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Polynomial bounds for Arakelov invariants
of Belyi curves

Ariyan Javanpeykar
Appendix by Peter Bruin

We explicitly bound the Faltings height of a curve over @ polynomially in its
Belyi degree. Similar bounds are proven for three other Arakelov invariants: the
discriminant, Faltings’ delta invariant and the self-intersection of the dualising
sheaf. Our results allow us to explicitly bound these Arakelov invariants for
modular curves, Hurwitz curves and Fermat curves in terms of their genus.
Moreover, as an application, we show that the Couveignes—Edixhoven—Bruin
algorithm to compute coefficients of modular forms for congruence subgroups
of SL,(Z) runs in polynomial time under the Riemann hypothesis for ¢-functions
of number fields. This was known before only for certain congruence subgroups.
Finally, we use our results to prove a conjecture of Edixhoven, de Jong and
Schepers on the Faltings height of a cover of P} with fixed branch locus.

1. Introduction and statement of results

We prove that stable Arakelov invariants of a curve over a number field are polyno-
mial in the Belyi degree. We apply our results to give algorithmic, geometric and
Diophantine applications.

1.1. Bounds for Arakelov invariants of three-point covers. Let Q be an algebraic
closure of the field of rational numbers Q. Let X be a smooth projective connected
curve over Q of genus g. Belyi [1979] proved that there exists a finite morphism
X — [P’Glj ramified over at most three points. Let degz(X) denote the Belyi degree
of X, i.e., the minimal degree of a finite morphism X — pqu unramified over
IP%}\{O, 1, oo}. Since the topological fundamental group of the projective line P! (C)
minus three points is finitely generated, the set of Q-isomorphism classes of curves
with bounded Belyi degree is finite.

MSC2010: primary 14G40; secondary 11G30, 11G32, 11G50, 14H55, 37P30.

Keywords: Arakelov theory, Arakelov—Green functions, Wronskian differential, Belyi degree,
arithmetic surfaces, Riemann surfaces, curves, Arakelov invariants, Faltings height, discriminant,
Faltings’ delta invariant, self-intersection of the dualising sheaf, branched covers.
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We prove that, if g > 1, the Faltings height Ap,(X), the Faltings delta invariant
Ora1(X), the discriminant A (X) and the self-intersection of the dualising sheaf e(X)
are bounded by a polynomial in degz(X); the precise definitions of these Arakelov
invariants of X are given in Section 2.3.

Theorem 1.1.1. For any smooth projective connected curve X over Q of genus
g=1
—log(27)g < hra(X) < 13-10%g degp(X)°,
0< e(X) =<3-10"(g—1)degz(X)’,
0< A(X) <5-10%g%degz(X)°,
—10%g% deg(X) < Spa(X) <2-10°g degp(X)°.

The Arakelov invariants in Theorem 1.1.1 all have a different flavour to them. For
example, the Faltings height /g, (X) plays a key role in Faltings’ proof of his finite-
ness theorem on abelian varieties; see [Faltings 1983]. On the other hand, the strict
positivity of e(X) (when g > 2) is related to the Bogomolov conjecture; see [Szpiro
1990b]. The discriminant A(X) “measures” the bad reduction of the curve X/ Q
and appears in the discriminant conjecture of Szpiro [1990a] for semistable elliptic
curves. Finally, as was remarked by Faltings [1984, Introduction], Faltings’ delta
invariant dg,(X) can be viewed as the minus logarithm of a “distance” to the
boundary of the moduli space of compact connected Riemann surfaces of genus g.

We were first led to investigate this problem by work of Edixhoven, de Jong
and Schepers on covers of complex algebraic surfaces with fixed branch locus; see
[Edixhoven et al. 2010]. They conjectured an arithmetic analogue [Edixhoven et al.
2010, Conjecture 5.1] of their main theorem (Theorem 1.1 in [loc. cit.]). We use
our results to prove this conjecture; see Section 6 for a more precise statement.

1.2. Outline of proof. To prove Theorem 1.1.1, we will use Arakelov theory for
curves over a number field K. To apply Arakelov theory in this context, we will
work with arithmetic surfaces associated to such curves, i.e., regular projective
models over the ring of integers Ok of K. We refer the reader to Section 2.2 for
precise definitions and basic properties of Arakelov’s intersection pairing on an
arithmetic surface. Then, for any smooth projective connected curve X over @
of genus g > 1, we define the Faltings height hgy(X), the discriminant A(X),
Faltings’ delta invariant dg, (X) and the self-intersection of the dualising sheaf e(X)
in Section 2.3. These are the four Arakelov invariants appearing in Theorem 1.1.1.

We introduce two functions on X (@) in Section 2.3: the canonical Arakelov
height function and the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential. We show
that, to prove Theorem 1.1.1, it suffices to bound the canonical height of some
non-Weierstrass point and the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential at this
point; see Theorem 2.4.1 for a precise statement.
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We estimate Arakelov—Green functions and Arakelov norms of Wronskian dif-
ferentials on finite étale covers of the modular curve Y (2) in Theorem 3.4.5 and
Proposition 3.5.1, respectively. In our proof, we use an explicit version of a result
of Merkl on the Arakelov—Green function; see Theorem 3.1.2. This version of
Merkl’s theorem was obtained by Peter Bruin in his master’s thesis. The proof of
this version of Merkl’s theorem is reproduced in the Appendix by Peter Bruin.

In Section 4, we prove the existence of a non-Weierstrass point on X of bounded
height; see Theorem 4.5.2. The proof of Theorem 4.5.2 relies on our bounds
for Arakelov—Green functions (Theorem 3.4.5), the existence of a “wild” model
(Theorem 4.3.2) and a generalisation of Dedekind’s discriminant conjecture for
discrete valuation rings of characteristic 0 (Proposition 4.1.1), which we attribute
to Lenstra.

A precise combination of the above results constitutes the proof of Theorem 1.1.1
given in Section 4.6.

1.3. Arakelov invariants of covers of curves with fixed branch locus. We apply
Theorem 1.1.1 to prove explicit bounds for the height of a cover of curves. Let us
be more precise.

For any finite subset B C P! (Q) and integer d > 1, the set of smooth projective
connected curves X over @ such that there exists a finite morphism X — [P’}J étale
over [P’}Q — B of degree d is finite. In particular, the Faltings height of X is bounded
by a real number depending only on B and d. In this section, we give an explicit
version of this statement. To state our result, we need to define the height of B.

The (exponential) height H () of an element o in @ is defined as H(«) =
([T, max(1, [l ||U))1/[K:@]. Here K is a number field containing o and the product
runs over the set of normalised valuations v of K. (As in [Khadjavi 2002, Section 2],
we require our normalisation to be such that the product formula holds.) For any
finite set B C P!(Q), define the height of B as Hg = max{H («) : « € B}.

Theorem 1.3.1. Let U be a nonempty open subscheme in [P’}J with complement
C . Let N be the number of elements in the orbit of B under the action o
B C PY(Q). Let N be th ber of el in the orbit of B under th jon of
Gal(Q/Q). Then, for any finite morphismm : Y — I]j’qlj étale over U, where Y is a
smooth projective connected curve over () of genus g > 1,
—log(27)g < hra(Y) < 13- 10°%¢(4N Hp)* N2 V' (deg m)?,
0< e(¥) =3-107(g— HANHp)*N2" "NM(degm)’,
0< A®Y) <5105 4N Hp)*N?" "N (deg ),
_108g2(4NHB)45N32N‘2N!(deg ﬂ)s
< Sra(Y) <2-10%¢(4N Hp)® V2" "N (deg m)°.
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Theorem 1.3.1 is a consequence of Theorem 6.0.4. Note that in Theorem 6.0.4
we consider branched covers of any curve over Q (i.e., not only IP}Q). We use
Theorem 1.3.1 to prove [Edixhoven et al. 2010, Conjecture 5.1].

1.4. Diophantine application. Explicit bounds for Arakelov invariants of curves
of genus g > 2 over a number field K and with bad reduction outside a finite set S
of finite places of K imply famous conjectures in Diophantine geometry such as the
effective Mordell conjecture and the effective Shafarevich conjecture; see [Rémond
1999] and [Szpiro 1985a]. We note that Theorem 1.1.1 shows that one “could”
replace Arakelov invariants by the Belyi degree to prove these conjectures. We use
this philosophy to deal with cyclic covers of prime degree. In fact, in [Javanpeykar
and von Kinel 2013], we utilise Theorem 1.1.1 and the theory of logarithmic forms
to prove the small points conjecture of Szpiro [1985c, p. 284; 1986] for curves that
are cyclic covers of the projective line of prime degree; see [Javanpeykar and von
Kénel 2013, Theorem 3.1] for a precise statement. In particular, we prove Szpiro’s
small points conjecture for hyperelliptic curves.

1.5. Modular curves, Fermat curves, Hurwitz curves and Galois Belyi curves.
Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over @ of genus g > 2. We say that
X is a Fermat curve if there exists an integer n > 4 such that X is isomorphic to
the planar curve {x" 4+ y" = z"}. Moreover, we say that X is a Hurwitz curve if
#Aut(X) = 84(g — 1). Also, we say that X is a Galois Belyi curve if the quotient
X/ Aut(X) is isomorphic to [P’gj and the morphism X — X/ Aut(X) is ramified over
exactly three points; see [Clark and Voight 2011, Proposition 2.4] or [Wolfart 1997].
Note that Fermat curves and Hurwitz curves are Galois Belyi curves. Finally, we
say that X is a modular curve if X¢ is a classical congruence modular curve with
respect to some (hence any) embedding @ — C.

If X is a Galois Belyi curve, we have degyz(X) < 84(g — 1). Zograf [1991]
proved that, if X is a modular curve, then degz(X) < 128(g + 1). Combining these
bounds with Theorem 1.1.1 we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.5.1. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over Q of genus
g > 1. Suppose that X is a modular curve or Galois Belyi curve. Then

max (hpa(X), e(X), AX), [Sra(X)]) <2-10"g%(g + 1)°.

Remark 1.5.2. Let I' C SL,(Z) be a finite-index subgroup, and let X be the
compactification of I'\H obtained by adding the cusps, where I' acts on the
complex upper half-plane H via Mdobius transformations. Let X (1) denote the
compactification of SL,(Z)\H. The inclusion I' C SL,(Z) induces a morphism
X — X(1). For Q C C an embedding, there is a unique finite morphism ¥ — I]j’q%D of
smooth projective connected curves over @ corresponding to X — X (1). The Belyi
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degree of Y is bounded from above by the index d of I" in SL,(Z). In particular,
max (hra(Y), e(Y), AY), |8pa(Y)]) < 10°d".

Remark 1.5.3. Nonexplicit versions of Corollary 1.5.1 were previously known
for certain modular curves. Firstly, polynomial bounds for Arakelov invariants of
Xo(n) with n squarefree were previously known; see [Ullmo 2000, Théoreme 1.1
and Corollaire 1.3; Abbes and Ullmo 1997; Michel and Ullmo 1998, Théoreme 1.1;
Jorgenson and Kramer 2009]. The proofs of these results rely on the theory of
modular curves. Also, similar results for Arakelov invariants of X(n) with n
squarefree were shown in [Edixhoven and de Jong 2011a; Mayer 2012]. Bounds
for the self-intersection of the dualising sheaf of a Fermat curve of prime exponent
are given in [Curilla and Kiihn 2009; Kiihn 2013].

1.6. The Couveignes—Edixhoven—Bruin algorithm. Corollary 1.5.1 guarantees
that, under the Riemann hypothesis for ¢-functions of number fields, the Couveignes—
Edixhoven—Bruin algorithm to compute coefficients of modular forms runs in
polynomial time; see Theorem 5.0.1 for a more precise statement.

Conventions. By log, we mean the principal value of the natural logarithm. We
define the maximum of the empty set and the product taken over the empty set as 1.

2. Arakelov geometry of curves over number fields

We are going to apply Arakelov theory to smooth projective geometrically connected
curves X over number fields K. Arakelov [1974] defined an intersection theory on
the arithmetic surfaces attached to such curves. Faltings [1984] extended Arakelov’s
work. In this section, we aim at giving the necessary definitions and results for
what we need later (and we need at least to fix our notation).

We start with some preparations concerning Riemann surfaces and arithmetic
surfaces. In Section 2.3, we define the (stable) Arakelov invariants of X appearing
in Theorem 1.1.1. Finally, we prove bounds for Arakelov invariants of X in the
height and the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential of a non-Weierstrass
point; see Theorem 2.4.1.

2.1. Arakelov invariants of Riemann surfaces. Let X be a compact connected
Riemann surface of genus g > 1. The space of holomorphic differentials H*(X, Q &)
carries a natural hermitian inner product

(w,n)HL/w/\ﬁ.
2 Jx

For any orthonormal basis (w1, ..., wg) with respect to this inner product, the
Arakelov (1, 1)-form is the smooth positive real-valued (1, 1)-form @ on X given by
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nw=_(>/2¢g) Zi:] wi A wg. Note that u is independent of the choice of orthonormal
basis. Moreover, [, u = 1.

