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ON THE GLOBAL DETERMINANT METHOD

Chunhui Liu

Abstract. — In this paper, we build the global determinant method of Salberger
by Arakelov geometry, where we admit the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis in order
to obtain an explicit estimate over an arbitrary number field. As an application,
we study the dependence on the degree of the number of rational points of bounded
height in plane curves.

Résumé (Autour de la méthode globale de déterminant). — Dans cet
article, on construit la méthode globale de déterminant de Salberger par la géométrie
d’Arakelov, ou l'on admet ’hypothése généralisée de Riemann a fin d’obtenir une
estimation explicite sur un corps de nombres arbitraire. Comme une application, on
étudie la dépendance du degré du nombre de points rationnels de hauteur majorée
dans courbes planes.
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1. Introduction

Let X — P’ be a projective variety over a number field K. For every rational
point & € X (K), we denote by Hx (§) a height of £ with respect to the above closed
immersion, for example, the classic Weil height (cf. [27, §B.2, Definition|). Let
S(X;B) ={¢ € X(K)| Hx(§) < B}, where B > 1 and the embedding morphism is
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omitted. By the Northcott’s property, the cardinality #S5(X; B) is finite for a fixed
B eR.

In order to understand the density of the rational points of X, it is an important
approach to study the function #S(X; B) with the variable B € R*. For different
required properties of #S(X; B), numerous methods have been applied. In this
article, we are interested the uniform upper bound of #S(X;B) for all X — P}
with fixed degree and dimension, or for those satisfying certain common conditions.

1.1. Determinant mathod. — For this purpose, we will introduce the so-called
determinant method to study the number of rational points with bounded height in
arithmetic varieties, which is proposed in [26].

1.1.1. Basic ideas and history. — Tranditionally, the determinant method is pro-
posed over the rational number field Q to avoid some extra technical troubles. In [3]
(see also [35]), Bombieri and Pila proposed a method of determinant argument to
study plane affine curves. The monomials of a certain degree evaluated on a family
of rational points in S(X; B) having the same reduction modulo some prime numbers
form a matrix whose determinant is zero by a local estimate. By Siegel’s Lemma,
we can assure the existence of the hypersurfaces in Pg with bounded degree which
contain all rational points in the family, but do not contain the generic point of X. If
we can control the number of these auxiliary hypersurfaces and their maximal degree
well, it will play a significant role in controlling the upper bound of #5(X; B). By
this method, they proved #S(X; B) <. B3*e for all € > 0, where § = deg(X).

In |26], Heath-Brown generalized the method of [3] to the higher dimensional case.
His idea is to focus on a subset of S(X; B) whose reductions modulo a prime number
are a same regular point, and he proved that this subset can be covered by a bounded
degree hypersurface which do not contain the generic point of X. Then he counted
the number of regular points over finite fields, and controled the regular reductions.
In [6], Broberg generalized it to the case over arbitrary number fields.

In [41 42], Serre asked whether #S(X; B) < x BY™X)(log B)® is verified for all
arithmetic varieties X with a particular constant c. In [26], Heath-Brown proposed
a uniform version #S(X; B) <a.5.. B+ for all € > 0 with § = deg(X), which
is called the dimension growth conjecture. He proved this conjecture for some special
cases. Later, Browning, Heath-Brown and Salberger had some contributions on this
subject, see [T}, [8), [9] for the improvements of the determinant method and the proofs
under certain conditions. In [39], Salberger considered the general reductions, and
the multiplicities of rational points are taken into consideration, and he proved the
dimension growth conjecture with certain conditions on the subvarieties of X.

1.1.2. A global version. — The so-called global determinant method is first intro-
duced by Salberger in [40] in order to study the dimension growth conjecture. In
general, it allows only one auxiliary hypersurface to cover the rational points of
bounded height, and we optimize the degree of this hypersurface. By the global
version, he proved the dimension growth conjecture for deg(X) = § > 4 and
#S5(X; B) <5 B% log B when X is a curve.
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In [46], Walsh refined the global determinant method in [40], and he removed the
log B term in [40] when X is a curve. In [11], Castryck, Cluckers, Dittmann and
Nguyen refined [46] on giving an explicit dependence on 6. As applications, they
obtained a better estimate of #S5(X; B) when X is a plane curve, and a better partial
result of the dimension growth conjecture than that in [40]. Besides this, they studied
the bound of 2-torsion points of the class group of number fields, which improved the
work [2] Theorem 1.1] of Bhargava, Shankar, Taniguchi, Thorne, Tsimerman and Y.
Zhao.

1.1.8. Formulation by Arakelov geometry. — In [13}, [14], H. Chen reformulated the
works of Salberger [39] by the slope method in Arakelov geometry of Bost in [4]. By
this formulation, we replace the matrix of monomials by the evaluation map which
sends a global section of a particular line bundle to a family of rational points. By
the slope inequalities, we can control the height of the evaluation map in the slope
method, which replaces the role of Siegel’s lemma in controlling heights.

There are two advantages by the approach of Arakelov geometry. First, Arakelov
geometry gives a natural conceptual framework for the determinant method over
arbitrary number fields. Next, it is easier to obtain explicit estimates, since the
constants obtained from the slope inequalities are given explicitly in general.

1.2. A global version with the formulation of Arakelov geometry. — In
this article, we will construct the global determinant method by Arakelov geometry
following the strategy of [13, 4], where we work over an arbitrary number field.
As an application, we will study the problem of counting rational points in plane
curves, and we consider how these upper bounds depend on the degree. Some ideas

are inspired by [40], [46], [11].

1.2.1. Main results. — First, we have the control of auxiliary hypersurface below in
Corollary 5.5 and Corollary [5.6] which are deduced from Theorem (.41

Theorem 1.1. — Let X be a geometrically integral hypersurface in P} of degree
0. We suppose that there exists a hypersurface of degree O which covers S(X; B) but
does not contain the generic point of X. Then we have

0<Kn §3B -1 "5

in Corollary [23, and
1 —n log B
0O <Lk B3 T 1 Be-n "V max{i, 1}
(K : Q]

in Corollary [8l. The above constants depending on K and n will be given explicitly
in Corollary [2.8 and Corollary (5.8 under the assumption of the Generalized Riemann
Hypothesis.

As an application, we have the following results on counting rational points of
bounded height in plane curves in Theorem and Theorem



4 CHUNHUI LIU

Theorem 1.2. — Let X be a geometrically integral plane curve in P% of degree §.
Then we have

#5(X;B) < 6*B?
in Theorem [6.1, and
#5(X; B) <k §°B% log B

in Theorem [6.2  The above constants depending on K will be given explicitly in
Theorem and Theorem under the assumption of the Generalized Riemann
Hypothesis.

Theorem [6.T] generalizes [11], Theorem 2| over an arbitrary number field, and gives
an explicit estimate under the assumption of the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis.
Theorem can be viewed as a projective analogue of |11, Theorem 3| over an
arbitrary number field.

1.2.2. The role of the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis. — In this work, some ex-
plicit estimates of the distribution of primes ideals are applied. In order to provide
these estimates, we admit GRH (the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis) of the
Dedekind zeta function of the base number field, see [22], for example. Without the
assumptions of GRH, it seems to be very difficult to obtain explicit estimates over an
arbitrary number field, since we do not know the zero-free region of the Dedekind zeta
function. If we know the zero-free region clearly enough, for example, if we work on
the rational number field Q or totally imaginary fields (see [44] and [10] respectively),
or we just want an implicit estimate (see [37]), we do not need to suppose GRH.

1.3. Organization of article. — This article is organized as following. In §2,
we provide some preliminaries to construct the determinant method by Arakelov
geometry. In §3, we formulate the global determinant method by the slope method.
In §4, we give some useful estimates on the non-geometrically integral reductions, a
count of multiplicities over finite fields, the distributions of some particular prime
ideals under the assumption of GRH, and the geometric Hilbert-Samuel function. In
85, we provide an explicit upper bound of the determinant under the assumption of
GRH and lower bounds of auxiliary hypersurfaces. In §6, we give two uniform upper
bounds of rational points of bounded height in plane curves. In Appendix A, we will
give an explicit lower bound of a useful function induced by the local Hilbert-Samuel
function.

Acknowledgement. — 1 would like to thank Prof. Per Salberger for introducing
his brilliant work [40] to me, and for explaining me some ingredients of his work.
These discussions and suggestions play a significant role in this paper. I would also
like to thank Dr. Stanley Yao Xiao for his suggestions on the study of the distribution
of prime ideals.
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2. Fundamental settings

In this section, we will introduce some preliminaries to understand the problem of
counting rational points of bounded height. In particular, we will provide some basic
notions on Arakelov geometry.

