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Abstract

Fix a positive integer n and a finite field IF,. We study the joint distribution of the
rank rk(E), the n-Selmer group Sel, (E), and the n-torsion in the Tate—Shafarevich
group III(E)[n] as E varies over elliptic curves of fixed height d > 2 over F, (¢). We
compute this joint distribution in the large g limit. We also show that the “large ¢,
then large height” limit of this distribution agrees with the one predicted by Bhargava—
Kane-Lenstra—Poonen—Rains.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Arithmetic statistics of Selmer groups

The statistical behavior of Selmer groups has recently been the focus of much study.
In [1], remarkable probability distributions are introduced to model the distribution of
the n-Selmer group Sel,, (E), for E varying through isomorphism classes of elliptic
curves over a fixed global field. We refer to the these distributions, and the models
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which generate them, as the “BKLPR heuristic”. The BKLPR heuristic is consistent
with all known results on the statistics of Selmer groups.

One can also consider the analogous question for elliptic curves over a global
function field. The heuristics make sense in that case as well, and it is generally
believed that in the “large height, then large ¢ limit, lim, , o limg— o, the statistics
of Selmer groups over global function fields should behave the same as in the case
of number fields. For example, [10] computes the average size of 3-Selmer groups in
this limit, and [19] computes the average size of 2-Selmer groups in this limit. Most
notably, breakthrough work of Bhargava—Shankar [3—6] computes the average size of
n-Selmer groups for elliptic curves over number fields for n = 2, 3, 4, 5; the methods
are expected to extend to global function fields with the same answers (and without
taking a large g limit!). The proofs of all these results rely on special features of small
n, and confirming the BKLPR heuristic for the average size of Sel,, seems out of reach
at present when n > 5. Our goal is to nevertheless provide some partial evidence for
the full BKLPR heuristic, by studying an easier version of the problem.

To this end, we study the limiting process in the reversed order, limg ., o0 limy — 0o
for elliptic curves over a rational function field F, (). This problem is significantly
more accessible by algebraic geometry, which allows us to identify the distribution
completely. Informally speaking, we show that in the “large ¢, then large height” limit,
the distribution of Sel, (E) is exactly as predicted by the BKLPR heuristic. A novel
difficulty of this result is that it cannot be proved simply by computing and comparing
the moments of the two distributions, because these distributions are not determined
by their moments. Conversely, because the distribution is unbounded, convergence
in distribution in the “large g, then large height” limit does not automatically imply
convergence of the moments in these limits, though we do show the moments converge
to the BKLPR moments as well.

1.2 Statement of results
1.2.1 Some notation

We now introduce notation in order to state our main results precisely. Let p =
char(F,). For p > 2, an elliptic curve E over F,(¢) has a minimal Weierstrass model
of the form

y? =3 + ax()x* + as(t)x + as (1),

where a; (t) is a polynomial of degree 2id fori € {1, 2, 3} (cf. [10, Sects. 4.2-4.8]).
This value of d is uniquely determined by E, and we define d =: h(E) to be the height
of E. Let (rk, Seln)%q denote the probability distribution assigning to a pair (r, G), for
r € Z and G a finite abelian group, the proportion of isomorphism classes of height d
elliptic curves over F (¢) with algebraic rank r and n-Selmer group isomorphic to G
(see Definition 1.3).
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1.2.2 The BKLPR heuristic

We summarize the BKLPR heuristic in Sect. 5.3. Briefly put, it models the distri-
bution of the £°°-Selmer group in terms of the intersection in (Qg/Z;)™ induced by
two maximal isotropic subspaces of Zj' (with the standard split quadratic form) as
m — oo. Conditioned on the rank, the £-primary parts of the Selmer group are pre-
dicted to behave independently. This gives, in particular, a conjectural joint distribution
(rkBKLPR SelEKLPR) for the rank and n-Selmer group of elliptic curves, described in
Definition 5.12.

1.2.3 Main result

We consider the distribution (rk, Seln)%q as a function on pairs (r, G), where r € Z
and G is an isomorphism class of finite abelian groups. Then we form

. d .. d
11;11) So%p (rk, Seln)]Fq and 11qn_1> 1or(1)f (rk, Sel,,)Fq
ged(g,2m)=1 ged(g,2n)=1

as functions on {(r, G)}.l (Note that because we are taking a pointwise liminf or
lim sup, the resulting function may no longer be a probability distribution, i.e., its sum
over all (r, G) may not be 1.) Our main result is the following, which we deduce as a
consequence of Theorems 6.1 and 6.4:

Theorem 1.1 For fixed integers d > 2 and n > 1, and q ranging over prime powers,
the limits

lim i k, Sel,)4 d i liminf (rk, Sel,)%
Jm, Nmsup (k Sel), and Jim Hmin§ k. Selu)g,
ged(g,2n)=1 ged(g,2n)=1

exist, are equal to each other, and coincide with the distribution predicted by the
BKLPR heuristic.

As far as we are aware, our results give the first direct connection between the
heuristics of [1] for general n and the arithmetic of elliptic curves. Further, our results
suggest a potential approach to proving the conjectures of [1] in the function field
setting via homological stability techniques as used in [13] to prove a version of the
Cohen-Lenstra heuristics over function fields.

Remark 1.2 One can deduce a more precise version of Theorem 1.1 with estimates on
the error terms in the above limits directly from Theorems 6.1 and 6.4. One may also
deduce the same result holds with algebraic rank replaced by analytic rank. Further,
one may include the joint distribution of Tate—Shafarevich groups—see Remark 1.8.

I'To spell this out: the lim inf (resp. lim sup) of a distribution on the discrete set of {(r, G)} is, by definition,
the measure assigning to (r, G) the lim inf (resp. lim sup) of the probability that (r, G) occurs.
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1.2.4 Summary of the main difficulties

Experts will recognize that the distribution in this “large ¢ limit” is completely deter-
mined by certain monodromy representations. Letting V/O‘Ilg be the “moduli space of
smooth height d elliptic surfaces” (described more precisely in Sect. 3.3) the rele-
vant monodromy representations take the form ,oi PRE! (”//O‘é) — GL(Vnd ). Their
significance lies in the fact that they control the number of connected components
of moduli spaces parameterizing Selmer elements. Let us call the image of p;‘f’ g the

(arithmetic) monodromy group, and the image of pr‘f’ gl N ) the geometric mon-
odromy group.

Let us talk through some of the difficulties in proving Theorem 1.1 in order to orient
the reader where the content of the paper lies. First, it is important that we determine
the monodromy group precisely. If we had just wanted to compute the moments of
Sel,;, then it would have been enough to know that the geometry monodromy group
is “large enough”. However, the behavior of the distribution depends more subtly on
the arithmetic monodromy group. For example, it turns out that sometimes the Selmer
distribution does not have a limit as ¢ — oo, and this can happen even when ¢ is
taken only over powers of a fixed odd prime p. Nevertheless, both the “lim sup,,_, .,
and the “lim inf,_, ;" exist, and tend towards each other as the height tends to oco.

In a bit more detail, it is possible that for fixed height d, the Selmer distribution
does not have a well defined limit as ¢ — oo. Specifically, the limsup,_, ., and
lim inf,_, o, do not agree when, for an infinite sequence of ¢ ’s over which the limits run,
the arithmetic monodromy group contains an element of non-trivial spinor norm (see
Sect. 3.2.2) but the geometric monodromy group does not. In this case, the arithmetic
monodromy group fluctuates between two possibilities, which ends up creating a
discrepancy between lim sup,_, o, and liminfy_, o.

A second substantial issue is that even after having determined the monodromy
representations that control the Selmer groups, it is not straightforward to identify
the resulting distribution with the BKLPR heuristic. (To be clear, this is a purely
combinatorial question, although it turns out to require techniques from algebraic
geometry, number theory, etc. to address.) The reason for this difficulty is that the
BKLPR heuristic is not described in terms of explicit closed formulas, but in terms
of a random algebraic model. For example, it is not determined by its moments, as
illustrated in Example 1.12 below. In order to compare the BKLPR distribution to
the distribution coming from a monodromy representation, we introduce a “random
kernel model” that mediates between the two distributions. We observe that both the
BKLPR heuristic and the random kernel model enjoy Markov properties which reduce
their comparison to simpler cases that can be computed explicitly, by matching enough
moments. (Even this is a little oversimplified: what we need is to establish enough
control on the moments already at a “finite height” level—see Sect. 4.)

1.2.5 Defining the random variables

In order to state the next results, we will need to introduce some more notation.
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Let Ab,, denote the set of isomorphism classes of finite Z/nZ-modules. We will
next define several distributions on Z>o x Ab, modeling the joint distribution of the
rank and n-Selmer group of an elliptic curves. For E an elliptic curve, we use rk(E) to
denote the algebraic rank of E and rk®"(E) to denote the analytic rank of E. In what
follows, we use E to denote an isomorphism class of elliptic curves.

Definition 1.3 For n,d € Z> and k a finite field, let (rk, Sel,,)¢ and (rk®", Sel,,)¢ be
the distributions on Z>o x Ab, given by

#{E /k(t):h(E) = d,tk(E) = r, Sel,(E) ~ G}
#(E /k(t):h(E) = d)

#{E /k(t):h(E) = d, tk™(E) = r, Sel,(E) ~ G}
#{E /k(t):h(E) = d} ’

Prob((rk, Sel,){ = (r, G)) =

Prob((rk™", Sel,)¢ = (r, G)) =

where E varies over isomorphism classes of elliptic curves over k(¢). Also, define the
distribution Sel? /k(t) on Ab, by

#{E/k(t):h(E) =d, Sel,,(E) ~ G}

d — J—
Prob(Sel, /k(1) = G) = #{E /k(t):h(E) = d}

and define the distributions rk? /k(z), tk®¢ /k(t) on Z=q by

#{E/k(t):h(E) = d,k(E) = r}
#(E /k(t):h(E) = d}

#{E /k(1):h(E) = d, tk™(E) = r}
#{E /k(t):h(E) = d}

Prob(tk? /k(t) = r) =

Prob(tk®™ /k(1) = r) =

For a random variable X, we let E[X] be denote the expected value of X (if it
exists).

Remark 1.4 In Definition 1.3, for the purposes of computing these distributions in the
limit g — oo, we could equally well replace the condition 2 (E) = d by the condition
h(E) < d. The reason for this is that isomorphism classes of curves with h(E) < d
are parameterized by k points of the stack % i « (defined below in Sect. 2.1.5) for
i < d, which is a finite type global quotient stack of strictly smaller dimension than
v d Hence, U; <d%k will only contributes at most O, 4(q~ 172y to the probability
dlstrlbutlons in question, as can be deduced from the Lang—Weil estimate and [28,
Lemma 5.3].

For analogous reasons, one can equally well weight the above counts by automor-
phisms (which would be the correct “stacky way” to count points) and the distribution
in the ¢ — oo limit will remain the same. Note that after excising the locus of elliptic
curves with more than 2 automorphisms, there will be a factor of one half in both
the numerator and denominator in the definition of the distributions in Definition 1.3,
which cancel out.

@ Springer
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1.2.6 Some consequences

The following result (which is part of Corollary 6.5) is a variant of the Katz-Sarnak
minimalist conjecture, stating that for fixed height, in the large g limit, the average rank
is 1/2. Moreover, in the large ¢ limit, the rank takes value 1 and O with probability 1/2,
and takes value > 2 with probability 0. It can also be deduced from [23, Theorem
13.3.3], though the more precise error terms given in Corollary 6.5 do not directly
follow from [23, Theorem 13.3.3]. We note that the fact that elliptic curves in the
large ¢ limit have rank O with probability 1/2 is not a direct consequence of Theorem
1.1, but it comes out of the more refined analysis used to prove Theorem 1.1 forn = ¢
a prime.?

Proposition 1.5 (Large q analog of [33, Conjecture 1.2]) For fixed integers d > 2
and n > 1, we have

12 ifr<l, (1.1)

. d _ _
qlgléo Prob(rk® /Fy(t) =r) = { 0 i rs2 (12)

ged(g,2n)=1
Furthermore,

. d _
Jim - Elrk? /F(0)] = 1/2.
ged(g,2n)=1

The following calculation of the geometric moments of Selmer groups is a conse-
quence of Corollary 6.6, which includes more precise error terms.

Theorem 1.6 (Large q analog of [33, Conjecture 1.4]) Let n be a squarefree positive
integer, d > 2, and w(n) be the number of prime factors of n.

(1) Fix ¢y € Zxo for each prime £ | n. Then

lim limsup Prob [ Seld /F, (1) ~ [ [ (Z/t2)
d—oo  g—o0
ecd(g.2n)=1 £n
= lim liminf Prob
d—oco  q—0
ged(g,2n)=1

Ln

(1.3)
x (Selﬁ [Fe) =] (Z/ZZ)"‘)

{zw(n)l I ((1—[/20 (- gfj)—l) (H;’:I ﬁ)) if all ¢ have the same parity,

0 otherwise.

(2) We have

: d .
Jim - E[#Sely /Fq (1] = o (n) := > s,
ged(g,2n)=1 s|n

2 However, the statement that elliptic curves in the large ¢ limit have rank at least 2 with probability 0 does
follow from just the computation of the average size of # Sel,, see [28, Corollary 1.3].
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(3) Form < 6d — 3, we have

Jim Bty B o)1= [T (¢ +1).

ged(g,2n)=1 prime £|n i=1

The following corollary is the more familiar case of Corollary 1.6 when # is taken

to be a prime £. One can also deduce a version with explicit error terms in ¢, as in
Corollary 6.6.

Corollary 1.7 (Large q analogue of [33, Conjecture 1.1]) Let £ be a prime, and d > 2.
(1) We have

lim limsup Prob (Selfg /IE},(t):(Z/EZ)‘)

d— 00 g— 00

ged(g,20)=1
— i limi ( d _ C)
d;rrgo }Irggéf Prob (Sely /Iy (t) = (Z/LZ)
ged(g,20)=1
N =1 ¢ ¢
- 1—6*/) .
I( M7=
j=0 Jj=1

(2) We have

. d .
Jim - E[#Self /Fy ()] = 0(€) = + 1.
ged(g,20)=1

(3) Form < 6d — 3 the mth moment OfSelZ /Fq (@) is

m
: d my __ i
Jim - El@#self /B, )" =TT (¢ +1).
ged(g,2n)=1 i=1

Remark 1.8 (Distributions of Tate—Shafarevich groups). Throughout this paper, we
mostly work with the joint distribution of ranks and n-Selmer groups of elliptic curves,
while [ 1] also makes predictions for Tate—Shafarevich groups of elliptic curves. Indeed,
as an easy consequence of our results, we obtain analogous predictions for Tate—
Shafarevich groups, as we now explain. For E a torsion free elliptic curve over I, (¢),
we have an exact sequence

0 — (Z/nZ)*E — Sel,(E) — HI(E)[n] — O. (1.4)

Note that the torsion freeness condition is satisfied 100% of the time [1, Lemma
5.7]. Therefore, the algebraic rank and n-Selmer group of E determines III(E)[n],
and hence the joint distribution of algebraic ranks, and n-Selmer groups determines
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622 T.Feng, A. Landesman, and E. Rains

the joint distribution of algebraic ranks, n-Selmer groups, and n-torsion in Tate—
Shafarevich groups. Let (rkBKLPR SelEKLPR, II[n]BXLPRY denote the conjectural
joint distribution for ranks, n-Selmer groups, and n-torsion in Tate—Shafarevich groups
described in [1, §5.7] and let (rk, Sel,;, Hl[n])%q) denote the joint distribution of alge-
braic ranks, n-Selmer groups, and n-torsion in Tate—Shafarevich groups of height d
elliptic curves over IF,. Then, it follows from Theorem 1.1 and the above remarks that

(rkBKLPR Qe BRLPR 117, BKLPRY — fim | limsup (rk, Sel,, III[n])¢
d—00 q— 00 9
ged(g,2n)=1

T .. d
= dll)ngo lgg 1Or<1>f (rk, Sel,,, Hl[n])]Fq
ged(g,2n)=1

One can also bound the error in these limits using Theorems 6.1 and 6.4. We note
that for fixed height d > 2, the proportion of elliptic curves of height up to d over F,
with analytic rank equal to algebraic rank tends to 1 as ¢ — oo over prime powers ¢
with ged(g, 2) = 1. This follows from Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 6.3. Therefore,
the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer Conjecture holds for all such curves, implying the
Tate—Shafarevich group is finite for all such curves.

Remark 1.9 (Families of quadratic twists) In other families of elliptic curves, such as
quadratic twist families, the “geometric distribution” will similarly be controlled by
the analogous monodromy representations to those described in Sect. 1.2.4. Adapting
our arguments will yield similar results for such families whenever the geometric mon-
odromy group is large enough. However, the precise distribution that results depends
rather delicately on the precise monodromy group, for the same reasons as described
in Sect. 1.2.4.

For example, in forthcoming work [34], Park and Wang carry out an analog of the
results of [28] for quadratic twist families of elliptic curves, at least in the case of
n-Selmer groups for n prime. We note this should often be extendable to composite
n, see [28, Remark 1.7]. Suppose one chooses a quadratic twist family such that the
sheaf on that family constructed analogously to S"Z’ g on the universal family has
geometric monodromy containing the commutator of the relevant orthogonal group,
but with nontrivial Dickson invariant (see Sect. 3.2.4). Given such a family, via similar
arguments to those in this paper, if one first takes liminfy_, o or limsup,_, . and
then a large height limit, the joint distribution of the rank and n-Selmer group will
agree with (rkBXLPR| SelEKLPR). We note that triviality or nontriviality of the Dickson
invariant can often be verified for explicit examples, as in the proof of [46, Theorem
4.1].

On the other hand, it is possible for the Dickson invariant to be trivial in quadratic
twist families; explicit such examples are constructed in [46, Sects. 5 and 6]. In these
cases, the distribution of ranks and Selmer groups in the quadratic twist family will
differ from those predicted in [1]. E.g., the minimalist conjecture will fail as 100%
of elliptic curves in such families will have rank 0. Nevertheless, for sufficiently high
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degree twists, the large g limit mth moments in these quadratic twist families will
agree with those predicted in [1]. Additionally, it is possible to choose quadratic twist
families where the relevant geometric monodromy does not contain the commutator
of the relevant orthogonal group, in which case the large ¢ limit statistics of ranks and
Selmer groups may differ drastically from those predicted in [1].

Remark 1.10 (The inverse Galois problem) For £ a prime, let Qg denote the quadratic
form defined in Definition 3.1, which we note has discriminant 1 and hence is equiv-
alent to the standard quadratic form x;x> + x3x4 + - -+ + X124—5X124—4. In order to
prove Theorem 1.1, we perform a certain monodromy computation in Theorem 3.14,
which shows that forevend > 2,and £1d — 1, O( Q;l) occurs as a Galois group over
Q(t1, - .., t10a+2), and hence also as a Galois group over Q by Hilbert irreducibility
([36, Sect. 9.2, Proposition 2] in conjunction with [36, Sect. 13.1, Theorem 3]). To
our knowledge, it was not previously known that these groups all appear as Galois
groups over Q.

Closely related constructions to ours are given in [46, Theorem 1.1], and the
techniques of [46] can likely be adapted to construct the Galois groups O(Q‘g ) when
£ > 5. However, our results also apply in the cases £ = 2 and £ = 3, to which the
techniques of [46] seem not to apply.

Remark 1.11 An interesting byproduct of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is that the analytic
rank of an elliptic curve over I, (¢) with smooth minimal proper regular model is
realized as the dimension of the generalized 1-eigenspace of a certain matrix associated
to an action of Frobenius (see Lemma 3.18) while the £°°-Selmer rank is the dimension
of the 1-eigenspace of that same matrix (see Lemma 6.2). These dimensions agree for
100% of elliptic curves of fixed height d over I, (¢) in the large ¢ limit and also agree
with the rank of the elliptic curve (see Proposition 6.3). Hence, at least in the function
field setting, this gives an answer to the question raised in [32, Remark 1.1.4] as to
whether there exists a natural matrix coming from the arithmetic of elliptic curves
giving rise to the rank and Selmer group of an elliptic curve.

Example 1.12 (A distribution not determined by its moments) Consider the three
distributions

(I‘kB KLPR , SCIEKLPR) ,

((rkPEEPR | SePKLPRY) | (kBKLFR = 0 mod 2),

((rkBKLPR’ SelEKLPR” rkBKLPR =1 mod?2),

with the latter two the distributions conditioning upon whether the rank is even or odd.
These give examples of three distinct distributions which we claim have the same mth
moments for all m > 0.