Let gry be the Arakelov—Green function on (X x X)\ A, where A C X x X
denotes the diagonal; see [Arakelov 1974], [de Jong 2005a], [Edixhoven and de Jong
2011b] or [Faltings 1984]. The Arakelov—Green functions determine certain metrics
whose curvature forms are multiples of u, called admissible metrics, on all line
bundles Ox (D), where D is a divisor on X, as well as on the holomorphic cotangent
bundle Q}( Explicitly, for D=7, Dp P adivisor on X, the metric || - || on Ox (D)
satisfies log ||1||(Q) = gry (D, Q) for all Q away from the support of D, where
gry(D, Q):=) pnpgry(P, Q). Furthermore, for a local coordinate z at a point a
in X, the metric | - ||ar on the sheaf Q§( satisfies

—loglldzllar(a) = lim (gry (a, b) —log |z(a) — z(b)]).

We will work with these metrics on Ox (P) and Qﬁ( (as well as on tensor product
combinations of them) and refer to them as Arakelov metrics. A metrised line
bundle & is called admissible if, up to a constant scaling factor, it is isomorphic
to one of the admissible bundles Ox (D). The line bundle 2 ﬁ( endowed with the
above metric is admissible; see [Arakelov 1974].

For any admissible line bundle &, we endow the determinant of cohomology

MP) =detH (X, $) @ detH' (X, )V

of the underlying line bundle with the Faltings metric; see Theorem 1 of [Faltings
1984]. We normalise this metric so that the metric on A(Q}() =det H(X, Qk) is
induced by the hermitian inner product on H(X, Q}() given above.

Let H, be the Siegel upper half-space of complex symmetric g-by-g matrices
with positive-definite imaginary part. Let 7 in H, be the period matrix attached
to a symplectic basis of H; (X, Z), and consider the analytic Jacobian J.(X) =
C8/(Z8+12¢¥) attached to . On C8, one has a theta function ¥ (z; 7) =0 0(z; 7) =
Y neze €xp(wi'ntn 4+ 2mi 'nz), giving rise to a reduced effective divisor ® and a
line bundle 0(®g) on J;(X). The function 9 is not well-defined on J; (X). Instead,
we consider the function

1911(z; ) = (det I(0)/* exp(—7 'y (I(2) ') (z; 1) (D

with y = J(z). One can check that ||| descends to a function on J;(X). Now
consider on the other hand the set Pic,_{(X) of divisor classes of degree g —1 on X.
It comes with a canonical subset ® given by the classes of effective divisors and
a canonical bijection Picg,_1(X) = J;(X) mapping O onto ®g. As a result, we
can equip Pic, 1 (X) with the structure of a compact complex manifold, together
with a divisor ® and a line bundle O(®). Note that we obtain ||| as a function
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on Picg_1(X). It can be checked that this function is independent of the choice
of 7. Furthermore, note that ||¢}|| gives a canonical way to put a metric on the line
bundle O(®) on Pic,_1(X).

For any line bundle & of degree g — 1, there is a canonical isomorphism from
M) to O6(—0)[Z], the fibre of O(—0) at the point [£] in Pic,_(X) determined
by £. Faltings [1984, Section 3] proves that, when we give both sides the metrics
discussed above, the norm of this isomorphism is a constant independent of <.
We will write this norm as exp(8g,1(X)/8) and refer to §ga(X) as Faltings’ delta
invariant of X.

Let S(X) be the invariant of X defined in [de Jong 2005a, Definition 2.2]. More
explicitly, by [de Jong 2005a, Theorem 2.5],

IOgS(X)Z—/Xlog 1911(g P — Q) - u(P), (@)

where Q is any point on X. It is related to Faltings’ delta invariant §g, (X). In fact,
let (w1, ..., wg) be an orthonormal basis of HO(X, Q;). Let b be a point on X, and
let z be a local coordinate about b. Write wy = fydz fork=1,..., g. We have a
holomorphic function

1 d7'f
W, () = det (——>
‘ (l — 1)' le_l 1<k,i<g

locally about b from which we build the g(g + 1)/2-fold holomorphic differential
W. () (dz)®8€+D/2 Tt is readily checked that this holomorphic differential is
independent of the choice of local coordinate and orthonormal basis. Thus, the
holomorphic differential W.(w)(dz)®2¢@+1D/2 extends over X to give a nonzero
global section, denoted by Wr, of the line bundle QE¢#™"/% The divisor of the
nonzero global section Wr, denoted by W', is the divisor of Weierstrass points. This
divisor is effective of degree g° — g. We follow [de Jong 2005a, Definition 5.3] and
denote the constant norm of the canonical isomorphism of (abstract) line bundles

Qg{(g+1)/2 Q0 (AgHO(X, Qk) ®c 0x)" — Ox (W)

by R(X). Then
log S(X) = g8ra(X) +log R(X). 3)

Moreover, for any non-Weierstrass point b in X,
gry (W, b) —log R(X) = log [[Wr||ar(b). “)

2.2. Arakelov’s intersection pairing on an arithmetic surface. Let K be a number
field with ring of integers Ok, and let S = Spec Ok. Let p : X — § be an arithmetic
surface, i.e., an integral regular flat projective S-scheme of relative dimension 1 with
geometrically connected fibres. For the sake of clarity, let us note that p : & — § is
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a regular projective model of the generic fibre ¥x — Spec K in the sense of [Liu
2006a, Definition 10.1.1].

In this section, we will assume the genus of the generic fibre X ¢ to be positive. An
Arakelov divisor D on & is a divisor Dg, on & plus a contribution Dj,s = ZG oy Fy
running over the embeddings o : K — C of K into the complex numbers. Here the o,
are real numbers and the F, are formally the “fibres at infinity”, corresponding
to the Riemann surfaces ¥, associated to the algebraic curves & x ¢, » C. We
let ]5-1;(96) denote the group of Arakelov divisors on €. To a nonzero rational
function f on &, we associate an Arakelov divisor cTi;( ) :=(fin + (f)int With
(f)fin the usual divisor associated to f on & and (f)inr = )_, Vo (f)F,, Where
Vo (f) i =— f%g log|fls - e- Here uy is the Arakelov (1, 1)-form on ¥,. We will
say that two Arakelov divisors on & are linearly equivalent if their difference is of
the form (TR/( f) for some nonzero rational function f on ¥. We let 61(96) denote
the group of Arakelov divisors modulo linear equivalence on ¥.

Arakelov [1974] showed that there exists a unique symmetric bilinear map
(-,): 61(96) X 61(96) — R with the following properties:

o If D and E are effective divisors on & without common component, then

(D, E)=(D, E)in— Y, gy, (Do, Eo),
o:K—C

where o runs over the complex embeddings of K. Here (D, E)g, denotes the
usual intersection number of D and E as in [Liu 2006a, Section 9.1]; i.e.,

(D, E)in =Y _ is(D, E) log#k(s),

se|S|

where s runs over the set | S| of closed points of S, i;(D, E) is the intersection
multiplicity of D and E at s and k(s) denotes the residue field of s. Note that,
if D or E is vertical, the sum »_ .. ¢ gry (Do, E;) is zero.

o If D is a horizontal divisor of generic degree n over S, then (D, F,;) = n for
every o : K — C.

e If 01,072 : K — C are complex embeddings, then (Fy,, Fy,) =0.

An admissible line bundle on % is the datum of a line bundle & on ¥ together with
admissible metrics on the restrictions &, of &£ to the ¥,. Let lgi\c(%) denote the
group of isomorphism classes of admissible line bundles on &. To any Arakelov
divisor D = Df + Dins With Djps =) o F,;, We can associate an admissible line
bundle Og (D). In fact, for the underlying line bundle of Ox (D), we take Oy (Dgp).
Then, we make this into an admissible line bundle by equipping the pull-back
of Ox(Dsy) to each &, with its Arakelov metric, multiplied by exp(—a,). This
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induces an isomorphism
Cl(%x) => Pic(%).

In particular, the Arakelov intersection of two admissible line bundles on ¥ is
well-defined.

Recall that a metrised line bundle (<, | -||) on Spec Ok corresponds to an
invertible Og-module, L, say, with hermitian metrics on the L, := C®4, 0, L. The
Arakelov degree of (£, || - ||) is the real number defined by

deg(%) = deg(%. || - 1) = log#(L/Oks) — Y _ logllslls,
0:K—C

where s is any nonzero element of L (independence of the choice of s follows from
the product formula).

Note that the relative dualising sheaf w,, 0k of p: & — S is an admissible
line bundle on ¥ if we endow the restrictions Qéﬁa of wy 0k to the ¥, with their
Arakelov metric. Furthermore, for any section P : § — &, we have

deg P*wy;0, = (Ox(P), @g/0,) =t (P, 030,);
where we endow the line bundle P*w,, /0 O Spec Ok with the pull-back metric.

Definition 2.2.1. We say that ¥ is semistable (or nodal) over S if every geometric
fibre of & over S is reduced and has only ordinary double singularities; see [Liu
2006a, Definition 10.3.1]. We say that & is (relatively) minimal if it does not contain
any exceptional divisor; see [Liu 2006a, Definition 9.3.12].

Remark 2.2.2. Suppose that & is semistable over S and minimal. The blowing-
up Y — & along a smooth closed point on ¥ is semistable over S but no longer
minimal.

2.3. Arakelov invariants of curves. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve
over @ of genus g > 1. Let K be a number field such that X has a semistable
minimal regular model p : & — Spec Ok ; see Theorems 10.1.8, 10.3.34.a and 10.4.3
in [Liu 2006a]. (Note that we implicitly chose an embedding K — Q.)

The Faltings delta invariant of X, denoted by 8ga(X), is defined as

D Sea(®s),

0:K—C

OFal(X) =

[K :Q]

where o runs over the complex embeddings of K into C. Similarly, we define

1/[K:Q]
||z9||max<X>=(1_[ max ||ﬁ||> :
o

K_)@Png—l(%a)
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Moreover, we define

1/[K:Q]
R(X):( ]_[ R(%g) and S(X):( ]_[ S(%o))

0:K—C 0:K—C

The Faltings height of X is defined by

1/[K:Q]

d’égdet PsOy10, d’e\gdetR'p*@gg

ik (X) = (K : Q] K:Q]

where we endow the determinant of cohomology with the Faltings metric; see
Section 2.1. Note that g, (X) coincides with the stable Faltings height of the
Jacobian of Xk ; see [Szpiro 1985b, Chapter I, Lemma 3.2.1]. Furthermore, we
define the self-intersection of the dualising sheaf of X, denoted by e(X), as

_ (@g,0.P%,0,)
X =—ka

where we use Arakelov’s intersection pairing on the arithmetic surface ¥/ Og. The
discriminant of X, denoted by A(X), is defined as

chOK SP log #k(p)
K : Q] ’

A(X) =

where p runs through the maximal ideals of Ok and §, denotes the number of
singularities in the geometric fibre of p : ¥ — Spec Ok over p. These invariants
of X are well-defined; see [Moret-Bailly 1990, Section 5.4].

To bound the above Arakelov invariants, we introduce two functions on X (@):
the height and the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential. More precisely, let
b € X(Q) and suppose that b induces a section P of ¥ over Og. Then we define
the height of b, denoted by h(b), to be

noy = P 0, _ (P0yjo,)
[K : Q] [K : Q]

Note that the height of b is the stable canonical height of a point, in the Arakelov-
theoretic sense, with respect to the admissible line bundle w,, Ok We define the
Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential at b as

1/[K:Q]
||Wr||Ar<b>=( I ||Wr||Ar<bg>) .

0:K—C

These functions on X (@) are well-defined; see [Moret-Bailly 1990, Section 5.4].
Changing the model for X might change the height of a point. Let us show that the
height of a point does not become smaller if we take another regular model over O .
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Lemma 2.3.1. Let ¥ — Spec Ok be an arithmetic surface. Assume that ¥y is a
model for Xk . If Q denotes the section of ¥ over Ok induced by b € X (Q), then

(0, wy/04)
[K:Q]
Proof. By the minimality of &, there is a unique birational morphism ¢ : Y — &;

see [Liu 2006a, Corollary 9.3.24]. By the factorisation theorem, this morphism is
made up of a finite sequence

h(b) <

(]5,1, 1

y=a, 2y, Py g

of blowing-ups along closed points; see [Liu 2006a, Theorem 9.2.2]. For i =
1,...,n,let E; C%; denote the exceptional divisor of ¢;. Since the line bundles
way;/0x and @ wy,_, /0, agree on Y; — E;, there is an integer a such that

Wy, /0g = ¢;’<a)oy[._,/0,( ®@@,i @oy[. (aEi)'

Applying the adjunction formula, we see that a = 1. Since ¢; restricts to the identity
morphism on the generic fibre, we have a canonical isomorphism of admissible line
bundles

w0k = P 0,1 /0x B0y, O, (E;).
Let Q; denote the section of %; over Ok induced by b € X (Q). Then
(Qi, wy, 0,) = (Qi, ¢f ww,_ 104) +(Qi, Ei)
> (Qi, ¢ ww,_, o)
=(Qi—1, wu,_,/0¢),

where we used the projection formula in the last equality. Therefore, we conclude
that

(Q, wyj0x) = (Qn, 0y, /0¢) = (Qo, Wy 04) = (P, 0g0,) =h(P)[K : Q]. T

2.4. Bounding Arakelov invariants in the height of a non-Weierstrass point. In
this section, we prove bounds for Arakelov invariants of curves in the height of a
non-Weierstrass point and the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential in this
point.

