arXiv:2206.06525v2 [math.NT] 2 Oct 2022

SPHERE PACKING DENSITIES OF CERTAIN FAMILIES OF ELLIPTIC CURVES

ARJUN NIGAM

Abstract. In this paper, we examine the Mordell-Weil lattices of two families of elliptic curves over fields of characteristic p > 0. We compute explicit lower bounds on the densest sphere packings of Mordell-Weil lattices using geometric information about the curve such as its Néron–Tate height and rational points on the curve. We see how these methods may be generalized to other “nice" families of elliptic curves and how encode interesting properties about the elliptic curves themselves.

1. Introduction

A sphere packing in R^n is an arrangement of non-overlapping spheres of the same radius. The densest sphere packing in n dimensions is a sphere packing in R^n such that the fraction of the volume occupied by the spheres is maximal. Lagrange proved in 1773 that the densest sphere packing in two dimensions is the hexagonal packing. More than 200 years later, Thomas Hales proved that the cubic close packing and hexagonal close packing arrangements achieve the densest sphere packing in three dimensions. Later, Maryna Viazovska resolved the problem of finding the densest sphere packing for dimension 8 in [Via17]. Together with Henry Cohn, Abhinav Kumar, Stephen Miller, and Danylo Radchenko, she later applied her method in [Via+17] to resolve the problem in dimension 24 as well.

In this paper, we find lower bounds on the sphere packing densities associated to Mordell-Weil lattices of two families of elliptic curves. After introducing the relevant definitions and general results of sphere packings, we relate the density of the Mordell-Weil lattice of an elliptic curve to its Néron–Tate height function and regulator in section 3.

In section 4, we focus on a specific family of elliptic curves and obtain lower bounds on their densities in two different ways. These bounds are obtained using subtle properties of the given family of elliptic curves. We compare our results to the best known sphere densities in [Coh17]. We also see how the information about the two lower bounds can be combined to obtain results about the original elliptic curve, namely a lower bound on the order of its Tate–Shafarevich group.

Next, we focus on a different family of elliptic curves, one where we have more limited information. While we are unable to obtain a lower bounds on the densities of the Mordell-Weil lattices, we are able to find lower bounds on the densities of certain sublattices. We see that while this method requires less information about the elliptic curves than the method employed in the previous section, the resulting lower bounds on densities turn out to be much smaller than the best known sphere packing densities in the corresponding dimensions.

In section 6, we explore how the ideas of the previous two sections may be applied to other families of elliptic curves. It is often the case that subtle properties of specific families of elliptic curves allow us to deduce results that do not hold for elliptic curves in general. However, there are many examples in the literature where the same result can be proven for different families of elliptic curves using different arguments. We state a few examples relevant to this paper and describe how the methods of this paper may be modified to study the sphere packing densities associated to other families of elliptic curves.

2. Preliminaries

We now make some basic definitions and introduce notation that we will use throughout the paper.

Date: December 22, 2023.

Definition 2.1. Let Λ be a free Z-module in R^n of maximal rank. A sphere packing on Λ is a non-overlapping arrangement of spheres of the same radius in R^n such that each sphere is centered at a point of Λ. The densest sphere packing of Λ is a sphere packing on Λ of maximal density. The packing radius ρ of Λ is the radius of the largest open ball in R^n whose translates by elements of Λ do not overlap.

Let E be an Elliptic curve over a field k and let E(k) denote the set of k-rational points of E. It is a well-known fact that there is a binary operation on E(k) which makes it into an abelian group. Moreover, if k is a number field or a function field over a finite field, then E(k) is a finitely generated abelian group. Thus, we get that E(k)_{free} := E(k)/E(k)_{torsion} is a free abelian group of finite rank. There is also a positive-definite quadratic form ĥ : E(k)_{free} −→ R called the Néron–Tate height. The Néron–Tate height has an associated positive-definite symmetric bilinear form ⟨−, −⟩ : E(k)_{free} × E(k)_{free} −→ R given by ⟨P, Q⟩ = 1 2 (ĥ(P + Q) − ĥ(P ) − ĥ(Q)).

Definition 2.2. A lattice is a finitely generated free abelian group equipped with a positive-definite symmetric bilinear form. The Mordell-Weil lattice of k-rational points of an elliptic curve E is the group E(k)_{free} equipped with the bilinear form described above. The sphere packing density associated to an elliptic curve E is the density of the densest sphere packing on its Mordell-Weil lattice.

