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We continue our study on the elliptic curve discrete logarithm problem over finite
extension fields. We show, among others, the following results:

For sequences of prime powers (¢;);en and natural numbers (7;);en With
n; — oo and n; /log(g;)* — 0 for i — oo, the discrete logarithm problem in the
groups of rational points of elliptic curves over the fields [Fqlf'i can be solved in
subexponential expected time (q;' 1y,

Let a, b > 0 be fixed. Then the problem over fields F4», where ¢ is a prime
power and 7 a natural number with a -log(¢)'/? < n < b -log(g), can be solved
in an expected time of ¢?(oz(@™¥®)

1. Introduction

In our previous work [Diem 2011b] we have shown that there exist sequences of
finite fields over which the elliptic curve discrete logarithm problem can be solved
in subexponential expected time in the bit-length of the input.
In this work, we strengthen those results. We show that for larger classes of
ground fields the problem can still be solved in subexponential expected time.
Recall that the main result from [Diem 2011b] is as follows.

Theorem 1. The discrete logarithim problem in the groups of rational points of
elliptic curves over finite fields F4n can be solved in an expected time of

Omax(log(q), n2))

Here and in the following, ¢ is always a prime power and n a natural number.

It follows from this theorem that, for any two sequences (¢;);en and (72;);en of
prime powers and natural numbers with n; — oo and n; /log(g;) — 0 for i — oo,
the discrete logarithm problem in the groups of rational points of elliptic curves
over the fields F4" can be solved in an expected time of (q?i )"(1).

The main result of this work is the following stronger theorem.
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Theorem 2. The discrete logarithim problem in the groups of rational points of
elliptic curves over finite fields F4n can be solved in an expected time of

e@(max(log(q), n- log(q)l/z, n3/2)) ‘

Note here that

log(q)  forn<log(q)"/?,
max(log(q). n- (log(q)) /2. n*?) = A n-(log(¢))"/?  for log(q)"/? <n <log(q),
n3/2 for log(g) <n.

Theorem 2 gives the following results.

(1) Let sequences of prime powers (¢; );en and natural numbers (72;);en With ¢; — 00
and n; /log(g;)* — 0 for i — oo be given. Then the discrete logarithm problem in
the groups of rational points of elliptic curves over the fields 4" can be solved in
an expected time of

(q{li)o(l)‘
1
(i) Let B € [%, 1] and a, b > 0 be fixed. Let
1 1 1 +
o= e =
26 +1 2 B4+1 B+

Then the discrete logarithm problem in the groups of rational points of elliptic
curves over finite fields Fg» with

=

=

and y:=1-

—

a-log(q)® <n <b-log(q)” (1)
can be solved in an expected time of
o0og(g")”)
Note that o < % (with equality if § = %), and y is maximal if ¢« = 8 = %, and
then it is equal to %

As a special case we obtain that for a, b > 0 the discrete logarithm problem in
the groups of rational points of elliptic curves over finite fields Fg» with

a-log(@)'? =n = b-log(q)
can be solved in an expected time of e®(0g(@ DR
(iii) Let B €[1,2) and a, b > 0 be fixed. Let
_2-p

o:=—— and y:=

3p

N W

P
1+
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Then the discrete logarithm problem in the groups of rational points of elliptic
curves over finite fields Fg» with

a-log(q)® <n < b-log(q)?

can be solved in an expected time of

0log(@")?)

The first statement follows immediately from Theorem 2.

The derivation of the second statement from Theorem 2 is as follows:

We have 8 = (y—%)/(l —y)anda=1/y —1.

The first inequality in (1) is equivalent to n > a-log(¢)'/¥~!, and this is equivalent
to (1/a") - (nlog(q))” = log(q).

The second inequality is equivalent to 5'~7 -log(g)?~'/2 > n'~7, and this is
equivalent to b7 - (nlog(¢))? > n-log(q)'/2.

Additionally, except if ¢ = 2, we have log(¢) > log(¢)? > (1/b) - n and thus
n-log(q)'/? = (1/b)-n3/2.

The results now follow with Theorem 2.

We now show how the third statement follows from Theorem 2. We have
B=2y/(3—2y) and—as above—a = 1/y — 1.

For the range a -1og(¢)* < n <log(g), the result follows from the second point,
so we consider the range log(¢q) <n < b-log(¢)?. We have n < b-log(q)2¥/3=27),
that is, n3/27Y < b3/277 .log(q)" . With other words: n3/2 < b3/277 . (n-log(q))? .

As an application of Theorem 2 we now consider the discrete logarithm prob-
lem in the groups of rational points of elliptic curves over finite fields of a fixed
characteristic p. We first remark that Theorem 2 does not give a nontrivial result if
q is set to p and n is set to the absolute extension degree of the ground field. We
therefore consider a factorization of the absolute extension degree in the form mun;
that is, we write the cardinality of the ground field in the form p™”. We can then
regard both m and n as the extension degree. One sees that it is advantageous to
regard n as the extension degree provided that n < m and m as the extension degree
otherwise. In this way one obtains:

Theorem 3. Let p be a fixed prime number. Then the discrete logarithm problem in
the groups of rational points of elliptic curves over finite fields Fpmn can be solved
in an expected time of

e@(max(m,n,min(m.nl/Zyn -m!/2)))
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Here we have
m forn < ml/z,

1/2 1/2

n-m for m <n=<m,

- 1/2 1/2
max(m, n, min(m - n 12 nem' ) = 12 1/2
m-n for n <m=<n,

n formfnl/z.

For any fixed prime number p, Theorem 3 gives the following results:

@iv) Let (m;)ien and (n;)ijen with m;, n; — oo for i — oo. Then the discrete
logarithm problem in the groups of rational points of elliptic curves over the finite
fields [Fpm,-n,- can be solved in an expected time of

(pm,-ni)o(l)‘

(v) Let o > 3 and a, b > 0. Then the discrete logarithm problem in the groups of
rational points of elliptic curves over finite fields Fpmn with

m<a-n® and n<b-m“

can be solved in an expected time of

mny1—1/(14a)
Ollog(p™™) )

Just as statement (i) above, statement (iv) is again immediate.
So we consider the last statement. Let o« > 3. Note first that 1 — + 5 = % =

lJr11 _. We have m! e < Ve mp som < al/0+®) . (mp)®/(1+) | Similarly,

n <al/A+®) (gp)*/ 1+ Moreover, 1— H—azi Thus, if n <m, then n-m'/% <

(mn)3/* < (mn)®/ 1+ Analogously, if m < n, then m -n'/? < (mn)2/ 1+,

Some more information on the results. We give here some more information on
the precise meaning of the statements above and similar statements throughout this
article.

First, we choose some concrete representation of the “abstract input instances”
(elliptic curves E over finite fields K and elements a, b € E(K) with a € (b)) by
bit-strings. Every “abstract instance” is then given by at least one and finitely many
bit-strings. Concretely, we represent elliptic curves by Weierstral3 equations, as
usual. We also choose some (uniform) randomized model of computation with an
appropriate complexity measure, for example, a usual randomized RAM model
with logarithmic cost function or a randomized Turing model.

For a function f from some infinite countable set S to R, we define the sets
0(f), 0, o( f) and Poly(f) as usual (for the latter see also [Diem 2011b]). We
note here that it makes no difference if .S is a subset of N or not.

The assertion in Theorem 1 is then as follows: there exists a machine in the given
model and a constant C > 0 such that, if the machine is applied to an instance of
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the elliptic curve discrete logarithm problem over a field [F4», the expected running
time is bounded by e€ -max(102(¢):7*) The assertions in Theorem 2 and Theorem 3
are analogous. We stress that the expected value concerns only the internal choices
of the computation; there is no averaging over input classes.

Statement (i) means the following: Let (¢;);en and (7;);en be given as indicated.
Then there exists a randomized machine and a sequence (¢;);ey With €; — 0 for
i — oo such that the expected running time of the machine if applied to an instance
over g is bounded by (q;” )€i. Statement (iv) is again analogous.

As usual, throughout this article we use the word “algorithm” instead of “ma-
chine”. Also as usual, we use the word “algorithm” in an informal way when we
outline a computation.

Outline. Just as the algorithm in [Diem 2011b], the algorithm for Theorem 2 is
based on the usual index calculus or relation generation and linear method. Again
we use multivariate polynomial systems over [, to obtain relations. The main
conceptual difference between the new algorithm and the previous algorithm is
that we enlarge the factor base. This enlargement causes some difficulties in the
analysis of the algorithm, and in order to complete the analysis we further modify the
definition of the factor base. We also employ a new algorithm to find decompositions.
Otherwise the index calculus algorithm in [ibid.] is not changed.

Below we outline a preliminary algorithm, and, on the basis of this algorithm,
we discuss under various heuristic assumptions why one should be able to obtain
an expected running time of ¢?(max(log(q), 10g@'®) | In the course of this work,
we will change the algorithm in various ways. Unfortunately, even with a modified
algorithm we cannot prove that one can obtain the expected running time one
might expect by heuristic considerations. Indeed, in odd characteristic we can
only complete the analysis under the condition that ¢” < ¢ for a suitable constant
¢ > 0. In even characteristic the situation is more fortunate and we can complete
the analysis if n¢ < ¢ for a suitable constant ¢ > 0. This does however not
lead to an improvement over the result in Theorem 3 applied to fields of even
characteristic.

The index calculus algorithm we employ has the same overall structure as the
one in [ibid.] (see Subsection 2.3 of that work). The changes we perform concern
the definition of the factor base (Steps 4 and 5 of that algorithm) and the relation
generation (Step 6), where a new decomposition algorithm is employed. Because
the overall structure of the algorithm stays the same, we will focus on the parts of
the index algorithm which need to be changed.

In the next section, we give the new algorithm for the constructions leading
to the definition of the factor base. In Section 3 we formulate a decomposition
problem adapted to the new situation and give an algorithm to solve the problem.
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In the fourth and last section, we prove that under suitable conditions on # and ¢
the probability that a uniformly randomly distributed point P € E(F4n) leads to a
relation between P and factor base elements is large enough. In the last part of this
section, we indicate how Theorem 2 can be obtained. Additionally, in an appendix
we correct two misprints in our previous work [ibid.].

Throughout the article we use the same notation as in our previous work, with
the exception that we now denote an affine defining polynomial for the elliptic
curve by f(x, y).

The application of the scalar restriction functor, that is, the formation of Weil
restrictions, is crucial in this work. Furthermore, many arguments here are based
on the consideration of tangent spaces. Background information on these topics is
given at the end of this section. The reader should also be familiar with the first two
sections of [ibid.]. Additionally, we assume some familiarity with toric geometry
and its application to solving polynomial systems as given in [Fulton 1993], [Cox
et al. 2005] and in particular in [Rojas 1999].

A preliminary algorithm. The algorithm follows the usual “index calculus” strat-
egy: after some preliminary computations to determine the group structure, we fix
a so-called factor base, generate relations and finally solve the discrete logarithm
problem via linear algebra.

Just as in [Diem 2011b], the factor base is defined in an algebraic way, and the rela-
tions are obtained by solving systems of multivariate polynomial equations over [.

Let some instance of the problem with a prime power ¢, a natural number n > 2
and an elliptic curve E/F4n be given, where E is (as usual) given by an affine
Weierstrall equation in x and y with neutral element the point at infinity.

The definition of the factor base and the relation generation are as follows:

Let m be some natural number not exceeding 7, which will be optimized later,
andlet d := [n/m] and 6 := dm —n.

We choose some d-dimensional vector subspace U of the Fg4-vector space Fyn
and define the factor base by

F:={P e E(Fgn)|x(P)eU}.

Furthermore, if 7 is not divisible by m (that is, § # 0), we choose a (d — 1)-
dimensional vector subspace U’ of U and set

F :={P e E[g)|x(P)eU'}.
Given some element P € E(F,»), we want to find a relation

Pi4+-+Py=P
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with P; € ¥ fori =1,...,6 and P; € ¥ fori = §+ 1,...,m. The key idea is
again to find such relations by solving systems of polynomial equations over [F,.
One possibility to obtain such a system is via summation polynomials.