2.1. Counting rational points of bounded height. — Let K be a number field,
and Ok be its ring of integers. We denote by Mg ¢ the set of finite places of K, and by
Mg  the set of infinite places of K. In addition, we denote by Mx = Mg y U Mg
the set of places of K. For every v € Mk and x € K, we define the absolute value

|zlv = | Nk, /q, (a:)qul‘@v] for each v € M, extending the usual absolute values on
Qp or R.
Let £ =1[&o: - : &) € PL(K). We define the height of £ in P as
— . [Kv:Qv]
1) Hie(©) = ] max {Jell* 2}
vEMg
We also define the logarithmic height of £ as
1
P h(E) = —— log Hyc(€),

which is independent of the choice of K (cf. [27] Lemma B.2.1]).

Suppose that X is a closed integral subscheme of P, and ¢ : X — P} is the
closed immersion. For € € X (K), we define Hx (§) = Hi (6(€)), and usually we omit
the closed immersion ¢ if there is no confusion. Next, we denote

S(X;B) = {¢ € X(K)|Hk(§) < B}, and N(X; B) = #S(X; B).
By the Northcott’s property (cf. [27, Theorem B.2.3]), the cardinality N(X;B) is
finite for a fixed B > 1.

The aim of counting rational points of bounded height is to understand the function
N(X; B) for some particular X and B > 1.

2.2. A function induced by local Hilbert-Samuel functions. — In this part,
we will define a function induced by the local Hilbert-Samuel function of schemes at
a closed point, and we will use this function in Proposition B.4l For the motivation
and background, see [39] §2] and [14] §3.2].

Let k be a field, and X be a closed subscheme of P} of pure dimension d, which
means all its irreducible have the same dimension. Let £ be a closed point of X. We
denote by

(3) He(s) = dimyg) (mi ¢ /me)

the local Hilbert-Samuel function of X at the point ¢ with the variable s € N, where
my ¢ is the maximal ideal of the local ring Ox ¢, and x(§) is the residue field of the
local ring Ox ¢. For this function, we have the polynomial asymptotic

(@) He(s) = S5 o),

where we define the positive integer p¢(X) as the multiplicity of point § in X.
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We define the series {g¢(m)}m>1 as the increasing series of non-negative integers
such that every integer s € N appears exactly He(s) times in this series. For example,
if He(0) =1, He(1) =2, He(2) =4, He(3) = 5, ..., then the series {ge¢(m)}m>1 is

{0,1,1,2,2,2,2,3,3,3,3,3,4,...).
Let {Q¢(m)}m>1 be the partial sum of the series {g¢(m)}m>1, which is

(5) Qe(m) = qe(0) + ge(1) + -+ + ge(m)
for all m € N.

If X is a hypersurface of P}, then by [28] Example 2.70 (2)], the local Hilbert-
Samuel function of X at the point ¢ defined at () is

n+s—1 n+s—pe(X)—1

= (21 - (e 1)

. s — ie(X)
For this case, we have the following explicit lower bound of Q¢(m), which is
(n—l)!)”11 (n—l) o nd+2n?+n—4

6 m) > mn-1 —

©  am> (G n Tuln 1)

This lower bound has the optimal dominant term by the argument in [39, Main

Lemma 2.5] and some other subsequent references. In Appendix [A] we will provide a
detailed proof of this lower bound.

m.

2.3. Normed vector bundles. — A normed vector bundle over Spec Ok is all the

pairings E = (E, (||-||U)U€MK’W)7 where:

— F is a projective Og-module of finite rank;

— (IIlv)yenry .. 18 a family of norms, where |||, is a norm over £ ®o, ., C which

is invariant under the action of Gal(C/K,).

If the norms ([|||v) e, .. are Hermitian for all v € M o, we call E a Hermitian
vector bundle over Spec Ok. If ko, (E) = 1, we say that E is a Hermitian line
bundle.

Suppose that F' is a sub-Og-module of E. We say that F' is a saturated sub-O-
module if E/F is a torsion-free Og-module.

Let B = (B, (I l5)err.) md F = (F(Hlrw)en, .
vector bundles. If F is a saturated sub-Og-module of E and |||, is the restriction

) be two Hermitian

of ||| £.» over F ®o, ., C for every v € My o, we say that F is a sub-Hermitian vector
bundle of E over Spec Ok

We say that G = (G, ([le.0)vens, ) is a quotient Hermitian vector bundle of
E over Spec O, if for every v € Mk o, the module G is a projective quotient Ox-

module of E and |||, is the induced quotient space norm of [|-||g,v-
For simplicity, we will denote by Fx = F ®p, K below.

2.4. Arakelov invariants. — Let E be a Hermitian vector bundle over Spec Ok,
and {s1,...,s.} be a K-basis of Ex. We will introduce some invariants in Arakelov
geometry below.
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2.4.1. Arakelov degree. — The Arakelov degree of E is defined as

deg(E) = — Z Ky : Qyllogllsi A+ Aspl],
vEMg
1
= log(#(E/Oksi+--+ Oksr)) — 5 > logdet ((si, 5)u1<ig<r)
VEMEK o
where |[sy A--- A s, follows the definition in [12] 2.1.9] for all v € Mg , and
(i, $j)v,1<i,j<r 1S the Gram matrix of the basis {s1, ..., s, } with respect to v € Mg o.

We refer the readers to [19 2.4.1] for a proof of the equivalence of the above two
definitions. The Arakelov degree is independent of the choice of the basis {si,..., s}
by the product formula (cf. [34] Chap. III, Proposition 1.3]). In addition, we define

- 1 —
deg, (F) = ——=deg(E
as the normalized Arakelov degree of E, which is independent of the choice of K.
2.4.2. Slope. — Let E be a non-zero Hermitian vector bundle over Spec Ok, and
rk(E) be the rank of E. The slope of E is defined as
— 1 —_
w(E) = d E).
H(E) () eg,, (E)

In addition, we denote by fimax(E) the maximal value of slopes of all non-zero
Hermitian subbundles, and by Emin(E) the minimal value of slopes of all non-zero
Hermitian quotients bundles of F.

2.4.3. Height of linear maps. — Let E and F be two non-zero Hermitian vector
bundles over Spec Ok, and ¢ : Ex — Fx be a non-zero homomorphism. The height
of ¢ is defined as

1
h(o) = lo Vs
@)= 1w UGZMK gllol
where ||¢||, is the operator norm of ¢, : E @k K, = F ®k K, induced by the above
linear homomorphism with respect to v € M.
We refer the readers to |4, Appendix A| for some equalities and inequalities on
Arakelov degrees and corresponding heights of homomorphisms.

2.5. Arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel function. — Let £ be a Hermitian vector bun-
dle of rank n + 1 over Spec Ok, and P(£) be the projective space which represents
the functor from the category of commutative Og-algebras to the category of sets
mapping all Og-algebra A to the set of projective quotient A-module of £ ®p, A
of rank 1. Let Op(g)(1) (or O(1) if there is no confusion) be the universal bundle,
and Op(gy(D) (or O(D)) be the line bundle Opg)(1)®P for simplicity. The Hermitian
metrics on € induce by quotient of Hermitian metrics (i.e. Fubini-Study metrics) on
Op(g)(1) which define a Hermitian line bundle Op(¢)(1) on P(£).
For every D € NT, let

(7) Ep = H° (P(£),0p(e) (D)),
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and let 7(n, D) be the its rank over Ok. In fact, we have

(8) r(n, D) = (” ;D).

For each v € Mg o, we denote by |||y sup the norm over Ep , = Ep ®p,.» C such
that

9) Vs € Ep.y, ||

v,sup — sup ||S(‘T)||U7FS’
2€P(€k )0 (C)
where ||-]|y s is the corresponding Fubini-Study norm.

Next, we introduce the metric of John, see [45] for a systematic introduction of
this notion. In general, for a given symmetric convex body C', there exists the unique
ellipsoid J(C), called ellipsoid of John, contained in C' with the maximal volume.

For the Og-module Ep and any place v € Mg ~, we take the ellipsoid of John of
its unit closed ball defined via the norm||-|| sup, and this ellipsoid induces a Hermitian
norm, noted by ||-|[v,s. For every section s € Ep, the inequality

(10) [[5[lv.sup < [|8]lv,s < +/7(n, D)lls]
is verified by [45] Theorem 3.3.6]. In fact, these constants do not depend on the
choice of the symmetric convex body.