If (Λ, ⟨−, −⟩) is a lattice where Λ is of rank n, then we can find a group homomorphism Φ : Λ −→ R^n such that (Φ(P )) · (Φ(Q)) = ⟨P, Q⟩ for all P and Q in Λ. Φ can be constructed using the Gram-Schmidt process. Thus, instead of studying the lattice (Λ, ⟨−, −⟩), we can study its image in R^n equipped with the usual dot product. Note that Φ is not unique. In fact, the images of Λ under different Φ may be different. However, they will be isomorphic as lattices. Thus, we can define the k-density of the densest sphere packing associated to an elliptic curve E as the density of the densest sphere packing of an embedding of the lattice E(k)_{free} into R^n .

3. General Results

Proposition 3.1. Let ρ be packing radius of a maximal rank abelian subgroup Λ ⊆ R^n and let V (Λ) be the volume of the fundamental domain of Λ. Then the density of the densest sphere packing of Λ is given by π^{n2} V (Λ) · Γ(^n_2 + 1) ρ^n. Proof. This follows from the formula for the volume of the n-ball of radius ρ and the observation that the volume of the fundamental domain occupied by the spheres to achieve the densest packing is exactly the volume of an n-sphere of radius ρ. □

Definition 3.2. Let Λ be a maximal rank free subgroup of R^n . Then the normalized center density δ_Λ is given by ρ^n V (Λ) where ρ is the packing radius of Λ and V (Λ) is the volume of the fundamental domain of Λ.

It is easy to see that for a fixed n, the ratio of the normalized sphere density and the sphere density is constant for all lattices in R^n . Thus, having a large lower bound on the normalized sphere packing density gives us a large lower bound on the sphere packing density.

Proposition 3.3. [Elk94] Let E be an elliptic curve over K where K is a number field or function field over a finite field. For any subfield k of K, the normalized center density of E(k) is given by

Δ^{−1/2} ( N_{min} 4 )_{n/2} 2

where n is the rank of E(k), N_{min} is the minimal non-zero value of the Néron–Tate height function, and Δ is the absolute value of the determinant of the pairing matrix of the generators of E(k)_{free}.

Proof. Note that the volume of the fundamental domain of a lattice is the square root of the absolute value of the determinant of the Gram matrix of a set of generators of the lattice. To avoid overlaps in the Mordell- Weil lattice, the packing radius ρ must be half the minimal distance between any two distinct points of the lattice. This minimal distance is given by √ N_{min}. □ 4. The Curve E : y^2 = x^3 + t^q − t Let p > 3 be a prime such that p ≡ −1 mod 6, q an odd power of p, and r a sufficiently large power of p (the notion of “sufficiently large" is made precise below). In this section, we consider the curve given by y^2 = x^3 + t^q − t over the field k := F_r (t).

Definition 4.1. Fix an odd p-power q = p^c. We say that r := p^s is sufficiently large if s is a multiple of c, 8 divides (p + 1)s, and 3(p^c − 1) divides p^s − 1. In particular, F_q ⊆ F_r . If r is sufficiently large, then so are all powers of r.

Definition 4.2. The naive height h of a F_r (t)-rational point P = (x, y) on an elliptic curve is deg(x) := max(deg(f), deg(g)) where x =^{f (t)}_{g(t)} for f and g coprime polynomials. If P = [0 : 1 : 0], then we define h(P ) = 0.

We wish to find a lower bound on N_{min} for our elliptic curve. This is the same as finding the minimum value of ĥ on non-torsion points. Since ĥ has a bounded difference with the naive height, it is perhaps useful to find a lower bound on the naive height.

Proposition 4.3. The naive height on E is bounded below by^{q+1}_3 .

Proof. Let ord_∞ denote the valuation at ∞. Let P = (x, y) be a point on E that is not the identity. Then we can apply ord_∞ to both sides of y^2 = x^3 + t^q − t to get 2ord_∞(y) = ord_∞(x^3 + t^q − t).

Note that ord_∞(t) = −1 ≠ −q = ord_∞(t^q ). Thus, we may use the strict triangle inequality to get that ord_∞(t^q − t) = −q. However, q is not a multiple of 3, whereas ord_∞(x^3) = 3ord_∞(x) is, so we must have, using the strict triangle inequality again, that ord_∞(x^3 + t^q − t) = min(3ord_∞(x), −q).