Theorem 2.4.1. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over Q of genus
g>1. Letb e X(Q). Then

e(X) <4g(g — Dh(b),
Srat(X) > —90g° —4g(2g — 1)(g + Dh(b).
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Suppose that b is not a Weierstrass point. Then

hea(X) < 18(g + Dh(b) + log [Wr| A (),
Sra(X) < 62(g + DA(b) + 12 log||Wr| ac(b) + 4g log(277),
A(X) <2g(g+ 1)(4g + Dh(b) + 121og [|Wr||ac(b) +93g>.

This theorem is essential to the proof of Theorem 1.1.1 given in Section 4.5. We
give a proof of Theorem 2.4.1 at the end of this section.

Lemma 2.4.2. For a smooth projective connected curve X over Q of genus g > 1,
1og 19 lmax (X) = 5 log max(1, hpa (X)) + (4° +5g + 1) log 2.

Proof. We kindly thank R. de Jong for sharing this proof with us. We follow the
idea of [Graftieaux 2001, Section 2.3.2]; see also [David 1991, Appendice]. Let %,
be the Siegel fundamental domain of dimension g in the Siegel upper half-space
H,, i.e., the space of complex (g x g)-matrices t in H, such that the following
properties are satisfied. Firstly, for every element u;; of u =M (7), we have |u;;| < %
Secondly, for every y in Sp(2g, Z), we have det J(y - ) < detJ(t), and finally,
S(t) is Minkowski-reduced; i.e., for all § = (§1, ..., &,) € Z8 and for all i such
that &, ..., & are nonzero, we have EJ(1)'E > (I(1));; and, forall 1 <i <g—1
we have (3(7)); ;41 = 0. One can show that F, contains a representative of each
Sp(2g, Z)-orbit in Hy.

Let K be a number field such that X has a model X g over K. For any embedding
o : K — C, let 7, be an element of %, such that Jac(Xg ,) = C8 /(1,28 + Z8) as
principally polarised abelian varieties, the matrix of the Riemann form induced by
the polarisation of Jac(X g ) being J(15)~! on the canonical basis of C4. By a
result of Bost (see [Graftieaux 2001, Lemme 2.12] or [Pazuki 2012]), we have

1
[K : Q]

> logdet(3(1y)) < glogmax(l, hpa (X)) + (287 +2)log(2). (5)
o:K—C

Here we used that the Faltings height of X equals the Faltings height of its Jacobian.
Now, let #(z; 7) be the Riemann theta function as in Section 2.1, where 7 is in F,
and z =x + iy is in C8 with x, y € R8. Combining (5) with the upper bound

exp(—m' y(3(1)) "' Y)[0 (2 T)| < 23+ (6)

implies the result. Let us prove (6). Note that, if we write y = J(z) = (J(1)) - b
for b in RS,

exp(—m'g(3(1) "' NPz 7)| < Z exp(—7' (n +b)(3(1)) (n +b)).

nezs
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Since J(t) is Minkowski reduced, we have ‘m3(t)m > c¢(g) Z -~ mz(o(r)),l for
all m in RS. Here c(g) = (4/g%)*~1(3)*“""%. Also, (3(2))ii > +/3/2 for all
i=1,...,g (see [Igusa 1972, Chapter V.4] for these facts). We deduce that

> exp(=7' (1 +b)(3(0) (n +b))

nezs
< Z exp( Zﬂc(g)(nz +b;) («9(7))11)
neZé’
< H > exp(—me(g) (i +b)* ((x))is)
i=1 n,-EZ
8 2 < 2 &
< <2514+ — .
- D 1 —exp(—=me(g)(3(1))ii) — ( ﬂ\/gc(g))
This proves (6). O

Lemma 2.4.3. Let a € R.¢ and b € R<y. Then, for all real numbers x > b,
x—alogmax(l, x)= %x + %(x —2alogmax(1, x)) > %x +min(%b, a—a log(2a)).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that x — 2a log max(1, x) > min(b, 2a — 2a log(2a)) for
all x > b. To prove this, let x > b. Then, if 2a < 1, we have x — 2a log max(1, x) >
b > min(b, 2a — 2alog(2a)). (To prove that x — 2a logmax(1, x) > b, we may
assume that x > 1. It is easy to show that x — 2a log x is a nondecreasing function
for x > 1. Therefore, for all x > 1, we conclude that x —2alogx > 1> b.) If
2a > 1, the function x — 2a log(x) attains its minimum value at x = 2a on the
interval [1, 00). O

Lemma 2.4.4 (Bost). Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over Q of
genus g > 1. Then

hra(X) > —log(27)g.
Proof. See [Gaudron and Rémond 2011, Corollaire 8.4]. (Note that the Faltings
height 4 (X) utilised by Bost, Gaudron and Rémond is bigger than /g, (X) due to

a difference in normalisation. In fact, we have h(X) = hpy(X) + g log(y/7). In
particular, the slightly stronger lower bound Agy (X) > —log(+/27)g holds.) O

Lemma 2.4.5. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over Q of genus g > 1.
Then

log S(X) + hpa(X)
> Lhpa(X) — (43 +5g + 1) 10g2+min(—§ log(277), % - % log<§)).
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Proof. By the explicit formula (2) for S(X) in Section 2.1 and our bounds on theta
functions (Lemma 2.4.2),

log S(X) + hra(X) = —% log max(1, hpa (X)) — (4g> +5¢ + 1) 1og 2 + hra (X).

Since hpy(X) > —g log(2m), the statement follows from Lemma 2.4.3 (with x =
hpa(X),a=g/4 and b = —g log(2m)). O

Lemma 2.4.6. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve of genus g > 2 over Q.

Then

—1 1
28 DEHD %) 1 Lpu(X) > log SCX) + hra(X).

8(g—1)
Proof. By [de Jong 2005a, Proposition 5.6],
8(g—1)
e(X) > (g—(log R(X) + hra(X)).

T g+D@2g—-1
Note that log R(X) = log S(X) — 6ra1(X)/8; see (3) in Section 2.1. This implies
the inequality. ([

Lemma 2.4.7 (Noether formula). Let X be a smooth projective connected curve
over Q of genus g > 1. Then

12hp(X) = e(X) + A(X) + Spal(X) — 4g log(2m).

Proof. This is well-known; see [Faltings 1984, Theorem 6; Moret-Bailly 1989,
Théoréme 2.2]. |

Proposition 2.4.8. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve of genus g > 2
over Q. Then

2 —1(g+1
a0 = 3 EED ) 4 a0 + 20

- I
—glog(2m) < we(ﬁf) + 18Fa(X) +20g°,
4(g—1)
A(x) < 28 ; 1_)(15' D (%) 4 2800(X) + 248",

Proof. Firstly, by Lemma 2.4.6,

(2g —D(g+1)
8(g—1)
To obtain the upper bound for igy (X), we proceed as follows. By Lemma 2.4.5,

e(X) + §pa(X) > log S(X) + hpa(X).

log S(X) + hra(X)

> %h]:al(X) — (4g3 +5g+1) log2+min(—§ log(2m), % — % log(%)).
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From these two inequalities, we deduce that

(2g—-DE+1)

1
Fhra(X) < Sc—1)

e(X) + §8ra(X) + (48> +5g + 1) log 2

8 8 8 8
S log(27), 21 <_>__).
+max<2 og(2m) 1 og 2 )

Finally, it is straightforward to verify the inequality

(4g> +5g + 1) log2 +max(§ log(2m), ilog(g) — %) <10g3.

This concludes the proof of the upper bound for gy (X).

The second inequality follows from the first inequality of the proposition and
the lower bound /gy (X) > —glog(2m) of Bost (Lemma 2.4.4).

Finally, to obtain the upper bound of the proposition for the discriminant of X, we
eliminate the Faltings height of X in the first inequality using the Noether formula
and obtain

32¢-D+1D

AR Fe(X) + 8 (X) —4g log2m) < == e(X) 438k (X) +240g°.

Faltings [1984, Theorem 5] showed that e(X) > 0. Therefore, we conclude that

ACK) 4+ ra(X) — 4g log(2m) < 228 (; 1_)(15; D (%) + 3800 (X) 4+ 240¢°. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.4.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.4.1. The proof is straightforward. The upper bound e(X) <
4g(g — Dh(b) is well-known; see [Faltings 1984, Theorem 5].

Let us prove the lower bound for 8gy(X). If g > 2, the lower bound for g, (X)
can be deduced from the second inequality of Proposition 2.4.8 and the upper bound
e(X) <4g(g — 1)h(b). When g = 1, this follows from a result of Szpiro [de Jong
2005b, Proposition 7.2] and the nonnegativity of 4 (b).

From now on, we suppose that b is a non-Weierstrass point. The upper bound
hpa(X) < %g(g + 1)h(b) +log ||Wr||ar(b) follows from Theorem 5.9 in [de Jong
2005a] and (4) in Section 2.1.

We deduce the upper bound gy (X) < 6g(g + 1)h(b) + 121og||Wr| ar(D) +
4glog(2m) as follows. Since e(X) > 0 and A(X) > 0, the Noether formula implies
that

Spal(X) = 12hpa(X) +4g log(2m).

Thus, the upper bound for &g, (X) follows from the upper bound for Ag, (X).
The upper bound A(X) < 2g(g+ 1)(4g + Dh(b) + 121og || Wr||ar(b) + 93g3
follows from the inequality A(X) < 12hpy(X) — Spa(X) + 4glog(2m) and the
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preceding bounds. (One could also use the last inequality of Proposition 2.4.8 to
obtain a similar result.) O

3. Bounds for Arakelov—Green functions of Belyi covers

Our aim is to give explicit bounds for the Arakelov—Green function on a Belyi cover
of X (2). Such bounds have been obtained for certain Belyi covers using spectral
methods in [Jorgenson and Kramer 2006]. The results in [loc. cit.] do not apply to
our situation since the smallest positive eigenvalue of the Laplacian can go to zero
in a tower of Belyi covers; see [Long 2008, Theorem 4].

Instead, we use a theorem of Merkl to prove explicit bounds for the Arakelov—
Green function on a Belyi cover in Theorem 3.4.5. More precisely, we construct a
“Merkl atlas” for an arbitrary Belyi cover. Our construction uses an explicit version
of [Jorgenson and Kramer 2004] on the Arakelov (1, 1)-form due to Bruin.

We use our results to estimate the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential
in Proposition 3.5.1.

Merkl’s theorem [2011, Theorem 10.1] was used to prove bounds for Arakelov—
Green functions of the modular curve X|(5p) in [Edixhoven and de Jong 2011a].

3.1. Merkl’s theorem. Let X be a compact connected Riemann surface of positive
genus, and recall that u denotes the Arakelov (1, 1)-form on X.

Definition 3.1.1. A Merkl atlas for X is a quadruple
({(Uja Zj)}?:]v rlv Ma Cl)a

where {(U;, zj)};f:1 is a finite atlas for X and % <rp<1,M>1andc; >0 are
real numbers such that the following properties are satisfied:

(1) Each z;U; is the open unit disc.

(2) The open sets Ujr.1 ={xeUj:|z;(x)] <r} with1 < j <n cover X.

(3) For all 1 < j, j' < n, the function |dz;j/dzj| on U; N U is bounded from
above by M.

(4) For 1 < j <n, write uar =iFjdzj Adz; on U;. Then 0 < F;(x) < c; for all
X € Uj.

Given a Merkl atlas ({(U;, Zj)},}zl, ri, M, cy) for X, the following result pro-

vides explicit bounds for Arakelov—Green functions in n, r;, M and ci:
Theorem 3.1.2 (Merkl). Let ({(U;, zj)}’}zl, ri, M, c1) be a Merkl atlas for X.
Then

330n 1
log

sup  gry =

+13.2nc1+ (n—1)log M.
(XxX)\A (1—rp)3/2 1 g

1—r
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Furthermore, for every index j and all x # y € Ujr.', we have

lary (e, y)—log |2, (1) — 2, (| <~
g X X,y 0og Z] X Z] y = (1_r1)3/2 0g

1

1 +13.2nc1+(n—1)log M.
Proof. Merkl [2011] proved this theorem without explicit constants and without the
dependence on r;. A proof of the theorem in a more explicit form was given by
P. Bruin in his master’s thesis. This proof is reproduced, with minor modifications,
in the Appendix. O

3.2. An atlas for a Belyi cover of X (2). Let H denote the complex upper half-
plane. Recall that SL;(R) acts on H via Mobius transformations. Let I'(2) denote
the subgroup of SL,(Z) defined as

r@) ={(“%) eSLy2):a=d=1mod2and b=c=0mod2}.