We now justify why the moments of these three distributions agree. For simplicity,
we assume 7 is prime, though the same claim holds true for general composite 7, as
can be deduced from the Markov properties verified in Sect. 5. By Theorem 6.4, the
above three distributions agree with the three distributions

lim lim inf (Rrk, RSeln)%q ,

d—o0 4>
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. .. d _
dli)n;o 131_1) 1O%f ((Rrk, RSeln)]Fq [tk =0 mod 2),

. . d _
dll)ngo lbrg 10%f ((Rrk, RSeln)]Fq [tk =1 mod 2)

respectively. By Definition 4.2, these distributions are all given by the limitasd — oo
of the the dimension of the kernel of a random matrix drawn from certain cosets of
the orthogonal group of rank 12d — 4. The distribution conditioned on even rank
corresponds to the cosets with Dickson invariant O while that conditioned on odd
rank corresponds to cosets with Dickson invariant 1. Therefore, by Theorem 4.10, the
moments of these distributions all stabilize in d (in fact once 6d — 3 > m), and are

equal to [T/, (¢ +1).
1.3 Overview of the proof

We next indicate the idea of the proof of Theorem 1.1. There is a moduli stack #" d
parameterizing Weierstrass equations for elliptic curves over [F,(¢) of height d. For

(n,q) = 1, we define in Sect. 2.1 a moduli stack Sel' Selly r, that approximately param-
eterizes pairs (E, «) for [E] € W'l Vg, an elliptic curve and @ € Sel, (E). The basic

point here is that there is a dense open set of points of K/Fq whose corresponding
minimal Weierstrass models are smooth over [F. For elliptic curves E corresponding
to points in this open set, if & is the identity component of the Néron model of E over
Pﬁ,q, Sel, (E) = Héll(]P’lq, &9n]). (We observe that £°[n] is étale over Pﬁ,q by our
assumption that (n, g) = 1: indeed, by miracle flatness it suffices to check this is étale
over each point of ]P’]qu . Each fiber of £° is a 1-dimensional group scheme isomorphic
to G4, G, or an elliptic curve E, in which case its n-torsion is id, u,, or E[n], all of
which are étale when (n, ¢) = 1.) In other words, Sel” z,qu is the stack classifying £

along with étale & O[n]-torsors over P]%q.
There is an natural quasi-finite map 7:Sel’’ ; — #’% , and over an open dense
- 0hq - 4

substack V/O%q /4 %q the restriction
d
w:Sel’y g = Sel’n,Fq%ﬁq - W%, (1.5)

is finite étale. The n-Selmer group of [E] € V/C’ (Fq) is then identified with
IF -points of n_l(E) The cover & is associated to a monodromy representation
P, ]1«‘ 711(7,//°]F ) — O(Qd) where (V4 e, Q‘l) is a particular rank 12d — 4 quadratic
space over Z/nZ, and 77 ! (E)(F,) identifies with ker(pn.Fq (Frobg) —id) C V,fi.
After determining the monodromy group, this reduces to a combinatorial problem:
compute the distribution of dim ker(g — id) for a g drawn randomly from the mon-
odromy group. For Vf over Z/tZ, (i.e., the case that n = £ is prime,) and g drawn
from the full O(Q?), this computation was done in unpublished work of Rudvalis
and Shinoda, as we learned from [15]. We give an alternative proof which generalizes
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Thm. 4.23 +— Thm. 4.4
[Fs16]

Thm. 5.13 «— Lem. 5.18 +— Lem. 5.19
Thm. 1.1 +— Thm. 6.4 +— Thm. 5.1 +— Thm. 5.4 Lem. 3.16[mﬂ[Lan21, Thm. 4.4]

Prop. 6.3 <— Thm. 3.14 +— Lem. 3.24 +—— Prop. 3.17

> >~

Thm. 6.1 +— Cor. 4.3 Prop. 3.22 Lem. 3.19 +——— Prop. 3.9

Fig.1 A schematic diagram depicting the structure of the proof of Theorem 1.1

to the case where g is drawn from certain proper subgroups of O(Qg) related to the
monodromy group (which is needed for our results).

After handling the case where n = ¢ is prime, we move on to the case of Sels. In
this case, we prove that there is a characterization of ker(g — id) in terms of a Markov
property, and that the BKLPR heuristic is also characterized by this same Markov
property. The case of general Sel,, for n composite follows from the prime power case
by the Chinese remainder theorem.

1.4 Outline of paper

We next give a brief outline of the content of the various sections in this paper. In Sect.
2 we recall the construction of Selmer spaces, which parameterize Selmer elements
of elliptic curves. The Selmer spaces mentioned above are generically finite étale
covers of the moduli space of height d elliptic surfaces. In Sect. 3 we compute the
monodromy associated to these covers. Next, in Sect. 4 we establish that the geometric
distribution of prime order Selmer groups agree with that predicted by the BKLPR
heuristic. In Sect. 5, we show that both the BKLPR heuristic distribution and our
geometric distribution agree for prime powers, by relating the two distributions for
£7-Selmer groups to the two distributions for £/+!-Selmer groups via separate Markov
processes. Finally, in Sect. 6 we put the pieces together to the prove our main results.

2 Summary of Selmer spaces
2.1 Reviewing the definition of the Selmer space

Here, we briefly recall the construction of the Selmer space and related spaces intro-
duced in [28, Sect. 3]. The new content in this section occurs in Sect. 2.3 where we
introduce an sheaf is isomorphic to the Selmer sheaf (Sect. 2.1.4 for the definition)
on a dense open. This sheaf is closely related to the L-function of elliptic curves, and
hence gives us a way to access the analytic ranks of elliptic curves in terms of the
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Selmer sheaf. Our notation differs slightly from that of [28] due to a minor error (only
appearing in characteristic 3), as we will explain further in Remark 2.1.

2.1.1 The space of Weierstrass equations

Throughout this section, we work relatively over a scheme B on which 2 is invertible.
As in [28, Definition 3.1], define IP’}B := Projg Opls, t]. Form the affine space,

12d+3
Ay == Specg Oplaz,0,a2,1...,a224, 04,0, --.,04,4d4, 06,0 - - - , (6,64 ]-

Fori € {1, 2, 3}, define ay; (s, t) := Z?i:‘io azhjtjsz"d_j. Let 7//% C A}BMH denote
the open subscheme parameterizing those points such that the Weierstrass equation

y2z = x3 +ax(s, )x%z + as(s, )xz> + ag(s, 1)z°

defines an elliptic surface with smooth generic fiber. This is open as it corresponds to
the open subscheme of A}RMH such that the discriminant is nonzero.

Remark 2.1 There was a minor error in [28, Definition 3.1] where it was claimed
that a Weierstrass model is minimal if and only if it is of the form y?z = x3 +
ax (s, HxZz + as (s, Hxz? + ag (s, t)z3 with no non-constant polynomial f € kl[s, ]
with f 2 | a2i(s,t) foralli € {1, 2, 3}. However, it is only true that it can be written
in this form after a change of variables.

This makes it less obvious that in characteristic 3, the locus of minimal Weierstrass
equations is open Agd”. It is fairly simple to see this is true in characteristic neither
2 nor 3, since one can make a change of variables to assume a> (s, t) = 0, and then
the resulting equation y2z = x3 + as(s, )xz%2 + ag(s, 1)z> is minimal if and only if
there is no non-constant polynomial f € k[s, t] with f 2 | ari(s,t) foralli € {2, 3}.
In characteristic 3, this non-minimal locus is still open, but we only found a somewhat
involved proof which involves tracing through the steps of Tate’s algorithm.

To avoid this fairly involved proof, we opt to work over a slightly larger open set
e , which does not parameterize minimal Weierstrass models, but instead parame-
terizes all Weierstrass models over AgdH with smooth generic fiber. Since the two
open subsets differ by a divisor, their point counts do not contribute in the large g
limit, and so which set we work with does not substantially alter the argument.

2.1.2 The universal Weierstrass equation

Similarly to [28, Definition 3.1], one can construct a family of minimal Weierstrass
models 2#'% over P! x #'% as the subscheme of

Projp ,, 4 Sym® (ﬁ% ot ® Opt oy (<2d) & Oy (—3d))
cut out by the equation
yzz =x>+ ar (s, t)xzz + aq(s, t)xz2 + ag(s, t)z3.
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As mentioned in Remark 2.1, we work over %"’ ’é, a set including non-minimal elliptic
curves, which is slightly different than that used in [28, Definition 3.1].

2.1.3 An open subset

Recall our definition of %~ % from Sect. 2.1.1 as a moduli space of height d minimal
Weierstrass equations. Similarly to [28, Definition 3.9], let ”//"‘ljg cw % denote the

open subscheme over which %#” ‘é — W/‘é is smooth. In the case B is a field &,
Wc’f parameterizes elliptic curves of height d over k() so that the associated minimal

Weierstrass elliptic surface is smooth over k. Let Z#°% = W’ % Xy w4,

denote the universal elliptic surface over 7//0‘113. We also introduce Wmlé cw ‘é as
the open subscheme parameterizing elliptic surfaces with squarefree discriminant and
let 220 Wllg =u’ ‘113 Xy Wmé; these subsets are indeed open and dense over B
as is explained in [28, Lemma 3.14]. Loosely speaking, the idea is to show that the
elliptic surfaces of height d with squarefree discriminant are the complement of two
divisors: the divisor parameterizing elliptic surfaces of height d which are singular and
the divisor paramterizing elliptic surfaces of height d with some cuspidal fiber. These
two divisorial subschemes can be defined via incidence correspondences. One can then
use these incidence correspondences to compute the dimensions of these subschemes,
and verify they are indeed divisors, implying that the open locus of elliptic surfaces
of height d is fiberwise nonempty, hence fiberwise dense.

2.1.4 The Selmer space

Similarly to [28, Definition 3.3], (but see Remark 2.1 for a slight difference) denote
by f and g the projection maps

/df 1 d 8 1d
Uy = P xpW'y =>W'g.

Assuming further that 2n is invertible on B. Define the n-Selmer sheaf over B of
height d as Seﬂ’iB := R'g4(R" fy1,). Define the n-Selmer space over B of height

d, denoted Sel’ Z, p as the algebraic space representing the sheaf of Z/nZ modules
Sel'? ;. Let
d d
Sel°? = Sel’Z’B Xoprd v, Selmn’B = Sel’Z’B Xoyrd w7, Set®d

. d od

— Seﬂ/n’B XW/% W B
2.1.5 A moduli stack of elliptic curves
Note that G24*! x G,, acts on %W /Cllg and % /‘é compatibly. Loosely speaking,
(ro,...,1mq) € sz“ acts by sending x — x + ros2? 4+ rirs247 4o 4 pogr?d

and A € Gy, acts by sending ay; (s, t) 22 ayi (s, 1), see [28, Definition 3.4] for a
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more precise formulation in terms of Weierstrass equations. By [38, III.3.1(b)], any
two points in #” % corresponding to isomorphic elliptic curves lie in the same orbit
of this action. Similarly to [28, Definition 3.4], we define the moduli stack of height
d minimal Weierstrass models over B as the quotient stack

wd = [7/“}3/@5"“ x Gm] .

2.1.6 The Selmer stack

Similarly to [28, Definition 3.4], we define the n-Selmer stack over B of height d as
the quotient stack

Seld , = [Sel/iB/sz“ X Gm].

Since the action of ng“ x G, restricts to an action on Z# O%, 7/"%, and Sel°ﬁ B>
we similarly define

WY = (WG % Gy |, #P = [P /GHH 1G]
and

Sel’y 5 = [Sel*d /G Gy seld = [Se@jﬁ/@ﬁd“ 4G

Remark 2.2 For x € 7/’% orx € %"é, we use E, denote the corresponding elliptic
curve. Specifically, for x € W"é, if f: W"Iig S Pl x#'% then Ex = £~ (n x x),
for 1 the generic point of P!. We often notate this by [E,] = x € #~ ‘é. Similarly, for
X € %"”Ilg, we notate [E,] = x where E| is the elliptic curve corresponding to x.

2.2 The relation between Selmer spaces and Selmer groups

We have now defined the Selmer space, but have not yet explained the connection to
Selmer groups of elliptic curves. The following lemma provides the relation.

Lemma 2.3 (/28, Corollary 3.24]) Letn > 1,d > 0,m > 0. Let B be a noetherian
scheme with 2n invertible, and let 7t : Sel’ Z g W % denote the projection map. For
[Ex]=x € WC";(Fq), we have

#Selu(E) = # (77 () (F,)). @1
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2.3 The sheaf governing rank

In this section, we introduce a sheaf S°? ,. This is closely related to the Selmer sheaf

Se°? , and governs the rank of the elliptic curve. This sheaf is not new, and has
previously appeared in the literature, see Remark 2.5. Our goal will be to show the
two sheaves are isomorphic on the fiberwise over B dense open of 7/0% parameterizing

elliptic surfaces with squarefree discriminant. We now define S OZ B-

Notation 2.4 Let B be a scheme with 2n invertible on B. Let j : U C ]P’}g X B 7/"%
denote the open subscheme over which the projection f : 2% O% — IP’}g X B “//O‘é is
smooth. Let g : P, x g #/°% — #°% denote the projection. Then, if s : S — #°4,
is a map of schemes, set up the following commutative diagram, where both squares
are fiber squares.

od

a/
UG Xyt S Us ———— U 4

by

PL xp S — Ph x5 #°%

Lo I

S — 8 5 e

Define E[n]s := (j5)*R' £S5, (we note that E[n]s is a slight abuse of notation
since it depends on the map «s and not just the scheme §). This sheaf represents
the relative n torsion of 5. Define the sheaf S OZ, B = Rlg.(j.E [n]Wo% ), with the

implicit map &, .q : W"‘é — ”//"% taken to be the identity.
B

Remark 2.5 Sheaves defined analogously to S °§f, p appeared in the context of quadratic

twist families of elliptic curves in [18, Sect. 6.2] and [46, Sect. 3.2]. In fact, SOZ’B
is itself a reasonable candidate for the Selmer sheaf, but we will instead work with
S eé"z’ g» Which has the advantage that it commutes with base change. On the other

hand, we are not sure if S °Z g commutes with base change in general, though it does
d .
over ¥ 5> as we show in Lemma 2.6.
Having defined S OZ - We next wish to show it agrees with S eE"fll p» at least when

both are restricted to V/W;. To verify this isomorphism, we will construct a map
between them and check it is an isomorphism by checking it on fibers. The verification
on fibers is fairly immediate once we know that the formation of S Oi 5 commutes with
base change, as we now verify. A variant of the following Lemma 2.6 is explained in
[22, Construction-Proposition 5.2.1(3)].

Lemma 2.6 With maps f and g as in Notation 2.4, the sheaf S°Z’ g 1s a constructible

d
sheaf of Z./nZ modules whose formation commutes with base change on ¥ g More

d
precisely, for any base scheme S factoring through ¥ > the base change map
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o5R g (juElnlyeg) > R'gl(jla"EMnYyea),

is an isomorphism.

Proof Let R1§!S[n]7/od3 g S°Z’B denote the map induced by ng[n]Wo% —

. . . . . _ . da v
]*S[n]q//ofé,usmgtheldentlﬁcatlon ng,E[n]W/o,é = ng*(]gE[n]W(,%).LetSon’B =
R'g.E [n]Wofé denote the map induced from the composition of functors spectral

sequence for g o j. We will show that S"Z g 1s the image of the composition

R1§!5[n]7/0% g S°ff’3 i) RIE*E[n]WO,é. Once we show this, it will immediately

follow that S °Z, g 18 constructible, being the image of a map of constructible sheaves.

By the Leray spectral sequence, ¥ is always injective. Hence, to identify Soﬁ’ B

as the image of ¥ o ¢, we only need to show ¢ is surjective. To this end, define

M as the quotient sheaf j,& [n]WO(lzg /€ [”]Wofg . Note that M is supported on the

complement of U which is finite over V/O‘é. Therefore, R! g+M = 0 and we conclude
15 1, (i 1, (i od et

that R g!E[n]Wo% =R g*(]gE[n]WodB) — R g*(]*é'[n],w%) =S n,B 18 surjective.

Hence, R!g, ( J«€ [n]WO(é ) is a constructible Z/n7Z module, being the image of a map
of constructible Z/nZ modules.
To conclude, we show that the formation of S°Z’ p commutes with base change

d . . . _ _ .
over 7//@3' Since S§°¢ g is the image of Y 0 ¢ : ng!g[”]wg — ng*é’[n]WO%, it

n,

suffices to show that the formation of both R'g,& [n]yca and R IE*E [n]yca commute
° B B

. d .
with base change over ¥ p- The former commutes with base change by proper base
change with compact supports.
To conclude, it remains to show the formation of R1§*5 [”]WD‘,Q commutes with

base change over ”//mt;. We will do this using Poincaré duality and Deligne’s semi-
continuity theorem for Swan conductors [29, Corollaire 2.1.2 and Remarque 2.1.3].
We first use Deligne’s semicontinuity theorem to show R'g,E [n]VW‘Z; is locally con-

stant constructible for all i > 0. The semicontinuity theorem says that R'g,E [n]W/“fe
will be locally constant over any open subscheme of ”//"‘é for which the degree of
P! x #°% — U — #°% is constant and the total Swan conductor associated to
& [n]Wo% is constant.

We now verify the hypotheses of Deligne’s semicontinuity theorem by verifying
P! x #°4 — U — #°Y% has constant fiber degree over ng and that the Swan
conductor vanishes over Wmi{;. Indeed, any elliptic curve corresponding to a point of

7/@% has reduced discriminant, and hence 12d geometric fibers of type I; reduction
and no other singular fibers, by Tate’s algorithm. This shows P! x #°% —U — #°4,

d . .
has constant fiber degree over ¥ p- Finally, the Swan conductor always vanishes
when the reduction is multiplicative [37, IV.10.2(b)].
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. _ . . d
Using that R'g,E [”]"//0‘;', is locally constant constructible over V p Wwe next

deduce R'g, & [n]Wotlzg is as well via Poincare duality. Namely, Poincaré duality [42]
gives an isomorphism of sheaves in the derived category

RZ,R H#0m(Elnly s, tal2]) = R A Om(RZE M)yt tn).

Note that the [2] denotes a cohomological shift by 2 while the [n] refers to the n-torsion.
We will now take (—1)st cohomology of both sides. By construction of
U, & [”]WO% is locally constant on U, and therefore the ith cohomology of

Rg. R 0om(Enly et tnl2]) is given by R*?g, Hom(Eln)y e pn) = RI+2
2. [”]7/0% , the latter isomorphism induced by the Weil pairing. Additionally, since
R™ig\E [n]Wo,é is locally constant constructible, we get that the ith cohomology
of R %ﬂom(Rggé'[n]WO%, Un[2]) is given by %om(R‘ig!S[n]Wo,é, In). Therefore,
taking (—1)st cohomology of the Poincaré duality isomorphism yields an isomorphism
R1§*€[n]7//o,é ~ (nggg[n]WO%)V. Since the right hand side is locally constant con-

. d . . .
structible over %' - the left hand side is as well, and therefore commutes with base
change. O

. . d ~ d d
We next produce an isomorphism Sdon,BU/m‘é ~ SOH,BL//E% over #V%, cru-
cially using that the formation of both sheaves commute with base change.
Proposition 2.7 Retain notation from Notation 2.4. There is canonical map R' fyi, —
J«& [n]WO% of sheaves on IP’}B X B “//"”é. This map induces an isomorphism

ng*(le*,un)L PR ng* (j«€[nl. ,pa ), which commutes with base change.
s PG

Proof Retaining notation from Notation 2.4, define the maps j’ and f’ as in the fiber
square

7 d
Wy —L— awd,

lf/ | 1 (2.2)

U —L= PL xp w4,

We have canonical maps coming from Leray spectral sequences

R fulin) = R' fuliipn)
— R'(f 0 j)ubtn
= R'(jo fNebtn
— juR' flptn. 2.3)
Using the Kummer exact sequence (possible since 7 is invertible by Notation 2.4) and

the assumption that the fibers of f’ are smooth connected elliptic curves so [2, Sect.
9.5, Theorem 1] applies, we obtain isomorphisms
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JeRY fltn = ju Picw, uln] = jiPicy, jyln] = ji€lnl . 24)

Composing (2.3) with (2.4), we obtain the desired map R'f, (Un.w) — j*é'[n]wo%.
We show this map induces an isomorphism ng*(le*,LLn))L//md —
B
Rl (jx& [H]Wmd ). To verify this is an isomorphism, it suffices to do so on stalks.
B

As the formation of both sides commutes with base change by proper base change
and Lemma 2.6, we can check this is an isomorphism in the case that the base is a
geometric point.

Thus, it suffices to show that if f* : W, — P! is a smooth minimal Weierstrass
model corresponding to a point x € “//"%, Jj* is the restriction of j to x, and g* is the
restriction of g to x, then the map on stalks ¢, : ngj (R! ffun) — ngi‘ (x(€Inly)
is an isomorphism. It suffices to check the map R! ffun — ji(E[nly) inducing ¢y
under ngjf is an isomorphism. To this end, by [28, Lemma 3.7], the étale sheaf
R £y is represented by the Néron model of E, [n] on the small étale site of ]P’)lc, while
J¥(Elnly) is also represented by the Néron model of E,[n] by the Néron mapping
property. The Néron mapping property implies that to check the map R! f¥u, —
Ji (E[n]y) constructed in (2.3) is an isomorphism, it suffices to check its restriction to
U is an isomorphism. That is, we want to show the base change of j*R! f,(u,) —
j*j*é’[n]%o% ~ R'f!j"u, to x is an isomorphism. If we could show this is the
natural base change map, it would indeed be an isomorphism by proper base change.

So, to conclude the proof, we only need to check the constructed map j* R! f, (11,) —
R! f] j"* s, coming from pulling back (2.3) along j, is the base change map. Indeed,
this follows from the definitions. In more detail, recall that for .% a sheaf on % O%,
the base change map is given as the map of §-functors j*o (R® fy).# — (R® f)oj*F
induced via the degree 0 composition j* fu. % — j* fuj.j*F — j*j fij*F —
flij* %, see [14, Sect. 6, p. 60-61]. However, pulling back the map of (2.3)
along j is given by the composition j*R! fu, — j*R fi(jLj*n) — j*R'(j o
%G un) — RYfL(j"*un). This is precisely the resulting map on degree 1 8-
functors, and hence is the natural base change map. O

3 The precise monodromy of Selmer spaces

The main result of this section is Theorem 3.14 where we compute precisely the mon-
odromy group associated to the cover Eﬂ’ g = X °'%. Inorder to state the theorem,
we first introduce some various notation relating to orthogonal groups and the mon-
odromy representation. Following this, we recall a general result on equidistribution
of Frobenius elements in Sect. 3.4. The remainder of the section is devoted to proving
Theorem 3.14, whose proof is outlined at the end of Sect. 3.5.
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3.1 Adelic notation

For R an integral noetherian ring with fraction field Frac(R) such that char (Frac(R)) =

p, let 2P = iim zZmZ=~ [] Z.
ged(n, p)=1 .
£ prime
r#p

We allow p = 0, in which case Z© = Z.

3.2 Notation for orthogonal groups
3.2.1 Notation for quadratic forms

Let R be aring. A quadratic space over R is a pair (V, Q) where V is a free module
over R and Q : V — R is a quadratic form. We say a quadratic space (V, Q) is
nondegenerate if the hypersurface defined by the vanishing of Q in PV" is smooth
over Spec R. When 2 is invertible or rk V is even, this is equivalent to the discriminant
of Q being aunit on Spec R, see [9, Remark C.1.1]. See [9, C.1] for a characterization
in terms of non-degeneracy of the associated bilinear form on fibers. Let O(Q) the
corresponding orthogonal group. Note that we will use O (Q) to denote both the group
and the group scheme. We will primarily consider it as a group, and whenever we use
it to denote the group scheme O (Q), we refer to it as “the algebraic group O(Q)”.