Recall that the (m + 1)-th summation polynomial with respect to the cover-
ing xg : £ — I]J’[%qn is an irreducible multihomogeneous polynomial S+ €
Fgn[X1, Y1, ..., Xiug1, Ying1] such that, for Py, ..., Ppyy € E(Fy), P+ +
Pyp1 = 0if and only if s, 1 (x| £ (P1). . ... X|E(Pp+1)) = 0; see Proposition 2.1
and Section 3 of [ibid.]. The (m + 1)-th affine summation polynomial with respect
to x| g is the dehomogenization of this polynomial with respect to Y1, ..., ¥p,. This
is a polynomial Sp,41(x1, ..., Xm+1) € Fgn[x1, ..., Xm41]

We choose a basis of F4 |F,. We expand the variables (or coordinates) x1, ..., X
over [, with respect to the basis. Then fori =1,...,dandi =35+1,...,m we
restrict the resulting systems of coordinates to U’ and U, respectively. In this way
the polynomial s,,11(x1,...,Xm, X(P)) gives rise to a system of n polynomials
in n variables. The polynomial s,,4 1 (X1, ..., Xm.x(P)) has degree 2! in each
variable and therefore total degree at most 72 - 2!, Therefore each polynomial in
the system has degree at most m2 - 2~ 1. It follows that “with multiplicities” the
system has at most (m - 2"~ 1)* = ;" . 2(m=1) 7 jsolated solutions over F,. Here
by an isolated solution we mean an isolated point of the scheme defined by the
system. (This can be seen by intersection theory in [P’”q, similarly to statement a)
in Proposition 2.5 of [ibid.].)

Now, with an algorithm by M. Rojas [1999], one can compute a list of solutions
of the system over [, containing all isolated solutions over [, in an expected time
of Poly(m™ - 2" m=1) .1og(q)) = Poly(e™" -10g(q)).

Let us assume that, for varying P, most solutions over [, of these systems are
indeed isolated. It is reasonable to estimate the size of & as roughly qd and the size
of % as roughly ¢?~!. This indicates that the expected value of relations obtained
per try is in O(1/m!).

Disregarding the possibility that some of the relations generated might be linearly
dependent, we need roughly ¢ relations. This indicates an expected running time of

Poly(m! - "M@ d) — gpoy (nm-+loela) -n/m)

for the relation generation part.
The expected running time for the linear algebra part is merely Poly(e'°¢(@)-4),
Now, for m := min([/log(g)], n), we obtain, again on the basis of the above
heuristic arguments, a total expected running time of

Poly(emx0s@:n- /1),

We stress again that we have used various heuristic assumptions. The goal of the
rest of this work is to modify the algorithm in such a way that we can indeed prove
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the claimed expected running time for large input classes. As already stated, we are
however not able to establish the desired expected running time for all instances of
the problem.

Weil restrictions and the scalar restriction functor. Let us recall the definition of
the scalar restriction functor with respect to a finite field extension.

Let K|k be a finite field extension. Now let X be a quasiprojective K-scheme
of finite type. Then a representing object of the contravariant functor Z >
Homg (Z x; K, X) from the category of k-schemes to the category of sets is called
the Weil restriction of X with respect to K |k. We denote the representing k-scheme
by Resllg (X); as usual we also fix a corresponding natural transformation. A refor-
mulation of the definition is: The Weil restriction of X with respect to K|k is a k-
scheme Res,f (X) together with a morphism u : Res,f Xk = Resf X)xpx K—> X
satisfying the following universal property: For any k-scheme and any K-morphism
a:Zg = Z x; K — X there exists a unique k-morphism 8 : Z — Res,f(X)
with @ = u o fg. We denote 8 by a. Now, the formation of the Weil restriction
defines a functor from the category of quasiprojective K-schemes to the category
of quasiprojective k-schemes; this functor is called the scalar restriction functor.
Furthermore, if X is a group scheme, so is the Weil restriction in an obvious way.

In this work, we often use Weil restrictions of the affine line A}( = Spec(K[x]).
Note here that Res,f (A}()(k) ~ Al(K) = K. One sees easily the following: Let
b1,...,bn be a k-basis of K. Then A’ = Spec(k[xy, ..., x,]) together with the
universal morphism A% — A }(, given on Z-valued points for any K-scheme Z by
P+ x1(P)by+---+ xn(P)by, is a Weil restriction of A}c with respect to K |k (as
a group variety). The choice of a k-basis of K of course corresponds to choosing a
k-homomorphism K ~ k”.

We would like to have an explicit and canonical description of the Weil restriction
of A}c which does not depend on the choice of a basis. For this, let us define for any
finite-dimensional k-vector space V the polynomial algebra k[V] in the usual way:

KV]i=@ v .
i=0

For some finite-dimensional k-vector space V, let
A[V]:= Spec(k[V"]),

where V'V is the dual space of V. Now, for any k-algebra A, we have Ax[V](4) ~
Homy (VVY, A) ~ A ®; V in a natural way. Now, 4 ®; V is a k-vector space
and therefore in particular an abelian group. We obtain in this way a commutative
group structure on Ag[V]. Clearly, Ag[V](k) is isomorphic to (V, +) itself. The
association V' +— Ag[V] gives rise to a covariant functor from the category of
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finite-dimensional vector spaces over k to the category of affine group varieties
over k. Here, an injective homomorphism U — V gives a closed embedding
Ar[U] — Ag[V], and in particular, for a vector subspace U of V', Ag[U] is a group
subvariety of Ag[V].

As a special case of the preceding we have natural isomorphisms A [K](A) >~
A ®j K for any k-algebra A. Therefore Ax[K] is in a natural way a Weil re-
striction of A}( with respect to K|k. We remark that the universal morphism
u: Ag[K] xx K — A}( is given as follows: Ai[K] x; K is the affine scheme
defined by the K-algebra k[KV]®; K ~ @72, (KY)®» @ K, and the universal
morphism corresponds to a homogeneous element of degree 1 in the algebra,
that is, to an element of K ®; K. This vector space is naturally isomorphic to
the vector space of endomorphisms of K as a vector space over k. The univer-
sal morphism is the element of KV ®; K corresponding to the identity in this
space.

We also use Weil restrictions with respect to flat coverings, that is, finite and flat
morphisms. For this and also for other aspects of the scalar restriction functor we
refer to Subsection 4.1 of [Diem 2011b].

Tangent spaces and ramification. We make frequent use of homomorphisms be-
tween tangent spaces to address whether morphisms of schemes over fields are
unramified at rational points. For the convenience of the reader and because we
could not find a suitable reference, we make some general remarks here.

Let k be a field.

Let X be a k-scheme of finite type and P a k-rational point of X . Denoting by
k (P) the residue field at P, we have a canonical isomorphism k >~ «(P). We use
the latter notation if we regard k as an Oy, p-algebra.

The k-vector spaces Qy,p ®oy p» kK(P) and mp/m3 are canonically isomor-
phic; see [Hartshorne 1977, Chapter II, Proposition 8.7]. Either one of these
spaces is called the cotangent space at P. The Zariski tangent space or simply
tangent space of P in X is Tp(X) := Homy (mp /m%,,k). The formation of
the tangent spaces behaves well under base change via a field extension over
k. Let us note here that it is important that P is a k-rational point. A special
case which is of importance in this work is: for any finite-dimensional k-vector
space V we have a canonical isomorphism To(Ag[V]) >~ V; we identify these
spaces.

Let now X be a smooth k-scheme. Then the tangent sheaf of X is Ty := Qy =
Homg,, (R2x, Oy ). The canonical homomorphism

Tx,p =~ Homg, ,(Rx,p.0x,p) — Homgy ,(Qx, p,«(P))
~ Homy (Qx,p Qay p k(P), k) = Tp(X)
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induces a homomorphism of k-vector spaces
JO—X,P ®@X,P K(P) - TP(X)

As Qx p is (by assumption) a free Oy, p-module, this homomorphism is an isomor-
phism. We denote the image of t € Ty _p in Tp(X) by #(P).

Now let X and Y be arbitrary k-schemes of finite type, let f : X — Y be a
morphism of k-schemes and let P € X. Then the local ring of P in its fiber over
f(P)is @X,P/f#(mY,f(P))@X,P, and f is said to be unramified at P if this local
ring is a finite and separable «( f(P))-algebra. If f is unramified at P then it is in
particular quasifinite at P; that is, P is isolated in its fiber.

Let now P be a k-rational point of X. Then f is unramified at P if and only if
f #(my, f(p)) generates the maximal ideal of Oy, p. By Nakayama’s lemma, this
is the case if and only if the induced homomorphism between cotangent spaces
f* :mf(p)/m}(P) — mp/m%, is surjective. Therefore, f is unramified at P if and
only if the induced homomorphism between tangent spaces fx : Tp(X) — Tr(p)(Y)
is injective.

2. The factor base

2A. Some general thoughts. In [Diem 2011b] we first described the algorithm,
which is rather elementary, and later presented the geometric background, involving
in particular the role of the Weil restriction of the elliptic curve with respect to
[Fqn | [Fq .

This approach would also be possible here. However, we now present the
geometric background together with the description of the algorithm. The main
reason for this is that the conditions required for the definition of the factor base
are quite involved but closely related to geometric considerations.

We first make some remarks on the definition of the factor base in [ibid.].

Let an instance with a nontrivial extension of finite fields F4» |F, and an elliptic
curve E over [F4n be given, where an affine part of E is given by a Weierstral3
equation in x and y with degree 2 in x. Let k :=F; and K := Fn.

Then, in [ibid.], the factor base is defined as follows:

We fix a covering ¢ : £ — IP}( of degree 2 with ¢ o[—1] = ¢ satisfying a certain
condition (Condition 2.7 in [Diem 2011b]). Then the factor base % is the set

{P e E(K)| p(P) P! (k)}. 2

Now there exists a unique automorphism « of I]j’llc with ¢ = «a o x|g. The factor
base is then equal to

{PeEK)|xg(P)ea (P (k))}. 3)
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A geometric description of the definition of the factor base in (2) is as follows: Let
t=idg : [P’]lC — Res,f ([P’}C) be the morphism corresponding to the identity on [P’}(
under the universal property of the Weil restriction. This morphism is a closed
immersion; it might be called the canonical immersion.

We define V' by the diagram

VC—— Resf (E) 4)
jRes,{,( ()

P}c(% Res]f ([FD}C)

being Cartesian; cf. [ibid., Subsection 4.3]. Then, under the canonical isomor-
phism E(K) ~ Res,f (E)(k), the factor base F corresponds to V (k). Recall here
that as the morphism ¢ : £ — IP’}( is a flat covering of degree 2, the morphism
Res,f (@) : Res,f (E) —> Res,f ([P’}() and the induced morphism V — [FD}C are flat
coverings of degree 2".

From a geometric point of view, the equivalence of the two descriptions of the
factor base via (2) and (3) follows from the commutativity of the diagram

VC———= ResK (E)
L lRes{f(xE)
P} ——— Resf (PL) Resf ()

\ lRes,’f(a)

Res,f ([P’IK).

Note here that, by the universal property of the Weil restriction of [P’}( with respect

to K|k, the immersions [P’]lC — Res,f ([P’}() correspond exactly to the automorphisms

of P} (via @ — a@). Thus, instead of varying the covering ¢ : E — Py in the

construction of the factor base, we could also have varied the immersion of I]j’llc into
K 1

Res; (Pg).

2B. The preliminary definition of the factor base. We now give some geomet-
ric background on the definition of the factor base in the preliminary algorithm
outlined in the introduction. We conclude this subsection with a wish list on the
geometric objects related to the definition of the factor base. This then leads to a
modification of the construction of the factor base which is described in the next
subsection.
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Let E, be the “affine part” of E; that is, E, := x|_E1 (A}(). Furthermore, as
already mentioned above, let m be some natural number not exceeding 7 and let
d:=[n/m]and § :=dm—n.

In the preliminary algorithm in the introduction we defined the factor base as
follows: we fix a d-dimensional k-vector subspace U of K, and we set

F:={P e Eo(K) | x(P)e U}

We now give a geometric description. As mentioned in the introduction, the
inclusion U — K gives rise to a closed immersion A [U] — Ag[K], and thus
Ag[U] is a group subvariety of Ax[K] = Res,f (A}(). Defining V, C Res]f(E) by
the diagram

Va—— Resf (Eq) 5)

l lResf(an)

AU A¢[K]

being Cartesian, the factor base corresponds to V, (k).