Let A be a ring, and E be an A-module. We denote by Sym?% (E) the symmetric
product of degree D of the A-module E, or by Sym”(E) if there is no confusion on
the base ring.

If we counsider the above Ep defined in (7)) as a Og-module, we have the iso-
morphism of Og-modules Fp = SymD(f,‘). Then for every place v € Mg o, the
Hermitian norm ||-||, over &, ¢ induces a Hermitian norm |||/, sym by the symmetric
product. More precisely, this norm is the quotient norm induced by the quotient
morphism

v,sup

9P - SymP (&),

where the vector bundle E®D is equipped with the norms of the tensor product of €
over Spec Ok (cf. |18 Définition 2.10] for the definition). We say that this norm is
the symmetric norm over Sym” (). For any place v € Mg o, the norms ||-|,.; and
I|-||v,sym are invariant under the action of the unitary group U (€, c, ||-||») of order n+1.
Then they are proportional and the ratio is independent of the choice of v € Mk o
(see |5l Lemma 4.3.6] for a proof). We denote by Ry(n, D) the constant such that,
for every section 0 # s € Ep ,, the equality

(11) log |slv,s = 1og [|slv,sym + Bo(n, D).

is verified.

Definition 2.1. — Let Ep be the Og-module defined in (). For every place
v € Mk, o, we denote by Ep the Hermitian vector bundle over Spec Ok which Ep is
equipped with the norm of John ||-||,,; induced by the norms |||, sup defined in ([@).
Similarly, we denote by FD,sym the Hermitian vector bundle over Spec O which Ep
is equipped with the norms |||, sym introduced above.
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With all the notations in Definition 2T we have the following result.

Proposition 2.2 ([13], Proposition 2.7). — With all the notations in Definition
[21, we have
fmin(ED) = ﬁmin(ED,Sym) — Ro(n, D).
In the above equality, the constant Ro(n, D) defined in the equality [II)) satisfies the
imequality
0 < Ro(n, D) <log+/r(n, D),

where the constant r(n, D) = rk(Ep) follows the definition in the equality (8.

Let X be an integral closed subscheme of P(k ), and 2" be the Zariski closure of
X in P(€). We denote by

(12) nx.p ¢ Epx =H°(P(Ex),O(D)) = H® (X, Ope,(1)|F7)

the evaluation map over X induced by the closed immersion of X in P(Ex). We
denote by Fp the saturated image of the morphism nx p in H° (%, Op(g)(1)|%pD).
In other words, the Og-module Fp is the largest saturated sub-Og-module
of HY (2 ,0pe)(1)|5P) such that Fpx = Im(yx,p). When the integer D
is large enough, the homomorphism 7y p is surjective, which means Fp =
HY(Z, 0p(6)(1)|57)-

The Ox-module Fp is equipped with the quotient metrics (from Ep) such that
Fp is a Hermitian vector bundle over Spec Ok, noted by Fp this Hermitian vector
bundle.

Definition 2.3 (Arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel function)

Let Fp be the Hermitian vector bundle on Spec Ok defined above from the
map ([2). We say that the function which maps the positive integer D to [i(Fp) is
the arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel function of X with respect to the Hermitian line bundle

o).

2.6. Height of rational points. — In this part, we will define a height function
of rational points by Arakelov geometry. Let £ be a Hermitian vector bundle of rank
n+1 over Spec Og, P € P(Ex)(K), and P € P(€)(Ok) be the Zariski closure of P in

P(€). Let Op(e)(1) be the universal bundle equipped with the corresponding Fubini-

Study metric at each v € Mk , then P*Opg)(1) is a Hermitian vector bundle over

Spec Ok. We define the height of the rational point P with respect to Op(g)(1) as

(13) b (P) = deg,, (P Ose) (1))
We keep all the above notations. We choose
° n+1
(14) &= (0D (1) vens.. )
where for every v € Mg, |]lo is the ¢*norm mapping (to,...,tn) to

VIv(to)|2 + -+ [v(t,)[2. In this case, we use the notations P} = P(£x) and
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g, = IP(€) for simplicity. We suppose that P has a K-rational projective coordi-

nate [zg : -+ : xy], then we have (cf. [33 Proposition 9.10])
_ (Ko : Q]
houx(g)(l)(P) = Z 7[}( : @] 10g 1I£iaz<Xn|xz|u
veEMpK
1 (K, : Q] - 9
5 Z Wlog Z v(z;)]
VEMEK oo Jj=0
Remark 2.4. — We compare the logarithmic height hA(-) defined in (2) and the
height hm() defined in ([3) by Arakelov geometry, where € is defined in (I4).
In fact, by an elementary calculation, the inequality
1
h(P) — hm(P) < 5 10g(7’L + 1)

is uniformly verified for all P € P%(K).

Let ¢ : X < P be a projective scheme, and P € X (K). We define the height of

P as hm(z/)(P)). We will just use the notation hm(P) or h(P) if there is no

confusion of the morphism ¢ and the Hermitian line bundle Op(g)(1).

2.7. Height functions of arithmetic varieties. — In this part, we will intro-
duce several height functions of arithmetic varieties, which evaluate their arithmetic
complexities.

2.7.1. Arakelov height. — First, we will introduce a kind of height functions of
arithmetic varieties defined by the arithmetic intersection theory developped by Gillet
and Soulé in [20], which is first introduced by Faltings in [16, Definition 2.5], see also

[43, 111.6).

Definition 2.5 (Arakelov height). — Let K be a number field, Ok be its ring
of integers, £ be a Hermitian vector bundle of rank n + 1 over Spec Ok, and L be
a Hermitian line bundle over P(E). Let X be a pure dimensional closed subscheme
of P(€k) of dimension d, and 2" be the Zariski closure of X in P(E). The Arakelov
height of X is defined as the arithmetic intersection number

g @@ [2)).

where ¢ (L) is the arithmetic first Chern class of £ (cf. [43, Chap. IIL.4, Proposition
1] for its definition). This height is noted by hz(X) or hz(Z).

Remark 2.6. — With all the notations in Definition [Z3 and Definition [Z5l By [36]
Théoréme A], we have

Pem(X) = Lim S @y o
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2.7.2. Heights of hypersurfaces. — Let X be a hypersurface in P.. By [25] Propo-
sition 7.6, Chap. I|, X is define by a homogeneous polynomial of degree §. We define
a height function of hypersurfaces by considering its polynomial of definition.

Definition 2.7 (Naive height). — Let
F(To, ..., T,) = S iy i T3 Tir € KTy, .., T
(204-+yin ) ENNHIL

We define the naive height of f(To,...,T,) as
Ky:Qy
He(f)= [ . max il

vty (00 ENTTL

and h(f) = ﬁ log Hi (f). In addition, if f(Tp,...,T,) is homogeneous and defines

the hypersurface X < P, we define the naive height of X as
2.7.3. Comparison of height functions. — In order to compare hm(%) and h(X)
for a hypersurface X, we refer the following result in [30].

Proposition 2.8. — Let X be a hypersurface in P} of degree 6. With all the
notations above, we have

S}
~
=
=

-5 (2—15 log ((n +1)(6 + 1)) + %Hn) < (X)) = hs—(2)

1
< 46 (10g2+ 5log(n+1) — 57{”) ,

where Hy, =1+ -+ 1.

n

Proof. — Since X is a hypersurface, the Chow variety of X is just X itself. Then we
have the result from [30], Proposition 3.7] directly after some elementary calculations.
O

3. Global determinant method for hypersurfaces

In the rest part of this article, unless specially mentioned, we suppose that X
is an integral hypersurface in P% , and 2" is its Zariski closure in Pg . In fact,
X — Spec K is the generic fiber of 2~ — Spec Ox. When we consider the height
h(P) of a rational point P € X(K) embedded into P}, we use the definition at
([@3) by Arakelov geometry. Let p be a maximal ideal of Ok, and we denote by
Zp = X Xspec 0y SpecFp, — Fy, the fiber at p.

Let r1(n, D) be the rank of Fp over Ok, where Fp is defined in §2.5 For the case
where X is a hypersurface of degree § in P, we have

i, D) = (n—;D) B (mf-&)

Our main target of this section is to prove the following result.
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Theorem 38.1. — We keep all the notations in §2.0 and in this section above. Let
{p;}jes be a finite family of mazimal ideals of Ok, and {P;}icr be a family rational
points of X. For a fized prime ideal p of Ok, let ue(Zy,) be the multiplicity of the
point & in Xy, and we denote n(Zy) = > pe(Zp). If the inequality

e (Fy)
- @(Fp) logri(n,D)
(15) Silgh(Pz) <=5 5D
1 (n—1)!ﬁ(n—1)r1(n,D)ﬁ n®+2n%+n—4
+ - — log N (p;
[KQ]J%;( nDn( 2y, )71 2Dn(n+ 1) (s)

is verified, then there exists a section s € Ep g, which contains {P;}icr but does
not contain the generic point of X. In another words, {P;}icr can be covered by a
hypersurfaces of degree D which does not contain the generic point of X.