For ¢ : R — § amap of rings, we denote (Vy, Qp) := (V ®r S, Q ®g §). When
the map ¢ is understood, we notate this as (Vs, Q) := (Vy, Q). In the special case
that § = Z/nZ, we will also use (Vy,, S,) := (Vz/nz, Oz/n7)-

Definition 3.1 For d > 1, define the quadratic space (Vd , Q%) to be the rank 12d — 4

free Z module associated to U®??=2) @ (—Eg)®, for U a hyperbolic plane and
— Eg the Ejg lattice with the negative of its usual pairing. Then (Vnd, Qz) denotes the
reduction of this quadratic space modulo 7.

For Q a quadratic form on a free module V over a ring R, the associated bilinear
form Bg : V x V — R is defined by

Bo(x,y) == Q0 +y)— 0(x) — Q).
In what follows, we assume the quadratic form Q is nondegenerate.
For v € V, with Q(v) € R* invertible, denote the reflection about v (sometimes

also called an orthogonal transvection, cf. [43, 3.8.1])

r:V-—->V

Remark 3.2 When R is a field, O(Q) is generated by these reflections so long as
(R, 1k V) # (F2,4) [8, 1.5.1].
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3.2.2 The spinor norm

For completeness, we briefly recall the formal definition of the —1-spinor norm. We
follow [9, p.349] which gives the definition in the more general context of algebraic
groups. Let (V, Q) be a quadratic space over R, and suppose that either rk V is even
or 2 is invertible on R. The +1-spinor norm is then defined as the boundary map on
cohomology

spg 1 0(Q) — H'(Spec R, ji2) = R*/ (R¥)?

induced by the sequence of algebraic groups wr, — Pin(Q) — O(Q). Then the
—1-spinor norm on O(Q) is the +1-spinor norm for O(—Q) composed with the

identification O (Q) 5 O(—0) [9, Remark C.4.9, Remark C.5.4, and p. 348).3
In the case Q(v) € R*, the reflection r, satisfies spé (ry) = [—Q(v)], the coset

represented by —Q(v) in R*/ (RX)Z. Note that the spinor norm is trivial in the case
R = F>. When R = k is a field with k # F,, then O(Q) is generated by reflections
(cf. Remark 3.2), and spé is then characterized by spé(rv) =[-0W)].

Definition 3.3 For (V, Q) a nondegenerate quadratic space over a ring R, define
0*(Q) .= ker spg C O (Q) to be the kernel of the —1-spinor norm.

3.2.3 The adelic spinor map

We now spell out some notation to describe the spinor map for a quadratic form over
7P, Let p either be a prime or p = 0. Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space
over Z(P) . Let

spg : 0(Q) — (ZO’))X / <(Z<P>)X)2 ~@nntx [ zez

odd primes £#p

where the first copy of (Z/2Z)*> comes from (Z/27)> = Zy/
(Z;‘)2 ~ (Z/87)* / ((Z/8Z)X)2 and the copy of Z/27Z indexed by an odd prime
£ comes from Z / (ZZX)2 ~ (Z/eZ)* ) ((Z/EZ)X)2. When p # 0 and ¢ is a power
of p, we let

[q] € (Z@))X / ((Z<P>)X)2 ~@pntx [ 7z

odd primes {#p

denote the element induced by multiplication by g on 7).

3 Although it will not be relevant to this paper, as we shall ultimately only be interested in the even rank
quadratic space of Definition 3.1, one can define the spinor norm on O(Q) in the case that R is a field of
characteristic 2 and rk V' is odd. This can be done using the equality O(Q) = SO(Q) as abstract groups
(even though the corresponding group schemes are not isomorphic) since the group scheme SO (Q) is the
underlying reduced subscheme of the group scheme O(Q), see [9, Remark C.5.12].

@ Springer



The geometric distribution of Selmer... 635

3.2.4 The Dickson invariant

Next, for (Q, V) a quadratic space over a ring R with Spec R connected, the Dickson
invariant is a map

Do : 0(Q) — Z/27Z,

asdefinedin [9, (C.2.2) and Remark C.2.5]. Inthe case (Q, V') is aquadratic space over
aring R such that Spec R is a disjoint union of finitely many connected components,
such as when R = Z/nZ, we define the Dickson invariant as the resulting map

Do : 0(Q) — (Z)27)*0SpecR)

obtained by restricting to a given connected component of Spec R and then applying
the Dickson invariant on that component.
In the case R = ZP), we define the Dickson invariant as the resulting composition

]_[rimes pDQ\I
Do: 0@~ [| 0k —= 2 T[] zprz

primes £7#p primes ¢7#p

In all cases above, for Dg : O(Q) — [[,c5%/2Z for an appropriate set S, we
let Azpz @ Z/27 — [1ics Z/2Z denote the diagonal inclusion sending 1 +>
(1,1,..., .

seS

Warning 3.4 Our definition of the Dickson invariant for a quadratic space over 7@
may differ from the more general scheme theoretic definition given in [9, (C.2.2)
and Remark C.2.5]. There, it is defined as a map to (Z/27Z) (Spec R), the global
sections of the locally constant sheaf Z/27Z on Spec R. However, there is a natural
map (Z/27Z) (Spec ZP)) — [ Tptimes ¢2p Z/2Z, and our definition of the Dickson
invariant is the composition of the Dickson invariant as in [9, (C.2.2) and Remark
C.2.5] with this natural map.

Remark 3.5 In the case that 2 is invertible on R with Spec R connected, the Dickson
invariant agrees with the determinant [9, Corollary C.3.2]. However, over a field k of
characteristic 2, the determinant is trivial while the Dickson invariant is nontrivial (and
itis nontrivial on k-points when the rank of the quadratic space is even) [9, Proposition
C.2.8].

Over a field of characteristic 2, the Dickson invariant is sometimes also called the
pseudodeterminant, and the following explicit description, which follows from the
fact that reflections always have nontrivial Dickson invariant, will be useful: For any
T € 0(Q), and any expression of T as a product of reflections T = ry, - - - 1, (Which
exists so long as (k,tk V) # (2, 4) by Remark 3.2,) the Dickson invariant is given
by the map O(Q) — Z/27Z which sends T + s mod 2.
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3.2.5 The Joint Kernel

Definition 3.6 Define 2(Q) C 0(Q) as Q(Q) :=ker Dg Nker spé.

Because the —1-spinor norm agrees with the +1-spinor norm when restricted to
SO(Q), it follows that 2(Q) is also the joint kernel of the Dickson map and the
+1-spinor norm.

3.3 Notation for the monodromy representation

When d > 0, the map 7w : Sel°i) B = V/c"é is finite étale, representing a locally
constant constructible sheaf of rank 12d — 4 free Z/nZ modules by [28, Corollary
3.22]. For B an integral noetherian Z[1/2n] scheme, letting Vnd denote the rank 12d —4
free Z/n7Z module corresponding to the geometric generic fiber of , we obtain a
monodromy representation pi g i m(¥ O‘é) — GL(V,ji) [28, Definitions 4.1 and
4.2].

Remark 3.7 Strictly speaking, we should keep track of base points in our fundamental
groups. However, as we will ultimately be concerned with integral base schemes B,
changing basepoint only changes the map ,off’ by conjugation on the domain. Since
we will only care about the image of ,off’ » we will often omit the basepoint from our
notation.

d

For R aring, we use ,Off g to denote p) Spec R

3.3.1 The adelic monodromy map

For n’ | n both prime to char(k), we obtain a map Seloz’ R Seloz,’ R over Wo‘};
induced by the corresponding map ¢, , : i, — W, sending y — y/ "' in the defini-
tion of Sel’ i g from Sect. 2.1.4. Because ¢,, ,» = ¢’ pn” © @y, the monodromy maps
pi R (7/0‘11?) — GL(Vnd ) fit together compatibly to define a monodromy represen-

(
mod n map r, : GL(Vzd(p)) — GL(V,?) and p%(p)’ R is uniquely characterized by the

tation p%(m g T (7/0%) — GL(VfZ‘i 1) Forn prime to p, we have a natural reduction

property that for all n prime to p, r, (p%( - R) = p,‘f’ R

3.4 An equidistribution result

For x € 7/’%[1 /2] let Frob, be the conjugacy class of (geometric) Frobenius at x in

(W’ %[1 /21)- In this section we prove an equidistribution result for Frobenius classes
in the monodromy group, in the large ¢ limit. To state the proposition, we define the
“mult” map.

Definition 3.8 Let X be a geometrically connected finite type scheme over Fy, let G
be a profinite group, and let A : m1(X) — G be a group homomorphism. Let G
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denote the image of the composition nigeom(X ) = ”l(XF,,) — m1(X) — G and

let I := G/Gy. Then, we define mult : G — T as the natural projection. Because
m1(SpecFy) = nl(X)/nlgeom(X), we obtain a resulting map 71 (SpecF;) — I'. We
let y, denote the image in I' of geometric Frobenius.

The following is an equidistribution result for Frobenii in a monodromy group,
which is a generalization of [26, Theorem 1].

Proposition 3.9 Let X be a smooth affine scheme of finite type over O[1/S], where O
is a ring of integers in a number field, with geometrically irreducible fibers. For q a
maximal ideal of O[1/8] with residue field Fy, write X := X|0,q. Assume that we
have a commutative diagram

0 d -~
1 — 78"X) — m(X) 5 Z — 1
- 3.1)
»L)LO J,)‘ ll»—)yq 1 (
1 s Go s G MUty Py

with Lo tamely ramified and surjective, G a finite group, and U abelian. Suppose
C C G is a conjugacy-invariant subset. Then

#C N G™Ig #cnG™yi
Prob{x € X(Fyn):A(Frob,) € C} = ————— + Oy | #G|| ————
#Go q"
where GMIY  .—  mqult! (yq”). Here the constant in the error term

#cnG™rd \ .o . :
Oy | #G 7 is independent of q, the choice of G, and the choice of A,

so long as Ao is tamely ramified and surjective.

Proof By the Lang—Weil bound, we have #X (IF;) = qdlm ¥ 40 X (qdlm ey =1/ 2)
and so after multiplying both sides by #X'(IF; ) (see also [26, Remark 2]), this statement
nearly appears in [26, Theorem 1]. There are two differences however: First, Kowalski
assumes that #G is prime to ¢ instead of only that Ag is tamely ramified. Second,
Kowalski works over a field instead of over O[1/S]. The proof of Proposition 3.9 is
the same as that given in [26, Theorem 1], once these two differences are addressed.

First we address the tamely ramified constraint. Indeed, a careful examination of
the proof of [26, Theorem 1], shows that the only reason for assuming #G is prime
to g appears in the reference to [25, Proposition 4.7], which in turn only uses this
assumption in its reference to [25, Proposition 4.5], which in turn only uses this
assumption in [25, (4.13)]. However, [25, (4.13)] holds whenever X, or the associated
map labeled ¢ in [25], is tamely ramified, see [21, 2.6, Cor 2.8]. We note that a
generic hyperplane section of a tamely ramified cover remains tamely ramified, using
Bertini’s theorem to ensure that the hyperplane intersects the divisor of ramification
generically. Hence, [25, Proposition 4.6], used in the proof of [25, Proposition 4.5],
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can be suitably generalized to include the assumption that the restriction of ¢ to the
hyperplane is tamely ramified.

Second, we address the issue of working over O[1/S5] in place of a finite field. The
proof in [26] shows that if X comes as the reduction of a smooth X over O[1/S], then

the constant in the error term O y (#G / Z—,‘?) of Proposition 3.9 can be taken to be a sum
of (compactly supported) Betti numbers of X', which is uniform in q by Ehresmann’s

Theorem and proper base change for compactly supported étale cohomology. This
applies in particular to the Selmer spaces, as they are smooth over Z[1/2]. O

In computing the image of the monodromy representation associated to the Selmer
space, the following criterion for when an irreducible cover is geometrically connected
will be crucial.

Corollary 3.10 Let Y be a geometrically irreducible finite type F, scheme and let
7w : X — Y be a finite étale connected Galois G cover corresponding to a surjective
map p : 71 (Y) — G which is tamely ramified. Then, X is geometrically disconnected
if and only if there exist infinitely many positive integers i such that forally € Y (Fqi ),
p(Froby) #id € G.

Proof If X is geometrically connected, then once i is sufficiently large, there do exist
y € Y(]Fqi) with p(Froby) = id, using the equidistribution of Frobenius elements in
G resulting from Proposition 3.9 (using that G = Gy in that statement).

We next show the converse. Suppose X is geometrically disconnected and let j
denote the number of components of XE. We claim that for any i relatively prime to

J, XFqi is connected. Indeed, if X[Fqi is disconnected, Gal(F i /F;) =~ Z/i’Z would
act nontrivially on the components of XIF,,,- , implying that gcd(j, i) > 1.

To conclude the proof, it suffices to show that for any such i relatively prime to
j,and any y € Y(IFq,'), p(Froby) # id € G. Indeed, if p(Froby) = id € G, the
fiber of 7 : X — Y over y would necessarily be deg 7 copies of y, so in particular,
X would have some F i point. However, since X]Fqi is connected but geometrically
disconnected, the j geometric components of Xﬁq must be nontrivially permuted by

the action of Gal (Fq /F4i). In particular, this Galois action on the fiber X, over y must
be nontrivial, and so X cannot have any I ; points. O

Corollary 3.11 Retain the notation of Definition 3.8. For any n > 1 and C C
im pr‘fYZ[l Jon) @ conjugacy class and ¥, a finite field of characteristic p with
gcd(p, 2n) = 1, we have
od .ood
#{x € #1112 Fy) 08 1 (Froby) € C
od
#1701 0m Tq)
A 4 Opa(q7"?)  if mult(C) = v,

0 if mult(C) # yy.

The same statement holds true with %Oz in place of V/C’z.

@ Springer



The geometric distribution of Selmer... 639

Proof Note that in this setting, the tameness assumption on pZ’E was verified in the
proof of [28, Proposition 4.9], see especially the end of the first paragraph of [28, p.
702]. The first statement follows immediately from Proposition 3.9. Note here that G
and C as in the statement of Proposition 3.9 are fixed, and so we may absorb their
orders into the constant in the error term On,d(q_l/ 2).

To deduce the equidistribution statement for %Oz from “//"d, note that the mon-
odromy representation for %"f is induced by the cover &"fi P = %"f. Further
Sel°z’k is the pullback of &og’k along ”//°f — %"Z, i.e. the diagram

d d
Sel®, j — Sel%

l l

WL —— %

is cartesian. In other words, the monodromy representation associated to SeIOZ’ >
V/Of factors through 7 (7/"2) — T (%"Z). This implies that if x,y € W"Z
map to the same point in %Of then ,oi x (Froby) = ,oik (Froby). Because Z"Z =
[“//°§f / sz +1%G,,), Lang’s theorem applied to the group ng“'l X G, shows thateach
z € %OZ(F[I) (counted with multiplicity according to automorphisms) has precisely
G24*! x G, (F,) points lying over it in #°¢ (F,), all mapping to the same conjugacy
class under pi - Therefore, the distribution of pr‘f, «(Frob,) for x € W 0z(IFq) agrees
with the distribution p | (Frob,) for z € #/°¢ (F,). o

3.5 Determining the image of monodromy

In [28, Theorem 4.4], a partial description of im :0;11,  Was given for k a field. The goal
of this section is to precisely compute im p;‘f’ ¢~ First, we recall the description from
[28, Theorem 4.4]. Keeping notation as in Sect. 3.2.1, for (V, Q) a quadratic space
over aring R with amap R — Z/nZ, we let (Vy,, Q) := (Vz/nz, Qz/nz) and let
r, : 0(Q) — 0(Q,) denote the induced reduction mod n map of orthogonal groups.
We will be most concerned with the case R = Z or R = ZP).

In [28, Theorem 4.4] a quadratic space (V2, Q%) over Z is defined. This agrees
with that defined in Definition 3.1 by [28, Remark 4.5]. With these definitions, [28,
Theorem 4.4] states

ra(0*(Q)) Cim pf 2 C im pjf, C O(Q).

We next recall a slight generalization of the usual cyclotomic character, which we
shall need to characterize im p}‘f o

Definition 3.12 For £ a field of characteristic p, allowing p = 0, we define the cyclo-
tomic character as the map xcyc : Gal(k/k) — (Z(l’))x defined as follows: For v a
positive integer with (v, p) = 1 when p > 0 and v arbitrary when p = 0, let ¢, be
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a primitive vth root of unity. For o € Gal(k/k), suppose o (¢,) = ¢,"" . Then, define
Xeye(0) := (ay,s)v, considered as an element of (’2<P>) *

Remark 3.13 Note that yy. of Definition 3.12 is the usual cyclotomic character when
char(k) = 0. Further, from the definition, in the case p # 0,k = [F},, and g is a power

of p, we have xcyc(Frob,) = ¢ € (Z(p))x.

For the statement of Theorem 3.14, recall the notation for the spinor norm and
Dickson invariant from Sect. 3.2. Also, let Az2z : Z/2Z — []pyimes ¢ Z/2Z the

diagonal inclusion. For k a field of characteristic p and d € Zx», let xd ~1 denote the
composition

caiin & (20)" - (29)" /(7))

Theorem 3.14 Let k be a field of characteristic p, allowing p = 0, and let d € Z>».
With Az 7 and Xd_l defined above,

-1
im gy, =Dy (imAzyz) N (Spéﬂ ) (im /1.
) 7(p)

7(p

Example 3.15 Let’s explicate what Theorem 3.14 says in the cases

e If k is algebraically closed or d is odd, then
: d -l . _
m p7,) ¢ = DQ%m (im Az27) Nker <sde ) )

72

e If d is even and k = I, has characteristic p > 0, using Remark 3.13, we have

im o, =Dy (imAzz) 0 Gpg, )~ (Ig1)
7P 72

where ([¢]) is the group generated by the class of g.

We will prove Theorem 3.14 at the end of this section in Sect. 3.10. The general out-
line of the proof is as follows. First, in Sect. 3.6, we show the image of the monodromy
representation contains €2 (Q%(p)). Next, in Sect. 3.7, we explain how to compute the
spinor norm and Dickson invariant of images of Frobenius, in certain cases. Then,
in Sect. 3.8 and Sect. 3.9 we compute the spinor norm and Dickson invariants on
im p%(m’ e for k a finite field. Finally, we piece these parts together in Sect. 3.10.

3.6 Showing the monodromy is big

We next explain how to deduce 2 (Q%( ») Cim ,o%(m T by combining [28, Theorem
4.4] with some group theory. ’
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Lemma3.16 Ford > 2 andn > 1, we have r,z(Of(Q%)) D Q(Qﬁ). In particular,
combining this with [28, Theorem 4.4] gives Q(QZ) C im ij and so Q(de(p)) C

; d
im G,

Proof The last sentence follows from the first by [28, Theorem 4.4], which says
0*(Q%) C im p%(p)j.

We turn our attention to proving the first statement. For every v € V,j’ , with
Q4(v) = —1, there exists a lift T € Vg with Q%(T)’) = —1, as is shown in the
proof of [11, Lemma 4.13] (which implicitly assumes d > 2 so that (Vd, Q%) con-
tains summands isomorphic to the hyperbolic plane). Let R(Qg) denote the subgroup
of O(QZ) generated by elements of the form ry, for v € Vf and let R’ (ij) denote
the subgroup of O(Qﬁ ) generated by elements of the form r,, o, for v, w € V,f’ with
04(v) = 0%(w) = —1. We next show R(Q¢) = 0(Q%) and R'(Q%) = Q(0%).

Recall a quadratic space (V, Q) over Z is unimodular if B is invertible as a linear
transformation over Z or equivalently the natural map induced by By from V to V",
the dual lattice, is an isomorphism.

In the case that n is a prime power, since (VZd , Q%) is unimodular and nondegenerate
of rank more than 5 (see [28, Remark 4.5]), it follows from [24, Satz 2] that R(Qif) =
0(Q%). By [24, Satz 3] it follows R'(Q9) = Q(Q%). Note that [24, Satz 3] is
stated for R'(Q¢) generated by elements of the form r, o ry, for v, w € V¢ with
Qﬁ(v) = Qﬁ(w) = 1, instead of ij(v) = Qﬁ(w) = —1. However, we may arrange
the latter by applying [24, Satz 3] to —Q¢ in place of Q. Therefore, Q(Q%) =
R'(Q5) C rm(0(Q9)).

For the general case, write n = ]_[;:1 p?i for pairwise distinct primes p;.
Since Q(0%) = [T, Q(Qi{,l.), it suffices to show the image of Q(Qi{,[.) —

I—[f=1 Q(Q‘;,.li ), included as the ith component, is contained in r,(O* (¢)). For this,
choose v, w le V[f"i with Qiai (v) = Qiai (w) = —1and choose lifts 7, i to V¢ so that
¥=w mod ]‘[l;jsny#i p'jj and Qg(%) = Q4(W) = —1. We then find that ry o
agrees with r, or,, when reduced mod p?i and is the identity when reduced mod p‘;j
for any j # i. It follows that r,(O* (g)) D im(Q(Qi?i) — ]_[;:l Q(Q‘;;,,.)), as
desired. O

3.7 Tools to compute the Dickson invariant and spinor norm of Frobenius

In this section, we prove Proposition 3.17 which allows us to compute the spinor norm
and Dickson invariants of the images of Frobenius elements under the monodromy
representation. The following result essentially appears as [46, Proposition 2.9], where
an analog is stated over Z/¢Z in place of 7(P). The following generalization has
essentially the same proof, using that L-functions associated to elliptic curves are
power series with coefficients in Z. Slight care must be taken to deal with the fact that
the determinant disagrees with the Dickson invariant over fields of characteristic 2.
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For E an elliptic curve over IF, (¢), we let L(T', E) denote the L-function associated
to E and let e € {£1} denote root number associated to E, see [46, Sect. 2.3] and
[46, Sect. 2.2] respectively for a definitions. The only property of root numbers we
will use is that they appear in the functional equation of the L function associated to
E. Recall our notation [E,] = x € #~ Z where E, is the elliptic curve corresponding
to x as in Remark 2.2.

Proposition 3.17 (Mild generalization of [46, Proposition 2.9]) Letd > 1.
(1) For[Ex] =x € 7/0%,, Fg), DQ%(])) (P%(,,)’k(FTObx)) = Azpz((1 — €g,)/2).