We also know that 2ord_∞(y) = ord_∞(y^2) = min(3ord_∞(x), −q). Since 2 does not divide q, we must have that 3ord_∞(x) < −q. Thus, we get

ord_∞(x) ≤ − ( q + 1 3 ) . This shows that x has a pole of order at least^{q+1}_3 at ∞, so we must have h(P ) = deg(x) ≥^{q+1}_3 . □

Using this proposition, we can now prove that the naive height and the Néron–Tate height are the same for our curve.

Proposition 4.4. The Néron–Tate height and the naive height agree on E.

Proof. Since the Neron-Tate height ĥ is uniquely characterized by the fact that its difference with the naive height h is bounded and ĥ(2P ) = 4P̂ for all F_r (t)-rational points P on the curve, it suffices to show that the naive height on E satisfies h(2P ) = 4h(P ) for all rational points points P on the curve E. Clearly, this holds for when P is the identity. Let P = (x, y) be a non-identity F_r (t)-rational point on the curve where x =^{f (t)}_{g(t)} where f and g are coprime polynomials. By the proof of Proposition 4.3, we have

deg(g) − deg(f) = ord_∞(x) ≤ − ( q + 1 3 ) . This implies that deg(f) ≥ deg(g) +^{q+1}_3 , so we conclude that deg(x) = deg(f) for all points P = (x, y) with x =^f_g where f and g are coprime polynomials.

Now, we compute 2P explicitly. Using basic arithmetic of elliptic curves, we see that the first coordinate of the point 2P is f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t) 4(gf^3 + g^4 · (t^q − t)) . By our earlier observation on the height of F_r (t)-rational points of E, if there is no cancellation between the numerator and the denominator, the naive height of 2P is deg(f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t)). However, using Proposition 4.3, we get deg(f^4) = 4deg(f) ≥ deg(f) + 3deg(g) + q + 1 > deg(8fg^3 · (t^q − t)).

Thus, we get deg(f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t)) = deg(f^4) = 4deg(f) = 4h(P ). All we need to show now is that f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t) 4(gf^3 + g^4 · (t^q − t)) has no cancellation. Assume that τ is an irreducible (in F_r [t]) that divides both the numerator and denominator. Then τ must also divide

g(f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t)) − f 4 (4(gf^3 + g^4 · (t^q − t))) = −9g^4f · (t^q − t).

Since τ is irreducible and 9 ≠ 0, we must then have that τ either divides g, f, or t^q − t.

Case 1: τ divides g Since τ divides both f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t) and g, we must have that it divides f as well. This is a contradiction as f and g were assumed to be coprime polynomials. Case 2: τ divides f Since τ divides both gf^3 + g^4 · (t^q − t) and f, we must have that it divides either g or t^q − t. Since g and f are coprime polynomials, this can only happen if τ divides t^q − t. However, F_q ⊆ F_r and the roots of t^q − t are precisely the elements of F_q . Thus, the irreducible τ must be of the form t − α for some α ∈ F_q . This implies that α is a root of f. Since x =^{f (t)}_{g(t)} where f and g are coprime polynomials, we also get that x has a root at α. Note that t^q − t has a root at α of multiplicity one, so we can use the strict triangle inequality to get 2ord_α(y) = ord_α(y^2) = ord_α(x^3 + t^q − t) = min(ord_α(x^3), ord_α(t^q − t)) = 1, which is a contradiction as 2 does not divide 1. Case 3: τ divides t^q − t Since τ divides both f^4 − 8fg^3 · (t^q − t) and t^q − t, we must have that it divides f as well. This then leads to the same contradiction as in Case 2.

This shows that there is no cancellation in^{f 4 −8f g3·(tq −t)}

4(gf^3 +g^4 ·(t^q −t)) , so the naive height satisfies h(2P ) = 4h(P ). □

Remark. Using Proposition 4.4, we can give an elementary argument to show that E(F_r (t)) is torsion-free for r sufficiently large. Let P = (x, y) be a non-trivial F_r (t)-rational point on E that is torsion. By Proposition 4.4, we know that 0 = ĥ(P ) = deg(x). This is only possible if x = c for some c ∈ F_r . This would imply that y^2 = t^q − t + c^3. This means that y is a polynomial in t. Since q is an odd integer, t^q − t + c^3 cannot be the square of a polynomial. This is a contradiction.

Proposition 4.5 (Proposition 8.4.1(3) in [UG20]). For r sufficiently large, rank(E(F_r (t))) = 2(q − 1).