The Riemann surface Y (2) = I'(2)\H is not compact. Let X (2) be the compactifi-
cation of the Riemann surface Y (2) = I'(2)\H obtained by adding the cusps 0, 1
and oo. Note that X (2) is known as the compact modular curve associated to the
congruence subgroup T'(2) of SL,(Z). The modular lambda function A : H — C
induces an analytic isomorphism A : X (2) — P! (C); see Section 4.4 for details. In
particular, the genus of X (2) is zero. For a cusp « € {0, 1, oo}, we fix an element y;
in SL;(Z) such that y, (k) = oo.

We construct an atlas for the compact connected Riemann surface X (2). Let Boo
be the open subset given by the image of the strip

Seo={x+iy:—1<x<1, y>1i}cH

in Y (2) under the quotient map H — I'(2)\H defined by t — I'(2)t. The quotient
map H — I"(2)\H induces a bijection from this strip to Bso. More precisely, suppose
that 7 and 7’ in S lie in the same orbit under the action of I"'(2). Then, there exists
an element

y=(a) €T@

such that yt = t’. If ¢ # 0, by definition, ¢ is a nonzero integral multiple of 2.
Thus, ¢ > 4. Therefore,
1 St 1 1

— <37 = <

2 lct+dP — 43t 2

This is clearly impossible. Thus, ¢ =0 and t" =  + b. By definition, b = 2k for
some integer k. Since 7 and t’ lie in the above strip, we conclude that » = 0. Thus,
=1,

Consider the morphism 2o, : H — C given by t +— exp(wit+m/2). The image of
the strip So under zo in C is the punctured open unit disc B(0, 1). Now, for any t
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and 7’ in the strip Seo, the equality zoo(T) = Zoo(t') holds if and only if 7/ = 7 4 2k
for some integer k. But then K = 0 and 7 = 7’. We conclude that z., factors
injectively through Bu. Let zo : Boo — B(0, 1) denote, by abuse of notation, the
induced chart at 0o, where By, := Boo U {oo} and B(0, 1) is the open unit disc in C.
We translate our neighbourhood B, at co to a neighbourhood for «, where « is a
cusp of X (2). More precisely, for any t in H, define z,(7) = exp(m’yk_1 T+7m/2).
Let B, be the image of Sso under the map H — Y (2) given by t — I'(2)y, 7. We
define B, = B, U {x}. We let z, : B, — B(0, 1) denote the induced chart (by abuse
of notation).

Since the open subsets B, cover X (2), we have constructed an atlas {(By, zx)}«
for X (2), where k runs through the cusps 0, 1 and co.

Definition 3.2.1. A Belyi cover of X(2) is a morphism of compact connected
Riemann surfaces Y — X (2) that is unramified over Y (2). The points of ¥ not
lying over Y (2) are called cusps.

Lemma 3.2.2. Let 7 : Y — X (2) be a Belyi cover with Y of genus g. Then,
g <degm.

Proof. This is trivial for g < 1. For g > 2, the statement follows from the Riemann—
Hurwitz formula. O

Letw : Y — X (2) be a Belyi cover. We are going to “lift” the atlas {(By, z)}
for X (2) to an atlas for Y.

Let x be a cusp of X (2). The branched cover 7~ Y(B,) = B, restricts to a finite
degree topological cover 7 ~!(B,) — B,. In particular, the composed morphism

n_lé,( — BK TN) B(O, 1)
Zel
is a finite degree topological cover of B(0, 1).

Recall that the fundamental group of B(0, 1) is isomorphic to Z. More precisely,
for any connected topological cover of V — B(0, 1) of finite degree, there is a unique
integer e > 1 such that V — B(O, 1) is isomorphic to the cover B(O, 1) — B(O, 1)
given by x > x°.

For every cusp y of Y lying over «, let Vy be the unique connected component of
7' B, whose closure Vy in 71 (B,) contains y. Then, for any cusp y, there is a
positive integer e, and an isomorphism w, : Vy =5 B(0, 1) such that w;y =2zxom|y, .
The isomorphism w, : Vy — B(0, 1) extends to an isomorphism wy, : Vy, — B(0, 1)
such that w;" = 7z, om|y,. This shows that e, is the ramification index of y over «.
Note that we have constructed an atlas {(Vy, wy)} for Y, where y runs over the
cusps of Y.
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3.3. The Arakelov (1, 1)-form and the hyperbolic metric. Let
i 1 _
Mhyp(T) = EW dtdt
be the hyperbolic metric on H. A Fuchsian group is a discrete subgroup of SL;(R).
For any Fuchsian group I', the quotient space I'\H is a connected Hausdorff
topological space and can be made into a Riemann surface in a natural way. The
hyperbolic metric ppy, on H induces a measure on I'\H, given by a smooth positive
real-valued (1, 1)-form outside the set of fixed points of elliptic elements of I'.
If the volume of ['\H with respect to this measure is finite, we call I" a cofinite
Fuchsian group.

Let I" be a cofinite Fuchsian group, and let X be the compactification of I'\H
obtained by adding the cusps. We assume that I" has no elliptic elements and that
the genus g of X is positive. There is a unique smooth function Fr : X — [0, o0)
that vanishes at the cusps of I' such that

1
p= Fritnp. )

A detailed description of FT is not necessary for our purposes.

Definition 3.3.1. Let 7 : Y — X (2) be a Belyi cover. Then we define the cofinite
Fuchsian group I'y (or simply I') associated to 7 : ¥ — X (2) as follows. Since the
topological fundamental group of Y (2) equals I'(2) /{%1}, we have 7 HYQ) =
I'"\H for some subgroup I’ C I'(2)/{%1} of finite index. We define I' C I'(2) to
be the inverse image of I'” under the quotient map I'(2) — I'(2)/{%1}. Note that
I" is a cofinite Fuchsian group without elliptic elements.

Theorem 3.3.2 (Jorgenson and Kramer). For any Belyi cover w : Y — X (2), where
Y has positive genus,

sup Fr < 64 max(e,)* < 64(deg)*.
ey yeY

Proof. This is shown in [Bruin 2013]. More precisely, in the notation of [loc. cit.],

Bruin shows that, with a = 1.44, we have Ns;, ) (z, 2a%>—1)<58. In particular,

sup,cy Nr(z, z, 2a” — 1) < 58; see Section 8.2 in [loc. cit.]. Now, we apply Propo-

sition 6.1 and Lemma 6.2 (with ¢ = 2deg ) in [loc. cit.] to deduce the sought

inequality. ]

Remark 3.3.3. Jorgenson and Kramer [2004] prove a stronger (albeit nonexplicit)
version of Theorem 3.3.2.

3.4. A Merkl atlas for a Belyi cover of X (2). In this section, we prove bounds for
Arakelov—Green functions of Belyi covers.
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Recall that we constructed an atlas {(By, z, )}« for X (2). For a cusp k of X (2), let
Ve - H— (0, 00)

1 _log|z,

be defined by T+ J(y, 1) = 5 | This induces a function B, — (0, 00),

also denoted by y,.
Lemma 3.4.1. For any two cusps k and k' of X (2), we have

dz.

<4exp(3m/2)

Zy!
on B, N B,.

Proof. We work on the complex upper half-plane H. We may and do assume that
k #«'. By applying y,;l, we may and do assume that ¥’ = 00. On B, N By, we have

de(t)=niexp(niy;lr+71/2)d(y,:1r) and dzoo(t)=miexp(mwit+m/2)d(7).
Therefore,

d(yo ')
d(r)

dz,

-
T) = exp( T—1
dZoo( ) =exp(wi(y, )
It follows from a simple calculation that, for y,~' = (“ %) with ¢ #0,

=
dzso

(r)= exp(TT (Yoo (T) — yi (7).

lct +d|?

For 7 and yK_lr in By, one has yso(7) > % and y.(7) > % From |cT +d| >
Yoo (T) = J(7), it follows that

(1) = 3( 71( ) (ar+b) R4 - It <

7)=3 7)) = = ,

Ve Vi Yolcr+d) T ler+dP = Go2 =

and similarly, y.(7) < 2. The statement follows. O

Let 7 : Y — X (2) be a Belyi cover, and let V = 7~ 1(Y(2)) be the complement
of the set of cusps in Y. Recall that we constructed an atlas {(Vy, w,)} for Y. We
assume that the genus g of Y is positive, and as usual, we let i denote the Arakelov
(1, 1)-formon Y.

Lemma 3.4.2. Let y be a cusp of m : Y — X (2) withk = (y). Then
2m2y2|\w, | .
K—Z}Mhyp on V.
ey

idwydwy =

Proof. Let k = m(y) in X (2). We work on the complex upper half-plane. By the
chain rule, we have

d(z¢) =d(wy) = eyw;"_1 dwy.
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y y y y K K-

Note that dz, = iz, d(y; '), where we view y, ! : H — C as a function. Therefore,

2wy dwy dwy =7z, P d(y ) d(v ).

Since |w§y| = |z, |, we have
. _imtwyr
ldwydwy:e—zd(yx Yd(ye )

y R
222wy id(y N dve ) 2%y wy? _
— K Y K K — K2 Yy (MhypOVK l)‘

2

2 2
ey 2y; e

Since pnyp is invariant under the action of SL;(Z), this concludes the proof. [

Proposition 3.4.3. Let y be a cusp of m : Y — X (2). Write u =iF,dw,dw,
onVy. Then F) is a subharmonic function on Vy and

0<F, < 128 exp(37)(deg 71)4'

Tlg
Proof. The first statement follows from [Jorgenson and Kramer 2004, p. 8]; see
also [Bruin 2010, p. 58]. The lower bound for F) is clear from the definition. Let
us prove the upper bound for Fj.

For a cusp « of X (2), let B, 2)C B, be the image of the strip {x+iy:—1<x <1,
y > 2} in Y (2) under the map H — Y (2) given by 7 — I'(2)y, 7. For a cusp y
of Y lying over «, define V,(2) = 7~ (B, (2)) and Vy(2) = V,(2) U {y}. Since the
boundary dV,(2) of V,(2) is contained in V, — V,(2), by the maximum principle
for subharmonic functions,

sup F :max(sup F,, sup F,> :max< sup Fy, sup Fy> = sup F).

v, V,2 T V=V, WV,2) T V=V, () V=V, (2)
By Lemma 3.4.2, Definition 3.3.1 and (7) in Section 3.3,
e?
Fy=Fr——s>—-7 ®)

T .
2gm2yglwyl?
Note that y_? < 4 on V,. Furthermore,

sup |wy|_2§ sup |ZK|_2=eXp(—7T) sup exp(2my,) <exp(3m).
Vy=Vy(2) B—B.(2) B—B(2)

Thus, the proposition follows from Jorgenson—Kramer’s upper bound for Fr
(Theorem 3.3.2). U
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Definition 3.4.4. Define s; = /T/2. Note that § <s; < 1. For any cusp k of X(2),
let Bi' be the open subset of B, whose image under z, is {x € C : |x| < s1}.
Moreover, define the positive real number r; by the equation rfeg” = s51. Note
that % <ri < 1. Forall cusps y of 7 : ¥ — X (2), define the subset V! C V, by
V;‘ ={xeV,:|lw,x)|<r}.

Theorem 3.4.5. Let v : Y — X (2) be a Belyi cover such that Y is of genus g > 1.
Then

d 5
sup er, < 6378027 987
YxY)\A 8

Moreover, for every cusp y and all x # x" in V1,

d 5
lary (2, x') —log |y (¥) — w, (v)]| < 6378027 987

Proof. Write d = degm. Let s; and r; be as in Definition 3.4.4. We define real
numbers
128 exp(3m)d*
n:=#Y—-V), M:=4dexp(Bn) and c|:= M.
mig

Since n is the number of cusps of Y, we have n < 3d. Moreover,
1 < d ‘
1—r; = 1—5

Note that

330n 1 4’
1 13.2 —1)log M < 6378027 —.
A2 Ogl—r1+ ncy+m—1)logM < 2

Therefore, by Theorem 3.1.2, it suffices to show that

({(Vy» wy)}yv ri, M, cy),

where y runs over the cusps of 7 : Y — X (2), constitutes a Merkl atlas for Y.
The first condition of MerkI’s theorem is satisfied. That is, w, V, is the open unit
disc in C.
To verify the second condition of Merkl’s theorem, we have to show that the
open sets V! cover Y. For any x € Vy,, we have x € V{1 if w(x) € B'. In fact, for
any x in V, we have |w,(x)| < ry if and only if

|2 (T ()] = [wy ()@ < 1.