In the preliminary algorithm, we also have a (d — 1)-dimensional k-vector
subspace U’ of U, defining a subset & of %. We define V, analogously to V,
with Ag[U] being substituted by Az[U’]. Then & corresponds to V/ (k). As the
maps V, — A and V] — A’ are finite flat, every irreducible component of V, has
dimension m and every irreducible component of ¥, has dimension m — 1; see
[Hartshorne 1977, Chapter 111, Corollary 9.6].

Now, we would like that the following conditions on V, and V are satisfied:

(1) The addition morphism (Res,f (E)" — Res,f (FE) induces a dominant mor-
phism from every irreducible component of (Va/)5 X Va’"_‘s to Res,f (E).

(2) There exists an (absolute) constant ¢ > 0 such that V,(k) contains at least
¢-q% points and V, (k) contains at least ¢ - ¢~ points.

Note that dim((V})® x V*=%) = n and therefore the statement in the first item
implies that the morphism (Va’)5 X Vam_8 — Res,f (E) is generically finite.

With a randomized algorithm it is straightforward to construct in an efficient
way U and U’ such that the second item is satisfied.

For d = 1, the morphism (Va/)‘s X I/'a’”_‘S — Resf (FE) is surjective and therefore, if
V, and V are irreducible, the first item is satisfied; see [Diem 2011b, Remark 4.21].
However, for d > 1, we cannot even give an example for which we can prove that
the first condition holds. For this reason, we modify the definition of the factor base.

2C. The essential modification. We now discuss the modification of the construc-
tion of the factor base.
We impose the following condition.
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Condition 2.1. The point 0 € IP}( is not a branch point of x|g : E — IP}( and its
preimage in E consists of two K-rational points.

Note that, for ¢” > 16, there exist at least 5 K-rational points on E, so there
exists a point in E(K) which is not a ramification point. In the algorithm for the
definition of the factor base, we first pass to a projectively equivalent elliptic curve,
also given in Weierstrall form with the point at infinity being the neutral element,
such that the condition is satisfied. We then fix k-vector subspaces U; of K of
dimension d — 1 fori = 1,...,§ and of dimension d fori =38 + 1,...,m such
that we have a decomposition

KZ@U,‘ (6)

and such that some further conditions are satisfied; see Section 2E below. With
Fi:={P € Eq(K) | x(P) € Ui —{0}}, (N
we define the factor base as

m
7= )% (8)
i=1

Later, for P € E(K), we search for a relation of the form
Pi+---+Py=P
with P; € &;.

We now apply the geometric considerations of the previous subsection here.
Decomposition (6) gives rise to a decomposition

Ar[K] = EP ArlUi] )

i=1
in the category of commutative k-group varieties. Decomposition (6) is then

obtained from (9) by taking k-valued points.
Similarly to above, we define V; C Res,f (E,) via the diagram

Vie— Res,f(Ea)

]

A [Ui]———— A¢[K]

being Cartesian. Note that the morphism Reslf (E,) — A[K] is a flat covering of
degree 2" which is unramified at 0 € Ay [K]. As flatness and unramifiedness are
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stable under base change, the morphism V; — A [Uj] is a flat covering of degree 2"
which is unramified at 0 € A [U;] too. In particular, V; has the same dimension as
the vector space U;.

Let

am : Resk (E)™ — ResK (E) (10)
be the m-fold addition morphism and
i Vi X+ X Vi — ResK (E) (11)

be the restriction of a,, to V7 x--- x V. Let Py be one of the two points of E(K)
which are mapped to 0 by x|g.
Note that Res,f ((Pg)®) = 0. In particular, (Py)e is a k-rational point of all V;.

Proposition 2.2. The morphism a,, is unramified at (Py)@, - . -, (Po)®)-

Remark 2.3. As unramifiedness is an open property, we obtain: a}, is unramified
in an open neighborhood of ((Py)@,- .., (Py)e). Every irreducible component of
Vi x---x Vp, has dimension n (because we have a flat covering of V7 x--- XV,
to Ag[K]). Thus the morphism a}, is dominant. If furthermore Vi, ..., V}, are
irreducible, ), is generically unramified.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. We wish to show that

@) = T(Po)os oo (P)) (V1 X+ X Vin) = T (Py) (Resft (E))

is an isomorphism.

As the morphism Res,f (x|g) is unramified at (Pp)@, it induces an isomorphism
of tangent spaces

T(Py)o (ReSK (Eq)) <> To(Ak[K]). (12)

Decomposition (9) induces a decomposition of tangent spaces To(Ag[K]) =
@;”:1 To(Ax[U;]) which is nothing but the original decomposition of vector spaces
K = @;Z, U;. Under isomorphism (12), T(py) (Vi) corresponds to To(Ag[U;]).
Therefore, we have the decomposition

T(Po)o (Resg (Ea)) = €D Tipyo (Vi) (13)

i=1

By the next lemma, we have the following commutative diagram whose vertical
maps are isomorphisms:
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(@m)«

K K
T((P())©, ., (Po)@®) (Resk (E)m) Tm(Po)© (Resk (E))

((Pl)*,-n,(lhn)*)l T(r(ml)-(Po)@)*

(T(Po)@ (Reslf (E)))m T(P0)© (Reslf (E))

Here p; : Res,f (EY" - Res,f (FE) is the projection to the i-th coordinate and the
map ) : T(p,) ©(Res/f (E)) = T(Py)e (Resf (E)) is the addition of the k-vector
space T(py)q (Res,f (E)).

By restriction of the horizontal maps we obtain the commutative diagram

(am)*
T(P)@s - (P0)@) (V1 X+ X Vi) Tn(Po)o (Rest (E))
l ](T(m—l)-(PO)@)*
T(Poyo (V1) X+ X T(py)o (Vim) T(po)o (Resg (E))

Because of decomposition (13), the addition maps T( py)o (V1) XX T(py) e (Vin)
bijectively to 7 py) (Res,f (FE)). This gives the desired statement. O

In the following lemma, we use this notation: Let U, V, W be k-vector spaces.
Ifthen o : U — W and ¢ : V — W are k-linear maps, we denote the induced map
UxV —->Wby(p v).Ilfo: W — U and ¢ : W — V are k-linear maps, we
denote the induced map W — U x V by (f;)

Lemma 2.4. Let k be a field.

(a) Let X1, X, be two k-schemes, and let Py € X1(k), P, € X5(k). Let us assume
that X, is smooth at Py and X, is smooth at P,. The points P; give rise to
closed immersions 1; : X;i — X1 X Xp. Let p; : X1 X X — Xj be the canonical
projections. Then the maps

((t1)x (©2)%) : Tp (X1) X Tp,(X2) — T(p,,p,y) (X1 X X2)

and
(g;g:) TPy, py) (X1 X X2) = TPy (X1) X Tp,(X2)

are isomorphisms of k-vector spaces which are inverse with respect to each
other.

(b) Let A be an abelian variety over k with addition morphisma: Ax A — A and
neutral element O. Let 1; : A — A X A be the two canonical immersions. Then
the map ax o ((t1)x (12)x) : To(A) x To(A) — To(A) is the addition on the
k-vector space To(A).
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(¢) Let A be an abelian variety over k and P € A(k). Then we have a commutative
diagram

Tp(Ax A) —=— T, p(A)

() .

Tp(A) x Tp(A) —= Tp(A).

where the lower map Y : Tp(A) x Tp(A) — Tp(A) is the addition morphism
on the k-vector space Tp(A).

Proof. (a) The k-linear map

((Pl)*)
((Ll)* (LZ)*) (P2)*
Tp (X1) X Tp,(X2) ————>T(p, P, (X1 x Xo) ————Tp,(X1) X Tp, (X2)

is obviously the identity. As the dimensions of these k-vector spaces are the same,
the two maps in (a) are both isomorphisms.

(b) We only have to check that the k-linear map ax o ((¢t1)x (t2)s) : To(A) %
To(A) — To(A) agrees with the addition (which is also k-linear) on the first
and second factor. But restricted to factor i, a« o ((t1)« (t2)«) becomes ax o (¢;)«,
which is the identity, just as is the addition when restricted to one of the factors.

(c) Let us consider A4 as an abelian variety with P as neutral element, and let ap
be the addition law. Then ap = t_p o a. The commutativity of the diagram then
follows from (b). g

2D. Irreducibility. If the characteristic is odd, in order to complete the analysis
of the relation generation procedure, we need that the V; are irreducible. In this
subsection, we give some theoretical background for the algorithmic construction
of the V; such that they are indeed irreducible.

All the statements in this subsection are valid except in the case that the char-
acteristic is 2 and the j-invariant of E is 0, or, in other words, except if E is a
supersingular elliptic curve in characteristic 2. So let us assume that it does not
hold that the characteristic is 2 and j = 0.

Lemma 2.5. Let U be a vector subspace of K, and let V,; be defined as in (5).
If Ap[U] contains an irreducible scheme containing 0 whose preimage in Vg is
irreducible, then Vy is irreducible. Likewise, if Ap[U] contains a geometrically
irreducible scheme containing 0 whose preimage in V, is geometrically irreducible,
then V, is geometrically irreducible.

Proof. Assume that V is not irreducible, and let Va(l) and Va(z) be two irreducible
components of V. Let s{ €Ay [U] be the étale locus of the flat covering V; — Ax[U]
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and V', its preimage on V. By Condition 2.1 the covering £, — A}( is unramified
at 0. Thus so is the covering Res,f (Egz) = Ag[K] and the induced covering
Va — Ag[U]. Thus 0 is contained in s. In particular, s is nonempty and thus a
nonempty open part of Az[U].

Fori =1, 2, the map Va(i) — A[U] is surjective. (As the map Va(i) — Ay [U] is
flat and finite, by [Hartshorne 1977, Chapter III, Corollary 9.6], Va(i) has the same
dimension as Ag[U]. The dimension of Va(i) is equal to the dimension of its image.
Thus the dimension of the image is equal to A [U]. Therefore the map is dominant.
As the map is finite, it is in particular closed, and therefore the image is equal to
Ag[U]).) Therefore Va(i) contains a preimage of 0. Let °Vg) be the preimage of o in
Va(i). Then °V§,i) is a nonempty open part of Va(i) which contains a preimage of 0.

As Ag[U] is smooth, so is &, and, as furthermore V" — o is étale, V' is also
smooth. It follows that °V[(11) and °V[(12) are disjoint.

Let now S be an irreducible subscheme of Ay [U] as in the first claim of the
lemma. As V,; — Ag[U] is unramified at 0 and 0 € S by assumption, S N« is a
nonempty open part of S. It follows that the preimage of S N s is a nonempty
open part of the preimage of S’ and thus also irreducible. Therefore it is contained
in either °sz1) or °Vf,2). On the other hand, as it contains all preimages of 0, it has
nontrivial intersection with both °V§11) and °V§12) , a contradiction.

The second claim follows via base change to k. O

In the algorithm, we first search for 1-dimensional k-vector subspaces 7; of
K such that the preimages of Ag[T;] in Res,f (E,) with respect to Resf (x1E,)
are geometrically irreducible. Then we search for suitable k-vector subspaces
U; of K containing 7;. The preimages V; of the corresponding group subvari-
eties Ax[U;] of Ax[K] then contain Ag[7;] and are therefore geometrically irre-
ducible.

To choose the spaces 7; we employ ideas from the first subsection of this section
and of our previous work.

Let u € K*, and let us consider the vector subspace 1~ ! -k of K and the
associated group subvariety A[u~! - k] of A¢[K]. Furthermore, let W, be the
preimage of A[u~! - k] in Res]f(Ea).

Clearly, the group subvariety A[;z~! - k] is the image under the closed immersion
A}c — Ay[K] induced by the injective homomorphism of vector spaces k — K,
a +— 1~ 'a. This morphism can also be given as follows: Let oy 1= pux : A}c — A}(.
Then the morphism A} — Ax[K] is equal to (a; ) e.

We now essentially apply the considerations of Section 2A here, restricting
ourselves to the “affine parts”. We set ¢4 := g o x|g,. Now W is the preimage
of L(A}c) in Res,f (E,) with respect to the covering Res,f (¢q)- This is very closely
related to the situation studied in [Diem 2011b, Section 2.2] — the only difference is



1298 Claus Diem

that here we use automorphisms of the group variety A}( instead of automorphisms
of IP’}( and we restrict ourselves to the “affine parts”.