Proposition 4.6 (Corollary 9.2(3) in [UG20]). Δ is bounded above by r^{⌊ q6 ⌋} for r sufficiently large.

Proposition 4.7. For r sufficiently large, the normalized center density δ_{E(Fr (t))} is bounded below by √ |�(E/F_r (t))| (r^{⌊ q}6^⌋)^{1/2} · ( q + 1 12 )_{q−1} . Proof. This follows by combining the results of Proposition 3.3, Proposition 4.3, Proposition 4.4, Proposition 4.5, and Proposition 4.6. □

Using the trivial bound on the Tate–Shafarevich group, we can now use Proposition 4.7 to get explicit lower bounds on the densities of our family of curves. However, as we will see, this lower bound can often be improved by considering sublattices of the Mordell-Weil lattice. Indeed, let Λ be a maximal rank sublattice of the Mordell-Weil lattice of E. We may then replace Δ by V (Λ) in the in Proposition 3.3 to find a lower bound on the normalized packing density of E. With this as the motivation, we list some explicit rational points on the curve and consider the sublattice that they generate.

Proposition 4.8. Let σ be a solution to σ^{6(q−1)} = −1 and β a solution to β^q + β = 1 in F_r for r sufficiently large. Then P = (σ^2(t − (β/σ^6))^{q+13} , σ^3(t − (β/σ^6)^q )^{q+12} ) is a point in E(K). Thus, we get 6q(q − 1) F_r (t)-rational points on E.

Proof. This can be verified by plugging in the point P into the defining equation of our elliptic curve and using the relations on σ and β. Alternatively, these points can be deduced by considering the map C_{6,q} −→ E_0 which we get by presenting C_{6,q} and E_0 : y^2 = x^3 + 1 as quotients of the Fermat curve of degree q + 1. □

Using this MAGMA script, we find the volume of (an Euclidean embedding of) the sublattice generated by the points in Proposition 4.8 which we then use to find lower bounds on the sphere packing density of the Mordell-Weil lattice for different values of p, q, and r. We compare it with the lower bounds obtained using Proposition 4.7 and the trivial bound |�(E/F_r (t))| ≥ 1 in the table below.

q r Lower Bound on Normalized Density (Using MAGMA)

Lower Bound on Normalized Density (Using Proposition 4.7 and the trivial bound |�(E/F_r (t))| ≥ 1) Dimension

Best Known (Normalized) Sphere Packing Density (If Known) [Coh17] 5 5^4 0.0625 0.0625 8 0.0625 5 5^8 0.0625 0.0625 8 0.0625 5 5^{12} 0.0625 0.0625 8 0.0625 5^3 5^{16} ∼ 2.653×10^{20} ∼ 6.198 × 10^{12} 248 11 11^2 ∼ 0.0909 ∼ 0.0909 20 ∼ 0.1315 11 11^6 ∼ 0.0909 ∼ 0.00075 20 ∼ 0.1315 17 17^4 ∼ 2.272 ∼ 0.0078 32 ∼ 2.565

We see that there is repetition in the lower bound of the normalized density (computed using MAGMA) when q is fixed and r varies. This is to be expected as the explicit points in Proposition 4.8 and the explicit formulation of the Néron–Tate height do not depend on r (assuming that r is sufficiently large). Thus, they generate the same lattice. The same repetition is not observed in the lower bound obtained using Proposition 4.7. This is likely due to the fact that we used the trivial bound on |�(E(F_r (t)))| when computing it and �(E(F_r (t))) may depend on r.

Up to this point, we have been using properties of the given elliptic curves to deduce information about the densities of their Mordell-Weil lattices. Now, we can use the two lower bounds to say something interesting about the elliptic curve E. The lower bound obtained using MAGMA divided by the lower bound obtained using Proposition 4.7 is a lower bound on √ �(E/F_r (t)). This follows from how we computed these lower bounds. In particular, we see that for the cases considered above, E(E/F_r (t)) is non-trivial when q = 5^3 and r = 5^{16} or when q = 17 and r = 17^4.

Remark. E_8 is the unique lattice (up to isometry and rescaling) to have the highest density sphere packing in dimension 8. For q = 5 and r = 5^4, we observe that the lower bound obtained equals the sphere packing density of E_8. This means that the Mordell-Weil lattice must have sphere packing density equal to E_8 which, by uniqueness, implies that the Mordell-Weil lattice is E_8. This also implies that E(E/F_r (t)) is trivial in this case.