(2) For [Ex]=x € “//m%p (Fy), whenever det(id —p%(p)’k(Frobx)) # 0, we have

Pgs (P (Froby)) =[¢*~"],
7(p) ,

~ ~ 2
where [q] is the class of the integer q in (Z(p))X / ((Z(p))x) .

In order to prove Proposition 3.17 we will need the following Lemma, which is essen-
tially shown in [46, p. 10].

Lemma3.18 Letd > 1, p an odd prime, £ a prime with £ # p, and [Ex] = x €
d
WE]FP (Fy). Then, letting L(T, Ey) be the L-function associated to Eyx, we have

det(id —pf, p (Frob)T|Vf,) = L(T /q, Ex)

viewed as an equality of polynomials with coefficients in Zy. In particular, the analytic
rank of E is equal to the Z¢-rank of the generalized 1-eigenspace of p%z F, (Froby)

d
on VZZ'

Proof Let L(T, E,) denote the L-function of E,, which is in fact a polynomial
of degree 12d — 4 with integral coefficients [46, Theorem 2.2]. Define gy, =
,0%@ F, (Frob,.). It suffices to show that

det(id —gy ¢ T|V4, ®z, Qo) = L(T /q. Ex)
viewed as an equality with coefficients in Q. As explained in [46, p. 10], we have

L(T/q, Ex) = det(id — Frob, T|H' (P, , juTe(Ex)) ®2, Qo)

where j, Ty (E¥) is defined as follows. Let U denote the open subscheme of P% over
q
which the minimal proper regular model of E is smooth. Let j : U — IP’I denote the

inclusion morphism. Let Ex[£¥] denote the rank 2 locally free sheaf of Z /EkZ modules
parameterizing the £X torsion of the smooth minimal proper regular model of Ex over
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U with j,E[£/] the pushforward sheaf on P}F . Define j, Te(Ex) := lim, jx Ex[0F]
q

with transition maps j, E[£¥*1] — j,E.[¢¥] given by multiplication by £.
We next identify H'! (]P’% , JxTe(Ex)) with ng s0 as to compare this representation
q

with ,0%[ F," By Lemma 2.7, there is a natural identification between the geometric
SpecF, ~ HY(PL | j, E<[¢*)).
Wmﬁ{-p,x p q ( F, JxEx[€7])

Further, these are both free Z/ 257 modules of rank 12d — 4 by [28, Corollary 3.19].
By compatibility of these isomorphisms with the maps E[£5*!] — E[£¥] we obtain
the equality det(id —gx,gT|V£Z ®z, Q¢) = L(T/q, Ey), viewed as an equality of
polynomials with coefficients in Q.

To conclude the proof, it remains to explain why the final statement regarding ana-
lytic rank follows from the equality det(id —gx ¢T) = L(T /q, E). The analytic rank
is the largest power of T — 1 dividing L(T /q, Ex) = det(id —gx ¢T). This agrees

fiber of the Selmer space over x, SelmZk F, X
Lp

with the largest power of T — 1 dividing det (g;} - T), which is the characteristic

polynomial of g;}Z Hence, the analytic rank agrees with the dimension of the gen-

eralized 1-eigenspace of g~ 2, which is the same as the dimension of the generalized
1-eigenspace of gy 4. O

Proof of Proposition 3.17 Define g, ¢ = 'O%e,JF,, (Frob, ). First, we verify (1) regard-
ing the Dickson invariant. From the definition of the Dickson invariant from
Sect. 3.2.4, to compute the DQ4 (p%(p) P (Frob,)), it is equivalent to compute
7(p) »Ep

DQ%[ (p%(’ﬂ,p (Froby)) for each prime ¢ # p separately and show this is equal to
(1 — & Ex) / 2.

Next, observe that det(T" — g, ¢) = det(T — g;’z).

Indeed, for any nondegenerate quadratic space (V, Q) and M € O(Q), and for
M' the transpose of M, we have M'BoM = By — M' = BélM*IBQ. Hence,
the characteristic polynomial of M agrees with that of M’ which agrees with that of
M~ Therefore, the characteristic polynomial of g, ; agrees with that of 8. é using

8xt € O(Q%[) by the easier containment of [28, Theorem 4.4].
Therefore, we have

71247 det(id — gy, T™") = det(T — gy ) = det(T — g )
= det(—g, ;) det(id —gy ¢T)
= (=1)"*"* det(gy.¢) det(id — gy, T)
= det(gx,f) det(id _gx,ZT)-

By [46, Theorem 2.2] in conjunction with Lemma 3.18, we also have
T'24% det(id —g, T ') = e, det(id —g, ¢ T),

implying det(gy,¢) = &g,. Note that in the case £ = 2, we are using crucially that
we are working over Zp which does not have characteristic 2. The relation between
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the Dickson invariant and the determinant for matrices over Z; given in [9, Corollary
C.3.2] implies (1).
We next verify (2). It suffices to verify spéd (,0%[ i (Froby)) = [g?~1], for every
G Lt

prime £ # p. As in the previous part, let g, , = p%g,lF,, (Froby). First, observe

that as det(id —gy ¢) 7# O, it follows that g, ¢ has trivial 1-eigenspace. Because the

Dickson invariant for an orthogonal group over a nondegenerate free module of even

rank is congruent to the rank of the 1-eigenspace mod 2 by [39, p. 160], we find

8x.t € SO(Q%Z). Therefore, spéd (8x.0) = sp'gd (gx.0)- By [45, Sect. 2, Cor.] (see
Ly Zy

also [9, Theorem C.5.7]), and spéd - = disc(Q%@) [9, Lemma C.5.8], one can
Z

g4
compute the spinor norm of gy , as

- [
SpQ%e (gx,e) = SPQ%K (gx.l)

et iyt (—
_SPQ%Z( ld)SpQ%[( 8x,0)

1-— d
= disc(Q% ) - det ( g"'ﬁ) A2 = 2" det(1 — o)) - (Z))?
74 2 ’
= det(id —gv.0) - (Z))*.
Then, using the identification det(id —gx,gT|VZde) = L(T/q, Ey) of Lemma 3.18,

g (8x.0) = detlid —g10) - () = L(1/q. E) - (Z)".

To conclude the proof, we only need check L(1/q, E) € g4! (ZZ‘)Z. In fact, con-
sidering L(T, E) as apolynomial with integer coefficients, we will verify L(1/q, E) €
q?~1(Q*)?, and the fact that both L(1/q, E) and ¢? ! lie in Z* will imply they agree
up to a square in Z; . Since det(id —gy ¢) = L(1/q, E,) and det(id —g, ¢) # 0, we
find that the L function of E has analytic rank 0, meaning thatordy—1,, L(T, Ey) =0
or equivalently L(1/q, E,) # 0. It follows from [46, Corollary 2.6] (as is deduced
from the Birch and Swinnerton Dyer conjecture, applicable because the analytic

rank and algebraic rank are both 0) that L(1/q, E;) = q0—1+dCEX ) (QX){ for
cg, the Tamagawa number of E,. Observing that cg, = 1 as x € Woz, we find
L(1/q, Ex) =q'*. (@X)Z, as desired. O

3.8 Controlling the Dickson invariant

Using Proposition 3.17, we next compute the image of im Pom & under the Dickson
invariant map.
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Lemma 3.19 For any field k of characteristic p # 2 (allowing p = 0) and any height
d > 2, the image of the map

d . od
DQZ(’))opZ(p)’k.Trl(W h— J] zrz

z primes L#p

is im(Az/2z).

Proof First, because r,, (O* ( QdZ)) C ,oj 7 by [28, Theorem 4.4], the Dickson invariant
must be nontrivial on im ,oj o as it is nontrivial on O* (Q%). Therefore, it is similarly

nontrivial onim ,o% Therefore, to conclude the proof, it suffices to show im D od ©

®» &
s 7(p)
p%( nx C im Az>7. Further, from the definition of profinite groups as a limit of finite
groups, it suffices to show that for any integer n of the form n = ¢; - - - ¢, for primes

£1,...,£; withno ¢; = p,im DQ;{ o pik is contained in im Az 7.
By base change, it suffices to establish the containment im D 04 0° ,off  CimAgzz
when £ is either Q or a finite field of odd characteristic. If the composition D 0d © p;f X

defines a surjective map g (7/02) — G, we obtain a resulting finite étale Galois G-
cover UG n.a k — 7/02. By Chebotarev density, for example as in [12, Lemma 1.2],
it suffices to establish that Ug , 4,¢ is geometrically connected and to establish the
claim for all finite fields k of odd characteristic. Further, geometric irreducibility for
UG ,n,4,0 follows from geometric irreducibility of Ug , 4.7 » for all but finitely many
primes p, because UG n.a.x — V/OZ — Speck is in fact the base change of a map
UGna,zi1/2) = 7/0%[1/2] — Spec Z[1/2], and the set of fibers on which a map is
geometrically connected is constructible [16, Corollaire 9.7.9]. Hence, it suffices to
demonstrate that for each finite field k£ of odd characteristic, im D 0d© p"ll’ ¢ s contained
inim Az 7z and Ug .4,k is geometrically connected.

For all finite fields k of odd characteristic and all x € V/C’f (k), by Proposition 3.17
we have DQg o pi ¢ (Froby) C im Az »z. For all sufficiently large finite fields of odd

characteristic, it follows from Proposition 3.9 applied to the G-cover Ug , 4.k — W"Z
constructed above that im DQg o pi « C im Agz/yz. Since the reverse containment
also holds, we have equality for all sufficiently large (in the sense of divisibility of
cardinality) finite fields.

We claim that the cover UG n,qak — WOZ is tamely ramified. Indeed, this holds
because we are assuming k does not have characteristic 2, while the cover Ug ,, 4.k —
7/°f has degree which is a power of 2 because the Dickson invariant takes values in
a 2-group.

It follows from Corollary 3.10 that over any finite field &, the resulting G-cover is
geometrically connected, and so the containment D 0d © ,oi «(Froby) C im Az, 2z in
fact holds for all finite fields of odd characteristic. O
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3.9 Controlling the spinor norm

We next use Proposition 3.17(2) to analyze the spinor norm applied to im ,o%(p) o The
general strategy in what follows will be to compute the image of the spinof norm
restricted to the kernel of the Dickson invariant, and then use this to deduce the joint
image of the spinor norm and Dickson invariant.

For this proof, we will need to know there are many elliptic curves [E,] € V/Oz
with trivial 1-eigenspace. This will follow from the group theoretic statement soon
established in Proposition 3.22. In order to state this precisely, we recall a relevant
distribution on the ¢-adic points of a finite type scheme from [1]. All but the last
statement appears in [1, Lemma 2.1(b)], while the last statement appears in [35,
Corollaire, p. 146].

Lemma 3.20 Let X be a finite type Zy scheme of dimension d and equip X (Zy¢) with
the £-adic topology. There exists a unique bounded Rxq-valued measure px on the
Borel o-algebra of X(Zy) such that for any open and closed subset S of X(Zy), we
have

($) = lim # (image of S in X(Z /(7))
ux(8) = lim ) .

IfY C X is a subscheme of dimension < d, ux (Y (Z¢)) = 0 and
#(im (Y (Z/€°Z) > X(Z/E°T))) = Oy (£°@D),

Remark 3.21 Lemma 3.20 is correct as stated, but the proof in [1, Proposition 2.1(b)]
has a minor error. There, it is stated that #Y (Z/£°Z) = O ((Ee)d_l), which is not in
general true. The correct statement is that im (Y (Z;) — Y (Z/¢°Z)) = O ((ﬁe)d_l).
A counterexample to the incorrect statement is provided by the subscheme Y =
Spec Z[x]/(xz) and X = Alz[ In this case, we easily see that #Y (Z;) = 1 because

Z is reduced, but #Y (Z/€¢7) = £¢/2) as such points are in bijection with elements
of Z/€°Z which square to 0.

In the following proposition only, we use O (Q) and S O (Q) to denote the algebraic
groups associated to a quadratic form Q, and O(Q)(R) to denote its Spec R points,
for R aring.

Proposition 3.22 Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space of even rank at least
4 over Zy. There is a Zariski closed pure codimension 1 subscheme Z C O(Q), such
that g € Z if and only if g has a generalized 1-eigenspace of dimension at least 2.
Further, any g € (0O(Q)—Z)(Z¢) has a zero dimensional generalized 1-eigenspace
and zero dimensional 1-eigenspace when g € SO(Q)(Z¢) and a one dimensional
generalized 1-eigenspace and one dimensional 1-eigenspace when g ¢ SO (Q)(Zy).
In particular, Z(Zy¢) has measure O with respect to the distribution of Lemma 3.20.

Proof For Vi an even dimensional free module over a field L and g : V;, — Vp,
let VLgZ)” denote the A-eigenspace and VL[FM denote the generalized A-eigenspace.
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Let Q1 be a nondegenerate quadratic form on V7. Recall that the Dickson invariant
agrees with dim szl mod 2, using that dim V, is even and [39, p. 160]. (In [39, p.
160] the notation [V, f]is used for im(1 — f), whose rank taken mod 2 agrees with
dim VLg = mod 2 since dim Vi is even.)

In particular, every element in (O(Qr) — SO(Qr))(L) has odd dimensional 1-
eigenspace while every element of SO (Q)(L) has even dimensional 1-eigenspace.
Now, let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate even rank quadratic space over Z, as in the
statement of the proposition. We may apply the above discussion to the base change
(Vg,» Qq,) to deduce that any element g € SO(Q)(Z¢) has rk szl = 0 mod 2

and any element of g € (O(Q) — SO(Q))(Zg) has rk V(éz:l =1 mod 2.

Further, the condition that an element g € SO(Q)(Z¢) has rk Vég:” > 01is
Zariski closed and nonempty in the algebraic group SO(Q) over Zg; it is Zariski
closed because this condition can be expressed as T — 1 dividing the characteristic
polynomial of g and it is nonempty because there are elements in a maximal torus with

dim Véjl = 0. Similarly, the condition that an element g € (O(Q) — SO(Q))(Zy)

has rk V(éi =Y > 1 is Zariski closed and nonempty. (This uses that char Z;, = 0 # 2,
as in characteristic 2 every element of O(Q) — SO(Q) would have generalized 1
eigenspace of dimension at least 2.) Therefore, to establish the statement regarding
generalized 1-eigenspaces, it suffices to show that a proper Zariski closed subscheme
of an integral scheme over Z, parameterizes a measure O subset, which is the content
of Lemma 3.20.

The statement for generalized 1-eigenspaces established above implies the corre-
sponding statement for 1-eigenspaces because when the generalized 1-eigenspace is
at most 1 dimensional, it is equal to the 1-eigenspace. The final statement that Z(Z;)
has measure O follows from Lemma 3.20. O

We next define a double cover D@’;{d — V/"z so that the Dickson invariant is trivial
on g (9,’}(‘1 ).

Definition3.23 Letn > 1,d > 2, and let k be an integral domain (not necessarily
a field) on which 2n is invertible. By Lemma 3.19, the Dickson invariant defines a
surjective map iy (7/°Z) — 7,/2Z and hence corresponds to a finite étale Z /27 cover
Q’}(d — “//"f. This yields a map m(ﬁ’}(d) — SO(Qg) which is identified with the
restriction of ,off « to the kernel of the Dickson invariant.

In the case k is a field, by abuse of notation, we have a map xcyc : 71(Speck) —
(Z/nZ)* (induced by the cyclotomic character ycyc to (Z(”)) ” from Definition 3. 12).
In the general case where k is just an integral domain, we also obtain a map xcyc :
71 (Speck) — (Z/nZ)* which can be defined as the unique map making the diagram
below commute:

71 (Frac(k)) > 1 (Speck)
P o G2
(Z/nZ)*
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We have a diagram

(20 > SO(Q%)
T (e P (3.3)

U

Xeye

w1 (Speck) — (Z/nZ)* —> (Z/nZ)X/((Z/nZ)X)z.

Lemma 3.24 The square (3.3) commutes when k is a field of characteristic prime to
2n.

Proof Because commutativity of (3.3) is compatible with base change on the integral
domain £, it suffices to verify it in the cases that k = Q and that k is a finite field of
characteristic prime to 2n.

First, we verify the claim when k is a finite field of characteristic prime to 2n.
It suffices to establish the claim for all sufficiently divisible n. Hence, to simplify
matters latter, we make the further harmless assumption that 8 | n. Using that
(Z/nZ)* | ((Z/nZ)X)2 has even order, it suffices to verify commutativity of (3.3)
for all sufficiently large finite fields of characteristic p with gcd(p, 2n) = 1, and odd
degree over IF,.

Now, for such sufﬁciently large finite fields, we only need verify that that for
varying x € 2 (k), sp d(,on , (Froby)) is always equal to [¢¢~!]. By Proposition 3.9,
Frobenius elements are equldlstrlbuted in a coset of the geometric monodromy group
and so it suffices to establish sp 0d ,ony ¢ (Froby) = [ ] for a subset of x € 7/" (k)

with density in 7/"% (k) tending to 1 as #k — oo. Further, we note that the spinor norm
is unchanged upon replacing n with n/ for any j > 1. Note that here we are using the
assumption 8 | n, as, for example, sp_ o maps to the trivial group while sp” o maps

to a nontrivial group. By replacmg n w1th a sufficiently large power we can ensure
that the density of g € im ,on’  With a O-dimensional 1 eigenspace is arbitrarily close
to 1 by Proposition 3.22. Recall that, by the Lang-Weil estimates, if X is a scheme
over Spec Z with geometrically irreducible fibers and U C X a fiberwise dense open

subscheme limyy s #Xgllg = 1. Since Wmsloecz (/2] C vl Spec z11/2) 18 a fiberwise
dense open subscheme by [28, Lemma 3.14], we find that Wm « (k) has density 1 in
7/°f(k) as #k — o0, and so it suffices to verify the above when x € V/WZ(k). Hence,

we want to verify commutativity of (3.3) for all x € WEZ(I{) with a O-dimensional 1
eigenspace, which is the content of Proposition 3.17(2).

So, to finish the proof, it only remains to deal with the case k = Q. Since (3.3) is
in fact defined over the integral domain k = Z[1/2], and is compatible with base
change along SpecQ — SpecZ[1/2n], it suffices to verify commutativity when
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k = Spec Z[1/2n]. Via the bijection between maps 7| (EXZ"[I /2n]) — G and G-covers
of QPZ‘I[I/M, call X and Y the two induced (Z/nZ)* / ((Z/nZ)X)z-covers of "@pZd[I/Zn]
obtained by traversing the diagram (3.3) in the two different paths. We wish to show
X and Y are isomorphic. We obtain a (Z/nZ)* / ((Z/nZ)X)Z—cover T — QFZ‘I[I/M
induced by the “difference” of X and Y; that is, if X and Y correspond to maps f, g :
1 (Q”Zd[]/z"]) — (Z/nZ)* / ((Z/nZ)X)2 then T corresponds to the homomorphism
t(a) = f(a)g(a™"). To conclude the proof, it suffices to show T is trivial.

We first verify T Xgpecz(1/2n] Spec Q — fféf is the pullback of a cover § —

Spec Q along the structure map 5?6 — Spec Q. By the established case of finite
fields and compatibility with base change, we know T becomes trivial after base
change of T — szd[l o e Spec Z[1/2n] along any closed point SpecF, —
Spec Z[1/2n]. We now apply [16, Proposition 9.7.8], which states that the num-
ber of geometric components of a morphism is constant on some open set, to the
map T — SpecZ[1/2n]. It follows that the cover T — 2%[1 J2n] is trivial when
restricted to SpecQ — Spec Z[1/2n]. This implies that the composite morphism
m(ﬁ%) — m(ﬁf(éf) — (Z/nZ)* ] ((Z/nZ)X)2 is trivial. From the exact sequence
[17, Exposé IX, Théoreme 6.1]

0 — m(Z5) — m(ZH) — m(SpecQ) — 0 (3.4)

we obtain that the cover T Xspec7z(1/21] Spec Q — .ff(g is the pullback of a cover

S — Spec QQ along the structure map Q”Zd — Spec Q.

To conclude, we wish to show S is a trivial cover of Spec Q. By Chebotarev den-
sity, it suffices to show that the normalization of Spec Z in S is the trivial cover over a
density 1 subset of primes. Since S pulls back to T X spec z(1/21] Spec Q along the map
szd[l ] = Spec Q, it suffices to show that T — ffzd[ 1/2n is the trivial cover over a
density 1 subset of primes. Indeed, this triviality holds by the previously established
commutativity of (3.3) when char(k) is positive. m]

Recall in Definition 3.23, we defined Q‘j{d as the double cover of WOZ corresponding
to the kernel of the Dickson invariant. That is, m(,@’}c‘i) = ker(DQg( )) : 7T1(7/°f) —
z\p

7.)27.

Lemma 3.25 For a field k of characteristic p # 2 (allowing p = 0) and any height
d > 2, the image of the spinor norm map restricted to ker(D 0d, ))
zp

2
o~ X '~ X
Spég Op%m k|ker(DQi ) () — (Z(”)> /<(Z(”)) >
7P ’ 7

is identified with the image of the composition
— )(ély;] o~ X '~ X ~ X 2
Gal(k /k) 225 (Z<P>) N (Z(l’)) / ((Z<P>) ) . (3.5)
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Remark 3.26 In the case k is algebraically closed or d is odd, Lemma 3.25 says the

image of the spinor norm map spéd ) p%(p) e when restricted to the kernel of the
7(p) ’

Dickson invariant, is trivial.

Proof 1t suffices to establish the claim for all finite n, with no prime factor of n equal
to p, in place of 7P, The result then follows from Lemma 3.24. O

3.10 Proving Theorem 3.14

Combining the results of the preceding subsections, we are ready to complete our
monodromy computation.