3.1. Auxiliary results. — We refer some results in [13], [14], which are useful in
the reformulation of the determinant method by Arakelov geometry. We will also
prove a new auxiliary lemma.

Proposition 3.2 ([13], Proposition 2.2). — Let E be a Hermitian vector bundle
of rank r > 0 on Spec Ok, and {L;}ic; be a family of Hermitian line bundles on

SpecOk. If ¢ : Ex — @@ L; k is an injective homomorphism, then there exists a
el
subset Iy of I whose cardinal is r such that the following equality

A(E) = - (Z A(L) +h (A" (pry, o¢))>
i€l
is verified, where pry, : @ Lix — @ Lix is the canonical projection.
el i€lp

In order to benefit the readers, we will provide the details on the construction of
certain local homomorphisms, which are introduced at [39, Lemma 2.4], see also [14],
§3.2].

Let X be an integral closed subscheme of P} and 2" be the Zariski closure of
X in P3,. Let p be a maximal ideal of O and { € Z(Fy). In this case, O ¢
is a local algebra over Ok . Let (fi)i<i<m be a family of local homomorphisms of
Ok p-algebras from O g ¢ to Ok p.

Let E be a free sub-Ok p-module of finite type of O - ¢ and let f be the O ,-linear
homomorphism

(filE)i<iscm : B — OF .
As f1 is a local homomorphism of Ok ,-algebras, it must be surjective. Let a be the
kernel of fi, then we have Og ¢/a = O ,. Furthermore, since Og ¢ is a local ring
and we suppose that m¢ is its maximal ideal, then we have m¢ O a. Moreover, since
f1 is a local homomorphism, we have a +pOg ¢ = m¢. For each j € N, o/ /a/™! is an
Oa ¢/a= Ok p-module of finite type.
In order to estimate its rank, we need the following result.
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Lemma 3.3. — With all the above notations and constructions, we have
Fp @0y, (07 /a™) = (a/anpOa ) /(a/anpOae) "
(me/me NpOz ) [/ (me/me NpOy ).

1%

Proof. — By definition, we have
Fp @0y, (07 /a/*) 2 (a/anpOze) / (a/anpOa ).

Next, since a + pOg ¢ = m¢ and a € m¢, then we have aNpOg ¢ = me N POy c.
We also have a/an pPOg ¢ = a/an (mg N pOggg) >~ (a+ me N p@ggﬁg)/mg NpOg ¢ =
me/me N pO.g ¢, which terminates the proof. O

By Nakayama’s lemma (cf. [32, Theorem 2.2]), we deduce that the rank of a’/a/*1
over Og.p is equal to the rank of (mg/me NpOy )’/ (me/me NpOy )t over F,
from the isomorphism in Lemma [B.3] which is the value of the local Hilbert-Samuel
function H¢(j) defined at (3.

By this fact, we consider the filtration

O%,gzaOQaQaQQ---Qanaj"‘lQ---
of O ¢, which induces the filtration
(16) F:E=Enad"D>DFENaDFENa’D---DFEN& DENaTD...

of E whose j-th sub-quotient £ Na//ENa’T! is a free Of y-module of rank smaller
than or equal to He(j).

We suppose that the reductions of all the above local homomorphisms f1,..., fi,
modulo p are same, which means all the composed homomorphisms

One 15 Okp— Ty

are same for every ¢ = 1,...,m, where the last arrow is the canonical reduction
morphism modulo p. We note N(p) = #F,. In this case, the restriction of f on
E N a’ has its norm smaller than N(p)~/. In fact, for any 1 < i < m, we have
fi(a) € pOk,p and hence we have f;(a?) C p/Of .

By the above argument, we have the following result from [14] Lemma 3.2, Lemma
3.3].

Proposition 3.4 ([14], Proposition 3.4). — Let p be a mazimal ideal of Ok and
& e Z(Fy). Suppose that { fi}1<i<m is a family of local Ok p-linear homomorphism
from Og ¢ to Ok, whose reduction modulo p are the same. Let E be a free sub-Ok ,-
module of finite type of Og ¢ and f = (filg)i<i<m. Then for any integer r > 1, we
have

(17) A" fiell < N(p)= 9,
where N(p) = #(Ok /p), and Q¢ (r) is defined at ().

The following lemma will be useful in the global determinant estimate.
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Lemma 3.5. — Let (K, |-|) be a normed field, Ey, Eo, Fy, F» be four normed vector
spaces over K, and fi1 : 1 — F1 and be foy : Eo — F5 be two K -linear isomorphisms.
Suppose dimg (E7) = dimg (F1) = 1 and dimg (E2) = dimg (Fy) = ro. We equipped
1 fo: E1® Ey — F» @ Fy equipped with the corresponding maximal value norms.
Then we have

[A"F= (fre fo)|| = A7 full - [T A™ fall,

where the above ||-|| is the norm of operators.

Proof. — By definition, the linear maps A" f; and A™ fy are both scalar products
by the corresponding determinants, and A" 772 (f; @ fo) is the scalar product of the
above two determinants. Then we have the result by definition directly. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem B.Il — We are going to prove Theorem B, and some
ideas of the proof below are inspired from [14] §3].

Proof of Theorem[ZJl — Let D be an integer larger than 1. We suppose that the
global section predicted by Theorem Bl does not exist. Then the evaluation map

f : FD,K — @R*OIP’?((D)
il
is injective. We can replace I by one of its subsets such that f is an isomorphism.
From now on, we suppose f is isomorphic. Then by Proposition 3.2 we have

D)= ﬁ (Dzhuz-) +h (A”("’D)f)> ,

icl

Rl

fi(
which implies

1i(Fp) 1
< suph(P) + ————h
D SSwhP)+ 5oeTy (

AT (n,D)f) ]
Now we estimate the height of A"1(™P) f. For every v € Mk o0, we have

1
Dy el AP f < log || flle < log v/r1(n, D),

where the second inequality comes from the definition of metrics of John.
Now we consider the case of v € Mg . The homomorphism f is induced by
a homomorphism of Ox-module Fp — @, ; P’ Opr, . (D), where P; is the Zariski

closure of P; in 2 for each i € I. Then for every v € M ;, we have log|| AT (D)

fllo <o0.
We fix a maximal ideal p of O corresponding to v € Mg ¢, and decompose the

set {P;}icr as

icl

{Pitier = U {Prebs,

EeEX (Fy)

where all elements in {P;¢},~5 modulo p are the same point £ € 27 (Fy). If {Pre}
is empty for some { € Z'(F,), we define m¢g = 0 for simplicity. With the above
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notations, let

U {suehy

EEX (Fy)

be an Ok ,-basis of Fp , such that f(s;¢) generates Pl’ngpgK (D) foralll =1,...,me
and & € Z'(F,). Since Ok is a local ring, the Ok p-module Fp , is free, then there
exists such a basis for a fixed maximal ideal p. We denote by Fp ¢ the sub-Of p-
module of Fp , generated by {s;¢},—,.

By Proposition 3.4l we have

g | )l | < Qe )08 N ).