Lemma 2.6. There are more than q" —3(n— 1) - ™2 elements u € K* such that,

with W, as defined as above, W, is geometrically irreducible.

Proof. By assumption on k and E, the covering x|g : Ef — IPII; has two or four
branch points, one of which is at infinity. Thus there are exactly one or three branch
points not equal to infinity.

LetAy,....As €F 60 —{0}, with s € {1,3}, be the branch points of x| g, : (Ea)j —>A}€.
Let u€ K* and let & := px. Then the branch points of @ o x|, : (Eq)f — A}; are
UA1L, ..., uAs. Therefore Condition 2.7 from [ibid.] is equivalent to the following
condition.

Condition 2.7. There exists an i = 1,...,s such that, for j = 1,...,n — 1,
(uri)? #{phy. ... phs).

As shown in [ibid., Proposition 4.9], if this condition is satisfied, W, is geomet-
rically irreducible.

We are interested in the probability that, for j = 1,...,n — 1, (uh)? ¢
{HAy, oo pthsh. _

For j=1,...,n—=land{=1,...,s, the condition (ur1)? = phy is equivalent
to ;qu_lA = )L(/)\“f]. As the cardinality of the kernel of the map K* — k*,
a — a?’ 71 is q&dU>m) _ | (see next lemma), there are either no or exactly
q&4G>m _ | such elements .

The situation is now very similar to the situation in [ibid., Lemma 2.10]: in total
there are at most s - Z;’;} (¢&4U-m _ 1) elements u for which the condition in the
lemma is not satisfied.

Now a crude estimate is that s - Z;’;} qedUm=1 < g (n—1) .42, O

Lemma 2.8. Let g be a prime power and m, n € N. Then ¢™ — 1| ¢" — 1 if and
only if m | n. Moreover ged(g™ —1,¢" — 1) = ¢&dtmn) _ |,

Proof. If m | n then clearly ¢™ — 1| ¢" — 1. So assume that ¢ — 1 | ¢" — 1. For
ac [FZW, we have 4" ~! = 1 and by assumption also ¢?" ~! = 1. But this means
that a € [FZ,,. Thus Fg4m is a subfield of 4 and thus m | n.

For the second statement, consider the set G := {a € Fyn | a4 = 1}. On the
one hand, as G is a subgroup of the cyclic group [F;m, it has ged(¢™ —1,4" — 1)
elements. On the other hand, G U {0} is a subfield of F,», and therefore there exists
some a | n with #G = g% — 1. The result now follows with the first statement. [J

m—1

2E. The algorithm for the factor base. Let a field extension K|k as above, an
elliptic curve E/ K, two points 4, B € E(K) with B € (A) as well as m € N with
2 <m <n be given, where #K > 16. As always, let d := [n/m] and § := dm —n.
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We first choose — with a randomized algorithm — some point Py € E,(K)
which is not a ramification point of x|g and pass from E to its image under the
automorphism of IP’%( givenby P=(X(P):Y(P): Z(P))—~ (X(P)—x(Py)Z(P):
Y(P): Z(P)). Let E be the resulting curve. This is again a curve in Weierstra
form, X\ g is unramified above 0 and the preimage of 0 consists of two K-rational
points. Clearly, this computation can be performed in an expected time which is
polynomially bounded in log(¢").

So let us now assume that there exists a K-rational point of £ which is unramified
under x| g and mapped to 0.
Given an instance as described, we would like to compute a decomposition

m
K:@U,—

i=1

with dim(U;) =d —1fori =1,...,6 and dim(U;) =d fori =§+1,...,m such
that

* #{P € Ea(K) | x(P) € Ui —{0}} = 4¢“™ ),

e if char(k) is odd: Vq,..., V}, are irreducible.

The factor base is then defined as described in (7) and (8) above.

We now give an algorithm for the task just mentioned under the condition that

m <n/2 and g > 4. This is sufficient for the algorithm for Theorem 2.

Algorithm to compute a suitable decomposition of K

Input: A field extension Fgn|F, with ¢ > 4, an elliptic curve E/Fgn in
Weierstrall form with respect to x and y such that there is a K-rational point
of E which is unramified under x|g and mapped to 0, two points

A, B € E(F4n) with B € (4) and a natural number m with 2 <m <n/2.

Output: A decomposition Fgn = P7L, U; with dim(U;) =d —1fori=1,...,8
and dim(U;) =d for i =8+ 1,...,m such that the conditions mentioned above
are satisfied.

(1) If ¢ is not a power of 2

Fori=1,...,mdo
Repeat
Choose p; € 7, uniformly at random.
Until w; is not contained in (Ty,...,T;—1) and u; satisfies
Condition 2.7.

Let T‘l (—[,Ll_l '[Fq <|]:qn.
If ¢ is a power of 2, let T; < {0} fori =1,...,m.
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(2) Let d < [n/m] and § <~ dm —n.

Fori=1,...,mdo
If i <6, let e <~ d —1, otherwise let e < d.
Repeat

Compute an [Fy4-vector subspace U; of Fg4n which is uniformly
randomly chosen from the set of e-dimensional [F,-vector subspaces
of Fyn containing T; with intersection {0} with
U+ +U 1+ T+ + Ty

Until {E4(Fgn) | x(P) € U; —{0}} contains at least %-qe elements.

(3) Output Uy, ..., Up.

Remark 2.9. We represent [, -vector subspaces of [F4» by bases over [;. Therefore
the definition of 7; is computationally void; we inserted it only to be able to reason
about 7; later.

Note here that, at the end of each iteration of the for-loop in Step 2, we have
adirectsum U; @---@QU; ®Ti4+1 ®---® Ty, inside K, where, for j =1,...,1,
U; contains 7, dim(Uj) =d —1if j <6 and dim(U;) = d if j > §. The
vector space T; corresponds to a 1-dimensional group subscheme of Az[K] whose
preimage in Res,f (E) is geometrically irreducible by the arguments in Lemma 2.6.
By Lemma 2.5, V; is then also geometrically irreducible. Therefore an output of
the algorithm defines a decomposition K = @], U; which satisfies the conditions
given above.

We remark here that the algorithm itself is much more elementary than the
geometric arguments.

The main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 2.10. For2 <m <n/2 and q > 4, following the above algorithm, one
can compute a decomposition of K with the desired properties in an expected time
of Poly(n - q%) = Poly(n - g"'™).

Proof. We only have to consider the expected running time. For this, we discuss
the steps of the algorithm.

Step 1. Let ¢ be odd. We consider, for a particular iteration of the for-loop, the
expected value of iterations of the repeat-loop.

As i <m, the space (T,..., Tj_1) contains at most ¢”"~! < ¢"/? elements. By
Lemma 2.6, there are at least ¢" —3(n— 1) - ¢g"/% — "/ > ¢" —3n - ¢"/? elements
w € K* which do not lie in (77,..., T;—;) and which satisfy Condition 2.7. The
probability that this is satisfied is therefore at least 1 — 3n/¢"™/2. For n > 4 and
g > 4, which is the case by assumption, this is at least 1 —3n/2" > 1 — % = %.
The expected value of iterations of the repeat-loop is therefore at most 4. We can
obtain an expected running time which is polynomially bounded in 7 - log(g).
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Step 2. We always have e > 2. In the repeat-loop, the space U; can be computed in
an expected time which is polynomially bounded in # - log(g) by the next lemma.
The counting of the set { E4(F4n) | x(P) € U; —{0}} can be performed in a time
which is polynomially bounded in ¢¢. The expected number of repetitions of the
loop is at most 14 by Lemma 2.12 below. The expected running time of Step 2 is
then polynomially bounded in qd . O

Lemma 2.11. Let S and T be two Fq-vector subspaces of Ty with S N T = {0}
and S +T < Fp, and let e € N with dim(T) < e <n—dim(S) be given. Then in
an expected time which is polynomially bounded in n -1log(q) one can compute an
Fq4-vector subspace U of [FZ which is uniformly randomly chosen from the set of

e-dimensional Fg-vector subspaces U of Fq with T CU and S NU = {0}.
Proof. Consider the following algorithm:

Input: Two Fg-vector subspaces S and 7" of [ with SNT = {0}, and e €N
with dim(7") < e <n—dim(S).

Output: An [Fg4-vector subspace U satisfying the conditions in the lemma.

Let vy, ..., Vgim(T) be the basis of T given with the input.
Fori =dim(7)+1,...,e do
Repeat

Choose v; € I uniformly at random.
Until v; € (vy,...,v;—1)+ S.
Output (vy,..., Ve).

Obviously the space (vq,..., Ve) is uniformly randomly distributed in the set
of e-dimensional subspaces U of Iy with 7 C U and S N U = {0}. The claimed
expected running time follows from the fact that the probability that v; is in the
(i — 1 + dim(S))-dimensional vector subspace is g~ D+dm(S)—n <1 /4 O

Lemma 2.12. For g > 4 and n > 4, elliptic curves E /Fgn in Weierstrafs form,
proper Fq-vector subspaces S and T of Fgn with dim(S) <n—2, SNT = {0} and
S+ T ¢ Fj and a natural number e with dim(T') < e < n —dim(S), the following
holds:

Let U be a uniformly randomly distributed vector subspace of [FZ of dimen-
sion e with T C U and S N U = {0}. Then, with a probability of at least 11—4,
#{P e Eqg(Fgn) | x(P)eU—{0}} > 1.4¢
Proof. Let first U be a uniformly randomly distributed e-dimensional [,-vector
subspace of Fyn. Then, as each point of Fy» — {0} has the same probability of
appearing in U, each point of Fg» — {0} has a probability of

q¢—1

q"—1
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to appear in U.
Likewise, if S, T and e are as in the lemma and U is a uniformly randomly
distributed e-dimensional vector subspace of Fg» with TC U and U N S = {0},

each point of Fgn — (S N T') has a probability of
im(T
q°¢ _qdllm( ) > l _qe—n
qn _ qdll’l’l(S) 2

to appear in U.
Let

P :={P € Ey([Fyn) | x(P)eS}, T:={PecEy(Fy)|x(P)ecT—{0}}
N :=#{P € Eq(Fgn) | x(P) € U —{0}}.

The expected value of NV, E[N], can be expressed as follows:

qe_qdim(T)
E[N]=#(Eq(Fgn) — (FUT))- q”—qm +#J
- qe _qdim(T) n n/2 dim(S)y 1 _e—n
_(#Ea(”:q”)_#g))‘mzw —2.g"°=2-q ) 5q°",

the last inequality by the Hasse—Weil bound.
Asg >4andn >4, 2.-¢"2 < %-q”. As g > 4 and dim(S) < n — 2,
2.¢9mS) < 2. 4n2 < %-q”. We obtain

E[N]> 3-¢°.

On the other hand, N <2-¢¢. The claimed bound on the probability that N > % -q°
now follows by the following elementary probability theoretic argument. We have

2. <E[N]J<P[N <$-¢°]-$-¢°+P[N = §-¢°]-2:¢°
and thus
LR FUIRELEES FURES B LR R

In other words,

=,
=
v
N
S
v
[~
O

After suitable k-vector subspaces U; of K have been computed, the sets &; :=
{P e Eyuyn)|x(P)eU;—1{0}} are enumerated and sorted for the elements in %F;
(such that given an element of %; one can easily find its number). The factor base
is then & := (7L, F;.

The total expected running time for all these computations is polynomially
bounded in 7 - qd .
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3. The new decomposition algorithm

Just as in the predecessor [Diem 2011b] to this work, the relation generation
relies on an algorithm to compute “decompositions”, and this algorithm is again
based on solving systems of multivariate polynomials over [F,. The definition of a
“decomposition” is however different in this work from the previous one. Moreover,
we do not use summation polynomials anymore, and, more generally, we do not use
the projection to a product of projective lines. The reason for this is that, by avoiding
the projection to projective lines, we can significantly improve the lower bound on
the success probability of the relation generation algorithm. This improvement is
crucial for the derivation of Theorem 2.

We start with some definitions.

As in the previous section, let g be a prime power, # a natural number at least
2, and let us set k := F; and K := F4n. Let E be an elliptic curve in Weierstraf}
form in x and y over K (with zero point at infinity), and let f(x, y) € K|[x, y]
be the defining polynomial of the affine part £,. (The notation for the defining
polynomial is different from the one in [ibid.].) Let us fix a direct sum decomposition
K= @;’;1 U; with m > 2 into k-vector subspaces. (In this whole section, we do not
impose any conditions on x| g or the direct sum decomposition of K, except that the
decomposition be nontrivial.) Let %; be defined as above. Finally, let P € E(K).