Proof of Theorem 3.14 First, by Lemma 3.16, we find (Q%(p)) C im p%p) o As

Dy P 4
2w %0

Q(Q%(p)) = ker 0( %(p)) 1_[ Z/ZZ X (’ZX/(ZX)Z) ’

primes ¢,
L#p

determining im p%(p) . is equivalent to determining the image of (D Q,z SpQ )o
s 7(p)

: d
MM P74
First, because rn(O*(Q ) C ,0 - for every n > 1 and prime to p, by [28,

Theorem 4.4], ,odf does contain elements with trivial spinor norm and nontrivial

Dickson 1nvar1ant Therefore since we know the image of the Dickson invariant map
is Azz(Z/2Z) by Lemma 3.19, it follows that im pZ( )k contains kersp_, N

7()
Dga )~ Y(Azpz(Z)22)).
7(p)
Therefore, the image of the joint map (D 0l P, )o im pi( » . 18 generated by
7(p) QZ(/’) 7Pk

Az/27(Z/2Z) x id together with the image of the spinor norm when restricted to the
kernel of the Dickson invariant. The latter image is given in the theorem statement by

Lemma 3.25. Therefore, the joint map (D 0l ,SP 4 ol ) has image as claimed in the
Z( 72
statement of Theorem 3.14. O

4 The distribution of Sel,

In this section we will prove the key results towards showing that the BKLPR heuris-
tic agrees with the geometric distribution of Sely, for prime £. The psychology of
the problem is as follows: one would like to “understand” the distributions by com-
puting numerical invariants such as moments, but the distributions in question are
not determined by their moments, since these moments grow too quickly. However,
both distributions are the limit as a certain “height” parameter tends to infinity, and at
finite height they are distributions on finite sets, hence obviously determined by their
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moments. We can then verify that the two limiting distributions agree by showing that
the “finite height” distributions are very close, which we can then do by computing
enough moments.

The key point that makes this computation feasible is that the moments stabilize
very quickly as the height grows. It was already observed in [28, Theorem 1.2] that
the first moment (i.e., average) size of Sel, for height d elliptic curves (in the large
q limit) is already equal to its limiting value as soon as the height d is at least 2. In
this section we go much further, computing the first 64 — 2 moments for the large ¢
limit of families of elliptic curves with height d (in the large ¢ limit), and showing that
they are all already equal to their limiting values. Even computing one fewer moment
would be insufficient for our purposes, and it seems that computing one more moment
in closed form would be quite difficult, as the next moment is not equal to its limiting
value!

We caution, however, that the distribution at finite height depends quite delicately
on the monodromy group; for example, the large g limit does not literally exist because
of small fluctuations among the monodromy groups, but the difference between its
liminf,, o and lim sup,_, ., will tend to O as the height tends to infinity.

We now give an outline of the contents of this section. In Sect. 4.1, we introduce the
random kernel model, which is our model for Selmer groups that directly connects to
points of the Selmer space. This model will be defined in terms of kernels of random
elements of subgroups of an orthogonal group, and so in Sect. 4.2 we compute the
probability distributions of the dimensions of these kernels. In Sect. 4.3.5 we show
how to determine compute the moments of the above mentioned random kernels, and
then how to determine their distribution in terms of these moments, which is used in
Sect. 4.4 to bound the total variation distance between the random kernel model and
the BKLPR model. We emphasize that these results a priori concern the random kernel
model rather than Sel,,, but later in Sect. 6 it will be spelled out how to relate the two.

4.1 The random kernel model

We introduce another probabilistic model which is closely related to the distribution
of Selmer elements. We will continue to use the notation introduced earlier, especially
from Sect. 3.2.1.

Definition 4.1 (Random 1-eigenspace for an element of H) Let n and d be positive
integers. Let H C O(Qd) be a subset, where O(Qd) is the orthogonal group for
the quadratic form of Definition 3.1. We define RSelvd to be the random variable

ker(g —id), valued in isomorphism classes of Z/nZ- modules for g drawn uniformly
at random from H.

In this section, we will primarily be concerned with the case of Definition 4.1 where
n = { is prime, but in Sect. 5, we will crucially use the case that n = £° is a prime
power. Now we will define the precise random variable that we end up relating to the
distribution of ranks and Selmer groups of elliptic curves for our universal family.
Definition 4.2 (Random kernel model) For n € Z>1,d € Z>> and k a finite field of
cardinality ¢ with ged(q, 2n) = 1, let [¢] € (Z/nZ)* ] ((Z/nZ)X)2 denote the class
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of g. Define
-1 -1
H = (Dgy)  (8zpn@2D) 0 (spg,)  (a” D0 (0f).
Define RSelZ’ « as the distribution on Ab,, given by

#{g € Hrfl,k : ker(g —id) ~ G}
#H?, '

Prob(RSel? , = G) :=

Define (Rrk, RSeln)Z as the distribution on Z>o x Ab, given by

#geSO(QNHNHY | ker(g—id)~G)

e ifr =0,
n,k
Prob((Rtk, RSel,){ = (r, G)) 1= { #l8e(0(Qn)—SOQ)NH]ker(g—id)~G) .. = |
#Htil,k ’
0 if r >2.

Theorem 3.14, adapted to the case of finite fields, gives:

Corollary 4.3 For g ranging over all prime powers with gcd(q, 2n) = l andd > 2 an
integer, the distribution of im pg Z11/2n] (Frob,) ranging over x € %"%“ 121Fq), up to

an error of 0n,d(q’1/2), agrees with the distribution RSelZ F,’

Proof First, by Corollary 3.11 to determine the distribution of Frobenius elements, it
makes no difference whether we work with ZO%“ /2) Of 7/°%l1 /21> S0 we choose to
work with the latter. Observe that the monodromy agrees with the geometric mon-
odromy (i.e., im p,‘f)]Fq =1im ij ) when ¢ is a square or d is odd or n < 2, and has
index 2 in the geometric monoérgmy when ¢ is a square and d is even and n > 2 by
Theorem 3.14. Therefore, in the former case, it is equidistributed in the monodromy
group, which is Hrﬁk in this case, up to an error of On,d(q_lﬂ) by Proposition 3.9. On
the other hand, when g is not a square and d is even and n > 2, y;; as in Definition 3.8
is nontrivial since the geometric monodromy is not equal to the monodromy. Hence,
by Proposition 3.9, Frob, is equidistributed in the nontrivial coset of p;‘f,Fq C pr‘f F,

. . . . d s d _ d
which is precisely im P, — 1M 'On,E, =H;,.

The statement regarding the concrete characterization of the Dickson invariant and
spinor norm is merely a restatement of Theorem 3.14. O

In Sect. 6, we will use the results from Sects. 2.2 and 3.4 to relate the random kernel
model to the distribution of Selmer groups. For the rest of this section, we focus on
analyzing the random kernel model.

4.2 Distribution of random 1-eigenspaces

We now focus on the case where n = £ is prime.
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4.2.1 Some notation

We will use Theorem 4.9 in conjunction with Lemma 4.5 to deduce the probability
generating function for ker(g — id) for g drawn uniformly at random from a coset of
(0% C 0(09). Now we will take H C O(Q?) to be a coset of 2(Q%) in 0(Q9).

e Note that when £ = 2, the spinor norm is trivial on O(Q‘zi) and hence Q2 (Q‘zi) =
SO( Qg ) and there are two possibilities for the coset H, determined by the Dickson
1nvariant.

e When /¢ is odd, there are four cosets of €2 (Qg) given by the pair (spé @ D Qf)' We

label these cosets as in the following table.

SPoa | . -
¢ | trivial non-trivial
DQd

£

trivial Q A
non-trivial B C

For Z a random variable valued in isomorphism classes of finite-dimensional IFy-
vector spaces, define the probability generating function of Z to be the polynomial in
t given by

Gz(1) :=E@"™%) =) " Prob(dim Z = i)t'.
ieN

For a polynomial f () = Zi eN a;t', introduce the notation [ f(®)], := a, to denote
the coefficient of " in f (7).

4.2.2 The probability generating functions

We will now work towards the proof of:

Theorem 4.4 Let £ > 2 be an odd prime and d > 1 a positive integer. Then we have
Grsers, = Grsuc, and
Ve Ve

1 6d—3
Greo@. = Gpep + ——~ (t2—52i>.
RSe Vé" RSElVld #Q(Qg) ll:!)

4.2.3 Some lemmas

We begin with some preliminary results. For (V, Q) a quadratic space and k € Zxo,
we will abbreviate

VE =V xVx--xV
N——

s times
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and consider the diagonal action of O(Q) on V*. This induces a diagonal action of
the subgroup 2(Q) C 0(Q) on VX,

Lemma4.5 Let m € Z>¢ and let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space over a
finite field L withdimy, V =r. If r > 2m + 2, then the orbits of O(Q) and Q2(Q) on
V™ coincide. Hence, the orbits of O(Q) on V™" agree with the orbits of any subgroup
HD>QQ)on V™

Proof 1t suffices to show that 2(Q) acts transitively on any orbit of O(Q). Fix an
arbitrary tuple of vectors (vy, ..., vy,) € V™. Let W := Span(vy, ..., v,). We claim
that if dim; V > 2m + 2, for every a € L, there is some w € W= with Q(w) = a.

Assuming this claim, let us show that the orbits of O(Q) and Q2 (Q) coincide.
First, we tackle the case char(L) # 2. In this case, it suffices to show that for each
(o, B) € /27 x 7/ 27, thereis some h € O(Q) fixing (vy, ..., vy) with spé(h) =«
and det(h) = B. To see such an £ exists, let w be an element in W+ with —Q (w)
a square in L, and let w’ be an element with —Q(w’) a non-square in L. Then the
four elements id, ry,, ryy, 1y oy € O(Q) attain all four possible values of (spé, det)
and fix (vi, ..., vy). This implies that 2(Q) acts transitively on the O (Q)-orbit of
Wi, ..., Un).

The case char(L) = 2 is similar, but easier. To show Q(Q) has the same orbits
as O(Q), it suffices to exhibit an element of nontrivial Dickson invariant fixing
(v1, ..., vy). Indeed, for any v € W+, r, is such an element.

We now conclude the proof by verifying the claim. If (V, Q) is any nondegenerate
quadratic space of dimension at least 2 over a finite field L, then for every a € L there
is some v € V with Q(v) = a. Recall that the rank of a quadratic space (V, Q) is
defined to be rk(V, Q) := dim V — dimrad(V, Q), where rad(V, Q) the radical of
(V, 0),1.e., the setof x € V with Bg(x, y) = 0 forall y € V. Therefore, it suffices
to show that rk(Q| 1, W) > 2. Note that rad(Q|wz, WLy = W N W=, Hence

tk(QlyL, W) = dim Wt — dim(W n w). 4.1

Sincedim V > 2dim W+2, we have dim WL —dim(WNW+) > dim W+ —dim W >
2. |

It will also be useful later to have a result on the case when dim V = 2m.

Lemma 4.6 Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space over a finite field L with
dimy; V = r. If r = 2m is even, then the orbits of O(Q) and SO(Q) on V™ agree

except on m-tuples (vy, ..., vy) € V" that span a maximal isotropic subspace of V.
Proof 1t suffices to exhibit an element of O (Q) — SO(Q) that stabilizes (v, ..., V).
Let W := Span(vy, ..., v,) as in the proof of Lemma 4.5. If we can find w € wt

such that Q(w) # 0, then r,, does the job.
To see that such w exists, it suffices to show that rk(Q|y 1, W) > 0.But by (4.1),
this holds as long as W is not maximal isotropic. O
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Lemma4.7 For £ a prime andd > 1, any coset H C O(Q?) on(Q;f), we have

Gpsort (€)= Gpguo (&) fori=0,1,...,6d —3.
vd 7

4

Proof For g € G, let V8=! denote the 1-eigenspace of g actingon V. Let G’ C G be
a subgroup. By definition, we have

1 . .
G (1) = tdlm ker(g—id)
RSelgld ( ) #G/ Z

geG’
so that
. 1 L
Grsa, ) = et > @vEEh 4.2)
Vi geqG’

Note that (V&=1)! = (V1)&¢=! where g € G acts diagonally on V', so that (#V&=1)! =
#(ViHe=1, Putting this into (4.2) gives

, 1 o
Grserd, () = ey > @yl 4.3)
Ve geqG’

By Burnside’s Lemma, we have

> #(V1)#=" = #{orbits of G’ onV'}. 4.4)
geG’

By Lemma 4.5, the right hand side of (4.4) has the same value when we take G’ to be
any of Q(Q;’), ker(spéd), ker(DQg), and O(QZ) fori < 6d — 3. Hence we have
4

GRrsel?, =G 0*,<vg’>(£i)
% RSel
4
=G v, )=G  pa (), i=1,...,6d—3.
RSel ¢ RSel ,¢

Ve ¢

We then obtain the result by noting that any coset can be expressed in terms of differ-
ences of the above subgroups. For example, we can obtain the result for H = B by
writing

; 1 . 1 :
G t)=5G O+ -G .
Rsels?v;’)( ) 2 RSelS‘Eg( ) 3 URsel? Zd( )

14

O
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Proof of Theorem 4.4 Recall that the Dickson invariant of any element g € O(ij )
agrees with the dimension of its 1-eigenspace mod 2. Indeed, in general, the Dickson
invariant of g agrees with dim im(1 — g), by [39, p. 160], where the notation [V, f]1is
used forim(1 — f). Since dim Vf is even, it follows that dim ker(1 — g) = dim im(1 —
g) mod 2.

Because of this, only odd powers of ¢ can appear in Ggg, 13 (t) and GRSelC ).

Furthermore, they have degree at most 12d — 5 since dim V = 12d 4. By Lemma
4.7, these functions agree at the 6d —2 points 1, ¢, . . ., £94-3 _Since they are both odd
functions, they must agree as well at 0, —1, —¢, ..., —£%4=3 But two polynomials of
degree at most 12d — 5 agreeing at 12d — 3 points must be the same.

Similarly, GRSels‘jd () and GRSelcd are even polynomials of degree at most 12d — 4,
4 4

and they agree at the 12d —4 points £1, £¢, ..., £¢%/73. The difference Gggo (1)—
V

4
GRSelcd (¢) must therefore be proportional to ]_[f’”l1 312 — 021, To find the constant

14

of proportionality, note that the coefficient of ¢!2¢=4

in GRselHd () is the probability
Ve

that g € H fixes all of V, i.e. is the identity. This happens with probability m for
£
H=Q (Qf), and probability O for any other coset. This completes the proof. O

4.2.4 Formulas for the generating functions

Let 0(12d 4,TF,) denote the orthogonal group associated to the standard quadratic
form Z xz, 1x2; on a 12d — 4 dimensional vector space over [Fy.

Lemma 4.8 The group O(12d — 4,Fy) is isomorphic to O(Q‘Z).

Proof We begin by showing the quadratic form fo has discriminant 1 over Z/nZ.
Indeed, it is the reduction mod n of a quadratic form Q% over Z which has dis-
criminant 1 over Z by [28, Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.5]. Indeed, [28, Remark 4.5]
explains that Q% = U942 Oy(—Eg)®?, where U denotes the hyperbolic plane and
—Eg denotes the quadratic form associated to the Eg lattice with negative its usual
pairing. Since U has discriminant —1 while —FEg has discriminant 1, the discrimi-
nant of Q9 is (—1)>*=2 . 19 = 1. We deduce that, 0(Q9) = 0(12d — 4,F) has
rank 12d — 4 and discriminant 1. When ¢ > 2, there is a unique orthogonal group
over [Fy of discriminant 1 [43, 3.4.6], and so O(Q;f) ~ 0(12d — 4, Fy) in this case.
When ¢ = 2, there are two nonisomorphic quadratic forms of discriminant 1 and rank
12d — 4, but O (12d — 4, IFy) is the unique hyperbolic such quadratic form, so we only
need check O(Qf) is hyperbolic. To this end, it suffices to check the quadratic form
associated to Eg is hyperbolic when reduced modulo 2. A nondegenerate even dimen-
sional quadratic form over a field is hyperbolic if and only if it contains an isotropic
subspace of half the dimension of the quadratic space [31, III, Lemma 1.2]. For the
Ejg lattice, one can explicitly construct such a subspace, such as the space spanned by
the first, third, sixth and eighth basis vectors, when the Eg lattice is written as in [20,
Chapter 14, 0.3(iii)]. O
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By Lemma 4.8, the generating function RSelO(IZd —4F0)

function RSelH from Definition 4.1 with H = 0(12d 4, Fy) the full orthogonal
Z
group, so we may use these notations interchangeably. The following theorem, which

completely characterizes RSelO(nd —4Fy)

agrees with the generating

, 1s proved in an unpublished manuscript of

Rudvalis—Shinoda, cf. [15]. We w111 give an independent proof of this theorem in Sect.
4.3.1.

For Z a random variable we let E(Z™) denote the mth moment of Z, which is the
expected value of the random variable Z™.

Theorem 4.9 (Rudvalis—Shinoda, [15, Theorem 2.5 and 4.7]) We have

0(12d—4,Fy)

Prob(dim RSel =)

(=D

Z6d 2—z
GL (IFZ £Qz=DI(g2 1) (£4=1) (2—-1)

(— 1)6 —2—z

= + 2[24(611 2— )}GL (F 2)|(£2(6d 2-7) _ 1) (54 1)([2 1) lfv =2z
1 Nx6d-2—z (=1 . —
202 |GL (F,2)| Z [12+2(2+l)i(1_q—2)(1_qf4)‘..(1_q—2i) fv=2z+1

Furthermore, we have

A —1
Jim <Pr0b(d1mRSelO(12d 4Fo v)) =11 (1 +z—f)
—00
j=0

1
02 (1= (1—€72) - (1—¢v)

4.5)

0(12d—4,Fy)

Additionally, for 0 < m < 6d — 2, the moments of #RSe l are computed as

m
E(#RSe 10‘1” —4F0ym ]_[ (zi + 1) .

From Theorems 4.9 and 4.4, it is fairly straightforward to deduce explicit formulas
for the probability generating functions GRSelS‘Ed (1), GRSeléd (1), GRSdng (1), GRSel‘C/éj ().

¢ 4
However, we omit the answers as we will not need them.

4.3 Direct computation of the moments

In this subsection we give an alternate computation of the moments of dim ker(g —id)
for g € O(Q), for Q a quadratic form over [F, of sufficiently large rank without using
the unpublished results of Rudvalis and Shinoda. We will explain that this gives an
alternate proof of Theorem 4.9. In addition, the analysis here is used later to get better
control on the convergence of the random kernel model.
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658 T.Feng, A. Landesman, and E. Rains

As already mentioned above, [15] computed an explicit formula for the moments
of dimker(g — id) for g € O(Q), using the probability distribution obtained in
unpublished work of Rudvalis—Shinoda. The calculation of Rudvalis—Shinoda rests
on intricate combinatorial analysis. We learned of this work after we had already found
an independent computation of the probability distribution, which we will explain in
this subsection. Our logic in this subsection runs in the opposite direction: we directly
compute the moments, and deduce the probability distribution from it. (The advantage
of this approach is that it also gives the distribution for g drawn from subgroups of
0(Q), such as Q2.)

Theorem 4.10 Fix m € Zsxo, let n be squarefree, and let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate
quadratic space over Z/nZ. For tkz;,z V > 2m + 2, then:

(1) The number of orbits of O(Q) acting diagonally on V'™ is

]_[ 1+ 0 +€>--(1+m). (4.6)

£ prime |n
(2) The orbits of 2(Q) acting diagonally on V™ coincide with those of O(Q) acting
diagonally on V™.

For the next part (which is about getting slightly sharper results in the “edge case”
r = 2m), we let n = £ be prime and ask that (V, Q) be a split* quadratic space of
dimension r over Fy.

(3) Forr = 2m, the number of orbits of O(Q) acting diagonally on V'™ is also given
by (4.6).
(4) Forr =2m,
#{orbits of SO(Q) on V"} = #{orbits of O(Q) on V"} + 1.

4.3.1 Proof of Theorem 4.9, assuming Theorem 4.10

Let 5(1‘) be the generating function of the distribution in Theorem 4.9. This is a
polynomial of degree 12d — 4; write

(N;(t) — EOdd(t) + 6even(t)

where G°%(7) is an odd polynomial and GS¥(¢) is an even polynomial. The compu-
tation in [15] shows that the moments of the even and odd parts of the distributions
coincide, so that

God(gmy = Geven(gmy, 0 <m < 6d — 3.

As explained Lemma 4.7, the orbit counts in Theorem 4.10 are the moments of

#RSelg(gud_él’FZ), so Theorem 4.10 shows that the mth moment of #R5618§12d_4’m)
4 14

4 For the definition of this, see [31, I, Sect. 6].
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is as claimed in Theorem 4.9 for 0 < m < 6d — 3. Writing

dd
GRSeIO<12d74.JFz)(f) =G° 0(12(174.1@)0) + Geveno<12d74,w>(¢)
vd el el d

¢ [ [

for the decomposition into odd and even parts, Lemma 4.7 implies also that

odd m even m
GR 10(12d—4,]F()(£ )=G 10(12(174,1&3)(Z ), for0<m <6d-—3.
Sel Vlfl e Vzd

Hence G4 (¢m) = GOddlomd%w)(ﬂ’") for 0 < m < 6d — 2. Since they are both
Cld

14
odd polynomials, they also agree at —¢™ for 0 < m < 6d — 3. But since they both
have degree at most 12d — 5, and they agree at 12d — 4 points, they must be equal.
Similarly, G®V"(¢™) = Geve“lmlz[]_*w)(ﬁm) for 0 < m < 6d — 2. Since they are
d

both odd polynomials, they also :flgree at —¢™ for 0 < m < 6d — 2. Hence there

difference is a polynomial of degree at most 12d — 4 vanishing at the 12d — 4 points

+¢" for 0 < m < 6d — 3, and must therefore a multiple of ]_[md:_02 (t2 — 62’"). But the

coefficients of 7124~ in both G (¢) and Ge"enlo(ud%m , (1) are both
& d B

4
the constant of proportionality must be 0. O

The rest of this subsection is devoted towards proving Theorem 4.10.

2
#O(12d—4,1,)° 3O

4.3.2 Counting orbits of independent vectors

Recall that a quadratic space is hyperbolic if it has the form W & WV with form
O(w, A) = A(w); over a field, this is equivalent to the condition that it be metabolic,
i.e., that it is nondegenerate and contains an isotropic subspace of half the dimension
[31, III, Lemma 1.2].

Lemma4.11 Let (V, Q) be a metabolic quadratic space over a field. Then any (possi-
bly degenerate) quadratic space (W, Q') of dimension dim(W) < dim(V)/2 embeds
isometrically in V.