By definition, we have

FD,p = @ FD,fa

EeX (Fy)

and

(18) ri(n,D)= > tk(Fpg).
EeX (Fy)

Then from the above construction, by applying Lemma and Proposition B.4]
respectively, we obtain

/\m(n,D)fH — Z log ‘ /\Tk(FD,ﬁ)leD,ﬁ H < - Z Q£ (rk(FD7£)) log N(p)
Pt ®y) P ceamy)

log ‘

In order to estimate the term ﬁ > Qe (tk(Fpe)), by (@), we have

e Z (Fp)
> Qe (k(Fpe))
EeEX (Fy)
1
(nl)!)"l(nl) w nP+2n2+n—4
> > (( rk(Fp,¢)™T — rk(Fp.)
2\ L) " 2n(n + 1)
n—1)"1(n—1 tk(Fpe)ni  nd+2n24+n—4
= ( ) n ( ) ( DﬁE)L - 2+ 1) ri(n, D).
E€X (Fy) pre(Zp) ™
By ([I8) and Holder’s inequality, we have
T
e ( > rk(FD,£)> .
tk(Fp.¢)n-1 - e X (Fp) _ri(n,D)nT
- 1 9

T Z
€ X (Fy) pre(Zp) T <
e (Fy)

> M&(%))
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where n(%,) is defined in the statement of Theorem Bl Then we obtain the
inequality

i(Fp) log 1 (n, D)
< MFP;) + —————
D SSwh(P)+ =75
1 (n—1)!ﬁ(nfl)7"1(n,D)ﬁ nd+2n%+n—4
[K'Q]Z< = T T 2Dnmr1y ) eN®):
A R nDn(Zp) 1
which leads to a contradiction. O

4. Some quantitative estimates

In order to apply the global determinant method introduced in Theorem Bl we
need to gather enough information on the term n(2y) in it. For this target, we
need to have a control of the reduction type of 2" — Pg,  — Spec Ok, an upper
bound of n(%,) when %, — SpecF, is geometrically integral, and a distribution of
certain prime ideals of O . We will also provide an explicit estimate of the geometric
Hilbert-Samuel function of hypersurfaces.

4.1. Control the non-geometrically integral reductions. — Let X — P’ be a
geometrically integral hypersurface of degree 6, 2~ — Pg, = — Spec Ok be its Zariski
closure, and 2Zr, = 2 Xspec 0 SpecF, — SpecFy, for every p € Spm Ok. By [23]
Théoréme 9.7.7], the set

(19) Q(Z') = {p € Spm Ok| 2%, — SpecF, is not geometrically integral }

is finite. Next, we will give a numerical description of the set Q(2").

For a numerical description of the non-geometrically integral reductions, there are
fruitful results on this subjects, but most of them are over rational number field Q.
In [31], the estimate [38] Satz 4] is generalized over arbitrary number fields by using
a height function in an adelic sense by the approach in [30} §3.4]. By [31], Proposition
4.1], we have

1

(20) K-Q

> logN(p) < (6% = DA(X) + C(n, d),
pPeEQ(Z)

where h(X) is the naive height of X defined at Definition 27, N(p) = #(Ok/p),
Ho=1+---+ %, and the constant

C(n,8) = (6% — 1) <31og5+5log3+log <”;5)> .

In fact, we have C(n,d) <, 6.
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4.2. Quantitative estimates over finite fields. — In this subsection, we give an
upper bound of the term n(2}) for a fixed maximal ideal p of Ok, where n(Z2}) is
defined in the statement of Theorem Bl In this part, we consider this problem over
arbitrary finite fields.

Let F, be the finite field with ¢ elements, X be a geometrically integral hypersurface
in Py of degree §, and n(Xr,) = > pe(X), where pg(X) is the multiplicity of £

£eX(Fy)

in X defined via the local Hilbert-Samuel fuction in (). Then we have

n(Xe,) = #X([F)+ > (ne(X)—1).
EEX(Fq)

In order to estimate n(Xf, ), we will consider the terms #X (F,) and >~ (ue(X) — 1)
€EX(Fy)
separately.

4.2.1. — For the estimate of #X(F,), there are fruitful results on it. For our
application, we have the following result deduced from [10, Corollary 5.6].

Proposition 4.1. — Let X — PﬂF’q be a geometrically integral hypersurface of degree
§ over the finite field F,. When q < 8% or q > 275*, we have

#X(F) — ¢ < ndq 5.
Proof. — We consider this estimate case by case as following.
1. If ¢ < &, we have #X (F,) < #P"(F,) = ¢" +---+ 1. Then #X(F,) —¢" ! <
ng"™ < n52q”7%.
2. If § +1 < ¢ < 6%, we have #X (F,) < 6#P"Y(F,) = 5(¢" ' +---+1). Then
#X(Fy) — " < (6 —1)g" 1 +6(¢" 2+ +1) < nd?q" 5.
3. If ¢ > 2758%, by by [10L Corollary 5.6], we have #X (F,) —¢" ! < (6 — 1)(0 —
2)q" "% + (562 + 6 + 1)g" 2 < nd2q" 3.
O
Remark 4.2. — With all the notations in Proposition E1l When 6% <,, ¢ <,, 6%,
by [10] Corollary 5.6], we have
#X(Fy) — " < (6 - 1)(6 ~ 2)q" " + B(n,6)q" >,

where the constant satisfies B(n,d) <, 6*. It seems that the constant B(n,d) could
have a better dependence on §, but up to the author’s knowledge, we do not know
the answer.

4.2.2. — For the term >  (ue(X) — 1), by |29, Theorem 5.1|, we have
£eX(Fq)

(21) Y ()10 < 5 Y welX) (X))
ceX(Fy) EEX(Fy)
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uniformly, which has the optimal dependances on § and max{dJ — 1, ¢}.

4.2.3. — We combine Propostion Bl and the estimate ([2I). When ¢ < 62 or
q > 2756%, we have
n(Xs,) < ¢"F +n0% max {q,8 — 1}" 2
by an elementary calculation. In addition, we have
1 1 n?§*
(22) N Z - = - 3
n(Xe)™ 1 4 max{q,0— 1)}

under the same assumption of ¢ and ¢ as above.

4.3. Distribution of certain prime ideals. — In this part, we will consider the
some distributions of prime ideals of the ring of integers of number fields.

4.3.1. Distribution of prime ideals contained in an ideal. — In this part, we will
consider the distribution of certain maximal ideals of Ok. First, we generalize [40],
Lemma 1.10] to an arbitrary number field, where the former result works over Z only.

Lemma 4.3. — Let a be a proper ideal of Ok, p be an prime ideal of Ok, and
N(a) = #(Ok/a). Then we have

1 log N (p)
[K:@]; N ) <loglog (N(a)) + 2,

where the above sum takes all over the prime ideals contained in a of Ok.

Proof. — We will prove it for the case of K = Q at first, and then we prove the
general case.

Case of K = Q. - In this case, we will repeat the proof of [40, Lemma 1.10] by
Salberger, since this preprint is not easily available. Suppose that a is generated by
the positive square-free integer m, and let m be a positive integer such that m < .
For the prime p, let v,(m) be the largest integer such that p*»(™) | m. By [44] Tome
I, Corollaire 1.7] and [44, Tome I, Théoréme 1.8|, we have

1
mz in - Zlogp < va(m!)logp < Z’Up(m!)logp =logm! < mlogm,
plm plm plm p<r

and then we obtain

1 1 1
Z o8P <logm+—210gp<10gm+—log7r.
plm " plm "

Let m = [log 7] for 7 > 2, and then we accomplish the proof for K = Q.

Vpy, (Cl)

Case of arbitrary number fields. - Let a = qu“(a) SRS , where p1,...,px
are distinct prime ideals of Ok, and vy, (a) € N for all i = 1,...,k. Let the prime
p; be the characteristic of the prime ideal p;, where i = 1, ...,k as above. For a fixed

prime p, there are at most [K : Q] prime ideals of characteristic p. For all prime
pand f € N*, we have loi—fpf < 1"%. Let P(a) be the product of all the different
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characteristics of p1,...,pr, and we have P(a) < N(a) by definition directly. Then
by the above facts, we obtain

ZlogN(p) <K:QY logp

= N o P

By the result of the case of K = Q, we have

1
Z 6P < loglog P(a) + 2 < loglog N(a) + 2,
p|P(a)

which proves the assertion.
O

4.3.2. Distribution of prime ideals with bounded norm. — Let x € RT, p € Spm Ok,
and N(p) = #(Ok/p). In this part, we consider the explicit estimates of

log N(p) log N (p)
Ok (x) = E log N(p), ¥k (z) = g ——— and ¢ (x) = g —
N(p)<z N(p)<=z N(p) N(p)<z N(p)>

under the assumption that the Dedekind zeta function of the number field K satisfies
GRH (the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis).

When K = Q, these are classic estimates of Chebyshev function (cf. [44] Tome I,
Théoréme 2.11]) and Mertens’ first theorem (cf. [44], Tome I, Théoréme 1.8]), which
are both explicit. In this case, we do not need to assume the Riemann Hypothesis
of the Riemann zeta function. For the case of an arbitrary number field, an implicit
generalization of [44], Tome I, Théoréme 2.11] is Landau’s prime ideals theorem (cf.
[37, Theorem 2.2]), and an implicit generalization of Mertens’ first theorem is deduced
from it in [37, Lemma 2.3].

In order to obtain explicit estimates, first we refer a result in [22] under the assump-
tion of GRH. Then by the same technique in [37], we get an explicit generalization
of Mertens’ first theorem. If we do not need the explicit version, it is not necessary
to assume GRH.