Definition 3.1. A tuple (P, ..., Py) € Fy X--- X Fpy, with Py +---+ Py = P is
called a decomposition of P with respect to the direct sum decomposition of K.

Let now V; be defined as in the previous section. Then, under the isomorphism
E(K) ~ Res,f (E)(k), the set of decompositions of P corresponds to the set of
tuples (Py, ..., Pm) € Vi(k)x---xVy (k) with ) ; P; = Pg and Res,f(x)(P,') #0.
This is nothing but the set of k-rational points ( Py, ..., Py,) of the fiber at Pg of
the morphism

Vix- X Vy —>Res,§(E)

induced by the addition morphism on Resf (E) with Res,f (x)(P;) #0foralli.
This leads to the next definition.

Definition 3.2. A decomposition (P, ..., Py) of P is called isolated if it corre-
sponds to an isolated (k-rational) point of the fiber (V7 x---x V) Pg Just considered.

The “new decomposition problem” is now the computational problem with the
following specification: The input consists of a prime power ¢, a natural number 7,
an elliptic curve £ C P%qn in Weierstrall form with respect to x and y and point
at infinity as zero point, a direct sum decomposition Fgn = @~ U; of F4n into
[F4-vector subspaces with m > 2 and a point P € E(F4n). The output consists of a
list of decompositions of P with respect to the direct sum decomposition of Fg4n,
containing all isolated decompositions.
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For the relation generation, the first crucial result is the following proposition.
Furthermore, we need a nontrivial lower bound on the probability that a uniformly
randomly distributed point in E(F4») has an isolated decomposition with respect
to the chosen decomposition of K, given that certain conditions are satisfied. Such
bounds are established in the next section.

Proposition 3.3. (a) There exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that the number
of isolated decompositions of some point P € E(Fgn) is at most eCmn,

(b) The “new decomposition problem” can be solved in an expected running time
which is polynomially bounded in e™" -1og(q).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition.

We now give some background information on the idea of the algorithm and
address claim (a). Computational aspects will be discussed later.

Let us fix an instance as specified in (b), and, as above, let K|k be the extension
of finite fields under consideration.

We first make the following assumption:

m
x(P) ¢l Ui
i=1
At the end of the section we will discuss an easy modification of the following
arguments and the algorithm for the case that x (P) € | Jj~, U;.

The main idea is to use the isomorphism E(K) ~ CI°(E). Let us use the
following notation (cf. [Silverman 1986]): For P € E(K), the prime divisor defined
by P is denoted by (P).

For points Py, ..., Py € E(K), we have ) ; P; = P if and only if there exists
a function g € K(E)* with (g) = (P1) + -+ (Pm) + (—P)— (m + 1) - (0).
Moreover, g is uniquely determined “up to a constant” by the points.

Let us assume that P # O. (For the case P = O, the following consid-
erations can easily be modified.) Let p; := 1, py; = xi, P2it1 = xi_ly
for i € N. Note that, for £ € N, (p1)|£,....(pe)|E is a basis of L(£0). Let
Ly:={(p1,....p0)N{f €klx,y]| f(—=P) =0}, and let g4, ..., gm be a basis
of Ly,41 suchthat gy, ... g;;—1 is a basis of Ly,. Then (g1)|g.....(gm) E is aba-
sisof L((m+1)-(0)—(—P)) and (gm)|E € L(m-O—(—P)). Now (P, ..., Py)is
a decomposition of P if and only if there exists a tuple (a1, . . . , &m—1) € K™ ! with

(&gm+Am—18m—1+-+-+a1g21) =(P1)+--+(Pp)+(=P)—(m+1)-(0). (14)

Furthermore, there exists at most one such tuple (a1, ..., &y,—1) in k™1, The
set of decompositions of P is thus in canonical bijection to the set of tuples
(@1seees U1, Py ..., Py) € K™~ Ix E™M(K) with x (P;) € U;—{0} such that (14)
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holds. Note that in any such tuple the points Py, ..., Py, P are distinct. (Recall
that x(P) ¢ | J_, U; by assumption).
Let us recall that the defining polynomial of E, is denoted by f. Let now
Sy = f(xiyi) € K[x1, y1.. - X Ym]

forall i = 1,...,m; the scheme V(f(),..., fon)) is therefore equal to E' in

Spec(K[X1, Y1, -+ Xm,s Ym))-
Let

hi=gm+am_1gm—1+---a181 € K[x,y,ay,...,am;_1]
and let
hay .= gm(Xi, yi) + am—18&m—1(xi, i) +---+ai1g1(xi, yi)
eK[al,...,am_l,x1,y1 ---,Xm»ym]

foralli =1,...,m.

The set of decompositions of P is then in canonical bijection to the set of
K-rational points (1, ...,u—1, P1,..., Pp) of the scheme V(/f)...., fim)
hay, ... hgny) inSpec(Klay,...,am—1,X1,V1:-- > Xm, Ym]) With x(P;) € U;—{0}
for all 7. Note that we have the canonical projection

V(fay s Sy Ry - hamy) = V@) - fomy) = EZ'S
given on Z-valued points for any k-scheme Z by
(Oll,...,(xm_l,Pl,...,Pm)H(Pl,...,Pm).

It is natural to pass to the Weil restriction of V( f(1),.... fom). A(1)s-- -+ im))
here. Let us first fix some notations: Let W be defined by the diagram

we—m——> Res,f(V(f(l), ey f(m)7 h(l)’ ey h(m)))

|

Vi X e X VipC (ResX (Eq)™
ApUg]x -+ X Ap [Up]© Ar[K]

being Cartesian. Now the k-rational points of W correspond exactly to the K-
rational points (a1, ...,0n—1, P1,..., Pm) of V(f1).-., fom). R1)ys - -2 Bmy)
with P; € U;.

We now give an explicit description of W via a polynomial system. This
description will serve as a basis for the algorithm.
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Let by,...,b, be a k-basis of K. (In the algorithm, such a basis is given
with the input.) With this basis, we now identify K with k" and also Ay[K]
with AZ. Moreover, fori = 1,...,m,let b 1,...,b; gim(w;) be a basis of U;. The
scheme W C Resf(V(f(l), oy Jom)- B y. - - hgmy)) can be described explicitly
as follows: Let the polynomials /) ; and f(;),;j fori =1,....m, j=1,...,n

ink[(ag,j )e=1,...m=1,j'=1,...ns ((Xir,j)jr=1,....aim@W;)> Vi, j))jr=1,..on)i’=1,....m]
be defined by

n dim(U;) n
h(i)(( ) ae,j/bj’) : Z xi,j'bjr, Z i, jbjr )= > hay,jbj.
j €=1,...,m—1 j=1

J'=1 j'=1

dim(U;)
f(z)( Z Xl,]’blj» Z J’zj’b ) Z f(l)]

/_1 / 1 /_1

We have isomorphisms

Vi = V((fi),j)j=1,...n) S Spec(k[Xi 1, ..., Xi dim@;)» Vi,1> -+ Vi,n))
and
> V((fiy.))izt,om, j=1, . ns (@), )i=1, sm, j=1,....n)

(which are canonical for the chosen basis).

The k-rational points of V((f(;),j)i=1,...m, j=1,....ns ("), j)i=1,...m, j=1,....n)
correspond in an obvious way to the K-rational points (ay,...,dm—1, P1,..., Pm)
of V(fa1y,---» fumy-h1y. - - - hgmy) with x(P;) € U;. Such points with x(P;) €

— {0} then correspond to the decompositions of P.

We have a polynomial system in 2mn variables and 2mn equations.

We want to obtain a suitable polytope which contains the exponents in the support
of the system.

Let us first consider the total degrees of /(;),; and f(;),; with respect to the three
systems of variables (ag, j/)¢, s> (Xis,j7)i,j and (i, jr)i, jo. Concerning the A, ;
we have: the total degree with respect to the ay_;/ is at most 1; the total degree with
respect to the x;/ j is at most [m/2]; the total degree with respect to the y;/ ;- is
at most 1. Concerning the f;) ; we have: the total degree with respect to the x;’_ ;/
is at most 3; the total degree with respect to the y; ;- is at most 2.

We now consider the ay ;- and the y;, j- as one system of variables and the x;- ;/
as another system of variables. So we have 2-(m — 1) -n variables in the first system
and the total degrees of all polynomials under consideration with respect to this
system are at most 2. Furthermore, we have n variables in the second system and
the total degrees with respect to this system are at mostmax(3, [m/2]).
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Let Ay :={x € [R{ﬁo | > ; xi < 1}. With a suitable numeration, the exponents
are contained in the polytope

P :=2-Agm_1).n X max(3, {%J) -Ap.

The toric variety J (P) defined by this polytope is [P’](czm_l) M P%- The volume
of the polytope is 2™~ " /(2m —1) - n)! - max(3, [m/2])"/n!. The system of
equations defines a system of sections of a line bundle on 7 (P), and the degree of
the 0-cycle in the Chow ring of J(P) defined by this system is (2mn)! times the
volume of the polytope; that is,

errnanl 3] ()
2 n
n n
<2@m=1)-n -max(3, L%J) .p2mn . H4mn -max(3, %) .

Therefore the scheme defined by the sections on & (P) associated to the equations
has at most 24" . max (3, m/2)" isolated k-rational points. We have a natural em-
bedding of Aim” into I (P), and the sections restrict to the equations under this em-
bedding. Thus the scheme V(( f(;),j)i=1,....m, j=1,...ns ("), j)i=1,....m, j=1,....n)
has at most 247" . max (3, m/2)" € ") jsolated k-rational points.

Let us now turn to algorithmic aspects: It is straightforward to compute a system
(f@),j)i=1,.om, j=1,...ns (hG),j)i=1,....m, j=1,...,n as above. We then use Rojas’
algorithm [1999] for sparse polynomial systems to determine all isolated & -rational
solutions. The input and output structure as well as the running time of the algorithm
are given in [ibid., Main Theorem 2.1]; all the following statements on the algorithm
refer to this theorem.

We apply the algorithm with the system of equations and the polytope P de-
fined above. The output of the algorithm is a system of univariate polynomials
hohq, ..., homn, the degrees of which are all bounded by the degree of the O-cycle
defined by the given system of sections in the Chow ring of J(P) and thus by
24mn . max(3,m/2)". By factoring i and applying the system /1, ..., ham,p to the
rational roots, we obtain a list of points in k2" This list consists of solutions to
the system and contains all isolated k-rational solutions of the system on Aim”.

The running time of Rojas’ algorithm is polynomially bounded in """ - log(q),
and in an expected time which is also polynomially bounded in e " -log(q) we
can factor the univariate polynomial 4. Explicitly, the running time of Rojas’
algorithm depends on mixed volumes of various systems of polytopes, all of which
are contained in the polytope P. Therefore these mixed volumes are also bounded
by 24" . max (3, m/2)".

We obtain the following intermediate result:
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Lemma 3.4.

(@) A system (f(iy,j)i=1,...m, j=1,...n» (@), j)i=1,...m, j=1,..,n @S above has
e9mn) isolated k-rational solutions.

(b) Given an instance of the “new decomposition problem”, one can compute
a system (f(i),j)i=1,...m, j=1,...n> N@@),j)i=1,...m, j=1,...,n as above and a
list of k-rational solutions, containing all isolated k-rational solutions, in an
expected time which is polynomially bounded in ¢™" -1og(q).

This is however not yet the statement we want to prove. Indeed, we still have to
show that in this way we can obtain a list of decompositions of P which contains
all isolated decompositions.

Let P € E;(K).
We first study the geometric fibers of the morphism

V(fays s Samyhays - ham) = V(). - fomy) = Eg'

Let (Py,..., Pp) € ET (k) such that the points Py, ..., Py, Pg are distinct. Then
there is at most one tuple (1, ..., 0y—1) € k™ such that (14) holds, depending on
whether ) °; P; = Pg or not.

Let now D be the closed subscheme of E} given on Z-valued points for any
k-scheme Z by

D(Z)={(Py.....Py) € E™(Z)|3i #i': Pi= Pyor3i: P, = P}.