Since r| < 1, we see that 5| = rfl < rley. Therefore, if 7 (x) lies in B;', we see that
x lies in Vy". Now, since s; < \/5/2, we have X(2) = |J B}'. We conclude
that Y = J V', where y runs through the cusps. {0, 1,00}

y
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Since we have already verified the fourth condition of Merkl’s theorem in
Proposition 3.4.3, it suffices to verify the third condition to finish the proof. Let «
and «’ be cusps of X (2). We may and do assume that ¥ # «’. Now, as usual, we
work on the complex upper half-plane. By the chain rule,

d
<

= — S
|wy |€y ! B.NB,/

dz,
dz,

dw,
dw,y

on V, NV, Note that |w, (oo~ > |lwy (7)|* = |z« (7)]| for any T in H. Therefore,

dz,
dz,

dw,

<M,

d
< sup
|z | B.NB,

dwy’
where we used Lemma 3.4.1 and the inequality |z, | > exp(—3mw/2) on B, N B,r. [

3.5. The Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential.

Proposition 3.5.1. Let 7w : Y — X (2) be a Belyi cover with Y of genus g > 1. Then

sup log||Wr|lar < 6378028g(deg 7)°.
Y —Supp W

Proof. Let b be a non-Weierstrass point on Y, and let y be a cusp of Y such that b
lies in V;‘. Let w = (wy, ..., wg) be an orthonormal basis of HO(Y, Q},). Then, as
in Section 2.1,

(g+1
10g [IWr | ar(b) = log | Wy, () (b)]| + % 1g [ldw || ar(b).
By Theorem 3.4.5,
glg+1)

2 log |[dwy || ar(b) < 6378027g(deg 7).

Let us show that log |Wy, (w)(b)| < g(deg 7). Write wp = fi dwy on V. Note
that wi A wr = |fk|2 dwy, A dwy. Therefore,

. .8
1 o 1 2 _
w= E Za)k/\a)k = g Zlfkl dwy Ndwy.
k=1 k=1
We deduce that Y §_, | fi|> = 2g Fy, where F, is the unique function on V such
that u =i F\y dw, Adw,. By our upper bound for F, (Proposition 3.4.3), for any

j=1,...,8,

256 exp(3)(deg m)*
= .

8
supl ;> < sup Y | fil> = 2¢Fy < =
vy

Yy k=1



112 Ariyan Javanpeykar

By Hadamard’s inequality,

g—1 g
log [Wa, (@) ()] <) 1og(2

1=0

d'fi
dl

12
(b)) :

Let r1 < r < 1 be some real number. By Cauchy’s integral formula, for any
O0<i=g-—-1,

d' fi
dwé

(b) =

l / Jr
— dw,
2700 Jjw,j=r (wy — wy (b))H+!
!

I g!
< m uP|fk| < ﬁ P|fk|

By the preceding estimations, since g! < g8 and 1/(1 —ry) <degm/(1 —s1), we
obtain that

log |[Wy, (@) (D)

Sl )

I k=1 Yy
8- !

< log< h (
= (I—=rps

=glog(gh +¢ 10g(

256 exp(37)(deg w)*\'/?
712

-

256 3
1 — I 7'[2

(256 exp(37)

=< (4.5 ~|—log< . ) + ; lo 5 ))g2 log(deg )

< 13g(deg m)?.

Since g > 1 and 7 : Y — X (2) is a Belyi cover, the inequality deg 7 > 3 holds.
Thus,
13g(degm)?

> < g(degn)’. 0

13g(deg )* <

4. Points of bounded height

4.1. Lenstra’s generalisation of Dedekind’s discriminant bound. Let A be a dis-
crete valuation ring of characteristic O with fraction field K. Let ord4 denote the
valuation on A. Let L/K be a finite field extension of degree n, and let B be the
integral closure of A in L. Note that L /K is separable, and B/A is finite; see [Serre
1979, Proposition 1.4.8].

The inverse different D } 4 of B over A is the fractional ideal

{xeL:Tr(xB) C A},
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where Tr is the trace of L over K. The inverse of the inverse different, denoted by
D p/a, is the different of B over A. Note that D g, 4 is actually an integral ideal of L.

The following proposition (which we would like to attribute to H. W. Lenstra, Jr.)
is a generalisation of Dedekind’s discriminant bound; see [Serre 1979, Proposition
11.6.13].

Proposition 4.1.1 (H. W. Lenstra, Jr.). Suppose that B is a discrete valuation ring
of ramification index e over A. Then, the valuation r of the different ideal D p/a
on B satisfies the inequality

r<e—1-4e-ords(n).

Proof. Let x be a uniformiser of A. Since A is of characteristic 0, we may define
y:=1/nx; note that y is an element of K. The trace of y (as an element of L) is 1/x.
Since 1/x is notin A, this implies that the inverse different D } 4 1s strictly contained
in the fractional ideal y B. (If not, since A and B are discrete valuation rings, we
would have that y B is strictly contained in the inverse different.) In particular, the
different D /4 strictly contains the fractional ideal (nx). Therefore, the valuation
ordg(Dp/a) on B of Dp/4 is strictly less than the valuation of nx. Thus,

ordg(Dp/a) <ordp(nx) =e-ordg(nx) =e(ordg(n) +1) =e-ords(n) +e.
This concludes the proof of the inequality. U

Remark 4.1.2. If the extension of residue fields of B/A is separable, Proposition
4.1.1 follows from the remark following Proposition II1.6.13 in [Serre 1979]. (The
result in that proposition was conjectured by Dedekind and proved by Hensel when
A = Z.) The reader will see that, in the proof of Proposition 4.2.4, we have to deal
with imperfect residue fields.

Proposition 4.1.3. Suppose that the residue characteristic p of A is positive. Let
m be the biggest integer such that p™ < n. Then, for B8 C B a maximal ideal of B
with ramification index eg over A, the valuation rg of the different ideal D g, 4 at B
satisfies the inequality

rg<eg—1-+eg- orda (p™).

Proof. To compute rg, we localise B at 8 and then take the completions A and Z?;
of A and Bg, respectively. Let d be the degree of Bg over A. Then, by Lenstra’s
result (Proposition 4.1.1), the inequality

rg <eg—1+eg-ordz(d)
holds. By definition, ord;(d) = ords(d) < ords (p™). This concludes the proof. [J
4.2. Covers of arithmetic surfaces with fixed branch locus. Let K be a number

field with ring of integers Ok, and let S = Spec Ok . Let D be a reduced effective
divisor on ¥ = I]J”S, and let U denote the complement of the support of D in .
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Let Y — § be an integral normal two-dimensional flat projective S-scheme with
geometrically connected fibres, and let 7w : Y — & be a finite surjective morphism
of S-schemes that is étale over U. Let ¥ : ¥’ — % be the minimal resolution
of singularities [Liu 2006a, Proposition 9.3.32]. Note that we have the following
diagram of morphisms:

vy e

Consider the prime decomposition D =), _, D;, where [ is a finite-index set. Let
D;; be an irreducible component of 7 ~1(D) mapping onto D;, where j is in the
index set J;. We define r;; to be the valuation of the different ideal of O, D,/ Og.p,.
We define the ramification divisor R tobe 3, ;> ;. 7ijDij. We define B :=m,R.

We apply [Liu 2006a, 6.4.26] to obtain that there exists a dualising sheaf way /s
for ¥ — § and a dualising sheaf w,, for 7 : Y — & such that the adjunction formula

wy/s = JT*CU%/S Q wr

holds. Since the local ring at the generic point of a divisor on & is of characteristic 0,
basic properties of the different ideal imply that w, is canonically isomorphic to
the line bundle Oy (R). We deduce the Riemann—Hurwitz formula

Let Ky = —2 - [00] be the divisor defined by the tautological section of wy, Ok
Let Koy denote the Cartier divisor on %’ defined by the rational section d (7 o )
of way /5. We define the Cartier divisor Ko on % analogously; i.e., Ko is the Cartier
divisor on ¥ defined by dx. Note that Koy = ¥, Kay. Also, the Riemann—Hurwitz
formula implies the following equality of Cartier divisors:

Ky =7*Ky + R.

Let Ey, ..., E; be the exceptional components of 1 : ¥ — Y. Note that the
pull-back of the Cartier divisor {* Ko coincides with Koy on

S
v - JE.
i=1
Therefore, there exist integers ¢; such that

N
Koy = YKoy + ZCiEi,
i=1
where this is an equality of Cartier divisors (not only modulo linear equivalence).
Note that (¥ *Ka, E;) =0 for all i. In fact, K is linearly equivalent to a Cartier
divisor with support disjoint from the singular locus of Y.
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Lemma 4.2.1. Foralli =1, ...,s, we have c; <O.

Proof. We have the following local statement. Let y be a singular point of %, and

let Eyq, ..., E, be the exceptional components of ¥ lying over y. We define
V+ = Z Ci E,'
&0

as the sum on the ¢; > 0. To prove the lemma, it suffices to show that V; =0. Since
the intersection form on the exceptional locus of ¥" — % is negative-definite [Liu
2006a, Proposition 9.1.27], to prove V. =0, it suffices to show that (V,, V) > 0.
Clearly, to prove the latter inequality, it suffices to show that, for all i such that
¢; > 0, we have (V4, E;) > 0. To do this, fix i € {1, ..., r} with ¢; > 0. Since
%’ — % is minimal, we have that E; is not a (—1)-curve. In particular, by the
adjunction formula, the inequality (Ka, E;) > 0 holds. We conclude that
r
(Vi, ED) = (Ko, E) = ) ¢j(Ej Ei) =0,
j=1

cj<0

where, in the last inequality, we used that, for all j such that c¢; < 0, we have that
E; #E;. (|

Proposition 4.2.2. Let P': S — %’ be a section, and let Q : S — ¥ be the induced
section. If the image of P’ is not contained in the support of Koy, then

(Ko, PNfin < (B, Q)fin-

Proof. By the Riemann—-Hurwitz formula, we have Koy = 7* Ko + R. Therefore, by
Lemma 4.2.1, we get that

(Ko, Pin = (Y* Koy + > ¢; Ei, P)fin
)
= (w*ﬂ*Kgg-i-w*R-i-ZciEi, Pl>
i=1 fin
< (W' Ke, P)in+ (Y*R, P')fin.

Since the image of P’ is not contained in the support of Kqy, we can apply the
projection formula for the composed morphism 7w o/ : ¥ — ¥ to (Y *7* Ky, P )fin
and (Y *R, P')gn; see [Liu 2006a, Section 9.2]. This gives

(Kay, PNin < (W 7Kg, Pein+ (W R, Piin = (Kz, Q)fin + (4R, Q)fin.

Since Ky = —2 - [00], the inequality (Kg, Q)fn < 0 holds. By definition, B = m,R.
This concludes the proof. U
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We introduce some notation. For i in I and j in J;, let ¢;; and f;; be the
ramification index and residue degree of 7 at the generic point of D;;, respectively.
Moreover, let p; C Ok be the maximal ideal corresponding to the image of D;
in Spec Ok . Then, note that e;; is the multiplicity of D;; in the fibre of ¥ over p;.
Now, let ey, and fy,, be the ramification index and residue degree of p; over Z,
respectively. Finally, let p; be the residue characteristic of the local ring at the
generic point of D; and, if p; > 0, let m; be the biggest integer such that p;" <deg,
Le., m; = [log(degm)/log(p:)].

Lemma 4.2.3. Let i be in I such that 0 < p; < degm. Then, for all j in J;,
rij < Zeijm,-ep,..

Proof. Let ordp, be the valuation on the local ring at the generic point of D;. Then,
by Proposition 4.1.3, the inequality

m;
rij <ej—1+e;j-ordp,(p;")

holds. Note that ordp, (p;"i) = mjep,. Since p; < degm, we have that m; > 1.
Therefore,

Fij Se,-j—l—i—e,-jm,-epi SZeijm,-epl.. |

Let us introduce a bit more notation. Let I; be the set of { in I such that D; is

horizontal (i.e., p; =0) or p; >degm. Let D1 =) _, el D;. We are now finally ready
to combine our results to bound the “nonarchimedean” part of the height of a point.

Proposition 4.2.4. Let P’ : S — %' be a section, and let Q : S — ¥ be the induced
section. If the image of P’ is not contained in the support of Koy, then

(Kay, P')in < deg (D1, Q)fin + 2(deg )* log(deg 7)[K : Q].

Proof. Note that
B=3(Srh)o
iel “jelJ;

Let I, be the complement of /; in I. Let D, =) _._, D;, and note that D = D; + D;.

In particular,

iel

(B, Q)in = Z Z rij fij(Di, Q)fin

iel jeJ;

=" rijfij(Di. Qin+ Y Y rij fij(Dis Q)fin-

iel jeJ; ielh jel;
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Note that, for all 7 in /; and j in J;, the ramification of D;; over D; is tame; i.e., the
equality r;; = ¢;; — 1 holds. Note that, for all i in I, we have }_;, ¢;; fij = degm.
Thus,

D riifii(Di, Qin < Y Y €ij fij(Di, Qsin = deg 7 (D1, Qsn.

iel .]'EJ,' iel jEJ,'

We claim that

> rij £ (Diy Q) < 2(degm)? log(deg m)[K : Q.

ich jeJ;
In fact, since, for all i in I; and j in J;, by Lemma 4.2.3, the inequality
rij < 2ejjm;ey,
holds, we have that

DD riifii(Di @Qin <2 miep, (D, Q)ﬁn(z eijfij)

iEIz jEJ,’ iEIz jEJ,‘

= 2(degm) Z miey, (Di, Q)fin-

iel,

Note that (D;, Q) = log(#k(p;)) = fp, log p;. We conclude that

log(d
Zmiep,-(Di’Q)ﬁn: Z ( Z epifpi)t%J log(p)

iel pprime ‘i€l pi=p
log(deg )
—k:Q] Y Lgl—gJ log(p),
ogp
X pN|D2|#£D

where the last sum runs over all prime numbers p such that the fibre &, contains
an irreducible component of the support of D,. Thus,

log(deg )

(B, Q)in = (degm)(D1, Qpin+2(deg K : Q] Y L oz 7

%pﬂDQ?é@

J log(p).