Let Ak be the discriminant of the number field K. By [22] Corollary 1.3], if = > 3,
we have

1 18.
0k (z) — x| < ﬁ((Q—log (&>+2.3) log Ax
™

log2x
1 18.8
+<—10g2< 2:”) +1.3) [K:Q]+0.3logx + 14.6
8 log” x

under the assumption of GRH. By an elementary calculation, we have
(23) |0k () — x| < 528/xlog” z (log Ak + [K : Q))

for x > 3 under the same assumption.
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Same as the application of [37, Lemma 2.1] to the proof of [37, Lemma 2.3|, by
Abel’s summation formula, we have

dre(e) = KD | /j 20

T 12

Then by an elementary calculation, we obtain
(24) [ (x) — log | < 9550 (log Ak + [K : Q])

for > 3 from (23] under the assumption of GRH.
By the same idea as that deducing from [37, Lemma 2.1] to [37, Lemma 2.3], we

have

¢K(z> _ 9[;(;') +/21 eig@dt-

Then after an elementary calculation, we obtain

1 2
< 167728 "

(25) brc(x) — V2t xi (log Ak + [K : Q))

xT

uniformly for all 2 € Rt from (23) under the assumption of GRH.

Remark 4.4. — Besides the case of K = Q, if we work over some other particular
number fields, the assumption of the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis may not be
obligatory. For example, in [24] Theorem 2], we are able to do it over totally imaginary
fields. It depends on the understand of the zero-free region of the Dedekind zeta
function of the number field K. In addition, if we do not require the explicit estimate,
we are able to use the estimates in [37] directly.

4.3.3. Distribution of non-geometrically integral reductions. — In this part, we con-
sider a distribution of the prime ideals modulo which the reductions are not geomet-
rically integral. In order to have an explicit estimate, we assume GRH here.

Proposition 4.5 (GRH). — Let X be a geometrically integral hypersurface of
degree & in P, and X be its Zariski closure in PP . Let p € SpmOg, N(p) =

#(Ok /),
Q'(Z) = {p € Spm Ok| N(p) > 275* and 2, — SpecF, not geometrically integrall,

and

/ log N(p)
V(2 = exp (| ———— | .
peg%) p( Np) >

If we assume GRH, then we have
V(2) < exp(19101 (log Ak + [K : Q]))

(672 =57 <h(X) + <310g5+510g3+10g <n?;5>>> )

where h(X) is defined at Definition [Z7
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Proof. — We denote by P’(Z") the product of all maximal ideals in Q'(2"), and
X)) =(62-1) (h(X) + (3 log § + dlog 3 + log (";”s))). Then by Lemma E3] and
0), we have

1 1 log N(p)
— logb'(Z) = : Z —
[K: Q] [K-Q &, Nb)
1 log N(p) 1 log N (p)
< - + . Z / :
(K- Q] 2764 < N (p)<c/(Z) N(p) K Q) peQ(Z) AE)
N(p)>c'(Z)
By (24)), we have
1 Z 1OgN(p)
(K- Q] 2764 < N(p)<c'(Z) N(p)

1 log N 1 log N
_ Z g N(p) Z g N(p)

(K : Q] N(p)  [K:Q]

N(p)<c(Z) N(p)<276% N(p)

<

gy (og < () —41ogd +19100 (log A + [ : Q)

Let
Q(Z) = {p € Spm Ok| 2%, — SpecF, is not geometrically integral} ,
then by [23) and (20), we have

1 log N (p) 1
(K : Q] Z (X)) < (K : Q] (2) Z log N(p) <1,

peQ(2) PEQ(X)
N(p)>c'(Z)
By combining the above two estimates, we terminate the proof. |

Remark 4.6. — With all the notations and assumptions in Proposition We
have

V(2) <,k max {0 °h(X), 07"},

4.4. An explicit estimate of the geometric Hilbert-Samuel function. — In
this part, we will provide an explicit lower bound of the geometric Hilbert-Samuel
function of a projective hypersurface, which will be useful in the application of the
determinant method. The inequality

(N—m+)" _ (N) L = (m-1/”

m! m m)!

will be useful in the calculation below.

Lemma 4.7. — Let X be a hypersurface of degree § in PY.. We denote by r1(n, D)
its geometric Hilbert-Samuel function with the variable D. When D > 6 + 1, we have

1 1 d n—1 J
ri(n, D)1 > "]/mD*((;*Q) \/m,
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n 0
D4+ 2 .
oDl 2 o)
Proof. — In fact, we have

r (D) = <n+D> B <n+D5)
n n
when D > § + 1.

In order to obtain the lower bound, we have

and

ri(n, D)ﬁ <y

§ . n—1
(26) r(n,D) = Z(D5:n11ﬂ) >—5(D(n5+1)2!)
5 n—1 5(5 n—2
~ (n—1)! 7(n—1)'D

Then we obtain

1 [0 0—2 =
ri(n,D)»-1 > "7 7(71_ 1)|D (1 — —>
0 0
> n—1 D* 572 n—1
(n—1)! ( ) \/ (n—1)!
when D > § + 1.

On the other hand, we have

(27)
s . _
D—-6+n—-1+j S(D+2)~t  spnt n \n—1
9 D)= < = (1 _) 9
ri(n. D) ;( n—1 ) (n—1)! CES AR,
which terminates the proof by an elementary calculation. O

5. An explicit estimate of determinant

In this section, we will give an upper bound of the degree of the auxiliary hyper-
surface determined by Theorem Bl In order to obtain an explicit estimate, we will
assume GRH.

5.1. A uniform lower bound of arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel functions. —
Firstly, we refer a result in [13], which is an application of the uniform lower bound
of the arithmetic Hilbert-Samuel functions in the determinant method.

Proposition 5.1 ([13], Propoosition 2.12). — We keep all the notations in 2.3
Let X is a closed integral subscheme of P%., Z = (P,;);er be a family of rational points
and
¢Z,D : FD,K — @PZ*O[P?((D)
iel
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be the evaluation map. If we have the inequality

ﬁmax(FD) 1
sup homy(P)) < ——— = 5 legni(n, D),
where r1(n, D) =rk(Fp) and the height function hzz(-) is defined in ([[3), then the

o)
homomorphism ¢z p cannot be injective.

The uniform lower bound of fi(Fp) for all D > 1 will play a significant role in the
construction of auxiliary hypersurfaces if we want to apply Proposition 5.1l In [I5],
David and Philippon give an explicit uniform lower bound of fi(Fp). This result is
reformulated by H. Chen in [I3] Theorem 4.8] by the language of the slope method.
In fact, let X be a closed integral subscheme of P’ of dimension d and degree §, and
X be its Zariski closure in Pg, . The inequality
w(Fp d!
M(D ) 2 5(d 1 2)d+1h0(1)(%) —log(n+1) — 2¢
is uniformly verified for all D > 2(n —d)(6 — 1) + d + 2 (see also [13] Remark 4.9] for
some minor modifications), where hm(% ) follows the definition in Definition 2.5

By Proposition (.1l all the rational points with small heights in a projective variety
can be covered by one hypersurface which does not contain the generic point of the
original variety, and we will give the following numerical control of this observation.

(28)

Proposition 5.2. — Let X be an integral hypersurface of degree § in P, the
constant Hp, =1+ ---+ % and the constant
2n)" 1 3 _
(29) Ci(n)=-— (7(1 _)1)! <10g2 +5log(n+1) — 57—[”) 3 log(n +1) — 2"~ 1
If

log B — 1!

ogB _(n-1!,
[K:Q] ~ d(2n)

then there exists a hypersurface of degree smaller than 20 +n — 1, which contains all

rational points in S(X; B) but does not contain the generic point of X, where we use
the height function defined in (I3)).

(X) + Cl(n)a

Proof. — If there does not exist such a hypersurface, the evaluation map ¢z p in
Proposition (] is injective. On the other hand, by (28], Proposition 28 and the fact

that 5
o)< (") <P
n
is uniformly verified for all n, D > 1, we obtain
log - (n—1)!
(K : Q) 5(2n)"

h(X) 4 Ci(n)

(ni 1)| 3 n—1
ﬁmax FD) 1

< =0 7

X D 2D 1OgT1(7’L,D),
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which contradicts to Proposition (.11 O

Remark 5.3. — With all the notations in Proposition By the arithmetic
Hilbert-Samuel Theorem of arithmetic ample line bundles (cf. [21] Theorem 8|, [47
Theorem 1.4] and [II, Théoréme principal]), we have

o hm(% )

H(Fp) = oy D +o(D)
for D tends into infinity. So it is expected that we can obtain a better uniform lower
bound of fi(Fp) than @8). If we have a better explicit lower bound, we can improve
the bound given in Proposition

5.2. Estimate of the determinant. — In the global determinant method, for
each geometrically integral hypersurface, we allow only one auxiliary hypersurface to
cover its rational points with bounded height not containing the generic point of the
original hypersurface, and we optimize the degree of this auxiliary hypersurface.

