0)
M'=M (mod 2F+%)

A'=B'=C'=0 (mod 2F+%)
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Using the bound 0 < pu(M' k+ ¢) < W, noting that the sum contains 16°
tenlns, and taking the limit as £ — oo yields that u(M,k) = ge=r 2oy 7= =
F6IT-

The case when a or [ is odd is very similar. In that case, one can show
that the 64 lifts M’ have (B’ mod 2! C’ mod 2¥+!) divided equally between
(2%, 2%) (0, 2%), (2%,0) and (0,0), and that C’ =0 (mod 2**!) implies that A’ =
(mod 2F*t1).  Again, one quarter of the lifts M’ have B’ = 2¥ (mod 2**!) and

A'=C"=0 (mod 2"), and (M, k) = zoe=- O

Let M € M{(Z/8Z) be the zero matrix. We have that u(M,3) = gzu(M,1) =
= Yo Nem9zazy HN,1). Of the 63 nonzero matrices in MY3(Z/27) we find
that 6 have B odd and A and C' even, while 36 have A or C odd. Of the remaining
21, there are 12 that have 7 or § odd, and the remaining 9 have v and ¢ both even.
It follows that

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
HOM3) =g e g 036012049 50 = 5155 7 = 5w
(Note that in the denominator of pu(N, 1) we have |I3]6472 = 8192 (1/4096) = 2.)

For each of the 8191 non-identity elements M of I3, we divide I — M by the
highest power of 2 dividing all of the elements, say 2". In 3754 cases, we have
ordy(B) < orda(A) and ord(B) < ordy(C). For each of these, (I — M,3) = z55-

In 4036 cases, we have orda(B) > ordy(A) or ordy(B) > ordz(C) and not all of
A, B and C are congruent to 0 modulo 23~". For each of these, u(I — M, 3) = 0.

In 365 cases, we have A = B=C =0 (mod 237") and v and § are both even.
In each of these cases, u(I — M,3) = gyglw by Theorem [I7

In the remaining 36 cases, we have A = B =0 (mod 23~") and one of v or J is
odd. By Theorem [I7 u(I — M,3) =0.

It follows that

1 1 1 5087
I—M,3)=3754- —— + 365 - _ '
Mzezg #l 3 $192 9% 373102 T 57344 ~ 10752

This concludes the proof of Theorem [}
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