5. The Legendre Curve Let p be an odd prime and d = p^f + 1 for some positive integer f. Consider the function field K_d := F_p (μ_d, u) where μ_d is the set of primitive d^{th} roots of unity and u^d − t = 0 for indeterminate t. We study the elliptic curve E : y^2 = x(x + 1)(x + t).

As with the previous curve, we would like to have explicit points on this curve.

Proposition 5.1. Let E and K_d be as defined. Then for a fixed primitive d^{th} root of unity ζ and i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d − 1}, the point given by P^{(d)}_i := (ζ^i_du, ζ^i_du(ζ^i_du + 1)^{d/2}) is a K_d−rational point of E.

Proof. This can be checked by plugging in each P^{(d)}_i into the equation defining E or by observing the action of Gal(K_d/K) on the K_d− rational point P := (u, u(u + 1)^{d/2}). □

Proposition 5.2. The set of explicit rational points in Proposition 5.1 generate a rank d − 2 subgroup of the Mordell-Weil group. E(K_d) also has rank d − 2.

Proof. The first part of this proposition follows from Corollary 4.3 in [Ulm14] and the second part follows from Corollary 5.3 of the same paper. □

Thus, we get that the subgroup generated by the P^{(d)}_i is of finite index in E(K_d). Just like in the previous section, it is difficult to find a set of generators for the free part of the Mordell-Weil group. However, instead of finding a lower bound on the normalized sphere packing density of E, we can find a lower bound on the normalized sphere packing density of the finite index sublattice generated by the P^{(d)}_i .

Proposition 5.3. The height pairing of the points P^{(d)}_i is given by

⟨P^{(d)}_i , P^{(d)}_j ⟩ =

(d − 1)(d − 2) 2d if i = j 1 − d d if i ≠ j and i − j is even 0 if i − j is odd

Proof. This is Theorem 8.2 in [Ulm14] □

Proposition 5.4. For any non-torsion point Q in the subgroup generated by the P^{(d)}_i , we have the inequality d − 1 2d ≤ ĥ(Q). Proof. Let Q = ∑_{d−1} 0 a_iP^{(d)}_i be a point in the subgroup generated by the P^{(d)}_i . Then we can use bilinearity of the height pairing and the previous proposition to get

ĥ(Q) = ⟨_{d−1} ∑ 0 a_iP^{(d)}_i , d−1∑ 0 a_iP^{(d)}_i ⟩ = (d − 1)(d − 2)(a^2_0 + · · · + a^2_{d−1}) + (1 − d)( ∑ i−j is even 2aiaj ) 2d . 6

Thus, we may write ĥ(Q) as^{d−1}_{2d} · m where m is some integer. Since the height function is positive definite, we must have that m ≥ 1. This gives us the required lower bound. □

Using these results, we can now compute explicit lower bounds on the normalized sphere packing density of a sublattice of E using this MAGMA script.

p f Dimension

Normalized Density (Lower Bound)

Best Known (Normalized) Sphere Packing Density [Coh17] 3 1 2 ∼ 0.125 ∼ 0.288 3 2 8 ∼ 1.953 × 10^{−6} ∼ 0.0625 3 3 26 ∼ 3.208 × 10^{−26} ∼ 0.577 5 1 4 ∼ 0.005 ∼ 0.125 5 2 24 ∼ 8.119 × 10^{−24} ∼ 1.003 7 1 6 ∼ 1.22 × 10^{−4} ∼ 0.0721

We observe that as p and f get larger, the normalized density gets smaller. This is because the Gram matrix obtained from the height pairing has a large determinant for large values of p and f.

Note that, unlike the previous section, the computational lower bounds that we obtained here are not necessarily lower bounds on the density of E. While we were able to obtain a lower bound on the minimum non-zero value of the Néron–Tate height function on the sublattice generated by the P^{(d)}_i , we do not know if this value is also the minimum on the entire Mordell-Weil lattice.

6. Generalizations

We now discuss how the methods used in this paper may be generalized to other “nice" families of elliptic curves. Our strategy in Section 4 is motivated by [Elk94]. We first proved that the Néron–Tate height and the naive height agree for our family of elliptic curves and then found a lower bound for the naive height using elementary techniques. While the proofs of these results use properties specific to the family of curves being studied, there are many examples in the literature of elliptic curves where the naive and Néron–Tate height agree (for example, the family of hyperelliptic curves considered in [Elk94]).