In this part, we will give an upper bound of the degree of the auxiliary hypersurface
determined in Theorem B.Il where the size of non-geometrically integral reductions
and the height of the original hypersurface will be involved. In order to obtain an
explicit estimate, we will assume GRH.

Theorem 5.4 (GRH). — Let K be a number field. Let X be a geometrically integral
hypersurface in P of degree 6 > 2, and S(X; B) be the set of rational points in X
whose height is smaller than B with respect to the above closed immersion, see (I3)
for the definition of the height function used above. Under the assumption of GRH,
there exists a hypersurface in P}, of degree smaller than

V(Z)
HK(X)W&“*H

which covers S(X; B) but does not contain the generic point of X, where the constant

n
eC2(nK) By "5 54—ﬁ

Co(n, K) = % + (19100 + 379n%)(log Ak + [K : Q]) + Mgé"%l)!

+3+

o2 4+n—4 ( +ﬁ) <1+8448(10gAK+[K:@])>
2(n? — 1) "{/(n—1)! 4 e? ’
the constant C1(n) is defined in 9), b'(Z") is defined in Proposition [{.2, and the
height Hi (X) of X is defined in Definition[27.

Proof. — By Proposition [5.2] we divide the proof into two parts.
I. Case of large height variety. - If
log B (n—1)! L
[K:Q] ~ d(2n)
where the constant Cy(n) is defined at ([2Z9) and h(X) is defined in Definition 2.7
then by Proposition[5.2] S(X; B) can be covered by a hypersurface of degree no more
than 20 +n — 1 which does not contain the generic point of X, which is smaller than
the bound provided in the statement.

(X) + Cl(n)a
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II. Case of small height variety. - For the case of

log B (n—1)!
K:Q] ~ o@n)"

which is equivalent to

h(X) < 6(2n)" ( log B

CERVEN Cl(”)) ’

we will treat it as following. We keep all the notations in Theorem [l and we suppose
D >30logd+n—12>20+n—1 from now on. We denote the set

R(Z) = {peSpmOxk|275* < N(p) < ri(n, D)7,
Zp — SpecF,, is geometrically integral},

and we apply Theorem B.] to the reductions at R(.2"). If there does not exist such a
hypersurface, by Theorem Bl applied in the above sense, we have

log B - W(Fp) logri(n,D)

[K:Q~ D 2D
1 (n=DIFT(n = Dri(n, D)™ nP+2n%+n—4 .
&g penz(%)< nDn(2,) 7 D)) eV ®):

From the explicit lower bound of [i(Fp) provided at ([28) and Proposition B2 we
deduce

log B (n—1)!

(=D (n =y (n, D) log N (p)
nD[K : Q] R n(2y) 1

nd+2m2+n—4 Z
— : log N (p).
2nD(n + 1)[K : Q] CR(T)

II-1. Estimate of ) 1oeN()  _ Tp order to estimate > log N(p)
peR(Z) n(Zp) -1 peR(Z) n(Zp) 1
by ([22)), we have

M> Z 10gN(p)_n262 Z log N(p)

T 7 .
PER(Z) n(Zp)nT PER(Z) N(p) peR(2) N(p)?z
For the estimate of > loij(\;()p)7 we denote
PER(Z)
Q(Z) = {peSpmOx|276* < N(p) < ri(n, D)7,

2w, — SpecFy is not geometrically integral}.
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Then by (24)), we have

log N (p) logN(p) log N (p)
2 N(p) 2 . N 2 N(p)

PER(Z) 2761 <N (p)<r1 (n, D) T-T

peQ ()

WV

. logry(n, D) — 3log3 — 4logd — 19100(log Ak + [K : Q]) — log (b'(2"))
n—

under the assumption of GRH, where the notation b'(2") is introduced in Proposition

For the term %, it is equal to zero when r(n, D)ﬁ < 275%. By (@3),
per(2) N2

we have
Z log N (p) < log N(p)
verizy NP2 L N(p):

2754 <N (p) <ra (n, D) T
log? (276%)

—r1(n, D) 2=-D 4 908 5750

1
33052 (log Ak +[K : Q])

when r(n, D)ﬁ > 2764
By the above two estimates, we obtain

(31) log N (p)
PER(Z) n(Zp)nT
> i 1 logri(n, D) —19100(log Ak + [K : Q]) — 3log3 — 4logd — log (b'(2"))

log?(276%)
2764

2

—n (n,D)” 20 + 908 (log Ak + [K : Q]))

( L
3v/352

by combining the above two inequalities.
II-2. Estimate of >  logN(p). - For the estimate of Y logN(p), by

PER(Z) PER(Z)
23), we have

B2 & Y leNp<p Y logN(p)

peRE) N(p)<ri(n,D) 7T

1 1 D)z2m-1)
< ) (rl(n, D)»-1 + 528 (log Ak + [K : Q]) 71(7@7)2 log® 1 (n, D))

under the assumption of GRH.
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I1-3. Deducing the contradiction. - We take BI) and 32) into (1), and we
do some elementary calculations. Then the inequality

logB  (n—1)! .

> (n—i)[!lj&b—l) , m(n,é?)ﬁ (nlllogm(n,D) g (H(2) — 4log 8

—(19100 + 379n%)(log Ak + [K : Q]))

nP+2n+n—4 ri(n, D)7 |y 028 (og Ak + [K: Q) log® r1(n, D)
2n(n+ 1)[K : Q] D (n—1)? ri(n, D)TED

is uniformly verified for all D > 26 +n — 1.
From (26) in Lemma 7] we have

(34) — logry(n, D) > log D + p—] logd — p— log (n — 1)!

when D > 26 +n — 1.
We take Lemma .7 and (B4) into (B3], and by the fact that

log® r1(n, D) _ 16(n—1)°

r1(n, D) D e? ’
we obtain
(35) m (IOgB - %M) +Ci(n)[K : @])

> (1 _ 572) <10gD - (4 - ﬁ) log & — log (b/(2°))

(19100 + 379n2)(log A + [K : Q]) — M)

n—1

o2 n—4 ( +n) <1+8448(10gAK+[K:@])>.

o2 —1)"/(n - 1)! 4 e2

When D > 36logd+n—12>2+n—1and § > 2, we have

0—2 1 log(n — 1)! ,
O 10gD— (4— —— )logs— B~
5 <0g ( nl) ogd — og (b'(Z))

—(19100 + 379n°)(log Ax + [K : @])) <
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by an elementary calculation. We take the above inequality into (Bh]), and then we
obtain

n o [K:Qin—1)
(n—1)"Vo (lgB 52n)"

> logD — (4 — %) logd — log (b'(2))
n_

hX)+Ci(n)[K : Q]>

~ log(n —1)!
n—1
n34+o2m24n—4 ( n) <1+8448(10gAK+[K:Q])>

I R T &

which deduces

—(19100 + 379n%)(log Ak + [K : Q]) — 3

nlogB [K : Q]n!
(n—1)"Vs "Haa(n—1)2n)"

1
+<4 )1og5+C’2(n,K)
n—1

logD < h(X) + log (b'(2))

with Cs(n, K) in the statement of this theorem, and it leads to the contradiction. O

5.3. Control of auxiliary hypersurfaces. — The following two upper bounds of
the degree of the auxiliary hypersurface are deduced from Theorem [5.4] directly.

Corollary 5.5 (GRH). — We keep all the notations and conditions in Theorem

B4 Then there exists a hypersurface of degree smaller than Cs(n, K)§>B (- ""v5
which covers S(X; B) but does not contain the generic point of X, where the constant

Co(n, K) = oCa(nK) (n+6)(n—1)(2n)" exp (19101 (log Ax + [K : Q)))

n! ’

and Cy(n, K) is defined in Theorem [5.7}

Proof. — By the upper bound of ¥'(2") given in Proposition L5 we have
V(2) < exp(19101 (log Ak + [K : Q]))
(672 =071 <h(X) + <310g5 + dlog 3 + log <n ;r 5>)>

< (n+6)exp (19101 (log Ax + [K : Q])) max{d~*h(X),d '}

1
n—1

n! -1
We denote by G (X) = Hy(X)wneEam® > 1 for simplicity, where the last
inequality is obtained by definition directly. Then by an elementary calculation, we
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have
v'(2)
Hy (X))o eEom?