Let T:= E;'—D and let S be the preimage of T'in V/(f(1),.... fim)>A(1)s- -+ H(m))-
Now the morphism S — 7 induces an injection on the sets of geometric points and
its image consists of those points (Py, ..., Py) € EV (k) with > i Pi=Po.

We consider the restriction of the m-fold addition morphism E™ — E to T.
Following the usual notation, let 7p be the fiber of this morphism at P. This is an
open subscheme of a scheme isomorphic to E™~ 1.

The morphism S — T induces a bijection S(k) — Tp (k). As Tp is reduced,
we have an induced morphism S — Tp.

We now pass to Weil restrictions. Note first that we again have the addition
Res,f (E)" —> Res,f (E) and the fiber (Res,f (E)"™) pg -
We have a canonical open embedding

Res,f(T) - Res,f (E]') ~ (Res]f(Ea))m.

Note that, under the canonical isomorphism Res,f (Eq)™(k) ~ E'(K), the points
of Res,f(T) (k) correspond to the points (Pq,..., Py) € E™(K) which are con-
tained in 7(K), that is, to points (Py,..., Py) € E™(K) such that the points
Py, ..., Py, P are distinct.
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Let
V¥ i= (Vi x--x Vi) ﬂResf(T) - (Res,{((Ea))m

and let VI’;‘@ be the fiber of Pg under the restriction of the addition morphism
Res,f (E)Y"™ - Res]f(E) to V'*. We have

Vi =V*n (Res,f(E,,)m)P@ =V*NRes(T)py. (15)

Letnow P ¢ | Ji*, U;. The set of k-rational points of V* contains all k-rational
points of Res,f (Eg)™ corresponding to decompositions of P. (There might be
more points in V* (k) because there might be k-rational points (Py, ..., Py) of V*
with x;(P) =0 for some i € {1,...,m}.) As Res,f(T) is open in Res,f (Ex)™, a
k-rational point of V}* x ---x V5 is open in V}* x --- x V5 if and only if it is open
in Vi x --+ x Vy,. Therefore, the set of isolated k-rational points of V* contains all
k-rational points of Res,f (E4)™ corresponding to isolated decompositions of P.

Let W* be the preimage of V* in Res,f(V(f(l), coos Jm) By - - hmy)). Our
goal is to show that the preimages of the isolated k-rational points of V' * are isolated
k-rational points of W*.

We have the Cartesian diagram

Res,f(S)g Res,f(V(f(l), v Syl - hmy))

| |

Res,f(T)(—> Res,f (EM) ~ Resf (E)™.

Moreover, as the morphism S — 7 factors through the fiber Tp, by functoriality,
the morphism Res,f (S) — Resi (T) factors through the fiber Resf (T)pg. We
claim that we have an induced bijection between Res,f (S)(l;) and Res,f gT) Po (k).
For this, we can (obviously) apply the base change to k|k. But over k, the two
Weil restrictions become products of Galois twists of S and 7', respectively, and
we have already shown the claim for the factors of the product. The claim thus
follows. By considering the Galois operation, we obtain that, for every algebraic
field extension A |k, we have a bijection between Res,f (S)(X) and (Res’,ﬁ (T)) pg (1).
We are going to use this for A = k.

As V* is contained in Res,f(T), W* is contained in Res,f (S), and we have a
Cartesian diagram

W*C— Resg (S)

)

Vr*re——s Res]f(T).
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The composition W* — Resf (T) (obviously) factors through V* and — as we
have just seen — it factors through (Res,f (T)) pg- By (15) it factors through V;‘@.
The morphism

wW* — V;@

again induces a bijection
* *
w*(k) — VP© (k).

Let now (Pq,..., Py) be an isolated k-rational point of V*. This is a k-rational
point of VV'* which is open in V*. Then the fiber over (P, ..., Py) in W* is open
in W*, and it is a k-rational point. Therefore it is an isolated k-rational point
of W* and also of W.

We note again that for any isolated decomposition of P the corresponding point
in (Vi x -+ x Vp)(k) lies in V*(k) and is isolated. Therefore every isolated
decomposition of P defines an isolated k-rational point of W.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.3 under the assumption x (P) ¢ | Ji—, U;.

Modification for x(P) € | J;—, U;. We now discuss the modification for the case
that x(P) € |J;=, U;. Except for finitely many instances, there exists a point
R € E4(K) with x(R) ¢ U/, Ui and x(P — R) ¢ /L, Ui.

Let us fix such a point R and let S := P — R. Let Ly := (py.....pe) N
{feklx,y]| f(-=R)=0, f(—S)=0}. Let g1,..., gm be a basis of im+2 such
that g1,..., gm—1 isabasis of Ly,,4 1. Now atuple (Py,..., Py) € F1 XX Fy, is
a decomposition of P if and only if there exists a tuple (o1, . .., 0u—1) € K1 with

(Em+om—18m-1+--Fa181) =P+ +(Pm) +(=R)+(=5)—(m+1)-(0).

Moreover, if such a tuple exists, it is unique. With this modifications, we obtain
again the desired bound on the number of isolated decompositions. Moreover, by
choosing a point R € E,(K) uniformly randomly, we also obtain the algorithmic
result. Note here that, if P is in the factor base, we immediately have a relation, so
we do not need to apply the decomposition algorithm. The bound on the number of
isolated decompositions will however be used later.

4. Analysis and the final result

Let K|k and E/K be as above and m € N with 2 < m < n/2. We assume that
Condition 2.1 is satisfied. Furthermore, let a decomposition K = ;- U; be given
which satisfies the conditions in Section 2E. Moreover, let &; and V; be as above.
As in Section 2C, let Py € E(K) be one of the two points in £(K) lying over 0.
We want to obtain a lower bound on the number of points P € E(K) which
have isolated decompositions. For this goal, we first want to derive an upper bound
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on the number of tuples (Py, ..., Py) € F1 X -+ X F;, which define nonisolated
decompositions.

Let ay, : Res,f (A) — Res,f (E) be the m-fold addition morphism and a), :
Vixeoox Vy — Res,f(E) the restriction of a,, to V1 X -+ X V.

We now consider a point (Pq,..., Py) € E™(K) with x(P;) € U; and let
P = Z;’;l P,'.

The morphism a),, : Vi X- - -X V;y — Res,f(E) isunramified at ((P1)e,...,(Pm)e®)
if and only if ((P1)®,. .., (Pm)e) is an isolated reduced point of the fiber at Pg.
We ask ourselves for which tuples (Pq, ..., Py) as above the morphism is ramified
at (P1)®, ..., (Pm)e)- As already pointed out in the proof of Proposition 2.2 the
morphism @), : Vi X+ X Vi — Res,f(E) is unramified at ((P1)@,-- ., (Pm)e) if
and only if the induced map on tangent spaces

()5 TP g, s (Pr)e) (V1 X 2= X Vi) = Tpg (Vi X -+ X Vi)
is injective.
We now consider points (P, ..., Py) € E(K)™ with x(P;) € U; for all i which
satisfy the following condition.

Condition 4.1. The flat covering x| g is unramified at Py, ..., Ppy.

This condition is equivalent to the condition that, for every i, the flat covering
Res,f (Eyq) — Res,f (A}c) is unramified at (P;)@. By base change, this implies that,
for every i, V; — Ay[U;] is unramified (and thus étale) at (P;)@. Therefore, V;
is smooth at (P;)e and we have an isomorphism of tangent spaces T(p,)q (Vi) —

T(x(P))e AklUiD-

Let such a point (Pq,..., Pp) be given and let again P := > i~ Pi. By
Lemma 2.4 we have a commutative diagram
(tl;n)* K
TP (Pue) V1 XX Vi) Tpg (Resy (E))
(TZPy—P))@. ... (Pg—Pm) ) j(fm-(POP)@)*

(a;n)*

T(Po)os s (P)e) (V1 X -+ X Vi) =" TPy (Resi (E))

T(f(m—l)-(PO)(@)*
TPy (V1) X+ X T(py) g (Vim) T(Py)o (Reslli(E))

where the lower map is the addition on tangent spaces. Moreover, by the proof of
Proposition 2.2, the two lower vertical homomorphisms are isomorphisms. Under
the isomorphism 7 p,) o (V1) XX T(p,)o (Vin) = T((P))g,....(Pm)e) (V1 XX Vi),
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the horizontal map on the left-hand side is

(T(Py—P))s X+ X (T(Py— Py )% :
T(Pl)@(Vl) Koo X T(Pm)@(Vm) - T(P())@ (Vl) Koo X T(P())@(Vm)-

So the morphism (a},)« is unramified at ((P;)@,- .., (Pm)®) if and only if we
have a direct sum decomposition

T(py)o (Resg (E)) = €D (t(py-po)* (T(P)o (VD)) (16)

i=1

We want to derive a condition under which we do have such a decomposition.
For this, we distinguish between three cases: ¢ odd; g even and j # 0; and ¢ even
and j = 0.

The case that q is odd. We need some facts on tangent vectors of the projective
line and the elliptic curve E. Here and in the following we assume that the defining
polynomial f of E, is of the form y? — v(x) (with v monic of degree 3).

Following our usual notation, let IP’}( = Proj(K[X,Y]). Weset xp1 :=X/Y €
K(P') (such that K(P') = K(xp1)).

On IP}(, we have the meromorphic cotangent vector field dxp1 with divisor
—200. Under duality, this corresponds to a tangent vector field which we denote by
tp1 € T(Py, Tp1) and which has divisor 200.

Let R be the ramification divisor of the covering x| g. Then the meromorphic
cotangent vector field dx| g has divisor —4(0) + R, and we have the holomorphic
cotangent vector field dx|g/y|g. This field is invariant under translation; that is,
for every translation t of E we have t*(dx|g/y|g) = dx|g/y|E-

Again under duality, dx|g corresponds to a meromorphic tangent vector field;
we denote this by 7g. It has divisor 4(0O) — R. So we have the holomorphic tangent
vector field ygtg, which corresponds to dx|g/y g under duality. Moreover, the
field ygtE is also invariant under translation; that is, for every translation t of E,
t«(V|ELE) = V|ELE.

Following the notation fixed in the introduction, for some point P € E(K), we
denote the tangent vector in Tp(E) induced by tg by tg(P).

Let two K-rational points Py and P; of £ which are not ramification points
under x| g be given and let us consider the homomorphism (zp,—p, )« : Tp, (E) —
T'p,(E). This homomorphism is given by y(P1)tg(P1) =y (Po)tg(Po); that is,

y(Po)
y(Py)

As in the previous section, Let us fix a basis (b;); of K over k and bases (b;,;);
of the U;. Let us denote the corresponding dual bases by (x;); and (x; ;);. The

tg(Pr) >

tg(Poy). (17)



On the discrete logarithm problem in elliptic curves Il 1313

bases (b;); and (b;,j); define bases of the spaces I'(Ax[K], 7) and I'(Ag[U;], 7).
We denote these bases by (#;)j=1,....n for Ag[K] and (#,;)j=1, ..., dim;) for Ax[U;].

Let P € E(K) such that x| g is unramified at P. Then Res,f (x|E,) defines an iso-
morphism of tangent spaces (Resf (x1E,)x : Tpg (Res,{( (x1E,)) = Tx(p)o (A[K]).
Now, for ¢ € T'(A[K], T), we define #( Pg) :=((Reslf (X|Ea))*)_1 (t(x(P)®)). The
isomorphism of tangent vector spaces restricts to an isomorphism of tangent vec-
tor spaces Tpg (Vi) = Tx(p)e (AlUi]). Thus (Pg) is in Tpy (V;) if and only if
1(x(P)e) is in Tx(p)e (A[U;]).

Just as the bases (¢j (x(P)@e)); and (d(x;)(x(P)e)); are dual to each other, so
are the bases (7 (Pg)); and (d(xi)mes,{?(Ea)(P@))J"

Let A; be the coordinate matrix of (b; ;j); with respect to (b;);. Then this is
also the coordinate matrix of (#;,j); with respect to (¢;);, and, for any P € E(K)
as above, it is also the coordinate matrix of (#;,j(Pg)); with respect to (¢; (Pg));-
For the following, it is important that the matrix does not depend on P.