Note that

log(d
Z L ogli) eg n)J log(p) < Z log(deg ) < deg log(deg ),
%,NDr£D £p LpNDr 72

where we used that &, N D, # & implies that p < deg . In particular,

(B, Q)fin < (deg ) (D1, Q)fin + 2(deg 7)? log(deg 7)[K : Q.
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By Proposition 4.2.2, we conclude that
(Ko, P)fin < (deg )(Dy, Q)fin + 2(deg 7)* log(deg 7)[K : Q. 0

4.3. Models of covers of curves. In this section, we give a general construction
for a model of a cover of the projective line. Let K be a number field with ring of
integers Ok, and let S = Spec Og.

Proposition 4.3.1. Let Y — Spec Ok be a flat projective morphism with geomet-
rically connected fibres of dimension 1, where %Y is an integral normal scheme.
Then, there exists a finite field extension L /K such that the minimal resolution of
singularities of the normalisation of ¥ X o, Oy is semistable over Of.

Proof. This follows from [Liu 2006b, Corollary 2.8]. O
The main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 4.3.2. Let K be a number field, and let Y be a smooth projective geomet-
rically connected curve over K. Then, for any finite morphism g : Y — P}(, there
exists a number field L /K such that

o the normalisation w : Y — [F"%)L of I]:"i)L in the function field of Yy, is finite flat
surjective,

o the minimal resolution of singularities r : Y’ — Y is semistable over Oy and

o each irreducible component of the vertical part of the branch locus of the finite
flat morphism & : %Y — [P’loL is of characteristic less than or equal to deg .
(The characteristic of a prime divisor D on [P’loL is the residue characteristic
of the local ring at the generic point of D.)

Proof. By Proposition 4.3.1, there exists a finite field extension L/K such that
the minimal resolution of singularities ¥ : %" — % of the normalisation of IP’%)L
in the function field of Y; is semistable over Oy . Note that the finite morphism
Ty — [P’IOL is flat. (The source is normal of dimension 2, and the target is
regular.) Moreover, since the fibres of ¥’ — Spec O are reduced, the fibres of
Y over Oy are reduced. Let p C O be a maximal ideal of residue characteristic
strictly bigger than deg 7, and note that the ramification of 7 : Y — IPBL over (each
prime divisor of IP’})L lying over) p is tame. Since the fibres of ¥ — Spec O are
reduced, we see that the finite morphism 7 is unramified over p. In fact, since
[P’IOL — Spec Oy, has reduced (even smooth) fibres, the valuation of the different
ideal %g,, /0, ,, on Op of an irreducible component D of ¥, lying over 7 (D) in &
is precisely the multiplicity of D in %¥,. (Here we let Op denote the local ring at
the generic point of D and O (p) the local ring at the generic point of 7w (D).) Thus,
each irreducible component of the vertical part of the branch locus of 7 : Y — I]:DIOL
is of characteristic less or equal to deg . U
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4.4. The modular lambda function. The modular function A : H — C is defined as

1
#(2+3) = 9(3)

1 9

p(3) -9 ()
where g denotes the Weierstrass elliptic function for the lattice Z 4 tZ in C. The
function A is ['(2)-invariant. More precisely, A factors through the I'(2)-quotient
map H — Y (2) and an analytic isomorphism Y (2) = C\ {0, 1}. Thus, the modular
function A induces an analytic isomorphism X (2) — P!'(C). Let us note that
A(ioo) =0, A(1) = o0 and A(0) = 1.

The restriction of A to the imaginary axis {iy : y > 0} in H induces a homeomor-

phism, also denoted by A, from {iy : y > 0} to the open interval (0, 1) in R. In fact,
for « in the open interval (0, 1),

MT) =

M(1, V)
M1, V1 —a)

where M denotes the arithmetic-geometric mean.

) =i

o0
Lemma 4.4.1. For t in H, let q(t) = exp(wit) and let A\(t) = ) a,q"(t) be the

q-expansion of . on H. Then, for any real number ;1 <y<l, =l

o0

> nang"(iy)

n=1

—log <2.

Proof. Note that

It suffices to show that |gdA/dq| > %. We will use the product formula for A.
Namely,

A(q) = 16q 1_[ fulg) and  fu(g) = Tagm

n=1

Write f,(¢) = dfu(q)/dq. Then,

d =\ d
a9 ( Zf@) (1+nglogfn(q)>-

n=1

Note that, for any positive integer n and ‘3‘ <y<l,

(% log £,(@)) (iy) 0.
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Moreover, since A(i) = % and A(0) = 1, the inequality A(iy) > % holds for all

0§y§1.Also,f0r§§y§1,

( q Z —log fn(q)>(ty) =10

In fact,

iilo f( )_izanH—l _i(zn_l)QZH—Z
dq g Jnlq) = 1+q2n — 1+q2n—1 :

n=1 n=1

It is straightforward to verify that, for all ‘5—‘ <y <1, the inequality

i 2ng>" 1 (iy) i (2n — Dg>(iy)
< 1+q%(iy) I+g>~1(iy)

100 &

> 109 2o 214" l(zy)—Z(zn Dg*" 2 (iy)

n=1

n=1

holds. Finally, utilising classical formulas for geometric series, for all %‘ <y<l,

2004 (iy) 1+4¢%@iy) >> 7
= 10°

- dl N s
q(ly);ﬁ(ogfn(qn(l)’) —q(ly)<1()9(1—q2(iy))2 (1 —¢g2%(3iy))?

We conclude that
a1 5(1= 1) = 5. O

4.5. A non-Weierstrass point with bounded height. The logarithmic height of a
nonzero rational number @ = p/q is given by

hnaive (@) = log max(|pl, |g]),
where p and ¢g are coprime integers and g > 0.

Theorem 4.5.1. Let g :Y — I]:D:iD be a finite morphism of degree d, where Y /Q is a
smooth projective connected curve of positive genus g > 1. Assume that g : Y — Pé@
is unramified over [IJ’}1 \ {0, 1, oo}. Then, for any rational number 0 < a < % and any
b e Y(Q) lying over a,

5
h(b) < 3hpgve(@)d® + 6378031%

Proof. By Theorem 4.3.2, there exist a number field K and a model

7TKZY—>P}(
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for ng : ¥ — I]J’}1 with the following three properties: the minimal resolution
of singularities v : %' — Y of the normalisation 7 : ¥ — P, of Py, in ¥ is
semistable over Ok, each irreducible component of the vertical part of the branch
locusof 7 : Y — PIOK is of characteristic less than or equal to degw and every
point in the fibre of wg over a is K -rational. Also, the morphism 7 : Y — IP’%)K is
finite flat surjective.

Let b € Y(K) lie over a. Let P’ be the closure of b in %’. By Lemma 2.3.1, the
height of b is “minimal” on the minimal regular model. That is,

(P, wy/0x)

MO =

Recall the following notation from Section 4.2. Let ¥ = IP’})K. Let Ky = —2-[o0]
be the divisor defined by the tautological section. Let Kqy be the divisor on %’
defined by d (k) viewed as a rational section of way o, . Since the support of Kay
on the generic fibre is contained in n,;l ({0, 1, 00}), the section P’ is not contained
in the support of Kqy. Therefore, we get that

hB)IK : Q] < (P, wyj0,) = (P, Kadin+ Y (=loglldmk o) (o (b)).
o:K—C

Let D be the branch locus of 7 : Y — ¥ endowed with the reduced closed
subscheme structure. Write D =0+ 1 4+ 00 4+ Dyer, Where Dy, is the vertical part
of D. Note that, in the notation of Section 4.2, we have that D; =0+ 1+ o0. Thus,
if Q denotes the closure of a in &, by Proposition 4.2.4, we get

(P, Kay)fin < (degm)(0+ 1 400, Q)gin +2(deg 7)” log(deg 7)[K : Q.
Write a = p/q, where p and g are coprime positive integers with ¢ > p. Note that
(041400, Q)fin = [K : Q]log(pg (g — p))

<3log(g)[K : Q]
= 3hnaive(a)[K : Q].
We conclude that

(P, Ky)fin

. 2 3
(K : Q] = 3hnauve(a)(deg )+ Z(deg ).

It remains to estimate ) ., c(—log [d7k|l») (o (b)). We will use our bounds
for Arakelov—Green functions.

Let o : K — C be an embedding. The composition

Y, 7o PI(C) 2 X(2)
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is a Belyi cover (Definition 3.2.1). By abuse of notation, let 7 denote the composed
morphism Y, — X(2). Note that )Fl(g) ~~ 0.85i. In particular, I(A~"!(a)) >
S()ﬁl(%)) > s1. (Recall that s; = 4/1/2.) Therefore, the element 1! (a) lies in
B2L. Since VitoV, N~ B, there is a unique cusp y of ¥, — X (2) lying over co
such that a(b) lies in V’ 1

Note that ¢ = 7z exp( 7 /2). Therefore, since A = Z ajqf on H,

j=1
00

Aom = Zaj exp(—jm/2)(zc0 ozr)j = Zaj exp(—jﬂ/2)w;"j
j=1 j=1

on V. Thus, by the chain rule,
d(vom)=ey, Y jajexp(—jm/Qwy’ " d(w,).
j=1

By the trivial inequality e, > 1, the inequality |wy| < 1 and Lemma 4.4.1,
—log [[d (A o )| ar(0 (D))

= —log||[dwy|lar(o (D)) —log |e

Z jaj exp(—jm /2wy’ 1(o~<b))‘

=- log”dwy lar(o (b)) —log

Zja, exp(— Jn/z)w;%o(b))‘

j=1
< —log|ldwy ||ar(o (b)) +2.

Thus, by Theorem 3.4.5, we conclude that

5
Lox—c(Zloghdni )@ (®) _ (oo, (degm)
[K : Q] g

+2. ]

Theorem 4.5.2. Let Y be a smooth projective connected curve over Q of genus
g > 1. For any finite morphismmw : Y — [P’qu ramified over exactly three points, there
exists a non-Weierstrass point b on Y such that

d 5
h(b) < 6378033 487"

Proof. Define the sequence (an)°° , of ratlonal numbers by a; = 5 and a, =
n/(2n —1) for n > 2. Note that 1 3<an <3 Z and that Nnaive (@) < log(2n). We may
and do assume that 7 : Y — Pé 18 unramiﬁed over [Ij’%J \{0, 1, oo}. By Theorem 4.5.1,
for all x € 7~ ({a,)),

5
h(x) < 3log(2n)(deg 7)? + 6378031 LETL ©

8
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Since the number of Weierstrass points on Y is at most g3 — g, there exists an
integer 1 < i < (degm)? such that the fibre 7 ~!(g;) contains a non-Weierstrass
point, say b. Applying (9) to b, we conclude that

2 2 (deg 71)5
h(b) < 3log(2(deg 7)?) (deg 1) + 6378031 ~—~27
g
d 5 d 5
< WeeT)” | arg031 8T O
g g

4.6. For a smooth projective connected curve X over @, we let deg g (X) denote
the Belyi degree of X.

Proof of Theorem 1.1.1. The inequality A(X) > 0 is trivial, the lower bound e(X) >0
is due to Faltings [1984, Theorem 5] and the lower bound /g, (X) > —g log(2m) is
due to Bost (Lemma 2.4.4).

For the remaining bounds, we proceed as follows. By Theorem 4.5.2, there exists
a non-Weierstrass point b in X (@) such that

degy(X)’

8
By our bound on the Arakelov norm of the Wronskian differential in Proposition
3.5.1, we have log || Wr| ar(b) < 6378028¢ degB(X)S. To obtain the theorem, we
combine these bounds with Theorem 2.4.1. [l

h(b) < 6378033

5. Computing coefficients of modular forms

Let I' C SL,(Z) be a congruence subgroup, and let k be a positive integer. A
modular form f of weight k for the group I is determined by k and its g-expansion
coefficients a,, (f) for 0 <m <k -[SL,(Z) : {1}I"']/12. In this section, we follow
[Bruin 2011] and give an algorithmic application of the main result of this paper.
More precisely, the goal of this section is to complete the proof of the following
theorem. The proof is given at the end of this section.