Proof If dim(W) < dim(V)/2, we can always enlarge W by taking the direct sum
with a trivial quadratic space of dimension dim(V)/2 — dim(W), so we may as well
assume that dim(W) = dim(V)/2. Let Q" be the quadratic form on W & W* given by
Q" (w, X)) = Q' (w)+A(w). Then (W, Q') embeds isometrically in the metabolic (thus
hyperbolic) quadratic space (W & W*, Q). Since two hyperbolic quadratic spaces of
the same dimension are isomorphic, there is an isometry (W @ W*, Q") = (V, Q),
and thus (W, Q') embeds in (V, Q) as required. O

Corollary 4.12 Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space over a finite field.

Then any (possibly degenerate) quadratic space (W, Q') of dimension dim(W) <
(dim(V) — 2)/2 embeds isometrically in (V, Q).
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660 T.Feng, A. Landesman, and E. Rains

Proof Any nondegenerate quadratic space over a finite field is isomorphic to the direct
sum of a hyperbolic quadratic space and a nondegenerate quadratic space of dimension
at most 2, and Lemma 4.11 shows that (W, Q') embeds in the former. O

The key technical ingredient in the proof of Theorem 4.10 is the following Propo-
sition.

Proposition 4.13 Fix m € Z=q and let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space
overFy of dimensionr > 2m+2. Then, the number of orbits of O (Q) in V'™ consisting

of a tuple of independent vectors (x1, . .., xp) is £ +D/2 More precisely, the orbits
consisting of independent vectors are in bijection with F?(mﬂ)/ % via the map sending
(1, xm) > (Q(x1), .., Qam), Bo(xi, xj)il <i < j<m).  (47)

If (V, Q) is metabolic, then the result still holds if r = 2m.

Proof of Proposition 4.13 First we argue that (4.7) is injective. If (xq, ..., x;,) and
(xi, ..., x,) have the same image under (4.7), Span(x, ..., x,) is isomorphic as
a quadratic subspace of (V, Q) to Span(xy, ..., x,,) by the map sending x; > x].
Therefore, by Witt’s theorem [8, 1.4.1, p. 80], there is an element of O(Q) sending
x; — x/. Hence, if (x1, ..., x,) and (x{, ..., x;,) have the same image under (4.7),
they lie in the same O (Q) orbit.

It remains to show that (4.7) is surjective. Suppose (c1, ..., Cm, Cij:l <1 < j <
m) C IE‘Z,"('"H)/ Z are arbitrary. Let (W, Q') be the quadratic space on basis vectors
V1, ..., ym) with Q’'(y;) = ¢; and Bg/(yi,yj) = cij. The surjectivity amounts to
showing that we can find an embedding (W, Q') — (V, Q) which is an isometry onto
its image. But this is exactly the content of Corollary 4.12 if r > 2m 4- 2, and Lemma
4.11if r > 2m and (V, Q) is metabolic. O

4.3.3 Orbits of dependent vectors

We aim to explain how to determine the orbits of tuples of vectors that are linearly
dependent inductively using Proposition 4.13. The following lemma is key to counting
these dependent orbits.

Lemma4.14 Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space over Fy and let O(Q)
act on V™. Fix (x1,...,xm—1) € V" L and let W = Span (x1, ..., Xpu—1). The
number of orbits of vectors of the form (x1, ..., xXu—1,y) € V™ under the action of
0(Q) with y € Span(xy, ..., Xpy_1) is £45m W,

Proof Suppose that (x;,, ..., x;,) is a basis for W, so dim W = . Then for any
g€ 0(Q), g (x1,...,Xp-1,y) is uniquely determined by g - (x;;, ..., x;,).
To count the number of orbits, we can express y uniquely as

t
y = E ajx,-j.
j=1

@ Springer



The geometric distribution of Selmer... 661

Then the orbit of (x, ey Xm—1s y) is uniquely determined by the scalars (a; €
F¢)1<i<s» and so there are £4™ W such orbits. O

4.3.4 Arecursive formula

Definition 4.15 Fix a quadratic space (V, Q) over a finite field k. Let f(n, i) be the
number of orbits of V" under the action of O (Q) such thatdimy Span(xy, ..., x,) =i.

We next explain a recursive formula for the f(n, 7).

Lemma 4.16 The functions f (n, i) satisfy the recursion
f,i)y=fn—1,i— Dl + f(n—1,i). 4.8)

Proof Fix a tuple (x1,...,X,—1) € V1=l We will count the number of orbits
of the form (xy,...,x,—1,y) € V", by conditioning on whether or not y €
Span (x1, ..., Xp—1).

e If y € Span (x, ..., x,—1), each choice of y yields a different orbit and there are
% possible such orbits by Lemma 4.14.

e Ify ¢ Span (x1, ..., xp—1),let (xy, ..., xy_) beabasis for Span (x1, ..., Xp—1).
Proposition 4.13 shows that there are ¢/(+1D/2=G=Di/2 — i orbits of the form
(x1,...,Xn—1,y), parameterized by the possible values of the pairings

BQ(y7-xS1)v ) BQ()”Xx,-,l)» Q(yv y)

Adding these two contributions over varying vectors (x1, ..., x,_1) € V" ! yields
the result. m|

Remark 4.17 We have the initial condition f(0,i) = 1 for all i > 0. This together
with the recursion of Lemma 4.16 determine the f(n, i) uniquely. We extend f (n, i)
by O to a function on Z x Z.

Definition 4.18 For every j € Zxo, define
SO0m) =" fom, )"
i€Z

Remark 4.19 From the definitions, it follows that the total number of orbits of O(Q)
on V" is O @m) = Y iez f(m,i). Also observe that for any j, 2 @©) = 1by
definition, since f(0,i) = O unlessi = 0.

By Remark 4.19, we want to calculate ¥ (m). The following lemma relates this
to £ (0).

Lemma 4.20 Form > 0 and s > 0, We have

2@ m) = 1+ HHs6HD e — 1),
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662 T.Feng, A. Landesman, and E. Rains

Proof By Lemma 4.16, we have

SO0m) =Y fm— 1,0 = DEF 3 fm — 1,00t

i€l i€Z
— £S+1 Zf(m _ l,l _ l)e(i*l)(S‘l’l) + Z f(m _ 17 l)el(b‘i’l)
i€Z i€Z
— ES—H Z f(m—1, i)Ei(‘Y'H) + Z fim—1, i)ei(s-‘rl)
i€Z i€Z

=@t + DTV — 1.

Using Lemma 4.20, we can compute £© (m), and hence prove Theorem 4.10.

4.3.5 Proof of Theorem 4.10

First we focus on the situation in parts (1) and (2), where k7,7 V > 2m + 2. Since
n is squarefree, we may reduce to the case n = £ is a prime by the Chinese remainder
theorem. Once the statement for O (Q) is established, the statement for 2 (Q) follows
from Lemma 4.5. By Remark 4.19, we just need to show that

2Om) = A+ 00+ 6)--- 1+,
Indeed, using Lemma 4.20, we find

2Om) =1 +02Pm-1)
=1+00+H3Pm-2)

= (L+ 01 +£2) - (1 +£") 5" (0)

=0+ +6) - (1+0M. 0
This completes the proof of parts (1) and (2). Now we move onto parts (3) and (4).
The argument for part (3) is the same as for the proof of Theorem 4.10. For Part (4),
we note by Lemma 4.6 that the orbits coincide except on vectors (xy, ..., x;) € V™

that span a maximal isotropic subspace of V. In this case there is only one orbit of
such vectors under O(Q), but two orbits under SO(Q) [7, Corollary T.3.4].

4.4 Bounding the TV distance

We use the moment computations in Sect. 4.3 to obtain certain useful expressions for
the probability generating functions.
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In this section, let (V,, Q,) be the split orthogonal space over F; of rank r (hence
discriminant 1). We denote O, = O (V,, Q,), SO, = SO(V,, Q0,), 2, = Q(V,, O,),
etc.

Let Hy, C Oy, denote the kernel of the Dickson invariant, i.e., Hy, = SO, when
£ is odd, and Hp, = €2, when £ is even. For j > 0, let M; be the limit as r — oo of

the jth moment of RSelS?, which by Theorem 4.9 is ]_[lj:1 @ +1).

Lemma 4.21 We have the following values for the moments of # ker(g — 1) for g drawn
from Hy, and its complement:

Egem, (#ker(g — 1)) = M;,0< j <r
Egem, (Hker(g — 1)) = M, + 1
Eg¢m, (Hker(g — 1)) =M;,0<j <r
B¢, (Hker(g — 1)) = M, — 1.

Proof The claims for j < r follow from Lemma 4.5 plus Theorem 4.10. The claims
for j = r follow from Lemma 4.6 plus Theorem 4.10 O

Let P, (t) be the unique even polynomial of degree 2r such that P, (¢/) = M ; for
all0 < j < r, and let P/(r) be the unique odd polynomial of degree 2r — 1 such that

P! =M j for 0 < j < r (not to be confused with the derivative of P,).
Define

Gr (1) = Egepp, [1™ €™ D)]

to be the probability generating function for 1-eigenspaces of elements drawn ran-
domly from Hy,, and

G.(1) = Ege oy -, 1™ 67D,

Lemma 4.22 We have identities

G,(t) = P — %), 4.9)
0</<r
— 02
G,(t) = P.(t) + ]_[ m (4.10)
0<j<r
/ _'62/
=P+t [] W (4.11)
0<j<r
G, (1) =P/ ). (4.12)

Proof First, we check (4.9). By Lemma 4.21, G,(t) — P,_(¢) vanishes at t = :I:ﬁj
for 0 < j <r — 1, and is of degree 2r, hence is proportional to ]_[ijq(t2 — 52/).
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Therefore, we can determine G, (f) completely by examining the coefficient of %",
which is #H{r1 because that is the probability of drawing the identity element.

We next check (4.10) Similarly, G, (t) — P, (t) is proportional to [Ty ; _, (> — £3/),
and it can be determined by evaluating at £, where the value is 1 by Lemma 4.21.

Next, (4.12) holds because both G; 11 (t) and Pr/ 11 (t) are polynomials of degree
2r + 1 vanishing at the 2r 4 3 values 0, =1, +¢, ..., ££".

Finally, we show (4.11). By (4.12) and Lemma 4.21, we see P/(¢") = M, — 1 while
G, (") = M,. Therefore, G|, (t) — P/(t) is a degree 2r + 1 polynomial vanishing
at the 2r 4+ 1 values 0, =1, ¢, ... = ¢", and hence is determined up to a constant. We
can then determine its constant value by plugging in ¢ = £", using P/(£") = M, — 1
and G, (£") = M. O

Recall that the Total Variation distance (TV) between two probability distributions
P and P’ is

drv(P, P') = sup |P(A)— P'(A)l.

events A

When P and P’ are defined on a countable discrete probability space X, as shown in
[30, Proposition 4.2] we can write this as

1
drv(P, P') =~ D IP(X) = P'(x)l. (4.13)
xeX

In other words, conflating P and P’ with functions on X, this is (up to the normaliza-
tion factor 1/2) the L'-norm. Clearly, convergence in TV distance implies convergence
as distributions (which is pointwise convergence in the case of distributions on a dis-
crete space). We define the TV distance between two random variables to be the TV
distance between their induced probability distributions.

Theorem 4.23 For £ a prime, d > 2, and g ranging over prime powers with
gcd(q, 2¢) = 1 We have

0(12d—4,F, —(6d—2)2
g 2T = oG,

limsup ~ dry(dim RSel{  , Jim_dim RSel,
’ —00 ¢

q—>00
ged(g,2n)=1

where the implicit constants are absolute in both cases.

Proof We write the proof in the case where ¢ is odd; the case where ¢ = 2 is even
easier, as the analysis of the cosets simplifies because there are fewer cosets (cf. the
discussion in Sect. 4.2.4).
We first compare the TV distance between dim RSel‘%lzd_‘t’]FZ) and dim RSel? F,’
f .

We have

1 1 1 1
GRSelgslzd%,w)(t) = ZGkse]gg @) + ZGRSelé/éd @) + ZGRS"J@! @) + ZGRSCIS/ZI ()

4
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and
1 1
Crserf, () =3 GRSelQ @) + GRSelB (1) or ZGges, (1) + 5 Ggserc, (1)-
Ve Ve

Note that the TV distance between random variables Z and Z’ has a clean formulation
in terms of the probability generating functions G z(¢) and G z(¢'): it is half the sum
of the absolute values of the differences of the coefficients, as follows from (4.13).
Using this observation together with Theorem 4.4, we have

_ 1
drv (dim RSel‘%lzd +F0 | dim RSel g,) < zdrv(dim RSelQJ, dim RSel%,)
[ ’ [/

1 6d—3
— ( +£21
8 #Q(Ql 1_([)

By examining the dimension of the orthogonal group, we find
1 — —
#Q(Q;f) = Z#O(Qj) ~ p(12d—4)(12d-5)/2

On the other hand, we have

6d—3
l_[ a +£2i) = e(6d—2)(6d—3)_
i=0

Hence®

drtvy(dim RSel“fjud""F@), dim RSelj ]Fq) < ¢—(6d-2)*
f; ,

0(12d—4,Fy) im0 RSeley(er—{]Fg))

Next, we estimate dry (RSel . It suffices to

show that

dry (dim RSel“f%: , dim RSelggig) <"

We compare the even and odd parts of their generating functions, using the compu-
tations of the preceding section. For the even part, using Lemma 4.22 gives that the
sum of the absolute values of the coefficients of G, (1) — G,_1(¢) is

- L+0% e 14072 )
<Ol =" 1] 7oz <
0<j<r 0<j<r

5 The notation A(d) < B(d) means A(d) = O(B(d)) asd — oo, where the implicit constant is absolute.
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This shows

lim sup drvy (dim RSelfz{Fq, Jim RSelgld“zd*“'Ff)) — 0647,
q—> 00 g

]

Corollary 4.24 Fix a prime ¢, an integer d > 2, and consider a sequence of prime
powers {q1, q2, . ..} with gcd(q;, 2€) = 1, so that the q; lie in a fixed residue class
mod £ if £ is odd, and lie in a fixed residue class mod 8 if £ = 2. Then, the TV distance
between the BKLPR heuristic and lim;_, oo dim RSelzi’]Fqi is O(Z_(6d_2)2).

Proof First, we impose the assumption that the the ¢; lie in a fixed residue class mod
£ if £ is odd, and lie in a fixed residue class mod 8 if £ = 2, so that the distribution
in Theorem 3.14 is independent of the choice of ¢; in this sequence, since im x4~ is
independent of the choice of g;. Hence, lim;_, oc dim RSel?’Fq_ exists.

Note that in the case where £ is prime, which we are currently considering, the
“BKLPR heuristic” first appeared as the “Poonen-Rains heuristic” [33], whose explicit

formula is given by [33, Conjecture 1.1(a)]. By inspection, this agrees with the distri-
bution of limy _, o0 RSel 0 24—+
4

from Theorem 4.23. O

calculated in Theorem 4.9. Hence the result follows

5 Markov properties

In this section, we establish Markov properties satisfied by both the random kernel
model and the BKLPR model, which will be used to identify their distributions for
prime power order Selmer groups. In Sect. 5.1 we state the Markov property satisfied
by the random kernel model, which we prove in Sect. 5.2. We then recall the BKLPR
model in Sect. 5.3 and demonstrate the Markov property satisfied by the BKLPR
model in Sect. 5.4.

5.1 Markov property for random 1-eigenspaces

Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space of rank rm over Z/£°Z. Recalling
from Definition 4.1, that for a subset H C O(V, Q) we let RSell‘f be the random
variable ker(g — id), valued in isomorphism classes of finite abelian ¢-groups, for g
drawn uniformly at random from H.

In this section only, we will use the notation O(V, Q), Q(V, Q),and SO(V, Q) for
various subgroups of orthogonal groups, because we will consider various coefficient
changes and wish to emphasize this in the notation. Noting that H acts on V[£/], we
let H; be the image of H in o(V[e, Olypeiy)-

Theorem 5.1 Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space of rank 2m over 7./ ¢ Z.
For j < e, write d;(H) := dimg, (ef*lRSelﬁE'(Z )

If H is a non-empty union of cosets of Q(V, Q) in O(V, Q), then the sequence of

random variables d1(H), dy(H), ...,d.(H) is Markov. If £ is odd or d; # 2m, then
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the distribution of d;+1(H) given d; (H) is the same as the dimension of the kernel of
. . di (H)

a uniform random alternating form on ;"""

Corollary 5.2 Forn a prime power, d > 2 and k a finite field, the statement of Theorem

5.1 holds with H := im pff,k N mult~! (mult Yg)-

Proof By definition, im ,oi i Nmult~! (mult Yq) is a coset of the geometric monodromy
group in the monodromy group. By Theorem 3.14, the geometric monodromy group
contains Q(V¢, 09) and the monodromy group is contained in O(V,¢, 0%). Hence
(im ,o:f’k)m“lt Y4 is a union of cosets of Q(Vnd, QZ) in O(Vnd, QZ), and we can apply
Theorem 5.1 to each of the cosets. O

We next reduce Theorem 5.1 to Theorem 5.4 below. For any 1 < j < e,
consider £¢~/V = V[¢/], which is a nondegenerate quadratic space of rank 2m
over Z/¢/7. The action of g € O(V, Q) on V[£/] factors through the quotient
oWV,Q) — O(V[e], Olyeip- Let H be any coset of Q(V, Q). If g is drawn
uniformly at random in O(V, Q), its image in O (V[£/], Qlyeip) will also be uni-
form in a coset of Q(Vypj7, Q7/0i7)- We now naturally generalize Definition 4.1 to
the setting of quadratic space over Z;.

Definition 5.3 Let (V, Q) be a quadratic space over Z¢, and let H C O(V, Q) be a
subset which is a union of cosets of Q(V, Q) in O(V, Q). Define the random variable
RSel"}'@)QZ /74 to be given by ker(g —id |vgq,/z,) for g € H drawn from the Haar
measure (normalized to be a probability measure) of Lemma 3.20.

By the compatibility with reduction modulo ¢/ discussed above, Theorem 5.1 then
follows from:

Theorem 5.4 Let (V, Q) be a nondegenerate quadratic space of rank 2m over Zy. Let
H C O(V, Q) be a union of cosets of Q2(V, Q). Define the random variable

. i j—1 H
dj(H) := dimg, (¢ RSelv®% oy

Then the sequence di(H),d>(H), ... is Markov, and for £ odd or d; # 2m, the
distribution of d;+1(H) given di(H) is the same as the dimension of the kernel of a

. . di (H)
uniform random alternating form on ;"""
We prove Theorem 5.4 in Sect. 5.2.

Remark 5.5 Another way to think about the numbers d; (H) is as follows. Decompos-
ing

RSelf! .= z/ez)y""®) @ (z/0*7)' @ (/7D @ ...
where the r; (H) are random variables, we have

di(H) =ri(H) +r(H)+r3(H)+ ...
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dr(H) =ry(H) +r3(H) + . ..
dy(H)=r3(H) +...

5.2 Proving Theorem 5.4

We now embark on the proof of Theorem 5.4. The proof encompasses this entire
subsection, and notation is built cumulatively throughout the section.

We begin by giving one more interpretation of the sequences d;(H). Referring
to notation of Theorem 5.4, let VjH be the random variable®, valued in isomorphism
classes of [Fy-vector spaces, given by

(ker(g —id)|y iy +€V)/LV CV QFy,
for g drawn from the Haar measure on H. For a fixed g € O(V, Q) we write

ng :=ker((g — id)|v/zfv)'

Lemma 5.6 For a fixed g € O(V, Q), the isomorphism V ®z, Fy Sy Rz, %(Z)
identifies ’

8§ = pi-1 o
V; — ¢/ ker <g ld|V®Z£%[W]>'

Hence dim VjH coincides with the random variable d;(H).

Proof This is a straightforward verification which follows from commutativity of

V @ QuZolt] 255 v @ /07
J,le*l l mod ¢ (5.1
(V@ Q/Z)] —— V& F, o

We set VOH =V ®z, F¢ by convention. We claim that the sequence v, VZH S
of random subspaces is Markov, and more precisely that if ¢ is odd or V/.H # VOH ,

then V.ﬁl is the kernel of a uniformly distributed alternating form on V]H . In view of
Lemma 5.6, this will complete the proof of Theorem 5.4.

Lemma 5.7 The orthogonal complement of ng C V@I, with respect to the quadratic
form induced by Q is ('~ (im(g —id) N €7~1V))/eV C V @ Fy.

6 We apologize for the similarity to the notation V,fl ; at least, the latter notation will not appear in this
section.
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Proof Inside V /¢/V, we have ker((g — id)|V/,ZjV)L =im((g —id)|y i), hence

(m((g — id)|y iy) NIV /I V) =ker((g —id)|y jpiy) + £V.
This immediately induces the claim about orthogonal complements inside V ® [F,. O
Given j and g, forv € Vj‘.g , we use U to denote any choice of lift to V.

Lemma 5.8 Keep the notation of the preceding discussion. The following are equiva-
lent:

: 8
() veVi,,

(ii) €= (g —id)v € (¢!~ (im(g —id) N &/~1V)) eV = (VJS)L,
(iii) B(¢—J (g —id)v, w) =0 forallw € ng, where B is the bilinear form associated
to the quadratic form Q on V.

Proof Givenv € VJ‘.g , we want to know when it is in ng gy The condition that v € ng

is equivalent to there being a lift o of v to V such that (g — id)0 € £/ V. Fixing
such a lift v, the question is whether we can modify it to another lift 7" such that
(g —id)?" € £/*1V. The freedom for modification is that we can replace ¥ by v + £8
for some § € V. So we want to know if § can be chosen so that

(g —id) (¥ +£8) € ¢/ TV,
or equivalently, so that
(g —id)v = £(g —id)s§ mod /1y,
Since we know that (g — id)¥ € £/ V by assumption, we can rewrite this as
i g—idv=¢"F(g—id)s eV QF,

for 8 such that (g — id)8 € ¢/~ V. This establishes the equivalence of (i) and (ii).
The equivalence of (ii) and (iii) then follows from Lemma 5.7. O

The Fy-linear functional w — B¢~/ (g —id)v, w) on Vf depends only on v, and

expresses V7, | as the kernel of a linear transformation V¥ — (V)¥, or equivalently
as the radical of a bilinear form.

Lemma 5.9 Keep the notation of the preceding discussion. Define the bilinear form
onVs$:
J

(v, w); := B/ (g —id), w).

Then
(i) Vf+1 is the radical of (-, -);.
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(ii) (-, -); is alternating.