Let now (Py, ..., Py) € E™(K) with x(P;) € U; for all i satisfy Condition 4.1.
Then, foreach i = 1,...,m, the system (%, ((P;)@)); is a basis of the k-vector
space T(p;), (Vi). We have a direct sum decomposition of 7 p) (Res]f (E)) as
in (16) if and only if the elements (f(py—p;)g)«(t,j ((Pi)e)) fori =1,....m,
Jj =1,...,dim(U;) form a k-basis of Tpy (Res,f (E)).

Let, for j =0,...,n—1, fj € k[x1,...,Xn, y1,..., yu] be defined by f =
Z;‘l=1 bj- fj. Letu: (Res}f (Eq))xk — E,4 be the universal morphism. We have
the isomorphism

n—1
w,o@),....0" " W) : (Resf (Ea)) g = [ | ok ik (Ea) (18)
s=0

corresponding to the isomorphism of K-algebras

n—1

QK O (0% i (NS, ) = Klxr,oo Xyt yal/ (1o S

s=0

n n
x® ZU;(|k(bJ') - Xj, ) s ZU;(|k(bj)'yj'
j=1 j=1
Note that, for P € E(K), under isomorphism (18) the point Pg € Resllg(E )(k) <
Res,{( (E)(K) corresponds to the point (0°(P))s=o,....n—1 € ]_[?;(1) ajﬂk(Ea)(K).
We have an induced isomorphism F(Res,f (E)g,.R) ~ @?;é I'(c%(Ey), Q)
under which d(x(s))|0s(Ea) corresponds to Z;Ll Ufﬂk(bj) . d(x]-)|ReS£((E”). This
isomorphism induces an isomorphism between the cotangent spaces at Pg and
(0°(P))s=o0,...,n—1- Let again x|g be unramified at P. If we then apply the
duality between cotangent and tangent spaces, we obtain that #; (Pg) corresponds to
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(0;(|k(bj) . faS(Ea)(US(P)))s:(), n—1 under the induced isomorphism of tangent
spaces at Pg and (0°(P))s=o,....n—1-

On each of the factors of the product ]_[;:(1) Ujﬂ « (Ea), we can apply the consid-
erations above. We obtain that (t(p,— p;)g )+ (4 ((Pi)@)) corresponds to

(T (Poy-o (P * (k& () * o5 () (0 (P))) o . py

) (g(P
N (U;ﬂk(bj) . J)}/(S)((ZEP(I))))) .ZUS(Ea)(US(PO)))szO,...,n—l
i1 0k (Be) - ye((Po)o) )
= (0%, (b)) s S(P
(“K'k( ) S oo v Pye) T E TV

This vector is of course invariant under the Galois operation of K|k. Let C be
the inverse of the matrix ((0°(b;)))s=o,...,n—1, j=1,...,n; this is a matrix of the form

veey

(T(Py—P)o)* (i ((Pi)e))

> t=1% 1 (be) - ye((Po)o) . (
> t=10% 1k (be) - ve((P)o)

ol > t=1b¢-ye(Po)o)
= b ° )
2 2 UKIk( T Y e be ve(P)e)

u=1s=0

5 aS(cuxzu((Po)@)))

u=1

n—1
= a;(|k(bj) :
s=0

cu) (tu(P)e).

Let ¢j,y:=bjcy- (22':1 by -yg(Po)@) € K. (These constants are independent
of Py,..., Py.) Then

n n—1 .
Crrpo 6P = 5 S o (o5 s ) (P

Lety : Vi — Res,f (E) be the immersions. It follows that there are constants
¢i,j,u € K (again independent of Py, ..., Py) with

((t(Po=Pi)e)* © (t))1i,j (P)o)
_ n n—1 s Ci,j,u ) P
Lz “K'k(Z’zzl b i (Pey) (0
n n—l( U;(Ik(ci’j’”)
ZZ:I U}V(|k(b£) Vi, e((Pi)e)

) (Po)e).

u=1s=0
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Let

‘ n—1 U;(Ik(ci’j’”)
My = Y = N7
=0 20=1 9% kPO Vit ) Ju=1, ..o, (=1, ..om, j=1, ... dim(U}))

dim(U;)

){1""7n}XU;'n:1U]’:1 {(la])}

€ k((yi’,j’)i/=1,...,m,j/=1,...,n

Note here that as indicated My is a matrix over k((yi’,j')i'=1,...,m, j'=1,...,n De-
cause the entries are invariant under the Galois operation. The matrix has the size
n x n. It is however more convenient to use the indicated indices for the columns.
Note further that, forno (P, ..., Py) € E™(K) with x (P;) € U; for all i satisfying
Condition 4.1 and for no i,s, > y_; 0°(bg) - y;,¢ vanishes at (P1)e, ..., (Pn)o)-

We have a direct sum decomposition of 7§ (Resf (E)) as in (16) if and only if
the matrix My((P1)@., ..., (Pn)e) is nonsingular.

By Proposition 2.2 we know that this matrix is nonsingular for (Py, ..., P,) =
(Py, ..., Py). In particular, the matrix My itself is nonsingular.

We now multiply the columns of M by polynomials such that the entries of the
resulting matrix are polynomials. Concretely, we multiply all columns with column
index (i, j) with the polynomial 1—[7;(1) (>i= O;ﬂ (Do) vi, ¢)- The resulting matrix
is

n—1 n—1 n
M = (( > oxp i) T1 ( 2 Gfﬂk(bf)'yllf)))u:l v
s=0 ?;(s) =1 (i:f,,__’,r;g,jzl,...,dim(U,-))

m dim(U;) (. .
€ k[(yir j)ir=t, .o, jr=t, ... a] Lo Uim U= PGS

Letd :=det(M) € k[(yi,j)i’,j’]. Againfor (P, ..., Py) as above, d vanishes

at (P1)®,---,(Pm)e) if and only if the homomorphism «), is unramified at
((P1)®, ..., (Pm)e). Furthermore d does not vanish identically on V; X --- X Vy,
because it does not vanish at ((Py)@e., ..., (Po)e).

We want to study the vanishing locus of d on V; x - .- x V},, and derive an upper
bound on the number of k-rational points in the locus.

An entry of M with column index (i, j) is a homogeneous polynomial in the vari-
ables y; 1, ..., yi,n of degree n — 1. Therefore d is multihomogeneous with respect
to the sets of variables (y;,1, ..., Vi,n)i=1, ..., m of multidegree (dim(U;) - (n—1),
...,dim(Up,) - (n — 1)). The total degree is therefore n> —n. We want to prove:

Proposition 4.2. The number of k-rational points in the locus of d on Vi x---xVy,

is at most n> - 4" - q" 1,

Proof. Let us first mention the following general fact.

Lemma 4.3. Let f be a nontrivial polynomial in Fg4[x1, ..., x,] of total degree d.
Then V(f) contains at most d - q"~1 Fg4-rational points.
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Proof. As Fy[xy, ..., xp]is factorial, we are immediately reduced to the case that f
is irreducible. If now f = x, —a for some a € [F,4, we are done. Let us assume that
this is not the case and let a € F;. Now /" is not divisible by x, —a. This means

that not every coefficient of f as a polynomial in F4[x,][x, ..., x,—1] is divisible
by x, — a; in other words, the polynomial f(xi,...,X,—1,a) is nontrivial. The
result now follows by induction on #. O

We will use resultants to eliminate the “y-variables”. Let us consider the poly-
nomials f, fj and f;),; as polynomials in the “y-variables”. Now let

F:=2Z%. f(x, g) e K[x][Y. Z],

Y, Y,
F] = Zz'fj(xlv“"xﬂﬁi""’fn) Ek[XI,...,xn][Yl,...,Yn,Z],
Yii Yi,
F(i),j = sz(l),j (x,-,l,...,x,-,dim(Ui),17,.__’ ’Zn)

€ k[xi,l’ s ’xi,dim(Ui)]D/i,lv cee le.,n’z]

be the homogeneous polynomials of degree 2 obtained by “homogenizing with
respect to the y-variables to a homogeneous degree-2 polynomial”. Let us consider
kXY, Z], k[x1,...xul[Y1,.... Y0, Z], k[Xi 1000 X dim@p)[Yi,1s - - -5 Yin, Z] as
graded rings in the second set of variables. Let V; be the scheme defined by
(FGiy.1)j=1, om0 PrOJLX 1 X gim@p Yt Yims Z]) = AP st
We have a commutative diagram of canonical embeddings

Vi€ Vi

| |

ResK(E)=V(fi..... )= V(F1,.... Fy).

Lemma 4.4. For each i, the embedding V; < V; is an isomorphism.

Proof. We have to show that V; has no points “at infinity”; that is, the in-
tersection V(Z) N V; is trivial. We show in fact the stronger statement that
V(Z)NV(Fy,..., Fy) is trivial.
Letf(s):=(7;(|k(f)(x(s),y(s)) and F® := F(x®,Y®) Z)fors=0,...,n—1.
Let us consider the isomorphism of graded K-algebras

K[xX1s. o xnlY1s e Yu, Z] = KX, xOy D y® 7],

n n
X(S)HZO';ﬂk(bj)-x]', Y(S)HZO';ﬂk(bj)-Yj, Z— Z.
j=1 j=1
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We have the following commutative diagram over K:

Spec(K[x1,...,xn]) Spec(K[xW, ..., x™))
X _— X
Spec(K[y1.- ... yn)) Spec(K[y™, ..., y™)

U

ResK (E) = V(fi..... ik —= V(Do f0) = [T1Z % (Ea)

M

V(Fl""’FI'I)K V(F(l),,F(n))
Spec(K[xy, ..., xn]) Spec(K[xW, ..., x™))
X —_— X
Proj(K[Y1,...,Yn, Z)) Proj(K[Y™,...,Y® Z])

Here the horizontal maps are induced by the isomorphism mentioned above.
They are clearly isomorphisms. One can easily see that the middle morphism on
the right is an isomorphism: we have F(x®), Y® 0) = (Y®))2, and the scheme
VY2 .. (Y™)2 Z) is trivial. Therefore the middle morphism on the left
is an isomorphism too. O

We fix the following notation: for b € Ny, (Po)lé is the point ((Py) @, ..., (Po)e)
with b entries. Let now for £ = 0,...,m the k-scheme ¥y be the following
subscheme of V| X --- X Vp,:

V= Vi x--x Vg x (Po)2¢.

Furthermore, let dy € k[(yi7,j’)i'=1,....¢, j'=1, ..., n] b€ the polynomial obtained
from d by evaluating y; js fori’=£+1,...,mand j'=1,...,n at (Py)e. Note
that d, does not vanish identically on V', because it does not vanish at (Po)é).

We want to show by induction on £:

#Vy N V(d)) (k) < L-n* 2" (2g)Ti=1 dmU)-1,

Recall here that dim(U;) = dim(V5).

The induction base is £ = 0. As d does not vanish at (Po)g, the set Vo N V(d)
is empty. Therefore the claim holds.

So let £ < m be given and let us assume that the claim holds for £ — 1.
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The set (V¢ N V(d))(k) can be divided into two disjoint parts: The first part
consists of the points (Py, ..., Pg) withdy_{(Pq,..., Pg_1) =0. The second part
consists of the points (Py, ..., Py) withdy_1(Pq,..., Pi_1) # 0.

We first consider points in the first part. As over each point of A!(K) there
lie at most 2 points of E,(K), over each point A”(k) lie at most two points of
Res,f (Ez)(k). In particular, over each point of Ay[U;](k) lie at most 2 points
of Vy (k). Because of this and because of the induction hypothesis, there are at most

(2q)d1m(Ug)(K_l)n42n(2q)(zl£;} dim(U;))—1 — (E—l)n42n(2q)(zf=l dim(U,'))—l

points in the first part.

We now consider points in the second part.

Let (Pla"-aPZ—l) € Vl(k)X"'XV(_l(k) Withdg_l(Pl,...,P(_l) 750, that
is, dZ(Pl’ ceey PZ-]’ (P0)©) # 0‘

The polynomial

do(Pr,....P_) €k[ye s ye,n]l Sk[Xg 1, X, dim@Uy)» Ve, 10+ Ve, nl

is now nontrivial on V. Since—by the conditions we have imposed — V is
irreducible, Vo NV (dy(Py, ..., Pg_1)) is of codimension 1 in V; by Krull’s Haupt-
idealsatz; with other words, it is of dimension dim(Uy) — 1.