1

[ I

n—1

max { & T (n1)(2n)" log Gk (X), 6‘1}
< (n+6)exp (19101 (log Ax + [K : Q)))

n![K:Q]
Gr(X)
. (n+6)(n—1)(2n)"exp (19101 (log Ak + [K : Q]))éfprﬁ
b n! '
We have the assertion by taking the above estimate into Theorem [5.41 |

Compared with Corollary 0.0l the result below has a better dependence on the
degree of the original hypersurface but a little worse dependence on the bound of
heights.

Corollary 5.6 (GRH). — We keep all the notations and conditions in Theorem
[54 Then there exists a hypersurface of degree smaller than

’ 3— 15 ”
Ci(n, K)o 1 e max{ log B , },
HK(X)#W‘S (K- Q

11

n—1

which covers S(X; B) but does not contain the generic point of X, where the constant

_ (Ca(n.K) Cy(n)(n +6)(2n)™ exp (19101 (log Ak + [K : Q)))
(n—1)! ’

Ci(n) is defined in 29), Co(n, K) is defined in Theorem[54), and Hi (X)) is defined
in Definition [Z70

C3(n, K) =

Proof. — If
log B (n—1)!
K:Q = o)
then by Proposition[5.2] S(X; B) can be covered by a hypersurface of degree no more
than 26 +n — 1 which does not contain the generic point of X. The upper bound of

the degree satisfies the bound provided in the statement.
If

hX) + Ci(n),

log B (n—1)!
K:0] ~ o@n)"

h(X) + Ci(n),

which is equivalent to
0(2n)™  logB 0(2n)™
< . _
MO G-l 'g monict®

we deal with it as following. Same as the proof of Corollary 5.5 we have

V(2) < (n+6)exp (19101 (log Ak + [K : Q])) max{d2h(X),5 '},
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where b’ (%) is the same as that in Proposition L5 and Theorem [.41 Then we have
v'(Z)
Hy(X) T Dam?

P
I—a=1

(n + 6) exp (19101 (log Ag + [K : Q])) 67! - 2n)™ ( logB i
—C1(n)(n+6)(2n)"exp (19101 (log Ax + [K : Q))) ., log B
< —— 1) max{[K:Q],l},

(n — D) Hg (X)) Em?
and we obtain the assertion by taking the above inequality into Theorem .41 O

6. Counting rational points in plane curves

As applications of Corollary 5.5l and Corollary 5.6l we have the following uniform
upper bounds of the number of rational points with bounded height in plane curves.

6.1. A generalization over an arbitrary number field. — The following result
generalizes [11] Theorem 2] over an arbitrary number field under the assumption of
GRH, which has the optimal dependence on the bound of heights.

Theorem 6.1 (GRH). — Let X be a geometrically integral curves in P2. of degree
0. Then under the assumption of GRH, we have
N(X;B) < C3(2,K)5*B?,
where the constant C3(2, K) is defined in Corollary [Z3. In addition, we have
N(X;B) <k 6*B3.

Proof. — We apply the Bézout Theorem in the intersection theory (cf. [I7, Propo-
sition 8.4]) to X and the auxiliary hypersurface determined in Corollary 5.1 for the
case of n = 2, and then we obtain the result. O

6.2. A better dependence on the degree. — In this part, we will provide
another uniform upper bound of rational points with bounded height in plane curves
under the assumption of GRH. This result has a better dependence on the degree
than that of Theorem 6.1l but a bit worse dependence on the bound of heights.

Theorem 6.2 (GRH). — Let X be a geometrically integral curves in P% of degree
0. Then under the assumption of GRH, we have

2 log B
. < / 3
N(X;B) < C5(2,K)§° B> max{[K:@],l},

where the constant C%(2, K) is defined in Corollary 5.0l In addition, we have
N(X;B) <k 0°B% log B
when B > exp([K : Q)).
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Proof. — This is the same application of Bézout Theorem in the intersection theory
(cf. |17, Proposition 8.4]) to Corollary b0l as that of Corollary .1l when n = 2, where
we take Hp (X) > 1 defined in Definition 27 into consideration. O

Remark 6.3. — It seems that the upper bound given in Theorem [6.1]and Theorem
are not optimal. Actually, for a geometrically plane curve X — Pé of degree 4,
Heath-Brown conjectured the uniform upper bound

N(X;B) < 6°B5.

By the examples given in [11], §6], the exponent 2 of § in the above conjecture is
possibly optimal.

Appendix A. An explicit lower bound of Q¢(r)

In this appendix, we give an explicit lower bound of the function Q¢(r) defined in
@) for the case of hypersurfaces.
In the following proof of Proposition [A.], the inequality

(N-—m+ D" (N) < (N = (m—1)/2)"

m! m m!
will be very useful, where N and m are two positive integers, and N > m > 1.
Proposition A.1. — Let X be a hypersurface of P}, & be a closed point in X, and

pe be the multiplicity of & in X induced by its local Hilbert-Samuel function. The
function Qe¢(r) is defined in the equality [@)). Then we have

Qe(r) > <(n1)'>"11 <n1)rnnln3+2n2+n4r

e n 2n(n+1)

Proof. — For the case of hypersurfaces, by [28 Example 2.70 (2)], we have

b= (7717 (),

We define the function Ug(k) = H¢(0) + - - - + He(k), then we have

Uelh) = zk:(n+§—1)_zk:(n+j—ug—1>

=0 =0 J = He

)
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Then we obtain

Qe(Ue(k)) = inHf(j)
— §j<j;ill)§j<n+];l_#1>

. k+n . k—pe+n\ n—+k— pe
B n+1 n+1 He n '

Let r €]Ue¢(k — 1), Ue(k)]. By the definition of Q¢(r) in the equality (&), we have
the inequality

Qe(Ue(k — 1)) < Qe(r) < Qe(Ue(k)).

So we have
Qe(r) = Qe(Ue(k —1)) +k(r — Ue(k —1))
B n+k—-1\ (n+k—p—1\ n+k—pe—1
- " n+1 " n+1 He n
1 e — 1
—|—k:r—k(n+k )+I<:<n+k He )
n n
n+k— pe n+k
= k - .
(36) r+( n+1 > <n+1)

In order to get a lower bound of Q¢(r), we need to estimate the term

n+k—pe\ (n+k
n+1 n+1)



ON THE GLOBAL DETERMINANT METHOD

In fact, we have the estimate

(134)- (2157 o

(n+k—pe—1)-(k— pe

|
G- (L))
m+k)n+k—1)--k—(n+k—pe) - (k—pe)
[(n+k—1)k—(n+k—pe—1)(k—pe)

_ ((n—i—k: Yn+k—1) (n+k-2)---(k—1) )—(n—l—k—ug))/
(

{ +k1[ (n+km.u@1))}q(n+m>

(k= pe— 1) (k— pie

_ Mg
= T n+k+ nitk—1 _ (ntk—2)-(h—1) ]
L k=1 (nt+k—pe—1)-(k—pg)
1
< nt kot ke
n+1 ( ntk—1 ) 1
L ntk—pe—1
1 T (n+k—pe—1)" ]
= n—+k+
n+1| m+k-1""14- +(n+k—pe— 1)1
1 k — —1
< (n+ . H—Ms)
n+1 n
(n+Dk+n*+n—pe—1

n(n+1)

By the equality ([B6]), we obtain

Qlr) = kr+ <n+ku§> B <n+k>

n+1 n+1
(37) > kri(n+1)k+n2+n7ugfl
n(n+1)
- kr_(n+1)l<:+n2+n—,u5—1
n(n+1)
P =Dk—n®—n+pe+1
nin+1)

n—1 n®+n—pe—1
= k— T,
n n(n+1)

Ue(k —

1)

33
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where we use the estimate Ug(k—1) < r in the inequality (87). In addition, we obtain
the inequality

e = (L)) ()

j=1
1 - n
— > (k+-—j+1)" N
(n—l)!z( t3oity
j=1
In addition, we have
223 n n\n—1
Z(k+§—j+1)”*1<ug(k+§) :
j=1

Then

k >

1 n
V(n—=Dlr——.
n—l/‘uE 2

Finally we have

YD
% > (2 mg)w)

w v n(n+1)
(n—1)! T -1\ . nP42n4n—4
—_— rn—l p— I8
fe n 2n(n+1) ’
for pe > 1. Then we obtain the result. O
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