Proof Part (i) follows from Lemma 5.8. For (ii), we need to show that
B((g —id)d, 0) € ¢/117,.

But this follows by observing:

B((g —id)v, D) = Q(g?) — Q((g — id)v) — Q(D)
=—Q0((g —id)v)
=020 (g —id)D) € % 7,. O

We thus find that Vf ' is the kernel of an alternating form on Vf , SO it remains

only to show that as g varies over elements with fixed sequence (Vg R V]g ), this
alternating form is uniformly distributed. It suffices to show this when g merely varies
over elements of a fixed coset of 2(V, Q) C O(V, Q). Let 2; C Q(V, Q) be the
subgroup consisting of elements which are 1 mod ¢/. We will show that the uniform
distribution holds already when drawing uniformly from the coset H = Q;g. For
fixed v, changing g > hg with i € Q; changes the linear functional by

w > B (h = Dgd, w) = B@rgv, w) = B(v, g~ 'w),
where 8, = £/ (h—1). We view its reduction modulo as an element of the Lie algebra

of the special fiber of O(V, Q): 8, € Lie(O(V, O)r,). To get equidistribution, it
suffices for the induced homomorphism from /11 to the space /\2(ng )Y of

alternating forms on Vf , sending & to the restriction of 8, to be surjective.

5.2.1 Thecase{ > 2

If £ is odd, then €2 is a pro-£-group, and thus the spinor
norm vanishes on 1. It immediately follows that the logarithm induces an isomor-

phism Q; /11 N Lie(O(V, Q)f,) = A2(V ® Fy)V, hence the further projection
map to Az(vlg)v is surjective.
5.2.2 Thecase { = 2
For £ = 2, it may not be the case that §2; surjects on Lie O(V, Q). However, 2(V, Q)
contains the commutator subgroup of O(V, Q), and the image of the commutator
subgroup in Lie(O(V, Q)y,) contains the image of Adg — Id forall g € O(V, Q).
In particular, the image of €2; contains

(Adg—1d) o = — gag’ —a
for any g € O(V, Q) and any alternating form o € A%(V @ Fy)V.
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Take g to be any lift of the reflection in a nonisotropic vector v € Vf, (i.e., a vector
with Q(v) # 0). Denoting v* = B(v,e) € VY, g € VFVZ ® VF, can be represented by

Id +%v (the unusual expression because we are in characteristic 2). Then

W'Qv-at+a-v*Qv)— W* @ v)a(v* ®v).

1 1
Q(v) 0(v)?

gag' —a =

A computation shows all w* ® v* with B(v, w) = 0 are in the space generated by
such expressions ’

Since for any w, (w)
fact contains

L is spanned by nonisotropic vectors, the space log($2 j)in

{(v* Aw*:B(v, w) =0}, (5.2)

and thus has codimension at most 1. The full Lie algebra Lie O(V, Q) is generated
over this space by any single element v* A w* with B(v, w) # 0. If W is any proper
subspace of V, then we can pick v € W+ and w € V such that B(v, w) # O.
The image of v* A w* in A2WY is zero, hence the restriction map from (5.2) to
AZ(WV) is surjective for any proper subspace W C V. Thus the only case in which
the alternating form may not be equidistributed is when V; = Vj. This completes the
proof of Theorem 5.4. O

5.3 The BKLPR heuristic
We summarize the model for the Selmer group described in [1, Sect. 1.2].
5.3.1 The £*° rank and Selmer distribution from BKLPR

Letm e Zand V = Z%m, with the quadratic form Q:V — Z, given by

m
Oy ee s Xmy V1 ooy Ym) = inyi.
i=1

A Z¢-submodule Z C V is called isotropic if Q|z = 0. Let OGr(y,g)(Z¢) be the
set of maximal isotropic summands of V, hence each Z € OGry, g)(Z¢) is a free
Z¢-module of rank m.

There is a probability measure on OGr (v gy (Z¢) such that the distribution of Z /£¢ Z
in V/£¢V for each e > 1 is uniform [1, Sects. 1.2, 2, 4]. We define 2, ¢ (notated

7 We spell out this computation in more detail. Let x be such that B(x, v) = 1. Take « to be represented
by x*®@w € Vka( ® Vg, , where we have used B to identify V with V*. Then garg” — « is represented by

W RVNEFRIW +GFRWO* V) + (M VKT W)W ®v).
v*Qw 0 0
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in [1] as 2»,,) to be the distribution associated to the random variable S, valued in
isomorphism classes of abelian groups, where S obtained by drawing Z and W from
OGr (v g)(Z¢) independently from this measure, and forming

(g0 Q
S = (Z®ZZ>0<W®Z£>.

Remark 5.10 In[1], 25, ¢ and related distributions were defined on symplectic abelian
groups, which are abelian groups together with a nondegenerate alternating pairing
to Q/Z. Since two symplectic abelian groups are isomorphic if and only if their
underlying abelian groups are isomorphic [1, §3.2], their distribution can be regarded
as a distribution on abelian groups (which takes probability 0 on any abelian group
not admitting a symplectic structure).

As m — oo the distributions 2, ¢ converge to a discrete probability distribution
2 [1, Theorem 1.2], which is conjectured in [1, Conjecture 1.3] to determine the
asymptotic distribution of £°°-Selmer groups of elliptic curves ordered by height.

Furthermore, S fits naturally into a short exact sequence

O—-R—>S—->T—-=0

where R :== (ZNW)Q® (% and T is torsion. It is further conjectured that the joint
distribution of (R, S, T') models the joint distribution of the rank of the elliptic curve
(i.e., R = (Q¢/Z¢)" for r modeling the rank), the £°°-fSelmer group, and the £-primary
part of the Tate—Shafarevich group, respectively [1, Conjecture 1.3]. For example, the
following proposition expresses the compatibility of these predictions with the Katz-
Sarnak philosophy [27] that 50% of elliptic curves should have rank 0 and 50% should
have rank 1.

Proposition 5.11 ( [, Proposition 5.6]) Let notation be as above. Fix W € OGry g
(Zy). If Z is chosen randomly from OGr (v 0)(Z¢) (according to the above measure),
then Z N W has rank O with probability 1/2 and rank 1 with probability 1/2.

5.3.2 The £*° Selmer distribution from BKLPR conditioned on rank

Let 9., ¢ be the distribution on finite abelian £-groups, (notated in [1] as %, ») given
by the above process in Sect. 5.3.1 conditioned on the assumption rk(Z N W) = r. By
[1, Theorem 1.6], these distributions converge as m — oo to a discrete distribution
¢, (notated in [ 1] as ;) which agrees with Delaunay’s conjecture for the distribution
of ITI[£°°] of rank r elliptic curves over Q [1, p.278].

There is another characterization of the distribution .7, . For non-negative integers
m, r withm —r € 2Z>0, let A be drawn randomly from the Haar probability measure
on the set of alternating m x m-matrices over Z, having rank m — r, and %%, , ¢ be
the distribution of (coker A)rs. According to [1, Theorem 1.10], as m — oo through
integers with m — r € 2Zx, the distributions 7, , ¢ converge to a limit <7 ¢, which
coincides with .7} 4.
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Finally, [1, Sect. 5.6] predicts that, conditioned on elliptic curves having rank r,
IIT is distributed as the direct sum over all primes ¢ of a finite abelian group drawn
from .7} .

5.3.3 The BKLPR n-Selmer distribution

We next review the model for n-Selmer elements described at the beginning of [1,
Sect. 5.7]. Let .7 ¢ denote the random variable defined on isomorphism classes of
finite abelian £ groups (notated .7 in [1]) defined in [1, Theorem 1.6] and reviewed
in Sect. 5.3.2. For G an abelian group, we let G[n] denote the n torsion of G. Forn €
Z>1 with prime factorization n = Hun £%, define a distribution Z,Z/nZ on finitely
generated Z/nZ modules by choosing a collection of abelian groups {7}, with T¢
drawn from .7, ¢, and defining the probability .7} 7,,7 = G to be the probability that
SeuTeln] =~ G

Given the above predicted distribution for the n-Selmer group of elliptic curves of
rank r, the heuristic that 50% of elliptic curves have rank 0 and 50% have rank 1 leads
to the following predicted joint distribution of the n-Selmer group and rank:

Definition 5.12 Let (rkBKLPR SeIBKLPR) e the joint distribution on Zsg x Ab,
defined by

ST ame ifr <1

Prob kBKLPR,S IBKLPR — 7G —
rob((r el =G =14 ifr> 2.

5.4 Markov property for the BKLPR model

Fix Z, W € OGr(y.0)(Z¢) and set S = (Z ® %) NWe %). Define

2%
Sj = W/E’ ﬂZ/E’ +— LV, (5.3)
—_— WV
cVv/ei

which are the analogues of the V; in Lemma 5.6. Although S; depends on Z and W,
and will be viewed as a random Vanable in the future, we suppress this dependence for
notational convenience. The main result of this subsection is the following Theorem
5.13, and the proof encompasses the remainder of this subsection.

Theorem 5.13 Let V, Z, and W be as in Sect. 5.3. Define random variables, valued
in isomorphism classes of finite-dimensional F¢-vector spaces, by Sy := V Q@ Fy,
and S1, 82, ..., 8}, ... as in (5.3). Then, the sequence S1, Sz, ... is Markov, and the
distribution of dim S; 1 given S; coincides with the distribution of the dimension of
the kernel of a uniformly random alternating form on S;.

We omit the proof of the following lemma, which is similar to that of Lemma 5.6.
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Lemma 5.14 Keep the notation above. Under the identification
<V®Ql> 015 Ve,
Zy

we have
2R /2] S

The non-degenerate bilinear form B on V induces a non-degenerate bilinear form
on V ® Fy, that we denote by B. We may sometimes abbreviate notation by using
B(v, x), withv € Vand x € V ® Fy, to denote B(v (mod £), x).

We will construct the sequence of alternating forms (one for each S, whose radical
is §j41) referenced in Theorem 5.13.

Lemma 5.15 Identifying =i (_E«/_l V/E:/ V) :> V ® Ky, the orthogonal complement
of SjinVQFis 1= ((Z/t) + W/e))ne/=1V /e V).

Proof Inside V /Ej V, we have

. A L . .
(zw N W/Zf> =z + Wty
=Z/t) + W/

using that Z and W are maximal isotropic. Therefore, L -
Z/eNWiHYy+eve) =/ nwieH)-n@Ev/e)

= (Z/t+WehneTy e

The result then follows by tensoring with Iy. O

Next, given v € §;, we seek to characterize when v € S;1. By definition, v € S;
is equivalent to the existence of a representative 7 € W /¢/ N Z/¢/ reducing to v mod
¢, and lifts w, of ¥ to W and z, of ¥ to Z such that w, = z, (mod ¢/ V). Hence
Wy — 2y = £/€ for some € € V.

Lemma 5.16 With notation above, v € S; lies in Sj1 if and only if the associated €
as above satisfies € € €' ((Z/t/ + W/e)) NI~V /07 V).

Proof Forv € S;j1, if we can find other lifts V", ), z;, satisfying the same conditions,
but such that w/, = z/, (mod ¢/*!). Such modifications are exactly of the form w/, =
Wy + £8w with dw € W and 2}, = z, + €3z with §z € Z. Hence v € S;j41 if and only
if we can choose 8y, 87 such that

wy + L8 = 2y + €37 + 1T
Since w, = z, + £/¢, this is equivalent to solving

" 'e =8y — 87 (mod ¢/) forsomedy € W/t/, 8, € Z/t/.
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which is equivalent to

cegl ((Z/£j+W/€j)ﬁ£j’1V/€jV). .

Lemma 5.17 There is a well defined bilinear form
Aj:Si xS — Q/Z
given by
Aj(v,x) = B(e, x) = B (wy — zy), x). (5.4)
Proof We need to check that the value
B(e,x) = B/ (wy — zp), x) mod . (5.5)

is independent of the choices of U, w,, and z,,. Indeed, any other allowable w;} differs
from w, by an element of ¢/ W, say £/§ with § € W. But since W /¢ is isotropic and
x liesin §; C W/€ C V /¢, we have B(§,x) = 0 (mod £). Similarly, replacing z,
with any other allowable z/, will not alter (5.5). O

Lemma 5.18 Keep the notation of the preceding discussion.

(i) The radical of Aj is Sj41.
(ii) Aj is alternating.
Proof By definition, v € §; is in the radical of A ; if and only if (following the notation
above) €, := £~/ (w, — zy) lies in SJ.L. But by Lemma 5.15, € € S]J.- if and only if
€ € 177 ((Z/0) + W /)N eJ=1V /eI V), which, as we proved in Lemma 5.16,
occurs if and only if € € S 1.

For (ii), since we can take z, as a lift of v to V, it suffices to check B(w, — zy, zy) €

2/+17,. For this, write w, — z, = £/ ¢ and observe that Z and W are isotropic for Q,
we have

B(wy — 2y, 20) = Q(wy) — O(wy — 20) — O(2v)
= Q(wy — 2p)
=Qe)
=02 Q(e) € /11 7,. O

As in Sect. 5.1, it suffices to show that as Z and W are drawn from the canonical
measure on OGr(y g)(Zg), the alternating form A ; is uniformly distributed.

Lemma5.19 O(V, Q) acts transitively on OGry g)(Zy).
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Proof Fix W, Z € OGr (v, 0)(Z¢). Then we have a scheme
Isom(W,Z) ={g e OV, Q):gW =2} C O(V, Q)

over Zg. This is evidently a torsor for the parabolic subgroup Isom(W, W) C
O(V, Q). Moreover, Witt’s theorem implies that Isom(W, Z) has a point over Fy,
which lifts to a Z,-point because Isom(W, Z) is smooth (being a torsor for a smooth
group scheme). O

It will suffice to show that conditioning on a fixed W, the distribution of A; is
already uniform. The distribution of Z conditioned on a fixed W coincides with the
orbit measure on OGr(y, ¢)(Z¢) induced by the Haar measure on O(V, Q), since
O(V, Q) acts transitively on OGr(y ) (Z¢) by Lemma 5.19. Asin Sect. 5.1, it suffices
to show that the distribution of A; is already uniform as Z varies over an orbit of a
coset of the principal congruence subgroup

r):={geo(V,0):g=Id (mod ¢/)}.
For fixed Z°, which induces the alternating form
Aj(v,x) =B (wy —20), %),
the alternating form associated to y Z° for y € I'(¢7) is
B (wy — yz)), %)
which changes the functional by
X > E(Z_j(l — )/)zg,x).

Now, since the map y +> 1 — y induces an isomorphism I'(¢/)/T(¢/+!) =
Lie O(Vg,, Q), the resulting alternating form A is uniformly distributed, so we are
done. O

Remark 5.20 Note that unlike in the case of the random kernel model, where we had
additional complications to deal with associated to £ = 2 in Sect. 5.2.2, there are no
additional complications here for £ = 2 in the proof of Theorem 5.13, because here
we are working with the full congruence subgroup I'(¢/), instead of a subgroup which
may have index 2, as was the case in Sect. 5.2.

6 Proofs of the main theorems

We conclude the paper by proving our main theorems. In Sect. 6.1 we connect the
actual Selmer distribution to the random kernel model, while in Sect. 6.2 we connect
the random kernel model to the BKLPR distribution. Combining these gives us a proof
of our main theorem, Theorem 1.1. Finally, in Sect. 6.3 we prove Corollaries 1.6 and
1.7.
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6.1 Comparing the Selmer distribution with the random kernel model

To start, we state one of our main theorems, which compares the distribution of Selmer
groups of elliptic curves to the random kernel model. We prove this at the end of the
subsection.

Theorem 6.1 Fix integers d > 2 and n > 1. For q ranging over prime powers, with
gcd(g,2n) =1 and (r, G) € Z>o X Ab,, we have
Prob(Sel /F, (1) ~ G) = Prob(RSelff’]Fq =G)+ Ona(g™"? (6.1)

and

Prob(rk. Sel, ), = (r. G)) = Prob((rk™, Sel,)%, = (1. G)) + O a(q 7 vt ) 62
2)

-1

= Prob((Rrk, RSel,,)%q = (r, G)) + Oy (g 26— 162d%31 ),
In particular,

limsup (rk™, Sel,)? = limsup (rk, Sel,)® = limsup(Rrk, RSel,)%  (6.3)
q—00 1 q— 0 1 q—00 1
ged(g,2n)=1 gcd(g,2n)=1
P an d _ i d _ 1imni d
hqrglor(l)f (r ,Sel,,)ﬂ;q = I%In_1>101<1)f (rk, Sel,,)]Fq = lzrglcgf(Rrk, RSeln)]Fq, (6.4)
ged(g,2n)=1 ged(g,2n)=1
The values of (6.3) and (6.4) agree when d is odd or n < 2, but differ when d is even
andn > 2.

We are nearly ready to prove Theorem 6.1, but first we will need to establish two
preliminary results. The first preliminary result relates the Selmer group of an elliptic
curve to the 1-eigenspace of Frobenius.

Lemmaé6.2 Forn > 1,d >2and [Ey] = x € 7/0%[1/2"](19'(1), we have
Sel, (Ey) = ker (p;,{z[l Jomy (Frob) —id | (1) ) .

Proof Notate the geometric fiber of ZOZ over x by (@";’ k),’ and the fiber by
/X

(&0‘,{ k) . Since (Z°Z> is a finite étale IF,-scheme, we have
x X

od _ d .
(g "*k)x (F,) = ker <pn,2[1 12 (Froby) — id '(W"‘i’)x) .
Hence, combining this with Lemma 2.3, we obtain that for [Ey] = x € %"d,

ker <,0:11’Z[1 Jomy (Froby) —id | (1) ) = Sel, (Ey).
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Here we are using that there is an isomorphism (Sel°? ), ~ (Sel°? ), forx’ € #°¢
mapping to x, coming from the definition of E"Z i and %OZ as quotients of Sel"ﬁf K
and V/"z by a compatible group action. O

Our second preliminary result relates the rank of an elliptic curve [E,] € V/O;f(IFq)
to the Dickson invariant of p%[’ i (Froby).

Recall from Definition 3.1 that (Q%, VZd ) denotes the quadratic space over Z, whose
reduction mod n is (QZ, Vnd) on which the monodromy representation pg i acts. Let
(Q%e, ng) = (Q% Q7 Ly, V£ ®7 Z¢) denote the base change to Z,.

Proposition 6.3 Letd > 2, andlet £ be a prime. For g a prime powerwith gcd(q, 2¢) =
1, define

1] an< d an
WA {[Ex] = x e WP (B Tk (Ey) < 1].

(1) For q ranging over prime powers with gcd(q, 20) = 1, we have

d,rkan<1
#W,Z,qr =
—— L =1+ 0,4 (greieumn )
#szn/ze](ﬂ?q)

an d
(2) For allx S WZ;;k =1 C sz[l/ze](]Fq), we have

tkker (2, 511,26 (Frob,) — id )

_ |0 = 08, 21129 (Froby) € S0(QF,)
1 pgbz[]/w(ﬁobx) ¢S0(0%).

(3) The above statements are true with analytic rank replaced by algebraic rank.

Proof To start, observe that (2) follows directly from Lemma 3.18 and Proposition
3.22

We next demonstrate (1). By Lemma 3.18, whenever x € sz[l /2], the analytic
.rgnk of E, is equal to the rank of the 1-generalized eigenspace of p%z’z[l 1201 (Froby) —
id.

By Proposition 3.22, whenever x ¢ WZ’;kdnsl, there is a particular Zariski closed
hypersurface Z in the algebraic group O(Q%Z), i.e., the hypersurface parameteriz-
ing elements with a two or more dimensional generalized 1-eigenspace, such that
,0%@ 211261 (Froby) € Z(Z¢). By Lemma 3.20, for any positive integer e, we have

im(Z(Z/°7) — O(Q%()(Z/KeZ))

_ o, (Ze(dim O(Q%l)1)>
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— O (Ze(dimO(Q%Z)—l)) .

By Theorem 3.14, we know im pge Z01/26] has index at most 2 in O(Q%l), and hence

. I dim O d
has size within a constant factor of ¢ ™ ¢ (9%’

3.9 that

. Therefore, it follows from Proposition

d ‘dl"l<
# (WWZ[I/M(FN A _1)
d
#szn/zz](wq)
#im(Z(Z/¢°Z) — 0(0%))

P
#1m ppe 1y /201

#im(Z(Z/¢°Z) — 0(0%,))
q

L d
+ Oa #lmpef,zu/za\/

(dim 0(Q% )—1)
I Z . AR 0
= Ova | ~qmgrgry— T e R eI )T
Ee 1m ZZ

EH d y_1
— Oe,d (z—e +q—]/2(£e)(2 dim O(QZK) 2)) . (65)

Crucially, the above constant does not depend on e, and so we may freely choose e to
minimize the above error term. Indeed, we may take e to be the least positive integer
1

(143 dim O(Q%z)) 143 dim O(Q%l

so that ¢ < (£°) , or equivalently ¢ ! < £¢. Then, so long as

(1+3dim 0(Q7 )

q > ¢, replacing g by (£°) will introduce at most a factor of ¢, and so

771
1+3dim 0<Q%{>)

00,a(6™°) = 0¢.4(q )
N Ly Rimos)o3 (66
Oz,d(qfl/z(ﬁe)(i dim O(QZ()fj)) _ OZ,d q 1+3d1m0(QZK) _ Oz,d (q ]+3d1m0(QZ£)> )

Further, for the finitely many g < £, we can adjust the constants so that the above still
holds with no dependence on g.
Combining (6.5) and (6.6), we find

d d,rk<1 _

# (WLZ]Z[I/ZZ](]Fq) - WE,q ) 0 ( 1+3dim (;(Q%l)))

7 =Utd | 9q .
#WmZ[l/zz](Fq)

Further, the constant above does not depend on ¢ because the analytic rank, and hence
an d .. .. .
the subset WZ’;k =l ¢ szn /201(Fg) is independent of the auxiliary choice of £.
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Now, (1) follows because

1+3dim0(QF)) 1+ 3U2d=H12d=9)
_ —1 _ -1
T 143(6d —2)(12d —5) ~ 216d? — 162d + 31’

Part (3) follows from the proceeding ones and fact that, for elliptic curves of rank
at most 1 over Fq of characteristic > 3, we know on a full density (as ¢ — 00) subset
that algebraic rank equals analytic rank. For char I, > 3 the statement holds for every
elliptic curve of rank at most 1, as explained in [40, Sect. 3.8], using the analogue
of the Gross-Zagier formula in [41, Theorem 1.2]. If charF, = 3, it follows by
combining [40, Sect. 3.8] with the Gross-Zagier formula for everywhere semistable

o . . d
elliptic curves in [44, Remark 1.5]. Note that there is an open subscheme ¥ B C
7/°‘é parameterizing those elliptic surfaces which have squarefree discriminant, so
are everywhere semistable. This is fiberwise dense over B by [28, Lemma 3.14], so

that in the large ¢ limit, a density 1 subset of #” ‘é (Fy) corresponds to elliptic curves
with everywhere semistable reduction. O

Proof of Theorem 6.1 We will explain how the distribution of (rk?", Seln)%q and

) S,
(rk, Seln)féq, up to an error of O, 4(q2164>~162d+31)  are determined by the distribu-

an ]F
tions of Frob, for x € WZ’;( =l ¢ %m g (IFy), as defined in Proposition 6.3. By
definition, these distributions are determined by Frob, for x € %’%q (FFy), so we only
) S F an
need justify why there are O, (g 2164>~1624+31) points in Zmd'l Fy) — Wed’;k =1
To start, we explain why (rk®", Seln)%q and (rk, Sel,,)ﬂd;q agree with their restrictions
F
from %/Hd;q (Fy) to Zm dq (F4), up to an error of O, 4 (g~Y?). The argument here is

F,
analogous to that in Remark 1.4. Indeed, the closed substack %m P K/Hd;q - %’dq

has positive codimension. Hence, contributes at most O, 4(g~'/?) to the distributions
(aka", Sel,,)%q and (rk, Seln)%q, as can be deduced from the Lang-Weil estimate and
[28, Lemma 5.3].