The polynomial dy(Py,..., P¢g—1) is already homogeneous with respect to
Vo5 Ve letd €k[Yy 1. Ye 0, Z) S k[xg,1,5- - X, aim@p)[Ye 15+ Ye,n, Z]
be the polynomial obtained by substituting ¥y , for yg ,. This is a homogeneous
polynomial of degree dim(Uy) - (n — 1) with respect to Yy 1,..., Yy 4, Z. As
Vy = V; (Lemma 4.4), we have

ViNV(dg(Py,...,Pe—1)) =V NV(d)=V(F@y1sees Foynod)
gSPeC(k[xZ,ls---»xe,dim(Ug)])XPrOj(k[Ye,1 v""YZ,}’l?Z])'

LetRes=Res(Gy,...,Gy1) be the dense multivariate resultant for 7+ 1 homoge-
neous variables and polynomials of (homogeneous) degrees 2,...,2,dim(U;)-(n—1).
Here, the G1, ..., Gy are independent generic polynomials, that is, polynomials
with algebraically independent coefficients. (As in [Diem 2011b], the similarity
between the notation for the Weil restriction and the resultant is accidental.)

Taking the resultant of Fg) 1. .., F(¢), n» d with respectto Yy 1,..., Yy 4, Z, we
obtain Res(F ()1, .-, F(g), n» d), a nontrivial polynomial in k[xg 1.\ Xg, dim@Up))-
For some point Q € A" (k), the resultant Res(Foy,1-- - Fe),ns d) vanishes at Q
if and only if there is a k-rational pointin V, N V(d) =V, N V(d¢(P1,..., Pi_;))
over Q.

We want to determine the multidegree of this polynomial. First we consider
the degrees of Res as a polynomial on the coefficients of the Gj. By [Gelfand
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et al. 1994, Subsection 3.3A] we have: for j = 1,...,n, Res is a homogeneous
polynomial of degree dim(Uj)-(n—1) 2"=1 < »2.2"=2 in the coefficients of the G -
The inequality is obtained as follows: As m > 2, dim(U;) < [n/2] < (n+1)/2.
Furthermore, Res is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2" in the coefficients
of G,41. Moreover, F(y) ; has degree at most 3 in the xy ;- (' =1,...,dim(U;))
and d obviously has degree 0 in the Xg,jr-

Therefore, Res(Fy 1. ..., Fy 4, d) has degree at most 1 -3 -n?%-2"~2 in each of
the variables xy ;. Its total degree is thus at most 3n*.2"2. By Lemma 4.3, the
locus the resultant contains at most 3n4-27~2.g4mUO=1 k_rational points. As over
each of these points lie at most two k-rational points of V, N V(d (Py, ..., Pi_1)),
this set contains at most 614 - 2"~2 -qdim(Uf)_l points. We now let Py,..., Py
vary, and we obtain that there are at most

6n*.2n—2 _qdim(Ug)—l ) (Zq)zf;{ dim(U;)
— gnt.on—1 . HXiZ1 dim(U)—1 .q2f=1 dimU)—1 _ 4 on . (2q)(zf=l dim(U;))—1

points in the second part of the set (¥, N V(d))(k). (We use that dim(U;) > 2 as

m=<n/2.) ,
Altogether, there are < £-n*-2" - (2¢) Zi=1 dmU) =1 noints in (V N V(d)) (k).
This concludes the proof of Proposition 4.2. O

There are at most 3 K-rational ramification points in £, under x|g,. Therefore,
there are at most 3-27~1.¢"=1 < 27.4"=1 tuples in F; x - -- x F,, which do not
satisfy Condition 4.1. Proposition 4.2 gives therefore:

Proposition 4.5. The number of tuples in F{ X - - X Fp, which do not define isolated
decompositions is at most (n° - 4" +2") . g" 1,

The case that q is even and j # 0. Let a € K be the ramification point of E,
over A}(. Then dx|g /(x| g —a) is a holomorphic differential on E.

As above, we obtain a nontrivial polynomial d € k[(X;,j)i=1,...m, j=1,...,dim(U})]
of total degree n> —n such that, for points (Py, ..., Py) € E(K)™ with x(P;) € U;
satisfying Condition 4.1, ((P1)@, ..., (Pm)@) is an isolated reduced point in its
fiber if and only it d ((P1)@, ..., (Pm)e) =0.

There are at most (12> —n) - ¢"~! points in the locus of d on A}. Moreover,
over each point of A!(K) are at most two points of E(K). The number of points
(Py,..., Py)eVi(k)x---xVy(k) satisfying Condition 4.1 which are not isolated
reduced points in their fiber is thus at most 2 - (n> —n) - ¢"*~!. Therefore:

Proposition 4.6. The number of tuples in %1 X+ - - X Fp, which do not define isolated

decompositions is at most 2™ -n? - ¢~ 1.

The case that q is even and j = 0. In this case, dx|g itself is a holomorphic
differential on E. It follows that (t(p,—p,)g )« (li,; ((Pi)e)) = (4,j((Po)e)) for
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any P € E4(K). Therefore, the morphism a), : Vi x -+ X Vi — Res,f(E) is
unramified everywhere and we obtain:

Proposition 4.7. Every decomposition is isolated.
The final result of the analysis. All in all, we have:
Proposition 4.8. For

o 251 < q,or

e g even,n® < g and m < [\/log,(q)],

the following holds: The probability that a uniformly randomly distributed point of
E(K) has an isolated decomposition is in

1 1 \&M
e0(mn) = (em_n) :

We remark here that the condition m =< [,/log,(q)] is satisfied for m in the
preliminary algorithm presented in the introduction.

Proof. Let first g be odd and the first condition satisfied. By the conditions in
Section 2E, we have #%F; > % -9 for all i and therefore #(Fy X -+ X Fpy) >
(1/4™)-g" > (1/4")-q". By Proposition 4.5, at most (1> -4" +2").¢"~! of these
tuples do not define isolated decompositions. So if 13 - 4" 42" < % -(1/4")-q, we
have at least % - (1/4") - ¢" tuples which do define isolated decompositions. This
is for example the case if 2° < ¢ and n is large enough, and for every fixed n it
holds if ¢ is large enough. By Proposition 3.3(a) the image of the set of tuples in
F 1 x- - -xFp, which define isolated decompositions has a size of (1/e%?"™).¢"  The
probability that a uniformly randomly distributed point in E(F4») has an isolated
decomposition is therefore in 1/e90"™,

We now consider the case that ¢ is even. The proof is similar to the previous
one, only that we now apply Propositions 4.6 and 4.7. We now want that the
condition 2™ - n? < % - (1/4™) . q is satisfied; that is, 2- 23" .n2 < g. This is
always satisfied under the first condition; that is, 251 < q. Furthermore, under the
condition that m < [,/log,(g)] the desired condition is in particular satisfied if

2n? < 2lo22@=3[V1o22(D1 This condition is for example satisfied if 73 < ¢ and n
is large enough, and it holds for every fixed n if ¢ is large enough. O

Derivation of Theorem 2. Finally, we show how Theorem 2 follows. In addition we
show that in characteristic 2 one can obtain a result which on first sight seems to be
an improvement over Theorem 2 but is in fact further improved upon by Theorem 3
which relies solely on Theorem 2.

As already mentioned in the outline in the introduction, the basic structure of
the index calculus algorithm is the same as that in [Diem 2011b]. So we only
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discuss the constructions surrounding the definition of the factor base and briefly
the relation generation and the linear algebra part, using the results proved above.
For an overview over the complete algorithm, we refer to Subsection 2.3 of our
previous work.

The input to the index calculus algorithm consists of a field extension F4n |Fg, an
elliptic curve E /Fg4n and points 4, B € E(Fgn) with B € (A4) such that 23" <q or ¢
is even and n® < ¢. The following considerations hold for ¢ and n large enough.
An algorithm for all instances under consideration running in the claimed expected
time can be obtained by running the index calculus algorithm “in parallel” with a
brute force computation.

Similarly to the “preliminary algorithm”, we set m := min{[\/log,(q)], |n/2]}.
(We need m < n/2 in order to be able to apply the algorithm for the construction of
a decomposition of K in Section 2E.) So d = [n/m] < max(n/,/log,(q) + 1, 3)
and thus Poly(q?) C eOmax(og(q),n- +/log(@))

The expected running time of the construction of the decomposition of K and
the definition of the factor base is in Poly(n - ¢?) C eOmax(loglg),n- \/log(@)) (gee
Proposition 2.10). We have an algorithm for the “new decomposition problem”
with an expected running time of Poly(e™” -log(g)) C " V102(@)) and a success
probability of 1/e%?"") (see Propositions 3.3 and 4.8). Therefore the expected
running time of the relation generation part is in Poly(e” vV log@@) . py . ¢9) C
eO(max(log(g),n- \/10g(9)))  The linear algebra part has an expected running time of
Poly(m - q?)  Omax(log(g). n- \/log(q)))

In total, we obtain an expected running time of

pO(max(log(g), n- \/log(g)))

We recall again that we have only considered instances with 23" < g or ¢ even
and n3 < ¢ so far. The derivation of Theorem 2 is now analogous to the derivation
of Theorem 1 from [ibid., Proposition 2.11].

We make the following case distinction: If 23" < g, we apply the index calculus
algorithm directly. If 25" > ¢, we set a := [5n/log,(q)] and apply the index
calculus algorithm to the curve Ef qans the field extension Fgan |Fga and A, B. Now
25" < ¢“; thus we can conclude that the index calculus algorithm runs in an expected
running time of ¢9(Mmax(log(q®), - /log(g))) — 0’

This gives Theorem 2 except that in the theorem the field extension [Fg4n |F4 is not
given with the input data. As already pointed out in [ibid.], one can apply the above
algorithm with all possible field extensions “in parallel” to obtain the desired result.

In addition to the derivation of Theorem 2 we now consider only instances in char-
acteristic 2. Under this condition, we can proceed as follows: For n® < ¢ we apply
the index calculus algorithm directly. For n3 > ¢, we set a := [31log,(1)/log,(q)]
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and proceed as above. We obtain an expected running time of o0 Nlogm) 1y
total, we obtain an expected running time of

o O(max(log(g), n -log(q)'/2, n - log(n)1/2)) : (19)

with ¢ = 2™ this is
pO(max(m,n-m!/2,n-log(n)!/2)) (20)

We note however that for the derivation of Theorem 3 we only apply Theorem 2
under the condition that 7 < m. Under this condition, we do not have an improvement
upon the expected time given in Theorem 2, and in fact Theorem 3 improves upon
the expected time given by (20) if m € o(n).
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Appendix: Misprints in the previous work
I would like to take the opportunity to correct two misprints in [Diem 2011b].

* In Subsection 4.2 the following situation is considered: Let k be a field, let | > n5,
and let p : (P)" = [7L, Proj(k[X;, Yi]) — (P)"> = [1;2 Proj(k[X;, Y;]) be
the projection to the first n, factors. Let /; be the class of V(X;) in any of the
two Chow rings. Lemma 4.6 is on the push-forward map px : CH((IP}C)”I) —
CH((P }C)”2), which is a group homomorphism. There is a misprint in the lemma.

The correct statement is:
Let e €{0,1}"1. Then px(h{" -~ hy}) = h$' - hy2 (rather than being 1)

2
ifeny41="--=en, = land px(h{"---hy}) = 0 otherwise.
Computations with the push-forward map are used only once in the analysis
of the algorithm, namely in equalities (6) in Subsection 4.5. Here, the correct
statement is applied.

e In Proposition 4.28 a subset M of {(Py,...,Py) € E(K)" |Vi=1,...,n:
@(P;) e P1(k)} is fixed and a lower bound on the number of elements P € E(K)
such that there exists a ¢-isolated decomposition ( Py, ..., P,) of P or —P with
Pq,..., Py, e M is given. This lower bound is a difference, and in the subtrahend
a factor of n! is missing. The correct lower bound is

#M —n3.nl- 22071 (g 4 1)

n!.2n?
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In a similar way, the next lower bound is also incorrect. All following bounds
are correct again and no further changes have to be performed for the proof of
Proposition 4.29. Proposition 4.28 is also cited for Proposition 5.9 in [Diem
2011a], which is concerned with an application for fixed »n. This proposition is
not at all affected by the cited misprint.
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