Theorem 5.0.1 (Couveignes, Edixhoven, Bruin). Assume the Riemann hypothesis
for ¢ -functions of number fields. There exists a probabilistic algorithm that, given

e a positive integer k,

o a number field K,

o a congruence subgroup I' C SL,(Z),

o a modular form f of weight k for I" over K, and
e a positive integer m in factored form,

computes a,, (f) and whose expected running time is bounded by a polynomial in
the length of the input.
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Remark 5.0.2. We should make precise how the number field K, the congruence
subgroup I' and the modular form f should be given to the algorithm and how the
algorithm returns the coefficient a,, ( f). We should also explain what “probabilistic”
means in this context. For the sake of brevity, we refer the reader to [Bruin 2011,
p- 20] for the precise definitions. Following the definitions there, the above theorem
becomes a precise statement.

Remark 5.0.3. The algorithm in Theorem 5.0.1 is due to Bruin, Couveignes and
Edixhoven. Assuming the Riemann hypothesis for ¢-functions of number fields,
it was shown that the algorithm runs in polynomial time for certain congruence
subgroups; see [Bruin 2011, Theorem 1.1]. Bruin did not have enough information
about the semistable bad reduction of the modular curve X (n) at primes p such
that p? divides n to show that the algorithm runs in polynomial time. Nevertheless,
our bounds on the discriminant of a curve can be used to show that the algorithm
runs in polynomial time for all congruence subgroups.

Proof of Theorem 5.0.1. We follow Bruin’s strategy [2010, Chapter V.1, p. 165]. He
notes that, to assure that the algorithm runs in polynomial time for all congruence
subgroups, it suffices to show that, for all positive integers n, the discriminant
A(X1(n)) is polynomial in n (or equivalently the genus of X;(n)). The latter
follows from Corollary 1.5.1. In fact, the Belyi degree of X (n) is at most the index
of I'y(n) in SLy(Z). Since

[SLo(Z) : Th(m)]=n*[ (1 = 1/p*) <n?,
pln

we conclude that A(X(n)) <5-108x'4. O

6. Bounds for heights of covers of curves

Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over @. We prove that Arakelov
invariants of (possibly ramified) covers of X are polynomial in the degree. Let us
be more precise.

Theorem 6.0.4. Let X be a smooth projective connected curve over Q, let U be a
nonempty open subscheme of X, let By C P (Q) be a finite set and let f : X — I]:DéD
be a finite morphism unramified over P%;» — By. Define

B:= f(X\U)UB;.

Let N be the number of elements in the orbit of B under the action of Gal(Q/Q),
and let Hg be the height of B as defined in Section 1.3. Define

cp = (4NHB)45N32N‘2N!'
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Then, for any finite morphism w : Y — X étale over U, where Y is a smooth
projective connected curve over Q) of genus g > 1,

—log(2m)g < hpa(Y) < 13-10°gcp(deg f) (deg ),
0< e(Y) <3-10"(g— cp(deg f)’(degm)’,
0< A®Y) <5-10%g%cp(deg f)’(degn)’,
—10%g%cp(deg ) (deg ) < Spu(Y) <2-108gcp(deg f)(degn)’.

Proof. We apply Khadjavi’s effective version of Belyi’s theorem. More precisely, by
[Khadjavi 2002, Theorem 1.1.c], there exists a finite morphism R : PL — P! étale
over PL\ {0, 1, oo} such that deg R < (4N Hp)°V'2" N and R(B) C {0, 1, oo}
Note that the composed morphism
Rofor:¥ 5 x L pl & pl
is unramified over [P’éD \ {0, 1, co}. We conclude by applying Theorem 1.1.1 to the
composition Ro for. ([

Note that Theorem 6.0.4 implies Theorem 1.3.1 (with X = [P’}l, B the empty
setand f: X — [P’al3 the identity morphism).

In the proof of Theorem 6.0.4, we used Khadjavi’s effective version of Belyi’s
theorem. Khadjavi’s bounds are not optimal; see [Litcanu 2004, Lemme 4.1] and
[Khadjavi 2002, Theorem 1.1.b] for better bounds when B is contained in P!(Q).
Actually, the use of Belyi’s theorem makes the dependence on the branch locus
enormous in Theorem 6.0.4. It should be possible to avoid the use of Belyi’s
theorem and improve the dependence on the branch locus in Theorem 6.0.4. This
is not necessary for our present purposes.

Remark 6.0.5. Let us mention the quantitative Riemann existence theorem due
to Bilu and Strambi [2010]. Bilu and Strambi give explicit bounds for the naive
logarithmic height of a cover of Pé with fixed branch locus. Although their bound
on the naive height is exponential in the degree, the dependence on the height of
the branch locus in their result is logarithmic.

Let us show that Theorem 1.3.1 implies the following:

Theorem 6.0.6 [Edixhoven et al. 2010, Conjecture 5.1]. Let U C [P’]Z be a nonempty
open subscheme. Then there are integers a and b with the following property. For
any prime number £ and for any connected finite étale cover w : V — Ug(y,¢, the
Faltings height of the normalisation of I]J’GI32 in the function field of V is bounded by
(deg )b,

Proof. We claim that this conjecture holds with » =0 and an integer a depending only
on the generic fibre Ug of U. In fact, let  : Y — P, denote the normalisation of P,
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in the function field of V. Note that 7 is étale over Ug. Let B = I]j’qllD —Ug C PL(Q),
and let N be the number of elements in the orbit of B under the action of Gal(Q/Q).
By Theorem 1.3.1,

hra(Y) = Y hpa(X) < (degm)”,
XCY@

where the sum runs over all connected components X of Yg :=Y Xq @, and
a=6+log(13- 106N(4NHB)45N32N"2N!).

Here we used that g < N degm and

1310 (4N Hp)* SN2 M < (deg 7.[)1+10g(13-1O(’N(4NHB)45N32N_2N!).

This concludes the proof. ([

Let us briefly mention the context in which these results will hopefully be
applied. Let S be a smooth projective geometrically connected surface over Q.
As is explained in Section 5 of [Edixhoven et al. 2010], it seems reasonable to
suspect that there exists an algorithm that, on input of a prime ¢, computes the étale
cohomology groups H' (8g.¢» Fe) with their Gal(Q/Q)-action in time polynomial
infforalli =0,...,4.

Appendix: Merkl’s method of bounding Green functions
by Peter Bruin

The goal of this appendix is to prove Theorem 3.1.2. Let X be a compact connected
Riemann surface, and let ;& be a smooth nonnegative (1, 1)-form on X such that
/ x # = 1. Let x denote the star operator on 1-forms on X, given with respect to a
holomorphic coordinate z = x + iy by

*dx =dy and =xdy= —dx,
or equivalently
*dz =—idz and xdz=1idz.
The Green function for p is the unique smooth function
gr, (X xX)\ A — R,

with a logarithmic singularity along the diagonal A, such that for fixed w € X we
have, in a distributional sense,

Ldsa gr,(z, w) =8y(z) —pu(z) and / gr, (z, wn(z) =0.
27 zeX\{w}
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For all a, b € X, we write g, ; for the unique smooth function on X \ {a, b}
satisfying

dxdg,p=298,—06, and / 8abpit =0. (1)
X\{a,b)
Then for all a € X, we consider the function g, , on X \ {a} defined by

8a,u(x) = / 8a,b(xX)u(b). (2)
beX\{x}

A straightforward computation using Fubini’s theorem shows that this function
satisfies

d*dg, =08, —mpm and /\{}ga,,tu:O.
X\{a

This implies that 27 g, ,(b) = gr,(a, b), where er, is the Green function for u
defined above.

We begin by restricting our attention to one of the charts of our atlas, say (U, z).
By assumption, z is an isomorphism from U to the open unit disc in C. Let
and r4 be real numbers with

r1<r2<r4<l,

and write
r3 = (rp +r4)/2.

We choose a smooth function
X R0 — [0, 1]

such that x(r) = 1 for r < rp and x(r) = 0 for r > r4. We also define a smooth
function x on X by putting

x(x)=x(z(x)]) forxeU

and extending by 0 outside U. Furthermore, we put

For 0 <r < 1, we write
U ={xeU:|zkx)| <r}.
For all a, b € U, the function

. b:ilog (z—z(@)(z(a)z — r})
“7 T on (z—2(0)(z(b)z —r3)
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is defined on U \ {a, b}. Moreover, f, ; is harmonic on U \ {a, b} since the logarithm
of the modulus of a holomorphic function is harmonic. We extend x¢f,, to a
smooth function on U by defining it to be zero in a and b.

We consider the open annulus

A=U"\U".

Let (p, ¢) be polar coordinates on A such that z = p exp(i¢). A straightforward
calculation shows that in these coordinates the star operator is given by

dp
*dp=pd¢ and *d¢p=-——.
P

We consider the inner product

<a,ﬁ>A=fom*ﬂ
A

on the R-vector space of square-integrable real-valued 1-forms on A. Furthermore,
we write

2
llalla = (e, @) 4.

Lemma A.1. For every real harmonic function g on A such that ||dg|| 4 exists,

max g — min g <
|z|=r3 |z|=r3

27
ldglla-
Proof. By the formula for the star operator in polar coordinates,
dg Axdg = (B,gdp+3sg dd) A (pdpg dp — p~'0pg dp)
= ((8,8)° + (0™ 8s8)")p dp d¢.

Using the mean value theorem, we can bound the left-hand side of the inequality
we need to prove by

max g — min g <mw max|8¢,g|
|z|=r3 |zl=r3 |lzl=

=|dpg|(x) for some x with |z(x)| =r3.
We write R = (r4 —r2)/2, and we consider the open disc
={zeU:|z—z(x)| < R}

of radius R around x; this lies in A because r3 = (r4 +r2)/2. Let (o, ¥) be polar
coordinates on D such that z — z(x) = o exp(iy). Because g is harmonic, so is
0s&, and Gauss’s mean value theorem implies that

1
0pg(x) = m/ dpg o do di.
D
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On the space of real continuous functions on D, we have the inner product
(h1, h2) = / hihy o do di.
D

Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality with i} = p~'94g and hy = p gives

- 12 12
< f (p“8¢g>zododw} [ f pzodadw}
| J D D

- 12 12
/ (p18¢g)2pdpd¢} [ / odadw]
| JA D

1/2
< /dgA*dg] [ R*1'/?
A

= /7 Rldgl 4.

Combining the above results finishes the proof. U

/ 0pg o dody
D

IA

Lemma A.2. Foralla, b e U', there exists a smooth function g, on X such that

dxd(X€ fap) onU,

d*xdg,p= —
*G8ab {0 on X\U.

It is unique up to an additive constant and fulfils

Id&aplla < d(XC fap)lla.

Proof. First we note that the expression on the right-hand side of the equality defines
a smooth 2-form on X because d*d(x° f,.»)(z) vanishes for |z| > r4; this follows
from the choice of x and the fact that f, ; is harmonic for |z| > r{. Since moreover
xS fa.r =0 o0n U™, we see that the support of this 2-form is contained in the closed
annulus A. By Stokes’s theorem,

f dxd (X fup) = f d (6 fa).
A A

Notice that f, ; is invariant under the substitution z — rf /Z; this implies that
0o fa,p(z) =0 for |z| = r4. Furthermore, x“(z) =1 and d x“(z) =0 for |z| =r4, so
we see that

d(X fap)(@) = x“(2) dfap(@) = g fap dp)(2) if |z] =r4.

Likewise, since x° =0 and d x“(z) =0 for |z| =1,

d(x* fap)(@) = x“(@Ddfap(@) =0 if [z] =r,.
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This means that, for z on the boundary of A,

—(0¢ fapdp)(z) if |z| =14,
0 if |z = ra.