We next explain how to relate the distribution of pff’ 71121 (Froby) over x €

F,
%m dq (Fy) to (rk®", Sel,, )% and (rk, Seln)% . The key will be the following two results
q q
shown above.

. d .
(i) By Lemma 6.2, we have Sel, (E,) = ker (pn’Z[I/Zn](Frobx) —id |<Wo%q)x>.

an F
(i) By Proposition 6.3, there is a subset WZ’qu =l ¢ %lZ] dq (Fy) whose density is
—1
1 4+ O4(q 2164>~1624+31) for g ranging over prime powers with ged(g, 2¢) = 1 such

that

— Jan —
I'k(Ex) =1k (Ex) = Spplz],Z[l/zn](FrObX)¢SO(Q'(l{)’
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where 8,¢p = 1ifa ¢ BandOifa € B.

The observation (i) then establishes (6.1). Combining (i) and (ii) with the pre-
ceding discussion, we have explained how the distribution of Frobenius elements
determines the joint distributions (rk®", Seln)%q and (rk, Sel,,)ﬂd;q, up to an error of

—1
0,,.4(g216a>~1624+31), By Corollaries 4.3 and 3.11, up to an error of On,d(q_l/z), the
elements p}’f Z1/2n] (Frob, ) are equidistributed between the two cosets of 2 (Qg) given

by
(Dog- spge) € {(@. . 0. 16*1). (A1 D 1g* 1) -

This describes the distribution (Rrk, RSeln)Hd,q and hence yields (6.2), (6.3) and (6.4).

To conclude the proof we need justify the values of (6.3) and (6.4) agree when d
is odd or n < 2 but differ when d is even and n > 2. Because these limits approach
(Rrk, RSeln)%q , it suffices to show (Rrk, RSel,,)%q is independent of ¢ when d is odd
orn < 2 but depends on g when d is even. When d is odd, this follows from Definition
4.2 because the square class of g?~! is always trivial, hence independent of ¢. Also,
when n < 2, this holds again by Definition 4.2 because the spinor norm is trivial.
However, when d is even and n > 2, the spinor norm is nontrivial, and (Rrk, RSel,,)%q
will change depending on whether ¢ is a square or nonsquare. Indeed, when ¢ is a
square, Prob(RSelZ’Fq = (Z/nZ)"*=*) > 0, corresponding to the case that g = id in

Definition 4.2, while when ¢ is not a square, Prob(RSelﬁ F, = (Z/nZ)'*=* = 0. o

6.2 Comparing the random kernel model with the BKLPR heuristic

We now prove:

Theorem 6.4 The TV distance between the BKLPR heuristic andlim sup(Rrk, RSeln)]F

q—>0
is O (2_(6"_2) ), where the implicit constant is absolute, and similarly for the TV dis-
tance between the BKLPR heuristic and liqn_1> iolg)f (Rrk, RSel,,)ﬂd;q

In particular, we have

(rkBKEPR | §oIBKLPRY — hm lim sup(Rrk, RSel, )IF

d—o00 g—o00

= lim liminf(Rrk, RSel, )]F

d—oo 47

Proof By Definition 4.2, with probability one the rank is 0 or 1, and determined
by whether the random g in the random kernel model has Dickson invariant O or 1,
respectively. Hence the rank component of these distributions is completely determined
by the Selmer component, we can focus our attention on the Selmer component.
Thanks to Corollary 4.24, we know that the TV distance between liminf,

dim RSel? s, and the BKLPR heuristic for Sel; is 0(¢~©64-2%) and similarly for
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lim sup,,_, o, in place of lim inf,, o. The Markov properties Theorem 5.1 and Corol-
lary 5.2 and Theorem 5.13 imply that for £ > 2, the two distributions for Selse agree
conditioned upon them agreeing for Sel,. For £ = 2, the same is true as long as
d1 < 12d — 4 where the notation d; is as in Theorem 5.1, which only fails if g
reduces to the identity element in O(12d — 4, F;). This happens with probability
1/#0(12d — 4, ), which is negligible compared to the error term we seek. We con-
clude that the TV distance between the two distributions for Selye is also O (£~©¢4 _2)2).

Finally, we consider general n. For n = [] €%, the prime factorization of n, we
have

Sel,, = @®¢ Selga .

The BKLPR heuristic predicts that the distributions of the Selyq, are independent after
conditioning on the rank. If (V, Q) is a quadratic form over Z/nZ then note that
Q(Q) ~ Hprime€|n Q2(Q|7/¢27). Therefore, conditioned on each coset of €2 in HZ’kI

the distributions (RSellgSefnel)ﬁéq are independent.
Since the TV distance of two product distributions is the sum of the TV distance of

the factors, the TV distance between the BKLPR heuristic and lim sup(Rrk, RSeln)%q

q—> 00
is

< Y Y r(6d —2)Y) — 1« 270,

prime £|n

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 This follows immediately from combining Theorems 6.1 and
6.4. O

6.3 Remaining results

We conclude by proving two remaining results, promised in the introduction. First,
we prove Corollary 6.5, which is a version of Corollary 1.5 with more precise error
terms, and then we prove Corollary 6.6 which is a version of Corollary 1.6 with more
precise error terms.

Corollary 6.5 (Large q analog of [33, Conjecture 1.2]) For fixed integers d > 2 and
n > 1, and q ranging over prime powers with gcd(q, 2n) = 1, we have

—1
1/2+ O 21642 —162d+31 ifr <1,
/24 0alq ) ¥ 6.7)

Prob(tk? /F, (1) = r) =
0, (q 21642 -162d+31) ifr >2.

Furthermore,
) S
Elrk? /F,(1)] = 1/2 + O4(q 26162331 ),
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Proof The first statement follows immediately from (6.2) by summing over the set of
possible groups G which can appear. For the statement regarding average rank, we
also need to know that there is a uniform bound on the rank of elliptic curves of height
d over IF,(t), only depending on d. This holds because the rank is bounded by the
size of the Selmer group, which is uniformly bounded in ¢ among all elliptic curves
of height d, as follows from [28, Corollary 3.27], since the Selmer space Sel’ z,qu
is quasi-compact and quasi-finite over %" %q and hence has uniformly bounded fiber
degree. O
Theorem 6.6 (Large g analog of [33, Conjecture 1.4]) Let n be a squarefree positive

integer, d > 2, and w(n) be the number of prime factors of n.

(1) Fix cy € Zxq for each prime £ | n. Then

lim limsup Prob (Selz JFq(t) ~ 1—[ (Z/KZ)”)

d—o00 g—00 i

ged(g,2n)=1
= Jim liminf Prob (Selﬁ [Fe) =] (Z/@Z)”) (6.8)
ged(g,2n)=1 £ln

_ {2!0(")1 e ((szo (1- Z*.i)*l) (]_[C]f:l ﬁ)) if all ¢y have the same parity,

0 otherwise.

(2) For q ranging over prime powers with gcd(q, 2n) = 1, we have

E[#Seld /Fy()] =0 () + Onalq™"?) =Y s+ Onalg™"?).

sln

(3) For m < 6d — 3 the mth moment ofSelg /By () is

Bl Seld /F,0)"1 = [T TT(¢+1)+ Onamia™.

prime £ln i=1

Proof The first part follows from Theorem 1.1 once we establish that SelBXLPR hag
distribution as predicted in the bottom line of (6.8). To see this, note that, by definition,
the model SelBKLPR is determined by the models for Sel?XMFR with ¢ | n which are
independent, except for the constraint that the parities of their Z/£Z ranks are all equal.
Hence, it suffices to establish the first part in the case n = £ is prime. Note that the
model Sel?KLP R agrees with the model for ¢-Selmer groups defined in [33, Definition
2.9] by [33, Theorem 2.19(f)]. Therefore, in the case n = £ is prime, Sel?KLPR has
distribution as predicted in the bottom line of (6.8) by [33, Proposition 2.6(d) and (f)].

Note that (2) is the special case of (3) with m = 1, so it suffices to

prove (3). To simplify notation in the ensuing proof, we use Seloi:ﬁ;ﬁ] to denote
Seloz,yq Xpad e Xoped SeIOZ’Fq and Sel’i’%’q to denote

m times
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Sel'Z’Fq kX Sel'in To establish parts (2) and (3), we claim it is equiv-

m times

#Se1°j;{;q ¥,

alent to show lim
gcd[([;ﬁo):l #W"%q Ey)

of (2) and (3). To show this is the case, it is enough to show that both #7/0%‘1 (Fy) is

within a factor of 1 + O, 4 ;m (q_l/ 2) of the total number of height d elliptic curves

and #Sel°i’$q (Fy) is within a factor of 1 + Oy 4. (q’l/z) of the sum of # Sel,, (E)™

over all height d elliptic curves. First, #W"%q (Fy) certainly furnishes a lower bound

has values as given by the right hand sides

for the size of the set of all elliptic curves of height d, while W/’%q (IF,) furnishes an
upper bound (it is only an upper bound because it includes non-minimal smooth ellip-
tic curves). Next, using Lemma 2.3 to compare # Sel,,(E) to #H ' (P!, &On)), for E
with smooth Weierstrass model, we find that #Sel"z:ﬁ (IF) indeed furnishes a lower

bound for the sum of # Sel,, (E)™ over all height d elliptic curves.

d,
#Sel 5 (Fy)

Finally, to reduce to computing lim g—oo for (3), we wish to show

od
ged(g.2m=1 #7 %, (Fg)
that up to a factor of 1 + Oy, 4., (q_l/ 2, #Seloz’gq (IF,) also furnishes an upper bound

for the sum of # Sel,, (E)™ over all height d elliptic curves. Since Sel’ z,qu — W %q is
lod

étale and quasi-finite, and Sel®)

p, constitutes a dense open in Sel’jf F, » it follows that
4 g

d,m
n,Fg*

Therefore, #Sel’z:]}"q (Fy) — #Seloi’ﬁ is bounded by On,d,m(q_l/ 2y, using the Lang-

SeIOZ’g constitutes a dense open in the maximal dimensional components of Sel’
'

Weil estimates. The difference #Sel’ z:]?q (Fy) — #Sel°fl’$q is not necessarily an upper
bound for the sum of # Sel,, (E)™. However, as shown in [28, Corollary 3.27], it is an
upper bound for the sum over all height d elliptic curves of #(n? - Sel, (E))".

od,
#Sel n,%"q (0279)

To conclude, it remains to determine lim g—»oc0 ——pF1—
_1 #WL (F,)
ged(g,2n)=1 Fq\Faq
Weil estimates as in [28, Lemma 5.1], it is enough to compute the number of

geometrically irreducible components of #Seloz’]';’q. Now, Part (3) follows from Burn-

. Using the Lang-

side’s lemma for the action of im pi ¢ acting diagonally on (V,fl)’”, which we claim
has a total of ]_[“n [T, (Ei + 1) orbits. Note that Q(Q%) C im pik C 0(Q%),s0it
suffices to show both (Q%) and 0(Q¢) have [T [Tis (¢ + 1) orbits on (VI)™.
This follows from Theorem 4.9 and Lemma 4.5, together with the Chinese remainder
theorem to bootstrap this latter result from primes to squarefree integers. O

Acknowledgements It is our pleasure to thank Ravi Vakil for organizing the “What’s on My Mind” seminar,
which led to the genesis of this paper. We thank Johan de Jong, Chao Li, Bjorn Poonen, Arul Shankar,
Doug Ulmer, and Melanie Matchett Wood for helpful discussions. We thank Lisa Sauermann for help
translating [24]. We also thank David Zureick-Brown and Jackson Morrow for help with writing and
running MAGMA code. The first author was supported by a Stanford ARCS Fellowship and an NSF
Postdoctoral Fellowship under Grant No. 1902927, and the second author was supported by the National
Science Foundation Graduate Research Fellowship Program under Grant No. DGE-1656518.

Funding Open Access funding provided by the MIT Libraries

@ Springer



The geometric distribution of Selmer... 685

Data availibility Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or analysed during
the current study.

Declarations

Conflict of interest On behalf of all authors, Aaron Landesman states that there is no conflict of interest.

OpenAccess Thisarticleis licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence,
and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this article are included
in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If
material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted
by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the
copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

1. Manjul, B., Daniel, M.K., Hendrik, W.L., Jr., Bjorn, P., Eric, R.: Modeling the distribution of ranks,
Selmer groups, and Shafarevich-Tate groups of elliptic curves. Camb. J. Math. 3(3), 275-321 (2015)

2. Bosch, S., Liitkebohmert, W., Raynaud, M.: Néron Models. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer
Grenzgebiete (3). [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)], vol. 21. Springer, Berlin (1990)

3. Bhargava, M., Shankar, A.: The average number of elements in the 4-selmer groups of elliptic curves
is 7. arXiv:1312.7333v1 (arXiv preprint) (2013)

4. Bhargava, M., Shankar, A.: The average size of the 5-selmer group of elliptic curves is 6, and the
average rank is less than 1. arXiv:1312.7859v1 (arXiv preprint) (2013)

5. Bhargava, M., Shankar, A.: Binary quartic forms having bounded invariants, and the boundedness of
the average rank of elliptic curves. Ann. Math. (2) 181(1), 191-242 (2015)

6. Manjul, B., Arul, S.: Ternary cubic forms having bounded invariants, and the existence of a positive
proportion of elliptic curves having rank 0. Ann. Math. (2) 181(2), 587-621 (2015)

7. Conrad, B., Feng, T.: Algebraic groups II, notes, v3. AMS Open Math Notes (2017)

8. Chevalley, C.: The Algebraic Theory of Spinors and Clifford Algebras. Collected Works. Vol. 2, Edited
and with a Foreword by Pierre Cartier and Catherine Chevalley, With a Postface by J.-P. Bourguignon.
Springer, Berlin (1997)

9. Conrad, B.: Reductive group schemes. In: Autour des Schémas en Groupes. Vol. I, Volume 42/43 of
Panor. Synthéses, pp. 93—444. Soc. Math. France, Paris (2014)

10. de Jong, A.J.: Counting elliptic surfaces over finite fields. Mosc. Math. J. 2(2), 281-311 (2002).
(Dedicated to Yuri I. Manin on the occasion of his 65th birthday)

11. de Jong, AJ., Robert, F.: On the geometry of principal homogeneous spaces. Am. J. Math. 133(3),
753-796 (2011)

12. Ekedahl, T.: An effective version of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem. In: Séminaire de Théorie des
Nombres. Paris 1988—1989, Volume 91 of Progress in Mathematics, pp. 241-249. Birkhiuser, Boston
(1990)

13. Jordan, S.E., Akshay, V., Craig, W.: Homological stability for Hurwitz spaces and the Cohen—Lenstra
conjecture over function fields. Ann. Math. (2) 183(3), 729-786 (2016)

14. Freitag, E., Kiehl, R.: Etale Cohomology and the Weil Conjecture, Volume 13 of Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)]Translated
from the German by Betty S. Waterhouse and William C. Waterhouse, With an historical introduction
by J. A. Dieudonné. Springer, Berlin (1988)

15. Fulman, J., Stanton, D.: On the distribution of the number of fixed vectors for the finite classical groups.
NN. Comb. 20(4), 755-773 (2016)

16. Grothendieck, A.: Eléments de géométrie algébrique. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. IV. Etude
locale des schémas et des morphismes de schémas. III 28, 255 (1966)

17. Grothendieck, A.: Revétements étales et Groupe Fondamental (SGA 1). Lecture notes in mathematics,
vol. 224. Springer, Berlin (1971)

@ Springer


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.7333v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.7859v1

686

T.Feng, A. Landesman, and E. Rains

18.
19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

Hall, C.: Big symplectic or orthogonal monodromy modulo /. Duke Math. J. 141(1), 179-203 (2008)
Ho, Q.P., LéHung, V.B.: BC Ngo,: Average size of 2-Selmer groups of elliptic curves over function
fields. Math. Res. Lett. 21(6), 1305-1339 (2014)

Huybrechts, D.: Lectures on K3 Surfaces. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 158.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2016)

Tllusie, L.: Théorie de Brauer et caractéristique d’Euler-Poincaré (d’apres P. Deligne). In: The Euler-
Poincaré characteristic (French). volume 82 of Astérisque, pp. 161-172. Soc. Math. France, Paris
(1981)

Katz, N.M.: Twisted L-Functions and Monodromy. Annals of Mathematics Studies, vol. 150. Princeton
University Press, Princeton (2002)

Katz, N.M.: Moments, Monodromy, and Perversity: A Diophantine Perspective. Annals of Mathematics
Studies, vol. 159. Princeton University Press, Princeton (2005)

Kneser, M.: Erzeugung ganzzahliger orthogonaler gruppen durch spiegelungen. Math. Ann. 255(4),
453-462 (1984)

Kowalski, E.: The large sieve, monodromy and zeta functions of curves. J. Reine Angew. Math. 601,
29-69 (2006)

Kowalski, E.: On the rank of quadratic twists of elliptic curves over function fields. Int. J. Number
Theory 2(2), 267-288 (2006)

Katz, N.M., Sarnak, P.: Random Matrices, Frobenius Eigenvalues, and Monodromy. American Mathe-
matical Society Colloquium Publications, vol. 45. American Mathematical Society, Providence (1999)
Landesman, A.: The geometric average size of Selmer groups over function fields. Algebra Number
Theory 15(3), 673-709 (2021)

Laumon, G.: Semi-continuité du Conducteur de Swan (d’apres P. Deligne). In: The Euler-Poincaré
Characteristic (French). Volume 83 of Astérisque, pp. 173-219. Mathematical Society of France, Paris
(1981)

Levin, D.A., Peres, Y., Elizabeth, L.W.: Markov Chains and Mixing Times. American Mathematical
Society, Providence: ( With a chapter by James G. Propp and David B, Wilson) (2009)

Milnor, J., Husemoller, D.: Symmetric Bilinear Forms. Springer, New York (1973). (Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 73 Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete,
Band 73)

. Jennifer, P., Bjorn, P., John, V., Melanie, M.W.: A heuristic for boundedness of ranks of elliptic curves.

J. Eur. Math. Soc. 21(9), 2859-2903 (2019)

Poonen, B., Rains, E.: Random maximal isotropic subspaces and Selmer groups. J. Am. Math. Soc.
25(1), 245-269 (2012)

Park, S.W., Wang, N.: Average size of Selmer group in large q limit. arXiv:2102.00549v2 (arXiv
preprint) (2021)

Serre, J.-P.: Quelques applications du théoréme de densité de Chebotarev. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci.
Publ. Math. 54, 323-401 (1981)

Serre, J.-P.: Lectures on the Mordell-Weil Theorem. Aspects of Mathematics. Translated from the
French and edited by Martin Brown from notes by Michel Waldschmidt, With a foreword by Brown
and Serre, 3rd edn. Friedr. Vieweg & Sohn, Braunschweig (1997)

Silverman, J.H.: Advanced topics in the arithmetic of elliptic curves. 151:xiv+525 (1994)

Silverman, J.H.: The Arithmetic of Elliptic Curves, Volume 106 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics,
2nd edn. Springer, Dordrecht (2009)

Taylor, D.E.: The Geometry of the Classical Groups. Sigma Series in Pure Mathematics, vol. 9. Hel-
dermann Verlag, Berlin (1992)

Ulmer, D.: Elliptic curves and analogies between number fields and function fields. In: Heegner Points
and Rankin L-Series, Volume 49 of Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pp. 285-315. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge (2004)

Ulmer, D.: Geometric non-vanishing. Invent. Math. 159(1), 133-186 (2005)

Verdier, J.-L: A duality theorem in the etale cohomology of schemes. In: Proceedings of Conference
on Local Fields (Driebergen, 1966). Springer, Berlin, pp 184—198 (1967)

Wilson, R.A.: The Finite Simple Groups. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 251. Springer, London
(2009)

Yun, Z., Zhang, W.: Shtukas and the Taylor expansion of L-functions (II). Ann. Math. (2) 189(2),
393-526 (2019)

Zassenhaus, H.: On the spinor norm. Arch. Math. 13, 434451 (1962)

@ Springer


http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.00549v2

The geometric distribution of Selmer... 687

46. Zywina, D.: The inverse Galois problem for orthogonal groups. arXiv:1409.1151v1 (arXiv preprint)
(2014)

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps
and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer


http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.1151v1

	The geometric distribution of Selmer groups of elliptic curves over function fields
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Summary of Selmer spaces
	3 The precise monodromy of Selmer spaces
	4 The distribution of `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603ASelell
	5 Markov properties
	6 Proofs of the main theorems
	Acknowledgements
	References