Even if the naive and Néron–Tate heights do not agree for all points, we might still be able to perform explicit computations on the lower bounds of lattice densities. Let E be an elliptic curve over the field F_q (t) where q is a p-power for a prime p > 3. We choose a Weierstrass model

y^2 = x^3 + a_4x + a_6

for E where a_i ∈ F_q [t] are polynomials and max(⌈^{deg(ai)}_i ⌉) is minimal (doing so is possible by lemma 5.43 of [SS19]). We define d to be the smallest integer such that a_i ≤ di. We say that E is a “nice" elliptic curve if (1) For all places ν, the discriminant Δ has no roots, simple roots, or double roots at ν.

(2) If Δ has double roots at ν, then the reduction of E at ν is additive.

Assume that E is a “nice" curve and let P be a F_q (t)-rational point. We have ⟨P, P ⟩ = 2χ + 2(P · O) + ∑ v contr_v(P ) where the sum is taken over all singular reducible fibers and P · O is the intersection number (Theorem 6.24 in [SS19]). Since we assumed that E is “nice", table 15.1 of [Sil09] tells us that all singular fibers are irreducible. Thus, we get ⟨P, P ⟩ = 2χ + 2(P · O). However, since χ = d, all we need to do to compute the height is to find the intersection number P · O.

Let (x_0(t), y_0(t)) be the coordinate representation of the point P where x_0 =^{f (t)}_{g(t)} for polynomials f and g. Since a_i are polynomials, they do not blow up when t is finite. Thus, given a finite place t_0, we have that x_0(t_0) blows up if and only if y_0(t_0) blows up. This means us that the section determined by P meets the section determined by O at deg(g)-many times (counted with multiplicity).

For t = ∞, we change coordinates of our curve by x = t^{2d}x^′ and y = t^{3d}y^′. By our choice of a_i, we get that the coefficients in our new model are regular functions at t = ∞. Thus, we get that the section determined by P intersects the section determined by O at infinity max(0, deg(f) − deg(g) − 2d)-many times. If deg(f) large enough, we get that the section determined by P meets the section determined by O deg(g) + deg(f) − deg(g) − 2d) = deg(f) − 2d many times. Accounting for the degree 2 morphism E −→ P^1, we get P · O =^1_2 ( deg(f) − 2d ) . This gives us ⟨P, P ⟩ = 2d + 2(P · O) = deg(f).

We have now shown that for “nice" curves E and points P = (^f_g , y) with deg(f) is large enough, the naive and Néron–Tate heights on P agree. Thus, if we have a lower bound on the naive height for E and a set of points P_i = (^{fi}_{gi} , y_i) where deg(f_i) is large enough for each i and the P_i’s generate a maximal rank sublattice L, we can compute lower bounds on the lattice density of L.

7. Acknowledgements

I would like to thank Dr. Douglas Ulmer for suggesting the project and mentoring me with it. Dr. Ulmer’s constant encouragement, expertise, and patient guidance were invaluable in the writing of this paper. I would also like to thank Dr. Bryden Cais, Dr. Steven J. Miller, Daniel Lewis, and Tristan Phillips for their valuable feedback on the first draft of this paper.

References

[Coh17] H. Cohn. “A conceptual breakthrough in sphere packing”. In: Notices of the American Mathematical Society 64, 2 (2017).

[Elk94] N. Elkies. “Mordell-Weil Lattices in Characteristic 2: I. Construction and First Properties”. In:

International Mathematics Research Notices 1994, Issue 8 (1994).

[Sil09] J. Silverman. The Arithmetic of Elliptic Curves. 2nd ed. Vol. 106. Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer NEW YORK, NY, 2009.

[SS19] M. Schütt and T. Shioda. Mordell–Weil Lattices. Vol. 70. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge / A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics. Springer Singapore, 2019.

[UG20] D. Ulmer and R. Griffon. “On the arithmetic of a family of twisted constant elliptic curves”. In:

Pacific Journal of Mathematics 305 (2020).

[Ulm14] D. Ulmer. “Explicit points on the Legendre curve”. In: Journal of Number Theory 136 (2014). [Via+17] M. Viazovska et al. “The sphere packing problem in dimension 24”. In: Annals of Mathematics 185 (2017).

[Via17] M. Viazovska. “The sphere packing problem in dimension 8”. In: Annals of Mathematics 185 (2017).