#d (X fap)(2) = i

In particular, *d(x f,.,) vanishes when restricted to the submanifold dA of X.
From this, we conclude that

f drd (x° fup) = / o d (X fan) = 0.
A 0

9A
This implies that a function g, ;, with the required property exists.
To prove the inequality ||dg, »lla < |d(x° fa.6)]l 4, We note that

1d(XE fu)ll3 = 1dGab +d(XE fup — Zap) A
= ||d§a,b||i +2(d8ap, dX fa — 8ab))a + 1A (X fup — g’a,b)lli-

The last term is clearly nonnegative. Furthermore, integration by parts using Stokes’s
theorem gives

@8aps dXC fup = Ga)ha = / dGap A*dXC fuop— Fas)
A

= / ga,b *d(XCfa,h - ga,h) _f g’a,h d*d(XCfa,b - g’a,h)~
A A

The second term vanishes because dxdg, , = d*d(x° f,.») on A. From our earlier
expression for *d (x° f;.»)(z) on the boundary of A, we see that

/ ga,b *d(XCfa,b) =0.
0A

Finally, because d A is also the (negatively oriented) boundary of X \ A and because
dxdg,p,=00n X\ A,

- / 8a.b ¥d8ap = / dgap N*dgap > 0.
dA X\A
Thus, we have
(d8ap, d(X° fup — 8ap))a =0,
which proves the inequality. ([

Lemma A.3. Let . = max |x'(r)|. Then

ra=<r=r4

m}?'xga,b _aninga,b S CS(rl’ r2a r4a )\')7

where
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c3(ri,ra, 14, ) =

ra+ry <?» (r1+r4)? 1 ri ) 2 (r1+r4)?
—1lo + ~log————""——.

ra—1r2 \2  ~(ro—r1)(ra—r1) ro—r1 ra(ra—ry)) W " (rp—r1)(ra—ry)

Proof. First, we note that
max g, p = max{sup 8abs SUDP Lab }, min g, , = min{infga,b, inf g, }
X U X\U" X U’ X\U"
Furthermore,

Sup 8a.b < sup(8a,b — X fap) +sup x° fup = max (8ap — x° fup) + max x°fup

U U U |z|=r3 r2<|z|<r3

because of the maximum principle (8,5 — x° fa.» 1s harmonic on U) and because
x€(z) =0 for |z| < rp. In the same way, we find

lnfgab> mln(gab—)( fap)+ min  xCf,p.

r<|z|<r3

We extend yx f,.» to a smooth function on X \ {a, b} by putting (x f,.»)(x) =0 for
x ¢ U. Then g, + x fa.» is harmonic on X \ {a, b}, and the same method as above
gives us

sup gap < max(gqp+ Xfap) — min  xfap

X\U"3 |z|=r3 r3<|z|<r4
<max(gab_X fab)+max fab_ min Xfa,b
|z|=r3 |z|=r3 r3<|z|<rs

and

inf g, > min(gap— x°© fab)+ mm fab_ max X fap-
X\U"3 |z|=r3 r3<|z|<rs

These bounds imply that
Max ga.p < ‘rrllaX(ga b= X fab) +2sup|fa bl,
=r3

mlnga b= ‘Ililln (ga b— X fa b) —ZSUP|fa b|

and hence

manab_mlngab = ‘Hllax(gab_x fa b)_|n|nn (gab_X fa b)+4sup|fa bl
z|=r3

By Lemmas A.1 and A.2,
27

lﬂllaX(gab—X fa b) min (gab_X fa b) = r4_r2||dga,b_d(chu,b)”A

z|=r3 |z|=r3

2T ~
< i (Idgaplla+ I1d(x° fa.p)ll4)
r4a—r)

4./
< i ld (X fa.p)lla-
rg — 1
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We have
Nd(x fa)lla < 1d(x°) faplla+ I1x dfaplla
<11X"(P) fapdplla+lldfapla
< Ailldplla Sjp|fa,b| +ldfanlla-
Now

ldplf = [ donxdo= [ pdonds=nai-rb.
A A
Furthermore, for all a, b € U™, we have

| fan(2)] = %\log |z — z(a)| +log |z(a)z — rf| —log |z — z(b)| ~log|z(b)z — r{]|.
For all @ € U™ and all z € A, the triangle inequality gives

ro—ri <lz—z@l <rg+r and ra(ra—rp) < 2@z —rf| < rara+ry).
From this, we deduce that, for all a,b € U",

(r1 +714)?
(ra—r)(ra—r1)

1
sup| fa.pl < - log
A T

Finally, we bound the quantity ||df, »||4. Because f, p is a real function, we have
dfap = 0; fupdz+0; fapdz. Therefore,

ldfanl? = / dfuy A fiy = 2i f 9. fup2dz ndz
A A

27 pl
_4 / 19, funl? p dp dg < 47 (1 = r2) supld fo s12.
0 rn A

A straightforward computation gives

_ | _
3zfa,h=L( 1 n z(a) z(b) )

Ar\z—z(a)  z@z-r2 z—2(b) zb)z—r?

Our previous bounds for |z — z(a)| and |z(a)z — 1| yield

1 1 r
supl|d; fa,pl < ~— + :
A

T 2m \ra—r1  r4(ra—ry)

From this, we obtain

r2 —r? 1
Idfuplla < 4n2( - )

ro—r1  ra(ra—ry)

Combining the bounds for sup,| fu.»| and ||df, »lla yields the lemma. U
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From now on, we impose the normalisation condition

/ ga,b,u =0
X

on g, p for all a, b € U'; this can be attained by adding a suitable constant to g, .
Then for all a, b € U™, the function g, ; defined earlier is equal to

8ab = 8ab+ Xfab— / XSa,bit. 3)
X

Indeed, by the definition of g, 5, the right-hand side satisfies (1). Furthermore, for
all a € U™, we define a smooth function /, on X \ {a} by

l_{(x/Zn)loglz—z(a)I on U,
“o on X\ U;

this is bounded from above by (1/27) log(ry 4 r1).

Lemma A.4. Foralla,b e U™, we have

m)?Xlga,b —lqg+ 1| <ca(ri,ra, r4, A, c1),

where
1 rg+rq 1
C4(r1’ r2’ r4’ )\" Cl) :CS(rla r25 r47 )\')+ 2_10g + (% logz_ %)_2
T r4—r1 ry
Proof. By (3) and the definitions of f, , and /,, we get
3 X 2(a)z —r?
8ab —la+1lp=8a — / X fapit+ 7= log | =—=———11,
X 27 z(b)z—r;

where the last term is extended to zero outside U. We bound each of the terms on
the right-hand side. From |, v &a.pit = 0 and the nonnegativity of w, it follows that

max g, > 0>ming, .
X 8ab =V = X 8a,b
Together with the bound for maxyx g, , — miny g, from Lemma A.3, this implies
m}?x|§a,b| <c3(ri,ra, ra, A, ).

Because the support of x is contained in U™, the hypothesis (4) of Definition 3.1.1
together with the definition of f, ; gives

f XJablt
X

— 2(a) —z(b 2(b)
:f L(mg XD og Z(az)z—l‘—log e )‘—log Z(Z)Z—l‘)u.
U'4 27'[ rq r4 ryg r4
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Writing w = z/r4 and t = z(a)/r4, we have

/ X log
Urs 27

We note that ¢ satisfies |¢| < ry/r4; for simplicity, we relax this to || < 1. Then it is
easy to see that the above expression attains its maximum for |¢| = 1; by rotational
symmetry, we can take t = 1. We now have to integrate over the crescent-shaped
domain {w € C: |w| < 1 and |w — 1| > 1}, which is contained in {1 4 r exp(i¢) :
1<r<?2, 27/3 <¢ <4m/3}. We get

4m/3 2
/ X log 0 < ﬂ/ / log(r)rdrd¢
urs 21 2 1

T Jan/3
In a similar way, we obtain

z—2z(a c . _

()MS L log|lw—t|idwAdw.
271;;% lwl<1
lw—t|>1

T4

z—z(a)

T4

= (% log2 — %)cl.

f Xy z—2z(a) A
U4 27.[ rq - 2’/.4’
X z(a)z 4 1\ €1
—1 —1{pu < (3log2—3)—,
/Uu 21 r? < (5log Z)rf
[ K@, 5
Urs 21 r; 4r;

The same bounds hold for . Combining everything, we get

/ XJfaplt
X

c
_2.
ry

<(§log2-3)

Finally, we have

X0 |2@2=ri] 1 ra = 2@)z/r4
max—log_—2 < —suplo —
X 2m z(b)z—ry| 27 yn ra—2(b)z/r4
1 ry+r
< 5—log ,
2w rqg —r
which finishes the proof. U

We will now apply Lemma A.4, which holds for any chart (U, z) satisfying
the hypotheses (1) and (4) of Definition 3.1.1, to our atlas {(U;,z;) : 1 < j <n}.
Besides including the index j in the notation for the coordinates, we denote by lflj )
and x /) the functions I, and x defined for the coordinate (U j»2j). We obtain the
following generalisation of Lemma A.4 to the situation where a and b are arbitrary
points of X:
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Lemma A.5. Foralla,b € X and all j and k such that a € U;‘ andb e U,",
sup|ga.p — 1% +l,§k)| <cs(ri,ra2, ra, Ayn, e, M),
X

where
-1
n 10g(Mr4+r1>.
2 r—ri
Proof. We first show that for any two coordinate indices j and k and for all
aelU'n U;l,

cs(ri,ra, ra, A, cr,n, M) =nca(ri,ra, r4, A, c1) +

j 1 r4+r7
sup\lflk) — lfl/)| < 7 log(M — ) 4)
X 0 r2—n

To prove this, let y € X. We distinguish three cases to prove that lf,k)(y) — ll(lj )(y) is
bounded from above by the right-hand side of (4); the inequality then follows by
interchanging j and k.

Case 1. Suppose y € U; with |z;(y) —z;(a)| < (r, —r1)/M. In this case, we have

rn—=ri

lz; VI < |zj(@)]+ <r;

hence, a, y € U;Z. Let [a, y]j denote the line segment between a and y in the
zj-coordinate, i.e., the curve in U;z whose z;-coordinate is parametrised by

zi)=0-0zj(@)+1tz;(y) for0<r<1.

We claim that this line segment also lies inside U,*. Suppose this is not the case;
then, because the “starting point” z;] (2;(0)) = a does lie in U,:Z, there exists a
smallest ¢ € (0, 1) for which the point

Y =2;'¢j) eU}
lies on the boundary of U,”. It follows from hypothesis (3) of Definition 3.1.1 that
lze (V) — zk(@)] < Mz;(Y") — z; (@)l
On the other hand,
12;(0) = zj (@] = tlz;(y) — z;(a)]
<(rn—r/M
by assumption, and
2e(y) =z (@)] > ra =1y

by the triangle inequality. This implies

|2e(y") — zk(@)| > Mz;(y') — zj (@),
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a contradiction. Therefore, the line segment [a, y]’ lies inside UJr.2 NU,>. By
hypothesis (3) of Definition 3.1.1, we have

|2k (y) —zx(@)| < M|z (y) —z(a)].

Because x ) (y) = x®(y) = 1, we find

L0 =1 ) =5 —Z‘g; — ZEZ; < % log M,
which is bounded by the right-hand side of (4).
Case 2. Suppose y ¢ U;. Then l,gj)(y) =0, and thus,
log(rq +r1)

19 () =19 (y) =10 (y) <
21

Case 3. Suppose y € U; and |z;(y) —zj(a)| = (rp —r1)/M. Then

log(ra+r)  xV(») log 271
2w 2 g M
which is also bounded by the right-hand side in (4).
By hypothesis (2) of Definition 3.1.1, the open sets U;‘ cover X. Furthermore,
X is connected. For arbitrary a, b € X and indices j and k such that a € Ujr.1 and

1P —19(y) <

b € U;', we can therefore choose a finite sequence of indices j = ji, jo, ..., jm =k
with m < n and points a = ag, ai, ..., 4, = b such that a; € U;’_‘ N U;[_l+1 for
1<i<m—1.Using gop = iy 8ai_y.ai» WE get

m

m—1
$ s~ 1)+ S0 -1
i=1

i=1

j k
Sup |ga.p — 1) ~|—l,§ )| = sup
X X

m -
= ;Sl)l(mgail,a, —lc(llfl | +](J,)| + Z Sl;(p|lL(llji+1) —l(g{i)|,

The lemma now follows from Lemma A.4 and the inequality (4). O

Proof of Theorem 3.1.2. We choose a continuous partition of unity {¢/ }?:1 subordi-
nate to the covering {U ] - Leta € X, and let j be an index such that a € UJr.'.
By the definition of g, ,, we have

ga’u(x)—lc(/)(x)=/b gap () (b) =1 (x)
eX

—Zf B 0)(80.6(0) =11 () 1 (B)

beU,\
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n

= / 9E ) (806 () =1 ) 1,7 ) ) =Y /b » *BIP (x)u(b).
€ k=1 "Y€

k=1 Y beU;

In a similar way to in the proof of Lemma A.4, one can check that, for every index k
and all x € X, we have

C
-5 < / PO 0u®) < (log2 - ey
beU,!

so that

sup
xeX

/ ¢>k(b)l;§k)(X)/L(b)‘ La
beU,:1 2

Together with Lemma A.S5, this gives the inequality

n n
SUP| g0 19| < es(riraara docron, M) /b RACTOR >3
j=1"P€Y; j=1

ncy
:Cs(r17r27r41)\'7clynaM)+7~

We also have

log(ra +r1)

Sup ga,;u < sup(ga. — 1) +sup 1l < sup(ga, — 1) + 5
X X X X T

By varying the choice of r4 and ¥, we can let r4 tend to 1 and A to T This
-

leads to

1 1 1)? 1
c3\ry, o, 1, L =4 +7’2 IOg (rl * ) + + i
1—r I—=r\2(1—rp) (ro—r)(—=r1) rp—r 1-r

1 2
+210g —(r1+ ) ,
b4 (ro—r1)(1—=ry)

which implies successively

1 1 1 1+n 8 1
C4(7’1,’”2,1,1Tr2,€1):C3(’”1,l’2, ’lTi’z>+_rrlOg _r1+(§10g2_1)cl’

1 n—1 14+nr
Cs=ncq\ri,r2,rq, 1—’”2,61 +?10g ]‘4’»2 . .
- — 1

We take r, = 0.39 +0.61r;. Then, for r| > %, one can check numerically that

" og— 4 1.60ne; + !
A—r)32 81—, T et o

From this, the theorem follows. O

s <524

log M.
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